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obtaining food with which to sustain life, and med- 


icines with which to care for the sick. 

Now, sir, I want this question put to the House 
in the light of the facts as they exist. I ask the 
simple question, will you allow these men, be- 
cause they are blacks, to starve and die in the 
very neighborhood of our camps in which there 
are food and medicinesin abundance? If you will, 
then let white and black die alike. 

For myself, L am willing to go further than this 
amendment goes. I am willing to substitute for 
the words “ negro refugees, commonly called con- 
trabands,” the words “ refugees, white or black, 
resorting to the camps of the United States during 
the progress of the war.’ For one I wish to be 
distinctly understood, that whenever any human 
being, whatever his color, is deprived of his or- 
dinary means of support by the progress of the 
armies of the United States, and stands wanting 
food to sustain life, or wanting medicine to cure 
him if sick, I will afford him the food or medicine 
that may be necessary for these purposes. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not know that I fully ap- 
preciate the allusions that have been made upon 
the other side of the House; but,sir, when I am 
called upon to look at the condition of the coun- 
try at the present time, when I look at those who 
are attempting to overthrow and destroy it, who 
are using every meansand every instrumentality 
to effect that end, and while they are attempting 
to use for that purpose this class of men, while 
their declarations have gone forth to the country, 
and are now a matter of record, that they have 
that behind them which will support them and 
maintain their white armies in the field, I look 
upon it as a duty belonging to me asa humani- 
tarian anda citizen of this Government to protect 
either in health or in sickness those who refuse to 
give their aid or their comfort or their labor or 
their influence to those who would destroy me 
and mine and my Government. Asamember of 
Congress, I regard it as my duty to vote for their 
protection and their support. 

Now, sir, there are men in this country who 
have acted and who are still acting against the 
best interests of the country, against the best 
interests of the Government, against the mainte- 
nance of the Constitution, and against the main- 
tenance of the liberties of the people; who would 
not only destroy but annihilate forever that race 
denominated black heretofore recognizcdas slaves, 
if they are for the maintenance of this Govern- 
ment. The people of the South care no more for 
you or for me or for any member upon this floor 
than they do for those who are of a different color. 
They would destroy all alike, of whatever party, 
if necessary to maintain their independence and 
to establish their separate government. They 
would withhold food, medicine, and everything 
that would give a poor, degraded, ignorant, hum- 
ble man the right to breathe free. 

Now, Mr, Chairman, I wish to say as a man 
who has been and isa slaveholder, and whose 
family, so far as I have been able to trace it back 
through the whole history of the Government, 
has held slaves—I hold slaves now and have held 
them, and my family has held them—yet, sir, Í 
wish to say that the time will never come when I 
shall refuse, either at home or anywhere else, to 
give to that man, I carenot how black, whether a 
negro or an American of African descent, who has 
fled from the men who are in rebellion, all that he 
needs for his comfort and subsistence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general de- 
bate has expired. 

Mr. SMITH. I move to amend by striking 
out the last word of the pending amendment of 
the Senate. 

Mr. COX. There is no objection to the gen- 
tleman going on if gentlemen on this side are 
allowed opportunity to reply. 

Mr. SMITH. I have moved an amendment, 
and am entitled to five minutes on it. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand, so far as the men 
of African descent are concerned, that the laws 
which have been made have been made legiti- 


mately, honestly, and truly, where they belonged 
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to those who have struck at the very existence of 
the Government, and to those who stand as the 
aiders and abettors of the rebels. You strike 
down the humble white man, you lay him lowin 
the dust, you make him the victim of ‘this cruel 
war, whether by his consent or merely because 
of this conspiracy in the South; he is made to 
suffer, and his family is made to mourn’ his un- 
timely death, and all in consequence of this re- 
bellion. Gentlemen on the other side of the House 
say that a horse, a cow is property; that land is 
property, and they have declared that a negro is 
property. Then, if that is true, the Government 
has the right to take whatever species of property 
it may want to put down this rebellion. It has 
as much right to take my negro as my horse.: So 
far as I am concerned it is welcome to come any 
moment it pleases and take my horse, my cattle, 
or my negro. It can take my horse for cavalry, 
my cattle to feed the soldiers of the Army of the 
United States, and my negro to put down this re- 
bellion. It may have whatever I possess for that 
purpose. 

Now, sir, I say as a kind man, I say as a lib- 
eral and just man, that these men, negroesif you 
choose, have my strongest affection, and that I 
would protect them at all times, whether male or 
female. I do not care how gentlemen may laugh 
on the other side of the House. 1 would defend 
them whether they came from Kentucky or,other 
places in sorrow andafiliction. When they come 
to us from rebel masters, if they want medicine, 
give it to them; if they need food, give it to 
them; if they need kindness, give it to them. 
The people of the United States are bound to 
give it to them. When a negro flies froma man 
who isarmed with gun or saber against the United 
States, and to kill you, to make our homes less 
agreeable than they were, to make them houses 
of mourning, it is our duty as men, as humani- 
tarians, to protect him and to give him raiment 
and subsistence, Rather than restore those men 
to slavery who have done us service, I would 
sever my right hand from my arm. 

[Here the hammer fell.] . 

Mr. MALLORY. [intended ina few remarks 
to discuss the matter legitimately before the com- 
mittee, and I still intend todoso. Ido notintend 
to be led into a philanthropic disquisition in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on an appropriation bill. Ithink Iwill be found 
as ready as any man to respond to the wants of 
theblack man, and evenof the white man. [Laugh- 
ter.] I would not confine myself to one. 

And by the by, as the gentleman from Iowa 
observed a short time since, hundreds of blacks 
have come into the Army as refugees, and hun- 
dreds of whites also, all wanting food and medi- 
cine, and yet there is not an item in the bill that 
provides a particle of food and medicine for the 
white refugees. Nowif this is to be converted 
from an appropriation bill to enable the Govern- 
ment to carry on its legitimate functions into a 
charitable appropriation bill, I insist as a matter 
of justice that these men down there whom my 
colleague [Mr. Smrra] wants to doom to everlast- 
ing punishment in the next world and starvation 
in this, shall be placed upon an equal footing with 
the negroes. I do not concur with my colleague 
in that sentiment, and I do not intend to calldown 
in my speech that sort of visitation upon any be- 
ing in the world, white or black. , 

During the last session of last Congress, In a 
debate involving this whole question, 1 pointed out 
to the members of this House and to the country 
the results of this grand scheme of emancipation 
upon which they were aboutentering. Ftold them 
then that the negro was not capable of maintain- 
ing himself, that he was unfitted for freedom, and 
that upon the soil of this country he would not 
be able to compete with the white man for the 
rewards of labor. i 

Mr. SMITH. I ask the Housc to extend the 
time of my colleague, so that E may have an op- 
portunity to reply to him. 4 
Mr. MALLORY. My time has not expired 


yet, and I do not want any more time. Tam not 


I ask this House now if what'l charged then 
has not turned out to be true; if this ‘call for char- 
ity upon the Treasury by the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and by the améndmients of the Schate, 
does not show that this class, whose social rela- 
tions are changed in the South, is incapable óf 


supporting themselves? Has not that fact been 
exhibited in a still more marked manner in’ the 
bilkintroduced by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Exror,] and ‘passed’ by this House, 
which placed the entire freed population of the 
Union under the control of a bureau to be con- 
nected with the national Government? They have 
advanced in their march of improvement since . 
last session. They have gone so fai as to say 
that the States themselves, where these people are 
freed, have not the capacity to: administer. their 
affairs properly, but that the whole control of the 
freedmen shall be taken fromthe States of the 
Union, and that they shall be placed under the. 
control of the General Government of the United 
States. ; 

I did not desire to say anything upon.this mat- 
ter, but I was drawn into it by the amendment 
which was offered, and I hope it will pass. 

[Here the hammer fell.] ; f 

Mr. SMITH. I withäraw my amendment, 
and move to strike out the last two words of the 
pending amendment. I wish merely to'say a word 
in regard to these men who are now in the contra- 
band camps of the South, arid who are considered 
as refugees from their homes in those States that 
have heretofore been considered in rebellion.. I 
state to my colleague, and I state it for the Benè 
efit of this House, that in the States óf. Missis- 
sippi, Louisiana, and Arkansas men who were 
planters before this rebellion began, and who 
owned from’ one to three hundred slaves, agreed 
to enter upon the free-labor system, and they are 
to-day employing their slaves upon their plant- 
ations, and are making more money than they 
ever made before in the history of this Govern- ` 
ment. I know of one Duncan, of the State of 
Arkansas, who owned two or three hundred ne- 
groes. He freed them all, paid them their wages, 
and in one year, with the present price of cotton, 
he paid for every negro he had upon his place, 
he paid all the expenses of his plantation, he al- 
lowed ten cents a pound for his cotton, and after 
deducting the whole he had in his pocket $1,000 
profit left. Now, sir, there are numbers of these 
men, born and raised in Kentucky, and the best 
planters in the State, who only ask thatthey may 
be permitted to employ these black men, and rec- 
ognize them as free men, upon the soil, in order 
to carry on their plantations. I therefore con- 
clude that the policy of the Government is a just 
and right one, for it gives to the former master 
more money than he made before, and gives to the 
laborer a fair compensation for the labor he ren- 
ders on the plantation. 

Now, sir, so far as these refugees are concerned, 
if they flee from one man they find employment 
with another, and employment that compensates 
them as wellas the man whoemploysthem. Who 
can object to that mode of proceeding in those 
States where there has been difficulty, and where, 
in consequence of the, rebellion, the relation of 
master and slave has been destroyed ? F 7 

It is no fault of the Government; it is no fault 
of men here; it is no fault of speeches made in this 
House; but it is the fault of those men who were 
the owners of these persons; itis the fault of those 
men who have gone into the rebellion; and if the 
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Men, whom they have left-behind choose to adopt 
the policy.ofthe Governmentand can make money 
by the operation, why should. there be captious 
opposition here? And if there are not’a sufficient 
number of men left there to employ all those people 
who have abandoned their homes and taken ref- 
uge in. the camps of the Government, is it right 
that this Government should allow them to suffer, 
to languish, and to die when in its beneficence it 
could protect them? . : 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

_Mr, BLISS.: “L wish, to say. a few words. in 
reply tò the gentleman. from Kentucky, [Mr, 
Smita. ] It seems to me thatat the bottom of this 
prepeattion there is no principle upon which this 

Touse, in) making appropriations of the public 
money, can possibly act. Are we to understand,- 
sir, that the Government of the United States is 
to take upon itself. the protection, support, and 
maintenance of all the negroes who may obtain 
their freedom through the process of the emanci- 
pation proclamation, or who may escape from 
the service of their masters and pour themselves 
upon ourencampments—that money must be ap- 
propriated for their support as well as for the 
maintenance and compensation of the soldiers of 
our Government? 

Is it within the constitutional power of this 
House to appropriate the money of the country 
to such charitable purposes? Is it within our 
power to create a benevolent fund to. be distrib- 
uted to the poor of the country, black or white? 
Ts it not altogether out of and beyond the power 
of this House to make such an appropriation? If 
we are to become common. almoners of charity, 
why then let us support foreign missions; let us 
take care of the poor of other countries; let us 
raise by lawful appropriation funds to be sent to 
the destitute of the world everywhere. 

I think that the House will perceive that such 
an appropriation as this cannot be legitimately 
passed, and this is all I have to say upon the sub- 
ject. i 
2 Mr, STEVENS. I move that the committee 
do nów rise, witli a view to close the debate upon 
this amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, Is debate exhausted 
upon the pending amendment? 


amendment, and renew: the motion ‘of the gentle- 


Mr. SMITH. I withdraw the amendment to 
the amendment, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. J hope the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will withdraw his motion that 
the committee rise. I desire to say a few words. 
a Mr. STEVENS. I will do so if the gentleman 
will renew it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTIT. Twill do so, 

Mr, Chairman, I renew the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, for the purpose of 
making a remark or two. T should myself be op- 
posed’to voting money out of the Treasury for 
the support of camp-followers and hangers-on 
upon the Army, But Ido not understand that to 
be the purport or object of this amendment of the 
Senate. I understand the practice of the Govern- 
ment to be this: refugees, or “contrabands,” as 
they are called, as the Army advances come within 
our lines, They are gathered together for the 
purpose of being put into the Army. ‘They are 
gathered together m * contraband, camps?’ before 
being enrolled and organized. Many of them get 
sick, as men always do more or less when they 
are gathered together in camps.. Now, the ques- 
tion is whether the Government will leave men 
thus gathered together for the purpose of being 
enrolled and put into the service of the country 
to languish and die for the want of proper medi- 
eines and medical attendance while thus in these 
* contraband camps.”’ 

ido not understand the object of this appro- 
priation to be to farnish indiscriminately medical 
supplies and attendance to every slave who runs 
away from the South. I certainly should not be 
in favor of that, Lang in favor myself of giving 
these negroes to understand that they must help 
themselves, that they are notto become pension- 
ggg on the Government, but that they, like other 
men, must help themselves. But while the Army 
ig gathering contrabands for the purpose of en- 
rolling them in the Army, it js not a mere gues- 
tion of charity, but itis a matter of duty, that the 
Government shall take care of these men, and 
furnish them with the necessary medical supplies 
and food. That is what ] understand to be the 

object of the appropriation, I withdraw the 


man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. [object to the withdrawal 
of the amendment at this time, inasmuch as a 
member of the committee has a right to speak in 
opposition. - 

Mr. STEVENS. Still the motion that the 
committee rise exists. _ I ask that to be put. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I ask the gentleman 
to withdraw his motion. Letus have the matter 
fairly discussed. It may just as well be discussed 
at this time as at any other time. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I understand: that when 
a gentleman offers an amendment, and speaks to 
it, he has.no right to withdraw it,if another gen- 


tleman wishes to oppose it. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has a. right to move that the com- 
mittee rise, 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. That is true; but the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania yielded the floor to the 
gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Farnsworrn,] who 
offered an amendment and has discussed it. 

The CHAIRMAN. With the understanding 
that he would renew the motion that the com- 
mittee rise; which motion he made. 
_Mr.J.C.ALLEN. Then the majority of the 
House has the power, under an arrangement of 
this sort, to cut off all debate againstany amend- 
ment that may be offered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have no objection 
myself to withdrawing the motion, but [ am un- 
der-obligation to the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, who gave way to me. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question mustbe put 
on the motion that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Can these gentlemen, 
by an agreement between themselves, render nu- 
gatory the rules of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no discre- 
tion in the matter. A privileged motion has been 
made, and must be put. 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers on the motion 
that the committee rise. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. J. C. ALLEN 
and Farnsworrn were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 44, noes 45. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 

osed to appropriating money from the public 
Treasury for the purpose of supporting any and 
everybody who may see proper to attach them- 
selves to a military camp during this war. There 
may be casesin which humanity will require that 
refugees from the South, white and black, shall 
have a portion of the Army rations to sustain life, 
or of the Army medicine to recover their health. 
I have had information of one case in particu- 
lar, where the soldiers on the field of Chatta- 
nooga were put, for ten days before the battle, 
not on half rations, but on less than half rations, 
in order to support a lot of lazy vagabond ne- 
groes, who had escaped from the farms of the 
country and come into the lines of the Federal 
Army. 

I balievs that this whole policy of fostering and 
protecting negroes by military force is vicious 
in its effect. Some other arrangement should be 
made by the Government besides foisting them 
on our Army inthe ficld. If persons come into 
our camps needing care and attention, the dictates 
of humanity would induce us to make provision 
for them, butitshould be done in some other way 
than by an item inan Army appropriation bill. 1 
think that the immense number of negroes who 
have been hanging around our camps, wherever 
our Army has gone in the rebel States, have eaten 
up our substance and been an injury tothe Army 
in more ways than one, 

I am therefore, Mr. Chairman, in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Hormax] to limit this appropriation to the use 
of those negroes who are in the service of the 
Government. Let us provide in some other way 
for taking care of those negroes who are thrown 
upon our charity than through the means of the 
Army. When you make appropriations of this 
kind you but hold out inducements to the worth- 
less portion of the negro population of the South 
to fasten themselves on the Army and look to it 
for their support. It is an encouragement to 
them. thus to look to the Army for support. If 


| provision must be made for them, let it be made | 


in some other way. If the dictates of humanity 
require that provision should be ‘made for them 
by this Government, let us in some other form 
provide for the care of their sick. Let those who 
escape—these ‘contraband refugees’*—who are 
capable of being useful in the Army, go into the 
Army; let them be employed in such services:as 
they can be made useful in, and receive their 
regular compensation from the Government for 
their support. For those who cannot be made 
useful in this way, let them be removed from the 
Army, and let them be supported in some other 
way, and let us not be called upon to provide. for 
their support in an Army appropriation bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH withdrew his amend- 
ment. . 

Mr. BLOW. I renew the amendment. I should 
have passed by what was said by the gentleman 
on my left [Mr. Maxuory] if he had not been 
seconded by what the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. J. C. ALLEN] also said. i 

Sir, we have suffered somewhat in Missouri. 
We have been compelled to look on the outrages 
which have been committed upon these people, 
and we feel that we would justly be charged with 
inhumanity if we were to permit that state of 
things to exist while we had it in our power to 
remedy it by legislation. 

I presume the gentleman from Kentucky and: 
the people of Kentucky may not be called upon 
day by day to witness these impositions prac- 
ticed upon the colored people of Kentucky that 
are practiced upon those in Missouri. e not 
only have witnessed them in Missouri, but we 
have witnessed theoperations of a set of men reg- 
ularly engaged in the business of running off the 
freedmen and slaves of Missouri to sell in Ken- 
tucky. Isthe honorable gentleman aware of that. 
fact? Is heaware that Kentucky is drawing from 
the soil of Missouri those freedmen whom this 
nation is in honor bound to protect? : 

I have a case beforeme. Colonel William A. 
Pile, at the head of a regiment of colored troops, 
complains in a letter to General Rosecrans of such 
cases as this.. He says he claims that it is due 
to these men and to the loyal heart of the people 
of this State that they should know what has be- 
come of the families of these soldiers, and he prays 
that orders may be sent out for the arrest of all 
persons prowling over the State for the purpose 
of buying and smuggling to Kentucky the wives 
and hilaren of these sable patriots, and that all 
persons aiding or assisting them be arrested and 
summarily punished. 

Mr. Chairman, for the benefit of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Error] who introduced 
a bill establishing a bureau for these freedmen 
which has passed this House by a bare majority, 
] propose to read from this letter of Colonel Pile 
to which l have referred. After referring to a 
case of the description I have named, he says: 

“ This is not au isolated case, but only a sample of many 
similar ones that have occurred during the last two months, 
and J mostrespectfully and yet most earnestly protest against 
this infamy in the name of God, justice, and humanity. 

Believing that you will do ali that you have power to 
do to correct these infamous evils, I most respectfully and 
earnestly request, 

1, That instructions be given to the provost marshal of 
the department to graut no passes to any man to take the 
wife, child, or parent of a colored soldier out of this State, 
and they be held responsible for granting improper passes. 

2, Phat the provost marshal’s department be required to 
furnish a report of all passes given for slaves to be taken out 
of the State during the last three months, giving name of 
the slave and owner, with their residence, date of permit, 
and persons to whom granted, in order that I may ascertain 
how many wives and children of colored soldiers have been 
taken from the State by Government authority, and also from 
their former masters learn where they were taken. If this 
can be done { will send reliable persons to ascertain their 
present whereabouts and condition. 1 claim that itis due 
these men and the loyal heart of the people of this Stata 
that they know what has become of their families. 

3, ‘That orders be sent out for the arrest of all persons 
prowling over the State for the purpose of buying and smug- 
gling to Kentucky the wives and children of these sable pa- 


triots, and that all persons aiding or assisting them be ar- 
rested and summarily punished,” 


Sir, I commend these statements to the candid 
and honest consideration of the gentlemen who 
have just addressed the House. 

Mr. MALLORY. I oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri. The gentleman 
inquires if I was aware of the fact of men being 
engeged in the State of Missouri in running off 
these sable patriots,” as he calls them, to the 
State of Kentucky, where they are resold into 
slavery and held as slaves. Iam not aware of its 
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‘but I tell the gentleman that there is a statute in 
» Kentucky which punishes men who are engaged 
in practices of that kind as severely as they are 
punished under any law in the State of Missouri 
corany other State; and if he will come to Ken- 
tucky and point out any man who is guilty of 
such an offense we will put him in our peniten- 
tiary and keep him there as long as the gentleman 
from Missouri himself would desire. I have heard 
of no such case as the gentleman alludes to. I 
think I did hear of a company of mulattoes or 
“mixed bloods or quadroons or miscegens from 
Missouri who came to Kentucky and held a con- 
: vention at Louisville. They seemed to bea mixed 
medley of Chase men and Frémont men and Lin- 
coln men, coming there from Missouri. If the gen- 
| tleman alludes to that irruption or emigration from 
» Missouri, I say to him that I had heard of such 
anoccurrence, but I did not know before that they 
were made up altogether of ‘sable patriots.”’ 
But, sir,in answer to the gentleman, I say that 
I am not opposed to the extension of charity to 
the unfortunate black man or the unfortunate 
white man; but I must say that I think itis a mis- 
taken policy which extends that charity in the 
way which this bill proposes. I am willing that 
uthe Government should be liberal in this regard, 
but I believe with the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
: Buss, ] thatthe Government has no constitutional 
-power to expend its liberality in this way. If 
this sum of thirty odd thousand dollars is needed 
to furnish these men with medicines, I am will- 
ing for one to give from my own pocket $300, and 
if every other other gentleman in the House will 
donate a like amount, more than the amount ne- 
cessary will be made up in a perfectly legitimate 
way for that purpose. I will go so much fur- 
‘ther in my charity as to include the poor whites 
= of the country. I will give money to support 
them; to give them food and raiment, if they need 
«them. 

I hope that this clause will be stricken out, and 
that when gentlemen talk about extending char- 
‘ity they will put their hands into their own pock- 
ets and not call upon Uncle Sam to do so, when 
-he is staggering under the heavy load of debt oc- 
casioned by this war. When itis as much as he 
¿can do to carry on this war, I will not ask him 
to do what there is no constitutional warrant for. 
' Mr. BLOW. Do I understand the gentleman 
-to say that he is opposed to the people of Ien- 
stucky carrying off our slaves and freedmen? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly I am. 

» Mr. BLOW. Willyou undertake to do some- 
thing toward a remedy for that injustice? 

Mr. MALLORY. I tell the gentleman from 
Missouri, and he understands it, that we have a 
law against that in Kentucky sufficient in my es- 
timation to punish any man who comes into that 
State guilty of that crime. Itis as stringent as 
any Missouri can pass. 

Mr. BLOW. This thing has been going on 
for six or eight months past in Missouri, and | 
have never heard yet of a slave or frecdman that 
has been returned or of a man in Kentucky that 
has been punished. 

Mr. MALLORY. I donot know that the gen- 
tleman can show anybody has been carried off. 
‘He may hear men talk about such and such things 
having been done, but I defy him to present a 
single authenticated case. I will not take any 
man’s ipse dixit that these ** sable men’’ have been 
run from Missouri into Kentucky. If the gen- 
tleman says he knows it of his own personal 
knowledge, let him submit the facts. 

Mr. BLOW. I can refer to a case. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the gentleman will come 
and point out that one I will guaranty that the 
parties will be punished. The gentleman will 
have to bring another witness, as we require two 
witnesses in Kentucky. I do not mean to reflect 
on the gentleman; it is an old-fashioned law of 
the State. If these cases are pointed out, there 
wiil be no doubt of their punishment. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The gentleman from 
Missouri (Mr. Brow] has made an allegation that 
the freedmen of that State have been run off into 
Kentucky, and there again sold into slavery. That 
I understood to be the charge. 

Mr. BLOW. I did not make that charge. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Iam glad that the 
gentleman did not make it. 

Mr. BLOW. I simply said that freedmen and 
slaves were run off into Kentucky. 


ak BLAIR, of Missouri. Freedmen of Mis- 
souri? 5 : 

Mr. BLOW. The wives and children ôf col- 
ored men enlisted in the United States Army. I 
have heard of both freedmen and slaves. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. In regard to that 
matter the Jaws of Missouri remain unchanged. 
The ordinance passed by our convention for the 


| immediate emancipation of the slaves was defeated 


by the gentleman and his friends. That prepo- 
sition was defeated when we had an opportunity 
to make the slaves of Missouri free on compen- 
sation by this Government. Therefore it is that 
the wives and children of colored soldiers remain 
slaves under the laws of Missouri a certain length 
of time, and as such may have been carried into 
Kentucky. But this cannot be properly said to 
be running off freedmen from Missouri into Ken- 
tucky. I know of no well-authenticated case of 
the kind indicated of running freedmen into Ken- 
tucky and enslaving them. Iam certain under 
the military regulations and the law of Missouri, 
executed as they are under the laws of Kentucky, 
that nothing of this character could have taken 
place as represented by the gentleman. I am so 
well satisfied of it that I am willing to take the 
position of the gentleman from Kentucky, and 
defy him to present the proof of any case, It is 
one of the cases out of which the gentleman and 

his friends are making political capital. That is 

all they care about them. I recollect when the 
gentleman himself was a pro-slavery man in Mis- 
souri; it has not been a great while ago. I think 
I can refer to one of my colleagues in this House 
who knows that D. R. Atchison represented his 

views of the slavery question better than Benton 
or even Doniphan, a fellow-member of the dark- 
lantern fraternity. 

Mr. BLOW. I hope the gentleman to whom 
my colleague alludes will have an opportunity of 
speaking, and that I shall have an opportunity of 
replying. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I hope gentlemen 
upon that side of the House will permit him to 
speak. 

Mr. BLOW. I will say that I never owned a 
slave in my life, and that when I served in the 
Legislature of Missouri with the gentleman who 
has addressed you, [Mr. Buai, of Missouri,} 
and from that time on to this, }] was and have 
been identified with the same Freesoil party from 
its rise, after Frémont’s nomination that gentle- 
man has belonged to. I never favored a pro-sla- 
very candidate for any office in my life, and the 
proofs of that fact are recorded at home. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. On the contrary, I 
can deny a part of that statement myself. When 
the gentleman was a member of the Legislature 
of Missouri, he served with a party exactly on 
the other side from me, and belonged to an en- 
tirely different party. He was clected by the 
Know-Nothing party—and I think they were 
cheated in the election. 

Mr. BLOW. Iwasa member of the Ameri- 
can party. The party of the gentleman was di- 
vided, and f could hardly tell what particular 
party it was he belonged to until the Freesoil party 
originated in 1857. I can hardly tell now what 
party he belongs to. 1 know what the gentleman 
claims tobe. { belonged to the American party, 
and when the gentleman to whom my colleague 
alludes speaks upon this matter he will say that 
I never voted or proposed to vote for any pro- 
slavery man. The American party had men up 
for office and I supported them not because they 
were pro-slavery oranti-slavery, but because they 
were the choice of the American party. It was 
well known that the American party was neutral 
upon that subject, and did not interfere upon the 
matter of slavery. The gentleman to whom my 
colleague alludes will say so. If he does not, he 
will refuse to say a thing which is known the 
whole length and breadth of the country in refer- 
ence to the American party. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Iundertake to say, 
Mr, Chairman, that through that whole Legisla- 
ture of Missouri, when the gentleman served with 
myself in that body, the question was nota ques- 
tion of the American party at all; that the A mer- 
ican party in Missouri was only a subterfuge by 
which the pro-slavery men of the State attempted 
to overslaugh and defeat Colonel Benton, who 
was the only man who spoke against the institu- 


tion of slavery, and against that ferce exoitoment | 


statement [ have made‘is truc or false.’ r 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri, Mr. ‘Chairman, 
I am tod modest a man to be drawn intoa dispute 
of this sort,and I feel very much embarrassed by 


‘the questions which are propounded to me." | 


Mr. STEVENS. Imustcall the gentleman to 
order.. Gentlemen should speak to the amend- 
ment, of notat all. ‘The rule requires it, and I 
demand that every. man shall speak to the pend- 
ingamendment. ` : ibe oa 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The gentleman 
takes very good care of his bantling, but-—— | 

Mr. STEVENS. Itake care of nobody, and 
I do not care much for anybody. [Laughter.] I 
call the gentleman to order, 0, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair. ‘would state 
that by unanimous consent this discussion. has 
been tolerated, and the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Buarr} was allowed five minutes additional, 
and he has yielded to his colleague. ‘Three min- 
utes of the time still remain. at 

Mr. STEVENS. Does unanimous consent 
give the right to proceed out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. Si 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. 1 hope thégen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will not level any. of 
his indignation at mé in consequence of my elfort 
to respond. C 

Mr. STEVENS. 
tleman. ae , 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. I seldom trouble 
the House, and I do not desire to say anything 
which shall do harm. Ido not know as I can 
settle the controversy between the two gentlemen 
from Missouri, and I regret that E have been 
called upon for that purpose; butas Lam appealed 
to by both of them, I must state candidly my recol- 
lections in regard to the facts referred to. “With 
a view to place both right as faras 1 understand 
their political record heretofore, if the Hlouse 
will indulge me I will state a few additional facts 
upon the subject. But I mean to say. in regard 
to this particular question before the House, that 
I have been surprised at the statement df one of 
my colleagues [Mr. Brow] that freedmen in the 
State of Missouri and their families have been 
transported to Kentucky, and have there been 
sold into slavery. ‘ i 

Mr. BLOW. The statement I made was on 
the authority of a letter from Colonel Pile, f 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. I know of no 
such cases, and do not believe that any such cages 
exist. I have known of a number of instances 
of gentlemen owning slaves in Missouri and de- 
siring to remove them to Kentucky because of 
their family associations there, who have applied 
to the commander of the department of the Mis- 
souri for permission to take them to Kentucky, 
and that request has been granted. I have made 
such applications myself time and again on the 
part of friends who desired to remove their slaves 
to Kentucky, and permission has been granted by 
General Schofield. 

Now, in regard to the political status of. these 
gentlemen heretofore, I think I may say this in 
regard to the cause of emancipation in Missouri, 
that whatever credit is attached to it, whatever 
honor may spring from it now or hereafter, my 
colleague on my left [Mr. Brar] is certainly en- 
titled to the claim of being the father of that cause 
in our State. For twenty years past, certain! 
he has been known as an earnest and sincere ad- 
vocate of the cause of emancipation, 

{Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. STEVENS. I naw move that the com- 
mittee rise, 

Mr. MALLORY, 


I did not refer to the gen- 


T hope the gentleman from 


|| Pennsylvania will at leastgive the gentleman from 


Missouri (Mr. Rous] time to finish his answer 
to the question of his colleague. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ihave moved that the com- 
mittee rise, and I hope the motion will now be put. 
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.Lhe committee divided; and there. were—ayes 
oes 56, : ; 
‘So the committee refused to rise. a 
‘Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. I renew the 
amendment, Mr. Chairman, as. 1 was saying, 
‘my colleague [Mr. Barr] was. So earnest in the 
cause Of emancipation in the State of: Missouri 
that he ready as far back eyen as 1850 to-break 
a lance with Colonel Benton on the subject. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH, | I-rise to a point of 
order. I would inquire if debate.is notexhausted 
on the pending amendment. 00 7 


“The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Mis- 


gouri. has renewed the amendment to the amend- 
‘Ment, and is entitled to speak for five minutes. 
-> Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, 
J am not at all disposed to extend this discussion 
ifgentlemen are not willing to listen tome. [Cries 
“of “Go on!™] . I know that anything I have to 
Bay Upon this occasion is quite uninteresting, and 
ifgentlemen are hot disposed to listen, lam not dis- 
posed to proceed. [Renewed cries of “Go on!?’] 
| was saying that my colleague, (Mr. Brarr,| 
even as far back as 1850, wher Colonel Benton 
was defeated in the State of Missouri and turned 
out of the United States Senate; and I say, even 
at this distant day, that it was a discredit to our 
Siate that a man of his great experience and eh- 
larged statesmanship should ever have been repu- 
diated by the people of Missouri; but even at that 
time, although Colonel Benton was turned outof 
the Senate becatisé he wasa Freesoiler, he did not 
go far enough in the cause of freedom or emanci- 
pation for my friend on the left, [Mr. Buair,] who 
was ready to break a lance even with Colonel Ben- 
ton himself, because that gentleman was not trav- 
eling quite fast enough, 
ow, in regard to the political status of my 
friend on the right, [Mr. Brow] I have always 
understood him to be in opposition to my friend 
on the left (Mr. Bara] onthat subject. [Laugh- 
ter.] I remember thatin 1855 I had the honor of 
meeting with both these gentlemen in the Legis- 
lative o "Missouri, and I had the honor frequently 
of meeting the gentleman on the right [Mr. 
Brow] after dark ina“ dark-lantern”’ association, 
Laughter.) And {remember also very well that 
1 represented a Whig constituency, who were 
atrongly inclined to pro-slavery, and that, carry- 
Ing out the views of my gonstiueita, I invariably 
voted for Alexander W. Doniphan, although I 
confesa at this late day to the fact that I really 
felt as if I should have no objection if Colonel 
Benton should be returned to the Senate. My col- 
Iéague [Mr. BLow] also voted regularly with me 
for Colonel Doniphan, who was known to bea 
pro-slavery man at that day, and occupied very 
much the position of Hon. David R. Atchison, 
who had ‘been for many years a Senator of the 
United States from the State of Missouri; indeed 
there were a number of the members of the Le- 
gislature who were inclined to drop Doniphan 
and take up Atchison and revlect him to the Sen- 
ate, because, perhaps, he went a little further to- 
ward sustaining the institution of slavery, and 
was more desirous to extend it to new fields than 
Doniphan was; and I have understood—whether 
I am correct or not I do not know—that my col- 
league from St. Louis on the opposite side of the 
House [Mr. Brow] was associated with these 
gentlemen of the American party who were will- 
mg to drop Doniphan and to vote for Atchison. 
was notofthat way of thinking. I was known 

as a Benton Whig, ifthat does not imply a con- 
tradiction of terms; a Benton Whig because it was 
generally charged upon me, in my section of the 
country, that I was not exactly sound on the ne- 
gro question. If it were in order I could relate a 
little anecdote on that point. (Cries of“ Tell it!” 
The gentleman from St. Louis to my left [Mr. 
Briain] represented at that time a German con- 
stituency.. I believe he does not do so now; but 
my friend on the right [Mr. Brow] has the honor 
of represcnting that class of the population of St. 
Louis! Although he was a Know Nothing a few 
years ago, he is certainly the representative now 
of the German voters of St. Louis! At that time 
Lrepresented one of the largest slaveholding coun- 
tics in the State of Missouri. And while I state 
here as a fact that I have ever favored the cause 
of emancipation in the State of Missouri carried 
out in a legal, proper, constitutional way, even 


long before the commencement of the rebellion, I | 


nevertheless was not inclined to get up a furore 


honorable gentleman, 


and excitement-on that: subject, and was willing 
to wait and see a good cause progress in order, 
believing always that it would be for the interest 
of the great. State of Missouri, looking to the 
rapid development of her wonderful resources, to 
exclude the institution, and become, like her other 
great sisters of the Northwest, a free State. These 


‘have been always my. sentiments. They have 


been always charged upon me by the more earn- 
est pro-slavery men of the State—never vepudi- 
ated by me, while always. disavowing any dis- 
position to interfere with the rights of citizens in 


-regard to.their slaves, except in a legal, constitu- 


tional way,-and having an.eye to their full:com- 
pensation. . I represented one of the strongest 
slave counties in the State at that day; and my 
extreme pro-slavery friends in the Legislature, 
knowing the odium that attached to the name of 
the gentleman on my left, [Mr. Buair,] because of 
his extreme Freesoil views, and with a view to 
make me as odious as possible on that side of the 
river where I lived, actually went so far as to at- 
tach to me the soubriquet of Frank, instead of the 
name that I usually bear; and I was surprised to 
find myselfaddressed when I went home as Frank 
Rollins, instead of Hon. James S: Rollins, as I 
am now called! [Laughter.] And, if 1 am not 
mistaken, I am indebted to my friend [Mr. Buow] 
for having attached to me, or for having codper- 
ated with those who attached to me, this nickname, 
with a view of injuring me among my good pro- 
slavery friends at home! 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri, (continuing.) I 
will just add one more remark. (Cries of ** Go 
on.’’| I was not ashamed of the name. Notat 
all. Iam not ashamed of it to-day. Because I 
say here—although perhaps, he being present, it 
may be in bad taste—that if there has been any 
man consistent throughout, and persistent, too, 
on this subject of emancipation, on this subject 
of making Missouri a free State, during the rebel- 
lion and before the rebellion, that man certainly 
has been my friend to my left, [Mr. Buam.] And 
in order to make this joke a practical one—thus 
giving mea name which did not belong to me—I 
concluded it should not be alllost, and I have the 
honor of having at home a very fine boy whom 
I call Frank Blair, now seven years of age, and 
whom, if he meets his present promise, I expect 
to be Some day President of the United States! 
{Laughter.] 

I think I may close by simply saying that my 
friend from Missouri (Mr. Brain} has been, all 
the time, an inveterate Freesoiler and emancipa- 
tionist. My friend on my right, (Mr. Biow,] 
who was a good while an American, who was 
satisfied with Colonel Doniphan for the United 
States Senate, and would have been even satisfied 
with Mr. Atchison, has been, at all events, asso- 
ciated and identified with the extreme pro-slavery 
people of that day, while, in these latter days, he 
nas become enlightened on that subject, and cer- 
tainly, like all new converts, no one willdeny his 
right to be enthusiastic! 

Mr. BLOW. How was that indicated? 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. I have just ex- 
plained. Ele was of the dark-lantern party in 
1855, and carmestly associated with pro-slavery 
men and parties. But since 1860, if there is any 
virtue in Freesoil, any virtue in immediate eman- 
cipation, any virtue in universal liberty, | think 
my colleague has got es much of it infused into 
his body asany man o ı this floor, or, indeed, in 
the United States of America! (Laughter.] Per- 
haps this rebellion has shed additional light on 
his mind! I know that many of us have been en- 
lightened on that and a great many other subjects 
since the war commenced. Perhaps it may be 
that the ten thoasand German votes, which the 
gentleman represents, have had some influence 
in setting him right! 
At all events, we are all in a state of progression, 
and I do not think we ought to be held to a strict 
account for all the opinions that we may have 
heretofore entertained on this delicate and import- 
ant subject! 

Mr. BLOW. Mr. Chairman, I have never 
upon this floor or elsewhere, in all the contests I 


-have had, and especially in those I have had with 


my colleague from St. Louis, [Mr. Brair,] de- 
scended to personal allusions, vor have I ever by 
word or deed done a single act of injustice to that 


I do not know how thatis. | 


Í would scorn to rob him | 


ofa single honor that:he has- enjoyed in the past; 
and while he everywhere-and on every occasion 
indulges in these personal allusions to me, they 
pass by me like the idle wind. The very asser- 
tion he has made this morning, he has in times past 
defended me against, and itisrecorded in his own 
organ then that these assertions are. falsehoods. 
The paper is in existence to show it, The rec- 
ords of the Senate of the State of Missouri-will 
show that the first regular organization of the 
Freesoil party in Missouri arose in 1857, when 
Hon. B. Gratz Brown in the House, and myself 
in the Senate, both voted against Darnes’s resolt- 
tion declaring emancipation in Missouri unjust 
and inexpedient. So what becomes of my col- 
league’s veracity in theface of this record? AndI 
said only the other day upon this floor all that 
my colleague {Mr. Roxuins] has said to-day in 
praise of my colleague [Mr. Brar] as an early 
Pikesoil leader. g , 

Sir, I neverdeny to ahy man the merit or praise 
that is due to him. I would not respect myself, 
I would be ashamed of myself, if I could rise in 
this Hall and not find it in my heart to. do him 
full justice in all his political course. : 

Now, sir, there is only one thing in the speech 
the gentleman (Mr. RoLLins] has thought proper 
to address to the committee of the slightest. im- 
portance to me, and that is the reference he. has 
made to my action in the joint scasion of the Le- 
gislature. And even there he has.failed to make 
a point for his friend. He told you over and over 
again that I was in that joint session asa pro- 
slavery man, and yet al] the records of that-time 
(1855-56) show that while these elections were 

oing on there was no such issue in the State of 
Missouri as pro-slavery or anti-slavery. 

` Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. My friend will 
not deny, I presume, that he voted for Alexander 
W. Doniphan for United States Senator some 
forty times, and I presume will not deny that he 
was a pro-slavery man? 

Mr. BLOW. Yes, sir, I did vote for Alexander 
W. Doniphan forty times, and against D, R. At- 
chison as many times, and so did every other 
member of the American party in the Legisla- 
ture. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. And was not Mr. 
Doniphan a pro-slavery man? 

Mr. BLOW. The views on this subject were 
not considered. So far as that issue was con- 
cerned, the gentleman knows very well sucha 
thing as pro-slavery or anti-slavery was never 
mentioned in that contest. The gentleman knows 
that, as a member of the American party, which 
he now slurs and I am not ashamed of having 
belonged to. No, sir, I am not ashamed to own 


| that I wasan American, Ahd Iam proud at least 


of that love of country which distinguished it, and 
which, cherished throughout the land, would have 
saved this country from secession. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Let me.ask my 
colleague whether that was not an issue in the con- 
test between Claiborne F. Jackson and Thomas H. 
Benton; orrather whether the waragainst Thomas 
HI. Benton was not on account of his supposed 
Freesoil views? 

Mr.BLOW. I repeat here, and the gentleman 
will not deny, that the American party to which he 
and I belonged was neither an anti-slavery nor a 
pro-slavery party; that the non-agitation of slavery 
was one of the strong positions which they endeavored 
to maintain. Willthe gentleman deny that? Willhe 
attempt in support of his friend to place himself in 
a position in which all the records of the history of” 
the times to which he alludes will confront him? 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. I will notdo the- 
gentleman injustice. I certainly have no desire 
todo that. But I must repeat that in the guber- 
natorial contest to which I have alluded the war 
against Thomas H. Benton was solely onaccount 
of his Freesoil views, and in 1855, I think it was, 
he was renominated as Senator, and as member of 
Congress at the same time, as a Freesoil candi- 
date. So faras | recollect that was almost the 
only issue in that election, and Colonel Benton, 
the stern old Senator, who had served the State 
for thirty successive years, was finally over 
thrown by the extreme pro-slavery politicians, 
headed by Claiborne F. Jackson, the late trea- 
sonable Governor of our State. 

Mr. BLOW. The gentleman is very anxious 
to succor his friend, but he cannot sustain the po- 
sition he assumes. I state that 1 was a member: 
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of that American party, a sworn member—so 
was he—and he knows and will not deny that the 
prominent feature ingrafted in the platform of 
that"party was the non-agitation of the slavery 
question. The gentleman knows that I took no 
position one way or the other, Neither did he. 

e neither announced himself as a pro-slavery 
man nor an anti-slavery man at that time.. If he 
did he violated the obligation he took asa mem- 
ber of that party, to which he and. I belonged. 
This thing does not trouble meat all. Noram 
I responsible for his shortcomings. 

The CHAIRMAN: The gentleman’s time has 
expired. : 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 1 will not 
object to the gentleman going on if he will tell us 
what that obligation was. 

Mr. BLOW. I have stated it as distinctly as I 
can. Lam sorry that my friend had to resort to the 
secret doings of our old party to justify his friend. 

Mr. Chairman, by their own account the two 
gentlemen have been for years playing together 
on a harp of a thousand strings. [Laughter.] I 
assert that to-day their political position is in ac- 
cord with their whole lives, with the exception of 
the honorable party alluded to, in regard to my 
colleague from the first district. ‘ 

So far as connected with his early struggles for 
Freesoilism Ihave this to sayin reply to my cen- 
gorious friend, that I made, and he heard me, the 
second Freesoil speech after ourparty had given up 
the American idea, and we were called Freesoilers, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to meddle 
with the gentloman’s reputation, [Mr. RoLLiNs,] 
butitisan extraordinary spectacle presented here 
when he says that he was a Freesoiler at the same 
time that he voted forty-four times for Doniphan, 
who was the pro-slavery candidate. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. One word. I 
thought L had explained that. I wascarrying out 
the wishes of my constituents. I said that I rep- 
resented the strongest pro-slavery district in Mis- 
souri; that Doniphan was their favorite, and that 
in accordance with their wishes I voted for him. 
My friend from St. Louis (Mr. Buow] repre- 
sented a large majority opposed to Colonel Doni- 
phan, yet he was so anxious to defeat Colonel 


enton, the Freesoiler, that he violated the wishes jį 


of his constituents todoit! Thatis the difference ! 

Mr. BLOW. The gentleman is welcome to 
the benefit of his explanation, While he thought 
one way, he voted another. I have nothing to 
do with him orhis opinions. Ihave notattacked 
them. I care nothing about them. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Do you believe 
in a Representative carrying out the wishes of his 
constituents, or not? 

Mr. BLOW. As a faithful Representative I 
intend to carry out the wishes of my constituents. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Then the gen- 
tleman cannot object to me for having done so. 

Mr.BLOW. <Asregards my friend, his record 
will sustain him or not. Itis well known and un- 
derstood in Missouri. I have no time to go into 
an explanation of it. .1 have expended too much 
time on the gentleman already. I desired to put 
myself right, and have done so. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. 1 will be very 
happy to aid the gentleman in getting right. 
{Laughter.] I am doing that now. Even in 
these revolutionary times Í want him not to travel 
quite so fast. 

Mr. BLOW. These poor, miserable slanders 
have been raked up on every occasion. They 
are dragged before the public whenever it is pos- 
sible to do so, to be made the matter of discus- 
sion. Yet fromthe Missouri Republican and his 
own organ, and from the columns of the Demo- 
crat, which he edited, 1 believe, at the time him- 


self, I pin upon him the fact that they will show | 


that these slanders were false from beginning to 
end. If gentlemen had proper regard for their 
reputation and honor they would not permit 
these facts to be fastened upon them without gn 
effort at reply. They are easily obtained new 
by any gentleman who wants to know the rela- 
tive merits of these two gentlemen and myself, 
The gentlemen must be aware of the facts and of: 
the record. . My colleague mustat least recollect 
that in 1858, when he went before his first Free- 


soil convention in Missouri, we were nominated | 


at the same convention and upon the sameticket— 
he for Congress, while I was nominated for the 
State Senate again. And, sir, there is this thing 


i 


| 


about me, that while I will never deny: to another 


the merit and the honor that is:due him, E will | 


defend myself to the last, even though it may be 
at the expense of his reputation for honor, as it 
certainly will be when the facts 
fore the public, a 

The amendment was withdrawn. ; 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. I renew the 
amendment, ` You, Mr; Chairman,:will bear wit- 
ness to the manner in which 1 was drawn into 
this discussion. Ihave no taste for this sort of 
controversy, but I must be indulged in a single 
word in reply to my colleague who has just taken 
his seat.. I have stated, so faras I have been-called 
upon, general facts, without going into the indi- 
vidual political history of these gentlemen. I did 
not propose to do that, and I do: not propose-to do 
it now. 

l have no doubt my colleague [Mr. Bow] is 
a very honorable man, but I think he ‘has got 
rather the worse of the argumentin this collision 
he has got into with my excellent friend on my 
left, [Mr. Brar, ] and hence has shown a good 
deal more temper than either good taste or his 
better judgment will sanction. I confess, sir, 1 
shuddered for my own reputation when assailed 
with such vigor and eloquence as my colleague 
manifested just before he tock his seat. It.has 
been a terrible Blow to me, [laughter,] and I do 
not know that {shall be able to survive it. ‘But I 
must rely upon the generosity of my constituents, 
a generosity which I can attest for at least twen- 
ty-five years. I can rely upon the liberality of 
fecling with which they have viewed my humble 
acts in private and public life, and for which I 
shall be ever grateful. I represent, sir, a very 
kind constituency. I think 1] may with them. at 
least survive the blow Ihave received this after- 
noon. ButI protest that I had no intention to 
do that gentleman injustice. 

I have mentioned the political organization to 
which he belonged, and with which he acted in 
the State of Missouri. Ihave named the men 
for whom he voted, and the political position of 
those men. And 1 have done the same thing for 
my friend upon my left, [Mr. Brarr.] It is true 
that I have at times sympathized with my friend 
on my left,and at times have been opposed- to 
him politically. Itistrue,as the gentleman [Mr 
Brow] rather intimated, that 1 associated with 
my other colleague, [Mr. Brarr.] I am proud 
of that association to-day. He is working for 
the best interests of the country, as I believe; 
and so am I, He is supporting the Government 
to-day, and is using his best efforts to preserve 


| this noble and beautiful fabric of Government 


which traitors are attempting to destroy—traitors 
who are in fact receiving indirectaid at the hands 
of men who are professing great loyalty in their 
hearts; men who by their extreme policies are 
strengthening the rebellion, and who, if they 
succced, will finally destroy the Government. I 
accept as a compliment rather than a snecr, as 
it was intended, the remark of the gentleman that 
I am associated with my friend here to-day, who 
is actuated by a pure, holy, and patriotic motive 
with a view to overthrow this rebellion against 


i the Government of the United States; with a view 
| to the salvation of the Union; with a view by 


prudent and wise measures to bring back the 


| wandering children of the Republic to their duty 


and to the obligations which they owe to our 
common country. If thatis wrong, if that is in- 
discretion, I plead guilty to it. 1 am for the 
country, for the preservation of this Union and 
the Constitution, and I believe my friend is also 
for the same thing; and hence I am willing to 
coéperate with him, and with all good men. who 
aim at the same high and noble and holy and 
patriotic objects. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
ir. THAYER. I move the comm 
The motion was agreed to. f 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. AsuLey reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under consideration, and especially Senate amend- 
ments to the biil (H. R. No. 156) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1864, and 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move that all debate upon 
the section now under consideration in commit- 


ittee rise. 


are broughtibe=- 


i 


tee‘be closed in one-minute after’ th 
again resume consideration’ of the bi 
The motion was agreed'toi > | 

ve Ama, UBAVE OF ABSENCE 
Mr. O’NEILE, of Ohio. Task leave of nbsepet 
for my. colleague, Mr.: Fryer, for two, or three 
er is tha founda: 


weeks. The sad death of his fathi 
tion of the request. a 
.. Leave of absence. was-granted. 03.: 
Mr. GRINNELL, Iam paired. off wi 
Fincxg,.and-I ask. leave 
sickness.in my family, rar sad 
Leave of absence was granted. oj.) esc): 
. And then, on motion of Mr, MORRILL, (at 
forty-five minutes past four.o’clock, Pi Mr) o 
House adjourned. | oh E au 


' h Mis 
of absence on accoun 


IN SENATE. i. 
. Toxspay, March 8,1864.. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND, 
TheJournalof yesterday wastead and approved, 
_ PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. RSS 
‘Myr. FEN EYCK presented’ the memorial’ of 
a conimittee on behalf of the New Jersey State 
banks, appointed ‘by a convention of State bank 
officers held in'the city of Trenton oh. the 14h of 
January, 1864, praying that the tax levied'on thé 
business of banking may be'reduced to ond quar- 
ter per cent. perannum on the average amount of 
circulation and deposits, thereby equalizing tié 
same with other business interests of the coyntry}> 
which was referred to the Committee on Figance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Ocean 
county, New Jersey, praying for an increase of 
the facilities for the transportation-of the mails, 

assengers, and fréight between the cities of New 
Porka Philadelphia; which-was referred tothe 
Committee on Military Affairs.and the Militias: 

Mr. HARLAN presented-resoluttons of the Le» 
gislature of lowa, recommending that discharged 
soldiers who have been disabled by wounds or 
disease in the service of their country should have 
the preference îri being employed in all positions 
within the gift of the Federal Government; which 
were ordered to lie on the table, and be printe 

He also presented resolutions’ of the Legi 
ture of Iowa} in favor of paying soldiers and séa- 
men of African descent in the service of the Uni- 
ted States the same pay'as is given to other sob 
diers and seamen of the same.grade, and that they 
receive the same protéction that other soldiers and 
seamen are entitled to under the Articles of War; 
which were ordered to lie on’ the table, and be 
printed: Sak Saale gs 8 wee ee 3 

He also presentéd a petition of citizens of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the repeal'of an act entitled 
*An'act to grant the right of preémption tó cer- 
tain purchasers on the Soscol Ranch, in the State 
of California,” approved March 3, 1863; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, 

Mr. COWAN presénted ‘the petition of John 
B. Myers &Co. and others, merchants‘of Phila- 
delphia and citizens of Pennsylvania, praying for 
the passage of a law taxing the circulation of all 
banks chartered by State Legislatures, to’ such 
an extent as will compel them to call in all their 
issue, so that the country shall have nothing bat 
national legal-tender currency; which was referred 
tò the Committee on Finanée. , 

Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial of col- 
lectors of the customs of the several collection dis- 
tricts. on the northern, northeastern, andi north- 
western frontier, praying that they may-be allowed 
the same fees and percentages that are allowed 
to collectors of customs on the sea-board; which: 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce’ 

He also presented four memorials of citizensof 
New York, praying. for an increase in. the facili« 
ties for the transportation of mails, passengers; 
and freight between the cities of New: York and: 
Philadelphia; which were referred to ibe Com 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia, 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens: 
and soldiers of the United: States, praying. tiat 
the Constitution may be so amended asto recog. 
nize the obligations of the Christian religion:and: 
to prevent slavery; which was referred to the: 
Committee on the Judiciary. : 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES: 


. Mr, MORRILL, fram’thé. Commniittée: on: the 
District of Colum bij to-whonr was refered a bit 


è 
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No. 138) :to regulate proceedings in cases:be- 
tween landlord and; tenant.in the District-of Co- 
lumbia, reported it with an amendments 


Mr. WILLEY, from the Committee on the Dis- | 


trict of Columbia, to whom ‘the subject was re- 
ferred , ‘reported a'bill (S. No. 155) to incorporate 
the Union Gas-Light Company of the Districtof 
Columbia; which was read, and passed to a sec: 
ond reading. i oF 

Mr. DIXON ‘from the Committee of thë Dis- 
tie of Columbia, to: whom: was referred a bill 
6S. No: 114)to amend section five of an’act enti: 
tled “An act to continue, alter, and amend the 
charter of the city of Washington,” approved 
May 47,1848; and farther to preserve the purity 
öf elections and guard ‘against the abuse of the 
elective franchise, by a registration of electors for 
the city of Washington inthe District of Colum- 
bia, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CARLILE, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to’ whom was referred a bill (S. No, 
To) to expedite the settlement of titles to lands 
in the State of California, reported it with amend- 
ments. CEON ; 

Me. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom were referred papers 
relating to quieting titles in the Jate disputed ter- 
ritory in Maine, under the fourth article of the 
treaty of Washington, submitted a report accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 156) to carry into effect 
the fourth article of the treaty of Washington, 
concluded between Great Britain and the United 
States on the 9th of August, 1842.. The bill was 
read and passed to a second reading, and the re- 
port.was ordered to be printed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


. Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introdace a bill (S. No. 
154) to provide for the better organizatigg of the 
quattormaster’s department; which was read 
twice’ by its: title, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: and the Militia, and ordered to 
be printed... >o 
“BRANCH PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


` Mr, LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Railroad be 
Instnieted to inquire into the expediency of furnishing aid 
in the construction ofa railroad trom Fort Leavenworth to 
intersect the Pacitie road at Lawrence, Kansas. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

A bill (EL R. No. 42) co enable guardians and 
committees of lunatics appointed in. the several 
States to-aet within the District of Columbia; 

-A bill (S. No, 15) to incorporate the Wash- 
ington City Savings Bank; 

A hill (S. No. 19) for the relief of L. F. Cartee; 

-A bil (S. No. 39) to authorize the enrollment 
and license of the steam-tugs B. F. Davidson and 
W.K. Muir; 

A bill (S. No. 81) to apportion the expenses of 
the levy court of the county of Washington upon 
the basis of population; and 

A bill (S. No, 110) for the relief of John H. 
Shepherd and Walter K. Caldwell, of Missouri. 


è DISTRICT BUSINESS, 

Mr. GRIMES. Fask the Senate to set apart 
some day—say Tuesday of next’ week—for the 
consideration of business that relates specially to 
the District of Columbia. One day, it will bere- 
membered, has already Leen devoted to that pur- 
pose, but.we were unable to dispose of the busi- 
ness thew before the committee, two or three long 
and important bills still remaining over. Since 
that time several more bills ofa good deal of con- 
sequence haye been reported, three of them this 
morning; and L therefore ask that that order be 
made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
lowa moves that ‘Tuesday next be specially as- 
signed for business relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The motion was agreed to, 


TAXATION IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. GRIMES." There is a small bill reported 
from the Committee on the District of Colambia, 


& very short one, about which I think there can 
be no controversy,and which the-city authorities 
are very anxious should be passed at as early a 
day as possible. I therefore move that the Sen- 
ate. proceed to the.consideration of Senate bill No. 
136, to amend “An act to incorporate the inhab- 
itants of the city of Washington,” passed May 
15, 1820. : : i 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proéeeded to consider 
the bill. 

It. proposes to amend the first paragraph of sec- 
tion eight of an act.to incorporate the inhabit- 
ants of the city of Washington, passed May: 15, 
1820, so As to read as follows: that the said cor- 
poration shall have full power and authority to 
lay taxes on particular wards, parts, or sections 
of the city, for their particular local improve- 
ments, and to cause the curbstones to be set, the 
foot and carriage ways to be graded and paved, 
or so much thereof as they may deem best, and 
the necessary sewerage and drainage facilities to 
be introduced under and upon the whole or any 
portion of any avenue, street, or alley, and also 
to cause lamps to be erected therein, and to light 
the same, and to pay the cost thereof out of the 
funds of the ward in which such improvement 
shall be made; this provision not to be construed 
as repealing, but being intended as auxiliary to, 
the power they already possess to make local im- 
provements on the application of the owners of 
property benefited thereby. 

Mr. GRIMES. . I move to amend the bill by 
adding the following as a new section: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in all eases in 
which the streets, avenues, or alleys of the said city pass 
through or by any of the property of the United States, the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings shall pay to the duly 
authorized officers of the eorporation the just proportion of 
the expense incurred in improving such avenue, strect, or 
alley which the said property bears to the whole cost there- 
of, Lo be ascertained in the same manner as the same is 
apportioned among the individual proprietors of the prop- 
erty improved thereby. 

The purpose of the amendment is this: that 
where the city government improves a street on 
which the General Government owns a square or 
piece of ground abutting upon it, the Federal Gov- 
ernment shall pay its fair proportion of the ex- 
pense of grading or paving that street, the same 
as individuals would if they were the owners of 
it in place of the General Government. It seems 
to me it is proper that it should be done. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateasamended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed, 


COTTON SPECULATIONS BY OFFICERS. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to take up a resolu- 
tion I introduced the other day directing the Sec- 
retary of Warto transmit to the Senate the report 
and evidence accompanying it made by a-com- 
mission of which General McDowell was the 
head, to investigate cotton transactions in the 
armies of the West and South. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The following res- 
olution is now before the Senate. lt will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate the report and evidence taken by the mil- 
itary commission, at the head of whieh was Major General 
Irwin Me Dowell, appointed to investigate the conduct of 
officers uf the Army, and others engaged in the military 
service, in cotton or other speculations. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I do not think 
the Senate ought to order those papers to be sent 
here or publish them. If it were a report of a 
court-martial, where both sides could be heard, I 
certainly should not object to calling for the papers 
or publishing them in any case whatever. But 
this was simply a commission sent out to make 
investigations and report for the information of 
the Government. I do not think such papers 
should be called for or published by the Senate. 
It is hearing one side of a question, not the whole 
as in a court-martial, where the accused is heard 
and where the facts are all disclosed. The in- 
formation obtained was for the action of the Gov- 
ernment, to guide them in prosecuting officers 
who have violated their duties; and I think all 
sach papers ought to be carefully kept by the 
Government, because they may do the grossest | 
injustice to men who have had no hearing, and 


: & 
they ought to be regarded in the nature of rumors 


| seen it, and has told me all 


against officers that'may be made the basis upon 
which the Government may institute proceed- 
ings. When they have done that, when a man 
has been charged, when he has been court-mar- 
tialed, when he hag had a hearing, let those facts 
be disclosed; but I think this resolution. oughtnot 
to. be adopted. ; 

‘Mr. GRIMES. DoI understand that this res 
olution is now before the Senate? esa i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It’ is in its order. 

Mr. GRIMES. I propose'an amendment to 
the resolution. I move to amend it in the first 
line by striking out the words ‘* the Secretary of 
War be directed’? and inserting the words ‘the 
President of the United States be requested,” and 
by adding to the resolution the following: l 

* And that the President be requested to accompany said 
report and testimony with any and all testimony in his pos- 
session or inthe War Department tending to elucidate the 
transactions embraced or referred to in said report ;” sothat 
if amended it will read: X 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re-. 
quested to transmit to the Senate the report and evidences 
taken before the military commission, at the head of whieh 
was Major General Irwin McDowell, appointed to investi 
gate the conduct of officers of the Army, and others engaged 
in the military service, in cotton or other speculations ; and 
that the President be requested to accompany said report 
and testimony with any andall testimony in his possession 
or in the War Department tending to elucidate the transac- 
tions embraced or referred to in said report. É 


Mr. President, I am not very familiar with the 
laws of courts-martial or with the Army regula- 
tions; but I understand from gentlemen’ who are 
familiar with the subject, that this whole proceed- 
ing on the part of the War Department and on the 
part of General McDowell was an express viola- 
tion of the Articles of War. I have been referred, 
I think, to articles ninety and ninety-one, which 
expressly declare that no superior officer shall cre- 
ate a commission similar to this that was created, 
at the head of which was General McDowell; but 
that in every case of that kind the designation 
shall be made and the commission created by the 
President of the United States, and by him alone: 
I am informed, that the President: of the United 
States was wholly ignorant of the fact that any 
such commission had been appointed. Butlet that 
be as it may, it was an entirely ex parte inquiry. 
A commission of general officers was appointed 
to traverse the country and fish up testimony 
against such persons as they saw fit to arraign 
and to investigate the conduct of. 

Among others who were arraigned before this 
court without his knowledge, without his pres- 
ence, without having an opportunity to vindicate 
himself, was a gentleman from my State, Gencral 
Curtis. I am told that'in the report that was subi 
mitted there is some ex parte testimony, which; 
standing by itself and unexplained, does implicate 
General Curtis. But I'am informed by gentleé- 
men who have taken the trouble to investigate the 
subject, that every particle of that testimony in 
relation to General Curtis has been disproved by 
testimony furnished by him and now in the pos- 
session of the President of the United States orin 
the War Department. So satisfactory was the 
exculpation of General Curtis, that the President 
of the United States at once pronounced that he 
was entirely exonerated from all blame and from 
all censure, and he sent him to a command. 

Now, sir, the purpose of the amendment that, 
I offer is that if this resolution passes at all the 
testimony called for when sent in to us shall be 
accompanied by this other testimony, which was 


i also taken under the sanction of an oath, and 


which is also the testimony of some of the very 
witnesses who swore against General Curtis be- 
fore this commission, so that the world shall havé 
an opportunity to judge somewhat in regard to 
both sides of the case. . 

Mr.POWELL. Allow me to ask the 
if he has seen the testimony. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have not seen the testimony, 
but my colleague in the House of Representatives, 
who represents the district in which I live and in 
which General Curtis lives—Mr. Witson—has 
about it. r 
Mr. POWELL. Did he see it at the War 
Office? : > 

Mr. GRIMES. He saw it at the President’s, 
who told him all about it, and he assured me that 
it was an entire exculpation of General Curtis, 
and the President. so declared it to be. Ido not 
want an ex parte statement or ex parte testimony. 


Senator 


to go to the world to the detriment of a citizen’ 
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from’ my State when the record in the same De- 
partment entirely exonerates him. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I should like to move 
an amendment to the amendment of the Senator 
from Lowa, by inserting the words ‘if in the opin- 
ion of the President the evidence can be furnished 
not incompatible with the best interests of the ser- 
vice.” That is the usual form. 

I desire to say, inaddition to what has been said 
by the Senator from Iowa, that so far as Major 
General Curtis is concerned, he is anxious, and 
his friends are anxious, that the testimony should 
go to the world with the counter testimony he has 
since furnished. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
amendment is in order. The Senator from Kan- 
sas proposes to amend the amendment by insert- 
ing after the word ‘‘ requested” the words ‘if 
not in his opinion ineonsistent with the public 
interests.” 

Mr. POWELL. I did not expect that the pas- 
sage of this resolution would meet with the re- 
sistance thatit hasmet with. So farastheamend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from lowa is con- 
cerned, 1 must say that I think it is proper, and 
to that I have no objection. Idonot wish in any 
way to injure the reputation of any citizen or any 
officer of this Government, either in the military 
or the civil service, and if testimony is asked for 
the tendency of which is to injure his reputation 
in any way whatever, if there should be in the 
same department counter testimony, I am per- 
fectly willing it should be made known to the 
public. E will therefore accept the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa; atleast that 
part of it which asks that the testimony taken to 
exonerate General Curtis be also sent in. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, however, 
seems to object to this testimony being brought 
before the Senate. He says it is testimony taken 
by the Government, and it should be kept by the 
Government for their own inspection to regulate 
and govern theiraction. Sir, had supposed that 
the Senate was a part of this Government. I am 
still of that opinion, notwithstanding the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts would indicate 
that he held otherwise. We, asa partof this Gov- 
ernment, have a right to have this testimony laid 
before us. 

The reason why I have offered this resolution 
is that I have seen it stated in the public journals, 
I have heard it from private individuals—gentle- 
men whom I know to be men of honor and ve- 
racity-——that there had been outrageous frauds in 
that military department. I have heard it inti- 
mated and stated over and over again that the evi- 
dence accompanying the report of General Mce- 
Dowellwoulishaw thatfact eyond doubt. Believ- 
ing thatit would doit, from the intelligence I had, I 
thought it eminently proper that the Senate should 
have that testimony brought before them, and 
have it published. We, as a part of the Govern- 
ment, have arighttoit. If that testimony proves 
that the officers of this Government have been 
acting fraudulently or corruptly, it ought to be 
known. If there is testimony there to exculpate 
them, common fairness and justice would demand 
that that also should accompany it, and to that I 
have no objection. 

The Senator from Massachusetts said it had not 
been usual to publish such testimony taken be- 
fore such commissions. Allow me to tell that 
honorable Senator that he was greatly mistaken 
when he made that assertion. remember that 
we did publish testimony taken before more than 
one commission sent out from that department. 
The report of the commission composed of Mr. 
Holt, Judge Davis, and a Mr. Campbell, I be- 
lieve, to investigate the affairs of the department 
of General Frémont in St. Louis, was published. 
The report of a commission, of which Mr. Holt 
and Mr. Robert Dale Owen were at the head, to 
investigate ordnance and gun contracts, sent out 
from the War Department, was published by or- 
der of this Senate. It has been common to pub- 
lish such reports. We have aright to know what 
testimony this commission collected. Such was 
the effect of the commission of which General 
McDowell was the head, and that of which Holt 
and Davis formed a part, that General Frémont 
and General Curtis were both suspended for some 
time from their commands. lam notin favor of 
keeping such testimony back. Let the country 
know it. 


The Senator frem lowa tells us that this wasa 


„commission of which the President had no knowl- 


edge; that it was organized by the War office 
without his knowledge orconsent. Thatmay be 
so; for I think the Secretary of War does things 
very much as he pleases, without regard to the de- 
sire of the President or to the laws and Constitu- 
tion of his country. But, sir, it is humiliating 
that such ‘excuses should be given’ by Senators 
for the Executive. The President of the United. 
States, who allows such things without his knowl- 
edge, and permits officials thus to transgress the 
rules of propriety of one of the Departments of 
this Government, does not deserve the commis- 
eration of anybody. The President should in- 
stantly dismiss such officers from his service. 

But, sir, the honorable Senator tells us that his 
colleague in the other House has examined these 
papers, and that they exculpate General Curtis. 

hope they do. It would be a pléasant thing for 
me to find that every official of the Government 
whose reputation had been assaulted was fully 
vindicated and justified. But, sir, there is no pòs- 
sibility for me ever to get to look into those doc- 
uments; for I went to that War office on one oc- 
casion for the purpose of examining a report on 
file there to perfect a bill that was pending before 
this Senate that I had introduced to prevent frauds 
upon the War Department, and I was flatly re- 
fused by Mr. Stanton the privilege of reading the 
report in his office. I suppose he allows those 
who are in political amity with him to examine 
those records. Hie refused me that privilege. I 
thought it was un unpardonable rudeness to me, 
and since then I have not put my foot across the 
threshold of the room in which that officer sits in 
the War office. ; 

Sir, I hope this resolution will pass, and 1 hope 
that J and other Senators may have the privileges 
accorded to Republican members of Congress, of 
examining papers on file in that War office, or 
have the privilege of seeing them at least. I, for 
one, have been denied examinations there. If I 
had been permitted heretofore to examine these 
records in that office | would havegone there. I 
would have read over this testimony myself, and 
I would not have troubled the Senate with a res- 
olution asking it to be published unless I thought 
the public service imperiously demanded it. I 
accept the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Iowa. I think that additional testimony 
should be published along with the testimony re- 
ported by General McDowell. 1 have no special 
objection to the resolution being directed to the 
President instead of to the Secretary of War, for 
the Secretary of War now stands in contempt of 
resolutions passed by thisbody. I hope the Pres- 
ident will not be so imperious, but will give us 
the testimony upon request. I desire that the 
resolution, as it is modified, may be adopted by 
the Senate. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Mr. President, I un- 
derstand the history of this board of quiry to 
be that neither the President of the United States 
nor the Secretary of War had any knowledge of 
it, and that it originated with the commander-in- 
chief. I have no answer to make to the assaults 
of the Senator from Kentucky upon the Secretary 
of War or of the President of the United States 
except this, that if I were the President of the 
United States or the Secretary of War, discharg- 
ing my duty patriotically and faithfully to my 
country, | would consider an assault from. the 
Senator from Kentucky as the highest compli- 
ment that could be paid to me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky accepts the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa as a modification of his resolution; and 
the question now recurs on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Kansas as a distinct 
amendment. A N A 

Mr. SHERMAN. Icannotallow this question 
to pass from the Senate without saying a few 
words in regard to a gentleman whose name has 


been connected with it—Major General Curtis. | 


During a long and intimate friendship with Gen- 
eral Curtis, dating back to tay early youth and 
continued through years of public service, I have 
formed of him the highest opinion. 1 know him 
to be a man pure, upright, honorable, and just. 
When | first saw that Major General McDow- 
ell was at the head of a court of inquiry to inquire 
into his conduct, and that the newspapers were 
publishing charges detrimental to the reputation 


of General Curtis, it excited my atiéntion, Tread 
carefully all that was said about it, made diligent 
inquiry, and had a correspondence with Gener 
Curtis on the subject. General Curtis info 
me, when it wag charged in the newspaper: 
he was engaged in speculating in cution and h 
made a large sum of money in that way, that) 
had never bought any ‘cotton, directly’ ar i 
rectly, had néver been engaged inany W: 
such speculations, had never made ope 
one cent in any transaction in the department o 
the South on any kind'of property whatever, and 
never received anything during. the lime he was 
in the service in Arkansas and Missouri except 
the salary given him by Jaw.” ee eee 

I noticed shortly afterwards the publication in 
the newspapers of ex parte testimony; among the 
rest a statement made by General Steele, if Ire- 
member aright, giving hearsay declarations. in 
which General Curtis’s name was involved. The 
attention of General Curtis was called ‘to it, The 
very moment he ascertained that such an exam- 
ination had been had, and ‘that officers had been 
examined without his knowledge before this com- 
mission, he took steps to procure testimony in 
his vindication of the most conclusive character, 
to be sent to the President. A E 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘He first demanded a court of 
inquiry. Peat asic See pera 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; the very moment 
the subject was called to his attention he demanded 
a court of inquiry or court-martial or some mode 
ofinquiry into his conduct, insisting that he should 
not rest under these imputations without having 
an opportunity to answer them. He was replied 
to that there were no accusations against him. 
A court-martial ora court of inquiry was refused, 
as the accusation was not of a character to be 
submitted to a court of inquiry. He, however, 
took testimony and sentit to the President of the 
United States, and the President of the United 
States was so entirely satisfied that General Cur- 
tis was guiltless of this matter that he at once so 
declared, and openly and frankly relieved General 
Curtis from the charge. : en 

The Senator from Kentucky stated that General 
‘Curtis was relieved from his command on account 
of these charges. I can assure the Senator that 
such was, not the fact. General Curtis was.re- 
lieved of his command in Missouri because he 
took the radical side in Missouri. - 

Mr. POWELL. Istated the impression I had. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam very glad to correct 
that impression. : . 

Mr. POWELL. Of course J stand corrected 
if the Senator knows the fact, because I did not. 
I saw it stated in the public journals that that 
was the cause of bis removal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can state the contrary 
from the highest authority, the President of the 
United States, who told me himself that General 
Curtis was not relieved from his command on 
account of these accusations about cotton specu- 
lations; that they had nothing to do with it; that 
they had been entirely and satisfactorily ex- 
plained.’ à 

i make these declarations in behalf of General 
Curtis, who is notonly a pure man, but is a sen- 
sitive man. He retired from the public service 
with a keen sense of injury done to him by these 
accusations which he was not allowed to meet, 
Fortunately, he has been able to repel them and 
outlive them in public sentiment, and has been 
assigned to an important command. I make these 
declarations because I happen toknow them and 
because I feel the injustice that was done to Gen- 
eral Curtis. 

It appeared also in the testimony that the per- 
son with whom it was said he was interested in 
buying cotton was Mr. Guthrie, a gentleman who 
had long lived at Memphis. He had been en- 
gaged in the cotton business, and was carrying on 
trade in cotton by a permit from the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary of the Treasury. Gen- 
eral Curtis had no connection with him, directly or 
indirectly, except the fact thatin former years they 
had been acquainted and perhaps were distant! 
connected in Ohio; but he had no connection with 
him, directly or indirectly, and gave him no aid or 
coöperation in his cotton speculations, and never 
received a dollar from them. i 

These accusations against military, officers are 
very easily made, and the officers themselves are 
the most helpless beings in thé world. “They cah- 
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notcome out in the newspapers and say they are 
fot engaged in thesé-fraudulent and dishonorable 
Operations, béeausé they cannot meet accusa- 
tions in that way. ‘They are busy, and probably 
their attention may not be called to them. ‘They 
may demand a court of inquiry, but the Depart- 
ment reply. that there is no accusation in proper 
form against them and they cannot grant a court 
of inquiry... ‘Thus general officers of the highest 
standing have their characters assailed for impur- 
ity, fraud, or crime, without being able to meet 
those charges by a manly, open trial. That was 
precisely the case with General Curtis, who suf- 
fered for a long time in the public opinion, with- 
out'any fault.” “I am very glad to see that not only 
in the opinion of the President, but in the opinion 
of the’ whole country, General Curtis has been re- 
lieved from this opprobrium; and these papersif 
called for from the Président will, [have no doubt, 
relieve. him from all blame. i 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, I have been 
véry. much pleased to hear the statement made by 
the Senator from Ohio. I had the impression 
from current rumors that General Curtis was re- 
lieved from his command in consequence of these 
speculations to which I have alluded, but I have 
no doubt the Senator from Ohio is correct. It is 
not my purpose to debate this question. I hope 
that the resolution may pass, and that these papers 
may be laid before the Senate, and thatthey may 
acquit allthe officers of the Government. If, how- 
ever, they do not, the country ought to know it. 
.. The Senator from Kansas has told the Senate 
that if he were President or Secretary of War, in 
the faithful discharge of his duties, he would want 
no highcr eulogy than my censure. Sir, if I 
thought the President and the Secretary of War 
were in the faithful discharge of their duties, they 
never would have reccived any censure from me. 
Let me say to the Senator from Kansag, however, 
that my censures or denunciations, as he calls 
them, may or may not damage those high officials; 
but theres one thing of which I am very certain: 
that the praises of the Senator will be very dam- 
aging to their reputations. 
. Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I made the remark 
that I uttered respecting the Senator from Ken- 
tucky for the reason that I have been for three 

ears a member of this body with him, and dur- 
ing that entire period I have never heard one word 
of condemnation from his lips against those who 
are engaged in this rebellion, while day after day 
and hour by hour we have heard denunciations 
from him against our own faithful officers. What 
influence either my denunciation or my praise 
any have I submit to the country; I am quite 
willing that they shall be compared with those of 
the Senator from Kentucky, amoug the loyal peo- 
ple of this country at least. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I hopethe honorable member 
from Massachusetts will withdraw his objection 
to the application for these proceedings. Th® 
public have been advised through a varicty of 
channels that some of the best men in’ the service 
are impeached by the evidence, or what purports 
to be the evidence, taken before this commission. 
General Curtis is not the only person who has 
suffered in public estimation. “It gives: me pleas- 
ure fo state, if anything was necessary to be added 
to what fell from the Senator from Ohio, from a 
personal acquaintance with General Curtis—not, 
to be sure, as intimate as that which it has been 
his good fortune to enjoy—that I am satisfied a 
more correctand honorable man is not to be found 
in the country., He was a member of the peace 
conference of which [ was a member, and my 
relations with him throughout the whole of the 
deliberations of that body were close and inti- 
mate--F think sufficiently so to give me an oppor- 
tunity to decide upon his character, morally and 
intcHectually—and the estimate that 1 put upon 
both was very high. As far às l'am concerned, 
these rumors which have been spread upon the 
authority of this commission have not had the | 
slightest effect upon my mind; but a great many | 
people have thought, and sull think, whatever 
may be the opinion of the President, that General 
Curtis has been guilty of some crror at least, 
whether designed or not is immaterial, witlra view 
to personal profit. I am satisfied that there is not 
the slightest ground for the suspicion. in point of 
fact. 

Bat I have another reason for wishing the pro- 
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ceedings of this commission to be sent to us. I 


think the officers who. are charged with these 
investigations, or the Secretary of War, or the 
President, if they. have had anything to do with 
the manner in which these commissions have been 
executed, should be told by the Senate—that may 
possibly have an effect upon them in the future— 
that the-mode in which, evidence has-been taken 
upon these occasions is exceedingly objectiona- 
ble, and is calculated to do great injustice to in- 
dividual citizens. Nine tenths of the evidence 
that they take would not be received in a court of 
justice. Nine tenths of itis at least hearsay, and 
the other tenth is altogether irrelevant. But not- 
withstanding that, the effect upon the public mind 
is very often to blast the character of very hon- 
orable men, and, to the extent in which individual 
character when blasted can affect the general rep- 
utation of the country, to that extent the general 
reputation of the country is affected. 

I think, therefore, if we had the proceedings of 
this commission before us,.if the evidence has 
been taken in, that way, that. these officers who 
are sent on this particular duty would find, from 
the expression of opinion on the part of the Sen- 
ate, that that mode of conducting these investiga- 
tions is not only not praiseworthy, but exceed- 
ingly reprehensible. 

Mr. WILSON. After the amendment that has 
been moved by the Senator from Iowa, I shall 
not resist the passage of this resolution. f think, 
however, as a general rule, that we ought not to 
call for these reports of commissions that are sent 
out to examine into alleged abuses.. Ina court- 
martial the accused is heard, but in these investi- 

ations a man’s name may be blasted, and the 
Bennie may send it over the country, when in 
fact the man is innocent, but has had no oppor- 
tunity. to. be heard, Abuses are charged upon 
‘certain officers. We have in the service about 
thirty thousand officers. Representations are often 
made at the War Department of bad conduct on 
the part of officers. ‘There is hardly a day passes 
that I do not receive letters in regard to the con- 
duct of certain officers or other persons employed 
by the Government. I always send them to the 
War Department, and they take such action as 
they sce fit. l 

It is well known that a great many investiga- 
tions, have been made and are being made, and 
sometimes upon these representations officers are 
arrested and brought before courts-martial, where 
all the facts, are disclosed. There is no reason 
why those facts shall not go to the country. But 
these preliminary examinations, that are in the 
very nature of the case ex parte, ought not, with 
the authority of the Senate, be spread over the 
country, perhaps to the injury of the persons 


| against whom complaints have been made, and 


sometimes there must be great injustice done if 
those examinations are printed and sent over the 
country. Asa general rule, then, I am opposed 
to calling for and sending over the country such 
statements, because they must do great injustice to 
men. In this case itis said that General Curtis has 
presented the fucts.in his case. 
ersous against whom some evidence was taken 
efore this commission have done likewise, 1 do 
not know; but with this amendment I shall not 
oppose the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. Presidènt 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the special order, 

Mr. POWELL. J hope the special order may 
be passed over informally. I think we can dis- 
pose of this resolution in a minute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be passed 
over informally, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BROWN. If this debate is going to con- 
tinue any length of time, I shall object. 
Mr. WILSON and Mr. GRIMES. 

over until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Being objected to, 
it passes over until to-morrow, and the special 
order is now before the Sentate, which is the un- 
finished business of yesterday. 

Mr. SUMNER, ‘There wasa special order for 
to-day, on which, as I understood, the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Brown] had the floor. 

The VICEPRESIDENT: Thatis so, butthat 


Let it go 


-has been superseded by the unfinished business 


of yesterda 
cial order, 


Mr. SUMNER. F move that the Senate post- 


y, which takes precedence of the spe- 


Whether other’ 
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pone all prior orders, and proceed to-the consid- 
eration of the special order, on which the Senator 
from Missouri is entitled to the floor. ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . Then the question 
is on postponing Senate bill No. 145, to equalize 
the pay of soldiers in the United: States Army, 
which is the business now before the Senate, un- 
til to-morrow. 7 

Mr. WILSON. I hope that bill. will not be 
postponed until to-morrow, It can be passed over 
informally, and let the Senate take up the other 
special order.. I should like to have that billacted 
on to-day. : : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The. course sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts will 
be pursued, if there be no-objection. The unfin- 
ished business of yesterday will be passed over 
informally, and the Senate will proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 41. 

ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 41) 
to promote enlistments in the Army of the United 
States, and for ‘other purposes, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment offered by Mr, 
Brown to strike out the third section of the bill, 
in the following words: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That when any person. , 
of African descent whose service or tabor is claimed in any 
State under the laws thereof shall be mustered into the 
military or naval.service of the United. States, he, his 
mother, and his wife and children, shall forever thereafter 
be free, any law, usage, or custom whatsoever to the con- 
trary notwithstanding; and all laws and parts of laws in- 
consistent herewith are hereby repealed. . 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the proclamation 
of the President of January 1, 1863, declaring all persons 
held as slaves within certain designated States and parts 
of States then in rebellion against the Government of the 
United States to he thereafter free, be, and the same is here- 
by, confirmed and made of full effect as law 5 and all courts 
of justice are required to recoguize the same, and all per- 
sons declared to be free by the said proclamation, or by this 
act or any subsequent act of Congress, shall be entitled to” 
sue and be sued and give evidence in all courts of justice 
as other citizens. ` ` 

Bec. —. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act there shall be neither. slavery nor 
fuvoluntary servitude in any of the States or ‘Territories 
of the United States otherwise than in punishment for 
crime whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, 
any Jaw, usage, custom; or claim to the contrary: notwith- 
standing; bat all persons shall be held to be born free, 

Mr.BROWN. Mr. President, that slavery yet 
liveth the discussion which has attended every 
measure introduced here trenching upon it suffi- 
ciently attests. Neither dead nor willing to die, 
but struggling for being by joint and ligature and 
tissue and nerve, that some center of faturegrowth 
may lurk under proviso or exception, its.vitality 
is upheld in this hour by-appeal to the same con- 
sututionalisms and local countenance. that will be 
swift to maintain it hereafter if this epoch shalt 
pass without its utter extinction, ae 

Under such conviction, and resolute to permit 
no fit occasion for terminating its existence to go 
unimproved, the sections just read have been of- 
fered—sections assuring freedom not only, as set 
forth in the original bill, to the mother or wife or 
child of those colored soldiers who may venture 
life in defense of your homes, foras yet they have 
no homes; freedom not only to all those claimed 
as slaves and heretofore resident in the districts 
declared to be in rebellion and embraced in the 
proclamation of January 1, 1863; but freedom to 
all those now held in bondage, without distinction 
of State or Territory, throughout the whole land, 
and as supreme law of this nation, enacted by 
virtue.of that power which resides in the Congress 
of the United States to maintain the Government 
and preserve the liberties of the people. 

The question of authority in Congress to legis- 
late on this subject carries with it the minor ones 
of extent, expedicney, and necessity; for its dis- 
cretion is absolute, and not subject to revision. 
Those who recognize the right, therefore, to de- 
clare the absolute freedom of such as are claimed 
for service by disloyal persons, or the freedom of 
those taking up arms for the Government of the 
United States, or the freedom of those escaping 
within the lines of the Army, must concede the 
full power to. pass an act of abolition asa war 
measure, or as a measure essential to the future. 
security of the country against war. For.it will, 
not be found possible to establish any line of de-. 
markation, sustained by right, that shallapplytoa 
partand not to the whole, that shall regard themin 
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relation to one person as “ captives of war,” and | 
tredt them in relation to another as “ chattels;” | 
that shall justify manumission where our armies 
are not, and forbid it where they are or have been. 
All these human beings, confirmed thus in their 
inalienable rights of freedom, are not property 
which the Government is taking for its own use, 
and to which it thereby acquires a title of owner- 
ship, but itis institutions and customs and claims 
‘and ancient wrongs grown intolerable, that we 
‘blot out as not compatible with the “ general wel- 
fare” of this nation, never consistent with justice, 


end not now possible with any assurance of life 
itself. 


That the Constitution of the United States in- 
vests the Congress and ‘the Executive with all 
powers necessary to maintain that Government, 
provide for the common defense, and guaranty 
republican forms, has been too often asserted, 
acted upon, and concurred in by this Senate to 
make it now liable to question, and that the ex- 
istence of such plenary power, even to the extir- 
pation of slavery, if adjudged necessary for the 
safety of the State, was recognized by some of the 
ablest of contemporary. expositors of that Consti- 
tution, is well attested in our history. Especially 
was this the case in the debates of the Virginia 
convention of delegates, where perhaps that in- 
strument passed its severest scrutiny. Patrick 
Henry, in enumerating his objections to its ratifi- 
cation, speaks thus: 


“ With respect to that part of the proposal which says 
that every power not granted remains with the people, 
it must be previous to adoption, or it will involve this 
country in inevitable destruction, To talk of it as a thing 
subsequent, not as one of your unalienable rights, is leaving 
it to the casual opinion of the Congress who shall take up 
the. consideration of the matter. They will not reason 
with you about tre effect of this Constitution. They will 
not take the opinion of this committee concerning its oper- 
ation.’ They will construe it as they please. Ifyou place 
it subsequently, let me ask the consequences. Among tan 
thousand implied powers which they may assume, tbey may, 
if we be engaged in war, liberate every one of yoursiaves if 

` they please. And this must and will be done by men a 
majority of whom have not a common interest with you. 
They will therefore have no feeling of your interests. It 
has been repeatedly said here that the great object of a 
national Government was national defeuse. That power 
which is said to be intended for security and safety may be 
rendered detestable and oppressive. If they give power to 
the General Government to provide for the general defense, 

. the means must be commensurate to the end. All the 

‘means in the possession of the people must be given to the 
Government which is intrusted with the public defense. 
In this State there are two hundred and thirty-six thousand 
blacks, and there are mauy in several other States. But 
there are few or none in the northern States; and yet if 
the northern States shall be of opinion that uur slaves are 
numberless, they may call forth every national resource, 
May Congress not say that every black man must fight ? Did 
we not see a little of this Jast war? We were notso hard 
pushed as to make emancipation general; butacts of As- 
sembly passed that every stave who would go to the Army 
should be frec, Another thing will contribute to bring this 
eventabout. Slavery isdetested. We feel its fatal effects $ 
we deplore it with ail the pity of humanity. Letall these | 
considerations at some future period press with full force 
on the minds of Congress. Let that urbanity which I trast 
will distinguish America, and the necessity of national de- 
fense—tetall these things operate on their minds, they will 
search that paper and see if they have power of manumis 
sion. And have they not, sir? Have they not power to 
provide for the general defense and weltare? May they 
not think that these cail for the abolition of slavery? May 
they not pronounce all slaves free, and will they not be 
warranted by that power? This is no ambiguous impli- | 
cation or deduction. The paper speaks to the point: they | 


and certainly exercise it, As much as I deplore slavery, £ | 
sec that prudence forbids its abolition. I deny that the | 
General Government ough to set them free, because a de- 
cided majority of the States have not the ties of sympathy 
aud tellow-feeling for those whose interests would be af- 
fected by their emancipation. ‘The majority of Congress 
is to tho North, and the slaves are to the South."—Eliot’s 
Debates, pages 589, 590. 


Nor have statesmen in late years hesitated to 
announce the same broad and emphatic interpre- 
tation. John Quiney Adams, in the discussions 
of the House of Representatives, made use ofsuch | 
declarations as these: i 

‘Sir, in the authority given to Congress by the Consti- | 
tution of the United States to declare war, all the powers | 
incidental to war are by necessary implication conferred | 
upon the Government ofthe United States.” * x * | 
* “ There are two classes of powers vested by the Con- 
stitution of the United States in their Congress and Exeeu- | 
tive Government: the powers to be exveuted in time of | 
peace and the powers incident to war. That the powers of 
peace are limited by provisions within the body of the Con- 
stitution itself; but that the powers of war are limited and | 


regulated only by the laws and usages of nations, aud are ii 


subjectto no other limitation? 7 ig i = “I 
do not admit that there is even among the peace powers of 
Congress no such authority ; but in war there are many | 
ways by which Cotgress not only have the authority, but H 
are bound to interfere with the institu‘ion of slavery inthe |i 


i abolis 


have the power in clear, unequivocal terms, and wilt clearly || them. 


States.” * o x.. x x  ¢ When the southern States 
are the battle-field between slavery and’ emancipation, 
Congress may sustain the institution by war, or perhaps 
it by treatics of peace; but they will not only 
possess the constitutioual power so to interfere, but they 
will be bound in duty to do it by the express: provisions of 
the Constitution itself. From the instant the stavehold- 
ing States become the theater of'war, civil, servile, or for- 
eign, from that tustant the war powers of Congress extend 


by which it can be interfered with.” = a ; 
“With a call to keep down slaves in an insurrection and 


and to the Senate over the whole subject. itis a war power. 
Whether it be a war of invasion or a war of. insurrection, 
Congress has power to carry on the war, and must earry it 
on according to the laws of war; and by the laws of war 
an invaded country has all its laws and municipal institu- 
tions swept by the board, and martial law takes the place 
ofthem. This power in Congress has, perhaps,never been 


United States.” — Speeches of J. Q. Adams, 1836-1842.  _7 


Tt will thus appear that both the elder and later 
interpretations of the Constitution unite in recog- 


| nizing this war power as existing in Congress and 


the Executive, and it oniy remains to set forth that 

under such exercise and by virtueof the received 
law which controls it, the subject-matter here 
claimed for its action is fully embraced therein. 
Many references to received authorities might be 
made on this point, for it is one very well attested ; 
but a single quotation will suffice to exemplify the 
spirit of them all. Thus Vattel, in his Law of 
Nations, says: K f 

“Tt has been observed ($ 196) that we may be obliged, if 
not externally, yet in conscience and by the laws of equity, 
to restore to a third party the booty we have recovered out 
of the lands of an enemy who had taken it from him inan 
unjust war. The obligation is more certain and more ex- 
tensive with regard to a people whom our enemy had un- 
justly oppressed. For people thus spoiled of their liberty 
never renounce the hope of recovering it. Ifthey have not 
voluntarily incorporated themselves with the State by which 
they have, been subdued, if they have not freely aided her 
in the war against us, we certainly ought so to use our vic- 
tory as not merely to give them a new master, but to break 
their chains. To deliver an oppressed people is a noble 
fruit of victory; itis a valuable advantage gained thus to 
acquire a faithful friend. ‘The canton of Schweitz, having 
wrested the country of Glaris from the house of Austria, re- 
stored the inhabitants to their former liberties; and Glaris, 
adinitted to the Hetvetic confederacy, formed the sixth can- 
ton.”—-Vattel’s Law of Nations, book page 391, side page 
392. 

Again, it will be observed that intrinsically the 
proposition to abolish slavery by constitutional 
amendment, and this to abolish it by act of Con- 
gress, do not differ as to the effect upon alleged 
right of property in slaves. No one proposes to 
make compensation in connection with constitu- 
tional amendment, so that the deprivation is the 
same in the one case as the other. 
question, then, which may be stated thus: can 
we get at the deprivation both ways? Assuredly 
we can, because the power to deal with the ques- 
tion both ways resides in us—to deal summarily 
under the war powers so called, or by constitu- 
tional amendment. . 

As an original question, the right of property 
in man cannot be successfully maintained, and 
they who contend for it here now in deference to 


selves constantly embarrassed. and involved in 


shall utterly discard it. Rights of property do 
not originate in constitutions; they are anterior to 


| for the natural right of each one to enjoy the fruit 
of his own labor, and in its very inception repels 
and precludes the idea of slavery. 
idle, then, to claim such property in human be- 
ings and quote the Constitution as conferring the 
i tide, or to rely upon its guarantees, if any such 
could be truly inferred from its clauses, as an m- 
violable protection for such claim, when it so 
clearly confers the power to dispense. with even 
still higher guarantees of personal liberty in main- 
taining the Government. ; 

The rigid argumentin behalf of this power best 
states itself in the imperiled condition of the coun- 


try. 


make assurcd any ending both of present conflict 


open rebellion. The exceptional condition of pro- 


fessedly loyal claimants herd and there cannot, in | 


to interference with the institution of slavery in every. way Í 
* xk. 8 


acivil war comes full and plenary power to this House | 


called into exercise under the present Constitution of the: 


It is only a | 


alleged constitutional obligations, will find them- | 


contradictions of thought and reasoning untilthey 


Right of property is but another name | 


It is simply | 


Every battle-field is an annotation fall of | 
meaning, every soldier’s grave a link in the chain | 
of evidence, Slavery, containing in itself that | 
antagonism to free institutions which predeterm- | 
ined its appeal to arms in hostility to the national | 
i thought and the national being, must perish to į f } o í 1 
e || outlines of enkindled faith, of continued develop- 
and future convulsion; andslavery in a State semi- | 
; loyal or neutral, under this consideration, is just | 
as fatal to our national existence as ina State in |! 
ii man nature once more, by the grace.o 


this grave conjunction of affairs, be permitted to 
control our decision and operate to, extend th 
ure of slaveholding; forit is from thein 
possibility of assimilating, that system with: 
free Republic in. any, State, owing.to its. violati 
of human rights, thatthe supreme:reason, for. di- 
rect abolition originates, The outcome,of a moral 
wrong, fostered and encouraged inthe social state 
is seen in the calamities of to-day 
calamities. may not attach.to any other d 
the Republic may be rid of a disease w. : 
brought it nigh to death; that the struggle may 
be forever ended with those who hav taken. up 
arms to make permanent the institution of slavery; 
and that the American people may repose in, ún- 
disturbed security, free, prosperous, and cohesive, 
are the cumulative necessities that impel us now 
to pass a direct act of universal freedom. -< 

But why should we hesitate? Itis:an‘ad vance, 
nota reaction, Itis the first step’ toward. thoge 
great destinies which await us, if only. we be true. 
Do we prefer to go back into the past with its dis- 
mays and corruptions and terrible retributions, 
or. forth into the future.of hope and faith and 
achievement?. Let us rather contemplate the full 
measure of that: vast change of which this is but 
a beginning, and realizing somewhat.the spirit of 
the age upon which we are entering, look therein 
for other and convincing reasons to assure, usthat 
the demand for this action is not premature, but 
a well-considered wisdom; that itis not isolated 
and optional, but connects with still larger and im- 
pending issues. _ ANA 

To do so, however, to note the march of these 
times, it will require that we disabuse our speech 
of much of the phraseology that gives false seem- 
ing. to events around us. Thus the terms rebel- 
lion, used to designate this conflict, untonism,, in 
varied. inflections, chosen to generalize our. fu- 
ture, and reconstruction, largely adopted to signify 
projected modes of arrangement, are al} half 
phrases, taking their meaning from obsolete rather 
than existing attitudes, and afford no correct idea 
of this era or its outcome. Rebellion may be well 
applied to denote mere resistance forcibly of a 
part of our people to the national thought; but 
when employed to convey a comprehension of 
and give a name for this great progression and 
conflict, that reaches for its origin far. back.into 
anti-slavery agitation, and looks forth for its con- 
summation far forward to the new time, it be- 
comes totally devoid of aptness or significance. 
The rebellion is. but an incident in, the protracted 
struggle, covers only the idea of appeal: to force, 
and measures not that moral. flood-tide that surges 
on this great movement. As well characterize 
the events of France of ’89 by. the resistance of 
La Vendée, or the birth and growth, of the Eng- 
lish Commonwealth by the reduction. of Ireland, 
as gauge the meaning of this conflict. by such a 
formula of language. And so of unionisms; those 


| pliant, fearful, mock-modest attempts to cover up 


these giant, gaunt, naked facts, that are stalk- 
ing about in the daylight, with the gum-elastic 
garments of old-time politicaldrapery. The sim-. 
ple unities of the former state unrelated to rights 
or wrongs, what do they. signify now? They are 
as passionless as algebraic equations, as vain as 
mythologies, Who cares for the Union of the 
past—a Union fraught with seeds of destruc- 
tion—bitter with humiliations and disappoint- 
ments? Who believes in the grief of these hired 
mourners, solachrymose before the world? They 
are noteven sclf-deceived. It is likewise with 
reconstructions—a free masonry that imagines it 
has only blocks and stones to deal. with, or a 
child’s play, that would build up as they have 


| tumbled.down its.card-castles, putting affably the 


court cards on top again. Foolish crafismen, see- 
ing not that itis the life arteries and the thews and 
the sinews of a nation’s being that are dealt with, 
and that it must. be. regeneration or death. 

The supremest truth of our time is this: that 
itis a revolution in whose. whirls we are eddy- 
ing and with whose currents we have to contend; 
a revolution the grandest ever yet essayed by. 
man, and destined to give its watchword to other 
lands and peoples; a revolution. in all its great 


ment, of overturned thralldoms, of liberated hope. 
The strata of this nation’s sediment and coldness 
and oppression has been broken through.: Hu- 

1 f God, has 
become volcanic.and eruptive, and the precious 
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truths. of freedom ‘and fraternity are welling up 
from their deep foundations away. below the de- 
facements of men. Itis revolution fall of prom- 
ise. What if its inceptions were of the feeblest? 
What if the small threads of its gathering can 
only be traced or identified by that most micro- 
scopic of all glasses, personal vanity? The ori- 
gin was. -The movement’ came from us and of 
us, asserting itself indivers ways, but chief of all 
in the overthrow of slavery ethics, increasing in 
volume as people became aroused to the peril of 
national courses, possessing itself first of prisons 
and then of pulpits and then of platforms, becom- 
ing at length the embodied national will—an as- 
sured revolution: “And in the great transition 
from the old to the new, let all friends of freedom 
realize the entire truth and accept a full respons- 
ibility by acknowledging now, as we shall be 
proud to acknowledge hereafter, that in this flow- 
ing ọn we are the movement, in this going for- 
ward we are the progression, in all this change 
and alteration and accomplishment we are the 
revolution, 

The receiving such a comprehension of our 
present convulsions is important far beyond the 
niceties of language, going as it does straightway 
to consult the elements thatare at work, and pre- 
paring us in advance for a celerity of events and 
alarger scope of transition not possible under 
other social condition. And whither does it all 
tend, this rush:of action, this displacement of 
ideas, these swift affiliations? It would be only 
the partof presumption—a foolish presumption 
in the highest wisdom—to claim a foreknowledge 
of such in its entirety and orbed completion; but 
yet the humblest of those who with earnest en- 
deavor shall seek to know what manifestations 
there are of things to come will not labor alto- 
gether in vain. “There are striking indications 
that point out, ifthey do not determine, the ending. 
There are vaguely outlined groupings that shape 
themselves into more definite forms as they are 
scrutinized. Especially are there three great cen- 
tral ideas, raying forth into the darkness of the 
future their broad beams of light, and illuminat- 
ing the paths that are to be trodden by this people 
in their marching on’’—three impending neces- 
sities as it were, distinct yet related, which may 
be set forth as, first, a realization and establish- 
ment in truth and not merely in name of absolute 
freedom policies throughout the whole land; sec- 
ond, the Dailding up from its sure foundations of 
a nationality that shall represent the aspirations 
of the whole people for a domostatic unity; and, 
third, the conforming of our Government, in its 
administration as in its recognitions, to those 
divine truths that go to constitute and inspire a 
devout Christian State holding itself “as ever in 
the great Taskmaster’s eye,” 

I. Let us consider the first of these necessities, 
What are the requirements at our hands that we 
may be truce to that behest? If the end in view be 
conceded, is there any latitude of choice as to the 
means, any room for experiments touching lib- 
erties? 

Without doubt the abolition of slavery through- 
out all the States of this Union by general statute 
such as now proposed must be the initial measure 
to any freedom policies reposing om national at- 
thority as their guarantee; for until the slave code 
shall be thus canceled in fact no constitutional 
amendment covering that ground willever be had. 
It must be confessed, moreover, that even such en- 
actment will not complete the establish ment of pop- 
ular liberties over all the territory where it is re- 
ceived aslaw. It will end and determine the form 
—the name, and pledge the national power to main- 
tain the act, but somewhat more, and after that 
becomes imperative to do away with the sub- 
stance. Has it not been a favorite taunt of the 
oligarchs that there was white slavery as well as 
black slavery? And there was truth in the asser- 
tion. Indeed, acute minds have not been wanting 
to convert the fact into an argument, and defend 
the enslavement of the African by direct force be- 
cause ofthe alleged enslavement through social dis- 
tortions of the Scandinavian or the Celt. While 
such reasoning is false and sinister, yet it will not 
be controverted that many of the worst features 
of slavery may exist where the badge itself does 
not obtain. Will any one affirm that Connecti- 
cut, which exhibits such intolerance of the for- 
eign born, or that Hlinois, which is disgraced with 
a black code revolting to all sense of justice, can 


claim to be regarded free States? With equal truth 
may it be said also that much of the white popu- 
lation of Europe in densely crowded districts, 
where an inexorable ledger, with its profitand loss 
account, rules the hour, come under conditions 
that render them intrinsically enslaved, while, to 
a. stil greater extent, the nominally free white 

open of the largely slave-breeding and slave- 

olding sections of our own country have all along 
been reduced to a dependence for which even the 
name of liberty could not atone. An enlarged 
policy of freedom, such as that now asserting itself 


throughout this land, will not fail to take note of 


such phantasms, such simulations, such diseased | 


condition, and while striking at slavery in name 


„and estate, will see to it that it will be the reality 


and not the image that goes down. Especially, 
therefore, does it devolve on those who contro) 
to take heed, having proclaimed a free society as 
the type of the future, so to order regeneration, 
and so to foster new growths, and so to adjust the 
relations of conquered States, internal as well as 
external, that slavery shall nolongerbeasynonym 
of labor, and labor no longer the equivalent of sla- 
very. It would be folly, abjectest recreancy, an 
utter perversion of the holy uses of the blood and 
treasure of the nation so lavishly poured out, to 
act otherwise, to do aught less than this. 

And here let it be reflected that they who are 
so swift to put back the old formsin the old places 
simply to bring about the old relations to the na- 
tional Government, either have no conception of 
the conditions and environment with which sla- 
very maintains itsclf, or else they are false to the 
principle and the faith to compass selfish ends. 

nless this freedom work be well done it will not 
be done at all, for slavery will return to power 
along with the masters. Tt will have no difficult 
to find names under which to mask itself, or poli- 
ticians to pay court to it, or money-lenders to buy 
it an amnesty. Take the illustration afforded of 
this fact in Missouri, and see how tragic has been 
the anti-slavery struggle there, even with a large 
mujority of the people pledged to freedom. The 
State stands to-day resold into slavery for another 
year to accomplish a political negotiation. The 
misrule of the past, the sway of unsympathizing 
gencrals, the upholding of a pro-slavery State or- 
ganization, the persecution of the loyal element, 
and the arming of the disloyal element, find a nat- 
ural outgrowth in a miscrable bargain to postpone 
a constitutional convention, concoct an alliance 
between official power and reactionary sentiment, 
and enunciate a bogus presidential preference. 

What, then, is the problem with which dealing 
must be had in this essential work of making solid 
the national policies in the sections occupied, and 
to be occupied, by our arms? The organisms of 
peace must flow out of the rights of war, and in 
so far forth the national authority is disembar- 
rassed in its operations by restraints that might 
intervene in ordinary times. . 

Four million whites and three million black 
will represent with sufficient accuracy the entire 
population, a population intermixed and dwelling 
together heretoforeunderlaws declaring the blacks 
a servile laboring class, and conditions that ren- 
der two thirds of the whitesa dependent, helpless 
class, the land all held by a few thousand owners, 
who claimed to bea raling class socially, morally, 
and politically. War, as has been said, has loos- 
ened all the joints of that structure. Rights of 
property forfeited, estates abandoned by rebel 
whites and held by loyal blacks, distinction of 
classes broken down in the destruction of all so- 
ciety, laws of vassalage suspended by the proc- 
lumations of freedom and the conscription of ar- 
mies, it remains only to impose, under protection 
of a military arm, a new civilization that shall 
accord with the life of our Republic, and that shall 
carry along with it guarantees against any revival 
of the old state whose outcome was so much ofdis- 
aster. Codes to secure the liberties of all under 
the law are therefore antecedent necessities, codes 
that must be ratified and come up from below as 
well as codes that must be enacted and come down 
from above—the double affirmance of the new at- 
titude of freedom by local and Federal authority, 
a joint initiative of support and protection. tt 
has been the boast of some that the courts can make 
laws by interpretation. Hence, nothing that can 
contribute to foreclose any latitude of construc- 
tion in this behalf should be omitted. A triple 
wall of accomplished facts, of statutes that reflect 


things done, of codes that embody completions, 
of constitutions reconstituled, must be built up 
around an immiured judiciary. Jaany reéntry on 
political life it must be paramount and primary 


| that such organic recognition of freedom as the 


highest law shall precede all other exercise of 
civil functions, must precede it as the only suffi- 
cient assurance that the law of the locality is 
in accord with the law of the nation. Hence 
the duty imposed here and now, both to declare 
such as the universal public law of this land and 
to require that it be declared likewise in advance 
as the constitutional basis of any of those socie- 
ties heretofore or now in revolt. There must be 
an asylum for questioned liberty opened in every 
tribunal and under every commission, whether 
Federal or State, that shall sit in judgment or 
wield power. A 3 ce 
The preliminary step, moreover, inany political 
reassertion of the State, and any reorganization 
of its social forms, must be in the nature of a 
primary convention; otherwise the hope or fear 
of reaction always intervenes to demoralize pro- 
visional government. The question of freedom 
is in reality, however denied in proclamation, re- 
mitted from its attitude of being an achieved mil- 
itary result, to become the sport of parties and 
factions and intrigues—-worn as a cloak by the 
side most ambitious of office while leaning to sla- 
very, openly and earnestly demanded by unself- 
ish advocates, who care not for the spoils of the 
conflict. Inthis unequal strife freedom suffers, 
and the mockery of freedom too often triumphs. 
The lukewarm, the insincere, the hostile become’ 
the guardians of the incipient regeneration, and 
if they do not blast all its hope, it will only be 
because, born of timidity, they prefer to compro- 
mise with inaction rather than risk a conflict, 
Any policy of administration, therefore, which 
shall conduce to this latter result will be in sub- 
stance a reaction, and hostile to the maintenance 
of freedom policies in the slave States. It matters 
not under what title or what auspices it may be 
inaugurated, its results will be speedily seen in 
official and political manipulation, in an enginery 
set at work to accomplish selfish ends rather than 
the true work of emancipation from the usages 
as well as laws of slavery. Take, however, the 
initiative of freedom as a result predetermined, 
organize a constitutional convention to conform 
organic law to that attitude, exclude parties from 
constructing themselves on any doubts of that 
consummation, and there will be little inducement 
subsequently to its questioning if upheld by wise 
national dealings in its furtherance and support. 
Thus, of all this inorganic mass of population 
to be reorganized, nearly half will stand pledged 
to loyalty by virtue of emancipation. Of the 
residue, those loyal at the outset, and others grad- 
ually Japsing into loyalty as they recognize the 
interests of labor'to be coincident with the estab- 
lishment of freedom, multitudes of the former 
non-slaveholding people will become reliable ele- 
ments of anew growth and a new socialism under 
such political readjustmentas has just been recited. 
In this adaptation, however, four million labor- 
ers must be guarantied not merely the. abstract 
title and name of freedmen, but its substance in 
the shape of military organization and the right 
of homesteads upon abandoned estates. Confis- 
cation must do its work toward reorganization. 
The land all held in mortmain, as it were, entailed 
upon slavery, what but slavery can ensue? The 
conditions of such ownership foreordain such ser- 
vitudes as is evidenced by the peonage of Mexico 
or the vassalage just abolished in Russia. De- 
prived of homes, yet granted liberties, what can 
you hope but that three million freedmen will 
fall under disorderly conditions if you open no 
avenue to permanent and prosperous settlement? 
The policy of small freeholds must be initiated 
to enable freedom to maintain itself. Slavery 
in its artificial development at the South mo- 
nopolized the land, and thus left no stand-point 
from which to challenge itsexistence. You must 
undo its work. This is necessary, because it is 
upon the subdivision of lands, the small freeholds, 
the multiplied homesteads, that. the supports of re- 
ligion and education, the church and the school- 
house, must hereafter rest. It is idle, nay, it is 
criminal to halt in taking this step under the plea 
that itmay. work destitution to the few. You have 
already millions: of the destitute to provide for, 
and this is your only present resource. Ts not the 
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landed property of the rebels already confiscate 
by refusal to pay any tax to the support of this 
war? Shall the plantations of the slave masters 
alone have immunity and exemption when the 
home of every loyal workman is laid under contri- 
bution? Destitution isa hard word, but when sla- 
very went to war it put its estates at the venture: 
and the abolition of slavery carries with it the 
overthrow of that monopoly on which it reposed 
and grew strong. How long would it take the 
slave power to resume its sway in Louisiana if to- 
day reinstated in the control of abandoned plant- 
ations where the freedmen are yet held in bond- 
age under a military provost marshal system; 
where they are penned up and excluded from the 
light of knowledge, or association, or converse; 
where it is difficult to detect any change of con- 
dition, only a change of owners? Does the mas- 
ter’s dole, in the shape of wages, with none of the 
perquisites of free action or free migration, con- 
stitute a policy on which you dare to repose the 
future of freedom at the South? All this is but 
a counterfeit freedom, reaction ia disguise, in that 
worst of all disguises, a military disguise. . Itis 
reaction so organized as to require but amnesty to 
make it slavery. i 

Codes and confiseations and commerce all are’ 
marching in the rear of our armies demanding to 
be set up in authority to restore what has been de- 
stroyed, and make new bases for other advances. 
The eagerness with which trade rushes forward 
to supply wants, renew distributions, gather in 
agencies, and make sale of estates, crops, luxu- 
ries, titles, franchises, claims, goes to show how 
much it is needed as precursor, notas afterthought 
of reorganization. Trade, the great leveler and 
builder, the colonizer of empires and the pioneer of 
civilization, needs encouragements there, and not 
restrictions. The cordon of non-intercourse should 
be along your military front. Behind your Army 
lines it should be free as the winds, to carry for- 
ward rapidly the elements of new population or 
enterprise and to knit together by other interests 
and tes the torn relations of labor to capital. The 
blockades of the ocean have no place on theland, 
for the sea has no tenements, but conquered ter- 
ritory you wish to make your own. Is it not true 
that in Tennessee, Mississippi, and Arkansas the 
only points that give sign of a saving vitality are 
those where, in defiance of paper edicts, commerce 
has forced an establishment? What, then, may 
not be hoped from entire abrogation of all such 
embargo? To-day the freemen who have sought 
your permits would have repeopled up to the lines 
of occupation if invited and protected and fos- 
tered and armed and domiciled. Traffic would 
have given hand to production; redistribution 
would have confirmed industry; labor would have 
prevented scarcity; the needs of self-defense would 
have supplied military organization; and thus in- 
cipient communities sprung out of freedom and 
loyalty would have been preparing to renew the 
State. The policy of setting up a Chinese wall of 
exclusion under the name of regulation, that shall 
parcel out to speculation the dealings and growths 
and regencrations of recovered territory, is one cal- 
culated to postpone rather than hasten the end, to 
reserve the lands for the reoccupation of the men 
of the rebellion, and the avocations and employ- 
ments of interchange for the control of a revived 
hostile sentiment. Such precarious chances make 
the most desperate and avaricious the forerun- 
ners of your social adjustment, rather than those 
moved by legitimate and patriotic impulses. This 
isan unwise and fatalsystem. In fact, in the very 
light of its failure you read the way to success. 


The regeneration of the slaveholding sections | 


demanded by this revolution, which bears onward 
a free people to a free future, as has been remarked, 


must be thorough and substantial, not a make- | 
Nothing other or | 
Rebuilding of the | 


shift, a cheatery, or a sham. 
less will answer the demand. 
political structure, too, must proceed under the 
guardianship of congenial national authority 
through authentic law and its safeguards, and not 
pell-mell under the auspices of amnesty procla- 
mations. ‘The invitation back in such hurried 
wise of the slave masters to their old estate in the 
body-politic if they will only swear fealty to the 
future decisions of a Supreme Court, is to give 
them present control of whatsoever loyal popu- 
lation may have shown itself, upon contingencies 
of an oath they have been swift to violate hereto- 
fore. Restored to favor they will next ask to be 
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armed; and once armed they will, by militia sys- 
tems, seek to disarm those who have opposed 
them, and hostilities will become čhrònicandex- 
asperating. No better illustration of the results: 
of such conservative policy can be cited than that 
afforded in my own State. More than a year ago 
an officer was detailed there to gather up the evi- 
dences of subsequent disloyalty on the part of 
those who had availed themselves of amnesty un- 
der the cheap process of bond and oath. In ‘a 
brief time he gathered more than three million 
dollars of forfeited bonds, and asked petmission 
to proceed upon them. It ‘is scarcely necessary 
to add that the authority was refused, the officér 
remanded to hisregiment in the field, and anew 
amnesty invites back the same rebel oath-takers 
to resume their political rights and assist to rule 
over as. i 

Restassured it is not such sinister courses, such 
shirking of responsibility, such balancing be- 
tween loyalty and disloyalty, that can be tolerated, 
either in theory or in practice, in speech or in ad- 
ministration, if we seek success in this war, and 
success commensurate with its cost. The policies 
of freedom are blended inseparably with the poli- 
cies of war, and irresolution or untruthfulness in 
the one is sure to cause defeats and reverses in 
the other. Thus if the Government, false to its 
mission, simply enters upon the mastery and con- 
trol of the slave population in the stead of their 
original claimants; ‘if, ignoring true, substsntial 
liberty-in the freedmen, it shall bind them over 
under a provost marshalship, as rigid in its con- 
trol as the slave code; if, refusing to confiscate 
abandoned plantations, it shall merely retain them 
or relet them under a transient lease, while the 
labor of whole sections is without homesteads to 
attach them to new modes of life and industry; 
if it shall persist in excluding by trade regulations 
the loyal migrations of the free States eager to 
enter upon settlement or traffic or production or 
creating wealth in its varied shapes; if it shall 
persist in inviting back to resume arms and fran- 
chises and ownerships and social control those 
in sympathy with the rebellion, with no better 
securities against reactions and subjugations of 
loyalty, and reénslavement under new names, 
than it had against rebellion in the first instance, 
what but military failure can ensue? Armies 
thrown back have no supports, long lines of com- 
munication are exposed to danger with none to 
give notice of its approach, and each campaign 
has in addition to the exigencies of active service 
to people with its armies all the conquests gone 
before. Another result of such policies is that it 
will rapidly place in antagonism to all such ad- 
ministration those of-the population whose loy- 
alty is most signalized by their devotion to free- 
dom. They will detect the counterfeit promptly, 
and will see their own doom written in its success. 
They will understand that such a reconstruction, 
such a placing of the court cards on top again, 
may be very conservative to all seeming, very 
generous to rebels, but is death to loyal citizens. 
They will know that such freedom means slavery 
under new conditions and names, and that when 
Federal authority is withdrawn no considération 
will be extended to them. The result will be to 
bring the administration of the Government into | 
more or less affiliation with the enemies of free- Í 
dom and progress, and to prepare the way for 
compromises with rebellion. But the thought of 
this people—that thought which is enshrined in 
their progress—will bear with no such outcome. 
The future of this Republic will never be per-!) 
mitted to repose on the oaths of those who have | 
already violated the most sacred compacts. On: 
the contrary, the ending must be a conquest, not | 
a compromise. The policies of freedom must | 
be ingrained into the new life of the heretofore |! 
enslaved sections by methods as deliberate as they 
are to be irresistible; with a warm sympathy, an | 
unrelaxed vigor, and a decision that knows no 
faltering. 0 

H. The second. marked characteristic in the 
great progress which is swelling forward, over- | 
turning old modes of thought, conscripting con 
stitutions, and remodeling the functions of gov 
ernment, is an enkindled nationality. Out of! 
the very burning and fire-froth of sectionalism 
springs the ideal of a true nation. The supreme | 
democracy, which has been smothered so long 
under names and parties and cunning issues, has 


f 
in these disturbed times recognized itself, and de- | 


mands‘ag its exponent’a political form co 
sive with the country fae’ imperial’ as itsel 
does not need to tread back into the old-explod 
daysto tell how unutterably the slave'system tha 
stained ‘our name and wrecked ‘our Fedéral unity 
has ever held in’dread the undefiled democrati 
principle; how it has sought -undé? a ‘like nomi 
clature to palm off something other in its atéad 
how it has labored to divertitinto other channéls oF. 
foreign conquest rather than home assertions how. 
it has manacled it with chains of local organiz: 
tion and demoralized it with the spoils ‘of offic 
The recorded débates of this Senate willshaw far 
back how such’ fear ever hauntéd those leaders’ 
who have now taken a last appeal from’a@emoc= 
racy to war, At the point where rebellion began: 
they recognized perfectly that if they were to pre 
serve intact the slave system from being obliter= 
ated by the progress of a plebeian public will; it 
must be done by resort to violence and ‘terror. 
They chose that resort deliberately, not foolishly, 
and have stood to it with conviction and: courage. 
It was the irrepressible conflict: And the antag 
onism is manifest now in the throes of an unpar= 
alleled struggle still more than in the plastic daya 
of peace; for with them development has shaped’ 
their slavery into confederate’ despotism, while 
here revolution uprises into ‘nationality.’ The 
latent sympathy of this American people, the feel 
ing of brotherhood, the need of unity, at length 
demands and will have clear, emphatic type asa 
nation. What other is the meaning of this so 
rapid resumption of sovereign right in all depart- 
ments of the Government? ‘Drawing a sustenance 
no longer from the customs but from the firesides, 
substituting national papeér-credits for all other 
currencies, levying armies directly by conscrip= 
tions, not remotely by contingents, organizing 
vast industries, mortgaging the next age to its 
debt, and enforcing its law as highest law even in 
matters of personal liberty—these arc but as outer 
garments of an inner form already instinct with 
life. Nor is this a completion. “So much has 
been realized, while in the future still more im- 
pends. The industrial relations of reconquered 
territories, inauguration of majestic commercial 
ways, settlements affecting multitudes of people, 
and vast undeveloped wealth, are in its hands. 
Again, consider the changed relations of here* 
tofore self-styled sovereign States. Much ‘bas 
been said during the shadowingforth of this new 
phase of our political life of the “‘suicide'of States,” 
and in groping down into the rubbish of the time 
it has been deemed needful to affix names and hy- 
potheses to ascertained results. But whatneeds? 
That no authority has been asked‘ or resistance 
heeded from any State in enforcing national poli- - 
cies is literally true, and that such enforcement is 
inconsistent with any recognized vitality in State: 
organization other than a strictly subordinate one 
none will controvert. Call it, then, suicide or 
subordination, the implication is the same. Jn- 
deed, it is realized on every side that what was 
heretofore held up as “ State,” with assumption’ 
of a coequal or antagonistic control as such, is 
gone down in the mighty tread of this people 
marching on to deliverance. Commonwealths 
may exist, may be revived, may do functional 
work, may codperate in subordinate orbits, but 
their so-called sovereignty assuredly is suicided. 
State sovereignty, the leash sought to be put ‘on 
the democracy of the nation; State sovereignty, 
the banner of the oligarchs in their war om free- 
dom; State sovereignty, the archetype of disunion 
and disintegration, has becomea myth and a fable, 


| and in the stead of its many idols there shines 


forth the one splendor and power of a national 
sovereignty foreordained to conquest. Such is 
the outgrowth, Substantially it isthe expression 
in advance of that which is to follow in due time 
by its appointed courses—the continental rē- 
public. It is the highest type of nationality, 
bounded by no fixed frontier of impassable pre- 
jodice, but representative of whoever may assim- 
late under its standard; for while European rulers 
are seeking to bolster themselves with nati veisms,, 
and to render synonymous nationalities and races, 
it is ours toassert the larger and trucr nationality 
of free principles and free men, Nor does: this 
connect simply with geographical progress oren- 
danger compactness of guidance and control; for 
as its birth is from the people, so will it reflect 
their positioning. Democracy is its parent—de- 
mocracy that asserts and recognizes itself again 
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in. the lusty turmoil of our. great commotions— 
and democracy means numbers, and numbers gov- 
ern from. the center outward, and not jug-handle- 
wise from any remote source. Thus we see, and 
the fact.is significant, in the vast impulses-given 
to, freedom policies, war policies, and national 
policies in the great basin.of the Mississippi, with 
its fifteen. millions of population, new. illustration 
of the democratic force and. faith.of the people. 
Go forward furthermore, make dense that popu- 
lation, intensify the life of the recovered States, 
enumerate. fifty. million.rather than fifteen million, 
and consider of the result.. Power there, gov- 
ernment there, democraticorganism there, repos- 
ing on rural and industrial masses, willabjure the 
monarchies of special interests that have sataround 
the edges clutching at control, and coerce the Re- 
public into healthy action throughout, 
_ Originating thus, this new development of a na- 
tional unity will require no after-molding to make 
It representative in its promptings. It will bea 
form. of organized. popular thought that will dic- 
tate to. Cabinets and Administrations other poli- 
cies. than those of this hour; that will look out- 
ward as well as inward, and if it accept its mis- 
sion of a continental republic will be prompt to 
recognize the antagonisms erecting beyond and 
around us, no less than the incongruities abolish- 
ing within our present confines. Be gure it will 
prove no respecter of a diplomatic connection that 
looks ever backward and never forward; that mul- 
tiplies its embassadors and its plenipotentiaries, 
tailed out a hundred-fold by suites and attachés, 
and numberless commercial agents, to connect a 
shipping interest, with twenty million artisans of 
Europe; but apologizes through a couple of min- 
isters and half a dozen consuls for its failure to 
unite our vast production and manufacture with 
the three hundred million machineless consum- 
ers.around the Paeific circle. Be sure likewise 
it. will not fail to note and resent the intrusion of 
transatlantic monarchies to crush out a republic 
in Mexico, seize on the islands of the Gulf, and 
fortify a thousand miles of sea-coast threatening 
the line of our interoceanic communication. 
France, Spain, England, a triple alliance, eager 
and watchful for the death of discordant belliger- 
ent States, will have to confront for their conquests 
a nation rising as a phenix, writing Freedom on 
its flag, and fraternizing with liberty in all lands. 
And with equal if not still greater scrutiny will 
the new-born aspiration for national life look with- 
in to. shape the expression and the correlations on 
which its future mast repose. The fact that we 
have never been a nation heretofore, thatin three 
quarters of a century we have achieved no indi- 
. viduality, that our civilization has been insignifi- 
cantand transient and barren, only sharpens the 
zest for a future of enduring accomplishment. 
That such a future cannot be predicated on dis- 
tinctions of race, on subordination of classes, on 
the accidents of lineage or tongue or clime, neither 
upon enslavement in any name of wealth or caste 
or condition—all this is certain, for it has been 
tried and failed; has once been inoculated into 
the system to cure our social diseasc, but instead 
of healing bas run into this putrid eruption that 
threatens us with anarchic death, That new life 
must be founded. on assimilations, not antago- 
nisms, on an ingrown unity, not irreconcilable 
contradiction. ‘he lowly must be exalted, the 
depressed raised up, the ignorant educated, the 
slave freed, the chattel humanized, and a demo- 
cratic equality before the law obtain for all men. 


The people must have fraternity as well as solidar-, 
ity; each must be a multiple of the whole. Just 


now amalgamation is the ghost in grave-clothes 
that walks to terrify and affright, as if the very 
nation were. not already an amalgam of a!l peo- 
pesas if for generations heretofore there had not 

cen this same dwelling together side by side that 
is to be hereafter. Slavery feared notamalgama- 
tion; ‘shall freedom then be a greater coward? 
Neither skins, nor colors, nor castes can determ- 
ine here. The body-politic that shall sustain 
such nationality as ours is foreordained to be must 
furthermore absorb all increments as they come, 
and not require an anaconda torpor of five or seven 
or twenty years to determine the natural rights 
of man, his right to be one in any aggregate of 
many. Al! such limitation on citizenship will 
pass away under attrition of growth. Theopen 
doer of the Republic will invite the oppressed of 
every land to seek asylum and enter upon the en- 


= 


joyment of liberty. Impartial justice will stand 
ready to succor and to aid all who shall appeal 
from wrong or violence or intimidation. And 
that grand future of democratic unity will arrive 
when our ‘people. of all lineage and every type 
shall. meet on the. plane of equal rights to attest a 
nationality that will stand out a waymark to the 
centuries. areal 

HI.: The third and completing symbol of the 
outcome of these times will be found to indicate 
the instauration here of Christian Government, 


founded upon, ind welling with, and springing out |} n } ag, Des i 
7 | lusion, and how complete the undeceiving,shov 


of the divine justices—Government recognizing 
.that in the affairs of nations, as in those of indi- 
viduals, there: iy one equality that comes of the 
equality of creation, there is one right, avenger 
on compromises, which isthe supreme right, there 
is onelaw, which must ever be, as evs has been, 
ahigher law. And they are to become practice, 
not merely theory. These are earnest ‘days in 
the life-experiences of our people, and in this Sen- 
ate, as abroad throughout the land, the most im- 
portant fact around and about you is not always 
your law of yesterday, or your tax of to-mor- 
row, or your conscription of the month hence; it 
is not the vote here, or the battle yonder; but it 
is the spirit of this nation that upholds these 
things, and out of which they flow—the spirit that 
buoys you, Senators, into this upper air, and 
without which, or false to which, you will sink as 
empty, collapsed bladders. . It is in.obedience to 
such recognition that now you hasten to do that 
which but lately you refused to do, nay, declared 
by resolution just repealed that you never would 
do. These are earnest days, let me repeat it, out 
of which are coming convictions that will not bear 
to. be trifled with; and as it has become an ac- 
cepted faith, the idea of nationality, that our being 
and the being of the nation are one and insepa- 
rable for good and for evil, so it will further ap- 
pear that the existence on. which we are entering 
as a great people is no halflife, made up only of 
the vicissitudes of protection and the exaction of 
revenues, but must be blended in with those deeper 
feelings and outlooks and coworkings that en- 
noble and make sublime communities of men and 
that entwine enduring hopes with cheering duties. 
Nor is this simply affirmation, unsupported by 
substantial experiences of history. On the con- 
trary, it is the very epitome of what is memora- 
ble and held in veneration outof all annals. Never 
yet at any time have the aspirations of a whole 
people after enlarged liberties been dissociate from 
the yearning for a more clear affinity between 
God and Government. And can any fail to see 
the clear evidence of the same gleamings along 
our horizon? ‘The voices now that are touched 
with truest eloquence are they that have come up 
out of tribulation for conscience’ sake in the past. 
From the pulpit, as in all periods of unrest, pro- 
ceed the foremost words of guidance—from the 
pulpit that preaches politics, as some have it; that 
preaches rather our God-wrought relations to fel- 
low-men equally with those to a future state, as 
others more clearly interpret. Those grand old 
mother words of justice and truth and brother- 
hood begin to have meaning anew, kindled up in 
them by the light that is breaking out around. 
The nation is putting on its Puritanism. Thanks- 
givings appoint themselves unitedly. Days of 
supplication are become somewhat more than hol- 
idays. The bowing down has ceased to be a mock- 
ery in the presence of the multitudinous remem- 
bered dead; and even they who heretofore have 
been accounted most indifferent begin to hold to 
‘a realizing conviction that God does direct the 
affairs of nations by Hisspecial providences. The. 
scoffers have had their generation, and we are re- 
turned upon a period of faith. These things are 
plain before us; to be seen of all.. Have they, 
then, no significance? Do they point to no new 
time? Are they to be swallowed up in reactions 
as godless as the past in our Government? Will 
the endurances through which we bave passed 
leave no moral impress? Is there to be no higher 
record of the deliverances from great perils than 
that of the statute-book? Can it be possible that 
the deep moving of the spirit of this people which 
has accomplished so much of work and worship 


shall take no permanent form that may transmit | 


it to posterity? No! it cannot be thus; it never 


| has been thus. It will notbe in vain that we have 


learned so many Jessons of humiliation as wellas 
experienced so many signal mercies. The scarlet 


sins of the past stand revealed and abashed. Is 
it presumptuous pharisaical vanity of race—how 
has it been cast down in the necessity of resort to 
the armed intervention of another and much dis- 
credited race to assist in final suppression of the. 
rebellion! Is it pride of civilization—how has 
it been at fault in the ‘presence of so great perils 
and the appeal for solution to the. barbarisms of 
force, the coarsest methods of untutored nature! 
Is it reliance upon complex machinery. of Govern- 
ment, the balances of political seience, the tr 

of names and forms—how brief has, been the d 


ing that all votings and ballotings and adjustings, 


‘of powers and solemn constitution-making will 


never neutralize a received falsehood or equalize 
the scale of right and wrong! Turn, where you 
will, the lesson is the same, that it is not in de- 
parture from but in conformity to divine precept 
that a nation will find its prosperity; that there 
is a law of retribution for the sin of a people as 
of a person, and that it is only by cleaving to the 
right at every sagrifice that any hope ofa broad, 
enduring unity can be justified. ; 

It wasa declaration that Jed up to much thought 
and was significant of much which has since trans- 
pired, that this nation could not endure half free 
and half slave, that one or the other would be gu-. 
preme. Butitisa truth of far deeper significance 
that this nation will not long survive as such with 
no God any where in its Constitution, with policies 
shamelessly substituted forduties,and withaGov- 
ernment the antithesis rather than the exponent 
of any aspiration of the people for higherdevelop- 
ment as a free Christian State. The end of such, 
conjunctions must be desolating anarehy, and will 
be fatal to all respect for authority. hat other 
is the meaning of that strange and stupendous de- 
moralization which has characterized the admin- 
istration of public affairs in these United States: 
as the result of three quarters of a century of 
growth? Without doubt ours has been for many, 
years the worst governed community on the face 
of the globe, in all aspects of official conduct, 
Fraud and peculation and neglect and waste and: 
indulgence and nepotism and intrigue and time- 
serving, and all the calendar of crimes, do our gov- 
erning. Towns and cities and States, with mul- 
tiplied charters and checks, have all taken the 
same character, fallen to a large extent under sinis~ 
ter control, become asylums of corruptions, are a: 
jeerand abyword of reproach. Names of police- 
man, alderman, Congressman beara stain. When 
quit of his vocation the curious ask, “Is he hon- 
est??? Politics have become a filthy pool,in whose 
waters the good and brave shrink to be immersed. 
And this in its entirety is the result of a practical. 
atheismin government. The ignoring of any moral 
responsibility in the State entails the absence of 
any practical morality in its administration, What 
other could be the outcome of such national. apos- 
tasy than the national demoralization upon which; 
we have fallen? And from whence are we to exe 
pect anyreform? Be gure it will not be from con- 
tinuance in such courses, Half a century more 
of like degeneration and what of good is left in 
theland will revolt from such dominion, preferring 
death to abject disgrace. Human nature cannot 
stand it. This, then, isthe momentous question of 
our people in the present hour, and how best to re- 
turn to other ideas of government, and other bases- 
of public administration, challenges all their fore- 
thought and endeavor, all their humility and en- 
treaty. Andit is because the evil lies deeper than 
men or offices that it demands such inquest. Itis 
notonly that pure men shall be put in office, or that 
there be pure offices to put them in; but the con- 
trolling thought over men and offices must be of 
that purity which recognizes a tribunal before 
which no deceit prospereth. Indced there is no 
refuge for any nation outof such a low estate but 
in Despotism to constrain probity, or Christianity 
to inspire purity; and for democracy, such as 
ours, where the rule is with the many, the latter 
is the only safety. And how true in this, as in 
all things else, 1s the instinct of peoples; how 
clearly does the great heart of the multitudes in, 
this day of revolution recognize such dependence, 
and how sternly is it putting. on. the armor of. 
Faith for the conflict: with: corruption, and bow- 
ing down before God to search out conformity te 
His eternal laws! The many are not blinded, but 
clearly see irrepressible conflict between a nation. 
to be saved and a Government to bedamned. Not, 
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that the obsolete type of Church and State will 
be revived in our Republic, not that formalisms 
of creed and ritual shall be enacted or set up 
in the stead of departed convictions, but some- 
thing more and other than all this, in the repudia- 
tion of those falsities that are the parlance of cab- 
inets and the resorts of administration, in the 
absolute recepticn and enforcement of that im- 
partial justice and brotherhood which makes the 
true social state, and in the elevation to control 
and authority in the nation of the same moralities 
and Christianized public thought, which is ever 
the highest and last appeal among the consciences 
of men. 

Mr. President, it has been endeavored by the 
foregoing analysis to set forth the three distinct- 
ive features which characterize the movement 
and the time wherein we are called to act or to 
suffer. Ifthe views which have been advanced 
be true, if the requirements of faith, and freedom, 
and nationality be not exaggerated, then it is 
equally true that no time should be lost in con- 
summating legislation here that shall directly con- 
form to the end at which we mustarrive if we are 
not to.perish utterly. We may notrightfully put 
off for accomplishment three years hence that 
which beckons.as the duty of the hour. Direct 
dealing with the wrongs of this land must be had by 
the nation’s Congress, regardless of the traditions 
of focal jurisdiction and with absolute shaking off 
of the foul heathenism of property in man. Under 
the system of bicnnial Legislatures, amid the 
chances of political opposition, in face of disor- 
ganized States, a period equal to that during which 
the war has already existed would have to trans- 
pire before you could perfect freedom by any 
constitutional amendment. The assent of three 
fourths of the States cannot be sooner had. But 
the emergency is pressing; the benefit of such in- 
vigoration is needed now. Nor is there any other 
reliance, Senators declare here daily in confer- 
ence an unwillingness to trust this question to the 
manipulations of a discordant Cabinet or an in- 
decisive Executive—an Administration dragged 
into freedom policies and never there through out- 
spoken conviction, Why hesitate then to act? 

ou cannot doubt the future. It isunwarranted 
moreover to assume that such enactment will be 
frustrated by hostile decisions hereafter. The Su- 
preme Court will do in the future, restassured, as 
it has done in the past—will conform to accom- 
plished facts and a clearly delivered public will 
that shall make immediate ending of slave sys- 
tems. It is only halting policies here that can 
justify it in further equivocation, or tempt it to 
brave annihilation by decreeing that scarce con- 
ceivable outrage of the reënslavement of four mil- 
lion human beings. 

But if there is one conclusion more worthy than 
another to be deduced from a review of the forces 
that surround us and the needs that impend over 
us, it is that this is no time for halting policies. 
Whatever personates torpor or stagnation or re- 
action must be put aside, whether in the shape 
of legislation, or administering, or partyism, or 
thought. And this is not optional but impera- 
tive, under the penalty of other contortion and 
convulsion hereafter. The active regeneration 


which must take place in thenation, which must | 


mold institutions and reform peoples, must obtain 
equally in the methods of political procedure as 
in the conduct of official affairs. 


and governmental control, making the one shadow 
of the other, is such that inasmuch as the vices 
of the former soon reappear in the latter, so like- 
wise the changes and progressions demanded in 
administration will have their first and foremost 
manifesting in the shapings of political associa- 
tion. Thus itis that signs of decay and super- 
sedure in old parties become proof of real advance 


and conquest in national developmentand exalta- | 


tion. Nowhere and at no time has this been more 
visible than here and now. Inno field of human 
affairs is revolution more palpable than in the par- 


tyisms of the age, and yetin no sphere is thereso | 


great an effort to ignore any transformation or re- 
casting—to repel the entrance of truth into politics, 
Astute leaders of the management—astute at least 
according tothe esteem of their class—go burrow- 
ing back into old cheateries for a name, or a dis- 


The intimate | 
blending which exists between party organism | 


will deceive any; that a crafty guile which sub- 
stitutes a nomenclature for a principle will have 
force in this day of the upturning of old forms; 
that the conventionalisms of political thought will 
supersede an individuality of judgment and pur- 


pose never before so prevalent among all ranks || 


as in this struggle. On the contrary, the shams 
of the hustings equally with the shams of govern- 
ment must be discarded by those who would ap- 
proach the people. i 

Talk not, then, of your Union party, or your 
Republican party; or your Democratic slavery 
party: the phrases now are meaningless, haye 
become idle parodies on all earnest effort. As 
well go masquerading in the clothes of your an- 
cestry. Youhavea Radical party anda Conserv- 
ative party, and none other in this nation.at this 
time. That is the line of demarkation along which 
readjustment is actually taking place, and it is in 
presence of the real combat, where con@ict clears 
up theory, that you will find the true positioning 
of the politics of the country. The former marches 
under the one banner of immediate freedom as es- 
sential to assure progress; the other under many 
flags to preserve sectionalisms, falsify democra- 
cies, invite foreign interventions, and betray the 
hope of the people. The one would grapple to 
the future and its precious promises by every 
mode and at all cost; the other would cash now 
the revolution, and that at a heavy discount, to 
buy or retain office and power. The one isborn 
of faith, the other is the bastard scion and repre- 
sentative of compromise. One is the advance, 
the other is the reaction. And here, as in all 
things else that are to meet solution, absolute ve- 
racities must prevail; and the effort to substitute 
unreal issues for the vital problems that touch 
upon the life wrestle of this nation will ignomin- 
iously fail. As you have changed in all other re- 
lations, in constitutionalisms, in national control, 
in foreign outlook, in domestic policies, so’ must 
you change in partyisms and conform to that 
which is at issue, not varnish up the dead past. 

Without doubt, if truth were paramount it 
would disclose that the inner thought which bur- 
dens here each mind to-day, which gives its own 
color to speech and action, though carefully con- 
cealed from expression, is this: who shall rule 
this Republic for the presidential term next to 
come? That is the kernel of party, and its im- 
portance is manifest in thatitis the dominant idea 
prevalent with yourselves. And rightfully so, for 
it is charged with the fate of the future. But you 
cannot compromise your thought here by accept- 
ing old solutions for new enigmas. In periods 
of such turmoil and danger, persons and policies 
are tried by to-day and to-morrow, not by de- 
parted years. Therefore it is that incumbents 
have no claim, that mediocrity cannot stand for 
merit, and that unionisms in platform and circu- 
lar mean nothing, since the electoral dispute in 
this behalf is not whether there shall be a Union, 
but what the character of that Union shall be: 
whether itshall be,based on incongruity, socialan- 
tagonisms, compromise with hostile elements, or 
whether it shall be rounded into the symmetry of 
absolute freedom, unified by homogeneous struc- 
ture, and coercing its public life into strictest ve- 
racities, rather than the loose mockeries and half 
truths of heretofore. In other words, in the sep- 
arations of to-day, in the struggle for power, in 
the divisions of opinion, there is only the alterna- 
tion between a Radical party and a Conservative 
party, because there is only the alternative be- 
tween progress and reaction. See this verified in 
the facts transpiring before youreyes, which you 
cannot be ignorant of, but perhaps are not solicit- 
ous to comment on. To-day your Administra- 
tion is seeking to connect itself with whatever is 
conservative in the land to secure a reëlection. 
Its most decided proclamations are either called 
in question by the President or rendered nugatory 
by half-hearted execution. . [ts announced poli- 
cies are those of amnesty for rebels, war and re- 
pulsion for radicals. Its accredited spokesmen 
are the revilers of what freedom has accomplished, 
the traducers of all the advance men of this age, 
If that is to be the Administration of the future, so 
vouched for and dominated, in what will it differ 
from a reaction, a compromise, a surrender? 
Shall we never learn, even in the midst of such 


torn, reluctant consent only yielded to “our 
perate misfortunes. “Is it a ‘sufficient answer 
all that to say, “And yet there has been progr 
at last?” Go count the two hundred thousa 
dead such'a method of progress has ¢0st; go vis 
the mourning fivesides that are fitting othe 
for new sacrifice under the call for anada 
half million of soldiers, and you will le 
surely that, however prompt to sustain the nati 
in the hour of its peril, loyalty does not ‘indorse 
that-paralysis which has brooded over {ts effort, 
and will never, never, never consent to renew 
that control which has made lethargic civil poliz 
cies the sure precursor of military miscarriage. `. 
With such as the attitude and such ag the issue, 
does not a grave responsibility rest then on those 
called here to reflect the public will?’ And how, 
Senators; will you meet it? Will you yield to ins 
decision and shake hands with reaction, or will 
you promptly come up to the requirement of these 
times, accept. the mission of the Revolution, enact 
freedom, conform to veracity, and organize radi- 
calism into a party and a power to take charge of 
the future? If only this Congress shall be true 
and earnest in legislation now, if you shall be out- 
spoken and free-spoken in this cause, we will do 
much toward inaugurating, for the.contest of prin- 
ciple that impends in the country, true issues, and 
by consequence will have a true heroism embod- 
ied in the popular choice. If you are false, if -you 
are hesitant, if you fear to stand avouched soldiers 
of progress, you and I and all others with similar 
responsibility upon them deserve to have. sham 
leaders palmed off upon us, and will only succeed 
in carrying into the future the sloth, incertitude, 
enforced compliance, lukewarm performance, and 
unparalleled sacrifices of the past. : ; 
Nor in the better part, in the true organism of 
the radical faith of the peopleinto an active shape, 
ready to battle and to govern, toadminister either 
peace or war with thoroughnessand direction, will 
those who shall contribute toward it be without 
support in the country. There is much of earn- 
est work doing everywhere among men,:and 
rest assured that this pivotal point of earnest ef- 
fort for the future is not devoid of carg or interest. 
While the chief priests of conservatism are inter- 
rogating the various State Legislatures:and. other 
assembly bodies for favorable responses, like 
Roman augurs examining the flight of birds or 
the entrails of oxen, on the other hand the loy- 
alty of the land is knitting itself together by mu: 
tual ‘* covenant” with a firmness and a touch that 
will yet have, if it shall dare to exercise it, power. 
and opportunity to shape results and savé the Re 
public. With instinctive foresight it has been 
gathering in council and league, in open union or 
secret affiliation, roughly shaping association out 
of informal recognitions, and assuming ċoöpèra- 
tive forms to ascertain its growth and strength, 
not knowing what necessities might arise, but res- 
olute not to be without a bond. Did loyalty take 
alarm long since, and thus express its distrust of 
partyism subjected to official control? It dwells 
with the people, and they have strange knowl- 
edge. inleed, the people are as far ahead of 
the politicians in these times as courage is ever 
before cowardice. They are radical in every bone 
and muscle. They are democratic in all their 
blood. They are loyal to their faith, and that 
faith is progress: that democracy is freedom; that 
radicalism is organization to repudiate the courses 
that rely only on Jost battles for inspiration, and 
appeal ever to'reactionary sympathies for political 
support and to amnesty proclamations for mili- 
tary prestige, without daring to invoke the spirit 
of this nation in the name of liberty to arise and 
conclude the conquest. i 
Mr. President, in bringing to a close the re- 
marks submitted to the Senate, permit me to say 
that, coming from a city which was the scene of 
the first armed collision in this war,and that has 
never faltered from that hour to this in devotion 
to the cause, although its losses have been dis- 
tressing and unparalleled, I have felt impelled to 
speak in deprecation of baneful policies, above 
party tics, and regardless of Administration and 
Cabinct and President. Furthermore, thatd well- 
ing where this disease of slavery which has been 
so fatal to our unity was visible in all its devel- 
opments, and where the diversities of class and 
condition engendered by its influence were con- 
stantly witnessed in antagonisms; it has seemed 
not inappropriate to apply those experiences, and 
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discuss with some amplitude the bases, social and 
political, on which alone we can hope for future 
peace and prosperity to ourcountry. And lastly, 
that in taking an inttiative, and proposing an act 
of direct abolition, ldo so inthe name of the great 
State which has honored me: with a seat in this 
Senate, and which, although still a slave State 
under the local law, will be proud and grateful to 
receivé emancipation at the hands of the Federal 
Government, “Missouri, which was consecrated 
to slavery more than forty years ago by a national 
Congress, comes this day and asks a national Con- 
gress toright that wrong and confer upon her free- 
om as. the only sure guarantee of republican in- 
stitutions, 5s š 
- Senators, after three years of war no rebel State 
has yet been entirely conquered from the enemy. 
Afiet three years of administering no slave State 
has yet been truly reclaimed to freedom. Do 
you dare then to trifle longer with the destinies of 
this great nation? 

“Mr. POMEROY. I desire to offer some re- 
marks on this topic; but as there is not time to- 
day, I move that the further consideration of the 

: bitt be postponed until to-morrow. 
' ‘The motion was agreed to. 


eel MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed a joint resolution (No. 37) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to an- 
ticipate the payment of interest on the public 
debts:i which it requested the concurrence of the 
i te. j 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to some and dis- 
agreed to other amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 156) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1864, and it had agreed to other 
amendments of the Senate to the said bill with 
amendments. It insisted upon its disagreement 
and amendments as aforesaid, asked a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed Mr. Samve. Hooper of Massa- 
chusetts, Mr, Georce H. Pennieron of Ohio, 
and Mr, Guunai W.Scorienp of Pennsylvania, 
managers at the same on its part. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution from the- House of Repre- 
sentatives (No, 37) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to anticipate the payment of in- 
terest on the public debt, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PAY OF COLORED TROOPS.- 


Mr. WILSON. I move now to take up the bill 
that was the regular order of the day and was 
temporarily laid over,und I hope we shall be able 
to pona it to-night. 

he motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
145) to equalize the pay of soldiers in the United 
States Army was read the second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Under the provisions of the first section of the 
bill, all persons of color who have been or ma 
be mustered into the military service of the Uni- 
ted States are to reccive the same uniform, cloth- 
ing, arms, equipments, camp equipage, rations, 
medical and hospital attendance, pay and emolu- 
ments, other than bounty, as other soldiers of the 
regular or volunteer forees of the United States 
of like arm of the service, from and after the Ist 
day of January, 1864; and every person of color 
who may hereafter be mustered into the service 
is to receive such sums in bounty as the President 
shall order in the different States and parts of the 
United States, not exceeding $100. 

The second section provides that all persons 
enlisted and mustered into service as volunteers 
under the call dated October 17, 1863, for three 
hundred thousand volunteers, who were at the 
time of enlistment actually enrolled and subject 
to draftin the State in which they volunteered, shall 
receive from the United States the same amount 
of bounty, without regard to color. 

According to the third section all persons of 
color who have been enlisted and mustered into 
the service of the United States are to receive the 

pay and clothing allowed by law to other volun- 
teers in the service, from the date of their muster 


into the service, if it has been’ pledged or prom- 
ised to them by any officer or person who, in | 


making such pledge or promise, acted by author- 
ity of the War Department; and the Secretary of 
War is to determine any question of fact arising 
under this provision. 

The fourth section allows the same premium 
for each colored recruit now mustered, or here- 
after to be mustered, into the service of the Uni- 
ted States, as is or shall be allowed by law for 
white recruits, with a proviso that the Secretary 
of War shall previously give his assent to the 
same. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I suppose there isno 
chance of passing this bill now, and I should like 
to have an executive session. 

Mr. WILSON. [hope we shall pass the bill 
to-night. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. J understand that the 
Senator from Kentucky wishes to make a speech. 

Mr. DAVIS. I offer an amendment, as an 
additional section to this bill: 

And be it further enacted, hat every slave or slaves that 
may have been heretofore, or may hereafter be, taken into 
the service of the United States, the Joyal owner or owners 
of such slave or slaves shali be entitled to their fair and 
reasonable value, to be ascertained by three commissioners 
to be appointed by the United States district court from the 
district from which such slave or slaves may have been 
taken, and such commissioners shall take evidence and re- 
port on the points of the loyalty and ownership of the claim- 
ants and the value of such slave or slaves; and when said 
report is confirmed by the district court aforesaid, it shall 
be conclusive on the points embraced by it; and on the 
presentation of an authenticated copy of said report to the 
‘Treasury Department, any sum or sums therein appearing 
to be duc any loyal owner or owners shali be paid out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

It is now nearly half past three o’clock, and I 
propose that the Senate adjourn or take up some 
other business, as I want to debate the amendment 
about an hour and a half. Ido not propose to 
take any more time than that, and I would prefer 
to commence my remarks in the morning. 

Mr. WILSON. This bill has been a long time 
before the Senate, and the interests of the coun- 
try have suffered immensely because it was not 
passed weeks ago. The substance of the propo- 
sition now moved as an amendment is the Jaw of 
the land to-day. The law provides that slaves en- 
listing in the service are to be paid for, not ex- 
ceeding $300, on the report of a commission. I 
should be very glad to have this bill passed to- 
night; L want to get it through; the country is 
suffering because it has not been passed before; 
and the Senator from Kentucky can certainly have 
an opportunity to make his speech on other bills 
that are coming up. I understand that to-mor- 
row the matter we have just had up is to be con- 
sidered, and the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Pome- 
roy] is to have the floor. The result of that will 
be probably to throw this bill over to next week, 
if it be not acted on now. L think the Senator 
from Kentucky may make his speech on some 
other bill, and allow this bill to pass; for what he 
is now aiming at is already secured in the enroll- 
ment act. f 

Mr. SUMNER. I wouldremind my colleague 
also that the Senate has already made the bill to 
repeal the fugitive slave acta special order for to- 
morrow at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. DAVIS. My proposition is not provided 
for in the laws that now exist. My proposition 
embraces this in substance: not that there shall 
be an arbitrary compensation for slaves that may 
be taken into the service of the United States, but 
that the district courtof every district from whence 
slaves are so taken shall appointa commission to 
ascertain the fair and reasonable value of such 
slaves, not that they shall be restricted to $300. 
The proposition that $300 is a fair valuation for 
a slave is a mockery: it is altogether untrue. I 
want the value of that property to be ascertained 
in the same constitutional and legal manner in 
which the value of all other property taken for 
public use, whether for the use of the United 
States Government or the States, is to be ascer- 
tained. 

Thave been ready waiting and watching to make 
my argument in this case for the last ten days, 
and itis because of the manner in which the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs him- 
self has managed this bill that I did not make my 
speech upon ita week or ten days ago. Idonot 
wish to consume unnecessarily the time of the 
Senate; but I want to present my views fully,as 
I intend to do if I am physically able, in relation 
to this proposition. 1 would prefer an adjourn- 
ment now; I feel somewhat exhausted by this 


sitting, but if the Senate require me to proceed in 
my argument to-day, I shall doso. I must first, 
however, ask fora vote upon adjourning or upon 
postponing this measure until some hour in. the 
morning to be indicated by the Senate. Tam will- 
ing to proceed at any time to-morrow that it shall 
be the pleasure of the Senate to indicate that I 
shall take the floor on my amendment. I donot 
want to embarrass the progress of this bill; I do 
not want to procrastinate it: all I want is.an op- 
portunity to. make my remarks, and Lam ready 
to make them whenever the Senate shall require 
me to do so. To test the sense of the Senate, I 
move that the measure be made the special order 
for twelve and a half o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr.SUMNER. There is a special order for 
that time—the repeal of the fugitive slave,act. 

Mr. DAVIS. I suppose that can wait a little, 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not wish to have that 
wait at all. Itis a disgrace to the country and 
the statute-book that we want to get rid of, 

Mr. DAVIS. I make the motion. I will not 
bandy epithets with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts on that subject at this time. 

` The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster.) 

It is moved that the further consideration of this 
bill be postponed until to-morrow at twelve and 
a half o’clock, and be made the special order for 
that time. 

A division was called for. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I understand the member 
from Kentucky to ask a postponement that he 
may address the Senate to-morrow, because he is 
not able to address them now. 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly; thatis my proposition. 

Mr. GRIMES, I trust the call for the yeas 
and nays will be withdrawn, and that the assent 
of the Senate will be given to let the Senator speak 


‘to-morrow at half past twelve o’clock. We have 


not got a quorum here now. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwill accede to that. 

Mr. SUMNER. There is another question 
assigned for half past twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for 
the yeas and nays can only be withdrawn by 
unanimous consent, Any member objecting, the 
yeas and nays must be taken. ; 

Mr. GRIMES. I trust the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will see there is a great deal more im- 
portance in passing this bill which is to pay to- 
nearly one hundred thousand men that allotment 
of money and rations and bounty which the Gov- 
ernment justly owes them, than in entering into 
a long debate here on the question of repealing 
the fugitive slave law, which there is not any 
probability of getting through for the next three 
or four weeks at any rate, One is a practical 
question that relates directly to one hundred thon- 
sand armed men, and the other is a mere ques- 
tion of ideas, so far as I know at this time. 

Mr. SUMNER. lam in favor of the bill to 
which the Senator refers, and I want its imme- 
diate passage; I want its passage to-day. 

Mr. GRIMES. You cannot prevent the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky from speaking. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not wish to prevent his 
speaking. I only wish that the assignment that: 
has been made for to-morrow at half past twelve 
o’clock shall be adhered to, not that I wish to 
speak or wish to invite discussion, but simply to 
vote and to invite a vote, The Senator from lowa 
says that the discussion on the question of repeal 
may run over some weeks. I do not know how 
it can run over weeks. ; 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator was informed, 
when he had the subject set down for a special or- 
der, that it would be thoroughly discussed, among 
others I think by the Senator from Kentucky him- 
self, and I have heard other Senators make the 
same declaration. There is no possibility of get- 
ting that bill through for a month, I apprehend. 

Mr. SUMNER. Itis news to me that any- 
body proposes to discuss it except the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should suppose the Senator 
from Massachusetts had had a sufficient demon- 
stration of the powers of endurance of the Senator 
from Kentucky to know that he could discuss it 
very nearly in the neighborhood of a month. 
(Laughter. | 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir; for six months, if ne- 
cessary. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. SUMNER. I thought the fire of the Sen- 
ator, if I may say so, might be somewhat drawn 
on this very bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand that the spe- 
cial assignment for to-morrow at half past twelve 
o’clock will be superseded by this bill at one 
o'clock at any rate. Itis not requisite, as I un- 
derstand, that this bill be made the special order; 
but it will come up at one o’clock to-morrow as 
the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would 
be the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I am exceedingly anxious to 
get a vote on this bill as soon as possible; l have 
been so all along, and I have pressed it whenever 
I could properly do so. I have had to yield toa 
great many other questions, and have endeavored 
as far as I could toaccommodate others. As the 
‘Senator from Kentucky desires to speak on the 
amendment he has proposed, of course no one 
objects to his addressing the Senate either now or 
to-morrow on that subject. Iam satisfied, under 
the circumstances, that we had better let the bill 
go over until to-morrow, but without making a 
special assignment of it; and, in order that it may 
come up regularly to-morrow as the unfinished 
business, I move that the Senate now proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

.The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
spent in executive session, the: doors were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, March 8, 1864. 


The House met at twelve o’elock, m. 
by Rev. Mr. Currer, of New York. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


WESTERN NAVY-YARD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, in- 
closing a copy of Admiral Foote’s report on a 
western navy-yard; which was laid upon the ta- 
ble, and ordered to be printed. 


RESOLUTIONS OF IDAHO, 


Mr. WALLACE presented the memorial of 
the Legislature of Idaho, asking the construction 
ofa military road connecting the navigable waters 
of the Missouri and Columbia rivers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALLACE also presented the memorial 
of the Legislature of Idaho, asking for a division 
of the Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


PAY OF A CONTESTANT. 
Mr.MALLORY, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committce of Elections: 


Resolved, That John S. Sleeper, of Massachusetts, be 
allowed the mileage and pay that he would be entitled to 
had he been a member of this Congress. 


RESOLUTIONS OF IOWA. 


Mr. KASSON presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Iowa, earnestly recommending that 
discharged soldiers disabled by wounds or dis- 
ease shall have preference, as far as competent, 


Prayer 


in being employed in all positions within the gift || 


of the Federal Government; which were referred 
tothe Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. KASSON presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Iowa, indorsing the policy of paying 
soldicrs and seamen of African descent in the 
service of the United States the same pay given 
to other soldiers and seamen of the same grade; 
which were also referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


VOTES RECORDED. 


Mr. NORTON. Lhope the gentleman will sus- 
pend that motion for a moment, 

Mr. STEVENS, 1 cannot do it for anything 
unless it be a personal matter. 

Mr. NORTON. Itis. I was absent fora short 


time yesterday after the House met, on pressing | 


business, when two votes were taken on the Lan- 
man book resolution, ona motion to lay upon the 


table and on the passage of that resolution. I 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to record 
my vote on those two questions. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. I object. i 

Mr. NORTON. My vote will not change the 
result in either case. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Then I will withdraw 
the objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any further ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. NORTON. I vote in favor of laying the 
resolution upon the table, and against its passage. 


CLERKS TO NAVAL PAYMASTERS. 


Mr. ELIOT, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill for the classification of clerks to paymasters 
in the Navy and graduating their pay; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. JULIAN. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report back from the Committee 
on Public Lands bill of the House No. 276, to 
secure to persons in the military or naval service 
of the United States homesteads on confiscated 
or forfeited estates in insurrectionary districts, in 
order that it may be recommitted to the commit- 
tee and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I object. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. STEVENS. I now insist on my motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. ELIOT. I hope the gentleman will let us 
go on with reports from committees during the 
morning hour, 

Mr.STEVENS. No, sir; hundreds of families 
are starving while we are doing nothing. I insist 
on my motion. 

Mr. Stevens’s motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. AsHiey 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
hi amendments of the Senate to the deficiency 

ill. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that all debate upon 
the pending section was limited to one minute. 

When the committee rose the following amend- 
ment of the Senate was under consideration: 

Fifth amendment: 


On page 5, after line eighty-seven, insert the following: 
To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the pur- 
chase and manufacture of arms for volunteers and regu- 
lars, ordnance and ordnance stores, $7,700,000. 
‘To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the man- 
ufacture of arms at the national armory, $700,000. 
To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the Sur- 
gecon General’s department, to wit: 
For medical instruments and dressings, $1,300,000. 
For hospital stores, bedding, and so forth, $1,200,000. 
For hospital furniture and field equipment, $300,000. 
For books, stationery, and printing, $36,000. 
For ice, fruits, and other comforts, $100,000. 
For hospital clothing, $40,000, 
For citizen nurses, $38,000, 
For sick soldiers in private hospitals, $17,000. 
For artificial limbs for soldiers and seamen, $16,000. 
For citizen physicians and medicines furnished by them, 
$185,000. : 
For hire of clerks and laborers in purveying depots, 
$25,000. 
P a contingent expenses of the medical department, 
5,000. 
Ga For medicines and medical attendance for negro refu- 
gees, commonly called “ contrabands,”? $33,000, 
For washing and washing machines for hospitals where 
matrons cannot be employed, $1,000. 
To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the sub- 
sistence of the Army, to wit: 
For volunteers and draited men, $5,825,000. 
For employés, $640,640, 
For women, §218,400. 
‘To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the 
engineer department: 
For contingencies of fortifications, including fieldworks, 
$500,000. 
Tosupply a deficiency in the appropriation for the quar- 
termaster’s department, to wit: 
For purchase of cavalry aud artillery horses, $17,500,000. 
For regular supplies of the quartermaster’s department, 
$18,500,000. 
For barracks, quarters, and so forth, $3,500,000. 
For transportation of the Army, $30,000,000. 
For incidental expenses of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, $2,000,000. 
For transportation of officers’ baggage, $100,000. 
For clothing, camp and garrison equipage, $7,000,000. 
To supply a deficieney in the appropriation for the 
Adjutant Generai’s departiment: 
For purchase of books of tacties, $25,000. 


To which an amendment was pending to limit 
the appropriation for negro refugees, commonly 


called ‘‘contrabands,’’ to those, actually. in.the. 
service of the United States. oe 
The committee divided on the amend menttothe 
amendment, and the vote stood—ayes 46; noes 21; 
no quorum voting. SY ae te z 
The CHAIRMAN ordered . tellers, and: ap” 
pointed Messrs: Horman and Beaman. oe 
The committee again divided; and. the: tellers 
reported—ayes 37, noes 56. ; paet gen 
So the amendment to the amendment -was not’ 
agreed to. eee BE 
The amendment of the Senate was then con- 
curred in. ae 
Sixth amendment; : 
Page 7, line one hundred and fifty-seven, strike ùt as 
follows: se 


For two additional clerks of class four, in ‘the office of 
the Secretary of the Navy, $3,600. 


Mr. BROOKS. I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to lines one hundred and forty- 
four and one hundred and forty-five, ‘‘ for trans- 
portation of the Army, $30,000,000.”? . si 

Now, on page 3 of the estimates sent to the. 
Senate | find submitted under the sign-manual of 
Quartermaster General Meigs an estimate for’: 
$25,000,000 for this transportation. ‘Tt willbe séen 
therefore that this appropriation comes down from. 
the Senate larger than is asked for by the Seng: 

Mr. STEVENS. I rise toa question of order.’ 
I had supposed we had passed that and gone'to 
the consideration of another amendment., 

Mr. BROOKS. What the gentleman says is 
truc; but I have already said all I intended to. 

Mr. STEVENS. Tam glad I did notinterrapt 
the gentleman until he was through, I thought he 
must have about concluded. [Laughter.] , 

The sixth amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. ' 

Sixth and a half amendment: 

Strike out, in line one hundred and seventy-one, page 8, 
“ ninety-one,” and insert “ eighty-three ;? so as to make 
the paragraph read as follows : 

For salary of commissioner to codify the naval laws, 
under joint resolution of March 3, 1863, $3,983 67. 

The Committee of Ways. and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in this amendment, 

The amendment was concurred in. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


The committee informally rose;and the Speaker. 
having resumed the chair, . 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same:. 

An act (S. No. 39) to authorize the enrollment 
and license of the steam-tugs B. F. Davidson and 
W. K. Muir; 

An act (S. No. 19) for the relief of L. F. Car- 
tee; 

An act (S. No. 15) to incorporate the Wash- 
ington City Savings Bank; 

An act (H. R. No. 42) to enable guardiansand 
committees of lunatics, appointed in the several 
States, to act within the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. No, 110) for the relief of John H. 
Shepherd and Walter K. Caldwell, of Missouri; 

An act (H. R. No. 122) to increase the internal 
revenue, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. No. 81) to apportion the expenses 
of the levy court of the county of Washington 
upon the basis of population; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 41) to continue the. 
payment of bounties. a 

The committee then resumed its session, and 
proceeded again to the consideration of the 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Seventh amendment: 


A Page 8, line one hundred and seventy-one, insert as fol- 
ows: 

For additional repairs at the Norfolk navy-yard, $150,000. 

For wharf, machine shop, bridges, buildings for naval 
stores, and other works at Port Royal, South Carolina; 
$144,600. 

To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for filling in 
the grounds for the new foundery at the Brooklyn navy- 
yard, $45,975. 

For temporary storehouse for provisions at the Brooklyn 
navy-yard, $2,000. 

For temporary storehouses for provisions at the Boston 
navy-yard, $2,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence in this amendment. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Eighth amendment: ee 
Page 9, line one hundred and eighty-nine, strike out 
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ce ose” and insert ‘$62 50,” so as to make the paragraph 
read as follows: $ : at 
For. salary of the -nrinister at Salvador, from April 16, 
1863, to. June-30, 1864, at $7,500 per annum, $9,062 50. 
The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence in.this amendment. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Ninth and-tenth amendments: z 

In line two hundred and fifteen insert after the word 
*¢ for? the words, furnitureand for,” and in line two hun- 
dred.and seventeen, after the words“ New York,” insert the 
word “aad 5; so as to make the.paragraph as amended read 
as follows: eae i 

For the payment of claims due various parties for furni- 
ture, and for the alterations in the offices of the Assistant 
Treasurer and collector of eustoms at New York, and for 
constructing burglar-proof vaults, $80,000. 


‘a The. Committee of. Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence in these amendments. 
-.'The amendments were concurred in. 
Eleventh amendment: | 
‘Page 11, line two hundred and fifty-five, strike out the 


following paragraph: 

For deficiency to pay for goods furnished to Peter Boyce, 
Indian farm agent at Coon Creek, Utah Territory, in 1859, 
$710. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence in this amendment, 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Twelfth amendment: 

Page 13, line two hundred and eighty-seven, strike out the 
words “ to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the 
support of the ligtit-liouse establishment, $14,156 65,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘for rebuilding light-house 
at Cape Charles, Virginia, $20,000." 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence in this amendment. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


Thirteenth amendment: 

Page 13, at the end of the paragraph ‘To supplya deficiency 
in the appropriation for ordnance, ordnance stores, labor, 
and contingent expenses in the Bureau of Ordnance of the 
Navy Department, $2,740,000,” add as follows: 

Provided, however, That uo money shall be paid under 
this item.of appropriation except for deficiencies actually 
existing. upon contracts made by the Navy Department. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence in this amendment. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Fourteenth amendment: 

Page 13, line three hundred and one, strike out “ Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire,” and insert in lieu thereof “ Kit- 
tery, Maine p” so as to make the paragraph read as follows: 

For erecting naval hospital at Kittery, Maine, $25,000. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence in this amendment, 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Fifteenth amendment: 

Atthe end ofthe paragraph “ For crecting naval hospital 
at Washingtoy city, District of Columbia, $25,000,” strike 
out as follows : j 

Provided, That neither of sald hospitals shall be erected 
within the present limits of the navy-yards ; and the cost of 
said hospitals and extension of said asylum shall be paid 
out of the accumulated hospital fund. 

For furniture, stoves, carpets, cases for records and pa- 
pers, fuel, stationery, and contingent expenses, in the ofice 
of register of deeds for the District of Columbia, $950, 

To supply deficiency in the appropriation for purchase 
of tenth and eleventh volumes Statutes at Large, $2,765. 

And insert in lieu thereof as follows: 

‘To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for Capitol 
police for the Senate, $4,003 75. 

‘To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for stationery 
for the Senate, S600. 

To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for miseel- 
Jancous items for the Senate, $20,000: Provided, That here- 
alter no payment shall be made from the contingent fund 
of either [Louse of Congress, unless the amount is fixed by 
Jaw, or the accountis previously examined and approved 
by the appropriate committee 5 nor shall any payment ever 
be made, except ont of the fund particularly appropriated 
for the purpose; and no transfer of balances shali be made 
from one fund to another. 


The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended non-concurrence in the amendment. 
The amendment was non-conecurred in. 


Sixteenth amendment: 

Page 15, line three hundred and thirty-six, add as follows: 

To enable the Librarian of Congress to employ an addi- 
tional laborer from February 1 to the end of the current 
fiscal year, $280. 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence in this amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Seventeenth amendment: 

Page 16, line five, strike out the words “ the same as the 
present Assi 
lieu thereol +t $3,000 per annum j> so as to make it read as 
tollows: 


Suc. 3, And be it further enacted, That the President | 


sistant Secretary ofthe Treasury,” and insertin į 


shall appoint in the Treasury Department, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, an additional Assistant į 


Secretary of the Treasury, whose salary shall be $3,000 
per annum, who shall perform adi such duties in the office 


of the Secretary of the Treasury, belonging to that Depart- 


ment, as shail be prescribed by the Seeretary of the Treas- 
ury, or.as may be required by law; &c. ae 

Mr. STEVENS. The Committee of Ways 
and Means thought proper to recommend that all 
these Assistant Secretaries in the future should 
have the same salary. They now have some of 
them $4,000, some $3,500, and some $3,000. They 
are all officers of the same grade, and should have 
the same salary.. I therefore move to amend the 
amendment of the-Senate by increasing the sal- 
ary to $3,500 per annum; and then with a further 
amendment. below it will be satisfactory to the 
committee, 

Mr. PIKE. I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that of our Assistarit Secre- 
taries there are two who receive at this {ime the 
sum of $4,000—the Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy and the Assistant Secretary of the ‘Treas- 
ury. There are two Assistant Secretaries of War, 
who receive $3,000 a year each, and an Assistant 
Secretary of the Interior and three Assistant Post- 
masters General, each receiving $3,000 a year. 
This is to increase the pay of these five or six high 
officers one sixth, or $500. What necessity there 
is for increasing the pay of these officers does not 


appear. The duties of many of these officers are 
less than what they have been at any previous 
time. 


Mr. Srevens’s amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 
The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


Eighteenth amendment: 

Add the following: 

And that, after the close of the present fiscal year, the 
salary of each of the Assistant Secretaries of the several 
Departments, and of the First Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral, shall be $3,500. 


Mr. STEVENS. If this amendment is to pre- 
vail, and this is for the House tò determine, it 
ought to be amended by including the Assistant 
Attorney General. There is no reason why he 
should be left out if the salary of the others is to 
be fixed at this rate. I move to insert the Assist- 
ant Attorney General, Ido this by the direction 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania by add- 
ing these words: “And the Second and Third Aud- 
itors of the Treasury.” 

Mr. Chairman, the effect would be to increase 
the salary of those officers from $3,000 to $3,500 a 
year. It is well known that the salary of those 
two officers was fixed half a century ago at $3,000. 
It has never been increased, while almost every 
other salary under the Government has been in- 
creased. I think that gentlemen familiar with the 
labor of those bureaus will admit that the labor 
and responsibility of the heads of these bureaus 
are much greater than are devolved on the chief of 
any other bureau or on any Assistant Sceretary. 
The positions of the Second and Third Auditor 
require more ability, more experience, and more 
integrity, than the duties performed by any of the 
various Assistant Secretaries under the Govern- 
ment. The business thrown upon these bureaus 
by the war is incredible, and no ability or integ- 
rity can exceed the demands made by this vast 
accumulation on the chiefs to whom this business 
is confided. Lam not prepared to say that any 
of these salaries should be increased; indeed, sir, 
I have uniformly opposed any increase of sala- 
ries; but if it is proper to increase the salaries of 
the Assistant Secretaries, I am certain that the 

ay of the Second and Third Auditors of the 
Treasury should be increased correspondingly. 
These Assistant Secretaries have been created 
since this Administration came into power. The 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior, one of the 
most intelligentand accomplished gentlemen hold- 
ing office under the Government, receives a salary 
of $3,000, and the proposition is to increase it 
to $3,500. Before this Administration the duties 


were performed by the Secretary of the Interior, | 


and performed well. It was charged again and 


again during Buchanan’s administration that the | 
labors of that Department did not justify the pay- | 


ment of even the salaries then paid in that Depart- 
ment. Yet the duties of that Department were 
greater than now, for the business of the Departe 
ment has been diminished by the operations of the 
war. lt may have been necessary, indeed it was 
clearly necessary, to create new offices in the 
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Navy and War Departments, and to the same ex- 
tent in the Treasury Department, but it cannot be 
in a purely civil Department, where the business 
has been diminished and not increased by the war. 
Yet it is proposed to increase the salary of this 
officer to $3,500. The salary of the Second and 
Third Auditor was, as I have said, fixed half a 
century ago at $3,000, in consequence of the talent 
and experience necessary to the proper discharge 
of the duties of those positions. And yet.with the 
duty tremendously increased no increase is pro-: 
posed of the salaries of their chiefs, both of whom 
are known to be eminently qualified for their re- 
sponsible positions. I have no argument to sub- 
mit for the increase of salaries. I know of none. 
I would reduce many of the salaries; but I do 
protest against the discrimination which would 
overlook the niost laborious of our public ser- 
vants, ahd increase the salary of those whose re~- 
sponsibility and labors are less, especially in the. 
present condition of the country. | 

My proposition is simply this: inasmuch ag 
it is proposed to increase the salaries of Assistant 
Secretaries to $3,500, that the Second and Third 
Auditors shall have the benefit of the same in- 
crease. And here let me say, sir, that if I would. 
vote for any increase of salary on the score of the 
fitness and ability of the officer, I should certainly 
favor the increase of that of the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

Mr. PIKE. I ask the gentleman from Indiana 
to include the Second Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral, whom we all know to. be one of the most 
accomplished and efficient officers under this Gov- 
ernment. z 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe gentleman thinks that. 
it will give strength to my proposition I accept it. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I desire to say a word in 
reference to this proposition to increase the come 
pensation of the Second Assistant Postmaster 
General. It is understood that the duties pertain- 
ing to the contracts of the Post Office Department 
have been transferred to the bureau of the Second 
Assistant Postmaster General. His name is in- 
cluded in the amendment, and therefore I hope 
it will pass. This office is charged with respon- 
sible duties, those pertaining to contracts and also 
inspection. 1 hope theamendment will pass, be- 
cause I believe it is due to that officer, if we raise 
the pay of the First Assistant, that the Second 
Assistant should also be included. 

Mr. SPALDING. I am entirely willing to 
vote for amendments which equalize the compen- 
sation; that is, which bring the salaries of some 
up to $3,500, and those of others who have $4,000 
down to the same sum. But] am entirely averse 
to going in generally for raising salaries, and if 
gentlemen press their amendments too far, I shall 
be compelled to vote against all the provisions of 
the bill. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. 
in order now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I give notice that 
at the proper time I shall move to strike out the 
words ‘five hundred,” which amendment, if 
adopted, will leave the salaries at $3,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the present salary. 

Mr. STEVENS. Is not the vote now to be 
taken upon the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Indiana to insert the Auditors? 

Mr. HOLMAN. lI appeal to my friend from 
Maine {Mr. Pixe] to withdraw his amendment, 
which I accepted, inasmuch as I desire to obtain 
a vote directly upon the proposition of increasing 
the salary of the Second and Third Auditors. The 
gentleman can get a vote upon his amendment 
hereafter. 

Mr. PIKE. I would like to accommodate my 
friend, but I think I had better adhere to my 
amendment now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then, as the amendment is 
mine, I will myselfmodify it so as to include only 
the First and Second Auditors. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding at the end of the sentence the 
following: 

Provided, That none of these officers shall receive more 
pay than the salary of a member of Congress until after the 
expiration of the present war. 

Mr. STEVENS. _Irise to a question of order. 
There are two amendments already pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 


Is an amendment 
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Mr. GRINNELL. 

It is that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] having accepted the amendment suggested, 
cannot modify it without unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. e 

Mr. HOLMAN. It wasmy amendment, and 
I hada right to modify it. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to understand the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. I would inquire whether 
he is in favor of raising salaries? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam sorry I was notable to 
reach the ear of my friend. I stated distinctly 
that while I favor no increase of salaries, or the 
creation of any new civil office, yetif the proposed 
increase is to be made from $3,000 to $3,500, no 
one of these officers demanded it as much, consid- 
ering all the elements which ought to enter into 
the qualities of a public officer, as these two heads 
of bureaus. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not see my way clear yet. 
The gentleman is opposed to raising salarics; 
why then does he move to raise them? 

A Vorce. For fun. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is so much inthe 
habit of perpetrating good jokes that he takes it 
for granted that everybody else is joking. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no; this is a very serious 
matter, and I realize it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that I see a 
persistent purpose to increase these salaries; and 
if they are increased, I say the Second and Third 
Auditors should be put upon an equal footing with 
the others. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to follow the lead of 
the gentleman from Indiana if I can. I have al- 
ways understood him to be opposed to the raising 
of salaries. If he is right now l propose to go 
with him. But whether heis right depends upon 
what the salary is which is to be raised, and whose 
salary itis. Ido notunderstand my friend to be 
opposed to raising salaries in the abstract, but 
only in the concrete. I think I see it now. I 
believe my way is clear, {Laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENS called for tellers on the adop- 
tion of the amendment to the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. GRINNELL and 
Mr. Horman were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
-ayes 35, noes 60. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. PIKE. I move to insert in line seventeen, 
after the words‘ Postmaster General,” the words 
“and Second Assistant Postmaster General;’’ 
and I will briefly state the ground upon which I 
do it. This is making an invidious distinction. 
It raises the salary of the First Assistant Post- 
master General, and not that of the Second. 

We all know, Mr. Chairman, for we have all 
been witnesses of the fact, that the labors of the 
Second Assistant Postmaster General are fully 
equal to those of the First, and at many seasons 
of the year greater. 

Mr. STEVENS. I have only this to say: that 
there is really a distinction of grade between these 
two gentlemen. The First Assistant, as we all 
know, acts as Postmaster General on very many 
occasions, and it is his duty to do so in the ab- 
sence of the Postmaster General. The Second 
and Third Assistants never do that. 

Mr. PIKE. One word in reply: the same is the 
case inthe Treasury Department. The First As- 
sistant takes the place of the Secretary in his ab- 
sence; but there isno difference made between his 
salary and thatof the Second Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. STEVENS called for tellers upon the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Pige and 
Horman were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes eighteen, noes not counted, i 

So the amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. g 

Mr. MORRILL. I offerthe amendment I send 
to the Clerk’s desk, to come in at the end of line 
eighteen. 

Mr. STEVENS. Thatcan be no amendment 

E 


G: 


I rise to a point of order. 


to my amendment. The gentleman had better 


jet us have a vote on mine first. 


:Mr. MORRILL. Ihavea 
perfect the original text. ; : 

Mr.STEVENS. No, sir; you donot propose 
to strike out anything. : 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out in the sixteenth 
and seventeenth linés the words “‘ five hundred,” 
so as to leave all the salaries at $3,000. I think 
that every one must be convinced that while we 
are expending millions of money in prosecuting 
this war, this is no time to reise salaries. On the 
other hand, we ought to labor to reduce them. - F 
understand that some of these Assistant Secreta- 
ries receive $4,000. My proposition is to place 
them all on the same basis and fix their salaries 
at $3,000 a year. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from 
lowa allow me to ask him whether the effect of 
his amendment will not be to reduce the salaries 
of some of these Assistant Secretaries and fix them 
allat the same rate? If that is the effect of the 
amendment, I think it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. My amendment 
will place them all on the same level, and that is 
whatI wish to do. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ithas not yet. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then this amendment is not 
inorder. It is no amendment to my amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Thisis a motion to strike 


right, I believe, to 


Has a vote been taken on 


out. 


Mr. DAWES. Wehavea right to amend the 
original text before the vote is taken on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa is to strike out, and the Chair 
supposes it is in order. 

Mr. STEVENS. I did not move to strike out 
any part of the Senateamendment. If I had done 
so, then the motion of the gentleman from Lowa 
to perfect the original text would have been in or- 
der; but as I propose to add something before this 
pointin the text, I submit whether this amend- 
ment is in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I submit that the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. 
Dawes] is a correct one: that it is always in or- 
der to perfect the original text before voting on 
striking out. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair entertained the 
motion of the gentleman from Iowa, recognizing 
that as the rule. : 

Mr. STEVENS. Very well, sir. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hus- 
BARD’s amendment; and it was agreed to. 

Mr.STEVENS. I withdraw my amendment, 
and I think the whole section had better be re- 
jected. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move the amendment 
which I have already sent to the Chair: 

Add at the end of the section: 

Provided, That nothing herein provided shall authorize 
the increase of any salary above that of a member of Con- 
gress, excluding mileage, until the close of the present war. 

Mr. STEVENS. Irise to a question of order. 
This is making a new law as an amendment to 
an appropriation bill, i 

Mr. MORRILL. Itis simply a proviso lim- 
iting the effect of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the last word. The 
point that I desire to make to the House is this: 


that we should not commence the business of in- | 


creasing salaries atall. We have already had from 
the Secretary of the Treasury an official commu- 
nication to this House that if we increase the ex- 
penditures of the Government in any direction it 
will be necessary to increase the taxation just in 
proportion to that increase. I believe he did not 
state iteven strong enough. 
on this war at the present rate of expenditure, I 
believe it will be our duty to increase the taxation 


If we are to carry | 


e 


| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 


so as to produce fully one half the am 
annual expenditures. I-desire gentleme! 
this matter in the face. ‘Rather: than-to-vote-for’ 
the increase of salaries in any direction T think it. 
would be more wise for us to introduce a'propo~ 
sition here to reduce salaries ten or twenty-five per’ 
cent. But, for one, E am determined not té vote’ 
for the increase of pay or Salary in any direction. 

Mr. STEVENS. -I hope the last word of the 
amendment will not be stricken out,:as:it wow 
spoil the bill. (Laughter.} I think. that laying? 
down any general rule, as. my friend ‘from Ver- . 
mont does, is not quite as wise perhaps as be- 
comes this House. If we find an employé in the. 
pay of the Government whose salary is so low 
that he cannot support his family on it, nor can 
any successor who is honest, must such famil 
starve because we do. not add $200 or $300 to his 
salary, as we are in the midst of a war on which 
thousands of millions of dollars are expended?: 
If, for instance, we find that a clerk has $1,000.a 
year, on which he could have supported his family, 
very well four or five years ago, but on which he 
cannot possibly maintain it now with decency 
and honesty, is this House to say that it is pre- 
vented from increasing the salary because we are 
in the midst of a war and because economy is and. 
ought to be the rule? 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? ` 

Mr. STEVENS. Certainly. S 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I want to inquire whether 
the Government has any dificulty in obtaining 
competent persons to fill its offices? 

Mr. STEVENS. I suspect there are a good 
many public offices which have not competent 

ersons in them now. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Not on account of wantof 
salary, but on account of lack of brains. oe 

Mr. STEVENS, It is on account of want of 
salary. You can find men fot any offices. There 
are idle fellows about everywhere who would 
rather take enough pay to buy their whisky than 
try to earn a decent living by industry. Butthese 
are not the kind of people that the Government 
wants, . : 

I am speaking now as to the general principle 
laid down by the gentleman from Vermont. . I 
must protest against it, very slightly to be sure. 
I know that the Secretary of the Treasury did, 
in a document intended for the public eye and to 
clarify public opinion, and of course to elevate us 
all in the estimation of that public, putin his pro- 
test against the increase of salaries or any other 
expenditures that are not proper. Thatis allright, 
and I am quite willing that gentlemen shall have 
the benefit of it, if they please. Still, as I never’ 
expect to hold any very high office myself, I in- 
tend to vote just as I think right. Where the 
salaries given to competent men are too small to 
support their families, I shall go for increasing 
them to a moderate degree till we get to the proper 
amount. I however am willing that the whole 
section be disagreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL withdrew his amendment, 

The question recurred on concurring in the 
eighteenth amendment of the Senate, as follows: 

At the end of the third section insert: 

And that, after the close of the present fiscal year, the 
salary of each of the Assistant Secretaries of the several 


Departments, and of the First Assistant Postmaster General, 
shall be $3,000 per arinum. 


The amendment as amended was concurred in, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee here informally rose, and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message was 
received from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, their 
Secretary, informing the House that the President 
of the United States has notified the Senate that 
he did, on the 7th instant, approve and sign a joint 
resolution (S. No. 19) of thanks of Congress to 
Commodore Cadwalader Ringgold, the officers 
and crew of the United States ship Sabine. | 


MESSAGE FROM TILE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Nicoray, his Private 
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Secretary, informing the House that he did, on 
theth instant, approve and sign an act (H.R. 
No. 122) to increase the internal ‘revenue, and for 
other. purposes. l 


UNIFORM: COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES. 


-Phe SPEAKER laid before the Housea com- 
munication from the Secretary. of State, in answer 
to the.resolution of the, House of the 2d instant, 
transmitting a copy of the report, with the accom- 
panying documents, of Samuel B. Ruggles, of the 
roceedings of the statistical national congress at 
erlin upon the subject-of uniform weights and 
measures: and coins; which was referred to the 
Committee on a Uniform System of Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, 
lie committee then resumed its session, and 
‘oceeded again to the consideration of the Sen- 
~ate-amendments to the 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


„Nineteenth amendment: 


Page 17, insert as follows : 

Sae.6. And be it further enacted, ‘That in addition tothe 
elvrical force now. authorized hy law, the following clerks 
and employés are hereby authorized iu the several Depart- 
nients and offices hereinafter specified, to be employed 
and continue only during the rebeliion, and for one year 
after its elose, namely: 

In the office of the Scerctary of the Treasury, one clerk 
of class four, one of class three, eight of class two, and four- 
teen of class one, 

- Jn the construction branch of the Treasury, one super- 
intending architect, one assistant architect, two clerks of 
lass four, four of class’ thrée, two of class one, and one 
messenger At an annual salary of $600. 

~ In the First Comptroiler’s Office, five clerks of class four, 
and one clerk of class four substituted for one of elass one. 

Tu the Second Comptroler’s office, cight clerks of class 
four, cight of class three, eight of class two, and fifteen of 
class one, 

In the First Auditor’s office, two clerks of class four, and 
One of class two. 

In we Second Auditor’s office, two hundred and six 
elerks of class one, and one clerk at $900 per annum. 

In the Third Auditor’s ofice, two clerks of class four, 
two of class three, five of class two, twenty-four of elass 
one, and one messenger ata salary of $700 per unnum, and 
two laborers at an annual salary of 8600 each. 

In the Fourth Auditor’s office, five elerks of class four, 
nine of class three, nine of class two, thirty-five of class 
one, and one Jaborer at an annual salary of $600, 

In the Fifth Auditor’s office, one clerk of elass four to be 
substituted for one of eiss three, 

In the ‘Treasurer's office, four clerks of class four, wo of 
ehiss three, seventeen ol class two, and six of class one. 

To the Register’s office, four clerks of class four, six of 
class three, six of Glass two, cight of class one, and one 
messenger nt a silary of 9700 per annum. 

“In the offiee of the Commissioner.of Customs, one clerk 
of class three, three of class two, and four of class one. 

Tn the office of the Secretary of the Navy, two clerks of 
class four. 
` In the office of the Adjutant General, two clerks of elass 
four, cight of elass three, nineteen of class two, and seventy- 
four of class one. 

In the office of the Quartermaster General, thirty clerks 
of class three, sixty. of class two, seventy of class one, and 
six laborers at an annual salary of S600 vach. 

In the Paymaster Generals office, nine clerks of elass 
three, twenty-six of class two, seventy-five of elass one, 
three messengers atan aunual salary of S840 each, and four 
watchmen at au annual salary of 9600 cach. * 

In the Commissary General’s office, ten clerks of elass 
two, and thirty of elass one, 

In the Surgeon General’s office, two clerks of class four. 

In the office of the Chief of Orduance, two clerks of class 
four, seven of class three, eleven of class two, seventy-fbur 
of ie one, and nine laborers at an annual salary of 3600 
each. 

Jn the office of the Chief Engineer, one clerk of class 
four, and one of class twò. 

And the several clerks and employés authorized by this 
section shail he appointed by the heads of the Departments 
to which they are severally attached, and the amount ne- 
cessiry Lo pay their salaries froin the time of their appoint- 
mont to the 20th of June, 1864, is hereby appropriated there- 
for; nnd the heads of said several Departments are hereby 
authorized io employ females instead of auy of the clerks 
hereinbefore designated, at an annual compensation not 
exceeding $600 per year, whenever in their opinion the 


same can be done consistently with the inter of the 
pubite service: Provided, however, That the el hereby 
authorized in the Treasury Department and its bureaus 


shall not be in addition to the temporary elerks now em- 
ployed therein, under former appropriations for that pur- 
pose, but shall incinde the same, 

Mr. STEVENS. I find itis necessary, from the 
action of the committee in an carly part of the bill, 
to non-concur in this whole section. Atthe com- 
mencement of the bill we provided for clerks, but 
in sucha manner asthe Senate did notlike. They 
therefore struck out our provision and substituted | 
this in placeofit. If, therefore, we concur in the 
amendment of the Senate, it will be providing for 
these clerks twice over. [tis necessary, there- | 
fore, to non-cencur in this whole section. We 
may then go toa committee of conference and see 
which of the two we will agree to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I presume by unanimous 
consent the committee. might return to the first 
amendmentof the Senate and. concur in that strik- 
ing out our provision. We could then perfect 
this section and pass it. ‘ 

Mr. STEVENS. This section is so imperfect 
in many of its particulars thateven then we should 
have to ask the House to non-concur and give us 
a chance to revise this classification of clerks. 

Mr, ALLEY. With the permission of the 
committee, before the vote is taken on concurring 
in this section, I desire to move an amendment 
which I believe meets the concurrence of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, so that if the com- 
mittee rejects the whole amendment this may go 
with it to a commitee of conference. I propose 
to insert after the enacting clause the following: 

That the sum appropriated by the fifth section of this act 
shal) be taken to be, and shall be, in addition to the sum 
heretofore appropriated for the compensation of letter-car- 
riers for the current year. 

I will merely remark that this is an explana- 
tory amendment of section five, and I presume 
there can be no objection toit. Itis offered at the 
suggestion of the Auditor, who has some difficulty 
in interpreting that section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENS. I hope we shall now non- 
concur in the whole amendment as amended. 

‘The amendment of the Senate, as amended, was 
non-concurred in. 


Twentieth amendment: 

Insert as follows: 

Sec. 7. And he it further enacted, Thatso much of the 
act entitled “ An act to provide for the appoinunent of an 
Assistant Register of the Treasury Department and a Soli- 
citor for the War Department, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved February 20, 1863, as limits the office of the Assist- 
ant Register of the Treasury to a term of onc year, is hereby 
repealed, 

The Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended concurrence in this amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. STUART. [move to strike out the sev- 
enth section, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
the amendment of the Senate has already been 
concurred in by the committee. 

Mr. STUART. I will then move to amend so 
as to add to the time of the limitation one year. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ishould like to know whether 
there is anything to attach that amendment to? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments of the 
Senate having been all passed upon, the Chair de- 
cides that there is nothing before the committee to 
which an amendment can be attached. 

Mr. STUART. I hope I may be indulged in 
two or three minutes’ debate. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman can make 
his speech in the House. 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman will call the 
previous question there, 

Mr. STEVENS, Iwill give the gentleman an 
opportunity in the House. I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Asnusy reported thatthe 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the bill of 
the House (No. 156) to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1864, with the amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto; that they had con- 
curred in some and non-concurred in others of 
said amendments, and had instructed him to re- 
port the same back to the House with their action 
thereon. 

Mr. STUART. The political organization to 
which I belong is in nowise responsible for the 
cruel and wicked civil war which now rages. On 
the contrary, if its counsels had prevailed we 
would to-day have peace and union instead of 
war and the fear of disunion. 

But the war rages in spite of us, and we are 
placed in such a dilemma that it becomes neces- 
sary to continue that war as a means of preserv- 
ing and maintaining the Union. It is a crue! ne- 
cessity which exists and willexistuntil some door 
is opened for an honorable peace preserving the 
Union, a peace degrading to no section of the 
country. 

I am, sir, for preserving and maintaining the 
Union, and therefore will vote the necessary sup- 


plies of men and money to maintain our armies 
inthe field. “The responsibility of conducting the’ 
war is with the Administration, and I must rely 
toalarge degree on the organs of the Adminis- 
tration in deciding what supplies are necessary. 

This deficiency bill. upon which we are called 
to vote is an extraordinary one, and has been 
matured in an unusual manner. {Itis not founded 
on estimates submitted by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and- it looks as if there was'a desire. 
to evade responsibility, š ; ; 

But, sir, the Gommittee of Ways and Means, 
and especially its chairman, stands in this House 
as the organ of the Treasury Department. They 
urge the passage of the bill as needed to support 
the credit of the Government. I therefore regard 
it as having the indorsement of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and as demanded by the Adminis- 
tration, and will vote for its passage. 

Mr. STEVENS moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

‘The action of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the amendments of the 
Senate was concurred in, without division, ex- 
cept in the following case: 

Seventeenth amendment of the Senate: 


Strike out the words “ the same as the present Assistant 
Secretary of the 'Treasury,”? and in ticu thereof insert 
“ $3,000 3? so that the paragraph will read: 

Bec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the President 
shall appoint in the Treasury Department, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, an additional Assistant 
Secretary of the Treasury, whose salary shall be $3,000 per 
annum, who shall perform all such duties in the office of 
the Sceretary of the Treasury, belonging to that Depart- 
ment, as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, or as may be required by law; and the sum of §2,000, 
orso much thereof as may be found necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out ofany money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the payment of said sal- 
ary for the current fiscal year. ` 

On a division there were—ayes 44, noes 36. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded the yeas and nays, 

*The ie and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded tellers. œ> 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Tuaver and 
CHANLER were appointed. 

The amendment was concurred in; the tellers 
having reported—ayes 53, noes 41. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the votes 
of the House on the amendments of the Senate; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS moved that the House insist 
on its disagreement to certain Senate amend- 
ments, and ask for a committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes between the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker 
appointed as managers of said conference on the 
part of the House, Mr. Hooper, Mr, PENDLETON, 
and Mr, SCOFIELD. 


SALE OF SURPLUS GOLD. 


The SPEAKER stated the next question in or- 
der to be the call of committees for reports, under 
which the House resumed the consideration of 
what is known as the gold bill, The previous 
question was called by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Penpeton] and sustained on the pending 
amendments. 

Mr. BROOKS. [appeal to the gentleman from 
Ohio, before he insists on the previous question, 
that he will at least permit some remarks to be 
made in reply to those who have advocated this 
bill from the Committee of Ways and Means. 
The discussion so far has been on one side alto- 
gether, 

Mr. PENDLETON. If the gentleman from 
New York will renew my demand for the pre- 
vious question, | will withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. Even if the gentleman from 
Ohio were to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question the gentleman from New" York 
cannot speak, as the previous question has been 
sustained on the pending amendments. 

Mr. BROOKS. I wish foran opportunity, be- 
fore we come to a vote on the bill reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means and the amend- 
ments thereto, to make some remarks ona meas- 
ure so Important. K 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw the demand for the previous question? 

Mr. PENDLETON. IfI withdraw it I un- 
derstand the vote will have to be taken, and that 
the gentleman cannot be heard. 
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The SPEAKER. ‘The previous question has 
been sustained on the pending amendments. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 1 haveno disposition to 
cut off debate, and if the Chair wih show me how 
I can facilitate the gentleman from New York in 
getting the floor to be heard, I will withdraw the 
demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The first vote will be on the 
pending amendments and then on the substitute. 
That will exhaust the previous question. The 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sressins,] a 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
gave notice that he then intended to move a sub- 
stitute for the bill, «If he does not demand the 
previous question, the bill would then be open to 
debate. 

Mr. BROOKS. I desire before we have action 
on the bill to discuss the subject. I ask my col- 
league whether it is not in his power to permit 
discussion at the present time? My colleague 
from the Utica district [Mr. Kernan] and myself 
desire to be heard, and we will not occupy more 
than twenty or forty minutes. I donot know of 
any other who desires to. speak. 

Lhe SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion? > 

Mr. PENDLETON. If I can make an ar- 
rangement by which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Sreszins] will allow his colleagues to 
be heard, I will be glad to withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. F understand the gen- 
tleman declines, and that he will call the previous 
question as soon as he submits his substitute. 

Mr. BROOKS. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from New York to decline to give us any fur- 
ther opportunity for discussing this bill? 

Mr. STEBBINS. I desire a vote upon this bill 
to-day. 

Mr. COX. Then I hope we will vote down the 
demand for the previous question, 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
know whether but one side is to be heard upon 
this question. 

Mr. PENDLETON. As the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Sressins] will not facilitate the 
request for further debate, | shallinsist upon my 
demand for the previous question upon the reso- 
lution and the amendments. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded tellers upon the pre- 
vious question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Brooxs and 
STevens were appointed. 

The FIouse divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 64, noes 33. 

So the previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The question first recurred on adding to the fol- 
lowing amendment, offered by Mr. Cox— 

Provided, That before any such sale shall take place, at 
least five days’ public notice shall be given of the time and 
place for receiving bids: And provided further, That the 
Seeretary of the ‘Treasury may, if he deems it for the pub- 
lie interest, withdraw from the market apy gold offered at 
any time before a bid is actually accepted— 
the following amendment offered by Mr. Dv- 
MONT! 

And provided further, That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shah not selj any gold under this act without the ad- 
vice and consent of the other Executive Departments of 
the Government; and that tie operation of this aet shalt 
cease in one year aller the passage of this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Whe question recurring up 
offered by Mr. Cox, 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas aud nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 49, nays 66; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ancona, Baily, Augustus C. Baldwin, 
Jacob B. Blair, » Brooks, Ji Brown, William 
G. Brown, Chanter, Clay, © s Cox, Dumont, Eden, 
Eldridge, Finek, Prank, Ganson, Hate, Hall, Harding, Har- 
rington, Char M. Haris, Holman, William Johason, 
Kalbfleiseb, Kernan, Law, Le Biond, MeDowell, MeKin- 
ney, Middifeton, James R. Morris, Morrison, ) 
John O'Neil, Pendleton, Pruyn, 
BS. Rolling, Ross, Scott, Stile 
Ward, i h W. Whit 

. Allison, Ames, Ashley, 
win, Baxter, Beaman, Blow, Boatwell, Broc 
W, Clark, Freeman Clarke 
Dixon, Douveliy, Dri 
field, Grinueli, Hooper, 
Jobn H. Hubbard, Julian, T ie 
logg, Loan, Longyear, Lovejoy, Marvin, McBride, Me- 
Clirg, Meindoe, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Daniel Morris, 
Amos Myers, Norton, Charics O'Neil, Orth, Perham, Pike, 


on the amendment 


Thomas, Tracy, 


Jobn D. Bald- 
omall, Ambrose 
well, Dawes, 
rosworth, Gar- 
W. Hubbard, 
Francis W. Kel- 


Price, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Schenck, Scofield, 
Shannon, Smith, Spalding, Stebbins, Stevens, Thayer, 
Upson, Van Valkenburgh, William B. Washburn, Whaley, 
Wiliams, Wilder, Windom, and Woodbridge~66. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The question next recurred upon the adoption 
of the following substitute for. the bill, offered. by 
Mr. BOUTWELE: 

That the Secretary be authorized. to anticipate the pay- 
ment of the interest on the public debt from time to time 
upon a rebate of interest by the holders of coupons at the 
rate of six per cent. per annum— o 
in lieu of the following Substitute offered by Mr. 
Lone: : 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 

That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury be authorized and 
required to use, from time to time, any surplus of gold in 
the ‘Treasury of the United States in the payment of the 
soldiers in the field, and that in making such payments he 
shall use precaution that in a series of months the amount 
of gold so used be distributed proportionally between the 
different divisions of the Army. 


The substitute for the substitute das adopted. 


The question recurred on striking out the whole 
of the bill after the enacting clause, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the substitute just adopted. 

The substitute for the resolution was adopted. 

The question recurred on ordering the bill to-be 
engrossed and read a third time. > 

Mr. KASSON. I would inquire what has be- 
come of the substitute which ] understood the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr.Sresniys] intended 
to offer. i 

The SPEAKER. Itwas cut off by the House 
seconding the demand for the previous question 
on the resolution and amendments, which confined 
the question to the original resolution and the pend- 
ing amendments. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. [ask unanimous consent, 
before the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill, to modify it so as to make it read, ‘either 
with or without rebate of interest, as to him may 
seem expedient.” 

No objection being made, the bill was modified 
accordingly. ; 

Mr. LOVEJOY. We understood from the 
statement of the Chairthat the previous question 
would not exclude the substitute offered by the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. STEBBINS. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair expressly stated 
that if the previous question should be sustained 
on the bill and amendments, it would cut off all 
amendments except by unanimous consent, until 
the bill had been ordered to be engrossed aud read 
a third time. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Is it in order now to move 
to reconsider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not until the previous 
question has exhausted itself, and it will not ex- 
haust itself until the bill has been read a third time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third ime; and being engrossed, it was according- 
ly read the third time. 

“Mr. STEVENS. I was called out of the Hall 
for a moment, and I would inquire if the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Bourwe tz} has been adopted. 

The SPEAKER. Ithas. 

Mr. STEVENS. ThenI shall vote against the 
whole bill. : 

Mr. PENDLETON. I demand the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOOPER. Task unanimous consent of 
the House to make an inquiry of my colleague, 
[Mr. BourweE.1.] 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOOPER. 1 want to ask my colleague if 
the effect of the bill with his amendment is not 
to use the gold or the proceeds of the gold for the 
benefit of creditors of the Government holding the 
bonds and to whom it is not due, and to prevent 
the amount being paid to the soldiers and ether 


| creditors of the Government to whom it is over- 


due? That will be the effect of this bill, as I un- 
derstand it, with the amendment of my colleague. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I understand that the 
effect of the bill, as it has been adopted by the 


House, is to enable the Secretary of the Treasury | 


to anticipate the payment of the interest coupons 
in gold, for the purpose, as was suggested by the 
Committee of Ways and Means, of relieving the 
public Treasury of a surplus quantity of gold, 
which isin fact merely temporary, but which they 
alleged was embarrassing the business of the coun- 


try. Itis not a question between the-soldiers and 
the public creditors... The faith of the country i 
already pledged to pay. the interest on, the 
debt in coin, and: any proposition, to..divert, the 
coin on hand from: that. purpose is, in.any judge 
ment, a violation of public faith, calculated to un- 
dermine the credit ofthe country... 
Mr. HOOPER. - The original bill proposed the 
sale of the surplus of gold in the- Treasury beyond 
what was required to pay the interest on hep 
lic debt and other purposes. Was the public faith 


pledged to pay this surplus, beyond what is ne 


cessary to pay the interest, to the bondhoidersiin 
anticipation of its being due@them? sy 

Several Mempens objected to further debate. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. o W S 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays on the 
passage of the bill. n: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. s 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 36; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ancona, Arnold, Ashley, Au- 
gustus C. Baldwin, Beaman, Bliss, Boutwell, Brandeges, 
Brooks, Chanler, Ambrose W. Clark, Preeinan Clarke, Clay, 
Cobb, Coffroth, Cole, Cox, Dawes, Dawson, Deming, Du- 
mont, Eden, Eldridge, Eliot, Finck, Frank, Ganson, Grin~ 
nell, Hale, Hall; Harrington, Holman, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. 
Hubbard, Jolm H. Hubbard, William Jobnson, Julian, Kalb- 
fleisch, Francis W. Kellogg, Kernan, Knapp, Law, Lazear, 
Le Blond; Mallory, Marvin, McDowell, Melde; MeKin- 
ney, Middleton, Moorhead, Morrill; Daniel Morris, James 
R. Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, Nelson, Noble, Charles 
O'Neill, Jobn ONeill, Pendieton, Perham, Price, Pruyn, 
Samuel J. Randall, Alexander IL Rice, John ÍH, Rice, 
Rogers, James S. Rollins, Schenck, Scott, Starr, John B. 
Steele, Stiles, Stuart, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, Wadsworth, Ward, Webster, Whaley, 
Wheeler, Joseph W. White, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
bridge—90, 

NAYS—Mesers. Alley, Ames, Baily, John D. Baldwin, 
Baxter, Blow, Boyd, Broomall, William G. Brown, Dixon, 
Donnelly, Driggs, Farnsworth, Garfield, Hooper, Hulburd, 
Kasson, Kelley, Loan, Longyear, Lovejoy, McBride, Mc- 
Clurg, Norton, Orth, Pike, Scofield, Shannon, Smith, Spat- 
ding, Stebbins, Stevens, William B. Washburn, Williams, 
and Wilder—36. os 

So the bill was passed. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. SMITH stated that Mr. RANDALL was 
absent in consequence of indisposition, 

Mr: CHANLER announced that Mr. Fer- 
wanpo Woop was detained at his house by sick- 
ness. i 

The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, ets 

Mr. BOUTWELL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table,“ 

The latter motion was agreed to. . i 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I moveto amend the title 
by striking out the present title and inserting in 
lieu thereof the following: ; 

An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to an- 
ticipate the payment of interest on the public debt. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROOKS. I wish the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts to give me an opportunity to say 
a few words of explanation. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The matter is beyond my 
control, 

Mr. BROOKS.. J ask unanimous consent. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROOKS. 1 desired originally to make 
some remarks upon the bill, but was prevented 
by what I deemed discourtesy on the part of my 
colleague, (Mr. Sresnins.} My colleague has 
since explained it to me very satisfactorily. As 
itis altogether unnecessary now to say anything 
as to the merits of the bill, I will simply say that 
I am glad it bas passed in its present form. 

Mr. BOUTWELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment to. the title was agreed 
to; and also moved to lay the motion to. recon- 
sider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER proceeded, as the next. busi- 
ness in order, to call on committees for reports, 
beginning with the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. ; 

INDIAN DEPREDATIONS IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committeeon Indian 
Affairs, reported back adversely a bill providing 
i for the examination of claims for Indian depre- 
i dations in the T'erritory of New Mexico; whieh 


| was laid on the table, 
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“CINDEAN AGENTS IN NEW MEXICO. 
“Mr, WINDOM also, from the sare committee, 
yeported back adversely. House bill No. 106, to 
provide for. the’ appointment of Indian agents in 
i w-Mexito; which was laid on the table. 
“INDIAN DEPREDATIONS-IN UTAH, 


‘Mr. WINDOMalso, from the same committee, | 


reported. back adversely House bill. No. 221, to 
provide for the appointment of commissioners to 
ascertain and report to.the Secretary. of the Inte- 
rior the losses sustained by the people of the Ter- 
ritory of Utah by Indian depredations; which 
was laid on the table.. ..) 

INDIANS IN“NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. WINDOM, from the same committee, re- 
Ported a Will to authorize the making of treaties 
with the Navajo, Apache, and Utah Indian tribes 
in New Mexico, defining their limits and extin- 
guishing their titles to lands outside of said lim- 
its; which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. n ; 

UTAH INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


Mr. WINDOM, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, witha substitute, House bill No. 220, 
to vacate the present Indian reservations in Utah 
Territory, and to settle the Indians in the Uinta 

we Valley; and asked that it be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

The substitute authorizes and requires the Sec- 
‘retary of the Interior to cause the several Indian 
reservations heretofore made or occupied as such 
in the ‘Territory of Utah, excepting Uinta valley, 
to be surveyed into tracts or lots not exceeding 
eighty acres each, to cause such tracts or lots to 
be sold upon sealed bids, on public advertisement, 
to the highest and best bidder, and to apply the 
proceeds of the sales to the construction of im- 
provements on. reservations that may be. estab- 
Hshed, or to the purchase of stock, agricultural 
implements, or such other useful articles as may 
seem best adapted to the wants and requirements 
of the Indians; provided no tract of land shall be 
sold for less ‘than its appraised value in eash, to 
be duly ascertained by commissioners to-be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The second section authorizes and requires the 

superintendent of lodian affairs to collect and set- 
tle the Indians of the ‘Ferritory of Utah iù the 
Uinta valley, which is set apart for the perma- 
nent settlement and exclusive occupation of such 
various tribes of Indians in said Territory as may 
be induced to inhabit it. 
o Thethird section appropriates $30,000 to be ex- 
pended by the superintendent of Indian affairs in 
the Territory of Utah for the purpose of making 
agricultural improvements in the Uinta valley, 
for the comfort of the Indian tribes, and to enable 
them to become self-sustaining. 

The substitute was agreed to. F 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

< Mr. WINDOM called for the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. KINNEY. Is it in order now to discuss 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Tellers were ordered on the demand for the 

revious question; and Messrs. Houman und 
ovEJOY were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—- 
ayes 59, noes 32.. The Speaker voted in the af- 
firmative, making a quorum. 

So the previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to lay the bill on the 
table. 

The motion was disagreed to, 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. WINDOM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on tle table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UTAH INDIAN LANDS. i 
Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported back House bill No. 222, to 


AR 


| extinguish-the Indian:title to lands in the Terri- 
| tory-of Utah suitable for agricultural and mineral 


d substitute; which was referred to the Committee 


purposes, with an amendment in the nature of a 


of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or- 
dered to be printed. f 


x OREGON INDIANS. 


Mr. WINDOM, from. the same committee, re- 
ported back House bill No. 97, making an ap- 
propriation for the purpose of negotiating trea- 
ties with the Indian tribeg of southern and eastern 
Oregon. * : j 

Mr. STEVENS. Is not that to make treaties 
with the Indians we have just removed? 

Mr. WINDOM. No, sir. I do not think we 
have. removed these Indians. i : 

Mr. STEVENS. , I thought we had just made 
an appropriation for the removal of these Indians. 

Mr. WINDOM. These are not the same In- 
dians. 
` Mr. COM® This bill makes an appropriation, 
and under the rules must go to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

TheSPEAKER. If the gentleman insists upon 
his point of order the Chair will be compelled to 
sustain It. 

Mr. COX. Ido not know that J have any ob- 
jection to the bill, but I do not understand all its 
provisions, and I prefer that it shall go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, where we may discuss it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have 
an opportunity to discuss it in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union after all the ap- 
propriation bills have been disposed of. [Laugh- 
ter. 

idr. COX. That will answer my purpose. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

UNEMPLOYED GENERAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a joint resolution to drop 
from the rolls of the Army unemployed general 
officers; which was read a first and second time. 

‘The joint resolution was read at length, 

Mr. SCHENCK. Supposing this joint reso- 
lution to be so plain and distinct in its character, 
the resolution itself so brief,and involving so few 
points, that it can be understood by gentlemen all 
around the Hall without difficulty, and also from 
the fact that I endeavored to report itsome weeks 
ago, and, failing to get the opportunity, it was 
printed in the Globe, and copied generally into 
the press of the country, I shall ask the House 
to vote upon it without delay. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire toask the gentleman 
a question. Since this bill hes been introduced, 
a number of gentlemen from the Mississippi val- 
ley interested in the service of the quartermas- 
ter’s department have made the inquiry as to what 
will be the effect of it upon Brigadier General 
Robert Allen, who has been stationed at St. Louis, | 
and probably more recently at Louisville, who 
has mainly had charge of the quartermaster’s de- 
partmentin the West. He has been under orders 
there for a considerable time. Now, the inquiry 
I want to make is, whether the effeet of this res- 
olution will be to dismiss him from the service 
or not? 

Mr. SCHENCK. Iwill first say that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, in framing this bill, 
had no reference to the particular officers who 
would be affected under it. Believing that the 
public service would be benefited by the passage 
of a bill of this description, and without any re- 
gard to those who might be affected by it in one 
way or another, the Committee on Military Affairs 
came to the conclusion to present their recom- 
mendation in the form of a joint resolution, and į 
to recommend its passage by the House. 

If, however, the gentleman who makes this in- 
quiry will direct his attention to the joint resolu- 
tion itself, he will find that itis not directed to 
those general officers who do not happen to have 
been in command of divisions or brigades; it is | 
not directed to those who have no commands but | 
are engaged in the performance of active duties, 
although it may not have been ina capacity suit- 
able.to their respective ranks. And inasmuchas | 
it has been determined by the Department and by | 
the President of the United States to put at the i 
head of quartermaster departments in some de- | 


partments of the Army officers having the rank | 


which General Allen holds, as.long as the Execu- 
tive Departments sée proper to keep them in thosa 
positions, this resolution will not affect them. I 
repeat, the resolution does notapply to those who 
are simply without commands. ; i 

Now, furthermore, if the gentleman will look 
into the letter of the Secretary of War, which has | 
been sent here in response to a resolution of this 
House, and which has been printed, he will-find 
there are fourteen major generals entirely unem- 
ployed and sixteen brigadier generals entirely un 
employed, and that there are thirty-nine major 
generals. and brigadier generals—I do not recollect 
precisely the: proportion of each—who have no 
commands, but who are employed in various 
ways, in the War Department, at the head of the 
quartermaster’s department at important points, 
on boards of various descriptions, on courts-mar- 
tial, some in one way and some in another, but 
not in command of brigades. or divisions. 

That being the fact, if there be among thosé 
thirty-nine officers any whose employment is of 
a character that would be proper to an officer of 
an inferior grade, a captain, colonel, or major, in 
the opinion and discretion of the President of the 
United States, he will be compelled to give him 
some better employment than that, or the official 
will fall within the meaning of this rule. Ft was 
impossible to draw up the resolution so as to ex- 
clude all discretionary power on the part of the 
President of the United States.. The broad dis- 
cretionary power is left with the Executive. He 
will be compelled to find employ ment for these un- 
employed officers, and he will be compelled to say 
that those who are now employed in some capa- 
city not proper to their respective grades of rank 
shall be employed on higher duties, or else they 
will fall within the provisions of this resolution. 

I have made this statement in reply to my col- 
league, and { will be glad to explain any point in 
the resolution which gentlemen do not now un- 
derstand. Belicving, as the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs do, that it is a public necessity and 
propriety that this resolution should pass at once, 
if there be no farther explanation needed, 1 will 
demand the previous question. 

Mr. COX. I understand that the President of 
the United States has now the power to drop from 
tho roll of the Army any officer who is unem- 

oyed. 

E Mr. SCHENCK. The President has full dis; 
cretion to dismiss any officer from the service in 
the exercise of the arbitrary power he possesses; 
butitis not clear that it would not be improper 
for him to exercise that power without good rea- 
son for so doing. 

Mr. COX. I understand that this resolution 
does give the President the arbitrary power to dis- 
miss any officer atany time without assigning any 
reason whatever, 

Mr. SCHENCK. It gives the President nò 
such power. The resolution drops the officer when 
the officer comes within the provisions of the res- 
olution, There must be a discretion in the Presi- 
dent to sce that every officer is employed accord- 
ing to his grade or rank, and no other discretion 
is left with him. 

Mr. VOORHEES took the floor. 

Mr. SCHENCK. One ata time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not expect the chair- 
man of the Committeeon Military Affairs to yicld 
tome. I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] 
to yield to me. i 

Mr. SCHENCK. Icannot yield now. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ihave no request to make 
to the gentleman, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana must make his request to the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Scnexcx,} or he cannot get the floor. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I have yielded to my col- 
league. : 

Mr. COX. Has this bill been printed? 

Mr. SCHENCK, It has not been printed by 
order of the House, but it has becn printed in the 
Congressional Glove, and in all the newspapers 
throughout the country. 

Mr. COX. My colleague understands very 
well that there is something in this bill which we 
cannot comprehend now, something of a persoval 
nature, although he protests in advance there ig 
not. I do not think that my colleague intends to 
do that. I hope he is too gallant to strike atany 
brother officer, J ask my colleague to postpone 
the resolution for a day or two, until it can be 
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printed, and so that we may sce whether there is 
any back-handed strike at any general now un- 
happily unemployed. : 

Mr. SCHENCK. If my colleague will deal in 
direct inquiry I will understand him. -E do not 
understand or regard his insinuations. There is 
nothing in the resoldtion I do not clearly under- 
stand. There is nothing concealed in it. If my 
colleague wants to know whether it includes one 
general or another, and will ask the question, if 
it be in my power I will answer, Thereis noth- 
ing concealed in it, and there is no propriety in 
intimating such a thing. But Icannotallow itto 
go over upon the mere suspicion that there is some- 
thing wrong, when we know that nothing wrong 
or sinister is intended, and when we repel any 
such insinuations. 

Mr. COX: The gentleman need not repelany 
insinuation until I make it upon him. I do not 
know whether this bill strikes at Frémont or Mc- 
Clellan or 

Mr. SCHENCK. It strikes neither. 

Mr. COX, I do not know but that the gentle- 
man may himself misinterpret the effect of this 
bill, if notits intent. I would like to understand 
what it does mean. I do not take things for 
granted simply because they come from the Mil- 
itary Committee, or because they come from that 
side of the House. I want to understand it for 
myself, when I am called on to strike off thirty- 
nine officers in certain conditions from certain 
employments. Who is to be helped by it? Is 
there to be any saving to the Government in this 
way? Are others to be appointed in the places 
of those struck down? Let us understand what 
it does mean. Ido not deal in insinuationsatall, 
but I want to make charges openly and boldly 
when I can understand the intent and meaning 
of this bill. : 

Ido not know that the gentleman from Ohio 
intends to strike at Frémont or McClellan, or any 
other meritorious officers; but give us at least the 
opportunity to have this bill printed and dis- 
cussed fairly; and I for one will give ita fair dis- 
cussion. 

Ido not stand here the advocate of any man 
unemployed. I know, so far as General McClel- 
Jan is concerned, he does not ask any favor from 
that side of the House. If they choose to force 
him out of the service or to resign, let them pur- 
sue that course. If they propose to take from 
him his pay, let them go on and do so. He has 
lost already in the public service every dollar he 
has made in civil life. He is now reduced in pay, 
and it may be the object of this bill, so faras Í 
know, to strike off the pay which properly belongs 
to him. I want this thing fully examined, and 
to secure that was the only object of the interrup- 
tion | have made. 

Mr.SCHENCK. Mycolleague being through, 
I will simply say that when this joint resolution 
was proposed to be reported several weeks ago 
from the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
brought to the attention of the House by being 


read at the Clerk’s desk, my colleague [Mr. Cox] | 


objected upon the ground that he supposed there 
nught be a cat under the meal. F do not know 
as Í use his exact language. 

Mr. COX. No, sir. 1 do not use such cx- 
pressions yet, 

Mr. SCHENCK. My colleague suspected 
some covert design; my colleague thought some- 
body was struck at. I think [ have his words 
now. Accordingly, as it required the unanimous 
consent of the House to introduce the resolution 
as offered, it was at that time withdrawn because 


of that objection made by my colleague. Butal- į 


though it was withdrawn it went into the debates 
of the day; it was printed, and went into the news- 
papers of the country as being a proposition 
of great public interest, and worthy of being re- 
peated by those who cater for the public taste 
and information. Now my colleague is not apt 
to shut his eyes to what is contained in the news- 
papers. He is keen, he is shrewd, he iscritical, 
as we have scen to-day; and 1 cannot but believe 
that when this bill proposed in the House passed 
into the public prints of the day my colleague 
took an opportunity to see what it was. F 
having a mind of that class and character, I am 
sure must have understood it; because I appeal 
to this House onall sides whether the provisions 
of this bill, simply as read at the Clerk’s desk, 
are not of so clear and distinet and precise a 


He, | 


_weeks since, there were twenty-five unemployed 


| of any of these officers, whose friends may be on 


character as to be capable of being comprehended 
without even any special shrewdness in order-to 
guide one to a proper conclusion as to. whatis in- 
tended. ` Pgs uS 

Mr. COX. I will say to my colleague, so. far 
as- that is concerned, that I have been in the habit 
of looking at our files for the bills to be passed upon 
by us. Ihave not seen this bill in the newspa- 
pers, or in the Congressional Globe. It was re- 
ferred baek to the gentleman’s committee, and 
now, for the firsttime, is brought into the House 
in form, and pressed upon us for passage. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Mr. Speaker, this bill is re- 
ported in this state of facts, and my colleague com- 
pels me to repeat them. We find by official re- 
port that at the time that report was made, some 


general officers, fourteen major generals and eleven 
brigadier generals entirely unemployed. At the 
same time there were thirty-nine employed, some 
of them in duties according with thei grades and 
others in duties not according with their grades. 
There were, in short, sixty-four general officers 
withoutany command. It was not thought proper 
by the Committee on Military Affairs, observing 
this erying evil, observing this large number of 
general officers drawing trom the United States 
pay amounting in the aggregate to something like 
three hundred thousand dollars a year, to propose 
to drop them from the rolls arbitrarily, to dismiss 
them from the service; but it was thought right to 
appeal to the Executive and to say to him, as we 
do virtually say by this joint resolution, “ Here 
you have, at great expense to the country, a large 
number of officers entirely unemployed. As to 
them we ask you to give them some employment, 
or else we, by Jegislative action, will direct them 
to be dropped from the roils. There are others, 
some of whom are not employed in duties appro- 
priate to their ranks; we ask you, as to them, to 
give them proper and appropriate employment, 
and not employ them in duties that should be per- 
formed by subordinates. If you do not, we will 
have to treat them in like manner by legislation, ”? 
This is a warning to the Executive. Itis instruc | 
tions to the Executive. And its action is contin- 
gent on what sball be the action of the Executive. 

Now, Ido not think itneeds that I should defend 
the motives of the Military Committee in propos- 
ing a bill of this kind. The general demand of 
the country is but responded to by such a reso- 
lution, The general need of something to be done 
is but responded to. Jt is but answering to that 
general demand, and providing for that general 
need, that something shall be done to correct this 
evil. The committee reports it without reference 
to any particular individual or officer who may 
or may not be affected by it. 

The gentleman [Mr. Cox] has managed to get 
off a speech in regard to McClellan. It was en- 
tirely uncalled for. General MeClelian will be 
affected by the provisions of this bill unless Gen- 
eral McClellan be employed. General Frémont 
will, in like manner, be affected unless General 
Frémont be employed. And so with General | 
Buell and other general officers. 

I have nothing to. say on the merits or demerits 


the one or on the other side of this House. All 
that I say and that { report is, that a public ne- 
cessity exists for correcting thisevil, and the com- 
mittee has sought to correct it. F will not even | 
be drawn into any inguiry as to the merits, com- | 
parative or intrinsic, of any of these officers. 


does not need that E shall respond to anything j 
| said by gentlemen on the other side of the House, 


It does not need that I should enter into a dis- | 
cussion involving the merits, the capacity, the | 
gallantry, the deeds, or the character of any of 
these officers. All 1 say is, that the legislative | 
department of the Government desircs that the | 
country shall not be taxed to keep up a large num 


ber of officers who are rendering no service as an | 


equivalent for the pay that theyreceive. The reso- | 
lution recites, not as a part of its effective matter, 
but as a portion of the preamble inducing to the | 


effective part, that there are a great number of | 
officers who are now performing duties that per- | 
tain to subordinate officers. There are colonels, | 


meritorious, gallant men, covered with scars and | 


glory, in the armics of the Potomac and of the 
Sonihwest, who have gone through battle after 
battle, who have served year aficr year,and who 


are not merely for months, but almost for years 


aah 


in the command of brigades, having all. the’re- 
sponsibilities, all the duties, all-the ‘obligations, 
everything except the rank and pay appartenant 
to the: position which they have. been filling. “One 
effect of the passage of this-measure willbe; that 
while we, set aside those who aremt performing 
the duties appropriate to their rank, we shall, by 
thus setting them aside, make openings. for: the 
gallant officers who have -been bearing .the--heat 
and burden of the day; who have been doing the 
work while these other gentlemen have beendraw- 
ing the pay. -- eee EEO 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. | I wish: to. inquire: of the 
gentleman if there is not now: authority in the 
President to drop these general officers, without 
any resolution whatever, andiwhether they can- 
not be dropped without any further legislation 
upon the part of Congress? — : 

Mr. SCHENCK. He has power to:dismiss 
them from the Army, butthat would imply some- 
thing wrong on their part. We-desire no such 
thing.. We desire that by our legislation officers, 
who have been and. shali be for a long. time en- 
tirely unemployed, may. be simply-dropped ‘from 
the rolls of the Army. by virtue of that legislation, 
without implying anything wrong on their ‘part, 
or attaching any disgrace or dishonor: to: them, 
For the President to dismiss them absolutely and 
arbitrari}y:would imply impropriety on'theit-part, 

Mr. GANSON. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio if the committee have any information 
why these officers are not employed? i : 

Mr. SCHENCK. We have not. Lhave no 
doubt that some of them ought to be employed, 
who ought to have commands assigned them, 
while there are others who, perhaps, ought to be 
employed in different vocations than the military 
service: i : eae 

Mr. KERNAN. As I understand this resolu- 
tion, its effect is absolutely to drop from the rolla 
of the Army every officer who has been unem- 
ployed for a certain length of time on the 15th of 
this month. i ; i 

Mr. SCHENCK. And who shall be unem- 
ployed then. 

Mr. KERNAN. Now, does the committee 
doubt that some of these officers: who would be 
included in that category are meritorious officers? 
If so, they ought not to be thus dropped out be- 
cause they have not been employed by any:au- 
thority. It seems to me it is important that the 
men who are not fit for these places. should be 
dismissed, or in some way be taken out of the 
service, while itis more important for us to retain 
those who have merit, and I think the resolution 
| should provide some mode of discriminating be- 
tween these ‘classes of officers. 

- In conversation the other day with an officer 
holding a high position in. the military service, 
while alluding to these unemployed officers, he 
said there were many of them who were never 
fit to hold the positions they occupied and ought 
to be dismissed, while there were others who were 
meritorious officers and ought to be retained; that 
there should not bea general dismissal of all this 
class of officers without discrimination as to 
| whether they had merit or not. I hope the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs will perfect some meus- 
| ure by which that discrimination shall be made, 

and not require the House to pass to-day upon 
so sweeping a measure as this. i hatte 

Mr. SCHENCK.  Linfer from the inquiries of 
the gentleman that he is of the opinion that there 
are among the unemployed officers, and among 
those not employed in positions suitable to their 
rank, those who ought to be employed differently. 

Mr. KERNAN. [have not that information 
which would enable me to judge correctly as to 
who are meritorious. It is clear that there are 
some of these unemployed officers who: are per- 
fectly unworthy to retain position in the Army; 
and I take it for granted there are others more 
meritorious; and the inquiry I make is whether 
it is just thus to inflict this punishment upon them 
in consequence of these unworthy officers being 
unemployed? . Ar 

Mr. SCHENCK. Ifthe gentleman hadallowed 
me to finish my sentence he woùld“have had no 
occasion to interrupt me. Isaid that there were: 
in this list officers of high standing and character 
who, in my judgment, ought to be employed. 
said also that, in my: opinion, there were officers 


i employed in subordinate capacities who ought to 


have commands.in accordance with their rank. 
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; Mr. KERNAN, Then, Isay, letus get some: 
scheme ‘that-will discriminate between the mer- : 


-itorious.and those without merit, Let: us have 
‘Some. tribunal. that will sift them out, and dis- 
miss the unworthy, while they retain the worthy, 
. Mr. SCHENCK. . [heard the gentleman upon 
that point, and I-beg to- say that while we-agree 
in our premises, -L think we do notin our con- 
clusions: < You: must leave ‘the discretion some- 
where; you must leave.the discretion of exercising 
this arbitrary: powex with the Executive, who is 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, in 
‘respect -to.the employment of officers in such po- 
sitions ashe may sec fit to assign them. Now, 
sir, it is not for us to inquire how, when a man 
-reaches ‘the high position of a general officer, he 
shall beparticulatly employed... We must neces- 
sarily leave that to the authority which is to em- 
ploy: him. I can easily understand that an officer 
may not be suitably employed. I can easily un- 
derstand that an officer may be fitted for-a great 
many duties, and that he may not be cqual to the 
articular duties of the grade orrank to which he 
happens to. be promoted. It does not necessarily 
follow. that that officer should be dismissed from 
the service with disgrace, that he should be dis- 
charged arbitrarily, as if he had done something 
wrong... Therefore we propose to strip the ques- 
tion of all accidents of that kind... We propose 
to remove all abjectionsarising from cases of that 
character and to bring it downto the simple pro- 
vision, that; finding thatthe Presidentofthe United 
States dues not employ officers tinder the discre- 
tion confided to him, we, representing the Treasury 
of the people, shall say to the President, after due 
notice and consideration, that unless unemployed 
officers shall be employed, and unless officers 
shall be employed according to their rank, they 
shall be dropped and others appointed to fill their 
places; That is the whole extent and meaning 
of the resolution. It does not go further. i 
Mr. HOLMAN. - In looking over the bill with 
care, it does not seem to me thattone of the evils 
complained of has. been remedied, and tbatis in 


reference to the staf of a general officer relieved of 


command. lsuggestto the gentleman from Ohio 
an amendment to his resolution, like this: that 
whenever a general officer shall be relieved trom 


actual service for any cause, the staff officers of 


such general officer shall be assigned to other duty 
or dismissed from the service, 
The reason for that is this: in looking over the 


report made to the House by the Secretary of 


ar, I notice that a single general had on his 
staff since relieved from duty six oficers—three 
colonels, a lieutenant colonel, a major, anda cap- 
tain, receiving pay during the entire time amount- 
ing to $10,000 a year. Ft seems to me if from any 
cause a general officer is relieved from duty, his 
stalf officers should be assigned to other duty or 
dismissed from the service. [trust that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will accept my amendmentas a 
modification of the resolution. 

Mr.SCHENCK. Lcannotconsent to that,and 
for this: reason: this Congress will find it incon- 
venient to take command of the Army. It will be 
inconvenient forus to suy when an officer has been 
relieved from one duty be shall be appointed to 
another. If we undertake that, we will find our- 
selves undertaking a control and discretion which 
must be left necessarily to the Presidentand those 
who act for him in the Departments. It is only 
when the evil becomes crying, it is only when the 
oflicers haveremained unemployed for along time, 
for a quarterofa year, and not employed when the 
resolution goes into effect, still remaining unem- 

t ployed, that Congress shallinterfereas proposed; 
that men shal! no longer continue to receive pay 
without rendering an equivalent inthe way of ser- 
vice. ‘The exigencies of the service do notalways 
afford immediate employment for officers. It may 
be two or three weeks before employment can be 
found for an officer when relieved from duty. It 
may be that a great many circumstances require 
the officer to be relieved from duty which eannot 
be knownexcepttotheofficerincommand. There- 
fore relieving Irom duty and putting onduty can- 
not be made by legislation, but must bo subject 


ta the diseretion left with the commander of the f 


Army. `i demand the previous question. 

Mr. COX. 
be offered on this side of the House, and we think 
it no more than fair and just that we should have 
an opportunity to discuss the resolution, I hope 


There are various amendments to | 


that this shall be done. 


that my colleague will not press 1t to a vote to- 
day; that he will letthe resolution be printed, and 
let amendments we deem essential be voted on. 
We will then assist him to have action on the 
measure. This side of the House is determined 
We will have a fair dis- 
cussion of the subject, and an opportunity to pre- 
sentamendments. f 

I know the gentleman has made a frank and 
fair exposition of this bill, but-we do not under- 
stand itin the lightin-which he has explained it, 
and think that certain amendments should be of- 
fered. I ask the gentleman in all fairness not to 
press the resolution to a vote this evening. Give 
us some opportunity to amend it. If the gentle- 
man will yield me the floor for that purpose, I 
will move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I cannotyield for that pur- 
pose. The gentleman asks me to withdraw the 
demand for the previous question in order that 
some measpre may be taken to give time to con- 
sider this resolution. I wasabout to consent, but 


| I understand the gentleman has indulged ina threat 


if I do not 

Mr. COX. No,sir; I cautiously avoided giv- 
ing expression to any threat; and my gallant col- 
jenene ought not to be seared by a threat any- 
low. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Ido not think we should go 
on paying and paying those who for some reason 
or other are not rendering services; but if the gen- 
tleman says he does not make a threat I agree 
that the resolution shall be made a special order 
for some future time. 

Mr. COX. That will be right. 
tleman fix his time. 

Mr. SCHENCK. What day, Mr. Speaker, 
can this be made a special order? 

Mr. COX. The Ist day of April, I suggest. 
(Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would say there 
are no special orders now in the House, All spe- 
cial orders are in Committee of the Whole House. 
It can be made the special order for any morning 
except Friday next, to which time a question of 
privilege is postponed, 

Mr. SCHENCK. Then I will say Thursday 
next. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘That is not long enough. 
Ido not object in any captious spiritatall. 1 hope 
gentlemen will give us reasonable time. 

The SPEAKER. What day does the gentle- 
man suggest? 

Mr. VOORTIERS, Say Tuesday ofnext week, 

Mr. SCHENCK. That will be satisfactory. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
ordered to be printed and made the special order 
for Tuesday next, after the morning hour, and 
from day to day until disposed of, 

Mr. SCHENCK. It is proposed in the bill 
that it shall take effect from the 15th day of March, 
which is the day to which its consideration is 
postponed. That day was selected by the com- 
mittce because the bill was prepared some time 
since. I suggest, therefore, now, thatthe resolu- 
tion be modified so as to take effect on the Ist of 
April instead of the 15th of March. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
modified accordingly. * 
AMBULANCE SYSTEM. 

Mr. SCUIENCK, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported back an act (S. No. 30) to 
establish a system of ambulances in the United 
States Army, witgsundry verbal amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to, and the bill 
ordered to be read a third time; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which tbe bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PROVOST MARSHAL GENERAL. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a Bill to increase the rank, 
pay, and emoluments of the Provost Marshal 
General; which was read a first and second time 
by its title. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would inquire what is the 
present rank of that officer? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. Colonel. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And this bill proposes to 
make him a brigadier géneral? 


Let the gen- 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. Yes. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. : 

Mr. FRANK demanded the yeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . , 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 68, nays 26; as follows: — 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ancona, Arnold, Ashley, John 
D; Baldwin, Baxter, Francis P. Blair, Blow, Broomall, 
William G. Brown, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Deming, Don- 
nelly, Driggs, Eden, Eliot, Farnsworth, Ganson, Garfield, 
Hate, Harrington, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, 
Hulburd, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W.. Kellogg, 
Lazear, Longyear, Marvin, McAllister, McBride, McClarg, 
Me{ndoe, ‘Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Amos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Norton, Charles O'Neill, 
Orth, Pendleton, Perham, Samuel J. Randall, Alexander 
H. Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, James 8. Rol- 
lins, Schenck, Shannon, Stebbing, Stiles, Stuart, Sweat, 
Thayer, Upson, Wadsworth, Ward, Webster, Williams, 
Wilder, and Windom—68. 5 

NAYS—Messrs. Ailison, Augustus C. Baldwin, Bout- 
well, Chanter, Dawes, Dixon, Eckley, Eldridge, Frank, 
Holman, John H. Hubbard, William Johnson, Law, Le 
Blond, Middleton, Daniel Morris, Noble, John O'Neill, Pike, 
Price, Rogers, Scofield, Tracy, William B. Washburn, Jo- 
seph W. White, and Wilson—26. , 


So the bill was passed. . 


Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and alsomoved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAY AND PENSIONS OF CHAPLAINS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back sundry memorials 
from chaplains of the Army, accompanied by & 
bill to amend section nine of the act approved 
July 17, 1862, entitled “An act to define the pay 
and emoluments of certain officers of the Army, 
and for other parposes;” which was read a first 
and second time. 

The first section of the bill provides that from 
and after the passage of this act chaplains in the 
regular and volunteer service, and in hospitals, 
shall not suffer any diminution of their pay and 
allowances when absent from duty on leave, on 
account of sickness or other disability, or when 
held by the enemy as prisoners. 

The second section of the bill so amends the 
pension act of July, 1862,as to include chaplains 
m the regularand volunteer service; provided that 
the pension to which a chaplain shall be entitled 
for total disability shall be twenty dollars a month; 
and it provides that the provisions of the act to 
which the section isan amendment shall apply 
to the widaws, children, mothers, and sisters of 
chaplains of the land forces who have died. since 
the 4th day of March, 1861, or shall die of wounds 
or disease contracted in the service of the United 
States, or while such chaplains are or shall be in 
the line of their duty. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ARMY, STORDKEEPERS. 


Mr. FARNS RTH also, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported back sundry 
memorials from storekeepers in the United States 
Army, asking Congress to enact a law defining 
their rank, and moved that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
same, and that they be laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. < 


MILITARY ROAD IN WASHINGTON, 
Mr. FARNSWORTH also, from the same 


committee, reported back bill of the House No. 
115, granting lands to the Territory of Washing- 
ton to aid in the construction of a military road 
from Fort Walla-Walla to Puget Sound, with an 
amendment in the shape of an additional section, 
and with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. : 

Mr. JULIAN. Lhopethe gentleman will with- 
draw that demand. 


1864. 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iwill doso, and yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. JULIAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope that the 
passage of this bill will not be insisted on at this 
time. The bill has not been printed, and we have 
had no opportunity to scrutinize.its provisions. 
It makes an immense grant of the public domain, 
and we ought at least to have.an opportunity of 
carefully examining it. There are bills of this 
character now before Congress granting about one 
hundred millionacres of the public domain which 
the homestead bill designed to reserve for the peo- 
ple themselves for the purpose of actual settlement 
and improvement. 1 am opposed to frittering 
away the publie domain of the United States by 
indirection, as wellas by any policy of open aban- 
donment. [hope thatthe bill will be recommitted 
and printed, so that we may have an opportunity 
at some future period of examining it. If the 
gentleman from Illinois will yield to me for the 
purpose, I will make that motion. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, sir; I cannot yield 
to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I would ask the gentleman 
from Illinois how many acres of the public do- 
main this bill appropriates? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Tt appropriates the 
alternate sections for three miles on each side of 
the proposed road, which is about two hundred 
and fifty miles in length between the termini. 

Mr. ASHLEY. How many acres ofland does 
it appropriate? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
number of acres. 

Mr. ASHLEY. What is the estimated cost of 
the road per mile? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I donotknow. There 
has been no survey of the road as yet, and no 
such estimate has been made. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Then [hope the bill will not 
be put through in this way. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This bill is precisely 
like other bills which have passed Congress at 
previous sessions, granting lands to aid in the 
construction of military roads and turnpikes. 
There is a large section of country, probably two 
thirds of the distance over which this road is to be 
constructed, which is a desert, where the lands are 
utterly worthless,and there is no portion of the 
country through which the road is to be built 
where settlers will go and settle until you build 
the road. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, the emigrant is now 
obliged, from the want of a road between these 
two points across the Cascade mountains, to sell 
his stock, or give itaway, or leaveitin the mount- 
ains in the vicinity of Walla-Walla, and take 
boat and go down the Columbia river before he 
can reach the western slope of the mountains. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, there seems to 
be some doubt in the minds of members as to the 
merits of this bill,and it would be well if the 
House had some time to consider it. If my col- 
league will yield to me, I will make a motion to 
adjourn, g 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have no objection to 
yield for that purpose. 

Mr. NORTON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. . 

Mr. ANCONA. Willthe gentleman withdraw 
that motion that I may introduce a resolution of 
inquiry? 

Mr. NORTON. I will do so. 

EXPENSES OF THE MILITIA. 


Mr. ANCONA, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a resolution directing the Seéretary of War 
to inform the House as to the causes for the delay 
in the payment of the expenses of the draft of the 
militia in the State of Pennsylvania in October, 
1862, and to state whether any legislation is requi- 
site to facilitate and secure the prompt settlement 
of such expenses. 

Mr. NELSON. Lask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to amend the resolution so as to make it 
include also the militia of the State of New York, 

Mr. ANCONA. [accept the modification, and 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the resolution was agreed to. 

NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill to amend an act entitled 


I cannot state the 


| reported it with amendments. 


“An act to establish and equalize thegrade of line 
officers of the United States Navy,” approved July 
16, 1862; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to. the Committee on. Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. $ : 


HOMESTEADS FOR THE ARMY AND NAVY. 


Mr. JULIAN, by unanimous consent, reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands a bill to se- 
cure to persons in the military or naval service of 
the United States homesteads on confiscated or 
forfeited estates in insurrectionary districts; which 


was read a first and second. time, recommitted to || 


the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. NORTON. I now insist on my motion 
to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
forty minutes past four o’clock, p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, March 9, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, com- 
municating, in obedience to the act of July 14, 
1862, for the relief of preémptors on the home 
reservation of the Winnebagoes in the Blue Earth 
region, in the State of Minnesota, a schedule of 
claims presented under that act and the awards 
to be paid to the claimants for losses by reason 
of the appropriation of their settiements for Indian 
reservations; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am requested to present 
the memorial of the Ohio Wool-Growers’ Asso- 
ciation, recently assembled at Columbus, Ohio, 
in which they represent that the number of dogs 
enumerated in the State of Ohio is one hundred 
and seventy-five thousand, and the actual num- 
ber is nearly five hundred thousand; that the dep- 
redations of these dogs tend to prevent the growth 
of wool in that and the adjoining States; and they 

ray that Congress may lay a heavy tax on them. 
Faak that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

It was so referred. 

Mr. WILSON presented the memorial of T. 
Wë Higginson, colonel commanding the first regi- 
ment of South Carolina volunteers, praying for 
an appropriation to pay the enlisted men of that 
regiment the arrears-now due under the original 
contract of enlistment, and to legalize the pay- 
ments already made to it by Major W.J. Wood, 
paymaster; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia, 

Mr. MORGAN presented the memorial of 
George Griswold and others, citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, praying for indemnification for losses 
sustained by the spoliation on our commerce b 
French cruisers prior to September, 1800; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented nineteen memorials 
of citizens of Minnesota, remonstrating against 
any change being made by Congress in the act 
granting lands to that State for railroad purposes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. . 2. 4 
Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of -citi- | 


zens of Atsion, New Jersey, praying for an in- 
crease in the facilities for the transportation of 
mails, passengers, and freight between the cities 
of New York and Philadelphia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and | 
the Militia. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- | 
diciary, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 91) 
to quiet titles in favor of parties m actual posses- 
sion of lands situated in the District of Columbia, 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- | 
ferred a joint resolution (S. No. 28) declaring the 
objects of the war, reported it with an amend- 


ment. j 
: 1 
He also, from the same committee, to whom į 


i 
i 


| it be referred to the Committee on Claimss 


tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom: waste: 


relief of: Rev. W.:B. Matchett; asked toi 


was réeferred'a bill (GS: No. 151) relating t 
lains, and for 
amendment. roe z ee 

He also, fromthe samé committee, to.whol 
referred a bilti (H. R. No. 261) to'provide for. 
voluntary enlistment of any persons; residents-of: 
certain States, into the regiments’ óf other States, 
reported it without amendment.’ f i 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on 


chaps 
other puposes, reported it wi Hou 


ferred a joint resolution (H. R. Nos 47)ift 
charged from its further consideration , and 


was agreed to. . ; 
REGISTER TO STEAMER MOHAWK’ 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee ot Com- 


merce, to whom was referred a joint: resolation 
(S. No. 31) authorizing the issue ofa register to 
the steamer Mohawk, have instructed, meto re- 
port it back without amendment.. If there isna 
objection, I willask-thatit be put upon its passage 
now, as it will take buta moment, ete 
There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It-authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury:to 
issue an Americau register to the Canadiansbuilt 
steamer Mohawk now owned by. Warren Chaps 
man, George Parmelée, and Matthias Teetzel; of 
St. Joseph, in the State of Michigan. (i “atas 
The jointresolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. : aes 


INTEREST ON THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Finance to report back the joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 37) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Tredsuty to anticipate the payment 
of interest on the public debt, with an, amend- 
ment; and I move that itbe made the special order 
for one o’clock to-morrow. It is important to 
have the matter disposed of. 

Mr. FOOT. It would be 


better to fix it: for 


` half past twelve o'clock. 


Mr. SHERMAN. But it might give rise to 
debate, and if so it would go over at one o’clock 
if that weredone, _ ae 

Mr. FOOT. I make the suggestion merely be- 
cause if any matter should be Jeft as unfinished 
business to-day it would take precedence of this 
measure at onè o'clock if this were simply made 
a special order. . o Hig 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move tọ make this 
joint resolution the special order for half past 
twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

The motion wasagreed toby atwo-thirds vote. 


BRITISH PRESENT TO A SHIP-MASTER. 


Mr. SUMNER, The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the Presideént’s 
message relating to the schooner Highlander and 
the proposition giving to the master authority to 
receive a present from the British. Government, 
have had the same again under consideration, and 
have directed me to make a supplementary report 
in the shape of a resolution which I will send to 
the Chair. If there be no objection, I willask 
that it be acted on now. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the following resolution: 

Whereas it appears that the schooner Highlauder was 
notin the naval service of the Uuited States, and that, 
though in the service of the quartermaster's department, 
her master had no commission under the United States, 

Resolved, That the master of the Highlander is not a per- 
son holding an office of profit or trust under the United 
States, such as is contemplated in the Constitution in its 
prohibition ofan acceptance ofa present froma king, prince, 
or foreign State without the consent of Congress. 

Mr. SUMNER. In explanation of this reso- 
lution, Í send a letter from the Department of 
State to the Chair, which Lask to have read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
WASHINGTON, March &, 1864. 
Sır: In answer to your oral inquiries jn regard tothe 


' schooner Highlander, I have the honor to acquaintyouthat 


this Department has been officially informed that neither 
that vessel nor her commander were in the naval service. 
Informa! inquiries atthe War Department have resulted 
in ascertaining that she was in the service of the quarter- 
master’s department, but that the captain held no commis- 
sion under the United States. It may be questionable, 
therefore, whether he held such an office of trustand profit 
as is contemplated in the clause of the Constitution which 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


forbids the acceptance‘ ofi presents without the consent-of 
Congress. -Iri a case of doubt, however, it may: be conside 
ered preferable to refer the matter to Congress, as has been 
done in the instance of the Highlander. 
nF have the Honor to bë, sir, your obedient’servant, 
fo ge tebe eS $ WILLIAM H; SEWARD. 

Hon. Crtanues SUMNER; Chairmen of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, Senate. : : 


Mr. SUMNER. The committée have had the 
subject under consideration, and have directed me 
to report: the resolution which has been’ read, 
which would-be inthe nature of an answer by 
the Senate to the message of the President. 

‘The resolution was adopted. ` : 


Mri SUMNER. In order ‘to finish this sub- 
ject, 1 will ask the Senate to take up and indefi- 
nitely postpone the joint resolution we had under 
consideration the other day with reference to the 
master of the’ schooner. 

“The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 29) giving the assent of Congress 
to ‘the acceptance of a watch from the British 
Privy Council-of Trade, by the master of the 
American schooner Highlander, was indefinitely 
postponed, i 


JOIN DICKSON, 


Mr. MORGAN. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia, to whom 
was referred a bill (H, R. No. 296) for the bene- 
fit of John Dickson of Illinois, to reportit back, 
and ask that it be referred- to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Mr. HARLAN. I hope that’ bill will not be 
referred to the Committee on Claims, but that it 
will be taken up for consideration at this time. I 
have no doubt but that if the Senate spend two 
minutes in hearing the report of the House of 
Representatives, it will be passed without a dis- 
senting voice. It is a case of extreme hardship, 
im which a man will be ruined unless he receives 
reliof before next Saturday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first question 
will be ov agreéing to the report of the commit- 
‘tee. 4 

The zopan was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. | The Senator from 
Jowa now asks the Senate to give its unanimous 
consent to consider’ this bill at the present time. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill (LL.-R. No. 296) for the benefit 
of John Dickson, of Hlinois, as in Committee of 
the Whole. It directs that the sum of $21,000 be 

aid to John Dickson, of illinois, to compensate 

im for the damages he sustained by reason of the 
failure of J. W. Bolger, quartermaster of United 
States volunteers, to receive one hundred thousand 
‘bushels of corn tendered him by Diekson, undera 
contract therefor. 

Mr. WILLEY. Uhope that this bill will pass. 
I have the report of the committee of the House 
of Representatives which I will ask may be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: , 

The Committee on Military Aflairs, to whom was referred 
the petition of Jolin Dickson, for compensation for damages 
an account or the non-aeccptance of one hundred thousand 
bushels of corn by the Government, in pursuance of a con- 
tract made by Colonct Belger, quartermaster at Baltimore, 
beg loave to report: 

Tharthey find that the statements contained in the fol- 
lowing letter of Mr. Diekxou are. truc, and they reporta bill 
for hia relief, giving him the actual difference between the 
contract prico-—-soveanty- five cents per bushel—agreed to be 
paid hy the Government and price realized by Dickson for 
the corm when be was obliged to sell it in the market of 
Baltimore, niunely, titty-four cents. This is twenty-one 
cents per bushel, amounting to $21,000. This dovs notin- 
elude anything tor storage, drayage, or interest. 

WASHINGTON, D. U., February 26, 1864. 

My Dear Sin: Agroeable to your request } hand you 
the following statement: ` 

In the month of December, 1861, I purchased of J. W. 
Bell, ot diinois, a contract made with him by the Goyern- 
mont, at Baltimore, on the 28th day of November, 1861, for 
the delivery of one hundred thousand bushels of corn, to be 
deliveredin Baltimorca nine cents per bushel: 
cents per bushel for the -in all seventy 
bushel. Lagreed to pay Bell $900 for the contract, pro 
the quartermaster at Baltimore would sanction tire assign- 
ment of the contract by Bolito me. [deposited the money 
with agendeman in Chicago. And twas to take the contract i 
aud go on to Baltimore, and if the quartermaster would ae- 
knowledge the contract and the assignment to be right and 
correct, then 1 was to telegraph the gentleman in Chicago 
to pay over the money to Bell. I came on to Baltimore; 
caled upon the quarter er, (Major Belger} showed him 
the coutract with the nnent by Bell. Belger assured 
ane that it was all right, and would be carried out, aud or- 
dered my name to be puton his books inthe place of Bell's; 
also, when he made out bis report of contracts made with | 

different parties, I was one of the contractors named ; aud 
wy mune and contract were sent with others tothe receiver 
of produce at the Camden station of the Baltimore and 
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Obio railroad, but: there was no order sent to receive. the 
corn, aud I was put off from day to day for two months, 
the quartermaster stating that they had no capacity to. dis- 
pose of the corn, for they had such quantities on hand, and 
at the same time were receiving corn from other parties at 
two cents per bushel more than I was toget for mine. 
After waiting over two months, I made a written tender of 
the corntohim. He then referred me to the Quartermaster 
General in Washington, and when 1 called upon him he 
said they had more corn on hand than he could dispose of, 
but wanted to know why Belger referred these things to 
him, as he (Belger) made the contract. 

I heid the corn until the month of June, 1862, paying 
storage. It was during this month that the Quartermaster 
General refused to receive the corn. Then-I was compelled 
to sell on a low market in-hot weather, receiving at an av- 
erage of fifty-four cents per bushel, lcaving me at a loss of 
twenty-one cents per bushel, besides storage and the inter- 
est of money that Ehad borrowed to purchase the-corn and 
bags with. After I paid for the bags and corm, and ex- 
penses, I could not have made over one cent per bushel. 
However, I fulfilled my part of the contract ingood faith. 1 
never once thought but what the Government, through her 
agents, would do the same by ime. I borrowed the money 
to pay. for the corn and expenses, and my neighbors in- 
dorsed my notes, with the expectation that T would return 
the money in sixty days. I was not able to do so owing to 
the Government failing to receive the corn. When Ire- 
turned home F relieved my indorsers by giving trust deeds 
upon my property, which deeds matured several months 
since. I paid on them what money I received, and the 
time has been extended until now. I expended several 

sand dollars of my own, which leaves me now more 
than $25,000 worse off than when I commenced. In the 
mean time I was struck down by apoplexy, caused by cx- 
citement and over-exertion, and Lam now ruined in health 
and property. ‘The President has three times indorsed me 
and my claim, and requested that E should be relieved. 
The Committee on Military Affairs of the last Congress 
made a unanimous reportin my favor. Tt passed two read- 
ings in Congress without a dissenting voice. Judge Olin, 
the chairman of the committee, assured me that the case 
was too plain for a doubt; I feel that the claim is as honest 
and as just as Heaven itself. 
honorable conunitice, to save me from bankruptcy and 
want, yow in my advanced age. If t have done anything 
wrong on my part, then Ido not want it; butif T have hon- 
estly done my duty, then save me; defeat and disappoint- 
ment will send me to my grave. I plead that I have served 
the Government an honest, loyal man should do, and 
should not the Government be faithful to her engagements? 
In the name of God and justice F appeal to the honorable 
committee to examine my casc, and it they in their judg- 
ment consider it just, I will hope to get immediate relief 
that will save me from trouble and my property from being 
snerificed. It must be done at once or it will be too late. 
And I will ever pray. 

Your obedient servant, 

JOUN DICKSON, of Illinois. 
Hon. R. C. Scnencr, Chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, Washington, District of Columbia, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, wag read 
the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM TUE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. MePurnson, its Clerk, announced that 
the [Louse of Representatives had passed the bill 
of the Senate (No. 30) to establish a uniform 
system of ambulances in the armies of the United 
States, with amendments; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, in which the con- 
enrrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 220) to vacate and sell the present 
Indian reservations in Utah Territory and to set- 
tle the Indians of said Territory in the Uinta 
valley; 

A bill (No. 301) to amend an act for enrolling 
and calling out the national forces, so as to in- 


| ercase the rank, pay, and emoluments of the 


Provost Marshal General; and 
A bill (No, 302) to amend section nine of the act 
approved July 17, 1862, entitled “Anact to define 


| the pay and cmoluments of certain officers of the 


Army, and for other purposes.”’ 
BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Niconay, his Sceretary, announced 
that the President had approved and signed on 
the 8th instant the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 15) to incorporate the Washing- 
ton City Savings Bank; 

A bill (S. No. 19) for the relief of L. F. Car- 
tee; 

A bill (8. No. 39) to authorize the enrollment 
and license of the steam-tugs B. F. Davidson 
and W. K. Muir; 

A bill (S. No. 81) to apportion the expenses 
of the levy court of the county of Washington 
upon the basis of population; and 


A bill (S. No. 110) for the relief of John H. 


I pray for relict, and to this H 


| it without debate. 


PRINTING OF BILLS AND REPORTS. 


On motion of Mr. DOOLITTLE, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the bill to provide for the better organiza- 
tion of Indian affairs in California be printed. gis 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, it was 

Ordered; That the bill to regulate certain proceedings'in 
criminal aud civil cases, and for other purposes, be printeds 

On ‘motion of Mr. HOWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
communicated to the Senate on the 7th instant, and:re~ 
ferred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, be printed; 


Mr, POMEROY submitted the following reso~ 
lution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: — - Bye, 

Resolved, That three thousand copies of report No.25 
on bill 8. No. 99, to secure equality before the Jaw in the 


courts of the United States, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. POWELL gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to prevent the Seere~ 
tary of War-and others engaged in the military 
service of the United States from interfering with 
the freedom of religion. ; 


BILES INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CONNESS asked; and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution 
(S. No. 33) to enable the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to obtain the title to certain property in Car- 
son City, and Territory of Nevada, for the pur- 
poses of a branch mint located in said place; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

Committee on Public Lands. 

© Mr RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce aebill (S. No. 
157) for the relief of the citizens of the town of 
Denver, in the Territory of Colorado; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred.to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


PRINTING OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. RIDDLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of causing the laws, as the 
same are passed, from time to time during the session of 
Congress, to be printed for the use of the Senate. 


REPEAL OF FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


Mr. HARDING. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, and that the Senate take up House bill 
No. 116, in relation to university lands in Wash- 
ington Territory. 

Mr. SUMNER. I call for the special order, I 
must remind the Chair that there is a special or- 
der for this hour, half past twelve o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
of the day is now before the Senate. It escaped 
the recollection of the Chair, or the Chair would 
have called it up precisely at the hour named, 
The bill (S. No. 141) torepeal all acts for the ren- 
dition of fugitives from service or labor is now 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
. Mr. DAVIS. Lask the Secretary to read the 
order of the Senate making that bill the special 
order, for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I can explain it to the Sepa- 
tor, A few days ago I asked to have this bill 
taken up in order to have it made a special order, 
and there was a formal vote to that effect. 

Mr. DAVIS. I remember the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, but I want to hear 
the exact terms of the order of the Senate. I will 
suggest, with the permission of the Senator, that 
it is my purpgse to debate that bill; but I promise 
that my remarks upon it shall be short. I desire 


| also to speak on the bill that was under consid- 


eration when the Senate adjourned yesterday even- 
ing, and I do not wish to make two speeches on 
different subjects on the same day. 

Mr. SUMNER. Would it be more agreeable 


| to the Senator, then, to go on now with the other 


bill? 

Mr, DAVIS. That will be perfectly agrecable 
to me. 

Mr. SUMNER. My object is to press the bill 
that is now before the Senate to a decision assoon 
as possible. I am notaware of there being many 
Senators who can desire to debate it. I believe 
the discussion therefore will be very brief. In- 
deed, I did hope that we might have a vote upon 
But stili, as the Senator ex- 


Shepherd and Walter K. Caldwell of Missouri. 


presses a desire to debate it, I certainly will not 
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stand in his way. I am ready, therefore, to take 
the course that will be most agreeable to him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSecretary will 
read an extract from the Journal of March 7 re- 
lating to the action of the Senate on this bill mak- 
ingit the special order. 

he Secretary read, as follows: 
“ On motion by Mr. SUMNER, the bill (S. No. 141) to re- 


peal all laws for the rendition of fugitives from service or | 


Tabor was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ` 

“Andon motion by Mr. Sumner, 

“Ordered, That the bill be postponed to, and made the 
special order of the day for Wednesday next, at half past 
twelve o'clock, two thirds of the Senators present agree- 
ing thereto.?? 


- Mr. DAVIS. The effect of that order would be, 
if the subject was not concluded at one o’clock, 
to continue it under the consideration ofthe Sen- 
ate as the special order for this day, | suppose, 
and not for the morning hour. However, the 
suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
would be most agreeable to me, if it is only ac- 
ceptable to the Senate; and that is that the other 
bill should be taken up and should first be dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. SUMNER. May I ask the Senator if it 
would be agrecable to him that the subject now 
before the Senate should be made the special or- 
der, we will say, for Friday next at half past 
twelve o’clock? 

Mr. DAVIS. 
after to-day. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until Fri- 
day next, and be made the special order for that 
day at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move to amend the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts 
by making it the order of the day.for this day 
week. L think some reasonable time ought to be 
given to examine the reports made by the ma- 
jority and the minority of the committee. 

Mr. SUMNER. If the Senator has not made 
the examination, and he really desires that the 
consideration of the bill should be postponed for 
a week, I will consent to it. ; 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I should not have made 
the motionif [did notdesire it. Idonotsay that 
T am going to debate this question, but of course 
if I desire to do so, I wish to have time first to 
examine the reports, 

Mr.SUMNER. Very well. Taccept the prop- 
osition of the Senator, and 1 will modify my mo- 
tion according to his suggestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the ques- 
tion is on postponing the bill until Wednesday 
next, and making it the special order of the day 
at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 156) to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1864, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, and 
the amendments of the House to other amend- 
ments of the Senate to the said bill; and 

On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the said bill disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
lives, disagree to the amendments of the House to other 
amendments of the Senate thereto, aud agree to the eon- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreciug votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be 
appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Fes- 
SENDEN, Mr. Foor, and Mr. CARLILE. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills from the House of Repre- 


I have no objection to any day 


sentatives were severally read twice by their tides, - 


and referred as indicated below: 


A bill (No, 220) to vacate and sell the present | 
Indian reservations in Utah Territory, and to set- 


tle the Indians of said ‘Territory in the Uinta val- 
ley—to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

A bill (No, 302) to amend section nine of the 
act approved July 17, 1862, entitled ** An act to 
define the pay and emoluments of certain officers 
of the Army, and for other purposes’’—to the 
Committee ‘on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

A bill (No. 301) to amend an act for enrolling 
and calling out the national forces, so as to in- 


crease the rank, pay,and emoluments.of the Pro- 
vost Marshal General—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and the Militia. =~ . 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 
69) to constitute Parkersburg, in the State of West 
Virginia, a port of delivery; and also that the 
House had passed a joint resolution of the Ben- 
ate (No. 11) of thanks to Major General George 
H. Thomas and the officers and men who fought 
under his command at the battle of Chickamauga, 
with amendments, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. f 

The message also announced that the House of 
Representatives had appointed Mr. Tuomas Wir- 
LIAMS, of Pennsylvania, one of the managers on 
the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 156) to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 


was organized,- They entered. onthe discha 
of their: dutiesand made a report.: After this 
port-was made, when. General: Curtisiand others: 
demanded a court of inquiry, ora-court-martialy 
to try them for. the alleged offenses as. stated ir 
the newspapers, they were informed» tha’ 4 
were no charges preferred against: them: : 
In this condition of things. the Senator fro 
Kentucky demands that the record-of that-com 
mission shall be sent:to-the Senate, and says, im: 
so many words, that the Senate has axightio the: 
record... If it were the record: of -any: tribunal: 
known to the law, either civil-ormilitany,dbis-ale 
legation would be true, and I would-vote forthe: 
adoption of his resolution; but: with great-respect 
for his opinion I submitthatthis commission was. 
in the nature of an inquiry put on foot byagrand: 
jary charged with theduty ofascertaining whether... 
some: offense had been committed. Who ever. 
heard ofa call being made for the record of a grand: 
jury in a case when they themselves allege that 


* 


fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1864, in the 
place of Mr. Gurenxi W. Scorierp, excused. 


AMBULANCE CORPS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. No. 30) to establish a uniform system of am- 
bulances in the armies of the United States, 

Mr. WILSON. Thereare but two amendments 
made by the House. One is to substitute the 
word ** shall” for ‘wiil, and the other is to add 
the word “ mules”? after the word ‘ horses’? for 
ambulances. The amendments are right, and { 
hope they will be concurred in at once. 1 move 
that the Senate concur in those amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COTTON SPECULATIONS BY OFFICERS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business of the morning hour of yesterday is now 
before the Senate. 
` The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to transmit to the Senate the report and evidence 
taken by the military commission at the head of which was 
Major General Irwin McDowell, appointed to investigate 
the conduct of officers of the Army, and others engaged in 
the military service, in cotton and other speculations; and 
that the President be also requested to accompany said re- 
port and testimony with any and all testimony in his pos- 
session or in the War Department tending to elucidate the 
transaction embraced or referred to in said report. 

The pending question being on the amendment 
of Mr. Lane, of Kansas, in line one, after the 
word ‘‘ requested,” to insert, “if in his opinion 
not inconsistent with the public interests.” 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. IJ hope the Senate will 
adopt my amendment. I should like very much 
indeed to have this testimony with the testimony 
included by the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa, so far as General Curtis-is concerned, 
brought before the Senate and the country; butl 
know that great injustice will be done by calling 
for this testimony as a whole. We have an in- 
stance in our State of a general who has since 
that reportgone outof the service, who isassaulted 
indirectly by that commission. 


lication of this testimeny. I hope the President | 


He is innocent, | 
and yet his fair fame will be tarnished by the pub- | 


they have found no charge against any. human 
being on earth; that they have examined the rus 
mors that have been afloat in the country and have 
found no facts-thatjustify thenyin bringing charges: 
against anybody? That is this precise ease.) 

A parallel case might be made if some outside 
person should demand the record! of the Senate. 
here in executive session. When: charged with 
the examination of the fitness of some nominee: 
for office, they.examine into rumors alleged to: 
prejudice the character of an individual whose: 
name comes before the Senate and ascertain that 
there are no just grounds for the rumor, and then 
somebody outside should demand that-the pro» 
ceedings of the Senate shall be made public, Sir, 
it seems to me that this isan unheard-of demand; it 
is without precedent. 

If this were the record of a court-martial ora 
court of inquiry known to the law, I would vote 
for the Senator’s resolution; but itis not. This 
commission was a mere informal inquiry, puton 
foot by the President of the United States, to as- 
certain whether there were facts to justify a formal 
examination; and when he himself has ascertained 
that there are no such facts in existence, and so 
states to the parties whose names have been men- 
tioned in connection with the examinations, it 
seems to me it is unbecoming the Senate to make 
a request of him for the written statement of facts 
which he has ascertained in such an informal pro- 
cedure. : : 

Mr. POWELL. It is not my purpose to enter 
into any further argument of the case. I merely 
desire.to have a vote upon the resolution. J ean- 
not fully comprehend the positions ‘taken. by. the 
various Senators,‘however, in this-debate.. Some 
of them say there are certain charges in the report 
of this commission that would be damaging tothe 
reputation of officers. Others say that when the 
commission made their investigation of these 
charges they turned out not to amount to'any- 
thing, and that the parties whose names have been 
used in connection with it have not done wrong. 
The honorable Senator from Iowa says it was not 
a proceeding authorized by law. I had supposed 
military commissions of this kind could go out 
from the War Office lawfully. If itis nota pro- 
ceeding authorized by Jaw, it strikes me the War 
| Office, or the President, or whoever authorized 
this commission, must have acted in violation of 


may be permitted to judge of the propriety of fur- 
nishing this testimony to the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. Lhave no objections to: the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kan- 
sas, but I do not think the resolution itself ought 
to be adopted. This commission was not a tri- 
bunal known to the laws of the country. It was 
neither a civil nora military court. It was a com- 
mission authorized by the President or the Sec- 
retary of War to make inquiry as to the truth of 
rumors that had been put afloat through the news- 
papers and in other divers ways. There had been 
no charges made against any officer of the Gov- | 


ernment, civil or military, in that direction in such | 


to organize a court for the trial of any human being | 
on earth. 
circulation rumors through the newspapers and 


of some of the officers of the Government; and | 
forthe purpose of ascertaining whether there was | 
sufficient foundation in these rumors to justify 


|i charges being preferred pro forma against any of 
4 the officers of the Government, this commission 


a tangible form as to enable the Secretary of War || 


i 
| 
| 
But certain individuals had put into || _ : 
|| is on agreeing to the resolution as amended. 
orally that prejudiced the character as was thought i 
| 
i 


law; which E do not presume is the case. ts 
Mr. HARLAN. The Senator, I think, mis- 
;apprehends my remark. I did not say that it 
was organized.in violation of any Jaw. ae 
' Mr. POWELL. I did not so understand the 
Senator. I understood him to say it was notau- 
thorized by any law. If it was not authorized 
| by law, certainiy there must have been some vio- 
| lation of Jaw; it was an unlawful proceeding, to 
say the least of it. However, I am willing that 
| a vote should be taken on the resolution at once, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator. from 
Kansas. . aa 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question how 


Mr. POWELL called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 3 
; Mr. GRIMES. Ido not desire any miscon- 
struction to be placed on my vote. I never have 
and never intend to vote. against calling for the 
proceedings of any legitimate court of inquiry or 
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g ‘martial. where the party. who. was arraigned- 
had an-opportunity toappear by himself.or coun- 

seland defend himself; but F do. not: intend: to 

vote for: this: resolution... Because a commission 

appointed as my colleague has. said, and I have. 
no. doabthe is.correct, without express authority 

of law. goes around and fishes-up ev parte: testi- 

mony and reducés it. to: writing, [donot think it 

ig. the province. of. the: Congress. of the: United 

States,to.call that ex-parte testimony beforethem 

and printit:and. send it out, not knowing whether 

ör notit is calculated to impeach the character of 
the men‘who may thus-be. assailed. If this were 

a court of inquiry.ora court-martial, or if the par- 

ties who were. supposed to be involved in this in-. 
vestigation hadhad the slightest opportunity to 

bevheard;-I should not record. my vote against it, 

but, on the contrary, should record my. vote in 

favor of it; but. cannot consent to stab the repu- 
tation. of: the men who are fighting our battles for 
us, as I believe we should.stab them if we should 
call for this. sort of ex parie testimony and cause 
it to be printed and spread before the country. 

Mr. ANTHONY. { shall vote on precisely 
the ground stated by the Senator from lowa. I 
look. upon this as a- record of unproved. charges, 
and I think it is exceedingly improper that they 
should be made public, : 

“Mr, POMEROY. The Senator will recollect 
thatan amendment has been adopted leaving the 
discretion entirely with the President to answer 
the resolution, ; $ : 

Mr, ANTHONY.: It is discretionary for ‘the 
President to make it public now if he sees fit; but 
if we ask. him to do it, we place the burden of 
proof on-him. 

Mr. GRIMES. Let me say in addition, that 
I do not make these remarks for the purpose of 
exculpating General Curtiss; for I know that his 
record is perfectly blameless, and the testimony 
that would be.called for under this resolutian with 
the amendment which [ have proposed would show 
his entire innocence; but I do not know whether 
other officers have been arraigned in the same in- 
sidious manner in which General Curtis has been; 
I do not know what investigations have been bad 
in regard to other individuals; and until I do know, 
Jam not prepared to vote for this resolution. 

» Mr. LANE of Kansas, 1 propose to vote for 
this resolution as. it has been amended, for the 
reason that Ido nat wish to place myself in the 
position of refusing an investigation of any kind, 
imany way, or in any direction, I fecl assured 
thatthe President under it will furnish to the coun- 
try the evidence so far as General Curtis is con- 
cerned proand con. I hope ho will do so. I know 
that the record places General Curtis in a proud 
position before the country. It shows that he 
was vilely slandered, and that he has been sus- 
tained by the President of the United States. 

Mr. CONNESS. That would be very well if 
we were not establishing a precedent for like ac- 
tion, and for continued calls of this kind affecting 
generals and public officers all over the country. 
For the reason stated by the Senator from lowa 
and-his colleague I shall oppose every such reso- 
lution as this, 

Mr. POWELL, [will merely remark that the 
precedents are abundant and full in favor of pub- 
lishing. such reports; for instance, the Frémont 
cammission, and also the commission to examine 
into gun contracts, to which I referred the other 


day. 

Nv. GRIMES. The Frémont commission was 
a commission sent out by the legislative body it- 
self, Jask the Senator from Kentucky to cite a 
single instance similar to this where the proceed- 
ings of a military commission were ever pub- 
lished. : 

Mr. POWELL. The commission to investi- 


gate ordnance and gun contracts was issued from 


the War Office, and their report was published by | 


the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES. There was no commission in 
that case. We mercly called for the facts from 
the Department of War, and they sent us a state- 
ment of the contracts. 

Mr. POWELL. By a resolution which I m- 
troduced, the Senate culled for the report made by 
Mr. Holt and Mr. Owen on gan contracts, and 
that report was printed. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Davis, Hendricks, | 


: Powell, Riddle, gud Wright—L. 


Johnson, Lane cof Indiana, Lane: of, Kansas, Nesmith, 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Conness, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Har- 
ding, Harlan, Harris, Howard, Howe, Morgan, Pomeroy, 
Ramsey, Saulsbury, Sumner, Ten Eyek, Wade, Wilkinson, 
Willey, and Wilson—25. , © >> on a 


So the resolution was rejected.” 
CALIFORNIA LAND TITLES. 


Mr. CARLILE. In Jooking over the amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
as printed with Senate bill No. 109, to expedite the 
settlement of titles to lands in the State of Cali- 
fornia, I find a slight amendment: omitted that I 
desire to be inserted. It may not have been in 
the manuscript. I move to strike out, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That bill is not be- 
fore the Senate. : : 

Mr. CARLILE. I,wish to state why I desire 
the Senate to take it up. It will not take a mo- 
ment. I merely wish to maké a correction in ref- 
erence to an act which is made a part of this act. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill (S. No. 109) to expedite the 
settlement of titles to lands in the State of Cali- 
fornia. q 

Mr. CARLILE. In the forty-fourth line, on 
page 3, after the word “ act,’’ I move to strike out 
the word‘ of,” and insert the word ‘‘ approved;’? 
and after the word “ February,” in the same line, | 
I move toinsert ‘ 238d;”’and after the word “four,” 
inthe next line, to insert ‘entitled “An actamend- 
atory of and supplementary to an act- tọ provide 
circuit courts for the district of California,’ ? &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CARLILE. Now the bill can lie on the 
table, 
The motion was agrecd to. 


PAY OF COLORED TROOPS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
of the day is the unfinished business of yester- 
day, being the bill (S. No, 145) to equalize the 
pay of soldicrs in the United States Army, which 
is uow before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, the pending question being on theamend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky, 
[Mr pav) 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask the Secretary to read that 
amendment. 

The Secretary read it, to add the following as 
an additional section to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That every stave or slaves that į 
may have been heretofore orinay hercatter be taken into 
the serviceor the United States, the loyal owneror owners 
of such stave or slaves shall be entitled to their fair and 
reasonable value, to be ascertained by three commissioners 
to be appointed by the United States district court for the 
district from which such slave or slaves may have been 
taken, and such commissioners shall take evidence and re- 
portouthe points of the loyalty and own ip of the claini- 
ants, and the value of such © or slaves, and when said 
report is confirmed by the district court aforesaid it shall be 
conclusive ou the points embraecd by it; and on the pre- 
sentation of an anthenticated copy of suid report to the 
Treasury Department any sum or sums therein appearing 
tobe due any loyal owner or owners shall be paid out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, there is no mem- | 
ber of the Senate who is more sensible than my- 
self of the distaste with which the majority of this 
body hear any objections toits favorite measures, 
especially those connected with the war they are 
waging, not only against the rebels, but also 
against Slavery; of the repugnance with which 
that majority hears me in opposition to such 
measures, ldo not complain of the fact, and I 
do not assume that it is unreasonable. 1 kuow 
the frequency and the length with which I ad- 
dress the Senate ina weak and fruitless opposi- 
tion to the measures of the majority. But, sir, 
I havea child’s bargain to offer to that majority. 
If they will in future forego the presentation of 
measures that are an infraction of the rights of | 
property and of the Constitution of the United | 
States, and if they will repeal all laws and neg- 
ative all exccutive proclamations of that charac- 
ter, I shall have nothing further to say upon the 
subjects of these measures and proclamations. 

Mr. President, tor the last month the Senate | 
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has occupied, I believe, fully two thirdsofits time l 
in legislation for and concerning the negro; and I | 
suppose the negro, instead of the white man, has | 
absorbed fally three fourths of the sympathies of | 
the majority of the Senate, so far as they were | 
manifested in its legislative and official action. | 
Although I am partly responsible, I am not alto- | 


gether, fot the time that I have occupied in. con~ 
testing measures’ ahd propositions that. were in-’ 
tended,in my opinion—at least they do, whether 
they were so intended or not—infringe the consti 
tutional rights of property of my constituency,’ 
and of large portions: of the American people. 

Sir, the mind of man is a perpetual enigma. 
The operations of his reason, of his.sense of jus- 
tice, right, and duty are perpetually varying, and’ 
present some of the most strange phenomena of. 
which we have any knowledge. Among the strik- 
ing peculiarities of the human intelléct these are 
specimen evidences: men lay down a particular, 
theory or they advance a proposition. The one 
or the other or both enlist their feelings, their in- 
terests, their imaginations, their passions, and. 
they immediately set themselves to work to bend. 
principle and truth and law to establish the the- 
ories and the conclusions which they have prede- 
termined to accept as true. That-is one of the 
fruitful causes of error. 

Another cause of error is this: that in high 
party times every man who enlists under a party 
banner becomes an adherent of that party, right 
or wrong. He immediately shuts his ears and’ 
his mind against all facts, all principles, alt-rea- 
sonings that are in hostility to the purposes of 
the party of which he isa member. He excludes 
the light of truth and of principle as far forth ag 
he can, and he can do it very effectually, from 
operating on his understanding. 

The honorable Senator from lowa, [Mr. 
Grimes,}] who was kind enough to interpose last 
evening to induce the Senate to adjourn for me 
upon this bill, for which I thank him, is peculiarly 
an impersonation of the modes of self-deception 
and of error to which I have justadverted; and with 
the exception of the Senators from Massachu- 
setts, I donot know a member of this body who is 
more prove, who is more alert and inevitable in 
treading that path of error than that honorable 
Senator. l wish he was in his place. The Sena- 
tors-to whom I have referred, and a good many 
others, have predetermined per fas aut nefas that 
slavery isthe greatest sin of the world; thatitis the ` 
cause of the present deplorable rebellion and war; 
and without any regard to constitutions or laws, 
Federal or State, they are resolved to walk over 
all opposing obstacles and to immolate what they 
call “ the cause of the war.” If I were to appeal 
to history, to the usages and the experience of the 
world, to the laws of property as they have been 
established and recognized in every civilized coun- 
try, to the constitutions and laws of the various 
States and of the United States, for the purpose 
of establishing the fact of the existence of prop- 
erty in slaves, those gentlemen would be as im- 
pervious to all such appeals that I could make as 
any mail-clad and turreted gunboat, to which the 
honorable Senator from Iowa has devoted so much 
of his time and thought, would be to the shots of 
an enemy. . 

Every member of this body and all men of an 
gencral reading are acquainted with the political 
history of the United States for the past ten years, 
We know what political and party struggles there 
have been in relation, first, to the acquisition of 
Texas, then the Mexican war, then to the passage 
of the Kansas-Nebraska bill, and then the admis- 
sion of Kansas with the Lecompton constitution. 
All these subjects of party division and of party 
action are familiar to the people of the United States, 
and especially to the members of this Senate. 

But, sir, suppose that the course of events had 
been different and the issue of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill and the Lecompton-constitution con- 
flict had been reversed from what the fact is; that 
Buchananand his Administration had forced Kan- 
sas with the Lecompton constitution into the 
Union of these States, and that atthe last election 
Breckinridge instead of Lincoln had been elected 
President of the United States, who doubts that 
in that state of fact there would have been a re- 
bellion? Who doubts that there would have been 
a great popular rising against the authority and 
laws of the United States? Who doubts that the 
rebellion would have been in the free States, and 
that it would have originated where they had previ- 
ously rebelled against the execution of the fugi- 
tive slave law? “Who doubts that if such a rebel- 
lion as that had arisen that the members of the 
Republican party, almost to a man, in the Gov- 
ernment and out of the Government, in Congress 
and out of Congress, would have given in their 
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adhesion to that free-State rebellion in opposition 
to the authority of the Constitution and laws of 
the United States? If the usurpations of power 
by the present Executive, and, as I conceive, by 
the Congress of the United States, had been re- 
sorted to by the Democratic party then being in 
power, and operating to sustain the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill and the edmission of Kansas under 
the Lecompton constitution; if that party and 
‘Breckinridge as President of the United States 
had resorted to identically the same measures that 
this Administration and its friends have done, 


who doubts that every wool-dyed Republican in’ 


the United States would have stood in the sternest 
and: most. uncompromising opposition to that 
whole series of measures? What intelligent and 
fair-minded man doubts that their position of op- 

osition would have been constitutional, right,and 
in the highest performance of patriotic duty? 1 do 
not. 

Sir, the opinions of men are strange indeed. 
They are formed from the relations and circum- 
stances which surround them. Men who have 
_lived toany ageand who have had any experience 
with mankind? and especially with politicians, 
know as well as they know any truths connected 
with the opinions and actions of man, that if the 
condition and circumstances of parties were now 
reversed, their policy, at least so far as the Repub- 
| lican party is involved, would be diametrically 
and wholly inverted. 

Mr. President, I have stood ina sort of middle 
ground between parties for the last ten years. Lam 
a supporter of the great constitutional principles 
that uphold our Government, but would confine it 
within its limited powers, and to their separation 
and division among different departments; above 
ali, į am for the guarantees of the rights, liberties, 


and privileges of the citizen. 1 am for upholding |} 


that Constitution and all its defenses, that it may 
protect meand my countrymen nowandin the com- 
Ingages, not only against the party now in power, 
but against all fature parties that may hereafter 
attain to power. I give in my adhesion to liberty, 
to constitutional and legal liberty, liberty estab- 
lished and regulated by Constitution and laws. 
[want the great principles that uphold that sort 
of liberty under all the ups and downsof parties, 
their rise and fall, to be maintained immovably 
and irreversibly, in full force and effect, that they 
may protect not only the members of the Repub- 
lican and Democraticand the old Whig parties, but 
every American, irrespective of party names, now 
and forever. 

Mr. President, we have heard the denunciation 
ten thousand times that slavery must die. Why 
must slavery die? Because ‘slavery is the cause 
of the rebellion.” 
I will make some remarks in explanation of my 
views upon it. Elow many religious wars have 
cursed the world and deluged it in blood? Has the 
meek and lowly Author of the Christian religion 
given this great apple of discord to the world, not 
to purify, bless, save it, but to curse it with all the 
horrors of war? No, sir,no. Religion has been 
made the pretext of many wicked and devasta- 
ting wars, and of persecutions and cruelties, vices 
and crimes, in an infivity of times and modes, ab- 
horrent to the human soul. It would be as un- 
just to charge the Christian religion with ail the 

loody and wicked. wars with which it has been 
connected as to attempt to make slavery the cause 
of this war. According to the false premises aud 
logic of the frenzied crusaders against slavery, 
the Christian religion should long since have been 
repudiated by mankind and extirpated from the 
earth, It was not the cause, but has often been 
the pretext of crime and war, 

We had a warin 1812 with Great Britain, What 
was the foundation of that war? It was the ag- 
gressions of a Power that claimed to be the mis- 


tress of the seas upon the maritimeand commer- | 
If we had had | 


cial rights of the United States. 
no shipping interest, no mercantile or naval ma- 
rine, and no foreign commerce, that war with 
England would not have occurred. It originated 
with that Power in her rapacity and lust of the 
dominion of the seas; but if we had had no com- 
petitions with her on the ocean there would have 


been no war. The logic of the abolitionists would į 


reason to the conclusion that the mode to close 

that war, and to prevent such in the future, was 

to abrogate our Navy and foreign commerce. 
Advancing avether step, a tariff system to pro- 


Lcontrovert that position, and | 


tect American manufactures and industry had been 
adopted by Congress. South Carolina assumed 
that those laws were destructive of her interests, 
burdened the industry of the southern for the 
benefit of the northern States, and attempted to 
defeat them by her ordinance of nullification on 
the ground of their unconstitutionality.. She pre- 
pared to resist by force of arms the collection by 
the Government. of the United States of duties 
upon foreign goods imported into Charleston... 

The greatand pervading popularity and iron will 
of General Jackson, then President, averted a war 
between South. Carolina and the United States. 
How ought that subject to have been treated, ac- 
cording to the position and the reasoning of the 
men who. now rule? The tariff laws for the pro- 
tection of American industry and manufactures 
have caused this disturbance, and brought the 
country to the verge of civil war. To prevent the 
impending and future civil wars, the tariff laws 
must be repealed and the protective system must 
be abandoned, and the free trade demanded by 
South Carolina take their place. 

ĮI will give another illustration. Last year we 
had a bloody irruption of Indians into the State 
of Minnesota. What produced that collision, that 
murderous outbreak of the Indians? What but 
the infringement, by the settlement of the white 
man upon the Indian country? Sir, I venture the 
assertion that within the United States the amount 
of injustice, oppression, wrong, and outrage upon 
the Indian tribes by the agents of the Govern- 
mentand the people of the United States has been 
a thousand-fold in the aggregate more than all the 
wrongs upon the negro race. Contemplate the 


the white man have produced, and the immeasur- 
able woes, both to the white and the red race, that 
have flowed from them. This prevalent theory of 
the day would have required the prohibition of the 
contact and the encroaching settlements of the 
white man upon the Indian country to have pre- 
vented past wars, and would demand that policy 
hereafter by our Government to avert future In- 
dian wars. 

Now, sir, I will give one or two individual 
illustrations of this mode of logic. A traveler has 
upon his person valuable jewels ora large amount 
of money; he is beset by a highwayman whe 
knows of the treasure that he carries with him: 
but for that fact and the robber’s knowledge of it 
there would be no assault and no attempt at rob- 
bery. According to the premises and reasoning 
of gentlemen, the treasure of this traveler is the 
cause of his being attacked by the highwayman, 
| and the way of safety for the traveler is to deliver 
what treasure be has, for present escape, and to 
have no more afterward, to avoid future robberies. 

Mr. President, I will stil] adduce one or two 
other examples of this novel mode of ethical rea- 
soning, The marriage relation, the most import- 
aut and sacred of all the ties that connect socicty 
—-what relationship, what interest of society, has 
been abused oftener and more flagitiously than 
that? What avast amount of suffering and crime 
have originated out of and been connected with it! 
Push this new logic to its legitimate result, and the 
great bond that holds society together, and that 
sustains all the morals and Christianity of man- 
kind, would have to be annihilated. 

In the frontier settlements—it has been so in 
Virginia and Tennessee, as I am informed, and 
in Kentucky I know it has often been the fact— 
there are men of means moving upon the utmost 
confines of settlement. They accumulate prop- 
erty around them; they have hogs and otherstock. 
In their neighborhood there are a set of greasers, 
poachers, men that will not live by industry, but 
by Rob-Roy practices. ‘They make irruptions 
upon the hogs of their more wealthy neighbor. 
He complains, and these greasers say to 


hogs; we have taken only a few of them; but fer 
the purpose of settling the matter altogether and 
having no such disputes in the future we will take 
the whole of them.” 

In the instance that I puta few days ago of 
| that lovely woman whose person was brutally 
outraged by a negro wearing the uniferm of a 


and argument of these abolition logicians, it was 


i her sex and her personal attractions that excited 
, the lust of the sable monster. 


Destroy all thatis 
lovely and attractive in woman, and you doaway 


United States officer, according to the position | 


number of Indian wars that these aggressions of; 


him, | 
“Why, sir, you are making a fuss about these jį 


| this day. 


_it-was formed by white. men irrespective ‘o 


with the cause of.theco 
ical crimes! = BE pip ied ge 
Sir, I deny that slavery was the cause of: ; 
war. The intermeddling and evil dispositions of 
a few northern people. prompted them:-to: make 
war on slavery in other States from: 1787. Jewas 
the pretext, but the crime was with them. From 
1832 this anti-slavery movement gained strength 
and numbers, talent, wealth, and effort, and from 
that time to the -presentit has been growings: The 
gression-was upon slavery and the-owners-of 
slaves in the beginning, and has so-continued 46 
If those. who bad. no.right-to interfere 
with this property had let it alone, iswould never 
have been made thecause oranclementof strength 
ina civil war between-the free.and slave States. 
It is notslavery, but the bad. passjons of northern 
abolitionists acting upon it, that.is the primary 
and guilty cause of. this great civil war.: 1 wilt 
proceed to show presently, that. African slavery 
existed on this continent from within eight: years 
after the discovery of America, andin afew years 
after the settlements at Jamestown'and Plymouth 
Rock, inthe colonies respectively of Virginiaand 
Massachusetts. “When.-the troubles commenced 
with the mother country and a provisional gev- 
ernment was organized by the associate colonies, 


mmission of.such 


negro. The latter was no party to it; his destinies 
or fortunes or relations were not affected by itany 
more than the Indian of the forest or the beast.of 
the field. When the Articles of Confederation 
were adopted, they were framed by the same au- 
thority, ignoring and excluding the negro. When 
the Declaration of Independence was promulged 
to the: world, and it spoke of-all men being icre- 
ated equal, it did not comprehend, itdid not con- 
template the negro.. He was not thought.of.: He 
existed then in every colony as a slaves andthe 
destiny and condition of no negro, slave or free, 
was affected, much less was it meliorated and he 
liberated by the Declaration of Independence. © : 
When the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted, it was upon a perfect knowledge of all 
these facts, with a purpose distinct and recognized 
that the entire subject of slavery and all other sub- 


| jects of domestic government and polity were re- 


served by the States respectively, and were not at 
allintrusted to the authority or management of the 
General Government. Le 

Sir, there were then but two or three States that 
had commenced the work of abolition: Massa- 
chusetts, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, and, I be- 
lieve, Vermont—in Massachusetts not by the legis- 
lation of her General Court, but by the Jegislation 
of a court of law, as Lord Mansfield legislated 
slavery out of England. . 1 will read on this lat- 
ter point presently. 

If the gentlemen who represented the northern 
States, where slavery could not be profitably em- 


i ployed, did not intend to take the southern States 


as a man takes his wife, “ for better for worse,’* 
they ought then to have rejected the marriage 
when the Constitution was formed. But having 
adopted the Constitution with all its compromises 
and with aif the guarantees which it furnishes to 
slavery, the-cgmmonest good faith thatever char- 
acterized men requires that they should honestly 
and faithfully abide by the covenant. Sir, the 
provision for the rendition of fugitive sla'ves, which 
genulemenare now maddened to repeal or to abro- 
gate, was adopted, as I have often stated, by the 


| constitutional Convention, without a solitary. dis- 
| senting voice. 


Mr. President, I come directly to the bill, and 
particularly to the amendment under considera- 
tion, The law as it now exists, as it has been 
molded at the present session of Congress, has 
two provisions that embrace the: slaves of loyal 
men. One of them is that if the slave is con- 
scripted $100 bounty is to be paid his master; 
the other, if the slave volunteers, and of his own 
will enlists, $300 is to be paid tothe loyal master. 

Sir, with that double provision, and. with the 
policy and purposes of this Administration and 
its friends, who can doubt that the work of con- 


ri 
ri 


| scription will be encouraged and pressed to theneg- 


tect of volunteering? In the one.case the owner 
is to receive $100; in the other, $300. Jam not 
going to advert at this time in harsh language-to 
him who is head of the War Department; büt we 
all know the spiritand purposes which actuate 
him in the administration of that Department, m 
connection with slavery and slave-owners. We 
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iow that itis his object to demoralize sla- 
very by every means he can command, constitu- 
tional-or unconstitutional. His constant efforts 
‘are to-make all slaves discontented, refractory, 
aversé to labor, worthless to their owners, with- 
ut any regard’ to their loyalty. His policy will 
be to encourage ‘that mode of organizing: negro 
‘soldiers that will give the least'recompense tothe 
sawiier and save the most ‘money to the Treasury 
ofthe: United States: +> “a 
Eepropose to-redréss, as T deem, this mal and 
sst unjust and unconstitutional legislation, and 
‘toveffect it by the provisions of the amendment 
which I have offered to this bill, that there shall 
Veno ‘restriction of $100 or of $300 upon slaves 
between ‘twenty. and forty-five years of age; that 
‘a United States officer, one of the district judges, 
~whose' bias is generally with the Government, and 
especially with the proper policy‘of the Govern- 
ment, shall appoint three commissioners, whose 
business it shall beto inquire upon the points of 
the loyalty ofthe owner, his right to the slave, 
and the ‘slave’s value; that these commissioners 
shall report into his court; and when. he has re- 
vised the report and has approved it, that it shall 
“be conclusive between the United States and the 
owner of the slave upon all these points; and that 
any sum reported to be duc to thé owner of the 
slave ‘shall be paid to him out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwige appropriated. ‘Sir, 
could any proposition be more just? 
colewill now examine for a few minutes the in- 
terests of the State of Kentucky in this matter of 
slave property. T assume, and itis proximate to 
the truth at least, that the Joyal men and women 
of Kentucky own: about one hundred and sixty- 
six thousand six hundred and sixty-six slaves; 
the whole number belonging to the loyal and dis- 
loyal being about two hundrcd and fifty thou- 
sand, I further assume that these slaves are 
worth at least $600 average, which would be 
$150,000,000 for the whole number. Your laws 
propose to have the entire healthy and sound male 
‘slave population between twenty and forty-five 
years of age enrolled for the purpose of volunteer- 
ing and ofconscription into the Army ofthe United 
States. According to my estimate, one seventh 
of the total number of slaves would come within 
the military ages, andthey, at $100 a head, would 
be worth $3,571,400; at $300, the ageregate— 
$10,714,200. If they were conscripted and volun- 
teered in equal numbers, the average would be 
$7,142,800. ‘This property of loyal owners, being 
ope hundred and sixty-six thousand six hundred 
‘and sixty-six slaves, at $600 a head, wouid be 
worth $99,999,400, : 

, L estimate the number of negro soldiers that 
would be raised in Kentucky at five thousand. 
They would be among the moststout, healthy, and 
valuable negro men; and would be in fact worth 
$1,200 average, making an aggregate of $6,000,- 
000.. If they were all conscripted the Government 
would pay for them $100 per head, making an ag- 
gregate of $500,000; but ifall were to volunteer, at 
$300 per head, the aggregate would he $1,500,000; 
half being conscripted and half volunteering would 
require the Government to pay for the five thou- 
sand the total sum of $1,000,000. But the pol- 
icy.of the Government is to take just so many of 
the most effective and valuable ‘slaves as would 
demoralize the whole residue, and would render 
them valucless, 'Fhis is the mode of the warfare 
of Lincoln’s administration on slavery in Ken- 
tucky: that our Government, which by the Con- 
stitution is bound to protect loyal citizens in the 
possession of their property, and cannot take it 
for public use without making just compensation 
to the owner, shall take from loyal people five 
thousand slaves, worth $6,000,000, and would pa 
for them, at $100 per head, $500,000, at $300 per 
head, $1,500,000, and at the average, $1,000,000 
for the whole number. But the incidental, ne- 
cessary and intended consequences of this unjust 
and unconstitutional measure of an oppressive and 
wicked Administration would be to render value- 


less all the residue of our slaves; and thus for the | 


paltry sum of $500,000, or at most of $1,500,000, 


virtually deprive the population of the State of a | 


property worth $150,000,000, and the loyal peo- 
ple thereof of a property worth $99,999,400. 
What confidence or support can an Adminis- 
tration that thus violates the Constitution, and 
oppresses, robs, and plunders a loyal people of 
such alarge value of property, expect from them? 


‘It certainly deserves from them nothing but con- 
demnation, opposition, curses, and the most stren- 
“uous and unceasing efforts for its overthrow. : 
This system of legislation had its inception in 
Congress atthe session before the last, and after 
the victories upon the Cumberland, was actively 
and vigorously pressed: It Was resumed and en- 
larged at the ensuing session, and at this session 
it has come up-again in almost numberless forms. 
Bills and resolutions, not only to demoralize it, 
‘but to abolish it utterly, and to emancipate every 
slave in the United States, have multiplied until 
they are almost as ‘‘ thick as leaves in Vallam- 
brosa.” And lest the power of Congress should 
fail, sundry propositions to amend the Constitu- 
tion for its special and’ total abolition, without 
making any compensation to the owners, have 
been introduced into Congress. All this is done 
by bursting over the plainest barriers erected in 
the Constitution for the defense of private prop- 
erty.. Did any Government that ever ruled a peo- 
ple more wrong, outrage, and oppress them? 
When a Government, formed by the people them- 
selves to secure to them and their posterity the 
blessings of life, liberty, property, and the pur- 
suit of happiness, itself breaks through all consti- 
tutional restraints and strikes down those price- 
less rights, uoless the people who made reform 
it, they are in truth, and deserve to be, its abject 
slaves. Theiragents and creatures have made 
themselves their masters and their tyrants; and 
instead of being their defenders and protectors 
transform themselves into their plunderers and 
oppressors. : 
ir, men come here and they raise howls in fa- 

vor of human rights and justice and philanthropy; 
and yet they have deliberately entered upon this 
system of legislation which is to rob the loyal 
people of the State of Kentucky of nearly one 
hundred million dollars of property guarantied to 
them by the usages and sanctions of all the past 
centuries, by the practices and laws of Christen- 
dom, by the constitutionsand laws of their State, 
and by the Constitution and laws of the United 
States. It scems to me that gentlemen who can 
adopt such a course of policy and legislation as 
that must be demented and demoralized by their 
sympathy for and adhesion to the negro, or some 
other most potent and wicked influence. They 
forget their white brethren, they forget all the 
claims of justice and humanity and the duties of a 
fostering and protecting Government that ought 
to be extended to the white man, the ends for 
which the Government was created and they 
chosen to administer it. 

Now, Mr. President, as to just compensation 
for property in Kentucky slaves that it is pro- 
posed shall be taken from their owners for public 
use, will any one tell me that a negro man in that 
State who would hire, if he was not interfered 
with by the Government of the United States, for 
$200 or $300 a year, is worth but $100 or $300, or 
the average of those sums? ‘Will any one con- 
tend that that is his just value, and paying such 
amounts to his owner satisfies to him his consti- 
tutional right to have for his slave property ‘a 
just compensation??? No, sir. The average price 
of men of that class in the State of Kentucky be- 
fore the war was at least $1,500; and now, if the 
Government would withdraw its aggressive and 
unjust policy and laws from that property and its 
owners, and Ict it abide the fortunes of war, as 
all the other property, in the present scarcity of 
labor the average price of that class of negro men 
| would vise to the former figure. But one provis- 
ion of the bill already passed offers to pay to the 
owner one fifteenth of that value of his slave, and 
another ove fifth, as 1 have before explained. 

Mr. President, negroes are not the only articles | 


| : : 
| amount of supplies be subjected to the same rule 
; and graduation of value that have been imposed 


upon the loyal owners of slaves: for every thou- | 
li sand dollars of military supplies that they shall if 
| have but one tenth, or three tenths, or the average | 
ii of those rates, and what would be the state of | 


ublic Gpinion ‘and feeling then of the North? 
There would be a perfect uproar in all shoddydom; 
yes, sir, another great rebellion. Apply the same 
rule of graduation to our national debt as to the 
value of the slaves of loyal owners, and its enor- 
mous proportions would be greatly reduced. It 
would not threaten to become an unbearable bur- 
den upon the property, upon the industry, upon 
the boné:and musele of this country, that gener- 
ations of hard toil and of severe economy will 
-not enable the people toremove from themselves. 
‘The Government is now the principal ‘customer 
and consumer of northern manufactures, and of 
many of them and of the largest value it is the 
only purchaser and consumer. ‘Most of those 
northern manufacturers ‘were never so fully em- 
ployed or received such high prices as now for all 
the supplies they are selling to Uncle Sam. The 
artificers and manufacturers who are furnishing 
that gullible old gentleman are growing rich fast. 
His ordersupon them crowd them so that they can- 
not fill themall. They need more workmen, and 
to keep all they possibly can at home profitably 
employed in their manufactories and workshops, 
they are substituting in their plates in the Army 
negro soldiers, the property of more truly loyal 
men than themselves, while these loyal owners 
teceive fora slave of the highest value what would 
be one year’s profit on the northern operative, 
whose residence at home, in his ordinary voca- 
tion, the enlistment of the negro hassecured. ‘The 
possession of the Government and the conduct of 
the war are in and under the control of the friends 


| of these northern plunderers, who manage both for 


the enrichment of their section by the miseries 
and upon the spoils of the residue of the people 
of the United States, Verily, the selfish andcun- 
ning people of the North are boring not only us 
of the border slave States but of the whole North- 
west with a big auger. They have constructed 
for us in Kentucky a sort of Procrustes bed, and 
retributive justice would require that they should 
be made to lie upon it and have their redundant 
and ill-gotten length lopped off. 

Sir, I think there would be a rebellion in the frec 
manufacturing States by all the hosts of shoddy- 
dom, if this rule were attempted to be enforced 
there. What a howl would rise upon the breeze 
and sweep over this broad land from Passama- 
quoddy bay to the distant Pacific! 

But the honorable Senator from lowa [Mr. 
Grimgs] taunted me that our negrocs are worth 
nothing. Well, sir, if they are worth’ nothing, 
who placed them in that valueless condition; 
whose act was it, whose laws, whose policy but 
that of the Government of the United States, pro- 
pelled by the energy and talent in part of the Sen- 
ator from lowa? What sort of justice, of reason, 
of ethics, of official duty, isit that men shail adopt 
a most unjust, unconstitutional, and iniquitous 
policy in relation to the management of your prop- 
erty that was before so valuable, reduce it to 
worthlessness, and mock you with the cry thatit 
is valueless, and that you ought not to have and 
shall not receive indemnity or remuneration for 
it? How many customers have there been for the 
manufacturers of war supplies from the northern 
States? How many customers for horses and 
mules, for wagons, for ships? But one principally, 
and that customer has been the United States Gov- 
ernment. Ifit had not entered the market there 
would have been not only no competition, but no 
purchasers would have appeared. Has the Gav- 
ernment gonc into your stock-producing districis, 
into your manufacturing States and towns, and 
taken your horses and mules and manufactured 
products,and by its military power forced you to 
sell them for one tenth of their value or for less 
thanone-third? No, sir, it has no right to do so. 
Any system of policy or legislation or administra- 
tion that would adopt such a course would be uñ- 
constitutional, unjust, iniquitous, and oppressive 
in the highest degree. Yet, sir, you would have 
no more cayse to complain of oppression and gov- 
ernmental extortion than we. Under that double 
policy and administration we would havean equal, 
just, and ample right tomake common complaint. 

But, Mr. President, the principle laid down by 
the honorable, enlightened, and just-minded Sen- 


: ator from Iowa (Mr. Grimes] does not regulate 


the case, or measure the right of my constituents 


to indemnity, as } wil} show by the decision of 
ihe Court of Ciaitfis rendered a few days ago by 
Mr. Justice Wilmot. ‘It was refreshing and re- 


; 
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newed my hope to read that opinion. Ihave long 
known that gentleman, and I have estimated him 
asa man of ability and of great personal rectitude. 
We all know what an extreme partisan he was 
in this Chamber and before he came to it to take 
his seat as a Senator from the great State of Penn- 
sylvania. But, sir, he has been transferred to a 
different atmosphere, one elevated, pure, enno- 
bling. The pulpit of our day has no such influ- 
ences or effects, as a general rule. It perverts 
and debases, itinfuriates men’s wicked passions, 
expels from their hearts humility, charity, pity, 
love of peace and good-will among men. But 
when aman of intellect and true soul is elevated to 
the judicial bench, and there swears to administer 
law and justice impartially, and: takes the scales 
into his own hands, he poises them evenly, and 
he administers, next to God’s justice, the highest 
and purest that ennobles the earth. There are 
some judges in the past, as there are in the pres- 
ent of our country, who are unworthy of their 
great mission, and sully the ermine which they 
wear by becoming the panders of power, by an 
ignoble incompetency, or a base surrender of en- 
lightened, impartial, sound, passionless, and im- 
movable judgment. The judiciary, in our sys- 
tem of government, State and national, consti- 
tuted of the proper men, is its sheet-anchor, its 
great conservative power, imparting to it order, 
stability, and permanence, by holding both the 
Federal and State Governments, and all their de- 
partments and officers, in their orbits. One of the 
most discouraging signs of the times is that so 
many members of the legal profession, both in 
and out of Congress, fail to sustain properly the 
judiciary. 

But the case upon which this decision was ren- 


‘dered by Judge Wilmot arose soon after the be- 


ginning of the present war. There was a Mr. 
Grant who was in New Mexico. He had there 
a mill and some stores and provisions that were 
suitable and necessary for the Army. The Uni- 
ted States Army was there in some force, and 
was about to be moved upon by a large and su- 
perior rebel force. The officer in command, a 
Captain Moore, directed a Mr. Lord to burn the 
mill and all the property of Grant. {t was done; 
and in that way the property was prevented from 
falling into the hands of the rebels and being ap- 
propriated to their necessities. The owner of 
the property sued the United States in the Court 
of Claims in this city, and on the 5th day of the 
present month Mr. Justice Wilmot rendered an 
opinion from which I will read a few passages. 
The questions inthat case were, the right of the 
claimant to any indemnity from the United States; 
and if any, what amount. The very evasions and 
sophisms which the honorable Senator from Towa 
has brought to hisaid in this debate, and of which 


he is so astute and so skillful a master, were used | 


on that oceasion; and they were argued and de- 
cided by the opinion of the court. The incidental 
question whether the property was taken under a 


military necessity or under the claim of eminent į 


domain also arose and was decided, and whether 
the military necessity of the occasion required 
that the property should be destroyed by the offi- 
cer. {n delivering the opinion of the court, Judge 
Wilmot says: 


“ iJpon the authority of the eases cited, and others that 
might be adduced, as well as on the principles which dis- 
tinguish a case of public necessity, utility, or good, from the 
overruling necessity which regulates the law of individuals, 
we are of opinion that the rightful taking of private prop- 
erty, for use or destruction, when the public exigency de- 
mands it, by an 
public foree, is 
and that such 
to individualis. 

“The letter and spirit of the public law, and of the con- 
stitutional provision in this regard, requires just compensé 
tion to be made in every case when private property 


it 


ease is not governed by the law applicable 


rightfully taken for public use, whether it be by Jegistative 
rily exercised by those į 


authority or under the powers nee 
commanding our land and naval forces in time of war or 
imminent public danger”? 

{ will next read that portion of the decision 
which bears on the question of damages: 

“Ihe damages remain to be considered; and here an 
tion is taken against the aHowanee of anything, on 
round that the property, in the circumstanees in which 


s placed, was without value to the owner; that thè 
abandonment by the United States troops of the forts in 


the vicinity of Tucson was the inevitable loss to Grant of jį 


the entire property, and therefore its destruction did him 
no injury?’ 

If the honorable Senator from Lowa had argued 
the case before the Court of Claims, he could not 


y officer commanding any part of the | 
an exercise of the right of eminent domain 3 | 


f 
{ 
i 
1 
i 


| the enemy; and as he would have lost it at any 


have made a more apposite argument than ‘that 
which is here commented on; and remember, that 
property was not placed in the circumstances 
which then surrounded it by the act of the Uni- 
ted States Army alone, but by the joint act of the 
United States and the rebel armies, which is a fact 
necessary to be kept in mind. 

“This ground of objection, we believe, is without reason 
or law to support it. The claimant suffered great loss. Tts 
immediate and direct cause was the burning of his prop- 
erty by order of Captain. Moore; that the same loss would 
have befallen him in another way is an iiberal and we 
think illegal response to the élaim for compensation.” 

The argument was there that if the American 
officer and soldiery had not destroyed the prop- 
erty it would have been taken from the owner by 


rate, it was damnum absque injuria, to use a legal 
phrase, and therefore he was not entitled to have 
any compensation for his property; but the court, 
in the clearest and most explicit language, over- 
ruled that position, They say: 

“ The property was of intrinsic value, and its worth to 
the encmy was the cause of its destruction. In a pecun- 
iary point of view it may have been a matter of indiffer- 
ence to the claimant whether his property was destroyed or 
fell into the hands of the enemy; butto the State it was of 
serious importance, and the Government preferred to pay 
its fair value rather than give its enemies the advantages of 
its possession. In such eases, to hold the property worth- 
less, and deny damages On that ground, is to deny the con- 
stitutional right to compensation. If the property is so 
circumstanced that unless destroyed the enemy would take 
it, then, on the principle contended for, no injury was done 
the owner; and unless the grounds were very strong in- 
deed for believing that it would be so taken, the destruction 
is illegal, aud the Government elcarly not Jiable.”? 


And why? Where itis perfectly apparent that 
the enemy would not appropriate the property 
but would destroy it, or leave it to the possession 
and use of the owner, the Government is not re- || 
sponsible; but where it is apparent, as it was in 
that case, that the property would be taken by the 
enemy and appropriated to his use, its destruc- 
tion by the Army of the United States was a mili- 
tary necessity, and rendered the United States re- 
sponsible for its intrinsic value. 

Suppose that property had been put to sale just 
then and there, under all the circumstances that 


| 
pi Pa 
surrounded the case who would have bid for it: j the Measure of Damages.) 1t is only when the property is 


Who would have given a dollar for the mill or for 
the other personal property that was destroyed ? 
One army was retreating, and the other advan- 
cing in conquering numbers. There was nobody 
to bid; and if the property. had been offered in 
market overt, or at private sale, it would have 
produced nothing. But the United States Gov- 
ernment, by its military officer, ordered its de- 
struction; and its destruction under those circum- 
stances, where the necessity for its destruction 
was produced by the action of both armies, is 
decided by this court to render the United States 
Government responsible for its full value; and the 
judge says pointedly and truly that to deny that 
position would be to deny to the citizen the con- 
stitutional guarantee that he shall have a fair com- 
pensation for his property whenever itis taken 
for public use, or destroyed for the purposes of | 
the Government. . 
The case of negroes taken and organized as a | 
part of the United States military force is much | 
stronger for their owners than this one decided by | 
the Court of Claims. Here there is no rebel en- 
emy impairing their value, threatening to take 
them from the possession of their owners; there is 
no rebel legislation diminishing their value; there 
is no policy of the rebel government, the effects | 
and consequences of which tend to demoralize the | 


property or to render it worthless. Ail these feat- || 


ures, however, exist in relation to the action of | 
the Government of the United States. That Gov- į 


ernment is the perpetrator, and the sole perpetra- | 


tor, of these wrongs to the loyal owners of slaves, || 1 
: that there can be no property in a negro, because 


This case establishes conclusively, as does the | 


decision of the Supreme Court In the case of || 


Mitchell vs. Harmony, that occurred during the | 
war with Mexico, and which is quoted approv- 
ingly in this decision, that without regard to the | 
existing and particolar circumstances in which 
the property is placed, either by the action of the ; 
armics of the United States or the armies of the | 


bag Be ies See 
rebels, although this’ be the result of their joint ; 


action, still if the property is of such a character 
that it would be useful to the United States and 
to the rebel army, and it be reasonably certain 
that the rebel army would appropriate it to its use 
unless it was destroyed by the United States mil- 


itary officer, and- itis- so “destroyed that destric 
tion renders the United States respdisible for ats 
full and: intrinsic value: The court. in-thi à 
assess the damages: i a 

I will read another: passage of this decision 
dered by Judge. Wilmot. I suppose ‘he is loyal. 
Things have come to a strange pass in this coun= 
try. A great system of injustice has originated 
in the executive and legislative departments äs wè 
contend, the consequence of which; by flagrant 
violations of the Constitution and usurpations of 
power, is to rob free, loyal, and: true citizens of 
hundreds of millions of: property; and the man 
who has the audacity to stand’ up: to:resist such 
an iniquitous course of policy and legislation isre: 
garded almost as a senatorial nuisance; and ifhe 
utters an earnestand frequent protest against such 
measures, he is condemned and damned as ‘dis> 
loyal, and as a semi-traitor....Sir, “ the timegare 
strangely out of joint” when such exhibitions 
and such perverted opinions characterize the Uni- 
ted States Senate. We had yesterday certainly 
a fulland most latitudinous exhibition of the free+ 
dom of debate in this Chamber. If there was 
any speech ever made in it that strikes at: our 
entire system, the Constitutions and laws of the 
United States and the@tates, at the-secial polity, 
organism, and civilization:of North America; its 
Christian faith, and.all its received opinions, it 
was that made in this Chamber yesterday by the 


| Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Brown.] But in the 


United States freedom of speech is guarantied, 
and let that Senator and all others exercise itin 
its broadest scope, even though it become licen< 
tious. But, sir, I will proceed with the passage 
from Judge Wilmot’s opinion: 

« Tt is the imminence of the danger, the pressing heces- 
sity, that gives the State the right to take private property 3 
yeton this hypothesis, when the danger becomes a çer- 
tainty, the necessity inevitable, the Government is relieved 
from liability.” 


That is the false logic the judge is combating. . 


‘ The legal maxim, damnum absque injuria, would defeat 
the constitutional provision securing compensation, if ef- 
fectwere given to itin a case like the one before the court. 
Tt has no application whatever when property is actually 
taken for public use, and has been so held by the courts in 
numerous decisions. (See note on page 114, Sedgwick on 


taken that the Constitution provides for compensation; it 
makes no mention of indirect or consequential damage ; and 


i here and here only the maxiin, damnum absque injuria, ap- 


plies? : $ 

It is established by this authority that an ap“ 
parently inevitable and impending necessity for 
taking the property forthe public use must exist, 
that it may be created either by the demands of 
our own Army or the reasonable probability that 
it would be applied to the use of the enenty, and 
is destroyed to prevent that; and these facts form 
one class of cases in which the Constitution se- 
cures to the citizen a just compensation for‘his 
property, and that compensation is no arbitrary, 


| fictitious, and insufficient value or appraisement 


put upon it by the Executive, by the War office, 
by an act of Congress, or by any military officer, 
but it is its intrinsic value. ‘That value is a ju- 
dicial and nota legislative question, and it is-to 
be ascertained by a judicial mode of proceeding. 
My amendment proposes to adopt that mode. 
In the case before the Court of Claims, the court 
assessed the value of the property destroyed at 
$61,418 44, and allowed credits amounting to 
$19,836 44, leaving a balance in favor of the claim- 
ant of $41,582, and adjudged that he be paid that 
sum from the United States Treasury. ‘ 
The honorable and able Senator from Michi- 
gan, (Mr. Howarp,] and some other gentlemen 
on this floor, secm to avert or to attempt toavert 
the position that the owner of a negro taken for 
the public use is entitled to a full and fair compen- 
sation for his value, by assuming the position 


he is a human being. l have collected some aù- 
thority on that point, but before I proceed to dis- 
cuss that branch of the subject E will make a re- 
mark or two on an incidental question. gi 

It is frequently said that the Government wants 
soldiers, aud that it has a right to take eny.slave 
and make a soldier of him, and that the effect of 
enrolling him into the military service is to make 
him a free man. The eloquent and able Senator 
from Maryland (Mr, Jonnson} assumed that po~ 
sition; but with the greatest habitual deference to 
that Senator’s opinions that I have nurtared and 
kept by me for more than twenty years, I dis- 
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sentfrom this one. On-some future occasion, in 
vemarks.confined exclusively to the point, Fin- 
tend to. attempt to establish that there is no power 
in the United States Government, in. any-of its 
departments, in any of its officers, or inthe whole 
in the aggregate, to give to a negro his freedom 
because he is even- mustered into the service of 
the United States, or-upon any other reason. But 
Ldo hat.enter. into that question now. For the 
present, it is sufficient to-say that. gentlemen as- 
sumė- thatit is necessary thathe should be a com- 
ponent: part of the armies of the United States; 
and.taken for that purpose it would be for public 
use. If-he is property, the owner of the property 
is entitled tò hiş fair value—‘ a just compensa- 
tion, ¥ in the language of the Constitution, to be 
properly and judicially ascertained; not to an ar- 
itrary and inadequate assessment of his value. 
That is the mode established.by long and general 
usage and acquiescence, sanctioned and confirmed 
by Jegislative enactments. and the judgments of 
courts generally, and of the nature and essence of 
the:inquiry. 
: .Butif the honorable Senator from Michigan had 
not.assumed,and with so much. confidence, that 
property cannot exist inanegro, I should not have 
appeared in the debate of this bill in a second 
speech. Iwas amused atthe honorable Senator’s 
argument, and how skillfully it evaded the ques- 
tion. The proposition which he mainly argued, 
and with muchability, I think is notin the kernel of 
the measure under consideration, Lt was whether 
negro slavery existed by the common law, and his 
conclusion. that it did not seems to me to be wholly 
immaterial to the merits of this bill, and the amend- 
ment I have offered to it. Iwill endeavor to elu- 
cidate and establish my position. ° 
The ruling of Lord Mansfield in the case of the 
negro Sommersett, that although he had been a 
slave in Virginia and Jamaica, he was made free 
by his mere subscquent residence in England, was 
against the well-established law of that country. 
T have no doubt that the common law did es- 
tablish property in particular subjects, but every 
lawyer knows that the common law arose from 
customs and usages whereof the memory of man 
runneth not to the contrary? Some of them date 
back coeval with Julius Cæsar, and have their 
origin with the ancient Britons, as the custom of 
gavelkind, in Kent, and the mode of dividing prop- 
erty upon the death of a husband between his wid- 
ow and his children or other relatives. It is cer- 
tain that it was.not of a single formation, but was 
built up by the adoption of particular customs and 
usages by the early inhabitants of England, Brit- 
ons, Saxons, and others, as their circunstan- 
ces.and exigencies suggested them, and was the 
growth of ages. It is certain that it was an ex- 
tensive and very complete body of laws in the 
reign of Edgar, the grandfather of Alfred, and by 
him. was collected into one body. Alfred en- 
larged, systematized, and greatly improved the 
common law in his celebrated “Dome book,” 
and ‘his grandson, Edward the Confessor, sull 
further enlarged and improved it by his compila- 
tion, By the Norman conquest the common law 
fell into general desuetude, and was temporarily 
buried ander the feudal system, ut it was con- 


served in the hearts of the Saxon population which. 


had created it, and their bold barons restored and 
forced the recognition of its most essential prin- 
ciples by King John in Magna Charta. 

One of the most important principles of the 
common law, and the last one enumerated in 
Magna Charta, is in these words: 

e“ Every subject of England shall have the free enjoyment 
of his Hre, liberty, and property, unless deeiared to be for- 
reied by the Judgweut of his peers or the law of the land.” 

That provision, nearly in identical, but more 
perfect, terms, is incorporated in the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. It establishes this 
general principle: that all crimes and offenses, 
whenever and wherever declared by law, and all 
subjects of property, whether property in the 
particular class of subjects was established by 
the common law, or statute law, or by appropri- 
ation, custom, usage, and acquiescence, are—the 
crimes, offenses, and property—all equally sub- 
ject to that general principle of the common law, 
also principle of our Constitution. No subject 


of England or citizen of the United States can be | 


deprived of life, liberty, or property, in any pos- | 


sible case, unless by the judgment of his peers 
or the laws of the land. 


This great rule is just | 


asiapplicable in cases.of indictment for crimes 
and -offerises. created and declared, and to new 
subjects of property, invented, discovered, or ap- 
propriated, as well since as before the existence 
of the common law, 

How many different subjects of property are 
there now that were not known when Alfred the 
Great compiled the common law? ` How many 
different subjects of property are therenow known 
and-recognized among the various nations of thé 
civilized world that had no such recognition when 
Magna Charta was wrested from King John at 
Runnymede? I have not the means and I have 
never undertaken the task of enumerating them, 
but [have no doubthundreds and hundreds. Yes, 
sir, I lay down this propositton, that the general 
principle of protection which the common law, 
Magna Charta, and our Constitution respectively 
give to property and to the owners of property 
applies as well to property that was discovered, 
invented by legislative enactment, or by the com- 
mon and general use and custom and acquiescence 
ofthe people of England, of the United States, and 
the civilized world afteras well as before existence 
of the common law, Magna Charta, and the Con- 
stitution of the United States. The same princi- 
ple would apply the right of the trial by jury to 
all subsequently created crimes and offenses. 

I will now proceed to read some authorities to 
establish a position which I never expected a 
sound lawyer to controvert, and to contradict a 
position the wildest, the most illegal, illogical, and 
unsound that a lawyer ever assumed; and that is 
that property does not, cannot, and never did ex- 
istin a human being. l avow that property in 
African slaves existed by the general. practice, 
usage, custom, appropriation, and acquiescence 
of all the civilized nations of Europe for two hun- 
dred and fifty years; that the slave trade was 
allowed and recognized by the laws of nations, 
and that property in slaves exists at this time in 
every country that by such usage, acquiescence, 
long appropriation, and universal sanction, estab- 
lished slavery in the country, that have not abol- 
ished it; and I have an overwhelming amount of 
authority to sustain that position. 1 will read in 
the first place from the case of Sommersett, which 
admits these positions in relation to all the Ameri- 
ean colonies of England and denies it in England 
and nowhere beside, and only for the purposes of 
personal privilege when he has resided in England, 
and in virtue of that residence. 

‘The case of Sommersett was upon a writ of 
habeas corpus issued in 177] and decided in 1772, 
and the questions whieh arose upon its hearing 
were, first, the rights of one claiming a negro 
present in that country as his property, by the 
lex loci; second, if such rights exist, their extent; 
third, the Jaws and means for enforcing them in 
England, In his judgment Lord Mansfield says, 
“A contract for the sale of a slave is good here.” 


That is the admission of Lord Mansfield himself; | 


but he goes on to explain further the case and the 
punciples that were involved in it: 

t The sate is a matterto which the law properly and rea- 
sonably attaches, aud will maintain tbe price according to 
the agreement? 

Now, sir, whatis this position? That a negro 
might be sold in England at that day asa slave; 
that the transfer of a slave was a valid and sufi- 
cient consideration upon which to uphold a con- 
tract which the law would enforce, He adds, 
however: 

But here the person of the stave himself is made the 
object of inquiry, which makes a very material difference. 
The question now is whether any dominion, authority, or 
coercion can be exercised iu this country on a slave accord- 
ing to the smerican laws.” ; 


Sommersett had been a slave in Virginia, and 
was taken by his master to Jamaica, and from 
thenee to England,and kept there some years asa 
slave. He became dissatisfied with his condition 
of slavery, and his master, to secure him, placed 
him on board a ship in the ‘Thames, and some | 
friends of his issued out from the court of King’s 

ench a writ of habeas corpus to bring Sommersett 
before that court to inquire into the cause of his de- 
tention, That was the case; and Lord Mansfield 
said that the question in the case “is whether any 
dominion, authority, ar coercion can be exercised | 
in this country on a slave according to the Ameri- 
can laws.” Headmits virtually, as be does after- 
wards more explicitly, thatif that slave had been 
1 Virginia or in Jamaica, and had never been 
aken to England, he would have been there sub- 


} 
{ 


ject.to the authority, coercion,and dominion of 
is master according to the local laws; and thatthe 
question, and the true question, before the court 
was, whether there were any such laws in Eng- 
land ag in those countries which would allow the 
master to exercise authority, dominion, and coer- 
cion over him, as he could have done in Jamaica or 
Virginia, ifthe slave werethere. . Lord Mansfield 
admits: that fifty years previously Lord Talbot 
and Lord Hardwicke, while. respectively. Soli- | 
citor and Attorney General, ‘‘ two of the greatest 
men ofany age,” had given their opinion to the 
English planters that slaves by being taken from 
the colonies to England did not thereby obtain 
their freedom, but were subject to be taken back 
at the pleasure of their owners; and that those 
great lawyers undertook to be responsible for the 
consequence of taking slaves from the colonies to 
England. Lord Mansfield further says: 


“The difficulty of adopting the relation without adopting 
it in all its consequences is indeed extreme ; and yet many 
of those consequences are absolutely contrary to the muni- 
cipal law of England. We have no authority to regulate 
the conditions in which law shall operate,” 


The position of Lord Mansfield was simply 
this, that slaves were property in England for 
every purpose, except when the slave himself 
claimed his freedom; that they were legitimately 
and properly the subjects of contract, and that 
where they were the subjectsand consideration of 
contracts, the laws and the courts would uphold 
such contracts. The only reason why he decided 
that the negro could not be held in slavery there 
was, that there were no laws in force. in England 
which subjected him to the authority and domin- 
ion and coercion of his master, as did the local 
laws of Virginia and Jamaicaand the other North 
American British colonics. The premises and 
reasoning of Lord Mansfield did not establish the 
right of Sommersett to his freedom, but only that 
England had no slave code in foree which would 
authorize his master “ to exercise authority, co- 
ercion,and dominion overhim.?? Theable judge 
should have dismissed the writ of habeas corpus 
on the ground that Sommersett was not a free- 
man, but a slave. If his master was exercising 
“any authority, coercion, and dominion” over 
him, in conflict with any law of England, he should 
have decided such act. to be unlawful, citing the 
laws which it violated, and giving Sommersett 
relief only to that extent. There was no law of 
England that conferred on him freedom. 

Now, sir, that is the whole of the famous case 
of Sommerscett, decided to be free by Lord Mans- 
ficld. He states the number of slaves that were 
then held in England to be about fifteen thousand. 
if gentlemen who are curious in such antiquities 
will examine the newspapers in the London 
Museum they will find advertisement upon ad- 
vertisement to sell slaves and to reclaim runaway 
slaves, and the latter deseribed to have collars 
around their necks, and the names of the owners 
inscribed upon the collars, 

Spain, Portugal, England, France, Holland, 
Sweden, Denmark, and the maritime States of 
italy, constituting at the time the most refined na- 
tions of the earth, and nearly all of civilized Eu- 
rope, entered into the African slave trade shortly 
after the discovery of America, and established A 
except Italy, colonies in the western hemisphere, 
imported slaves into them, and held those slaves 
as property under their colonial laws, with the 
sanction and support of the laws and Government 
of the parent countries. 

England entered into that trade in 1562 by ship- 
ping slaves to the West Indies in a vessel com- 
manded by Sir Joha Hawkins. Queen Elizabeth 
was a partner and the protector of his later ex- 
peditions. In 1018 a charter was granted by James 
{to Sir Robert Rich and his associates, mer- 
chants of London, with the exclusive privilege 
of carrying on the slave trade from the coast of 
Guinea. A second charter was granted by Charles 
l to another company in 1631, and so extensive 
and lucrative were their operations that at a great 
expeuse they erected numerous forts and build- 
ings for slave marts along the coast of the West 


i Indies for the defense and facilitation of their 
i trade, 


dn 1662 Charles H chartered a third com- 
pany, giving italso exclusive privileges, of which 
his brother, the Duke of York, was the head. 
This company engaged to furnish the British 
West India colonies with three thousand slaves 
annually. Queen Anne protected the slave trade 
under treaties with foreign Powers of which it 


1864. 


The twelfth article of the treaty of Utreeht, July 
13, 1713, between Great Britain and Spain, granted 
“to her Majesty, and tothe company of her sub- 
jects established for that purpose, as well the sub- 
jects of Spain as others being excluded, the con- 
tract for introducing negroes into the several parts 
of the dominions of his Catholic Majesty in Amer- 
ica for thirty years;” and the same section grants 
the occupancy of lands near the Rio de la Plata 
“ suitable for maintaining the servants of the said 
company and their negroes, and fòr safely keeping 
them, the said negroes, for the purpose of being 
sold. 

By the act of Parliament of 1697, section twenty, 
‘governors, deputy governors, and judges are 
forbidden under penalty to act as a factor or fac- 
tors, agent or agents for the said company or any 
other person or persons, for the sale or disposal 
of any negroes.”’ 

The act of Parliament of 5 George II, passed 
for England, makes negroes, houses, lands, &c., 
subject to execution for the satisfaction of debts; 
and act 23, same George, 1759, has a provision 
referring to “* negroes or other goods.” Another 
act of the same reign, passed 1749-50, entitled 
“An act for extending and improving the trade to 
Africa,” begins, ‘© Whereas the trade to Africa is 
very advantageous to Great Britain, and neces- 
sary for supplying the plantations and colonies 
thereunto belonging with a sufficient number of 
negroes at reasonable rates,” &c, 

The seventh section of this act declares the duties 
‘which shall be paid at the place of importation 
upon all goods and merchandise (negroes ex- 
cepted) imported in (into) England, or any of his 
Majesty ’s plantationsor colonies in America from 
the coast of Africa;” “and that all goods and 
merchandise (negroes excepted) that shall be 
ladanaor put on board any ship or vessel on the 
coast of Å frica, between Blanco and Cape Mount, 
and shall be imported into England, orany of his 
Majesty’s plantations or colonies aforesaid, shall 
answer and pay the duties aforesaid,’&c. This 
law shows that England, equally with the planta- 

tions and colonies, was open to the importation 
of African slaves; and I have not seen any act of 
Parliament that restricted them to the latter, or 
that interdicted their introduction into the mother 
country. f 

Tiere are positive acts of Parliament in explicit 
language, authorizing the importation of slaves 
into England, declaring that slaves in England are 
chattels, making them responsible for debts, and 
making them a part of the estate of a deceased 
owner. They were taken, appraised, and held 
as a portion of a deceased man’s estate, and dis- 
tributed among his distributees like any other 
Prey 

en of the judges of England, including Holt 
and Pollexfen, decided that * negroes are mer- 
chandise,” and consequently within the naviga- 
ton acts. 

The Spaniards carried slaves into the West In- 


dies as early as 1501, and Hakluyt says that | 


twenty-four negro slaves were brought to Eng- 
land from the coast of Africain 1553. The Gov- 
ernment and people of England found the trafic 
in slaves contributed greatly to the prosperity, 
not only of their commerce, but of their colonial, 
agricultural, and planting productions, and they 
stimulated and sustained it by acts of Parliament, 
chartering companies, and other modes. 

Now, sir, from 1555, according to Hakluyt, 
until the decision rendered in the case of Sommer- 
sett, slaves were introduced by every subject who 
chose into Engiand, the right being confirmed by 
express authority of acts of Parliament. Slavery 
existed there by custom, usage, appropriation, 
and general acquiescence, and was never contro- 
verted for two hundredand twenty years. Prop- 
erty in slaves wag thereby unquestionably estab- 
‘shed in England, and could be abolished only by 
an act of Parliament, not by a judicial dictum. 

There was no law or commercial regulation that 


! 
| 
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| 


i avery early period upto nearly theend of the last century.” 


Again, says thé judges... goe pri Siir GS 
tt Slaves have come into this istand and passed uut of it 
in returningto the coloniesin the sanie character of slaves; 
whatever asnight be the intermediate character which they 
possessed in England, and this: without any interruption; 
or without any doubt belonging: to-their character in that 
servile state; they go back with a perfect knowledge of the 
state which they are to reénier.?? f PE 
_ What is thẹ principle there decided?” That.if 
a negro had been taken-to England even afierthe 
decision in. the Sommersett case; and: from Eng- 
land ‘had been taken back to the slave colony front 
whence he was carried to England, hé would re: 
turn precisely into the same state of slavery under 
the local law of the colony-as though he never 
had had: any residence in England. : 

The truth of this legal proposition, that-wheri'a 
slave of an English slave colony went to England, 
and afterwards returned -to the same colony, he: 
there returned to slavery, cannot be shaken. 
There is no position more immovable. . 

History teems with an unbroken and resistless 
weight of evidence that all the British North A mer- 
ican colonies at an early day after their settlement 
introduced African. slavery; and.that it was fos- 
tered, upheld, and protected in:them by both the 
legislation of Parliament.and of their own: locat 
legislative assemblies; and that this property was 
as much the subject of. suits and of the judgments 
of courts, and of the executions of those’ judg- 
ments, in the colonies respectively, as any other 
property. But Lord Mansfield said in the Som- 
mersett case-that slavery could not exist in any 
country but by positive law; and that sentiment 
has been generally adopted by the. American 
courts and judges. But what is positive law? 
Judge Shaw, in the case, 18th Pickering, page 
212, says: 

& But it [the doctrine.of Lord Mansfield] clearly admits 
that it may exist by positive Jaw. Anditmay be remarked 
that by positive law in this connection may be as well un- 
derstood customary law as the enactment ofa statute, and 
the word is used to designate rules established by tacit ac- 
quiescence or by legislative act of any State, and which 
derive their force and authority from such acquiescence 
or enactment, and not because they are the dictates of nat- 
ural justice, and as such of universal obligation.” 

I do not remember ever to have met witha 
statute or positive enactment, or any history or 
statement of such law, declaring property in any 
class of its multiform subjects, with the single ex- 
ception of the colony of Georgia. But so faras I 
know or have read property of every kind is first 
established by appropriation, long use, and acqui- 
escence of nations generally, or of a particular peo- 
ple. In the one case it has its origin in local law, 
and in the otherin general law, both being merely 
usage, custom, and acquiescence; and only after 
it is thus established it becomes the subject of 
enactment in the form of laws for its regulation 
and protection. Property in slaves has had the 
same origin and has been upheld by the same 
sanctions and laws as property in every other 
i subject; and to deny property in slaves for want 
of an express enactment would amount to its ab- 
negation inevery subject. I know of no country 
that forms an exception to this general proposi- 
tion except the colony of Georgia, from which 
slavery was firstinterdicted by her positive enact- 
ment, and to negative its effect her Legislature 
passed a law to admit the introduction of slaves, 

Even in the State of Pennsylvania African sla- 
very was established at an early day. As long 
ago as 1699, Penn proposed to provide by law for 
the marriage, religious instruction, and kind treat- 
ment of slaves, but there was no response from 
the Legislature, Itisadebated question whether 
or not he died a slaveholder. That he held slaves 
during his life F believe is a well-authenticated 


prohibited the introduction of slaves into England; 
on the contrary, she was equally open to them 
with her colonies by acts of Parliament equally | 
applicable to both. All her West India and North 
American colonies imported them, and,.with the 
knowledge and approval ofthe home Government, 
passed laws to regulate and give protection and 
security to that property; and that property and 
those laws were not only recognized and enforced 
by their: local courts, but also by the courts of 
England in every case that came before them, éx- 
cept some three or four, including the case of Som- 
mersett, in which the question was the right of the 
slaves to their freedom by reason of their residence 
in England. Slaves continued to be taken into Eng- 
land from the time of their first introduction, and 
held there as such by all persons at their pleasure 
until the decision in the case of Sommersett. The 
reason that not more than fifteen thousand were 
tben in the island, and there were no laws of Par- 
liament authorizing their owners to exercise ‘‘ do- 
minion, authority, and coercion over them,” was 
that England had not the climate, soil, and pro- 
ductions of her slave colonies. But notwithstand- 
ing this defect of her legislation in providing proper 
regulations for the subject of slavery, during two 
hundred and twenty years slaves had been held, 
appropriated, and used as property in England 
by all who chose; and I maintain that thereby and 
there property in African slaves was established, 
and all the protection and guarantees which the 
common law gave to other property attached to 
slave property; and Lord Mansfield’s judgment 
was without authority of law. 

He was like some of our modern philanthro- 
pists. He adopted beforchand a conclusion that 
slavery could not exist in England; that its at- 
mosphere was too pure to be breathed by slaves, 
notwithstanding slavery had existed and slaves 
had breathed the pure atmosphere of England for 
two hundred and twenty years. To reach this 
foregone conclusion, he wrested the law; he forced 
it from its natural reading and meaning; he by his 
dictum legislated slavery out of that island against 
the positive usage and acquiescence of the people 
and the customary law and the parliamentary rec- 
ognition of the institution. 

Bat be that proposition as it may, until this 
generation, and in this country, all judicial tri- 
bunals, jurists, and publicists, the whole intelli- 
gence of the world, have conceded without ques- 
tion that African slavery existed in every country 
where it was established by the local law. This 
position was not controverted by counsel or court 
in the case of Sommersett, and in his opinion on 
the case is conceded impliedly by Lord Mans- 
field. 

I come now to the case of the slave Grace, de- 
cided by Lord Stowell in 1827. He had ad- 
judged the previous case of Le Louis when he | 


was Sir William Scott and judge of the Court of 
Admiralty of England. He was a brother of 
Lord Eldon, and one of the ablest jurists Eng- | 
land ever produced. ` i 
In the case of the slave Grace, decided by Lord | 
Stowell, in 1827, he says in his opinion: f 
“Tt has been observed that the sovereign State has de- | 
t 
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clared that all laws made in the colonies contradicting its |! 
own Jaw shali be null and void, and cannot be put in exe- į 
cution ; but is that the characterof the laws in the colonies | 
for the encouragement to the proprietors of slaves? Hasit 

not since the declaration of its judgment against slavery | 
declared, in the most explicitand authoritative manner, its 
encouragement of slavery in its colonial establishinents? 
Have not innumerable acts passed whica regulate the con- | 
dition of slaves, and which tend to consider them, as the |; 
colonists themselves do, as res possidit in commercio, as mere 
goods and chattels subject to mortgage, as constituting 
part of the vaiue of States, as Hable to be taken inexecn- 


i 
: i 

tion for debt, to be publicly sold for such purpe and jj... = . a , es " 

has it not established courts of the highest jurisdiction for ii historical fact., In 1719, to a general pen on tor 

the carrying into execution provisions for ail these pur- || the emancipation of slaves, the response of the 

poses; and these its most eminent courts oF justice court |! Legislature of Pennsylvania was, ‘it is neither 


of the King’s Privy Council, and its courts of chancery, 
where all these regulations are carried into ne with ue 
most scrupulous attention, and under the authority of acts ; a 
of Parliament? Can any man doubt that at this time of A French slaver was captured by a British 
day slaves in the colonies may be transferred by sale made | cruiser, and by the captors claimed to be a pirate, 
in Paces aud which Rais affirmed without refer- | and her condemnation was sought in the English 
ence to the court so empowered.” it pean 2 3 : Pat 
Lord Stowell, in the same opinion, says further courts. Theease was brought into the A ie y 
EUnet ears P : Court of England, and decided by Sir William 


‘<The personal traffic in slaves resident in England had | f O y ae F : ` 
been as pubiic and as anthorized in London as in any one í Scott; and in the opinion which he rendered are 
these passages: 


of our West India islands. They were sold on the Ex 
change and other places of public resort by parties then c The act of trading in slaves, however detestable; is not 
selves resident in Loudon, and with as little reserve as they |) tne act of rreebooters, enemies of the human race, renoun- 
would bave been in any of our West India possession ehigee and ravaging every country, in its coasts 
Sneh astate of things continned without impeachment from P yiminately.” i 
adininisiration of law, cannot attribute 


i criminality to an act where the law impates none. Tumust 


just nor convenient to set thematliberty,”’ Ban- 
croft states that fact. 


That is, up to the time of the Sommersctt case. 
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Took tothe légal standard of morality; and apon.a question 
OF Wis atire that: standard must be found in the law of 
nations, assfixed:and evidenced by general, ancient, and 
admitted. practice, by. treaties, and by the general tenor of 
the laws and ordinances and the formal transactions of 
civilized States; and Jooking to these.authorities, he found 
a difficulty in maintaining that the transaction was legally 
zerimimmakl. PASTE S d A 
z: “Itis pressed asa difficulty, what- is to be done if a 
French ship Jaden with: slaves’ is brought in? Y answer 
“without hésitation, restore the possession which has been 
unlawfully divested, rescind the ilegal act done: by- your 
own subject, and Jeave the foreigner to the justice-of his 
own country.” j ; 


siwil here embody the clause of the Constitu- i 


tion in relation to fugitive slaves: 


No person held to ‘service or labor in one State under 
the Jaws. thereof, escaping into another, shall,.in conse- 
quence ofany law orregulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or labor, but shalf be delivered up on claim of 
the party to whom such service may be due,” 


The seventh article of the treaty of 1783'be- 
tween Great Britain and the United States pro- 
vided: : 

“That his Britannie Majesty shall, with all convenient 
speed, and without causing any destruction, or carrying 
away any negroes or other property of the American inhab- 
tants, withdraw all his armies, garrisons, and fleets from 
the said United States,?? &c. 

The treaty of Ghent contains a similar stipu- 
lation. But notwithstanding the British fleets de- 
ported many negro slaves trom Maryland, Vir- 
gi and Louisiana, and the Government of the 

nited States claimed for their owners their value 
from the British Government to the aggregate 
amountof more than amillion dollars. This was 
fesisted, not upon the ground that the negroes 
were not property, but that they were not deported 
against the provision of the treaty. The ques- 
tion was referred by the two Powers to the ar- 
bitrament of the Emperor of Russia, and by him 
decided against the British Government. 

_ In the case of the Antelope, decided by our Su- 
reme Court, in which the consuls of Spain and 
ortugal demanded for subjects of their respective 

countries portions of a cargo of slaves brought 

from Africa and captured on board the Antelope 

by.a United States revenue cutter, Chief Justice 
arshall rendered’ the opinion of the court, and 

he quotes approvingly the foregoing passages from 
sh Loy ee Oreg S 

the judgment of Sir William Scott. The lawful- 

ness of the slave trade, and the right of the captured 

Africans on board the Antelope to their freedom, 

were questions decided in this case. In his opin- 

jon, the Chief Justice says: 

e'Phe Christian and civilized nations of the world, with 
whom we bave most intercourse, have all been engaged in 
Jt. Howeverabhorrent this tratlic may be to a mind whose 
original feelings are not blunted by familiarity with the 
practice, it has been sanctioned in modern times by the 
ws Of all nations who possess distant colonies, cach of 
whom has engaged in it ag a common commeretal business 
which no other could righthully interrupt. Tt has claimed 
wll the sanctions. which could be derived from Jong usage 
and general acquiescence. That trade could not be con- 
sidered as contrary to the law of nations which wis author- 
{aed and protected by the Jaws of all commercial nations ; 
the right to carry on which was claimed by each, and al- 
lowed by each.” 

In conformity to the foregoing reasoning, the 
court decided that a portion of those captured 
Africans were the slaves of the Spanish claimants, 
and Another portion of the Portuguese; and by its 
judgment ordered their surrender to the consuls 
of those Powers. 

L have herea few other authorities from which 
I-desire to read before closing my remarks. in 
the second volume of Pickering’s Massachu- 
setts Reports, in the case of the Commonwealth 
vs. Griffith, Chief Justice Parker of that State 
says, speaking of the Constitution of the United 
States: 

«ct hat instrument was n compromise. It wasa compact 
by which all are hound. We are to consider, then, what 
was the intention of tbe Constitution, 
were used out of delicacy" — 

That is, “ persons held to service ”— 

“so as not to offend some in the Convention whose feel- 

ings were abhorrent to slavery; but we there entered into 

an agreament that slaves should be considered as property. 

Stavery would still have continued if no Constitution had 

been made. ”—Pickering’s Reports, vol, 2, p. 19. 


Į will now read two or three passages from the 
syllabus in the case of Prigg vs. The Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania. That ease originated 
out of the recapture ofa slave by citizens of Mary- 
land from Pennsylvania. It wasone of the most 
elaborately argued and well-considered cases in- 
volving these questions that ever came before the 
Supreme Court. The opinion was written by 


The words of it | 


i 
| 
f 
i 
i 


Judge Story, whose feelings were anti-slavery; 
and'no'man whose feelings are anti-slavery can 
possibly stand perfectly erect and impartial upon 
a question involving slavery. Thatis more than 
can be expected from human nature. But, sir, 
here is an extract from that opinion: 


“It will probably be found, when we look to the char- 
acter of the Constitution of the United States itself, the 
objects which it seeks to attain, the powers which it con- 
fers, the duties which it enjoins, and the rights which it 
secures, as well as to the known historical fact that many 
of its provisions were matters of compromise of opposing 
interests and opinions, that no uniform rule of interpreta- 
tion can be applied which may not allow, even if it does 
not positively demand, many modifications in its actual 
application to particular clauses.” 

Again: i > 

«The clause in the Constitution of the United States 
relating to fugitives from labor manifestly contemplates the 
existence of a positive, unqualified right, on the part of the 
owner of the siave, which no State law or regulation can 
in any way gnalify, regulate, control, orrestrain. Any State 
law or regulation whick interrupts, limits, delays, or post- 
pones the rights of the owner to the immediate command 
of his service or labor, operates pro tanto a discharge of the 
slave therefrom. The question can never be, how much 
he is discharged from, but whether he is discharged from 
any by the natnral or necessary operation of the State laws 
or State regulations. The question is not one of quantity 
or degree, but of withholding or controlling the incidents 
of a positive right. 

«The owner of a fugitive slave has the same right to seize 
and take him in a State to which he has escaped or fled, 
that he had in the State from which he escaped ; and it is 
well known that this right to seizure or recapture is univer- 
sally acknowledged in all the slavcholding States. ‘The 
court have not the slightest hesitation in holding that, under 
and in virtue of the Constitution, the owner of the slave is 
clothed with the authority in every State of the Union to 
seize and recapture his slave wherever he can do itwith- 
out auy breach of the peace, or iNegal violence. In this 
sense, and to this extent, this clause inthe Constitution may 
properly be said to execute itself, and to require no aid from 
legislation, State or national.’? 

Again: 

«A claim to n fugitive slave is a controversy in a case 
‘arising under the Constitution of the United States, un- 
der the express delegation of judicial power given by that 
instrumcaut, Congress, then, may call that power into ac- 
tivity for the very purpose of giving effect to the right; and 
if so, then it may preseribe the mode and extent to which 
itshall be applied, and how and under what circumstances 
the proceedings shall afford a complete proteetion and 
guarantee of the right? r h + a * 

‘Phe power of legislation in relation to fugitives from 
labor, is exclusive in the national Legislature, (Cited, Stur- 
gis vs. Crowninshicld, 4 Wheat., 122, 193.) 

“Phe right to seize aud retake fugitive slaves, and the 
duty to deliver them up, in whatever State of the Union 
they may be found, is under the Constitution recognized 
asan absolute positive right and duty, pervading the whole 
Union with an equal and supreme tor uncontrolled and 
uncontrollable by State sovercignty or State legislation. 

“The right and duty are coextensive and uniform in 
remedy and operation throughout the whole Union. The 
owner bas the same security and the same remedial jus- 
tice and the same exemption from State regulations and 
control, through bowever many States he may pass with 
the fugitive slave in his possession in transitu to his domi- 
cile,” 


I will now read a passage from the syllabus in 
the Dred Scott case: ; 

“The Constitution of the United States reeognizesslaves 
as property, and pledges the Federal Government to pro- 
teetit. And Congress cannot exercise auy gore authority 
over property of that deseription than it may constitution- 
ally exercise over property of any other kind. 

“Phe plaintif himself acquired no title to freedom by 
being taken by his owner to Rock island, in Hlinois, and 
brought back to Missouri.” 


In that case the negro was taken from Missouri 
to Rock Island, in Illinois, and from Rock tsland 
he was taken back to Missouri. One question 
was whether his residence in Rock Island, a part 
of Illinois, gave him a right to his freedom. ‘The 
court expressly decided that it did not: 

«This court has heretofore decided thatthe status or 
condition of a person of African descent depended on the 
laws of the State in which he resided? 

At the time he is asserting a right to freedom, 
of course. 

“Tt has been settled by the decisions of the highest court 
in Missouri that, by the laws of that State, a slave does not 
become cutitied to bis freedom, where the owner takes him 
to reside in a State where slavery is not permitted and 
afterwards brings him back to Missouri.” 

T will now read from a few decisions of Judge 
McLean in his circuit of Indiana and Michigan. 

In case of Miller vs. McQuarry, 5 MeLean’s 
Rep., 469, Judge McLean decides that: 

“Slavery is a municipal regulation; is local; and can- 
thout the authority of law. But it need not be 
shown that it is created by express enactment. It may 
arise from long reeoguized rights, countenanced by no He- 
givlative action, African slavery is thus recognized in Ken- 
tucky 5 and the judges of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, whose jurisdiction is coextensive with the country, 


are bound to take judicial notice of its existence in those 
States where it prevails”? 

In the case of Jones vs. Vanzadt, 2 McLean’s 
Rep., 602, he says: 

“Ty our colonial governments and under the Confedera- 
tion no general provision existed for the surrender ofslaves. 
From our earliest history it appears that slavery existed in 
all the colonies, and at the adoption of. the Constitution it 
was tolerated in most of the States.” 

Property, real or personal, takes its designation 
and character from the laws of the States.. It was: 
not the object of the Federal Government to reg- 
ulate property. A Federal Government was or- 
ganized by conferring on it certain delegated pow- 
ers, and by imposing certain restrictions upon the 
States. 

In the case of Vaugn vs. Williams, 3 McLean’s 
Rep., 582, he says: 

“In this argument the question of slavery has been dis- 
cussed, and the impolicy of the provision of the Constitu- 
tion requiring fugitives from labor to be surrendered. With 
this subject in the abstract this court has nothing to do. It 
is argued thatslavery bad its origin in usurpation and in- 
justice, and ig continued in violation of the natural rights 
of man, as declared in our Declaration of Independence. 
But these are topics which this court will not discuss. We 
look to the law, and only to the law.” 

The idea of there being a higher law which in- 
terdicts slavery against the positive law, either 
enacted or arising from usage, is absurd. Would 
any gentleman who hag the least regard for his 
legal character make such a plea in a case involv- 
ing the right of the owner to his slave? Why, 
he would be laughed outof court. There is but 
one law of property. Natural law establishesno 
property. It is only artificial law resulting from 
positive enactment or from long usage that es- 
tablishes property, the subjects of property, and 
regulates the rights of property in the owner. 

Sir, if you were to come to natural law there 
are but two natural laws that even abstractly 
can be construed touphold property. The firstis 
the law of man’s wants, either real or artificial, 
true, or imaginary. The next law is his power 
and his ability to appropriate that which he wants 
to his own use. There are no other natural laws 
of property but those two. It was the object 
of society to do away with those natural laws. 
In the language of John Quincy Adams they are 
swept bythe board. They do not exist in,courts. 
They are not allowed to live, to move;t@Mave 
their being in courts. They will not be toler- 
ated as defenses or as giving rights to the claim 
of property. When property exists in a state of 
socicty it exists not by natural law, but by positive 
artificial law, either enacted or from long usage. 
There is no other sanction; there is no other title; 
there is no other claim that can be made avail- 
able in a court of justice; and whenever a law in 
either form guaranties to any owner or claimant 
of property his rights, and he makes good that 
title in court, you may claim and plead all the 
natural and moral law, all the abstract and ina- 
lienable rights of man, all the notions of justice 
or injustice that philanthropy or hypocrisy may 
put up, but they avail nothing. These higher 
laws differ according to education, to the moral 
structure of men, according to the school of 
morals in which they are tanght. But here are 
positive laws reading explicitly and distinetly for 
themselves, that every man may comprehend and 
understand, that every judge may enforce. When 
you resort to natural law, to the laws of abstract 
reason and justice, you are venturing into anun- 
known and dark sea without chart or compass. 
lt is absurd to say that property is to receive its 
overthrow from any such source. 

Thislearned judge, who was also strongly anti- 
oe continues in this case of Vaugn vs. Wil- 
ams: 


“ Whatever opinions may now be entertained as to the 
policy of introducing the above provision into the Consti- 
tution, at the time of its introduction it was deemed a mat- 
ter of the highest import. Tbe fruits of the Revolution 
trembled in the balance while this and kindred subjects 
were disenssed in the Conventions and they were settled 
ouly by a setticment of compromise and mutual conces- 
sion, Butif in this and other respects it is less perfect 
than the parties on either side would have ity we are not 
the less bound by its provisions. Jf an alteration in the 
instrument be desirable, let it be made, or attempted to be 
made, in the mode provided.” 


I submit that lesson to the constitutional tinkers 
in this and the other Hall of Congress who are 
endeavoring to mar the harmony and the moral 
power of that instrument. 4 


t“ But while it remains the fundamental law ofthe Union, 
no citizen will disregard its provisions.” 
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“Tt was not deemed a perfect instrument, perhaps, in 
every respect bya considerable portion of those who formed 
it; but it was all that could be adopted under the circum- 
stances. Tt has saved ns from anarchy and ruin. It has 
given us a national character aid a proud standing among 
the great nations of the earth. Under its protection our 
commerce has flourished among the several States and been 
extended ta every sea. Jt Jaid the foundation of the pros- 
perity and glory of our country. Whatever defects there 
may be in the instrument, no one can fail to see that its 


beneficial results exceed the power of human computa- 
tion”? 


In the case of Giltnor vs. Gorham, &c., 4 Mce- 
Lean, 402, the same learned judge says: 


“Phe counsel of defendants, to some extent, have dis- 
cussed the abstract principle of slavery.?? 


That is a question always abstractina court of 
justice. 

“It is not the province of this court or of this jury to deal 
with abstractions of any kind. With the policy of the local 
laws of the States we have nothing to do. However un- 
just and impolitic slavery may be, yet the people of Ken- 
tucky, in their sovereign capacity, have adopted it. And 
you are sworn to decide this case according to law?— 


Oh, what cobwebs are oaths and law to men 
who are predetermined to violate them !— 

“the Jaws of Kentucky as to slavery, and the provisions 
of the Constitution, and the act of Congress in regard to 
the reclamation of fugitives from labor,” 

provision of the Constitution isa guarantee to the 
slave States that no act should be done by the free States 
to discharge from service in another State any one who 
might cseape therefrom, but that such fugitive should be 
delivered up on claim being made, This clause was deemed 
so important that, ag a matter of history, we know the Con- 
stitution could not have been adopted without it, Asa part 
of that instrument, it is binding upon courts and juries as 
any other part of it”? 

Yes, sir, and’ upon Presidents and legislators 
tov; upon every man who regards the sanctity of 
an oath and the highest duty that he can render 
to his country and to mankind. 

“ The chief excellence of our constitution consists, not so 


much in dur written Constitution and laws, as in the moral 
power which they embody.” 


Yesterday the moral power of this Govern- 
ment ‘* might have stood against the world. Now 
it is so poor that none will even do it reverence.” 
Itis being struck down by rebels in the South and 
by usurpers in our own Government. It is fall- 
ing into contempt. Itis now in ruins. It is be- 
coming the reproach of the land. It is but the 
cover of usurped power and of tyrannical oppres- 
sion. Itis made a shield and a masked battery 
from which assaults are made upon all the rights 
of the States and all the liberties of the citizen, 

“ Intelligent foreigners are more forcibly struck with this 
great factthan withany other, ‘They see no military array, 
no display of martial musi -arms to attract or 
intimidate, and they inquire, where is the Government? 
It is neither to be scen nor felt, and yet the peopie arc quict 
and orderly. Foreigners seem to have no adequate con- 
ception of that moral power which, unseen, pervades every 
part of our country. Under its ægis our citizens reposc in 


confidence as to the safety of their persons and property. | 


Ifinjured in either they look for redress to an energetic and 
enlightened execution of the laws.” 

Ofcourse through the courts; but whata broken 
reed would they bow lean upon if they looked to 
that resource and to that defense. 

“ Aud from this does moral power emanate. Laws the 
most wise and wholesome, if not carried iuto effect, can be 


productive of no good. hey will remain on our statute- 
books as monuments of reproach.??—426. 


Sir, if he had been writing a philippie and a 
condemnation of the present order of things, both 
inthe South and in the United States Govern- 
ment, bis language could scarcely have been more 
apposite. {tis this failure to exeeute the laws 
which has weakened and almost brought our Gov- 
ernmentto an end. Itis the perversion and abuse 
of their Administration that have brought it to the 
very verge of dissolution, and that are now en- 
couraging and widening and deepening dissatis- 


faction with it among the loyal States, the mis- | 


chievous effects of which cannot be calculated. 
“ifwe wish to give permanency to ouy Government and 
preserve its great rciples we must stand by the Consti- 
tution and the laws”— 
Sir, a greater truth was never uttered— 
“andin the administration of justice we must give effect 
to them. Inthe law is found the only safe rule by which 
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| pensation for it, when taken for public use, that 


i by the courts, the Supreme Court, the Court of 


| that this amendment which 1 have offered ought 


ho supposable ease has a juror a right to substitute his own 
views and disregard established principles of iaw.. A well 
instructed conseience is a proper guide for individual ac- 
tion; but when we are called upon toact upon the interests 
of others we violate our oaths, and show ourselves un- 
worthy of so important a trust, when we adopt as arule of 
action our own views of what the law should be rather 
than what it is. ”— Ditto, 426. 

In this case the court instructed the jury that 
the value of the services of the slaves at the place 
from whence they eloped, was the criterion of the 
damages which the plaintiff was entitled to re- 
cover. On the first trial the jury hung, but at the 
next term they found a verdict for the plaintiff for 
the value of the slaves as proved by the plaintiff’s 
witnesses, : 

Now, sir, here is this. question of damages de- 
cided by a Republican judge, irreconcilably anti- 
slavery in his sentiments—Judge McLean. He 
instructed the jury that as men interfered in the 
State of Ohio (which had passed a personal liberty 
bill) and gave aid in the escape ofaslave, the plaint- 
iff was entitled to recover against them, and to 
recover the value of the property in the country 
from whence it escaped, according to the evidence 
of the witnesses of the plaintiff. 

I have other extracts from the opinions of 
able courts and judges to the same effect which 
I will not read. ‘I desired to settle this question 
of property in African slaves. If the cumulative 
authority of courts and of nations, of centuries 
and of ages, of republics and of monarchies—if 
authorities piled, “like Pelion upon Ossa,” sky 
high, can settle and forever put to rest'any legal 
question, this question of slavery, existing by the | 
law of the civilized world at one time and by the į 
laws of all localities and countries and places that 
now recognize it, must be regarded as settled. It 
was for the purpose of arraying this weight and 
volume of authority that | was induced to make 
this speech to-day. If I chose to multiply it l 
could run itinto volumes. I could show how all 
the State courts before whom these questions have 
come have sustained the principle that African 
slavery exists by local law. As I said the other 
day, there was but one solitary dissenting judg- 
ment, and that was rendered in the case of Booth 
in Wisconsin. Thejudgmentofthe State courtin 
that case, somewhat in conflict with the principle 
of property in African slaves, was brought up to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and re- 
versed by its unanimous judgment. ‘ 

But, sir, in conclusion, I aver that property in 
African slaves exists; that itexists in the State 
of Kentucky; and that we have the same right to 
that property and to the same measure of com- 


the owners of any other property have, the fair 
and reasonable value. We have aright to that 
constitutional and just compensation. The meas- 
ure of thatcompensation has already been decided 


Claims, in this District, and the district court of 
Michigan, and all the State courts, and it is de- 
clared by all to be the value of the property, and 
that value is to be ascertained judicially. I claim 


to pass, Itis necessary todd us justice. Jt will 
be a flagrant violation of our constitutional rights 
upon the part of our own Governmenttoloyal men | 
not to give us this measure of compensation. j 
Mr. POMEROY. I desire to inquire what is 
the question before the Senate. T: 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 


controversies between man and man can be decided. In i] 


Senator from Kentucky. i 
Mr. POMEROY. I should be glad to address | 
the Senate on that question. 
Mr. SHERMAN. r i 
wish to proceed this evening [should like to have ; 
a short executive session. | 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. | 

The motion was agreed to; and after some time | 
spent in the consideration of executive business, | 
the doors were reopened, and | 
The Senate adjourned. i 


As the Senator does not jj 


| 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Wepysespay, March 9, 1864 

The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Mr. -Curier, of New York. pte 

The Journal of yesterday wastead and approved. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD, ee 


Mr. ALLISON, by unanimous consent, subt 
mitted a joint resolution of the General Assembly: 
of the State of Iowa, requesting a change.in.the 
route of the Sioux City branch’of the Pacifie 
railroad, and that an independent company may 
be authorized to build the same; which: was res 
ferred to the select committee on the subject, and 
ordered to be printed. : 


PARKERSBURG A PORT OF DELIVERY. :` 


‘Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. T ask the 
unanimous consent of this House to ‘take from 
the Spcaker’s table Senate bill No. 69, to: estab: 
lish Parkersburg as a port of delivery. se 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken . 
up and read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that Parkers- 
burg, in West Virginia, shall be constituted a 
port of delivery, within the collection district of 
New Orleans; and there shall be appointed a gur- 
veyor of customs to reside at that port, who shall, 
in addition to his own duties, perform the duties 
and receive the salary and emoluments prescribed 
by the act of Congress, approved March 2, 1831, 
for importing merchandise into Pittsburg, Wheel- 
ing, and other places. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. I will only 
say a word on the bill. No appropriation is 
asked for public buildings. Parkersburg is asked 
to be made a port of delivery, and not a port of 
entry. All the office created is that of a surveyor 
of customs, at a salary of $350 per annum, 
whenever goods from foreign countries come into 
that port. Itis the second city in the State of 
West Virginia, and one of the most flourishing 
places in that vigorous and prosperous new State. 
Í ask that the bill be put on its passage. i 

The bill wasordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia, moved to, ře- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IOWA CIRCUIT COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill for an act changing the place of holding the 
United States circuit court from Des Moines to 
Davenport, in the State of fowa; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


TAXATION OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 


Mr. KERNAN, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Whereas the law exempting United States bonds from 
taxation enables corporations and individuals to withdraw 
large amounts of their personal estate from all State, coun- 
ty, town, and municipal taxation, and thus they escape 
their just share of the burdens which are thrown chiefly 
upon real estate: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be, 
and the same is hereby, directed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of so changing the law as not to exempt the holders 
of United States bonds or stocks from State, county, towa, 
and municipal taxation on account thereof; and that the 
committee is authorized to report by bill or otherwise. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI. 

Mr. LOAN, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

RE olved, ‘That the Secretary of War be,and he is here- 
by, directed to furnish to this House copies of all reports 
and other official communieations made by the commander 
of the department of the Missouri and ail other Federal 
military oflicers in the State of Missouri now on file in his 
office, and which relate tu military services rendered by the 
Missouri militia. 

ENROLLMENT BOARDS.- 

Mr. DRIGGS, by unanimous consent, sub- 

mitted joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
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State of Michigan, in favor of an amendment to 
the enrollment act so as to have the examining 
boards meet at the county seats; which were re- |i 
ferred-to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. ` 

sro SHIP CANAL. 

Mr, DRIGGS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted joint resolutions of the Detroit Board of 
Trade in favorofaship canal around the Niagara 
faliss which were referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


COURT OF OLAIMS. 


Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced ‘a bill to restrict the jurisdiction of the 
Gourt of Claims to provide for the payment of 
certain demands for quartermaster’s stores and 
subsistence supplies furnished to the Army of the 
United States; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. = 

CREWS OF AMERICAN VESSELS. 

Mr. ELIOT, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of amending the 
law requiring that a certain proportion of the crews of 
American vessels shall be American citizens; and report 
thereon by bill or otherwise, 


PUTNAM’S BYELET HOOK. 


Mr. PRUYN, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duaed the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

- Resolved, That the Conmittec on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into and report upon the expediency of 
adopting the Putnam eyelet hook as a fastening for rubber 
blankets and shelter tents, and of furnishing them to the 
troops already in the pice. 

PRINTING OF A PAPER. 

Mr. DONNELLY, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, Chat the usual number of copies of the me- 
mortal of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota in refer- 
ence to A grant. of Jand to the Mississippi and Lake Superior 
Rallroad Company be printed for the use of the House, 


TIME OF HOLDING CERTAIN COURTS. 

Mr. WILDER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to amend anactentitled “An act pre- 
scribing the times and places of holding terms of 
the circuit court in the districts of Lown, Minne- 
sota, and Kansas,” approved January 13, 1863; | 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

MESSAGH FROM THES SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, its 
Secretary, announced to the House that the Sen- 
ate had agreed to the amendments of the House 
of Representatives to the bill of the Senate (No. 
30) to establish a uniform system of ambulances 
in the Army of the United States. 

Algo, that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (EL. R. No. 156) to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of | 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1864, disagreed to | 
by the House of Representatives; disagree to the | 

| 
1 
| 


amendment of the House to other amendments of 
the Senate to the said bill; and agree to the com- | 
mittee of conference asked for by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Llouses thereon, | 
and had appointed Mr. Fessenpen, Mr. Foor, 
and Mr. Carnie, ns such committee on the part 
of the Senate. 


KANSAS AND CALIFORNIA MAIL SERVICE, 


| the Committee on Public Lands will make a mo- 
i} ion to lay this bill on the table and killit at once. 


| grants of land for public improvements, it has ac- 


ernment is not properly represented or cared for. 
i I do not know how | may vote upon the bill, As 


gislature petitioning Congress to. establish a mil- 
itary road from Fort Leavenworth via Fort Riley 
to Fort Larned; which were ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

MILITARY AND POST ROADS. 


Mr. DEMING, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from. the Committee on Military Affairs 
an act to declare certain roads military roadsand 
post roads, and to regulate commerce; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


NAVY-YARD ON WESTERN WATERS. 


Mr. LAW, by unanimous consent, introduced 
the following resolution, which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire-into the expediency of making Evans- 
ville, on the Ohio river, in the State of Indiana, a point for 
the location of a navy-yard on the western waters. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The call of committees for 
reports is the business in order; and under it the 
Fouse resumes the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. No. 115) granting lands to the Territory of 
Washington to aid in the construction of a mili- 
tary road from Fort Walla-Wallato Puget Sound. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a few words 
upon the bill before the House. If the bill were 
a carefully drawn bill { should be opposed to it. 
I regard it asa loosely drawn bill. Butnow when 
gold has risen since yesterday, as I understand, 
from sixty-four to sixty-nine per cent. premium, 
I consider it as a most inopportune time for us to 
be parting with any of our solid securities, The 
bill before us is merely for the construction of a 
wagon road—not a railroad—and yet it proposes 
to surrender all the public lands of any value upon 
either side of the road to the extent of fifteen 
miles, and there is no security whatever for the 
building or construction of that road. Itis merely 
upon the certificate of the Governor of the Terri- 
tory of Washington that these lands are to be 
made over. Then if there should be only a spot- 
ting of trees, or sticking of stakes for the line of 
the road, and the Governor should regard that 
sufficient, the lands would be demanded and sur- 
rendered, 

I trust we shall have no such bill passed at this 
session. ‘There is no limitation as to the mini- 
mum price at which those lands shall be disposed 
of, and they may be sold for one cent or twelve 
and a half cents an acre, —Lhope the chairman of 


Mr. NOR'TON, Ido not wish to take up any 
time about this matter; but as far as my experi- 
ence has gone, when this Government has made 


tually made money out of them, because it has 
sold the remaining lands in the vicinity for more 
than it could have disposed of the whole with- 
out the improvements; and they have sold the re- 
maining alternate sections in much less time than 
it would have taken to dispose of the whole, ifthey 
had retained the whole in their hands. i 

There seems, however, to be some misunder- 
standing in regard to this bill. ttis said that it is 
vory loosely drawn; that the interest of the Gov- 


at present advised I shall be in favor of a bill 
properly drawn and guarded to secure the objects 
of this bill. But Ll will suggest to my colleague 


Mr. WILDER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented concurrent resolution of the Kansas Legis- 
lature, asking for mail service between Kansas 
and California; which was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Oflice 
and Post Roads, 

MILITARY BRIDGE IN KANSAS. 

Mr. WILDER, by unanimous consent, pre- | 
sented concurrent resolution of the Kansas Begis- | 
lature, petitioning for the construction ofa miluary |: 
bridge across the Republican river, near Fort | 
Riley,in the State of Kansas; which was ordered | 
to be printed, aud referred to the Committee on | 
Military Affairs, 

MILITARY ROAD IN KANSAS. 
i i y ii 

Mr. WILDER, by unanimous consent, pre- jj 

sented concurrent resolutions of the Kansas Le- i| 


i 
1 


i 
i 
1 
i 
j 
i 
j 
i 
I 
i 


| (Mor. Farnsworrn] whether it will not be better 
| to postpone action upon this bill for the present, 
‘and allow it to go over until some future day, 
; making ita special order, and in the mean time 
‘having the bill printed, so that there can be an op- 


i very loosely drawn bill. 


portunity to cxamine it and give it that careful | 
consideration which is due to a measure disposing | 
of so large a quantity of the public lands. Ido | 


not know that I object to the bill as itis drawn. I li 


am certainly in favor of the principle of the bill. 
It is perfectly apparent that those great public im- 
provements cannot be made in the new Territories | 
without the assistance of the Government. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 have no particular | 
desire to press the consideration of this bill upon || 
the House at the present time. i 

The gentleman from Vermont says this isa | 
Sir, it is drawn pre- i 


cisely as the acts have been drawn which have 
heretofore passed Congress granting lands to aid 
in the construction of military and wagon roads. 

This bill was drawn, as I understand, by the 
Delegate from the Territory of Washington, and 
regularly referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I compared the bill with others which 
have passed Congress, and particularly one which 
passed the last session of Congress, giving a large 
grant of land to the States of Michigan and Wis- 
consin to aid in the construction of roads like this. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ulinois whether he found any act of Con- 
gress granting lands to any Territory for the pur- 
pose of aiding in public improvements? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think the statutes 


! are full of such acts. 


Mr. WILSON. I think if this bill should be 
passed it would be the first act ever passed graet- 
ing public lands to the Territories to aid in public 
improvements, . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Congress has been in 
the habit of appropriating money to aid in the 
construction of roads. Ifthe House thinks it is 
better to appropriate money out of the Treasury 
for this aed than to appropriate the unoccupied 
public lands, and which can never be occupied 


| until these publicimprovementsare made, for that 


purpose, they can so amend the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill provides that these 
lands shall only be sold in parcels from time to 
time, as ten consecutive miles of the road are con- 
structed, It also provides that unless the road is 
constructed, unless it is completed within five 
years, the grant shall be forfeited. Itis not, there- 
fore, as the gentleman will see, an absolute grant, 
but only a conditional and restricted grant to 
Washington Territory. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Illinois a question. I desire to know 
whether the location of this road is fixed except 
at the termini, and one other point, whether the 
number of miles is known, or the number of acres 
which will be required to fulfill this grant. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yes, sir; the bill pro~ 
vides for the construction ofa road from the Walla- 
Walla to Puget Sound, through the «Cascade 
mountains by way of the Yakama valley, That 
is all that can be said, unless an appropriation is 
made to send out an engineer and a corps of as- 
sistants to make a survey of the road. It is over 
a country through which men cannot go, and it 
is absolutely necessary to develop the resources 
of this country to enable emigrants to reach the 
eastern slope of the Cascade mountains. 

Gentlemen talk about these lands being made 
the homes of actual settlers under the homestead 
Jaw. Why, sir, no man is going there to settle 
on these lands unless the Territory is developed 
by roads. 

The people of the Territory of Washington de- 
sire to see their Territory settled, and that is what 
they want this road for, There is no chance for 
speculation that I can see, in this bill, and I am 
myself, as was the Committee on Military Afairs, 
in favor of granting to the people of this far-off 
Territory, when they are willing to take lands in- 
stead of money, a liberal grant of the public do- 
main which is not occupied now and will not sell 
to settlers, to aid them in the development of the 
resources of their Territory and inducing emi- 
grants to settle there. 

l believe the gentleman from Washington Ter- 
ritory desires to be heard upon this question, and 
1 will yield to him. 

Mr. COLE, of Washington. Mr. Speaker, 
the Territorial Legisiature of Washington has 
memorialized Congress, ina memorial which has 
been referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, for an appropriation of $50,000, or lands in 
Heu ofsuch appropriation of money, for the pur- 
pose of repairing the road over a portion of this 


| route where a military road has been recently 


built by way of the Natchess pass. Recently I 
have received a memorial of the Legislative As- 


i sembly of Washington Territory, which F have 
S Y: 


not yet had an opportunity to present to the 


! House, asking an appropriation of two town- 


ships of land additional to construct a military 
road by the way of Snoqualmie pass. 
Now, all of us who have lived in the West 


i know what kind of military roads are usually 


constructed. The road which was constructed 
through the Natchess pass, although quite a large 
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appropriation was made for it by the Government, 
was a road that did not last two years, and has 
never been such a road as could be called a wag- 
on road. The road built from Fort Benton to 
Walla-Walla, which cost $100,000, is not a road 
which can be used as a wagon road. 

Now, this bill proposes to grant four hundred 
and eighty thousand acres of the public domain 
to the ‘Territory of Washington for the construc- 
tion of this road, and the distance from Walla- 
Walla to Seattle or Steilacoom, the two proposed 
termini of the road on Puget Sound, is, in round 
numbers, about two hundred and fifty miles, 
This bill grants every alternate section for 
three miles on each side of the proposed road, 
and not fifteen miles, as stated by the gentleman 
from Vermont, [Mr. Morrixx;] but in the event 
that these lands are occupied by settlers, the 
bill permits the Territory to go a distance be- 
yond that, not to exceed fifteen miles, to select 
its lands from the alternate sections designated by 
even numbers in lieu thereof. 

Now, sir, as is well known to every one who 
is acquainted with the geography of that Terri- 
tory, it is about three hundred and fifty miles in 
length, extending from cast to west, and about 
two handred miles in width, and that the Cascade 
mountains, the highest and the most formidable 
mountains upon this continent, extend directly 
through the Territory of Washington from north 
to south, dividing it into two unequal sections. 

Now, the settled portions of the Territory are 
on Puget Sound, along the Columbia river, and 
in the extreme eastern portion of the Territory. 
The central portion of the Territory, occupied by 
these mountains and the great sandy plain to the 
cast of them, is entirely unsettled. Although the 
bill proposes to grant more than four hundred 
thousand acres in round numbers, yet really the 
amount of the donation will not be more than a 
hundred thousand acres of lands that can be sold 
at the minimum price of $1 25 per acre. On the 
first twenty miles of the road to be constructed, 
starting from Walla-Walla, all the good lands 
there have been settled for years, and there are 
no other lands there that will sell for twenty-five 
cents an acre. From Wallula, where the road 
crosses the Columbia river, to the Yakama river 
the country is very barren and sandy, and the 
lands are worth nothing. We pass then up the 
Yakama valley, and the best Jands in that valley 
upon one side are included in the Yakama Indian 
reservation, and we must pass to the barren plain 
on the opposite side of the river to get the balance 
of the land. And when we get to the mountains, 
for a distance of sixty miles, the lands would be 
good for nothing for the purposes of constructing 
this road unless they be mineral lands, and if 
mineral lands the United States should not part 
with them 

I will now give way to the gentleman from Hii- 
nois to make a motion to recommit and print the 
bill, so that all members can have an opportunity 
to examine its provisions. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Washington that there seems to be 
a desire on the part of the House to postpone the 
consideration of this bill, Iwill, therefore, move 
that the bill be postponed and printed. 

Mr. JULIAN. $f think that this bill should go 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and be printed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The trouble is that 
that committee may never have a chance to report 
it back. 

Mr. JULIAN. We shall have an opportunity 
to report very shortly. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Imove, then, that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS’ CLOTHING LOST. $ 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported back a bill to reim- 
burse the officers and men of the twentieth regi- 
ment Indiana volunteers for loss of baggage and 
other property at Hatteras Inlet, and several other 
petitions on the like subject; and asked to be dis- 
charged from the farther consideration thereof, 
and that the report be ordered to be printed. 

The report was read. . 

Mr. HOLMAN, [desire to inquire of the gen- 
Heman from Illinois [Mr. Farnswortn] whether 
any information was laid before the Committee 


on Military Affairs asto whether that Indiana re- 
giment was supplied with clothing in the place of 
that Jost at Hatteras Inlet. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Notthat I am aware 
of. The law, as it is now, provides for the relief 
of soldiers who shall have lost clothing or bag- 
gage by the casualties of war. By a regulation 
of the War Department, as will be seen by the 
circular of the Quartermaster General, recited in 
the report, provision is made for the reissue of 
clothing under certain restrictions, but it must be 
done on the requisition of the commanding officer, 
stating the facts and circumstamtes under which 
the loss occurred. The Committee on Military 
Affairs simply reports that the law, as it nowis, 
is sufficiently broad to cover the wholecase. We 
were only asked to provide for the reimburse- 
ment to soldiers of clothing lost, and the law al- 
ready provides that very thing. We have there- 
fore incorporated in the report the general order 
of the War Department and the circular of the 
Quartermaster General, issued by direction of the 
Secretary of War, providing for the manner in 
which reissues shall be made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I notice from the reading of 
the report of the committee that general princi- 
ples are laid down which are supposed to cover 
all cases. But it is a well-known fact that this 
Indiana regiment sustained very serious loss at 
Hatteras Inlet, that of their entire baggage, by 
the casualties that occurred there. For some rea- 
son or other, no reimbursement has been made. 
l apprehend that there must be some defect in the 
law, and that its provisions do not reach this par- 
ticular case. No case has occurred during the 
war where the loss has been so complete and so 
entirely beyond the control of the soldiers them- 
selves as that at Hatteras Inlet. I trust, there- 
fore, that the Committee on Military Affairs will 
consent to have the subject referred back to it 
again, with instructions to make inquiry spe- 
cially in regard to this Indiana regiment. I trust 
the gentleman from Illinois will not object to that 
course 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I am 
well acquainted with the subject of the loss to 
which the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Horman] | 
alludes—that of the twentieth Indiana regiment. 
I have conversed with the officers of that regiment 
in relation to it, and I do not deem it necessary 
that the matter be re-referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs for the purpose of examining that 
case. 

It is true that there are cases of individual hard- 
ship on the part of officers and men. Still it is 
not deemed necessary that we should legislate any 
farther in regard to the subject-matter about 
which complaintis made. There are many cases 
—and perhaps this case of the twenticth Indiana 
is one—where officers and men load themsclves 
down with too much baggage. The policy ofthe 
Army is, and should be, to take as little baggage 
as possible. Officers and men should not go into 
the field loaded with baggage. It impedes the 
march; it interferes with the mobility of troops. 
Any legislation for the reissue of clothing further 
than the present legislation provides for it, would 
encourage that very evil of carrying too much 
baggage, because then baggage that is lost would 
be paid for. 

It is very difficult to ascertain the value of prop- 
erty thus lost by officers and soldiers. A soldier 
seldom loses a garment that is not partly worn. 
How shall its value be fixed? How much isthe 
Government to pay for it? These questions all 
presentthemsclves; and itis very difficult to shape 
legislation to meet each individual case of loss or 
hardship that may occur. i 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Mil- | 
itary Affairs, after consulting with the Secretary 
of War, and getting from him and from the Quar- 
termaster General a copy of the regulations al- | 
ready made in regard to the reissue of clothing, 
and from an examination of the joint resolution, 
came to the conclusion that no further- legislation 
was necessary. on | 

In a great many instances clothing is not re- || 
issued to the troops simply because the officers | 
do notattend to their duty, and do not make proper | 
reports to their commanding officers. They are 
careless about it. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Committee on 


e merana 


Military Afairs report back these memorials and 
| resolutions, with the recommendation that they j 


be laid on the table ‘and ‘the report be ordèred: to 
be printed , considering the existing legislatie: 
the subject to-be sufficient: Be a ee 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if officers of the Army: will 
take pains to inform themselves of the regulations 
of the War Department upon this subject, and will 
do their duty to their men in making the proper 
reports to the Department, so that there can bi 
redistribution of clothing, they will avoid’ m 
cases of hardship such as have occurred: | 

The SPEAKER. `The Chair will remark-that 
as the report of the Committee on: Military A f- 
fairs is to lie on the table, this debate can be ine 
dulged in only by unanimous consent, ” eee 

Mr. HOLMAN. I asi consent to say that I 
hope the whole subject will not be laid on the table, 
If officers have been derelict in their duty, is that 
any reason why these men should suffer? These 
occurrences, certainly in the case of the Indiana 
regiment to which I have referred, took place so 
far remote from this Capitol as to render it'al- 
most impossible to avail themselves of the inform- 
ation which the gentleman has now given us. 

I trust, therefore, that this matter will not be 
laid on the table, but that it will be postponed 
until some day that will give us an opportunity 
to ascertain the facts on which this bill rests. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The Committee ‘on 
Military Affairs have reported no bill, They 
have merely reported back certain memorials. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest the 
object of the gentleman from Indiana might be 
accomplished by referring the memorials back to 
the committee, with leave to report at any time, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [have no objection 
to that. è 

The memorials were accordingly recommitted 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, with leave 
to report at any time. 


ENROLLMENT OF THE NATIONAL FORCES. 


Mr. GARFIELD. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs have instructed me to report back, 
sundry memorials, bills, and papers referring to 
the enrollment law. The [louse has already 
acted upon these papers by the passage of an en- 
rollment act. I therefore ask that the committee 
may be discharged from the further consideration‘ 
of those papers. ` 

The papers reported were laid on the table. 


THANKS TO GENERALS ROSECRANS AND THOMAS. 


Mr, GARFIELD, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported back Senate joint resolu- 
lution (No. 11) giving the thanks of Congress tc 
Major General George H. Thomas, and the offi- 
cers and men who fought under his command at 
the battle of Chickamauga, with an amendment, 
and with the recommendation that, as amended, 
the joint resolution do pass. 

The amendment inserts before the name of 
Major General Thomas the name of Major Gen- 
eral William S. Rosecrans; and includes also the 
officers and men who fought under his command 
in the same battle on the 19th and 20th of Sep- 
tember, 1863. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The joint resolution, as amended, was ordered 
to a third reading; and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to amend the title so 
as to make it read as follows: 

Joint resolution of thanks to Major General William S. 
Rosecrans and Major General George H. Thomas, and .the 
officers and meu who fought under their commands at the 
batde of Chickamauga. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The tide as amended was agreed to. 

VETERAN VOLUNTEER ENGINEERS, 

Mr. GARFIELD, from the same committee, 
reported back House bill No. 251, to organize a 
regiment of veteran volunteer engineers, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the bill passes I should 
like to have it read. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secretary 
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of War to enlist out of any volunteer forces in 
the army of the Cumberland, who have hereto- 
fore served as pioneers, pontoniers, or engineers, 
a regiment of veteran volunteer engineers, to con- 
sist. of ten companies, the men to receive the same 
pay and bounties as isprovided by law for veteran 
volunteers, the officers to be commissioned by the 
President of the United States on nomination by 
the gencral in command of the army of the Cum- 
berland, and to receive the same pay as engineer 
officers.in the regular Army; the men to be cred- 
ited to the States from which they shall have ori- 


ginally. enlisted. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I would suggest thatthe words 
“tand districts’? shall be added after the word 
“ States,” so that these men shall be credited to f 
the States and congressional districts from which 
they originally enlisted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [| think it would be much bet- 
ter to credit these men to the States where the 
soldiers themselves resided at the time of their 
enlistment. I broughtto the attention of the War 
Department a few days ago the fact that in the 
early part of the wara large number of men from 
the State of Indiana went to Kentucky and en- 
listed, because at the time the quota of their own 
State was full, and they could not be accepted from 
Indiana. These men have not been credited to 
Indiana, nor, as lam informed, can they be un- 
der the existing laws and regulations; but I think 
it would be but justice to provide. in this bill for 
the crediting of these men who are to reénlist into 
this engineer regimentto the State where the sol- 
diers resided at the time of their original enlist- 
ment, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will say to the gentleman, 
in answer to his suggestion, that the law having 
already determined that reënlistments shall be 
credited to the States in which they shall have 
reënlisted, L drafted this in the form of the gen- 
eral principle, Ft seems to me it would be bad to 
make a general rule and then to make an excep- 
gtion in this case. 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
to me a moment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. SCHENCK, By the enrollment act as it 
now exists, amended by the present Congress, we 
have wiped out State lines and divisions and made 
subdivisions into towns and wards. I suggest 
that credit be given not in States and districts, 
but in the subdivisions of States, as provided in 
the enrollment act. 

Mr. GARFIELD. [agree to that. 

Mr. SCHENCK, That will make it harmo- 
nize with the existing law. 

Mr, GARFIELD. What is the language? 

Mr. SCHENCK. That credit be given to the 
subdivisions of States as provided by existing 
laws. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The suggestion of my col- 
league covers the whole ground, and instead of 
saying © States and districts’? | will say “t sub- 
divisions of States.”” 

There was no objection, and the bill was 
amended accordingly. 

Lhe bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Task the gentleman to yield 


DISMISSION OF OFFICERS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, from the Committee on Mil- |} 
itary Affairs, reported back Hlouse bill No. 187, 
to regulate the dismission of officers in the mil- 
itary and naval service of the United States, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. GARFIELD demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

-The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read ; 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that | 


ihe motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. | 
The latter motion was agreed to. i 


PROTECTION OF EMIGRANTS. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, reported a bill to aid in the 
protection of emigrants to the Territories; which 
was read a first and second time. ~ 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the 
reasons for this bill are few and strong. The 
Government early in this war were supplicd with 
an inferior class of arms, and there are a great 
many of them now on hand. Instead of keeping 
large bodies. of troops upon the roads to California 
and the Pacific we think we had better arm the 
emigrants themstives. We will thusdispense with 
a great expense to the Government, and at the 
same time secure the safety of emigrants across 
the plains to the new Territories from Indians 
and others. It will enable them safely to go out 
‘and dig gold, which we need very much to sus- 
tain our currency. I demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE. 


Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported a bill to establish a Bureau 
of Military Justice; which was read a first and 
second time. : 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. SCHENCK., Lask the Clerk to read the 
report of the Sceretary of War which explains 
the necessity of passing, and immediately pass- 
ing, a bill of this kind. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


& Diligent. effort has been made for the enforcement of 
discipline, the detection of frauds, and their prevention and 
punishment by summary dismissal, or by the conviction and 
sentence of guilty parties by court-martial and military com- 
mission, In this respect much has been accomplished by 
the Judge Advocate General and his assistants, From his 
report it appears that, since the commencement of the re- 
bellion, vast as has beeu the increase of the dutics and Ja- 
bors of his offiee, there has been no legislative provision en- 
hirging the instrumontalities for their performance. ‘The 
machinery of the ofice remains as when the Army con- 
sisted but of some thirteen thousand men, This condition 
of things is the more striking when itis remembered that in 
every other branch of the military service legislation has 
kept pace with the wants created by the emergencies of the 
war. [Cisesscutial that the torce of this office he increased 
tò meet the è ies of the service. The following is 
astugmary of the business dispatched in the Judge Advo- 
cate Generals office from the Ist September, 1882, to lst 
November, 1863, a period of fourteen mouths: 

“Number of records of trials by general courts-martial 
and military commissions reviewed, 17,357. Number of re- 
ports made as to the regularities of the proceedings, on ap- 
plications for restoration to the service, and for the pardon 
of offenders, and remission or commutation of sentences, 
2,318. Miscellaneous reports on other questions referred 
to the ofice, 172. 

“& While many of these reports are brief, many are long 
and elaborate, involving an examination of complicated 
masses of fret, and of dillicultlegal questions. As recorded, 
they occupy about two thousand quarto pages.” 

Mr. SCHENCK. In addition to what has been 
said by the Secretary of War as to the necessity 
of the passage of a bill of this kind, | will say we 
have just passed through this House a bill which 
will increase very much the business of the Judge 
Advocate and of those connected with his office. 
We have passed a bill applying a wholesome re- 
form and a restraint upon the arbitrary dismissal 
from service, and allowing in a number of cases 
trials by courts-martial where they have not here- 
tofore been allowed. J hope this bill will pass. 

Mr. BROOKS. Iam somewhat surprised that 
a bill of this character should be pressed to a vote 
without an opportunity for examination. Itap- 
pears to me to create almost a new bureau, and it 
overthrows and changes in a very summary and 
fundamental manner the mode and manner of ex- 
ecuting military law. Theexpenses of executing 
the provisions of this bill, also, secm very large. 
I see also that many laws are repealed by it. 

I do not know but it may be ali right; but it 
seems to me a bil] of this importance should be | 
printed and laid upon the tables of members, and 
should not be put through without a more thor- 
ough discussion,and certainly not without giving 
us more time foritsconsideration. Lam not 
payed to say that I am opposed to the bill itself, 


re- | 


I am only prepared to say I have not had time to 
give it that necessary examination which a bill of 
this great importance, establishing a new mode 
and manner of trial of military offenses, ought to 
have. should be glad to hear from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, or 
any other gentleman who is informed upon this 
subject, a further explanation of the bill, its pur- 
poses aud objects. 

< Mr. SCHENCK. The objection made to the 
bill is one which strikes me‘as very singular. 
The bill now pending is that which was offered 
asan amendment by us asa substitute to bill No. 
49 of the House, and which gentlemen will find 
upon their files. So far from its creating a new 
bureau or establishing new duties, and providing 
for proceedings not heretofore known to the law 
and practiced in the War Department, the effect 
is just the reverse. $ 

The bill finds, at the War Department, a Judge 
Advocate’s office, with a Judge Advocate, with all 
the functions he exercises and all the immense re- 
sponsibilizies and labors thrown upon him, as an 
existing thing. Itfindsin that Judge Advocaie’s 
office not a sufficientamount of help by Assistant 
Judge Advocates to enable the head of that depart- 
ment to get through with the business thrown 
upon him. This bill, without altering any law, 
without going into any details, simply increases 
the rank of the Judge Advocate, gives him two 
assistants, and establishes that known, fixed, 
practical bureau as it exists already in the War 
Department. 

The objection, therefore, isa very singular one; 
for the objection is not sustained by one single 
fact connected with the character of the bill. It is 
a bill which simply accepts the Judge Advocate’s 
office as it now exists, converts that Judge Advo- 
cato’s office into a bureau, enlarges the jurisdic- 
tion, and increases, as seems to be right, the rank 
of the Judge Advocate. That is the whole of it. 

Mr. BROOKS. I would ask the gentleman if 
House bill No. 49, which is on our desks, is the 
one now reported to the House? 

Mr. SCHENCK. This bill is precisely what 
is contained on the second page of that bill as 
printed, and which is printed in italics. 

But the most serious objection which the gen- 
tleman seems to make to the bill is that it comes 
from a bad quarter. 

Mr. BROOKS. Oh no,I did not say that. I 
said that “ Bureau of Military Justice” was a bad 
name. 

Mr.SCHENCK. Iunderstood him tosay that 
the bill came from a bad quarter. 

Mr. BROOKS. Oh, no; I did not say that. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I am very glad the gentle- 
man did not say it, because I was. about to remark 
that if he had any reference to my exercise of 
military justice, I never exercised any that any 
loyal man had reason to be afraid of. I ask now 
that the bill be put upon its passage, and | de- 
mand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SCHENCK. moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


BUSINESS OF MILITARY COMMITTEE, 


Mr. STEVENS. Ifthe chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs is through with his 
reports, I will move to go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on an appropria- 
tion bill, 

Mr. SCHENCK. There is one very import- 
ant bill relating to the increase of pay of soldiers 
and the pay of colored troops which the commit- 
tee desire to getin. It is one that will occupy a 
great deal of time, and therefore it has been with- 
held to the last. Jam perfectly willing to agree 
that the committee shall be allowed to reportit on 
Monday next after the morning hour, or on some 
succeeding day after the morning hour. I know 
| that the House is anxious to have the measure 
before it. 

The SPEAKER. Are there one or two bills? 

Mr. SCHENCK. There are other bills which 
we also desire to report. 


| TheSPEAKER. Then on Monday next, the 
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committee will have leave to finish their reports 
if there be no objection. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand that 
gives the committee the privilege of finishing their 
reports? 

TheSPEAKER. They willhave all day after 
the morning hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On thisparticular subject? 

The SPEAKER. ‘They have authority to re- 
port generally. 

PREEMPTORS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, submitting a report, in obe- 
dience to the requirements of the act of Congress, 
‘for the relief of preémptors on the home reser- 
vation of the Winnebagoes,’’&c., with his award 
of the amounts to be paid to the claimants re- 
spectively; which was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. STEVENS. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union for the purpose of taking up the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 
It is nota special order, and I propose to allow 
two hours for general debate, if any gentlemen 
desire to speak. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Nor- 
ron in the chair,) and proceeded to the consider- 
ation of bill of the House No. 192, making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
30th June, 1865. 

Mr. McCLURG. Mr. Chairman, I regret the 
necessity of this occasion. I regret that gentle- 
men occupying seats on this floor should so far 
have lost their self-respect as to use language so 
unbecoming, and, at the same time, false, as to 
cause me to consume for a personal explanation 
time that might otherwise be more profitably em- 
ployed. But, sir, remarks from me are due now, 

‘indeed past due, not only to myself but to the 
loyal district which | have the honor to represent; 
to a constituency, a radical constituency, that 
have from the very commencement of this rebel- 
lion until the present sustained Mr. Lincoln and 
indorsed every national measure of his Adminis- 
tration so far as they had been discussed up to 
the time 1 left Missouri in November; a constitu- 
ency that have sustained the Government by con- 
tributing their means without stint, even sacrifi- 
cing their wealth, and by the voluntary offering 
of the lives that have been surrendered on almost 
every battle-field. Remarks are due now, because 
I have been personally attacked by two colleagues 


from the opposition side of this House, and be- | 


cause in both instances the attacks were unpro- 
voked, malicious, and sustained only by false- 
hood. I have been suddenly driven, without 
provocation, until my back is to a wall, and I 
must defend myself. The first attack was made 
on the Sth ultimo by a colleague from the first 
district, [Mr. Buair,] who stealthily made an 


assault upon his four colleagues known as radi- | 
èals, a name with which, whether applied to sla- | 


very or the rebellion, E am proud ta be honored. 
On the 24th ultimo the attack was renewed by 
my colleague [Mr. Kine] from the sixth district. 


lt may be considered a large undertaking for one | 
of my pretensions to attack two of such propor- | 


tions as their distinguished titles would indicate, 
a major general and an ex-Governor and aid-de- 
camp toa Governor. But bearin mind, I did not 
attack; I fend off; and Tam not unconscious of 
the fact that their assaults are with very little 
force. They are efforts of diseased, men to pro- 
tong their own lives they have in their madness 
imperiled, when, too, the hoary locks in one case 
tell us that in the usual course of events the grave 
would soon have claimed its own. 
to the disease ‘‘negro tremens” are even more 
numerous than those to delirium tremens. tis 
known by a recklessness of morais, desperation 
in executing corrupt designs, an entire disregard 


ofthe truth. There is complete derangement on |i 
all subjects where it is possible for the negro to | 


intrude. The patient betakes himself to wander- 


The victims | 


aa 


i 
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ings, and usually in search of ‘* State lines,” and 


| is found crossing them first upon the north, then 


upon the south, as imaginary inducements may 
operate upon his disordered brain; therefore when 
he hears of another individual being near a“ State 
line” he imagines he is “hunting for it.’ In the 
eases before us I shall demonstrate by the records 
these evidences of the disease before I shall have 
finished. For, Mr. Chairman, I wish-it under- 
stood that my reputation is not sufficiently estab- 
lished here for me to rely merely upon assertions. 
That may answer for ex-major generals and ex- 
aids-de-camp of Governors; but I will enforce my 
opinions by evidence that will remove all doubt. 

In these two cases some of the principles are 
the same, and facts alike applicable; but I will 
first turn my attention to the ex-Governor, ex-aid- 
de-camp, [Mr. Kine,] and show you some evi- 
dence of derangement. I regret that his wander- 
ings have suddenly led him from our midst. Sir, 
the stately form of that venerable man moved 
slowly but majestically in this Hallas it were but 
yesterday. As if to show us how unable we are 
to penetrate the future, his spirit has gone—to the 
western plains of Missouri, and his body is fol- 


-lowing after. But I have the satisfaction of know- 


ing that if I should not shortly be sent upon the 
same errand on which he has preceded me, he 
cannot return from the spiritlandand torment me 
for attacking him when absent. I have an hon- 
orable witness on his own side of the House, as 
wellas the record on the Journal, that | informed 
him I would endeavor to obtain the floor and 
speak to his personalities. I shall, therefore, give 
his character. It is customary to speak only of 
the virtues of the departed. As his attack upon 
me was unprovoked and malicious, and intended 
to he personally offensive, I will depart from this 
custom; especially as I have discovered no virtues 
of which I could speak. We shall, doubtless, at 
times realize the absence of my colleague, but we 
must be content to draw a little upon our imagin- 
ations. Ifthe painting were now presented rep- 
resenting him and my colleague from the first 
district {Mr. Buair] about the center of the Hall, 
with their coat-tails fastened together, and their 
heads in close proximity, and first one and then 
the other making demonstrations against this side 
of the House, and especially against their radical 
colleagues, the picture would be readily recog- 
nized. They moved about with that unity of 
feeling and purpose which they would have the 
country believe connects them to the President. 
Gray hairs naturally inspire my respect; but when 
old age fails to produce, along with gray hairs, 


that discretion which is usually looked for, my | 


respect is changed to pity, and with sorrow I 
dwell upon the frailties of poor human nature. 
But, in this casc, having been personally and un- 
justly assailed, I must make an example of that 
indiscretion which will permit a falsehood to come 
forth to accomplish a base purpose. I must de- 
fend myself, and one of the idols of myself and of 
southwest Missouri, the eighth regiment cavalry, 
Missouri State militia. 

After the disbanding of the “home guard” 


| regiment which I had the honor to command, 


two companies were at once organized in the vol- 
unteer service as Missouri State militia; and in 
February, 1862, under authority from Governor 
Gamble, I took charge of them, and wentto south- 
west Missouri, from Jefferson City, to organize 
aregiment. We were surrounded with dangers; 
companies could only be formed by giving pro- 
tection to some given portion of country, and en- 
larging the cirele of our operations as one com- 
pany after another was added. Fighting rebels 
in organized companies, and in the brush, were 
common occurrences. Before we became a regi- 
ment four of the companies distinguished them- 
selves at Elumansville, Polk county, for their 
bravery, where they were attacked by at least an 
equal number of rebels, who were repulsed with 
heavy loss of killed on the feld, In less than 


three months we were a cavalry regiment of ten | 


companies. The commander of the Union forces 
at the hard-fought bate of Lone Jack has already 
borne public testimony to the bravery and daring 


of two other companies of the regiment, in which | 


about halfthe men were either killed or wounded. 
About the same time other companies engaged 
iv the pursuit after Coffee, under command of 
General Totten. ro 
and acting under orders, Į was organizing at that 


Being commander of a post, | 


time, and did organize, a‘regiment of loyal eys 
rolled militia. ‘The entire eighth regiment was it 
pursuit of the enemy, save one. company, with, 
which I rejoined my regiment one hundred-atid 
ten miles further south west eatly in October, 1862, 
at which time the army ofthe Frontier was orga 
ized under command of General Schofieldy. and. 
proceeded ‘in search of the enemy. to Fayette 
and Huntsville, Arkansas, in the. vicinity of 
Boston mountains... In that army of the Fron 
1 do nothing more than justice to the eighth- regi» 
ment cavalry Missouri State militia, which: was 
known asa fighting regiment, to say there was’ 
not one more highly respected for bravery and’ 
efficiency. . But my time being limited toan hour 
I cannot dwell. That army was not met by the 
enemy,and, under command of General Schofield; 
returned into Missouri early in Nóvember, 1862, 
and was. distributed in various parts, and: | was: 
assigned to the command of the post.of Lebanon, 
the regiment occupying it and two other stations; 

This march of the army of the Frontier intg 
Arkansas, is what the gentleman from the sixth 
district [Mr. Kine] alluded to when, on the 24th 
ultimo, he said: ; ; 

«<The only time that I ever heard of that militia. {the 
tev regiments organized for the defense of the State]. bang- 
ing fire was when he [McCuore) went in: pursuit ofthe 
rebels. They [rebels] took south according to their usual 
practice. When my coileague’s eighth regiment reached 
the Arkansas line, they stopped pursuit of the rebels. ang 
went ona hunt for that line. My colleague [Mr. MeCiure]} 
found the Arkansas line, and would go no further.” 

When that language was uttered, I rose and 
pronounced the statement false. IfI were to-rcly 
upon my own assertion, I presume it would off- 
set the assertion of the one who made it, leav- 
ing the question of veracity. to be determined. 
When I so pronounced it, what course woulda 
fair and candid colleague have pursued on this 
floor? He would have apologized, saying he 
wished some merrimentand had been so informed. 
But what did this colleague do? Supposing he had 
inflicted a wound, he repeated the blow, appar- 
ently with more deadly aim; for he added: : 

“ [ will state in justice to the eighth Missouri regiment, 
that it was understood it was not their fault.” <J do not, 
believe it was their fault.” 

Meaning that the regiment had not crossed the 
line, and that it was the fault of the commander, 
his colleague of whom he was speaking. And 
not satisfied with that attempt to add injury to 
insult, he then adds: 

“My colleague, seeing that no laurels were to be won in 
that way, resigned his commission. So far as 1. know, he 
could not deploy into line or set a squadron.” i : 

So far as he knew! “Well, so faras I know, the 
venerable gentleman had better remain at home 
and turn his attention to “ setting” hens, For I 
will presently show from the records that branch 
of his education has been of late years neglected, 
as he has for at least fifteen years been looking 
for “ State lines.’? He knew that I resigned my 
commission as colonel because, during my ab- 
sence from my district in the Army, I had been 
elected to the present Congress, and that my res» 
ignation was at a time when no active service in 
the field was expected, in the latter days of De- 
cember, 1862. 

But I will now seal the charge of falsehood to 
this infamous and malicious statement. Unso- 
licited, and certainly unexpected, I received a 
letter, which I will send to the Clerk, that he may 
correct me if I fail to give the exact language. I 
ask that it may be observed that the date of the 
letter is 27th December last, just five days after 
I delivered my “home guard” appropriation 
speech, before it appeared in pamphlet form, and 
therefore when the writer could only have seen 
it in the public papers. The letter was not there- 
fore dictated by any suggestion of mine. My 
colleague from the sixth district will respect this 
etter as entitled to credit, as he has embodied in 
his speech of 24th ultimo a report from the same 
author, Brigadier General E. B. Brown, in whose 
| brigade I was in the army of the Frontier. The 
| letter is as follows: 
if HEADQUARTERS DISTRICT OF CenTRAL M1ssourt, 
j 
| 
! 


Jerrerson Crry, Mo., December 27, 1863. 
CoLoxeL: I bave read with pleasure your excellent 
“| speech on the bill making appropriation to pay deficits due 
| home guards, and, as you are aware, know the valuable 
services rendered by the home guards of Missouri; from 
veing in active command in the State during the time they 
| rendered service. No more noble patriots have entered 


the lists to protect our Government than wherein the ranks 
of thisservice. When the Governmentreccived additional 
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force for.three years the larger majority.of these men re- 
enlisted, so that they were, in reality, in the volunteer ser- 
vice, aS necessity, and changed position with a partial 
knowledge of their duties chiefly acquired, 

There is another class of troops in this State which de- 
serves to be remembered by their Government, and that is 
the Missouri State militia. Your own connection with that 
otganization’as colonel of the eighth regiment renders it un- 
necessary to more than allude to the important services they 
have rendered: Side by side with volunteers they have 
fought over nearly every foot of-ground between the Mis- 
sourxiriverandthe Boston mountains. AtNewtonia, Prairie 
Grove, Springfield, Marshall,and nunferous fields of Jesser 
note, they have sealed their devotion with their blood, and 
should-receive the Government’s favorable consideration. 
Volunteers, under. another. name, they are debarred from 
receiving pensions, bounties, or even arms of a suitable 
character under existing Jaws and orders. ‘The great wrong 
that is done to. the widows and orphans of those who have 
died or been killed in the service has been brought to my 
notice very forcibly since the winter has set in by their 
appeals to me and to the charitable world for bread. En- 
tering the service for the protection of Missouri, they have 
never hesitated. ‘I'hey have even been anxious to be ted to 
other fields if an enemy was to be found. In proof of this 
your own gallant regiment, with the third, fourth, seventh, 
and fourteenth led the advance of the army of the Frontier 
igto Boston mountains in the autumn of J862. The sixth 
has been forfour months, and is now in part,at Fort Smith. 
A detachment of the fourth has been in New Mexico for 
four months. Arkansas has been a favorite field for their 
operations. I could refer you to numerous instances of like 
character, but you fully comprehend the value of tbeir ser- 
vices, and Lhope, my dear colonel, that betore long laws 
giving their families and the disabled soldier the same rc- 
wards ag are paid to volunteers, as a meed justly dne to 
brave men, will be passed. ‘Phe Legislature of this State 
will memorialize Congress to pass such a law, and I am 
sure that it will receive from the Missouri delegation in 
the House and our Senators a cordial support as an act of 
justice to the deserving. 

Lam, very truly, your obedient servant, 

‘ E. B. BROWN, 
Brigadier General Volunteers. 
Colonel J. W. McCuura, Iashington. 


After this voluntary tribute of respect and testi- 
mony to the gallantry of these brave men, so beau- 
tifully, and indeed feelingly, expressed by the 
gencral who witnessed their conduct in the field, 
and commanded them, it would detract from the 
beauty of that letter were I to say another word 
in defense of that regiment or of myself. f will 
therefore add, on this point, only that the regi- 
ments spoken of in that lettet were all inspected 
by the inspector general when in the army of the 
Frontier, in October, the eighth, third, fourth, 
seventh, and fourteenth; and that in a sbort time 
thereafter the fourteen regiments were consoli- 
dated so as to reduce the number to ten. The 
third was broken up aud distributed among the 
other regiments, though Lsay it not in disparage- 
ment of that regiment or its officers. But a son 
of the colleague who has used the infamous ban- 
guage wag the colonel of the third; but he was a 
gentleman aud a good officer, The eighth was 
not broken up, but is yet in the service; aud if 
the colleague from the sixth district, (Mr. Ning, ] 
venerable as be is from his gray hairs, were now 
a private in that regiment, he would be oceupying 
a more enviable position than he would if he were 
present, 

But a returning feeling of compassion remiuds 
us that for some years there has been derange- 
ment on the subject of State lines.”? Let us, 
therefore, go back about fifteen years, to the ses- 
sion of the Missouri Legislature, 1848-49, and 
glance oureyes at the famous Jackson resolutions, 
which passed bath branches of the General As- 
sembly. i will read the fourth, fifth, and sixth 
of those resolutions: 


È 


«4. The right to probibitslavery inany Territory belongs 
exclusively to the people thereof, and eau only be exercised 
by them In forming their constitution for a State govern- 
ment, or in their sovereign capacity as an independent | 
State. 


"5. That, in the event of the passage ofan act of Congre 
conflicting with the principles herein expressed, Missou 
will be found in hearty coöperation with the staveholding 
States, in such measures as may be deemed necessary for | 
our mutual protection against the encroachments of north- | 
ern fanaticism, 

°c. That our Senators in Congress be instructed and our ii 
Representatives be requested, to act in conformity to the 
foregoing resoladons.”? 

Well, it may be asked, whatis there to connect 
my colleague with those resolutions? He was 
then Governor, and. officially and even ostenta- | 
tiously approved them; but he was ander no | 
official obligation to even pass upon mere resolu- | 
tions of instructions to Congressmen. But de- 
lirium negro had taken place, and the gentleman į 
imagined the ‘* State-line”? doctrine would be pop- | 
ular and hedid not want to be caught on the wron 
side. 


v 
3 


However, when Colonel Benton, the Sen- 


Pa vengeance, 


gave evidence-that he would probably combine a 
majority of the people against those resolutions, 
my colleagueingloriously repudiated his approval 
of them; deserted the friends with whom he had 
acted in getting them through the Legislature by 
a vote of about two to one; hitched himself on to 
Colonel Benton’s coat-tail, who dragged him back 
on to the north side of the “line,” and as long 
as he lived my venerable colleague ‘‘ was in the 
habit of sneezing when that Senator took snuff.” 
That commanding old Roman could not live al- 
ways, however. Wetherefore find my colleague 
in 1861 assuming a prominent position in his 
circular for a seat in the Missouri State conven- 
tion, from which I will simply read such sentences 
from near the commencement and conclusion as 
will furnish in themselves, without comment, the 
reasons why he was not elected. His language 
is as follows: 


“That we have suffered wrongs there is none among us 
to dispute; wrongs which have brought us finally to face 
the dreadful reality of a revolution in our midst; a revolu- 
tiou, the real cause and ground of which we can trace to 
the fanatical growth of northern abolitionism, and which 
has ultimately grown into strength and dimensions, so much 
so as justly t0 arouse the southern mind. None of us 
donbt but the course of those northern abolitionists is dic- 
tated by a morbid sympathy for the slave, as well as hostil- 
ity to the system of domestic slavery as it exists, and that 
it has been in direct conflict with our constitutional rights, 
as wellas the perpetuity ofthe Union? * > * 1 
© Ifthe people, now torn asunder by internal dissensions, by 
the conilict of sectional passions and who might have been 
envied among the nations of the earth for their greatness, 
no less than tbeir happiness, should now be determined to 
east from us all the blessings of Providence, and to bring 
down upon ourselves dishonor and ruin. by our own fratri- 
cidal violence, then in God’s name, for the sake of Chris- 
tianity, for the remembrance that we are members of the 
same political family, children of confederated parents 
who stood side by side ju the struggles of the Revolution, 
let us part in peace.” 

We will bear in mind his words, that  north- 
ern abolitionism’’ is the “reat cause of the revo- 
lution.” Colonel Benton was not present to com- 
mand the evil spirit to come out of him, anda 
maniac he wandered in search of the tine’? and 
again got on the south side of it, But he con- 
tinued to wander, and where do we next find him? 
te partially recovered, and became a candidate 
for the seat he lately oceupicd. E read from the 
sworn statements of others the following: 


mainly from what was termed the radical party.” 

Another says, under oath: 

“I beard the electioncering speech of Austin A, King at 
the October term, T862, of the circuit court of Clinton 
county, His views in relation to the settlement of our pres- 
ent dificulties were of a radical character, being opposed 
to if compromise until the rebels laid dowu their arms.?? 

Another says, under oath: 

“The support of Governor King seemed to bealmost ex- 
elusively by the radicals, including the newly organized 
militia.” 

Another says, under gath: 

“Hefdr. King} stated to me with great carnestness that 
avonthern sympathizer had uo more rights than ashive; that 
they had no right to vote; that they were rebels, and if tiey 
did vote they would perjure themselves 


3.2? 


Where was he standing in that canvass? On 
the north side of the “Hoep”. back again. That 


was in the fall of 1862. One year thereafter we 
had another election—one for supreme judges— 
and the canvass was an exciting political one. Let 
us see on what side of the * line?” the gentleman 
from the sixth district was then found. 1 quote 
from statements sworn to the following: 

“this [ Mr. King’s] speech against the radical candidates 
for judges, he vebemently urged ‘southern sympathizers? 
to vote, assuriug them of their perfect right to do so, and 
that they need not apprebend the stightest danger from any 
quarter? 

Again, by another: 

s Howarinsy urged the people—sympathizers and al—to 
turn out aud support the anti-radical ticket, assuring them 
that they had the right to vote just as every one else had, 
and that ifany person interfered with them in avy manner 
for exercising that right they would be punished for it + with 
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But these sworn statements are confirmed bya 


i paper I hold in my hand, and from which I will 


quote. Like an ancient artist who had painteda 
horse, hut feared the execution was such that it 


ing “ This is a horse,” the authors of this inter- 


i esting document wrote over it, ‘ To the loyal peo- 
į ple of Missouri. 
| by which it could be recognized as “loyal. ”? 
| few features of this animal will appear in the fol- 


> There is nothing else about it 


A 


lowing extracts: 
“It is apparent to every reflecting mind that the radical 
patty of Missouri is a revolutionary party.” “A prominent 


Ehe support of Governor King seemed t0 proceed 


could not be recognized and wrote under the paint- | 


characteristic of the revolutionists is their intolerance, and 
in this respect they have outstripped the secessionists.» 
“They are not content with the proclamation of freedom, 
the confiscation acts, and the arming of blacks to aid in 
putting down the rebellion—measures opposed by some men 
of undoubted Joyalty—but they would seem to demand that 
the President shall go still further, and declare himself in 
favor of amalgamation and the elevation of the blacks to the 
standard of white men by extending to thera the rights of 
suffrage.” “ Because the President is known to beopposed 
to such folies, to use no stronger term, he is not deemed 
sufficiently radical for their purpose.” “Ihe State conven- 
tion, having adjusted the question of emaneipation in a 
manuer which should afford general satisfaction, we repro- 
bate the effort which is being made to disturb it”? 


Under this painting, called “loyal,” among 
other names, which I shall not now read, because 
they have not made an attack, appears the name 
of Austin A. Kine, my colleague from the sixth 
district. Is it difficult to tell on what side of the 
«Jine” the gentleman had again placed himself? 
So well understood was.it generally that he had 
passed to the south side that we find the conserv- 
ative, slavery-conserving organ of our State, the 
Missouri Republican, favoring his election. To 
prove this, L will quote a few sentences from that 
public journal of dates 17th and 18th October of 
that year, 1862. 1t will be recollected that the 
elections had just taken place in some of the other 
States. I hope it will be perceived what the con- 
servatives thought about “revolutions” at that 
time. Hear the following language: 

“Sufficient returns of the State elections in Pennsyl- 
vanja, Ohio, Indiana, and Iowa, have not been received 
to enable us to speak intelligibly of the whole result”? 
“Enough, however, is known to determine one fact very 
clearly; and tbat is, that the radicalshave suffered humil- 
inting defeats at the hands of the Constitutional Union 
party? “From all quarters, indeed, the indications are 
exceedingly cheering to the opponents of the mischievous 
and dangerous faction which has been secking to usurp the 
Government? + The destructive abolitionists have been 
signally rebuked, and their bold schemes of transforming 


the cause of the Union into a crusade against constitutional 
liberty indignantly condemned.” “ Hallelujah! “The 


people bave engaged in a revolution which is to work out 
their political salvation. ™? ** No potitical revolution was 
ever more thorough? ‘Revolutions commenced under 
such auspices never go backward.” “AN but four of the 
tanatical representatives of radical abolitionism have been 
driven into obscurity by the people of Ohio? ‘Of all the 
radicals now iu Congress, Ashley is the only man left to 
point the fiuger of scorn at! Indiana has also done nobly. 
She has lett Dunn and Colfax at home, and elected a majority 
of Democrats.” “All hail to Obio, Indiana, and Penneyl- 
vania; they are redeemed from the cause of abolitionism.? 


i “he revolution will go onward with the force of an ava- 


lanche,” “Missouri should not be found wanting in the 
hour of trial; she should elect good and trae men.” t We 
hope to hear that the friends of Governor King and Mr. 
Samuel have made some arrangement by which the ejec- 
tion of one or the other may be secured.” 

Mr. Chairman, that slavery-conserving sheet 
knew where the wandering gentleman would 
t fetch up;” that it would be on the south side of 
the ‘‘line.’’ That there he is to-day his votes in this 
House will show—they have gone to the public. 
It will be seen that, in his wanderings, his mind 
returns to the idea of “ parting in peace,” as ex- 
pressed by him inthe winter of 1860-61. In De- 
cember he voted for the resolution introduced by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop,] “that the President be requested to ap- 
point three commissioners to open negotiations 
with the authorities at Richmond”? for parting on 
a “line.” This, Mr. Chairman, is one of the gen- 
tlemen who arrogate to themselves the right to 
defend the President on this floor before he has 
been attacked. There are a number of us who 
would like to know whether he has been formal- 
ly admitted into the President’s body-guard, or 
whether he is not an intruder. I for one am 


| forcibly reminded of the thief’s cunning resort to 


the cry of “Stop thief,” and falling in with the 
crowd, toavoid detection. And this is the gentle- 
man who bad for his aid-de-camp my colleague 
from the first district [Mr. Buair] on this floon 
when he delivered his speech, and who was com- 
plimented by him on the 27th ultimo as the ven- 
erable colleague who had adhered closely to Sen- 
ator Benton. I have admitted he did fasten himself 
to his coat-tail, And having, in his wanderings, 
gotten south of the “line,”’ lie is now trying to 
pin himselfto Mr, Lincoln that he may draw him 
to the north side. But Mr. Lincoln is upon water 
acknowledged to betdeep, and prudence should 
dictate that he should dispense with all such dead- 
weight, 

I will now turn my attention to my colleague 
{Mr. Bear] from the first district, and refer to 
the language which appears in his speeches on 
“ the joint resolution to amend the act to suppress 
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insurrection, to punish treason and rebellion, to | 
seize and. confiscate the property of rebels, and 
for other purposes.’’ It is as follows: 

“Ofa piece with the ingenious but rather disingenuous 
assault of the gentleman from Pennsylvania upon the Pres- 
ident is an occurrence which took place in the other end 
of the Capitol some days since, and which I find recorded 
in the Daily Globe. A Scnator from my own State (Mr. 
Brown] presented what purported to be a memorial from 
members of the Legislature of Missouri, and a protest of 
four Representatives from that State, against the confirm- 
ation of General Schofield as a major general. I do not 
mention this circumstance to commenton the extraordinary 
and most unbecoming declaration contained in that protest, 
in which these four members claim to be the only represent- 
atives of the Union men of Missouri, for there is nothing 
in the character or history of eitherot them to warrant this 
arrogant assumption, but for the purpose of exposing 4 Cov- 
ert assault upon the President under the pretext of defeat- 
ing the confirmation of General Schofield. If it had been 
the object to effect the latter purpose this paper would bave 
been presented in executive session, where nominations 
are considered, and not in the open session of the Senate, 
as it purports to have been done, when no such matter can 
properly come before thatbody. The memorial and protest 
contained only matters which had been previously submit- 
ted to the President by a great committee of radicals, which 
visited Washington for that purpose; aud these statements 
had been examined into by the President, who, iu his re- 
ply, plainly declared that he did not believe them to be true, 
Yet the President is arraigned upon these same stale and 
discredited statements before the country upon the memo- 
rial of members of the Missouri Legislature and four mem- 
bers of this House, under the pretense of asking that Gen- 
eral Schofield should not be confirmed, and that, too, after 
an agreement was had with the President that no opposi- 
tion should be made to Schofield’s confirmation, but that 
he should be, on his own request, relieved from the com- 
mandin Missouri. The President, I presume, in his desire 
for peace among those who professed to be loyal, was will- 
ing to make this concession; but after accepting the con- 
cession, these parties flew from their agreement, under the 
dictation of bolder and more open enemies of the President 
and his Administration, who would not permit the oppor- 
tunity for assailing him to pass.” 

The language is no less a personal attack upon 
the four radicals, and falsely accuses them of du- 
plicity. That language was not uttered in this 
House. The gentleman so far forgot therules of 
propriety as to take advantage of the courtesy 
extended to him by the House—permission to 
have his speech printed—and near the close we 
find the words of personal abuse which he has 
condescended to use. After paying his attention 
to the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia who is chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, who has in no instance failed to give 
the weight of his vast influence in favor of fur- 
nishing to the Government all the men and money 
asked for to suppress the rebellion, and then hast- 
ily noticing one of the Missouri Senators and a 
memorial from sixty-four members of the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, he dwells upon a protest of 
four Representatives from that State against the 
confirmation of General Schofield as a major gen- 
eral. He says: 

“T do not mention this circumstance to commenton the 
extraordinary and most nnbecoming declaration contained 
in that protest, in which these four members etaim to be the 
only representatives of the Union men of Missouri.” 

The gentleman is not sustained in his assertion 
by the language to which he alludes. The lan- 
guage is to be found in the first words of the pro- 
test referred to, as follows: 

“We, the undersigned, representing truly loyal congres- 
sional districts, as well as the loyal citizens of the State of 
Missouri,” &c. 

We do not there declare weare the “only” rep- 
resentatives of the loyal citizens of Missouri. If 
we had, why did not the gentleman quote the lan- 
guage? Why merely make an assertion? Here 
is the protest for examination. He did not quote 
the language because one word was wanting. If 
it were not to give the impression desired by the 
gentleman, why did he supply the very word, 
“only,” and falsely put into our mouths a word 
we did not use? Fie says, **claim to be the only 
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| protest. 


representatives,” &c. He must -either suspect 
his own loyalty, or he attempts to conceal himself 
from public scrutiny, lest he may be suspected | 
by others on account of those with whom he sym- 
pathized and affiliated at our last generalelection, |! 
and those with whom he now associates. It is 
as true in politics as in morals that a man’s char- 
acter is known by the company he keeps. 

But he says he mentione yhe protest of the four 
radicals ‘ for the purpose OF exposing ‘a covert || 
assault’ upon the President, under the pretext of i 
defeating the confirmation of General Schofield;?? | 
and argues that © if it had been the object to effect || 
the latter purpose—the defeat of General Scho- 
field—this paper would have been presented in |i 


| 
| 
| 


executive session.” And further, that “ the me- 
morial and protest contained only matters which 
had been previously sabmitted to the President 
by a great committee of radicals, which visited 
Washington for that purpose; and these state- 
ments had been examined into by the President, 
who, in his reply, plainly declared that he did not 
believe them to be true.” I emphatically deny 
that the President made any such declaration. 
His letter, bearing date 5th October last, to the 
radical delegation, through its committee, will 
prove the truth of my statement. One sentence, 
near the close of that letter, reads as foliows: 

“Ido not arraign the veracity of gentlemen as to the 
facts complained of; but I do more than question the judg- 
ment which would infer that those facts occurred in accord- 
ance with the purposes of General Schofield.”’ 


The President does not question the facts, but 
the argument based upon them. ‘* A covert as- 
sault upon the President!” Well, I have this to 
say: that when the President requires protection 
from the assaults of others, whether they be ‘* cov- 
ert” or undisguised, he had better call for vol- 
unteers from among those who occupy before 
the country some definite position, and not have 
himself and the nation dishonored by having one 
among his body-guard, a political nondescript, oc- 
cupying the anonymous position of the gentleman 
[Mr. Brar] who cannot quite make up his mind 
to fully identify himself with the other side of 
the House, in case they would receive him, and 
whom this side cannot take into fellowship or 
sympathy; and which last assertion is well estab- 
lished by the result of the vote directly after his 
speech was delivered, (for his sentiments were 
repudiated by this House by their vote,) and fur- 
ther shown by his most signal failure to have 
himself made chairman of a special committee to 
investigate the corruptions which he alleges to ex- 
ist in the Treasury Department, when 1t may be 
presumed that members considered the propricty 
ofascertaining and judging for themselves whether 
or not there might be, as the inducement, the grat- 
ification of feelings of personal malignity. “A 
covert assault upon the President?” It was a 
bold assault upon General Schofield, in defense 
of the loyalty of our oppressed State. 

As to presenting the protest in executive ses- 
sion, I have to say that if any error were com- 
mitted by which that protest reached the Senate 
Chamber and was then presented to the public 
gaze, the four radicals are, not chargeable with it. 
Still, [ think there was no error. Facts, such as 
are declared in that protest, should go before the 
public, be read and known. And as they have 
not been successfully contradicted, they will be 
believed, especially as they are now a part of the 
history of Missouri. 

We did not consult Senator Brown about that 
It was not addressed to him, butto Hon. 
Hannipat Hamis, President of the Senate. If 
the same facts had been “ previously presented’* 
and not believed by the President, it was the more 
important that they shouid have been reiterated, 
andin such thunder tones that the President would 
arouse to a full appreciation of Missouri affaifk. 
It was important that the sixty-four-gun battery, 
manned by that number of loyal Senators and 
Representatives from the various portions of Mis- 
souri and the four-gun battery, fecble-toned as the 
one now speaking may be, sent here by four loyal 
districts to assert the rights of the loyal people of 
the State, should have sent forth missiles, not at 
the President, but at whomsoever would place 
themselves in the way; such missiles that the 
t judgment” would be no longer “ questioned”’ 
which * would infer” that the ‘facts’ existing In 
Missouri were ‘in accordance with the purposes 


of General Schofield.” The noise of those batteries | 
was heard. The repetition of “facts” brought | 
conviction as to their truth and respect as to the i 
“ judgment;” for action was the immediate result. | 
General Schofield was immediately relieved of į 


the command of the department of the Missouri, 


and ordered to go where he may have an oppor- || 
i) of Mr. Lincoln, and stated emphatically that he 
But the tones of the Missouri batteries spoken |! 
| bis hand was against every one who opposed Mr. 


tunity to win his laurels before wearing them. 


of were heightened by the presence and terrible 
fire of one of six guns from the gallant, loyal State 
of lowa. Those guns have in their composition 
no metal but that of very best quality, are free 
from blemish or tarnish, and their caliber of the 
largest kind. That battery was voluntarily 


brought, by those who-so ably manned it, to the 
aid of “the loyal delegation in Congress from the 
State of Missouri.” Fwillpere produce. it, that it 
may be seen. “Itis as folldws: hee 
House or Representatives, January 8, 1864 

To the Loyal Delegation in Congress i : Z 
` from the State of Missouri: >n 2i 
The undersigned, of the delegation from:Iowa in Goh 
gress, apd whose congressional districts border some three 
hundred miles upon the State of Missouri, have received 
information which gives them some alarm for the‘peate 
of the border. These representations, from-responsible 
sources, are to the effect that known and notorious: rebels, 
who had returned from the rebel armies into Missouri, had 
been furnished with arms under the authority of Governor 
Gamble or General Schofield, and actually organized into 


-companies 3 and that such organizations are found in ‘the 


counties dangerously near the State line of Towa.” A few 
border military companies exist in Iowa, under State-au- 
thority, barely sufficient in number to keep the peace against - 
rebel sympathizers on either side of the line. Some out 
rages have been already comunitted in the southern tier of 
counties in Iowa, indicating the continued existence of the 
rebel seeret organizations. Our constituents are firmly of 
the opinion that the threatened danger is solely attributable 
to the existing regulations in Missouri, which keep parties, 
loyal and disloyal; anti-slavery and pro-slavery, so nearly 
balanced, and the latter so well armed, that affrays, rob» 
beries, and slaughter may at any time break forth, nor only 
in Missouri, but across the border in aur State. The feel- 
ing is such that in some border counties of Iowa, we aré 
advised, petitions are circulating for the removal of Gen- 
eral Schofield, to whom they assign the responsibility for 
this perilous condition of the coterminous térritory. 

We believe that permanent peace will not be established 
there until one party or the other in Missouri, pro-slavery 
or anti-slavery, disloyal or loyal, shall gain an acknowl- 
edged supremacy in authority and in numbers. We ask 
you, gentlemen, who have the right to be heard at Wash- 
ington, to counsel measures whieh will preserve order and 
Jaw, where they can only be found, under the control of 
men who offer blood and treasure to save the country, not 
under the armed interference of men who have oftered 
biood and treasure to destroy the country. 

The feeling in our districts is increasing in fntensity. 
Our people resent the indignity of arming again their old 
enemies on the border; and we warn, through you, the 
State you represent of the coming danger, if the enemy 
whom our troops have conquered at the front is sent to the 
rear only to be rearmed there to our greater peril. 

Weare, very respectfully, your obedient servants, 

JOHN A. KASSON, Fifth District. 
JAMES F. WILSON, First District. 
J. B. GRINNELLG, Fourth District. 

The undersigned, being members of Congress from the 

State of lowa, concur in the foregoing statements. 
H. PRICE, Second District. 
W. B. ALLISON, Third District. 
A.W. HUBBARD, Sixth District. 


Observe, if you please, the language. From 
‘responsible sources”’ the information comes that 
“ known and notorious rebels” returned from the 
rebel armies “ had been furnished with arms and 
organized into companies.” * The feeling,” they 
say, “in our districts is increasing in intensity.” 
“Our people resent the indignity of arming again 
their old enemies.” ‘* We warn you of the com- 
ing danger.” 

Here, Mr. Chairman, is an indorsement of the 
truth of at least one charge against General Scho- 
field—that of arming returned rebels and their 
sympathizers, 

This six-gun battery was attacked on the 27th 
ultimo by the ex-major general, [Mr. Brair,] 
who supposed it was in ‘fa trap,” and therefore 
that he could captureit. Butsuddenly two of the 
guns opened on him, and he was repulsed with 
the loss of several feathers out of his cap. In 
that short engagement it was demonstrated to all 
spectators that that battery was not ‘in a trap,” 
but stood on ground where they were prepared to 
defend their veracity and judgment. 

“Yet,” he says, ‘the President is arraigned 
upon these same staleand discredited statements.” 
Ideny it, and say positively the words ** Mr, Lin- 
coln or President’? are not used from the begin- 
ning of that protest to the ending; are not used in 
the memorial ofthe sixty-four members ofthe Mis- 
sour! Legislature; are not used in the letter of the 
members from Iowa. Why, sir, I know that 
Mr. Lincoln is the first choice of some of the 
members of the Missouri Legislature who signed 
that remonstrance. The name of the Speaker of 
the House appears to it; and he, an avowed and 


| acknowledged radical, came from his chair, took 


the floor, and made a personal defense in debate 
was for him first, last, and all the time, and that 


Lincoln. And, sir, the four radical members on 
this floor were not sent here to consume the time 
ofthis House in talking about the next Presidency, 
when the people will utter their potent voice, re- 
gardless ‘of what we may do. If we want to en- 
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age in, President-making, let us transact what 

usiness we have to do, and go home and enter 
the canvass, and talk to those who will control 
this whole matter. The Iowa members have 
not brought the presidential question before the 
House; but one of them informed us, in reply to 
the ex-major. general, that. Mr. Lincoln is the 
choice of some of them-who signed that letter. 
The radicals of Missouri are not all opposed to 
Mr. Lincoln. “He is not the first choice of a por- 
tion-of them. He is the first choice of others, 
Taken from one of the leading papers of that 
State, the Missouri Democrat of the 25th ultimo, 
from the editorial column, is the following: 


“As to Mr. Lincoln as a proposed nominee, we stand. 


where we stood prior to the convention which nominated, 
him some four years ago. Having candidly expressed a 
+ preference, we are ready heartily to accept the candidate 
whom the convention shall select. To usthe cause is every- 
thing, and the man—aside from bis will and power to pro- 
mote it--nothing. Our principles are those of the Union 
arty ofthe country, and the nominee of this party, stand- 
ng squarely on its platform, is our man, But we shall not 
abet in any course involving the seleetion of the man first, 
and then the necessity of adjusting the platform to the pre- 
selected man, New and paramount issues have been cre- 
ated by the war, its fortunes, and its progress, and as to 
these issues in the choice of the uext national Adminis- 
tration, the will of the people must be heard.?* 

This is not opposition to Mr. Lincoln, although 
another may be the firstchoice, I will insert two 
extracts from another radical paper of Missouri. 
The able editor is almost a youth; but, sir, the 
fiery trials to which the people of my State have 
been subjected have aroused the people to a sense 
of their condition and their rights, and even the 
boys have their cyes upon our public servants. 
That radical young editor says: 

As to My. Lincoln, but few will deny but that bls eaims 
strongly recommend him for another term. Ie has been 
tried, and he has proven himself the man for the position 
and the times.” 

But that editor does not seem to think with my 
colleague from the first district, [Mr. Buam,] that 
the support of the President depends upon him; 
or, in other words, that they, the President and 
my colleague, (Mr. Brain,] are one and insepa- 
rable, for I clipped from the same paper and num- 
ber the following: 

“Tt is dificult to tell whetber he (Mr. BLAIR] is try- 
ing to sell out to the Democrats, or whether the Democrats 
want to sell out to hlin, ‘Chere is nothing Prank about the 

entlonan but bis name, At any rate, there seems to bea 

egire for a bargain somewhere in the premises, and £ would 
suggest that it would be well to postpone the purehase or 
sale until the Committee of Elections decides whether he 
is himself entitled to his seat, or whether, as tis contestant, 
Mr. Knox, avers, he isnot here through the instrumentality 
of the ‘vote early and vote often? prinelpre.?? 

_ Upon thesubject of the arraignment of the Pres- 
ident in that protest, the gendeman says, “And 
that, loo, after anagreement was had with the Pres- 
ident that no opposition should be made to Seho- 
field’sconfirmation.”? Had the gentleman stopped 
there, I would have supposed he was in posses- 
sion of something that may have transpired be- 
tween the President and the Missouri Senators, 
as the members of this House do not go into ex- 
ecutive session to confirm or reject pominations 
for major generals. If any agreement were made 
between the President and Senators, E have never 
been so informed. Bat be says, These parties, 
after accepting the concession, flew from their 
agreement under the dictation of bolder and more 
open enemies of the President and his Adminis 

: an : : 

tration.” t These parties” inchide the four rad- 
icals of this House from Missouri. Other col- 
leagues can speak and have spoken for themselves. 
So far as I am concerned, I pronounce the charge 
false. I have never conversed with the President 
with regard to such an agreement; I have never 
written to him on the subjects | have never author- 
ized any individual to use my name as approving 
anything of the kind. Whenever I expressed my 
own feelings on the subject, it was in opposition 
to General Schofield’s confirmation, My colleague 
from the first district cannot prove from private 
or public source the truth of his statementor the 
falsity of mine. ; 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I will state to the 
gentleman that E alluded to those persons in the 


remarks which I made who did agree as | have 
gone out of his way | 


stated. The gentleman has 
to defend himself here when ke was not impli- 
cated in my statement. 


Mr. McCLURG. [appeal to the House, or to | 


those who have read my colleague’s statement, if 
the protest was not referred to as the protest of 


| trict [Mr. Bow] for the State Senate. 


the four Missouri radicals. He charges most 
falsely and basely upon the four Missouri radicals 
infidelity to the President.. Hemay not havein- 
tended to refer tome, if thatis his explanation. 1 
do not know what he meant to say, but I know 
what is the implication of the language used by 
him. 

He says “under the dictation of bolder en- 
emies.”? I received no.“ dictations” except from 
asense of duty toloyalty and my State. And Ido 
not know where to turn to find a “ bolder’? man 
than my colleague here on my right, one of the 
four radicals, [General Loan,] unless it be to the 
gentleman himself from the first district, whose ef- 
frontery, which is defined to be ‘* boldness trans- 
gressing the bounds of decorum,” will entitle him 
to that distinction. Such boldness is befittingly 
inscribed upon the character of the colleague from 
the first district, (Mr. Buair.] Such boldness well 
becomes one who, with “ renegade” indelibly 
branded upen him, and so legibly that “he who 
runs may read” it, can publicly denounce others 
ag renegades, (which he did on the 27th ultimo;) 
well becomes one who, once professing and be- 
lieved to be an honest supporter of Colonel Ben- 
ton and of anti-slavery, now makes a retrograde 
movement in favor of the enemy; well becomes 
one who, having failed to make a successful de- 
tour in favor of the enemy, then denounces his 
former allies who continue to advance step by 
step upon the pro-slavery foe; and, sir, such is 
a fit personage to desert and denounce a personal 
friend. I shall in few words therefore discharge 
a duty which it is my pleasure to attempt, to my 
colleague from the second district, [Mr. Brow,] 
who is charged with having been a persecutor of 
Colonel Benton, and pro-slavery to the backbone. 
This charge is made against the four radicals. 
As for myself, Lean Say I never desired or at- 
tempted to make a political record until this re- 
hetlion, I did not support Colonel Benton, but 
no living being ever heard me utter one word in 
favor of the institution of slavery in the secret 
chamber, in the social circle, or in public debate. 
Slaveholder as T have been and arm, before the re- 
betlion l have so faras could whispered to known 
friends my aversion to it, but with tens of thou- 
sands of others was content to have no legal in- 
terference where itexisted. From the commence- 
ment of the rebellion until now [ have been a 
known, avowed enemy to it, and will never rest 
satisfied for vitality to remain in it where the flag 
ofmy country waves. ‘My colleague [Mr. Blair] 
may take his own time, and, if he can, produce 
evidence to the contrary. 

Unul this rebellion £ do not know the senti- 
ments of my two other radical colleagues, [ Mr. 
Loan and Mr. Boyy.] Bat itis my good fortune 
to know something of my friend from the second 
district, {Mr. Brow.] His name is prominent 
upon every page of the Freesuil movementin Mis- 
souri, For years he has been known as an abo- 
litionist. LHe was black above the knees when my 
tocs were supposed to have commenced turning. 

in 1857, a resolution declaring emancipation 
ig Missouri unjust and inexpedicnt was intro- 
duced into the two Houses of the General Assem- 
bly. On this resolution it may be said the Frec- 
soil party of Missouri was organized. Mr. Brow 
in the Senate was one of five members who voted 
againstit. SenatorBrown, in the House, made 
thesamcrecord. ‘The country will not findamong 
the most ardent supporters of freedom two more 
constant and more consistent men. Theirs has 
becn a record of progress. ‘To-day they occupy 
positions eminently due for services in the glori- 
ous cause. 

Why, the colleague from the first district [Mr. 
Bear] well knows that the colleague from the 
second district [Mr. Brow] was nominated at the 
first Democratic Freesoil convention ever held in 
St. Louis, when he himself was nominated for 
Congress and my colleague from the second dis- 
He (Mr. 
Brar] well knows that my colleague from the 
second district, [Mr. Bow, ] atatime when men of 
unwavering firmness were wanting, in the spring 
of 1861, was a daily counselor of the noble Lyon, 
and encouraged him in making the first blow at 


| treason in our State, the taking of Camp Jack- 


son. He [Mr. Bram] well knows that his [Mr. 
Brow’s} money went out in various ways in aid 
of the Government at that trying time, as freely 


as the waters passed down the current of the Mis- 
sissippi. He [Mr. Bra} well knows that in 
St. Louis Blow and Benevolence” mean one and 
the same thing. He [Mr. Bra] has not forgot- 
ten that his [Mr. BLow’s] money was ever at his 
command; that it was lavished upon the gentle- 
man himself and his regiment. He has not for- 
gotten that his colleague [Mr. Brow] and a few 


‘friends presented the flag of his regiment that 


roudly waved at the taking of Camp Jackson. 
Does he [Mr. Barr] not remember that the mag- 
nificent regimental flag of his own [Mr. Buair’s} 
regiment was presented by his colleague, from his 
own means, as an evidence of respect to bravery 
and patriotism? Can he [Mr. BLaxr] profess igno- 
ranceofthesympathy ofhis colleague [Mr. BLow] 
for the cause of his country, when it cannot have 
escaped his mind that when he addressed a letter 
to his colleague and Mr, Filley, ‘that his men 
needed shirts, shoes, and hats,’’ the response of 
his colleague [Mr. BLow] was a remittance of five 
hundred flannel shirts, as a contribution to the 
Government, for which he has never asked or ex- 
pected payment from any source? 

For the overflowing of benevolence, from the 
fullness of his heart sympathizing with the brave 
men and with the Government, it is the fit work 
of one who has turned his back upon his prin- 
ciples to attempt to tarnish the unstained charac- 
ter of his friend by accusing him of a desire to 
have the Government defend him in a‘‘lead-mine”’ 
speculation. I venture this assertion: my col- 
league (Mr. Brar] cannot obtain from General 
Schofield an indorsement of the truth of his state- 
ment in that connection. My colleague from the 
second district forwarded a dispatch to destroy 
the works at the mines to prevent the rebels from 
working them, which dispatch did not reach its 
destination in consequence of the wires cut be- 
tween St, Louis and Springfield; and the mines 
did fall into rebel hands, and yielded the very 
lead that has been sent to the hearts of your friends 
and mine. The loss was about one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, and if his own dispatch had been 
obeyed the loss would have been $150,000 more. 
The working of those mines for three years would 
have yielded a fortune of $500,000. Still, I speak 
not disparagingly of others when I say my col- 
league [Mr. Bow] has been the most prodigal 
citizen of St. Louis in contributing his means to 
the support of the Government. To attempt to 
blacken his character, therefore, is the fit work 
of a renegade; as we were informed, * one rene- 
gade is worse than ten Turks.” It is the fit work 
of one who could, in effect, call one of the purest 
men of the bation, (Mr. Chase,) in his Library 
Hall, St. Louis, speech,a “ rowdy’ and ‘ black- 
guard” and compare him to Jeff, Davis, and when 
his purposes were then exposed, so that he could 
never thereafter satisfy the public, to plainly in- 
timate on this floor, of the same distinguished 
personage, (Mr. Chase,) that he did not possess 
the “instincts of a gentleman.” It is proper for 
him [Mr. Brair] to imply that the President is 
content for him (Chase) to remain and disgrace 
the nation, if thereby he will sink himself deeper 
into contempt. As to the question of veracity 
between these two colleagues (Mr. Brar and 
Mr. BLow] with regard to the secret meeting in 
St. Louis for the removal of General Schofield, I 
produce the evidence that my colleague from the 
first district [Mr. Buss] did participate in that 
meeting, which unanimously passed the resolu- 
tion which my colleague [Mr. Bow] referred to. 
The evidence is as follows: 

“Frank Biair’s Hones'ry.—We should suppose that 
Vrank Blair would bave remained silent, if he bad noth- 
ing but a denial to interpose to Mr. Blow’s excoriation re- 
garding his action in asking the removal of General Seho- 
field in August, 1862. That Mr. Blow was rightin charging 
his gross inconsistency upon Frank Blair, we are prepared 
to prove in the most emphatic manner; and in the face of 
the record the friends of the latter must be exeeedingly mor- 
tified that their champion has made such an egregions fool 
of himself on the floor of Congress. ‘The record in support 
of Mr. Blow is clear and perfeet--it elinebes his statement 
with the strength of steel, and fixes the odium of falsehood 
ou Blair indisputably. 

“The congressional dispatches, published by us yester- 
day morning, referring tape House proceedings on the 23d, 
set forth that Mr. Blow @ucluded his reply to Mr. Blair. 
After detailing various points made by Mr. Blow in his 
speech, the report says: 

“< He referred to the Schofield matter, and charged that 
while Frank Blair indorses and defends General Schofield 
now, he and his friends had, in 1862, appointed him, Blow, 
chairman of a committee authorized to present the short- 
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comings of General Schofield to the President and pray for 
his removal, and on that prayer and presentation he was 
removed. 

“© Blair denied that he had authorized or approved any- 
thing of the sort, andsaid thatin that very meeting he had 
defended General Schofield. 

“< Then God protectine from such defenders as you were 
then to General Schofield, replied Mr. Blow. 

“< He then went on to reiterate his charges, and to give 
the names of the parties who were there, and to say that 
he would leave the question at issue between them to the 
decision of Blair’s own friends. 

“eTo this Blair had no reply to make,” 

“Frank Blair denies that be approved of the proceedings 
ofa meeting which passed resolutions in 1862 favoring the 
removal of General Schofield. The proof that he did con- 
sists of a copy of the minutes of that meeting, of which 
John How was president and P. L. Foy was secretary. 
These minutes, certified to, commence as follows: 

“¢At a private meeting of well-known and thoronghly 
reliable Union men, the names of whom are appended, and 
who assembled in the custom-house building on the 4th 
of August, the following resolutions were unanimously 
adopted : 

“< Resolved, Thata committee ofgentiemen be requested 
to go to Washington city, to urge upon the President the 
appointment of a commander of the military forces of this 
State, who will, under instructions, act with vigor in sup- 


pressing the guerrillas of this State, and with authority to | 


enlist the militia of the State into the service of the United 
States.’ ` i 
“ [The balance of the resolutions refer to requests to have 
the oath of allegiance administered to bank officers, &c., 
and to the discharge of the reserve corps regiments.]} 
John How, Thomas 8. Nelson, 
O. D., Filey, G. Woerner, 
S. T. Glover, T. TI. Sturgeon, 
Hy. Boernstein, James B. Pads, 
Frank P, Blair,jr., Carlos S, Greeley, 
H. T. Blow, John H. Fisse, 
F. A. Dick, John H. Lightner, 
fsidor Bush, P. L. Foy, 
Ben. Farrar, Barton Abie, 
Jas. O. Broadhead, R. J. Howard. 
* Further comment is unnecessary.” 


The name of the colleague from the first district 


[Mr. Bai] is among the number. The resolu- | 


tion was unanimously adopted. What then be- 
comes of his [Mr. Buarn’s] statement with which 
he attempts to falsify the word of his colleague, 
[Mr. BLow?] He says he forwarded the following 
dispatch: 

: Sr. Lours, MISSOURI, August 12, 1862. 
Major General IT. W. HaLLECK : 

Nobody is authorized to ask Schofield’s removal in my 
name. Ihave written to Hop, Mr. Blair asking that his 
powers may be more ample, and that he be disembarrassed 
from the authority of Governor Gamble. 

FRANK P. BLAIR, Jr. 


I doubt not that he forwarded the dispatch. 
But what is there irreconcilable in it and his col- 
league’s statement or his vote for the resolution ? 
Consider his duplicity, and say if youcan that he 
was not, aboveall others, the very person to have 
voted for that resolution, and the next hour, in 
betrayal of his friends, to have sent the telegram 
to General Halleck, that the way might be opened 


for himself to take General Schoficld’s place, with- | 


out appearance on his part of a dishonorable con- 
nivance, and to have written to his brother to dis- 
embarrass General Schofield from the authority of 
Governor Gamble, that his successor might be 
disembarrassed also, prepared to rule Missouri 


with the iron rod thathe now hopes—if conjectures | 


be true—to have placed in his hand as next Gov- | 


ermmor, 


My colleague from the first district has much tō | 


say about trade regulations, ‘trade friends,” | 
It may therefore be well to dis- | 


“ trade stores.”? 
play without comment—for they are a comment- 


ary within themselves—-the copies of a certain ` 


“order”? and certain “invoice,” and which will 
not be denied to be true copies of the originals, to 
which access can be had in a proper manner. 
The order is as follows: 
TIEADQUARTERS SECOND Division 
FIFTEENTH ARMY Corps, 
Near Vicgssure, June 3, 1863. 


We the undersigned officers authorize Michael Powers - 


to procure for our own use the following articles, to wit: 

Twenty five gallons brandy, cach; twenty-five gallons 
whisky, each; twenty-five half barrels ale, cach; uventy- 
four boxes Catawba 
each; titty boxes Hi 


ivana Cigars, each; two dozen botti 


chs twenty-four boxes claret, good, | 


Boker'’s bitters, (genuine,) cach; twenty boxes (Charles . 


Farre) champayue; fou 
bacco; twenty-five boxes canned fruit. 
FRANK P, BLAIR, Jr., Maj. Gen, 
Connnandin: Di k on Loth Army Corps. 
E. M. JOEL, Captain tnd 4. Q. M. 
ARDEN R. SMETI Captain, C. S. 
LOGAN TOMPKINS, viid-de-camp, 
JOHN J. MAGUIRE, Aid-de-camp. 
B. JOEL, First Liculenant 10th Missouri Cav. 
W. D. GREEN, Major and A. A. G. 
B,C. FRANKL Surgeon, U. S. V, 
M A DOYLE, elid-de-camp. 


und bales Virginia smoking to- | ‘ 
i| this House, 


The invoice is as follows: 


Sr. Louis, Missourt, June 15. 
Mr. Michael Powers, bought of David Nicholson: 

113 Cases Brandy, 225 gallons, at 4.00. seen ceeee $452 
165 Cases Whisky, 225 galtons, at $3... . 495 
225 Packages Ale, at & 
216 Cases Catawba Wine, 
216 Cases Claret Wine, at $4.. 
270 Boxes Cigars, at $2..... 


18 Cases Bitters, at $7........ ss 126 
180 Cases and Baskets Champagne, at $12. . -2,160 
225 Cases Canned Goods, at §8....... «1,800 

1,628 $8,651 


It is only necessary to say they did not reach | 
their destination. Trade regulations prevented. 
Probably $20,000 were not made. Politicians 
should have some honorable way of making bread 
and meat when they do notown lead mines. Prob- 
ably there was an interference when an attempt 
may have becn made to smuggle liquors contrary 
to existing regulations. Fortunes in anticipation 
from sale of poor whisky at rich prices may have 
been lost. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I ask my colleague 
if he does not know that the order which he has 
quoted here was a forgery committed by one of 
Mr. Chase’s agents, and that its publication was 
procured by anotheg of Mr. Chase’s agents, who 
knew it to be a forgery, in a paper which was in 
the pay of Mr. Chase. The whole thing can be 
traced to malice and malevolence. It is acknowl- 
edged now to have been a forgery on the part of 
these two agents of Mr. Chase. 

I was in the field doing my duty when these 
miserable miscreants committed this forgery which 
the gentleman parades here. I suppose he has 
seen the denunciation of that pretended order as 
a forgery in a St. Louis paper, and he may have 
all the credit he can get for circulating the forgery 
of Mr. Chase’s agents. i 

Mr. McCLURG. Will my colleague give us 
the name of the pergon he alludes to? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I allude to Mr. 
Bonner. 

Mr. McCLURG. Ihave seen the printed cor- 
respondence on this subject between the gentle- | 
man’s friends and the friends of the Treasury 
Department, and I am confirmed inthe belief that | 
I have given the correct and fair interpretation of 
this whole matter. I shall, with great pleasure, 
at any time, acknowledge the error if the gentle- 
man will convince me of it; but he does not con- 
vince me by the remarks he has now made. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. ï tell the gentleman 
that I have the admission of Mr. Bonner himself 
that he knew it wasa forgery at the time he pub- 
lished it. 

Mr. MeCLURG. If the gentleman will get his 
written admission and produce it to me, I will 
withdraw and retract what I have said about this 
matter. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have but a minute or 
two of time allotted me, Į desire to say that I 
have given the character of the politicians who 
are endeavoring to rule Missouri as well as J 
could in one hour. It would require another 
hour to give them what they do not desire, jus- | 
i tice, Former pro-slavery and former anti-slavery 
leaders have united (as the two I have exhibited 
here to-day) to preserve slavery as long as pos- | 
sible. You see the work in which the earnest 
men, the radicals, who are determined to destroy | 
this accursed institution by the roots, and the re- f 

| 
f 


bellion which has grown from it, have been and 
are engaged, and whom they have to encounter. 
You sce that the old extremes in Missouri have 
met, and by calling for help from the rebels and 
sympathizers, hope to accomplish their nefarious 
purposes. You saw them on this floor on the 
ist instant united against the establishment of a 
Freedmen’s Bureau, a measure at once enlisting 
the sympathies of the patrioticand philanthropic. | 
| Both colleagues, from the first and sixth districts, 

| voted in the negative with the opposition side of | 
Is that to be considered as indica- | 
ting the sentiments of the President on this great 
| question? . 

| Nothing will show more clearly to the nation 
| the present position of both these gentlemen and 
| their friends on the slavery question, than to here 
| give the ordinance passed by the Missouri State 
į convention, which they both, as well as their 
i friends, say adjusted the question of emancipa- 


tion in a- manner. which should afford .zenerak 
satisfaction: Section two.is.as follows? 02000) 

“That slavery and involuntary servitude,-except for the: 
punishment of crime, shall cease tọ exist in Missouri- on. 
the 4th day of July, 1870, and all slaves within the State at. 
that day are hereby declared to be free: Provided, however, 
Thatall persons emancipated by this ordinance. shall remain’ 
under the control and be subject to. the authority of. their: 
late owners, representatives, and assigns as servants during: 
the following periods, to wit: those over forty. years of 
age (on 4th July, 1870,) for and during their lives; those . 
under twelve years (on 4th July,1870,) until they arrive at’ 
the age of twenty-three years ; and those of -all:other ages: 
until the 4th day of July, 1876.. The persons or their legal 
representatives, who, up to the moment of emancipation,; 
were the owners of the slaves. thereby freed, shall, during 
the period for which the services of such freedmen are re- 
served to them, have the same authority and control over 
the said freedmen, for the purpose of seeuring the posses- 
sion and services of the same, that are now held absolutely. 
by the master in respect of his slave: Provided, however, 
That after the said 4th day of July, 1870, no person so held 
to- service shali be sold to a non-resident of, or removed 
from, the State of Missouri by the authority of his late owner. 
or his legal representative.” 

Transpose the language without destroying the 
signification, and it would read thus: “ provided: 
all slaves over forty years of age on 4th day of’. 
July, 1870, shall serve.as slaves the remainder 
of their lives they shall be free;”’and the younger. 
ones in proportion. And here it will be observed 
that after 4th day of July, 1870, those slaves can- 
not be removed from the State, but that there is. 
nothing in that ordinance which these gentlemen 
approve to prevent their removal pfior to that 
time to Kentucky or elsewhere. 

Could the advocates of such an emancipation 
ordinance as pronounces men absolutely free at the 
termination of their lives be expected to favor any- 
thing ennobling? Would they not be expected 
to misrepresent every actand expression of their 
earnest opponents, which they are doing? They 
misrepresent at Washington that the President 
may continue to bestow official patronage on their 
semi-rebel friends; and misrepresent in their 
speeches that they may add to their strength in 
Missouri. They even accuse us radicals of speak~ 
ing disparagingly of the militia of Missouri. It 
is false, utterly so, except so faras relates to what 
are called the Paw-Paws, about whom I have no 
time to speak. The other militia contain the true 
men, the noble, the brave, the determined, in one 
word the radical, who, in less than twelve menths 
will, through immediate emancipation, place their 
beloved State in her pathway to that greatness 
which freedom alone, under God’s blessing, can 
give. They belong to that increasing body of 
earnest men now engaged in fighting the great 
moral battle which will disenthrall the minds.of 
the oppressed every where, and establish univer- 
sal freedom by knocking the fetters from every 
slave. 

Mr. STEVENS. I propose to dispense with 
the first reading of the bill, and to have it now read 
by sections for amendment. 

There being no objection, the bill was read by 
sections for amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS, I desire to make a single re- 
mark on the clause, *‘ for expenses of heating and 
ventilating apparatus, $16,000."? I avail myself 
of the opportunity to express a hope that those 
who have charge of this room will regulate its 
ventilation in some way or other, so that mem- 
bers shall not be exposed to sickness from hav- 
ing to breathe this im’pure atmosphere. It seems 
to me that this room is most unhealthy. I hope 
that hereafter we will be permitted, in some way 
or other, to see the light of day by opening the 
halls in front, and having this room ventilated. 
I wish those who have charge of it to take the 
subject into consideration. 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 do notknow how itcan be 
well done without remodeling the design and re- 
moving the walls. J always thought that the plan 
was bad; but without breaking that wall I do not 
know how it ean be improved. 

Mr. BROOKS. J should be delighted if the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
would use his great influence in this House to 
procure members fresh air while we are in ses» 
sion. It can be done by removing that wall. 

Mr.STEVENS. Butthat would be expensive. 

Mr. BROOKS. Hauman life is a great deal more 
valuable than money. That $440,000 thrownaway 
in the eleven-million loan voted the other day, 
would have gone along way in cite he the cost. 

I move to strike out all the items from line two 
hundred and seventy-five to line three hundred 
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and forty-five, being for the contingent expenses 
of the Treasury Department. : I make the proposi- 
tion, Mr. Chairman, on the ground that the-De- 
partment of the Treasury is making money enough 
to pay its own expenses, and therefore does not 
need any appropriation for contingent expenses. 
Lam aware that this isa heavy charge to make 
against a- Department of the Government. And 
yet it isnota charge criminating that Department, 
because if it makes money. it does.so in an hon- 
orable way. ; 

In order to establish the fact that the Treasury 
Department is making money enough to clear its 
expenses without. the necessity of asking for an 
appropriation, I call the attention of the House 
to the official report of the debt of the United 
States on March 1, and particularly to thé last 
item of that report. Of the six per cent. five- 
twenty bonds there were. issued on the 10th of 
March, by this official statement, $510,165,446— 
$10,165,446 beyond what the act creating the is- 
sue of five-twenties allowed. On the Istof March 
last. the value of these bonds in the market was 
107 percent. In other words, $100 worth of Uni- 
ted States bonds was worth $107 in the New York 
market. The interest on these bonds from the 
Ist of November tothe Ist of March was four per 
cent, Four per cent, profit on $10,000,000 is 
$400,000. Four hundred thousand dollars, there- 
fore, the Treasury Department has made. It 
ought therefore to'be able to defray all its contin- 
gent expenses without any appropriation what- 
ever by Congress. 

The law authorizing that over-issue passed this 
House on the 2d or 3d of March, and it did not 
become a law till the 4th of March. But here, 
by an official record of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, without law, above law, in devotion only to 
the higher law, the bonds have been issued, and 
the act of Congress was the merest formality, the 
most indescribable farce in which Congressmen 
ever engaged, for the bonds were issued at the 
time, and were in the hands of the owners. Here 
is the official record of the Scerctary of the Treas- 
ury himself, that on the Ist of March there had 
been issucd, of the six per cent. five-twentics, 
$510,165,446, The profits to the Treasury under 
that issue have been over four hundred thousand 
dollars, enough to provide for all its contingencies 
without a farthing ofappropriation whatever from 
us. UC repeat that I think this $440,000 will be 
amply suficient for this purpose, and 1 therefore 
move to strike out all these items for the contin- 
gencies of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. STEVENS. A single word will answer 
all the gentleman hag said. Suppose all this money 
has been made by the ‘Preasury and put into it, 
we are passing a law to take it out, There are a 
great many other ways by which money has gone 
into the Treasury besides the one which the gen- 
tleman has pointed out, but even if he is correct 
in his statement we must pass appropriations to 
take it out, and there is no other way of getting 
itout. Thatisa sufficient answer to all the gen- 
tleman has said. 

Mr. BROOKS. As the gentleman tells us that 
what he has said is a sufficient answer to what L 
have said, | suppose I ought to be satisfied. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 move,to strike out the fol- 
lowing paragraph of the bill: 

For compensation of additional clerks in the General 
Land Office, under the act of 34 Mareh, 1855, granting 
bounty land, and for laborers employed therein 400: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior, at b ere- 
tion, shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to use any por- 
tion of said appropriation for piece-work, or by the day, 
week, month, or year, at such rate or rates as he may deem 
just and fair, not excceding u salary of $1,200 per annum. 

It will be observed that this is not an appro- 
priation required by law, but one which may be 
used by the Secretary of the Interior is his dis- 
cretion for the employment of additional clerks. 
These clerks do not stand on the same footing with 
those regularly employed, and are only authorized 
in case their services may be necessary. 

it will be observed that the object of this ap- 
propriation originally was to facilitate the issue 
of land warrants under the act of 1855, to carry 
out the great Jand-warrant bill of that year. At 
that time these additional clerks, for which this 

appropriation of $58,000 was originally made, was 


manifestly necessary. Butevery gentleman upon 
this floor knows that the purpose for which this ! 
additional clerical force was designed has ceased į 


to exist. That branch of the public service has 
already performed its mission. I presume no gen- 


_tleman connected with the Committee of Ways 


and Means will pretend to assert before the House 
and country that there is now the same reason 
existing for this appropriation that existed at the 
time the law was passed authorizing these tem- 
porary clerks. 

It is a very common occurrence to get an ap- 
propriation for additional clerical force under the 
pretense that they are to be only temporary, but 
any such temporary increase always becomes a 
permanent charge upon the country untilsuch time 
as Congress may by law arrest it. 

Now, sir, I insist that this appropriation ought 
not to be made. It is certainly a well-known fact 
that the business of that Department has very 
much declined since the commencement of the 
war, and especially is the labor employing this 
large additional force under the act of 1855 not 
longer required by the public service. 

The Department of the Interior is undoubtedly 
conducted as well as any other; but while this 
fact is true, and while it is true that the gentle- 
man who is at the head of that Department, and 
his Assistant Scerctary, are two of the very best 
officers employed by the Government, yet thatis 
no argument whatever for ingrafting these most 
expensive foatures of past legislation upon our 
appropriations for a Department for which there 
can be no pretense of public necessity, while our 
public exigencies require retrenchment, and I 
therefore feel it to be my duty te raise my voice 
against any unnecessary appropriation not con- 
nected with the military or naval service of the 
Government. In respect to them, the most cx- 
travagant appropriations would seem to be jus- 
tified by the wants of the public service. But 
when it comes toa purely civil Department of the 
Government, the business of which has been di- 
minished instead of increased, I am for retrench- 
ment. And it does scem to me that the pledges 
made to the country when this Administration 
came into power ofretrenchmentand reform ought 
to be complied with. 

I trust it will be considered that this appropri- 
ation, irregularly made for a force of elerks then 
temporarily required by the Interior Department 
to carry out the act of 1855, is not now required 
by the public service. 

Mr. STEVENS. Although this paragraph of 
the bill does not show how these clerks author- 
ized by the act of 1855 are to be employed, I will 
remark that it is not for these extra bounties to 
which the act of 1855 refers; but, sir, the appro- 
priation is for the employment of clerks in the 
General Land Office. 

Now, sir, strange as it may seem, since we 
have ceased selling the public lands, the business 
of that Department instead of diminishing has 
largely increased. Why, sir, within two months 
time prior to the meeting of this Congress no less 
than two million acres of the public lands were 
entered as homesteads, requiring the entire atten- 
tion ofall the surveyors and clerks in getting out 
the titles to these lands, 

Perhaps there never was before, in two months, 
since this country has been in the habit of dis- 
posing of these lands, so many entrics made. 
Strange as it may seem, more money was brought 
into the Treasury under that operation than when 
the land was entered at $1 25anacre. After those 
persons who had chosen to make homesteads had 
settled upon the lands, it required a residence of 
five years by our law before they can get a title, 
unless they pay the price for the land, Fam in- 
formed that in a Jarge number of cases these per- 
sons having taken homesteads and again desiring | 
to sell and relocate, which they cannot do until 
they get a tide, have paid for the lands. In that 
way we get more money into the Treasury from 
the sale of publie lands than ever before. | 

It is necessary, im order to perfect these titles, | 
that this additional number of clerks should be 
continued. IL hope that this explanation is satis- 
factory. It was new to me when I came to con- 
sider it. Lam glad our people are going out to 
make homesteads in such great number as they 


| appear to have done even during this war. 


Lhe amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

For rent of surveyor general's office in the Territory of 
yor g y 


Idaho, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental ex- | 
peuses, $3,000. i 


Mr. BROOKS. Itis now too late to control 
the disposition of the public lands to railroads 
and actual settlers; but I avail myself of this op- 
portunity to. say that with an enormous public 
debt, which is daily increasing, it does seem to 
be proper at least that those to whom we give the 
public lands should bear the necessary expenses 
of surveys, &c. Since the organization of these 
new Territories. the expenses of managing the 
public lands have largely increased, and one of 
the largest items is that for the survey of the pub- 
lic lands. As these lands are given away to rail- 
roads and individuals, it seems to me that they 
should at least pay expenses. 

Mr. STEVENS. I believe our law now pro- 
vides for that; that every man who becomes enti- 
tled to a homestead pays for these surveys. They 
pay ten dollars each whether they complete their 
title by residence or payment of money. 

As I said before, a large part of the lands en- 
tered as homesteads is paid for, and the title ob- 
tained at the old rates. We are therefore re- 
ceiving, as gentlemen will read from the report, 
more than will pay all expenses, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

For propagating garden: 

For propagation and distribution of valuable plants, ent- 
tings, and shrubs, namely: For labor, repairs of old propagat- 
ing house, new propagating house, rebuilding shop, and 
for purchase of trees, cuttings, vines, and bulbs, $10,800. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That such trees, cuttings, vines, and bulbs, so 
purehased, or which shall be propagated, shall be such as 
are adapted to general cultivation, and to promote the gerr- 
eral interests of horticulture and agriculture throughout 
the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems that the appropria- 
tions in this bill for the Department of Agriculture 
amount to $130,800. Until the last year the ap- 
propriation was from thirty to sixty thousand dol- 
lars. I am not going to propose to reduce the 
amount. I did not think it was wise to organize 
this Department, knowing that the expenses would 
be largely increased. Tés Department is in oper- 
ation, and I should deem it unwise to cripple its 
usefulness. 

The proviso I offer is a reénactment of one in 
former laws prior to the organization of this De- 
partment. This is an appropriation of $10,800 
for propagating trees, shrubs, bulbs, &c., for dis- 
tribution. My proposition is to limit the trees, 
shrubs, vines, and bulbs to those intended for gen- 
eral cultivation throughout the United States. Ido 
not think that it is wise or proper for us to go into 
expenses for the propagation of fancy varicties 
of shrubs and flowers, or to propagate varieties 
exclusively intended for het-houses. I do not 
know, if the condition of the country would admit 
of it, but that it would be proper to appropriate 
$10,800 for keeping up and perpetuating some- 
thing of the kind: I refer to the botanteal garden 
to the west of the Capitol. 

1 think it is well enough, under all the circum- 
stances, to perpetuate that feature; but £ do not 
want to see any other system built up. I insist 
that the Agricultural Department shall confine it- 
self toits legitimate business—the encouragement 
of horticulture and agriculture for the whole Uni- 
ted States. Therefore I submit this amendment; 
and [ trust that gentlemen will notice that itsimply 
reénacts what has heretofore been the law, and 
requires that the trees, shrubs, bulbs, &c., shall 
he of the character intended for gencral cultivation. 
We cannot afford, and the country cannotafford, 
to cultivate a few trees, shrubs, and vines for here 
and there a grecn-house for gentlemen of elegant 
leisure, Therefore I insist that this money shall 
be expended for the benefit of the whole country, 
and not for the benefit of a favored class wha may 
have hot-houses and green-houses, for the purpose 


‘of gratifying their refined and cultivated taste. 


Mr. MORRILL. I propose to offer an amend- 
ment as a substitute for the whole matter in refer- 
ence to the subject of agriculture. + I ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to withdraw his amendment 
in order that the committee may act upon the 
amendment I propose to offer. 1t will reduce the 
appropriation much more than the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana. ` 
_ Mr. HOLMAN. The only objection to that 
is, if the committee should decline to strike out, 
and insert the amendment 

_Mr. MORRILL. Then the gentleman can offer 
his amendment. ‘ 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Then 1 will withdraw my 
amendment. : 

Mr. MORRILL offered the following amend- 
ment: 


Pages 28 and 29, strike out from line six hundred and 
sixty to line seven hundred, inclusive, and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

Forcompensation of Commissioner of Agriculture,83,000. 

For compensation of chief clerk, $2,000, 

For compensation of botanist and entomologist, $2,000. 

For compensation of statistical clerk, $1,800. 

For compensation of six clerks of class first, $7,200. 

Yor compensation of three clerks ofclass second, $4,200. 

For compensation of three clerks of class third, 4,800. 

For compensation of one messenger, 3600. 

For compensation of two laborers, $800. 

.For collecting agricultural statisties, $5,000. 

For purchase of cereals, vegetable and flower seeds, 
$30,000. 

For seed room: 

For compensation of superintendent, $1,400. 

For compensation of two clerks of class first, $2,400. 

For labor in putting up and sending seeds, $12,000. 

For seed bags, coal, gum, packing paper, and miscella- 
neous items, $8,800. 

For propagating garden: 

For labor, repairs, aud the purchase of trees, cuttings, 

vines, and bulbs, $5,000. 


na 


For horse-keeping, seeds, manure, and tools, $1,000. 


Mr. MORRILL. I know how difficult it is 
to call the attention of this House to anything in 
relation to economy. In all my service here I 
believe I have not been distinguished for finding 
fault with even liberal appropriations—certainly 
not for carping at little things. But being placed 
upon the committee whose duty it is to find ways 
and means for carrying on the Government, I 
confess I find it less difficult and more consistent 
with what I conceive to be my public duty to en- 
deavor to save money than to increase taxation, 
and thereby add to the existing burdens of the 
country. Ñor this purpose I propose, in the ag- 
gregate, as will be seen, that we shall appropriate 
precisely this year what we appropriated last year 
for the Department of Agriculture, and no more. 
I think that, if prudently managed, is amply suf- 
ficient to carry out the ideas of Congress upon 
this subject, and leave the Department able to do 
all it has heretofore done; and it will be seen that 
instead of leaving the matter loosely, as it is now 
left by law, I propose to have these employés of 
that Department classified. 

I may say I was instructed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means to prepare an amendment 
which should strike out the draughtsman and 
translator and assistant chemist, and also to reduce 
the appropriation for the purchase ofa library from 
$5,000 to $1,000, and also to strike out entirely 
mis new proposition for an experimental gar- 

en, 

Having said thus much, I leave the subject 
for the committee to determine. I believe that it 
would be wise for us to confine the appropriation 
to the amount that we have heretofore appropri- 
ated, and no more. 

AMemper. Whatisthe excess over the usual 
appropriation? 

Mr. MORRILL. About sixty-five thousand 
dollars, 

Mr. STEVENS. When the Agricultural De- 
partment was first established it received $90,000 
to start with, and we made some appropriations 
in the deficiency bill for that year. The head of 
that Department was before the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and although we sought to 
find some points in his estimate which he would 
deem might be reduced, yet he convinced me that 
there were no parts of it that could be omitted 
without injury to the public service and to the 
agricultural interests of the country. He cer- 
tainly adhered to his estimates as absolutely ne- 
cessary, and I cannot perceive, after the thorough 
examination we gave to the subject, that he is 
wrong. He is enlarging, to be sure, the sphere 
of his operations very considerably. He is intro- 
ducing new subjects. He is bringing from abroad 
a larger amount of cereals and other things which 
come within his Department. 

There has also been a large increase in the price 
of such articles, and the increase in price, espe- 
cially abroad, makes it necessary, if this Agri- 
cultural Department is to be fostered, that we 
should make an increased appropriation. 


Now, sir, of all the expenses of this Govern- | 


ment, I do not believe there is to be found any- 
where an expenditure of $150,000 that is so use- 
ful to the nation, and that carries its benefits home 


; guages. 


| statistics. 


so completely to every man in the country, as the 
appropriations for this Department. 

{ am sorry that my friend from Vermont, [Mr. 
Morrixi,] who, I know, is always anxious for 
economy, should strike at the agricultural in- 
terest of thecountry. Let him strike at the law, 
at the judiciary; let him strike anywhere else, 
but I pray him spare the agriculturists. My con- 
stituents are mainly agviculturists, and if there 
is any one thing in which they feel more interest 
than anything else connected with the Govern- 
ment, itis this thing. I hope, therefore, that the 
amendment of my friend from Vermont will not 
prevail. 

Mr. KASSON. I haveexamined with consid- 
erable interest the items to which my friend from 
Vermont objects. I have not sufficiently exam- 
ined the operation of his amendment, however, 
to know exactly to, what items it applics. But, 
with the bill before the members of the commit- 
tee, 1 will call attention to three or four items 
which, in my judgment, may be safely modified 
without detriment to the agricultural interests of 
the country. ` 

As is well known, sir, I represent a district al- 
most as exclusively agricultural and as sincerely 
and earnestly interested in the operations of this 
Department as perhaps any other in the United 
States. I have every desire to make it effective, 
and effective in the highest degree, and my vote 
shall at all times be given to sustain itin a proper 
degree of efficiency. But I now desire to call the 
attention of the committee to two or three items 
which, in my judgment, may be diminished, and 
which, if my views prove agreeable to the com- 
mittee, will somewhat materially reduce the ag- 
gregate of the appropriations for the Department 
without impairing its efficiency. 

{n line six hundred and sixty-four of the bill, for 


instance, you will findan item for compensation of |} 


clerks, draughtsmen, assistantchemist, translator, 
messenger, &c., of $29,400. By turning to the esti- 
mates, page 64, you find that§2,000 of thatis asked 
for salary of a botanist, and $2,000 for salary ofan 
entomologist. I propose to combine those two of- 
ficesin one. A very admirable and competent gen- 
tleman, who is a professor in the Maryland Agri- 
cultural College near us, has for some time past 
been employed in the Agricultural Department, 
and is one of the most accomplished men I ever 
knew in my lifein connection with these subjects. 
I propose, therefore, as he is competent for both 
positions, that we combine the offices of botanist 


| and entomologist at a salary of $2,000, and that 
will reduce this item by $2,000. 


The next item embraces, among other things, 
an estimate of salary of translator at $1,200. I 
found no difficulty in an Executive Department, 
Lam not aware that any other hasany difficulty, 
in employing a clerk who isa German, a French- 
man, a linguist, acquainted sometimes with three 
or four languages, and employing him as clerk 
with the occasional service necessary for him to 
render as translator. l found no difficulty in the 
Executive Department with which I was connected 
in procuring a clerk at any time, when there was 
a necessity for it, who could translate foreign lan- 
Í propose, therefore, to leave the Agri- 
cultural Department at liberty to employ a clerk 


acquainted with foreign languages, instead of mak- | 


ing an additional appropriation for a translator as 
such. That will reduce the item again $1,200. 

I find also on page 64 of the estimates an esti- 
mate for salary of disbursing clerk, $1,800. That, 
Tam confident—and it was clear to the minds ofthe | 
members of the Committee of Waysand Means 
The mistake of the Commis- 
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By turning to the same page of the 
book of estimates, 64, you will find it stated in 
this way: “ For collecting agricultural statistics | 
in twenty-three loyal States, $23,000.” This I | 


| will leave that item separate from the rest. 


which used to be published monthly by the :Agri- 
cultural Department, arid which are useful. ‘They 
are now, however, published oncein two months, 
I submit to the better judgment of the committee 
that probably $15,000 would be enough for the: - 
collection and printing of these. statistics. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. is not the gentleman from 
Iowa mistaken as to the object of this appropria: 
tion? Is not the appropriation of 23,000 dè- 
signed to pay authors for various articles fur- 
nished to the agricultaral report? ` 

Mr. KASSON. I cannot state positively, ex 
cept that if it is so it is a misnomer; for: these’ 
are essays on agriculture, while in the estimates 
furnished the Commissioner styles it ‘* for collect- 
ing agricultural statistics in twenty-three loyal 
States?” f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwas going to remark that 
we used to appropriate $9,000 for the purpose of 
paying for these agricultural essays, and I sup- 
hose this was intended for that purpose. 

Mr. KASSON. In whichever case it may be 
considered, I submit to the committee that prob- 
ably $15,000 would be sufficient to cover the rea- 
sonable expenditure for this purpose during the 
coming year. Many gentlemen are quite willing 
to furnish these essays, as itis a mark of honor 
to them, and, of general interest to the country 
which they represent. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I hope the gen- 
tleman from lowa, if he proposes to move an 
amendment to carry out his various propositions, 
t 
appears to me that it is a very important item for 
the agricultural interests of the country, whereas 
many of his other amendments are, I think, de~ 


| cided improvements. 


Mr. KASSON. I will cheerfully wait for that 
purpose. I am now running over the bill to call 
the attention of the committee to it as a whole, 
not intending to take the flooragain on the subject. 

Passing to the next item, ‘ for purchase of li- 
brary, $5,000,” I believe the Committee of Ways 
and Means was agreed, as stated by the sanlez 
man from Vermont, that $1,000 would probably 
meet the necessary demands for that purpose for 
the coming year. 

Then, ‘for the purchase of a laboratory,” it 
was deemed by me, and also by the Committee 
of Ways and Means, I think, that the beneficial 


| effects of this were not so patent immediately as 


to require us, in this time of war, to establish a 
division of duty for pure experiments. 

These are the items and the only items to which 
I have deemed it proper to call the special atten- 


| tion of the committee; and if the proposition of 


the gentleman from Vermont shall fail, L shall ask 

the committee, going over it item by item, to make 

the changes, or most of them, which 1 suggest. 
Mr. STEVENS. Before the question is taken 


| on substituting, it will be proper for my friend 
| from Iowa to move his amendments to perfect the 


original bill, because the substitute may or may 
not be agreed to. Ibelieve that is parliamentary, 

Mr. KASSON. I will remark that the entire 
appropriation under this heading in this bill 
amounts to about one hundred and fifty-five thou- 
sand dollars. The estimates, if corrected as I pro- 
pose, would effect a reduction of about twenty 
thousand dollars in that amount, without, I think, 
diminishing at all the efficiency of that Depart- 


| ment, which I, in common with others, would be 


very reluctant to do. For the purpose of testin 

the sense of the House, I will now move toamen 

the firstitem ,to which I have referred, by inserting 
in line six hundred and sixty-two, after the word 
“botanist,” the word “and,” and by reducing 
the appropriation from $11,000 to $9,000. The 
paragraph then would read, ‘for compensation 
of Commissioner of Agriculture, chief clerk, bot- 


| anist and entomologist, and chemist, $9,000.” 


Mr. THAYER.  [ understand that the appro- 
priation which is now proposed is a very large 
increase upon that of last year, Ido not believe 
that it is expedient at the present time to enlarge 
the appropriations in any Department in which 
necessity does not imperatively require it. I do 
not perceive, for instance, why ata time like the 
present, when the resources of the Government 
are taxed to their utmost capacity, when every 
possible means are resorted to for the purpose of 
raising money to carry on the war, we should in- 
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Professor of Bug-ology, [laughter,] or why any 
new schemes ofan experimental character, and I 
may add of an expensive character, should bein- 
troduced to add to the necessarily great burdens 
to which this country is subjected by reason of 
the war which is being waged for the preservation 
of the Government and the Union. And while, 
sir, in times of peace and prosperity I would go 
as far as any gentleman on this floor could ask me 
to go, inappropriations for this Department, which 
has always been a favorite Department with this 
House and the Government, I believe the present 
time calls upon us most imperatively to retrench 
all unnecessary expenditures. 

_ Sir, [do not know an agricultural constituency 
represented upon this floor which would find fault 
with its Representative here for insisting upon 
this measure of economy in the present crisis of 
our national affairs. These districts have noth- 
ing to gain by extravagant appropriations for 
this purpose; because every dollar of lavish or 
unnecessary expenditure which is made here they 
are to be taxed to make good at a time when the 
public taxation is by reason of our national ne- 
cessity as great as it is atthe present time. Un- 
der these circumstances I say there is no constit- 
uency, whether agricultural or otherwise, which 
would find fault with ns for insisting upon area- 
sonable economy in this Department in common 
with all the other Departments of the Govern- 
ment. 

At atime when the people of this country are 
obliged to resort to personal economy in order to 
meet the constant drafts which the Government 
is making upon them in the way of taxation; at 
a time when we are looking in every possible 
quarter to raise the revenue required to carry 
on the war, which is the great necessity for the 
revenue necessary to sustain the armies of the 
Government, and which is necessary in order to 
achieve victories by those armies which is neces- 
sary tomaintain the very lifeof the Government; F 
say when a great impending necessity requires 
every man in these States to exercise an extraor- 
dinary economy in order to meet the demands 
which are daily made upon him in order that the 
integrity of the country may be preserved and 
the dignity and authority of the Government may 
be maintained—T say at such a time as this bam 
opposed to any additional ‘and unnecessary ap- 
propriations, whether in the Agricultural oy any 
other Department. 

ido not see why, in a time like this, when so 
much economy as is admitted on all sides is re- 
quired, when the Government itself is obliged to 
resort to every available means to raise money to 
pay the soldiers and to defray the necessary ex- 
penses of the war, an additional burden should 
be placed upon the people in the way of an ad- 
ditional appropriation to this or any other De- 
partment. Lam therefore in favor of cutting down 
this appropriation to the lowest possible point, 
if i do not vote for a retrenchment in these ex- 
ea beyond what has heretofore been made, 

certainly will not vote for an addition to those 
expenses beyond what it has been the custom 
hitherto to impose. ` 

L do not believe the people of this country look 
to their Representatives upon this floor for appro- 
priations nominally in their favor which can only 
result in increased taxation upon them. I believe 
we shall best meet the views of our constituents, 
whether those constituents beagricultural or cth- 
erwise, by economy in the administration of pub- 
lic affairs, by cutting down every appropriation, 
by curtailing every expenditurein connection with 
the civil branches of the Government, in order 
that the whole energy of the Government and the 
whole resources of the people may be devoted to 
the great cause which now absorbs the interests 
and the welfare of the country, namely, the pres- 
ervation of the Government itself. For these rea- 
sons Ishall support the substitute which has been 
offered by the genutieman from Vermont. i 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, 
Iam happy to hear anything that sounds like a 
disposition to economize coming from the other 

side of the House, and E assure gentlemen there 
are claims before this Llouse that wiil call for the 
application of that principle—claims which are to 
squander millions of the money of the people. I 
am, however, sorry, sir, that almost the first 
epeech in favor of economy that has been made 


from that quarter should be applied to an appro- 
priation for the benefit of agriculture. The com- 
mercial results for the last few years have shown 
that it is the agricultural interests of the country 
which have sustained us in prosecuting this war, 
which have supplied the material for exchange, 
and which have kept up our credit. For one ł will 
join hands with gentlemen in anything that looks 
like economy, real economy; but I cannot join 
with them in this instance in saving afew paltry 
thousand dollars which are to be devoted to the 
encouragement of the agricultural interest, and 
which constitute the only encouragement the agri- 
cultural interests can receive from Congress. I 
cannot join with gentlemen in any such move- 
ment. 1 hope, so faras these items are concerned, 
while we shall expend no unnecessary sum, Con- 
gress will recognize the fact that the vast agricul- 
tural interests of the country receive only these 
few thousand dollars, and that the results of these 
experiments are not only of great advantage to 
them, but of greatindirect advantage to the Treas- 
ury of the country itself. I hope there willbe no 
spirit applied to this bill which will induce the cut- 
ting off ofa single item which, considered in itself, 
may be meritorious. . 

Mr.THAYER. Thegentleman from Wiscon- 
sin has raised an issue with me. He will never 
find in me, I will not say an-enemy, but one who 
will never be found cool toward the agricultural 
interest of the country. There is no man here 
who docs not recognize it as the great predomi- 
nating interest of the country. Although the gen- 
tleman undertakes to champion it on this floor, I 
will tell him that he does not surpass in his zeal 
for that interest any other member of this House. 

Everybody recognizes the importance of the 
agricultural interest, but that is not the question 
before the Fouse, and it is by no ruse, no ad cap- 
tandum speeches on the subject of the magnitude 
of the agricultural interest that the views L have 
presented to the House are to be answered. We 
| do not propose to attack the agricultural interest; 
what we propose is simply such a retrenchment 
in the expenses of the Department of Agriculture 
at the presont time as will save the Government 
the sum of $60,000. They are the few paltry 
| thousands of dollars to which the gentleman re- 
| ferred. They are thousands which will to that 
extent relieve the taxpayers among the gentle- 
man’s constituents. They are thousands which 
will do much toward equipment and supplies for 
troops. Ltisa sum of money which if saved will 
be well applied to carrying on the war, and will 
| to that extent relieve those who have to pay the 
enormous taxes that the war has entailed upon 
the country. 

I do not understand that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Mornin] makes 
any attack upon this great interest. His prop- 
osition,as I understand it, is to take from the bill 
before the [lousea considerable number of items 
the omission of which will in nowise disastrously 
aflectthat interest. They areitems which itoceurs 
to my judgment can be well dispensed with at 
the present time. There is nota firmer from the 
Penobscot to the Mississippi who will feel the 
dropping of any one of the items the gentleman 
from Vermont proposes to drop. There is no one 
who will be injured by that retrenchment, and so 
much money will be saved to the Treasury. ft 
is an economy which we are bound inthe present 
exigency of our affairs to exercise. I will vote 


| for the amendment. 


Mr. CLAY. Icannot, for my life, understand 
the action of gentlemen upon my right. They 
get up and profess to be great friends of agricul- 
ture and of the farmer, and yet whenever we come 
to a vote in this ELouse, we find those same gen- 
tlemen arrayed against the agricultural interest. 
My friend from Vermont [Mr. Morr] the other | 
day spoke and voted aguinst giving to the Agri- 
cultural Department a few additional rooms to 
occupy; rooms which gentlemen, by going there, | 
may see filled up with old chairs and tables and 
furniture entirely out of use,and belonging to the 
Government. Sull these gentlemen voted to keep 
them in that condition and refused to give them 
tothe Agricultural Department, and yet at the 
same time they professed to be great friends of 
agriculture. If that is a specimen of the gentle- 
man’s friendship for agriculture, I shall in the 
future very much doubt his sincerity, 


Now, what is the proposition before the com- 
mittee? To cut off nearly all this appropriation 
for the Agricultural Department, to derange the 
whole system, and to make one man fill two or 
three offices—to have, as the gentleman says, the 
linguist and clerk both combined in one man, 
How can he perform his duties, having two or 
three different kinds of business thrown upon him? 
Although gentlemen. may be disposed to econo- 
mize, as [ am, yet I think they beginat the wrong 
place. We are discussing here, from day to day, 
ata very heavy expense to the country, subjects 
upon which no legislative action is proposed to 
be based—mere political matters in which one gen- 
tleman tries to get. the advantage of his colleague 
in his position at home. «Here is where gentle- 
men had better commence to economize. If gen- 
tlemen do not want an Agricultural Department, 
and are disposed to cripple it in every way, they 
had better abolish it at once. Ifthey want such 
a Department, let it be respectable; let it be in 
accordance with the pride and standing of a great 
nation like this. When gentlemen want to raise 
taxes, the very first thing done in this House is 
to strike at the farmers; and the agricaltural inter- 
est of the farmer is taxed to raise revenue. Ihave 
never yet heard a farmer grumble at these appro- 
priations made for his benefit. os 

Mr. THAYER. I desire simply to say to the 
gentleman that the present bill increases the ap- 
propriation over what it was last year $65,700; 
and what I understand the gentleman from Ver- 
mont proposes, is to cut down the appropriation 
to the figures of last year. He does not intend 
to reduce it below that amount. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand the appropriation 
of last year did not meet the expenses of the De- 
partment, . 

Mr. THAYER. They were not ag great ag 
the appropriations in this bill by $65,700. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes, butif I understand the mat- 
ter, we have had to make up a deficiency ina sup- 
plemental bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. Lastyear we were only grad- 
ually procceding. We made a little larger ex- 
penditure than the year before, and we made up 
the deficiency this year. The Departmént, find- 
ing great advantage from their course last year, 
propose to enlarge somewhat more their opera- 
tions for the benefit of the country, and 1 think 
more for their benefit than all else that has been 
done, or will be done, by this Congress, | 

Mr. CLAY. Iwil state to the gentleman a fact 
which occurred in my State. Congress took it 
in hand to encourage the agricultural interest, and 
afew farmers in our country desired to improve 
their stock of cattle, and took steps accordingly. 
The result has been that the average valuc of the 
cattle in those counties into which the importa- 
tions were made wastwenty-threedollars a head, 
while in the other counties the valuation of cattle 
was only $2 50a head; so gentlemen can see the 
effect ofencouraging agricultural interests. Where 
farmers have had assistance in carrying on their 
operations, the taxable property has increased in 
proportion. It raises the wealth of the whole 
country. 

But now, sir, we are creating bureaus and add- 
ing to these Departments for all sorts of purposes, 
For instance, here is this “ Freedmen’s Bureau,” 
for which you have been appropriating money 
and taxing us, for the purpose of collecting per- 
sons in large camps without doing any good what- 
ever to the country, and who are producing noth- 
ing, and keeping them in idleness; taking them 
from their homesand putting them in large camps 
and paying large salaries to men to superintend 
them, when it can be of no benefit under heaven 
to the country or to those persons themselves. 

Instead of reducing these appropriations, in my 
judgment they ought to be enlarged. The other 
day we had to ask for an additional appropria- 
tion to publish the agricultural report of this De- 
partment. You go to the expense of getting up 
the book, and when the information is accumu- 
lated, you then refuse to distribute the knowledge 
acquired to the people, butlet it lie in the Depart- 
ment. ‘hat does not seem to me to be wise or 


judicious legislation. 


Sir, it is much easier for the Government, 
which has agents in all parts ofthe civilized world, 
to collect sceds and plants and bring them to this 
couutry so that we can ascertain what is suitable 
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for its various sections, than it would be for pri- 
vate individuals throughout the country. to do it. 
The common farmer cannot run all over Europe 
to select what seeds and plants are adapted to his 
section of the country. It, can be much more 
easily done by the Government itself. The dis- 
tribution of these things is of great benefit to the 
country. It tends to increase the agricultural prod- 
ucts of the country, instead of leaving our lands 
to deteriorate and wear out, until finally we shall 
have to.emigrate to some other country. 

It does seem to me that this amendment to re- 
duce the appropriation is wrong, and asa farmer 
I appeal to the House not to neglect the farming 
interest of the country, but to aid and assist it by 
all possible and legitimate. means. f 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman from Kentucky 
is no morc anxious for the success of this Depart- 
ment than I am, and I have hitherto always found 
myself voting with him to promote its efficiency. 
But I desire to call his attention to the specific 
points suggested by me, and to inquire of him in 
reference to the first amendment now before the 
committee, why weshould notemployagentleman 
now in the Agricultural Department who is both 
botanist and entomologist for the present in that 
combined capacity, and thus save $2,000 in that 
one item? That is the practical point. I will 
vote to employ both officers if it be necessary for 
the efficiency of the Department, but if he knows 
of any reason why one man should not discharge 
the duties of botanist and entomologist, I should 
be glad to be enlightened. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 will answer the gentleman by 
saying that the business of a botanistis quite dif- 
ferent from that of an entomologist. i do not 
know whether the knowledge of the two sciences 
is combined in any one man, and hence I do not 
know whether it is practicable or not. 

Mr. KASSON. I am acquainted with a man 
who is familiar with both subjects. I have seen 
his drawings, and I know that you cannot find 
two men whom you can employ at a combined 
salary of $4,000 who would be more competent 
to do the work than the one gentleman who is 
now in the office. 

I know also that the subjects of botany and 
entomology run together. ‘Lhe character of the 
vegetables and the character of the insects that 
destroy them in agricultural practice, and the prac- 
tical benefits to agriculture, run together, and if 
we have a man who can discharge the duties of 
both offices, why should we pay $2,000 extra for 
what you are now getting for $2,000? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, if there is 
one thing more than another that 1 thank God 
for, itis that I am not compelled here to make a 
speech or a motion for buncombe. [am ready 
to trust my fortunes with my constituents in re- 
lation to any votes that I give or any motions that 
I make here. I know they are notto be deceived 
by professions of peculiar friendship expressed 
by gentlemen on the one side of the House or the 
other, and they know the difference between a 
moderate sum economically expended anda large 
sum squandered. They know the difference be- 
tween spending $150,000 on office-holders here 
and an expenditure which gives them a substan- 
tial benefit. 

Tan sincerely desirous that we shall confine 
this appropriation to the same amount which was 
appropriated last year, and in order to do that I 
have excluded from my amendment many items 
that are in the printed bill. Take, for instance, 
the item fora chemist. he original bill organ- 
izing this bureau only provided for the employ- 
ment of a chemist from time to time, and there is 
none now in the Department. If we employ a 
chemist at all, one month’s service in the year of 
the chemist will be enough for the requirements 
of the Department. Nobody will pretend thata 
chemist can be constantly and profitably em- 
ployed. 
making sugar from the sirup of sorghum is no 
longer needed. 

Now, take the question of entomologist. We 
have an employé whoalso renders outside service 


as a professor. ‘Phe whole amount of his work | 


is for himself, and notfor the Government. The 
chief of the Department was before the Committee 
of Ways and Means, as the chairman has stated; 
and, on inquiry, we found that this professor had 
made drawings and submitted them to the chief. 


A repetition of the stale experiment of | 


He showed how handsome they were, but onthe 
first inquiry we found thatthe United States were 
to have no property at all in the plates, and that 
they were to be engraved for his own private use 
hereafter. ; 

Now, take this item of $23,000 for agricultural 
statistics. There is not a farmer in my country 
who would not furnish all the statistics of which 
he is possessed without any charge at all. I be- 
lieve it is so throughout the whole country. If 
that item be appropriated, it will be expended for 
something more than is expressed in the bill. I 
do not see that anything but postage is here re- 
quired. As has been already stated, we have ap- 

ropriated for a deficiency in this Department. 

n ordinary times, were a deficiency to occur of 
this character in a civil Department of the Gov- 
ernment, I should consider the chief of that De- 
partment deserving of impeachment. Whatbasi- 
ness has the head of the Agricultural Department 
to go on and expend thousands of dollars without 
any authority of law? : 

Mr. STEVENS. I wish to ask my colleague 
on the committee whether there is a single De- 
partment of the Government that does not every 
year ask for deficiencies? 

Mr. MORRILL. In time of war it may be 
necessary for the War Department or the Navy 
Department, and, possibly, for some other De- 
partment, to spend more than the amount ap- 
propriated; and if so, they are to come up to us 
and give us the facts in regard to it. If we ap- 
prove of the facts, we then make the appropria- 
tion. But have we had any facts in relation to the 
excess of expenditure in this Department? Do 
we know that we appropriate now for all that has 
been expended by that Department? I take it 
not. If public rumor is correct we do not. Do 
we not know that there are several thousand dol- 
lars of debt existing now against this Govern- 
ment in France, which has been repudiated, and 
through the non-payment of which our Govern- 
ment has been dishonored? Ifa Departmentlike 
this may go on and make any expenditures it 
chooses, regardless of appropriations, we may 
as well have Congressabolished. I voted for the 
creation of this Agricultural Department, and I 
need not undertake to sustain my friendship for 
it. But in order that the Department should live 
and be sustained, it must be correctly organized 
and properly carried on. Extravagance will kill 
it,and ought to kill it. 

There are other itemsin this bill. Thereis one 
of $5,000 for the purchase ofa laboratory. That 
I conceive to be wholly unnecessary. There is 
one now in the office, which I believe is sufficient. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the gentleman allow me to 
correct him? 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. The Agricultural Department has 
no laboratory whatever. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is one there. 

Mr. CLAY. Itbelongs toa private individual, 
who has it under Jock and key. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 was introduced to it by 


the head of the Department as part of his appara- | 


tus, in which he appeared to take pride. 
peared to be under his control. 

Then, for this new experimental garden on 
reservation No. 2, over here by the monument, 
I take it that we do not want to plow up that 
field and go to the vast expense of having another 
propagating garden. I hope the committee will 
reach a proper decision on this subject and cut 


lt ap- 


| down the appropriation to $90,000. This is ex- 


clusive of the expense the Department may incur 
in the way of printing. They go to the publie 
printing office, as boys go to their mother’s but- 
tery, whenever they want labels, printing, bind- 
ing, oranything else in that line, and I understand 
that the cost of the publication of the statistics of 
last year is $11,000 or over. But I believe thet 
is consistent with the practice of all the Depart- 


ments, and therefore, until corrected by law, per- | 


haps it ought not to be blamed. 

Mr. J. ©. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, repre- 
senting, as 1 do, a peculiarly agricultural district, 
l must protest most solemnly against the efforts 
of the gentleman from Vermont, [Mr, MORRILL, ] 
and other gentlemen on that side of the House, 
to commence their system of economy where the 


agricultural interests of the country commence. | 
They sit in their seats and vote away thousands ! 


on thousands of dollars, without stopping to sins 
quire as to the necessity; but when the great agris 
cultural interest is touched, the great interest on 
which every other interest in the country depends, 
they are seized with a spirit of economy, and they 
spend more time in discussing an appropriation 


| for a few thousand dollars than it is all worth, 


Now, sir, the gentleman. from Vermont: pro+ 
poses to save to this Government $60,000 by-cut- 
ting down the appropriations of the Agricultural 
Department. It is a considerable sum of money 
toan individual—alarge amount—but it would not 
put a regiment into the field, nor would it pay. the 
expenses of the Government half an hour; and yet 
we are detained for a considerable length of time 
in the discussion of a question which strikes di- 
rectly at thegreatagricultural interest, upon which 
every other interest of the country depends, 

Gentlemen may think about the subject as they 
please, they may talk as they please about the 
establishment of this Agricultural Department; 
sir, that branch of the Government has done great 
service to the agricultural interests. We are.in- 
debted to it for much of the progress we have made 
in agriculture. We are indebted to it for the in- 
troduction of sorghum into the country, an article 
of vast importance to the people. Weare indebted 
to it for the ‘introduction of many other experi» 
ments in agriculture, without which the agricul- 
tural interests of the country would not exhibit 
their present prosperity. Shall we stick then at 
an appropriation of a few thousand dollars for the 
purpose of continuing these experiments and car- 
rying on this great work, without which every 
other interest of the country would suffer, and 
upon which the prosperity ofthe country somuch 
depends? If the gentleman had shown a spirit of 
economy the day before yesterday, when he sat 
silently and voted $450,000 into the pockets of 
Jay Cooke & Co. for fees, we might have had 
more faith in his sincerity when he now, under 
the pretext of economy, wishes to strike down the 
great agricultural interests of the country. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I believe the suggestions 
of my colleague [Mr. Kasson] are worthy ofbeing 
considered. I believe we can save a few thou- 
sand dollars without detriment to the agricultural 
interests of the country by amending this bill, and 
I hope we shall do it. 

I do not share in the censorious feelings of the 
gentleman over the way, [Mr. J. C. Atiew,] who 
upon most subjects seems to be in favor of egon- 
omy. Iam good-natured rather than otherwise 
upon this subject, and upon allothers, to-day. I 
have heard from the old Granite State, as I -pre- 
sume the gentleman has, and it may be that ac- 
counts forhis bad feeling. Thesoldiers, too, have 
heard from New York, and there is good cheer 
among them, for the Empire State has spoken in 
behalf of their rights. But Ido not propose to 
discuss politics in connection with this matter, 

If we can so amend this bill as without detri- 
ment to the agricultural interest of the country to | 
save a few thousand dollars, I do not see why it 
should not be done. 

Tam opposed, however, to reducing the appro- 
priations for the collection of statistics. I want 
to give the farmer and the producer who cannot 
in any other way obtain this information an op- 
portunity to receive whatever information this 


| Department can afford in reference to the produc- 


tion of corn, wheat, pork, cattle, and whatever is 
produced, 

These monthly reports which have gone out 
from this Department have proved of great value 
to the producers of the country; and I am not in 
favor of curtailing the Department in their opera- 
tions in this regard. Butif we can put the botanist 
and the entomologist, for instance, into one office, 
and so save a couple of thousand dollars, Lam de- 
cidediy in favor of it, and Lam not able to join 
in the censure which has been cast upon the gen- 
teman from Vermont for his proposed economy 
in that direction. I believe he is just as sincere 
a friend of the agricultural interest as the gentle- 
man from Illinois er any other gentleman; and 
while I would not do anything to strike down 
this great interest of the country, I see no reason 
why we should not curtail the expenses of this 
Department if it ean be done withoutinjury tott: 

Mr. STEVENS. If gentlemen will persist in 
this debate I shall be compelled to move that the 
committee rise for the purpose of terminating it. 
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L:.wanted to take.a vote upon the amendments to 
this item:of the bill, and then rise and adjourn. 
I do not know whether anybody else wishes to 
talk, and will not therefore make the motion now; 
but if the debate is continued I will make it as 
soon as I can catch the eye of the Chairman again. 

I will say before I sit down that if the argu- 
ments of gentlemen are sound, on the same prin- 
ciple we had better stop eating, because it costs 
twice as much as it did last-year; we had better 
buy no more of that whisky which has had an 
additional tax laid upon it, [laughter;] we had 
better stop turkeys and ducks, because they cost 
one half more than they did a year ago. If we 
are to cut down the agricultural appropriations 
because of the increased cost of everything, and 
especially of foreign exchange, we may just as 
well apply the same principle to everything else. 

Lam opposed to these amendments. I prefer 
to vote for the bill just asit is. I would have been 
content with the amendments of the gentleman 
from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson, ]if with that we could 
have gone on harmoniously; but I think we had 
better, under the circumstances, retain the bill in 
its present shape. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa by inserting 
after the word “chemist” the words ** tempora- 
tily employed,” and to reduce the appropriation 
from $9,000 to $7,500. I think that will leave a 
sufficient amount to employ a chemist for such 
portion ofthe year as one will be required. 

Mr. Mornin.’s amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. Kasson’s amend- 
ment; and there were, on adivision—ayes 35, noes 
31; no quorum voting, 

Mr. COX moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Norron reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the Union 

enerally under consideration, and particularly 
douse bill No. 192, making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1865, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


JOHN DICKSON, 


Mr. COBB, trom the Committee an Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled a bill of the following title; when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No, 296) for the benefit of John 
Dickson, of Hinois. 

And then, on motion of Mr. COFPROTH, 
(at a quarter to five o’clock, p. m.,) the Llouse 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunrsnay, March 10, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr, SUNDERLAND. 
The Journalofyesterdzy was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a memorial of man- 
ufacturers of Lowcll, Massachusetts, remonstra- 
ting against the further extension of Goodyear’s 
patent for the manufacture of vuleanized India- 
rubber goods; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr, WILSON presented two petitions of wo- 
men of Cortlandt county, New York, praying for 
the emancipation of allpersons of African descent 
held to service or labor in the United States; which 
were referred to the select committee on slavery 
and freedmen.” 


Mr. WILKINSON presented a memorial of | 


the Legislature of Minnesota, in favor of an ap- 

ropriation for a geological survey of the mineral 
lands on the north shore of Lake Superior, within 
the limits of that State; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. MORGAN presented two memorials of 
citizens of New York, praying for an increase in 
the facilities for the transportation of the mails, 


passengers, and freight between New York and | 
Philadelphia; which were referred to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 
Mr. TEN EYCK presented a memorial of cit- 
izens of Monmouth county, New Jersey, praying 


for an increase in the facilities for the transporta- | 


* 


|} Mr. DIXON, 


tion of mails, passengers, and freight between 
New York and Philadelphia; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and the 
Militia. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the petition of Thom- 
as Maddox, praying for compensation for prop- 
erty alleged to have been taken from him by Uni- 
ted States soldiers, and for medical attendance 
and board for sick and wounded officers of the 
United States Army, in Washington county, Ma- 
ryland, during the military campaign in that State 
in 1863; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HARLAN presented a petition of police- 
men of the city and county of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, praying for an increase of com- 
pensation; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for the sale cf 
the mineral lands of the Rocky mountain country, 
and that liberal aid may be granted for the con- 
struction of the Northern and Central Pacifie 
railroads; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and other papers of Captain 
J. W. Davidson, on the files of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- 
cign Relations, towhom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. No. 159) to aid the proclama- 
tion of emancipation issued by the President on 
the Ist day of January, 1863; which was read and 
passed toa second reading. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
one thousand copies of the Census report for the 
use of the Secretary of the Interior, and one thou- 
sand copies for the use of the Census office, have 
instructed me to report it back aud recommend 
its passage; and also to ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to; 
as follows: 

Resolerd, That in addition to the number ordered for the 
use of the Senate of the several parts of the eighth census 
there be printed and bound one thousand copies for the 
use of the Seeretary of the Interior, and one thousand cop- 
fos for the use of Lhe Census office. 


= 


POSTAGE LAWS. 


The Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, who were instruetod by a reso- 
lution of the Senate of the 26th of February to in- 
quire whether any legislation is Necessary with 
regard to postage upon letters sent to the Presi- 
dentand Vice President of the United States, have 
instructed me to report a bill (S. No. 158) in ad- 
dition to an act to amend the laws relating to the 


and to ask that it be put upon its passage. 
Yhere being no objection, the bul was read three 
times, and passed. It provides that the franking 
| privilege of the President and Vice President of 
the United States shall extend to and cover all 
muil matter sent from or directed to either of them. 


CHARLES P. CURTIS, IR. 


Mr. DIXON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the report made to Cong 
18692, in the case of Charles P. Curtis, jr., 
States, with the accompanying papers, be 
the Court of Claims, 


AMENDMENT OF PACIVIC RAILROAD BILL. 


ss January 20, 
The United 
rred back to 


ing resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, What the Committee on the Pacifie Railroad be 
instructed to eousider the subjeet of amending the Pacilie 
id bill as follows: L Making Topeka the western 
terminus of the Atchison branch of said road. 2. Aiding 
the company organized under the authority of the State of 
Kansas in ex 
westward through Kans 


sto intersect the Pacific road ata 


point directly west of X ie, in Kansas. 3, Aiding the 
construction of a railroad froin Wyandotte through the east- 
erm Ger oF connties of the State of Kansas to intersect the 
Leavenworth, Lawrence, and Galveston Bay road where 
id last-mentioned road crosses the Neosho river. 


Post Office Department, approved March 3, 1863; | 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- | 


ding the Hannibal and St. Joseph railroad | 


i 
i 


and thes 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I move that the res- 
olution be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


OFFICERS OF INDIAN REGIMENTS. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be Instructed to re- 
port to the Senate the names of the officers of the fourthand 
fifth Indian regiments who actualy performed duty under 
their appointments as officers of said regiments; fhe kind of 
service performed hy them, and the length of time they were 
actually employed, and the distances from their homes to 
the place of service. æ 


HENRY P. BLANCHARD, 


Mr. SUMNER. 1 ask the Senate to take upa 
little bill which will take only a few minutes. Itis 
Senate bill No. 53, for the relief of Henry P. Blan- 
chard, reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will al- 
low the gold bill to be first disposed of. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not think this bill can take 
nore than three or four minutes. ‘There isa short 
report accompanying it, which can be read if any 
Senator desires it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 53) for the relief of Henry P. Blan- 
chard. Itdirects the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to Henry P, Blanchard, for his services as 
marshal at the port of Canton, in China, from 
February 22, 1858, to July 1,°1860, the sum of 
$2,354 24. 

Mr. GRIMES. Let the report be read. 

The Secretar} read the following report: 

The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Henry P, Blanchard, praying for com- 
pensation for services performed as marshal for the consu- 


Jar courtof Canton, have had the same under consideration, 
and report: 

‘Phat after consideration of the case, the committee have 
adopted a report on this case, made by Mr. SUMNER in be- 
hall of the committee, February 18, 1863, which has been 


feted upon in the Senate. 


That the memorialist was duly appointed and served as 
United States marshal for the consular court at Canton, in 
China, established under the act of August 11, 1848, as is 
shown by the following copy of a letter on file in the De- 
partment of State: 

Unrrep STATES CONSULATE, 
Canton, November 26, 1860. 

Sin: At the request of Mr. H. P. Blanchard, desiring me 
to inform the Departinent of the period daring which he 
performed the duties of United States marshal at this port, 
L have to state that Mr. Bianehard entered upon the duties 
of United States marshal at this port on the 22d day of Feb- 
ruary, 1855, and continued to perform the duties appertain- 
ing to said office up to the 30th day of August, 1860, the day 
on which his successor, Mr. P. H. Haskell, was appointed, 
and whose appointment was approved by Mr, Ward, the 
United States minister to China, © 


Respectfully, 1 have the honor to be, sir, your most obe- 
dient servant, 


OLIVER. I. PERRY, 
i United States Consul. 
Hon. Lewis Cass, Secretary of State. 


Lhe memorialist states that he accepted the appointment 
as marshal for the consular court under the belief that a 
com ition of $1000 per annum woald be paid him for 
hi rvices. These embraced the perplexing and difficult 
duties of quelling and settling troubles on shipboard with 
mutinous crews, arresting runaway seamen, adjusting 
claims of Chinese for damages suffered by them atthe hands 
of drunken American saito sand procuring the release of 
kidnapped cooties who were about being taken from W ham- 
poa in American vessels er ed in that inhuman trafic. 
for these and other servi Mr. Blanchard states that he 
has never received any remuneration, “ either from the 
United States consnlorfron fees collected, or in any other 
manner, or from any so e whatever.” That these seor- 
ee were faithtally performed is shown by the follawing 
etter: 


BUREAU OP Eqvirmenr AND CLOTTING, 
Wasurncron, D. C., November 17, 1862. 

Henry P. Blanchard, Esq., was performing the duties of 
United States marshal of Canton aud Whanipoa while I was 
ia comurind of the United States ship Portsmouth in China, 

e services were cffeetually portormod, 
As Mr, Blanchard has not been abte to obtain his pay for 
these services rendered, Fist that his claim may pow re- 
ceive due atteution, and he obtain the usual or allowed 
compensation. A. H. FOOTE, 
Rear Admiral United States Navy. 

Tt appears, by a letterfyom the Department of State, that 
when the act of [848 was passed, it was supposed thatthe 
officers of consular courts world ber imerated by foes, 
and that a subsequent act, by whieh th aries of the ma 
shals of these c s fixed at $1,000, in addition to fees, 
did uot ge into effect until Jady 1, 

The claim of the memorialist from the 1st of July, 1860, 
to the close of his term of service on the 30th of August, 
1860, has been paid bya special appropriation made by Con- 
gress, that portion of his official duties having been legal- 
ized by the act of June 22, 1860. He now asks remunera- 
tion for his services from February 22, 1848, to July 1, 1860, 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


i 
at the rate of $1,000 per annum, amounting to $2,354 24, 
that being the balance due him, as the following. statement 
shows: 
Original claim for salary from February 22, 1858, to August 


30, 1860... .ceeerener cree access serere TRN $2,520 00 
Amount paid by appropriation from July 1, 1860, | 
to August 30, 1860.......-.2. 0 cee cece ne eee 165 76 


Leaving due the amount ofsalary from February 


22, 1858, to July 1, 1860... eceeceeeveene eese -82354 24 


Claims of a similar nature have heretofore been paid. In 
the deficiency bill approved May 31, 1854, was an appro- 
priation of $1,781 74,to * Thomas M. Johnson, for his ser- 
vices at the port of Shanghai, from the 9th December, 1851, 
to the 15th September, 1853;”? and the consular and diplo- 
matie bill approved May 26, 1860, contained an item, passed 
on the strong recommendation of General Cass, then Sec- 
retary of State, by which $4,760, or so much thereof as 
might be necessary, was appropriated “ to enable the Sec- 
retary of State to defray the cost of the prison-ship at Can- 
ton, in China, from the Ist day of January, 1854, to the Ist 
day of January, 1857, and for compensation of the marshal 
of the consular court at Canton, from January 1, 1854, to 
the 15th of December, 1857.7? 

It appears that the memorialist was the successor of Mr, 
James P. Cook, who was, by the above act, remunerated 
for his services as ‘marshal of the consular court at Can- 
ton, from January 1, 1854, to the 15th of December, 1857.9? 
The rebellion having made it necessary for foreigners to 
leave Canton, the functions of the consular court were sus- 
pended from that time until the February following, when 
the services of the memorialist commenced. While the 
predecessor of the memorialist has thus been paid by spe- 
cial tegislation, his successor received a salary under the 
act of June 22, 1860. 

When the claim was before the Senate, a few weeks 
since, it was not denied that in justice and equity the me- 
morialist was entitled to the relief asked for; but it was 
ruled out of order as an amendment to the deficiency bill, 
and it wał suggested to be a proper case for a private bill. 
Sinee then Mr, Blanchard has petitioned for relief. 

Your committee, after a fall examination of the ease, is 
of the opinion that the facts and the precedents cited show 
that the memorialist is extitled to relief, and report a bill 
accordingly, the passage of which they recommend. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 


INTEREST ON THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
of the day at half past twelve o’clock is now be- 
fore the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
37) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
anticipate the payment of interest on the public 
debt. Itauthorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to anticipate the payment of interest on the public 
debt, from time to time, either with or without a 
rebate of interest upon the coupons, as to him 
may seem expedient. 

The Committee on Finance reported the joint 
resolution with an amendment, to add at the end 
thereof the following words: 

And he is hereby authorized to dispose of any gold in 
the ‘i'rcasury of the United States not necessary for the pay~- 
ment. Of interest of the publie debt. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. JOHNSON. This measure is evidently a 
very important one. It may bea very proper one, 
and I suppose itis. Speaking for myself, I am 
comparatively uninformed of the exigency that 
renders it necessary, and, if agreeable to the hon- | 
orable Senator from Ohio, I should like to hear | 
an explanation from him on the subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The subject of the dispo- 
sition of the accumulated gold in the Treasury 
has been so frequently discussed in conversation 
that I did not desire to occupy the time of the Sen- 
ate in making any statement in regard to it un- 
less required to do so by some Senator for his in- 
formation. 

The difficulty grows outof the law of 1862, which 
requires all duties on imported goods to be paid 
in gold, and that the interest on the bonded debt 
should be paid in coin, 
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$41,942,054 91. The whole amount that will be 
paid under existing laws for interest on the pub- 
lic debts during that time, and including the Ist of 
July, is $20,849,199 92. Here is the statement 
as made at the Department: 
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Most of this, it will be seen, is payable on the 
r . à 
Ist of May. The effect of this accumulation of 


gold in the Treasury is, that the Government 
hoards the gold, while at the same time it requires 
merchants importing goods into this country to 
go into the market and buy gold at the enhanced 
prices caused in a great measure by the accumu- 
lation of gold in the Treasury. 

Asanimportant fact bearing on this matter I will 
remark that there is now in the banks in the city 
of New York an accumulation of $21,188,034 in 
gold. No price that can be put upon gold would 
withdraw this reserve from the banks. They 
keep it as a reserve. The consequence is that 
$40,000,000 in gold is now hoarded in the city of 
New York, withdrawn from the ordinary chan- 
nels of commerce and trade, while at the same time 
the United States demands of its customers the 
payment of not less than $300,000 a day in gold. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then there will be an ac- 
cumulation of $80,000,000 in gold on the Ist of 
July. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. Forty-one mil- 
lion dollars will be the accumulation on the Ist 
of July, out of which we must pay the interest 
on the public debt due before and at that time. 

Mr. JOHNSON. But, adding the amount in 
New York, the accumulation would be a great 
deal more. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Then the accumulation |; 


would be nearly sixty-three million dollars. 


It is very obvious that if we continue this sys- | 


tem, after a while it will be impossible for the per- 
sons who are required to pay in gold to get it. 
The banks hoard theirs, keeping it as a reserved 
fund; the Government of the United States hoards 
its gold; the Secretary of the Treasury cannot 


| pay it out, and the effect is becoming disastrous. 
| The joint resolution now under consideration was | 
prepared by a gentleman from Massachusetts, | 
[Mr. BourweLL,}] and was introduced in the j 
House as a substitute for the proposition offered |! 
by a gentleman from New York, [Mr.Sreszins.] | 


After the passage of the resolution as it now 
stands gold went up six orseven percent. Twill 
read from the money articleof the New York Com- 
mercial Advertiser of last night this quotation: 


« After four o’cloeck the news of the passage of Mr. li 


which seems to fix 
to nothing in the way of relief, si o practical 
value whether the $8,000,000 due Ist of April, and the 
$15,000,090 due ist of May, are begun to be paid now or 
then. It will take a month at least to pay the $15,000,000, 
When $6,000,000 was due November 1, it required the 


whole month to complete the payments, and the price of ! 


gold was not affected at all. The Secretary has now the 
same daty as before, to apply the gold to the purchase of 
stock for the sinking fund, a process which would freely 


deplete the Treasury. : On the promulgation of the passage 
of ibis bill, gold, which had been dulhat 163}, immediately 
rose to 164}, and in the evening sales reached 1652, 

“This morning the assemblage at the gold rooms was 
prompt, and the opening price was 165}. ° | beter 

‘«¥he demand-continued very active, and the-rate. soon 
touched 168, when alittle reaction set in, and it declined 
to 1674, and again recovered to 1684 a $, at twelve m’ 

“The rate for exchange went up in the same proportion, 
Zolā sales were made at 1814, but this rate is still lower than 

Such was the effect of the passage of the joint 
resolution by the House. That resolution amounts 
to nothing. It simply authorizes the Seerétary 
of the Treasury to anticipate the payment of the 
interest on the public debt, either with or without 
a rebate of interest. It isan absurd proposition, 
while we are borrowing at the rate of $2,000,000 
per day, to authorize the Secretary to anticipate 
the payment ofa portion of the debt, thus losing 
the interest, and not relieving at all the pressure 
upon the gold market in New York. 

The objection that has been made to the prop- 
osition of the Committee on’ Finance is that it 
places in the hands of the Secretary of the Treag- 
ury avast power.. Sir, during a time of war like 
this the Sesretary of the Treasury must have vast 
power. This power is but a slight one in com- 
parison with many of those that have already been 
given to him. This proposition docs not really. 
very much increase his powers; but it will enable 
him, with $20,000,000 of gold in his possession, 
to hold a rod of terrorover the men who are spec- 
ulating in gold in New York. They will not 
know at what time he may come in the market 
and depreciate the value of gold. The Govern- 
ment of the United States ig the great consumer 
of the productsof thecountry. Weare the great 
purchaser of the products of the country. . It is 
the interest of the United States to depreciate the 
| value of gold, and to raise the value of,paper 
money, to make the margin between these two 
different forms of money as slight as possible; 
and yet the effect of our existing laws is, by hoard- 
ing the gold received by us, to increase the value 
of gold and depreciate the value of paper money. 
Unless Senators can point out some way in which 
the Secretary of the Treasury can get rid of this 
gold they should not object to the power proposed 
to be given to him to sell it. 

It is said that the power to sell gold will depre- 
| ciate our currency. The fact that there will al- 
ways be a difference between paper money and 
gold in time of war, isa fact that we cannot dver- 
come. It exists in all countries. It existed in 
France; it existed in England; it exists in our 
own country; and it always will exist in war 
when the Governmentis a large borrower and con- 
sumer. We should not legislate in ignorance of 
that great fact. Our purpose is, or should be, to 
Jessen the difference between gold and paper 
money as much as possible, For us to say that 
we will not sell gold when we have a useless ac- 

cumulation of it, for current money, merely be- 
| cause we do not like to confess the depreciation, 
is absurd. It is like a man trying to conccal his 
poverty by extravagent dress and equipage. In 
time of war this depreciation of paper money isa 
| necessary incident of war; and we might as well 
act upon that fact and not attempt to disguise it. 

This power if given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury cando no harm. Gold is set aside for 
the payment of the interest on the public debt; and 
this proposition requires him always to reserve 
and keep on hand enough to pay the interest on 
the public debt. He may not have to sell any. 
The very fact that he has the power to sell and 
has a surplus of gold to sell may defeat and pre- 
| vent speculative operations in gold. No evilcan 
i, result from it, while the measure proposed by the 
House, it seems to me, is delusive and nugatory. 
! It involves the absurdity of our going into the 
market and paying our debt before it is due, while 
we are going into the same market and borrowing 
it at the rate of $2,000,000 a day. 

i Under the act of February, 1862, the Secretary 
is required to pay the interest of all the funded 
debt in gold. He is also authorized to buy the 
bonds of the United States and establish a sink- 
i ing fund not to exceed one percent. of the whole 
| public debt every year. The Secretary might 
i take this gold under existing law and buy-the 
H bonds of the United States and establish a sink- 
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Mr. HENDRICKS. The purpose of the Com- 
mittee-on. Finance in proposing this amendment 
I certainly approve. There is nothing more to be 
deplored than the difference between the paper 
and gold currency of the country and the fluctua- 
tion in the value of gold, if it might be so ex- 
pressed, or, more properly speaking, the. fluctu- 
ation in the value of paper moncy. Bat, sir, it 
seems to me that the measure proposed by the 
Committee on Finance has not been considered 
with that care that it calls for. When isthe Sec- 
retary of the ‘Treasury to sell the gold? Where 
is he to-sell it? How is he to sell it? Is itto be 
amonga few persons in the Treasury Department 
unknown to the commercial world? Ly it possible 
that the Secretary of the Treasury is to be clothed 
with the authority to sell from six to twenty mil- 
lions of gold at any time, communicating the 
knowledge of the fact to but a few persons in the 
Treasury Department, or to but a few persons in 
the city of New York? 

_ The Senator from Ohio, anticipating this objec- 
tion, has said that it would to some extent defeat 
the purpose of the committee if the Secretary of 
the Treasury should be required to give notice of 
the sale; that the traders in gold would combine 
to'put the price down when the Government was 
coming into the market and to put the price up 
when she had gone out of the market. There 
may be some force in that suggestion, but it seems 
to me there is a great deal more force in the ob- 
jection which € suggest to the measure, that the 
Secretary of the Treasury may be clothed with 
the sreatcstauthority over the commerce and trade 
of the country thathas ever been given toany one 
man in the world. By this proposition you au- 
thorize him to sell this gold when he pleases, where 
he pleases, and how he pleases. Is he to be paid 
in Treasury notes, in the currency of the national 
banks, in the bonds of the Government, or in the 
bank notes of the country? How is he to be paid, 
and at what rate is he to sell the gold? - Sir, I can- 
not support a measure like this; and therefore I 
propose to add these words to the amendment of 
the committee: 

Provided, however, That he shall first by publication in 
the cities of Washington and New York give at teast ten 
days? notice of the tine and place of the sale of the gold. 

F cannot conceive it possible that the supporters 
of the Secretary of the Treasury will ask us to 
give him the power to dispose of a large amount 
of gold without responsibility, without the time 
being stated, without the manner of sale being 
specified, and without any notice whatever, | 
will not say that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
not an honest man; but certainly we ought to 
throw the guards around his public acts that are 
ordinarily thrown around the acts of any public 
officer. While I will not question his integrity 
in this debate, I will say that this measure pre- 
supposes a staie of confidence in the Secretary 
that legislators are not justified in reposing in any 
man, With this power he can enrich all the 


friends that he may have upon earth’at the- first 
sale.of gold. If he can sell, by a private sale in 
the Treasury Department, unknown to the com- 
mercial world outside of that Department, from 
six to twenty millions of gold, he can enrich every 
friend he has. 

Is it the purpose of the committee to put an end 
to the fluctuations in the value between gold and 
paper? I say this measure will enable the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to increase those fluctua- 
tions. If without noticé he can throw this gold 
into the market, then he depreciates gold; but as 
soon as he withdraws from the market, gold goes 
up-again. The trouble about this whole ques- 
tion is, that the paper currency of the country is 
not worth as much*as gold, and it cannot be made 
to have that value, because the commercial oper- 
ations of the country have been carrying gold out 
of the country, and the operations of the Govern- 
ment for several months have been constantly in- 
creasing the paper currency of the country. As 
the one is decreased the other is increased, and as 
a matter of course the difference between thém is 
increasing every day. I do not think this prop- 
osition of the committee is going to furnish any 
substantial relief to the country. If we could be 
relieved from these fluctuations it would be well; 
but E think this proposition is giving to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury a power that ought not to 
be given to any man, adat the same time will 
not secure the desirable end aimed at by the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Indiana is mistaken in supposing that this 
proposition has not been thoroughly considered 
by the Committce on Finance. i think no prop- 
osition before that committee has been so fully 
and maturely considered as the one now before 
the Senate. We have had the subject before us 
almost since the beginning of the session. The 
Senator from Kansas (Mr. Lane] introduced a 
bill early in the session, and atthe suggestion of 
the Committee on Finance [introduced a billcon- 
taining this very proposition, and had it referred 
to that committee; so that we have considered the 


matter fully, and have come to the conclusion that j 


itis wise to vest the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
with this large power. I confess this result is 
arrived at after a good deal of doubt, deliberation, 
and hesitation, but finally with great unanimity, 
and, allow me to say, with great clearness of con- 
viction. 

‘The Senator from Indiana objects that the mode 
proposed to sell this gold is not the best to make 
money out of it. Thatis not what we desire. We 
do not desire to legislate for the purpose of getting 
the highest price for this gold. On the contrary, 
we wish to place in the hands of the Secretary of 
the Treasury a power which will prevent the in- 
flation of this gold or the depreciation of paper 
money. The objectis notto have a public sale to 
induce competition in the purchase of this gold, 
and thus gct the highest price, but to place in the 
hands of the Seeretary of the Treasury a power, 
that may never be exercised, which may tend to 
prevent the depreciation of United States money. 

In order to accomplish this purpose, the power 
by the Secretary of the Treasury over the surplus 
gold must not be crippled by conditions. If we 
propose to require him to sell this gold in open 
market in the city of New York, the effect would 
be that when Mr, Cisco or the Assistant Treas- 
uver of the United States should appear in the open 
market in New York toscll this gold,combinations 
would be made to buy all the gold he could sell, 


| and having purchased it they might then run up 


the price of gold, or, which is the same thing, run 
down paper money, aud thus defeat the very object 
we have in view. 

The Senator says that this is a fearful power, 
not conferred upon any individual. That is true, 
because no other individual has that much gold; 


| but every man who has gold now has, to a pro- 


Tf 1 had |! 


portional extent, the same power. 
$100,000 in gold in my possession, I would have 
the same power in proportion that the Secretary | 
would be invested with by this proposition. The 
difficulty is, that by our law we have accumu- 
lated this large sum of gold, and we must get rid 
of it. Everybody sees that we must get rid of it. 
Keeping it there tends to depreciate the very ar- 
ticle we wish to advance, and we must get rid of | 
it. The Senator proposes to sell it at public auc- 
tion, Isay that would defeat the very object we | 


ji 


| the gold, but to keepa power in the hands of our 
| 


| gold to too great an extent. f i 

A suggestion has been made to me, to which I 
i have no objection, that-it is important to curb and 
| check ‘the power of the Secretary. I desire to 
| control and regulate the power of all the Depart- 
ments of the Government. I would have no ob- 
jection to some such proposition of amendmentas 
this: that the Secretary should reportto Congréss 
at a subsequent time his sales and the persons to 
whom he sold, so that we might have that power 
over him. 

As for the idea that he would enrich all his 
friends and relatives, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has now the power to enrich any man he 
chooses. That power is necessarily invested in 
him bylaw, and you cannot preventit. With his 
large and ample powers he can undoubtedly, by 
communicating information in advance in the ne- 
gotiation of loans, make large fortunes to any one. 
Sir, if I believed he would use his office in that 
way, I would not give him any power whatever; 
I would insist that the President of the United 
States should remove him. Inatime of war, you 
must trust these large and full powers in some of 
the constituted authorities. If I were satisfied the 
Secretary was dishonest,and would use this power 
for the purpose of promoting private ends, I would 
not be in favor of giving him any power; but I do 
not think so. I do not believe there is any ground 
for any one to think so. I do not believe the Sec- 
retary would use the power now given to him or 
any of the ample powers he now possesses for the 
purpose of contributing to the private gain of any 
man, 

This power that is now proposed to be con- 
ferred upon him is comparatively insignificant 
when you consider the great power he has over 
a debt of $1,500,000,000, to appreciate it or de- 
preciate it. He has the power now to go into the 
market and buy his own bonds. He has the 
power to buy gold. These powers have been 
given to him because they were necessary to carr 
on the Goverment in the difficult position in whic 
we are now placed. This power, therefore, is but 
small in comparison with the powers he already 
possesses and exercises with wisdom and ability. 

I submit that this proposition has been fully 
considered and fully matured; that the Commit- 

tee on Finance, after much reflection and with 
great unanimity, came to the conclusion that it 
was necessary to invest the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury with this power. The only member of the 
| committee not present was the Senator who has 
recently returned from the State of New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. Cuark] with such welcome news to 
us. The other members of the committee agreed 
to it unanimously. J do not know whathis opin- 
ion is on the subject, although it has been fre- 
quently discussed in his presence. I hope, there- 
| fore, the Senate will adopt the proposition as it 
| comes from the Committee on Finance. If it is 
desired, however, I have no objection to require 
the Secretary of the Treasury to make any report 
| that may be deemed necessary in order to prevent 
j anything like collusion or favoritism in the sale 
of this gold, in case it becomes necessary to sell. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. At the suggestion of a 
! Senator in whose opinion I have a great deal of 
confidence, E propose to modify my amendment 
by making the notice required five days instead 
of ten. 

a VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so mod- 
ified. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Iwish to answer just one 
| suggestion made by the Senator from Ohio, who 
now says that the main purpose of this measure 
is to give the Secretary the power which shall be 
i held in terrorem over the speculators in gold. I 


i give the Government the power to make a profit 
by the use of the gold which she did not need in 

payment of the interest upon her debt. If she 

| wants to sell the gold at the highest price she can 

command, it is her obvious interest to do what 
any prudent man in the disposal of any piece of 
| property that he may have would do. “Anybody 
| wishing to get a large price would give the most 
| public notice, so as to have at the public sale, or 
| at the receiving of private bids, the largest com- 


| petition possible. But the Senator says if public 
| notice is given, men of means in the city of New 


+ 


thought from his first speech that he wanted to. 
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York will combine, and perhaps keep down the 

rice. Sir, is it well to keep them in ignorance 
of the fact that this gold is to be sold? Are the 
few who may know of thesale less likely to com- 
bine and keep the price down than if the whole 
commercial world were advised of it? Certainly 
this argument will nothang together. If the Gov- 
ernment desires to obtain the largest price, let her 
give notice, so that there will be the largest com- 
petition in the purchase of this gold. 

My amendment is not what the Senator sug- 
gests. Ido notinthis amendment propose that tt 
shall bea publicsale. I presume it would be better 
for the Secretary to receive proposals at a partic- 
ular time and ata particular place for the purchase 
of gold. One man may send in a proposal to buy 
$1,000,000, another $500,000, another $100,000, 
according to their means, and these proposals will 


come before him as sealed proposals, each person | 


proposing to be a purchaser not knowing what is 
bid by others, 1 suppose some such plan as that 
would be adopted. I proposein this amendment 
that he shall give notice of the time and place and 
terms of the sale. If he wants to sell upon sealed 
proposals, it can easily be done. 

But, sir, I am not in favor of any such measure 
as this atall. It isa proposition that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States shall do that which 
is not creditable among merchants. Itis not cred- 

` itable among merchants, as I understand, for a 
man in auy public way to propose to his creditors 
to buy in his own paper. hen he does that, 
he acknowledges that to that extenthe isa bank- 
rupt. A man with means in his pocket to pay 
his debts does not propose to buy in his own 
paper at a depreciation. The Senator says we 
must notice the fact that the paper currency of the 
country isdepreciated. The whole world hasno- 
ticed that fact. But’ Lf submit that it is not very 
creditable to the Government.to undertake to spec- 
ulate upon the depreciation of the currency that 
she has thrown out among the people; and I do 
not believe that it will accomplish the end that the 
committee intend. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the order of the day, which is the un- 
finished business of yesterday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have this 
bill disposed of. 

Mr. WILSON. As this is a very important 
measure, I feel disposed to yield to itand allow it 
to be considered; but the order of the day which 
comes up at this time is also an important meas- 
ure. E hope, therefore, that instead of being post- 
poned, it will be passed over informally to allow 
the Senate to dispose of this joint resolution in 
regard to the sale of gold. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. Pomeroy} is entitled to the floor on 
the special order, and no motion can be made to 
postpone it without his consent. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ihave no objection to its 
being postponed informally, if this bill can be dis- 
posed of in a few minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie over 
subject to be called up at any time by any Senator. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should like to ask what be- 
comes of my bill—Senate bill No. 31—which was 
made the special order for this day? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ithasbeen crowd- 
ed out by the action of the Senate on other bills. 

Mr. WILKINSON, That bill was made the 
special order last week for this day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business of yesterday takes precedence of a spe- 


cial order. 

Mr. RAMSEY. What is that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate bill No. 
145, to equalize the pay of soldiers in the United 
States Army, is the unfinished business of yester- 
day, and takes precedence of the special order. 
It can be passed over informally by unanimous 
consent, subject to be called up at any time any 
Senator requests it, 

Mr. CLARK. Is the question now before the 
Senate on the postponement of that bill? 
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The VICEPRESIDENT. No, sir. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amemdment submitted 
by the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Henpricxs,] 


to the joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to author- | 


ize the Secretary of the Treasury to anticipate the 
payment of interest on the public debt. 

Mr. CLARK. I was about to suggest to the 
Senator from Ohio that perhaps we had better let 
that go over until to-morrow. It is with great 
reluctance that I am able to bring myself to sup- 
port this measure, and I do not know that I shall 
finally give a vote for it. I desire a little more 
time for consideration in regard to it, I was not 
present at the discussion in committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to press this 
joint resolution against the wishes, of Senators, 
although I see the vital importance of its passage. 
I shall not oppose its going over until to-morrow, 
provided it can be made the special order at half 
past twelve o’clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It can be post- 
poned and made a special order by a vote of the 
Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will make that mo- 
tion, that the further consideration of the bill be 
postponed to and made the special order of the 
day for to-morrow at half past twelve o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF COLORED TROOPS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The order of the 
day is the unfinished business of yesterday, the 
bill (S. No. 145) to equalize the pay of soldiers in 
the United States Army, which is now befare the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment proposed 
ky the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis;} and 
on that question the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Pomeroy] is entitled to the floor. ; 

Mr. POMEROY. Mr. President, I do not pro- 
pose to reply very minutely to the argument of 
the Senator from Kentucky. I did not listen to 
his argument, and it has not appeared in the Globe, 
As the discussion is not very closely confined to 
the subject before the Senate, I propose to address 
a few remarks upon topics of general interest. 

Some curiosity has been manifested, here and 
elsewhere, as to the authority and genuineness of 
a circular issued by me, as chairman of the na- 
tional executive committee. Such curiosity is 
very laudable, and I take an early opportunity to 
say that [ did issue that circular, and that it em- 
bodies the views of the national committee upon 
the subject presented. The committee was in- 
stituted in the usual manner at a public meeting 
convened in this city in the month of January 
last. That meeting comprised members of Con- 
gress and citizens from nearly every loyal State 
in the Union. The committce is composed of 
members of Congress and other citizens of the 
United States; allof them, so far as I am advised, 
of the most unquestioned loyalty, and devoted to 
the Union, and to freedom as the best means for 
restoring and preserving the Union. The object 
of the committee is to unite the sentiment of the 
country in the support of menand measures suited 
to the times. Ít issued a letter, called by some a 
circular, whieh it has distributed, as also the 
speeches of members of Congress on the engross- 
ing topics of the day. 

There was nothing secret in or about the letter, 
unless some person wrote ‘ private” or “secret” 
upon it in order tọ attract attention and secure a 
wider circulation. The only motive for its dis-. 
semination at all was to notify the country of the 
existence of such a committee and of the purpose 
of its organization. Copies were sent by mail to 
the President of the United States, to the judges 
of the courts, the Governors of the States, and 
other ‘distinguished persons in the loyal portion 
of thecoutry. Ido not know that the Secretary 
of the Treasury was consulted in reference to the 
organization of the committee. So faras lam in- 


formed, he was ignorant as to the persons com- j 
posing that committee, as also of its action, This | 


is the era of drafting men into the service of their 


country, without notice, and in that spirit he was 


drawn for the service. “And Because we bel! 
the Secretary of the Treasury to bea sui 
son, he was named as a candidate fort 
of Chief Magistrate ofthe nation. We 
him to be the man whom the people wi 
honor. And Ifind that many other a š 
country think as wé do in this matter 2 
I have yet to find the man friendly to freedgm who 
does not concede that our choice would'd 
the responsibilities of the Executive Gover 
in able and safe hands. Be as oe 
Mr. President, the nationalexecutive com 
still lives, and in my bumble judgment’ bid 
to establish the fact of its éxistenge onthe page 
of the future: - Indeed, its existencé has now: 
come almost a military nécessity™® "Thro 
it we hope to stimulate, encourage, and combine | 
the loyal men of the country fora move vigordtis. | 
and successful prosecution of the war; believing 
that a speedy issue to a three years’ doubtful ton- 
flict will save the credit of thé pation, the lives 
of the army, and the very hope ofa free Gover 
ment among men! Cues, 
Great and radical changes are transpiring in this 
country. Theories of long standing are exploded, 
and positions believed to have been well. takei 
are abandoned—rendered obsolete by the’ events 
ofa single year! From the nature of things po 
litical parties cannot be immutable. During a, 
period of revolution in public sentiment and estab” 
lished institutions, they must necessatity changé. 
The community is made up of at least'three dis- 
tinct classes: The one, earnest, hopeful, radical, 
comprises the party of progress, and is the ‘party 
of the future. Another, time-serving, toadying 
to power, glorifying only the present, 1s the part 
of to-day. The fossil and decaying elements of 
the social structure, who are wrapped in the most 
gloomy apprehensions of the future, and can de- 
sery nothing bright or glorious save in the dead 
records of the olden time——these compose the van- 
ishing party of the past, sighing for what it will 
soon obtain, retirement from public duties, and 
leisure to sigh over the dead and buried relics of 
a forgotten history. > a : 
In the absence of any other national political 


organization fully representing our*views, this 
was thought a most opportune period—while the 
nation is emerging from the blood and toil ofa 
three years’ war—to initiate an organization of 
thorough and earnest men, who, gathering inspi- 
ration for the present and strength for the future 
from the lessons and discipline of the past, should 
become the safe, successful, and controlling party 
of the future. Old party lines and platforms are 
superseded by living issues, which have sprung 
into being since any party has held a national 
| convention. And this is equally true of all par- 
ties, whether their platforms were laid at Charles- 
ton, Baltimore, or Chicago. It is in behalf of a 
higher, purer, and freer Democracy than comes 
down to us from the past that we now appeal to 
the loyal heart of the nation. 

It is no part of my purpose to criticise the past 
measures of this Administration. No human fore- 
sight could have divined and provided for all the 
emergencies ofthe war; and to sow discord among 
ourselves would be a poor way to prepare for the 
exigencies of the future. I propose to build ‘up 
rather than pull down, to unite, and to prevent, if 
possible, a division of the loyal and radical senti: 
ment of the country. 

‘The influence of parties must net be ignored or 
| lightly estimated in this country. While “one 
goeth and another cometh,” it must not be for: 
gotten that each has its mission; and when its 
day is passed it must be absorbed. inthe advan: 
cing column or retire before it. _ Political parties 
are a necessity in a representative Government, 
and are time-honored, as are also the fundamental 
principles of the Republic. They form and con: 
centrate public sentiment, and are mediums of 
political action and political power. ` No Admin- 
istration can properly perform its fanctions and 
achieve its ends if not sported: by an efficient 
party organization, and measurably adherent and 


respectful to party fidelity. While the war has 
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changed the'charinels of commerce and trade, and 
iesome cases opened new and better ones, while 
an unknown and uncertain currency has been dis- 
placed by a known and‘national currency, so, too, 
the old political organizations, having been formed 
forother times and other issues, have had to give 
way, tothe- one party andthe one sentiment of 
pegeress, of nationality; of freedom. All parties 
have taken a hand in trying: to make something 
out of slavery. Lts-vote being generally a unit 
in national politics, has been bidden for by every 
aspirant: for office, and-has as Surely wrought the 
ruin of those whom. it elevated to power, when 
they were no longer available to promote its ends. 
he old Whig party, withits gifted and immor- 
tal leaders, struck upon this rock and was rentin 
fragments, And whilememory lives to cherish an 
Ashland and a Marshfield, there will bean undy- 
anerocond of the ingratitude of slavery! 
* The Democratic party—in ite early days the 
friend. of freedom and the rights of man—became 
ultimately the‘ally of the slave power and the em- 
bodiment ofits interests, but held its discordant 
elements together until the Charleston conven- 
tion, in 1860. _ In the canvass of that year—run- 
ning two candidates, neither of whom was for 
freedom—the two factions struck against each 
other and were destroyed in the concussion. Since 
then we have known no national Democratic 
party. i 
- The mission of the Republican party was ended 
when its work was accomplished. ‘That work was 
to stay the progress of slavery and preserve the 
public domain to freedom. Itnever pretended to 
aim at more. But it made two splendid cam- 
paigns and died in its last triumph !. It struck one 
“Yelling blow for freedom and against slavery; so 
the reminiscences óf its short and eventful career 
shall forever remain tender and interesting. 
: The first achievement for freedom as against 
slavery; was upon the soil of my own State. The 
slave party triumphed in the legislation of Con- 
gress, carried the Missouri compromise of 1820, 
and the compromise measures of 1850, and the 
Kansas-Nebraska bill of 1854. [thad triumphed 
in Congress, in the national conventions, in the 
elections which followed, and in the decisions of 
the Supreme Court. Everywhere had this power 
been successful untilit undertook to make a prac- 
tical use of this legislation, and build up the in- 
stitution on the soil of my own State; and then it 
yielded only after a three years’ struggle and the 
disgrace of two Administrations. Sir, I have seen 
and felt enough of slavery to hate it, I have no 
confidence in any man’s freedom, if his title to it 
ja held at the mercy of this slave power, Com- 
promises settle nothing. They are only tempo- 
rary adjustments, and always liable to be broken. 
Thereisno compromising with an inherentwrong. 
There is. no peace where freedom and slavery are 
housed together, This conflictis natural as well 
asit irrepressible’? it is the great law of the 
cage, the * higher law,” for it exists in the nature 
of things that no great wrong can any where rest. 
It is itselfaggressive, making war upon the right, 
and it must live in triumph, or die by extermina- 
tion. The caseis fairly made up before the Amer- 
ican feos whether their Government shall live 
or whether slavery shall die. And this position 
was reached.in the triumphs of freedom and the 
defeat of slavery in the canvass of 1860. 

At the period of thia triumph, the long-threat- 
ened conflict between slavery.and freedom culmi- 
nated in open war. It had been tending to this 
issue for nearly half a century; and now, mad- 
dened by political defeat, it struck the threatened 
blow, and daring the waning days of its last and 
chosen Administration, selected its own battle- 
field. Secession, the forerunner of war, com- 
menced atthe opening of the last Congress of Mr. 
Buchanan’s Administration. On the 20th day of 
December, 1860, South Carolina seceded,” as 
she said, from the American Union. It was the 
falling of a star of doubtful brilliancy and more 
than suspected loyalty. Fourdays later her whole 
delegation. withdrew from Congress, and left 
Washington in order to prosecute their schemes 
of treason, Three days more, and the Palmetto 
flag, that rag of rebellion ald treason, floated over 
Charleston and Forts Moulirie and Pinckney. 
Two dayslater, and Mr, Floyd, having first stolen | 
the Treasury poor, tendered his resignation, and i 
received from Mr. Buchanan an affectionate and | 


lowing; that delectable body, the South Carolina 
convention, adjourned, having laid the corner- 
stone of the southern confodcracy deep in: the 
quicksands of slavery. On the 7th day of Jan- 
uary, Mr. Toombs made in this Senate Chamber, 
and standing in this very place, a most treason- 
able speech in behalf of slavery and secession, 
and deft Washington unhung. On the-9th, only 
two days later, that gallant old ship, the Star of 
the West, while entering Charleston harbor on 
an errand of mercy which an angel might have 
envied, was fired upon and compelled to return, 
and on the 28th day of the same month South 
Carolina demanded the surrender of Fort Sumter. 
On the 4th of February, 1861, the first confeder- 
ate convention was held at Montgomery, Ala- 
bama; on the 8th a constitution was adopted and 
a provisional governmentorganized; on the very 
next day, February 9, Mr. Sed Davis was 
elected president of the southern confederacy ; and 
on the 12th day of April the batteries of Charles- 
ton opened upon Fort Sumter, which was com- 
pelled on the 13th to surrender. 

Thus, step by step, in quick succession, slavery 
committed the overtacts of rebellion and treason, 
and thus opened the war during the first days of 
the present Administration. And whatcould have 
been clearer than the cause of the rebellion ? What 


easier than then and there to have pronounced | 


upon the means for its overthrow? But how slow 
it was to learn the lesson of events, to compre- 
hend the magnitude of the struggle, orthe manner 
and means for its successful termination! «It was 
carly and hastily proclaimed that the relations of 
the Government to slavery and of slavery to the 
States should remain unchanged, as if amid the 
wreck of State governments and State sovereignty 
slavery alone was entitled to stand; that whatever 
else might perish, thatatJeast should be preserved. 
So little was the crisis understood thatit was pro- 
nounced a ‘ninety-day”? affair, and this ended, 
the States were all to be restored, and the institu- 
tion of slavery remain undisturbed, It was un- 
hesitatingly announced that this was no,war for 
freedom and the rights of man, but for the Con- 
stitution and the rights of the States in the restored 
Union; and to make this position doubly sure, a 
joint resolution was dragged through Congress to 
secure itagainst further question, No wonder 
that we suffered the teachings of adversity, or that 
our course lay over many well-fought battle-fields 
of doubtful triumph. o wonder, l repeat, that 
with such declared purposes and impolicies we 
have been called to weep over the slaughter of 
thousands, and find the pathway of national suc- 
cess to be “by the way of the wildernessand the 
Red sea.” Fora year anda half, with the blind- 
est fanaticism, it followed in the wake of slavery, 
for that interest led, both in the council and in the 
field. But, by the discipline of sorrow and the 
teachings of adversity, the heart of the nation has 
been reached, and rapidly reorganizing, the peo- 
ple are preparing for an edict of emancipation, 
made legal and irrepealable by an amendment of 
the Constitution, as provided for and anticipated 
in the instrument itself. 

Entertaining these views, and in order to save 
this Government to freedom, and that the hope of 
its founders may become fully realized, we are for 
organizing a party with a well-defined platform 
and policy; for in periods of national convulsion 
it becomes the solemn duty of the people to in- 
crease their vigilance, and to acquire new strength 
for the support of their cherished institutions. 

The Revolation of 1776 produced the noblest 
political declaration ever made to the world, and 
on which wasafierward founded our Federal Con- 
stitution. But the inevitable progress of ideas 
made it impossible that slavery should long con- 
tinue to exist ina free republic, and the death- 


r 


struggle of that institution has a | resulted in 
p 


the destruction of the nation itself, lis struggle 
has rendered obsolete the old fallacy of a political 
compromise between liberty and slavery,on which 
our Union, otherwise admirable, was insecurel 
based; and it has proved the necessity of each 
amendments of our Constitution as shall enlarge 
its spirit, and make certain the way o€emancipa- 
tion, and guaranty us from any future rebellion 
ofa class against the people, who are, and of right 
should ever continue to be, sovereign. 

In the present conflict, Í repeat, all political par- 


tearful farewell! On the 5th day of January fol- il 


ties have been destroyed, Partisan Democracy 
early perished through the alliance and corruption 


of its leaders with slavéry; partisan Republican- 
ism, aiming Only at thé restraint of slavery, and 
never once asking its extinction, was shattered by 
the first gun aimed at Sumter. — 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ifmy friend from Kansas 
will allow me, J do not know that I understand 
precisely some of the statements he has made. 
Am Ito understand him as organizing a new po- 
litical party ? e $ 

Mr. POMEROY. I will allow the Senator to 
answer me at full length in a few minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can- 
not be interrupted unless he gives way. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I only wished to under- 
stand the Senator. : 

Mr. POMEROY. I was saying that partisan 
Democracy early perished through the alliance 
and corruption of its leaders with slavery; parti- 
san Republicanism, aiming only at the restraint 
of slavery, and never once asking its extinction, 
was shattered by the first gun aimed at Fort Sum- 
ter. No party now exists which has ever been 
seen in a national convention. And after three 
years of fearful and exhausting conflict, the coun- 
iry is still menaced by dangers which can only 
béeaverted by instantand intelligent political action 
on the part of the people, and a marching to tri- 
umph and victory on the part of the Army. To 
save the nation from demaralization and disgrace- 
ful bankruptey, and.also from the threatened per- 
ils of official usurpations, a contest of ideas is in- 
augurated for the promotion of just principles,and 
not for the aggrandizementof men. To thisend 
the aid of all citizens should be invoked who 
desire a speedy restoration of the Union upon 
the principle of universal freedom secured by an 
amended Constitution, inviting all to unite in ad- 
vocating and maintaining a political organization 
embracing the vital issues of the present day. 

1. The immediate suppression of the rebellion, 
by using and controlling, if need be, for the time 
being all the civil and all the military power of this 
nation, without premature offers of pardon by 
proclamation of amnesty to traitors, but reserving 
to a triumphant people the right to determine to 
what extent mercy shall betempered with justice. 

2. Such amendments to the Federal Constitution 
as shall prohibit slavery wherever the flag of the 
Union floats, with suitable encouragement to a 
general system of education, in order that suffrage 
shall be intelligent as well as free, thus furnishing 
additional guarantee for the perpetuity of our lib- 
erties. 

3. The maintenance of the Monroe doctrine, by 
which the despotisms that afflict the Old World 
shall be denied any additional foothold in the New, 
thus guarding our country against the encroach- 
ments of tyranny, and dedicating this American 
continent to the development of popular institu- 
tions. 

4. The organization of a rigid economy in the 
administration of publie affairs, inorder both to 
relieve the burdens of the people and to insure the 
financial credit of the nation. 

5. The confiscation of the property of leading 
rebels, and inauguration of republican govern- 
ments in all the districts in rebellion, whensoever 
the loyal inhabitants shall voluntarily acquiesce 
in and adopt the same. 

6. The perfection of a sound system of national 
currency, made stableand sure by a pledge of the 
wealth and resources of the whole country, thus 
protecting the people from the evils of an issue 
of unguarantied paper currency, and supplying 
them with a safe and convenient medium of com- 
mercial exchange in a national currency of uni- 
form value in all parts of the country, and con- 
yertible into gold without loss. 

7. Such subordination of the several States to 
the General Government as shall secure a homo- 
geneous and undisputed nationality, while not de- 
stroying the rights reserved to the States, so that 
allegiance to the national Government shall al- 
ways be regarded as the highest fealty, and the 
title of an American citizen the proudest that can 
be borne, believing him to be an American who 
has an American heart in his bosom, no matter 
where may have been the accident of hig birth or 
education, for he is as likely to be as truly an 
American who becomes one from choice as he 
who is compelled to be one from necessity. 

8. A general adherence to the usage of the Gov- 
ernment for thirty years past in the one-term 
principle as applied to the office of the Presidency, 
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believing that the policy of a second and third 
election is fruitful of temptations, and tends to im- 
pair the purity and patriotism of his Administra- 
tion, and to surround him with influences fatal to 
the use of free and unbiased executive patronage, 
and highly dangerous to popular liberty, which 
he was chosen to protect. 

9. Through protection to individual rights, in- 
cluding those of the writ of habeas corpus, and 
the liberty of speech and publication, while at the 
same time there are suitable safeguards againsta 
treasonable, subsidized, and corrupted press. 

10. The support ofa liberal and protective sys- 
tem of foreign emigration, which shall attest our 
sympathies with the struggling people of Europe, 
while it shall replenish the wastes of the present 
destructive war, stimulate our injured commerce, 
supply the demand for labor, and develop those 
immense resources of our country on which we 
must so greatly rely for the speedy extinguish- 
ment of the national debt, 

11. The extension of suitable aid for the con- 
struction of a railway across the continent, for the 
better union of the Atlantic and Pacific States, and 
their easier defense against possible foreign ene- 
mies, as well as to hasten the development of the 
rich mining regions of the continent, which, we 
have reason to believe, are destined to control the 
commercial values of the world. 

Mr. President, I need not add more. The earn- 
est and loyal men of the country are awakening 
and uniting upon these issues. We have had 
enough of hesitating and uncertain policies; 
enough of indecisions and of wrong decisions; 
enough of coldness and of neglect given to the 
friends of the Government, while favor and kind- 
ness have been meted out to its enemies. The 
voices of the multitude, like the mingling of many 
waters, are caltthg for vigor, progress, and suc- 
cess. This appeal is urged by the sad memories 
of an unsatisfied record of the past, by doubtful 
and uncertain movements of the present moment, 
and by the most fearful apprehensions of the fu- 
ture; and faith in progress and triamph of the 
right must not be left to languish without works, 
One blow for freedom by an edict of legislative 
emancipation, made efficient by a cordial and de- 
cided executive enforcement, would make * our 
light to rise in obscurity,” and we should expect 
success in no other way. And, sir, we are urged 
to commence this work only in this way by a re- 
membrance of every martyr to liberty since the 

` foundation of the world, and especially by the 
fathers of this Republic, who cradled its infancy, 
making it the day-dream of their hopes, while it 
‘‘inspired their songs in the night.” We are 
impelled to it by a sight of the weeds of sorrow, 
that are indicative of the mourning of ten thou- 
sand hearts, in households now and hereafter to 
be forever desolate. We must accomplish this 
work in this way to strengthen the arms of our 
brave men in the ficld who are periling their lives 
for their country, their Government, and man- 
kind. And above all, and more than all, by the 
recollection of fifty thousand northern and west- 
ern freemen who have gone down to early and 
unmonumented graves on the soilof slavery, and 
because of it, trusting, as I hope they did, that 
the ‘spirit of liberty’ would early rise from their 
ashes and linger thereas the guardian of freedom, 
restoring man to his manhood, making it doubly 
certain that in the Union that is to be liberty and 
union shall be forever one and forever inseparable. 

Sir, to close the war in this way will be most 
gratifying to mankind; for we stand to-dayin the 
face of the world. The present generation, the 
millions to come after us, arc interested, equally 
with us, in this struggle. Let the newsgo through 
the nations that with the triumph of the Union 
liberty has triumphed, every fetter has been bro- 
ken, the oppressed gone free, and, sir, every dun- 
geon of tyranny in the Old World will be illu- 
minated for the hour, and joyous tears of gratitude 
falling upon the wasting limb of the captive will 
soften his fetters and enable his emaciated hands 
to be uplifted while he thanks his God, and waits, 
and hopes. Oh! thisis a war for mankind. It 
has the old battle-cry of liberty. It establishes 
freedom in a free Government as the hope of the 
world. . 

And, sir, I will not omit to say that in this cone 
flict of arms, if prosecuted in this way, we shall 
be successful. Whether the sky at this moment 
looks bright or dark, whether the conflict of the 


answer that question, as he is ** chairman of the | 


resent shall rage for a longer or a shorter period, 
it shall terminate cre long in the triumph of jus- 
tice and liberty. They who are for this result 
are more than they who be againstit. - For to this 
side of the issue plead truth, justice, God, and His 
oppressed poor; the captive in his cell; the fet- 
tered prisoner wasting in despotic and hopeless 
dungeons; the slave, waiting in undying hope; and 
now for the first time allowed to strike the redeem- 
ing blow of his own freedom—these all, all unite 
in an appeal of agony that this great heritage of 
freedom, bequeathed by its immortal founders to 
human nature, shall triumph in this its last great 
struggle, and remain here upon this American 
continent as an asylum for mankind forever. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, if the 
“ chairman of the national executive committee” 
shall organize a new party which shall accom- 
plish all the great results which he has foreshad- 
owed in his speech to-day, it will be well for the 
country and well for freedom every where. 

The honorable Senator from Kansas tells us 
that he was made chairman of a national execu- 
tive committee, and that there was a meeting some- 
where in some dark corner—he does not tell us 
where—attended by some members of Congress 
and some quite respectable people living in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and some distinguished gentle- 
men from various States, and that thus assembled 
these distinguished persons appointed this com- 
mittee. It does not appear that there was any 
notice ever published of any such convention, or 
of any such organization, or any such assembling 
together of distinguished patriots who love their 
country better than anybody else lovesit; nor does 
he state where this grave conclave assembled, nor 
when this committee was constituted. 

Now, sir, I agree pretty much with everything 
the honorable Senator has said. Itis true, agreat 
deal of his speech is made up of old Democratic 
platitudes strung together after the manner of old 
Democratic platforms, AH this twaddie about 
economy and the economical administration of the 
Government was uttered by Democratic politi- 
cians who put in nomination Mr. Buchanan just 
as clearly and justas forcibly as the honorable |i 
Senator from Kansas has enunciated it to-day. 

He has referred to a circular which this ‘na- 
tional executive committee,” that somebody ap- 
pointed—the honorable Senator does not tell who 
—issued and sent out. He says that he formally 
directed it in a sealed envelope to the President 
of the United States, and that it was sent to the 
heads of the Departments. What is there in this 
circular? What does it contain? lt declares, first, 
that Mr. Lincoln cannot be reélected, even if we 
wanted him for our candidate. How does the | 
honorable “ chairman of the national executive 
committee,” which somebody appointed, know 
that? ‘The honorable Senator did not inform us, 
as “chairman of the national executive com- 
mittee,” no more than he informed us who made 
that committee, and who authorized him on be- 
half of any political party or any considerable 
body of men to issue any such circular. 

The second proposition in this circular is, that 
if Mr. Lincoln should be reétected, * his manifest 
tendency to compromise and temporary expedi- 
ents of policy will become stronger during a sec- 
ond term than it has been in the first, and the 
cause of human liberty and the dignity and honor 
of the nation suffer proportionably, while the war 
may continue to languish during the whele Ad- 
ministration till the public debt shall become a 
burden too great to be bore,” 

I have heard it said, upon what authority I can- 
not say,and I should like to ask the honorable | 
“ chairman of the national executive committee,’ 
if he can inform the Senate and the country upon 
the fact, whether or no his candidate, the honor- 
able Secretary of the Treasury, did not advocate 
and recommend on the part of the Administration | 
that the South should be permitted to go without 
resistance? I suppose the honorable Senator can 


national executive committee,” who have raised || 
up Mr, Chase as their candidate. I do not see || 
that the honorable Senator, the t chairman of the | 
national executive committee,” has anything to | 
respond to that question, i | 
Mr. POMEROY. I desire the gentleman to || 
conclude his remarks before I answer. I do not 
like to be interrupted myself when making a 
speech, and į never interrupt anybody. When | 


i kA 
the gentleman: gets through his. remarks-t-shall 
have an opportunity to replys: ooi e go eon) 

Mr. WILKINSON, Ldonot dssertthat: Mra 
Chase ever advocated such a proposition, ford 
never heard him'do-go.. Ido not assettihat he 
ever. assumed any such: position, for I mever-leard 
him assume it; but. I have heard other men say 
that he did assume the.position, at the commence- 
ment of this rebellion, that it-was:better Lo Jet ‘the 
South go than to openly oppose their sécession by 
force of arms. I should like to have the country 
enlightened by the honorable chairman of the 
national executive committee”. upon thisone point 
in regard to the position of his favorite candidate. 

The Senator opposes Mr. Lincoln because, he 
says, he is too conservative, and willbe more go 
in a second than he was in his first term. -E said 
the other day, and I believe itis éorrect, thatthe 
President of the United States has been too slow; 
he has been behind the popular sentiment in. this 
country, in seizing hold of those great measures 
which strike directly at the very root of; this're- 
bellion; but that, in my judgment, is his.only 
fault. Mr. Lincoln has never taken one step back- 
ward since this rebellion commenced.’ ‘He has 
been as firm as the everlasting hills, when-he has 
assumed a position in favor of emancipation;.or 
any other measure; and, while men of his:own 
party have called upon him, time. after. time,;:to 
withdraw from the positions he had assumed, ħe 
has remained fixed in his purposes. Mr. Lincoln 
has been as firm as the rocks in his determination 
to put down this rebellion, as well as in pressing 
forward the cause of the Union, and in pursuitig 
what he believed to be his duty in the maintenanee 
of this Government. While others have faltered 
the President has stood firm; while many. of his 
friends have doubted, Mr. Lincoln has had faith, 
an abiding faith, in the ultimate success of our 
cause. , 

There has not been one hour since the rebellion 
broke out when our Chief Magistrate for one 
moment entertained the idea of abandoning this 
contest. He never for one moment thought of 
surrendering one inch of territory belonging to 
this nation, nor has he entertained the’ idea of 


| compromise with rebels in arms, either by letting 


them go without resistance, as some suggested, or 
by treating while they wert engaged in war upon 
the Government. 

According to this circular, while Mr. Lincoln 
is too compromising, too vacillating and uncer- 
tain, Mr. Chase is the man of all other men to 
put down this rebellion and to maintain the honor 
and dignity of the country. Why, sir, in this 
very circular the Administration itself is assailed; 
and who is the honorable Senator’s candidate buat 
a member of this very Administration? He seeks 
in this circular, which is dragged in here by his 
speech, to tear down the Administration in order 
to defeat Mr. Lincoln, and then he raises up.a 
member of this same Admintstration as his par- 
ticular candidate ! 

The honorable Senator says that the “ national 
executive committee” still lives. He tells us, also, 
that he is opposed to sowing discord; that it is 
unwise in this hour of peril; and yet he has issued 
and sent all over the country a circular, every 
tendency of which is to impair the confidence of 
this nation and of the party friends of Mr. Lin- 
coln in his administration. He irmas the Sen- 
ate that he cumes to build up and not to tear 
down. 

I regret that I am compelled to infer from the 
course the honorable Senator has taken that he ig 
bent upon impairing the confidence which the peo- 
pichave in their President, L cannot perceive any 
other object in the issuance of the circular to which 
he has referred. | ask the honorable Senator; is 
it patriotic at this time of terrible strife to preju- 
dice the people against the Administration which 
is struggling with such great energy to uphold the 
Governmennt? Is it just in the pretended friends 
of the Administration to do this? 

Sir, I do not wish to assail the honorable Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, because | believe he has 


| performed his duty as ably as any other officer 


in the Government, [do not believe there isany 
officer inthe Government, or that the Government 
ever had an officer who discharged. his severeda- 
ties with greater ability than the honorable Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; but I submit. whether ‘it 
is in good taste for the friends of that officer, while 
he remains in the Cabinet of Mr. Lincoln, to as- 
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‘geil alle chiefiof Mr. Chase iñ orderthat they may 
elevate:him to power..-This Administration: must 
stand: or fall as a unit;-and if its friends assail the 
structure in order that they may profit: by it, I 
think itis the duty. of all the friends of the Ad- 
ministration to rally to the support of. the Pres- 
ident and his. Cabinet, and to sustain the country 
in this hour of peril and disaster. - : 
Ihave not risen here to speak for Mr. Lincoln 
or to speak against: Mr. Chase; but [ have risen 
tol utter mny protest against the action of those 
members-of the party which placed Mr. Lincoln 
in power who appear: to desire-the destruction of 
the party. itself and-the Administration, in order 
that-they: may pick out. this or that particular 
friend:and élevate him to.some position of dignity 
orhónops : : 
Mr POMEROY. -I do not deem it necessary 
totale any. reply,as the Senator from Minne- 
jota [Mr. Wirktwson] admits that he does not 
Jenow: whether there was any truth in the charge 
referred toby him. It will be timg enough to reply 
to:such'a charge when he ascertains that there is 
any: truth init. : : 
ov Ma. WILSON. . I hope thatthe question asked 
‘by the Senator from lowa, [Mr. Grimes,] ** What 
has become of the bill?’ will be the question that 
we shall all ask each other. We have a bill pend- 
ing here to incrcase the pry of some one hundred 
-ahd ter orone ‘hundred and fifteen colored regi- 
rhents=—cighty thousand men, -Itisa very import- 
ant-billpand:bam anxious to have a vote upon it 
to-day. If Senators, especially on. this side of 
the Chamber; desire to discuss the presidential 
question, as it must bea very profitable onc at this 
time, | hope they will postpone it to some more 
convenient season and on some other bill. I want 
to get a vote, if possible, on this bill now. 
> The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. SHERMAN 
in the chair.) ‘The question before the Scnateis 
onthe amendment of the Senator from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Davis,] to add a new section to the pending 


buh 
“My. JOHNSON. § I ask for the reading of the 
section,” 
"The Secretary read it, as follows: 
anid be it further onacled, Chat every slave orslaves that 
may have been heretofore or may: hereafter be taken into 
ervier of the United States, the loyal owner or owners 
oF saeh slave or slaves shall be entitled to their fair and 
reasonable value, to be ascertained by hree commissioners 
toc he appointed: by the United States district court for te 
district from which such slave or slaves may have beea 
taken, and such commissioners shall take evidenee and re- 
port on the points of the loyalty and ownership of the elaim- 
tits. and the value of kuch slave or slaves, and when said 
reportis coufirmed by the district court aforesatid, H shall 
be conclusive on tia points embraced by it; and on the 
resentation of att authenticated copy of sald report to the 
reastiry Department, any sum or sums therein appearing 
tó bedue any Joyal owner or owners shall be paid out ot 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Mr. President, my 
colleague has presented himself to-day before the 
country as the peculiar advocate and leader of 
radicalism. There was a question a few months 
veo that assumed a national character, in which 
the radiculs of the United States took a deep in- 
terest, and in which they differed with the Presi- 
dent of the United States, 1 allude to the removal 
of General Schofield from the command of the 
Missouri department. So important did the rad- 
jeal element ofthe country deem it that they sent 
from Missouff and Kansas a delegation of well- 
nigh one hundred prominent citizens, all partaking 
of radical opuiionk. The movements of that del- 
egation had the sympathy of the entire radical 
party of the Union, of the council that met at 
Cleveland, and of the council of the Loyal League 
that met in this city, I think only about two 
months since, f desire to ask, for the benefit of 
the radical party of the nation, if my colleague | 
wis not at that time, on that vital question, di- | 
rectly in opposition to the radical party, and | 
whether he was not opposed and did not use bis 
senatorial. and personal influence to prevent the 
removal of General Schofield from the command 
of the Missouri department? I think it proper, 
when a gentleman stands forth as the leader of the | 
radical party, that he should: be able to point to |: 
some evidence of his sincerity; and [now put the |! 
question to him and ask him for a categorical an- |! 
H 
| 


swer: was you or was you not opposed to the 
removal of General Schoficld from the depart- 
ment of Missouri? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, I desire ta 
say to the friends of Mr. Lincoln and the friends of 


| 
t 
li 


-Mr.-Chase—and I am the friend of both—I am so 


`F could, both in the Senate and out of it, to se- 


| ordered hy the cofonel to draw idres 


i colored troops, the first Alabama and first 
i nes: 
: the fi 


certain of it that 1 can say italmost officially, that 
each of them would rather have this bill passed 
than to have his own'pretensions exalted or those 
of the other depreciated. [hope the Senator from 
Kansas will not answer the question propounded 
to him'by his colleague until wc have passed this 
bill; If any Senator has anything to say on this 
bill I shall be very happy to hear him; but E hope 
we shall let the Presidency alone for this day at 
least. - 
Mr. POMEROY. I shall only say one word 
to gratify my colleague. ‘The head and front of 
my offending, if itbe any, is this: I wrote a letter 
which I suppose Mr. Lincoln got—I intended he 
should get it—stating that if he desired a radical 
policy to be pursued in Missouri, General Scho- 
field could do it for him better than any other man; 
because | knew that General Schofield was acting 
under direct orders from the President, and some 
orders not given through the War Department; 
and, as he possessed the confidence of the consery- 
ative party there, if Mr. Lincoln had a policy of 
a radical kind that he desired to pat through in | 
Missouri, he was the man to do it. r 

Mr. GRIMES. When I came here three months 
ago, I was very anxious that one of the first meas- 
ures passed by Congress should be the bill now 
under consideration, and I used all the influence 


‘cure its immediate consideration. That was one 
of the reasons why I opposed the tacking on of 
amendments to the original bill as it was intro- 
duced by the Senator from Massachusetts, because 
I believed it was necessary that it should pass in 
order to do justice to a large body of men in the 
public employment, Now, let me say to our 
friends here that on this question L believe we are 
all agreed, that there is a necessity for the imme- 
diate passage of this bill, and that we are doing a 
great deal of injustice by refusing to pass it. I 
therefore ask Senators to let us go on with the 
consideration of this bill, and then, if they desire 
to enter into a political discussion on any subse- 
quent day, they can have my fullassent. In order 
to show the Senate what are the necessities for its 
immediate passage, not only in relation to, the 
troops which have been alluded to by the Sena- 
tors from Massachusetts on a former occasion, | 
but io relation to the troops in the Western de- 
partment, I desire to read an extract from a letter 
froma very intelligent young officer, a young man 
whom [have known from his childhood, who is 
a captain in the first Alabama colored regiment. 
He says: 

“ My experience with these regiments convinces me that 
they will make the best soldiers in the world if properly 
treated. But they will wever come up to that standard of 
perfection while the distinction above alluded to is inade.?? 

That is, the distinction in regard to pay. 

«Whey feel if, and understand it as well as any soldiers. 
"They taik as intciligently about the matter as we do. Our 
regiiuent has been in the service wine mouths. It did all 
the fatigue duty at the post of Corinth while there, and has 
been doing grand guard duty since the Ist day of July of fast 
year. AL first we were allowed but a small portion of ue 
picket Jing, x 

“In November the first Alabama and first Tennessee col- 
ored troops held Coriuth and twenty miles of the Mem- 
phis and Charleston railroad, incl four of its most 
important bridges, and it was universally conceded that 
our troops did betler guard duty and consmiltted fewer dep- 
redations than any others. When ordered by General Sher- 
man to evacuate Corinth, we brought off ibthe Gov- 


ernment property, inchiding Hallecks immense siege train, 
t though menaced on the east by Roddy and on the south- 
West by Porrest. ‘The vast amount of fitigue dury required 
Chir- 


Of these rogimeniy wears outa great deal of clotbing 
ty-six dollars willuotsutice, Sone ofourmen hav 
drawn, including overcoats aud Dank in 
lars? worth of clothing. it will requ 
months’ pay to settle Jor this surplus 


In January we were 
s coats for onr com- 
panies, With tho assurance that the wages of ourmen would 
be raised fron the beginning of the year. We were thus 
Jed to Ineay an extra expense of S700 per company. 

* We are teaching our men to read and write. Hundreds 
of them are reading, and scores of them sign the pay-rolls 
ina fair and legible bund. Some of our sergeants are free 
men fram the North aad good < they onty re- 
ceive seven dollars per month, tl the privates. 

“ TC something js not done lor oon Une officers of these 
regiments will be ruined. These elothing bills must be set- 
tled. 

“AN the picket duty around Mempt 


lis is now done by i 
and second 'Fen- | 
Seven officers and nearly three hundred men of i| 

t Alabama are on duty every day. Tiie picket tine 
of our regiment is five miles long. We relieved a whole 
brigade of white troops.” i 
Ji 
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This is the condition of the troopsinthatsection | 


of country. I think no stronger argument could || 


be urged in favor of the passage of this bill than 
the merestatements that this letter contains, writ- 
ten by a young man, as I said before, whom I 
have known from his boyhood, and one of the 
most intelligent and pure young men I ever knew, 
I trust, Mr. President, that we shall have no more 
of this discussion, and that we shall proceed with 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Mr. President, I re- 
ceive the suggestion of the Senator. from Rhode 
Island kindly. Tam as anxious to pass this bill 
as the Senator from Rhode Island or any other 
‘Senator, but I deem the unity of the loyal men 
of the country more important than the passage 
of any bill, and believing, as I do, that there has 
been an attempt in this Senate, a systematic at- 
tempt, to inaugurate an effort, dictatorial, if you 
please, emanating not from the people of the 
country, but from a political clique in the city of 
Washington, having for its object a division of 
the loyal people of the country, I feel that lamin 
the discharge of my duty to my country when L 
expose the effort and the parties engaged in the 
inglorious effort. 

itis true, sir, that my colleague filed a protest 
in writing in the hands of the President of the 

, United States against the removal of General Scho- 
field; that he did commit himself in writing against 
the removal of General Schofield from command 
in Missouri, and that it was the efforts of him and 
others like him that causcd the President of the 
United States to hesitate as long as he did in the 
removal of General Schofield from the command 
of the department of Missouri. I feel that I have 
here as elsewhere a right to speak as a member of 
the original radical Union party of this country. 
Consistent as the earth to the sun has been my 
course in the advocacy of original radical Union 
sentiments, and when I sce an effort made to di- 
| vide the loyal party of the country against him 
who, in my opinion, is the consistent, stern, and 
proper leader of that party, Abrabam Lincoln, 
President of the United States, I will here or else- 
where endeavor to expose the effort, let it come 
from whom it may. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ishall have to correct my 
colleague in one thing. I never filed any protest 
against General Schofield’s removal with the Pres- 
ident of the United States or anybody else. Idid 
write a letter toa Secretary of his, presuming that 
he would show it to the President, the purport of 
which was that having been through the western. 
country, and having seen the difficulties there, 
I thought if he desired a radical, strong policy in 
Missouri General Schofield was his man, because 
he could do what nobody else could do. I did 
write such a letter to the President’s Secretary, 
and J presume he saw it. Beyond that 1 wrote 
nothing to the President.on the subject, 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. We asked the re- 
moval of General Schofield because he was not 
a radical. My colleague asked that he be retained 
because he was a radical, and therefore Mr. Lin- 
coln hesitated. While fam up I desire to answer 
a suggestion made by the now Chairman [Mr. 
Suerman] yesterday, that General Curtis was re- 
moved because he was a radical. The Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Suerman] unintentionally did 
Mr. Lincoln greateinjustice in that remark. Gen- 
eral Curtis was not removed because he was a 
radical, The President of the United States saw 
that there was a difficulty, a political difficulty, 
between General Curtis and Governor Gamble, 
which he could not reconcile. He had not. the 
power to remove Governor Gamble, and there- 
fore was compelled to remove General Curtis. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Suermay.) 
The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Davis.] 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr, President, l desire to 
say a word on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky. The Senator from Ken- 
| tacky in his amendment seems to assume that the 
action of Congress has violated the Constitution 
of the United States, inasmuch as by the law as it 
now siands Congress has assumed to pay to the 
loyal master a certain sum of money when his 
slave is drafted into the service. Now, Mr. Presi- 
dent, without going into the discussion of the 
quesuon which has been so often discussed on this 
floor, whether there can be any such thing as 
property in man, 1 will simply state my own 
opinion. The Constitution of the United States 
recognizes no more property in a slave than it 
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recognizes in a child ‘under twenty-one years of 
age, or in an apprentice who may be bound to 
serve his master until twenty-one years of age at 
any trade or any service. lt does acknowledge, 
however, that by the laws of certain States cer- 
tain persons may be held to Bervice; but there is 
nothing in the Constitution which prevents this 
Government, whenever it desires the physical 
force of the country to be called into its service; 
from calling for the service of all persons, black or 
white; there is nothing in the Constitution which 
prevents our drafting a black man as soon as we 
can draft a white man into the service; of taking 
the slave ofthe honorable Senator from Kentucky 
just as soon as taking my son under twenty-one 
years of age. 

But, sir, that is not the point that I desire to dis- 
cuss. The point which he raises is as to whatis 
‘just compensation;’? and going upon his own 
ground, even if the Constitution did recognize 
slaves in some sense to be property, still there is 
no violation of the Constitution of the United 
States. We may take private property for public 
use upon just compensation. The gentleman does 
not deny that; and I say Congress may judge of 
the value of that property. If we desire a piece 
of ground on which to build a fort, we can send 
our committee to look at it, they can see it, view 
it for themsclves, appraise its value, report to 
Congress, Congress can passa law to pay a certain 
amount of money for that property, and then take 
the property. Certainly they can, 

Mr. President, I rose simply to say this. Itis 
an answer to the whole argument of the gentle- 
man which lasted nearly two days, and in my 
opinion a conclusive one. [tis not necessary that 
the value should be appraised by a court; itis not 
necessary that it should be appraised by a judi- 
cial tribunal. Congress may appoint any com- 
mission to appraise it; they can send their own 
committee to appraise it; Congress may go ina 
body and view the property and appraise it for 
themselves. The whole constitutional provision 
is that the value of the property shall be paid for. 
Beyond this Congress can judge of the value of 
this property from what is transpiring all around 
us, when in Maryland, in Missouri, in Tennessee, 
all around in Kentucky, it is conceded on all 
hands, and by the leading men in all those States, 
that this species of property has become value- 
less, if property it be at all, by the necessary 
result of the war. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take up the 
time of the Senate to discuss this question at 
length; and I say to my honorable friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Winson] that I do not rise 
for the purpose of embarrassing the passage of 
any bills nor to take up the time of the Senate, but 
I thought that the long speech of the Senator from 
Kentucky on this constitutional question required 
a simple notice at least at my hands. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave no doubt thatin the esti- 
mate of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin 
he in his few words has demolished the whole of 
my speech; but Ido not place that amount of 
value on the pesition which the honorable Senator 
hasassumed. I deny that Congress has any power 
to assess the value of property taken for public 
use. I say that that is altogether an unsound 
position. I admit that Congress may institute a 
commission to appraise property; it may direct 
this to be done by a court or by a commission; 
but I deny that the legislative branch of the Gov- 
ernment can do thatactitself. [tis anact of a ju- 
dicial character, andany court orany commission 
organized by Congress to assess the value of prop- 
erty would be a quasi judicial tribunaland would 
be in the execution of a judicial act, not a legis- 
lative act, and therefore the legislative branch of 
the Government having exclusively legislative 
power has no right whatever to assess the value 


of property taken from its owner for the public | 


use, 
ment. 

The yeas and pays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I rise for the purpose of say- 
ing a very few words. 
from Kentucky yesterday as saying that he 
thought a proposition which I had endeavored to 
maintain some time since in relation to the eman- 


l ask for the yeas and nays on the amend- 


cipation of slaves when taken into the service of | 


the United States was not well founded. Heun- 
derstood me as saying that the slave, the moment 
he became a soldier at the Instance of the United 


| the law which has been passed, allowing not more | 


| legislative department has a right to fix the value | 


T understood the Senator | 


i sion, to assess the value of property taken, un- 
i less that tribunal is judicial in its 


States, was emancipated. I did not mean to say 4 
so, and do not think I did say so. What I said 
or what I meant to say was that if the United || 
States took into their military service a slave, the 
slave would have, as against the United States, a 
right to freedom, which it would be very dis- 
honorable on the part of the United States to 
refuse. Whether going into the service of the 
United States in that way of itself operated to 
emancipate the slave is quite another question. 

Now a word on the point suggested by the 
Senator from Wisconsin to the honorable mem- 
ber from Kentucky. I differ altogether from the 
proposition which he has stated and endeavored 
to maintain. I understand him as saying that 
under the Constitution the United States can take 
the property of a private citizen for public use 
and themselves fix its value; that Congress can 
do it with or without a commission. 

Thathas never been my impression. The United 
States become the purchasers of the property 
through Congress; Congress are the agents in 
determining whether property is to be appropri- 
ated for public use; but what is to be paid for the 
property is always a question in its nature judi- 
cial, on which both sides are to be heard. . It is 
impossible in the nature of things that Congress 
can decide that question in a case of this descrip- 
tion understandingly or justly. The value of a 
slave is not to be ascertained by ascertaining 
what is the value of slave property in the general; 
it depends upon the condition of the particular 
slave who is to be taken. Is he a man? is the 
slave a woman? is the slave young and healthy, 
or young and unhealthy, or old and unhealthy? 
And just in proportion as the slave may be phys- 
ically or mentally unfit for the particular service 
that his master may be using him for, justin that 
proportion is he less or more valuable to the mas- | 
ter. How then can Congress say that they will 
pay for all the negroes that may be taken into the 
service $300 each? By doing so they may pay to 
one man more than his negro is worth, and pay 
to another man a great deal less than his negro 
is worth. | 

In a word, Mr. President, the question itself is 
a question which applies itself exclusively to each 
individual slave taken, and must depend for its 
proper solution upon testimony to be received in 
relation to the value of that particular slave. If 
Congress are the judges of what should be given 
for private property taken for public use, their 
judgment is conclusive, and the provision in the 
Constitution which says that it shall not bedone | 


exceptupon just compensation, is entirely useless; |} 


Congress would have done that without that pro- 
vision. The provision is intended to tie up the 
hands of Congress against deciding for itself 
whether property is to be taken with or without | 
compensation for public use, and they placed the 
provision in forthe purpose of giving to the individ- 
ual, as against the Government, the right to have |! 
the value of his property ascertainad, not by Con- | 
gress, but by a tribunal constituted for that pur- || 
pose. 

Mr. POWELL. Itisnot my purpose to goat |! 
any length into this debate, and yet I cannot al- | 
low the vote to be taken without saying a word. jj 
The honorable Senator from Wisconsin says that | 


than $300 to be paid for a slave enlisting in the f 
Army, provides just compensation within the || 
meaning of the Constitution. I will read that |; 
clause of the Constitution: : i 


“Noperson shall be?  * * x  * — & deprived of |) 


life, liberty, or property without due process of law; nor ij 
shall private property be taken for public use without just ;| 
compensation. ?? i 

If you take a slave, who is property, from the į: 
master, and devote him to the public service, you © 


certainly deprive the master of his property. The | 
honorable Senator from Wisconsin says that the | 


of that property thus taken, and that what we ; 
have done in that direction is a compliance with ; 
this clause of the Constitution. F boid that the i 
Senator is utterly mistaken. You cannot have |, 
any tribunal, whether it be a court or a commis- | 


nature, The 
legislative department may prescribe the mode 
aud the manuer in which the compensation shall 
be adjusted, may indicate the persons who are to |) 
make the assessment of value, aud may create: 


l Clark, Collam 


Laucot Indi 


the fund out of which the money shall be p 
but that is all the legislative department can do 
The ascertainment of the real value is a judicial” 
question, ase 
_ The honorable Senator speaks of what he says 
is the necessary dgpreciation of this kind of pře ; 
erty. Ido not consider. that the depreciati 
necessary. It has resulted from the wanton act 
of those in power against this particular species - 
of property.. I will not, however, now d 3 
that branch of the question. Thesection of thi 
heretofore passed respecting enrollment, w 
has been alluded to, says that the loyal ow 
of slaves shall be paid, but in no case ia the p 
to exceed $300 where the slave voluntarily enlist 
The Constitution says the compensation for prop- 
erty taken shall be *just,’? Is that just compen: 
sation, when the property is worth perhaps three 
times the amount? In the case of those slaves 
who are drafted you allow but $100; that:is the 
maximum. Is not theslave who is drafted worth 
as much to his master as the slave who volun- 
teers? Why this distinction in value? The very 
fact shows clearly that the Senator is mistaken, 
and that itis not * just compensation”’ within the 
meaning of the Constitution. If the two: slaves 
were equal in years, equal in capacity to perform 
labor in every respect, I venture to say there‘is 
no owner that would not prefer the one who was 
so attached to him that he had ta be forced into 
the service rather than the one who voluntarily 
left him to become a soldier; and yet your law 
says that $100 shall be the compensation allowed 
in the one case, and $300 in the other. l 
Mr. President, it is a mockery to say that that 
provision of the bill already passed is in accord- 
ance with the provision of the Constitution which 
Ihave read. ‘If you were to pass a law saying 
that all the horses in the State of Wisconsin, or 
as many of them as the Government might need, 
should be impressed and taken into the public ser- 
vice, and were to provide that each loyal owner 
of a horse should be paid, but that the amount 
paid should in no case exceed fifty dollars, I ask 
the honorable Senator if he would think that. pro- 
vision would meet the demands of the Constitu- 
tion? Certainly not. Doubtless many of those 
horses are worth three times fifty dollars; and yet 
by your law you would limit the price -to fifty 
dollars. Would any man who had any preten- 


| sions to justice or equity or honesty say that was 
į just compensation? Certainly not. 


lt could not 
be so declared. 

Mr. President, the amendment proposed by my 
colleague is eminently proper, itis right, it is con- 
stitutional, and unless the object be to rob the 


; loyal slaveholders of their property, it or some 


similar proposition should be adopted. Ifthe de- 

reciation were even greater than the Senator from 

Visconsin says, the slavcholder would get less 
and the Government would pay less under the 
provisions of theramendment. The amendment 
indicates the tribunal that shallsitin judgmenton 
this matterand that shall fix the just value in each 
case, and provides that the Government shall pay 
it. That, certainly, is right, it is equitable, 1t 1s 
just; in my judgment, no fair-minded man can say 
that it is not so. 

As I before said, it is not my purpose to argue 
the question, for after the very claborate and ex- 
tensive argument made by my colleague yester- 
day, I have nothing to add; but as the question 
so deeply interests my constituents, I could not 
allow the vote to be taken without saying what 
I have said. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 6, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Davis, Johnson, Nesmith, Powell, Rid- 
die, aud Wright—6. 

NAYS—M Anthony, Brown, Buckalew, Chandler, 
, Conness, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harding, Harlan, Harris, Howard, 
ia, Laue of Kausas, Morgan, Morrill, Pome- 
herman, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Van Winkle, 


roy, Ramsey 


| Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—31. 


So the amendment was rejected. f 

Mr. DAVIS. Ioffer the following amendment 
as an additional section: : 

And be it further enacted, That in every case. where herc- 


| tofore any person has agreed to join and has in fact joined, 


after may join the military servicé of the United 
nd has been received into said serviee by any mil- 
rer thereof, the person so joiningand received into 
rvice shail, for all purposes whatever, be. deemed to 
: been regulariy mustered into said service in the po- 
sition of officer, nou-commissioned officer, or private, in 
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Whiell he may have. served, notwithstanding he may not 
have been mustered In accordingto law and the regulation 
aforue: War Department. : ž 

i ext forthe yeas and nayson this preposition. 
Ehe yeas and nays were ordéred. 

: t JOHNSON. 1 shoulddike to know from 
five Senator from Kentucky what the object of this 
amendment is... 9%" : : 

Mr, DAVIS.. ‘There were some troops enlisted 
into the service of the United States in the State 
of Kentucky and, Iam informed, in other States, 
who, before being regularly mustered in, were 
ordered into actual servicc,and one regiment was 
{n two battles, and some members of the regiment 
were killed, and some received permanent wounds, 
and were disabled, and allthis before they were 
regularly mustered’ into the service. The object 
of this amendment is simply to provide that sol- 
diers who thus joined the service and actually 
served shall receive compensation for the time 
they so served without regard to the date of their 
being actually mustered in. 

"The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas.7, nays 29; as follows: . 


VEAS—Messrs. Davis, Hendricks, Johnson, Nesmith, 
Powell, Wade, and Wright—7. 
>, NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Buckalew, 
Clark, Collamer, Connesa, Dixon, Doolittle, waden; 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harding, Harlan, Harris, Howard, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pome- 
roy; Ranisey, Sherman, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Van Winkle, 
Willey, and Wilson—29. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


“Mr, CLARK, I will say in behalf of my col- 
league (Mr. Hae] that he would have returned 
to the city last night if he had not been detained 
by sickness in his family, which may detain him 
for some days yet. i 

The bill was. reported to the Senate without 
amendment, was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 
“Mr. DAVIS. Lask for thfyeas and nays on 
the passage of the bill. . 

The yous and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted——yeas 31, nays 6; as follows: 
| VEAS---Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Con- 
ness, Cownn, Dixon, Doolitde, Fessenden, Poot, Foster, 
Grimes, Harlan, Harris, Howard, Lowe, Johnson, Lane ot 
Tndiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Pom- 
erdy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Van Winkle, 
Wade, Willey, and Witson—3t. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buekalew, Davis, Hendricks, Powell, 
‘Riddle, and Wright—G. 


So the bill was passed. 
ABOLITION OF SLAVERY IN VIRGINIA, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. With the indulg- 
ence of the Senate, the Chair will present a tele- 
graphic communication from the Governor of 
irginia, which has been transmitted with a re- 
It will be 


Chandler, 


quest that it be laid before the Senate. 
read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: z 

ALEXANDRIA, Vinara, Mareh 10,1864. 
To Vice President United States: 

‘Khe constitutional State convention of Virginia has just 
passed an ordinance abolishing slavery and involuntary 
servitude in the State forever, But one dissenting vote. 
Please annouuce tits to the honorable Senate of United 
States. 

F. u. PIERPOINT, Governor. 


LAND GRANT TO A MINNESOTA RAILROAD. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should Jike now if the 
Sevate would agree to take up one or two appro- 
priation bills that have been lying on the table 
for some time past. J move first to take up the 
Post Office appropriation bill, 

Mr. RAMSEY. 


special order for to-day, the bill making a land |} 
grant forrailroad purposes in Minnesota. It isa |i 
very short bill, and will take but a little while. 

Mr. FESSENDIEN. If the Senator has a spe- |! 
cial order for to-day, | will notinsist on the appro- 
priation bill being now taken up; but I give notice 
that if the Senator’s bill takes long [ shall have 
to interfere with him. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, and take up for consideration Senate bill |! 
No. 3}. i 

The motion was agrecd; to and the considera- || 
tion of the bill (S. No. 31) making a grant of | 
lands to the Lake Superior and Mississippi Rail- 
road Company, in the State of Minnesota, to aid 
in the construction of the railroad of said company 

from St. Paul to Lake Superior, was resumed, as | 
in Committee of the Whole. 


r 


4 


i hope the Senator will per- |! 
mit us to take up our bill which was fixed as the |} 


The Committee on Public Lands reported an 
amendment, in the nature of a substitute, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and to 
insert: 


That there be and there is hereby granted to the Lake 
Superior arid Mississippi Railroad Company, a corporation 
organized under thé laws of the State of Minnesota, ap- 
proved March 8, 1861, and amended by act of March 6, 1863, 
tor the purpose of aiding in the construction of the railroad 
of said gompany from St. Paul, in said Minnesota, to Lake 
Superior, every alternate section of Jand of the United 
States, designated by odd numbers, to the amount of five al- 
ternate sections per mileon each side of the said railroad on 
the line thereof, within the State of Minnesota, and within 
the limits of ten miles on each side of said road, not sold, re- 
served, or otherwise disposed of by the United States, and 
to which a preéinption or: homestead claim may not have 
attached at the time the line of said road is definitely fixed : 
Provided, That ail mineral lands shall be execpted from the 
operation of this act. And all sudh lands, so granted by 
this act, which shall not be sold or disposed of by said com- 
pany within three years after the entire road shall have keen 
completed; shall be subject to settlement and preémption, 
like other public lands, at a price not exceeding $1 20 per 
acre, to be paid to said company, 

Sao. 2. And he it further enacted, That whenever said 
company shall have completed forty consecutive miles of 
any portion of said railroad, supplied with all necessary 
drains, culverts, viaducts, crossings, sidings, bridges, turn- 
outs, watering places, depots, equipments, furniture and all 
other appurtenances of a first-class railroad, patents shall 
issue conveying the right and titie to said lands to said com- 
pany, on each side of tbe road, as far as the same is com- 
pleted, and coterminous with said completed section, not 
execeding the amount aforesaid, and patents shall in like 
manner Issue as each forty miles of said road is completed : 
Provided, however, That no patents shail issue for any of 
said lands unless there shall be presented to the Secretary 
of the Interior a statement, verified on oath or affirmation 
by the president of said company, and certified by the Gov- 
ernor of the State of Minnesota, thatsuch forty miles have 
been completed in the manner required by this act, and set- 
ting forth with certainty the points where such forty miles 
begin and where the same end; which oath shall be taken 
belore a judge of a court of record of the United States. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That when the said 
road shall be detinitely located, and a plat thereof filed with 
the Sceretary of the Interior, the jands hereby granted shall 
not therealter be subject to settlement, preéimption, or pri- 
vate entry adverse to tis grant: Provided, ‘That the lands 
hereby granted shall be applied exclusively in aid of the 
construction and operation of said railroad: Provided fur- 
ther, That the said company, in addition to the grant bere- 
tofore mentioned, is hereby authorized to Jocate the said 
road over any public lands of the United States not other- 
wise appropriated, reserved, or disposed of, and that the 
rigt of way over siid Jands of the United States for the 
purpose aforesaid, is hereby granted to said company to the 
width of one haudred feet ou each side of said read as lo- 
pated: “nd provided further, ‘Phat any and all lauds here- 
tofore reserved to the United States by any act of Congress, 
or in any other manuer by competentauthority, tor the pur- 
pose of aiding in any object of internal improvement, or for 
any other purpose whatsoever, be, and the same is hereby, 
reserved to the United States from the operation of this act, 
except so far as it may be found necessary to locate the 
eof said road through such reserved Jands, in whieh 
the right of way only shall be granted, subject to the 
approval of the President of the United States, 

See. 4. And be it further enacted, That the said tands 
hereby granted shall be subject to the disposat of said com- 
pauy, for the purposes aforesaid, and no other, aud the said 
railroad be and shall remain a public highway for the use 
ot the Government of the United States, free from alt toll 
or other charge, for the transportation of any property or 
troops of the United Stuttes, 

See And beit further enacted, That if said road i 
completed within ten years from We time of the pass 
this aut, as provided herein, no further patents shall be is- 
sucd to said company for said lands, aud uo further sale 
shall be made, and the Jands uusokd shall revert to the Uni- 
ted States. 

Sı And be it further enacted, Thatthe United States 
mail shall be transported over said road, under the direc- 
tion of the Post Office Deparment, at such price as Con- 
gress by law direet: Provided, ‘bat until such price is 
fixed by law the Postmaster Gencral shall have the power 
to determine the same. 

S 7. And be it further enacted, That this act shall take 
en and be in force from and alter its passage, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Ramsey] to the amendmentof the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HARLAN. 1 wish to make some verbal 
modifications of that amendment, which [ under- 
stand the Senator from Minnesota will accept. 1 
send his amendment to the Chair with these mod- 
ifications. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Minnesota adopt this amendment as modi- 
fied? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Laccept the modifications. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
to the amendment, as modified, will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Strike out ail of section one, after the word “Minnesota,” 
in the thirteenth line, and insert: 

Bur in case it shal appear that the United Siates have, 
when the fine or route ofsaid road is detivitely fixed, sold,ap- 
prepriated, reserved, or otherwise disposed of any sections, 
or any part dhercul, granted as aforesaid, or that the right of 


ch 


preémption or homestead settlement has attached to the 
same, then itshall be lawful for the Secretary of the Interior 
to select, from the lands of the United States nearest to the 


| lines of sections above specified, so much public land ofthe 


United States not mineral as shall be equal in amount tosuch 
lands as the United Stages have sold or otherwise appro- 
priated, or to which the rights of preéinption or homestead 
settlement inay have attached as aforesaid; which lands 
thus selected, in lieu of those sold, reserved, or otherwise 
appropriated or disposed of, or to which the right of pre- 
eniption or homestead settlement may have attached as 
aforesaid, together with the sections and parts of sections 
designated as aforesaid and appropriated as aforesaid, shall 
be held and disposed of by the said company for the use 
and purpose aforesaid: Provided, That the jand to be so 
selected shall in no ease be located further than twenty 
miles from the lines of said road and branches: Provided 
further, That the lands hereby granted for and on account 
of said road shall be exclusively applied in the construc- 
tion of the same, and for no other purpose whatever, and 
shall be disposed of only as the work progresses through the 
same, as in this act hereinafter provided: Provided also, 
‘That no part of the land granted by this act shall be applied 
to aid in the construction of any railroad, or part thereof, 
for the construction of which any previous grant of Jand 
may have been made by Congress: And provided further, 
That any and all lands heretofore reserved to the United 
States by any act of Congress, or in any other manner by 
competent authority, for the purpose of aiding in any ob- 
ject of internal improvement, or for any other purpose 
whatsoever, be, and the same are hereby, reserved to the 
United States from the operations of this act, except so far 
as it may be found necessary to locate the route of said 
road through such reserved lands; in which case tho right 
of way only shall be granted, subject to the approval of the 
President of the United States: Provided further, Thatthe 
minimum price of the even sections and parts of sections 
of the public lands of the United States within the limits 
on each side of the line of said road shall be $2 50 per acre. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I will state that the object of 
this amendment is to make the bill like the act of 
March 3, 1863, making a grantof land to the State 
of Kansas. 


The amendment to the amendment wasagreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in 
the chair.) The question now is on the amend- 
ntent as amended. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have several amendments, 
chiefly verbal, to offer to the amendment of the 
committee. In line ten, section one, before the 
word “Jand” I move to insert the word * publie.” 

Theamendment to the amendment wasagreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. Atthe end of the line I pro- 
pose to insert the words “not mineral.” 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. Where the word “ forty” oc- 
curs in section two, I move to strike it out and 
insert “twenty,” in lines two, ten, fifteen, and 
seventeen, 

Theamendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. From line five of section three, 
I move to strike out all to the word ‘that’? inline 
seven, and insert an enacting clause, so that the 
proviso shall come in as a new section. The 
words proposed to be stricken out are: 

"Phat the Jands hereby granted shall be applied exclu- 
sively in aid of the construction and operation of said rail- 
road: Provided further.” 

The words to be stricken out are contained in 
the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota 
just adopted,and hence it is mere repetition. 

Theamendment tothe amendment wagagreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. I may make the same remark 
in relation to what I now propose to strikeout. I 
move to strike out all in section three after the 
word “located” in line fourteen. The words 
there are a mere repetition of the amendment al- 
ready adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE, I have not had time to examine 
the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota, 
[Mr. Ramsry.] The question which occurs to 
me is whether the provisions which are contained 
in the amendment of the Senator from Minnesota 
apply to all the lands granted by the act or only 
to the lands described in the amendment. The 
object of the amendment is, I believe, to give the 
company the right to go outside of the six-mile 
limit and take other lands. Now, do those pro- 
visos apply to the whole ten miles in width, or 
do they apply only to the lands outside of the 
six-mile limit? 

Mr. HARLAN. They apply to the whole, I 
think, I compared the printed amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Minnesota with the 
language of the bill, and discovered that this was 
a mere repetition of that part of his amendment. 

Mr. HOWE, I guess the Senator from Iowa 
is right about it. 

Theamendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move to amend the fourth 
section, in line two, by inserting after the word 
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“ granted’ the words ‘when patented to said 
company.” 
Theamendmenttotheamendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. HARLAN. In section six, line four, after 
the word ‘‘ Congress,” I move to insert “ may.” 
I suppose it isa mere omission. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment 
will be made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move to strike out the sev- 
enth section of the amendment of the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That section will 
be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Sec.7. And beit further enacted, That this act shall take 
effect and be in force from and after its passage. 


Mr. JOHNSON. What is the object of strik- 
ing out that section? 

Mr. HARLAN. I suppose it is of no use. I 
suppose the act cannot take effect until it shall be 
approved by the President. If it is intended to 
give it force and effect previous to the approval 
of the President, it certainly ought not to be in, 
and it cannot have any other effect. 

Mr. JOHNSON. h is not passed until ap- 


proved. 
Mr. HARLAN. I will inquire of the Senator 
if it is a usual clause. * 


Mr. JOHNSON. Iam not sure whether it is 
usual in an act of Congress, and I suppose it is 
not unless there is some law which says that in 
the absence of express provision fixing the time 
when an act is to go into operation it is not to go 
into operation for some twenty or thirty days 
afterwards. That is the case in several of the 
States, and in my own. If there is no such act 
of Congress, of course every act goes into effect 
when it becomes a law. I suppose these words 
would negessarily include the approval of the 
President. i 

Mr. CONNESS. I will say thatsuch aclause 
as this is made necessary in the States some- 
times, because they have constitutional provis- 
ions or laws which provide that general acts shall 
not take effect except untila certain length of time 
after their passage, unless by special exception; 
and then the exception renders such a provision 
necessary; but there is no such rule here, as I un- 
derstand, that requires this section. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suppose the words here 
would necessarily include the approval of the 
President: it is nolaw till then; but I have no ob- 
jection to striking it out, unless there is some law 
which postpones the action of an act of Congress. 

Mr. HARLAN. Iam not aware that there is 
such a law. I have purposed to strike out the 
section merely because it appears to me to be an 
unusual provision. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then strike it out. 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
ison the amendment of the committee as amended. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 move to amend the first 
section of this amendment in line nine, after the 
word “ Minnesota,” by inserting the words “via 
Anoka.’ 1 will explain to the Senate the pur- 
pose of thisamendment. From St. Paul by St. 
Anthony there is a railroad now running and in 
operation as far as Anoka, and this is upon the 
route or nearly upon the route which has been 
marked as the proposed route of this railroad. It 
deflects a little further to the west. By going by 
the way of Anoka it would pass through the val- 
Jey of Rum river, and would be some few miles 
further distant, perhaps six miles further distant, 
from the route in Wisconsin to which lands have 
already been granted, and would not bring the || 
roads so directly in competition with each other. 

I know it was said the other day by an honor- 
able gentleman to me, that he would be willing to 
grant this aid to this rival route if our road were 
constructed, Sir, L should have no objection to | 
its being granted if our road were constructed. 
it is because the road is not constructed, but is | 
struggling for the means to finish itself, and is at 
that very point or crisis in its history when the 


desirous that this amendment should be made. 
I hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. WILKINSON. To the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin I should have per- 
sonally, so far as I am concerned, no very par- 
ticular objection; but our State, our people, the 
State Legislature have decided otherwise, and if 
the Senate shall say that the Government ought 
to aid in building this road, I think our people 
should have something to say in regard to the de- 
tails of it. I donot know why the Senator from 
Wisconsin, who wants to defeat the whole bill_—— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. No. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The Senator says he does 
not want to defeat the bili. Then I misunder- 
stood the tenor of his argument the other day; 
but I submit that the people of Minnesota, if this 
grant is passed, shall regulate the details of the 
bill, so far at least as relates to the points of de- 
parture and the termini of the road. We ask that 
the grant shall be given from St. Paul tp Supe- 
rior; and the amendmentof the Senator proposes 
to cutoff about thirty miles and start from Anoka, 
a point thirty miles north of the city of St. Paul. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. As I stated the other day, 
by an act of Congress we have authorized the 
Legislature of Minnesota to accepta grant of lands 
at any point between St. Paul and Crow Wing, 
at the instance of the Senators from Minnesota, 
and that grant has been accepted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Minnesota, so that there is 
already a grant starting from a point between St. 
Anthony and Crow Wing of lands to the State of 
Minnesota to build a road to Superior. Now this 
amendment of mine will only compel them to go 
over the road which is already built from St. Paul 
to Anoka, and that would leave the road not so 
directly in competition with the road on the other 
side of the St. Croix river. 

Mr. WILKINSON. [explained to the hon- 
orable Senator the other day that in regard to that 
resolution, which was passed a year ago, allow- 
ing the St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company 
to divert their grant and run their road to Supe- 
rior, the company have not accepted that change, 
and it stands now precisely as it did before. In 
consequence of the action of the company there 
is no grant of land from St. Paul to Superior. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 propose now to move 
a substitute for the amendment of the committee, 
which I suppose is proper to be done before the 
amendment is adopted; or otherwise it will be too 


late. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is nowin order 
to strikeout the whole of the amendment of the 


‘committee and insertany new matter. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. The amendment which I 


now offer I ask the attention of Senators to, be- f 


cause it is a very important amendment, and one 

in which Iowa and Wisconsin and Minnesota are į 
all equally interested. 1 move to strike out all of 

the amendment of the committee after the word 

“that” and to insert: 


The branch railroad and telegraph line provided forin 
the act approved July 1, 1862, entitled “An act to aid in 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph tine from the 
Missouri river to the Pacifie ocean, and to secure to the 
Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
otber purposes,” which commences at Sioux City, shall be, 
and is hereby, extended, upon the same terms and condi- 
tions as are provided in that act, to Superior city, by the 
way of Mankato, St. Paul, and Hudson; and the several 
companies authorized or that may be authorized by the 
several States of Iowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin to con- 
struct portions of said railroad along said route, shail be en- 
titled to receive the same aid, assistance, easements, grants 
of Jand, and all other privileges and franchises upon such 
extended line as the said branch running westwardly from | 
Sioux City may be entitled to receive under the saidact and 
allamendinents thereto: Provided, That no money or bonds 
of the United States shall be hereby granted toaid in the con- 
struction of said line: And provided further, That all Jands 
granted heretofore by any act of Congress to either of said | 
States to aid in the construction of a railroad upon said 
route or any part thereof shall be deducted from theamount | 
of land hereby granted along said route, so that the whole 
amount granted shall not exceed ten sections per mile: 
Provided, That portion of said railroad and telegraph line | 
shall be completed by the St. Croix and Lake. Superior | 
Railroad Company from Superior to Hudson within three 


proposes. It proposes to extend from Sioux City, 
the point where the northern branch of the Pacific 
railroad begins, the route through northwestern 
Iowa, through Minnesota by Mankato, whichis 
at the big bend of the river Minnesota, and by 
St. Paul, and through Wisconsin by Hudson to 
Lake Superior, making a distance of about one 
hundred miles in thé State of Iowa, about two 
hundred, or two hundred and fifty perhaps, in the 
State of Minnesota, and one hundred and: thirty 
or one hundred and forty in the State of Wiscon- 
sin. ‘The amendment provides that-lands. which 
have been granted already: on this route either to 
the State of Wisconsin or Minnesota or lowa are 
to be deducted from the lands granted under the 

terms of thig amendment. oe ane ee 

I do not know but that Senators think it istun+ 
becoming in the State of Wisconsin through her 
representation here to insist that she has some 
rights which she bas acquired under a grant by - 
act of Congress, in the construction of a line be~ 
tween the St. Croix river and Lake Superior. 
The State of Wisconsin has had. granted to her 
lands upon two routes and two only: one called 
the northeastern route, commencing at Fon-du- 
Lac and running to the north live of the State. In 
all that portion of the State which was capable of 
settlement, the Jand had already been setiled and 
taken up before the grant was made. ‘There were 
none of the good lands in northeastern Wisconsin 
that could be taken under the grant; and the grant 
which we have on thé northeastern line is through 
the heavily timbered pine country of Wisconsin, 
and comparatively very sparsely inhabited, and 
where it is very difficult for a railroad to be con- 
structed. Our northwestern grant commences at 
Columbus, going northwest to Hudson, and then 
to Superior. Overone half that route, before the 
grant was made, the country was already so much’ 
taken up and inhabited that few, if any, lands 
were realized under the grant; so that from a point 
at about Tomah on the La Crosse railroad, about 
seventy-five miles east of the Mississippi river, 
is the only place where they begin to realize any- 
thing from the grant made by Congress, and over 
this grant from Superior to Hudson, about one 
hundred and thirty or one hundred and forty 
miles. . é 

The State of Wisconsin has not received one 
third as much aid to her railroad system as has 
already been given to the State of Minnesota; and 
of this little amount which has been given, the 
bill now pending takes from us in substance the 
aid which the grant of the landg would give for 
the road from Hudson to Superiog, because on, the 
other side of the river you now propose to grant 
more land to arival road, which may prevent this 
road from being built at all. 

I say that it is unjust, in my opinion, thus to 
treat the State of Wisconsin; but by the propo- 
sition which I have offered I reconcile the inter- 
ests of all these States, Wisconsin, Minnesota, 
and Iowa, and at the same time extend to them 
the privilege of reaching the northern branch of 
the Pacific railroad for the benefit of all those 
States and the entire Northwest. Itseems to me 
that a person who looks upon the map will see at 
once the propriety of this proposition. I have 
stated and repeated over and over again that the 
bill itself isa proposition of St. Paulasa locality; 
it is not a proposition that particularly affects the 
interests of the State of Minnesota at large; it is 
a local interest and a local contest whether the 
road shall go from St. Paul direct on the westside 
of the St. Croix river, or whether it shall cross the 
river atSt. Paul, and join the road at Hudson, and 
thence go to Superior; and when the road from 
Hudson is just as nearas itis the other way, why, 
I ask, is itnot just thatthe route should be located 
upon that line? F am willing to join with our 
friends in Minnesota, and it seems to me that I 
have proposed the true solution of this railroad 
matter, It secures St. Paul, it secures the inter- 
ests of Minnesota, it secures the interests of Wis- 
consin, . . 

Mr. President, I will not undertake to state in 


| 
| 


years after the passage of this act, and the residue within | 
five years thereatter. | 

If I can have the attention of the Senate for a | 
few moments I will explain this amendment and 
its effect. I bave before me a map that has been j! 
prepared at the office of the Commissioner of the ii rsom 
General Land Office, by looking upon which, ata i] thing substantially the same as that contained in 
single glance, it can be seen what the amendment |! the bill passed by this body, giving twenty scc- 


action of Congress may determine the question 
whether it shall be built or not, that I appeal to 
Congress not to put agrantof lands on a route just 
the other side of the river. I believe, too, thatit 
would be as much for the interests of the State of 
Minnesota; and honorable gentlemen from Min- į 
nesota in the other House, speaking to me on this | 
subject, and othergentiemen from Minnesota, are il 


precise language the number’ of acres that have 
been granted to the State of Minnesota; bat when 
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tions: to the mile-to secure its building through the 
northern portion of the State-comparatively un- 
inhabited as-yet I believe, and you add together 
the differant grants that have been made to. the 
State of Minnesota, they will amount to eight or 
ten million acres.: It does not seem to. me that 
Congress, in its generosity, toward: the State of 
Minnesota, ought to make agrant which is-to be 
a rival of the grant which was made to the State 
of Wisconsin, the roads startling only fifteen miles 


dpartatone end,and terminating at the same point 
atthe other, the only effect.of which is to embar- 
zass our toad incits construction, Our. Legisla- 

tare-haveauthorized the several counties. upon the 
line.of the :xoad to pledge their credit, the county 
in: which Superior is embraced.to the amount of 
$100,000, and each of the other counties to the 
amount of $50,000, and they are struggling to 
build the road; and it seems as if it would be in- 

. Justice for Congress to pass the bill in the, shape 
in-whieh it comes here, to put a rival. road on the 
other side of the river. 

‘More. than all that, instead of granting the lands 
to. the State of Minnesota, by this bill you grant 
them to a corporation; whereas the grants have 
always been made heretofore to the States, to be 
disposed of by the States. 

I believe that if the Senate would take this mat- 
ter into consideration and examine the question, 
they would be satisfied that the. best mode in 
which to setile the question is that presented by 
the amendment that 1 have mow proposed. What 
was the argument ofthe honorable gentleman from 
St.Paul [Mr, Ramsey] the other day? He wants 
an outlet for Minnesota at Lake Superior. This 
gives that outlet, it gives just as near an outlet; and 
while itgives him an oudet, it gives the people of 
north western Wisconsin an outlet also. Is he un- 
willing that our people should ride in the same 
cars, that our freight should be carried on the same 
platform? ‘Phat is the question, it seems to me. 

Mr GRIMES, Allow me to ask whether this 
bill. does not interfere with the road from Hudson 
to Bayfiohl? 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. No, sir. 

Mr. GRIMES. Will not that road be con- 
tiguous, even if this grant be made, and will it 
not accommodate all that portion of the State of 
Wisconsin of which the Senator speaks? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, From Hudson to Bay- 
field ia. twenty-five miles farther than itis from 
Hudson to Superior, and it will cost $1,000,000 
probably to build that twenty-five miles and for 
additional equipment for it. 

Mr. GRIMES. Bat by that you save at least 
one hundred nffles of lake transportation, 

Mr. DOOLITELE, TL think not, 

Mr. WILKINSON, About seventy milos. 

Mr, DOOLILTLE, What is seventy miles of 4 
lake transportation? You can ship just as cheap 
from Chicago as from Mackinaw, When you 
once get on the great waters one hundred miles 
is nothing, 

Mr, GRIMES.” The question I wanted to get 
at was whether all that portion of the people of 
Wisconsin would vot be accommodated if the 
State of Wisconsin kept its grant and completed 
its road between Hudson and Bayfield. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Jt seems to me that my 
honorable friend must sce the great difference be~ | 
tween railroads connecting two great navigable 
waters, Whether one shall be twenty-five, miles 
further than the other. Twenty-five miles more 
of distance on a railroad is an immense thing, but 
on the water it is nothing. ‘Dhatis the difference. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Winxinson] 
the other day raised a point that (should perhaps 
notice; and that was as to the diffeulty of cross- 
ing the St. Croix river, T have before me a map 
of Lake St, Croix and the soundings of that lake. 
Ido not wish to take up the time of the Senate by 
going into a long statement about it; but I will 
state in brief that at Hudson, which is upon the 
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Mr, WILKINSON. . Can the Senator tell me 
the height of the bluffs opposite Hudson on the 
Minnesota side? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I cannot state the height 
of those bluffs.on the west side of the river; but 
there is no difficulty in approaching the east side, 
and. on’ the west side there are ravines through 
those bluffs where the engineer of this road, who 
is a gentleman by the name of Campbell, residing 
in the place where I reside in Wisconsin, Racine, 
states, as I am informed, that a crossing can be 
made. : Fie has made the soundings across the 
lake, and examined the country, and he says a 
crossing of the river can be made at a grade not 
exceeding forty feet to the mile to goto St. Paul. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I should like to ask the 
Senator whether any survey has been made oppo- 
site Hudson of a railroad track to St. Paul. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Inanswer tothe question 
of the Senator, I cannot state that a survey has 
been made; but lam informed that Mr. Campbell, 
whois éngineer of this road, and, by the way, one 
of the best engineers in the United States, has 
sounded across the lake with a view to the prac- 
ticability of a bridge, and of going on this route 
to St. Paul, the purpose, I understand, being. to 
make St. Paul the real terminus of the road, for it 
is a much larger town than LLudson, while at the 
same time it would accommodate both Hudson 
and St. Paul, both Wisconsin and Minnesota. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Ihave no doubt that a 
bridge might be made across the lake; but my 
colleague nnd myself have-traveled that route a 
hundred times, and we know that it is a very 
difficult thing to gèta railroad from IIudson across 
the river and up the bluffs on the opposite side. 
l care not what the Wisconsin engineers may 
have said in regard to it; L know that it is a very 
rough country, and that the bluffs are nearly two 
hundred and fifty fect high and very abrupt on 
the west side of the river opposite FLudson, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. When this bill was be- 
fore the Senate the other day I had occasion to 
submit a few remarks, and I am reported to have 
suid, ‘* As I said before, } do not have faith in the 
construction of the road through Wisconsin from 

Hudson to Superior, Ido not think any well- 
informed company will construct a road from 
Eludson to Bayfield.” Unquestionably the error 
was on my part. The debates are so accurately 
and correctly reported that J cannot believe the 
mistake was made by the reporter. ft should 
have been, “t do not think any well-informed 
company will construct a road from Hudson to 
Superior. And then T went on to give the rea- 
sons very briefly why a road might be constructed 
to Bayfield with much furer prospects of success 
than to Superior. Ido not design now to discuss 
that again. $ propose this amendment to the 
| amendment proposed by the Senator from Wis- 
consin 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not in order, 
This is an amendment to an amendment which is 
now pending. 

Mr, HENDRICKS., - E will state, then, what 
the amendment would have been if it had been in 
order, 

That the grant made to the State of Wisconsin by the 
acy of June, 1856, to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from the Croix river to Bayfield, be enjarged so as to 
extend the limits of that grant on each side of th d road 
to the extent of the limits of the grant made by this act. 

The Senator from Wisconsin in his argument 
the other day said that it was unjust to Wiscon- 
sin that a grant should be made to a competing 
route in Minnesota within larger limits than the 
grant to Wisconsin, There was some force in that. 
he grantto Wisconsin is of alternate sections 
for six miles on. gach side of the road, while the 
grant how propaged to be made to Minnesota is 


often miles extent on each side of this road. 
am perfectly willing that the State of Wisconsin 


l shall have the same amount of Jand to construct 


her road as may be given to the State of Minne- 


iside of the Lake St. Croix, the Willow river 
comes into the lake at that point, and the wash of 
that river has formed flats in the St. Croix lake, | 
which is bota widening of the Miss sippi itself, 
and in low water they are even bare and the cattle i 
go upon them, and the real channel of the river is | 
not more than about two hundred feet in width, 
so that thereis no difficulty whatever in making a 
bridge from Hudson across the St. Croix river at 
this point, and in that way making a connection | 
with St, Paul. | 


sola, for the obvious reason that each route will 
run through a country very similar, neither of 
which is a very desirable country. Tam willing 
to give in this bill more land to the State of Min- 
nesota than bas usually been granted to States to 


aid in the construction of railroads, for the reason 


that as you go from St. Paul up toward Lake 
Superior you come, after a considerable distance, 
into rather a barren country, somewhat sandy, 
mainly covered by pine timber; some portion of 


l it tamarack swamp; not a desirable country, and 


1 i 


the Stateof Minnesota cannot realize very largely 
from that portion of the grant, and I am willing 
to give to the State enough land to make up for 
the bad quality of that which is granted. AndI 
am also willing to extend the grant to the State 
of Wisconsin to the same limits, so that that State 
shall have upon each side of her road ten miles, 
and an equivalent for that which has .been dis- 
posed of, outside of these limits; but I. do. not 
think it is fair to incumber a bill for the benefit of 
Minnesota with a proposition such as is now made 
by the Senator from Wisconsin... If Wisconsin 
has equities let us protect those equities and her 
rights; but certainly the Senator from Wisconsin 
ought not to ask the Senate to burden what isa 
fair and right measure for the State of Minnesota 
with a proposition having no relation to that work, 

T believe that the State of Minnesota ought to 
have this grant for the reason that she is a great 
State, an agricultural State. Her production will 
be mainly wheat, and we ought to give her an out- 
let to amarket. She cannot find that market in the 
southern States at this time, and, as I said before; 
will probably not for a number of years. She is 
now justin the process of development; we ought 
to encourage that development, And the United 
States luse nothing by granting these lands, for 
we provide that the reserved sections shall be dou- 
bled in price; and if this road is built settlements 
will be encouraged in a portion of the State that 
would perhaps remain unsettled without the road 
fora great many years. We encourage settle- 
ments upon lands which will secure to the Gov- 
ernment $2 50 per acre, so that the Government 
has no interest against this grant; she has an 
equivalent for the granted lands in the increased 
price of the reserved sections. Minnesota asks 
this grant. I say let her have it, and if possible 
let this road be constructed from St, Paul to Lake. 
| Superior; and I do not think it is right in any le- 
gislation to burden what isa fair measure, and 
what meets the approbation of the body, by tack- 
ing to it that which has no ratural or proper con~ 
nection with it. If the measure of the Senator 
from Wisconsin be right let him bring itup asan 
independent measure, and not tack it on toa meas- 
ure for Minnesota, and perhaps endanger the pas- 
sage ofa bill that the Senate would otherwise ap- 
prove, 

As I said before, if the Senator from Wisconsin 
wishes to enlarge the grant to the State of Wis- 
consin to the limits which we give to the State of 
Minnesota in this bill, let us do it; Lam willing 
todo it. That is all he can ask. He then can- 
not complain if Minnesota throws more energy 
j and more means into this enterprise, and secures 
| the construction of her road at an earlier day than 

the State of Wisconsin can complete hers with 
i the same extentof grant. Itis the benefit which 
Minnesota ought to enjoy. 

Again, sir, l repeat that I think the true interest. 
i of Wisconsin is to construct her road to another 
oint, hot the point indicated by the Senator from 

Wisconsin in his amendment. The other day I 
said thatihe harborat Bay ficld was much more de- 
sirable than the harborat Superior. I think there 
is ho question about that. have seen the harbor 
at Bayfield, and a more beautiful spot Ihave never 
seen, a more elegant harbor cannot be conceived 
of. Itis formed by a group of islands called the 
Apostles, and makes as beautiful a sight as we can 
conceive of, and a harbor in which the vessels of 
the whole world might rest in safety, with sufi- 
cient depth so that vessels can enter at any time 
in the niost violent storms that are experienced 
p outhutshore, Laid also that the harbor at Bay- 
[field remained open for several weeks later in the 
all and became open in the spring several weeks 
earlier than the harborat Superior. My remarks 
attracted the attention, | suppose, of a gentleman, 
l an acquaintance of mine in this city, and this 
| morning he handed me an extract from a letter 
written on the 25th day of June, 1861, by the 
Rev. W. B. McKee, to a gentleman in Géorge- 
town. ‘Phe writer says: 


| 
! 


“There js one thing which becomes more evident every 
> viz: that this place [Bayfield] wit be tne head of Jake 
ion. “he bead of the la ər forty mil rom Su- 
perior city and irom shore to shore, has been blockaded 
Gnore firmly than sonthern ports) by iccbergs, Last Pri- 
| day night the Pjan 


One of the most beautiful steamers on the lake— 
eft here and attempted to get into Superior, but could 
j Notreach the place within five miles. She, of coursé, came 
| pack, That was the 2ist instant, June.) Chey have got 


“ey 


| 
i 
| 
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out twice with their little tug, by watching chances, when 
the west wind would open the ice a little, and by winding 
among bergs. This obstruetion is incident to a greater or 
less extent of time every spring. Itis eansed by northeast 


winds, which prevail atthis season from six to eight weeks.” | 


I would not vote for the Senator’s proposition 
to grant lands in large quantities and an appropri- 
ation of money by the Government; I see that is 
provided for; Í did notunderstand the amendment 
before, but I see that is included in parentheses. 
I would not support a measure granting lands in 
very large quantities for a road to go to Superior 
or any other port on the lake, because I think the 
grant would be lost because of what I believe to 
be the defective character of that harbor; but I do 
not choose to discuss that. If the Senator wishes, 
I repeat, to extend the grant to Wisconsin, lam 
willing to do it,and then he cannot say that Min- 
nesota has had an unfair advantage. Give Wis- 
consin for the construction of her road as much 
land as we give to Minnesota to construct hers; 
let these two States of the West compete with 
each other for the speedy construction of their 
enterprises. 

Mr. POWELL. The amendment strikes me 
very favorably. The Senator from Indiana founds 
his objections to it partially on the fact that it 
brings the road right to the head of the lake at Su- 
perior. I have had some experience about those 
harbors there; I have been all around that lake, 
and I am satisfied that the Senator from Indiana is 
utterly mistaken when he says the harbor atSupe- 
rior city is defective. I have no doubt that it is 
the best harbor on the American continent. Ido 
not believe such a one can be found on any of the 
lakes in the United States. 

He spoke about the ice. It strikes me that if 
that Senator had prosecuted his inquiries a little 
further he would have found that perhaps the 
greatest obstruction to navigation in Lake Supe- 
rior occurs about the Sault Ste. Marie. The har- 
bor of Superior, in my judgment, is the best har- 
bor on the entire lakes. The only possible diffi- 
culty that exists abouwthat harbor is a little bar 
‘near the entrance, which causes vessels to go 
around in order to getup to the city; butthatcan 
be dredged out at an expense of two or three 
thousand dollars; and when the wind sets ina 
certain direction, the entrance to the harbor being 
narrow, it is sometimes difficult of entrance; but 
when in it, there is no such harbor in America. 
It is sufficient to float all the navies that may be 
on all the lakes. I think the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Witxinson] will concur with me in 
what I say about it. The whole difficulty is that 
sometimes the wind sets in a certain direction. I 
do not understand the assault the Senator from 
Indiana has made so fiercely here on the harbor 
of Superior. J was at Bayfield when the Senator 
was there, and I saw plumb-lines put down in the 
harbor, The water is good, I know. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The Senator will allow 
me to say, that I do not question that the resting- 
place for vessels at Superior is good enough when 
they get in, but the difficulty is in the entrance to 


the harbor, as L understand, and the continuance | 


of the ice in the spring. 

Mr. POWELL. Ihave entered it on steamers 
when the wind was very high. It is true that 
sometimes the winds set there in such a way as 
‘to cause the entrance to the harbor to be dificult; 


but when you enter it, I have seen no such har- | 


bor, and there is none such on the whole lakes. 
‘There is another thing: if the railroad runs to 
` the head of the lake, Suporior city is the point to 


which it should go, for there you reach the lake |! 


Ii 


at a distance of ninety miles from Bayficid. 
think the distance from Superior to Bayfield is 
ninety miles, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. About ninety. 

Mr. POWELL. I know when I wasin that 
country in 1856 they said it was ninety miles from 
Superior to Bayfield, I only rose to vindicate the 
harbor of Superior from the assault of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana, {know they are interested at 
Bayfield in assaulting the harbor of Superior; but 
i think the railroad ought to go to the head of 
lake navigation, and that is where, if let alone, it 

GRIMES. 


will go. 
Can 
amended? 


Mr. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itcannot. This is 
ap amendment to an amendment. 

Thoamendment tothe amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to offer additional 


e 


this amendment be 


‘amendments. It seems to be the sense of the 
|, Senate that the bill is to pass, but my friend from 
Indiana says there is still some hope that justice 
may be done to Wisconsin. I will offer another 
amendment which will give us in substance the 
additional sections per mile over our land grants 
where the roads are not constructed, ahd also 
through the wilderness of our State from Fox 
river to Bayfield, so as to give us about one third 
as much as Minnesota has had. 1 offer the fol- 
lowing additional sections: f 

And be it further enacted, That there. be, and is hereby, 
granted to the State of Wisconsin, or to the companies 
authorized or that may be authorized by said State to con- 
struct the same, four additional sections per mile in addi- 
tion to the amount of lands already granted to said State of 
| Wisconsin to aid in the construction of railroads in said 
ate, upon all portions of said routes upon which said 
railroads have not been coustructed for which lands have 
heretofore been granted by the United States, upon the 
same terms and conditions, and that the time for the com- 
pletion of said roads be extended for the term of five years 
from the passage of this act. i 

And be it further enacted, That there be, and is hereby, 
granted to the State of Wisconsin, or to any company 
authorized or that may be authorized to construct the same. 
a grant of ten sections per mile to aid in the construction 
ofa railroad from Berlin on the Fox river, by the most 
passable railroad route northwesterly through the central 
aud heavily timbered portions of Wisconsin to Bayfield, 
and thence to Superior, to be selected and granted upon 
the same terms and subject to the same conditions as lands 
are granted to aid in the construction of said railroad in the 
State of Minnesota. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I certainly hope this 
amendment will not be adopted. I appeal to the 
honorable Senator from Wisconsin not to load 
down this bill of ours until it shall be unable to 
stand. Iam prepared to vote for any reasonable 
measure for Wisconsin at any time and at all 
times; but Ido not wish to have this bill loaded 
down to such an extent that it will be almost folly 
to attempt to carry it through the House of Rep- 
resentatives, Without any opposition to any 
measure that the honorable Senator may intro- 
duce for the benefit of the Wisconsin roads, with- 
out wishing to assail any of those propositions, I 
hope this amendment will not be pressed, but will 
be permitted to stand as a separate measure, 
singly by itself on its own merits, and when the 
| proper ume shall come I shall be ready to go for it. 

Theamendmentto the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the Senate are unwill- 
ing to adopt the amendment in that shape, I shall 
have to make it apply to the road from Hudson 
to Superior, and propose to grant four additional 
sections per mile for that. - 

Mr. HOWE. If my colleague will allow me, 
I willread an amendment which I have drawn, 
and which Ll think the Senators from Minnesota 
and the Senate will agree to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Very well, 

Mr. HOWE. I offer this amendment as an 
additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That there he, and hereby is, 
granted to the State of Wisconsin, for the purpose of fur- 
| ther aiding in the construction of a railroad trom Madison 
or Columbus by the way of Portage City to the St. Croix 
river orlake between townships twenty-five and thirty 
one,and trom thence to the westend of Lake Superior and 


by the act entitied “An act granting public lauds to the 
State of Wisconsin to aid in the construction of railroads 
iu said State,” approved June 3, 1856,so as to make the 
grant to said railroads equal to t unt herein provided | 
tor to the Lake Superior aud M ppi Railroad Com- | 
pany, said additional quantity to be selected within the 
{ same li sand in the same manger 
| 


for seleeting the lands 
i mentioned. 
| Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senate will not 
!ineumber our bill with this amendment. Ifa 
| road between the Mississippi river and the lake 
| were not of great necessity we should not have 
i urged lt so pertinaciously, and our Legislatu 
o would not have asked for it. f hope we shall 
: pass the vill before the Senate, and in such a shape 
: thal the other Fouse may concur in our action, 
and for that reason I hope the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin will withdraw this amendment 
and introduce the proposition in some other shape, 
i and then shall be happy to support it. 


ad company above 


In 1856 Congress made a grant to the State of 
Wisconsin for building a railroad over the route 
mentioned in my amendment. They madeagrant 
of alternate sections of land within six miles of 
the line of the road. ‘They gave us ten years to 
build the readin, and eight years of that time have 
expired. ‘Phe road is now in progress. New, | 
Minnesota comes in and asks fora grant of alter- | 


to Bayfield, a quantity of land in addition to that granted ji 


sis herein provided |: 


Mr. HOWE. This objection isa litte curious. | 


nate sections to the amount of ten sections par 
mile, whjle the act of 1856 granted us six-se 5 
a mile to builda road right alongside of that which. 
you authorized and instruéted the State of Wis- 


we should not build itin the 
tofd that a com 


put the State of Wisconsin in as favorablea con- 
dition to complete that road “as you put this rail- 
road company ip for building the rival road. Is 
it a greater necessity to have St. Paul connected 
with Lake Superior, than to have thé State ‘of 
Wisconsin connected with Lake Superior? You 
instructed us to build that road, as I say, eight 
years ago. If you can afford to give ten sections 
a mile to this road, when they have not invested 
a dollar init, and when money is invested in ours, 
can you not afford to make the grant as liberal to - 
our road? ‘ wre 

The Senators say they have no objection. to.the 
proposition, but they do not. wish toincumber 
their bill with it. If it is right, it is no incum- 
brance. If it is fair, if it would be fair as an in- 
dependent proposition, it is fair ‘here; and I be 
leave to assure my friends from Minnesota that 
their bill will not be hurta particle in my estima- 
tion, and J do not think it will be hurt a particle in 
the estimation of the Senate, if it is made a little 
fairer than it is now, As it stands, I insist, as I 
said before, that itis a proposition actually to take 
away franchises which you granted to the State 
of Wisconsin yearsago. Practically, itisso. It 
will be less so if you will put our enterprise on 
the same footing on which you propose to put 
this. The Senator from Indiana, who is on the 
committee from which this bill comes, proposes 
this amendment himself, and says it is fair; and 
who says it is not? 

Mr, HENDRICKS. I suggest to the Senator 
from Wisconsin to strike out so much of ‘his 
amend mentas relates to that part of the road from 
Madison to the St. Croix river. The amendment 
which I had the honor to suggest to the Senate, 
was to enlarge the grant from the St. Croix river 
to Lake Superior, and that was based upon a 
reason. That reason was that that portion. of the 
grant came in conflict, to some extent, with the 
grant now made to Minnesota, the linés of the 
two roads being somewhat parallel; but from the 
city of Madison to the St. Croix river that reason 
does not apply. There is no reason there why 
the grant should be extended, and I suggest to the 
Senator to amend his amendment so as to apply 
it only to that part of the road from the St. Croix 
river to Lake Superior,and then I can sce no ob- 
i jection to it. e 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator from Indiana isa 
little mistaken as to the facts of the case. The 
| two routesare rival south of St. Pauland of Hud- 
son. ‘There is a railroad already provided for 
and now in process of coustruction, south of St. 
Paul, leading down on the west side of the Mis- 
sissippi. The road from Hudson to Lake Superior 
is only a’part of the line endowed by the grant of 
1856. It is true thatthisamendment will have no 
practical operation over that partof the route be- 
tween Madison and Portage City, because that 
country is all occupied and no public lands can be 
found there, and it might justas well start from 
Portage; but I have employed the language used 
in the amendment, because I copied it from the act 
of 1eoG;and certainty when the road comes from 
Lake Superior to Hudson, it is necessury that it 
should come down to join with the roadsrunning 
i east and west, the nearest of which it finds at 
Portage City, or at some point on the Milwaukee - 


| 


i 
i 
i 
H 
i 


; and Minnesota railroad between Portage City and 


the Mississippi river. That was what Congress 
wanted to have done; notaroad merely from Hud- 
son to Lake Supefior, but a road from the Mil- 
»wankee and Minnesota road to Lake Superior. 

My amendment provides an equal quantity of 
Jand, ten sections per mile, over the whole route. 
Hf there is no objection to granting the additional 
quantity to that part of the road lying north of 
| lludsop, E cannot sce what objection there is to 
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granting that additional quantity to the portion 
south of Hudson. ` 
Mr. HENDRICKS. With the permission of 
the Senator J will suggest that there is this ob- 
jection: below Hudson you do not.come in com- 
petition with. a ten-mile grant. You only com- 

éte with this large grantaboveSt. Paul an above: 
Hudson; but south of Hudson you donot have 
to compete. with anything but the six-mile grant, 

Mr. HOWE. . The Senator is right; we do not 

‘come in competition, when we get south of the 
parallel. of Hudson and St. Paul, with a ten-mile 
grant, but we come in competition with a railroad. 
hat is the reason for- granting ten sections per 
mile tothe road from St. Paul?’ It is not that it 
‘comes in competition with a ten-mile grant, but 
because you think it reasonable in these times, 
and in this condition of the puBlic domain, and 
An consideration of the country through which it 
is to run, to enlarge the quantity, There is the 
same reason on the otherside. Itinjures nobody; 
it does not injure Minnesota; it does not injure 
this railroad grant that you nowcontemplate. If 
it injures anybody it injures the Government of 
the United States} and ihe Government is not in- 
jured, because it wants the road built, and is giv- 
ing no more to build it than it now adopts the 
policy of giving to all roads. 

[really wish the Senate would accept this prop- 
osition, or that they would tell me what there is 
unjustabout it. Senators say they will go for it 
as an: independent proposition. It is an inde- 
pendent'proposition, 1 offer it to you as an ad- 
ditional section to the bill. They say they do not 
want it to incumber their bill.. How does it in- 
cumber their bill? I can understand an incum- 
brance when you point it owt to me; but naming 
a measure or a proposition an incumbrance does 
not male it apparent to me, does not make me see 
it in that light. : 

Mr: HOWARD. I beg to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, who makes such a strenuous 
opposition to this measure—— = 
: Mr, HOWE. Allow me. What opposition 
‘am I making to this measure? I did oppose it the 
other day, because { thought it unjust; but now I 
am not opposing it; fam asking you to make it 
more Just. 

Mr. HOWARD. I beg to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, who makes such strenuous 
opposition to this measure, how much has been 
done upon the railroad route from Hudson to 
Lake Superior, running through Wisconsin? If 
{ understand it rightly the land was granted to 
that corporation some cight years ago, and they 
had ten years in which to build the road, which 
is a pretty liberal allowance of time as it scemsto 
‘me. ‘Now, the Senator asks for an additional 
appropriation of lands to aid that corporation, if 
T understand it, in completing this Hudson and 
Lake Superior branch, ` Before I can vote forany 
such measure I must be pretty well satisfied that 
the corporagjon for whose benefit the lands have 
thus been granted have given some evidence to 
the public at least of their intention to complete 
this work, a very important work certainly; but 
if this work is to be treated as a mere speculation 
in the hands of capitalists it will be a sufficient 
reason why L should not vote to grant any further 
lands to it. Lam told that itis little better than 
a mere speculation; that it isa sort of moonshine 
road, and that the stockholdersintend to employ 
their means, if they contribute any, in mere kit- 
ing the stock, and making moncy out of it, and 
not in building the road. I may be misinformed 
about this matter; but I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Wisconsin how much work has act- 
ually been done upon the road from Hudson to 
Lake Superior, so that I may judge as to the sin- 
cerity of the persons who have the enterprise in. 
charge. I am told that very little has bcen done. 

Mr. HOWE, It gives me infinite satisfaction 
to afford the Senator from Michigan all the light 
I can upon that point. I stood here, the Senate 
will remember, the other day, and implored the 
Senate to send this bill back to the Committee on 
Public Lands for the purpose of getting authen- 
tically the very information for which the Sena- 
tor now asks. I told him then, and [told the 
Senate, that I was not prepared to state definitely 
and authoritatively how much had been done. I 
said then and | repeat now that I have been told 
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miles, and that the iron has-been purchased for 
twenty miles of it. I have been told this; I be- 
lieve it; I do not assert it for a fact. 

Mr. HOWARD. How much of the track has 
been laid? How much of the track has been 
ironed? 

Mr. HOWE. Notany. . 

Mr. HOWARD. Not a foot, so far as I un- 
derstand. All the rest of the statement of the Sen- 
ator is mere hearsay. f 

Mr. HOWE. Yes. : 

Mr.HOWARD. If I understand, he does not 
even give us the authority on which he bases his 
assertion. He does not tell us whether his in- 
formants are members of the company, or other 
persons connected with the enterprise, on whose 
statements we ought properly to rely. lt seems 
to me that’is very feeble evidence. 

Mr. HOWE. It may be feebleevidence; I do 
not dispute that; and I wish to God the Senate 
would take the means to get better evidence. 
have asked them to do it; I have urged them to 
do it; and I do not think it is exactly the right 
treatment to abuse me because I have not better 
evidence when you refuse to take the means that 
will get you the best evidence in the world. 

Mr. HOWARD. I beg the Senator’s pardon; 
Ihave not abused him. Thatis entirely gratui- 
tous, let me say to the Senator. 

Mr. HOWE. ‘Then, to criticise me so sharply. 

Mr. HOWARD. [do not criticise the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. HOWE, The Senator wants light. 

Mr. HOWARD. That is what I want. 

Mr. HOWE. And I want the Committee on 
Public Lands to give it to him. f would. give it 
to him myself if I had it; but inasmuch as he will 
not take it from the Committee on Public Lands, 
and { can give him bat very feeble light, 1 can 
only implore the Author of all light to shed it 
upon him. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan 
assumes that this enterprise from Hudson to Lake 
Superior is an irresponsible one, and his evidence 
is that it was entered on in 1856 and hag not yet 
been completed. When was your company char- 
tered? How long have you had yours on foot? 
1 put it to the Senator from Michigan, or the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, when was your St. Paul 
and Superior railroad charter granted? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Wenever had any land grant. 

Mr. HOWE. But you hada charter, and you 
entered upon theenterprise a great deal longer ago 
than this was. ow much have you donc? How 
mach iron have you laid down? How much have 
you bought? How much have you graded? Have 
you got out a tie? 

Mr. RAMSEY. [ willsay to the Senator that 
if Congress gives us this grant we shall enter on 
the work immediately. We have an appropria- 
tion of $250,000 from the city of St. Paul, and we 
have the swamp lands of the State, and we are 

repared to go to work at once. 

Mr. HOWE. I hope they will, but then Ido 
not want to be taunted with the bankruptcy of 
our enterprise here by a company so much older 
than ours is and which has done so much less. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Your company is older 
than ours,and you got a land grant besides. 

Mr. RAMSEY. We are only struggling for 
existence now. 

Mr. CLARK, (to Mr. Howe.) You had bet- 
ter have acommission of insolvency to decide the 

uestion. 

Mr. HOWE. Iam perfectly willing to have 
a commission of insolvency issued here. I would 
rather have the investigation conducted in the 
committee room than in the Senate, but I must 
take it wherever it is forced upon me. No, Mr. 
President, the truth about it is, I have no doubt, 
that the St. Paul and Lake Superior Company 
have done all they could in the execution of the 
enterprise they entered upon. Luhink it fair to 
assume that the assignees of the State-of W is- 
consin have done the same, and I do not think it is 
right for the Senate of the United States to impose 

“a forfeiture upon that State or its grantees of the 
franchise, under the act of 1856, simply becaise 
a part of the time that you allowed us to do this 
work in has expired, and the work has not been 
done. [donot think thatis right. [hope it will 
not be insisted upon. I say to Senators frankly 


and F believe twenty miles of the road have been | 
faid, and that the ties have been got out fur forty | 


Ido not want at this time that this rival grant 
| should be made; but then it is for the Legislature 


to say whether they will make it or not; and the 
Senate indicated by unmistakable symptoms the 
other day that they thought it was a reasonable 
grant to make. I now ask the Senate if it is not 
equally reasonableto grant an additional quantity 
to the State of Wisconsin. ask this not, as the 
Senator from Michigan assumes, for the purpose 
of opposing the grant contained in the bill; Lask 
it for the purpose of making it less obnoxious and 
less injurious to the State of Wisconsin than it 
would be without it. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, the railroad 
laws now in existence do not give a specific quan- 
tity of land to aid in building railroads: they give 
alternate sections of the Government land within 
certain limits. The grant made toaid in building 
the road through Wisconsin mentioned by the 
Senator who bas just taken his seat proposes: tò 
grant to that State alternate sections within the 
limits of six miles on each side of the line ofthe 
road, and if the quantity thus indicated shall not 
be found within those limits, that she may select 
an equivalent within the limits of fifteen miles on 
each side of the line of the road. The bill now 
pending proposes to grantalternate sections of the 
Governmentland for ten miles on each side of the 
line of the road, and if any portion of those sec- 
tions shall have been disposed of by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to give a range of twenty 


miles on each side within the State of Minnesota - 


within which to select the deficiency. 

There has not, therefore, been granted to Wis- 
consin six sections per mile specifically to aid in 
building that road; nor does this bill propose to 
grant ten sections per mile to Minnesota for this 
road. lt was the opinion of, the committee that 
the grant which is proposed-by this bill would 
not more than equal in quantity when it shall 
have been selected the amount of land granted to 
the other railroad companies to which grants have 
been made heretofore. Then the objection to the 
Senator’s amendment is simply this: it may be 
that the grant heretofore made to Wisconsin to 
aid in building the road he indicates is now larger 
than the grant proposed in this bill; that Wiscon- 
sin may really secure under the law as it now 
stands more acres per mile than Minnesota will 
secure per mile on the line of this road. 

If, however, the Senator deems that a larger 
grant is necessary to enable the Wisconsin com- 
pany to complete the road indicated, he should 
introduce a bill for that purpose, and glow it to 
go to a committee for examination. By an eX- 
amination of the plats in connection with the sales 
of the public lands of the United States, now at 
the Land Office, itcan be ascertained with tolerable 
accuracy how much public land does lie within 
the limits of the grant proposed in the bill now 
pending, and also the quantity that may be found 
within the limits of the grant in his State on the 
line of the road which he desires to sce completed 
and when those facts shall be ascertained, if it 
shall be the desire of the Senator to grant an equal 
number of acres to the road in Wisconsin with 
those granted to the road in the State of Minne- 
sota, if that indeed has not previously been done, 
I suppose the Senator will find no difficulty in 
securing the passage of his bill. 

It is probable, I think, that the number of acres 
granted to the State of Wisconsin on the line of 
the road which he desires to see built is now 
larger than the granv proposed in this bill; but 
then I would suggest to him, as a question of 


public policy, that if the grant to Wisconsin shall’ 


be enlarged on the line of this road, I think it 
probable that all the land-grant States will desire 
to have their grarits enlarged also. I feel quite 
sure that the people of Iowa would desire to be 
made equal with Wisconsin, and it is probable 
that Michigan would desire the same, and it may 
be that Illinois would desire an appropriation of 
lands to make her equal in the number of acres 
granted with the other States. So it is really a 
very grave question, | think, in its practical im- 
portance, and does not seem to me to be pertinent 
to this bill. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, Wiscon- 
sin certainly would have no objection to open an 
account with all the States that have received 
grants in aid of the construction of railroads— 
illinois, lowa, Minnescta, or Kansas, or any of 

$ 2 Ans 
the States. We have received about one third as 
much as the other States have. So we do not ob- 
ject to opening the account. But in answer to an 
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inquiry which was made by the Senator from 
Michigan, I desire to state to the Senate that I hold 
in my handa statement made by one of the direct- 
ors of this road, which I believe to be correct, in 
relation to the condition of the road. He says: 

“€ The road was commenced, considerable grading donc, 
aud ties furnished on the first twenty miles from Lake St. 
Croix; but on the breaking out of the war the work was 
suspended, but has been recommenced. The company has 
changed hands and been reorganized the past summer, and 
the work is now progressing. The company are now spend- 
ing about two thousand dollars per week in getting out tim- 
ber for building bridges, culverts, cross-ties, grading, &c. 
They have about twenty miles graded, and the ties for the 
same delivered on the line of the road, and a contract for 
the furnishing of the ties on twenty miles more of the road 
to be completed on or before the Ist of May next. The 
company have purchased five hundred tons of iron, which 
is now waiting the opening of navigation to be shipped in 
the spring, and have contracts made and means provided 
for the finishing of forty miles of the southern end of their 
road the coming season, which will leave ninety-five miles 
to build on the main Jine to Superior, it being one hundred 
and thirty-five miles by actual survey from Hudson to Su- 
perior city. 

“ The directors and officers of the company are: Judge 
Hubbell, of Milwaukee, now member of the Legislature ; 
John Comstock, president of the First National Bank of 
Hudson; John C. Campbell, of Racine, Wisconsin; George 
L. Becker, of St. Paul, Minnesota; L. Wetherby, of Hud- 
son, supreme court judge of Wisconsin ; Harvey S. Clapp, 
of Hudson, deputy United States marshal; Mr. Marsh, of 
New Jerscy, son of Judge Marsh; A. P. Burthond, New 
Jersey; E. Clark, former member of Congress from Hart- 
ford, Connecticut, now of New York; D. A. Baldwin, of 
New York. President, A. P. Burthoud; Treasurer, B. 
Clark, jr.3 Chief Engineer, John O. Campbell. Trustees 
for the bonds: Judge Marsh, of New Jersey, president Mor- 
ris canal; A. O. Zabriskie, an eminent Jawyer of New 
Jersey.” 

These are the gentlemen who constitute the or- 
ganization of this company, and this is the state- 
ment of what has been done. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not desire to detain the Senate; I am 
willing to come to a yote. I should like to have 
the amendment of my colleague adopted, for the 
only effect of it will be to make this additional 
grant on the line of this route and down the line 
to a point called Tomah, on the La Crosse rail- 
road, Beyond thatitcannot go, most of the lands 
having already been taken. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. There is an evident indis- 
position on the partof the Senate for the continu- 
ation of this debate; and it is perfectly natural 
that that which interests the Senators from these 
different States should be of very little conse- 
quence to Senators from other States. The de- 
bate, therefore, assumes rather a personal char- 
acter so far as they themselves are concerned, and 
results in indifference on the partof every one else. 
Thestatement just read bY the Senator from Wis- 
consin, alluding to several persons who have con- 
nection at present with the St. Croix and Lake 
Superior road, perhaps will be an apology for my 
making a remark or two on the subject. 

I have been informed by gentlemen of the high- 
est character and respectability, who have charge 
of the road at present, that they have already ad- 
vanced largely for the purpose of the immediate 
construction of this road, that the construction of 
the St. Croix road has been delayed for some 
years past in consequence of the breaking out of 
the rebellion, ‘They have actually invested Jarge 
means, and secured, with the aid they hoped to 
obtain from Congress, sufficient for the construc- 
tion of the road. There is no kite-flying about 
it, and there is no speculation connected with it 
now. 

I myself would have appealed to the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Hower] to withdraw that 
portion of his amendment which asks for the ap- 
propriation of these alternate sections of land so 
far as respects the lower part of the road embraced 
in his amendment, which would have the effect 
of placing the two roads that are now to assume 
a rival character upon an even footing in that re- 
spect. But the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands states that there is an uncertainty 
with respect to the quantity of acres that may be 
appropriated toward the St. Croix and Lake Su- 
perior road under the amendment now proposed, 


and there seems to be an uncertainty resting in | 


the mind of the Senator from Michigan in relation 
to several important matters connected with this 
rant which he would desire to be informed upon. 
ow, sir, with the view of bringing this matter 


i 


to a close, and with a view of shortening the de- | 


bate, and with a view of ascertaining the facts to 


the entire satisfaction of Senators, I move thattlis | 


bill be recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands for the purpose of ascertaining the amount 


if 


| Company, said additional quantity to be selected within the 


of land that will be granted to this road under the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, and whether his amendment should be re- 
stricted to the St. Croix and Lake Superior road, 
and also whether the road is in the hands of real 
bona fide persons, who are able and willing to ap- 
propriate the money for the purpose of the imme- 
diate construction and completion of the road. I 
hope it will take that course, and I believe it will 
result in relieving the Senate from a continuous 
and more or less unpleasant debate. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hopenot. J hope the Sen- 
ate will not recommit the bill. We have already 
exhausted. almost everything that can be said 
about it. There is certainly nonecessity of send- 
ing it back to the committee. 

he VICE PRESIDENT put the question on 
the motion to recommit the bill, and declared that 
it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Itis too late. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. After the decision 
of the Chair, it is too late. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin proposes an additional 
section. It is therefore an amendment to the bill 
and not to the amendment, I suppose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Perhaps a question of 
order will not be raised on an amendment which 
I suggest to that amendment. If not, I propose 
to strike out the words, ‘ Madison or Columbus 
by the way of Portage City.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Wisconsin can accept it. 

Mr. HOWE. i accept it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Senator 
from Wisconsin so modifies his amendment. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. How will that part of it 
read then? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That part of the 
amendment will be read as it has been modified. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

That there be, and hereby is, granted to the State of Wis- 
consin for the purpose of further aiding in the construction 
of a railroad from the St. Croix river or fake, between town- 
ships twenty-five and thirty-one, and from thence to the 
west end of Lake Superior, &e. 

Mr.DOOLITTLE. Isuggest to my colleague 
to say ‘from Hudson on St. Croix lake.” The 
St. Croix river runs almost up to Superior, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Thisis the description that 
is in the original grant; and it hag been adjusted 
in the Land Office on that description. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. It was part of the descrip- 
tion in the original grant; but that description be- 
gan down at Columbus, and went up to the St. 
Croix river, and from there, if it should say in 
the amendment, ‘the point on St. Croix river 
where the grant has already been fixed,” it would 
do. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Ihave no objection to 
putting in Hudson, if you want to put that in. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Say ‘‘ Hudson on the St. 
Croix river.” 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I will’ask the Senator 
if that is the point fixed in the adjustment at the 
General Land Office? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOWE. Let it be amended in that way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The amendment 
will be so modified. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
as it now stands. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That there be, and hereby is, 
granted to the State of Wisconsin, for the purpose of further 
aiding in the construction of a railroad from Hudson, on the 
St. Croix river or lake, between townships twenty-five and 
thirty-one, and from thence to the west end of Lake Su- 
perior and to Bayfield, a quantity of jand in addition to that 
granted by the act entitled “An act granting public Jands 


to the State of Wisconsin to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in said State,” approved June 3, 1856, so as to make 


Let the amendment be read 


the grantto said railroads equal per mile to the grant herein | 


provided for to the Lake Superior and Mississippi Railroad 


same limits and in the same manner as herein provided 
for selecting the land to the railroad company above men- 
tioned. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I wish to suggest to the 
Senator from Wisconsin that, inasmuch as he has 
inserted the name of the town of ILudson, the 
other description there by townships and ranges 
is not necessary, and that had better be stricken 


Mr. HOWE. The additional words,** between 
townships twenty-five and thirty-one, are notne- 
cessary, and might just as well be stricken out. 

Mr. HARLAN, ` I would inquire.of the Sen- 
ators from Wisconsin whether, if they now have 
more lands granted in the law as it stands than 
will be granted by this bill to Minnesota, they 
will cede back the excess to. the General Govern- 
ment? : oad 

Mr. HOWE. What is that? Perig Ue, 

Mr. HARLAN. If the grant younow have 
under the laws as they exist is larger than the'one 
to Minnesota, will you cede back to the United 
States the excess? cad 

Mr. HOWE. Strictly on demand, ` ue 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I wish tosay to the Seri- 
ator from Towa that I do not think he understands 
the exact equity of Wisconsin in this matter. 'The 
objection he now suggests, I think, is not well 
taken, because the Senate has agreed to an amend- 
ment to this bill to-day which allows the State of 
Minnesota to go outside of the ten-mile limit and 
make up the deficiency of whatever portion has 
been disposed of by the Government within that 
limit, so that the probability is that Minnesota 
will get the entire grant. 

Mr. HARLAN. Togo outside of the ten miles, 
but within a limit of twenty miles. Pe. 4 
Mr. HENDRICKS. And the Senator from 
Iowa cannot doubt that they will make up the full 
amount of sections as if the Government had not 
disposed of a single section between St. Paul and 
Lake Superior. That will make the grant com- 

lete. 

Mr. HARLAN. [do doubt about that fact. 
I do not think they will get the full grant. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Í do not doubt that they= 
will get the whole grant. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Not one half, I think. A 
great deal of the land between Superior and St. 
Paul has been settled and entered. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Hows] to the amendment of the committee, 
as modified. 

The question being taken, on a division the 
ayes were 11, and the noes 18; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Clark, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessen~ 
den, Foot, Foster, Harris, Hendricks, Howe, Morgan, Pom- 
eroy, Powell, Sherman, Ten Eyck, Willey, and Wright—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Buckalew, Cartile, 
Chandler, Conness, Harding, Harlan, Howard, Johnson, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Nesmith, Ramsey, Rid- 
dle, Sumner, Van Winkle, Wade, and Wilkinson—19, 

So the amendment to the amendment. was re- 

jected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison 
agreging to the amendment of the committee as 
amended. 

The amendmentas amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to bé engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. DOOLITTLE asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce the following 
bills; which were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (S. No. 160) to grantaid for the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in” Wisconsin—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Abill (S. No. 161) toextend the northern branch 
of the Pacific railroad from Sioux City to Supe- 
rior—to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 


l MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE., 
| A message from the House of Representatives, 
! by Mr. McPuersown, its Clerk, announced that 


the House had passed the following bills; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


i; A bill (No. 187) to regulate the dismission of of- 


ficers in the military and naval services i 
A bill (No. 196) to aid in the protection ofemi- 

| grantsto the Territories; ; w . 

A bill (No. 251) to organize a regiment of vet- 

| eran volunteer engineers; _ o 

| A bill (No. 308) to establish a Bureay of Mili- 

| tary Justice; 


out. 


À bill (No. 312) to increase the pension of the 
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revolutionary pensioners .now.on the rolls of.the 
‘Pension Office; wnd os ; ` 

= A bÜ (No; 319) for the relief of the legal rep- 
résentatives of Betsey Nash. : 
= Phe message farther announced that the House 
“fad passed the bill of the Senate (No. 1) granting 


pension to John L. Barns, of Gettysburg, Penn- - 


sylvania. = 
bee ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message furtherannounced that the Speaker 
of, the House of Representatives had signed: the 

following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
ssigned by the Vice President: 

“A bill (S: No.30) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of ambulances in the armies of the United 
States; - $ 
sade bill (S. No.69) to constitute Parkersburg, 
inthe State of West Virginia, a port of delivery; 
ando : 

» Abil (HR. No. 996) for the benefit of John 
Dickson, of Hlinois. 


‘THANKS TO GENERAL TILOMAS. 


The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed the joint resolution 
of the Senate (No. 11) of thanks to Major Gen- 
eral George H. Thomas, and the officers and men 
who fought under his command at the battle of 
Chickamauga, with amendments; in. which it re- 
‘quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
“mente of the Louse of Representatives to the joint 
‘resolution (S. No. 11) of thanks to Major Qen- 
eral George TI. Thomas, and the officers and men 
who fought under his command at the battle of 
Chickamauga; and it was 
ow, Ordered, That the amendments to the sald bill be re- 
ferred to tie Committee on Military Affairs anf the Militia. 
HOUSK BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 

> sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
cand referred as indicated below: 

COA bill (No: 187) to regulate the dismission of 

officers in the military and naval service—to the 

Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

> ADIL (No. 196) to aid in the protection of emi- 

rants to the Territories—to he Committee on 
lilitary Affairs and the Militia. 

A bill (No. 251) to organize a regiment of vet- 
eran yoluntcer engineers—to the Committee on 
Military Afairs and the Militia, 

A bill (No. 308) to establish a Bureau of Mil- 
itary Justice—-to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and the Militia, 

A bill (No. 312) to increase the pension of the 
revolutionary pensioners now on the rolls of the 
Pension Ofice—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No, 319) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Betsey Nash—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

On motion of Mr. LANE, of Kansas, the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuvrspay, March 10, 1864. 
The Elouse’ met at twelve o'clock, m. 


by Rev. Mr. Curnen, of New York. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


COMPENSATION OF UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 


Mr. BROWN, of West. Virginia, by unanimous 
consent, introduced a bill regulating the compen- 
sation of the marshal of the court of the western 
district of Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, und referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

Mr. ARNOLD, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill making appropriations for the repair, 
preservation, and completion of certain public 
works heretofore commenced under the authority 
of law; which was read a first aud second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

WAGON ROADS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY, 

Mr. COLE, of Washington Territory, by unan- 
imous consent, presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lative Assembly of Washington Territory, asking 
an appropriation for a military road from the bead 
of navigation on the Willofa river to the mouth 
of the Black river; and also a memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory, 


Prayer 


| pension of revolutionary soldiers now on the roll 


j any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 


asking a grant of lands for the construction of a 
wagon road from Seattle, via Snoqualmie pass, 
to Walla-Walla; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


LAKE SUPERIOR RAILROAD. 


Mr. JULIAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back several bills granting lands 
to nid in the Lake Superior railroad, and provid- 
ing for the use of the same by the United States 
free of charge; and moved that they be referred to 
the select committee on the Pacific railroad. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. PEREA, by unanimous consent, presented 
a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of New 
Mexico concerning the Pacificrailroad; which was 
referred to'the select committee on the subject. 

ROBERT WINSLOW. 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN, by unanimous consent, 
moved that the papers ip the case of Robert Wins- 
low be withdrawn from the files of the House and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXAMINATION OF CLERKS. 

Mr. BOUTWELL, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to provide for the examination of 
clerks in the several Departments of the Govern- 
ment; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


“COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to repeal an act approved February 24, 
1855, and an act approved March 3, 1863; which 
was read a first aud second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MRS. ELIZA 8. TOWNSEND, 

Mr. ALLISON, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of Mrs. Eliza S, Town- 
send; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 

HENRY STANDEN. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, by unanimotis consent, 
introduced a bill for the relief of Henry Standen; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


CLAIMS OF INDIANA AND OHIO CITIZENS. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, the Committee 
of the Whole on the Private Calendar was dis- 
charged from the furtherconsideration of the bill 
(EL. R. No. 295) for the relief of citizens of In- | 
diana and Ohio; and the same was recommitted 
to the Committee of Claims, i 

The SPEAKER proceeded, as the next busi- 
ness in order, to call the committees for reports. 

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The Speaker has called 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. I desire, as that 
committee is absent on official business, to ask 
that on their return next weck they may bave 
their two mornings for muking their reports, 

Leave was granted. 

REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONS, H 

Mr. LAW, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions, reported a bill to increase the | 


of thé Pension Office, and demanded the previous 
question. 
The bill was read a first and second time. 
The bill directs that there shall be paid, out of | 


f 
i 
H 
i 
| 


priated, $100 to the surviving soldiers of the Rey 
olution now on the pension roll during their lives | 
in addition to the pension to which they are now | 
entitled under former acts of Congress, the said 
payment to date from and commence on the Ist | 
of January, i864. j 
Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to call the attention | 
of my colleague to the fact that the bill, as read 
only appropriates the sum of $100 to each, and | 
not annually, | 
| 

$ 


Mr. LAW. I will modify the bill by inserting | 
the words “ per annum.” 
Mr. MALLORY. I desireto express the hope 
that the bill will be passed unanimously, and that | 
it be so entered upon the Journal. ! 
The SPEAKER. kH will be so entered, if the | 
bill does pass unanimously. | 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. How many ofthese 
pensioners are there? f 

Mr. LAW. There arebut twelve of them, and 
I do not suppose the pensions will be paid longer 
than three years, as the youngest pensioner Is 
ninety-three years of age, and the oldest onc hun- | 
dred and five. : 

Mr. STEVENS. I would liketoknow whether 
these additional pensions are to. be continued to 
their widows? 

Mr. LAW. No, sir. : 

Mr.STEVENS. Becausethey mightall marry. 
{Laughter. 

Mr. MALLORY.. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will not object for that reason. 

Mr. STEVENS. I suggest the insertion of the 
words * to cease at their death.” 

»Mr. MALLORY. I hopethe gentleman from 
Illinois will make no such modification, but will 
let the widows have the pensions. 

Mr. STEVENS. Well, to do away with all 
difficulty, | move to amend by inserting the words, 
it to cease at their death.” 

The SPEAKER. The bill says, ** to continue 
during their lives.” 

Mr. STEVENS. That is the language of all 
bills granting pensions, but the law provides that 
where a pension is given during the vatural life 
of a person, it survives to the widow. I insist 
upon my amendment. 

Mr. LAW. I wouldask the gentleman whether 
he contemplates marrying at this period of life? 

Mr. STEVENS. Jam not quite sure what I 
shall do, when I see what is done around me. 
[Laughter.} 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof, the amendment offered by Mr. 
Srrvens was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed ,itwas accordingly 
read the third time, and passed unanimously. 

Mr. LAW moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SOLDIERS OF TUE WAR OF 1812. 

Mr. SPALDING, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Pensions, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 266) granting pensions to the surviving sol- 
diers of the war of 1812; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed, 

PENSION ACT. | 

Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill supplementary to 
the act entitled ‘An act to grant pensions,” ap- 


| proved July 14, 1862; which was read a first and 


second time, ordered to be printed, and recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, with 
leave to reportat any time. 
HARRIET AND EMILY W. MORRIS. 
Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 


| Harriet and Emily W. Morris, unmarried sisters 


of the late Commodore Henry W. Morris; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 


| printed. 


JOHN L. BURNS. 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts, from 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (S. No. 1) granting a pension to John L. 
urns, of Gettysburg, Pennsylvania. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of John L. Burns, of Gettysburg, 
upon the pension roll at the rate of eight dollars 
per month, for patriotic services at the battle of 
Gettysburg, where he was wounded on the Ist of 
July, 1863, at which time said pension shall com- 
mence. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts, moved 
to reconsider the vate by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF BETSEY NASTY. 


_ Mr, PERHAM, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of the 


1864. 


representatives of Betsey Nash; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill extends the provisions of the act an- 
proved March 3, 1857, for the reliefof Betsey Nash 
to her legal representatives, and directs the money 
appropriated by said act to be paid to them, pro- 
vided that the amount paid shall not exceed the 
amount due to the said Betsey Nash at the time of 
her death. 

The bill was ordered- to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGES OVER THE OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. ARNOLD, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported a bill supplementary to an 
act approved July 14, 1862, entitled “An act to 
establish certain post roads, and for other pur- 

oses; which was read a first time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the bill receives its 
second reading I ask that it be read. 

The bill was read. It provides that the act ap- 
proved July 14, 1862, to establish certain post 
roads, shall be so amended as to authorize the 
Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company and 
the Jeffersonville and Indianapolis Railroad Com- 
pany toconstruct a railroad bridge over the Ohio 
river at the falls of the Ohio, subject to the pro- 
visions of the said act; provided, however, that 
the said bridge may be constructed at a height not 
less than ten feet above high-water mark, and with 
three draws sufficient to pass the largest boats 
navigating the Ohio river, one over the Indiana 
chute, one over the middle chute, and one over 
the canal; and provided also that the spans of 
said bridge shall not be less than two hundred and 
sixty feet, nor more than three hundred. 

The second section further provides that the 
provisions of the said act shall apply to the Mays- 
ville and Big Sandy and Lexington and Big Sandy 
Railroad Companies so far as practicable, and 
shall authorize the said companies, or cither of 
them, to construct a bridge or bridges across the 
said river, 

Mr. STEVENS. This is, in my judgment, a 
very important and a very dangerous bill. I should 
like to move to refer it to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order on the 
first. reading of the bill. The bill has been read 
a first time, and if opposition is made to the bill, 
the question is, ‘Shall the bill be rejected?” 
Upon that question the gentleman from Illinois 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ARNOLD, | yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Marnory.] 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish 
the summary disposition to be made of this bill 
which is indicated by my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Srevens.] I will state to the House 
that this is simply, in my estimation, an act of 
justice to the people of Indiana and Kentucky. It 
will be observed that this is an act supplemental 
toan act passed last Congress conferring upon 
certain railroads upon the upper Ohio river the 
right to construct bridges across the river. That 
right has been exercised, and those bridges are 
naw in process of construction. All that is pro- 
posed by this amendment of the act is that these | 
two companies, the Jeffersonville and Indianapo- 
lis Railroad Company, and the Louisville and 
Nash ville Railroad Gompsniys and the Lexington 
and Maysville Company shall have the same 
power to construct a bridge at the points indi- 
cated that other corporations have under the bill 
to which this is amendatory. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and the House whether there is anything unfair 
to give to the people of one section of the West 
the same rights as by previous legislation have | 
been conferred upon the people of other sections | 
of the West. [will state to the House that I || 
have made exception to the provisions of that | 
general law in the bill which the chairman of the |} 
Committee on Roads and Canals reported: this |! 
morning, for a reason which will be obvious to 
the House when 1 mention it. At the falls of 
the Ohio the country on cach side of the river is 
so level and so low for miles, extending into 
indiana and Kentucky, that it is impossible to 
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construct a bridge of the same height above 
high-water mark required by the provisions of 
the general law. It is impossible, at Louisville, 
to construct a bridge for railroad purposes at an 
elevation of more than ten feet above high-water 
mark. Therefore this bill provides that the bridge 
shall be constructed at that height above high- 
water mark; but it provides at the same time that 
the bridge shall be located immediately above the 
falls of the Ohio river, and that there shall bein 
the bridge three draws, one over the Indianachute, 
one over the middle chute, and one over the canal. 
There are but two chutes through which boats can 
pass the falls of the Ohio. These are the chutes 
at the heads of which itis provided by this bill that 
draws shall be constructed in the bridge. 

This is a bill of a Jocal character. Jt appro- 
priates no money. It calls on Congress to do | 
nothing except to give to the people of Kentucky 
and Indiana the same privileges that have been 
extended to the people of the upper Ohio river at 
various points. It is obviously so just that I 
hope the Fouse will at once pass the bill. There 
can be no reason urged againstits passage. The 
bridge cannot interrupt the navigation of the Ohio 
river. This bridge is to be constructed at a point 
where the navigation of the Ohio river is now 
obstructed by nature, where we have constructed | 
a canal at Immense cost around the falls, and we 
are now enlarging the canal by authority given 
by Congress, at my instance, so as to allow the 
passage of the largest boats that navigate the 
Ohio and Mississippi rivers. The obstruction at 
the falls is not increased at all by this bridge. 
With the draws provided for, navigation can at 
all times proceed over and around the falls, with 
the same facility as if the bridge were not con- 
structed. 

' Mr. STEVENS. Will the gentleman from 
Kentucky allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENS. Can I move to refer the bill | 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? Itis not that I am opposed to the bill, 
but I have not seen it. 

Mr. MALLORY. I willstate to my friend, the | 
chairman of the Committee of Waysand Means, 
that this is, to all intents and purposes, merely 
the repetition of a bill which passed this House 
at the last session without any opposition at all. 
it was passed, however, at so late a date that it | 
could not pass the Senate, and for that reason it 
failed to become a law. 

Mr. STEVENS. It is now early in the ses- 
sion, and there can be no objection to having the 
bill referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. I know very well that 
the Central railroad of Pennsylvania desires its 
passage, but, while I am not opposed to it, I de- 
sire to look into it. This bridging of a navigable 
stream is a serious matter, and should be well 
guarded, Ido not see anything wrong in it, but 
{ would greatly prefer to act after I have seen it. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, and to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, that if agreeable to the House, the bill | 
be ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the Í 
committee, with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. MALLORY. I am perfectly willing to | 
agree to that. 

Mr. STEVENS, I have no objection. | 

Mr. ARNOLD. Then [ask that the bill be Í 
printed and recommitted to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, with leave to report at any 
time. 

The bill being read a first and second time, was 
recommitted, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin, offered an amend- | 
ment to the bill, and asked that it be ordered to 
be printed. 

lt was so ordered. 


$ 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forwey, į 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed bills of the following titles; io which he 
was directed to ask the concarrence of the House 
An act (No. 158) in addition to an act toamend | 
the laws relating to the Post Office Department, |, 
approved March 3, 1863; Dai : $ 
Joint resolution (No. 31) authorizing the issue |i 
of a register to the steamer Mohawk; and : 
An act (No. 53) for the relief of Henry P. Bian- 
chard, 


| of order. 
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Mr. ARNOLD, from. the Committee on Reads 
and Canals, reported. back: tothe House, with a 
recommendation that it do pass, a bill (H. Re Nos 
91) to construct a ship canal for the passage: of 
armed and naval vessels from the Mississippi river 
to Lake Michigan, and for other purposes. ` 
_ Mr. COX.. Lobject to the bill.) o> 

The SPEAKER. : The question is ‘on: the èn- 
grossment and third reading ofthe biles 62.7 

The bill was read in full. BPS EAS 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise:to a question.of.order. 
The fifth section of this, bill and the last claase 
of the fourth section seem to. make an. appropria- 
tion. The last clause. of’ the fourth section is in 
reference to the mode of condemning the private 
property which may be required for this canal; 
which is to be paid for in accordance with the laws 
of Ilinois. That is in itself an appropriation. of 
money. The fifth section; also, Lunderstand to 
make an appropriation. 

Mr. ARNOLD. The point which the gentle- 
man from Indiana makes, was made at-the last 
session to this bill and overruled: ‘There is no 
appropriation of money in the bill, It-provides 
that the paymeuts of money to be made shall ‘be 
from money hereafter to be appropriated... Bills 
of this character, so far as the point of the gentle- 
man is concerned, have been presented over and 
over again in Congress, and the decision: has: al~ 
ways becn that they do not niake an appropria- 
tion in the sense that brings them under the rule 
requiring them to have their first consideration in 
a Committee of the Whole. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the de= 
cision of the Speaker in the last Congress, affirmed 
by a vote of the House, read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“Mr. Orin, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (H.R. No. 714 
to construct a ship eanal forthe passage of armed and nava! 
vessels from the Mississippi river to Lake Michigan, and 
for the enlargement of the locks of the Erie canal and the 
Oswego canal of New York, to adapt them to the defense of 
the northern lakes; which was read a firstand second time. 

“ It having been proposed to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill, 

“Mr. HOLMAN made the point of order thatinasmuch as 
the fifth section provided for the payment of certain money 
into the Treasury of the United States, and also makes arn 
appropriation of the same, whereby it may be taken out of 
the Treasury, the bill must receive its first consideration 
in Committee of the Whole. % ETR 

“T'he SPEAKER sustained the said point of order. , 

“ From this decision Mr. WASHBURNE appealed. 

“ Pending which, 

“ Mr. HOLMAN moved that the appeal he Jaid on the tabl 

“ And the question being put, ‘ 5 

“Tt was decided in the afirmative—yeas 93, nays 37, 

So the appeal was laid on the table.” 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Speaker 
of the House in the last Congress, affirmed by a 
very large majority of the House, was based upon 
a section of the bill which provided for putting 
certain money into the Treasury of the United 
States, and also providing for the payment of the 
same money, without a reappropriation by Con- 
gress, therefore bringing it within the rule re- 
quiring it to have its first consideration in a Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The fifth section of this bill reads as follows: 

That the revenues derived from the said canal and river, 
over andabove the expensesof management, andof repairs 
and expenditures thereon, shali be paid into the Treastry of 
the United States, and a separate account shall be Kept of 
such receipts, and the same shall be appropriated as folluwst 
first, to the payment of the interest and principal expended 
by the Cnited States upon the said work, &e. 

The Chair is unable to see any difference be- 
tween this section, so far asthe question of order 
is concerned, and the section referred to in the bill 
of the last session, which the then Speaker decided 
must have its first consideration in Committee of 

theWhole. Ifthe gentleman can point out any dis- 
tinction the Chair would be happy to hear him, 
‘The Chair,as at presentadvised, sustains the ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. ARNOLD. The provision to which ref- 
erence has been had was embodied in the bill by 
inadvertence in the preparation of the bill, and I 
would ask whether it is in order for me to with- 
draw it. ; ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. J object; and I submit the 
point thatit must go to the Committee of the 


oF 


e 


i Whole. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair sustainsihe point 
The bill has already (no appeal having 
been taken from the decision of the Chair) gone- 


| to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
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the Union.. The Chair will, however, state to the 
gentleman from Illinois that his committee have 
two*mornings under the rule.in which they may 
present their reports, and that it: will be in order 
forthe committee to-report a new bill so modified 
as they may desire. ; : 

Mr. SPALDING: : 1 wish to give notice that 
if any. new bill upon this subject is reported in 
such shape as to. avoid the question of order, I 
will move to refer:that to: the Committee of the 
Whole onthe state:of the Union. : ; 

Mr. NORTON. I wish-to know if it is. notin 
ordersto withdraw: one-section of a bill? 

The SPEAKER.’ The bil has gone to the 
Committee of the Whole-on the state of the Union, 
and there is-nothing before the House. 

Mr, DAWES. ‘Cannot the gentleman with- 
draw the bill? 

The SPEAKER: He cannot, for the reason 
that the bill is in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and cannot be brought before 
the House at this time, except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood the point of or- 
der to have been made upon the presentation of 
the report. If that be the fact, and the point of 
order be sustained, the gentleman has the right 
to withdraw his bill, 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanis mistaken. 
The bill was received by the House, and the 
question stated upon its engrossment and third 
reading... The gentleman from Indiana then raised 
the question of order that the bill, making an ap- 
propriation, must have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole. No point was made 
upon the reception of the report of the committee. 

Mr. NORTON, I wish to ask if the gentle- 
man from Illinois did not have the floor upon the 
bill, and whether it could be taken from him by 
another member? 

The SPEAKER. He did have the floor; but 
any member rising to a question of order eould 
take the floor from him temporarily. The Chair 
repeats that the bill isin Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and that there is noth- 
ing before the House. 

‘Mr. FARNSWORTH. Cannot the House di- 
rect this bill to be made a special order in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It can by a two-thirds vote 
on Monday, and by unanimous consent to-day. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I suggest to my col- 
league to make that request. 

Mr. ARNOLD. l propose to report the bill 
with that section stricken out. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Does the gen- 
tleman propose to report the bill now, or at some 
future ume? If he reports it now Í risc to another 
point of order, 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman has not had 
the consent of the committee todo that. He must 
convene his committee before he can report a dif- 
ferent bill, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can report 
three or four bills on any subject referred to the 
committee, 

Mr. COX. I move torefer the bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Itis there now. 

Mr. COX. Thesecond bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has not been reported at 
the Clerk’s desk. 

: Mr. HOLMAN. How long will the House 
have to wait? 

‘The SPEAKER. Until the morning hour ex- 


nites, 
| Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Iriseto a point 
of order, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will first ascer- 
tain what the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. Anr- 
Norn] desires, and then he will hear the point of 
order. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I report from the Committee 
on Roads and Canals the bill without the section 
objected to, 

Mr. STEVENS. I ask the gentleman from 
Ilinois whether he has had the consent of the 
committee since he has stricken out that section? 

Mr. NORTON, Irise toa point of order 

Mr. STEVENS. {am upon the floor tu a qucs- 
tion of order. 

Mr. NORTON. If the gentleman from Hlinois 
had not the authority to report the bill he would 
not do so. 


Mr. STEVENS. Does he say so? 3 

TheSPEAKER. When the gentleman reports 
the bill the Chair assumes that he has the right 
to do so. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Im the absence of objection 
from the committee, I consider that I have the 
right to report it, 

Mr. STEVENS. I make the point of order 
that unless the gentleman says he has the consent 
of the committee he cannot report the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Gentlemen cannot state what 
transpired in committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order of the gentleman from Massachusetts. It 
ig not in order to refer in the House to the delib- 
erations of a committee. 

Mr. STEVENS. I made no such request. I 
ask the gentleman whether he had authority from 
the committee to report this bill? 

TheSPEAKER. . The gentleman reported the 
bill from the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
and the Chair takes it for granted that he has 
authority. 

Mr. STEVENS. Against the proof! This 
question has been decided twenty times to my 
knowledge. 

The SPEAKER. 
ty-first time. 

Mr. STEVENS. And for the first time over- 


ruled. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Ili- 
nois chooses to do so he can answer the interroga- 
tory of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. NORTON. I call the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to order, as there is no proposi- 
tion before the House to which his point is perti- 


nent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right 
to make a point of order. 

Mr. NORTON. The gentleman has no right 
to debate, 

Mr. STEVENS. I ask the simple question 
whether the gentleman from Illinois has the au- 
thority of the committec to report this bill? 

Mr. DAWES. Who authorized the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to interrogate the chair- 
man of the Committee on Roads and Canals? 

Mr. STEVENS. The rules of the House. 

Mr. DAWES. Have the rule read. 

Mr. MORRILL. The question is one of fact 
which L think the House has a right to know. 

The SPEAKER. IJtisa matter for the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I rise to a point of 
order. ‘The gentleman from Illinois states that 
in the absence of objection from the Committce 
on Roads and Canals he assumes he has their 
authority. My point of order is that that dis- 
closes the fact that he has not authority. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No member has the 
right to catechise my colleague. When he makes 
a report from the committee there is an end of it. 

The SPEAKER. It would lead to inextrica- 
ble confusion to permit members to interrogate 
in reference to what occurred in a committee. 
The gentleman takes the responsibility of report- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I think, if I were permitted, 
I could cite many instances in which the chair- 
man of the Committce of Ways and Means has 
reported bills from that committee without con- 
sulting with the committee; and I need but appeal 
to the members of that committee for the truth of 
my assertion. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
in my life. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I will not occupy the time of 
the House by discussing this matter. Twas about 
to say I have ne disposition to press the bill upon 
the consideration of the House now. 

Mr.gCOX. Imove to refer the bill toa Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER, That motion is not in order 
upon the first reading of the bill. The bill will 
be read the first time, and then, if opposition is 
continued, the question will be put to the House, 
“ Shall the bill be rejected ?”’ 

Mr. STEVENS. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. I understood the gentleman from 
Illinois to say that in the absence of any objection 
by the committee, he considered himself author- 
ized to report the bill. I understood the Chair to 
consider that to be the response of the gentleman. 
If so, I must appeal. 


It is now made for the twen- 


I never reported such a bill 


TheSPEAKER.. The Chair will state the de- 
cision from which the gentleman appeals. The 
gentleman from Illinois rises in his place and 
states that. he is authorized by the Committee on 
Roads and Canals to report a bill; the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania interrogates himas to whether 
he is or is notauthorized. The gentleman from 
Illinois still states in response to a question by the 
Chairthat he feels himself authorized by the com- 
mittee to report the bill. The Chair thinks the 
gentleman‘has aright to report the bill. From 
that decision the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
appeals. 

Mr. STEVENS. Perhaps the Chair and my- 
self did not understand the gentleman alike. Dis 
answer was that in the absence of any objection 
from the committee he felt himself authorized. 

TheSPEAKER. But the gentleman from Illi- 
nois still insists that he feels himself authorized 
to report the bill. i 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. I moveto lay the appeal 
on the table. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ifthe statement of facts made 
by the Speaker is correct, I withdraw my appeal. 
But I do not understand the facts as the Speaker 
does. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I can remove all this difficulty. 
I am authorized by a meeting of the Committee 
on Roads and Canals to make that report. They 
authorize me to report the bill and recommend its 


passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read a first 
time, 

The bill was read a first time by its title, as fol- 
lows: A bill to construct a ship canal for the pas- 
sage of armed and naval vessels from the Mis- 
sissippi river to Lake Michigan, and for other 
purposes. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this bill 
being read a second time? 

Mr. ARNOLD. This bill has already been 
read a first and second time. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not so un- 
derstand it. This is a new bill just reported by 
the gentleman, He could report it in no other 
way. The previous bill which was introduced into 
the House was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, ; 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. 
second reading. 

The SPEAKER. That question is debatable. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Ido not propose at the pres- 
ent time to ask the House to consider this bill 
with a view to put it dpon its passage. 1 desire 
and shal] move to postpone the consideration of 
the bill to a day certain, in order that a bill of this 
magnitude, involving interests so large as this, 
may receive the full and fair consideration of this 
House. It seems to me thata bill of this magni- 
tude and importance to the whole country, not 
to the West alone, but to the Hast, and to every 
section of the country, is entitled to receive at the 
hands of the House a fair consideration. 

The bill which is now before the Louse is sub- 
stantially the same bill reported at the last session 
of Congress, It was carefully considered by the 
Thirty-Seventh Congress, and it received the fa- 
vorable report of the Committce on Military Af- 
fairs. It has received the favorable report of the 
Committce on Roads and Canals,-and it has again 
and again been recommended to the favorable con- 
sideration of Congress by the President of the 
United States. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Nicoxay, his Private Secretary, 
informed the House that the President did, on 
the 8th instant, approve and sign an act (H.R. 
No. 42) to enable guardians and committees of 
lunatics appointed within the several States to act 
within the District of Columbia. 


I object to a 


SHIP CANAL TO THE LAKES-—-AGAIN. 
Mr. ARNOLD. The Secretary of the Navy, 


in his report made to this House, states the im- 


j portant fact that we have to-day on the Missis- 


sippi and its branches more than one hundred 
vessels of war. We have a larger naval forceon 
those waters than the entire Navy of the United 
States at the time of the breaking out of this re- 
bellion. 


It was objected, when this bill was under con- 
sideration before, that it is no time, in the midst of 
this war, to make so large an expenditure as will 
be required to complete this canal, and I doubt not 
that that consideration, connected with the con- 
dition of the Treasury and connected with the 
condition of the country, was the reason why this 
measure did not receive the sanction ofthe Thirty- 
Seventh Congress. 

To obviate that objection the bill now before 
the House has been amended to meet the two 
principal objections. One was that it was stated 
that although this canal had been surveyed by 
the best and most distinguished engineers of the 
country, yet that it would cost more than the es- 
timate which they had made. To obviate that 
objection & provision has been embodied in this 
bill that if the work shall, in point of fact, cost 
more than the estimate, the State of Illinois shall 
supply the deficiency, and that no bonds shall be 
issued for the purpose ofthe construction of this 
work until the State of Hlinois shall have under- 
taken, in the event of its costing more, to pay the 
deficiency. 

There is another provision in this bill of the great- 
est importance, one which, it seems to me, re- 
lieves it of the main objection which has been 
urged to its passage, and it will be found in the 
last section of the bill, I ask the Clerk to read 
the last section of the bill; and I ask the attention 
of the House to its phraseology. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the bonds here- 
inbefore, mentioned for the enlargement of the Lilinois and 
Michigan canal, and improvement of the Des Plaines and 
Liinois river, shall be delivered upon the condition that the 
State of HMlinois shall pay the excess, if any, which said im- 
provements may cost over and above the sum of $13,346,824. 
Said bonds shall be issued and delivered only so fastas the 
annual interestsball be paid by the receipts from said canal. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I call the attention of the 
House to the latter clause of the section, which 
provides that the bonds shall be issued and de- 
livered only so fast as the annual interest shall 
be paid by the receipts from said canal, so that 
in point of fact nothing is to be taken from the 
Treasury for the purpose of the construction of 


this great work. The Government merely loans | 


its credit for the purpose of opening this great 
communication between the East and the West. 

The inquiry may be made here, how is it pos- 
sible that this can be done? 
one word. Tt will be seen that the revenue de- 
rived from this canal will pay the cost of the en- 


I will explain It in | 


largement, and that there will be no delay or em- | 


barrassment from embodying that provision in 
the bill. The revenues derived from the canal in 
its present position are $250,000 per annum. 
Those revenues are derived mainly from the local 
trade and traffic in the State of Illinois. In con- 
sequence of the condition of the navigation of the 
Illinois and Des Plaines rivers, the great burden 
of the Mississippi trade comes across by the 
canal, excepting for a short period of the year. 
The estimate of the engineers is that to improve 
the Ilinois river to within thirty-five miles of 
Lake Michigan, so that you will have the means 
ofrunning the largest steamboats to within thirty- 
five miles of Lake Michigan, will cost only 
$1,600,000. You will bring the Mississippi river, 
with all its commerce and all its trade and all 
its vast interests, to within thirty-five miles of 
Lake Michigan by an expenditure of $1,600,000. 
‘The engineers propose that that shall be the first 
portion of the improvement undertaken. It will 
readily be seen that the $1,600,000 will be paid 
by the tolls derived from the present canal. When 
that improvement shall be completed, you will 
have communication between the Mississippi and 
Lake Michigan, and will raise your tolls, not from 
the trade, traffic,and products of Illinois alone, but 
you will derive them from the intermingling of 
all the vast trade of the Mississippi and of the 
lakes. Hence the engincers estimate, and with 
perfect reliability, that the tolls derived from this 
work will keep up with the expenditures, so that 
it will never be necessary to draw asingle dollar 


and ofthe country? Simply thus: Will the Gov- 
ernment to-day lend its credit for the purpose of 
opening this communication that will bring to- 
gether the Mississippi, with its twenty thousand 


miles of navigable waters, and the great inland. 


seas of the Northand Northwest? 

I do not propose on this occasion to go into 
any extended remarks on the advantages, mili- 
tary, commercial, and civil, to result from the car- 
rying outof this measure. I desire simply to ask 
the House whether it is treating this great ques- 
tion with the respect to which it is entitled, to re- 
ject the bill inits presentstage? {ask gentlemen 
of candor on each side of the House—whether or 
not they intend to vote for this bill—to give to its 
friends a fair hearing before the House and before 
the country. I ask them not to vote it down on 
the first reading, but to let the bill be postponed; 
as ] propose, if the motion to féject the bill do 
not provailito move to postpone it to a day certain, 
so that there may be full investigation, so that all 
that its friends can advance in its favor may be 
fully heard, so that the objections that may be. 
made to it may be answered if they are suscepti- 
ble of being answered, and so that the amend- 
ments that may be offered may be fully consid- 
ered. I think that inasking that Iam notasking 
anything unreasonable. [appeal to the courtesy 
and consideration of the House to give to the bill 
the position in which it can be fairly considered 
before the country. ~ 

Mr. NORTON. Idonotpropose, Mr. Speaker, 
to discuss the merits of this bill this morning. 
Whenever the bill shall come up on its passage 
I may have something to say upon it. [was not 
aware that the committee intended reporting it 
this morning, and therefore I had no expectation 
of participating in any debate on the subject at 
present. 

I wish now only to appeal to the House that 
the ordinary course may be taken with this bill 
that is taken with all bills of the magnitude that 
this bill is confessed to be, both by friend and foe. 
We do not wish to force it to a vote on its pas- 
sage at this time. Nor do we wish to have a test 
vote on its merits on a mere motion to reject It 
at this stage. We appeal to the courtesy of the 
House that the objection to the reading of the bill 
at the present time may be withdrawn, that the 
bill may be read a second time, and then post- 
poned toa day certain, when it can be fairly heard, 
fairly argued, fairly discussed, fairly examined; 
in short, that the matter may be disposed of pre- 
cisely in such a way as a bill of this magnitude 
deserves, 

Sir, without going into any argument upon the 
merits of this measure, without discussing at all 
the details of the bill, I may be allowed to say 
that it is the great measure which my people have 
most at heart. It is the great measure of my 
State. Itis one in which men of all parties agree 
inall sections of the State. Itis one in which, asall 
around me know, I feel the profoundest interest. 
I regard the bill as one of the most important to 
the military and naval defenses of the country, 
one of the most important to the commercial in- 
terests of the great Northwest, that has been oris 
likely to be presented to this House. Isit proper, 
is it right, is it courteous to strangle a bill of this 
character without a hearing, without an examina- 
tion, without any proper discussion of its merits, 
ona motion of this kind? It seems to me, sir, 
that the request is only fair andhonorable. {tis 
no more than we have a right to demand in the 
name of that noble State whose sons have added 
luster to the American name onalmost every bat- 
tle-field of this dreadful war. 

I hope the House will allow the bill to be read 
a second time now, and that then my colleague 
will make his motion for postponement to a day 
certain. Then every member who wishes to dis- 
cuss it, or to offer amendments, will have an op- 
portunity of doing so; and then the bill can be 
voted up or voted down after a fulland fair hearing. 

The bill has been heretofore opposed by gen- 
tlemen because we are in war times; because, as 
they have asserted, it may involve the country in 
a great expenditure of money, and all that. A 
reference to one or two sections of the bill, to 


which my colleague (Mr. Annoup].has already. 
briefly alluded, will, it seems to.me, settle all thati- 
In the first place, str, the estimates made by the 
most competent and reliable are something like 
thirteen-million dollars for the whole work, This: 
bill proposes thatif it cost any more than thats if 
a single dollar is expended beyond the estimates,. 
the State of Illinois shall pay the balance. This, 
sir, must.be a complete and conclusive answer to 
that objection. Inaddition to this fact, gentlemen 
will bear in mind that the State of Ihnois is-to 
surrender, without compensation, to. the: United. 
States her great canal now in successful operation; 
on which she has already expended many mil- 
lions of dollars. In the next place, sir, the bill pro- 
vides that nota single dollar shall be paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States on. this work, 
nor shall the United States become responsible in, 
any manner for it except so far or so fast as the. 
tolis of the canal and of the river shall, for the 
time being, pay the interest on the bonds which 
the Government is asked to issue. . : 
How, I ask, can the country be involved inva 
vast expenditure by this bill? These three points 
cover the whole ground of opposition,  In-the 
first place, if the work cost any more than the es- 
timates submitted to Congress show; the State of 
Illinois is to pay the difference herself. Secondly; 
the State of Illinois surrenders unconditionally, 
and at once her great canal, one of the finest in the 
country, with all its revenues, to the Government 
of the United States. Thirdly, the Government 


| is not called upon to advance a dollar in money 


from the beginning to the end of the work, She 
is only asked to issue her bonds from time to time 
as the work progresses, in such quantities and in 
such amounts only as the tolls and revenues aris- 
ing from the improvement will fully meet the in- 
terest on, Every dollar of revenue arising from 
the presentcanal and from the improvement passes 
into the Treasury of the United States for the pur- 
pose of paying ‘interest on the bonds. We sur- 
render the canal with all its revenues absolutely 
to the Government, and we only ask the Govern- 
ment to lend us its credit to carry on the ‘work, 


| giving it ample security such as any capitalist in 
i the country would be glad to take. i 


Sir, will gentlemen tell me how, under a bill 
like this, guarded as this is, it is possible for the 
Government to become involved in any extrava- 
gant expenditures? Isit not plain that the Gov- 
ernment is protected and guarded against every- 
thing of the kind? i 

Now, sir, I do not propose to go further intothe 
discussion of the merits of this measure at the 
present time. All we ask for this great measure 
is fair play, an open field, anda fair fight. Inthe 
name of the great and patriotic State which I have 
the honor in part to represent on this floor, a 
State which has responded to every call of the 
Government during this rebellion, both in men 
and means, in the most gallant manner, I ask, I 
demand that we shall have justice; that this bill, 
involving asit does such vast interests, so import- 
ant both to the military and naval arms of the 
service, as well as to the commercial prosperity 
of the great Northwest and of the whole country, 
shall not be stricken down and strangled in its 
inception, without a single word of discussion, 
without investigation, and without any #air con- 
sideration. 

Mr. STEVENS. Does the gentleman propose 
to call the previous question upon the motion to 
reject the bill? If he does I will ask him to yield 
to me for five minutes. ‘ 

Mr. ARNOLD. Ido propose to ask the House 
to vote upon the rejection of this bill, and I will 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania five 
minutes of my time if he wishes to be heard, 

Mr. STEVENS. I shall vote for the rejection 
of the bill, whatever may be its merits, on account 
of the way in which it comes before the House, 
for I say it has not come here regularly. There 
has already been a bill referred to the Committee 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union, where 
| this matter can be fairly and fully discussed and 
: decided upon, and which there is no danger of not 


reaching. After that bill was sent to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the gentleman from Illinois in his place, without 
leaving the House, altered the bill and reported 
it as a new bill, upon what we all saw to be no 
meeting of the committee, and without any con- 
sent of the committee in a legitimate sense. 


GLOBE. 


March 10: 


sent, and did anthorize-mé to report: 
Mr- STEVENS: © Was it not.in the House? 
ARNOLD. ‘That is immaterial" 

; VENS, No; itis not immaterial. 1 
sk the gentleman if the meeting did not take place 


inthe House? : PaO ; 
Mi ARNOLD, It:wasin the TEodse: < 
“Mr. STEVENS. ‘Then it’ was no: meeting: ~~ 
“Mr NORTON. The gentleman from Penn- 
ia igitoo. able a man to undertake to break 
sure ‘of this character upon so tech- 
j point ag this, o 0i ` 
Mr. STEVENS: -I cannot yield the floor for 
the: purpose of béing praised. [Laughter.] 
IMT NORTON. ‘1 was praising the genileman 
slightly, but I will notdo it again, finding that it 
offends bim. I will only say-that there is but a 
single point of difference between the first bill prë- 
sented and this bill. ‘The bills are precisely the 
same, with the exception of striking out à single 
section—the fifth. ` 

‘“Mr-STEVENS. , Tam perfectly aware of that. 

“Mr. NORTON. Twant to know whether it is 
a fair proceeding for the gentleman to make the 
point he makes when my colleague [Mr. ARNOLD] 
states that. he had the consent of the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, and when the bill isan ex- 
act copy of the other ‘bill with the exception of 
asingle section which has been stricken out. 
Mr STEVENS. [understand all that. But 
the bill: which the’ gertleman from’ Ilinois intro- 
‘duced this morning has been referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and removed from consideration inthe House for 
the present. The gentleman from Hlinois then 


. had a mecting at his table, as I now understand, 
and they consented to hisreporting the bill again. 
Now, say that. was no meeting of the commit- 
tec.: That committce have no Icave to sit during 
the sessions of the House,and it could not there- 
‘fore have reported the bill. Iam sure the gen- 
tileman did ‘not think of this, or he would not 
have betrayed the Speaker by his statement into 
receiving a bill illegitimately. I so understood 
the state of the case when {raised the point of 
order, and [ tried to: make the Speaker compre- 
hend me. 

“EF think every member of the Louse who knows 
the rules of the House knows that there has been 
ho meeting of the committee since the House has 
removed the subject from the committee to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
Therefore the gentleman from Hlinois did not 
think. how improper it was to say that he had the 
consent of the committee, although they were 
around himin the House. It was inadvertence 
on his part, for he would not impose anything 
illegitimately upon the House, knowing it to be 
such. 

The bill is not before the House, and will not 
go into the merits of it. Iwill not inquire whether 
an appropriation of $13,000,000 for a six-foot wide 
canal forwar vessels is good or bad. Ihave good 
reasons why 'lUshall vote to reject this bill. 

‘Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a 
worl on this. wnusual add extreme motion to re- 
ject a bii in the outset and before it can be prop- 
erly considered and amonded.: Itis very seldom 
applied to any measure, certainly never to a meas- 
ure of thiskind. Ido not recollect that itwas ever 
attempted but once before, since I have been a 
member of Congress, to reject à measure at the 
outset. 

My friend from Pennsylvania declines to dis- 
cuss the merits of the bill very properly, as no one 
ean discuss it at this stage, “He prefers to have 
the sense of the House taken on it before its 
merits are discussed, thinking ita more feasible 
tinve anid a better occasion to carry out his views. | 
Fle urges a motion to reject the bill before its | 
merits are discussed, and justifies himself simply | 
upon the ground of the mannerin which the gen- | 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Arnoxn] introduced the || 
bill. 

“Mr. STEVENS. I object simply because I 
cannot believe that the bill is before the House. | 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I ask the gen- | 
tleman from Massachusetts to yield to me. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave the floor from the gen- | 

tleman from Illinois only fora few moments, and | 
caiinot yield. i 
Mr. Speaker, this same matter was gone over |! 


inthe last. House. A bill was introduced at the’ 
fast session of Congress with the section in that 
was in-the bill when it was first introduced by the 
gentleman from Ilinois, and it went to the Com- 


| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
. {Immediately another bill was introduced, but the 


House then preferred to discuss this matter on its 
merits in the ordinary way of legislation. They 
encountered the hostility of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevens,] as they have it 
now, and with the same earnestness, the same 
candor, and the same sincerity with which he at- 
tacks the bill to-day. It cannot surprise any 
friend of the measure that it encounters his oppo- 
sition at this time, for he is an open and avowed 
enemy of the bill. I suggest he would meet the 
merits of the bill a great deal better if he would 
consent to have the subject before the House and 
properly considered.” I am not the friend of the 
measure in its present shape, and will not be until 
itis modified. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman can have dë- 
bate by referring the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the shite of the Union. 

Mr. DAWES: The gentleman has been told 
a great many times that he is an old parliament- 
arian, and he knows that when a bill is sent to 
the Committee of the Whole on the stage of the 
Union at this stage of the session it is consigned 
to the “ tomb of the Capulets.”? It will never be 
heard of afterwards. It is the best way to killa 
measure, and asan old parliamentarian, if he will 
allow me to call him such once more, he knows 
that jt is the best way possible to kill a measure 
when you want to male some people believe you 
are its friend. I consent that we can discuss it 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union; but when a gentleman makes a mo- 
tion to refera bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union ho knows, if he has been 
here one session, that when a bill is so referred 
at this period of the session it will never be heard 
of again. 

This is a measure of such importance that for 
one I am willing to have it discussed on its merits; 
and when it shall be put in proper shape it shall 
have my vote. Iam not prepared to say that I 
will vote for the bill in its present shape; but 1 
am not willing to kill it-at the outset. I want it 
properly before the House, and discussed on, its 
merits. 

Mr. COX. I will suggest to my friend from 
Wiscousin, [Mr. Brown, ] if he will withdraw his 
motion to reject, L think we can fix this matter so 
that we can discuss and amend this bill in the 
House. I am opposed to this measure in every 
particular, but I want to sce a fair discussion, I 
do not agree with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawes, ] thatat this stage of thesession 
a reference to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union is necessarily the death of an 
measure. l think we can discuss it there; and if 
ray friend will withdraw his motion, I will move 
to refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. Thave not yet had an op- 
pormnity to examine the provisions of this bill, 

ut I do hope that the House at this period of the 
session will not reject this bill upon its introduc- 
tion without affording its friends and its enemies 
an opportunity to investigate it, It is an import- 
ant bil, Itisa bill of importance to the entire 


country west of the Alleghany mountains. ‘It is jj 


a bill of vast importance to every inch of territory 
between the lakes and the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi river. His important, not only to the Gov- 
ernment, but to the country. It does seem to me | 
that a motion to reject the bill upon its introduc- 
tion, without affording members of the Tlouse an 
opportunity to examine it, to discuss it, to amend | 
it, if it requires amendment, or of rejecting itif it 
cannot be got into a shape to satisfy a majority | 
of the Fouse, is most extraordinary. Lam not 


a Measure upon jts introduction the opportunity 
of backing out of their position without entering | 
my protest against such an extraordinary pro- 
ceeding. i i 
I believe some measure of this kind—I do not ! 
say this particular bill, because Tam unprepared ; 
to speak of its merits—is of vast palional import- 
ance to this country, and that we have the same 
power to appropriate money to open up a ship 
communication by which Government. -vessels 


H 
inclined toafford gentlemen who would thus crush |} 
| 
| 
i 
i 
H 


may go from the tide-waters of the Gulf to the 
Lakes,-as we have-to appropriate a dollar to im- 
prove a harbor anywhere upon our coast; thatwe 
have the samé ‘constitutional power to open up 
this water communication between the Lakes and 
the Gulf that we have to improve harbor forthe 
security of our vessels at the. mouth of the Chi- 
cago river, or upon the Atlantic coast, onon the 
Chesapeake bay or anywhere else. y 

. I am opposed also: to the motion- to` refer this 
bill tothe Committee ofthe Whole on the state of 
the Union, for the reason that all experience shows 
that within two months of the close of the session 
other important measures which press themselves 
upon the House will finally defeat this bill, When 
it goes to the Committee of the Whole, although 
its consideration may be in order in committee, ` 
the time which should be devoted to its discus- 
sion will be consumed in the discussion of other 
measures; ahd from time to time, when the House 
is in Committee of the Whole upon this bill, in- 
stead of discussing it, other important measures 
will be there’ discussed. Iwantthe House to per- 
mit this bill to remain under control of the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, and to fix some day 
certain for its consideration, in order that those 
who are its friends and those who are its enemies 
may have an opportunity, upon the bill itself, to 
discuss its merits and its demerits, so that the 
House may be prepared to act advisedly upon the 
billor upon the amendments, that the country may 
know upon what thcy have to depend in reference 
to this question. 

I hope, therefore, the bill will not be rejected 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin, and’ that they will not send it to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, since 
every man who is honest with himself will ac- 
knowledge that such a course will kill the bill for 
the present session at least, 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connétticut. I am not 
very familiar with the usages of the House, but 
I had supposed that when the chairman of a com- 
mittee presented a report to the House, it was to 
be presumed that he had full authority from the 
committee. I had also supposed that that author- 
ity wag entirely conclusive, and that the commit- 
tee might not be interrogated by members of the 
House, and that proper information could come 
from any member of the committee. Ithink this 
bill has great merits, that it is an improvement 
which should be made, and [ think it will find 
favor with the nation, but not now. I believe at 
the present time we need all our energies and re- 
sources and all our credits for the prosecution of 
the war in which we are engaged. 

Mr. ARNOLD. T desire to say to the House 
that if this bill is not rejected, as I trust it will 
not be, there will be an opportunity for fall discus- 
sion and amendment. ‘Trasting that the House 
will give an opportunity for that discussion, E 
now demand the previous question. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I withdraw my. 
motion to reject the bill,and move to refer it to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER, That motion is not in order 
at this time. 

The bill was then read a second time by its title. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I now move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill until Monday 
week, after the morning hour, and upon that mo- 
tion 1 demand the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

Mr. COX. f hope the gentleman will with- 
draw that motion for the present. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it proposed to make the 
bill a special order for Monday week? 

Mr. ARNOLD. No; merely to postpone it 
until after the niorning hour on that day. 

TheSPEAKER. It would require unanimous 
consent to make it a special order, 

Mr. ARNOLD. {do notask that it should be 
made a special order, but merely that it should 
be postponed. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Then] withdraw my motion, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and being put, the motion 
to postpone the bill until Monday week after the 
morning hour was agreed to, - 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was so postponed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 2S 


BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C 


New Suries.....No. 86. : 


Tumry-Erautu Conaress, Ist SESSION, 


EMIGRATION RETURNS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmit- 
ting a statement of the number, ages, &c., of pas- 
sengers arriving in the United States from foreign 
countries by sea during the year 1863; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


POST OFFICE CLERKS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
communication from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting a statement of clerks and other per- 
sons employed in the Depaftmentin the year 1863; 
which was laid upon the table, and ordered to be 
printed. l 

CLOSE OF DEBATE. 

Mr. STEVENS. Before moving to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
I move that all debate on the section of the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill 
now pending close in one minute after the com- 
mittee shall resume the consideration of the same. 

The motion wasagreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, : 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House ac- 
cordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Norron 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN stated the pending question 
to be upon the amendment offered yesterday by 
Mr. Kasson to insert in line six ‘hundred and 
sixty-two, between the words “botanist”? and 
“entomologist,” the word “and,” and to strike 
out in the same clause €‘ $11,000; and insert 
“$9,000” in lieu thereof; so as to make the clause 
read: * for compensation of Commissioner of Ag- 
riculture, chief clerk, botanist and entomologist, 
and chemist, $9,000.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The question recurred upon the substitute of- 
fered yesterday by Mr. Morr. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill modify it so as to in- 
sert $1,000 for laborers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order now to move 
to amend the original text? 

Mr. MORRILL. There were someamendments 
proposed yesterday by the gentleman from Iowa, 
[Mr. Kasson,] who is notnow present, and before 
the vote js taken upon my proposition asa substi- 
tute for the whole provision in relation to the Agri- 
cultural Department, it would perhaps be proper to 
consider the amendments he suggested to the ori- 
ginaltext. Itherefore moveas one of his amend- 
ments to strike out from lines six hundred and 
sixty-four and six hundred and sixty-five the 
words ‘draughtsman, assistant chemist, trans- 
lator,” and to strike out ‘ $29,600”? and insert in 
lieu thereof “ $25,400; so that the clause will 
read: “For compensation of clerks, messengers, 
and laborers, $25,400.” 

Mr. GRINNELL. I would state thatI amin 
favor of the proposed amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS. All debate is closed, and I 
call the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 


The question was put upon Mr. Morris’s 


amendment, and there were—ayes 26, noes 40; 
no quorum voting, 

Mr. ORTH demanded tellers, 

Tellers were ordered;and Messrs. Honmanand 
QRINNELL were appointed. 

The committee divided jand the tellers reported 
ayes 35, noes 60. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DAWES. Task the Committee of Ways 
and Means whether there is not a typographical 
error in the six hundred and sixty-second line? 
Does not the committee mean to give to the Ag- 
ricultural Department an etymologist, not an en- 


tomologist? [Laughter] 
x] 


i acorns sent tothe agri 
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for Lam afraid the bugs will eat up the botany. 
({Laughter.] However, I think we had better 
leave it as it is, 

“Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the clause 
for collecting agricultural statistics by striking 
out “< $23,000,” and inserting “$15,000.” That 
is the sum suggested by the gentleman from Iowa, 
{Mr. Kasson. ] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend by inserting 
after line six hundred and seventy-one the fol- 
lowing: 

For the payment of articles furnished for the Agricultural 
Report for 1861, $3,393. 


I desire to state—— : 

The CHAIRMAN. Alldebate, except by gen- 
eral consent, is out of order. 

Mr. HALE. I ask to have a letter read from 
the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be read if there be 
no objection, 

There being no objection, the letter was read, 
as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
i March 4, 1864. 

Sir: In reply to your communication of February 23, rel- 
ative to the claims of Lewis Bolman, and others, for ser- 
vices rendered the late agricultural division of the Patent 
Office, and asking, sinee they are admitted to be just both 
by the Commissioner of Patents and myself, why they have 
uot been paid, 4 answer that this Department, from the 
face of the estimate of the Commissioner of Patents of the 
22d May, 1862, supposed that Congress, in its appropriation 
to supply a deficiency in the Patent Office fund, agreeably 
to these estimates, had provided for the payment of the 
claims referred to. On this account this Department asked 
for no appropriation out of which their payment was to be 
made, and consequently has no funds from which they can 
now be paid. 

These claims, as set out. by the Commissioner of Patents 
in his communication of February 7, 1863, amount to 
$3,393 26. 

In addition to these, the following accounts have been 
presented to this Departineut for payment, as due from the 
agricultural division of the Patent Oflice, namely: 

Difference between the account of $. P. Dinsmore, as 
stated by the Commissioner of Patents, and as certified to 
by Mr. Hayes, chief clerk of the Patent Office, $25, 

Account of Vilmorin, Andrews & Co., of France, for 
cultural division of the Patent Office 
in January, 1862, @285 79. 

Amount claimed by Baring Brothers & Co., for money 


Mr. STEVENS. lhad thought of that myself, 


advanced to D. Jay Browne while agent of the agricultural 
division of the Patent Office when in Europe, £156 4s. 11d, 

Copies of the protested draft and the account are here- 
with placed before the eomimittee, with the statement of 
Mr. Holloway. 

1 respectfully ask that your committee will report, in such 
manner as yon deem proper, the amount fonnd by it due 
on these claims, with the recommendation that au appro- 
priation be reported by the Committee of Ways and Means 
to this Department for their payment. 

Very respectiully, your obedient servant, 

ISAAC NEWTON, Commissioner. 
Hon. James T. HALE, Chairman of Committee on Claims. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania whether the last three 
items, referred to in the letter of the Commissioner, 


are embraced in his amendment. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment does not em- 
brace the claim of Baring Brothers & Company, 
for it is not thought to be a just claim. > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to move to amend by 
reducing the appropriation for a library for the 
Agricultural Department from $5,000 to $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now move to amend by 
striking out line six hundred and seventy-three, 
“ for purchase of laboratory, $5,000.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after line six hundred and ninety-one the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That such trees, cuttings, vines, and buibs so 
purchased or which shall be propagated shall be such as are 
adapted to general cultivation and to promote the general 
interest of horticulture aud agriculture throughout the Uni- 
ted States. 

So that the clause will read: 

For propagation and distribution of valuable plants, eut- 
tings, and shrubs, namely: 

For labor, repairs of old propagating house, new propa- | 


$ 


| 


gating house, rebuilding shop, and for purchase of trees, 
cuttings, vines, and bulbs, $10,800: Provided, Xer ™ i a 

Mr. SWEAT. I would say to the gentleman 
from Indiana that there is no necessity for his 
amendment. ` i D 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [think there isa necessity 
for the amendment. ae 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. j 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by striking 
out the item of $3,000 for salary of foreman and 
laborers for experimental garden.on reservation 
No. 2. 

Mr. STEVENS. If I may be allowed a few 
words, I will explain this item. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEVENS. This experimental garden, 
partly occupied now, consists of twenty acres of 
what was waste ground belonging to the Govern- 
ment. It has been surrendered to the Depart- 
ment to enable it to try the experiment of foreign 
seeds, cuttings, and other things of that kind, to 
see how they will grow here and what kind of soil 
is required for them. I make this statementinor-. 
der that the committee may understand the item. 

Mr. MORRILL. If I may be allowed a sin- 
gle word in reply I willsay that this is something 
new and different from the grounds used for this 
purpose between Third and Four-and-a-half 
streets. The ground is not broken at all on thia 
reservation. ts 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the substi- 
tute pioposed by Mr. Morru; and it was re- 
jected. 

Mr. STEVENS, by direction of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, moved to add under the 
heading of “ Branch Mint at Denver” as follows: 

For additional salary of Treasurer acting as Assistant 
Treasurer of the United States, $500. 

For salary of clerk to Assistant Treasurer, $1,800. 

For safe and vault, including freight, $5,000. 

For salary of Assistant Treasurer from November 20, 
1862, to June 30, 1864, $805 54. 

Mr. STEVENS. This amendment is proposed 
in accordance witha letter received from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury after the bill was made 
up. [Je requested us to insert these items in the 
bill, [ believe there is no difficulty about them. 
It seems tò be right, and I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. STEVENS. Jam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to move to strike out 
“ $18,000” and insert + $20,000” in the paragraph 
for compensation and mileage of the members of 
the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico. Thisis to make the item 
conform to the revised estimates of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. KINNEY moved under the heading of 
“Territory of Utah” to add as follows: 

Por compensation and mileage of the members of die 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerk, and contingent ex- 
per of the General Assembly, $20,000: Provided, That 
the surplus if any arising from this or auy former appropri- 
ation may be used for tie purpose of completing the peni- 
tentiary for such Territory under the direction of the Legis- 
lative Assembly. 

Mr. KINNEY. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means and also of the House to the fact that in 
these appropriations for the Territory of Utah in 
this bill there is no appropriation for the expenses 
of the Legislative Assembly of that Territory atall. 
By reference to the appropriations made for the 
various Territories by the Thirty-Seventh Con- 
gress, I fiud the following: 

For the Territory of New Mexico: 
Salary of Governor, judges, and sceretary. 
Contingent expens 
Interpreter and translator........ 
Compensation of Legislature, &e 
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T find that the game session of Congress appro” 
priated for Utah as follows: : 
Salary of. Governor, judges; and secretary s... s.s $12,000 


Contingent expenses .o.0 cvcecescreresssseveeseeee -1,500 
‘Compensation of Legislature, Xe... ....seseseee. 6,000 
ae í i $19,500 


Thus making a. difference for precisely the same 
purpose between the amountappropriated for the 
respective Legislatures of $12,000, the expenses in 
each Territory being about the same. . 

‘The same session of Congress appropriated for 
the Territory of Washington: 


Salary of Governor, secretary, and judges....... $12,500 


Qontingent expenses ..ersccecccreorecees 15500 
Compensation of Legislature; &e..............- 20,000 
$34,000 


` ‘Thesamesession appropriated for the Territory 
of Nebraska: 


Salary of Governor, secretary, and judges....... 810,500 
Contingent expenses ......seceseeeeess eee xs 1,000 
Compensation of Legislature, &C......cesereeee 4,000 

15,500 


I desire to explain why this appropriation for 
Nebraska is so small. Through the Delegate 
from that Territory the previous appropriation for 
mileage and compensation of the members of the 
Legislature was diverted by Congress to the pay- 
ment of the direct tax levied upon the people of the 
Territory, and there was no session of the Legis- 
lature one year ago in Nebraska, and the difference 
between the direct tax and the amount appropri- 
ated, with the $4,000 appropriated for the late ses- 
sion, was deemed sufficient to pay the expenses of 
the Legislature for 1863-64. Utah assumed the 
pay mentofherdirect tax by legislative enactment, 
and:igcheerfully contributing the amount assessed 
against ber toward aiding in putting down the re- 
bellion, T 

The same Congress appropriated for Colorado: 


Salary of Governor, Judges, &C 0. .cceeeeeenees 89,700 
CONTINGENT EXPEDIR s sreeeectevecseenseesereens 1,000 
Compensation of Legislature, We., .ssesss esse- 20,000 


Also for Nevada: 


Salary of Governor, judges, &eviccsscees 
Contingent expenses .ceccsccsces 
Compensation of Legislature, &ew.... 


Also for Dakota: 

Salary of Governor, judges, &e 
Contingent expenses... 
Compensation ot Legislature, &e 


Mr, Chairman, | find appropriated by the pro- 
visions of the bill now before the committee, as 

repared and recommended by. the Committee of 

nys and Means, the following amounts ag- 
gregated for each Territory: For New Mexico, 
31,500; Nebraska, $26,500; Nevada, $23,700; 
rizona, $31,500; Washington, $34,000; Colo- 
rado, $25,700; Dakota, $24,700; Idaho, $33,000; 
and Utah only $13,500, and no appropriation for 
the expenses, milenge, and compensation of the 
Legislature for 1864-65. 

l find by reference to the estimates of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury the following in regard to 
Utah: 

For contingent expenses of the Territory, per act of Sep- 
tember 9, 1850, 9 Laws, page 457, section 11, $1,500. 

Compensation and mileage of the members of the Legis- 
Intive Assembly, officers, rks, and contingent expanses 
of the Assembly nothing required in addition to unexpended | 
balance. 

This reportof the Secretary is dated December 
7,.1863, one week prior to the meeting of the late | 
Legislative Assembly for the Territory, and hence | 
the expenses of that Legislature were not before 
the Secretary of the Treasury at the time the es- | 


timate was made, and this has undoubtedly mis- il 


led the Secretary of the Treasury and the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means in preparing the | 
appropriation bill. The $6,000 appropriated by | 
the Thirty-Seventh Congress was probably con- 

sidered sufficient, with the unexpended balance | 
of previous appropriations to the credit of Utah | 
inthe Treasury Department, to defray the ex- 
denses of the Legislature for the Territory of Utah | 
x i 


“for thë session of 1863-64. It cannot be possible’ 


that Utah hasso far excelled her sister Territories 


in economy of the public money as to have stand- || 


ing to her credit sufficient, with the $6,000, to de- 
fray the expenses of two Legislatures, the one of 
1863-64, and also the one for 1864-65. Twenty 
thousand dollars is usually appropriated each 
Congress for the expenses of each Territorial Le- 
gislature, and to suppose that Utah has still suffi- 
cient to her credit for the next Legislature, can 
only be done upon the ground that she has saved 
$34,000 for the General Government of mone 
that was appropriated for the benefit of the Ter- 
ritory. : 

The Legislature has held regularsessions, each 

ear, of forty days allowed by the organic act. 

tis true, sir, that Utah has been saving of the 
public money, asis evident from the appropriation 
of last session being so small, only $6,000, and for 
this the Territoryis entitled to greatcredit, forming 
an honorable exception to other Territories, that 
annually expend, I believe, all the money appro- 
priated for them by Congress. I cannot but think 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, in stating that 
no appropriation is necessary for legislative ex- 
penses in Utah for the next fiscal year, has only 
taken into consideration the unexpended balance 
and the $6,000 appropriated last year, and Jost 
sight of the expenses of the Legislature which 
convened one week after his estimates were made; 
in other words, his estimates were based upon the 
amount as it stood upon the books of the Depart- 
ment. With a credit to the Secretary of fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars for the expenses of the 
Legislature recently closed, the amount willstand 
differently, and probably leave nothing, unless my 
amendmentis adópiei , for defraying the expenses 
of the next session, which must, if provided for at 
all, be appropriated at this session of Congress. 

L hope, sir, Congress will not discriminate 
against Utah by withholding the usual appropri- 
ation, AH the other ‘Territories are provided for, 
and if you will continue our territorial government 
you must pry our legislative expenses. 

The estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury 
was dated anterior to the last session of the Le- 
gislature. That Legislature continued in session 
the usual time, and [ presume consumed the ap- 
propriation, Upon the grounds I have stated, then, 
I ask for the concurrence of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means in my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would be glad to agree with 
the honorable gentleman, if I thought this was 
necessary. Flow much the appropriation fora 
prnienuoty may be pertinent I donot know. But 

enll the attention of the committee to what the 
Seeretary of the ‘Treasury says in the estimates. 
Fle says that for the compensation and mileage 


of the members of the ‘Territorial Legislature of 


Utah, officers, clerks, &c., nothing more is needed 
than the unexpended balance on hand. 

Mr. KINNEY. Six thousand dollars. 

Mr. STEVENS, tt does not say that. 

Mr. KINNEY. Six thousand dollars was the 
amountappropriated by the Thirty-Seventh Con- 
gress, and there has been a Legislature in session, 
It is not quite fair that Utah shall be compelled to 
beso much more economical than other Territo- 
ries. 

Mr. STEVENS. What was the balance on 
hand? 

Mr. KINNEY. I do not know, but it was 
considered enough for thesubsequent Legislature. 
Itis now probably exhausted, [see no possible 
way for our having a Legislature unless this ap- 
propriation is passed, 

On a division, there were—ayes 30, noes 25; 
no quorum: voting, 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

_ Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Braman and 
Dawson were appointed. 

The tellers reported—ayes 43, noes 33; no quo- 
rum voting. 

Mr. STEVENS. I withdraw objection to the 
amendment, so that we may go on with the bill, 
intending to have a vote on it in the House. 

The amendment was adepted, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Arizona: 

For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 
penses of the Assembly, $18,000. 


Mr, STEVENS, 


‘specifica! 


000, and to insert‘ $20,000” in lieu. thereof. 
The revised estimates make that proper. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Territory of Idaho: ; 

For compensation and mileage of the members of the Le- 
gislätive Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent expenses 
of the Assembly, $20,000. 


Mr. STEVENS. I move to strike out °$20,- 

000,” and to insert in lieu thereof ‘* $32,320.” 
That is necessary under the revised estimates. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For salary of the reporter of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, $1,300, 


Mr. STEVENS. I move to strike that out, as 
it is in properly at another place. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
. The Clerk read as follows: 
Justices of the Supreme Court of the United States : 
For salaries of the Chief Justice and nine associate jus- 
tices, $58,500. © | 
Mr. STEVENS. I move to strike out “ $58,- 
500,” and to insert $60,000” in lieu thereof. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For salaries of the district judges of the United States, 
$118,750. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I would like to inquire 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means whether this appropriation includes the 
salaries for judges recently appointed for Alabama 
and Florida. 1 believe those gentlemen are not 
on any particular judicial duty. 


ir. STEVENS.  Itincludesall those properly 
appointed. 
Mr.J.C.ALLEN. Isee that Judge Bustecd, 


recently appointed one of the judges for Alabama, 
has been devoting himself to the election in New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. STEVENS. I cannot say that he has been 
confirmed, 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. 
been confirmed. 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not see his name here. 

Mr. SPALDING. Are these judges allowed 
their traveling expenses? : 

Mr. STEVENS. Only onein California. Ie 
is allowed $1,200, which does not pay his traveling 
expenses. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after the appropriation for salary of the re- 
porter of the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, line eight hundred and forty- 
four, the following: 

For compensation of the district attorneys, $19,250, 

For compensation of the marslals, $11,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENS. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after line eight hundred and sixty-three, page 
36, the following: 

For salary of chief clerk and teller, to act as Assistant 
‘Treasurer in the abs > of the Treasurer, assistant teller, 
book-keeper, and assistant book-keeper, messenger, and 


four watchmen in the office of the sub-Treasury at St, 
Louis, $9,760. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The following clause having been read— 

For necessary expenses in carrying into effect the seve- 
ralacts of Congress authorizing loaus and the issue of Treas- 
ury notes, S1,G00,000— 

Mr. BROOKS said: I desire to have a little light 
in reference to this appropriation contained in lines 
eight hundred and eighty-seven, eight hundred 
and eighty-eight, and eight hundred and eighty- 
nine. What is this $1,000,000 appropriated for? 
The appropriation is indefinite and does not state 

y what it is for. Į wish to know he 
purpose to which that large sam of $1,000,000 is 
to be applied. 

Mr. STEVENS. 


T understand that he has 


I do not know that I can 
make the matter any more definile than the law 
itself makes it. We are aware that very large 
loans have been made by the Government, and 
that bonds, notes, and various other instruments 
have been engraved ata very largeexpense. The 
loan has been negotiated, for which also the Gov- 
ernment is bound to pay a considerable sum of 
money—a reasonable sum, however—and all these 
expenses are included in this appropriation. It 
is Supposed it will cover them all, 

Mr, BROOKS. If L thoughtit was of any use, 


I move to strike out + 818,- |} I would read a long exposé of the transactions of the 
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Secretary of the Treasury, from which it would 
be easy to sce that very large sums have been un- 
necessarily lost in negotiating the transfer of these 
loans—sums amounting to five or six hundred 
thousand dollars. It is useless, however, for me 
to lay it before the House; but I wish. the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, who are disposed to 
be earnest in scrutinizing matters of expenditure, 
to avail themselves of some opportunity to ex- 
amine into the transactions of the Treasury in re- 
gard to the temporary loan, and the enormous 
amounts paid to New York men unnecessarily for 
negotiating the loan. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman certainly has 
taken a very proper course in relation to this mat- 
ter. I can only say that if he has any informa- 
tion useful to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
we shall be glad to receive it, and I hope we shall 
give it a most careful and candid examination. 
‘We have not, perhaps, all the information the 
gentleman has, but we should be giad to have it. 

Mr. BROOKS. I will take some other oppor- 
tunity to submit my information to the House. 

The following clause having been read— 

For compensation of a foreman and twenty-one laborers 
employed in the public grounds, $13,400— 

Mr. GRINNELL said: I move to strike out 
‘thirteen’? and insert “ ten.” [believe that isa 
sufficient compensation for these laborers, and 
about double what laborers are receiving through- 
out the country. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hardly think the gentleman 
is serious in his remarks, 

Mr. GRINNELL. lam, 

Mr. STEVENS. Hardly serious inasking that 
these laborers shall be cut down to the starving 
point which he proposes. Not one ofthem could 
live on that, unless he browsed out in the field 
and slept in the woods at night. ; 

Mr. GRINNELL. Here are twenty-one la- 
borers employed on these Capitol grounds. We 
know they do not cultivate the grounds as a gar- 
den, but simply mow the grass and look to the 
shrubbery; and we propose to pay them $500 a 
year for working about one half as many hours 
and performing one half as much labor as is per- 
formed by farmers in Pennsylvania and other 
States. If they say what I propose is a starva- 
tion price, let them go to some other place where 
they can get more. I have visited these grounds 
often for a number of years past, and I venture 
theassertion that they can be taken care of as well 
as they are now by ten laborers as well as by 
twenty. 

I offer my amendment in good faith, 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I hope my friend from 
Towa will not succeed in striking down the pay 
of these laborers. E know very well, from the 
position ] hold on the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, that these men honestly and 
fairly discharge their duties. They labor weil 


and faithfully for the Government, and I am per- |; 


fectly astonished that the gentleman from Iowa, 
who tells us every day and every hour of the day 
that he is a farmer, and that he stands up for the 
laboring classes of the country, should be now 
found striking at the poor laborers. 

Mr. GRINNEIELL. I move to reduce the num- 
ber of laborers to fifteen, and the appropriation 
to $10,000. Certainly the objection of the gen- 
tleman from Maine will not then hold, 

The question was taken on Mr. GRINNELL’S 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose invormally; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, a message was received 
from the Senate, through Mr. Forney, its Sec- 
retary, announcing that the Senate had passed a 
bill (S. No. 145) to equalize the pay of soldiers of 
the United States Army; in which he was di- 
rected to ask the concurrence of the House. 

The committee resumed its session. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move to amend the item for 
compensation of one night watchman at the pub- 
lic stables and carpenters’ shops south of the 
Capitol, by striking out $600 and inserting $1,000. 


I know the facts connected with the labor of} 


these watchmen, and certainly $600 is not suffi- 
cient compensation. This man is required to 
watch every night overthe public property, with- 
out any relief atali. Teall on the chairman of 


| Houses, and that the old as well as the new police are en- 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
to state the facts. é 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. The matter of this man’s 
pay was brought to the attention of the commit- 
tee. He is on watch every night, and, a few 
nights ago, he saved one of the public stables from 
being burned up. He is a refugee, driven from 
Virginia, where he sustained great Joss of prop- 
erty. But, aside from the present occupant of the 
office, I think thata man who performs this work 
every night faithfully should have at least $1,000 
a year for the support of himself and family. 

Mr. GRINNELL., -I will vote to make an ap- 
propriation of $400 to this man if he is a needy 
escaped Virginian; but Iam opposed to raising 
these salaries unless we raise the salaries of the 
route agents, who have been petitioning us for 
years past for an increase of salary; men who 
travel three or four hundred miles a day and who 
have only six or seven hundred dollars a year. 

Mr. PRICE. I do not try, Mr. Chairman, to 
arrest the tide which sweeps over this House. 
That is not my object in rising now. I wish to 
enter my solemn protest against the lavish ex- 
penditure of public money by Congress. It is 
more than that; itis squandering the public money. 
It is vain to tell me that men cannot be got to 
work here for the same pay they work at in other 
parts of the country. Eight hundred dollars a 
year for a man to kcep a gate, and $13,000 to keep 
grounds in order which could be keptin order for 
half the money! I undertake to say that millions 
are expended every year unnecessarily; at times, 
too, when we should be more than ever careful | 
of the public Treasury, and apply it for the pur- 
pose for which it is intended, the putting down 
the rebellion. I can hire as good a man as there 
is in Washington city, in Congress or out of it, 
for $500 a year, to watch the President’s stables, 
or any other man’s stable. I hope we will be 
held to a strict account for our proceedings here. 
I can get you five thousand men within the next 
thirty days who are willing to work for two thirds 
the pay that we allow to men here. I speak what 
I know and testify of what I have seen. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I wanttosay a word in sup- 
port of the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I know something about the 
duties of this watchman. He has charge of all 
the congressional stables, all the horses, all the car- 
riages and other property, amounting in value to 
above twenty thousand dollars, and that every 
night, at fifty dollars per month. There is no city 
in the United States where they do not pay their 
watchmen higher than that. 

The remarks of the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat, in regard to the cost of living, are 
not applicable to this case. Everybody knows 
that the cost of living in this city has doubled 
within the last twelve months. This man is barely 
able, on his pay of fifty dollars per month, to sup- 
port his wife and family. I hold it to be the duty 
of the Government to pay its employés, whether | 
they hold the lowest places or the highest places, 
a fair, full, and just compensation, and I hold that 
this is a case in which such a fair and just com- 
pensation isnot allowed. Ihope the amendment 
will be agreed to. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The bill had now been read through, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave anamendment which 
I desire to offer, and I hope the committee will 
listen for a moment to two letters which I hold 
in my hand. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
the gentleman offers? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; it is to add to the 
bill the following: 

For deficiency in the appropriation for Capitol police 
under act of April 22, 1854, to he expended under the di- 
rection of the Commissioner of Public Buildings, $4,374 84. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that a paragraph froma 
communication from the First Comptroller of the 
Treasury which I send to the Clerk’s desk may 
be read. It explains this matter. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

*¢My opinion was and is that since the act of 1854 the | 
salaries of policemen were established by law, and had not 
been under the control of the Presiding Officers of the two 


Is it a new section which 


titled to the increase, but that the appropriation of 1863 be- i 
ing intended for the new, they must first be paid, and that | 
a new appropriation for the others was necessary.” 


| explanation, as matiy members of the preserit 


Mr. HOLMAN, I desire to submit a word of |! 


House were not here when the appropriation of 
$9,500 was made at the last session. |” ie 

By the act of 1854, according to the decision of 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury, the salary 
of the Capitol police was fixed at $1,320 per ahs 
num. Prior to that time it had been ander thé. 
control of the Presiding Officers. of the two 
Housesthe President of the Senate’ and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives: : This 
salary was paid regularly—as it was to all otlier 
officers whose salaries had been raised‘ twenty 
per cent. at the same time—until 1859. In 1859, 
however, the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House fixed the salary of the Cap- 
itol police at $1,100 per annum. ; 

The matter stood in that way until the last 
session of Congress. Congress then, holding that 
the act of 1854 had fixed the salary, and that it 
was not under the control of the Presiding Officérs 
of the two Houses, made an appropriation of 
$9,500, which, it was generally understood by 
the members upon this floor at that time, would 
be sufficient to pay the amount due from 1859 up 
to the time of the appropriation, being the twenty 
per cent, increase upon their salary. é 

It was found upon examination that the $9,500 
thus appropriated was not sufficient, bat that there 
was a deficiency of $928 to pay the present police. 
A part of the old police only remain upon the 
presentforce. A portion of them went out on the 
incoming of the present Administration, and the 
money appropriated was applied to the benefit‘of 
those who were upon the police at the time the 
appropriation was made, although the appropria- 
tion was silent as to the manner in which it should 
be applied. 

Now, the object of my amendmentis to appro- 
priate this sum, which is the balance due to the 
police who had gone out of office prior to the pas~ 
sage of the appropriation bill of last year. J ask 
now that a letter from the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings, who has control of this matter, be 
read at the Clerk’s desk. f 

Mr. STEVENS, I do not think it is neces- 
sary that the letter should be read. If the gen- 
tleman wil} let the vote be taken, | have no doubt; 
his amendment will be adopted. i >o 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will not insist 
on the reading. 

Mr. Hoiman’s amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAILY. I offer the following ag an addi- 


tional section to the bill: / 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That for the purpose 
of building a penitentiary at the town of Bellevue, in the 
Territory of Nebraska, $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated, to he expended under the ‘direction of the 
Governor of said Territory, provided that a contract with 
responsible parties can be made to complete a penitentiary 
suitable to the wants of the Territory for the said sum of 
$50,000, 

Mr. Chairman, the appropriations for legisla- 
tive purposes for the Territory of Nebraska have 
been exceedingly small for the last two years 
from the fact that we have been using the unap- 
propriated balances of appropriations: for former 
years, and it is only $15,000 this year, 

There has never been anything appropriated 
for the building of a penitentiary in that Terri- 
tory, and but $50,000 was appropriated for the 
building of a capitol. The balance of the money 
needed for that purpose was raised by the city of 
Omaha, and the capitol was completed. 

It is very necessary that a penitentiary should 
be built there, and the Government would save 
money by it, as it is now at great expense in 
guarding prisoners after they are convicted. In 


dive or six years you will spend twiceas much in 


guarding prisoners as the amount now proposed 
to be appropriated. I hope, therefore,- that the 
committee will agree to myamendment. The Gov- 
ernment will save money by it, and the security of 
life and property in the Territory will be enhanced. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hardly know how to op- 
pose the amendment of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska, after we have given a penitentiary to 
Utah, except upon the ground that I do not be- 
lieve Nebraska needs a penitentiary. understand 
that there are hardly any malefactors of any kind 
there, but that the people are the most moral and 
correct in all their deportment of. those of any. of 
these new Territogies. Tt seems to meitisalmost 
casting a reproach upon them to suggest that there 
is need of a penitentiary there atall. [Laughter.} 

Mr, DAILY. It is true, that the actual citi- 
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zens. of Nebraska are. characterized by as much 
moral purity as those of any locality; but we 
have agreati many. renegades from Pennsylvania 
and other States out there that, we have to take 
care of. [Much laughter.] : ee 

Mr. STEVENS. They are to go to. Utah. 
‘We have provided for them there: | à 

Mr. DAILY. “But we have to. provide for 
taking care of them while they are on their way. 

Mr. STEVENS; . Oh, they will never stop in 
such abarren, worthless country as that. [Re- 
néwed laughter. J]. However, .the House may 
consent. to provide for that as they did for Utah. 
The object:ig the same in both instances. : 

. The'amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS.. I now move that the com- 
mittee.rise and report the bill to. the House. 

‘The.motion wag agreed to. j 

So’ the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the ‘chair, Mr. Norron reported that the 
committee having according to order had the state 
of the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly the bill of the House (No. 192) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1865, had, instructed him to 
report the same back to the House with sundry 
amendments thereto. 

‘Mr. STEVENS, There are three amendinents 
‘upon which weshall have to havea separate vote. 
The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GrinxeLL] indi- 
cated his desire to have a vote upon the salary of 
some watchman; and the amendments for peni- 
tentiaries in Utah and Nebraska, I suppose, will 
require separate votes. If there be no objection 
I propose that we concur in the other amendments 
in gross. 

Mr.GRINNELL. I desire to have a vote upon 
this appropriation for the metropolitan police. I 
propose to reduce the appropriation from $110,000 
to $75,000. i 

Mr. STEVENS. There is nò amendment 
making such a proposition, 

Mr, GRINNELL. I desired to move such an 
amendment in committee, but it was said that the 
section had been passed. { thought it was un- 
derstood I might offer itin the House, 

My, STEVENS. Then all, thero. was of it 
was that the gentleman wished to go back and 
offer an amendment for which he aid not obtain 
tha consent of the committee. 

Mr. GRINNELL. Notatall. [did propose 
the ainendment but through some confusion it was 
not voted on. f understood that I might offer it 
in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that he 
is informed. by the Clerk that no such amend- 
ment was received or reported at the Clerk’s desk 
in committee. 

Mr. GRINNELL, I hope the geatloman will 

ive'me an opportunity to move an amendment 
in regard to the metropolitan police. 

Mr, STEVENS. [ should be very glad to ac- 
commodate the gentleman, but the rules of the 
House will not permitit. Any amendment mak- 
ing an Appropriation must.be first considered in 
Commities of the Whole. 

There being no objection, the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, except the three designated, 
were adopted in gross. 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 now move the previous 
question on the bill and amendments. Inasmuch, 
however, as we should probably find ourselves 
without a quorum in voting upon these amend- 
ments, 1 will ask that by general consent the bill 
may go over untl to-morrow morning. 

No objection being made, the bill was aceord- 
ingly postponed, 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. STEVENS. l move to proceed to the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

STATE OF NEVADA. 

An act (S. No. 96) to enable the people of Ne- 
vada to form a constitution and State government, 
and for the admission of such State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, and read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. COX. I move to referthe bill to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. GRINNELL. I will suggest that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Territories has just 
stepped out to attend afuneral. If he were here, 
I know he woald desire some other disposition of 
the bill. 

Mr. COX. I will then withdraw that motion, 
and: move to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Territories... 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that 
the Committee on! Territories, having been just 

assed in the call, will not be reached again for a 
ong time, if at all, during this session. . It may 
be well enough, therefore, to allow the bill to be 
passed over, and be permitted to remain on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. BEAMAN. 1 move to put the bill on its 
passage. f : 

Mr. COX. I want to examine that bill. 

Mr. BEAMAN, Then I hope it will be al- 
lowed to remain on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Why not let it go over 
to the day when we consider territorial business? 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. The chairman of the 
Committee on Territories is necessarily absent, 
and. I ask by unanimous consent some day next 
week be set apart for territorial business. 

Mr. COX. What day? 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. Say Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER. That has been fixed for the 
consideration. of business of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine. I will say Thursday, 


then. 
Mr. COLE, of Washington. One day is not 
enough. Say Thursday and Friday. 


Mr. STEVENS. Let us have one day first. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. Let us have Thursday, 
with the morning hour, and I think we can get 
through with the necessary territorial business. 
I make that proposition, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will consider the 
following bills postponed to Thursday next: 

An act (S. No:96) to enable the people of Ne- 
vada to form a constitution and State government, | 
aud for the admission of such State into the Union | 
on an equal footing with the original States; and 

An act (S. No. 97) to enable the people of Col- 
orado to form a constitution and State government, 
and for the admission of such State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider that vote; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

A NAVAL APPOINTMENTS. 

The next bill taken from the Speaker’s table 
was Senate bill No. 76, relating to appointments 
in the naval service, and to courts-martial; which | 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval A fairs. 

ACTING ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS. 

The next bill was Senate bill No. 108, relating 
to acting assistant paymasters in the Navy, and 
regulating the appointment of cadets inthe Naval 
Academy; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committce on Naval Affairs. 


E. F. AND SAMUEL A. WOOD. 


The next bill was Senate bill No. 105, for the 
reliefof E. F. and Samuel A. Wood; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 


CONSOLIDATION OF LAND DISTRICTS. 

The next bill was Senate bill No. 117, to pro- 
vide for the consolidation of certain surveyor gen- 
erals’ districts; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

INDIAN INTERCOURSE ACT. 


The next bill was Senate bill No. 120 to amend 
anactentitied * An act to regulate trade and inter- 
course with Indian tribes, and to preserve peace 
onthe frontiers,” approved June 30, 1834; which 
was read a first and second time. 

_ Mr. WILSON. [ move thatthat bill be put on 
Ms passage. ltmerely changes the act of 1834 so 
as to confer jurisdiction on the circuit courtas well 


i 
as the district court. | 
Mr. COX. Letit be referred to the Committee 


| on the Judiciary, 


Mr. WILSON.. There is no necessity for any 
reference. 

Mr. COX. Ido not make any captious ob- 
jection, but the bill may have. obnoxious provis- 
ions in it, and we ought to have it considered. 
We do not do our duty unless we ask for an ex- 
amination of these bills. E 

Mr. WILSON. Ihave examined it, andit isa 
mere copy;of the act to which I have referred, ex- 
cept that it provides that the circuit court may 
have jurisdiction as well as. the district. court. 
That is the only change. a 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I think that the bill should 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
It strikes me that it gives the War Department 
the monopoly of the liquor traffic among the In- 
dians. 

Mr. WILSON. | I demand the previous ques- 
tion. : 

On a division, there were—ayes 63, noes 23; 
no quorum voting. 

r. WILSON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wiison and 
PENDLETON were appointed. 

The previous question was seconded, the tellers 
having reported—ayes 64, noes. 33; and the main 
question was then ordered, 

And then, on motion of Mr. BLAIR, of West 
Virginia, (at fifteen minutes past four o'clock, 
p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Frinay, March 11, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 
The Secretary, (Jonn W. Forney, Bsq.) 
The Secretary has received the following letter 
from the Vice President: 


WASHINGTON, March 11, 1864. 
Sir: F shall be absent trom the city to-day, Win you 
please communicate the information to the Senate, and 
oblige, yours truly, HANNIBAL HAMLIN, 
Colonel Jons W. Forney, Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. WILSON. Imovethat Mr. Foor, of Ver- 
mont, be appointed President pro tempore. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Foor took 
the chair and called the Senate to order, 

‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate the following communication from the 
President of the United States: 


Executive Mansion, March 9, 1864, 
To the Senate of the United States: 

Tn compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the Ist 
instant, respecting the points of commencement of’ the 
Union Pacific railroad, on the one hundredth degree of 
west longitude, and of the branch road, froin the western 
boundary of Lowa to the said one hundredth degree of lon- 
gitude, I transinit the accompanying report from the Secre~ 
tary of the Interior, containing the information called for. 

1 deem it proper to add that, on the 17th day of Novem- 
her last, an executive order was made upon this subject 
and delivered to the vice president of the Union Pacifie 
Railroad Company, which fixed the point on the western 
boundary of the State of lowa from which the company 
showd construct their branch road to the one hundredth 
degree of west longitude, and declared it to be within the 
limits of the townsbip in lowa opposite the town of Omaha 
in Nebraska. Since then the company has represented to 
me that upon actual surveys made it has determined upon 
the preetse point of departure of their said branch road froma 
the Missouri river, and located the same as described in 
the accompanying report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
whieh point is within the limits designated in the order of 
November last; and inasmuch as that order is not of record 
in any of the Executive Departments, and the compauy 
having desired a more definite one, E have made the order, 
of which a copy is herewith, and cuused the samc to be 
filed in the Department of the Interior. 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 move that that communica- 
tion, with the accompanying papers, be referred 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GRIMES presented a joint resolution of 
the General Assembly of the State of Lowa, rec- 
ommending certain changes in the act of Con- 


; gress, approved July 1, 1862, establishing a Pacific 


railroad and branches; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also presented a resolation of the General 
Assembly of the State of Iowa, in favor of the 
passage of a law granting bounties to all soldiers 
who have been mustered into the service of the 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


United States and honorably discharged in conse- 
quence of disease contracted in the service; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HARRIS presented seven petitions of cit- 
izens of New York, praying-for an increase of fa- 
cilities for the transportation of mails, passengérs, 
and freight between the cities of New York and 
Philadelphia; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and the Militia. f 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a petition of citizens 
of Ocean county, New Jersey, praying for an in- 
crease of facilities for the transportation of mails, 
passengers, and freight between the cities of New 
York and Philadelphia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 


Ordered, 'That the petition and other papers in the case 
of Catharine Jacobs, widow of Francis Jacobs, @ waiter in 
the military household of General Washington during the 
revolutionary war, praying for a pension, be taken from 
the files of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CLARK asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion (S. No. 34) repealing so much of the act 
entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue,’ 
and for other purposes,” passed March 4, 1864, 
as imposes an additional tax upon distilled spir- 
its imported from foreign countries; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


TREATY WITH THE KICKAPOO INDIANS. 


Mr. BROWN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, aud agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior transmit to 
the Senate all evidence on file inthe Department of the In- 
terior in support of the allegation that the treaty with the 
Kickapoo Indians, concluded June 28, 1862, was obtained 
by fraud, and all counter evidence thereto, and that he re- 
port what action, if any, has been taken by the Department 
to carry the treaty into effect. 


BRANCH PACIFICO RAILROAD. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Railroad be 
instructed to cousider the subject of aiding the construction 
of a railroad from Warrensburg, in the State of Missouri, 
to Emporia, iu the State of Kansas. 


ALMOND D. FISK. 


Mr.SAULSBURY. Lam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office, to whom 
was recommilted, on the motion of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, [Mr. Anrnony,] the bill (S, 
No. 112) for the relief of the heirs of Almond D. 
Fisk, to report it back with an amendment, and 
with a recommendation that it pass. 

Mr. HOWE. Iwishthe Senate would indulge 
me by taking up that bill and passing it at the 
present time. It wasrecommitted some time since 
at the request of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
and itis now reported with his consent. I pre- 
same there is no sort of objection to'it, Itisa 
very trifling affair, and as the session is advancing 
it should be passed at once, or it may be lost. 

Therc being no objection, the Senatc, asin Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The Committee on Patentsand the Patent Office 
reported the bill with an amendment in line four- 
teen after the word “decided” to insert the words 
“notwithstanding the surrender and reissue of 
March 6, 1860;’’ so that the clause will read: 

And the Commissioner is directed to investigate and de- 
cide the application for extension on the same evidence 
and in the same manneras other applications for extension 


are decided, notwithstanding the surrender and reissue of 
March 6, 1860. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. 


UNIYERSITY LANDS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. HARDING. Imove that the Senate post-. 
pone all prior orders, and proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. No. 116) in relation to 
university lands in Washington Territory. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. Ag itisdeclared in the fourth section 


of the act of Congress approved July 17, 1854, 
amendatory of the act approved: September 27, 
1850, creating the office of surveyor general of 
the public lands in Oregon, é&c., that in lieu of the 
two townships of land granted to the Territory 
of Oregon, by the tenth section of the act of 1850, 
for universities, there shall be reserved to each of 
the Territories of Washington and Oregon two 
townships of land of thirty-six sections each, to 
be selected in legal subdivisions, for university 
purposes, under the direction of the Legislatures 
of the Territories respectively; and as it is repre- 
sented that sales have been made: by territorial 
authorities of lands selected in virtue ofthe terms 
of the act of July 17, 1854, authorizing selections 
to be reserved, merely under the conviction that 
they had the power to dispose of the same as a 
fee simple grant; the bill therefore provides that 
in all cases of sales made to individuals by the 
territorial authorities prior to the passage of this 
act, in which it may be shown to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Interior that such sales 
were bona fide, and of the class before mentioned, 
and that the tracts so sold are selections in all 
other respects regular and proper, it will be law- 
ful for the Secretary to approve such selection as 
agrantin fee simple, and a transcript, certified 
under the seal of the General Land Office by the 
Commissioner thereof, of such approval, will vest 
the title in the Territory and in its bona fide 
vendees. r 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What committee does 
that come from? I suppose itis all right, but I 
should like to have some explanation or some 
information about it. 

Mr. HARDING. Ihave hcre a letter from the 
Commissioner of Public Lands, and also one from 
the district attorney of Washington Territory, 
which can be read for the information of the Sen- 
ate if itis desired. The condition of the matter 
is simply this: thelands reserved to Washington 
Territory for university purposes were sold by 
the direction of the Legislature of the Territory 
and the money applied to the purpose for which 
the lands were reserved. This bill only proposes 
to confirm the lands to the Territory, instead of 
reserving them until the Territory becomes a 

tate, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does it come from the 
Committee on Public Lands? 

Mr. HARDING. Yes, sir. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


INTEREST ON THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move to postpone all 
prior orders, with a view to take up the special 
order which comes up at half past twelve o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will take that to be the sense of the Senate, ag it 
is withina minute of thetime. The special order 
of the day for this hour is now before the Senate, 
being the joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to antici- 
pate the payment of interest on the public debt. 


‘The amendment reported from the Committee on | 


Finance has been agreed to in Committee of the 
Whole, and the bill has been reported to the 
Senate, and on the question of concurring in the 
amendment made in Committee of the Whole, 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Hexpricks] offers 
an amendment to that amendment. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. As the Senate has taken 
no action on that amendment, I propose to mod- 
ify it by inserting in lieu thereof, at the end of the 
amendment of the committee, these words: 

In payment for war materials and supplies, or of the 
debts of the United States then due: Provided, The saine 
be paid aud received at its value in the city of New York 
as compared with legal-tender Treasury notes. 

So that the amendment of the committee, if 
amended, will read: 

And he [that is, the Secretary] is hereby authorized to 
dispose of any gold in the Treasury of the United States 
not necessary for the payment of interest on the publie 
debt, in payment for war materials and supplies, or of the 
debts of the United States then due: Provided, The same 
be paid and received at its value in the city of New York 
as compared with legal-tender Treasury notes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is compe- 
tent for the Senator to modify or withdraw his 
own amendment; and the question now is on his 
modified amendment to the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Presitlent.: : 
to make but one or. two remarks to.the Senate upun, 
this proposition... Yesterday Iwas taken much by 
surprise in having to say anything or to. propose’ 
any amendment to this measure, for L had not 
supposed that the Committee on Finance would: 
report a proposition suchas was-reportéd by th 
Senator from -Ohio; and I waited, hoping that 
some Senator of greater experience in this body: 
than myself would make some proposition whieh 
would secure.the country from the dangers tó be 
apprehended in-placing so much power inthe 
hands of any one man. But the bill was about.to 
pass, and I felt it to be my dutyto propose some 
amendment;and Í proposed theamendment which 
I have withdrawn this morning. After more re- 
flection, I submit the amendment which is now 
before the Senate; and I believe that amendment 
accomplishes every right purpose that can “be 
sought by this measure. : A 

The Senator from Ohio stated to the Senate when 
he called up this joint resolution yesterday, that 
the Government of the United States was hoarding 
gold; thatit was of no value to herthus hoarded up 
in the Treasury; but that it could be sold, and the 
Government could use the legal-tender- notes ata 
profit to her, and relieve the country fromthe in+ 
juries sustained by specalations.in gold. =o“ 

The purpose of distributing the money from the 
Treasury among the people is certainly one that 
IL approve. 1 desire to sce any surplus coin in the 
Treasury by some proper and safe mode distrib- 
uted among the people of the country, thatit may 
return again into the channels of commerce; and I 
propose by my amendment-that the gold in’ the 
‘Treasury not necessary to pay the interest on the 
public debt, either when that interest becomes due 
or in advance, as is contemnlated by the measure 
before the Senate, the excess may be used by the 
Secretary of the Treasury in paying for war sup- 
plies or in paying the debts of the Governmentthen 
due; the creditor of the Government or the person 
who supplies war material to the Government, 
receiving the gold at what it is worth in the city of 
New York as compared with the legal-tender notes, 

If this amendment be adopted, what will be its 
effect?’ The moncy will be paid out, notinany very 
large sums, but as the trade of the people with the 
Government will require. If tbere is due tó a 
citizen $100,000 for supplies tothe Army, he would 
aslief take the gold at whatit is worth as compared 
with legal-tender notes as to take the legal-tender 
notes, for itis to him of the same value; he receives - 
it in the course of trade and he uses it in the course 
of trade. . 

Thus, I apprehend, and I think we have good 
reason to suppose, the accumulations in the Treas- 
ury of coin not necessary to pay the interest, 
will find their way into the channels of trade again, 
and the proper effect will be had upon the price of 
gold in the market. ` 

What is the effect of the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr.Saerman,] as reported from 
the Committee on Finance? It will enable the 
Secretary of the Treasury to throw upon the mar- 
ket, perhaps unexpectediy to the country, from 
six to twenty million doliars, according to his 
showing. The effect of thatis instantly to depre- 
ciate the price of gold. By offering so much in 
the market, the Government reduces the value of 
the article she wants to sell. As soon, then, as 
she withdraws herself as a vender in the market, 
gold commences to go up again; and the specu- 
lators in gold know as well how much coin there 
is in the ‘Treasury, | presume, as the Secretary of 
the Treasury himself does. While the Govern- 
| mentis attempting to sell her gold, the very effort 

reduces the price, and she gets less than was im- 
mediately before the value of gold in the market. 
as compared with legal-tender notes; and as soon 
as she has disposed of what she has to sell, the 
process of speculation, of carrying the gold up 
again in the market, commences. It has-cor- 
rected the evil of a high price of gold to the loss 
of the Government, buthas not relieved the coun- 
try from the fluctuations in the price of gold as 
-compared with the paper currency of the country. 

Bat what is the effect of the proposition that I 
make, sir? Itis that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall use the gold in the ordinary course of 
the business of the Department; that if-he bas to 
pay off the debts of the Government, or if he has 
to pay for Army supplies and materials, he may 


| pay the gold in such amounts as the creditors of 
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the Government require at the time, and ‘pay itat 
its market price.: This has-nosudden effectupon 
the: price of:gold, and the Treasury has-the full 
benefit, if there is any benefit in it, of the price of 
gold at that time, She shares with the specula- 
tors in the country the benefit, if it may: be so 
called, of.the price-of gold at that time: 

LAs I think, sir, this: will meet the-evil that is 
complained of. without. bringing on the country 
greater evils, in my judgment the Senate ought 
to‘adoptit.: Is it the purpose of the Finance Com- 
mittee-to control the price.of gold in: the country 
merely by the will of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury?: That ought notto be. Is it thepurpose of 
the Finance Committee to control the price of gold 
inthe country by throwing out into the channels 
of trade the accumulationsof the Treasury? That 
is right; I have no objection to that; but let that 
be done in thecdurse of the business of the Treas- 
ury Department; let us pay the gold out asit may 
be required in the business of the Department at 
such prices as then control this article in the mar- 
ket at. New York. 

I said yesterday about all I desired to say in 
objection to the very dangerous power that this 
measure of the Finance Committee would confer 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury. I was an- 
swered by the Senator from Ohio by the assur- 
ance that Mr. Chase was entitled to the confidence 
of the country; that we had every reason to be- 
lieve that he would not use this extraordinary 
power to.the prejudice of the business interests 
of the country or to enrich his friends. I thought 
it was a sufficient reply to say that such power 
ought not to be conferred upon any man. The 
best of nien are under the influence of social re- 
Jations, of friendship; and avhen, by communi- 
cating a word, a single word to a friend, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury can make hima rich man, 
by, at the same time, disturbing the course of 
trade and business in the country, by disturbing 
the price of every article that the trading part of 
the community hold in market, I do not like to 
‘trust to any man such power, and Í do not think 
the Senate ought to do it when it is unnecessary 
to do it. 


The Senator intimated that the Secretary of the | 


Treasury could have no favorites, Ido not think 
the most ardent friend of this Administration will 
claim that its history justifies the Senate in legis- 
lating upon the proposition that Secretaries have 
no. favorites. 
which was so eloquently quoted by the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Nesmiru] the other day, the 
speech of the Senator from New [Hampshire now 
absent fiom his seat, (Mr. Hare} |b think should 
have no difficulty in proving that the Navy De- 


partment has had favorites, who have eat 


very rich because of their relations with the head 
of that Department. The reports to this body, 1 
believe, establish that fact, 1 might refer to the 
fact that a banking company has been made very 
rich by its intimate relations with the ‘Treasury 
Department. Perhaps a million dollars has been 
made by the firm of Jay Cooke & Co., by being 
made the special andexclusive agent ofthe Treas- | 
ury Department in disposing of the bonds of the 
Government, which might have been disposed of 
by the ordinary machinery of that Department. 
And does the Senator then say,after one firm has 
been thus enriched by its relations with the head 
of the Treasury Department, that we shall notas- 
sume that the Secretary of the Treasury can have į 
favorites, men that he would desire to enrich? 
But the Senator says that these sales ought not 
to be made after public notice, else the specu- 
lators in the city of New York will combine to 
bring the price down, to the prejudice of the Gov- 
ernment. Then, of course, we have to trust to 
the few men who may have some knowledge in 
the Treasury Department that the Secretary is | 
going to sell gold. f do not know who would be 
called to the Treasury Department on that occa- 
sion. The Secretary, this week say, decides that | 
he will sell gold next week, on next Wednesday. | 
How is he going to sell the gold? Somebody 
must know it if he sells. L would not presume | 
that any Senator would know of that sale by any | 
direct communication with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. It would be barely possible that some | 
Senator might hear of it. There might be a ru- | 
mor—and it is difficult to. prevent rumors getting ! 
out of the Departments, it is said—there might be 
‘a Vague rumor that on a particular day the Sec- 


If l were to refer to the speech | 


] 


| ment, accordin 


retary of the Treasury was going to sell in some 
private way or-other in the Treasury Department 
from ten to twenty million dollars of gold; and I 
can conceive that some Senators would have an in- 
terest in seeing how that was done, and perhaps 
the Senator from Ohio, because of bis intimate per- 
sonal relations with the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and his-great admiration for that officer, would 
go up to see what took place. If during his in- 
terview Messrs. Jay Cooke & Co. were to come 
into the council-room where this business was 
being transacted, and no other business men of the 
country were to.come there, this rich banking firm 
that has been made rich by the drippings from 
the Treasury was to be represented by its head 
and financial. manager, I ask if the Senator from 
Ohio would not feel mortified at his position, that 
he had been instrumental in carrying through this 
body as the representative of this. measure from 
the Finance Committee a proposition that gave 
to the Secretary of the Treasury the power to 
sell the people’s gold, and nobody in the United 
States knew it except Jay Cooke & Co.? 

How many of the bankers of this country knew 
that one fourth or one half of one per cent. was to 
be paid upon the sale of the Government’s bonds 
a year and a quarter ago? How many bankers 
knew that they would have an opportunity to be- 
come the agents of the Government in regard to 
that sale? I think not one western bank knew of 
it. The first that was known, Jay Cooke & Co. 
were advertising to sell the Government’s bonds. 
And. how shall the people that want to buy the 
gold or the bankers that may want to buy this 
gold from the Government, know when this sale 
takes place? 

Sir, it seems to me that the objections to the 
proposition are so great that the Senate will not 
entertain it; especially when every advantage de- 
sired by the Finance Committee can be secured 
by the amendment that I have offered without the 
evils that would attend the measure of the com- 
mittee, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, Í have a 
few words to say in reply to the remarkable and 
unjust attack made by the Senator from Indiana 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury; but before 
doing so let me examine for a moment his pro- 
posed amandment. He has considered this mat- 
ter; he nas thought of it over-night; and what is 
the result of his reflection? tHe says we must pay 
out this gold; we must get rid of it; and what does 
he propose to do with it? Ele proposes to select 
as the favorite beneficiaries of the Government the 
contractors who furnish supplies. He forgets the 
soldier; he forgets the pensioners he forgets all the 
varied character of persons who receive money 
from the ‘Treasury, and he selects the contractors, 
who alone under his amendment would receive 
the gold from the Treasury, and who must receive 
it at its current market value. 

l do not see any reason why any class of pub- 
lic creditors should be selected for the purpose of 
receiving this gold. Jf we could select a limited 
class of public creditors who were entitled from 
their peculiar merits to reeeive this money, that 
might be one way of getting rid of it. The Sen- 
ator might have provided that it should be’ paid 
to the members of Congress. That would have 
relieved him, and relieved us all; or he might have 
provided that it should be paid to the President 
of the United States and other executive officers, 
and the judges of the courts; but if we were to 
offer such a proposition as that he would say that 
it was very corrupt. - He might have provided 
that it should be paid to the soldiers. The an- 
swer to that would be that the amount would be 
totally inadequate to pay the soldiers. You can- 
not make any discrimination between the different 
classes of creditors. However, after serious re- 
flection, the Senator has finally selected the con- 
tractors, the men who are cheating the Govern- 
g to the declarations 1 have so often 


oe a 
heard from his side of the House. They are to 


į receive this gold, and nobody else. They are the 


favored beneficiaries; the contractors, too, who 
furnish supplies not of food, but the gun contract- 
ors, the vessel owners, the favored transportation 


! agents of the Government. A 


The honorable Senator has been at the head of 
one of the leading bureaus of this Government, 
and itis hardly necessary to tell him that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has nothing to do with the 
purchase of these supplies; that he doesnot pay out 


money to contractors; that he has nothing what- 
ever to do with the purchase of arms, or supplies, 
or anything of thatkind. -This is the business of 
quartermasters , commissarles, and Navy agents, 
who have nothing to do with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I need not tell the Senator that, be- 
cattse he knowsit. Why, then, this declaration? 
Why, then, require the Secretary to pay out this 
money, so desirable now not only for speculative 
purposes, but for its intrinsic value, to this fa- 
vored class of creditors? He knows that the prop- 
osition is absurd; that the Secretary cannot dis- 
criminate between the payment of these different 
debts; and that he has nothing to do with making 
contracts, buying arms or supplies, or disburs- 
ing money for them. : 

here is another objection to the Senator’s 
amendment. He proposes to set aside this gold 
for a special purpose. It would be impossible, 
as the Senator knows very well, to keep the ac- 
counts of the Treasury Department in this mode, 
How much should be paid to each? How could 
the disbursing and accounting officers know pre- 
cisely the market value of gold when it varies day 
by day, sometimes in a single day five per cent.? 
How could they keep their accounts? How 
could they be audited? The proposition is ab- 
surd, and the Senator must be aware of it. 
. Mr. President, the Senator attacks the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and makes a grave charge 
which Iam able to repel, and repel promptly. He 
says that the Sccretary of the Treasury has en- 
riched a private firm by favoritism; and he inti- 
mates and strongly insinuates that if this power is 
given the Secretary will further enrich that firm. 
Thisis a serious imputation; and I am very glad to 
beable to answerit. The firm of Jay Cooke & Co. 
isan old, leading banking-house in the city of Phil- 
adelphia, in no way connected with the present 
Secretary of the Treasury, directly or indirectly, 
either by blood or marriage. That firm was not 
employed as agent, but its leading member, Jay 
Cooke, was employed asagent to negotiate the five- 
twenty loan only after other expedients had been 
tried and failed. He was selected because of his 
great activity and success in promoting the nego- 
tiation of prior loans, and for his undoubted stand- 
ing and credit. The remarkable success that has 
attended hisagency fully justifies hisemploy ment. 
When the herculean task of providing money for 
our vast expenditure rested upon the Secretary 
he found himscl fcrippled by legal restrictions con- 
tained in the sub-Treasury law, and compelled to 
deal only with the few who control money opera- 
tions in New York and other eastern cities. Most 
of these were patriotic men, and cheerfully aided 
the Government to the extent of their abilities. 
The first loans were made through their agency, 
but with what result? The long bonds due in 
1881, principal and interest payable in gold, were 
negouated at about ninety-two cents on the dol- 
Jar, and compared with previous loans this was 
considered a financial success. These very bonds 
are now worth one hundred and fourteen cents for 
the dollar in the same market. He also through the 
same agencies and in the same markets sold what 
are called the seven-thirty bonds at par. These 
bonds bear the rate of interest designated by their 
name, payable in gold, and are convertible into 
twenty-year bonds, interest and principal paya- 
blein gold. Such was the condition of the money 
market when, in February, 1862, the five-twenty 
loan was authorized. This loan was far less de- 
sirable than either of those that preceded it. The 
rate of interest was limited to six per cent., and 
the principal was payable at any time after five 
years at the pleasure of the Government, This 
loan remained in the market for nearly a year 
without success, and during that time various ef- 
forts were made by the Secretary to negotiate it. 
He solicited offers in New York without success 
or only at a considerable discount below par, In- 
deed, there was not sufficient volume of currency 
in New York to absorb the loan rapidly enough 
to supply the wants of the Government. It be- 
came manifest thatif taken it could only be by 
popularizing it, by seeking purchasers among the 
mass of the people in all parts of the country, and 
no longer to rely upon the capital accumulated in 
the money centers. How was this to be done? 
The Treasury Department was not adapted to the 
management of such a business. There were no 
officers who could be charged with it. All the 
bureaus were crowded, and even if more clerks 
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had been employed the red tape of bureaucracy 


would not allow the energy and dispatch required || 


for such an undertaking. Besides, the law regu- | 
lating the receipts and disbursements of public 
money presented insuperable barriers to a direct 
negotiation of the loan between the Treasury and 
the people. By law nothing but money can be re- 
ceived at the Treasury. No bank bills, drafts, 
checks, certificates, or any of the varied forms of 
commercial paper could be received in the Treas- 
ury in payment of this loan, and without the 
agency of these it would have been impossible for 
the people to have transmitted their money to the 
Treasury without incurring an expense and risk 
in the form of express charges, exchange, danger 
of loss, and the like, that would have defeated the 
loan. 

When these difficulties became obvious, and 
only then, the Secretary resorted to private en- 
terprise, and selected Jay Cooke—a gentleman 
of established credit, of known energy—and con- 
tracted for the smallest compensation, it is be- 
lieved, ever paid for negotiating a large loan by 
any Government. To try the experiment, the 
amount to be negotiated was first limited to 
$10,000,000, and afterwards extended as it proved 
successful. Under this arrangement was organ- 
ized the vast machinery that resulted in enlisting 
every bank and banker, and almost every news- 
paper in the United States, in advocating the loan. 
The agent shared his commission with any re- 
sponsible bank, banker, or individual, who would 
aid him and advertise the merits of the loan in 
all newspapers without regard to politics, until 
the five-twenty loan and its merits stared in the 
face of the people in every household from Maine 
to California. Phas was established this agency; 
and what was the result? The people every where, 
in all parts of the country, came with their little 
earnings, some more, some less, and poured them 
into the Treasury, taking in return the pledge of 
the Government to repay their loans. The money 
of the people in little streams and rivulets poured 
into the national Treasury, and thus sustained 
the national life. Sir, it was only through a pri- 
vate agency that, under existing laws, the Secre- | 
tary could reach out and receive these loans of 
the people; and he would have been wanting in 
the first requisite of his office if, crippled by pre- 
cedent or controlled by capital, he had failed to 
make the effort, f 

But the Senator says that an enormous com- 
mission was given to Jay Cooke & Co., and that 
it was done secretly; that the bankers in the 
West did not know that Jay Cooke & Co. re- 
ceived this commission. The Senator is mis- 
taken. The amount paid to Jay Cooke was 
published in the newspapers, was known as 
publicly and broadly as the five-twenty loan; and | 
not only so, but every bank and banker, and 
every agent who was cmployed in the negotia- 
tion of the loan, received two thirds of the very 
commission that the Senator talks about. The 
entire expense to the United States of negotiating | 
the Joan was limited to three eighths of one per 
cent., and every bank and banker employed re- 
ceived one fourth of one per cent., so that there | 
was left to Cooke only one eighth of one percent. 

Out of the commission allowed the agent paid 
all the expenses of this loan. Let us sce the na- | 
ture of these expenses. He paid a large part of 
an extensive system of advertising, a part being 
paid by the local agents. He paid for the distri- 

ution of pamphlets and tracts, and the postage 
on them, spread broadcast over the country. He 
pe the express charges for transmitting the 

onds from this city to the most remote parts of | 
the country, and in sums so small that in many 
cases these charges alone far exceeded the entire || 
commission. He paid the large expenditure |j 
caused by the management and distribution of 
this loan, involving frequent correspondence with |: 
twenty-five hundred agents, the postage and tele- 
graphing alone amounting to large sums. He 
organized a corps of business men and clerks, for 
each of whom he was responsible, and who, 
from this fact, and from the opportunity and 
temptation of peculation, he had to select with 
great care and at large salaries. {have no data 
from which to state these expenditures, but I leave | 
each Senator to conjecture the amount. 

Aside from these expenses, all of which were | 
paid out of the commission, remember the fearful f 


risk this agent assumed. He not only staked his | 


personal fortune, said to be large, but he was re- 
quired by the Secretary to give, and did give, addi- 
tional security in the form of a bond and collaterals 
to the amountof morethan a million dollars. By 
the necessities of the business he was compelled to 
receive as money all forms of commercial paper, 
drafts, cheeks, and certificates, drawn in remote 
States and villages, and to negotiate and collect 
these, by his own personal responsibility. He 
could not pay these into the Treasury, but was re- 


` quired to pay money, ‘lawful money of the Uni- 


ted States,” and the subscription was only com- 
plete when this actual moncy was paid into the 
Treasury. Bank bills would not answer, and we 
know from the public journals that United States 
money, or greenbacks, were every where held in 
preference to bank billsordrafts. And yet he had 
to make the conversion athisown risk, and if any 
loss occurred by counterfeit bills or broken banks, 
by forgery or fraud, he had to deduct it from their 
one eighth of one per cent. commission. It was 
this difficulty of using bank or commercial paper 
in dealing with the United States that made the 
employment of intermediate private agencies in 
negotiating this loan not merely a choice of expe- 
dients, but an absolute necessity, and for this pro- 
vision of law the Senator is far more responsible 
than I, as I believe he has always supported the 
sub-Treasury law. 

Again, sir, in the change of commercial money 
into United States money there was often neces- 
sarily a loss of interest. This might not be no- 
ticed in the transactions of an individual, but when 
it is remembered that one week ’s interestis equiv- 
alent to the net commission received by the agent, 
it will be perceived that this necessary loss is im- 
portant. All these facts, with many others that do 
notnow occur to me—for this debate is sprung upon 
me—entered into the view of the Secretary when 
he made this arrangement, and I submit if itis 
just or fair to arraign him on a charge involving 
his integrity when it is apparent that in the whole 
transaction he studiously guarded the public inter- 
ests, and secured a successful loan on the most 
favorable terms. . 

It must be remembered that the agent did not 
get commission on all the five-twenty Joan. One 
hundred and forty-seven million five hundred and 
sixty-seven thousand four hundred dollars of it 
was subscribed directly with the Assistant Treas- 
urers and depositaries, for which, though secured 
mainly through his exertions, he received no com- 
pensationatall. Thesubscriptions made through 
the gencral agent amounted in exact figures to 
$361,827,950. The aggregate expenses incurred 
in disposing of this sum is $1,331,372 84, of which 
one third was paid to the general agent for his 
compensation. ‘I'he loan reached, in the aggre- 
gate, $510,139,400, and the total expense was 
$1,452,598 17, or a fraction lessthan three tenths 
of one per cent., or eighteen days’ interest on the 
loan. And for this cost to the Government the 
agent incurred fearful risks, and paid enormous 
sums for advertising, telegraphing, expressing, 
postage, and clerk hire, and placed the money 
in the Treasury witbout the loss to the United 
States of a single dollar, the delay of a single day, 
ov the interruption of any of the ordinary busi- 
ness of the Treasury Department. 

Mr.JOHNSON. Did they pay all the expenses 
out of their percentage? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They paid all the expenses 


out of their commission, Ii cost the United States | 


not one dollar, not one cent, except the commis- 
sion of three cighths of .one per cent., two thirds 
of which was allowed to the local agents all over 
the United States. The Senator from Indiana says 
this was done secretly. I will venture the asser- 
tion that in the city in which he lives every bank 
and banker was employed and knew all about the 
terms of the loan, and received two thirds of the 
commission for their own services. 

Mr. President, grave charges of this kind ought 
not to be made against public servants unless 
there is good ground for them. I say that Gov- 
ernor Chase never resorted to this admirable mode 
of negotiating a loan until all other means had 
been tried and failed. -$ will further say that no 
loan has.ever been negotiated by any Govern- 
ment in the world at a Jess expense than thatat 
which this loan has been placed in the hands of 
the people. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Was it all taken at par? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was all taken at par, 


every dollar of it. E have examined: the ‘loans 
made by the British and French Governments;and 
I find that the ordinary allowance:there inthe 
form of expenses is from: one half ofone percent, 
to one. per cent., and besides, various facilities are 
allowed. . The saving in. the mere matter of èx- 
change to the Government is equal to one half of 
one per cent. The saving of interest: was’ very 
great. These bonds were never-issued for: some 
days and sometimes weeks after the Governrent 
actually received the money. They were dated 
as of the time when the, money was paid into: the 
sub-Treasury. All the loss of exchange; all the 
loss in transmitting the money to the Government, 
fellupon private individuals,or upon theseagents; 
and that alone, if the business had been carried on 
by the Government, would have amounted to fully 
one half of one per cent. 

I trust, therefore, that. the Senator from Indi- 
ana will now, in the face of these statements known 
to every person who has taken any part in ne- 
gotiating this loan, withdraw the insinuation he 
has made against the Secretary of the Treasury. 
So far from favoring the general agent to the det- 
riment of the public service, it will be found: that 
he has held him to a strict accountability, and: I 
shall be very willing to bave any inquiry. made 
as to the negotiation of this loan, and whether he 
has realized as the result of his labor and risks 
more than a reasonable compensation. He was 
a wealthy banker in the city of Philadelphia; his 
fortune was made before this war commenced. 
The Secretary employed him precisely as he 
would employ any other agent of the Govern- 
ment. He was induced to employ him because 
he was active, efficient, able, and expert in the 
negotiation of the seven-thirty loan, and he only 
employed him after every other expedient had 
failed; and the result of this employment. was a 
most admirable and wonderful success. . Sir, if 
two years ago,when we authorized the five-twenty 
loan, any man had then said to me that the whole 
of that Joan would be taken at par, and that our 
bonds would now be above par, 1 should have | 
believed it to be impossible; and yet such has 
been the result. 

The Senator from Indiana says not one kind 
word of the Secretary of the Treasury for main- 
taining the credit of this Government through all 
this period of unparalleled expenditure. He has 
not for that officer one single word of commenda- 
tion. He merely throws out an insinuation that 
the Secretary has enriched private individuals at 
the expense of the Government, that-he has se- 
lected private citizens, and at the expense of the 
Government has heaped treasure upon them. 
This is totally gratuitous. 

I ask him now in candor, what other: course 
could have been pursued? Suppose Mr. Chase 
had advertised in the city of New York the five- 
twenty loan, how much of it would have been 
taken? New York only contains about one sev- 
enth of the circulating fluid of the country, or, if 
I may use that term, the blood of the country, 
the money of the country; the plan of negotia- 
ting only in the city of New York would have 
been like that formerly adopted in France, of only 
negotiating in the city of Paris. It was Louis 
Napoleon—and to bim I give much mere credit 
for ability than do many of my country mén—who 
appealed from the Paris Bourse to the people of 
France. He resorted to precisely the same ex- 
pedient that was resorted to here. He invited 
loans from all parts of France; he. took one hun- 
dred francs from the poorest laborer in any por- 
tion of France, and gave him the Government 
rentes for it. So the Secretary of the Treasury, 
instead of going into the glutted market of New 
York, where business had been accumulated toa 
great extent by the war, left that field and gave 
the people of New York only the same advant- 
age which was given to all other citizens. The 
Secretary selected an agent who, from his purity 
of character, from the fact that he had held no 
office of the Government, from his‘active effie, 
ciency in negotiating former loans, from his un- 
doubted character and standing in the city of 
Philadelphia, where he had lived for over twenty 
years, as a successful banker, would be likely to 
succeed in distributing the loan and inducing peo- 
ple to take it, The Secretary selected: bim; and 
upon a commission announced beforehand to be 
divided by him with all the different banks: and 
agents throughout the country he negotiated the 
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five-twenty loan... I say. that if the Secretary had 

ursued-any other plan, if. he had gone.to New 
Fork and advertised the loan in the ordinary form, 
the result would have been that the -five-twenty 
bonds would. have gone down, precisely as the 
bonds. of England did, to- forty, fifty, or sixty 
cents on the dollar. . > f 

Mr. President, I do. not-know. that I ought to 

pursue this argument*farther. I could not hear 

» such charges and say less in vindication of the 
Secretary of the Treasury.. In regard to thisloan 
aswell as to all the othër operations of the Gov- 
ernment. with which I am. familiar, he has con- 
ducted his important business with a single eye 
tothe public credit and honor. Whenever any | 
imputations are. made.on a public servant that I 
know are unjust I cannot help but repel them; 
and I trust the Senator from Indiana, on the state- 
ment I have made, if he is satisfied with it, will 
at.once say so. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Does the Senator know how 
many persons have subscribed to the five-twenty 
loan? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There were twenty-five 

-hundred agents. The precise number of persons 

interested cannot be stated, for many of the sub- 
scriptions were by banks; but i have no doubt 
that three million persons are interested in the 
five-twenty loan. Thestockholders of every bank 
which subscribed for it are interested, and I ‘do 
not know but that my estimate is too small. I 
know that in the portion of Ohio where I live 
there. is scarcely an independent farmer or me- 
chanic who has not more or less of the five-twenty 
loan. Jt has been taken by servants, laborers, 
mechanics, persons in every condition and degree 
of life, poor and rich. This is one of the great 
benefits of the system adopted. If this loan had 
been sold in gross in the city of New York as 
former loans were negotiated, it would have been 
held there in bulk, or transported to Europe and 
made the basis of large importations. As it is, it 
is held by our own people. 

Tdoubt now whether of the $1,500,000,000 of our 
indebtedness, $200,000,000, or even $150,000,000 
of itis held abroad. That which docs not bear 
interest is our common circulating medium, the 
basis ofexchange. ‘The five-twenty loan is nearly 
all held in this coantry in small sums and well 
distributed. So little of our legal-tender circula- 
tion ig held in the city of New York, that when 
it became necessary last November to sell some 
$30,000,000 of what are called the five per cent. 
mterest-bearing notes, there was not United States 
money enough in the city of New York to pay for 
them, and the banks had to appeal for terms and 
time in order to pay the money into the Treasury. 
And, sir, if the whole five-twenty Joan had been 
thrown upon the market of New York either at 
one time or fast enough to carry on the operations | 
of this Government, there would not have been || 
money enough in the city of New York toenable 
the Government to receive the proceeds of the 
Joan. The Senator from New York, I know, will 
bear. me witness in this statement, 

No favoritism was shown inthis matter. The 
banks and bankers of New York, of Cincinnati, | 
and St. Louis, the citizen of lowa, the citizen of 
California, the citizen of New York, were all placed 
on the Same footing. The plan adopted required 
the agent to deliver the bonds in the State of Iowa 
just as wellag in the State of New York. Ifa 
person in the town of Des Moines subscribed 
$1,000, the agent was required to send his bond | 
to him in Des Moines, although the express | 
charges upon that bond would be more than the | 
whole amount of commission received both by the 
local bankers and by Jay Cooke. 

ln addition to that, the local agent who was in- 
terested in the transaction took lawful money 
wherever the subscriber might be. Any citizen | 
in any partof thiscountry might pay to the local 
agent his money, however small the amount or 
remote the place, and in due time would return 
to him at the place, free of cost, a bond of the 
United States for the amount. The effect was 
to equalize exchange, to break down the old dis- ! 
criminations in exchange between the East and | 
the West. This was vital to us in the western 
country, If any other arrangement had been | 

adopted, a citizen of the State of Indiana would 
have been compelled to pay one percent. exchange 
in order to have his money turned into one of |! 
these bonds. ii 


| 
ji 
j 


I will call the attention of the Senator from In- 
diana. to the practical working of the old system. 
If a citizen of Indianapolis under the old system 
desired to invest any money in a bond of the Uni- 
ted States, he would have been compelled to first 
buy a bill of exchange, for which he would’ have 
paid from one to one and a half per cent. premium. 
‘Then he would have to send that bill of exchange 
toa broker in New York, and that broker would 
have charged him from one eighth to one quarter 


of one per cent. for converting the bill of exchange’ 


intoa Government bond. Thus the citizen of In- 
diana under the operations of the old plan would 
have been compelled to pay nearly two per cent. 
to.loan. his money to the United States; but un- 
der the system adopted by the Secretary, at an 
expense that was trivial to the United States, every 
citizen might convert his money into a bond of the 
United States, delivered at his own door. There 
has been nothing in the history of this war so re- 
markable in its success as the distribution and ne- 
gotiation of this loan; and when the Senator says 
the Secretary of the Treasury did all this to en- 
rich a private firm, he certainly speaks in igno- 
rance of the true condition of public affairs and of 
the mode and manner of negotiating the loan. 

Now, Mr. President, again to recur to the prop- 
osition before the Senate, what is it? We have 
$20,000,000 of gold in the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States. The Senator from Indiana admits that 
we musi get rid of that gold is some manner. How 
shall we do it? Its injurious effects are felt every 
day. The debate here and our action yesterday 
put down the price of gold four or five per cent. 
The action of the House of Representatives the 
day before put up the price of gold seven or eight 
percent. Why? Because this gold is lying there 
like a heavy weight, like the old man of the mount- 
ain, upon the public credit, and we must get rid 
of it, pay it out; and how? : 

At first we thought it might do to pay it out on 
the pension list; but why discriminate in favor of 
that class of creditors? Then we might pay it 
ont to the soldiers, the most deserving of all the 
public creditors. The answer to that was that 
the sum was totally inadequate, and it would be 
distributed in such small amounts and at such 
great distances that it would do the soldier no 
good; he would probably be compelled to sell it 
to the sutler, and the sutler would be the only 
one benefited by it. How, then, get rid of this 
gold? The only answer, after full deliberation, 
was that the better plan was to sell it; but how? 
Would you require it to be sold in open market? 
If so, brokers would combine together to buy it, 


| and thus defeat the very object of its sale, which 


was not so much to get a high price for the gold 
as to depreciate the value of gold, and to raise 
the value of paper money. Would you require 
notice to be given according to the proposition 
discussed yesterday? That would be also to in- 
vite combinations to buy up this gold and send it 
abroad, and make foreign exchange of it, and thus 
to withdraw it from the commercial operations of 
the country, Would you tie up the power to pay 
it out with such restrictions and limitations as 
would defeat all its beneficial ends? Would you 
select, as the honorable Senator from Indiana pro- 
poses to do, the favored contractor to receive this 
gold, in preference to all public creditors? The 
examination of all these limitations and restric- 
tions brings us back to the conclusion that it is 
much wiser and better to leave the power full and 


broad with the Secretary of the Treasury, hold- | 


ing him responsible for its exercise. If he shall, 


as the Senator seems to fear, use this power to | 
make fortunes for private individuals, it will then | 


be time enough to call him to account before the 


' bar of public opinion. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I should not trespass on 
the attention of the Senate longer upon this meas- 
ure, except for one suggestion made by the Sen- 


j ator from Ohio. He says my amendment pro- 


poses a favorite class—the contractors—who I 


agree with him are not entitled to any special | 


favor if we are to believe the common reports. 
What favor does the proposition which I have sub- 
mitted to the Senate bestow upon anybody, upon 


the contractor or the person who furnishes war | 


supplies? I do not propose that be shall have the 
gold at its face. If I did, there would be an ad- 
vantage in the proposition; but I propose that he 
shall take the gold in payment for what the Gov- 


ernment owes him at what the gold is worth in į 


i bonds did not sell wellin the market, 


the city of New York, as compared with the pa- 


| per currency of the country.. Can he make a 


profit out of that?. If he takes his gold to the city 
of New York and sells it there, he would receive 
in paper precisely what the Government would 
have paid him if she had. paid him in paper. 
Then where is the advantage to him? 

The Senator says that I have omitted to include 
the soldier.. If he will give as earnest a vote in 
favor of the soldier on this subject as I will, I 
shall very cordially indorse his course.. Many 
of the soldiers in the field enlisted when there was 
but very little difference between gold and paper. 
They were to be paid thirteen dollars per month 
for their services in that which was equal to gold. 
ĮI am willing to-day to make the pay of the sol- 
dier equal to what the Government promised him, 
Isthe Senator from Ohio ready to go so far? Wilk 
the Senator from Ohio say that he will vote fora 
measure giving to the soldier $1 50 or $1 60 for 
every one of the thirteen dollars per month prom- 
ised if the payment is made in a depreciated cur- 
rency? Iam willing to say so. Iam willing that 
the soldier shall have his pay equal to payment 
in gold. Ido not think the Senator would go quite 
so far. ° 

The proposition which I have submitted to thé 
Senate as an amendment to the measure of the 
committee is no favor to anybody. It is simply 
that the Government may pay the gold instead of 
panes the gold being taken ata paper estimate of 
value. 

While I am upon the floor, I will refer to the 
Senator’s criticisms upon what I said in respect 
to the Jay Cooke & Co. transaction. Ido not 


| know whether there was anything wrong in that 


or not, so far as the motiye is concerned. I at- 
tributed no bad motive. I do not now. I said 
there was but one banking-house, so faras I knew 
at the time, or have heard, that knew that such 
a proposition was to be made; and that was the 
house of Jay Cooke & Co. The Senator says 
the employment of Jay Cooke & Co. became 
known in the country, and the terms of that em- 
ployment were known, When, sir? Before they 
were employed? Was there a notice that such 
an appointment was to be given? Did the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury inform the bankers through- 
out the couniry that such an employment was to 
be given? By no means, sir. It became known 
after the arrangement was made. I will ask the 
Senator from Ohio, of what service was that 
knowledge to the country? That they did make 
money outof the operatién there is no question. 
Why does the Senator refer to an occasional case 
of the sale of a bond to some man in Iowa or In- 
diana? There are such cases, I admit; but the 
great body of this loan was not taken by the 


| working class of the country. 


The Senator has alluded to the terms of the sales, 
and thatthe sales were agreat success. And why? 
Because Jay Cooke & Co. were employed. That 
was the inference, What did Jay Cooke & Co. 
say to the country that encouraged the people to 
pay more for the bonds than if they had been of- 
fered directly to the people by the Treasury De- 
partment? . 

I will state very briefly why,as I understand, 
these bonds have gone up in the market. The 
first reason was the success of the war. Priorto 
July last and the victories of that month these 
\ They com- 
manded no premium, so far as I know. In the 
second place, these bonds provide that the inter- 
est shall be paid in coin. Asthe paper currency 
of the country goes down this provision in favor 
of the bondholders appreciates in its value. The 
interest being payable in coin is equivalent to an 
interest above nine per cent.; and does the Sena- 
tor say that is the lowest rate he has known any 
Government to negotiate a loan upon? 

Mr, SHERMAN. Iwill answer the Senator?’s 
question. This depreciation of paper money ex- 
isted before this five-twenty loan was negotiated. 
For instance, one year ago, before any consider- 
able amount, or perhaps before any of the five- 
twenty loan was negotiated, gold had reached, 1 
think, 172 or 173. 1am not very accurate about 
the figures, but my impression iè that gold was 
172 at this very time last winter. I knowit was 
in that neighborhood. The depreciation in our 
paper money and the appreciation of gold was 
fully as great before this luan coramenced as it 
has been since, and | think I shall be borne 


“ 
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out in that statement by an examination of the 
facts. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. [recollect very well that 
for a very few days gold did reach the point of 
172; but it was for but a very few days. Iam 
speaking of the value to the bondholder of.the 
provision that the interest shall be paid in coin. 
It makes the interest worth to him now at the 
present depreciated condition of the paper cur- 
rency of the country above nine per cent. It is 
therefore a very desirable loan, and has gone above 
par, in paper at least. 

Another provision of the law that made these 
bonds of value to the holders was exempting that 
investment from State and municipal taxation. 
Then, again, as the paper currency of the country 
has increased, of course the demand for this in- 
vestment would increase. When you add one’ 
hundred millions to the paper currency of the 
country, and thus depreciate that currency, you 
increase the demand for investment in these bonds 
that pay interest in coin, 

While I am up I wish to say that there is one 
class of persons who will be benefited by the 
proposition of the Senator. I intended to allude 
to it when I was on the floor before. As well as 
I could, [have attempted to ascertain the exports 
and imports at New York during the last four 
months. I find that in November the exports 
were $7,408,957; in December, $8,731,486; in Jan- 
uary, $6,926,293; and in February, $8,300,354; 
making the entire exports from the port of New 
York during those four months $31,367,090. Dur- 
ing the same months the imports have been: in No- 
vember, $14,924,618; in December, $17,509,273; in 
January, $18,430,314; in February, $17,034,303; 
making the imports $67,898,508, and the excess 
of the imports over the exports $36,531,418. This 
estimate excludes the exports of gold, and is made 
upon specie valuations, There is thena balance 
against that port of $36,531,418. During the same 
time the exports of gold were $17,450,339, leav- 
ing uncovered of the imports at the port of New 
York $19,081,079 for the last four months; show- 
ing upon its face, as comparing the exports of 
produce and of coin at the port of New York, an, 
indebtedness of $19,081,079. I do not claim that 
this statement is entirely accurate. It is as accu- 
rate as I could have it. I was not able to procure 
the information atthe Treasury Department which 
would enable me to say certainly that it is entire- 
ly reliable. I believe the statement is reliable. 
Then, sir, if there is an indebtedness at the port 
of New York of $19,081,079, and you authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to sell $20,000,000 
of gold, and throw that upon the market sudden- 
ly and unexpectedly, and a great depreciation in 
the price of gold as compared with paper takes 
place, these importers who have contracted this 
foreign debt, which they must pay in coin, re- 
ceive the benefit of the transaction, provided they 
can have the confidence of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and get to know when the sale takes 
place. Í. can see a direct advantage which they 
may enjoy in this transaction 

l was unable to perceive any objection that the 
Senator urged against my amendment. Hesimply 
said that it ought not to be supported. He said 


as a reason, to be sure, that it favored the class of | 


contractors—a class that E would be as reluctant 
to favor as himself; but when I say it is no favor 
to them, then that objection is answered. What 
further objection has he urged? Has he, as the 
representative of the Finance Committee, said 
that it is not a practical measure; that it will not 
succeed, and cannot in the nature of the case suc- 
ceed? He cannot say that; for when the coin is 
paid to the contractors or persons who furnish 
supplies to the Army atits value as compared with 
paper, they will as readily receive that as they 
will receive the paper, and many would rather 
receive it, foritisa thing of more permanent value. 

Sir, the proposition that I have submitted to the 
Scnate is free from the objections which { think 
strike the mind of every Senator to the measure 
proposed by the committee, and it arrives at the 
end which we all desire; that is, securing the re- 
turn of the gold that is now in the Treasury to the 
channels of trade andcommerce. Let that have its 
legitimate and proper effect upon the gold market. 
Iam willing and I desire that the price of gold 
shall be brought down, provided the ordinary coni- 
mercial transactions of the country have that 


effect. If you restore to the channels of com- 


| go up at once? 


merce this accumulation of gold and it has that 


effect, I shall be glad to see it; but Edo not want | 


to see the valués in this country controlled by the 
will ofany oneman. The value of the property 
that I hold, the value of the corn that the con- 
stituents I represent have in their cribs to-day, 
the value of their products that are now. seeking 
a market depend upon the value of gold in the 
market; and I am not willing to say, and | think 
the Senate ought not to be willing to say, that the 
Secretary ofthe Treasury shall have the power 
either to raise in the market orto depreciate in 
the market the value of every piece of property 
in the country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Indiana to the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance. ; 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Onthatquestion I desire 
to have tbe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, I do not think 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Finance ought to be adopted, for the reason that 
Ido not believe it will cure the evil that it pro- 
poses to remedy. It clothes the Secretary of the 
Treasury with the power to sell all the gold that 
may be on hand in the Treasury not needed for 
the payment of the interest on the public debt, at 
any time, at any place, and inany manner he may 
elect. Ido not think any officer of this Govern- 
ment should be clothed with any such power. 
From the estimate made by the Senator from Ohio 
it will be perhapsa sum notexcceding $20,000,000. 
It would be a very dangerous and a very extraor- 
dinary power to confer on the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and it would be one, in my judgment, 
calculated to do great mischief to the Government, 


| So far from regulating and keeping as uniform as 


possible the paper money, or, as gentlemen say, 
the price of gold, it would be calculated to make 
it fluctuate much more than it now does. Sup- 
pose the Secretary of the Treasury should choose 


to put into the market ten or twenty millions of | 


gold, and he were to sellit in open market, if you 
please, or at private sale, and the gold had gone 
out of the Treasury, it would be known by all 


these speculators that that amount of gold could | 


no longer in any way come into competition, and 
the result would be that gold would instantly ad- 
vance. 

Bat, sir, if you clothe the Secretary of the 
Treasury with this power, he might dispose of 
this gold at his private office, if he chose to con- 
fer favors upon his friends. I am making no 
assault on the Secretary of the Treasury. ‘The 
present Secretary of the Treasury may be as hon- 
est and as capable as the Senator from Ohio says 
he is; but he may not be Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to-morrow. We should not legislate witha 
view to the fact that we have confidence in an 
official. Our laws should be so framed as to pre- 
vent any official from doing wrong or bestowing 
favors upon favorites, as far as it is possible to 
do so by law. If the Secretary of the Treasury 
were disposed to exercise favoritism and to en- 


rich his friends, he might take advantage of a mo- | 


ment when, in consequence of the victories of our 


arms or any other cause, gold had depreciated; | 


or he might have in his possession information 
that others did not have, øf disasters to ourarms, 
recognition abroad of the confederate States, or 


something else which he knew would cause gold | 


rapidly to advance, and if he chose to do it he 
migbt part with his twenty millions of gold to his 
friends, knowing that instantancousl ythere would 
be a very rapid rise in that article. We should 
not so legisiate as to lead our officials into tempt- 
ation. 

But, sir, this measure will not remedy the evil. 
If you require the Secretary of the Treasury— 
which, if you sell this gold at all, 1 hope will be 
donc—to advertise and to sell it in open market 
to the highest bidder, does not every man know 
that speculators will combine and purchase it all, 
and the moment it is out of the market gold will 
The result of such tampering is 
always to create fluctuations instead of steadiness 
and firmness in the money market. It will not 
and cannot operate otherwise. 


The Senator from Ohio, if 1 understood him the i 


other day, said the Secretary of the Treasury 
should do everything he could to depreciate gold. 
Why, sir, there is no power in the puny arm of 


| 


the Secretary. ofthe Treasury -to.depreciate gold» 
Gold is nota depreciablearticle.: 1t is the measure 
of values, and neither the Secretary of the. Treas- 
ury nor-this Government has any power to depre- 
ciate gold. It regulates. values .throughout:the 
whole commercial world. admit that this.Gov-"' 
ernment by its action can depreciate its; paper 
money, but there is no depreciation of: gold. If 
the object of this measure is to clothe the Secre~ 
tary of the. Treasury with power to: depreciate. 
gold, he will find that all the laws we can pass on 
that subject will be utterly futile. We might.as 
well by law atlempt to give the Secretary power 
with the breath of his nostrils to roll, back. thë 
fiercest hurricane that ever swept across the con- 
tinent as to attempt by law to clothe him with 
power to depreciate gold. ; 

Sir, L will tell you what we could clothe him 
with power to do; and that is, to prevent the des 
preciation of this paper money. ‘The Senator from 
Ohio indicated a mode by which, in my judgment, 
that can be done, and this gold can be used for 
that purpose. If Iunderstood the Senator aright 
yesterday, he declared that it could be used for the 
purpose of creating a sinking fund. Let me tell 
the Senate, if they wish to stop this depreciation 
of paper money, if they wish to uphold the credit 
of the United States, the best thing they can do 
would be to create a strong sinking fand adequate 
to the purpose of paying off the interest and ulti- 
mately to extinguish the principal of the public 
debt. If every dollar of gold in the Treasury were 
thus appropriated, you could not make a wiser 
appropriation of it to keep the currency uniform 
and sustain the credit of the Government. There 
is no country that has a large indebtedness but 
what looks toa well-regulated sinking fund forthe 
purpose of extinguishing the debt and meeting 
the interest promptly as it may accrue. Let us 
devote this gold, if it has accumulated unneces- 
sarily, in that way. Do that, sir; and if we would 
establish a sinking fund dedicated to this purpose 
that was amply sufficient: to mect the interest 
promptly and ultimately to extinguish the debt, 
there would be no necessity for the friends of the 
Secretary to offer propositions to allow him to de- 


. preciate gold—an impossibility—but it would ele- 


vate the credit of the Government, and it would 
prevent to too great an extent the depreciation of 
this paper money. 

But the Senator from Ohio said a moment ago 
that if, at the time of the passage, some two years 
ago, of the law to authorize the sale of these five- 
twenty bonds, it had been said they could. be ne- 
gotiated at par, nobody would have credited it, 
and yet thathad been done... I deny that one dol- 
lar of these five-twenty bonds has been sold at 
par. They have been sold at from thirty to thirty- 
five per cent, discount at least, I admit, if you 
take this paper money as the standard, they have 
been sold at par; butthe paper money with which 
you pay for the five-twenty bonds is at thirty or 
forty per cent. discount; and it has ranged from 
twenty-five to forty per cent. ever since this nee 
gotiation has heen going on. 

Sir, there has not been a dollar of the five- 
twenty bonds sold for par, taking gold as the 
measure of value; and what interest do you give? 
You give, reducing it to a gold standard, nine per 
cent. interest upon those bonds; and in addition 
you exempt them from Federal and State taxa- 
tion. That is the reason they are sold at par, in 
the language of those who speak of this paper 
money as being at par. It is at a most exorbit- 
antinterest. Taking paper money, the article by 
which you pay for the five-twenty bonds, as the 
standard, your interest Js nine per cent., an ex- 
traordinary interest for a solvent Government to 
pay for money. ‘The interest is payable in coin, 
and when we reduce it to paper money it is about 
nine per cent. Why, sir, if this Government, 
when specie was the standard, had negotiated its 
loans at nine per cent., the whole world would 
have been astonished at such an extravagant in- 
terest. Jtis unnecessary for me to speak about 
selling our bonds at par, and all that kind of thing, 
when we pay for them in a trash of paper money 
that is at thirty per cent. discount, sometimes 
more and sometimes less. They are not at par, 
but are sold at a heavy and ruinous discount. 

But, sir, I would never allow the Secretary: of 
the Treasury to exercise this power. I would 
use this gold, if it accumulated in the ‘Treasury, 
for the purpose of making the sinking fund strong 
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and ‘giving it: the capacity of meeting the pay- 
ment of the interest on our debt, and, ultimately, 
to extinguish that debt. Then you: would place 
your credit upon such a firm basis, by creating a 
Sinking fund large enough to. pay the-.debt, that 
your bonds would-sell at par in coin and your 
paper money. would pass at par. 

But the Senator~aold-us: yesterday that in all 
wars: paper money was absolutely: necessary. 
Some great men did not think as the Senator 
does. “Fhe first Napoleon was thought to have 
some genius for war and some genius for civil 
administration. Ihave in my hand a very short 
letter written by that distinguished man on: the 
Q0th. day of October, 1805, which I will read: 

i ELCHINGEN, October 20, 1805. 

To M. REGNIER? 

; Iam sorry to see that my Tribunal of Commerce docs not 
attend to its business. Bank votes are not money, and do 
not bear the mark of the sovereign. Payment in notes is 
no longer an obligation. : In a country where justice is com- 
promised;social order no longer exists. T'he bank must 
exchange its: notes for coin, or close its doors if it has no 
eoin. I will not have paper money. 

‘ NAPOLEON. 


That letter was written, as the Senate will ob- 
serve,on the 20th of October, 1805. At that time 
perhaps the first Napoleon was surrounded by 
more difficulties and engaged in a heavier conflict 
of dyms than ever before. The day after that the 
battle of Trafalgar was fought. On that very day, 
I believe, Ulm surrendered, and about that time 
Ney gained his celebrated victory over the Aus- 
trians at the very place from which this letter was 
dated. At that time we find Napoleon engaged 
with Russia, Austria, England, and other Powers 
in the most desperate conflicts; and yet he carried 
oh those wars, and carried them on successfully, 
for that was one of his successful campaigns—it 
was disastrous in some parts, but taken altogether 
it was snecessful—and at that very time he re- 
pudiated paper money and declared that the banks 
that did not redeem their notes with coinat their 
counters snould be closed, 

Sir, the argument is all stuff that this Govern- 
ment was ever driven to resort to this extravagant 
and excessive issue of paper money. 

I do not believe that the amendment offered by 


the Senator from Indiana is liable to the harsh’ 


criticism of the Senator from Ohio. Ido not think 
itfavorsthese contractors whom everybody seems 
to be pelting. [ have some sympathy even for a 
dog that is kicked too much, and I shall make no 
assault upon these contractors, though | do not 
reckon they are a bit better than they ought to be. 
The amendment of the Senator from Indiana is in 
these words: 


In payment for war materials and supplies or of debts of 
the United States then duc, provided the same be paid and 
received at its valne in the city of New York as compared 
with legal tender Treasury notes. 


I do not see that that confers any benefit on the | 


contractor. If he receives coin in payment, he 
receives it at what is its value in New York com- 
pared with Treasury notes. The consequenceis 
heisnotenrichedatall, Ifthe Government owes 
a contractor say $100 and pays him with sixty or 
seventy dollarsin coin and the coin can command 
$100 in Treasury notes and no more, the con- 
tractor is not benefited. But, sir, under this 
amendment you can pay any debts of the United 
States in coin. Why not pay it to the soldier? 
If we owe money to the soldier in the field I sup- 
pose that is a debt. Under this proposition the 
Senator from Ohio himself might be paid in coin. 
You might pay him sixty dollars instead of $100 
in Treasury notes that may be due him as part 


of his salary, provided that was the measure of | 


value between the. Treasury note and the gold at 
New York. 

If you do not use this gold for the purpose of 
strengthening your sinking fund, which, in my 
judgment, would be much the wiser and better 
policy, I think you should adopt this amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana. It would afford a 
means by which this gold could be placed in all 
the channels of commerce without prejudice to 
anybody, without exhibiting a favoritism to any- 
body, by paying it tothe honest and just creditor, 
nothing more and nothing less. You cannot speak 
of them as a favored class. If your paper cur- 
rency should be reduced to one half, and you owed 
a man $100 in paper currency and paid him fifty 
dollars in gold in extinguishment of the debt, is 
there any favoritism in that? No, sir; and yet 
the honorable Senator from Ohio calls the con- 
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tractors a favored class underthisamendment. I 
suppose it-is because contractors are unpopular, 
and you can get up alittle howl about them. 

Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana, and Lhope it will be 
adopted. If it is desirable to have the amount of 
gold thus accumulated in the Treasury distrib- 
uted in the ordinary channels of commerce—and 
I think itis—you should adopt this amendment. 
If you do not pass any law on the subject, in obe- 
dience to the law cited by the Senator from Ohio 
yesterday, you should use it for the purpose of 
strengthening your sinking fund, in order to up- 
hold the credit of the Government. This amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana will meet the 
objections to the proposition of the committee, 
and will also prevent the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury from entering the gold market. All thisdab- 
bling by the Government in the money market of 
the country must result deleteriously; it cannot 
result otherwise; and it will increase instead of 
preventing fluctuations. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, itis my pur- 
pose to vote for the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance, and I rise merely for the 
purpose of stating why itis that I do not enter- 
tain the same hope that the relief will be a per- 
manent relief that seems to be entertained by the 
honorable member from Ohio. 

That the present condition of the currency isto 
be lamented, everybody who feels an interest in 
the character of the country, and particularly in 
the condition ofthe country at this time, willagree; 
but I very much incline to think that the depre- 
ciation in the currency—by the currency I mean, 
of course, the paper currency of the United States 
—is not owing so much to the hoarding of gold 
by the Government as to the actual condition in 
which the country is. If there was full reliance 
in the ability of the United States to meet all its 
engagements at the termination of this war, I 
have no idea that gold would command the price it 
now commands; and I am very far from believing 
that the depreciation of the paper, as compared 
with the gold, is owing mainly or very materially 
to the fact that the United States are now the hold- 
ers, or will be the holders on the IstofJuly next, 
of $20,000,000 more than they will need for the 
purpose of paying the interest on the debt due at 
that time, 

Everybody feels, even those who are the most 
sanguine ofa favorable termination of this con- 
flict, somewhat alarmed at the rapid increase, the 
present large amount of the public debt, and the 
probably much larger amount before that time 
shall come. Itis now nearly equal to the debt of 
England. If we shall not have a peace within 
one, two, or three years, it will be much greater, 
and infinitely greater, not only in the amount of 
principal, which we shall have to provide for, but 
in the amoant of the interest. The interest on 
no portion of the debt of England exceeds four 
per cent., while ours is six per cent. 

The necessarily vast expenditure of the Gov- 
ernment has led, and is now leading, to an ex- 
travagance unequaled, I think, in any other coun- 
try inthe world; and that is especially true of the 
larger cities. The amount unnecessarily spent 


with a view to show and the enjoyment of lux- | 


urious habits and luxurious display in the city 
of New York is infintely greater than anything 
that can be found either in London orin Paris; and 
it is principally caused by the immense amounts 
which we are obliged to pay in order- to carry 
on this war. The profits are enormous. The 
profits upon*all the contracts which the Govern- 
ment has made (and they have made them, I have 
no doubt, upon the best terms) are enormous. 
Everybody seems to be rich, and nobody seems 
to look forward to the time when the country 
may, perhaps, be poor, and they live on as if 
that time never would come. 

1 have some repugnance to this measure too as 
a mere matter of public policy. I fear thatit may 
havea bad influence upon the credit of the United 
States abroad to say that the United States finds 
itself in the condition of going into the market and 
buying its own paper at a depreciation of some 
twenty, thirty, or forty percent. Strictly speak- 
ing, and looking to the ordinary obligations and 
relations which. exist as between creditor and 
debtor, the debtor oughtto pay really theamonntof | 
his debt in money. Ifan individual debtor issues 
his notes fora large amount, and he goes into the | 


: ing eighth paid, themselves, all t 


market and speculates upon his own paper, his 
credit suffers in the estimation of everybody; and 
Iam afraid that the same effect may be produced 
upon the credit of the United States by suffering 
the United States to go into the market and spec- 
wlate upon their paper. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the only 
certain mode (and certainly the mode which, be- 
cause I believe it is the best, I should be infavor 
of) to redeem the credit of the currency wouldbe 
the imposition of proper taxes. - The amount of 
taxation which we have already imposed bears 
little or no proportion to the amount which we 
have got into our hands by way of loan; andthere 
seems no great disposition on the part of Congress 
to increase that amount. There are hundreds and 
thousands of articles which enter into the wants 
of the community, many of them articles of mere 
luxury, which will bear a much larger amountof 
taxation than we haveimposed. If wecould there- 
fore be indueed—by ‘we’? I do not mean the 
Senate; I mean both branches of Congress—to n- 
crease the taxation so as to satisfy the public gen- 
erally that the public debt and the interest of the 
public debt will certainly be paid, and above all— 
for at last that will enter into the calculations—if 
we can carry on the war successfully in the ap- 
proaching campaign, the credit of the nation will 
revive and gold will fall some ten per cent. or 
more. 

But that is not to be accomplished, as Í under- 
stand. The Secretary of the Treasury,as I col- 
lect from the member from Ohio, thinks that a 
provision of this sort might be used most ad van- 
tageously for the purpose of sustaining the exist~ 
ing currency. Iam willing to trust to his judg- 
ment. I have no fear that the public will lose 
from any want of integrity on the part of that 
officer. I know it has been said—the whole com- 
munity has been filled with such a ruamor—that 
he has used the powers he already possesses for 
the purpose of rewarding or enriching some of 
his particular friends, and the single instance al- 
luded to, and in relation to which the Senator 
from Ohio has vindicated him, is but one of a 
great many; but that instance proves how very 
unjust. have been those rumors. 

Ï have heard—and I never beard any contra- 
diction until 1 listened to the honorable member 
from Ohio this morning—that the Secretary had 
given to those favored bankers, who are said, one 
or more of them, to be his relatives, one half of 
one per cent. for negotiating this loan; that of 
that half they retained one half, being one fourth 
of one per cent., and gave the other fourth to the 
different agents from time to time employed, 


| charging the Treasury with the whole expense of 


advertising, and all the other incidental expenses 
connected with the transaction. Ithas been stated 
that that one fourth of one per cent. retained by 
the contractors here—Jay Cooke & Co.—was 
received by them without their taking any act- 
ive part at all in the negotiation; they remained 
in their banking-house, and the whole risk was 
at the expense of their agents, not theirs, except 
contingently by the failure of their agents, while 
the whole cost of carryimg on the negotiation 
through the whole country was paid by the Gov- 
ernment. It now turns out, by authority which 
I suppose everybody will admit to be unques- 
tionable—the honorable member got his from the 
Secretary of the Treasury himself, or from hav- 
ing seen the manner in which the negotiation has 
been conducted—that the whole amount of the 
percentage allowed was three eighths of one per 
cent., and out of that three eighths they gave to 
those agents two eighths, and out of the remain- 
e expenses. 

The rumor therefore set on foot, if not for the 
purpose of injuring the reputation of the Secre- 
tary, proves to be entirely baseless; and itis but 
another instance in which, from some love of slan- 
der, some suspicions of the integrity of every 
public man, which seems peculiar to the timesin 
which we live, (if they are not to be found in other 
times,) the integrity of public men has been as- 
sailed without the slightest foundation, 

One thing we now know—indeed, we knew 
it before the honorable member from Ohio made 
his statement—that whatever may have been the 
result to Jay Cooke & Co. and the other agents 
employed by them, the result to the Treasury was 
exceedingly beneficial. No loan in any country 
in the world of this amount was ever realized as 
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well as this one. Every dollar of the loan was 
taken at par. It can hardly be accounted for. 
The London press—and I speak from having read 
the articles in some two or three of those papers 
that Lam in the habit of reading constantly—has 
been astounded at the result of the negotiations. 
They speak of it, and speak of it truly, as unex- 
ampled in the history of nations at any time, and 
particularly in reference to a nation situated as 
ours is, if any other nation on the habitable globe 
ever was in the condition in which we are, carry- 
ing on a war the dimensions of which are also 
unexampled, and attended by an expenditure un- 
exampled, that a loan of that amount should be 
taken at par, and taken at par by our own peo- 
ple; for, with the exception of some one, two, or 
three hundred thousand dollars,as I understand, 
invested by foreigners, and particularly Germans, 
in this loan—and a very good investment itis for 
them—nearly the entire amount of the loan has 
been taken by our own people, in sums varying 
from fifty and one hundred dollars to thousands 
and thousands. : 

Now, sir, if it were true that these agents em- 
ployed by the Treasury have made a very large 
amount, and it was equally true that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had attempted to negotiate 
the loan without the instrumentality of these or 
any other agents and had failed, when the result 
of the agency was such as I have stated, that of 
itself should be, and I have no doubt will be, in 
the estimation of the community, a full vindica- 
tion not only of the honor, but of the intelligence 
anu ability of the Secretary. 

In saying this, Mr. President, Lam not to be 
considered as a political partisan of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, or to have been at any time. 
There are few of the political questions of my day 
on which it has either not been my good fortune 
or bad fortune to differ from that functionary in 
times past as wellas now; but I sce by the papers 
of to-day that he is to be considered hereafter 
only in the light of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, laboring in his vocation to do all he can to 
carry the country through the tremendous conflict. 
which now shakes it from circumference to cen- 
ter, 

The proposition now before us, with the amend- 
ment suggested -by the honorable member from 
Ohio on behalf of the Committee on Finance, is 
not obnoxious to all the objections taken by the 
honorable members from Indiana and Kentucky. 
It does not authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to go into the market and purchase gold alone; 
it does not interfere with any existing power that 
he has now to increase his sinking fund; nor does 
itat all interfere with the power which he will 
have if you adopt the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives with this amendment. 
He is authorized by the bill as it came from the 
House to anticipate the payment of the interest 
onthe public debt. This amendment does not 
take from him that authority. It only gives him 
the additional authority, if he thinks proper to 
exert it, to dispose of the surplus gold which he 
may have in the Treasury from time to time, the 
object being—that is his object, and that is the ob- 
ject of the Committee on Finance—to keep down 
the appreciation of gold and to keep less the de- 
preciation upon our own currency. He is not 
obliged to exert that power at all. I doubt very 
much whether he will have occasion to exert it to 
any extent. If gold runs up to 169, as it did a 
day or two since, and he throws into the market 
one or two million dollars in gold, it will go down 
at once, and it will remain down under the appre- 
hension, on the part of the speculators who have 
been running it up, that after they buy at the en- 
hanced price they will be made the losers by the 
Government going again upon ’Change and selling 
one or two million dollars worth. lam willing to | 
trust this power to the Secretary, although Ire- 
peatin conclusion that I do not have the confi- 
dence which I should desire to have that this 
measure will effectually accomplish the good 
which the Committee on Finance suppose may be 
accomplished by its passage. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I shall vote |} 
for this report of the Committee on Finance, but | 
I shall do so with a great deal of reluctance. [| 
think if we clothe the Secretary of the Treasury i 
with this power it will have the effect to check to || 
some extent the speculation in gold, but Ido not |! 


| Senate as to the House of Representatives. The 
| Senator is aware, or he should be, that the work 


i . 
sure the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from | 
| Maine that it is not my purpose to arraign or cen- 


apprehend that it will have the great effectattrib- 


uted to it. I shall vote for itin the hope that we 
shall pass it, and that inthe hands of the Secretary 
of the Treasury it will be properly executed, and 
will have a salutary effect. 

But, sir, in my opinion there is one way, and 
only one, to reduce the price of gold, and that is 
for the Congress of the United States to address 
itself to the question of increasing the revenues of 
the Government. We have been here about one 
hundred days 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator to 
allow me to make a statement right here, which 
perhaps I ought to have made in reply to the 
Senator from Maryland. ; 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN, By the Constitution of the 
United States no revenue bill can originate in this 
body. That, although known to us very well, 
is not always remembered by the country. All 
bills raising revenue must originate in the House 
of Representatives. The Senate and the Senate 
Committee on Finance have never refused any tax 
proposed by the House of Representatives, with 
the single exception of the tax on spirits on hand, 
and that was by a divided Senate, and a divided 
committee; but in every case, on every proposi- 
tion for a tax, the Senate have always been ready 
to impose the tax. And I willnowsay, without 
having any authority whatever to say it, I have 
no doubt the Senate committee will be entirely 
prepared to vote fora tax that will yield from two 
to three hundred million dollars from internal rev- 
enue; but we cannot take up the subject until the 
House of Representatives send it to us. The 
people of the country might as well understand 
that. The Senator from Maryland seemed to com- 

lain that we had not introduced revenue bills. 
Ve cannot doit. Senators must wait until the 
House send us the bills. It will be time enough 
then to complain about want of taxes. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My friend from Massa- 
chusetts will allow me to say that this remark 
coming from him, though not intended, is really 
a little unkind, and its tendency might be to mis- 
lead the country, not so much in regard to the 


of revising the internal revenue bill and also the 
tariff billis an immense labor of itself. They 
have to go over the whole ground, examine tes- 
timony, and see where duties can he laid suchas 
can be borne by the country with a good effect 
upon the revenue. All that is a work of time, 
and necessarily of a great deal of time. In addi- 
tion to that the Committee of Ways and Means 
of the House have had to examine and prepare 
all these appropriation bills and get them through 
the House, and many other bills having relation 
to the subject-matters before them while this in- 
vestigation is going on. I know asa fact that a 
sub-committee of the Committee of Ways and 
Means have from the beginning of the session 
been hard at work preparing with all the judg- 
ment they can bring upon it, and all the wisdom | 
they can muster, a bill or bills to accomplish the 
very purpose of which the Senator has been 
speaking. 

When Senators get up here and say generally 
it is our duty, the duty of the House and the duty 
of the Senate, to increase the taxes, the country 
is ready for it, it leaves the country to infer be- 
cause no bill has been brought in that nothing 
has been done or is doing; whereas the contrary 
is the fact. Itis the mostanxious desire of those 
who have charge of the financial measures of the 
Government in the House to mature those very 
bills and bring them in here to Congress. My 
friend will allow me to say they are not like his 
military bills, which can be prepared in five min- 
utes, and passed through in five minutes more. 

Mr. WILSON. I have, Mr. President, great 
confidence in the Committee on Finance, and Ias- | 


sure that committee, nor is it my purpose to ar- | 
raign or censure the Committee of Ways and | 
Means in the House or the action of the Congress | 
of the United States. I know that revenue bills i 
must originate in the House of Representatives, 


and comprehend and appreciate the gigantic task || 
imposed upon the committees who are intrusted 
with the preparation of revenue bills, but the fact | 
that Congress has been in session one hundred 

days, and that no action has been taken byeither {i 


House isapparenttothe whole country. Ehe ine, 
ternal revenue system has failed to. meet the. ox 
pectations of Congress and. of, the country Our: 
expenditures are and must be for sometime larger: 
even than-the enormous estimates‘of the Depart-. 
ments. The currency is expanding, and ofcourse 

the price of gold isadvancing. You may taxtrans- 
actions in gold if you please,you may authorize 

the Secretary of the Treasury by the passage-of 
this bill to sell the gold not needed to pay the-in- 

terest on the national debt, but.the price of gold 

will continue toad vance until we increase-ourrey- 

enues, diminish the volume. of: our. currency, or 

reduce largely our expenditures.’ At the pregent 

cost of raising men for our armies, and procuring 

food and clothing and the material of war for the 

support of our armies, you cannot reasonably an- 

ticipate any considerable diminution of our. ex- 

penditures. 

With these large expenditures pressing. upon 
us, our indebtedness must rapidly increase. and 
our currency expand, and the difference between 
our paper currency and gold must and will con- 
tinue to increase. Nothing can permanently di~ 
minish the price of gold butthe adoption by Gon- 
gress, at the earliest possible day, of a system of 
taxation that shall enable the Government to raise 
annually from three to four hundred million dol- 
lars of revenue. A system of internal taxation 
that should raise a revenue of two hundred and. 
fifty or three hundred million dollars annually 
would strengthen the credit of the Government 
now strained to its utmost, check the issue of more 
paper currency and speculative prices, and bring 
down the price of gold. The adoption of such a 
system is demanded by the highest interests of 
the Government and the country, and would be 
hailed and applauded by the practical, business 
men of the country and by the masses of the 
American people. The practical mind of the coun- 
try cannot fail to see that if we could have raised 
during the past two years by internal taxation a 
revenue of $250,000,000 annually, and thus di- 
minished our debt by $500,000,000, that the ex- 
penses of the Government would have been at 
least one hundred and fifty or two hundred mil- 
lions less than they have been, and that the cost 
of living of the people would have been hundreds 
of millions less than it hasbeen. Could we have 
adopted a revenue system that would have en- 
abled the Government to have paid annually from 
one third to one half of our expenditures, the 
credit of the Government, the soundness of the 
currency, thus strengthened and preserved, would 
have checked speculative prices, and enabled the 
Government and the people to have saved hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars in their expenditures. 
The failure to impose the needed. taxation has 
added hundreds of millions to our debt, compelled 
the Government to increase and expand our cur- 
rency, advanced the price of geld, and conse- 
quently advanced the prices and increased enor- 
mously the expenses of living. Better, far better 
for the Government and the people to pay heavy 
taxes, preserve a sound currency, and keep as 
small as possible the national debt, than to pay 
light taxes, increase rapidly the national debt, en- 
large the volume of the currency, carry up the 
price of gold, and thusadd to the cost of living 
hundreds of millions of dollars. 

The country is better able to pay heavy taxes 
now than it will be when thecontestis over. The 
country is full of money, nearly all business inter- 
ests are prosperous, labor is in great demand, and 
commands high prices. Now is the time for the 
people to pay their indebtedness, and to pay, as 


| far as possible, the heavy expenses of the Gov- 


ernment. 

The other day we added a trifling tax of torty 
cents per gallon on whisky, making the small 
tax of only sixty cents per gallon on that great 
article of use and consumption. We ought toput 
a tax, to commence at the beginning of the next 
fiscal year, of $1.50 per gallon upon whisky. 
Such a tax would not perceptibly diminish the 
consumption of that article, and if it did do so, 
the country would not suffer by it. A gallonof 
whisky sells at retail at from six to twelve dol- 
lars per gallon. It is a fit subject for high taxa- 
tion, and out of it we can raise an immense rev- 


| enue, and the Congress of the United States, if 


it does not impose a large tax upon it, to com- 
mence not after the next crop of grain is used up 
and distilled, but before that crop 1s used, will 
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_ stand without excuse or justification. We criti- 


cise the shortcomings of the Executive, of- the 
members of the Cabinet, and of generals: in: the 
field; but if the Congress of the United States 
in the-lights of the present fail to impose heavy 
taxes. upon whisky and: other spirits imported 
into: the country, on tobacco and other luxuries, 
its failure will be greater than the failure of Pres- 
idents, of Cabinets, or of generals in the field. 

Never-was ‘the country so reckless in the ex- 
penditure.of money, so extravagant in its modes 
of living;-as now. -Tax` then heavily whisky, 
tobacco,;-and other domestic productions of lux- 
ury, and. impose high duties upon wines, brandies, 
silks, and Other imported articles that minister to 
our luxurious tastes.. The Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Grimes] remarks in an under tone that we 
ought-to increase the tax on domestic manufac- 
tures. J say, sir, although I am the representa- 
tive ofa State largely interested in domestic man- 
ufactures and the mechanic arts, that we ought 
to increase the duties on domestic manufactures. 
lam ready to vote at any time to double the taxa- 
tion on our domestic manufactures. In so voting 
I shall act under the conviction that the enduring 
interests of the country demand such a vote, and 
that the interests of the people and ofthe business 
men. of the country demand such a vote. In- 
creased taxation, wisely adjusted, is the only rem- 
-edy for the restoration of the national credit, the 
diminution of the volume of paper currency, and 
the reduction.of the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment and the expenses of the people. 

I am- prepared to vote, sir, for all measures of 
legislation demanded alike by the interests of the 
country and of the people. The nation ought to 
have the benefit of a sound national currency, 
and as far as possible the benefit of the paper cir- 
cwation of the country. Iam thercfore for the 
adoption of a policy that will gradually withdraw 
from the paper circulation of the country the notes 
of the State banking institutions. I would not 

harm existing institutions, but I would, as soon 
as practicable, establish a uniform circulation, 
But, sir, I shall vote for this proposition of the 
Committee on Finance to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to sell, at his option, the gold in 
the Treasury not required to meet the accruing 
interest on the national debt, ‘The enactment of 
such a law will tend to check, to some extent, the 
operations of the gold speculators; butit can have 
and will have no such effectas some Senators sup- 

ose it will have. ‘The price of foreign exchange 
in the New York market now demonstrates that 
the present price of gold has been forced up three 
or four per cent. by the operations of gold spec- 
ulators. But unless Congress provides the means 
to double or treble the income derived from in- 
ternal revenue, and to increase the duties on for- 
eign imports, so as to be able to pay from one 
third to one half of our expenses during the next 
fiscal year, the difference between an expanded 
paper currency and gold and silver will continue 
to increase. ‘Taxation, heavy taxation, and vic- 
tories in the field willalone diminish, permanently 
diminish the price of gold, even after the passage 
of the pending bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Indiana, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The question being. taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 5, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Davis, Hendricks, Powell, 
and Wright—5. 

NAY — Messrs. Brown, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Conness, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Har- 
ding, Harlan, Harris, Howard, Howe, Johnson, Lane of In- 
diana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Pome- 
roy, Ramsey, Saulsbury, Sherman, Sumner, Ten Eyek, Van 
Winkie, Wade, Wilkinson, Willcy, and Wilson—32. 

So the amendment was rejected. : 

The amendment made as in Committee of the 
‘Whole was concurred in. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I suggest to the gentle- 
man having charge of this joint resolution, that 
there seems to be no limitation whatever of the 
time in which the Secretary is authorized to an- 
ticipate the payment of interest. It seems to me 
it ought to be limited to sume time. He ought 
not to be permitted to anticipate it beyond, I 
think, the period of one year, and I will offer an 

amendment to that effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihardly think we can sup- 
pose there will be any occasion for such a limit- 


ations but still, if the Senator wants to limit it 
toa year, I have no objection. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move, inline four, after 
the word “debt,” to insert ‘by a period not ex- 
ceeding one year;’’ so that the resolution will read: 


: That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to an- 
ticipate the payment of interest on the public debt by a pe- 
riod not exceeding one year, from time to time, with or 
without a rebate of interest on the coupons, as to him may 
seem expedient; &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 


Mr. JOHNSON. TJinquire of the Senator from 
Wisconsin whether his limitation will apply to 
the authority to sell gold. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. No, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I know you do not mean it. 

. Mr. DOOLITTLE. The last clause is an en- 
tirely distinct clause giving a distinct authority: 
“t and he is hereby authorized to dispose of any 
gold in the Treasury of the United States not ne- 
cessary for the payment of interest on the public 
debt.” 

Mr. JOHNSON. He willhave that authority 
as long as the law stands. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Certainly he will have that 
authority. This is a continuing statute; and so 
it would be a continuing statute as to the antici- 
pation of the payment of interest, but the effect 
of my amendment is that he shail not at any time 
anticipate the payment of interest more than one 

ear, 

4 Mr. COLLAMER. Hasthe amendment pro- 
posed bythe Committee on Finance been passed 
upon? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been 
agreed to in Committee of the Whole and con- 
curred in by the Senate. The question now is 
on ordering the amendments to be engrossed and 
the joint resolution to be read a third time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed 
and the jointresolution to be read a third time, It 
was read the third time. ; 

Mr. POWELL. Iask for the yeas and nays 
on its passage. , 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. I voted against theamend- 
ment of my friend from Lndiana, because | could 
not see, after the explanation of the Senator from 
Ohio, the propriety of thatamendment. Lintend, 
however, to vote against the passage of the bill, 
though l did not wish to incumber it with any 
amendment which my judgment did not approve 
of, and if the measure was to pass, I did not sce 
the propriety of the amendment. I shall oppose 
the passage of the bill for reasons which I shall not 
now take up the time of the Senate to state; but 
knowing, of course, that the bill will be passed, Í 
think it proper simply to say that I am opposed 
to its passage. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Conness, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Har- 
ding, Harlan, Harris, Howard, Howe, Johnson, Lane of Fn- 
diana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
Shennan, Sumner, ‘eu Eyck, Van Wiukle, Wade, Wil- 
kinson, Willey, and Wilson—20, 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Davis, Grimes, Hendricks, 
Powell, Riddle, Saulsbury, and Wright—8. 


So the joint resolution was passed, 


On motion of Mr. COLLAMER, its title was | 
amended by adding the words ‘‘ and for other pur- į 


poses.’’ 
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like, if the Sen- | 


ate would agree to it, now to take up one or two 
appropriation bills, which have been lying on the 
table for some time, and I think can soon be 
passed. Í move first to take up the Post Office 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 50) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1865, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate 
out of any moneys in the Treasury arising from 
the revenues of the Post Office Department, in 
conformity to the act of the 2d of July, 1836, for 
transportation of the mails, (inland,) $7,849,000; 
for foreign mail transportation ,$250,000; for ship, 
stcamboat, and way letters, $8,000; for compen- 
sation to postmasters, $3,100,000; for clerks for 


| post offices, $1,168,000; for payments to letter- 


carriers, $320,000; for wrapping paper, $40,000; 
for twine, $16,000; for office stamps, $5,000; for 


letter balances, $2,500; for compensation to blank- 
agents and assistants, $6,500; for office furni- 
ture; $2,000; for advertising, $35,000; for postage 
stamps and stamped envelopes, $90,000; for mail 
depredations and special agents, $60,000; for mail- 
bags, $60,000; for mail locks and keys, $10,000; 
for payment of balances due to foreign coun- 
tries, $200,000; and for miscellaneous payments, 
$200,000. 

If the revenues of the Post Office Department 
shall.be insufficient to meet the appropriations, 
the sum of $1,000,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, is to be appropriated out of the 
Treasury to supply deficiencies in the revenue of 
the Post Office Department for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1865. 

Mr.COLLAMER. I have some amendments 
to propose by direction of the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads; and J send to the Chair 
and desire to have read a communication from 
the Department on which my amendments will 
be founded. 

Tho Secretary read the following letter: 

Post Orrice DEPARTMENT, February 17, 1864. 

Sır: It is found that a mistake was made in the estimate 
of expenditure for letter-carriers during the fiscal year end- 
ing 30th June, 1865, The amount was fixed at $320,000, 
on the basis of the expenditures for the current year, not 
allowing for any extension of the letter-carrier system 
under the act of Congress approved 3d March, 1863. As 
the public interest will require such extension, not only in 
localities where it is now in operation, but also at points 
where it has not yet been introduced, Ebeg Jeave to recom- 
mend that the appropriation for payments to letter-carriers 
coutained in House bil No. 50 be doubled, making the same 
$640,000, with the proviso that so much of the increased 
amount as may be necessary shall be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury appropriated for the service of the Post 
Office Department. h 

Tt also becomes necessary to ask an additional appropri- 
ation of 848,000 for. wrapping paper, making the whole 
amount to be appropriated for this object $88,000, instead 
of $40,000, as provided in said bill. The latter sum was 
estimated as the cost of wrapping paper on the basis of the 
expenditure therefor during the last year- under a contract 
which has expired ; but the proposals recently submitted 
for furnishing this paper to the Department are more than 
one hundred per cent. bigher than the prices paid under the 
last contract. 

{have the honor to be your obedient servant, 

M. BLAIR, 
Postmaster General. 
Hon. Jacop COLLAMER, Chairman Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, United States Senate, 


Mr. COLLAMER. I move, in pursuance of 
that recommendation, in the nineteenth and twen- 
tieth lines, to strike out ‘*$320,000,’? and insert 
$640,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Inthe twenty-first line, I 
move to strilce out $40,000” and insert $88,000.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. The amendments just 
made render necessary an amendment to the sec- 
tion which provides an appropriation from the 
Treasury in case of a deficiency in the Post Office 
revenues. That section as it stands appropriates 
$1,000,000 out of the Treasury to meet any defi- 
ciency in the income of the Department. The 
increase already made requires that that should 
be put at $1,500,000. I therefore move, after 
the words ‘‘ one million” to insert “ five hundred 
thousand.”’ J 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I have nothing further to 
propose. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in; and it 
was ordered that they be engrossed, and that the 
bill be read a third time. The bill was read the 
third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN submitted a report from 
the committee of conference on the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill; which was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Honses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. 
No. 156) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1864, 
i having inet, after full and free conference have agreed to 
; recommend, and do recommend, to their respective Houses 
| as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recede from their dis- 
agreement to the first, eleventh, and seventeenth amend- 
ments of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their eighteenth amend- 
ment. 

That the Senate recede from so much of their third 
ij amendment as proposes to strike out lines eight, nine, ten, 
+ eleven, twelve, thirteen, and fourteen, on page 3 of said 
ii bill and agree to the came, with an amendment as follows: 


< 


| 
| 
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fi 
on page 3, line twelve, of said bill, after the word “ Mis- jj 


souri,” strike out the words “the office hereafter to be 
closed,” and insert the following words: “to the 3lst of 
October, 1863, when the ofice was closed.” And that the 
House of Representatives recede from so much of said 
third amendment as proposes to strike out lines fifteen, 
sixteen, and seventeen on page 3 of said bill, and agree to 


` the same. 


That the House of Representatives recede from their dis- 
agreement to so muth of the Senate’s twelfth amendment 
as proposes to insert words in lieu of the words proposed 
to be stricken out, and the Senate recede from so much of 
their amendment as proposes to strike out words, andagree 
to the same. 

That the House of Representatives recede from their dis- 
agreement to the fifteenth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendments: in line 
six of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
ment strike out the word “hundred,” and insertin lieu the 
word “thousand 3”? and inline nine of the matter proposed 
to be inserted by said amendment strike out all after the 
word “ provided,” and insert in lieu the following words: 
“that hereafter no payment shall be made from the contin- 
gent fund of either House of Congress unless sanctioned by 
the Committeeto Auditand Control the ContingentExpenses 
of the Senate orthe Committee of Accounts of the House 
of Representatives respectively ; and no transfer of bal- 
anees of appropriations shall be made from one fund to 
another, cxeept by law,” 

That the Houseof Representatives recede from their 
amendment to the fifth section of the bill. 

That the House of Representatives recede from their dis- 
agreement to the nineteenth amendment of the Senate and 
agree to the same with the following amendments: in line 
eighteen of sgid amendment strike out the word “eight,” 
and insert in lieu thercof the word “five z” and inline nine- 
teen strike out the word “eight”? where it first occurs, and 
insert in lieu thereof the word ‘six ;” and inthe same line 
strike out the word ‘eight? where it occurs the second 

‘ time, and insert in lieu thereof the word ten ;” and in line 
twenty-three, after the word “office,” insert the following 
words: “fifteen clerks of class three, fifty of class two 3”? 
and in the same line strike out the word “two,” and insert 
jn lien the word “one ;” and in the same line strike outthe 
word “six,” and insert in lieu the word ‘forty; and inline 
fifty-one strike out the word “thirty,’? and insert in Neu 
the word “fifteen pP andinline fifty-two strike out the word 
“sixty,?? and insert in licu the words “thirty-five 37? and in 
the same line strike out the word seventy,” and insert the 
words “one hundred aud ten;?? and strike out all of line 
sixty-two W. P, FESSENDEN, 

E SOLOMON FOOT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
S. HOOPER, 
GEO. H. PENDLETON, 
THOMAS WILLIAMS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Ifs A 
lanation of this report it will be easy to give it. 

t will be noticed that the only disagreement was 
on the first, third, eleventh, twelfth, fifteenth, 
seventeenth, eighteenth, and nineteenth amend- 
ments of the Senate, the first and ihe nineteenth 
having relation to the same subject. We struck 
out from thefirst part of the bill the appropriation 
for additional clerks in the Departments, and put 
the provision we deemed necessary on that subject 
in the shape of a new section at the end of the 
bill. The other House disagreed to that. For 
the sake of arranging the matter, the committee 
have gone over the subject and made a slightly 
different arrangement by which the amount of 


appropriation for these clerks is reduced some | 


four or five thousand dollars in the aggregate. 
The third amendment was in relation to what 


jis called “ the returns clerk.’ We struck out the | 


appropriation for his salary for the reason that 
we could not find any authority for appointing 
théclerk. The House of Representatives dis- 
agreed to that amendment, and on looking at the 
statute we found that it provided forthe appoint- 
ment of a returns clerk in the office of the Seer 
tary of the Interior, but no salary had been pro- 
vided for him; and hence it is necessary to make 
an appropriation to pay him. 

Another subject was the Missouri land office; 
and in regard to that it was stated by the Com- 
missioner that the office was finally closed on the 
31st day of last October, and there was a certain 
amount of salary due up to that time, and so we 
appropriate it. Then there was a disagreement 
in regard to the California land office for addi- 
tional clerk hire. The other House agree to our 
amendment striking it out. 

The eleventh amendment oa which we dis- 


was with relation to a claim of the estate of the 
late Governor Morton, once collector of Massa- 
chusetts, for a percentage for making purchase: 
for thelight-house establishment. ‘The House of 
Representatives insisted upon that,and we found 


If Senators desire an ex- | 


| paid; but there was no money out of which to 


i 


a communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury saying that the law in relation to the matter 
had been decided, that the account had been aud- 
ited at the Treasury Department and ought to be 


pay it,and he requested an appropriation for that | 
purpose, and the committee on the part of the 
Senate. yielded to that statement. 

The fifteenth amendment was in relation to a 

roviso on the appropriation for hospitals. The 

ouse recede and strike out the proviso. They 
also recede in regard to paying the expenses of 
the registry of deeds in this District, and they also 
recede in relation to the purchase of the tenth and 
eleventh volumes of the Statutes at Large of Little 
& Brown. So that stands as the Senate left it. 

Then there was an amendment of ours for de- 
ficiencies of the Senate, which the House agree 
to with one or two slight amendments. 

The seventeenth amendment was in reference 
to the additional Assistant Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, fixing his salary at $3,000. The House 
agree to that, and the Senate recede from its 
amendment making all the salaries of the Assist- 
ant Secretaries $3,500. The vote was taken over 
and over again in the House, and the House 
would notagree to raise the salaries above $3,000, 
and so the Senate recede. 

Mr. JOHNSON. How is the salary of the 
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury and of the 
Assistant Sceretary of the Navy left? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They are left as they 
were. It simply fixes the salary of the new As- 
sistant Secretary of the Treasury at $3,000. Those 
two provisions were the seventeenth and eigh- 
teenth amendments. These are all the points of 
difference. 

The report was concurred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the bill 
of the Senate (No. 120) to amend an act entitled 
“ Anactto regulate trade and intercourse with the 
Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on the fron- 
tiers,’ approved June 30, 1834. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed on the 3d instant 
the following bills and joint resolutions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 265) supplementary to an 
act entitled ** An act to provide ways and means 
for the support of the Government;” 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 35) of thanks of 
Congress to the volunteer soldiers who have re- 
enlisted in the Army; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 41) to continue 
the payment of bounties. 

And that he approved and signed on the 7th 
instant a bill (H. R. No. 122) to increase the in- 
ternal revenue, and for other purposes. 

And that he approved and signed on the 8th 
instant a bill (HL. R. No. 42) to enable guardians 
and committees of lunatics appointed within the 
several States, to act within the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
enrolled bills (S. No. 1) granting a pension to 
John L. Burns of Gettysburg, Pennsylvania;and 
(H. R. No. 116) in relation to university Jands 
in Washington ‘Territory. 

ADJOURMENT TO MONDAY. 

On motion of Mr. GRIMES, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I now move to take up 
the Military Academy appropriation bill. | 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (HE 
R. No. 34) making appropriation for the support 


ofthe Military Academy for the year ending June || 


30, 1865, was considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. | 


It proposes to make the following appropria- 
tions: for pay of officers, instructors, cadets, and 
musicians, $117,176; for commutation of subsist- 
ence, $4,161; for pay in lieu ofclothing to officers’ 
servants, sixty dollars; for current and ordinary 
expenses, namely, repairs and improvements, 


| Mr. FESSENDEN. 


fuel. and. apparatus, forage, postage, telegrams, . 
stationery, transportation, printing, clerks, mis- 
cellaneous and incidental expenses, and, depa 
ments of instruction, $41,280; for gradual increase. 
and expense of library, $1,000; for expenses of 
the board of visitors, $4,000; for forage for.artil- 
! lery. and cavalry. horses, $8,640; for supplying 
horses for artillery and cavalry exercise, $4,000; 
- for repairs of officers’ quarters, $1,500; for target, 
and batteries for artillery exercise, $100; forfur- 
niture for hospital for cadets, including: fixed. 
wash-tubs, hot and cold. water. bath apparatus. 
and water closets, $1,000; for annual repairs of. 
gas-pipes and retorts, $300; for warming appara 
tus for barracks, $15,000;.and for rebuilding publie 
wharf and opening approach to.the same from the 
south, $6,000. : : 
The Committee on Finance had reported the 
following amendment to the bill as an additional 
section: seS 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the thirty-fifth 
section of the act entitled “An act for enrolling and calling 
out the national forces, and for otber purposes,”? approved: 
March 3, 1863, shall not be deemed hereafter to prohibit’ 
the paymentto enlisted nen employed atthe Military Acad- 
emy of the extra-duty pay heretofore allowed by law to en~ 
listed men when employed at constant: labor for not less. 
than ten days continuously. y 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS. I offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That from and after the Ist day . 
of July, 1868, the annual pay of cadcts atthe Military Acad- 
emy at West Point shall be the same as that allowed to 
midshipmen at the Navat Academy; and the amount neces- 
sary for that purpose is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. lask the Senator to make 
an explanation of that amendment, 

Mr. HARRIS. By the present law cadets at 
West Point receive thirty dollarsa month. From 
1802 until 1857 they received sixteen dollars a 
month and two rations, which at the present price 
of rations would be about thirty-four or thirty- 
five dollars a month; but in 1857 the sum was fixed 
at thirty dollarsa month, . That was barely suffi- 
cient, scarcely sufficient to support the cadets at 
West Point prior to the present war. Now that the 
expensesare so much increased, itis impossible for 
them to support themselves at their present rate of 
pay. Ithasresulted thaton the Ist of November: 
last, with the utmost economy which the Superin- 
tendent was able to practice, the cadets were in 
debt $15,000 and alittle more. It is requisite that 
their pay should be increased, or-else it will be im- 
possible for them togo on there. They have acom- 
missary establishment which was created by con- 
tributions from the cadets heretofore, which had 
a capital of $17,000. This was used for the pur- 
pose of furnishing supplies for the cadets; but the. 
$15,000 which the cadets are now indebted to the 
establishment, the commissary’s store, has en- 
irely exhausted their capital. They have no 
| funds now for the purpose of making purchases. 

The Superintendent advises me that it is neces- 
sary to expend some six thousand dollars imme- 
diately for the supply of uniforms for the cadets 
the ensuing summer, and he has not a dollar to 
expend for that purpose. i 

t is necessary, therefore, in order to carry on 
the establishment that the pay of the cadets should 
be increased to make it equal to the pay of the 
midshipmen, and that is the effect of this amend- 
ment. Itis necessary that it should take effect 
from the Ist of July last to enable these boys to 
pay up what they owe to the institution now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will inquire what is the 
pay of the midshipmen at the Naval Academy? 

Mr. HARRIS.. Five hundred dollars a year; 
which is forty dollars a month and a fraction. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Would it not be better to 
express that sum in the amendment? 

Mr. HARRIS. I thought it was better just to 
equalize the two institutions, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am indifferent on that 
point. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am rather disposed to 
yield to the proposition to increase the pay from 
and after the Ist day of July next; but this amend- 
ment goes back so as to cover the present year. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is absolutely necessary to 
do so in order to enable these boys to pay their 


| arrears. They are now in debt §15,000, andit will 


require all this to enable them. to start even. 
f will state in reference 
to the matter that I have seen. scyeral communi- 
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cations from: the officers at. West Point who state 
that it is impossible in the present state of things 
for the boys there to get along upon the pay that 
they: have’ received, and also stating the facts 
which have been stated-by the Senator from New 
York; and that it is working very badly in this | 
particular: very: many of ‘the cadets are poor; 
they come from poor families, and have been sent 
there because they: were bright, intelligent, fine 
fellows, and ‘would-be likely to make good offi- 
cèrs; others whe were sent there’ have parents 

- who.are-able to support them, The resultis that 
while one ‘set may appear like gentlemen and have 
all the comforts and coriveniences necessary to 
their position, fhe others are obliged to be com- 
paratively shabby, and it makes‘ distinction be- 
tween them injurious to the institution. 

It struck me that unless my friend from Iowa 
could explain the difference, I could not see why 
a larger sum should be necessary at the Naval 
Academy than at the Military Academy; why, 
if the sum of forty dollars a month is necessary 
in one case, it should be too much in the other. 
L.was therefore disposed to yield to the proposi- 
tion to increase the pay; and if it is absolutely 
necéssary in order to bring. up what is past, Ido 
not know but that justice requires that we should 
go back to the beginning of the present year. 

‘T state these facts for the reason that the matter 
was not brought before the Committee on Finance, 
and perhaps we should not have felt ourselves at 
liberty to propose an amendment of this descrip- 
tion if it had been brought before the Committee 
on Finance. L suppose this comes from the proper 
committee, 

Mr. HARRIS.” From the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | It would more properly 
come from that committee; and with this state- 
ment I am disposed to leave it to the Senate to de- 
cide the question. 

' Mr. HARRIS. I will take the liberty to read 
a couple of extracts from letters received from the 
Superintendent during the present session. The 
first is dated 10th of December last, in which he 
says: 

“J take the liberty of reminding you of the absolute ne- 
eessity for putting the cadets at the Military Acadeiny on 
the same footing as the cadets at the Naval Academy. It 
is now a demonstrated faet that with the greatly increased 
value of provisions, and all the necessaries of life, the pay 
or the cadets is insufficient to support them. Month atter 
month, with the closest economy, their indebtedness in- 
creases, and. now the corps have purebased on a credit 
amounting to $15,000. © Uuless they ean obtain relict it is 


not difficult to foresee how the matter must end, Many 
of the cadets are absolutely in rags.” 


He writes again on the 25th of February: 


Touching the arguments in favor of the increase of the 
cadets’ pay, E beg to state that two days since I suggested 
to Colonel Clitz, the commandant of the corps, that during 
the fine weather it would be well to have fall dress pa- | 
rades, His reply was that so many of the corps were ragged 
and shoeless, that not enough were lett to make a respect- 
able show, and he thought it had better not be attempted. 
‘The ‘ragged squad? is increasing so rapidly that if some- 
thing is not done to relieve the corps before the season of 
out-door exercises begins, we shall not have presentable en- 
dets enough to make a corporal’s guard that may appear 
out of the area of barracks. This should not be, Some- 
thing must be done, and done quickly. Every species of 
economy known to me, and tothe other officers in charge, 
is used to eke out thè inadequate pay, but with what re- | 
sults the above statement will show,” 


Mr. GRIMES. I have no doubt that this | 


amendment should be adopted, and | shall vote i 


in favor of it. I will state, in answer to the sug- | 
gestion of the Senator from Maine as to the dif- | 
ference between the pay of the cadéts at West | 
Point and the midshipmen at the Naval School, | 
that the amount fixed for the midshipmen at the 
Naval School, I believe, was done at my instance | 
three or four yearsago. The money that is paid || 
to these young men is not drawn directly by them 
except as they may need it for the various pur- 
poses for which it may be used, and it was do- 
signed that there should be a small amount left | 
over from each year to accumulate to the credit || 
of the midshipmen in order to give them an out- | 
fit at the end of the four years for the regular li 
cruise that they are obliged to enter upon. That | 
was the reason why the amount of their pay was | 
raised from three hundred and fifty or four hun- | 
dred dollars a year to five hundved dollars. As 
f 


f 
li 
i 
j 
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in the case of these young men at the Military 
Academy, a large majority ofthe young men who 
are sent to the Naval Academy are poor. Atthe 


time their salary was fixed at $500 a year, the || 


custom was to send them, immediately upon their 
graduation, on board a ship upon a long cruise of 
three years, According to our system, each one 
of these young menis obliged to furnish for him- 
self the stores that are necessary for his mess, and 
the small excess of from fifty to seventy-five dol- 
lars a year which would-be accumulating to his 
credit during the time he was. in the Academy 
was designed to- furnish an outfit for that cruise. 
Ido not think anything can accumulate now, 
either to the midshipman or to the cadet out of 
the amount of $500 a year now paid to midship- 
men or which is proposed to be paid to the cadet. 

‘Mr. FESSENDEN. I can say that I have 
received letters asking me to get the pay of the 
cadets at the Naval School raised on the greund 
that they have very hard work to get through. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have no doubt the amend- 
ment is right as proposed by the Senator from 
New York. : 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not like to oppose the 
amendment of the Senator from New York. It 
may be very necessary in this case, but it seems 
like entering on a system of increased pay, and 
there is no knowing where it will end. have 
cases presented to me almostevery day of officers 
in the emptoyment of the Government who abso- 
lutely insist upon it that they cannot live, cannot 
support themselves on their salaries. Jt may be 
said that they are not obliged to be officers of the 
Government; they can resign; but that is hardly 
a satisfactory answer to them. 

Isaw many of these cadets when I was at West 
Point during the holidays, and f did not see any- 
body in rags l confess. They looked to me very 
tidy and well cared for.. So strong a case has 
been made that.] do not like to oppose the amend- 
ment, but at the same time I think it will be fruit- 
ful of a good many other applications of the same 
kind. It will establish a precedent that we shall 
have to follow in many cases of paying extra to 
everybody under the Government that has got a 
hard time of it. 

Mr. CLARK. It scems to me this is an en- 
urely different case from that of persons who are 
employcd in other capacities. Thisisacase where 
we undertake to support boys at school; they 
are all boys; and if the representations which are 
placed before us by the Senator from New York 
are true, it séems to me there is no question about 
it that we ought to increase the pay of the cadets. 

Mr. POMEROY. I know very well this isa 
case where we are educating boys; but at the same 
time those of them whom I do know-are not at 
all in a situation where it is absolutely necessary 
for us to pay every expense that they are put to. 
There may be some very poor cases, but I have 
seen such efforts to get boys into this Military 
Academy from the wealthiest families in the coun- 
try; and [ know some from those families who 
are there that do not commend themselves to me 
as being very strong objects of charity. 

Mr.GRIMES. {believe that there is a young 
man at the Military Academy at this time, from 
my State, who has gone there from the Army, 
and who had distinguished himself in the Army. 
I remember one from the district of a colleague of 
mine whom I now see upon this floor, who dis- | 
tinguished himself at the capture of Vicksburg, 
a young man by the name of Griffith, of whom 
the Senator from Kansas probably has heard, 
who captured eleven men and brought them safely 
out and delivered theni up to his superior officer. 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope I did not say that 
these were not allgood young men and very meri- 
torious. I didnot intend to say that. I have great 
respect for them,and want to give them what en- 
couragementI can. I only say that we shall find 
other hard cases if we enter on the line of paying | 
more to these young men. It may be argued as | 
a reason why we should continue this process in 
other directions. 

Mr.CLARK. [suppose the fact that there are 

some sons there of rich parents should not deter us 
from doing justice to those who have not rich | 
parents and are good boys. We should takecare 


Mr. POMEROY. I am very desirous to do} 
justice; but people’s ideas of justice differ ver 
much. There are some people who think that i 
justice demands that they shall not only be tol- ! 
erably well cared for, but luxuriously cared for, 
f they are in the service of the Government. 
People who are in the service of the Government | 


Í 
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of them, | 
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do not confine themselves to those economical no- 
tions that those do who are in private life. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HARRIS. I offer another amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That cadets found deficient at 
any examination shall not be continued at the Military 
Academy, or be reappointed, except upon the recommend- 
ation of the academic board. $ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the followingamend- 
ment to come in as a new section: 

And be it further enacted, That hereafter in all appoint- 
ments of cadets to the Military Academy at West Point, 
the selections for such appointments in the several districts 
shali be ade.from the candidates according to their re- 
spective merits and qualifications, to be determined under 
such rales and regulations as the Secretary of War shall 
from time to time prescribe. ; 

This, Mr. President, is substantially the propo- 
sition which J offered at the last session; and al- 
though I was not so fortunate as to obtain for it 
the assent of the Senate, mainly from an appre- 
hension of practical difficulties in carrying out 
what isadmitted to be adesirable reform ifit could 
be effected, yet the general expression of Senators 
was so much in favor of the principle, and I have 
been so much strengthened in my views on the 
subject by subsequent reflection and examination, 
that | am emboldened to renew it. 

I differ entirely from those who are fond of dis- 
paraging the Military Academy. It has been of 
incalculable service to the country; it is the origin 
and the constant supply of that military science 
without which mere courage would be. constant- 
ly foiled, and battles would be but Indian fights 
on a large scale. Not to speak of the Mexican 
war, throughout the whole of which West Point 
shone with conspicuous luster, it is safe to leave 
the vindication of the Academy to the gallantand 
able men who have illustrated the annals of the 
war that is now raging. Nor have its indirect 
advantages been less marked than its direct. It 
has kept alive a military spirit, and kept upa good 
standard of military instruction in the volunteer 
militia. It furnished, from its. graduates who 
have retired from the Army, scores of men who 
rushed to the head of our new levies, who organ- 
ized and instructed them, inspired them with con- 
fidence, and led them over many a bloody field 
tomany a glorious victory. Large numbers of 
our best volunteer officers owe their instruction 
indirectly to West Point. 

To say that no course of military instruction 
can make a pupila military genius, can create in 
him that rare quality that takes in at a glance, al- 
most by intuition, the relative strength of great 
masses opposed to each other, and that power of 
combination which can bring an inferior force al- 
ways in greater number upon the severed portions 
of a superior force, is verytrue. To discard mili- 
tary education on that account would be like shut- 
ting up the schools and colleges because they 
cannot turn out Miltonsand Burkes and Websters, 
Education does not create, it develops and en- 
larges and inspires and elevates. It will make 
the perfect flower, the majestic tree, from the little 
seed; but it must have the seed. And what I de- 
sire is that the Academy at West Point shoyld 
have the best seed; that its great resources, its 
careful culture, its scientific appliances, should not 
be wasted on second-rate material. The Academy 
has never had a fair chance; the country has not 
had a fair chance; the boys have not had a fair 
chance. Thisis what l want them all to have,and 
especially the country. I desire thatthe Academy 
shall begin, as it goes on, upon the competitive 
principle. As all its standing, all its honors, are 
won by competition, so should the original right 
to compete for them be won. I would give all 


| the youth of the countrya fair chance; and, more 


desirable than that, I would give the country a 
fair chance for all its youth. J would haye the 
Academy filled up by those young men who, upon 
examination by competent judges, should be found 
most likely to render the best service to the coun- 
try; to make the best officers; whose qualifica- 


| tions, physical, intellectual, and moral, whose 


tastesand inclinations and habits, should scem to 
best fit them for military life. 

Bat, it is objected, no such examination would 
beinfullible. Ofcourse it would notbe. Nohuman 
judgment is infallible. Our deliberations are not 
infallible; but therefore shall we not deliberate ? 
The decisions of the Supreme Court are not in- 
fallible; therefore shall we abolish the court? 
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A Senator. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire would say ‘ yes.” 

Mr. ANTHONY. I know the Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. Hate] would say ‘ Yes.” 
He wouldabolish both the Academyand the Court, 
andIcan well suppose that the policy which would 
abolish the one might abolish the other. But al- 
though such an examination would not be infal- 
lible, it would, if properly organized and properly 
conducted, accomplish much toward the reform 
which all admit to be desirable, if it be practica- 
ble. It cannot be doubted that the young men 
who would come out best from such a trial would, 
as a body, be superior to those who are selected 
upon mere personal preferences, and these prefer- 
ences generally not for themselves, but for their 
parents; not on account of any opinion of their 
qualifications, but asa recognition of the political 
services of their fathers. 

But, again, it was objected when I made this 
proposition a year ago that it was not equal, be- 
cause, in going to any given place of éxamination, 
some young men would have further to travel 
than others! If this objection had not been gravely 
made by men for whom I have the highest re- 
spect I should be tempted to call it puerile. A 
boy asks the privilege of going a hundred miles 
to the place of examination, and is told that he 
cannot have it because another boy will have to 
go two hundred miles, and another but fifty, and 
it is not equal! The fact that either of them 
would go five hundred miles on foot for the op- 
portunity of competition is not taken into the ac- 
count. On the same principle our elections are 
not equal, for one man must travel further than 
another to reach the polls.’ For a boy who can- 
not obtain the means to travel from his home to 
the place of examination—and there will be very 
few such of those who would be likely to pass 
high in the examination—the plan proposed would 
be no worse, certainly, than the present system; 
for those who have the means the difference in 
the distance of travel is too small an item to enter 
into the account. 

No plan can be made perfectly equal. Shall we 
therefore refuse to make a large advance toward 
equality? Certainly the system which invites a 
competition from all who are in a condition to 
avail themselves of it is more equal than that 
which excludes all competition. But although 
equality in the advantages of the Academy is very 
desirable, and although the amendment proposed 
would be a long step in that direction, it is not for 
that reason thatlurge it, It is not to give all the 

oung men an equal chance for the Academy, it 
isto givethe Academy a chance for the best young 
men; and although even under this system the 
best young men will often fail of success, 1t can- 
not be doubted that many more of them will en- 
ter the service than under the present system. 

Nor will the advantages of this competition be 
confined to those who reach the prize for which 
so many will struggle. An incalculable although 
an incidental benefit will accrue to the thousands 
whose youthful hearts will be stirred by an hon- 
orable ambition, and who will cultivate their 
minds by liberal studies and develop their phys- 
ical power by manly exercisesin the struggle upon 
which the humblest may enter, and in which the 
proudest can obtain only what he fairly earns. 
Under the present system the Academy wastes 
full half its strength upon boys who never ought 
to be admitted, and whose natural incapacity do- 
rives but little benefit from the partial training that 
they receive there. Under the system proposed, 
the Academy would exert its influence upon thou- 
sands of the brightest and most aspiring boys all 
over the country, stimulating them to the pursuit 
of such studies and to the formation of such habits 
as, if they fail to carry them to West Point, will 
help to conduct them to usefulness and honor in 
whatever path of life they may choose. 

But again, we are met with the objection that 
this proposition is impracticable, that it looks 
very well on paper, but that it cannot be carried 
into effect. Let us see. It is quite safe to con- 
clude that what has been done can be done, and 
that what wise and judicious people do, and per- 
sist in doing after experiment, Is proper to be 
done. Which is the most warlike nation of Eu- 
rope? What nation of Europe has carried mili- 
tary science to the highest degree? What nation 


of Europe has the greatest genius for organiza- 
tion? You will say the French. Let us see what; 


is their system. [I read from thë report of the | 


commission appointed by Congress 1n-1869 to 
visit thè Military Academy at West. Point and 
report upon the system of instruction; a commis- 
sion of which you, Mr. President, [Mr. Foor,] 
were a member: 

* Among the European systems of military education, 
that of France is preéminent. ‘Phe stimulating principle 
of competition extends throughout the whole system ; it 
exists in the appointment of the student, in his progress 
through the preliminary schools, in his transfer to the higher 
schools, in his promotion to the army, and in his advance- 
ment in his subsequent career. The distinguishing feat- 
ures of the French system are thus described by the British 
eommissioners.?* 


he characteristic points of the French system 
arg as follows: 

sey, the proportion, founded apparently upon principle, 
which officers educated in military schools are made to 
bear to those promoted for service from the ranks. 2. The 
mature age at which military education begins. 3. The 
system of thorough competition on which itis founded. 4. 
‘The extensive State assistance afforded to successful can- 
didates for entrance into military schools whenever their 
circumstances require it.” * * x * * = 

« Admission to the military schools of France can only 
be gainedthrough a public competitive examination by those 
who have received the degree of bachelor of science from 
the lyeées or publie schools, and from the orphan school of 
La Flèche. 

“A powerful influence has thus been exercised upon the 
character of education in France. The importance of cer- 
tain studies has been gradually reduced, while those of a 
scientific character, entering more directly into the pur- 
suits of life, have been constantly elevated. 

“The two great elementary military schools are the 
School of St. Cyr and the Polytechnic School. These, as 
well as the other military schools, are under the charge of 
the Minister of War, with whom the authorities of the 
schools are in direct communication. Commissions in the 
infantry, cavalry, and marines can only be obtained by ser- 
vice in the ranks of the army, or by passing successfully 
through the School of St. Cyr, admission to which is gained 
by the competitive examination already referred to.” 


Again, the commission say, speaking of the 
School of St. Cyr: 


‘The admission is by competitive examination, open to 
all youths, French by birth or by naturalization, who, on 
the Ist of January preceding ‘their candidature, were not 
Jess than sixteen and not more than twenty years old. To 
this examination are also admitted soldiers in the ranks be- 
tween twenty and twenty-five years, who, at the date of its 
commencement, have been actually in service in their regi- 
ments for two years. i 

“A board of cxaminers passes through France once every 
year, and examines all who present themselves having the 
prescribed qualifications. 

“ A jist of such candidates as are found eligible for ad- 
mission to St. Cyr is submitted to the Minister of War. 
The number of vacancies has already been determined, 
and the candidates admitted arc taken in the order of merit.” 

* * * * k * * * * * 


t ‘Twenty-seven, or sometimes a greater number, are an- | 
nually, at the close of their second year of study, placed in j 
competition with twenty-five candidates from the second 
lieutenants belonging to the arwy, ifso many are forth- 
coming, for admission to the staff school at Paris. ‘This 
advantage is one object which serves as a stimulus to ex- 
ertion, the permission beiug given according to rank in the 
classification by order of merit? 

In regard to the Polytechnic School, the com- 
mission say: - 

« Admission to the school is, and bas been since its first 
commencement in 1794, obtained by competition in a gen- 
eral examination, held yearly, aud open to all. Every 
French youth between the ages of sixteen and twenty (or į 
if in the army up tothe age of twenty-five) may offer him- 
self as a candidate.” i 

This is the system which was organized by 
Carnot and adopted and extended by Napoleon. 
It is the system under which the French army 
has attained its perfection of organization, its high 
discipline, its science, its dash, and itsefliciency. 

Butnot the French alone have adopted the com- 
petitive system. In England, all whose traditions 
are aristocratical, where promotion in the army 
has so long been made by patronage and by puar- 
chase, the sturdy common sense of the nation has 
pushed away the obsiructions that have blocked 
up the avenues to the army, and have opened | 
them to merit, come from what quarter 1t may. 
In the commencement of the Crimean war, the 
English people were shocked at the evident infe- 
riority of their army to the French. Their ofi- 
cers did not know how to take care of their men, 
or how to fight them. And although in the end 
British pluck and British persistence vindicated 
themselves, as they always have and always will, 
it was not till thousands of lives had been sacri- 
ficed that might have been saved under a betier 
system. No French officer would have permitted | 
that memorable charge at Balaklava, which was 
as remarkable for the stupidity that ordered it as 
for the valor that executed it,and which has been 
sung in verses nearly as bad as the generalship 
which they celebrate. After the war the English | 
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Government, with the practical good-sense which’ 
usually distinguishes it, came, without difficult 
to the conclusion that merit was better than family: 
in officering the army, and thatit was more desir- 
able to put. its epaulets upon the shoulders of 
those who could take. care of theirmen and lead 


| them properly than upon those who. could. trace 


their descent to the Conqueror, or whose uncles: 
could return members of Parliament, . Accord=: 
ingly, the Royal Military Academy, which had 
been filled, as ours is, by patronage, was. thrown: 
open to public competition. On :this subject F- 
quote from the very interesting and: valaable're- 
port of the visitors. of the Miltary Academy ‘at 
West Point for the last year: 


‘The same principle was applied to appointments and 
promotion in the new regiments called for by the exigen 
cies of the great war in which England found herself en- 
gaged. N a 

Subjects, time, and place of examination were off- 
cially made known throughout the. kingdom, and commis- 
sions to conduct the examinations were appointed; com- 
posed of men of good common sense, military officers, and 
emineut practical teachers and educators. ‘The results, as 
stated in a debate in Parliament five years later, on ex- 
tending this principle to ail public schools, and-all appoint- 
ments and promotions in every department òf the public 
service, were as follows: in the competitive examinations 
for admission to the Royal Military Academy candidates 
from all classes of society appeared—sons. of merchants, 
attorneys, clergymen, mechanics, and noblemen, and among 
the suceeéssful competitors every class was represented: 
Among the number was the son of a mechanic in the arsenal 
at Woolwich, and the son of an ear} who was at that time 
a cabinet minister—the graduates of national schools, and 
the students of Eton; and other great public sehools.”? 

* * * + * a * * * * + 

On this point, Mr. Edward Chadwick, in a report be- 
fore the National Social Science Association, at Cambridge, , 
in 3862, says: > 

«c Out of an average three hundred patronage-appointed 
cadetsat the Royal Military Academy at Woolwich, for offi- 
cers of engineersand the artillery, during the five years pre- 
ceding the adoption of the principle of open competition 
for admission to the Academy, there were fifty who were, 
alter long and indulgent trial and with a due regard to in- 
fluential parents and patrons, dismissed for hopeless inca- 
pacity forthe service of those scientific corps. During the 
five subsequent years, which have been years of the open- 


| competition principle, there has not been one dismissed for 


ineapacity. Moreover, the general standard of capacity has 
been advanced. An eminent professor of this university, 
who has tanght as well under the patronage as under the 
competitive system at that Academy, declares that the 
quality of mind of the average of the cadets has been im- 
proved by the competition, so much so that he considers, 
that the present average quality of mind of the cadets 
there, though the sorts of attainment are different, has been 
brought up to the average of the first-class men of this (Cam- 
bridge) university, which of itself is a great gain. Another 
resuit, the opposite to that which was confidently predicted 
by the opponents to the principle, has been that the aver- 
age physical power or bodily strength, instead of being di- 
minished, is advanced beyond the average of their prede- 
cessors.? ”? 
I read this also from the same report: 


“Another result of immense importance to the educa- 
tional interests of Great Britain had followed the introduc- 
tion of these open competitive examinations for appoint- 
meuts to the military and naval schools, to the East India 
service, as well as to fill vacancies in the principal clerk- 
ships in the war, admiralty, ordnance, and home depart- 


| menuts of the Government. A stimulus of the most healthy 


and powerful kind, worth more than millions of pecuniary 
endowment, has been given to all the great schools of the 
country, including the universities of Englaud, Scotland, 
and Ireland. As soon as it was known that candidates, 
graduates of Trinity College, Dublin, had succeeded over 
competitors from Oxford and Edinburg in obtaining valua- 


| ble appointments in the East India service, the professors 


in the latter universities began to look to their laurels, As 
soon as it was known to the master of any important school 
that some of his leading pupils might compete in these ex- 
aminations, and that his own reputation as a teacher de- 
pended in a measure on the success or failure of these pu- 
pils, he had a new motive toimpart the most vigorous and 
thorough training to his whole school,” 

Such has been the result in France and in Eng- 
We are not without examples at home. 
The competitive system has been tried in repeated 
instances here in the appointments both to the 
Military and the Naval Academy. Several Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, with a conscientious sense 
of the responsibility resting upon them, have given 


their patronage to the result of general competi- 


tion, among them the gentleman who so ably rep- 
resented, in the last Congress, the district in which 
[live. The results have been most satisfactory. 
Here, again, I will quote from the report of the 
buard of visitors to the Military Academy at West 
Point: E 
“The principle itself, of selection by merit, either in th 
mode of public examination or of careful and searching in. 


| quiry by competent and impartial educators designated for 


this purpose by the parties to whom custom, and notlaw, 
goed the grave responsibility of nominating candi- 
as been voluntarily applied in several congressional 
Not a cadet known to Have been thus selected 
and appointed has ever broken down from want of vigor of 
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bodylor mind, or failed to. reach and maintainan honorable 
position ou the meritroll of the Academy ; and to-this carez 
fulsélection by those who felt the responsibility of the priv- 
ilege- accorded to them is the country Indeébted for its most 
eminent.and useful officers.” z ` 


The same report makes some observations on 

a põiùt'upon which I have already touched: 
“Po the objection that selection by public competitive’ex- 
amination will involve-ex pense, we reply that any expense 
which..will do -away with the prejudices against the Acad- 
emy, which the present system of patronage hasdonesomuch 
directly and indirectly to evoke and foster, and which will, at 
thesame time, exclude incompetent and secure the'services 
of vigorous, taleuted, well-trained officers for every. arm 
of the service, WHI be well incurred. But in our. opinion 
there wii. bé no more expense in Selecting and educating a 
given number of cadets on this plan than on the present. 
The two thousand cadets who were appointed by patronage 
and failed to graduate, cost the. Government, directly and 
indirectly, each year a much larger sum than. it would have 
takeù to have excluded them in advance from the institu- 
tion by competitive examination and filling their places by 
better.ancn; and their exclusion by substituting better ma- 
terial would have been an incalculable gain to the Acad- 
emy, facilitating its discipline, increasing the value of its 
instruction, and giving to the Army a larger number of com- 

petent officers.”? 

Even under the despotic Government of Aus- 
tria the competitive system has been adopted for 
the higher places, and it has been adopted by 
Prussia and Italy.. In Austria every subject can 
claim admission into the military schools on pay- 
ment of the cost of his instruction; and all the 
appointments to the staff are on the competitive 
system. On. this subject I read from the work 
upon Military Education and Schools, by Hon. 

enry Barnard, who stands in the very front rank 
of the great educators, and who gives to the com- 
petitive system the weight ofa name which alone 
should incline us strongly in its favor: 


“The yearly examinations, the manner in which the 
marks of the monthly examinations tell on the final one, 
and the careful classification of the pupils in the order of 
merit, reminded us of the system of the Polytechnic more 
than avy other school we have seen.”? w * * * 

“<The arrangements for the geueral staff school require 
more remark. 

“In our report upon Austrian schools we have specially no- 
teed this school as remarkable for ls thoroughand open com- 
petitive character from first to last, and its very sensible plan 
of study, Admission to itis by competition, open to officers 
ofall arms, ‘he pupils are not unduly overburdened with 
work} perhaps there is even room for onc or two more stb- 
jects. of importance; but what is done seems to be done 
thoroughly, ‘The oilicers are carefully ranked on leaving 
the sehool, according as the abilities they have displayed 
niay be considered a eriterion of their fitness for employ- 
ment on the general staff; and in this order they enter the 
staff corps. ‘Lhe consequence is that every officer knows 
distincdy, from the time that he first competes for almis- 
sion until his final examination on leaving, that the order 
in which he will enter the sta! depends entirely on hisown 
exertions and success at the school. lt seemed to us that 
this open competition produced a spirit of coutidence aud 
energy in the students as great, if not greater, than any 
we met with elsewhere,” 


I quote from the same work in regard to the 
military education in Sardinia: 


* Admission into the artillery and engineer school may 
be considered the reward of the most distinguished pupils 
of the Accademia Militare, who after spending their last 
year in that institution in the study of the higher mathe- 
matics, chemistry, and architectural drawing, are trans- 
ferred for the completion of their education to the school 
of the artillery and engineers. 

“Che staf school, the formation of which dates from 
1850, is chiefly frequented hy officers of the infantry and 
cavalry, who must be below the age of twenty-eight years 
upon their entrance. It is carried on upon the competitive 
system, the officers being ranged according to merit in their 
fat examinations the ablest entering the staff corps in that 
order, 


In the same work Mr. Barnard gives an account 
of the staff or war school at Vienna: 


“The most striking features in the system of this school, 
both at the entrance and throughout the course, are that it 
is distinctly competitive, that itadmits very young officers, 
aud that while the work is considerable the subjects for 
study are hot numerous, In these three points it differs 
considerably tror the Prussian staff sehool, in which the 
students are generally older, and the principle of competi- 
tion is not so fully carried out. Inthe Austrian school the 
students are placed on entering in the order which their 
entrance examination has just fixed. They are examined | 
once a month during their stay. On leaving the school 
theirrespective places are avain determined, and they have 
aclaim forappolntinents in the staff corps in the exact order 
in which they were placed on leaving the school. In Bel- 
gium, also, the competitive system is fully adopted.” 

The following testimony is from a report on the 
progress of the principle of competitive examina- 
tion for admission into the public service, read 
before Section F Economic Science and Statis- 
ties of the British Association for the Advance- 

ment of Science, at Leeds, September 27, 1858, 
by Edward Chadwick, Commander of the Bath: 


‘Mr. Canon Mosely attests that the qualifications of the | 
whole’ body of competitive candidates appeared to rise |i 


| gives the power to the War Department, “under | 


i been given to the preparation of a scheme accord- ; 


above the -general ‘level of the education of the country.’ 
Tt is stated in evidence before the commissioners for in- 
quiring into the means of improving the sanitary condition 
of the army, that this was most decidedly so of the whole 
body. of competing candidates for medical appointments in 
the East India service. Mr. Canon Mosely concludes his 
report on the last year’s experience in the folowing terms: 
‘With reference to the general scope and tendency of com- 
petitive examinations, I may perhaps be permitted the ob- 
servation, that the consciousness which success in such 
examinations brings with itin early life of a power to act 
resolutely on a determinate plan, and to achieve a difficult 
suecess, contributes more than the consciousness of talent 
to the formation of a manly and honorable character, and 
to success on whatever career a man may enter??? 

The report of the last board of visitors at West 
Point, from which I have read, I believe has not 
yet been printed by Congress; I have read frém 
a pamphlet copy of it printed in the Journal of 
Education. The board was composed, as it usually 
is, of men of high character and ability. It is as 
most honorable service, and their opinions are of 
great value. After a full and laborious examina- 
tion of the whole subject, they unanimously and 
earnestly recommend the adoption of the compet- 
itive system. They recommend an increase in the 
number of cadets to four hundred, and they say: 


“If the appointments to fill and maintain the corps at 
this maximum {four hundred] can be selected out of the 
many American youths ambitious to serve their country in 
the Army, ow the plan of an open competitive examination 
in the severa! States, the visitors believe that ninety out of 
every one hundred thus appointed will go through the whole 
course with honor, andthe average ability, scholarship, and 
good conduct of the whole corps will equal that now 
reached by the first ten of each class.?? 

The present number of graduates is less than 
forty-five out of every one hundred; so that, in 
the opinion of the board, the adoption of the com- 
petitive system will more than double the number 
of the graduates, and will make the whole ninety 
equal to the first ten under the present system. 

If this system be adapted to the Military Acad- 
emy, it follows that it is equally adapted to the 
Naval Academy, and I know it is the opinion of 
the officers in charge of the latter institution that 
the competitive system would increase the num- 
herand elevate the standard of the graduates, The 
appointments that have been made on that plan, 
by the voluntary act of the members charged with 
the patronage of the Academy, have been emi- 
nently successful. 

With such experience of other nations, with 
such examples at home, [ submit that we may 
safely in this republican country give our young 
men the privileges that are conceded in imperial 
France and in aristocratic England; that we may 
safely place competition against patronage, and 
give to modest merita chance with pretentious im- 
becility. 1 would go somewhat further in the com- 
petitive system. I would not have the Army or 
the Navy officered exclusively by the graduates 
of the national Academies. If any young man, 
at his own expense and by his own study and 
aptitude for the profession, has fitted himself fora 
command in cither, let the competition be open to 
him equally with those who have been instructed 
at the public expense, and let the epaulets rest 
on the shoulders that are most worthy to wear 
them. But Ido not propose to follow the subject 
to this extent at present. I shall be abundantly 
content if the Senate will agree that the competi- 
tive system, which has worked so well in other 
countries and so well here as far as it has been | 
tried, shall be adopted in the Academy. 

Mr. CONNESS. I have only a few words to 
say on this subject. While I would accept the 
theory proposed by the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and in the selection of cadets, | do not think the 
amendment will give us a better system than the. 
one we have. I think it will give us a very much 
‘more objectionable system. The amendment 


such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
War shall from time to time prescribe.” Whom 
will the Secretary of War appoint to make these 
examinations in the various districts?) Army 
oticers? If you want to consolidate the influence 
of West Point, as it is termed, of the officers who 
originated from West Point, establish a system | 
like this. 

I think the amendment proposed by the honor- i} 
able Senator is crude, and that if some time had | 


ing to which his ideas might be carried out, there 
would be some propriety in presenting it for adop- 
tion; but I cannot see that the adoption of this 
amendment would be a benefit. I should fear ita 
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operation. One Secretary of War might carry it 
out very fairly, and another might use it in the 
worst possible manner. When a scheme can be 
developed and prepared that will give the poor 
youths of the country and:the brained youths of 
the country an opportunity to find their way to 
our Military and Naval Academies, the Senator 
from Rhode Island can have my vote to carry it 
out; but, wishing to say no more on the subject, 
L simply say that this amendment, in my opinion, 
will work. no beneficial change. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I purposely. omitted any 
plan, because that must be a matter of executive, 
not of legislative appointment. Whatever plan 
may be first adopted would probably require coh- 
siderable variations and modifications, and we 
ought not to be obliged to have the law changed 
in order to effect them. The way in which it is 
done in England is very simple, and it seems to 
me it is the natural way, the obvious way, that 
would suggest itself to any Secretary; and that is 
that a commission shall be composed of military 
men, men of practical common sense, and medi- 
calmen. The examination in England is not con- 
ducted mainly by military men. Military men 
are represented upon the commission, but they 
do not compose the majority of it. I think it is 
a very simple arrangement; and if the Senator 
from California, who Iam glad to see is disposed 
to agree with me in the principle, prefers to adopt 
the system upon the bill, I will go for it with great 
pleasure; but I think that can be safely left to the 
Secretary of War. I do not see any greater 
chance of an abuse of power in this respect than 
there is in the exercise of any other discretion 
that we give to him. ` 

Mr. HARRIS. I think the proposition of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, ina country like ours, 
with people like ours, is utterly impracticableand 
utopian; but at the same time I believe that the 
mode of admitting cadets to West Point might be 
greatly improved. 1 believe they are admitted at 
too young an age, and that the standard of qual- 
ifications for admission is entirely too low. I 
will unite with that Senator or any other in ma- 
turing a bill which shall improve the institution 
in this respect; but I hope that here, upon an ap- 
propriation bill, we shall not attempt to enter upon 
so important a reform. I will not attempt to dis- 
cuss it here. I do not believe that the proposi- 
tion contained in the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Rhode Island can ever be made prac- 
ticable; that is my deliberate judgment; but 1 be- 
lieve that measures of reform may be introduced 
into a bill which will be very serviceable to the 
country in connection with this institution. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave just one word to say 
in reply to my friend from New York. He says 
that what is done in England, what is done in 
France, what is donein Sardinia, what is done in 
Austria, what has been done to some extent here, 
is not practicable. I think the fact entirely an- 
swers that objection; and not only does the fact 
answer it, but the board of visitors of the Acad- 
emy recommend this change earnestly and unan- 
imously; it is the burden of their whole report. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator if he is going to have one board to tray- 
erse the whole United States to examine these 
young men? [understand he is to havea board 
of surgeons and military men. ` Is one board to 
do it all, or are there to be various boards? 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1 will tell the Senator how 
I would do it. I would leave it to the Secretary 
of War; but { think the most obvious plan would 
bethis: that the Representative from each district 
should have the patronage as now, and that he 
should organize the commission in his own way, 
in his awn district. I would have a board in every 
district, and the board should be named by the 
member of Congress. But I have no particular 
plan, though F think that would be a good plan; 
there are a great many ways of doing it; and I will 
not agree thata thing which has been done every- 
where else, and which the best educators we have 
say ought to be done here, is impracticable. 

Mr. GRIMES, I made no such assertion, I 
beg the Senator’s pardon for making the sugges- 
tion that I did; but it was because | understood 
him, no doubt I misapprehended him, to say, in 
reply to the Senator from California, that he pro- 


; posed to havea commission composed of military 


officers, and surgeons, 


Mr. ANTHONY. [said it wasso in England; 
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I do not know how it is in France. 
thecommission is composed of military men, sur- 
geons, and educators. 

Mr. GRIMES. Does itnot then atonce strike 
the Senator from Rhode Island that if he allows 
each member of Congress to organize a board to 
suit himself in his own district he will have just 
agmany different standards of excellence as there 
are different districts? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Is that any worse than the 
present system? 

Mr.GRIMES. Will it be any better than the 
present system? Why legislate unless to over- 
come evil? You will have precisely the same 
number of standards of excellence as there are 
numbers of districts. 

Mr. ANTHONY. We should want the best 
boy in every district. If ten best boys lived in 
one district Í would not have them all come from 
that district, and none from the other nine; I want 
the best boys from every district, but I want them 
distributed, even if wedo not thereby get the very 
best. Allthe objection that Senators urge is that 
the plan is not perfect. I do not profess that it 
is, but I think it is better than the present one. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Itis very desirable that there 
should be an examination; all admit that; but 
there is an examination, as I understand, for en- 
trance to the Academy. 

Mr. ANTHONY.” Not a competitive exam- 
ination; a mere examination up to a very low 
standard of qualification. 

Mr. JOHNSON, At the end of every six 
-months or year, if they are found deficient, they 
are dismissed from the Academy. When they 
first go there there is what may be called a phys- 
ical examination; the constitution is ascertained, 
and if it turns out to be below the physical stand- 
ard required they are not received at all. I do 
not know what may be the experience of the hon- 
orable member from Rhode Islond, but, having 
had a good deal of experience in the education of 
boys who are precocious sometimes, and some- 
times have slow development, I have known very 
often a boy who was very precocious at fifteen or 
sixteen years of age turn out to be very deficient 
by the time he came to be twenty; and on the con- 
trary, one who was apparently dull, his intellect 
and mental capacity not having been developed, 
turn out at the end of that time to be a very su- 
perior man. No particular standard is recom- 
mended in the amendment suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island; I do not know what 
standard he would require; but the same stand- 
ard, I suppose, that would be required in Rhode 
Island would be required in every other State of 
the Union. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The sameminimum stand- 


ard. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not know what that 
minimum is proposed to be, or what he thinks it 
should be. If it be greater than the minimum 
now required at the Academy, the result might be 
that in some of the new States, where schools are 
necessarily very deficient at least fora time, there 
would be no boy who would be eqal to the mini- 
mum standard, and they would not be represented 
in the institution, although in point of natural ca- 
pacity their boys might be the equals of any of 
the boys to be found in Rhode Island. 

Then there is another practical difficulty. How 
are these boys to be assembled in the different 
States? That is a difficulty that is notapplicable 
to Rhode Island, because there is very small ter- 
ritory within her limits, full, to be sure, of every- 
thing that is valuable and praiseworthy, and of 
everything of which any State can be proud, but 
still itis a very small territory. But go to one 
of the large States of the West, how’are they to 
be examined ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
is larger than France. 

Mr. JOHNSON. But the facility of getting 
along in France is better, and the boys are more 
generally educated there. Are the members of 
the commission to travel from door to door; and 
if they do not travel from door to door, how are 

2 


67 


I donot think any of them 


In England 


| understandasa general thing boys of that descrip- 


the boys of the poor emigrantsand settlers in those 
States to getto the place where the commission 1s 
to be held? Their parents cannot pay the expense 
of the travel, and of course they cannot pay it 
themselves, and, unlike what might be done in 
Rhode Island, they cannot walk to the place as a 
boy in Rhode Island might, Theresult would be 
they would not get there at all, and nine tenths 
of the boys would be unexamined, so that in point 
of fact,in a great measure, the competition which 
the honorable member seeks would not in very 
many instances be obtained. 

The great practical difficulty which has ex- 
isted, I think, on this subject in the Academy 
herctofore, as is incidentto the regulations of the 
Academy as it stands now or to the want of reg- 
ulation, will be obviated by the amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from New York, and which 
the Senate have adopted. The great practical 
mischief at the Academy has been, and all the 
professors have complained of it, every one of 
them for the last twenty or thirty years, that ifa 
young man at the end of the six months or twelve 
months, I forget what the exact time is, is sent 
home because he is unequal tothe standard which | 
he is required to be upto at the end of the six or 
twelve months, the member of Congress who has 


sent him there, or a member from the State from 
which he comes, goes to the authorities here and 
gets an order from the President, or whoever has 
control of the matter, that he shallgo and be sub- 
mitted to a second examination; and that has been 
repeated more than once to the injury of the 
school withoutany benefit. I hardly know ofan 
instance in whicha boy has been sent back where 
he has in the end proved equal to what the regu- 
lations of the school required. But thet ï un- 
derstand isavoided by theamendment which the 
Senate have adopted at the instance of the honor- 
able member from New York. 

It is certainly very desirable that the school 
should be made as perfect as it can be; but our 
country, it seems to me, is a country that is not 
exactly fitted to such a preliminary examination 
as the honorable member from Rhode Island pro- 
poses. He suggests that members of Congress 
from the respective districts should: select those 
who are to make the examination. Select them 
from whom? The officers of the Army? They 
do not know them, many times. 

Mr. CONNESS. Thatisnot what this amend- 
ment proposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 know that; but the hon- 
orable member from Rhode Island said just now 
that might be one way in which it could be done, 
I do not think the members of Congress as a gen- 
eral thing are the best fitted to ascertain the ca- 
pacity ofa boy for military life either individually 
themselves, or the best fitted to select a commis- 
sion; and the commission at last is to come from 
officers of the Army. You must have more than 
one commission; and then when you get a com- 
mission from officers of the Army, a great many 
people will say that there might be a better com- 
mission than ean be obtained out of the Army, be- 
cause it is useless to deny that there is an impres- 
sion in the public mind that very many of these 
officers themselves are deficient. 

My principal objection to the amendment is 
that Pisther think it is impracticable, in the first 
place, and in the second place that it will do great 
injustice to many very clever young men. The | 
President has wisely determined—Mr. Buchanan 
did it before him, and I think Mr. Pierce did it į 
also—to give, as far as his patronage is concerned, 
these appointments to the sons of soldiers who | 
have fallen in battle, whether they were officers 
or whether they were privates. ` If they be pri- 
vates, nine times out of ten the boys have no edu- 
cation at all, except to read and to write: and I 


tion who have been sent tothe school have atthe 
end of a year proved to be entircly equal to the | 
regulations. i 
f 
| 


Mr. ANTHONY. I do not wish to prolong 


this debate, and I am not going to do so. The į 
Senator from Maryland assumes that in the first į 


aes mesages 


place whatever plan may be adopted will be a. 
very bad plan of examination, and then goes on 
to show howit will work. I.d6 not suppose that 
any sensible commission would. select the young. 
men that would pass the best literary. examination... 
or the most precocious young men; but Lsuppose 
they would do here as they do in France, as they. 
do in England. They take those youngmen who, 
upon the whole, taking into consideration. their 
physique, their health, their taste for military life, 
and their natural ability, promise to render the 
best service to the country; and they may not be 
the men who know the most Greek and Latin, 
and probably would not be. ‘ 

With regard to the difficulty of assembling all 
the boys in sparse districts, how do those boys 
fare now? What chance have they how? The 
Senator from Iowa has a district in his State with 
forty counties, and all the boys cannot come toa 
central place to be examined. What chance have 
all those boys to get into West Point now ? *How 
does it work any injustice to them? How is in- 
justice rendered to those who cannot go, if the heat 
boy of all those who can go to the place of èx- 
amination shall be selected, instead of having the 
selection made by the personal preference of the 
member of Congress? 

Mr.GRIMES. ‘That is not the question; but 
how are they any better off? 

Mr. ANTHONY. All those who can go are 
better off—and those who cannot go are no worse 
off; and there will be very few young men who 
are likely to pass a good examination who can- 
not be sent to any part of their district by them- 
selves or somebody else. Some of the very best 
officers in the service have walked many miles 
to get their appointments. General T. W. Sher- 
man, of our State, went personally from Newport 
to Washington to get his appointment; and that 
is longer than’anybody’s district; and he received 
his appointment at the hands of General Jackson. 

If the organization of the plan were intrusted to 
me—which is not proposed by this amendment, 
but to an officer particularly charged with that 
duty, and much better qualified—I should see how 
they do in other countries where this system hag 
been tried with eminent success; I should ask this 
board of visitors, composed of some of the ablest 
men.and some of the best educators in the coun- 
try, what would be the practical details of ‘the 
plan which they so earnestly and so unanimously 
recommend; and I think from the experience of 
other countries and from the advice of such men 
as these we should be able to adopt a system that 
will not be impracticable here, since it has been 
carried out elsewhere. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment. 

Several Senators. There is not a quorum 
present. . 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ifthe Senator from Maine . 
is willing the bill shall go over until Monday, I 
am willing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Four Sena- 
tors only rise to sccond the call for the yeas and 
nays; that is not a sufficient number, 

Mr. HOWARD. I hope this amendment will 
be adopted. I think it will be a great benefit, not 
only to the Military Academy and to its character, 
but to the country atlarge. 1 understand that 
one grave and prevailing evil connected with this 
school, and one of which the country has a right 
to complain, is this: that it so happens that a 
very large proportion of the cadets who are ad- 
mitted into the Academy, before the close of the 
term at which they should regularly graduate are 
obliged to leave it or are dismissed from it in con- 
sequence of their incapacity and want of ability 
to acquire learning; and thus the Government is 
compelled, I will not say through its own folly, 
but I think through its own imprudence, to edu- 
cate partially a very large class of young men, 
and pay their expenses at the school, from whom 
we derive not the slightest benefit in the world. 
Itis so much money, in short, actually thrown 
away; whereas, if this amendment should be 
adopted, confining the selection to such young 
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gentlemen as possess real merit, we should cer- 

- tainly eseape a large portion ofthis greatevil; and 
L-subniit that this evil has been one great ground 
of complaint. which bas been made against the 
Academy—complaints which. have tended very 
much to impair the confidence of the country in 

“its Phe scheme ‘of the ‘school is ‘undoubtedly 
good enough. We need such a school, but we 
need good scholars as. much as we need a good 
school, and it seems to’ me that the amendment 
offered’ by the’ Senator -from Rhode Istand has a 
very strong tetidency to correct the evil of incom- 
petent scholars who quarter themselves upon the 
Government, and who are not, in the end, ofany 
sort of benefit to the Government. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move thatthe farther con- 
sideration of this bill be postponed until Monday 
next, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then lask for the yeas and 
nayson my amendment: 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Very well, ask for them. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas. 16, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Cowan, 
Dixon Slarding, Harlan, Howard, Morgan, Pomeroy, Ram- | 
sey, Sherman, Sumner, Van Winkle, Wade, and Wil- 
BON 10. - 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Clark, Collamer, Conness, 
Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Harris, Hendricks, Johnson, 
Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Nesmith, Powell, Sauisbury, Ten 
Eyck, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wright—19. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
quorum voting, 

Mr. POWELL. 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned, 


There is no 


I move that the Senate do 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
$ Frivay, March 11, 1864. 
The House met attwelveo’clock, m. Prayer by j 


Rev. Dr. Curzur, of New York. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread andapproved. 


JOHN L. BURRS. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on. Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled an act (S. No. 1) granting a pen- 
sion to John L. Burns, of Gettysburg, Pennsyl- 
vania; when the Speaker signed the same. 


COLORED SCHOOLS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from Daniel Breed, clerk of board of trustees of 
colored schools in the District of Columbia, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the House; which was 
referred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
Jumbia, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Fornny, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that that body had passed a bill (S. No. 31) making 
a grant of lands to the Lake Superior and Mis- 
sissippi Railroad Company, in the State of Min- 
nesota, to aid in the construction of a railroad by 
said company from St. Paul to Lake Superior; 
‘tn which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 

WAGON ROADS IN IDAHO. 


“Mr. WALLACE, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill for the construction of certain 
wagon roads in the Territory of Idaho; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. | 


MISSOURI CONTESTED ELECTION. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Irise toa question 


of privilege. I ask the House to refer to the Com- 
mittee of Elections and have printed certain evi- 
dence taken in the contested-election case to which 
i am one of the parties. ‘The evidence was taken | 
by myself; and although it has been taken since 
the meeting of Congress, and since the time lim- 
ited by the act of Congress within which testi- 
mony shall be taken has expired, yet I will sim- 
ply say to the House that there are four or five | 
affidavits appearing in the testimony in my case, į 
and a large mass of testimony presented and in- | 
corporated in the printed evidence which is before , 
the House now, allof which has been takensince | 
| 
I 


i 


that time expired. That is a precedent for the 
admission of such testimony. 
I will state further that the testimony taken by | 


i 
i 
i 
i 
í 
| 


r under the statute I hold in my hand, which re- 


| conduct had been the subject of testimony on the 


i not be taken at that time. 


the contestant was taken withoutany notice given | 
to me; whereas [ gave him notice ofthe taking of | 
this testimony. aj 

Mr. STEVENS. Was notice given of taking it? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Notice of it was 
given to my contestant. . ; 

Mr. UPSON. I objectto the reference until the 
contestant shall have an opportunity to be heard 
upon the subject. 

Mr. KNOX, (the contestant.) Ithad not been 
my purpose in any manner to participate in the 
proceedings of this House in relation to the matter 
of contest now pending between my adversary and 
myself. Things have so changed, however, as to 
make it proper and expedient for me to remon- 
strate against this attempt to introduce before the 
committee testimony which has been taken out 
of time, taken without the formality of law, and 
taken, | will say, if the facts arcas I understand 
them to be, without the semblance of a founda- | 
tion in fact. 

The offer is made to introduce the deposition 
of a witness who is implicated directly by the tes- 
timony which has been on file for the last twelve 
or thirteen months in the room of the committee 
or in the room of the Clerk. Now, twelve hun- 
dred miles from the place where the testimony in 
the case has been taken, and after the case has 
been before the committee for investigation, a wit- 
ness suddenly appears to order, and it is asked 
that the testimony of this man taken twelve hun- 
dred miles from the place where the facts are 
known shall go before the Committee of Elec- 
tions to influence them in their opinion as to the 
right of parties to a seat upon the floor of this 
House. I object to the testimony. The same 
facts which are proposed to be placed in evidence 
were in controversy in St. Louis; there were wit- 
nesses there who could have testified to them, wit- 
nesses were summoned there but they were not 
examined as to that subject, and it is notorious 
that if the facts charged did exist there were hun- 
dreds of witnesses there who could have testified 
to them. I object that after thirteen months a 
man should be imported here for the purpose of 
giving testimony which shall have the weight of 
a feather upon the result of this case. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee of Elections 
do not propose to interfere in this question and de- 
cide what testimony shall be submitted to them. 
They consider it to be their province to consider 
and examine such testimony as the House under 
the law shall refer to them; and further than that, 
the committee unfortunately are but six in num- 
ber now, three of them having left the city neces- 
sarily, and it is difficult for them to come to such 
a conclusion as perhaps they might desire. 

The Jaw has put it beyond their discretion to 
decide this question. I will read the law: 


“Phe testimony taken by the parties to the contest, or 
either of them, shall be confined to the proof or disproof of 
the facts alleged or denied in the notice and answer men- 
tioned in the first and second sections of the act; and no 
testimony shall be taken atter the expiration of sixty days 
from the day on which the answer of the member returned 
shali be served upon the contestant; and acoepy ofthe notice | 
of contest, and of the answer of the retarued member, shall | 
be prefixed to the depositions taken, and transmitted with 
them to the Clerk of the House of Representatives: Pro- 
vided, ‘Chatthe House may, at their discretion, allow sup- 
plementary evidenee to be taken after the expiration of said 
sixty days.”? 

It is doubtless, under this statute, within the, 
power of the House to allow testimony to be 
taken. This testimony has been taken before 
authority has been asked of the House. It was 
taken under these circumstances: notice was 
served, and answer filed, and the testimony taken 


quires the whole matter to be taken within sixty 
days. < : 

After the hearing was commenced in the com- 
mittee-room, on the second day, the sitting mem- 
ber gave the committee notice that he had acci- 
dentally met in this city an individual whose 


one side and the other, but who was absent from 
St. Louis at the time the testimony was taken; 
he was supposed to have been on his way to join 
the army of the Gulf, so that his testimony could 
ot it was stated by the | 
sitting member that he accidentally met this gen- 

tleman in this city upon the second day after the 

hearing was commenced in the committee-room, | 
and he asked the committee to permit him to in- 

troduce the witness before the committee, | 


Evidently from the reading of the statute the conr- 
mittee had nosuch authority. But the objection to 
it made by the contestant is this: that the whole 
testimony was closed under the statute within the 
sixty days, and testimony was taken on the one 
side and upon the otheraboutthe matters supposed 
to be within the knowledge of this witness, taken 
at St. Louis as the statute provides. The contestant 
complains that he is twelve hundred miles from 
St. Louis, where evidence exists to contral the tes- 
timony to be given by this witness. He represents 
that it would be in his power to control the testi- 
mony given by this witness were he in St. Lonis, 
and were this testimony taken as the other testi- 
mony had been; and he says that its admission 
will necessitate a postponement of the case for a 
sufficient length of time toenable him to go to St. 
Louis and get this testimony, and that it will re- 
sult in a postponement of the case till the next 
session of Congress. 

On the other hand, the sitting member says 
that this is a witness who knows better than any 
other person facts about which testimony has 
been taken on the one side and the other. He 
says that he was not able to take this man’s tes- 
timony at that time because he was on his way to 
join the army of the Gulf; that the first knowl- 
edge he had of him was his appearance here on 
the second day after the hearing commenced be- 
fore the committee, and that it would be a hard- 
ship to him if he were not permitted to take this 
testimony. 

The contestant replies that this witness has 
come here under orders from the military author- 
ities under very peculiar circumstances, arriving 
here just the second day after this hearing com- 
menced, and under circumstances which excite 


i in his mind a suspicion about the whole matter, 


I felt, Mr. Speaker, that as a member of the 
committee it was proper for me to state the case, 
on the one side and upon the other, and _ to read 
the law, and to leave it entirely to the House to 
say what testimony shall be referred to the com- 
mittee. The precedent in such cases has been 
for a resolution to be adopted by the House pre- 
scribing the time within which such testimony 
shall be taken after the passage of the resolution, 
and prescribing a further time for the taking of 
controlling testimony on the part of the contest- 
ant. Ido not know of any precedentlike the one 
adopted by the sitting member, of taking testi- 
mony upon notice to the other side, and then bring- 
ing it into the House andasking that it be referred 
to the committee without such a resolution. The 
House will judge upon the merits of the applica- 
tion and the reasons for granting it, if | have 
stated them accurately, and I believe I have. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Iask the chairman 
of the Committee of Elections to say whether the 
contestant for this seat has not taken testimony 
in the case himself since the case was closed un- 
der the statute, and whether that testimony has 
not been referred to the committee and printed, 
and whether it was not referred to by the con- 
testant in his argument before the committee? 

Mr.DAWELS. There is testimony in the doc- 
uments before the committee taken by the con- 
testant in the form of affidavits without notice to 
the sitting member. They were commented on 
by him in his opening argument, and objected to 
by the sitting member when he came to commence 
his argument. 

There is also an affidavit in the book of testi- 
mony taken by the sitting member without notice 
to the contestant. The one taken by the sitting 
member, however, was taken before the other 
evidence was taken; those taken by the contestant 
were taken afterwards, : 

The committee have always adopted the rule 
that where testimony was taken without notice to 
the other party it would be rejected by them if the 
other party objected to it, and that I understand 
to be the opinion of the committee touching the 
affidavits that are in the papers in this case. ‘They 
have been referred to the committee in the papers, 
but the committee have not felt at liberty in any 
other case—I do not know what they may do in 
this case—to consider affidavits as testimony ifthe 
other party objected. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, Lhave 
simply to say thatall I care aboutis thatthe House 
shall have all of the facts before them to decide this 
matter as in their judgment they may think right. 
I took the testimony of this witness, as stated by 
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2 ly, unex- 
pectedly. Te was an important witness, and the 
testimony in the case showed that I could not get 
his evidence at the time, he being absent from St. 
Louis. He came here, and following the exam- 
ple of the contestant himself, who procured testi- 
mony to be taken after the time allowed, took it 
without notice, and had it incorporated in the 


printed testimony before the House, which will | 


have its influence whether excluded or not. All 
such testimony, as gentlemen are aware, will 
make its impression upon the minds of those who 
are to decide upon the case. Here is this testi- 
mony, taken without authority of law, printed b 
the House without the House knowing that it 
was not taken legally. All! ask is that I may 
have the same privilege as that exercised by the 
contestant, Whatever he has to say against this 
witness will be judged of by the House. I submit 
the question to the House on the simple statement 
that the contestant has already done what I now 
ask; he took the testimony without notice to me, 
and I gave him notice that I would take this tes- 
timony. 

Mr. WILSON. [ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri whether he designs having this referred to 
the Committee of Elections by order of the House, 
to be treated by the committee as testimony prop- 
erly taken? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I do not care how 
itis referred. Itcan be referred as the other testi- 
mony taken by the contestant precisely in the same 
way, and which has been laid before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WILSON. Is the gentleman willing, in 
the event of the committee excluding the affidavits 


submitted by the contestant, that this testimony | 


also shall be excluded? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Unquestionably. I 
desire it may go before the committee, and stand 
precisely upon the same footing as the testimony 
which the contestant had referred without giving 
the House notice that the testimony was not taken 
legally. 

Mr. STEVENS. Let me make a suggestion. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 1 should be glad to 
hear the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENS. Let the testimony be referred 
to the committee to judge of its legality on all 
points, : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I accept that. 

Mr. DAWES, It has been taken without au- 
thority of law. The gentleman does not claim 
that there is any authority of law for this testi- 
mony. Ffit jis to be referred to the Committee of 
Elections to decide whether it was legally taken 
yesterday, I think that that committee are ready 
to say that this testimony taken yesterday was 
not taken under authority of law. The gentle- 
man comes here for the authority of law. 

Mr. WILSON. The gentleman has stated that 
testimony has been taken by the contestant since 
the time fixed by law, and I have no objection 
to this testimony going before the committce on 
the same footing as that taken by the contestant, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. That is all I ask. 

Mr. DAWES. Are the committee to consider 
- themselves asinstructed by this reference? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. They are to judge 

of this as the other taken by the contestant. 

Mr. DAWES. This is notea parte testimony. 
This has beeu taken on notice to the contestant. 

Mr. WILSON. Therecould have been no no- 
tice by law. 

Mr. DAWES. The committee want to know 
how they are to treat the testimony. Ispeak for 

1e committee in saying that it is no part of their 
uty to seck for or to turn from testimony which 
1e [Touse refers to them to consider. 

Mr. DUMONT. 
o the committee, they still retain the power of 
ring it out if they think itis not proper. All 
ese questions go before the committee. 

Mr. GLAIR, of Missouri. Testimony was re- 
ferred to the committee by the contestant, of the 
character of which the House was not apprised, 
lt was taken after the time, without notice to me. 
This testimony has been taken on notice to the 
contestant. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, itis just as well 
to have an understanding about this thing. Per- 
haps the gentleman from Missouri will find him- 
self difering with the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. F should be very 


m 


paa 


Ifthe testimony be referred | 


sorry to differ with the committee just now ona- 
question of this kind. On any other I would not 
care so much. k 

Mr. GANSON. Wilithe 
souri yield to me? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. GANSON. I suggest that the House re- 
fer this testimony to the committee, to be treated 


gentleman from Mis- 


mony taken after the ex 
by act of Congress. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
am perfectly willing to accept. 

Mr. COX. F would like to ask a question of 
the chairman of the Committee of Elections. I 
did not understand the facts in this matter as he 
developed them. Did I understand him to say 
that this testimony, proposed to be referred, was 
taken on notice to the contestant, and that itwas 
in the power of the contestant to have been pres- 
entand cross-examined? 

Mr. DAWES. Thistestimony was taken yes- 
terday morning in this city by notice given to the 
contestant by the sitting member. 

Now, if referring the testimony to the com- 
mittee this morning does not alter the character 
of it, or give it authority under the statute, then 
the gentleman will find himself, in the committee- 
room, with this statute in his face. If the gen- 
tleman says that he only desires this to be re- 
ferred precisely as the affidavits that came before 
the committee, then he will find testimony re- 
ferred to the committee, to-morrow morning in the 
committee-room, that thas been taken outside of 
the statute, preciscly as the affidavits are. 

Mr. GANSON. And be treated in the same 
manner. 

Mr. DAWES. Bat if the gentleman claims 
that the reference this morning is virtually au- 
thorizing and legalizing the testimony, that is all 
we want to understand. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Iam perfectly will- 
ing that it shall be taken in any way. 

Mr. COX. 
dition of the resolution as amended ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘Lhe Chair understands the 
gentleman from Missouri to move as follows: that 
the testimony shall be printed and referred to the 
Committee of Elections, to be considered by the 
committee as ofethe same weight with other evi- 
dence before the committee taken after the time 
prescribed by law. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 


same manner? 


piration of the time fixed 


That suggestion I 


And treated in the 


TheSPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. With that I am 
satisfied. 


Mr. UPSON. If I rightly understand the po- 
sition taken by the contestant in reference to this 
testimony it is this: that testimony cannot be 
taken after the time fixed by law, except by leave 
of the House. Granted. Taking that view of the 
case, when this testimony was taken by the sit- 
ting member, he himself considered that it was 
unauthorized, and therefore the contestant did not 
appear nor make any cross-examination what- 
ever, deeming that the proper remedy to be pur- 
sued by the sitting member was first to apply to 
the House for leave, and then to give the contest- 
ant notice and take the testimony. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. If the contestant 
thought so, why did he take affidavits without 
giving me any notice, and have them referred to 
the committee? He referred to them in his open- 
ing as testimony. 

Mr. UPSON. If rightly understand the con- 
testant in this‘case he does not claim any benefit 
from them. He does not consider them as ofany 
importance. As the chairman of the committee 
has stated, these two affidavits referred to, and the 
affidavit of the situng member are considered as 
not evidence*in the casc, and of no consequence 
or importance. In this case, the notice given by 
the sitting member being in contravention of the 
Jaw in reference to taking tesumony, the contest- 


therefore did not appear to cross-examine. Lf, 
in the first instance, application had been made 
to the House, and leave given, he would have 
considered it his duty to appear and cress-exam- 
ine. Asitis, the testimony here offered is ex parte. 
Na cross-examination of the witness appears. 


do not know, This is reversing the practice under 


` 


by the committee in the same manner as the testi- | 


I would inquire what is the con- | 


ant considered it as unauthorized and void, and | 


Whether the witness is still in the city or not T] 


the statute: Herce it would: 
; troduce the testimony taken'in 
of application having been madé; 
starice, for leave to take testimoy 

Mr. BLAIR, of. Missouri.’ Tawi 
that I took the course which T did ta 
suggestion of the committee themsel vé 
I applied to-them to allow the testimony ù 
witness to be taken, they. did not suggest td tù 
that there was any impropriety in that cou 
They suggested the propriety of giving notice 
took the testimony, and now, when I ask ‘the 
House to-refer it to the committee; Tam ‘told 7 
the committee have decided: beforxeliand that this 
is null and void. Tsay I took the course f did iñ 
relation to this deposition on the suggestion of a 
member of the committee, who said he was aut 
thorized to tell me that I had better do'so, © 

Mr. GANSON. As a member of the Com- 
mittee of Elections, I desire to say that they have 
made no such decision. The action of the com- 
mittee has been misunderstood by the gentleman 
in that respect, : ee 

TheSPEAKER. The question as itnow stands 
will be stated by the Chair. Ttis moved thatthis 
testimony be referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions, printed, and be considered by the commit: 
tee as of the same weight with other evideiice 
before the committee taken after the time pre- 
scribed by law, and be treated in the same mane 
ner. : ; ad 

Mr. STEVENS, I have heard. some’ state: 
ments since I made the previous suggestion,” 1 
now learn that those ex parte depositions are ruled 
out by the committee. This is ex parte in every 
sense of the word, because there isno law requir- 
j ing the contestant to take notice of it. I think, 
therefore, we had better decide the matter at once, 
and vote down the application. 
| Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The gentleman says 
that the ex parte evidence has been ruled out by 
the committee. A member of the committee upon 
my right informs me that no such decision has 
been made. š ay i 

Mr, GANSON. Inasmuch as the attention of 
the chairman of the committee does not seem t 
be attracted to this statement, I will say that no 
such decision has been made by the committee: 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania says the com- 
mittee has already decided to rule out, and hag 
ruled out, the ex parte testimony taken by: the con- 
testant. Ido notunderstand that any such decis- 
ion has been made. ; see ties 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman is correct in 
saying that there has been no such formal decisi 
lion. Nor has there been any decision that they 
shall be received. I did ñot suppose that any- 
body would urge that such affidavits should be 
considered as testimony. 

In the committee, the contestant commented 
upon those affidavits in his opening argument, 
| without noticing, himself, the fact that they were 
‘afidavits. ‘The sitting member on the second 
| day made his proposition to bring this witness 
: before the committee, and the committce directed 
his attention to the Jaw upon the subject. He 


|| then brought before us the man’s affidavit, and 
|| upen oursaying to him thatanaffidavit could not 


| be considered as testimony, he called our atten- 
tion to the fact that there were two affidavits in 
the testimony of the coiitestant. That was the 
substance of the discussion upon the admissibil- 
ity of such testimony; and I thought it was con- 
| ceded on all hands that such testimony as‘affida- 
vits could not be admitted. The discussion rose 
) upon an affidavit which the sitting member had 
jin bis hand, and which he proposed to offset 
(against an affidavit already in the testimony of 
j the contestant. It was suggested to him that 
neither that or his own affidavit could be consid- 
ered as testimony. . 
Mr.GANSON. [understood thatall the doc- 
umentary evidence which was in the printed rec- 
ord came within the same category; and it was in 
relation to that that I spoke. < : 
Mr. DAWES. ‘The question as to the admis- 
sion of documentary evidence is altogether a dif- 
ferent question, and depends upona different state 
of facts, ‘ : 
Mr. MORRIS, of New York. It seema:tome 
the Mouse should understand the precise position 
of this matter before we vote upon the resolution. 
If the resolution does not require the committee 


to regard this as evidence it is a nullity, and it is 
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idle to pass it... If the resolution does instruct the 
committee to treat the evidence taken yesterday 
and the day before as competent testimony before 
then:, then the House should understand the fact. 
Lghould hesitate to so instruct.the committee, be- 
cause it would. be in the face of all law, and would 
be establishing a dangerous precedent. The ques- 
tion is simply as to the meaning of the resolution. 
If it isanullity,itisidle to passit. If it instructs 
the commiitee, it ig dangerous as a precedent. 
<Mr: DUMONT. Itis admitted by the chairman 
of the: Committee of Elections that these ex parte 
affidavits'taken out of time by the contesting mem- 
bet have not been yet ruled out. The question is 
propounded to-him directly, and he says that al- 
though he takes it for granted that nobody will 
regard these ex parte affidavits as testimony, yet 
that they have not been ruled out. Then, sir, I 
conceive that if they are still before the commit- 
tee, nobody can foresee what action the commit- 
tee may take on them. Even if the chairman of 
the committee were to state that they would be 
ruled out, he cannot know that they-will be ruled 
out, True, he is an influential member of the 
committee, and is at. the head of the committee, 
butif he were to get up here and state that these 
affidavits would be ruled out, he would be stating 
what he cannot possibly know. He says that he 
takes it for granted that nobody will regard these 
ex parte affidavits as testimony. I think that in 
taking that for granted he is probably on the right 
track; but they are before the committee. They are 
ex parte affidavits; they were taken out of time; and 
that is all that is said in regard to the testimony 
now sought to be referred to the committee. 
say, therefore, that when we know that sim- 
ilar testimony is before the committee, and that it 
has not been ruled out, it is perfectly fair and 
equitable to refer this testimony to: the same com- 
mittee to stand upon exactly the same “terms, 
What is the character of the motion? It could 
not be fairor, It is that this testimony be referred 
to the committee in order to getitout of the hands 
of the Elouse, so that the House may go on with 
their business, the committee to judge of its ad- 
missibility. They will have an opportunity to 
do so under this motion, and | think exccedingly 
fairly, and so that both parties can be perfectly 
gatisied. The committee will then have before 
them a mass of testimony on both sides, stand- 
ing exactly in the same category, taken out of 
time, and ex parte in its character; and if they re- 
gard the testimony on one side as inadmissible, 
they will regard the testimony on the other side 
in.the same way. 

L.know neither of these gentlemen, and am no 
partisan in regard to their contest; but Jet us act 
fairly inthis matter, and refor this testimony to 
the Committee of Elections, an intelligent com- 
mittee, witha gentleman of experience atits head, 
and well qualified to judge whether this testimony 
is admissible or not. 

L think, however, that the-wording of the mo- 
tion of reference as it is written down is not quite 
right, . It reads. that this testimony “ shall have 
the same weight’? ag the other testimony of the 
game character now before the committee. Now, 
“weight? is not the proper word. The weight of 
evidence is to be judged of by those before whom 
it comes. The weight of the testimony refers to 
the credibility of the witness, to the amount of 
credit due to the testimony, and not to its admis- 
sibility. I would. have no objection at all that 
the resolution of reference should state that this 
testimony shall be treated in the same way,” 
but‘it is not for us to judge in regard to the weight 
itshall have. That depends upon its own intrinsic 
merit, and is not to be judged of on a motion of 
reference. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. «I am perfectly will- 
ing to modify my motion by striking out that 
about “ weight,” and to say that this testimony 
shail be + treated in the same way,” &c. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairso wrote the mo- 
tion, but the gentleman from Missouri suggested 
the adding of the word to which the gentleman 
from Indiana objects. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, 1 merely objected 
to the words which the Chair had putin. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will then be 
modified so as to read, ‘be referred to the. Com- 
mittee of Elections and printed, and to be consid- 
ered by the committee in. the same way as other 
evidence before the committee taken after the time 


prescribed by law.’ Js it now in the ‘shape in 
which the gentleman from Missouri desires it? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEVENS. If I understand what has 
taken place here, there is a question of document- 
ary evidence standing upon an entirely different 
footing, but this resolution would put them all 
upon the same footing. 

Mr. DAWES. In the case of Vallandigham 
against Campbell, there was sought to be intro- 
duced by the sitting member some documentary 
evidence, records from the office of the secre- 
tary of State of Ohio. lt was evidence brought 
by him or his counsel before the committee. Upon 
the hearing, it was objected on the other side that 
it was testimony which ought to have been taken 
with the rest within the sixty days. The ques- 
tion came before the House and was passed upon 
by the House, and the decision made forms a pre- 
cedent, cither to be regarded or disregarded; and 
that same question comes up in this case. There 
isa documentary evidence, certified copies, cer- 
tified in a way which one party says is sufficient 
and the other says is insufficient, but certified 
since the sixty days expired. 

Mr. STEVENS. What I want to ask the 
chairman is this, whether these copies are copies 
of evidence that existed before the expiration of 
the sixty days? 

Mr. DAWES. They are copies, for instance, 
of muster-rolls and of poll-books. The muster- 
rolls and poll-books, of course, existed before the 
termination of the sixty days, but the copies pro- 
duced here-as evidence did not exist within the 
sixty days. ` 

Mr. STEVENS. I consider the originals as 
evidence. ‘These are more certificates of the ex- 
istence of evidence. 

Mr. DAWES. That indicates how the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania will be_on the prece- 
dent adopted in the Campbell and Vallandigham 
case. 

Mr. STEVENS. I did nothear whatthat was. 

Mr. DAWES. It was precisely such a case. 
It was a certificate from the secretury of State of 
Ohio as to the result of the election. “The certifi- 
cate was obtained after the sixty days. The ob- 
jection was made that that was testimony within 
the meaning of the statute, and that itshould have 
been taken and made a part of the record, so as to 
enable the other party to introduce testimony 
bearing on the same point: 

Mr. STEVENS. And how was it decided? 

Mr. DAWES. Gentlemen on this side voted 
one way, and gentlemen on the other side voted 
the opposite way. [Laughter.} 

Mr. STEVENS. | move further to amend the 
resolution by adding, ‘ provided that this resolu- 
tion refers only to depositions and affidavits, and 
that all such, illegally taken, shall not be consid- 
ered by the committee.” 

Mr. COX. Iam opposed to that amendment 
for this reason: | would agree to it were it not 
for the fact which has been developed here, that 
these affidavits have been already read and con- 
sidered by the committee, and they have been 
ruled out after they have entered within the minds 
of the committee. There is no casuistry so fine 
as to exclude an impression from such a reading. 
It would secm to be fair, therefore, that these 
other affidavits or depositions, which are in the 
same category, should have the same reading by 
the committee, and should be sent back to the 
House with the original affidavits. Weare judges 
of these matters. We act as a judiciary; and 1 
would be always in favor of receiving the largest 
amount of testimony with a view-to the investi- 
gation of truth. That is the object of all testi- 
mony, and, in case of doubt, to get all the facts 
possible: 

I would allow this committee to judge as to 
whether this testimony should have more or less 
weight. If it be entitled to less weight because 
taken without notice, very well; letthe committee 
judge. Ifit be entitled to weigh before the com- 
mittee at all, it is entitled to weigh before the 
House also; and they ought to be both placed.in 
the same position precisely. I think the amend- 
mentof the gentleman from Pennsylvania will cut 
off the proper impression that ought to be given 
by the reading of these affidavits and of the dep- 
ositions now sought to be referred, That would 
beega, and exact justice to both parties, 

r. 


STEVENS. I think my amendment does i 


i 


| giving discretionary power 


put them both on the same footing. Th 
both go to the committee for examination. 
illegally taken they will be rejected; iflegally taken 
they will be considered. The rules of evidence 
are framed for the purpose of getting at truth ac- 
cording to law, and to avoid error. One of these ` 
rules is, that if in any case, inadvertently or oth- 
erwise, the court has admitted evidence that is 
illegal, the court shall direct the jury not to take, 
itinto consideration. ‘Thatis the every-day prac- 
tice, and that isall that can be saidhere. If these 
affidavits are illegally taken they have no business _ 
to be on the record at all. As the one has gone 
without consideration by the House before the 
committee, I propose that the other shall take the 
same course. That is fair andequal to both,and 
is according to what the law requires. 

Mr. DUMONT. 1 move toamend the amend- 
ment by striking out all after the word “€ pro- 
vided,” and adding in lieu of it the words, ** that 
this resolution shall not apply to record testi- 
mony,” so that all of this record testimony that 
is regarded as good will still remain in the record, 
Record testimony can be introduced on a trial in 
any court of justice. I want the amendment 
to the committee to 
rule out testimony shall not apply to record testi- 


mony. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, I wish in this 
connection to state a precedent. During the ses- 
sion of 1856, in my case against Bird B. Chap- 
man, the sitting Delegate from the Territory of 
Nebraska, after the majority report of the Com- 
mittee of Elections was made, the ‘sitting mem- 
ber took affidavits in this city. These affidavits 
were never submitted to the committee, nor did 
the committee first authorize them to be taken, 
nor was notice given to the contestant of the in- 
tention to take such testimony. These affidavits 
were included in the minority report to sustain 
the sitting Delegate. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, this 
whole matter rests with the Committee of Elec- 
tions. ‘I'he power is given to them to determine 
the validity or invalidity of any testimony be~ 
fore them: They are clothed with that legal 
power of judgment, and it is a power that they 
should exercise. I do not know how the resolu- 
tion of this House is going to make testimony 
legal which is not legal. We ought not to estab- 
lish any such precedent as that. If that commit- 
tee has testimony before them which, on prece- 
dent or legal principle, is wrong, they have the 
power to strike it out, This case comes before 
them, and will have to be decided upon testimony 
that is legal, and upon no other. 

I do not know why this question comes up be- 
fore the House in thisshape. This committee do 
not want any instruction of what is the law. 
They were constituted a committee for the very 
purpose of determining that question. Itisthere, 
and they should decide it. 

_ Mr. STEVENS demanded the previous ques~ 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. Dumont’s amendment to the amendment 
was rejected. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Srrvens’s 
amendment; and on a division, there were—ayes 
51, noes 39. 

Mr. COX demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Cox and 
Dumont were appointed. 

The amendment was agreed to; the tellers hav- 
ing reported—ayes 59, noes 33. 

The resolution, as amended, was then adopted. 


INDIAN INTERCOURSE. 
The SPEAKER stated the first question in or- 


| der to be the consideration of an act (S. No. 120) 


to amend an actentitled “ An act to regulate trade 
and intercourse with Indian tribes, and_to pre- 
serve peace on the frontiers,” approved June 30, 
1834, the pending question being on ordering the 
main question to be now put. 

The main question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time. l 

Mr. WILSON demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the’ 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was passed. 
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Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ERGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER stated the next business in or- 
der to be the consideration of three amendments 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to the legislative and judicial appropria- 
tion bill, which were reserved for separate votes, 
and on which the previous question was demanded 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. STE- 
VENS. i 

Mr. STEVENS. I withdraw the demand for ` 
the previous question. The Delegate from the 
Territory of Utah desirés to modify his amend- 

‚ment so as to make it acceptable to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means. © ` 

Mr. KINNEY. Mr. Speaker, I moved yes- 
terday an amendment in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to this bill for 
the purpose of paying the legislative expenses of 
the ‘Territory of Utah for 1863-64. I believed the 
amount named was necessary, but on consulta- 
tion with the First Comptroller I find the whole 
amount asked for in the amendment will not be 
required: 

desire to modify my amendment so as to 
strike out “ $20,000,’ and in lieu thereof to insert 
“$10,000.” This, with the unexpended balance 
in the Treasury of near ten thousand dollars, will 
be sufficient to meet the expenses of the Legis- 
lature for the Territory for 1863-64. I was not 
aware of this unexpended balance when I offered 
the amendment on yesterday in Committee of the 
Whole upon the bill. Itis not sufficient, how- 
ever, to defray the expenses of the Legislature, 
and if no amendment had been offered the result 
would have been no session of the Legislature for 
Utah for 1863-64, or at least a very short one. I 
find that Utah has been more saving of the public 
money than her sister Territories, and that an un- 
expended balance still remains to her credit, not- 
withstanding the appropriation of only $6,000 at 
the last session of Congress for legislative ex- 
penses. I willalso, with the consent of the House, 
withdraw the proviso to the amendment for the 
unexpended balance to be applied to finishing the 
penitentiary, as it meets with disfavor from the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I have a bill 
pending, referred to the proper committee, asking 
for an appropriation for that purpose, and I will 
let it stand on its merits. 
_ Mr. STEVENS demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. l 

The amendment of Mr. Kinnry, as modified, 

was concurred-in. 


The next amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
upon which a separate vote was asked, was to 
strike out ‘ $600’? and insert ‘$1,000 in lieu 
thereof, in the following clause: 

For compensation of one night-watchman at the public 
stables and carpenters’ shops south of the Capitol, $600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment in order was to add the 
following section to the bill: 

Sec, 2, And be it further enacted, That for the purpose 
of building a penitentiary at the town of Bellevue, in the 
Territory of Nebraska, $50,000 be and the same is hercby 
appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Gov- 


ernor of said Territory: Provided, That a contract with re- H 


sponsible parties can be made to complete a penitentiary 
suitable to the wants of the Territory for the said sum of 
$50,000. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers on the amend- 
ment; and appointed Mr. Wasugurn, of Massa- 
chusetts, and Mr. CHANLER, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 57, noes 36; whereupon— 

Mr, STEVENS demanded the yeasand nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in the | 
negative—yeas 46, nays 48; as follows: 

YEAS—-Messrs. James C. Allen, Anderson, Ashley, 
Baily, Boutwell, Boyd, Chanler, Ambrose W. Clark, Cox, | 
Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T, Davis, Dawes, Dixon, 
Dumont, Eidridge, Farnsworth, Grinnell, Hale, Charles M. 
Harris, John H. Hubbard, Julian, Fran W. Kellogg, 
Law, Loan, Longyear, McAllister, McBride, McClurg, 
Daniel Mortis, James R. Morris, Morrison, Norton, Charles | 


ONeill, Perham, Prieg, Ross, Smith, Joba B. Steele, Wit- |i 


i 


liam G. Steele, Upson, Elihu B.Washburne, Whaley, Wil- 
liams, Wilder, Wilson, and Yeaman—46. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. 
Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Bliss, Broomall, James S. 
Brown, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Dawson, Dennison, Eckley, 
Eden, Ganson, Harding, Harrington, Higby, Mulburd, Ker- 
nan, Knapp, Le Blond, Long, Lovejoy, Mailory, Marvin, 
McKinney, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Noble, Odell, John 
O°Neill, Pendleton, Pruyn, Samuel J. Randall, John H. 
Rice, Shannon, Spalding, Stevens, Stiles, Stuart, Thayer, 
Thomas, Tracy, Wadsworth, William B, Washburn, and 
Joseph W. White—48. i 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


During the call, 

Mr. LAW stated that Mr. EpcerTon was de- 
tained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK made the same announce- 
ment in reference to Mr. Van VALKENBURGH. 

Mr. COX stated that Mr. Scuencr liad paired 
off with Mr. C. A. Wuite, and Mr. BRANDEGEE 
with Mr. Rogers. 

Mr. CRESWELL stated that Mr. SMITHERS 
had been suddenly called home in consequence of 
severe illness in his family. 

Mr. COBB stated that Mr. Suoan was absent 
on account of severe illness in his family. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, stated that 
Mr. Moorneap and Mr. KeLLeEY were absent on 
business with the Naval Committee. Also, that 
Mr. Leonarp Myers was paired off with Mr. 
Ancona,and Mr. Kerey with Mr. Minvieron. 

The result was then announced as above re- 
corded. £ 

All the amendments having been disposed of, 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER proceeded, as the regular or- 
der of business, to call the committees for reports 
of a private nature. 


COMPENSATION FOR LOST SLAVES. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the Committee on 
the Judiciary was discharged from the further 
consideration of a petition asking compensation 
for lostslaves; and the same was laid on the table. 


COMPENSATION OF ASSESSORS. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the Committee 
on theJudiciary were discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of the assessors of 
the fourth congressional district of Connecticut 
for increase of pay; and the same was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


COMPENSATION OF MARSHALS. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, from the Com- 
mittce on the Judiciary, reported back, with a 
recommendation that it do notpass,a bill (H.R. 
No. 309) to regulate the compensation of the mar- 
shals of the United States court for the western 
district of Virginia. 

The bill was laid on the table. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, from the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, reported back, with a 
recommendation that it do pass, a bill (H. R. No. 
149) concerning certain schvol lands in township 
forty-five north, range seven east, in the State of 
Missouri; and moved to put the same on its pas- 
sage. 

The bill provides that all the right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to all the lands, 
tracts, pieces,and parcels of land within the Grand 
Prairie in township forty-five north of the base | 
line in range seven cast of the fifth principal me- 
ridian line in the State of Missouri, which have 
not heretofore been disposed of by the United 
States, be granted, relinquished, and conveyed by 
the United States in fee simple to the State of 
Missouri, for the support of schools in said town- 
ship, under certain limitations and restrictions 
contained in the bill. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Is this a private bill? 

The SPEAKER. Itisapublic bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I do not consider 
it a publie bill. ; 

‘The SPEAKER, Bills of this character have 


| always been held to be public bills. 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask that the report be read. 
The report was read. 


There being no objection to. the consideration 
of the bill, it was‘ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was'accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed.: °° < 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, moved: to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was. passed; and-also 
maven to lay the motion to récönsider oni ‘the 
table. A eas 

The latter motion was agreed.to. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. J. C. ALLEN, the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs was discharged from the fur-~ 
ther consideration of the petition of L: J.: Rose, 
praying compensation for losses sustained by In- 
dian depredations, and the same was laid upon 
the table. ` 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, ita 
Secretary, announced that the Senate hadspassed 
an act (No. 112) for the relief of the heirs of Al- 
mond D. Fisk, deceased; in which he was direeted 
to ask the concurrence of the House; and an act 
(H. R. ©. C, No. 116) for the relief of William 
G. Brown. : 

Also announcing that in the temporary absence 
of the Vice President of the United States, Sena- 
tor Foor had been chosen President of the Senate. 


GERRITT HULLFISH. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee of Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Gerritt 
Hullfish praying compensation for property de- 
stroyed by the United States troops at Haymar- 
ket, Virginia; which was laid upod the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled an act (H. R. C. C. No. 
116) for the relief of William G. Brown; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 


FOREIGN COASTING TRADE. 


Mr. LONGYEAR, from the Committee on 
| Commerce, reported a bill to repeal section two 
of an act entitled “* An act to regulate the foreign 
coasting trade on the northern, northeastern, and 
northwestern frontiers of the United States, and 
for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1831; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It simply enacts that the 
second section of the act referred to in the title be, 
aud the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as itis impossible 
to understand the purport of the bill from the read- 
ing of it, I hope some explanation will be given. 

Mr.LONGYEAR. I send to the Clerk’s desk 
letters from the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Secretary of State, which explain the matter. 

The Clerk read the letters, as follows: 


‘Treasury DEPARTMENT, January 18, 1864, 


Sir: I have the honor of transmitting a communication 
from the Secretary of State, relative to tonnage duties, Be., 
imposed upon American vessels in the ports of the British 
provinces; and to commend to your consideration his sug- 
gestion to repeal the second section of the act of March 2, 


| 1831, to regulate the foreign and coasting trade on our north- 


ern, northeastern, and northwestern frontiers. 
With great respect, S. P. CUASE, 
Secretary af the Treasury. 
Hon. È. B.W ASHBURNE, ChairmanCommittee of Commeree, 
House of Representatives, 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, November 13, 1863. 

Sir: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
communication, with its inclosures, touching the Hability 
of Canadian vessels to pay tonnage duty, under the fitteenth 
section of the tariff act of 1862. 

Immediately upon the receipt of your letter inquiries 
upon the subject were addresse@ to our consular. officers, 
and they were instructed to report upon the duties levied 
upon American vessels in the British provinces. Theat- 
tention of Mr. Abbot, an officer of this Department, in his 
recent Visit to Canada, was also directed to this subject. 

-I am informed that there is no imperial or provincial en- 
actment exempting American vessels from tonnage or other 
duties in the ports of Canada. In some of the provineial 
ports various duties are levied upon American vessels un- 
der the name of “light duties,” “ hospital dues,”  water- 
police dues,” ‘* harbor-master’s fees,” “ pilotage,” ‘signal 
fee These duties in the aggregate amount to a very côn- 
siderable sum. The ‘light duties’? are regarded as very 
oppressive, especially upon our fishing vessels on the coast 
of the lower provinces, especially ag it is said the lights are 
either entirely wauting or are very inadequate to their pro- 
tection. ‘This light tax upon a vessel of one hundred and 
fifty tons passing through the Gut of Canso amounts to twen- 
ty-seven dollars and fifty cents, which is regarded by the 


THE CONGRE 


SSIONAL GLOBE: 


March 11, 


masters of vessels as very exorbitant, as they are said to re- 
eeive no substantial. benefit from more than one ight. 
Besides the classes of duties above enumerated, it is un- 
derstood that the Jocal authorities in. certain ports are au- 
thorized to levy “ tonhage duties” for harbor purposes. The 
harbor commissioners for the porto! Montreal, for instance, 
have levied tonnage duties on all shipping remaining twen- 
ty-four hours in, that port. è 
These duties are as-follaws < 
« On steamboats measuring filty tons and upward, per ton 
of their, burden ‘per-register, for each day of twenty-four 
hours they remain in the harbor, reckoned from the hour of 
their arrival to that of their departure, 4d. ` 
< & On all other vessels measuring fifty tons and upward. 
r ton and per day, as aforesaid, 4d. 


“ On steamboats measuring under filty tons, for each day |. 


reckoned as aforesaid, each, 2s. 

tOn alf other vessels measuring from twenty-five to fifty 
tons per register, each per day, reckoned as aforesaid, 1s. 

«On all vessels of less than twenty-five tons burden cach 
per day, as aforesaid, 6d.” 
In Toronto and other ports in the provinces. similar tou- 

e duties are collected for like purposes. 
Prom what has been said, T think you will perceive that 
there exists no good reason to exempt from tonnage duty ves- 
sels belonging wholly or in part to subjects of foreign Powers, 
including those residing in the British North American prov- 
incesjon entry into our ports on the northern, northwestern, 
and northeastern frontiers of the United States and from the 
British North American provinces. i 

T beg leave to suggest for your consideration whether all 
doubt and ambiguity on tie subject may not be removed 
by a repeal of the second section of the act of 2d March, 
4831, chapter ninety-cight, (see Statutes at Large, vol. 4, p- 
487,) and in that event whether it may not be expedient to 
recommend such legislation for the consideration of Con- 
gress. i 

Under the powers with which the local authorities are 
clothed in Canada, the tonnage duties levied by them may 
differ in every port, and. it would be obviously inexpedient 
to make such widely differing duties the measures by which 
tonnage duties are to be Jevied-and collected on vessels en- 
tering our ports, in, the northern, northeastern, and north- 
„western [routlers. 

The papers inclosed in your communication are here- 
with returned. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

WILLIAM H. SEWARD. 

Hon. S. P. Citase, Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill proposes to repeal 
that section only? 

Mr. LONGYEAR. Thatis all. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And it is a report from the 
Committee on Commerce? 

The SPEAKER. Itis and it is recommended 
by the State Department and by the ‘Treasury 
Department. : 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

fr, LONG YEAR moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO HOMESTEAD LAW. 
Mr. JULIAN. Lask leave of the House to 


report from the Committee on Public Landia bill 
of a public character that it may be acted on now. 
It is Senate bill No. 60, an actamendatory of the 
homestead law, and for other purposes. 

{ desire, Mr. Speaker, to state in a few words 
the reasons requiring immediate action on this 
bill, The bill contains a few simple provisions 
amendingthe homestead law in certain particu- 
lars which I am sure will meet the approbation of 
every member of the House. 

It provides, among other things, that the oath 
required of the homestead claimant may be made 
before the clerk of the county in which the party 
resides, so that he shall not be required to go in 
person to the office of the register, but may forward 
it by another. 

Tt provides also that soldiers in the military 
service may make the affidavit before the officer 
in command, and transmit it to the register by 
any person authorized to act as his agent. 

t further provides that where persons have 
taken the preliminary steps required by the law 
of 1862, aud have been prevented, by being called 
into the military service, from completing the re- 
quirements of the law, they shall not lose their 
rights by such fact. ‘The bill contains some otber 
provisions of less importance, and about which 
there will be no difference of opinion. 

I am satisfied that if gentlemen will hear the 
bill read they will allow it to pass at once. Im- 
mediate action is needed, 

I understand that, in some instances, persons 
have to travel four or five hundred miles, chiefly 
through rebel territory, in order to reach the 
office of the register. “The law, as it now stands, 
greatly hinders the settlementand improvement of 
our public lands. It is important that the claim- 
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ants shall be allowed to:make their affidavits be- 
fore the clerk of the county in which they reside, 
and to transmit them to the Land Office, so that 
the purposes of the homestead Jaw may be car- 
ried out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
bill. -> 
The bill was read. It provides that in the case 
of any person desirous of availing himself of the 
benefits of the homestead actof May 20, 1862, but 
who, by reason of actual service in the military 
or naval service of the United States, is unable to 
do the personal preliminary acts at the district 
land office which the act of May 20, 1862, re- 
quires, and whose family, or some member there- 
of, is residing on the land which he desires to 
enter, and upon which a bonafideimprovementand 
settlement have been made, it shall and may be 
lawful for such person to make the affidavit re- 
quired by that act before the officer commanding in 
the branch of the service in which the party may be 
engaged, which affidavit shall be as binding in 
law, and with like penalties, as if taken before the 
register or receiver; and upon such affidavit being 
filed with the register by the wife or other repre- 
sentative of te party, the same shall become ef- 
fective from the date of such filing, provided the 
application and affidavit are accompanied by the 
feeand commissions, as required by law. 

The second section provides that, besides the 
ten-dollar fee exacted by the act, the homestead 
applicant shall hereafter pay to the register und 
receiver each, as commissions, at the time of en- 
try, one per cent. upon the cash price as fixed by 
law of the land applied for, and like commissions 
when the claim is finally established and the cer- 
tificate therefor issued as the basis of a patent. 

The third section provides that in any case here- 
after in which the applicant for the benefit of the 
homestead, and whose family, or some member 
thereof, is residing on the land which he desires 
toenter,and upon which a bona fide improvement 
and settlement have been made, is prevented, by 
reason of distance, bodily infirmity, or other good 
cause, from personal attendance at the district 
land office, it shall and may be lawful for him to 
make the affidavit required by the original statute 
before the clerk of the court for the county in 
which the applicant is an actual resident, and to 
transmit the same, with the fee and commissions, 
to the register and receiver, 

‘The fourth section provides that in lieu of the 
fec allowed by the twelfth section of the preémp- 
tion act of September 4, 1841, the register and re- 
ceiver shall cach be entitled to one dollar for their 
services in acting upon preémption claims, and 
shall be allowed, jointly, at the rate offifteen cents 
per hundred words for the testimony which may 
be reduced by them to writing for claimants, in 
establishing preémption or homestead rights, the 
regulations for giving proper effect to the provis- 
ions of this act to be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. 

The fifth section provides that where a pre- 
emptor has taken the initiatory steps required by 
existing laws in regard to actual settlement, and’ 
ig called away from such settlement by being act- 
ually engaged in the military or naval. service of 
the United States,and by reason of such absence 
is unable to appear at the district land office, to 
make, before the register or recciver, the affida- 
vits required by the thirteenth section of the pre- 
emption act of September 4, 1841, the time for 
filing such affidavit and making final proof and 
entry or location shall be extended. six months 
after the expiration of his term of service, upon 
satisfactory proof by affidavit, or the testimony 
of witnesses that the preémptor ts in the service, 
being filed with the register of the land office for 
the district in which his settlement is made. 

The sixth section provides that the registers 
and receivers in the States of California and Or- 
egon, and in the Territories of Washington, Ne- 
vada, Colorado, Idaho, New Mexico, and Ari- 
zona, shall be entitled to collect and receive, in 
addition to the fees and allowances provided by 
this act, fifty per cent. of the fees and allowances 
as compensation for their services; provided, the 
salary and fees allowed any register or receiver 


I ask for the reading of the 


| shall not exceed in the aggregate the sum of 
$3,000 per annum. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the fifth 
section by adding the following proviso: 
Provided, however, That any private soldier or seaman, 


who shall have served in the military or naval service of 
the United States for the period of two years, shal] be en- 
titled to the benefits of this act without payment of any fees 
whatever, and shall, so soon as he may settle on a home- 
stead selection, be entitled to a patent therefor. 

This proviso, Mr. Speaker, requires service for 
two years. | trust that my colleague will see the 
justice’ of giving to the soldier who has served 
two years and been honorably discharged his 
homestead without payment of fees or without 
delay for five years. 

Mr: JULIAN. [have no objection to my col- 
league offering that amendment. f 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the 
bill being considered at this time? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
ion, and the bill is before the House. 

Mr. JULIAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
that I have any objection to the amendment of- 
fered by my colleague if I understood it. Atall 
events, I have no objection to having a vote of 
the House upon it, ‘This bill has been reported 
unanimously, not only by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands in this House, but also by the same com- ` 
mittee in the Senate. The only amendment that 
the House committee recommends is the adoption 
ofa provision that all reserved lands shall bring at 
least the minimum price of $1 25 peracre. I think 
there can be no objection whatever to the bill in 
any of its features, and I am willing that my col- 
league shall have a vote of the House upon his 
amendment. . 

Mr. BOYD. I move to amend the third sec- 
tion of the bill by inserting, after the words 
‘clerk of the court for the county in which the 
applicant is an actual resident,” the words ‘4a 
judge of a court of record, a clerk of a court of 
record, ora notary publie.” 

The question being on Mr. Hotman’s amend- 

ment, 
Mr. HOLMAN said: Inasmuch, Mr. Speaker, 
as quite a number of gentlemen desire to attend 
the funeral of the wife of the oldest officer of this 
House in a very few moments, and as there is no 
quorum present, I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

Mr. ALLEY. I hopethe gentleman will with- 
draw that motion fora moment, in order to allow 
me to ask the House to take up Senate bill No. 
158, and pass it at this time. 

The SPEAKER. If the House will adjourn 
now, the bill will come up next Friday after the 
morning hour. . 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope the House will not 
adjourn, but that there may bea call of the House. 
There is an appropriation bill which { want to 
have passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 
thatif the House do not adjourn now he willask 
leave of absence himself. Ele feelsitto be his duty 
to attend the funeral of the wife of the Journal 
clerk. 

Mr. WILLIAMS called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks leave of ab- 
sence from the House for the remainder of to-day’s 
session, 

Leave was granted; and Mr. Beaman took the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 61, nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, James ©. Allen, Alley, Baily, Baxter, 
Beaman, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Bliss, 
Chavler, Ambrose W. Clark, Clay, Cox, Dawson, Dennison, 
Dumont, Eckley, Eden, Eliot, Ganson, Hall, Harding, Har- 
rington, Herrick, Hoiman, Kalbfleisch, Francis W, Kel- 
logy, Orlando Kellogg, Knapp, Le Blond, Long, Mallory, 
McAllister, MeKinney, Morrill, James R. Morris, Morri- 
son, Noble, Norton, Odell, John O'Neill, Orth, Pendleton, 
Perry, Pruyn, Samuel J. Randall vannon, Smith, Spal- 
ding, Stebbins, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Stiles, 
Stuart, Sweat, Wadsworth, Elihu B. Washburne, Joseph 
W. White, Wilson, Windom, and Yeaman—6l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ashley, Au- 
gustus C. Baldwin, John Ð. Baldwin, Boutwell, Boyd, 
Broomall, Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, ‘Thomas T. 
Davis, Dawes, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Farnsworth, Grin- 
neil, Haie, Charles M. Harris, Higby, Hotchkiss, John H. 
Habbard, Julian, Kernan, Longyear, Lovejoy, McBride, 
MeCiurg, Mcindoc, Samuel F. Miller, Daniel Morris, 
Charles O’Neill, Perham, Price, William H. Randall, John 
H. Rice, Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, William 
B. Washburn, Williams, and Wiider—46,. 


So the motion was agreed to; and thereupon 
(at two o'clock and forty-five minutes, p. m.) 
the House adjourned. > 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, March 12, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 


by Rev. Mr. Curzun, of New York. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATH. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr.McDonatp, 
one of its clerks, announced to the House that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
ofconference upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill of the House (No. 156) to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1864. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a joint resolu- 
tion (H: R. No. 37) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to anticipate the payment of interest 
on the public debt, with amendments, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

Also, that the Senate had passed an act (H. R. 
No. 50) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending the 80th of June, 1865, with amendments, 
in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE, 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
upon the President’s annual message. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Dawes in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 


ation of the President’s annual message, on which | 


the gentleman from Indiana [Mr, Houtman] was 
entitled to the floor. 


AMNESTY PROCLAMATION. 


‘Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, after three 
years of relentless war, engrossing the attention 
and commanding the energies of thirty million 
people, we approach, at least in anticipation, the 
fel. result of the tremendous conflict. The re- 
cent proclamation of the President of the United 
States declaring the future policy of the Execu- 
tive, and the bill for the reorganization of State 
governments now pending before this House,bring 
us face to face with the final issue—the condi- 
tions on which the Union shall be restored. This 
movement is not necessarily premature. Two 
States in which civil government was overthrown 
have been relieved by the success of our arms 
from the military power of the rebellion; and large 
portions of other States are within the lines of 
he Federal forces; and besides this, sir, the prin- 
iples on which the people ofthe United Statesare 
villing to restore the Union must have a power- 
ul influence for good or for evil on the masses of 
he people of the South. : , 

The proclamation of the President, which was 
ommunicated to Congress and published to the 
ountry on the 8th day of December, 1863, 
whether considered as a war measure adopted by 
ne Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy 
or as a measure of civil government, is the most 
extraordinary instrument that ever challenged the 
attention of a free people. If oursystem of gov- 
ernment were different; if, instead of the careful 
divisions of political power prescribed by the Con- 
stitution, the legislative and executive functions 
were vested in one man, and he was announcing 


aioaeed 
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the conditions upon which revolted provinces | 
should escape the calamities of war and be re- | 
stored to the empire, the proclamation would con- 


form to the ordinary experience of mankind; but 
emanating from the President of the United States, 
whose powers are executive only, the proclama- 
ion may well arrest the attention and provoke the 
criticism of a people jealous of delegated power. 

The proclamation announcesa conditional am- 


nesty to the masses of the people involved in the | 


rebellion, and declares the conditions on which the 
States in which civil government had been over- 
thrown might be reorganized and restored to the 
Union, The States enumerated in the proclama- 
tionare either States of the Union or else by seces- 
sion and revolution they have ceased to be States 
of the Union. If they arein the Union, the Con- 
stitution with its powers to protect and its powers 
to punish embraces them. 


lations of States to-the Union? Can he declarea 


Prayer | 


Can the President by | 
a War measure or a peace measure change the re- ` 


different basis on which the local sovereignty of a 
State may rest than that which the Constitution |i 
has prescribed? He may as Commander-in-Chief || 
subdue the military power which resists the su- 
premacy of the Federal "Government. He may |! 
reclaim the public property. He may compel by 
force submission to the laws; but in all this heis 
but the agent of the Constitution and Jaws, the 
Executive of their power. But may he determine 
who shallconstitute the State? May he prescribe 
who shall exercise the elective franchise, and what 
part or what class of the peopleshal] assume and 
exercise political power? Ina word, sir, can he 
declare the foundations and prescribe the condi- 
tions of citizenship? 

If he can do all this, sir—and all this is assumed 
by his proclamation—then is the war power of the 
President of the United States supreme and abso- 
lute, before which Constitution and laws are. pros- ti 
trate and powerless. I shrink, sir, with terror j 
from such assumptions. I deny any such power || 
in the President either as President or Com- 
mander-in-Chief. His powers are the powers of | 
an Executive, not of a legislator. Itis his sworn 
duty to “take care that the laws be faithfully ex- 
ecuted,’? not to make them; but the powers as- 
sumed transcend even the legislative authority of 
Congress. His powers are as much prescribed’ 
and limited in war as in peace; but these are not 
powers of war but powers of civil government. 
By his proclamation he declares that such per- 
sons and such only of the States in which civil 
government has been subverted, whether loyal or 
disloyal, who shali take the oath—not an oath 
prescribed by the legislative power, but by him- |! 
self, an oath unknown to the Constitution and || 
laws—shall constitute the State if their number 
shall be not less than one tenth of the votes cast 
at the last presidential election in such State. |} 
This one tenth may organize and shall constitute |! 
the State, and he pledges the Federal Govern- |! 
ment, that is, the executive power, to maintain |; 
the State so organized. The old maxim of our į; 
fathers was that sovereignty was in the people, 
that they were the source of political power. |) 
Upon whose sovereignty would such a State be |! 
organized? The sovereignty of the people? No, || 
sir. On the sovereignty of the President of the 
United States; for the power that declares the |} 
conditions of Government is sovereign. 

It cannot be said by way of apology that in de- 
termining who should restore the State the proc- 
lamation justly discriminates between loyalty and 
treason, for the loyal man becomes a political out- 
cast if he asserts his citizenship under the Con- 
stitution’ of his country and refuses to accept 
conditions imposed on him, not by law- but in 
defiance of law, by the President. Indeed, sir, he 
may become the subject or victim of laws enacted 


ll to the 


iby taking the oath, 


| treason. 


by men whose treason had overthrown the gov- 
ernment of his State, and whose crimes might in~ 
duce compliance with conditions which secured 
an amnesty from their guilt. If Mr. Lincoln had 
recognized the constitutional rights of loyal citi- 
zens wlio of all others had suflered by treason, 
and had imposed his conditions of amnesty on 
traitors only as a punishment for crime, the plea 
at least of equity and justice might be made in 
his behalf. As it is, the charge of usurpation is 
unrclicved even by the argument of moderation 
and fairness. Mr. Lincoln,in his message to the 
first session ofthe Thirty-Seventh Congress, says: | 
*¢It may well be questioned whether there is to-day a 
majority of the legally qualified voters of any State, exe! 
perhaps South Carolina, in favor of disunion. ‘Phere 
much reason to believe that the Union men are the m: 
ity in many, if notin every other one, of the so-called 
ceded States. Itis ventured to affirni this even of Vir 
and Tennessee, for the result of an election held in mili- 
tary camps, where the bayonets are ail on one side of the ; 
question voted upon, can seareely be considered as dem- 
onstating popular sentiment. At such an election all of | 
that large € who are at once forthe Union and against | 
coercion would be coerced to vote against the Enion’? i 
And now Mr. Lincoln; by his proclamation, in | 
allowing only those who had accepted hisamnesty 
to reorganize the State, is driven to assume that 
either by the policy his radical advisers have forced 
upon him, ar by the bayonets of the rebels, all of 
this large body of Union men have been driven 
into rebellion and require the benefit of his am- || 
nesty, or else that in reorganization it is better to | 
rely on the gratitude of the pardoned traitor than | 
i 
i 


or- 


on the loyalty of the loyal citizen. The procla- 
sation declares that whenever a number of per- 
sons, not less than one tenth of the voters, who 


shall have taken the oath prescribed as the con 
dition. of amnesty,“ and excluding all: others, 
shall reéstablish a State government- which shall 


i be republican, and in nowise contravening said 


oath, such shall be recognized as. the true gov- 
ernment of the State, and the State: shall recéive 
thereunder the benefits of the constitutional pra- 
vision which declares that ‘the United -States 
shall guaranty to every State of this Union a‘ie- 
publican. form of government,’ and shall protect 
each of them against invasion, and, on application 
of the Legislature, or the Executive, (when the 


; Legislature cannot be convened,) against: domes- 


tic violence.” And the President further says: 

And it is suggested as notimproper that in-construeting 
aloyal State government in any State, thé naine ofthe State, 
the boundary, the subdivisions, the constitution and general 
code of laws, as before the rebellion, be maintained, subject 
only to the modifications made necessary by thit conditions 
hereinbefore stated, and such others, if any, not contra 


| Vening said conditions.” 


It scarcely seems possible, sir, that this is an 
American President speaking of States. of the ` 
American Union. One tenth of the voters having 


| taken the prescribed oath to obtain the ‘benefit 


ofthe amnesty, “ and excluding all others,’’** shall 
reéstablish a State government.” [tis to.the per- 
sons to whom the amnesty is granted, “each 
having taken the oath aforesaid,’ an oath faith- 


| fully to support the proclamations of the President 


having reference to slaves, and all acts of Con- 
gress on that subject, that the right, and the ex- 
clusive right, to establish e State government is 
transferred. It is loyalty to proclamations, not 
the Constitution, on which Mr. Lincoln would 
build his republican States, 

Mr. Lincoln seems to have entirely overlooked 
the loyal men of these States, five of which States” 


! had regiments of citizensin the Union army. And 
i why? 


Because, sir, he, may have justly argued 
that ei would not accept conditions unknown 

onstitution and imposed by exeeutive 
power; that the virtue that resisted treason would 
resist this encroachment on inherent and unfor- 
feited rights, and this, too, whatever their views 


| might be on the subject of slavery. The oath 


to support the Constitution was the only oath 
‘that could be imposed on thea; while the traitor, 
was restored to his forfeited 
rights, and more—the rignt of governing his loyal 
fellow-citizens, . 

What then, sir, are the elements, the materials 
of Mr. Lincoln’s “republican States?” A num- 
ber not less than a tenth of the voters, not selected 
because they have been loyal to the Government, 
but because they have taken the oath, prescribed 
not by the Constitution and laws, but by the Ex- 
ecutive, and taken it, too, to obtain amnesty for 
And this one tenth having taken the 
oath, “and excluding all others,”’ shall reéstab- 
lish a State government ‘‘ which shall be repub- 
hean” if it “in nowise contravene said oath,” 
and “ shall be recognized as the true government 
of the State,*’ and “ shall receive from the United 
States the constitutional guarantee and protection 
from invasion” and * domestic violence.” And 
such, then, is Mr. Lincoln’s idea of “a repub- 
lican’” form of government, a government formed 
by not less than one tenth of its people and upon 
conditions dictated by himself. And this a re- 
publican State? Shades of our fathers? are these 


' the kind of republican States thatare to perpetuate 


the American Union, the grand old Republic of 
Washington? With a Union of such States will 
we dare to decorate this Capitol with the proud 
old emblems of constitutional Hberty? A Union 
of free and equal States? 

Mr. Lincoin suggests that it would not be im- 
proper’? to retain the name, boundaries, &c., of 
the originat State. ‘Nol improper’*—a mere baga- 
telle! But still it would not be “improper” to 
retain these ancient landmarks: they are of no 
moment if in life and spirit the State iseonformed 
to the model of the new builder! But Mr. Lin- 


: coln, as if remembering that the legislative pow- 


ers of the Government were not confined to him- 
self, but delegated to Congress, says that <‘wheth- 
er members sent to Congress from any State sball 


: be admitted to seats constitutionally rests exclu- 


sively with the two Houses.’* This is at least 


a concession; but whether their Representatives 
were admitted or not would not lessen his power, 
for if not admitted, the only power: that would 


‘reach these States would be that of the Exccu- 
| tive. 


Mr. Lincoln might well have doubted 
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whether Congress. would consent that ten. thou- 
gand votera in Louisiana should possess in the 
Senate a power equal to three hundred thousand 
in Obio, and, with one half the vote of any con- 
-gréssional district of Indiana, should have. five 
‘members on. this floor, and seven votes in the 
Electoral College. ; 
` Such; siry would be'a fair statement of the case 
upon the theory that the States.of the South are 
still States of the Union, and the acts of secession 
nolland void; the Constitution still ynimpaired 
though’ resisted by armed force. But how does 
the case’stand on the other hypothesis, that by 
„secession and rebellion the ten States of the South 
have ceased to be States of the Union? Thisis the 
theory of most of the Republican leaders on this 
floor, and especially of the distinguished leader 
of, the [louse, [Mr. Srevens.] It is also the 
doctrine of Davis and his rebel conspirators. It 
. might be charged, indeed, that such is the theory 
of Mr. Lincoln, for if they are still States of the 


Union, as I maintain, the Constitution embraces - 


them; and ifso, by what authority does he fix the 


conditions on which they shall be recognized as’ 


States? His only duty ‘in such case is to sub- 
due the armed power that for the time being sus- 
pends the authority of the Constitution, and not 
to organize civil government; thatis not a power 
of war butof peace. But ifout of the Union the 
could only be restored as ‘new States,” and if 
even: built on the, executive model could only 
, obtain admission into the Union through Con- 
gress. ‘ New States may be admitted by the 
Congress into this Union.” The Congress, and 
not the President, must. judge of the republican 
form of their government. Congress, represent- 
ing the States and the people, must determine 
whether the new State shall be admitted as an 
equal into the august sisterhood of States. The 
recognition and organization of the President 
would be a naked act of power having no relation 
to the Federal Union, Therefore, on either theory, 
the assumption of authority by the President to 
reorganize the political structure of States, and 
pledge the United States for their maintenance, 
ought to be condemned as at the very least, to use 
the mildest terms, a tremendous innovation on the 
fundamental principles of the Government, and 
tending to the utter subversion of public liberty. 

T have said all this, sir, without any reference 
to the particular object which the President man- 
ifestly seeks to accomplish. ‘That he was willing 
to arrogate to himself these tremendous powers for 
the abolition of African slavery, or for any other 
purpose does not change the question, Usurpa- 
tions have ever been justified by some specious neces- 
sity. Ido not speak with reference to the merit 
of this specious pretense. If the ambitious dem- 
agogues of the South in their miserable feud with 
the ambitious fanatics of the North have involved 
the whole people in the calamities of war, and as 
an incident to that war African slavery shall per- 
ish, I have but to say, sir, “ let it perish.” 

Tam not unmindful, sir, of the fearful perils to 
which this infumous rebellion has exposed this 
nation, Lam conscious, sir, that impelled by the 
impending danger many a military act of ques- 
tionable constitutionality might bé extenuated on 
the plea of imperative necessity. To criticise the 
acts and crrors of an Administration inthe midst 
of the calamities and agonies of a tremendous 
war, as if it were a time of peace, would be un- 
worthy of a representative of a patriotic people. 
I have not been unmindful of all this; and if this 
great error of usurpation had been the error of an 
hour, I should have remained silent. But if this 
act of the President, in leaving the province of an 
executive officer, and assuming to himself every 
function of Government, even with the represent- 
atives of the people then assembled in Congress, 
shall be consummfted, it will, in the enfranchise- 
ment of the African, overthrow every safeguard 
of the public liberty, if not now, in the dangerous 

recedent it will establish for some abler and 

older aspirant to power. Nor, sir, can I escape 
the belief that Mr. Lincoln in all this has been 
more controlled by political hostility to the do- 
mestic policy of the South than by an earnest de- 
sire to restore the Union to its original symmetry, 
else why does he ignore the difference between the 
loyal and the disloyal men of the South? Why, 
if he deemed an act of general amnesty proper, 


did he not make the condition of restoration an | 


`< oath of fidelity to the Constitution, and upon that 


old and sanctified foundation restore the structure 
which treason had attempted to destroy? 

That part of the proclamation which grants a 
general amnesty, except to the leading traitors, 
even on the conditions imposed, may weaken the 
rebellion. It isan act within the scope of ex- 
ecutive power, and will not be condemned even 
by those who prefer only unconditional submis- 
sion to the Constitution on the part of the mis- 
guided masses of the people as the conditions of 
peace. It is only when the Executive leaves the 
field of his constitutiohal authority that the citi- 
zen may justly condemn. i 

But opposition to the policy of substituting the 
willofthe Executive for the old theory ofthe sover- 
eignty of the people is happily notconfined to those 
opposed to the political views of the President. The 
bill upon your table, sir, reported by the commit- 
tee on recanstruction, by the honorable gentleman 
from Maryland, {Mr. Davis,] is a most signal 
condemnation of the executive usurpation, ‘This 
bill, sir, proposes to substitute the law of the 
Jand for the will of the President. It confers on 
him tremendous powers, but they are only the 
powers he now assumes without the authority of 
law. LHe proposes to restore the States on the 
basis of traitors pardoned by his amnesty; this 
bill on the basis of loyal citizens only. He acts 
through military governors, for whose appoint- 
ment there is no law; this bill would give the 
sanction of law to hisappointments. He requires 
an oath from the pardoned electors to sustain his 
proclamation, while this bill, ignoring the sanctity 
of these instruments, requires of the electors 
simply an oath of fidelity to the Constitation of 
the United States. 

But this bill, as though its author would follow 
in the footsteps of the President wherever it was 
possible, proposes to found the States on the will 
of one tenth of its voters, and requires the abo- 
lition of African slavery as a condition for re- 
storing the State, not by the sanction of an oath, 
but by a constitutional guarantee; and the bill pro- 
vides that if the convention called to frame a con- 
stitution refuses to abolish African slavery, the 
Governor appointed by the President shall declare 
the convention dissolved, and until the loyal peo 
ple who had taken the oath to support the Con- 
stitution will consent ta the conditionand abolish 
African slavery the State shall be governed by 
officers appointed by the President. But if the 
convention so called shall consent to the condition 
and frame a constitution, that the President, “after 
obtaining the assent of Congress, shall, by proc- 
lamation, recognize that government, and none 
other, as the constitutional government of the 
State.” And after such recognition, and not be- 
fore, Senators and Representativesand ‘ electors 
for President and Vice President may be elected 
in such State according to the laws of such State 
and of the United States.” 

The fundamental difference in these schemes 
of reconstruction consists mainly in the source of 
the authority that would limit the free action of 
the people, the President or the Congress, the 
executive or the legislative power. The Presi- 
dent with hisown instruments would mold them 
to his own will, while the bill demands the au- 
thority of law; but both ignore the majority of 
the people and for the same cause; both sacrifice 
the old principle of popular government to the 
impatient determination to change,not extinguish, 
the servitude of the African, for neither proposes 
to make hima member of the State; the one herds 
him With the loyal citizens disfranchised for not 
accepting the President’s amnesty while the other 
consigns him to political servitude with his dis- 
loyal master; but in subtle craftiness the Presi- 
dent’s plan greatly surpasses the plan proposed 
bythe bill. Mr. Lincoln might well have argued 
that, having in his message to Congress declared 
the existence of a large Union-loving population 


iin all the States of the South except South Car- 


olina, if he required of these loyal men who had 
forfeited nothing by treason, who had borne and 
suffered agonies unknown to loyal men of the 
Worth, to take any other oath as a condition of 
the restoration of their State to the Union except 
that of fidelity to the Constitution, the sentiment 
of justice and honor would everywhere revolt. 
Besides, he might well suppose that the men who 
had resisted the rage of iron-handed treason would 


| not at his dictation abandon any right of citizen- 


ship, and that the whole people would condemn 


the arbitrary-attemptto control their political con- 
duct. Therefore it was, sir, that traitors and 
others willing to acknowledge themselvesas such, 
who had received the benefit of his clemency, en- 
franchised by his pardon, were made the chosen 
instruments to remodel. States according to his 
own dictation, while on the other hand the bill, 
recognizing only loyal citizens, does not insult 
them by a pardon for crimes they had not com- 
mitted, but would force them to compliance by 
this alternative: adopt a constitution prohibiting 
African slavery, or submit to a servitude where 
every politicalright of the citizen is extinguished, 
where every office is filled by the appointmentof 
the President.. Rather than submit to this, loyal 
citizens might submit to Federal dictation. But 
still this is butauthorizing by law what ths Pres- 
ident assumes to do without the slightest colorof 
authority. s 

Iam free to admit that if I were compelled to 
choose between the crafty scheme of the Presi- 
dent and the plan proposed by this bill, I should 
not hesitate to accept the latter, It would at least 
have tbe merit of rcorganizing the States on the 
legislative will of the whole people as represented 
in Congress, while the other is the mere arbitrary 
dictation of one man, still one man, though he be 
the President of the United States. 

But, sir, there is one leading feature in both of 
these measures which fills me with alarm, the 
utter abandonment of the fundamental principle 
of this Republic, that all just powers of govern- 
mentare derived from the consent of the governed. 
One tenth of the voters may on either plan become the 
State; the bill does not require one hour of res- ` 
idence to entitle a person to participate in the re- 
organization; and such, too, 18 the practical effect 
of the proclamation as modified by military order. 
As the rebel forces are from time to time driven 
from State after State or from parts of States, I 
see no difficulty in the President consummating 
his purpose. A handful of pliant rebels, who had 
forfeited life and property by treason, might well 
consent, when the fortuncs of the rebellion became 
desperate, to exchange their perilous condition by 
becoming the pliant and mercenary instruments 
of the President and at the same time the sover- 
eign citizens of the State, the masters of their fel- 
low-citizens. So that unsuccessful treason would 
open upa magnificent destiny ! A wonderful trans- 
formation, marvelous as an Arabian tale! Who 
then, sir, in the ordinary course of things will be 
the chosen citizens of these new republican States? 
Rebels to whom, under the auspices of a gracious 
patron, is opened upa path of safety and of power; 
the camp followers and reckless adventurers who 
swarm like vultures on the outskirts of a great 
army, greedy, dishonest, and merciless, and those 
who, otherwise loyal,are seduced from their man- 
hood by the corrupting and boundless patronage 
of the President. These, sir, will be his willing 
instruments, and the States they would organize 
would be the States of Abraham Lincoln, not 
States of the American Union; the true loyalty 
of the South outcast, dishonored. 

In the practical workings of this plan, the coun- 
try has been filled with indignant astonishment 
at the recent act of a major general, annulling by 
a military order the constitution and laws of Lou- 
isiana, declaring the basis of civil governmentand 
reducing the term of residence for citizenship, so 
that camp-followers and adventurers, the plun- 
derers of the gallantsoldier, might become theau- 
gust founders ofa State; and this, too—how cheer- 
less and bitter the merhory !~in the city famous 
for the last battle in the second war forindepend- 
ence. And more significant still the recent am- 
bitious butdisastrous attempt to reorganize a State 
in Florida. Who was responsible for that dis- 
aster? What were the instructions to the ambi- 
tious youth who left the mansion of the President 
and directed the veteran Gillmore to abandon for 
the time the assault on the accursed city of Charles- 
ton? Who set on foot the idle tale of inter- 
cepted dispatches, pointing out the numberless 
herds of cattle in the glades of Florida, the last 
hope of the rebel army? For what was all this? 
To pave the way for a new State under the shel- 
ter of a military expedition. The sufferings and 
blood of a gallant army were to gratify. the base 
ambition of unworthy favorites of the Executive, 
and the fatal battle-field of Olustee was the result. 
Fifteen hundred gallantsoldiers are stricken down, 
the victims of selfish and mercenary adventurers 
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seeking to organize a State under the auspices of 
the proclamation. The mere possibility of con- 
summating such a scheme, and the easy manner 
in which the President is led to sacrifice public 
interests to accommodate the views of unworthy 
favorites, is sufficient to expose and condemn the 
entire system. The fact that the President may 
have been deceived only aggravates the misfor- 
tune. G 

Both the proclamation and the bill declare that the 
government organized by a number not less than 
one tenth of the-voters ‘* shall be republican in its 
form.” Rome was called a republic, even under the 
despotism of the Cæsars. Can the power of the 
President or the will of Congress change the very 
nature of things? We have heretofore indulged the 
belief that a republic was at least founded on the 
will of the people—a government of majorities; but 
here one tenth of the people may be the State, nine 
tenths of the people political outcasts, serfs, pariths! 
And is this arepublican State? Great God! how 
the stern old republicans of the Revolution would 
have swelled with rage at such republicanism as 
this! * Republican in form;’’ what an insult to 
human intelligence! Such a government is not 
a republic. Itisan oligarchy, the most infamous 
form of government that ever oppressed man- 
kind. Itis the form of government that at one 
time disgraced Athens, that insulted and finally 
overthrew the Roman republic, that created the 
lazaroni of Naples and Venice, and extinguished 
the liberties of Genoa. There is but one instance 
in history where that form of government has not 
ended in monarchy, and in that instance the day 
of its overthrow became immortal in the memory 
of mankind. à 

The favored citizens of these States might in- 
deed diminish their own authority by admitting 
others to citizenship; but who shall compel them 
to doit? And when, sir, have so small a number 
of people obtained the mastery over their fellow- 
citizens, and voluntarily surrendered their su- 
premacy? Mr. Lincoln declares sucha State ‘ re- 
publican,” and pledges the nation to maintain 
it even against the “domestic violence?’ which 
wouldassert the natural equality of man. twill be 
observed that this is not designed as a temporary 
expedient, but as a permanent system of gov- 
ernment. What becomes of the equality of the 
States? A thousand voters in Florida would send 
two members to the Senateand one to this House; 
ten thousand voters in Louisiana two Senatorsand 
five members on this floor. I hear it compared 
to the rotten-borough system of England. It is 
infinitely worse. These Statcs, then, embracing 
half of the territory of the Union, when the rebel- 
lion is subdued, whether redrganized by the spe- 
cial authority and through the instruments of the 
President or carried on by an army of civil offi- 
cials appointed by himself, become the mere in- 
struments of the executive power, in no sense 
States of the Union, but agents for despotism and 
ruin, not more prostrating to them than to us. 

And is this to be the end of this mighty agony? 
Is it for this the gallant soldier has laid down his 
life? Is it for this that your gallant sons have 
met the iron front of battle and won the imper- 
ishable glory of a patriot grave? Isit for this the 
wife sits weeping with her orphan children by the 
desolate hearthstone, and the tearful eyes of the 
mother rest on the seat by the fireside that shall 
be filledno more? Are these miserable oligarchies 
a recompense for a nation’s tears? To save a 
Constitution, the gift of the mighty dead of the 
Revolution, and a Union sanctified by their blood 
from the assaults of traitors, might compensate 
foranage of agony; butif all these sacrifices must 
endin consolidated power, instruments of vaulting 
ambition, then have your gallant sons fallen and 
the heart of a nation been wrung in vain. May 
the God of our fathers save us from such a destiny 
as this! 

The bill before me provides that until a State 
government shall be organized by the loyal men 
submitting to the terms prescribed— 

“The President of the United States shall appoint such 
officers provided for by the laws of the State when its guv- 
ernment was overthrown as he may find necessary to the 
civil administration of the State; ali which officers shall be 
entitled to receive the tees and emoluments provided by 
the State laws for such officers.”? 

This is then the proposed policy, not simply 
during the war butafter the rebellion is put down; 
a permanent system until one tenth of the voters 
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will submit to the conditions of restoration. Is 
it not strange, sir, how instantly we drift into the 
old forms of tyranny the moment we cut loose 
from the principles of free government? The 
President to appoint all the civil officers of the 
State, Governor, sheriffs, clerks, judges, com- 
moners, constables, justices, trustees. What a 
spectacle! How naturally the experience of his- 
tory isrevived—the prefects of imperial Rome, the 
satraps of Persia, the lord lieutenants of modern 
times, the appointed instruments of consolidated 

ower! With such tremendous authority vested 
in the Chief Executive how long could this Repub- 
lic survive? It must be observed, too, that this 
whole theory is built on the idea of subjugation, 
not merely of armed rebels—that is inevitable if 
you would restore the Union—but of the masses 
of the people; a subjugation so complete that with 
or without the aid of a standing army they will 
submit to be governed by the absolute power of 
the President. Would these States alone feel the 
effects of oppression? If they alone were to suf- 
fer, so far as it affected the ambitious authors of 
these calamities, it might be deemed a just retri- 
bution; but would not the magnitude of power in 
the Executive recoil on the other States of the 
Union to their utter subversion? Ifit did not, sir, 
all the lessons of history area deception. It is 
not then so much a question how this system may affect 
the States of the South as how it will affect popular 
government itself. 

A just indignation against this inexcusable re- 
bellion—inexcusable, however provoked by the 
fanaticism of the North—might render us indiffer- 
ent to the fate of these States; but their fate is in- 
evitably interwoven with our own. You cannot 
preserve this nation as a Republic, excepton the 
basis of the equality of the States. If we subju- 
gate not armed rebels, but the States and the peo- 
ple of the South, and hold them as conquered 
provinces or as petty aristocracies through a 
standing army governed by the Federal Execu- 
tive, with boundless resources of patronage and 
power, how long would itbe, sir, befpre this power 
will recoil upon ourselves? No partof this nation 
can escape the influence of the rest. No part of 
the general system, so happily devised by our 
fathers, can be permanently impaired without 
bringing fatal weakness to the whole. The blow 
that strikes the extremities will send a deadly 
sickness to the heart. Itis then not the question, 
what shall be the effects of the President’s policy 
on the South, but how will it affect the whole na- 
tion? The youth and vigor of the American peo- 
ple will resist the natural tendencies to centralized 
power much longer than a nation borne down by 
the weight of centuries. Butletus beware. Even 
youth and vigor willexpire in the deadly embrace 
of power. In 1826, when the national expendi- 
tures were but $22,000,000 a year, the prudent 
statesmen of that day, fearful that so vast a sum 
would render the executive power dangerous to 
liberty, raised a committee, of which Mr, Macon, 
the pure and virtuous Senator from Georgia, and 
Mr. Benton of Missouri, were members, to re- 
duce executive patronage. In their report to the 
Senate it is said: 

& In coming to the conclusion that executive patronage 
ought to be diminished and regulated on the plan proposed, 
the committee rest their opinion on the ground that the ex- 
ercise of great patronage in the hands of one man hasacon- 
stant tondeney to sully the purity of our institutions AND 
ENDANGER THE LIBERTIES Of the country. This doctrine 
isnotnew. A jealousy of power, and of the influence of 
patronage which must always accompany its exercise, has 
ever been a distinguishing featare in the American char- 
acter.” 

Will this generation show the same ‘* jealousy 
of power?” 
alarmed the virtuous statesmen of that day. Now 
the expenditures ran up to $900,000,000! The 
Executive assumes the exclusive control, as a 
measure of civil government, of ten States, with 
all the incidental powers; and with this tremen- 
dous patronage, by adulation grown fond of au- 


thority, he asks, in defiance of the settled policy, į 


to be continued in this hot-bed of ambition, The 
year 1864 must test the strength of the public vir- 
tue. It must resist the corrupting power of pa- 
tronage, or the vital flame of liberty will expire. 
May the spirit of our fathers overshadow their 


unfortunate children! May the virtuous love of | 


liberty resist the blandishments of power! 
It is impossible, sir, to disguise the fact that all 
the difficulty in the proclamation and bill before 


The expenditure of $22,000,000, | 


| wou 


me is the effect of thé determination tha 
government shall not be restored in the S 
the South without the complete abolition o 


of the period. : If it were not for this; civil 
ments in ‘Tennessee, Arkansas,’ and Lo 
could be réstored at once under the ‘ausp: 
loyal men and of the masses who have been fo! 
into this rebellion, not partially and: as petty 
garchies, but completely and-by ‘the general con. 
sent of the people, and giving us by theit example 
‘a tremendous ‘moral power against the rebellio 
Is it wise, sir, to imperil these enduring interests 
by untried and visionary theories? "To impo 
the prohibition against the possible-restoration of 
slavery, you must seek for other guarantees than 
those furnished by the Constitution; for the right 
of domestic government to every State is guarded 
by the Constitution in every form that vigilance 
and suspicion of central power could suggest, 
These guarantees you would break down in the 
States of the South, lest they use again, after peace 
and union are restored, their original. right over 
the question of slavery. Mr. Lincoln to do this 
d rely on the sanctity of.an oath and the 
maintenance by the Federal power of the State 
government in the hands of the insignificant num- 
ber who had taken it, while this bill would effect 
the same result by a constitutional provision aet- 
ually forced on the loyal men ofthe South. Then, 
to make it effective, Mr. Lincoln must maintain 
for all time his petty oligarchies, and deny to the 
people the right to change or modify their own 
domestic government. Thisis the absurd yet in- 
evitable result. : . 

But looking at the subject without prejudice or 
passion, it may well be asked whether the danger 
to which the whole nation is exposed by the at- 
tempt you are making to change the old land- 
marks of the State and national Governments will | 
be compensated by securing an uncertain benefit 
to the unfortunate African? Is this nation pre- 
pared to assert the rights of the African in dero- 
gation of the domestic sovereignty of the States by 
a standing army? If not, what will all this at- 
tempt to force the domestic policy of the South 
amount to after the Union is restored? And if 
you can under the Constitution by proclamation 
or otherwise control the domestic policy of a State 
on this domestic question, where ‘is the limit of 
your power over the States? What security is 
left to that ancient palladium of constitutional gov- 
ernment? What breakwater, sir, is left against 
the absolutism of Federal ‘power? Will the'en- 
franchisement of the African compensate for the 
seeds you are planting of future wars, and the 
universal destruction of liberty, especially that 
enfranchisement which leaves him still a political 
slave? The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Asutey] 
would give him political equality with the white 
man; the Republican party may ultimately pro- 
gress to this point, but neither the proclamation 
nor bill proposes this. . 

In the florid language of our Republican ora- 
tors it has been said ten thousand times, ‘Sla- 
very is dead,’’ " SuAVERY 18 Dean,” “The first 
gun fired at Sumter was the death-knell of sla- 
very.” I do not know, sir, whether African 
slavery is dead or not; but this I do know, that 
if this tremendous conflict, which has overturned 
and broken into fragments the whole social and 
domestic system of the South, has not broken 
the servitude of the slave and stirred in his soul 
an imperishable thirst for freedom, your proc- 
lamations and laws will be powerless. If capa- 
ble of freedom, the vast numbers of these slaves, 
three and a half millions, thrown together as they 
now are, inspired by example and invited . to 
freedom, they must and will assert the rights ‘of 
human nature and be free. Ifincapable from any 
cause, as many have believed, of resisting the 
superior will of the white man, proclamations and 
laws cannot, power only can, change the result, 
unless you can change the cupidity and domi- 
neering spirit of the white man. Buta few days 
sinc’ there was laid on your table the sad com- 
plaints of benevolent men, deploring the servi- 
tude to which the cupidity of your own agents, 
and lessees of plantations, had subjected the un- 
fortunate multitudes of negroes which you had 
gathered from their homes to be the recipients of 
your bonny: Yes, sir, your ownagents, the very 
mien, the p ilan phropisis, who had acquired the 
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opportunity of oppression, of coining the sweat 
of the negro inte gold, by deploring the. misery 
ofthe. slave, and that, too, sir, in the midst of 
your great army. of the South. - 

‘The result of your policy so far is that you have 
now a half million of these unfortunate creatures 
on your hands fed out of the public Treasury, 
and when. you attempt to make their labor avail- 
able the-unrestrained cupidity of the new masters 
adds untold agonies to slavery... This is shown 
by your own records. If it weakened the enemy 
it was a justifiable measure of war to deprive the 
master of his slave. You cannot return the slave 
to his rebel master; you cannot violate your faith; 
you cannot disregard. the claims of humanity re- 
sulting from yourreckless policy. But, sir, with- 
these three million anda half of slaves now with- 
in: the rebel lines. made free by the actual advance 
and success of your armies, if they cannot main- 
tain their freedom, achieved not by proclamations 
but.by your military force, L ask you what guar- 
antee have you in proclamations and laws? Laws, 
to be effective, unless sustained by military force, 
must have the sanction of the public judgment. 
The history of all fragments of the-race has proved 
“that he that would be free himself maststrile the. 
blow.” Oppression has never extinguished the ca- 
pacity for freedom in any people who in the past 
have achieved or maintained civilgovernment. In- 
deed, sir, the reverseis true. The oppressed vf one 
generation, however few or numerous, however 
barbarous and unlettered, taught by oppression, 
have. in. due time become equals or the masters. 
Such has never been the fortunes of the Aftican, 
one hundred million people, though empireand civ- 
ilization lingered on the borders of his continent for 
twenty centuries; while the German and the Gaul, 
driven from the forests and swamps of the Dan- 
ube and the Rhine by imperial Rome, after gen- 
erations of anguish, of oppression unknown to 
modern times, seizing the implements of their la- 
bor, overthrew imperial armies, and in. progress 
of time became the masters of the Roman empire. 
This is no argument for injustice to or for oppres- 
sign of the African, because of his docility and 
weakness. It only exposes the difficulties you 

encounter from the nature of the subject. While, 
sir, in my own humble record there is no one word 
in behalf of slavery, while I have ever deplored 
its existence as a just reproach to the American 
people, as a stain on the proud record of our his- 
tory, in view of the domestic sovereignty of the 
States I have ever deemed the attempt to make 
it; the clement of political strife to gratify paltry 
ambition, and ultimately with no higher motive 
to make it the cause of a remorseless and fratri- 
eidal war, involving the fortunes and imperiling 
the freedom of uncounted and unborn millions of 
the white race, as the most wicked and inexcus- 
able act that ever stained the history of mankind. 
With these views, sir, I submit, that if the 
African enfranchised by your armsis not able to 
maintain his freedom where thrown together in 
vast numbers as in the South, your proclama- 
tions and laws will be of no avail to protect him; 
his freedom must be constantly asserted by your 
military force at the expense of your labor and 
your liberty. Your Bureau of Freedmen’s A fairs, 
with its countless horde of civil officers, supported 
by the toiland labor of your citizens, swelling 
the enormous debt from which we now recoil with 
amazement and fear, willbe idle philanthropy. 
Freedom is not nourished by thegentle zephyrs, it 
is the offspring of the storm. If, then, the A fri- 
can, enfranchised- by your arms, is not able to 
maintain that freedom by inherent force of charac- 
ter, you must maintain it by apermanent military 
force, which implies the subjugation of the white 
race, or you must colonize him beyond the reach of | 
the rapacity of the white man—this is the only al- | 
ternative, sir—or you must reorganize your Gov- | 
ernment without réference to this unfortunate 
race, keeping your faith so far as it is already 
plighted by your impracticable policy, by your 
attempt to equalize the African asa soldier to the 
steady courage of the white race, and trust to time 
and humanity forthe remedy. | ‘This, sir, ot you 
plant in your political system, by the miserable 
empiricism of this hour, which overlooks all the | 
forms of disease except one, the germs of that || 
system of government in whieh the African will | 
indeed be made the equal of the white race in | 
the universal prostration of liberty. i 
For myself, sir, I have ever believed that the | 


restoration of the constitutional Union established 
by our fathers involved the safety and liberty of 
the American people. On the 16th day of July, 
1861, on this floor, sir, I declared what I deemed 
to be the purpose of the war. [then said: 


“ What is the object of the war? It is not for tbe pur- 
pose of conquest or subjugation; not to enlarge the powers 


_of the Government, nor to establish the supremacy of the 


one section of the Union or diminish the social or political 
rights of the others But [ say, sir, hcreinmy place, in the 
presence of the representatives of the people, on the author- 
ity of a well-defined public opinion, that the sole and only 
purpose of the people of the United States in this appeal to 
arms is to maintain the Unien under the compacts and safe- 
guards of the Constitution.” “So far as the great West is 
‘concerned there can be but one sentiment: there can be no 
compromise atthe expense of the Union, there can be no 
settlement of pending difficulties except on the basis of the 
Constitution and the Union of the States. The constitu- 
tional rights of no Joyal citizen are to be impaired. The 
domestic and social policy of no State is to be invaded. 
The constituted powers of the General Government are to 
be sustained, not to be enlarged. Itis war forthe Union, 
and not for the subjugation of States.” 

Did any gentleman then dare to question the 
correctness ofthis declaration? Itis and has been 
the creed of the Democratic party. From this 
position, sir, | have never varied; upon this basis 
I have been the uniform advocate of the war asa 
terrible necessity, and such lam still. Five days 
afterwards the hoary-headed patriot and states- 
man, whom we saw rise on this spot, calm and 
majestic in the midst of universal alarm, submit- 
ted to this House the resolution declaring the ob- 
jectof the war—the last great service he was per- 
mitted to attempt for his country! How eagerly, 
sir, this House accepted the lesson of his wisdom, 
how painful, sir, to remember that a blind fanat- 
icism extinguished the hope it inspired, that the 
counselor whom God, in His merey, had spared 
to us from the golden age of the Republic, should 
fallin the midst of the nation’s agony, conscious 
that wisdom and moderation had deserted the 
helm of State, that the fate of his country was at 
the mercy of the storm. You talk of loyalty. 
Where is your loyalty to your plighted faith? 
If that faith had been maintained the agony of 
apprehension would be passed. If the nation 
perishes, the men who violated that faith are alone 
responsible. Even yet, sir, I confidently believe 
that on the basis of the President’s amnesty, bat 
requiring only unconditional submission to the 
Constitution of the United States—the original- 
ly declared purpose of the war—this unnatural 
rebellion, by the disaffection of the people from 
their wicked and ambitious leaders, would speed- 
ily melt away before the flash of your bayonets, 
and the deluded masses driven into the rebellion 
would hasten back to the old ark of safety, and 
the State governments would spring up on the 


old foundations, not as miscrable oligarchies, fit | 


instruments of power, but as republican States, 
vital with the life of popular conseut; the Con- 
stitution, not the President, the master, with its 
gis to protect and its sword to punish—this is 


constitutional liberty. On this ground the Dem- 


ocratic party has stood from the beginning, On 
this ground, sir, we have voted every dollar and 
every measure you have required for the war. 
On this basis, war for the maintenance of a con- 
stitutional Union would command united energy. 

But, sir, whatever may be the errors of this 
Administration, however unwisely it may have 
wasted the national strength, the duty of the citi- 
zen is plain—he may not on any pretense desert 
his country. The fate of that country is in the 
hands of its people, their virtue and, wisdom can 
alone save tt. The war, the immediate and inev- 
itable result of secession, but produced by miser- 
able partisan feuds between the North and the 
South for political power, is still upon us; itopens 
up still, as in the beginning, the only hope of re- 
storing the Union. The subjugation, not of the 
people of the South, nor of the States of the South, 
but the armed rebels of the South, is the first step 
in restoring the Union. If when thisis done, sir 
—and it will be done if there is one tithe of the 
wisdom in your counsels that there is of courage 
in your soldiers in the field—this Government, in 
the spirit of magnanimity which becomes a great 
people, rejecting the promptings of resentment and 
of: vengeance, looking only to the public liberty, 


| shall invite the loyal people of the South and the 


unfortunate masses who have been the victims of 
the remorseless ambition of Jefferson Davis and 
his conspirators, to restore their State govern- 
ments on their old foundations, subject only to | 
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| mortal, a ball through the 


i 
| 


the mastery of the Constitution, we may in- 
dulge the reasonable hope that the toils and suf- 
ferings of our gallant Army, the grief and agony 
of our people, will be compensated by the resto- 
ration of the Union under the sacred shield of the 
Constitution, time will wear away the fearful 
footprints of war, and our children may rejoice 
not only in the courage but in the virtue, the wis- 
dom, and the forbearance of their fathers. 

We could riot in the beginning, we cannotnow, 
after such fearful sacrifices, consent that the Union 
should be dissolved. But to‘restore the Union, ihe 
Constitution musi be maintained, ‘The conspira- 
tors against it, North and South, must be over- 
thrown. itis the life and spirit of the Union. 
If it shall perish, torn to pieces and dishonored 
by force, or annulled by the stealthy encroach- 
ments of secret ambition, the Union will be no 
more. The Constitution, the Union, and liberty, 
these in this Republic are inseparable. While 
the Constitution lives there is hope, hope for us 
and for our children. If it shalt survive this 
storm of war, if it shallescape its deadly enemies, 
fanaticism and ambition, if the spirit of its illus- 
trious authors shall inspire the counsels of the 
people, our children and our children’s children 
may yet enjoy for ages the blessings of a free 
Republic. Butif the people shall permit the hand 


of fanaticism to mutilateand tear it, or ambition,’ 


in the madness of power, to trample it down, or 
with stealthy purpose to extinguish its vitality 
and power, the ruing of this Republic will stand 
asa perpetual monument of the madness and folly 
of this generation. 


MISSOURI PROTEST. 


Mr. McCLURG. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
take this opportunity to do justice to some brave 
men of my State, and ask attention for but a few 
minutes, 

l ask attention to one sentence of the protest of 
the four radicals of this House from Missouri, 
which has been heretofore spoken of and was em- 
bodied in Senator Brown’s speech. That sentence 
is as follows: 

“Tn August, Coffee, Cockritl, and others were allowed 
to march a large force into the river counties on the west 
of the State, and defeated the Federal forces in the disas- 
trous battic of Lone Jack, in which our Joss was in killed 
and wounded very great.?? i 

Mr. Chairman, I have read this sentence in 
order to justify tbe four radicals, and in order to 
do that justice which should be extended to as 
brave men as ever fought an enemy; ‘that justice 
which I had supposed had long since been done 
by a published report of that battle in which a 
Spartan band of Federals was overpowered by 
the vastly superior numbers of the enemy. It 
now appears that that report, from some cause, 
was never made public, and it appears from the 
letter which I will read, that fears are entertained 
that the sentence in that protest which I have 
read, without some explanation such as this, will 
place that noble handful of men in a false position. 

Tam pleased that my speech of the 9th instant 
was delivered before the receipt of this letter and 


report, as I took occasion, in defending the gal-- 


lant eighth, to speak of two of the companies that 
foughtat Lone Jack, those of Captains Moore and 
Owen. 

We uttered in that protest the truth. It wasa 
disaster to the Federal forces, but every man in 
that hard-fought battle, on the Federal side, re- 
mains, and will through all time, covered with 
wounds or honors, or both. 

A truer and braver man than he who wrote the 
letter and report which E will read, Major Emory 
S. Foster, seventh cavalry, Missouri State militia, 
never drew the breath of life. He fell on that day, 
having received a wound in front, then supposed 
ody. He survived 
and to-day is in the service of his country ready 
to face the enemy. He belongs to the gallant sev 
enth,aregiment of determined, brave, radical men. 
The letter and reportareas follows: 

Jerrenson Curry, Mi 
: f noticed in Mr, F 
some day eked Gene 
and your: rd to the m . 

Allow me to say that in speaking of the disaster at Lone 
Jack, [think you and the other gentlemen signing the me- 
niorial to the Senate did an unintentional wrong to the men 
that fought at Lone Jack. 

Although the car was injured. and the whole Union 
force defeated through mismanagement somewhere, the 
men who did ihe fighting were as clearly Victorions as ever 
men were. Fn this, the bluodiest battle that has ever been 


ourt, March 5, 1864, 
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fought kn Missouri, the men fought well and have been en- 
tirety overlooked since. They are ali unconditional Union, 
and, I must say, feel sore at ihe remark alluded to. Give 
us our due. We lost in that fight forty-one killed en the 
ground, and over one hundred and fifty wounded. The 
rebels lost seventy-four killed, and nearly two hundred 
wounded; and we whipped the rebels. Cockrill had com- 
Wänd of the main force, three thousand, that was encamped 
nine miles northwest of Lone Jack, when I attacked Cof- 
fee there the nightbefore. Coffee had sixteen hundred men. 

I hope, in justice to your own party, and. to your own 

“regiment, so grossly slandered by Mr. Kine, you will state 
the facts in the case. $ 

Ido not know why my report was never published. I 
don’t know whether I have the right to send it to you. I 
do so, at any rate. 

T am, colonel, your obedient servant, ` 

EMORY S. FOSTER. 
GREENFIELD, May 1, 1863. 

GENERAL: Ihave the honor to report that, in obedience 
toan order from you, dated Jefferson City, August 12, 1862, I 
proceeded from Syracuse to Sedalia te take command of the 
forces about to march to Lexington. Company H, seventh 

. Missouri State militia, Caprain Slocum, from Syracuse, 
reported ateleveno’clock, p.m., on the 12th. The twocom- 
panies of the eighth Missouri State militia, Captains Moore 
and Owen, and a section of the third Indiana battery, Lien- 
tenant Develin, marching by rail from Jefferson, reported 
at four o’clock, a. m., August 13. [marched immediately, 
and reached Lexington August 14,ateleven,a.in., a distance 
of sixty miles, men aud horses very mucli worn out, hav- 
ing marched forty-eight hours without food or rest. 

Í received an order from youatone o’clock, a. m., August 
15, to march at daylight in the direction of Lone Jack 
with eight hundred men. At daylight I marched witha 

„force consisting of detachments from five companies of the 
seventh cavalry Missouri volunteers, three companies ofthe 
sixth cavalry Missouri State militia, two companies of the 

eighth cavalry Missouri State militia, three companies sec- 
ond battalion —— cavalry Missouri State militia, and one 
company of the seventh cavalry Missouri State militia, to- 
gether with a section of the third Judiana battery. 

In consequence ofa jealousy in regard to rank, no field 
“officers were sent with me, as you directed should be done. 

I marched directly for Lone Jack. Aboutnoon I reported 
to Colone! Hustin, commanding at Lexington, that the 
enemy, sixteen hundred strong, were at Lone Jack, under 
Coffee, and that T would fight that evening. 

We surprised the camp about nine o’clock that evening, 
and completely routed the enemy. Lieutenant Develin, 
being drunk, acted very badly, and wasarrested, and the ar- 
“tillery was placed in charge of Sergeant Scott. The men then 
slept inline in Lone Jack. About daylight the pickets came 
in and reported that the enemy. were advancing, about 

_ three thousand strong. Several scouts had reported, and 
bo word trom Warren, who showd lave been in support- 
ing distance. 

Two parties were still out, leaving us about seven hun- 

dred and forty men. Kuowing the instructions you had 
given Colonel Warren, aud believing him to be in hearing 
of my artillery, I awaited the enemy. 
“he attack was made about forty minutes after the pick- 
ets came in. The enemy attempted to turn both my right 
and left, but were unable to do so by reason of a thick 

“hedge, whiclprotected us on each flank, and afforded some 
protection to our frout, our rear being protected by a 
smali deep stream, the crossing of which we held. 

The encmy’s cavalry being thrown into contusion by the 
hedge, and annoyed by sharpshooters placed behind it, fled 
in confusion, rejoining the main body, which then attacked 
us in front. 

After a desperate fight of four hours? duration, the enemy 
began to fall back. At this time Licutenant Develin came 
on to the field, and rushing among his men ordered them 
to fall back, leaving the guns. Seeing this the enemy ral- 
fied and made an attempt to capture the artillery, but were 
repulsed with great slaughter. Of sixty men led by me in 
this charge, oily elevon reached the guns, and they were 
all wounded. fn the act of dragging the cannon out of the 
enemy’s reach Iwas shotdown, Captain Browner was then 
in command. After a severe hand-to-hand fight which 
lasted abouta half hour, the enemy gave way and retreated, 
Yeaving us the field and the guns. At this time Coffee came 
insight with about fifteen bundred men, having collected 
his forces which were scattered the night before. Captain 
Browner fell back leaving the guns. About one hour after 
the enemy caine up and took possession of the field. 

“The tact that seven hundred and forty men fought five 
hours against such odds (three thousand) and whipped 
them is suficient evidence of the stuff of which they are 
made. They need no praise from ime. Where all fought so 
well it is iImpossibie to designate those most worthy of 
mention. Braver men never fought. Had yourorders been 
obeyed the whole force of the enemy would have been 
captured or terribly routed and destroyed. 

Colonel Warren came up the next day, and wasin sight 
ofthe enemy all day. I was told by officers on the ground 
that General Blunt eame up during the day, but no engage- 

ament took place, 

The enemy retreated south as soon as night came. Twas 

_ told by Cockrill, who commanded the rebels in the fight, 
that they were completely out of ammunition, which tact 
I stated to Cajonet Warren. 

Į ean give no list of casualties, as the company com- 
manders have not reported to me. 

Tam, general, your obedient servant, f 

EMORY S. FOSTER, 
y Seventh Missouri Stale Militia. 
Torres; Commanding “Central 


Maj 
Brigadier General Jamzs 
© District Missouri. 
3 EMANCIPATION PROCLAMATION. 

Mr. HULBURD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
submit some views on the constitutionality of the 
President’s emancipation proclamation. 1 am 
aware the subject has already been touched upon ; 


on this floor, yet I think some things: have been |] 


left unsaid... I commence by saying war is that 
state in which a nation prosecutes or defends:its 
rights ‘by. force. To constitute war, there. must 
be, at least, two parties. Belligerent rights and 
habilities-commonly attach -equally to- -the con- 
tending parties. Ina civil or insurrectionary. war 
there is superadded to Government. the right of 
treating its rebel population as belligerents and as 
subjects. : 

Vattel’s words are, “the rights of war clearly 
exist between ‘members of the same empire en- 
gaged in a civil war.” The Supreme Court of 
the United States fully recognized this principle 
in a case arising during the war waged by Spain 
against her American possessions, declaring the 
existence of this civil war gave both parties all 


the rights of war against each other. But behi- 
gerent rights are not regalian rights. In other 


words, both parties had not sovereign rights; if 
they had, it would be a public and not a civil war. 
Our Government has recognized the rebels as 
belligerents, in blockading their ports, in receiv- 
ing their truce flags, in cartels to exchange pris- 
oners, in not putting upon trial for treason their 
abettors or soldiers or officers, thus treating them. 
practically as public enemies with whom existed 
war. The rebels have all along claimed for thèm- 
selves belligerent rights—of course taking them, 
as lawyers say, cum onere. It would occupy too 
much of the allotted hour to particularize what 
are our and their belligerent rights aud liabilities 
by citations from the only recognized authority 
in the premises—the law of nations. 

ltis, however, laid down by Vattel, in his trea- 
tise on the law of nations, that the right of con- 
fiscating enemy’s property in time of war is 
incontrovertibly established as one of the oldest 
rights of war; that ‘we have a right to deprive 
ourenemy of his possessions, ofeverything which 
may augment his strength and enable him to make 
war.’? Our own Supreme Court use these words: 
“ War gives to the sovereign the full right to take 
the persons, confiscate the property of the encmy 
wherever found.’’. 

All this is but preliminary to the inquiry, is the 
abolition of slavery in an enemy’s country by 
proclamation a legitimate exercise of a belligerent 
right? I take it, if slavery augments the enemy’s 
strength and resources, and thus enables Kim bet- 
ter to carry on and longer protract the war, its 
abolition or removal is allowable and most de- 
sirable. Is it to us desirable as a military meas- 
ure? If so, is it by the laws of war or of nations 
allowable by proclamation? 

In the early days of the rebellion, the London 
Times, not yet blinded or perverted by passion 
and prejudice, declared that the vantage ground 
of preparation and of choice of time was always 
with conspirators, but that the South entered in- 
to the contest with this marked disadvantage—a 
domestic foe slept around every southern fireside. 
Such was the view generally entertained. Where- 
as slavery, instead of being an element of weak- 
ness and of danger, has proved to the South to 
be not merely material aid, but a vast source of 
supply and of recuperative strength. Instead of 
making, as was expected, a servile insurrection, 
the slave has either staid quietly at home and 
tilled the field and harvested the crops, or he has 
worked in the trenches or drudged in the camp, 
by so much releasing his master from home pres-, 
onte and duties, and relieving him from the actual 
hardships of field service. 

Thuas has the institution really proved one of 
the main sinews of their strength and of their 
means to prolong the rebellion. j 

Is there not, then, most abundant reason why, 
as a war measure, asa military necessity, rebel sla- 
very should be reached and broken up, irrespective 
even of the humanitarian effect upon the slave? 
Having the right, and there being the necessity, | 
was it not a duty we owed ourselves, our soldiers, 
and our country, to reach and smite the guilty 
cause, eXtirpating utterly, root and branch, the 
baleful tree whose fruit has now brought so much 
of death and woe into our world? Do the laws of 
nations or the usages of war authorize the libera- | 
tion of enemy’s slaves by proclamation or mili- | 
tary order? Sir William Scott said in one of his | 
admiralty decisions, ‘A great part of the law of 
nations stands on the usage and practice of nations, 


i; ted States and Great Britain. 
i 
i 


and on no other foundation.” Our own Supreme 
Court have held generally, “if the end be legiti- 


mate.and within these 
means “which-are-nol'p: 
tron. are lawki ieo o 
. Now, isthe: end propose 
by this-war. “legitimate and wi 
the Constitution?” Letussee. T 
fortification, Fort Sumter,;in Charleston ha: 
was attacked by disaffected citizens wi 
avowed: purpose of violating thé natio 
eignty and destroying the integrity and life 
Union. Immediately participated in by: 
sympathizers elsewhere, the. movement at: on 
assumed something more than the proportions of 
an insurrection; it became: a fiercely waged, ag~ 
‘gressive war, to resist and: suppréss which the 
most subtle casuistry—al ways excepting Buchan- 
,an’slast message—caniot deny was clearly legit- 
imate, and so far from being. prohibited, iwasan 
imperative duty imposed ipsissima vezba, and by 
the whole scope of the:Constitution. = siy 
Placed in the attitude. of defending its just rights 
by force, war at once existed, and at once all the 
rights and liabilities. of war accrue and attach, 
Modern warfare.and civilized nations have, prag- 
ticed the liberation ofencmy’sslayes by:the procka- 
mationsof military commanders. This power has 
been repeatedly exercised by England, by France, 
by Spain, by the South American republies:hold- 
ing slaves, and more than once heretofore by. our- 
selves; a sufficient array of precédents and of au- 
thorities—according to Sir William. Scott just 
cited—to make a new and accepted chapter in the 
laws of nations, if not in the world’s general ihis- 
tory. at 
The British commanders exercised this rightas 
far back as the war of our Revolution. On the 7th 
day of November, 1775, a formal. proclamation 
was issued by Lord Dunmore, commander. of the 
royal forces, declaring all the slaves of rebels free. 
Washington himself did not question the lawful- 
ness of this belligerent act. if the British com- 
mander could rightfully do this as a war meas- 
ure against the rebels of that day, have we a less 
or inferior right against our rebels? Jefferson de- 
clared he himself lost *‘aboutthirty”® slaves, and 
his State ‘about thirty thousand,”’ by the hostile 
acts of Lord Cornwallis. Instead of questioning 
the exercise of such authority he expressly says, 
t Flad this been to give them freedom he (Cor 
wallis) would have done right.” fee re 
On the 14th of April, 1815, Admiral Cochrane 
put forth a proclamation addressed, in fact. but 
not in name, to- slaves in the United States, offer- 
ing them service on board British ships, or, fre 
dom in British settlements. No condemnation, 
no denunciation, no arraignment any where fòl- 
lowed these war measures. | Nevertheless’ they 
were not without effect: ` Many ‘slaves availed 
themselves of tlie invitation, and were carried out 
of the country under the British flag. Inthe pro- 
tracted diplomatic discussions and correspondence 
which this last act gave rise to (as a violation ‘of 
the treaty of Ghent*) Great Britain broadly as- 
serted the belligerent right of liberating enemy’s 
slaves. Jobn Quincy Adams, as Secretary of 
State, in 1826, under instructions, questioned that 
right for the last time. It is said afterwards on 
this floor he solemnly averred that against his 
own judgment and wishes he was constrained to 
take that position by his associates in the Cabi- 
net of Mr. Monroe. ; i 
I will not stop even to epitomize historical in- 
stances where France, Spain, the South American 
provinces, and other Governments have, as a war 
measure, liberated slaves. Our own most distin- 
guished war generals, Jackson, Jesup, Gaines, 
and Taylor, repeatedly exercised this power; and 
the right and the lawfulness of all such emancipa- 
tion acts have been accepted and acquiesced in by 
masters, by State Legislatures, by the Supreme 
Court, and by the national Government; atid this, 
too, whether the slave was impressed into the 
public service, or was by war manu capta, or & 
voluntary fugitive in camp. j f 
If our military subalterns can do this without 
censure and with such acceptance, what shall 
hinder our Commander-in-Chief? Where, in the 
ascending line, does the power cease to operate? 


* This treaty was signed by the commissioners of the Uni- 
The first. article provided, 
nong other things, that all “ possessions whatsodver,”? 
&e., “shall be restored without delay” without © carrying 
away any of the artillery,?? &c., “or any staves or other pri- 
vate property’? $ ae 
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Its admitted that the President’s emancipation 
‘proclamation, though justified and defended as a 
war measure was in its operation expected'to be 
Something more than a mere military order issued 
atthe head of an army in the field.” It essayed to 
go far‘ beyond Federal outpost and picket and 
deck of coast-line guard-ship, and to pierce the 
guilty, quaking heart of rebeldom and slavedom, 
-and. there, as. the voice of the sovercignty of the 
nation, declare and decree, proclaim and pledge, 
henceforth and forever, freedom to the enslaved 
in-all the rebel States. . 

In this great, grand utterance did the President 
transcend ‘his power? In this Hall only can that 
question be properly put; for here must be found 
his accusers, and: the constitutional impeachment 
tribunalat the other-end of the Capitol must ans 
‘swerit...Think you such a majority will very 
soon occupy these seats? I trow not, sir. But 

it is nevertheless a fearfully momentous question; 
for if he did, then is the proclamation all the elo- 
uent gentleman from Maryland (Mr. H. Winter 

Avis) the other day characterized it. Yea, itis 
more than “a usurpation;” it is a delusive sham, 
it is ‘a bitter mockery, it is a stupendous false 
pretense indictable in the forum of mankind. 

But if on examination and consideration it shall 

- seem the President has only evoked and putin 
exercise a hitherto latent and unused power, I ap- 
prehend the most searching scrutiny here and 
elsewhere, ag well as solemn adjudication now 
‘and hereafter,-will find it not that puny, pitiful, 
counterfeit presentment power it pleased the per- 
fidious thing at the head of the last Administra- 
tion to regard it, but rather a potent, constitu- 
tional reality, sufficient even for times like these. 

lf such ‘consummation devoutly to be wished”? 
shall be reached, then indeed our fathers did not 
build Jess nor wiser-nor better than they thought 
or knew, and— 

ts Those dead but seeptered sovereigns still shall rule 

Our spirits from their urns? 

Then, too, all the coming ages and millions 
will bless with hallowed thanksgiving and prayer 
their mighty memories and the name of him who 
dared ‘the height of this great argument.” 

Half fearful of the vision awaiting us, let us 
draw near and peer into the instrument, We 
there sce all the armies of the Union in the field, 
and the President of the United States the Com- 
mander-in-Chief. As we look earnestly and more 
intently, there is no longer “ speculation” in the 
gaze; anxiety and perplexity give place to awe 
and to admiration. Instead of the nerveless, de- 
fenseless, powerless war-skeleton we expected to 
behold there, we find ourselves in the presence of 
a stalwart warrior, of majestic mien, of vast pro- 
portions, clad in completest panoply, ready and 
equal for the dread arbitrament of arms. And 
this is no. unreal, evanescent phantasmagoria of 
an hour, by cunning device conjured up for the oc- 
casion, and anon, like the Etruscan king waked 
to sunlight in his stony sepulcher, for a moment 
seen, only to fade away into indistinguishable 
nothingness. No! it is a living, real, subsisting 
potentiality, coeval with, yea, part and parcel of 
the Constitution itself, Dire necessity never be- 
fore requiring its use till now, it has maintained 
aslumbcrous, scarce suspected existence. In our 
Indian wars there was little occasion for its pro- 
duction; in the Mexican war there was even less; 
in the second war with England there was scant 
need of resort to unusual power. But this con- 
test differs from all others in our, if notin the 
world’s, history, It was a long-plotted, well- 
arranged, gigantic conspiracy. With the very 
first uprising the bloody clutch of rebellion was 
at the bared nation’s throat. The garroting grap- 
ple, though weakened, has never voluntarily been 
relaxed, Our severely-taxcd energies and re- 
sources quickly betokencd that we had in hand 
no Indian home campaign, no border Mexican 
foray, no war-wager with a foreign foe whose 
every soldier and ration and round of ammuni- 
tion was to be ferried three thousand miles to the 
field of use and of service. No; it was a stand- 


up home fight, with bone of our bone and flesh | 


of our flesh; and well we knew— 
“ When Greeks joined Greeks, then was, the tug of war,” 
But it is time to turn to the Constitution, itself 
its own best interpreter and expounder. 
Section two, article two, of the Constitution dè- 
clares, ‘The President shall be Commander-in- 
Chiefof the Army and Navy of the United States, 


i 
j 
| 


and of the militia of the several States when called 

into the actual service of the United States.’ 
There is Roman significance in a clause of sec- 

tion three, article two, which with Spartan brevity 


declares, “ Heshall take care thatthe laws be faith-" 


fully executed? Who has ever assumed to say 
whatunenumerated, undefined, undeveloped pow- 
ers are inwrapped in the folds of that short seg- 
ment of a sentence? Perchance it doth not even 
yet appear. ‘ 
Section eight, article one, invests Congress with 
power **to declare war,’’ “ to call out the militia,”’ 
ts to execute the laws of the Union,” to “ suppress 
insurrections, and repel invasions.’ The fore- 
seen exigency has arisen, the “power” has been 
exercised ‘*to suppress insurrection,” the war- 
drum of the great Republic has ‘called the militia 
of the several States into the actual service of the 
United States.’?? Henceforth, “novus seclorum 
nascitur ordo,” the Presidentis no longer the mere 
civil Executive, the pastime Commander-in-Chief 
of the national forces, but he stands forth the su- 
preme military head of the armies of the Union. 
Invested at once with more than dictatorial pow- 
ers, the Constitution devolves upon him alone the 
duty and the responsibility of conducting the war, 
itself prescribing no limitation, no restriction 
whatever upon his authority. He exercisesin his 
discretion the highest powers and functions, sub- 
ordinate only to the laws of war and of nations. 
In planning campaigns, in moving troops, in 


adopting means that will surest and soonestcrip-. 


ple and crush the enemy, his power and his judg- 
ment are conclusive and paramount. Neither the 
one nor the other can be supervised or examined 
by another department of the Government. 
Whether his discretion is well and wisely exer- 
cised, whether the best means are employed, if 
within the pale of civilized warfare, cannot be 
questioned. A mistake even in the premises, the 
conclusions, or the apprehensions of a case, in 
the magnitude or the imminence of a crisis, can- 
not be investigated or rectified. No committee 
on the conduct of the war, however puissant its 
powers, ever hasor ever will presume to confront 
such embodiment of the nation’s sovereignty, 
thus caparisoned, to review, to rebuke, or to in- 
terrogate. In short, as Commander-in-Chief, when 
war is “levied,” the President is amenable only 
to his ‘fellow-countrymen, to the opinion of man- 
kind, and to the great Arbiter of nations. 

In every considerable war there is, and must 
ever be, pertinence and force in the old maxim, 
Inter arma silent leges. Whenever the interposi- 
tion and strict administration of martial law be- 
comes desirable and expedient a proclamation 
gives notice to citizens and civil courts that mu- 
nicipal and individual rights, sacred and secured 
by the Constitution, by statutes,and by common 
law, must, for the general welfare and safety, for 
a time go into abeyance, or be subjected to other 
usages and rules seemingly arbitrary and positive, 
yct lawful, constitutional, as are statutory provis- 
lons or judicial deliverances. When the adminis- 
trator of these usages and regulations is the highest 
officer, where and whatis the tribunal which claims 
the right of annulling or of abridging the exer- 
cise of this authority? It is granted to be des- 
potic, dangerous; but war is the direst despotism 
and dangerous, very. Shall it, therefore, in vin- 
dication or defense of just rights, never be waged 
lest somebody should be wronged orhurt? Would 
God it were so! But as yet we mustaccept itas 
a necessity, and rejoice that ferocious and ter- 
rible as are its accompaniments there are pre- 
scribed metes and recognized bounds within 
which the conductor of war must keep himself, 
his armies, his orders, his proclamations—if you 


ł 


please, his assumption and absorption of individ- | 


ual and municipal rights. 

The precise question of the right and the power 
of the President to issue an emancipation procla- 
mation, and its effect upon the subject-matter 
sought to be reached, has never, pro forma, been 
before our judicial tribunals. But fromthe bench 
and the forum there have been occasional enun- 
ciations whieh seem to indicate what view will 
be entertained when, if ever, it does come up for 
solemn argument and adjudication. 


Thesupreme court of New York, (11 Johnson’s | 


R., 158,) in a case involving an exercise of discre- | 


tionary power, under constitutional provision, 
use this language: 
“Ir is a general and sound principle that whenever the 


law vests any person witha power to do an act, and con- 
stitutes him a judge of the evidence on which the act may 
be done, and, at the same’ time, contemplates that the act 
is to be carried into effect through the instrumentality of 
agents, the person thus clothed with power is invested with 
discretion, and is quo ad hoc a judge. His mandates to his 
legal agents, on his declaring the event to have happened, 
will be a protection to those agents, and it is not theirdity 
or business to investigate the facts thus referred to their 
superior, and to rejudge his determination. In a military 
point of view the contrary doctrine would be subversive of 
all discipline; and as it regards the safety and security of 
the United States and its citizens, the consequences would 
be deplorable and fatal.” 

Justice Story, (12 Wheaton’s R.,31,) comment- 
ing upon the clauses of the Constitution which 
constitute the President Commander-in-Chief and 
devolve upon him the duty of taking “ care that 
the laws be faithfully executed,” says: 

« He is necessarily constituted the judge of the existence 
of the exigency in the first instance, and is bound to act 
according to his belief of the facets.” E x * + 
“The law does not provide for any appeal from the judg- 
ment of the President.” * k * id “ When- 
ever a statute gives a discretionary power to any person, 
to be exercised by him upou his own opinion of certain 
facts, it is a sound rule of construction that the statute con- 
stitutes him the sole and exclusive judge of the existence 
of those facts. It is no answer that such power may be 
abused, for there is no powcr which is not susccptible of 
abuse.” A 

That the Supreme Court of the United States, 
even when seen through Chief Justice Taney’s 
subtle perspective, possesses no power to super- 
vise or review a coérdinate branch of the Govern- 
ment, appears in an opinion reported in 7 How- 
ard’s Rep., page 42: 

“For, as the United States guaranty to each State a 
republican government, Congress must necessarily decide 
what government is established in the State before it can 
determine whether it is republican or not.” * id * 
“And its decision is binding on every other department of 
the Government, and could not be questioned in a judicial 
tribunal.” 

I will not weary the House with cumulative 
authorities. I studiously forbear citing judicial 
opinions put forth since the outbreak of this re- 
bellion, as such opinions, by whomsoever yttered, 
might not carry the weight of an unbiased, delib- 
erate examination and deliverance; and I remem- 
ber my Lord Coke’s favorite maxim, ‘out of the 
old fields come the best corn.’ [tmaynot, how- 
ever, be uninteresting to see in juxtaposition how 
Hamilton and Calhoun have touched the points 
under consideration. In the thirty-first number 
of the Federalist there is an indication that Ham- 
ilton was not unconscious of the undefined powers 
which slumbered in the sententious clauses of 
the Constitution. His words are: 

“As the duties of superintending the national defense, 
and of securing the public peace against foreign or domes- 
tic violence, involved a provision for casualties and dan- 
gers to which no possible limits can be assigned, the power 
of making that provision ought to know no other bounds 
than the exigencies of the nation and the resources of the 
community.?? 

In a letter to Governor Hamilton, dated Au- 
gust 28,1832, Calhoun thus speaks of the authority 
of the Supreme Court: 

“Being derived from necessity, it is restricted within its 
limits, and cannot pass aninch beyond the narrow confines 
of deciding in a case before the court, and of course be- 
tween parties amenable to its process, excluding thereby 
political questions,” &c.— Works, vol. 6, p. 158, 

ButI turn with pleasure toa statesman’s matured 
views of the war powers of the Constitution, and 
not more a statesman than profound civilian and 
accomplished diplomatist; a man who in hisday 
spoke and wroteand acted more history than any 
other man then living. That man, John Quincy 
Adams, here, on the 26th day of May, 1836, de- 
clared: 

“Tn the authority given to Congress by the Constitution 
of the United States to declare war, ali the powers inei- 
dental to war nte, by necessary implication, conferred upon 
the Government of the United States. * * * * 
“The war power is limited only by the laws and usages of 
nations. This power is tremendous 5 i strictly consti- 
tutional, but it breaks down every barrier so anxiously 
erected for the protection of liberty, of property, and of life. 
= a * © But the powers of war are all regulated 
by the laws of nations, aud are subject to no other limita- 
tion.?? 


He was discussing the war power of Congress, 
Had the war power of the President, under the 
Constitution, been under consideration, as there 
are the same generalities of expression used by 
parity of reason, he would have set it forth in the 
same broad, 1 had almost said terrific manner, as 
absolute, unlimited, supreme, tremendous, 

Six years afterwards, incidentally the same sub- 
ject was before the House. Again he reiterated 
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similar views instill stronger language, declaring, 
with prophetic earnestness and sagacity: 


4 When your country is actually in war, whether it bea 
war of invasion ora war of insurrection, Congress has power 
to carry on the war, and must carry it on, according to the 
laws of war; and by the laws of war an invaded country 
has. all its laws and municipal institutions swept by the 
board, and martial law takes the place of them,” * * 
f £ “ But when the laws of war are in force, what, 
I ask, is one of those laws? Itis this: that when a country 
is invaded, and two hostile armies are set in martial array, 
the commanders of both armies have power to emancipate 
all the slaves in the invaded territory.” 


Further on he says: 

“J Jay this down as the law of nations, I say that mili- 
tary authority takes, for the timc, the place of all municipal 
institutions, and slavery among the rèst; and that, under 
that state of things, so farfrom its being true thatthe States 
where slavery exists have the exclusive management of the 
subject, not only the President of the United States, but the 
eommander of the army, has power to order the universal 
emancipation of the slaves. Ihave given here more in de- 
tail a principle which I have asserted on this floor before 
now, and of which I have no more doubt than that you, sir, 
occupy that chair. I give it in its development, in order 
that any gentleman from any part of the Union may, if he 
thinks proper, deny the truth of the position, and may main- 
tain his denial; not by indignation, not by passion and fury, 
but by sound and sober reasoning from the laws of nations 
and the laws of war. And if my position can be answered 
and refuted, F shall receive the refutation with pleasure; I 
shall be glad to listen to reason aside, as L say, from indig- 
nation and passion,?? . 

Be it remembered this was uttered in the palmy 
days of slavery and in the proud presence of the 
representatives of the slave oligarchy, and yet no 
one then, or has since, attempted to refute or over- 
throw the defiant position taken by ‘the old man 
eloquent.” And are we, in the lurid light re- 
flected $y present occurrences, to discover rea- 
song, refutations, dangers, which the interested, 
keen-sighted men of that day failed to perceive? 
No; rather, I teel justified in saying, the loyal por- 
tion of our people have rejoiced to find at hand a 
power rightfully, constitutionally developed, that 
could and can, and, if need be, will, unchecked, 
call for every dollar of property and the service 
of every able-bodied man to put down and trample 
out the last offending vestige of the great rebellion 
of history. Itis admitted under this construc- 
tion that in taking care that the laws be faithfully 
executed throughout all this Union, the President 
in a time like this wields a ‘power which in ex- 
tent and comprehensiveness and absoluteness is 
possessed by no potentate or sovereign in Eu- 
rope. And forthe reason thatin the Constitution 
itself has been found ‘* the hiding of his power,” 
it begins to be realized at home and understood 
abroad that the Union is-not held together by a 
mere rope of sand, to be severed and scattered by 
the veriest gust of faction or gathering sweep of 
the winged tornado; that if in peace we are agri- 
cultural and commercial, in war we are a nation 
of soldiers; that to-day England, France, Europe, 
the world, respect and fear our future and wish 
our dismemberment. ‘This development of the 
structure of our Government; this unfolding a 
strong, compact military basis, where only weak- 
ness and incoherence was looked for, makes us 
at this hour a marvel to the nations. 

We difier from all the democracies and repub- 
lics which ever belted the Mediterranean shores; 
we are unlike Rome in ber best days of power 
and of freedom; we are not like anything that 
since has been and passed away. Seven years 
of experienec under the old Articles of Confedera- 
tion were not lost upon our fathers. They knew, 
for they had felt, the necessity of a strong central 
Government in carrying on war, and when they 
came together to frame a Constitution, it was but 
natural they should, as they did, provide one; 
most especially endowing it with amplest war 
powers. Yotisit evident that neither the reflected 
lights of history nor the spectacle of Europearmed, 
illustrating the cost and peril of standing armies 
in times of peace, were lostupon those sagacious 
patriots, 

With the recollection of the embarassments, the 
trials, and the straits through which they had 
passed fresh in their minds, to avoid one danger 
they would not incur another yet greater; and 
they did not, and the resultis “Tellus ponderibus 
librata suis? —a country poised by itsown weight. 

If the rebels are belligerents, as they claim to 
be; if confiscation is,as precedent establishes, an 
allowed belligerent right; if by the accepted prac- 
tice of modern civilized vations slaves have been 
liberated by military commanders, who or what 
takes from our Commander-in-Chief theauthority 
to do what subordinate officers have done? Again, 


| the wrong; feeling we had stricken hands and 


| not the grand procession of events been the on- 


is any one defrauded, is any one wronged by the 
exercise of this authority? Tr is true that a poor 
white loyalist may be caught in the midst of the 
swirling vortex; and therefore shall thë spring- 
tide be arrested which is bearing a whole race 
forward to freedom? Do. isolated instances of 
hardship impair or at all break the force of the 
great eternal principle put forth by Justinian, 
(inst., lib. 1, tit. 2, s. 2:) 

« Bella etenim orta sunt, et captivitates secita et servitutes, 
que sunt naturali juri contrarie ; jure enim naturali, omnes 
homines ab initio liberi nascebantur?»— For wars have 
arisen, and produced captivity and servitude, which are 
contrary to the Jaw of nature; since, by the law of nature, 
all men were originally born free.” 

Of course we are all more familiar with this 
truth as enunciated in our own Declaration of 
Independence. 

But to return to the loyal white man and the 
innocent children who are to be made sufferers, 
paupers, by the operation of the emancipation 
proclamation, Chancellor Kent says: 

“ Every man is in judgment of law a party to the acts of 
his own Government, and a war between the Governments 
of two countries is a war between all the individuals of the 
one and all the individuals of which the other nation is 
composed. ‘his is the theory of all Governments, and the 
best writers on the law of nations concur in the doctrine, 
that when the sovereign of a State declares war against 
another sovereign, it implies that the whole nation declares 
war, and that ull the subjects of the one are enemies to all 
the subjects of the other.” 

Vattel is even more direct: 

t Since women and children are subjects of the State 
and members of the nation, they are to be ranked in the 
class of enemies.?? 

Outraging, then, no principle of common law, 
of martial law, of the law of nations, or of con- 
stitutional enactment, notwithstanding individual 
inconvenience, hardship, and even great wrong 
apparently to the few, | insist, before God and 
man, and in behalf of his fellow-countrymen, the 
President was solemnly bound to exercise the 
right and the power he assumes to possess in his 
emancipation proclamation. 

There is yet one other aspect of this great ques- 
tion which, perhaps, a citation from Vattel will 
best introduce—an author, be it remembered, who 
wrote not for subjects, but for kings: 

“Jtisa settled point with writers on the natural law 
that all men inherit from nature a perfect liberty and inde- 
pendeace, of which they cannot be deprived without their 
own consent.?? 

-. Did the black man ever give his consent to be 
enslaved? No, sir, no! We representatively 
robbed him of his liberty and brought him here 
and enslaved him and his posterity. There never 
has been a time when, by the laws of nature and 
of nature’s God, he was not entitled to liberation. 
And we, ay we, Saxon lovers of liberty—legatees 
ofthe Great Alfred’s will, “that itis just the Eng- 
glish should forever remain free as their own 
thoughts’’—have held this race in bondage lo! 
these many years. Our organic charter construed to 
inhibit any hurtful touching of ‘ the institution; ” 
taunted with the infamy of the compactand con- 
sent, We, by our fathers, had unwittingly and by 
false pretenses been Jured to make and to gives | 
goaded by our own consciousness of the rightand | 


could notgo back of it; remembering one stronger 
and wiser than human calumniator had said, ‘* Fe | 
that sweareth to hisown hurt and changeth not” 
shall never be moved—we have, as best we might, 
bided our oath and our time. j 

And now, what hath God wrought for us? For 
He it is that hath opened the doorof deliverance, | 
whereat, with no breach of faith to the South, the | 
shackles fall off from four million people, and they 
walk forth into the sunlight of freedom. 

lt is said cre the first outburst of treason had 
taken place, one of the conspirators approached 
General Houston and unfolded its object—to ex- 
tend and perpetuate slavery. ‘So you say and 


believe,” said the old hero of San Jacinto, “but | 


mark my words, the first gun fired, no matter 
what the final result, booms the death knell of 
slavery on this continent.” From that hour has 


ward march of freedom? As we contemplatethe | 
spectacle, we feel not for naught has the long 
bloody battle-roll been stretched across our val- 
leys and mountains. We remember the poet’s | 
sublime faith: 


“ Gols most perfect instrument, 
In working out a pure intent, 
Is man—arrayed for mutual slaughter; 


that all within its purview shall be'madeé free 
events and. our armies advance. Relying o 
being the settled policy: of our Government here>. 
after to care, first for. the normal condition of 
man, that freedom, not slavery, is to be pror 
moted, secured, guarded, already we see the slave 
States of Maryland and Missouri, Arkansas and 
Louisiana, and others on the home-stretch to be- 
come free. mers 

Now, in the face of these events, it is gravely 
put forth, at the other end of the Capitol, that 
executive caprice may at any time annul or te- 
voke the proclamation, thrust back into thralldom 
these millions of human beings, as though mor- 
tal man had the prerogative to bring backwards, | 
so much as one degree, that terrible shadow upon 
the nation’s sun-dial, forgetting that the Being 
who moves the hands upon that dial-plate ‘sits 
upon the circle of eternity! ce 

But who is the man, where is the political 
party, that- proposes to make this issue between 
slavery and freedom by recalling, if it could-be 
j done, that grandest uninspired utterance in the 
annals of time? It were better for that man he 
had never been born. His name would become 
a hissing and reproach among men, and his mem- 
ory be gibbeted with an immortality of infamy! 
And what of a party organized to overthrow the 
liberties of a race? Why, as John Van Buren 
once said, a coroner’s inquest might be necessary 
to establish the identity of the carcass ere en» 
tombment, to be known no more on earth, 

In that other wing of the Capitol it has also 
been suggested that the Supreme Court, never 
having yet passed upon the validity of the proc- 
lamation, may, in the plenitude of its wisdom, 
hold it null and inoperative. Think of a judge in 
Westminster Hall examining and passing upon 
Lord Dunmore’s or Admiral Cochrane’s procla- 
mations of freedom to slaves; or of the court of 
King’s Bench gravely reviewing Lord Cornwal- 
lis’s or Lord Wellington’s proclamations, Think 
of our supreme judges constituting themselves 
into a supreme court-martial, and hearing argu- 
ments as to the propriety or pertinence of Gen- 
eral Grant’s or General Banks’s military orders or 
proclamations. The President might modify or 
annul the orders; and shall he, too, be arraigned 
before such tribunal? Will a codrdinate branch 
of the Government attempt to review or modify 
the military measures of the Commander-in-Chief? 
Not unless madness indeed rules the hour and the 
tribunal. 

From the authorities already cited, it would ap- 
pear, if the very case has not been passed upon 
by the Supreme Court, the principle beyond all 
question has been settled which will control should 
such case ever be presented. í 

Chief Justice Taney, in his better days, once 
said, (7 Howard Rep., pp. 43, 44:) 

« After the President has acted, and called out the mili- 
t tia, is a circuit court of the United States authorized to 
inquire if his discretion was right? If the judicial power 
extends so far, the guarantee contained in the Coustitution 
is a guarantee of anarchy and not of order. Tf this right 
does not reside in the courts when the conflict is raging, if 
the judicial power is at that time bound to follow the decis- 
ion Of the political, it must be equally bound when the con- 
testis over. Atali events, it{the power] isconferred upon 


i him {the President] by the Constitution and the Jaws of the 


United States, and must therefore be respected and en- 
forced in its judicial tribunals.?? 

But, in virtue of the proclamation, these people 
have acquired the right to be free; and exercised 
by them for ever so brief a period, who has the 
night again to enslave them? More than a hun- 
dred years ago, Lord Lyttleton, in his Persian 
| Letters, asks: 

“Tf liberty were but a year old the English would have 
just as good a right to claim and to preserve it as if it had 
been handed down to them from many ages; for allowing 
that their aneestors were slaves through weakness or want 
of spirit, is slavery so valuable an inheritance that it never 
must be parted with? is a long prescription necessary te 
give force to the natural rights of mankind??? 

No, sir, the Supreme Court of the United States 
cannot if it would, and will notif it could, review 
the emancipation proclamation. Jt has not the 
power. If Congressin its high puissance should 
by solemn and unanimous resol ve declare the proe- 


Yes, carnage is his daughter 1 i 


i lamation a nullity, such resolve, except as the 


L 
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eXpression of itsopinion, would be impotent and 
powerless. “Rights conferred by that promulga- 
tion would remain unimpaired, unabridged, invio- 
lata J£ to revoke it the President himselfshould 
téar up the parchment où which it is written, it 
would be all in vain., Its words are graven in 
thandér-tones across the broadest page of our na-. 
tion’s history; the sound thereof has gone forth | 
throughout. ah the earth; every tribe and people 
and: kingdom under the whole heavens have heard 
the tidings thereof. Effaceit? Quench it?. Recall 
it Never! never! never! It cannot be done so 
longasthesunandthemoonendure. Ithath passed 
beyond’ the reach and the ken of mortal man. 
Henceforth it is with the Infinite! No being this 
side the eternal Throne can now annul it and re- 
enslave those millions. By the honest wisdom 
of Abrabam Lincoln and the providence of God 
they are free, and to become free, and they are to 
remain free; and others their fellows in bondage, 


inhabiting territory excepted by the proclamation, |; 


ere long are all to join them, and they and their 
descendants thereafter are to live in their own 
homes the life of the free. 

If this war has taught the world what we.are, 
has it not taught us what we may be and what 
we must be? In the brief period of three years, 
a million and cight hundred thousand men have 
left the employments of peace and entered the 
fields of war. They have fought two thousand 
battles. The casualties of disease and of conflicts 
and of prisons have taken away two hundred and 
ten thousand of their number. During the same 
period, four hundred and eighty-seven thousand 
serviceable young men have come of military age. 
And all the while the pursuics of agriculture, of 
manufacture, and ofeommerce, thriveand flourish 
as aforctime. 

Such items make us know there is a future for 
our country; make us fecl, though this war con- 
tinue a month, a season, a year, or a decade of 
years, f 

“ The grave’s not dug where traitors’ hands shall lay 

In fearful haste its murdered corse away.” 

Our country has long beena refuge and ahome 
for hundreds of thousandsannually flying fromthe 
burdens and oppressions of the Old to the hopes 
and the homesteads of the New World. Rebel 
sympathizers here and elsewhere may croak about 
the continuance of the war and the debt it will 
entail, but the one will end, the other will be pro- 
vided for. With coal and mineral deposits in 
extent abd richness surpagsing all computation; 
with States and ‘Territories as yet only known 
and mapped by degrees of lougitude and parallels 
of Jatitude, where farms without stintand without 
number may be had for the asking, will not im- 
migration soon obliterate the wastes of war? Even 
while the frightful clash of arms is resounding in |} 
our midst, 1t is wonderful to behold the fore- 
shadows of tlie mighty exodus projected west- 
ward, limited and circumscribed already by the 
insufficiency of the merchant marine of the two 
most commercial nations in the world to supply 
transportation across the Atlantic. i 

The one blighting incubus forever gone, how 
beauteous and how gladsome will be the bloom 
and the fragrance of the olive, again in’blossom 
throughout all our borders? What or who can | 
then arrest the rapid accomplishment of an august j} 
destiny? And, sir, the grim shadow that has 
darkened all our land and“ eclipsed the gayety of 
nations’? is passing offand away; andwhen nota |j 
rack’? is left, when once more full-orbed haleyon |i 
sunlight, clear and effulgent, irradiates every sec- ‘j 
tionand segment of our nation’s disk, from lake- i| 
line on the north to Gulf-line on the south, from f 
our fair orient coast to that sunset shore where | 
God has made all the hills of gold, then be sure, |! 
at once, at home, abroad, every where— i 

«The dwellers in the vales and on the roeks 
Shout to each other; and the mountain tops 
From distant mountains cateh tue flying joy, 
Til, nation after nation taught the strain, 
Earth rolls the rapturous hosanna round? — 


Peace, Union, Freedom, forever! 
CONDUCT OF THE WAR. 

_Mr. DUMONT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to par- | 
ticipate a little in this discussion; and as I would 
be listened to, and, when it is delivered, have my 
speech read by my constituents at least, I willavail 
myself of a lesson taught and a moral inculeated 
in the prefatory introduction to Gil Blas: 


| position in this House, who now declare thatthey 


! thus—yicld a generous and earnest support.to 


“Gentle reader, before thou hearest the history of my 


life, give me leave to entertain thee with a short story. E 


% 


| his own city out of the Union under the delusive | 


“Tyo scholars, in their way from Pennafiel to Sala- || 
manca; being thirsty and fatigued, sat down by a spring 
they met with on theroad. There, while they rested them- 
selves, after having quenched their thirst, they perceived 
by accident, upon a stone that was even with the surface 
of the earth, some letters, already half effaced by time and 
the feet of flocks that- came to the water at the fountain. 
flaving washed it, they read these words in the Castilian 
tongue: ‘Aqui est á encerranda el alma del licencia Pedro | 
Garcias’—‘ Here lies interred the soul of the licentiate 
Peter Garcias? The younger of the two students, being 
a pert ċoxcomb, no sooner read this inscription than he 
cried, with a loud laugh: ‘A goad joke, i’ faith! here is | 
interred the soul—a soul interred! Who the devil could 
be the author of such a wise epitaph? So saying, he got | 
up and went away 3.while bis companion, who was blessed? 
with a greatershare of penetration, saidio himself: ¢Thete 
is certainly some mystery in this affair, PH stay in order 
to unriddle it? Accordingly, bis comrade was na sooner 
out of sight than he began to dig with bis knife all around 
the stone, and succeeded so well that he got it up, and 
found beneath ita leathern purse, containing a hundred 
ducats, and a ecard, on which was written the following 
sentence, in Latin: 6 Whosoever thou art who hast wit 
enough to discover the meaning of tbis inscription, inherit 
my money, and make a better use of it than I have done.’ 
The scholar, rejoicing at his good fortune, placed the stone 
in its former situation, and walked home to Salamanca 
with the soul of the licentiate. 

“Of what complexion soever thou mayest be, friendly 
reader, thou wilt certainly resemble one of those two sehol- 
ars; forif thou perusest my adventures without perceiving 
the moral instructions they contain, thou wilt reap no har- 
vest from tbytabor; butif thou readest with attention, thou 
wilt find in them, according to the precept of Horace, profit 
mingled with pleasure.”? 

I would not be vain, and know that the wisdom 
of man is foolishness with God; but who can pre- 
dict in advance, speaking after the manner of men, 
that I am but a presumptuous driveler, that what 
I may say will be mere twaddle, and unworthy of 
consideration? It is difficult, E know, in the dis- 
cussion of the themes and topicsof the day to pur- 
suean unbeaten path, but the plumes that I wear, 
though not brilliant, shall not be borrowed, and ! 
the steed upon which | ride shall be my own; but 
it must be borne in mind that I come after others 
in this discussion, and where two ride the same 
horse one must ride behind. 

It may as well be blurted out, with as little af- 
fectation of modesty as may be, that I claim to be 
aman of brains, and have found in my travels 
through the world a prevailing scarcity of that 
commodity in all disbelievers. 

I oppose the war, says one, because the pur- 
poses for which it was begun have been aban- 
doned, and it is now an abolition war. It is said 
that all things are possible with God, and it may 
be that some one of the many who claim to be 
absolved from their allegiance to their Govern- 
ment because the Government has departed—that 
is the charge—from the purposes with which it 
set out, is sincere, and but yielding to the dictates 
of conscience. 

But we are told that the heart of man is deceit- 
ful above all things, and desperately wicked; and 
I will venture the assertion that the pretense is 
hypocritical on the part of ninety-nine ont of 
every hundred of the rebel sympathizers. Trace 
them up and run them back, and as sure as God 
lives it will be discovered thatif at any tinge they 
have seemed to be yielding a hearty support to 
the war it was a deception, and that the brindle 
hide of the wolf thatis now worn withouta blush 
might at y time have been discovered, if the 
robe of hypocrisy had been tornaway. At what 
time, let me ask, did any of the leaders of the Op- 


have been deceived, and made to believe that this 
war was waged simply to put down the rebellion, 
when in truth and in fact itis carried on to free 
the negro, place him on an equality with the white 
man, wreak vengeance, glut revenge, punish an- 
cient grudges, and subvert the Constitution—at 
what time, I say, did they—I mean such as prate 


those trying to put down the rebellion? Will 
they point to the fact that they voted for or now 
support the Crittenden resolutions? Oh, yes, they 
voted for or support the Crittenden resolutions, 
and what does that prove? The member from 
New York (Mr. Fernanpo Woop} is occasion- 
ally, when it suits his purpose, án advocate of 
those prepositions; and I have heard it said that 
at a public meeting in the city of New York, soon 
after the fall of Sumter, he declared that the flag 
of the Union had been insulted, the Constitution 
set at naught, and that he would stand by the 
Government, and with all his might and all his 
power aid to put down the rebellion; and yethow 
long after this was it that he attempted to seduce 


advantages that would result to a free city; and 
when was it, Jet meask, when was it that he in- 
formed Toombs of Georgia, who complained of 
the seizure of arms for that State in the city of 
New York, that if he (Woop) had the power he 
would summarily punish the authors of the ille- 
gal and unjustifiable act?. The delectable corre- 
spondence will best answer the question. Eere 
it is: 


MILLEDGEVILIE, January 24, 1861. 
To His Honor Mayor Wood: F 
Is it true that any arms intended for and consigned tothe 
State of Georgia have been seized by publie authorities in 
New York? Your answer is important to us and to New 
York. Answer at once, R. TOOMBS. 


To this the mayor returned the following an- 


| Swer: 


Hou. Rozerr Toomas, Milledgeville, Georgia: 

In reply to your dispatch, I regret to say that arms in- 
tended for and consignedto the State of Georgia have been 
seized by the police of this State, but that the city of New 
York should in no way be made responsible for the outrage. 

As mayor I have uo authority over the police. If Ibad 
the power F should summarily punish the authors of this 
illegal and unjustifiable seizure of private property. 

FERNANDO WOOD. 

Jesse D. Brightand the author of this response, 
par nobile fratrum, lovely in their lives, in death 
they shall not be divided, The former wrote alet- 
ter too. That letter wanted to putfircarms into the 
hands of rebels to assassinate their country, and 
so does this, In that respect they are alike. He 
has paid the penalty for his want of patriotism. 
Those who follow his example may not share the 
same fate; but they will share a fate equally ter- 
viblein the indignant condemnation of the people 
and in the faithful records of history. ~ 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] ought to 
lay this Toombs Hetter and answer away as a 
trophy anda souvenir, as he did the sermonof the 
“plain unquestioned African. ”? 

And as late as the 26th of January, 1864, he 
[Mr. Woop] spoke in this louse as follows: 

“This war mustcease, l enre not how or from what cause, 
whether by exhaustion on either side, by southern submis- 
sion or success, by mediation, or by northern magnanimity, 
or by northern sense of self-preservation. ‘The war must 
cease. ‘There must be an end of it sooner or later fromone 
cause or from another. [ think all will coneede this. Ad- 
nitting, therefore, this conclusion, the nextinguiry is how, 
and when? These are the proper qnestions for this Con- 
gress to determine. When shall this war cease?” 


Weil did the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hue- 
BARD] ask and say: 


u“ What are we to understand by this? Is thegentleman 
totally indificrent to the result of this struggie? Does he 
not care how it ends, whether insuccess or defeat? Is there 
aman inall the Northso destitute of interest In the nation’s 
welfare? Ihave quoted the uenian’s language contained 
in his printed speech, and will Jeave itfor his explanation 
and the judgment of the country. Certainly this gentleman 
is a fit companion for Vallandigham, and the two are fitand 
estimable advocates of peace while such sentiments are 
thrown broadcast over the country.”? 


And his colleague [Mr. GRiNNELL] spurned the 
vile thing in this wise: 

& And this is the plump sentenee and sentiment of a mem- 
ber of the Thirty-Righth Congress on a war which called 
for the sacrifice.of hecatombs of men in that struggle where 
‘resistance to tyrants is obedience to Gad. Indifferent 
whether peace is gained by rebel submission or suecess; 
whether the country is divided, and slavery made the cor- 
ner-stone of an empire; whether traitors shall pay for their 
own music in this dance of demons, or loyalty shall pay for 


j all; whether history shail adjudge the Government imbe- 


cile and our Army craveus and cowards, or our veterans 
return with victorious banners, having doomed slavery 
founded a nation so firm, so mighty and free that Reaven 
shall look down to see!” ` 

He for the Crittenden resolutions; and yet has 
denounced the principles of coercion from the be- 
ginning, (with now and then a repentant moment, 
when to seem patriotic would the better subserve 
his purpose,) and maintained the right ofa State 
to go out of the Union at pleasure, and denied 
any power in the Constitution to bring her back. 
And. knowing, as every rational man mustknow, 
that to sap the credit of a Government in time 
of war is to break it down, and to place it at the 
feet of the foe, and to eompelit to submit to igno- 
minious terms, that candid, patriotic, and truth- 
loving gentleman stated on this floor but a few 
days since, as I understood him, that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury had puta thousand millions of 
Treasury notes in circulation. I simply inquire for 
information: was that giving aid and comfort to the 
enemy? And is itreasonable to presume that the 
gentleman intends what must follow if the pub- 
lie gives credit to such reckless declarations? In 
the punishment of crime it isa legal inference that 
a party intends the natural consequence of his 
act. Tt is presumable that he who uses a deadly 
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weapon intends to kill. He for the Crittenden res- 
olutions with a vengeance; and yet they declare 
that the war shall be prosecuted until the Union 
is restored. He support the Crittenden resolu- 
tions; and yet stood up in this Hall buta few days 
ago, and with great flourish of trampets had the 
speeches of Burke and Chatham read wherein they 
denounced the wrongs that the mother country had 
heaped upon this, and wherein they plead for the 
redress of the grievances and forthe independence 
of the colonies, and paraded these speeches as ap- 
plicable to the state of things now existing between 
the Union and the rebel States. The Union was the 
mother country; had inflicted and should redress 
the wrongs, give the guarantees, indemnity for 
the past, and security fur the future, and let the 
oppressed go free.. It assumed the shape of an 
allegory, less beautiful, itis true, than the match- 
less allegory of Bunyan, its most faulty point being 
a failure to inform us whether he, standing then in 
propria persona before us, typified most nearly the 
stalwart Burke or the gifted Chatham; whether 
modesty stood in the way, or whether he con- 
ceived himself equal to both, I will not undertake 
to decide. He an advocate for the Crittenden 
propositions; and yet paraded in this House the 
other day, as an argument for the appointment of 
peace commissioners on our‘part, the resolutions 
introduced into the rebel congress by Mr. Wright 
of Georgia, as follows: 

“Whereas the President of the United States, in a late 
public communication, did declare that no propositions 
tor peace hat been made to that Government by the con- 
federate States, when, in truth, such propositions were 
prevented from being made by the President of the United 
States, in that he refused to hear, or to reccive, two com- 
missioners appointed to treat expressly of the preserva- 
tion of amicable relations between the wo Governments; 
nevertheless that the confederate States may stand jus- 
tified in the sight of the conservative men of the North 
of all parties, and that the world may kuow which of the 
two Governinents it is that urges on a war unparalleled tor 
the fierceness of the conflict, and intensifying into a sec- 
tional batred unsurpassed in the annals of mankind : There- 
fore, ł 

“Resolved, That the confederate States invite the United 
States, through their Government at Washington, to meet 
them by representatives equal to their Representatives and 
Senators in their respective Congress, at ——, on the —— 
day of —— next to consider: 1, Whether they cannot agree 
upon the recognition of the contederate States of America. 
2. in the event of such recognition, whether they cannot 
agree upon the formation of a new Goverament, founded 
upon the equality and sovereignty of the States; but if this 
cannot be done, to consider: 3. Whether they cannotagree 
upon treaties, offensive, defensive, and commercial, 

“Resolved, [n the event of the passage of these resolu- 
tions the President be requested to communicate the same 
to the Government at Washington in such manner as he 
shall deem most in accordance with the usages of nations; 
‘and in the event of their acceptance by that Government 
he do issue his proclamation of election of delegates, under 
such regulations as he may deem expedient? 

Now all the world knows that this preamble 
states a positive falsehood, and the wonder is that 
a gentleman could be found willing to father it. 
The instructions of Jeff. Davis to the commis- 
sioners, Alex. H. Stephens and his associates, 
were published at the time. They were expressly 
told in those instructions that their mission had 
no political aspect whatever, but related alone to 
questions in conection with prisoners, and the 
treatment of prisoners. They were prohibited 
from entering upon any negotiations touching 
other questions. No one has ever denied or 
doubted the genutneness of these instructions. 
They were published by Jef. Davis himself in 
the rebel papers to notify the world that though 
he had proposed to send commissioners, they 
were prohibited from negotiating upon the subject 
of peace. Itis pretended now, | know, by the 
disloyal tribe of politicians, that if the commis- 


sioners had been received we would have heard || 


a different story, a conjecture right in face of the 
instructions, and evidence of an overwhelming 
kind to thecoutrary. Alex. H. Stephens was oue 
ofthese commissioners, and we have his declara- 
tions, made since that time, that he is against 
peace on any terms but the independence of the 
rebel States. Itis not to be supposed for a sin- 
gle moment thata peace commissioner who was 
to negotiate a peace on the basis of the recon- 
struction of the Union would be appointed who 
was himself opposed to such a reconstruction. 

Itis an absurdity, a silly fabrication. Flere is | 
what Mr. Stephens said in July, 1863: 

« Aa for reconstruction, such a thing is impossible, such 
an idea must not be tolerated for an fustant. Reconstruc- j 
tion would not end the war, but would produce a more 
horrible war than that in which we are now engaged. 


i 


i 
t 


f 


“Phe only terns on which we can obtain permanent 


peace is final and complete separation: from the North. 
Rather than submit to anywiing short of that, let us resolve 
to die like men worthy of freedom.” ~ $ : 

And here is what Jeff. Davis’s organ said: 

“itis all or nothing; the confederacy. or the Yankee 
nation, one or the other, must go down, down to perdition; 
one or the other must.forfeit its national existence; and 
lie at the mercy of the other.” r ; 

Before testimony so ogent and overwhelming, 
let the lying tongue be put to silence. 

The propositions of this Mr. Wright of Geor- 
gia are an insult to the living and the dead. The 
blood of the slain and the spirits of the departed 
forbid it, and he of the loyal States who shall give 
it his sanction will curse the day that gave him 
birth, and call upon the rocks and mountains to 
hide him from the wrath of an outraged people. 
As the thunderbolt leaps from the cloud, as the 
lightnings shiver the gnarled oak, so will it fall 
upon and crush him. 

“Tt will come as the winds come when forests are rended, 
ut Vill come as the waves come when navies are strand- 
ed. 

The propotions are impudence in all its un- 
searchable richness. JI denounce them; but oh, 
how I deplore the beggarly poverty of language 
to do it! The Union, with al) its historic renown 
and glorious memories, to be traded off and bar- 
tered away with less solemnity than should cbar- 
acterize a horse-trade, and for less than a mess of 
pottage; its continuance and perpetuity excluded 


i from consideration and notto be within the juris- 
Great God, what a | 


diction of the referces atall! 
solemn mockery! And is this the ultimatum for 
which the brave soldier has surrendered the com- 
forts of home, gone to the tented field, endured 
the toils, dangers, and privations of the camp— 
nay, for which he has bled and died, and for which 
we now hear the wail of the widow and the orphan 
from ocean to ocean and from the lakes to the 
Gulf? 

Considering that ‘a vicious old political dy- 
nasty that has long controlled the Government, 


| with its plantation despotism is now in its last 


agonies of dissolution,” it was meet and proper; 
and in harmony with the eternal fitness of things, 
that he who upon this floor has pronounced the 
attempt to rescue the Government from Vandals 
and put down the rebellion, ‘*@ hellish crusade of 
blood and famine” should be the embassador to 
bring forward this proposition. It will beseen that 


| these propositionsare like the division of spoils be- 


tween the white manand the Indian: “ PH take the 
turkey and you take the buzzard, or you take the 
buzzard and PH take the turkey.” So it is with 
these propositions, the independence of the con- 
federacy in any contingency must be granted; that 
is a sine qua non; and the convention proposed is 
to have no power outside the limitation, Oh! how 
terrible to the people of that doomed city was the 
blasts of the rams’ horns around the walls of Jer- 


icho, but not so terrible as the withering indigna- | 


tion and burning scorn that will follow those who 
are for peace on disgraceful terms. How can one 
who favoss such a peace be for the Crittenden 
propositions, which arein utterantagonism tosuch 


a disgraceful surrender? They declare that the | 
i war was begun and forced upon us by the dis- 


unionists of the southern States now in revolt 


nol prove retromingent. j 
live after those who would subvert it are dead, 
as die they will, and as they have applied them- 
i selves to bad purposes here, though we cannot 


penetrate the @uil, they will probably be applied 
to ditto hereafter: 
t Imperial Cæsar, dead, and turned to clay, 
May stop a hole to keep the wind away.” 

I apply not my remarks to any one, and as they 
are intended for no one to whom they do not justly 
apply, I simply let them apply themselves.. He 
who is conscious of rectitude of intentions toward 
his country may be satisfied I allude not to him. 


| it is the wounded bird that flutters, and if an ar- | 


row’ of mine has sped to a- proper 
it Stiele, 0° OP oe Se oe eae : 

My home is, Mr: Chairman; as you may. 
haps know, in Indiana: ThatStaté isa good State, 
and has a population, with some dishonorable ex- 
ceptions, of which a prince might well be pro 
Tam happy to say that itis the State: of m 
uvity, and have.a sneaking suspicion that the Slate 
is happy toò. Many of the people are fro 
tacky, Virginia, Maryland; the Carolinas, 
other slave States. Some of them are pr 
in favor and some against slavery; bitas a g 
eral thing they are reasonableand reflecting men; 
and honorable and good’ citizens." When: they 
came among us, they did not leave the land of 
their birth between two days'nor for their coun- 
try’s good, but they came among us respectable 
citizens, seeking a land of freedom, a génial-cli+ 
mate, and a fertile soil, They may have been 
slavehoiders or they may not; but be that ás it 
may, they were and are a fair class of men. They 
are not intolerant, they. head no’mobs, lynch no 
ministers, tar.and feather no poor friendless and 
unprotected stranger, and burn no. one at the 
stake. They pay their taxes, educate their chil- 
dren, build churches and school-houses, have'cani- 
tributed largely to the prosperity and wealth of 
our State,and have made the wilderness blossom 
as the rose, mes 

But there isa different classfound in all the free 
States, Indiana included, not numerous, thank 
God, and itis a pity that the race was notextinet, 
It has no affinity, no consanguinity with. the mer- 
itorjous and respectable class to which f have ré- 
ferred. I will undertake to describe one of- these 
animals. He professes to be of the chivalry, of 
the lineage of the brave and. dashing. Cavalier, 
and proves that he is of gentle birth to: the satis- 
faction of all by acts that would shame a savage. 
He was in the New York mob. He is of those 
who declare this to be an abolition war, and who 
say, ‘Oh! he has gone over to the abolitionists,” 
whenever they hear one utter a manly sentiment. 
He gets into Congress sometimes, and we ‘hear 
| his speeches from those who would be in the con- 
federate congress if confederate scrip was as good 
for bread and butter as greenbacks. As they 
elect congressmen for Kentucky, Tennessee, Mis- 
souri, and other States at Richmond, it would not 
be at all surprising if some of these gentlemen 
should wake up some fine morningand find them- 
selves elected to the congress at Richmond. It 
would be but a proper acknowledgment for sèr- 
vices rendered. The greenback question might 
‘stand in the way of acceptance; but E would make 
no indiscriminate charges simply because gentle- 
men differ from me in opinion, and include no one 
who is for his country, no matter how divergent 
our paths may be, and no matter how much he 
may differ with the party in power, if that differ- 
ence is not used to paralyze the arm raised to 
strike down the rebellion. 

But to the description. He, manifests much 
|| hatred toward those who believe not in slavery 
and cannot look upon it asa sanctified institution, 
i and toward the negro himself he is spiteful, vin- 
dictive, and sometimes wanton, cruel, and fero- 
cious. Ifa slave escape from bondage his scent 
is keen, he is quick upon his trail, reward or rio 
il reward, and his denunciations bitter and fearful 
against those whose tastes, running not in that 
path, conceiveitdirty work, Heisintolerantand 
ready to mob, hang, waylay, assassinate, crucify, 
j and burn at the stake all who differ with him in 
opinion. The sacred calling of a minister shields 
him not from his vengeance. Utterly remorseless 
and as frantic as a fiend, the prayers and tears of 
fragile woman areunavailing. Isheaslaveholder? 
No, he is not. He owns no slaves. He never 
owned a slave nor did his father before him. Some 
of them are of low, brutal, and depraved lives, 
but many are well-to-do in the world and ofa 
certain grade of respectability. What is the solu- 
tion, then, to this strange phenomenon? It seems 
| to be almost unaccountable. ‘Though slavehold- 
ing is well calculated to make a.man with a bad 
ii heart a domineering tyrant, all that can be truly 
| said is that such is only the tendency of the things 
j and the more respectable slaveholder, when not 
| aggravated or provoked into violence, holds such 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 


object, 


conduct in scorn, He may visit terrible punish- 
ment upon the offending negro, but not upon the 
unoffending; he reduces him to. subjection. and 
takes his labor without compensation, but if he 
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will be a dutiful servant, he will as a general thing 
Heakindmaster. Iftheservant flees from bondage 
he pursues him not, he has no relish for that sort 
of business; butif it must needs be done, the class 
‘of men to which I have alluded are called into the 
service and are employed as you would employ a 
hangman or a scavenger. He may be, and fre- 
quently, is, intolerant and revengeful, and willing 
that- brutal things shall be done; butif so, he pre- 
férs that brutal things shall. be done. by- brutal 
men, and maintains.the semblance of decency by 
‘confiding at least the manual part of the dirty work 
to others. He is not adog himself, though he 
‘may. occasionally hiss-the dogs on. In every 
sease he is above the class whose pictures I would 
draw. He may be the remorseless judge, but he 
is not the bloody executioner. He may have 
dirty work to do, but he is not himself the low 
and: vile scavenger. 
‘Where do you find this despicable class? Most- 
Jy in the free States; but. they are exotics, and 
notto the manner born; they are imported if not 
blooded stock. They once lived in the slave 
States, and though they may have attained to con- 
‘Biderable respectability since their immigration, 
they were of no respectability before emigrating, 
but were kept down from generation to gencra- 
tion by a vicious system, and were what is de- 
nominated in the slave States ‘* poor white trash,” 
held in contempt by the respectable slaveholder, 
and in still greater contempt by the slave himself, 
for a negro is a terrible aristocrat, and measures 
aman’s respectability by the number ofhis slaves. 
One white-man with a hundred negroes js of infi- 
nitely more account than a hundred white men 
without a negro. They associated not with the 
slaveholder; they were hardly permitted to asso- 
ciate with the negro, for the slaveholder distrusts 
the fidelity of any one who cannot participate in 
the business more than he does that of one who 
will not, and in that he shows his sense and 
knowledge of human nature, and the workings 
of the human heart. If he is graciously permitted 
to git down at the slaveholder’s table, it is not on 
his own account, but because he has to eat, he 
lives by eating, and that keeps him under the 
watchful eye of the master and apart. from the 
negroes, and the negroes from his supposed cor- 
rupting influence. He is permitted to go through 
the form of voting, but he might as well be led 
to the polls by the nape of the neck, for his vote 
is not his own, but that of the white man on 
whose plantation and in whose cabin he lives. 
He contributes in no way to mold public opin- 
jon or swell its current; his voice is hushed and 
his assistance spurned in the bold avowal of the 
ruling class that uninformed public opinion (that 
is the courtly phrase used to designate the voice 
of the poor and the opinions of the humble) is to 
be disregarded. No part or lot may such pre- 
sume to have in what only concerns their betters. 
This is all grinding, and he feels it, for he may 
be, in all that constitutes a man, the superior of 
the two, (but if he is he belongs not to my pic- 
ture,) and he feels that the negro is the cause of 
his degradation, (and suchis really the trath, that 
is to say, his degradation results from the malign 
influence of slavery,) and his vengeance falls upon 
the poor negro for being the cause of evils for 
which he is in no way to. blame. 
These grievances become so intolerable that he 
finally takes up arms against them, puts all his 
goods and chattels, for he has neither lands nor 
tenements, on to the back of a poor old horse, or 
intoa rickety wagon, and with wife and children 
emigrates to a free State, with hatred to the negro 
grounded into his very inmost soul too deep to be 
eradicated by the small amount of reason at his 
command; and he comes with this other delusion 
that the number of a man’s slaves is the measure 
of his respectability. If he comes not with this 
latter delusion, he is not likely to becomea stake- 
burner or one of the intolerant tribe alluded to. 
With these two delusions deeply seated, he set- 
tles upon free soil, and under the benign influ- 
ences of free institutions makes property, holds 
up his head, pricks up his ears, and gets up in 
the world. He ceases to be an underling, buthe 
still hates the negro, and sull holds fast to the 
delusion that the holding of men in bondage is 
proof of respectability. It is but a step from the 
sublime to the ridiculous, not far from the cradle 
to the grave; and the space is less, we see, be- 
tween squalid wretchedness, abject servility, and 


bogus aristocracy. It is a terrible fallacy that a 
stream cannot be purer than its fountain, that you 
cannot make a silken purse out of a pig’s ear, or 
a gentleman and an. aristocrat out of mud-sill 
material.. Hammond himself, of mud-sill notori- 
ety, was, it is said, the son of a butcher. But this 
is a digression. Thus the whole matter is ex- 


.plained. He visits vengeance upon the negro be- 


cause he feels vengeful and is incapable of draw- 
ing a distinction and seeing clearly that it was 
slavery and not the negro that kept him down. 
He is, as the boys say, ‘unconscious of his 
agony,’ or, more properly speaking, unconscious 
of the real cause of it. He holds a slaveholder 
in veneration simply because he is such, as he has 
yet learned no other standard of respectability, 
and he professes to hold him in more awe than 
he really does, lest if he did not seem to be wed- 
ded to slavery and the slaveholder, it might be 
suspected by his neighbors that he had belonged 
to the ‘* poor white trash,” which he conceals as 
sedulously as the escaped convict would conceal 
the fact that his last boarding place was the peni- 
tentiary. It is to the glory of fgee institutions, 
frec soil, and freedom that though’ the deplorable 
condition of this man as depicted has been the 
condition of the father before him, and his an- 
cestors for ages, that still many such, under the 
warming, quickening, and fertilizing influence of 
freedom, emerge as if by magic to full.developed 
manhood as soon as they have a chance; but 
such are not of the tribe that I am attempting to 
describe. And thus the whole problem is worked 
out, and the strange mystery explained. f 

I once inquired of one of those who was putting 
on airs and making a manifestation of plantation 
manners, ‘Did you ever owna slave??? ‘ No.” 
“ Did your father ever own aslave?”? “No.” 
“ Did yourgrand father ever ownaslave?’’ “No.” 
“ Did your great-grandfather ever own a slave?” 
“No.” Did any of your kindred in the as- 
cending or descending or collateral line to the re- 
motest generation ever own a slave??? No.” 
“ Then you may as well subside; the thing won’t 
work; the fable of the toad that would swell to 
the dimensions of an ox, and the catastrophe 
which befell his toadship, stand inthe way; you 
may attempt to hold a high head, but you are of 
scrub stock at last, and can make no one believe 
by an exhibition of plantation manners that you 
are of a blooded race or ever belonged to the slave 
oligarchy.” But from this colloquy I would not 
have my opinions in regard to “ blooded stock”? 
misunderstood, An old Dutchman had hogs sup- 
posed to be of a choice breed. A neighbor ap- 
plied to him to buy a couple for the stock, and 
the Dutchman agreed to deliver them. He carried 
them over in a basket, and also a basket of corn; 
a basket of pigs in one hand and a basket of corn 
in the other. When he arrived he set down the 
basket of pigs, saying, ‘ Here ish te pigs;”” then 
he set down the basket of corn, saying, “And 
here ish te breed.” And that is my opinion of 
‘* blooded stock,” whether applied to man or pigs; 
it depends a good deal on the keeping. 

But to return to the point. The desire of man- 
kind to seem to be what they are not, we find it 
all over the world, on this floor as well as else- 
where; and I now declare it in the presence of 
certain gentlemen upon this floor—but of course 
I make no sweeping remarks, and allude not to 
patriotic gentlemen, who delight not in borrowed 
plumes—that they will have to be more frantic, 
and-more adroit to boot, than they have yet been 
to palm the deception alluded to upon a discern- 
ing public. It may be and doubtless is all right; 
bat the people will want better proof of it than 
mere devotion to slavery or subserviency to that 
interest. 

Whoever goes upon the hypothesis that his 


į eyes and ears are wide open and that all others 


are blind and deaf, is laboring under a terrible de- 
lusion; as a good old Quaker minister said, “ He 
is deceived, and likewise sucked in.” Slavery 


| may be a great sin or it may no#—f think, my- 


self, that ithas not much relish of salvation in it— 
slaveholding a great crime or it may not. It may 


| become the corner-stone of a despotism, the off- 


spring of a dissevered Union, or it may not; that 


depends upon the aid and comfort the enemy may | 


receive from northern traitors; but one thing Is 
certain, the animal I have described, whose pic- 
ture I have drawn, and whose pedigree I have 
given, is spurious and bogus. 


H 


i and pour the oil of conso 


One of the grand complaints against Mr. Lin- 
coln is that in one of his messages he called ne- 
groes “ American citizens of African descent.*’ 
It was for a time the theme for all the numberless 
wits in the land. : Now. the wits in the land are 
asnumerousas the stars, of all ages, sizes, grades, 
and descriptions; like the pigs that went astray 
and were posted in rhyme: 

. & Some were big and some were small, 
And some were hardly. hogs at ali.” 

That the ruler of a great and mighty people, 
the head of a nation of such historic memoriesas 
ours, should get down stairs in that kind of style, 
was so thoroughly disgusting as to put all de- 
cency to the blush. He was bringing the nation 
into contempt. A negro was to be nigger no longer, 
butan “ American citizen of African descent.” 
With pen, with pencil, and with tongue, the 
changes were rung and the words ingrafted into 
all sayings, writings, and speechés, garnished 
with quotations, italics, and those other. things 
which grammarians tell us denote wonder, admi- 
ration, surprise, astonishment, and horrification. 
To point a moral or adorn a tale and to every pur- 

ose of ridicule were they applied. Would you 

c smart, severe, or did you desire to burnish up 
your rancid wit, here was a glorious opportu- 
nity. Write or say something into which these 
words could be injected, and the rhapsodies of 
delight into which all copperheads would go was 
as quick and instantaneous as the lightning’s red 
flash which “ paints hellon the sky.” But utter 
the words, and 

“The rock is stricken and the waters gush.” 


In reply to truths respectfully spoken, calm and 
dispassionate reason and good sense earnestly 
uttered, ‘ American citizens of African descent” 
was regarded as a capital hit of subtile wit, a cut- 
ting retort as keen as the glittering blades of Da- 
mascus, a sledge-hammer blow, wielded by a her- 
culean hand, hitting the nail on the head and 
driving it home; and whoever could exhibit the 
greatest dexterity in “ roping in” the words, was 
regarded in the slang language of the day as a 
* broth of aboy in the morning.” But, mirabile 
dictu, they have shotaway all their deadly arrows, 
the last one in the quiver is gone, and old Abe yet 
lives, and if he lives on and keeps a-living until 
slain by these terrible shafts, he will carry length 
of days in one hand and riches and honor in the 
other. Oh! there is a comforting solace in the 
reflection that— 

s¢ When fools become satiric, 
We may take it for a panegyric.”” 

It is in vain to disguise the fact that these are 
degenerate days; the testimony is overwhelming, 
and the unwelcome truth forces itself home upon 
us. We may close our eyes, but the very at- 
mosphere we breathe admonishes us of the truth. 
He who will obey the precepts of the Saviour, and 
speak in kindly tones of the poor and despised, 
the down-trodden and oppressed, is, with many, 
an object of ridicule. If it were a thing of a day 
it would not excite alarm; but J fear it is not so, 
and know not when we shall emerge from the pit 
into which we have fallen. That, devoutly as it 
is to be wished, is a thing of more dificulty than 
some are willing to admit. Itis easy to dig apit 
and fall into it, but hard to get out. 

« The gates of hel] are open night and day, 
Smooth the descent and casy is the way. 
But to return and view the pleasing skies, 
In this the task, the mighty tabor lies.?? 

If this downward tendency continue, how long 
will it be before mercy will cease to be-regarded 
on earth as one of the darling attributes of the 
skies, charity become disreputable, and ribaldry 
follow the footsteps of those who feed the hungry 
and clothe the naked, visit the sick and the af- 
flicted, comfort the widow and the fatherless, bind 
up the broken-hearted, lift up the bowed down, 
lation upon bleeding 
hearts; how long, Task, will it be before contempt 
and derision will dog the pathway of those who 
have dedicated themselves to deeds of mercy, and 
whose lives are spent in visiting the hovels of the 
poor and destitute, and at the bedside of the sick 
and the dying? How far are we from it now? 
When all the better principles of our nature be- 
come brutalized, and the well-springs of the heart 
are dried up, or its fountains all polluted, and we 
become callous to human woe; and when our lives 
demonstrate the absence of all that adorns human 
nature, and we turna deaf ear to the wail of sor- 
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row, become utterly ferocious, and are willing 
to follow our fellow-men with blood-hounds, 
scourges, and chains, it is not said,asit ought to 
be, that we are on the direct road to hell, but we 
are obeying the mandates of the Constitution, 
worshiping at its sacred shrine, and ‘ keeping 
stop to the music of the Union.” Á 
word now, by way of parenthesis, to the as- 
sault made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] 
upon the Chaplain of this House. I only advert to 
it because it illustrates the tendency to which I 
havealluded. The brave, unless under great prov- 
ocation, attack not those whose calling deprives 
them of all weapons of defense; yet that gentle- 
man felt himself at liberty to assault the Chaplain 
because, in addressing the Throne of Grace, in 
pursuance of his duty, he invoked the blessings of 
God upon the whole human family as children of 
a common Father, without excepting the negro. 
Oh, my countrymen! has it come to this? ow 
long has it been since it became fashionable to 
treat the lowly with scorn, and disgraceful for a 
minister to speak of all men as children of a com- 
mon Father? It was not so aforetime. It was 
not so in the days of Washington, he who was 
regarded first in war, first in peace, and first in 
the hearts of his countrymen, and of whom and 
of this proud land it was once eloquently said, 
away off in a green isle of the ocean, ‘‘ Proud and 
happy America, the lightnings of heaven cannot 
resist your philosophy, the Rempiations of earth 
cannot seduce your patriots!” The other person 
alluded to was the philosopher Franklin. It is 
told of Washington that once upon a time he met 
an old negro, one of the despised race, but a vener- 
able old man, who bowed to him in a respectful, 
deferential, and becoming manner; he returned 
the salutation, taking off his hat, remarking to 
an upstart fool, a type of the present race offiun- 
keys, who demurred, ‘* that no negro should ex- 
cel him in politeness.” And he who is so hand- 
somely alluded to by the eloquent Irishman as 
he whose philosophy had subdued the lightnings 
of heaven (“the lightnings of heaven cannot re- 
sist your philosophy”) was not ashamed to speak 
in tones of kindness and accents of benevolence 
of the dark-skinned and toiling bondmen. [heard 
the other day, and the words grated harshly upon 
my ear, “ There goes the image of God Almighty 
set in ebony and dressed in uniform.” It is the 
scoffer, the squirt, and the upstart, showing his 
want of sense by his want of decency, who will 
ytter such words of derision. Here is the letter 
of Franklin—it speaks in a different tone: 
PHILADELPHIA, November 9, 1789. 
Slavery is such an atrocious abasement of human na- 
ture that its very extirpation, if not performed with soli- 
citous care, may sometimes open a source of serious evil. 
The unhappy man who has long been treated as a brute 
animal too frequently sinks beneath the common standard 
of the human species. ‘The galling chains that bind his 
body do also fetter his intetleciual faculties and impair the 


social affections of his heart. Accustomed to move like a 
mere machine, by the will of the master, affection is sus- 


pended, he has not the power of choice, and reason and | 


conscience have but little influence over his conduct, be- 
cause he is chiefly governed by the passion of fear. He is 
poor and friendless, perhaps worn out by extreme Jabor, 

* * * K * * * 


age, and disease. x 
: B. FRANKLIN, 

And there lived once in this land, in the better 
days of the Republic, Thomas Jefferson, a proud 
and noble son of Virginia, sometimes called the 
“ Sage of Monticello.”? He it was who said, “I 
tremble for my country when I reflect that God 
is just, and that His justice will notsleep forever.” 
And why did he tremble forhis country? Be- 
cause that country had refused to hearken to the 
ery of a down-trodden race, had hardened its 
heart, and refused to let Israel go, He spoke— 


hung be the heavens in black—he spoke of Afri- | 


can slavery, of the wrongs inflicted in this land 
of liberty upon “American citizens of African 
descent.” 

The calling of these men by Mr. Lincoln 
“American citizens of African descent,” and the 
incinding of them in our prayersand supplications, 
was certainly bad enough without outraging all 
deconcy and bringing the honorable profession of 
arms into disrepute by attempting to transform 
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him into a soldier. A thing so abhorrent to hu- 
manity was capping the climax of all that is ab- 
surdand ridiculous. We hear that it is disgraceful’ 
to mankind, the bloodiest picture of record; that 
itinflicts a ghastly wound that can never be healed; 
opens a vein that can never be stanched; that it 
is a blot that all the waters of the ocean can never 
wash out; that it is without a parallel in the an- 
nals of the world; and other terrific things. 

On the latter clause of this balderdash what is 
the testimony of Andrew Jackson? He is now 
gone to the spirit land, buthis memory still lives, 
ang his testimony is good. A few short years 
ago he lay down to die, and a nation wept; but 
he whose spirit had never. quailed, after a long 
life of usefulness and honor looked upon death 
without fear, folded his arms upon his manly 
bosom, and committed his soul to God, as only 
the dying Christian can, as trustingly as the ten- 
der babe reposes upon the bosom of its mother. 
Green be the sod above him; hallowed his mem- 
ory; sacred his resting-place. It is buta few 
short months since I stood by his honored ashes. 
As I revere hismemory, so I respect his testimony. 
It was reproduced the other day by the honorable 
gentleman from lowa, [Mr. Price,] and used by 
him in the very able speech to which we all list- 
ened with so much profit and pleasure. It was 
appropriate then, it is appropriate now, and will 
be appropriate to the end of time, and here it is: 


HEADQUARTERS SEVENTH MILITARY DISTRICT, 
MorILe, September 21, 1814. 
To the Free Colored Inhabitants of Louisiana: 

Through a mistaken policy you bave heretofore been de- 
prived.of a participation in the glorious struggle for national 
rights in which our country is engaged. This no longer 
shall exist. 

As sons of freedom you are now called upon to defend our 
most estimable blessing. As Americans your country looks 
with confidence to her adopted children for a valorous sup- 
port as a faithful return for the advantages enjoyed under 
her mild and equitable Government. As fathers, husbands, 
and brothers, you are summoned to rally round the stand- 
ard of the eagle to defend all that is dear in existence. 

Your country, although calling for your exertions, does 
not wish you to engage in her cause without remunerating 
you for the services rendered. Your intelligent minds are 
not to be led away by false representations; your love of 
honor would cause you to despise the man who should at- 
tempt to deceive you. In the sincerity of asoldier and the 
language of truth J address you. z 

To every noble-hearted freeman of color volunteering to 
serve during the present contest with Great Britain, and no 
longer, there will be paid the same bounty in money and 
lands now received by the white soldiers of the United 
States. The non-commissioned officers and privates will 
also be entitled to the same monthly pay and daily rations 
and clothes furnished to any American soldier. 

On enrolling yourselves in companies the major general 
commanding will select officers for your government from 
your white tellow-citizens. Your non-commissioned offi- 
cers will be appointed from among yourselves. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 


I will be pardoned: for employing the appro- 
priate words of the gentleman who in that speech 
says: 

« But, sir, it may be urged by those who oppose this bill, 
and who are horrified at calling black men § adopted chil- 
dren? and ‘ fellow-citizens,? that this was an experiment of 
Old Hiekory’s, and that atter trying it once he never would 
have indorsed the same course again. But this objection 
isanswered ang silenced by the fact thatthe old hero sub- 
sequently issued the following ‘proclamation to the free 
people of color :? 

«é Soldiers! when, on the banks of the Mobile, T called 
upon you to take up arms, inviting you to partake of the 
perils and the glory of your white fellow-citizens, Texpected 
much from you, for I was not ignorant that you possessed 
gualities most formidable to an invading enemy. I knew 
with what fortitude you could endure hunger and thirst, 
igues of a campaign. J knew well how you 
loved your native country, and that you had, as well as our- 
selves, to defend what man holds most dear, his parents, 
relations, wife, children, aud property. im 

«You have done more than 1 expected. In addition to 
the previous qualities I before knew you to possess, Tfound, 
moreover, among you a noble enthusiasm which leads to 
the performance of great things. y 

“t Soldiers! the President of the United States shall hear 
how praiseworthy was your conduet in the hour of danger, 
and the representatives of the American people will, f doubt 
not, give you the praise your exploits entie youto. Y our 
general anticipates them in appliuding your noble ardor.? > 


And it was well added by him: i 


“Such, Mr. Speaker, was the Janguuge of the hero of || 


New Orleans; such the sentiment of aparriat and saldier— | 
‘adopted children,’ ‘ fellow-cilizens,’ ‘Americans,’ &e., 


&e. And yet I believe his Demoeracy was never doubted. 
How comes it, then, that in these last days men calling 


themselves Democrats ate so much shocked if our Cha 
prays for the ‘ children of a common Father?” Very ae 
men ‘have the « form of Democracy without the power? the 


a 


HEADQUARTERS, March 14, 1779. , 
Dear Sir: Colonel Laurens, who will have the honor 
of delivering you this letter, is on his way to South 'Caro- 
Jina on a project which I think, in the present situation of 
affairs there, is a very good. one, and deserves every kind 


of support and encouragement. - Thisis tọ raise two, three, 
or four battalions of negroes, with the assistance of the gov- 
ernment ofthat State, by contributions fromthe owners, in 
proportion tothe number they possess. Ifyou should think 
proper to enter upon the subject with him he will giveyou 
a detail of his plan. He wishes to have it recommended 
by Congress to the State, and, as an inducement, that they 
should engage to take those battalions into continental pay. 
It appears to me that an expedient of this kind, in the 
present state of southern affairs, is the most rational that 
can be adopted, and promises very important advantages. 
Indeed, I hardly see how a sufficient force ean be collected 
in that quarter without it; and the enemy’s Operations 
there are growing infinitely more serious and formidable. 
I have not the least doubt that the negroes will make very 
excellent soldiers with proper management, and I will ven- 
ture to pronounce that they cannot be put into better hands 
than those of Mr. Laurens. He has all the zeal, intelli- 
gence, enterprise, and every other qualification necessary 
to succeed in such an undertaking, it isa maxim with 
some great military judges that, with sensible officers, sol- 
diers can hardly be too stupid ; and, on this principle, it is 
thought that the Russians would make the best troops in 
the world if they were under other officers than their owd, 
The King of Prussia is among the number who maintain 
this doctrine, and has a very emphatie saying on the octa- 
sion, which J do not exactly recollect. 1 mention this be- 
cause [hear it frequently objected to the scheme Of ém- 
hodying negroes, that they are too stupid to make soldiers, 
This isso far from appearing to me a validobjection, that 
I think their wantof cultivation, (for their natural faculties 
are probably as goodas ours,) joined to that habit.of subor- 
dination which they acquire from a life of servitude, will 
make them sooner become soldiers than our white inhab- 
itants. Let officers be meu of sense and sentiment, and 
me nearer the soldiers approach to machines, perhaps the: 
etter. * 
I foresee that this project will have to combat much op- 
position from prejudice and self-interest. “Ihe contempt 
we have been taught to entertain for the blacks makes us 
fancy many things that are founded neither in reason nor 
experlence; and an unwillingness to part with property 
of so valuable a kind will furnish a thousand arguments 
to show the impracticability or pemicious tendency of a 
scheme which reqnires such a sacrifice. But it should be 
considered that it we do not make use of them in this 
way, the enemy probably wiil; and that the best way to 
counteract the temptations they Will hold out will be to offer 
them ourselves. An essential part of the plan is to give 
them their freedom with their muskets. ‘This will secure 
their fidelity, animate their courage, and, I believe, willhave 
a good influence upon those who remain, by opening the 
door to their emancipation. This civeumstance, I confess, 
has no small weight in inducing me to whsh the success of 
the project; for the dictates of humanity, and true policy, 
equally interest me in favor of this unfortunate class of 
men. 
With the truest respect and esteem, I am,sir, your most 


obedient servant, 
ALEXANDER HAMILTON. 
To Jonn Jay. 


And it seems that there was humanity once in 
Virginia. In Virginia, slaves were employed as 
substitutes for white soldiers, and here is an act 
of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth, 
passed in 1783: 


«c An act directing the emancipation of certain slives who 
have served as soldiers in this State, aud for the emanci- 
pation of the slave Aberdeen. 

‘1, Whereas it has been represented to the present Gen- 
eral Assembly that during the course of the war many per- 
sons in this State had caused their slaves to enlist in certain 
regiments or corps raised within the same; * > * 

“2, And whereas it appears just and reasonable that all 
persons enlisted as aforesaid, who have faithfully served 
agreeable to the terms of their enlistment, and have thereby 
of course contributed toward the establishment of Ameri- 
can liberty and independence, should enjoy the blessings f 
freedom as a reward for their toils and labors. ”? : 


And then follows the act in pursuance of the 
preamble. z 

And lalso found that La Fayette, who, when 
just verging upon manhood, espoused the cause 
of the oppressed colonies, left his own sunny 
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“elime; hissvine-cladhills and marble halls and all 
their pomp and glitter, to cross the oceanand fight 
our battles; that he, the friend of Washington, | 
who had faced death upon-so many battle-fields, 
wadinot-one of those who believed that a negro 
had-no rights that a white man- was bound to re- 
spect, or that it was disgraceful and indecorous 
to interest himself. in their behalf and .speak of 
them in terms.of-benevolence. Ina letter written 
to John Adams in 1786, from Paris, he says: 

“Tn the caiise of my black brethren I fee! myself warmly 
interested, and most decidedly side, so far as respects them, 
against the white partof mankind. Whatever be the com- |; 
plexion of the enslaved, it does not, in my opinion, alter 
the coniplexion of the crime which the enslaver commits 
>a erime huch blacker than any Afriean face, It is to 
me a matter of great anxiety and concern to find that this 
trade is sometimes perpetrated under the flag of liberty, 
our dear and noble stripes, to which virtue and glory have 
becn constant standard-bearers.”? C 

‘Bat ‘there is another witness, and he must not 
be forgotten. The gentleman on my right says, 
“Trot him out;” but I must not do that without a 
suitable preface by way of introduction, and I 
think it ought to be poetic, something like this: 

“There was a rman who lived of late, 
On whom angels did inpatient wait, 
With outstretched arms and wings of love, 
To watt him to the realms above.” 

And at times he delighted to withdraw from 
the valgar world and common herd, not to seek 
¢a lodge in some vast wilderness,” nor yett some 
boundless contiguity of shade,’’ but to hie himself 
to foreign lands and there muse in gardens fairer 
than Eden; behold limpid streams, cooling fount- 
ains, and groves of unfading verdure; palaces of 
marble, and blooming girls with eyes as bright as 
the gleam of a star; breathing musk; ravishing 
music, unspeakable grandeur, and resplendent 
beauty; and on classic soil, fragrant with the at- 
mosphere of a rarer world, to linger around grot- 
toes and cataracts, lowering pyramids and crum- 
bling rains; and in old moss-clad cathedrals, 
around whose lofty domes the red lightnings had 
played a thousand years, drink in the mellow 
toves and rich melody of the organ, and gaze in 
rapture upon sculpture, statues, and paintings 
wrought by handsimmortal; get a glimpse of the 
hidden things of eternity, and commune with the 
spivits of the mighty dead, whose wonderful con- 
ceptions, the admiration of mankind, seem to live 
and breathe and defy the corroding tooth of time 
after the heart that conceived them has ceased to 
beat, and after the plastic hand that touched them 
has moldered to dust. He was a humble wor- 
shiper at the shrine of beauty. ‘To him— 

“A thing of beauty is a joy forever, 
A ceaseless spell (hat slumbers never.” 

He had a heart to bleed, bowels to yearn, and 
could feel for others’ woes, and detested ‘ man’s 
inhumanity to man,” and when he vindicates a 
down-trodden race from obloquy and contempt 
why not evoke his testimony—a man of letters, |; 
of refined tastes and classic mold, and who has | 
written a book? He did not, it is true, write the 
history of Rasselas, Prince of Abyssinia; that 
was written by Doctor Johnson, and I have often 
thought thatit was the finest thing of record. The 
first sentence is one of matchless beauty: 

* Ye who listen with credulity to the whispers of fancy, 
and pursue with eagerness the phantoms of hope; who ex- |; 
pect that age wil! perform the promises of youth, and that |; 
the deficiencies of the present day will be supplied by the | 


morrow, attend to the history of Rasselas, Prince of Abys- 
sinia.” 


under cover, their gray hair shining, their lofty brows and 
intelligent faces bespeaking good living as well as study 
and reflection. Most of them kept up an inaudible prayer. 
One.fine, old, tremblingly fat gentleman seemed to be be- 
yond the age of piety, but his habitual prayerfulness still 
played upon his lips. He reminded me of Chaucer’s monk, 
who repeated all bis terms, 


«<< That he had learned out of some decree; 
No wonder was, he heard it all the day.’ 


s$ Directly buff soldiers, with gilt helmets and drawn 
swords, rush in to guard the donr. I thought at first there 
was a sudden insurrection, knowing thatin matters of pow- 
er, as poor Pius has learned, ‘there is but one step from 
the Capito! to the Tarpeian rock” But no, the choir strikes 
the high notes, the doors beyond open, and voila! the 
vicegerent of God appears in his tiara and cloth of gold. 
Around him swarm ministers of every degree and shade of 
color. He kneels; the rustle of red cardinals shivers in 
the hallowed air, and all kneel. Then he ascends to the 
throne—a fine-looking, full-faced man, graceful and digni- 
fied in his bearing. Power he seems to wear as a familiar 
garment. How graciously he extends his hand to the car- 
dinals, who severally leave their scats, attended by their 
attendants in purple carrying their trains. ‘They, bowmg, 
kiss the hand, or, as [ was informed, the diamond brilliant 
upon the Pope’s ring, as a token of reverence. An inferior 
order prostrate themselves and tip their labia at the shoe 
ot bis Holiness, upon which is a cross of silver. In the 
mean time seraphie music from the Pope’s select choir rav- 
ishes the ear, while incense titillates the nose. 

« Soon there arises in this chamber of theatricab glitter 
a plain, unquestioned African, and he utters the sermon in 
facile Latinity, with graceful manner. [is dark hands 
gestured harmoniously with the rotund periods, and his 
swart visage beamed with a high order of intelligence. fe 
was an Abyssinian. Whata commentary was here upon 
our American prejudices! The bead of the great Catholic 
church, surrounded by the ripest scholars of the age, list- 
ening to the eloquence of the despised negro, and thereby 
iNustrating to the world the common bond of brotherhood 
which binds the human race. I confess that at firstit 


; seemed to me a sort of theatrical mummery, not being fa- 


miliar with such admixtures of society. Buton reflection 
I discerned in it the same influence which during the dark 
ages conferred such inestimable blessing on mankind, His- 
tory records that, from the time when the barbarians over- 
ran the western empire to the time of the revival of let- 
ters, the influence of the Church of Rome had been generally 
favorable to science, to civilization, and to good govern- 
meute Why? Because her system held then, as it holds 
now, all distinctions of easte as odious. She regards no 
man, bond or free, white or black, as disqualified for the 
priesthood. ‘his doctrine has, as Macatay develops 
in his introductory chapter to his English history, miti- 
gated many of the worst evils of society; for where race 
tyrannized over race, or baron over villein, Catholicism 


independent of race or feudalism, compelling even the he- 
reditary master to kneel betore the spiritual tribunal of the 
hereditary bondman, ‘The childhood of Europe was passed 
under the guardianship of priestly teachers, who taught, as 
the scene in the Sistine chapel of an Ethiop addressing the 
proud rulers of Catholic Christendom teaches, that no dis- 
tinction is regarded at Rome save that which divides the 
priest from the people. 

“The sermon of the Abyssinian, in beautiful print, was 
distributed at the door. F bring one home as a trophy, and 
a souvenir of a great truth which Americans are prone to 


| deny or contemn.” 


“ Pplain, unquestioned African, and he utters the 
sermon in facile Latinity, with graceful manner. 
His dark hands gesticulate harmoniously with 
the rotund periods, and his swart visage beamed with 
ahigh order of intelligence.” “ Whata comment- 


| ary upon our American prejudices,” against the- 
7 ‘© The head of the great Cath- | 
! olic church, surrounded by the ripest scholars of 


negro of course. 


the age, listening to the cloquence of the despised 
negro.” itis now pretended thatthe Abyssinian 
is nota negro. It would be far better to defend 
the book on the admission that he is than to try 
to creep out of so small a hole as that, as the ge- 
ography of the world is not to be changed to suit 
this case. Here it is; there is no escape—they 


i 
Changed a little, it would have been an appro- i 
priate introduction to that part of the excellent ; 
book (Cox’s Buckeye Abroad) to which J al- | 
jude. See how charmingly it comes in: ‘ Ye 
who listen with credulity to the whispers of pre- | 
judice, and pursue with eagerness the phantoms ! 
of error, accompany me in fancy to classic Rome, | 
and go with me to the Sistine chapel and learn |, 
the history ofa plain, unquestioned African;”’ and | 
here is the history as he writes it and as I find it, 
beginning at page 32 of that excellent aud merito- 
rious work: 

1 While waiting the entrance of his Holiness, the mind | 


i 
A . aay si i 
can find delight in examining the ‘Last Judgment? of An- i 
gclo, freseoed upon the wall of the chapel. Every variety | 
1 
| 


af hope, doubt, despair, and beatitude beam upon us from 
the figures npon the wail. SVithin a saered inclosure, over ; 
which tintoed curiosity can barsly peep, is agreen-carpeted ; 
floor and tapestry Hangings, with an altar and a throne. | 
Seats nre arranged forthe cardinals, who soon begin to pour | 
in, dressed in great red gowns and sku caps, attended by | 
servants in purple. After bows and crosses, the servants | 
wocecd to unroll the tains and seat the cardinais, Avery | 
carty array of old Romans they ecem, with their ayms ! 


were “listening to the eloquence of the despised ne- 
gro,” “and thereby illustrating to the world the 
common brotherhood that binds the human race.”” 
From this it would seem, if the race of man isa 
common brotherhood, that there is acommon fath- 
erhood, and that it may yet turn out, after all the 
fuss, that we are in factall children of a common 
Father. ‘1 discovered in it the same influence 
which during the dark ages conferred such bless- 
ings on mankind.” ‘The sermon was distrib- 


i uted at the door, and I bring one home asa trophy, 


and a souvenir of a greal truth that Americans are 
prone to deny,” and that great truth | suppose is, 


that we are the children of a common Father and į 


may be included in the same prayer. Great God 
defend us! Oh, ye sneerers and scoffers, falge 
apostates and groveling wanderers, gather around 
and hear, not from me, but from this learned trav- 
cler, this traveled man of science, now a distin- 
guished and leading statesman, of a negro who 
was ahigh type of manhood, worthy of sacer- 
dotal robes, and to stand in the sacred desk; from 


came between them tnd created an aristocracy altogether | 


which it may be inferred, for it is not said, that he | 


is dangerous to get into too close quarters, prox- 
imity, with that we ought not to love. 
6 Vice is a monster of so frightful mien, 
As, to be hated, needs but to be seen 3 
But seen too ott, familiar with her face, 
We first endure, then pity, then embrace.” 
With such teachers, with such doctrines taught, 
the gulfis before us and, we behold its raging bil- 
lows. Weare between the rock of Scylla and the 
whirlpool Charybdis. In God’s name letus avoid 
them. Ifthisis not worse than praying for all 
mankind as the children of a common Father with- 
out excepting the negro and leaving him out in 
the cold, then I confess I know not whatis. If 
it had come from old Jobn Brown, ‘ whose body 
lies moldering in the ground, but whosesoul is still 


“marching on,” or from one who had been all his 


life a conductor of an underground railroad, ship- 
ping cargoes of contraband wool to the dominions 
of Queen Victoria, it would not excite surprise; 
but coming as it does, from one who now con- 
sorts and fraternizes with those who believe that 
a negro has no rights that a white man is bound 
to respect, it is as mysterious and past finding 
out as the inscrutable ways of Providence, but 
perhaps hardly so wise. Do I mean to say that 
the letter is disreputable, or that the book is any- 
thing to beashamedof?. Notabitofit. I would 
do the gentleman no injustice, nor detract from 
his merits, I would sooner augment than dimin- 
ish. If they were tenfold what they are, how 
happy would I be. If he should be ashamed, it 
is for his present attitude and not for the book 
that he ought to have compunction; for his 
present attitude a few penitential tears would not 
be amiss. Aside from a little kind and good- 
natured fun and railery, Lmean no such thing; 
and.I introduced it with no purpose of a back- 
handed blow at the author. I bring it forward 
for precisely the same purpose for which L have 
adduced the writings and sayings of others, sim- 
ply because it was from a respectable source and 
relevant to the issue. Ltis cumulative testimony, 
and besides that it advertises the book. 
“Socrates died like a philosopher, but Jesus 
Christ like a God,” were the closing words of the 
“ blind preacher’? whom Wirt has made immor- 
tal. Our friend puts no such thrilling words in 
the mouth of the negro preacher, this ‘ plain, 
unquestioned African,’’ but I doubt not he has 
given a truthful, as it is a well-written, descrip- 
tion of whathe witnessed. Itproves not that the 
negro is equal to the white man; it pleads not for 
social equality; it advocates not an admixture of 
the races. [bring it forward to prove no such 
heresies, but simply to show thatits author, when 
beyond the influence of bad company and released 
from the slavish shackles of party, and the better 
impulses of his kind nature were permitted to flow 
in their natural channel, could speak kindly of all 
men, the negro included, and believed that we are 
all the children of acommon Father, ‘There is in 
this land, Mr. Chairman, a race of flunkeys, but 
they learned not their meanness from this book. 


‘* BROTHERHOOD OF MAN.” 


Mr. BLISS obtained the floor. 

Mr. COX, Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BLISS. Iwil. 

Mr. COX. Idid not intend to ask this favor 
of my colleague. F thought it was understood 
that when I made objection to the gentleman [Mr. 
Dumont] proceeding, I would have as much time 
extended to me as was extended to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not under- 
stand that any objection was made. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I move that the gentleman 
from Ohio be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. COX. I thank the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts for his motion, for he isalways court- 
eous. Ido notintend to take up much time now. 
J dislike to enter the lists on this afternoon, which 
is set apart for a general debating society, when 
no business is done, when noaction is to be taken 
on bills, with but few people in the galleries and 
scarcely any members on the floor, and when gen- 
tlemen gravely read their compositions like school- 
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boys and send them out through the country as 
grand speeches! Itis such a farce that I disdain 
to enter intd it. It was only when incidentally 
I came here to-day on other business and hap- 
pened to hear the same old farrago that I have 
heard so often about something I wrote thirteen 
years ago, (but just as true now as then,) that I 
was induced to ask the floor for a few minutes. 
The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Dumonr] is 
frank enough to say that the quotation from my 
book, which has been rung in my district for the 
last seven years, does not favor the political and 
social equality of the negro. Nobody butan idiot 
orafool would ever have drawn from the extract 
any conclusion looking to negro equality, social- 
ly or legally. Nobody but a man utterly insensi- 
ble to decent criticism would ever have drawn such 
a conclusion. But why, then, does he parade it? 
If it proves nothing of that kind, it is meaning- 
less as an answer to my remarks against negro 
equality and miscegenation. There was no sense 
or propriety in the dozen speeches made here pred- 
icated upon the extract. 

All there was in the quotation was this: the 
observation of a young traveler of a phenomenon 
which appeared in the Cistine chapel, in Rome, 
and which struck him as a remarkable exception 
to the general rule as to colored men. He saw 
there an Abyssinian of the same color with the 
negro, but a different order of being from the 
Congo African we have here, for the Abyssinian 
is altogether different in mind, body,and charac- 
ter from our African. He comes from a different 
stock or type of men. The traveler saw there a 
colored man speaking before the dignitaries of 
the great Catholic church, and he naturally ex- 
pressed his astonishment at such a wonderful 
phenomenon, such “strange admixtures of soci- 
ety,” just as I would express my astonishment 
as hearing anything decent from the gentleman 
from lowa, (Mr. GRInNELL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not in order. 

Mr. COX. Why did not the Chair call the 
gentleman from Indiana to order when he charged 
indecency upon me? Why was not the gentle- 
man from Towa [Mr. Griyyect] called to order 
when, ona former day, in my absence, he used 
my own name in connection with pro-slavery 
church movements, for which he had no warrant 
in fact or in parliamentary decorum? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio 
will observe the rules. 

Mr. COX. I will. fam sorry to have been led 
into any impropriety of debate. 

The ‘t brotherhood”? referred to in the book 
from which the quotation has been made was the 
equality which prevailed in the Roman Catholic 
ehurch, and which regarded every man as equal 
before God and the priesthood, not any political 
or social, much less any amalgamating equality. 
I found the solution of the strange phenomenon 
in the page of Macaulay. He informs as that in 
the Catholic church, and in the middle ages, even 
the hereditary villein or slave might become the 
spiritual master of the hereditary master. Nor 
is this peculiar to that era. Go to Mobile, where 
slavery still exists, and you will find this same 
equality before God, while political and social 
inequality of the black and white still remains. 


You will find the black man and his master kneel- | 


ing before the same altar in the Catholic church, 
while, if you should goto New York and visit any 
of the canting, hypocritical, pharisaical churches 
like Cheever’s, you will find that a negro is not 
allowed to occupy the same pew with a white 
man. I have always had kind feelings for the 
. negro in his proper place and condition. [never 


doubted that the negro had a soul or that he was | 


amenable, as well as the white man, to the com- 
mon God and Father. That was the point which 
the Catholic church might properly recognize. It 
was the solution I gave of the scene in Cistine 
chapel. S 
has been paraded here again and again, and which 
afforded so much merriment to those who knew 
no better. 

When I referred to our Chaplain I referred not 
so much to his prayer about a common brother- 
hood as to certain prayers of his—looking, as I 


That is what I said in the extract that | 


conceived, toward amalgamation—carrying out | 


ideas which I have understood he has heretofore 
expressed in the New York ‘Tribune about free 
loveand free divorcement. You, gentlemen, when 


you voted for him might, perhaps, not have been | 
aware that he held some peculiar notions on this 
subject. I would advise them when they vote for 
clergymen hereafter to Jook a little to their ante- 
cedents as they do to those of. other people. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to take up 
so much time in regard to so trifling a matter. It 
should not have been noticed by me at all, but for | 
the fact that while here | heard this extract iter- 
ated and reiterated, as if there was something very 
fanny init. I know that.the other side of the 
House enjoyed it when it was first read by the 
gentleman from Hlincis, [Mr. Wasnsurne.]. It 
seemed then to be an argumentum ad hominem. ` It 
seemed to come back to me as if I were not the 
man to make charges about the social and politi- 
cal equality -which the leaders of the Republican 
party are now urging. : 

But even if the interpretation given to the ex- 
tract were correct it does not refute what I said as 
to the amalgamating tendencies of the abolition 
party. In proof of these tendencies I quoted from 
the men most honored in that party, not from 
your strict partisans here in this House or in 
office, but from men who made the Republican 
party, who inspire its doctrines and control itsac- 
tion, who now lead it, and who being in advance 
drag it along as the locomotive drags the cumbrous 
train. These are the men who have helped to drag 
the country into ruin and war. They were and 
are seditionists and destructives. ‘They have 
been embroiling South and North,and weakening 
the union of these States for thirty years, and, in 
connection with the bold, bad men at the South, 
precipitated the terrible calamities from which we 
are now suffering. It was from these men that I 
drew the evidences of the progressive spirit of the 
Republican party toward the detested doctrine of 
mixing the races as the solution of the trouble 
which they have caused. 

I did not charge that side of the House with 
being amalgamationists. I know that gentlemen | 
drew such inferences. What] did say was that it | 
would not surprise me to find that party approach- 
ing the miscegenating point. Why? Because 
we have found them, in spite of all their protest- 
ations to the contrary, within two years coming 
up to the point of abolishing slavery in the States, 
of establishing political equality between negro 
and white, of advocating negro suffrage, creating 
negro soldicry and citizenship, of admitting ne- 
groes and whites into the same cars in this city, 
and all other measures tending to equalize the 
races. Two years ago they never would have 
approached such doctrines. If they had been 
charged then with such measures, how indignant- 
ly would thcy have repudiated them! And {said 
that I would not be surprised to find, on the same 
principle, two years from now the Republican 
party marching up, perhaps reluctantly, to the 
full doctrines of miscegenation advocated by Phil- 
lips, Greeley, Tilton, and others. I could ac- 
cumulate proofs as to the recent progress in this 
direction which I have received since I made my 
speech, but I forbear to do so now. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have said all that I iv- | 
tended to say of a personal character. I have said 
it with good temper. I have not lost my good- 
humor by the slang which has been hurled against 
me since I spoke before. Í dislike personal contro- 
versy, and do not indulge in it except when at- 
tacked. There are more important matters for 
our debates. Iam more anxious to hold these 
gentlemen to an account for their abolitionism and 
ite destructive tendencies. It is growing worse 
and worse daily. Where will it end? We should 
hold that side of the House to an account for 
the slanders heaped upon the Democratic party 
—a proud party, of history and of patriotism-— 
a party which has for seventy years kept the 
country together prosperously and peacefully. |} 
Their slanders against that party in this House 
and elsewhere are producing a reign of terror || 
throughout the country, and especially in the 
Northwest. Do gentlemen know the effect of i| 
their speeches against Democrats? Aretheyaware |i 
of the fact that the partisan libels here uttered 
are circulated so as to produce the same ill-will 
in the North, between members of the two par- | 
ties, which they produced between the sections? 
If it go on will it not have the same bloody ca- 
tastrophe? Do gentlemen observe the signs at 
home? Whenever our furloughed soldiers come | 
home they are filled with your slanders against il 


ea 


Democrats, andjunder the prompting 6f malignant 
cowards, they hunt: Democrats to their homes; 
drag them, as they:have-in amy district, through 
the streets, and compel them to take an’ oath 
whose sanctions they have. never sought to: did- 
honor. True and loyal men have: been’ thus 
treated all through the West. « Underthe reign of 
; lawless mobs printing ‘offices are rifled and 
stroyed, our people shot, our “meéetings broken 
up, our property barned; and every personal and 
political right outraged. Thus hounded on’ by 
your infamous slanders upon the Democratie 
party, its members are compelled to band together 
for self-protection, and to threaten ‘reprisal and 
retaliation as their only safety... What: else can 
they do when the Jaw and its officers are indiffer= 
ent or powerless to save them from insult And 
degradation? Before God and the country, you 
who have, by your libelous speeches, incited such 
conduct, shall be held responsible for all the con- 
sequences. “tht 
The reaction will come by andiby. Indeed it 
has begun already. In the little town of Rock 
Island, the other day, after a mob had torn down 
a Democratie newspaper office there, an election 
was held in which a Democratic gain-of one hun- 
dred and ninety votes was perceptible. A straw, 
but it shows which way the tempest will: blow: 
I have’been promptly and perhaps. properly 
called to order for my personality in debate to-day. 
But why has not the rule been applied to others, 
on the other side? We are charged directly and 
indirectly, day by day, with disloyalty and trea- 
son, but no Chairman calls to order for that. The 
crime which includes all other crimes canbe 
hurled upon us, and we must. sit serenely placid 
to receive it! How unlike a scene in the Frenci 
Chamber of Deputies but a few weeks ago, wliere 
the opposition only number some twenty or thirty, 
but where a minority compelled decency and de- 
corum toward itself and from its adversaries. M, 
Rouland, the Minister of State, in a reply to M. 
Jules Favre, had charged the latter witht‘ dis- 
loyalty,” as arrogant members frequently chargo 
iit here. The moment the word was uttered the 
| whole opposition rose to their feet and protested 
against 1t as unparliamentary. The minister was 
| forced to retract. That small opposition felt,asM. 
Jules Favre said, ‘* We are buta small number in 
this inclosure, but we have behind usall France!” 
We upon this side may yet be taught to emulate’ 
the courageous opposition.in the French Cham- 
bers, and thus save ourselves from indignity and 
our friends at home from insult. Day by day 
here we have insults like those of the French min- 
ister, with the permission of the Speaker, and 
withoat suggestion that it is a violation of parlia- 
mentary law. Week after week the foulest im- 
putations are heaped upon the Democratic mem- 
bers, charging them with disloyalty and treason, 
and we have no recourse except to hurl the slan- 
ders back from whence they came. We had it 
to-day from the gentlemen on the other side. I 
need not say thatsuch charges applied to the Dem- 
ocratic party and its Representatives are false, 
through and through false. The members upon the 
other side know it. ltis not only in violation of 
fair and orderly debate to make such charges, but 
it is leprous with mendacity from top to toe. I 
scorn to defend the patriotism of our constituen- 
cies. There never was a truer body of men in 
any country. They love, as no word of mine can 
express it, the Government as made by our fath- 
ers; they have never failed in genuine and gen- 
erous devotion to the whole country, and to all its 
institutions, local and Federal; they number to- 
day a million and a half of men. At least that 
number voted the Demoeratic ticket even in the 
late elections in the northern States, when, too; 
we failed to achieve success; and failed, sir, be- 
cause of these very slanders proclaimed in this 
House and elsewhere, for which Lrepeat you shall 
be held responsible. They are a people who love 
Jaw and order; but if these fail, they will protect 
thelr persons, homes, property, and lives at all 
hazards. It makes my blood boil to read the ac- 
counts we have from the West; such outrages 
as those committed in Greenville, Ohio, but the 
other day, when a Democratie press was. de- 
stroyed, and in Dayton, where a similar attempt 
was made, in Lancaster, in northern Ohio, and 
other places, all done under the influence of slan- 
ders uttered by men following, perhaps, the ex- 
ample of the precious member from Jowa—— 
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The CHAIRMAN.: The gentleman will òb- 
serve the rules of order. À 


Mr, COX. Lealled him “ precious,” but I will 
take that back. ; : 
: Mr; GRINNELL. I hopethe gentleman will 


be allowed to go-on, and thatT shall have the op- 
portunity to- reply.. 

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
will proceed in. order.’ 

Mr. COX. Oh,-well; Imay as well give up 
the floor,again.to my ‘colleague, [Mr. Buiss.] 


~ Mri GRINNELL. Lobject-to that. I claim 
the. floor... : i 
<The. CHAIRMAN.. If the gentleman from 


Ohio [Mr;.Gox] yields the floor the Chair awards 

it to.the gentleman from Iowa. 

> Mr. HOLMAN. Irise toa question of order. 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Briss] yielded 

the floor ta. his colleague only temporarily. 
~Mr..COX,. I would have accepted in no other 

way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so 
understand it; The gentleman from Ohio {Mr. 
Cox) claimed the floor.. The Chair asked the gen- 
dleman from Ohio (Mr. Brrss] if he yielded to his 
colleague, to which he replied in the affirmative. 
The Chair then awarded the floor to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Cox.] Á 

.Mr. BLISS. Allow meto- say oneword. The 
Chair asked me if I yielded the floor to my col- 
league, and my reply was that I would yield to 
him for a few minutes. 

Mr, GRINNELL, I was a party to no such 
agreement, f 

Mr, COX. That was the understanding. I 
would not have taken the floor from my colleague 
upon any other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so un- 
derstand it. The gentleman from lowa is enti- 
tled-to the floor, © ; 

. Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Briss] certainly only temporarily yielded to 
his colleague, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will say that 
there must be an understanding stated so that the 
Chair can hear it, and stated by the Chair so that 
the committes can hear it, before it can be recog- 
nized. 

. Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Butss] states distinctly that he yiclded only 
“upon.these conditions, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear 
the gentleman. from Ohio make the remark. ‘The 
gentleman from Ohio furthest from the Chair 
claimed his right to the floor originally, and the 
Chair anderstood his colleague to yield to that 
claim, 

Mr, BLISS. I only yielded the floor on the 

condition I have stated. 
_-Mr,.COX. . [rise to another question of order. 
The gentleman from Lowa has once spoken upon 
this question, and is notentitled to the floor while 
any other gentleman desires it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and would otherwise award the 
floor to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Briss] 
upon. the statement he has made. ‘The gentleman 
from Ohio is entitled to the floor. g 

Mr. GRINNELL. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to. yield me the floor for five minutes. 

Mr. BLISS. The gentleman from Towa un- 
dertook to take the floor from me by discourtesy, 
and I must decline to yield to him, 

Mr. GRINNELL. [beg the gentleman to ob- 
serve that I did not refuse him any courtesy. I 
sought the floor, and it was awarded to me by the 
Chair. 

Mr. BLISS. T decline to yield the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is entitled to the floor, 


CAUSES OF THE WAR. 


Mr. BLISS. Mr. Chairman, I propose, accord- 
ing to the custom ofthis House in Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
to submit some remarks upon the message and 
proclamation of the President which were com- 
municated to Congress at the commencement of 
the present session, and to briefly consider some 
topics presented therein, which are of vast im- 
portance to the millions of people who are repre- 
sented upon this floor, The message and proe- 
lamation, communicated together, and involving 


the same subjects, are substantially one docu- | 


ment, and in my remarks will be so treated. The 
subjects therein presented are such as give rise to 
the widest difference of political opinion possible 
among our people—a portion of whom, and prob- 
ably a m@jority of this body, profess to receive the 
present and future policy declared by the Presi- 
dent with satisfaction, and some with admiration; 
while all rational men, who have not been indoc- 
trinated with the revolutionary views of the so- 
called Republican party, contemplate them with 
amazement and fear, and well may they tremble 
in view of such enormous assumptions of un- 
granted power. 

The Constitution of the United States, which in 
better times was admitted to be the paramount 
law of this land, in defining the powers and duties 
of the President, provides that— 

‘Ye shall from time to time give to the Congress inform- 
ation of the state of the Union, and recommend to their 
consideration such measures as he shall judge necessary 
and expedient.” 

In accordance with this provision of the Con- 
stitution many statesmanlike papers, under the 
title of message, were by former Presidents com- 
municated to Congress, and thence to the people 
at large. They exhibited the onward march of an 
exceedingly happy and prosperous people toward 
the attainment of unexampled dignity and power. 
In times of peace and in times of war they showed 
the admirable working of our wise and beneficent 
Government. The well-adjusted powers of the 
Constitution were found to be sufficient for every 
national emergency. . The Chief Magistrate had 
no occasion for the exercise of even doubtful pow- 
ers. tis refreshing to withdraw as far as pos- 
sible, for a brief spacc, our contemplations from 
the present condition to read anew those glowing 
descriptions of the country’s prosperity. But 
those haleyon days of the Republic are past, and 
a message of a different type now claims our con- 
sideration. 

The President is not required to inform Con- 
gress of the facts as to the condition or integrity 
of what wasonce the Union—its broken fragments 
are as visible to us as to him—but the duty of his 
office is, by the application of the wisdom and 
statesmanship which his position guaranties that 
he shall possess, to advise the legislative depart- 
ment and the people of the best and surest means 
of rescuing the country from a terrible dilemma 
in which it has no aid of pastexperience; to show 
the means, if such there be, by which that Union 
to which the Constitution calis his attention, and 
which has crumbled under his guardianship, may 
be restored, 1 do not call upon the President to 
give a history of the concatenated circumstances 
which led to the dissolution. I donot think that 
it would be a pleasant task for him to write the 
narrative, nor do I think it would be sufficiently 
authentic when written. 

It. would be profitable, however, for us all to 
pause and consider the causes which have brought 
our country to its present unfortunate condition, 
and to arise from the reflection with a solemn 
purpose to recognize the instructive truths of our 
history, and, without party passion or selfish- 
ness, which we cannot afford to indulge in these 
times, to set ourselves by common consent about 
the work of replacing the Government upon its 
old foundations, to the end thatits old prosperity 
may revive. 

There is no difficulty in determining the source 
of the evil. It is the temporary success in’ the 
councils of the.nation of principles and policy 
which are in irreconcilable antagonism to the 
Government. Upon that antagonism the present 
Administration came into power, and thus it may 
be seen what force has begotlen, a purpose to 
change the principles of the Government into con- 
formity to the notions and advantages of a suc- 
cessful party. If an intelligent stranger desired 
to discover the root of our national diflienities, he 


| would naturally inquire into the history, charac- 


ter, and action of the political parties into which 
our people have been divided. He would readily 
ascertain that the party called Democratic had 
administered the Government with great success 
from its early years, and with but little interrup- 
tion, and had on all occasions adhered strictly to 


cured to the nation the blessings which, faith- ! 
fully supported, it was competent to bestow. On 


the other hand, he would learn the history of a | 


| party of perpetual opposition, constantly vilify- 


the letter and spirit of the Constitution, and se- || 


ing the adiministration of Jefferson, Madison, 
“Monroe, Jackson, and of the later Demoeratic 
Presidents, chameleonizing itself as often as its 
infexible purpose of opposition. required. He 
would learn also how all opposition to that party 
was unavailing while anything like the true prin- 
ciples of the Constitution and Government were 
acknowledged; and this research would bring 
him down with the current of events to aboutthe 
time of the Chicago convention, where form and 
effect were given to theanti-democratic sentiment 
toachievea victory over the principles of the Con- 
stitution and to verify the apprehensions of our 
great statesman, now gone, who, in words as true 
as inspired prophecy, foretold the dangers of a 
sectional party ’ssuccess. And there } leave the 
supposed inquirer with his conclusion to be in- 
ferred. 

In the year of our Lord 1860, a party recently 
yclept Republican assembled in convention at 
Chicago to nominate a candidate for the Presi- 
dency of the United States. That memorable con- 
vention was composed of specimens of all the dis- 
integrated factional organizations, which, under 
too many names to be here recited, had heretofore 
been fighting against the gallant and successful 
Democracy. The newly aggregated party was 
strong.in numbers and dangerous in its reckless 
aspiration for success. It was said by a maximist 
of the olden time, that the honest men of a nation 
were too strong for the rogues; but he lived in too 
early an age to sec the demonstrations of our later 
times. ‘That convention perceived the imprudence 
of placing in nomination any man who had been 
conspicuous in his opposition to the great prin- 
ciples which had so often been sustained by the 
people at the ballot-box in the defeat of their can- 
didates, They had learned shrewdness by expe- 
rience, and following its suggestions, ignored the 
claims of their statesmen, who, in their extensive 
dealing in political affairs, now made records by 
which they might be judged. So the hopes of 
our learned Sceretary of State and of the accom- 
plished Secretary of the Treasury, whose back 
only is green while his head is supposed to be ripe, 
both of whom it. was pydereoed aspired to the 
nomination, were adjudged to be too conspicuous 
to insure success; and this I give as a part of the 
solution of the problem of the presidential milk 
in the Lincoln cocoanut. 

The effective element employed in the campaign 
was anti-slavery—unmixed and unadulterated ab- 
olitionism—lovking to no consequences, except 
to defy them, embarrassed by nonc of the ordinary 
questions of State policy or political economy. 
Reason and argument were to be conquered by 
concentrated fanaticism. 

When the struggling Democrats cried out for 
Douglas and the Union, and admonished them 
that their success as a sectional party arrayed in 
deadly hostility to the constitutional rights of the 
southern States would lead to the disruption of 
the Union, they returned only scoffs for answer, 
and stimulated their idolatry by worshiping short 
pieces of rails as the veritable rails which their 
candidate had split. $ 

When the unfortunate rupture occurred in the 
Charleston convention, the Republicans hailed 
the event with great joy asa harbinger of their suc- 
cess. What effect it might have upon the stability 
of the Union was with them an inferior consider- 
ation; they only contemplated its effect upon the 
election. 

Under these circumstances, which are well 
known to the country, the Chicago nominee was 
clected by a minority vote of the people of the 
United States. That his election was a triumph 
of northern sectional principles is nonce the less - 
true because it might have been prevented by the 
cordial coaction of the southern with the north- 
| ern Democrats. That coaction was prevented 
by the supposed permanent predominance of ab- 
olitionism in the North, Nearly all of the free 
States were under Republican rule, and had en- 
acted legislation against the constitutional rights 
of the South. It must be admitted, because it is 
true, that the arrogant and unlawful invasions of 
|| the predominating party in the North had led the 
| southern people to believe that under that pre- 
dominanee they could by no possibility enjoy the 
guarantied privilege of the Constitution. In this 
they were undoubtedly right, but they were wrong 
in the belief that the conservative principles of the 
Democracy were prostrated beyond the hope of 
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redemption in the North. I believe that had they 
stood and acted in good faith with the northern 
conservatives, who were friends alike to all sec- 
tions of the country, victory would ere long have 
rewarded the common effort and purged the north- 
ern counsels of the abolition malady. The elec- 
tion of Douglas, if it had not settled the slavery 
controversy, would at least have beaten down the 
demon, and the country would have been com- 
paratively quiet for a while. We, therefore, of 
the free States who never sought to abridge the 
rights of any section, or to interfere with its local 
institutions, have much more right to complain 
of the defection of the southern people than have 
those who by a long and persistent practice of 
aggressions upon them provoked them to their 
criminal act. 

The President elect in due time took upon him- 
self the functions of his high office with many 
of the political ideas which Americans natarally 
derive from the principles of our Government; 
and although of strong abolition proclivities he 
seemed to have little conception of the extreme 
requirements which would be made of him by 
` the party to whom he was indebted for his posi- 
tion. He seemed to see this Government as or- 
ganized under, and with powers limited and de- 
fined by, a written Constitution. The miserable 
subterfuge of a war power, by which a sworn 
officer could innocently violate his oath, and hold 
in contempt all the laws of his country, had not 
then been invented. He saw not, because there 
was not, any by-path by which to travel around the 
plain dictates of the Constitution. So, when civil 
war ensued, the people were called upon to in- 
cur the hardships and dangers of the long march, 
and the battle-field, and all that constitutes ‘the 
tug of war,” to “restore the Union,” which still 
existed in law, although it was broken in fact—not 
to pave the way for a new régime which should 
open the territories of the South to northern plun- 
derers; it was to “enforce the Constitution and 
the laws,” which were claimed on ali hands to be 
as obligatory upon the people of the seceded States 
as tbey had ever been. ‘To put down the re- 
bellion:’? all and each of these forms of expres- 
sion imported the enforcement of simply consti- 
tutional authority over those subjects who were 
in rebellion against a Government to which they, 
like other citizens, owed allegiance. And the Pres- 
ident promised and assured the people over and 
over, and declared to the world through his min- 
ister of State, that the war should be prosecuted 
for that purpose, and fornoother. The President 
seemed to be sincere in these pledges; to keep them 
was only his sworn duty. T'he people who loved 
the Union and were willing to incur every nc- 
cessary sacrifice for its preservation tendered to 
the avowed Union policy of the President their 
united support. The military skill and ability of 
the country appertained principally to Democrats, 
who promptly tendered their services to the Gov- 
ernment, and the conservative and unsectional men 
of the States rallied to the standard of the Union. 
Half a million men might as well have been had 
as seventy-five thousand at the first call. Such 
was the spirit of the war then—such was the spirit 
of the President’s proclamations then. Alas! to 
what unknown quarter has that spirit fled? Where 
is the fulfillment of the pledge? Where is the 
motive to vindicate the Constitution and the laws? 
Where the purpose to restore the Union? 

“Gone, glimmering through the dreams of things that were.” 

In that portion of the message which is given 
under the name of proclamation, as well as in the 
message proper, the Presidentassumes an entirely 
new position upon all the imporfant political con- 
siderations which have grown out of the war. 
He takes upon himself the arbitrament of all the 
civil rights of the people of the Statcsavhich have 
been or may be conquered by the arms of the 
Federal Government, claiming for himself the 
power to dictate the form and character of the gov- 
ernments, the creation of which, by whatis called 
the process of reconstruction, will be permitted 
by the Executive, and also the terms and condi- 
tions upon which such governments may be 
formed and become States of the Union. They 
are to be governments not, in the language of the 
Declaration of Independence, * deriving their just 
powers fram the consent of the governed,” but 
governments imposed upon the people by the om- 


nipotence of the President. The President con- 
sents that the new States thus to be produced may || 


take the names and geographical limits of the old. 


States, but the plan and principle of their forma- 
tion as proposed is as thoroughly anti-republican 
as itisabsurd and impracticable. Perceiving that 
no considerable portion of the southern people 
will voluntarily comply with his proposal to them 
to abandon their constitutional rights in reference 
to slave labor, and take oaths to sustain hiseman- 
cipation proclamations, the President announces 
the strange purpose of sustaining and enforcing 
such governments whenever a small minority— 
one tenth of the voters of a seceded State—shall 
elect to comply with his aforesaid terms. Such 
a scheme is subversive of all our ideas of a popu- 
lar republican government, the sovereignty of a 
State being committed not to the people to be 
exercised by the voice of a majority, but to the 


inconsiderable fraction of one tenth of the people. : 


It would of course require a huge army in every 
such State to preserve such a flagitious govern- 
ment, and its maintenance, if it were possible, 


which it clearly is not, would be at the sacrifice’ 


of every principle of the Constitution and of 
human liberty. 

That there may be factions of men in the se- 
ceded States, consisting of the original inhabit- 
ants and corrupt northern miscreants who will 
betake themselves thither to share in the mighty 
plunder of Commonwealths, is rendered probable 
by the eagerness with which a great predomina- 
ting party seizes upon and cherishes the elements 
and policy of disorganization and ruin. And is 
such to be the fruit of executive proclamations? 
Why, sir, there was a time when proclamations 
from the highest authority called upon us as a peo- 
ple favored of Heaven to assemble to express our 
thanks to a beneficent Providence for His bless- 
ings, to observe the solemn ordinanecs of fasting 
and prayer, or to perform some high political duty 
involved in our relations tothe State; butnow they 
come carcering in their wild course through the 
political firmament like comets in the heavens, 
rushing through the constellations without any 
fixed orbit. They come to herald the disorgan- 
ization and crash of our political system. 

What has occurred oflate, Lask, to confer upon 
the President, orauy other citizen, this enormous 
power to deal with the very framework of our 
Government ashe pleases? He has declared, on 
divers occasions and in the mast solemn manner, 
since his inauguration and during the war, that 
he had no legal power to abolish slavery, and 
pledged himself to the faithful execution of the 
fugitive slave law. We are obliged from hisown 
words to take it as admitted by him-that he has 
no warrant of law for the late edicts which he has 
proclaimed. I know that a certain class of higher- 
law men, more inventive than the President, harp 
and carpabout whatthey call a war power, which, 
as they claim, relieves the Administration from 
all the injunctions and restrictions of the para- 
mount Jaw of the realm, and that by the force of 
extreme pressure, accomplished by persuasions 
and menaces, they have misled the President to 
depart from the constitutional policy which he 
promised to observe. To theirinfluence we may 
impute the suspension, or rather the annihilation, 
of the habeas corpus, the trammeling and over- 
throw of the jurisdiction of the courts, the sup- 
pression of the freedom of the press, the denial 
to private citizens of the protection of their own 
laws, their arrest without process or charge, even, 
of treason or other crime defined by law, their 
cruel imprisonment and banishment for no other 
cause than the exercise of free speech in criticis- 
ing the policy and conduct of the agents in whose 
hands the people have temporarily confided the 
defined powers of the Government. Thatextrav- 
agant sentiment is often expressed on this floor. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania who repre- 
sents the great manufacturing city of that State, 
and who has maintained a high standing in the 
legal profession, in a speech recently delivered 
in this House, said: 

“ The war power of the Constitution is equivalent tothe 
Roman dictatorship. It is, however, here as there, the ex- 
treme mec of the Constitution, and not its daily bread. 
The missiou of a republic is peace; war is a state of vio- 
tence. fo conduet an army upon the principles of re- 
pnblican equality would be fatal to all subordination and 
discipline. For such an exigency as this the normal con- 
dition of the Republie will not serve. Its very orgay i 
would forbid it. War is anti-republican in its efe 
ean only be successfully waged on anti-republican prin- 
ciples. While it prevails, the law itself must almost neces- 
sarily be silent.” 


‘is authoratively declared to be the paramount 


' It is a convenient apology for revolutionists, 


; TO pii EvE 
. If these words have any significance they 
that the Constitution invests the President 
of war with unlimited. dictatorial power—po 
over the lives, liberties, and property of-the 
ple. Itis wonderful how the heated’ furnac 
party politics operates upon men’s opinions. 
a student, three years ago, under exam 
a committee of lawyets, had expressed.s 
opinion, he could not have been admitted 
bar of any county court in the United 

‘Tn answer to these extravagantand ill 
sumptions which, once admitted, would tra 
an officer of the Government. of strictly 


in war and. peace, arid which declares that. no ` 
power beyond the letter of its grant exists in or 
can be exercised by the Federal Government or 
its officers. ae ae 

The eleventh clause of the eighth section of 
article one of the Constitution declares that—__. 

“The Congress shall have power to declare war, grant 
letters of marque and reprisal, and make rules concerning 
captures on land and water.” 3 i x 

The twelfth clause adds: i p eiua 

“To raise and support armies, but no, appropriation or 
money to that use shall be for a longer term’ than two 
years.” : 

The thirteenth: 

“To provide and maintain a navy.” 

The fourteenth: ; 

“'To make rules for the government and regulation of the 
land and naval forces.’? r : i 

Fifteenth: 

“To provide for calling forth the militia to- execete the 
laws of the Union, suppress insurrections, and repel inva- 
sions.” in 

Sixteenth: í 3 

«To provide for organizing, arming, and disciplining 
the militia, and for governing such part.of them as may be 
employed in the service of the United States, reserving to 
the States respectively the appointment of the offisers; and 
the authority of training the. militia according tu the dis~ 
cipline prescribed by Congress.” ; athe 

In the foregoing clauses of the Constitution is 
contained the war power, and the only war power 
there is in this nation. It is vested in Congress 
and not in the President. In war he does not 
rightfully becomea dictator, for the seventh clause 
of section one.of the second article. provides: in 
reference to the President as-follows: are 

“ Refore he enter on. the execution of his office, he shall 
take the following oath or affirmation: € { do. solemnly 
swear (oraflirm) that T will faithfully execute the ofice of 
President of the United States, ‘and will to the best of my 
ability preserve, protect, and defend the Constitution of the 
United States.’ ” x 

So the Constitution, and not its sworn vassal 
and supporter, is the dictator. Immediately fol- 
lowing the form and requisition of the oath in 
the first clause of section two of the last-named 
article, the military power of the sworn President 
is thus defined: 

“The President shall be Commander-in-Chief of the 
Army and Navy of the United States, and of the militia of 
the several States, when called into the actual service of 
the United States.” 

The obligation of the oath extends to all the 
official action of the President, either as a military 
commander or an executive officer of the general 
laws. No man inthe Government is bound by 
stronger obligations than he to act in subservi- 
ency to the law. So much forthe painted bubble 
and dishonest pretense of a war. power. which 
makes a sworn subordinate superior to the Con- 
stitution. Sir, ifthe framers of that wise instru- 
ment were still in life can you not imagine with 
what deep disgust they would hear such heresies 
proclaimed by degenerate posterity upon the floor 
of the Congress which they established? 

A special pretense is assumed by the party in 
power as a sufficient justification for the uncon- 
stitutional acts of the Administration in mana- 
ging the public policy. It is the pretense that slas 
very in the States was and-is the culpable cause 
of the war, and that slavery, therefore, must. be 
abolished at all hazards as a condition of peage 
t 
is inculcated by their press, in their sermons, and 
speeches; it is heard in this body and in the Sev- 
ate. But the falsehood of the assertiou is appar- 
ent to any man who is willing to think rightly 
upon the subject. It mightas reasonably be said 
that money is the cause of robbery, larceny, and 
many other crimes; that human existence is the 
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čause of murders. The right of the people of cer- 
tain States in slave labor was recognized and guar- 
antied by the Constitution, andis so to-day if the 
Government of the United States has an exist- 
ence. When this fact was regarded we had no 
Givil war or tendency to war. ‘The free States 

. gtew and’ prospered, and the slave States kept 
pace with them in.the onward march of prosper- 
ity, dignity, and empire. The unprecedented de- 
velopment, expansion, and prosperity of the coun- 
try under the Government of 1787 proves that 
there was no element in its Constitution hostile to 
ite dignity, or progress, or perpetuity. Beforeit 
was shattered: by northern fanatical sectionalism 
it had accomplished more for the benefit of man- 
Kind than all other existing Governments in the 
world, It needed only the fealty of its subjects 
to be immortal. 

“Sir, I have witnessed the progress of abolition- 
ism from the very commencement of its career in 
‘this country. Long before the number of its dev- 
otees had become sufficient to invest it with polit- 
ical influences, those devotees seemed to exclude 
from their thoughts. every political consideration 
except the abstract idea that slavery in the States 
must be abolished. That one absorbing thought 

overned all their political action. They waited, 
ae not inactively or vainly, for the time to come 
when they should be strong enough to induce 
some party to secure their additional strength by 
helping them to accomplish their object. Meet- 
ings of a semi-religious character, consisting of 
great numbers, were at length held, in which cx- 
‘pert lecturers appealed to the sympathies of the 
people, giving the most exaggerated and false ac- 
counts of slavery and the cruelty of slaveholders, 
assailing the Constitution and Union as works of 
the devil, vilifying Washington and other pa- 
triots of his time as man-stealers, singing disun- 
ion songs, into which they had degraded the sa- 
cred hymns by parody, and finally closing the 
exciting entertainment with prayer to God to aid 
them in destroying the wicked Union, and hurry- 
ing on, like an organized band of showmen, to mect 
some other congregation ready to be fanaticized. 
Isaw the process and, I think, the motive of the 
absorption of this clement of dissension and trea- 
son bya great and powerful party, which had dis- 
covered the efficient use to which it could be put, 
and then I saw a great portion of the preachers of 
the gospel and the congregations over which they 
had influence fall down before the beast and wor- 
ship it, L saw it grow strong enough to grasp 
the reihs of government in nearly all the non- 
slavcholding States, and then, as before stated, 
came legislation in those States in direct and in- 
tentional derogation of the known constitutional 
rights of the people of the slave States. Judgesin 
my own: State made decisions against the plain 
letter of the Constitution of the United States and 
the acts of Congress, when the rights of southern 
people were in question, I will specify one case 
only, although | might others. In the county of 
Lorain, an abolition judge, simply, I suppose, to 
show his fealty to abolition at the expense ofa 
violation of his official oath, charged agrand jury 
to pay no attention to any act of Congress for the 
rendition of fugitive slaves, because all such acts 
were unconstitutional and void, although he knew 
that the Federal courts had beld them valid. In 
that way, sir, the northern anti-slavery men treated 
the compromises of the Constitution on which the 
Union was based. 

Relieved of southern opposition it was an easy 
work fortheanti-slavery party to win the election, 
and apparently with little care for the evil conse- 
quences which might result proceeded to accom- 
plish the great purpose in which alone they were 
all united, of taking the Federal Government into 
their hands. And when they had accomplished 
their object, and the well-founded fears of their op- 
ponents that secession would follow was realized, 
many of their politicians and the leaders of the 
abolition press received and published the news of 
that secession and commented upon it with all the 
coolness of men who realize the foreseen result of 


a process which they have deliberately applied. 
The New York Tribune, the great mouthpiece of | 


eastern abolitionism, the Cincinnati Commercial, 
and the Ohio State Journal, two leading abolition 
papers in my State, were in favor of submitting to 
secession, probably for the reason that they re- 
arded it as a natural result of the success they 
ad helped to achieve. f 


It will be seen from the foregoing history of 
events what was the cause of the war; thatit was 
not slavery as established by law, but that anti- 
slavery as a political element. combining for one 
bad purpose all the incongruous recusants to the 
Constitution who, like the followers of Lucifer, 
were ready to rebel against any Government they 
could not control, and acting upon the pretendedly 
humane policy of abolition, which is really sub- 
versive of lawand revolutionary, was and is the 
cause of the war, It begot secession and seces- 
sion involved war; therefore itis the prime cause 
of both evils. í 

As in these degenerate days repentance of sin is 
decidedly out of fashion with the party in power, 
and as the worst of Republican sinners, when 
rebuked by a Democrat, are wont to resort to 
counter accusation, and cry out secessionist, cop- 
perhead, &c., J deem it prudent, by way of self- 
protection, to declare my views upon this sub- 
ject of secession. I am not as liberal toward the 
doctrine as the President seems to have been 
when, as a Representative of his district in the 
State of Illinois, he made a speech on this floor 
in which, while commenting upon the right of 
the subjects of Government to throw off their al- 
legiance and establish a new Government to suit 
their inclinations, he said : 

“ Any people, anywhere, being inclined aud having the 
power, have the right to rise up and shake off the existing 
Government and form anew one that suits them better. 
This isa most valuable, a most sacred right—a right which, 
we hope and believe, is to liberate the world. Nor is this 
right confined to cases in which the whole people of an 
existing Government may choose to exercise it. Any por- 
tion of such people that can, may revolutionize and make 
their own of so much of the territory as they inbabit. More 
than this, a majority of any portion of such people may revo- 
lutionize, putting down a minority intermingled with or near 
about them who may oppose their movements.” ; 

This view of the President carries the doctrine 
of revolution considerably further than Demo- 
crats are willing to go. That a nation of people 
or a province under the oppression of a wicked 
Government may, in the opinion of the world 
and before God, be justified in resorting to revo- 
lution for the purpose of achieving independence 
and liberty, Jhelieve. But that forcible revolu- 
tion is the uyconditional right of a portion of the 
people of anation or the dependency of a nation, 
to be exercised at their mere pleasure, I do not 
believe. ‘The justification of the American Rev- 
olution which resfilted in our national independ- 
ence was not put upon any suchground. Seces- 
sion I believe to be no more nor less than revolu- 
tion. Inthe American sense of the term, it is the 
exercise of what is claimed to be the reserved 
right of a State in the Federal Union to withdraw 
itself from the Confederacy whenever the people 
of such State may elect to doso, with or without 
any other reason than their desire for complete 
independence. Idonotadmit the existence of any 
such right, nor assent to itsassumption, Tregard 
the General Government of the United States in 
its sphere as a unit,as verily such as the govern- 
mentofa State, and thatall the people of the States 
owe itallegiance which itis not at their option to 
revoke. 

{n contemplating this subject I recognize two 
crimes, and the relation between them: first, the 
inciting crime of invasive abolitionism; and sec- 
ond, the induced and consequent crime of seces- 
sion. They who by their own wrongs have con- 
tributed to the latter crime should expect by the 
divine law to share in its punishment, They are 
not, | say again, as well entitled to complain of the 


| deed as are those who at all times have abjured 


both the incentives and the crime. 

We of the conservative school cannot patiently 
listen when we are told that the policy of restor- 
ing the Union upon its original principles is merely 
ridiculous. We know, as experience has proved, 
that it heeds nothing but the honest fealty of the 
people, which every Government requires, to sus- 
tain that Union. 
policy of the President and the predominating 
party in shaping the results of military conquests. 
We have no faith in the proposed new system, 
We demand the restoration of the Union; we de- 
mand it because it is our birthright, because we 
have done nothing to forfeit that right, or to incur 
a dispossession of it. We demand it because it 
was many times solemnly promised to us, and 
because upon the faith of that promise many thou- 
sands of Democrats gave their lives to enable the 
Administration to perform it. The fleshless bones 


i the sacred bond be not kept. 


We arc not satisfied with the | 


of our slaughtered brethren can scarcely. be ex- 
pected to. remain quiet in their shallow graves if 
We demand it be- 
cause the children of the patriotic dead should not 
be robbed of the inheritance for the assurance of 
which their fathers died; and we demand it for the 
further reagon that the best interests of the coun- 
try and of mankind require it. 

Were such wise and saving policy to be adopted 
even at this late day, and after so many faithless 
violations of pledges to abide by the law and ab- 
jure revolution, there would be no further neces- 
sity or apology for. executive tinkering with the 
governments of the States.. It would, to be sure, 
disappoint the fanatics by defeating the insane 
purpose to turn loose upon the country four mil- 
lion negroes, helpless and unprovided for, and 
entirely unfitted for the position intended to be 
thrust upon them; butit would, at the same time, 
protect the incompetent negroes against the in- 
human policy of depriving them of the most 
needed, and to them essential benefits of the sys- 
tem to which they were born. It might defeat, 
or at least defer the great philanthropic design of 
those transcendental abolitionists who propose by ` 
a process which they call ‘ miscegenation,’’ a 
word of their scholarly invention, to improve the 
bone, skin, muscle, hair, and brain of their fel- 
low-citizens, and especially their own posterity; 
the proċess being the amalgamation of the inferior 
blood’with the superior blood of the African. But 
as this isan exceedingly ravishing idea among its 
votaries, and is earnestly propagated in lectures 
and songs, and to some extent in the pulpit, it is 
possible that the return of the negro to his con- 
dition of servitude would only defer the benefits of 
 miscegenation’? to a time when the philosophy 
of the thing shall be better comprehended. 

lt might somewhat enfeeble a certain party by 
diminishing the contemplated advantage of A fri- 
can supportat the ballot-box, an advantage which 
Icould appreciate when I found the names of 
more than half a hundred negroes who voted to 
give the seat I oceupy to my opponent upon the 
poll-books of a single precinct in my district. 
Had there been as many more of them, I should 
not have been here to tell the story. I cannot 
see that these considerations, however important 
some people may regard them, should have oper- 
ated to change the promised mode of suppressing 
the rebellion. 

One more of the objections to carrying out the 
constitutional programme in disposing of the re~ 
bellion ought to be noticed before 1 leave that 
point. It would render vain and fruitless all that 
learned ingenuity which has enabled a majority 
of this House to put such a novel and before un- 
heard-of interpretation upon the Constitution, 
that by a sweeping confiscation of southern es~ 
tates and the political disfranchisement of their 
owners the whole country may fall, with just 
compensation to nobody, into the hands of hu- 
man cormorants whose greedy selfishness would 
insinuate itself between the people and a restora~ 
tion of the Union. 

It is charged that we oppose the war and seek 
to embarrass the Administration. The proposi- 
tion thus abstractly stated is not true. We op- 
pose perversion of the war to any purpose of party 
aggrandizement, to any purpose of revolution, to 
any purpose other than its originally declared ob- 
ject, to preserve the Constitution, Government, 
and Union. In the light ofa war designed to ac- 
complish and able to accomplish this object, we 
never opposed it, nor did we ever seek to embar- 
rass the Administration in carrying it on. We 
deprecated the commencement of war and sought 
through our Representatives in the councils of the 
nation to give effect to the common sentiment of 
the conservgtive portion of the people by the adop- 
tion of the measure of compromise and concilia~ 
tion proposed by the patriotic Crittenden. We 
looked with strained eyes and hoped with throb- 
bing hearts foran adjustment upon that easy and 
equitable basis, which should avert the threatened 
calamity. We know by the most incontroverti- 
ble evidence, by the direct testimony of Douglas 
and Pugh, that the influential representatives of 
the South, who held secession in their hands as 
clouds in the troubled sky hold lightning, were 
willing to remain in the Union if that measure of 
compromise should be adopted and the incoming 
Administration would pledge itself to its faithful 


observance. ‘The Democracy, favoring the meas ~ 


ure, gave it their hearty support, but visions of 
new-born power and. predominating sovereignty 
controlled the Republican mind. ‘* No compro- 
mise with slavery’? was their motto, not even to 
avert disunion and war. Having the controlling 
power they rejected the proposition. Secession 
was soon accomplished and war came speedily. 

The Administration declared the principle upon 
which the war should be conducted. To show 
what that declaration was, as I have not the ofi- 
cial records at hand, [ take the liberty to quote 
from avery able and patriotic message of the 
Governor of New Jersey, recently communicated 
to the Legislature of thatState. Speaking of the 
object of the war, the Governor says; 


se This object on the part of our Government was ex- 
plicitly stated by a resolution passed unanimously by the 


douse of Representatives soon after the commencement j, 


of hostilities, and which stiti stands as the authoritative 
declaration of the popular branch of Congress. (By pa- 
renthesis I mustsay that ifthe worthy Governor had known 
how many times that resolution had been laid on the table 
by the votes of a majority of the House during this session 
he would bave omitted the latter clause.) Thatresolution 
declares that © the war is not waged for the purpose of over- 
throwing or intertering with the rights and established in- 
stitutions of the States, but to defend and maintain the 
supremacy of the Constitution and to preserve the Union, 
with all the dignity, equality, and rights of the several 
States unimpaired, and that as soon as these objects are 
accomplished the war ought to cease? In the published 
correspondence of the State Department the same idea is 
forcibly expressed in the following language: (The rights 
of the States and the condition of every human beiug in 
them will remain subject to exactly the same laws and 
forms of administration whether the revolution should suc- 
ceed or whether it shall fail??? * a a CR sect 
the one case the States would be federally connected with 
the new confederacy, in the other they would be, as now, 
members of the United States; but their constitutions and 
laws, customs, habits, and institutions in eithor case would 
remain the same? In repudiating indignantly any inten- 
tion on the part of the Executive to disturb the institutions 
ofthe States, the writer adds: ‘Any such effort on his part 
would be unconstitutional, and all his actious in that di- 
rection would be prevented by the judicial authority of the 
United States, even though assented to by Congress and 
the people??? 

This language has none of the sound of the 
emancipation proclamatione nor of the reconstruc- 
tion and amnesty proclamation, which proposes 
that one tenth of the people of a seceded State, 
complying with the wishes of the President, and 
surrendering onoath such legal rights as he wishes 
them to surrender, shall be helped to govern and 
dominate over nine times their number who pos- 
sess the same constitutional rights, according to 
the learned Secretary, as the favored few. . ‘Phe 
Democrats, in keeping with the statesmanlike sen- 
timents above quoted, oppose all unconstitutional 
coercion practiced to make abolition States to be 
ruled by acontemptible and purchased minority, 
at the expense of the cardinal principle of free 
government. They do not contemplate as aus- 
picious the, time when by such corrupt means 
the chief officers of our Government shall be elect- 
ed. They oppose all such policy in the manage- 
ment of the waras recently sent into the State of 
Florida a band of brave officers and soldiers to 
further the same objectionable motive, if that 
ready historian of the times, the public press, be 
truthful in its declarations. Iftruthful, somebody 
must account to the country in this world or to 
God in the next for twelve hundred citizens, or 
more, asis believed, slaughtered and taken pris- 
oners in an unmilitary enterprise. 

Let it be shown to the conservative men of this 
nation that the Administration isdevotedly intent 
upon preserving the masterly edifice of this Gov- 
ernment, and honestly makes war against the se- 


ceded States for that noble purpose, and 1 guar- | 


anty that no Democrat will oppose it. Any 
difference of opthion which might exist would 
exist only as a citizen’s private thought. And 
even pow, when we are forced by a weight of ev- 
idence which must control the honest judgment, 
to believe that our Federal Government restored 
to its pristine condition is not the object of the 


party which conducts the war, we do notattempt | 


to throw any obstacles in its way. We counsel 
no resistance to it; we do not seek to stop the 
war. Waris inaugurated as the policy of the Ad- 


ministration, and for reasons easily perceived, it | 


can probably accomplish no object, good or bad, 
except by conquest, and that does not promise to 
be immediate. 
Administration cannot live beyond its appointed 
time. Daring the short residue of the period ai- 
lotted to it, I, for one, do not wish it to arbitrate 
the future of my country. If it is said that the 


With afl its usurped powers this | 


war was premature, let it be recollected that peace: j 
may be premature also. . We say if a sound con- 
stitutional party-had continued in the control of |i 
the Government there would have been no seces- 
sion, no war; but they are upon us like destroy- 
ing fiends. Who shall rescue the Union in this 
emergency? Who shalladjust the terms of peace || 
which must at some time succeed to war? 

If the present Administration should adjustthe |} 
terms of peace according to the ideas which now 
govern its policy, then would be blighted forever | 
the hopes of all those whose hearts are quickened 
by the love of freeand populargovernment. Ibe- 
lieve that with the Democracy in power successful 
negotiations for the restoration of the Union could | 
be had; but, manifestly, under the present Ad- 
ministration no such negotiations can be had, nor 
if they were practicable would they be adopted, || 
for the Administration is committed to the. revo-" 
lutionary scheme of reconstruction and against 
the Union. i 

I know the awful burdens and expense of the 
war, as well as a finite capacity can comprehend 
what is so near the infinite. But as a lesser evil 
I would suffer even its further accumulations, 
during the time of abeyance, as the only means 
whereby the people, in the exercise of their con- 
stitutionalright, if that right be not forcibly taken 
from them, may institutean Administration whose |, 
advent will assure the accomplishment of their 
great desire. The olive-branch of peace, which 
it has been wellsaid should accompany the sword |) 
of war, has been ignored in allof this bloody wat | 
ofours. The maxim athousand times expressed 
is, “No negotiation until the last rebel lays down 
hisarms.’? Whata malicioussentiment! Why not 
negotiate on just and honorable terms to induce | 
the enemy to lay down hisarms? Will you send | 
millions of your fellow-citizens to the slaughter | 
upon a mere point of etiquette? Let a people | 
whose moral and political senses are awakened | 
correct this evil at the ballot-box. 

Inasmuch as I have undertaken to comment 
somewhatupon the conduct of the war, I feel con- 
strained to allude to another matter of great mo- 
ment which has stricken the public mind with 
surprise and regret, and weakened the confidence 
of many in the integrity of the Administration. 

i said heretofore in my remarks thatat the com- 
mencement of the war the principal military talent 
and accomplishment of the country was possessed 
by men belonging to the Democratic party. I 
repeat the assertion, not for the purpose of boast- 
ing, but because it becomes an important consid- 
eration when we seck for an explanation of the as- 
tonishing course which has been pursued by the 
President in relation to the command of our ar- 
mies. Those Democrats of military capacity were 
among the first to proffer their services to the Ad- | 
ministration to aid in putting down the rebellion 
and restoring the supremacy of the Government | 
and the Union, They did not suppose that they 
would be compelled to don the complexion of the | 
Ethiop to save their epaulets, nor that their tac- į! 
tics would be overruled by one having no military || 
knowledge whatever, though the Constitution had l 
added to his civil function the theoretic capacity | 

| 
| 


ofCommander-in-Chief. Foremostamong these 
men who hastened to the standard of their coun- 
try, mapped out the war, planned its campaigns, 
and laid down the sagacious strategy which, if 
supported and not interrupted, would have accom- 
plished the people’s object, was that distinguished 
general whose name Is so honorably associated 
with the campaigns, battles, and strategy which 
resulted inthe reconquestand restoration of West 
Virginia; who saved against the persistent assaults | 
of vastly superior forces, against the violation of 
faith by the Administration to which he looked 
in vain for promised support, that most gallant | 
ofall modern armies, the army of the Potomac. 
Under the command of any general of less than | 
the highest military capacity thatarmy would have |} 
been Jost. Thanks for its preservation are duc | 
only to the great ability and watchful vigilance of ; 
its chief commander, by which its ranks were not | 
only marshaled according to the highest military | 
science, but also imbued with the discipline and |} 
bravery which made it unconquerabie. 

The incidents and resultofthe seven days ofhat- | 
tles on the Peninsula placed the name of the com- 
mander, and the army into which he bad breathed ; 
his own spirit, high on the roll of fame, before |! 
it was known or even suspected by the country li 
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that the terrible emergency-had-been broughtu 
the general and his -gallant army. by. the negle 
aud refusal of the. Administration to. suppl 
promised means to. insure, the. salvation .of.; 
army-and the accomplishment of the object of 
their pursuit,the capture of the confedetatecapital, 
The next incident which befell ihe generakaft 
the accomplishment of his eminent.success Wa 
his suspension from command. ‘What inda: 
this strange measure? lt was not that hehad 
taken Richmond, for, as we have séen, the fault 
of the failure was nothis, The country has passed 
upon that question and is recording its. judgment 
now. Thatjudgment.is.that the Administration 
and the great party-power which controtled it 
quired of military commanders something more 
than a straightforward prosecution of the war for 
the defeat of the confederate power and:the res- 


£ 


„toration of the constitutional Government. The 


commander of the army of the Potomac. was not 
sufficiently interested in the abolition policy.of 
the Republican party. He had not sufficiently 
advanced in the science of ethnology, to perceive 
that the negro was better adapted to the duties of 
a soldier than white men. . The scheme of-recon: 
structing States upon the plan of. the proclamas 


‘tion had not entered into his policy. Confiscating 


the plantations of the South into the hands.of 
northern disunionists to be cultivated by enforced 


i negro Jabor under a system which, while it gives 


the high-sounding name of freedmen to. slaves, 
exacts their toil and sweat at a less compensation 
than they received from their former masters, did 
not enter into his plan. - Placing ‘the round and 
top of sovereignty ” upon the heads of one tenth 
of the people of a State to secure from a meager 
minority made up of protégés the electoral votes 
of that State was notin his contemplations: . EX- 
cluding from the Army all sources of political in- 
formation, except such as’ were most fully com- 
mitted to the Administration and denunciatory: of 
all.criticism upon it, enforcing the distinction of 
keeping Democrats in the ranks and sending Re- 
publicans to their homes at great expense to the 
Government to vote in behalf of the Administra- 
tion, were useful political appliances, but were not 
regarded by the general as among the legitimate 
appliances of war. That military ability.and 
military success could not long sccure the coun- 
tenance of the Administration to a general so: re- 
missin more important things is evident to those 


| who know the history of the.times. | : 


After the deposition of General McClellan from 
command, the army of the Potomac, under anew 
leader, fought another battle. The-result ofthat 
battle, as everybody knows, was to send its broken 
ranks, dispersed and demoralized, before a con- 
quering foc, who took advantage of the rout to 
invade the upper States and the capital itself. Te 
was a time of awful peril; the boldest heart. pat- 
pitated with fear; the emergency was pressing. 
Ulterior considerations gave way for the moment 
to the most certain means of saving the capital 
aud of freeing from hostile occupation the territory 
over which the enemy’s battalions were victo- 
riously tramping. All thoughts were concen- 
trated upon the deposed McClellan. He was 
called again in that dread hour to his command. 
Order immediately sprang from confusion; cour- 
age succeeded to panic and affright. Among other 
important achievements the great battles of South 
Mountain and Antictam were fought and won. 
Defeated in both of those engagements, our ene- 
mies were driven across the Potomac, foiled ‘of all 
their sanguine expectations by the bravery-of the 
army which under another command they had so 
recently dispersed. The judgment of the country 
is that without the timely intervention of that gen- 
eral the invasion would have been in a great de- 
gree successful, and that the public edifices of the 
capital might have presented to the nation’s view 
nothing but incongruous masses of broken and 
ruined masonry. 

After a short space necessarily spent in recruit- 
ing the energies of our men after these terrible and 
exhausting struggles, and when the general hav- 
ing parsucd and overtaken the retreating enemy 
was about to attack him, with as reasonable ex- 
pectations of his capture as the exigencies of 
modern warfare admit, he was again dismissed 
from his command. ‘Though tears coursed down 
the cheeks of the hardy war-worn soldiers at the 
separation again repeated, they. were of no avail. 
Services could be dispensed with when the cne- 
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a wad on his retreat which were indispensable 
when he was on-his-advance. -7 ` š : 

It is interesting to the unprejudiced to see that 
the obscurity which for a long period involved 
the polity of the Administration toward the gen- 
eral before mentioned is being iluminated by 
truthful and circumstantial history which has too 
long been suppressed. ‘The interested people are 
now- permitted ‘to judge, from the facts before 
theni, what policy and whose policy, supported 
avd not ovérruled through inadmissible motives, 
wouldiere this time probably, in the result cer- 
tainly, have’ conquered the rebellion and restored 
the union of States, if military conquest achieved 
upoh the principles of right and justice be capa- 
ble of leading: to such a result. 

“The limitation of my time prevents me from 
proceeding further upon this subject; butin con- 
cluding, I conjure this House and the country, by | 
the réverence we have for the memory of our 
fathers; by a just regard for all that made usa 
prosperous and happy people; by all our yearn- 
ing desire for the liberty and prosperity of those 
who are to comeafter us; by all the holy patriot- 
ism that ever was enshrined inthe American heart; 
by the considerations of self-protection and duty . 
to @od, to stop the course of this revolution which 
threatens to prostrate the very citadel of our lib- 
erties, and seek not forrepose till the Government 
of 1787 be rescued from the grasp of abolitionism 
and reinstated in its rightful sway. 


RIGHT OF SOLDIERS TO VOTE. 


Mr.GRINNELL. Mr. Chairman, I much dis- 
like to detain the committee at this late hour, but 
YE should justly be charged with cowardice, with 

oltroonery, with conduct unbecoming a man, if 

did not at the first opportunity rise to repel the 
slanders and the most unjustifiable and most in- 
decent insinuations of the gentleman from Ohio 
‘[Mr. Cox}]—I willnot say uttered here, but which 
would have. been such ifuttered elsewhere. The 

eotleman from Ohio (Mr. Cox} had not the man- 

iness to: remain in his seat. Nor did he dare to 
stay to listen to a reply to his insinuation. Why 
is he not here? He was pierced by the lance of 
the military gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Du- 
mont,] who served up- his apostate party with 
great justice. And now he comes to the rescue 
of himself, and he did not find it convenient to fin- 
ish his speech without making allusion to myself 
in language which, in order that I may do no in- 
_ justice to: the gentleman, I will quote from his 
speech ay just taken down by the reporters: 

“Just as I would express my astonishment at hearing 
anything decont from the gentleman from lowa, (Mr. GRIN- 
NELL P’ 

That, sir, is the language of the accomplished 
Democratic would-be leader of the Lou’se—a gen- 
tleman who has writtena book which comes back 
to-torment him. What has stirred up the gen- 
tleman’sire against me? I willtell you ina few 
words. The gentleman from Ohio made a most 
uncalled-for, undignified, and wanton assaultupon 
one class of people whose condition and liability: 
to. being drafted was discussed in this Hall; he 
called them everything that is base. E obtained 
the floor to reply, and I stated that the only fault 

the gentleman could find with the clergymen of 
this country was in this offense, that they were 
most conscientiously, as before God, devoting 
their time, giving one day in the week to the devil 
and the remaining six days to his party in its 
apostasy. That troubled the gentleman, and the 
first time he got the opportunity he rose with a 
purpose to insult me by using impertinence such 
asf have quoted, and this is the third opportunity 
he has found. 

Sir, Í have never bandied words with a gentle- 
man in all my life. I have been a peace man, 
having never raised my arm to assault a man in 
my life, having better weapons of defense. But, | 
six, it would be dastardly and unbecoming in me | 
if 1 did not rise now to repel the foul slanders of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Towa will remember that an hour ago, in consc- | 
quence of this evening being devoted to general 

discussion, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] 
left his seat upon this floor. 

Mr. GRINNELL. Yes, sir; he left it like a 
coward, if that is parliamentary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The gentleman from lowa 


might not use those terms if my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Cox] were present. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does thegentleman from 
Towa yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. GRINNELL. No, sir. I was but reply- 
ing to a most unprovoked assault upon myself. 
The member from Ohio knows thatnew members 
upon this floor are not for months familiar with 
the parliamentary rules of this House; and he en- 


| deavors to frown down and put under his feet gen- 


tlemen whose opinions he despises, and the ad- 
vocacy of their opinions by myselfis not as pleas- 
ant to him asit might be, no doubt. Istand here 
on my rights in advocacy of my principles to in- 
vite his assaults in the name of a State which has 
senta united delegation here in behalf of the prin- 
ciples-and purposes that I represent. 

,. The gentleman 1s pierced and wounded here 
by truth applied to’ himself and party, and yet 
he could go to another city, although his party 
has declared that the question of slavery is not 
to go into the next presidential campaign, and 
has derided the speaking of women for liberty in 
this Hall, and act as escort to a woman who has 
been upon the “boards”? at a theater, a woman 
who got up before anintelligent audience in Brook- 
lyn—I presume intelligent because they are an 
intelligent and I trust patriotic people, to have 
contributed $400,000 to provide for our soldiers— 
and stated that “negroes” are legal tender, always 
have been legal tender, and always will be legal 
tender; a statement fit for the applause of aban- 
doned prostitutes only, and oily demagogues. The 
gallantry of the gentleman from Ohio induced him 
to indorse thislady ofthe boards, and to state, after 
she had concluded, that she had uttered ‘* words of 
gold and syllables of silver,’’ when all in derision 
of the Government and the poor. He gets up 
before an audience in New York, with a polit- 
ical companion in petticoats, to dignify feminine 
treason——— 

Mr. HOLMAN. [rise to a point of order. 
It is not in order for the gentleman to drag ladies 
in petticoats upon this floor. ` 

Mr. GRINNELL. I refer to the ladies as I 
please without asking the gentleman’s pardon. 

And I here proclaim the apostasy of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Cox] who dare not remain 
here in the Hall, and I proclaim the apostasy of 
his party. Yes, sir, that was what stung the gen- 
tleman last week when IJ placed his party where 
it belongs, and said that in every State in this 
Union but one where the question of the rights of 
soldiers to vote was agitated, the gentleman’s 
party showed that they despised the soldier, and 
despised the work in which he was engaged, and 
were in league with the traitors in arms against 
this country. I repeat the charge. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman make 
that charge against the Democratic party ? 

Mr. GRINNELL. If the gentleman’s inter- 
ruption does not come out of my time, | will hear 
his question. 

The CHAIRMAN, It will be deducted from 
the gentleman’s Ume unless unanimous consent 
be given otherwise. No objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Dol understand the gentle- 
man to say that the Democratic party are opposed 
to the soldiers? 

Mr. GRINNELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In what respect? 

Mr. GRINNELL. In this respect: that in 
every State where the question of the soldiers 
exercising the right of elective franchise has come 
up, his party, with one exception, has arrayed 
itself against the right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the gentleman know 
that in the State of Ohio the Democrats brought 
forward a proposition allowing the soldiers to 
vote, and that the Republicans voted it down? 

Mr.GRINNELL. Andatthe next session of 
the Legislature every Democrat voted against if. 
And further; at the present session of the Legis- 
lature, when the question arose in regard to un- 


| seating members who were elected by soldiers’ 


votes, every Democrat in the Legislature voted 
to unseat men because they were elected by sol- 
diers’ votes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does not the gentleman from 
Iowa surely know that the constitution of Ohio 
does not allow citizens to vote unless they vote 


in their own county and their own precinct? 
Mr. GRINNELL, ‘Then I ask the gentleman 


what becomes of the constitutional Democrats 
spoken of who proposed to give them the right to 
vote? 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were willing to go be- 
yond the constitution and confer the right. 

- Mr. GRINNELL. The supreme court of Ohio 

decided that the soldiers hada right to vote, and 
when the question was brought up in the Legis- 
lature the Democrats said they had no right to 
vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Would the gentleman disre- 
gard the provisions of the constitution upon that 
subject? ; 

Mr. GRINNELL. No, sir. And how did the 
Democrats of Indiana vote upon the question of 
allowing soldiers to vote? I can tell you. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The constitution of Indiana 
„requires that the vote shall be cast in the town- 
ship and precinct in which the voter resides, and 
the Democratic members of the Legislature voted 
in conformity to that constitutional limitation. - If 
there is a Democrat in Indiana who is opposed to 
the soldiers in the field exercising the right of the 
elective franchise, if it can be done in conformity 
to the constitution of the State, I do not know it; 
and if there is such a Democrat I condemn him 
as recreant to his party faith and party organiza- 
tion, 

Mr. BOYD. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? . 

Mr. WILSON. I object to any further inter- 
ruption. 

Mr. GRINNELL. The gentleman from In- 
diana belongs to the “other wing ” of his party. 
He belongs to what is called the war-wing of the 
party; butthat wing is so much plucked and small 
and the body so weak that it does notscem to carry 
the bird at all, while the peace wing of the party 
is so large and strong that it carries it about and 
around in acircle. ‘Che gentleman is ‘ an uncer- 


tain quantity” in his party, and he knows he can- 
not control it nor hide its deformity. Ele may be 
a patriot, a scholar, and an honest man, but he 
does not belong, in ang controlling sense, with the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] or with the gen- 
teman from New York (Mr. Frrnanpo Woon. | 

Mr. Chairman, Ido not wish to detain the com- 
mittee long; let me return to the matter in hand. 
When interrupted by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Hou was charging upon the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] that he has de- 
graded his party, degraded real Democratic prin- 
ciples, belied his professions in this House, by 
going to the city of Brooklyn and there proclaim- 
ing that he approved a speech delivered by a 
woman there, steeped in treason, in which it was 


said that negroes were legal tender, and always 
had been and always would be. And yet the sla- 
very question is not to go into the next presiden- 
tial canvass ! 

Sir, he cannot stay the tide nor the starsin their 
courses. Slavery will go into the next presidential 
canvass. Look at your candidates. You may take 
the present pandering Governor of New York, 
who addressed the bloody mob in New York city 
as my friends,” with inadvertence batin truth, 
as your candidate; or you may take as yourcan- 
didate that general—a failure, relapsed, and apos- 
tate—who has never been within range of a rifle 
or a rifled cannon, and who, after a seven days’ 
retreat, sat down to indite a political platform for 
our President he did not help to make. You may 
present such a candidate to the people-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Surely the gentleman does 
not refer to General McClellan. 

Mr. WILSON. I object to any interruption 
of my colleague. i 

Mr. GRINNELL. The gentleman from In- 
diana seems to be very much disturbed because 
I choose to allude to General McClellan. I be- 
lieve that his nomination as an exponent of De- 
mocracy for that high position would be the 
broadest farce, and would provoke derision and 
laughter even in that far depth down where I have 
no doubt there are sympathetic correspondences 
with the “ Buckeye,” not abroad, but at home. 

Sir, the gentleman knows where his party 
stands. He knows itshistory,and this question 
of soldiers voting, and others, will come home to 
him. He, too, willalso have to answer in voting 
for a Chaplain of this House forthe only minister 
in the loyal States of this Union who believes that 
God is in favor of slavery. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. GRINNELL. 


Inasmuch as—— 
I cannot yield to the gen- 


tleman. {fhe denies it, let him do it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I only wish to answer the. 
gentleman. 


Mr. GRINNELL. I cannot yield, as objection 
is made. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will 
yield to me for a moment. ` 

Mr. GRINNELL. I cannot yield. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Fora single word?. 

Mr. GRINNELL. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For buta single remark? 

Mr. GRINNELL. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diana will take his seat. He must understand 
that if the gentleman from Iowa declines to yield 
the floor, he is entitled to it without interruption, 
If the gentleman from Indiana persists in violat- 
ing the rules of the House, the Chair will be com- 
pelled to order him under arrest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only ask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. GRINNELL. Icannot. The gentleman 
will have an opportunity to reply when I get 
through. 

It is fitting that I should close these unpremed- 
itated remarks by calling attention to the fact that 
I was attacked, in what I should style “ else- 
where,” in a most cowardly and unbecoming 
manner. It is fitting that I should say to the 
member from Ohio that, as the Representative of 
a loyal district that has sent fourteen thousand 
brave men to this war to put down the rebellion, 
I am notto be put down or put out of countenance 
by the head of the peace party outside or in this 
Fiouse. I was not sent here for that purpose. 1 
am here to maintain my manhood, to declare his 
party apostate, in league with slavery and the 
devil; and with him they will go down—down— 
I might have said, with the explorer, so low as 
to find ‘‘ ile,” hell, or China. We have, as the 
party of freedom, our candidate; and we shall 
elect him President. We shall save this Union 
and bea free nation. And if in all God’s do- 
minions there is to be found one being who will 
hereafter be remembered for infamy and for base- 
ness such as the world never heard of, it will be 
the peace Democrat of 1864. I should ask par- 
don for taking so much notice of a recreant de- 
famer, for these are the expiring echoes of the 
voice of the gentleman from Ohio, who has a few 
thousand votes against him at home, and who 
will never more be heard ‘in this Hall after the 

resent Congress. Not giving him further notice, 

shall be prepared to defend myself against every 
attack, save that of an assassin. His political 
grave is dug, and, as he falls into it “unwept, 
unhonored, and unsung,” the high glec for his 
departure shail be, unless he repents before God, 
in the rude verse of the poor he maligns— 


‘Ashes to ashes, dust to dust; 
Here’s the hole, and in you must,” 


Mr, ARNOLD resumed the floor. 


Mr. HOLMAN. LI trust the gentleman from 
Illinois will allow me to say this: [ think that 
the controversy as to the votes given on the elec- 
tion of Chaplain is a very improper one; but, in- 
asmuch as [am a little sensitive on a question 
of theology at times, I certainly did not vote for 
the gentleman elected Chaplain by the House. 
If I had been controlled by theological opinions 
I could not have done so. The gentleman from 
lowa supported a candidate who believed in the 
African but rejected Christ. I voted for a can- 
didate who at least believed in the God of our 
fathers. 


it to 

Mr. HOLMAN, who moved that the commit- 
tee do now risc. 

The motion was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 


resumed the chair, Mr. Dawes reported that the | 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had the Union generally under consideration, 
and particularly the annual message of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DAWES, (at five 
minutes after five o'clock, p. m.,) the House ad- 
journed till Monday. 


Mr. ARNOLB obtained the floor, but yielded ! 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, March 14, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILE SIGNED. ł 
The VICE PRESIDENT signed the enrolled 
bill (S. No. 1) granting a pension to John L: 
Burns, of Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, which had 
previously been signed by the Speaker of the 
ouse of Representatives. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS: 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States; 
communicating, in answer to a resolution of the 
Senate of the 29th of February, a report of the 
Secretary of the Interior in relation to the amount 
of money received from the sale of the Wea trust 
lands, and the manner in which the same was in- 
vested; which was referred to the Committe on 
Indians Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a copy of a treaty between the 
United States and Great Britain for the final set- 
tlement of the claims of the Hudson’s Bay and 
Puget Sound Agricultural Company, concluded 
on the Ist of July last, the ratifications of which 
were exchanged in this city on the 5th instant, 
and recommending an appropriation to carry into 
effect the first, second, and third articles thereof; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, communicating, in answer to a resolution 
of the Senate of the 28th of January last, a report, 
with accompanying papers, from the Secretary of 
the Interior, showing what portion of the appro- 
priations for the colonization of persons of African 
descent has been expended, and the steps which 
have been taken for the execution of the acts of 
Congress on that subject; which was referred to 
the select committee on slavery and freedmen. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate resolutions of the Legislature of Kansas, in 
favor of the amendment to the act to aid in the 
construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean, so as to 
require the Leavenworth, Pawnee, and Western 
Railroad Company to make Wyandotte, Law- 
rence, Topeka, Wabannse, Manhattan, and Junc- 
tion cities, points on that line; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WADE presented the petition of Stephen 
S. Balk, first heutenant sixth cavalry, United 
States Army, praying that he may be relieved 
from all liability incurred by the loss of public 
money which he alleges was stolen from him | 
about the 27th day of September, 1863; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Ash- 
tabula county, Ohio, and a petition of citizens of 
Buffalo, New York, praying foran appropriation 
for the repair and improvement of Ashtabula 


harbor; which were referred to the Committee on | 


Commerce. 


He also presented a memorial of the Board of | 


Trade and a memorial of ship-owners and boat- 
captains of Detroit, Michigan, praying for an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of Frankfort har- 
bor on Lake Michigan; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SUMNER presented four petitions of cit- 
izens of Boston, praying for an increase inthe | 
facilities for the transportation of mails, passen- 
gers, and freight between the cities of New York 
and Philadelphia; which were referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New | 
Hampshire, praying for the abolition of slavery | 
throughout the United States, and for the adop- | 
tion of measures for amending the Constitution | 
so as forever to prohibit its existence In any por- ! 
tion of the country; which was referred to the se- | 
lect committee on slavery and freedmen. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented four petitions of | 
hospital stewards in the Army, praying for in- ! 
creased rank and pay; which were referred to the | 


| 


Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. li 


He also presented: the: petition of Mrse 
Hartman-and one hundred and:iwenty-nin X 
ers, loyal ladies of Washington county, Llinsis, 
praying for the total abolition of slavery: throughs 
out the United States; which: was referred to the 
select committee oi'slavery and freedmen ye 

He also presented the petitionof HenryAsbui 
John W. Whipp, and others, of Quincy, IHinois, 
praying for. the: establishment-of:a uniforay am- 
bulance and hospital system for the armies of the 
nue States; which-was-ordéiéd: to lie on the 
table. : a Dheiridh i dyo 

-Mr TRUMBULL.: 1 also presenta memorial 
of the Board of Trade of Chicago, Illinois, praying: 
Congress to make`ah appropriation for the tòn- 
struction of a ship canal around Niagara: falis; 
on the American side, as required by the commet- 
cial interests of the country, and also demanded: 
as a military necessity for the proper protection 
of the northern frontier. I move that it:be re# 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to... > oe 

Mr. WILSON présented five petitions from cits 
izens of Boston, Massachusetts, ‘praying: for an 
increase in the facilities for the transportion of 
mails, passengers, and freight ‘between the cities 
of New York and’ Philadelphia; which were ré~ 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and: 
the Militia. i REA 

He also presented three memorials of citizens 
of New York, remonstrating against the renewal 
of Goodycar’s patent for the manufacture of vul= 
canized India rabber; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. MORGAN presented two memorials from’ 
citizens of New York in favor of an increase in 
the facilities for the transportation of mails, ‘pas= 
sengers, and freight between the cities of New 
York and Philadelphia; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Troy, 
New York, praying for the formation of a prop- 
erly organized ambulance and sanitary corps for 
the armies of the United States; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. ear 

Mr. COWAN presented a petition of citizens 
of Philadelphia, and a petition of citizens of Pitts- 
burg, Pennsylvania, praying for an increase of 
the facilities for the transportation of mails, pas- 
sengers, and freight between the cities of New, 
York and Philadelphia; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Sandusky, Ohio, praying for the construc- | 
tion of a ship canal around the falls of Niagara; 
which was referred to the Committee on Corm- 
merce. i 

He also presented three petitions of citizens of 
the United States, praying for the sale of the min- 
eral lands of the Rocky mountain country, and 
that liberal aid may be granted in the construc- 
tion of the Northern and Central Pacific railroads; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. ` 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I present the petition 
of Baptiste Peoria and Frank Valley, on behalf 
of the confederate bands of Weas, Peorias, Kas- 
kaskias, and Piankeshaw Indians, praying that 
provision may be made for the payment of the 
amount alleged to be due them. under the treaty 
of May 30, 1854. Lask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so re~ 
ferred. The motion to print will go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the petition of N. 
S. Brinton, a paymaster in the United States 
Army, praying that the accounting officers of the 


|, Treasury may be authorized to credit him with- 


the amount of public funds lost by the burning of 
the steamer Ruth on the Mississippi river on the 
Sth of August, 1863; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented papers in rela» 
tion to the claim of J. N. Confer, late surgeon of 
the twenty-ninth regiment Indiana volunteers, for 
compensation for certain property alleged to have 
been lost while in the service of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. POW ELL presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Kentucky,in favorofa military road 
from the interior of Kentucky to the Cuniberland 
river, at some point above the falls of said river; 
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which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs'and the Militia; and ordered to be printed: 
_. Mr. BROWN presented a petition of. citizens 
of Daviess county, Missouri, praying that the 
arming of disloyal men and returned. rebels in their 
midst may be hereafter prevented; which was re- 
ferred to the joint committee on the. conduct-of 
the war., Bity aus ; Pe 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of High- 
land,.Madison: county, Ilinois, praying for the 
repeal of. the $300 commutation. clause in the en- 
rollmentact, and that certain persons. may beex- 
emptedfrom the-draft; which was ordered to lie 
on the-table.. -i : oe A 
> Mr: HARLAN presented a memorial of the 
Chillicothe band of Shawnee Indians, praying for 
the adoption of such measures as may be neces- 
sary.to restore, their tribal rights, and for the res- 
titution of certainmoncy alleged by them to have 

been fraudulently taken from them, and the col- 
lection of moneys due the orphans and incompe- 
tent Shawnees, and that an investigation be had 
into the official conduct of Agent Abbott and his 
interpreter Matthew King; which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr., HARRIS presented the petition of Henry 
A. Brigham, military storekeeper and paymaster 
in the ordnance department of the United States 
Army, praying to be allowed for certain money 
alleged to have been stolen from the counter of 
the. Assistant Treasurer of New York on the 8th 
of November, 1862; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

“He also presented the petition of Knauth, Na- 
chod & Kiihne, importers of dry goods, of New 
York, praying for relicf for the loss of a case of 
glovesin bonded warehouse in that city, through 
the alleged mistake of a Government clerk, and 
for loss of goods alleged to have been stolen from 
the appraisers’ warehouse while in the custody of 
Government officials; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


“Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was recommit- 
ted the bill (S. No. 43) relating to the office of 
Commissioner of ‘Public Buildings, reported it 
without amendment, 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affuirsand the Militia, to whom was referred 
a bill (EL. R. No. 196) to aid in the protection of 
emigrants to the Territories, reported it without 
amendment, 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, to whom were re- 
ferred various memorials and petitions praying 
for the passage of an act to amend an act to pro- 
mote the progress of the useful arts, approved 
March 3, 1863, reported a bill (S. No. 162) amend- 
atory of av act to amend an act entitled “An act 
to promote the progress of the useful arts,” ap- į 
proved March 3, 1863; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. 

: PRINTING OF LAWS. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Printing, | 
to whom was referred a resolution directing the | 
committee to inquire into the expediency of caus- | 
ing the Jaws as the same are passed from time to 
time during the session of Congress to be printed 
for the use of the Senate, have instructed me to 
report the following resolution and to ask for its 
present consideration: 
` Resolved, That the acts and joint resolutions passed since 
the commenceinvnt of the present scesion, and those that į 
shall hereafter be passed, be printed separktely for the use | 
of the Senate. j 

Under this resolution only the usual number | 
will be printed. The object is to print for the use 
of the Senate the laws as they are passed, in order | 
that they may be placed upon our files. We are 
frequently ignorant of the precise form in which 
laws have passed, and desire to refer to them for 
future legislation, ‘Lhe expense will be very | 
trifling. | 

The resolution was considered by unanimous | 
consent, and agreed to. 

PAY AND PENSION OF CHAPLAINS. 

Mr. WILSON. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia, to 
whom was referred a bill (H. R. No. 302) to: 
amend section nine of the act approved July 17, ; 
1862, entitled ‘An act to define the pay and | 


emoluments of certain officers of the Army, and 
for other purposes,”? to report it back without | 
amendment, with a recommendation that it pass, 
and Task the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to have it acted upon at the present time. 

There being: no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It provides that from and after its pas- 
sage chaplains in the regular and volunteer ser- 
vice andin hospitals shall not suffer a diminution 
or loss of pay or allowances when absent from | 
duty, with leave, on account of sickness or other 
disability, or when held by the enemy as prisoners. 

It also proposes to amend the act approved 
July 14, 1862, entitled “ An act to grant pen- | 
sions,” so as to include chaplains in the regular 
and volunteer forces of the Army. The pension 
to which a chaplain is to be entitled for a total 
disability is to be twenty dollars per month, and 
all the provisions of the act to’ which this section | 
is an amendment are to apply to and embrace the 
widows, children, mothers, and sisters of chap- 
lains of the Jand forces who have died since the 
4th of March, 1861, or shall die of wounds or dis- 
ease contracted in the service of the United States, 
and while such chaplains are or shall be in the line 
of their duty. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. FOSTER subsequently said: I move the 
reconsideration of the vote by which the Senate 
passed the bill (EI. R. No. 302) toamend section 
nine of the act approved July 17, 1862, entitled 
‘An act to define the pay and emoluments of cer- 


which was taken up in the morning hour very 
casually and passed. I have an amendment to 
propose to it. {hope there will be no objection 
to reconsidering the vote on the passage of the 
bill, and also on ordering it to a third reading, in 
order that I may propose an amendment to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is in- 
formed that the bill has been sent to the House. 
The Senator can make a motion directing the Sec- 
retary to transmit a message to the House of 
Representatives requesting the return of the bill 
from the Jouse, 

Mr. FOSTER. I make that motion. 

T'he motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


reconsider will be entered, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill GS. No. 


The motion to 


tain officers of the Army, and for other purposes,” | 
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163) to authorize the Columbia Institution for the 
Deaf and Dunsb and the Blind to confer degrees; 
which was read twice by its tide, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARLAN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
164) to revive av act entitled “An act forthe relief 
of purchasers and locators of swamp and over- 
flowed lands, and for other purposes,’ approved 
March 2, 1855; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committce on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 
165) in relation to naval supplies; which was read 
| twice by its title, referred to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
166) authorizing the archives in the office of the | 
recorder of land titles in the State of Missouri to 
be delivered to said State; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. i 

Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 167) to incorporate an insurance company in 
the city of Washington; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES P. CURTIS, JR. 


Mr. DIXON submitted the following resola- 
| tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, andagreed to: i 


i 

Resolved, (the [louse of Representatives concurring,) That | 
the report made to Congress 20th January, 1862, in the case i 
of Charles P, Curtis, j tbe United States, with the ac- 
conipabying papers, be referred back to the CourtotClalms, : 


EXCHANGE OF PRISONERS. 


Mr. HARLAN submitted the following reso- 
lation; which was considered by wnanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President. of the United States bè re- 
quested to inform the Senate under what rules and regu- 


i lations and on what terms prisoners of war are being €x- 


changed between the United States and the rebels. 
ANTIIONY BURNS’S RESCUE. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Whercas in the history of the attempt to rescue Anthony 
Burns, a fugitive slave from the State of Virginia; from 
the custody of the Uuited States officers in Bostou in 1854, 
i eprescnted and it is also generally reported that J’. 
Higginson, now a colouel of a regiment of negro troops 
in the service of the United States, led or was engaged in 
mi assault made by a body of meu with force and arms 
upon the court-house in Boston, where the said Anthony 
Barns was held in the custody of the law and oflicers of 
the United States, with the intent and purpose of forcibly 
rescuing him from such custody; and whereas it is repre- 
sented and generally reported that a citizen of the United 
States then having the custody of said Burns was killed 
and murdered hy said assailants: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Presideut of the Senate appoint 
a committee of three members of the Senate to investi- 
gate whether the said ‘T. W. Hi son had any connec- 


tion, and if any, wiat, with the said attempt to rescue the 
said Burns, und with the killing and murdering of any per- 
son having bis custody; and that said committee lave 
power to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. SUMNER. Let it lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If objected to, it 
must lie over. 

Mr. DAVIS. lask that it be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The order to print 
will be made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON. [ object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the mation to print will go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to ask one question: 
whether the objection made to the printing of the 
resolution will exclude it from being printed in 
the Globe and other newspapers. 

Mr. HALE and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then J have nothing to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT subsequently said: 
The Chair was in error when it decided that it 
required the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
peint the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Kentucky. On a reference to the rule the Chair 
finds that resolutions offered by Senators do not 
come within it. They are therefore to be printed 
on motion, The Chair will put the question to 
the Senate on his motion to print the resolation 
submitted by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF A BILL. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hold in my hand the draft 
of a bill of an important character to establish a 
zurean of Freedmen’s Affairs, which is now pend- 
ing before the committee on slavery and freed- 
men, and I am requested by thatcommittee to ask 


| of the Senate permission to have it printed for the 


use of the committee. As it is a measure of an 
important character, they desire to have copies 
of it before them. 

The motion was agrecd to. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States by Mr. Nicoxay, his Secretary, announced 
that the President had approved and signed on 
the 11th instant the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 30) to establish a uniform sys- 
tem of ambulances in the armics of the United 
States; and 

A bill (S. No. 69) to constitute Parkersburg, in 
the State of West Virginia, a port of delivery. 

a 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced that 
the Louse of Representatives had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 149) concerning certain school lands 
in township forty-five north, range seven east, In 
the State of Missouri; 

A bill (No. 192) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending 30th June, 1865; 
and : 

A bill (No. 324) to repeal section two of an act 
eniitled * An act to regulate the foreign coasting 


1864, 
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trade.on the northern, northeastern, and north- 
western frontiers of the United States, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1881. 


THE REGULAR ARMY. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move to take up Sen- 
ate bill No. 151, a bill relating to chaplains, and 
for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, praceeded to consider 
the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I propose to strike out the first 
four sections of the bill, all of which relate to chap- 
lains, as we passed a House bill this morning on 
that subject which may perhaps satisfy all parties. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
propose to dispense with the reading of those 
sections? 

Mr. WILSON. I presume it is not necessary 
to read them, as we have already acted on the sub- 
ject of chaplains this morning. The balance of 
the bill contains some very important provisions. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The balance of 
the bill will be read. 

The Secretary read it. It provides that all en- 
listments hereafter made in the regular Army of 
the United States, during the continuance of the 
present rebellion, shall be for the term of three 
years. All non-commissioned officers and pri- 
vates in the regular Army, serving under enlist- 
ments made prior to July 22, 1861, are to have the 
privilege of reénlisting for the term of three years 
in their respective organizations, until the Ist of 
May next; and all such non-commissioned offi- 
cers and privates so reénlisting are to be entitled 
to the bounties mentioned in the joint resolution 
of Congress approved January 13, 1864. Officers 
absent from duty, with leave, for a period not ex- 
ceeding ten days, are to be entitled to receive full 
pay and allowances for such period; and so much 
of section thirty-one of the act for enrolling and 
calling out the national forces, and for other pur- 
possi approved March 3, 1863, as is inconsistent 

ierewith, is repealed. Section thirty-fiveoftheact 
for enrolling and calling out the national forces, 
and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1863, 
is not to be construed to prohibit enlisted menat 
the Military Academy from receiving the extra 
pay theretofore allowed by law to enlisted men 
when employed at constant labor of not less than 
ten days, nor to apply to enlisted men employed 
as clerks and messengers in the military offices in 
Washington and at the several geographical divis- 
ionand department headquarters. 

There are to be allowed to the battalion of en- 
gincers one adjutant, one quartermaster, and one 
commissary of subsistence, to be selected from 
the lieutenants on duty with the battalion, with 
the same compensation as is allowed to regimental 
adjutants and quartermasters respectively. There 
are to be added to the battalion of engineers one 
sergeant major and one quartermaster sergeant, 
who shall also be commissary sergeant, and cach 
is to have the pay of a sergeant of engineers. 


| 
| 
| 
| 

In addition to the cavalry, infantry, and artil- i 
Jery provided for by the act approved July 22, | 
1861, to authorize the employment of volunteers ! 
to aid in enforcing the laws and protecting public | 
property, there are to be added regiments of vol- | 
unteer engineers in the proportion, as the Pres- | 
ident may direct, not to excced one company to | 
each brigade of infantry, and to be organized or | 
established by existing regulations, have the same 
pay and allowance of engineers of the regular 
Army, and be subject to the rules and articles of 
war. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thefirstquestion | 
is on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- ; 
setts to strike out the first four sections of the bill 
relating to chaplains. 


Mr. GRIMES. Iwill inquire of the Senator 
from Massachusetts how many new offices are to 
be created by this bill? 
are to be quurtermasters and commissaries con- 
nected with the regiment of engincers. 


| 
The amendment was agreed to. i] 
f 
i 
| 


If Iam li 
correctly informed they have not got a regiment |} 
of engineers, or anything like it. They have five j: 
skeleton companies of engineers. This bill re- i 
fers to'the regular engineers of the United States | 
Army, and of them we have but five companies, | 
comprising perhaps two hundred men. ! 

Mr. WILSON. The ninth section provides ` 
that there shall be allowed to the battalion of en- | 


| reduction of their pay; and I think that is but 
p Just. Y k i 
i| leave their pay is reduced. This provides simply 
|! fora ten days’ leave without reduction of pay. 


| visions of the act of March 3, 1863, which pro- 
i 


|! mental headquarters. 


i labor very hard, and certainly here in Washing- 
j ton they could not support themselves on the 
As [understand it there | 


gineers one adjutant, one quartermaster, and one 
commissary of subsistence, who are.to be selected 
from the lieutenants on duty with the battalion of 
engineers, and to have the same compensation that 
is allowed to regimental adjutants and quarter- | 
masters respectively. The tenth section pro- 
vides that there shall be added to the battalion of 
engineers one sergeant major and one quarter- 
master sergeant, who shali also be a commissary 
sergeant, and each of them is to have the pay of 
a sergeant of engineers, 1 have a letter from Gen- 
eral Totten setting forth the necessity of this or- 

anization. General Totten recommended, and 
it was indorsed by the Secretary of War, another 
section providing that the major having command 
of this battalion should have additional compen- 
sation while commanding it. The committce 
thought we had-better not add that expense; that 
it was not necessary; but these two or three offi- 
cers are believed to be necessary in organizations 
of this kind, 

The fifth section of the bill as printed, which 
is now the first section, permits persons to enlist 
into the regular Army for three instead of five 
years. When the war commenced we author- 
ized enlistments into the regular Army for three 
years; but that expired on the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1863. Since that time, all who have enlisted 
into the regular Army have enlisted for five years, 
and the enlistments have been very few, indeed, 
as most men prefer to enlist for three years in- 
stead of five. This provision is intended to en- 
courage enlistments and reénlistments into the 
regular Army. 

The next section provides that those soldiers 
who enlisted into the regular Army in 1860 and 
1861, and who have served throughout the war, 
and who have received no bounty whatever, who 
have had nothing but their pay, shall now have 
the privilege of reénlisting into the service of the 
United States until the Ist day of May next. 
The object is to give these veteran soldiers, mauy 
of whom have been in the service ten, twelve, and 
fifteen years, the same opportunity to reénlist 
and receive the benefit of the bounty that is given 
to all those who have served less than three years. 
Many of those men were enlisted on the eve of 
the war, in the winter of 1860 and the spring of 
1861, ihey have served throughout the war with 
great fidelity, and have reccived no bounty what- 
ever. This bill allows them to reénlist; and I 
think we ought to give them that poor privilege. 
The old soldiers of the Army have fought bravely 
and acted nobly. Let us, if we cannot give them 
the bounty given to voluntcers and other soldiers 
enlisted during the war, give these brave veterans 
an opportunity to reénlist and receive the bounty 
of $400. 

‘The next section provides that officers absent 
on leave may be absent for ten days without a 


3y the existing law, if they are absent on 


The next section provides that the enlisted men 
at the Military Academy and in the Department 
here at Washington, and at the several geograph- 
ical division and department headquarters who 
are acting as clerks shali not come under the pro- 


hibits all enlisted men from receiving additional 
compensation when detailed, This only applies 
| to a few men at West Point, and also a few men 
whoare detailed as clerks in the Department here 
at Washington, anda few men in the different 
| geographical divisions and departments, and it 
only applies to the headquarters in those depart- | 
ments, and not to the division or brigade or regi- | 
| Tt will comprise buta few | 
; men, and those persons are absolutely necessary 
to perform this work. Many of them have to 


wages of soldiers. Many of them are doing very |; 
‘important duty, and have great knowledge in | 
regard to all the details in the War Office. 

‘Lhe other two sections in regard to the battal- | 
ion of engineers were recommended by Gencral 
Totten as necessary to the efficiency of the en- | 
gineers, and his recommendation was indorsed | 
by the Seeretary of War. | 

The next section proposes to allow the organ- | 

i 


ization of volunteer engineers, A letter was re- 
ceived from General Thomas asking that a regi- 
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ment of volunteer engineers should be: organized 
in the army of. the Cumberland. This letter was: 
sentto the committee with a recommendation from 
General Halleck, indorsed by the Seeretary: of 
War, saying ihat -we needed more voluiiteer en: 
gineers in our armies than we have, and suggests 
ing to us to make‘a general provision instead:of 
passing a special.actfor one of our armies; 
general provision-is to be found in this. secti 
authorizing the enli 


uN. -3 
istmentof volunteer engineers, 
not to exceed one company to'a brigade, and to: be. 
left at the discretion otherwise. of the President. | 

These are the provisions of the bill, whieh: 
seem to mê important; and I hope it will beacted 
upon promptly: : : 

Mr. GRIMES. . I confess I-do not exactly, un= 
derstand what the ninth section means: it may-be 
that I have not any objection toit. It may be,as 
the Senator says, and probably is, true that Gen- 
eral Totten has recommended it; but I should 
like to know if General Totten drew this section? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir; he did, i 

Mr.GRIMES. Then what doesit mean? <‘ That 
there be allowed to the battalion of engineers one 
adjutant, one quartermaster, and one: commissary 
of subsistence, to be selected from the lieutenants 
on duty with the battalion.” Are they to be lieu- 
tenants of engineers? hoe ths 
Mr. WILSON. They are lieutenants of engi- 
neers, ‘ me 
Mr. GRIMES. They are to be lieutenants of 
engineers assigned to this duty. ° 

Mr. WILSON, Certainly. 

Mr. GRIMES. Are they to leave the line of 
their regiment and accept this office; or rather are ` 
these cumulative duties to be added to their other 
duties? Are they to draw any extra pay and ra- 
tions for those duties? 

Mr. WILSON. The section reads, ‘ with the 
same compensation as is allowed regimental adju- 
tants and quartermasters, respectively.” aa 

Mr. GRIMES. The other regimental adju- 
tants and quartermasters are not allowed as much 
as engineers are already allowed. An engineer’s 
pay now is the highest pay of any officer in the 
Army; and according to this bill you would not 
pay these officers as much ag they are already 
getting as lieutenants of engineers. 1 can very 
well see that there. may be a propriety in passing 
the tenth section of the bill, which allows to this 
battalion of engincers—for it is only a battalion, 
only a part of a regiment, a fragment of a regi- , 
ment, and that fragment is not nearly full; I think 
there are not to cxceed three hundred men init= 
a sergeant major and one quartermaster Sergeant 
who shall also be commissary sergeant; but why 
on earth we should allow. them, in addition, a 
quartermaster and a commissary is more than | 
can imagine. 1 know it never has been allowed 
to other regiments under such circumstances, and 
I do not think it is going to accomplish the pur- 
pose that the Senator and General Totten have in 
view. I suppone they want a permanent attach- 
ment to this battalion of an adjutant, a quarter- 
master, and a commissary. You never can-get 
a young lieutenant in the engineer corps to sur 
render his placeas an engineer and accept a com- 
missaryship or a quartermastership attached to 
his regiment, because he is taken out of the line 
of promotion, if itis to be a permanent place, and 
he will get smaller compensation than he isal- 
ready receiving, 1 do not understand the section. 

I do not know whatis intended by it. 

Mr. NESMITH. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment, toadd the following as an additional section: 

Ind be it further enacted, That the officer in command 
of the battalion of engineers be allowed the rank, pay, and 
emoluments of a licutenant colonel of engineers. 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not think we ought to 
adopt that provision. 1 do not believe it is neces- 
sary, although I know it was strongly. recom- 
mended to us by General Totten and General 
Halleck and the Secretary of War. | do not see 
why a major may not command this battalion 
just as well with his present pay as with the pay 
of a lieutenant colonel. F think the other pró- 
visions of the bill are as much as we should do at 
present for this battalion. 

Mr. NESMITH. The amendment that I have 
submitted only provides that the commander of 
the regiment for the time being shall have the 
rank of lieutenant colonel. The-old regiments 
that consist of less than a thousand men have a 
colonel, a lieutenant colonel, and two majors. 
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This battalion’ consists of over seven hundred 
mën: The officer who has been in command of 
it while serving in the army of the Potomac, has 
never, I believe, had higher rank than that of a 
captain. A great portion of the time it was com- 
manded by a liewtenant. I think, considering the | 
responsibilities: of the position, and taking into 
consideration the number of men‘under his ‘com- | 
mand, he should have the relative rankat least of 
Officers of infantry who command battalions not 
as large-dg that ¢ontained in’ the engineer corps. 
[think it is due® to. the officer in command who 
holds:this responsible position, and I think it will 
render the service more efficient. There are seven 
hundred’men in that battalion. It has génerally 
been. commanded either by a captain or leuten- 
ant.’ He has the entire supervision of the engineer 
department of the army. It isa very responsible 
‘position, and I think the officer who exercises it 
ptould have some additional compensation and 
rank. ~' i 

Mr. GRIMES. Ishould like to know if there 
is any reason that applies to this proposition that 


does not apply to the temporary commander of } 


any regiment in the service. Why should nota 
man who commands a regiment and leads it into 
action in General Grant’s army, or in this army, 
who may be temporarily in command, although 
only a captain, as is very frequently the case for 
months, have the pay of a lieutenant colonel as 
well'as this officer commanding the battalion of 
engineers? aas : 

Mr. NESMITH.: In reply to the Senator from 
Towa I will state that the law gives them a colo- 
nel and a lieutenant coloneland two majors. The 
law does not provide for any such rank for the 
officers in command of the battalion of engineers. 
Another consideration is the amount of respons- 
ibility that rests upon the shoulders of a princi- 

al'engineer for an army of one hundred or one 
hondeed and fifty thousand men. I think itisdue 
to the officer exercising that command, with such 
responsible duties, thathe should at least have the 
rank of lieutenant colonel. There is no other army 
in the world where the principal engineer officer of 
an army of the size of ourarmy of the Potomac is 
not at least a major general; but we have contin- 
ually kept that department in the army of the Po- 
tomac down to the lowest gtade. When‘! was 
with the army, last winken tis principal engineer 
oficer was a lieutenant, 

. Mr. GRIMES. The colonel of this battalion 
is not the principal engineer officer of any army. 
IIe only commands the sappers and miners. 

Mr. NESMITEI. ‘There is no colonel of en- 
gineers. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator is altogether mis- 
taken in saying the regiment of engineers has no 
colonel.. It has one general, four colonels, cight 
lieutcnant colonels, twelve majors, and twenty- 
four captains. 

Mr. NESMITH. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon. 
J was speaking, net in reference to the regiment, 
but in regard to this battalion, 

, Mr. GRIMES. Lam coming to that point. It 
has one general, four colonels, eight Heutenant 
colonels, twelve majors,and twenty-four captains, | 
if I remember aright, and soon in that proportion 
of officers. Now, they choose to take the colonels 
and lieutenant colonels and the majors away and | 
assign them to duty on the staff of general officers 
or to the bureaus, and in that way leave a vacancy 
at the head of that small battalion of three hun- 
dred men. 

Mr. WILSON. Seven hundred, : 

Mr.GRIMES, Itis nominally seven hundred, 
but three hundred is about the number of men in 
the service. They thereby leave a vacancy to be | 
filled by a lieutenant at tho head of this battalion 
of sappers and miners attached to this army; and 
now they propose, because this man happens to 
be in command of this small battalion of sappers 
and miners, to give him the pay of a lieutenant | 
colonel, while they do not apply the same rule to | 
the officers of similar grades who are in command | 
of their regiments. | 
in principle myself between giving extra pay to | 
the commander of this engineer battalion of three 


| of them for the engineers and artillery, and in 


i do not see any distinction | 


hundred or seven hundred men if you please, 
where the superior officers have been transferred 
to some higher position, and he is accidentally 
placed in command of it, and giving extra pay to 
a lieutenant or a captain in one of the regiments 


i 
ij 
| 
f 
i 
i 
| 
from my State who may happen to be tempora- | 


rily in command under similar circumstances of 
a regiment ora battalion not only for weeks but 
for months. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the special order, the unfinished busi- 
ness of Friday last, which is the bill (H.R. No. 
34) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the year ending June 30, 
1865, which is now before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the pending question being 
on the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Rhode Island, [Mr. ANTHONY,] on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered, and being taken, the 
Senate found itself without a quorum. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will ask to have the 
amendment read. 

The Sceretary read it, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That hercafter in all appoint- 
ments of cadets to the Military Academy at West Point, the 
selections for such appointments in the several districts 
shall be made from the candidates according to their re- 
spective merits and qualifications, to be determined under 
such rules and regulations as the Seerctary of War shall 
from time to time prescribe. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This amendmentis so im- 
portant, in my view, and the disposition of the 
Senate scemed to be so favorable to it on Friday 
last when we found ourselves without a quorum, 
that I desire in the briefest possible manner to re- 
capitulate what was established in the debate of 
Friday. 

This amendment proposes to open the Military 
Academy at West Point to all the youth of the 
country, to be selected by a competitive examina- 
tion, not of course of their literary merits, butan 
examination which shall be directed to ascertain 
which young men give the best promise of mak- 
ing useful ollicers. {twas shown that in France, 
the most military country of Europe, the compet- 
itive system has prevailed for more than seventy- 
five years, and in all that empire, any subject, 
naturalized or native, may offer himself for an 
examination, and those that are found mostlikely 
to be valuable to the service are selected; and the 
son of the meanest peasant in France stands as 
good a chance within his merits of entering the 
army as an officer as the son of a prince. 

It was shown, in the second place, thatin Eng- 
land, where appointments to the army had been 
up to the time of the Crimean war by patronage 
or by purchase, after the Crimean war the Eng- 
lish became struck with the inferiority of their 
military organization as compared with that of 
the French, and set themselves about to consider 
the cause of it. They could not find that cause 
in the intelligence of the officers, or in the matériel 
of thearmy; but they found, or they thought they 
found it,in the difference in the manner in which 
the officers were appointed in France and in Eng- 
land; in France being appointed by competition, 
in England being appointed by favor. The Eng- 
lish Government thereupon instituted the competi- 
tive system, threw open their military academies 
to all the youth of the country, and to-day the son 
of a mechanic or a peasant in England stands as 
good a chance in the military academies as the son 
ofa duke. At the last graduation the son of one 
of the mechanics at Woolwich, and the son of an 
earl who was a cabinet minister, graduated side 
by side, and the one who was the best took the 
highest rank. Ido not know which it was. 

In the third place, it was shown that in Prus- 
sia, in Austria, in Jtaly in part, and in Belgium 
altogether, the competitive system prevails. Ít 
prevails in all those countries for the staff school, 
which is the highest military school, and in most 


Belgium for the whole. 

It was also shown that there have been many 
examples of pupils admitted both to West Point 
and the Naval Academy on the competitive prin- : 
ciple here. It has been done in Massachusetts, 
in New York, and in Rhode Island. My friend | 
from Iowa [Mr. Grimms] said aside that I had 
better ask a certain Representative from Massa- 
chusetts who had tried the experiment, That 
Representative is not here; but I saw a member 
of his family, who told me the result had been in |} 


the highest degree satisfactory, and he should con- 
tinue It as long’as he had the patronage. 

The report of the board of visitors of the Mili- 
tary Academy states that in all cases where the 
pupils have been admitted by the competitive prin- 
ciple the results have been most satisfactory, 
The board of visitors of the Academy is composed 
of some of the most eminent educators in the coun- 
try. Among them are Hon. Henry Barnard, 
whose name [ know is held in honor by my friend 
from Connecticut [Mr, Foster] and by all who 
know him, and Rev. Dr. Wayland, of Rhode 
Island. This board earnestly recommend Con- 
gress to adopt the competitive system. It is the 
burden of theirreport. In that opinion they are 
borne out by the best officers in the Army. Un- 
fortunately, I have failed to receive a communi- 
cation which I learn was sent to me voluntarily 
on Saturday from a distinguished officer in the 
Army, whograduated in the engineers, who heard 
that this amendment was pending, and so pre- 
pared to send me some views in advocacy of it— 
an officer of great distinction. 

It is not only the opinion of the board of vis- 
itors of the Military Academy, but it is within 
my personal knowledge, that the oflieers of the 
Naval Academy are strongly in favor of this sys- 
tem. They have told meso. They have said 
that the pupils who were admitted on the compet- 
itive system were among their very best pupils. 
The board of visitors at West Point give itas 
their opinion, based upon their own examination 
and the experience of other nations, that the com- 
petitive examination will graduate ninety percent. 
of the admissions. I believe at present we grad- 
uate but about forty-five or fifty, 

Mr. WILSON. Forty-six. 

Mr. ANTHONY. They think this system will 
graduate ninety, and they think the whole body 
of the pupils will be up to the average of the ten 
best under the present system. Thatis whatthey 
say in their report. What is the use of havingy 
this board of visitors annually at West Point; 
what is the use of sending there the very best men 
we have, if when they send us their recommend~ 
ations we throw them aside because we say they 
are impracticable?—impracticable to do what is 
done in England, what is done in France, whatis 
done in Belgium, what is done in great part of 
every other military nation with whose regulations 
I am familiar, 1 do not know about Russia. 

There are two objections urged to the proposi~ 
tion. The first is, that it is unfair, because, in 
selecting some place of examination, one boy 
would have to go farther than another; that while 
it would cost one boy two dollars it would cost 
another, perhaps, ten dollars. I really do not 
think it is necessary to reply to that objection. 

The other objection was. that it was impracti- 
cable; that is to say, what is done everywhere 
else, what the officers of the Army recommend, 
what the board of visitors recommend, what of- 
ficers of the Naval School recommend, is imprac- 
ticable; and the Scnator from Powa asked me how 
I was going to do it. When the Senator from 
lowa moves an amendment to the naval bill for the 
building of a ship, suppose I were to ask him how 
is he going to doit? He knows almost every- 
thing, but I do not think be can build a ship. 
Suppose I were to say you mustobtain men; you 
must get axes; you must go into the forest and 
cut down trees; and then you must cart this tim- 
ber down to the sea-side; and then you must get 
a great many other workmen; you mustgetiron; 
you must get copper; you must get sail-makers; 
and the thing is altogether impracticable. It seems 
to me that would be justas sensible as tosay that 
what the most practical men recommend, what the 
most practical nations have done, is impracticable, 

I have made this recapitulation because of the 
favor with which this proposition was received 
on Friday last, and because there are some Sen- 
ators now present who were not here when the 
extracts from the regniations of other nations 
were read, and who, Í hope, will give their votes 
for the amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES, Mr. President, abstractly I 
suppose everybody would be in favor of this prop- 
osiuon; but,as I said to the Senator last Friday, 
I do not see how it is going to be carried into ex- 


. ecution with advantage tothe Government. What 


is the proposition? *‘ That hereafter in all ap- 
pointments of eadets to the Military Academy at 
West Point the selections for such appointments 
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in the several districts’’—I suppose he means con- 
gressional districts, but he does not say so— 
“shall be made from the candidates according to 
their respective merits and qualifications, to be 
determined under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of War shall from time to time pre- 
scribe.” Now, when I ask what are to be the 
methods under which the selection isto bé made, 
he says he throws that responsibility on the Sec- 
retary of War. . That is shirking the responsi- 
bility. We ought to satisfy ourselves as to how 
that shall be done. We ought to be sure that jus- 
tice is going to be done among the several districts 
of the country and to the young men who have 
gone out from those several districts into the Army 
to fight our battles for us. It will.not do, there- 
fore, for us here to throw the responsibility upon 
somebody else, to give some other officer the 
power to regulate this subject, and then come back 
a year hence, or two years hence, if there is com- 
plaint madé about the system, and shirk the re- 
sponsibility by saying the Secretary of War did 
not carry out the ideas we really entertained, but 
which we had not matured sufficiently so as to be 
able to express them in the form of a law. 

Mr, President, long before I heard the Senator 
last Friday I had read all that Mr. Barnard, who 
is the agitator on this subject, had written on the 
subject of competitive examinations at the Mili- 
tary and Naval Academies. So far as the prin- 
ciple was concerned, | have always fully agreed 
with him; and when I drafted a bill here in regard 
to midshipmen some two years ago, I endeavored 
assiduously to devise some scheme, and I called 
to my assistance men familiar with the subjectto 
sce if they could not assist me in devising some 
system by which this competitive examination 
might be carried into execution; but we discov- 
ered that legislating for a military Government 
like France was altogether a different thing from 
legislating for a Government like ours, covering 
a whole continent. Are you going to adopt the 
«system they have in France of sending military 
officers to the Army and to the several districts of 
the country? Is it practicable to send this com- 
mission through Iowa and Illinois and Indiana 
and Rhode Island and California and Oregon? 
If you do not do that, will you give, as the Sen- 
ator says he desires to do, the poorest and hum- 
blest young lad in the country an opportunity to 
go before the board to be examined? That is the 
method in which they are examined in France. 
I think the Senator will agree with me that that 
method is impracticable; you cannot do it. The 
geographical and topographical condition of your 
country is such that you cannot send a board 
into every State and every congressional district 
of cach State to examine all of the young men in 
it. The traveling expenses would be enormous, 
I apprehend nobody could estimate how much 
the expense of this system would be if it were 
adopted here. 

Almost all, or a very large proportion, of the 
young men ‘who go into the French military 
academy go in from the army. Under this prop- 
osition of the Senator, if it were adopted by Con- 
gress and should become a law, we should ex- 
clude all the young men who have gone from our 
several States and districts into the Army. This 
commission would go to the respective districts 
throughout the States, They would not havean 
opportunity to qxamine them, and the young men 
who are in the Army would not have an oppor- 
tunity to appear before this board to be examined. 


I think my colleague will agree with me that the | 


most satisfactory selections that have ever been 


made in our State for appointment to the Military | 


Academy have been made during the last year; 
not at the instance of any Senator or any Repre- 
sentative—for I knew nothing about them until 
afier they were made—but made of young men 
who had distinguished themselves in the Army 
under General Grantand Gencral Sherman. Now, 
l should like to know how it would be possible 
for those young men, ifthe system which the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island proposes is to be adopted, 
ever to get from the Army before a board to be 
examined, in order that they might be appointed 
tothe Military Academy. Are you going to send 
this commission as well to the Army and to every 
subdivision of it? Are you going to stop the 


Army in its career, in order to examine into the | 


comparative merits and scholastic attainments of 
the young men in the Army?. 


If I had the power, if [had any connection with 
this subject, I think my present impression is that 
I would draw a bill by. which all of the cadets to 
the Military Academy should be selected from 
the Army for the time being. It could not be done 
in one section, nor intwo,norin three; butI would 
try to devise some scheme by which those who 
have most distinguished themselves for their gal- 
lantry, for their skill and resolution in the Army, 
should fill up the vacancies in the Military Acad- 
emy, and by competition if you please, for there 
it is possible to have a competitive examination. 
The young men who were appointed from the 
Army last summer were examined. General Sher- 
man, through whose influence several of them were 
appointed, tomy knowledge, did send them before 
a board of Army officers, and those officers ex- 
amined the military records of those men and gave 
them an examination. There it was practicable. 
A certain number of these appointments were del- 
egated to General Grant al General Sherman, 
and they had the means, while the Army was lying 
in camp, of sending the young men before a board 
of officers and giving them the proper examina- 
tion. I should be willing to carry that idea, there 
and then inaugurated by General Sherman and 
General Grant, still further, and to take for this 
year and for the next all the young men from the 
Army; but under this proposition of the Senator 
from Rhode Island they are all to be taken from 
the several districts, and the Army would be ns- 


cessarily excluded from the benefits of the selec |} 


tion. 

There is only one other way in which they 
could be selected, and that would be for the Sec- 
retary of War to allow eachmember of Congress to 
designate his own board before which young men 
desiring to reach West Point should appear and 
be examined. Does it not occur to every Sena- 
tor that if you allow that to be done in every con- 
gressional district, you are going to have just as 
many standards of excellence as, there are dis~- 
tricts, and does not everybody know that the 
member of Congress can select just whom he 
pleases to examine them, and that he virtually 
and in fact would retain in his hands the same 
power over the selection under that system that 
he exercises now? : 

If there be any other method that the Secretary 
of War could adopt, it has failed thus far to im- 
press itself upon my mind. Let me say to the 
Senator that so far as the abstract proposition is 
concerned I assent to it entirely; I have always 
concurred in the idea; but considering our geo- 
graphical position and the condition that we are 
In now, when so many of our young men, and the 
very young men who ought to go into the Mili- 
tary Academy, are drawn off into the Army, and 
the expense that would attend it, and the time 
that would be necessary to carry out this investi- 
gation through a commission appointed by the 
War Department to go over the several districts, 
and the incertitude and dissatisfaction that must 
attend any system by which each member of Con- 
gress would be authorized to appoint his own 
commission, 1 must confess that the proposition 
as it stands does not strike me favorably. That 
some scheme may be devised by which there may 
be acompetitive examination of these young men, 
I do not pretend to deny. Iam willing to agree 
that some scheme ought to be devised, and ] am 
willing to assist the Senator from Rhode Island 
in attempting to getup sucha scheme; butit can- 
not be done in a single section on an appropria- 
tion bill, Somebody mast give particular atten- 
tion to the whole subject, taking into consideration 
all its bearings, and then we may devise some- 
thing that will be satisfactory to the country and 
to ourselves. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not wish to prolong 
this debate, and Lam uot going to do so. The 
Senator from Iowa has answered himself so much 
better than I can, that it is unnecessary for me to 
attempt to do so. He commenced by saying that 
it would be impossible to include the Army in 
this system. He then went on to show how the 
Army had actually been included in a competi- 
tive examination, and that is precisely the way it 
might be done under the proposed system; thatis, 
the young men who are in the Army from a par- 
ticular district might have In the various regi- 
ments a competitive examination, and those who 


| came out best might have an examination among | 


themselves. 


tome. 


Mr. GRIMES.. ‘Your section requiresthat they. 
shall be examined in. their. districts... 0. 2 g 
Mr. ANTHONY. J think it does not require it. 
Mr. COLLAMER.: Would the Senator have 
the. young men in the Army examined by ene 
board, and the young men in the district at-home 
by another? ie : pire 
Mr. ANTHONY. No. Fah a 
Mr. COLLAMER. How will you get them 
together? . ` : bar i A 

Mr. ANTHONY. . I would have- the young 
men in each regiment belonging to a particular 
district who passed the best.to stand an examina= 
tion with the young men in other regiments who 
passed the-best. ; a 

Mr. COLLAMER. How are they to stand in 
competition then with the young men at home in 
the district? feos 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let them all come home 
and have an examination at home. 

Mr. COLLAMER. . Then they must get leav 
of absence in some way. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let them get leave of -ab- 
sence. There will be only one, perhaps, ina regie 
ment. I do not propose in this amendment to 
state how the examination shall be conducted. 
That is a matter of-executive, not of legislativear- 
rangement. Ido not think the Senate and House 
of Representatives together could make so good 
a plan of examination ag the Secretary of War 
could. The Secretary of War has all the military 
science, all the military skill in the country at his 
command, and he has the best educational science 
at his command; and to say that he cannot do 
precisely what has been done in other countries, 
and what has been found to be necessary and has 
lately been done in England, seems to me to be 
perfectly absurd. The best-test of the practica- 
bility of a thing is that it has been done, and ‘that 
it has been donetby practical people. = 

The Senator from Iowa says he would join me 
in drawing up a bill to accomplish the object, L 
do not think that we are the persons to draw u 
such a bill, to make these regulations. 1 thin 
that belongs to the Executive Department. IfI 
may, pursue the illustration that | made before, 
we might just as well settle the details of a ship 
when we instruct the Secretary of the Navy to 
construct one. When we tell him to build a gun- 
boat, we might as well settle what shall be the 
length of the keel, and what shall be the draught 
of water, and what shall be the breadth of beam. I 
think it is a matter of executive detail and arrange- 
ment altogether. a 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator whether it exactly follows that. be- 
cause it has been done in other countries it can 
be done in ours. There is a very great differ- 
ence in extent of territory, in the first place; and 
in the next place the Senate will observe that there 
isa very great difference in the amount and ex- 
tent of education. Probably where there would 
be one applicant for an appointment of this kind 
either in France or England, with sufficient edu- 
cation, we might have four or five hundred, be- 
cause we educate everybody; everybody under- 
stands what he is at liberty to do. [should be 
very glad to have such a system carried out if it 
could be done; but my great apprehension is that 
it will make an enormous expense in the way of 
traveling aboutto make such examinations, in the 
first place. If the commission or commissions be 
sent all over the country for this purpose, the ne- 
cessary expense of traveling must be very great; 
and the result being doubtful, it is hardly worth 
while to try such an experiment now. So it seems 


Mr. ANTHONY. Ido not propose that they 
shall travel allover. I believe that.in every dis- 
trict there will be found men of the very highest 
character who will undertake this service for 
nothing, and the young men themselves will come 
to the cxamination at their own expense if this 
amendment shall prevail. S 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But who isto pay the ex- 
penses of the board? Does the Senator think pere 
sons can be found who will sita fortnight to ex- 
amine everybody.that comes, in every district? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ido. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That ought to be ascer- 
tained. And does the Senator think they will be 
persons capable of making the examination and 


judging? 


Mr. ANTHONY. I doj:and the niore capa- 
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ble‘ they are the more likely they would be to 

serve without compensation. : i : 
‘Mr. FESSENDEN. By whom shallthey be 

selected? — ; 

Mr: ANTHONY. Ido notpretend to arrange 
the details; but if I were to do so, I would have 
them selected by the member of Congress of the 
district. é 

“Mr: FESSENDEN. That wontd “be leaving 
itto him afterall. .'That would resultas itis now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itis very easy for Senators 
to bring up’an impracticable plan of doing the 
thing, and then to say it cannot be done accord- 
ing to that plan. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. That is merely the Sen- 
ator’s answer to himself. 
bring up‘a practicable plan, and he cannot do it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Can the Senator make a 
ship? If he were asked about that, he would say, 
‘Go to the navy-yard; go to Mr. Webb to build 
aship.’ Sol would goto the Secretary of War 
to make this arrangement. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted—yeas 15, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, 
Dixon, Foster, Hale, Howard, Morgan, Sherman, Sumner, 
Trunhul, Van Winkle, Wade, and Wiison—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Collamer, Conness, Davis, 
Doolitile, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Harding, Hartan, Harris, 
Howe, Johnson, Liane of Kansas, Morrill, Nesmith, Powell, 
Riddle, Sauisbury, ‘en Eyek, Willey, and Wright—22. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


“Mr. HALE, I propose’an amendment as an 
additional section: 

And he it further enacted, Thatno part ofthe money here- 
by appropriated shall be applied to the support or pay of 
any cadets not appointed in conformity with the express 
provision of law regulating appolutinents of cadets at that 
Academy. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I should like to know why 
it is necessary to propose such an amendment as 
that, Are the cadets paid now contrary to law? 

Mr. HALE, I am sorry to be obliged to be 
under the necessity of explainihg it. J will ex- 
plain it in a moment, and E will say thatthe same 
thing prevails at the Naval Academy. he pro- 
vision of law for the appointment of cadets at the 
“Military Academy is as follows: 

“ Thereafter in all cases of appointments of eadets to the 
West Point Academy, the individual selected shall be an 
netnal resident of the congressional distriet of the State or 
‘Territory, or District of Columbia, from which the ap- 
pointment purports to be made: dad provided further, That 
the number of cadets hy appoiuunents hereatter to be made 
shall be limited to (he naniber of the Representatives and 
Delegates in Congress, and one forthe Distriet of Colum- 
bing and thateach congressional and territorial districtand 
the DistrictotColnubia sbatl be entitled to have one cadet at 
sail Academy: Provided, Chat nothiag in this section shall 
prevent the appotatment ofan additional anmber of eadets, 
not exceeding ten, to be appointed at Large, without being 
confined to a selection by congressional districts.” 

The construction which has been put this year 
upon the lawit never has been so constracd, I 
believe, until this year—by some of the officers 
of the War Department is that they may notonly 
appoint cadets recommended, according to the 


provisions of the law, by the Representative from | 


the district, but that, for all the districts out of 
the Union, thatare not represented in Congress, 
there may be appointments made by the War De- 
pamen without any recommendation by any- 
pody. If the law authorizes it, this provision 


will have no effects butif these cadets were ap- | 
pointed contrary to law, there will be no provis- | 
ron made for therrsupport. ‘That willbe theeffect. | 
Lhavetwo objections to the lj 
adoption of the amendment. One is explained | 
by the honorable Senator from New Hampshire, ' 
namely, that it might operate against the support | 
of those cadets appointed at large and recently | 
‘The circumstances under | 
which those appointments were made are anom- || 
d he no strict pro- } 
vision of law applied that would prevent them, | 
the support pro- | 


Mr. CONNESS. 


taken from the Army, 
alous and new, and there shou 


being appointed, from having 
vided by law. 


My second objection is thataecording to a strict | 
proposed by the | 
honorable Senator, no support could be had for | 


construction of the amendmen 


the cadets appointed from my own State of Cali- 
fornia. 
by the letter of the law to be appointed from the 
congressional district. Up to this time we have 
no congressional districts in California, 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘There is no such law, 
‘There is no law that requires the cadets at West 
Polit to he appointed from congressional districts. 


j 


He is asked if he can | 


It will be noticed thatcadetsare required | 


| tion that they do 


‘The Senator from Vermont, whois fully informed 


on this subject, tells me so. 

Mr. FOOT: Itisa mere regulation of the War 
Department. There is no law onthe subject. It 
is a mere departmental regulation. In reference 
to midshipmen atthe Naval Academy, the law re- 
quires that they shall be appointed on the recom- 
mendatiou of the members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives atthe time; but the same law does 
not apply to the Military Academy. Thereisno 
provision of law that requires the appointments 
of cadets at the Military Academy to be by dis- 
tricts and on the recommendation of members of 
Congress. ; 

Mr. HALE. I think you are mistaken. 

Mr. CONNESS. I should tike to hear that 
read again, if the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Jonnson] will favor us. There isa 
mistake somewhere. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Maryland has 
the law which I read. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Jaw to which the hon- 
orable member from New Hampshire referred is 
the law of the Ist of March, 1843, as given in the 
Digest, and I suppose the Digest is right: 

& Ylereafter in all cases of appointments of cadets to the 
West Point Academy the individual seleeted shall be an 
actual resident of the congressional district of the State 
or ‘Territory, or District of Columbia, from whieh the ap- 
pointinent purports tobe made: And provided further, That 
te number of cadets by appointments hereafter to be made 
shall be limited to the number of the Representatives and 
Delegates hr Congress, and one for the District of Colum- 
bias and that cach congressional and territorial district and 
the Districtof Columbia shall be entitied to have one cadetat 
said Academy: Provided, That nothing in this section sball 
preveut the appointmentor au additional number of eadets, 
not exceeding ten, to be appointed at large, without being 
confined to a selection by congressional districts.” 

Mr. CONNESS. 1 suppose the Senator from 
New Lampshire will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. CONNESS. f hope the amendment will 
not be adopted, lest in its operation it should be 
construed as the Senator undoubtedly intends it 
should be. 

Mr. HALE. I have nodisposition and no wish 
to cut offanybody; butt think that while we have 
Jaws, it is incumbent upon us to see them en- 
forced; and f am perfectly willing, to meet the 
case that has been suggested by the Senator from 
California, that the amendment shall read that no 
part of the moncy shall be applied to the support 
of any cadets hereafter appointed except in con- 
formity to law. It is simply saying that while 
you have laws they shall be enforced, and if there 
is no law the amendment will be harmless. 

Mr. CONNESS, Ido notsee the necessity for 
the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity for the 
amendment if Congress is willing to abdicate and 
letthe War Department put in whom they please, 
and as many as they please, and on such condi- 
tions as they please. 

Mr. CONNESS. The object of the Senator 
would seem to be to restrict the War Department 
in its action. {am not informed that the War 
Department -in any manner interferes with the 
appointment of these cadets, except as provided 
by law. If that Department does so, the Senator 
will specify the instance, and I will vote with him 
to apply a corrective; but upon a mere assump- 


Mr. HALE, [t isin a printed document which 
the Department have sent to us on the call of the 
Senate this session. 

Mr. CONNESS. I do not understand itas the 
Senator does. I do not desire to continue this 
discussion unnecessarily. 1 hope the amendment 
will not be adopted. 

Mr. HALE. 1 modify the amendment so as 
to say, ‘ those hereafter appointed.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand the law which was 
read by the Senator from New Hampshire es- 


| tablishes two principles: first, that the number of 
| cadets shall not be greater than the number of 


congressional districts, ten at large, and one for 
the District of Columbia; and second, that those 


1 I had occasion to look at this 
subject of the appointment of cadets to the Mili- 


on the subject. Jn 1852 an act was passed regu- 
lating the appointment of midshipmen in the Na- 
val School, and that provides: 

“No appointment of midshipman, acting midshipman, 
or pupil at any Nava! School in the Navy, shall be made 
unless recommended by the member of Congress represent- 
ing the district in which the applicant resides, in the same 
manner that cadets at West Point are now appointed.’? 


~ That, to.-be sure, is not an enactment that ca- 
dets at West Point shall be appointed upon the 
recommendation of a member of Congress, but it 
is a Jegislative recognition of that mode of ap- 
pointment. 

Mr. FOOT. The appointment of cadets at 
West Point is regulated by rule of the Depart- 
ment, and not by law. 

Mr. HOWE. And this isa recognition of that 
rule of appointment, 

Mr, FOOT. ‘That law requires that midship- 
men to the Naval Academy shall be selected in the 
same manner that cadets at West Point are se- 
lected, the practice being ‘that their selection ig 
made by the member representing the district, in 
accordance with the rule of the Department, and 
not of a legislative provision. 

Mr. HOWE. I concede that this is not an en- 
actment, but it is a very clear recognition of the 
propriety of that rule. 

Mr. CLARK. Ido not like this amendment, 
and 1 want to call the attention of my colleague 
to it and to the principle of it. For a wrong act 
on the part of the Secretary of War, or some- 
body else, it proposes not to deal with the Secre- 
tary of War, but to deal with the appointees. 

Mr. HALE. As it is modified, it does not 
touch them. 

Mr. CLARK. Isubmit to my colleague that 
it may touch them; it applics now to those here- 
after appointed. Suppose a young man is ap- 
ained and he presumes that he is. appointed’ 
legally, but it turns out that he is appointed with- 
out authority of law, then my colleague’s amend- 
ment would take from that cadet his support, He 
should deal with the Secretary for doing it, not 
with the cadet; the cadet should not be punished 
and starved because the Secretary has made a mis- 
take, or willfully done a wrong of which the cadet 
was not cognizant, and in which he had no part. 
I submit that we should deal with the Secretary, 
the person appointing, the appointing power, and 
not with the person appointed. 

Mr. CONNESS. We are told that the mode 
of appointing cadets is simply a matter of mili- 
tary regulation; but the provision of law read by 
the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from 
New Hampshire is that the cadet, if appointed 
under'the law, must be a resident of the congres- 
sional district of the member who recommends 
the appointment. [suppose there is no question 
about that. The State of California has not yet 
been divided into congressional districts; it elects 
its Congressmen by a “ general ticket,’ asthe term 
is; and the Congressmen from that State join in 
recommendations for the appointment of cadets 
from that State. Now, shall we have an amend- 
ment ingrafted here that will deprive any of those 
boys of the support provided by law for others? 
Clearly not. {may be replied to by the question, 
“ Why does not California comply with the law 
and divide its territory into congressional dis- 
tricts??? I cannot answer for that. l suppose 
they have followed their best judgment, even in 
the neglect that is apparent; but we must deal with 
the state of facts actually existing. I believe that 
very soon, after this month, cadets are to be ap- 
pointed for the next academic year. lask the 
Senator from New Hampshire if that is not the 
case. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know. 

Mr. CONNESS. I believe they are soon to be 
selected; and his amendment, affecting those here- 
after appointed, would apply to us just aboul as 
severely as if it affected those appointed in the 
past. {submit to the Senator, as his colleague 
has suggested, that if there be any wrong or any 
irregularity in the mode of appointment, means be 
adopted to correct thatirregularity ; butdo not pro- 
pose to deprivea boy who secures an appointment 
and to whom this path and highway is opened, of 
the support that the Government intends he shall 
have and that is provided for him by law. It is 
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This same course was adopted by 
the Navy Departnient early in the history of the 
rebellion; but this is the first year that the War 
Department has entered upon it. I called the at- 
tention of the Senate to it last year, so faras the 
Navy Department was concerned. An answer 
was made by the Secretary of the Navy, which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and the committee reported to the Senate that the 
appointments were illegal. The Senate adopt- 
ed that resolution unanimously, and sent a copy 
of it to the Secretary of the Navy, and, I think, 
to the President also. There was a clear law and 
a Unanimous construction of the Senate upon it; 
but what was the result? The Secretary of the 
Navy went on and did the same thing right over 
again,asif there had been no action and no opin- 
ion expressed upon it. 

My colleague suggests that we should deal with 
the Secretary. Ido not know ahy rule of action 
on such subjects but to deal with violations. of 
law when we meet them, let them be practiced by 
whom they may. God knows l have no hostil- 
ity to any of these young men, and therefore L 
have modified the amendment so that the provis- 
ion which it contains shall be the rule only as to 
appointments hereafter made. What is this 
amendment? Simply and solely that you will 
not support at your Military Academy boys who 
have no right there by law; not that you will not 
support those who are there now without law, but 
that in the future you will not support boys at 
that Academy who may not be there in accord- 
ance with the provisions of the law. That is all. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Jaw is by no meausas 
clear as the honorable member from New Hamp- 
shire supposes it, or as the Senate must have 
thought when they adopted the resolution recom- 
mended by the Committee on Naval Affairs at 
the last session. I understand the Senator to say | 
that at the last session the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs recommended, and the Senste adopted, a | 
resolution saying that the Navy Department had 
no right to appoint for the States which are ina 
condition of rebellion, I think thatisa mistake; 
but before l refer to that I have a word or two to 
say inrclation to thetwo questions which l sappose 
are involved in the proposition before the Senate, 

‘The honorable member proposes that no amount 
of this appropriation shall be applied to the pay- 
ment of salaries or other expenses of any cadets 
who havenotbeen properly selected andappointed, 
and he concludes that certain cadets have been 
improperly selected and appointed because the 
States that are in a state of rebellion are not to be 
represented in the Naval or Military Academy. 
Now, looking at the practical result, if that is so 
the School will not be full until the rebellion is 
terminated. ‘Therearesomeeightor ten or twelve 
States now in that condition, and if there is no 
power in the Department to supply the number 
of cadets that would be forthcoming under the law 
if those States were still in the Union and ac- 
kKnowledged the authority of .he Government, 
then the School will be short just that number of 
pupils. ‘That is certainly to be avoided. The 
only difficulty that I sce is not that the Secre- 
tary has not the authority to appoint, but be- 
cause of the provision which interferes with the 
practical exercise of the legal authority to ap- 
point, by requiring the cadet appointed to be, at 
the time of his appointment, an actual resident of 
the congressional district. In my view, if the 
Secretary of War or the President can get pupils | 
from those States, residents of those States at the 
time of their appointment, they have the author- 
ity to appoint them. 

The honorable member supposes that the same 
abuse of power, or rather misapprehension of 
authority, exists in the Navy Department that be 
supposes to exist in the War Department upon 
this subject, f think, with all respect to his judg- 
ment and the judgment of his committee, that in 
that he is mistaken; and that is not an opinion 
now for the first time expressed, but when my 
attention was called to this subject, jast at the 
close of the last session of Congress, 1 came to 
the conclusion which Iam about to state as far 


as the Navy Department is concerned. | 


The honorable member from Vermont -[Mr. 

Foor] is right in saying that there is no provis- 
ion by statute law for the mode in which these 
cadets are to be selected. That is a subject of 
departmental regulation. The only provision of 
law in relation to the appointment of cadets at 
the Military Academy is that when they are së- 
lected they shall be residents of the district from 
which they are appointed. The law of July 16, 
1862, which provides for the selection of mid- 
shipmen at the Naval School has a very different 
provision. The eleventh section of that act pro- 
vides “ that the students at the Naval Academy 
shall be styled midshipmen;”’ and then it goes on 
to state what their age must be, and what kind 
of examination they are to be subjected to; and 
then it says: : 
- The President shall select the two from the District of 
Columbia and the ten at large, and the President shalt also 
be allowed three yearly appointments, who shall not he 
over cightcen years of age, who shall be selected from boys 
enlisted in the Navy, and who have been at least one year 
in the service.” * * * * © From and after 
the 5th of Mareh, 1863, the nomination of candidates for 
admission into the Naval Academy sball be made between 
the 5th of March and the Ist of July of each year, upon the 
recommendation ofthe member or delegate, from actual res- 
idents of his district, and they shall be examined for ad- 
mission in July.” os 

That provision is very clear, Supposing that 
the States were all in, the person selected is to be 
selected from the district, and the selection is to 
be made upon the recommendation of the member 
or delegate from that district. But the proviso 
says: 

“ Provided, That when any candidate who has been so 
nominated shall upon examination be found physically or 
mentally disquatified for admission, the mener or delegate 
from whose district he was so nominated sifil! be notified 
to recommend another candidate, who shall be examined 
in September following’? : 

Now comes a provision which, as I think, bears 
on the question: 


© And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Navy, 
as soon affer the Sth of March as possible, to notify, in 
writing, each member and delegate of any vacancy that may 
existin his district; and if said member or delegate neglects 


to recommend a candidate by tbe Ist of July in that year, į 


then it shall be the duty ofthe Secretary of the Navy to fill 
the vacaney.’? 

I think the Senate will agree with me in opin- 
ion that it was the purpose of this law that the 
School should be kept full, and the oniy question 
is whether itis to be kept fall now when some of 
the States are in rebellion. H they were not in 
that condition, and the members from the various 
congressional districts into which these several 
States are divided, upon being notified of a va- 
cancy, made no selection or nomination, then it 
is clear that the Secretary of the Navy would 
have had the authority, in the words of the law 
it would then bave been his duty himself to make 
the appointments. Now, the only question, as I 
think, which the law presents, is whether in the 
case of the Naval Schoolas well as in the case of 
the West Point Academy itis necessary that the 
boy selected should be atthe time of the selection 
a resident of the district whence the selection is 
to be made by the Secretary of the Navy. ‘The 
object being to keep the School full, if from any 


cause he is unable to make a selection from the | 


State or congressional district which is entitled to 
the selection, my impression is, and the general 
purpose of the law is very clear, that he has the 
authority to make the selection from any part of 
the country that he thinks proper. Itnevercould 
have been the purpose of Congress that this School 
should fail in the great object of having it always 
full by one or more States going out of the Union 
in a state of insurrection. We are just as much 
interested now in having the School full, as we 
were interested in having it full before the rebel- 
lion broke out; and the only way to keep it full 
is to consider the authority of the Secretary 


| (which ail willadinit isan authority which comes 


into existence, if there is no rebellion, upon the 
contingency of the member or the delegate de- 
elining to nominate) to make the nomination. Is 
that power of nomination, given to him for the 
purpose of keeping the School in a condition in 
which the country requires itto be, to be defeated 
by these States going out, and by going out ren- 
dering it impossible for the Secretary to make a 
selection from the States that thus go out? 

A general rule of construction is, particularly 
in reference to a remedial statute, that you look 
to the greatend to be attained by the statute; and 
if you can accomplish that end without doing vio- 


| gress? 


Tence to some provision which respects tlie policy 

of the statute you pass by any particular regule- 
tion-for the purpose of attaining the general ab-. 
ject: I have therefore thought thatall thatit was 
Incumbent on the Secretary ofthe Navy to-do 

was, in the event of there being vacasicies in any 
of the congressional. districts of the ‘States that 
are out of the Union, to give notice, if be could 

give notice, and upon their failing to nominate; to 

appoint, himself, and that if he could not'giveno- 
tice because the States have put themselves ii a 

condition in which it is impossible for him to give 

notice, then he might make the appointments just 

as legally as if he had given the notice “and ‘the 

‘members had refused to make the appointnients. 

I think, therefore, with due deference to the hon- 
orable member, and a majority of the committee, 

or all of them, if they all concurred in that view 
of the statute, that there's now in the Secretary 
of the Navy power to make selections of all the 
students who would have been selected according 
to the very forms of the law if the several States 
that are now unfortunately out were still in. 

Mr. HALE. The rule of construction which 
the Senator from Maryland ‘applies to this-statute 
would make our whole legislation mere blank pa- 
per, and give unlimited discretion to the heads of 
Departmentsand to the President to dojustexactly 
what to them seems good. The law is exceed- 
ingly explicit, and it isa mistake, and an assump- 
tion not warranted by the fact, that it was the inten- 
tion of Congress that the School shouldalways be 
kept full. ‘The history of Congress shows that 
that was not the intention of Congress; it was the 
other way, because the proposition to give the 
Secretary this power was made in Congress. and 
was voted.down. Congress refused to give to the 
Secretary the very power that he has assumed. 

Now, to save time, I will read the. resolution 
that was reported unanimously by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs and passed unanimously in 
the Senate at the last session. It was this’ 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the num- 
ber of midshipmen that may be legally appointed at. the 
Naval Academy is two for every member and delegate of 
the House of Representatives, two for the District of Co- 
lumbia, and ten at large, and three boys enlisted iù the 
Navy, and that the ten allowed by the eighth section of the 
act passed July 4, 1862, entitled ‘An act making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year ending June 30, 
1863, and for other purposes,’ ix merely descriptive of the 
qualifications and coudition of those whom the President 
may appoint at large, and that any otber appointments, 
under whatever color of law or necessity they have been 
made, are not authorized by law.” 

That was the unanimous and recorded opinion 
of the Senate on this subject, and: it is a little 
singular that Congress should be so particular to 
go on and point out the provisions under which 
these boys should be appointed, the qualifications 
that they should possess, and the residence they 
should have, if at thesame time it meant to leave 
the Secretary unlimited discretion to appoint fifty 
or one hundred from just exactly where he chose 
to take them. : 

Mr. President, it is one of the alarming features 
of our times, and it is growing, to disregard clear 
and plain provisions of law; and because, in the 
emergency in which we found ourselves a few 
years ago, we were disposed generously to con- 
strue the powers of the President and the Secre- 
taries, and when Congress came together and saw 
the necessity it sanctioned what had been done, 
they have taken courage from that, and go on 
and act in direct contravention of law where there 
is no such necessity. If such a necessity exists 


-as the Senator from Maryland says, who has the 


power to apply the remedy? Is it the Secretary 
of the Navy, or the Secretary of War, or Con- 
o In God’s name, what do we sit here: for 
if it is not to judge of the emergencies and neces- 
sities of the country, and pass laws to meet them? 
According to the construction of the Senator from 
Maryland, we might as well adjourn without day 
and go home to-morrow as to sit here if the Sec- 
retarics can look at the emergencies and exigen- 
cies of the times, and judge what is required and 
what is expedient and what is proper, and then 
go on and do it not only without law but against 
law. ` 

I have of course no wish here except that the 
law shall be enforced and carried out; if it wants 
amendment amend it; but I confess 1 am not one 
of those who think that all the wisdom, and all 
the valor, and all the courage of the country arc, 
born or educated at West Point~very far from’ 
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it. It seems to me that there has been a great 
change in the minds of seme people in regard to 
this matter. I know that since the rebellion broke 
out it was a popular doctrine that we did not 
want any West Point, and would have been better 
off witlrout it. I believe so to-day. I believe that 
the service of the country does not require it. 
“You. have military schools springing up all over 
the land.. They have one in Pennsylvania, and 
it was. my. pleasure to see an exhibition of that 
military school within a year,-and.it was honor- 
.able:to. the State and. to the young men who were 
being educated. there. These schools will grow 
up as. fast as the exigencies of the country call for 
them, and you have no necessity for educating 
atthe public expense young men for the Army 
and Navy any more than you have for any of the 
other-honorable pursuits of life; but if you must 
-educate them, and if you will have a school, I 
pray that you shall not go beyond the lawin doing 
it., This amendment simply says that if hereafter 
boys get into that school whose appointment is 
not authorized by law, they shall not be supported 
at the public expense. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE.. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out all after its enacting 
clause, and substituting the following: 


‘That until the rebellion is suppressed the President shail 


+ be. authorized to appoint an additional cadet for each con- 
ssional district not represented in the House of Repre- 
tives, to be selected from the meritorious and deserv- 
ing young soldiers in the regular or volunteer forces of the 
Dnited States. i 
` The purpose is that so long as the districts re- 
main unrepresented, so that there is no member 
in the other House to name a cadet, the President 
be authorized to name the cadets; but they are to 
be selected from the soldiers in the service of the 
United States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I suggest to the Senator 
from Wisconsin whether he will not by this means 
appoint more cadets from a district that is unrep- 
resented than from one that is represented, The 
amendment says an “additional cadet.’ Ought 
not the amendment, in order to carry out his ob- 
ject, to lenve out the word “additional?” 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If there isiny ambiguity 
about the language which will make it go further 
than Lintend, of course I will agree to any proper 
modification, and I hope the Senator from Towa, 
[Mr. Grimes} as he is now at the Scerctary’s 
desk, will be good enough to look atit; but f will 
state to the Senate that my purpose, and my only 
purpose, is that while these districts are unrepre- 
sented in the House of Representatives, so that 
there cannot be any endets named from them ac- 
cording to law, the President may appoint the 
same number from meritorious young soldiers in 
the Army. ; 

Mr. GRIMES. I ask for the reading of the 
amendment as it would be with the word “ addi- 
tional” stricken out. : 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

‘Thatuntil the rebellion issuppressed the President shall 
be authorized to appoint a cadet for each congressional dis 
trict hot represented in the House of Representatives, to be 
selected from the meritorious and deserving young soldiers 
in the regular or volunteer forces of the United States. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. | am willing to accept the 
modification. 

Mr. DAVIS, Iam apposed to that amend- 
ment, because I am satisfied that if it be passed 
there will never be any othér than a young black 
Republican soldier appointed to West Point. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ido not know upon what 
facts or foundation or authority the Senator from 
Kentucky can make a statement like that, for in 
all the military appointments made since this war 
commenced I venture to say that the political com- 
piexion of the individual appointed has never 
seen discussed in the Senate, or in the Military 


Committee, or by the States that have made the 
appointments, They have been appointed every- 
where not at all upon the ground of their political 
character, but because of their loyalty to the Gov- 
ernment, no matter whether they were Democrats 
or Republicans. I never heard the question asked 
anywhere even as to generals; anda great ma- 
jority of the generals at this day are named from 
the Democratic party, as I understand. 

Mr. HOWE. I think the inference drawn by 
the Senator from Kentucky is entirely correct, 
and I think he is borne out in it by the election 
returns last fall, which show very conclusively 
that there are none but “black Republicans” in 


the Army to be appointed if this amendment shall 
be adopted. : 

Mr. DAVIS. I have another objection to the 
proposition. In the growing favor into which 
the young negro is emerging, I suppose that a 
good many nominations may be from the negroes, 
young “citizens of African descent.” [Laugh- 
ter.] Does the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Doousrrie] think that I am or that any member 
of the Senate is so green, or that any man of com- 
mon intelligence in the United States is so ver- 
dant, as not to know thatall the appointing power, 
whether it is in the President or the heads of De- 
partments, in the main is limited and restricted 
exclusively and inexorably to men of their own 
politics? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Not in military matters.. 

Mr. DAVIS. I dissent entirely from the as- 
sumption that the Senator has made of the lib- 
erality of the appointing power. In the main, I 
thinkche is altogether mistaken. 

Mr. CLARK. I want to make one reply to the 
Senator from Kentucky, and also to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. Doourrriz,| when he said 
that he thought the question of politics was never 
considered in the appointments, either by the 
Administration, the President, or the authorities 
here, or by the States. F wish to dissent from 
that in regard to my State. ‘They did consider 
it; and the very first regiment we raised our Gov- 
ernor determined to sink all political considera- 
tions, so far as party was concerned, and to putat 
the head of that regiment a Democrat, to give the 
post of honor to a Democrat, and he did it; but, 
under the guide of Frank Pierce, that Democrat 
refused it, and we had nothing left to do but to 
put a Republican in. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CLARK, Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, think, if! recollect aright, that 
there was a lieutenant dismissed from the military 
service in the State of New Hampshire because 
he voted for the Democratic ticket. 

Mr. CLARK. I never heard of it, and I do 
not believe it was ever true. 

Mr. DAVIS, It was in New Hampshire or in 
Connecticut; I cannot remember which. 
Mr. CLARK. Orsomewhere else. 

ter. 
ite. DAVIS. Or somewhere else. 

Mr. FOSTER. It was not in Connecticut. 

Mr. DAVIS. My honorable friend from Con- 
necticut disclaims that it was done there. I think 
it wasin New Hampshire; but I do noteare where 
it was; the principle is the same whether it took 
place in New Hampshire, Connecticut, or any 
other State. 

Mr. CONNESS. Youare notsure about your 
facts. ` 

Mr.DAVIS. Ycs, Iam. The fact took place 
in one of the New England States; it has been 
published a hundred times over in the newspapers, 
and I never heard it contradicted before. A lieu- 
tenant who was in the service went home to vote, 
and he voted the Democratic ticket; and for ex- 
ereising the right of a freeman to vote for whom 
he pleased he was dismissed from the service. I 
am opposed to that principle of administration of 
the Government, 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to give the Senator 
from Kentucky an instance; he has forgotten it, 
I think. The first general whom Massachusetts 
sent into the field was a Demoerat fresh from the 
Charleston convention, Benjamin F. Butler. 


[Laugh- 


Mr. DAVIS. And the Lord deliver us from- 


Benjamin F. Butler! 

Mr. SUMNER. He wasa Democrat. 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir; and the meanest and 
most mercenary Democrat that ever trod the face 


“of God’searth. [Laughter.] I could buy him for 


a sufficient consideration every day in the week. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I think thisis 
rathera strange debate, but neverthelessit is forced 
upon us and we must meet it. We have had since 
this war began more-than five hundred generals 
appointed, Į believe some forty-five or forty-six 
have been killed or have died in the service Ido 
not know that any one of those generals received 
his appointment on account of his support of the 
Administration. I know, however, that some 
officers, eminent men in the Democratic party, did 
receive their appointments, as a matter of public 


policy, when the war commenced, because they 


were of the Democratic party. The Administra- 
tion desired to bring to the support of the coun- 
try all men of all parties, and in the first year 
of this war it was much easier for a man who had 
voted for Douglas or Bell, or even for Breckin- 
ridge, to receive a high military appointment than 
it was for a man who had voted for Mr. Lincoln. 
I think twenty-three general officers have been. ap- 
pointed from Massachusetts since the war opened, 
and not more than eight or ten of those officers 
ever acted with the Republican party. I venture 
to say that of the twelve or thirteen general offi- 
cers appointed from the State of Maine, a major- 
ity of them never took any part or gave a vote for 
the Republican party, I believe they have had 
eight or nine general officers from Connecticut, 
almost every man of them belonging to the regu- 
lar Army, and men who took no part with and 
had no association with Republicans. It is the 
same in other States. 

Of more than five hundred general officers—I 
think the number must be five hundred and fifty— 
appointed since this war came upon us, | do not 
believe one third of them ever voted the Repub- 
lican ticket in all their lives, or supported the pol- 
icy of the Republican party before the war began. 
It has been so to a considerable extent in regard 
to the appointment of minor officers. Paymasters, 
quartermasters, commissaries, and other appoint- 
ments have been often made without reference to 

olitical opinions. I will say further, that in the 

hirty-Seventh Congress six thousand eight hun- 
dred and twenty-five nominations were acted upon 
by the Military Committee, and that committee, 
consisting of four Republicans and three Demo- 
crats, never gave a divided political vote on one 
of them, and at this session something like two 
thousand nominations have come before the com- 
mittee, and not a divided political vote or a ques- 
tion connected with politics has ever arisen in the 
committee. IJ think the Administration, in its 
military appointments, has sought to do justice 
to military men without reference to political opin- 
ions; and if any preference has been made it was 
made when the war commenced in favor of gen- 
tlemen who had acted with other parties. i 

Mr. CONNESS. Will the Senator permit me 
to make a suggestion? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr, CONNESS. I do not wish to engage in 
this. debate, but I desire to furnish the Senator 
with the California record on this point. There 
occur to me eight names of men who have been 
appointed generals from that State since this war 
began—Halleck, Hooker, Negley, Judah, West, 
Carleton, Denver, and Shields. 1 believe they 
were all Democrats, and these are the only ap- 
pointments of generals we have had from that 
State. 

Mr. WILSON. I think from the State of Ken- 
tucky we have had some dozen or fifteen general 
officers appointed, some of them major and some 
of them brigadier generals, and 1 do not know 
that any of them voted for Mr. Lincoln, I will 
add that whatever the appointments in the Army 
have been, I have no doubt that the sentiment of 
the Army is for supporting the Administration 
and supporting the country; supporting the Ad- 
ministration because they regard it as necessary 
to the support of the cause of the country; and 
so far as they vote, whether in the field or out of 
the ficld, nine tenths of the votes of the soldiers 
have been given for the support of the Adminis- 
tration. Soldiers who fight and bleed for their 
country will vote for their country; soldiers who 
give bullets to rebels will not give ballots to rebel 
sympathizers, or men who have soft words for 
the rebellion and reproaches for the Administra- 
tion, ` 
„Mr. HOWE. I did not suppose that I should 
live to hear any man, speaking in the name of the 
Democratie party, object to any Administration 
upon the ground of proscription for political opin- 
ion. Wherever that lesson has been practiced or 
wherever it has not, may be open to some dispute; 
but there is no room for dispute whatever as to 
where the lesson was learned. Jt was taught us 
by Democratic Presidents and Democratic politi- 
cians, and they are the last men who should urge 
it as an objection against. any Administration. 
Upon that point, I think I shall not be disputed. 

Í have one more point to submit, and itisthia: 
that if we have had any Administration since the 
day that George Washington retired from the 
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Presidency, against which this charge of pro- 
scription could not be honestly urged, it is the 
Administration in power to-day. A more liberal, 
a more tolerant Administration we have not had, 
if I know anything about the history of parties, 
since the Administration of George. Washington. 
This Administration came into power upon a 
Known, published policy; the country approved 
the policy, and therefore selected the Administra- 
tion, or him who standsat the head of the Admin- 
istration, the present President of the United 
States. But that President was not fairly inau- 
gurated before he was confronted, not by any rival 
policy, but he was confronted by an armed foree— 
a rebellion causeless, anprovoked, unjustifiable; 
not only without a cause, but without a decent 
pretext; and its first and its only work has been, 
down to this day, not to carry out particular pol- 
icies or measures, but to put down that rebellion 
which said that the United States should not dic- 
tate policies for the country of any kind, good 
or bad; and the moment it came in contact with 
that rebellion it did, what? Itabandoned all party 
distinctions whatever; it said publicly, «From 
this day forward we know only two parties in the 
United States—the party of patriots and the party 
of rebels; the friends of the United States and its 
enemics;”’ and whatever any man’s opinion might 
have been on the question of slavery in the Ter- 
ritories or slavery in the District of Columbia, of 
the foreign slave trade, or of any of the old issues, 
they were put out of sightat once and for all; and 
you could not get a postmaster removed, nor a 
tide-waiter removed, simply upon the ground that 
he was a Democrat, or because he had voted for 
Mr. Breckinridge, or because he had voted for 
Mr. Bell, or because you wanted to appoint some- 
body who had voted for Mr. Lincoln. You know, 
sir, the country knows, that it was entirely use- 
less to apply for a change of any officer simply 
because he had been knownas a Democrat. The 
other question was put, ‘Is this man loyal to the 
country now; does he want the United States to 
succeed in this controversy, or does he want the 
rebellion to succeed?” and if the answer was, ‘* He 
wants the United States to succeed,” he was al- 
lowed to keep his place. It was true everywhere 
throughout the whole country; and it is against 
this Administration pursuing such a course that 
the charge is made of proscription. I do think 
1t unjust. 

Nay, more; the Administration went further. 
The very first vacancy that occurred in the Cab- 
inet was filled by a Democrat who had been a 
member of the Cabinet under the last Adminis- 
tration. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will my friend from Wis- 
consin allow mea remark? Will he be so kind 
now as to take that offcast from the Democratic 
party to his embrace, and not afllict us so much 
as ever to remind us that he once disgraced the 
name of Democrat? 

Mr. HOWE. Now, Mr. President, if there be 
any member of the Senate of whose feelings I am 
peculiarly tender, itis my friend from Delaware, 
and I dislike extremely to say anything to harrow 
up his sensitive feelings; nevertheless, | must, if 
l will be true to the events that have transpired, 
remind him not only that the present Secretary of 
‘War was, and, go far as Tam advised, to-day is 
a Democrat, b 
were a large body of men, Democrats from their 
birth up, who, when they saw the bulk of the 
Democratic party in arms to overthrow the au- 
thority of the people of the United States, refused 
to go with them, and did stand by the Govern- 
ment, and stand by the flag which represents the 
authority of the Government. It may hurt his 
feclings, and | would net say it if I were not 
obliged to say itin justice to the truths of history, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. It has no application to 
me, sir, 

Mr. HOWE. I hope he will get over itas soon 
as he can, and the way to get over itis to reverse 
his position and come in with the buik of the real 
Democrats who do stand by the flag. ‘That wiil 
cure him quicker than any remedy l can suggest. 
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I must remind him that there | 


Mr. President, I have not yet, as I think, of- 
fered the fall vindication for ke liberality which 


is properly to be credited to the present Adminis- | 


tration. I have spoken of their course, the course 
of the Administration here, the President and his 
Secretaries, in making appointments; the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs has spoken of the policy pursued in réference 
to military appointments; I have spoken in ref- 
erence to appointments to civil offices; but the 
same liberal policy was adopted throughout.all 
the loyal States. When: you came'to make up 
your State tickets you ignored the distinction be- 
tween Republicansand Democrats inalmostevery 
State, and the very last election which took place 
in the State of Wisconsin we pat at the head of 
our ticket for Governor a known Democrat, who 
had always been a Democrat, and who éalls him- 
self w Democrat as far as I am advised.. We put. 
on that ticket for secretary of State, the next 
highest office in the State, a Democrat, a Demo- 
crat from his youth up. We puton that ticket for 
bank comptroller a Democrat. We asked them 
to pledge themselves to no principles but just this: 
that they would give to the Administration of the 
Government the men and the money of the coun- 
try to defend, what? Not the Chicago platform, 
hor any policy that we have inaugurated since, 
but to defend the supremacy of the United States 
of America throughout its whole original juris- 
diction. That is all we asked; and every man 
that would do that, we welcomed into the fold; 
we were in open fellowship with him. 

But, sir, while the friends of the Administra- 


tion took that course; what was the fact in refer- | 


ence to a large portion of the Democratic party ? 
They said distinctly, “ We will not unite with 
Republicans,’’ even upon that measure; they de- 
manded a distinct organization; for what? 1 will 


not just now undertake to define their purpose; | 


but that their purpose was not to uphold the au- 
thority of the people of the United States, and their 
supremacy throughout the United States, and to 
uphold the flag which has been honored so long, 
is most manifest from the fact that if this had 
been their purpose, this purpose could have been 
best subserved by joining hands and joining 
hearts in full, complete union with every man who 
professed the same purpose, and no other, which 
was the attitude of the whole Republican party 
in all these States, and was the avowed attitude 
of that portion of the Democratic party which 
consented to the fellowship. [have told you what 
was the course adopted by that party in the State 
of Wisconsin. { think the very last candidate 
who was nominated for Governor in the State of 
New York was a Democrat. ‘I'he very last can- 
didate who was nominated for Governor in the 
State of Ohio was a Democrat, and he beat an- 
other Democrat, who did notstand upon the plat- 
form of the Union and the Constitution, one hun- 
dred thousand votes. 

Mr. CONNESS. Was not the Senator from 
Kentucky once upon this platform of the Union? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, certainly; we had the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky once upon the platform of 
the Union; and I trust we have not entirely lost 
him yet. I have great faith in his love for the 
Union still. Iam not sure that he sees what is 
due to the Union just as clearly now as he did 
twelve months ago; but whatever may obscure 
his vision to-day ł hope will be brushed away 
by the time the next election comes off, and that, 
after that election shall have transpired, his old 
love for the Union and hisold patriotism willshine 
out upon the country just as brilliantly as ever. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwill reply ina few words to 
my honorable friend from Wisconsin, and to some 
suggestions made by other gentlemen in relation 
to the matter before the Senate. I cannot reproach 


myself with ever having been an advocate of the | 


“spoils”? system. Ihave regarded thatas a cor- 
rupt and most demoralizing system under any 


and every Administration where it has prevailed, | 


whether it was Democratic or Whig. But Lam 
a good deal surprised at the position assumed by 
my honorable friend from Wisconsin, that this 


: Administra’ 
most anti-sp 
since the Adm’ 


nd mapnanimou 
tion of W 


at the head.of which was John Quin 
and that venerable man told me on one occas 
that there were never but two removals ¢ 
his four years, and that they were 

I concede fully that at the beginning of th 
it was-an object, and one that this Adminis: 
had much at heart at that time, to combi 


country, gave us the grounds‘upon which 
to conduct his branch of the Governmént in 
administration. The two Houses’ of Congress 
passed almost unanimously cöncurtent resolu- 
tions which pledged their faith as to the principles 
and ends upon which and for which the war was 
to be conducted. I adopted the grounds laid down 
by the President and Congress; Istill stand upon 
them. The President, his friends and supportérs, 
have abandoned them, and embraced antagonistic 
and hostile principles that are subversive of our 
Constitution and Government, and because I, and 
thousands of others, who adopted, in the truest 
faith and patriotism, their early constitutional and 
wise policy, will not abandon it and become the 
unquestioning supporters of measures devised to 
revolutionize our Government, and to consolidate 
in the possession of their party a military des- 
potism, they denounce us as islðyal, as. semi- 
traitors, : : pi 

Weall have by heart almost the Crittenden rexo- 
lution; we recollect passages in the inaugural ad- 
dress and other messages of the President in the 
early daysofhis Administration. Iam not going 
to repeatthem.. But they established a broad line 
of separation for the people of the United. States. 
They who supported them were for restoration, 
reconstruction, and preservation, and they who 
opposed them were the advocates of change, rev- 
olution, and destruction. Who falsely, and with an 
intention to deceive, professed, or with base cow- 
ardice and perfidy abandoned, these early war prin- 
ciples and policy? It was notJ, or those who oc- 
cupy my position, but his party and supporters in 
Congressand outof Congress. Weare stillloyal 
and true to those principles, to the Constitution 
and the Jaws, the true Union and Government; 
and itis they who have abandoned them, and are 
attempting to pervert the whole military and naval 
power of the United States, to put in their stead 
anew and despotic Government of their own form- 
ation, who are disloyal in fidelity to the United 
States, as derclict as Jeff. Davis and his associate 
rebels, and more dangerous because they profess 
to be friends and supporters of the Union and the 
Constitution, The Presidentis not only now dis- 
loyal to the Union, but he has been for years. 

I will append to these remarks an extract front 
a speech made by President Lincoln in the House 
of Representatives, 12th January, 1848, on a mo- 
tion to refer certain portions of the President’s 
message: 

“Any people anywhere, being inclined and having the 
power, have the right to rise up and shake uff the existing 
Government, and form a pew one that suits them better. 
This is a most valuable, a most sacred right—a right Which, 
we hope and belicve, is to liberate.tbe world. Nor is this 
right confined to es in whieh the whole people of an 
existing Government may choose to exercise it. Any por- 
tion of sneh people that can may revolatio sand make 
their own of so much of the temitory as they inhabit. 
More than this, a majorily of any portion: of such people 
may revolutionize, putting down a minority, intermingled 
with or near about them, who may oppose their move- 
ments.” —Appendis ta Congressional Grobe; First Session 
Thirtieth Congress, page 94. i i 
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&t do Senators think of these -positions of. 
resident? Are-they notin. flagrant conflict 
those which he now avows, and-all the'war 
“policy of himself and Congress? 1f-** any peo- 

ple?’ or ‘any portion of such people, have the 
right. torise .up.and shake ‘off: the existing. Gov- 
inment, and formia new: one that suits them het- 
twhat-vight-has Mr, Lincoln to oppose-it by 
“war? | If Tchad declared that position in the Sen- 

‘ate, 1. apprehend I. should not only have. lost 
: wholly the shaken’ confidence of the Senator from 

Wisconsin in my loyalty, but that the majority 
of the Senate might have taken itinto their heads 


“and without intending any offense to my honor- 
able friend from: Wisconsin, I will say than he or 
` any man in the Senate or. out of the Senate, who 
‘has abandoned, or who does not entirely support 
“the suppression of the rebellion strictly upon the 
principles of the Crittenden resolutions and the 
‘President's early war policy. 
<: a Now, sir, in relation. to appointments, if the 
Setiate will give me a committee, I pledge myself 
“to sustain this position, or to abandon it and ac- 
knowledge my mistake: that within the last twelve 
“months and during the whole of that period, three 
‘fourths, and I believe nine tenths, of the appoint- 
‘ments made by this Administration have been of 
“men who are now the adherents of the present 
‘and particular policy ofthe Administration in con- 
ducting the war, and who.stand in direct and open 
antagonism to the Crittenden resolution, and: the 
principles upon which the President early pledged 
himself to conduct the war. I believe, as firmly 
as I believe any truth, that all men who avow 
“that the war should be waged upon the princi- 
“ples declared by the President in its beginning and 
‘upon the Crittenden resolution, are not only the 
best, but the only true Union men, and that they 
are not only proscribed by the Administration 
from all the offices and patronage of the Govern- 
ment, military and civil, but that they are slan- 


dered, denounced, wronged, and oppressed by it $ 
8 pr y 


and its tools to the utmost extent that they dare 
` to venture. How dare these apostates to their own 
pledges and to the Constitution claim to be the 
only true loyal men, or to be loyal atall? Is not 
the Constitution the bond of our Union? Is it not 
the Jaw of our Union? Can the Union be pre- 
servad-axcept by an adherence to the Constitution 
and its preservation? When the Constitution is 
i subverted, are not the Government and the Union 


which it formed destroyed, and another Govern- | 


- ment aùd Union madely the revolution? Donot 
we hear daily men in the two Houses of Congress 
declare their purpose to bring about such a revo- 
lution? Does not every intelligent man in the land 

know that the party m power arè administering 
at the present time more to effect that revolution 
than to conquer the rebellion? Does not the whole 
country know from their acts and ayowals that 
ifthey cannot effect this revolution they never will 
agree to the return of the rebel States, but will 
make their excision final and forever? 

There are few men for whom { have more sin 
cere respect than the honorable Senator from Wis 
consin, [Mr Hown.] His integrity, his honor, 
his general principle, so faras it does nol come 
into collision with the negro and the peculiar war 
policy of this. Administration, Ihave the utmost 
faith in, as [ have in that of many other gente- 
raen, 

Mr.CONNESS. 


I beg leave to say to the gen 


tleman that he is leaving the largest portion of |} 


the Senator out. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
the Senator? 

Mr. CONNESS. The one the gentleman ex- 
cepted. 

“Mr. DAVIS. I did notexcept any. {think 

_ my friend is under the impression that I have left 

him out, and therefore Lhave left the largest por- 

tion of the Senate out. [Laughter.] If that is 

his opinion I admit that it is pretty well based, 
for Lthink he is a gentleman of fine ability. 

Mr. CONNESS, Thank you. 

Mr. DAVES, Indeed Ido; but when gentle- 
men assume in tho Senate the position that within 
the last twelve months the bestowal of all the pa- 
tronage of this Government has not been upon its 
peculiar friends,.men who reject the Crittenden 
resolution, men who reject the doctrines of the 
early communications of the President in relation 


Whatis the largest portion of 


to:the mode of carrying on the war, and who give 
their adherence to the present policy of carrying 
on the war, they must think that men are green’ 
to swallow any such proposition as that.- 

Sir, admit that there are many men who were 
once called. Democrats that have been the recip- 
ients of favors.and appointments from this Ad- 
ministration. There is the Adjutant General,who, 
if Lam informed correctly, had his trunk packed 
to go into rebeldom at the beginning. Here is 
Butler, who voted fifty-seven times, as Iam in- 
formed, in the Charleston convention to make 
Jeff. Davis President. I could name scores ‘of 
them. These men are now petted and favored by. 
the President and by his friends and supporters. 
Why? Because they have sold out their princi- 
ples; and the Constitution of their country, and 
the liberties of the people, for place and spoils. 
The purchaser has appeared; they have received 
the price; they have bartered their principles; 
they have made traffic of the Constitution, and of 
their country and liberties. They are no longer 
Democrats, but the basest of traitors and slaves. 
There are no doubt many honorable exceptions, 
but they are not placed since the full development 
of the revolutionary projects of the Administra- 
tion and its friends. To put or retain these men 
in office, whether they were once called Demo- 
crata, or Whigs, or by whatever they were desig- 
nated, after the full development of the revolu- 
tionary and destructive purposes of the Admin- 
‘istration and its friends, does not evidence any 
magnanimity, but simply a sale and a purchase. 

Let gentlemen point me to any men who have 
frankly and boldly maintained the doctrines of the 
President’s early revelations and of the Crittenden 
resolution, and have endeavored to imprint the 
doctrines of these documents upon the people. 
Let gentlemen point to any Democrats or any Re- 
publicans or any party men, of whatever game, 
who have occupied that ground and those princi- 
| ples, that have been appointed to office by this 
i; Administration, Lask the questions, who are they 
‘| and where are they? and echo answers, who are 
i! they and where are they? 1 do not believe there 
il is one case in twenty of that character. If gen- 
tlemen want this Administration vindicated, let 
them indicate that a committee can be gotten up 
toexamine, investigate, and report upon the pres- 
ent political status and position of all the appoint- 
|| ees of this Administration within the last eighteen 
i) months, and if it does notexhibit at least nine out 


| of every ten appointed because of their special ad- 
hesion to the peculiar war policy of this Admin- 
| istration, fam greatly deceived, and I should like 
to have mg mind disabused. 

Mr. TEN BYCIC, Mr. President, £ claim to 
be as good alistener as any member in this body. 
F claim also to derive as much pleasure and high 
gratifiention from the discussions which are from 
day to day going on here as any other person. 
1 delight in the eloquent and pointed arguments 
which we hear from time to time in relation to the 
subject on hand; and although I have no partic- 
ular charge of this bill, may perhaps be par- 
doned for expressing a desire that now when 
gentlemen have given their opinions and their 
views and their knowledge in relation to the his- 
tory of pactesand the history of Administrations 
from the commencement of General Washing- 
ton’s administration to the present time, and the 
mode in which political campaigns have been con- | 
ducted, and the measures of the several different 
parties io the United States and in the several 
i States, it may not be amiss in me to desire, to 
| learn what is the question before the Senate. 
| fT recoliect aright, some two hours ago we 
i had a biil before us in relation to tpe Military 
Academy at West Point, and if I remember cor- 
rectly an amendment was proposed by the Sena- 
| tor from New Hampshire [Mr. HALE] to require 
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i fored by the Senator from New Hampshire, to ; 
the effect that hereafter, in order thatthe Military į 


i the head of the War Department to conform to I 
| what had been understood to be the opinion of || 


ot tinier AE 
| the beginning of this g 


Clion to nominate two- cadets in the loyal districts 


éf this Union, instead of one as heretofore. 

Several Senators. Oh, .no. : A 

Mr. TEN EYCK., Itis substantially that. The 
statement is sufficiently correct for my purpose. 
Being anxious that this should be accomplished, 
and that this should be done by law and in ac- 
cordance with the wish of Congress-and the views 
of Congress, Lam desirous that we shall have 
sone opportunity during the course-of the pres- 
ent day to express our opinion‘on that subject, 
inasmuch as there are many other matters of im- 
portance to the country before the body. 

[ shall not undertake to stop here and say what 
my State has done or what she has not done. I 
am a little tender-footed upon that point, I con- 
fess. Ishallnotstop to say that the Executive of 
my State during the firsttwo years of the rebellion 
appointed, without regard to party, men to'head 
our regiments and men to receive the commissions 
in the different departments of the military ap- 
pointments. I shall notStop to say that if in New 
Jersey we had taken the precaution to nominate a 
Democrat for Governor at the last.clection, and to 
place loyal Democrats at the head of our ticket 
every where, we might perhaps have succeeded in 

aining what is claimed to be a Union victogy in 
almostevery northern State. Tn consequence, per- 
haps, of our not having done that, we occupy the 
very peculiar position of being the only northern 
State that has not cast its vote in the way in which 
gentlemen say loyalty travels; and yet, sir, I be- 
lieve that the State of New Jersey is as loyal at 
heart as many other States of this Union; and I 
know that the soldiers from our State, whether 
they be generals, (and Heaven knows wehave very 
few of them,) whether they be colonels or cap- 
tains, lieutenants or privates, belong to whatever 

arty they may, have manifested a loyalty on the 
fattle-field equal to that displayed by any other 
persons in the service. 

But of what avail is all that, sir, upon this bill? 
l find that I am offending against the idea that I 
started with when { rose, and I am likely to suffer 
myself to run into a discussion on matters which 
have nothing to do with this bill, and which are en- 
tirely outside of it; and so far as I may have any 
claim for being a good and patient listener, I beg 
now to have the privilege of voting on the ques- 
tion before the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, if the honorable 
Senator from New Jersey feels disposed, when he 
addresses the Senate, tospeak strictly and directly 
to the pending question, I know of nothing in the 
rules of the Senate which prohibits hiñ from do- 


ling so. If I, sitting here, professing to be a friend 


of the present Administration, hear it attacked 
and maligned, and if 1, under those circumstances, 
see fit to make a brief reply, or a pretty long one, 
I know nothing in the rules of the Senate which 
authorizes the Senator from New Jersey, or any 
other member of the Senate, to whip me for it 
publicly. A private whipping I do not object to 
particularly, provided it be done constitutionally 
[Laughter.} 

Sir, {do not claim to be personally responsible 
for the character of the present Administration. 
I have professed to be a friend of it, and Ladhere 
to it down to to-day; and yet I have sat here from 
loriousterm in which I have 
been privileged to sit here at all, and L have heard 
iton the floor of the American Senate charged 
with every conceivable crime from high treason 
down to petty larceny. I have scarcely heard 
any attemptat defense. Older Senators and abler 
Senators than myself know that I have beena lit- 
tle sensitive at times ndor gese inflictions. Å 
did not feel that it was my peofliar mission to step 
forward in defense of the Administration, but I 
have gone to them repeatedly and urged them to 
justify to the country, by a plain statement of 
God’s truth, the conduct of an Administration 
which has had imposed upon it the gravest duties 
that were ever imposed upon finite creatures. I 
have implored them to do this in justice to them- 


| selves and in justice to the public. They have not 
i always given way to my entreaties; they have 


rarely given way; and I lave come to theconclu- 
sion, Mr. President, that when an indictment is 
filed here against the Administration that 1 think 
is capable of being pleaded te, and filed by re- 
sponsible parties, if nobody else will undertake 
the defense, J will myself offer such defense aa I 
have to make; and if I cannot have this privilege, 
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ifthis cannot be conceded to me, I will join the 
attacking party, for, as to holding myself out to 
the world asa friend of the Administration whose 
responsible friends sit here silent day after day | 
under these charges, I think I can get into better 
company; f can go to the Opposition, which, 
whether they are guilty. of larceny or not, do not 
confess it, and I shall improve my associations 
by so much any how. 

Now, sir, the Senate will bear me witness that 
I do not occupy a great deal of its time; not 
enough to warrant any Senator in animadverting 
upon my course when I do occupy a little of its 
time. Besides, sir, this remains to be said, that 
I was not sent here by New Jersey nor to speak 
when New Jersey appointed; I-was senthere by 
the State of Wisconsin, and the people of that 
State supposed that I had the ability to know when 
to speak and when to hold my peace. Atall events, | 
if I disappoint them in that, 1 am amenable to the. 
people of. Wisconsin, and they will appropriately 
deal with me, I do not choose to subject myself | 
to any other jurisdiction. 

Mr. TEN EYCK.. The Senate will bear with 
me in one single word. I assure the Senator and 
every other Senator on this floor that nothing was 
further from my thought than to utter a word that 
would be unpleasant or disagreeable to any gen- 
tleman here. I donot think my antecedents would 
lead gentlemen hastily to conclude that such was 
my design or my desire. I wished to allude 
pleasantly to the fact of the quiet position I oc- 
cupy on this floor, and in a few pleasant words 
to endeavor to call back the debate from the range 
it had taken to the point before the Senate. It 
would. be the last thing l should undertake to do 
in this world, to express an opinion derogatory 
to the character or conduct of any Senator on this 
floor, or the course be desired to pursue in rela- | 
tion to debate. I declared when I rose, and in | 
good faith, that it gave me great pleasure to listen 
patiently to the discussions as they go on from 
day to day, and I have listened with pleasure to- 
day,and 1 acquiesced inthe feeling of the Senator 
from Wisconsin when he repelled the attacks and 
assaults that were made on the present Adminis- | 
tration. 

{ trust, with these remarks, that the Senatorand | 
the Senate itself will be assured that I could have | 
no such feeling or want of discretion, so far as to 
undertake to lecture or to lash any one upon this 
floor for the conduct that he might sce fit to pursue 
on this or any other occasion, 

Mr. HOWE, 1 ought to say, perhaps, in reply 
to the Senator from New Jersey, thatif he did not 
mean to whip me, I am really sorry I took the 
whipping, and 1 will not take it again. 

Mr. HALE. [ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to gay a word about the question that 
is before the body. I think the amendment of 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Doorirrix] is 
an improvement upon the present condition of 
things, because, as the thing is now administered, | 
there is no law; and [think itis better to have | 
some law,even a bad one, than allow the Depart- | 
ment to go on without any. But, sir, how long 
is this war to last? The amendment of the Sen- | 
ator from Wisconsin is based on the supposition | 
that we are to send young men into tite Military | 
Academy now and keep them there four or five 
years to qualify them to go into the field and help 
to put down this rebellion. That reminds me of 
a caricature which I have seen somewhere, in 
which a venerable gentleman was represented as | 
planting acorns to raise oaks to build a navy to 
put down this rebellion. If this rebellion be not | 
put down before these young men who go into 
the Academy now shall stay there four years to | 
qualify themselves to put it down, we are at a sad | 
pass. I would not admit, even among ourselves | 
an secret session, that there was such a possibil- | 
ity, because if you admit that you admit what I} 
should be very sorry to have admitted even by 
implication. 

If this is not necessary in order to put down the 
rebellion, Lask those gentlemen who were so care- 
ful of the public Treasury the other day when a ; 
proposition was made to raise the pay of the clerks | 
of the paymasters in the Navy, who were against | 
increasing expenses then, not to increase expenses | 
by increasing the number of these students at | 
West Point. That is all L have to say. i] 

Mr. COLLAMER. [I rise really with a view 


to make some inquiries that | may understand the | 


point. upon which we are about to vote. I ûnder- 


stand the proposition of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to be that the pay appropriated ‘shall. 


not hereafter be paid to any cadets except those 
appointed according to law. I wish to inquire 
what is the use of the word “ hereafter” as: it is 
used in the amendment. I have looked. at the 
amendment, and as that word is'there inserted it 
means nothing. f 

Mr, HALE. I donot know where the word 
‘hereafter’? is putin the amendmentat the desk; 
but I will explain to the Senator what I propose 
by it. [understand that there are at this moment 
at the Military Academy young men being sup- 
ported by the Government who are not legally 
there, 

Mr. COLLAMER, ou meen to provide that 
those men shall not be paid? 

„Mr. HALE, That was the way that] first of- 
fered the amendment; but after the suggestions 
that have been made, I am willing to qualify the 
amendment so as to say that none of the money 
appropriated shall be applied to the payment of 
any cadets who shail be hereafter appointed other- 
wise than according to law. j 

Mr. COLLAMER. Then the word ‘ here- 
after” should be inserted before the word * ap- 
pointed;’’ butas the word “ hereafter’’ now stands 
inserted in the amendment, as the gentleman will 
see on looking at it, it means just nothing atall, It 
says now that the money hereby appropriated 
shall not hereafter be paid to any one legally ap- 
pointed. The money hereby appropriated is al- 
ways to be paid hereafter; it never can be paid in 
any other way, I take it, [leave the Senator to 
arrange the collocation of the words and the order 
in which he desires the words of his amendment 
to stand, and then I shall wish to be heard some- 
what further about it. 

Mr. HALE. 1 will read my amendment as I 
have now altered it: 

And be it further enacted, ‘Chat no part of the money 
hereby appropriated shall be applied to the support or pay 
of any cadets hereafter appointed not in conformity with 
the express provisions of law. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Thatmay do well enough, 
There may have been appointments irregularly 
made, but I should not think of visiting any con- 
sequences of that kind upon the appointees, the 
young men who have gone there by regular war- 
rants coming from the Executive, and are serving 
there, who did not know, and perhaps could not 
know, that the manner of theirappointment was 
contrary to any regulation of law. Ihave noob- 
jection, however, to the amendment as it now 
stands, protesting that no more such appoint- 
ments shall be niade. “I ami willing that the pro- 
test shall be put in this place, following the ex- 
ample of the good old justice who told the lawyer 


that he had concluded to give him judgment in | 
| this case about these guns, but gave him fair no- 


tice that he must not bring any more suits unless 
he had some evidence to support them. [Laugh- 
ter.} That was fair play. This is giving notice 
notio make any mere irregular appointments, but 
I have no objection to that. 

Then we have the amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, {Mr. Dootirrie.] Ido not un- 
derstand that as | hear other gentlemen speak of 
it. Ido net understand that that authorizes the 
President to appoint two cadets fron any district, 
or to increase the number atall. The Jaw as it 
now stands, if | understand it aright, is that one 
cadet shall be appointed from each congressional 
district, who shall be a resident of the district. 


The Presidentis to appoint 
a certain number, twenty I think, atlarge, annu- 
ally, and he is to appoint one for each congres- 
sional district, who shall be a resident of the dis- 
trict—that is all; that is the present law. Now, 
if I understand it aright, the proposition of the 
Senator from Wisconsin is, that during the pres- 
ent war, in relation to congressional districts that 
are not represented in the other House, the Pres- 
ident himself may make selections from the Army; 
not to put another one in, not to have two fora 
district, but, instead of selecting residents of the 
district, to let the President select persons in the 
Army. Dol understand that aright? 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 


which 
that it: 


stands. ; f 
Mr. GRIMES. I suggest to the Senator from. 
Wisconsin to append to his proposition,** to-be 
apportioned among the respective States asi 
as may be to the population thereof.: . 4s 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ihave no objection'te-t 
modification, and will accept it. =" fat 

The VICE PRESIDENT... .The meh! 
will be so modified; and the Senator mow ofera 
it to be added to the amendment:submitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire. re EE fags A 

Mr. CONNESS. 1 submit that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire is still 
obnoxious to the objection that I made to it, as 
ruling out by strict application cadets appointed 
from the State at large and not from congressional 
districts. ; : : : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Notat all. a 

Mr.CONNESS, WNotatall, the Senator 

Mr. FESSENDEN, | Because it does ‘n 
ply to them in the future. i s Bopi 

Mr. CONNESS. Very well. Suppose the 
| State is not districted next year; what then? _, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘They will stand just as 
they do now. 

Theamcendmentto theamendment was agreed to. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on the amendment as amended. na 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | I should like to’ 
read as it stands. May 

The Secretary read it, as follows: . n 

And beit further enacted, Thatno part of the money here- 
by appropriated shall be applied to the supportior pay of any 
cadets hereafter appointed not in conformity with the ex- 
press provisions of Jaw regulating appointments of cadets at 
that Academy; and that until the rebellion is suppressed; 


i 


says, 


the President shall be authorized to appointa cadet foreach 
congressional district not represented in the Touse of Rep- 
resentatives, to be selected from the -mieritorionns and de- 
serving young soldiers in the regular or volunteer forces of 
the United States, -to be apportioned among the respective 
States as near as may be according to the population ofthe 
said States. 


The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in and or- 
dered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
| third time. Itwas read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE. 


A message from the Housc of Representatives, 
| by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the dis- 
agreeing voies of the two Houses on the bill GH. 
R. No. 156) to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations for the service of the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1864. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced thatthe Speaker 
ofthe House of Representatives had signed the 
following bills; which thereupon received the sig- 
nature of the Vice President: 

A bill (TI. R. No. 116) in relation to univer- 

i sity lands in Washington Territory; and 

A bili (H. R. No. 156) to supply. deficiencies . 
in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1864, and forother . 
purposes. à 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


The message further announced that the Presi- 
dent of the United States had approved and signed 
on the Hih instant a bill (H.R. No, 296) for the 
benefit of John Dickson, of Minois. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre-~ 


THE CONGRESSION 


March 14, 


sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as-indicated below: eee 
“= Abit (No. 149) coneerning certain. school lands 
4n township forty-five north, range seven east, in 
the Stateof Missouri—to the Committee on Public 
Lands. Tor har Eig ; 
A bill (No.°192) ‘making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
4865—to the’Committee on Finance. f 
A bill: (No. 324) to repeal section two of an 
act entitled ** An act to regulate the foreign coast- 
ing trade on the northern, northeastern, and north- 
Swestern frontiers of the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 2, 1831—to the 
Committee: on Commerce. 


ara MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. McPuersony, its Clerk, 
returning to the Senate, agreeably to its request, 
the bill (H. R. No. 302) to amend section nine of 
the act approved July 17, 1862, entitled “An act 
to define the pay and emoluments of certain offi- 
cers of the Army, und for other purposes.” 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN, I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 40) making appropriations for the consular 
“and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending 30th June, 1865. 
: The motion was agreed to; and the. Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which was reported from the Committee 
on Finance with amendments. ‘The first amend- 
mentof the committee was on page 3, line fifty-one 
after the word consuls” to strike out the word 
Stand,” and in line fifty-two, after the word 
agents ’? to insert ‘and twenty-five consular pu- 
“pils;?? so that the clause will read: 
-0 For salaries of consuls general, consuls, commereial 
agents, dud twenty-five consular pupils, &e. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was on 
age 3, line sixty, under the head of Consulates, 
chodal B,” to strike out Ancona.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 4, line sixty-two, under the head of “ Con- 
sulates, Schedule B,” after “ Bristol”? to insert 
“ Brindisi, Boulogne.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 4, line sixty-three, under the head of * Con- 
sulates, Schedule B,” after ** Cardiff ? to insert 

Chin Kiang.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page. 4, line sixty-five, under the same heading, 
after “ Genoa”? to insert “Gibraltar.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 4, line seventy-one, under the same heading, 
after “ Marseilles” to strike out  Matamora.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 4, line seventy-two, under the same head- 
ing, after “ Naples” to strike out ‘Napoleon 
Vendée.” f 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was on 

age 4, line seventy-three, under the same head- 
ing, after “ Nice” to strike out “ Ningpo.”” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. È 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 4, line seventy-four, under the same heading, 
to strike out “Otranto.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the commiltee was on 

age 4, line eighty-one, under the same heading, 
after t Swatow’?’ to insert €€ Saint Helena.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 4, line eighty-two, under the same heading, 
After“ Tangier’? to insert *¢'Taranto.”? = 

The amendment was-agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 4, line eighty-four, under the same heading, 
after © Vienna”? to insert “ Zurich.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


: é | 
The next amendment of the committee was on l 


page 5, line ninety-one, under the head of “ Con- | 


sulates, Schedule C,” to strike out “ Athens.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 5, line ninety-two, under the same heading, 
to insert“ Ceylon.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 5, line one hundred and one, under the head 
of * Commercial Agencies, Schedule C,” to strike 
out * fifty’? and insert “ seventy-seven;”’ and in 
line one hundred and two, after the word “ thou- 
sand?’to insert ** five hundred;’’so that the clause 
will read: i 

Apia, Monrovia, Saint på de Loando, including loss by 
exchange thereon, $477,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Before the next amend” 


ment reported from the committee is acted upon 
I have one or two amendments to propose that 
will render an amendmentto thatamendment ne- 
cessary on account of some changes. On page 3, 
line sixty, in the list of consulates, after * Bar- 
celona” 1 move to insert “ Bangkok.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. On page 4, line seventy- 
five, I move to strike out “Port au Prince.” 

Mr. SUMNER. That is right. It ought to 
be struck out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. On page 5, line eighty- 
seven, under the heading of “ Commercial Agen- 
cies,” after “Gaboon”? 1 move to insert ‘ Mada- 
gascar.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. On page 5, line one hun- 
dred, I move to strike out ** Monrevia.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was on 
page 5, line one hundred and two, after the word 
dollars”? to insert: 

And the salaries of the consuls at Brindisi, Gibraltar, St. 
Helena, Boulogne, and Zurich shall be $1,500 each; and 
the salaries of ae consuls at Ceylon and Piraas sball be 


1, and the salary of the consul at Chin Kiang 
2 $3,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
amendment by adding: 

And the salary of the consul at Bangkok shall be $2,000 ; 
and the salary orthe coaituercial agent at Madagascar shall 
he 2,000. 

Theamendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 

Nhe amendment as amended was adopted. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
add, as a new section, the following: 

Suc. — Andhe it further enacted, That the second sec- 
tion of an act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th June, 1858,” approved Febru- 
ary 7, 1857, be, aud the same is bereby, repealed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As the Senate does not 
appear to be listening to the reading of the amend- 
ment, I think it my duty to explain to the Senate 
whatitis. It will be noticed that on the third 
page of the bill there is an amendment to insert 
the words “and twenty-five consular pupils.” 
In the original biil that was passed arranging our 
consular system, there was a provision made for 
twenty-five consular pupils to be sent abroad and 
to be attached to the several principal consulates 
in different places, and it passed in that shape. 
Subsequently, before they were appointed, that 
particular provision was repealed. This amend- 
ment proposes to repeal that repealing clause, and 
thus leave the provision as it stood in the original 
consular bill providing for twenty-five consular 
pupils. 
great zeal by different Secretaries of State, and 
the Commitiee on Finance, although it did not 
come strictly within their jurisdiction—that did 


{ move to amend that 


notoceur te them until after they had acted upon || 


it--came to the conclusion that it was best to re- 
peal that repealing clause and restore the original 
provision of the consular bill. ‘That is the effect 
of the amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In due time and at some 
proper place 1 wish a vote of the Senate by yeas 
and nays on this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 


desire it in committee or in Senate? 


Does the Senator 
The bill is 


| now in committee. 


Mr. COLLAMER. 
ask it in the Senate. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


I give notice that I shall 


The mutter has been urged with very | 
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Mi SUMNER. I am directed by the Com- 


' mittee on Foreign Relations to move the follow- 


i 
l 
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| State on this subject. 
; question about it, and therefore 


ing amendment to come in after line thirty-eight, 
page 3: i 

For the contribution of the United States to the comple- 
tion of a new cemetery at Constantinople to receive the 
remains of American citizens transferred from an old burial- 
place, and also as a place for future interments, $1,800. 

Lhave a communication from the Secretary of 
I presume there will be no 
Į will not take up 
the time of the Senate by reading: it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I should like to hear the 
communication read, or the Senator can state the 
substance of it.” 

Mr. SUMNER. The substance of it is this: 
there has been an old burial-place in Constanti- 
nople used for a long time, by the consent of the 
Sultan, for the interment of foreigners. Several 
of our citizens are there buried. But it has: be- 
come inconvenient to have that burial-place con- 
tinued. The Sultan has desired it, indeed, to be 
discontinued, and has allowed a piece of ground 
for the establishment of a new cemetery. For- 
eigners have been invited to contribute to the ex- 
pense incident to laying out this new cemetery 
and to the removal of the remains of the persons 
interred in the old cemetery. Our minister at Con- 
stantinople reports that in addition to the contri- 
butions already made by American citizens on 
the spot, the sum of $1,800 is required in order to 
complete our part of this work. All the other 
Governments have contributed their portion, dt 


i only remains for us now to contribute ours. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations tomove another amend- 
ment on page 3, line fifty-six, after the word 
“Shanghai,” under the head of Consulates Gen- 
eral,’’ to insert: 

And the consul general at Alexandria shall have the 
name and title of agent and consul general. 

‘The explanation of that is this: the consuls gen- 
eral of other Powers at Alexandria pass under 
that name, and it is supposed to give them a cer- 
tain precedence which our consul, being simply 
called a consul general, does not enjoy. The 
habit of our Government is always to address its 
functionaries abroad by their statute designation, 
and therefore it became important that this change 
of name should be authorized by Congress. 

Mr. COLLAMER. What is the object? 

Mr. SUMNER. I have already stated once 
that the consuls gencral of other Powers at Alex- 
andria go under the name of agent and consul 
general, and on that account they are supposed 
to have a certain precedence which our consul, 
who is simply entitled consul general,” does not 
enjoy. In former days, under other Administra- 


| tions, our consuls general have appropriated this 


title without any authority; but the Department 
of State does not fecl authorized to address its 
functionaries abroad except by the name which 
they bear in the statute; and on this account ithas 


; been proposed to make this change, to give our 


consul general the authority to_bear that name. 
There is no addition of pay. There is nothing 
butgiving him the same name as the other consuls 
general have. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I will ask the Senator if 
this is recommended by the Department. It came 
to the Committee on Finance as simply asugges- 
tion from a friend of the consul general himself, 
that he wanted to put on his card “agent” as 
well as ‘consul general.” We came to the con- 
clusion that it would be folly for us toattempt to 
change our consular system with reference to 
names, &e., to suit foreign Powersin a particular 
place. The Committee on Foreign Relations, it 
seems, have come to a different conclusion; but 
there is no recommendation from the Department 
about it, but merely a suggestion from the con- 
sul general himself, | understand. 

Mr. COLLAMER,. J will inquire whether, 


| as our consul general does not have the tide of 


agent, it would not be quite as well to say that 
foreign nations by putting on the word “agent”? 
have qualified down the “consul general,’ 
which 3s a more dignified position, and that we 
do not intend to let ourselves down by adding the 
word “agent.” it isa good deal like the high 
titles of the King of Siam, ‘ Brother of theSan and 
Moor, Emperor of Twenty Umbrellas,” dsc., 
&c, Laughter.) Itis coming ont at the litle 


1864. 


end of the horn: Thope the amendment will be 
rejected. 4 

Mr. SUMNER. I will answer the inquiry of 
the chairman of the committee. The proposition 
which I have made comes from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, where it was considered. It 
was not laid before that committee tillit had been 
the subject of conference between myself and the 
Secretary of State, The Secretary of State author- 
ized me to say that the change would be agree- 
able to him. Indecd—and now I come tothe sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Vermont—the Secre- 
tary of State was informed of the actual condition 
of things at Alexandria. He knows that the con- 
suls general of all other Powers there are entitled 
political agents and consuls general, That des- 
ignation, as I have already said, gives to them a 
certain precedence which ours does not enjoy. 
The British consul general, in the published Al- 
manac of the Forcign Office, bears the name of 
“agent and consul general.”? 

This designation is peculiar to Alexandria; and 
it grows out of the somewhat anomalous condi- 
tion of the Government of Egypt, which, I need 
not remind the Senator from Vermont, is to a 
certain extent independentand yet not absolutely 
independent. Itis, in some respects, a depend- 
ency of the Sultan. Therefore no Government is 
represented at Alexandria by a diplomatic agent, 
All the representatives there are simple consuls. 
Bul, since the Pacha of Egypt is practically the 
sovereign of the country, it is essential that they 
should have, in a certain sense, some diplomatic 
appearance. They, for instance, are thrown into 
direct communication with the Government of 
Egypt. In that respect they differ from consuls 
in other places, who are purely commercialagents 
and nothing else, having no direct relations with 
the Government where they reside, those direct 
relations being conducted by diplomatic repre- 
sentatives. I say itis the peculiarity of things in 
Egypt that has given occasion to this peculiarity 
of designation. The other consuls general there, 
as l have said, bear the name of ‘agent and con- 
sul general,’’.and it has been thought advisable 
that ours should be entitled to bear the same name. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam also instructed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to offer the fol- 
eying amendment as an additional section to the 

Hi 

And be it further enacted, That all instruments or papers 
required to be acknowledged in foreign countries by Amer- 
ican citizens shall be acknowledged before a diplomatie 
or consular representative of the United States, whose duty 
it shail be, betore taking the acknowledgment, to adinin- 
ister to the applicant the oath of office as set forth in the 
act of Congress, approved August 6, 1861, and to make a 
record thereof in the certificate of acknowledgment, 

I will send to the Chair a communication from 
the Department of State which explains this 
amendment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The communica- 
tion will be read. 

The Scerctary read it, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF State, 
WASHINGTON, January 19, 1864. 

Sin: Since the commencement of the rebellion several 
instances have come to the knowledge of this Departinent 
in which citizens of the United States abroad, notoriously 
disloyal, and some even in the service of the insurgents, 
have sought to obtain from United States consuls attesta- 
tious of deeds conveying real property inthis country. ‘The 
applications have very properly been rejected untess the 


persons making them would swear allegianec to the United 
State: Some of the applicants, upon their refusal to com- 
ply h this condition, have then acknowled the con- 
veyances before a mayor or other forcign magistrate, This 


practice ought, itseems to this Department, to be corrected 
by Congr With a view to this, every such instrument 
may be to be acknowledged before aco lof the 
United s Who will demand of the parson asking for 
the attestation an oath of allegiance defo 
the request. ‘ihe expedicncy of intrudaci 
vision Into any proper bill before Congre 


SOHC SUCH pros 
s eonsegnyently 


submitted to your cousideration and that of the Committee | 


oy Foreign Relations. 
E have the honor to be, sir, your obedien servant, 
WILLIAM il. SEWARD, 
Hon. CHARLES SUMNER, Chairman Commitice on Foreign 
Relations, Senate. 


Mr. VAN WINKLE. Ishould like toask the 
chairman of the committee whether this proposi- 
tion is expected to repeal all the State laws on this 
subject. Every State has its own laws and reg- 
ulations as to how papers shall be acknowledged 
in foreign countries. I desire to know whether 
it will have thateifect; and ifso, whether itis com- 
petent for Congress to pass a law that would re- 
peal all those State regulations? 


nptying with | 


Ido not know. that it would, 
undertake to repeal all the Statelawson this-sub-" 
ject. Its object isto take the: precaution, so'far 
as Congress can, to prevent the acknowledgment 
of papers and documents by citizens. in foreign 
countries who are unwilling to take the oath of al- 
legiance. The oath that is required by this amend- 
ment is the common one that js administered at 
thecustom-house, and under several statutes that 
have been passed during the last two years; and 
it seemed not going too far to require from every 
person in a foreign country who presented him- 
self with a paper or document for acknowledg- 
ment that he should take the. same oath which is 
taken by citizens at home. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. I do not object to the 
purpose at all. My query was pat in order to 
know whether the amendment would reach the 
case. Ihave no objection at all to requiring a 
party who wishes to transfer property to take 
this oath; but as all these transfers are made 
under State laws, it seems to me this proposition 
would not have much effect. F rose rather to 
suggest the propriety of altering it, if it can be 
made to have the effect designed. 1 have no ob- 
jection to the object. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not appreciate the ob- 
jection of the Senator. Ido not see what difi- 
culty can grow out of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There are difficultics, as the 
Senator from West Virginia states them, This 
particular amendment offered by the chairman of 
the Committee on Forcign Relations was before 
that committee, and approved of. The objection 
urged by the Senator from West Virginiais that 
possibly such an amendment as that would repeal 
the laws of the several States on the same sub- 
ject. Nearly all the States, 1 believe, have pre- 
scribed by their own legislation the manner in 
which acknowledgments of deeds to convey either 
personal or real estate are to be made abroad; and 
the suggestion of the honorable member from 
West Virginia is, that the language of this par- 
ticuftr amendment, provided Congress had the 
constitutional power over the subject, would be 
to repeal practically all State laws on the same 
subject. ° 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will suggest, if my 
friend will allow me, whether the object of the 
Senator from Massachusctts would not be accom- 
plished by changing the phraseology. We can 
undoubtedly exercise any power we see fit over 
our consuls and diplomatic agents, and we may 
provide that it shall be the duty of consuls and 
diplomatic agents before whom any acknowledg- 
ment is made by any such person, to administer 
this oath to that person, 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will bear in mind 
that that does not meet the case to which the De- 
partment of State calls the attention of the Senate. 
The Department of State mentions specifically 
that certain persons abroad, turning aside from 
our consuls and diplomatic representatives, go to 
the mayors of towns or local functionaries and 
make their acknowledgments before them; and 
the Department suggests that that evasion on their 

part ought to be met to the extent of our ability, 
It was in order to meet it that the committee have 
presented this amendment, 

Mr. JOHNSON. The suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Maine was one that I was about to 
make. ‘Uhere is a good deal of difficulty on this 
subject. Most of the laws of the States, L think, 
however, provide that deeds to transfer property 
either real or personal are to be acknowledged 
before consuls, and certainly Congress has the 
authority to say that no consul of the United 
States, and no other officer who holds his com- 
mission under the United States, shallexecute any 


i 
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| acknowledgments as far as concer 


s i N 
l such authority as that except in the way Con- 


pe 
i says it may say they shall not take those ac- | 


g The Senator from Maine 


ress may prescribe. 


kuowledgments without requiring the party mak- 
ing the acknowledgment to take the oath which 
the amendment provides for. But that does not 
get rid of the difficulty suggested by the Senator 
from West Virginia; and we come now to the 
question of power as between the States and the | 
General Government. If the State governments | 


under the Constitution of the United States are | 
not prohibited from providing for these foreign | 
transfers of 
‘property in their own limits, then perhaps we : 
should have no authority to pass this amendment i 


ng 
ns 


in the way in whieh the Committe 
Relations have proposedit ai 
ment I concurred—the objec 
me atthe time——becaduge the -pro j 
amendment is'that.no transfor shall be ‘made 
less acknowledged by a consul, and: unke 
knowlédged in the way prescribed by thacame 
ment. Itprodices a conflict ag between the State 
government and ‘the Government of the’ United 
States in that particular.” Tam not prepared now 
to.say—— © Bee i 7 

Mr. SUMNER. Let meask the: Senat 
want the benefit of hisjidgment.on the quest: 
how. can we meet the difficulty inthe case?” 

Mr. JOHNSON. “Phis does. not. ‘The ques- 
tion is whether you can meet it in any other way 
than the one suggested by the Senator fromm Maine. 

Mr. SUMNER. {want to come to:that point: 
if it be clear that we cannot meet the difficulty in 
the case. f ` j 

Mr. JOHNSON. [should doubt very much 
—may Iask for the reading of the amendment 
again ? f f 

The Secretary again read it. : 

Mr. JOHNSON.” By the language of that 
amendment we are made to'say that no transfer 
shall be made of property:'in any. of the States; 
which is required by the law of the State as well 
as the law of the United States to. be acknowl- 
edged abroad. Now, suggestto my friend, the 
chairman of the committee, that perhaps therd is 
a great deal of doubt whether we have the right 
to interfere with the Jaws of the Statés in that par- 
ticular. I can very readily realize the difficulty 
suggested by the Departmentof State, and which 
the Committee on Foreign Relations felt. These 
gentlemen who are abroad now who have any are 
transferring their property here. While 1 was 
in New Orleans two years ago, transfers :were 
sent over by one of themit is not necessary for 
me to name him—of nearly all the real estate he 
had.in the city; and he could not, T suppose, or 
would not have taken such an oath as this, and 
his property would. have been liable to confisca- 
tion but for that transfer. I suppose. the transfers 
are all legal. T[suggest—if it is not necessary to 
put it upon this bill, and I do not see that itis 
necessary to do it—whether it had not better be 
withdrawn, and allow us to reflect upon it until 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SUMNER. [I certainly shall not press it 
if there seems to he any doubt in regard to it; and 
I may say frankly that I felt the difficulty of the 
question from the beginning. T believe the Sen- 
ator from Maryland is not a stranger to my own 
sense of the difficulty of dealing with it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Not atall, 

Mr. SUMNER. And yetafter reflecting upon 
it, and I think consulting with the Senator him- 
self, I came to the conclusion that the proposition 
was practicable in the form in which I have made 
it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. You submitted it to me, I 
recollect. I saw it. 

Mr.SUMNER, Certainly. Itwas considered 
in the committee. The committee feel very de- 
sirous of carrying out the suggestion of the De- 
partment of State, which, as we see, is in a patri- 
otic spirit, and is absolutely in harmony with all 
we have heen doing during the last two years, and 
it seemed a pity that we should be obliged to halt 
on any question even of jurisdiction or any tech- 
nical ground in view of such a suggestion, If 
Senators think it best, however, I will withdraw 
the proposition for to-day, and we can consider 
il again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
is withdrawn, 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to offer another 
amendment as an additional section: 


vind be il further enacted, That the President may in his 
discretion, by and with the advice and conseut of the Sen- 
ate, appoint an envoy extraordinary and minister pleni- 
potuntiary to the kingdom of Belgium, who shall. receive 


nds 


; no higher compensation than is now allowed to a minister 


resident. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
some reason for that. 

Mr. SUMNER. A reason I shall be very glad 
to give. ‘The subject has been carefully consid- 
ered in the Committee ou Foreign Relations, and 
also has been the subject of conference with the 
Secretary of State, who agrees entirely with the 
committee. 


I should like to’ hear 


è 
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. Lwilksay, atthe outset that the committee at 
the beginning. of this session, after. some. discas- 
sion; Came to the conclusion tomake no recom- 
mendation. of.an incréase of salary anywhere. 
They have been’ pressed from various quarters in 
reference to both.diplomatic¢ and consular officers. 
The Department of State had alread y come to the 
same conclusion; and the; Senate will bear in 
mind that there has been during this- session no 
recommendation from that Department proposing 
any increase in the: salary of any of our foreign 
representatives, p7 

¿But while the committee concurred with the 
Department inthis. consideration of economy, 
they alsd united with the Department in the con- 
clusion that where a change could be made with- 
out an increase of salary, which would be ad- 
vantageous to the country, there was no reason 
against it. On the contrary, as in the present 
case, there are: strong reasons for it. 

Belgium, though a small country on the map, 
actually contains a population at this moment of 
more than five millions. Weare represented by 
ministers plenipotentiary in several other coun- 
tries where the population is but a million and a 
half or twoanda half millions. This is the case 
in Chiliand Peru. If we considered, therefore, 
merely the question of population, there would 
be an argument in favor of raising our mission 
there. 
` But there is another consideration stronger 
still.. Nearly all other countries are represented 
at Brussels by a. minister plenipotentiary. -I have 
in my hand a list which L have compiled out of 
the last number of the Almanac de Gotha, from 
whieh it appears that Brussels- 

Mr. COLLAMER, Where have we minis- 
ters plenipotentiary and envoys extraordinary 
except at Paris, London, and St. Petersburg? 

Mr, SUMNER. Also at Madrid, Vienna, 
Berlin, and Turin, Lam speaking now of Europe. 
Out of Europe, at Brazil, Chili, Peru, and Mex- 
ico, 

Mr. COLLAMER. They are not full ministers. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘They are envoya extraordi- 
nary and ministers plenipotentiary, which is what 
we familiarly call * full ministers. There is a 
difference in their salaries, but their character is 
the same, 

On an examination of the Almanac de Gotha it 
appears that at Brussels, Turkey is represented 
by an embassador, and the following countries 
by envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipo- 
tentiary—I read the list—Austria, Baden, Chili, 
Spain, France, Great Britain, Hesse, the King of 
Italy, Holland, Portugal, Prussia, and Russia; 
and since the date of the almanac, Nicaragua has 
added a “full minister” to the list; but the United 
States having a more responsible position at that 
court than almost any Power unless we except 
two or three of the leading Powers of Europe, is 
represented thero only by a minister resident. 
need not remind this Senate of the eminent 
characier of the present sovercign of Belgium, and 
of his friendly disposition to our country. We 
have put confidence in him by selecting him on 
more than one occasion as an arbiter between 
ourselves and other Powers, [believe that there 
is toward that sovereign on the part of our Gov- 
ernmentasentimentofunfeigned respect. Tt was 
in view of these considerations, the character and 
importance of the kingdom itself, the grade of the 
representatives of other Powers atthis court, and 
the eminent. position of the king, that the com- 
mittee were induced to make the recommendation 
they do. Itisnota compliment that is now pro- 
posed, but a practical measure for the support of 
our interests abroad. But it need not be dis- 
guised that there is no sovereign in Europe who, 
on account of his age, wisdom, influence, and 
friendly temper toward usat a trying moment 
of our recent history, might more fitly be ap- 
proached in the language of compliment. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. I hope this amendment 
will not be made. I see very evidently the dif- 
culties to follow from it. The rule generally is 
to have ministers plenipotentiary at whatare called 
the first-class Powers of Europe, and at the sec- 
ond-class Powers not to have ministers of so high 
a grade. I am not aware thatany complaint has 
been made by the King of the Belgians that we 
have nota minister plenipotentiary there. 

Mr. SUMNER. May I correct the Senator 
right there? 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. SUMNER. it is perfectly understood į 


that the King of Belgium has expected a full min- 
ister from us. 

Mr. FOSTER. He sent us a full minister. 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes, sir; he sent us a full 
minister. . Belgium isrepresented at Washington 
by.an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary, and one of the last requests made through 
the late Administration was that we should be rep- 
resented at Brussels by what is called a full min- 
ister. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know how that 
comes tous. If it comes at all, it should be by 
a recommendation from the State Department, 
stating the fact and recommending this increase 
of grade. This idea of having an outside talk 
with the Secretary of State, and the chairman of 
the committee having no direct and official com- 
munication on the subject, is not entirely satisfac- 
tory tome. 

I know that Mr. Sanford, our minister to Bel- 
gium, is a very accomplished gentleman, and has 
rendered good service, and I dare say he is anx- 
ious to have an increase of grade and rank; but 
the result will be this, in my judgment: if we in- 


crease the grade here we must increase it at Ffol- | 


land next, and then at Switzerland, and then some- 
where else; and tben it will be a very disagreeable 
thing to consider that while one minister has one 
salary another minister has another, and we shall 
be compelled to equalize them, It will he said 
that it will be making a distinction, We have 
had specimens of that and difficulties enough of 
that sort at home, and I hope we shall not have 
them abroad. 

We have had no unfriendly relations with the 
King of the Belgians on account of the fact that 
we simply send him whatis called a minister res- 
ident. Foreign nations do not complain of our 
system, as we choose to adopt it, that I am aware 
of; and really, although it would be gratify pg to 
me to accommodate all our ministers abroad both 
with regard to rank and pay,so farasthey are indi- 
vidually concerned, yet I think we had better not 
begin to setsudha precedent in thesetimes. That 
is my judgmentabout it. Į sball vote against the 
amendment. ‘Che Senate can determine the ques- 
tion for itself. ` 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator says it is not 
our habit to have a full minister except at what 
is called a first-class Power. [havealready men- 
tioned that we have a full minister at Mexico, 
Chili, and Peru. [may mention also that we have 
a fall minister at Berlin, where, notoriously, there 
is very litdeto bedone; at Vienna, where there is 


very little to be done; at ‘Turin, where there is i 


very little to be done, except to express that con- 
stant sympathy which we feel for the cause of 
kaly, whatever form it may take. 

But the Senator says if we begin now at Brus- 
sels, the next proposition will be for a full minis- 
ter atthe Hague. How so? The difference be- 
tween the Hague and Brussels is very great. 
Brussels is x central position on the very high- 
way of Europe, more in the line of travel than 
any other place on the Continent except Paris. 
It is cord in that respect only to Paris. ‘The 
population of Belgium is eminently commercial, 
and has large interests in connection with our 
country beyond those of Holland. 

Lhave already said that the Government of Bel- 
gium has shown for us a peculiar friendship—I 
would rather say the king; but the king is the rep- 
regentative of the Government. 


i 2 1 
But there is another fact which ought to be 


mentioned ;the Government of Belgium had reason 
to suppose that we would send a full minister there 
when they sent one to Washington. Itis always 
understood that there should be a certain reci- 
heard in this respect, and on this occasion it had 

een made the subject of a special request on the 
i. of that Government. 


us, as the Senator from Maine suggests, because 
We are represented there only by a minister resi- 
ent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will ask the Senator 
where he gets the evidence in regard to any spe- 
cial request by the King of the Belgians on the 
subject? ` 

Mr. SUMNER. From the Department of State. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to have it 


tin an official form. 


I believe the King of | 
3elgium has too much sense to be unfriendly to 


il 


| if wecould not. 


Mr. SUMNER. I donot know thatin former: 
discussions we ever had such comments—— g 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Iam inclined to think ft 
was communicated by the minister himself to the 
Secretary of State who wants to have his: salary’ 
raised, and that is about all the evidence there i3 


of it. 


Mr. SUMNER, The incident to which Ire 
fer-—~ : ’ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘The Senator will under: 
stand me as not doubting at all his statement 
about the matter, but as wanting sufficient evi- 
dence of it in an official form. 

Mr.SUMNER. I was remarking that the com- 
ments of the Senator seem to be unusual. The 
subject was one that was carefully considered by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations several weeks 
before the minister of Belgium reached thiscoun- 
try, and the conclusion of the committee was 
reached entirely independent of any suggestion 
from him, direct or indirect, according to the best 
of my information. 

Mr. FOSTER. If this amendment involved 
an additional appropriation of money, I think I 
should not vote for it. The suggestion of the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Finance 
is that, although it does not involve an additional 
appropriation now, it will soon do so; because it 
will introduce an anomaly into our legislation 
as to the salaries of ministers of the same grade 
abroad, and there will be a claim made that sal- 
aries shall be equalized, and that every envoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary shall 
receive as high pay as the highest; becayss wa 
never equalize downwards, but always upwards. 
I do not think, looking at existing facts, that there 
is anything in that suggestion of the honorable 
Senator which ought to deter us from miaking this 
amendment; and if we cast our eyes at the dif- 
ference in salaries which envoys extraordinary 
and ministers plenipotentiary abroad now receive 
we shall be satisfied there is not. For instance, 
the salary of our minister at the court of St, 
James is $17,500; the same salary is paid to our 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten+ 
tiary at Paris; and while we also have an enyoy 
extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary at the 
court of Russia, he is paid but $12,000. So our 
minister to Spain, who is an envoy extraordinar 
and minister plenipotentiary, is paid but $12,000, 


“Our minister at Vienna, who is also an envoy ex- 


traordinary and minister plenipotentiary, receives 
but $12,000, and so on; and this has been the case 
now for very many years. Ido not think, with 
those facts before us, that this claim, to which the 
Senator alludes, will be of much foree. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. I will ask the Senator if 
there is cue minister plenipotentiary abroad now 
who receives less than $12,000? 

Mr. FOSTER. I believe not, 

Mr. ANTHONY. The minister to Peru re- 
ceives $10,000, I think, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
rope. 

Ir. FOSTER. I supposed the Senator meant 
in Europe. [believe all who are envoys extraor- 
dinary and ministers plenipotentiary there receive 
at least $12,000, while on this continent some re- 
ceive $10,000. ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The lowest is $10,000, 
on this continent, 

Mr. FOSTER, The inequality of salary, how 
ever, is an established fact, assented to, agreed 
to,and has been for years. It cannot, therefore, 
be urged against this amendment that it will lay 
the foundation for making an increase of salaries 
to produce equality. If, we raise the grade, and 
at the same time say that it shall not increase the 
salary, there isan expression of opinion decidedly 
and positively against an increase, and there will 
be no danger hereafter of such an increase unless 
there should be good reason for it; and if here- 
after there should be good reason for it, there 
may bea change; but without good reason I do 


I am speaking of Eu- 


| not believe there will be. 


There are manifestly strong reasons, potent 
and patent, why the grade of this minister should 
be raised enough certainly to make it desirable if 
we can do it without expense, and perhaps even 

‘ It does not involve a dollar from 
the Treasury; and as regards future appropria- 
tions, I do not believe any increase will be made, 
and certainly will not be made unless there shall 
be a necessity for it, because it is not an estab- 
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lished rule with us to pay all envoys extraordi- 
nary and ministers plenipotentiary the same sal- 
ary; and that not being by any means the existing 
_ usage, I trust this will be allowed to pass as an 
amendment to the bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr, President, the King of 
the Belgians is our best friend among all the sov- 
ereigns of Europe; and although he rules over a 
very small territory he is personally, perhaps, the 
most influential sovereign upon the Continent. I 
suppose that more sovereigns consult the King of 
the Belgians than consult any other foreign poten- 
tate. Atthe time that nearly all Europe was banded 
against us the King of the Belgians exerted his 
great personal influence in our favor. At the time 
when most of the aristocracy of England were 
against us, but when the Crown of England was 
atleast friendly tous, the influence that produced 
that was owing in a large degree to the King of 
the Belgians, who went from his capital person- 
ally to consult with the sovereign of England upon 
our affairs. At the time of the Trent affair the 
diplomatic correspondence which was laid on our 
tubles showed the very great interest he felt upon 
our side, and the very great services he rendered 
tous. It would be a compliment to him to send 
him a full minister, as he has sent a full minister 
to us; and he asked us to send a full minister to 
him during the administration of Mr. Buchanan. 
It involves no sort of expense; and i hope the 
Senate will not refuse this act of courtesy to the 
best friend we have on the other side of the water. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If I regarded this, or if I 
was satisfied that it could be put on the ground of 
courtesy to the King of the Belgians, and thought 
he asked for it, Eshould not object to it; but I 
have no belief in any such thing, because every- 
body admits that he is a man of good sense. ‘If 
it is our system to send ministers of a particular 
elass to particular courts, do you suppose, sir, 
does anybody suppose, that the King of the Bel- 
glans takes exceptions to it and plants himself 
upon such trifling in regard to it? Why, sir, he 
has continued friendly to us through all this. We 
have not heard that he was unfriendly because we 
had nota minister plenipotentiary there instead of 
a minister resident. 

He isa man of high character. He is over sev- 
enty years ofage,and I do not know how near he 
istoeighty. He probably willnotlivelong. How 
do we know what the next king will be there? 
Wecannot tell. We are establishing a precedent; 
we are making a minister plenipotentiary at that 
particular place, and we should not do it with ref- 
erence to amere temporary consideration of anin- 
dividual, unless we are satisfied that there is feel- 
ing on ‘the subject, about which I have no sort of 
conviction, because the matter looks to me alto- 
gether too trifling. | 

Sir, I believe it is a mere matter for the gratifi- 
cation of the minister himself, and nothing more 
nor lessthan that. The salary is ofno consequence 
tohim. Heis agentleman of fortune. He would 
rather be there as minister without any salary 
than not be there in a diplomatic capacity. We 
all understand that. It would be very agreeable 
to him to be called minister plentpotentiary; and 
the question is whether we shall raise the rank at 
that place merely for the sake of gratifying him. 
The very lowest salary we have now for any min- 
ister plenipotentiary in Europe is $12,000, and 
here will be an anomalous minister with a salary 
of $7,500, a minister of the highest grade with a 
low salary, lower by several thousand dollars than 
anybody else of that grade. The result will be 


that if he does notapply for an increase his suc- | 


cessor will. 
Mr. SUMNER. We will not give it to him. 
~Mr. FESSENDEN, How do we know that? 


We shall have the argument then about his con- Í| 


ditions that he represents us at a friendly court, 
and ‘that itis abominable and outrageous to kee 

him there with this low salary. We shall raise 
his salary, and we shall not only do that, but we 
shall increase the rank of the whole of them. This 
eternal seeking of an increase of grade and in- 
crease of pay by almost every officer we have is 
getting to be infinitely disgusting, and,tomy mind, 
the best way would be to call him back, and send 
somebody there who would not make a fuss about 
it, He was anxious enough to go there with the 
salary we gave. He sought after the office; he 


desired it; he got it; and now let him be content |i on Foreign Relations. 


with it. ` 


Mr, SUMNER. The Senator has said in a 
very determined way that this proposition is made 


| for the eo gratification of the minister. `- 
‘ Mr. FESSENDEN. I said. I believed it to 
e SO. ie 


Mr. SUMNER. The Senator’ believes so. 
i Now, sir, I believe it to be made for the efficiency 
of the minister there, not for his personal gratifi- 
| cation. I believe that that was the reason on which 
| the committee recommended it, and the reason 
also.on which it had the support of the Secretary 
of State—because it would promote the efficiency 
of our minister at that court. Ifthe court had 
been an inconsiderable one, if the sovereign were 
| a person with whom we were not in friendly rela- 
į Hons, and whose good-will we had not special oc- 
; casion to covet, there might be no occasion per- 
haps forsuch a proposition. But looking at things 
as they are, regarding them in a practical light, 
considering the character of the country and of ita 
t sovereign, I say that the interests of our countr 
will be better represented at that court by a fall 
| minister than by one of an inferior grade. 

If, when we raise this mission, it shalt be also 
a personal gratification to the actual minister, I 
j Know not that there can be apy objection to iton 
that account. He has served the country well. 
But it isnot, as I have said, for his personal grati- 
fication that any such proposition as is now be- 
fore the Senate is presented. It is for the public 
good, because, in the view of the committee, it 
seemed best that we should be represented at that 
court by a full minister rather than by an in- 
ferior one. 

Sir, the Senate has intrusted the preparation of 
a certain part of its business to a committee of 
this body. When the Senator from Maine speaks 
| on a question of finance we all listen to him with 
respect, and it is rarely that we differ from him; 
but that Senator certainly cannot expect that the 
Senate will follow him implicitly when he speaks 
on other matters which have been given to the 
discretion of other committees of this body. This 
proposition has been carefully considered by the 
committee of the Senate having such matters in 
charge, and in the exercise of their best judgment, 
gathering light from all quarters, from other 
branches of the Government, they have thoughtit 
best to make the recommendation that they have. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts whether Mr. San- 
ford negotiated the recent treaty about the Scheldt 
dues by which we agreed to pay $500,000 to re- 
lieve our merchants from the payment of certain 
duties. 

Mr. SUMNER. He did. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I have only this to 


King of the Belgians to keep him on terms of 
friendship with us, and if we must in addition 
raise our minister there to a minister plenipoten- 


not think any more foolish treaty has been made 
for several years than the one to which I refer— 
a treaty which is now the law of the land and must 
be executed, by which we give over half a mil- 
lion dollars in gold to relieve our merchants from 
the payment of certain duties, transferring that 
burden from them to the people of the United 
States, already borne down with taxes. If thatis 
a specimen of Mr. Sanford’s capacity to manage 
the affairs of our nation, I must confess it falls 
below my standard of his ability. I have great 
respect for him and his ability. Ihave read agreat 
many of his letters. They are very voluminous 
and very well written; but E must confess that 
this specimen of his management of our foreign 
i affairs does not add very much to my opinion of 
| his capacity to act as a minister resident. 

Mr. PESSENDEN, I wish to make one re- 
mark in all good-nature in reply to what fell from 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 1 do not ex- 


plicitly upon the bills which I present from the 
Committee on Finance. I make it a point, I be- 
lieve, of carefully explaining everything to the 
Senate that needs explanation to the best of my 
ability, and then if the Senate choose to take the 
| views of the committee that I represent, very well. 
Bat, sir, I do not therefore feel myself precluded 
absolutely from debating propositions that come 
even from so high an authority as the Committee 
1 must take care of my 


say: that if we must make such treaties with the | 


tiary, it is rather an expensive friendship. Ido | 


pect the Senate or any Senator to follow me im- | 


if billy or the bills which I have the honor to intro- | 


| does not meet my judgment, T supp 


‘duce here from the Committee on. Finane 
certain extent; ‘but if a proposition is ma 


as much liberty to ex 


teh press myo 
any other gentleman, 00 ena 

Mr. SUMNER. | Certainly, 1t 
ator could not have understood me as suggest 
anything to the contrary. T alwayslistentoth 
Senator with the greatest pleasure, Hetal 
spealcs to the point, and, though I sometimes: 
the misfortune to differ from him, T always 
mire the skill with which he presents his vie ; 
On this occasion I did think that he pressed very 
assiduously at least his opposition to a ‘méasure.” 
which had been carefully considered by-the com- 
mittee which T have the honor to represént on’ 
this floor.. ; Cee 

Now, one word, if the Senator from Ohio will 
pardon me, with regard to what has fallen’ from 
him. He has alluded to the treaty which has al- 
ready been ratified in this Senate, but which the 
Senator knows very well has not yet been divulged: 
to the country. I cannot, therefore, consistently 
with the rules of this Senate, follow that Senator“ 
on this occasion in vindication ofthat treaty. It’ 
is not before the Senate in open session, and can 
not be until the ratifications have been exchanged? 
and yet the Senator alludes to what has passed in” 
executive session, ; Peek! 

Mr.SHERMAN. Imadenoreference, notthe: 
slightest, to what occurred in executive session. 
It is the law of the land now. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s pardon; 
not until the ratifications are exchanged. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps not formally. 

Mr.SUMNER. The ratifications are not yet 
exchanged, and it will not be proclaimed by the 
President until those ratifications are. exchanged.’ 
l say, therefore, I cannot follow the. Senator by 
considering on this occasion the character of that 
treaty which he has characterized as foolish. Suf- 
fice it to say, it is a treaty which has already been 
ratified ‘by two thirds of this body after a very 
careful consideration. I think the Senator went 
far when he used such positive language with re- 
gard to such an act of the Senate of which he is a 
member. a r 

But he went still further when he undertook to 
hold Mr. Sanford peculiarly responsible for that: 
negotiation. Sir, thatnegotiation was conducted 
under directions from the Department of State, and 
our minister at Brussels did nothing but apply 
and ingeniously carry forward those instructions. 
Read the papers which have been confidentially 
before this body, and I think you will admit the 
skill and ability with which our minister con- 
ducted himself on that occasion; and yet the Sen- 
ator from Ohio says that if that is to-be taken as 
a specimen of the way in which he represents us 
abroad he is not disposed to raise him to a higher 
grade. Sir, I find no evidence tosustain that sar- 
casm of the Senator. If I wereto go into a con- 
sideration of that treaty, and of the wayin which 
the negotiation was conducted, I should find oc- 
casion for compliment, and not of sarcasm. I[ 
believe, on account of that treaty, Mr. Sanford 
deserves wellof the country. I believe under the 
circumstances it was a treaty fit to be made, and 
in no sense obnoxious to the severe remark which 
has fallen from the Senator from Ohio. 

But, sir, l am unwilling to be betrayed into this 
discussion. Itis out of order, and I should like 
to bring the Senate back to the precise point at 
issue: whether they will authorize the President 
to raise our mission at Brussels or not, when it 
is considered that they do it, according to the 
proposition now pending, without any additional 
expense, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I treated the treaty when 
ratified by the Senate as the law of the land; and 
I think we ought so to regard it. Perhaps fam 
mistaken in regarding it as the law of the: land 
uhtil the ratifications are exchanged. On that 
point I may be in error. I do not wish to say a 
word of what occurred in executive session of the 
Senate, nor did I. I merely spoke of the publie 
law. 

In regard to Mr. Sanford, I know him person- 
ally, and have no objection to him. Ido object 
to that treaty; and whenever it is published asthe 
law of the land I shall perhaps frequently remind 
the Senator of that treaty and the termsof it; but 
I will not make any further allusion to it until it 
has been formally and fully exchanged. 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 
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In- reference to this amendment I have exam- 
ined:the law, and itis totally unnecessary to make 
the provision reported by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. ‘Phe President of the United States 
has the right now. to give Mr. Sanford the grade | 
of minister. plenipotentiary. ; ` : 

‘Mr. SUMNER, , If the Senator will allow me 
to interrupt him. there, he unquestionably has the 
right to give him the grade of ‘minister plenipo- 
tentiary, but it would carry with it an increase of 
salary. -The object of the committee was to pre- 
vent that increase of salary. e 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That is the very point that 
I-wish'to make to the Senator from Maine and 
the Senatorfrom Massachusetts. *The President 
of the United States may now make any of our 
ministers resident envoys extraordinary and min-_ 
isters plenipotentiary.. He may confer upon them 
either of the grades fixed by law. He may raise 
all our ministers resident to the rank of envoys 
extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary, It 
seems.to me, therefore, that the Senator from 
Maine had ‘better yicld to the amendment; be- 
cause if this amendment is not made, and the 
Secretary of State or the President chooses to 
raise. Mr. Sanford’s official position to that of 
envoy extraordinary, he can very easily do so by 
simply making the appointment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then the question of 
salary would remain with us. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But if the President shall, 
according to law, give him the additional grade, 
we should be bound to give him the salary fixed 

by law. 

IMr. FESSENDEN. His salary as minister 
to Belgium is fixed now. 

Mr. SHERMAN, No, sir. The salary for 

envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipoten- 
tiary is fixed by law thus: in Great Britain and 
France, $17,500; in Russia, Spain, Austria, and 
some other countries named, $12,000; in all other 
countries, $10,000. Fle may appoint an envoy 
extraordinary to every country in Europe and 
every country in America under the terma of this 
law; so that it is the grade that fixes the compen- 
sation. Jn all other countries exdept those named 
the grade fixes the compensation at $10,000, The 
President could to-morrow, if he saw fit, appoint 
Mr. Sanford minister plenipotentiary, and that 
would carry with it the salary of $10,000. Now, 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
is to limit the salary. 

Mr. SUMNER. It was so understood in ‘the 
committee, 

Mr. SHERMAN. But at the same time there 
is no doubt that a year or two hence, perhaps 
within a year, this difference of compensation of 
our minister plenipotentiary at Belgium and some 

other countries will be pointed out, and we will 
have to raise it to 912,000 a year. 

Mr. SUMNER. f will mention one fact in 
connection with our mission at Belgium. We 
have a secretary of legation at Belgium. He is 
the only minister resident in our whole list who 
has a secretary of legation, fn giving a secre- 
tary of legation to this minister, it was understood 
that his peculiar duties at that court made it im- 
portant for him to have such a secretary; and 
ni that respect his case was distinguished from 
all the other courts of Europe and of South Amer- 
fa where we are represented by a minister resi- 
dent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think there is some- 
thing about that which F can tell the Senator, 

Mr. POWELL. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Jet me make a remark 
first. Mr. President, I was about remarking that 
{ think I can tell the Senator from Massachusetts 
something with regard. to his last remark that he 
does not now know. I wish to say, however, 
that 1 have no idea‘of taking the responsibility 
which belongs to the-President.. If the King of 
the Belgians wishes fora minister plenipotentiary, 
as has been stated, and if the President thinks it 
advisable to appoint him, let him doso. That is 
his matter; and if he docs it, let the. necessary 
legal consequences follow. _ It is a new thing for 
us to legislate on the subject and provide that 
there shall be this office and that office at this or 
that particular place.. I would rather let it goon 
the responsibility of the President, and then we 

can look out for this matter if we think it neces- | 
sary to fix the salary in that case. i 


Mr. SUMNER. May I correct the Senatorin 
one point? f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SUMNER. The very last instance of our 
raising a mission from minister resident to a full 
mission was at Turin, and that was done by a 
special act which I remember I had the honor of 
carrying through the Senate myself. Tt was done, 
not on the proposition of the Administration, but 
it proceeded from the other House, where, as the 
Senator will remember, it was first introduced by 
Mr. Burlingame. It came to this Senate, was 
carefully considered inthe Committee on Foreign 
Relations at the time, and several of the points 
to which the Senator has referred were then dis- 
cussed. Theconclusion of the committee then was 
that under the circumstances it wasexpedient that 
theactshould be passed. It was passed, although, 
as I have said, it had no recommendation from 
the Administration. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Well, sir, I may be mis- 
taken in supposing that this is the first instance 
of the kind. At any rate Ido not see any par- 
ticular necessity for our interfering with this mis- 
sion. If there is this public pressing necessity 
for it the President can do as he is entitled to do 
in relation to the matter; and we must meet it 
when it comes to that. In all that I have said I 
desire it to be distinctly understood that I throw 
no sort of imputation on Mr. Sanford. I havea 
very high opinion of him asa gentleman, ascholar, 
and adiplomatist; and I would with pleasure vote 
for him for any position as minister plenipoten- 
tiary where we had a‘full mission for which he 
was nominated; but I do not incline at all to raise 
a place from one grade to another merely for his 
accommodation. 

Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
amendment. 

The motion was agreed to; und the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 14, 1864. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. W. Y. Brown. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 

EMANCIPATION IN TIME DISTRICT. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House acom- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting additional papers, in response to the 
resolution of the House of January Il, in refer- 
ence to emancipation in the District of Columbia; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


T hope not. 
Let us have a vote on this 


Prayer 


ERROR IN PROCEEDINGS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make 
a statement to the House in respect to an error 
in the proceedings. ‘The Secretary of the Senate 
having inadvertently announced the passage of 
the bill EE. R. C. C. No. 116, instead of the bill 
H. R. C. C. No. 216, and having since corrected 
that error by certifying to the bill that actually 
did pass, the Chair will cause the Journal to be 
amended, and will sign the proper enrolled bill, 
canceling his signature to the other, 

CALL OF STATES. 

The SPEAKER. procecded, as the first busi- 
ness in order, to call the States for bills on leave, 
for reference to committees, and not to be brought 
before the House on motions to reconsider, be- 
ginning with the State of Maine, 


NEW YORK MERCANTILE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Mr. WARD introduced a bill for the relief of 
the Mercantile Insurance Company of New York; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


BOATS’ CREWS OF THE COLORADO. 


Mr. THOMAS introduced a joint resolution 
tendering the thanks of Congress to Lieutenant 
John Henry Russell, and the officers, seamen, 
and marines in a boat expedition from the United 
States steam frigate Colorado, for their gallantry 
at Pensacola; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Naval | 


Aflairs 


IOWA RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. PRICE presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of the State of Iowa, asking for the 
passage of a law giving bounties to all soldiers 
who have been mustered into the service of the 
United States and who have been honorably dis- 
charged on account of wounds received or disease 
contracted in the service; which were ordered to 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. i 

Mr. ALLISON presented similar resolutions; 
which were disposed of in like manner. 


RAILROAD LANDS TO IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON also presented a memorial of 
the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, ask- 
ing that lands be granted to the State of Towa to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Mac- 
gregor west to the Missouri river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WAGON ROAD IN IDAHO. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa, introduced a bill for 
the constraction of a wagon road from the Mis- 
souri river to Bannock City in Idaho Territory; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. WILSON presented joint resolutions of the 
Legislature of lowa, requesting certain changes in 
the act of Congress establishing the Pacific rail- 
road and its branches; which were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the select committee on the 
Pacific railroad. 

EQUALIZING THE PAY OF SOLDIERS. 

Mr. GRINNELL presented joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, heartily 
indorsing the policy of paying soldiers and sca- 
men of African descent in the service of the Uni- 
ted States the same pay as is paid to other sol- 
diers and seamen of the same grade, and recog- 
nizing the right of soldiers and seamen of African 
descent in the service of the United States to the 
same pensions to which other soldiers and seamen 
are entitled; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD BETWEEN UTAIL AND OREGON, 


Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill to aid in the 
construction ofa railroad and telegraph line from 
Salt Lake, Utah Territory, to the head of naviga- 
tion on the Columbia river, Oregon, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, 
military, and other purposes; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the select 
committee on the Pacific railroad. 

KANSAS RAILROADS, 

Mr. WILDER presented concurrent resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of the State of Kansas,ask~ 
ing Congress to modify the act granting lands for 
the construction of the Leavenworth, Lawrence. 
and Fort Gibson railroad; which were ordered te 
be printed, and referred to the Committee on Pub 
lic Lands. 

Mr. WILDER also presented concurrent res- 
olutions of the same Legislature to amend the 
Pacific railroad act; which were ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the select committee on 
the Pacific railroad. 

LAND DISTRICT IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

Mr. COLE, of Washington, introduced a billto 
create an additional land district in Washington 
Territory; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


CONFISCATION OF REBEL PROPERTY. 
Mr. ARNOLD introduced a bill to amond the 


i laws providing for the confiscation of rebel prop- 


erty; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY. 


Mr. ARNOLD introduced a bill to secure per- 
manent peace by removing the cause of the war; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved that the bill be laidupon 
the table. 

TheSPEAKER. The billcould only bereceived 
for reference, and the motion to lay upon the table 
is not in order. f 

The bill was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
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FOX AND WISCONSIN RIVERS. 


Mr, ALLISON introduced a bill to enlarge the 
canals and improve the navigation of the Fox and 
Wisconsin rivers, from the Mississippi river to 
Lake Michigan, for military and naval purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


REBELLIOUS STATES. 


Mr. ASHLEY. At the request of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] chairman of the 


select committee on the rebellious States, I ask 


leave to present a paperto go upon the Journal of 
the Elouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot ask 
unanimous consent during the morning hour. 


Mr. ASHLEY. I withdraw the request. 
GRANTS FOR AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported back House bill No. 124, extend- 
ing the time within which the States and Terri- 
tories may accept the grant of lands made by the 
act entitled ‘An act donating public lands to the 
several States and Territories which may provide 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862; and moved 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HOOPER. [rise toa privileged question, 
I submit a report from the committee of confer- 
ence on the deficiency bill. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. 
No. 156) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1864, 
having met, after full and free conference have agrecd to 
recommend, and do recommend, to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the House of Representatives recede from their dis- 
agreement to the first, eleventh, and seventeenth amend- 
ments of the Senate, and agrge to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their cighteenth ameng- 
pont. 

That the Senate recede from so much of their third 
amendment as proposes to strike out lines eight, nine, ten 
cleven, twelve, thirteen, and fourteen, on page 3 of sai 
bill and agree to the same, with an amendment as follow: 
on page 3, Jine twelve, of said bill, after the word “Mi 
souri,?? strike ont the words “the office hereafter to he 
closed,” and insert the following words: to the Bist of 
„October, 1883, when the oflice was closed.”? And that the 
Tlouse of Representatives recede from so much of said 
third amendment as proposes to strike out lines fifteen, 
sixteen, and seventeen on page 3 of said bill, and agree to 
the same. 

{hat the House of Representatives recede from their dis- 
agreement to so much of the Scnate’s twelfth amendment 
as proposes to insert words in lieu of the words proposed 
to be stricken out, and the Senate recede from so mueh of 
their amendment as proposes to strike out words, andagree 
to the same, 

That the House of Representatives recede from their dis 
agreement to the fifteenth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendments: in line 
six of the matter proposed to be inserted by said amend- 
meut strike out the word © hundred,” and insertin jieu the 
word “thousand ;? and inline nine of the matter proposed 
to be inserted by said amendment strike out all after the 
word * provided,” and insert in licu the following words : 
“that hereafter no payment shall be made from the contin- 
gentfund of either House of Congress unless sanctioned by 
theCommiitteeto Auditand Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate or the Committee of Accounts of the House 
of Representatives respectively 5 and vo transfer of bal- 
ances of appropriations shall be made from one fund to 
another, exeept by law.” 

That the House of Representatives recede from their 
amendment to the fitth section of the bill. 

That the House of Representatives recede from their dis- 
agreement to the uinetecnth amendnicnt of the Senate and 
agree to the same with the followingamendments 2 in line 
eighteen of said amendment strike out the word © cight,?* 
and insert in licu thereof the word “ five jP aud inline nine- 
teen strike out the word “eight?? where it first occurs, and 
insert in lien thereof the word “six 3” and inthe same fine 
strike out the word “eight? where it occurs the second 
time, and insert in lieu thereof the word “ten 3" and in line 
twenty-three, after the word “office,” insert the following 
words: “fifteen clerks of class three, fifty of class two 37? | 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. I ask the’ 
gentleman from Massachusetts what the commit- 
tee of conference have agreed to in regard to the 
salaries of Assistant Secretaries? ` f 

Mr. HOOPER. ‘Lhe Senate receded from its 
amendment which.fixed the salaries of all the As- 
sistant Secretaries for the next year at$3,500.. Tt 
was thus stricken out as not appropriate to a de- 
ficiency bill to fix salaries for the next fiscal year. 
The other Senate amendment fixing the salary of 
the Second Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
at $3,000 the committee recommend to concur in. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. How will 
the law stand if this report be adopted ? : 

Mr. HOOPER. It will create the office and fix 
the salary of the Second Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury at $3,000. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The Assist- 
ant Secretaries of the Treasury and Navy will 
receive a salary of $4,000 each. 

Mr. HOOPER. ‘The law does not touch them, 
as the Senate receded from their amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Thenanew 
office is created at-$3,000 a year. 

Mr. PRICE. What is the salary of the pres- 
ent Assistant Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. HOOPER. Four thousand dollars. 

Mr. PRICE. Why this discrimination; the 
salary of some Assistant Secretaries at $3,000, 
and some at $4,000? 

Mr. HOOPER. The Senate having receded 
from their amendment, which was the only way 
in which it got into the bill, the House had noth- 
ing to do with it. 

Mr. PRICE. Who beside the Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Navy has a salary of $4,000? 

Mr. HOOPER. ‘The Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. It is established by law. 

Mr. PRICE. Why this discrimination?” 

Mr. HOOPER. Thatdiscrimination was made 
byaformer law. [demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof, the report was adopted. 

Mr. HOOPER moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MILIPARY COMMISSIONS, ETC. 

Mr. PENDLETON, under the call of States 
for resolutions, rising to offer a resolution— 

The SPRAKER stated that as the gentleman 
had offered one resolution under this call—Ohio 
being the last State called when the call was last 
suspended—he could not present another resolu- 
tion without unanimous consent, 

Mr. PENDLETON asked unanimous consent 
to introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire whether farther legislation is necessary 
to enable the civil courts of the United States to review 
the proceedings and judgments of wiilitary comunissions or 
courts-nartial, incases in which such military commissions 
or courts-martial have no jurisdiction, iu order to secure to 
the people enefits of the fifth article of the Amendments 
tothe Constitution, * that no person shall be held to answer 
for a capital or otherwise infamous crime unless on a pre- 
sentiment or indictment of a grand jury, exeept in cases | 
arising in the lund or naval forces, or in the militia when 
in actual service.” 


Mr. COBB objected. 

LOCATION OF NAVAL DEPOT. 
r Mr. SMITHERS introduced the following reso- | 
lution; which was read, considered ,and agreed to: 


Resolved, Thiat in determining the loeation of a naval 
depot, the Committee on Naval Affairs be instructed to in- 
quire into the expediency of fixing the site on the Delaware 
river. at or near the town of Newcastle. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ¢ 
Mr.BROOMALL introduced the following reso- 


lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to 


and in the same live strike out the word © two,’ and insert 
in lieu the word “ one 377 and fu the same Hnestrike outthe 
word “six,” andinsert in lieu the word * forty; and inline | 
fifty-one strike out the word “ thirty,’? and insert in lieu A 
i 
| 
H 


the word “ fiiteen j” andin line fifty-two strikeout the word | 
« sixty,?? and insert in lieu the words © thi 
the same line strike out the word ‘seventy 


ty-five 57 andin į 
and insert the i 
words “one hundred and ten 3’? and strike out ali of line 


SLATY LY. W. P. FESSENDEN, 


ie) 
re 


1 
SOLOMON FOOT, | 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
S. HOOPER, 
GEO, H. PENDLETON, 
THOMAS WILLIAMS, | 
Managers on ihe part of the House. 


Whereas it js d that the expense of printing and fur 
nishing the Congressional and Daily Globe excece i 
mnuneration derive m it, causing danger of a loss to the | 
eouutry of that valuable work in future: ‘Therefore, | 

Resoleed, iat the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the truth of the statement, and to report what 
niasures, if any, in their judgment are necessary to en- 
ablethe publisher te continue the publication of that paper 3 
and make a report by bill or otherwise. 


CONDITION OF THE REBEL STATES. 
Mr. WILLIAMS introduced the folio wing res- 
olution: 
Resolved, 


That the existing relation between the Union 


| and the rebel States constitutes a condition of public war, i 


either abdicated or forfeited their ri 
therein, the jurisdiction and powers 
over their territory and citizens continue unimpaired, and 
the latter are still amenable to the law and the judicial tribu- 
nalsof the United States for their treason and other crimes 
against the same. r, f y 

That so long as those States continue under ‘the armed 
occupation of the forees of the United States:employed-in 
suppressing the rebellion against its authority, the local laws 
are necessarily subordinated, and the functions of the civil 
authorities so far suspended therein as to prevent theexer- 
cise of all the rights arising out of their relations to this Govs 
erument, and to disable them from electing members ofeither 
branch of Cougress, ur electors for the choice of a President 
of the United States. i mae 

That the occupation of these States by the armed forces 
of the United States, cither under military commande x 
provisional governors appointed by the Executive, resting 
for its lawfulness upon the condition of insurrection exist- 
ing therein, is a purely military one, and ought to determine 
with the necessity which produced it, 

That as soon as the rebellion is suppressed in any of the 
revolting States by the reconquest aud o¢cupation thereof 
by the armics of the United States, and the same are so tran= 
quilized as to furnish adequate assurance against the reeur- 
rence of disturbance therein, it will become the duty of the 
President to communicate the fact to Congress it order 
that it may take the proper measures for the reorganization 
of the civil governments and the reéstablishinent of the 
civil functionaries therein, and preseribe such terms as it 
may deem wise and proper and consistent with the public. 
safety for the readmission of those districts. as States of 
this Union. 

That it is the exclusive right of the legislative power of 
the Government to say upon what terms those Territories 
shall be allowed to return to the Union; and that in the ad- 
justment of the existing controversy in the government ad 
interim of the reconquered territory, and in the arrangement 
of the terms of reorganization and readmission, it will be 
entirely within their competency to punish the treason ofin- 
dividuals and provide indemnity forthe expenses of the war 
and security against any future outbreak of the like kind by 
removing its causes and confiscating absolutely the property 
and estate of the guilty authors and abettors thereof, : `° ` 


Mr. WILLIAMS proposing to debate the res- 
olution, it went over under the rules. 


COLONELS COMMANDING. BRIGADES. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, introduced 
the following resolution; which was read, consid 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be Instructed to 
furnish this House with the number and names of the col- 
onels in the United States armies now commanding brig- 
ades, and the length of time such colonels severally have 
been in command. 


J. AND E. FRANCE, 

Mr. THAYER introduced a bill for the relief 
of J. & E. France; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. . 

GENERAL CADWALADER IRVINE. 


On motion of Mr. SCOFIELD, leave was given 
to withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
and petition for the payment of the balance due 
General Cadwalader Irvine. 


GENERAL MEADE’S REPORT. 


Mr. KELLEY introduced the following reso- 
lution; which, under the rules, was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That ten thousand copies of the report of Gen- 
eral Meade of the battle of Gettysburg and the accompany- 
ing reports of subordinate officers be printed for the use of 
this House. 


Mr. SCHENCK having offered one resolution 
under this call, asked unanimous consent to offer 
the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the committee on the rules be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of amending the 3st rule of 
this House by adding thercto the following: 

And ifany member, present within the bar of the House 
when a vote by yeas and nays is taken, shall neglect or 
refuse to answer to his name when called, he not haying 
been previously excused by the House, and that fact shail 
be brought to ibe notice of the Speaker by any member im- 
mediately after, the reading of the vote by the Clerk, the 
Speaker shall then direct the name of the member not Vot- 
ing to be called again by the Clerk, and ifsaid member still 
declines to answer, the Speaker shall thereupon subinit to 
the Honse for its consideration and action as a question of 
privilege what order shall be qwken in the case of such 
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recusantiember, and no.other motion or business shail be 
entertained until the case is disposed of, 
“Andthat. the committee reportat as early a 


Sicable by rule or otherwise, : 
‘Mr, STILES: objected. poe 
vy COMPENSATION OF PROVOST MARSHALS. 
Mr. GRISWOLD submitted the following reso- 

lution; whichwas read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military-Affairs be re- 

quested to: consider the. justice of altering the present law 
regulating the com pensation of provost marshals, so as to pro- 
vide-that the provest marshals shail receive commutation for 
transportation to and from their.respective places of resi- 
dence to the headquarters of the district, when it shall ex- 
ceed ten miles in distance ; and for fuel and quarters and 
forage. when: not furnished by the Government, together 
withractual expense of postage; stationery, and clerk hire 
authorized bythe ProVost Marshal General. 


Mr. JENCK ES submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, and referred to the select 
committee on rules: 


“day as- prac- 


Resolved, That the committee to whom the subject ofthe | 


rules of the House has been referred-be, and they hereby 
ive, instructed to inquire into the expediency of providing 
by rule for añ additional standing committee to be desig- 
nated as “ the Committee on Mines and Minerals,” to con- 
sist of'five members, the duties of which committee shall 
be.to consider the subject of the title of the United States 
tothe precious metals and other minerals, and also to the 
legislation that may be necessary to protect such tithe and 
10 make the same asource of revenue to the Government ; 
and ‘also to report such other propositions relative to said 
subject as may sécm tu them expedient. 

‘ CAVALRY FORCE. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, 
and-agreed. to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Afairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency and necessity of 
Increasing the cavalry force of our Army by imincdiately 


ising fifty thousand volunteers for that arm of the service 5 
and that they have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


FISHING BOUNTIES, 


Mr. 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce inguire into 
the expediency of amending or oxplaining the acts of July 
29, 1613, and March 3, 1819, and report by bill or otherwise. 
INTERFERENCE IN ELECTIONS. 

Mr. COX introduced a bill to prevent officers 
in the Arnry and Navy and other persons engaged 
in the military and other service of the United 
States from interfering in elections in the States; 
which was read a firstand second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, its | 


Secretary, informed the House that the Senate 
had passed, withoutamendment, bill of the House 
No. 302, to amend section nine of the act ap- 


proved July J7, 1862, entitled “An act to define | 


the pay and emoluments of certain officers of the 
Army ,andfor other purposes.”’ 
EQUAL RIGHTS. 


Mr, RICE, of Maine, submitted the following 
preamble and ‘resolutions: 


Whereas the vital principle of our national life emanated | 


fron: and survivesin the grand and Uvaven-inspired decla- 
ration (that all men are created equal; that they are en- 
dowed by their Creator with certain inalienable rights; that 
among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness 3” 
aud whereas the Government of the United Stales was 
established, and the Constitution adopted, in the earnest 
desire and confident expectation that both would speedily 
aind finally operate in Harmony with said “ declaration,” 
and thereby secure to all native and naturalized c zens 
equal civil rights and privileges, regardless of all conditions 
of birth, race, descent, worldly possessions, or religious 
faith; and whereas the system of American slavery has 
been and is utlerly subversive and destructive of the afore- 


said principles, desires, and expeetations,and has been the | 
fruitful progenitor of all manner of evils, social, moral, and | 


political, producing cruelty and oppression to the slave, dê- 
moralization and degradation to the free laborer, aud bru- 
talization and arrogance in the slave-driver and the slave- 
master, and has finally culminated in robbery and murder. 
rebellion and civil war, and has thus conclusively demon. 
strated thatit cannot be longer tolerated with safety to the 
Government and peace to the Union, and that justi 
sound morality, and national unity, each andali, demand i 
entire extinction; and whereas our people of Atrican de- 
scent have in the present war been more unanimous in their 
loyalty to the Government and their devotedness to the 


Union than any other class, and have, at the call of Con- | 
gress and the Executive, sprung to arms to protect the one | 
and maintain the other, aud have bravely and nobly vine | 


dicated their courage and their manhood upon the land and 
upon the water, on the battie-field and on the gun-deck ; 
and whereas the frcedmen in the District of Columbia and 
elsewhere in the United States have, by their obedience to 


the laws, their willingness to labor, their desire forimprove- | 


‘ment; and their ibility to perform military service, evinced 
tbeir capabilities as citizeus and soldiers, and thus practi 
ically reversed and annihilated the monetrous judicial dic- 


ELIOT submitted the following resolu- | 


tum and heartless party dogma, that “ they have no rights 


_ which white men are bound to respect:” Therefore, 


Resolved, That the Congress of the United States should 
by positive and effective legislation, and in accordance with 
the true theory of our republican form of government, 
guaranty and secure equality of civil rights and privileges 
to all classes of persons residing within the District of Co- 
lumbia and the ‘Perritories, and wherever else the Govern- 
ment of the United States possesses sole and exclusive ju- 
risdiction, who are required and. made liable, under the 
Constitution and the laws, to contribute to the support and 
maintenance of the Government by taxation and military 
service, and in like manner to protect, secure, and defend 


-all persons in life, liberty, and lawful pursuits, throughout 


the length and breadth of the Republic. 3 

Resolved, That Amerivan slavery having engendered the 
rebellion and sustained and prolonged the war by which 
uncounted thousands of the best citizens of the Republic 
have been made to suffer and bleed and die, and being sub- 
versive of natural right and justice, contrary to the spirit of 
our institutions, destructive of the best interests of society, 
disgracelul to our civilization, dangerous to the Republic, 
and accursed of God and all good men, should not be longer 
tolerated, but should by force of law in the adhering States, 
and the power of'arms in the rebellious States, be forever 
abolished and exterminated. 

Resolved, That all statutes, legislative acts, and city or- 
dinances having the force of law in the District of Co- 
Jumbia and the organized Territories of the United States, 
whereby persons of African descent residing therein are 


deprived of their civil rights and restrained of their just: 


privileges, ought in justice to be repealed and declared void. 

Mr. COX. I move to lay the resolutions on the 
table. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Maine 
is entitled to the floor. ; ; 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I propose to let the res- 
olutions go over. I desire to debate them. 

Mr. COX. Cannot I move to lay them on the 
table? 

The SPEAKER. They are not before the 
House; the gentleman from Maine desiring to 
debate them, they have passed from before the 
House., 

Mr. MALLORY. Who proposes to debate the 
resolutions? 

The SPEAKER. 
them. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to call the States 
and Territories, in their regular order, for reso- 
lutions, beginning with the State of New Hamp- 
shire. 

COURT-MARTIAL ON CAPTAIN HUNT. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, introduced a resolution 
requesting the Secretary of War to report to the 
House the proceedings of the court-martial in the 
case of Captain Hunt, assistant quartermaster at 
Fortress Monroe and superintendent in chartering 
vessels for the Government in the department of 
Virginia; and moved the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the resolution was agreed to. 


ANNALS OF CONGRESS. 
Mr. SMITH offered the following resolution, 


The gentleman who offers 


| and moved the previous question on its adoption: 
Resolved, That the Clerk of ihe House be directed to exe- | 


cute the resolution of the House of 29th May, 1862, ordering 
him to supply the House. library with a certain number of 
ional Annals and Debates, so far as to pay the pub- 
for the volumes delivered prior to the passage of the 
resolution of Sth June, 1862, rescinding the resolution of 
May 29, aforesaid. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky whether those Debates furnished 
are in complete sets, and whether we have any 
assurance, If we take these sets, that another res- 
olution will not be offered directing us to purchase 
the remaining books to complete the sets. 

Mr. SMITH. {l understand that this resolu- 
tion only asks for the payment for those volumes 
that are in the library, under the resolution of 
May, 1862—the books that have been delivered 
already. 

The SPEAKER. If the resolution be debated, 
it goes over under the rule.. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask a question: 
T understand this to be the old question in refer- 
ence to the Congressional Globe 

Mr. MALLORY No. It refers to the Na- 
tional Intelligencer. 

Mr. SMITH. Linsiston the previous question. 

Tellers were ordered by the Chair, and Messrs. 
Morriut and Smrru were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 63, noes 40. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. RICK, of Maine. 1 move to lay the reso- 
ution on the table; and on that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 


e 


The yeas and nays were ordered. — 

Mr. MORRILL. J desire to inquire as to the 
expense of adopting this resolution. 

Mr. SMITH. I object. SEN 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 57, nays 63; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ames, Arnoid, John D. Baldwin, 
Baxter, Beaman, Blow, Boutwell, Broomall, Ambrose W. 
Clark,Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Don- 
nelly, Dumont, Eckley, Farnsworth, Penton, Frank, Gar- 
field, Grinnell, Higby, Asahel W. Hubbard, Jolm {1. Hub~ 
bard, Jenckes, Julian, Kelley, Orlando Kellogg, Marvin, 
McBride, McClurg, McIndoe, Morrilt, Daniel Morris, Amos, 
Myers, Charles O'Neill, Patterson, Perham, Price, John H. 
Rice, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smithers, Starr, Wil- 
liam G. Steele, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. 
Washburme, Willian B. Washburn, Williaas, Wilson, 
Windom, and Woodbridge—a7. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C.Alien, Ancona, Anderson, Ash- 
ley, Baily, Augustus G. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Jacob 
B: Blair, Bliss, James S. Brown, Chanter, Clay, Cox, Daw- 
‘son, Dennison, Driggs, Eldridge, Eliot, Ganson, Griswold, 
Hale, Harding, Charles M. Harris, Hooper, Hutchins, Ker- 
nan, Knapp, Law, Long, Longyear, Mahory, Marcy, Me- 
Allister, MeDowcll, McKinney, William H. Miller, Moor- 
head, Janes R. Morris, Morrison, Noble, John O'Neil, 
Orth, Pendleton, Pruyn, Samuel J. Randali, James S. 
Rollins, Ross, Smith, Spalding, Stebbins, John B. Keele, 
Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Thayer, Thomas, Voorhees, 
Wadsworth, Ward, Whaley, Joseph W. White, and Yea- 
man—63. 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 


EQUALIZING PAY OF SOLDIERS. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour having 
expired, the remainder of the day is, by order of 
the House, under the’ contro] of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Winois. Task whether 
a motion to suspend the rules is not in order. 

‘The SPEAKER. This is acting under a sus- 
pension of the rules; being done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HOOPER. Lask the gentleman from Ohio 
yield to me. 
Mr. SCHENCK, 


to 
It is scarcely worth while, 


i Mr. Speaker, because I do not intend to ask the 


attention of the House to-day to the business of 
the Military Committee, and 1 will state why. 
The Committee on Military Affairs has, to a cer- 
tain extent, reconsidered the bill which I was 
instructed to report this morning, and in the mean 
time a bill on the same subject bas come from the 
Senate, which is either on the Speaker’s table or 
has been referred this morning—a bill to equal- 
ize the pay of the soldiersinthe Army. lam now 
instructed by the committee, instead of reporting 
the bill which we had prepared, to ask that this 
bill from the Senate be ordered to be printed and 
referred to the commiitee, I will at the same time 
ask, when we get this Senate bill before us, which 
we will be ready to report back on Wednesday 
morning, that we have the same arrangement 
made for that day that we had made for this day. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of INinois. That would 
interfere with reports from other committees 
which have been kept waiting for a long time. 
The act (S. No. 145) to equalize the pay of sol- 
diers in the United States Army was taken from 
the Speaker’s table, and, by unanimous consent, 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. SPALDING. 
to ask a question. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPALDING. I ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky whether he will consent to have the 
resolution referred toa select committee of three, 
to be appointed by the Speaker, to inquire into 
the facts, F 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order, the 
previous question having been seconded. 

Mr. SPALDING. l want to vote for this if it 
be an act of justice; not otherwise. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, this question has 
been before me for ten days past, and {f have re- 
ferred to the partics who are informed of the facts. 
Ihave the original resolution of the House under 
which these books were to be delivered. Ihave 
also the correspondence of Gales & Seaton with 
former Clerks of this House. {understand the 
whole transaction to be fair and just. I under- 
stand these men, after the passage of the resolu- 
tion, proceeded to deliver these books; and they 
ask pay for all delivered before the resolution was 
rescinded. I hold that the House is in honor 
bound, under the original resolution, to pay for 
the books delivered up to the time it was rescind- 
ed, None were delivered after the resolution was 


l ask unanimous consent 


1864. 
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repealed by the House, none whatever. I under- 
stand these to be the facts in the case. 

Mr. WINDOM asked leave to make a remark. 

Objection was made. 

On ordering the main question to be now put, 
on a division there were-—ayes 51, noes 57. 

Mr. MALLORY demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MALLORY, 
and Morris of New York, were appointed. 

The main question was not ordered; the tell- 
ers having reported—ayes 57, noes 57, and the 
Spedker voting in the negative. 

Mr. SMITH. Imove, by unanimous consent, 
to refer the resolution to a select committee of 
three, with Jeave to report at any time. j 

There was no objection. 

The main question was then ordered. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
correctly enrolled an act (H. R. No. 116) in re- 
lation to university lands in Washington Terri- 
tory; when the Speaker signed the same. 


LIQUOR TAX. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I ask unan- 
imous consent to introduce the following resolu- 
tion: 

Whereas Congress has, by the passage of the late reve- 
nue bill, affirmed the principle of taxing stocks of liquors 
Gu hand for sale by imposing a tax upomall foreign liquors 
on hand: 

Be it therefore resolved, That in the next revenue bill 
to be reported from the Committee of Ways and Meaus said 
committee is hereby instructed to ineorporate i provision to 
tax all stocks of domestie liquors on hand for sale at a rate 
of sixty cents per gallon where no tax has been laid, and 
forty cents per gallon where the tax of twenty cents per gal- 
fon has been paid. 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Imove that 
the rules be suspended for the purpose I have in- 
dicated. 

On a division there were—ayes 55, noes 46. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 54, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS--Messrs. Alley, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, Au- 
gustus C. Baldwin, John D., Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Ja- 
cob B. Blair, Boutwell, Ambrose W. Clark, Creswell, 
Dawes, Donneily, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Farns- 
worth, Hale, Hotebkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. 
Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando 
Kellogg, Kernan, Longyear, McClurg, Samuel F. Miller, 
Moorhead, Daniel Morris, Morrison, Norton, Perham, Price, 
John H. Rice, James S. Rollins, Ross, Scofield, Spalding, 
Starr, Stebbins, John B. Steele, William G, Steele, Thomas, 
Upson, Bihu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, 
Whaley, Wiliams, Wilson, and Windom—54. 

NAY 8—Mossrs. James U. Allen, Ancona, Ashley, Fran- 
cis P. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Broomall, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Cole, Cox, Thomas T. Davis, Dennison, Fenton, Garfield, 
Griswold, Harding, Harrington, Charles M. Harris, Higby, 
Hooper, Kelley, Knapp, Law, Long, Mallory, Marey, Me 
Bride, McDowell, MeKinney, Willian U. Miller, Morrill, 
James R. Morris, Noble, Charles O?Neill, John ONeill, 
Patterson, Pruyn, Samuel J. Randall, Rogers, Schenck, 
Sinith, Smithers, Stevens, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Thayer, 
Van Valkenburgh, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Ward, Joseph 
W. White, Wilder, and Woodbridge—55. 

The rules were not suspended; two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof. 

During the vote, ¢ 
i g 

Mr. ELIOT stated that Mr. Demine was paired 
with Mr. Voorures. 

Mr. WILSON stated that Mr. Kasson was 
paired with Mr, PENDLETON. 

Mr. A. MYERS stated that he was paired with 
his colleague, Mr. Lazear, on all national ques- 
tions, and did not feel at liberty to vote. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, stated that his 
colleague, Mr. Leowanp Myers, was detained 
in Philadelphia by indisposition, 

Mr. ORTH stated that he was paired with his 
colleague, Mr. Cravens. 

Mr. PENDLETON stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Jounson, was paired with Mr, Auuison. 

Mr. LAW stated that his colleague, Mr. Ep- 
GERTON, was detained from the House by illness. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

CHIPPEWA INDIANS, ETC. 

On motion of Mr. WENDOM, and by unani- 
mous consent, the Committee of the Whole on the 
Private Calendar was discharged from the further 
consideration of a joint resolution (H.R. No. 38) 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the 


Chippewa, Ottawa,.and Pottawatomie. Indians, 

residing in Michigan, the sum of $190,850, and 

the same was brought before the House for action. 
The report was read. i 
The resolution was ordered to be engrossed 


was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


by which the resolution was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 3 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Ta NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


T 
Mr. HOOPER, by unanimous consent, reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means a bill to 
provide a national currency secured by a pledge 
of United States stocks, and to provide for the cir- 
culation and redemption thereof; which was or- 
dered to be printed, and made a special order for 
Wednesday, the 23d of March, after the morning 
hour, and from day to day until disposed of. - 


j MESSAGE FROM ‘THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was reccived from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Nicoxar, 
his Private Secretary. i 

Also,a message announcing thatthe President 
had approved and signed an act for the relief of 
John Dickson, of Ilinois. 

BUSINESS ON SPEAKER’S TABLE. 

Mr. STEVENS. I movethat the House pro- 

cced to the consideration of business on the Speak- 


er’s table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


i SALE OF SURPLUS GOLD. 


The first bill taken from the Speaker’s table was 
a joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to authorize 
the Secretary of the Treasury to anticipate the 
payment of interest on the public debt, with the 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 

The question being on concurring in the Senate 
amendments, they were read, as follows: 

First amendment: 


not exceeding one year.’? 


Second amendment: 

Add at the end of the resolution the following: 

And is hereby authorized to dispose of any gold in the 
Treasury of the United States not necessary for the pay- 
ment of interest on the public debt. 

Third amendment: 

Amend the title by adding the words ‘and for other pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. KERNAN, I desire to state briefly why 
I trust the House will not recede from the bill as 
it originally passed the House and will disagree 
to the amendment of the Senate. I presume no 
one will be deceived by the attractive name given 
to this bill—a bill to sell the surplus gold in the 
Treasury. Such is the christening given by its 
proposers to the proposition which has been added 
to our bill by the Senate. Itis neither more nor 
less, [ submit to gentlemen than a proposition 
that the Government of the United States shall 
use the coin in its Treasury to shave its own pa- 

er at an enormous discount. The proposition 
1s that the Secretary of the Treasury be author- 
ized to buy up ata large discountthe paper which 
the Government has put forth, and upon which 
it has stamped the name and the reality, as far as 
it can, of currency; that the Secretary may use 
our gold and silver coin for the purpose of shaving 
that paper, giving one dollar for $1 60 of the pa- 
per which we issued ourselves, and which we 
pledged the faith of the nation we would make 
good dollar for dollar in coin. 

Why, sir, it occurs to every man, what would 
become of the honor and the credit of the indi- 
vidual who, claiming to be able to pay, who be- 
ing in a position where he is required to borrow 
money, should propose to use his means in shav- 
ing his paper at any such rate as this, or at any 
rate whatever? I congratulate the House and th 
country that this proposition has not been recom 
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of Ways and Means, but on the contrary that 
committee reported that it was a bill which ought 
notto pass. It is brought in here from some other 
quarter, and, I submit, is to be pushed through, if 
| at all, by influences, understood or not, which are 


and read a third time; and being engrossed, it. 


Mr. WINDOM moved to reconsider the. vote 


mended by the President, or by the head of any ; 
Etdid not come į! 


before the House recommended by the Committee |) 


In line three, after the word “ debt,” insert, © by a period 


of a character detrimental to. the 
country and the financial crédit and 
Government; oo 0 7 ee 
The Government of the United States; und 
the necessities pressing upon itincarry! 
war, saw fit to use its credits in the” 
issory notes which it ‘issued, and w 
it declared should be equivalent tog 
in, reference to all transactions bet ee 
als, and in the payment of -all oblige ha 
ever. The Government pledged its faith that 
would make them good; it pledged the faith of the: 
nation that they would be redeemed; and yet iow 
there is a proposition here that we shall use our’ 
coin in going into the market and shaving those. 
very obligations which were put forth’and the 
public faith solemnly pledged for’ their ‘redemp:= 
tion. I ask gentlemen if. they can Ända preees 
dent of a Government which meant to maintain 
its credit and keep its faith doing such an act?” Tt 
is wrong in principle. The Government of the’ 
United States should say to the world, “ Wein- 
sist that these obligations are good; we will make 
them good; we will redeem them inthe currency ® 
of the world; and we would scorn the idea of bès 
coming traffickers in our own paper, our owt ob= 
ligation to pay, at a-depreciation.”’ es 
More than that, sir; the law of the 25th of Feb: 
ruary, 1862, in aspecial manner pledged for ape- 
cified objects the coin which. is now proposed td 
be sold by the Government for its own paper at 
a depreciation. This Jaw authorized the issue of 
$150,000,000 of these obligations, and made them 
a legal tender. It was declared by that act that 
all duties upon imported goods should be paid-in 
coin, and that the coin so paid should be set apart 
as a special fund to be applied to the purposed 
which I shall name. Now, I ask if any gentle. 
man here believes that we have any coin beyond 
what was pledged by this act? es 
Mr. HOOPER. I would ask the gentleman i 
that law does not also provide for an issue of 
$500,000,000 of bonds? $ : 
Mr. KERNAN. Certainly; I intended to cal! 
attention to that. It authorized the issue of the 
legal-tender notes I have mentioned, and also ot 
$500,000,000 of bonds knownas the five-twenties, 
and it pledged the coin which should be received 
from the dutieson imports, and from which along 
we can now have coin in the Treasury, first, to 
pay the interest on the bonds, and secondly, to 
the payment of one per cent. of the debt of the 
United States, to be paid in each fiscal year after " 
the Ist day of July, 1861. This one percent. — 


should have been paid during the fiscal year end» 


ing last July. One percent. should bepaid in the 
fiscal year ending next July, There is no aur-- 
plus, and there will be none overand beyond the 
amount required for these objects. The amend- 
ment of the Senate authorizes the sale of all not 
required to pay interest. It does not reserve what 
is required and was pledged should be applied in 
each year to the extinguishment of one per cent. 
of our entire debt. 

What is it that gives strength to the credit of the 
nation? What is it that is to give us ability in 
the future to go into the market and get money 
upon our bonds? The fact that we have pledged 
some sixty or seventy million dollars in gold to 
be applied annually to the payment of interest so 
far as required for that purpose, and the residue 
to the payment of the principal of our debt, and 
that we live up to that pledge. Although the sink- 
ing fund is small, if we faithfully apply it, confi- 
dence will be inspired, and our financial ‘credit 
strengthened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McDonap, 
one of its clerks, asked the return to the Senate 
of bill of the House No. 203, to amend section 


| Dine of the act approved July 17, 1862, entitled 
i ‘* An act to define the pay and emoluments of cer- 
! tain officers ofthe Army,and for other purposes.” 
| There being no .objection, it was ordered that 
the bill be returned to the Senate. 

SALE OF SURPLUS GOLD— AGAIN. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
the bill commonly known as the “ gold bill.” 


Mr. KERNAN. . Mr. Speaker, this House, a 
few days since, by a vote overwhelmingly large, 
refused to adopt the proposition now before us: 
declined to do anything except to pass the reso- 
| lution ofthe gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr 
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Rourseuz,] and which I believe to be wise and” 
vight, And yet. we are asked now, when there 
weve then ouly thirty-six votes in this House in 
favor of such a proposition, to stultify ourselves 
by adopting it, and to violate the express pledge 
made of this coin for specified purposes, and to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to sell it 
inthe market. 6.000. i í 
‘Let no. man, Mr. Speaker, misunderstand my 
opposition to this bill; {admit that the power is 
avery extraordinary. one to give toany Depart- 
ment or officer of the Government. Nevertheless, 
[do not base my opposition to it on any offensive 
grounds in relation to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury... I. wül assume, for the purpose of what I 
have to day, that he will discharge his duty as 
faithfully as a man can. I base my epposition to 
it, first; on the fact. that it is unwise, unprece- 
dented, and unheard of, for aGovernment that is 
not. going into repudiation to use its coin in the 
shaving of its own paper in competition with the 
brokers and speculators in the market; and sec- 
ond, because the plighted faith of the nation is in 
the statute.that this gold shall be appropriated, 
first, to pay the interest, and second, to pay one 
er cent. of the principal of our debt in each year. 
if we live up to that, and do not fail to do our 
duty in regard to taxation, then our credit will be 
strong, and we will be able to borrow money on 
our bonds at par in our own market and in the 
markets of the world. 

Mr. Speaker, if there were any surplus, as on 
the estimates contained in the Secretary’s report 
there will not be, beyond paying our interest and 
paying one per cent. each year of the principal, 
the disposition proposed to be made of it isnota 
wise one. Lam aware, sir, that after the House 
refused to pass any such bill there was a great 
flutter in Wall street, New York, and gold was 
pushed up. In confirmation of my own judg- 
ment. I hold in my hand a letter, private to be sure, 
and which I only allude to as part of my remarks, 
written by a former cashier in our State, a gen- 
tleman of large property and large experience 
and sound judgment, who is one of the firmest 
supporters of the Administration now in power, 
From this letter I will read afew words. He was 
here during the time the bill was under consider- 
ation in this House, 1, having great confidence 
in his judgment, and not so much in my own, con- 
sulted him, and he advised strenuoasly that the 
proposition of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr Bourwenu} should be passed, and that we 
should not authorize the sale of coin. Writing 

` from New York last Saturday, he says: 


“I have noticed with some surprise the action of the 
Senate upon the gold bill, aud have fortified my opinion 
expressed to you by consultation with some able men who 
are not in the clique to put gold up; and they say emphat- 
ically the bill from the Mouse is the best and only proper 
measure in that direction. There can be no doubt gold 
was purposely put up when the bill passed the House, and 
it was with the intention and belief that this would effect 
the action of the Senate. We have seen how weil they 
calewated, and how wey Keep il playing to effect their 
purpose? * x * * I believe the sound finan- 
cial alent of the country will stand by Mr, BOUTWELLS 
amendment, however much gold speculators and gamblers 
may how! to the contrary. Sound and honest men may 
fora tinie be deecived or frightened, but there can be but 
one. result, and time will vindicate the right”? 


This is his opinion, [give itas a part of my 
remarks, as more valuable than my own opinion. 
A great clamor has been raised in some prints 
aud by some gentlemen outof this House against 
those who voted against giving authority to sell 
gold; and they have been denounced as gold-deal- 
ers. Task members whether they have known 
any one of those speculating brokers who is not 
eager that Congress shall authorize the sale of 
gold. They thrive upon uncertaintics anda vary- 
ing standard of values. Up, up, up, and down, 


down, down makes the harvest. If the Secretary | 


should sell the gold these very speculators will 
buy it; and when the Secretary is sold out the 
market wili ran up, and they will beeome the sell- 
ergs. Their business thrives on an unsettled cur- 
rency. I think their zeal in favor of the passage 
of this law arises not from the belief that the Sec- 
retary canregulate and keep-the price of goid sta- 
ble, but from the belief that they will have the 
Government of the United Siates a brother-gam- 
bler and broker in the gold markets, to the detri- 


_ment of our credit, the disgrace of our character, | 


and to the thriving ofall the men who make money 
on the variations In the price of gold, or rather in 
the value ofthe paper currency. I trust that gen- 


by the mere operations of speculators., 
The gentleman 


standing and in circulation: 
Of United States notes. .sececeecesecee cee ee 0G449, 119,548 
Of fractional currency... + $8,745,720 


Of one-year Treasury notes. 5,860,000 
Of two-year Treasury NOtCS..sessereresee eere 95,502,031 
$569,227,299 


Add to this the paper currency issued by the 
one hundred and forty or fifty banks recently or- 
ganized under the act of Congress, and we have | 
about six hundred millions of paper currency 
thrown upon the country in addition to thatissued 
by State banks and bankers. It is this inflation 
which puts up the price of gold, as is the mode 
ofexpression; which stimulates speculation, and 
raises the nominal value of all stocks and com- 
modities. 

Itis this, according to all the laws of currency, 
according to every writer on finance and political 
economy, that depreciates our paper. There is 
too much of it. It is not convertible into gold 
and silver; and therefore it is that there is this 
difference. It is this superabundant paper cur- 
rency which is raising the value of all commod- 
ities, because it is depreciating that with which 
they must be bought in markct—paper currency. 

‘The argument of my respected colleague, [Mr. | 
Srepoiys,]beautifully delivered and carefully pre- | 
pared, proves, if it is correct in premises and 
conclusions, that the Government paper is good, 
that it should not be depreciated. It shows that 
the United States is capable of paying its debts, 
Assuming this to beso, shall we destroy our credit 
by using the coin in the Treasury in purchasing 
our obligations at a large discount, and thus fur- 
ther depreciate this paper currency? 

As I said before, Mr. Speaker, a debtor who can 
say, ‘I shall be able to pay my debts,” but be- 
ing compelled daily to borrow money shall say į 
at the same time, ‘I will use the current means 
I now have, property convertible into money, | 
money itself, to buy up my own paper at a large 
discount,’ no man believes he could fora mo- | 
ment maintain his credit or borrow more money. 
It is the first step toward repudiation; and, for | 
one, s0 far as I have a vote asa member of this 
Congress, one of the departments of the Govern- 
ment, | shall never give a vote for a proposition 
which sends the-United States Government into 
the market to gamble with stock-brokers, and 
buy in our own paper at an cnormous discount. 

Mr. Speaker, we can lose nothing by rejecting 
this proposition. ‘Phere will be no accumulation 
in the Treasury. We can use the gold to pay 
the interest. We can use it to pay the principal ; 
to one percent of the public debt, to which pur- 
pose it is pledged, and this will do more toward 
giving usa stable currency and strong credit than | 
anything else of this character. If there is any- 
thing left—there is no prospect there will be—it 
can be used for other legitimate purposes without | 
loss, and there will be no hoarding. 

The gentleman’s argument is that we want to 
stop the gambling in gold, and to effect this we | 
propose to send our Treasurer into the market to 
gamble in gold! We say that we can pay all of 
our debts, that our paper should be at par, and 


therefore we will use ail the means in our posses- || 
sion in shaving our own paper; thus by our acts i 


proving that we do not regard our paper as the |) 
equivalent of gold and silver; cither that we do | 
not regard it as good, or we will be guilty our- | 
selves of breaking faith with the public creditors | 
by shaving our paper instead of paying itin full. | 

Mr. Speaker, I regret I am not that familiar | 
with the laws of currency as to be able to lay be- į 
fore the Flouse the facts and arguments which ean | 
be adduced to show fully the unsoundness of this | 
extraordinary remedy for a depreciated curreney | 
sent to us from the Senate; but I appeal to the i! 


| it was in a week ago, and in which it 
stantially been for many weeks past. 


paper currency, ; i 
y borrowing money on bonds instead of increas- 


currency. That is not so. r 
and thirty to one hundred and forty national banks 
which have come into existence, scarcely one of 
them is a substitute for an old bank. They add 
to the volume of paper money before in existence, 
and thus contribute to the inflation of prices and 
the encouragement of the spirit of speculation. 
These banks give the holders of their paper no se- 
curity but the bonds of the United States for its 
redemption, and yet the United States pay these 
banks interest on these bonds, upon which they 
issue paper as currency. If there is tobe such a 
currency it might better be issued by the United 
States directly; it would be assafe for the public, 
at least the interest on the bonds would be saved 
to the Treasury. 

But whatever are the evils growing out of the 
paper currency now in existenceand daily inereas- 
ing in amount, the measure proposed cannot, in 
my judgment, afford any permanent rélief. To 
authorize the Secretary to sell the gold on hand, 
or his making sale of it, will afford no permanent 
relief against the evils of a disordered paper cur- 
rency., If we do this we notonly incur disgrace 
but we will fail to accomplish the only desirable 
object put forth by the friends of this measure, 
which is the raising of the value of paper and di- 
minishing the value of gold. We will only by 
this means be able to put it down for a time, and 
then it will go upagain, higher than before, caus- 
ing greater fluctuations in values than are occur- 
ring now and causing them to occur according to 
the arbitrary will of one man. It seems to me 
that we should adhere to the views of the House 
as contained in the resolution offered by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Boutwe.u.] 
This will prevent any considerable accumulation 
of gold in the Treasury; it will be in accordance 
with the pledge given by the law of February, 
1862, and it will leave the laws of trade and cur- 
rency to work out the adjustment of the relative 
value of paper and gold, as must bethe case; for 
no legislation of this character will bring or tend 
to bring gold, the standard of value throughout 
the world, to the level of the paper currency which 
has been created in this country. 

Mr. PRUYN. The House by a very decided 
vote a few days ago determined to adopt the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Bourwez,] which limited the action of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to the purchase of the 
outstanding coupons of the bonds issued by the 
United States which were to mature on the Istof 
July next. The Senate, it appears, has adopted 
a proposition which, as I understand it, falls back 
upon that proposition which was offered here by 
my associate from New York, [Mr. Sresniws;} 
that is, giving power to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to sell whatis called the surplus gold at such 
time andin such amanneras he may deem proper. 
Whether or not it provides for a public notice of 
the time and place of sale I do not recollect, nor 
is it perhaps very important. The question is, 
has anything occurred since the House tooka 
vote upon this matter last week which should in- 
duce them now to change their ground? 

We all know, as a matter of fact, that on one 
or two days last week the price of gold advanced, 
or rather the obligations of the country lessened 
in value, owing-to certain circumstances which 
took place in New York. It was supposed the 
action of this House on the gold bill had affected 
the New York market. But we will see that can 
hardly be so when we bear in mind that the mar- 
ket has now gone back to just about the condition 
as sub- 
The idea 


| that our action here induced the result which took 


place in New York one or two days following 


1864. 
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is entirely unfounded. But suppose it to be so; 
suppose the action of this House did exert a tem- 
porary influence upon the gold market; the ques- 
tion is, was our action right or wrong? No mat- 
ter what the result may be, if we were right, let 
us maintain our ground; if we were wrong, let 
us change. 

I do not propose to go over all the objections 
to this measure which have been so ably urged 
by my associates from New York, but I will al- 
lude to one or two considerations connected with 
it in addition to what has already been presented. 
In the first pl&tce, by the act of 1862the Secretary 
of the Treasury is directedevery year to purchase 
in at least one per cent. of the debt of the United 
States. What the condition of that sinking fund 
is now I am not informed; nor do I know that 
there is any information in this House in regard 
to it; but from the circumstances of the Treasury 
and the condition of the country, it is fair to sup- 
pose that investments can or ought to be now 
made for the coming year. If it has not been 
made at all, then two installments are due under 
the provisions of that act, and to maintain the 
pledge of the Government and realize theamount 
needed to supply the deficiency in that fand will 
take all the surplus gold nowin the Treasury. It 
cannot be that it would be tolerated on the part 
of the Sccretary of the Treasury to issue paper 
obligations for the purpose of realizing the amount 
needed for this sinking fund. Under the act of 
1862, as I understand it, he is to appropriate the 
gold for that purpose after paying the public debt. 

But this use of the money, it seems, would not 
suit the purpose of the Secretary, as I understand 
it, because, if this purchase be made for the pur- 
pose of asinking fund, it will be necessary to keep 
the securities so purchaced to cancel them, and not 
use them again. But the object of this measure 
is to enable the Government to go into the mar- 
ket to purchase upits own securities ata discount, 
to obtain the Treasury notes which will be paid 
in for this gold, and which the Government can 
use again in the purchases which it is obliged to 
make from day to day. 

Now, sir, in my judgment the result of such a 
measure must be mischief from the beginning to 
the’end, I listened with great satisfaction to the 
arguments presented to this [Touse by my asso- 
cinte from New York, [Mr. Srznnins,] who is a 
member of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
They were presented ably and clearly, and had only 
one great objectin view, as I understood him; and 
I think the purport and substance of his remarks 
has been misunderstood by some of the members 
of this House. The whole point of his remarks 
consisted in this: an attempt to prove the ability 
of this country to meet not only its present pub- 
lic debt but any debt it may be found desirable and 
necessary to create for the purpose of suppress- 
ing the rebellion. If, from the facts he presented, 
he meant the House to draw any other inference, 
then I totally disagree with him, as I told him 
very frankly after he had closed his remarks; I 
told him that I thought he had made the worse 
appear the better reason, but that he had not suc- 
ceeded in convincing me that we might run on to 
infinity in ereating a debt. 
that there is some limit to the credit of the Gov- 
ernment as there is to that of an individual, The 
question is, when will the Government reach that 
point? Our resources may be great; they are 
great; we may be able to do more than any other 
people on the face of the globe; but apoint must 
be reached—and we are warned from a very high 


quarter that it may be reached very soon—whena j 
marked and very great depreciation will take place | 


in the Government securities. [tis not necessary 
for me to point out the causes that may produce 
this effect; but that it must in time be produced 
is just as certain as it is that the sun is to rise to- 
morrow. 


While, therefore, E agree with the general prap- | 
osition of my associate from New York, (Mr. | 


Sruezins,] that our country is able to bearagreat 
debt, that our condition is such that we can meet 
the interest on a great debt, that the patriotism of 
our people is such that they will go further than 
any other people on the face of the globe would 
go to put down this rebellion, yet l think every 
member of the House will agree. with me that 
there is a limit to this thing, and that it must 
stop somewhere. R : 
These views may not be very closely applica- 


We must all admit | 


“pelled to pay next July a certain amount of money 


lure. As the gentleman proposes to discuss it, I 


ble to the question under consideration, butinas- 
much as the remarks of my colleague have been 


adverted to, [thought it proper to say thus much | 


in regard to them. 
And now, sir, I desire to make one other re- 
mark in regard to the measure under discussion. 


What possible benefit can arise from putting a | 


few millions of gold in the market, and compel- 
ling the Secretary ofthe Treasury in a few months, 
at the furthest, again to borrow and. use for the 
operations of the Government the very. amount 
he has realized from this sale? If we were to ex- 
tinguish this amount of the public debt by this 
operation, it would be another thing; but we never 
ought to undertake to go into the market to buy 
up our own securities, unless it*be for the express 
purpose pointed out in the act of 1862, to wit, to 
buy in our securities for the purpose of creating 
the sinking fund which that act established. 

I have no charges to make in derogation of the 
character of the Secretary of the Treasury, nor 
would I undertake to say that he would exercise 
this power in any spirit of favoritism or partiality. 
I have confidence enough in his integrity to be- 
lieve that he would do what he thought best for 
the Government. ButIdo object to placing this 
power inthe hands of any man—a power so great 
that it may be abused for partisan or personal 
purposes by any man who chooses to do it. 

T trust, therefore, that the House will not de- 
part from its original proposition; that it will hold 
to the ground that the Secretary of the Treasury 
may anticipate the falling due of the coupons with 
or without rebate of interest. My own impres- 
sion is that he has a right to do it now without 
any action by Congress. The Treasury is com- 


—say $20,000,000—for coupons. If the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury can buy up that amount for 
one, two, or three hundred thousand dollars less 
than their face, at the usual rate of interest, he 
has the power to do it, and to use the money in 
the Treasury for that purpose; and it would be 
very wise and very proper. The Secretary has 
deemed it right, not wishing to exercise a power 
never before exercised, to come to Congress and 
ask for authority, as the resolution adopted by 
the Ilouse proposed to give to him, That isun- 
doubtedly safer and better. I respect the motive 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. And I dosin- 
cerely hope that the House will come to the con- 
clusion that nothing has occurred in the Interval 
since the vote was taken on the proposition that 
should induce the House to abandon the sound 
and salutary principle which it then adopted. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled an act (H.R. No. 
156) to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June, 1864, and for other purposes; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


SALE OF SURPLUS GOLD-——AGAIN. | 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
gold bill. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, in the absence of any 
debate on the part of the member from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Bourwe11] in defense of the measure 
which he proposed and advocated, E think it be- 
comes some onc to represent the majority of the 
House, and to urge that we shall stand by ourown 
bill. Ido not know whether the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has given up his bill. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio refer to me? 

Mr. COX. Ido. 


Mr. BOUTWELL. [certainly have not given 
it up. 

Mr, COX. I supposed from the fact that the 
debate was flogging, and that the gentleman had 
not claimed the floar to advocate his proposition, | 
that he had relented and abandoned it. 

Mr. BOUPWELL. I have not relented at all 
in relation to my proposition; and I intend to 
state my views more at length before the discus- 
sion closes, 

Mr. COX. Iam very glad to hear it. Ishould 
be very sorry that the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts should have retreated from 
the position he so ably maintained on this meas- 


| 
| 


will not trouble the House with any long disserta- 


tion, When thé measure was first brought tothe 
‘House 1 objected. to-its consideration: becat 
could not ‘tell on: the instant: the effeer which: it 
might have uponthe business ofthe country. Re- 
cause.of my objection, itwas charged by the Ne 
York. Tribune-that we on this side wered 
interest of the stock and gold gaviblers 
street, but itturned out, if there had been ani 


sachusetts must have been: identified witht 


‚with the great majority. of the House. Butall sue 


imputationsare unfounded:. ‘lam in favor.of sas- 
taining the bill as it passed the House: Uthink 
that our bill: will accomplish the- purpose: sought 
to bé accomplished by the gentleman from Maissa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Hoorer.] His purpose was to.te- 
duce the price of gold and the price of the various 
articles which depend upon gold for their deprecia- 
tion or their appreciation. ; 

I understood, when the measure first came be- 
fore the House, that the géntleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Hooper] was very anxious thatwe 
should not follow.the advice of the rebel Lamar, 
who said that the best way to assist the rebellion 
was to keep.up the price of gold, a.:' thus break 
down our. credit; but now, the gentleman from 
Magsachusetts, after the House. has. given ‘the 
Secretary of the Treasury power to put gold upon 
the market by paying the interest on the:public 
debt, and thereby met his argument for-the origi- 
nal bill, disfavors the House proposition, and fa- 
vors the Senate bill, which, I believe, will not.ac- 
complish the purpose he claimed for the original 
bill. I do not believe that the price of gold will 
be so affected by the Senate legislation asto reduce 
its price permanently. It may have some tempo- 
rary effect. Gold may go up or go-down under 
a momentary panic; but you might as well try to 
legislate on the laws of gravitation, or hydrostat~ 
ics, or anything else in nature, as to control by 
our expedients here the trade or currency of the 
country. These matters will seek their level by 
a law of their own.. As long as the Government 
makes its paper issues, running up now to two 
billions, and which before the war shall be ended 
will amount to four billions, if we are to believe 
that distinguished member of the Republican 
party, (Thurlow Weed,) so long will there. be a 
constantly increasing difference between gold.and 
paper. Until, by legislation, you stop paper is- 
sues, you cannot stop the vicissitudes in the gold 
market, or in the markets of the country. Some- 
thing else besides mere legislation of this kind is 
needed. You must stop the issue of that which 
is called ** money,” in order to correct’ the evils 
which the make-shifts of the Treasury are entail- 
ing upon us, The only way to stop the appre- 
ciation of gold is to stop your paper issues, which 
aid its depreciation. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the guards which we threw 
around this bill originally, and which received the 
approbation of a large majority of the House, so 
as to prevent any speculative tendencies, have 
been pushed away by the Senate. ButI will not 
favor any measure like that of the Senate, even 
if I believed in its principles, not guarded by ad- 
equate notice to those who may by competition 
assist in an honest disposal of the surplus gold. 

I have another reason why I object to this bill 
of the Senate. I oppose it because I am jeal- 
ous of power, as a, Democrat, vigilant to watch 
and guard against its encroachments; jealous of 
power as a Representative of the people, fearful 
of the aggrandizement of moneyed influences in 
the hands of the Executive or of his Cabinet, or 
of his particular favorites. I oppose this bill be- 
cause it gives the power absolutely, net to the 
President, but to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
to control the fortunes of twenty million people. 
Not mercly will it unsettle the price of produce, 
the price of labor, but also by raising the price of 
gold, which is the currency paid into the custom- 
houses, the prices of all articles of foreign im- 
portation. A power like this, sir, should be lodged 
with noone man. Jealousy of power is the par- 
ent of proper legislation; confidence in men is 
the parent of despotism and corruption, [would 
not trust in these times any man, however pure, 
even thoughthe may be as spotless as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is represented, with a power 
like this to control such momentous-interests as 
those which are now unhappily bound ‘up with 
the operations of the gold'market: >°. : 

There is something péculiar ia the way in which 
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spower hasbeen lodged ‘in the hands of the Sec-. 
retary of the Treasury. If: gentlemen will ex- 
-amirieallof the bills which have been passed since’ 
the first bill in 1812; authorizing Treasury notes 
to be issued, they will find that all of these bills 
“withoat exception authorize the President of the 
“United States to. issue notes and bonds, © When 
this régime came into: power the-bills for the issu- 
~anée-of- money and bonds: took a ‘new shape, and 
: since- then every act»pro viding for Treasury notes 
“and bends authorizes, not ‘the President of the 
«WJnited States, but the Secretary. ofthe Treasury 
to issue thems thus: changing the laws and cus- 
toms ofthe Government in that regard. . It may 
-notave been intended. to place such an immense 
power.as this in the grasp-of any man. . But so 
atise When you give the Secretary of the Treas- 
“ury power to sell this gold when he pleases, with- 
out notice, let, or hinderance from any quarter; 
when on:his own motion or caprice he can place 
at once, or withdraw at once, $20,000,000 of gold 
from the market, you put into his control the in- 
terests of every man, woman, and child in this 
country. He has already the power by law to 
buy ‘gold when he pleases, and this gives him 
power to sell gold when he pleases. If that be 
the case, he or his particular friends may at any 
time go into the gold market in New York, and 
into the various gold markets, babbling every day 
with excitement, and they may without knowl- 
edge to the public, quietly, shrewdly, run gold 
mp'as high as they choose, or run it down as low 
ag they choose... They will thus have it in their 
: power to make. fortunes at pleasure, and profits 
Allimitable. ‘Whence come these fortunes and 
profits? In the last analysis, you will find that 
~- they come from the people, from the sweat and 
sinew of the people. All these miracles of ready- 
made’ wealth come from your constituents in 
Indiana, Mr. Speaker, and from mine in Ohio. 
I would give no such power to any man, or to 
any-set of men, however good; I would place no 
such temptation before any functionary, however 
honest. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that the House will ad- 
here to its proposition, It accomplishes, as I 
have said, all that was originally desired when 
the gold bill was introduced. Let us adhere to 
‘the position of the popular branch of Congress, 
ithe louse of Representatives, from which all 
money billsshould come. L trust that the Elouse 
will not yield to this clamor of stock-brokers. aud 
gamblers, but will stand up to their own measure 
as an honest, straight-forward measure, which 


will command the approbation of every intelligent | 


and honest man in the land. 
ee BOUT WELL obtained the floor, but yield- 
ed.to 
Mr. ALLEY. 
to make any remarks on this question, but seeing 
that: nearly everything said has been upon the 
other side, I feel that itis my duty, for one, to 
give the reasons which will govern my vote on 
the pending proposition, I shall vote for the 
amendment.of the Senate, and I hope the House 
will recede from the position taken by itthe other 
day. I believe that the interest of the Govern- 
mentand that of the people will be promoted by 
such action, . I believe it is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to protect the currency in every way 


possible; and while I agree with the gentleman | 


from Ohio [Mr. Cox] in this particular, that it is 
impossible for this Congress to legislate into the 
people. confidence in paper currency, unless there 
exists a foundation of some solidity, yct legisla- 
tion Is necessary to protect that currency and to 
protect the interest of the Government and the 
people from all that causes unnecessary depreci- 
ation of the legal currency of the country; and 
while Fdo not attach so much importance to this 
measure as some do, yet I do regard it as one 
among many other instrumentalities of good, as 
something to check speculation. Ido notbelieve 
that it is. going to effecta great deal, but it willdo 
something. I think perhaps it will reduce the 
premium on gold ten, fifteen, or twenty per cent., 
and keep the matter more stable than it has been. 
It is very clear to my mind that it will produce 
that effect, and if it does nothing more, so much 
of good will have been accomplished as to justify 
the measure; and, on the other hand, I can see no 
harm to result from such action, 

{t has been said that it would be placing in the 
hands of the Secretary of the Treasury enormous 


Mr. Speaker, I did not intend | 


power. So it will, but he already has enormous | 
power,.and he has exercised that power wisely, | 
as everybody admits. While weare in this state 
of war we are compelled tointrust every high of- 
ficer of the Government with very great powers. 
No officer of the Government, I believe itis agreed 


on all hands, has exercised that power more 


wisely, more prudently, or more conscientiously 
than the distinguished Secretary of the Treasury. 
If I had not confidence in the Secretary of the | 
Treasury I should have some doubt about the pro- 
priety of this measure; but having all confidence 
in him, and believing that in his hands the power 
will be productive of good and noevil, I do hope 
the House will recede from their former action and 
pass the resolution as it came from the Senate. 

i was astonished the other day on hearing the 
remarks made all around this House upon this 
question, magnifying its importance both for good 
andfor evil, on the one sideand on the other; and 
many of the declarations of some of the gentle- 
men upon the other side seemed to me, I should 
almost say, preposterous. The gentleman from 
New York who isnot now in his seat—[Mr. Frr- 
warpo Woop|]—spoke of the vast indebtedness of 
this Government, and of its ultimate repudiation. 
It seemedto me—no, I will not quite say that—but 
1 will declare that Lam afraid the wish was father to 
the thought. I hopeit wasnot so; butit seemed 
to me, when he spoke of bankruptcy, desolation, 
ruin, and repudiation, that it might be that the 
wish was father to the thought; for, sir, I could 
see no other reason under heaven for the declara- 
tion of such opinions and such sentiments; for 
while “all is yellow to the jaundiced vision,’’ there 
is certainly nothing in our present condition to 
justify to any sound mind any such conclusions, 

That gentleman drew invidious comparisons 
between the financial conduct of the British Gov- 
ernment and our own, and alluded to the policy 
of England from its early history down to the close 
of the Napoleonic wars; and there was scarcely 
a statement that the truth of history will bear him 
outin. He spoke of paper currency as origina- 
ting with Charles I. In that he was entirely mis- 
taken. He spoke of the action of the British Gov- 
ernment in the reign of Charles II, and the repr- 
diation Of their paper currency in that reign. In 
that he was mistaken. There was no paper used | 
in England as a circulating medium until after the 
establishment of the Bank of England, which was 
organized in 1694, nearly ten years after the death 
of Charles If, in the reignof William HI. Then 
it was that the public debt of Great Britain com- 
meneed, and from that day to this, with the ex- 
ception of a very few years, it has been increas- | 
ing. He referred to the policy of England, and | 
told us we would do well to follow her example. | 
He recommended us to follow the example of that 
ilustriousstatesman, Mr. Pitt, who, he said, was 
in favor of the largest taxation, and under whose 
ministry the public debt of Great Britain was but 
slightly increased, they raising almost all they 
necded by taxation during the wars through which 
they passed. Now, Mr. Speaker, the national 
debt was enormously increased under Mr, Pitt, 
and it was increased in just such a way as we are 
obliged to increase our debt, and as we shall in- 


| crease it unless we adopt a policy different from 


that suggested on the other side—and increase it 
to our ruin. 

The debt of Great Britain was increased, from 
1793 to 1805, from £240,000,000 to more than 
double that sum. Nearly the whole of this time | 
was during the ministry of Pitt. It has always 
seemed to me that England managed her national 
debt under the auspices of Pitt very badly. But 
we must remember that she was obliged at the 
time toeffect loans at such ruinous sacrifices, which 
were greater during the Peninsular war than at j 
almost any other period in her history. She was, 
like us in the present, contending for national life. 
Her very existence as a nation depended upon 
the issue ofthe contest. Her troubles were greatly 
increased, her movements embarrassed, and her 
credit greatly impaired, by a malignant and un- 
principled party, few in numbers, but active and 
unscrupulous, who, while pretending to patriotic | 
devotion to the interests of the country, were de- | 

i 
i 
i 


nouncing and assailing the administration of the 
Government in every possible way, and not with- 
out effect. But when the Government triumphed 
and its imperiled existence was preserved, these | 
men were remembered by the people, and not one 


of their leaders was ever after honored or trusted 
by the British public. Theirdebt was more than 
trebled from 1793 to 1814. The policy of Eng- 
land.always was to keep control of the currency; 
and the Governmentin great degree regulated the 
price of gold during the long period of the suspen- 
sion of specie payments by the Bank of England. 
If she had been as wise in regard to her mode of 
contracting and funding debis as she was in regu- 
lating and controlling the currency she would 
never have been burdened with such a debt as 
she now has, a debt of over €800,000,000, equal 
to $4,000,000,000—a debt which, was increased 
during the Napoleonic wars £500,000,000 or 
$2,500,000,000. And how was it thus increased? 
By the same policy by which we are now to some 
extentat least increasing our debt. Great Britain 
for that £800,000,000, or at least six hundred mil- 
lions of it, never received over two thirds the 
amount in value. A large per cent. of that loss 
was ascribable to her bad financiering. Taking the 
period of time from 1736 to the present hour the 
British Government never received for this enor- 
mous debt, on an average, more than sixty to 
sixty-five cents on the dollar in bona. fide value. 
Many of our negotiations and loans have not prac- 
tically netted us much more than that. If we do 
not increase our taxation or exert the power 
which is in our hands to control this speculation 
and to regulate the currency, we shall find ita great 
deal worse than England found it in the darkest 
period of her history. f 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one measure which 
we have got to resort to to save this nation from 
impending financial ruin, which must inevitably 
come upon us if we do not resort to it; but there 
is only one measure that will do it, and that meas- 
ure is the fullest taxation. If you will tax the 
people, as you ought to tax them, to such an ex- 
tent thatit will secure the confidence of the people 
in the ultimate payment of our securities, you will 
then secure the full value for all our indebtedness, 
and you will not do it without that, Pass this 
measure, and give the Secretary of the Treasury 
the power to contròl to some extent the gold mar- 
ket, and you deprive the gold speculators of the 
power to raise the price of gold beyond what the 
confidence of the country establishes itat; and the 
confidence of the country will establish gold at a 
price just proportionate to our willingness and 
ability ultimately to pay our indebtedness, as will 
be shown chiefly in our disposition regarding 
taxation. 

Now, sir, I take it that if there were no specu- 
lation in gold, if there were none of this stock- 
gambling, if there was no chance for what is called 
cornering gold,” ifall the capitalists of the coun- 
try without exception believed that these Govern- 


; ment securities would ultimately be redeemed, all 


Sur securities bearing six percent. interest, instead 
of being fifty or sixty per cent. below par by the 
gold standard, would be worth $1 20 on the dollar 
in specie funds. l believe that no financial man 
of experience and knowledge on this subject will 
gainsay or dispute this statement. 

What, then, are we to do to counteract this 
state of things? Mr. Speaker, there is only onc 
way to do it: we must resort to increased taxa- 
tion; and I conjure this House by everything they 
hold dear to resort at once to this great conserva- 
tor of nations’ credit—taxation—taxation to the 
fullest extent, no matter what the consequences 
to themselves personally maybe. The salvation 
of the country, in my judgment, depends upon 
it. I fear nothing but an unwillingness.to resort 
to taxation. It must be resorted to; and when 
you convinee the capitalists of the country that 
you are determined to resort to taxation for the 
prosecution of this war to the fullest extent that 
the country can bear, to tax especially the 
wealth of the country, and thereby give promise 
of your purpose to redeem ultimately every dol- 
lar of the indebtedness of the Government, you 
will have their confidence, and you wil! be able 
to obtain loans ata rate somewhatcommensurate 
with your vast resources, I shall say nothing 
about economy in this connection, for when you . 
tax everybody heavily the people will see to it 
that their servants are held to a pretty rigid ace 
countability as to expenditures. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall not be very much 
frightened if the House adhere to its first action, 
and refuse to concur with the Senate in its amend- 
ment; but I shall be alarmed if this Congress 
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rss to tax the country to the fullest extent it can 
ear. | 

Believing, as I do, that this measure is a judi- | 
cious and wise one, and that it is an instrument- 
ality which can effect some considerable good, and 
no harm, I am in favor of it. I cannot conceive | 
how it can do any possible harm. It certainly 
will, toa very considérable extent, prevent spec- 
ulation, Asto the proposition of my colleague 
{Mr. BourweLL] to anticipate the payment of 
coupons, with or without rebate, I cannot con- 
ceive how that can produce any considerable ef- 
fect any way. It may deplete the Treassry to 
some extent, and it may prevent, in some slight 
degree, thisaécumulation of gold in the sub-Treas- 
ury, butit will not have the desired effect of pre- 
venting speculation; and that, I take it, is what 
we want to accomplish. I cannot conceive how | 
any true patriot, how any one who desires to for- 
ward the true interests of the country, can fail | 
to see that this speculative spirit is encouraged 
and promoted by the refusal of the House to put | 
into the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury | 
this power to sellhis surplusgold. I cannot see | 
how any person who is in favor of this Admin- 
istration, and who has voted to intrust the Ad- | 
ministration with that vast amount of power né- | 
cessary to be placed in its hands, can refuse to 
put this additional power into the hands of one in 
whom there is so much confidence. 

In my judgment, Mr, Speaker, even if the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury does not sell one single 
dollar of gold in this way, still the very fact that | 
the stock-jobbers of the country know that that 
power is in his hands and can be used at any 
time, will do a good deal toward preventing spec- 


ulation in gold, and will very much reduce its | 


price, I do not anticipate that the Secretary of 


the Treasury will find it necessary to dispose of | 
any considerable amount of gold. At all events i 


I fecl certain that he will not dispose of any that 
there is any reasonable chance of his needing to 
redeem the maturin 
ment. But, as I said just now, even if he does 
not sell a single dollar of gold, the fact of his hav- 
ing the power to do so will be productive of great 


good. 
For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed 
to the proposition adopted on motion of my col- 


league, [Mr. BourwELL,] and am in favor of the 
Senate amendment giving this power to the Sec- 
retary, Ido not say that I should be in favor of 
his exercising it. J do not believe that he will 
exercise it often. Perhaps he would never exer- 
ciseit. Weknowhis carefalness. We know his 
prudence. We know his desire to provide forall 
the exigencies of the Treasury, prospective as well 
agin the present. Knowing that, I do not see 
how any gentleman on this side of the House can 
think that the Secretary of the ‘Treasury will ex- 


ereise that power unwisely by selling gold that || 


the Treasury may require.” If there is more gold 
on hand than can be required, it certatoly would | 
be wise to sell it; and when it is sold the effects 
of that act will be seen on the market. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, if there wasa large surplus 
of $20,000,000 of gold in the Treasury, what 
would be the benefit of selling it at the present | 
time as affecting our pecuniary interests? Even 
supposing that it did not result in reducing the 
price of gold much, it would at least have the | 
effect of putting in the Treasary from thirty to 
thirty-three millions of actual capital, and saving 
the luterest on it for several months, till next 
July, If we have $20,000,000 of goid in the 
Treasury which we can spare, and which will 
not be needed till next July, and if we sell that | 
gold atits present price, and there should beno va- 
riation in prices between nowand then, we should | 
have the advantage of the use of $30,000,000 or | 
more, and save four months’ interest upon it, 
which, at two per cent., would be $600,000 or | 
more. Is not that worth saving? Every man 
can cipher out that advantage, and sce that it js 
exactly so. If we have $20,090,000 in gold now 
to spare, and the Secretary of the Treasury sees | 
that it will not be wanted till July, then hecan not 
only save six or eight hundred thousand dollars 
in interest, but also relieve the Government from | 
so much of its present indebtedness. ‘That* will l 
be a large and positive saving, besides promoting 
the credit of the Government; because every dol- | 
lar you can avoid goinginto the marketand obtain- | 
ing by loan helps the credit of the Government so 


| 
| 
i 
i 


g obligations of his Depart- | 


much, and this is no inconsiderable benefit to the 
Government. hae oe 
Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is aplain 


we havea right to governmental protection against 
these speculations. The merchants of the country; 
the manufacturers of the country, the business 
people of the country, have a right to expect that 
the Government will do all it can to protect them 
against the spirit of speculation. 

Now, sir, £ have not received a letter from.a 
single merchant, I have not found an. individual 
who had large possessions and large business in- 
terests, who does not feel that this power placed 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, if 
properly exercised, will be productive of good. 
Notan individual of large business interests I have 
conversed with, not a correspondent of that char- 
acter, and I have many such allover the country, 
with one exception, and that is agentleman who 
has long since retired from active mercantile busi- 
ness, though formerly a gentleman of large busi- 
ness connections—with that. single exception I 
have not reccived a letter that has not advised this 
thing as productive of considerable good. 

As I said before, I do not think that it will be 
productive of such vast results as some think for; 
that, independent and alone, it will not accom- 
plish very much. But it is as certain es we live, 
as certain as that time rolls on, that unless we pro- 
tect the currency of the country in every possible 
way, and raise by taxation all we can to give an 
earnest to the people of our purpose and determ- 
ination to sustain the credit of the Government 
in every possible manner; I say that unless we do 
that before Congress adjourns, you will see the 
paper of this Government not worth in gold fifty 
‘| cents on the dollar. No, sir, not worth fifty cents 
on the dollar. With such immense resources as 
we have, such unbounded wealth, with such pa- 
triotism as the people exhibit, if we will only sup- 
ply, by taxation and such incidental Jegislation as 
this measure proposes, the wants of the Govern- 
mentat the present time, we shall sustain the credit 
of the Government to the fullest extent, and as 
the credit of no Government ever was sustained 
through such a trial since the world began. But 
everything depends upon our legislation. If we 
do vot give adequate legislation, then we have 
everything to fear and nothing to hope. 

Twill conclude by saying that I do hope the res- 
olution as it came from the Senate will be adopted 
by the House, If we were unwise the other day 
in passing a resolution which we did, I hope that 
the House will be wise enough, if convinced that 
it was wrong, to back outof that action, and not 
adhere to it on account of any pride of opinion. 
We have everything to encourage and guide us in 
the history and experience of other nations, and 
| in their example, guided by the light of their ex- 
perience, we may see the way to a safe solution of 
| our embarrassments. With such boundless re- 
sources and unexampled energics as the American 
| people possess, nothing can rain or even cripple 
us but nsafiicient or misjudged legislation. 
| Mr. BOCTWELL. Mr. Speaker, it is desi- 
rable that the vote should be taken this evening, 
and after making the remarks I design to submit, 
1 intend to demand the previous question. I un- 
derstand that that will be satisfactory to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. They will have their 
hour for reply. 

Mr. HULBURD. I am opposed to the pas- 
sage of this resolution as it has come back from 
the Senate. If the resolution must pass at all, I 
greatly prefer it in the shape in which it left this 
House, the shape proposed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Bourwetn.] The gente- 
man from Massachusetts who has just spoken 
[Mr. AtLey] said that his correspondence indi- 
cates that it is very desirable that this resolution 
shouid pass as it came from the Senate. 1 wish 
to say to him that [ have correspondence which 
indicates entirely a diferent thing. 1 hold in my 
hand now a paper written by a gentleman from 
| New York—and who is not on that side of the 
House, either—who says that if this measure 
passes in the shape the Senate gave it, gold in the 
city of New York will be two hundred per cent. 
within sixty days; that the very fact that that 
resolution requires that there shall be five days’ 
notice of sale given willgive the brokers in New 
York ample time to prepare themselves to take 
up any amount of gold which the Secretary has 


proposition so far as that goes. Then I say that | 


‘in his vaults. to dispose of, ang that instead o! 


‘price. 


“all time to’ come; 


preciating gold-it will positiv 
But there is aviotlier objection to this i 


The act of 1862 pledged the application of this, 


; gold to the payment of mtereston the public debs, 


and one per cent., by way of asinking furdin 
on the entire dobt i 

ernment. This’ resolution: 6f the Senate endres ~ 
the latter provision of that act Tts passade 
be a fatal stab to the credit of his Gova ; 
and I adjure members of this House to: aise be- 
fore they adopt the amendment’ of the enate to 
this resolution. If we:must confér'such & power 
let ws give it in a proper and legitimate: manner, 
as the gentleman from Massachusetts proposes 
to do it, having regard to the pledge of the public 
faith made by the act of 1862. “Any ‘departure 
from that will swing us loose from our moorings 
and jeopardize and ‘shake the financial credit, 
faith, and stability of the Government... 2°»: 

Mr. BOUTWELL. FT agree with my colleague 
who addressed the House this ‘morring {Mr. 
ALLEY] that the passage of the joint ‘resolution 
as it comes fromthe Senate will have some effect 
upon the price of gold; but I believe that the:ef- 
fect will be temporary only, The condition-of 
this country, its necessities and its förtunes;:jus- 
tify an attempt, at least, to put its financial affairs 
upon a broader basis than is contemplated:-by 
this resolution, either as it went from the-House 
or with the amendment introduced by the Senate. 

It is a peculiar circumstance. that thus far. the 

Secretary of the Treasury is not publicly com- 
mitted in favor of the passage of this- measure. 
My opposition to granting authority to the Secre- 
tary to sell gold docs not proceed from the appre- 
hension that he will exercise the authority un- 
faithfully, or intentionally to the prejudice of the 
public interest; but I am opposed to granting this 
power because, in the first place, I think we have 
no right to grant it. Ido not speak of right in 
the sense of power, but I mean to say that we 
have no moral right to grant theauthority. In the 
next place, if I were satisfied that we had the right 
I should still think it unwise in the highest de- 
gree to exercise it. 

It has been observed that when this resolution 
passed the House and.went to the Senate; gold 
advanced from three to five per cent. in the markets 
of New York. On Saturday it declined Six or 
seven per cent. below the highest rate previously 
attained, J] trustno man will be influenced in his 
vote by a fact of this character, for it. can be-ex- 
plained in several ways. It may be explained by 
supposing thatthe men who deal in gold, having 
the opinion—the honest opinion very likely—that 
the passage of this measure will produce a tempo- 
rary depreciation in the price, prepared themselves 
for that event. Or the rise in price may have been 
a device on their partto secure a grant of author- 
ity to the Secretary to make the proposed sales. 
But it does not follow that the passage of this 
resolution in either shape—the shape in which it 
passed the louse or that in which it passed the 
Scenate—is calculated to affect permanently the 
price of gold. Weare to judge the measure with 
reference to its effectupon the country generally, 
and through a long period of time. In what I 
say, | address myself to a condition of war. If 
we soon obtain peace, as I trust we may by the 
success of our arms, the character of our financial 
measures will be comparatively unimportant. 
Considering the resources of the country, the ca- 
pacity of its people, and its productive power ina 
time of peace, we feel assured that the nation can 
rise superior to the effects of unfortunate or even 
unwise legislation; but in discussing this measure 
I address myself to the probable condition of the 
country should the war continue not only during 
the year 1864 but also.during the year 1865. 

If the war shall or shall not thuscontinue, what 
is to be the condition of the country in reference to 
the supply and use of coin? Inthe financial year of 
1864-65 there is to be a demand for coin'to the 
extent of $85,000,000. The Secretary of the Treas- 


j ury has estimated the receipts from the custom- 


houses for the same period of time at $70,000,000, 


| showing a deficit of $15,000,000. : 


Sir, L never heard of this bill until the morning 
when it was called. up for consideration by: the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and on which I 
submitted my amendment to the House... When 
the resolution was presented my mind wentback to 
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tain thoughts I had had touching our finances, 


Le ; : Foon fig ge C R à 
“one of which wasthatthè time was coming whenit | 


would bedifficult 
_ gle enough.to mee 


for the Government to secure spe- 
tits liabilities. . bhad suggested 
"privately. to my colleague who is upon the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means [Mr. Hooper] the 
propriety of; imposing a tax on cotton to be paid 
_dn-specie.. I thought that such a tax might give 
: us from twenty to forty million dollars in specie, 
“which. might be appropriated to the payment of 
` the interest on the public debt in coin. In this 
connection, and naturally, I was led to reflect on 
` the measure proposed by the Committee of Ways 
‘and. Means. .I supposed that instead of a surplus 
of coin in the next sixteen’ months there would 
beadeficiency. Speculators, who are notrespons- 
+- ible for the financial condition of the country, may 
| give, advice, either wise or unwise, without care 
‘or. thought; but I feel bound. to submit that, in 
accordance with the doctrines of the Constitution 
-and the principles of liberty which we have in- 
herited from our ancestors on the other side of 
the Atlantic, the responsibility for the financial 
condition of the country rests upon this House; 
and I submit deferentially that whoever upon 
this floor takes into consideration the financial 
condition of the country. until July next only, and 
omits the year that is to follow, fails to compre- 
-hend the great facts upon which the safety of the 
Republic rests. We must look to the next year 
as well as to this, : Sir, | was bred to business, 
and early instructed in the principle or rule of 
commercial safety, that a merchant who has a 
surplus of funds which he does not need for the 
purpose of meeting his immediate liabilities, but 
“who has paper maturing the next month or the 
month after, instead of going into the market and 
loaning his temporary surplus to his neighbor, or 
investing it in stocks or real estate, should go to 
his creditors and anticipate his indebtedness, and 
thus provide for his liabilities and sustain his 
credit. ; 

Is vot the Government to-day in the position 
of adebtor who has more money than he needs 

at the. moment, but who will be called upon in 
the next four, six, or twelve months to pay an 
amount which he cannot obtain in the ordinary 
course of business during the months when the 
indebtedness is to mature? 

The purpose of this resolution, as adopted by 
the House, is to relicve the ‘Treasury of a tempo- 
rary surplus which, it is alleged by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means—and the force of their 
statement I did not fail to see—is affecting unfa- 
vorably the business of the country. it was my 
purpose, by anticipating the payment of the in- 
terest coupons from time to time, to carry the 


temporary surplus of the present financial year 


over to the year 1864-65, when, according to the 
estimates of the Secretary, there will be a defi- 
ciency... thought it a wise proposition. I sub- 
mit deferentially to the House that the facts have 
not changed. A member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, (Mr. Hoorer,] whom Lhonor 
as my colleague, styted to the House in the ori- 


ginal debate that there would be asurplus of from | 


ten to twelve million dollars on the Ist of July 
next. This surplus.of $12,000,000, added to the 
estimated receipts for the year 1864-65, makes an 
aggregate of $82,000,000. You will be calied to 
pay, during the year 1864-65, $85,000,000; so 
that, if these estimates are correct, there will still 


be a deficit of $3,000,000. 


And now the proposition submitted to the House | 
and the country is, that instead of applying this | 


temporary surplus of ten or twelve millions to the 
payment of coupons that are to be paid in coin 
unless the Government intends to repudiate, the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall go into the market 
and sell this coin. One of two things must then 
happen if these estimates are true and if the war 
continues—and all that I say is on that assump- 
tion—you will either refuse in the year 1864-65 


to pay your interest in coin, or you will go into | 


the market and buy coin for the purpose at the 
cheapest price at which you can get it. This 
Government isin the condition in regard to money 
in which it would be in reference to bread for the 
Army if there was ashort crop of grain, and the 


Government, having contro! of a quantity neces- || 
sary for the maintenance of the Army, and more |! 
-than could be-used within the nextthree months, | 
but not having a surplus beyond the requirements. based upon actual losses frora private: : 
of the next twelve months, should, in order to il the apprehensions and fars of the under i 


| we do, thatthe possession by the Secretary of the 


| to protect the currency. It will prove a pallia- 


P ! 
, the purchase of Government paper at the lowest ji 
i| price it conld be obtained at in market? | 


; to those questions as far as I understand them. 


l uncertainty. We know very well that the pre- | 


force down the price, seH that which it liad: in 
store, put it into the hands of speculators ready 
to buy it, and then trust to the tender mercies of 
greedy men when the exigencies of the country 
should demand bread for the Army at any cost. 
We have, temporarily, a surplus of money. 
And what is the proposition? To take ten or 
twelve millions, a temporary surplus, put it into 
the markets of New York, sell it to the specula- 
tors who will make a ring large enough to buy it, 
(they can hold it for six months for two and a 
half or three per cent.,) and when your exigencies 
come, when the day of your distressis upon you, 
as it will be, if the estimates of the Secretary of 
the Treasury are right, you will be in the power 
of these men. I ask whether the Representatives 
of the people are prepared to authorizea measure 
so fruitful of disaster if the war shall continue? 
It is said that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
not likely to act under your authority. There is 
no man on this floor whose confidence in the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury exceeds mine. I have known 
him personally, I have known him somewhat in- 
timately, and I believe that no public officer, from 
the establishment of the Government till now, 
has exercised his high trusts with a more sincere 
and conscientious regard for the interests of the 
county. But it is not the officer that is to be 
clothed with this authority; itis the office. I 
am free to say that I do not mean to vote to intrust 
any public officer with authority except on the 
ground of necessity; and while I do not hesitate 
to give my vote forall necessary authority to en- 
able the Executive to carry on this war; while I 
am not troubled with the suspension of the writ 
of habeas corpus; while I have no apprehension 
that the liberties of the people of the country are 
to be wrested from them, I yet maintain that itis 
no time, when we are conferring great and unex- 
ampled powers on exceutive officers that are ne- 
cessary to be conferred, to confer upon them also 
powers that are unnecessary. This is the time, 
ifever, to withhold authority notabsolutely neces- 
sary, in order that if it should happen that there 
should be an attempt to abuse any of the powers 
which in good faith we have granted, we may still 
have in our hands the means of reclaiming those | 
abused powers from unfaithful public servants, 
Mr. ALLEY. I desire to ask my colleague if 
he knows anything more necessary than to pro- 
tect the curreney of the country in the present 
emergency, and whether he does net believe, as 


Treasury of the powers that we propose to give 
him, would, to some extent at least, protect the | 
currency? 

Mr.BOUTWELL. Iwillsay tomy colleague | 
in all frankness that if I had no more faith in the 
eflicacy of this measure than was expressed by 
him in his remarks to-day, | certainly should not | 
vote forit. I do notahink this measure necessary 


tive, not a remedy. 

Mr. ALLEY. Will my colleague answer me | 
further? Does he not believe, if the Secretary of | 
the Treasury should not exercise that power, the 
fact of his possessing that power will prevent, to 
a considerable extent, speculation in gold? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Thechicfelement which 
enters into speculation everywhere is uncertainty 
Uncertainty is the basis of speculation. This 
measure, as it comes from the Senate, introduces ' 
into the business of the country a new clement of 
uncertainty, to wit, the will of the Secretary of the | 
Treasury. 

Mr. HIGBY. Would not our finances be ina | 
firmer condition by the passage of the House bill, 
without the Senate amendments, than its pa 
with those amendments, and be a greater ch 
upon speculation in the publiceredits ? Whena 
surplus of gold had accumulated would not the 
anticipation of payment, and making paymentin 
amount as paper should demand, be far more 
owerful in controlling the market than to allow | 


Mr, BOUTWELL. Igiveanaffirmative answer 


Mr. Speaker, I was saying, when interrupted, ! 
that one of the chief elements of speculation is 


miums on maritime risks in time of war are not i; 


of what:those losses may possibly be. Now, if 
you give to the Secretary of the Treasury the 
power to sell gold. in addition to the power he 
now has to buy gold, it will always be an elc- 
tment of uncertainty in the gold market in addi- 
tion to those elements which exist at present; 


| and a merchant or speculator buying gold or sell- 


ing gold will always take into account the fact 
that the Secretary of the Treasury may go into 
the market and buy or sell gold and force it tem~ 
porarily above or below the price at which it was 
held on the day of the sale or purchase. _ 

There is yet another objection to giving the 
Secretary of the Treasury this power. We do 
not know whether he will exercise it or not; and 
this House ought not to confer power unless it 
believes that an exigency will exist- when he 
ought to exercise it, I believe no such exigency 
ean exist while the law of 1862 remains upon the 
gtatule-book, On the 25th of February, 1862, the 
Congress of the United States passed a loan bill 
asking the country and the world to furnish 
$500,000,000 to enable us to carry on the war. 
În that bill we introduced two pledges. The 
first was that nothing but coin should be received 
in payment of custom-house duties. Secondly, 
that this coin should be appropriated, first to the 
payment of the interest on the public debt, and 
secondly, thata sinking fund should be created 
by the use of the coin in purchase of bonds equal 
to one per cent. of the whole public debt. The 
balance, if any, was to go into the gencral Treas- 
ury. What is the proposition which comes to 
us from the Senate? It contains, to be sare, a 
promise to secure the payment of the interest on 
the public debt, but no attention is given to the 
second great pledge, the establishment of a sink- 
ing fund, which each year should be increased in 
an amount equal to one per cent. of the public 
debt. The redemption of this pledge will require 
for the years 1863-64 and 1864-65 not less than 
$15,000,000. Task gentlemen in all sincerity how 
they are to defend themselves to theirconstituen ts 
and to the world if they disregard this solemn ob- 
ligation? Is there any defense? J know of none. 

‘A gentleman, in endeavoring to satisfy me that 
this bill ought to pass, assures me that the world 
does not know that we have made this pledge. I 
eannot say whether the world knows itor not. | 
knowit. Thisissufficientforme. I know thatthis 
pledge was made, and therefore, so long as l have 
power, l intend to keep it. I willattempt to keep 
it though the Committee of Ways aud Means 
make no provision therefor. Task what defense, 
what excuse, what justification is offered? Is it 
said that theGovernmentintends to secure this gold 
atacheaperrateby andby? Lask my colleague 
on the Committee of Ways and Means, if to-mor- 
row I were to give hima bond under seal that I 
would convey to him in fee in one year a certain 
estate, and the nextday he should hear that Thad 
conveyed it by warranty deed to a third person, 
would he not feel that at that very moment 1 had 
violated my faith? ` 

Mr. STEVENS. Suppose the piece of property 
was to be conveyed a yearhence,and he conclude 
to sel] it to somebody elsc, have I a right to say 
anything before the year comes round, and before 
I scc whether or not he has then anything to pay 
with? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The gentleman will ob- 
serve that that is a different case entirely from 
this, because here the law says that “from and 
after the Ist of July, 1862,” the Government will 
do soand so. The day of performance hasalready 
passed. Nearly two years have transpired, and 
you have not yet taken the first step toward the 
ercation of this sinking fund. And now when 
yousay you havetwelve ortwenty millionsofgold, 
and that you do not necd it for paying interest, Í 
turn tothe statute and ask youwhy you do not 
establish the sinking fund which you have agreed 
to establish. 

Mr. HOOPER. 
moment? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I wish to say one word 
more to my colleague upon the committee before 
I yield. Would not my colleague, (Mr. Hooren,] 
whenever he found that I had conveyed away the 
estate by warranty decd to a third person, say I 
had alrcady violated my obligation, alihouga he 
would have no legal right to call upon me fora 


Will the gentleman yicld a 


|! performance of the condition of my bond before 
ithe year transpired? If incidentaily he should 
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mention the matter to me and l should say, “I 
ama rich man; bat I happened to be a little em- 
barrassed and thought it convenient to get some 
money more economically than by borrowing, 
and hence sold this estate in the market, but ina 
year I shall be in funds, and then Į will repur- 
chase this property and convey it to you, and so 
comply with the conditions of my bond,” would 
he not have a right to complain? Who does not 
see that it might be out of my power to comply 
with my obligations? If to-day I could repur- 
chase the property, it does not follow that the 
party owning the property will not change his 
mind. Or he may die and his heirs or trustees 
may be the parties with whom I should have to 
deal, and my colleague might be compelled to go 
into court and seek damages for the loss of the 
land which I had promised him. 

Mr. HOOPER. Irise to answer the question, 
Ishould say, iff heard he had made the transac- 
tion suchas he represented, knowing him so well, 
I should not believe it unless I had it from his 
own lips. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. You surely ought to have 
as much confidence in the faith of your country 
as in mine. 

Mr. HOOPER. ButI desire to ask my col- 
league’ how he proposes to put this amount into 
the sinking fund in gold? f want to know the 
mode and manner of doing it? Task him asa man 
of business, if he were the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, how be would do it? 

Mr. BOUTWELL, I have thought of the 
mode. The law is not explicit, but I suppose the 
intention to be that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should take the surplus of gold, and, after paying 
the interest on the public debt, buy bonds in the 
market and set them aside, stamp them as belong- 
ing to the sinking fund, pay the interest each six 
months, and invest the interest and the annual one 

er cent. of the capital of the debt in additional 

onds, to be treated in the same manner each six 
months afterwards. I do not know whether it 
would be competent for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase the United States notes with the 
gold, and then with the notes purchase the Gov- 
ernment bonds, Isay I do not know whether the 

. Seerctary would be authorized to do this. What 
Ido know is that he would have the right to take 
the gold and buy the bonds. Whether he has 
a right to take the intermediate steps is not so 
clear. 

Another objection Ihave to granting this power 
is, that while I have the utmost confidence in the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I know very well he 
could not personally execute thistrust. He must 
employ agents. I do not know whether those | 
agents will be trustworthy or not, though 1 know 
he would adopt every safeguard in his power. 
On the other hand f know all the markets of spec- 
ulation would be agitated to their very depths in 
order to ascertain what the purposes of the Sec- 
retary were. 

Mr. STEVENS, Does not the Secretary now 
employ agents to keep all this gold? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Do not misunderstand me. 
I say that when he purposes to make a sale of 
gold he must employ somebody to doit. He can- 
not do it himself, and therefore the information 

- that gold is to be sold must be communicated to 

at least one person and when it is communicated 

to one person we do not know how many other 
persons may get the information. 

This isa matter which affects not only the price 
of gold, but also all the business relations of the 
country. Itis not possible to affect the price of | 
gold permanently unless you first or simultane- | 
ously affect the priceofexchange. Our exports | 
during the last year amounted to nearly $332,000,- 
000, including foreign merchandise exported, es- 
timated inthe currency of the country. Our im- 
ports were over $252,000,000, estimated in the gold | 
currency of other countries, There wasa balance | 
against us,which was met by the exportof specie, ; 
to the amount of $54,000,000. Ifa merchant has | 
exchange which is payable in gold in Great Brit- 


buy gold here as cheaply as he can. get it there, 


ain, he can command gold there; and if he eannot 
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he will get it there. Therefore, I submit the propo- 
sition, based upon all the experience of this coun- 
try and of the world, that gold cannot rule higher 
permanently than exchange. The price of ex- 
change is based upon the exports and imports of 
the country. Whenever your exports are greater 
than your imports, you can bring down the price 
of gold, and you cannot permanently reduce it by 
any other means. A sale of State or national 
bonds abroad will yield exchange and reduce the 
price of gold. A 

Now, sir, I believe, even if this war goes on, 
that there will be a changed and more favorable 
condition in our financial affairs. We have in- 
formation that the receipts of cotton from the 
South amount to about eight thousand bales a 
week. The necessities of the country at the pres- 
ent moment do not exceed four thousand bales. 
We shall soon be exporting cotton at the rate of 
three or four thousand bales a week, which will 
yield us seven or eight hundred thousand dollars 
In exchange. In the next place, we have been 
importing a great quantity of linen and woolen 
goods and wool, on allof which duties have been 
paid, and for which our exports have been sent 
abroad. We shall gradually diminish these im- 
ports when our mills begin to run, and the use 
of cotton is restored to what it was previous to 
the opening ofthe war. These facts tend to show 
that hereafter the exchange will bein our favor— 
that the price of gold will be gradually reduced, 
that ourimports will be diminished, that the rev- 
enue derived from the custom-houses will be re- 
duced, and thereby the means of the Government 
to pay the interest on the public debtin coin will be 
lessened also. In these facts we find a reason why 
we should not throw the millions of surplus coin 
we now have into the market, I regard this meas- 
ure, then, as a temporary expedient, but as one 
not calculated to produce beneficial results for a 
long period of time. 

I come now, Mr. Speaker, to make a statement 
with reference to measures of public policy which 
seem important, and which i think will gradu- 
ally and ultimately furnish us some relief. The 
first is economy. { do notcare to dwell upon this 
topic, but it is in this House that economy in re- 
gard to national expenditures must be practiced, 
if it is practiced anywhere. 

The secondpoint is taxation. Ifthe Committee 
of Waysand Means shall report a bill embracing, 
in some degree, the principle contained in the res- 
olution offered by the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Freemans Cranks] a few daysago, by which 
the revenue shall be increased to two or three hun- 
dred million dollars a year, we shall have taken a 
greatand importantstep toward the restoration of 
our finances. 

Next it is a pressing necessity—I do not know 
how the difficulty is to he met and overcome—but 
it is a pressing necessity that the circulation of 


aperbereduced. When the war opened the circu- | 
inion of paper was hardly more thantwo hundred | 
million dollars issued by the State banks of the | 
country. The last report brings up the issue by | 


these banks to $238,000,000. We have issued 
something like four hundred million of United 
States notes. We have also in circulation certifi- 
cates of indebtedness and five per cent. scrip, re- 
deemablein one and two years. These pass from 
hand to hand, and enter Into the currency of the 
country. The latter are taken up by the banks be- 
cause they bear interest, and the banks then put 
into circulation the non-bearing interest legal- 
tender United States notes, which they have here- 
tofore retained for the purpose of redeeming their 
circulation. To the extent of the issue of this 
paper the currency of the country has been in- 
creased. In addition to that we are now inaugu- 
rating what I believe to bein itself a wise system, 
and one which ought to be maintained, but which 
—l am speaking of the national bank system-— 
will ultimately increase the cireulation of the 
country §300,000,000. a 

It is not a matter of surprise that under such 
circumstances the currency ofthe country appears 


New Srniss... 


to be, and is in fact, depreciating... In regard to 
the gold speculators, I believe ‘that inthe run of 
six months gold is neither higher nor Jower on 
account of what they can do. They work ona 
certain basis, which is the value of exchange. 
They may for a few days force gold above the 
price of exchange; but ultimately the price of gold 
in the market depends on the price of exchange, 
which is equivalent to gold; and the rate of ex- 
change depends upon the relation between the 
exports and imports. _ Sed 

The country needs about $1,000,000 of ex- 
change per day, while the demand for gold is only 
aboutone fourth as much, or, considered together, 
the demand for foreign exchange and. for gald-is 
about one and one fourth million dollars. per day. 
The supply and demand for exchange must there- 
fore fix the price of gold. Therefore, until you 
can do something to decrease the rates. of ex- 
change you can do butlittle to diminish the price 
of gold. : 

I wish to make one suggestion, and I do it 
with great deference. It is, whether it would not 
be wise, under existing circumstances, for the 
Government to authorize a loan, principal and in- 
terest payable in foreign countries, either in Lon- 
don, Hamburg, or Frankfort, to run for a long 
time—say twenty, thirty, or forty years, be- 
cause it may be twenty, thirty, or forty years 
before the Government can pay the entire debt 
even under the most favorable circumstances’, 
This loan should be put at a low rate of interest, 
say four per cent., which would bea cheap rate 
for the Government, The bonds should not be 
sold in the outset, because if you sell the Gov- 
ernment securities in foreign countries for a given 
sum, and draw against those securities and sell 
the exchange in the market, you force down the 
rate of exchange, and the Government is a loser; 
butif you can make a special deposit of these 
bonds, drawing against them to acertain amount, 
with the right to sell the bonds whenever you 
please, and then put the exchange into the market, 
the effect of it will be to force gown the price of 
exchange. Exchange being forced down, gold 
will follow, because the exchange can be converted 
into gold; and thus you do something to strengthen 
the Government, and restore a better relation be- 
tween the price of paper and the price of gold. 

I made this suggestion to a banker, and his re- 
ply was this: “ The bonds might as well bo sold 
on this side of the Atlantic.” LI say, no. There 
is a very material difference; it is this: we are 
bound to look not only at the immediate effects 
upon business by the loans we are creating, but 
we are bound to look at their ultimate and per- 
manent effects. In the beginning of the war it 
would not have been wise to borrow money 
abroad; but circumstances have changed, and It 
may be now expedient to do that which in the 
beginning it was not expedient todo. It is for 
ourinterestthatallmoney borrowed abroad should 
be borrowed on securities that cannot be readily 
sold in this country. 

My reason for the opinion is this; if our pres- 
ent bonds were negotiated abroad upon a basis of 
gold at sixty per cent. premium, and ifgold should 


| fall to twenty-five per cent. premium, as we hope 


itwill during the present summer should we have, 
military successes,the bonds would be sent back to 
this country, and would pay a large profit to those 
who had bought them abroad. The return of 
these bonds would create a demand for gold and 
exchange, force up prices, and reinangurate the 
evils against which we are now contending. I think 


| the better way is to place a certain amount of this 


Joan on the other side of the Atlantic for the sake 
of the exchange, by which we can force down the 
price of gold, and yet put that loan on such terms 
that it cannot be negotiated in this country. That 
can be done by making interest and principal 
payable abroad, and putting the interest at a rate 
below the current rates in this country, so that 
people here would be reluctant to buy it.) My 
suggestion is, thatif wecan create a four percent. 
loan of one or two hundred. millions for a long 
period of time, place itabroad, draw against it, 
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force down the price of exchange and the price 
cof gold, we can ultimately sell. these bonds.at par. 
And now, in conclusion, I ask the House to 


consider which of the two measures now before | 


us is best caleulated to strengthen the credit of the 
country? f 
Mr. Speaker, I am.one of those who believe 
that this nation is. able to carry a debt of two, 
three, or four thousand million dollars, pay the 
interest regularly,and ullimately pay the princi- 
“pal, 1 believe itcan be done by adhering to sound 
‘principles, and that moral as well as financial con- 
siderations’ must enter into our policy. If we 
have pledged the nation’s faith even to our own 
¿c hort Isaj we should keep 
to say nothing of the people of this country, in 
‘Jookirig at our legislation in order to ascertain 
what security they have for their claims upon our 
Treasury, see that we do not hesitate when an 
exigency not very great is upon us to take some 
portion of this coin which we have pledged to a 
particular use and devote it to another use, will 
Ti not weaken our credit abroad? Will not the 


people of other nations justly say, ‘There is no i 


dependence to be placed upon the credit of the 
United States Government? Withoutany special 
exigency they have already taken a portion of the 
money they had pledged to us and appropriated it 
to another use; and how can we tell thatin some 
exigency that may arise they will not take the re- 
mainder, and leave us to receive the principaland 
interest of the debt they owe us in irredeemable 
paper currency?’ 


ut if on the contrary these nations, in looking | 


at our legislation, sce that we pay our interest in 
coin as we agreed, and having an amount of coin 
on hand larger than is required to pay the interest 
on our public debt we devote it to asinking fund 
with which we lay a foundation for the redemp- 
tion of the principal of that debt; if they sce that 
in the midst of a war the magnitude of which is 
such as the world never before saw, witha public 
debt of ten or twelve hundred millions, we not 
only adhere to our obligations to pay the interest 
in coin but we anticipate that interest, it will 
strengthen our credit at home and abroad,.and 
enable us to negotiate loans upon favorable terms, 
Mr. Speaker, is there any man who can com- 
pare the results which will be likely to follow, 
and which, it seems to me, will certainly follow 
such a line of policy as I have marked out, with 


the results thet will follow the act of throwing | 
some ten or twelve million dollars into the gam- | 
bling shops of New York with the expectation | 


that it will reduce the price of gold there four or 
five per cent., and hesitate as to the course he 
ought to pursue? If these men in future should 


have the Government in their power they will | 


wring the last drachma of your possessions from 


you, What gentleman can compare these results | 


and hesitate in deciding which course will be most 
beneficial to the Government 


Mr. HOOPER, One mightsuppose; who has ‘| 


listened to theargument of my distinguished col- 
league, that this joint resolution proposed that the 
Secretary of the Treasury should sell the coin 
which was pledged for the payment of the inter- 
est on the public debt, and thereby defraud the 


holders of Grovernment securities of the payment |: 
of iheir interest in coin; to which the faith of the ‘| 
Government was pledged in the law of February | 


thistime. There is on hand, in coin, $22, 
Itanpears by the annual report of the Sceretary of 
the ‘Treasury that the actual receipts forthe quarter 
ending 30th September, 1863, was $22,562,018 42; 
itis safe to assame that the quarter ending 30ih 
Jane, 1864, willbe as muel 
of this estimate the rece 
of the present month, the 


s 


e will be received to July 


1, 1864, $22,500,060; making, with whatisalready 
in the ‘Treasury, to that date, about $45,000,000. | 


Í have lieve an accurate statement from the Tre 


ury Department, showing that the payments for į 


the intereston the public debt to that period amount 
to $20,849 38, leavinga cessofabout$25,000,000 
on the ist July, provided this bill is not passed to 


anes 


it. If other nations, || 


509,000. | 


o that, leaving ent | 
ts for the remaining half ti 


| authorize the Treasurer to dispose of any surplus 
that is not required to meet the wants of the Gov- 
ernment, 

Let us look further and see how the Treasury 
will stand for the six months after July 1, and 
including January, 1865. Assuming the receipts 
to be the same—and I fear there is too much 
reason to believe the imports for that time will 
not be diminished, though it would be a great ad- 
vantage to the country if it prove otherwise—there 
| would be $45,000,000 received from July 1 to De- 
cember 31, and the amount of interest to be paid 
|| during that period, including also January, 1865, 
according to the same estimate from the Treasury 
Department, will be $23,824,309 58. The state- 
| ment of interest due from March 10 to and in- 
| cluding January, 1865, is as follows: 
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To this should be added about five millions of 
= bonds that may be issued from this time to Jaly 
' 1, on which the first six months’ interest will be 
due during that period, making the total amount 
of interest due from July 1 to and including Jan- 
uary, 1865, $23,924,309 58, leaving an additional 
il amount of surplus, not required for the interest on 
{i the public debt, about sixteen millions; making, 
n together with the previous surplus, over forty 
! millions. 


on, sufficient to meet all the requirements of 
the Treasury. 


his Hlouse will examine them they cannot fail to 


+ 
t 


et 


r 


{i rate of interest now for money at New York is 


five per cent. in currency; with that condition of 
the money market how many holders of the Gov- 
ernment Donds are likely to come forward to re- 
ceive with rebatement the interest that is payable 
in coin at the rate of six per cent., which isequal 
to between nine and ten per cent. in currency? 
Will you then have them paid without rebatement 
at this time when the requisitions on the Treasury 
Department amount to more than forty millions, 
some of which date back in the month of Janu- 
ary, and the Department is without the means of 
paying them, and is not likely to have the means 
for some time yet, so that the credit of the Gov- 
ernment is suffering by the long delay to meet its 
obligations? Will you undertake to pay the bond- 
holders money that is not due to them, and which 
they do hot ask for, and let the long-suffering 
creditors to whom the money has been due for 
weeks and months continuc to wait for their pay? 
It is an actual fact that part of the requisitions 
which are due and unpaid, because the ‘Treasury 
has not at this time the means to pay them, are 
for the monthly pay of the soldiers, while you 
have in the Treasury an amount in coin equal to 
$30,000,000 of currency that might be applied to 
‘that purpose if the Senate amendment is adopted. 
My colleague insists upon using this amount lo 
pay the bondholders, with or without rebatement 
of interest, to whom it is not due, and to leave 
the soldiers and other creditors of the Govern- 
ment to whom the money is overdue still to wait. 
I trust this House will concurin the amendment 
of the Senate, and allow these creditors to be 
paid, instead of paying the bondbolders for inter- 
est which is not due them, and which they do not 
ask or expect to be paid except in accordance 
with their bonds. Iwill say nothing of the in- 
convenience it would be to the Department to pay 
the interest on the publie debt in anticipation of 
its being due, which any one can appreciate who 
understands the importance of regularity in the 
course of departmental work. 

Before concluding, 1 will say a word in reply 
to the objection of the honorable gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Ksrwan,] that any surplus of 

| coin beyond what is required for the payment of 
interest on the publie debt, is specially appropri- 
| ated for the creation of a sinking fund, for which 
one per cent. of the amount of the public debt is 
to be applied each year, I ask the gentleman 
what that has to do with this question, unless it 
is used as an argument in favor of this resolution 


Much as I admire the eloquence | 
of my colleague, I have more faith in the simple | 
statement of these figures; and if the members of | 


to allow the Secretary to sell the gold that is not 
| required to pay the interest on the public debt? 
If the Seeretary intends practically to fulfill the 
| requirement of the law at this time, to create the 
sinking fund, what other course could be pursued 
than to sell the coin for currency and invest that 
amount of currency inthe publicdebt? Andhow 
would the gentleman, as a business man, advise 
him to make that investment at this time, when 
he is about to offer $200,000,000 of bonds for sale? 
Would he not advise him to take the requisite 
|; amounts from thé §200,000,000 he is about to offer 
to the public and put them aside for this sinking 
| fund, so that the ‘Treasury may have the direct 
and immediateadvantage ofthatamountofmoney? 
| f there is any surplus of coin in the Treasury 
beyond what is required for the payment of the 
|| interest on the public debt, and I think there cer- 
tainly will be from ten to twenty millions, equal 
to fifteen to thirty millions in currency, I hope 
the Secretary will be allowed to dispose of it and 
apply the amount to the payment of the soldiers 
and other creditors,;who have been long waiting 
for the money due them, instead of giving it to 
the bondholders to whom it is notdue. would 
not object if the proceeds of any gold that may 
be sold should be specially applied for the prompt 
payment of the soldiers as their pay becomes 
due; they, of all the creditors of the Government, 
should be the last to be kept waiting for their 
| money. 

It seems to me the House has misapprehended 
i the object of this joint resolution. Perhaps the 
most comprehensive form in which it may be 
i stated is, that the Government hasa largeamount 
; ofcoin beyond what it requires, but is gready in 
; want of currency to nay for the expenses of the 
i war. On the other hand, the merchants have a 
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resource for the merchants in the present condi- | 
tion will be to pay to speculators who hold the 
gold whatever price they choose to demand, and 
which must be steadily increasing higher and 
higher, unless you authorize the Secretary to part 
with some portion of his surplus of coin in ex- 
change for a portion of the surplus of currency 
which the merchants have; and that is the object 
of this joint resolution, to authorize the Secretary 
to dispose of any of the surplus of gold in the 
Treasury. It is not the merchants who are spec- 
ulating in gold, but the harpies generated about 
the curbstones of a great commercial city, who 
are speculating on the wants of the merchants as 
wel! as on the wants of the Government. 

Mr. STEVENS. Thad intended to ask for the 
previous question, so that we could get to a vote 
upon this bill to-night, but I find that there are 
several gentlemen of greatintellizence who desire 
to say something upon the bill before it passes. 
I do not, therefore, feel at liberty to propose the 
previous question atthis time. If the House now 
adjourns, the bill will come up first in the morn- 
ing hour. And in order,that nothing may inter- 
veneto preventit from coming upas the first busi- 
ness, I propose to move that. the House do now 
adjourn, 

HUDSON BAY CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER. With the permission of the 
gentleman, before the House adjourns the Chair 
will lay before the ELouse a message from the 
President. 

Mr. STEVENS, 
pose. 

The SPEAKER thereupon, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the [louse a message from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a copy 
of a treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, for the final settlement of the claims of 
the Hudson’s Bay and Puget Sound Agricultaral | 
Company, concluded on the Ist of July, and the 
ratifications of which were exchanged in this city 
on the 5th instant, and recommending an appro- 
priation to carry into effect the first, second, and 
third articles thereof; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. STEVENS, (at 
half past four o’clock, p. m.,) the House ad- | 
journed. 


I will give way for that pur- 


IN SENATE. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- | 
ate a message from the President of the United 
States, recommending legislation in relation to the i 
treaty between the United States and the repub- ; 
lic of Ecuador for the adjustment of claims; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Forcigu Rela- || 
tions, and ordered to be printed. i 
Fie also laid before the Senate a report of the | 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting the report, ! 
books, papers, and awards of the commission ap- |] 
pointed under the act of Congress of February | 
16, 1862, entitled “An act for the relief of per- 
sons for damages sustained by reason of depreda- | 
tions and injuries by certain bands of Sioux In- | 
dians;”? which was referredto the Committee on | 
Indian Affairs. j 
Tie also laid before the Senate a letter of the | 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a commu- 


i voters, to the end that they might partici 


nication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, | 
showing the amount due to the Quapaw tribe of | 
Indians under treaty stipulations, and recom- 
mending an appropriation to be applied for the `! 
payment of expenses incident to their remeval |: 
from Kansas; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, i 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SUMNER p ated two petitions of cit- ;; 
izens of Boston, Massachusetts, praying for an 
increase in the facilities for the transportation 
mails, passengers, and fre between the 
of New Work snd Philadelphia; which w 
ferred to the Committee on Military Afairs and | 
the Militia? f 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of 
the United States above the age of eighteen years, 
praying Congress to pass atthe earliest practica- 


RM 


i 


Ty 


ble day an act emancipating all persons heid to 
involuntary service or labor in the United States; 
which were referred to the select’ committee on 
slavery and freedmen, - 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of Mrs. 
William Whistler, widow of Colonel Wiliam 
Whistler, United States Army, praying for a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. . 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented six petitions of citi- 
zens of Monmouth county, New Jersey, praying 
for an increase in the facilities for the transporta- 
tion of mails, passengers, and freight between the 
cities of New York and Philadelphia; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented eight petitions of 
hospital stewards of the United States Army, 
praying for increased rank and pay; which were 
referred to the Committeeon Military A ffairsand 
the Militia. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Minnesota in favor of an additional 
grant of lands to aid in the construction of the 
Southern Minnesota railroad;.which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented the memorial of 
A. & W. Sprague and others, manufacturers, of 
Rhode Island, remonstrating againstthe extension 
of the patents of Charles Good year for the manu- 
facture of vulcanized rubber; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patenisand the Patent Office. 

Mr. COW AN presented the petition of Milton 
Finkle, of New York, praying for an extension 
to him of his patent for certain improvements in 
machinery for making wire heddles; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the Pa- 
tent Office. 


RIGHT OF SUFFRAGE TO PERSONS OF COLOR. 


Mr. SUMNER. [have in my hand a memo- 
rial which is addressed “ to his Excellency, Abra- 
ham Lincoln, President of the United States, and 
to the honorable the Senateand House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Con- 
gressassemlled.’? It proceeds from one thousand 
and three colored citizens of Louisiana. In this 
memorial they represent that they are citizens of 
the United States by a decision, of the actual At- 
torney General; that some of them are veterans 
of the war of 1812, who it will be remembered 
were hailed by General Jackson as  fellow-citi- 
zens;”’ that others are the sons of those soldiers; 
that many of them have already fought in this 
war, and that when their services were needed 
they came forward as volunteers, and that now 
having rendered loyal service in the suppression 
of the rebellion they ask also that their electoral 
franchise shall be recognized. ‘They say incon- 
clusion that they have applied in respectful terms 
to Brigadier General George F, Shepley, military 
governor of Louisiana, and to Major General N. 
P. Banks, commanding the department of the 
Gulf, praying to be placed upon the registers as 
ate in 
the reorganization of civil government in Louis- 
jana; and that their petition has met with no re- 
sponse from those offcers, and it is feared that 
none will be given; and they therefore appeal to 


the justice of the representatives of the nation, |, 


and ask that all the citizens of Louisiana of Af- 
rican descent, born free before the rebellion, may 
by proper orders be directed to be inscribed on 
the registers and admitted to the rights and priv- 
ileges of electors, 

1 have omitted to say 
petitioners, that they say of theraselves that for 
several years they have contributed taxes on prop- 
erty as l to the amount of $15,000,000; and 


; yet these people thus taxed have been excluded | 


irom the exe c of the electoral franchise. 
The committee to whom this memorial was In- 
trusted by these one thousand petitioners, since 
their ton, have prepared a si 
plemen which Lam requested tap 
i with the principal memor 
dressed to the President as wi 
In this they repre- 


to both Houses of Congress. 
sent that by receut orders the cor 
laws of Louisiana have been set aside in twoim- 
portant particulars: first, that constitution and 
those laws forbade séldiers from exercising the 


; Sit, in describing these į 


tution and | 


lasi 


Afa 
ji to provide for the employment of the Sioux In- 


: SUC 


to exercise it; and secondly, that constituti 
those laws recognized slavery, but by m 
orders slavery has been set aside; and these:pi 
titioners represent that if -it was in thé power of .. 
any military officer to set-aside. that constitution 
and those laws in those two. particulars, it was 
also in his power to.set them aside-still furtherso 
as to award to these tax-paying citizens the elec- 
toral franchise. And they conclude this supple- 
mentary petition by saying that in ‘the oripinal 
petition they had only asked the richt of suiff 
for those citizens of Louisiana of African descent 
born free before the rebellion; yetthat justice and 
the principles for which they contend requiré also 
the extension of this privilege to those born slaves, 
with such qualifications as shall affegtequallythe 
black and the white citizen ,and that this is required 
not only by justice, but also by expediency, which 
demands that full effect should be given to.all.the 
Upion feeling in the rebel Statesin order to. secure 
the permanence of the free institutions and loyal 
governments now organized therein.. The final 
prayer of this memorial is as follows: meal 

“And your memorialists pray that the right of suffrage 
may be extended not only to natives of Louisiana of African 
descent born free, but also to all natives of Louisiana of 
African descent, whether born slave or free, subject‘only 
to such qualifications as shall equally affect the white.and 
black citizen.” í POS 

As this final prayer concerns the treatment of 
the freedmen of this country, I ask the reference, 
of these papers to the select committee on slavery 
and the treatment of freedmen. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They will be so 
referred. 


PRINTING OF A COMMUNICATION. 


On motion of Mr. WILKINSON, it was 


Ordered, That the ictter of the Secretary of the Interior 
to the President of the United States, relative’to the fund 


| appropriated by the ‘Thirty-Seventh Congress for coloniza- 


tion purposes, be printed. 
PAPERS WITIIDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. FOOT, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of James Casparis and others, 
in relation to the purchase of certain lots in the city of 
Washington, embraced ia the contemplated enlargement of 
the Capitol grounds, be takon from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. i , 

DICTIONARY OF CONGRESS... = 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I have been requested to 


; present, for the purpose of reference to the Com- 


mittee on Printing, a resolution in relation to what 
is called the Dictionary of the United States Con- 
gress. I have not examined this question, and 


| do not express any opinion upon it myself what- 


ever; but I present the resolution for the simple 
purpose of reference to the Committee on Print- 
iog: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
the regular number of eopies of the Dictionary of the 
United States Congress, prepared by the late librarian of 
the Louse, and already ordered by that body; and the Sec- 
retary is hereby direeted to pay to the compiler the same 
copyright allawed by the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to whom were referred resolutions of 
the Legislature of Kansas in favor of the cen- 
struction of a military road from Fort Leaven- 
worth via Fort Riley to Fort Larned, and in favor 
ofan appropriation for the construction ofa bridge 
across the Republican river on the Government 
eservation at Fort Riley, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration, and that they 
be referred to the Committee on Military Afairs 
and the Militia; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Committee on Indian 
rs, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 90) 


dian captives inthe military service of the United 
States, have considered and examined the same, 
id find that no legislation is necessary on the 
bject; and they have.instructed me to ask that 
be discharged from the further consideration 
the subject, 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. GRIMES, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whem were referred. the 


i following bills, reported them without amend- 
i ment: 
electoral franehise, but they have been allowed | 


A ball (8. No. 147) to regulate the fees of the 
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clerk’s office of the supreme court of the District 
of. Columbia. : A A 
A bilh (S. No. 163) to authorize the Columbia 


Institution for.the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind 
to confer degrees, . 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. NrcoLay, his Secretary, announced 
that the President had approved and signed, on 
the 14th instant, an act (S.No. 1) granting a pen- 
sion to John L. Burns, of Gettysburg, Pennsyl- 
Vania. 


` STEAM FIRE ENGINE. 


Mr. WADE. ‘The Committee on the District 

of Columbia, to whom was referred the petition 

“of the Columbia Fire Company of this city, pray- 

ing for the purchase by the Government ofa steam 

fire engine to be committed to their care, beve 

directed me to report a bill on that subject, and 
Task its passage now. 

The bill (S. No. 168) providing for the pur- 
chase of a steam fire engine was read, and passed 
to a second reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest that this day has been assigned for Dis- 
trict business. 

Mr. WADE. This is business of the District, 
and Lask to have the bill passed now. 

By unanimous consent the bill was read the sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. . It proposes to appropriate $4,000 for the 
purchase ofa steam fire engine for the use of the 
Columbia Fire Company, the engine to be par- 
chased and kept in efficient condition by the com- 
pany or by-the corporation of the city of Wash- 
ington without further charge to the Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. HALE. I simply ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—ycas 28, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Chandler, Conness, 
Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Donlitde, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, 
Grimes, Harlan, Unis, Hendricks, Howe, Johnson. Me- 
Dougall, Morrill, Ramsey, Riddle, Sumner, Ten Eyek, 
Trumbull, Van Winkle, Wade, Wilkinson, and Willey-—-23. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Hate, Harding, Lane of fudiana, Lane 
BEE See NCE Se Saulebury, Sherman, and Wil- 
son=, 


So the bill was passed. . 
CAPTAIN PISK’S REPORT. 

Mr. ANTHONY, The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolation to print 
extra copies of the report of Captain James L. 
Fisk of his overland expedition from St. Paul via 
Fort Abercrombie to the gold fields of the Terri- 
tory of Idaho, have instructed me to report the 
same back and recommend its passage, and also 
to ask for its present consideration. — 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, Itis as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That five thousand copies of the report of Cap- 
tain James L, Fisk of his northern overland expedition 
from St. Paul via Fort Abercrombie to the gold fields of the 
Territory of Idaho, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

Mr. HALI. What is the estimated expense? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The estimate is 9169. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED.. 
Mr. WILKINSON asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce abill (S. No. ! 


169) to repeal all acts making appropriations for 
the colonization of persons of African descent; 
which was read twice by its tide, referred to the 
Committee on. Territories, and ordered to be 
printed. i 

Mr. WILSON asked, dnd by unanimous con- 
sent. obtained, leavé to introduce a bill (S. No. 
170) to promote the efficiency of the artillery of 
the Army of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
171) to farther amend an act entitled “An act for 


the collection of direct taxes in the insurrection- | 


ary districts within the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved June 7, 1862; which 
was read twice by its tide, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. This bill was drawn un- 
der the direction of the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue on an examination of the law as it stands. 
As it is an important matter, I ask, after consult- 
ation with the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, that the bill be printed, in order that it may 
go to them_in a printed form for examination. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MONARCHICAL GOVERNMENTS IN AMERICA. 


Mr. McDOUGALL submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public in- 
terest, any correspondence or other information in posses- 
sion of thé Government, relating to any plan or plans now 
projected or being projected witha view to the establish- 
ment of monarehical Governments in Central and South 
America. 


TROOPS OF KANSAS. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to 
report to the Senate the number of men in the State of 
Kansas subject to military duty; the regiments, white and 
colored, heretofore raised in said State; their regimental 
number; by whom raised, and their term of service ; the 
strength of each regiment when mustered into the service 
of the United States, the present locality of each regiment 
and corps, as also the number and description of troops now 
in the State of Kansas and in the Indian territory south of 
Kansas, subject to the orders of Major General Curtis. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 
On motion of Mr. CONNESS, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. No, 131) to consolidate into 
one district for judicial purposes the northern and southern 
districts of California, and for other purposes, be printed. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I desire to give notice 
to the Senate that it is of the highest importance 
for us to have an executive session carly to-day, 
and that I shall, at an carly hour to-day, move 
for an executive session. 

PAY AND PENSION OF CHAPLAINS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay 
before the Senate the bill (H. R. No, 302) to amend 
section nine of the act approved July 17, 1862, 
entitled “An act to define the pay and emoluments 
of certain officers of the Army, and for other par- 
poses,” returned from the House of Representa- 
tives, on which the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Foster] has submitted a motion to reconsider the 
vote on its passage. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


Mr. FOSTER. I now move to reconsider the 
vote by which it was ordered toa third reading. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is now 
before the Senate, and open to amendment. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend the bill by 
striking out all of the first section after the word 
“that,” where it first occurs, and inserting in Heu 
thereof: 

The rank of chaplain in the regular and volunteer service 
ofthe United States is hereby recognized. Chaplains shail 
be borne on the fieid and staff rolis nextafter the surgeon, 
and shal} be subject to the same rules and regulations as 
other officers of the Army. They shail be entitled to quar- 
ters and fuel, subjieet to the same conditions and limita- 
tions as are now by Jaw provided in the case of surgeons, 
When absent from duty with leave, on acconnt of sickness 
or other disability, or when held by the enemy as prison- 
ers, they shall be subject to no other diminution or Joss of 
pay and allowances than other officers in the military ser- 
vice are under like circumstances, . 

Mr. WILSON. I think that had better go over. 

Mr. GRIMES, And be printed. 

Mr. FOSTER. It is suggested by Senators 
around me that the amendment had better be 
printed. [have no objection, of course, and should 
desire it if there is any question arising upon it. 
I understand the Senator from Massachusetts also 
wishes to proposeanamendment. I suggest that 
his amendment also be offered now, and thatthey 
be printed together, and the further consideration 
of the bill postponed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
receive the amendment. 


|; Connecticut, which has uot been read. 
ii amendments, together with the amendment to he 


Mr. WILSON. 1 will prepare it presently. 
Let the bill be laid aside informally. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is also au- 
! other amendment submitted by the Senator from 


These 


submitted by the Senator from Massachusetts, 


| will be ordered to be printed, if there be no ob- 


jection, and the bill will be passed over informally. 
REGULAR ARMY. 


Mr. WILSON. I move now to take up the 
bill (S; No. 151) relating to chaplains, and for 
other purposes, which we had up yesterday morn- 
ing. { think we Čan pass it in five minutes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 151) relating to chap- 
lains, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILSON. The only objection made to 
the bill yesterday morning was that made by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Grimes] to the ninth sec- 
tion. That section provides for the addition or 
selection of three officers, and adds to the expense 
of the battalion thirty dollars a month, $360. a 
year. The duties that those officers are to per- 
form they ean be detailed to perform, and E donot 
know that it is very important that this section of 
the bill shouldbe retained. Asthe other sections . 
of the bill are veryimportant I will move to strike 
out the ninth section of the bill, in the hope that 
there will be no further opposition to the bill,and 
that it may be allowed to pass at once. 

Mr. POWELL. I ask for the reading of the 
section proposed to be stricken out. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

‘Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That there be allowed 
to the battalion of engineers one adjutant, one quartermas~ 
ter, and one commissary of subsistence, to be selected from 
the lieutenants ou duty wilh the battalion, with the same 


compensation as is allowed to regimental adjutants and 
quartermasters, respectively. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and theamendments were concurred in, The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, the bill was 
amended so as to read: “A bill relating to enlist- 
ments, and for other purposes.” 


DEGREES FOR DEAF AND DUMB AND THE BLIND. 
Mr. GRIMES. This day was set apart for 

District business; but I understand that the chair- 

man of the Committee or Finance is desirous of ` 


occupying the day, or such part of it as may be 
necessary, with the bill that was under consider- 


| ation when the Senate adjourned yesterday. I 


do not see him now in his place. Iam willing, 
so far as I am the representative of the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, that he should 
do go, with the understanding that when that bill 
shall be disposed of the business of the District 
of Columbia shall be taken up and continued on 
during the day and to-morrow, if necessary, in 
order to dispose of it. S 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihopenotto-morrow. The 
Senator will bear in mind that there is a special 
order for to-morrow. 

Mr. GRIMES. What is it? 

Mr, SUMNER. The bill to repeal the fugi- 
tive slave act, 

Mr. GRIMES, If I have to abandon to-day, 
Į shall insist on having to-morrow for the Dis- 
trict business, 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator will say 
Thursday, and not interfere with the assignment 
already made for to-morrow. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 163. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 163) to authorize the 
Columbia [nstitution forthe Deaf and Dumb and 
the Blind to confer degrees. 

Mr. HALE I wish the chairman of the Com- 


| mittee on the District of Columbia who reported 


that bill would’ explain the necessity for confer- 
ring this power on the Deaf and Dumb Asylum. 
It seems to me rather an extraordinary one, Ít 
is to confer degrees like other colleges, J believe. 

Mr. GRIMES. I do not know that there is 
any necessity for the passage of the bill at all. It 
is done at the instance of the trustees and super- 
intendent of this institution, in this District who 
desire that they should have permission to confer 
upon deaf and dumb and blind, pupils who may 
graduate at their institution, and who are to go 
out into the world and become instructors of the 
deaf and dumb and the blind, a diploma. That, 
I believe, is the full scope of the bill and the 
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object of the persons who desire its passage. ltis Í 
to allow the trustees of this institution to confer : 
a degree, whatever they may determine the title | 
of it to be, that will indicate that they have passed 

through a course of thorough education at this 

institution. 

Mr. HALE. Asitis explained I have not the 
slightest objection to it in the world; butitstrack 
me that the bill read a little broader than that. . E 
would be obliged to the Secretary if he would 
read it again. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the board of directors of the Co- 
lumbia Institution for the Instruction of the Deaf and Dumb | 
and the Blind be, and they are hereby, authorized to grant 
and confirm such degrees in the liberal arts and sciences to | 
such pupils of the institution or others 

Mr. GRIMES. Imoveto strike out the words į 
“or others.” I was not aware that those words 
were in the bill. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Secretary continued the reading, as follows: 
who, by their proficiency and learning or other meritori- 
ous distinction, they shall think entitled to them, as are 
usually granted. and conferred in colleges, and to grant to 
such graduates diplomas or ccrtificates, sealed and signed 

“tn such manner as such board of directors may deterinine, 
to authenticate and perpetuate the memory of such gradu- 
ation. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iam satisfied I was in error 
in agreeing to strike out the words “ or others.” 
ldo not know why this institution or why any 
educational institution designed for the use of the 
deaf and dumb should not have the privilege of 
conferring a degree upon an experienced educa- 
tionistin this particular departmentin New Hamp- 
shire or in Iowa or elsewhere as well as upon the 
pupils of the institution in the District.” ldo not 
think that any disadvantage can result from the 
passage of the bill. It is not intended to confer, 
degrees upon anybody except those whoare them- 
selves deaf and dumb or who are the instructors of 
deaf and dumb people. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It ought to say so. 

Mr. HALE. I[thinkit ought tosayso. The 
bill as it now stands would empower this institu- 
tion for the education of deaf mutes to confer de- 
grees in thearts and sciences the same as Harvard 
university or Yale college. It seems to me that | 
it should not be done; thatit is lessening the thing 
altogether. They might have an appropriate di- 
ploma, indicating that they have passed through 
the regular order of education, prescribed by such 
an institution. [think that would be very well, 
and I have no doubtit would be proper. 1donot 
stand here as the particular advocate for degrees 
in the arts and sciences or for colleges; but the 
community have supposed that there was some 
character attached to such degrees, and if there is, 
it seems to me we should not confer this power on 
this institution, so that a degree from this deaf 
and dumb institution should have the same rank 
and standing asa degree from the highest and old- 
est colleges and universities in the land. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If I understand the bill cor- 
rectly, it would enable this institution to confer 
the degree of Doctor of Laws or Doctor of Di- 
vinity. I think thatwould make the thing more | 
ridiculous than it is now, which is hardly neces- 
sary. If they were to confer some degree appro- 
priate to the institution upon the deaf and dumb, 
it would be very proper. But I do not think it 
is necessary to pass this bill. I suppose they can | 
confer a degree of Doctor of Laws, if they choose, 
without a legislative act. l suppose any institu- 
tion, or any voluntary body of men, can do it. I 
think the bill had better be recommitted tothe Com- 
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia to report on 
the nature of the degree they shal! be authorized 
to confer; and if the chairman of the committee | 
will agree to it I will make that motion. 

# Mr. GRIMES. F am not very familiar with 
this business of degrees. I never was in posses- 
sion of one myself, and 1 never believed that they 
conferred upon those gentlemen who were in pos- | 
session of them any particular merit or distinc- 
tion. I know that institutions in my country 
without any particular standing as scholastic in- | 
stitutions confer degrees; but the world judges of || 
the graduates by their success afterwards, and | 
not by the fact that they happen to have a degree 
on parchment, I would not object myself to this 
institution having the power to confer any kind | 
of degrees, I do not suppose anybody would be l 
injured by conferring that power upon them, al- jj 


| 
i 
i 


though that is not the design of the act; and Ido i 


not think there is any possibility or probability 
of degrees being conferred on anybody else except 
upon the pupils of the institution or occasionally 
upon some person whois distinguished as_an.ed- 
ucationist of persons whoare afflicted by the loss 
of their sight or their articulation. 

I do not think itis a very important matter,and 
I do not care whether it is recommitted or not. 1 
never imagined that it was of any particular ad- 
vantage to the institution that the bill should be 
passed. When it was brought to me by the gen- 
tlemen who have charge of this ins@tution, I saw 
no objection to it. There was not a member of 
the committee to whom it was referred who saw 
any objection to it; and I have failed thus far to 
hear any substantial objection, except that possi- 
bly they may confer degrees like Harvard and 
Yale colleges. Suppose they do: what harm is 
going to be done toanybody? Is anybody going 
to employ a deaf mute or a man who has not the 
power of utterance and give him any greater con- 
fidence because he has a diploma from this deaf 
and dumb asylum than they would if he had not 
one? Would nota man’s credentials, if his char- 
acter be good, be worth just as much without a 
diploma from this deaf and dumb asylumas with 
it? 1 beg pardon of the Senate for occupying its 
time on such a subject. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move that the bill be re- 
committed. 1 think the object of the bill isa very 
good one indeed, but 1 do not think the object is4 
expressed in the bill itself. I think it will rather 
make the institut:on ridiculous to give it the power 
to confer literary or scientific degrees, whereas I 
think it would be very proper to give it the power 
to confer some degree that may be framed and 
invented for the deaf, dumb, and blind. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Rhode Island moves to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. ‘There is no provision that the 
degrees they confer shall be on the deafand dumb 
and the blind. 1 move to insert these words be- 
fore the word * pupils.” 

Mr. CLARK. {desire to inquire of my col- 
league and of the other Senators who oppose this 
bill if their opposition is not a little captious. 
Pray, sir, what is the objection to this seminary 
having the power to confer a degree as a matter 
of compliment on somebody who was not edu- 
cated there if they choose to do it and the man 
chooses to accept it? Take the case of a man 
who happens to be an educator of the deaf and 
dumb, not deaf or dumb himself, buta man who 
could talk and who could listen, and this institu- 
tion, for the purpose of complimenting him for 
his skill and faithfulness in educating the deafiand 
dumb, or for some other purpose, chooses to con- 
fer a degree upon him, and he is willing to re- 
ceive it—pray what is the objection to it? Ido 
not think there is any danger of making the whole 
thing ridiculous, as suggested by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. I think we may as well trust this 
matter in the hands of these people who educate 
the deaf and dumb as anybody else. [I do not 
believe that they willabuse it. {can hardly con- 
ceive how it can be abused, I think we had bet- 
ter allow this institution and the gentlemen who 
ure engaged in this good work to issue these de- 
grees, and if anybody chooses to receive them, 
and reccive them as a compliment, let him have 
them. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring inthe amendment made asin Com- 
mittee of thé Whole to strike out the words “or 
others.” 

Mr. GRIMES. 
afterwards. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was put to the 
Senate and agreed to, but can be disagreed to now. 

The amendment was non-concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. | 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 
158) in addition to an act to amend the laws re- 
lating to the Post Office Department, approved | 


I withdrew that amendment 


March 3, 1863. 


The message further announced thatthe House 

of Representatives had passed a jomt..resoluugn. 
(No. 38).divecting the Secretary of the Interior ta 
pay to the-Chippewa, Ottawa, and Pottaw 
mie Indians residing in. Michigan the surm of 
$192,850; in which it requested: the :concurrence 
of the Senate. . ihe 3g. at : 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED; 
- The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled bill; which thereupon received 
the signature of the Vice President; st 

A bill (S. No. 120) to amend añ act entitled 
‘ Anacttoregulate trade and intercourse with the 
Indian tribes and to preserve peace on the fron- 
tier,” approved June 30, 1834. ° 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. R. No. 38) directing 
the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the Chip- 
pewa, Ottawa, and Pottawatomie Indians resid- 
ing in Michigan the sum of $192,850 was’ read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. a 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL, | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to. postpone all 
prior orders, with a view ofiaking up and finishing 
the bill that was under consideration yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to zand the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (Hi. R. No. 40) making appro- 
priations forthe consular and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1865; the/pending question being on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Sumner, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to add the following as an 
additional section to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That the President may, in his 
discretion, by and with the advice and consentof the Sen- 
ate, appoint an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo- 
tentiary to the kingdom of Belgium, who shall receive no 
higher compensation than is now allowed to a minister 
resident. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before the vote is taken on 
the amendment I desire to add one word to what 
was said yesterday, if I can have the attention of 
the Senator from Maine. : 

The question was very earnestly asked by that 
Senator what was the origin of this proposition, 
I have in my hand the first origin of the proposi- 
tion—at least so far as I am concerned. Itisa 
letter dated at “ Brussels, November 23, 1863°?-—- 
a strictly private letter to myself fvom a very ẹmi- 
nent and very able citizen of the United States, by 
accident in Brussels at that time, and, I may say, 
there at this very moment. The Senator willex- 
cuse meif I donot mention his name. I have no 
objection, of course, to communicate it to him 


se ag 


privately. From this letter I read a passage only: 


t Ft seemed to me out of fitness that, on all public occa- 
sions, he [ourminister] should hold an inferior rank and tag 
after a file of plenipotentiaries representing little Powers 
known only to adepts in geography. There is also another 
incongruity which, | believe, has not failed to be observed 
here. Belgium sendsa plenipotentiary to Washington ; and 
we are in the habit of bestowing upon King Leopold very 
burdensome and we may suppose unweicome tokens of our 
respect by asking him to be arbiter in international ques- 
tions of which the investigation subjects him to great labor. 
On the other hand, by sending to his court a representative 
of inferior rank we seem quite clearly to declare that we hold 
him to be a monarch of lower grade.” 

These, sir, are the words of a private citizen, 
but one of singular intelligence and unexampled 
opportunities in Belgium, who knows well the 
actual condition of thingy in that country. 

Here, then, is the testimony of one on the spot 
that our country would be aided in Belgium by 
giving an additional rank to its representative there. 
fhe Senate will bear me witness that in urging 
this proposition yesterday | put it expressly on 
the ground that it seemed to me important to 
contribute at this moment in every possible way, 
especially where it could be done without any ad- 
ditional draft upon the Treasury, to the efficiency 
of our missions in Europe. I did not put itupon 
any ground of compliment to any minister, norm- 
deed onany ground of mere complimentto the dis- 
tinguished sovereign to whom the plenipotentiary 
will be accredited, but simply on the ground that 


| in this way we should add to the effictency of our 


representation abroad; and on this I gave my-tes- 
timony, suchas it was woxth, enforced also: by 
the recommendation of the Committee.on Foreign 
Relations. i . 1 
Buta question:was made as tothe desires of 


the King of Belgium, and/1.wad asked. whether 
there was any evidence on that head, In reply 
[-biated,that the Government of the King of Bel- 
givin had ‘invited the last Administration to send 
a plenipotentiary to Brussels, but I did not state 
the case. with sufficient strength... The desires of 
a foreign Government may be seen in two ways: 
first, in a positive requestor invitation, which of 
course must go for something; and. secondly, in 
a positive act, which goes much beyond even any 
positive request or invitation. Here, then, are 
the two classes of evidence. The positive act of 
the Government of Belgium is that it has accred- 
ited a ‘plenipotentiary to our Government. This 
act on the part of the Belgian Government de- 
servés, 1 submit, even if it does not demand, re- 
‘ciprocity on our part; and when Senators ask |i 
whether a pleninetentiary would be agreeable to 
the, King of Belgium, or according to his desires, 
treply that we have positive and unanswerable 
evidence to enable us to answer this inquiry in the 
fact. that his Government has sent an amiable and 
accomplished minister plenipotentiary to our Qov- 
ernment, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I do not know that I am 
called upon to say anything in reply to the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts; but it is very natural to 
suppose that there may bea citizen abroad who |; 
may havea very considerable feeling of pride,who 
would be struck with the fact that the minister 
ofthe United States was simply a minister resi- 
dent, while the ministers of divers and sundry 
small Powers were envoys extraordinary, and he 
might think that that fact detracted from the dig- 
nity of our Government, Iam in the habit of 
thinking. that the dignity of the Government does 
not depend on such small matters, but that it 
is impossible to ignore the Government of the 
United States, and that we shall be estimated 
abroad according to our actual power and what 
that is known to be in the world, without refer- 
once to the particular. grade of the ministers whom 
we choose to send abroad. Although the gentle- 
man writing this letter may have precisely the 
Gpinions that he expresses, it docs not follow, I 
think, that the Senate of the United States must 
necessarily entertain the same view, A man re- || 
siding abroad a long time may get Impressions 
which, perhaps, are as little likely to be in har- 
mony with our own mode of thinking at home as 
wo. should desire them to be. 

Tthink this preposition is open to all the ob- |! 
jections that I stated yesterday. ‘The same ar- || 


Í 
; ought to be. 


gument precisely would apply to other Govern- || 
ments, Holland for example, with which and its || 
dependencies we bave, if Lhave rightly ascertained jl 
the facts, about double the amount of intercourse 
in. the way of trade that we have with Beigium, 


although siuce the warcommenced we may have 
made considerably more purchases. of firearms, 
munitions of war, d&c., of Belgium than we did | 
before, 

< Ht seems after all that this idea did not originate 
in Any expression Of a wish ón the part of that 
Government, butin.amere private letter, and was 
started in the first plače at.the suggestion of some 
eminent citizen abroad, as I supposed inthe be- 
ginning, and notin any desire of an oficial char- | 
acter officially expressed. That a small Power, | 
a second-rate Power, chose to send a minister || 
plenipotentiary here was a matter for that Power | 
to consider. d do not think there is anything in 
our relations with Belgium, or any feeling ex 
hibited in regard to the whole matter, that should 
lead us to depart from the line of policy we have 
adopted and the distinction we have seen fit to | 
make, merely for the purpose of raising this gen- i 
teman another grade, The result I can easily | 
foresee. I have seen before in other cases from | 
whatsimple beginnings great results grow in the | 
way of money. I think we had bétter stand in | 
the way of the first step, and resist that. My | 
opinion, with all respect to the. Senator from || 


Massachasetts and the committee which he rep- | 
resents, remains the same as expressed yesterday, 
However, it is for the Senate to decide. Itisa | 
matter about which I have no feeling. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. If I am to vote to in- 
crease the grade, very certainly I shall vote to in- 
crease the salary, because I would not be willing 
to.impose the honors without the ‘compensation 
which would enable the man ta bear his honors 
properly in the presence of the representatives of | 
other nations. It is very plain what this thing i 
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will result in. Ff wo raise the grade now, next 
session we shall raise the salary, and we mayas 
well meet it at once. I therefore move to strike 
out the last clause of the preposition which re- 
strictis the pay. If that be the sense of the Sen- 
ate, there can beno necessity for raising the grade, 
because the President has that power now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana proposes to amend the amendment by 
striking out the words, ‘* who shall receive no 
higher compensation than. is how allowed tosa 
minister resident.” 

Mr. ANTONY, 
ator from Maine to the promise he made yester- 
day. 1 understood him then to say that if he 
could be satisfied that this request came from the 
potentate to whom we are under so great obliga- 
tions for friendship and kindness, and not from 
a desire to gratify the incumbent of the office, he 
should be willing to accede to it. Now, I think 
the Senator from Massachusetts has made out 
that case completely. Certainly the Senator from 
Massachusetts has shown that the King of Bel- 
gium made this request under the last Adminis- 
tration. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave stated the fact. 

Mr. ANTHONY. And I can state the fact. 
Lknowit. 1 know it from the State Department. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I want that officially. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the Senator is very 
particular. The Secretary of State has told me 
that he made that request; that he made it under 
the last Administration; and that, in anticipation 
that we should grant the request, he sent a full 
minister hereto us. I think something is due to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations; they have 
investigated this matter, they have consulted with 
the State Department, and they make this prop- 
osition. When the Senator from Maine makes 
a proposition from the Committee on Finance we 
all agree to it; we have to agree to itfirst or last, 

Ve vote to tax whisky or not to tax it, just as 
he says. We raise all the taxes that he says are 
necessary; we make all the appropriations that 
he says are proper, and cannot make any that he 
dees not agree to. I acknowledge that that is 
proper. I sometimes remonstrate against it, and 
sometimes Í vote against it, but if Í do Tam al- 
ways voted down, as in such cases I generally 
: {want to hold the Senator from 
Massachusetts, the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, in the same respect that | 
do the Senator from Maine at the head of the ex- 


| cheqner; and I think he ought, in consideration | 
l of the implicit obedience with which we yield to 


all his requests, to give something to the chairman 
of the other committee, 

Mr. HALE. I hope we shall repay all the 
gratitude that is due to this old King of Belgium 
somehow or other pretty soon, so that it shall not 
be brought up on every bill to influenceus. Not 
long ago we had up here a bill to buy out the 
Scheldt dues—— 

Mr. SUMNER. 
session. 


Mr. GRIMES, (to Mr. Hare.) 


That was a treaty, in secret 


Mr HALE. Yes; itis a law now. 
Mr. ANTHONY. No, it is not. 
Mr. SUMNER. It has not yet been promul- 


; gated. 
1? Mr. HALE. Lam glad that the Senators sce 


the force of what I was going to say. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. J suggest to the Senator 


i that he can suppose a case. 


Mr. HALE. Thank you. Iwill suppose a 
case where we had before us a treaty which was 
to saddle our Treasury with a debt of nearly a 
million dollars, and that the principal argument 
for it was an obligation of gratitude that we owed 


i to this King of Belgium; and now it is proposed | 
i! to raise the grade of the minister to Belgium to 
ii gratify this good old man for whom we voted a į 


million the otherday. lam opposed to the whole 
of it, and I'am opposed ‘to it for this reason: it 


does seem to me that from the commencement of | 


this rebellion to the present time the men who 
have had the dealing with it here in the Senate 


have thought the whole remedy consisted in rais- į 


ing the rank and pay of officers; and we have got 
now pending, introduced by the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, two bills of the 
same kind; one of them was discussed the other 
day, in regard to the regiment of engineers, and 


Lam going to hold the Sen- | 


It has passed || 
| now, and you have a right to talk about it. 


| raising of rank and raising of pay. 


the other was introduced this morning, in regard 
to the artillery. - 

Mr. WILSON.  Wehave passed the engincer 
bill. : 

Mr. HALE. § Itis constantly raising rank and 
raising salaries; and it has not been confined to the 
Military Committee. I remember that my friend 
from Michigan [Mr. Cuanpurr] thought it was 
absolutely necessary, in order to put down this 
‘rebellion, to raise the pay of the revenne-cutter 
officers, and it was done because raising pay and 
rank, seemed to be the remedy. Now the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations have takeu it up. 
They have begun niorg modestly, They propose 
to raise the rank this year and the pay next. It 
will all come to the same thing. And at thesame 
time we are spending moncy as if the emissions of 
the paper factories that we have going turning it 
out were never to ceme back to be redeemed. This 
is a small matter to speak on in that connections 
perhaps, but J tell you a time is coming when we 
shall learn economy or bankruptcy, and that is 
not far off, unless wealter our course of constantly 
increasing rank or pay. 

I apprehend that this matter in regard to the 
minister at Belgium is altogether but a compli- 
ment, There is no public necessity, no pablic want 
for any minister there; but we have got one, aud I 
do not propose to disturb him or to do anything to 
disturb him. { confess that I am opposed to this 
1 am some- 
what of aconvert to the doctrines that were poured 
out here so bountifully when a proposition was 
made to raise the salary of some naval paymasters? 
clerks that got about five hundred dollars a year. 
What a floodgate of economy overflowed the Sen- 
ateatthatmoment! Itisonly such little thingsthat 
excite the patriotism and economy of the Senate; 
-but when you come to brigadier generalgand min- 
isters plenipotentiary, and characters of that sort, 
there is no end to the money that you may vote 
without any reproof ‘or any indiciment. 

Sir, we are going in a wrong direction; we must 
turn round; we must adopt a different system} 
and we must (though I know it will sound ridicu- 
lous to many ears) recur to some of the old-fash~ 
jioned notions of economy that used to prevail in 
the publie councils. 

Itis idle to maintain that this proposition does 
not look to an increase of salary. Itis an insult 
to the minister if increased pay does not follow, 
Why shall a minister plenipotentiary be sent to 
Belgium and he be made an exception to all the 
other ministers plenipotentiary? Whathas Mr. 
Sanford done that he should be subjected to this 
indignity by the Senate, to say that he shall be 
made a minister plenipotentiary and at the same 
time shall only receive the salary of a minister 
resident, making him an exception to all the other 
officers of the Government of this kind? While I 
am willing to do a pleasant thing to the old gentle- 
man who is the King of Belgium, Lam unwill- 
ing to do itat the expense of insulting our own 
minister at the same time; for, while it will be a 
compliment to the King of Belgium, it willbe an 
insult to the minister to point him out and say, 
he shall have additional rank, but shall not have 
additional pay. > 

I think my friend from Indiana [Mr. Hen- 
pricks] has mistaken the remedy. He had better 
voteagainst the whole thing, because if you strike 
out the provision against an increase of salary, 
(and I rather think the Senate will strike it out,) 
you cannot then get the other part stricken out; 
and the result will be that you have stricken out 
the only part you want to keep in,and got in the 
part that you wanttokeepout. I think itis best 
to keep it all out. 

Mr. GRIMES. I do not know anything about 
diplomacy; but my idea always has been that 
matters of state should be made public. The 
Senator from Massachusetts, the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, may have some 
information upon the subject; he may be wiling- 
to communicate it, or he may not; but I venture 
to ask him the question whether or not any por- 
tion of this idea has originated in the fact that this 
King of Belgium, Leopold, is the father-in-law of 
Maximilian, who isto be our neighbor in Mexico; 
and whether this is designed to propitiate the in- 
fluences that are likely to control him if he shall 
become our neighbor in Mexico? 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator wish an 
answer? 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. I answer that it has no con- 
nection with that fact. 

Mr. GRIMES. f think the country ought to 
know and would desire to know whether there is 
any indication in creating this office that there is 
to be any truckling to any foreign Power what- 
ever; and if the Senator can assure me that no 
such sentiment as that entered into the minds of 
those from whom this suggestion emanated, it 
might perhaps strengthen 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 answer the Senator frank- 
ly. This proposition comes into the Senate from + 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I can 
assure him that no such idea has ever entered 
into that committee, certainly so far as I can 
speak from its deliberations. The idea, ] say, 
comes from thatcommittee; but that is not all 

Mr. GRIMES. | understood the Senator from 
Rhode Island to remark, in reply to the chairman 
of the Commitice on Finance, that the Secretary 
of State had approached him upon the subject, 
and had told: him that King Leopold desired, dur- 
ing the last Administration, that thegradc of this 
mission should be raised; and I therefore judged 
that this must have emanated from the Secretary 
of State. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Allow me to correct my 
friend. I did not mean to be understood, and cer- 
tainly I did not say, that the Secretary of State 
had approached me. In conversation on this sub- 
ject long ago the Secretary of State told me that 
a request of that kind had been made by the King 
of the Belgians, and under the last Administra- 
tion, that 9f Mr. Buchanan, before Maximilian 
had ever been heard of in this country. It has 
not the slightest relation to that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, It seems the last Admin- 
istration did not think our dignity required it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. They did not think it best 
to 19 a great many things that we think it proper 
to do. 

Mr. SUMNER. The minister of the King of 
the Belgians arrived here only at the close of the 
last Administration, in the month of January or 
February before that Administration went out of 
office, and they therefore naturally left the whole 

uestion to the incoming Administration, But 
then I wish to reply in good faith to the inquiry 
of the Senator from Iowa, though I do not know 
that it needs any reply, for he knows perfectly 
well that those who have brought this proposi- 
tion forward on this floor have no idea of truck- 
ling to any Power. The persons responsible for 
the proposition directly here are the Committee 
on Foreign Relations; but they have acted in con- 
cert with the Department of State, which Depart- 
mentof State had originally received an intimation 
on the subject from the Governmentof Belgium, 
an intimation in two forms: first, verbally; and 
then, as I have said, by the fact of Belgium send- 
ing us a full minister. i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The remarksof the Sen- 
ator from Ohio yesterday and of the Senator from : 
New Hampshire to-day, speaking of a treaty or | 
a supposed treaty between the United States and 
Belgium on the subject of the Scneldt dues, have’! 
thrown outa suggestion to the prejudice of this 
proposition, and what is more, as it seems to me, 
to the prejudice of our country before the people, 
and I desire to say a single word on that subject 
by way of reply. | 

Mr. President, it is known that the United | 
States led the way in the proposition to abolish | 

i 


what were denominated the Sound dues in Den- ; 
mark, the dues upon the Elbe, and the dues upon | 
the Scheldt. The United States led the way when | 
Mr. Marcy was Secretary of State, and under |: 
declarations amounting quasi to a declaration of | 
war even with Denmark if the Sound dues were } 
not relinquished; but on consultation, this Gov 
ernment, with the other Governments, agreed to 
capitalize those ducs and to pay a certain sum of | 
money to Denmark. That is the way it origin- 
ated. The other nations of the world acted in 
concert with us, we taking the lead in abolishing 
those dues in Denmark, and also upon the Elbe; | 
and if this supposed treaty has been negotiated į 
and ratified, it is probabie that it is carrying out | 
the same policy. i 

1 will not detain the Senate by speakingatlength : 
on this subject, but it is carrying out the policy | 
not of any recent date that has a particular refer- : 
ence to King Leopold, and certainly shows noth» | 


| in this beaten track—this track where all the steps | 


ing in the nature of truckling to King Leopold, 
because Maximilian, who is supposed to be about 
to leave Europe to take the throne of Mexico, 
may be by marriage related to King Leopold, or 
truckling to the Emperor of the French, or to.any | 
other foreign Power.. The time may come per- 

haps when in relation to Mexican affairs weshall 

be called upon to speak. At present, for one I 

do not feel that it is necessary to make any dec- 

larations on my part of what opinion J as an in- 

dividual Senator may entertain in relation to the 

intervention on the part of the French in Mexico, 

nor onthe subject of Maximilian taking the throne 

in Mexico, but the time may come when we may 

be called upon to speak on these questions, 

© Mr. President, I felt called upon to say as much 

as this by way of reply to the remarks of the Sena- 

tor from Ohio yesterday and the Senator from 

New Iampshire to-day. | think this question 

about the raising of the grade of our minister to 

Belgium should be considered entirely independent 
of any consideration growing out of the negotia- 

tion of that treaty. I became satisfied on this 

matter being considered in the committee in all 

its hearings, both the question of raising the grade 

and the other question which may follow of rais-«| 
ing the pay at some future time, that the propo- 

sition was correct, and [shall give it my support.- 

Mr. DAVIS. I am opposed to raising this mis- 
sion. If we raise the mission, that is the first step, 
and the next step will inevitably be to raise the 
salary. That will follow justas certainly as night 
follows day. The gentleman who represents our 
Govérnment at the Belgian court is to be con: į 
tinued if the mission be raised. If his capacity 
could be raised in the same proportion 1 would 
vote for the measure; but [ apprehend that he will 
have no more ability to serve our Government 
and country there after he is made an embassador 
of the first class than he now bas. Belgium is 
nota second-rate power. A friend informs me, 
and my general recollection corresponds with his, 
that the population of Belgium is some five mil- 
lions. 

Mr. SUMNER. About five millions. 

Mr. DAVIS. If Belgium were a'Power equal 
in population, in resources, and in commercial 
intercourse with the United States to other coun- 
tries where we have missions of the first class, 
there might be some fitness in raising our mission 
to Belgium to that grade. If the raising of this | 
mission would male our country, our people, our 
Government, our interests more acceptable to 
King Leopold, there would then be some reason 
for raising the mission; but] imagine that none 
of these points will be improved in our favor if 
the mission be raised. 

I believe certainly that we now have twice as 
many diplomatic representatives as we ought to | 
have; and if there were a general proposition | 
made, after inquiry and reflection by the vigilant | 
and able chairman of the Committee on Finance, | 

| 
| 


| 
| 


[Mr. Fessenpen,] to reduce our missions, I cer- 
tainly would vote for such a proposition, The 
attentionwhich he gives to the finances of the | 
country, and the condition of the Treasury, and | 
the expenditure of the public money, is in the į 
highest degree praiseworthy, and the country | 
certainly owes hima deep debt of gratitude for his | 
fidelity in these respects, and 1 honor him for it. 
It seems to me that it has become a good part of | 
the business of the Congress of the United States, | 
especially since the war confmenced, to increase | 
the number of officers and the rates of salary and | 
compensation. I believe now that we have a vast | 
redundancy of officers in all the public service, ! 
and I believe that redundancy exists in our for- i 
eign list. 1 believe the list of foreign appoint 
ments, commercial as well as diplomatic, contains . 
as great an excess proportionally to the demands | 
and the business of the country, or the greatest ex 
cess, that there is in any branch of the entire se 
vice of the Government, Instead of continuing on | 


are forward—of increasing offices and increasing | 
salaries, I would much prefer that we should make | 
a retrograde movement. I shall therefore vote | 
against the raising of this mission. DA. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, i supposed, until I heard the honora- | 
ble member from Kentucky, were unanimous in | 
favor of this proposition, and they came to that | 
conclusion after being satisfied by information | 
upon which they knew they could rely that iti 


was the wish of the Government that this 
ure'should be adopted: As far asd was indi 
ually concerned, 1 was perfeetly willing to le 
a measure of this sort almost entirely wi 
control of the Government: ‘The foreign: 
| of the country are placed entirely: with 

risdiction of the President, as far as they ateica 
ried on-by measiires of this descri ptions* and when 
the President of the United States; who ISS 
posed to speak through the’ Seeretary of Stal 
informed us that he thought a national bensfitste 

some extent at least, would’ be the result of a. 
measure of this kind without asking that ‘there 

should be any additional expenditure, the cont 
mittee thought it was their duty almost to‘ concur 

iw that advice. oy : 

The honorable member from New Hampshire 
supposes that it may lead to some increase of com- 
pensation. ‘The Executive does not propose any 
such increase. Whether Congress hereafter'shall 
or shall not decide that there shall be an increase 
of the salary of this minister, or an increase of the 
salary of any of the other ministers, isa matter 
entirely within the judgment ofa future Congress. 
‘I confess for one l should prefer that the salary 
hed be increased at once; but that is not pro-' 

osed. Hefei athe 
P ‘The objection urged by the honorable member 
from New Hampshire, that the incumbent of this 
office, if you confer on him this honor, will cén= 
sider it an indignity, is not to be considered as 
f true in point of fact. He is here, and J suppose 
he is aware that such a proposition as this has’ 
been before the Senate, and I do not know that 
he has said to anybody that he would consider 
himself as insulted or disparaged in any way by: 
giving him the additional rank unless‘it is fol- 
Jowed by an‘additiqnal compensation. s 

The honorable member tells us, and tells us 
truly, that in the condition of the country we 
should husband our resources; but this is a very 
small way of husbanding resources. We are 
spending money by thousands and hundreds of 
thousandsand millions. Thetrue-way of taking 
care of the resources of the country is to see that 
the moneys which we appropriate are not unne- 
cessarily expended. ` 

Now, whatever may be the character in point 
of rank of the Government of Belgium, one thing 
is perfectly certain, that it has in Europe a very 
potential voice. That fact may be owing to the 
peculiar character of the present king; but to 
whatever it may be referred, one thing ia certain, 
that the fact exists; atid it is all-important for us, 
therefore, to do anything consistent with honor 
and within the means of the Government to stand 
as well as we can stand in the opinion of that 
sovereign. He has exhibited throughout these 
troubles, as we all know, the kindest feeling, the 
most friendly feeling to the United States. Per- 
haps he has been almost alone among the sov- 
ereigns of Europe in entertaining that opinion. 
There is some reason to believe, as I understand, 
that the neutral relation in which England stands 
toward us, a relation which she considers as neu- 
tral, and which, ina great measure, has been very 
honorably neutral—perhaps in some cases they 
have gone beyond the limits that neutrality would 
have prescribed—has been very much owing to 
the advice of thissovereign. That of itself, if so, 
shows that if we can with any propriety prove to 
him that we are sensible of the friendly conduct 
which he has observed toward us it would seem 
to be true policy that we should adopt: such a 
measure. 

He has sent to us a full minister. He thinks 
therefore that the relation in which his kingdom 
stands to us requires a representation ofthat high 
grade; and I have no doubt that he would be grat- 
iied if that compliment to us were returned by 
reciprocating the compliment to him. . Whether 
the pay be too much or too little now isa matter 
about which the honorable member ftom New 
Ttampshire and myself perhaps would not differ. 
We might notthink it was pay enough. Weare 
lawyers, and we think that a man can hardly be 
paid too weil for his services, whatever they may 
be. Now, what is $7,500 or what is $10,000 for 
a year’s services of this nature? What are the 
duties at that court particularly? He: is obliged 
to the extent of his means to show all possible at- 
tention to his countrymen at least; he is obliged 
to reciprocate civility; and from what I know, 
from information upon which I can rely, got not 
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from:-Mr. Sanford but fotiong ago, it costs. almost 
asmuch to livein Brusselsasit doesany where else. 
He is able out of his own means and willing (or 
he would resign the office) to remain there with 
the salary he has, and as Í understand he hasdis- 
charged his duties very properly, certainly to the 
“satisfaction of the. Department. 

-Büt the particular motive which operated upon 
mein concurring with the committee in this. prop- 
ogition is, that it. was the wish of the Government. 
l-agvee with the Senator. from Maine that in all 
such cases, as:a general rule, it is very much bet- 
ter that the President himself should ask thata 
measure of this sort be adopted; but there may 
be reasons inany individual case which would ren- 
der it improper to suggest such a measure pub- 
licly. . The Committee on Foreign Relations, 
through their chairman, have been in the habit, Í 
believe, froin the beginning of the Government to 
the present time, of consulting the State Depart- 
ment. His functions necessarily carry him to 
that Department to know the wishes of that De- 
partment. There are a great many things which 
cannot be communicated properly by message; 
they would have to be sent ina message here from 
day to day. The practical manner of conducting 
the business that exists from time to time, as be- 
tween the committee and the Department, is that 
the chairman of the committee visits the Depart- 
ment, or the Secretary of the Department visits 
the chairman of the committee, and they determ- 
ine between themselves whatis best for the inter- 
est of the Goverament in reference to our foreign 
affairs, and the matter is brought to the attention 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations,and they 
decide one way or the other as seems to them to 
be best. . 

But I submit, in conclusion, (not that Í shall 
feel that my opinion is treated with anything but 
proper respect,) that it would seem to be but 
courtesy—1 am sure nothing but courtesy is de- 
signed—when the Committee on Foreign Relations 
have been almost unanimous, and, as I thought, 
entirely unanimous, until I heard my friend from 
Kentucky. this morning, in recommending this 
measure, and when they tell you that itis a meas- 
ure which the head of the Department has at 
heart, looking to the interest of the Government 
abroad, that the recommendation of the commit- 
tee should receive the sanction of the Senate. 

, Mr, DAVIS. ‘I can comprehend but one prac- 
tical purpose that is to be subserved by raising 
this mission, I have no doubt that the chargé to 
Brussels is a very clever genleman; but his pro- 
légé, according to the letter which has been read | 
by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign | 
Relations, is digsatisfied that our chargé to Bel- 
gium cannot get into the company of the first-class | 
diplomats. Ee hasto tag—to use the phrase that | 
is incorporated in the letter—behind tbe repre- 
sentatives of Powers so insignificant that it takes | 
an adept in geography to determine where the | 
Governments and countries thatthey represent are 
located. The whole purpose aud practical effect 
of it is simply that our present chine may get 
into better company. He is not satisfied with | 
walking In procession to meet Leopold, his Ma- 

esty, in the company of chargés, but he wants to 

e thrown forward into the company of embassa- 
dors of the first class, suchas the representatives 
of England and France and Russia. Now, for 
the purpose of-enabling bim to transfer his posi- 
tion into higher and better company,we are asked, 
in the first place, to increase his grade to the first 
class, and the next request, of course, will be to 
give him the means of sustaining the dignity and 
respectability of that grade by increasing his sal- | 
ary; and we may be asked to increase it to the 
point of the salary which is given to our repre- 
sentatives to the courts of London and of Paris. 
Lam not disposed to increase this grade now, and | 
eventually the salary, for the purpose of enabling 
Mr. Sanford, respectable gentleman as he is, to 
get into what he deems to be better company, and |} 
which he covets so much to enter. 

Mr.SUMNER. There seems to bea perpetual | 
disposition in. the course of this debate to change | 
the issue. I said that the issue was how we shall |! 
best give efficiency to our representation in Eu- 
rope. Now, the Senator from Kentucky says 

that the issue is how we shall give our minister 
at Belgium an opportunity to get into a little bet- 
tercompany. That ishisimagination. Surely 
itis not the way the committee have directed me | 


! that even Russia was so situated as to make our 


| tary power and physical resources? At Berlinand 
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to state the case. It is not the way in which I 
have stated it at any time in this discussion. If 
hope that Senators will not be diverted from the 
„real issue. The question is a substantial one: 
will the public interests be promoted by this 
change? The committee answer in the affirma- 
tive, and in my humble opinion the committee is 
right. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the chairman specify in 
; what respect the public interest will be promoted, 
in what respect the efficiency of our representa- 
tive at the court of Brussels will be increased, and 
in what respect the increase of his grade will ren- 
der this Government and its interests more ae- 
ceptable to Leopold? 

r. SUMNER. In the same way, sir, that 

| the public interests are promoted at London by 
having there a plenipotentiary instead of a min- 
ister of the second class; in the way that they are 
also increased at Paris by having there a pleni- 
potentiary instead ofa minister of thesecond class. 

Mr. DAVIS. According to that rule, we ought 
to have a first-class minister atwevery court in 
Europe, and atevery GovernmentinSouth Amer- 
ica, and everywhere else where we send diplo- 

simatic representatives. 

Mr.SUMNER. No—the Senator will pardon 
me—not at every court in Europe, but only at 
those courts where we have considerable interests. 
It all pivots upon that question, What are the 
relations of our country with the different courts 
of Europe? If we have with them considerable 
interests, we oughtto be represented accordingly. 

If we have with them inconsiderable interests, 
there is no reason to raise the mission. We have 
first-class missions, as | have already said in this 
debate, at London, Paris, Madrid, Turin, Vienna, 
Berlin, and St. Petersburg; and why? 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the honorable chairman 
tell me the relative proportion between the com- 
mercial interests of the United States and Eng- 

| land, the United States and France, aud the United 
States and Belgium? 

Mr. SUMNER. There are interests of all 
kinds, commercial and political, and those inter- 
ests differ inedifferent countries. I need not re- 
mind the Senator that our interests with England 
and france are vastly superior to those with any 
other country in Europe, much above those with 
Belgium; but if you ask me what other country in 
Europe l should be disposed to place next after 
those two great countries, in the present condition 
ofour affairs atthis precise moment, I should hesi- 
tate to place any before Belgium, 

Mr. DAVIS. Would you not place Russia 
before Belgium? 

Mr. SUMNER, I would not exaggerate; but 
I am obliged to acknowledge, in reply to the Sen- 
ator, that [ should hesitate at this moment to say 


minister there so important to our present inter- 
ests as our minister at Belgium. in one word, 
our minister at Brussels has more to do than our 
minister at Petersburg. Do not forget, I pray 
you, the geographical position of Belgium, its 
thronging, active population, its commerce, its 
manufactures. But countries derive character 
and even power from their rulers; and this is the 
happy advantage of Belgium at this moment, es- 
pecially in her relations with us. You all know 
that her sovereign is able to exercise a persuasive 
influence over international matters entirely out 
of proportion to the*extent of territory which he 
so wisely governs, and this influence has been 
exerted at a critical moment in our favor. 

I would not say a word on this occasion in dis- 
paragement of any other Power. But it would 
be difficult, after England and France, to name 
any Power which, all things considered, furnishes 
at this moment such opportunities of usefulness in 
the public service toany plenipotentiary asare now 
afforded by Belgium. Does the Senator. wish to 
compare our interests there with those in Prussia, 
one of the most respectable and highly educated 
courts of the globe, or with Austria, vast in mili- 


‘Vienna there is less for our ministers to do—less of 
oppertunity—than at Brussels. The geographical 
position of these capitals is a sufficient explana- 
tion of this difference. 

Or, if you please, take the Government of Spain, 


representing that great Castilian monarchy on 
which it was said that the sun never set. A SeA- 
ator whispers that that was said some time ago. | 


True, but then you have in Spain still the old Cas- 
tilian pride and hope born of that immense empire; 
and yet our interests at this moment with Spain, 
or, in other words, our opportunities in that king- 
dom are not more important than in the smaller 
kingdom of Belgium, which the sun covers. in a 
single hour. 

‘Phen there is the new-born kingdom of Italy, 
where we havealsoa plenipotentiary. Doesany 
one suppose that if you put aside that sympathy 
which every American feels for this interesting 
Power, newly dedicated to liberty, our interests at 
this moment are equal to those which we have 
with Belgium? Here again geography exphins 
the difference. 

There only remains in this review, to which the 
Senator of Kentucky invites me, the empire of 
Russia, bound by many years of history to friend- 
ship with the United States, and absolutely fixed 
as our friend beyond any jar of diplomacy or any 
jealousy of growing power. Butour commercial 
relations with this extensive country are inferior 
to those with Belgium; and Petersburg is further 
removed from the great center of observation than 
Brussels: The Emperor of Russia is illustrious 
froma transcendent act for which his name will be 
blessed; but his assured friendship for our country 
takes away all solicitude with regard to his policy; 
while the complications of present questions in 
which he is involved render his relations to other 
European Governments less intimate than those of 
Kivg Leopold, even if the latter had not from fam- 
ily and personal character a position of peculiar 
weight in the scale of European affairs, so that Bel- 
gium under hisrule hasan importance beyond her 
natural power or geographical character. Belgium 
may be small in extent; but so was Greece; nor 
will any one presume to measure the influence 
which her sovereign may exercise by the number 
of square miles which he governs, 

But the Senator from Kentucky asked if there 
was any other Government so small in numbers 
where we were represented by a plenipotentiary. 
1 have before me from the last almanac the pop- 
ulation of Chili, where we have a plenipotegtiary. 
It is one million five hundred and fifty-eight thou- 
sand. Herealso is the population of Peru, where 
we have a plenipotentiary: two million five.hun- 
dred thousand. : 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator permit me to 
make a suggestion? 

. Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I believe thatthose missionsought 
fo be reduced, and I would vote to-day for the re- 
duction of the missions to Chili and to Peru, and 
I believe that such a proposition could be voted 
without any prejudice to the public interest, and 
with some saving to the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; but let us take 
each question by itself. That is the more prac- 
tical way. When the proposition to reduce the 
missions to Chili and Peru shall be before the 
Senate, I shall be ready to meet it, and I do not 
say that I shall not be with the Senator; but that 
proposition is not now before us, nor is it involved 
in any way, even indirectly, in the proposition 
now before us. Task Senators to consider this 
proposition on its own merits, and not to under- 
take to see other propositions beyond, Which are 
not necessarily involved in this. 

Tt is said that if we raise this mission, next year 
there will be a proposition to raise the salary. 
Very well; when that proposition comes we can 
meet it, Again, it is said that next year there 
will be a proposition to raise both mission and 
salary at the Hague and other places. Very well; 
when that proposition comes—and it must have 
the sanction of a committee of this body in order 
to come before the Senate—let us meet it. Mean- 
while let us meet the actual question under debate, 
which is whether you will authorize the Govern- 
ment, in view of the peculiar circumstances of the 
case and for the support of our interests abroad, 
to raise the mission to Belgium without any in- 
crease of salary. I have said this too often, I 
know; but I have been driven to it by the perti- 
nacity with which Senators have insisted upon 
presenting the case in a false light. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. On the suggestion of the 
Senator from New. Hampshire I withdraw: the 
amendment which I proposed a few minutes ago; 
but I desire to say that the argument just sub- 
mitted by the chairman of the Committee on For- 
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eign Relations.has strengthened the views which 
induced me to propose that amendment. J desire 
to call the attention of the Senate very brieflf to 
the question that is before the body. 

Under the act of 1856the President of the Uni- 
ted States has the power to say that this shall be 
a full mission; but he can only say it by giving 
to the minister a salary of $19,000 a year. That 
minister now has a salary of $7,500. By the ex- 
ercise of this power the President may increase 
the pay $2,500a year. Now, was it a good pol- 
icy or was it a bad policy which was adopted in 
1856? Was it well to say that the President of 
the United States, who is presumed to have an 
intimate knowledge of our foreign relations, should 
possess the power to say whether the minister 
should be a minister resident or a full minister? 
It is presumed that the President of the United 
States khows very intimately and accurately the 
relations between this Government and any par- 
ticular Government of Europe, and the delicacy 
and importance of the questions that arise be- 
tween the two Governments. The Senator now 
tells us that the questions between us and Belgium 
are inferior to the questions between us and no 
other Government of Europe except France and 
England. 

Mr. SUMNER. I said the “interests.” That 
was the word I used. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Then the interests in 
charge of the minister to Belgium are as import- 
ant as the interests confided to our minister at St. 
Petersburg, at Madrid, or at Berlin; and yet the 
Senator says that the minister who has charge of 
these importantinterests ought to have but $7,500, 
while the other ministers are getting from ten to 
twelve thousand five hundred dollars a year. 1s 
the Senate to consider on a question of $2,500, 


and.depart from the policy that was adopted in- 


1856? If we raise the rank of this minister, we 
ought to give him the $2,500 additional. ‘This 
Government is not so poor that it cannot pay him 
that addition. Certainly, we are not willing to 
say by the passage of this bill that the Govern- 
ment is so embarrassed in its finances that it will 
raise the rank because of the importance of the 
ei and yet it cannot afford to raise the pay 

,900, 

{ am in favor of leaving it where the actof 1856 
has left it. If our interests at that court are so 
important and so delicate, let the President of the 
United States say so, and let him give the minister 
$10,000 a year. Itis not toomuch, WhileLam 
in favor of economy, I am not in favor of com- 
mencing it at foreign courts. I like to see the 
Governmentof the United States well represented 
abroad; I take a pride, as a citizen of the United 
States, in that respect; and I want to see our min- 
isters paid such handsome salaries that they can 
bear themselves as the representatives of one of 
the first Powers of the world. If we raise this 
rank, Jet us give the man some respectable pay. 
It may be that the argument is all right that it 
ought to be a first-class mission; but certainly it 
follows inevitably from that argument that he 
ought to have the pay of a first-class minister; 
and if that be the conclusion, leave it with the 
President, where the policy of 1856 left it. 

Mr. SUMNER. If wehad not at this moment 
an army òf more than half a million of men in the 
field, and were not calling upon our people to con- 
tribute by taxation or by loans to the support of 
this war, I should agree with the Senator from 
Indiana, and insist that in raising this mission to 
Belgium we should also raise the salary. But, sir, 
we are in the midst of war, for the support of 
which we are exposed to unparalleled drafts upon 
the Treasury; and preciscly on this account] am 
unwilling to aid in raising any of our salaries 
abroad, especially those of a diplomatic character. 

That is my precise answer to the argument of 
the Senator from Indiana, and I believe he will 
confess it is asufficientanswer. Suppose we be- 
gin, where shall we end? Is the Senator aware 
of the applications for increase of salaries that 
have been made from persons in the foreign ser- 
vice? There is hardly one abroad who has not 
made complaint, either officially or unofficially, 
on this account. There are Senators on this floor 
who have letters from those with whom they are 
personally acquainted in Europe, urging that their 
salaries should be raised. 
know well that there are many of them atthe De- 
partment of State. 


Ihavesuchietters. I | 


Indeed the Secretary has as- | 


sured me that there is hardly one in the foreign 
service who has not made his complaint to the De- 
partment. The conclusion to which he was driven 
was that the subject must not be touched. You 
cannot undertake to raise one without being con- 
strained to meet the question why you do not 
raise another, and indeed the door would be 
opened to raise all. It was precisely on this ac- 
count that the Committee on Foreign Relations 
taking the whole subject into consideratian, feel- 
ing that the case of Belgium was exceptional, un- 
dertook to make aif exceptional proposition, 
namely, to raise the grade without raising the sal- 
ary,and in making this proposition they humbly 
believed that they performed a patriotic duty. In 
presenting it to the Senate, as the organ of that 
committee, I did not anticipate the opposition 
which it has encountered, and especially the tone 
of this debate. I have presented it from the be- 
ginning to the end on its merits; and on its merits 
alone | ask your votes. : 

Mr. CONNESS. I willnotenter upon the dis- 
cussion of this subject; but as I have a vote to 
cast, and intend to castitaflirmativel y on this prop- 
osition, I desire to state that in casting that vote I 
shall be governed by the recommendation of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. On questions. 
involving the expenditure of money I would or- 
dinarily, in fact 1 may say universally, follow the 
lead of the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
of this body; but I do not fear this proposition as 
one that will be followed by any demand for an 
increase of salary; and while I am up I will say 
that if it should be followed by a demand for an 
increase of the general salary paid to ministers 
resident | would not fail to support it to that ex- 
tent; and I would, in view of the considerations 
presented by the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, fee! that I was simply doing 
an economical and proper duty in giving such a 
vote, In giving this vote, however,I will not be 
governed by the consideration of money, but sim- 
ply by a desire to maintain the position taken and 
the views presented so ably and forcibly by the 
very able Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GRIMES, Itis very true,as has been ! 
said by the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, that probably nearly every mem- 
ber of this body has received letters from his 
friends who are enjoying the position of consuls 
or minisiers abroad, requesting that some effort 
may be made to increase their salaries and to in- | 
crease their grade; but here is an invidious dis- 
tinction attempted te be made by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, it strikes me. Mr. San- | 
ford, who happens to be minister resident of this | 
Government at Belgium, procures leave of ab- 
sence from the Secretary of State or the President, 
and comes here, and immediately or very soon | 
after reaching this Government, a proposition is 
made for his benefit and for the benefit of nobody 
else, so far as I know. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator allow me | 
to interrupt him just there? The proposition 1 | 
have had.the honor of moving was voted uponand 
adopted in the Committee on Foreign Relations | 
several weeks, I think, beforeit was known even | 
that Mr. Sanford wason the way to this country, | 
I can assure the Senator that I had no idea that 
Mr. Sanford was coming when I first submitted | 
this proposition to the committee. | 

Mr. GRIMES. lam very happy to hear the į 
explanation made by the Senator from Massachu- į 
setts, for l apprehend that without that explana- | 
tion there would have beena perfect avalanche of | 
these foreign ministers and consuls upon the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman permit me?; 
I understand that that proposition was submitted | 
to the committee this morning and voted upon by |; 
the committee this morning. i 

Mr. SUMNER. It wasdiscussed in committee ; 
this morning, - I do not know that itis according | 
to the rules to speak of what passed in commit- | 
tee; but my impression is that I submitted this 
proposition to the committee two months ago. | 
The Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. DooLITTLE,} | 
who is on the committee, will remember better 
than I do, but I think it was about two months | 
ago. j 

“Mr. DAVIS. Iadmitthatthe proposition has | 
been for some time before the committee. To be ; 
sure, I have been very irregular in my attendance | 


| very insignificance. 


upon the committee, but I have never known iti 


tobe submitted and voted upon décidedly. until 
this morning. | |. e e e : 
Mr.SUMNER. ‘The Senator, Lknow, desires: 
to have the fact stated as itis. Lassure the Sen- 
ator that it was submitted and voted upon: long. 
since. ; ee RA 
Mr. DAVIS. 
ing? EE ae See E 
Mr. SUMNER. H was repeated this, mo 
on account of the discussion yesterday.: : 
were in committee this morning, and. xeferente:; 
was made, naturally enough, perhaps, tothe diš- 
cussion of the day before.. The Senator. was. 
present and knows what passed. oe 
Mr. GRIMES. Of course I do notknow-what 
has occurred in the committee,and I am notanx- . 
ious to know; I only know this fact, and;the 
country knows it, that almost simultaneously 
with the arrival of Mr. Sanford from the court to 
which he was accredited by this Government, a 
roposition is made in the. Senate. to amend. a 
House bill so as to raise his grade from that of.a 
resident minister to a minister plenipotentiary. 
That is a fact that is patent to ‘the world, and 
from which the country would. be disposed.to- 
judge of this proposition, and from which our 
other foreign ministers and consuls would.judge. 
Mr. Sanford comes here, and this propositionis 
made, and where does it come from? Ee 
Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts. 
has attempted to impress upon the Senate that 
our interests in Belgium are quite as important as 
they are inany country save France and England. 
Mr.SUMNER. At this moment. 


“Why. was it repeated hi 


Mr. GRIMES. Is this so? Why is it so? 
Has the Senator stated any reason? Lasked him 
the reason, but he failed to give any. It.is true 


that Leopold, the sovereign of Belgium, has here~ 
tofore been & kind of arbitrator between our and 
other Governments, in relation to disputes ‘that 
existed between us and those Governments; and 
why? Was it because he was a powerful mon- 
arch, because he ruled ina country that possessed 
great power and force?: No; but because of its 
He was an honest man, it 
was believed; he was an intelligent man; but hia 
Government was so exceedingly insignificant on 
the face of Europe that it had not been mixed up 
or connected with any of the great continental 
questions that separated Russia from Prussia, or 
Prussia from Austria, or England from France, 
or France from Spain. That was the reason why 
our interests have been with that Government. 
Now, is it propased-to submit any further arbi- 
trations to King Leopold? Is there any proba- 
bility that our interests are to continue to be of 
so much moment at his Government? If they 
are not, why do you propose to raise this mission 
instead of the one at Copenhagen, or the one at 
Stockholm, or the one at the Hague, or the one 
at Portugal? with either one of which we have to- 
day more commercial intercourse than we have 
with this Government of Belgium, if I am cor- 
rectly informed. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt'that this prop- 
osition will be adopted, and I can see exactly 
what will be the result of it; that, if not at this 
session, at any rate before this Congress ad- 
journs, we shall raise all the grades and the pay 
of our ministers and of our foreign consuls. 

-Mr.SUMNER. The Senator from Lowa opens 
now a new question. He asks about our interests 
in Belgium. 

I answer they are, first, commercial; and those 
are considerable. 

Secondly, they are political; and these are at 
this moment if possible more important than any- 
thing from commerce. These political interests 
have their importance partly from the central po- 
sition of Belgium in Europe, being, as I stated 
yesterday, on the highway of travel there, so that 
it is a point of observation for our minister, from 
which he may take note of what passes over the 
whole Continent. But these interests are aug 
mented at this time beyond perhaps their natural 
importance by the character of the reigning sov- 
ereign. The Senator says that the power isin- 
significant, but the intelligence of that sovereign 
is not insignificant, nor is his influence insignifi- 
cant. The Senator knows very wellthat there is 
no sovereign in Europe at this moment who on 
personal grounds has so much weight. 

Our interests in Belgium are, in the third place, 
represented by the fact that we have been in the 


habit of selecting King Leopold as our arbitrator 
in questions with foreign Powers. We have made 
him-out. pack-horse : 

Mr; GRIMES. 
King of Holland? 

Mr. SUMNER. A great many yearsago. It 
wasthe ancestor of the present king... ~~ 

Mr. GRIMES... But the king does not die, I 
believe; the Government continues; -and:f donot 

` know but that the present king is as eminent as 
the old one. a 3 
Mr: SUMNER. Mr. President, we are legis- 
lating inthe present, not in the past, nor even in 
the future; we are meeting thingsas they are; we 
aiédéaling with a practical case. It is not a ques- 
tioh whether we will havea plenipotentiary at Brus- 
séls five years or ten-years from now, when tlie 
present sovereign will have ceased to reign, if in 
thattimeheshould be called away, but how we shall 
be represented there at this moment, in the present 
condition of. our affairs. ‘This is the question. 

But, says. the Senator, if we have a plenipoten- 
tiary at Brussels there will bea call to have another 
at Copenhagen. Does he forget the difference be- 
tween Denmark and Belgium? The whole popula- 
tion of Denmark, even including the duchies of 
Schleswig, Holstein, and Lauenburg, which have 
already, as the Senator knows very well, separated 
from Denmark, is only two million six hundred 
and five thousand; and our interests there, I need 
not say; either commercial or political, are of 
stiall importance compared with those which we 
have in Belgium. 

Mr. GRIMES. [inquire of the Senator if he 
includes the Danish possessions abroad in that 
estimate. j 

Mr. SUMNER. No; Ido not. 

ThePRESIDINGOFFICER, (Mr. Powett.) 
Theamendment proposed by the Senator from In- 
diana to theamendment having been withdrawn, 
the question recurs on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, 

“Mr. JOLINSON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeus 21, nays 18; as follows: . 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Couness, Dixon, 
Doolimte, Poster, Harris, Howard, Johnson, Lane of tundi- 
ana, bane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
Kinin Van Winkle, Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wil- 
BONN 

NAYs—Messrs. Buckalew, Clark, Collamer, Cowan, 
Davis, Fessenden, Grimes, Hale, Harding, Harlan, Hen- 
dicks, Howe, Nesmith, Powell, Saulsbury, Sherman, Len 
Eyck, and ‘Prambull—s3, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. Jaminstrueted by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to move an amendment to 
the bill in line sixty-three, by inserting ‘ Clif- 
ton?” and." Caaticook”? in the list of consulates. 

‘Mr. FESSENDEN. My colleague has sev- 
eral amendments to offer, if I understand aright, 
providing for about ten consulates. 1 should like 
to’have him read. them all over and explain to the 
Senate the necessity of the whole. If we pass one, 
we ought to pass all, and they ought to be con- 
sidered as a whole, 

~ Mr, JOHNSON. Can they not be provided 
for in one amendment? 

Mr, FESSENDEN. They come in at differ- | 
ent places. 

Mr. MORRILL. They are-substantially one 
amendment, though they must be offered sepa- 
rately. The amendment provides for ten consu- 
lates in Canada. They are in lieu of that num- 
ber ora larger number of consular agents now 
provided for by law, and appointed by the consul | 
general. The Department of State recommend 
thatin lieu of these consular agents there shall 
be appointed ten consuls to reside at important 
places in Canada, and who shall be under the gen- 
eral regulations of law applicable to consuis in 
foreign countries. Such have been the relations 
of that country to this, particularly since the 
breaking out of this rebellion, that this’amend- | 
ment of the law is very important to the public. 
interests. The Committee on Commerce have | 
had the subject under consideration, and have j 
come to the conclusion that the recommendations 
of the Department should be adopted; and they 
have instructed me to move the necessary amend- | 
ments to this BiH. . The consulates to be inserted 
are Clifton, Coaticook, Evie, Goderich, Kings- | 
ton, Prescott, Port Sarnia, Saint Lambert, To- | 
ronto, and Windsor. 

¿Mr FESSENDEN. | I think theamendments į 


Have we not done sô with the 
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had better be moved separately, and they will be 
understood better, perhaps. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then | move to insert in line 
sixty-three, in the schedule of consulates pro- 
vided for, the words ‘ Clifton, Coaticook.”? - 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Before that question is 
taken I will state another fact, so that the Senate 
may fully understand the matter. The commu- 
nication on this subject was originally sent to the 
Committee on Finance, but thinking i.more proper 
for the Committee on Commerce, we sentit tothat 
committee for consideration.” The presentsystem 
in Canada is that we have a consal general and 
he appoints consular agents: It has been found 
very difficult at the present rate of fees, which are 
very small as now regulated, to get any agent to 
do the business. Itis proposed to change that 
somewhat in regard to the fees, but it is difficult 
to get agents who are not engaged in other busi- 
ness. ‘I'he consequence is that the consul general 
is obliged tó appoint men engaged in other busi- 
ness, and frequently men who are engaged with 


railroads or one thing or another of that sort., 


The result has been thatthe business of the coun- 
try has always been subordinated to the private 
business, and has suffered very much in conse- 
quence of it. A shorttime agoa couple of agents 
were appointed to examine the whole subject. 
One of them was a gentleman who has charge of 
the consular, bureau in the State Department, a 
very valuable officer, and the other one of the best 
officers connected with the Treasury Department. 
They went through Canada and examined the 
whole matter in order to see what could be done. 

It is well ascertained that extensive prepara- 
tionsare now making with reference to smuggling 


in view of our high tariff. It becomes important, į 


therefore, that consuls shali be employed in Can- 
ada who will be able to devote their whole time 
to the duties of their office, and to ferreting out 
these matters and giving the proper information, 
so the Department believes. The fves at present 
paid, which were made very low by an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill a short time ago, 
are not sufficient to procure men who will give 
much attention to the business, or who will be 
likely to be of any great use. We mustleave the 
whole matter open, as it is now, and take the con- 
seqnences that may result, or else we must appoint 
consuls whose whole basiness it shall be to at- 
tend to this matter; and we must also change the 
law with reference to the fees, in order that they 
may help to pay the expenses of the consulates. 

I may here remark that although we make ap- 


parently a pretty large appropriation for consuls, | 
The Í 


a very large part of it is. paid by the fees, 
foes have been much increased under one law 
passed during the last Congress requiring triple 
invoices, and establishing a new system of in- 
voices for goods shipped for this country abroad. 


The increase in the fees in asingle year has been | 


about one hundred thousand dollars, and there is 
very good reason to believe that in a short period 


our consular system will become almost if not | 


quite self-supporting at the rate of its improve- 
ment within the last few years, 

It is for the Senate to consider whether for 
these reasors, in reference to the important busi- 
ness that may be growing up owing to the great 


difference between our tariff and the tariff of the.| 
British provinces, it is not necessary to adopt i 


some system which will at any rate tend to check 
the evil in some degree, and I have no doubt it 
will in a very considerable degree. 
The amendment was agrecd to. 
Mr. MORRILL. Jn line sixty-four I propose 
to insert the word * Erie.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. Jn line sixty-five I move to 
insert ‘* Goderich.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. 
to insert the words ‘* Kingston in Canada.” 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. In line seventy-five I move 
to insert “Prescott.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. Inline seventy-eight I move 
to insert Port Sarnia. ?’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mi. MORRILL. 
sert Saint Lambert. ”? 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


In line sixty-seven I move 


In line eighty I move to in- | 


| uary last. 


_ Mr. MORRILL.. In line eighty-two I move 
to ingert “Toronto.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. In line eighty-four I move 


to insert **Windsor.”” - 

The amendment was agreed to. > 

Mr. MORRILL. Inline one hundred and four 
I move to insert Clifton, Coaticook, Erie, Goder- 
ich, Kingston in Canada, Prescott, Port Sarnia, 
Saint Lambert, Toronto, and Windsor,” in. the 
provision giving to certain consuls an annual sal- 
ary of $1,500. f 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I propose to amend the bill 
further by adding as a new section: 


And beit further enacted, That the third section of an act 
entitied “An act making appropriations fur se consular and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the year ending 
30th of June, 1860,” approved March 3, 1859, is hereby re- 
pealed, and the fee for certifying invoices to be charged by 
the consul general for the British North American provinces 
in subordinate consular offices and agencies, for goods 
not exceeding $100 in value, shall be one dollar, and the 
same shalt be charged for certifying the growth or produc- 
tion of goods made duty free by the reciprocity treaty: 
Provided, however, That no such certificate of growth or 
production shall be required for goods not exceeding in 
value the sum of $200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam further instructed by 
the Committee on Commerce to propose anamend- 
ment to the bill on page 5, by inserting after line 
one hundred and seven the following: 

For additional salary of the consul at Nassau, $2,000; 
and the salary of said consul is hereby established at $4,000, 
to commence on the Ist day of January, 1864, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not think the amend- 
ment ought to be adopted in that shape. Iam 
opposed to going back, in raising these salaries, 
to the beginning of the year. If they are to be 
raised they can be raised for the next year, if the 
Senate sce fit to raise them in any particular case, 
but I do not cate about beginning in the middle 
of the year. I suggest to the Senator whether it 
would not be better to put his amendment in a 
different shape, and simply say, and the salary 
of the consul at Nassau for the yearcommencing 
ov the Ist of July, 1864, shall be so much. Then 
if the Senate agree to that we can make a corre- 
sponding change in the aggregate sum, Ido not 
think either the Senate or the House will be will- 
ing to commence in the middle of the year, and 
vote to raise salaries beginning at the Ist of Jan- 
As it reads now it makes an addi- 
tional appropriation necessary. I suggest tothe 
Senator to put in another place the proposition 
for the six months’ salary, beginning on the Ist 
of January last, carrying itup to the close of the 
present fiscal year at the rate of $4,000, and then 
increase the regular salary from that time to 
$4,000. I should hardly think it was worth while 
at the present time to attempt to go back at all, 
even if the salaries have been low, but to begin 
at the commencement of the coming fiscal year, 
if we begin at all. 

Mr. MORRILL. Theapplications for increase 
of salaries of consuls are very general. Thecom- 
mittee felt constrained, under a belief that there 
was an indisposition on the part of the Senate to 
increase the salaries of officers generally, to dis- 
countenance the increase of these salaries; but 
there were three cases that were considered pat- ' 
ticularly meritorious, and the one under consid- 
eration is one of them. The evidence before us 
in the case of the consul at Nassau was, that the 
duties of that office had been very largely in- 
creased and the expenses of living had been 
largely increased. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Whatis the present sál- 
ary? 
Mr. MORRILL. The present salary is $3,000. 
The committee, therefore, were constrained toret- 
ommend an increase-of salary in that case. 

Mr. JOHNSON. When does it date from? 

Mr. MORRILL. January last. 

Mr. GRIMES. Let me ask the Senator, did 
we not increase the salary of this consulship the 
other day? 

Mr. MORRILL. Tthink not. 

Mr.GRIMES, Have we not increased it since 
this war began? 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam not sure. Ido not 
remember how thatmay be. The committee be- 
lieved that there should besome compensation for 
past'services. The proposition of the chairman 
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I will accept the modification he has 
proposed, that the salary of this consul shall be 
$4,000, to commence from and after the 30th of 
June next. 

Mr, FESSENDEN, 
wayi 

That the sakuy of the consul at Nassau shall be $4,000, 
to commence from and after the close of the present fiscal 
year, 

Mr. GRIMES, I am satisfied we must have 
raised the salary of the consul at Nassau some 
time between the commencement of the rebellion 
and the present moment, if his salary is now 
$3,000 a ycar; for, ordinarily, in time of peace, 
there is very little for a consul to do at Nassau; 
and [do not see what he isto do therenow. We 
have no commerce there. I have no doubt the 
consul there oughtto have money for various pur- 
poses in order to obtain information; but Edo not 
know that this is the way to furnish him with it. 

Mr. PESSENDEN,. ‘I suppose there ave di- 
vers letters and papers on the subject explaining | 
the amendment. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 1 do not know 
that I have themat hand, but the communications 
from the State Department are very full on the 

` subject of the duties of this consul, showing that 
they have been very important and very arduous. 
It is one of the few cases, and I do not know but 
almost*the only case, where the State Department 
have recommended an increase of salary. 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘The salary of this consul in 
L861 was $2,000, according to the Blue Book. We 
have already raised it $1,000, fifty per cent. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. [am inclined to think it 
is only $2,000 now. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER, (Mr. Powerin 
the chair.) ‘The question is on the amendment 
ofthe Senator from Maine, [Mr. Morrint,] as 
modified, to insert the following: ` 

The salary of the consul at Nassau shall be $4,000, to 
commence after the close of the present fiseal year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam instructed to move a 
further amendment to come in at the end of the 
amendment already made: 

The salary of the consul at Lyons shall be established at 
$2,000, to commence on the Ist day of January, 1364. ~ 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose the Senator 
will alter that in the same way as the last amend- | 
ment, : 

Mre. MORRILL. Yes, sir. It should read: 

The salary of the consul at Lyons sball be $2,000, to com- 
mence after the close of tue present fiseal year, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ! 
modified. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. What is the salary of 
the consul at Lyons now? 

Mr. GRIMES. Fifteen hundred dollars. | 

Mr. MORRILL. We have only increased it | 
$500. 

The amendment was agreed to. ji 

Mr, MORRILL. Iam instructed to move fur- 
ther, to come in at the same place, the following 
amendment: 

The salary of the consnl at Manchester shall be estab- 
lished at 33,000, to commence atter the close of the pres- 
ent fiscal year. Š 

That salary is now 62,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Before the Senate act on : 
these amendments, I should like to have the pa- | 
pers explaining them laid before the Senate. | 
suppose those papers are in the hands of the Com- | 

i 


Then it will read in this 


mittee on Commerce. 1 do not remember about | 
the consuls at Lyons and Manchester; but I do 
remember something about the case of the consul 
at Nassau, and that was very strongly pressed | 
by the Department. 

Mr. MORRILL, Theevidence is pretty strong, | 
fam sure; but) donotkuow that I have the papers 
at hand in those cases. 

Mr. GRIMES, Is the consulate at Manches- 
ter more important than the consulate at South- 
ampton? f 

Mr. MORRILË. A great deal more soat the |} 
present time, Ido not think I have those papers |! 
here; but F will endeavor to find them in the com- | 
mittee-room. | 

Mr. TEN EYCK. While the Senator from | 
Maine is gone to find the papers applicable to the | 
increase of salaries of these three consuls, f will į 


j consul at Nassau. 


simply state my memory of the one whose salary 
is now proposed to be increased; and that is the 
consul at Manchester. If I recollect aright, it 
appeared by a communication from the State De- 
partment that a. new system had been adopted 
there for the purpose of preventing frauds, in con- 
sequence of which the consul had triplicated all 
invoices. 


Mr. COLLAMER. That system was adopted I} 


here. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Very well. The additional 
burden of that duty has been thrown on this of- 
ficer, and it has been ascertained to have resulted 
in a considerable saving to the country and a 
great advantage to its revenue. That was the 
general fact in relation to this consulate, asis witb- 


in the memory of myself and my. associates ou H 


the committee. It appeared to us tbat, taking 
into consideration the large increase of his duties 
and the expenses of living there, it was highly 
proper that an exception should be made in his 
case as in the case of the consul at Lyons and the 
It is manifest to everybody, 
and is well known to the Government, that the 


! duties of the consulate at Nassau have been large- 


ly increased in consequence of that being the de- 
pot for all the blockade runners, and it 1s desira- 
ble that we should have a first-rate man, the best 


| the country can produce, to look after our inter- 


ests there, I have no doubt that if the Senator 
from Maine can lay his hand on the communica- 
tions from the Department of State, they will sus- 
tain the general facts as I have stated them here 
before the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. For the sake of having 
the bill reported to the Senate, as I understand 
this is the Jast of theamendments of the Commit- 
tec on Commerce, am willing to letit be adopted, 
and the papers can be read afterwards. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, 

Mr.COLLAMER., I desire to except from the 


general vote on concurring in the amendments 


5 


that amendment which relates to the appointment i| 


of consular pupils. 
that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be excepted. 
Mr. FESSEN DEEN. 


I desire a separate vote on 
That amend- 


SSE There are several amend- 
ments on which a separate vote will be required, 
and I think we may as well take the question now 
on concurring in this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Isitthepleas- 
ure of the Senate that the vote shall be taken on 


i all the amendments together except the one indi- 


cated ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the vate on this single amendment first. 

Mr. FESSIENDIEN, Thatis what [have sug- 
gested, [suppose we can informally pass over 


i the previous amendments, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The other 


; amendments will be passed over informally, and 
| the question will be taken on concurring in the 
| amendment excepted by the Senator from Ver- 
i mont. 


Mr. JOHNSON. [ ask the reading of the 


/ amendment. 


The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
on page 5, lines fifty-one and fifty-two, after the 
word “agent”? to insert ‘and twenty-five con- 
sular pupts;”’ so that the clause will read: 

For salaries of consuls general, cousuls, commercial 
age? and twenty-five consular papils, namely, &c. 


I think we had bettertake | 


Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to say a few words : 


on this question; not that I suppose it will be of 
any practical use, but ] wish to have the subject 
understood, and at least to explain the ground of 
my own vote, aad 
In the year 1856 there was passed a law relating 


to our diplomatic and consular establishment gen- : 
| erally. 


The seventh section of that act was in 
hese words; 

te See. T. dnd he it further enacted, That the President be 
and is hereby authorized, wheuever he shall think the pub- 


lic good Will be promoted thereby, to appoint consular pu- į 
i piis not to exceed twenty-five in nunvber at any one time, | 


who shall be citizens of the United States, and en 
compensation for their services, respectively, at a 


to exceed $1,060 per annum, to be determined by the Pres 


i 


ident, and to assign such pupils, from time to time, to such : 


consulates, and with such duties, as he may think proper; 
and before the appointment of any such pupil shall be made, 


i 3 ; EE 
| satisfactory evidence by exaniihation or otherwise shi 
furnished of Dis qualifeations and fitness for the offe 
the Secretary of Siate,and by him imd hefore the President? 

That law was passed in August, 1956." Tri i 
ruary, 1857, it was repealed; and it ther 
| went into practical effect atvall, Tlie 
heen any appropriation raade ‘to càit i 
effect, and it was not carried into effect up fo thé 
time at which it was repealed. It is pow 
posed, as ł understand if, to repeal the rep 
clause and revive thatact. liam fully awai 
the Department of State how as tlien’are very tena- 
cious of this proposition, ànd it’ is unpleasar 
all times to feel bound even in judgment to opposé 
a proposition especially coming from the@heads’ 
of Departments-and of the Administration ‘that 
we profess to support; but my judgment, made ü 
about it at the time of its repeal; remains with: 
until I hear some reasons given for altering it. 
have not heard any. ; Seats 

‘This is a proposition to set up a school of ed: 
ucation for consuls or consuls’ chief clerks,’ 
selecting a certain number of young men and then 
sending them to different consulates to be under 
the control of the consuls, and to do such duties 
as the President shall direct. The object, if Lur , 
derstand it, is to procure men fitted and adapted 
by practice and education to the duties of egn? 
suls, either to become consuls themgelves‘or to” 
aid consuls in doing their duties. Other Govern- 
ments differently constituted from ours might well 
commence a system of this kind; and I believe: 
to some extent, even in relation to their general 
school of diplomacy, they do educate young men 
in other countries to it; but I think the condition 
of our country and the nature of our Government 
are such that this attempt is based upon a mis- 
taken theory altogether. If we were to educate 
young men in this country for legislators, if you 
please, and have them drilled in according to thit 
| plan, under the supervision of experienced legis: 
lators, 1 do not say that the Government mighi 
not be ultimately benefited by it; but 1 very 
much doubt it. ` 

According to my view, two things must necess 
sarily be implicd in order to enable the Govern 
ment to do anything of this kind. fn the first 
place, the young man who goes into such a cours¢ 
of education must have security thathe shall have 
employment when he is educated; and in the next 
i} place, that he shall have promotion in the branch 
in which he is educated. In order to secure to 
the Government the services of such young men, 
the young men themselves must have security’ 
that they shall have employment; and, on. thé 
other hand, the Government must have security 
that they shall have'the service after they have’ 
educated them, Unless these reciprocal securi- 
ties are in some measure secured in the proposi- 
tion, it goes for nothing. 

We havea system of this kind in relation to our 
Military Academy and our Naval School. The 
young men who go there have a very good de- 
gree of security that when they have successfully 
passed through their course of instruction they 
shall go into the Army or Navy, and shali rise in 
their profession by regular promotion, by the law 
of the land. Having these securities they will 
enter upon the course, and furnish by it ‘to the 
Government some security that they shall have 
their services, , 

‘Lhere is nothing like that contained in this 
| proposition, It is not proposed here that these 
| young men when edueated shall enter upon the 

duties of consulates or have any preference given 
to them or rise by any gradation or promotionin 
thisemployment. They have, then, nosecurities 
of this kind. What reason have we to expect, if 
we were to educate these young men, that they 
would stand sequestered to our service? The 
moment one of these young men has gotten his 
education in one of these forcign consulates—~and 
you give him $1,000 a year while he is obtaining 
that cducation—he will say to himself, ‘I have 
no security that the Government are going to em- 
ploy me or give me any promotion or clevation;”? 
and the education we bave given him will enable 
him to command a price in the mercantile employ-- 
ments of the world by which he will be guided 
at once. You educate him without any security 
that you will have his service, and he gets his 
education without any security that you will ever 
give himany service. I repeat, unléss theae feat- 
ures are given of security to the two sides of such 
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Pa arrangement, it will be a failure, utterly imper- 
eet: : “ $ 

‘At-present our consuls employ theif own clerks 
and pay them out. of their own salaries. . I be- 
lieve thereare no exceptions to that unless. it may 
be in two or three of the ‘Turkish consulates, 
where, under an old Jaw, we employ interpreters 
in the nature. of clerks, and give them $500 a 
year or something of-that kind. There are some 
five or six -of those; but except in Turkey and 
its dominions, all our consuls employ their own 
eletks, Now, suppose you appoint. twenty of 
these consular. pupils, and the President assigns 
them to this, that, and the other consulate, and di- 
rects them to do the duty of clerks as far as they 
are able until, they learn the business. I grant 
that the consul would be very likely to take those 
young men, because they would receive salaries 
at home and he would have nothing to pay them. 
He would use them as far as he could, so far as 
they were educated men, because he had their 
services for nothing. Then the amount of the 
proposition is simply just so much relief to the 
cohsul by furnishing him clerks, 

But when these young men have served thus as 
pupils, what hope, is there of their ever being 
really clerks appointed by the consul? He will 
never appoint them, because the moment he ap- 
points them clerks, it becomes his duty to pay 
them. .He will use them, but he will use them 
as.consular pupils, never as clerks. Then the 
young man can have no elevation any way and 
no hope forit. The limited pay given him merely 
for his support while he is being educated is all 
he can ever get; and if by that means he becomes 
acquainted with the language and with the com- 
mercial affairs and intercourse of the country, he 
renders himself a valuable man for the merchant 
to.employ, and he will become a consignee for 
people at home and go into other employment 
after being educated at the public expense. 

What hope is there in our country that those 
men thus educated will ever become consuls at 
‘all? Lf we cannot have them as consuls, and if 
they cannot have any security in any way that 
they ever will be, what is the use of them? 
We all know how consulships are made. The 
truth is, being plainly spoken, we need more of 
preparation and education for our diplomatic 
character than we do for our consuls. I doubt 
very much whether the time will ever be in this 
country, if it ever has been, in which selections 
for foreign appointments, cither of consuls or 
ministers, ever have been or ever will be made to 
any considerable extent from an actual acquaint- 
ance with the adaptations of the men to their 
places. They are political appointments, the 
great body of them, and have been fora long 
while. Idonot wish to speak disrespectfully of 
them in any way; but thatis their character; that 
is. the nature of their selection, and will be. So it 
will be in regard to consuls, and this idea of un- 


deértaking to make a class adapted to the duties ot | 


these places without any security of-their ever 
keeping them in the world appears to me entirely 
utopian, 

Mr. MORRILL. In reply to the honorable 
Senator from Vermont on this subject of consular 
pupils L wish to Sa Y= 

‘Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 will ask my colleague 
whether he will allow a letter from the State De- 
partment to be read before he speaks upon the 
subject? 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I send it to the Secre- 
tary ’s desk, and ask to have it read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Wasninerds, January 9, 1864. 


Sir: I beg leave to request, in connection with the bill į 
making appropriations for the diplomatic and consularex- j 


penses of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1865, a recurrence to the message of the President, (see 
e Ex. Doc. No. 14, Thirty-Seventh Congress, third 
session,) dated December 24, 1862, transmittinga communi- 
cation from this Departmentin relation to the appointment 
of consular clerks or * pupils,” as they were called in the 
act of August 18, 1836. You will remember that the sev- 
enth section of the act of August 18, 1856, (see Statutes, 
vol. 11, p. 55,) authorizing such pupils, was repealed by 
the second section of the act of February 7, 1857, (see Stat- 
utes, vol. Li, p. 160,} notwithstanding an urgent appeal for 
its retention was made by the late Secretary of State, Gov- 
ernor Marcy. 

In the views expressed by him, and dlsé by my imme- 
diate predec r, Governor Cass, on the sante subject, (see 
Ex, Doc. No. 68, pp. 3, 12, House of Representatives, 
Thirty-Fifth Congress, second session,) I fully concur. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL | GLOBE. 


The experience also of another. year has served toim- 
press me still more strongly with. the expediency of the 
legistation. which I had the honor heretofore to suggest. 

Duriug the progress of the war, the duties of our consuls 


have become very onerous and responsible, and involve a i 


great amount of labor requiring much clerical service, which 
is nécessarily to be paid by the consul from bis own com- 
pensation. The files of the consular correspondence con- 
tain satisfactory evidence to show how inadequately our 
consuls are compensated atthe principal commercial ports 
of the world. The repeal of the second section above men- 
tioned would, to a certain extent, afford them much relief. 

Its repeal may also be urged upon publicgrounds. Since 
the commencement of this war the Department has had 
much confidential correspondence with our consuls abroad 
in relation to the rebel privateers, the fitting out of block- 
ade runners, and equipping of vessels-of-war in foreign 
countries by individuals in the interest of the rebels, and 
the shipment of arms and other munitions for their use. 
Upon all these matters the Department has been kept fully 
informed by our consuls, and the information thus commu- 
nicated, which has been promptly made known tothe Navy 
Department, and thus to the commanders of the blockad- 
ing squadrons, in the manner indicated in the notices, 
ptinted in confidence, of which specimens are herewith 
inclosed, has fed to the capture and condemnation of many 
blockade runners with valuable cargoes. 

It is important, therefore, that the chtef clerk in each of 
the principal consulates should be a thoroughly loyal Amer- 
ican citizen, fitted at any moment, in case of the sickness, 
absence, death, or temporary disability of the consul, to take 
bis place and discharge faithfully his duties. 

Some idea of the nature and extent of consular duties 
may be obtained from the dispatches, of which copies are 
herewith inclosed. 

Under the provisions also of the act of the 3d of March 
last, by which all invoices of goods imported into the United 
States, instead of a few only, as was formerly the case, are 
required to be authenticated, and that, too, in triplicate, the 
clerical work in the consulates has increased many fold, 
and while the amount of consularfees paid into the Treas- 
ury is largely augmented, the consuls have received no in- 
crease of compensation for the additional labor and cleri- 
cal expense to which they are thereby subjected. 

It is stated by the Fifth Auditor, a copy of whose letter 
Is Nerewith inclosed, that the consular fees paid into the 
Treasury during the ending the 30h of June, 1863, 
amounted to 8152,98 , and that under the amended con- 
sular tariff the reecipts for the current year are estimated 
at $250,000. ‘To this extent the consular system is and 
will be self-supporting, and consequently of the appropria- 
tions annually inade for the salaries of consuls a consider- 
able part is either never drawn from the Treasury, or if so, 
is again “ covered”? into it. 

In view of these facts and for the interest of the publie 
service, it is to be hoped that the second section of the act 
of February 7, 1857, Statutes, volume cleven, page 160, 
may be repealed, aud as suggested by the late Secretary of 
State, Governor Marcy, in a jetter to the Committees on 
Finance and of Forcign Affairs, dated January 3, 1857, 
that the “ provisions of the actof August 18, 1856,” relating 
“to consular pupils may remain undisturbed,” the wisdom 
of that suggestion having been approved by “time and ex- 
perience’? 

L haye the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

WILLIAM R. SEWARD. 
Hon. WILLIAM Pree Fessenven, Chairman of Committee 
on Finance, United States Senate. 


Mr. MORRILL. In reply to the remarks of 
the Senator from Vermont | was simply aboutto 
remark that this feature in the consular system of 
the United States is more perfect, I think, than 
the Senator seers to suppose. It is true, as he 
states, that it was ingrafted on the consular bill 
of 1856, and repealed in 1857; but in the mean 
time the Secretary of State had taken the subject 
into consideration, and this idea of consular pu- 
pil had entered into the consular system of the 


nited States. Another fcaturenot alluded to by | 


the honorable Senator is that by the treaty of 
Washington in 1853 between the United States 
and France this idea of consular pupils was con- 
templated and anticipated, and it was provided 
that consular pupils appointed to reside at France 
should be entitled to all the privileges of consuls 
generally, and of other officers connected with the 


consulates of that country. 


Immediately after the passage of the act of 
1856 the Secretary of State embodied that act in 
a system of rules and regulations to give it effect, 


by which these consular pupils who were pro- | 


vided for, and who were to be appointed by the 
President, in number not exceeding twenty-five, 
as he might judge the public exigencies demanded, 
were, in the first place, to be examined by per- 
sons designated by the Secretary of State. In 
the second place their qualifications were speci- 
fied. fn the third place, the duties which they 
were to perform in connection with the consulate 
abroad were specified in the rules and regulations 
growing out of the act of 1856. 

Mr. COLLAMER. They never were ap- 
pointed. 

Mr. MORRILL. I know they were never ap- 
pointed; but I am only speaking of what was con- 
templated and as it will be if it is revived. The 
principal objection which I understood the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to urge against it was, that it 


| educated men in our foreign consulates. 


did not provide for the conceded need of better 
I think 
theact of 1856, and the rules and regulations 
drawn up in conformity to it, are intended to meet 
that necessity, and if that acr is revived and car- 
ried out, it will meet that necessity. The hon- 
orable Senator is mistaken in supposing that these 
men are notto be secured to the country, for the 
act contemplates the education of these consular 
pupils in the duties appropriate to the function of 
the consulate where they are employed and edu- 
cated in part at the public expense. They are to 
be made familiar with the duties of the office under 
the direction of the consul; their qualifications are 
to be reported upon to the State Department from 
time to time, and as they become qualified they 
are to be promoted. 

Mr. COLLAMER.: Promoted into what? 

Mr.MORRILL. Promoted toconsuls. There 
is a regulation of that kind, and I will read it with 
the permission of the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is only a regulation. 

Mr. MORRILL. `A regulation growing out of 
the law. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Can the regulation bind 
| the President to appoint them consuls? 

Mr. MORRILL. I will read it: : 

“Diligence in the discharge of their consular duties, Obe- 
dignce to the instructions of the consular officer to whose 
consulate they are assigned, a courteous bearing toward 
ail persons having business with the consulate, uprightness 
of conduct in all respects, will be expected from consular 
pupils. Disobedience, neglect of duty, the abuse*of their 
credit in pecuniary transactions, or exceptionable moral 
conduct, will be followed by-the revocation of their com- 
+ missions.?? 

This is the point: 

«Consular pupils possessing the requisite qualifications, 
and exhibiting an aptitude for the consular service, who 
bave been faithful in the performance of their consular du- 
ties, will, from time to time, be recommended to the Pres- 
i ident for promotion.” 

I do not say that it is matter of law; but I say 
that predicated upon the law are rules and regu- 
lations which constitute the consular system of 
the country in part, containing the precise pro- 
visions which the Senator from Vermont com- 
mends, and which he supposes do not exist. I 
hope that the amendment will be sustained by the 
Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, under the 
old system of attesting invoices, very great frauds 
were perpetrated on the Treasury. All shippers 
were not compelled upon every"invoice to attest 
itsaccuracy beforea consul, ‘The consul to Man- 
chester last year senta communication to the Sec- 
retary of State, and through him it was commu- 
nicated to the Committee on Commerce, and like- 
wise, | believe, to the Committee on Finance, 
suggesting a change in the attestation of bills by 
which triplicate certificates were to be certified to 
by the consul resident. That was adopted by 
| the Congress of last year, and that change in con- 
sular certificates greatly increased the labor of the 
consuls where there were large commercial trans- 
actions between the United States and that par- 

ticular locality, which compelled the appointment 
of a large number of extra clerks, and this year 
we find almost every consul of the United States 
applying for an increase of salary on the ground 
mat he has been compelled to increase his clerical 
orce. 

Those appfftations were nearly all rejected; but 
it was concluded by the Committee on Commerce, 
upon full investigation, to adopt the suggestion 
of the three preceding Secretaries of State and to 
reportan amendmentauthorizing the appointment 
of twenty-five consular pupils, each of whom was 
to be assigned asa clerk to some one of these con- 
suls who were pressed and crowded by extra busi- 
ness. I will take, forexample, the consulate at 
Manchester. Prior to the enactment of the law 
of Jast year, the receipts of that consulate were 
$1,000 less than theexpenses; whereas, since the 
enactment of the law, the receipts are $15,000 more 
than the expenses. The business has increased 
more than a hundred fold. Prior to the passage 
of tbat act the consul did all the business him- 
self, but now he is obliged toemploy three clerks 
at an expense of much more than his salary. 

The proposition is to assign one of these con- 
sular pupils to each of the consuls who are most 
pressed with business. The change made by the 
law oflast year has added more than one hundred 
thousand dollars per annum to the receipts from 


consular fees, making the whole consular system 
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self-sustaining; and it was upon the very ground 
that we would supply them with clerks from these 
consular pupils that we refused to increase their 
salaries as applied for by almost every consul we 
have abroad. We rejected all those applications, 
I believe, except three. I think we recommended 
an increase of the salaries of three consuls, where 
the business had increased almost a hundred fold, 
and where heretofore the expenses very much ex- 
ceeded the whole receipts of the office. I think 
we recommended an increase of the salary of the 
consul at Nassau, for reasons which are obvious 
toevery individualsat Manchester, where the busi- 
ness has increased, as I said before, a hundred 
fold; and at Lyons, 

I am informed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
that this new method of certification has greatly 
benefited the Treasury. Probably, while we re- 
ceived but one hundred or one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars in excess of our former receipts 
from consular fees, in its benefit to the Treasury 
it amounts to millions. : 

F trust that no objection will be made to this 
amendment. It is certainly a small matter, but, 
m my estimation,a very important one. I hope 
it will be adopted. 

-Mr. JOHNSON. The act of 1856 always 
Seemed to me to be an extraordinary law, and it 
Soon went out of favor with Congress, for I think 
it was repealed in the succeeding session. ‘That 
act provided for the appointment of consular pu- 
pils not exceeding twenty-fivein number, and the 
expense of the supposed,education they were to 
receive was to be $1,000'a year. If we now re- 
vive that act and twenty-five of them are ap- 
pointed, as there will bein all human probability, 
we shall have to pay $25,000 in coin. 

But the mere expense is not my principal ob- 
jection. Whatare these boys to be taught? How 
are they to be taught? 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are toactas clerks. 
At present the clerks employed are generally of 
foreign birth, and in case of the sickness or death 
of the consul there is frequently no American 
there. Now we provide a consular clerk. They 
are called consular pupils, but they are really con- 
sulavclerks, and it is not proposed to give them 
more than we are paying to-day. They are to 
learn the language; they are to fit themselves for 
the position; and in case of the death of the con- 
sul they will be prepared and ready to step in 
and perform the functions of the office until an- 
other consul can be appointed, 

Mr. JOHNSON. {í understand it, sir. Then 
they are to be taught what it is supposed advisa- 
ble to teach them, particularly for the fact that 
they are to act as clerks to the existing consuls; 
and that is all. 

Mr, CHANDLER, Certainly, that is all. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Who teaches the consuls? 
Whatiind of men have we got in those positions? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose they take it by 
intuition, 

Mr. JOEINSON. [ doubt very much whether 
the education these young men will receive from 
these consuls—{ do not speak disparagingly of | 
the present incumbents of these offices; but such 
incumbents as are generally to be found in these 
offices—will be of any value to the Government. 
The whole effect of the Jaw in my judgment is to 
provide a clerk to each consul. You may call | 
him a pupil as muchas you please, but the whole 
operation of the law’is to give these consuls a 
clerk. Now we are about, and have this morning 
to acertain extent, at the instance of my friend 
from Maine, [Mr. Moramu,] speaking for the 
Committee on Commerce, increased the salarics of 
some of these consuls. That was to enable them 
to pay the expenses to which they are now sub- | 
jected. They can get clerks for a thousand dol- 
lars, or less, I suppose, there. 


what use will they beto us? If they become ac- 


complished, as some of them may be because of |) 


their peculiar talents, how long will we have their 
services? They can demand employment abroad 
atonce from merchants that will pay them agreat 
deal more than we can pay them. 

The complaint has been from the beginning of 
the Government up to the present time that we | 
do not pay to these consuls enough even to support | 
them. Those places are sought for, or have been 
sought for in the past, principally because they | 
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We cannot send j! 
our boys there for less than a thousand dollars. |! 
But when they are taught all that they can learn, i! 


arg connected with some mercantile business in 
which the consuls were to engage; but as mere 
official places, coupled with salaries, there never 
was a time when these consuls. could support 
themselves out of their salaries, according to their 
statement, The result will be in the future as it 
has been in the past; the moment these boys be- 
come at all versed in the matters connected with 
the business of a particular consulate, they will 
become merchants and they will leave your em- 
ploy; you will have to send twenty-five more, and 
$25,000 more will be spent; and so on from time 
to time; and in the end all the benefit that the 
country will have will be that they have furnished 
each consul with a clerk at the expense of the 
Government, an expense which the consuls them- 
selves have heretofore always paid. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator’s argument, 
if good, goes too far. He says that you will edu- 
cate these men at the public expense, and you 
have no assurance that after you have educated 
them they will not leave the Government employ. 
Sir, while you are educating them you are mak- 
ing them earn the cost of their education, You 
are paying them no more than you would pay. 
any other clerks, But for this recommendation 
of twenty-five clerks or consular pupils—call them 
what you please—we certainly should have rec- 
ommended an increase of the salaries of certain 
consuls to thatextent; but instead of recommend- 
ing an increase of salaries, we recommend the 
appointment of these pupils. 

Now, Lask the Senator from Maryland what 
assurance we have, afier we have educated a 
young man at West Point at an expense of I do 
not know how much, but for four years, that he 
will be at our service when we require him? After 
we have educated a man in the Naval Academy 
at a very large expense, what assurance have we 
he will not resign and go into business, or into 
any other pursuit of life? There you receive no 
equivalent whatever. - You spend a great deal of 
money fora given purpose, and after you have 
got through you have got no greater assurance 
than you have in the case of these consular pu- 
pils. In the one case the education is an absolute 
gratuity, and in the other case your consular pupil 
has earned every single dollar that you have paid 
him; and you have an experienced American to 
take the place of your consul in case of his death 
or serious sickness. I think the argument, if it 
is good at all, goes too far. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understood the chief ob- 
jection of the Senator from Maryland to this prop- 
osition was, that we might educate these young 
men at the national expense, and very soon after- 
wards lose them; in other words, not get our 
money back again. In the first place, it is very 
easy, it seems to me, by regulations at the State 
Department before these appointments are made 
to provide against any such contingency; and I 


‘understand that Mr. Marcy, indefatigable and in- 


genious as the Senator remembers very well he 
was, did by a serics of regulations most carefully 
provide for this very case, Should we now re- 
turn to the original law, the Secretary of State 
would have only to revive those original regula- 
tions of one of his most distinguished predeces- 
sors. I believe this is a sufficient answer to the 


| Senator. 


But the Senator from Michigan has already 


| answered him in another way when he asked, 


very pertinently, what assurance have we that 


| we shall enjoy the services of the cadets that we 


are rearing at West Point, or, again, that we are 
rearing at Newport? F know there are certain 


‘requirements of service applicable to them; but 
|! the Senator knows very well that nothing is more 


common than for cadets—especially military—to 
pass immediately from that education which they | 
have received at the expense of their country, 
into occupations which serve only to their private 
advantage. H 
Mr. JOHNSON. That is with the consent of 
the Government. ‘The Government accepts their 


| resignations, 


Mr.SUMNER,. Very well. Whatis to hinder 
the establishment of regulations at the Depart- 


| ment of State requiring the preliminary consent 


of the Government before these pupils shall be 
released—in short, to hold them by some terms 
of contract for a certain term? Bat let me say 
that, unlike cadets, these pupils will give to the | 
Government valuable service even while pupils. 


But, sir, passing from those considerations, al- 
low me to ask the attention of the Senate to this: 
proposition merely for one minute in two aspečtss 
the first as it isa carrying out of the consularand: 
diplomatic -statute of the United States; and the: 
second as it is in the nature of an educational-pro= 
vision caleculated.to benefit our. consular: service i 
abroad, © : be was 

In the first aspect, the Senate will’ bear inmin 
that down to 1856 we had. no general diplomatic 
and consular statute embodying all that concerned 
our service abroad.’ The whole matter. in that 
year went under‘a thorough review, and the te- 
sult was the statute which is now in our books, 
determining grades, adjusting salaries, andyin one 
word, systematizing the whole subject, < Let-the 
character of the statute be borne in mind.’ But 
this statute which aimed to be a complete system 
contained the provision for consular pupils...’ 

Now, sir, at that time and by that statute our 
consular salaries were adjusted to this very-pro- 
vision of consular pupils. The one was in. the 
nature of a complement to the other. The salaries 
were made lower than they otherwise would: have 
been in certain cases, because. the consuls were to 
be aided by pupils with a compensation fixed by 
the statute. Bat the provision for pupils was re- 
pealed shortly afterwards, indeed before the ex- 
periment had been tried without, however, raising 
the consular salaries to a corresponding degree. 
But it seems clear that something must be done 
now. You must do one of two things: either 
raise the consular salaries, or appoint consular 
pupils. Otherwise the original idea of the statute 


| faits, and our system is defective. 


But, sir, this seems to me to be the least im- 
portant aspect of the subject. A mere question 
of salary, or, if you please, of system in the stat- 
ute, is trivialto my mind by the side of that other 
consideration to which Senators have already al- 
laded. I said that this was to be recognized as 
belonging to an educational system for the ad- 
vancement of our service abroad. I donot think 
yon can exaggerate its importance in that respect. 

et any one who has been abroad, or had personal 
acquaintance with those who have been abroad, 
bear testimony to the ignorance which prevails in 
almost every office of our country abroad from 
the circumstance that there`is nobody there, un- 
less he be a hired foreigner, acquainted with the 
language, the laws, or the usages of the people 
about him. Sir, it has been always a crying 
shame that our offices abroad, whether consular 
or diplomatic, were served in this inferior way. 
Here now isa practical proposition applying to 
a certain extentaremedy. It is simple and di- 
rect. It seems to me that it cannot fail to be of 
considerable advantage. The business of these 
offices will be better done, and there will be a staff 
of educated persons, familiar with foreign life, 
whose knowledge and experience, even if not 
always in the service of Government, will pags 
into the capital stock and resources of the coun- 
try. Nothing is clearer than that the education 
of the people is a source of national wealth; ay, 
sir, of national power. 

Zut the Senator from Vermont says that edu- 
cation is needed much more in the diplomatic 
service than inthe consular service. Granted; it 
is needed very much in the diplomatic service; 
but because it is needed there, is that any reason 
why we should not undertake to supply it here? 
The argument, it seems to me, was hardly worthy 
of the aptitude which that Senator always brings 
into debate. Let a proposition be brought for- 
ward to create an educational system applicable 
to our diplomatic representatives and then we will 
entertain it. Meanwhile let us act on the propo- 
sition that is before us, which, I submit, is emi- 
nently practical in its character, Who are our 

consuls? They are not diplomatic or political 
agents in the common sense of theterm; they are 
commercial agents. To discharge their duties fitly 
they should be familiar with the interests of com-: 
merce, how commerce is conducted, and the lan- 
guage which it employs where they happen to be. 
And permit me to say that a great country like 
ours, one of whose chief sources of wealth and of 
grandeur in the world is commerce, must not hes- 
itate to supply the necessary education in order 
to secure commercial representatives abroad who 
shall not be unworthy of the country they rep- 
resent, i R 

As the consul is a commercial representative, 
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*-heiv on thisaccount especially the agent of acom- 
mercial country. If our commerce were less, our 
interest-in. having. good. consuls. would. be less. 
But withthe surpassing growth of our commerce 
this interest increases.. To send abroad. consuls 
who-are without proper education, must necessa- 
rily-bring.our national character into. disrepute, 
and jeopard also the concerns intrusted to them. 
For the: sake of our good.name.abroad, which is 
apartof our national possessions, and also for the 

“sake of those. vast commercial concerns . which 
encircle the globe, I hope that this propasition, 
which isa small beginning in the- right direction, 

will not be rejected. 

Mr: NESMITH. It seems to be evident that 
this bill will not be disposed of to-day, and I un- 
‘derstand it is important to hate an executive ses- 
‘sion. [therefore move that. the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like very much 
to finish this bill to-day if I can. [think we had 
better go on and finish it. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. 
o’clock now. 


It is almost fopr 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The motion, was agreed to; and after some time 
“spent in the consideration of executive business, 
‘the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
$ Turspay, March 15, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. WiLiram Youne Brown. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
GRADES OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER laid hefore the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 


fitting, in compliance with the resolution of the | 


House, the report of the advisory board to estab-. 
lish and equalize the grades of line officers of the 
United States Navy, together with the instruc- 
tions given to said board; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ALMOND D. FISK, DECEASED, 

Mr. COBB. Iask the unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 112, 
for ue relief of the heirs of Almond D. Fisk, de- 
‘ceased, 

r WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Ido nat ob- 
‘ject if there be a general order to take up and 
refer all the bills on the Speaker’s table from the 
Senate. 

Mr. McBRIDE. T object. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, I object then 
to taking up any particular bill for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon 
ean state the bill he wants reserved from refer- 
ence. 

Mr.McBRIDE.. I want Senate bill No. 25, to 
authorize the President to negotiate a treaty with 
the Klamath, Modoc, and other Indian tribes in 
southeastern. Oregon, reserved from reference. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being withdrawn, 
the House will proceed to the consideration of 


i 
| 


B.C. BAILEY. ` = 


The next bill was Senate bill No. 48, for the 
relief of B. C. Bailey; which was read a firstand 
second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


-The SPEAKER next laid before the House 
Senate amendments to the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 


CHARLES A. PITCHER. 5 


The next was Senate joint resolution No. 30, 
for the relief of Charles A. Pitcher; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I ask that that bill be 
put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done. The 
joint resolution will be reserved. 


IMMIGRATION. 


The next bill was Senate bill No. 123, to en- 
courage immigration; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the select committee 
on the subject. 


TREATY WITH OREGON INDIANS. 


The next was Senate bill No. 25, to authorize 
the President to negotiate a treaty with the Kla- 
math, Modoc, and other Indian tribes in south- 
eastern Oregon. 

Mr. McBRIDE. 
served. 


I ask that that bill be re- 


FRENCH SIMIP LA MANCHE. 


The next was Senate bill No. 142, for the relief 
of the owners of the French ship La Manche; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


CHARTER OF WASHINGTON CITY. 


The next bill was Senate bill No. 126, to amend 
an act to incorporate the inhabitants of the city 
of Washington, passed May 15, 1820; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 


POST OFFICE LAWS. 
The next was Senate bill No. 158, in addition 


business upon the Speaker’s table for reference 
only. i 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Tilinois. I understand 
that Senate bill No. 112 is for extending a patent, 
and I object to its reference unless it is agreed 
that it shall not come back on a motion to recon- 


sider. Iam utterly opposed to the extension of 
any patent. | 
Mr. COBB. [donot object to that agreement. | 


The SPEAKER then hajd before the House 
joint resolutions and bills from the Senate upon | 
the Speaker’s table; which were referred as indi- 
cated below, 

CHARLES P. CURTIS. 

Joint resolution referring the case of Charles P. 
Curtis to the Court of Claims; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 


MARGARET M. STAFFORD, 


The next bill taken up was Senate bill No. 139, 
for the relief of Margaret M. Staiford, widow of 
Reuben Stafford, of Coshocton county, Olio; 
which was reada first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 


to an act to amend the laws relating to the Post 
Office Department, approved March 3, 1863. 
Mr. ALLEY. [ask that that be reserved. 


STEAMER MOHAWK, 


The next was Senate joint resolution No. 31, 
authorizing the issue of a register to the steamer 
Mohawk; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


HENRY P. BLANCHARD, 


The next was Senate bill No. 53, for the relief 
of Henry P. Blanchard, which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

MISSISSIPPI RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The next was Senate bill No. 3, making a grant 
of lands to the Lake Superior and Mississippi 
Railroad Company, in the State of Minnesota, to 
aid in the construction of the railroad of said 
company from St. Paul to Lake Superior. 

Mr. COBB. Task that that be reserved. 


ALMOND D. FISK, DECEASED. 


The next was Senate bill No. 112, for the relief 
of the heirs of Almond D. Fisk, deceased; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. ALLEY. I ask unanimous consent to 
take up and put on its passage Senate bill No. 
158, in addition to an act to amend the laws re- 
lating to the Post Office Department, approved 
March 3, 1863. 

Under existing Jaws, the President and Vice 
President do notenjoy the full benefit of the frank- 
ing privilege to thatcxtent which members of the 
Senate and of the House do; It was the inten- 
tion of Congress of course that they should have 
the‘full benefit of it in the same manner and to the 
same extent as Congress. They are now unable 
to receive the letters- which are directed to them, 


unless marked “ official business,” without being 
obliged to pay double postage in eases where the 
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parties sending the letters neglect to pay it.. In 
frequent instances they have been obliged to pay 
this double postage in order to obtain the letters 
sent, l 5 

No objection being made, the bill was brought 
before the House for consideration, and was read 
the first and second time by its title. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by. Mr. FORNEY, 
their Secretary, announced to. the House that the 
Senate had passed a bill (HI. R. No. 34) making 
appropriations for the support of. the Military 
Academy for the year ending June 30, 1865, with 
amendments; in which the coneurrence of the: 


. House was requested. 


FRANKING PRIVILEGE——AGAIN. 


Mr. KASSON. I would be glad to recall the 
attention of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads to the purposes of 
this bill, and also to the lawas it now stands. As 
provided by the act which went into operation on 
the Ist of July last, the President and Vice Pres-. 
ident, the heads of the Departments, and, under 
the direction of the Postmaster General, the heads 
of the different bureaus of the Executive Depart- 
ments, have the right to frank all official matter 
issued by them, and the right to receive free of 
postage all official matter addressed to them in 


| their official character by officers responsible to 


them respectively. The same provision embra- 
cing the President and the Vice President of the 
United States, every oficer under the President 
of the United States résponsible to him in any 
way is authorized to send his communications to 
the President free of postage. The Presidentalso 
has the right to frank all matter sent by him. 
The distinction, then, sought to be made by 
this bill is to allow all non-official persons to send 
anything they please to the President and Vice 
President of the United States free of postage, It 
was deemed at the time, and certainly is now 
deemed by me, a matter of a great deal of conse- 
quence that that large mass of matter, generally 
of private concern only, which persons are nat- 
urally inclined to send to the head of the Govern- 
ment, should be restricted, so far as it can be 
done, by making persons pay the trifling postage 
required before they can get their communica- 
tions through the mail. Itis an act of benevo- 
lence to any high officer of the Government to 
have this very slight restriction put upon the vast 
amount of miscellaneous communications sent to 
the Exccutive Departments of this Government. 
I should be glad, before the chairman of the 
committee decides to press this bill, that he would 
take this matter into consideration, and see 
whether there is any hardship or any wrong com- 
mitted tothe publicinterest. Having myself suf- 
fered very much, as all public officers havedone, 
from this vast amountof private communications 
sent to executive officers, I think the public inter- 
est requires a little further consideration before 
we adopt any measures relaxing the partial re- 
straint of the evil, as we should do by this bill. 
It is well known that long communications, es- 
says upon political economy, upon general poli- 
ties, written speeches, applications for office with- 
out number, testimonials without number, are 
sent to these various officials and heads of De- 
partments of the Government from the President 


| down, and I could never see any reason why this 
large class of matter should not be charged with 


prepaid letter postage before it hada right to go 
through the mail, 

_imay also say that it concerns to a very con- 
siderable extent in the aggregate, although small 
in individual cases, the income and revenue of 
the Post Office Department. This mass of free 
matter was formerly exceedingly large, and our 
effort, which I think was a very wise one,and in 
the policy of which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Arer] concurs, was to restrict 
free matter, as far as possible consistent with the 
prompt and easy discharge of publie business, 
passing through the mails. 

For these reasons I hope we shall take further 
consideration before we amend the law in this di- 
rection and throw the mails open without charge 
to this mass of matter which is directed to public 
officers, generally for the promotion of private 
interests, 

Mr. NORTON. What hasbeen suggested by 
the gentleman from lowa is undoubtedly true; 


` 
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but he cannot remedy the evil of which he com- 
plains by the method he proposes. The same 
difficulty arises in regard to all officers having the 
franking privilege as exists in regard to the Pres- 
ident and Vice President. Every member’s ta- 
ble groans with documents and letters and essays 
on every conceivable subject in the world which 
a member or the country has any possible interest 
in, to a much greater extent probably than exists 
in the case of the President and Vice President. 
Now, sir, if a remedy is necessary in this matter 
let us strike at the root of the evil, if itbe an evil, 
the franking privilege. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman from Illinois 
will allow mea word. In the original draft of 
the bill it was provided that communications to 
members of Congress should be liable to the usual 
rates of postage; but it was deemed proper, I 
think on the motion-of the gentleman from the 
Galena district of Ilinois, [Mr. ‘W asusurne,} 
thateinasmuch as members of Congress repre- 
sented the people, they should not be restricted 
in the manner proposed; and that feature was 
stricken out from the original bill; and I have no 
objection, because it is proper that the relations 
of members of Congress with the people should 
be continuous as far as possible. 

Mr. NORTON. [have bat a word to say in 
reply to the gentleman from Iowa. He says that 
an exception is made in favor of members of Con- 
gress because they are the immediate represent- 
atives of the people. Now, sir, does not the Pres- 
ident of the United States come as directly from 
the people as members of Congress, and is he less 
likely to be overburdened with correspondence 
than members of Congress are? My own notion 
is that you should either take away altogether 
the franking privilege or else male documents 
going from and coming to members of Congress 
go free. There has been very great misunder- 
standing in the country about this very business. 
There should be one rule for all persons having 
the franking privilege and allowed to send docu- 
ments free of postage. Any other rule can only 
create confusion. 

Tam myself in favor of doing away completely 
and entirely with the franking privilege, requiring 
mémbers of Congress and everybody else to pay 
for the communications they send or receive. 
Butif that is not done, what [ wish is that the 
rule shall be equal throughout. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I suggest 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, that they may ma- 
ture it. 

Mr. ALLEY, I did not suppose that this bill 
would clicit any discussion. I thought that it 
would take but a minute or two to pass the bill, |} 
or l should not have asked the indulgence of the 
House at this time. I understand the law pre- 
cisely as does the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. || 
Kasson,] and I think there is a great deal of force |i 
in his suggestions, but nevertheless I understand 
that the parties in interest desire that this bill 
shall pass, as the law as it now stands subjects: |! 
them to onerous taxation, to which they ought A 
not to be subjected, if, as they suppose, it was 
the intention of Congress to give them the same 
privilege which they themselyes enjoy. Ido not 
think there isany necessity for a reference of the 
bill to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, inasmuch as it has been fully considered 
by the Senate committee, and passed the Senate 
unanimously and is now fully understgod by the 
House. I therefore move the previous question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was then ordered to a third roading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, f 

Mr. ALLEY moved to reconsider the voteby 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
ihe motion to reconsider upon the table. ' 

"The latter motion was agreed to. 

MURDER OF CAPTAIN REED. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Task the 
unanimous consent of the House to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Seerctary of War be requested to in- 
struet the commander of the Middle department to order 
the commanding otlicer of the counties of Accomac aud 
Northampton on the Eastern Shore of Virginia to at once 
institute inquiries concerning the murder of Captain The- || 
adore Reed, who resided in the eity of Philadelphia, and j! 


t! sachusetts, 3 
; incurred in 

Mr. MALLORY. Ts the gentleman from Mas- | 
sachusctis about to call the previous question? | 


Mr. DAWES. Iproposed tado it. Lwillhold | 
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who, on the momingofMareh 3 
Chesapeake bay, by pirates. 


Mr. STEVENS objected. 
-LAKE SUPERIOR AND MISSISSIPPI RAILROAD. 


Mr. COBB. I withdraw my objection to the 
taking up of Senate bill No. 31, making a grant 
of lands to the Lake Superior and Mississippi 
Railroad Company, in the State of Minnesota, to 
aid in the construction of the railroad of said cong- 
pany from St. Paul to Lake Superior. 

There being no further objection, the bill was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, reada first.and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


DISRESPECT TO A DEAD SOLDIER. 


Mr. HARRINGTON, by unanimous consent, 
offered the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 


Whereas on the morning of the 12th of March, 1864, the 
remains of a deceased veteran soldier of a Penusylvania 
regiment were found in the canal in the city of Washington, 
District of Columbia, and were before eight o’clock a. m. 
of that day removed from the mud and water to the bank 
of the canal, and about one hundred feet from the corner 
of Third street and -Missouri avenne, and in plain view of 
passers by; and whereas the face and breast of the corpse 
were covered over with a dirty and ragged straw mat; 
and whereas 2 coroner’s inquest was held on the body on 
the morning of the same day; and whereas the body of 
the deceased was left lying in that condition, in the sun, 
unwatched, uucovered, and liable to mutilation, all of that 
day and until after night: 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia are directed to inquire and report to this House who is 
responsible for this gross neglect and horrid indecency to- 
ward the remains of a deceased soldier. 


ASSAY OFFICES IN IDAHO AND OREGON. 


Mr. MORRILL asked unanimous consent to 
report from the Committee of Ways and Means 
a bill to establish an assay office at Carson City, 
Nevada Territory, and an assay office at Port- 
land, Oregmn. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill makes no appro- 
priation; but provides that, in lieu of the mints 
already provided by law, they shall be converted 
into assay offices. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. As this is 
legislation in the right direction, 1 withdraw my 
objection. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whele on the state of the Union, and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION TO A CONTESTANT. 


was shot in Tangier sound, 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee of Elec- || erred in introducing the resolution, against which 


tions, reported back with an amendment in the 


“RO occasion to’suspectit at all. Yetit wasa case ~ 
of a novel. character, both‘in the State where! it: 
occurred and here, ahd the committes: be ; 
that Mr. Sleeper was entirely honest and in good 
faith in -his action. The majority of the>coms 
mittee felt that it was a case fairly presented to 
the committee and fairly presented to the House, 
and that therefore it'was one coming with i 
rule which, they felt, ought to be adopted, i 

Then-the question occurred, how much should 
he be entitled to? “Under the old system; while 
members of Congress were paid a. per diem forthe 
time they were in session, it was customary to 
allow contestants that- per diem during the time 
they were contesting seats. That mode of coni- 
pensation having been changed, and-a: salary-of 
$250 per month allowed, the committee was of 
opinion that it would be fair to allow Mr. Sleeper 
that sum during the time he was contesting the 
seat, namely, from the Ist of December to thé ist 
of March, when the report was made. > ~ 

The resolution presented by thegentléman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Maiory] taken in accordance 
with the wording of it, would entitle Mr. Sleeper 
to the whole salary of a member of Congress for 
two years, as wellas to mileage. The committee 
did not suppose that the gentleman from Kentucky 
intended any such construction to'be given'to-his 
resolution. Nor did the committee suppose that 
the gentleman from Kentucky intended to cause 
Mr.Sleeper to be paid $250 a month from the 4th 
of March to December, but only during the time 
he was here prosecuting his claims. 

Mr. STEVENS. If I recollect this case, it 
depended altogether upon an error in the ‘first 
count, which was corrected before the certificate 
was made out. It does strike me, under the state- 
ment of my friend from Massachusetts, :[Mr, 
Dawes,] that this was one of the boldest efforts 
to secure a seat upon this floor l ever saw prose- 
cuted. Mr. Sleeper, the contestant, ought to know 
that he had no claim to a seat upon this floor, 
and I hope that no one will vote for this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ihave nothad the pleasure 
of hearing one word which fell from the lips of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr.Srevens,] 
whose remarks generally influence me as a mem- 
ber of Congress. If I had heard them they might 
have had a decided effect upon my action. But the 
misfortune under which I Jabor will force me to 
confine myself to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes.) T feel great 
pleasure in saying that however much I may have 


he has indulged in ‘severe strictures, I will yield 


nature of a substitute a resolution for the payment 
of mileage and compensation to John S. Sleeper, 
contestant of the seat of Mr, Rice, of Massachu- 
setts, d 
The substitute was reported, as follows: 
Resolved, ‘Phat there be paid out of the contingent fund 
ofthe House to Jobn S. S as been contesting 
the right of Ajexander H. Rice te it in this House as 
vepresentative from the third congressional district of Mas- 
$750 in full for all the time spent and expenses 
prosecuting said contest. 


the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. MALLORY. I would like the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to permit me to offer an 
amendment to the resolution. 

Mr, DAWES. I will state to the House the 
reasons that have induced the committee to make 
this report. The committee has been of opinion, | 
and is still, that unless a contestant presents a case | 
which to the mind of the committee contains rea- | 
sonable ground for prosecuting his claim, it would | 
not be justified in recommending any compensa- 
tion tobe made. Inthe present case the majority 


was justified in presenting the case for a hearing | 
before the House, inasmuch as his claim depended 
ona result which bad been already declared in 
open town meeting to be the true result. The 
committee entertained no doubt that there was a | 
mistake; yet it had been so declared according to | 
the formalities of law. Whether the fact were | 
absolutely so or pot depended, to some extent, | 
on the testimony of a single witness—the clerk of : 
the ward. Besides, there were opportunities for 
that clerk to have tampered with the ballots, al- 
though there was no testimony to that effect, and 


i 


to the correction he has made. I will say, as I 
have often said before, that I agree in the pro- 
priety of the remarks he has submitted on this 
subject, and | am willing to accept the report 
of the Committee of Elections, so far as 1 have 
anything to do with the matter, provided the gen- 
tlcman will let me move an amendment increas- 
ing the sum to about one thousand dollars, which 
will pay the contestant about two hundred and 
fifty dollars a ntonth, or eight dollars per diem 
during the three months of the session, and allow 
him mileage in traveling to and from Boston while 
conducting this contest. 

I agree with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] that this is one of the cases that 
ought to have been presented to the House. I 
have never known better ground for a contest 
made out than that made out by the contestantin 
this case—than that made out by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. Sleeper, who contested 
the seat of my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. — 
Rice,] whose seat, 1 must be allowed to say from 


my personal knowledge of that gentleman, I hope 


| will be filled by him for a long time and for many 
4 Congresses tocome. If the gentleman from Mas- 
of the committee was ofopinion that Mr. Sleeper |; 


sachusetts will allow me, I will move to amend 
| the resolution so as to allow Mr. Sleeper $1,000. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts yield for that purpose? 

Mr. DAWES. Not now. i 
_ Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, in reply to th 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stavens,] 
that it is true this whole contest arose out of a 
mistake in the count. The only question wasin 
reference to the accuracy of the count and how 


|| the fact was proved. Itwas proved in two ways, 


as my friend will recollect. One was entirely 
conclusive upon the papers themselves. There 
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‘was: another which arose from a recount of the 
ballots. seven days after the election. That de- 
pended entirely upon. whether the ballots were 
correctly kept. . They were kept by the clerk of 
the ward, - They were recounted by the ward 
officers, three of one political party and four of 
the other. On that recount it was proved that the 
statement made in the ward meeting was-an error. 

Mr. STEVENS... Was notthat recount made 
within the time allowed by. law, and did. not the 

Governor action that certificate? : 

Mr.. DAWES. Most certainly the recount 
was made in the time specified by law. The mat- 
ter was referred to the Governor and Council, and 
they awarded to Mr. Rice the certificate. The 

Committee of Elections were, I believe, unan- 
imous that the recount was properly done. The 

„only. pointis whether Mr. Sleeper was justified in 
bringing the matter before the House.  [ accord 
to Mr. Sleeper entire honesty of conviction. 1 
take. pleasure in saying that I have known him 
agreat while. I have been associated with him 
in many ways, and I have entire respect for his 
character as an honest, truthful, sagacious man. 

Sul [could not understand why he presented this 
claim. He or his friends presented the claim. 
‘Theysaid that an amended return controlling the 
result ofan election, depending upon the truth and 
honesty of a singleindividual, was such a case as 
ought to be presented to the House. That was 

‘precisely the position taken, ; 

I wish to say that while the Committee of Elec- 
tions have no disposition to encourage contests, 

„and have no occasion to do so, and while they are 
disposed to say so when acase comes before them 
which they think has no merits in it at all, they 
are not disposed to say there shall be no such 
thing as a contest; for there are cases where a 
contest tends to purify and purge the ballot-box, 
and: secure honesty inclections. And unless the | 
House thinks this is one of those cases, they 
ought not to vote this compensation. 1 have done 
my duty in reporting this resolution to the House, 
as | was instructed to do by a majority of the 
committee, 

_ Mr. MORRILL. Unless the House will make 
an example of some clear case like this, T think | 
we shall continue to offer rewards and premiums 
for entirely unfounded contested-election cases 
before this House. 

Now, sir, what are the facts:in this case? All 
the, parties in Boston were unanimously of opin- 
ion that the contestant had no claim whatever to 
aseat in this House; and when the case came 
before the House for action, not a single man 
upon either side of the House asked for the yeas | 
and nays, and go far as this House is concerned | 
they recorded a unanimous verdict against his 
claim. I am not disposed to impeach the high 
character of the gentleman at all, but I do say 
there is no man that could found a claim for even 
five dollars on a pretense that he comes here 
claiming a seat under these circumstances with- 
out utterly discrediting himself, 

Under such circumstances I think it will bea 
fit example set by the Flouse if they refuse to pay 
even one cent for mileage. 

Mr, PIKE. I did not hear the remarks made 
by the contestant when this case was before the 
House, and do not know upon what ground he 
based his claim. Now I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] whether 
or not the contestant placed himself upon the 
ground that the sitting member did not have a 
‘majority of the votes, or whether he placed his 
claim simply upon a technical ground? 

Mr. DAWES. I willsay that he puthis claim 
upon both grounds—upon the technical ground | 
that the declaration in open ward meeting was | 
conclusive, and then he controverted the honesty 
of the recount. 

Mr. PIKE. Was there any evidence whatever {| 
to sustain that position? | 

Mr. DAWES. [ regret exceedingly that my | 
distinguished friend from Maine did not hear me | 
when Í worried the House an hour by a consid- | 
eration of the merits of this case. l cannot re- | 
peat that speech, but if the Clerk will read it from 
the Globe, my friend will be answered. (Laugh- 
ter.]. 

idr. SCHENCK. Until my friend from Mas- 

sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] concluded his remarks, 

I could not conceive upon what possible ground 

he or the committee which he represents sought 


A 


| correcting that error, Mr. Rice was elected. This 


! ease, and when the contestant had been heard for 


to persuade this House, or. to suggest to this 
House, to make a payment to Mr. Sleeper for his 
presence here in making acontestforaseat. He 
now puts it upon the ground of his knowledge of 
the personal estimable character of that gentle- 
man. The contestant had no claim, not the 
shadow of a foundation for a claim tòa seat here. 
All depended upon a clerical error. There is 
sothing else in the case. Even the gentleman 
from Massachusetts: himself showed, by a clear 
and conclusive argument, that this man had no 
claim, and yet he says he should be paid some- 
thing because he isa respectable gentleman much 
esteemed in Massachusetts, and an inoffensive 
and quiet gentleman. 

Mr. DAWES. The committee wished to offer 
a premium on quietness. 

Mr. SCHENCK. 1 wonder ther that they 
have made such an exhibition of a violation of 
their own rule in the person of their chairman. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES. The House is responsible for 
that, and not the committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr.SCHENCK. Ido not enjoy the privilege 
of a personal acquaintance with this estimable 
gewleman, and though I am willing to accord 
with my friend that he is just what he has repre- 
sented him, yet I cannot afford, as a member of 
this House, to be moved by any such considera- 
tion, As I look at the case simply as it was 
presented, argued, and discussed here, I cannot 
refrain from repeating that itis the most extraor- 
dinary caso that has ever, within my knowledge 
of legislative proceedings concerning contested 
clections, been presented to this House. In this 
I entirely concur with my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. Srevens.] 

What wasthecase? In setting down the votes 
taken from time to time and adding small lots of 
votes, three, five, six, eight, &c., which had pre- 
viously been set down, a mistake was made and 
the figure 17? was mistaken for a “7? Per- 
haps Í do not recollect the exact number about 
which the difference took place and wherein the 
error occurred, but 1 remember that the fact was 
this: that instead of setting down £672” clearly, 
it was set down with such indefiniteness in refer- 
ence to the figure “7” that it was mistaken for 
619,” and when ‘67? came to be added it was 
carried forward as “618.” The whole question 
before this House was whether 612 with 6added 
to it made 678 instead of 618, and unless the Louse 
could come to that conclusion there was not the 
slightest shadow of foundation for thisclaim, In 
other words, this claim is founded solely and en- | 
tirely upon a clerical error. 

Now, let us goa little further. Upon a revis- 
ion of the votes, the ballots themselves having 
been put away and preserved, the mistake was 
discovered; and it was so apparent that the whole 
difficulty arose out of a clerical error that, as Í 
understand it, the inspectors of elections, a mem- 
ber of whom belonged to the same political party 
as the contestant himself, concluded that he was 
not elected. All the commissioners of election, 
whatever their political antecedents, agreed that j 
there was nothing upon which to rest the claim of 
Mr. Sleeper except this clerical error; and that, 


fact was reported to the Governor and Council, 
and the Governor and Council in revising the re- 
turns came unanimously to the same conclusion 
as the inspectors of election. 

‘The case then came to this House and was re- ! 
ferred to the Committee of Elections, and they 
were also unanimously of the opinion that there 
was nothing in the case except a clerical error, 
and no other pretext for the claim of the con- 
testant. 

Well, sir, when the committee reported on the 


an hour, and had had his time extended so that 
he might be heard fully, there was not a single 
one, even of his political friends, to call the yeas 
and nays upon his claim; but the House by gen- 
eral consent disposed of his claim in the most 
summary manner the moment he had concluded 
his remarks, and without any reply being made | 
to his arguments. That is the whole history of 
the case. 

“But we are told that Mr. Sleeper is an amiable, | 
excellent old gentleman, and that weoughtto give | 
him something. Why, sir, I havea great many i 
amiable and excellent old. gentlemen in my dis- 


trict for whom I should like to make some pro- 
vision. - The chairman of the Committee of Elec- 
tions will not deny that I have given a succinct 
but truthful statement of the facts of this case as 


presented to the House. 


I will end as I began, by saying that there really 
seems to be nothing in this claim excepting that 
the claimant, Mr. Sleeper, is an inoffensive, amia- 
ble, excellent character, which I do not dispute 
at all; but I. cannot, on that account, vote him 
money out of the Treasury, and therefore I am 
compelled to vote against this exceedingly bald 
claim, which has nothing to sustain it but acler- 
ical error and impudence. 

Mr. MALLORY. I was somewhat surprised 
at the remarks which fell from the gentleman from 
Vermont, [Mr. Morri, ]and the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Scuznck.} I listened very attentive- 
ly to this case when it was presented to the House, 
and I must be allowed to say that I do notthink 
I ever knew a case presented in this House that 
involved more doubt or difficulty than this one. 

The gentleman from Ohio, in his summary of 
the matter, ignores the very facts at the very com- 
mencement of the case that are calculated to in- 
spire doubt as,to the result. In stating the case 
fairly he would have said that this gentleman, the 
contestant, on the day the election was held for 
member of Congress in that district, was declared 
by the proper officers duly elected member of 
Congress. He would have said that the laws of 
Massachusetts make no provision for the safe 
keeping of the ballots after they have been counted 
on the day of election, and do not authorize any 
recount of the ballots atall. He would have said 
that after the result of the election being. so an- 
nounced, these ballots were taken possession of 
by a man who had no more right to them than the 
gentleman from Ohio himself, kept four or five 
days by that man in his irresponsible possession, 
and then recounted without any authority by 
him, and without his having informed any person 
of his intention to recount these ballots; and he 
afterwards denied that he had recounted these bal- 
lots. He professes afterwards to have recounted 
them and to have found this erros which the gen- 
teman speaks ofthat the ballots correctly 
counted, gave Rice a majority over Sleeper. He 
reported the facts to the Governor and others, and 
they ordered, without authority of law, as I un- 
derstand it, a recount of these ballots. A recount 


| was had, and Rice was found elected by a small 


majority, and not Sleeper, I think the majority 
was twenty-five or thirty. Now, J submit to this 
House, in the face of this declaration of the facts 
as presented in this case, whether the gentleman 
from Ohio made a fair or an ex parte exposition 
of the case. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Perhaps we do not differ 
about a matter of fact. 

Mr. MALLORY. We differ very much about 
the statement of those facts. y 

Mr, SCHENCK. Mr. Speaker-—— i 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. MALLORY. I hold the floor by the per- 
mission of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
He is therefore to that extent my master. 

Mr. DAWES. I am under an engagement to 
yield the floor. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have not given up the 
floor, except my masterreclaims it. (Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly not. 1 never could 
be guilty of taking the floor from the gentleman 
from Kentucky. [Laughter.} 

Mr. MALLORY. Iamovercome, sir. [Laugh- 
ter.] T hope, after the remarks that E have made 
in which | am sustained by the evidence in this 
case, that I shall be excused from differing with 
the distinguished and learned gentleman from 
Ohio, the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, insisting as 1 do that this was a case of 
great doubt, that the pretensions of the contestant 
were strong, and that he was not only excusable 
in presenting his case ‘to the House, but that he 
was bound to do so by a sense of justice to him- 
self and to those whom he regarded as his con- 
stituents. : 

The gentleman from Vermont always opposes 
appropriationsof this kind. lexpected it from him. 
He would bave:de-Morrill-ized himself flaugh- 
ter] if he had acted otherwise. He is the watch- 
dog of the Treasury, and when appropriations 
are proposed to be made for the benefit of agri- 
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culture, for the benefit of any enterprise, for the 
encouragement of almost any industry except the 
manufacturing interests of New England, the gen- 
tleman exhibits his carefulness and economy on 
this foor asa member of the House and as a mem- 
ber of the Committee of Ways and Means. I 
must be allowed to say that if he had acted oth- 
erwise he would have departed from his usual 
course in the House. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that the resolution will 
pass. I hope that the ingenious and able argu- 
mentof the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scnencx} 
will not prevail, and that the argument of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Srevens,] which I understood, after his taking 
his seat, was against allowing this claimant any- 
thing, will not prevail. I must be allowed to say 
that the course of that gentleman surprises me. 
It is not in accordance with his usual habits asa 
member of this House. He is generally a good- 
natured, good-hearted, clever gentleman. | have 
never known a case without justice, involving 
feelings, where charity was appcaled to, addressed 
to the people of Pennsylvania that had not a cor- 
dial and hearty response from him, except on 
this occasion, and I must be permitted to say 
that he departs from the usual course now be- 
cause there isa little justice in this claim, and 
I do not think that the gentleman has much re- 
gard for that article. (Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know that anything else 
may be said except what I know my learned and 
kind friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Panra] 
will add, in favor of making this allowance. 
believe that the House will vote for my amend- 
ment to the resolution reported by the chairman 
of the Committee of Elections, increasing the al- 
lowance to $1,000, and in that I hope I leave the 
case to the House. 

Mr. SMITHERS. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] stated that the Commit- 
tee of Elections were not unanimous on the sub- 
ject of this report and the sum contained in the 
resolution. 1 differ from the majority of that 
committee which reported this resolution. To 
my mind there is no pretext for allowing Mr. 
Sleeper any sum whatever. The case, in my 
judements ought never to have been brought here. 

hat is conclusively shown, I think, by the proof 
upon record. Ido not inquire into the respect- 
ability of Mr. Sleeper; I have seen him in the 
committee-room, and he is a man of respectabil- 
ity. His bearing before the committee impressed 
me favorably, But that is not the question. If 
there is anything in the testimony which would 
show any reasonable man that he had a proper 
claim before the House, I would pay him, but not 
otherwise. I think that this is not one of those 
cases. Itis settled by the explanation upon rec- 
ord. Ido not intend to go into any lengthy ar- 
gument, It has been argued before the House so 
recently that the facts must be fresh in the recol- 
lection of every member; but I will refer to the 
report of the Committee of Elections, The com- 
mittee say in conclusion as follows: 

“The committee, in the absence of a particle of testi- 
mony calculated to cast suspicion upon the fairness and 
truth of this recount, or to control the position and cor- 
roborated testimony in its report, are of opinion that the 
certificate of election was rightly awarded to Mr. Rice, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. They thereupon recom- 
mend the adoption of the following resolutions: 

* Resolved, That John S. Sleeperis not entitled to a seat 
inthis House asa Representative in the Thirty-Bighth Con- 
gress from the third congressional districtin Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That Alexander H. Rice is entitled to a seat 
in this House as a Representative in the Thirty-Highth Con- 
gress from the third congressional district in Massachu- 
setts.”? 3 

The Committee of Elections being fully satisfied 
that there was not a particle of testimony which 
in any way tended to invalidate or to casta shadow 
of suspicion upon the recount, and that recount 
having been concurred in by all of the ward ofli- 
cers, the Governor of Massachusetts having also 
given his certificate upon that recount, I for one 
cannot allow myself to vote a dollar out of the 
Treasury to pay any gentleman, however respect- 
able, under the circumstances. 


71 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, this subject is 
consuming more time than it ought to. I wish 
to state the case and then leave it to the House. 
The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Scuencx] has 
argued the case more fully than was. done when 
it was submitted to the House and voted on;and 
fam obliged to him. Here is an exciting elec- 
tion for Congress. At the close of the poll it is 
publicly announced, according to the law of Mas- 
sachusetts, that Mr. Sleeper is elected. 
course of seven days there comes out an altera- 
tion, by which Mr. Rice is declared to be elected 
bya few votes. It isacase which never occurred 
in Massachusetts before. It is a case which had 
no precedent there. It turned out on. investiga- 
tion that much of the merits depended upon. the 
honesty and credibility of a single witness. I ask 
my friends on this side of the House whether, if 
any case were to occur to one of our friends, 
they would not feel themselves justified in bring- 
ing it to the attention of the House? That is all 
I wish to say. I submit Mr. Sleeper has done, 
under all of the circumstances, what any contest- 
ant upon this side of the House would do. The 
committee saw that a case like this had never 
occurred before. There was no statute of Mas- 
sachusetts providing for such a contingency, and 
although there was no reason to doubt the ac- 
curacy of the recount or the honesty of the wit- 
nesses, I ask gentlemen whether they would not 
have submitted the case to the House as Mr. 
Sleeper has honestly done? If the House is go- 
ing to adopt a rule on this subject, I for one will 
not object. If the rule works in reference to 
members upon this side as well as upon the other 
side, I have no complaint to make. But in this 
case Mr. Sleeper has only done what any con- 
testant on this side would have done. 

Mr. SPALDING. 1 wish to propound an in- 
terrogatory to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and his reply will go very far to control my vote. 
Would the gentleman from Massachusetts have 
done as Mr. Sleeper has done? 

Mr, DAWES. I do not see the pertinency of 
that interrogatory. [Laughter.] I do not do my 
duty as often as I should, and perhaps I should 
have failed in this instance. I do not appreciate 
a seat in Congress as before I had one, and Mr. 
Sleeper has never enjoyed that honor. . 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of 
the House back to this fact, that it has always 
been the rule, and never departed from, that we 
have paid contestants without regard to the merits 
of their cases. Thedistinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] at the last Congress 
offered a resolution to pay six contestants, three 
on one side and three upon the other, $3,000 each. 


One of these men had but twenty-five votes, and 


those twenty-five votes were taken by subscrip- 
tion down here in a district where there was at 
the time a foreign enemy, and where there was 
hardly enough territory Jeft in our possession to 
bury these twenty-five men. 

And it now occurs to me that my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. Srevews | intro- 
duced last Congress a resolution to pay six con- 
testants $3,000 each, and among that number he 
inserted the name of this man who received only 
twenty-five votes. That resolution passed. This 
is said by way of reminder to my friend from 
Pennsylvania. I regret that my friend’s vener- 
able years have impaired his memory, and that he 
has forgotten that that was the first case which 
the committee reported, and in which they re- 
ported against the claim of the man. It was ar- 
gued here two or three days on the question 
whether the twenty-five votes taken by subscrip- 
tion in an enemy’s country would constitute an 
election to Congress. We all said “ No,” and 
the matter passed away. The contestantapplied 
to the Committee of Elections to introduce a res- 
olution to pay him. They refused. One day, 
in a fit of absent-mindedness upon the part of the 
committee, there came in here a resolution with 
the names of six contestants in it, among whom 
was this man, and it was put through in a hurry. 

I cail the previous question. 


In -the* 


Mr. STEVENS. I move to lay the resolut 
and substitute on the table. ree : 
Mr. MALLORY.’ Lunderstood that my friend. 
from Massachusetts was going to allow me to of- 
fer an amendment. ; ey 
Mr. DAWES. That is so, but I suggest. to - 
the gentleman that that course: will not help : 
friend. E EES 
Mr. MALLORY. Well, I will not:presg it: 
Mr. STILES. I-demand the yeas:and nays 
upon the motion to lay on the table. = 
The yeas and nays were ordered. `. 
The question was put; and it was. decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 67, nays 59; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs, Alley, Allison, Ames, Auderson, Ash- 
ley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Jacob B. Blait, 
Boutwell, Boyd, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Cres- 
well, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T. Davis; Deming, 
Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Higby, Hotel- 
kiss, John H. Hubbard, Hulburd, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, 
Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Liong- 
year, Marvin, McClurg, Samuel F. Miller, Morri, Daniet 
Morris, Leonard Myers, Norton, Odell, Perham, Pike, 
Price, Jobn IT. Rice, Schenck, Shannon, Smithers, Spak- 
ding, Starr, Stevens, ‘Thayer, Van Valkenburgh, Bimi B. 
Washburne, William B. Washburn, Williams, Wilder, 
Wilson, and Windom—67. z $ 
NAYS—Messrs, James C. Allen, Ancona, Baily, Augus- 
tus C. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, Broomall, Clay, 
Cox, Dawes, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Gris- 
wold, Hale, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Charles M. Warris, 
Holman, Kernan, Knapp, Law, Long, Malory, Marcy, 
McAllister, McBride, McDowell, McIndoe, McKinney, 
Middleton, William. H. Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, 
Noble, John O'Neil, Pendleton, Pruyn, Samnel J. Ran- 
dall, James S, Rollins, Ross, Smith, John, B. Steele, Wil- 
liam G. Steele, Stites, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Thomas, 
Tracy, Upson, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Whaley, Wheeler, 
Joseph W. White, and Woodbridge—59. ; 
So the resolution and substitute were laid on 
the table. : 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. ORTH stated that he was paired off with 
Mr. Cravens on all matters of a partisan: char- 
acter. as 

Mr. A. MYERS stated that he was: paired off 
with Mr. Lazear. wed ‘ 

Mr GRINNELL stated that Mr. Husnann, of 
Iowa, was confined to his house by sickness. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote last taken; and also moved ‘to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the.table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILE. : 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled an act toamend an act entitled “An 
act to regulate trade and intercourse with Indian 
tribes and to preserve peace on the frontier,’ ap- 
proved June 30, 1834; when the Speaker signed 
the same. . 

REPORT OF CAPTAIN J. L. FISK. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution, and 
demanded the previous question: 

Resolved, That there be printed five thousand copies of 
the letter ofthe Secretary of War, transmitting to the House, 
in answer to a resolution of the 26th ultimo, the report of 
Captain J. L, Fisk of his late expedition to the Rocky mount- 
ains. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF GENERAL ROSECRANS. — 

Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee. on 
Printing, reported the following resolution, upon 
which he demanded the previous question: 

Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of the various 
reports of Major General William S. Roseerans,. during 
this war, be printed for the use of this House. ` 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would inquire how large 
a volume this will make? ` 

Mr. A. W. CLARK. About as large as the 
reports of Grant and McClellan. 


. 


Mr STEVENS: Lhope:we shall not carry out 
his malter any further. We will print it asa 
campaign document, can 3 
“"Ehe main question was ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the résolution was agreed to. 
SMr A. W. CLARK moved. to reconsider the 
ote last taken; and also moved 'to lay the motion 
‘to reconsider on the table. A 
„ The latter. motion was agreed to. 
. e GENERAL, MBADE’S. REPORT. 


‘Mr. A. We CLARK, from the Committee on 
Piinting, reported thë following resolution, on 
“which Re demanded the previous question: 

< Resolved, That ten thousand copies of the report of Gen- 
éral Meale of the battle of Gettysburg, with the accompa- 
nying reports of subordinate officers, be printed for the use 
ofthe members of this House, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main: question ordered to be put. : 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. ? 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GOLD BILL. k 
. I now call for the regular 


Mr. STEVENS 
order of business. , 
`The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness isthe consideration of the Senate amend- 
ments to the bill known as the gold bill, on which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] 
ig entitled to the floor. 

‘Mr. STEVENS. As there are several gentle- 
men who, as I understand, desire to speak upon 
this bill, I will not at this time insist on my right 
tothe floor.. ` 

Mr. GRISWOLD obtained the floor. 


QUAPAW INDIANS, 


. The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the Flousea communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting a recommenda- 
tion. for an appropriation for the Quapaw Indian 
refugees now in Kansas; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 


INDIAN DUPREDATIONS CLAIMS. 


‘Phe SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
Inid before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report of 
the claims presented for the payment resulting 
from injuries and depredations committed by the 
Sioux Indians in Minnesota, in 1862; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. WINDOM, the report of the 
commissioners accompanying the report of the 

-Secretary of the Interior was also ordered to be 
printed. 
: <i PREATY WITH ECUADOR. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the Flousea message from the President 
of the United States, stating that on the 25th of No- 
vember, 1862, a- convention for the mutual adjust- 
ment of claims pending between the United States 
and Ecuador was signed at Quito by the pleni- 
potentiaries of the contracting parties, transmit- 
tinga copy of the treaty, and asking for an appro- 
priation to enable commissioners to be sent out 
pursuant to its provisions, to meet at Guayaquil | 
within ninety days after the exchange of ratifica- 
tions between the two Governments; which was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 


GOLD BILL-—-AGAIN. 

Mr.GRISWOLD. Mr. Speaker, during the 
early discussion of this bill in the FIouse I was ab- 
sent, In that absence my experience was unlike 
thatof my distinguished colleague [Mr. Kernan.] 
Instead of meeting those who were opposed to the 
passage of the bill under discussion, my contact 
with the business men not only of my own dis- 
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trict but in the city of New York indicated almost |} 


universally a decided feeling in favor of its pas- 
sage. | scarcely heard an opposite opinion, ex- 
cept from individuals interested in gold specu- 
lation or from those whose sentiments upon a 
question of this kind would have but little weight | 
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the original bill as ‘amended by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bourwext,] passed in 
this House with great unanimity, that the neces- 
sity of depleting the gold in the ‘Treasury is con- 
ceded. By that vote itis evident that scarce any 
difference of opinion exists among gentlemen on 
either side of the House. This being conceded, 
the only ‘question which arises is as to the man- 
ner in which the surplus gold shall be. disposed 

of: whether the Government shall avail itself of 
the means intended to be provided by the bill of 

throwing the surplus of gold in the Treasury 

upon the market, and obtaining the highest rates 

it will command; or in its disposition contribute 

to the interests of the army of speculators whose 

only object is personal gain, no matter at what 

sacrifice of the creditand interests of the Govern- 

ment. 

My honorable colleague [Mr. KERNAN] and 
also the distinguished gentleman from Massachu- - 
setts, [Mr. Bourwext,] in their remarks upon the 
question, assumed that the bill came heré without 
paternity, and that we had no evidence that the 
Secretary of the Treasury even desired its pas- 
sage. If lam correctly informed there isa letter 
in the possession of the Committee of Waysand 
Means from Mr. Chase, in which he unqualifiedly 
advises and advocates its passage. This being 
so, the gentleman’s inference upon this point is 
unfounded. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. With the permission of 
the gentleman from New York I will state that I 
have this morning reccived a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, which I will send to the 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. It is based, 
as I suppose, upon a rumor, founded upon remarks 
I made yesterday, that we had not official knowl- 
edge that the Secretary had approved the bill. 
After consulting with my colleague [Mr. T oo PER] 
who is a member of the Committee of Ways an 
Means, I think it just to the Flouse and to the 
Secretary of the Treasury that the Jetter should 
be read which sets forth his views in regard to 
this matter, 

The Clerk read.the letter, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 15, 1864. 

My Dear Sim: {have been told this morning that you 
are ander the impression that I am indifferent about the 
passage of the gold bill as amended by the Senate. 

My views concerning the expediency of authorizing the 
Seeretary of the Treasury to dispose of the surplus gold 
wore communicated to the Committee of Ways and Means 
on the 19th ultimo. f thought then, and think now, that 
such an authority would teud to restrain speculation and 
prevent sudden fluctuations in the gold market, and that a 
judicious use of such a power might coutribute something 
to the same desirable end. T have not cbanged this opin- 
ion; on the contrary, it bas been confirmed by observing 
how gold has fallen as the probability of such legislation 
increased, and has risen as that probability has diminished. 

Yours truly, NS. P. CHASE, 
Hon. G. S. BOUTWELD. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Speaker, that letter 
corroborates the information of which 1 was in 
possession. 

An objection is urged against the passage of the 
bill that it will improperly increase the powers of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Now, sir, as an 
original proposition, that might havesome weight, 
but it seems to me that under the circumstances it 
is entitled to but little consideration, The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has already been invested 
with authority, to which this can add but little, 
were he disposed to exercise that authority im- 
properly. He is and has been clothed with the 
power of issuing the obligations of the Govern- 
ment, hundreds upon hundreds of millions, entire- 
ly at his own discretion, at such time andin such 
manner and amounts as he deemed proper. The 
additional diseretion now proposed to be given 
him is as to the particular manner in which a sur- 
lus of fifteen to twenty-five millions of gold shall 
e made available for the public use. This I re- 
gard as of too little importance comparatively to 
influence the action of the House upon this ques- 


| tion. I regard those who are at present admin- 


istering the Government as its representatives for 
the time being, the instrumentality through which 
we hope to be carried safely through our present 


i 
| 
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with any gentleman on either side of this Flouse. 
T assume thatin the vote which was given upon 


appalling dangers, So regarding them, I am in 


| favor, and I think the constituency whieh T rep- 


sont are in favor, of furnishing them with every 


facility, of clothing them with every admissible 

power. I do notintend, so faras my vote is con- į 
cerned, to afford any excuse to the Seeretary of | 
the Treasury, or any other executive officer of | 


|i the Administration, by reason of refasingany de- | 


mand they may make consistent wi 
liberal interpretation’ of legality and right. - Just 
in proportion to the powers we give them, and the 
means that’are placed in their control will the, 
country hold them responsible for the exercise of 
such powers and the use of such means. 

Mr. Speaker, these are extraordinary. times, 
and demand extraordinary measures. We are 
forced to put our faith in those occupying official 
positions to a degree thatin ordinary times would 
of course he improper and indefensible, If this 
faith is abused, the people will hold those who 
violate their trust. to a stern and rigid accounta- 
bility. : 

Another objection urged against the measure 
under discussion, and which I confess struck me 
with considerable force when first_suggested, is 
that it is in violation of the law of 1862,:providing 
that an amount equal to one per cent. of the pub- 
lic debt shall be set apart from the funds in the 
Treasury, asa sinking fund for the payment of 
the principal. Further consideration, however, 
leads me to regard this as of no practical force. 

It will not be contended, I presume, even by 
the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Bourwe.1,} who so ably discussed this 
subject yesterday, that it was the intention of the 
framers of that law to lock up in the vaults-of the 
Treasury an accumulation of gold without limit, 
and thus deprive the commercial community of 
what is indispensable to conduct the business of 
thecountry, andat the same time add to the burden 
of the Government by reason of enhancing the cost 
of the very materials of which they are obliged to 
be the purchasers in conducting this war. 1 ap- 
prebend that their only object was to provide for 
the creation of a sinking fund, having reference 
to a time when the Government should cease to 
be a borrower. It seems to me absurd that one 
percent. of the liabilities ofthe Government should 
be canceled to-day,’ while they are inercased five 
per cent. to-morrow. But should this be insisled 
upon, I can see no reason why the surplus gold 
in the Treasury should not be disposed of, even 
if its proceeds should be applied to the liquida- 
tion of the one per cent. provided for by the law 
alluded to. f ` 

The amount of gold in commercial uses prior 
to the present war was estimated at from two hun- 
dred to two hundred and fifty million dollars. 
There is now, as I understand, in the Treasury 
$23,000,000. The estimated amount which will 
have accumulated by the Ist of July next will be 
from forty-five to sixty millions, 

Locked in the vaults of the banks of the city of 
New York alone are some forty-two million dol- 
lars. The daily requirements of the merchants of 
-New York alone, for the payment of Government 
duties, &c., is about three hundred thousand dol- 
lars. . 

The effect of continued hoarding can readily be 
appreciated notonly in its influence upon the com- 
mercial interests, but upon the Government, by 
reason of the enhanced prices which it will be forced 
to pay for such commodities as sympathize with 
and are affected by the speculative advance in gold. 

That the present market value of gold is mainly 
speculative, is to my judgment apparent. In 
proof of this itis well known that property andse- 
curities beyond the influence of speculation bear 
no proportionate prices.. There isno appreciable 
difference between the value of mortgage securi- 
ties to-day and three yearsago, Local stocks can 
be bought with Government paper at nearly the 
same rate. Real estate in the country has not 
materially advanced. No description of property 
except such as is influenced by direct speculation 
bears any such disproportion to gold as do the 
Government securities. ` 

If Government obligations are secure, if we 
have faith in their ultimate payment, I contend 
there is no reason atali for any such apparent de- 
preciation as now exists. Their security is a 
question of ourability to pay—of faith on the part 
of the people that they will be paid. - That this 
faith is well grounded, [do not myself entertain a 
doubt. Ido not believe the public debt will reach 
an amount which will lead to the thought of re- 
pudiation, as has been hinted by some gentlemen 
on this floor; nor do I believe that the payment 
of the interest on it will be so utterly unbearable 
as has been suggested. In my judgment the peo- 
ple of this country are prepared to meet all the 


exactions made upon them which shall be neces- 


our Government. They desire only that the men 
and the means which they furnish shall be faith- 
fully and honestly appropriated for this great 
paramount object. 

As an evidence on the part of those to whom 
they intrust the administration of our public af- 
fairs, I should be glad if upon both sides of this 
House all subordinate questions could be ignored, 
and that we should stand up with united voice in 
advocacy of such measures alone as tend to the 


restoration of our Union and the reéstablishment | 


of an honorable peace over this distracted Jand. 
I believe this to be the true way for securing pub- 
lic confidenceand strengthening our Government 
credit. It should be evident that we are notto be 
diverted for the purpose of carrying out the pecu- 
liar views of any man or of any set of men. 

I assume, Mr. Speaker, that the discretion 
which is lodged with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury by the provisions of the bill under discus- 
sion will be exercised by him with discretion and 
honesty, and that so exercised he will be able to 
strengthen his position as the responsible head 
of ‘the financial Department of the Government; 
that he will be able, at all events, to increase 
the dangers attending speculations in gold, and 
thus interfere with and embarrass those who in 
the pursuit of personal gain are regardless of the 
consequences to the great interests of our coun- 
try; and still more, that he will place obstacles 
in the way of those whose hopes are based upon 
the destruction of public confidence by producirfg 
anapparent depreciation of our national securities. 

I agree with the honorable gentleman from 
Towa {Mr. Kasson] as to the mischievous effects 
attending the operations, in such times as these, 
of the men who congregate in the marts of our 
large cities, and engage in these wild and senseless 
speculations, Jam not at all certain but that the 
army of gold speculators are as much to be dreaded 
at the present time as the army of rebels in the 
South. The effect is demoralizing whether the 
individual so regards it or not. ‘The man who 
invests his capital in gold as a speculation be- 
comes involuntarily disloyal to a certain extent, 
for the reason that the success of his venture is 
based upon the reverses of our army in the field; 
while he who holds our Government obligations 
wishes for and hails every success as furnishing 
additional security to his investment. 

Iam aware, Mr. Speaker, that in voting for 
this bill I differ from most of the gentlemen on 
this side of the House, with whom I am politi- 
cally associated, but I feel certain that they will 
give me credit for being influenced by an honest 
difference of opinion, and that that difference arises 
from what I regard as the course which shall best 
promote the interest of our country. 

Still more sanguine am I that no gentleman, 
either on this side of the House or the other, will 
contend that mere fealty to party is for a moment 
to be considered as against these higher consid- 
erations, — 

In presuming upon the attention of the House, 
Mr. Speaker, I simply desired to give some of the 
reasons that will influence my vote on the ques- 
tion under discussion. Having done this, lam 
prepared to yield the floor, and record my vote 
in favor of the pending bill. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate was received, by 
Mr. Forwey, their Secretary, notifying the Elouse 
that the Senate have passed bills of the following 
titles; in which he was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House: 

An act (No. 151) relating to enlistments, and 
for other purposes; 

An act (No. 163) to authorize the Columbia 
Institation for the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind 
to confer degrees; and 

An act (No. 168) providing for the purchase of 


a steam fire-engine. ; 


GOLD BILL—AGAIN. 
Mr. FLUBBARD, of Connecticut. Inasmuch, 
Mr. Speaker, as | am now called upon to cast my 


vote for or against the measure under considera- | 


tion, I beg the indulgence of the House ina word 
of explanation of the reasons which will govern 
the vote F shall give: 

i voted for the original bill as reported to the 
House by the honorable chairman of the Com- 


all the virtues of the original bill. ° 

It seems to be obvious to every one that the 
value of acommodity in market depends upon the 
abundance or scarcity of it; thateverything which 
tends to increase the supply must diminish the 
cost of the article. A very eloquent and very 
honorable member on the other side of the House 
took exception to the bill on the ground that it 
would not do for us to invest the Secretary with 
what he chose to call this illimitable power; that 
it would tend to ruin the credit of the country, and 
ultimately to the downfall ofthe Republic. ‘I, sir, 
do not see itin any such baneful light. Why, 
sir, the Secretary is lord of the Treasury to-day, 
is he not, under the law? And if hechooses tobe 
unfaithful in the discharge of his onerous duties, 
who can help it? 

The present bill, as it comes to us from the 
Senate, simply authorizes him to sell the surplus 
gold in the ‘Treasury; and thus limited, I want to 
know how it is that in conferring on him that 
power we can possibly become obnoxious to 
the charge of conferring illimitable power? The 
learned gentleman did not tell us, he did not point 
out, wherein the exercise of that power could pos- 
sibly work such an injury, but he spoke as if he 
saw a lion inthe way and as if his quick car heard 
a threatening roar from the frightful beast; but 
he utterly failed to point out to our wondering 
eyes the ambush of the forest king, or to awaken 
our attentive ears to the warning voice he had 
heard. Why, sir, it is not possible to conceive 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, in the exer- 
cise of this power, can injure the credit of the 
country any more than he may endanger the same 
interests by the exercise of powers already con- 
ferred upon him. H 

Another objection urged by my honorable friend 
was that it would be a breach of faith in the coun- 
try to sell that which is pledged for the payment 
of the interestupon the publicdebt. The answer 
to that objection is simply that the bill does not 
authorize any such thing, Itsimply provides for 
the sale of surplus gold. 

Still another argument was used, that it would 
give the country more credit in Europe to antici- 
pate the payment of the public debt. I would 
not borrow one dollar from England, or from 
France; I would not be indebted to them for any 
such advantage whatever. If they were to send 
over a ship-load of gold I would not touch it. I 
would be more ready that our far-off sister Cali- 
fornia should send ten thousand of her brave sons 
into Mexico. 

There is but one conceivable way in which the 
country can maintain its credit, and that is by 
relying with firmness upon our own resources. 
I belicve that our own resources are adequate to 
every demand. If more money is wanted, con- 
tinue to tax us and we shall continue to pay. 

Mr. BROOMALL. Mr.Speaker, I do notex- 
pect to convince any gentleman present by any 
atgument that | can produce after the discussion 
which has been had on this question, batas I have 
voted steadily against the measure from the be- 
ginning, and intend to vote against it steadily to 
the end, I desire to state in a few words my rea- 
sons for so doing. The first of them is, that I 
conceive the power attempted to be given to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to be wholly unneces- 
sary. The genteman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
ALLEY] who advocated this measure on yester- 


day said he did not expect the Secretary of the | 


Treasury would use this power, and that it was 


not intended he should use it, at least to any ex- | 


tent. If that be the case, then f for one will not 
vote to give ittohim. At this time, when itis ne- 
cessary for us to grant extraordinary powers to 
the head of the Government 


Mr. ALLEY. [ask the gentleman from Penn- | 


sylvania to yield to me. . 
Mr. BROOMALL. Certainly. 


Mr. ALLEY. Allow me toexplain. I think | 
the gentleman has misunderstood me. 1 did not 


say unqualificdly that the Secretary of the Treas- 


mit it, and that he would undoub 
future, as in the past, carefully consider an 
vide for meeting the prospective as well asp 
wants of the Treasury. 1 do not believe 
power be given to him that he would use. it, ual 
it. was absolutely necessary, and ‘I. doubt 
whether he would: be called upon to excreise it 
often if at all. eR ae ge ee 

Mr. BROOMALL. I am pleased to be cor- 
rected by the gentleman. from Massachusetts.: T 
did to some extent misunderstand his remarks, 
and I will take his position as-he has now. given 
it. He doesnot expect the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to use the power unless in the future when 
it may become necessary for him to use it. L; for 
one, then, will postpone my vote in favor of the 
measure until Lam satisfied itis necessary for the 
Secretary of the Treasury to have and to nse this 
power. Boe aT 

I was about to say, Mr. Speaker, that in these 
extraordinary times, when it is necessary for us 
to assent to extraordinary. powers. being vested in 
the Administration and the Government, itis not 
the time to ask us to confer powers that are nat 
necessary. And if this power is not-necessary, | 


-that is the argument against the passage of -this 


measure. 
Now, that it is not necessary is manifest to 
every one who will merely ask himself the ques- 
tion, what is it to be used for? Is it intended to 
bring down the price of gold? Granted that it 
is. ‘That seems to be the argument of the other 
side. 1s there any evil in gold being at the present 
price except so far as that results from the redun~ 
dancy of paper money? I do not see much, Ido 
not care what price gold goes to if it.is not caused: 
by an inflation of the currency. If it does so 
arise then I admit it is an evil and a matter.of in- 
terest to everybody, because it affects the price 
of everything we buy or sell. If the high price 
arises from hoarding, no class of men can lose by 
it except such as ought not to be relieved. It is 
the accumulation of gold in the Treasury that is 
now complained of. ho wants this gold? No- 
body except the importing merchants. and the 
gamblers in gold. “Ihe laborer does not want 
gold. The mechanic does not want gold.: ‘The 
farmer and retail merchant do not want gold. 
They have no use forit. It has given place to 
the legal currency of the country. The only par- 
ties who need gold, I repeat, are ‘the importing 
merchantsand gamblers in gold, and I, for one,look 
upon the excessive importation of foreign goods 
now going on as one of the evils of the day. We 
are buying ourselves poor. I am willing to let the 
price of gold go up until that excessive import- 
ation is checked. Gold is needed for the purpose 
of buying foreign goods, and for paying duties 
upon foreign goods, and for these two purposes. 
alone. If the price of gold goes up so that the 
importing merchants cannot get it, what will be 
the result? Why, that importation to that ex- 
tent will be checked. There isa point between 
these two extremes, the preson one of excessive 
accumulation of gold in the Treasury from duties 
arising from excessive importations, and the stop- 
page of importation and duties from the scarcity 
of gold—I say that there is g point between these 
twocxtremes where things will balanceeach other, 
and Tam willing to wait for that point, $ 
But suppose the accumulation of gold in the 
Treasury to be an evil, suppose there are parties 
besides those who are doing mischief with gold, 
need it, is there no way to get it out of the Treas- 
ury? I have seen no act of Congress making’ 
gold not a legal tender for the payment of debts. 
T know that gold has become unfashionable as a 
currency, yet, sir, I do not doubt that it will be 
taken in payment of debts without much com- 
plaint. It ean, if in no other way, be got out of 
the Treasury by paying some class of peculiarly 
meritorious creditors, and no doubt there are such, 
The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bour- 
WELL,| whose amendment was adopted by the 
House, proposes to anticipate the payment ofthe 
interest on the public debt. I was in favor ofthat 
measure until he coupled it with another which 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to do 
that without a rebate of Interest. I voted.against 
it then because I thought it unwise to pay debts 
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Wel unlésy with a rebate of interest. Now 
there are debts due by the United States which 
have some priority over other debts, and which 
ought 'to be paid. Let the Secretary ofthe Treas- 
ury hunt up some: peculiarly meritorious claims 
and pay them, and so get the. money out of the 
Treasury, jf itis necessary to get it out at all 
‘when only those want it who do mischief with it. 
_ And, again, Pam ‘opposed to this measure asa 
‘means for fixing ‘the price of. gold, In that. re- 
gard'itwill be wholly ineffective. : No legislation, 
either by Congress or any other tegislative body, 
ever fixed ttie price of any commodity. What 
‘do they say? They say that by threatening to 
ut‘two or three or ten million dollars of gold 
‘into the New York money market we will affect 
the price of gold there permanently. Such an 
‘Assertion does look strange tome. ‘They set out 
“with the declaration that the price of gold is due 
‘to speculation. I look. upon that as a mistake. 
T look upon the laws of trade as fixing the price 
of gold, subject to variations like other commod- 
ities. Itis one of the evils arising from the re- 
bellion that gold has become an article of traffic, 
and speculators have taken advantage of that to 
gamble in gold. I say here, that if I could sce 
any way to puta stop to speculation in gold by 
voting for this measure, 1 would vote for it with 
all of my heart. But I cannot see any such re- 
sult from this bill, I cannot see how the specu- 
lation in gold will be affected by any power given 
“to the Secretary of the Treasury to deal in gold. 
Speculation in any commodity arises from uncet- 
‘tainty and fluctuation in the price of it. And this 
proposition is to add another clement of uncer- 
tainty and another cause of fluctuation to those 
already affecting the price of gold. 

Again, thisis a dangerous power to bestow upon 
any individual, f care not who he is. Now, I 
have all’confidence in the present Secretary of the 
Treasury. I believe he is the best man in all the 
United States for that position, and | am not sure 
he is not the best man in the world for it. I 
am so-much in favor of him as Secretary of the 
Treasury, thatif anything which can be done by 
‘me would prevent it, I would not allow him to 
get cut of that place to become President of the 
‘United States or King of England. 1 think he is 
the right man in the ‘right place, and I want to 
keep him there at least four years more. But 
the Secretary of the Treasury cannot possibly 
run this immense machine upon his own hook. 
He is surrounded by hundreds of clerks and in- 
ferior officers whom Ido not know, and in whom 
T cannot be expected to have the same confidence 
that I have in the Secretary. They will be more 
or lessinhis secrets, and it will be known to those 
clerks'a few days beforehand that he intends to 
exercise this power, whenever he intends to ex- 
erciscit. And let me tell you that the clerk who 
gets that information three days before the gold 
ig thrown upon the market, can sell that inform- 
ation for a milion dollars in New York, though 
the price’of gold may. not be affected three per 
cent., nor. any, after three days. Is not that 
a monstrous power? Before giving this power 
to the Secretary I should want his lite insured, in 
order that he may hold on to his present position. 
Tshould want his secrecy insured so thathe should 
keep his intentions ‘wholly to himself. I should 
want him deaf and dumb and incapable even of. 
writing, lest he shoald tell somebody of his in- 
tentions who would tell the speculators of it. 

Again, there may be a change in the Adminis- 
tration; and T would like toask how many gentle- 
men upon this side of the House would vote for 
this measure if they were sure that Father Abra- 
ham were not going to be our next President of 
the United States, but that some other individual 
was? fam thankful he is to be our next Prosi- 
dent; but Task, how many gentlemen upon this 
side of the House would vote to ‘give this power 
tothe last Secretary of the Treasury, for instance, 
before the Democratic dynasty went out? Tam 
glad to see gentlemen on the other side of the 
House voting both ways upon this question. It 
is an argument against total depravity, that even 
Democrats can vote right sometimes, and some of 
them vote right when they divide in voting, Iam 
happy to sce it. 

I say if a change in the Administration should 
take place, and some one whose name is familiar 
to gentlemen on this side of the House should oc- 
cupy the Secretary’s place, would they intrust 
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that gentleman with this power? J will vote upon 
this question in such way that I shall not have to 
change my voteif afterthe next presidential elec- 
tion the same question should arise again ‘and I 
should be-so fortunate or.so unfortunate as to rep- 
resent a constituency here. 

There is still another objection. I look upon 
the exercise of such a power as is asked to be 
conferred upon the Secretary of the Treasury as 
a disgrace to the nation. hat is it? I have 
heard it said upon this floor that it looks like and 
will lead to repudiation. Why,jit is repudiation; 
it is nothing else. May I buy up my own secu- 
rities in the market for sixty cents and say I have 
not repudiated the additional forty cents? Itis 
repudiation. There is no knowing how long this 
war is going to continue, though I hope not long, 
and believe it will not run far into Mr. Lincoln’s 
second term. Butsuppose it should continue, and 
suppose by some unfortunate turn of events our 
legal tenders should go down in price until it will 
take a bushel of them to be worth a dollar in gold, 
would you then let the Secretary of the Treasury 
go into’ the market and buy them at the market 
price, without calling the Administration that per- 
mitted it dishonest? You are asking that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall be empowered to do 
what an individual. could not do without being 
called a dishonest man. You say probably that 
it is no more harm for the Government of the 
United States to buy the legal tender at a dis- 
count than for an individual to do it; butremem- 
ber that these legal tenders are the promises to pay 
of the Goverment. Suppose a man should put 
his promises to pay out in such profusion that 
they would not bring their face in the market, and 
that he should go into the market by his agents 
and buy them atthe market value, would you call 
him an honest man? I would say that he repu- 
diated that part of his debt which was over the 
market value of his promises to pay, and the com- 
mon sense of mankind would bear me out in the 
assertion, 

Mr. Speaker, to conclude, inasmuch as I be- 
lieve this power to be unnecessary, ineffectual for 


| the purpose for which it is asked, and dangerous 


to be conferred upon any one, with the exception 
of Mr. Chase individually, certainly dangerous to 
be conferred upon those who surround him, be- 
lieving that thts measure will lead to repudiation 
and that it is in fact repudiation, I am unwilling 
to legislate thus, and I shall therefore vote against 
the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I 
do not rise for the purpose of discussing the mer- 
its of the bill. I vise merely for the purpose of 
defining my position in a very few words. I will 
remark that in all my observation of men I have 
never yet met with any one man who understood 
allsciences and all branches of business. Men de- 
vote their attention to different occupations and 
to different branches of business. One man be- 
comes an expert in this direction and another in 
that. One msn devotes himself to the practice of 
Jaw, another to medicine; their opinionsare sought 
for, and in matters relating: to their professions, 
they are highly esteemed. So itis inthis body— 
some men from their habits and pursuits are com- 
petent to judge in particular matters. ; 

The Committee of Ways and Means are se- 
lected with a view to their capacity in financial 
measuies. So, too, with the Committee on the 
Judiciary. They are chosen by reason of their 
supposed legal attainments. And so itis with all 
the committees of this House. Again, as we rise 
in the Government, the Cabinet is formed upon 
this same principle. We havea Secretary of State 
and a Secretary of the Treasury who have been 
selected. with a view to their fitness for those po- 
sitions. 

An individual seeking to understand the finan- 
cial necessities of our Government would hardly 
go to the Commissioner of Agriculture for his in- 
formation; a person wishing to post himselfupon 
the agricultural operations of the country would 
hardly go to the Secretary of State. The person 
seeking such information would naturally apply 
to the officers of the Government who have 
devoted themselves to the subject in question. 
Taking this view of the subject, I apply it to this 
question also. I do not profess to understand 
everything relative to the finances of the country, 
and hence I am inclined to defer to the committee 
which has that subject specially in charge; they 
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were selected witha special view to their knowl- 
edge of these subjects. I would not, of course, 
allow that committee to override my own judg- 
ment when I was fully convinced of the facts in 
any given case, and believed the committee were 
in error, but I would defer to their opinion where 
1 was not myself fully informed upon the sub- 
ject in hand, and no great principle was thereby 
sacrificed. 

To carry this idea still further, the Secretary of 
the Treasury has shown himself to be a very com- 
petent officer. I have not heard any member 
speak upon this floor who has not eulogized his 
skill and ability. He has won a reputation equal 
if not superior to that of any man now living or 


. known in past history, for astuteness and ability 


in conducting the financial affairs of this Govern- 
ment. I defer, therefore, in a great measure to 
his judgment in relation to these matters. [know 
that in times past his policy has been condemned 
by some men professing great skill, but experience 
has shown, in the practical working of the Govern- 
ment, that the policy so condemned has not been 
a mistaken one. The present financial condition 
of the Government is the best eulogy that could 
be accorded to his policy. Itchallenges a parallel. 

Mr. WILSON. [ would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York whether he has any as- 
surance that the Secretary of the Treasury desires 
the passage of this bill, or approves this policy? 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I will answer 
the gentleman. I have listened this morning to 
the reading of a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury in this House. Besides, I know that 
the Secretary is in favor of this bill, and desires 
its passage. I know that he does not expect it 
will be a panacea, that it will reach every disease 
and difficulty that may arise; but he regards it ag 
a moasure which will aid him in carrying forward 
the purposes of the Government. It will operate 
asa check upon gold-jobbers, and promote the 
interests of the Treasury in numerous ways. 

Some of the opponents of this measure object 
to it because other legislation has not taken place, 
because other provisions in relation to foreign ex- 
change are not embraced in this resolution. IfI 
wish to go to my room I must take one step in 
advance of the other; and shall | object to guing 
because I cannot take fifty steps at once? This > 
is the foundation measure, the first step, Letus 
take this step, and others will follow. The Sec- 
retary is in favor of it. His great judgment ap- 
proves of it. His skill in finance commends itto 
consideration. But he does not attempt improp- 
erly or in any way to influence this House, It 
by no means is a cherished object of his. It is 
due to him and to this House that we should know 
his views on the subject. With his great experi- 
ence and vast responsibility in the premises I sub- 
mit he should be consulted. I believe that we 
should aid the Secretary and should defer to his 
opinions. On him rests the responsibility of rais- 
ing money and sustaining the credit of the coun- 
try; hence Congress should counsel and codper- 
até with him in matters obviously important. 

I bave occasion to believe, Mr. Speaker—and 
I have the highest authority gor the belief—that 
the Executive approves of this measure. He is 
intimately connected with the Secretary, hag the 
same high claim to consideration, has the same 
responsibility resting upon him; and upon him, in 
common with other branches of this Government, 
devolves the duty of shielding and protecting the 
Treasury and the depreciation of our currency. 

But I arose merely to say that unless I had pos- 
itive knowledge of the subject, unless I claimed 
to be superior to those who have devoted their 
lives to the subject in question, and to those on 
whom the responsibility rests, I would, in the 
absence of infallibility on my side, modestly de- 
fer somewhat to those who have the responsibil- 
ity, and whose experience fits them to judge so 
eminently of the necessities and the wants of the 
I shall, therefore, sustain the 
amendment as it came from the Senate, 

Mr, DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote 
against the proposition to allow the Secretary of 
the Treasury tosell gold, and it is proper that T° 
should give a single reason for such vote. 

The distinguished gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Auiey,] in discussing this proposition 
yesterday, madea very eloquentspeech, butithap- 
pened to be upon the subject of taxation, and not 
about selling gold. I have no fault to find with 
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his remarks upon that subject. He did incident- 
ally allude to the propriety of selling gold, and 
made a calculation of the profit and loss and in- 
terest account, and he made his statement of profits 
as a merchant, and if he is a merchant he should 
remember that a merchant who buys his own 
paper in the markctat sixty cents to the dollar is 
either an insolvent or a dishonest man, and you 
must expect that the same penalty willbe applied 
for the same conduct to our Government. E there- 
fore deny your right to make the proposed use of 
the gold said to be in the Treasury. If you do 
so you will see the consequences hereafter in your 
ruined credit. The gentleman from New York 
who has just taken his seat [Mr. GrIrswoLD] has 
every confidence that all the securities of the Gov- 
ernment will be paid. Does he forget that he is 
preparing to give the lie tothat proposition? His 
vote for this bill would be a declaration that he 
would pay sixty cents on the dollar instead of one 
hundred cents, and that by his vote he proposes to 
ut back into the Treasury over six million dol- 
ars for which we have not paid a farthing, and 
this upon the moment he ‘expresses his confidence 
im the final payment of all our indebtedness. It 
is scarcely a year since the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the United States was purposing to buy 
gold; he asked for the power to do so, and it was 
granted to him. He now asks for permission to 
sell gold, and you propose to grant the power. 

Gentlemen say they have confidence in the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. So have f. The only 
thing that I have ever heard against him is the 
fact that he asks this House to invest him with this 
extraordinary power. If there were nothing else 
in this case, | would vote against this bill because 
that officer asks it. Suppose he should differ with 
the Presidentof the United States in policy? Sup- 
pose he should conclude to be a candidate forthe 
Presidency; how easily could he by the manage- 
ment of that vast fund indemnify his party friends 
for the expense of his campaign, and the world be 
none the wiser for it? 

It is said that Cesar thrice denied a kingly 
crown; our Secretary refused it once in his letter 
declining to be a candidate for the Presidency the 

` other day, but repenting his extreme modesty he 
sends his written request to this House to grant 
him this monstrous power. And what is the 
ower which he asks if it be not a kingly power? 
tis that he may have absolute control of the cn- 
tire finances of this nation. His intentions are 
to be shrouded in darkness. You, or rather he, 
has refused the provision which required him to 
give five days’ notice of his intention to sell, so 
that no man, except he may bea confidential friend, 
may know the day or hour in which he may dis- 
play himself and his gold for sale. With this 
power he can control our President, the Cabinct— 
yea, he can command our armies, and the entire 
business and estates of twenty million “people 
must be at his mercy. No man should be invested 
with such powers unless he is a great deal more 
or a great deal less than ordinary human beings. 

Mr. Speaker, I have some pride as an Ameri- 
can citizen. This Government is my Govern- 
ment. It belongs to my constikientsas much as 
to the constituents of any man. We have an in- 
terest in its good name. Now, you propose to 
turn the Treasury of the United States into a 
broker’s shop, so that if you put a sign upon the 
Treasury Department it would have to be, “ Un- 
current funds bought and sold at this Depart- 
ment;’? and the funds in which we traffic are our 
promises to pay moncy to our citizens which they 
have loaned to the Government upon the faith of 
positive law; and the more we injure the credit 
of our paper the more successful will be what gen- 
tlemen on this floor call a ‘ financial operation.’ 

This proposition is in violation of the faith of 
the Government, notonly as implied in the issuing 
of our paper money, but in the provisions of the 
act of Congress of 1862, by which these very funds 
were set apartand pledged to pay, first, the inter- 
estupon our public debt; and secondly, to pay an- 
nually one tenth of our indebtedness, so that these 
funds do not belong to you to speculate with or 
dispose of in any way, but belong to and we holl 
them in trust for our creditors; and if we are honest 
they will not be disappointed in the trust. 

Now, sir, in the name of the Democratic party 
and the American people I protest against our 
Government being reduced to that disgrace. I 
protest against your making a broker’s office of | 


the Treasury of the United States; although if that 
is to be done I would rather the dealings would be 
in uncurrent funds than in some other things that 
brokers sometimes deal in; but in God’s name let 
us protect the nation from this ‘deep humiliation, 
from this prostitution of one of the great Depart- 
ments of the Government. What is the aye 
osition that is proposed for us to sanction? If 
we take from this debate the large words about 
funded debt, and English exchequer bills, and in- 
vestments, and securities, and put the matter in 
plain words, it is an offer to compromise with the 
creditors of this Government by paying sixty 
cents on the dollar of our indebtedness, And it 
is a peculiar fact that at this day the southern 
confederacy is doing the same thing. Theyfare 
now funding their debt by giving promises to pay 
$200 for each of their old promises to pay $300. 
The only difference between that and this is that 
you propose to give them actually sixty cents, 
while they merely pay old promises by new prom- 
ises. But the principle of your financial scheme 
is the same as that upon which they are acting, 
differing in degree, not in kind. Itis bringing 
down the credit of this nation for the purpose of 
embarrassing the gold brokers. - 

I had supposed that the broker could specu- 
late as well and make as much money when the 
price of gold should rise from 110 to 120 as when 
it goes up from 160 to 170, and that he would risk 
one third less capital in the transaction. The 
trouble with which we have to deal is the depre- 
ciation of our money, and not in the rise of gold. 
Gold is of no more value now than years ago; but 
our currency is worth less. It is the legal-tender 
notes and the securities with which gold is pur- 
chased that changes, but not the gold. And this 
effort to control the price of gold is the old one of 
controlling the value of commodities by law, which 
has been often tried, but has as often failed. It 
is justas sensible as to eontrol the tides of the 
ocean by act of Congress; it is an impossibility. 

Sir, it would be better to sink the gold now in the 
Treasury in the ocean or give itaway, ifit must be 
taken from the Treasury and the control of the 
Government, than to make money out of the 
broken promises and violated faith of this nation. 
I protest against it, and I shall continue to vote 
against it whenever I have an opportunity upon 
this floor. But why not leave this money in the 
Treasury? We have an expensive and an ex- 
hausting war upon our hands; no man can fore- 
tell the future necessities of this nation; itmay be 
necessary to have that which the world calls money 
in the future progress of this war. If we haveany 
more money in the Treasury than is neceSsary to 
pay interest—which I very much doubt—I think 
we had better keep it there. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, my col- 
league, says this is repudiation. Well, sir, repu- 
diation is what we have charged upon the South. 
When this war broke out I expected in the long 
future that we should see in the dark clouds that 
hung over this land some one darker than the 
rest, and that it would come in the shape of re- 
pudiation; that the greatest of all the humiliations 
we should be called upon to suffer would be that 
of repudiation; but I never believed it would come 
at thisearly day, and be proclaimed by gentlemen 
distinguished for their professions of loyalty on 
this floor. Inaugurate the system which this bif 
proposes, and your public credit is gones What 
is it, sir, that gives your paper money any value, 
to-day? It is confidence in the American people, 
in their honesty, and in their ability to pay. But 
when we have once proclaimed to the world that 
we will pay only sixty cents when we have agreed 
to pay one dollar, we are insolvent or we are dis- 
honest, and in either case we are unworthy of 
further credit. 

Well, sir, is there any necessity for the pas- 
sage of this bill? If it were necessary that this 
people at this time should repudiate their debts 
gentlemen upon the other side would know it; 
and it has been twice repeated by a member on 


| that side of the House that the Treasury was on 


the eve of insolvency and bankruptcy. If that 
were so the American Congress is the last source 
from which that fact should be published to the 
world. The publication of that fact alone is only 
necessary to put gold up to two orthree hundred 
per cent., and to start us ina career of financial 
failure and national shame. And if it be neces- 
sary to resort to this means to gather up your de- 
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pieciated paper I have:found that the first:offer of 
an insolvent ‘creditor is. generally his best offer: 
and if'you pass this bill it is very:probahl 
the creditor who gets sixty cents may be th 
fortunate of our many creditors; but 1 hop 
bill will not pass, and that we may reéstablish 
and maintain the good name of this nation before 
the world, and especially before out own. e ji 
who have loaned ué their money...) < 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE... T-am‘quite aware,.! 
Speaker, that the House is already fatigued w 


a bill of great consequence to the country, and 
one upon which every member who thinks has 
an opinion of his own, it may not be entirely.out 
of place for me to urge the views which { enter- 
tain, though making but little claim to financial 
experience. I shall oply present those views 
which commend themselves to my common senge, 
unbiased by any pet financial theories, aud unin- 
fluenced by any sympathies with the speculators 
whd fatten upon our country’s distresses; ` 
The Committee of Waysand Means, to whose 
especial charge is committed the financial inter- 


ests of the country, after. mature and, careful dè- 
liberation, originally reported to the. House: the 
proposition as it is now sent back to us from the 
Senate, and it has, as it now stands, the approval 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. And, sir, when 
I find that the proposition submitted by that com- 
mittee coincides with my own judgment, however 
unskilled it may be, I shall of course give it my 
hearty support, 

The arguments against this bill were fairly and 
perhaps fully embodied in the remarks submitted 
by the distinguished gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. BourweLL] on yesterday. Lalways 
listen to that gentleman with pleasure. ‘His earn- 
estness, his manly integrity, his clearness of per- 
ception, his force of illustration, always give ad- 
ditional power to the views he presents. But, sir, 


used was rather specious than sound. , 

The first proposition that the gentleman laid 
down was that this bill should not pass because 
it would be dangerous to the Government to with- 
draw and dispose of any portion of the surplus 
gold from the Treasury. Sir, we have at the 
head of the Treasury a man who has had imposed, 
upon him by the nation a herculean task, and who 
has borne the burden with great credit to himself 
and with beneficial results to the country. He 
is in favor of this scheme, and believes it to be 
perfectly safe to withdraw certain portions of the 
surplus gold from the Treasury and dispose.of it 
inthe market. I accept the judgment ofthe Seere- 
tary upon this paint. i 3 

It is further insisted that the Government is un- 
der a moral obligation not to part with this gold, 
because the law of 1862 says that the interest 
upon the public debt shalt be paid in gold, and that 
one per cent. of the public debt shall be paid or 
provided for yearly in gold. Such is not the law. 
It is not the intendment of the act of 1862 that 
the gold shall be reserved to buy one per cent. of 
the entire debt of the United States at par; but 
that a sufficient amount of the money received for 
duties shall be retained to liquidate that debt to 
the amount of one per cent. a year. Iñ other 
words, it is establishing a sinking fund whereby a 
certain portion of the debt shall be paid or re- 
tired. Al laws must have a practical construc- 
tion. When a law is passed prescribing a duty 
it carries with it the power to discharge that duty, 
and that power is to be exercised in a rational 
way. In what condition would we be if we re- 
tained the surplus gold in the Treasury, as the 
gentlemen contend we ought? What sort of a 
sinking fund would we create? We-would be the 
laughing-stock of financiers; for we should be con- 
stantly accumulating gold in the Treasury which 
the Government does not need and the business 
of the country demands, and thus by withdraw- 
ing the supply which the demand calls for we are 


in the market, and greatly increasing the cost of 
every article which we purchase for our Army 
and Navy. Now, sir, how can the law providing 
for the retiring of one per cent. of the publie 
debt annually be practically carried out? To give 
| practical operation to the law the Secretary ofthe 
Treasury must go into the market and purchase 

reenbacks with gold. Thatiscalled repudiation. 
| ft is not repudiation nor in anywise akin to it. 


the discussion of this bill. . Butinaamuch as itis - 


it did seem to me yesterday that the argument he- 


inducing speculation, adding to the price of gold, 
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‘Jt is what honorable’men ‘have done in‘their-basi- 
- yess: fris what Governments have doneand what 
Governnients have always a rightto do. By pur- 
chasing greenbacks with gold and with them buy- 
ing and’ canceling the bands of the Government 
we would carry out this lawin its full spirit. 
‘My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Bourwei1] 
introduced an amendment which at‘first met’ with 
my approbation, but when Icame to reflect upon 
jt, jt struck me that it was not practicable. ‘The 
Substance of the gentleman’s amendment is that 
the Secietary of the Treasury shall: be authorized 
tö anticipate the interest and pay ‘the under-due 
‘coupons with or- without rebate of interest. ` 
“Now, sir, would the men holding coupons pre- 
sent them at the Treasury and have them paid in 
gold presently? Men. are governed by their in- 
terests. “Would it be for their interest to do so? 
Would it bea sagacious business transaction? 
Sir, [think not;-and why? Simply because they 
would see that there isa daily accumulation of 
gold in the Treasury which the Government can- 
not use, and they would know that where the ac- 
cumulation is hioarded, and the supply conse- 
quently just so much diminished, gold would go 
up, and hence when the interest became due, say 
the Ist of May, they would get an increased price 
for the gold, which would more than compensate 
for the delay in the payment. Such, it strikes me, 
would be the practical operation of the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Again, fam informed that the interest on money 
in the market is only five per cent. Such being 
the case, it isan additional reason why men will 
hold on to these coupons and take their chances, 
rather than receive the gold on them now. 

Another argument, if 1 understand gentlemen 

aright, is that we would, by selling this gold, in- 
crease the price of gold and stimulate speculation 
inthe market. The gentleman says that uncer- 
tainty is the great element of speculation. When 
you come to that kind of speculation that has the 
characteristic of gambling you may legitimately 
say that it is the uncertainty which stimulates the 
speculation, ‘Will this bill increase the element 
of uncertainty? [contend, sir, that it would di- 
minish it; aod that by the aggregation of gold 
hoarded up you stimulate speculation in the arti- 
cle, and make the price of our currency depend- 
ent upon the gold monopolists in New York. 1 
will illustrate it in my humble way. Suppose 
there are one hundred thousand bales of cotton 
in New York—not enough to supply the demand 
~and hence speculation commences; and those 
gentlemen who gamble in Wall street, finding but 
a limited supply in the market, unequal to the de- 
mand, take hold of the article and, speculate in it. 
What is the result? It goes up, and up far be- 
yond its real value. Now suppose some man, 
while the speculation is raging, imports fifty 
thousand bates, and holds itin the market. Ac- 
cording to the gentleman’s theory the holding of 
this large amount would enhance the price and 
increase the speculation in the cotton already 
thrown upon the market for sale. 
Would that be the effect? No, sir. Because, 
cotton being above its real valuc, the market would 
be controlled by the holder of this fifty thousand 
bales, because the supply and demand are just so 
much nearer equalized. {tis known to the spec- 
culator that he can throw it upon the market at 
any time, and the market becomes steady under | 
the influence, whether the cotton is sold or not. 
If itis present, ready to be thrown upon the mar- 
‘ket, the unrest and disquictude disappear, and 
the market gradually settles to a state of quietude. 
When the man who has fifty thousand bales pats 
such a portion of it upon the market as the de- 
mand calls for, what is the effect? Cotton falls, 
and comes down approximately to its real value. 
The same effect would be produced on the gam- 
bling in gold by holding, with the power of sale, 
the surplus gold in our Treasury. Suppose that lj 
not a pound of that cotton is sold, but is merely 
held in the market; as F said before, it checks 
speculation. 

Now suppose the owner of the fifty thousand 
bales should be enjoined from selling; what would | 
be theeffect? Speculators would take advantage | 
of the fact, gambling would begin again, and the 
market would go up. Apply the same principle 


to.gold. We will say the demand is not equal to | 
the supply, and that this, in connection with otber |} 
things, such as the condition of the country and i! 


the expansion of our currency, has brought the 
price of gold up, so to speak, Now, the specu- 
lator knows there isan accumulating fund in the 
Treasury, which cannot.be used; and the more 
you throw into the ‘Treasury, and thus diminish 
the supply, the more dishonest and reckless the 


| speculator becomes. Hence they go “kiting’’in 


gold because they see this large amountis locked 
up in the Treasury and-cannot be used. Now 
give the Secretary power to bring this upon the 
market, and what will be the effect?) The same 
as in the case of cotton; and down will go the 
price of gold. Speculators do not know thatitis 
to be thrown upon the market; but as there isa 
power to put it on the market, speculation in gold 
will be regarded as unsafe, and it is measurably 
checked. 

Again, the gentleman says, admitting that this 
may exercise some influence on the price of gold, 
yet that influence will be temporary, and not per- 
manent, and that we must legislate for a perma- 
nent depreciation of the price of gold. Now, I 
never saw a force put in motion which would not 
expend itself. That is in accordance with the 
laws of motion. Ifthe Secretary of the Treasury 
should see fit to put $1,000,000, or more, of gold 
on the market, [do not pretend it would have a 
permanent effect on the speculation in gold, but 
it would have a temporary one, and the Secre- 
tary having the power from time to time to pro- 
duce this temporary effect upon speculation, it 
becomes finally a permanent effect. One shower 
of rain does not have a permanent effect upon the 
parched earth; but shower after shower brings 
forth the bountiful harvest, 

Now, sir, 1 must take issue with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts upon another point made by 
him,and I do so with great deference, as the gen- 
tleman is evidently a business man and a saga- 
cious merchant. He says that this bill will not 
materially influence the price of gold because the 
price of gold is governed by the price of exchange. 
Now, sir, as aman of common sense, and not as 
aman of financial experience, I do not see it in 
that light. The price of gold to a certain extent 
regulates the price of exchange. The price of 
exchange is greater than the price of gold to an 
amountabout equal to the costs of insurance and 
transportation. If the gentleman’s theory is cor- 
rect, why is it that when we passed his amend- 
ment gold went up, and, as I understand, to over 
159, but when the amendment of the Senate was 
adopted, the result was that gold came down to 
150? The immediate effect of the passage of the 
bill by.the Senate was to bring gold down nine 
or ten cents. 

Now, sir, I believe, if we pass this bill, under 
the operation of which gambling in gold will, in 
my judgment, be checked, dnd if the Committee 
of Ways and Means will speedily present a bill 
for revenue whereby the wealth and property of 
the country will be taxed to pay the expenses of 
this Government hereafter, so that there will be 
henceforward no undue inflation of the currency, 
gold will continue to decline, When speculators 
see that our currency is not to be inflated; when 
they sce that the property of the country is to be 


taxed to carry on this war; that we are getting || 


nearer and nearer to a sound, reliable basis, gold 

goes down still more. Then let my friend from 

Uinois, [Mr. Wasusurne,] who has an eye on 
> 


~ 


General Grant, the Heutenant general of our ar- 
D 


+ mies, the man who occupies a position as hon- 


orable and as fearfully responsible as any man on 
earth, send for him to march the magnificentarmy 
of the Potomac~—as gallant an army as the sun 
ever shone on—against General Lee. Let us have 
a victory there; and then the combination of these 
three things—the passage of this bill, the taxing 
the property of the country, and the driving to 
the wall the rebel army—will run gold down to 
thirty per cent. and exchange to forty, and that 
is as low as gold ought to be in time of war. 

I know it is said to be dangerous to intrust these 
great powers to the hands of any one man. Lam 
not one of those, sir, who believe that all virtue 
died with our fathers, and that there is no more 
purity in human nature. These are fearful times. 
Powers must be granted; responsibility must be 
assumed; and every officer of the Government, 
high or low, must be held responsible to the sov- 
ereigns of the nation, the people themselves. Re- 
frain from giving power to the heads of Depart- 
ments, and you weaken the Government itself. 


The Secretary of the Treasury has probably the 
weaknesses of othermen. He hasatleastshown 
himself to bea man of financial powers. He has 
at least shown himself, so far, a man of great 
honesty and integrity of purpose. I would give 
him all the powers necessary for him to roll on 
the wheels of Government until this cursed rebel- 
lion is crushed forever; and I do not believe that 
he, will abuse that power. For these reasons, Mr. 
Speaker, crudely expressed, notscientifically elab- 
orated—for, as I said before, {am no financier—I 
shall vote for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I do not de- 
sign to detain the House but a few minutes in 
what I have to say on this subject; but I wish to 
state what seems to me the present condition of 
the question. There have been so many things 
said, we have wandered so far from the proposi- 
tions before the Elouse, that I wish to restate the 
condition of the question as it now lies before us. 
This House passed a bill authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to dispose of the surplus 
gold. by anticipating the payment of interest on 
the public debt. There were twq principal rea- 
sons assigned why we should dispose of the sur- 
plus gold: first, because it was accumulating on 
our hands faster than we had any legal means of 
using it; and secondly, because, by thus accumu. 
lating, it;was causing a continually increasing 
stringency in the gold market, raising the price 
of gold in consequence of governmental interfer- 
ence with the market. It seems, therefore, just 
that as, by law, we have interfered with the gold 
market, we should, by law, provide for curing that 
interference. We all recognize the fact. that if 
gold continues to advance it very much injures, 
not only the people at large, but the Government 
and its securities. It bas been proved by more 
accurate statistics than we had before us on the 
8th of March, when the House acted on this mat- 
ter, that by the 17th of July next there will be 
nearly thirty million dollars of surplus gold in the 
Treasury. That has been tested by the most 
careful estimates possible, not only here, but in 
the other wing of the Capitol. - 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there have been three ways 
proposed by which we are to return this surplus 
gold into general circulation. The first is by di- 
rect sale—the proposition that comes to us from 
the Senate. The second is, by anticipating the 
payment of interest. And the third is, by creat- 
inga sinking fund as already provided for by law. 
As to the second and third I have only a word to 
say. To create a sinking fund as provided by 
law is simply an absurdity. I see no wisdom in 
buying up the bonds of the Government when we 
are now borrowing $2,000,000 a day to meet cur- 
rent expenses of the Government. It makes the 
Governmentenact the farce of borrowing money 
of itself. 

It is true that we are required by law to create 
a sinking fund, but no one can charge us with a 
breach of faith if we refrain from establishing 
such a fund while we are still borrowing. We 
‘can repeal that law altogether, without any vio- 
lation of the faith of the country, 

Now, suppose we anticipate the interest onthe 
public debt, with or without rebate,-as provided 
by the original bill which passed this House on 
the 8th instant. Everybody knows that no man 
would receive prepayment and allow an abate- 
ment of interest. Why? Money in the New 
York marketisnow worth but little more than five 
percent., while the United States bondsare worth 
six per cent., and of course no man will call in 
his money drawing a larger rate of interest and 
immediately reinvest itat a lower rate. There- | 
fore we may as well dismiss from our minds any 
hope that we can geta rebate by anticipating the 
interest on our Goverument bonds; and the prop- 
osition to undertake to pay our debts before they 
are due, while at the same time we are borrow- 
ing money to pay debts overdue, is so absurd that 
a plain statement of it is the best refutation. 

Another objection to the bill as it passed the 
House is that the remedy is inadequate to meet 
the difficulty we seek to obviate. If we conclude to 
anticipate the payment of interest the process will 
be so slow as to have no appreciable effect upon 
the gold market. It takes weeks to make the small 
monthly payments of interest as they become due, 
and if we undertake to pay it before it is due the 
process will be still slower, and will utterly fad 
to bring down the price of gold. Let me read an 
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extract from one of the daily journals published 
the morning after the passage of the bill as 
amended by the House, showing how it was re- 
garded by the commercial men of New York. I 
réad from the New York Commercial Advertiser 
of March 9: 

“Alter four o’clock the news of the passage 
Bovrwer1’s gold bill reached the market. 

The bill merely authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to anticipate the payment of interest on the public debt 
fron tine to time, with or without a rebate of interest upon 
the coupons, as to him may seem expedient. In this 
amended forn it passed, 90 against 34—a very strong vote, 
which seems to fix the policy of Congress. This amounts 
to nothing in the way of relief, since it is of no practical 
vale whether the $3,000,000 due Ist of April, and the i 
15,000,000 due Ist of May, are begun to be paid now or 
then, Jt will take a mouth at feast to pay the $15,000,009, 
When $5,000,000 was due November 1, it required the 
whole month to complete the payments, aud the price of 
gold was notaffected at al. ‘Phe Seeretary has now the 
same daty as before, to apply the gold to the purchase of 
stock for the sinking fund, a process which would frcely 
deplete the Treasury. Ou the promulgation of the passage 
of this bill, gold, which had been dull at 163), immediately 
rose to 164}, and in the evening sales reached 1653. 

«This morning the assemblage at the gold rooms was 
prompt, and the opening price was 165}. 

e The demand continucd very active, aad the rate soon 
touched 168, when a lite reaction set in, aud it dectined 
to 167), and again recovered to L684 to 168g, at twelve m. 

«The rate tor exchange went up in the same proportion, 
and sales wore made at 1814, but this rate is still lower than 
gold.” : 

Now see the result. The men of New York, 
the business men who are perfectly familiar with 
this whole subject, took itup,and the moment the 
bill was passed declared what the result would 
be. They knew how perfectly futile would be its 
effect on the price of gold, and up went gold eight 
or nine per cent. ina single day, ‘They saw by 
how large a majority the bill had passed the House, 
and they considered that majority an indication 
that the House would insist upon its action. 

It seems to me thereis a practical lesson, which 
this House should not fail to profit by, in the con- 
sequences which followed our action when this 

Sijl was originally passed. 

We have, therefore, proposed as a remedy for 
the present difficulty growing out of the accumu- 
lation of gold in the ‘Treasury, first, the creation 
of a sinking fund; next, the anticipation of the 
payment of the intereston the public debt; netther 
of which,as Lhave already shown, are at all adc- 
quate to meet the present emergency. We have 
then, in the third place, the proposition to place 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury the 
power, after reserving in the Treasury an amount 
of gold sufficient to provide for the payment of the 
interest in coin, to take the large balance in the 
Treasury and so wield it as to knock down the 
price of gold; and if at the same time it knocks 
down the gold speculators, they will meet a just 
reward for their “presumptuous sins.”? <t Let 
them not have dominion over us.” Sir, it will be 
a power that ean be wielded for good, and that can 
not only be wielded now but at any time in the 
future, as the nature of the case may require. l 
believe that the proposition contained in the 
amendment of the Senate is, on the whole, the best 


of Mr. 


that we can adopt. , 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, Í 
am willing to confer on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury any power nee ssary to the performance of 
the dudes of his high office, and for the benefit 
of the country, which can be granted consistently 
with the hovor of the Government and its good 
faith plighted to its creditors, 

The power now proposed to be given is one of 
great extent, and itis our solemn daty to see if it 
can properly and justly be bestowed. The ob- 
ject sought to beaccomplished by this measure is 
one which, in my judgment, is beyond the power 
ofiegislation, Our legislation is not forthe pres- 
ent day alone, but for every day hereafter, until 
our successors shall see fit to repeal it. 


Iam frank to say that when the idea was first | 
suggested to me of giving authority to the Secre- 


tary of the ‘Treasury to sell the accumulating gold 
in the Treasury, | felt desirous of promoting a 
proposition which would unlock the 


odrded treas- 
ure and send it again into the channels of com- 
meree, if it could judiciously be done in view of | 
the public interest. Subsequent reflection, and 
the discussions which have taken place here, have | 
satisfied me that 1 could not sustain a measure | 
which originally I felt desirous to support. | 
will therefore give a few. reasons for the vote | 
shall east upon this bill in its present form. 
The samelaw which made gold the stan 
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i sal standard of value throughout all countries, 


of value in this country has made it the.standard 
in every other. Gold is-the recognized standard: |; 
of values throughout the civilized world; and until 
you can make a law of Congress which shall be 
of universal authority throughout the world you 
cannot make that paper money which we, by our || 
local legislation, call the equivalent of gold, its 
equivalent bey ond the jurisdiction ofthat locallaw. ij 

{undertake to say that that which is so often 
spoken of as gold speculation is nota speculation 
in gold, but a speculation in paper by parties bet- 
ting only on the price of gold. Toa small ex- jj 
tent are deliveries made upon the enormous con- 
tracts for the purchase and sale of that article; 
only the difference between the price of gold at | 
the time of the contract and its price at the time 
fixed for the fulfillment of the contract js paid; 
and that difference is paid not in-gold, but in pa- || 
per. Gold is not required for any purposes of jj 
internal commerce, saveto a limited extent, since 
the notes of the Government have been made a 
legal tender. The legitimate demand for gold is 
principally for the payment of duties on imports. | 
The sales beyond this are only paper specula- | 
tions. As prudent men, Mr. Speaker, I believe 
we should look to the future. 

The gold income of the Government: accrues 
now almost exclusively from duties on imports, | 
which are payable in gold by virtue of the same | 
act which pledges that gold to the payment of || 
interest upon the bonds of the Government, and | 
to the creation of a sinking fund of one per cent. 
per annum upon the entire indebtedness of the 
Government. 

Now, sir, in order to maintain the Government 
in its efforts to suppress rebellion, we must jm- 
pose most stringent duties upon importations; 
such as will, I trust, prohibit the importation of 
a large portion of what we receive from abroad. 
We are annually importing articles of mere per- 
sonal adornment for our American women to the 
value of $100,000,000, for which we have to pay |: 
abroad, notin our currency, but in gold, every |! 
dollar cf which represents at least $1 60 of our 
currency; and in addition we pay at the same rate 
the duties thereon in gold, Which thus passes into 
the Treasury under the pledge to which I have 
alluded. ` 

When, therefore, we come to enact, as we must 
do, acts which will check this useless importation 
and reduce largely our income of gold, where ave 
we to look for the means to pay in. gold the in- 
terest upon the bonds of the Government? We 
must go into the market and buy itof those who 
will demand a price according to the necessi- 
tics of the Treasury. {ask any man upon this 
floor, in view of the fact that our indebtedness 
must inevitably increase until it reaches more than 
three thousand million dollars, on which the in- | 
terest is payable in gold, and for the principal of | 
which a sinking fund in gold is provided by law 
of one per cent. per annum, and that importa- 
tions, not only of useless ornaments but of ne- 
eessary articles, must be reduced by future legis- į; 
lation, whether we can wisely, safely, or justly 
part with the gold now on hand, or which we may 
have hereafter, when we have no power to supply 
its place except by purchase at enormous pre- 
miiums ? 

The object of this bill is to sell the gold in the 
market for the purpose of supplying thedemand, 
and thus appreciating the value of Go®érnment 
notes and bringing them nearer to an equality 
with gold. . 

Sir, all legislation which shall attemptto make 
any commercial paper the equivalent of gold is 
idle and inoperative. While gold is the univer- 
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commercial paper currency in any country wil 
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H 
proportion, and 6uly in proportion, to the power | 
of converting it into gold. The facility for con- |) 
version is the rule of its value. Wesay the notes | 
of the Government shall be a legal tender in the | 
payment of all debts; but the law which gives | 
our paper this local power cannot make it obliga- | 
tory elsewhere. So long as we have acommerce i 
with other nations so long we must pay them | 
for what we buy on their gold standard, not on | 
our arbitrary and local standard of value; and no | 


legislation can keep the unconvertible paper of || 
one country up to the standard of gold in that | 
country orany other, Wemight as well attempt |i 


dard ii to regdlate the temperature of the atmosphere of | the gold w 


(the District-of Columbia by: enacting thi 
gincer-of the Capitol should so regulate 


‘thermometers in the District: should mark: no: 


| cial thermometer indicates:that that 


naces beneath it'as to keep the. thermometers. 
these Halls at 100 of Fahrenheit; &nd: that 


higher range. Water wil: freeze at 820 and be 
vaporized at 2120 regardless of legislation: Paper 
will be depreciated: in value whenever the: finans 


paper 

not stand at the point of conversion. “00% 
I desire, sir, as much as any one to check thie 
unpatriotic spirit of speculation, as well-as toires 
lieve as far as may be done the accumulation 
of gold in the Treasury, which isthe. pretended 
cause of that spirit. . Í believe this can-be done 


| by giving authority to the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury to anticipate the payment of interest on. the 
public debt, to purchase with his.gold the secu- 
rities of the Government for the sinking fund as 
required by law, and by such legislation.as T hope 
to see adopted here. te 

If men desire to speculate in the price of gold, 
I would make that speculation a luxury, and 
would make them pay for it. I hope the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, when they come:to 
deeide upon the measures of revenue, will chargé 
a duty or tax upon every contract for the future 
delivery of gold equal to any possible difference 
in its value at the time of the contract.and its fuk- 
fillment, even if it should be ten per cent, I be- 
lieve that such provisions could be made as would 
render such a law effectual, 

In these modes we shall keep gold from being 
exported, and we shall make any effort at specu- 
lation in its future value profitless. 

Lam apprehensive that the effect of the Senate 
bill upon the currency and securities of the coun 
try will be injurious. We have already issued 
hundreds of millions of our bonds, under a law 
which pledges all our gold from importations for 
the payment of the interest and the establishment 
of a sinking fund to dischargé the entire public 
debt, present and prospective. 

The savings banks of the country hold many 


| millions of these securities as the dependence of 
the widow and’ the orphan; our other banking 
institutions hold millions more, which have been 


taken with the patriotic desire to support the Gov- 
ernment; the Treasury Department is now the 
depository of many millions as a security for the 
circulation issued to the national banks under the 
supervision of the Treasurer; and we should re- 
flect upon the probable or possible results of our 
action upon the credit of these securities. I have, 
in distrust of my own judgment, taken counsel 
of distinguished financiers and friends of the Gov~ 
ernment, whose opinions are entitled to consid- 
eration, and I have been assured that the effect of 


| our proposed action would be to depreciate all 


our public securities materially in the market. 1 
hope it may not be so, but I fear it. 

if such a consequence may flow from this step, 
is it wise for us to-take it when we propose to 
offer to the world an additional two hundred mil- 
ions of our bonds under the pledges of the ex- 
isting lawasto the payment of the interest in gold, 
and the nse of the customs for a sinking fund to 


i retire or redeen the principal of our debt? 


With what grace can we go abroad to our Ger- 
man and other friends in Europe, who are holders 
of our securities, and say, “ You hold the bonds 


/ of our Government tothe amount of one hundred 


millions, issued under a law which pledged the 
good faith of the nation to collect all duties on im- 
ports in gold, and appropriated the sum sacredly 
to pay the interest of such bonds in gold, then 
toasinking fund of one per cent. per annum upon 
the cutire funded debt of the Union, for the pur- 


j | pose of retiring these and: other bonds from the 
| be valuable for the purposes of its creation in 


market, a law which did not authorize the diver- 
sion of that gold to any other purpose whatever; 
and although we have passed an act authorizing 
a violation of that Jaw, except in respect to the 
payment of interest, and given" power to sell the 
residue of the gold at the market price fer the. cur- 
rency of the country, we are sul] desirous that 
you should purchase a new issue of bonds-under 
the specific provisions of the former Jaw.” 

I fear our friends, whatever confidence they 
might retain in our ability, would feel butdittle 
in our integrity. : i 

There is still another consideration whieh af- 
fects my judgment.. While I am willing that all 
hich can safely be appropriated to that 
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putpose.should be converted into the securities of 
the Government, to the payment of. which this 
old is expressly appropriated by the letter of the 
aw, L scarcely feel willing, even’ if we had the 
power,.to buy up the currency of the country at 
a legs value than the Government pledged itself to 
pay. If this Government has the ultimate ability 
to redeem its issues in- gold, 1 do not desire that 
it shall purchase them at a rate of depreciation. 

Our currency:has been issued for a valuable 
consideration: The Government may have been 
and has. béen at times wretchedly defrauded; but 

_ still with our currency we have raised and sup- 
ported oar armies, we have equipped and main- 
tained our Navy; with our currency we purchased 
the blood of our brave soldiers shed at Donelson, 
at Ghattanooga, and’ on every battle-field during 
thismiserable rebellion. Oursoldiersin the field, 
their-wives and their children, the widows and the 
mothers of those who have fallen or may yet fall 
in. the war for the Union and.the law, hold the 
promises of this Government to pay, and if we 

ave the ability to do so, even by resort to in- 
creased taxation, I would rejoice to see every dol- 
lar of that indebtedness redeemed in gold. 

If we are true to ourselves there is no reason 
why this country should be impoverished or bank- 
rupt- We must submit to present sacrifices, we 
must resort to onerous taxation. But we have 

resources which are inexhaustible, and with the 
appliance of the labor to bring it forth, we have 
still untouched in our western soil enough of gold 
alone to extinguish our entire indebtedness in a 
single getieration. 

W hen gentlemen therefore propose, as I solemn- 
ly believe in violation of a public law, to go into 
the market and buy up our depreciated paper with 
the gold pledged to other uses, [ cannot perceive 
either the wisdom or justice of the proposition. 
lcannotconsistently with my convictions ofduty, 
“Lcannot in view of that expediency which em- 
braces not only the present but the future of our 
country, its credit, its character, its good faith, 
consent that the power proposed shall be con- 
ferred, though it may never be exercised, as it is 
intimated thatit may notbe. Ifthe power is given 
because it willnot be exercised, it must be useless 
to confer it; if to be exercised, it will be detri- 
mental. 

Credit is sensitive and mercurial; suspicion, 
even, blights it, and it is safe only when it is above 
‘suspicion. Let this Government by its enactments 
only exhibit an intention to permit a wrong, let 
its acts but give color to the conception that it may 
violate its plighted faith, and our credit is affected 
and confidence in our integrity impaired. It is 
possible, though I do not fear it, that we may sink 
in bankruptcy; that we may be reduced to the un- 
‘fortunate condition of affairs which was exhib- 
ited after the close of the Revolution; we may be 
unable to pay our debts; but we may, atleast, be 
honest, by observing our faith so longas the means 
of doing it are left us. I believe in being honest 
and just, and | trust that our legislation will evince 
that the Government intends to be so. 

Mr. PRICE. Ihave but a word to say; and 
though this matter is one of immense importance, 
one fraught with greater consequences than any 
measure which has been before this House for 
many days, if I had not heard expressions which 
utterly astonished me by gentlemen who I sup- 
posed had an opportunity to know better, I should 
not have troubled the House with a word upon 
the subject. 

T have no fears of any undue exercise of power 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and I will not 
take up the time of the House in talking about his 
powers. I have no fear of hisabusing any power 
which may be placed in his hands. It will be 
time enough to argue that question when we ar- 
rive at such a point. [tis outside of the question 
before the House at thistime., ‘The simple ques- 
tion is, shall the Government sell the galdit now 
has in the Treasury, which has been received for 
duties, or shall we keep it on hand? When the 
$500,000,000 loan was thrown before the country 
every financial man knew that the Government 
would be able to pay the interest on those bonds 
in coin, The coin m the Treasury was reserved 
for that specific purpose, and when we went be- 
fore the people with $500,000,000 of the bonds of 
the Government, the question was everywhere 


asked, “ Will the Government pay the interest on | 


these bonds in coin?” The answer everywhere 


was thatit would, and these $500,000,000 of bonds 
were taken for no other reason in the world than 
because it was believed that the Government 
would pay the interest in coin. We may go into 
the market to-morrow with $200,000,000 more of 
the bonds of the Government, and we can only 
hope to sell them on the ground that the interest 
will be paid in coin. 


But let. the impression go abroad to the country 


that instead of holding the coin for the purpose of 
paying the interest on our bonds, we would au- 
thorize the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to sell it, 
what would be the consequence? Why,every 
man who has money to invest in Government se- 
curities will say, “T am not entirely certain that 
this coin will be held for this purpose,’’ and hence 
he will withhold his investment. But let the cap- 
italists know—and when 1 speak of capitalists I 
mean men ‘who perhaps may have only fifty dol- 
lars in their pockets and are willing to contrib- 
ute it to the support of the Government-—let these 
men know that it is the intention of the Congress 
of the United States that the coin now in the 
Treasury shall be kept honestly for the purpose 
of meeting the interest upon those $200,000,000 
of bonds, and the loan will be as readily taken as 
any other ever put upon the market. 

Sir, we are doing business upon credit, we are 
carrying on this war on credit. No friend of the 
Senate bill can deny that, and no man dare deny 
that the only foundation of that credit is the gold 
in the Treasury. Take away that foundation 
and what becomes of the whole structure? Upon 
a question of this sort it is not worth while to talk 
about side issues. Here is the naked, common- 
sense fact staring us in the face, that the mo- 
ment you sell the gold in the Treasury you create 
the impression abroad that you will not pay the 
interest upon these bonds in coin, and when that 
impression is created you cannot sell your bonds 
atall, Ido not believe that as honest men we 
have any right to sell this gold, because we have 
no more money than we want to meet our honest 
obligations; and when I say money I mean gold. 
It has been said this will stop importation. Let 
it stop to some extent. Why, sir, to-day the 
streets of this city are swept by the finest fabrics 
of the Jooms of this country and of Europe. Let 
us buy no more foreign importations. During 
the last six months our importations have been 
going up, up, up, while our exports have been 
going down, down, down all the time. 

Let us come down to a common-sense position 
on this matter. I might answer that cotton-spec- 
ulation argument used a few minutes ago by the 
gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Woopsriwce,] 
There is nothing in it. A-Chinaman, an East 
Indian, an Egyptian, or the native of some other 
country comes into New York with fifty thousand 
bales of cotton, and is going to regulate the price 
of cotton, That may do very well if he does not 
owe any debts,but if he owes a debt of $50,000,000, 
payable in cotton, he had better apply the cotton 
to that purpose. That is whata man ought to do 


with its property. The payment of honest debts 
is the best use an individual ora nation can make 
of money. Yes,-sir, best for time and best for 
eternity. 

Mr.J.C.ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I do not pro- 
pose to occupy the attention of the House more 
thin aew minutes, nor do 1 suppose that any- 
thing I can say will affect the views ofa single 
member of the House. But, inasmuch as this is 
a question which is supposed to affect vitally the 
finances of the country and the credit of the Gov- 
ernment, I have sought this opportunity of ex- 
pressing very briefly my views in regard to it. 
Lhave not heretofore participated in the discus- 
sion. All that I propose to do now is to assign, 
very briefly, two or three reasons why I shall 
oppose the Senate bill, It ought to be the earnest 
purpose, not only of every member on this floor, 
but of every man having a voice in the manage- 
ment of public affairs, to sustain, as far as he 
may have it in his power, by his voice and his 
vote, the credit and the integrity of the Govern- 
ment, And while the passage or the defeat of 
this Senate bill will not, in my judgment, have 
any great effect on the credit of the Government, 
yet it will have, in my judgment, some influence 
on it, ~ 

I have listened attentively to the arguments in 


i favor of this measure. They are, in short, these: 


with his property, and what a nation ought to do | 


First, that the Secretary of the Treasury desires 
its passage. Second, that it meets the approba- 
tion of a majority of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. Third, that it will reduce, if the 
Secretary be clothed with this power, the price of 
gold in the market. As to the first reason urged, 
that the Secretary of the Treasury desires it, it 
will have no influence.with me until I arrive ata 
point where, as a member of Congress, I shall 
feel-it my duty to register the decrees of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. I, asa member of Con- 
gress, must be left to judge for myself as to the 
policy or impolicy of the passage of measures 
pending before the House; and when I shall cease 
to judge for myself on these questions, I will be 
unfit for the trust which my people have commit- 
ted to my care. f , 

While I have very great respect for the opin- 
ions of the Committee of Ways and Means, i do 
not feel that I am justified in surrendering my 
judgment, on a question of this character, to their 
opinions. I have been somewhat amused at the 
course of argument pursued by gentlemen on that 
side of the House in regard to the opinion of 
the Committee of Ways and Means on this sub- 
ject. We have been’told by at least one gen- 
tleman on the other side that the members of the 
Committee of Ways and Means are men who 
have the ability, the capacity, the experience, that 
enables them to understand the question and te 
determine what its effect is to be on the country 
for good or for ill; and he therefore is inclined 
to vote with them on this question. I well re- 
member, sir, that but a few days ago an important 
question, an exciting question, was pending in 
this House, and on it that same gentleman dif- 
fered all the way through with the Cortmittee of 
Ways and Means. [allude to the proposition to 
tax distilled spirits on hand. He would not sur- 
render his opinion. He would not give to the 
opinion of the Committee of Waysand Mcans any 
considerable importance on that question, And 
yct he avows his readiness to yield to that com- 
mittee on this subject. ` Sir, I am not willing to 
yield my opinions either to the Secretary of the 
Treasury or to the Committee of Ways and Means 
on this question, however much respect I may 
have for the one or the other. : 

Mr. Speaker, to maintain the credit of the Gov- 
ernment scems to me an important consideration 
in all our legislation. How is that to be done? 
In my Judgment it is only to be done by satisfy- 
ing the country that the Government is determ- 
ined to pay all its liabilities—that whenever the 
Government has it in its power. to pay all or 
part of its indebtedness it will do so. While 
$40,000,000 or twice $40,000,000 of gold in the 
Treasury might go but a short way toward the 
liquidation of our debt, yet its application in that 
direction would tend to that extent to restore and 
to keep up that confidence so necessary to the sus- 
tenance of the credit of the Government, 

In dealing with these questions, it seems to me 
that no safer rule can be adopted in reference to 
them than that which is adopted, and which ought 
to be adopted, by individuals in their individual 
transactions. Suppose an individual engaged in 
any particular branch of business has occasion to 


J incur a heavy indebtedness, and desires to keep 


up his credit, desires to retain the confidence of 
the community in which he is transacting busi- 
ness, how is he to do it? Sir, he can only accom- 
plish that object by promptly paying his liabili- 
ties as they mature, and by holding himself at all 
times in that position which will most readily 
enable him to discharge his liabilities as they ma- 
ture. But suppose, instead of husbanding his 
means with that end in view, he diverts his funds 
to some other purpose than that of paying thein- 
terest upon his debtsas it becomes due. Suppose, 
for instance, he engages in speculation and makes 
no provision to pay his creditors the amounts 
that mature from time to time, will he be able to 
maintain his credit in that community as a safe, 
reliable business man? No, sir; public confi- 
dence in him will be destroyed, orit will be shaken, 
if not entirely destroyed; and so it is with the 
Government, if, instead of appropriating the gold 
in the Treasury as it accumulates to the only le- 
gitimate object of liquidating the public debt, an- 
ucipating, if need be, the payment of interestupon 
it, we send the Secretary of the Treasury outinto 
the streets and compel him to become a stock -job- 
ber and gambler in currency. Is thata proceed- 
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ing that will inspire confidence in the credit of the 
Government, and in its ability to meet its liabili- 
ties? Sir, I tell you it is a dangerous experi- 
ment, to say the most of it, and as such I am 
opposed to this proposition. 

But it is said that if we pass this bill the price 
of gold will decline, or,in other words, thatit will 
have a tendency to increase the value of the Gov- 
ernment paper in circulation, - Sir, it is a strange 
argument, Certainly those who assume that po- 
sition have not looked into the question and cal- 
culated its results, ‘We have gold in the Treas- 
ury,’’ say they, “we have a surplus. there, more 


than is necessary. at this particular time to meet - 


the liabilities of the Government, and we must 
sell it, we must dispose of it. We must take 
it out of the Treasury and place it beyond the 
control of the Government in order to keep up the 
credit of the Government,” What an argument! 
It resolves itself into this, that thé promises of 
the Government are worth more when we have 
nothing to redeem them with than they will be 
worth when we have something to redeem them 
with. Thatis the argument. fris nothing more 
nor less. 

Let me ask this House What there is that will 
be more likely to keep up the credit of the Gov- 
ernment, and give confidence in it, than a knowl- 
edge that it has on hand, at all times, something 
with which to pay its liabilities? There is noth- 
ing, therefore, in that argument. 

But again, it is said that the price of gold is 
high, and that as the price of it increases so the 
paper promises to pay'which the Governmenthave 
in circulation will depreciate in value. Well, sir, 
as I before remarked, if you would prevent the pa- 
per promises to pay of the Government from de- 
creasing in value the only sure means by which you 
can accomplish that objectis to satisfy those who 
hold: them and those who have held them here- 
tofore that the Government has it in its power at 
any moment to pay at least a portion of them, and 
that it is determined in any event to devote all 
the means within its reach to the payment of its 
moenie dnon from time to time as it may become 

ue. 

„But if we adopt the principle embodied in this 
bill, what do wedo? So far from applying what- 
ever we may have in the 'Treasury as it ought to 
be applied, to the publie debt, we take it out of 
the Treasury and place itin the hands of the Treas- 
urer to dispose of at his will and pleasure. We 
place it out of our power to apply itto satisfying 
the claims of our creditors as they may fall due. 

The whole question then, view itas we may, 
resolves itself into this: this House has a scheme 
concocted somewhere, I know not where, by 
somebody, I know not who nor do Í care, to spec- 
ulate in the gold of the Treasury of the United 
States, and to speculate without reference to the 
credit ofthe Government, or its abilities to meetits 
liabilities. But it is said that to throw this thirty 
or forty or fifty millions of gold on the market 

“ will have a tendency to reduce the price of gold. 
I am willing to admit that that would be its im- 
mediate effect. 7 

T'he price of gold, like that of any other com- 
modity, is regulated by demand and supply. That 
principle, I presume, will not be controverted. If 
you throw forty millions ofsurplus gold upon the 
market you inerease the supply to that extent, 
and, of course, diminish the price. I believe that 
the throwing of this gold upon the market would 
have a tendency to reduce the price of gold, and 
while it would have that tendency, its tendency 
would also be to shake the confidence of the pub- 
lic and the creditors of the Government in the 
ahility as well as the disposition of the Govern- 
ment to apply whatever it had on hand to the pay- 
mentof its debts. That,in my judgment, would 
be the inevitable effect. It-would be so in the 
ordinary business transactions of man with man, 
and so it will be in reference to the business of 
the Government. 

Not only that, but whenever itis known ‘in this 
country, or in any other, that the Government of 
the United States, instead of applying to the pay- 
ment of her debt in a legitimate way whatever she 
may have in her Treasury, has authorized one 
of her public agents to go into the markets of the 
country and engage in public speculation, to that 
extent the credit of this Government is destroyed, 
and instead of reducing the price of her paper cur- 
rency it would in the end increase it, and that at 


no distant day; because it must necessarily. de- 
stroy the confidence of the public in the ability’ 
and intention of the Government to redeem its 


aper. 

gain, to take the funds in the Treasury which 
morally and in equity belong to the creditors of 
the Government, and go into the public market of 
the country and engage in buying up the liabili- 
ties of the- Government at a discount, would be 
dishonorable to the Governmentand to those who 
are administering it at the present time—just as 
dishonorable as it would be for an individual en- 
gaged in any business transaction to send his 
agent into the community to buy up his promises 
to pay at a discount. The mere fact that this agent 
operates on the part of the Government, and not 
on the part of an individual, does not change the 
moral aspects of the question, In addition to this 
violation of the plighted faith to those who hold 
the indebtedness of the Government, who hold 
our promises to pay, who hold our legal tender, it 
is to that extent again calculated to destroy the con- 
fidence of the people in the Government itself. 

But, sir, it is said that thisaccumulation of gold 
in the ‘Treasury is becoming an evil, and that some 
provision ought to be made by which it should be 
thrown into the general circulation. Well, admit 
that, and yet it does not furnish any argument 
for this proposition of the Senate; but it does fur- 
nish an argument, if it be necessary to get it out 
of the Treasury, in favor of so directing it when 
it goes out that it shall contribute to the confidence 
of the country in the ability and honesty of the 
Government; that it shall go where in equity and 
natural justice it belongs. And I know ofno bet- 
ter proposition to accomplish this end than the 
proposition of the gentleman from.Massachusetts 
(Mr. BovrweLL] giving the Secretary of the 
Treasury the power to anticipate the payment of 
interest which is not yet due, if he has a suffi- 
cient amountof gold to justify him in doing it. 
If he has more than is necessary to meet the in- 
terest already due, let him anticipate the interest 
which is not due; let him call in the coupons 
upon our indebtedness, and in that way satisfy 
our public creditors that they have eventually 
nothing to fear from the Government, so far as its 
ability and its disposition to meet its liabilities are 
concerned. 

This bill is based upon the presumption that 
there is a demand for gold in the market, and that 
when it is ruling at a high price this gold m the 
Treasury should be thrown into the circulation. 
Men who advocate that opinion oppose the prop- 
osition ofthe gentleman from Massachusetts upon 
the ground, they say, that those who hold our 
bonds will not present their couponsfor payment 
before the interest matures. This is our answer 
to the argument they make in favor of the Senate 
proposition: if the demand for gold is so press- 
ing as to require the emitting from the Treasury 
of the United States all the gold it has on hand it 
is pressing enough to force the coupons of the 
Government to the Treasury for redemption, al- 
though they have not matured. If they are not 
pressing enough to force these coupons in antici- 
pation of their maturity, then the demand for gold 
is not sufficient to require that itshould be thrown 
upon the market, Their arguments will not hold 
together; their parallels cross each other. If the 
exigency requires the throwing this gold upon 
the markct to supply the wants of the gold mar- 
ket, then, sir, we can put it upon the market 
through the payment of the unmatured coupons, 
saye our credit, show our disposition to do jus- 
tice and equity to those who have trusted the 
Government, and do nothing which will detract 
from the honor and credit of the Government. 

But, sir, [have said moreupon thissubject than 
I intended to say when I took the floor. {simply 
desired to state briefly the reasons why I should 
oppose the Senate amendment to the House bill. 
I have listened attentively to the arguments o 
gentlemen on the other side, but I have heard 
none yet that could be submitted to the scrutiny | 
of truth and stand that test. I am, therefore, į 
forced to believe that this is but ascheme to bring | 
another competitor into the gold market, backed 
by whatever credit the Government may have, to 
compete with the bulls and bears upon the strects 
of New York. I cannot, sir, give my support to 
any such measure, and I have sought this oppor- | 
tunity of presenting the reasons which would 
control my vote upon this question. 


| 


> PENNSYLVANIA CONTESTED ELE à 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania: . I rise to, 
a question of privilege... l hold in:my hand a cers : 
tain paper-felating to the contested eleċtion from 
the third congressional: district: of the: State of 
Pennsylyania, which I desire to have referred to 
the Committee of Elections, with the understan 
ing that it shall go there for what itis worth, in 
the same manner as papers were. réferred to the 
same committee the other day in the case of Knox 
vs. Blair. BE es 

The. paper was referred to the Committee of 
Elections, and ordered to be printed. ` : 


SALE OF SURRLUS GOLD—AGAIN. 


Mr. STEVENS obtained the floor. wee 

Mr. HULBURD. Lask the gentleman to yield 
the floor one moment, that I may offer an amend- 
ment to the bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will yield to the. gentle- 
man, but only for that purpose. j 5 

Mr. COX. I would ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether he intends to press this bill 
to a võte this evening. ` 

Mr. STEVENS. Oh no, sir. I sought the 
floor for the purpose of moving an adjournment; 
but I will yield to my friend to offer his amend- 


ment. ; 
Mr. HULBURD. I shall be compelledto be 
absent from the House to-morrow on business; 
but I wish to offer an amendment to the bill, which 
I now send to the Clerk’s desk, and I may say 
that if that amendment were adopted, it would 
obviate my greatest objection to the bill, and I 
should vote for it if present. _ 
The amendment was read, and is as follows: 
Add to the Senate amendment the following proviso: 
Provided, That the obligation to create a sinking fund, 
according to the act of February 7, 1862, shall not be im- 
paired thereby. 
PENNSYLVANIA CONTESTED ELECTION—-AGAIN. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
ask my colleague [Mr. Ranpatu] who introduced 
the paper just now, and had it referred to the 
Committee of Elections, whether the language 
used by him, that that paper should go there for 
what it was worth, means that it is not to be con- 
sidered as referred as testimony? 

Mr. STEVENS. I understand that it is re- 
ferred for the consideration of the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I so sup- 
pose. I presented it and had it referred with the 
concurrence of the chairman of the Committee of 
Elections, and also of the sitting member. I con- 
versed with both of those gentlemen on the sub- 
ject, and they agreed that it might go there for 
what it was worth, in the same manner as in the 
case of Knox vs. Blair. 


LEAVE OF {zsence TO MEMBERS. 

Mr. COX. I desire to ask leave of absence for 
two of my colleagues, Mr. McKinney and Mr. 
J. W. Warts, from Thursday next, for two 
weeks, 

‘There being no objection, leave of absence was 


granted. : 

Mr. STEVENS. Before moving an adjourn- 
ment, I wish to say to gentlemen I hope to have 
a vote upon this bill very early after it is taken 
up to-morrow. I think it has been very fully and 
very ably discussed. 1 move the House do now 
adjourn. h 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
half past four o'clock p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnesvay, March 16, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND., 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of cighty- 
nine members of the Legislature of New York, 
praying for an increase in the facilities for the 
transportation of mails, passengers, and freight 
between the cities of New York and Philadelphia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Militia. 

He also presented a petition of paymasters’ 
clerks, praying for increased compensation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and the Militia. 

He also presented a petition of paymasters of 
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. the. United States Army, praying that. the sala- 
ries Of their clerks may be increased; which was 
referred to the Committee on -Military Affairs 
and.the Militia. sige i 
“My. TEN EYCK presented a petition of citi- | 
zerisof Burlington county, New Jersey, praying | 
for anincrease inthe facilities for the transporta- 
tion of mails, passengers, and freight between the 
cities of New York and Philadelphia; which was 
referred.to the Committee on Military Affairs. and 
the Militia. : 

Mr. TEN EYCK. - At the request ofmy col- 
league, [Mr Warient,} to whom they were sent 
and -who.is now detained from the Senate by sick- 
ness, I ask leave to present six petitions from cit- 
izens of the counties of Monmouth and Burling- 
ton, New Jersey, praying for an increase in the» 
facilities: for the transportation of mails, passen- 
gers, and freight between the cities of New York 
and Philadelphia; and I move. that they be re- 
ferred. to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

“The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ANTHONY presented four petitions of 
citizens of Providence, Rhode Island, praying for 
an increase in the facilities. for the transportation 
of mails, passengers, and freight between the citics 
of New York and Philadelphia; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the memorial. of 
George V. Hoyle and others, citizens of Rouse’s 
Point.and Champlain, in the sixteenth congres- 
siorial district of New York, praying that Rouse’s 
Point may be made a port of entry; which. was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. * 

THe also presented two petitions of citizens of 
New York, praying for the formation of a prop- 

„erly organized ambulance and sanitary corps for 
our armies, and the enlistment of men for such 
gervice; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUCKALE'W presented resolutions ofthe 
Logislature of Pennsylvania, in favor of extend- 
ing the time for paying bounties to volunteers to 
the Ist day of April, 1864; which were ordered to 
lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, praying for an increase in the facilities 

. for the transportation of mails, passengers, and 
freight between the cities of New York and Phila- 
delphia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs andthe Militia. 

He als presented a petition of merchants of 
Philadelphia, praying that the Raritan and Dela- 
ware Bay railroad may be made a postal and 
military road; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a memorial of con- 
tractors and builders of side-wheel gunboats, 
known as double-cnders, praying for extra com- 
pensation on account of losscs sustained on their 
contracts; which was referred to the Committee 
on. Claims. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was referred 
the bill (t1. R. No. 206) in addition to an act for 
the establishment of certain arsenals, reported it 
with an amendment, 

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
83) regulating proccedings in criminal cases, and 
for other purposes, reported it with an amend- 
ment, s 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was re- 
ferred the memorial of Marshall O. Roberts and 
others, trustees of A. G. Bloo, submitted a report 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 174) for the relief | 
of the trustees of A. G.Sloo. The bill was read, | 
and passed to a second reading, and the report 
was ordered to. be printed. 

J. N. CARPENTER. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the petition of J. N. Car- 
penter, paymastcr United States Navy, praying 
for compensation for clothing stolen from him on | 
board the United States sloop-of-war Saratoga, | 
while in the port of Philadelphia, have instructed | 
me to report it back, and ask to be discharged from ! 
its further consideration. 


i 
t i 
The report was agreed to. i 


Mr: HALE. The same committee have had 
under éonsidcration the joint resolution (H.R.No. 


| 43yauthorizing the settlement of the accounts. of 


J. N: Carpenter, apaymaster in the United States 
Navy; reportit back, and recommend its passage, 
! and | should like, if the Senate please, to have it 
considered now. After this vessel came into Phil- 
adelphia, and after the paymaster had left it, some 
of his stores which had been left on board in 
charge of another. officer were broken open and 
stolen—stores to the amount of $200. The evi- 
dence of that fact is-satisfactory. The House of 
Representatives has passed the joint resolution; 
it only appropriates $200; and I hope the Senate 
will-pass itat once. 

By unanimous consent the joint resolution was 
read the third-time, and passed. It proposes to 
authorize the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury, in settling the accounts of J. N. Car- 
| penter, paymaster in the United States Navy, to 
allow and eredit him with the sum of $200, the 
value of articles of clothing stolen from the Uni- 
ted States sloop Saratoga, after that vessel had 
been put out of commission at Philadelphia in 
January, 1863. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. ` 


Mr. FOSTER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
172) concerning the disposition of convictsin the 
courts of the United States, for the subsisting of 
persons confined in’ jails charged with violating 
the laws of the United States, and for diminish- 
ing the expenses in relation thereto; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. . 

Mr. HOWARDasked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (5. No. 
178) to organize the invalid corps of the Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Mili- 
tla. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
175) in relation todeserters from the military ser- 
vice of the United States; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and the Militia, 

Mr. CONNESS asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
176) authorizing the ercction of buildings for the 
branch mint at San Francisco; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

NATIONAL BANKS’ RATE OF INTEREST. 

Mr. TOWARD submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance inquire into 
the expedicney of so amending the act of 1852, to provide 
a national currency, as to authorize the associations organ 
ized under it to enter into contract to take and reserve on 
loans and discounts such rate of interest as is or may be 
allowed by the laws of the State, District, or Territory in 
which the association is located. 

PROMOTION IN TIIE VOLUNTEER NAVY. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution ; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire if some mode of promotion in the vol- 
unteer Navy, similar or analogous to that of the regular 
Navy, may not be established by law so as to reward meri- 
torious conduot in that class of officers. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Nicoxay, his Scerctary, announced 
that the President had yesterday approved and 
signed an act (S. No. 120) to amend an act en- 
i titled “An act to regulate trade and intercourse 
with the Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on 
the frontiers,” approved June 30, 1834. 

BILL RECOMMITTED. 

On motion of Mr. CONNESS, the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
| sideration of the bill (S. No. 109) to expedite the 
settlement of titles to lands in the State of Cali- 
fornia; and 

On motion of Mr: CONNESS, it was 


Ordered, "That the bill be recommitted to the Committee 


| on Publie Lands. 


AMENDMENT OF TILE CONSTITUTION. | 
Me. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 


| proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- į 


tion No..1G of the Senate, proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States, 
with a view of having its consideration fixed for 
some future day. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. This-isa joint resolution 
of the most important character, involving a 
change of the Constitution of the United States, 
which has been recommended by the Committee 
on the Judiciary. Its consideration was fixed 
some time ago for the 17th of February, but that 
day passed without its being called up. I now 
desire tofix its consideration for some future day 
which will be agreeable to the Senate, with the 
view of pressing the matter to a vote at as earl 
a day as may be consistent with the other busi- 
ness before the body. If it is agreeable to the 
Senate, I move that its further, consideration be 
postponed to Monday next, and that it be made 
the special order on that day for one o’clock. 

Mr. SUMNER. | 1 suggest to the Senator 
whether that may not be too early a day. I make 
that suggestion simply with reference to other 
business that is now before the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, It will be entirely agree- 
able to me to fix another day if the Senator from 
Massachusetts has other business that this reso- 
lution would be likely to interfere with. 

Mr. SUMNER. There is other business 
which has come forward during the absence of 
the Senator. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This is more important 
than any other business except the appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Maine 
always has precedence with his appropriation 
bills, and I am not disposed to fix it fo¥ any day 
that will interfere with his business. 

Mr. SUMNER. Say the middle of the week. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifitis more agrecable to 
members of the Senate, I will suy Wednesday 
next atone o’clock. 

Mr. POWELL. I mercly wish to suggest that 
there is a bill of great importance now before the 
Senate which 1 hope will soon be taken up and 
pressed toa vote, and that is the bill to prevent . 
officers and soldiers from interfering with clec- 
tions. I do not wish any order made to prevent 
the progress of that bill when it shall come up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Ilinois to post- 
pone the further consideration of this joint reso- 
lution until Wednesday next, and make it the 
special order for one o’clock on that day. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NORTHERN INDIAN SUPERINTENDENCY. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I move that the Senate 

ostpone all prior orders and take up the bill (S. 

o. 59) extending the limits of the northern Ín- 
dian superintendency. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-. 
sider the bill, which proposes to extend the north- 
ern superintendency over all the Indians in the 
Territory of Dakota. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; and it was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill (S. No. 59) extending the 
limits of the northern Indian superintendency 
was passed. I do not ask for action on the mo- 
tion now, but desire to have it entered. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ciarx in 
the chair.) The motion will be entered, to be 
acted on hereafter. 


ENLISTMENTS IN THE SECEDED STATES. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up the bill (H. 
R. No. 261) to provide for the*voluntary enlist- 
ment of any persons, residents of certain States, 
into the regiments of other States. 

an was agreed to; and the bill was 
read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is a very important 
bill. I supposed the whole subject was covered 
by the bill we passed some timeago. ‘lteust this 
bill wilt be postponed until we can have an oppor- 
tunity to examine it. It will invite competition 
all through the South between the recruiting agents 
of the different States. I move to lay it on the 
table for the present. I supposed the subject- 
matter had been disposed of by the Senate. 
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Mr. WILSON. I will say to the Senator from 
Ohio that this is a bill which has passed the House 
of Representatives by a very large vote—a vote 
of more thantwotoone. It wasintroduced there 
by Mr. Bratr, of Missouri, amember of the Mil- 
itary Committce, and was supported by several 
gentlemen, among others by General GARFIELD, 
who said that it was the best and wisest bill that 
was pending before Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had the subject up be- 
fore, if I remember aright, and it was discussed, 
and we took our deliberate action on the subject, 
and inserted thataction in a bill which is now the 
law. Certainly we ought not to havea bill on the 
same subject brought up again, and passed hur- 
riedly in the morning hour. ` : 

Mr. WILSON. Tadmit the fact that the mat- 
ter has.been discussed in the Senate; but this is 
a House bill which has been passed by the House 
of Representatives, and I hope it will receive the 
sanction of the Senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio moves that the bill He on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 52. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., Will it occupy much time? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not imagine that it 
will take up much time, but I cannot tell. I will 
agree that it may be laid aside at one o’clock if it 
be not then disposed of. It isa bill to provide for 
the punishment of miner offenses in the United 
States courts. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have no objection to it; 
but I wish to go on with the bill which was left 
unfinished yesterday. 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘This day has been assigned 
for District business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not wish to interfere 
with other business, but this is a bill in which 
there is some little public interest. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Ifthe Senator from Pi- 
nois will withdraw his motion, I move that the 
Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill 
which was left unfinished yesterday. 

Mr. GRIMES. I should like to go on with 
the District business. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope the Senator from 
Iowa will allow me to gét this bill out of his way. 

Mr. GRIMES. Very well. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I withdraw my motion. 
I will not interfere with other business if there is 
anything more pressing. ` 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Then I make my motion. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
` 40) making appropriations for the consular and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year ending 30th June, 1865, the pending ques- 
tion being on concurring in the amendment made 
as 
word ‘and? after the word ‘* consuls,” in line 
fifty-one, and to insert, after the word “agents,” 
in line fifty-two, the words ‘and twenty-five con- 
sular pupils.” 


Mr, GRIMES. Isitin order to move to amend | 


that proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. His. 

Mr. GRIMES. Then I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word “pupils” 
and inserting ‘‘clerks.”? I make this motion, not 
because { am in favor of the appointment of these 


clerics, but because 1 do notlike tohaveanything | 
le exact | 


passed through that does not convey t 
meaning aud intentof the proposition itself, There 
is no use for us to disguise the fact that these are 
really, virtually, sabstantially neither more nor 
less than clerks. Who imagines that the 


please, is going to last any longer than 
political lite of his superior In the consulate? 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. COLLAMER] sug- 


gests that it will not probably last-as long. It 
certainly will not last any longer, When there 


isa change of Adm stration, when the consul 
goes out, the clerk-will go out with him. The 
of the proposition, as { understand it, is simply 
i ; : : 
to give a clerk, at a salary of $1,000 payable in 
gold, which amounts probably to $1,600 a year, to 


twenty-five of such consuls as the Secretary of ! 


State may select. | wantitto appear on the statute 
exactly according to the design of Congress. 


in Committee of the Whole, to strike out the | 


political ; 
life of any one of these pupils, or clerks, if you | 
asts the | 


m. Theeffect | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know but that 
“arose by any other name would smell as sweet”? 
butthere is no very particular reason to impute 
any design to conceal anything with reference to 
this matter, because, in the first place, it was the 
original provision of the diplomatic and consular 
bill which was repealed very shortly afterwards, 
as was stated by the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont yesterday; and, in the next place, the Sec- 
retary of State, in his communication which I sent 
to the Chair yesterday, distinctly avowed the ob- 
ject, and that was thatthey were to be clerks of 
the several consuls. They are called consular 
pupils; but if itis any gratification to the honor- 
able Senator from lowa, or anybody else, to call 
them clerks, I do not know but that it would be 
as well to call them so. Certainly there is no very 
great objection to that. : 

1 do not know that this amendment comes with 
so much propriety from the Committee on Finance 
as it might come from another committee, and yet 
Iam not very certain about that point. The fact 
was that it was taken upin the Committee on Fi- 
nance on a communication which was sent to that 
committee from the Department of State, and it 
was discussed and acted upon and adopted there 
before the question was suggested whether it 
should not properly have been considered in the 
Committce on Commerce; but, inasmuch as we 
had examined and voted upon the subject, we 
thought it might be as well toreport itourselves, 
and I understand that the Committee on Com- 
merce are in favor of the proposition. I might go 
through the form of withdrawing it as a recom- 
mendation from the Finance Committee, and allow 
itto be recommended by the Committee on Com- 
merce; but in this stage that would be a mere 
form, and the committee do not think thatcourse 
advisable. The Senate canact upon it in its pres- 
ent condition just as well as if it came from 
another committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Committee on Com- 
merce have voted upon itand agreed to recom- 
mend it, ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then there is no neces- 
sity for our withdrawing it so-as to letit come 
from that committec, although as an original 
question, if it were now to be considered over 
again, our committee would probably send it to 
the Committee on Commerce, as we sent several 
recommendations of the State Department; but 
we happened to vote upon itand recommend it. 
I was a member of the Senate at the time the ori- 
ginal diplomatic and consular bill was passed, 
which contained a provision for consular pupils, 
and at that time my attention was nat called to 
the bill, and there was no discussion about it. I 
agree with my friend from Vérmont that shortly 
afterwards it came up and this provision was re- 
pealed; and, according to my best recollection, I 
was one of those who advocated its repeal—not 
in so full a manner as my honorable friend from 
Vermont has done now, but I stated some of the 
views which I entertained then, and they coin- 
cided with the views now expressed by him. The 


great and leading consideration for its repeal was’ 


that Congress did not believe the thing would be 
of a permanent character. ‘That is to say, we 
supposed that if these young men were to be ed- 
ucated for consuls, there was no sufficient assur- 
ance, in the mode which is followed in this coun- 
try with reference to the appointment of consuls, 
that they would certainly reach that position, be- 
cause, this being considered, like everything else 
in the way of office, a reward for political ser- 
vices, and the pupils perhaps having rendered 
none, might vot be thusappointed; and therefore 
it would be uncertain in its character, and we could 
not rely upon the expectation of deriving any per- 
manent benefit from the expenditure created by 
the provision. : 

Upon deliberation I have changed my views, 
and Lam willing to admit that [ have changed my 
views; and for that 1 can give the reason which 
has been given so often by a great many much 


better men than myself, that I am willing to ad- | 


mit that sometimes I am wiser to-day than I was 
yesterday. ‘The views presented by the State De- 
partment in writing and also verbally, have con- 
vinced me that the danger thus apprehended is 
not so great as was supposed. 

In the first place, taking eur consular system as 


litis, we know that in many places the salaries are | 
į excecdingly small. Wemake no provision what- 


ever for clerk hire: “We compelthe consuls ther 
selves to pay their clerks out of their own sali 
‘Whether aŭ allowance is made from the fee 
that purpose, I do’ not know.) Experience ‘hai 
|| shown that in many. of the principal:consulate 
such as London and Liverpool and: Havana and: 
other places, and in fact in: almost ‘all: of ethem 
| they are obliged necessarily to employ foreigt Eras 
| They cannot take a clerk out from this country: 
and supporthim. They get men on the spot; and: 
where those men have had’ experience'and une 
derstand: the ‘duties of the office, they become 
necessarily masters of the situation, and they aré 
‘retained in office from the necessity of the-case 
under succeeding consuls. A foreigner, for ine 
stance, whois chief clerk of the consulate at Liver- 
pool, is in reality the master of the office, and so 
at Havana, particularly if he happens to be'a for- 
eigner, as in most cases he is, and gets to under- 
stand the business. The consul himself goes out, 
as a general rule, every four yeats. When a new 
consul comes in, he is ignorant of the business; 
he knows very little of the customs of business 
and of business transactions—perhaps this arises 
from the very necessity of the case—and he is in- 
structed by his clerk, and when he is absent, as 
he necessarily ison many occasions, the clerk be- 
comes the consul. is ; 

In this state of things it is considered desira- 

ble by the State Department that inthe principal 
consulates there should be pupils or clerks ap- 
pointed by the Department who shall be of some 
permanent character, It has been shown by cx- 
perience, as I have said, that the clerks do not 
change with the changes of Administration. 
They are not political personages. So with these 
consular pupils; they would go outas youths and 
learn the business; and the belief of the Depart- 
ment is that their position, from the necessities 
of the consulates themselves, would necessarily 
be in a great measure permanent, and if anythir 
more was necessary in order to kcep them in the 
office than the pay that was originally provided 
for them, it would undoubtedly be paid by the 
consuls themselves out of their salary in order 
to retain their services, as they pay their clerks 
now. ie, 
It was believed, therefore, and J confess my 
own mind came to that conclusion, that the an- 
ticipated difficulty that they would be continually 
changed was not in reality a difficulty to. be ap- 
prehended; that, from the very situation of things, 
as proved by experience with regard to the clerks 
of these large consulships, they would be in their 
nature permanent; and thus we should bave our 
own citizens—and an officer so important ought 
to be one of our own citizens, in these Jarge con- 
sulates certainly—educated to the businéss, in a 
position to discharge the duties of the office and 
to render all those services that are necessarily 
rendered by a chief clerk.. The necessities of the 
consul would compel him to retain such an officer 
precisely as he now retains a clerk under the 
sume circumstances, 

Again, sir, we have had a large increase within 
the last few years of our consulates abroad; I~ 
mean in countries where the English language is 
not spoken. We have several very important 
consulates in China, consulates which we- pay 
„very inadequately. Although the Committee on 
Commerce have not seen fit to recommend an in- 
crease of their pay, Lam satisfied that some of 
them are rendered comparatively valueless from 
the enormous expense they are at and the inade~- 
quateness of their salary, and provision ought to | 
be made for them. If we have these regular clerks 
in the consulates, the belief is, selecting- intelli- 
gent and tolerably educated youths, that they 
would in a very short time Jearn the language of. 
the country, and thus having acquired the lan- 
guage and a knowledge of the business and the 
customs of the several places where theyare, they 
would be able to render very great assistance, and 
we should have cur own educated men in these 
important consulships abroad, in China, in Japan, 
and in other places, s 

Sir, these are very positive advantages; and,as 
I said before, our consular system is,in my judg- 
ment, fast becoming self-supporting. For the ser- 
vices rendered—and the services it has rendered 
during this war have been of infinite consequence 
and yalue to the country—it is the poorest paid 
and the cheapest of any branch of our service 
whafever. I believe that we are not dsawing upon 
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the: fands of-the.country to any extent that we 
shall not beamply repaid for by making the small 
expenditure necessary to raise the grade of our 
principal consulates: and get a better kind of ser- 
vice than we have been-able to get hitherto, from 
ihe very fact that the men going out there are en- 
tirely unacquainted with their business, do not 
speak the language of the.country to which they 
are:sent, and are forced to depend upon such as- 
sistance as they can pick up at the time as inter- 
preters, &c.,in order to get along at all. 

-. bcbelieve that. very considerable benefit: might 
be.derived:in another point of view. I have a 
hope that the intelligence. of the country will 
bring it and is fast bringing it to the conclusion, 
if we can find men who are competent, and edu- 
cated to the business of attending to our commer- 
cial affairs abroad, without being politicians and 
partisans, their services will be recognized by any 
‘Administration that may come into power for the 
benefit. of the Government itself, and that where 
they have distinguished themselves, and shown 
that they are abundantly fit for the business to 
which they have been educated, they will take in 
these important places the places themselves, and 
be able to render us vastly better service than we 
have as yet received from any quarter. 

Now, sir, it is known—and Iam sorry to say 
it—although our consular and foreign services 
have very much improved in many particulars, 
that the consular service particularly is very much 
inferior to the consular service of any other lead- 
ing people, for the reason that we make these 
continual, changes, and that we do not educate 
our men to.the business for which we send them 
abroad. Gentlemen are aware that the commerce 
of this country is continually increasing and en- 
larging; that our intercourse with foreign nations 
is becoming more and more extensive, and more 
and more complicated and intimate every day. 
The war has developed—I do not mean that itis 
growing in time of war—the absolute necessity 
of having a good consular service. Why, sir, I 
will venture to say that we have saved more 
money in consequence of the valuable consular 
service we have had, in Europe particularly, dur- 
ing this war than would pay the whole expenses of 
our consular system five times over, merely from 
the information they have given to the Govern- 


ment at home, and which has been improved by- 


the vigilance with which the Government has 
availed itself of the information thus furnished. 

I am not in a condition to speak at any length 
on this subject. I simply give these reasons for 
the change of opinion which I confess to in refer- 
ence to this particular proposition. { believe that 
thesmallappropriation asked for the appointment 
of twenty-five consular clerks, if my friend from 
Towa. prefers to call them clerks, to be appropri- 
ated in this way and for these objects, would re- 
sult ina vast deal of good, and that the evils we 
apprehend, as they are stated by my friend from 

ermont, (Mr. COLLAMER,] are more in appre- 
hension than in reality. I confess that I agreed 
with his views fully at the time this subject was 
first considered; but more careful examination 
and deliberation, and consultation have convinced 
me.that I was in error, 


I will state, moreover, that I think something 


is due to the experience of those who manage our 


public affairs, I think it ought at least to be con- 
cluded that they have the same amount of intel- 
ligence and capacity that we have, man for man, 
and that they have been in acondition to acquire 
more information than we have, because it is their 
peculiar study. We find that three Secretaries 
of Statc—the present Secretary and his two pre- 
decessors—all men of distinguished ability, all 
men who have studied this subject carefully, have 
been consistent and urgent in recomfaending that 
Congress. should make this provision. All of 
them have made communications to Congresson 
the subject. They have become satisfied that 
great good will follow. From the considerations 
they have adduced to me, and the weight and re- 
Spect that I certainly am disposed to attach to 
their opinions, strengthened by the experience 
they have had, I am willing at this time to carry 
into effect their wishes on the subject. 

Mr. COLLAMER. When] addressed the Sen- 
ate yesterday on this subject, I stated that there 
was something of atrial of mind in differing from 
the opinion of those who were of the Administra- 
tion that claimed to support, and I always differ 


from them with very great deference; but yet my 
opinion—and itis not-merely my opinion, but the 
opinion which was entertained by both Houses 
by large majorities when this subject was con- 
sidered—remaining the same, I felt it my duty to 
state the objections which existed at that time, 
and exist now. i 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. SumneER] said yesterday the great merit of 
this proposition was that it was an attempt by 
some process of education to elevate our consular 
system; and that that was`the purpose. I sup- 
pose, then, the design is to create some degree of 

ermanency in the employment of these persons. 
Eet us examine that for a moment, These con- 
suls have clerks of their own hiring now. They 
make no complaintaboutitthat I know of. They 
understood that they were to hire them when 
they took their appointments. The honorable 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Cuanpier] men- 
tioned the case of the consul at Manchester. We 
adopted yesterday in committee an amendment 
to raise his salary, and we do not want this prop- 
osition for that purpose. It is said the consul at 
Manchester has more duties to perform than for- 
merly, and I can easily perceive under our recent 
act for the tripling of certificates why there may 
be occasion for raising his salary; and I believe 
such a provision was voted yesterday and put 
on this itl; but that has nothing todo with these 
clerks. 

It has been said over and over again, and es- 
pecially much reiterated by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr.Sumner,] that this 
appointment of consular pupils or clerks was a 
feature of the original consular and diplomatic 
bill of 1856. Whatifitwas? It issaid that the 
bill itself loses its consistency by leaving this 
proposition out, because the salaries were fixed 
in that bill with reference to the aid which might 
be obtained by the consuls from their having 
boys to instruct. The salaries of consuls were 
for the first time fixed in that bill; but I do not 
know how anybody can say that the salaries 
were fixed, that is, made smaller, because they 
were to have more duties to perform, to instruct 
pupils. That I do not believe. It is a fancy 
sketch. There is nothing in it. 

But, sir, if that were true, apply it to the case 
in hand. The argument would seem to be this: 
you have given these fixed salaries to consuls 
under that system, and now you strike out that 
provision and yet you do not raise their salaries. 
How was the fact? This provision was put in 
the consular bill of 1856, and was repealed in Feb- 
ruary, 1857. I believe every consul we have was 
appointed under the Jaw that had that clause re- 
pealed out of it. They accepted their appoint- 
ments and went on to perform their duties when 
that was not the law. Therefore there is nothing 
in the world in that argument. It isnot true that 
these consuls were appointed under a law which 
we have altered. They were appointed under a 
law that had that alteration already made. So 
much for that. 

The question recurs, is there a probability of 
elevating and improving the condition of our con- 
sulships by the appointment of these pupils, as 
you call them, or clerks? The great point is, to 
secure some degree of permanency in the duties 
of the office. How is it now? We are assured 
by the honorable Senator from Maine that the 
clerks now in those offices are permanent; that 
practically and in fact they do not change with 
the consuls, that experience shows you do not 
change them. Then you propose here to make 
a law to change them. If you think it necessary 


that the clerks should be American citizens, all 


you have to do is to pass alaw to that effect. We 
can provide by law that the consul shall be con- 
fined in the appointment of his clerks to Ameri- 
can citizens. 

These twenty-four pupils are to be put ingreen 
to help the consuls, and are to be keptgreen, too, 
because they are to be put in by presidential ap- 
pointment with the consular appointments. The 


appointments are received from the same source |f 


and subject to the same change. Does anybody 
suppose that that provision will secure perma- 
nency? The. very nature of it is to produce a 
change, and it would seem, if anything was in- 
tended by it, that a law was now to be made to 
prevent there being any permanency, and to put 
the clerks or pupils on the footing of the consuls, 


who.are changed, of course, with every change 
of Administration. I cannot conceive how that 
will induce permanency. 

The idea has been thrown out that these men, 
when they have. become acquainted with the du- 
ties of the office as clerks, will be elevated to the 
consulships. Task you, sir, to look in the his- 
tory of our Government, and teil me where have 
you ever seen a clerk in a Department raised to 
the head of that Department no matter what was 
the measure of his experience. You might ap- 
point a parcel of pupils, as you call them, or 
clerks, to the Senators now holding seats here, to 
be by them instructed, in order to elevate the con- 
dition and learning of the body itself in due time; 
and how many of them do you suppose would 
ever be elected Senators? And yet there would 
be much more likelihood of their being elected 
Senators, as I think, than that this proposition 
would secure any permanency in these consul- 
ships, which are entirely executive. 

Itis said the amount of consular intelligence in 
the different places needs elevation; but the ques- 
tion is, will this proposition tend in any way to 
produce that elevation, when the young men have 
no assurance of employment, and by the nature 
of the thing cannot have? And if any one of them 
should be appointed a consul, it would be with 
the distinct understanding that he should go out 
of office at the next presidential election. You 
secure no permanency by that. 

Indecd the whole subject ‘could not be better 
illustrated than by one of Peter Pindar’s poetical 
anecdotes. Itis related thata good widow brought 
her boy to London to select a trade to which he 
was to'be apprenticed. She gave him a week to 
look about the city everywhere to selest the em- 

loyment. At the end of the week he returned to 
fis mother and told her that he had coneluded to 
be bound apprentice to the king. He had looked 
around, and that was the best employment he 
could find in the city. [Laughter.] Now, where 
is the ludicrousness of the anecdote? Simply that 
you cannot make an apprentice into a king; you 
never could and never would; and there is exactly 
the absurdity of this proposition. You propose 
to make a young man an apprentice to a consul- 
ship which he can never get,and if he should get 
it he could never hold it. ` 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Jam sure the Senator from 
Vermont does not desire that the public interest 
should be sacrificed for thesake ofajoke, I would 
not add a word to the discussion which has taken 
place on this subject if I did not feel that there 
was a necessity for something to be done in be- 
half of our present consular system. I consider 
that there is a necessity for it. No one will dis- 
pute that it is our duty and our interest to keep 
up an efficient consular system abroad; the de- 
mands of commerce require it. There can be no 
question upon that subject. Under the present 
system of salaries granted to our consuls abroad, 
an efficient consular system cannot be kept up. 
I think I am justified in making this declaration 
by the evidence and the facts which have been 
laid before the Committee on Commerce on this 
subject. Why, sir, I think Iam not wide of the 
truth when J state that some twenty or thirty of 
our consuls at important points have laid before 
the State Department applications, which have 
been submitted to us, for an increase of their sal- 
aries, showing by actual statements and figures 
that they cannot remain in their present posts to 
serve the country, no matter how anxious they 
were originally to obtain them, upon the salaries 
now given to them by the Government. They 
show by. actual statements of the expense of liv- 
ing, of the amountof house rent, and the expense 
ofemploying additional clerks that several of them 
do not receive a dollar more than is sufficient to 
pay their expenses; and yet they are required, to 
a certain extent, to keep up the credit of their 
Government abroad, and to entertain travelers 
and citizens of the country who may reach the 
different places where they are stationed. 

This evil has grown so extensive that, since the 
present Administration has come into power, not- 
withstanding the anxiety on the part of politicians 
to obtain these positions, we have confirmed as 
many as three different consuls to the same place 
in consequence of resignations growing out of the 
inability of these men to maintain themselves in 
the positions which they so eagerly desired. Al- 

though we had a rush for these appointments 
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when the Administration came in, the rush has 
been almost as great to get rid of some of them. 
_ Mr. GRIMES. Will the Senator allow me to 
inquire whether any of these clerks are likely to 
be assigned to these poor consuls who resign? 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Iam not prepared to say 
where they are to be assigned; but in many in- 
stances I know that such has been the case in re- 
gard to resignations. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator will allow me to 
ask if he does not think it would be more credit- 
able to raise at once the salaries of our consuls, 
who are so poorly paid that they cannot subsist, 
than to put it in the hands of the Secretary of 
State to determine for us to what particular con- 
suls these clerks shall be assigned? 

Mr.TEN EYCK. Mr. President, ifthe Senator 
from Iowa had kept his patience for one moment 
—I do not complain of his question—he would 
have had my answer to the question he proposed 
to me without the query being put. I was about 
to put a question myself to the Senator. Under 
this state of facts what is to be done? That is 
the practical question. Are we to increase the 
salaries ofall these consulsand enable them to em- 
ploy clerks and to meet these expenses, or are we 
to suffer the salaries to remain as they are, and by 
the appointment of these consular pupils, who 
are to act in the capacity of clerks, enable them 
to remain in their positions, and secure to us more 
efficient service for the benefit of the Government 
at large in those positions? It appeared to the 
committee that the latter was the better course, 
and the most judicious and advisable; thatit would 
be better to appoint twenty or twenty-five consu- 
lar clerks or pupils, to be educated to the perform- 
ance and discharge of those particular duties, than 
to increase the salaries of the consuls themselves, 
whoare political appointees for but a short period 
of time, and who, when they reach their positions, 
instead of educating have to be educated them- 
selves in the performance of their duties. 

That is the way in which 1 understand the 
question. I cannot add a word to what was so 
well said by the Senator from Massachusetts yes- 
terday and by the Senator from Maine to-day on 
the subject of havingan educated trained body of 
men for the performance of this duty as well as 
for the performance of any other duty. It seems 
to. me the anecdote of the Senator from Vermont 
would strike at any system based upon the same 
reasoning that this amendment is based upon. 
The argument is, that because persons desire to 
be bound to the king, and all cannot be made 
efficient if they should be bound to the king, 
therefore no person whatever is to be educated 
for the performance of a particular branch ofduty 
so important to the Government as this is! 

We think this plan of having consular pupils 
is a better one. We think that these men, in the 
absence of the consul, and on the arrival of anew 
consul, being educated and qualified for the per- 
formance of their duty, will be of more importance 
than an increase of the salary of these consuls, 
tobechanged, perhaps, by every Administration, 
and not qualified for the discharge of their duties. 

It did not appear to the committee that there 
could be any objection on the score of expense. 
It scems to me that the objection with respect to 
the expense is not a good one in either aspect of 
the case. We must increase the salaries of the 
consuls or we must furnish them with clerks. 
We cannot otherwise get along with this branch 
of the publie service. Owing to existing rules 
and regulations, as has been well said, the con- 
sular system is a paying institution. There has 
been within the last year returned from fees col- 
lected abroad by these consuls perhaps enough, 
or nearly enough, to pay the expense of their sal- 
aries; so that it does not matter in that point of 
view whether we increase the salary of the con- 
sul himself and let him hire his clerks, to pick up 
raw handsand take them with him when he sails, 
or gather them abroad, or whether we pay the 

_ salaries of twenty-five consular pupils. Itseemed 
to the committee that the money thus required to 
be paid in addition would be better appropriated, 
and would be more to the interest of the Govern- 
ment, in the employment of consular pupils than 
by its being thrown into the hands of the consuls 
themselves to be appropriated in any way they 
see fit. We thought that the State Department 
could select proper and suitable persons to be ap- 
pointed to these places, who, by reason of their 
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duties and the unlikelihood of their being subject 


to political changes, would render better service | 


to the country than-would be obtained under any 
other system. : 

Having said this, and having taken justso much 
time as I thought necessary to submit the prac- 
tical view of the case, involving dollars and cents 
as well as the faithful discharge of duty, I sub- 
mit the matter to the consideration ‘of the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have received a com- 


-munication, addressed to me as chairman of the 


Committee on Finance, from the Secretary of State 


-on this subject, and, with the leave of the Senate, 


I will send it to the desk to be read by the Sec- 
retary. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WASHINGTON, March 16, 1864. 

Sır: Referring to my communication addressed to you 
on the 7th of January jast, and in view of the amendment 
whieh has been offered by you, at.the instance of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, to restore the provisions of law which 
formerly authorized, as an important part of the consular 
system, the appointment of consular pupils, E beg leave to 
invite your attention to the consular convention between 
the United States and France, and also to the regulations 
for the government of consular pupils prescribed by the 
President of the United States, at the recommendation of 
Mr. Secretary Marcy, under the authority conferred by the 
twenty-second section of the diplomatic and consular act 
of August 18, 1856. 

In the consular convention above mentioned, which was 
negotiated by Mr. Everett, one of the most distinguished 
of iny predecessors, whose experience in the diplomatic 
service of the United States had made him well acquainted 
with the wants of the consular service, the term ‘ consular 
pupils” (les élèves consuls) first occurs in our diplomatic 
history. Itwas provided by the convention that “ consular 
pupils shall enjoy the same personal privileges and im- 
munities as consuls general, consuls, vice consuls, or con- 
sular agents. 

“In case of death, indisposition, or absence of the latter, 
the chansellors, secretaries, and consnlar pupils attached 
to their otħces, shalt be entitled to discharge ad interim 
the duties of their respective posts; and shall enjoy while 
thus acting the prerogatives granted to the incumbents. 

«c The respective consuls general, consuls, vice consuls, 
or consular agents, as well as their consular pupils, chan- 
ecltors, and secretaries, shall enjoy in the two counties all 
the other privileges, exemptions, and immunities which 
may atany future time be granted to the agents of the same 
rank of the most favored nation.’? 

This convention has been declared, by a competent Eng- 
lish writer, to he the most complete consular convention 
ever concluded,’ * * = =* = * «and likely to be 
taken as a precedent for future treattes on the same sub; 
ject.” 

You will observe that in the regulations for the govern- 
ment of consular pupils, who must be citizens of the Uni- 
ted States, prescribed after the negotiation of the convention 
with France, and the passage ofthe law above mentioned, 
provision is made for the examination of candidates prior 
to appointment by a board to consist of three examiners, 
one of them to be the Assistant Sceretary of State ; the mode 
of examination, the subjects on which the pupils are to be 
examined, also the elericat and other duties of such pupils, 
are carefully indicated. ‘hey are expected to “ prepare or 
eopy such portions of the consular correspondence with the 
Department, and such official returns and reports as the 
principal consular officer may direct, so as to enable the De- 
partment to judge of their ability, and also their improve- 
ment in consular duties, and their fitness for promotion in 
the consular service.’? 

Quarterly examinations of the pupils, especially in the 
Turkish and Chinese languages, are required, and reports 
are to be made by the consular officer to whom these pu- 
pis are subject, of the results of such examinations. The 
last section of the chapter of the regulations upon this sub- 
ject is so comprehensive that I quote it entire: 

“ Diligence in the discharge of their consular duties, obe- 
dience to the instructions of the consular officer to whose 
consulate they are assigned, a courteous bearing toward 
all persons having business with the consulate, uprightness 
of conduct in all respects, will be expected from consular 
pupils. Disobédience, neglect of duty, the abuse of their 
credit in pecuniary transactions, or exceptionable moral 
conduct, will be followed by the revocation of theircommis- 
sions. Consular pupils possessing the requisite qualifica- 
tions, and exhibiting an aptitade for the consular service, 
who have been faithful in the performance of their conswar 
duties, will from time to time be recommended to the Presi- 
dent for promotion.” 

Other nations, especially Great Britain and France, have 
found in the extension of their commercial intercourse, the 
advantage of training up such a class of public officers. At 
the present time Gyeat Britain has in China alone seven- 
teen student interpreters, officers correspontling with our 
title of consular pupils, fifteen assistants, and four inter- 
preters; in Siam two student interpreters, two assistants, 
and one interpreter; in Japan six student interpreters, six 
assistants, and five interpreters. From time to tire pro- 
motions are made from the class of student interpreters into 
that of assistants, and afterwards of interpreters. Thus, 
Mr. Pedder, who is at the head of the list, was appointed 
student interpreter at Canton, February $7, 1848, assist 
aut July 1, 1851, interpreter March 12, 1855, and he is now 
acting consul at Amoy. 

{tis believed that if the authority he given to appoint 
consular pupils it will eventually lead to the discontinuance 
of the practice which has heretofore prevailed, although 
diseountenanced by the Department, of employing foreign 
clerks, who can be obtained at low rates of compensation, 
to assist in the discharge of consular duties. The abuses 
growing out of this course led one of my predecessors, 


act, and consular clerks only employed who.owe al 


Governor Marcy, to issue: a regulation that <whete itis” 
practicable, no other than. citizens of the, United. States 
areto be intrusted with the performance of any consular - 
Negiance 
to this Government; the records of: the United States'com- 
mitted to the charge of consuls are. to. be-kept.from the 
rusal ofall aliens.” wep hee a 

“Tn my opinion,” said Mr. Hawthorne, the Jate consul 

at Liverpool, “ the whole staff of clerks shouldbe appoint- 
ed, not by the consul, but by the State Department, of which 
they should be the servants, and not removable by the;con- 
sul except on grounds approved by the Secretary af St 
With clerks of my own selection, L would engage to 
mit defaleations tothe extent of at least one-half of the ré- 
ceipts of the office, without the possibility of proof.against 
me.. No man ought to be exposed to.so great a temptation 
as'this. Many men will certainly yield to it; and those 
who do not yield will find it difficult tomake their integrity 
manifest. I may remark also that the consular business 
requires special instruction and familiarity. with it.” 
_ Asan illustration of the truth of this-statement, I beg 
leave to refer to the printed report of the Fifth Auditor, 
dated November 29, 1861, in which he stated that the imme- 
diate suceessor to Mr. Hawthorne in the consulate at Liver- 
pool “ beeamea large defaulter to the Government, spent all 
the funds he could reach, neglected the payment of claims 
for food, clothing, and medical attendance of our:sick and 
destitute seamen, and by a course of plunder and profligacy 
unequaled in dur consular history contracted public ‘and 
private debts which probably exceeded two hundred thou- 
sand dollars.?? Such a course of proceeding could not have 
been conducted for years had the office been provided with 
a clerk or pupil, appointed by the President and responsible 
to this Department. i 3 EERE 

By way of contrast I may state that the present consul 
at the same port, Mr. Dudley, paid into the 'Freasury Jast 
year (1863) $19,908 58, the amount of consular fees col- 
jected by him. During the same period there was paid by 
masters of vessels into the consulate, on account of extra 
wages for seamen discharged, the sum of $50,915 22, of 
which the sum of $1,561 81 only was paid for the relief of 
seamen, and $32,270 73 paid to the seamen on whose ac- 
count the same had been exacted, leaving a balance of 
$18,644 49, which has been fully accounted for, belonging 
to the Government. à 

It has been suggested that intelligent, well-educated 
young men, if appointed consular pupils will not. continue 
long in the consular service. To this objection the reply 
may be made that during the whole period of their service 
they are not being simply educated at the public expense, 
but are rendering, in the clerical duties which they perforin, 
a full equivalent for the compensation which they receive, 
Even if ‘they retire from the consular service their educa- 
tion is not lost to the country, and from time to time it will 
be found hereafter that they will be selected to fill import- 
ant positions abroad in the diplomatic and consular ser- 
vice, in consequence of their practical acquaintance with 
commercial questions and their knowledge of the Jangnage 
and customs of the people amoug whom they may be sent 
to represent the United States. - aii 

In fact, however, the instanceseven now are not unfre- 
quent when young men entering the’ diplomatic and con- 
sular service have made themselves so useful as tobe con- 
tinued through all Administrations of Government. k 

The secretary of Jegation and dragoman of the United 
States at Constantinople went thither a mere youth, with 
Commodore Porter, our first diplomatic representative át 
the Porte, and has been continued there ever since o i 

Every consul general appointed: to Havana has found it 
indispensable to retain the services of Mr, Savage, as vice 
consul general, at the rate of $2,000 per annum, which is 
paid by the consul genetal from his own compensation. 
Mr. Savage entered the consulate nearly twenty years. ago 
a nere copying clerk; and for nearly half the time during 
the last ten years has efficiently and judiciously performed 
the responsible and delicate duties of that important post. 

Consul W. H. Vesey commenced his consular service 
nearly forty years ago as a copying clerk in the consulate 
at Havre. After aterm of service therehe was transferred 
to the St. Ubes, in the capacity of consul, and thence suc- 
cessively to the more important consulates of Lisbon, Ant- 
werp, and Havre; and lastly to Aix-la-Chapelle, the most 
important consulate in Prussia. . 

‘Ihese instances, and others which might be mentioned, 
which are exceptional under the present defective system, 
will, it is believed, become the rule when it is seen that 
the consular service really offers a career in which the com- 
pensation, though moderate, is certain, and the position re- 
spectabile and useful. | 

In my former communication I adverted to the increase 
of labor and expense which is now required from consals 
through the system of triplicate invoices. Notwithstand- 
ing this, however, I bave carefully abstained from recom- 
mending any increase of the consular compensation, judg- 
ing it proper, in the present exigencies of the Treasury, 
that provision should be limited to such incidental relief as 
might be given by the appointment of consular pupils or 
clerks at those consulates where the labor has been made 
the greatest. 

The chief value of the system of triplicate invoices, by 
which more than one hundred thousand dollars will be di- 
reetly paid into the Treasury of the United States from the 
increase of consular fees from this source alone, aside from 
the protection which it gives to the revenue in preventing 
undervaluation, depends, as stated by the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, “ upon the integrity of the consular seal and cer- 
tificate, which should be put beyond all possible question, 
or the provisions of the act of 3d of March, 1863, may be 
defeated.” p 

The employment in the consulates as chief clerks of ed- 
ucated young men, holding allegiance to the United States, 
in prefercnee to aliens, will go very far toward ihe accom 
plishment of the obiecis contemplated by the at A 

aye the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
ap arid ds 2 WILLIAM H. SEWARD. 
Hon. Wirum Prrr Frssenpen, Chairman of the Com 


mittee on Finance, United States Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ia on 


_ March 16, 


agreeing: tothe amendment ofthe Senator from 
Towa to the amendment of thè committees > 
‘Theamendment tothe amendmest was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now. 
is‘on'the amendment of the committee. 
“Mr. COLLAMER.. On that question 
to have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

< Mri SHERMAN: I shall detain the Senate 
buta moment or two in expressing my views on 
this-subject, Iwas a member of the House of 
Representatives when this subject was there fully 
considered, and the debate made quite an impres- 
sion on my mind. The consular bill was pre ared 
by Më- Marey; L believe, and passed the House 
without debate and withoutareading. That was 
in the summer of 1856. In the appropriation bills 
-the following winter there was an appropriation 
made for consular, pupils, and the question arose 
for the. first time in that House upon this appro- 
priation.. It was discussed at some length, quite 
a nuniber of members taking part in the discus- 
sion, and:after full deliberation the appropriation 
was stricken out by avery large vote. An amend- 
ent was offered in the Senate to insert it, and 
after considerable discussion the amendment was 
rejected and the appropriation failed; and a sec- 
ond section was adopted and added to the bill re- 
pealing the old law. So the consular pupils have 
never been adopted as a part of our system. 

. The chief part of the communication just read 
from the Secretary of State refers to the regula- 
tions in regard.to United States consuls. Those 


kdesire 


regulations were prepared immediately after the. 


passage of the law and before the repeal of that 
provision of it~. There is no reference in those 
regulations to consular pupils except in one sec- 
tion, in which it is said that the same laws shall 


govern'the intercourse and rights and duties of 


consuls, consular clerks, and consular pupils. 
There i3. no other reference made to them except 
inthe one section which was read by the Senator 
from Maine yesterday, 
“In my view of it, this is simply a mode of rais- 
ing the salaries of our consuls abroad. 1 remem- 
ber when this Administration came into power 
we were all ran down by ex-members of Con- 
ress, by retired politicians, by persons who had 
istinguished themselves ay active political agents 
in the different States, who were very desirous to 
get consulates because they were the best paid 
offices under the Government, ‘The argument that 
is so often made for the increase of salaries docs 
not apply to consuls, because their salaries are 
paid in gold; they do not suffer from the deprecia- 
tion of paper moncy; and the consuls are now as 
well paid as any other officers of the Government. 
The Secretary of State alludes to the fact that 
Mr.. Tucker proved to be a great defaulter. That 
very consul received the highest salary paid to 
any consul.abroad. So if there is any inference 
to be drawn from the instance of Mr. Tucker, it 
certainly is against high salaries. Ele was con- 
sül at Liverpool, if I remember aright, and he re- 
ceived $7,500.a year, the largest sum paid to an 
consul abroad, and yet that was not sufficient, it 
seems, 
Mr. SUMNER.. Ele was a bad character, as 
the Senator. knows very well. ` 
Mr. SHERMAN. "Phen why is that particu- 


Jar case cited here and made the basis of an argu- ; 


ment? — 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator had un- 
derstood the communication; he would have seen 
that the argument was simply that these consular 
pupils or clerks would be recognized as a part of 
the system with the rights appertaining to consuls, 
and that having been brought up in the office or 
been put into the office they would have a definite 


position, and that frauds cannot be committed į 


without their knowledge, and that, if properly se- 


lected, they would formacheck. Instead ofhaving | 


foreigners and persons who are merely hired by 
the consul himself and dependent on him, these 
pupils or clerks being officers of the Government, 
and paid by the Government, would form a check 
on dishonest consuls, and frauds could not be per- 
petrated without their knowledge, and in some 
eases the Government might be spared from in- 
stances such as was that of Mr. Beverly Tucker. 
That is the argument. 
Mr.SHERMAN, Itseemsto me that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has already answered thatsuf- 
. ficiently. These consular pupils would be no 


crease of pay, [ know, but that in a great measure 
grows out of the fact that they are unfitted for 
their office by their previous habitsand education. 
I have no doubt that gentlemen familiar with com- 
merce, men competent to perform the duties of 
consuls, might be selected for their merits alone 
and sent to these different places and perform the 
duties of consuls well and faithfully. The trouble 
is that a great many of the men who are selected 
cannot perform any portion of the duties them- 
selves, but are compelled to rely on others, and 
therefure, perhaps, do not find their salaries suf- 
ficient.. 1 do not believe that this proposed in- 
crease of their salaries, for that is all it amounts 
to, will furnish the remedy. 

There is another reason. There is now a strong 
inclination to bring up all the old exploded prop- 
ositions of the last ten or fifteen years; and with 
the exception of the Cherokee claim | believe 
nearly every one of them, in some form or other, 
is before Congress now. I think we ought to re- 
sist any new expenditure now above all other 
times. If the Committee on Commerce will re- 
port a system of increased fees to be levied upon 
our commerce abroad so as to make the consular 
system pay its own way, it would be well enough 
to give these officers additional compensation if 
it shall become necessary; but until that is done, 
1, for ono, will not vote for any increased compen- 
gation to these officers. ‘The idea of calling them 
“ consular pupils” is derived from the old law. I 
think they will be very poorly taught. Our con- 
suls abroad are scarcely fit to teach them, Lknow 
two or three consuls abroad who are very excel- 
lent officers. I know a gentleman from Maine 
who is consul at London who undoubtedly, from 
his education, from his long habits as a commer- 
cial man, being an excellent merchant, is an ex- 
cellent consul. But there are many of our con- 
suls abroad who do not know anything more 
about the laws of commerce, the laws of finance, 
and the Jaws of trade, than any othergood, plain, 
country county-court lawyer in the West. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I shall claim the Sena- 
tor’s vote for this amendment by his own admis- 
sion. He says that if the Committee on Com- 
merce will getupa scheme by which the consular 
system shall be self-sustaining he will vote for it. 
That is preciscly what the Committee on Com- 
merce did one year ago. By the new system of 
triplicate certificates, over one hundred thousand 
dollars per annum has been added tothe consular 
receipts abroad, and the consular system to-day, 
if not self-sustaining, is very nearly so, and will 
be so in a time of peace from its own receipts. 

The Senator says that the consuls are paid in 
gold. That is true, but they collect that gold. 
The gold in which they are paid they receive 
themselves from the fees paid into their office. Tt 
does not come from the Treasury of the United 
States. 

The Senator says that the consuls are the best 
paid of any officers in the service of the Govern- 
ment. If he will read the mass of papers in the 
room of the Committee on Commerce, he will 
find that there is scarcely a single consul of the 
United States who receives in the way of salary 
his subsistence to-day. Take, for example, the 
consul at Manchester, who receives §2,000a year 
salary and $200 office rent. The actual expenses 


lof his office are more than the whole receipts. 


Under the old system, the consul at Manchester 
ran the Government in debt $1,000 per annum. 
Under the new system that consulate pays $15,000 


| per annum into the Treasury of the United States. 


At Lyons the same thing is true, though not to 
so great an extent, The labor of the consuls bas 
been in many cases quadrupled, and in the case 
of the Manchester consulate increased more than” 
one hundred fold. The compensation was estab- 


A 


lished. under. the old system while the labor was 


mense. 
that he is now compelled to employ two clerks 
and needs a third, whereas, under the old system, 
Ñe could do afl the business himself. In all our 
consular establishments the labor has been im- 
mensely increased, and the system is. becoming 
self-sustaining. J trast the Senator from Ohio 
will carry out his pledge and vote for the. amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I kno a little more 
about the receipts from consuls than the Senator 
from Michigan does. The system is not self- 
sustaining by a good many dollars. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I said very nearly so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, itis not very nearly 
so, as the Senator will find on examination. Un- 
doubtedly the system adopted a year ago docs 
bring inabout one hundred thousand dollars more 
than we received before. I think the Secretary 
so estimates. Stil the consular system is very 
far from being self-sustaining. ‘That additional 
sum is paid in at a very few ports. The one 
named by the.Senator, Manchester, I belicve does 
show a very large increase of receipts; but on his 
motion, I think we have already raised the com- 
pensation of the consul at Manchester. The in- 
creased receipts, [ think, are confined toa few lead- 
ing ports where a great number of, entries of ex- 
portations to this country are made. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘It is wherever we pur- | 
chase and have shipments made, because all in- 
voices are now required to be in triplicate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator knows that 
the great body of our importations are from com- 
paratively few ports. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is not confined to afew 
ports, becduse we import from a great many. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The regulation is extensive, 
of course, but the importations into this country 
are from comparatively few ports. The system 
is not self-sustaining. Where there are special 
cases in regard to particular consulates, where 
there are facts showing that the salary ought. to 
be increased for any reason, we have done it; and 
I will here remark thatthe salaries of a large num- 
ber, and I think a considerable majority, of the 
consuls have been increased since the passage of 
the act of 1856. 'Thatis not so in regard to some 
of the leading consulates, but the salaries of a ma- 
jority of the consuls have been increased, and 
very many of them have been transferred from 
the list of fee consulates to that of salary consul- 
ates, & 

Mr. FESSENDEN. In many of those cases 
we have made money by the transfer, the fees 
amounting to more than the salary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not complain of it. I 
only mention it to show that there is no illiber- 
ality in regard to this matter; that where the facts 
show that the salary of a consul ought to be in- 
creased we have done it. I believe this system 
will simply put into the service of the Govern- 
ment abroad twenty-five young men, ata salary 
in paper money, because that is our standard here, 
of $1,620, at a time when they can serve their 
country better in the Army of the United States 
if they are fit for the position to which they are 
to be assigned, ' 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I am unwill- 
ing to occupy the time of the Senate; but as the 
Senator from Vermont did me the honor to crit- 
icise what | said last evening, perhaps the Senate 


| will pardon me if] make a very few words of 


reply. I listened to that distinguished Senator 
carefully-—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator from 
Massachusetts goes on, I trust that he will allow 
me to refer to the figures as to the matter in dis- 
pute between the Senator from Michigan and my- 
self. I have now before me the finance report, 
which shows that the amount of salaries paid to 


: i : ae bs 
our consuls, including exchange, is $405,400 37, 


and the amount of fees received $152,982 94, leay-’ 
ing a balance of abouttwo hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator need only 
refer to the bill under consideration, which appro- 
priates for consuls, including the consular pupils, 
$477,500. The amount of fees received, accord- 
ing to the calculation, will be about two hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


I was saying that I listened 
carefully to what fell from the Senator from Ver- 
mont, as we always listen to him; and that, so far 
as I understood, it resolved itself "into two argu- 
ments—one founded on a misapprehension and 
the other founded ona jest, 1 address myself to 
those two arguments in their order, and first to the 
argument of the Senator founded on a misappre- 
hension. . 

The Senator attributed to me something cer- 
tainly which L never intended to say, and which 
I believe I did nôt say. He attributed to me an 

‘argtment that under the existing statute there 
was a contract, express or implied, between the 
Government and consuls to the effect that these 
consular pupils should be appointed. $ 

Mr. COLLAMER. I said no such thing. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understood the Senator’s 
argument to go to that extent. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I did not suggest that the 
thing resolved itself into a contract in any way. 
I never intimated a word of that kind. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understood the Senator to 
use the term * contract,” 

Mr. COLLAMER. I did not; nor did I say 
that the gentleman had intimated such a thing. 

Mr. SUMNER. As Iunderstood the Senator, 
he attributed to me this argument: that { had in- 
sisterl that, under the existing statute, consuls 
when they entered into the service had a right to 
expect the appointment of these pupils; and he 
at least intimated, if he did not assert, that I 
scemed to recognize something in the nature of a 
contract, 

Mr. COLLAMER, Isaid no such thing. I 
said that [ understood the gentleman’s argument 
to be tlt the pupils were a part of the original 
system contained in the law, and that the salaries 
of consuls which were fixed in that law were 
fixed with reference to the appointment of these 
pupils, as well as to other things. 

Mr. SUMNER. That was my argument. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I said that was the gen- 
tleman’s argument. E said, however, that that 
argument could hot apply to this case, because, 
in point of fact, the consuls now appointed had 
been appointed after that section was repealed. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; it comes back 
then to where } placed it, that the Senator attrib- 
uted to me an argument that we are bound as by 
a contract to these consuls, by an understanding, 
by an arrangement, by something or other—that 
weare bound to these consuls, I neverintended 
to suggest any such thing, nor do I think that I 
said anything from which that idea could be de- 
duced, All.that I did say—this is my answer to 
the Scnator—was that when the statate was ori- 
ginally prepared, the provision for consular pu- 
pils was an essential part of it; that it was in the 
nature ofa complement to the other part relating 
to the consular salaries, and that when the part 
relating to consular pupils was struck out, the 
uniformity and completeness and harmony of the 
system was impaired. ‘That was what I said, 
and my argument was that it was our duty now 
to restore the statute to its original character, or | 
otherwise we should be obliged to enter perhaps 
upon an indefinite system of raising consular sal- 
aries, because the original salaries were graduated 
with reference to the existence of this system of 
consular pupils. So far as the Senator attributed 
to me anything diffurent from this, ke was under ! 
a misapprehension. 

But the other argument of the Senator, as I! 
said, was founded on a jest. It was an excellent 
jest; L enjoyed it; but the Senator will pardon 
me if I say that 1 do not think it was entirely | 
applicable to the case. Was it applicable at all? 
Can any one doubt that consular pupils entering 
into this system may reasonably expect prefer- 
ment under the Government? I know weil that 
political considerations may interfere. They in- 
terfere in every walk of life. Will they interfere 
in this walk of life more than in othe There 
will be an honorable avenue opened before them, 
and even sbould there be impediments such as 
the Senator imagines, I do not find in those any | 
sufficient reason for us now to hesitate in adopting | 
the proposed system, Let us make a beginning; | 
and if it is found to work badly, we can change it. | 
The endcavor is in the right direction, and that is | 


i 
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enough. Because a youth may not be the appren- 
tice of a king, it does not follow that he may not 
bethe apprentice of an American consul. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The questionison 
concurring in the amendments made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ycas 20, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Conness, Cowan, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Harris, Howard, Howe, Lane 
of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
‘Trumbuli, Van Winkle, Willey, and Wilson—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buckalew, Clark, Collamer, 
Foster, Grimes, Ifarding, Harlan, Hendricks, Johnson, 
Lane of Indiana, Powell, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sherman, and 
Wade—l6é. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I should like to have the 
Senate now act on the corresponding amendment, 
which is an additional section to the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendment 
will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Src. — And be it further enacted, That the second sec- 
tion ofan act entitled “An act making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1858, approved Feb- 
ruary 7, 1857, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like now to have 
a separate vote upon the three amendments pro- 
posed by the Committee on Commerce increasing 
the salaries of consuls, J make the request be- 
cause I want some information on the subject, 
which I believe the committee are now prepared 
to give. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Chair 
will put the question on concurring in all the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole, 
except those which have been designated by the 
Senator from Maine for a separate vote. 

The amendments were concurred in, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The first amend- 
ment upon which a separate vote is requested is: 

And the salary of the consul at Nassau shal! be $4,000, 
to commence at the close of the present fiscal year, 

Mr. MORRILL. I propose to amend that 
amendment by adding at the close of it the words 
“during the present rebellion.’? 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, The question now | 


is on concurring in this amendment as amended. 

Mr. MORRILL, On the question of increasing 
the salary of the consul at Nassau the evidence 
consists of a communication from the Secretary 
of State asking for it, and a very fall statement 
from the consul himself, in which he states the 
additional duties which have been imposed on him 
by the recent act of Congress requiring triplicate 
certificates, and states that a very 
of duty has been imposed upon him growing out 
of our present troubles. There is also a memo- 
rial addressed to the President of the United States 
by persons who sign themselves “ citizens. of the 
United States of America residing or visiting at 
Nassau, New Providence,” in which they cor- 
roborate this view of the case, and say that his 
duties.are very onerous, and particularly so at the 
present time, and that this position is very im- 
portant to the Government. 

Theré is another communication from the Sec- 
retary of State communicating a petition from 
persons who represent themselves as presidents 
of insurance companies, in which theywo very 
largely into the duties imposed on this consul and 
the expenses incident to them, and particularly 
the importance of the post, and all of them ask- 
ing that the salary may be increased, and repre- 
senting that in their judgment the interests of the 
service demand it. ` 

I believe this is substantially the statement of 
facts verified by these papers. They are quite 
lengthy, but if their reading be desired, 1 shall 
send them to the Chair to be read. | 

It will be scen that the proposed increase of 
salary is from $2,000 to $4,009 per annum; butit 
s limited—and such was the vote of the Commit- 
tec on Commerce—to the present condition of af- 
rs, during the rebellion. 1 
a very thorough examination, were induced to 
make this recommendation notwithstanding their 
general disposition not to increase salaries at all. 
We adopted that as a rule, and we adhered to it 
in every case rigidly, unless we believed that the 
facts would justify a departure from it. ‘This 


The committee, on | 


great amount | 


was a case where, upon the facts exhibited. by. 
the Secretary of State, as well as by representa- 
tions of American Citizens of charatter residing 
at that point, anda large number of responsible 
parties residing in the city of New York, the-effi- 
ciency of the service required an increase. “The 
committee yielded, and recommended this tempo- 
rary Increase of salary. I -will'send-the papers 
to the Chair, if itis desirable, that they: may be 
read.. : so CRE En 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 1 
jection; the papers will be read, 
The Secretary read, ag follows: 
$ DEPARTMENT OP STATE, 
WASHINGTON, January 19,1884; 
Sır: I have the honor to transmit herewith:a copy of a 
communication addressed to this Department by the pres- 
idents of insnranee companies in regard to the expediency 
of increasing the compensation provided by law for ihe con- 
sulate at Nassau, and the reply. of the Department. j 
The magnitude of the interests at stake and the import- 
ance of this post at the present time, in view of the oper- 
ations of the blockade-runners, make it my duty to present 
this subject for your consideration. 7 H 
T have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM H. SEWARD. 
Hon. Z. CHANDLER, Chairman of Committee on Commerce, 
United States Senate. ity S : 


f there’ be no ob- 


x 


New York, January; 1883: 

Sır: The commercial intercourse between the ports‘of 
the United States and Nassau is constant and important-— 
much more important than would be interred ‘from the 
amount of imports and exports. The number of vessels 
wrecked annually within the consulate of the Baliamas is 
larger thau iu any other American Consulate. "Phe annexed 
table shows the amount of sales of wrecked property sold 
at Nassau to have been $1,500,000 in four years, 

So important is this interest to marine insurance compa- 
nies that they have agentsresident at Nassau tò take charge 
of wrecked property, to whom avery much larger compen- 
sation is paid than is now. paid to the consul. $ 

Existing complications arising out ola state of rebellion 
render ourrelations with the population and British officials 
of Nassau’ delicate and embarrassed, demanding ‘an exer- 
cise of inteligence, good temper, moderation, and firmness 
on the part of the American consul. : 

During the continuance of the war, and so long as the 
motive to evade the blockade exists, important political sër- 
vices could be rendered hy the consul in collecting inform- 
ation valuable to the Government, provided the character 
and circumstances of the consul were sneh as to allow him 
a favorable social position among the cultivated and court- 
cous oflicers of her Majesty resident at Nassau. ` 

Possessing no political powers, the consul must rely on 
personal influence alone to be of service to his country be- 
yond the mere routine of office duties. His personalinfin- 
ence will depend on his intelligence, character, nid man- 
ners, and his ability to reciprocate in a respectable manner 
the social courtesies common at Nassau in the society of 
the Government officials. The consul should, therefore, 
be a man of education and polished mavners, with such 
firm but undemonstrative temperament as to enable him to 
avoid absolutely alt personal, violent, or indecorous. con- 
troversies. fis deportment should ‘be. such as to render 
him personally acceptable to the Governor and other ofii- 
cers. Even with ali these qualifications, he can do little 
for his Government unless he has the pecuniary ability 10, 
Inaintain a cretitable social position in the eirele of gentio- 
men with whom he has business- relations: 

The salary is, unfortunately, but $2,000 per annum, with- 
out any margin of fees or perquisites, while the incumbent 
is restrained from being beneficially futerested in any com- 
mercial business whatever. 

Lhe sary paid the agent of the underwriters is no more 
than suflicient to support him respeetably, and $2,000 is 
quite insufficient to enable a consul to live as he ought. 

‘Yo enable the consul to serve his country more effeetu- 
ally in the present important crisis, it bas occurred to us 
that he might have an increase of official powers and cam- 
pensations by a special commission from the Department 
of State or the President, giving a higher consideration in 
the estimation of the officials at Nassau. i 

The undersigned, believing that the public service, polit- 
ical as weil as commercial, would be benefited therchy, 
ask, if consistent with law and public policy, that the grade 
and character of the consulate of the Bahamas be lifted up 
and made more influential byt increase of rank, powers, 
and compensation, to the end tliat a person of talent and 
character may be enabled to accept the position. 

A. D. JONES, 
President Atlantic Mutual Iusurence Company. 
M. H. GRINNELL, 
President Sun Mutual Insurance Company, 
ALFRED OGDEN, 
Mount Orient Mutual Insurance Company. 
ELWOOD WALTER, 
President Mercantile Mutual Insurance Company. 
B. C. MORRIS, ; 
President Columbian Mutual Insurance Company. 
ALFRED EDWARDS, 
President Pacific Mutual Insurance Company. 
J. P. TAPPAN, 
President Neptune Insurance Company, 
A. W. WHIPPLE, 
President Washington Mutual Insurance Company. 
SAMUEL DRAKE SMITH, 
President Commercial Mutual Insurance Company: 
JOHN: H. EARLY, 
President New York Mutual Insurance Company. 
F. L. LATHROP, 
President Union Mutual Insurance Company. 
Hon. Wintiam H. Sewarp, Secretaryof Stateofthe United 
States, FVashington, D.C. 3 ý 


March 16. 
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DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
R WASHINGTON, March 14, 1863, 
GENTLEMEN: I have the honor to acknowledge the re- 

eeipt.of your communication in regard to the commercial 
intercourse between the United States and Nassau yind sug- 
gesting, in. view of the interests of American commerce, 
‘an incrense of the rank, powers, and compensation of the 
United States consul at that port, to the end that a person 
of talent and character may be enabled to accept the posi- 
tion of consul to that island.” 

To enable the Department to carry into effect your sug- 
gestions further legislation of Congress will be necded. 

Your communication will be taid before the Committees 
on Commerce at the next session of Congress. 

I am, gentleman, your obedient servant. 

WILLIAM ÎI. SEWARD. 

To Messrs. A. D. Jones, President Atlantic Mutual Insur- 
ance Company; M. H. Grinnell, President San Mutual In- 
surance Company; Ajfred Ogden, Mount Orient Mutual In- 
surance Company; Elwood Walter, President Mercantile 
Mutual Insurance Company; B.C. Morris, President Colum- 
bian Mutual Insurance Company; Alfred Edwards, Presi- 
dent Pacific Mutual Insurance Company; J. P. Tappan, 
President Neptune Insurance Company; A. W. Whipple, 
President Washington Mutual Insurance Company; Sam- 
uek Drake Smith, President Commercial Mutual Insurance 
Company; John H. Early, President New York Mutual In- 
surance Company ; F. L. Lathrop, President Union Mutual 
Insurance Company. 


To his Excellency ABRAHAM LINCOLN, President of the 

United States of America: 

Sim: The undersigned, citizens of the United States of 
America, residing or visiting at Nassau, New Providence, 
desire to represent to Congress, through you, the entire in- 
adequacy of the salary of the American consul at this port, 
and repeal ask that the same may be increased to at 
Jeast $4,000 per annum. 

Your Exceliency is aware that during the existing rebel- 
Hon no consulate has been of greater importanee and re- 
sponstbility than this. Day after day steamers laden with 
articles of necessity depart for the South, and in a very 
short time return Jaden with cotton. Powder, ball, and 
canuoirare sent from here to aid the rebellion. The bar- 
bor has become a place of refuge for the rebel armed ves- 
sels Florida, Georgiana, and Retribution. ‘The vexation, 
labor, and vigilance caused by all these things have reu- 
dered the position of consul by 10 means an enviable one. 

Aside from the present importance of the place, through 
its position as a neutral port in close proximity to a block- 
aded coast, Nassau bas of late years become a famous and 
favorite resort of invalids, who come here to escape the 
eold winter of the North. These are almost exclusively 
Americans, who desire and expect from their consul all 
proper and polite attention. ‘I'his, we assert from ourown 
knowledge of the expeuses of living, cannot be done upon 
the present salary, which will merely defray the necessary 
expcnse of the board of a consul and his wife at the most 
moderate rate consistent with ordinary respectability. 

Prices of every article of necessity have advanced to 
nearly double what they formerly were here, and no person 
can support the position of American consul with the dig- 
nity and hospitality required of the representative of a great 
nation for any less sum than four thousand dollars per an- 
num. 

We therefore respectfully pray that your Excellency will 
ask Congress to increase the salary of our consul at this 

“port, and, if proper, that before the meeting of Congress-a 
suitable allowance may be made to him. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ` 


‘And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, 
&e. 
Dated at Nassau, New Providence, Bahamas, March 14, 


1863. 
J. S. BOSWORTH, g 
New York city, Chief Justice of the Superior 
Court of the city of New York. 
R. S. CUSHMAN, Albany, New York. 
HENRY S. LEVERICH, 
Long Island, New York. 
F. GEBHARD SCHUCHARDT, - 
Long Island, New York. 
R. B. MINTURN, Jr, New York. — -~ 
HENRY SALISBURY, Jr., New York. 
JAMES A. WEBB, New Fork. 
A. B. McDONALD, Jr., New York city. 
JOHN Ss. HOWELL, 
Proprietor of Royat Victoria Hotel, Nassau, 
New Providence. 
GEORGE GERHAM, Buffalo, N.Y. 
R. G. MITCHELL, dr., New York city. 
JAMES HIGNES, New York city. 
A. W. LANGDON, Geneva, New York, 
CHARLES JACKSON, . 
Agent New York Underwriters. 
EPES SARGENT, Calais, Maine. 
JAMES B. SMITH, New York city. 


The amendment, as amended, was concurred in. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Thenext reserved 


amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

The salary of the consul at Lyons shall be $2,000, to 
commence after the close of the present fiscal year. 

Mr. MORRILL. This is an increase of $500, 
and the circumstances in regard to this are not 


r. FESSENDEN. Itison the same footing 
with Manchester, I suppose. 
Mr. MORRILL. 
with Manchester. ; 
The amendment was concurred in. 


” The next reserved amendment was as follows: 


And the salary of the consul at Manchester shall be 
$3,000, to commence after the close of the present fiscal 
year. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole have all been 
concurred in. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to move an amendment as 
an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the office of commercial 
agentat Hakadadi, Japan, may, atthe discretion of the Sec- 
retary of State, be changed to that of consul, to be classed 


with consuls other than those named in schedules B and C 
in the act approved August 18, 1856. 


I will state the effect of this proposition ina few 
words. The consular officer at that port now is 
only a commercial agent, and he represents that 
the class of officers from other countries at that 
place outrank him; they are consuls. The object 
is to give him the rank and position of consuls 
from other countries at that place, and the amend- 
ment is designed to change it in no other respect 
whatever. Itis simply to change the name at the 
discretion of the Secretary of State. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


temporary in their character as in the other case. 


It is on the same footing 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate tothe bill of the House 
(No. 50) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1865. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to the first and third 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 37) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to anticipate the payment of interest 
on the public debt, and had agreed to the second 
amendment of-the Senate, with an amendment; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message also announced that the President 
of the United States had approved and signed, on 
the 14th instant, the following acts: 

An act (H. R. No. 116) in relation to univer- 
sity lands in Washington Territory; and 
An act (H. R. No. 156) to supply deficiencies. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced thatthe Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolution; which 
thereupon received the signature ofthe Vice Presi- 
dent: : - 

A bill (H. R. No. 50) making-appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1865; 

A joint resolution (H, R. No. 43) authorizing 
the settlement of the accounts of J. N. Carpen- 
ter, a paymaster in the United’States Navy; and 

A bill (S. No. 158) in addition to an act to 
amend the laws relating to the Post Office Depart- 
ment, approved March 3, 1863. Pa 


INTEREST ON THE PUBLIC DEBT. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I ask that the gold bill, 
which has come back from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with a slight amendment to which there 
is no objection, may be taken up and acted on. 
I move to take it up. ` 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the second amendment of 
the Senate to the joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury toan- 
ticipate the payment of interest on the public debt, 
and for other purposes. 

The amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives was to add to the second amendment of the 
Senate the following words: 

Provided, That the obligation to create the sinking fund, 
according to the act of February 25, 1862, shall not be im- 
paired thereby. 

The amendment to the amendment was con- 
curred in. 


MASONIC HALL ASSOCIATION. 


On motion of GRIMES, the bill (S. No. 130) 
for acharter of Masonic Hall Association in Wash- 
ington city, District of Columbia, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides that B. B. French, of the Grand En- 
campment of the United States of America, K. 
T.; Robert McMurdy, of the General Grand R. 
A. Chapter of the United States; George C. Whit- 
ing, of the Grand Consistory of the 8. P. R. S., 
thirty-second degree, A.A. R.; E. L. Stevens, of 
Osiris Lodge of Perfection, No. 1, A. A. R; Z. 
D. Gilman, of Washington Commandery, No. 1, 
K.T.; W. P. Partello, of Columbia Command- 
ery, U. D. K. T; W. M. Smith, of Columbia 
R. A. Chapter, No. 15; W. G. Parkhurst, of 
Washington R. A. Chapter, No. 16; James 
Steelle, of Mount Vernon R. A. Chapter, No, 20; 
C. F. Stansbury, of the Grand Lodge of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; Joseph W. Nairn, of Federal 
Lodge, No. 1; N. Acker, of Lebanon Lodge, Na. 
7; C. Kioman, of New Jerusalem Lodge, No.9; 
J. B. Turton, of Hiram Lodge, No. 10.; T. J. 
Fisher, of Saint John’s Lodge, No. 11; L. Gas- 
senheimer, of National Lodge, No. 12; J. Van 
Riswick, of Washington Centennial Lodge, No. 
14; J.C. McGuire, of B. B. French Lodge, No. 
15; F. L. Harvey, of Dawson Lodge, No. 16; J. 
W. D. Gray, of Harmony Lodge, No. 17; T.M. 
Hanson, of Acacia Lodge, No. 18; N. D. Larner, 
of La Fayette Lodge, No. 19, of the Order of ' 
Free and Accepted Masons, of the District of Co- 
lumbia, recognized as a board of trustees repre- 
senting the several masonic bodies before named, 
be incorporated and made a body-politic and cor- 
porate, by the name of the Masonic Hall Asso- 
ciation of the District of Columbia, and by that 
name to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, 
in any court of Jaw or equity of competent juris- 
diction, and to have and use a common seal, and 
to change the same at pleasure, and be entitled to 
use and exercise all the powers, rights, and privi- 
leges incident to such corporation. 

This corporation is to be capable of taking and 
holding real and personal estate, which is never 
to be divided among the members of the corpora- 
tion, but descend to their successors, duly elected 
and appointed by the bodies they represent, for 
the promotion of the principles of the corporation 
and the benevolent purposes of the Order of Free 
and Accepted Masons which they represent. 
The capital stock is not to exceed the sum of 
$300,000, divided into shares of twenty dollars 
each, which is to be deemed personal property, 


in the appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1864. 


transferable in such manner as the constitution 
and by-laws of the corporation may direct. 
Within twenty days after the passage of this 
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act, the corporators named in the first section, or 
a majority of them, or if any refase or neglect to 
act, then a majority of the remainder, are to cause 
books of subscription to the capital stock of the 
corporation to be opened and kept open in such 
place and for a period to be fixed by the corpora- 
tion, public notice of which may be given by ad- 
vertisement or otherwise as the corporation may 
determine; and subscribers upon the books to the 
capital stock of the corporation are to be held to 
be stockholders; but every, subscriber is to pay, 
at the time of subscribing, such per ceñtum of the 
amount by him subscribed to the treasurer elected 
or appointed by the corporators as may be re- 
quired by the rules of the corporation, or his sub- 
scription will be null andvoid. Whon the books 
of subscription to the capital stock of the corpo- 
ration shall be closed, the corporators within 
twenty days thereafter are to call the first meeting 
of the stockholders of the corporation, to meet 
within ten days thereafter, for the choice of di- 
rectors, of which public notice shall be given for 
three days in two public newspapers published 
daily in Washington city, or by written personal 
notice to each stockholder, by the secretary or 
clerk of the corporation; and in all mectings of 
the stockholders cach share will entitle the holder 
to one vote, to be given in person or by proxy. 
The government and direction of the affairs of the 
company is to be invested ina board of directors, 
five in number, elected by the stockholders from 
among the corporators named in the first section, 
and their successors, elected or appointed by the 
masonic bodies they represent, who are to hold 
their office for one year and until others are duly 
elected and qualified to take their places as direct- 
ors; and the directors are to elect one of their 
number to be president of the board, who is also 
to be president of the company, and elect a sec- 
retary from among their own number, or from 
the board of trustees, who will also be secretary 
of the company, and they are also to choose a 
treasurer, who shall give bonds with surety to the 
company, in such sum as the directors may re- 
quire, for the faithful discharge of his trust. A 
majority of the directors will form a quorum for 
the transaction of business, and in case of a va- 
eancy in the board of directors by the death, 
resignation, or otherwise of any director, the va- 
cancy occasioned thereby will be filled by the re- 
maining direagors from among the board of trus- 
tees named in the first section, or their successors 
duly elected or appointed by the masonic bodies 
they represent, ‘Che directors are to have full 
power to make and prescribe such by-laws, rules, 
and regulations asxthey shall deem needful and 
proper for the dispositionand management of the 
stock, property, cstate, and effects ofthe company, 
notcontrary tothe charter or to the jaws of the Uni- 
ted States and the ordinances of Washington city, 
and are to have power to alter or amend the same 
as the interests of the company, in their opinion 
may require; and also to regulate the payment of 
interest upon the certificates of stock held by the 
stockholders, or the dividends that may accrue, 
and to provide for the redemption of the stock 
held by individuals, upon fairand equitable terms. 

It is also provided that the officers and mem- 
bers of the several masonic bodics named in the 
first section are created and mado, separately and 
individually, bodies-politic and corporate, and by 
their individual name, as given in the first section, 
to sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, in 
any court of law or equity of competent juris- 
diction, and be capable of taking and holding rea- 
and personal estate, and have and use cach acom- 
mon seal, and change the same at pleasure, and 
be entitied to useand exercise, separately and in- 
dividually, all the powers, rights, and privileges 
incident to such corporation, And those masonic 
bodies are to have power to make and prescribe 
such by-laws, rules, and regulations as they may 
deem needful and proper for the disposition and 
management of the stock, property, estate, and 
effects belonging to or held by the masonic body 
in its individual capacity, not contrary to the 
charter, or the laws of the United States, or the 
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amend the same as the interests of the masonic 
body, in its individual capacity, may require. The 
several persons composing the board of trustees 
named in the first section are to hold their offices 
for the period of one year from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, and until their sugcessors are duly 
elected by the several masonic bodies they rep- 
resent. And it is to be the duty of those several 
masonic bodies, on or before the expiration of 
the year, and annually thereafter, to meet, and in 
their separate and individual capacity, elect, by 
ballot, one of their number as their representative 
in the board of trustees, and the representative is 
to be a trustee for the masonic body, and have 
charge of its stock, property, and effects, in trust, 
under such rules and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the masonic body; but if any one of 
those several masonic bodies surrender or forfeit 
its masonic charter or warrant, or cease to exist, 
it will not be entitled to a representative in the board 
of trustees. Any masonic lodge, chapter, coun- 
cil, commandery, or consistory, that may hereaf- 
ter be instituted in the Districtof Columbia, may, 
by and with the consent of two thirds of the board 
of trustees, be admitted to a representation in the 
board upon an equal footing with the several ma- 
sonic bodies named in the first section, and enjoy 
all the powers, rights, and privileges granted to 


| the masonic bodies collectively or individually, 


by the several sections of this act. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to strike out the word 
“company” in the sccond line of the fifth section, 
and to insert in its place the word “ association,” 
and after the word “stockholders” in the fourth 
line of that section to insert ‘* on the first Monday 
of December in each year.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GRIMES. In the seventh line of that 
section the word ‘and’? should be “ or.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarkin 
the chair.) That amendment will be made. 

Mr. GRIMES. In the sixth section the word 
“ company” in the fifth line and in the eighth line 
should be “association.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those changes 
will be made. 

Mr.GRIMES. The word “ and” in the fourth 
line of the eighth section should be “ or;”? and in 
the seventh and eighth lines of that section the 
words “on or before the expiration of the year’? 
should bestricken out, and“ during the month of 
November, 1864,” inserted, and the word “ there- 
after” in the eighth line should be stricken out, 
and the words ** during the same month ” inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. These amend- 
ments will be made if there be no objection. 

Mr. GRIMES. After the word “body” in 
the fourteenth line of that section and before the 
proviso, | move to insert: 

And should any vacancy occur in said board of trustees 


by death, resignation, or otherwise, such vacancy shall be | 


filled by the masonic body entitled to the representation at 
such time and in such manner as said masonic body may 
determine. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRIMES. After the word “consistory” 
in the second line of the ninth section, I move to 
insert the words ‘* now in existence or,” so as to 


read, ‘that any masonic lodge, chapter, council, | 


commandery, or consistory now in existence or 
that may hereafter be instituted,” &c. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILE. I wish to call the attention 
of the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia to one feature of the bill. IJ sup- 
pose it isall right; I have great confidence in that 
committee, I need not say; but there are some 
things [ cannot quite understand, and 1 move to 
amend the billin section onc by striking outafter 


the name “B. B. French” in the third line the | 


words ‘of the Grand Encampment of the United 
States of America, K. T.” 

I move the amendment rather upon an appre- 
hension, than from any information which I have 
on the subject. If it shall beadopted, I shall fol- 
low it with other amendments striking out the 


ordinances of Washington city, and to alter or 


additions from the other names. We all. know 
the provision of the Constitution that there shall 
be no order of nobility established in: this coun 
try. I do not know whether the honorable Sen- 
ator has considered that question: but K. T. may 
mean something of that sort. K.B., fam as- 
sured by an honorable Senator who sits near me, 
is a title of English nobility, and E really do not 
know that K, T. does not mean something of that 
sort. I rather call on the Senator from iowa to 
give us an assurance at least that in this covert 
way there is no attempt to establish an order of 
nobility in this country. i f 

Mr. GRIMES. If the Senator from Maine 
will move to proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business and the Senate shall agree to the 
motion, I may attempt.to explain to him what 
these initials do indicate; but I do not feel justi- 
fied in open session of the Senate in entering upon 
any such attempt as that. I think, however, that 
I can safely say the Republic will receive no det- 
riment from the passage of this bill. The fact is 
that itis a very simple proposition in and of it- 
self. Theré are here several lodges of Masons 
and encampments of Templars, all associated to- 
gether by the bonds of masonry, who propose, 
as I understand it, to erect a temple dedicated to 
their mysteries; and in order to accomplish that 
purpose, it is desirable to incorporate these. sev- 
eral lodges and unite them in a common associar 
tion for the purpose of doing it. That is the sole 
purpose,asl am informed by the gentlemen who 
have approached me on the subject, as chairman 
of the committee, that these men have; and the 
letters to which the Senator refers, 1 suppose, 
only indicate that these persons hold a particular 
rank in the lodges and consistories and associa- 
tions to which they are attached.. 

Mr. HOWARD. I rise to inquire of my friend 
from Iowa whether there be a precedent in the 
legislation of Congress for the incorporation of 
Freemasons’ lodges? : 

Mr.GRIMES. Ido notthink there has been. 
There has been no district of country in which 
lodges of this kind could be incorporated by us, 
except the District of Columbia, and my attention 
has not been called to.any past act of Congress 
on this subject. . 

Mr. HOWARD. I did not know but that 
there might have been some ancient statute on the 
subject applicable solely to the District of Colum- 
bia. I merely rose to put the inquiry to the hon- 
orable Senator. ` 

Mr. GRIMES. I think we are now establish- 
ing the precedent, so far as it relates to legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. HOWARD. Thehonorable Senator will 
excuse me for saying a word further by his per- 
mission. i 

Mr. GRIMES. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWARD. I am nota Freemason my- 
self and Iam therefore entirely unacquainted with 
the mysteries of freemasonry; and before I can 
conscientiously vote for this bill I must ask him 
some further questions respecting the enigmatical 
letters and expressions in this bill. It may be 
that he may be able to explain them; I hope he 
will; and if so, it may relieve me of very great 
anxicty on the subject. ~ 

Mr. COLLAMER. In allseriousness I would 
inquire of the Senator from Iowa if there is any 
use in these letters, so fur as regards the legal 
effect of the bill? 

Mr. GRIMES. I do not suppose there is. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Then I move to strike them 
out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Maine. 

Mr. MORRILL. On the assurance of the chair- 
man of the committee I am satisfied that my ap- 
prehensions were groundless,and therefore I with- 
draw my amendment. N 

Mr. COLLAMER. Why shail we put in the 
bill things we do not understand? Itia just as ef- 
fective without them, and 1 move to sttike out all 
these initial letters. 


ge 
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OFFICER. The -amend- 
ment. will be reported. 

The Secanrany. iis proposed, after the name 
of “B. B. French,” to strike out @ K, T,” af- 
ter the name of “ Robert McMurdy,” to strike 
out “ R.. A., -after that of “George C. Whit- 
ing,” to`strike out 8S. P.R. S., thirty-second 
degree, A. A. R.;”? after the name of Z.D. Gil- 
man,” to strike out “K.'T.;” after the name of 
oW, P. Partello,” to strike out“ U.D. K.T.;” 
after the name oft W. M. Smith,” to strike out 
“R A5”? aflerthe name of + G. W. Parkhurst,” 
to’ strike out“ R.-A.;”? and after the name of 
James Steelle,” to strike out R. A.” 

Mr. CONNESS. Ido not know how vital it 
is'to those parties to have these appendages; but 
` Fsuggest to the Senator from Vermont that he 
would:not like himself to be stripped of append- 
ages that might properly belong to him. He 
miglit’cyt a very curious figure He had better 
consider well before he insists on this amend- 
ment, 

l ross; however, rather-to make a suggestion 
than to comment on the extraordinary motion of 
my friend from Vermont, for it is perhaps cx- 
traordinary in its consequences. I make the sug- 
gestion to the author of the bill, the Senator from 
lowa, that instead of introducing and passing by 
Congress a special act of incorporation of this 
kind, he should introduce a general law for the 
incorporation of benevolent societies within the 
District of Columbia, under which all those so- 
cieties may organize and have corporate rights. 
It is very easy to do that. In my State we have 
a general incorporation law under which per- 
sons who-see fit under the provisions of the act 
may acquire corporate rights as if they were 
specially incorporated by an actof the Legislature. 
It appears to me that that would be the proper 

` way to reach this businéss, and avoid the conse- 
quences of amendments such as are now pending 
moved by my fricnd from Vermont. 1 do not 
know whether 1 could conscientiously vote for 
the amendment that he proposes, certainly not 
unless he explains it further than he has done. 
Lam really in quest of information. 

Mr. COLLAMER. In making a grant to A, 
B, C, and D; as corporators, we never use any 
titles in describing those men. It may be somè- 
times appropriate to mention their places of resi- 
dence, in order to make certain their identity, but 
Not to usea title unless there is something official 
about it. ‘There may be a grant to A, B, Sec- 
retary of State; that is a title knownin law; but 
Į would not put in “esquire,” or “general,” or 
any of that sort of titles to any maw in granting 

. an act of incorporation, 

Mr.GRIMES. As itis time to be scrious about 
this bill, l will state frankly to the Senate that in the 
first place I did not draw itand Lam nota Mason, 
although | proposed, in answer to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Maine, that if he would move 
to go into executive session I would attempt to 
explain what these initials are. But this bill was 
drawn upiby gentlemen who are members of this 
association, and they desire it to be passed forthe 
purpose for which {have stated. 1 understand 
that these initials designate some particular officer 
in each one of these lodges, as, for instance, the 
master of a lodge, or some other man who has 
reached a particular point, who isthe representa- 
tive man of the lodge, or the consistory, or en- 
campment, or whatever it may be; and the pur- 
pose of using these names is that whenever the 


lodge itself shall. change its officer and substitute | 


anew man, then the man who holds thet particular 
pe in the lodge shall be the officer who shall 
ye one of the trustees ander this bill, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The Senator from Iowa 
will allow me to suggest thatthatis the very point; 
would that be the legal effect of it?, Where you 
incorporate persons, B. B. French, Robert Me- 
Murdy, and others, and then go on to give them 
a title, is not the corporation simply those per- 
sons named, and would the grant extend to an- 
other person who had that title attached to him? 
itis not the tide that you incorporate, is it? Í 
submit to the Senator from lowa whether that 
isso? Whether thelegal checi would not be pre- 
cisely the same if all these words were icf out? 

Mr. GRIMES, Very kely. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If so, the Senator from 
Vermont is clearly right. 


Mr. COLLAMER. By K.T. I suppose they 


mean Knight Templar. : Thatis no office; it isa | 


grade, a rank. So with R, A.; that is Royal. 
‘Arch Mason, £ take it. Lt is not an office; it is 
the name of a grade, a rank. Iff am right in 
my comprehension of what is meant it means 
nothing butthat. It can have no legal effect what- 
ever, and I do not think it assists any in identity. 
Therefore I move to strike all that out. 

Mr, ANTHONY. 1 hope these titles will not 
be stricken: out. They are certainly perfectly 
harmless, and we all know or easily can know 
what they mean. K.T., [know, means Knight 
Templar; R. A. means Royal Arch; and some 
of these men are known to all Senators; some are 
known to me; exceedingly respectable men; and 
I should think we had better give them their act 
of incorporation precisely in the way they wantit. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Whatisthe necessity and 
propriety of having these titles in the bill? Sup- 
pose one of them isa justice of the peace, will 
you call him J. P.? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Perhaps if I were to draw 
the bill myself I should leave these titles out, but 
I see no possible objection to gratifying the peti- 
tioners in this respect. We know these titles 
mean nothing disloyal, or unchristian, orimproper 
in any way whatever, and I would give them their 


act of incorporation precisely in the way they | 


want it, so long as there is noimpropriety in it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I suppose most of the Senators 
know that there are several orders of masonry. 
“R. A.” indicates, according to the opinion of 
the Senator from Vermont, truly, Royal Arch. 
The retention of these letters may be necessary for 
the purpose of identifying the order of masonry 
that is to be incorporated here, but so far as the 
initials characterize the different officers of any 
order of masonry, they are of no concern or im- 
portance whatever, because the charlergranted by 
Congress, or by any legislative assembly, would 
not crente these officers. But as the Senator from 
Rhode Island says, they can do no harm. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Do they alter the legal 
effect? 

Mr. DAVIS. Not at all, but it may be import- 
antin this view: there are whatare called Royal 
Arch Masons, Knights Templar, Knights of St. 
John, and many other orders. The initials then 
would express those orders, and would be neces- 
sary for the purpose of identifying the order to 
receive the benefit of the act of incorporation, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is the very point. 
Does the bill incorporate the order, or does it in- 
corporate the individuals? 

Mr. DAVIS. It incorporates the individuals 
in the particular order. ‘Chose individuals might 
ask fora charter fora Blue Lodge ora Red Lodge, 
the Royal Arch or the Knights Templar or any 
other order of masonry. ‘The effect of some of 
these letters is to identify the order in which they 
are organized. I think there is no need for any 
objection to these initials; they do no harm. 

Mr. GRIMES. I trast we shall have a vote 
either for or against the proposition; I do not care 
whieh way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. There is no limitation in 
this bill of the amount of real estate which may 
be held nor the purposes for which it may be held 
by this association. If we are to incorporate it, 
there ought to be a limitation of that sort, that 
the real estate which they are permitted to par- 
chase shall be for the purpose of erccting a ma- 
sonic hall, and having a place to transact their 
business. | willoffer a proviso as an amendment 
at the end of section two: 

Provided, That said body-politie shail have no powcr 
to purchase or hold any reai estate except such as may be 
selected tor the purpose of erecting a maso nah for the 
se of holding the mectings of ite mem and for the 
ion of their business. 

Mr. GRIMES. I suppose the Senator from 
Wisconsin is aware that this isa charitable asso- 


ciation, and his proviso, as I understant it, would 


prevent this incorporation from investing any of 
their surplas money in reaf estate from which 
they would derive a revenae to be expended in 
charitable purposes; and I do not know but that 
it would prevent them from taking a mortgage. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ido not think it would 


prevent their loaning money on bond and mort- 


gage, for the holding ofa bond and mortgage is 
not the holding of real estate. The real estate is 
pledged as security, it fs true, for the payment of 
the debt, but they proceed by selling the real es- 
tate, and they cannot purchase it In themselves. 
That would be the effect of it, and I do not think 
they ought to be allowed to deal with real estate. 
Mr, JOHNSON. The provision limiting cor- 
porations.in the amount of real estate they shall 
be permitted to hold is often accompanied by a 
provision that they may be permitted to hold the 
amount upon mortgage. This institution Tsup- 
pose to be a charitable one almost exclusively. 
There was a time in the history of this country 
when it was supposed’ to be political, and that 
gave rise toa party, as we know, powerful at the 
time; but it soon died out because it had nothing 
to support it. The whole object of the society is 
charity, I have no doubt, Under the third sec- 
tion they are to have a capital of not excecding 
$300,000; and that they will invést, after provid- 
ing themselves with a house, in some security, 
and it might be advantageous for them to invest 
in real estate by way of mortgage. The Senator, 
therefore, had better modify his amendment. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not think the amend- 
ment which l offered is liable to the objection 
raised by the honorable member from Maryland. 
I do not think that when money is loaned anda 
bond taken and a mortgage given by way of se- 
curity, that constitutes a holding of real estate. 
Mr. JOHNSON. The mortgagee has the legal 
estate, 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. The mortgagee does not 
hold the legal estate. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, he docs, after forfeiture. 
Mr. DOOLITTERE. That is not the common 
law of the country, certainly. If such be the law 
of Maryland, and would be the law of the Dis- 
trict, (though that is not the law of all the States 
North, Lam quite sure,) I will modify the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The law may have been al- 
tered by statute in Some States. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I know such is not the 
law in mostof the New England States or in Wis- 
consin; but a word can be inserted in the amend- 
ment which will exclude any such idea. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. The legal estate is necessa- 
rily in the mortgagee, and the mortgagee holds it 
subject to the equity of the mortgager to redeem. 
That is the whole interestof the mortgager. The 
errorinto which the honorable member has fallen, 
if it be an error, as I think it is, arises from his 
forgetting that in such cases the legal estate is 
in the mortgagee and the equitable estate in the 
mortgager. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. A sentence might be 
added to the amendment which weuld not make 
this provision extend to mortgages, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
is at liberty to modify his amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The whole amount that the 
corporation is allowed to hold is only $300,000. 
Ido not sce any necessity for putting any restric- 
tion on it. i“ 

Mr. JOHNSON. That.is the capital stock. 
They may go on increasing, they may go on 
lending it, and the interest may accrue frow time 


+ to time and be invested. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I modify the amendment 
so as to read: 

Provided, Said body-politic shall have no power to pur- 
chase or hold any real estate except such as may be selected 
for the purpose of erecting a masonic hall for the purpose 
of holding the meetings of its members and for the traus- 
action of their business ; but this provision shall not pre- 
vent said corporation from loaning any portion of their 
funds upon mortgage security. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the vote is taken 
on thatamendment, which I think is very proper, 
I desire to suggest that it is usual in all incorpo- 
rations, even for charitable purposes, to limit the 
amount of real estate which may be held by them. 
It is certainly so in my State. I desire to call 
the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to 
the seventh section to see if it is not necessary 
that his amendment should be framed a litte dif- 
ferently. On reading the seventh section it will 
be observed that— 

“The officers and members of the several masonle bodies 
named in the Grst section of this act are hereby created and 
made, separately and individually, bodies-politie and cor- 


porate, and by their individual name, as given in said first 
section, may sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, in 


any court of law or equity of competcut jurisdiction, and 


E 
shall be capabie of taking and holding real and personal 


estate, and miay have and use cacha common seal, aud 
may change the same at pleasure, aud be entitled to use 
aud exercise, separately and individually, all the powers, 
rights, and privileges [ncident to such corporatign.” 

Each one of the persons named is made a cor- 
poration separately and individually, and with a 
separate seal, and authorized to purchase and 
hold real and personal estate. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That section ought to be 
stricken out. 

Mr. FOSTER. Not only those who are named, 
butall those who exist in the District and are not 
named, by the ninth section also have the same 
privilege; and also all those who may be admit- 
ted by the board of trustees. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not look at that. It 
strikes me that the seventh section is very singu- 
larly worded. 

Mr. GRIMES. There is a strange misappre- 
hension of this bill, it seems to me, or else | do 
not comprehend it. {understand there are six- 
teen or seventeen lodges and consistories and 
encampments in this District. The purpose of 
this bill is first to incorporate each of those dif- 
ferent associations and lodges, and then to unite 
them all in one common association for the pur- 
pose of accomplishing one general object; that is, 
the erection of a temple. Now the purpose of the 
ninth section is to declare that the officersand mem- 
bers of the several masonic bodies, not the indi- 
vidual members of each masonic lodge, but “the 
officers and members,”’ speaking of them collect- 
ively, ‘¢of the several masonice bodies named in 
the first section of this act are hereby created and 
made, separately and individually, bodies-poli- 
tic.”? Perhaps the word “individually” ought 
to be stricken out. It does not refer to each in- 
dividual member of each one of these sub-corpo- 
rations, but to. the individual corporations them- 
selves that compose the grand aggregate which is 
to accomplish this purpose that they all have in 
common—that is, to erect a masonic temple. It 
says ‘by their individual name.’? What indi- 
vidual name? The individual name which hos 
been recognized in the first section as the name of 
the lodge of which they are the master, or the 


ast-master, or whatever distinction they may. 


e described by in the first section of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. In relation to the seventh 
section I see no necessity for it. I must confess 
that in that section it seems to me there are about 
seventeen acts of incorporation. [tis the most 
comprehensive section I cver saw pat into a law, 
I believe. Itsays that ‘the officersand members 
of the several masonice bodies named in the first 
section of this act are hereby created and made, 
separately and individually, bodies-poiitie and 
corporate. ”? 

Mr. GRIMES. In orderto meet the Senator’s 
objection, L will move to strike out the words 
“the officers and members of? and say * the sev- 
eral masonic bodies.” 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That does not change the 


result, There are still sixteen or seventeen of 
them, Fam told. Lthink there are twenty-two 
myself. 


Mr. FOSTER. There are over twenty. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Perhaps this section bears 
the construction which is given to it by the Senator 
from Jowa; that is, that the corporations which 
are created here do not refer to the particular in- 
dividuals who are named, Lutto the associauions 
of Masous whichare named separately in the first 
section of the biti, Phe first section reads, “that 


B. B. French, of the Grand Enecampnient of the | 


United States of America, K. 'T.; Robert Mo- 
Murdy, of the General Grand R. A. Chapter of 
the United States; George ©. Whiting, of the 


Grand Consistory of the S, P. R. S., thirty-see- 


ond degree, A.A. Ra; E. L. Stevens, of Osiris | 


Lodge of Perfection No. 1, A.A. R.; Z. D. Gil- į 


andery N 


LC 


man, of Washington Comm oI, K. T.; 
W. P. Parteilo, of Colum! ommandery, U. 
D.K. To W.M. Smith, ef Columbia R. A, 
Chapter No. 15; W.G. Parkhurst, of Washing 
ton R. A. Chapter No. 16; James Steelle, of 
Mount Vernon R. A. Chapter No 
are incorporated. The consiraction which the 
Senator from lowa gives is that itis not B. B. 


20; &e., &e., | 


li 


| corporation, 
| nently charitable institutions. 
i have funds on hand, bui never toa large amount, 
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French, Robert McMurdy, George C. Whiting, 
&c., who are made a body-politic, but—— 

Mr. GRIMES. If the Senator has any seru- 
ples on that subject, I propose to strike out the 
words ‘the officers and members of”? in the first 
and second lines of the seventh section, and then 
it will read, “that the several masonic bodies 
named in the first section of this act are hereby 
created,” &c.; and then if the Senator desires it 
I will limit the amount of real estate they shall 
each hold. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. That creates, then, under 
this seventh section, over twenty different incor- 
porations under different masonic names and titles 
here in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GRIMES. That is very true. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And it gives to each the 
power to hold real and personal estate, and to 
make their own rules prescribing the disposition 
of their property, both real and personal. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ` And there is no limitation 
as to the stock. : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. There is no limitation as 
to the stock, and no limitation as to real estate; 
and under this the corporation created might buy 
the city of Washington, run all the hotels in the 
city, and perhaps all the banking establishments. 

Mr. FOSTER. 1f the Senator will look atthe 
ninth section he will see thatvot only those named 
in the first section are thus incorporated as he 
suggests, over twenty, but the ninth section pro- 
vides that all those existing in the District that 
are not named are also incorporated; and then for 
the future all those whom the board of trustees 
may admit hereatter shall also be incorporated 
and have the same privileges as those named in 
the first section. 

Mr. GRIMES. IT propose an amendment to 
strike out the words ‘officers and members of” 
in the first line of the seventh section, so that it 
will read: : 

That the several masonic bodies named in the first sec- 
tion of this act, &e. q 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD. If ithe in order I will move 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. ` . 

Mr. DAVIS. Lhope the honorable Senator will 
permit me to make a remark. J understand this 


bill as creating one generalaggregate corporation 
of Masons; and in addition to that, E understand 


it as incorporating all the other associate congre- 
gations of Masons. Li my own Siate, for instance, 
there are one hundred and fifty lodges. Ifa prop- 
osition had been adopted by the Legislature of 
that State similar to one feature of the bill thatis 
now under consideration, it would incorporate the 
whole of those one hundred and fifty lodges in 
one bill instead of having one hundred and fifty 
bills for that purpose. al see no objection to that. 

E will state the reason why they desire an iv- 
All these masonic lodges are emi- 
They sometimes 


Those funds are distributed in charity from time 
to time as the needs of the members connected 
with the different lodges and their families require. 
Their treasurers sometimes have the custody of 
these funds. If there is no act of incorporation 
the treasurer loans them in his individual char- 
acter, and takes a note to himself as an individ- 
ual. [le sometimes proves a defaulter, and causes 
a loss to ihe lodge of which he isa member. They 
desire an act of incorporation in order that, as they 
accumulate funds, and as they desire to make a 
litile profit out of them if there is no immediate 


i call for their distribution ia works of charity, 


they may be loaned by the corporate name of the 
lodge for its bencfit, and not in the name of au 
individual oficer who may prove a defaulter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cran.) 
The question is on the motion to recommit the 


bill. 


L 


j 
j 


Mr. HOWARD. J do not make the motion 
with any intent to prejudice the measure which 
is now before the Senate, but for the purpose of 
submitting it again to the consideration of the 
Committee on the District ofColutabia, in order 
that they may reform it, if it needs reformation, 
and make such improvements in the phrascology 
as they may sce fit. Į certainly think it needs 
amendment. I amnotabletosee the necessity of 
incorporating such agreat number oflodees atone 
swoop asare included in this bill. Inthe first place, 


there are nineteen lodges mentioned by name inthe 
first section of the. bill; and that:section declares 
that the individuals named therein are recognized 
in the act as a board of trustees representing Lhe 
several masonic bodies before named;:and those 
several irustées named in the first section of the 
bill are incorporated themselves into a -body-pol- © 
itic and corporate by the name of the. Masonic 
Efall Association. f ns 

In the seventh section of the bill there isa 
ther proceeding in the nature as it would. seem.of 
a sort of sub-incorporation or the.creation of mi- 
nor corporations subject to the large one going by 
the name-of the Masonic Hall Association. ~All 
these lodges, the nineteen mentioned in the first 
section, are created scparate and distinct sub-cor- 
porations, subordinate in some degree certainly 
to the one mentioned in the first section of the 
bill. As has been very properly said by the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, section nine extends the 
privilege of incorporation to. any lodges within 
the District that may hereafter see fit to apply to 
the trustees; so that there is no end of. the num- 
ber of corporations that may exist under this bill. 
Is it worth while for. Congress to grant this un- 
usual privilege of self-incorporation?. It seems to 
menot. I can sce no need of it atall. The bill 
itself contains no limitation of the time during 
which these several corporations may be in exist- 
ence.. They are perpetual corporations, if I un- 
derstand the bill correctly, like the grand corpo- 
ration known as the Masonic Hall Corporation. 
I believe there is no limitation as to time. IfI 
am mistaken in this, the Senator from Iowa can 
correct me. . : 

In order to reach the object I really desire, that 
is, the granting of such a charter as may be proper 
and necessary, I submit the motion to recommit 
the bill to the Committee on the District of @o- 
lumbia. Ido not see that the measure can be 
prejudiced by it. I should vote for it with great 
pleasure if it could be brought before us in an 
improved form, 

The motion to recommit was agreed to, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPnensoy, its Clerk, announced that 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed an enrolled joint resolution (H.R. No. 
37) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
anticipate the payment of interest on the public 
debt, and for other purposes; which was there- 
upon signed by the Vice President. 


STREET RAILROAD IN WASHINGTON, 


Mr. MORRILL. I now ‘ask the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 54. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 54) to incorporate the Met- 
ropolitan Railroad Company in the District of 
Columbia. It proposes to create Alexander R. 
Shepherd, Richard Waliach, Lewis Clephane, 


| Samuel P. Brown, Nathaniel Wilson, Joseph L. 


Savage, and William W. Rapley, and their asso- 
ciates and assigns, a body corporate, under the 
name of the Metropolitan Railroad Company, 
with authority to construct and lay down a dou- 
ble-track railway, with the necessary switches 
and turnouts, in the city of Washington, in the 
District of Columbia, through and along the fo! 
lowing avennes and streets: Commenging at the 


junction of A street north and New Jersey ave- 


nue, at the north side of the Capito}; along the 
east side of New Jersey avenue to D street north; 
alone D street north and along © street northand 
Indianaavenue to the intersection of D street north 
with Indiana avenue; along Indiana avenue, D 
street north and Louisiana avenue to Fifth street 
west; along Fifth street west to F street north; 


along F street north to Fourteenth street west; 
along Fourteenth strect west to G street north; 
along G street north to Fifteenth street west; along 
Fificenth street westand Peansylvania avenue to 
Seventeenth street west; along Seventeenth street 


“westto Lstreetnorth; along I street north, across 


tha j 


Pennsylvania avenue, to the junction of New 
Hampshire avenue and Twenty-third street west; 
thence along New Hampshire avenue to the Gir- 
sie. Also, a double or single track branch rail- 
way, commencing at the intersection of D street 
north and New Jersey avenue; along New Jer- 


sey avenue to Massachusetts avenue; along Mas- 


1140 


IE ae 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


sachusetts avenue. to H street north; and along H 
street north to Seventeenth street west, intersect- 
ing the double-track road. Also, a double or sin- 
gle-track road from the intersection of Seventeenth 
street west and I street north, connecting with the 
double-track. road at Seventeenth street west; 
along I street north to New York avenue; along 
New York avenue to Ninth street west; and along 
Ninth street west to the Washington canal; with 
the privilege of extending the said branch road at 
any time along Ninth street west to M strect north; 
along M street north to Tenth street west; and 
along Tenth street west to the Washingfon canal, 
with the right to run public carriages thereon 
drawn by horse power, at a rate of fare not ex- 
ceeding five cents a passenger, for any distance be- 
tween the termini of either of the main railways 
or between the termini of either of the branch rai 
ways, or between either terminus of the main rail- 
way and the terminus of cither of the b ranch rail- 
ways; but the use and maintenance of the road 
are to be subject to the municipal regulations of 
the city of Washington within its corporate limits, 

The capital stock of the company is to be not 
less than two nor more than five hundred thousand 
dollars, in shares of fifty dollars each, and they 
are to have all the rights and privileges usually 
granted to such corporations, 

The Committee on the District of Columbia re- 
ported the bill with amendments, the first of which 
is in section one, line five, to insert among the 
list of corporators the following persons: “ Frank- 
lin Tenney, Matthew G. Emery, Samuel Fowler, 
Jobn Little, J. C. MeKelden, Sayles J. Bowen, 
John H. Semmes, D. C. Forney.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


. Mr. GRIMES. I move in that connection to 
strike out the name of Joseph L. Savage. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
section twelve, line twenty-one, after the word 
“money” to strike out the words ‘ or checks or 
certificates of deposit, indorsed ‘good? by the 
president or cashier of some good solvent bank 
or banks;” so that the proviso will read: 

Provided further, ‘Phat nothing shall be received in pay- 
ment of the twenty-five per cent. at the time of subserib- 
ing except money. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
section twelve, line twenty-eight, after the word 
“company” to strike out the following words: 


"Po meet within ten days thereafter for the 
of business; and at the expiration of one yea r the or- 
ganization of the company, the eorporators herein named 
shall calla meeting of thestockholders of said company, 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The nextamendment of the committee was in 
section thirteen, line six, after the word * direct- 
ors” to strike out the following clause: 

And the following-named corporators are herchy made 
and constituted directors for the first year, namely: Alex- 
ander R. Shepherd, Richard Wailach, Lewis Clephane, 
Samuel P, Brown, Nathaniel Wilson, Joseph L. Savage, 
William W. Rapley. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. TEN EYCK. 1 desire to offer two or 
three amendments to the bill. In section two, 
line five, after the word * property,” E move to 
ingert the words * and to license for their vehicles 
or cars;’? so that the section will read: 

That said roads shall be deemed real estate, and they, to- 
gether with other real property aud personal propert 
said body corporate, shall be liable to taxation. as ote 
estate and personal property, and to license for their vt 
cles or cars, in the cities aforesaid, exeept as hercinafter 
provided. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator explain 
thatamendment? [do not quite understand it, 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Yes,sir. ‘Phe objectof it 
is this: heretofore in this city under the corpora- 
tion laws all carriages or public vehicles have been 
subject to a license of ten dollars for the purpose 
of increasing the revenue for the city to be appro- 

vriated ina way that any one can understand. 
Ihe other company pay this license, although 
this language is not expressly incorporated in 
their charter; and to avoid any difficulty on that 
subjeet I propose this amendment that they shall 
be subject to sach licenses as carriages usnaily 
are subjected to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Idonotknow whether there 
should be any objection to that or not, [tis a 
provision which was not contained in the charte 
granted to the other company, and will be an im- 


ransaction 


position of a tax on this company which was not 
imposed on the other. I hardly know how fara 
tax of this kind would ke proper upon a convey- 
ance of so public a character as a railroad car. 
Mr. TEN EYCK. I stated before that in pur- 
suance of the original custom in relation to car- 
riages, the city has already imposed a tax upon 


|| the ears now running on the Pennsylvania avenue 


road, and the company have paid it without any 


| difficulty. Some individuals, however, have raised 


a question that there might be a dispute created 
on that subject inasmuch as it was not expressly 
stated in the act incorporating the other road; 
and in order to make that matter clear, | have, at 
the instance of the city authorities, proposed this 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I have another amend- 
ment; in section five, line six, after the word 
t avenues,” to insert the words ‘and the sewer- 
age thereof,” so that the section will read: 


That nothing in this act shall prevent the Government at 
any time, at their option, from altering the grade or other- 
wise improving all avenues and streets oceupied by said 
roads, or the city of Washington from so altering or im- 
proving such streets and avenues and the sewerage thereof 
as may be under their control. 


Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to that 
amendment, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. I cannot foresee to what 
extentthe provisions of the sixteenth section may 
be carried; but {can imagine that very serious 
injary may be done to the rights of the city if it 
should be adopted. I therefore move to strike 
out the sixteenth section in the following words: 

Src. 16. And beit further enacted, That the mayor, com- 
mon council, and tlie several officers of the corporation of 
the city of Washington, and the said corporation, is hereby 
prohibited from doing nuy act or thing 10 hinder, delay, or 
obstruet the construction or operation of said railroad, as 
herein authorized. 

It might well be that certain rights of the city 
might be invaded by this company, and this sec- 
tion would prevent the city from appealing even 
to the courts of law for the purpose of having any 
redress or having their rights protected in the 
slightest possible degree. fris proposed to pro- 
hibit them ‘from doing any act or thing to hin- 
der, delay, or obstruct the construction or opera- 
tion of said railroad.” Itseemsto me there is no 
neeossity for any such provision; and it would 
perhaps do great injustice to the interests of the 
city if it should be allowed to stand in the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I believe this 
section is precisely like the section in the bull in- 
corporating the former railroad company. Ihave 
heard of no difficulty arising between the city and 
the company on that account; and I can hardly 
conecive that any practical question could arise. 
The Senator from New Jersey should consider 
that in other portions of the bill this railroad com- 
pany is subjected in the location of its road to the 
city councils; and, furthermore, that in the im- 
provement of the streets, avenues, sewers, &., 
they are by positive provision of the act subject 
to the control and direction of the city councils. 
Therefore F can conceive of no other interpretation 
to be put upon this section of the statute than that 
the mayor and common council shall notunneces~ 
sarily interfere. ‘There wascertainly no intention 
to give the company a license to do any act which 
they were not authorized by this bill todo. As 
certain powers have been conferred on the city 
councils to supervise to some extent the location 


H - > + . . ~ 
and construction of this road, the intention of the 


committee was to negative the idea that they 
should go anything beyond it; that, while they 
nre permitted to supervise the location of the road, 
to see that it does not unnecessarily incommode 
the citizens in the strects and avenues and public 
sewers, they shall not at the same time be allowed 
to do anything which will necessarily tend to the 
hinderance or delay of the work, Thatis the in- 
terpretation I pat upon the section, and therefore 
I do not see that it 1s objectionable. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. 1 do not propose to ex- 
tend the remarks on this subject, but I wish to 


say a word in answer to the Senator from Maine, 
Suppose this company should not observe the 
terms of this very charter in the Jocation of their 


road or in the manner in which it is to be coni- | 
i pleted 


ppose they should utterly disregard it. 
3y th ən of the act, the city would be pre- 
wee B s ue : F 

cluded frou raising Ha voice oF appealing to the 


courts for the purpose of requiring a legitimate 
performance of the duties of this corporation under 
this act. . | see no necessity for such a prohibi- 
tion. There may be no necessity arising for the 
exercise of any such right on the part of the city; 
put I can conceive a state of things which would 
render it highly importantand necessary that they 
should have some right to appeal even to a court 
of justice in the city, in order to compel these cor- 
porators to perform their duties under the charter, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I willask the Senator who 
has charge of this bill if there is a provisjon in it 
making the charter subject to the future action of 
Congress? 

Mr. MORRILL. There is. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I think this provis- 
ion is hardly desirable; but if it isin the other 
charter it seems to me we ought to make them 
nearly alike, and then pass an amendatory law 
applicable to both, I should like to propose an 
amendment to this charter, but I hardly like to 
do so unlessit can be made applicable to the other 
company. I think when the company fails to 
provide passengers with seats the fare ought to 
be lowercd. Weregulate the fare. Wesay that 
it is worth so much to ride the length of the route, 
or as far as the passenger chooses to go. [think 
it ought not to be so much if they do not provide 
seats for all the passengers. The passengers 
should pay something, perhaps a cent if a man 
stands; and then a man can ride or not, as he sees 
fit. But I do notlike to put such a provision upon 
this charter without inserting it also in the other; 
and I hardly like to propose to amend another 
charter in this bill. 

Mr. GRIMES. This isovera much less profit- 

able road. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir, that is so; but L 
think it is very desirable to have two railroads. 
I do not think one can do the business; but Ido 
not suppose this will be by any means as profit- 
able as the other road; and if we hamper it with 
restrictions and disabilities not imposed on the 
other road, it may not be built at all. Ido not 
know what are the probabilities of its being built, 
but I suppose the road will not be a very profit- 
able one. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I do not understand the 
force of the argument of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. To go to the legitimate extent of it, it 
amounts to this: because you have chartered one 
company in the city of Washington, though that 
charter may be filled with inaccuracies, and many 
matters which were very essential may have been 
overlooked, therefore you cannot remedy the de- 
fects which have become apparent subsequently 
or which have suggested themselves to the mind 
of legislators without interfering with the rights 
of some other persons holding another charter. 
I think, as nothing is perfect thatis invented, that 
we ought to perfect as we go along, and as it 
occurs to us. 

I do not mean to continue the discussion. I 
have brought the matter to the attention of the 
Senate, which is the guardian of the city in this 
particular; and as I think the section is an im- 
proper one, I have moved to strike it out. 

Mr. ANTIIONY. Does this scction apply 
to the construction of the road or tothe construc- 
tion and working of the road. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Only the construction. 

Mr. ANTHONY, Then the provision so far 
as respects that charter probably would have no 
effect. 

Mr.GRIMES. Itapplies both to the construc- 
tion and operation of the road. This section is 
an exact transcript of the section of the bill passed 
two years ago for the other corporation, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I think we ought to 
make the charters about alike, and amend them 
both by another bill. I should be in favor of 
striking this section out of this charter and the 
other too; but we should do itin a supplementary 
bill applicable to both. 


|| in explanation of this provision of the bill. 
i will be seen, as I believe I have already stated, 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire tosay a few wont 
t 


that by the general provisions of the bill, in the 
construction and operation of this road the com- 


! pany is subjected to the supervision of the city 


council in very many particulars as to the streets, 
avenues, sewerage, &e, Considering that fact, 
the committee deemed it necessary to inserta 
provision that in the exercise of that power they 
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should not unnecessarily hinder or delay the com- || 
pony. They therefore provide that in the exer- |. 


cine of the negative powers already conferred, | 


the mayor and common council shal! not hinder, 
delay, or obstruct the construction or operation 
of the road. If I supposed it possible that this 
negation of authority would apply to a process 
in law for a violation of the charter of the com- 
pany or any of the rights of the city government, 
of course I would not support for a momentsuch 
an exercise of authority on the part of these in- 
dividuals; but I cannot conceive for a moment 
that it would apply to a case of that kind. The 
city would have the power to apply to the courts 
to enjoin this company from committing illegal 
or improper acts, and I cannot conceive that the 
power of this section would be invoked asagainst 
that application, 

Mr. TEN EYCK. There is one idea that oc- | 
curs to me which I will state. Suppose that, in 
the construction or use of this road, this company 
should occupy a larger portion of the streets of 
the city than ts provided for by the city charter 
in relation to the building of edifices and construc- 
tion generally in the city; or suppose they should 
occupy the streets with their cars, they not being 
in use, and suffer them to stand there, thus inter- 
fering with public travel, &c., in the city. This 
section would prevent the city from taking any 
step whatever In order to keep the public strects 
and avenues open for public use. I am not fa- 
miliar with this matter, and do not intend to take 
up time with it. I have already taken more time 
than | anticipated by far; but Í thought it was a 
maiter that should be brought to the attention of 
the Senate, and I now submit it to their consid- 
eration. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Ihave one other amend- 
ment to offer. In order to meet the objections 
which have been raised that we are incorporating 
in this act provisions different from those cog- 
tained in the other charter, I propose to add at the 
end of the second section what 1 send to the 
Chair: 


Provided, That. all other corporations in the District of 
Columbia heretofore organized for like purposes, shall be 
subject to pay license as providedin this section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to move an 
amendment in section one, line forty, to strike out 
“Tenth” and insert “ Twelfth,” and also in line 
forty-one to strike out ‘Tenth’? and insert 
“Twelfth; so that the clause will read: 


With the privilege of extending the said braneh road at 
any time along Ninth street west, to M strect north, along 
M street north to Twelfth street west, and along Twelfth 
street west, &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. In the same line I move to | 
strike out the words ‘to the Washington canal,”? 
and to insert “and Maryland avenue to the Po- 
tomac river.” 

Mr. JOHNSON. [suggest to the Senator from ! 
Maine that there is now a railroad down Mary- 
land avenue. 

Mr. GRIMES. This would strike Maryland 
avenue at the intersection of Twelfth strect, and 
that would not be more than a bundred yards. 

Mr. JOHINSON. It is to go down to the Po- 
tomac. j 

Mr. MORRILL. On Twelfth strect. 

Mr. GRIMES. No. Twelfth street strikes 
Maryland avenue abouta hundred yards, [should 
think, from the bridge, and the only distance it | 
would run by the side of the road on Maryland 
avenue would be that distance. f 

Mr. JOHNSON. I wished to know what cf- 
fect this would have on the other road. 
mean to say that they use the same track the 
other road has? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, six. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then you should say it is | 
not to interfere with the other road. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. There was one other! 
amendment that I omitted. It is in section sev- 
enteen, line eight, after the word ‘dollars,’’ to 
strike out the words ‘to said company,” and to 
insert “to be recovered and disposed of as other | 


i 
j 


Do you | 


fines and penalties in said city.” l 
The object of this amendment is to give the | 


fine of five dollars for injuring the property of | 


| a gentleman, felt himself degraded from the fact | 


the railroad to the city instead of to the company. 
Loffer this amendment because by the section as 
it will stand if amended, the party committingan 
injury is to “rémain liable, in addition to said 
penalty,’ for any loss or damage occasioned by 
his, her, or their act, as aforesaid.” The party 
who-commits any injury or damage is liable to 
make good all those damages to the company, 
and as it now stands gives the five dollars fine in: 
addition tothe company. I see no reason why 
they should have that. I think it should go into 
the city treasury to help pay the enormous taxes 
of the city. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. In order to bring this bill 
into harmony with the last railroad bill of the 
Senate, I offer the same amendment which I of- 
fered then,and which, it will be remembered, was 
adopted, and I believe 1 can have the coöperation 
of the Senator from Maine who has charge of this 
bill, It is to add to section fourteen the follow- 
ing proviso, which I send to the Chair: 


Provided, That there shall be no regulations excluding 
any persons from any car on account of color. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, when the 
question was propounded on a former day by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia as a question of law, as 
to the power of the existing railroad corporation 
in this District to exclude from the cars this class 
of people, the response from the committee seemed 
to be thatin law the corporation had no power 
to make any such distinction. The Senator from 
Maryland, [Mr. Jounson,] whose legal ability is 
not only known to the Senate but to the whole 
country, seemed by his answer to acquiesce in 
that opinion. I made no remark on that occasion; 
and I do not profess to submit my judgment 
against the judgment of such luminaries in the 
law as expressed their opinion on that occasion. 
I did, however, then internally dissent from any 
such idea as a propositionof law. I dissentfrom 
it now. 

It is true, not being a very industrious man, 
perhaps not having cultivated my profession to 
the degree that 1 should, I may not be able to form 
or express a correct opinion on the question of 
law involved; but I do announce it as my settled 
judgment, as a man who has humbly essayed the 
pathway of the law for twenty years, that that 
corporation has the right to have cars for the trans- 
portation of white men and cars for the convey- 
ance of Indiansand of negroes; and provided they 
supply sufficient accommodation for all classes of 
people traveling upon their railway, no possible 
claim for damages can arise against them from 
the fact that they exclude from certain cars cer- 
tain classes of people. If this be not so, Lask why 
do you find accommodations in your steamers 
crossing the ocean for first-class, second-class, 
and third-class passengers? Why do you find 
cars provided on your railroads for emigrants 
called emigrant cars, cars for the accommodation 
of ladies accompanied by gentlemen, and cars for 
gentlemen not accompanied by ladies? Asa ques- 
tion of law, therefore, as it stands now, that cor- 
poration,in my judgment, has the power and the 
legal right to exclude from conveyance upon any 
cars which they may designate this class of per- 
sons, provided they supply a suficient number of 
cars for their accommodation. 

This isa proposition that the corporation which 
the bill under consideration proposes to create 
shall not have the right to make any such reg- 
ulation as this, which, in my judgment, the 
existing corporation now have a right to make; 
and it presents, therefore, a simple question of 
propriety addressed to us as legislators. Sir, 
allow me to express my surprise that there should 
be such a strong disposition manifested on the 
part of white men and the representatives of white 
men to ride in cars withnegroes. Has any white 
person of the District of Columbia, or any white 
person visiting this city been incommoded in the 
least from the fact that he has not been seated 
alongside of a negro in any one of these cars? 
Has any gentleman, any map wlio was born a | 
gentleman, or any man who has the instincts of 


that he wgs not honored by a seat by the side of | 
some free negro? Has any lady in the United || 
States felt herself aggrieved from the fact thatshe Í 
was not honored with the company of Miss Di- | 
nah or Miss Chloe o~ board these cars? 


Whence, then, comes this complaint? Doesit 
come from that great ‘ruling class, not only.in this 
country but throughout the world, to whom na» 
ture and nature’s God have given superiority of 
intellect, and superiority in all the elements that 
go to constitute the most perfect manhood? Does 
it come from one of those beings who, forgetting 
the position which nature and ‘nature’s God have. 
given him, chooses to thrust himself into associa= 
tions where he knows that his company is: not 
wanted? Or does it come from that sickly senti- 
mentality which, in its progress, hasdonesomuch 
tò. degrade human character in this country, and 
which sentimentality is to be cultivated as a politi- 
cal element? z : 

Sir, theonly.complaint that has ever been heard 
in this District, according to my information in 
reference to this subject, is thatsome black fellow - 
who thought himself clothed in a little brief au- 
thority, and worea surgeon’s insignia, presumed 
to intrude himself into a car and was turned out. 
Has there been any other complaint in this Dis- 
trict? Has there been a single petition from the 
white inhabitants of this District, or from the 
white people of the United States visiting this 
District, that that company does not afford the | 
facilities and accommodations thatare necessary? 
Not one, sir. That single case stands out solitary 
and alone, and constitutes the powerful appeal 
that comes up to the American Senate and invokes 
them to make some legal provision to remedy an 
evil which it is Suggested exists. 

What, therefore, is the reason for your legis- 
lation? What is the appeal addressed to the Amer- 
ican Senate asking for any such provision as this 
to be incorporated in a bill proposed to be én- 
acted by the American Senate? Sir, let the cou 
try know, let it even go home to Massachuset 
and to Boston, whose-ideas seem to be controlling 
the legislation of this country, and who seem to 
be running the machine of Government at the 
present time, that no appeal has ben made to 
the American Senate or the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States for any such legislation as this. Let- 
it go forth to the country thatif you adopt this 
amendment you doit from no consideration of any | 
existing grievance; you do it upon no petition of 
any white man or any white womanof the United 
States; you do itsimply on account of a:letter 
written by a negro and read in the Senate of the 
United States on a former oceasion. That is the 
only basis for your proposed legislation... 

Sir, | know that I am considered ultra in ref- 
erence to my views uponall these questions; but, 
as I have taken occasion to say before, the men 
who so persistently attempt on all.occasions ta 
introduce measures Which in their very nature 
are calculated to bring about social and political 
equality among the races, and which are seized 
hold of by the subordinate race and cause them 
to believe that that is the intent and meaning of 
our legislation, are not the true friends of that 
subordinate face. If your schemes could be car- 
ried out, if you could accomplish your purposes, if 
you could bring about the establishment of your 
ideas legislative and social as the controlling ideas 
of this country, fifty years would not pass away 
before the truthful historian would record that 
the worst enemies of that subject race were your- 
selves. Under the control, under the govern- 
ment, and under the superintendence of the su- 
perior race, they have prospered, and they have 
been happy beyond the experience of any class of 
people of inferior character that this world’s his- 
tory has shown in the past; but, sir, carry out 
your ideas, once bring them into that position 
your legislation contemplates, and the mournful 
story which we read of the poor Indian, who, from 
contact with the white race, has almost become 
extinct, will be theirs. 

Sir, I do not propose to extend this idea; but I 
wish here and now, in my place in the Senate of 
the United States, andas an Amcrican Senator, to 
say that in my judgment all such Iegislation and 
ali attempts at the establishment of such ideas are 
a war against nature and nature’s God. Igo forth 
into the majestic forest and I see the groat oak 
spreading its branches to the sky, so that the birds 
of heaven may restand chfrp their songs sceurely 
and happily within its boughs. Immediately 
alongside of it Lsee the humble sapling that never 
was destined by nature or by natwre’s God to be- 
come she equalof thatoak. Some man, question- 
ing the wisdom of Providence, may say “Why did - 
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not the God of nature make that feeble sprout 


equalto.that majestic oak??? My answeris, “Itis 


in’the ordination of God’s providence.” 

So, when I consider the different races of men, 
observe the diferent gradations of life, and see 
the white man, with his. noble intellect, with his 
capacity for development, with his native energies, 
his-constant improvement, with the lights: that 
he has thrown upon the pathway of human life, 
with the great achievements he has accomplished, 
Lacceptitasan ordinance of Providence. When 
Esee the humble, groveling pathway in which 
this other race has crawled through life, and their 
incapacity to elevate themselves to that same po- 
sition, I receive it, and though my old-fashioned 
notions of theology and the ways of God to man 
are not. conformable to present views, yet Laccept 
them as.true evidences of their native inferiority; 
when I see such a being as that, who, by his own 
history and life, and by every evidence of his ca- 
pacity which he has given to mankind, has shown 
the impossibility of his nature to rise to such po- 
sitions and to achieve such resglts, I accept it 
also as an indication ofthe ways of Providence to 
nian and as indicating that great controlling law 
of the divine Providence which regulates races 
‘even of sentient beings, ay, sir, beings with im- 
mortal souls, just as much as I see that law indi- 
cated. in the inanimate works of nature. 

Perhaps, sir, I have said enough on this occa- 
sion. If you pass this amendment, you do it not 
from any evidence before you of any public in- 
convenience. If you pass it, you do it not be- 
cause there isa single being of your race who has 
asked you to doit. If you do it, therefore, you 
do it simply with a view of attempting to make 
universal that sickly sentimentality which un- 
fortunately for our country hag had too much to 
do with our present troubles. f 

. Mr. President, in the silent moments of thought 
{ have sometimes considered this question: does 
our present position, and the spectacle which we 
present in the eyes of the world, find a parallel in 
-the history of any other people who have gone 
before us? I know of no civilized people on carth 
who have heretofore so persistently labored cither 
to raise to their own elevation an inferior race or 
to degrade themselves to the equality of an infe- 
rior race as we have done in the last three years. 
But I conclude the few remarks I have felt called 
upon by the introduction of this amendment to 
submit to the Senate on this occasion by simply 
saying that, although 1 may not have read the 
history of nations or the progress of civilization 
aright, or studied as thoroughlyas E should bave 
done the history of mankind in all ages of the 
world, when the histery of our times shall be 
written, we shail be regarded, aud justly regarded, 
as an exception to the whole human family in an 
unreasonable, L might say insane, effort to egual- 
ize with ourselves an inferiorrace., Posterity will 
say it was the most insane attempt ever made in 
any civilized country. to bring about an equality 
of races which never did exist, and which no 
legislation can ever. make exist. 

Sir, if in the providence of God it shall ever 
happen (which £ pray may never be) that the 
majestic columns which now support this Capi- 
tol’ shall fallin rain and destruction, upon the cen- 
otaph of a once great vation will be inscribed this 
epitaph: “Here lte, thirty million white men, 
women, and children, who lost thetr liberties in 
trying to equalize with themselves four million 
negroes.” 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘There is no prospect, I sup- 
pose, of getting through with this billto-day, and 
as I propose to say a word or two in reply to the 
Senator from Delaware, I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was 
adjourned. 
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UNADJUSTED CLAIMS WITH ECUADOR. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Lask the unani- 
mous consent of the Liouse to allow me to move 
to reconsider the motion by which the message 
of the President relating to unadjusted claims be- 
tween this Government and the republic of Eeun- 


dor was referred yesterday to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. It should be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, as the 
President mentionsin his message that he desires 
as prompt action as possible in the matter, that 
the Chair supposes there will be no objection to 
permit the Committee on Foreign Affairs to re- 
portatany time. — . 

There being no objection, the message was re- 
ferred to the Committce on Foreign Affairs, with 
leave to report at any time. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. WHALEY asked and obtained leave of 
absence for his colleague, Mr. Brown, of West 
Virginia, for ten days from last Saturday, on ac- 
count of sickness in his family. 

CHARLES A. PITCHER, 


Mr. RICE, of Maine, asked unanimous con- 
sent to have taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to the Committee of Claims Senate joint 
resolution No. 80, for the relief of Charles A. 
Pitcher. 

The joint resolution confers on the Court of 
Claims jurisdiction to hear the claims of Charles 
A. Pitcher for the use of his patent, for an im- 
provement in making brooms, in the penitentiary 
of the District of Columbia, and to allow him what 
he ought to have, except that no punitive dam- 
ages shall be allowed against the United States. 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the joint 
resolution be referred anywhere it should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Itisan 
extraordinary proposition to extend the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims, which is already too 
much extended. x 

The SPEAKER. Is there an objection to tak- 
ing up the joint resolution for reference? 

Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Ilinois. 1 object. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Then the joint resolution is 
not before the Louse. P 

Mr. WASLIBURNE, of Hinois. I will not 
object if it be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. IJtissimply a joint res- 
olution conferring on the Court of Claims juris- 
diction in this matter. 1 thought there could be 
no possible objection to it, and that the joint res- 
olution might even be passed without reference 
to the Committee of Claims. But the gentleman 
from Ilinois objects to its going even to that com- 
mittee in accordance with the universal usage of 
the Louse. 

l hope my friend will not insist on that objec- 
tion, but will let the joint resolution go ta the 
Committee of Claims, where it can be examined 
in the usual course. That appears to me to be | 
the appropriate committee, and it seems very sin- 
gular to attempt to divert it from its proper course 
and to resort to this singular proceeding with it: 

Mr. WASLIBURNE, of Uinois. Lam aston- 
ished at the gentleman. ‘[hisis a matter in re- 
gard to enlarging the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims, and it properly belongs to the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and to no other committee. i 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. It came from the Com- 
mittee on Claims in the Senate, and my impres- 
sion and belief is that it should go properly to the 
Committee of Claims here. If it be more appro- 
priate for it to go to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, L have no objection. 

Mr. WILSON. The objection I have to the 
bill is this: it determines that the claimant shall 
have something. lt does not direct the Court of 
Claims simply to investigate the matter, but as- 
sumes that something should be paid, not leaving | 
that question open for the consideration of the 
court. We neveroughtto passa bill in that form. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I think the gentleman | 
from Lowa is entirely mistaken as to the force and 
effect of the resolution. It does not direct that 
anything shall be awarded to this claimant, but 
simply gives jurisdiction to the Court of Claims 
to investigate the matter. I have no particular 
objection to its going to the Judiciary Committee 
if that be the more appropriate committee, and I 
should like the Speaker to indicate the committee | 
which is most appropriate. | 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for the | 
House, not for the Chair. R i 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. T move that the joint | 
resolution be referred to the Committee of Claims, | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ulinois |; 


objects. Therefore it is not before the House. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine. Then let it be referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced 
a bill for an act to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
to aid in the construction of a-railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri river to the Pacific 
ocean, and to secure to the Government. the use 
of the same for postal, military, and other pur- 
poses,” approved July 1, 1862; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the select 
committee on the subject. 

W. W. RUSSELL, DECEASED. 

Mr. WEBSTER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill for the relief of the administrator 
of W. W. Russell, late paymaster in the marine 
corps; which was read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

JOUN J. MICHIE. 

Mr. HOTCHKISS, by unanimous consent, ine 
troduced a bill for the relief of John J. Michie, 
of New Orleans, Louisiana; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

RULES OF THE NOUSE. 


Mr. COX, from the committee on the rules, 
reported adversely on the resolution referred to 
them, on motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. Yuaman,] that twenty-five extra 
copies of all bills, resolutions, and reports ordered 
to be printed shall be printed for the use of the 
member introducing them; and the resolution 
was thercupon laid upon the table. 


COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINERALS. 


e Mr. COX, from the same committee, made an 
adverse report in reference to appointing a new 


| standing Committee on Mines and Minerals, 


which was laid upon the table. 

EFFICIENCY OF UNITED STATES ARTILLERY. 
. Mr. PARNS WORTH, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill to promote the efficiency of the 
artillery of the Army of the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committce on Military Affairs. 


COMMITTER ON NATIONAL BANK. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, from the 
committee on the rules, made an adverse report 
in reference to appointing a new standing Com- 
mittee on National Bank; which was laid upon 
the table. 

VOTING OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I wish to make a further report from the com- 
mittee on the rules. Rule 29 reads now as fol- 
lows: 

s No member shall vote on any question in the event ot 
which he is immediately and particularly interested, or in 
any ease where he was not within the bar of the House 
when the question was put. Aud when any member shail 
ask leave to vote, the Speaker shall propound to him the 
question— Were you within the bar when your name was 
called P 

The practice has been universal up to the last 
session to adhere to that rule in practice. Ido 
not recollect of a single instance where a member 
was permitted to vote who was not within the bar 
when his name was called. During the last Con- 
gress, and so far during this Congress, the rule 
has been relaxed. It puts the Speaker to a great 


| deal of trouble to put the question whether the 


member was within the bar when his name was 
called. Members are allowed to vote almost uni- 
versally by unanimous consent. One of two things 
should be done: either no member should be per- 
mitted to vote unless he was within the bar when 
his name was called, or members should be per- 
mitted to vote any time before thre vote was an- 
nounced. IT have been directed by the commit- 
tee on the rules to report this proposition to the 
House inthe alternative form: first, that no mem- 
bershall be permitted to vote unless he was within 
the bar when his name was called, not even by 
unanimous consent; and secondly, that members 
shall be allowed to vote at any time before the vote 
is announced. If the first be voted down, then 


| the question will recur on the second. 
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Mr. ASHLEY. I suggest a further amend- 
ment. As the rule now reads, the member must 
be within the bar when the question is put; it 
should be when the member’s name is called. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. That will 
make the proposition of the committee justas they 
wish it, and I accept it as a modification of my 
proposition, I am in favor of the first proposi- 
tion. It will make the members more punctualin 
their attendance, and save a great deal of the time 
ofthe House. I move to strike out the last sen- 
tence of the rule and add these words: “ noteven 
by unanimous consent.” 

Mr. PRUYN. The idea that the House, even 
by unanimous consent, cannot permit a thing to 
be. done within the scope of its duty is absurd. 
The rules are made for the guidance of the busi- 
ness of the House and for the protection of the 
minority. Now,toclaim that the House cannot, 
by unanimous consent, at any time, and at any 
stage of the proceedings, do anything it has the 
power to do under the Constitution, is a perfect 
absurdity in terms. No such expression should 
be embraced in our rules. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. We already 
have a rule which embraces the same provision. 
During the morning hour of every alternate Mon- 
day nothing can be brought in even by unanimous 
consent. ‘ 

Mr. PRUYN. That is equally absurd, and it 
is impossible that such a rule as that can really 
existas a rule which the House cannot on the 
moment rescind. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Does this reach mem- 
bers of committees who may be absent by leave 
of the House? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. There is 
another rule which governs that matter, and this 
does not interfere with it. 

Mr. PRUYN. I move to amend the report by 
striking out the words “not even by unanimous 
consent, ?? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That would 
leave the rule exactly as it is. It was my sug- 
gestion that the House might pass upon the two 
propositions. I think the first proposed amend- 
ment would save the House a great deal of trouble, 
and would conform the action of the House to the 
universal practice as it was up to the last session 
of Congress. Up to that Congress I never knew 
of an instance where a man was permitted to vote 
by unanimous consent when he was not within 
the bar when his name was called. 

Mr. RADFORD. I move to lay the proposed 
amendment on the table. 

Mr.COX. Willnotthat carry the whole prop- 
osition to the table? 

The SPEAKER. Only the first proposition. 
The Chair will say that the following language 
has been suggested to be incorporated in the rule: 


And if he respond in the negative the Speaker shall not 
entertain a proposition to permit him to vote. 


Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Illinois. Iwill accept | 


that modification. 
Mr. STEVENS. L hope the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Raprorp] will allow me to ask 
a question before his motion is put. 
Mr. RADFORD. I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. STE 
man of the committee whether that first proposi- 
tion would not exclude members absent on leave? 
Mr. WASILBURNE, of Iinois. I suppose 
not, because there is another rule of the House 
which gives to all members absent with leave the 
right to vote. 
Mr. STEVENS. 


This proposition would re- 
peal that rule. 


EVENS. Idesire to know of the chair- | 


The SPEAKER, The Chair would state that | 
the usage of the Fouse is to allow all members of | 


committees, absent with leave, to vote the same 
as if they were within the bar, as they are absent 
by authority of the House. i 
clude conference committees, unless they are au- 
thorized to sit during the sittings of the House. 

Mr. STEVENS. Would the Chair construe 
this amendment so as to exclude members absent 
on committees on leave? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not under- 
stand that it would exclude them. 

Mr. PENDLETON, 1 desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Speaker and of the gentleman from 
Ulinois to the rule upon this subject. 1 wish es- 
pecially the attention of the Speaker to it before 
he decides that he will not hold that this new rule 


; 


This does not in- | 


|| question before the result is announced. 


will not exclude members of committees absent 
with leave from voting. The rule has been read 
which applies to members being within: the bar 
of the House.. Theonly other rule upon the sub- 
ject is that found upon the 5ist page of the Man- 
ual, and which provides that committees. shall 
not sit during the sessions of the House without 
special leave. That is the only provision under 
which it has been held that members of commit- 
tees sitting with leave during the sessions of the 
House have a right to vote. If this proposed 
amendment be passed 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the gen- 
tleman will yield to me, I will modify the amend- 
ment by inserting the words ‘unless absent by 
leave.” 

Mr. PENDLETON. That meets my objection. 

Mr. STEVENS. That satisfies me, and I will 
vote for the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the pro- 
posed amendment as it now stands, 

The Clerk read, as follaws: 


And if he responds in the negative, the Speaker shall not 
entertain a proposition to permit him to vote; but this pro- 
vision shall not apply to such members as are absent by 
teave of the House. 


Mr. MALLORY. Here are two distinct prop- 
ositions made by the committee, either of which 
the House may adopt. One is to allow every 
member to vote before the resultis announced by 
the Speaker, if he comes in and claims the right; 
the other is to allow none to vote who are not 
present when their names are called, unless they 
were absent by leave of the House. Lam in favor 
of the first proposition. ‘The reason is obvious: 
two members are absent from the House on busi- 
ness. Mr. Arrey, for instance, who stands near 
the head of the list, and is a little Jame, cannot | 
get in until after his name is called. The gentle- 
man from Ilinois, [Mr. Wasusunne,] who is 
low down on the list, and is a very active man, 
as we all know, can come in when sent for long 
before his name is reached on the roll-call; but 
Mr. Arrey cannot, limping along, get in before 
his name is called. This rule would establish an 
inequality which [do not like. I only wished | 
to assign this as a reason why I think the last 
suggestion to the committee on rules should be 
adopted and not the first. My friend from Ohio 
{Mr. Cox] also stands carly on the list, and is 
very active, and he can get in here in time to vote | 
if sent for. : 

Mr. COX. Iam in favor of the last proposi- 
tion of the committee on rules, because I have 
seen its operation in the Senate, and l think it 
will work well. If every member is allowed to 
vote before the result is announced there will be 
a fuller and Jarger representation of the people 
on every question, and no harm can come of it. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair would remind the 
House that there are two propositions reported 
by the committee on rules. If this one shall be 
voted down, then a vote will be taken on the | 
other, the one allowing all members to vote onany 
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Mr. RADFORD. I now renew the motion to 
lay the proposition on the table. 

Mr. ANCONA called for tellers. | 

"Tellers were ordered;,and Messrs. RADFORD, | 
and Wasnourne of Hlinois, were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 59, noes 59. H 

Mr. THOMAS. lask that my vote be counted 
in the affirmative instead of in the negative. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of llinois, His too late; | 
the tellers have reported. | 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, count me | 
in the negative. s] 

The SPEAKER. The Chairhas no authority | 
to count anybody, the tellers having reported. | 
As the vote is close the Chair will ask the tellers |! 
to resume their places and have a recount. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lilinois. I demand | 
the yeas and nays on the motion to lay the prop- | 


osition upon the table. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. | 
The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
—yeas 70, nays 59; as follows: || 
James C. Alien, Ailey, Ancona, Arnold, 
P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Biiss, Chanter, 
i rises, Eden, Eldridge, Gar- 
ule, Hali, Harding, l 


on, Drit 
swold, Ha 


Alister, MeDowell, í 1 
ler, Morrison, Nable, Charles O’Neill, Joann ONeill, Pen- 


dleton, Pruyn, Radford; Samuel J. Randall, Alexander H: 
Rice, John H: Rice, ‘Ross, Schenck, Scofield, Stebbins; 
John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Stiles, Strouse; Stuart. 
Sweat, Thayer, Thomas, ‘Tracy, Van Valkenburgh, Voor= 
hees, Wadeworth, Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, and Yea-: 
man—70. 3 o : 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Anderson, Jolin D: Bald- 
win, Baxter, Blow, Boutwell, Boyd, Brandegee, Broomall; 
Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas, T: 
Davis, Dawes, Donnelly, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Earns: 
worth, Fenton, Higby, Holman, Hooper, ‘Hulburd, Jutiang 
Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Longyear; Marvin, 
McBride, McClurg, McIndoe, Samuel F, Miller, Morrill, 
Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, Orth, 
Patterson, Perham, Pike, Price, Shannon, Smith, Smithers; 
Spalding, Starr, Stevens, Upson, Elihu B. Washburne, Wil- 
liam_B. Washburn, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, 
and Woodbridge—59. _ 4 

So the proposition was laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The committee on rules re-. 
port the following proposition: 


_Inrule 29, strike out all after the word + House”. to the 
end of the rule, and insert in lien thereof, “ before the re- 
sult of the vote was announced 5”? so that the rule willread: 

No member shall vote on any question ‘in the event of 
which he is immediately and particularly interested, or in 
any case when be was not within the bar of the House be- 
fore the result of the vote was announced. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is not that the rule now? 

The SPEAKER. No; the amended rule will 
give, as a matter of right, all members. the privi- 
lege of voting at any time before the result of the 
vote is announced. i 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to lay thè proposi- 
tion upon the table; and upon that motion I đe- 
mand tellers. ` 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Morr 
and Morrison were appointed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. This prop- 
osition would accomplish nothing. A member 
could vote by unanimous consent, just as under 
the present rule. 

The SPEAKER. No; the rule, asit now stands, 
requires unanimous consent for a member to vote 
if he be without the bar when his name is called. 
The amended rule will give a member a right to 
vote at aby time before the result is announced. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 62, noes 58. 

So the proposition was laid upon the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
its Secretary, informed the House that the Senate 
had passed the joint resolution of the House au- 
thorizing a settlement of the accounts of J. N. 
Carpenter, a paymaster in the United States Navy. 


ENROLLED BILI SIGNED, 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled an act in addition to an 
act to amend: the law relating to the Post Office 
Department, approved March 3, 1863; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. STEVENS, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Senate amendments to the act (H. R. 
No. 50) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
ending the 30th June, 1865; and asked that they 
be considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the amendments were 
reported, as follows: ` 

First amendment of the Senate: 

Tn the clause for payment to letter-carriers strike out 
$320,000, and insert in licu thereof &640,000. 

Mr. STEVENS. The Committee of Ways 
and Meansrecommend concurrence in thisamend- 
ment. The committee has received letters from 
the Post Office Department stating that the. first 
estimate for this item was a mistake, in conse- 
quence of new arrangements madefor the distribu- 
tion of mai! matter in the large cities. It is tobe 
recollected that these appropriations are all paid 
out of the Post Office fund. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Second amendment: : 

Tn the clause for wrapping paper strike out $40,000, and 
insert $88,000. 

Mr. STEVENS. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend concurrence. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Third amendment: 

In the clause making an appropriation from the Treasury 
to supply deficiencies in the revenues of the Post Office 


Deparinient ior the year ending 30th June, 1865, strike out 
s: g ,800,0007 and insert in lieu thereof“ $1,500,000.” 
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` ¿Mr. STEVENS. . Mr: Speaker, it has been 
stalin Post-Office. appropriation bilis toinsert 
a contingent appropriation for $1,000,000. to` be 
paid out of the Treasury if the Post Office fund is 
not sufficient for the fiscal year. -Tt is believed, 
thatthe fund for the next year will be sufficient; 
but the disturbed condition of the country renders 
it go. uncertain thatthe Department thinks it ought 
to havea contingent fund of 
Post Office fund should fail. 
“The amendment was- concurred in. z 
Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the’several amendments of the Senate 
were concurred in; and also moved tolay the mo- 
‘tion’ to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. FENTON, . ask leave to have the Mili- 
tary Academy bill, (ET. R. No. 34,) with the Sen- 
ate amendments, taken from the Speaker’s table 
and referred to the Committee of Waysand Means, 

It was so ordered. 


SALE OF SURPLUS GOLD. 


Mr. STEVENS. I now move to proceed with 
the unfinished business of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. Theregular order of business 
is the consideration of the Senate amendments 
to the joint resolution of the House commonly 
known as the gold bill, the pending question being 
on the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Hutsurn] to add the following proviso 
to the Senate amendment: > 

Provided, That the obligation to create the sinking fund 
according to the act of February 25, 1862, shall not be iin- 
paired thereby. 

The Senate amendment was reported, as fol- 
lows: 

Add to the bin: i 

And he is hereby authorized to dispose of any gold in the 
Treasury ofthe United States not necessary for the payment 
ofvinterest on the public debt. 

On the amendment the gentleman from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Hrony] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEVENS. | suggest to the House 
whether, before we proceed to further discussion 
of the bill, it may not be better to have the vote 
taken on the pending amendment, 

Mr.PRUYN. {would like to make an inquiry 
at this stage of the proceedings: whether it is in 
order to move an amendment to the amendment 
offered by my colleague, [Mr. Lfunpurn?] 

The SPEAKER. Tis. ‘The Senate amend- 
ment is regarded as the original text. 

Mr, PRUYN. The Senate has excepted from 
the amount to he sold such sum as may be neces- 
sary to. pay the interest on the public debt. I 
propose to continue the exception which the Son- 
ate has created by adding to the Senate amend- 
ment: 

And except also so much (hereof as is necessary to fulfill 
the obligation to raise a sinking fund created by the act of 
February, 1862, 

If the gentleman from California [Mr. Eliany| 
will allow me tocxplain my amendment, L would 
like to dosos and to have a vote, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevens.] 

Mr. HIGBY. If it isagreeable to the member 
from New York to have the vote taken, as rec- 
ommended by the member from Pennsylvania, I 
shall have no objection, provided T shall have the 
floor when that course bas been pursued. 

Mr. PRUYN, Certainly. Tonly ask one mo- 
ment to explain the amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

The amendment now proposed is that the séc- 
ond clause shall not affect the obligation to raise 
a sinking fund. Ofcourse nothing that we can 
now do can affect that obligation. But the Sen- 
ate,in order to meet one of the two points raised 
by the act of February 25, 1862, provided, by way 
of an exception to the power they propose, to 
sell the gold on hand—that so much of the gold 
as is in the Treasury and is not requisite to pay 
the interest on the public debt may be sold, 

Now, the obligation to create a sinking fund is 
= r x f P ep n 3 
just as much a part of the act of February 25, 
1862, as the obligation to pay the interest on the 


ublic debt, and therefore this law should provide 
p , p | 


for both just as much as one. 

. The intent which my colleague [Mr. Huz- 
Burp] nodoubthad in view, isnot, I think, reached 
by his amendment. I move to add to the excep- 
tion in the Senate amendment, thercfore, in lieu 


$1,500,000 in case the | 


| ment, 


of the words proposed by my colleague, “and to 
raise the sinking fund required by the actof Feb- 
ruary 25, 1862.” 

Ifthis amendment should be adopted, the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury would then have the power 
to sell the gold in the Treasury, reserving as much 
as may be necessary to provide for the payment 
of interest on the public debt and for creating the 
sinking fund provided by the act of February 25, 
1862, thus providing for meeting the two obliga- 
tions incurred under the act of 1862. 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire fora moment to call 
attention to the language of the Senate amend- 
You will observe that it provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury ‘‘ shall be authorized 


| to dispose of any gold in the Treasury of the 


United States not. necessary for the payment of 
interest on the public debt.” 

Now, here is an express recognition of the au- 
thority to dispose of all the gold in the Treasury 
not necessary for that particular purpose. But 
the amendment of my colleague [Mr. Hutzurp] 
proposes a further limitation in these words: 
“ provided that the obligation to create a sinking 
fund according to the act of February 25, 1862, 
shall not be impaired.” 


In other words, the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury may sellall the goid there is inthe Treasury 
not necessary to pay the interest on the public 
debt; but, notwithstanding, the obligation to create 
a sinking fund as required by the act of 1862 
shall not be impaired. In other words, you may 
scll the gold in violation of the obligation, but the 
obligation is not thereby to heimpaired. Clearly, 
the Secretary would not feel himself limited in the 
selling of all the gold not required for the payment 
of interest irrespective of the obligation to create 
a sinking fund. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will say a single word in 
regard to this last proposed amendment, and then 
allow the vote to be taken upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that he may 
‘eall the previous question upon the amendments, 
which will accomplish his object in obtaining a 
vote upon the amendments, and the Senate amend- 
ment will then be again open for debate. 

Mr. STEVENS. Iwill, after makinga remark 
oriwo. ‘The obligation of the act of 1862 does 
not require that this sinking fund shall be paid in 
gold. It merely requires that there shall be set 
aside so much of the duties on imports as will 
amount to one percent. on the public debt. 

Now, sir, what the amendment of my friend 
from New York [Mr. Ltutsurp] provides for is 
that if the Secretary of the Lreasury transfers 
that one per cent., for instance, from coin into 
greenbacks, he shall take the proeceds of the sale 
aud purchase our bonds to that extent, which is 
a full comphance with the obligation of the law 
to create a sinking fund. I call the previous ques- 
tion upon the amendments now pending to the 
Senate amendment. 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. Preyn to 
theamendment of Mr. Hu.purp was disagreed to. 

The amendment of Mr. HuLsuro to the 
amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 

Mr. HIGBY. | should forbear making an 
remarks upon the proposition which is now end 
ing before the House after the very lengthy de- 
bate that has occurred upon it, if I did not regard 
it asa measure of very great importance, and one 
which will have a very material bearing upon the 
financial well-being of the country. 

‘Lhe principle embraced in the original bill as 
it passed the FTouse was, to my mind, fair, rea- 
sonable, and just, although I was not present to 
vote upon it on its passage. If there bea surplus 
of gold in the Treasury, let the payment of in- 
terest be anticipated upon the public debt, and let 
the public wants thus be relieved. 

Itis said, sir, that paper is lower in value, or 
that there is a wide difference between the value 
of gold and the value of paper on account of the 
searcity of goldin the market. Ifthe means are 
provided by that resolution to open the Treasury 
and send its contents, the gold there deposited, 
into the channels. of circulation, to the relief of 
the market, then that remedy is provided and the 
difficulty removed. 

But, sir, the proposition of the House went to 
the Senate, and it was returned to us with an 


amendment, by which power is given to one of 
the national officials to go into the market and 
compete with the citizens who have gold; that is, 
to make the Government, like citizens, the pur- 
chaser of its own paper. Persons thus operating 
in the money streets of New York city have been 
characterized over and over again, not only in 
public discussions but in private conversation, as 
gamblers in stocks—a system of speculation out 
of the ordinary channels of legitimate business. 
I have no doubt, sir, of the truth of the declara- 
tions when used, and that the words were rightly 
applied. A 

t has been said, and particularly to this House, 
for the purpose, probably, of operating upon timid 
minds, that while this very question has been un- 
der discussion gold was so sensitive in the market 
that it had risen several percent. in price by rea- 
son of the opposition to this Senate amendment. 
Just as if the discussion of this proposition that 
the Senate has appended to the House resolution 
is affecting the market in the city of New York! 
Money Bag will increase or lessen the price of 
gold, When Money Bag hoards his gold that 
is sufficient, without discussion in this Flall, to 
lessen the price of paper from five to ten per cent. 
in the streets of New York. Money bag con- 
trols. It is not discussion, it is not conversation 
in reference to this question here, but itis Money 
Bag, through his croakers, that does it. Upon 
the streets, at every corner, in the byways and 
in public places, they are not only whispering but 
talking, and timid minds are always yielding to 
these influences. Money Bag, when he has all 
the gold, has accomplished his purpose, and then 
at heavy discount he can purchase all the paper 
he wants; When Money Bag has paid out all 
he wants, and wishes to part with his paper, then 
the croakers are at work again on the streets and 
in private places. They again begin to blow up 
this paper and to give it value. When the value 
of the paper is increased by this process the pa- 
per goes outand gold comes in again; and Money 
Bag has thus added thousands to what he had 
before. Yet we hear that while we are discussing 
here, gold has increased in demand and paper has 
lessened in value several per cent. Shame on 
such arguments, if it is pretended that this dis- 
cussion is the cause. If the paper of the Govern- 
ment is so sensitive that two or three hours of 
discussion will make it fall in price five or ten per 
cent., what a poor, miserable credit has this rich 
and powerful Government about which we talk 
so much! 

Mr. Speaker, there is one principlealoneinvolved 
in this question as it comes from the Senate to 
us. Itisthat in the speculation that is carried on, 
a gambling speculation now carried on by indi- 
viduals for profit and loss, the Government shall 
have restraint taken from it,and that a high offi- 
cial shall go down into the arenaand bea greater 
“buil”? or bear’? than any of them, ‘Thatis 
the proposition contained in this resolution with 
the amendment of the Senate. Ihave yettolearn, 
although we have been told by members on this 
floor during this debate, that it is our duty to fol- 
low the lead of the committees of this Fouse. I 
have yet to learn, sir, that gambling is to be 
broken up by some one jofning with the offend- 
ing crowd and betting higherand offending more 
greatly than the accused, or persons charged with 
violating law or public decency or morals. Think 
of a father teaching his son the sin of profanity, 
according to this principle, by using more profane 
language than his son, and attempting in this way 
to break him of his sinful habit! 

In order to break up this gambling in gold, the 
Government is to be empowered to go down with 
its millions upon the market, and when it gets 
there it will be a greater gambler than the indi- 
vidual by the difference between millions and 
thousands. This Government ‘stamps upon its 
gold its value as twenty, ten, or five dollars, and 
circulates it among the people. The Government 
also, in a great public necessity like this, coins 
its credit and stamps upon its paper its five, ten, 
and twenty dollars, and sends that outalso. Now, 
I am opposed to this Government taking its gold 
in one hand and going down upon ’Chang® to the 
individual who holds its paper in his hands and 
bartering with him, and trying to get more than 
twenty dollars ia paper for twenty dollars in gold. 
And when gentlemen tell me that we are going to 
strengthen the. finances of our Government by 
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such a proceeding as this, I have failed, even at 
this time of life, and with my knowledge of prac- 
tical business—which is rather limited—to seethat 
that is the way to strengthen our financialcredit. 
Whenan individual, worth his th@sands, has his 
paper scattered over the country and pays it with 
prompiness, his credit is confirmed and his solv- 
ency established. If, on the other hand, he 
should undertake to buy up his paper ata dis- 
count, slander’s smooth tongue commences to un- 
dermine his reputation, and undertakes to make 
him appear before the public as an insolvent man, 
and evil would come to that man though his means 
might be ample. So it is with the Government; 
and in the same way it may by pursuing the for- 
mer course keep its credit good, while by pursuing 
the latter policy it would be sure to undermine and 
destroy it. If this Government has gold to spare, 
let it pay its debts, dollar for dollar, and by no 
vote of mine shall it do otherwise. I believe in its 
integrity; I believe in its ability; and I believe in 
preserving its fidelity. 

Sir, there seems to be great difficulty over the 
little gold which has accumulated in the Treasury 
over and above what is wanted for the time being, 

`I differ from some gentlemen in reference to the 

construction which is to be given to the law of 
1862. I think the gold should be preserved for 
the purposesmentioned in that act, yet Í will not 
stop to discuss that point. If there is a dollar of 
gold to spare, let us go to work in the right way 
and provide by law that the Secretary of the 
Treasury may pay the public indebtedness, and 
pay it at par, dollar for dollar. 

l think I understand the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Hooprr,] who day before yes- 
terday spoke ably upon the other side of this 
question, and who said we are indebted now to 
the soldiers, and that the Government needed the 
money to pay the soldiers. Use this gold, is his 
argument, in buying up the paper of the Gov- 
ernment, and use that paper to pay the soldiers 
what the Government is now owing them. If 
the gentleman did notintend that the paper should 
be purchased at less than its face, why not give 
that gold to the soldiers? Evidently his intention 
is that the Government shall buy the paper at less 
than its par value, and then take that paper and 
ray it to the soldiers. 

Lam not arguing here the payment of gold to 
soldiers and paper to somebody else, but I am 
only answering the proposition of the member 
from Massachusetts. Wehave not, lam aware, 
gold enough for a circulating medium, and the 
argument Is partly against me that gold has be- 
come in a measure a commodity of purchase and 
sale. Yet the Government counts it as currency, 
and has made it currency, and until we alter the 
law upon the subject, and by statute make it a 
commodity, and make it all bullion, the Govern- 
ment should never go into the market and specu- 
late by buying its own paper at less than its face. 
It is very easy to provide the waysand means by 
which the spare gold can be used, It should be 
used, but let it be used so that it shall go to pay 
our indebtedness dollar for dollar. In that way 
we can sustain the credit of the Government and 
keep our paperatgreater value. But the moment 
we allow the gold to go into the market, and al- 
low a high official to be the greatest gambler of 
them all, that moment we decry the credit of the 
Government. That is my principal objection to 
the amendment of the Senate, and I cannot get 
rid of that conviction. Ifthe amendment can be 
so framed as to provide that this gold shall be 
used in taking up the paper of the Government 
at its par value, I have no objection. But I shall 
vote against allowing the Government to go into 
the market and become a stock-jobber and a 
stock-speculator. 

As to this question of Auctuation, it has no cffect 
upon meagall. In November last gold was down 
at 40 and 45, and yet by slow degrees it has been 
rising one and a half, two, three, and five percent. 
a day. Even while we have been discussing this 
measure gold has risen two, three, or five per 
cent., but that docs not trouble me in the least, 
Speculators with large amounts of gold in their 
hands can easily, by combinations, effect these 
changes, and suddeniy, too, and I suppose if the 
telegraph should flash to us the news to-morrow 
morning that gold had gone up five per cent. more, 
members who argue the other side of this ques- 
on would tell us that it was the effect of this dis- 


cussion and the danger that this amendment-of 
the Senate will not pass. 

Sir, itis said that the Government wants this 
money now to pay its indebtedness. The Gov- 
ernment, we are told, is to-day in the market try- 
ing to borrow $200,000,000, and yet gentlemen 
desire that it shail go into the market to destroy 
its own credit. No, sir, if we accumulate any 
surplus gold it will not be sufficient to be a circu- 
lating medium, and let us use it to pay our indebt- 
edness dollar for dollar as far as itwill go. That 
will give us an extended credit and enable us to 
borrow at an advantage and sustain the finances 
of the country. Let us be faithful to our pledges 
and then we shall have no difficulty. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, the discussion 
of this subject, and the reflection [have had upon 
it during the discussion, have changed my views 
upon the question. I was opposed to the proposi- 
tion when it was first brought before the House; 
I voted even against the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. BourweE.1,] 
feeling that nothing should be done; that we might 
do harm, and could hardly do good, by legislating 
on the subject. I think I now see the bearings of 
the question more fully and thoroughly than I did, 
and will vote for the bill as it now stands 

It is argued, sir, that the passage of this reso-. 
lution will be an act of bad faith; that the surplus 
gold in the Tréasury is in some wise pledged, and 
that its sale will be a violation of the plighted faith 
of the Government. I have the act of February 
25, 1862, before me, and I do not find it so. it 
provides that the gold to be derived from duties 
shall be pledged, first, to the payment in coin of 
the interest on the bonds and notes of the United 
States; next to the purchase or payment of one 
per cent. of the entire debt of the United States, 
to be made within each fiscal year after the Ist 
day of July, 1862; and, third, the residue thereof 
to be paid into the Treasury of the United States, 

Now, I apprehend that the paper money with 
which to purchase the bonds of the United States 
for its sinking fund is the circulating medium of 
the country—the currency we have authorized and 
made a legal tender. ‘hat is the currency in 
which private individuals buy the bonds of the 
United States from the Government or other hold- 
ers, And in order to do that we must convertthe 
surplus gold into this currency. 

The gentleman who last addressed the House 
{Mr. Hiesy] says that we must buy bonds for 
the sinking fund at the rate of dollar for dollar. 
i cannot find the justification upon which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury would rest the act of pay- 
ing $160 for $100 in bonds, and I do find that to- 
day, by exchanging his gold for currency, $100 
would enable him to pay $160 in the currency of 
the country—the money with which the present 
holders bought the bonds. 

I conceive, sir, that by retaining this gold in 
the Treasury we are losing the interest upon that 
which is said to amount to-day to $22,000,000 of | 
surplus gold, and increasing the price of every 
commodity which the Government buys, and of 
the necessaries of life to the wives and children 
of our soldiers in the field, as well as to the peo- 
ple at large; in other words, we are taxing the 
Government and people by depreciating our own 
currency—that which we have made the currency 
of the country by making it a legal tender. 

Jt is said that the sale of this gold will reduce 
the price of gold; and if it does it will in so far 
reduce the price of commodities, and enable the 
Government and the people to purchase more 
economically than they now do. We are, by 
withholding this gold, losing the interest on the 
bonds it would purchase, and increasing the cost 
of all we purchase. . 

Again, sir, the conversion of this gold, by the 
absorption of our bonds, would tend to the ap- 
preciation of their priccin the market. Thus the 
execution of the power proposed to be given to 
the Secretary of the Treasury would therefore, 
it appears to me, be beneficent both to the Gov- 
ernment anå to the community. f 

“ But,” itis said, “it leads to a possible dan- | 
ger. It may be that having sold this gold, imports | 
will fall off, and when another payment of inter- | 
est is to be made the Government may have to 
buy.” Gentlemen will observe that the law does | 
not make it the duty of the Secretary to sell. It) 
simply empowers him to sell. By the possession | 
of that power, and tts exercise carefully and se- | 


cretly, the great financial evil of the day may be 
checked, and will bechécked—that is; speculation 
in gold. if the Secretary ofthe’ Treasury shalt. 
exercise this power wisely. and discreetly; ashe 


-has exercised all the powers thus far vested in 


him, the speculators in gold will know that there 


isa heavy holder who is not in their tring?” 


They will hesitate about making heavy operations 
when they know that-on any day $1,000,000. or 
$5,000,000 may be thrown upon the market. And 
I apprehend that if the Secretary should feel that 
it would not be wise to reduce his margin’ to a 
narrow limit, he might well-nigh control the mar= 
ket, so far as it is purely speculative, by selling 
comparatively small sums at uncertain intervals. 
ss But,” say gentlemen, ‘it is a great pawer.?? 
Certainly itis; an immense power. Butisit greater 
than those with which the Secretary is already. 
invested? Is it greater or more delicate, or does 
it come more closely to the life of the nation or 
the rights of individuals, than those-exercised b 
the heads of other Departments? Notatall. We 
live in a period and under circumstances which 
require the selection of the purest and the best 
men for the heads of Departments. In such a pè- 
riod, Government can only be managed by con- 
fiding gitat and vital trusts to those who admin- 
ister the Government. These reasons, and. others 
which have been stated more ably by gentlemen 
than I can state them, control my judgment., 

The Secretary of the Treasury, against whom 
no man has breathed a word, whose wise man- 
agement of our finances for the last three years 
will stand recorded as almost a miracle, asks for 
this power. My judgment, enlightened by the 
discussion, approves it; and notwithstanding all 
my earlier votes were against it, I shall vote for 
the resolution ag it came to us from the Senate. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, before I sit 
down I intend to ask the House to come toa vote 
on this question under the previous question, I 
do not intend to make a long speech. I have no 
knowledge which would justify me in theorizing 
in financial matters, and I have not much faith in 
theories against facts. All that I intend to do is 
to lay plainly before the House the facts as the 
exist at present, and as, in my judgment, they will 
exist if this resolution be passed and if it be not 
passed. Whether those facts are agreeable or dis- 
agreeable is of no consequence. f 

In the first place, sir, by the legislation of Con- 
gress some two years ago—whèther wisely or un- 
wisely I will not now discuss, as that thing is past 
—gold is no longer money in the actual sense and 
in the practical sense of the word. The money 
of this nation is that which is made lawful money 
by the legislation of Congress, pronounced to be 
constitutional. That action was such as to de- 
monetize gold and all other coin. “I do not mean 
to say that abroad gold is not still the standard of 
value; but I do mean to say that in this country 
gold is not, the standard of value. The lawful 
money of the United States is practically the stand- 
ard of value. My friend goes into the street and 
wants to buy a horse. He inquires the price of 
the horse. Jt is $100.. What does he understand 
by that? Does he understand that it is $100 in 
gold, or $100 in bills in the lawful money of the 
United States? Undoubtedly the latter. Nobody 
ever thinks that the man who fixes the priceofan 
article fixes it at so much in gold. He fixes itat 
so much of the lawful money of the United States. 
Hence, for all practical purposes, gold is not the 
standard of value, but the lawful money of the 
Unid States is. This commodity called gold, 
this metal—in bullion or in coin—has risen in 
price just as every other metal has risen. fron 
is rising in price, brass is rising in price, lead is 
rising in price, jast as much as gold is rising in 
price. My friends about me say copper, too. 

Vell, that is owing more to the amount used in 
making copperheads than anything else. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

I contend, therefore, that the measure and stand- 
ard of value in the United States is now practi- 
cally in every man’s mind, for every purpose, 
the lawful money of the country; and the sale of 
gold or bullion, as the sale of any other metal te 
be used in lieu of money, is the exception and not 
the rule. Suppose there were no demand for gold 
except that which we needed for use abroad; in 
other words, suppose Congress had done’ what I 
thought they ought to have done, bat in which, 
in their judgmentand wisdom, they did not con- 
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cut with me—suppose, I say, we had, as did the 
bilin the shape m-which it originally passed the 
House, provided that the interest on the public 
debt.should be payable in lawful money, and our 
duties on imports had also been made payable in 
lawful money, there would not then have. been in 
this nation any demand forthe metals called gold 
and silver, except the $1,500,000 required for our 
diplomatic and consular expenses and the. little 
required to put into the trinkets of the ladies of 
the country, ‘These items would embrace the 
whole demand: there is for these metals in this 
country, unless.in our great success. and. prosper- 
ity we should import largely: beyond the amount 
of exportations; then, I admit, you would fur- 
nish some opportunity for-speculation in the gold 
boards; and when that state of things arises the 
more rapidly the price of gold rises the better, for 
itisanevil that will cure itself. If the bill which 
was:reported to the House by less than a major- 
ity of the Committee of Ways and Means some 
two: or three. years ago had become a law as at 
first reported, we should have had no demand for 
gold in the country except as I have stated. And 
what would have been the result? You would 
have made no ring by which gold could have been 
brought up to sixty per cent. premium. ‘For un- 
less there is a demand for gold the price cannot 
rise to any extravagant extent. 

„Now, str, the only real need there is in the coun- 
try for the use of gold is that required by the mer- 
chants in theirimportations, apd to pay our inter- 
est. [tis not fair to say that we want it to pay 
the duties on imports, for that is all embodied in 
the requirements of the merchants, Well, sir, 
the amount required by the merchants to pay 
their duties upon imports will reach sixty, sev- 
enty, or cighty million dollars, just as the im- 
ports increase or decrease. It is estimated at 
about eighty million dollars for this year. 


lion dollars. 


Well, sir, the amount of coin in this country is 
Yhe banks in New York hold about 


very small, 
twenty million dollars, which, ifi am not mis- 
taken, they are required by thetr charters to keep 
on band. 
take. 
on hand at any rate. There is also retained in 
the hands of private individuals perhaps twenty 
million dollars more. Lt is perfectly well known 
in-New York that the merchants require every 
month five, six, or seven millions. 


in a quarter they will require twenty-four or 
twenty-five million dollars, 

Mr. KERNAN. Twill say, if the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will allow me, in reference 
tothe bauks of New York, by our constitution 
gold and silver alone can be a legal tender. By 
our constijulion our banks are obliged to redeem 
their notes in coin, and it ig only by the decision 
of our courts, that paper is gold aud silver, that 
they get round. it. 
< My STEVENS. Iknow very well thatin the 
estimation of the gentleman the courts are very 
great villains because they have sustained the 
lugal-tender feature of our currency. 

Mr. KERNAN, 
ments of the constitution of the Stateof New York. 

| Mre STEVENS. Very well. 1 was saying 


that I suppose the banks in New York retain and į 
will retain in their vaults about twenty million | 
dollars of gold; and knowing the amount in the | 


market, and the amount that is to be required, 
which these men who are jn the ring understand 
perfectly, iu this way they bave it in their power 
to regulate the price of it. Where is it to come 
from? These people monopolize it,and they com- 
pel the merchants to pay for it just what they 
please. Tow can we temporarily relieve that? 
Remember, sir, | do vot look upon this ag a 
panacea for ail future time. Ido not expectitto 
answer from year to year, but only for the pres- 
ent evil—for one year. How can we relieve that? 
if there is $20,000,000 wanted in a quarter by the 
merchants, and there is $20,000,000 in the hands 
of Jewsand Gentiles—for sometimes the Jews are 
nearly as bad as the Gentiles, and sometines 
worse, in these transactions—if they have it they 
make the merchants pay what they please unless 
some one comes and offers gold ata lower price. 
H a Canadian has $20,000,000 in gold, and comes 
into the market at New York to sell; he will, of 


Last 
yeur it amounted to only fifty-five or sixty mil- 


A gentleman informs me that isa mis- 
Well, sir, they retain about that amount 


‘The brokers 
there know exactly what amount is wanted; that 


Lam speaking of the require- | 


p 


| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
li 


| commodity forthe k 


course, bring down the market. Those-who have 
hoarded gold and have charged the merchants 
what they pleased will be compelled to lower their 
price. Thatis natural. Gold speculation is, then, 
impossible if that thing is likely to occur often. 

This thing was well illustrated by the able gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. Woopsrivce] yes- 
terday in referénce to cotton that might be needed 
by the Government. Suppose the Government 
wanted one hundred thousand artillery horses, 
and they must have them, and there were only 
one hundred thousand horses in the country; sup- 
pose that they were gathered up by my friend’s 
agents, who would not sell them until they could 
get their own price; suppose, then, that a man 
in Canada happened to: have one hundred thou- 
sand, and should feel that it was a good time to 
come into the market with his horses, would he 
not break up this conspiracy? Would he not 
compel the men who held horses to lower their 
prices? Would he not compel horses to be sold 
ata fair price? The market would be supplied 
and there would be a competition to sell. How 
is the case here? The Government of the United 
States, as a corporation, holds $20,000,000 of sur- 
plus gold. Twenty million dollars are wanted by 
the merchants. There isa gang of traders who 
hold $20,000,000 of gold, which they will not sell 
for less than $1 80. If the Government selis at 
$1 30 would not that bring down the market to 
$130? IT think so, 

Look at the facts. Yesterday, when it was 
thought that this bill would not pass, that it would 
be defeated, gold rose three per cent. in one hour, 
and when it was found that it would pass it went 
down again, Low it is this morning | do not 
know. Letit be known that the Government has 

| this money which it can sell to the merchants at 
a reasonable rate, and the Shylocks on the Rialto 
will cease to whet their knives, and begin to sell 
at the same rate as the Government, This is 
piain common sense, It seems to me that it is. 
tscems to me that that is the way in which it 
will operate, 

But, Mr. Speaker, learned and conscientious 
| gentemen have objected to this because, as they 
| say, the gold in the 'Freasury has been pledged 
to pay the interest upon the public debt. It is 
resolved in this proposition that not one dollar 
shall be sold until that pledge hag been provided 
i for, Jt puts the sinking fund upon the same foot- 
ing precisely. The law docs not require that the 
sinking fund shall bepaid in gold, butsimply that 
the gold shall be used to create a sinking fund for 
the purchase of our own securities. Our own 
securities can be purchased for $100 payable in 
greenbacks. The gentleman says that we ought 
to have gold to pay forthem., We must pay dol- 
Jar for dollarin gold if T understand the gentleman 
rightly. ‘Phat is indeed a tender conscience that 
would insist upon paying $100 in gold for what 
can be bought for $100 iu greenbacks. 

Mr, PRICE. Does the gentleman refer to me? 

Mr. STEVENS. No, sir; 1 refer to the gen- 
deman from California (Mr. Hany] who isgold- 
mad. Would it be wise to pay $100 in gold when 


1 $100 in grecnbaeks would do the same thing? Is 


there any shane therefore for the Government to 
sell $12,000,000 for $20,000,000? [tis selling a 
vfulcurrency of the country. 
It is selljog an article and converting $12,000,000 
of gold into $20,000,000 of greenbacks to pay our 
debts with, 

Mr. HIGBY asked a question entirely inaudi- 
ble to the reporter, 

Mr, STEVENS. I have already said that the 
coin in the Treasury, for all practical purposes, is 
not the currency of the country. 

Mir, HIGBY. lask if itis noteurrency by Jaw. 
Mr. STEVENS. Ladmit if you choose to fool 


| away your money instead of exchanging it for 
i, greenback it will pass as money, but itis not the 
| currency of the country. 


Mr. HIGBY. Does not the gentleman live in 
an iron region? 

Mr STEVENS. Yes. 

Mr. HIGBY. ‘Phen thataccounts for his hav- 
ing no conscience. 

Mr. STEVENS. That is certainly very smart. 
I did not believe the gentleman had so much wit, 
but be has just so much, [Laughter.} 

But | was about to ask, would not that Govern- 


ment be foolish and unwise which should take j 


$100 of a commodity which it could sel} for $170 |! 


of its obligations to put into a sinking fund, and 
give it for $100? Heave every school-boy who ever 
dealt in marbles and pennies to answer that ques- 
tion. It does not require a theoretical financier. 

As to the sch®me proposed by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Bourwex] of keeping 
down the premium upon gold bullion by creating 
a loan in Europe and drawing upon it, Í say itis 
the most alarming proposition I have heard yet. 
i admit that in ordinary times of peace, when we 
have no other circulating medium than that which 
is now the money of nations, itis well to bring in 
as much foreign capital as you can; but I deny 
that it is now desirable to do it. Why, I look 
with grief upon every dollar which I hear is taken 
by foreign capitalists; and I believe our five-twen- , 
ties are taken now at the rate of $3,000,000 a week 
on foreign account. . And why do I say Í grieve 
over this? Because all the gold we can collect, 
and all we can borrow hereafter, will go to pay 
the interest upon such bonds, and beat once trans- 
ported to Europe. [donot wantany of their cap- 
ital sent here upon such terms. Ido not want 
them to take our bonds and draw away all our 
gold for twenty years to come after we shall have 
returned to a state of peace. Wedo not know 
when this war will close. [do not want to dis- 
courage anybody; but I do not think itis going to 
end in—I will not say how longa tiffe-—certainly 
notin ninety days, and perhaps notin many years. 
Hence it is 1 do not desire toseeany overtrading, 
or anything done by which forcigners can take 
from us the precious metals either by excessive 
importations or by the purchase of our gold-bear- 
ing securities. This, I suppose, is not orthodox 
financiering; butitis my theory and iny common- 
sense view of the subject. 

Now, onthe Ist of July we shall probably have 
fifty million dollars of gold in the Treasury. We 
shall need to pay outa little more than twenty 
million dollars of it. Thirty millions will be left. 
if we go on for thenext half year until January, 
when the half-yearly interest again falls due—a 
iew more of the five-twentics having matured— 
our payments will be from twenty-two to twenty- 
three million dollars; and in the mean time we 
shall have accumulated some forty-five million 
dollars of coin, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will my colleague, the 
chairman of the Commitmeof Ways and Means, 
allow me to ask him,a question? 

Mr. STEVENS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The question [have to pro- 
pound at this stage of his remarks has relation 
to the cui bono only. Wehave just rendered, with 
theassent,as I understand, of the honorable chair- 
man himself, the Senate amendment innozious by 
atitraing the provisions of the act of 25th Feb- 
ruary, 1862, for the establishment of a sinking 
fund, and providing that nothing in thisact shall 
be construed to interfere therewith. E wish to 
know now whether we have not rendered it use- 
jess; and I ground the inquiry on these consider- 
ations: the fifth section of that act provides that 
the gold received from the customs shall be set 
apart as a special fund, and shall be applied, first, 
to the payment of the interest on the bonds or 
notes of the United States: or, in other words, to 
the funded or interest-bearing debt; and, second, 
to the purchase or payment of one per cent., not 
of the bonds or interest-bearing notes, but of the 
“entire debt? of the United States, to be made 
within each fiscal year after the Istof July, 1862, 
which is to be setapartas asinking fund, and the 
interest of which shall be appliedin the same way. 
Now, this has not been done; and in that partic- 
ular there has been, as 1 take it, a default on the 
part of the head of the Treasury, who is said to 
desire the passage of this law. By the Ist of 
July next, or at the expiration of the current fis- 
cal year, the amount applicable to the sinking 
fund will be iwo per cent. of the entire debt of the 
nation, ‘The surplus coin upon which this lawis 
expected to operate is stated by my honorable 
colleague at $30,000,000. In this he takes no ac- 


| count of the sum which will be required to meet 


the requisitions of that part of the act referred to 
which creates the sinking fund. I should liketo 
hear him state how much that will be. T assume 
the entire debt of the nation, at a low estimate, to 
be at least fifteen hundred million dolars, If Lam 
wrong the honorable chairman of the Ways and 
Means can correct me. 1 wish I could be per- 
suaded that it was no more. Putting it, however, 
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atthis low figure, theamount required to meet the 
demands of that fund under the law for the year 
ending on the Lstof July next will be $30,000,000, 
or just enough to absorb the whole surplus that, 
according to his estimate, will bein the Treasury 
at that period. What I desire to know, therefore, 
from the honorable gentleman in view of these 
facts is, what is the practical use of the amend- 
ment so qualified, and where are the moncys on 
which it is to operate, the gentleman himself ad- 
mitting and insisting on the right to sell under the 
existing law for the uses of the sinking fund, and 
the claims of that fund absorbing his whole sur- 
plus, and leaving no residuum for the general 
‘Treasury? 

Mr. STEVENS. If it is very harmless and 
operates upon nothing, my friend is benevolent 
enough to allow ug to have this bauble, and he 
will not find any fault with us except that we are 
pleased with a rattle and tickled with a straw, 
and he will not refuse us the rattle. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Allow me to say that it is 
an unsound principle of legislation to enact any 
law merely upon the ground that it will do no 
harm. A law that is useless is alwaysa bad law, 
and cannot be otherwise than injurious. 

Mr. STEVENS. Suppose we should resolve 
that this Houge was not very wise; whom would 
it harm? No one. 

But, sir, the gentleman hardly supposes that by 
the debt of the United States we mean anything 
butthe registered, funded, ascertained debt. Does | 
he expect us to go into the streets and pick up 
sutlers’ bills and bills ofall kinds and buy ap one 
per cent, of them to fulfil) this law? That is not 
what is meant by the debt of the United States. 
The floating debt, which has not been settled, 
has not yet become anything that we can legis- 
Jate on at all. 

Mr.WILLIAMS. I do not desire to interrupt 
my colleague; but will he allow me to inquire 
again whether I am to understand him as assert- 
ing that the legal-tender notes now constituting 
so large a portion of the currency of the country, 
and amounting, as l believe, to the sum of four 
hundred and fifty million dollars, or thereabouts, 
are no part of the “entire debt” of the nation? 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not, because they are 
not debts. They are the money of the country, 
bearing no interest. When they come to be re- 
deemed it will be another question. At present 
they are not due and have not to be paid. 

But, sir, I was saying that I suppose that by 
the Ist of January next we shall have a surplus 
of $50,000,000 of gold in the Treasury if you allow 
it to accumulate. Now, lask any gentleman who 
is acquainted with financial matters whether the ; 
withdrawal from circulation, and locking up soas 
to be inaccessible to the commerce of the country, 
of $50,000,600, will not help more to aid these 
speculators to raise the price of articles which they | 
have on hand than all other “rings” can do, and 
whether it will not help the gamblers of whom 
the genticman from California [Mr. Hicgy] has | 
šo much horror? Ido not understand this meas- | 
ure to contemplate the buyiug of our own sc- || 
curities at a discount. [ say that when you ex- | 
change bullion for lawful money you do not buy 
your securities. You makea financial transaction, 
selling a commodity for so much money. 

Will any man tell me now that when he asks a | 
dollar for any article he wants to sell, he means a | 
gold dollar, or whata gold dollar is worth? No 
man does it; he wants a dollar of our currency. 
When a man asks five dollars for a hat, does he | 
mean to ask thereby what used to be five dollars in | 
gold, or its value? No; be means five dollars in |i 
the actual currency, the lawful moncy, of the | 
United States. i 

This article of gold isa subject of trafic, as 
much so as a hat ora horse; and it is no more | 
a circulating medium now than cither of them. ; 
You do not by selling tt discount or depreciate 
your own paper; you appreciate it when you put 
more gold in cireulation. 

You, Mr. Si er, know my peculiar views 

on. Lbavealways held that this 


upon this que 
evil arises fram our making the interest on these 


bonds payable in gold and the imposts payable 
in gold. “Lalways held that; and į may jast here, | 
altbough it is a little, egotistical, state that when | 
in 1862 a portion of the Commitice of Ways and | 
Means, less than a majority, agreed upon a fnan- 
cial system, which was the issue of legal-tender |) 


` ldo not mean that we are coming to repudiation. 


i 
H 
H 
H 
; country should sanction thatidea, aitbough it may y 


notes and five-twenty bonds bearing six percent. 
interest payable in lawful money, they devised 
a system by which one currency was to pervade 
the whole country, and the farmer who had to 
receive interest on his bonds was to receive the 
same currency as the capitalist who buys the 
United States bonds. There was then supposed 
to be no kind of necessity for gold at all. The 
wisdom of the other branch of the national Legis- 
lature, however, having been brought thereto by 
the able and conclusive argumentsof the bankers 
and brokers of New York, inserted a provision 
Which made the interest on these bonds payable in 
gold. 

Now, repudiation is a thing which this Gov- 
ernment will never countenance although it has to 
take in taxes one half of the property of every 
man in the nation. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire toask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania a question, I take it that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is in favor of hav- 
ing our duties on imports collected in gold and 
silver. Now, what I want toask him is this: 
what would he do`with the gold if the collection 
of imposts in specie were continued, and if the 
interest on our bonds were not paid in gold and 
silver? ° 

Mr. STEVENS. My friend’s memory is de- 
fective. He knows that when that great struggle 
between lawful money and gold took place in this 
House I contended that the dutiesshould be paid 
in lawful money, and that the interest should be 
paid in lawful money. After the Senate forced 
upon us the payment of interest in gold it was 
decided that the duties on imports should also 
be paid in gold, so as to meet the paymentof in- 
terest. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire toask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if that motion was not first 
agreed upon in Committee of Ways and Means? 

Mr STEVENS. No, sir. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. Thatis my recollection. 

Mr. STEVENS. The bill passed this House 
jnstas I have stated. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Lovszoy] offered an amendment to 
make the interest on the public debt payable in 
gold. 1 opposed it with others, and it was voted 
down by nearly forty majority, and in that con- 
dition it went to the Senate. But those gentle- 
men whom I have spoken of enlightened the 
wisdom of the Senate, enlightened the heads of 
Departments, enlightened this House, and when 
the bill came back, although I fought it with all 
my might, the Senate amendment was carried by 
I believe four majority. [thas now become part 
of our regular financial system—which I am not 
complaining of. While E would have had the 
merchants pay for their duties on imports the 
same as every body else, I was afraid we could not 
otherwise get the gold to pay our interest. IfI 
had my will I would reverse the movement of the 
wheel and adopt to-morrow the system of receiv- 
ing payment of duties in lawful money, and mak- 
ing the interest on all bonds to be hereafter issued 
payable also in lawful money. And this, too, 
although we have now §700,000,000 of debt with 
the interest payable in gold, which will take some 
forty-two million dollars of gold every year. ‘The 
duty on imports would just about pay it. Bat I 
ask the gentieman—and 1 do not intend to digress 
in this way—when our devi shall amount to two 
or three thousand millions, requiring $200,000,000 į 
of gold to pay the annual interest, how high will 
gold go then? If, when we have to pay but 
$40,000,000 a year in gold, gold goes up to sev- 
enty, how high willitgo when we will have to pay 
$200,000,000 a year? 

I trust | may bea false prophet, butif gold does | 
not go to two hundred per cent. my judgment 1s 
entirely at fault. Youcannotkeepitdown. [fly 
had my way, I repeat, I would stop where we are | 
in the matter of issuing bonds with the interest |j 
payable in gold. L would make interestin future |} 
payable in the lawful money of the United States. | 
Woe receive for these loans nothing but lawful | 
money, and by paying them in gold we pay nearly | 
double what we get. . i 

I do not hope to be able to convince the House i 
in this matter. Ishall notattemptit, But nev- 5, 
ortheless I state what Lthink we are coming to. 


God forbid that any man in this ELouseorin this 


g 
take half of every man’s estate in the nation. Butli 


I would be glad if T could make the burdens tighter: 
I move the previous questions = S oo pa G 

Mr. COX.” Before the questionis, taken, I 
think it better that we should, haveta call of the 
House. I would be precluded from making that 
motion after the previous question is seconded. I 
make that motion. ` ST 

The motion was not agreed to. en 

The previous question was seconded, and thè. 
main question ordered. ee 

The question was taken.on the first amendment 
of the Senate, to add the words, ** not exceeding 
one year, and it was concurred in. | ; 

The question was next taken on the second, 
amendment of the Senate, as amended by the 
House, as follows: : : 

And he is hereby authorized to: dispose of any gold in the 
Treasury of the United States, not necessary for the pay~ 
ment of interest of the public deht: Provided, That the obli- 
gation to create a sinking fand, according to the act of Feb- 
ruary 25, 1862, shall not be impaired thereby. 

Mr. KERNAN ‘called for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. sats 

The question was‘taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 57; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, : Ash- 
ley, John D, Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Francis P. Blair, 
Jacob B. Blair, Blow, Boutwell, Boyd, Brandegee, Am- 
brose W.Clark, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Dawson, Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Rliot, 
Farnsworth, Fenton, Prank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, 
Griswold, Hooper, Hotehkiss, John U. Gubbard, Halburd, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, francis W. Kellogg, Or- 
Jando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, MeBride, Me- 
Clurg, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, 
Amos Myers, Norton, Odell, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Patter- 
son, Perham, Pike, Alexander I. Rice, Jobn TH. Rice, 
Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smith, Spalding, Starr, Steb- 
bins, Jolin B. Steele, Stevens, Thayer, Upson, Van Val- 
kenburgh, Wadsworth, Elinu B. Washburne, WHHam B, 
Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, 
and Woodbridge—84. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Baily, Augus 
tus C. Baldwin, Bliss, Broomall, Clay, Cofiroth, Cox, Thom 
as T. Davis, Deming, Denison, Eden, Bidridge, Hale, Mall, 
Harrington, Charles M, Ikarris, Herrick, Higby, Holman 
Hutchins, Kernan, Knapp, Law, Long, Mallory, Marcy, 
McAllister, McDowell, Melndoe, MeKinney, Middleton. 
Wiliam H. Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, Noble, Jobn. 
ONeill, Pendleton, Price, Pruyn, Radford, Sauce) J. Ran. 
dall, Rollins, Ross, Willian G. Stecie, Stiles, Strouse, Stu- 
art, Sweat, Thomas, Tracy, Voorhees, Whecler, Joseph 
W. White, Williams, and Yeaman—57, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Before the vote was announced, ` i m 

Mr. SMITHERS stated that Mr. Ganson hav- 
ing been called home by the sickness of a relative, 
he had paired with him upon this bill. — 

Mr. ALLISON said: I have paired, by an’ 
arrangement made by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Penpieron,] with Mr. Law, I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio whether in his judgment 
that pair ought to extend to this vote. I should, 
if permitted, vote for this amendment. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will say to the gentle- 
man from lowa thatin my judgment under his 
pair he ought not to vote on this question. 

Mr. GRINNELL stated that his colleague, Mr, 
Huszarp, was detained from the House by siek- 
ness. 

Mr. SMITH stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Rawnpauy, was confined to his room by sickness. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of the Senate was adopt- 
ed; and ‘also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

The third amendment of the Senate was to 
amend the title by adding to it “and for other 
purposes, ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the first and third amendments of the 
Senate were concurred in; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. i 

ENROLLED BILL AND RESOLUTION. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bris, reported that the commitiee had examined 
and found truly enrolled a bill and joint resolution 


l of the following tides; when the Speaker signed 
| the same: 


An act (H. R. No. 50) making appropriations 


; for the service of the Post Office Department dur- 


ing the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1865; and 
Joint resolution (H. R. No. 43) authorizing 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 16, 


the.settlementof the accounts of J. N. Carpenter, 
: master in the United States Navy: 


\ UNEMPLOYED GENERAL OFFICERS. 


“Phe SPEAKER stated the regular ofder of 
usiness to be the consideration ofthe joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 69) to drop from the rolls of the 
Army unemployed general officers, postponed un- 
til to-day, upon which the gentleman,from Ohio 
[Mr. Scuzncx] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Having stated at the time 
this jointresolution was reported all that I desired 
to say i explanation of it, 1 do not propose at 
this time toclaim my right to the floor, The joint 
resolution ‘was reported to the House by the Com- 

.-thittee on Military Affairs in response to a resolu- 
tion passed by the House referring the subject. 

Tdo not propose to detain the House with any 

remarks in reference to it, unless amendments or 

remarks in opposition to # should render it neces- 
sary. ~ 
. Mr. COX. I move to amend the joint resolu- 
tion by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That whenever any officer comprehended in this 
act shall demand a board of inquiry according to the rales 
and regulations in such cases, and who shail be willing to 
serve, that sueh board shall be forthwith convened; and if 
said board shadifind him competent tocominand in the rank 
to which he is entitled, he shall be at once restored to active 
service with fullpay. And provided further, What all oflicers 
who have received the thanks of Congress during the pres- 
ent. war shall be exempted from the provisions of this act. 


Mr. KERNAN. If the gentleman will allow 
me, | will offer a substitute for the whole resolu- 
tion, 

Mr, COX. 
that purpose. 

Mr. KERNAN. I move to strike out all after 
the preamble of the joint resolution, and to insert 
„in its place the following: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
as soon as practicable after the passage hereof the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall designate and cause to con- 
vene a board of competent military officers, to ea f 
three major generals, three brigadier gencrals, and three 
colonels, which board shalt, under regulations to be pre- 
seribed by the Secretary of War, make a careat examina- 
tion into the coinpetency, fitness, and ellicieney for com- 
mand of such major generals aud brigadier gencrala in the 
service of the United States who, on the Ist day of April, 
A. D. 1864, shall not be in the pertormanee of duty or ser- 
vies corresponding with their riukand grade, and who shall 
not have been cagazed in sneh duty or service for tree 
months continuously next prior to that date, and report to 
the Secretary of War the names and rant of eneh of such 
generals who, in the opinion of said board, shalt be inca- 
pable of efficiently and propery performing the duties of 
his rank in the service. And each officer who, by the re- 
port of said board, is found incapable of property and ofh- 
ciently performing the duties of his ranke, shall, if such opin- 
fon aud report be approved by the President of the United 
States, be then dropped from the rolls of the Army of the 
United States, and atl the pay aud allowance and emolu- 
ments of such generil otte o dropped shall cease from 
that date, andthe vacancies so occasioned may be filled hy 
new promotions and appointments as in other ¢ Bat 
no Oflicer ia to be considered as included in the foregoing 
provision whose absence from duty shall have been ocea- 
sioned hy wounds ceived or d e contracted in the 
line of hig duty while in the military service of the United 
States, or by his being a prisoner of war in the handsof the 
eneiny or under parole; and any major general of volun- 
tears, or brigadier general of volunteers, who may have 
appebated trom the regular Army under the authority 
given in section four of the act approved Jnly 82, 1861, “to 
authorize tbe cinployment of volunteers toaid in enforcing 
the luwes ood protecting publie property,” and the acts 
amendat ry thereof, who shall beso dropped from te rolis, 
shall not ‘hereby be discharged from the service of the Uni- 
ted States, but shail be remitted to- his position and duty as 
no officer of the regular Army. 


“Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I presume that the 
principal object of my colleague [Mr. Scnenex] 
in pressing this bill,and which he avowed the other 
day, isan economical one. He disclaimed having 
any intention to strike atany particular officer or 
officers. Iam bound to accept his disclaimer. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I beg leave to correct my col- 
league in one particular. ‘That was part of the rea- 
son assigned. The object was economical on the 
one hand, and on the other to make room for the 
promotion‘of those who are performing the duties 
of those officers. It had that double object, and 
it wil) have that double effect. 

Mr. COX. Very well, I understand that. He 
disclaimed that anything personal was intended 
by this bill, and I accept that disclaimer in the 
spirit in which it was made. The remarks I have 
to offer will indicate the effect of the bill upon cer- 
tain officers of the Army. 

Some time ago this House passed a resolution 
inquiring of the War Department what general 
officers were unemploycd, and what gencral off- 


L will yield to the gentleman for 


Lit before me, iy 


cers were employed, in duties below their grade. 
To that the War Department made reply. I have 
ecutive Document No. 5. I have | 
analyzed and classified it. I find that twenty 
major generals and forty-seven brigadier generals 
are relieved from service, or were at that time re- 
lieved, making in all sixty-seven officers. One 
thing will strike every gentleman, and that is this: 
all of these officers, with the exception of twenty- 
two, are reported as employed iñ some service, 
valuable service, though it may be below their 
rank. Some are employed as agents for pris- 
oners, commissaries, quartermasters, and upon 
courts-martial, and many as superintendents of 
depots for drafted and enlisted men. All the offi- 
cers enumerated in this report are actively and 
usefully employed, except twenty-two. This 
fact lessens the force of my colleague’s economic 
argument. 

Although these officers are employed in service 
not equal to their rank, yet they are rendering 
very faithful and indispensable service to the Gov- 
ernment, which would have to be rendered by some 
one else, perhaps by officers of inferior ability as 
well as grade. The Government has its full con- 
sideration for their service; and there 1s no ques- 
tion of economy as to them. As to the rest the 
question of economy can be settled by the Presi- 
dent, who has it in Ais power, without our action, 
to dismiss these officers and strike them from the 
pay-roll, But as I understand the matter, even 
ifthe President should do this, the Government 
will only save about three hundred thousand dol- 
lars per annum by this measure—the salarics of 
about twelve officers—a sum for a year not one 
tenth of what is required to carry on this Admin- 
istration fora single day! One or two of these 
relieved officers have staffs. General Frémont 
has four of his staff with him now. McClellan 
has none of his staff. ; 

Of these twenty-two unemployed, one is put 
down as being in prison—-General Neal Dow— 
and another as being in Congress, my friend from 
Kentucky (Mr. Smirnu] who now stands by my 
side. 

Mr. SMITH. With the permission of my 
friend from Ohio, I desire to make a brief state- 
ment of how my name happened to get on that 


list which has been sent here by the Secretary of 
War. {tis stated that I was relieved from duty 
when this report was made. My resignation was 
made on the 20th of September, 1863, to take ef- 
fect on the Ist of December following, afew days 
before the meeting of Congress. f bad been in 
the service actively until the 20th of September, 
when I was put on recruiting duty in the State of 
Kentucky. At the time the report was made I 
was out of office, my resignation having taken 
effect on the Ist of December. 

I have felt that it was due to ntyself to make 
this statement. F do not want it to go out that | 
was relieved from duty before my resignation 
was accepted. Itis, however, due to the Secre- 
tary of War to say that the resignation sent by 
me from the field was not, for some reason or 
other, received until after the meeting of Congress, 
and my attention was called toit, The mistake 
was corrected in the Department, and they prom- 
ised to give me a statement to that effect, but I 
have not yet received it. F have neverbeenin the 
field without a command, and every command I 
have had has done its duty. 

Mr. COX. I am glad that the gentleman from 
Kentucky has it in his power to make this state- | 
ment. Ihave no doubt that it is satisfactory to 
everybody. 

Several of these twenty-two generals thus un- 
employed have been relieved because of wounds. | 
They are Gencrals Sickles, Hatch, Tower, Bar- 
low, Paul, Rowley, and others. This bill should 
not, and properly does not, affect them. Now let 
us sce who are to be affected. [It reaches then only 
abouta dozen unemployed officers. Al the ceon- 
omy of the bill is reduced to these officers. Who 
are they? They are Generals MeCicllan, Fré- 
mont, Buell, Wallace, McCook, Crittenden, Mil- | 
roy, Oglesby, Hartsuff, Andrew Porter, Aber- | 
crombie, and Roberts. I may omit one or two 
from inadvertence. I see by the morning papers 
that General Wallace is assigned to active duty. 
Asa matter of course Milroy will be employed. | 
‘That may be the case with others that I have 
nanied. These, then, are all that will be affected 


by this bill. Al thesaving, then, will be the sal- 


ary of these dozen generals. Is it fair and just 
to strike them from the rolls of the Army because 
they have been relieved by the caprice or under 
the prejudices of the President, the Secretary of 
War, or General Halleck? If, in the opinion of - 
the President, they are no longer serviceable to 
the Government, why does he not dismiss them? 
He has the power. Why devolve it. upon Con- 
gress? Why does not the Execitive assume the 
responsibility ? i : 

Many of these officers who are ‘to be affected 
by this bül left civil life for the Army and sacri- 
ficed positions of profit and honor to their patri- 
otic duties. Genéral McClellan left an employ- 
ment of $10,000 a year at the call of Governor 
Dennison, of Ohio, to take the command in West- 
ern Virginia, where his services were so signal 
and successful. Since then he has sacrificed every- 
thing he had made in civil life, and lives now 
upon a salary less than he could obtain elsewhere. 

nder such circumstances, L ask, is it fair to drop 
him from the rollsofthe Army? Fask it as a mat- 
ter of ordinary pecuniary fairness. Not that he 
would wish to be retained. . I do not suit my vote 
on this bill to his wishes, for I know that if his 
wishes were consulted I should make no 8ppo- 
sition to this measure. I place it upon higher 
grounds, that of common justice to a faithful and 
accomplished soldier. . 

I know very well the argument of economy will 
be used here,and should be considered always in’ 
this House. I wish it were used more frequently. 

Zut there is something more involved in this bill 

than economy. If these generals are dropped in 
this particular way, it will seem to be a taint upon 
their honor. The only way to drop them in a fair 
and military way is by the amendment which I 
have proposed or by the amendment of my hon- 
orable friend from New York, [Mr. Krrwan.] 
It should be done by a board of inquiry. They 
should examine to sce whether these officers, thus 
to be ruled out of service because of political or 
other reasons, are fit to do that duty for which 
they were originally called into the service. I 
would like to read a report from a board stigma- 
tizing McClellan, Buell, and Crittenden as incom- 
petent, Itwould deserve an immortality of fame 
for the audacity and presumption of the military 
criticism. ` A 

The otherday, when the question was asked my 
colleague, [Mr. Scuenck,} why it was not left 
exclusively with the President to drop these ofi- 
cers whenever he should,sce proper, (and which 
he has already the authority to do,) he responded 
that it would fix a stigma upon the character of 
these officers to remove them in that way. It 
seems to me that the same reason applies to the 
operation of this bill. No officer, no soldier, 
should ever have any undeserved stain cast upon 
hith by his superior officer, even if he be the Pres- 
ident. If notin that case, why should Congress 
do the same thing, unless there is first given a fair 
inquiry into his military conduct and career? 

Such an inquiry my amendment proposes. It 
is a fair proposition, Itis military. It is politic, 
Tt will help the service; while the passage of this 
bill may, without trial, overslaugh good officers 
and fix upon them a stain which is worse thana 
wound upon their character. 

I have indicated in my amendment that those 
who have received the thanks of Congress should 
be made an exception to this proposed reform. I 
do net disguise the fact that my intention is to 
except from the operation of the bill such men as 
General McClellan, who did receive the thanks of 
Congress. Unanimously, sir, on the 9th of May, 
1862, immediately following the battle of Wil- 
lamsburg, upon a resolution offered by a member 
upon the opposite side of the House, [Mr. Love- 
soy,| Congress thanked that distinguished gen- 
eral. ‘The resolution was voted for by you, Mr. 
Speaker, with great alacrity. That resolution Í 
will have read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

“ Resolved, That it is with feelings of profound gratitude 
to Almighty God that the House of Representatives, from 
time to time, hear of the tdumphs of the Union armies in 
the great struggie for the supremacy of the Constitution 
aud the integrity of the Union. 

“ Resolved, That we receive with profound satisfaction 
intelligence of the recent vietories achieved by the armies 
of the Potomac, associated from their Jocalities with those 
of the Revolution, and that the sincere thanks of the House 
are hereby tendered to Major General George B. McClellan 
for the display of those high military qualities which secure 
important results with but Httle sacrifice of human life.” 


1864. 


ad 


Mr. COX. I am sorry my colleague [Mr. 
ScHENCK] was not present in the last House to 
give the sanction of his distinguished military 
judgment upon those ‘high military qualities” 
of General McClellan “t which secure important 
results with but litle sacrifice of human life.” Whe 
yeas and nays were not called upon that resolu- 
tion for the simple reason that every member be- 
lieved init. It went through the House nemine 
contradicente. Every one of us in happy accord 
joined in this splendid tribute to the beloved cap- 
tain of the army ofthe Potomac. 
tribute! For what laurels ever crowned the brow 
of hero or demigod equal to. those honors which 
shall cluster around the memory of him whose 
martial triumphs have been won with but little 
sacrifice of human life? Long after the carping 
‘committees on the conduct of tlte war,” who 
have distorted truth to injure a general whose abil- 
ity is so far above their comprehension, shall have 
passed away ; long after the political hucksters who 
have joined in reviling him in order to add to their 
ill-gotten gains shall be numbered with the for- 
gotten dead; long after the vacillation and inter- 
meddling of presumptuous civilians shall be dis- 
missed to a dishonored oblivion, this utterance of 
the national Legislature will live and shine; not, 
sir, because we passed it, but because in an hour 
of honcst.impulse we recorded our testimony to 
the truth which the historian * will not willingly 
let die.” Those triumphs which are unstained 
by blood have been so few and signal in thisand 
other wars that among the good they involun- 
tarily invoke the choicest approbation of the hu- 
man heart and intellect. So few and signal are 


they that I might be pardoned for imagining that ' 


even the Prince of Peace himself would conde- 
scend to bedew with something of His owngrace, 
and consecrate toa noble destiny that martial 
genius which achicves its victories without the 
effusion of fraternal blood. They antedate that 
millennial day—that holy time which seems so dis- 
tant to our mortal view—when the ‘ music of the 
world’s accord” shall displace the harsh clangor 
of arms, and its sweeter song 
“Shall swell fron: shore to shore; 

One hope, one faith, one love restore 

‘Che seamless robe that Jesus wore.” 
The heroism which brings such painless, wound- 
less, deathless, all-merciful, all-loving results, is 
crowned with achaplet fragrant forever with the 
white flowers of pcace! 

Now, to dismiss an officer who has been thanked 
with such beautiful, expressive, and truthful 
praiseas General McClellan was thanked by Con- 
gress, is pot only unmilitary and unjust, but a 
reproach to the preceding Congress which Lam 
unwilling to allow. If we were wrong then, let 
there be at least some inquiry into the justice or 
injustice of our encomium. 

Many of these officers who are to be dishon- 
ored by this bill have not only impaired or lost 
their fortunes but have imperiled life and limb 
while serving the Republic against the great re- 
bellion. This bill proposes by a sweeping clause 
to retire them from service without many of them 
having adequate means at this time to take care of 
their families, 

Ido not know what may be the wishes of other 
generals who are to be degraded by this bill, but 
this I know, that gentemen on the other side 
have it not in their power to degrade General Me- 
Clellan, even if it be their intention to attempt it. 
He is above their assaults. 1 wish it distinctly 
understood that in speaking as I do I do not plead 
for him. Fie does not ask any favors fram the 
other side of the House or from the Administra- 
tion. His labors and deeds are historic and be- 
long toa better tribunal than a partisan Congress 
or a party press. 


Mr. SMITH. TLintended, afew moments ago, 


to ask a question of the gentleman from Ohio, |, 


and with his permission I will ask it now before 
he passes too far from the point to which it re- 
lates; and I must be allowed to say that I do not, 
byasking this question, intend to commit myself 
to any particular line of policy in reference to this 
question, The proposition of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Kersan] is to order a court of 
inquiry to examine into the cases of these men 
who are not now in active service. 1 would ask 
from whence he could get that court of inquiry? 

Mr. COX. I suppose, of course, the court of 
inquiry would be drawn from the officers of the 


A splendid | 
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Army. The amendment of the gentleman from 
New York-provides for such a court made up of 
general officers. 

Mr. SMITH. I understand that these men 
are officers of the Army, but without commands 
and without duties. Is the object of the gente- 
man to take this court of inquiry from the same 
class of men? i 

Mr. COX. Of course the President will select 
a court of inquiry just asin other cases. I know 
of no other recourse except to the President in 
such a case as this. i 

Mr. SMITH. Well, I give notice that I shall 
offer an amendment providing that the court of 
inquiry shall be composed of men who are actu- 
ally in the service. 

Mr. COX. I should have no objection to that 
amendment, 

Mr. KERNAN. I will accept of that amend- 
ment if the gentleman from Kentucky desires it. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. 
Scuencr] the other day, when I opposed the im- 
mediate passage of the bill, thought I desired a 
chance to make a speech for General McClellan. 
I assure him that that was not my intention at all, 
and that it is not my intention now. There was 
no necessity for it then, nor is there any now. 
All that I have said or desire to say is called for 
by the bill introduced by my colleague, which 
strikes at General McClellan. 

It would be cnough to say, as an objection to 
this bill, that it will have the effect of remitting 
General McClellan to the regular Army and cut- 
ting off his pay, thus forcing him to resign his po- 
sition as the first major general. Under the cir- 
cumstances, this would operate as a stigma upon 
him, and would have a disastrous effect upon the 
esprit of the Army, where fie has thousands and 
thousands of devoted friends, and among the peo- 
ple too, where he has thousands and thousands 
of ardent admirers. 

A measure of this kind, striking at the military 
status ofa general who for two or three years has 
given all his stupendous energies to the cause of the 
Republic, should have better reasons than mere 
economy. For what ishe to be disgraced? Is it for 
his promptrescue of Western Virginia, whereamid 
the mountains and along the Kanawha, with many 
of my own constituents from Ohio, he advanced 
the banner of the Union? Isitfor his humane and 
orderly march into those disaffected regions which 
his arms preserved from the rebels, while his policy 
saved it from disaffection and ravage? Is it for 
his grand system of strategy whereby he directed 
successfully the operations of every point on the 
Cumberland, on the Tennessee, on the Missis- 
sippi, at New Orleans, round to „the Carolinas, 
where Burnside achieved those successes which 
he so promptly attributed to his superior? Is it 
for thus illuminating the “whole horizon”? with 
the blaze of victory, achieved upon a comprehen- 
sive plan, whose consummation he had reserved 
for hisown army of the Potomac? Is it for found- 
ing that noblearmy out of the rains of the Bull Run 
disaster? Is it for saving thatarmy by his unprece- 
dented and miraculous retreat for seven days and 
nights after the ‘t Government” had failed to .sus- 


tain him, and when throwa upon his own re- | 


sources? Is it for rescuing the army after Generals 
Lincoln, Pope, and Fialleck had blundered? Isit 


| because hetook the army, weary and wan, footsore 


and dispirited, and by his simple presence made it 
heroic and clamorous to be led at once after the en- 
emy? Isitbecause the President said he was worth 
any ten generals, if all were compressed into one, 


when it became necessary to save the archives, the ; 


capital, and the personnel of this Administration? 


Is it because twice he saved this national capital, | 


including those at the other end of the avenue 
who have done their utmost to traduce and dis- 
grace him? Isit forall these services—now, thanks 
to his own truthful report, committed to history, 
and over which recorded honors will gather for- 
ever? Flor which of &l these works do ye pelt 
him with your pitiful persecutions? Ah! no, for 
none of these; but because, forscoth, he would 
have made the war honorable and civilized; not 
a war for political faction, partisan revenge, or 
fanatical hate, but a war ‘to enforce the equal 
operation of the laws of the United States upon 
ihe people of every State;” a war to save and 
not to destroy the Constitution! Because he dared 


to write to his Majesty from the sacred precincts į 


of Malvern Hill, in the agony of his heart at the 


failure of the Government to aid him, and to plead 
with its agents to conduct the war on the principles 
of civilization and Christianity, and not with a 
view to emancipation, subjugation, and extermin- 
ation? Oris it because, now that he has/been. rep 
tired, he looms upas.the idol of the Army and the 
hope of the people? : re 

I know, sir, that stigmasare cast upon General 
McClellan all over the country.. This. bill, may 
be the result of such general defamation... know 
that the committee on the conduct of the war 
arrested. the other day under our authority an 
inebriate, because it was said that he could testify 
that General McClellan was in criminal, confer- 
ence with General Lee during the Marylandcam~ 
paign, after the battle of Antietam. “This was 
done with.a view to charge General McClellan 
with plotting treachery to his Government. The- 
lieve, however, that that story, so infamous and 
monstrous, has already been exploded. It was 
started the day before the New Hampshire elec- 
tion, published in all the Republican papers, and 
was not contradicted by them until after the elec- 
tion. Indeed, it was not denied in some.of them 
here until this morning, when the inebriate, becom- 
ing sober, was about to reveal the plot. by which 
he was intrapped into. the clutches. of these de- 
famers. What a diabolical disposition “is here 
revealed! Flow ready is the party on the other 
side to clutch and circulate any foul slander, how-_ 
ever senseless and groundless, because they fear 
and hate General McClellan. 

Mr. Speaker, itis hardly necessary and scarcely 
proper for me here to notice such calumnies, but 
as they have been circulated by the Administra= 
tion party throughout the land, their correction 
should have as extensive a circulation. I trust, 
Mr. Speaker, with your permission, that the re- 
porters in the gallery will give as wide a circula- 
tion to this denial as was given to the slander 
which was started under the auspices of some of 
your peculiar friends. S 

I say here that General McClellan has never 
seen General Lee since 1855; that he bas never 
held any communication with him in writing ex- 
cept in reference to prisoners ang wounded men, 
which communications or copies were at once sent 
to the War Department. During the Maryland 
campaign he never heard from and never saw 
General Lee at all, or any of his officers. This. 
story was not only made out of whole cloth, but 
shoddy cloth at that. I willnothelp to give cur- 
rency to such stories, by aiding the passage of a 
i bill like this, which would seem to be predicated 
on them. This bill will have the effect, if it be 
passed, of giving added strength to this system 
of defamation. It will naturaily be asked why 
Congress should displace and disgrace a soldicr 
| like him to whom I have referred. Why erase 
his name from the rolls of the Army, unless there 
is something wrong in his conduct, or some per- 
fidy in his character, similar to that implied by 
| the imputations to which I have referred? Let 
| us be careful of the character and reputation of 
men who have served the country so zealously 
| and so well, even though their political opinions 
and policy may not please those who are now in 
power. | : 

Mr. Speaker, there are various objections that 
might be urged against this bill, which a military 
man could more properly judge than myself, 
There is a sort of sensibility among military men , 
which takes ajarm at any attempt to place them 
i servilely before the Executive. This bill pro- 
poses to do this. We have enough of this cringing 
abjectness in the civil service, although it is dis- 
| avowed that this bill originated in partisan passion 
| and personal rancor, And although I have accept- 
| ed that disavowal, yet the people of this country, 
and the gallant soldiers of the Army, in spite of 
such disclaimers, will look upon it in that light. 
An honorable body like this should repudiate all 
| sach sinister appearances by repudiating the bill 
|| itself. 

ii Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
| intend to detain the House long in the discussion 
i of this resolution, nor do I propose at the present 
time to make any remarks in reply to those of the 
| gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] in regard to any 
` one of the general officers to be affected by this bill. 

| As was very well said by the chairman ofthe Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs, that committee did not 
intend, in the framing of this resolution and in 

bringing it to the attention of the House, to make 
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ay assaulton any particular general officer. It 
is not a personal thing: The people find a large 
nuniber of major generals and brigadier generals 
and: their staff officers all over.the country draw- 
ing their pay regularly and performing no duty, 
“They are found in almost every city in the Union 
—major gencrals, brigadier. generals, and their 
-staff officers, consisting of colonels, Heutenant 
colonels, majors, captains, &c: The people very 
naturally-ask,* Why. is this? Isitright that we 
should be taxed to support these officers in their 
retirement, while we are sending out our sons for 
thirteen dollars a month to fight the battles of the 
‘ouotry?” Ji that condition of things Congress 
convenes. Very.soon after the assembling of 
Gongress, on the 14th of December, I think, Thad 
the honor of submitting a resolution, which was 
adopted unanimously, calling on the Secretary of 
War for alist of those general officers thus unem- 
‘ployed, the amount of their salary, the namesand 
numbers of their staff officers, and the amount of 
théir pay; also calling on him for a list of those 
general officers who were employed on duties not 
commensurate with their rank. 

L hold in my hand the answer of the Secretary 
of War to that resolution: There may have been, 
and probably have been, somechanges made since 
this letter of the Secretary of War was laid before 
the House.” [think some of the officers mentioned 
in the letter have been ordered to duty. Other 
officers have been relieved fromduty. Jrom that 
letter it appears that there were on the 11th of Jan- 
wary, when the Secretary wrote it, fourteen major 
generals entirely unemployed and eleven briga- 
dier generals, the monthly pay of themselves and 
staff officers amounting to $12,933. At that time 
the following officers were not daing any duty: of 
major generals, McClellan, Frémont, Rosecrans, 
Buell, McClernand, Wallace, Milroy, Oglesby, 
Crittenden, MoCook, Sickles, Flancock, Fart- 
auf, and Ord, Of these generals, Oglesby, Sickles, 
Hancock, and Gartsuif had been wounded. Ord 
was siek and has since joined his corps. Of brig- 
adicy generals there were Andrew Porter, Gor- 
man, Abercrombie, T. W. Sherman, Paul,’ Tower, 
Dow, Arnold, Roberts, Meredith, and Barlow. 
Most of them had either been wounded in the 
service or were sick. Sherman was severely 
wounded at Port Hudson, Paul at Gettysburg, 
and ‘Tower at Bull Run. Dow was wounded and 
a prisoner at Richmond, Arnold was sick. Bar- 
low had heen wounded at Gettysburg, 

0 Ttalso appears from this report that there are | 
no less than eight general officers in command of | 
depots of drafted men, and since this letter was 
prepared I think other officers have been assigned 
to like duties. I think a general officer has re- 
cently been assigned to the command of the depot 
for drafted men at Springfield, the enpital of my 
State, although we have not a drafted man in the 
Stato, and never have had, and are not likely to 
have. ‘There is, | think, another general oficer 
iva similar position at indianapolis, another at 
New York, another at Portland, Maine, another 
at New Haven,and so on. Two general officers 
are on duty atthe War Department performing 
asortof staf duty, a sort of clerkly duty, aud yet 
drawing more pay than any Assistant Secretary in 
any one of the Departments of the Government. 
‘Pwo major gencrals ave on the retiring board or- 
ganized for the purpose of examining and retir 
officers of the regular Army. There is a briga- 
dier general on duty, I think, with the Governor 
of a State as a sort of recruiting saperintendent 
for that State; and soon. Flis unuecessary to go | 
over the entire list, but there are, or were at the | 
time this letter was prepared, thirty-nine gencral 
officers on duties not commensurate with their 
rank, members of various boards, on courts-mar- 
tial; superintending recruiting service, command- i 
ing depots of drafted men, and so seattered over 
the country, drawing the pay of officers com- | 
manding brigades, divisi 
and performing dutics in the main which could as 
well be performed by a captain or a Jiewtonantas 
by a brigadier er major general. 

Now, sir, the question is simply this: whether, 
while the country is being taxed and oppressed 
with tixes to the extremest point, while we are 
passing enrollment laws and calling on the people 


fora draft, making every chort and exertion to | 
support and maintain our armiesinthe field, while 


the ‘Tr ry is groaning under the drafts uponit 


sions, and corps in the field, | 


4 


tO pay the soldiers, whose pay is often delayed 


two, three, and four months from the time it is 
due, we shallcontinue longer the pay mentof these 
officers who are rendering no equivalent in their 
services to the country? : 

The answer of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Cox] as! understand him is, first, that to drop an 
officer from. the rolls of the Army disgraces him. 
Now, sir, there must be ahead of the Army some- 
where. The Constitution of the United States 
places that head in the Chief Executive, and makes 
the President of the United States the Commander- 
in-Chief. Isay there must be a head, there must 
be an arbitrary power residing somewhere in the 
Government having in its control the organization 
of the Army. 

Well, sir, the President has relieved these men 
from duty, and unless Congress assumes the right 
to direct the management of the Army entirely, 

ou must take things as they are,and trust to the 

resident of the United States to say when he shall 
relieve an officer from duty. 

The country finds these men relieved from duty, 
drawing their pay, returning to the Government 
no adequate equivalent, rendering no service. 
Shall we continue to pay them } Thatis the ques- 
tion. Whether they have been rightfully or 
wrongfully relieved from duty, shall wecontinue 
to pay this sum from year to year while they are 
rendering no service tothe Government?, Why, 
sir, the President made those men generals. They 
were not born with aninherent right to be general 
officers, Congress never passed any law that they 
should be general officers. I do not understand 
that General McClellan or General Frémont has 
either of thèm a life estate in a gencraley. Ido 
not understand that the doctrine “ once a general 
always a gencral” applies to this class of men. 
The President made them generals, and when he 
finds them deficient, or believes them to be so, 
he must have the power to unmake them or to 
relieve them from duty. 

Mr, HERRICK. Will the gentleman say that 
the President has not now the power to remove 
any general from the Army? 

Mr. FARNSWORTIL. The President has 
the power by law to dismiss any officer from the 
Army arbitrarily, butas he docs not exercise that 
powers we propose in this case to panch up the 

-residenta little, and make him either return them 
to duty or drop them. 

Mr. HERRICK, You want to rid the Presi- 
dentof the responsibility, and to put it upon Con- 
gress, 

j Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not hear the gen- 
teman. 


Mr. HERRICK. Tsay that the object of the 


proposition is.to relieve the Presidgnt of respons- i 


ibility, and to let Congress assume it. 

Mr. PARNSWORTTI. 
notexcreise that responsibtlity in conformity with 
the demands of the people of the country, | want 
Congress to direct him to do it. 

Now, sir, how longshall these men continue to 
draw pay and do no duty? 

Mr. PENDLETON. tf understand the gentle- 
man to say that the President has the power now 
to digmiss from the Army any general officer that 
he sees fit, and that he ought to exercise that 
power whenever he deems the officer not compe- 
tent to discharge the duties of his position. fask 
whether the only effect of this law upon the pow- 


l ers of the President will not be, where we have 


officers incompetent to discharge the duties of their 
offices, to relieve them from command forthespace 
of three months, when they necessarily drop from 
the service? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Not exactly. This 
law only provides that officers who shallnot have 
been on duty within three months from the Ist 
day of April next—the original bill was 15th day 


| of March—shail be dropped from the roll of the 


Army. Itis nota continuing law that every offi- 
cer who shali be absent three months shall be 
dropped, 


Mr.PENDLETON. Does the gentleman mean 
to say that those gencrals who have been relieved 


| from command by caprice, and not beeause they 


were unworthy of their position, are under this 
bill to be dropped out of the Army? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ĮI mean to say that 
every general officer not performing duty com- 
mensurate with his rank, and not upon duty 


If the Presidentdocs | 


within three months from the Ist of April, shall | 


be dropped from the Army. 


fi 


not? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. A section in the bill 
provides for the case of his absence occasioned 
by sickness or wounds. ` 

he bill is plain, and every member must un- 
derstand it. ‘The President has the power now 
arbitrarily to dismiss any officer. I think he is 
slow in exercising that power in some instances. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


_A message was received from the Senate noti- 
fying the House that that body had concurred in 
the amendment of the House to the amendments of 
the Senate to House joint resolution No. 37, to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to antici- 
pate the payment of interest on the public debt, 
and for othe purposes. 


UNEMPLOYED GENERAL OFFICERS-——AGAIN. 


Mr. FARNSWORTHI. Now, sir, it is proposed 
by this joint resolution simply to dispose of these 
cases as we find them. Itdisposes of the general 
officers who are running around the country and 
doingno duty. I wantsuch officers dropped from 
the rolls. As to disgracing an officer, | have only 
this to say: you do not add much to the disgrace 
of an officer who has been relieved from duty six 
or eight months and has been drawing pay for 
that time by dropping him and stopping his pay. 
For my own part, I regard it as more disgraceful 
for an able-bodied man with two stout arms wear- 
ing a major general’s shoulder-straps to draw four 
or five hundred dollars a month from the Treas- 
ury without doing anything in this crisis of the 
country than to relinquish his pay and commis- 
sion. ‘The officer who will draw his pay when 
he has been notified by the Government that his 
services are not wanted—that they.can be dis- 
poy with—disgraces himself more than by 
eing dropped from his pay and emoluments. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Is not the 
gentleman from Hlinois aware that to-day one third 
of the brigades in the field are commanded by those 
whose rank is not above thatofa colonel? {ask 
whether it is not incumbent on the Committee on 
Military Affairs to answer why this is the case? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Jtisthe case that a very 
large number of brigades in the ficld—I do not 
know whether so many as the gentleman states— 
have been commanded by colonels for more than 
a year. Why? Because these major generals and 
brigadiergenerals stand in the way of their promo- 
tion. These officers who do no duty prevent these 
worthy colonels who have borne the heat and bur- 
den of the day from getting promotion. 

Mr. HERRICK, Why does not the President 
deprive these supernumerary generals of their 
commissions? , 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. ‘That isa question the 
gentleman had better ask the President. 

I do not intend to make any personal attack 
upon any one of these general officers. T donot 
discuss their merits. Ido not discuss their mili~ 
tary ability or their political opinions. ‘This res- 


| olution drops them in couples, and they go. out, 


one upon one side and one upon the other of po- 
litical questions. ` I do notinquire what their pol- 
ities are, nor have Í inquired what are the politics 
of many of them. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I understand the gentle- 
man from Hiinois to say that he thinks ita dis- 
grace for any gencral officer to hold his command 
after he had been relieved from a particular ser- 
vice. Does the gentleman mean to be understood 
to say that whenever the President seces fit to re- 
lieve an officer from a particular command it is 
expected by the country and by the President 
that he shall resign his office; and that whenever 
he is relieved from any particular command heis 
to be considered in the eyes of the country as dis- 
graced by the President? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Iwas replying to the 
argument of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] 
who said that the dropping of these officers from 
their position, pay, and emoluments was disgrace- 
ful, and I said that it would not add to the dis- 
grace of an oficer who year after year had ren- 
dered no service to the country but still draws his 
pay. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman himself has been 
in the service; and knows something about the 
customs and feelings of military men, and I ask 
him if a general is relieved from active service in 


us was the case with General McClellan, the Ad- 
ministration might want him again for some, very 
important purpose? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That would depend 


on circumstances. If a man were relieved for 
some disgraceful act, and should resign; his re- 
signing would not add to the disgrace. If re- 
lieved temporarily, I do not consider it the duty 
of an officer the moment he is relieved to resign 
-his commission. But it does seem to me, in this 
evisis of our affairs, that if an officer finds that 
his services are not wanted by the Government 
for more than twelve months, an honorable and 
high-minded man does not disgrace himself by 
relinquishing his pay and emoluments by resign- 
ing his commission, relinquishing his pay, and 
going to work in some capacity where his ser- 
vices are appreciated. 

Most of these officers were appointed from 
civil life. General Frémont was recalled from 
Europe to take the appointment of a major gen- 
eral. General McClellan was appointed from 
civil life; I think he was engaged in civil engi- 
neering in the State of Ohio at the time he received 
his first commission. So it is with most of these 
officers. ‘Those gentlemen have the same capa- 
city to enter civil life that they had before, and 
the country wants their services in their former 
capacity as much asit did then. They certainly 
ought not to consider themselves as pensioners 
on the bounty of the Government because they 
have been once commissioned. If that were so, 
of course the doctrine would obtain here that once 
a general always a general, and, by the same 
process of reasoning, once a member of Congress 
always a member of Congress, and so with all 
other officials, ` 

When the people say to these men their ser- 
vices are not needed any more, and they are re- 
lieved frorn duty, why should this Government 
be called upon to continue their pay month after 
month and year after year, any more than they 
should pay the employés around this Capitol after 
they are discharged? When this Capitol is fin- 
ished, and before it is finished, I expect many 
stone-masons at work upon it will be discharged, 
and shall we continue to pay those mechanics 
month after month and year after year because 
they were once employed by the Government? 
When clerks eniployed in the Departments are 
discharged, do you continue their pay? Not at 
all. Do you not upon every change of Adminis- 
tration turn out vast numbors of officials and put 
in others, and does not their pay then cease? Yes. 
Does nota man who hires another, cither profes- 
sionally or as a laborer, discharge 
gets through with his services, and cease to pay 
him wages? Yes, 

Task, then, in the name of common sense, why 


it ig that a man, because he has two stars on his j 
shoulders, is to be placed upon a better footing | 


in regard to his salary and his right to draw money 
from the ‘Treasury of the United States than avy 
other employé or official of the Government? 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. As amatter 
of course Í have a disposition to agree with the 
gentleman as far as I can, and, in order to under- 
stand his precise position, I thought proper to 
ask him one or two questions. lnow propose 
to ask him another. 
he wishes to be understood as saying that when, 
for instance, General McClellan reached Alexan- 
dria, from Harrison’s Landing, and was super- 
seded by Pope, prior to the battle of Antictam, it 


was meumbent upon General McClellan to resign j 


because of that supersedure? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have already said 


that I decline to enter into a personal discussion 


of the merits of these several officers, for the con- | 


sideration of this measure docs not require it. 
When the general referred to by my friend over 
the way becomes a candidate for the Presidency, 
we may then discuss his merits. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. That has 
nothing todo with my inferrogatory, which goes 
to the point of the gentleman’s argument. I sim- 
ply made use of the name of General McClellan 
in order to give my idea a pointed direction, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. At present we have 
only to deal with the subject as we find it, and I 


ze him when he : 


Í desire to know whether | 


| keep them all in. 


When subordinate officers are relieved from | 
duty they are dismissed and sent home. A col- 
onel, a captain, a lieutenant, sometimes for very 
slight cause, has his shoulder-straps taken from 
him and issenthome. You discharge your com- 
mon soldier and send him home Without a pension 
unless he has been disabled in the service. A 
general officer, like a private, is entitled to a pen- 
sion when disabled. But T think it is the duty of 
Congress to treat general officers who are render- 
ing no service to the Government in the same 
manner in which they treat employés in other de- 
partments of the Government. Why should we 
pay men money who render no equivalent there- 
for, and many of whom will render no more ser- 
vice in the field, in all probability, during the ex- 
istence of this war? Thequestion simply is, shall 
we continue to pay them for doing nothing? and 
that is all there is of it. We have provided by 
law for the consolidating of skeleton regiments 
and mustering out supernumerary officers, and 
itis often done. Field and line officers are thus 
discharged, and their pay ceases, and that too for 
no shadow of fault of theirs. 

So, too, we retire officers of the Army who have 
served their country faithfully forty-five years, 
and for no other fault, and cut off half their pay. 

Mr. KERNAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. COX. With the permission of the gentle- 
man from New York, I would like to explain the 
last clause of my amendment, which provides that 
no man shall ‘be dropped from the service who 
has received the thanks of Congress. I under- 
stand that it has been the uniform custom of the 
Navy Department in no case to retire any officer, 
for any cause whatever, who has received the 
thanks of Congress. There is a law to thateffect. 
So Iam informed by my friend from Maryland, 
[Mr. Tuomas. ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Ohio knows very well that the thanks of Con- 
gress are rather cheap nowadays. I think we 
have thanked almosteverybody who has had any- 
thing to do with the Army, and if the doctrine is 
to prevail that every man who has been thanked 
by Congress for someimaginary good that he has 
done is to be a perpetual offics-holder, ét seems 
to me that it is time the country should know it. 
I wouldask the gentleman if he proposes to con- 
tinue in office perpetually every man who has re- 
ceived the thanks of Congress? 

Mr. COX. I only referred to that to show, 
whathas been the custom and the law,and F think 
courtesy requires that we should conform to it. 
I know that this thing of tendering the thanks of 
Congress has been cheapened lately, not, how- 
ever, by our side of the House. But where a gen- 
eral has received the thanks of Congress solemnly 
and after investigation by the Military Committee 
itis entitled to some consideration; as much with 
reference to the Army as to the Navy. 

I wish to repeat again that General McClellan 
asks no favor of this sort from anybody in power. 
If you rule him out, he will go out without re- 
gard to consequences. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman knows 
very well that itis the enstom of Congress, when 
they thank a commanding gencral, to thank also 
all the officers and men under his command. | 
Does he wish to include all the officers and men 
who have been under General McClellan’s com- 
mand? 


Mr. COX. 


If they are worthy of it I would 

| 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. You would keep them | 
all in? 


Mr. COX. Yes, if they are worthy. I would |) 


rather have kept the gentleman in the Army than || 
have had him here in Congress. 


A 


[Laughter.] | 
n KERNAN. Mr. Speaker, fam in favor |j 
¿lieving the ‘Treasary and the Army from ofi- | 
cers who are unfit to render service in the rank 
which they fill. But I desire to call the attention 
of the House to the resoluUon introduced by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and also to the 
substitute which I have offered, with a view of 
effecting this object. The resolution provides that |! 
all major generals and brigadier generals who shall į 
on the Ist of April next not be in service, and 


who shall not have been during the three months | 
prior thereto, shall be dropped from the rolls of the | 


Army.. Thus we tale a class.of men who arein 
that category without any wish on their part to be 
there, who are placed there by the act of the Pres- 
identyand we declare that they-shall be dropped 
from the rolls. ‘The substitute which I offer dif- 
fers from the original in one particular only: “I 
have copied the original proposition entirely, ex3 
cept thatinstead of dropping allthe men who-hap- 
pen to bein that position, I provide that ‘the Pres- 
ident shall appoint a competent board of mi 
officers, who shall examine carefully into the 
ciency and the capability of all ine men described 
in the resolution, to wit, all who are not in active 
service on the Ist of April, 1864, and who have 
not been for three months prior to that. date; and 
shall report to the President who are competent, 
efficient, and fit to perform. the duties of their re- 
spective ranks,and.-whoarenot. T appealto this 
House as to which is the proper remedy for the 
evil. If there be, as I doubt not there are, some 
among these brigadier generals and major gener- 
als utterly incompetent to fill the places, and if, 
on the other hand, there be, as the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs frankly admit- 
ted, others who, he believes and we, all beliéve, 
are meritorious officers fit for the place, shall we, 
by an act of Congress, legislate the meritorioug 
and the worthless, the worthy. and the unworthy 
alike, outof place? Should we notratherappoint 
a competent hoard, and allow those officers whom 
the President has omitted to assign to service cor- 
responding with their rank-to go before it, let that 
board examine as to their qualifications for ser- 
vice and report to the President, and, if he ap- 
prove, letthdse who are reported to be unfit be dis- 
missed, and those who are reported to be fit and 
valuable for the service of the country be retained 
and assigned to duty? 

I doubt not there are political, not fighting, gen- 
erals among them. And who appointed them, and 
why were they appointed? They. were appointed 
by the President of the United States, very many 
of them under political pressure. They were ap- 
pointed for their political opinions and their polit- 
ical services, They were, many of them, men 
who never did and never will do valuable ser- 
vice in the Army. A colonel from the district I 
represent, among the first who marched a regi- 
ment of volunteers to the relief of this capital, 
who served faithfully and gallantly all through 
the campaign of the Peninsula, and the succeed- 
ing one in Marjand, who for much of the time 
commanded a brigade, could not-.get the appoint- 
mentof brigadier general, although recommended 
for the position time and again by hiscommand- 
ing general; buta gentleman from New York, 
recently appointed to the bench by the Presi- 
dent, and others like him, who never faced the en- 
emy, could be appointed to reward them for polit- 
ical services. Iam in favor of dismissing that 
class of generals who, no matter by what influ- * 
ence appointed, are unfit for the position, and 
hinder the promotion of deserving men; but itis 
but just, and Iam in favor of giving to all, whether 
I believe them fit or not, a fair hearing before 
they are dismissed. Let a board of officers be 
appointed; let them examine into each case, and 
report to the President the names of those who 
are unfit, and they willbe dismissed. ‘The 'Treas- 
ury shoald be relieved from the burden of these 
political generals, one of whom made swagger- 
ing speeches about coming home to crush politi- 
cal opponents in the North after he had crashed 
the rebellion; but when the rebels moved upon 
him at Winchester, so far from crushing, he did 
not even make a mauly show of resisting, but 


i fled into Pennsylvania. 


I therefore agree with the gentleman from Hli- 
nois, [Mr. Farnsworry.] He necd not appeal 
to me to stand by him in favor of relieving the 
Treasury and the Army from those unfitand un- 
worthy men who are pensioned uponit. But I 
would give to every man, whether I think well 
or ill of him, an opportunity to go before a com- 
petent tribunal to be examined, so that we may 
have a reason for dropping him if we do drop 
him, and a reason for retaining him if we do re- 
tain him. i 

Sir, 1 do not mean to enter into a dcussion of 
the qualifications of any particular individual. 
desire to lookat thisasa practical question, taking 
things as we find them. I am in favor of having 
every one of these officers to whom this resolu- 
tion applies tried by a competent tribunal. Let 
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that tribunal report their opinion to the President, 
ndaf they report an officer as unfit for a command 
coramensurate with his rank he is to be dropped 
from. the rolls of the Army according to the sub- 
atitate IT have offered as certainly and effectually 
as by the resolution proposed by the Committee 
‘on Military Affairs. 

The responsibility of deposing these generals 

goes not belong to and ought not to be assumed 
by Congress. Gentlemen who advocate the adop- 
tion of the. original. resolution concede that the 
President has had the power to dismiss them if 
they were incompetent, and it was and is his duty 
to do. so if the good of the country required it. 
His friends should not ask Congress to relieve 
him from the performance of this duty by legis- 
lating them out of office, the meritorious and the 
worthless, without distinction. Iftheidea is that 
by this mode of procedure he is relieved from the 
responsibility, and this body can do it by a vote 
without any individual being responsible, it is a 
disreputable mode of effecting the object. If the 
officers aimed at or any of them are unfit for the 
rank they hold, the welfare of the country requires 
they should be dismissed, and it is the duty of 
the President to dismiss them at once; and if he 
has not the courage to perform his duty I will give 
him a board of officers to aid him in determining 
who are unfit to be retained; but I will not con- 
sent that Congress shall relieve him of his re- 
sponsibility by voting them out of office without 
knowing or having the means of judging who is 
meritorious and who worthless. J, for one, will 
not be a party to legislating an entire class of of- 
ficers out of the Army to relieve the President 
‘from the duty of dismissing those of them who 
are not fit to be intrusted with the duties of their 
rank, or from the responsibility of retaining men 
in position and under pay who are not serviceable 
to the country, 

Again, sir, the proposition of the committee is, in 
my judgment, most unwise. A class of general 
officers by it—without charges against them, with- 
out an opportunity to them of being heard as to 
why they are not inactive service, why the Pres- 
ident has not assigned them to commands—are 
to be legislated out of the Army. Itlooks most 
unjast and onfair toward them; and they and their 
friends will justly feel that they have been unfairly 
treated. 'T'wo of the gencrals who by this reso- 
lution, if adopted, would be dismissed from the 
Army are General McClellan and General Fré- 
mont, They have becu named in this debate. 
Each of these generals has friends and admirers 
in the Army and throughout the country, and J 
submit to those, even, who may notthink highly 
of General Frémont as a commander, whether it 
isa wise measure for the country, whether it will 
have a good effect upon the soldiers in the Army 
who may be attached to him, for Congress by 
law'to strip him of his rank and dismiss him from 
the Army, and that, too, without his having any 
hearing or trial by any tribunal? 

What effect upon the Army and the country 
will such a proceeding against General McClellan 
have? The effect of dismissing him from the ser- 
vice without there being charges made against 
him or a hearing accorded to him, upon the sol- 
diers who have followed and fought under him 
upon manya bloody field, whose faithin and love 
for him are unshaken by the detraction which a 
partisan, unscrupulous press has hurled against 

im for months, may be inferred from the cheers 
which arise from them whenever and wherever 
they hear his name mentioned. This proposition 

of the committee, if adopted, will impress upon 
the minds of a large body of soldiers, and upon 
a large portion of the community, the conviction 
thatfrom political prejudice and jealousy you have 
dealt unjustly with one who has deserved well of 
his country, and who is both able and willing to | 
serve her faithfully and effectually in these times 
of trialand of danger if he be granted but anop- | 
portunity to do so, Therefore, for the sake of | 
the country, if not in justice to General MeClel- 
jan, I submit that this resolution should not be 
passed, by which he would be summarily dis- 
missed from the service. It is the grossest in- 
Justice. 

Let the qualifications of McClellan, Frémont, 
and every other officer aimed at by the resolution, 
be examined into by a competent board, not of | 
partisan politicians, but of Army officers; and if, | 
in the opinion of such board, they are unfit for 
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command, let them be dismissed—let them no 
longer draw pay—but do not decapitate them, 
without hearing or examination, by resolution of 
Congress. This is unprecedented; especially is 
it an extraordinary proceeding when the Presi- 
dent, as Commander-in-Chief, has the power to 
dismiss them, and his political friends are in the 
majority in Congress. I would deplore the evils 
which such an act would bring upon the armics 
of the country. To dismiss in this summary way 
officers who have friends throughout the country 
and in the Army who believe they are competent, 
who have friends among their brother officers who 
so believe, would be regarded not only as an act 
of injustice, but as one insulting to them as sol- 
diers. 

Upon this ground alone, then, it seems to me 
gentlemen ought to vote in favor of the substitute 
which I have offered, and against the original prop- 
osition as reported by the committee. T'hesabsti- 
tute will relieve the Treasury of the burden of the 
payment of unworthy and incompetent officers. 
Every man affected by the original resolution 
would go before the board created by the substi- 
tute; and his fitness for command will be exam- 
ined into by officers to be selected by the Presi- 
dent, who now allows these men to remain idle. 
If they are found fit and competent, then they 
ought not to be dropped, for we need all the able 
officers that we have in the country, or we may 
soon need them, 

The gentleman from Hlinois[ Mr. Farnsworrn] 
said that it was disgraceful for an officer relieved 
from command to draw his pay and emoluments. 
Does he think that the officer whom the Com- 
mander-in-Chief has seen fitto relieve, but whom 
he has not dismissed, having the rightand it being 
his duty to dismiss him if he is unfit; does he think 
because he has been relieved that it would be 
creditable for such officer to resign in a pet and 
sny that he would no longer serve the country? 
I there be disgrace in reference to the non-em- 
ployment of officcrs who are really fit, it rests 
upon some other department and upon some other 
officer than the man who says, “I am ready to 
peril my life, Estand ready to endure the dangers 
ofwarin the service ofmy country. Lamanxious 
to doit, and whenever Lam called upon 1 am will- 
ing to doit.” No disgrace rests upon the soldier 
who, having done bis duty faithfully in the feld, 
and whom the Commander-in-Chief does not dis- 
miss for incompeteney when he has the power to 
do so, who when relieved, to use the language of 
a rough man in my country, slands ready “to 
draw, whenever they hitch him up, for the good 
of his country.” 

Sir, E cannot believe that any body of legisla- 
tors, taking the facts just as they are said to be, 
having one class of officers who have been ap- 
pointed, some of whom can do no good, and others 
are fit for and worthy of the stauions to which 
they have been promoted—] cannot believe that 
any legislative body, that this ELouse, will say by 
act of Congress that we will drop them all, that 
we will drop the able, fit, brave, deserving oflicers 
for the purpose of getting vid of the officers who 


are not fit for the position which they hold. Let j 


us meet the question like just men, not afraid to 
do our duty. Let us say that we will relieve the 
‘Treasury from every man not fil for the place he 
holds, and that we will give him a hearing before 
wedo so, and that we willnot dismiss, or “drop,” 
to use the language of the resolution, from the ser- 
vice of the United States any officer whois ableand 
wiling znd also stands ready to assume every 
responsibility that devolves upon him. 
GOLD BILL—AGAIN. 

Mr. ROGERS. Lask the gentleman from New 
to yield to me for a moment. 
Mr. KERNAN. Certainly. 
Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent of 


| the House to record my vote on the gold bill. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. 1 voted in the negative. 

Mr. CHANLER. I ask the same privilege. 

Mr. STEVENS. I must object. Ido not know 
where this thing is going to end. 

Mr. CHANLER, [tdoes not affect the result. 

Mr. STEVENS. I mustobject. 


UNEMPLOYED OFFICERS—-AGAIN. 
Mr. KERNAN. Mr. Speaker, I will be par- 


doned for again asking every man in the House 
whether he does not think it will be detrimental 


| 


| cept by unanimous consent when the 


Frémont out of office? o he 
followed and have faith in him feel that it is a 
cowardly stab at him and his friends? They will 
say that the President of the United States, who 
appointed him and knows.all about him, has the 
power to dismiss him, with cause or without cause, 
and thathe has notdoneit, but that Congress has 
come in and legislated him out of office without 
assigning a single reason. 

Take another general. to be affected. What 
effect will it have upon the army of the Potomac, 
which has firm faith in and affection for its old 
leader? What effect will it have upon his friends 
throughout the country? It will be said that he 
was voted out because the President has not seen 
fit to employ him, although brave and competent 
and ready to respond to any duty. The naked 
injustice of such a proposition is apparent to all. 
We propose to strike down without cause the man 
who saved this nation at Antietam. i 

That officer came to a disorganized though 
brave army,a beaten army which had been driven 
back upon the capital, when the tide of war was 
rolling onward toward the northern States. He 
had then been relieved of command, was idle just 
as he is now, but he promptly came at the call 
of the-country, and that army gathered around 
him and had faith in him that he would lead them 
to meet victoriously the enemy which had just 
driven them under General Pope through Vir- 
ginia toward the capital. They did gather around 
him and under him, did fight a battle and gain a 
victory.which should never be forgotten by the 
man who loves the Constitution and hopes this 
Government of ours will be upheld. 

Mr. SMITIT. Lask the gentleman from New 
York to yicld to me a moment, that I ma; make 
a special report from the committee to which was 
referred the resolution relating to Gales and Sea- 
ton. 

Mr. KERNAN. I will yield. 

The SPEAKER. Though this committee have 
leave to report at any time, they cannot report ex- 
ouse is 
engaged upon any other question. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then I object. Š 

Mr. KERNAN. I was willing to yield; but as 
objection is made, { will resume, 1 will occupy 
but a few moments more. 

What faith will the soldiers and officers we are 
now calling into the field have in the gratitude of 
Congress and the country when they find that the 
President, through prejudice, through pressure, 
through importunities which politicians are ever 
pressing upon a man in his position, has relieved 
an accomplished and patriotic general from com- 
mand; and then Congress, under the plea that he 
is unemployed, (no other suggestion is here made 
against him,) unemployed when all know he is 
ready and willing to serve, legislates him out of 


ithe Army? 


I trustand hope that gentlemen will believe that 
in opposing this resolution I have not been infla- 
enced by partisan feelings. It seems to me this 
resolution is unwise, unprecedented, and unjust, 
and therefore it should not be adopted. For the 
„sake of.our own body, for the sake of the Gov- 
ernment, for the sake of our country, I submit 
that we should reject the resolution proposed and 
adopt the substitute, which provides for the ap- 
pointnent of a board which will relieve the Treas- 
ury, and which will take from the service incom- 
petent men,andatthesame time leave in the service 
of the country men upon whom we may very soon 
have to call to aid in the fearful struggle which 
is going on in our country, and which threatens 
its destruction. 

Mr. GARFIELD obtained the floor. 

Mr. FENTON. Will the gentleman give way 
and allow me to make a motion to postpone the 
further consideration of this matter for a little 
while? It is evident we cannot get through with 
it to-night. 


Mr. GARFIELD. I only desire to make a 


| very few remarks. 


Mr. FENTON. 
pone it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam willing to postpone 
the question if the gentleman desires it; but I 
have sö few remarks to make, | think it best to 
prescni them to-night. 


I think we had better post- 


“alent. 


. course is the 
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very troubles which have suggested themselves 
to his mind have greatly embarrassed me in my 
reflections on this measure. I have been in great 
doubt as to what course would be just to the 
Government, just to the Army, and, as nearly as 
possible, just to all concerned. I have no doubt 
that the same feeling led the gentleman from New 


+ York [Mr. Kxrwan] to propose’the amendment 


which he has just advocated. 

But I wish to say to him and to the House that: 
the substitute he proposes does not at all help us 
out of our difficulty, I will preface my remarks 
by stating briefly the precise issue before us, and 
leave to further developments ‘the determination 
of the course we ought toaake. I think every 
gentleman here will admit that we ought by some 
means to provide for lifting from the Treasury 


.the burden of paying the amount of money which 


is now paid to officers who are rendering no equiv- 
Dare we continue to take from the over- 
burdened Treasury the large amount which is now 
being paid monthly to those forty generals and 
their numerous staffs, when we are borrowing 
$2,000,000 per day to meet the current wants of 
the Government? 

But even this is not the strongest argument. 
It is a matter of simple, sheer justice to officers 
in the field that the road to their well-earned pro- 
motion shall not be blocked up by men who are 
doing no duty. These men are bearing the bur- 
dens, are commanding brigades, divisions, and 
corps, with a rank interior to their grade of duty, 
and it is their right that the road to promotion 
shall be open before them, so far as it is possible 
to do it with justness and fairness to others. 
Now we have nearly forty general officers unem- 
ployed, lying at the head of the stairs and block- 
ing up the passage, so that no man, however wor- 
thy or valiant, can be advanced. The Army 
Register is full; the pay-rolls are full; but the 
saddles of forty generals are empty, and their 
troops are commanded by officers who enjoy 
neither the rank nor pay which belongs to the ser- 
vice they render. No man can deny that this is 
a grievous evil. ` 

Mr. COX. 
who is experienced in these matters, whether the 
fault does not lie with the President of the United 
States, who has power to dislodge these men? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam just coming to that 
point. Thus far I have been stating what the 
trouble is and not its cause, 

Mr. COX. I would like to hear my colleague 
on the point I suggested. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 1am very willing that my 
colleague shall hear me. I have no personal or 
partisan wishes to gratify in this matter. Ithas 
cost me a severer struggle to bring my mind up 
to the support of any measure to drop officers from 
the rolls of the Army than anything I have acted 
on or considered since 1 have been a member of 
this House. But this difficulty does exist, and I 
ask this body, how are we to get over it? 

My colleague asks by whose authority these 
men are now doing no duty, and that isa very 
fair question. I will say here, once for all, that 
itis not my theory of political friendship and the 
support of my party and its leaders that I should 
neglect to do justice even though it hurt party 
and leaders and friends. I believe the truthful 
best. Thave no hesitancy in declar- 
ing here that the President of the United States 
and his military advisers arẹ responsible for these 
men lying idle wherethey are. The responsibil- 
ity is there, anditought to bethere. There is no 
other place where it can rest. Congress doesnot 
command the Army; Congress cannot properly 
direct the movement of brigades; Congress can- 
not properly assign a general, or a colonel], or a 
captain, or alicutenant, or a sergeantto any duty. 
Congress cannot properly post a picket or regu- 
late a skirmish line.. ‘That business is in the hands 
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of the Commander-in-Chief of the Army and those 
under his command; and if there be officers em- 
ployed or unemployed in the military service, it 
1s because they are employed or unemployed un- 
der the orders of the President. 

What then can Congress do? It cannot justly 
in my judgment say to the President, “ You must 
assign this general to duty, or relieve that gen- 
eral;” ithas no right to interfere in such matters. 

Mr. KERNAN. Will the gentleman let me 
ask him a question? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Certainly. 

Mr. KERNAN. If we can legislate out of 
office a general who has not been employed for 
three months, cannot we remove the commander 
of the army at Vicksburg, or of any other army? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have already stated very 
fully and plainly that our duties are legislative 
and not administrative. Congress cannot inter- 
fere directly with the command of armies. It can- 
not directly appoint or dismiss a military officer; 
but it can create a military office, and can at its 
pleasure limit, restrict, or abolish one already 
created. It holds also the national purse, and can. 
pay or withhold paymentat its pleasure. Having 
thus the power, it becomes our duty to provide 
means for removing the evil so justly complained 
of, 

Now, what is proposed? The President of the 
United States and those under him have, for rea- 
sons which they deemed sufficient and of which 
they were the proper judges, relieved from duty 
a large number of general officers. Et ought here 
to be said, in partial vindication of the President, 
that no ruler since the world began ever had such 
a herculean task upon him as our President has 
had during this war, and one of the most difficult 
of his duties has been to select from among his 
fellow-citizens, not acquainted with military life 
and duty, many thousands of men to occupy high 
and responsible positions in the Army. lt was 
not possible for human wisdom to make such a 
selection without committing some mistakes. It 
was not possible for any man, not inspired of 
God, to select ten thousand men for high and re- 
sponsible positions in a field of duty in which they 
had never been tried, without selecting here and 
there some, and probably many,who would prove 


I want to know of my colleagues 


failures, and it is a fact of which we may justly 
be proud that in the great body of American cit- 
izens selected for such places, so very few have 
been found who are not good, true, and able men, 
capable of rendering efficient and distinguished 
service inthe field. Butout of that large list some 
have been found who, ip the general estimation 
of the public, have proved failures. Still it was 
not the general estimation of the public which was 
to determine whether these officers should be con- 
tinued in the service ornot. It was to be determ- 
ined by the President and by those under him, 
who had by law the right to determine it. In 
pursuance of thisright and duty, for reasons suf- 
ficient or insufficient, the President of the United 
States has relieved a large number of general offi- 
cers. They have been for months lying in ordi- 
nary and rendering no service tothe country. | 
do notcomplain that he has exercised that power. 
It is very true that there are some whom he has 
relieved that I should not have relieved, and there 
are others now on duty whom I should have re- 
lieved. But that is none of my business. The 
President was clothed with the power and he used 
it as he pleased. 1 sustain him in using his dis- 
cretion, I only say that I do not believe it is 
right or proper for these men thus rclieved—after 
itis found, for some reason best known to the 
President, that they ought not to be sent back to 
duty—to be allowed to block up the way to the 
promotion of good men in service. 

Now, what do we propose? We propose to 
say to the President, ‘* We do not interfere with 
your right to relieve this officer or to assign that 
one to duty; but we do say to you that if after a 
| certain date these men are not assigned to some 
| duty commensurate with their rank we will with- 

draw from them their rank and pay. We throw 
upon you and your subordinates the responsi- 


| 


bility of taking 


1 a decisive course with these offi- _ 
cers—either employ them or drop them from thé 
rolls’? Gentlemen ask me if I do not think that 
some very able and valuable officers may thus 
be wronged by being thrown out of the service, 
I answer, yes. -I say further, some of the num- 
ber are my personal friends, and men whom I 
believe to be very able and patriotic officers. I 
do not go so far as some gentlemen here, who say 
that all these men ought to resign their commis- 
sions. Men who believe they have been wronged 
should not be expected by resignation to confess 
that they have’ been justly treated. It is their 
duty as good soldiers and patriotic citizens to- do 
and to suffer what the Government puts. upon 
them. I do not advocate this bill, Mr. Speaker, 
as suggested by the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Herricx,] for the purpose of taking from 
the President’s shoulders the responsibility and 
of distributing it on theshoulders-of one hundred 
and eighty-six members of this House, but for 
precisely a contrary reason. I wish Congress to 
say to the President, “4 We throw the responsi- 
bility on your shoulders. You can save any one 
of these men frdm being dropped from the rolls 
by putting him on duty. A that we have to say 
is that we will not sustain the Treasury in pay- 
ing or the War Department in continuing in rank 
men whom neither you nor the War Department 
will employ.” I would be willing to say that 
Congress expresses no approbation or disappro- 
bation of the generals to be relieved. It simpl 
says that we will not continue in pay and ran 
the men whom the President will not employ. 
Now, what is proposed in the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Ker- 
nan?] Itis proposed to obviate the difficulty by 
having an examination of these officers to know 
who are competent for their dutics and who are 
not. I say to that gentleman that his proposition 
is utterly impracticable. You canexaminea man 
to ascertain whether he can drill a company, 
whether he can drilla regiment, a brigade, or even 
a division; but when you come to examinea man 
as to his fitness for the duties of a general officer, 
especially for those of a major general, there is no 
criterion by which to conduct such an examina- 
tion. You might as well appoint a committee to 
examine a man as to his fitness to hold-a seat in 
Congress, to govern a State, or fill the presiden- 
tial chair. We have no criterion. Why should 
we appoint a commission to examine men for 
their fitness as general officers? It is not indis- 
pensable to good generalship that a man should 
understand the drill or the manual of arms. Na- 
poleon Bonaparte learned infantry tactics after he 
had won his great campaigns in Italy. He had 
a private tutor in Paris to teach him the infantry 
manual after he had achieved the greatest glories 
of his military life. The fitness of a man for the 
position of general does not depend upon hia 
knowledge of tactics or upon anything that can 
be brought out on an examination. Tt depends 


„upon those general qualities of mind and temper- 


ament which go to make up administrative ca- 
pacity; qualities that cannot be fixed or determ- 
ined by anyexamining board. The proceedings 
of such a board would be the merest farce. It 
might report, for instance, that General Frémont 
understood infantry and cavalry tactics, and that 
General McClellan understood engineering; that 
the one could drilla battalion, and the other could 
build a bridge; but would the gentleman from 
New York, would this House or the President, 
be enlightened on the question of the propriety 
or impropriety of placing either of these officers 
at the head of an army? 

Mr. KERNAN. The gentleman will permit 
me to Say it is to be supposed that most of these 
officers will have had some practical training, and 
that they will be capable of judging of their prac- 
tical capabilities to command. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no doubt the board 
would pass upon the general military education 
of the men who should be brought before it; but 
any gentleman who has had any observation in 
regard to the practical working of such a board 
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knows what kindof influences wo 
after all to reach the result to which sucha board 
would arrive. Fhe whole scheme is entirely im- 
practicable for any good purpose. Weare com- 
pelled by the necessities of the case to do some- 
thing to remove this evil; and what L desire to do 
is to compel a decisive course, either of assigning 
these men to active duty or of dropping their 
names from the rolls'of the Army. We see the 

rospective effect of the measure already. Since 
jig introduction several of these officers have been 
assigned to positions who might otherwise have 
remained unemployed for some time to come. 

. Mr. PENDLETON.. ‘I desire to ask my col- 
league, who seems to be arguing against the fea- 
sibility of the appointment of a board of ofticers 
to €xamine into the merits of each individual case, 
whether it is not true that by a regulation, of the 
War Department a board has been organized to 
examine into the qualifications of officers with 
a view of ascertaining their fitness for active ser- 
vice in the field; and if that be so, whether itis 
not as feasible to appoint a board that shall ex- 
amine into the qualifications of these officers? 

~ Mr. GARFIELD, I answer the gentleman 
that there is a board now holding its sessions in 
Wilmington, Delaware, for the purpose of retir- 
ing disabled officers of the regular Army. There 
is no board which examines officers aa to their 
mental and moral fitness for active service. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Does notthe board pass 
upon their general ability to hold commands? 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, sir; upon their phys- 
ical ability or disability only. 

: Mr. PENDLETON, I would like to inquire 
whether there is not also a retiring board for the 
Navy, and whether the same rules may not apply 
to the examination of officers of the Army as of 
the Navy? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I understand the duties of 
retiring boards both of the Army and Navy re- 
Jatė exclusively to su Rebast iat ofeora. 

“Mr. PENDLETON. 1 ask the gentleman 
whether ander the legislation of Congress some 
years ago a board was not organized before whom 
all officers of the Navy could be brought, which 
examined into all their qualifications, physical, 
mental, and moral? 

Mr. GARFIELD. ‘That may be true; but there 
isa wide difference between the military and naval 
service in this, that efficiency in the naval service 
depends mainly upon a man’s knowledge of son- 
manship, a profession which may be said to have 
taken rank among the exact sciences, It is one 
thing to examine a man in reference to his quali- 
fications for a naval officer, butit is quite another 
to examine him with reference to those adminis- 
trative powers which fit him to command success- 
fully as a gencral in the Army. 

Mr. KIERNAN. lask the gentleman to allow 
me to say that I think if he will look ut the organ- 
ization of this retiring board he will find that they 
examine officers as to their qualifications in every 
respect to discharge their duties as officers. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let me ask whether 
Congress has not provided by law that the Pres- 
ident, without any board and without any exam- 
ination, may retire officers, who bave been in the 
service for forty-five years, upon half pay? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Certainly. But, Mr. Speak- 
er, while itis true that we have laws for the or- 
baa of retiring boards for the Army and 

avy, there has never been a law to constitute 
boards to examine and recommend men for gen- 
eral officers or general officers for dismissal from 
the service. Such a thing wag never known tu 
this country, and,to my knowledge, such a thing 
was never heard of in any country on the globe. 
Now, sir, lebme repeat, in conclusion on this sub- 
ject of examining men for their fitness to com- 
mand as general officers, that you might as well 
appoint a board to examine men with reference 
to their fitness to hold positions in this House of 
Representatives or the Senate, or to become Chief 
Executive of the nation. You cannot make any 
examination that will be of the slightest conse- 
quence in that behalf. If any gentleman can pro- 
pose an amendment declaring that this House dues 
not censureany general officer, that it expresses 
no opinion of any general officer, that it does not 
interfere with the military Commander-in-Chief 
of the Army, but that it is simply protecting the 
Government against a waste of the public money 


and the Army in the field against injustice; [ do 


{ ; x ae. || 
not. care what the amendment is, so that it will |; 
and shelter your friends and |i 


| the House adjourned, 


cover that.ground, P ‘ i 
our friends, I will vote for it. Still more; if any 


gentleman here.can show me how we can correct 


! the evil I have referred to and wrong no officer, 


L will not only follow his suggestion, but will pro- 
nounce him a public benefactor. i 

But in the absence of some better plan I shall 
do what I can to secure the adoption of the one 
proposed in this bill. 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN obtained the floor. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I move, with the consent of the 
gentleman from Ilinois, to postpone the further 
consideration of this question till this day three 
weeks,and on that motion I call for the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered 


Mr. SCHENCK. I hope that will notbe done. | 


It is necessary to settle this question while we are 
organizing a new campaign, 

‘And then, on motion of Mr. FARNSWORTH, 
(at twenty-five minutes past four o’clock, p.m.,) 


IN SENATE. 

'Tuurspay, March 17, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr, SuNDERLAND. 
‘The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition 
of discharged soldiers of the State of Ohio, pray- 
ing that all soldiers who have been discharged 


| from the Army on account of wounds or disease 


contracted while in the service may be allowed a 
bounty of $100; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a memorial of the 
American Oriental Society, praying for aid in 
making explorations in China and the adjacent 
countries; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr, ANTHONY presented five petitions of 
citizens of Providence, Rhode Island, praying for 
increased facilities for the transportation of mails, 
nassengers, and freight between the cities of New 

Zork and Philadelphia; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of Robert 
Haering and four hundred others, laboring men, 
citizens of New York, remonstrating against the 
extension of the Goodyear patent for the manu- 
facture of vulcanized India rubber, and represent- 
ing that the renewal of patents injures the labor- 
ing interests of the country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of Mi- 
ami Indians, praying that the Secretary of the 
Interior may be authorized to ascertain the arrear- 
ages due them, and for the prompt payment of 
the same out of the funds set apart by the treaty 
of June 5, 1854; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Aflairs. 

Mr. JOLINSON presented a petition of a com- 
mittee on behalf of messengers, laborers, and 


watchmen employed in the several public Depart- | 


ments, praying for an increase of their salaries; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. WADE presented a memorial of the Board 
of ‘rade and shipmasters of Bufalo, New York; 
amomorial of the Board of Trade and shipowners 
of Cleveland, Ohio; a memorial of shipowners 


and Board of Trade of ‘Toledo, Ohio; and a me- | 


morial of shipmasters of Chicago, Iilinois, pray- 


ing for the improvement of Frankfort harbor, 
Michigan; which were referred to the Committec 


on Commerce. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COLLAMER, from the’ Committee on | 
| Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was re- 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 80) 


to provide for the better organization of Indian | 
affairs in California, have instructed me to report | 
it back, with an amendment in the nature of a | 
I will state that I desire to take up | 


I 
| 
i 


substitute. 
this bill at an carly day, in order that it may be 
passed before the Indian appropriation bill. 


j 


| 
i 
i 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| Hunt, praying for compe 
| asa soldierin the late w 
| submitted an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from ihe Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- 
ferred a joint resolution (S. No. 4) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to appoint a board. of offi- 
cers to audit the accounts of the citizens of Law- 
renec, Kansas, reported adversely thereon. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, to whom_was referred a message 
of the President of the United States in reladon 
to the adjustment of claims between the United 
| States and Ecuador, reported a biil (S, No. 178) 
to carry into effect the convention with Ecuador 
for the mutual adjustment of claims; which was 
| read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
i Printing, to whom was referred the motion to 
print the petition of the confederate bands of 
Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, und Piankeshaw Indi- 
ans, reported in favor of the motion; and it was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion te print three thousand ex- 
tra copies of the report No. 25 on the bill (8. No. 
99) to secure equality before the law in the courts 
| of the United States, reported in favor of the mo- 
tion; and it was agreed to. Ee stated that this 
was not a unanimous report, having been made 
by the sanction of a majority of the committee. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a motion to print the letter of the 
Governor of Wisconsin to Hon. 'T. O. Hows, 
accompanied by a statement and proofs of losses 
by certain persons in that State by a violent re- 
sistance to the draft at Fort Washington in No-- 
vember, 1862, reported in favor of the motion; 
| and it was agreed to. 


PRINTING Of A MEMORIAL, 


| On motion of Mr. WILKINSON, on behalf 
of the Committee on Territories, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Milwaukee, Wisconsin, praying for the construc- 
tion of a wagon road to the ‘Territory of Idaho, aud that 

military protection may be afforded to the same, be printed. 

NOTICE OF A BILL, 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas, gave notice of his in- 
tention to ask leave to introduce a bill for the re- 
lief of the confederate bands of Weas, Peorias, 
Kaskaskias, and Piankeshaw Indians of Kansas. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous con- 
®sent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 177) 
to authorize the construction of a street railway 
in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
| lumbia. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas, in pursuance of pre- 
| vious notice, asked and obtained leave to intro- 
| duce a bill (S. No. 179) to aid the State of Kan- 
sas in the erection of a court-house for the United 
States courts and post oflice at Topeka, Kansas; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

OPEN SESSION FOR NOMINATIONS. 


Mr.GRIMES. I desire to proposé the follow- 
ing amendmery to the rules of the Senate: 

All executive uominations shall be submitted to and con- 
{| sidered and decided by the Senate in open Senate. 

I believe that under the rules this proposition 
must lie on the table a day. I give notice that I 
shall call it up to-morrow at the earliest possible 
moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposition 


lies over for a day under the rules. 
PRINTING OF MESSAGE AND DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I offer the following reso- 
lution: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 
five thousand additional copies of the annual message and 
aecompanying documents communicated to the Senate at 
its present session. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘This resolution 
must necessarily go tothe Committee on Printing. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Before it is referred to the 

| committee, E desire to say that I understand there 
| has been printed at the present session only a 


ar with Great. Britain, 


% 


| 


| 


| 
it 


f 
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small number of copies of the message and ac- 
companying documents, and that the abridgment 
which we had last year and which was embraced 
in two volumes, is not printed at all this year, or: 
rather that the abridgment which is printed is 
simply the annual reports of the different Secreta- 
ries withoutany,of the accompanying documents. 
Never in the history of the Government have-the 
accompanying documents to the message been as 
valuable as now; and it does seem to me that we 
ought to have a larger number of them printed. 
The number mentioned in the resolution is five 
thousand. Ihave put in that number without 
much reflection; but I hope the committee will 
inquire into it and report the proper number. I 
think a larger number than that already ordered 
should be printed. I believe we shall not get more 
than ten or fifteen copies apiece of the message 
and documents under the order for printing as it 
now exists. Į ask for the reference of the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Printing. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

ANTHONY BURNS’S RESCUE. 


Mr. DAVIS. I wish to call up now the reso- 
lution I offered a few days ago, to raise a special 
committee on the case of Thomas W. Higginson. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no fur- 
ther morning business, the resolution submitted by 
the Senator from Kentucky will be read, and it is 
now before the Senate. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 


Whereas in the history of the attempt to rescue Anthony 
Burns, a fugitive slave from the State of Virginia, from the 
custody of the United States officers, iu Boston, in 1854, it 
is represented, and it is also generally reported, that 't. W. 
Higginson, now the colonel of a regiment of negro troops 
in the service of the United States, led, or was engaged in, 
an assault made by a body of men, with force and arms, 
upon the court-house in Boston, where the said Anthony 
Burns was held in the custody of the law and officers of the 
United States, with the intent and purpose of forcibly res- 
cuing him from such custody; and whereas it is represented 
and generally reported that a citizen of the United States, 
then having the custody of said Burns, was killed and mur- 
dered by said assailants : Therefore, 

Be it resolved, ‘What the President of the Senate appoint 
a committee of three members of the Senate to investigate 
whether the said T. W, Higginson had any connection, and 
ifany, what, with the said attempt to rescue the said Burns, 
and with the killing and murdering of any person having 
his custody; and that said committee have power to send 
for persons and papers, 

Mr. DAVIS. Idonot propose to say anything 
on this resolution, except to read a passage from 
the life of Burns. I read from a book entitled 
“Anthony Burns, A History. By Charles Em- 
ery Stevens:” 

 Seareely had the crowd from the hall begun to pour 
into the square when the assault was commenced. The 
lamps that lighted the square had already been extin- 
guished, so that under cover of darkness the assailants 
might more easily escape detection. Straugely neglecting 
the eastern entrance, which was not secured at the time, 
they passed round to the west. side, aud commenced the 


attack in that quarter, ‘The court-house on that side pre- ; 


sented to the eye an unbroken fagade of granite two hun- 
dred feet tong and four stories hi In the lower part 
were three entrances, closed by m ve two-leaved doors 


which were secured by heavy locks and bolts. Against the j 
middle one of these doors the beam which had been pre- |! 
viously provided was now brought to bear With all the Orce 


that ten or twelve 
one or two others pl 


a could muster, At the same moment 
d their axes against the panels. As 
the quick heavy bloy sounded through the square, the 
erowd every moment rapidly inereasing sent up their wild 
shouts of encouragement, while some hurled missiles 
against the windows, and others discharged their pistols in 
the same direction. In two or three minutes a panel in 
ane part of the door had been beaten through; the other 
part had been partially forced back on its hinges, when the 
assailants found their entrance obstructed by defen 
within. The marshal, whose office was in the building, 
although not anticipating the attack, was not altogether imi- 
prepared forit, fn the course of the day he had appointed 
fifty special aids, and posted them in different parts of the 
spacious building; he had also caused to be deposited in 
his office a large quantity of cuttasses. On the first alarm 
the specials were hastily armed with these weapous, and 
set to defend the assaulted door, As often as tbe pressure 
from without forced it partially open it was closed again 
and braced by the persons of those inside. White thus en- 
gaged one of the mrshal’s men, a truackinan named Bateh- 
elder, suddenly drew back from the door exclaiming that 
he was stabbed. He was carried into the marshal’s office 
and Jaid upon the floor, where he almost immediately ex- 
pired, Jt was discovered that a wound several inches in 
length had been inflicted by some sharp instrument in the 
lower part of his abdomen, whereby an artery had been 
ered, ciusing Hini to bleed to death. A conflict of opii 
afterward arese respecting the source from whence the 
blow proceeded. Some affirmed that it was an acciden 
eaused by one of his own party. Ft was said that Batch- 
elder was cugaged at the moment in bracing une part of 
the door with his shoulders; that while he was in that half- 


the opening the hands of one of tite 


| Judiciary for the bill as introduced, and the Sec- | 


| less some gentleman desires to hear the original 


guilty both of murdtr and treason, 


| Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, 


ii 
i 
stooping posture, another of the specials, seeing through |: the offense in such manner as clearly to apprise the accused 


1 dinary busin 
: cause, 


ssailants, aimed at ii of the character of the offense complained of, and to en- 
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them a blow with a watchman’s club, which, missing its 
mark, fell upon the head of Batchelder, and drove him 
down upon the blade of his own cutlass. Anottrer and per- 
haps more probable account was, that while Batchelder 
stood bracing the door behind the broken panel the wound 
was inflicted by an arm thrust through from the outside, 
hot with any murderous intent, but to compel him to re- 
lax his hold. 

“Tn the temporary confusion within, caused by this fatal 
result, the leader of the assailants, Rev. Thomas. W. Hig- 
ginson, succeeded in forcing bis way into the building. 
None followed hint, and the door was almost instantly 
closed again. For a moment he was alone, face to face 
with his adversaries; the next he reappeared on the ont- 
side, exclaiming to his associates, ‘You cowards, will you 


desert us now ?? A saber cut across the chin and other 
marks attested the rough reception he had encountered 
while within the walls, "The courage and daring displayed 
by this person showed him to be a fit leader in such an en- 
terprise.”? . 

It then goes on to trace his lineage, &c. Upon 
the facts here stated, I ask that this committee be 
raised. I suppose there is no reasonable doubt 
of the substantial truth of this account: that this 
man Higginson was the leader of the assailants 
who made the violent assault on that night upon 
the court-house in Boston, for the purpose of res- 
cuing Burns from the custody of the law. If he 
was, and I suppose the history is true, he was 
If he com- 
mitted these crimes in a rebellious resistance to 
the execution of a law of the United States, he is 
certainly not a fit person to command a regiment 
or to hold any other office in or under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. If he is free from 
this imputation, this charge, his innocence ought 
to be ascertained and made plain. 

I think, under the circumstances, that the com- 
mittee ought to be raised, the inquiry instituted, 
and the report of the facts ought to come before 
the Senate. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 10; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Collamer, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Har 
ding, Harlan, Howard, Howe, Lane of Indiana, Lane of 


Sprague, Sumouer, T'en Eyck, Trumbull, Van Winkle, Wil- 
kinson, Willey, and Wiltson—29. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Conness, Davis, 
Hendricks, Johnson, MeDougail, Powell, Riddie, and Sauls- 
bary—1L0, 


So the resolution was ordered to lie on the table. 
SUMMARY TRIAL OF MINOR OFFENSES. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to procced to the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 52) to provide for 
the summary trial of minor. offenses against the 
laws of the United States. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sccretary will 
read the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will suggest that there 
is a substitute reported by the Committee onthe 


retury had better simply read the substitute un- 


bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be noob- 
jection, that course will be pursued. , 

The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
out all of the bill after the enacting clause and to 
insert the following in lieu thereof: 

That it shall be Jawful for the judge of any districtcourt 
of the United States to hold a special session of said court 
at any time, whether in term or vacation, for the trial of 
minor offenses against the laws of the United States, as 
hercinatter provided. | 
Serc, 2. and be it further enacted, That whenevera com- 
plaint shalt be made againstany master, officer, or mariner 
ofany ship or vessel belonging, in whole orin part, loany cit | 
izen or citizens of the United States, of the conmission of | 
any offense, uot eapital or otherwise infamous, agains any 
law of the United States made forihe protection of persons | 
or property engaged in commerce or navigation, it shali be | 
the duty of the district attorney to_investigate the same, 
and the general nature thereof; and if, in his opinion, the 
eas such as should be summarily tried under the pro- 
visions of this act, he shall report the same to the distritt 
judge, and the judge shalt forthwith, or as soon as the or- 
of the court will permit, proceed to try the 
t that purpose may, if necessary, hoid a spe- 


nd fi 
cial session of the court. 

Src. 3. And he it further enacted, ‘Phat at such trial it 
shali not be necessary that the accused shall have been pre- 
viously indicted, but a syitement of complaint, verified by 
oath, in writing, shall be presented to the court, setting out 


able him to answer the complaint. Andithe said complaint 
or statement shall be read to the accused, who may plead 
to or answer the same, or make @ counter statement. < 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the’ said triat 
shall thereupon be proceeded with in a summary manner, 
and the case shall be decided by the court; unless, at the 
tine for pleading or answering, the accused shall demand a 
jury, in which case the trial shall be upon the complaint and. 
plea of not guilty. : 


Sec. 5. Aad be it. further enacted, Thatit shall not be 
lawfulfor the court tu sentence any person convicted on 
such trial to any greater punishment than imprisonment an 
Jail for, one-year. or to a fine exceeding $500, or both, in Ly 
discretion, in those cases where the laws of the United 
States authorizesuch imprisonment and fine, 3 

Sec. 6. And beit further enacted, ‘That it shall’ be law- 
ful for the court to allow the district attorney to amend his 
statement or complaint at any stage of the proceedings, be- 
fore verdict, if, in the opinion of the court, ‘such ameng- 
ment wit work no injustice to the accused; and if it appear 
to the court'that the accused is unprepared to meet the 
charge as amended, and that an adjournment of the cause 
will promote the ends of justice, such adjournment shall be 
made until a further day, to be fixed by the court. 

Src. 7. And be it further enacted, That at such trial, if 
by jury, the United States and the accused shall each be 
entiticd to three peremptory challenges. Challenges for 
cause shall be tried by the court without the aid of triers, 


Mr. HENDRICKS? Does the chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary desire the Senate to 
consider and pass that bill at thistime?. Itseems 
to bea very important measure, and I wish to in- 
quire of him whether he desires to put it on its 
passage to-day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I call€d it up with that 
view; but there is nothing pressing about it. Per- 
haps it is due to the Senate, and the Senator from 
Indiana, if he desires it, that I should make a state- 
ment of what the bill is. It is reported unani- 
mously by the Committee on the Judiciary. It 
is intended to reach exclusively a class of cases 
arising out of offenses committed on shipboard. 
Minor offenses are sometimes committed on board 
of vessels, and when they come into port the party 
is charged with them, and lies in jail a long time 
in oursea-ports. The witnesses against the party 
are frequently unable to give security for their ap- 
pearance, and they are kept for months and some- 
times for a whole year to await the trial of some 

etty offense which has been committed on ship- 
board, which really subjects the party and the 
witnesses to more punishment than the law would 
inflict if the party was guilty of the offense, —" 

The design of this bill is to authorize the dis- 
trict judge to hold a court and.try those cases at 
any time without the intervention of a jury and 
without any grand jury. The Senator from In- 
diana recollects that the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States provides that in all cases of charges- of a 
capital character or for infamous offenses the in- 
dictment or presentment of a grand jury is neces- 
sary, and italso providesthat every person charged 
with crime shall be entitled to the benefit of a trial 
by jury. This bill provides that the party may 
be tried by the judge unless he desires to have a 
jury, in which event the case is put over and a 
jury called. The object of the bill is to avoid 


| some considerable expense to the Government, 


and to allow summary trials for these minor of- 
fenses the punishment for none of which shall 
exceed $500 fine, or a punishment in jail for a 
term not exceeding one year. 

I have no desire to press the bill this morning 
if the Senator from Indiana, on the explanation Í 
have made, desires time to examine it. I will 
state to him that it was reported unanimously by 
the Committee on the Judiciary after some ex- 
amination; but there is no haste that I know of 
in regard to the bill, At the suggestion of any 
Senator who wishes to look into it or thinks there 
is any principle involved that ought to be exam- 
ined, I shall not insist on its passage to-day. I 
submit it to the discretion of the Senator from In- 
diana, and if he wishes to examine it I shall have 
no objection to allow the bill to go over. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 desire to ask the Sen- 
ator one further question; and whether I shall 
ask to have the bill postponed will depend on his 
answer. Is the bill so framed as to be confined 
to the cases which the Senator says it was the 
object of the committee to meet? i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes,sir. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Iwantto knowis it pos- 
sible that for an ordinary case of violation of the 
laws of the United States in the States a man can 
be brought to trial upon information communi- 
cated to the court by the district attorney? Is 
it possible that there could be such acase as that 
under the bill? 
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“Mr: TRUMBULL. No, sir. “ If the Senator 

Will look to the second section he will sce that it 
ia limited to these cases: , 

That whenever a complaint shall be made against any 
mäster, officer, or mariner of any ship or vessel, belonging 
in whole. or in part to any citizen or citizens of the United 
States, of the commission of any offense, not capital or other- 
wise infanious, against any law of the United States made 
for the protection of persons or property engaged in com- 
qnerce or navigation, it shall be the duty of the district at- 
torney to investigate the same 5 
and so on. It is confined to those cases. : 

Mr. HENDRICKS. With that explanation 
certainly Ido not want to delay the measure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
committee as a substitute for the bill. 

-The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and-thé-anicndment was concurred in. 


Mr. TEN EYCK., I suggest an amendment 
to the last section of the bill, in the line before the 
last, by inserting after the. word ‘ cause” the 
words “in such cases,” so asto read ‘challenges 
for cause in such cases shall be tried by the court 
without the aid of triers.” 
ag TRUMBULL. There is no objection to 
that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be Tead a third time; and the bill 
was read the third time, and passed. > 


BILL BECOME A LAW. . 


-A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Nicoay, his Secretary, announced 
that the President had approved and signed on the 
16th instant an act (S. No. 158) in addition to an 
act to-amend the laws relating to the Post Office 
Department, approved March 3, 1863. 


STREET RAILROAD IN WASHINGTON. 


* Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No, 54) to incorporate the 
Metropolitan Railroad Company in the District 
of Columbia, the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr. Sumer to add at the end of 
section fourteen the following proviso: 

Provided, That there shall be no regulation excluding any 
person from any car on account of color. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My principal purpose, Mr. 
President, in asking the attention of the Senate 
for afew moments, is to try to maintain the opin- 
ion which I gave upon one of the questions which 
this bill presented when the same question was 
before the Senate on a former occasion, Lam 
called upon, as I suppose, to do so because the cor- 
rectness of that opinion was questioned by the 
honorable member from Delaware [Mr. Saurs- 


Bury] yesterday, and, notwithstanding the dif- | 


ference in age between us, and, as he has been 
kind cnough to say, the difference in other re- 
spects, I feel it incumbent on myself, as against 
the opinion expressed by him, to cndeaver to 
maintain my own. itis unnecessary, therefore, 
to say that Í was not induced to change that opin- 
ion by anything that fell from the honorable mem- 
ber. 

The question-before the Senate on a previous 
occasion was whether, under the charter of the 


existing railroad company, there wasany author- | 


ity in the company to exclude from its cars any 
passenger by reason of his color. WhatI stated 
as my own view upon that proposition was merely 


to repeat the conclusion to which the committee | 


to whom that subject had been referred had them- 
selves come, I believe by a unanimous decision; 
and in the correctness of that decision the honor 
able member from Massachusetts, who proposes 
now an amendment to this bill, concurred. He 
said that he was satisficd that the opinion was 
correct; and because he was satisfied of that he 
was willing to leave the question to be decided by 
the laws as they then stood. ` He has thoughtit, 
however, necessary to guard against the mischief 
which at one time he thought under the original 
charter might possibly be practiced as against 
persons of a certain description, by proposing an 
amendment to the present bill, which is to pro- 
vide in so many words that such passengers are 
not to be excluded from these cars. 1 think that 
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his amend ment is just as unnecessary for his pur- 
pose to this bill as such an amendment would ` 
have been unnecessary to the original bill under 
which the roads are now being conducted. 

There is nothing inthis bill without the amend- 
ment, as there was nothing in the original bill, 
which gives to the company any authority to ex- 
clude passengers at all. They are chartered for 
the purpose of running a railroad, and by the 
ninth section it is provided that they ‘*shall place 
first-class cars on said railways, with all the mod- 
ern improvements for the convenience and com- 
fort of passengers, and shall run cars thereon dur- 
ing the day,” at certain specific times, of course, 
for passengers. It does not say who are to be 
the passengers for whose benefit the law is passed, 
or who are the description of passengers that the 
company will be obliged to transport; and there 
ig just as much authority, and no more, in this 
bill without the amendment, to exclude a white 
passenger as there is to exclude a black passen- 
ger. Weare therefore to look out of the law for 
the purpose of ascertaining whether there is in 
any other statute, or by any other law not founded 
upon statutory provision, any authority for a 
company of this description’to exclude any par- 
ticular class of passengers. f 

The honorable member from Delaware—and it 
is the only reason as far as I recollect that he 
suggested as showing that the conclusion of the 
committee and the opinion which I expressed was 
erroneous—states that all these railroad compa- 
nies have a right to establish first-class passenger 
cars, and second-class passenger cars, and any 
other class less than second-class, such as emi- 
grant cars, That is true; but there is nothing in 
that fact which shows that there is any right to 
distinguish as between different descriptions of 
passengers who are willing to comply with the 
terms required of them in order to be transported 
onany one of the classes of cars which the com- 
pany may determine to run. By running a first- 
class passenger car, all that is meant is that he 
who chooses to ride in a car of that description 
is to pay a certain price, If he is unwilling to 
pay that price, and still wants to be transported 
upon the road, and the company has a car ofa 
minor class, and charges a Jess sum for the trans- 
portation upon that class, he applies to be trans- 
ported in a car of that class, and he pays what 
the company may think proper to exact. 

That does not prove that there is any right to 
exclude any passenger who applies to be trans- 
ported in any one of the kind of cars that the 
company may under their charter be authorized 
to run. If, therefore, a black man proposes to 
ride in a first-class car upon any of the railroads, 
(where there is no State statute prohibiting it,) he 
has just as much right, if it be a question of right, 


| to be transported upon that car as a white man; 
| and the error of my friend from Delaware, if he 
be in error, as [ think he is, is in confounding 


the right which the companies have to establish, 
by regulation, different classes of cars and charge 


| different sums to the passengers in those respect- 
| ive cars, with the right to establish a distinction 
l| between black men and white men, both of whom 


are anxious to travel upon the particular car. 
The only possible ground, then, upon which, 
in the absence of any particular law outside of the 
charters of this description, the distinction can be 
maintained is that there exists in these companies 


| some power in the nature of a police power. I 


am ata loss to find what there is in any of these 
charters which can be construed at all as giving 
to these companies any police power except that 
police power which máy be necessary in order to 
enable them to discharge the function for which 
they are created by their franchise. They can 
preserve orderin the car; no doubt about that. If 


f a drunken man or a quarrelsome man give trouble 


in a car to the rest of the passengers, they can 
ejecthim. There is no doubt about that. But that 
does not prove that they havearightby any police 
régulation (irrespective of the question whether 
the passengers can be transported quietly and 
without danger) to distinguish as between one 
man and another man, or one woman and another 
woman, Itmay be convenient, because it meets 
with the public wish or with the public taste of 
both classes, the white and the black, that there 
should be cars in which the avhite men and ladies 
are to travel, designated for that purpose, and cars 
in which the black men and black women are to 


į that there wil 


travel, designated for that purpose. But that isa 
matter to be decided as between these two classes. 
There is no more right to exclude a black man 
from a car designated for the transportation of 
white persons than there is a right to refuse to 
transport in a car designated for black persons 
white men; and I donot suppose that anybody 
will contend—surely the Senator from Delaware 
will not contend—that there exists any power in 
the company to exclude white men from a car 
because the company have appropriated that car 
for the general transportation of black passen- 
gers. f 

Now, Mr. President, I could wish, very sin- 
cerely wish, that the difference between these two 
races could -for a moment be forgotten, and the 
Senate could be broughtto devote itself more ex- 
clusively to the actual business of the country 
which involves issues touching at the very life of 
the nation. Iam not sure that I amaccurate, but 
Í think that at least one half of the business of 
the session,as far as the Senate is concerned, has 
been taken up by debating the respective rights 
of these two classes. Now, whether a white man 
is to ridein a black car if he think proper to ride 
there—I mean ina car with black passengers— 
or whether a black man is to ride in a car appro- 
priated to white passengers, is a matter that i do 
not think touches any of the great issues which 
are now before the country. Ido not see that 
upon any ground even of military necessity there 
is any occasion for the continuance of a debate of 
this description; nor, with due deference to the 
honorable member from Massachusetts, do I see 
why it is necessary to provide more special guar- 
antees for the black man than are provided for the 
white man. If the black man is improperly ex- 
cluded from one of these cars, as the committee 
who had the subject before them on a former oc- 
casion held, he has the right to go to the courts 
and seek his remedy there, and the white man has 
no greater right. if thatis the object of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, they are both in that 
respect upon an exact equality; theirrights (pro- 
vided the opinion which I entertain be the correct 
opinion) are the same, and the remedies which the 
law furnishes for a violation of such rights, under 
which they can obtain a redress for all the con- 
sequences attending such a violation, are equally 
open to them as they are open to the white man. 

The honorable Senator might just as well,if he 
carries the idea to which he is so much devoted, 
apparently, to its legitimate extent~-I do not say 
that it would not be proper-—-propose to passa 
law providing that these black men and black wo- 
men shall have the same right to visit the presi- 
dential mansion.on public occasions as the white 
men and the white women. The presidential 
house is as much a public place, furnished for the 
use of the public, as is oncofthesecars. [tis the 
business of the President to see the public when 
it does not interfere with his other duties. Itis 
his business to give an interview to everybody 
who thinks proper to approach him; and from 
the beginning of the Governmedt to the present 
time, days have been set apart in which the doors 
have been thrown open and everybody is per- 
mitted to go and to pay his respects to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, or upon other occasions 
to go in and lay his complaints in the form of pe- 
titions before the President of the United States. 
If the honorable member, therefore, thinks it ne- 
cessary to guard by special provision this partic- 
ular class of citizens so as to secure them abso- 
lutely in the enjoyment of all the rights which the 
white men enjoy practically and by law, let him 
propose a bill saying that upon all public occa- 
sions when the President is recelving company, 
the black men and the black women are to bere- 
ceived onthe same terms with the white men and 
the white women. 

Mr. President, there is one thing that cannot 
be done. Gentlemen may talk as sentimental 
as they think proper, and as they no doubt feel; 
for when the mind runs upon a particular topic 
and wishes to come to a particular conclusion 
upon it, it sees nothing that stands in the way of 
that conclusion. If gentlemen are anxious to 
bring about absolute equality, not under the law 
alone, not for the purpose of establishing equal 
rights under the law, but that equality which 
seems now to be sought after, social equality, po- 
litical equality, they will find, I think, in the end 

be obstacles in the public judgment 
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that they will be unable to resist, and before 
which they willbe unable perhaps to stand at some 
fature day. 

The Senate are not to be told—we all know it— | 
that, whether wisely or unwisely, whether hu- 
manely or otherwise, there is by white men and 
by white women, as a general thing—it is not 
universal—a preference, when the question of 
social intercourse is concerned, for white men 
and white women; and I believe the same may 
be said of the other class. God knows I have no 
feeling against them, and never have had; cer- | 
tainly have none now. Iam perfectly willing to 
give them, and’shall vote for every measure that 
may be deemed necessary to accomplish thatend, 
all the rights necessary to enable them to be pro- 
tected in life and property. But when we come 
to the question of political rights and social en- 
joyment, there are other considerations that en- 
ter into such inquiries. Natyre has deeply fixed 
in the heart what may be called a prejudice or not 
as gentlemen think proper. If it bea prejudice— 
if it be not irreligious so to say—it is a prejudice 
that comes from our-Creator; a preference on our 
part for the society of those whom we deem God 

has created our equals. 

Now, I remember, and it must be fresh in the 
recollection of the honorable member from Mas- 
sachusetts—I do not think I can be mistaken in 
my recollection—I remember that when Major 
General Dix, who was at that time in the com- 
mand of the department including Fortress Mon- 
roe, was overburdened with these ** contrabands”’ 
who were coming to the post and claiming pro- 
tection, and he proposed to send five or six hun- 
dred of them to Massachusetts, the Governor of 
that State refused to receive them, on the ground, 
I think, that he thought the climate would not 
agree with them. Ifit be so, and I do not say it 
is not so—I will not dispute such high authority 
as the Governor of Massachusetts—that of itself 
proves that there is a natural distinction between 
the two races. The honorable member from Mas- 
sachusetis, and every other man that I ever saw 
from Massachusetts who was white, looked as if į 
the climate agreed with him; and if there be any- 
thing in the climate thatis detrimental to this par- 
ticular class, it only proves that nature has made 
a difference between us. Let us not try to im- 
prove upon nature. I do not think we are equal 
to it, 

The condition of this class is now such—I do 
not mean those who have been free for years— 


that it would be very perilous; as | think, to adopt |i 


this political and social equality. I donot know 
how many have escaped from the South where 
our armies have gone; but I suppose hundreds of 
thousands. Thousands and thousands are here 
from Virginia and from the other slave States. 
Are they fitto take partin the great political ques- 
tions which are now distracting the couftry? Are 
they fit companions for ourselves and our wives 
and our daughters? The question is not whether 
they can be fit, not whether nature has not en- 
dowed them with a mental capacity equal to that 
of the white. Upon that point differences of opin- 
jon are entertained. Ihave seen some of them j 
who, as I thought, had as much natural capacity 
as any white man l ever saw; but apparently 
those instances were exceptions. 

But however that may be, one thing is certain, 
and he who has eyes to see must have seen it, 
that, speaking of those who have just escaped from 
slavery, they are not the people to exercise the 
elective franchise and to mix in society with the 
educated classes of which, and from which, the 
public councils of the country should always be 
composed and taken. Just imagine some five or 
six or more of them holding a balance of power 
in this Senate, having seats in this body, andany 
of the great topics were presented for discussion 
and for action. How would you manipulate them 
so as to get them to go with either party? By 
reason? No; they know not what it is,except to 
avery limited degree. By persuasion? Yes. Per- 
suasion, founded upon what, and appealing to 
what? Founded upon ignorance, and appealing 
to ignorance. It might happen that the vote of | 
one of these men, if not bereft of reason, bereft į 
of all the qualities fitted for this Chamber, would 
outweigh, or weigh at least as much as the opinion 


and the vote of the honorable Senator from Mas- |j 


his own intelligent voice? Would he think the | 


country was benefited ? f : 

Mr. SUMNER. With the Senator’s permis- 
sion I will state that I remember that when I first 
came into the Senate, Hon. John Bell, well known 
to the Senator, told me that he was first chosen 
into public life by the voies of free negroes. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That may be, but I suppose 
he had some white votes. - 

Mr.CONNESS. They madea very bad choice. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 will not say that. The 
Senator from California may be right, perhaps; 
but that would not prove that they were particu- 
larly fitted for the elective franchise. Have you 
got any other instance that illustrates their capa- 
city for the public service? If you have you had 
better bring it out. 

I know, and I have said it more than once, that 
some of this class are edicated, very well edu- 
cated. Many of them born free have had a suffi- 
cient education to learn to read and to write, and 
learning the elements of education they have be- 
come superior men. One of them was employed 
in Maryland in surveying several ofour boundary 
lines, Mason and Dixon’s line particularly, and 
some ofthe calculations made on that occasion, 
astronomical as well as mathematical in the higher 
sense, were made by a black Maryland man who 
had been a slave: Iam far from saying that be- 
cause a man is black, or because he is a slave, his 
mind is not just as good asthe mind of any other 
man; but what I mean to say is this, (andit was 
illustrated in that case,) that notwithstanding his 
extraordinary mental ability and his great culti- 
vation of it, there existed still in that impression 
which scems to be the impression of nature, a 
prejudice which kept that man from the table of 
the white men who thoroughly esteemed him, 
and by whom he was surrounded, 

Let me refer to this idea of social equality in 
another aspect, and I shall do so certainly with 
no invidious purpose. There may be some few 
men deranged enough to be willing to go to thatex- 

tent butIam sure thatno white educated man inthe 
United States could be induced to contract a con- 
tract of marriage witha black woman. He could 
still less be willing to see any white woman, bound 
to him by any of those ties which bind woman to 
man in the domestic circle, contract that contract 
with a black man. He would hide his head in 
very shame, and his life would be imbittered to 
its very end if he could see the daughter of his 
heart wedded to a man of that description, and a 
progeny growing up the result of that marriage. 
IJe would feel that to him it would be a kindness 
to take his life, because such a measure to him 


would be infinitely worse than a calamity of that | 


description. A man can meet death, if he be a 
man, ina justcause, without feeling even the sens- 


i ation of fcar; but no man can meet a calamity 


suchas I suppose that would be felt by every man, 
with anything but a continued, trembling, anx- 
ious, depressing, harassing, crushing fear. 

It may be in the providence of Heaven that 
im some hundreds of years the problem which is 
now before us, of social and political equality, 
may be solved, particularly the first; butas itis, 
as we now are, he who hopes to see it solved so 
as to produce at once such equality, sins, as | 
think, againstall the signs of the times, and wars, 


| as I believe, against all the natural feelings of the 
i human race. 


I conclude, Mr. President, by saying that I 


į trust upon reflection the honorable member from 


Massachusetts will sce that there is no necessity 
for his amendment. J think a majority if not all 
the members of the Senate, with the exception of 


| the honorable member frorh Delaware, have come 


to the conclusion that if you pass the bill without 


| the amendment, these people will have just as 
| much right to go into the cars as they will have 
| if the amendment be adopted. 1 
| it invites a certain class or certain parties to bring 


Besides, I think 


about difficulties which the peace of society re- 
quires should be avoided, if possible. The learned 
surgeon who holds a commission in the Army is 
the only one I have heard of who hascomplained 
of the supposed misconduct of the present rail- 
road company. He got upon the cars, and his 
ejection gave rise to the former discussion. He 


sachusetts. What would he think if a measure | 
was carried by a vole of that description as against | 


went into the Supreme Court, and he gave rise to 
some inguiry in this body whether the Supreme 
Court had directed him tu be turned out. He 


oe 


seems anxious to be a martyr. “Now prev 
law, in éxpress terms, that thes¢ pedple'shall 
in these cats, giving them a right, a positive right 
which you do not give to the white man, and theré 
may be a good many Dr. Augustas, and we may 
have trouble, Bg ate ae Furth Gee 

And what is it all for?. Itis a merematter of 
taste on the part of these black people or white 
people, I should have no objection to ride‘in a 
car with them, provided they were clean and I 
have just as much objection to sitting alongside 
ofa dirty white man as to: sitting alongside of @ 
dirty black man. But we know, and Tf think if 
honorable members will consult their own homes 
they will find, that thereis, atleastaniong thetadies 
from the North who are from time to time in the 
city and are in the habit of using the cars, just ag 
great a repugnance to traveling in the cars with 
that description of people as is to be foundinany 
other class of our community. We ofthe South, 
because the institution of slavery was there, have 
become accustomed to them. I do net speak of 
myself, for.I have no slaves, and I never had any 
except fora few moments. In the South they 
are a part of our fireside. They know how to 
behave themselves. They are treated kindly as 
a general rule, very kindly; fed as well as their 
masters, clothed as well for all the purposes for 
which clothing is really needed. They do not 
take their seats at the table; they never think of 
such a thing; yet they have been as happy as the 
day is long. : 

Jam glad to believe that the time is coming 
when the institution will no longer exist in Mary- 
land; very glad to know that it is coming, and 
coming speedily. I am glad to know it, not only 
because from the first I have thought the institu- 
tion an evil one, but because with reference toour 
own State and the latitude in which we are and 
the latitude in which the adjoining States are to 
be found, slave labor is the dearest we can have; 
and from a full conviction of the correctness of 
the opinion of that man who towers so much 
above all other men that ever trod the face of this 
earth— Washington. In a letter, in 1798 I think, 
to a friend of his in Europe, in answer to an in- 
quiry made by him what were the prices of laad 
in Pennsylvania, in Maryland, and in Virginia, 
as he contemplated purchasing a large quantity. of 
land, Washington said the price of lands in and 
around Philadelphia, or in Pennsylvania gener- 
ally, was so mach: thirty, forty, or fifty dollars an 
acre; in Maryland a great deal less; in Virginia 
a great deal less; and in his opinion it was to be 
referred almost exclusively to the existence of sla- 
very in the latter States and its non-existence in 
the former; and he said further, that he believed 
it was not only the duty of the several States to 
putan end to the institution, but that he thought 
it would soon be accomplished, and when accom- 
plished Maryland, particularly the Eastern Shore 
of Maryland, and the corresponding portions of 
Virginia which lie upon the water-courses, would 
prove to be the garden of America, 

Of the soundness of that opinion I have not the 
slightest doubt. But this is to be accomplished 
by getting rid of the institution, as we are now 
aboutto do. It is practically at an end in Vir- 
ginia. You may get ornot successfully to the end 
of this rebellion; but whether successful or not, 
I say the day has gone by when the institution 
can long survive as it has been living in the past. 
It may vot be actually dead, but it has upon it 
the wound of death; and these gentlemen at the 
South—many of whom are very conscientious, I 
have no doubt, in the opinion that it is an insti- 
tution to be preserved instead of being abolished 
—will soon find, in the judgment of Christendom 
outside of their own limits and in the silent influ- 
ence of that Christian faith which has done so 
much to humanize society, an obstacle to itscon- 
tinuance which no power of man can much longer 


| restrain. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, the Sen- 


; ator from Maryland has made the argument which 
| I supposed he would make; and notwithstanding 


the high source from which thatargument eman- 


i ates, I see nothing in it to change the view I ex- 


pressed yesterday, and nothing, in fact, to justify 
any extended reply. | 5 
The question at issie is not whether the rail- 
road company in Washington is bound to sup- 
ply all proper facilities for travel to all classes of 
persons, because I admit that; but the question 
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is, doing that and providing all necessary accom- 
modations for the. transmission of negroes upon 
their railroad, are they bound in law to allow the 
negroes to select any car they choose in which to 
ride? . Are the nighin and the privileges of the 
company to be subject to the overruling power 
of every miserable, straggler of a free negro who 
may. choose to visit this.city? Why,sir, sucha 
doctrine as that was never. advanced until very 
recent days. In all the States where slavery ex- 
jsted, and in many where it did not exist, until 
these glorious days the blessings of which we are 
now enjoying arose, it was universally conceded 
that railroad companies, steamboat proprietors, 
coaclrlines, had the right to make this regulation. 
The very railroad between the city of Washing- 
ton and New York makes its own regulations in 
the transmission of white persons with reference 
to the class of cars in which they shall ride, and 
no complaint is made. Suppose the honorable 
Senator from Maryland wishes to go from Wash- 
ington to Philadelphia, and he presumes to say 
that he willride ina car which goes to New York, 
he is met by some person connected with the 
cars, possibly by a soldier with a bayonet, and 
he is pointed to the Philadelphia cars, and he is 
reuired to ride in them. 

_ Bat the Senator from Maryland seems to think— 
atleast, I infer so from hisremarks—thatan action 
for damages would accrue to any negro who should 
be excluded from any particular car in which he 
chooses to ride, or to a white man who, choosing 
to ride in a negro car, should be excluded there- 
from. What would be the question for a jury 
to try in such a case as that if an action for dam- 
ages were brought? Whether or not suflicient 
accommodation had been provided for the trans- 
mission of the passenger over the railway. That 
would be the only question involved in the case. 
Claiming damages, he must show wrong and in- 
jury done of a substantial character by not having 
sufficient facility for travel over the railway. Then 
suppose the company were to show by witnesses 
at the bar of the court that there wasa car ready 
for the accommodation of the white man, but that 
he chose to ride among negroes, is there a jury in 
the United States—could there be one summoned 
in the United States—that would say that man 
had sustained loss and damage? 

The company have the right to make regula- 
tions to prevent persons laboring under disease 
from riding in their railroad cars. [suppose that 
will not be denied. Why is that? Beenies it 
might be dangerous to other passengers, They 
may, as I apprehend, make regulations for the 
exclusion from certain cars of persons whose sit- 
uation at the time is not such as to render them 
proper and fit associates for other persons in the 
cars; and how is that fact to be ascertained? By 
the judgment of those who ride upon the cars, 
Does any one believe that to allow negroes to ride 
upon the city cars would be pleasant to any very 
considerable portion of the ladies and gentlemen 
of the capital? Does any one believe that by al- 
lowing them to ride upon the cars the interests of 
the company would not be seriously affected? If 
the interests of the company would be seriously 
affected by allowing them to ride in the cars with 
white people, whether that arises from what some | 
may consider prejudice or whether it arises from | 
what | believe to be reason and good sense and | 


good taste on the part of the white people, would | 
not that be a sufficient justification, upon a trial | 
between a negro and the company, to justify the | 
company in placing them in other cars, provided | 
those other cars were sufficient for their accom- i 
modation? | 

But, sir, I will notextend my remarks in refer- ! 
ence to the negro question in this case, I do not | 
believe with the Senator from Maryland, how- 
ever, in the conclusion that slavery is dead. I ' 
never wish tosee it die even in the little State where | 
I live, though we have no slaves there to make |} 
it any consideration to us in a pecuniary pointof | 
view. Born ina slave State, sceing none of the 
great injuries arising from that institution which į 
seem to be so patent to the vision of men now, I | 
desire to close my eyes under the same influences | 
and institutions under which they were opened. : 
If there were not a slave within our State, I still | 
should want a slave code to keep out your inter- | 
meddling negroes who wish to associate on terms || 
of equality and to ride in railroad cars and other 
public conveyances with white people. 


Sir, the finger of God Almighty has drawn the 
distinction between the races, and abolitionism 
is infidelity; it isa war upon the ordinances of 
God’s providence, and it emanates from and ex- 
ists among a people less orthodox in religious 
creed than any other portion of the United States. 
There is no “‘ ism ” of the modern days which has 
ever sprung up inaslavcholdingState. Woman’s- 
rightsism, spiritualism, and every other ism, to- 
gether with abolitionism, have their origin in a 
locality where slavery is more distasteful than it 
is in other localities, but not among apeople who 
are more kindly disposed to the negro race or who 
treat them more kindly when among them. Sir, 
for slavery itself 1 care not. It is only the influ- 
ences and the spirit of abolitionism that I dread, 
and that I wish to be free from. But, sir, these 
latter remarks are not pertinent to the matter be- 
fore the Senate, and therefore I will not pursue 
them further. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, the question 
before the Senate is very simple; itis as plain as 
one of the ten commandments; but the Senator 
from Maryland, with that nimbleness of speech 
which belongs to him, while undertaking to dis- 
cuss it, has ranged over a very extensive field. 
He has treated the Senate to adiscourse on almost 
every subject and something else also: the elec- 
toral franchise, social privileges at the presiden- 
tial mansion, the equality of races, the intermar- 
riage of different races, the state of slavery in 
Maryland, also in some other States, and then the 
state of slavery generally. Now, sir, I do not 
propose to follow the Senator on any of those 
topics. My desire is to bring the discussion to 
the precise point in issue. I think the Senate 
will then be the sooner prepared to’ vote. 

But the Senator from Maryland will allow me 
to remind him thathe seemed to exhibit in what 
he said a rare inconsistency: first, so far as he 
declared the absolute right under the statute of col- 
ored people to a scat in the cars, and then went 
on to argue that on every consideration of so- 
cial life and of principle they ought not to be ad- 
mitted to any such privilege. ‘Lhe two parts of 
his argument did not go together. If colored peo- 
ple have the legal right to enter these cars, why 
does the Senatorarguc that they ought not to have 
that right? I agree with the Senator in the first 
argument. They have the legal right to enter 
these cars, and the proprictors are trespassers 
when they undertake to exclude them. On that 
point I agreed with the Senator the otherday. To 
my mind it is clear, because any other conclusion 
authorizes a corporation to establish a caste, of- 
fensive to religion and humanity, injurious to a 
whole race now dwelling among us, and bring- 
ing shame upon our country. 

Now, the Senator asks why, as I agreed the 
other day to this conclusion, do I bring forward 
the present proposition? To this there are two 
answers, cither of which is sufficient. The first 
is that in the last railroad statute which we have 
passed this provision has been introduced, and | 
have never heard of any complaint or trouble fror? 
it. Let us in the one now before us introduce it 
also, and make the two uniform. That is one 
reason. But the better reason is that while, be- 
yond all question, colored persons have the legal 
rightunder the statute, even without this amend- 
ment, yet that legal right has been called in ques- 
tion. fn point of fact they are excluded from the 
cars. The Senator from Maryland refers to one 
case because it had become well known. I have 
known of a great many other cases. Indeed, they 
are brought to my attention almost daily. There 
is then an abuse at this moment by the exclu- 
sion of colored persons from these cars. They 
are kept out of their rights. And permit me to 
say we cannot afford at this crisis of our history 
to sanction injustice. Every such act rises in 
judgment against us and hangs on the move- 
ment of our armics, checking even the currents of | 
victory. 

The Senator admits their rights; but he says 
let them go tothe courts. Sir, whatis that fora 
poor, humble person, without meansand without 
consideration? The Senator knows something of 
the law’s delay and the law’s expense; and [ask 
him whether itis right to subject this oppressed 
people to this additional oppression, when by a 
few words Congress now in session can remove 


|! the difficulty ? 


Mr. JOHNSON, Will the Senator permit me i 


to ask him a question by way of reply? Sup- 
pose the amendment is adopted, if it will notgive 
them a greater right than they have now, and the 
company refuse to let them enjoy the right, what 
is their remedy? They must go to the courts. I 
suppose there is- no other remedy. You do not 
provide that the charter shall be forfeited at once. 

Mr. SUMNER. I know very well that then 
they may in the Jast resort be obliged to go to the 
courts; but I know that it.will be more difficult 
for the company to exclude them in the face of a 
positive statute than when their rights are simply 
founded on inference. ‘The positive words which 
I propose leave no loop-house for doubt. They 
must be obeyed. 

Thore is nothing more common in legislation 
than, where there is a doubt as to the meaning of 
a statute or of the common law, to provide against 
any mischief from it by what is well known as a 
‘declaratory? staute. I have in my hands a 
work of authority, which the Senator knows well, 
Dwarris on Statutes, from which I read these 
words: 

“And first, of declaratory acts. ‘hese are made where 
the ojd custom of the kingdom is almost fallen into disuse 
or become disputable, in which case the Parliament has 
thought proper, in perpetuum reitestimomum, and for avoid- 
ing all doubts and difficulties, to declare what the common 
law is and ever hath been.” ; 

Are not these words completely applicable to 
the case before us? What should be the custom 
here is, according to these words, ‘€ almost fallen 
into disuse,” or ‘become disputable.” I say, 
therefore, again, following these words, “for avoid- 
ing all doubts and difficulties,’ it belongs to Con- 
gress “to declare what the law of the land is.” 

Again, in another place, this same writer, speak- 
ing still further of declaratory statutes, says: 

`e Acts to explain laws are properly acts of interpretation 
by legislative authority, or, to borrow an expression from 
the writers on the Roman law, they are acts of authentic - 
interpretation.”? 

I ask the attention of the Senator from Mary- 
Jand to the expression, “ they are acts of authen- 
lic interpretation.”? Now, sir, what I desire on this 
occasion is that the Senate shall give an authentic 
interpretation to the law on this question. In 
order todo this it is not needful to range over the 
whole field of history, of morals, or of politics, as 
the Senator has done, or to discuss the question 
of the equality of races, or their fortunes in the 
future; but it is enough for us to become ac- 
quainted with the existing abuse which passes 
every day under our own eyes in the streets of 
this capital, and then toapply the remedy. There 
is an abuse, beyond all question. ‘Lhe remedy 
proposed is simple, and I cannot doubtthat it will 

e effective. 

Listening to the objections which this measure 
has encountered, I am reminded of those so often 
brought against the Wilmot proviso. Sometimes 
it was said that slavery could not go into the Ter- 
ritories without positive statute, and that, there- 
fore, the prohibition was unnecessary. But it 
generally happened that those who opposed the 
positive prohibition were indifferent to the whole 
question. Nọ, sir. There can be but one true 
rule on this subject. It is this: let the rights of 
colored persons be placed under the protection of 
positive statute, and let their oppressors be warned 
in this way against continued outrage. 

Mr. CARLILE. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if, in any act incorporating a rail- 
road company in his State, any provision is in- 
serted defining the character of the people who 
are to ride in the cars? : 

Mr. SUMNER. That whole question, after 
much discussion in Massachusetts, has been set- 
tled by legislation, and the rights of every col- 
ored person are placed on an equality with those 
of white persons. They have the same right with 
white persons to ride in every public conveyance 
in the Commonwealth. It was done by positive 
legislation twenty-one years ago. 

Mr. CARLILE. I ought not, perhaps, tohave 
acksowledged my ignorance on that point, for I 
could easily have ascertained the fact for myself. 
But what is the number of colored people in the 
State of Massachusetts? 

Mr. WILSON. Between eight and nine thou- 
sand. f 

Mr. CARLILE. I lay down asa general rule 
observed by all States in the incorporation of com- 
panies of this sort, to leave to the companies them- 
selves the making and establishing of certain rales 
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and regulations for their own government., It is 
a fact known to every gentleman who has passed 
over any railroad in the United Siates that white 
menare excluded from certain cars attached to 
almost every train. When you leave this city, 
unless you have a lady with you youare turned 
away from the car which is reserved for ladies 
and their escorts. These rules and regulations 
are made by the companies, and it is to be pre- 
sumed that they will be governed by theirinterest 
in the making and in the enforcement of them. 
So faras | am advised in the States with the legis- 


lation of which on this subject Lam familiar, it | 


is supposed that the interest of these corporations 
will govern them. ‘They are said by Lord Coke 
to have no souls, to be governed exclusivély by 
their interest; and if a drunkard, a man intoxi- 
cated is excluded from a car, or if a person is ex- 
cluded from a car because he is of a different calor 
from ourselves, it is to be presumed that that ex- 
clusion is caused because 1t is the interest of the 
company thus to exclude the individual. 

Ihave once or twice in my life been in the great 
city of New York. Iam not at all familiar with 
their statutes; but E have scen in that city pre- 
cisely what I see every day in this city, cars hav- 
ing printed upon them the words, ‘colored per- 
sons admitted in this car.’ 1 presume that any 
railroad company in this city would have as good 


a right to print upon its car, ‘ white persons are | 


excluded from this car,” as they have to print 
“colored persons are excluded from this car,” 
and I have no doubt that they would do so if they 
should find it to be their interest to do so. 

I think, therefore, acting upon the experience 
of the past and judging from the action of the 
States in relation to such companies, with the sin- 
gle exception of the State of Massachusetts—and 
we are told there are but some nine thousand ne- 
groes in the whole State, and I suppose neither 


of the Senators from Massachusetts has very often | 


seen in the city of Boston a negro riding in a street 
car-—— 

Mr.SUMNER. Always. [doubt whether I 
have entered a car there without secing one. 

Mr. CARLILE. They have been attracted to 
that car by the fact that they have seen the Sena- 
tor get into it, [Laughter.] Ihave no doubt that 

„is the fact; and it was from a desire to be as near 
as possible to a distinguished personage who had 
rendered himself famous not only in his own coun- 
try but throughout the whole civilized world, in 
advocating the interests of these “ down-trodden 
people.” [think it would be better for us to leave 
this subject where it has been left by the expe- 
rience of the past. If any person is excluded, 
whethera white man or a black man, from riding 
in any car, the courts of the country are open to 
him. [fhe is entitled so to ride, he has his remedy, 
and it will be given to him, 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, railroad 


companies have the right to make regulations for | 


the convenience of the public, not for their incon- 
venionce. No railrond company would have a 
right to make a regulation which would prevent 
any person, white or black, from being entitled to 


a seat to ride upon their road; butthey may make | 


regulations by which particular seats or particu- 
lar cars may be set apart for particular persovs. 
Does any man in his senses donbt that a railroad 
company has the rightto say that only ladies, and 
gentlemen who travel with ther 
i one car, while gentlemen without ladies shall 
not take theirseats in that ear, if the railroad com- 
pany at the same time furnish a car which docs 
contain seats in which gentlemen can ride? There 
is no doubt about the law on the subject; aud the 
man greatly deccives himself who supposes that 
this power does not exist in the railroad com- 
panies. 

‘Lake my honorable friend from Massachusetts. 
He does not usually travel witha lady; he travels 
by himself. Suppose that he goes down to the 
depot here, and he walks along up to that ear in 
which ladies and gentlemen are seated together, 
and steps upon the platform; hefinds himself met 
by a young gentle 
ing, * My dear sir, there is 
that ride without ladies; thos 
ladies cannot come into this car.’? Is that tram- 
pling on bis rights? Is that denying him any right 
to which he is entitled because he has purchased 
aticket? Not atall. It is a simple regulation 
for the convenience of passengers t 


the car for gentlemen 
who ride without 


m, shall take seats | 


man at the door of the car say- j 


| 


i 


hat ladicsrid- |) privileges of the cars. 


| not have aright to a seat in the cars. 


ing in the cars over the great thoroughfare be- 
tween here and New York may with theirescotts 
occupy a car by themselves, while gentlemen with- 
out ladies shall ride in another car. Then the 
smoking gentlemen, who are to be found every- 


| where, have a car set aside for them, called the 


smoking car, and I believe on some trains there 


| is what they call a refreshment car in which cer- 


tain other gentlemen are admitted. AH this is. a 
matter of regulation for the convenience of the 
public. 

In the State where J live the railroad cars are 
notas much crowded as they are, perhaps, be- 
tween here and the city of New York; and yet 
they adopt the same regulation, There are cer- 
tain cars šet apart for ladies riding with gentle- 
men, and other cars into which gentlemen without 
ladies go. Now the point, in my opinion, is.this; 
this, | think, is the law of the case: a railroad 
company is bound to furnish a seat to every man 
who purchases a ticket and asks for a seat. If 
they are public carriers for public conveniente, 
they are bound to fumish a seat, and they are 
bound to furnish it in a reasonable time and ina 
reasonable manner, and a good scat, and that is 
all they are bound todo; and ina community 
where nearly half the population are colored peo- 
ple and the other half of the population are white 
people, if it is for the convenience of the traveling 
public that cars should be separated, and seats for 
colored persons provided in one car and seats for 
white persons in another, there is nothing in it that 
tramples on anybody’s rights; nothing which does 
not serve the convenience of the public. 

lt secms to me that this amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is entirely unnecessary. 
I shall not take up the time of the Senate, but cer- 
tainly I shall not vote for the umendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pomeroy 
in the chair.) ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL.” As the Senate is to divide on 
this question, and the bill comes from a commit- 
tee of which | am a member, and 1 had some- 
thing to do with presenting it to the Senate, I feel 
called upon to say a few words. 

The proposition of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has borrowed an importance from the 
discussion which I am sure it had not in the be- 
ginning. Ido not consider thatitadds to the au- 
thority or the legal force of the bill. The bill is 
just as strong to protect the rights of all persons 
who are to be transported over this road in the con- 
templation of the bill without the amendment as 
with it. So far as the legal rights of the persons 
who are to be accommodated by this road are 
concerned it adds nothing. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia on 
former occasions had this identical subject before 
them, and considered it somewhat at large; and 


| the honorable Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 


Wither] madea report upon it in which the opin- 
ion—I believe the unanimous opinion—of the 
committee was stated; and that was, thatasa mat- 
ter of law, under the former charter and under 
this one, which is a transcript of it, there is no 
doubt at all as to what the law is; that both roads 
become common carriers; that itis simply a ques- 
tion of passengers; that any man who 18 a pas- 
senger has a right to go upon the road, and, pay- 
ing his fare, they have no right to discriminate 
against him either on account of his color, or the 
length of his nose, or the cut of his hair. As a 
question of public decency they would have a 
right to say whether an infected man, or an m- 
toxicated man, or a man who, by his manners 
or condition had offended against public decency 
should travel on the road or not, But upon no 
other conceivable ground whatever 
company have a right to say that a man demean- 
ing himself properly, and paying his fare, should 
It is there- 
fore clear and weli settled both as a matter ot 
law and as a matter of right 

Now, as to the question of remedy, does the 
amendment change it? Does it add to it in the 
least? Ido not sce that it does. What is the 
remedy now? It is the ordinary remedy. The 
remedy o s precisely the 


f the colored person 1S p i 
remedy of any other person wha 18 denied the 


would this | 


Suppose a man insists | 


| tude and bondage is apparent. 


upon getting on-one of these cars with a mark 
basket in his hand, which of itself is ofensi 

Mr. SUMNER. : They doit every day... 5 

Mr: MORRILL. Phatis true; they,do; butth 
Senator perhaps knows thatthey are positively ex 
cluded from some of the cars, and, Einsistuponit, 
are very properly excluded. [tisan offenseagainst 
public decency that they should do itin. the man- 
ner | have observed it. ` 1 find, however; that 
persons who make such loud complaints against 
persons of color enteridk the cars ave ‚perfectly 
quiet when neighbors to these persons who as to 
personal cleanliness: are offensive, and; who are 
accompanied an this way. ; 

1 repeat, therefore, that it is not a question of 
remedy, because the same remedy is open to the 
colored person that is open to any other; and what 
is that? A résort to the law; a resort to the courts 
of law. itso happens that the courts of law in 
this District are open, and under the legislation 
of this and the former Congress they are accessi- 
ble to this class of persons. There isno presump- 
tion against these persons in law any where in this 
District. They are allowed their oaths. I sug: 
gest therefore to the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts that the law is clear, the right is un- 
questionable, and the remedy isample. That was 
my opinion; and that was the reason why this 
bill was reported without this provision. Stand- 
ing thus, | thought it wiser that this question, 
which is a collateral question, and one that must 
be settled in some other way, outside of Congress, 
whenever itis settled, should not be mooted on 
this bill. 

But the Senator from Delaware has given it an 
importance whicly it had not before; for he rises 
here and denies this proposition. He maintains 
that this company has the right to exclude alto- 
cether from their cars a negro—to which word 
he seems to give a great deal of emphasis, as if 
he would speak the sentimentof degradation deep 
into the negro character. Ho stands alone in that, 
L believe, so far as anybody has spoken on the 
subject. He therefore lends an importance to the 
amendment proposed by the honorable Senator 
trom Massachusetts. g 

Exactly on this point I desire to allude to asin- 
gle sentiment that fell from that Senator this morn- 
ing, and, L believe, also on yesterday. He seems 
to impugn the motives or question. the propriety 
or the good taste of those who advocate this meas- 


* 


ure. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iimpugn nobody’s mo-* 
tives. ` ; 
Mr. MORRILL. The honorable Senator said 
this question of riding in cars with colored people 
was a matter cf taste, and he would say tous that, 
in his jadgment, it was not a matter of good taste 
to make provision that our wives and daughters 
who come tv this capital shall be required to ride 
in public conveyances with persons of color, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will ask the Senator 
whether I have not the right toexpress my opin- 
ions on questions of taste and matters of taste 
without being charged with reflecting on the mo- 
tives of others? 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not mean to say that 
the Senator reflected on the motives of others; 
but he arraigns this question as a matter of taste, 
and the precise matter of taste which is obnox- 
ious to him and which he animadverts upon is 
that we will insist upon it that colored persons 
shall be permitted to ride in the cars with white 
people in this city, I mean nothing personal in 
what 1 am about to say; bat I suppose I can 


| state a case that will not be offensive to the taste 


of the Senator from Delaware. It would not be 
offensive as a matter of taste to the Senator from 
Delaware and the class of persons of whom heis 
the representative in this Chamber to ride witha 
colored person in the best carriage in town, pro- 
vided that colored person wore on his person the 
badge of bondage. You may put as many col- 
eyed men and women as you please in the cars 
with the persons who make this argument, and 
if you will put upen them the badge of bondage 
and servitude, they will not be offended at it, It 
ste to do that! Nay, sir, you may 


is in good tas 
puta colored man or woman on the very seat by 
ctrine of taste, 


the side of the advocates of this do ; 

and they will not only not be offended at It, but 

will be proud of it, so long as the badge of servi 
Why, sir, as I 

I saw an exceed- 


same up town the other day, 


. 
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ingty well-dressed colored man riding in the very 
gëat of honor, while the white man sat where the 
driver ordinarily does and held the reins and the 
whip,and seemed ‘proud that he held the “rib- 
bons”? 

I might say to the honorable Senator that, as a 
uestion of taste, I feel exceedingly offended at 
this practice. There would be justas much sense 
in my saying that, as there would be in arraign- 
ing those who advocate this bill fora want of good 
taste in saying’ that, as regards the question of 
abstract right,acolored man, being adecent man, 
not being infected with any contagious disease nor 

adrunkard, may ride in the public conveyances in 
this city. ; ; 

The Senator assures us that this class of legis- 
lation tends to a fatal equality of the races, social 
and ‘political, and warns the Senate that in our 
vain attempts to free and elevate four million 
negroes, we are doing all we can to enslave and 
degrade thirty million white people—the supe- 
rior race. The logic of this argument or rather 
this assumption is twofold: that all persons who 
ride in the same public conveyance are thereby 
necessarily put upon terms of social and political 
equality, and that the elevation or emancipation 
of the inferior tends to the degradation of the su- 
perior race. The bare statement of the first prop- 
osition is its refutation. 

All classes and conditions of persons and of 
every rank and degree meetin the public streets, 
in hotels, railway cars, steamboats, and other 
public conveyances and places, and no question 
ever arises of social or political equality from such 
fact. On this reasoning, why, tell me, is not the 
social condition of master and slave complete and 
equal? They ride together in the same publicand 
private conveyance often, live together in the same 
house, and associate, it cannot be doubted, in 
many ways tending, one would think, to estab- 
lish the relation of social equality; and yet it is 
said that social isolation between them is quite 
entire, Sir, it is not a question of social or po- 
litical equality, or the fear of it, that offends the 
Senator and those of whom he speaks; it is nota 
real apprehension that the negroes will be made 
equal in these respects. It is a question of free- 
dom, which puts the slave out of the power of the 
master and beyond his control, that fills this Cham- 
ber with the lamentations of the Senator when 
questions of this sort arise here. 

The honorable Senator said yesterday that this 
whole question of the regulation of the intercourse 
or relations between the races bad better be left 
to the gentlemanly instincts of the superior race 
and the principles of Christianity. Le scouted 
the idea of legislative regulation. Let us look at 
that idea for a moment. Suppose I accept the 
proposition and leave this question to the influ- 
ences of that Christianity to which he appeals. 
Assuming now that the Senator is desirous to learn 
the teachings of Christianity in relation to his 
cherished “institution,” and willing to accept its 
dealings with it in the past as a rule of conduct 
for himself and those for whom he speaks in the 
present and for the future, let us see what is the 
record of that Christianity uponthesuabject. What 
has been the course of Christianity on this sub- 
ject for the last three or four centuries—nay, sir, 
since the light of its doctrines first dawned upon 
the civilized nations of the carth? Has it not 
been abolition? Is not that the doctrine it taught? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. [do not think so. 

Mr. MORRILL. Did not emancipation ori- 
ginate in the Christian church in the very earliest 
ages of Christianity, and has it not been a fun- 
damental and cardinal principle of the Christian 
church ever since? In the early ages of the church 


whenever and wherevera slave adopted the Chris- | 
tian religion, his master, being a Christian him- 


self, was bound to manumit him by the rules of 
the church; by his faith he was emancipate and 
free. That doctrine of the church has come down 
to the present hour, and under the influence of 
that and similar doctrines, under.the influence of 
the doctrincs of Chrisuanity, slavery has disap- 
peared in every Christian and civilized nation 
on the face of the globe, excepting only America; 
and, God be praised, America is not long to be 
an exception, 

Sir, if we were to take the course of Christi- 
anity, to which the Senator would refer this ques- 
tion, we would very soon be free of all these diffi- 
culties and all these embarrassing questions. 


That Christianity to which he refers, and which 
he quoted in vindication of the rightfulness of 
“slavery, is all the other way. Its influence, its 
presence, its history, are all on the other side, 
and wherever that influence. has prevailed sla- 
very has melted away and disappeared among 
the nations of the earth. 

Why, sir, the spirit of Christianity is the spirit 
of freedom and brotherly love, and where these 
exist there is perfect liberty; slavery cannot ex- 
ist. He who spake as never.man spake pro- 
claimed the essential brotherhood of the race and 
taught the great lesson that to do unto others as 
ye would that they should do unto you was the 
sum of practical human duty. Where the influ- 
ence of these sublime truths of Christianity has 
been felt the shackles have fallen from the limbs 
of the bondman, and so it must ever be. Chris- 
tianity is an inspiration of love and good-will to 
man; purifying, elevating, emancipating; not a 
law of force, binding, enthralling. 3 

Mr. FOSTER. Except the church South. 

_ Mr. MORRILL. Exsept the church South. 
The honorable Senator will allow me to say, with- 
out intending anything personal to him, that the 
church South is the school, I fancy,in which he 
has studied that theology of which he has spoken 
to-day. 

Now let us look at the other influence to which 
the honorable Senator would leave this question— 
“the gentlemanly instincts of the superior race.” 
Under the influence of the gentlemanly instincts 
of the superior race what has been the history of 
slavery on this continent? Sir, under the influ- 
ence of a lofty patriotism and of Christian states- 
manship our fathers planned and set this Govern- 
ment in motion on the idea of universal liberty; 
and no man who reads the history of the country 
aright can deny that proposition. That was the 
cardinal and fundamental idea upon which our 
Government was based, and through which it was 
to work òut its great destination. I need not stop 
to say that under the influence of that sentiment 
and those doctrines provision was made for the 
abolition of the slave trade. ‘They taught that 
slavery was a sin,a great crime against God and 
against man; that it was inconsistent with that 
liberty which they had sought to found here. 
That is what they taught us. 

But, sir, under the influence of the gentlemanly 
instincts of the superior race of late what do you 
find? Under th? influence of those instincts sla- 
very has come to be cherished—cherished as a 
bencfaction tothe race; cherished as a great social 
good; cherished as the corner-stone upon which 
you are to rear American institutions, the corner- 
stone of civil and religious liberty. When the 
public mind in the South adopted that sentiment 
of course it became at war with the fundamental 
principles of the Government; and it had onl 
one step further to go, and that it has taken. {t 
was to arm against the Government and take up 
arms to carry out these sentiments and these doc- 
trines. ‘his rebellion is the legitimate fruit and 
the logical necessity and outgrowth of slavery, and 
these are the fruits of the influence of the gentle- 
manly instincts of the race applied practically to 
the African in this country. 

If the honorable Senator would like to see the 
influences of this gentleman] y instinct further illus- 
trated, L will refer him to the tableg of the last cen- 
sus, and he will find that under the influence of 
that instinct, of four million “black”? men and 
women in this country, half a million are mulat- 
tocs. Thatis the result of the influence of the 
instincts which he calls gentlemanly, but which 
idenominate animal, Will that Senator, dare he, 
rise in the American Senate, in this the nineteenth 
century of the Christian era,and as an American 
statesman, Christian statesman, inculcate the idea 
that the great problem of American slavery may 
be left to the sway of the instincts of the superior 
race, and that we have no duty in regard to it? 

If the honorable Senator desires to talk about 
questions of taste on this subject of the races or 
on this sort of legislation, } will meet him with 


I say to that Senator, with no disposition to be of- 
fensive to him, thatit will be quite as wise for him 
if, on these questions which come up, he does not 
find it convenient on all occasions and on every 


occasion which presents itself here, to undertake 
i to indoctrinate the Senate and the country with 
| these notions which this country is outgrowing, 


this history, with this argument, with these facts. | 


and which civilization. everywhere else has out- 
grown in the last half century, He might.as well 
take a little note of the current facts of the times, 
of the current events of the hour. Let him be 
admonished by my honorable friend from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Jounson,] and by the Senators who 
are around him here, thatthe institution for which 
he seems to have sucha devotion and such a love, 
upon which his infant eyes opened and upon 
which when he dies he hopes to close them, is 
passing away; that all these attempts to bolster 
it up are as nothing; that the current of events, 
nay, that Christian civilization to which he refers 
and to which he would leave it, has swept it.in 
the last three hundred years from the face of Chris- 
tendom every where else and will prove its down- 
fall here. f 

The spiritual and moral forces which underlie 
this nation, and which constitute its basis and 
strength,are in harmony with the Christian civil- 
ization of the last three centuries, which has proved 
so omnipotent in reforming old abuses and in 
ameliorating the condition of the masses of the 
Old World, in harmony with the providence of 
Heaven in its great purposes in this western 
world, and will ultimately give us the victory 
over all forms of oppression over the limbs or 
minds of men. 

Mr. President, I shall conclude simply by com- 
ing back to the proposition before us; and but for 
the argument of the Senator and the assault made 
on this bill that without thisamendment the com- 
pany had power to exclude these persons, I should 
not have felt at liberty to say a word, But for 
the fact, which is patent to us all, that there are 
those who sympathize with the argument of the 
honorable Senator, and who arbitrarily undertake 
to exercise the power of excluding colored per- 
sons, l should say that thisamendmentadded no 
force whatever to the bill. But, sir, considering 
this argument, considering the fact which has been 
reported to us, and the additional fact that on a 
former railroad bili the Senate ingrafted precisely 
this amendment, and considering the additional 
fact that it neither alters nor changes the charac- 
ter of the bill a particle, but is simply reénacting 
in this bill what } understand to be the general 
law of the District, E am inclined not to oppose 
theamendment. I shall vote for it, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I shall 
detain the Senate but a moment. I donot know 
that there is anything in the very impassioned 
speech of the Senator from Maine that calls for 
any particular reply from me further than perhaps 
that I ought to make my acknowledgment to him 
for the very kind advice which he has given me 
to look around and observe the action of others 
and to imitate the example of the distinguished 
Senator from Maryland. I appreciate advice, 
sometimes even when it is unsought, and I give 
it that consideration which I think it merits; but 
I generally pursue my own course afterwards and 
govern my action upon public questions and per- 
sonal questions by my own judgment, whatever 
may be the judgmentof others as to the propriety 
of the course that I pursue. 

The Senator charges me with making an assault 
on this bill, He charges that on every occasion 
on which questions of this character come before 
the Senate I take occasion to express my opinions 
in my own way. Sir, Lhave made no assault on 
this bill. I have-not said one word about the bill, 
and did not oppose the billin any particular; but 
a proposition was made to amend the bill by put- 
ting into it that which in the judgment of the Sen- 


| ator himself as a member of the Committee on the 


District of Columbia was unwise. He asa mem- 
ber of that committee, thinking that this proposed 
amendment was unwise, would not report it to 
the Senate; and because Į am of the same opin- 
ion, and express that opinion in the Senate, it is 
said that I am making an assault upon the bill. 
If my opposition to an amendment condemned by 
the judgment of the Senator, and condemned by 
the judgment of every member of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, be an assault on the 
bill, the distinguished Senator from Maine has 
made that same assault and by his course justifies 
my action. 

Sir, I will not be led into any discussion here 
on this simple proposition as to what was the 
cause of this rebellion. I never believed and do 
not now believe that negro slavery was the cause 
of the rebellion, any more than I believe a thou- 
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sand other heresies are which I hear repeated day 
after day. I believe the attempt to intermeddle 
with the constitutional rights of the people of the 
States, and that persistently for years and years, 
by unlawful means, had much to do with bring- 
ing it about, and that the abolition agitators atthe 
North were coworkers with the secessionists per 
se of the South in plunging this country into this 
horrible war. But, sir, E do not mean to be led 
into a discussion on this bill of my views on that 
subject. IfI find it necessary hereafter to pre- 
sent them to the Senate, I shall do so when the 
subject shall be more legitimately and properly 
before the Senate. 

Neither will I be led intoany discussion in ref- 
erence to instincts, North or South. The Sen- 
ator has been so very kind as to refer to the last 
census as an evidence of what those gentlemanly 
instinets are. Sir, I have never set foot on New 
England soil, though I should like very much to 
do so, and very seldom upon the soil of a free 
State; but I doubt not if I were to do so I might 
find some evidences of the same kind of gentle- 
manly instincts. But, sir, I will not beled into any 
retort upon the Senator’s section by any remark 
that he has made upon this subject. 1 leave the 
subject just where I left it before upon the prè- 
sentation of a legal view which ¢entertainas to the 
rights of this corporation. I have heard nothing 
to change it, and I do not think it ought to be 
changed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, we have a few 

railroadsin Kentucky, but not many, and Ido not 
remember that lever traveled ina railroad car there 
that I did not see white persons and black persons 
and of both sexesinit. I have seen the negro and 
the white man and the white lady invariably in 
the same car; but the conductor sets apart a few 
seats for the negro, or, if my friend from Iowa 
[Mr. Grimes] would prefer it, I will say the 
colored gentlemanand colored lady, and they are 
not allowed to take their seats with white per- 
sons. Thatisall a private regulation of the con- 
ductor of the car. I never saw it produce the least 
disturbance or objection that negroes were ad- 
mitted in the same car with white persons in that 
way; but I never saw a negro man or a negro 
woman obtruding himself or herselfintoaseatby a 
white person, and the thing all went on harmoni- 
ously without any sort of disturbance or jar of 
feeling under the direction of the superintendent 
of the train. 
+ Now, I will ask the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts who presented this amendment if 
there are not corporate privileges granted by the 
Legislature of Massachusetts to associations for 
the erection of public hotels. 

Mr. SUMNER. They are allowed to hold 
real and personal estate, for instance, to certain 
amounts, 

Mr. DAVIS. They are incorporated. Can the 
Senator point to a single act incorporating a pub- 
lic hotel by the State of Massachusetts in which it 
is provided by a special clause that citizens of the 
colored or African race of both sexes shall be ad- 
mitted to all the dinner tables, all the private cham- 
bers, all the saloons, parlors, and reception rooms 
of the whole establishment equally with the white 
people? [think not. Esuppose all those matters 
are attended to by the judgment and discretion of 
the proprietors and managers of the hotels; and 
it seems to me this matter ought to be left to the 
same judgment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Clark, Conness, Fes- 


sonden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Howe, Lane of Kan- | 


sas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sumner, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wiison—19. 

NAYS—Me + Buckalew, Carlile, Davis, Doolittle, 
Harding, Harris, Hendricks, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, 
Powell, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sherman, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Van Winkle, and Willey—17. 


So the amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. 
correction in the amendment submitted by my- 
self yesterday, in order to carry outthe purpose 
of the amendment. It is to correct the amend- 
ment to the second section by inserting the word 
“and” instead of the word “ provided.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I wish to make a verbal | 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in.. The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, was read the third time, and passed. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT LAW. = 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. No. 138) 
to regulate proceedings in cases between landlord 
and tenants in the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which was reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia with an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. GRIMES. I suggest that the reading of 
the original bill be omitted, and the substitute 
only be read. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
will be pursued, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
outall of the original bill after the enacting clause, 
and to insert in lieu thereof: 


That a tenancy at will shall not arise or be created with- 
out an express contract or letting to that effect; and all es- 
tates at will may be determined by a notice, in writing, to 
quit, of thirty days, delivered to the tenant in hand or to 
some person of proper age upon the premises, or; in the ab- 
sence of such tenant or person, then such notice may be 
served by affixing the same to a conspicuous part of the 
premises, where it may be conveniently read. ‘The attorn- 
ment of a tenant to a stranger shalt be void, and shal) not 
affect the rights of the landlord unless it be made with the 
consent, express or implied, of the landlord. 

Sec. 2. ud be it further enacted, That when forcible 
entry is made, or when a peaceable entry is made and the 
possession unjawtfully held by force, or when possession is 
held without right, after the cstate is determined by the 
terms of the lease by its own limitation, or by notice to quit, 
or otherwise, On written complaint on oati of the person 
entitled to the premises, to a justice of the peace, charging 
a forcible entry or detainer of real estate as aforesaid, & 
summons may be issued to a proper officer, commanding 
the person complained of to appear and show cause why 
judgment should not be rendered against him, which shall 
be served like other writs of summons at least seven days 
before his appearance. If it appears by default or upon 
trial that the complainant is entitled to the possession of 
the premises, he shall have judgmentand execution for the 


possession and costs; if the complainant becomes nonsuit 
and s to prove his right to possession, the defendant 


shall have judgment and execution for his costs. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That if upon trial de- 
fendaut pleads titie to the premises in himself, or in an- 
other person under whom he claims the premises, he shall 
recognize ina reasonable sum to the complainant, to be 
fixed by said justice, with suficient sureties, conditioned 
to pay alt intervening damages and costs and reasonable 
intervening rent for the premises; ahd the complainant 
shali in like manner recognize to the defendant conditioned 
to enter the suit at the next term of the supreme court of 
the District, and pay all costs adjudged against him; and 
thereupon the proceedings shall be certified to said court 
by the justice. IF cithe y neglects so to recognize, 
judgment siul be ainst him as on wonsuit or 
default, and executio lissue accordingly as aforesaid. 

Sue. 4, And he it further enacted, That on the trial of 

said suit, in the supreme court of the District, if the jary 
find for complainant, they shall assess the damages and in- 
tervening rent; and in case of default the same shall be 
assessed by the court. 
And be it further enacted, That the fe 
justi uing the pro nd hearing the issue and making 
up record and certitying same, and the offi for serving 
the process, shali be those allowed in civil causes. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Maine having this bill in charge, 
whether it was not the intention of the committee 
to regulate the giving of notice. I know thatthe 
great inconvenience of the length of the notice 
that is required in this District to terminate a ten- 
ancy isa matter of complaint. Itscemsto me that 
is an important subject omitted in this bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator will find 
on examination that that provision is contained in 
the first section. i f 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The amendment provides 
only for tenancies at will. . 

Mr. MORRILL. Ifthe Senator will allow me 
I will invite the attention of the Senate to the con- 
struction of the first section of the amendment: 


Thata tenancy at wil shal not arise or be created with- 
outan express contract or letting to that effect; and all es- 
tates at will may be determined by a notice, in writing, to 
quit, of thirty days, delivered to the tenant in hand or to 
some person of proper age upon the premises, or, in the ab- 
sence of such tenant or person, then such notice may be 
served by affixing the same to a conspicuous part of the 
premises, where it may be conveniently read. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Where is the provision for 
notice in case of other tenancies? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The first section of the 
original bill, which is proposed to be stricken out, 
regulates that. : 

Mr. MORRILL. The committee have re-i 


es of the 


ported the billin anew draft... F invite theattens 
tion of the Senator to the: second: section of. the 
amendment: 7 E AA ag 

That when-forcible entry is made, or when-a peaceable 
entry and the possession unlawfully held by foree; or when 
possession is held without right, afier the estate.is determ- 
ined by the terms Of the lease by its own limitation, of by 
notice to quit, or otherwise, on ‘written complaint onoath, ` 

The provisions of the bill are these: -first; it 
provides that there shall be no tenancy at will, 
except by express contract, and ‘in that case there 
shall be a notice to quit of thirty days; butwhere 
the tenancy is determined by the terms. of the 
lease, which is another case, the only case upon 
which a question can arise, there no notice is neces- 
sary at all except the seven days’ notice which is 
provided for in the second section. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I certainly agree with 
the Senator that where the tenancy expires ac- 
cording to the terms of the contract a notice is 
not necessary; but in that large class of cases 
where it becomes by the holding over a tenancy 
from year to year, or a tenancy from month to 
month or from quarter to quarter, certainly there 
ought to be some provision in this important bill 
regulating the subject of notice to terminate that 
sort ofestate. That is the trouble with the peo- 
ple in this District. 

Mr. MORRILL. Intheestimation of the com- 
mittee, the relations of landlord and tenant do not 
exist in such a case, and, in the language of the 
second section, they are to be regarded as holding 
possession unlawfully, and, on the oath of the 
person owning the property, a summons is to be 
issued at once by a justice of the peace. 

In order to make myself understood, I will re- 
state what I understand this bill to contain. In 
the first place, it negatives the idea of a tenancy 
without an express contract. Then it provides 
that in cases of tenancy at will, where the tenaney 
does notexpire by the terms of the contract, thirty 
days’ noticc shall be given; but in cases where the 
estate is determined by the terms of the contract, 
no notice is necessary. Where a person holds 
the possession of property, wrongfully—and he 
does hold it wrongfully if he holds it without right 
and without a contract—the owner may proceed 
against him without notice on complaint. The 
only notice that it is necessary for him to give is 
an application to the justice of the peace seéttin 
out the fact of the ownership in the complaint an 
that the party holds it unlawfully. He can then 
summon him before the magistrate to show cause 
why judgment should not be rendered against him. 

Mr. JOHNSON. [think the honorable mem- 
ber is mistaken as to the effect of this bill in the 
particulars in reference to which he has spoken. 
1 understand him to say that the bill recognizes 
no tenancy excepta tenancy at will, anda tenancy 
which is to terminate at some day certain. In 
relation to the first, it provides a notice of thirty 
days in order to terminate it. In relation to the 
last, no notice is required. Now there is noth- 
ing in the bill which does away with any existing 
form of tenancy at alle The first section of the 
original bill provided: 

That on and after the passage of this act all persons 
renting houses and lands in the District of Columbia by the 
month, three, six, or twelve months, and desiring to repos- 
sess the same, shall give six months’ notice for a renting of 
twelve months; for a six months? renting, a three months? 
notice; for a three months’ or a monthly renting, one 
month’s notice, which shall be prior to the date of said 
renting. i 

The first section of the bill as proposed by the 
committee says nothing of any. other tenancy than 
a tenancy at will. If therefore by the law as it 
stagds now there may be a tenancy from month 
to month, or for three months or for six months 
or for twelve months, although it may be fixed 
as a tenancy to terminate at the end of the time 
for which the lease is to run, yet if the party holds 
over it is a tenancy from three months to three 
months, or from six months to six months, or 
from year to year; and the law of Maryland is, 
avd the law here is the same, that if six months’ 
notice is required to a tenant for a year and he 
holds over, he becomes a tenant for the second 
year, and so on from year to year as long as he 
holds over. 

The mischief mentioned by the Senator from 
Indiana, I understand, has been quite agreat one 
in this city. A landlord is unable to get posses- 
sion of his property generally without giving a 
six months’ notice provided it be a tenancy from 
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yearto- year: It very oftenvhappens where. he 
finds his tenantiis not exactly the kind he wants, 
or he finds he can get a great deal more for his 
property than the tenant is. giving him, that the 
time-is short of the six months, and there is no 
way. in which he can get possession of his prop- 
erty, and the tehant will hold on at the expiration 
of that year for another year, and so on from time 
to time. f 

I will suggest to. the honorable member from 
Maine that it would-be better. to provide that in 
all cases.of such tenancies as are mentioned in the 
first section of the original billthere should be the 
notice which that section provides for, That will 
get clear. of the difficulty: making a notice of 
twelve months if that should be debmed necessary 
if the tenancy is for one year, or three months for 
six months, or.one month for three months, and 
making a tenancy for one month a tenancy atwill, 
as you have done in the amendment. Withaview 
to-have such a change made, I will move to re- 
commit the bill if the Senator has no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. [have no objection to that 
amendment, but I do notthink it is necessary to re- 
commit the bill. I do not undertake to speak of 
what the law of Maryland is; but the construc- 
tion the committee put on this bill is this: by 
the first section providing that a tenancy at will 
shall not arise or be created without an express 
contract or letting to that effect, we supposed that 
we cutoff all tenancies which were not created by 
express contract. Ifa tenancy is created by ex- 
press contract or lease for a year, atthe expiration 
of that year the tenant becomes necessarily a ten- 
antat will. Being made tenants at will, liable to 
go ont at any time, this notice applies to them; 
and we supposed that by the adoption of thatlan- 
guage we had changed the relation between land- 
lord and tenant so that no question of tenancy 
could arise where there was an express contract. 
The honorable Senator-of course knows more of 
the law of Maryland than [ do. 

Mr, JOHNSON.. Lam satisfied the law of this 
District and the law of Maryland is otherwise. 
This does not change it; it only provides for a 
tenancy at will, 

Mr, MORRILL. Itsays no tenancy at will 
shall arise except by contract. 

Mr. JOHNSON. “ Without an express con- 
tract or letting to that effect.” 

Mr. MORRILL. The argument is that we 
have negatived the idea of a tenancy at will, ex- 
cept by an express contract. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That Ll understand, but that 
does not get clear of the difficulty if Lam right. 
A tenant who holds over under a lease for a cer- 
tain time does not, during the period for which he 
holds over, become a tenant at will. Jf heisun- 
der a contract for twelve months, and without 
any notice the contract is to terminate at the end 
of the year, and he is permitted by the landlord 
to hold over, he becomes a tenant for the succeed- 
ing year, The law is perfectly plain in Mary- 
land, and that was evidently the view taken by 
the draughtsman of the billas it stood originally; 
and if the Senator has no objection I propose to 
amend his amendment by inserting as its first sec- 
tion the first section of the original bill. The first 
section of the bill would then read: 

‘That on and after the passage of this act all persons reut- 


ing houses and lands in the District of Columbia, by the 
month, three, six, or twelve months, and desiring torepos- 


sexs theRitne, shall give six months? notice fora renting of |i 


twelve months; for a six mouths? rentiog, a three montis? 


uotice ; for a three months’ or a monthly renting, one | 


month’s notice, which shall be prior to the date of said 
rening. 
That would get clear of the difficulty. 
Mr. MORRILL. That is too long. 
Mr. CLARK. Three months’ notice is suffi- 
cient in any case, 
Mr. JOHNSON. Then I will modify the 
amendment that I propose in that way. ln order 


+ 


that we may havean opportunity to examine the | 


subject further, E move that the bill lie on the 
table. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNION GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 
Mr. WILLEY. 


_, Now155. 


‘Lhe. motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 


I have no objection to thet į 


f 


I move to take up Senate bill | 


“=. 1557ta incorporate the Union Gas-Light Com- |; 


pany of the District of Columbia was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. ft proposes to create Sayles J. Bowen, 
Benjamin B. French, William Elmer, William 
Bates, Robert W. Millbank, Andrew M. Kinney, 
Wiliam H. Baldwin, Z. D. Giman, D. C. For- 
ney, S. P. Brown, John Green, and Gamaliel 
Gay, and theirassociates and assigns, a body cor- 
porate, under the name of “the Union Gas-Light 
Company of the District of Columbia,” with the 
powers and privileges usually given to such cor- 
porations. The capital stock of the conipany 
is not to be less than $500,000, nor more than 
$1,000,000, to be divided into shares of $100 each, 

The company is incorporated upon the express 
conditions that it shall furnish gas to all the con- 
sumers thereof, containing fifty per cent. more 
illuminating power than that which is now fur- 
nished by the Washington Gas-Light Company, 
and at a cost not excecding $2 50 per thousand 
cubic feet; and a failure to comply with these 
conditions is to operate as a forfeiture of this 
charter, 

The company is not to be authorized to sell gas 
until it shall have produced to the mayor of the 
city of Washington and to the Secretary of the 
Interior satisfactory evidence that it has secured 
or laid down, in a proper and workmanlike man- 
ner, in the avenues and streets of the ¢ity, gas 
mains of anaverage diameter of atleast six inches 
anda totallength of not less than twenty-five miles; 
nor shall the company connectits gas mains with 
the pipes supplying the Capitol and other public 
buildings belonging to the United States until it 
shall have produced to the Secretary of the Iute- 
rior satisfactory evidence that it has erected and 
in operation good and substantial worksand hold- 
ers capable of manufacturing and storing a quan- 
tity of gas, of the quality described, sufficient to 
supply the consumption at all times required in 
the Capitol and public buildings. And unless the 
company shall have complied with the require- 
ments and conditions prescribed within two years 
from the passage of this act, the act Is to be null 
and void; but the company is to have the privi- 
lege, at any time, of supplying with their gas and 
lighting therewith any street a distance not cx- 
ceeding one mile. 

Mr. GRIMES. I have just received a letter 
from one of the gentlemen whose names are used 
in this billas corporators, Mr. Benjamin B. French, 
who says that after mature reflection he desires 
that his name shall be stricken out in consequence 
of the position that he holds in the General Gov- 
ernment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLEY. I move to amend line ten of 
the first section by inserting after the word “coal” 
the word ** zine.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILLEY. I further move to amend in 
section eleven, line five, by striking out the words 
“secured or,” so as to read: 

And to the Secretary of the Interior satisfactory evidence 


that it has Jaid down in a proper and workmanlike man- 
ner; &c. 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. WILLEY. In line eleven of the same 
section, the orthography of the word “ secretary” 
should be changed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correc- 
tion will be fnade. 

Mr. WILLEY. Inlinestwenty-one and twenty- 
two of section eleven 1 move to strike out the 
words ‘of supplying with their gas, and light- 
ing therewith any,” and inserting “ within the 
i said two years of lighting with the gas manufac- 
| tured by it some one;”’ so as to read: 
|! "That said company shall have the privilege at any time 

within the said two years of lighting with the gas manu- 
| factured by it some one street a distance not exceeding one 
| mile. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. I propose an amendment 
as a new section, to be called the twelfth section: 


| ia the Union Gas-Light Company shall be held responsible, 
| in bis or her individual capacity, for all the debts and lia- 
| bilities of the said company, bowever contracted or in- 
| curred, to be recovered by suit, as other debts or Habilides, 


i 

f m 

| Mr. WILLEY. J suggest to the Senator from 
| New Jersey whether, in describing the ttl of the 
company, it would not be better to give it in full, 


And be it further enacted, That each of the stockholders | 


before the court or tribmeu having jurisdiction of the case. | 


“the Union Gas-Light Company of the District 
of Columbia.’’? That is the title of the company. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Let thatbe so. 1so mod- 
ify the amendment. í 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurredin. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerrson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed a bill 
(No. 341) to carry into effect the convention with 
Ecuador for the mutual adjustment of claims; in 
which the concurrence of the Senate was requested, 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills 
of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 96) to enable the people of Nevada 
to form a constitution and State government, and 
for the admission of such State into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States; and 

A bill (No, 97) to enable the people of Colo- 
rado to form a constitution and State government, 
and for the admission of such State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
(No. 341) to carry into effect the convention with 
Ecuador for the mutual adjustment of claims 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 


REGISTRATION OF VOTERS. 


Mr. DIXON. I move to take up Senate bill 
No. 114. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
114) to amend section five of an act entitled “An 
act to continue, alter, andamend the charter of the 
city of Washington,” approved May 17, 1848, 
and further to preserve the purity of elections and 
guard against the abuse of the elective franchise, 
by a registration of electors for the city of Wash- 
ington, in the District of Columbia, was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary commenced to read the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON. | rise to inquire if the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut is anxious to have this bill 
disposed of to-day. There area good many sec- 
tions in it, and some of the provisions are very 
important. i 

Mr. DIXON. Ihave no desire to dispose of it 
to-day if gentlemen wish time to examine it. 

Mr. JOLENSON. [ask that it le on the table 
to give us an opportunity to examine it. ` 

Mr. GRIMES. Let the reading be completed. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well. 

The Secretary concluded the reading of the bill, 

Mr. DIXON. I have one or twoamendments 
to propose to the bill, of rather a verbal nature. 
Inthe first section, line ten, after the word ‘taxes’? 
I move to insert ‘and all taxes on personal prop- 
erty. 

Mr. GRIMES. What is the effect of it? 

Mr. DIXON. The effectis to require all taxes 
on personal property to be paid preliminary to the 
exercise of the right of suffrage. That I under- 
stand is the present law. The bill as it now 
stands only requires school taxes to be paid. I 
want to insert in addition ‘and all taxes on per- 
sonal property.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DIXON. In the fourteenth section, line 
twenty-two, after the word “vote,” I move to 
insert the words ‘in said city.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER. As I understand, it is the ob- 
ject to postpone this bill at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maryland, though it is still before 
the Senate, 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
Senate. 

Mr. FOSTER. It was understood that it would 
not be pressed to a vote at this time. I hope, 
therefore, it will be postponed to some other day. 

Mr. GRIMES. Say Thursday next. 

Mr, JOHNSON. Thatwill be acceptable to me. 

Mr. DIXON. [am willing to say Thursday. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move that the bill be post- 
poned until Thursday next, and be made the spe- 
cial order for one o’clock on that day. 

The motiorwas agreed to by a two thirds vote. 


It is before the 


1864. 


g : 
PAY AND PENSION OF CHAPLAINS. 


Onmotionof Mr. FOSTER, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill CH. R. No. 302) to 
amend section nine of the act approved July 17, 
1862, entitled ‘An act to define the pay and emol- 
uments of certain officers of the Army, and for 
other purposes,” 

Mr. FOSTER. The amendments which I pro- 
posed and which were ordered by the Senate tobe 
printed have been printed, and wish to have one 
of those amendments as printed altered in a few 
particulars. Inthe fifth line of the amendment 
proposed in lieu of the first section of the bill, after 
the word “entitled” in that line, I move toinsert 
the words ‘‘to draw forage for two horses and.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
modify bis own amendment, there having been no 
action of the Senate on it. 

Mr. FOSTER. After the word ‘entitled’? in 
the fifth line 1 propose to insert the words “to 
draw forage for two horses and,” and in the eighth 
Jine after the word “leave” and before “on” to 
insert “or,” 5 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
amendment will be so modified. The first ques- 
tion, however, is on.the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Winson] 
to the amendment, which is to insert at the end 
of it: 

And-chaplains who have been absent from duty by reason 


of wounds or sickness shall be entitled to receive full pay, 
without rations, during such absence. 


Mr. WILSON. I think that amendment will 
go in more appropriately after the word ‘ cireum- 
stances,” in the twelfth linc of the amendment of 
the Senator from Connecticut, rather than at the 
end of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question then 
will be on agrecing to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, to come in after the 
word “circumstances,” in the twelfth line of the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HARLAN. [ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusctts if he will notinclude in his amendment 
those chaplains who have been absent on account 
of being prisoners in the hands of the enemy. 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly, I will so modify 
my amendment. 

Mr.GRIMES. Isita fact thata chaplain who 
is captured and retained in prison draws no com- 
pensation whatever? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes, sir. Shocked as the hon- 
orable Senator from Iowa is at the fact, itis true; 
and, worse than that, even if the chaplain is shot 
down in the field while serving with his men, so 
asto be disabled, he, from thattime until he isable 
to go back ta duty, does not receive a cent of pay. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iconfess that lam astonished 
at that. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iknew the honorable Sena- 
tor would be. Thatis the law, however, as con- 
strued by those whose privilege it is to construe it. 
I hope, therefore, this amendment will be adopted. 

Mr, WILSON. It will be remembered that 
about a year and a half ago we provided that 
chaplains, when on duty, should receive $1,200 a 
year and two.rationsa day. The construction 
put upon it at the Department is that if they are 
absent on account of sickness, or on account of 
wounds, or on account of imprisonment by the 
enemy, they draw nothing. The amendment 
offered by the Scnator from Connecticut proposes 
to correct that, and my amendment proposes to 
correct the wrong of the past, being retrospective 
in its character, 

Mr. FOSTER. I hope the amendment to the 
amendment will be agreed to, and I should have 
been glad to adopt it, but I did not wish to take 
more weight on my amendment than I should be 
certain to carry. I shall, however, be very glad 
to have the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts agreed to. ? 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, 
as amended, . 

Mr. WILSON. | wishto call the attention of 
the Senator from Connecticut and of the Senate to 
this provision inhisamendmentin the fifth, sixth, 
and seventh Hnes: 


They shall be entitled to quarters and fuel, subjectto | 


the same conditions and limitations as are now by law pro- 
vided in the case of surgeons, 


Mr. FESSENDEN, And as amended itsays 


I Jain who was shot dead in the service a short 


f agree should be corrected; for | suppose we are 


ject of chaplains, at least as it has been construed 


| lain, while endeavoring to assist to the rear some 
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they shall beentitled to draw forage for two horse 
also. ` 

Mr. WILSON. I think it but right to allow 
them to draw forage for their horses when they 
are in service in the field; but the provision to 
which F call attention will not reach the men in 
the field with their regiments, but will apply to 
hospital chaplains, and it will add nearly eighty. 
dollars a month to their pay. The quarters to 
which a major is entitled are four rooms, counted 
in this city.at eighteen dollars a month each, Md 
in other places at nine dollars a month. At 
eighteen dollars a month cach, the quarters would 
amount to seventy-two dollars a month. Now, 
I am satisfied that $1,200 a year and two rations 
a day, and forage for two horses for those chap- 
lains who need horses in the field, is abundant. 
Itamounts to about fourteen hundred and six- 
teen dollars, I think, in actual money paid. I agree 
that they should have forage for two horses; but 
I do not think we ought to add to the compensa- 
tion of chaplains what will be added by giving 
them the allowance of fuel and quarters. 

These places are sought for, and sought for by 
excellent men. Asa general rule, they perform 
their duties faithfully. Iam not willing, how- 
ever, to add seven or eight or nine hundred dol- 
lars a year to the compensation of chaplains in the H 
hospitals, and especially in this city, for it does | 
not reach those in the ficld. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Whatdo those stationed 
at hospitals, want with horses? 

Mr. WILSON. I do not think they need | 
horses, and they will not get horses unless they 
have to keep them, anda man will not keep the 
horses unless he pecds them. A large number 
of the chaplains, both in hospitals and in the field, | 
have called upon me ‘this winter for the purpose 
of looking after the correction of that which weall 


all agreed that good chaplains are of great service 
tothe Army and to the country, and we are all 
agreed that we shall do them justice; but we want 
to act with ordinary prudence and economy in 
the matter, and I think $100 a month and two.ra- 
tions a day to these men is very good pay. They 
have sought the places. Mostof them are doing 
good. There has been a great improvement in 
regard to chaplaiys as well as in regard to most 
other matters connected with the Army. Insome 
cases they needed improvement; but that class of 
men have been generally weeded out, and the men 
who are now in the service are very faithful men. 
I hope the amendment will be adopted without 
the provision to which I have objected. 

Mr. FOSTER. Our legislation upon the sub- 


by the proper authorities, I consider a reproach 
to Congress. We judge these officers to be a 
necessary class in the service, or we should make 
no provision for them; and yet by our legislation 
we seem to regard them as an exerescence; we 
actually put them under the ban and degrade 
them, so far as it Hes in our power. . 
The honorable Senator from lowa scemed 
startled at the fact that when a chaplain was ab- 
sent from duty, although on account of wounds 
received in battle, his pay was stopped. Such is 
the construction put upon the law; and there is 
at this time certainly one chaplain, perhaps more, 
lying upon his sick-bed in this city, who was 
wounded in the field at the late advance of the 
army of the-Potomac over the Rapidan. He was 
the chaplain of Berdan’s sharpshooters, a faith- 
ful, valuable man, and in addition to his high 
qualifications as a chaplain, was, I believe, a very 
excellent rifle shot, which he has proved occa- | 
sionally in battle to the enemy’s cost. He was 
wounded in battle or in one of the skirmishes 
connected with that advance of the army. These 
sharpshooters were in the advance, and the chap- 


of his wounded men, was himsclf wounded; of 
course was compelled to be absent from the field, 
and is now in this city sick in his bed. He is at 
a boarding-house kept by the widow of a chap- | 


time ago by the rebels. This widow was left by 
law wholly unprovided for,and this chaplain, who 
is new suffering under, these circumstances, can 
draw not one cent of pay nor any allowance un- | 
til he gets well and goes back to daty. 

Another chaplain from the State of Vermont, 
the chaplain ef the third Vermont regiment, was ! 


ordered: to assist two: wounded: or sick: officers 
homeathey-not being able to-travel without some 
friend to attend them, - He went under the qrder, 
and was absent the necessary and proper timeto 
obey it, then came back, and-every cent of his 
pay for that time wag struck off at the next pay 
day. So, too, of these whohave’ been taken and 
held in captivity by the rebels, their pay stops 
until they are released and return. to uty; and 
even the pay which, they thus getis not paid.as 
it is to every other officer in the service, on their 
word of honor, but they have to get a certificate 
in order to be enabled to draw their diminished 
pittance. Some other officer must certify-to the 
chaplain’s roll that he has been present perform- 
ing duty, or he cannot evenget the scant compen- 
sation finally allowed by law. 

This is what I consider an attempt to degrade 
the men who are performing’ the duties of chap- 
lains in ourArmy. _ Inthe first place itis decided 
that they shall not be paid at all, when aÑ other 
officers under like circumstances are paid, and, 
even when paid, that they shall not be paid with- 
out a certificate from some other officer that they 
have not cheated or attempted to cheat the Gov- 
ernmentout of more pay than belongs to them. 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
suggests that an allowance of fuel and quarters 
ought not to be made. I do not wish any allow- 
ance to be made which shall inercase the pay of 
these officers one dollar. All I wish to accom- 
plish by this amendment is that a chaplain who 
is assigned to duty in a hospital, or at a post or 
fort, shall have quarters assigned to him in the 
hospital or post; some room that he may sit in 
and call his. Thatis all I desire. If the honor- 
able Senator thinks the amendment accomplishes 
more, I am perfectly willing that it shall be so 
restricted as to accomplish that and that only. 

The honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Henpricks] suggests that that may be left to the 
colonel in command. Yes, Mr. President, if the 
colonel in command is disposed to be courteous 
and to do what is just and proper, it may be; but 
then I think it is better that the chaplain should 
have his right, and that he should not have his 
quarters as a matter of courtesy from the com- 
manding officer. Why should not the chaplain 
have his right to a place as well as the-surgeon or 
any other officer? Why should we not make the 
surgeon dependent on the courtesy of the com- 
mander? Why should we discriminate against 
the chaplain? There is no reason for it. 

Besides, although I am happy to say that prob- 
ably most commanding officers would extend this 
courtesy, all will not. Again and again there 
have been occasions when a commanding officer 
has said to the chaplain, ‘You have no place 
here; you have no business here; the law does 
vot recognize you; I shall not doanything about 
giving you quarters or giving you a place, because 
the law does not; you must find your own quar- 
ters; you must do your own duties in your own 
way; but you must not interfere with the military 
regulations here.” That is not the proper posi- 
tion for a chaplain to be in; and I think the hon- 
orable Senator from Indiana will agree with me 
that the chaplain ought not to have his quarters 
or fuel or enjoy any right by the courtesy of his 
superior officer, It is not the way in which the 
honorable Senator wishes to enjoy his rights or I 
mine;and why should we impose that upon others 


which we are not. willing to bear ourselves? That - 


which is held at the courtesy of another is no 
right at all. ` 


I repeat, Lam not desirous that this provision 


shall be construed as the honorable chairman of ~ 


the Committee on Military Affairs suggests, so as 
to give a man four rooms, and add seventy or 
eighty dollars a month to his pay, although [ 
confess I find it difficult to see why a chaplain is 
not just as much entitled to this as the surgeon. 
Why make the distinction? The chaplain, so- 
cially, is the equal of the surgeon. Ordinarily he 
is as well, or better, educated. He is a man as 
much entitled to respect. Why give to the one 
privileges so greatly superior to those of the other? 
The honorable Senator says these places have been 
sought for. It is true that they have been. Have 
not the places of surgeons also been sought fors 
and is there any reason why surgeonssbould have 
these rights and privileges which does not apply 
with equal force to the case of chaplains? | 
lam not disposed by any means to institute 


1164 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. . 


March 17, 


a comparison and -claim.any superiority for one 

of these classes of officers over the other ,-but-I 

say thatno man understanding really the condition 

of the ‘service. will assert that surgeons are more 

deserving than chaplains, that their wants are 

any greater, and that the duties they perform 

are any more important, provided each performs 

his proper duties ably and faithfully. I agree 

that if- the chaplain is a bad man he is noten- 
titled to this or any other allowance or any com- 
pensation; he should not have. been appointed at. 
all. So of the surgeon. If the surgeon is an 
incompetent, unskillful, orignorant man, he is as 
great a curse to the service as can well be imposed 
upon it. < There may be, and doubtless are, such 
eases, but it will not do, for that reason, to de- 
grade the whole class of surgeons, or to put them 
under the ban and outlaw them as we do,chap- 
lains. : 

As, however, no objection is suggested to my 
amendment except to the point in relation to fuel 
and quarters, J will state again that [ am perfectly 
willing that that provision shall be so limited that 
they shall have simply proper accommodations in 
the hospitals, forts, or posts where they may be 
assigned to duty. Thatis my object. J do not 
wish to increase the pay. The honorable Senator 


wounds or sickness, or when held by the encmyas prison- 
ers, shall be entitled to receive full pay without rations 
during such absence. In allother respeets, the pay of chap- 
_lains.shall be the same as now provided by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr..FOSTER. I move the following amend- 


ment, to come in as section two: 

And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of chap- 
Jains in thè military service of the United States to make 
monthly reports to the Adjutant General of the mora} con- 
dition of the regiments, hospitals, or posts to which they 
may be attached; and it shall be the duty of all command- 
ers of regiments, hospitals, and posts to render such facil- 
ities as will aid in the dischatge of the duties assigned to 
thein by the Government. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I propose to amend the bill 
by adding as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That all chaplains in the mili- 
tary service af the United States shal! hold appropriate re- 
ligious services at the burial of soldiers who inay die in the 
command to which they are assigned to duty, and it shall 
be their duty to hold public religious services at least once 
each Sabbath. z 


The amendment was agreed to. 
_Mr. WILSON. I now propose another sec- 
tion: 


And beit further enacted, That colored chaplains ap- 
pointed for colored troops shall be entitied to thesame com- 


from lowa [Mr.Grimes] has handed meanamend- |+ pensation as chaplains in the regular and volunteer forces, 


ment touching this matter, which he thinks will 
reach the object. He proposes to strike out the 
words ‘quarters and fuel” in my amendment and 
to insert, ‘and when assigned to hospitals they 
shall be entided to quarters and fuel within the 
hospitals to which they are soassigned.”? I wish 
to have the words “posts and forts” inserted after 
the word ‘‘hospitals,’’ because there are some in 
the same condition who are assigned to forts and 
osts. 

j Mr. FESSENDEN. Will they need two 
horses? ; 

Mr. FOSTER. The chaplains at posts and 
hospitals will not need horses, and will not keep 
them because there is no commutation of forage. 
In the ficld the chaplain needs horses, because 
like all other officers he has some effects to carry, 
which he must carry on his horse, and besides he 
must carry forage for his horse. He cannot carry 
his necessary effects and forage upon one horse, 
and still have that horse ofany advantage to him. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Do they not send their 
things with the baggage wagons? 

. Mr. FOSTER. Theydo not. Nota thing is 
provided for except what he has on his back. 
Livery officer who is entitled to one horse in the 
field must be allowed to draw forage for another, 
or else the use of one horse is of no ad vantage to 
him whatever. There is no danger of chaplains 
keeping two horses mercly for the sake of draw- 
ing forage for them. If they want forage at all 
they want itfor two horses. There is no com- 
mutation of forage now. 

Mr. WILSON. 
that this allowance of quarters is to be furnished 
to the chaplains in the hospitals and not to be 
commuted. : 

Mr. FOSTER. Of course not. I will read 
this part of the amendment as I have now mod- 
ified it: 


‘They shall be entitled to draw forage for two horses; and 
when assigned to hospitals, posts, or forts they shall be en- 
titled to quarters and fuel within the hospitals, posts, or 


forts to which they are so assigned, without the privilege 
of commutation. 


I move so to amend the amendment. 
Theamendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut as amended will 
now be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “that,” in line three, sec- 
tion one, to the end of that section, and in Heu thereof in- 
sert the following: 

The rank of chaplain in the regularand volunteer service 
of the United States is hereby recognized. Chaplains shall 
be borne on the field and staff rolis next after surgeons, and 
shall be subject to the same rules and regulations as other 

„officers of the Army. They shall be entitled to draw for- 
age for two horses, and when assigned to hospitals, posts, 
or forts, they shall be entitled to quarters and fuel within 
the hospitals, posts, or forts to which they are so assigned, 
(without the privilege of commutation,) subject to the same 
conditions and limitations as are now by law provided in the 
ease of surgeons, When absent from duty with leave or on 
account of sickness or other disability, or when held by the 
enemy as prisoners, they shall be subject to no other dimi- 
nution or loss of pay and allowances than other officers in 
the military service are under like circumstances. And 
chaplains who have been absent from duty by reason of 


I want it to be understood, 


Mr. POWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that. 

Mr. WILSON and Mr. FOSTER. Do not 
divide the Senate. 

Mr. POWELL. Yes, sir; I will divide it now. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 will simply say before the 
vote is taken that there have been two or three 
eases, I think, of chaplains appointed for colored 
troops who were themsclves colored ministers of 
the gospel. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to ask my 
friend a question. By the law are not colored 
troops now on the same footing with white troops, 
regulars and volunteers ? i 

Mr. WILSON. They will be if the House of 
Representatives passes our bill, but it is not a law 
yet, and I think we may as well put so much 
of it on here now; and I will state a case to the 
Senate. In the fifty-fourth or fifty-fifth Massa- 
chusetts regiment, Iam inclined-to think the fifty- 
fourth, a colored minister of the gospel was ap- 
pointed chaplain by the request of the regiment. 
He was a man of influence and character, a man 
of earnestness and zeal, and he spent $300 in fit- 
ting himself out to go with the regiment to South 
Carolina. He has been in his regiment, and all 
he has had the privilege of drawing is ten dollars 
amonth. The paymasters of the Army paying 
these troops have declined to pay anything more 
than ten dollars a month. I think it is a con- 
struction that ought not to be; for if he is entitled 
tobe a chaplain I think he ought to have the same 
pay as any other chaplain. We have raised and 
are raising about one hundred and twenty regi- 
ments of colored troops, and there are many min- 
isters of the gospel among them that have a great 
deal of influence with them, and will be sought 
for and be appointed, and there is noreason wh 
they should not occupy the same position as if 
they were white men. 

‘The Secretary proceeded to call the roll; but 
before coneluding it— 

Mr. WILSON. With the unanimous consent 
of the Senate I ask leave to withdraw the propo- 
sition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any ob- 
jection to the Senator withdrawing his amend- 
ment? . 

Mr. POWELL. Ihave none. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection. The amendment is withdrawn by 
unanimous consent. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed 
and the bill to be read a third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. POWELL. I move that the Senate do 


now adjourn. Z 

Mr. WILSON. I hope we shall have an ex- 
ecutive session. [Oh, no!] 

Mr. POWELL. It is too late for that. 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator withdraw 
his motion for a moment? I merely wish to take 


it 


v č 

up the bill which was made the order of the day 
for yesterday, to-have it up in order to proceed 
with it at one o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. POWELL. It can be called up at one 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SUMNER. Butif itis taken up nowand 
left as the unfinished business, it will come up 


then. 

Mr. POWELL. What is the bill? a 

Mr. SUMNER. A bill to repeal the fugitive 
slave act. f 

Mr. POWELL. I do not withdraw my mo- 
tion. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, March 17, 1864. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by Rev. Dr. Marks. 
‘The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


SOUTHWEST BRANCH PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. BOYD. {ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill to complete the 
southwest branclr of the Pacific railroad. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not object to that bill if 
it is referred to the Committee of Claims, That 
committee has heretofore had the subject under 
consideration. 

Mr. BOYD. I want to have it referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. Moneys have 
been collected for transportation upon that south- 
west branch since 1861. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The same subject has been 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and I must 
object unless this bill takes the same reference. 

Mr. BOYD. I agrée to that. 

The bill was received, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


PETER NICOL. 


Mr. ALLEY. I move that the papers in the 
case of Peter Nicol be withdrawn from the files 
of the House and referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The motion was agreed to, 


UNEMPLOYED GENERAL OFFICERS. 


The SPEAKER stated the first business in 
order to be the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Asuiry] to postpone the further con- 
sideration of House joint resolution No. 49, to 
drop from the rolls of the Army unemployed gen- 
eral officers, until yesterday three weeks, on which 
motion the previous question had been called. 

On seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, there were—ayes 35, noes 20; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. ANCONA moved that there bea call of 
the House. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the rof, and the fol- 
lowing members failed to answer to'their names: 

Messrs. William J. Allen, Baily, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, 
Brooks, William G. Brown, Chanler, Freeman Clarke, Clay, 
Cobb, Cravens, Creswell, Dixon, Eden, Edgertou, English, 
Finck, Frank, Ganson, Gooch, Grider, Grinnell, James T. 
Hale, Benjamin G. Harris, Asahel W. Hubbard, Jolin H. 
Hubbard, Hulburd, Jenckes, Philip Johnson, William John- 
son, Kasson, Orlando Kellogg, King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, 
Le Biond, Littlejohn, Lovejoy, Mallory, Marcy, Marvin, 
McKinney, Nelson, Noble, Odell, Jobn O'Neill, Patterson, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Samuel J. Randall, Wiliam ÍI. Randall, 
Robinson, Edward H. Rollins, Janes S. Rollins, Scott, 
Sloan, Smith, Starr, Thomas, Tracy, Wadsworth, Ward, 
Wheeicr, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Williams, 
Winfield, Benjamin Wood, and Fernando Wood. 

Mr. ANCONA moved, asa quourm had an- 
swered to their names, that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

e motion was agreed to. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. ASHLEY called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to postpone, and tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

On a division, there were—ayes 52, noes 33. 

Mr. SCHENCK demanded the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER stated that the yeas and nays 
had been refused. 


Mr. SCHENCK demanded tellers. 
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Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Scuencx and 
Harnineron were appointed. : 

The motion was agreed to; the tellers having 
reported—ayes 63, noes 43. : 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was postponed, and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. SCHENCK demanded the yeas and nays 
on the latter motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 82, nays 37; as follows: 

-YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Ashley, Baily, 
Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, 
Jacob B. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, 
Chanler, Ambrose W. Clark, Coffroth; Cox, Dawson, Den- 
ison, Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eldridge, Eliot, Fenton, 
Frank, Griswold, Hall, Herrick, Hotchkiss, Hutchins, 
Kalbfleisch, Kernan, Knapp, Law, Long, Marey, McAl- 
lister, MeBride, McClurg, McDowell, Middleton, William 
H. Miller, Moorhead, Daniel Morris, James R. Morris, 
Morrison, Leonard Myers, Noble, Jobn O'Neill, Orth, Pen- 
dieton, Perhain, Perry, Price, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. 
Randall, John H. Rice, Rogers, Ross; Shannon, Smithers, 
John B. Stecle, William G. Steele, Stevens, Stiles, Strouse, 
Stuart, Sweat, "Mhayer, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Voor- 
nees, Wadsworth, William B. Washburn, Webster, Wha- 
ley, Wheeler, Windom, and Yeaman—82. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar- 
nold, Brandegee, Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas 
T. Davis, Dawes, Deming, Eckley, Farnsworth, Harding, 
Holman, John H. Hubbard, Julian, Kelley, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Longyear, Samuel P. Miller, Morrill, Amos My- 
ers, Norton, Charles O'Neill, Pike, Alexander H. Rice, 
Schenck, Scofield, Spalding, Starr, ‘racy, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Williams, Wilder, and Woodbridge—37. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. FORNEY, 
their Secretary, notified the House that the Sen- 
ate had passed the bill (H. R. No, 40) making 
appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1865, with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

Also, that the President did, on the 15th in- 
stant, approve and sign an act (S. No. 120) to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate trade 
and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to 
preserve peace on the frontiers,” approved June 
30, 1834. 


RAILROADS TO NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER announced that the next busi- 
ness in order was the consideration of a bill (H. 
R. No. 307) to declare certain roads military roads" 
and post roads, and to regulate commerce, the 
consideration of which was postponed until Wed- 
nesday, March 16, the question being on ordering 
the bill to be engrossed. 

Mr. DEMING. This bill wasintroduced upon 
the petition of the Raritan and Delaware Bay Rail- 
road Company to have their road declared a law- 
ful structure, and a post and military road of the 
United States. The bill was reported a week ago 
yesterday, and laid upon the table upon my own 
motion, with an order to print it and the accom- 
panying report, that the Flouse might have abund- 
ant time for its consideration. 

The petitioners have constructed arailroad from 
Port Monmouth, near Sandy Hook, to Atsion 
which lies nearly east of Philadelphia, and it is 
connected by the Batsto branch with the Camden 
and Atlantic Railroad Company. Thus by means 
of the road they have constructed, by means of the 
Batsto branch, and by means of the Camden and 
Atlantic Railroad Company, they have arailroad 
constructed from Port Monmouth, near Sandy 
Hook, to Camden, which is opposite the city of 
Philadelphia. They have also a steamboat run- 
ning from the city of New York to Port Mon- 
mouth, and a ferry running from Camden to Phil- 
adelphia; and thus by means of their railroads, 
their steamboats, and their ferry, they have acon- 
tinuous through line from the city of New York 
to the city of Philadelphia. 

In one great emergency of the nation, shortly 
after the battle of Antietam, and when there was 
a universal panic through the country, and when 
the interests of the Republic were most seriously 
imperiled, this continuous through line from New 
York to Philadelphia was able to render great 
service to the nation, and actually carried over 


this through line upwards of seventeen thousand || 


troops, and upwards of eight hundred thousand 


pounds of munitions of war. Shortly after they 


had performed this great service to the country, 
a petition for an injunction was brought against 
them by the Camden and Amboy Railroad Com- 
pany, before the chancellor of New Jersey; and 
since this subject has been before the committee 
a decree of the chancellor has been issued in that 
case, a synopsis of which will be found in the re- 
port which accompanies this bill. The chancellor 
enjoins the use of the petitioners’ road, except for 
local purposes, and orders that the Raritan_and 
Delaware Bay Railroad Company pay tothe Cam- 
den and Amboy Railroad Company all sums col- 
lected by the former for through business, includ- 
ing the amount received for transportation of 
troops; and the chancellor decrees that the peti- 
tioners’ road has no right to carry or aid in car- 
rying passengers and freight between New York 
and Philadelphia. 

The effect of this decision, as the House will 
see, isto destroy this road asa continuous through 
road between New York and Philadelphia. It 
confines it to local business between Camden and 
Port Monmouth. It cuts off both ends of the 
road; cuts off the steamboat transportation on the 
Raritan bay, and the ferry upon the Delaware 
river, thus destroying the road as a continuous 
through route between New York and Philadel- 
phia. 

Under these circumstances tlre petitioners come 
to Congress for relief, praying that their roads 
and its branches, and its accompanying ferries, 
may be declared Jawful structures, and also post 
and military roads of the United States. In the 
consideration of the petitioners’ case two ques- 
tions arise: first, has Congress the power to grant 
the relief for which the petitioners pray; and sec- 
ond, does the application present a proper case 
for the exercise of that power? 

The committee believe that Congress has the 
power under two clauses of the Constitution: first, 
under the clause which authorizes us to establish 
post roads; and second, under the clause which 
authorizes us to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, among the several States, and with the 
Indian tribes. ‘The committee have gathered to- 
gether in their reportthe instances in which Con- 
gress has exercised the power of declaring roads 
post roads and part of the military establishment 
of the United States. And under the power to 
establish post roads we have precedents which 
we regard as applicable to this particular case, 
and which we think authorize us in granting the 
relief for which the petitioners pray. 

The cases are so fully cited in the report which 
accompanies the bill that I hardly feel it neces- 
sary to detain the House by presenting them in 
detail. Unquestionably the one most pertinent to 
the present application is to be found in volume 
twelve United States Statutes at Large, where, in 
an act to establish certain post roads, in sections 
one and two, it is enacted— 

« That the bridge partly constrneted aeross the Ohio river, 
at Steubenville, in the State of Ohio, abutting on the Vir- 
ginia shore of said river, is hereby declared to be a lawful 
structure.”? ia x & * * hs = * 

sé hat the said bridge and Iolliday’s Cove railroad are 
hereby declared a public highway and established a post 
road, for the purpose of transmission of mails of the United 
States, and that the Steubenville and Indiana Railroad Com- 
pany, chartered by the Legislature of the State of Ohio, and 
the Holliday’s Cove Railroad Company, chartered by the 
State of Vi ia, or either of them, arc authorized to com- 
plete, maintain, and operate said road and bridge when com- 
pleted, as set forth in the preceding section, anything in the 
Jaw or laws of the above-named States to the contrary not- 
withstanding .?? 

In addition to this most remarkable precedent, 
so applicable to the circumstances which I have 
already detailed, you will find in the report five 
or six other precedents bearing upon the question 
in hand. 

The committee also believe that Congress has 
full power of granting the relief asked for by these 
petitioners under its power to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, among the States, and with 
the Indian tribes, and the commitice, in the re- 
port which accompanies: this bill, have gathered 


together from the United States reports the decis- | 


ions which affect this question, and believe that 
under those decisions full power is given to Con- 
gress to interfere in this case and grant the peti- 
tioners the relief which they claim. 

It also appears, Mr. Speaker, thaé the State of 
New Jersey itself has recognized this right in Con- 
gress to establish a road over its territory. By 
the sixth section of an act relating tothe Camden 


4} pany it is declared— - ; 


and Ambo Railroad and Transportation Com- 


“That when any other railroad or roads for-thé trans- 
portation of passengers-and property between New York 
and Philadelphia, across this State, shall be constructed 
and used for that purpose, under or by virtue of any law 
‘of this State or the United States authorizing or recogniz- 
ing said road, that then, and in that case, the said dividends 
shall no longer be payable to the State, and ‘the said stock 
shall be retransferred to the company by the treasurer. of 
this State.” f f į 

Thus the State of New Jersey has recognized 
the right of Congress to exercise the very power 
which the petitioners pray for in this case; and the 
Camden and Amboy Company, by assenting to 
this act of the Legislature of New Jersey, have 
debarred themselves from claiming that any of 
their chartered rights or privileges are infringed 
by the bill under consideration. Before moving 
the previous question I desire to give gentlemen 
an opportunity of discussing this question. 

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Connecticuta question, if he will let 
me; and that is, whether the words ‘built and 
to be built,” in the first section of the bill, in‘his 
understanding confers a power upon these com- 
panies to go anywhere they please, or whether it 
is his understanding that the powers conferred are 
limited to such branches as have been located and 
are under actual construction? ee 

Mr. DEMING. The latter construction of the 
gentleman is the correct one. ` ; 

Mr. THAYER. In that view ofit, Ishall. vote 
for the bill. 

Mr. PRUYN. What was the gentleman’s an- 
swer to the inquiry of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania? 

Mr. DEMING. My answer was that the last 
construction given to the clause by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was, in my judgment, the cor- 
rect one. By that first section we declare this 
road to be a lawful structure. The second sec- 
tion declares the continuous through route to be 
a public highway, and thatit may be used for 
that purpose. The third section authorizes the 
companies to use the road for that purpose, and 
extends the franchise to the assigns of the com- 
pany. My intention is to call the previous ques- 
tion on this bill; but, before doing so, I am will- 
ing to give gentlemen a full opportunity to discuss 
it during my time. é : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty- 
five minutes of his hour remaining, and the morn- 
ing hour will expire in ten minutes. 

Mr. ROGERS obtained the floor. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Let me say to the gentleman 
from New Jersey that there are but ten minutes 
of the morning hour remaining, and then terri- 
torial business will come up as the special order, 

Mr. DEMING. I shall be obliged, then, to 
move the previous question. ` 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the gentleman will not 
cut off all debate ona bill so important to the State 
of New Jersey as this is. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, I would ask the gen- 
tleman if this bill will not come up to-morrow 
during the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It willcome up on Tuesday 
next. . 

Mr. DAWES. As the gentleman from Con- 
necticut has ten minutes left during the morning 
hour, I would like to ask him some questions, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like first 
to ascertain what the gentleman from Connecticut 
requires. 

Mr.PRUYN. Isuggest to the gentleman from 
Connecticut that this is one of the most important 
measures ever presented to this body, and the 
idea of disposing of it in an hour or two,or any- 
thing like that, is quite impossible, and would be 
a tyrannical act on the part of the majority of the 
flouse. 

Mr. DEMING. Task the Chair whether this 
bill will be in order in the morning hour to-mor- 
row? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. To-morrow 
will be private bill day, when the bill in regard 
to homesteads will come up. 

Mr. DEMING. When will this bill come up 
next in order? Be ed 

‘The SPEAKER. It will come during the morn- 
ing hour on Tuesday next. 

Mr. DEMING. ‘In order to give gentlemen 
an opportunity of discussing it am willing that 
the bill shall go over till Tuesday next. 
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“Mr, ROGERS... Weagree to that. 
The SPEAKER. Then. the bill goes over till 

Tuesday next. pa 

< Mr. DEMING. With the understanding that 

if shall be a special order on that day, and from 

day to-day until disposed of: 

The SPEAKER. It has that efféct now. 

Mr. ALLEY. I, for one, shall object. Lam 
not willing to have all questions made special or- 
ders. : 

_ The SPEAKER. Then the.only course is for 
the gentleman from Connecticut to occupy the 
floor till fifteen minutes past one-o’clock, when 
At will go over till next Tuesday. 

: Mr. ROGERS. I would prefer to submit my 
views. on Tuesday. 
`. Mr. FARNSWORTH. IJ inquire whether, if 
the bill goes over till Tuesday next, it will not be 
the regular business from day to day during the 
morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. DEMING. I will consent to that. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to get a little informa- 
tion from the gentleman from Connecticut, grow- 
ing out of the interrogatory of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Tuaver.] I see that the 
phraseology in the first section of the bill, to which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania directed his at- 
tention, declares this road, and the. branches 
thereof built and. to be built, to be lawful struc- 
tures. ‘The interrogatory put by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania was, whether the bill was 
meant to legalize such branches as were to be 
built, or only those which are already built, The 
reply of the gentleman from Connecticut was that 
the latter was the proper construction. Task him 
whether there is anything in the bill that assures 
us that that is the construction that must be given 
to it, 

Mr. DEMING. $ Thatis thelegal construction 
which the committee gives to the bill. I cannot 
tell what cotistruction may be pat uponitby those 
who are not so thoroughly educated in the sci- 
ence of legal construction as is my friend from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. The bill should be so drafted 
that there could be no mistake on that point. I 
have not any apprehension that these branches 
will be extended into the State of Massachusetts, 
but I only want to know where these branches 
are to extend in New Jersey. There is nothing 
in the bill that restricts them. 

Mr. DEMING. I can assure the gentleman 
that there is no idea of extending these branches 
into Massachusetts, or any further than the cor- 
poration is authorized to go by its charter. 

Mr. DAWES. If the bill is to be confined to 
the branches already built then the phraseolog 
used is incorrect. If itis toapply to some branch 
to be built, either we must locate, or somebody 
else will locate it. If somebody else is to locate 
it I want to know who. 

A Memper. New Jersey is only wide cnough 
for one railroad track, [Laughter] 

Mr. DEMING. Iwish to cull the attention of 
my friend from Massachusetts to the map which 
accompanies this report. Perhaps, if he will give 
it as earnest attention as he hasgiven lo question- 
ing me upon matters of construction, he will be 
better prepared, when | rise again on this subject, 
to play the part of cross-questioner, 

The road, as you see by the map, begins at 
Port Monmouth, near Sandy Hook. In order 
to reach Port Monmouth itis necessary that there 
shall be water communication to the city of New 
York. The distance from New York to Port 
Monmouth, E will inform my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, iseighteen miles. ‘The distance from 
Port Monmouth to Atsion is sixty-three and three 
quarter miles, and the distance from Atsion to 
Camden is twenty-eight and a half miles, making 
the entire distance from New York to Philadel- 

hia one hundred and ten miles. The other route 
is ninety-three miles, Any gentlemen who has 
been aware of the extreme pressure brought upon 
this House to establish another line of transpor- 
tation between the city of New York and the eity 
of Washington, especially gentlemen who repre- 
sent States which have instructed them to pro- 
vide additional mcans of communication between 
New York and Philadel phia—those States having 
said in their resolutions that the present means of 
intercommunication are notoriously inadequate— 
can hardly consent toald in destroying a contin- || 


Tp will. 


uous through line between those cities. The pres- 
süre upon the existing routes has been so great 
that during this winter the Government has been 
obliged to use water transportation by the way 
of the Potomac. Gentlemen who know that the 
commercial community as well as the Govern- 
ment demand increased facilities, and that this 
House has passed by unanimous consent a res- 
olution which recites in its preamble that the pres- 
ent facilities were notoriously inadequate-— 

Mr. ASHLEY. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. ASHLEY. 
business. 

aa DEMING. What becomes of the pend- 
ing bill? 

The SPEAKER. It goes over to Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. ASHLEY. 
business. 

The SPEAKER stated the first business in or- 
der to be the special order, being territorial busi- 
ness, 


It has. 
I call for the regular order of 


I call for the regular order of 


TREATY WITI ECUADOR. 


Mr. COX. 1} ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to make a report from the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs to carry out treaty stipulations 
with Ecuador, recommended by the President in 
a message scent to us a few days ago, and which 
will occupy but a few moments. 

Mr. ASHLEY. [do not object to that, 

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Forcign Affairs, reported a bill to 
carry into effect the convention with Ecuador for 
the mutual adjustment of claims; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Khe bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Ohio to the third section 
of the bill, which I think confers extraordinary 
powers upon the President in respect to compen- 
sation. 

Mr. COX. ‘The bill has been drawn precisely 
in conformity with bills passed heretofore in ref- 
erence to conventions established with New Gran- 
ada, Costa Rica, and Peru. ‘The usual compen- 
sation has been granted to the commissioner in 
this case. I would not ask instant action on this 
bill; but the commission will have to meet pretty 
soon, and the necessary arrangements and the 
papers ought to be sent out by the next steamer. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
athird time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the vote 
to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

STATE OF NEVADA. 

The SPEAKER stated the first business in or- 
der to be the consideration of Senate bill No. 96, 
to enable the people of Nevada to form a consti- 
tution and State government, and for the admis- 
sion of such State into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States, the consideration 
of which had been postponed to this day. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Ihave nothing to say upon 
this bil] further than this: that it passed the Sen- 
ate two years ago and again unanimously at this 
session. 

Mr. KINNEY. Lask the gentleman whether 
the boundaries provided in the second section in- 
terfere with the present boundaries of the Terri- 
tory of Utah? 

Mr. ASHLEY. They do not. 
previous question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to reconsider the vote 


I demand the 


| by which the bill was passed; and also moved that 


the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Y ` 


mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Mr. HOOPER, by unanimous consent, sub- Í 


i 


bers of the House two thousand extra copies of Honse bill 
No. 333, to provide a national eurrency secured by pledge 
of United States stoeks, and to provide for the circulation 
and redemption thereof. 


e 
STATE OF COLORADO. 

The SPEAKER stated the next business in 

order to be Senate bill No. 97, to enable the peo- 


ple of Colerado to form a constitution and State 
government, and for the admission of such State 


| into the Union on an equal footing with the ori- 


ginal States, the consideration of which had been 
postponed to this day. - i 

Mr. ASHLEY. This isin the same terms as 
the bill just passed by the House. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Let it go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where it can be considered section by section. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I prefer, unless gentlemen are 
anxious to debate it, to put the bill upon its pas- 


sage. 


Mr. PENDLETON. If the gentleman will 
allow me, I will move to refer the bill to the Com- 
mittce of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ASHLEY. [cannot consent to send the 
bill to the tombs'in that way. If the gentleman 
desires me to yield to any member upon that side 
to discuss the measure, I have no objection to 
doing that. 

Mr. PENDLETON. After the gentleman has 
moved the previous question, will it not be in 
order to move so to refer it? 

The SPEAKER. Not underthe rulesas they 
now exist. 4 

Mr. COX. I have not had an opportunity to 
examine these bills critically. I believe they are 
| bills for the admission of three States? 

Mr. ASHLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. I ask the gentleman from Ohio 
whether he proposes to admit these States when 
they attain a certain population ? 

Mr. ASHLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. COX, ‘They are not required to have a 
l population equal to the ratio of one member of 
Congress? ’ 

Mr. ASHLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. i would like to offer an amendment 
to that effect. I believe in the general policy 
which was agreed upon when last we discussed 
and undertook to mature the territorial policy. 

Mr. ASHLEY. These Territories of Nevada, 
Colorado,and Nebraska havea larger population 
| than Oregon had when she was admitted, and 
even more than she had under the census of 1860. 
The gentleman voted for the admission of Oregon. 

Mr. COX. I voted for the admission of Ore- 
gon; but I was satisfied that she had a population 
equal to the ratio of a member of Congress. I 
was satisfied upon that point by the speech of 
Mr. Stevens, of Oregon, made at the time. But 
this side of the House, and a large proportion of 
the members upon the other side, agreed upon a 
general system as to these bills admitting Terri- 
tories; and I think Judge Douglas reported a bil} 
in conformity to the idea that no State should be 
admitted under an enabling act, unless the census 
showed a population equal to the ratio fora mem- 
ber of Congress. 

J do not know whether the gentleman proposes 
to admit this State under the war power. If not, 
then it is under the old policy. I suppose the 
gentleman prohibits slavery by the bill? 

Mr. ASHLEY. Yes. 

Mr, COX. I have no doubt of it. 
not have asked the question. 

Mr. MALLORY. I would inquire of the gen- 
Ucman whatis the use of prohibiting a thing which 
is dead every where according to the theory of the 
gentleman from Ohio? I think I have heard but 
one gentleman upon that side of the Flouse contend 
that there was any life left in slavery; and that was 
thegentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] who 


I should 


| thought it was still kicking a little. 


Mr. ASHLEY. In reply to the gentleman, I 
would say that I have never declared upon this 
floor, or elsewhere, that slavery was dead, butir 
my colleague [Mr. Cox] desires to offer an amend 
ment to establish slavery inthis Territory, I will 
yield to him for that purpose. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman knows that I never 
proposed to establish or exclude slavery from the 
Territories. Our determination was to leave that 
matter to the people of the Territories always, and 
the intimation of my colleague does not come with 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the mem- }i good grace from an intelligent Congressman know- 
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ject. 

i Mr.MALLORY. If the gentleman willextend 
to me the courtesy which he extends to his col- 
league I will propose to amend his bill by striking. 
out that prohibitory clause, thus leaving the bill 
uncommitted upon that subject. } j 

Mr. ASHLEY. [| haveno objection to the gen- 
tleman making that motion. 

Mr. COX. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman | will moveto amend so as to provide that 
the Territory shall not be admitted into the Union 
as a State until there is evidence that she has a 
population equal to the ratio of a member of Con- 
gress, in the form of former bills upon that subject, 

The SPEAKER. To which gentleman does 
the gentleman from Ohio yield to offer an amend- 
ment? , 4 

Mr. ASHLEY. To the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. MALLORY. My amendmentis to strike 
out that clause which prohibits slavery and invol- 
untary servitude, 

Mr. ASHLEY. I think thatis the only amend- 
ment I can receive. I demand the previous ques- 
tion, 7 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers, and appointed 
Mr. Asuiey and Mr. Cox. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 60, noes 36. ; 

So the previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

he SPEAKER. The first question is upon 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. MALLORY. I withdraw my amendment. 
1 will not insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The rule states that after the 
previous question is seconded and the main ques- 
tion ordered, a motion to amend, or other propo- 
sition, cannot be withdrawn, because that might 
have been the inducement to the FEouse to second 
the previous question. 

r. MALLORY. The rule has universally 
been that a member can always withdraw an 
amendment when he chooses. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will have the rule 
read, The Chair recollects the rule very distinctly, 
and thinks he hus quoted the exact language of 
the rule, and the Journal clerk thinks so aiso. 
The Chair will turn to the rule, however, in a 
moment. ` 

Mr. THAYER. 
on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read. 

The Clerk read from the Digest, as follows: 

“A motion to. amend cannot be modified after the pre- 
vious question is seconded, doubtless for the reason that 
the pendency of a particular amendment may be the in- 
ducement for seconding the previous question.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will see that the Chair quoted the language 
of the rule. 

Mr. MALLORY. I rise toa question of order. 
I would inquire what my amendment is? 

The SPEAKER. It 1s to strike out a certain 
part of the bill. 

Mr. MALLORY. What part? I have never 
indicated. the precise part. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion was 
to strike out that part of the bill which requires 
the constitution to be a free constitution. 

Mr. MALLORY. I submit that an amend- 
ment of that kind is too vague and indefinite to 
be entertained by the Speaker of the House. 

Mr. WASHBORNE, of Illinois. Isubmitthat 
the gentleman cannot make that objection to his 
own amendment, f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that it 
is the constant practice of the House to entertain 
motions to strike out a certain part of a bill with- 
out the amendment being reduced to writing. | 

Mr. MALLORY. I suggest that an amend- | 
ment must be reduced to writing. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order comes 
too late. Ifit had been made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky at the time he offered his amend- 
ment the Chair would have sustained it. [Laugh- 
ter.] y 

Mr. MALLORY. Can an amendment be out 
of order when itis offered and afterwards become 
in order? f 

The SPEAKER. It is the daily practice of 
the Hlouse to consider bills containing appropri- | 


- 


I demand the yeas and nays 


Mr. MALLORY. The Speaker of the House 
is very censurable for entertaining such a vague 
amendment. [Laughter.] ` 

The SPEAKER. That may-be. 


The yeas and nays were ordered on the amend- 


ment. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 17, nays 86; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. James C.Allen, Ancona, Chanler, Cox, 
Dawson, Denison, Eldridge, Hall, Harding, Knapp, Long, 
Mallory, William I. Miller, Morrison, Jolm ONeill, Ross, 
and Stiles—17. p 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, Ash- 
ley, Baily, Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, 
Beaman, Francis P. Blair, Jacob B, Blair, Blow, Boutwell, 
Boyd, Broomall, James S$. Brown, Ambrose W., Clark, 
Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, 
Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, 


Frank, Garfield, Gooeh, Griswold, Highy, Hotebkiss, John 
H. Hubbard, Hutehins, Jenekes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Kernan, Longyear, Marvin, MeAl- 
lister, MeBride, McClurg, Mefndoc, Samuel F. Miller, 
Moorhead, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, 
Norton, Charles ONeill, Orth, Perham, Pike, Price, Alex- 
ander H. Rice, Jobn H, Rice, James S. Rollins, Scofield, 
Shannon, Smith, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Stevens, Sweat, 
Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Blibu 
B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, 
Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—86. 

So theamendment was rejected. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. COBB stated that Mr. SLoan was detained 
from the House by extreme indisposition in nis 
family. 

Mr. FENTON announced that his colleague, 
Mr. Keitoce, had been called home on account 
of sickness in his family, and was paired with Mr. 
McKinyey. 

Mr. WILSON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Huxsanp, was detained from the House by sick- 
ness, and that if present he would have voted 
“no” on this question. 

Mr. COX. 1 desire vow to offer the amend- 
ment which I have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order 
now. 

Mr. COX. My colleague [Mr. Asnyxry] gave 
me the privilege of offering it. Lindieated to him 
my amendment before the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Mationry] indicated his. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asked the gen- 
tleman from Ohio (Mr. AsnLeY} to whom he 
yielded the floor, and he said that he yielded it 
to the gentleman from Kentucky. The amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] was 
not sent up to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. COX. | think that owing to this misap- 
prebension my colleague will allow my amend- 
ment to be voted on, j 

Mr. ASHLEY. I have another bill here to 
which my colleague can offer his amendment, 

Mr. COX. I prefer to offer it to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be done, the main 
question having been ordered. 

Mr. COX. The understanding on this side of 
the House wasthat we should have a vote uponit. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated distinctly 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Asuuey] re- 
fused to yield except to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. COX. That was after my colleague had 
agreed to accept my amendment; but 1 will not 
press it on my colleague. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ASHLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BENNET. I wish to call the attention of 
the House to a clerical omission in the second sec- 
tion of the bill just passed; and I ask unanimous 
consent to have it supplied. It is simply to add 
the words ‘to the place of beginning.” 

The SPEAKER. The omission cannot be sup- 
plied by unanimous consent, .The Chair has ex- 
amined the bill, and has no doubt that that is 
now the true intent and meaning of the bill. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed an act (No. 52) to provide for the sum- 
mary trial of minor offenses against the laws of 
the United States; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House. 


7 


_ The SPEAKER proceeded, asthe next busi ness 
in order, to call for reports’ on territorial business. 
Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Terri- 


tories,*reported a bill to enable the people of Ne- 
braska to form a constitution and State govern: ` 
ment, and for the admission of such State into the 
Union onan equal footing with the original States; ` 
which was read a first and second time. 7.’ 

The bill was.read in full. ; 

Mr. COX. - I move to amend by adding at the 
end of the first section the following: | > : 

Provided, That the said Territory shal} not be admitted 
as a State until Congress shail be satisfied by acensustaken 
under authority of Jaw that the population of said Perri- 
tory shalibe equal to that required as the ratio forone mem- 
ber of Congress under the present apportionment. 

Mr: BEAMAN. I move the previous question. _ 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; which was first on agree- 
ing to Mr. Cox’s amendment. i 

Mr. ELDRIDGE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 43, nays 72; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, James 8. Brown, Chanter, Cox, Dawson, Deni- 
son, Eldridge, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Herrick, Holman, 
Kalbfleisch, Kernan, Law, Long, Malory, Marcy, MAT- 
lister, MeDowell, Middleton, James R. Morris, Noble, 
Odell, John O'Neill, Pendleton, Perry, Pruyn, Rogers, 
James S. Rollins, Ross, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, 
Stiles, Strouse, Sweat, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Webster, 
Wheeler, and Yeaman—43. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
Jey, Baily, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Francis P, 
Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Blow, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomalt, 
Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Deming, Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, 
Fenton, Frank, Higby, Hooper, [Motchkiss, John H. Hub- 
bard, Kasson, Kelley, francis W. Kellogg, Longyear, Mar- 
vin, McBride, McClurg, MeIndoe, Samuel P. Mitier, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, 
F Norton, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Perham, Pike, Priee, Alex- 
ander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Scofield, Shannon, Smith, 
Smithers, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, ‘J'racy, up- 
son, Van Valkenburgh, Blihu B. Washburne, William B, 
Washburn, Whaley, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
bridge—72. ; 

So the amendment was rejected, 

During the roll-call, . 

Mr. PENDLETON stated that his colleagues, 
Messrs. McKinney, Jonnson,C. A. Warre, and 
J. W. Wurre, were paired off with other gentle- 
men. 

Mr. NORTON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Arnon, had been under the necessity of leaving 
the House on account of illness. 

The result was announced as above recorded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

r. ASHLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


< ; 

Mr. FENTON. Before the House proceeds 
to other territorial business, | ask consent to make 
a personal explanation. 

There was no objection. i 

Mr. FENTON. The explanation I desire to 
make is not personal to myself, but to a friend of 
mine.. ’ 

On the 27th of February the honorable gentle- 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Brair,] in his place on 
this floor, in a speech made by. him, read a letter 
written by Steptoe B. Taylor, which was pub- 
lished in the Baltimore American of February 2, 
reflecting upon the official conduct of Mr. H. A. 
Risley, the supervising special agent of the Treas- 
ury Department, alleging that he had given a 
permit to a notorious rebel blockade runner to 
transporta quantity of goods within the rebel lines 
in the counties of Northumberland and Lancaster, 
Virginia, under the trade regulations of the Treas- 
ury Department, an act which the gentleman from 
Missouri remarked would havesent any one other 
than a Treasury agent to FortLa Fayette. 

Now, sir, I am personally well acquainted with 
Mr, Risley; hecomes from my district; and I know 


; him to be a gentleman of high character, honor, 


and integrity. If I had been in my seat when the 
specch of the gentleman from Missouri was made, 
I should have interrupted him, and repelled any 
assault or charge upon him for official misconduet, 

I presume that it had not come within the ob- 
servation.of.the gentleman from Missouri that 
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this letter which “had appeared in the Baltimore 
American of February 2 was corrected very soon 
thereafter by Mr. Taylor himself, upon the re- 
ccipt of a letter from Mr. Risley. I ask that that 
letter may be read. 

‘The Clerk read, as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, February 3, 1864. 
Messrs. Editors Baltimore American: — ` 

My attenttón has been called to the communication of 
Steptoe B. Taylor, in the American of this morning, in 
which it is: stated that Samuel G. Miles, as the agent of 
another party, has cleared merchandise from Baltimore, 
with permission from Mr. Risley, the agent of the Treasury 
PYepartment,sanctioned by General Butler, to take the same 
within the rebel lines. 

Allow me to say that no person has at any time received 
authority from me, or from the Treasury Department, to 
transport merchandise within the rebel lines. 

Regulation VII, of the Treasury Department, concern- 
ing. commercial intercourse with and in the insurrectionary 
‘States, prescribes that “ commercial intercourse with local- 
ities beyond the lines of military occupation by the United 


States forces is strictly prohibited; and no permit will be | 


granted for the transportation of any property to any place 
under the control of insurgents against the United States.” 

No permission has becn given in violation of this regula- 
tion by me, or hy any officer of the Treasury Department, 
with my knowledge. 

Generals commanding departments have exclusive con- 
tro) beyond the lines of military occupation by United 
States forces, and whatever action has been taken by Gen- 
eral Butler in the way of supplying necessaries to the peo- 
ple of Lancaster and Northumberland counties, or bringing 
out their products and thus diminishing the supplies of the 
rebel army, he can doubtless justify on some ground of mil- 
itary expediency or necessity. H. A, RISLEY, 

Superintendent, Special Agent, fo. 
BALTIMORE, February 8, 1864. 

GENTLEMEN: You will confer on me a favor by publish- 
ing the following apology, which I desire to make to Hon, 
H.-A. Risley, special agent, &¢., Treasury Department. I 
said, ina former communication, “that the schooner Ann 
Hamilton, Captain Sterling, with Samuel G, Miles on board 
as the agent of another party, cleared from this port, &c., 


with permission from Mr. Risley.” I made this statenrent,. 


so far as Mr. Risley is concerned, on information received 
from a gentleman in whom I have every confidence, but E 
an perfectly satisficd now that-he was mistaken, (Mr. Ris 
ley'’s denial being perfeetly satisfactory to me;) and as I 
bave made the assertion through your paper, I desire to apol- 
ogize to him through the same, and i deeply regret that É 
should have been fed into such an error, thereby eausing 
me to bring a charge against him for that with whieh he 
had nothing to do, E will also state that L have (apart from 
Mr. Ristey4s assertion) received information which satisfies 
me that I was in error so far as he was concerned. 

But, Messrs. Editors, the said vessel and cargo did eltar 
from this port for the Great Wicomico river, Nortbumber- 
lang county, Virginia. Mr. Samuel G. Miles, who is ae- 


knowledged by every one who knows him to be a rebel. 
of the first water, did go in her as agent, and the district of 


country to which she has gone is 
risdiction, 

I think it also due General Butler that I should say that 
in a communication I received from bim in reference to 
this subject, he says, © { will have the matter of your eom- 
plaint investigated forthwith? T am sure he will do it. 

Very respectfully, &c., STEPTOE B. TAYLOR. 
Measrs. Editors of the Baltimore American, 

Mr. FENTON. This much [ deemed to be 
due to my friend, a faithful public officer and a 
gentleman in every social, private, and official 
relation, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. Tlic expla- 
nation just made by my friend from New York 
[Mr. Fewron] in regard to Mr, Risley may be 
proper, in view of the mannerin which the charges 

have been made, but certainly no such explana- 
tion can be deemed necessary by anybody who 
has ever known Mr. Risley. I have known this 
gentleman for many ycars as a man of the high- 
est character, probity, and intelligence, and I take 
great pleasure in adding my testimony in this be- 
half to that which has been so justly borne by 
the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Fuwron.] 

Mr. PRUYN. I wish to say in reference to 
Mr. Risley that 1 have had the pleasure of know- 
ing him for many years as a man of honor and 
integrity, and I should not pay the slightest re- 
gard to any charges made against him. I have 
no doubt they are utterly unfounded. 


TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 


Mr. BEAMAN. I desire now to withdraw the 
motion which is pending to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill to establish a territorial government 
for the Territory of Montana was referred to the 


itirely under rebel ju- 


Committce on Territories, and now report the bill | 


- back from that committee with amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The billis then before the 
House for its action. : 
Mr. KINNEY. Theamendments of the Com- 
mittee on Territories change the boundaries of 
this proposed Territory. [wish toinquire whether 
it takes anything from the Territory of Utah. 
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Mr. ASHLEY. Ifthe gentleman will look at 
the map he will see that it does not come within 
a hundred miles of Utah. - 

Mr. KINNEY. I understand it lies north of 
Utah. 

Mr. BEAMAN. It does notinterfere with the 
Territory of Utah at all. I now demand the pre- 
vious question upon the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I ask the consent 
of the gentleman to offer an amendment to the 
third section of the bill before the previous ques- 
tion is ordered upon it. | 

Mr. BEAMAN. I will hear the gentleman’s 
amendment. ae ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I desire to move 
the following to be added to the third section: 

Provided, That any of the officers now appointed under 
the act of March 3, 1863, for the Territory of Idaho, which 
is subdivided by this act. may without any new commis- 
sion be assigned by the President of the United States to 
the new Territory hereby created if he shall deem it expe- 
dient. Such designation shai! be equivalent in all things 
to the appointment authorized by this act. 


Mr. BEAMAN. Ihave no objection to that 
amendment being offered and a vote of the House 
taken upon it, and will withdraw the demand for 
the previous question for that purpose. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on 
Territories were agreed to. v 

Mr. SPALDING. I desire before the previous 
question is seconded upon the bill to say that I 
understand the Territory ‘of Idaho was only or- 
ganized during the last session of Congress, and 
that its organization is not in fact yet complete. 
And Lam ata loss to perceive why we are now 
called upon to make another Territory out of the 
Territory of Idaho, thus doubling the expenses 
of the management of that tract of country, If 
there is any good reason for this increase of our 
national expenses then Tam willing to vote for 
this bill, but until gentlemen give me some in- 
formation upon that subject I cannot so vote. 

Mr. STEVENS, Ihave listened to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, and ap- 
prove it for this reason: the President would 
have the power to transfer them; but he would 
have to send them again to the Senate to have 
new commissions. If he chooses to transfer those 


already appointed from Idaho to Montana witb-, 


out the delay consequent upon new commissions, 
I think that he should; at any rate he has the 
power. We know very well that in framing the 
original bill the capital is fixed at the extreme 
northwestern corner. F suppose that the officers 
appointed by this division will, in effect, no mat- 
ter where they reside, be thrown over into that 
part known as Idaho. If he chooses to retain 
any officers in Montana, and to appoint others 
in that ‘Territory, I can see no objection to his 
doing it. 

Mr. DAWES. You cannot by an act of Con- 
gress make the judges appointed for Idaho the 
judges for Montana. 

Mr. STEVENS. Territorial judges are en- 
tirely upona different footing from other judges. 

Mr. DAWES. I am aware of that; not in 
appointment, but in the duration of their service, 
arising from political considerations. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think it depends altogether 
on the act of Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. One of the great arguments 
against the fugitive slave law is that judges have 
been created by act of Congress. lt was argued 
before the Supreme Court of the United States by 
our political friends—I do not know whether they 
were the gentleman’s—as one reason why that 
law was unconstitutional, because judges were 
made by act of Congress, and not by nomination 
by the President and confirmed by the Senate. 

Mr. STEVENS. Territorial courts are con- 
gressional courts created by acts of Congress. 
This is a limit of jurisdiction and nothing else. 
Therefore there is nothing in the gentleman’s ar- 
gument, 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. BEAMAN. Mr.Spcaker, in reply to the 
gentleman from Obio [Mr. Sparpinc] in reference 
to the necessity and propriety of organizing new 
Territories, I will say that this Territory of Idaho 
is about three hundred and twenty square miles 
wide. The Territory is divided by the Rocky 
mountains. According to the best information I 
can getin reference to this question, it seems there 
are from forty to fifty thousand in the Territory. 
About seventeen thousand of these inhabitants are 


upon the east side of the mountains, the remain- 
der being upon the west side of the mountains. 
The seat of government at the present time Is upon 
the west side of the mountains, and nearly all of 
the officers of the Territory are there. > Now these 
seventeen thousand men upon the east side of the 
mountainsare without governmental organization 
of any kind whatever. Lam informed that mem- 
bers of the Legislature who were elected on the 
east side had fo travel seven hundred miles to get 
to the seat of government, — 

It is said that this mountain is dificult to pass, 
and that a large portion of itisimpassable. Here 
are seventeen thousand people, as I remarked be- 
fore, without a governmentat all. I aminformed 
by one of the judges of Idaho that notlong since, 
under orders ofa vigilance committee, the people 
hung twenty-one men. 

It is utterly impossible, sir, that government 
can be maintained on both sides of the mountain 
under the same organization with any degree of 
efficiency whatever, I am also informed that the 
population is increasing there very rapidly. Itis 
estimated by a gentleman with whom I have con- 
versed that by next midsummer there will be a 
hundred thousand people in this part of the Fer- 
ritory. Task the Clerk to read a memorial from 
the Territory of Idaho on this particular subject. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Memorial praying fora division of the Territory, and the 
erection of the eastern portion thereof into'a new Terri- 
tory to be called Jefferson Territory. 

To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 

of the United States, in Congress assembled. 

The memorial of the Legislative Assembly of the Terri- 
tory of Idaho would respectfully represent: 

T. hat the great extent of the Territory, and its inter- 
section by ranges of mountains, the trails across and through 
which are, in the season when the Legislative Assembly 
should convene, obstructed Uy snow, renders it in all cases 
dificult and hazardous, and in some impossible, for the 
members of that body’ to meet at any point on cither side of 
the mountains. 

2. hat the Territory is naturally divided north and south 
by the great chain of the Roeky mountains, the Cour De 
Luce and Bitter Root mountains, which present an almost 
insurmountable barrier to communication between the in- 
habitants of the eastern and western portions for at least 
six months in the year, and will prevent the inhabitants of 
that portion in which the capital may not be located from 
being properly represented in Legislature. 

3. ‘The mining and agricultural interests of the eastern 
portion of the ‘lerritury are being greatly aud constantly 
developed, and the population is rapidly increasing, amount- 
ing now toabout filteen or twenty thousand, whose inter- 
ests would be greatly subserved by such a division, and who 
elected loyal men to the first Legislative Assembly, pledged 
to support this memorial, 

‘Therefore, your memorialists would respectfully ask your 
honorable bodies to erect the eastern portion of the Terri- 
tory of Idaho intoa new Territory to be called Jefferson 
Territory, recommending the following as the dividing line 
between the two ‘Territories : commencing at a point where 
the summit of the main chain of the Rocky mountains inter- 
sects the southern boundary of the Territory of Idaho; 
thence northerly along said summit to where it intersects 
the one hundred aud thirteenth meridian of longitude ; 
thence north along said meridian of longitude to where it 
again intersects the summit of said chain of mountains, 
north of latitude 47° ; thence northerly along said summit to 
the forty-ninth parallel of latitude. 

Passed the Council December 22, A. D. 1863, 

Passed the House of Representatives December 23, 1863, 

JAMES LOFTS, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
JOSEPH MILLER, 
President of the Council. 

Approved December 30, 1863. 

WILLIAM B. DANIELS, 
Acting Governor of Idaho Territory. 

I certify that the foregoing is a true copy of an original 
memorial passed by the Legislative Assembly of the Ter- 
ritory of Idaho now in session. 

In witness whereof I have hercunto set my hand and 
fx. s] afixed the seal of the Territory of idaho this 2d 

"4 day of January, A. D. 1864. 

WILLIAM B. DANIELS, 
Secretary of Idaho Territory. 

Mr. WILSON. With the permission ofthe gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Braman] I will say 
one word. I hope the House will not indulge in 
any such absurdity as that of the pending amend- 
ment, It does seem to me there can be no ques- 
tion as to its impropriety and our want of power, 
The Constitution makes this provision in relation 
to the President: 

t“ He shall have power, by and with the advice and con- 


| sent of the Senate, fo make treaties, provided two thirds 


of the Senators present concur; and hg shall nominate, 
aud by and with the advice und consent of the Senate shall 
appoint, embassadors, other public ministers and consuls, 
judges of the Supreme Conrt, and all other officers of the 
United States, whose appointments are not herein other- 
wise provided for, and which shail be established by law; 
but the Congress may by law vest the appointment of such 
inferior officers as they think proper in the President alone, 
in the courts of law, or in the lcads of Departments.” 
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Tt does seem to me we are creating, by this bill, 


public offices. Weare establishing them by law; 
and the only wayin which they can be filled prop- 
erly, and in accordance-with the Constitution, is 
by nomination to the Senate by the President. If 
the judges appointed for the Territory of Idaho 
shouldassume to actin the Territory of Montana, 
and their right to so act should be questioned in 
any way, the evidence would be the commission. 
When the commission is produced we find the 
judge isa judge of Idaho, and not a judge of Mon- 
tana, unless we have the right to create judges in 
the Territories. And if we have, in the manner 
which this amendment provides, then we may, ina 
bill creating the Territory, name certain gentlemen 
as judges, and make them judges by our own legis- 
lative act, We may create any number of judges 
ia a given Territory, and then the President may 
parcel them out to other Territories. 

Ido not know what cause there is for asking 
an amendment of this kind, unless it be for the 
benefit of some gentlemen who happen to reside 
in that portion of Idaho embraced within the Ter- 
ritory of Montana. But we cannot afford to set 
a precedent of that kind in order to accommodate 
any gentleman who wants to hold an office in the 
Territory of Montana. Letthe responsibility rest 
with the President, and lethim select. Ifa gen- 
tleman does not wish to be a judge in Idaho he 
can resign. ‘The President may appoint him for 
Montana. Let us not in this indirect, and in my 
judgment unconstitutional, way, scek to arrive at 
an end which the Constitution requires shall be 
done in ove particular way and no other. 

_ Mr. BEAMAN demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr, ASHLEY. [ask my friend to withdraw 
that call for a moment. 

Mr. BEAMAN, I withdraw it. 

Mr, ASHLEY. I want to answer the point 
made by my colleague from Ohio as to the neces- 
sity for the organization of this Territory. In the 
first place the Legislature of the Territory of Ida- 
ho petitioned Congress to make this division, and 
the Delegate from the Territory consents to the 
division, ‘The Rocky mountains are impassable 
three fourths of the year to the people living on 
the eastern slope of those mountains. In the 
Rocky mountains, and in the valley east of the 
Bitter Root mountains, the large gold regions dis- 
covered in Idaho are found. Emigrants are flock- 
ing there by thousands, and to-day there are from 
eighteen to thirty thousand people there without 
an organized government. 

Now, sir, 1 claim as a matter of economy, to 
say nothing about justice and the imperative obli- 
gation resting upon Congress to protect its citi- 
zens, it is better to erect not only this Territory 
but other Territories. IT have been out in that 
western country, and I know the pilgrim going 
over those immense plains and descrts makes his 
line for the capital of the Territory. Itis the point 
around which the civilization of the Territory cen- 
ters; it is the point from which the emigrant re- 
ceives protection; and I can tell this House that 
if the northern part of Dakota had been organized 
into a territorial government, with proper territo- 
rial officers, at the head of the Red River of the 
Worth, we should not have had that terrible mas- 
sacre of the citizens of Minnesota which we had 
last year. 

You cannot more cheaply and more economi- 
cally govern those Indians than by having your 


‘Territories cut up, and your Governors appointed | 
to superintend and take charge of those Indians. | 


‘They yield readily to the authority lodged in these 
temporary governments. It was my fortune a 
year and a halfago to be tn the Territory of Col- 
orado. While there the Governor appointed and 
held a meeting with the Indians, at which I was 
present; and Tam satisfied that that meeting pre- 
vented a war which would have cost this country 
ten times as much as it will cost to keep that Ter- 
ritory in an organized state. There can be no 
greater act of injustice to our own people, and 
certainly no more unwise course of economy,than 
that which permits our citizens to go into this Ter- 
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ritory without having any government, thereby 
forcing them to the necessity of having vigilance 
committees to protect themselves, und creating 
that condition of affairs which we have to-day 
east of the Rocky mountains in that part of the 
Territory proposed to be erected into the Terri- 
tory of Montana. 

Now, sir, I hope that this penny-wise and 
pound-foolish policy which has taken possession 
of some gentlemen will not prevent them voting 
for this bill. Iam very sure that they would not 
voteagainst itif they had been over that region of 
the country as I have been. The cost of a terri- 
torial government is about twenty thousand dol- 
lars a year. Some three months ago fifteen or 
twenty of our citizens, who were descending the 
Yellow Stone river, were murdered and robbed 
of over one hundred thousand dollars ingold. If 
there had been a territorial government estab 
lished in Montana no such tragedy would have 
been enacted, 

Let a man start from one of the western States 
to go westward, and, as the T'erritories are now 
organized, he has to travel over six hundred miles 
before he reaches a point where he can have Gov- 
ernment protection. I hold that it is the highest 
duty of the Government to protect its citizens, 
especially in a Territory like this, which is de- 
veloping the rich mineral resourees of the coun- 
try, so as toenable the Government to pay some- 
thing of its enormousdebtin gold. Lhopel have 
satisfied my friend from Ohio of the necessity for 
the organization of this Territory. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I have buta word 
to say as to the point raised by the gentleman 
from Iowa, [Mr. Wavson.] As I understand, 
there are already judges, commissioned by the 
Government, who exercise jurisdiction through- 
out this entire Territory of Idaho, from which it 
is proposed now to subtract the new Territory 
of Montana. . 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the gentleman from New 
York whether this bill does not create a new court, 
and thereby ercate a new jurisdiction. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. It does. 

Mr. WILSON. Then of course these judges, 
as judges of Idaho, cannot have jurisdiction un- 
less we provide that the jurisdiction of the court 
of Idaho shall extend to the Territory of Mon- 
tana. But if we create a new court in the Terri- 


“tory of Montana we create a new jurisdiction, 


and must have new judges. b 
Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Ido notsce that 
it is necessary in this way to legislate the judges 
out of their present jurisdiction. We establish 
a new court, and, instead of extending their ju- 
risdiction, we simply restrict it. Of course the 
appointing power of the Government will com- 
mission new judges. 1 can sce no difficulty aris- 
ing on that point. ; í 

Mr.BEAMAN. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; which was first on Mr. 
Davis’s amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of fllinois. I desire to 
ask the gentleman from Michigan whether this 
amendment meets the approval of the Committee 
on Territories. 

Mr.BEAMAN. No, sir. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and 
it was rejected. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr.COX. Before the question is taken on the 
passage of the bill, I desire to say that ido notlike 
the proposed name of this new Territory. [donot 
know whether it is Spanish, French, or English. 

Mr. ASHLEY. l is a Spanish word, mean- 
ing mountainous. 

Mr.COX. LIknow. Bat lask the gentleman 
whether he cannot give ita name that will be a 
little more significant. Cannot he give it some 
Indian name? aTe | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. [ suggest 
that the gentleman from Ohio propose that it shall 


be called Abyssinia. [Laughter.] 


Mr. COX. Oh, no; that is-not.the right cole 
I was about to suggest a copper-colored name for 
it. Tam in earnest about having this. Territory 
properly named. I do not think that ‘there 
gentleman present who, on reflection, will’ no 
concede that this name has no signification ap- 
plied to a Territory which lies almost entirely 
east of the mountains. ee 

Mr. BEAMAN. What name does the 
man from Ohio propose for it? 

Mr. COX. I suggest an Indian name—Sho- 
shone, if my colleague [Mr. Asuiey] will tell me 
what that means. 


gentle- 


Mr. BENNET. It means snakes. - [Laugh- 
ter.] < À 

Mr. COX. I believe it means copperheads. 
[Laughter.] 


Mr. BEAMAN. The gentlemen particularly 
interested in the name are, as I understand, en- 
tirely satisfied with it. a 

Mr. COX. Ido not legislate on` the satisfac- 
tionof other people. I should like this Territory: 
to be properly named; and T think the gentleman 
might indicate some name that will be more ap- 
propriate than this. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is at a stage now 
when an amendment can be offered only by unan- 
imous consent. The bill has been read the third 
time, and the question now is upon its passage. 

Mr, COX. iÍ understand that the Legislature 
has asked that the new Territory shall be called 
“ Jefferson.” ; 

Rad ASHLEY. Oh, well, we are opposed to 
that. 

Mr. COX. Opposed to Jefferson! I propose 
then that we name the new Territory, by unani- 
mous consent, ‘* Douglas Territory.’ I think 
the gentlemen opposite will agree to that. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Oh, no; we cannot do that. 

Mr. PRUYN. In reference to the name of the 
Territory, I will say that I was told by the Gov- 
ernor of Idaho, who has recently departed for 
that Territory, that with reference to the physical 
features of the country the names ought to be re- 
versed. I know nothing aboutit myself. Isup- 
posed that some gentleman here would have been 
prepared to make some motion on the subjeotif the 
name had not been clianged in the committee.. I 
am told that no such change has been made. I 
was informed by the recently appointed Gavern- 
or, Mr. Lyon, that, with reference to the features 
of the country, the names agreed upon. by the 
committee for these two Territories ought to be 
reversed. 

Mr. BEAMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. 
l cannot yield farther. ; 

Mr.COX. One wordonly. Jproposed to call 
this Territory ‘ Douglas,” because } thought it 
would suit the other side of the House as wellas 
this; you have got your Frederick Douglass, and 
we upon this side had a white man, whom we rev- 
erenced, by that name. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I desire to made a sugges- > 
tion to the gentleman from Ohio, and it is this: 
I think every father hasa right to name his own 
child, and as this bill is the progeny of the Com- 
mittee on Territories [ think they have a right 
to name it. [do not understand that the gentle- 
man from Ohio has any business in that thing at 
all, Itisa family matter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BEAMAN. I think it is very well chris- 
tened, and I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was passed. 

Mr. BEAMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. . 

Mr, BEAMAN moved toamend the title of the 
bill by adding thereto the words ‘and for other 
purposes.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


‘SALARIES OF TERRITORIAL JUDGES. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, reported a bill +o equalize the salaries of 
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the jadges of the several” érritories of the United 


The, bill was.read, It provides that the annual 
walary of the chief justice and associate justices 
ofeach of the Territories of the United States shall 
he: equalized, by taking the gross amount paid 
‘annually. to-each of, the’ judges: inthe. organized 
'Perritories and. dividing the sum thus obtained 
hy. the number. of Territories, and. the dividend, 
whatever it may be, from and after the expira- 
tion of the present fiscal year, shall be the salary 
to be paid .to.each of. the judges of the United 
States ‘Territories. 

Mr, STEVENS, Iwould like to ask the gen- 
teman what the effect of this bill will be upon the 
„present salaries of these judges? 

Mr. ASHLEY... It equalizes them. 

Mr. STEVENS, Does itequalize them down 
or up? [Laughter] |. 

Mr ASHLEY. “Lt equalizes them ; but it nei- 
ther increases nor diminishes the gross amount. 
Mr. STEVENS. Then jt must reduce some. 
Mr. ASHLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEVENS. Who do you take off from? 
Mr. BENNET. Iwil state, if the gentleman 


from Ohio will permit me, that in three of the Ter- į 


ritories—Nevada, Colorado, and Dakota—the sal- 
aries of the judges are $1,800 each. ln the other 
Territories the salaries are $2,500 each. In the 
three Territories first named the judges have a 
large amount of business to do, and especially in 
Nevada and Colorado, which are mining coun- 
tries. The object of the bill is not to increase the 
gross amount of money drawn from the Treasury 
to pay. the territorial judges, but to equalize the 
“salaries to perhaps $2,200 to each judge. 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 would ask whether it is 
intended to reduce the salaries of the judges now 
appointed? 

Mr. ASHLEY. After the expiration of this 
fiseal year. 

Mr. STEVENS.. Lthink we had better let this 
bill lie over and soak alittle. [Laughter.] Ht is 
a profligate bill, 

Mr. ASHLEY. I withdraw the report. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. RICH, of Maine, from the Committee on 
Territories, reported a bill making appropriations 
for public buildings in the Territories of Colorado, 
Nevada, Dakota, Idaho, Arizona, and Montana, 
and, for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time by its title.. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to aquestion of order. 
This bill seems to make large appropriations, aud 
must be first considered in a Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. [donot propose to con- 
sider it in the House. I move that it be referred 
tothe Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Hlinois. 
ask a single question, 
ions for public buildings no appropriation is made 
for a penitentiary in Nebraska. desire to know 
why-Nebraska is left out. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
Nebraska is a State. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. 


I wish to 


Not yet. 


Mr. STEVENS. Ithought we had just made | 


a State out of it. 
Mr. RICE, of Maine. .' The bill for that pur- 
pose has not yet become alaw. If my amend- 
ment is deemed necessary to the bill to provide 
for Nebraska the bill can be so amended in com- 
mittee, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hhinois. 


House rejected thatamendment. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair will state for the 
information of the Committee on Territories that 
if the bill be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union it will be a spe? 
cial order for to-day, but if it is not disposed of 


to-day it will lose its position as a special order. | 
Mr. RICE, of Maine. -Lunderstand that. Ido: 


not, however, expect to dispose of the bill to-day. 


} propose to allow discussion upon it, and when | 
we come back in the House J will then ask that ! 


it be assigned as a special order for three weeks 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. RICE, of Meine. f now move that the 


“pill be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
|-the state-of the Union. As 


| thatof State manhood commence. Depravity and 


I see that in these provis- į 


i that a republican Government, secuting to the 
Why, E understand that į 


Pl It will be: 
recollected that an appropriation was voted in in į 
committee fora penitentiary in Nebraska, but the | 
| to the opinions of others, and ina spirit of inquiry | 


| these governments with a view to change, [may 


-The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. 1 move that the rules 
be-suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ot 

The motion was agreed to 

So’ the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Perry in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill just referred to the committee making certain 
territorial appropriations. 

The first reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

Mr. KINNEY. Mr. Chairman, Delegates are 
to a great extent dependent upon the courtesy and 
liberality of the House for such legislation as their 
Territories require. With no vote in this body, 
with no one in the other branch of the national 
Congress directly interested in measures of legis- 
lation affecting the welfare of their people, we 
look to you witli a feeling and hope not.unlike 
that which actuates the child when addressing the 
parent, asking for food and clothing for the nour- 
ishment and protection of the body. Indeed, sir, 
the relation of the Territory to the parent Gov- | 
ernment may not inaptly be compared to that ex- 
isting between the child and a parent. You, sir, 
breathed us into existence; by your legislation 
were we created; by your bestowments do we 
as an organization maintain our territorial gov- 
ernment. ‘The Federal Government, as our pre- 
siding head, appoints our officers and appro- 
priates the money for paying our executive, legis- 
lative, and judicialexpenses. All this, yea, more, 
kindness, attention to, and respect for our lesser 
wants, are all due from the parent Government 
during our minority. >- 

But, Mr. Chairman, as the child growing into 
manhood naturally feels restive under restraint, 
humiliated by control, desiring to be freed from | 
servicnt obligation, and Lo exchange it for the full 
liberty of noble, dignified manhood, so with Ter- 
ritories; after passing through the restraints of 
youth and arriving atthe full status of State man- 
hood, they naturally long for the liberty, the in- 
dependence, and blessings which alone are to be 
found in providing for their own wants and main- 
taining their own existence. 

But, sir, territorial relation is unlike that of the 
child in this: there is no preseribed time of service 
due to the parent Government. While the son, at 
the age of cighteen years, may be physically and 
mentally qualified for the stern datics oflife, he still 
owes allegiance to the parent until he attains the 
mature age of “twenty-one. Not so with the 
Territory. No time is fixed, either bythe Consti- 
tution or law or by any well-settled rule, when the | 
relation of territorial dependence shall cease and 


crime have made it necessary to ordain govern- 
ments, enact, administer, and enforce law, that 
the guilty may be punished and thereby the inno- | 
centprotected. Experience, however, has proved | 


people the largest possible amountof liberty con- | 
sistent with protection to life, liberty, and prop- | 
erty, is better adapted to the wants, prosperity, 
and happiness of man, than any other that has 
ever been devised. Such a Government.did our 
fathers ordain for us, and it is to be fervently 
hoped that summary and retributive punishment 
will speedily overtake those who are endeavoring 
to destroy it. | 
But, Mr. Chairman, it has well been questioned 
whether a territorial form of government, suchas | 
now oxists, is consistent with the principles of our | 
republican Government as established under the | 
Federal Constitution. With becoming deference | 


which only secks to expose the trae character of 


be permitted to examine them by the lights which | 
the history of the conatry and the principles of | 


the Constitution afford. 


The rule among jurists in construing junior 
statutes is to inquire, first, what was the old law; 


second, what was the mischief complained of, and |) 
i third, what was the remedy intended or provided || 
|| by the subsequent statute? 
from to-day. I move now that the bill be printed. || 


Letusapply this rule | 


i 
f 
in construing our Constitution or fori of Federal | 
i 
} 


| Government. What, then, was the old law under 
ia ` A : : e 
| the colenjal government? Fanswer, taxation with- í 


out representation and the appointment of officers 
to rule over the people without their consent. 

What was the mischief complained of? Sim- 
ply the oppressive and despotic tendency of such 
unjustlaws, the enactment by the British Parlia- 
ment of statutes for the government of the colo- 
nies without allowing them either voice or vote 
in the forum enunciating the law, and the appoint- 
ment of men to office in, the colonies from Great 
Britain who had no interest in common with the 
people. f 

Mr. Chairman, the war of the Revolution was 
fought to get rid of this kind of government im- 
posed upon the colonies, to destroy the divine right 
of kings to rule over the people without their 
consent, to establish free government, with tax- 
ation and representation inseparably united, and 
to give the people (the source of power) the right 


to choose their own officers, especially those in- 
trusted with the law-making power. This, I re- 


peat, was the remedy intended for the mischief, 
under the old régime, by the fathers of the Revo- 
lution. The appeal to the God of battles was not 
in vain. The weaker became the stronger party. 
The divine right of man to govern himself tri- 
umphed; and our republican Government was 
established, the Federal Constitution wasadopted, 
an elective Congress created, but clothed with 
certain well-defined powers, and prohibited from 
the exercise of any but those that were delegated. 

In looking into the Constitution, however, we 
find no express power conferred upon Congress to 
organize territorial governments. As Congress 
derives all of its powers from the Constitution, it 
follows, as a necessary sequence, that it must be 
confined in its legislation to the exereise of only 
such as are therein enumerated. But it has been 
said that the power lurks in the second section of 
the fourth article of the Constitution: 

“The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States.” 

By this section Congress may do two things: 
first, dispose of the territory, that is, the land, 
alienate the title to the soil; second, make need- 
ful rules and regulations respecting the territory, 
the land, the timber, the manner of alienation, 
I believe in no place else in the Constitution is the 
word ‘territory’? used. Here itis used as prop- 
erty, clearly so, as the words ‘ other pro erty,” 
immediately following, determine its signification, 
and force the mind to the conclusion that it was 
intended in that sense, and in that sense alone. 
Territorial governments are the “rules and regu- 
lations” for the people, and not for the territory; 
and as the people are not property, you cannot 
rely upon this clause in the Constitution as the 
basis of the power for their government. 

But itis said that with the right to acquire is 
coupled the right to govern. This is true when 
applied in a military sense; but how can it be true 
in a legislative sense, providing Congress derives 
all of its authority from the enumerated powers 
of the Constitution, and providing the power to 
govern by the formation of territorial govern- 
ments is nowhere conferred ? 

The first section of the first article of the Con- | 
stitution is as follows: . 

“All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in 
a Congress of the United States, which shall consist of a 
Senate and House of Representatives.” 

The words “ herein granted” confine Congress 
in its legislation within the scope of the specified 
powers thereinexpressed. But not to dwell; grant 
that the power is derived from the Constitution, 
it follows that your territorial courts, created by 
act of Congress, based upon the Constitution, 
should be organized as provided in the first sec- 
tion of the third article. Itreadsas follows: 

“T'he judicial power of the United States shall be vested 
in one Supreme Court and such inferior courts as the Con- 
gress may (rom time to time ordain and establish. ‘The 
judges both of the supreme and inferior courts shall hold 
their offices during good behavior.” 

Congress derives its power to establish inferior 
courts from a clause in the eighth section of the 
firstarticle, among the enumerated powers, to wit: 
“to constitute tribunals inferior to the Supreme 
Court;” but section one of the third article above 
cited, vests the judicial power of the United States 
in the supreme and such inferior courts as Con- 
gress may ordain and establish, and the judges 
thereof shall hold their offices during good beha- 
vior. All territorial courts established by Con- 
gressare United States courts. ‘The judicial power 
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of the United States is in part vested in these 
courts. The only power to ordain them that Con- 
gress has is derived from the Constitution. Yet, 
strange to say, the law creating these territorial 
courts as the judicial department of the territorial 
government provides for the appointment of the- 
judges for four years; and who does not know | 
that it has been and is the practice of the Presi- 
dent to remove these judges at pleasure? 

It follows, then, that if we look to the Consti- 
tution for the authority for these territorial gov- 
ernments we are in doubt, trouble, and embar- 
rassment, and Iam ata loss to find the source of 
power except we resort to that full and overflow- 
ing fountain, the Dred Scott decision. 

My only object in calling the attention of the 
House to the constitutional question involved is 
that the difficulty may be obviated by admitting 
those Territories as soon as possible. dfthe ques- 
tion Is asked, How are the people to be governed 
prior to admission into the Union? I answer in 
the language ofarticles nine and ten of the Amend- 
ments to the Constitution: ; 

“Arr, 9, The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain 
rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others 
retained by the people. 

“ Arr. 10, ‘Che powers not delegated to the United States 
by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are 
reserved to the States respectively, or to the people.?? 

Bat, sir, these territorial governments once es- 
tablished, whatistheir character? Are they repub- 
lican? Not, Mr. Chairman, if you mean by the 
word republican the right of the people to elect 
thelr own rulers. [said in the commencement 
„that it had been gravely questioned whether our 
territorial governments were consistent with the 
principles of our republican government. Our 
fathers fought to get rid of the old law—-officers || 
to rule over them without their consent, taxation 
without representation—and it has been generally 
understood, perhaps erroneously, that they were 
successful; that they planted upon American soil 
republican liberty, taxation and representation, 
both growing upon the same stalk, and self-gov- 
ernment, free and universal suffrage among the 
people, as the most precious fruits of the Revolu- 
tion. : 

But howisit with your territorial governments? 
Tanswer, mere colonies, occupying much thesame 
relation to the General Government as the colo- 
nies did to the British Government prior to the 
Revolution. You give them the form of a gov- 
ernment, but withhold from the people the right 
of the elective franchise. Youapooint their Gov- 
ernor, their secretary, their judges, their marshal, 
and their district attorney, and too often impose 
these officers upon them from a class of men who 
have no interest in common with the people, and 
know nothing of the trials and struggles of their 
infant settlement. Aside from this anti-repub- 
lean feature, itis a serious hardship to the people 
of our western ‘Territories, who are forming the 
nucleus of mighty States. Bold and enterprising, 
full of adventure and intelligence, the hardy pio- 
neer turns his back upon the refinements of civ- 
ization, and with his family penetrates the un- 
explored West, and there establishes the found- 
ation of a great empire which in a few years is 
destined to make you powerful among the nations 
of the earth. Who can, who dare deny them 
the right secured to them, as was supposed, by 
their fathers, that of selecting from their number 
their own men to administer the affairs of the 
new colony? Butsuch has not been the practice 
of the Government. 

It is said they have the right to elect members to 
the Legislature to form their own laws. Thisis 
true; but of what avail is this right in the Terri- 
tory I represent when the Governor, who is ap- 
pointed by the President and the Senate, has an 
absolute veto upon all of their legislation? ‘The 
members tothe Council and House, maybe unan- 
imously choses by the people, understanding their 
local wants, may pass without a dissenting vote in 
either branch such bills as the interests of their 
constituents may require, and when sent to the | 
Governor, who is fresh from some of ournorthern 
s unless it mect with his royal sanction their |! 
gislation is allin vain. He is noteven required |! 
to veto the bill and return it to the House from 4 
whence it originated, with his objections. Itmust 
be approved by him or it cannot become a law. 
Hence he has only to deposit the billin his capa- 
cious pocket, treat the Legislature with supreme 
contempt, as his negative power overcomes and | 


| vides as follows: 


| hereby assume the dire 


i public debt, and for other purposes, approved August 5, 


overrides the united action of an entire legislative 
body. So arbitrarily was this power exercised } 
over the legislation of Utah during the session of 
1862-63 that only two bills of a general nature, 
and they unimportant, met with executive favor. 
The vital legislation of that session, the appropri- 


j ation and other important bills, passed during a 


session of forty days, were summarily ignored 
by “ his Excellency,” and that, too, without even 
deigning to stoop from the giddy height of guber- 
natorial elevation to return the bills to the Legis- 
jature with his objections. 

Mr. Chairman, the very first cause of complaint 
against King George by our fathers, as recorded 
in the Declaration of Independence, is the follow- 


ing: 

“ He has refused his assent to laws the most wholesome 
and necessary for the public good.” 

Comment is unnecessary. The analogy is too 
striking; and I leave it for the future historian to 
determine the respective merits of George IH and 
Stephen S. Harding, late Governor of Utah. 

But I have referred to the causes of the Revo- 
lution, and,as one of those, taxation without rep- 
resentation. Do the people of Territories pay a 
tax? Most certainly, upon all foreign articles 
which they consume they pay the same tax as the 
people of States according ‘to their consumption. 
Have they any representation in the Congress, 
where the tax upon foreign imports islevied? Not 
at all, sir. It is true that each Territory is al- 
lowed a Delegate in Congress; but he hasno vote 
and cannotrecord the will of his constituents upon 
any of those questions of legislation that may be 
pending seriously affecting their interests. It is 
the right to vote that constitutes representation, 
and without this right there is no proper repre- 
sentation. Why is this representation denied the 
peopleof the Territories? | answer, first, because 
territorial governments were not provided for in 
the Constitution. Second, because the second 
section of the first article of the Constitution pro- 


“Representation and direet taxes shall be apportioned 
among the several States which may be inchided within 
this Union, according to their respective numbers,” &e. 

Is it not a little strange, Mr. Chairman, that 
while you deny us representation because of this 
inhibition, or rather because of this inclusion of 
States as alone entitled to representation, you 
levy a direct tax upon the Territories which is 
equally forbidden in the same sentence? ‘ Rep- 
resentation and direct taxes shall be apportioned 
among the several States.” Fence ‘Territories 


never have been represented by vote in Congress, 
and cannot be while this section remains. But 
representation and direct taxation are conjoined 
in the sentence, and if by it Territories are ex- 
cluded from representation are they not alike 
excluded from direct taxation? Butso far as the 
people I represent are concerned, when your di- 
rect tax was assessed against them they raised 
no constitutional question; they made no objec- 
tion; they did not stop to inquire whether it was 
constitutional or not. It was enough for them to 
know that the nation was struggling to put down 
a rebellion whose gigantic proportions had no 
parallel in history; and, true to their impulses of 
loyalty, they at once assumed the payment of this 
tax by an act of the Legislative Assembly, as fol- 
lows: 

“ Peit enacted by the Governor and Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory of Utuh, ‘Phat the said Territory does 
tax apportioned to said Territory, 
agreeably to an act of Congress entitied ‘An act to provide 
ipereased revenue from imports, to pay interest on the 


hat rhe Governor of the Territory so notify 


ary of the "Pr 


1861; l 


This tax has been collected from the people 
without objection or complaint. 

But, Mr. Chairman, to pass to another branch of 
my subject. Probably no settlement has ever been 
made ox this continent under more painful cir- 
cumstances than those attending the first settle- 
mentin Utah. T will not pause at this time to 
relate the tragic story; to recount their wrongs; 
to describe the patient suffering of Ue people, as 
they slowly journeyed, the aged, the sick, the in- 
firm, across an unexplored country, (twelve hun- 
dred miles of it through hostile tribes of Indi 
until they pevetrated, and, worn down with ex- Í 
posure and fatigue, halted ia the very center ofthe 
great western desert. Nor siop to teji you how 


s 


zi 
3) || 
Li 


| here, with provisions exhausted, they, ina halt 


famished. condition, subsisted, until: they raised 
the first crop, upon roots.dug from the mountains, 
or how at times they were compelled to eat.the 
hide that was taken from the faithful ox:that had 
been their companion in toil. I will not ask you 
to go with me in imagination over the road which 
they first made across the continent, and:which 
if all trace were obliterated-could still be readily 
found by the graves left-behind, standing as lone- 
ly, solitary milestones, to remind the traveler as 
he journeys from east to west, and passes these 
mournful monuments of their sufferings, how.crucl 
it was to drive loyal American citizens from 
American soil, All this, yed, more,.the patient 
spirit of the people under greater sufferings, more 
terrible affliction,. pledges broken, property de- 
stroyed, life taken, have all passed into history, 
and the picture of persecution and cruelty will 
some day startle the student as we are startled in 
reading the history of the Reformation in the six- 
teenth century. f 

But, Mr. Chairman, while I would avoid the , 
history of their complaints, preferring to cicatrize 
and heal up an old and painful wound, inflicted 
without cause, I must be permitted to speak of 
the history of their achievements. The historyof 
the settlement of Utah ‘is full of interest... The 
development, thus far, of the country has been 
attended with wonderful results. Inthe summer 
of 1847, the pioneer company reached the Valley 
of the Great Salt Lake, and on the 24th day of 
July,a day which will be ever memorable ‘in 
their history as the day of their deliverance from 
long, weary marches across the . plains, they 
prostrated themselves before that divine, Power 
that had preserved them not only from their-ene- 
mies but from the tomahawk and scalping-knife 
of the savage, and offered up the gratitude of 
humble hearts for the safe asylum afforded them 
in the chambers of the mountains. ‘The country 
was, in all respects, forbidding. The heavens 
withheld the carly and latter rain, The ground 
was parched and baked with heat and drought, 
and the eye rested upon naught save rugged 
mountains, sterile and arid valleys. The Indian 
held undisputed control, and no evidences were 
to be found that civilization had ventured so far 
into the secret caves of the mountains. With 
provisions exhausted, near fifteen hundred miles 
from cultivated fields, far, far into the interior, 
from all supplies, with mountains~over their. 
heads and a desert beneath their feet, it is not 
strange to suppose that the mind naturally wan- 
dered back to the comfortable homes, the result 
of their own industry, of which they had been 
deprived in the country~of their-birth. They 
were now in a foreign land, standing upon for- 
eign soil, in a Mexican province. Still, the old 


‘stars and stripes were flung to the breeze, and 


appeared even more glorious and beautiful than 
usual on this the day of a new era in their his- 
tory. But, Mr. Chairman, all were not there, 
Some had fallen by the wayside, not able to en- 
dure the exposure and hardship which the fate of 
cruel circumstances had forced upon them, The 
babe slept quietly upon the plains. The aged - 
father had fallen—the old, familiar staff, unable 


i longer tosustain its burden. The youthful maid- 


en, unaccustomed to such hardships, had yielded 
her frail form to the kind deliverer, and the heart- 
broken parents performed the last solemn cere- 
mony by gathering up stones and placing them 
over her resting-place, to protect the form, that 
was still beautiful in death, from the ravages. of 
the American hyena. : 

But aside from those who had fallen victims 
upon the plains, there were those that were living 
who would have been glad to have been permitted 


; to associate with their friends and brethren on an 


occasion so interesting as the one Í have men- 
tioned—the arrival of the pioneers in the Valley 
of the Great Salt Lake. ‘There were five hundred 
of these brave, hardy, and stalwart men, who 
were almost indispensable to the formation of a 
settlement in this new country that seemed to 
mock in derision the efforts of man to subdue and 
reclaim it. ‘Phe future home of those. men was 
here. Their families were here. Their interests, 


| hopes of the future, and all that was dear to them 


in life clustered around and were associated with 
the pionceys in their ¢fforts to establish a colony 
on the west side of the Wasatch range of the 
Rocky mountains. Why was it that these five 
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nien were hot present at the **dedica- 
id they linger behind? “Oly, not “Had 
éd false to: their faith, and deserted it in 
hour of danger and Arial? Not at all, sir. 


yed. 
2r: 


and after they had traveled across unset- 

owa With the flag which now floateso proudly 

x the pioneer camp, borne at the head of their 

edlumn, and after they had gone into tents on the 

fethe Missouri river, an order'came from 
resident of the United States asking them to 

u nis five hundred men as voluriteers to assist 

CFn preserving the honor of the nation in a war 

“with a foreign: Power. . 

As‘ pertinent to this piece of history; I bave 

ken the following extract from the able official 

eport of Captain Stansbury’s exploration and 
survey of the Great Salt Lake valley, published 
atmong the Executive Documents, special session, 

“March, 1851. After speaking ofthe injuries which 
‘the people had received and the wrongs which 

‘they had endured, Captain Stansbury says: 

oo. @ Bat trom all that Isaw and heard, [deem it batsimple 
justice to say, that notwithstanding these causes of irrita- 
tlon, a more loyal and ‘patriotic people cannot be found 
within the limits ofthe Union. ‘This I think was emphat- 
‘feally shown in the .promptitade and cheerfulness with 
‘which ‘they responded to we call ol the Governnientto tar- 

“nish a battalion for service during the Mexican war. While 

nthe heart of an Indian country, and on the eve of a long 
mä uncertain pilgrimage iuto au wakuown wilderness, they 

“were suddenly called. upon to surrender five hundred of their 

“bestamet to the Imzards‘of a hostile campaign, and to the 
éxposure.and vicissitudes of a march of two thousand miles 

; across trackless deserts and burning plains to fight the bat- 
yes of theie country. Their peculiar circumstances pre- 
sented almost insuperable objection to a compliance with 
the requisition, yetnot the slightest hesitation was evinced, 

ié You shalt have your battalion at once,’ was the reply of 

_ President Young, ‘if it has to be a class of our elders ;? and 

“hi three days the torse, recruited principally among fathers 
of families, was raised and ready to march. Here, cer 

eYainly, was uo evidence of lack of patriotisim.””—Report, 

spp 44, MAS: o; 

$ Colonel J, Allen, who raised what is known as 
‘the Mormon battalion under the peculiar cireum- 

“stances spoken of by Captain Stansbury, before 
his departure sends to J. C. Little, Esq., a letter 
of which the following is true copy: 


HEADQUARTERS MORMON BATTALION, 
red : Vooncis Brurrs; July 20, 1846. 
< Dean Sm: Colonel Kane haa informed me of your in- 
tended departure forthe East, and of your desire that E 
would express to you my opinion concerning the character 
of the Mormon people as derived trom my observation 
‘among them on my present duties. 

Lave been Intimately associated with this people since 
the rh ullino, as my duty required, in raising the battalion 
of volunteers pow under my command, 
business connected with my immediate march from thls 
place have only tine to say tbat in all of my intercourse 
withthe Mormons t have found them civil, polite, and hon- 

santas a.people, Tiere appears to be much intelligence 
‘Kinang thein, particularly with their principal men or tend 
era, to Whom I ivel mach indebted for their active and zeal- 
ous exertions-to raise the volunteer force that [was author- 
{zed to ask lordor the service of the United States, 
‘Phe president of the council, Mr. Brighan) Young, is en- 

. titled to my particular (hanks, All of this people are entirely 
‘patriotic, and they have come with cheerfalness, but under 
eiveumstances. of great difficnity to them, to enlist them 
selves in the service of their country. 

Ta my official report to the War Department, which I 
shall make on my arrivalat Fort Leavenworth, L wih speak 
more fully of the community of the Mormon people, or 
Mormon church, and will here say to you that E think them, 
as a communily in their circumstances, deserving of a high 
consideration from our Government. 

Very respectlilly, your obedient servant, 

J. ALLEN, 
Lieutenant Colonel Commanding Mormon Baitalion. 
J.C. DITILE, Esq. 


Colonel P, St. George Cooke, who commanded 
the battalion, after he reaches the shores of the 
Pacific-issues the following order: 

[Orders, No. 1.) 
TIEADQUARTERS Mormon BATTALION, 
Mission oF San Disgo, Junuary 30, 1847. 

The Hettenant colonel commanding congratulates the 
battalion on their safe arrival on the shore of the Pacific 
ocean andthe conetusion of its mareh of over evo thousand 
miles. History may be searched in vain for an equat mareh 
of infautry. Niue tenths of it has been through a wilder- 
ness where nothing but savages and wild beasts are found, 
or deserts where, for want of water, there isno living crea- 
ture. ‘I'here, with almost hopeless labor, we have dug deep 
wells, which the future traveler will enjoy. Without a 
guide who bad traversed thein we have ventured into track- 
fess prairics Where water was not Cound for several marches. 
Wih crowbarand pick and ax in hand, we lave worked 

pur way over monntains which s ught save 
the wild goat, aud hewed a passage through a chasm of Hv- 
ing rock more narrow than on wagons. To bring these 
first wagons to the Pacific wu have preserved the strength 
of the mules by herding them ever overlarge tracts, whieh 


in the hurry of 


you hive laboriously guarded without loss. The garrisons 
of four presidios of Sonara concentrated within the walls 
of ‘Tueson gave us no. pause. We drove them out with 
their artillery; but our intercourse with the citizens. was 
unmarked by a single act of Injustice. ‘Thus marching, 
half naked and half fed, and living upon wild animals, we 
have discovered and made a road of great value: to our 
country. 

, Arrived atthe first settlement of California, afier a single 
day’s rest. you cheerfully turned off from the route to this 
point of promised repose to enter upon a campaign and 
meet, as we believed, the approach of the enemy; and this, 
too,.without even salt to season your sole subsistence of 
fresh meat. x 

Lieutenants A. J. Smith and George Stoneman, of the 
first dragoons, have sbared-and given you valuable aid in all 
these labors. 

Thus, volunteers, you have exhibited some high and es- 
sential qualities of veterans. But much remains undone. 
Soon you will turn your strict attention to the drill, to sys- 
tem and order, to forms also, which are all necessary to the 
soldier. 

By order of Lieutenant Colonel P. St. George Cooke. 
RP. C. MERRILL, Adjutant. 


These official papers explain the absence of the 
five hundred men on the day the pioneers reached 
their new home “in the valleys of the mount- 
ains.?? They were proving their fidelity to their 
country, their devotion to its flag, by fighting un- 
der the stars and stripes of that banner which is 
now planted, for the first time, upon soil which 
never before was penetrated by civilization. 

But, sir, these people were no strangers to pio- 
necr life, They were pioneers in Missouri, and 
published the first newspaper west of Jefferson 


| City, I think in 1831. They were pionecrs in 


western Illinois, and built the beautiful city of 
Nauvoo, They first settled western lowa, pub- 
lished the first paperin that part of the State, and 
made a settlement where now stands the thriving 


freighted with emigrant settlers where now stands 
San Francisco, a city unrivaled in wealth, popu- 
lation, and commercial importance for its age in 
the history of the world; a city which we, as 
Americans, are all so proud of, They were the 
first of our American citizens to remove the earth 
and unkennel the gold which had lain for ages 
in its undiscovered resting-place, the result of 
which revolutionized the commercial world. 
These are all facts which have passed into and 
become a part of the history of the country. 
Wherever they have been industry and enterprise 
have marked their progress, 

But, sir, to return to the setdement of Utah. 
This sculement was commenced when that which 
now constitutes Utah belonged to Mexico, ‘The 
treaty of Guadalnpe Hidalgo, if 1 am not mis- 
taken, by which our extreme western and south- 
western possessions were acquired, was not 
signed until Pebruary, 1848, six months after the 
pioneer settlement. While the brave Mormon 
battalion, under its gallant leader, were enduring 
the sufferings ofa military campaign in Mexico, 
their brethren and families were planting Amer- 
ican civilization and American industry in a Mex- 
ican province, where the red man had for ages 
held undisputed dominion. ‘The country was a 
desert, so known in your geographies and upon 
yourmaps. It wasuninhabited, except by the In- 
dian, and understood to be uninhabitable for pur- 
poses of cultivation, High ranges of mountains 
towering into the very heavens, covered with per- 
petual snow, deep gorges, narrow and impassa- 
ble cañons, chasms, and fissures, every where sur- 
rounded the small valleys which reposed in wild 
and undisturbed nature at their base, presenting 
a cold and cheerless prospect to an ‘agricultural 
people. Experimental cultivation had never been 
tried, and so confident was the old mountaincer 
and Indian trader Captain Bridger that when tried 
it would prove a failure, that he offered $1,000 to 
the bold pioneers for the first ear of corn that was 
raised. Add to these frowns ofnature the appall- 
ing fact that the country was destitute of rain, 
aud that death from starvation must be the iney- 
itable result if they failed to raise a crop, and you 
muy well imagine how a people with less faith 
would have felt situated as they were. 

Bat, sir, this was not all. The company, con- 
sisting of men, women, and children, had pene- 
trated twelve hundred miles west through a con- 
tinuous Indian country. Eight hundred miles 
sul further west to the Pacific was an unbroken 
Indian country; while to the north for six hun- 
dred miles the Bannocks and Flat-Heads kept 
the white man at bay and from occupying the in- 
viting valleys of the Willamette and Columbia, and 


for almost an unknown distance on the south the 


city of Council Bluffs. They landed the first ship’ 


Utes, Pab-Utes, Pi-Utes, and Navujos held proud 
and undisputed possession. . 

This, sir, is a mere glance at the condition of 
the country at the time the pioneers arrived and 
commenced their first settlement in July, 1847. 
Still, under such circumstances, which Captain 
Stansbury well says were enough to appall, the 
stoutest heart, they faltered not, but under the 
direction of their wise president, Brigham Young, 
they went to work, building forts for profection 
against the Indians, erecting their houses, laying 
out their city, planting fields, digging ditches for 
irrigation, and making preparations for the sub- 
sistence of human life. Only four years after- 
wards Captain Stansbury in his report uscs the 
following language in speaking of Great Salt Lake 
City, where the first settlement was commenced: 

« When it is remembered that within the space of four 
years this country was but a wild and dreary wilderness, 
where the howl of the wolf and the yell of the miserable 
Indian alone awoke the echoes of the mountains, and 
where the bear, the deer, and antelope roamed securely 
over what is now a compact and populous city; that the 
physical obstacles to the occupation of a region so unprom- 
ising were sufficient to discourage the most sanguine im- 

-agination and to appall the strongest heart, the mind is filled 
with wonder at witnessing the immense results which have 
been accomplished in so shorta time, and from a beginning 
apparently so insignificant.” —Page 144. 

But, sir, the people have been blessed in their 
efforts to subdue the desert. The city here men- 
tioned by Captain Stansbury has now a popula- 
tion of about fifteen thousand people, with nearly 
every branch of mechanical and manufacturing 
industry represented, and not a drinking satoon, 
a billiard saloon, or a bowling saloon to demoral- 
ize the people and check the onward progress of 
industry. What city in America of its popula- 
tion can say as much? It is truly a gem in the 
desert. The half-way house to the Pacific, it is 
a most convenient resting-place for the traveler 
after journeying twelve hundred miles over plains 
of sund, without a tree or shrub save the con- 
stantly recurring sage, and before encountering 
a desert which still hes before him, a distance of 
six hundred miles, before he reaches the Sierra 
Nevada. 

‘The comparatively small beginning in 1847, 
has grown and lengthened until now the settle- 
ments extend a distance of five hundred miles 
north and south; and wherever a valley can be 
found that can be watered there you will find the 
industrious, uncomplaining settler, making an 
honest living in the way most congenial to nature 
and most conducive to health, by the cultivation 
of the soil, Not only are the ordinary vegetables 
and cereals produced, but in the southern partof 
the Territory they are raising cotton, and last year 
exported some tons to the States, the product of 
free white labor, thereby removing the objection 
of some of our eastern friends to the use of this 
necessary article. In a word, the desert has been 
converted into the fruitful field, and the frowns of 
nature exchanged for smiles and gladness, 

But, Mr, Chairman, all this has been the result 
of constant, uncomplaining toil, great hardship 
and exposure, and often the sacrifice of life, For 
the first few years of the infant settlements, the 
people were compelled to huddle together, and 
build and live in forts for protection against the 
jealous hostility ofthe Indians. Their policy has 
been to feed and not to fight them. It has been 
estimated that it has not cost the people less than 
$100,000 annually to support these wards of the 
General Government since 1847, making a total 
of $1,600,000. During the same period what have 
your Indian wars in Oregon cost the Government? 
in New Mexico? and the Indian service in Califor- 
uia? More, I venture the assertion, jn one year 


| than the Government has paid for Indian service 


during the entire time Utah has been a Territory. 

To the peaceful, wise, and conciliatory policy 
pursued by Governor Brigham Young, who was 
appointed Governor and ez officio superintendent 
of Indian affairs by Mr. Fillmore on the organ- 
ization of the territorial government, and who 
was continued in office over seven years, is to be 
attributed the fact that Utah has not been afflicted 
with Indian wars as have other Territories. By 
this policy vast sams of money have been saved 
to the United States. 

In relation to the appointment of Governor 
Young, Captain Stansbury, on pp. 144-147, says: 

t Upon the action of the Exccutive in the appointment 
of the offieers within the newly created ‘Territory, it dues 
not become me to offer other than a very difident opinion, 


“ Yet the opportunities of Information to whieh allusion 
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has alreary been made may perhaps justify me in present- f 
ing the result of my own observationson thissubject. With | 
all due deference, then, I feel constrained to say that, in 
my opinion, the appotutment of the president of the Mor- 
mon church and head of the Morinon community in pref- 
erence to any-other person to the bigh office of Governor of 
the ‘Territory, independent of the political bearings, with 
which £ have nothing to do, was a measure dictated alike 
by justice and sound policy. Intimately connected with 
them from their exodus from Minois, this man has been in- 
deed their Moses, leading them through the wilderness to 
a remote and unknown land, where they have since setup 
their tabernacle, and where they are now building their 
temple, Resolute in danger, firm and sagacious iu coun- 
cil, prompt and energetic in emergency, and enthusiastic- 
ally devoted to the honor and iuterests of his people, he had 
won their unlimited confidence, esteem, and vencration, 
and held an unrivaled place iu their hearts,” x bg 
i *  “Jotimately acquainted with their character, 
capabilities, wants, and weaknesses, identified now with 
their prosperity, as he had formerty shared to the full in 
their adversity and sorrow, honored, trusted, the whole 
wealth of the community placed in his hands for the ad- 
vancement both of the spiritual and temporal interests of 
the infant settlement, he was surely, of all others, the man 
best fitted to preside, under the auspices of the General 
Government, over acolouy of whieh he may justly be said to 
have been the founder. No other man could bave so entirely 
secured the confidence of the people; and this selection by 
the Executive of the man of their choice, besides being 
highly gratifying to them, is recognized as an assurance 
that they shall hereafter receive at the hands of the Gen- 
eral Government that justice and consideration to which 
Liey are entithed.?? x $ * iad As to the 
impulations that have been made against the personal ehar- 
acter of the Governor, I fee} confident they are withoyt 
oundation.”? * i * * “ Certain itis that 
the most entire confidence is felt in his integrity, personal, 
official, and pecuniary, on the part of those to whom a loung 
aud intimate association, aud in the most trying emergen- 
cies, has afforded every possible opportunity of forming a 
just and accurate judgment of his true character.” 

Governor Young was succceded by the ap- 
pointment, in 1857, of Alfred Cumming. Early 
in the present session of Congress a very serious 
charge was made by the gentleman from New 
York {Mr. Fernanvo Woop] against the people, 
charging them with rebellion, which [ replied to 
atthe time. He said this ‘rebellion commenced 
early in 1857. The immediate cause was the cx- 
ercise of Federal authority and the appointment 
of a territorial Governor.’’ The truth is, so far 
from there having been any opposition by Gov- 
ernor Young to the exercise of Federal authority 
by his successor, Governor Cumming, that it is 
a notable fact that Governor Young sent out a 
party to escort the new Governor into the city, 
and furnished Governor Cumming with fresh ani- 
mals, and the party conducted the new Governor 
into Great Salt Lake City; and when he arrived 
he was greeted and made welcome by Governor 
Young as his rightful successor in office. It is 
due to Governor Cumming to say that he dis- 
charged the duties of his oflice to the entire sat- 
isfaction of the people. From the elaborate work 
of Captain Burton, (the English tourist, and au- 
thor of that celebrated work The Lake Regions of 
Central Africa,) entitled The City of the Saints, 
page 215, I quote the following relative to the 

Dy i d 
entrée of Governor Cumming: 

« fle had been told before entering that his life was in 
danger. He was not, bowever, a man to be deterred trom 
A settled purpose, and experiment showed that so far from 
being molested he was received with a salute and all the 


This information was obtained from Governor 
Cumming, when the author was in Great Salt 
Lake City, in 1860. 

T propose now, sir, in conclusion, to review, in 
a brief manner, the repeated efforts made by the 
people of Utah to be admitted into the Union. 

As preliminary to this, E extract from the well- 
considered report of Captain Stansbury, to which 
reference has already been made, as containing 
the views of this able officer, formed after an in- 
timate acquaintance of more than a year with the 
people. On page 144 he says: | 


‘“‘Apprehensions have been entertained as to the expe- | 


diency of*giving any countenance to the foundiug in our 
midst of an association of men so peceliar in views and 
so distinct ia principles, manners, and customs from the 
rest of the American people. Scrious doubts, too, have 
been expressed in regard to the policy of appointing Mor- 
mons to offices of high trust in the administration of the af- 
fairs of the newly created Territory; and direct charges 
have been widely pliblisbed, ously affecting the patriot- 
ism and personal reputation of the Mormon lead s well 
as the loyal feelings of the people toward the General Gov- 
criiment, 

Such doubts and apprehensions are, in my judgment, 
totally groundless; and the charges I- believe to be either 
based upon prejudice or to have grown out of a want of 
accurate information. A residence of a year in the midst 
of the Mormon community, during the greater part of whiel: 
period I wasin constant intercourse with both rulers dnd 
people, afford much opportunity for ascertaining the real | 
tacts of the case”? 


i; facts. 


He also says, on page 133: : 
“Nothing could exceed the appearance of prosperity; 


peacetul Hiumeny, and cheerfal content that pervaded the 
whote community.2? 


And on page 134 he uses this language: 


“In their dealings with the crowds of emigrants that 
passed through their city, the Mormons were ever fairand 
upright, taking no advantage of the necessitous condition 
of many if not most of them. ‘They sold theni such pro- 
visions as they could spare at moderate prices, and suchas 
they themselves paid in their dealings with each other. In 
the whole of our intercourse with them, whieh lasted rather 
more than a year, I cannot refer to a single instance of 
fraud or extortion to which any of the party was subjected, 
and I strongly incline to the opinion that the charges that 
have been preferred against them in this respect arose 
either from interested misrepresentation or erroneous in- 
formation. F certainly never experienced anything like it 
in my own case, nor did E witness or hear of any instauce 
of it in the case of others while I resided among them.” 
* * * x “Iu short, these people presented 
the appearance of a quiet, orderly, and well-organized 
society, as much so as one would meet with in any cityof 
the Union, having the rights of personal property as well 
defined andas religiously respected as with ourselves, noth- 
ing being further from their faith than the spirit of com- 
munism, which has been most erroneously supposed to 
prevail among them,” 


These are the views of a highly educated and 
impartial Army officer, as set forth in his official 
report to the Government. I cannot but regard 
them as possessing more truth and merit, and en- 
titled to far more weight, than the partisan ŝtate- 
ments of disappointed demagogues. 

In this connection I cannot refrain from quoting 
the concluding partof the eloquent lecture of Col- 
onel Thomas L. Kane, delivered before the His- 
torical Society of Pennsylvania at Philadelphia. 
He has spent much time with the people, knows 
them well, and sustains no relation to them, ex- 
cept that formed by the tie of a common human- 
ity. A brother to the illustrious Dr. Kane, his 
character is well known to some of the members 
of this House: 


“J have gone over the work I assigned myself when I 
accepted your committee’s invitation as fully as I could 
do witbout trespassing too largely upon your courteous pa- 
tience. But lshould do wroug to coficlude my lecture with- 
out declaring in succinct and definite terms the opinions I 
have formed and entertain of the Mormon people. The 
Jibels of whieh they have been made the subject make this 
a simple act of justice. Perhaps, too, my opinion, even 
į with those who know meas you do, will better answer its 
end following after the narrative [ have given. 

“ [have spoken to you of a people whose industry had 
made them rieh, and gathered around them all the comforts 
and not a few of the luxuries of refined life ; expelled by 
lawless foree into the wildern scekingan untried home 
far away from the scenes which their previous life had en- 
deared to them; moving onward, destitute, hunger-sick- 
ened, and sinking with disease; bearing along with them 
their wives and children, the aged, and the poor, and the 
decrepit; :enewing daily on their march the offices of de~ 
votion, the ties of family and friendsbip and ebarity; shar- 
| ing necessities and braving dangers together, cheerful in 
Pthe midst of want and trial, and persevering until they tri- 
nmphed, PT have told, or tried to tell you, of men who, when 
menaced by famine, aud in the midst of pestilence, with 
every nergy taxed by the urgency of the hour, were build- 
ing roads and bridges, laying out villages, and planting corn- 
s, for ibe stranger who might come after them, iheir 
i Kinsnmin only by a commen humanity aed peradventare a 
| conmmon suffering; of meu who have renewed their pros- 
perity in the homes they have founded in the desert, and 
who, in their new-buitt city, wailed round by mountains 
hike a for are extending pious hospitalitics to the des- 
titute cinigrants from our (vouticr lines; of men who, far 
| removed from the restraints of jaw, obeyed itfrom choice, 
or found in the re ss of their religion something not 
! inconsistent with human laws, but far more controling 3 
j and who are now soliciting from the Government of the 
! United States, not indemnity, for the appeal would be hope- 
less, and they know it; net protection, for they now bave 
| no need of it, but that ideutity of political institutions and 
| that community of laws with ihe rest of us which was con- | 
l fessediy their birthright when they were driven beyond our 
borders. 

“Lt said I would give you the opinion I formed of the 
| Mormons: you may deduce it for yourselves from these 
But I will add that l have not yet heard a single 

against them as a community, against their habitual 
| purity of live, their integrity of dealing, weir toleration of 
: religious differences in opinion, their regard for the laws, 
| or their devotion to the constitutional Government under j 
l which we live, that £ do not from my own observation, or 
l 


| charge 


| the testimony of others, know to be unfounded.” 


| Colonel Kane, as does Captain Stansbury, in- 
| darses the loyalty of the people and their devo- 
‘tion to our constitutional Government. This, 
| sir, is proven by their desire and efforts to be ad- 
! mitted as a State. Never were they more anx- 
| ious than now, in the present unfortunate condi- 
tion of the country. They want to constitute one 
| link in the chain, stretching from the Atlantic 
| west to the Pacific, binding together in one giori 


H mitted in 1850; but on the 9th day of May of that || 


ous sisterhood a cordon of States across the Ameri- 
can continent. ‘To this end they desired to be ad- 


justly, and decide. wisely. 


year you made California a State with noilarger® 
resident population than Utal; and. organized 
Utah into a territorial government... Barly 
1856 a convention prepared a constitution: whioh 
was ratified by the people, and special delegates 
were sent to Washington for the purpose. of prè- 
senting it. ft wasin all respects republican, and. 
I think no one was sufficiently fastidious to raise 
the slightest objection to the constitution: Still 
the application did not meet with favor, and i 
formal action was had in Congress. However 
Utah submitted tothe disappointment with ‘ag’ 
much grace as was possible for a. disappointed 
child when forbidden the hospitalities of the fam-: 
ily board. She returned .to the scanty fare of a 
territorial government, her patriotism and loyalty 
undiminished. ; 

After enduring her semi-colonial condition six 
years more, the people of Utah called another 
convention, and prepared another constitution. 
Again were the people called upon to vote, and 
again was the constitution unanimously adopted. 
This, like the other, was republican, and in all re- 
spects unobjectionable. It was presented to Con- 
gress by my predecessor, Hon. Jobn M. Bernhi- 
sel, but-was never brought to a vote in the Flouse. 

Following in the wake of Nebraska, Colorado, 
and Nevada, I have had the honor of presenting 
a bill for an enabling act to authorize the people 
to form a State government... This I trust will be 
more fortunate. 

Mr. Chairman, in forming your new western 
States is it proposed to jump over Utah, and take 
in Nevada, that is but an offshoot of Utah, once 
belonged to her western boundary, has had a ter- 
ritorial existence of only about three ycats, and 
has far less population than Utah? Is it proposed 
to take in Nebraska, lying immediately west. of 
the Missouri river, Colorado west of it, and then 
take in Nevadn, and leave out the most valuable 
and important link in your chain of States to the 
Pacific? Why, sir, these Territories are infants 
in age and population when compared with Utah. 
Fourteen years has Utah had a territorial exist- 
ence, and at no period since her organization has 
she nothad alarger resident population than either 
Nebraska or Colorado. f 

In behalf of near one hundred thousand people 
I protest against this unjust discrimination. “In 
behalf of those who first explored and settled the 
country west of the Missouri river seventeen years 
ago, who made the road across the continent, 
opened up the way to California, discovered the 
rich placers of gold on the shores of the Pacific, 
and gave you to know and understand that there 
was a great and mighty West, rich in mineral re- 
sources, away beyond the Rocky mountains, Lask 
for justice and equality. In-behalf of those who 
with lives in their hands in an Indian country have 
reclaimed your deserts, prepared the way for your 
great postal interoceanic communication, your 
telegraph and Pacific railroad, who have contrib- 
uted more to the settlement of California by rea- 
son of the facilities and position of their settle- 
ments than all the ships of the Pacific, I ask for 
justice and equality. In behalf of those who fol- 
low with intense interest and anxiety your flag, 
whose whole heart beats in unison with the Con- 
stitution and Government, and who, if admitted, 
will be represented in Congress by those who will 
vie with the foremost in sustaining your nation- 
ality, I ask that you do not turn them coldly 
away and for the third time reject their petition 
and prayer. We come to you in friendship and 
love. We offer you our devotion, our industry, 
our enterprise, our wealth, our humble counsels 
in the affairs of the nation in this the darkest hour 
of our country’s history. Wepresentto you for 
a State your deserts reclaimed and fertilized by 
persevering industry and the sweat of uncomplain- 
ing toil. We offer you one hundred thousand 
people who can truthfully boast that in all their 
settlements is not to be found a drinking saloon, 
a billiard table, or a bowling alley,and who with 
pride point you to their cities, their churches, their 
school-houses, their manufactories, their farmsy 
and possessions as evidences of their achieve- 
ments and the results of their industry. Will you 
accept the offering? ‘The Constitution invests 
you with the power; exercise it charitably, deal 


Mr. BENNET obtained the floor, but yielded 
to Mr. Cox, who moved that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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< ! So the committee roscs and the Speaker having 
pesuined the chair, Mr. Perry reported that the 
committee had, according to order, had the state 
of thé Union generally under: consideration, and 
particularly the bill of the House making certain 
territorial appropriations, and had came to no res- 
olution thereon. © ee 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. -I move now that the 

pill to-day under consideration in committee be 
mado the special order for three weeks from to- 
ay. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must objectto the bill being 
made a special order. I have no objection to its 
being penponed to the day named by the gentle- 
man, but I really see no good reason why this 
bill should not be considered in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

“Mr: RICE, of Maine. My proposition is not 

thatthe bill be taken out of committee, but that 
it be made a special order in committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
there are seven appropriation bills in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union which are 
special orders, and which, by the rules of the 
House, take precedence of all other special orders. 
This bill would not therefore come up until they 
have all been disposed of. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I ask, then, that the 
committee be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and that it be made a special order after 
the morning hour in the House for the day I 
named. SONE? $ 

Mr, HOLMAN. I must object to the special 
order. 

My. RICK, of Maine. Iwill state that I do not 
poe to call the previous question on itatonce, 
ut to leave it open for a reasonable discussion. 

TheSPEAKER. Objection being made to the 
bill being made a special order, the Chair will con- 
sider the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union as discharged from its further consid- 
eration, and the bill postponed. 

i VOTE RECORDED. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, asked con- 
sent to record his vote upon the motion of Mr. 
MaLrLory to strike out the frec State clause from 
the bill for the admission of new States. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, stated that 
he voted in the affirmative. 

IDAHO WAGON ROAD. 

Mr. DONNELLY, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill for the constraction of a wagon 
road, with branches from Minnesota, Iowa, and 
Utah, to Idaho Territory; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals. 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to 
the Speaker to designate some member to act as 
Speaker pro tempore for Saturday next. 


On motion of Mr. RICK, of Maine, the House 
then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, March 18, 1864. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
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Lhe Journal of yesterday wasrcadandapproved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. j 

Mr. HARLAN presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Lowa, in favor of a grant of lands 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Mc- | 
Gregor, onthe Mississippi river, to a point in the 
western bounds of lowa between Sergeant’s Bluffs 
and the north boundary of the State; which were | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and | 
ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. BUCKALEW presented four petitions of | 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying for increased 
yailroad facilities between the citiesof New York | 
and Philadelphia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

He also presented a memorial of merchants of | 
Philadelphia and citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing that the circulation of State banks may be so į 
taxed as to compel them to call in their notes, 
thus securing to the country the use of a national 
legal-tender currency, par at all points within the | 
United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


Mr. GRIMES presented a memorial of George 
H. Plant, praying to be refundedan amount abated 
from his account for coal furnished to the navy- 
yard at Washington, District of Columbia, under 
a contract in 1862; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ; 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of pay- 
masters and military storekeepers in the ordnance 
department ofthe Army, praying to be allowed 
the rank, pay, and emoluments of paymasters in 
the Army of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. . i 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the petition of Re- 
becca S. Harrison, widow of Lieutenant Horace 
N. Harrison, deceased, praying for a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Sandusky, Ohio, praying for the construc- 
tion of a ship canal around the falls of Niagara; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of citizens 
of Brooklyn, New York, praying for the passage 
of a law “to confiscate utterly and without re- 
serve the lands of rebels; and to give of the same, 
without other formality than occupation, one hun- 
dred and sixty acres to each private in the naval 
service, and to each man in the rank and file of 
the Union Army, andof the rebel army who will 
take the prescribed oath of allegiance to the Uni- 
ted States; and that the lands thereafter remaining 
be open to settlement under the homestead law;”” 
which was referred to the select committee on 
slavery and freedmen, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented the petition of 
Charles Good year, jr., executor of Charles Good- 
year, deccased, praying for the passage of a reso- 
lution to authorize the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office, or a commission, to take testi- 
mony, by sending for persons and papers, in re- 
lation to a reissue of his patent for vulcanized 
India rubber; which was referred to the Commit- 
tce on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Ile also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin, in favor of causing all the un- 
surveyed lands in that State to be surveyed and 
brought into market at the earliest practicable 
day; which was referred to the Committce on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin, in favor of a mail route from 
the city of Fond-da-Lac to Stockbridge, in the 
county of Calumet, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the remonstrance 
of the officers of the national banks of Cincin-" 
nati, remonstrating againstany amendment of the 
law organizing national banks which shall make 
it compulsory upon them to redeem their notes in 
the city of New York. I desire, in this connec- 
tion, to say that no such proposition is pending 
before Congress; and that the misapprehension 
into which these officers have fallen, with many 
others in the West, has grown out of an erro- 
neous telegraphic dispatch. ‘The provision in the 
billagainst the passage of which they remonstrate 
provides for the redemption of their notes in the 
principal cities of the Union, and not in the city 
of New York. I make this explanation in order 
that these parties may be relieved from all anxiety. 
"There is no such proposition pending in Congress; 
and I therefore move that this remonstrance be 
laid on the table. 

The motion was agrecd to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOSTER. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred certain resolutions of the 
Legislature of Iowa in fator of an amendment to 
the pension laws, allowing pensions to the widows 
of chaplains and surgeons in the Army who die 
or may be killed while in the service of the Uni- 
ted States, have instructed me to report the same 
back, and ask'to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the resolutions, the previous ac- 
tion of the Senate having made it unnecessary for 
this body to take further action on the subject. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the pétition of William Harding, 
praying for compensation for services as a Soldier | 
in the war of 1812, have instructed me to report í 


the same back”and request that that committee 
be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that the memorial be referred to the Committee 
on Claims, it being a claim for a debt and not 
for a pension. è 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of George D. Dods, 
praying for a pension in lieu of his support at the 
Naval Asylum at Philadelphia, have instructed - 
me to report it back with a recommendation that 
the prayer of the petitioner ought not to be grant- 
ed, as it would be changing the policy of the 
Government to allow those men who have been 
in the service and are now comfortably taken 
care of at the Asylum to go home, thus breaking 
up the institution, or, at all events, to a certain 
extent breaking it up, and not really providing 
as well for the men as they are now provided for, 
The committee recommend, therefore, that the 
prayer of the petition be not granted. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 
38) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of 
A. Bush; late public printer for the Territory of 
Oregon, reported it back without amendment, 
and subi’ a report; which was ordered to be 

rinted. 

P Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, who were'instracted 
bya resolution of the Senate to consider the ex- 
pediency of presenting to the State of Kansas the 
“ Hopkins battery,’’ captured by the troops of 
that State at the battle of Fort Wayne, submitted 
an adverse report thereon. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I want to be heard 
upon that adverse report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Calendar in its order. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. 1 also ask that the 
papers reported from the committee in relation to 
the ‘* Hopkins battery” be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a.bill (S. No. 
180) in relation to university landsin Minnesota; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sont obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution 
(S. No. 35) to compensate the sailors on the gun- 
boat Baron de Kalb for loss of clothing; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


UNITED STATES MAILS. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to move that all 
previous orders be suspended for the purpose of 
taking up House bill No, 299. It isa bill in re- 
lation to the Post Office Department, which has 
already passed the House of Representatives, and 
Iam informed by the chairman of the House 
committee and by the Department that it is very 
necessary that there should be immediate action 
upon it. The Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads of the Senate propose to make certain 
amendments to the bill, and it isnecessary to pass 
it at once in order to get action upon those amend- 
ments in the House of Representatives. I ask 
the Senate as a favor to take up this bill at the 
present time. 

The motion was agrecd to; and the Scnate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 299) to provide for car~ 
rying the mails from the United States to foreign 
ports, and for other purposes. It provides that 
all steamers and sailing vessels belonging to citi- 
zens of the United States, end bound from any 
port in the United States to any foreign port, or 
from any foreign port to any port in the United 
States, shall, before clearance, receive on board and 
securely convey all such mails as the Post Office 
Department of the United States, or any minister, 
consul, or commercial agent of the United States 
abroad shall offer, and promptly deliver them to 
the proper authorities on arriving at the point of 
destination, and shall receive for such service such 
reasonable compensation as may be allowed by 
law. Upon the entry of every steamer or sailing 
vessel from any foreign port the master or com- 
mander thercof is to make return, on oath or af- 


It will go on the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE.. 


firmation, showing that he has: promptly deliv- 
ered at such foreign port or ports all mails placed 
on board of the steamer or vessel under his com- 
mand before clearance from the United States. 
In case the master or commander fails to make 
such oath or affirmation, showing that he has de- 
livered the mails placed on board his steamer or 
vessel in good faith, the steamer or vessel is not 
to be entitled to the privileges of a steamer or 
vessel of the United States. he Postmaster Gen- 
eral is to be authorized to make contracts to con- 
tinue not exceeding four years, for the transpor- 
tation of all mailable matter other than letters, and 
of such letters as may be so directed, by the isth- 
mus of the Nicaragua routes; but the expenditure 
for the service is not to exceed $160,000 per an- 
num. Andin case more than one company is 
engaged in rendering this service, the Postmaster 
General is to determine the proportion which 
shall be paid to each. . 

All mailable matter which may be conveyed by 
mail westward beyond the western boundary of 
Kansas, and eastward from the eastern boundary 
of California, is to be subject to prepaid letter 
postage rates; but this section is not to be held 
to exclude the transmission by mail of newspa- 
pers from a known office of publication to bona 
fide subscribers, not exceeding one copy to each 
subscriber, to and from the intermediate points 
between the boundaries above named, at the usual 
rates. The Postmaster General may, if he shall 
deem it for the public interests, enter into con- 
tracts for any period, not exceeding one year, for 
the transportation of the mails in steamships, by 
sea, between any of the ports of the United States; 
and the sea-service already performed by his order 
on the Atlantic coast and Gulf of Mexico is to be 
paid for out of any moneys appropriated for the 
service of the Post Office Department. Also, for 
such service already performed upon the Pacific 
coast a sum notexceeding $1,500, to be paid for out 
of any moneys appropriated for the service of the 
Post Office Department. If any person or persons 
shall paint, print, post, or in any other manner 
place upon, or attach to, any steamboat or other 
vessel, or any stage-coach or other vehicle, which 
steamboat or other vessel, or stage-coach or other 
vehicle, is not actually used in carrying the mails 
of the United States, the words ‘ United States 
mail,” or any other words, letters; or characters 
of like import; or if any person or persons shall 
give notice, either by publishing in any news- 
paper or otherwise, that any steamboat or other 
vessel, or any stage-coach or other vehicle, is used 
in carrying the mails of the United States, when 
the same is not actually so used, every person so 
offending or willfully aiding or abetting therein, 
shall, on conviction thereof in any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction, be fined in any sum not less 
than $100 nor more than $500 for every such of- 
fense; one half for the use of the United States, 
and the other half to the usc of the person inform- 
ing and prosecuting for the same. 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
reported the bill with amendments, the first of 
whigh was in section ‘three, line five, after the 
word “ isthmus” to strike out the word “ of and 
to insert “ of Panamaor,’’ and in line six to strike 
out the letter “s” in the word ‘routes’? and to 
Insert ** or either of them;’’ so that it will read: 

That the Postinaster General be, and is hereby, author- } 
ized to make contracts, to continue not exceeding four | 
years, for the transportation of all mailable matter other 
than letters, and of such letters as may be so dirceted, by 
the isthmus of Panama or the Nicaragua toute, or cither of 
them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section four, line six, to strike out the word “ ex- 
clude” and to insert ‘*extend to,” and in line 
nine, after the word “ subscriber,’’ to insert “ nor 
to franked matter;’’ so-that the proviso will read: 

That this section shall not be held to extend to the trans- 
mission by wail of newspapers from a known office of pub- 
lication to bona fide subscribers, not exceeding one copy 
to each subscriber, vor to franked matter, to and from the 
intermediate points, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to | 
add the following additional proviso to the fourth | 
section: i 

Proviled further, That such franked matter shall be sub- 
jeet to such regulations as to its transm n and delivery 
as the Postmaster General shall prese 
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| 


The amendment was agreed to. 


| osition, if itis going to be discussed by both of 
| the Senators from Kentucky. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
add the following as an-additional section: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
cighth section of the act of 3ist of August, 1852, as author- 
izes the conveyance of letters otherwise than in the mails 
be, and the same js hereby, repealed, except only as to let- 
ters containing money or accompanying packages. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish toadd at the end of 
that section these words, “and relating thereto.” 
o i VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so mod- 
ified. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Inow wish to have the bill 
putonits passage, Iassure gentlemen it involves 
no expense at all. Itisonly regulating the mode 
and manner of business in the Department. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in and or- 
dered to be engrossed,and the bill to be read a 
third time. Lt was read the third time, and passed. 

A message was subsequently received from the 
House of Representatives announcing its non-con- 
currence in the amendments of the Senate, and 
the appointment of Mr. J. B. Arrey of Massa- 
chusetts, Mr. C. Coxe of California, and Mr. J. 
V. L. Pryrx of New York, as conferees on the 
disagreeing votes. 

The Senate egreed tothe conference, and ap- 
pointed Mr. Corramer, Mr. Connezss, and Mr. 
Bucxarew as its conferees. 


REPEAL OF FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


Mr. SUMNER. I had proposed to ask the 
Senate to proceed to-day to the consideration of 
the bill for the repeal of all fugitive slave acts, but 
on conference with the Senator from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Davis,} I find that he is not disposed to pro- 
ceed with his remarks to-day, though I under- 
stand from him that it will be agreeable to him to 
proceed with them on Monday. I therefore ask 
the Senate to take up the bill now, and make it 
the special order for Monday at one o’clock. 

Mr, POWELL. [hope that bill will not be 
made the special order for Monday, for on that 
day I expect to call up the bill to prevent inter- 
ference with elections by the military. The Sena- 
tor from Michigan, notnowin his seat, [Mr. How- 
ARD,] desires on that day to address the Senate on 
that bill, and I wish to have it continued until it 
is disposed of. I hope the Senator will fix some 
other day for his bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. TheSenator will pardon me; 
I have given way, as the Senator will remember, 
day after day on this subject. This bill for the 
repeal of the fugitive slave act was made the spe- 
cial order for two or three times; but other mat- 
ters have pushed it aside. I think we can take it 
up on Monday and dispose of it, and then the 
next day we can take up the Senator’s proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. POWELL. Ican inform the Senator that 
that bill will not be disposed of in one day or two 
days or three days or four days. 

Mr.SUMNER. Very well, wecan begin. We 
ean sec on Monday what the argument against the 
proposition is, 

Mr. POWELL. [desire to call up the bill on 
Monday to which Ihave referred. I should have 
done it before but that the Senator from Michi- 
gan was not preparcd to go on with his speech, 
and I did not wish to callitup until he was ready. 

Mr. JOHNSON, (to Mr. Sumner.) Fix Tues- 
day. 

Nr. SUMNER. The Senator from Maryland 
says, Fix Tuesday.” Iwill change my motion 
at his suggestion, and make it Tuesday. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first question 
is on the motion to proceed to the consideration. | 
of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now moved 
to postpone the further consideration of the bill 
till Tuesday next at one o’clock, and make it the 
special order for that day. , 

Mr. GRIMES. There isa special order for 
Wednesday, if I am not mistaken, the joint res- 
olution of the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. TRUM- 
BULL,] in which is embodied the proposition to 
change the Constitution so as to abolish slavery 
throughout the United States. If this is taken up 
ou Tuesday it will probably crowd out that prop- 


Mr. SUMNER. Ihave no desire to discuss 
it, and I doubt whether the discussion will oc- 


capy much ‘time. Jt certainly will not:on. th 
side of the House;-so faras I at informed. ; 

Mr. CLARK.. ‘I desire to suggest tọ the Sens 
ator from Massachusetts. whether he had nót Bet- 
ter let this lie until that is taken up amending the 
Constitution, and Jet us pass that frst. <60 i 

Mr. SUMNER, Bat the Senator will remem: 
ber the other bill has had priority, and:has been 
several times.made a special order, andit seems 
to me I ought not to allow it to he crowded out. ~ 
I think that if we take it up one day we can: see 
very easily whether it is going to cause a pro- 
tracted debate. TAn 

Mr. CLARK. I desired simply to make the 
suggestion to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that he had better come to the fundamental meas- 
ure of altering the Constitution. ` ; 

Mr. SUMNER. Butall the measures are funda- 
mental. A 

Mr. CLARK. Notin that sense. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let us go on with it on Tues- 
day, and make as much progress as we can. If 
we cannot finish it, then we may proceed: with 
what remains another day. . ; 

Mr. FOSTER. I would suggest that we only 
embarrass ourselves by fixing a particular bill as 
a special order for a given day. We are getting 
to that stage of the session when business is crowd- 
ing. Sometimes business occupies longer than we 
expect, and runs over from day to day, and. we 
find ourselves involyed in a vast deal of trouble 
by having special orders conflicting with each 
other. It seems to me that itis better to go on 
with our legislation as rapidly and speedily as pos- 
sible, taking that which seems to be most import- 
ant first and disposing of it, and not assigning 
special orders any more than is absolutely neces- 
sary; and it does not seem to me to be necessary 
inthis case. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam only following the habit 
of business in the Senate. The Senator from 
Connecticut knows very well that it is the habit.’ 
to make special orders. 

Mr. FOSTER. It is a bad habit. 

Mr. SUMNER. It may beabad one, but I am 
not disposed to see it corrected now for the first 
time on this bill. If there are special ordets, as 
ge Senator says, that may come in conflict with 
this, why not set aside those? I do not think 
there can be many measures before the Senate of 
equal practical importance to this. ose 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison 
postponing the bill until Tuesday next, and mak- 
ing it the special order for that day at one o'clock. 

Mr. Conness and Mr. Sumner called for the 
yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will merely remark that I re- 
gard my word as somewhat pledged to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. I will vote “ yea;’’ 
though if I had not given that pledge I should 
vote ‘‘ nay.” : 

Mr. CLARK. Iwill say on behalf of my eol- 
league [Mr. Hae] that he has been called home 
by a death in his family. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I will simply say that my 
colleague [Mr. Wricut] is detained at his house 
by sickness. 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 20; 
as follows: 


YEAS~—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Conness, 
Davis, Dixon, Foot, Harlan, Howard, Howe, Lane of Kan- 
sas, Morgan, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sprague, Sumner, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlisle, Clark, Collamer, 
Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Harding, Harris, Hendricks, 
Jobnson, Lane of Indiana, Morrill, Nesmith, Powell, Rid- 
dic, Saulsbury, ‘fen Eyck, Van Winkle, and Willey—20, 

So the motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. I now deem it my duty to 
give notice that I shall take every proper oceasion 
to call the bill up and press its consideration upon 
the Senate. Senators around me suggest that I 
shall move to proceed with it now; but Senators 
forget that I have already come into an arrange- 
ment or understanding with the Senator from 
Kentucky not to proceed with ithow. ‘The Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. CoLLAMER] suggests that. 
we make it a special order for next Thursday. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I said my own impres- 
sion was that,as the special order of the Senator 
from Minois [Mr. TrumsuLL] was for Wednes- 
day, I preferred to have that acted on first; and 
that consideration governed my vote, and I think 
the vote of a good many others, 
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a MroSUMNER, Iwas merely giving notice 
that T should deem it my duty to press the con- 
sitlération of this measure at the earliest day. 

Mr. CLARK. 1 may perhaps be permitted to 
say that the consideration on which I gave my 
vote was a desire that the matter incharge of the 
Senator from Illinois should come up first . I have 
notthe Jeast objection to this bill being proceeded 
with now.or.at any ‘time when the Senate is dis- 
engaged and the Senator from Massachusetts 
chooses to-callit-up. I-do not desire to embar- 
rass him, but I do desire that the joint resolution 
reported by the Senator from Illinois should come 
up first; and.that this should not be made a spe- 
cial order, immediately. before that, so as to em- 
barrass:us. i 

Mr. HOWARD. I beg leave to present 
. The VICE. PRESIDENT. This bill is now 
before the Senate. : 

Mr. HOWARD. I merely wish to make a 
motion for printing a document which may be 
necessary in regard to a bill with relation to the 
arsenal on Rock island. . 

Mr. WILSON. I move the postponement of 
this bill until Thursday of next week. 

Mr. SUMNER. There isa special order al- 
ready; I think, for Thursday. 

Mr. WILSON. Well, I move to postpone it 
until tosmorrow, and that will leave it subject to 
be called up at any time. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT. 

Mr. HOWARD. I move for the printing of the 
document to which I have referred. It is a com- 
munication from the Solicitor of the War Depart- 
ment to the head of that Department relating to 
the title to the land upon Rock island, upon which, 
according to an act of 1862, the United States are 
to establish an arsenal; and this communication 
is very necessary in consideration of a bill which 
is now pending before the Senate. Itis a docu- 
ment of only sixteen pages. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Michigan moves to print the document to which 
he has alluded, If there be no objection, the order 
to print will be made. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. The order will be made. k 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the [Touse of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPurnson, its Clerk, announced that 
the FLpuse had passed the bill of the Senate (No. 
60) amendatory of the homestead law, and for 
other purposes. 

The message furtherannounced that the House 
of Representatives had passed a bill (No. 144) to 
enable the people of Nebraska to form a consti- 
tution and State government, and for the admis- 
sion of such State into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


EXTENSION OF CAPITOL GROUNDS. 


Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be instructed to inquire and report what, if any, 
legislation is necessary for the extension and improvement 
of the Capitol grounds, and whether it is expedient now to 
extend and improve the same, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, it be | 
to meet on Monday next. 
NOMINATIONS IN OPEN SENATE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Thefollowing res- 
olution offered yesterday by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Grimas] is in order: 


Resolved, That the following be added to the rules of the 
Senate: 

Ail executive nominations shall be submitted to and 
considered and decided by the Senate in open session. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Has that been referred to 
any committee? : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


it has not. 


Mr. SHERMAN, Itisavery important prop- j, 
osition, and I think it ought to be referred to the || 
I make that mo- || 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
tion. 
The motion was agreed to. i 


ERRORS OF ENGROSSMENT. 


Mr. WILSON. Iam informed by one of the | 
engrossing clerks that the bill (S. No. 151) relat- | 


| ing to enlistments and for other purposes has not 


been properly engrossed; that one section that 
was stricken out in the Senate has been engrossed 
in the bill, and the bill so sent to the House of 
Representatives. I therefore offer the following 
order: A 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the 
House of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill 
(S. No. 151) “relating to enlistments and for other pur- 
poses,” fur the purpose of correcting an error in the en- 
grossment of the bill. 


The order was agreed to. 
A message was subsequently received from the 


House of Representatives returning, agreeably to 
the request of the Senate, the bill (S. No. 151) 


| relating to enlistments and for other purposes; 


and,on motion of Mr. Wixson, the Secretary was 
directed to cause the error in the engrossment of 
the bill to be corrected. 

On motion of Mr. FOSTER, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the 
House of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill of 
the House (No.302) toamendsection nine of the actapproved 
July 17, 1862, entitled “ An act to define the pay and emol 
uments of certain officers of the Army, and for other pur- 
poses,” for the purpose of correcting an error in the engross- 
mentof the amendments made by the Senate to the said bill. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
(No. 144) to enable the people of Nebraska to 
form a constitution aud State government, and for 
the admission of such State into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Territories. 


ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the cousidera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 41) to promote enlistments 
in the Army of the United States, and for other 
purposes; the pending question being on the 
amendment of Mr, Brown to strike out the third 
section of the bill, and in leu of it to insert: 

Seo. 3. And he it further enacted, Thatthe proclamation 
of the President of January 1, 1863, deetaring all, persons 
held as slaves within certain designated States and parts of 
States then in rebellion against the Govermmentof the Uni- 
ted States to be thereatter free, be and the same is hereby 
confirmed and made of tullefect as law, and all courts of 
justice are required to recognize the same; and all persons 
declared to be tree by the said proclamation, or by this act 
or any subsequent act of Congress, shall be entitled to sue 
and be sned und give evidence in all courts of justice as 
other citizens, 

Ske And be it further enacted, That from and after 
tbe p e of this act there shall be neither slavery norin- 
votuntary intde in avy of the States or Lerritories of 
the United Stites otherwise than in punishment tor crime, 
whereof the party shall have been daly conyicted.any haw, 
usage, custom, or claim to the contrary notwithstanding 3 
but asl persons stall be held to be born free. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Js that bill upon its passage? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and the 
question is on the amendment which has just been 
read. ; 

Mr. WILSON. [had hoped that that amend- 
ment would be withdrawn, at any rate for the 
present; and I appeal to the Senator from Mis- 
souri who presented it to oblige me by withdraw- 
ing it, and let me amend the bill as I desire to 
bave it stand, and then if he wishes to offer the 
amendment he can do s0. 

Mr. BROWN. Very well. I withdraw the 
amendment for the moment, to be renewed here- 
after. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri being withdrawn, 
the bill is open to amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. I move now to strike out the 


| entire bill after the enacting clause, and to in- 


sert the amendment which I send to the Chair. 
The words proposed to be inserted were read, 
as follows: 


That when any person of African descent, whose service 
or labor is claimed in any State under the laws thereof, 
shali be mustered into the military or naval service of the 
United States, his wife and children, ifany he have, shall 
forever thereafter be free, any law, usage, or custom what- 
soever to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the commission appointed in each of the slave States 

resented in Congress under the provisions of the twenty- 
etion of the “Act to amend an act entitled ‘Anact 


for enrolling and calling out the national torees,and for other | 


purposes, approved March 3, 1863,” approved February 24, 
1864, to award to cach loyal person, to whom the wife 
children aforesaid may owe service, a just compensation, to 
he paid out of any moneys which may be appropriated by 
Congress for that purpose. 


Mr. WILSON. I propose to strike out the 
entire bill and insert the amendment which has 
just been read. Several sections of the original 
bill have already been incorporated into another 
bill that has passed the Senate and is now pend- 
ing in the other House. In fact, the only section 
of the bill left is the one that provides for making 
free the mother, the wife, and the children of the 
enlisted soldier of African descent. By the law 
of 1862 it is provided that the soldier, his mother,” 
his wife, and his children shall be free, if the 
mother, wife, and children belong to rebel mas- 
ters. I propose in this amendment to make the 
soldier’s wife and children free, no matter to 
whom they may belong. We have provided in 
the enrollment act that a slave enlisted into the 
military service of the United States is free when 
he is mustered into the service. We have exer- 
cised that great power to strengthen the Govern- 
ment in putting down the rebellion. We have 
enlisted about eighty thousand colored men, and 
we are continuing to enlist colored men inall parts 
of the country. 

But, sir, the enlistment of colored men causes 
a vast deal of suffering, for a great wrong is done 
to their families, and especially is that so in the 
State of Missouri. I have several letters from 
officers in the service of the United States who 
are recruiting in that State, detailing the suffer- 
ings of the wives and children of soldiers enlisted 
into the service. From the letter of a provost 
marshal of one of the districts in that State, dated 
February 8, l learn that we have raised in the State 
of Missouri forty-five hundred colored troops, and 
he adds: 


“ Complaints,are coming from all parts of the State that 
negroes will not enlist unless they know what is to become 
of their families. By Order 135, the slave enlisting is free, 
but not the families; and among the disloyal class if a slave 
leaves them they immediately sell their families. Cannot 
something be done? If soit should be done at once. As 
far as I know all in this office are disposed to aid the ne- 
groea to the full extent, but our hands are tied, we can do 
nothing. EE take a great interest in the families of those 
who are left behind. Cannot an act be passed for im- 
mediate emancipation? But in the mean time what are 
we to do with those being sold again to slavery? If noth- 
ing else, cannot you have the Secretary of War order that 
no passes be given to persons to take slaves out from this 
State? You wonld be astonished to know whata trade is 
carried on between this State and Kentucky.”? 

Lieutenant May ball, arecruiling officer, writing 
at Louisiana, in Missouri, to General Pile on the 
4th of February, says: 

“Lewis Emerson and Anthony Fleener, discharged for 
disability, have returned to their place, and their masters 
claim them as their property. Shey have claimed protec- 
tion of urc,and us it is something new to me I wish youto 
inform me whether they are to receive protection, and 
whether any one has aright to demand their papers. 

“I alo wish to call your attention to the fact that the 
soldiers? (colored) wives and families are being awfully - 
abused, particularly those belonging torebels, Some twen- 
ty-five or more ofthe wives of men who have enlisted here 
came into Louisiana and called upon me to protect them, 
and I assure you I was doing all f could for the poor un- 
fortunates, but on Thursday evening I received an order 
from the provost marshal general to drive all the women 
and children out of the quarters and to notify their masters 
to come and get them. But before [received the order some 
of the copperheads of this vicinity had posted the rebels, 
and when they came in after them, you, Eam confident, 
never saw such a scene in your life. E hope Linay never 
wituess the like again. General, for the sake of down- 
trodden humanity, use vour influence to have the negro re~ 
crniting stopped, or else protect the fainilies of the poor 
soldiers who are enlisting to defend the Government. If 
the Government calls on the negro to fight her battles, in 
God’s name protect their wives and children while they are 
in the Army. I will be down in a short time and will tell 
you the sights I have seen since J have been here. The 
order 1 have has completely puta stop to the recruiting bus- 
in and if you can do anything to have General Order 
No. 135 carried out | can recruit three hundred men in this 
county besides those 1 have already sent down,” 


Captain A. J. Hubbard writes from Benton 
Barracks to General Pile, February 6, 1864, ‘that 
the wives of Simon Williamson and Richard 
Beasley, members of his company, have again 
been unmercifully whipped by their master, John 
Crauder of St. Ciair, Franklin county, Missouri, 
and that he refuses io let them receive their let- 
ters, and whips those who attempt to bring their 
letters to them;’’ and asks that they be relieved, 
as the men are good soldiers. 

Licutenant Deming writes to General Pile‘ that 
the wife of Martin Patterson is subjected to ill- 
treatment by her master, James Patterson, of 
Fayette, Howard county, Missouri; that she is 
compelled to do out-door work, chop wood, husk 
corn, &ec., and that one child was suffered to freeze 
to death.” Lieutenant Deming further states that 
William Brooks makes the same complaint, his 
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wife being badly treated by her master, Jack Sut- 
ler, of Fayette, Howard county, Missouri, and is 
also obliged to chop wood, split rails,&c. Brooks 
and Patterson desire to move their families to 
Jefferson City. 

The wife ofa colored soldier writes to her hus- 
band from Mexico, Missouri, that she has been 
very badly treated since he left; that she was 
beaten ‘‘scandalously;’’ that they will not take 
care of her children, and do: nothing but quarrel 
with her all the time. 

Another wife writing to her husband from Paris, 
states they are treating her ‘* worse and worse”? 
every day; that she and her ‘little ones” are al- 
most naked. Tells her husband not to send her 
money letters to ‘* Hogsett,’? as he will keep the 
money. James A. Carney, adds a postscript to 
this letter, telling the husband to direct his wife’s 
letters to him, (Carney,) and that ‘ Hogsett”’ has 
forbidden her coming to his house, and they there- 
fore have to read her letters to her privately. 

Lieutenant R. B. Foster, first Missouri volun- 
teers of African descent, reports that private Mar- 
shall Taylor of his company says his wife and 
children were run off to Kentucky about the 10th 
of December; and J. McFadden, company H, 
second Missouri volunteers of African descent, 
says he heard Robert Bledsloe of LaFayctte coun- 
ty, Missouri, say that he took off thirty on the 
night mentioned, and Taylor’s wife and children 
are supposed to be in that lot. They are the slaves 
of James M. Taylor, of La Fayette county, who 
is a strong secessionist and has been im the rebel. 
army. : 

General Pile to General Rosecrans states that 
the wife and children of Richard Glover, a colored 
soldier, are now held by him, their master, George 
W. Cardwell, a notorious rebel, having endeav- 
ored to take them into Kentucky; that William 
Smithey, a man who attends to Cardwell’s mat- 
ters during his absence, whipped Glover’s wife 
most cruelly on Monday, December 28, 1863, 
with a strap taken from a harness, and this when 
she was pregnant and near her confinement. 

General Pile in a letter of february 9 toa mem- 
her of this body says: 


“fF herewith inclose you copies of several cominunica- 
tions setting forth the treatment that the wives aud chil 
dren of colored soldiers enlisted in this State are reeciving 
from their rebel masters. Ihave information from a variety 
of sources that this state of things exists in a large portion § 
of the State. I have applied to department military au- 
thorities for a remedy for these evils, but Jam certain any 
remedy in their powet will be inadequate, only mitigating 
and not removing the evil. Nothing will reach the case 
bul the immediate emancipation of these pcople. I claim | 
thatit is the plain and imperious duty of the Government | 
to protect the families of these colored soldicrs, and every 
humane consideration urges that this be done immediatety. 
I appeal to you in behalf of these suffering patriots, and 
ask that you use your influcnce to secure au order from the 
President, deciaring the parents, wife and children of afl 
enlisted colored men forever free, and in case this cannot 
be done, that Congress take the matter in hand, and pass 
a law enmiucipatiug immediately the parenis, wife and chil- 
dren of all colored soldiers. ln the name of God and hu- 
manity let sometbing be done at once.” 

In a letter of February 26 to the Senator from 

— . . 
Missouri, [Mr. Brown,]| General Pile says: 

“The treatment which the families of colored soldiers 
are receiving at the hands of their masters has ajmost sus- 
pended enlistments under Order No. 135. Many of these 
families have been taken to Kentucky claudestinely, and 
many more by permission from Government officers. 
herewith inclose you copy of a letter addressed 10 Major 
General Rosecrans on this subject, containing, as a sample į 
of many others, a statement of one case. The gencral 
promises to act on the suggestions given, and to correct the 
evils as far as lies in his power; but thereis no remedy but 
emancipation immediate and unconditional. We cannot 
wait for the routine of ‘amendment to the Constitution 5? 
we want an inmediate remedy, Cuan onc be provided at 
Washington? Having been instrumental in causing the 
enlistment of these men 1 cannot see their families thus 
treated, ifthere isany possible remedy thatcan be reached.”’ 

This letter, written by General Pile, command- 
ing the colored troops there, and these letters writ- | 
ten by recruiting officers in various parts of the 
State of Missouri, show that in many cases the | 
wives and children of colored soldiers are abused 
or sold and sent out of the State as soon as the | 
husband and father enlists into the military ser- | 
vice; that this action discourages enlistments; and | 
that in many cases where their master’s sympa- 
thies are with the rebels the wives and children 
are made to suffer for the patriotism of the hus- 
band and father. Many of thest officers say that 
we ought to stop the enlistment of these colored 


men unless we protect their families. Justice, | 


` : . t 
humanity, and patriotism demand prompt and 
decisive action. 


Sir, if reports be true some of the Government: 
officers are violating the law of the land, outrag- 
ing humanity, and bringing dishonor upon our 
country. [quote from a letter published a fe 
days ago in the Missouri Democrat: n 

“Captain Reed, provost marshal of this district, is now 
engaged in the laudable enterprise of returning to slavery, 
and their former owners, from five to twenty negrues daily, 
and this against the strongest entreaties and protestations 
ofthe poor creatures. 1t would make your heart bleed to 
witness the misery and distress of mind the poor creatures 
are in at the idea of their return to bondage. ` I witnessed 
a sight yesterday that has engraved itseifon my heart’s mem- 
ory so that time could not erase it, though Ishouldliveathou- 
sand years.. I dou’t wonder at this people being iu disfavor 
with Him who rules over all nations, and who is now mani- 
festing His just displeasure in so fearful a manner, Yes- 
terday a party of some six or seven men, women, and chil- 
dren were taken to the depot to take car No. 4, freight, 
going south. > 
it was safer for him to travel on the freight than on the 
passenger train. Ifit were known by the men in Guitar’s 
regiment they would save the negroes from being dragged 
back.”  * +o ox xk * _ ow * 

«Two of the party of negroes above named were grown 
women, and talked very sensibly. They said they would 
as soon die as go back; and in talking about it they could 
not help shedding tears. The men were equally averse to 
returning, but said the provost marshal threatened them 
with imprisonment if they made any resistance. They 
were disqualified from entering the United States service. 
Que poor boy, about fourteen years old, excited my sym- 
pathy most—a grand-Jooking fellow, black as Othello him- 
self, and with native bearing that was lofty, but he hung his 
head and refused to be comforted. When asked ifhe would 
rather stay and work for the Government he quiekly turned 
and answered, ‘Yes; and if | was a litte older Pd show 
them if they could keep me a slave.’ ?? 

From a Missouri paper I quote the following 
statement: 

The provost marshals in this district of north Missouri 
have at times lent their aid to rebel masters for returning 
negroes in cases where, after being sworn in, they have, 
upon subsequent medical examination, been rejected, and 
the wives and families of enlisted colored soldiers have 
beenrepeatedy remrned to rebel owners by the connivance 
ofthese same officials.?? 

Mr. President, this isa proposition to make the 
wife and children, those who are of the family 
and ought not to be separated from the husband 
and father, free, and to protect them in their free- 
dom while the husband and father is fighting the 
battles of our country, ` It has been deemed neces- 
sary for the interest of the country to call for two 
hundred thousand additional men. On the 17th 
of October we called for three hundred thousand; 
then in January for two hundred thousand; and 
now there isa call fortwo hundred thousand more. 
In the brief space of five months, seven hundred 
thousand men are called for to defend and protect 
the country. We want soldiers, and we must 
have soldiers. 
a bounty of $500 is paid to colored soldiers, the 
State paying $300 and the city $200; and every 
effort is made to enlist these men to fill up the 
quota of that State. 

We passed a resolution two years ago to en- 
courage emancipation in the border States. | 
voted for it most cheerfully, for L have always 
been ready to do whatever I could and to take 
whatever burdens might come upon the country 
or be imposed upon me or upon my State, to aid 
the cause of emancipation; because | beheve the 
cause of emancipation to be identified with the 
unity of the county, the liberties of the people, 
and the development of our institutions, We 
gave sucha vote—made such a pledge. Wehave 
provided that colored men who are slaves may 
be enlisted and drafted into the military service. 
If they are drafted they are made free; if they are 
enlisted they are made free; but their wives and 
their children are notfree. Those wivesand chil- 
dren are left behind, may be sold, may be abused; 
and how can a soldier fight the battles of our 
country when he receives the intelligence that the 
wife he had left at home and the little ones he left 
around his hearth were sold into perpetual sla- 
very; sold where he would never see them more? 
Sir, if there be a crime on earth that should be 
promptly punished it is the crime of selling into 
slavery in a distant section of the country the 
wives and children of the soldiers who are fighting 
the battles of our bleeding country. 

We provide in the first section of this amend- 
ment for the emancipation of the wives and chil- 
dren of these men who will enlistin our service. 
That will encourage enlistments. It will give as- 
surance to tens of thousands of colored men that 
if they enlist into the military service of the coun- 
try, they are not only to fight for their own lib- 
erties, but to fight for the liberties of their wives 


“and their children—those near and deart he 


‘at home for their protection.” Pass this bill; 


The owner of this ‘ property’ informed me- 


Why, sir, in the city of Baltimore. 


Sir, when we! are’calling for the “blood 
country, when we ave casting ‘a drag-net.over 
land and gathering up every man fit for milit 
service, we ought to encourage the enlistment 
these-men; and to. do'that we ought to mak 
wives and children free, and we ought 

them againstabuse.’ Now wife arid childre 
tò the husband and father not to enlist, to'r 


the wife and children will beseech that husband 
and father tofight for the country, for his liberty, 
and for their freedom. 

s The second section of the amendment provides 
that the same commission thatis to be appointed 
to assess the value of the slave who shall enlist 
into the service of the country, shall examine the 
cases of the wives and children of slaves who en- 
list, and shall report.a just compensation, for thë 
payment of which Congress'is to provide. l 

I think this proposition will encourage eman- 
cipation in the loyal border States; thatit willen- 
courage enlistments; that it will save the blood of 
our people; that it will strengthen the cause of our 
country; that for reasons of economy, as well.as 
of justice, it will be good policy to pass. it. T 
hope, therefore, that the Senate will adopt. the 
amendment, and that we shall make the Wives and 
children of the slaves who enlist into the military 
service free, as well as themselves, There cannot 
be any doubt of the effect of its passage. The 
permanent and enduring interests of the country, 
Justice to these colored men who have enlisted, 
andare fighting our battles, and humanity to their 
families require it. Itcan certainly do no wrong 
to their masters, because everybody knows that 
slavery can linger but a very few months longer 
in these border States. It must pass away, in some 
form or other; and I therefore hope the amend- 
ment will receive the support of the Senate. 

Mr. WILKINSON, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts if it is his purpose 
to pay the estimated value of the wife and chil- 
dren of every slave that is cnlisted in the United 
States service to their masters? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir; in the States repres 
sented in Congress. ‘This commission is to make 
an estimate of what they regard asa fairand just 
compensation, to: be reported to Congress. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I suppose the honorable 
chairman has made an estimate of the expense; 
how much these soldiers would cost per head? 

Mr. WILSON. { cannot tell exactly; but I 
think very much less than the bounties we are 
now paying to soldiers. f 

Mr. WILKINSON. I will inquire of the Chair 
if the amendment is subject to amendment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Then I move to strike 
out the second section. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That motion isin 
order. 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like to have that 
section amended before a motion is made to strike 
it out. Perhaps the objection of the Senator to 
the section will be removed by my amendment, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A motion toamend 
it will take precedence of a motion to strike out. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I will hear the proposi- 
tion of the Senator. 

Mr. POMEROY. I will state the amendment 
for the information of the Senator. J shouldlike 
to have that section amended in the eighth line by 
striking out the words ‘to award to each loyal 
person to whom the wife and children aforesaid 
may owe service a just compensation,” and in- 
serting: 

To settie the account between each such person made 
free and bis or her owner, and award to each party such 
just compensation as may be found due. 

I think before we undertake to say thereis noth- 
ing due to either party, as the bill alludes toa 


| commission already appointed, that the business 
: of thdt commission should be to ascertain and set- 


tle the account between the two parties. I moved 
this amendmentonce before. When the question 
of compensation to pay for slaves to be made free 
in the District of Columbia was under considèra- 
tion, I insisted upon it that that commission who 
were to be appointed to compensate loyal owners 
by the payment of $300, should take into consid- 
eration the condition of the. persons to be made 
free, and settle and adjust the accountas between 
them and their masters. If they had rendered’ 
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unpaid service all their lives, some compensation 
might be due the slaves. On the other hand, if 
they had been a bill of expense to the master, if 
he had’been educating and supporting them and 
they had not been able to render service sufficient 
to defray the expense they had been to him, then 
he.should be paid, : 
“Mc. GRIMES.. By whom? `. 
“Mr. POMEROY. By the Government... By 
making óne sweeping clause to pay $300, or what- 
ever they might be adjudged to be worth, there 
was.a manifest injustice done. I insist. that be- 
fore loyal owners sball be paid, the question shall 
be. fairly ascertained. whether, and how much, if 
anything, is:due them. I amfor rendering a 
“just compensation,’ as this bill says; but it 
may be made very unjust by.a general law indis- 
criminately paying all alike. There may be those 
who have rendered such valuable and important 
gervice that they ought to be paid by the Govern- 
ment. I want this commission, before they un- 
dertake to pay indiscriminately, to investigate that 
question. I believe my amendment will secure 
that object, and I desire to have that amendment 
made to this section of the bill. At any rate, I 
desire to have a vote upon it before any motion 
is made to strike out the section. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Scnator state his 
amendment again? 


Mr. POMEROY. I will send it to the Chair. 


It is, in the eighth line of the second section, to’ 


strike out the words ‘to award toeach loyal per- 
son to. whom the wife and children aforesaid may 
owe service a just compensation,” and to insert: 
.. To settle the account between each such person made 
free and his or her owner, and award to cach party such 
just composition as may be found duc. 

It is too late for us to undertake to say that there 
may be nothing duc to a slave. [notice that the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
[Mr. Dooxirrie,] every now and then states to 
the Senate that a tribe of Indians are going to 
commence life anew; that is, they are gomg to be 
made citizens, they are going to sustain a new 
and important relation to the Government; and 
that they may commence their new life under fa- 
vorable circumstances, he brings in a bill to ap- 
propriei so much moncy to setthem up. Now, 
rere is a class of persons whom we propose to 
make free, who have rendered unpaid services for 
a lifelong. J submit whether there are not the 
bame reasons why, commencing life under new 
and as [hope under more favorable circumstances, 
they should beset up. If there is anything due, 
instead of paying it over to the masterin all cases 
as this bill provides, let this commission discrim- 
inate, and in some cases pay it over to those slaves 
to whom the compensation may be fairly and 
justly due. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As this bill provides foran 
appropriation of a very large sum—not less than 
six million dollars according to my calculation, 
but the amount is very uncertain, it is from six 
to one hundred millions—f move to postpone it 
until Thursday next, with a view that we may 
act upon the main proposition, the amendment 
to the Constitution to abolish slavery in the United 
States, and L hope that will be disposed of before 
this billis passed. I submit that motion. 
| Mr. SUMNER, I desire to make one remark to 
the Senate.* TheScnator speaks about acting on 
“the main proposition.” The main proposition, 
sir, is to strike slavery wherever you can hit it, 
and I tell the Senator that he will not accomplish 
his purpose if he contents himself merely with a 
constitutional amendment. F am for a constitu- 
tional amendment; I have made the proposition 
on this floor in several different forms; but how 
long will ittake to carry that proposition through 
both TTouses of Congress, then to carry it to its 
final consummation by the votes of the Legisla- 
tures of the country? Are we to postpone ac- 
tion on all these questions until that possibly dis- 
tant day? No, sir, Let us act in the present, 
meet each question as it comes, and not under- 
take to postpone ft; certainly not undertake to 
postpone it under the illusion that we settle this 
guestion by an attempt, for it will be an attempt 
only, ata constitutional amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. I hepe the bill will not be 
postponed, Senators speak of the great expense 
that is to be incurred under its provisions. ‘There 
is not a member of the Senate who believes that 
it will be so expensive as the bounties the coun- 


try is paying for soldiers. I have not the slight- 
est idea that we shall pay so much for colored 
men as the country is paying to raise soldiers to 
put into the Army. We want soldiers at this 
time. - Soldiers put into the service of the United 
States to-day are costing the country eight hun- 
dred or a thousand dollars in some form or other, 
and we want all the soldiers we can get. We 
want to crush this rebellion during the present 
ear. 

A Hereisan opportunity to encourage enlistments 
into the service by saying to every slave in the 
loyal States that if he will enlist not only he shall 
be free, but the wife of his bosom and the children 
of his love. I think it is a measure to fill up our 
armies and itought not to be postponed an hour. 
Then as a matter of justicé, how can you go toa 
man-and ask him to enlist to fight the battles of 
his country when he knows that the moment his 
back is turned his wife and his children will be 
sold to strangers? I know nothing more inhu- 
man than the intelligence we have from portions 
of the country that the masters, cxasperated by 
the fact that their slaves enlist into the service of 
the United States, sell their wives and children, 
in revenge, and I think we ought to corregt it. 
As to the few dollars it will cost, it will be very 
sligltindced. The mattcrisin our hands. Every- 
body knows that the slaves in most of these States 
are worth very little; 1 have not an idea that the 
average of the families of these slaves will cost 
8200. 

+ Mr. CONNESS. Will the Senator allow me 
to say one word here? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CONNESS. Lask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts whether they will not be worth less in 
a little while, in his opinion? 

Mr. WILSON. [think so. 

Mr. CONNESS. Then is it not wise to delay 
their purchase? 
that principle. Itis bhad economy. 
the Government rushing into the market to buy 
slaves while the price is high, when it is notori- 
ous that they are getiing worth less and Jess every 
day is very bad economy, in my opinion, 

Mr. WILSON. While the Senator is waiting 


protected before he will fight the battles of the 
country, and the country is going to ruin while 
you are higgling about a fall in the price of the 
slave, 

Mr. WILKINSON. If the Senator will accept 
my amendment, it will obviate all that difficulty. 

Mr. WILSON. I am willing to take a vote 
upon it, You have a general in the service of the 


the enlistmentsare falling off, because the men en- 


Amoug these letters is one from a wife to her hus- 
band, m which she tells him how she is treated, 
| tbat she cannot get letters from him, that she 
i thinks he ought not to bave left her and left her 
cbildren to suffer in that way; and then she adds 
“l cannotask any of our neighbors to enlist and 
have them suffer as Lam suffering.” 


i that it will amount to as much as the bounty we 
j are now paying. 


tem. 


this war is true economy. 
tors do not wish to vote for this provision, let them 


and children of the soldiers who will enlist. I 
sition in that simple form, if I could. é 
Mr. WILKINSON. I cannot waive the amend- 


Pomsroy.] My reason is that I do not think it 
would be very profitable or satisfactory to the 
people of the United States to send a commission 
| all over this country to ascertain how much every 


ent time, in order to strikea balance between the 


Lam opposed to this bill upon | 
The idea of | 


As to the cost of this measure, I have no idea | 


Besides, it obtains the soldiers ! 
now, and it helps to break down the slave sys- | 
The spending of a few million dollars in | 
hurryi@g to its end the only thing that continues | once. They earn their freedom by serving this 
If, however, Sena- : 


| haveno objection. I would rather have the propo- | 


United States, a general known intimately by the |: 
Senator from Missouri, who sends here a dozen ! 
letters from officers all over that State, saying that | 


listed find that their-wives and children are sold : 
in revenge or are abused by their masters, and | 
| men will not enlist unless they know that their į 
| wives and their children are to be taken care of. | 


| 
| 
| 
l 
1 


! 


| for the price to fall, the man whom we want for |) 
a soldier is waiting to have his wife and children | 


master and the slave. I do not think we should 
obtain any very satisfactory results from such a 
proposition. Bút Iam utterly opposed to the 
proposition contained in the second section of this 
bill. Ido not want this Government to become 
the purchaser of slaves. I think we have already 
gone too far in acknowledging the right of prop- 
erty in slaves; and, as I do not believe there can 
be any such thing as property. in man, I do not 
like to sce the words.‘ just compensation”? in- 
serted in a bill which provides for. the freedom 
of the families of-soldiers; nor a provision made 
that “just compensation” shall be paid by the 
United States to any man who claims property 
in another man. I am opposed to inserting here 


| the same words which are employed in the Con- 


stitution of the United States in the provision that 
requires compensation to be made for property 
taken for public use. I think itis time that the 
idea that slaves are property like horses and oxen 
should be utterly repudiated by the Congress of 
the United States. 

Besides, by the provisions of a bill which was 
introduced by the Senator from Massachusetts 
some time ago, we have already agreed to pay to 
loyal masters $300 for every slave who may en- 
list. The second section of the bill now hefore 
the Senate proposes to pay a ‘just compensa- 
tion” for their families so as not to conflict with 
the terms of the Constitution, as those who ad- 
vocate the doctrine of property in man claim. 

Now, sir, what will these soldiers cost us apiece 
under this bill?. We have already agreed to pay 
$300 for the soldier himself, and we now propose 
to pay a ** just compensation’? to the loyal mas- 
ter for the soldier’s wife and children, It is rea- 
sonable to suppose that for every married slave 
who is enlisted there will be four persons to be 
paid for under this provision. Just compensa- 
tion,” under this bill, will be probably regarded 
at from four to five hundred dollars apiece. Four 
hundred dollars cach, Lam told by my friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] will probably be the es- 
timated value of each member of the families of sol- 
diers, ‘hat would require you, for every enlisted 
slave who has a wife and three children, to pay 
$1,600. Then, adding the $300 you have already 
ngreed to pay for the man himself, the amount 
would be $1,900 for every slave whom the honor- 


able Senator from Massachusetts would enlist into 


‘a loyal master, I 
i J think it would draw heavil 


the Army of the United States who belonged to 
If we should carry out thisidea, 
upon our Treas- 
{ am opposed to the whole policy, even if 

C= 


ury. 
it would not cost us more than $100 each, 


‘lieve these persons owe service to the United 
: States Government, and when they are called upon 


by the authorities to uphold the nation, we are un- 
der no more obligation to pay for them than. we 
are to pay the father whose minor son is placed 
in the service of the United States. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Do] understand the 
Senator from Minnesota as being willing to call 
negro men into the Army as fighting men against 
the enemy without securing freedom to their wives 
and children in some way? 

Mr. WILKINSON. If the Senator had list- 
ened to my amendment he would have seen that 
Tam in favor of the first section of the bill, and 
for striking out the compensation clause. Jam 
for giving freedom to the wife and the children of 
every man who bears a musket in the armies of 
the United States, but I am utterly opposed to 
sending out a commission to ascertain what the 
value of the wife and those children of the sol- 
dier is, and paying a “‘ just compensation’? to their 
pretended masters. J am for setting them freeat 
I be 


nation. jeve that the allegiance which they 


i owe to this Government is paramount to any obli- 


move to strike it out, and let us take the question i! 
on the simple proposition to emancipate the wives | 


gation that th 
on earth, and 
demand their 
for it can dec 
without payi 


yey are under to any human being 
that this Government has a rightto 
services, andin compensation there- 
are that they shall he free forever, 
ng anybody any money out of the 


t nd- |; Treasury of the United States, 
ment that [ offered for the purpose of accepting |) 
| the amendmentof the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. | 


tam not, however, very particular whether this 
bill shall be postponed or not. My opinion is 
that before a vote is pressed upon so importanta 


| measure as this, which will involve millions upon 
| millions ef expenditure, careful consideration 
|, Should be given to it. 

negro has earned from his infancy up tothe pres- i; 


Mr. WILSON.. Why not go on and take a 


i vote on your proposition? 
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Mr WILKINSON. The vote on this very 
amendment will be a most important vote, and I 
think the proposition of the Senator from Ohio is 
correct, to let it go over in order that it may be 
more fully considered. ' 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I differ with the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota as to the question of time. 
This is a bill that in my opinion should be voted 
upon at the very earliest day; or else we should 
stop enlisting black men. The idea of calling into 
the service of the United States soldiers and not 
being able or willing to guaranty to their families 
freedom is to me.a proposition most unjust in its 
character. I am extremely desirous that the bill 

_ Shall pass securing freedom to the wives and chil- 
dren of the soldiers; and while thus anxious,’ Í 
shall vote against remunerating the owners of 
those wives and children, or giving them one cent. 
Guaranty freedom and square accounts between 
the master and the slave—that is justice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Ohio to post- 
pone the further consideration of the bill until 
Thursday next. 

Mr. SHERMAN called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 voted this morning to post- 
pone the bill that came from the committce on 
freedmen and slavery until after next Wednes- 
day, in order to give precedence to the joint reso- 
lution in charge of the Senator from IHinois, [Mr. 
Trumsuri,] and I thought there was a propriety 
in doing that because there was no pressure upon 

us to pass the bill which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Sumner] had in charge. Buthere 
is a bill which, it seems to me, it is very import- 
ant that we should pass at an early day in some 
shape or other, either in the sbape in which the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. Winson] pre- 
sents it to us, and which I do not really approve, 
or as proposed to be amended by the Senator from 
Minnesota, {Mr. Wiixinson,] or as proposed to 
be amended by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Brown,] and! do notknow of any bill that is be- 
fore us or that is likely to be before us to-day 
which deserves the careful and the immediate at- 
tention of Congress more than this bill does; not 
that it is perfect now, for I do not think it is, but 
I think we should perfect it and put it in such a 
condition that it will be made efficient, If it be 
made efficient it will become a means of strength- 
ening the armies of the United States more than 
almost any bill which we are likely to have un- 
der consideration. 

I trust the Senate will not postpone the bill. I 
do not know of anything that is of more import- 
ance, What is the proposition which is fixed for 
next Wednesday? Lt is to propose to the several 
States of the Union to amend the Constitution of 
the United States so as to abolish slavery. No- 
body supposes that those States are going to meet 
in their Legislative Assemblies and adopt that 
constitutional amendment under a year or two. 
What effect is that to have on the provisions of 
the bill which the Senato? from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Witson] is attempting to get the Senate to 
adopt? None whatever, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not intend now toen- 
gage in a debate on this bill; but I suggested in 
its discussion a long time ago practical difficulties 
which the Senator from Massachusetts has not 
met. Who is the wife of a slave? Who is the 
child of a slave? What is the use of passing this 
bill without employing some definite and distinct- 
ive language that willembrace the persons whom 
it is designed to embrace? I agree that it would 
be monstrous to allow the wife and the children, 
as we understand the meaning of the words, of a 
man who has served his country in this war to 
be slaves for life. Some provision ought to be 
made for their emancipation; but certainly it 
should not be made in this loose and general 
phraseology. 

I discussed this subject at length here once be- 
fore, and I will not now repeat the argument I 
then used. If itis intended to make this bill the 
basis of a general scheme of emancipation, itdoes 
not contain the provisions necessary for that pur- 


pose, and I think the best beginning of any gen- | 


eral scheme of emancipation (and 1 will favor it) 


f 
is to commence with a constitutional amendment, 
which I believe can be made and ingrafted inthe į 
i 
i 


Constitution much sooner than the Senator from | 


Massachusetts supposes. 


= 


Mr. GRIMES. Allow me to sitygest that we 
have three propositions before us; one the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Missouri, proposing to 
mory the President’s proclamation of January 1, 
1863—— mee. 

Several Senators. That was withdrawn. 

Mr.GRIMES. Only withdrawn ‘for the mo 
ment,” as the Senator from Missouri said. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is scarcely enough 
in any of these propositions to be made the basis 
of ageneral law providing for the emancipation of 
slaves, 


kaa 

Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Ohio 
permit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. SHERMAN., Certainly. 

Mr. BROWN. The Senator from Ohio has 
alluded on one or two occasions to the objection 
which he has again presented—the question who 
is the wife of a slave and who is the child of a 


slave; and yet he says he is willing to have some 


gencral law made on the subject which shall solve 
the doubt. But the Senator should remember that 
ig a question of fact which we shall be justas able 
to get at under this proposition offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts as we shall beunderany 
other general law. It is well known to the Sen- 
ator and to all othersconversant with ths subject 
that the local laws of the slave States do not rec- 
ognize marriage among the slaves; but I appre- 
hend that no general system, nor any specification 
which we could here make, would change the 
state of facts, the actual relationship of husband 
and wife and parent and child that exist under that 
locallaw. ‘There is, therefore, really no point or 
force in the objection which the Senator makes, 
unless he intends to exclude from the benefit of 
freedom all who may not have taken outa license 
or obtained a master’s assent prior to any union. 
But, as has been well observed by the Senator 
who preceded me, neither common sense nor com- 
mon law accept any such limitation on the mar- 
riage relation under such circumstances as those 
which surround populations in a state of bond- 
age. . 

EYoù have got a practical matter to deal with. 
You have the fact before you that these colored 
soldiers are going into the Army of the United 
States. You have the further fact before you that 
slave owners are hounding ona persecution in the 
border Statesand selling the wives and children of 
those soldiers, makivg merchandise of their flesh 
and blood, and doing it as a punishment for their 
entry into our Army as volunteers for our defense, 
And shall we tolerate that scene? Shall we legis- 
late here sending men day after day to sacrifice 
their livés for our protection, and yet sit quietly 
by with no legislation te prevent and see others 
sending the wives and the children of those men 
day after day into further and harsher bondage 
because they have done so? If that is not a sub- 
ject worthy of the attention of the Senate of the 


‘United States, I do now know what can fitly move 


this body to determined interposition. 

Mr. President, permit me to say that the con- 
dition of affairs in the State of Missouri, as repre- 
sented by the Senator from Massachusetts, asrep-. 
resented by the public press, as represented by 
hundreds of letters in my own possession, is in 
this respect utterly disgraceful, and it ought to be 
righted now and not put off fora future day. There- 


| fore itis that this question ought to be taken up 


at the earliest moment and acted upon. You can- 
not remitit in view of yourconstitutional amend- 
ment. That is going to cover a period of years: 
You have no other legislation before you that pro- 
poses to right this wrong. Why, then, shall you 
let it go over, why shail you refuse to act upon it, 
why shall you raiae technical objections, when this 
gross and glaring outrage which is a disgrace to 
the nation is being perpetrated every day before | 
your eyes? I trust that we may insist upon the 
passage of this bill as amended by the Scnator 
from Wisconsin, before proceeding to take up any 
other business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My answer is this: when 
I propose to make a guarantee, | want to make | 
that guarantee cffective. Lsay there is no propo- 
sition here pending before us now that wili make 
the guarantee effective. If this bill shall pass, it 
will not be effective; it will not reach the persons 
whom you desire to reach. The appropriation 
provided for in the second section is totally in- 
definite, without limits and without restraint. 
You enable commissioners, to be appointed under 


i 


the general enrollment law, to reach theirhand 
ito.the public Treasury, without any contro 
Congress or any supervision hy an 
officer of the Treasury Department. < ; 
system:embraced in ihis bilh is:totally impractis 
cable. By the second section: you authorize: a 
simple commission, provzđed for by theenroHment 
act; to assess the value-of the wives.and- children 
of these slaves, and you require the money’ tobe 
paid out. of the. Treasury on their assessment, 
without any control, or any limit, or any Supers 
vision. You do not know how much ‘you appro- 
priate by this bill, : ee 

I say we must not legislate blindly, “It seema 
to me that the proper way is by a carefully: con- 
sidered ‘amendment of the. Constitution to wipe 
out the whole system of slavery, not.to do it by 
piecemeal, not kill the dog hy detachments, but 
destroy the institution of slavery in the proper 
way by a constitutional amendment, Suppose 
that shall take a year, what of it? It will then be 
‘thoroughly done, done according to law, daneac~ 
cording to the existing Constitution, done in the 
mode provided by the Constitution, so that neither 
courts nor lawyers will be able to find an 
with it or to pick any flaws in it. 

Sir, there are grave questions of constitutional 
power involved in this proposition which. I wit 
not now discuss. The gencral object proposed 
to be accomplished I desire as much as anyone; 
but I want to do it in an effective way, and I think 
it is much wiser for us to defer all these proposi- 
tions in regard to slavery. until we can by a gen» 
eral plan, based upon aconstitutional amendment 
proposed by Congress and submitted to the peo- 
ple, aided by ancillary legislation, wipe out the 
whole system in the mode provided by the Con- 
stitution, and thus relieve ourselvesand those wha: 
come after us here from the discussion of thir 
subject in all time to come, 3 ` 

Mr. GRIMES. The suggestions of the Sena: 
tor from Ohio in regard to the defects of the bil. 
would be very substantial arguments against the 
bill itself on its passage, or in favor of commits 
ting it to a committee to be amended; but that is 
not his proposition. His proposition is to post- 
pone it unul next Thursday, until after we shal. 
have acted on some other bill, and then this bill is: 
to come up again to be acted upon. So far as re- 
lates to the section of the bill to which he has re- 
ferred, that providing for taking money from the 
Treasury, I am opposed to that section, and:} 
propose to vote against it; but I insist that we 
shall go on to perfect the bill as faras wemay be 
able to perfect it to-day; and if we do not suc- 
ceed in doing it to-day, we can postpone it unti 
to-morrow or the next succeeding day, and so go 
on, and get it in such a shape that it shall be ac- 
ceptable to a majority of the members of the Sen» 
ate and to the people of the country. 

I do not apprehend that there is going to be any. 
great trouble in ascertaining who are the wives 
and childrenof these men. As hasbeen well said 
by the Senator from Missouri, we all know that 
the laws of the slave States do not recognize the 
relation of husbandand wife, or parent-and child, 
but we recognize the fact that such relations do 
de facto exist, and that is enough for our purpose; 
it ought to be enough; and we shall be justified 
by the people of the country who sent us herein 
regarding it as enough for all the purposes of this 
bill. 

I have had, and I think my colleague has had, 
communications from Missouri, from General 
Pile, who has charge of enlisting colored troops 
there, that I was authorized to use, and if I sup- 
posed this bill was coming up to-day, I should 
have brought them here and read them tothe Sen- 
ate, that they might go te the country, to show 
what atrocities are being committed by some of 
the men who profess to be the owners of slaves 
because some of those slaves have volunteered to 
enter the public service as soldiers. It is to pre- 
vent these atrocities, it is to right a great wrong, 
that I would go on and act upon this bill to-day, 
and not postpone it until the middle or the latter 
part of next week, in order that we may -be in- 
volved in a debate on the question of amending 
the Constitution which may take two. or three 
weeks to find a passage through the Senate; and 
after we have got it through the Senate and the 
other House, what then? It is to be sent to the 
Legislatures of the States, and itis to be ratified by 
each one or by a-certain number of those bodies, 
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anditwould:not become a part of the Constitu- 
tion under the next twelve or eighteen-or perhaps 
thirty-six months. . In the mean time, what is to 
become of the families of those soldiers who have 
gone into your service, or. who areanxious togo 
into. your service? : ; : 

«Mr, President, there is no measure before Con- 
gress; there has been no measure before Congress, 
there willbe none before Congress at this session, 
that. more imperatively demands immediate atten- 
tion than the bill now under consideration. 

Mr. WILSON. -I think-the Senator from Ohio 
is entirely mistaken in what he saysof the second 
section of the amendment I have offered. We 
have provided, inthe twenty-fourth section of the 
enrollment act, for the appointment of commis- 
sidners who are to assess the value of slaves who 
shall-enlist into the military service. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But there is a limit to. the 
price to be paid in that case, while there is no 
limit: here. 

Mr. WILSON. The limit in that act is $300" 

Mr. SHERMAN. And that money is to be 


paid. out of a special fund, which is limited, while | 


this is to be paid out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. WILSON. | It is to be paid out of money 
that may be appropriated hereafter. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. But of course we shall 
be bound to pay the appraisement, We must 
make the appropriation. 

Mr. WILSON. In the first place you appoint 
a commission to appraise the value, and they are 
to report. the appratsal, and then you are to ap- 
propriate the money. You. have got everything 
in your own hands. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to ask the 
Senator what sort of morality that is. He says 
we.can appointa commission to establish what 
the value is, and then pay that value or not, just 
as we choose, afterwards. 

Mr. WILSON. I did not say that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is substantially 
what the Senator said. 

Mr. WILSON. I beg the Senator’s pardon, 
Iesaid you had everything in your hands. You 
appoint the commissioners who make the as- 
sessments, and L apprehend the commission ap- 
pointed will be disposed to do justice. Fdo not 
suppose that in the present condition of the coun- 
try the wives and children of the slaves who have 
enlisted or may enlist are worth $100 on the aver- 
age. I have consulted with gentlemen who are 


enlisting them, and they do not believe the amount | 


to be awarded will equal the amount that we are 
paying for bounties. Lit shall be the judgment 
of the Senate to strike out that section, l shall not 
object. J inserted it to meet the requirements 
made when the bill was discussed some wecks 
ago, and l desired to do what secmed to be liberal 
to aid the practical working of the system, 1 have 
read a letter from one of your provost marshals 
addressed to a member of the Senate, in which he 
says that there are complaints from all parts of 
the State of Missouri that slaves will not enlist 
on account of abuses to their families. The pres- 
ent condition of things discourages enlistments, 
‘The ‘information comes from all quarters that the 
abuse and sale of families discourages enlistments. 

Now, sir, we want to encourage enlistments; 
and if we do not pay more to obtain these colored 
soldiers than weare paying for others, why should 
we not encourage their enlistment? The States 
are paying large bounties. The State of Mary- 
land pays toa free colored man volunteering $300, 
and the city of Baltimore pays $200, making $500 
bounty. The State of Maryland pays a portion 
of the bounty it offers into the hands of the slave 
himself, recognizing him as so much of a man; 
and it isa very liberal policy, and is. honorable 
to the State of Maryland. i 

The Senator from Ohio takes the position that 
because there is a proposition pending to amend 
the Constitution of the United States to abolish 
slavery, weare to do nothing clse against slavery. 
Sir, I say it is sound policy to strike this system 
of slavery whenever and wherever you can get 
a blow atit. It is to perish, if it perishes at all, 
by hedging it around by every enactment and 
breaking down every barrier that surrounds it, 
and defeating the three hundred thousand bayo- 
nets behind which it is ihtrenched. The proposed 
amendment to the Constitution may pass Con- 
gress, or it may not. If it shall not pass Con- 
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gress, then, according to: this ‘policy, nothing is 
done... It may not be adopted by the State Legis- 
latures, and T have no faith that it will be under 
a year at least, and perhaps two years. It will 
require the sanction of three fourths of the States; 
and where can you count twenty-seven Legisla- 
tures to-day that you have any security for? 
What is your evidence that it will be esis 
through the House of Representatives? 1 hope 
it is to pass there; but if I take the record made 
in that. House this session T find no more devo- 
ion to the idol that has been worshiped here for 
thirty years than at this session. The record 
made in this Congress and the words uttered here 
for a system that has plunged the nation into the 
fire and blood of civil war, that has murdered 
two hundred thousand loyal men and bathed the 
land in blood and tears will be read with amaze- 
mentan the future. [say you have no security 
unless you take occasion by the hand and make 
the bounds of freedom wider yet, whenever the 
opportunity is presented. 

Ifthe Senate desire to strike out the second sec- 
tion and to pass the bill without it, let them do 
so. Then we do not say that we will not pay; 
and if we shall be called on hereafter to make 
some compensation or ransom, Í believe Con- 
gress will deal justly. 

When we authorized the enlistment of colored 
men we voted that they and their wives and chil- 
dren, if owned by rebels, should be free, Ithought 
the distinction wrong then, and I voted against 
it. I thought it wrong to ask a man to leave the 
wife and children that he loves and enroll his name 
for the defense of this country, leaving that wife 
and those children slaves; and we have got the 
evidence now that they are sold as slaves, ortreated 
with inhumanity. 


Mr. CONNESS. If the Senator from Ohio will | 


withdraw his motion to postpone, I propose to 
move to commit the bill to the committee on sla- 
very and freedmen, with instructions lo report a 
hill upon this subject at an early day. Itis very 
plain and palpable to my mind that this proposi- 


tion is too important a one, too great a one, to be | 


considered without deliberation and without prep- 
aration; and E hope the Senate will take the course 
{ suggest, so that when the bill shall be reported 
it will embrace such provisions as can command 
the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 have no objection to that. 
I withdraw my motion to postpone. 

Mr. CONNESS. Then I make the motion. I 
move that the bill and all the amendments con- 
nected with it be committed to the select com- 
mittee on slavery and freedmen, with instruc- 
tiens 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wonld suggest to the 
Senator not to move instructions, Let the com- 
mittee act at its own pleasure. 5 

Mr. CONNESS. 1l received the suggestion of 
the Senator from Missouri on that point. I said 
to him that no instructions were necded, but he 
thought it better to commit with instructions. 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not desire to press the in- 
structions; but I simply make it as a suggestion 
to the committee that they act promptly in the 
promises, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Lhave no objection to the 
motion to commit; but I desire simply to state 
that there is, as it seems to me, very much more 
involved in the second section of the bill than the 
Senator from Massachusctts is aware of. It af- 
fects particularly the States of Maryland, Dela- 
ware, Kentucky, and Missouri, which, are the 
slave States represented in Congress. ‘There are 
probably a thousand of these colored soldiers en- 
listed in Delaware; six thousand in Maryland 
enlisted and to be enlisted; in the State of Ken- 
tucky ten thousand; and ten thousand in the State 
of Missouri, making in all twenty-seven thousand. 
If we are to suppose that for each one of these 
able-bodied colored men there are three other per- 
sons standing to him in the relation of mother, 
wife, aud children, to be freed by the operation 
of this section, it will free eighty-one thousand 
persons. Some suggest that five would not bea 
wrong proportion; but if there are only three such 
persons for every slave enlisted, which is a low 
estimate, the section affects eighty-one thousand; 
and if you estimate them at the lowest figure, 


$100 apiece, it involves the sum of $8,100,000; | 


and Ide not suppose this provision “of the bill 
has been really considercd by any cominittee at 


all. It has been an-amendment offered by my 
honorable friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wir- 
son,] and certainly ought to be considered, and 
considered very carefully, for itis a very import- 
ant proposition. 

Before I conclude there is one word I desire to 
say by way of reply to my honorable friend from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumwer.] He seems to dè- 
nounce in advance the action of Congress upon 
the subject of amending the Constitution of the 
United States,by providing for the abolition of 
slavery, for he says it will be but an attempt at 
amending the Constitution. 1 take issue with the 
Senator on that point. 

Mr.SUMNER. The Senator entirely misun-. 
derstands me. Jam for the amendment to the 
Constitution. I believe init, I shall vote for it 
whenever I can get an opportunity, and use any 
little influence that I may possess to induce other 
persons to vote for it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And still the honorable 
Senator says it will amount to but an attempt. 

Mr. SUMNER. T beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. ‘That was his language. 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 said the proposition before 

us now was but an attempt at an amendment of 
the Constitution. Until it goes through all the 
different stages, first of a vote of two thirds in this 
body, then a vote of two thirdsin the other body, 
and then the votes of three fourths of the Legis- 
Jatures, until the final consummation, it is noth- 
ing but an attempt. That is what I said. 
+ Mr. DOOLITTLE. [understand all that, and 
when we have done all that the honorable Sena- 
tor still says in effect it is to be but an attempt to 
amend the Constitution, in which attempt we shall 
not succeed. There is the issue that I make with 
him. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator makes an issue 
with me on something which I have never said, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If he now believes that 
we shall succeed in that attempt, very well, let 
himsay so. If he believes that we shall fail in it, 
let him say frankly what he does think on that 
question. Lunderstood him most distinctly to say 
that the whole transaction, going through the 
forms of legislation here in this body and in the 
other House, and submitting it to the Legislatures 
of three fourths of the States, would result in but 
an attempt to amend the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States, and not in its accomplishment; and 
certainly my honorable friend from Massachu- 
setts [Mr.Wirsow] repeated again and again that 
we had no assurance thatany such amendment of 
the Constitution could be carried, 

Mr. President, I do feel that we have an assur- 
ance that this amendment can be carried. 1 have 
faith that it can be carried, and that it will be car- 
ried; and with it and when it is carried, this 
whole question of slavery will be settled beyond 
the change of parties, beyond the change of Admin- 
istrations, beyond the legislation of Congress, be- 
yond the decrecs of the Supreme Court to affect 
it. It will be the final verdict of the people in their 
sovereign capacity pronounced once and for all, 
to exist now and forever. 

Mr. President, I do not go into a proposition 
with this halung kind of faith that expects to fail. 
Sir, E would look carefully to the ground upon 
which I plant my feet, and then I would know 
“po such word as fail.” The amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, which has been 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
this body, an amendment which was proposed by 
the honorable Senator from Missouri not now in 
his seat, (Mr. Henperson,] coming from a late 
slave State, but which is now undergoing the re- 
generation which all these States are to undergo; 
supported too in committee fand I doubt not to be 
supported in the Senate, by the able speeches and 
the influence of the able Senator from Maryland, 
[Mr. Jounson,] the representative of another of 
the slave States of the Union; supported as it will 
be by the public judgment of this country and by 
the judgment of all parties in this country when 
iteomes to be discussed—that amendment will 
not be a mere attempt at a change of the Consti- 
tution; it will be a reality, and in that reality we 
shall restore this country and the life of this coun- 
try and its institutions. 

Besides, Mr. President, I have some further 
objections to the proposition which is now pend- 
ing before the Senate being pressed on us at this 
time without further consideration. [t only af- 
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fects the loyal men whose slaves are taken in the 
States of Delaware, Maryland, Missouri, Ken- 
tucky, and Tennessee, and it holds out to them 
the hope of compensation at the. very time when 
in their own States they are meeting in conven- 
tion to abolish slavery without any compensa- 
tion, and when we ourselves are proposing by the 
amendment to the Constitution to abolish it, and 
without compensation. By holding out the idea 
of compensation to those men for this mass of 
slave property, what do you do but ask them to 

_ resist the action of their own conventions in abol- 
ishing slavery both in Maryland and in Missouri 
and in the other States? ‘The question put by the 
honorable Senator from California was a very 
pertinent one, why purchase slaves now when 
their price every day is going down? 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘Allow me to suggest to. the 
Senator that so far as this debate has developed 
the opinions of the Senate, there is but one man 
in the Senate who is in favor of that section which 
the Senator has belabored so much—the section 
in regard to compensation. Now, let me direct 
the Senator’s attention to the other section which 
is intended to cover the cases to which the atten- 
tion of the Senate has been drawn by General 
Pile, of Missouri, and by the statements which 
have been made by other persons, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Well, Mr. President 

Mr. CONNESS. Permit me to suggest to my 
friend from Wisconsin that he allow this bill to be 
committed, and we can debate it when it comes 
back. : . 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ihave no objection to its 
being committed. 

Mr. CONNESS. 
tion. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
time. 

Mr. WILSON. I object to committing the 
bill; and I propose to modify my amendment by 
withdrawing the second section and offering sim- 
ply the first section. ‘The Committee on Military 


Then let us have the ques- 


I do not wish to take up 


Affairs, after very careful consideration, brought: 


in this bill containing the third section which 
amended the law allowing colored men to be used 
in the military service. The original provision, 
which made the mother, the wife, and the chil- 
dren of the soldier who enlisted free, was on a mil- 
itary bill. When this bill was before us three or 
four weeks ago, the objection then was that we 
had not a well-matured system of paying for the 
slaves made free. To-day the objection is to pay- 
ing for them. I proposed it because I wanted to 
strengthen the measure, but I find it does not do 
that, and Lam willing to abandon it. 

All the sections of the original bill but one, as 
Ihave already explained, are taken out, and the 
section which I now propose is to be the whole 
bill, and itis a clear, plain proposition. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What is the amendment as 
now proposed? 

Mr. WILSON. The amendment now pro- 
posed is the third section of the original bill, in 
what I think is a little better form, reading thus: 

That when any person of African descent, whose service 
or Jabor is claimed in any State under the laws thercof, 
shall be mustered into the military or naval service of the 
United States, his wife and children, if auy he have, shall 
forever thereafter be free, any law, usage, or custom what- 
soever to the contrary notwithstanding. 

It is a very simple and plain proposition. 
simply provides for freeing the wife and children. 

Now, I want to say to the Senator from Wis- 
consin that {admire his earnestness, his zeal, and 
his faith. I hope I have quite as much of these 
qualities as he has, and I hope that my faith isas 
strong; but I must beg to be excused from fol- 


lowing the policy of not voting for a good meas- | 
ure because we intend to do it all at one time by | 
When we can get | 


a constitutional amendment. 
an opportunity to strike at the slave system let 
us doit, and let us adépt the constitutional amend- 
ment if we can, and I have great hope we shall 
do it. 

Mr. CONNESS. I hope we shall get a vote. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. As the bill is very 
simple now, I hope the Senator from California 
will withdraw his motion and let us take a vote 
on it, 


Mr. CONNESS. It is not simple enough for 


my mind, and notin a condition that [can vote ; 
i feel some anxiety upon this subject. į 


for it. J 
Senators who speak on this question here must 
not imagine that they are the only enes who feel 
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an interest in this subject.. I suggest that the form: 
in which this bill has been introduced to the Sen- 
ate to-day for the first time by the chairman of. 
the Committee on Military Affairs, with asub- 
stitute, I believe, from that gentleman for hisown 
bill, (and now there is an abandonment of an im- 
portant part of his measure,) is not such apre- 
sentation of the subject as the Senate should have 
before it acts upon it. If the Senate shall see 
fit not to recommit, and that vote can be taken 
in a very short time, then we will consider it, of 
course,a decision that we shall go on with it,and 
I shall try to give a correct vote upon. the sub- 
ject according to my judgment. Lhope we shall 
come to a vote on the motion to recommit the 
bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not think there is any 
particular hurry as to that. I think we can take 
our time. I wish to say to the Senator that we 
reported a bill to encourage enlistments some five 
or six weeks ago, which was carefully prepared 
and carefully studied by those who understand it 
quite well and have given some years to the sub- 
ject. The debate upon it lasted for several days. 
The proposition now before us has occupied some 
five or six daysof theSenate. The Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Brown] made a lengthy and very 
elaborate speech upon it the other day. In order 
to get through some other provisions in the bill 
we took them and put them in a new bill which 
we have passed, leaving this portion of the bill 
in regard to slavery as we introduced it. Ttwas 
framed and based upon the provision of the act 
of 1862 prepared by the same committee. I see 
no necessity for sending it to any committee at 
all; but if it is necessary to go to any committee 
I prefer that it should go to the committee from 
which it came. 

Mr. CONNESS. Very well; Jet us take the 
vote. 

Mr. CARLILE. As a motion has been made 
to refer this bill to the select committee of which 
I have the honor to be a m@mber, I wish to ex- 
plain why I shall propose to amend the motion of 
my colleague on that committee by striking out 
the committee on slavery and freedmen and in- 
serting the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. President, if it be in order to speak of an 
instrument that once was cherished by the Amer- 
ican people, and looked up to by their represent- 
atives, and closely and carefully considered in this 
body, when propositions were made interfering 
with rights of States, persons, or property, l 
would be glad to call the attention of the friends 
of this proposition to the question of power in- 
volvedinit. I know that there are members of the 
Senate who differ with meas to the power of Con- 
gress to conscript either white men or black men; 
but granting, for the sake of the argument, that 
that power belongs to the Congress of the United 
States under the Constitution, where do you de- 
rive the power to interfere with the acknowledged 
rights of the States under that instrument, and 
liberate, not only the conscript himself, but those 
who bear to him the relation of wife and children? 
The only question that seems to me involved in 
this bill isthe question of constitutional power. 

I share, 1 presume, with Senators who believe 
that the power is in Congress, all the sympathy 
i| they entertain for the family of him who enlists 
in the military service of the country; but that 
sympathy mast be subordinated to the require- 
ments of the oath which I took when-l became a 
member of this body to support the Constitation 
of the United States—the instrument to which 
this body owes its existence. Itbeing, therefore, ; 
aquestion of constitutional power—which I regard 
as the only question involved in the consideration 
of the bill—t think the proper committee to which 
it should go is the Committce on the Judiciary. 

The difficulties that have been suggested as to 
ascertaining who are the wife and children of the | 
party I think will not be found to be great when 
you come to carry it into practical operation, 
Although there may not be usually what in law 


publication of banns, as may be required by | 
State authority, yet there will be very httle trou- 
ble, so far as my observation has gone, in ascer- 
taining everywhere in any of the slave States of 
this Union these who bear the relation of wife 
and children to the individual. 

Tam not embarrassed, therefore, by these dif- 
ficulties; but the great question which stands in | 
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is termed a marriage by virtue of a license or the || 


| into the military service of the country. ani 


my. way in support of this bill is the.question-of 
ower. Even admitting that the Congress of 
nited States has the power ta, cript: asl 


give him freedom—which power I deny=-hav 
you the power to extend your legislation -so as 
to interfere with the rights of: property in. the 


tion to commit to the select committee failing, it 
would then be in the province of the Senator to 
move to commit to another committee. The only 
way to effect his object would be to vote down 
the pending motion. 2 

Mr. CLARK. I suggest that a motion, to refer 
to a standing committee has precedence, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senatoris cor- 
rect; it has precedence by the rules. The Sen- 
ator’s motion, therefore, is first in order, not. 8s 
an amendment tothe other motion; and the ques- 
tion will. be on referring: the bill to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. i 

Mr. CLARK. iam desirous that something 
should be done with a bill of thiskind. I am em- 
barrassed, I must confess, with the same consid- 
eration that presses itself upon the Senator from 
Virginia; but I do not feel that by referring the 
question to the Committee on the Judiciary I 
shall be disemllurrassed. I think, whatever might 
be the report of that committee, the question 
would still press itself upon my mind; and I think 
I might say that, if that committee should report 
that there was power within the Constitution, he 
would still find the question pressing upon his 
mind, 

Mr. CARLILE. Notif they showed sufficient 


| reason for that opinion. 


Mr. CLARK. Well, sir, I know the Senator 
from Virginia so well that I am sure no commit- 
tee ever could do that: it would not be in their 
pawer. eles oy 

‘he suggestion I have to make is this: there 
is no business that | am aware of of any import- 
ance pressing upon the Senate at this time, and 
we may therefore just as well discuss the consti- 
tutionality of this proposition in the Committee 
of the Whole ag in the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. We can then have the benefit of each 
other’s thoughts and considerations in regard to 
it,and we may,gn time, reach some practical and 
useful result. Butif you send this proposition to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, if itis not killed 
there, it will return with the same question em- 
barrassing it. We have gotthen to discuss it, 
and so of the other question in regard to the pay, 
You may’send it to a committee and have that 
provision in regard to the pay stricken out, and 
then it willagain return, for I think you will find 
persons in the Senate who cannot vote for the bill 
unless there is some pay proponed to the persong 
who own these slaves. They may possibly be 
satisfied that if you pay the owner for the prop- 
erty it may be considered as taking it for the 
public use; butif you do not pay they will hardly 
find provision in the Constitution for this meas- 
ure at all. 

Then again I understand the Senator from Min- 
nesota (Mr. WiLkinson] to propose an amend- 
ment by which that section shall be stricken out. 

Mr. WILSON, I have taken it out of the bill. 

Mr. CLARK. Tunderstand the Senator him- 
self to take it out of the bill; but still, notwith- 
standing that section may be taken out, Lam not 
certain that some Senators who desire to vote for 
this measure, in order to see the way to do.it, may 
not require it to be in, 

But what I want to say to Senators is this: we 
may just as well do that here and now as.at any 
time, for aught know. Tam notawarethatany 
measure is pressing upon the Senate at this time. 
If there is any measure of more importance.than 
this demanding our attention, I will cheerfully 
give way and agree that this bill be laid aside or 
go to a committee to be returned baek to us im- 
mediately; but F do not so understand. Then 
why should we not consider the meastire now ? 
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Sir; E regard thisas a very different measure from 
the’ one the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Sünnen} called‘up a while ago, the repeal of the 
fugitive slavelaw. I am not aware thatanybody 
is'attempüng now to recover a fugitive slave. 

Mr, SUMNER. The Senator is mistaken. 

‘Mr. CLARK. Imay be mistaken; but I cer- 
tainly do not understand that any very serious or 
numerous efforts are made in that direction. 
“Mr. SUMNER. Let me ask the Senator if 
the fact that one human being can be carried off 
into slavery under that statute is not sufficient 
reason for us to try to save him. 

Mr. CLARK. It might bea reason why we 
should try. to save him; but I do not understand 
that even ‘one is. But here is a very different 

uéstion. Here you desire to put soldiers in your 

amy, and those soldiers have their wives and 
their children. You are desirous of putting those 

‘soldiérs in the service at the earliest moment, and 
the people who want to prevent those soldiers 
from going intothe Army take these very means 
‘to torment the soldier so that he shall not go in. 
He says to him in effect, ** If you go into the ar- 
mies of the United States and fight the battles of 
the country; I will sell your wife, I will abuse 
your children.” That is very much worse than 
the rendition of a fugitive slave, and an amend- 
ment of the Constitution which would take place 
months: hence does not cure or remedy the evil. 
Do you propose to stand here and let these wives 
and children be abused three months, six months, 
ora year, until you can amend the Constitution, 
when you want the soldier to-day and to-mor- 
row? Itisa matter that cannot be postponed in 
the way the other can. 

If anything is to be done with it it ought to be 
done now, as soon as we can, after gravely con- 
sidering the subject and determining how we can 
best do so. Lt seems to me we can as well amend 
‘the bill in the Senate as in any committee. ‘The 
Senator from Minnesota, if he chooses to present 
an amendment, can bring up the whole matter 
and the quernion of pay. Tam not prepared to 
say that I want to pay these owners; but I desire 
that the bill may be discussed. * 

‘ Mr, DOOLITTLE. I should like to ask m 
honorable friend from New Hampshire, as this 
bill only affects loyal men, if he has any inferm- 
ation that loyal masters in any of these States 
have abused these women and children. 

Mr. WILSON. It affects all men, loyal or 
disloyal. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. But the wives and chil- 
dren of slaves belonging to disloyal masters are 
free now. It only has reference to the wives and 
children of slaves of loyal masters that ave en- 
listed. Is there any evidence before us that loyal 
masters have sold or abused the wives and chil- 
dren of those of their slaves that have enlisted in 
tlie service of the United States? 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 will state to the Senator from 
‘Wisconsin—— : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hows in 
the chair.) The Senator from New Hampshire 
is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. CLARK. My friend from Iowa isa very 
good backer, and I have no objection to hearing 
anything he may say. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iwill state to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that | have had letters from General 
Pyle, who has had charge of the recruitment of 
colored men in Missouri, and F have had Ictters 
from the officers of the colored regiments being 
recruited, in which they say that men professing 
loyalty, who have taken the oath of allegiance and 
would be exempted under the amnesty of the 
President, have committed these acts. 

Mr. CLARK. We know that everywhere in 
these loyal States there are men who are in sym- 
pathy with the rebellion. We know that men in 
the loyal States arc opposed to the negroes going 
into the service. Many of those men—I{ will not 
say all—would be willing to punish the negro if 
he went in, if they are in sympathy with the re- 
bellion, by the abuse of lis wife and children. 
They wish to deter him from going into the ser- 


F 


vice if they ean, and they say to him, ‘* Not only 
shall your wife and children have no care, no 
food, no protection, but they sball be sold into 
slavery; and when you return from fighting the 
battles of the Union you shall find your home des- 
olate, your wife gone no one knows where in 
slavery, and your children all sent away.” Sir, 


those instances, Ihave no doubt, are frequent. 
They come to us from every quarter. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Not loyal men. 

Mr. CLARK. Not loyal men, J. admit; but 
men wearing the guise and the garb of loyalty 
with the heartofthedevil. Butwhatthen? Shall 
we not protect these wives and children from those 
fiends? Shall we call upon these husbands and 
fathers to go and fight our battles and leave their 
wives and children behind? No. Sir, itdemands 
our earliest consideration, now, and lam for con- 
sidering it here in the Senate. Ifin any way we 
can devise any means by which we can prevent 
these things and protect these innocent and help- 
less people we should do it. Congress owes it to 
itself, to patriotism; nay, we oweit to the love of 
country which we bear. I am against the recom- 
mittal of this bill unless there is urgent business 
pressing upon us which makes it necessary to 
attend to that business and not to this. 

Mr. HOWARD. IL hope this bill will not be 
referred to the Committec on the Judiciary. Not- 
withstanding the ability which may be brought 
to the consideration of the question raised in the 
bill by that committee, | am by no means per- 
suaded in my own mind that they will be able to 
change a single vote or the opinion of a single 
member of the Senate by any report which they 
may make. 1 apprehend they will not. 

The great objection which seems to embarrass 
gome members of the Senate arises from what 
they allege to be a want of power on the part of 
Congress to enact a provision which shall eman- 
cipate and set free the wives and children of the 
slaves who may be taken into the military service 
of the United States as volunteers. F confess, for 
one, that [ gee no difficulty of this character. The 
first question which arises is this: has the Gov- 
ernment of the United States power to enlist per- 
sons known as slaves into the military service? 
E apprehend that there can be but one answer to 
that question. That they have the power is at- 
tested by several acts of legislation during the cx- 
istence of the next preceding and the present Con- 
gress. ‘They are persons, in contemplation of the 
Constitution of the United States, owingallegiance 
to the United States in the same sense in which 
white persons owe allegiance, and in none other, 
Lapprehend; and the Government therefore have 
aright to employ them in the military or naval 
service. ‘They have a right to entist that class of 
persons for the purpose of defending the Govern- 
ment and in prosecuting the present civil war to 
a successful issuc. 

If they have thisright they also have the power 
to protect this right and make the right efficient 
and effectual; and if it shall turn out to be the 


fact, as is alleged here, and of which 1 have no i| 
doubt, that there is great obstruction in the em- | 


ployment of this class of persons, great dificul- 
ties and obstacles raised to their enlistment and 
employment in the military service by persons 
who claim to own them, in the form of threats 
held out to their wives and children of being sold 
and removed from their homes, I bave no doubt 
that Congress has fall authority to remove that 
obstacle out of the way entirely of enlistments by 
declaring that the wife and children of the black 
volunteer shall be held in law to be emancipate 
and free. J repeat, if we have the power to en- 
list, if it be the right of Congress to put this class 
of persons into the military service, we have a 
right to protect and guard that right in such man- 
ner as to make the right effectual for the purposes 
for which we are attempting to use it, : 
There may be some difficulty in the apprehen- 
sion of some gentlemen, perhaps, as to who ean |! 
claim to be the wife or the child of a slave, inas- 
much as the laws of the slaveholding States do not 
recognize the relation of husband and wife, and 
of parent and child,in that class. I know of no 
other mode of solving this difficulty than this: that 
that person shalt be held to be the wife of the slave 
who recognizes the slave to be her husband and 
whose husband recognizes the woman to be his 
wife; adopting the same principle of the common | 
law that applies in otber cases, a simple recogni- | 
tion of the relation of husband and wife and of | 
parent and child. I take it that that would be ji 
sufficient; and inasmuch as there is a serious ob- 
struction to the enlistment of black soldiers aris- 
ing from difficulties thrown in the way by their 
masters, I hold that we have the right and that it 


| isour duty to remove that obstruction by declaring 


' ràssment from the beginning. 


| slaveholding States. 


| that the wife and children shall be placed beyond 


the reach and beyond the power of their tyrants, 
thus enabling the United States to employ as many 
of these persons as they may see fit. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, this ques- 
tion and the questions connected with it have been 
attended, so far as I am concerned in my consid- 
eration of them, with very considerable embar- 
I have listened to 
nearly all that has been said on the subject with 
a good dealof attention in order to see ifmy doubts 
could be removed in any way, because I wasanx- 
ious they should be,and Jam very glad to be able 
to say that the view which was originally taken 
of this matter of freeing the wife and children of 
the conscript by the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. 
SuERMAN,] in a speech made some time ago, and 
the argument which has beenurged this morning 
by my friend from Michigan, have gone far to re~- 
move all my doubts on the subject. 

Of course I never had any doubt that we could 
avail ourselves of the services of every man in the 
Republic, no matter what his condition, of whom 
a soldier could be made; that slaves were subject 
precisely to the same laws and could be used in 
the same way as other persons. The idea that 
in a country like ours a strong, able-bodied pop- 
ulation, for the reason that it is held in a peculiar 
manner, must be let alone and exempted from 
military service, has always been to my mind an 
utterly preposterous idea. How far the idea of 
property which is connected with that class of 


| persons might affect the legislation necessary to 


carry it into effect is another question, 

My doubt of course was, in the beginning, 
whether in taking persons of this description and 
insisting that they should render military service 
we could go so far as to liberate other persons 
connected with them. That was a very serious 
difficulty. But, sir, I have been convinced by the 
argument of the gentlemen to whom I have re- 
ferred that we can do anything that is necessary 
to be done in order toaccomplish the purpose that 
we have in view, and which is not only a legal 
buta necessary purpose—the salvation and perpet- 
uation of the Republic: Consequently if you once 
establish the fact that in order to effect that purpose 
you must free certain ihdividuals connected with 
those whom you want to place in the military ser- 
vice, Isee no difficulty inarriving at the conclusion 
that you have the right to do it; and of that fact, 
according to all the principles of legislation that 
I have ever heard of with reference to such mat- 
tors, Congress, the legislative power, must be the 
judge in the first instance. We decide not only 
upon the law which we are about to pass, but also 
upon the fact and the necessity which excuses the 
law. 

I have no difficulty, therefore, in voting for the 
proposition contained in the first section of this 
amendment, presuming or understanding the fact 
to bethatitis necessary in order to accomplish the 
purpose we have in view; and of that every Sen- 
ator must judge for himself, and I among others, 
must judge for myself. 

I have had some difficulty, however, arising 
from the argument that hasbeen adduced that the 
relations of husband and wife and parent and child 
were not recognized among the class of persons 
of whom we spenk, because they could not le- 
gally contract marriage under the laws of the 
Alittle reflection, however, 
will enable us to remove that difficulty; and the 
argument has been alluded to by my friend from 
Michigan. In most of the States, and in most 
countries,a marriage absolutely solemnized in any 
given form recognized by the parties to it, and 
recognized by those having a control over them, 
may bea marriage to all intents and purposes, and 
a legal marriage in its effects, although not strictly 
according to the general laws of the State or coun- 
try applicable to such subjects. The person sol- 
emnizing the marriage may commit a erime or 
misdemeanor, and be punished for it, if not solem- 
nized according to the provisions of law or against 
the provisions of law; and yet there arc few States 
in this Union, } presume, that hold that a mar- 
riage solempized and consummated is to be no 


i marriage simply because itis not according to the 


legal form. Thatis not usually the case. Itmay 
be so in some of the States for aught I knew. { 
am not familiar with the particulars of the laws 


on that subject., 
That being the case there cannot be much difi- 
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culty, L apprehend, in arriving at the fact, hav- 
ing a proper tribunal_to try it, who is recognized 
as the wife ofthe individual in question, and who 
are recognized as the children of the individual in 
question. Take a plantation. If with or with- 
out (but I will say with, because it is usually 
with) the consent of the master aman and woman 
have lived together as man and wife, and have 
been recognized by the master and by each other 
as man and wife, and children have been born to 


them, there will be very little. difficulty in ascers | 


taining that fact. At any rate we should recog- 
nize that as a relation. It might be dificult to 
ascertain in some cases whether it was,so or not; 
but I apprehend there would be very little diffi- 
culty about it. - 

It strikes me, however, that there should be 
some provision in the law itself by which the fact 
could be ascertained. This proposition stops here, 
bysimply saying that the wife and children of the 
person thus taken into the service shall be free; 
but there is no provision by which that can be 
ascertainedin any way. Lsuggestto the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts whether in the law 
itself there ought not to be some provision to that 
effect one way.or another. Otherwise it leaves 
room for innumerable and boundless disputes and 
questions which may have to be settled afterwards. 

I thought it proper to say thus much with ref- 
erence to my own opinion on the subjectand the 
change which my general opinions have under- 
gone, or rather the mode in whigh my doubts on 
the subject have been measurably and perhaps 
fully removed. ` 

But there is: another question connected with 
this subject, and that is the question of compen- 
sation. Gentlemen scem to think that no law 
would be constitutional unless we provide in the 
law itself a mode of compensation for the prop- 
erty taken, if you recognize it as property. Ido 
not so understand it. A Government in its ne- 
cessity may take property if itneedsit for public 
uses. The moral and legal and constitutional ob- 
ligation rests upon it at the same time, taking 
property in its general sense, to provide compen- 
sation for the property thus taken; but it need 
not be done at the time that it is taken, and, in 
point of fact, it very seldom is. Much that is 
taken not under any law, but in the course of war- 
fare and the necessities of warfare, is very seldom, 
hardly ever, perhaps never, you may say, unless 
in the case of legislation, provided for at the time. 
The property is taken, the factis established after- 
wards, if you please, and compensation is pro- 
vided afterwards. Therefore, it may be, in my 
judgment, perfectly Proper and perfectly legal to 
say that property, if itis recognized as such, may 
be taken, and yet you may leave the question of 
compensation open, There is no such thing as 
a suit against the Government, Thereis no such 
thing as a mode of compelling the Government to 
pay under our system and others, ours particu- 
larly. It is an obligation which it is presumed 
the Government will perform, and perform in its 
own way, in its own good time, in a just time, 
when it gets the proper information necessary to 
act upon, 

I am opposed, therefore, in this bill, to provid- 
ing compensation at all, or any provision with 
regard to it. I wish to leave that question open. 
I wish to leave it open for several reasons, not 
only in this bill but in many other bills that it 
may be necessary for us to pass. We cannot, as 
we go along, provide compensation for everything 
at the present time. We have nota sufficient ac- 
quaintance with the facts. We have no mode of 
providing proper tribunals, in my judgment, 
which can, upon a sufficient knowledge of the 
facts, settle all these questions of value. 
are most uncertain at the present time, and they 
must necessarily remain uncertain, We cannot 
tell what a day or an hour may bring forth. One 
of these women, if you please, regarding her as 
property, may to-day be considered worth so 
much, and te-morrow, especially in times like 
these, slfe may be worth vastly less or nothing at 
all; and yet we undertake to provide beforehand 
with reference to the very question of compensa- 
tion, to make a burden upon our Treasury at a 
time when it is least able to mect it. 

Mr:JOHNSON. ‘The valuc to be ascertained 
at the time of the public appropriation. 

Mr. FESSENDEN: Yes, sir; and yet the facts 
existing at that very time may not be all known, 


They | 


-say, Lam not prepared to settle, although I have 


Mr. JOHNSON. That is another question. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. That is what I sayjand } 
you cannot, until the condition ef the country: be- 
comes more séttled. than itis now, arrive at any 
accurate knowledge of the facts that will enable 
you to fix.this compensation. ne 
. Sir, we always go to the maximum-in most 
things, and in this as well as others, when we pro- 
vide any fixed sum foranything. Theenrollment 
bill provided for the payment of $100 in one case 
and $300 in another, and it may be presumed that 
it will go to that amount if you get an able-bodied 
man; and yet I suppose in the State of Maryland 
at the present time, if you were to pay $300 for 
an able-bodied slave you would: pay twice as 
much as he is worth. - 

Mr. JOHNSON. No doubt of it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Notat all; and yetgen- 
tlemen will insist on fixing these sums, and these 
sums arc probably what we shall be obliged to 
pay underany commission that may be appointed. 
Therefore I say that now in the present state of 
things in this country, with our ignorance neces- 
sarily of what a day or an hour may bring forth 
with reference to the value of this property, ifyou 
call it property, or any other, and with the bur- 
dens that are already on our Treasury from day 
to day that we must meet, and not knowing in 
fact what we have got to meet and what the ex- 
tent of those burdens may be, I am opposed en- 
tirely to making any definite provision with regard 
to the asccrtainment and payment at the present 
time at the Treasury of indefinite sums, when we 
cannot tell by any possibility what we are to meet. 
The very illustration and calculation made by the 
Senator from Wisconsin showed that you do not 
know and cannot know or infer what you are to 
do. All questions of this kind must necessarily 
be settled deliberately, when the condition of the 
country is such that you can ascertain the facts 
and know what their precise value is at the time 
taken. You may take a slave to-day, and I defy 
any man to tell what he is worth in the present 
state of things in the country; and yet if you un- 


dertake to do the thing to-day you must do it on ff, 


some basis or other, and are quite as likely to as- 
sume, in ignorance of any other, the very highest 
mark that is given in order to reach that value. 
Sir, it is bad-policy in any point of view. In 
the first place, we are assuming to scttle certain 
questions. „We settle here off-hand upon the ab- 
stract question of property, which, permit me to 


been obliged to vote upon it in some cases and to 
vote with the best light I had. You, must then 
settle to-day in the hurry of this legislation the 
value of the property, and you must settle an- 
other thing, as you do in all these questions, when 
you pass these bills: we have got to meet them 
at the Treasury, burdened as it is at the present 
moment. x 

My honorable friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WiLsox] occasionally favors us with a speech on 
finance; and the burden of his speech always is 
that the question of money lies at the very found- 
ation of this war; and yet when an idea of this | 
sort is started he scems to forget there is any 
money in it or that there is to be any limit, and | 
he cares not for the limit, At any rate, he docs , 
not seem to know what tht limit is, or toinquire, | 
or to provide any mode by which it is really to 
be ascertained on any correct principle. I want 
to hold him to one thing or another, His finan- | 
cial ideas are correct so far as I can judge with || 
reference to what lies at the foundation of all, and 
the necessity of great cconomy, The question 
of economy mustenter into everything, this ques- 
tion as well as others, in so far as it does not check 
the exercise of a proper humanity and the doing || 
of that which is necessary to be done before the || 
country and before God, in order to justify our- |j 
selves to the world and to the Ruler of the uni- 
verse; short of that we must look into the ques- 
tion of money on all matters that arise. | | 

Allow me to say, sir, that I am not quite pre- | 
pared to yield all the force which other gentlemen | 
do when they talk about pledges that have been ! 
given with reference to paying for property of | 
this description. I remember, that there was a | 
message sent to us by the Presidentof the United } 
States not very long ago in which he recommended || 
the passage of some resolution or other—I forget | 


precisely the it 


shape it assumed—declaring that if i 


certain States owning slaves would emancipate 


their slaves the United $ 
pensation... We passed that, tth 
of aresolution. “ fremember-s: 
that Pacceded. to that -Ew 
resolation that. the United: States ou 
compensation. | I did not believe a 
ongress had any power. to emä 
under any general power in the Const 
connected with the necessary exercise 
called the war powers; according- 
mode of speech, unless authority should be 
them -by ‘those who framed ‘the Constitutio, 
those who had aright to amend it should coni 
the power. 1 said { would vote for itin the care- 
ful terms in which it wasavorded. . Buty sir, tre 
served to myself the consideration of the question 
what that compensation was to be, how far an 
compensation was due or might be due with ri 
erence to all those matters, I said [was not pre- 
pared to start off in the beginning and say that 
Congress had taken that burden. on themselves, 
and to have it thrown in my face every time a 
proposition of this. sort-or anything’ connected 
with this subject or one. implying compensation 
was under consideration, that Í was:bound-to take: 
it on the instant, ahd not with referenced to gues- 
tions of that déscription, but upon questions’ of 
far different description where we-were exercising. - 
an unquestioned power. ` I wish to reiterate the 
caveat that I then entered with regard to my own 
action if I live and am in public life at the time 
action is called for on any question of that de- 
scription. I say, therefore, that while I believe 
this particular section should beso amended as to 
provide some proper mode of ascertaining the fact 
with reference to the domestic relations of the pèr- 
sons described in it ane 
Mr. BROWN. If the Senator will permit-me 
for a moment, I will suggest whether that cannot 
be as well made a matter of regulation under the 
Department; whether it would not be better that 
it should be made a matter of regulation under 
the Department; because we have now a large 
branch of the service which is devoted to the su- 
pervision of colored recruits and of their affairs; 
provost marshals dealing with them, provost mar- 
shals recruiting them, who are perfectly compe- 
tent at the time these soldiers are recruited to 
take the evidence, and determine also the fact as 
to their families, their wives, and their children, 
I suggest whether it would’ not be: simpler and 
better to remit that matter to the War Office than 
to undertake to regulate it by specific laws here? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I have not a very ‘un 
questioning and illimitable faith in the capacity 
and wisdom of all persons employed as provost 
marshals under the Government: I have seen'some 
Specimens that did not impress.me'so strongly ag 
they might. “I do not, however, deny but it may 
be possible and perhaps not difficult for the War 
Department to frame the proper regulations for 
ascertaining the facty but I will say to the hon- 
orable Senator that it is not customary to leave 
questions of that sort, which are properly ques- 
tions of legislation, tothe Executive Departments, 
Usually, in passing laws upon such: subjects, . 


| where we find that a matter needs regulation and 


it is not a mere matter of detail, but a matter of 
judgrhent and principle, Congress fixes the prin- 
ciples upon. which the action is to be predicated. 

Mr. BROWN. I will ask the Senator whether 
that is not already left as a matter of regulation 
to the War Department in regard to the wives 
and children of persons claimed by disloyal per- 
sons? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not know precisely 
the terms of the act. I do not recollect. 

Mr. BROWN. My impression is that that is 
the case. . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not remember. the 
exact terms of the act on that subject. It-strikes 


: me we shall have to make appropriations.on that 


subject, and 
ure, : 

I am not very strenuous about it. I shall vote 
for this proposition dissevered from the question 
of compensation, let it stand as.it may; but L sug- 
gest to my honorable friend from Massachusetts 
and I suggest to the Senate that in my judgment 
it would be very much wiser to take a little time 
to deliberate on this subject, and provide -specific- 
ally the principles upon which the question-of this 
domestic relationship shall be. determined;, be- 
cause T think it ought to be doie: Itis unsafe 


it must come before us in some meas- 
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to leave it to regulations which we do not have a 
hand in making, because there is no knowing how 
extensive it may be. | 

{do not know that I wish to add anything to 
what I have said. Genudemen have asked me 
questions, and as I do not possess a great deal of 
presence of mind jn these days, if I designed to 
say anything else I have forgotten it, and prob- |i 
ably what a man forgets is not worth saying. i 

Mr. CONNESS. F was about to suggest that | 
perhaps we had better take a vote on the ques- | 
tion of whether the bill should be committed or 
not, so that we can then go onand debate itif the 
Senate refuse to recommitit. It appears to me 
we had better determine that question first. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 suppose it is not the pur- 
pose of the Senate to conclude this bill to-day. 
There isa great deal of business on the table that 
J think requires an executive session; and I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of || 
executive business. Š 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the honorable Senator 
from Maryland will allow me I should like to 
take up a bill that will take but a few moments, 
and which itis necessary should be acted on before 
the Indian appropriation bill comes to us. It is 
a bill in relation to Indian affairs in California. I 
think it will take buta few minutes to dispose of 
it; ànd I will ask the honorable Senator to give 
way, and allow me to take up that bill, it is 
Senate bill No. 80. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to commit the bill before the Sen- 
ate to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON. Lask the Senator from Mary- 
land to allow me to make a motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
obliged to remind the Senate that there is a qnes- |! 
tion now pending before the Senate, and it should 
be disposed of, 

Mr. WILSON. The question is ou the mo- 
tion to go into executive session, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion, | 
if put, will of course dispose of the pending ques- 
tion, but the Chair understood the Senator from 
Maryland to withdraw that motion. 

Mr. JOFINSON.  L did. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. And I make a motion to 
ae a all prior orders for the purpose of taking 
up the bill which L have indicated. dt will take 
but afew moments, and it is necessary to ackupon 
it before the appropriation bill comes in. 


INDIAN APPAIRS IN CALTFORNTA. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, procecded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 80) to provide for the better or- 
ganization of Indian afaire in California. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. As the bill, on consulta- 
tion with the honorable Senator from California 
(Mr. Coxxrss] who introduced it, has been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Indian Affairs and | 
a substitute has been offered by them to the en- H 
tire bih, if it will meet his approbation I will ask i 
that the substitute only be read, F do not think 
it is necessary to read the whiolc bill 

Mr. CONNESS. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the original bill will 


} 


m : 
The reading 
gine be dispensed with, if there 
be no objection, and the Seeretary will read the 
substitute reported by the committee, 

Tha Q 

The Secretary read the amendment of the com- 
mittee, to strike out all of the original bill atter 
the enacting clause, and to insert the following 
in licu thereof: : i 

That frum and after the Ist day of April, A. D. 1864, the 
State of California stall, fer Indian purposes, constitute 
one superiutendenes, for which there shalt be appointed by 


the President of the United Stites, by and with the advice 
and cousent of the Senate, n superiutendent of tndian af- 
fairs Cor superintend¢ at a salary of 33,600 peran- 


num, Who shali reside ata ut within said State 
selected by the Sceretary of whe 
executing a bond, upon sueh ren id suek sum as may | 
be p ibed by the Seerctary of the Interior, and taking 
the usnal oath of o al have under his control and 
management, in like manner and subject to like rides and 
regulations i rescribed for snperintendents of of 
etndians and Indian r ations th 
rbe establishedin said Stute: Provided, 
dent shail be authorized to appoint a 
on not ty exceed $1,560 per annum. 
vther enacted, Vhatthere 
sand at his discretion, nor e 
and, within tlie Hindrs of said State, to | 
for the purposes of Indin 


te ac 


i „to be 
Interior, and who, upon | 


Lhet 


Sec. a. 
apart byt 
four tracts 
retained by the United Suite 
yeservations, Which shall be 
commodation of the indians 


n 
tent for the ac- 
siil belo- 


į cated as remote from white settlements as may be found 


l of the President maybe nece 


| direc 


l appraised value, nor at le 


| gister and receiver of the land offiee in the district in which 


| tabl 


| upon the duties 
laud withsueh conditions ane 
lor Secretary of the Laterior gray r 


| for the entire State; and I may as well say here 


practicable, having due regard to their adaptation to the 
purposes for which they are intended: Provided, That at ! 
least one of said tracts shail be Jocated in what has here- 
tofore been known as tbe northern d et: And provided 
further, That if it sbali be found impri able to establish 
the reservations herein contemplated without embracing 
improvements made within their jimits by white pe 
lawfully there, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby an- 
thorized and empowered to contract for the purchase of 
such improvements, at a price not exceeding a fair vaiua- 
tion thereof, to be made under his direction. “Butno such 
contract shall be valid, nor any money paid thercon, until, 
upon a report of said contract and of said valuation to Con- 
gress, the same shall be approved and the money appropri- 
ated by law for that purpose: And provided further, That 
said tracts to be set apart as aforesaid may, or may not, as 
in the diseretion of the President may be decmeg for the 
best interests of the Indians to be provided for, include any 
of the Indian reservations heretofore set apart in said State, 
and that in ease any such reservation is so included, the 
same may be enlarged to such an extent as in the opinion 
ary, iù order to its complete 


adaptation to the purposes for which it is intended. 
Seo. 3. And be itfurther enacted, That the several Indian 


reserv) 


ations in California which shall uot be retained for 
rvations uuder the provisions of 


valne, and shail th 
provided by law in ¢ 


sement 
of other p nds, be offered for 
sale at publie oatery, and thene ward all be held 
subject to sale at p e entry, according to such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe: Pro- 
vided, ‘That no lot shall be disposed of at less than the 

ss than SL 25 peraere: Ind pro- 
Ue shall be conducted by the rc- 


vided further, 'That said 


ich reservation or reservations mity be situated, in accord- 
ance with the instractious of the Department regulating the 
sie of public lands, 

Seo. 4. Jad be it further enacted, That the President. of 
the United States be, aud he isherchy, authorized, by and 
With the advice aud consent of Lhe Senate, to appoint an | 
Indian agent for each of the reservations which shall bees 
ished neuler rhe provisions of this act, which said agent 
stall reside upon the re ation for which he shall be ap- 
pointed, and shall dis ge ail the duties now or bereatter 
to be required of fudian agents by law, or by rules and reu- | 
lations adopted, or to he adopted, for the regntation of the 
odian service, so sthesame may be applicable. Bach 
of the agents i id shall, before catering 
tive bond in sach penalties 
shel security asthe President | 
quire, aad shall hold his 
office for the term of four years sooner removed by 
the President, and shall receive an annual salary at the 
rate ofsi 

Ser „And be it further enacted, Thatthere may be ap- 
pointed, in the manner preseribed by law, for D of said 
reservations, if in tie opinion of the Seeretary of the Inte- | 
rior the welfare of said todians shall require it, one physi- 


sul. 


of work 
and visit the reservations, There can be no busi- 
ness of that kind correctly conducted without 
watchfulness on the partofhim who superintends 
it. The provision here to pay the clerk of the 
superintendent $1,500 a year, which, it will be re- 
membered, is to be paid in legal-tender notes, now 
at a discount of forty cents on the dollar, isa very 
slender provision. That clerk will have to be equal 
to the superintendentin his ability to perform the 
“business of the office. The change | suggest is 
$1,800 in place of $1,500, which will still make it 
a very small salary. I hope that will be done, 
and T move the amendment. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I hope that amendment 
will not be adopted. Ihave no particular feeling 
about it, but I think the committee, in fixing 
$1,500, which is considerably more than the clerks 
of the superintendents in other parts of the coun- 
try receive 

Mr. CONNESS. Will you not make any al- 
lowance for the increased cost of living with us? 

Mr. WILKINSON. We have made some al- 
lowance. We have advanced this salary some 
three or four hundred dollars more than any other 
clerk to a superintendent in the United States re- 
ceives. I think that is adequate to even the ad- 
ditional expense of living in California over the 
other parts of the country. 

Mr. CONNESS. | will not discuss this amend- 
ment. I did not think there would be an objec- 
tion to it. ‘The-Senator does not seem to take into 


| consideration that money in the Westis notmoney 


in the extreme West; that the legal-tender notes 
in which this officer is to be paid, as well as all 
our officers in that State, now are ata reduction 
of forty cents on the dollar, I do not desire and 
I have introduced no bill here to provide for mak- 
ing up that loss to our officers. Iris the incidental 
result of the relation of war. F only ask to have 
it in this case partially done. ‘The salary of the 
officer, if this increase be made, will be abouttwelve 
hundred dollars in the currency of the State. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I waived the motion which 
I made to proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business under the belief that this bill would 
pass without debate, T move now that the bill be 
laid on the table, and that we proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 
| Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the honorable Senator 
will move to go into executive session without 
moving to lay the bill on the table, it will come 
up as unfinished business on Monday morning, 


ejan, oue bhicksmith, on sistant Ditcksmith, one firmer, 
aud one earpenter, Who shall cach r compensation 
at rates to be determined by the Scerctuy of the Puterior, 
not exceeding fiiy dollars per mouth. 

sea. 6. vind beit further enceted, That hereafter, when 
itshall become neet oto survey any lodio or other 
reservations, or any fads, the sane shall be surveyed under | 
the direction and control of the General Land Office, and | 

arly ns may be in conformity to the rules and regala- 

noder whieh other public lands are » . 
Re + wind be it jurt enacted, “Thatali Indian agents 
shall reside at their respeetive ngenei nd shah in no 
ease be permitted to visit the city of Washington execpt! 
when ordered to do so by the Connissioner of ludian Af- | 
fairs. And ìt is bereby made the duty of the said Cotumis- 
sioner to report all eases of the violation of this section to į 
the President, with the request that the agents disregarding | 
the provisions herein contained be at once removed trom i| 
otice, 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, Thatall acts or parts 
of a in confliet with the provisions of this act be, and i 
the same are hereby, repeated; and aif om and employ- 


ments connected with Padini affairs in California, not pro- 
vided for in this act, be,and the sune are hereby, abolished, 


Mr. CONN 1 desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the first section of the amendment of the 
committee. [| move, in the twentieth line of that 
section, to strike out the word * fifteen,”? and to 
isert “eighteen.” As itnow stands, it provides | 
asa compensation for the clerk of tae superintend- 
ent a salary of $1,500 per annum. lt will be re- 
membered that this bill proposes economy in the 
Indian affairs of California. We have now two 
superintendencies in that State, with all their ma- 
chinery. This bill proposes one, and one only, 


ace 
LSS. 


} 


iat up to this time, as elsewhere, perhaps, the 
Indian affairs of California bave not been as well į 
managed as they should be. tis my desireand j 
disposition in whatever I shall have to do, either | 


str 
SY 


and then we can dispose of it. 

Mr. CONNESS. I suggest to the honorable 
Senator from Maryland that this is the only 
amendment that I propose to offer, and [do not 
think there will be any further discussion, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE: Isuggest to the honorable 
Senator from California that there are gentlemen 
who desire to have a brief statement of what the 
changes produced by this bill are, and we shall 
save time if we let it pass over until Monday 
morning. 

Mr. CONNESS. All right. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. JOTINSON. Imove then that the Senate 

proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
spent in the consideration of executive business, 


| the doors were rcopened, and the Senateadjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, March 18, 1864. 
The House motat twelve o'clock, m, Prayerby 


Rev. Dr. Marks. 
The Journalof yesterday wasread and approved. 
MINES AND MINERALS. 

Mr. BENNET. Task the unanimous consent 
of the Flouse to introduce a billin relation to mines 
and minerals on the public domains. f also ask 
to have it printed. ftis a bill onan important 
subject, and has been carefully prepared. 

‘There was no objection; and the bill was in- 
troduced, read a first and second time, referred to 
the Commitiee of Waysand Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 

MARSHAL OF WESTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginie. f ask unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table 
the bill laid there on motion of the gentleman from 
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Tuinry-Eieuru Conenuss, Isr SESSION. 
Maryland [Mr. Tomas] in reference to the com- 
pensation of the marshal of the western district 
of Virginia, for the purpose of having it referred 
back to the Committée on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WASEIBURNE, ôf Ilinois. donot ob- 
jectif it is agreed that itshall not be brought back 
on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. Tagree to that. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. - ; 

HOMESTEAD LAW. 


A 
Mr. HOLMAN, I call for the regular order 
of business. i : ` 
The SPEAKER stated the first business in 
order to be Senate bill No. 60, amendatory of the 
homestead law, and for other purposes, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Houman,] as follows: 


Amend the fifth seetion by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That any private soldier or seaman 
who shall have served in the military or naval service of 
the United States for the period of two years shall be en- 
titledto the benefits of this act without payment of any fees 
whatever, and shall, so soon as he may settle on a home~ 
stead selection, be entitled to a patent therefor, 


Mr. HOLMAN. This is private bill day, and 
I suggest that we have a call of the committees 


for private business.* 
r. JULIAN. Lask that we shall first dis- 
pose of this bill. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman calls 
for the previous question J give notice that I have 
a modification of my amendment to propose. 

Mr. JULIAN. 1 move to amend the amend- 
ment as follows: i 


Strike out all after the word “that,” and in lieu thereof 
insert as follows: j 

‘Ail lands and other real property not included within the 
limits of any city, town, or village, against which proceed- 
ings in rem shall be instituted under the provisions of the 
act to suppress insurrection, to punish treason and rebel- 
lion, to seize and confiscate the property oftebels, and for 
other purposes, approved July 17, 1862, and the acts amend- 
atory thtreof, shall, upon the rendering of final decrees of 
condemnatidn, be certified, over the seakof the coùrt so 
condemning, by the clerk thereof, to the Secretary of the 
Interior; and thereatter the said lands shall be regarded 
and treated in all respects as part of the unappropriated 
public lands of the United States, subject to the restrictions 
and regulations hereingfter mentioned. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all lands and 
other real property not included within the limits of apy 
city, town, or village, which may be hereafter sold under 
the provisions of the act for the collection of direct taxes in 
insurrectionary districts within the United States, and for 
other purposes, approved June 7, 1862, and the acts amend- 
atory thereof, and alisuch lands ininsurrcetionary districts 
which may be hereafter sold under the provisions of the 
act to provide internal revenue to support the Govern- 
ment and to pay interest on the public debt, approved July 
1, 1862, and the acts amendatory thereof, shall be bid off to 
the United States at the minimum price mentioned in said 
acts, and the person or persons having Jawful charge of 
such sate or sales shall thereafter transmit a duly executed 
certificate of sale, or deed, together with a certified tran- 
seript of his or their proceedings in connection therewith, 
to the Secretary of the Interior, and thereafter the said 
Jands shall be regarded and treated as part of the public do- 
mainas provided for in the previous section ot this act, 
subject, however, to the right of redemption, as provided 
for in the acts aforesaid and the amendments thereto. 

SEC. 3. And be it further enacted, ‘That upon the receipt 
of the aforesaid certificates or deeds by the Secretary of 
the Interior, it shall immediately thereatter be the duty of 
the officials to be charged with the execution of this act 
to cause the said lands, thus certified or deeded to the Uni- 
ted States, to be surveyed and divided as near as may be 
into forty-acre lots or tracts, except in eases where official 
surveys have already been made by the United States, and 
the plats thereofare duly on file in the proper Department; 
and it shall be the duty of the President ofthe United States, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate thereof, 
to appoint and commission all such officers as may be ne- 
eessary to exeente the provisions of this act; and such oth- 
cers shall reecive the same compensation as isnow by law 
allowed to similar officers under the general land system 
of the United States, a6 

Sno. 4. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the date of the receipt of the aforesaid certificates or deeds 
hy the Secretary of the Interior, all persons who have 
served, or may honorably serve, in the Army or Navy ofthe 
United States for two years during the present rebellion, 
and all persons who have been or shall be discharged tbere- 
from by reason of wounds received or disease contracted 
therein, shall be entitled to enter eighty acres, or a less 
quantity, of said unappropriated public lands, certified or 
deeded as aforementioned, in conformity to the provisions 
of an act entitled “ An act to secure homesteads to actual 
settlers on the public domain,” approved May 20, 18625 
and all persons who, during the present rebellion 
rendered, or shall render, honorable service to the United 
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States as soldiers or sailors in the Army or Navy thereof, 
or as laborers therein, shall be.entitled to.enter forty.acres 
of said unappropriated public lands, certified or deeded as 
aforementioned, in conmtormity to the provisions of the act 
aforesaid, to secure homiesteuds to actual settlers.” * 

| SEC. 5. And be it further. enacted, That aftersaid lands 
shall have been subject to homestead entry, as before spe- 
cified, for and-during the term of five years, all such Jands 
then being vacant, or which may have been forfeited by 
abandonment for more than six months át one time, shall 
be offered at public sale to the highest bidder, in quarter~ 
quarter sections or fractional quarter-quarter sections: 
Provided, ‘That no sates shall be made for a less price than 
$1 25 per acre: And provided further, That no person shalt 
De entitled to enter more than a half quarter or fractional 
hatf quarter section of said lands: nd provided further, 
That no person shall be entitled to receive a patent for any, 
of said lands except upon proof of compliance with the re- 
quirements of the preémption act of September 4, 1841, 
which specify the qualifications of a preémptor, and settle- 
ment and cultivation, and except upon. his subseribing an 
oath of loyalty inthe form and manner required by existing 
laws: And provided further, That all persons so purchas- 
ing at public sale, who shall tail to make the proof required 
within one year from the day of such publie sale, without 
reasons therefor satisfactory to the officer charged with the 
execution of this act, shall forfeit all right and title to said 
lands, and the same shall thereafter ‘revert to the United 
States, and be subject to the provisions next hereinafter 
enacted. 

Sec. 6, And be it further enacted, That such lands as 
shall not be entered by homestead, nor he bid off at the 
public sales, or which shall revert to the United States as 
aforesaid, shall thereafter be subject to homestead entries 
by the parties to whom such privileges have been hereto- 
fore granted by this act, or to preémption entries by all 
parties: Provided, That no patent shal} issue for any of 
said entries until the party applying therefor shall file an 
oath of loyalty in accordance with existing laws. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That whenever lands 
shal] be entered, under the provisions of this act, upon which 
any buildings, shops, fences, or other permanent improve- 
ments, or any agricultural implements or household furni- 
ture shall be situated, the same shall be appraised by three 
disinterested persons, to be appointed by the officer. to be 
hereafter charged with the execution of this act, at such 
compensation and under such regulations as he may pre- 
seribe; and the value of such buildings, shops, fences, im- 
provements, agricultural implements, and household fur- 
niture so determined, together with the actual. or approx- 
imate cost to the United States of the condemnation, or 
purchase, survey, appraiscment, and sale of said lands, 
shall be paid into the 'I'reasury of the United States within 
the period of five years, in such installments as the Secre= 
tary of the Interior may prescribe, by the person entering 
the land upon which the same may be situated, and the 
value so determined shall constitute a lien in favor of the 
United States upon the tand, and upon all the improve- 
ments, fixtures, and appurtenances thereof, whether the 
same shall be found thereon atthe time of entering the land, 
or shal] be subsequently placed thereon by the person en- 
tering the same. 

Sno. 8. And be it further enacted, That in the construc- 
tion of this act no distinction shall be made on account of 
cotor or race, but the privileges of this act shall be enjoyed 
equally by all persons entitled by its terms and provisions 
to participate in the same ; and in ense of the death of the 
person entering tands under the provisions of this act, the 
required proof and payments may be made by his execu- 
tor, administrator, widow, or one or More of his heirs. | 

Sec. 9 And be it further enacted, That the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office be, and is hereby, charged 
with the execution of the provisions of this act, subject to 
the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 10. And be it further cnacted, That all acts and 

arts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of thisactbe, 
and the same are hereby, repeated. y 


Mr. HOLMAN. I rise toa point of order, 
that it is not in order to move as an amendment 
a bill pending in the House. But I will waive 
my point until after my colleague has been heard. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate; by 
Mr. Forney, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that that body had passed a bill of the House 
(No. 302) to amend section nine of the act ap- 
proved Jaly 17, 1862, entitled “An act to define 
the pay and emoluments of certain officers of the 
Army, and for other purposes,” with amend- 
ments, in which he was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House; also, that that body had 
passed bills of the following titles, in which he 
was directed to ask the concurrence of the House: 

Anact (No. 54) to incorporate the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company in the District of Columbia; 
and à 

An act (No. 155) to incorporate the Union Gas- 
Light Company of the District of Columbia. 


BATTLE: OF CHATTANOOGA. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I understand 


| that the renort of General Grant of the battle of 


ne. 
ests and prairies of the Westavould 


-O Naw Si 


Chattanooga is ready. for transmissi 
House, and L submit the following resol 
“Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be.directe 
nish to this -House.a copy of the report of Maja 
S. Grant of the battle of Chattanooga, and also 
of subordinate commanders iit said battle. © 
“There was no objéction;and 
received and adopted. oh 
€ HOMESTEAD LAW——-AGAL 
The House resumed the consideration of Senat 
bill No..60, amendatory of.the homestead Jaw, and, 
for other purposes, and the amendments: thereto, 
_ Mr. JULIAN. . Mr. Speaker, during the past 
month I, prepared and reported ‘from, the Com-. 
mittee on. Public Lands a:bill to: provide hotie- 
steads for. persons in the military and naval sers. 
vice of the United States. oñ. the forfeited and, 
confiscated lands of rebels: The bill was recom: 
mitted and printed ; and my purpose was to discuss 
its provisions under. the general call of commits 
tees for reports, which will bring the subject :di- 
rectly before the House for its action. “I.find, 
however, in the'crowdėd state of our business, 
thatthis would delay my purpose indefinitely, and 
l have therefore concluded to avail myself of the 
opportunity now offered to submit what I have to 
say. : 
The measure referred to will be considered a 
novel one; but'itshould not therefore be regarded 
with surprise or disfavor. Our country isin a 
novel condition. The civil warin which we arẹ 
engaged is one of the grandest novelties the world 
has ever seen. We are every day brought face 
to face with new questions,and compelled to ac~ 
cept the new duties which lie in our path, Who- 
soever comprehends this crisis, and is willing to 
assume its burdens, must keep step to the march 
of events, and turn his back upon the past.) ; 
The bill I have reported, however, is legs anov- 
elty in its principles than in their ap lication: te 
new. and unlooked-for conditions. it involves; 
among other things, the policy.of free homesteads 
to actual settlers; and since. this policy..is:mow 
seriously menaced, 1 may be .allowed..to refer 
briefly to the subject, by way of preface to what 
I shall: have to say on the, special matter. be- 
fore us. ` E 
Our homestead law was approved „May. 20, 
1862. Its enactment'was.a long-delayed but mag- 
nificent triumph of freedom and. free labor över 
the slave. power. While that power. ruled’ the 
Government its success was impossible. By rec- 
ognizing the dignity of labor, and the equal rights 
of the million, it threatened the very life of the 
oligarchy which had so long- stood in its way, 
The slavehotders understood this perfectly; and 
hence. they resisted it, reinforced by their north- 
ern allies, with all the zeal and desperation with 
which they. resisted ‘abolitionism’’ itself. Ite 
final success. is among the blessed compensations 
of the bloody conflict in which we are plunged. 
This policy takes for granted. the notorious fact 
that our public lands have practically ceased to 
be a source of revenue. It recognizes: the evils-of 
land monopoly on the public domain, as well as 
in the old States, and looks to its settlement and 
improvement as the true aim and highest.good 
of the Republic. . It disowns, as iniquitous, the 
principle which would tax. our landless poor. men 
$1.25 per acre for the privilege of cultivating the 
earth; for the privilege of making it a,eubject-of 
taxation, a source of national revenue, and ahome 
for themselves and their little ones, It assumes, 
to use the words of General Jackson, that tthe 
wealth and strength of a country are:its popula- 
tion,’’ and that ‘the best part of that population 
are the cultivators of the. soil.” This bold and 


| heroic statesman urged this policy: thirty-two 


years azo; and had it then been adopted, coupled 
with adequate guards against the. greed of specu- 
lators, millions of Jandless men who. have since 
gone down. to their pratos in the weary condiet . 
with poverty:and rardship:-would : have: been 
cheered and blessed with independent homes:on 
the public domain. Wealth: inealculablé, quatr- 
ried from the. mountains and wrung fromthe for-: 
have poured 
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ending its godless career in an infernal leap at 
the nation’s throat. 

The homestead act did not go into effect till the 
jst of January, 1863. Within four months from 
that date, notwithstanding thé troubled state of 
the country, more than a‘ million acres were 
taken up under its provisions; and at the close 
of the year ending September 30, this amount 
was increased to nearly a million and a half. 
Peace will soon revisit the land and resurrect the 
nation to anew life. The energy and activity of 
the people, now directed to the business of war, 
will -be dedicated afresh to industrial pursuits. 
Many thousands in the loyal States who will have 
caught the spirit of travel and adventure, and far 
greater multitudes in the Old World who will be 
tempted to our shores, will lay hold of the home- 
stead law as their glad refuge and sure help. It 
will be the daystar of hope to millions beyond 
the sea, and itis now the fond child of the mil- 
lions of our own people who march under the 
old flag of our fathers. Should it stand for ten 
years to come, its blessings will outstrip the most 
sanguine anticipations of its friends, Its over- 
throw, I have said, is threatened; and this is done 
by indirection as well as by open assault. Since 
the date of its passage, Congress haa granted 
nearly seven million acres for the benefit of agri- 
cultural colleges, and about twenty million to aid 
in the construction of railroads. There are now 

_ pending before Congress bills making other grants 
for railroads amounting to nearly seventy million 
acres, We havea project before us which grants 
nearly seven million acres for the education of the 
children of soldiers; another granting two hun- 
dred thousand acres in the State of Michigan for 
the establishment of female colleges, which of 
course would be extended tothe other States; and 
another granting ten million acres for the estab- 
lishment of normal schools for young ladies, 
Every day witnesses the birth of new projects, 
by which our public lands may be frittered away, 
and the beneficent policy of the homestead law 
mutilated and destroyed. And simultaneously 
with the development of this backward move- 
ment, and as if to aid it, speculators are hovering 
over the public domain, picking and culling large 
tracts of the best lands, and thus cheating the 
Government out of their productive wealth, and 
the poor man out of the home which else might | 
be his at the end of the war. 

While the homestead policy ig thus invaded by 
gradual approaches and indirect attack, its over- 
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throw is boldly demanded asa financial necessity. || 
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A veteran public journalist, and one of the forc- 
most party Jeaders of our time, proposes to go 
back from the Christian dispensation of free 
homes and actual settlement to the Jewish dark- 
ness of land speculators and public plunder. He | 
wants money to pay our immense national debt, 

and seeks to ‘obtain it by levying on the lands 

which the nation has already dedicated by law to 

occupancy and cultivation as the sure means of 

revenue. What we want and the Government | 
needs is immigration, This is demonstrated by | 
the report of Hon. Samuel B. Ruggles to the in- |; 
ternational congress which met at Berlin in last |! 
September. Ele takes the eight food-producing 
States of Ohio, Indiana, Hlinois, Michigan, Wis- |; 
consin, Minnesota, Lowa, and Missouri, and 

shows that between the years 1856 and 1860 their | 
aaa increased 3,554,095, of whom a very 
arge proportion were emigrants from the old 
States and from Europe. Heshows that this in- 
flux of population increased the quantity of im- 
proved land in these States, within the same pe- 
riod, 25,146,054 acres; that the cereal products 
of these States increased 248,210,028 bushels; 


| 
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| naked ground of lawless might, they have, of ne- | 
i : a | 
| 


| Constitution has ceased to exist. 


in paying our national debt, here is the process. 
It is simply to give heed to the divine injunction 
to “multiply and replenish the earth.” It is to 
give homes to the millions who need them, and at 
the same time coin their labor into national wealth, 
by marrying it to the virgin soil which woos the 
cultivator. It is to compel the earth to’ yield up 
her fruits, so that commerce may transmute them 
into silver and gold. Thus only can we solve the 
problem of our finances, so far as the public lands 
are concerned. The project of paying a debt of 
$3,000,000,000, or even the interest on it, by the 
sale of these lands, is sublimely ridiculous; while 
the proposition to repeal the homastend law isa 
proposition to encourage speculation, to plunder 
-the Government, to betray the just rights of mil- 
lions by violating the plighted faith of the nation, 
to hinder the march of civilization, and to weaken 
the force of our example as a Republic, asserting 
equal rights and equal laws as the basis of its 
policy. 

But I pass from this topic. I have adverted to 
it, partly because I desired to sound the alarm of, 
danger in the ears of the people, and thus avert 
its approach, and partly because the considera- 
tions I have presented bear directly upon the 
‘measure now before the House. 

Mr. Speaker, this rebellion has frequently, and 
very justly, been styled a slaveholders’ rebellion, 
Ltishikewise a landholders? rebellion, for the chief 
owners of slaves have been the chief owners of 
land. Probably three fourths if not five sixths of 
| the lands in the rebel States at the beginning of the 
war belonged to the slaveholders, who constituted 
only about one fifticth part of the whole popula- 
tion of those States; while of the entire landed 
estate of the three hundred and fifty thousand 
slaveholders of the South at least two thirds be- 
longed to less than one third of their number. 
make my calculations from our census tables, and 
such other information as J find within my reach. 
| The bill I have reported, therefore, contemplates 
no general seizure and confiscation of the prop- 
erty of the people in the insurrectionary districts. 
Itlooks to no sweeping measures against the rights 
of the masses, but simply to the breaking up and 
| distribution of vast monopolies, which have made 
the few the virtual owners of the multitude, 
whether white or black, It is a billto restore the 
| people to their inalienable rights by chastising the 
| traitors who conspired against the Government. | 
| Tt proposes to vest in the United States the lands 
which may be forfeited by confiscation in punish- 
ment of treason or of other crimes under muni- 
cipal laws; by confiscation as a right of war, by 
military scizure, or by process in rem; and by 
sales for non-payment of taxes. The quantity of | 
real estate which will thus pass from the hands 
of rebels cannot now be definitely determined, but 
in secking to estimate it we should bear in mind 
one important consideration. The war which 
the rebtls are waging against us is no longer a | 
mere insurrection. [tis nota grand national riot, 
but a civil, territorial war between them and the | 
United States. Having taken their stand outside 
of the Constitution and rested their ¢ause on the | 
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Kor them the 
They are belli- 
gerents, enemies of the United States. They still | 
owe allegiance to the Government, and are still | 
traitors, but they are at the same time public ene- 
mies, who have simply the rights of war and are | 
to be dealt with according to the laws of war. The | 
rights of war and the rights of peace cannot co- | 
exist in the hands of rebels. One party to a con- 
tract cannot violate itand yethold the other bound; 


cessity, no constitutional rights. 


| the point, 


| excepted by its terms, there will sti 


that their swine increased 2,503,224; their cattle 
9,431,098. He further shows that within the same {| 
period the assessed value of real and personal es- f 
tate of these States was sugmented $2,810,000,000. 
These, to a great extent, are the direct results of 
immigration; and in the light of these facts the 
interest and duty of the Governmentare palpable. 
By all honorable and reasonable means it should 
tempt Europe to send her people to our shores. 
From 1850 to 1860 the immigration averaged, il 


shall see fit voluntarily to waive the rights of war 
l and deal with them as citizens merely. 


and hence the Constitution has nothing whatever | 
to do with our treatment of the rebels, unless we 


Lamnot 
now uttering my own opinion, but, the solemn 
judgment of the nation itself, speaking authori- 


| tatively through the highest court in the Union, | 
| According to the decision of thatcourta civil war | 
-between the United States and the rebels has been | 

i 


carried on for more. than two years anda, half. 


In the celebrated prize cases, decided last spring 
and reported in 2 Black’s Reports, page 636, 
Judge Grier says, “ The parties toa civil warare 
in the same predicament as two nations who cn- 
gage in a contest and lrave recourse to arms,” 


D noa . 
that ‘a civil war exists and may be prosecuted 


-on the same footing as if. those opposing the Gov- 


ernment were foreign invaders, whenever the reg- 
ular course of justice is interrupted by revolt, re~ 
bellion, or insurrection, so that the courts cannot 
be kept open;”? and that ‘the present civil war 
between the United States and the so-called con- 
federate States has such a character and magni- 
tude as to give the United States the same rights 
and powers which they might exercise in the case 
ofa national or foreign war.” Such, Mr. Speaker, 
is the law, as to the relations existing between the 
rebels and the United States. Lam not arguing 
because all argument is closed by this 
decision. The rebels are belligerents, and when 
they shall be effectually vanquished they willhave 
simply the sights of a conquered people under the 
law of nations,.that is to say, such rights as we 
shall choose to grant them according to the laws 
of war, untrammelied by the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Inthe light of this settled principle, Mr, Speaker, 
I judge of the extent of rebel territory which must 
fell under our control, The war will increase in 
intensity and fierceness to the end. The exas- 
peration of the rebels will naturally keep pace 
with our successes. Our war policy, which bas 
been steadily growing more and more earnest and 
radical for the past two years, will not again be- 
come a ‘war on peace prinfiples.? The amnesty 
proclamation may reach the case of many, but 
should it reach even all who are not expressly 
il be an im- 
mense territory falling under our power, Sir, 
whether we have willed it or not, this is now a 
war of subjugation, and the law of nations must 
govern the parties and the settlement of the dis- 
pute. We shall not be confined to the penal en- 
actments of Congress on the subject of treason, 
which require an indictment, a regular trial, and 
a conviction. ‘The condemnation of rebel prop- 
erty need not depend upon the prosecution of its 
owner through a grand jury, who may be wholly 
or in part secessionists, nor upon his conviction 
by & petit jury of like character, nor upon the 
finding of a bill within any statute of limitations. 
Resting our ease on the law of nations and the 
laws of war, weare not compelled to seek the land 
of the rebel through a trial which must be had in 
the county in which the offense was committed, 
andin which both court and fory may be in sym- 
pathy with the accused. The several penal acts 
of Congress on these subjects, and the ordinary 
safeguards of law applicable to the rights of citi- 
zens ina time of peace, are not in our way. The 
war powers of the Government, as asserted and 


| defined in the fifth, sixth, seventh, and eighth sec- 


tions of the confiscation act of July 17, 1862, 
point toa remedy as sweepingasitis just, namely, 
the military seizure, condemnation, and sale of 
the real estate of traitors and their abettors. A 
considerable quantity of land, itis true, may pass 
from the rebels by judicial proceedings against 
them for treason, and other crimes under munici- 
pal statutes. I know, too, that millions of acres 
must be forfeited by the non-payment of taxes. 
But independent of these sources of title, and by 
virtue of military seizureand condemnation alone, 
a very large proportion of the lands within the 
insurrectionary districts must vest in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. A 

If it be said that the Government has no right 
to confiscate the fee simple of rebel States, I meet 
it with a direct denial. In what I have said, L 
have taken this right for granted. I have never 
doubted it for a moment, and I shall not now ar- 
gue the lala The honest refusal of the Presi- 
dent, in last June, to allow Congress to touch the 
fee of rebels in armis against the nation, was the 
saddest and grandest mistake of his life. Thatthe 
right to do so was disputed and debated in the last 
Congress, as it has been extensively in this, by 
some of our wisest statesmen and greatest jaw- 
yers, will hereafter be set down among the politi- 
cal curiosities of this century. Our fathers were 
not fools, but wise men, who armed the nation 
with the power to crush its foes as well as to pro- 
tectits friends. ‘ The Constitution was made for 
the people, not the people for the Constitution,” 
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It way not: designed asa shield in. the hands of 
traitors, but as a sword in the hands of the Gov- 
ernment tosmite them tothe earth. It recognizes 
the law of nations and the laws of war, nor was 
it possible for our country to escape them. ‘The 
builders of our national ship did not so fashion 
and rig her that- she could sail only in calm 
weather and over smooth seas, but they qualified 
her to ride out the fiercest tempest in safety, and 
to defy all pirates... That the nation in this strug- 
gle for its life against red-handed traitors and as- 
sussins has no power to-confiscate, their lands, is 
a proposition which gives comfort to every rebel 
sympathizer in the country, while it insults both 
loyalty and common sense. The people know 
better; and. on this question their voice must be 
heeded. They do-not believe, but they know, 

_ that the lands of rebels are subject to our power 
under the laws of war, as well as their personal 
property, their negroes or their lives. The Gov- 
ernment, in the course of this struggle, has learned 
many lessons, Others are yet to be mastered. 
Having learned how to strike at slavery as the 
wicked cause of the war, and to arm the negroes 
in the national defense, it ntust now lay hold of 
the lands of rebels. [believe our triumph over 
them is not so near at hand as we generally sup- 
pose. The most terrific fighting of the war is yet 
toceme, They donot dream of surrender, or com- 
promise, on any conceivable terms. They will 
resist us, to the end, with a spirit as remorseless 
as death, and as bitter as the ashes of hell. They 
must be overcome and crushed by the powers of 
war, and we must employ, with all the might 
which can be kindled by the crisis, every weapon 
known to the lawofnations, Congress mustre- 
peal the joint resolution of last year which pro- 
tects the fee of rebel landholders. The Presi- 
dent, as I am well advised, now stands ready to 
join us in such action, Should we fail to do this, 
the courts must so interpret the joint resolution 
as to make its repeal needless. Should both Con- 
gress and the courts stand in the way of the na- 
tion’s life, then “ the red lightning of the people’s 
wrath’? must consume the recreant men who re- 
fuse to execute the popular will. Our country, 
united and free, must be saved, at whatever hazard 
or cost; and nothing, not even the Constitution, 
must be allowed to hold back the uplifted arm of 
the Government in blasting the power of the rebels 
forever. : 

I come then, Mr. Speaker, to the practical 
question involved inthis biH. This conflict is to 
be ended by hard, desperate, and perhaps pro- 
tracted fighting. We shall certainly win; and our 
triumph will inevitably divest the title to a vast 
body of land in the rebel States and place it un- 
der our control, I think it entirely safe to con- 
clude that it will constitute more than half, and 
probably three fourths, of all the cultivated lands 
in the rebellious districts. It will certainly, in any 
event, cover many million acres. It will inclade 
all lands against which proceedings in rem shall 
be instituted, under the provisions of the act to 
suppress insurrections and to punish treason and 
rebellion, approved July 17, 1862; all lands which 
may be sold under the provisions of the act for 
the collection of direct taxes in insurrectionary 
districts, approved June 7, 1862; and all lands 
which may be sold under the provisions of the 
act to provide internal revenue to support the Gov- 
ernment, approved July 1, of the same year. 

What shall be done with these immense es- 
tates, brought within our power by the acts of 
rebels? One of two policies, radically antagonis- 
tic, must be accepted. They must be allowed to 
fall into the hands of speculators,and become the 
basis of new and frightful monopolies, or they 
must be placed under the jurisdiction of the Gov- 
ernment, in trust for the people. Thealternative 
iy now presented, and presses upon us for a speedy 
decision. Under the laws of Congress now in 
force, unchecked by counter legislation, these 
lands will be purchased and monopolized by men 
who care far more for their own mercenary gains 
than for the real progress and glory of our coun- 
try. Instead of being parceled out into small 
homesteads, to be tilled by their own independ- 
ent owners, they will be bought in large tracts, 
and thus not only deprive the great mass of land- 
less laborers of the opportunity of acquiring 
homes, but place them at the mercy of the lords 
of the soil. The old order of things will beswept 
away, but a new order, scarcely less to be de- 


plored, will succeed; ` Iw place-of the slavehold= | 


mg landowner of the South, lording it oyver mun i 
dreds ofslaves and thousands of acres, we shall 
have the grasping monopolist of the North; whose 
dominion over the freedmen and poor whites will 
be more galling than slavery.itself, which in some 
degree tempers its despotism through the interest 
of the tyrant-in the health and welfare of his vic- 
tims. The maxim of the slaveholder that ‘* cap- 
ital should own labor”? will be as frightfully eX- 
emplified under the system of wages slavery, the 
child of land monopoly, as under the system ‘of 
chattel slavery, which has so long scourged the 
southern States: What we should demand isa 
pee that will guaranty homes to the Joyal mil- 
ions who need them, and thus guard their most 
precious rights and interests against the remorse- 
less exactions of capital and the pitiless rapacity 
of avarice. The helpless condition of the poor 
of the rebel States, when capitalists shall have 
monopolized the land, is already foreshadowed 
in the recent reportof Mr. Yeatman, of the west- 
ern sanitary commission, He says: 

“The poor negroes are everywhere greatly oppressed at 
their condition. ‘They all testify thatif they were only paid 
their little wages as they earn thém, so that they could pur- 
chase clothing, and furnished with the provisions promised, 
they could stand it; but to work and get poorly paid, poorly 
fed, and not doctored when sick, is more than they can 
endure. Among the thousands whom I qtestioned none 
showed the least unwillingness to work. Ifthey could only 
be paid fair wages they would be contented and happy. 
They do not realize that they are free men, They say that 
they are told they are, but then they are taken and hired 
out to men who treat them, so far as providing for them is 
concerned, far worse than their ‘secesh? masters did. Be- 
sides this, they feel that their pay or hire is lower now than, 
it was when the ‘ secesh? used to hire them. 

“The parties leasing plantations and employing these 
negroes do it from no motives either of loyalty or human- 
ity. The desire ofgain alone prompts them, and they care 
little whether they make it out of the blood of those they 
employ or from the soil. There are, of course, exceptions; 
but Iam informed that the majority of the lessees were 
only adventurers, camp-followers, ‘army sharks,’ as they 
are termed, who have turned aside from what they con- 
sider their legitimate prey, the poor soldier, to gather the 
riches of the land which his prowess has laid open to them. 
I feel that the fathers and brothers and friends of these 
brave men should have an opportunity to reap, under amore 
equitable system for the laborer, the reward of the months 
of toil and exposure it has cost to open this country to the 
institutions of freedom and compensated labor. If these 
plantations were required to be subdivided into parcels or 
tracts, to suit the views and means of our western men, 
say in farms of from one to two hundred acres, thousands 
would soon flock to the South to lease them, especially 
when it was known that one acre of ground there culti- 
vated in cottoy would yield, in dollars, ten times as much 
asathome. Besides, this subdivision would attract a loyal 
population, who would protect the country against any 
guerrilla bands that might infest it.” 


Mre Speaker, the poor whites of the South will 
be as powerless to take care of themselves asthe 
freedmen, unless the Government shall arm them 
against their masters. “Subdivision” of the land, 
as Mr. Yeatman says, would also secure a loyal 
population, since every man who has a home to 
love and to defend will naturally love his country. 
This rebellion will present the strongest tempta- 
tions to land monopoly that were ever offered to 
the greed of avarice and power. ‘he rich lands 
of the South have bean cursed by this evil from 
the beginning, and without the interposition of 
Congress the system will be continued, and vital- 
ized anew by falling into fresh hands. “The de- 
graded and thriftless condition of the people, the 
heritage of centuries of bondage, will pave the way 
for land monopoly in more grievous forms than 
have yet been recorded in ancient or modern times. 
Society cannot possibly be organized on a repub- 
lican basis, because a grinding aristocracy, rest- 
ing upon large landed estates, will convert the 
mass of the people into mere drudges and depend- 
ents. African slavery may not-exist in name, but 
the few will practically control the fortunes of the 
many, irrespective of color or race. In such 
communities public improvements will necessa- 
rily languish, Wasteful and slovenly farming 
will stamp upon the country the impress of dilap- 
idation, while reducing the productiveness of the 


soil and hindering the growth of manufactures it 


and commerce. In the midst of large landed es- 
tates, towns and villages can neither be multi- 
plied nor enjoy a healthy growth. The want of 
diversity of pursuits and-competition in business 
will palsy the energies of the people. The edu- 
cation of the masses will be impossible, since the 
establishment and support of schools within con- 
venient reach of the people cannot be secured. 


af 


“well rernarked, will ‘ 
poor will have no feudal-rights. Unde 
ency- of a false system; society will stea 
itate toward thé example of South America an 
Mexico, where some:estates are larger than two: 
or three of the smaller States of our Unio bh 
country will find its likeness in England, i ; 
the smaller landholders are dail y being swallowé 
up by the larger: Sr 

Says Dr. Channing: e <4 Se ghey ; 
&-In the civilized world thero are few sadder apectacled: 
than. the present contrast in Great ‘Britain of unbounded. 
wealth and luxury. withthe starvation of, thousands and. 
tens of thousands, crowded into cellars'and dens, without 

‘ventilation or light, compared with which the wigwam of 
the Indian is a palace. Misery, faniine, briitat degradatién, 
in the neighborhood and presence of stately manstons,which 
ring with gayety. and dazzle with pomp nad: unbounded 
profusion, shock us as does no other wretchedness.?? : 


Sir, the sympat 5 ristocr 


of the British aristocracy for 
the rebels is altogether natural.. Lang monopoly, 
is slavery. The great English landlord lookaupon 
the large slaveholders. of the South-aa $ brothers 
| beloved,” while the.“ sand-hillers”’ and“! clays 
eaters”’.of Carolina and Georgia are perhaps not 
more miserably degraded by unjust laws than:the 
English agricultural laborer. “Mr. Bancroft; de= 
scribing.the condition of Italy some two thousand 
years ago, Says: i. TE E 
‘ The aristocracy owned the soll and itscultivators.; Fhe 
vast capacity for accumulation which the laws,of society, 
secure to vapital in a greater degree than to personal exer., 
tion, displays itself nowhere so clearly as in slaveholding 
States, where the laboring class is but a portion of the cap- 
ital of the opulent. As wealth consists chiefly fn land and 
slaves, the rates of interest are, from universally operative 
causes, always comparatively high; the difficulty of ad- 
vancing with borrowed capital proportionally great... The 
smali landholder finds himself unable to compete with those 
whgare possessed of whole cohorts of bondmen; his slaver, 
his lands; rapidly pags, 1n consequence: of his. debts, into -> 
the hands of the more opuient. The large pla ons-al 
continually swallowing up the sinaller ones, and tand aia 
slaves come to be engrossed by a few.” : 4 ee 
Fhis is not only an exact description of. slavery 
as we have seen it in the southern States, but a 
arallel in principle to the system of aristocracy 
in England, founded on the monopoly of the'soil: 
Travelers through that country speak of it as 
t thinly settled.” Outside of the cities and'towrd 
this is true. Even the commons, on which ‘the 
poor used to pasture their cattle and enjoy theif 
games, are now inclosed ‘by legalized Jand robs 
bers. ‘Those who demand a correction of these 
evils, in the name of justice-and the people, are 
denounced as “‘agratians,’? just as the enemies 
of slavery in this country are branded as “abo: 
litionists.”? The slaveholding land monopolists 
of this country are to-day reaping the bitter fruits 
of their unrighteous domination. A retribution 
to the aristocracy of England, not leas terrible;is 
ascertain to come, as that pampered injustice finds 
no limita to its demands. = 5 ia aa 
But I need not dwell longer upon: the evils of 
land monopoly. The history of civilization fur- 
nishes an unbroken testimony to these evils, and 
thus pleads with us, in the organization of néw civil 
communities, to fortify ourselves against them, 
A grand opportunity now presents itself for reć? 
ognizing the principles of radical democracy in 
the establishment of new and regenerated States, 
We are summoned by every consideration of pa- 
triotism, humanity, and republicanism to lay the 
foundations of empire upon the enduring basis of 
justice and equalrights. No revolutionary or de- 
structive measures are required on our part: We 
are already in the midst of revolution and chaos. 
Through no fault of our own, the foundations 
of social and political order in the rebel States are 
subverted; and the elimination of a great disturb- 
ing element opens up our pathway to the estab 
lishment of free Christian commonwealths oni the 
ruins of the past. These States constitute one of 
the fairest portions of the globe. They aré larger 
in area thanall the free States of the North. They . 
have a sea and Gulf coast of more than six thou- 
sand miles in extent, and are drained by mere 
than fifty navigable rivers, which are never closed: 
to navigation by the rigor of the climate, They 
have at least as rich a soil as thé ‘States of the 
North, yielding great wealth-producing staples 
peculiar to them, and two or thrée crops in the 
year. They have a finer climate, and their'agtl- 
cultural; manufacturing, and conimercial advant- 
ages are decidedly superior. Their geographical 
position is better, as respects the great commer- 
cial centers of the world. . The inatitution of sla- 


The proprietors of the great estates, as has been 


very, which has so long curset these regions by 
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excluding emigration, degrading labor, and im- 
overishing the soil, will very. soon be expelled. 
he cry which already comes up from these lands 

is for free laborers. If we offer them free home- 


steads, and protect their rights, they will come. || 
John Bright, in a recent speech at Birmingham, i 


estimates that within the past year one hundred 
and fifty thousand people have sailed from Eng- 
land to New York. Letit be settled that slavery 
is dead, and that the estates of traitors in the | 
South can be had under the provisions of the 
homestead law, and foreign emigration will be 
quadrupled, if not augmented tenfold. Millions 
in the Old World, hungering and thirsting after. 
the righteousness of free institutions, will flock | 


to the sunny South, and mingle there with the || f J 
ji we heap curses on our children, when blessings 


swarms ofour own people in pursuitof new homes 
under kindlier skies. Immigration has not slack- 
ened, even during this war, atd in determining 
the direction it will take it must be remembered 
that settlements have very nearly reached their 
limits in the North and West. Kansas and Ne- 
braska are border States, and must so continue. 
Their storms and droughts and desert plains give 


a pretty distinct hint that the emigrant must seek į 


his Eldorado in latitudes further south. In the 
new northwestern States the richest lands have 
been purchased, and vast portions of them locked 
up by speculators, i 
markets for their produce and their severe winters | 
will also check emigration in that direction, and 
incline it further south, if lands can be procured 
there with tolerable facility. The rebe] States 
not only abound in cheap and fertile land, with 
cheap labor in the persons of the freedmen to 
assist- in its cultivation, but they possess great 
mineral resources. They have also extensive 
` Jines of railroads, which, in connection with their 
great rivers, bring almost every portion of their 
territory into communication with the sea. 

Mr. Speaker, nothing can atone for the woes and 
sorrows of this war but the thorough reorganiza- 
tion of society in these revolted States. Now is 
the time to begin this work. We must not only 
cut up slavery, root and branch, but we must see 
to it that these teeming regions shall be studded 
over with small farms and tilled by freemen. We 
must remember that ‘the best way to help the 
poor is to enable thetn to help themselves.’? We 
must guard the equal rights of the people as a re- 
ligious duty, for ‘* Christianity is the root of all 
democracy, the highest fact in the rights of man.” 
Labor must be rendered honorable and gainful, 
by securing to the laborer the frnits of his toil. 
Instead of the spirit of Caste and the law of Hate 
which have so long blasted these regions, we must 
build up homogeneous communitics, in which the | 
interest of each will be recognized as the interest | 
of all. Instead of an overshadowing aristocracy, 
founded on the monopoly of the soil, and its do- 
minion over the poor, we must have no order of 
nobility but that of the Jaboring masses of the 
county, who fight its battles in war and consti- 
tute its glory and its strength in peace. Instead of 
large estates, widely scattered settlements, waste- 
ful agriculture, popular ignorance, political and | 
social degradation, the decay of literature, the de- 
cline of manufactures and the arts, contempt for | 
honest labor, and a pampered aristocracy, we 
must have small farms, closely associated com- 
munities, thrifty tillage, free schools, social inde- | 
pendence, a healthy literature, flourishing manu- 
factures and mechanic arts, respect for honest 
labor, and equality of political rights. These ends, 
to a preat extent, are provided for by the bill I 
have introduced, and no measure of more vital | 
interest to the peaple has ever been submitted to 
the Congress of the United States. I voted for 
the bill which has passed this House providing 
for a Bureau of Emancipation, but 1 must regard 
this measure as a far better “ freedman’s bill” 
than that of my houorable friend from Massachu- 
sells, for it provides for the emancipation of all 
races, and the freedom of labor itself. ‘These re 
gions, Lighted by treason, must be cared for, or 
abandoned, by the General Government. The 
Heaven-daring conspiracy of rebels in arms has 
placed them, or will place them, at our feet. Shall 
we hand them over to the speculator, in the hope 
of thereby securing arevenue to pay our national 
debt? I have shown that the true source of rev- 

enue is the cultivation of the soil, The fature of 
these rebellious States, involving the well-being 


i 
| 
| 


of millions for generations to come, is now com- |} 


Their distance from the greut || 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


mitted to our hands. We can reénact over them 
the political and social damnation of the past, or 
predestinate them to the blessedness and glory 
ofa grand and ever-unfolding future. We can 
build up a magnificent constellation of free com- 
monwealths, whose territory can support a pop- 
i ulation of more than one hundred millions, on the 
basis of free labor and a just distribution of land 
j among the people, or we.can again organize so- 
ciety after the pattern of Europe, and thus pori 
the hideous cancer, which, in the words of Cha- 
teaubriand, ‘has gnawed social order since the 
beginning of the world.’ Can we hesitate. in 
dealing with so fearfulan alternative? Shall we 
mock the Almighty by sporting with the Heaven- 
permitted privilege now placed before us? Shall 


i are within our grasp? Sir, let us prove ourselves 
| worthy of our day and of our work. Let us rise 
| to the full height of oursublime opportunity, and 
! thus make ourselves, under Providence, the cre- 
ators of a new dispensation of liberty and peace. 


i Then, in the eloquent language of Solicitor Whit- 


ing, ‘the hills and valleys of the South, purified 
and purged of all the guilt of the past, clothed with 
a new and richer verdure, will lift up their voices 
in thanksgiving to the Author of all good, who has 
granted to them, amid the agonies of civil war, a 
new birth and a glorious transfiguration. Then 
| the people of the North and the people of the South 
will again become one people, united in interests, 
in pursuits, in intelligence, in religion, and in pa- 
triotic devotion to our common country.” 

As regards the particular provisions of the bill 
before us, I need not occupy much of the time of 
this House. „it has been printed, and gentlemen 
have had the opportunity of examining it for 
themselves. It has been prepared with much 
care, and with the assistance of some of the best 
lawyers in the Union. The first and second sec- 
tions of the bill provide the methods by which the 
title of rebel landowners shall vest in the United 
States under the acts of Congress now in force on 
the subject of confiscation and revenue. I shall 
not discuss the power of the Government thus to 
acquire the title to this land, for it cannot be con- 
troverted without overturning all the legislation 
| of the last Congress on the subject of confiscation, 

internal revenue, and the collection of taxes in 
insurrectionary districts. I have, in fact, already 
argued the question of power, in what I have said 
1 of our relations to the rebels as belligerents, 
| he third section provides for the survey of 
| the lands in question as nearly as may be in forty- 
| acre lots. ‘his is deemed necessary from the 

fact that in several of the insurrectionary districts 
the old system of irregular surveys exists, and not 
the present or rectangular system. ‘The section 
also provides for the appointment of necessary 
; officers and their compensation, and contemplates 
the application and use of the machinery of the 
General Land Office within such districts. 

The fourth section gives a homestead of eighty 
acres to all soldiers who shall have served in the 
Army or Navy two years, and forty acres to all 
persons who shall have aided in the military ser- 


l| vice against the rebels for any period of time, 


either as soldiers or laborers. ft also extends the 
provisions of the homestead act of 1862 over these 
i lands, and thus avoids any new and cumbersome 


five years to consummate the title. 
The fifth section provides that after keeping the 


! remaining vacant shall be sold at public sale. It 
prohibits the sacrifice of them by fixing a mini- 
mum price, which they must bring. It also re- 
quires the purchaser to comply with the preémp- 


thus demanding a residence on the land, and pre- 
cluding an accumulation of itin the hands of spec- 
ulators. 


homesteads have been selected. This sectionalso 
provides that proof of loyalty shall be made by 
all persons claiming rights under the bill. 

The sixth section, as will be seen, requires no 
comment. Theseventh requires persons selecting 
improved lands to pay for whatever may be found 
of value on them, after an appraisement by per- 
| sohs regularly appointed for the purpose, and to 
| pay the costs created by the proceeding. The 
| effect will be that the expenses created by the act 
will be paid into the Treasury of the United States, 


| regalations, and exacts a continuous residence of | 


lands open for homesteads for five years, those | 


tion act of 1841, prior to his receiving a patent, | 


These safeguards louk to the benefit. of | 
the mass, and not the interests ofa few,even after j 


K 


and may exceed the expenditures which will be 
connected with its operations. 

The eighth section establishes an obviously just 
if not a necessary rule of construction as toper- 
sons of color, giving them equal rights with white 
men, and extends the inchoate rights of a settler 
to his heirs, or widow, who. may complete pay~ 
ments and make proof. 

The ninth -section places the execution of the 
act inthe Department of the Interior, or that more 
immediately connected with theland system; and 
the last section repeals all laws inconsistent with 
the provisions of the act.. I willonly add that the 
act has nothing to do with real estate in towns, 
cities, and villages, which will, of course, con- 
tinue to be sold as heretofore. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are the material provis- 
ions of the bill, They embody principles which 
I have endeavored to vindicate, by argument and 
by fact. If I am right, then every moment of 
delay is a golden opportunity wasted forever. 
Under the present policy of the Governmentevery 
passing day bears witness to the transfer of thou- 
sands of acres of forfeited lands to speculators. 
According to Judge Underwood, more than two 
hundred million dollars worth of property in the 
State of Virginia, chiefly real estate, should be 
confiscated by the Government. Thousands of 
acres are now being sold in-the vicinity of ehis 
city. In September last the President of the Uni- 
ted States issued instructions to the tax com- 
missioners of South Carolina, providing for the 
sale of 40,845 acres, of which 24,316 acres were 
to be sold to the highest bidder, in tracts of 320 
acres. The remainder was to be sold to the heads 
of African families, for such sums, not Jess than 
$1 25, as the Government should see fit to de- 
mand. These sales are portions of a lot of 76,775 
acres offered on the 9th of last March, when 16,479 
acres were sold to speculators; making an aggre- 
gate of 40,705 acres which will have been sold in 
large tracts, leaving for the negro only 16,479 
acres, which he may buy, if he can raise the mone 
to pay the price fixed by the Government. Such. 
transactions as these, in Port Royal, where so 
much has been hoped for the freedman, are most 
significant. If any people have a divine right to 
these tropical lands, they are the slaves who have 
bought them, over and over, by their sweat and 
toil and blood, through centuries ‘of oppression. 
Degraded and imbruited by servitude, mere chil- 
dren in knowledge and self help, we require them 
to compete for their homesteads with the sharp- 
ened faculties of the white speculator, schooled 
in avarice by generations of money getting, who 
believes that the almighty dollar is the only living 
and true God, and would “run into the mouth 
of hell after a bale of cotton.” i 

Sir, our Government is false to its trust, infidel 
to its mission, if it shall lend its high sanction to 
such wanton injustice and wrong. Had I the 
power, I would give a free home on the forfeited 
land of rebels to every bondman in the insurrec- 
tionary districts. Let the Government, at least, 
give him an equal chance with our own race in 
the settlement and enjoyment of his native land. 
Less than this would be a mockery of justice and 
an insult both to decency and humanity. He is 
excluded from the northern States and Territo- 
ries by their uncongenial climate, by his attach- 
ment to his birth-place, and by Anglo-Saxon 
domination and enterprise. Let the Government, 
which has so long connived at his oppression, 
now make sure to hima free homestead on the 
land of his oppressor, Letus deal justly with the 
African, and thereby lay claim to justice forour- 
selves. Let us remember, in the language of our 


| patriotic Chief Magistrate, that “we cannot es- 


cape history. We of this Congress and this 
Administration will be remembered in spite of 
ourselves. No personal significance or insignifi- 
cance can spare one or anotherofus. ‘The fiery 
trial through which we pass will light us down, 
in honor or dishonor, to the latest generation, In 
giving freedom to the slave, we assure freedom to 


„the free; honorable alike in what we give and 


what we preserve. We shall nobly save or 
meanly lose the last best hope of earth. Other 
means may succeed; this could not fail, The way 
is plain, peaceful, generous, just—a way which, 
if followed, the world will forever applaud, and 
God must forever bless.” 

I now withdraw my amendment, and demand 


| the previous question. 
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‘Mr, HOLMAN: “I move the following mod- 
ification of my amendment, and that it be added 
as a proviso to the sixth instead of the fourth 
section. 

The Clerk read, as follows: ` 


Provided, however, Thatno non-vommissioned officer or 
private soldier or seaman who shall be at the time of such 
entry in the military or naval service of the United States, 
or who shall have been in such service for a period not less 
than three months and honorably discharged therefrom, 
‘shall be required to pay the ten dollars fee or the commis- 
sions mentioned in this act and.the act to which this isan 
amendment: And provided further, That any such ñon- 
-commissioned officer, private soldier, or seaman, being a 
citizen of the United States, or having declared his ‘inten- 
tion to become a citizen thereof in conformity with law, 
and having served in the military or naval service of the 
United States for a period of not less than two years and 
been honorably discharged, having made an entry of land 
in conformity with this act and the act to whieh this is 
amendatory, shall be entitled to the patent therefor at any 
time after having resided on or cultivated such land for a 
period of one year, and the widow, if unmarried, or, if no 
widow, the children of such non-commissioned officer, pri- 
vate soldier, or seaman, shall be entitled to such patent on 
like condition. $ 


Mr. HOLMAN. Before my colleague calls 
the previous questión, I desire to explain the ef- 
fect of this amendment. It will be remembered 
tHat the original homestead act requires the pay- 
ment of a fee of ten dollars at the time of making 
the entry of land by the party desiring to avail 
himself of the provisions of the act. This amend- 
atory act reported by my colleague requires the 
additional payment of one per cent, upon the 
minimum value of the lands entered, to be paid at 
the time of entry, and one per cent. at the time 
the title is finally perfected, being two per cent. in 
addition to the ten dollar fee. ‘These payments 
are in addition to the fees required to be paid the 
officers, of the land office. The bill, as reported 
by my colleague, requires the payment of all of 
these amounts and fees by all persons, including 
soldiers, who may seek to obtain the benefit of 
the homestead act, and requires also a residence 
on and cultivation of the land for five years before 
a patent shall issue. My amendment provides 
that the soldier being in that service at the time of 
making entry, or having been in the service for 
the period of three months and honorably dis- 
charged from the service, shall not be required to 
pay either the sum of ten dollars or the two per 
cent. commissions upon making the entry and the 
final perfection of the title. That is the effect of 
the first proviso of the amendment. A 

The second proviso of my amendmentis tothe | 
effect that a non-commissioned officer, private sol- 
dier, or seaman, having served for a period of not 
less than two years and been honorably dis- 
charged, shall be entitled to his patent for his quar- 
ter section of land after aresidence and cultivation 
of one year; and if he shall die, his widow or his 
children shall be entitled to the benefits of this 
provision. Under the original act, and under the 
amendatory act also, as reported by my colleague 
—for the principle is not changed at all—a resi- 
dence and cultivation of land for a period of five 
years is a prerequisite to obtaining a patent. And 
ihis applies to the soldier as well as the civilian. 
It seems to me there ought to bea discrimination 
between the soldier who has served his country 
faithfully and well during the present war and 
the citizens who have endured none of the hard- 
ships of the war, and, availing themselves of the 
absence of the soldier in the field, have gone and 
are going in vast numbers into these western States 
and Territories to locate the most valuable of the 
yublic lands under the provisions of the home- 
stead act. Ought there not to be some discrim- 
ination? It seems to be manifest injustice that 
there should not be. You passed this homestead 
act in the midst of the war; the patriotism of the 
soldier has deprived him of its benefits, while the 
most valuable have been seized upon by the ever- 
ready patriots at home. j 

By our policy we invite from all sections of the 
world emigrants to come and take possession of 
our lands under this homestead act. That may 
be, in view of the future, a wise policy; but it is 
certainly, so far as the benefits of this law are con- 
cerned, a very unjust policy to the soldiers in the 
field, who during all the time have been debarred 
from the privilege of availing themselves of its 
benefits. Is it jast, sir, to place them upon ño | 
better footing than citizens in civil life who have 
sacrificed nothing for theircountry, and have been 
able all the time to avail themselves of the pro- h 


i 
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visions of the law, and those whom your bounty | 


invites from all quarters of the world? “Why, | 
sir, too manifestly unjust to admitofia momeht’s H° 


argument. The disérimination is all-against the 


soldier.” There is not one feature in *your' policy 


in his favor. -It is true, by the bilt he may make 
his affidavit for entry before an officer in thefield; 
but can he examine the land he would enter? This 
bill confers on the civilian the right to make the 
affidavitanywhere. There is another fact to which 
I desire to call the attention of my colleague, atid 
that is, that the great body of soldiers who. would 
be enabled to avail themselves of the benefits of 
this provision, and procure their title in a period 
of twelve months, and without the payment of the 
sums I have mentioned, are that class of soldiers 


‘who went into the public service when we were’ 


paying bounties of only $100. Their term of 
service is now nearly expired, and many of them, 
worn out by the vicissitudes of war, could accept 
this bounty at the hand of a grateful country. 
By this provision we could, insome degree, equal- 
ize the bounties. For since that class of soldiers 
entered the field we have adopted a more liberal 
system of bounties, and’ have paid $300, while 
townships, cities, and States have added their 
bounties, which have run up the sum in some in- 
stances to six or seven hundred dollars toa single 
soldier. j 
The effect of my amendment is, in some degree 
at least, to equalize between these two classes of 
soldiers. The soldier who went into the service 
nearly three years ago,and comes out of it upon 
the expiration of his term of service honorably 
discharged, is enabled to settle upon these public 
lands, and, upon a residence of one year, and 
without the payment of fees, perfect his title. 
You ought to give him this advantage. It would 
be unjust to refuse it. : 
The gentleman may say that the perfection of 
title within a period of twelve months is of no 
practical moment; but the experience of the last 
year has shown that itis of vast practical moment 
in determining the value of the homestead. A 
large portion of those who settled upon these pub- 
lic lands under the homestead provision have, 
even within a twelvemonth, for the purpose of 
making the title more secure, or for the purpose 
of making better entries and investments, or to 
secure more favorable locations, paid $1 25 per 
acre for their homestead and obtained a patent, 
rather than wait for the period of five years, The 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office establishes this fact. ‘This provision, then, 
would place the. soldier in some degree upon an 
equality with his fellow-citizens at home, and 
would enable him to avail himself of the benefits 
of this Jaw without waiting the tedious process of, 
five years’ occupation. `L regard this advantage 
of obtaining the title in one year of infinitely more 
moment than exemption from the payment of the 
fees. As the law is he can do nothing with the 
land until he occupies and cultivates it for five 
years; if he leaves it itis a total loss. Give him 
the title after a residence of one year, and if his 
location is nota good one, and he wishes to change 
his location, let him sell his land. Why not, sir? 
I prefer myself that the moment a soldier re- 
turns from the war he should have the right to 
select his homestead upon the public domain, se- 
cured to you by his valor, and the moment that 
he and his wifé and children have taken actual 
possession of it, that moment he shall be entitled 
to a patent, securing to him and his family against 
all accidents and contingencies, without fee or 
other charge, a home and a freehold in the soil of 
his country; but while I cannot obtain this, be- 
cause as you say it would result to the benefit of 
speculators, I would still incumber the soldier 
as little as possible in securing a right which every 
other citizen enjoys, and from which he has been 
debarred by his devotion to his country. : 
The only argument made against that system 18 
that it approximates to the old bounty-land sys- 
tem, and would inure to the benefit of speculators 
—that great body of men who prey upon the in- 
dustry and sufferings of their fellow-citizens; but 
by this provision, requiring a residence of twelve 
months, that opportunity for speculation is en- 
tirely removed or materially diminished. But 
why suchanargument? Congress is all the time. 
granting vast bodies of land to railroad corpora- 
tions, great and overgrown monopolies, and those 
lands go to the benefit of speculators, and gener- 
ally of nobody else. 


of the two Houses, AEA 
The motion was agreed to.. 
The SPEAKER thereupon appa 
Airey, Cort of California, “and Pauyy, 
agers of said conference on the part of the Ho 
HOMESTEAD LA W+--AGAIN: 

The House then: resumed the consideration ðf 
the bill of the Senate to amend the homestead law... 

Mr. HOLMAN, Daring the last ard: algo 
during the preceding Congress, you appropriated 
millions of acrés:of: the public domain to: 
vast corporations.’ You will appropriate milli 
more during the present session of Congyéss, fri 

all indications, for similar purposes, thuscentrals - 
izing the public wealth, and. monopolizing’the 
poe lands, and all for the/benefitiof speculat 
ou have made appropriations already! for 
benefit of agricultural colleges, institutions which 
must resultgo the benefit of but a hand ful of itt 
zens, of something like ten million acres of the 
public domain. Speculators and monopolists will 
seize upon all this. ‘There seems tobe; indeed; '& 
determination that the public land’ shall ‘be’ ex- 
hausted, and exhausted for the benefit of -spéeu= 
lators and those who are centralizing your: wealth 
at the expense of labor. -But whet itis proposed 
‘to discriminate in favor of the soldier who “has 
served his country faithfully and well in ‘this 
terrible war, and give him some ad vantages ovet 
those who suffered nothing and lost nothing by 
the war, the argument is raised that you menisk 
fatilities for speculation. Why;sir; you are fur- 
nishing them in every other shape that ingenuity 
can devise, and because this benefit to the soldier 
may in some instances inure to the benefit‘of 
speculation you deem it a sufficient argumerit to 
withhold the benefit. - idan. mes 

My colleague talks about the fairness of parti+ 

tioning the lands which you propose to confiscate 
in the South belonging to rebels, not to the ‘sol- 
diers—that seems to be a subordinate considera: 
tion—but to those who, according to his theory, 
are of all-others by divine right entitled to them, 
the, African population of the South. ` Mycol- 
league, no doubt under a paragon of political 
passion, is more mindful of the'rights of that one 
clasa of persons than he is of the rights of that 
great body of men in whose behalf { speak, and 
whg are the more entitled to public consideration 
because they are actually engaged in maintaining 
the common wealth of the whole nation, public 
domain and all, by putting down the rebellion, 
which would overthrow and destroy all. 

My colleague would discriminate in favor of 
what he regards as the legitimate and proper pop- 
ulation of the southern States, the African, but 
no discrimination in favor of the gallant soldier. 
Oh, no; this would destroy the symmetry of the 
bill! 

Now, I think my colleague would discriminate 
very unwisely and unjustly., I say this without 
any reference to any prejudices in favor of out 
own race or againstthe negro. Threeandahalf 
or four millions of Africans remain right in the 
very hotbed of this rebellion, with your, procla- 
mations cast. broadcast over the South: inviting 
them to freedom; nay, your policy urged them 

“to assert their freedom and pledges the nation to 
maintain it. No body of men in the world’s 
history were ever so solicited to. strike for their 
own rights, And yet they have remained. per- 
fectly indifferent and passive vitil-your Army 
has reached them, idle spectators of the war. “Not 
a blow has been struck, not an arm has been 
raised by them voluntarily in yoursupport. They 
have not even sought,as many predicted, to avarl 
themselves of the use of the implements of labor 
in their hands to wage war upon, their masters. 
As youltave reached them by theadvance of your 


yaad 
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armies you have made them the special xeciptents 
of your bounties. “Yet those who remain within 


1190 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


March 18, 


the rebel lines are as submissive as those you 
have taken under yourcare. You predicted that 
a proclamation of emancipation would recall the 
rebel from the army to defend and provide for 
‘his family. In all this your theories have been 
delusive. 

These threeor four million Africans—a number 
almost equal to the number of those who are at- 
tempting to overthrow the Government—have 
remained passive or submissive laborers for rebel 
masters, while your soldiers, who have suffered 
none of the wrongs of oppression and servitude, 
but inspired only by patriotism, leaving their 
homes and families, have invaded that region of 
rebellion to establish the supremacy of the Con- 
stitution of their country. As between these two 
classes of men, all prejudice aside, the one pas- 
sive and indifferent under servitude, the other 
striving and striking and bleeding, my friend 
makes no discrimination whatever, or, if any at 
all, a discrimination, in favor of the African and 
against the brave and gallant soldier who hasim- 
periled life and ali for the country. 

My colleague speaks of the African as pecu- 
liarly entided to the consideration of the Govern- 
mont; complains of the injustice done him in 
connection with the sale of lands in South Caro- 
Jina; asserts that he is entitled to equality in the 
regenerated South, although he has not volun- 
tarily raised an arm or struck a blow on behalf 
of the Government, or what gentlemen regard as 
the same thing, his freedom. [do ngt understand 
the doctrine. it claims for the negro, who docs 
nothing even for his own freedom, more than you 
will yield to the white soldier, who has done all 
that mortal man could do. I would do all, sir, that 
humanity demands for the negro. I regret that 
he is a slave, and still more that he consents to 
be a slave. Yet I protestagainst the feelings that 
consider his rights in preference to those of the 
white soldier. The argument against my prop- 
osition, when fairly spoken, is that it will afford 
facilities for sharpers by inducing soldicrs to sell 
their lands to those engaged in land speculation. 
That argument would deprive them of any prop- 
erty. Inthe instance referred to, Beaufort, South 
Carolina, where the Government bas seized large 
bodies of lands and sold them at nominal prices 
to negroes and Speculators, no restriction 1 bo- 
lieve has been imposed on the African, who buys 
the land ata merely nominal price. No, sir; that 
would never do. Ana yet this restriction is to be 
imposed on the most meritorious class of our fel- 
low-citizens, The Government must withhold 
the title for five years for fear he might sell his 
land to a speculator! Very careful of the soldier! 
If any discrimination is to be made, as in legis- 
lation discriminations are generally made, itought 
to be made in favor of those who have served 
their country well, who have imperiled their lives, 
who have encountered great hardships and dan- 
gers, and shown by their conduct and acts the 
highest devotion to their country. i 

have believed, sir, and I still believe, that 
these public lands should have been appropriated 
for one of two objects: either as a foundation for 
the national credit, and to be ultimately applied 
to the extinguishment of the public debt, or else 
they should have been applied exclusively or 
mainly to the remuneration of that class of men 
who have sacrificed and suffered so much for | 
their country in its hour of peril, 

Mr. Speaker, the great body of the soldiers 
who enlisted during the first few months of the | 
war relied upon receiving their land bounties. | 
They knew that every soldier of the war of 1812 
had reecived this bounty, even though he might 
not have served for more thana period of fourteen | 
days. They knew that every surviving soldier 
of the war of the Revolution had received this | 
bounty, that every soldier of the Mexican war- 
and of the Indian wars had received it; and in the | 
western country might have been seen posted up 
invitations to men to join the Army undera prom- | 
ise of their getting the bounty of a quarter sec- i 
tionof land. Inthisthey have been disappointed; | 
but I insist on approaching as near to that policy 
as the public interests will permit. [tis thatidea 
which Ihave sought to embody in the proposi- | 
tion which I have submitted: a service of three | 

months and an honorable discharge to entitle the | 
soldier to his quarter section of land, withoutany | 
payment; and a service of two years and an bon- || 
orable discharge to entitle him to the patent for |) 


salary on the part of certain officers, those officers 


‘to raise their salaries, cnt down some time pre- | 


his land after a residence of one instead of five 
years, as provided by the bill. i 

As [ know that this day is, to some extent, in- 
tended to be devoted to the consideration of pri- 
vate bills, and asthe pending bill is unexception- 
able, except so far as it fails to provide properly 
for that elass of men for whose benefit I have sub- 
mitted my amendment, I suppose the House will 

refer to dispose of it without any general de- 
baie: My proposition is so manifestly right that 
I trust my colleague will, in view of its justice, 
assent to it, and that it will be adopted, and that 
the House will pass the bill thus amended. 

Mr. JULIAN. Mr. Speaker, the measure be- 
fore the House was duly considered by the com- 
mittee of the Senate which framed the bill, and 
also by the House committee. Both committees 
agreed to the bill just as it is, making no excep- 
tion or qualification as to soldiers except as pro- 
vided in the sections which I explained on last 
Friday. It willbe recollected that we allow sol- 
diers to make the affidavits required by the home- 
stead law before the officer in command, if they 
are on duty, and that if they have taken the ini- 
liatory steps required in the way of settlement and 
cultivation, and are afterwards called into the scr- 
vice, they shall not thereby lose their rights, but 
may save them in the manner pointed out in the 
bill as we report it. 

If we proceed to make further exceptions, if we 

provide that the soldier shall pay no money as 
the condition of securing his title, and that one 
year’s occupancy shall be sufficient, it is a prece- 
dent for a further departure from the homestead 
policy and a long step toward its overthrow. 
Phat policy looks to the settlement and improve- 
ment of the land, Indeed, this is its grand and re- 
deeming feature, The bill before us cotrects the 
practical defects in the homestead law of 1862, so 
that its benefits are fairly and equally opened to 
all; but the committee were unwilling, as L hope 
this House will be, to make any such radical do- 
parture from the principles of that law as my col- 
learue proposes. I have, I trust, as sincere a re- 
gard for the soldieras any gentleman on this floor, 
not even excepting my colleague, but I protest 
against any measure which must necessarily lead 
to the mutilation if not'the destruction of -the 
homestead policy. 

I do not desire to consume the time of the House 
by further replying to the points brought forward 
by my colleague, and which have been in the main 
totally foreign to the subject. Te referred to the 
African question, which | have not mentioned in 
the discussion of this bill, and which bas nothing 
to do with the vote we are about to take. F have 
been known to talk on that subject when it was 
in order, but I do not propose to enter upon it to- 
day with my colleague, who seems so much to 
relish it. Dismissiugit, with the long and irrele~ 
vant diatribe to which he has treated us, and 
hoping that the bill will pass just as it came to us 
from the Senate, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. HIGBY. Lask the gentleman to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question, 

Mr. JULIAN, 1 -yield to my colleague on the 
committee. 

Mr. HIGBY. Mr. Speaker, there is another 
good reason why the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Florman] on the other side of 
the Flouse should not be adopted. This bill as 
it has been prepared and passed the Senate has 
been under consideration by the Committee on 
Public Lands. Ithas been reported unanimously 
by that Committee on Public Lands, containing a 
provision by way of fees to make up the want of 


of the United States whoare not supported by their | 
present salaries even in connection with fees. Pro- 
vision has been made in the amendments to the | 
homestead bill by which a certain increase of fees 
is made to those officers. The provision is not 


viously. There will not be an increased burden 
upon the Treasury. A requisition is made upon 
those who enter lands to pay certain increased 
fees. If this amendment prevails it will strike 
at the merits of the bill before the House, and al- 
most render ita nullity. If the soldier does not 
have pay enough, according to the opinion of the 
gentleman on the other side of the House, who | 
secms to be trying to be a more ardent friend of | 


i 


the soldier than any one on this side, let h im seek 
some other remedy by which the soldier will have |! 


a certain remuneration without striking at the vi- 
tality of the bill, I hope that the bill will pass 
without the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana, and that the whole work of the House 
and Senate committees thus far. will not be de- 
stroyed, - 

Mr. DRIGGS. With the gentleman’s permis- 
sion, I will make a single remark, If the gentle- 
man’s amendment prevails, certain provisions of 
the bill will become nugatory, espeeially where it 
is provided that for all personal effects the parties 
entering the land should give security to pay for 
them within five years. If after a residence of 
one year the soldier is to get a title, how can that 
provision be carried out? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill answer that. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I will make one further remark. 
The man who will not pay ten dollars for forty 
acres of land will not occupy it. Itis simply to 
pay for the expenses of survey, and I do not 
think there isa soldier who would accept the privi- 
lege and refuse to pay these expenses. ° 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ask the gentleman to yield 
to me. ` 

Mr. DRIGGS, I will, ifthe gentleman will re- 
new the demand for the previous question, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwil 

Mr. Speaker, it will be understood by any gen- 
tleman who reads the bill carefully that the pro- 
viso does not conflict with any provision or affect 
its vitality.. The gentleman from California is 
mistaken. ‘My proviso will make the soldier 
entitled to the title of this land without the pay- 
ment of money, and the other class will have to 
pay ten dollars; and he will get his patent after 
a residence of one year, while they will have to 
wait five years. Itis onlyadiscriminatign in fa- 
vor of infinitely the most meritorious elass of per- 
sons. | renew the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. STILES demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative-—yeas 54, nays 58; as follows: 

YNAS—Meessrs. James C, Allen, Ancona, Anderson, 
Augustus ©. Baldwin, Jacob B. Blair, Bliss, James 8. 
Brown, Chanler, Clay, Cotfroth, Creswell, Dawson, Deni- 
son, Dumont, Eldridge, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Charles 
M. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Kaibtleisch, Kernan, Long, 
Mallory, Marey, Middicton, Daniel Morris, Morrison, Amos 
Myers, Noble, Odell, John O'Neill, Orth, Pendleton, Per- 
ry, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Randal, James S, Rollins, 
Ross, Smith, Stebbins, John B. Steele, Stiles, Strouse, - 
Stuart, Wadsworth, Ward, Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, and 
Yeaman--54. : 

NAYS—Messre. Alley, Allison, Ames, Ashley, John D. 
Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Boutwell, Brandegee, Broom- 
all, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Colé, Henry Winter Davis, 
Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Deming, Donnelly, Driggs, Bek- 
icy, Eliot, Fenton, Frank, Gooch, Higby, Hotchkiss, John 
H. Hubbard, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Samuel F. 
Miller, Moorhead, Leonard Myers, Norton, Perham, Pike, 
Price, Alexander H, Rice, John H. Rice, Schenck, Scoficld, 
Shannon, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Sievens, Thayer, Up- 
son, Elihu B, Washburne, Wilder, Wilson, and Win- 
dom—58. A : 

So the amendment was rejected. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. McDOWELL stated that he was paired 
off with Mr. Wasnpurn, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. L. MYERS stated that Mr. O’Nei1, of 
Pennsylvania, was paired off with Mr. STEELE, 
of New Jersey, 

The result was then announced as above re- 
corded. 

_ The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time, and it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. JULIAN demanded the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was passed. 

Mr. JULIAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 
The SPEAKER, The House yesterday au- 
thorized the Speaker, when compelled to be ab- 
sent on Saturdays, to designate some gentleman 


to act as Speaker pro tempore. As the Speaker 
will be absent to-morrow he designates the gen- 


| tleman from Hlinois (Mr. Wasusurne] to act as 


such to-morrow. 


1864. 


ANNALS OF CONGRESS, ETC. 
Mr. SMITH. I rise to a question of privilege. 
Lam directed by the select committee to whom 
was referred the resolution in reference to Gales 
& Seaton, to report back the resolution with a 
recommendation that it should pass. ` 
-The resolution was read, as follows: 
tesolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to ex- 
ecute the resolution of the House of the 29th of May, 1862, 
ordering him to supply the House library with a certain 
number of Congressional Annals and Debates, so far as to 
pay the publishers for the volumes delivered prior to the 
passage of the resolution of the 9th of June, 1862, rescind- 
ing the resolution of May 29 aforesaid. : 


Mr.SMITH. I[desire simply to say that from 
all the evidence before the committee they were 
decidedly of the opinion that after the passage of 
the resolution of the 29th of May, 1862, Mr. 
Seaton proceeded to deliver to this House the 
number of books contemplated by the resolution 
as it passed on that day; and in his conference 
with the Clerk, Mr. Etheridge, at that time he 
made an effort to secure from him an order for 
the books and his pay as contemplated under that 
resolution. Etheridge stated to him that there 
was no money belonging to the contingent fund 
of the House, or only a few dollars, and conse- 
quently he was unable to pay the money. He 
half made a statement to Mr. Seaton at that time 
that there would be an effort made in the House 
to reconsider that resolution; and the committee 
belicve that whatever books Seaton delivered un- 
der that resolution he delivered in good faith, be- 
lieving that when the House made an appropri- 
ation therefor he would be paid for them. There 
was no circumstance connected with the whole 
case, so far as the committee could discover after 
the examination of several witnesses, to induce 
the committee to believé otherwise than that the 
whole transaction was fair and just. The books 
having been delivered in good faith under the res- 
olution, the committee are of opinion that it is 
the duty of the House to see that that resolution 
is carried out. 

I call the previous question upon the passage 
of the resolution. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK. I ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky to withdraw that call for a few 


minutes. I will renew the demand. 
Mr. SMITH. I withdraw the call with that 
understanding. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. Mr. Speaker, I will 
briefly state what [ know of the matter under 
consideration. Early in the extra session of Con- 
gress in July, 1861, a memorial came to the Print- 
ing Committee, of which I had the honor of being 
a member, asking Congress to buy of Messrs. 
Gales & Seaton one hundred copies of their “An- 
nals of Congress and Register of Debates.’? On 
inquiry it was found that they would cost the 
darge sum,of $35,500, or $355 per sct, embracing, 
as they did, seventy-one volumes. The proposi- 
tion was not fora moment entertained, because 
the situation of the finances of the country for- 
bade the idea of so large an expenditure for books 
which were not needed. The proposition was not 
renewed at that session; but at the first regular 
session, commencing in December of the same 
year, it was again brought to the notice of the 
committee bya resolution offered by some mem- 
ber of the House and referred to. them. It was 
the subject of discussion in the committee; and 
late in the session a majority of the committee 
determined to report in favor of the purchase, and 
the resolution passed the House by a small ma- 
jority. I dissented from, the report of the com- 
mittee, and made a brief statement to the House, 
giving the number of the same works already in 
the libraries of the House and Senate, an® also 
of those still in wrappers which had been bought 
by the Government and placed in a store-room of 
the Capitol, which had never been opened. The 
number at that time in the House ‘libragy was 
eighty-five perfect sets of the whole work and fif- 
teen imperfect ones. 
were, I think, thirty-five perfect sets and fifteen 
imperfect ones. The number in wrappers about 
forty, all perfect. Thus the Government at that 
time was in possession of at least one hundred 
and sixty perfect copies of the work sought to be 
sold to them by the resolution. ‘The same num- 
ber is now on hand. On the 9th day of June the 
resolution was rescinded by a vote of the House 


In the Senate library there i 


by a majority of some fifteen or cighteen. Those ; 


i 


5 = 
gentlemen who are now urging the passage ofa 
resolution instructing the present Clerk of the |} 
House to receive and pay for the books claimed 
to have been delivered to hid predecessor,.do so 
on the ground that they were actually delivered 
and duly received between the time of the passage 
of the resolution ordering them and the one re- 
scinding that order. ` 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will state the facts of th 
case, and in this statement I am fully corroborated 
by the evidence of Mr. Etheridge, the Clerk of:the 
last Congress, taken before the committee of in- 
vestigation, of which the honorable gentleman of 
Kentucky is chairman. I suspect no one will 
charge him with making statements against the 
publishers of the Intelligencer which facts will’ 
not warrant. Soon after the passage of the first 
resolution, ordering him to purchase the books, 
(the next day I believe,) I went into his room 
and advised him not to give the order for themat 
once, as I knew, or thought I knew, the temper of- 
the House so well on this subject, that they would 
rescind the resolution when there was a full House. 
He at once replied that he had already been ap- 
plied to by Messrs. Gales & Seaton for an order 
for the books, but that he had declined giving it, 
on the ground, first, that there was no money in 
the Treasury to pay for them; and second ythat he 
knew there was to be a contest over it, and he did 
not choose to take the responsibility of settling it, as 
he would do by giving an order. About a week 
after this time he told me that Messrs. Gales & 
Seaton had attempted to deliver the books, but 
that he refused to receive them, giving to them 
the same reasons for doing so that he did when the 
order was asked for. The man who had them in 
charge asked permission to store them in one of 
the rooms of the Capitol, as there they would be 
much less exposed to fire than at the printing 
office. He (the Clerk) allowed him to pack them 
away in an unoccupied room, with the express un- 
derstanding between them that he did not by thus 
granting the privilege in any manner consent to 
acceptofthe books. After depositing them in the 
store-room the agent of Messrs. Gales & Seaton 
locked the door, and took the key away with him, 
and ìt is now in possession of the gentlemen own- 
ning the books. 

L know thercis a high regard entertained by the 
gentlemen of this House for the surviving mem- 
ber of this firm, a regard and esteem justly earned 
by a long life of usefulness and upright conduct, 
and this will, I know, incline many to vote for a 
resolution appropriating the money, as it is sup- 
posed, ih his behalf. But I would say to such 4 
gentlemen that facts were devcloped before an in- 
vestigating committee in the last Congress on this 
very question, showing that he will bea recip- 
ient of but a small amount, if any, of the sum 
should the-resolution pass. Parties swore before 
that committee that a large proportion of it was 
due them, and it was on this account they were 
endeavoring to lobby it through the House. That 
evidence is now in possession of a member of 
this House, and if any one desires to hear it 
he will, I have no doubt,.be glad to communi- | 
cate it. 

When all these facts are before the House, if 
gentlemen feel disposed to vote an expenditure of 
$35,500 for what is not necessary for the use of 
the House, and for which there is no just claim, 
while there are so many honest demands upon 
the Treasury which are suspended for the want 
of means to meet them, I shall be mistaken in their 
sense of justice. I renew the demand for the pre- | 
vious question. 

“Mr. WILSON. lask the gentleman from New 
York to withdraw the demand fora moment, 

Mr. A. W.CLARK. [renewed the call upon 
agreement with the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky yield to me? 5 

Mr. SMITH. [| cannot. 

Mr. WILSON. Lask, then, unanimous con- 
sent to make a few remarks. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. WILSON took the floor. 

Mr. SMITH. Lunderstood the prerai gues. 
tion was called by the gentleman from New York. | 
The SPEAKER. ‘That is so; but the gentle- 
man from iowa has unanimous consent to occupy i 
the fle r. 2 ! 

Mr. WILSON. I donot intend to oceupy time į 
in submitting any remarks upon this question. 


of the contingent fund of the House; and d 


Lunder- 
stand that Comptroller Whittlesey, duritig his 
lifetime, ‘passed. upon that .question—and: I be- 
lieve.in relation to this very- case—in which he 
stated he would not approve a:claim based upon 


| a-resolution of the House directing the payment 


of money to purchase. books,:such as aresnow 
proposed , out of the contingent fund of the House. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. The gentle-_ 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Smitu] has made:a re- 
port from a special committee... 1 trust that he 
does not intend to ask the House to act upon that 
report before it is printed, together with the-evi- 
dence taken, so that we may see how this matter 
stands. 1 think that he ought to postpone it. 
Mr. SMITH. Ifgentlemen will take their seats 
and listen to me for a minute and a half, [believe 
I can show them that there is no necessity. for 
postponement, ae 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Fornzy, 
its Secretary, informed the House that the Senate 
insisted on its amendments disagreed to by the 
House to the billof the House (No. 299) to` pro- 
vide for carrying the mails from the United States 
to foreign ports, and for other purposes, agreed to 
the conterence asked by the House on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses, and had áp- 
pointed Messrs. CoLLAMER, Connerss, and Buck- 
ALEW Managers of the conference on the part of, 
the Senate. p — 

ANNALS OF CONGRESS—AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. A. W. Crarx] demanded the previous 
question. : : 

Mr. WINDOM. He yields to me for the pur- 
pose ofintrodycing some of the evidence asked for. 

The SPEAKER, Then the previous question 
is withdrawn. The Chair understood the gentle- 
man from Kentucky {Mr. Smitu] to demand the 
previous question, but he yitlded to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. A.W, Crarg] on his 
promise to renewit. T'he Chair now understands 
the gentleman from New York to withdraw. the 
previous question to allow the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. Winpom] to speak. 

Mr. SMITH. I withdrew the previous ques- 
tion and yielded to the gentleman from New York 
with the request and with the understanding of 
an agreement on his part that he would renew the 
call when he got through. 

Mr. WINDOM. [I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not at 
present, 

Mr. WINDOM. I have some evidence here 
which I think would be very interesting to the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. -If the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky yielded the floor to the gentleman from New 
York with the understanding that he would renew, 
the call for the previous question, then the gentle- 
man from New York has control of the previous 
question, and can withdraw it. It is a question 
between him and the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether he carrics out the agreement between 
them. He now withdraws the previous question. 

Mr. WINDOM. Junderstand, then, that there 
is some disagreement, and that Iam not entitled 
to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Minnesota, the previous question 
having been withdrawn. 

Mr. SMITH. When I yielded the floorto the 
gentleman I did it with the distinct understanding 
that he would call the previous question, thereby 
giving me, as I presumed, a right to control the 
matter as chairman of the committee. 1 under- 
stand that he has now transferred the floor to: an- 
other gentleman; and I shall know hereafter how 
to act in matters of this kind. : 

Mr. WINDOM.. I will yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky when I have made my remarks. 

Mr. SMITH. Understand me. that ido not 
wish to prevent a full and free discussion of this 
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question. Lam willing to have all the facts brought i 


out. Jam willing thatevery member upon this 
floor shall discuss it;and that all the testimony in 
the case shall be heard; and [.believe that Mr. 
Seaton is willing that everything shall be known 
and understood, so that his claim shall be fully 
and fairly vindicated. 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to occupy the floor 
for a very few moments in response to the ques- 
tion asked by the gentleman from New York with 
reference to this evidence. 

I do not propose to discuss the history‘of this 
book job,as it was styled at the time, for that has 
been detailed by the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. A. W. CLarg] from its origin in the Com- 
mittee on Printing down to the time when it was 
finally: rescinded. 

I believe this claim is now based on what is said 
to have been a contract with this House by rea- 
son of the delivery of these books by Gales & 
Seaton after the first resolution was passed. 

Mr.A.W.CLARK. Iask the gentleman from 
Minnesota to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will for one moment. 

Mr. A.W.CLARK. I understand that I have 
transgressed one of the parliamentary usages of 
the House in yiclding to the gentleman from Min- | 
nesota, and, if that is so, I should be glad if he 
would yield the floor to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly, I will yield the 
floor if it has been improperly accorded to me. 

Mr. SMITH. Oh no; I do not ask that. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair would state that 
when a gentleman yields the floor toanother with 
the understanding that he shall move the previous 
question, the gentleman to whom the floor is 
eldol has control of the previous question; and 
the gentleman from Now York having demanded 
the previous question,he had aright to withWraw it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I said that this claim of Gales 
& Seaton is based upon an alleged delivery of 
these books to the Elouse after the passage of the 
first resolution, he remarks that] desire to 

make shall be addvéssed to that point, and to some 
of the circumstances bearing upon the good faith | 
of that delivery. > 

I happened to be somewhat conversant with 
that transaction at the time, and afterwards to be 
a member of an investigaung committee raised 
for the purpose of examining as to the good faith 
of that transaction, Immediately after the pas- 
sage of the first resolution authorizing the late 
Clerk to purchase one hundred sets of this book, 
as is shown by the testimony taken yesterday be- 
fore the select committee, these parties made ap- 
plication to the Clerk of the Louse to accept said 
hooks. ‘They were in hot haste to get an accept- 
ance from him whieh would bind the House. 
They knew,as I believe the circumstances show, 
that an effort would be made to rescind the reso- 
lution, and hence they thought if they could se- 
cure an acceptance of the books by the Clerk of 
the House they would havea sort of implied con- 
tract upon which they could come in afterwards 
with a resolution of this kind and secure pay for 
them. The Clerk of the House of Representa- | 
tives told them, as he says, that there was no 
money to pay for those books. Ee says he had 
two reasons for not accepting them, One was 
that the contingent fund was exhausted; and the 
other was that he believed, from the character of 
the opposition to the original resolution, that it 
would be rescinded, or an effort made to do so, 
and he did not want to settle that question. 

It was known, I believe, all through the House, |} 
it was known by all the lobbyists who thronged 
the passages aboutthis Hall, thatan effort would be 
made to rescind the resolution. Hence their haste 
to secure’ from the late Clerk an acceptance of 
these books. The Clerk never officially accepted 
or received them. He told the parties he would 
not thus accept them; and he referred them to Mr. 
Lanman, librarian of the House, who, he said, 
could probably find a room in the Capitol where 
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Gales & Seaton claiming that the books were then || 


in an old wooden building where they were lia- 
ble to destruction by fire. The librarian of the 


House of Representatives gave them a room in 


this building for their own benefit and security, | 
and delivered to them the key. The testimony || 
before the select committee yesterday shows that | 
Gales & Seaton have kept the key ever since, and | 


t 
t 
| 
| 
the boukscould be stored for safe-keeping, Messrs. | 
i 
i 
i 
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have had entire control of the room. And now, 
sir, because they have been thus furnished, with- 
out charge, withasafe and convenient store-room 
for their books. they come in here and claim that 
we are in honorbound to pay for them. There 
is, in my opinion, no contract express or implied, 
and no obligation of law or conscience on which 
such a claim can be based. Itis simply an effort, 
too often made, to play asharp game on the House, 
and then get paid for it. 

It seems to me that there was an undue desire 
manifested by some party—I will not say by 
Messrs. Gales & Seaton, for I charge nothing upon 
them, but by their friends and creditors—to force 
this claim through the House. The testimon 
taken before the investigating committee to whic 
I have referred may throw some light on this 
point. Immediately after the passage of the re- 
scinding resolution the correspondent of the New 
York Tribune made a charge, in the following 
words: 


«No member of the House had the hardihood to move a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the resolution was re- 
jected. We have reason to believe, however, that a eare- 
fu searel for a pliable man was instituted, and that some 
persons were approached ostensibly on behalf of the friends 
of the resolution with offers of a pecuniary nature. It is 
too late now to enter a motion for reconsideration.” 


Thereupon a member from Vermont (Mr. 
Walton) moved a committee of investigation to 
inquire into the facts, and to ascertain whether 
any efforts of a pecuniary nature were made to 
secure a reconsideration of the vote. The com- 
mittee was appointed, and I read their unanimous 
report: 

“The select committee, to whom the resolution of the 
Rouse, offered by Hon, K. P. Walton, was referred, di- 
recting un investigation of the charge made by the corre- 
spoudent of the New York Tribune, * that he had reason 
to believe that a pliable map had been searched for to nove 
a reconsideration of a resolution,’ and ‘that some persons 
were approached, ostensibly on behalf of the friends of the 
resohition, with offers of a pecuniary nature, beg Jeave 
unanimously to submit the evidence in the ease, with the 
foNowing resolution, aud ask to be discharged from a fur- 
ther consideration of the subject; 

“ Resolved, That itera full investigation of the case, we 
are unable to discover that any approaches of a pecuniary 
nature were made to any members of this House, either 
by those interested in the proposed measure or others; but 
they do find evidence that indirect but unsuccessful efforts 
were made, through third parties, to obtain the influence 
of officers of the House, suflicient to found the charge 
made by the Tribune correspondent, aud therefore cannot 
discover that he has been guilty of any breach of privilege 
awarded to Lim as a reporter in the House.” 


Twill also read a few extracts fromthe evidence 
taken before that committec: 
Testimony of Mr, Closse, . 

“Question, Did you ever offer Captain Darling anything 
to get some one to move a reconsideration? 

“Answer. Thad a talk with Captain Darling; E think.be 
spoke to me first. Something was said about an effort be- 
ing made to get a reconsideration of the vote. This was 
on the nextday after the resolution was defeated, and when 
the Louse was in session. 1 don’t remember all that was 
said. L think I did not offer bim any consideration direct- 
ty. [merely spoke of what 1 understood the rumor to be, 
that they were offering money to get a reeonsideration of 
the vote. I had no money to offer myself, and was not 
authorized to offer any. J was not interested in it. F 
heard it said by several that the parties would probably 
pay money to get a reconsideration of the vote, 

Question. Can you telf me the name of any one person 
who said they would pay money for such purpose? 

“Answer, 1 think I heard a Mr, Cowan, of Georgetown, 
mention it,and a Mr. Gibbs. Hearing these parties wanted 
to get a reconsiduration, Lwent for the purpose of ascer- 
taining how the thing stood, I went to see two members 
of the House and asked them to move a reconsideration, 
and they both refused. 

“Question, (by Mr. Rice.) Had any person asked you 


i to make au effort to procure a reconsideration; and if so, | 


who? 


“Answer, I think Mr. Jobn Coyle asked ine if Leould get | 
There were others i 


anybody to move a reconsideration, 
spoke to me about it, but I did not pay any attention to it, 
for I supposed Mr. Coyle represented the interest of Gales 
& Seaton, whatever they had. He has been in that office 
as book-keeper, or in some other capreity, for several years. 
That is my understanding of h ation to the office. 

“Question, (vy Mr. Rick.) ¥ anything said to Mr. 
Coyle in rejation to compensation to yourself or any one 
else for procuring said reeansideration? 

“Answer. Mr. Coyle gave me to understand that the par- 
ties could afford to pay something rather than fose the res 
olution; I did not care to make any terms with the partic 
until f could ascertain what eould be done; E soon ascer- 
tained that in my judgment it was past resurrection; I asked 


him how mueb funds they bad on band that they could af | 
| ford to pay to get the resolution through; I think he said 


they could better pay ten or fifteen hundred dollars rather 


than lose the resolution; I understood that he intended it | 
for anybody who could get the resolution rcconsidcred 3 E; 


w him (Coyle) two or three times during that day about 


do nothing. 
“Question. What is vour business? 


“Answer, Lam a lawyer; this is not my residence, i 


e passages ip the Capitol, and Lreported tobim that f could |; 


though I have becu here several years prosecuting claims 
before the Departnents. 

“Question. Are you one of the friends of the Intelligen- 

? 
re abut. Iam. ; 

“ Question, (by Mr. GRIDER.) Did you wish to be under- 
stood as saying that Mr. Coyle offered you a bribe to pro- 
cure a reconsideration of the vote alluded to in the House 
of Representatives, and if he did, by whose authority was 
the offer made? 

“Answer. I did not understand he offered me any bribe 
atall; I do not think Mr. Coyle is capable of offering a 
bribe to any one who is not the subjeet of a bribe? 

Mr. SMITH. May I request the gentleman 
from Minnesota to read the testimony of Mr. 
Coyle on that same subject? 

Mr. WINDOM. ` I will have it read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota will give way for a mo- 
ment, I will suggest that all of this testimony, as 
well as the testimony taken before the recent com- 
mittee, shall be printed, and the whole subject re~ 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, where it can be fully discussed. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not yield for the pur- 
pose of the motion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I hope the 
gentleman will yield fur that motion before he 
concludes, 

Mr. WINDOM. I will, unless the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr, Sanrx] shall insist on the 
agreement with him. 

Mr, SMITH. I wish to say that the commit- 
tee had this testimony before them, and that they 
concluded it had nothing to do with the resolu- 
tions of the House.. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the gen- 
tleman will permit me, I will remark that it seems 
that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Win- 
pom] thinks it has a great deal to do with this 
question. Let the whole of the testimony be 
printed, so that every member may see it. The 
gentleman from Kentucky ought to have the tes- 
timony taken before his own committee printed 
and laid upon our tables before he asks us to vote 
for this resolution which he has brought in. 

Mr. SMITH. The testimony has been read, 
and the gentleman is lawyer enough to decide 
now as well as at any other time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. There has 
been such confusion in the House that I could 
not hear all of the testimony that has been read. 

Mr. DAWES. Has the committee had before 
them a letter which was written by the Clerk of 
the last House touching this matter? 

Mr. SMITH. We had no letter from the 


‘Clerk; but we had a letter from Gales & Seaton 


containing substantially the facts given by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. DAWES. I read aletter of the last Clerk, 
of which I have some recollection, and I should 
like to have it before the House, 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Etheridge was before the 
committee and gave a full statement of all of the 
facts. 

Mr, DAWES, There was an interesting lete 
ter from the last Clerk, and I would ask the gen- 
tlemau if he knows what has become of it. 

Mr. SMITH. L have not seen the letter, 

Mr. WINDOM,. I know that this testimony 
was presented to the select committee, and I have 
been astonished it made nomore impression upon 
them. I desire it to be submitted to the Honse, 
that we may see if it will not make a better im- 
pression here. 

Mr. SPALDING. That testimony was pre- 
sented to the select committee, and such portions 
us were pertinent were considered by them. When 
the gentleman gets through, I will in Ave minutes 
state the cuse as itappeared by the testimony be- 
foræ the committee. J will doit in as few words 
as possible. 

Mr. WINDOM. I will read further from this 
evidence. Here is an extract from the testimony 
of Wiliam S. King, Postmaster of the House of 
Representatives: 

“The morning after the vote was taken on the proposi- 
tiorrof the Intelligencer job, and lost, as I stepped into the 
House I was asked by a gentleman if I wanted to make 
some money. I told him i always wanted to do so when 
i could honestiy and decently. Heasked me if Icould find 
a friend among the members of the House who would move 
a reconsideretion of a certain vove. [told him it would de- 
pend upon the character of the vote, and asked him what 
it was, He said it was the vote which i have referred to 
that the parties desired the reconsideration, and that $1,606 
could be had if I would find a man that would move it” 


In addition to that, there is testimony in theae 
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papers that. Captain Darling, chief of Capitol po- 
lice, was also approached by these gentlemen in 
the lobbies around this Hall. He was informed 
that he might have $1,500 if he could procure a 
reconsideration of the vote. I do not say that 
Gales & Seaton or anybody else directly offered 
to pay $1,500 for a reconsideration; but we know 
that’these claim agents about the lobbies are not 
dull but astute men, and the impression was gen- 


eral among them that ten or fifteen hundred dollars | 


would be paid to any one who could get a recon» 
sideration moved. Mr. Coyle swears, “lam aware 
that he did not offer that amount of money, or any 
‘other amount, but that he did say or might have 
said, that he would rather lose ten or fifteen hun- 
dred dollars out of his own pocket than that this 
vote should not be reconsidered.” Atall events, 
these simple-minded lobby men received the im- 
pression that they were to get ten or fifteen hun- 
dred dollars, and at once went to work to procure 
areconsideration. Isubmitto the House whether 
there was not some good reason for their belief. 


Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Read the testimony of 


Mr. Coyle. 


Mr. WINDOM. The gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. Rice] will do that in a moment. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the gentleman from Min- 
nesota believes*that the testimony about money 
having been offered is all false, not a particle of 
ground for it, and that Mr. Coyle told the truth 
when he stated that no money had been offered 
for such a purpose, why does he read these facts? 

Mr. WINDOM. Did I state that I disbelieved 
that testimony? 

Mr. MALLORY. 1 think you did. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not think so; but ifd 
did I did not mean to, for I do not believe that 
that testimony is false. I yield now to the gen- 
tleman from Maine. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I will read the testimony 
of Mr. Coyle. 


“Johu F. Coyle sworn. 

“ Question, (by the chairman.) What is your business? 

Answer. Lam employed as book-Keeper in the ottice of 
the National Eutelligencer in this city. Have been em- 
ployed in that office about twenty-one years. = 

t Question, Will you please state what you know fn re- 
lation to the matter of investigation contained in the papers 
here shown to you touching the charge in the New York 
Tribune against members of Congress or others concerning 
the Intelligencer book job? A 

s Answer, In consequence of the pecuniary embarrass- 
ments of the Intelligencer office, E had made advances 
to keep the paper in operation, and was incidentally in- 
terested to have the resolation pass; and between the 
lime of the passage of the resolution and the time of its be- 
ing rescinded, about three hundred dollars had been ex- 
pended to prepare the books for delivery, and thatsum and 
other advances had been made by me or procured upon my 
credit for the use of the office, upon the faith of the resolu- 
tion. T used every legitimate effortin my power to procure 
the passage of the resolution, and also effect the reconsid- 
eration of the vote whereby the last resolution was defeated. 
All I did to effeet said reconsideration was this: Ehad uu- 
derstood from Mr. Rollins, of Missouri, that Mr. Hanchett, 


of Wisconsin, had expressed his willingness to vote forthe | 


resolution if bis vote should be necessary to secure its pas- 
sage. [thon asked my friend, Mr. Porter, of Missouri, a 
constituent of Mr. Rollins, to see him and ask him to get 
Mr, flanechett to move the reconsideration; this was all 
afier the defeat of the second resolution. I understood that 
Mr. Hanchett declined to submit the motion, and thereupon 


$ went to Mr. Mallory, of Kentucky, Mr. Phelps, of Mis- | 


souti, and Mr. Segar, of Virginia, and perhaps others, and 
asked them to make an effort to get some onc to move the 
reconsideration. 1 did not request these gentlemen or any 
other person to use such influence and efforts otber than as 
atriendly act. J never offered, or intimated to any person 
that money could be had or would be paid to effect such 
object. I have no recollection of having said to any per 
son that the parties or myself could afford to pay mo 
rather than have the resolution fail. 1 might inmy disap- 
pointment at its defeat have made the usual observation 
that į would rather have lost money or something of that 
kind rather than have it fail. All my efforts were directed 
toward Mr. Hanchett, as before stated, until [heard he de- 
elined to make the motion toreconsider, which was within 
one hour of the adjournment of the House on the day after 
the failure of the resolution. 

“ Question, (by the chairman.) Doyouknowa Mr, Closse, 


and if so, did you ask him to use his efforts tocfect there- | 


consideration of said vote, and did you offer or sugzesi to 
him that money could be had or would be paid to effeet it? 

«Answer. L do know Mr. Closse. I did not seek his aid 
for that purpose. {f Mr. Closse has stated ihat F made any 
such effort, or suggested to him the payment of money in 
any manner, it was in the manner as before stated, and not 
with any purpose to make him any offer for services or 
efforts of a corrupt or improper character. I might have 
asked his aid as I did others, but only in a friendly man- 
ner. If I had any such conversation with Mr. Closse it 
was immediately before the adjournment aforesaid, and 
after I had heard that Mr. Hanchett had declined to make 
the desired motion. 

« Question, (by Mr. GRIDER.) Have you or not read or 
becu told what Mr. Closse stated before the committee upon 
his examination ? 


m 


‘did not so considerit, and the brief period from the time I 


i had this ten or fifteen hundred dollars to use to 


“ Answer. I never read what Closce stated, nor dol know 
what Closse stated. I never conversed with any of-the | 
committee. ; en 

“Question. State whether or not your agency was or not 
superinduced from the fact that you had advanced for the | 
Intelligencer. s 

“Answer, That was one inducement, and my regard for 
the office was another. x é 

Question. State whether you did anything more than to 
make a fair effort through your friends to have the resolu- 
tion reconsidered. > 

“ Answer. Positively, no. 

“í Question. State, when you said in the presence of Mr, 
Closse and others that you rather than ten or fifteen hundted 
dollars the resolution was reconsidered, whether you un- 
derstood it as a bid, or whether any one else could right- 
fully understand you as offering anything to procure a recon- 
sideration. s : 

“ Answer. I can’t-answer for other people. I certainly 


met Mr. Closse until the adjournment would forbid any 
such supposition or inference, as at that time I considered 
all hope of reconsideration over. 

Question, (by the ebairman.) I think you have stated 
in your examination that the whole amount granted by the 
resolution was appropriated or designed for other persons. 
To what persons did you refer? a 

“answer. I meant to be understood that it was all de- 
signed for creditors of the concern. f decline to give the 
names of these creditors, as I do not think the committee 
bave the right to ask it, but will do so if the committee de- 
cide otherwise. None of such creditors are members of 
Congress. J mean to say that it was all designed for cred- 
itors except sufficient to carry on the business of the office. 

“JOHN F. COYLE.” 

Mr. WINDOM. I will not weary the House 
with any further testimony. We have brought 
out the important points in regard to a pecuniary 
consideration. Members have heard the state- 
ments for and against.it. 

I do not charge that Gales & Seaton had any- 
thing to do with this. I do not believe they had. 
They are honorable men, and F will tell the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky that I do not believe they 
would have had much to do with the money: to 
be received for these books. It was to be paid 
to a number of outsiders—these persons around 
the lobby who tried to force it through—and it 
was from those persons that this expectation of 
pecuniary consideration arose. 

Mr. MALLORY. Lunderstood the gentleman 
to say that all the testimony went to’show that 
these outsiders said that Coyle was the man who 


induce some person to get 2 reconsideration, and 
I understood the gentleman to speak in high terms 
of Coyle, and that he believed his testimony, in 
which he stated that there was not a word of; 
truth in that charge. 

Mr. WINDOM. The gentleman misunder- 
stood me; thatisall. f said I believed the testi- 
mony of the other witnesses. Now, a word in 
reference to who gets this money. What does 
Coyle say upon a question by the chairman? 
Here is the question and answer: 

Question. I think you have stated in your examination 
that the whole amonnt granted by the resolution was ap- 
propriated or designed for other persons. To what persons 
did you refer? $ 

‘Answer. [ meant to be understood that it was all de- 
signed for creditors of the concern. F decline to give the 
names of these creditors, as T do not think the committee 
have the right to ask it, but will do so if the committee de- | 
cide otherwise. None of such creditors are members of | 
Congress. timean to say that it was all designed for credy 
itors exceptsufficient to carry on the business of the office.” | 

It was from this source this influence came— 
from these outsiders, those persons who at the 
last Congress were secking to force this resolu- 
tion through in hot baste in order to fix this con- 
tract upon the House; persons who, I believe, 
are still ground these Halls. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire toask the gen- | 
tleman whether the evidence in this case shows | 
that any printing was done. or any additional ta- 
bor peformed by Gules & Seaton in the purchase | 
of materials, in consequence of the passage of | 
this resolution. Also, whether the Government ! 
requires these books. Also, how much money 
the passage of this resolution will take out of the 
‘Treasury. 

Mr. WINDOM. In the first place, I do not 
know that there is anything in the testimony | 
showing that any money was paid out for printing | 
after the passage ofthe resolution. Ibelieve there | 
is a statement of Coyle, or some one else, that } 


$300 was expended in moving those books. 

The other question of the gentleman from Ili- | 
nois is what will be the expense of carrying out | 
this resolution. I believe it was estimated at | 
$35,000. I think the records of the Congressiona 
Globe wiil show that it was stated in debate last i 


Mr. FARNSWORTH: “The dthet question i 
does ‘the: Government require these: books 

Mr  WINDOM? That is for the House to de 
termine. My own opinion: is that’ the Gov 
ment has not. the slightest need of them: == 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN: Tsuggest to my-colleazue 
(Mr. Farnsworryy] that all fairness fo’ Gales & 
Seaton would require that: hé shoùld ‘address his 
inquiries to the: committee which has: had*this 
matter under examination, if he desires informa: 
tion upon the subject. b Aig WE A 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. J understood the com- 
mittee had already reported these facts, but F&id 
not hear what the report was: ane 

Mr. J.C.ALLEN. The committee have made 
no report whatever except a verbal-one. -i 

Mr. SMITH resumed the floor. © © i 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of {llinois. Wil the 
gentleman yield and allow me to move to refer this 
matter to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union? pce 

Mr. SMITH. I cannot yield for that purpose. 
I yield to my colleague on the committee, [Mr. 
Sparpina.] l 

Mr. SPALDING. I was a member of this 
select committee, and I entered into the investi- 
gation I think impartially. Sure I am no part 
of this $1,500 was offered me; if it was have not 
received it. ; j 

I desire only to do justice between the claimant 
upon the one side and the country on the other. 
This question involves the purchase of a very 
valuable book—nothing less than the history of 
congressional legislation from the first day of the , 
First Congress, in 1789, until the year 1845. The 
first part of it is called Congressional Annals and 
the latter part Congressional Debates, and there’ 
are seventy-one volumes in all. The price fora 
single set is $355. It appears tothe select com- 
mittee that the House of Representatives last Con- 
gress, by resolution, ordered the purchase of one 
hundred sets of this valuable work, amounting 
to something over thirty-five thousand dollars. 
The resolution was adopted by a vote of 66 to 
58. The day after the passage of the resolution 
Gales & Seaton, or rather Seaton, who is the 
survivor of Gales & Seaton, applied to the Clerk 
of the House for a copy of that resolution as it 
passed the day before. He received it at the 
hands of the Clerk. Now, it should be known to 
the House, because it appeared in evidence before 
the select committee, that at this time this firm 
‘was very much embarrassed for want of money. 
They had effected temporary loans from one ortwo 
of the banking houses of this city, and they de- 
sired to realize from these books thus supposed to 
have been sold to Congress enough money to re- 
lieve them from that temporary pressure. Hence 
Mr. Seaton obtained a copy of the order from the 
Clerk, and he then applied to the Clerk to accept 
an order upon him for the amount of the purchase- 
money which would be due to him whenever he 
had delivered the one hundred sets. 

Before this application was made, however, the 
Clerk, Mr. Etheridge—and I must do him the 
justice to say that he testified before the commit- 
tee with the utmost appearance of fairness and 
candor—when this application was made to him 
by Mr. Seaton to accept an order for the books, 
so that he (Mr. Seaton) might obtain money from 
some one of the bankers of the city to relieve 
him from the tremendous pressure then uponhim, 
said he could not do it, because there was: no 
money in the Treasury belonging to the House 
contingent fund, and he must wait until an ap- 
propriation bill was passed putting this money 
under his control. He says he did not tell Mr, 
Seaton, what he then knew to be the fact, that 
some individual members of the House had it in 
mind to get a resolution of rescission passed; but 
that he had been made aware of that fact perhaps 
by the member who first addressed the House to- 
day, [Mr. A. W. Crark,] and one or two others, 
who told him that they were opposed to the reg- 
olution, and would, at some future season, ask 
that it be rescinded. This, however, was notim- 
parted by the Clerk to Mr. Seaton, nor to Mr. 
Scaton’s agent. in Oe 

When Mr. Seaton could not obtain an accept- 
ance of an order for the money, he applied to the 
Clerk to give him an order for the books s0 that 
he could negotiate a sale of that order, or pledge 
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it and receive money upon it from some person 
who. had money to loan. The Clerk would not 
do that, and,as he says, his reason was that those 
gentlemen of the House who were opposed to the 
resolution would find fault with him if heit any 
way committed the House upon the subject until 
the money was in bis hands to pay the amount 
ao be paid for the one hundred sets. At the same 
time. he said that ifthe contingent fund had then 
been in such astate as that his order upon it would 
have been met, he would, without the least hesi- 
tation, have paid Mr. Seaton the full amount for 
these books. 

Mr. WINDOM. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. Did the committee at that 
time put the question to the Clerk, Mr. Etheridge, 


whether, if he had had the money and had paid | 


it, it would have been any settlement of the ques- 
tion which he says he was not willing to settle? 

Mr.SPALDING. Yes; and he said that he did 
not care about answering, because he was not 
called upon to answer that, as it raised a law ques- 
tion which he was not bound to settle. F think 
that was about the answer he made. I wish to 
give the whole of the testimony as itappeared be- 
fore the committee. 

Now, before the resolution of rescission was 
offered inthe Flouse, which I wish the House now 
to understand was not offered until the 9th day of 
June, there was a period of ten days which inter- 
vened from the adoption of the resolution for the 
purchase of these books until the introduction of 
the resolution for rescission, and there is nota par- 
ticle of evidence that Mr. Seaton or any agent in 
his employ knew, during those eleven days, that 
there would be any motion made in this House 
to repeal or rescind that resolution. I grant you 
that gentlemen have their suspicions, but] say to 
you that no evidence of that fact of any sort has 
been brought to the knowledge of this select com- 
mittee upon which they could act. 

Mr. UPSON. if the gentleman has the ori- 
ginal resolution, will he have it read? 

Mr. SPALDING, Ihave itnot. I suppose 
the chairman of the select committee has it. 

Mr, UPSON. I would like to have it read. 

Mr, SPALDING, L am giving a history of 
this transaction, On the 9th day of June a reso- 
lution was offered to rescind the resolution of the 
29th day of May, and that resolution, E wish the 
Fouse to mark, was adopted by a vote of yeas 
66 to nays 48, showing the absence from the 
House of a great many of the members who had 
taken part in the previous vote. ‘Lhe first vote, 
on the 29th of May, was yeas 66, nays 58. And 
then on the 19th day of June, ten days after the 


vote of rescission, a resolution was offered in the | 


House, similar to the one now before the House, 


providing for payment to Gales & Seaton for the j 


number of volumes already deposited in the Cap- 
itol before the resolution of rescission was adopted 
by the House, On that day a vote was taken, 
and it stood, yeas 70, nays 70, and it was only 
defeated by the casting vote of the Speaker. This 
shows the feeling of the House at that time, This 
shows what would have been the condition of the 
vote if it had been taken on the 9th of June with 
a fall Flouse, instead of being taken when it was. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


as originally voted for the resolution? 


gase; whereas it was subsequently shown that 
these parties had seventy friends in this House, 
all of whom were not present on the occasion of 
that decision. 

Mr. DEMING. 1 would like my friend from 
Ohio to yield to me a moment. 

Mr. SPALDING. Ido not like to have sc 
many interruptions. I only allude to these vote 


for the purpose of showing the sense of the House | 


at that ume on this very subject. 
Now, when we come to that part of the case 
which is made up of a contract on the part of the 


E l ask the gentleman | 
from Ohio whether the record docs not show that | 
as many members voted to rescind the resolution |) 


House and Mr. Seaton—the deposit of the books | 
in the Capitol—the testimony does not show that | 


Congress was committed by reason of that de- 
posit. Ihave said already that Mr. Etheridge, 
the Jate Clerk, testified throughout with the ut- 
most appearance of candor and fairness. 
now to the librarian, whose character has been 


t theni to the library under the order of the Elouse. 
Teome | 


che received from Mr. Seaton the number of copies 


ve o Gales & Seaton incur any expense in the de- 
Mr. SPALDING. Yes; as many members 

voted to reseind the resolution, precisely, as voted || 
in the first instance to adoptit—sixty-six in each | 


i isa fair understanding of this matter. 


questioned heretofore in this House by some mem- |} 
bers. The librarian was called asa witness. He || 
testified also with the utmost candor and fairness. || 
He said that, under the instructions of the Clerk, 


of this work which were deposited in the Capitol, |} 
in one of his library rooms, but a short time, one, 
two, or three days before the rescinding resolution 
was offered. The librarian testified that when 


these books were offered to him he applied to the |; 


Clerk, and the Clerk refused him permission to | 
receive those books in any official character, but 
told him that if he had a room to spare he might 
place them in it as a safe depository for them, 
After they were thus placed in a room in the 
Capitol, the key of the room was intrusted to the 
agent of Mr. Seaton, who locked the room, tool 
the key away with him, and has had possession 
of it from that day to this. So that, really, the 
books have been in the Capitol, as the property 
of Mr. Seaton, for safe-keeping, subject to any 
disposition which Congress might make of them. 

Now, although ! was doubtful in my own mind | 
in regard to the propriety of the adoption of this 
resolution for the payment of this sum of money 
$30,000 odd—still, knowing the work to be one 
of great value to the country, and supposing that 
even if Congress did not need it for its own use, 
the books might be distributed among the States, ; 
where they would be valuable in public libraries, 
I did unite in the recommendation that the House 
adopt a resolution to pay for these books. Ebe- | 
lieve, and still believe, that however much the 
Clerk may have known tliat the resolution of re- 
scission would be afterwards agitated, Mr. Seaton 
deposited the books here in the utmost good faith, 
primarily, to be sure, as a safe depository for the 
property, but believing that whenever the appro- 
priation bill would be passed, the property inthe 
books would pass from him to Congress, and there 
be an end of the whole matter. J learn, however, | 
that either the last Congress or the Congress before 
last made a disposition of this very work among the 
congressional districts of the United States. I have 
this information from my fricnd from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Dawnus,] who says he had two sets | 
apportioned to his congressional district, and that 
a similar apportionment was made among the 
other congressional districts of the United States. 
In view of this distribution among the States, I 
was about to say that I shall feel inclined to vote 
against the adoption of the resolution, although 
L think that will fall with some considerable sc- 
verity upon Mr. Seaton. [| have now given to 
the House all the information Ð have on this sub- 
ject. : 

Mr. FARNSWORTIT. Tow much money 
has the Government paid Gales & Scaton for 
these Annals already? 

Mr. SPALDING. The gentleman must ask’ 
some other member than myself, as 1 have no 
knowh-dge on the subject. 

Mr. BEAMAN. [ask the Clerk to read the 
original resolution. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 have the floor, and yield to 
my colicague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Hltnois, [Mr J. ©. ALLEN] 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN, Mr. Speaker,an interrog- 
atory was propounded by one of my colleagues 
to the gentleman from Minnesota to which I wish į 
to respond, His question was, did the firm of | 


livery of the books that were placed in the House 
library after the passage of the original resolu- | 
tion and beforeit wasrescinded? The committee 
to which this subject was referred did inquire into 
that fact, and the testimony showed that an ex- | 
pense of $300 had been incurred by the firm of 
Gales & Seaton in placing those books in the 
library. Itavas not, as was answered by the gen- | 
tleman from Minnesota, in removing the books, 
but, as the testimony shows, for the work done 
upon the books at the bindery. They had to 
undergo the supervisio of the binder; and the 
reason why the one hundred sets were not de- 
livered at the time was that twenty-five sets had 
not been bound at all, and the others required 
overhauling. So, then, my colleague will find in 
that fact the information he secks. The firm of 
Gales & Seaton did incur an expense of $300 in 
sending these books to the binder and removing 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Uhnois. All we want 
I ask my 


i 
i} 
rb 


| had connection with it. 


colleague whether he can state the provisions of 
the original resolution? Does he understand the 
character of the resolution upon which this whole 
matter was begun? 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. The resolution of 1862? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Yes; 1 be- 
lieve that was the original resolution. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. I cannot state the reso- 
lution exactly; and I have no objection to the gen- 
tleman reading it. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I ask the 
Clerk to read the resolution. That resolution 
will show that it was a matter between the Clerk 


| and the House, and that Gales & Seaton had no 


more right to send the books than any other. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

& Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives be directed to procure from the publishers, for the 
use of the House library, at a cost not exceeding what bas 
been heretofore paid for said work, one hundred copies or 
sets of the Annals of Congress, or Register of Debates; and 
to pay for the same out of the contingent fund of the House: 
Provided, That the copies or sets remaining shall not be 
sold or disposed of until they are offered to Congress,” 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Winois. Now let me 
say a word. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Ido not yield any fur- 
ther. Ihave yielded for the purpose of having 
that resolution read, on the statement of my col- 
league that it would show this was a matter be- 
tween the Clerk and the House, and that Gales 
& Seaton had nothing todo with it. What is the 
Clerk directed todo? THe.is directed to purchase 
these books from Gales & Seaton. He could not 
purchase them anywhereelse. Yet my colleague 
says they had no connection with this thing at 
all, Well, sir, if the purchase was made they 
The House by this res- 
olution imposed that duty upon the Clerk, and 
pointed out how payment was to be made. The 
Clerk testified that he furnished Gales & Seaton 
with a copy of the resolution of the House. He 
testified his acquiescence in the action of the 
House, and that he would pay, as soon as he had 
any contingent fund, the amount duc for these 
books. The testimony shows that he did not 
express to Gales & Seaton any doubtof his being 
bound by that resolution, The books were deliv- 
ercd, and cleven days afterwards, Gales & Seaton 
not having been informed in the mean time of any 
such intention, the resolution was rescinded. 

i must be permitted to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
there seems to be an extraordinary desire on the 
o of some gentlemen to defeat this resolution. 

will say for myself if this were an original prop- 
osition to purchase these books, although 1 regard 
them as a valuable history of Congress up to the 
time when the Congressional Globe commesced, 
I doubt whether in the present condition of our 
finances I would vote forit. But, sir, when I looks 
at this transaction of 1862, when Llook at the res- 
olution of the House authorizing the Clerk to 
make this arrangement with Gales & Seaton, 
when I look at the fact that in pursuance of that 
resolution a copy of it was delivered by the Clerk 
to Mr. Seaton, when I consider that in pursuance 
of and in good faith under that resolution those 
gentlemen proceeded to have those books rebound 
and fitted up at an expense of $300, and when £ 
recollect the further fact thatupon the faith of that 
resolution they called upon thcir financial men 
and procured upon it money to enable them to 
carry ont that undertaking with the Government, 
and incurred additional liabilities to enable them 
to keep their contract, it seems to me, in all can- 
dor, that the House did injustice to these men 
when, eleven days afterwards, and after the con- 
tract had been partially completed, they turned 
round and repealed their resolution. It wasnot, 
in my judgment, an act of good faith. It does 
not become the Congress of the American people 
thus to trifle with a question of this kind. 

3ut the argument was made by my friend from 
Minnesota [Mr. Wixvom] that this money was 
not going to Gales & Seaton; that they were not. 
the parties to derive benefit from it, and therefore 
we ought not to pass this resolution. Let us see 
for a moment what that position leads to. 

Mr. WINDOM. I beg to inform the gentle- 
man I did not say this money was not going to 
Gales & Seaton as a reason why the resolution 
should not pass, but for the purpose of showing 
that some other persons were getting up this im- 
pression that money was to be had for getting a 
reconsideration of the vote. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McDon- 
ALD, one of. their clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate requested the House of Representatives to re- 
turn to the Senate a bill (S. No. 151) relating to 
enlistments and for other purposes, for the pur- 
pose of correcting an error in the engrossment” 

* thereof. 4 

‘There being no objection, it was ordered that 

said bill be returned to the Senate. 


ANNALS OF CONGRESS—-AGAIN. 


Mr. J. C. ALLEN. Let us look at that argu- 
ment a moment. Gales & Seaton were at that 
time, as admitted by everybody; in debt, A por- 
tion of this money doubtless was to go through 
the hands of Gales & Seaton to their creditors. 
Suppose it was. That accounts for the anxiety: 
of Gales & Seaton to have the contract completed 
atan early day, anditrelieves them from thecharge 
made by thegentleman from NewYork, that they 
were guilty of indecent. haste in endeavoring to 
get hold of this money. They were, asis shown 
by the evidence, and as is admitted by gentlemen 
upon the other side, in debt. What better rea- 
son could men have for an anxiety to receive this 
moncy than a desire to pay their honest creditors? 
An indifference upon their part asto whether they 
got it or not would argue bad faith in them, and 
would be only akin to that bad faith which would 

. make them incur these expenses, and then pre- 
vent them from receiving the benefit of their un- 
dertaking with the Government. 

Itis a singular argument to make, that because 
the next day after the resolution passed they went 
to the Clerk to get an order from the Clerk for 
the work, and to get the money which, according 
to the evidence, was to go for the benefit of their 
creditors, therefore they were guilty of indecent 
haste. Especially is it a singular argument to 
come from a man who stated to the Clerk the 
next day after the passage of the resolution, that 
he intended to try to get it rescinded, and yet 
kept that intention cleven days after without mak- 
ing the attempt, Mr. Seaton, in good faith, sought 
to get this money that a portion of it might go to 
the creditors, and the other’ portion to reimburse 
him for the expense of preparing and publishing 
this work, which contains a succinct history of 
the Congresses of the United States from the in- 
ception of the Government down to the time that 
Congress adopted the Congressional Globe as the 
record of its proceedings. And to-day,at the pub- 
lic expense, my friend from New York, [Mr. A. 
W. Crarx,] and my colleague, [Mr. Farns- 
worTH,] are receiving twenty-four copies each of | 
that Congressional Globe which contains, in con- 
tinuation, the same kind of information which we 
find in this work of Gales & Scaton. 

Now, sir, while the mere fact of the delivery of 
these booksin the library under the circumstances 
may not have been any such acceptance on the 
part of the House as would be binding upon the 
House, yet the fact that the publishers incurred, 
according tô the testimony, an expense of $300, 
in my judgment goes far to the confirmation of 
the contract on their part. That, in addition to 
the bad faith in the matter, it does seem to me, 
should induce Congress to stand by their contract. 
Who can have faith in any action of this House 
if undertakings of this sort are to be repealed at 
the whim or caprice of members who may see fit 
on any occasion after the adoption of such a res- 
olution to thas rescind and repeal it? 

Isimply desire to say, sir, in conclusion, thatit 
seems to me that the House isin good faith bound 
to pass this resolution. The question whether or 
not these books are needed at this particular time 
in thelibrary is not the question before the House. 
The work is admitted by all who have examined 
it to be a valuable one, and my judgment is that 
if members would examine it more thoroughly 
and see the high-toned sense of honor which act- 
uated the men who were connected with the early 
history of the Government, they would not thus 
pass resolutions one day and repeal them the next; 
they would learn that the pledges of Congress 
mean something, and that when resolutions have 
been passed under which men have incurred ex- 
penses they ought not to be repealed atthe whim 
or caprice of members. i at 

Now, there is nothing in the testimony which 
has been spread before the House by the gentle- | 
mar from New York, (Mr. A. W. Crarx,] and ; 


the gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Wanpom,] 
that goes to show tiat there wasany unduehaste 
on the part of Gales & Seaton,'or that, they. had | 
knowledge that the House contemplated a repeal | 
of the resolution, or going to show that they did | 
not act with entire good faith throughout the whole 
transaction. It does seem to me, therefore, that 
it appeals to our sense of honor as well as our} 
sense of right to pass this resolution. I now re- | 
sign the floor to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SMITH resumed the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I shall have 


to appeal to the gentleman from Kentucky to yield 
me a courtesy which I am sorry my colleague 
could not yield to me, as he never refused me 
such a courtesy before during the long service I 
have had with him. 

Mr. SMITH. How long a time does the gen- 
tleman from Illinois desire ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Buta mo- 
ment. I never detain the House Jong. 

Mr. SMITH. Does that mean a minute? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Perhaps two 
minutes. 

Mr. SMITI. I will yield the gentleman two 
minutes of my time. . 

Mr.WASHBURNE, of Minois. Mr. Speaker, 
I approach this subject without any feeling what- 
ever. If lhad any, it would be in favor of the 
gentlemen who are interested in this question, for 
with Mr. Seaton I have had a long acquaintance, 
and Ihave enjoyed, I believe, his friendship, as he 
has certainly enjoyed mine. But this isa matter 
which I cannot permit to govern my official ac- 
tion here. When I asked my colleague [Mr. J. 
C. Auten] to yield, in order that the resolution 
might be read, I desired to say a word upon its 
construction, but after the gentleman had heard 
it read he refused to allow one word to be said in 
regard to its construction, I wish to call the at- 
tention of the House to the resolution now, and 
see how far any contract arose between Messrs. 
Gales & Seaton and the late House which passed 
thatresolution. The resolution wasin these terms: 
‘© That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
be directed’’—to do what? Merely to procure 
from the publishers for the use of the House, at 
a cost not exceeding what has heretofore been 

aid, so many copies of the Register of Debates. 

e directed the Clerk of the House to do a cer- 
tain’act, and if he did not do it that was a matter 
between him and the House, and these other par- 
ties bave no right to intervene or complain. Mr. 
Etheridge the Clerk, refused under circumstances 
in relation to which he has testified, to procure 
the work which the resolution specified. The 
House passed a resolution directing him to pro- 
cure these books, and he refused to procure them, 
and then Gales & Seaton undertook to send up the 
books here, and it is upon that fact that my col- 
league endeavors to enforce this idea of a contract 
between the House and Gales & Seaton, 

l see my friend from Kentucky (Mr. Smitu] 
holds up his watch. 1 will not take up more of 
his time. £am very much obliged to him for his 
courtesy. R 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 97) to enable the people of Col- 
orado to forma constitution and State government, 
and for the admission of such State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States; and 

An act (S. No. 96) to enable the people of Ne- 
vada to form a constitution and State government, 
and for theadmission of such State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States. 


ANNALS OF CONGRESS—-AGAIN. 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, after the speech 
of my colleague on the committee [Mr. Spaup- 
ING] there is little need for me to say a word, I 
wish, however, to have the attention of the House 
for a remark in answer to the gentleman from HH- 
linois, [Mr. Wasnsurne.] I regard his construc- 
tion of the original resolution, and his criticism 
on the action of the late Clerk,as one of the most 
remarkable things ever done by a person pretend- 


ing to so much ability as the gentleman really 
possesses. 


On the 29th of April, 1862, the resolution was 
passed directing the Clerk to procure from the į 
publisher certain books, and to pay for them out | 
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of the.contingent fund of the House. The day 
after the passage of that resolution Mr. Dea : 
the publisher of the works called on the Clerkand 
offered to deliver the books to, hii and to. ve 
the pay for them... The Clerk statedto him, as is 
shown. by the evidence. in this- case; that he had 
no money on hand to pay for them, and tha’ 
til money- was ey Woh would notreceis 
the books. The terk testified further that meni 
bers had come to him and requested thathe should 
not accept the books, because they intended, to 
move å reconsideration. PETERA 

Mr. WILSON.: Will the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky yield to me for a question? i D5 

Mr. SMITH. Lwi oo Sos e ; 

Mr. WADSWORTH: | I must-object.. «oe 

Mr. SMITH. In consideration of the trouble 
that had been got-up over the resolution, Mr. 
Etheridge declined, to accept the books. ‘Then 
that man, whose reputation has been Known in 
this country longer than that of any man on'the 
floor, came to the Clerk, in good faith, to deliver 
the books and to receive an order for.the money, 
to be paid after the appropriation should be made, 
It was not done. I here declare that itis the duty 
of the House, it is the duty of. every member: on 
this floor, whatever his prejudices may be, to vote 
for this resolution. ; ee 

My attention was first called to: this matter by 
a note from Mr. Seaton, whom I do not know, 
whom I never sawin my life, saying that he had 
been an intimate and personal friend of my father’s 
in thi House and in Washington city years ago, 
and that he would be glad if I would ‘introduce 
the resolution. After examining the question, I 
found it was a just and equitable claim, and 1 de- 
termined to stand here pledged to him and the 
country to vindicate it, and to say that itis hon- 
estly due to him, and that the House willbe dere- 
lict in its duty if it does not pass this resolution. 
I move the previous question. i 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I moveto lay the res- © 
olution on the table; and on that I call for the 
yeas and nays. sead 

The yeas and nays were ordered. *: 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 67, nays 50; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ashley, John 
D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blow, Boutwell, Brande- 
gee, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, 
‘Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Driggs, Dumont, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Higby, Holman, Hooper, 
Hotchkiss, Jobn H. Hubbard, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Fran- 
cis W. Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, MeClurg, McIn- 
doc, Samuel F, Miller, Morrill, Danici Morris, Leonard 
Myers, Norton, Odell, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Price; 
Alexander He Rice, John H. Rice, Schenck, Scofield, Shan- 
non, Smithers, Starr, Thayer, Tracy; Upson, Van Valken- 
burgis, Voorhees, Elihu B. Washburne, Williams, Wilder, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Bally, Augustus ©. 
Baldwin, Jacob B. Blair, Bliss, Chanter, Clay, Cofivoth, 
Cox, Dawson, Denison, Eldridge, Griswold, Harding, Har- | 
rington, Charles. M. Harris, Herrick, Kalbfteisch, Law, 
Long, Mallory, Marcy, McAllister, Middieton, William He 
Miller, Moorhead, Morrison, Noble, John ONeill, Pendle- 
ton, Perry, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Randali, James S. 
Rollins, Ross, Smith, Stebbins, John. B. Steele, Stiles, 
Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Thomas, Wadsworth, Ward, Web- 
ster, Whaley, Wheeler, and Yeaman—s0, 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. KERNAN stated that he had. paired off 
with Mr. Davis, of Maryland. He would have 
voted “no,” and Mr. Davis “ay.” 

Mr. COX stated that his colleagues, Messrs.. 
Jounson, C. A. Wuirn, J. W. Ware, and Me- 
Kinney, were absent on leave. 

Mr. WILSON stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Hussarp, was absent on account of illness. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH stated that his colleague, 
Mr, Arson, was paired off with Mr. BLarr, of 
Missouri. 

Mr.'A. MYERS, not having been within the bar 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote, 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, objected. 

The vote was announced as above recérded. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH moveu to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was laid on the table; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

Mr. VOORHEES called for the yeas and nays 
on the latter motion, : 

Mr. J.C.ALLEN. Imove that the House do 
now adjourn, and demand the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered on ordering the yeas and 
nays; and-Messrs. Srivus,and Morris of New 
York, were appointed. ` 
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The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty-two. 3 

So.one fifth ofthe members present voting there- 
for, the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 36, nays 65; as follows: 


YEAS8—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Bliss, Chanler, Clay, Cox, Dawson, Denison, Bt- 
dridge, Harding, Charles M, Harris, Herrick, Kalbfleisch, 
Law, Long, Mallory, William H. Miller, Morrison, Noble, 
John O'Neill, Perry, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, 
Ross, Stebbins, John B. Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, 
Sweat, Wadsworth, Ward, and Wheeler—36. 

NAYS—Messrs, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ashley, Baily, 
John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Jacob B. Blair, Blow, 
Bontwell, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cole, Creswell, 
Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Deming, Donnelly, Driggs, Du- 
mont, Farnsworth, Fenton, Gooch, Higby, Holman, Hoteh- 
kiss, John H. Hubbard, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Loan, 


Longyear, Marvin, McClurg, McDowell, Mefndoc, Samuel | 


F. Milter, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard 
Myers, Norton, Orth, Perham, Priee, Alexander H. Rice, 
John il. Rice, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smithers, 
Starr, Stevens, Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, 
Elihu B. Washburne, Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—65. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question recurred on ordering the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay on the table the motion 
to reconsider, 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. As this is private bill day 
I think it would be well to pay some attention to 
that business. I move that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Smita] I think has the floor on a contested 
case. I would suggest that that case be taken up, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky be allowed to 
go on and make his speech, 

The SPEAKER. That ease was postponed 
until Friday last, and as it was not taken up then, 
does not come up, as a matter of course, to-day. 
: Mr, DAWES. Butit would be in order to call 
ìt up? 

The SPEAKER, It would; but the gentleman 
from Minois now moves that the House resolve 
itselfinto a Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, ` 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mt. DAWES, ‘I now eall up the contested- 
election case of the second district of Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right 
to do so, and the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
Sanruj is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand that there is a 
motion pending to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table in reference to the matter the House 
has just been acting upon. It was not my desire 
to interfere with any pending business, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does interfere 
with it by calling up his contested-elcction case. 

Mr. DAWES. So I understand, and 1 there- 
fore withdraw the call. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on the motion 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, I move that the House do 
now adjourn, 

Mr. SMITH. Lhope the gentleman from Wis- 
consin will withdraw that motion. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Ifthe gentleman from Ken- 
tucky desires it, E will withdraw the motion. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Farns- | 


worrn’s motion; and the result was—yeas 57, 
nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS-—Mevers, Allison, Ashley, Jobn D. Baldwin, Bax- 
ter, Boamai cob B, Blair, Boutwell, Broomall, Ambrose 
W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Cresweil, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, 
Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Farnsworth, Fenton, Higby, 
Holman, John Ob Hubbard, Jenek \ 


Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nor- 
ton, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Perry, Prie 

Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smithers, 
Thayer, Tracy, Ups 

burne, Whaley 


Woodbridge . 
NAYS—3 s Augustus C. Baldwin, Chanter, Cox, | 
Dawson, D n, Eldridge, Charles MM. Harris, Long, | 


Marey, Middleton, Morrison, Noble, John OONeitl, Smith, 
John B. Stecle, Sweat, Ward, Webster, and Wheeler—20, 

The SPEAKER announced that no quorum 
had voted. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it in order now to call up 
the contested-election case to which I referred a 
few minutes ago? 

The SPEAKER, It is not. 
voted; and all public business is therefore inter- 


rupted. 


! s, Kelley, Prancis W. ! 
Kellogg, Longyear, MeClurg, Melndoe, Samuel F, Miller, į 


Jobn H, Rice, | 
1 irr, Stevens, | 
1, Van Valkenburgh, hihu B. Wash- ; 
Williains, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and | 


No quorum has | 


| 


j 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. 
journ. 2 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that there be a call of 
the House. i 

The motion was agreed to, 

The roll was thereupon called; andthe follow- 
ing members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Wiliam J. Allen, Arnold, Baily, Blaine, Francis 
P. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boyd, Brandegee, Brooks, James S. 
Brown, William G., Brown, Freeman Clarke, Cravens, 
Henry Winter Davis, Deming, Dixon, Donnelly, Eckley, 
Eden, Edgerton, English, Finck, Ganson, Garfield, Grider, 
Grinnell, Griswold, Hale, Hall, Benjamin G. Harris, Asahel 
W. Hubbard, Hulburd, Hutchins, Philip Johnson, William 
Juhnson, Orlando Kellogg, King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Le 
Blond, Litticjohn, Lovejoy, McAllister, McBride, MeDow- 
eH, McKinney, William H. Miller, James R. Morris, Nel- 
son, Odell, Charles O'Neill, Patterson, Pike, Pomeroy, Wil- 
liam H. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, Edward H. Rollins, 
James 8. Rollins, Scott, Sloan, Spalding, William G. Steele, 
Thomas, Tracy, Voorhees, William B. Washburn, Chilton 
A. White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, Benjamiu Wood, 
Fernando Wood, and Yeaman, 3 

The SPEAKER announced that one hundred 
and seven members—a quorum—had answered to 
their names. 

Mr. WILSON moved that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with, 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by Mr. 
Hiexer, their ChiefClerk, requesting the return of 
the bill (S. No. 302) to define the pay and emolu- 
ments of certain officers of the Army, and for other 
purposes. 

No objection being made, it was ordered that 
said bill be returned to the Senate, 


MISSOURI MILITIA. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the [Louse a communication from the War 
Department, transmitting a report from the gen- 
eral in command of the department of the Mis- 
souri, relative to the military service rendered by 
the Missouri militia; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question was put, and the vote stood—ayes 
41, noes 46; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DAWSON demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 35, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS~Messrs, Ancona, Ashley, Augustus C. Baldwin, 


Jacob B. Blair, Chanier, Clay, Cox, Dawson, Denison, 
Bidridge, Harrington, Chanes M, Harris, Herrick, Jobn H, 


I move that the House ad- 


| Habbard, Kalbfciseh, Long, Marey, Morrison, Noble, John 


O'Neil, Pendleton, Perry, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, Ross, Smith, Stebbins, John B. Steele, Stiles, Strouse, 
sweat, Ward, Whaley, and W heeler-—85, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Alison, Ames, Jolm D., Baldwin, 
Baxter, Beaman, Boutwell, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Cobb, Cole, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Driggs, Dumont, 
Eliot, Farnsworth, Frank, Gooch, Higby, Holman, Hotch- 
kiss, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Longyear, Marvin, McClurg, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel 
Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Orth, Perham, Price, 
Alexander H. Ri Schenck, Shannon, Smithers, Starr, 
Stevens, ‘Thayer, ey, Upson, Van Valkcuburgh, Elihu 
B. Washburme, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, aud 
Woodbridge—55. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. TILGBY moved that there be a call of the 
Fouse. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. STEVENS. Thopethe motion toadjourn 
will be agreed to. Wehave done very well to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
can be called up at any time, except in the morn- 
ing hour on Monday. 

The motion was agreed to; and then (at a quar- 
ter to five o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


SATURDAY, March 19, 1864. 


The House metattwelveo’clock,m., Mr. Wasu- 
BuRNE, of Illinois, in the chair as Speaker pro tem- 
pore. Prayer by Rev. Dr. Marxs. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


NESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate, by 


that that body, having corrected the error in Sen- 


H 
1 


i 
Mr. Hickey, its Chief Clerk, notifying the House | 


ate bill No; 154, relating to enlistments, and for 
other purposes, returned the same to the House 
for its concurrence, 

Mr. DAWES moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itselfinto the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. x 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. BourweLL in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the President’s annual message. 


RESTORATION OF THE UNION. 


Mr. ARNOLD. On the 22d of February, 1832, 
the one hundredth anniversary of the birthday of 
Washington, Daniel Webster, speaking of the 
fearful consequences of disunion, says: ; 

“ Other misfortunes may be borne, or their effects over- 
come. If disastrous war should sweepour commerce from 
the ocean another generation may renew it; if it desolate 
and lay waste our fields, still, undera new cultivation, they 
will grow green again, and ripen tofuture harvests. It were 
but a trifle even if the walls of yonder Capitol were to 
crumble, if its lofty pilars should fall, and its gorgeous dec- 
orations be alt covered by the dustof the valley. All these 
might be rebuilt. But who shall reconstruct the fabric of 
demolished Government? Who shall rear again the well- 
proportioned columns of constitutional liberty? Who shall 
frame together the skillful architecture which unites na- 
tional sovereignty with State rights, individual security and 
public prosperity? No, if these columns fall, they will be 
raised not again. Like the Coliseum and the Parthenon, 
they will be destined to a mournful, a melancholy immor- 
tality. Bitterer tears, however, will flow over them than 
were ever shed over the monuments of Roman or Grecian 
art; for they will be the remnants of a more glorious edi- 
fice than Greece or Rome ever saw, the edifice of constitu- 
tional American liberty”? 

But I have faith that under the guidance of 
Providence, and on the basis of liberty, this Gov- 
ernment is to be “ reconstructed.’? The “skillful 
architecture which unites State rights and na- 
tional sovereignty, individual security and public 
prosperity,” 1s to be again embodied in a still 
more perfect form; not on the basis of adhering 
to old errors, ‘‘ the Unionas it was and the Con- 
stitution as it is,” but national unity without sla- 
very, and the Constitution, the Magna Charta 
which shall secure liberty to all This is our grand 
aim. The wandering stars are to be broughtback 
with their luster brightened by the ordeal through 
which they have passed. The grand edifice’of 
American constitutional government is to rise on 
a broader, firmer, more solid foundation, the basis 
of universal liberty. Sir, the old Continental Con~ 
gress and the constitutional Convention are vener- 
able landmarks in American history. We look 
back to them with mingled reverence and admi- 
ration, ‘he Congress and the statesmen who 
shall reéstablish national unity with the terrible 
scourge, slavery, destroyed, who shall heal the 
wounds of this terrible war, will have rendereda 
service to our country and humanity equally 
memorable and still more important. 

RECONSTRUCTION. 

I approach this question of reconstruction with 
diffidence, conscious alike of its difficulties and of 
the fearful responsibilitics resting upon those by 
whom itis tobe solved. One thing, I think, may 
be regarded as settled. We can haveno national 
Union and harmony without freedom. The fear- 
ful error of uniting free and slave States we shall 
never repeat, Butif the grand idea can be real- 
ized of a free homogeneous people, united ina 
continental republic based on liberty to all, and 
retaining the great principles of Magna Charta as 
living principles of our Government, we shall see 
realized the noblest structure of government and 
national polity ever organized upon earth. This 
is a great aim to struggle for; tt ts a glorious pur- 
pose to die for. Is it practicable? Are we equal 
to it? Ifso, the terrible ordeal through which we 
are passing, the trial by fire, and the baptism of 
blood, will be compensated by.the glorious fu- 
ture. 

in discussing this subject of reconstruction, I 
will only venture to-day to make suggestions, 
The subject naturally divides itself into three 

arts: 

1. What are the relations of the rebel States to 
the national Government? 

2. What the duty of the Executive ? 

3. What the duty of Congress ? 

The status of the rebellious States is, that they 
are a portion of our country in revolt. The Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States are legal 
binding uporrevery person within the rebel terri 
tory. 
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Every person who has violated his duty to the 
Government, or broken its laws and levied war 
upon it, is Hable to be dealt with as a criminal and 
a traitor, f 

The people in rebellion who have made war 
upon the nation are also in the position of public 
enemies, and liable to be treated as such. The 
Government may proceed against them both as 
rebels amenable to our laws, or as public. ene- 
mies subject to all the liabilities of such. So 
much of this rebel territory as we have brought 
by our arms within our lines, is rightfully held 
under military government; and it is subject, for 
the time being, to the government of the Execu- 
tive, as Commander-in-Chief, until loyal States 
are reorganized, or until Congress provides by law 
for some other mode of government, - . 


DUTY OF THE EXECUTIVE. 


It is the duty of the Executive to see that the 
laws are faithfully executed in every part of the 
United States. Ít is his duty by the sword and 
by the power of war to destroy all armed oppo- 
sition tothe Government. Everything necessary 
to accomplish this, and in accordance with the 
rules of war, as recognized by civilized nations, 
he may rightfully do. He may emancipate and 
arm slaves, arrest and confine dangerous public 
enemies to prevent the execution of treasonable 
designs; and suppress for the time treasonable 
publications; all this to be done under the rules 
of war and the legitimate powers vested in the 
Executive of carrying on war against public ene- 
mies and traitors. It is his duty, also, to see that 
the constitutional guarantee of a republican form 
of government under the Federal Union shall be 
carried out. In the absence of the action of Con- 
gress, he may do all that it may be necessary to 
carry out these purposes. He may appoint mil- 
itary governors. He may levy and collect taxes 
and assessments. He may institute temporary 
tribunals to administer justice. He may preserve 
the peace, prevent anarchy, and see that justice 
is done to all. Ina word, he may and must gov- 
ern the country in its transition state from a rebel 
to a loyal condition, or until Congress provides 
by law for its government, or until the people or- 
ganize loyal State governments and are readmit- 
ted into the Union. These principles are sanc- 
tioned in the Supreme Court in the California 
case, so often cited in this House. These powers, 
or most of them, the President has exercised in 
Louisiana, in Arkansas, and in Tennessee. He 
has done this under the advice and with the aid 
of such men as Andrew Johnson, Generals But- 
ler and Banks; and the results are beginning to 
develop themselves in the disposition of the people 
of these States to return to the Union. 

WHAT ARE THE POWERS OF CONGRESS? 

Congress may and ought to pass all laws which 
may be necessary to carry into effect the power 
lodged in the Executive to administer for {he time 
being the government of the territory in rebel- 
lion. Congress may regulate the mode of ad- 
ministration. [t may control the method of gov- 
erning the territory. Each House of Congress 
has the exclusive power to determine and judge of 
the election, return, and qualifications of its own 
members, and may of course determine when to 

“admit or reject Representatives from the rebel 
States. [think it requires the concurrent action 
of both the Executive and Congress for a com- 
plete restoration of rebel and revolted States into 
the Union. 

AMNESTY PROCLAMATION, 

The President in communicating the amnesty 
proclamation to Congress invites the aid, counsel, 
and coöperation of Congress in restoring national 
unity. ‘This proclamation ofamnesty looks to the 
reéstablishment of loyal State governments in the 
rebel territory on the basis of freedom. It offers 
peace on the surrender by the rebels of the cause 
of the war, slavery. Practically it is already dis- 
solving the rebel organization. Hundreds of rebel 
soldiers are daily bringing in and laying down 
their arms, and accepting the terms of pardon. 
The advantages of this proclamation are: 

1. It gives a rallying point for loyal men in the 
rebel States. : 

2. It secures forever liberty to the emancipated 
slave. 

3. It will enable the United Statesto guaranty 
to every rebel State a republican form of govern- 
ment 


4, It will secure national unity on the basis of |} 


liberty. : 
RECONSTRUCTION. ‘ 

The questions involved in the subject of recon- 
struction are of the most grave and important char- 
acter. Broken-unions are ever hard to restore. 
We may crush the military power of .the rebels, 
and yet the southern people may, possibly, sul- 
lenly refuse to return.and participate in the Gov- 
ernment. It is desirable that when the Union is 
restored it may unite'a fraternal people.. We do 
not desire the cotton States to occupy the relation 
to the national. Government of-a- struggling Po- 
land, or Hungary,or Venice. The only basis on 
which real cordial union can be predicated is that 
of liberty. We must remove the cause of our di- 
visions. Remove slavery, and the old American 
idea of Union and love of country will resume 
its sway. Yankee Doodle and the Star Span- 
gled Banner will again thrill the hearts ofall Dixie- 
land. The old flag—God bless it forever—will be 
worshiped with an ardor and devotion unknown 
before the war. 

If you cannot have a Union based upon free- 
dom you cannot have it at all. This the Presi- 
dent with his usual sagacity has séen, and he of- 
fers amnesty and liberty. My firm conviction 
is, that upon this basis alone is union attainable. 
This furnishes the only hope; but with freedom, 
when the sword has subjugated armed resistance, 
we may weld together the links of this*broken 
chain. From the beginning of the revolt the 
Government has offered to the rebels peace and 
good-will, and upon the sole condition that they 


should lay down their arms. This offer has been 
met with scornand defiance. The Presidentnow 
offers peace upon the condition that the insurgents 
submit and give up slavery. They are asked to 
abandon that which-has been a curse alike to them, 
to us, toall. Humanity and Christianity pray 
that these humane, generous, magnanimous terms 
may be accepted. ‘This cruel war will not stop; 
this rebellion will never be sanctioned as revolu- 
tion. The loyal people of the United States, if 
these terms are rejected, will demand that the dis- 
eased limb be amputated. They have been very 
slow to anger, but they are now thoroughly 
aroused, and it will soon be difficult to appease 
their just rage. : 

The loyal people preferred peace to war, but 
they are rapidly acquiring a taste for war’s fierce 
excitements and its dazzling glory. They are an 
indomitable race of men, the descendants of those 
who conquered England, Ircland, and Scotland, 
and who have themselves never been conquered. 
On this continent they have conquered the for- 
ests, subdued the Indian tribes, and wrested from 
England their independence. If driven to it they 
willexterminate the soft, pampered, sensual, slave 
aristocracy which makes up the rebel ledders. 
The time is rapidly approaching when the loyal 
people will say to the rebels, ‘ We have tried to 
conciliate you; we have offered you terms; you 
reject them with scorn; you hate and defy us; 
you refuse any terms of peace. Be tt so! We 
accept the issue. We will treat you as enemies; 
we will conquer you, and liberating your slaves 
we will divide your lands among them, the poor 
whites, and our brave soldiers. Henceforth you 
are subjects, no longer to be treated as citizens.”? 
The President does not yet say this; on the con- 
trary his treatment is to-day, as it has been from 
the beginning, generous, humane, and magnani- 
mous, such as is becoming the head of a great 
and Christian nation. He offers peace on the 
conditions thatthe rebels submit, give upslavery, 
and accept freedom. He offers the blessings of 
peaceand prosperity, only requiring the surrender || 
of that terrible curse which has brought upon us 
and them all the horrors of this war. 


JS SLAVERY DEAD? 


The distinguished gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Brooxs] produced a great sensation the 
other day by announcing that slavery was already 
dead. I do not know whether we were so much 
startled by the fact as that that gentleman should | 
bethefirsttoannounceit. Like some others who 
lag far behind in the chase, he seemed determined 
to be in at the death. ButI am not yet willing 
to admit the fact that slavery is dead. I rejoice 
to know that it is in-a dying condition, butit has 
not yet given up the ghost. Let the ‘‘rail-split- 


ter?” of Ilinois give the cursed monster a few more 


atone more becoming a subject so. gra 
remind the gentleman, from: New. York, whs 
scholar, and familiar with history, thatd 
of Oliver Cromwell it was: supposed, mona 
was dead in England. .Yetbutafew-yearspasse 
by,.and-Charles the Second: was-on-the throne 
England, and monarchy in fall: sway, stronger 
apparently. than before the execution: of Gharle: 
the First.. God save our country fromthe retor: 
of. the slave kings! God: saye us from-ever sees. 
ing the destinies of this nation pass again into the 
hands of slavemongers! -Therefore Lam fortak-. 
ing security for the futura by immediately abolish 
ing slavery and amending the.Constitution, prohibits: 
ing its existence forever in every part of the. Union. 
But ifslavery isindeed dead why do notits friendg,: 
those who have’ stood by it. in-sunshine and. in; 
storm, why dothey not now pronounce its eulogy? 
It was a king in theland. Itwasaruler.in these: 
Halls, and lord: paramount-in yonder Executive 
Mansion: -If dead, where. are its friends and 
mourners? If your idol is dead, is it not decent 
for you at least to seem to mourn? f 
But, Mr. Chairman, this great revolution has 
not yet ‘ended. Would to. God it were! The 
storm still rages; dangersand difficultiesstill overs” 
shadow the future. Much remains to be done’ to, 
subdue the rebel armies; to maintain. national, 
credit, to hold the loyal people united, to preserve. 
liberty and law, and reconstruct the edifice of con~ 
stitutional liberty. A task is before us, taxing to: 
the utmost all we have of skill and bravery in 
the field, of wisdom. and integrity and patriot- 
ism and statesmanship in the Cabinet, before we’ 
can feel that our country ‘has weathered thestorm,.”. 
and “allis well.” Our greatest danger arises from, 
insane divisions among ourselves. With Lin- 
coln at the helm of State, with Grant command- 
ing our armies, and Chase “holding the scarcely, 
less difficult and responsible position at the head, 
of the Treasury,and a cordial union ofthe friends 
of these great lider and all loyal men, our sucr 
cess is certain. ear: 


THE PRESIDENCY. . tw 
The constitutional period for the election of 
President approaches, and compels.an answer te 
the question, who shall lead us through this fear; 
ful storm to the haven of peace? Shall we changs, 
leaders while the tempest of battle is faging? No,, 
say the people, with that instinctive sagacity which 
has all along characterized them.. They have al; 
ready settled this.question with a unanimity never: 
equaled since the days of Madison and Washing 
ton. From Maine to Maryland, from Minnesota. . 
to California, from ocean to ocean, from north to, 
south, there is but one voice. It. is: emphatic, 
earnest, spontaneous, unprompted; having its ori- 
gin in the faith which the people everywhere feel 
in the honesty, justice, truth, courage, patriotism, 
and good sense of the President. ‘The ‘*seeveb~ 
circulars,” organizations, and efforts of politicians 
to divert or change it will be idle and useless, 
This choice ofthe people will be ratified at the bal-. 
lot-box by a vote never before surpassed in-unae 
nimity. Why is this? It is because the people. 
recognize in Abraham Lincoln the apostle of tib» 
erty. ' wat 
LINCOLN THE APOSTLE OF LIBERTY. 


It is his mission to restore national unity of 
the basis of universal liberty. He is to lead the’ 
people through this revolution and preserve the; 
old safeguard of freedom embodied in Magna 
Charta and the Constitution of the United States. 
When he leaves the presidential chair, in 18697 
we are to be one people, one nation, and every 
man secured in the enjoyment of -‘“life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness.’?. Every man equal 
before the law. Every man enjoying liberty of 


speech, the freedom of the press, trial. by jurys~ 


and the writ of habeas corpus. Such is the grand 
ideal which he is Jaboring practically to realize. 
To accomplish this he needs the continued confi. 
dence, trust, and faith of the American peoples. 
With these, by the blessing of Almighty God, 
those great purposes may be realized. BUIE 
Mr. Chairman, studied and persistent efforts 
having been made inthis Hall, im-the Senate, and: 
elsewhere, to disparage the President, t deem it 
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made the memorable speech at Springficld, an- 
nouncing, in words that arrested the attention of 
the nation, the antagonism between liberty and 
slavery. From that-hour he became the apostle 


of freedom. From thatday his life has been con- 
gecrated to one great purpose, that of freeing his 
country from African slavery. There is not in all 
history a more striking exhibition of the wouder- 
ful, almost miraculous influence of a great truth, 
uttered at the right moment, than this, It has 
been, as I have said, publicly announced on the 
floor of Congress that slavery is dead. If so, 
Abraham Lincoln, with the sling and stone of 
truth, has slain the monster, 

T said that Mr. Lincoln’s public life commenced 
with his-memorable speech at Springfield, June, 
1856. 

HIS TRAINING. 


Let us see what had been his previous training 
for his great work. It was not the training of the 
schools; it was better. It wasa struggle with dif- 
ficulties among the people. He had the found- 
ation of perfect integrity, truth, candor, sobriety, 
self-control, self-reliance, modesty. With clear 
judgment, sound common sense, shrewd knowl- 
édge of human nature, he is the most American of 
Americans. He had served a single term in Con- 
gress, but his education, his preparation, was 
among the people, in hamble and homely posi- 
tions; a flatboatman, a rail-splitter, & surveyor, 
a member of the Legislature in a frontier State, 
a lawyer in the log court-houses of the West. 
While he had no university schooling, few, ifany, 
have-had a better training to develop and strength- 
en their intellectual powers than he, This may 
seem strange, but let me explain, and its truth 
will, Tthink, be conceded. He was trained at the 
bar inaschool where giants were his competitors, 
and he bore off the crown, 

WHO WERE HIS COMPETITORS? 

Some twenty years ago, there gathered around 
the plain pine tables of the frontier court-houses 
of central Hlinois a very remarkable combination 
ofmen, Among them, and coneededly their lead- 
er, was Abraham Lincoln; Stephen A, Douglas, 
his great political rival; Lyman Trumbull, chair- 


man of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate; | 


E. D. Baker, the able, the eloquent Senator, sol- 
dier,and martyr to liberty; Gencral James Shiclds, 
who won a high reputation at Washington, and 
on the battle-fields of Mexico; General John J. 
Hardin, an able and eloquent lawyer, who fell 
on the bloody field of Buena Vista; James A. Me- 
Dougall, the present Senator from California; 
Wilham A. Richardson, present Senator from 
Minois; and General Jobn A. McClernand, now 
in the field, Besides these was the late Governor 
Bissell, whose manly vindication of the bravery 
of the Illinois volunteers in Mexico against the 
aspersions of Jefferson Davis, will be well remem- 
bereda vindication which resulted in a challenge 
from the traitor Davis, which was accepted by 
Bissell, but from which Davis backed down, it is 
said, under the advice of General Taylor. These 
men, of national reputation, and others equally | 
able, but whose pursuits haye been confined at 

home, were the competitors with Lincoln. These | 
were the men in contest with whom Abraham | 
Lincoln was trained for the terrible ordeal th rough | 
which he is passing. 


Sy 


CONTEST BETWEEN LINCOLN AND DOUGLAS. 
The contest between Lincoln and Douglas, in 


1856, was the most remarkable in American his- | 


tory. ‘They were the acknowledged leaders, each 
of his party; both men of great and marked in- 
dividuality of character. The prize was the Sen- 
atorship of the great State of Hlinois, and the 
success of the Republican or Democratic par 
Douglas had the additional stimulant of the Pres- 
idency in view. “These two trained leaders met, 
at designated places, and in the presence of im- 
mense crowds of people debated the great ques- 
tions at issue. 


if 


like a 


tell you that at its close, having occupied several 
months, Mr. Lincoln said, with the idea, appar- 
ently’that he had been somewhat extravagant, 


$500 in this canvass.” 

Senator Douglas was at that time the leading 
debater in the United States Senate. 
accustomed to meet for years in Congre&s the 
trained leaders of the nation, and never, either in 
single combat or taking the fire.of a whole party, 
bad he been discomfited. He was bold, defiant, 
confident, aggressive; fertile in resources, terrible 
in denunciation, familiar with political history, 
practiced in all controversial discussion, of in- 
domitable physical and moral courage, and un- 
questionably the most formidable man in the na- 
tion on the stamp. ‘The friends of Mr. Lincoln 
were not without misgivings when the challenge 
was given and accepted fora campaign with Doug- 
las, on the stump. 
did, truthful, logical, never betrayed into an un- 
fair statement; and it was wonderful how, in these 
discussions, as in every other act of his public 
life, he hag impressed the people with his honesty 
and fairness. Every hearer of these debates went 
away with the conviction, whatever his political 


did, and he would not misstate a fact or take an 
unfair advantage to secure a triumph.” He had 
one advantage over Douglas. He was always 
good-humored He had always his apt story for 
illustration; and while Douglas was sometimes 
irritable and would lose his temper, Lincoln never 
lost his. Douglas carried away the most popular 
applause,-but Lincoln made the deeper and inore 
lasting impression. Douglas did not disdain an 
immediate triumph; while Lineoln looked to per- 
manent conviction. Douglas addressed the feel- 
ings and prejudices with a power and adroitness 
neversurpassed, Lincoln stated his propositions 
and proved their truth with irresistible logic. 
Douglas carried the mujority of the Legislature 
of Linovis, but Lincoln had the majority of the 
popular vote. Douglas secured the Senatorship, 
and Lincoln gained the Presidency. The won- 
derfal endurance of these men, both of iron con- 
stitutions, was strikingly manifest during this 
contest. But atits close, Douglas could, not ar- 
ticulate clearly for some weeks, while Lincoln’s 
voice was clearer, stronger, and he himself was 
in better health at the end than he was at the be~ 
ginning of the contest, The friends of each of 
these great leaders claimed the victory. All must 
admit that each met in his antagonist a foeman 
|| worthy of his steel, 


| : oe 
i| deney came to bim uusoughtand unsolicited. The 


great loaders of national pardes struggled by their 
powerful friends and organizations for the nom- 


at his home in Springfield, pursuing the usual 
course of his quiet, simple life, and the Presi- 
dency sought himy he did not go after nor scek 
it. Many have seen in the manner in which he 
was called to the Executive Mansion the finger 
of Providence, 


LINCOLN LEAVING HOME FOR WASHINGTON. 


F need not recall the dark and threatening as- 
pect of affairs in the winter of 1860-61: a long- 
planned, deep-laid conspiracy, about to break 
upon the land, with all the horrors of civil war. 
Patriots saw the tornado coming, saw the traitor 
plotting and planning the destruction of the Gov- 

nment, disarming, plundering it, binding it, pre- 
paring it to fall an easy victim into the hands of 
traitors, and yet had no means to resist, because 
all its machinery was in the hands of traitors. 
How impatiently and fearfully they waited for 
the 4th of March all wil! remember. The Presi- 
dent-elect felt the oppressive weight of responsi- 
bility resting upon him. There is not a more 
simple, touching, and beautfal speech in the Eng- 
lish language than that which he uttered to his 


i 


| 


“ I do not believe I have spent a cent less than į 


He had been i 


Mr. Lincoln was cool, can- | 


views, ‘ Lincoln believes what he says; he iscan- | 


‘The nomination of Mr. Lincoln to the Presi- į 


ination at Chicago. Mr. Lincoln remained quietly į 


7 
Douglas went through: this campaign i neighbors ) 
| conquering hero. He had his special train of cars, || bidding good-by to his home to enter upon the 
his band of musie, his body-guard of devoted || dæties of the Presideney: ; 
friends, a cannon carried on the train, the firing i| # Por more than twenty-five years I have lived among 
from which announced his approach to the place | yo and Gurmns a mar timet have reeeivoc monne Dur 
ir j a 7 } n Kindness at your Bands. r S erishe: S 
Aea DEN E Aar E ec en H arih A ae paee my children were born, and 
3 S rao r j aere one of them Hes buried. 
Douglas did not expend less than $50,000 in this l| eTo you, my friends, I owe all that I have, all that I 
canvass. Some idea of the. plain, simple, frugal || am All the strange, checkered pat seama io Toya oa 
i i ay o i pon my min . batt! rt Á a . ass È 
habits of Mr. Lincoln may be gathered, when Ui task more difficult than that which devolved npon General 


Washington. Unless the great God whoassisted bim shall 
be with and aid me, F cannot prevail; but ifthe same Om- 
niscient mind and the same Almighty arm that directed 
and protected him shall guide and support nfe, I shall not 
fail; I shall succeed. Let us pray that the God of our fathers 
may not forsake us now. To Him I commend you all. Per- 
init me to ask that, with equal sincerity and faitly, you will 
all invoke His wisdom and guidance for me.” 


The fecling of the people was impressively ex- 
hibited by the mottoes on the banners which they 
extended across the streets through which he 
passed on his way to the capital. * We will pray 
for you” was often the significant motto. 


LINCOLN’S INAUGURATION, 


No so impressive an inauguration as that of Mr. 
Lincoln has occurred since the inauguration of 
Washington. He had been threatened with as- 
sassination, and the rebels hadintended his mur- 
der as he passed through Baltimore. On his ar- 
rival here he found the public offices filled with 
traitors. Strange as it may seem, the rebel Gen- 
erals Lee, and Joc and Albert Johnston, and Ewell 
and Hill, Stuart and Magruder, Pemberton and 
| Winder, held in March and April, 1861, leading 
| positions in our Army. Traitors were every- 
| where, The citizensof Washington were, a large 
| portion of them, in sympathy with the rebels, 
Sccession had been preceded by secret conspiracy, 
concocted by those holding the highest official 
trusts. It had been vailed by perjured profes- 
sions of loyalty. On Mr, Lincoln’s arrival here 
these were the men he found in all the public offi- 
ees, and he was encircled on everyside by spies 
and traitors. None who witnessed it will ever 
forget the scene of that inauguration. Standing 
on the eastern front of the Capitol, the judges of 
the Supreme Court, the Senate and Elouse of Rep- 
resentatives, the high officers of the Army and 
Navy around him, a mingled crowd of traitors 
and patriots, with many an eye looking search- 
ingly into his neighbor’s to learn whether he gazed 
upon a traitor or a friend; standing there amid 
| scowling enemies with murder and treason in their 
| hearts, Lincoln was cool and determined. He 
| read his inaugural with a voice clear and distinct 
enough to be heard by twice ten thousand pedple, 

When with reverentlook he swore by the eternal 
God that he would faithfully ‘‘ preserve, protect, 
and defend’ the Constitution, his great rival Doug- 
las stood, not by accident, at his side, Douglas 
knew, perhaps better than the President himself, 
the dangers and difficulues which surrounded him. 
i He wag observed to whisper in the ear of Mr. 
Lincoln, and I believe gave to the President the 
assurance that in the dark and difficult future he 
would stand by him and give him his utmost aid 
in upholding the Constitution and crushing trea- 
son and rebellion, Nobly did Douglas redeem 
that pledge. After the rebel attack on Sumter, 
he boldly made the well-known declaration that 
there could now be but two parties, patriots and 
traitors. Flad he lived he would have sustained 
the President with all the vigor and energy pecu- 
liar to his character, 


REMARKABLE PREDICTION OF DOUGLAS. 
Here F will pause a moment to state a most re- 
markable prediction made by Douglas in January, 
186]. The statement is furnished to me by Gen- 
eral C. B. Stuart, of New York, a gentleman of 
: the highest respectability. Douglas was asked by 
Colonel Stuart, (who was making a New Year's 


call on Mr. Douglas,) “ What will be the result 
of the efforts of Jefferson Davis and his associates 
to divide thé Union?” Douglasreplied, ** Thecot- 
tən States are making an effort to draw in the bor- 
der States to their schemes of secession, and Lam 
too fearful they will succeed. If they do succeed, 
there will be the most terrible civil war the world 
has ever seen, lasting for years. Virginia will be- 
come a charnel-house; but the end will be the 
triumph of the Union cause. One of their first 
efforts will be to take possession of this capital 
to give them prestige abroad, but-they will never 
succeed in taking it; the North will rise en masse 
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to defend it; but it will become a city of hospi- 
tals; the churches will be used for the sick and 
wounded ;and even this house and the Minnesota 
block (now the Douglas Hospital) may be devoted 
to that purpose before the end of the war.” Gen- 
eral Stuart inquired,‘ What justification is there 
for all this?’’. Douglas replied, ‘* There is no jus- 
tification nor any pretense of any. If they will 
remain in the Union I will go as far as the Con- 
stitution will permit to maintain their just rights, 
and I do not doubt but a majority of Congress 
will do the same, But,’ said he, rising on his 
feetand extending his arm, “if the southern States 
attempt to secede from this Union without fur- 
ther cause, I am in favor of their having just so, 
many slaves, and just so much slave territory, as 
they can hold at the point of the bayonet, and no 
more.” 

On the 4th of March thereafier, surrounded by 
spies and traitors, the Treasury robbed, the Army 
and Navy dispersed, knowing scarcely whom to 
trust, the President took possession of the White 
House and entered upon his duties. On one side 
the capital was Virginia, with her disloyal militia 
guarding the long bridge, ripe for revolt, and 
ready from the heights of Arlington and the Po- 
tomac to bombard the capital. Between it and 
the loyal States lay Maryland, ready to rise in 
arms the moment the rebel flag was unfurled; nay, 
not waiting for this, butrising and burning bridges, 
tearing up railways, and murdering Union sol- 
diers on their way to defend Washington. The 
seat of Government was thus isolated in the midst 
of a hostile people. Congress had adjourned, and 
the fate of the nation and of liberty rested upon 
the President. He wasequal to the occasion. He 
was wise as he was firm. He saved the. capital 
and he preserved the nation. Contrast the con- 
dition of our country then antnow, with more 
than half the territory then in rebellion reclaimed, 
and deny if you can that Abraham Lincoln has 
high administrative powers. It has been well said 
ef him in view of his administration, remember- 
ing the past and looking to the future, “ the peo- 
ple know the necessities of the hourand appreci- 
ate the man whoisatthehelm. They trust him.” 
“ By masterly action and by masterly inaction, 
this sage and hero from the backwoods has com- 
manded the entire confidence ig ran people, of 
a people the most intellectual and forcible upon 
earth.’? 2 

It is not my purpose to speak in detail of the 
acts of this Administration. There are a few gen- 
eral considerations in regard to it to which I ask 
the candid consideration of the country. 

First, our foreign relations few will deny have 
been managed with ability and success through 
a period of extreme difficulty and danger. What- 
ever exception and criticism may justly be made 
upon particular dispatches, the result has been 
peace and non-intervention, and thus far the coun- 
try is satisfied that a cool, wise, and sagacious 
head is at the helm. The Government has been 
so administered as to secure the substantial union 
and harmony of the loyal people of all parties. 
This has been done amid all the passionate ex- 
cisement and turbulent feeling growing out of civil 
war. It has been accomplished during a period 
in which the President has necessarily exercised 
the extraordinary power of summary arrests, sus- 
pension of the habeas corpus, and the suppression 
of disloyal and treasonable publications by mili- 
tary power; all of them acts which could not but 
receive the most searching scrutiny of a people 
like ours, so jealous of their liberties. Yet the 
great mass of the people have felt perfect confi- 
dence in the integrity and patriotism and prudence 
of the Executive, and rested easy with the full 
faith that he would exercise those high powers 
only to secure the life of the nation. Who ofall 
our statesmen could have exercised these extraor- 
dinary powers and created so little uneasiness 
and distrust? However others have doubted and 
hesitated, Mr. Lincoln’s faith in the success of 
our cause has never been shaken. He has been 
radical in all that concerns slavery, and conserv- 
ative in all that relates to liberty. 

Elis course upon the slavery question has shown 
his love of freedom, hissagacity, and his. wisdom. 
From the beginning he has believed that the re- 
beilion would dig the grave of slavery. He has 
allowed the suicide of slavery to be consummated 
by the slaveholders themselves. Many have 
blamed him for going too fast in his anti-slavery | 


measures; more, I think, have blamed -him:for 
going too slow, of which I have been one. * His- 
tory will perhaps give him credit: for acting with 
great and: wise discretion. . The calm, intelligent, 
philosophic abolitionists of the Old World, ‘un- 
influenced by the. passions which surround and | 
color our judgments, send across the ocean con- 
gratilation and admiration on the success and wis- 
dom of his course. ‘The-three leading features.of 
his Administration on the subject of slavery are: 

1. His proclamation of emancipation. 

2.. The employment of negroes as soldiers. 

3. The amnesty proclamation, making ‘liberty 
the corner-stone of reconstruction, : 

The emancipation proclamation will live in his- 
tory as one of those great events which measure 
the advance of the world. The historian will rank 
it alongside withthe acquisition of Mag 3 Charta 
and the Declaration of Independence. This great 
State paper was issued after the mostcareful and 
anxious reflection, and concludes with these sol- 
emn words: 

“ And upon this act, sincerely believed to bean act of 
justice, warranted by the Constitution and military neces- 
sity, I invoke the considerate judgment of mankind and 
the gracious favor of Almighty God.” f 

The considerate judgment of mankind, on both 
sides of the ocean, has already approved it, and 
God has seemed to favor it with a series of victo- 
ries to our arms never witnessed before its issue 
—a series of victories for which we are more in- 
debted to the President than to any other man. 

The country will not forget the tenacious ad- 
herence of the President to Grant when nearly all 
seemed to desert him. True, this traitin his char- 
acter, this pertinacious adherence to those he 
trusts, was, I think, carried too far in the long 
continuance in the service of the hero of the Chick- 
ahominy. The President could not convert the 
hero of the Chickahominy into the hero of the 
Mississippi; but this same characteristic, if it 
resulted in many reverses to the army of the Poto- 
mac, hasgivenus Vicksburg and Lookout Mount- 
ain, and will, I trust, ere long, secure our com- 
plete triumph over the rebel armies. 

But to return to the proclamation. It has been 
objected to this proclamation that it did not em- 
brace all the territory in rebellion. For myself, 
I have always regretted that it did not include all 
the States in revolt. But I believe the truth is, 
this was the result of the advice of the loyal men 
of the border States, Fofinstance, I believe that 
the man most influential in preventing the great 
State of Tennessee from being designated in this 

aper was the patriot and statesman Andrew 

ohnson; and I believe to-day he regrets more 
than any other man thatit was left out. Yetwho 
will blame the President for listening with defer- 
ence to the advice of Andrew Johnson in regard 
to Tennessee? 

The employment of negro soldiers needs to-day 
no vindication. AJI sanction and approve it, and 
they themselves are gallantly fighting their way 
to the favor of the country. ; 

The amnesty proclamation, although assailed 
by essayists and politicians, is working out prac- 
tically its own vindication. Hundreds of rebel 
soldiers are daily bringing in and laying down 
their arms, In the West itis dissolving the rebel 
armies. Under its influence, Louisiana, Tennes- 
see, and Arkansas will soon return as free States. 
The day that sees these States again in the Union 
as free, loyal States, will see the beginning of 
the end of this rebellion. Under the influence of 
this proclamation, with such changes as experi- 
ence may suggest or as Congress may establish 
or sanction, we may hope to see the rebel terri- 
tory all restored, and our great country redeemed 
from the curse of slavery. Our duty as a loyal 
people may be expressed in four words, for three 
of which I have to thank my friend from Maine, į 
[Mr.Prxe.] We must unite, fight, tax, and eman- 
cipale. 

But let us not disguise from ourselves that the 
coming year is one full of peril. The-danger is 
not all in the direction from which it is most ap- 
prehended. A nation without a Governmentis, as | 
Alexander Hamilton said, “ an awful spectacle.” 
There are dangerous elements.in our midst, and 

residential election in the midst of a civil war 
will try the capacity ofthe people for self-gov- 
ernment as it has never been tried before. We 
are in the midst of rushing torrents of opinion t 


and passion dangerous and difficult to control. 


‘We are tossing “on the billows: of a 
Anxious friends ofti 


ABOLITION OF SLAVERY, 


Mr. WILSON. | Mr. Chairman, on the: first 
day of the present -session of Congress: { gave 
notice of my intention to introduce a joint resala- 
tion submitting to the Legislatures. of the several 
States a proposition to amend the Constitution of 
the United States. Onasubsequent day,inipur- . 
suance of the notice thus given, I introduced and 
had referred to the Committee onthe: Judiciary 
the following joint resolution: : rer 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, (two 
thirds of both Houses coneurring,) That the following arti- 
cle be proposed to the Legislatures of the several States as 
an amendment to the Constitution of the Unijsed States, 
which, when ratified by three fourths of said Legislatures, 
shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as a part of said 
Constitution, namely + ’ $ 

ARTICLE XII, es 

Sec. l. Slavery, being incompatible with a free. Governi- 
ment, is forever prohibited in the United Strates; and fn- 
voluntary servitude shall be permitted only as a punishment 
for crime. ` 2 $ £ DOS 

_ Sec. 2. Congress shall have power to enforce the fore- 
going section of this article by appropriate legislation.. : 

Lam well aware, sir, that a propositiow in the 
Congress of the United States to so amend the 
Constitution of the Republic as to weaken or tle- 
stroy slavery is a novel thing. With bills, resold- 
tions, and propositions to amend the Constitution 
to more firmly establish, extend; and perpetuate 
slavery the country has been perfectly familiar. 
It was long the custom in this body, whenever 
slavery became excited and ‘angry, to tiyio 
appease its wrath by offering it some new holdon 
the life of the nation, some greaterad vantage over 
free government and human liberty. _When‘sla- 
very cried “Give, give,” by force of ‘habit and 
loss of conscience we always responded by offer- 
ing more than it demanded of us. We were the 
slaves of the slave power. oe Nisha 

When slavery became’ apolitical power, and 
held in its hands the rewards which’ ambition 
covets, the nation became its:most cringing, fawn- 
ing, stupidly debased slave; and a mostcruel task- 
master it proved. Its political carcer was an in- 
cessant, unrelenting, aggressive warfare upon the 
principlesof the Government, the objects for which 
the Constitution was ordained, the rights of the 
people, the development of national resources, the 
advancement of education, the establishment of 
public morals, and the purity of religion. It 
touched everything, defiled everything. -And we 
submitted quietly, tamely, cowardly, while the 
work of destruction and death was carried on by 
this insatiable enemy of all that is lovely, desir- 
able, just, and sacred. No political power, whether 
found in republics or despotisms, ever wielded so 
baneful'an influence. on the affairs of nations or 
men as the one to which we so passively submit- 
ted, and under whose shadow we so fearfully 
dwarfed, Its progress was a constant; erushing 
dead march over everything which stood ‘in the 
way of its own aggrandizement; and everything 
desirable to a free people stood in-its way. The 
nation grew stupid under the manipulations of 
slavery, and seemed to know but little, and to care 
less, of the danger which threatened the free in- 
stitutions of the country with destruction. i 

The public opinion now existing in this country 
in opposition to this power is theresult of slavery. 
overleaping itself, rather than of the determina- 
tion of freemen to form it. But, however forniad; 
thank God it is formed, and is our priceless pos- 
session of real, active, national life, never to bé 
surrendered... We must-hold all we have gained, 
and add-to the strength of publiċ'opinion by dar- 


‘ing to: do'our duty as if in the: immediate presence 


of Him who directs the destinies‘of nations. We 
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may now talk of freedom, act for it, legislate for 
it, and above all other acts we may place one which 
shall stamp universal freedom on our national Con- 
stitution, never to be erased, never to die while 
the Republiclives. ‘To accomplish this great end 
I introduced the joint resolution to which I have 
alluded, and I believe its passage is desired by the 
truly loyal people of the country almost without 
an exception. : 

-In preparing the resolution I was careful to pre- 

sent but one issue, the incompatibility of slavery 
withafree Government. Thisissueis no reflection 
on the wise and good men who laid the firm founda- 
tions and fashioned the sublime architecture of 
our Constitution. They entertained not the re- 
motest idea that they were tolerating a tenant in 
the grand structure which would, when warmed 
into life and developed into the form of a political 
power, endeavor to tear down the altars of lib- 
erty, and erect in their stead a throne of absolut- 
ism and death. The oft-expressed and univer- 
sally understood views of the fathers fully attest 
that they regarded this tenant as the thing to be 
tolerated only because it promised speedy disso- 
lution. They found it in the house they were 
erecting’for the protection of themselves and their 
children, Jooked upon it with horror, and left it 
to die, never suspecting the dreadful power item- 
bodied. Surrounded by the grand teachings of a 
successful war, based upon principles utterly de- 
structive of slavery if enforced, they looked for- 
ward to'the death of the latter by the mere devel- 
opment and power of the former. ‘They bélieved 
in the incompatibility of slavery with a free Gov- 
ernment; but they regarded the latter to be the 
stronger, not yet having had experionce with sla- 
very as a political power. These reasons will 
account in great part for the absence from the 
Constitution of a section prohibiting slavery. It 
is impossible to believe that the master-workmen 
who gave to us this best of human Governments 
in the laest degree suspected that they were trans- 
mitting with it the seeds of dissolution. They 
believed their work secure from molestation by 
this tolerated thing which all good men loathed 
and expected to see pass speedily. away. In this 
they were mistaken, as we have discovered to our 
deepest sorrow and infinite cost, But their wis- 
dom provided the means for overruling the dis- 
astrous consequences of their mistake. The 
Constitution which they formed, and which the 
people ordained and established, contains ample 
provisions for accomplishing the destruction of 
that power which so long disturbed the tranquil- 
lity of the nation, and finally enveloped usin the 
whirling, leaping, encireling red flame of war. 
The fifth article of the Constitution of the United 
States reads as follows: 

“« Congress, whenever two thirds of both Houses shall 
deem jt necessary, shall propose amendments to this Con- 
stitution, or, on the application of the Legislatures of two 
thirds of the several States, shall calla convention for pro- 
posing amendments, which, in vither case, shall be valid 
to oll intents and purposes, as part of this Constitution, 
when ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of the 
several States, or by conventions in three fourths thereof, 
ns the one or the other mode of ratification may be proposed 
by Congress: Provided, Vhat no amendment whieh may 
be made prior to the year 1808 shall in any manner affect 
the first aud fourth clauses in the ninth section of the first 


article; aud that no State, without its consent, shall be de- 
prived ofits egual suffrage in. the Seuate.”? 


_ This highly practical section of the Constitu- 
tion, free from all conditions and limitations since 
the year 1808, with regard to the subjects con- 
cerning which amendments may be adopted, with 
the single exception of the suffrage of the States 
in the Senate, was provided asa means for adapt- 
ing the fundamental law of the Republic to the 
changes incident to the development of the nation. 
It is the safety-valve of the Constitution, so con- 
structed and guarded as to prevent hasty and in- 
considerate action, and utterly destructive ofevery 
pretense for forcible revolution. It is impossible 
to justify a resort to force as a remedy for wrongs 
imaginary or real, while this recognition of the 
great doctrine that ‘Governments derive their 
just powers from the consent of the governed”? 
remains a part of our organic law; and it would 


be equally difficult to justify the existence of any- | 
thing in the Government destructive of the in- | 
alienable rights of “ life, liberty, and the pursuit | 


of happiness,” without, at least, an earnest and 
determined effort to removeit, When the people 
established the Constitution, embracing the sec- 


if 
means whereby the consent of the governed should 


be determined, and by the same act placed upon 
themselves and upon us the responsibility at- 
tached to those things which interfere with the 
inalienable rights of man, or which tend. to the 
destruction of free government. Amendments 
proposed by Congress, or by a convention called 
for that purpose, and adopted or rejected by the 
Legislatures of the several States, are the mediums 


through which the consent of the governed is to. 


be determined concerning all things not now pro- 
vided for in the Constitution. It wasa fair agree- 
ment, placing upon each and every citizen, and 
upon the several States, all of the risks and re- 
sponsibilities incident thereto, for ‘* we, the peo- 
ple of the United States,” made it. It was-ex- 
pected that the nation would develop into grander 
proportions, its interests become more varied, its 
wants and necessities increase, and that it might 
be beset by dangers not occurring to the minds 
which molded the form of the organic law. It 
was agreed and expressly provided that the Con- 
stitution should grow to meet all of these new 
demands, keeping within the bounds of its ordi- 
nation “to form a more perfect Union, establish 
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for 
the common defense, promote the general welfare, 
and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves 
and.our posterity.’’ 

This section of the Constitution is my author- 
ity for introducing the joint resolution which J 
have read; and it also imposes upon this House 
the responsibility of meeting the question fairly 
and with a view to the promotion of the best in- 
terests of the nation, by releasing it from the 
thralldoms of a hostile power which has entwined 
itself around the heart and life of the Republic. 
The proposition introduces no intricate question 
of constitutional law for discussion. It simply 
submits a question of fact for our determination, 
upon which the past and present throw such a 
flood of light thatnot even willfulness can lead us 
astray. ls slavery incompatible with a free Gov- 
ernment? This ts the true question involved; and 
no artful summonings of cunningly devised side 
issues, or of the ghosts of dead expediencies, can 
release any member of this body from passing 
upon this single issue. It is all there is in the 
ease. The contest is squarely between slavery 
and free government, and in this light it is to be 
conducted to the end, Let us follow it, and see 
how it will end, 7 

Slavery is defined to be ‘* the state of entire sub- 
jection of one person to the willofanother.”? This 
is despotism, pureand simple.  Itistrue that this 
definition concerns more the relations existing be- 
tween master and slave than it does those between 
the system of slavery and the Government. Bat 
we need not hope to finda system purely despotic 
acting in harmony with a Government wholly, 
or even partially, republican. An antagonism 
exists between the two which can never be recon- 
cited. This our experiences with the principles 
involved have taught us is a truism from which 
indifference will not enable us to escape, nor dis- 
simulation release us. But when we connect with 
the despotism of the slave system of this country 
the immense land and money power embraced in 
it, and reflect how thoroughly it had become in- 
terwoven with the entire social fabric of nearly 
one half of the States, we can more readily under- 
stand and fully comprehend how and why this 
antagonism took upon itself the form of political 
organization through which for many years it 
controlled the nation, and through which itin- 
sisted on the death of the Republic when it could 


j control no longer. We canalso understand why 


the system of which this antagonism is the active 
life took possession of every department of the 


; local governments of the States where it existed, 


and hedged itself about with laws which were not 
only violations of the fundamental principles of 
our national Constitution but disgraceful to eiv- 
ilization and destructive of free Government. No 
man, whose conscience has vitality sufficient to 
make him honest, can read the slave codes of the 
southern States without admitting that they are 
uiterly repugnant to the genius of our free insti- 
tutions and irveconcilably opposed to the theory 
of our Government. And yet every one knows 
that these tyrannical, hostile, and barbarous codes 
were absolutely necessary for the preservation of 
the slave system, even in-those dark days of sla- 


awakened to its true and real life the moral sense 
of the nation, and forced its ever-enduring light 
into the beclouded minds of the bondmen of this 
land, quickening their perception into that keen 
appreciation of every man’s right to “life, lib- 
erty, and the pursuit of happiness,’ which bids 
defiance to slave codes, and effectively asserts and 
maintains the right of every man to own himself. 
The system, being a pure despotism, was forced 
to resort to despotic laws for support, defense, 
and perpetuation, : 

It was perfectly natural for the comparatively 
few men who held four million human beings in 
a bondage which puts to shame all other kindred 
systems which ever cursed man for their mildness, 
not only to resort to cruel and despotic laws for 
aid in their diabolical act, butalso to seek refuge 
in the anti-republican dogma that ‘the right to 
govern resides in avery small minority; the duty 
to obey is inherent in the great mass of mankind.” 
Domestic slavery, backed by immense capital 
and political power, knitted its lethargic web 
closely and firmly around statesmen and parties, 
and soon forged fetters for holding the mass of 
the people in governmental slavery. The minor- 
ity commanded, and flew to arms to destroy the 
Government when the mass of the people refused 
to obey; and the war which is now so severely 
taxing the energies of our people, and drawing so 
exhaustively on the resources of the country, is 
the legitimate offspring of the attempt of a reck- 
less, insolent, and depraved slaveholding oligarchy 
to mold this Governmentinto a political counter- 
part of that barbaric domestic despotism which 
asserts the right of property in man. ‘The state 
of entire subjection of one person to the will of 
another’? struck hands with * the right to govern 
i resides in a very small minority; the duty to obey 
is inherent in the great mass of mankind.” Do- 
mestic slavery and political slavery were joined 
in unholy wedlock in the temple of the Republic, 
and their infernal progeny are now trying to de- 
molish the grand edifice in which their incestuous 
parents plighted their criminal vows. The entire 
combination, from minutest nefarious particle to 
its aggregated atrocity, is an anti-republican, des- 
potic whole, the sworn enemy of all thatis good, 
the bane of all that is just. 

Mr. Chairman, we can cast our eyes upon no 
page ofthis nation’s history whereon it is not writ- . 
ten, ‘Slavery isincompatible with a free Govern- 
ment.” We have tried to close our eyes against 
this constantly repeated and self-evident truth, 
We have tried to reason it away, to practice arts 
which should carry us around it, or over it, or 
under it. We have failed to accomplish the de- 
sired result. As immutable as the laws of God 
stands the declaration, “ Slavery is incompatible 
with a free Government.” Decked with the ha- 
biliments of death, surrounded by all the dread 
scenes of war, this incompatibility is thundering 
at the gates of the citadel of the Republic, demand- 
ing recognition. The loyal inmates command us 
to obey the summons. But we have not yet had 
enough of sorrow, desolation,and death. We 
must stop and reason, while the national treasure 
pours out in streams of increasing volume, while 
the life-blood flows from other hearts, while graves 
in untold numbers are preparing, and the ashes 
of desolation are cast upon unnumbered hearth- 
stones. We must not act rashly. We must be 
calm, discreet, dignified. We must inquire why 
this great thunderer is thus disturbing our old 
(traditions and confusing our conservative ideas, 
Well, let us examine this demand, and ascertain 
upon what facts it is supported. 

In order to understand perfectly the objects 
which the people had in view when they ordained 
the Constitution of the United States, we must 
turn to the preamble which introduces-us to that 
instrument. When we give it our attention we 
find ita very plain-spoken guide, void of guile or 
dissimulation. It discloses to us, first, that the 
Constitution is the work of the people; and this 
at once develops the thoroughly republico-demo- 
cratic character of the Government established, 
ij It was a grand creation of the people for their own 
| security in the possession of the great objects ex- 
pressed in the preamble. All of the powers em~ 
| braced in the Constitution were placed there for 
| the sole purpose of putting these objects above 
| interference from any source and beyond the haz+ 
| ard ofloss, These objects are notonly compati- 


tion which I have quoted, they agreed upon the |i very’s rale which existed before the present war |! ble with, but absolutely necessary to, the exist« 
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ence and enjoyment of a free Government. No 
one of them can be destroyed without detriment 
to the whole; and anything which by its nature 
is incompatible with either stands inthe same re- 

@ lation to allthe rest, and must, if permitted to ac- 
quire supremacy, ultimately subvert the free prin- 
ciples of the Government itself. How does the 
account stand between slavery and these great 
objects? Let us give our attention to this question 
fora few minutes, for itis one of transcendentim- 
portance, 

The first object of eople was “fto forma 
more perfect Union. hat has been and is 
now the attitude of slavery toward this primary 
object of the Constitution? When slavery, in the 
natural threatening and disturbing course of its 
development, assumed the character and form of 
a political power, its first act was a denial that 
the people had formed a ‘‘ more perfect Union,” 


the 
38 


coupled with the assertion that the Union was a j| 


mere compact between the several States, which 

might be dissolved at the pleasure of any party 

thereto. This position was selected as most likely 

to terrify the people into submission while their 
power was being transferred to the hands of the 

few, and as affording a plausible pretext for the 
destruction of the Union in the event freedom 
should prove too strong for slavery and the peo- 
ple should refuse to surrender their power into 
the hands of those who would destroy their lib- 
erties. Shrewd calculators were the men who 
selected and intrenched this position. For many 
years the terrors which they exhibited to the peo- 
ple from this cunningly masked battery of error 
held the mass in check. But, whenit was almost 
too late, the people discovered their danger, re- 
gained their power, resolved to enforce the grand 
principles and traditions ef justice and liberty, and 
stood up in their majesty masters of the situation. 
Slavery flew to its last resort, sought to enforce 
by strife and battle-its doctrine of a compact of 
States, and the right to dissolve the same at pleas- 
ure, and for three long and bloody years has been 
by the dread power and fearful engineries of war 
senking the destruction of the Union of the peo- 

e 

j The second object of the people was “ to estab- 
lish justice.’ How could slavery stand other- 
wise than opposed to this? Slavery is injustice. 
The establishment of justice would destroy sla- 
very. Both cannot live together in peace. In 
the very nature of things astate of strife, conten- 
tion, war, will and must exist unceasingly be- 
tween these two irreconcilable enemies until one 
shall succumb to the other, Justice is ‘the vir- 
tue which consists in giving to every one whatis 
his duc; practical conformity to the laws and to 
the principles of rectitude in the dealings of men 
with each other.’ Slavery is the direct, perfect, 
absolute opposite of this. Must not the house in 
which these two antagonisms exist be divided 
against itself? Can such a house stand? Is it 
possible to establish justice and maintain slavery? 
The long, dark, terrible record written on the 
pages ofan incessant strife, firstin unhealthy, fe- 
verish exhausting political excitements,and finally 
in the best, truest, and bravest blood of the na- 
tion, and now culminating amid the awful scenes 
of a war unprecedented in proportions and un- 
equaled in the matchless glory of its promised re- 
sults, furnishes to us and to the world an unques- 
tionable negative to the queries I havesubmitted. 
Slavery challenged the people in their endeavors 
to establish justice, and resorted to the ordeal of 
battle against them in their efforts to maintain a 
Government founded upon this divine attribute. 
The ordeal of battle is not yet closed. The can- 
fest is in the full tide of its power. All around 
the combatants the nations of the world as spec- 
tators press with an eagerness and intensity of 
interest never before prepared for the pages of his- 
tory, while the spirits of the fathers of our repub- 
lican system look down from their bright and 
blest abode, hoping for the triumph of justice, 
and appeal to God who has gathered them to Him- 
self to strengthen the arms which strike for the 
right. We know, the peoples of the earth know, 
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struggle for victory can be terminated only by the 
triumph of justice and the death of slavery, or 
by the success of slavery and the death of the Re- 
public. No compromise can be made, no truce 
can be adjusted, no silver-tongued appeals for 
peace can be heard amid the din of this fierce con- 
flict. We must establish justice upon the tomb 
_of slavery, or have it not at all. e must estab- 
‘lish it or acknowledge the Republic a failure. 
We will establish it by destroying, in the manner 
and form prescribed by our Constitution, that 
which stands in our way—slavery. 

Another object to beaccomplished by the adop- 
tion of the Constitution was to “insure domestic 
tranquillity.” This was the voice of the people. 
How stands the account between the Republic 
and slavery concerning this grand purpose of 
the people? When, sinceslavery assumed polit- 
ieal proportions, ‘has it subserved the great end 
of domestic tranquillity? It has been powerful, 
but what are the fruits of its power? The long 
line of political, legislative, judicial history of this 
nation presents not a page which is not disfigured: 
by some blot placed upon it by the aggressive, in- 
tolerant, exacting, and despotic spirit of slavery. 
From school-book to statute-book, from hearth- 
stone opinions to decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, from political hustings to 
the sacred desk, from town meetings to Congress, 
no bright spot appears without a blemish from 
the hands of the restless, meddling, disturbing 
genius of slavery. Everywhere its footprints 
appear, always tending toward a disturbance of 
our domestic tranquillity. We had no national 
repose, for constant pro-slavery agitation kept a 
continual fever in the national system, consum- 
ing its energies and its life. This was the condi- 
tion of the nation in the so-called times of peace, 
and before the good guns of Sumter answered the 
war summons of slavery. Since that time our 
domestic tranquillity, always disturbed, has been 
enveloped in the dark, dense, impenetrable cloud 
of war thrown over it and around it by the spirit 
which discharged the first shotagainst the flag of 
the Union, and commenced the present deplora- 
ble trial by battle. Instead of insuring domestic 
tranquillity slavery has been an irrepressible dis- 
turber of the nation’s repose. lt accorded to us 
no rest in our misealled day of peace. Steadily 
it pressed us toward despotism or war. We 
declined to advance further upon either of these 
dread alternatives, and turned our faces back to 
the position which the fathers had occupied. No 
sooner was our gaze turned in that direction than 
slavery’s shrill bugle-blast aroused the people to 
the fearful realities of the most gigantic, wicked, 
and causeless civil war that ever cursed the earth 
{ or disturbed the repose of nations. Summoning 
to its standard panoplied hosts of deceived, mis- 


from the shops and offices and stores and fields 
of the loyal and freedom-loving North hundreds 
of thousands of the brave, true, intelligent, patri- 
otic sons of the Republic to sterner work than the 
enjoyment of domestic tranquillity—to the battle- 
field, to death, and thegrave. Mourning house- 
holds, broken bearth-cirelos, bleeding hearts, 
everywhere bear witness that slavery is the 
destroyer and not a promoter of domestic tran- 
quillity. 

“To provide for the common defense” was 
another declared purpose of the people when they 
ordained the Constitution. n 
of a republic can never be insured by nurturing 


which a republic relies for that concentration of 
resources and strength necessary to effective com- 
mon defense must be homogeneous. Anything 
which prevents this is inimical to the prosperity 
| and success of the Government. Doctrines of 
government, systems of labor, social organiza- 
tions, commercial and manufacturing interests, 
religious, mor&l, and educational purposes, all 
must be so connectedly harmonious ‘‘ as to cre- 
ate a chain of mutual dependencies,” cach roly- 


the spirits of the fathers know, that this grand 


guided, ignorant men, keeping step under the flag | 
of death to the music of disunien, it has forced | 


The common defense | 


within it its implacable enemy. The elements on | 


ing on its fellows for support, while all work it 
unison for the accomplishment of a common end. 
Interrupt this harmony and the rule which enforcėg 
the resulting discord is arbitrary and consequent 
ly at war with free government. And we must 
remember that the common defense which: the 
people declared for, and which our secuzity de- 
mands, is not merely that which shall meet ‘and 
overcome the assaults of foreign Powers, but hag 
quite as direct reference to the preservation of the 
equipoise of our republican system in opposition 
to all hostile efforts and influences originating 
among ourselves. Very little good would result 
from a mere maintenance of our territorial pró- 
portions in opposition to. outward assailants, if 
we should fail to preserve our republican forms, 
our Christian principles, our true moral and social 
characteristics, from internal efforts to destroy’ 
them. Wehave long had, and now have, a wily, 
ageressive, restless domestic énemy, which has 
to a greater extentimperiled the nation than have 
all ether foes combined.’ It-has interfered with 
every element of national strength, by aggressing 
upon our doctrines of government, forcing col- 
lision between systems of labor, distracting. our 
social organizations, disturbing our commercial 
relations, injuring our manufacturing interests, 
dividing our religious communities, debauching 
the public morals, preventing universality of ed- 


the Republic. Slavery has done this, and now 
wages war for the purpose of completing thé de- 
struction of the nation, These are the contribu- 
uons of slavery to the common defense, 
Following naturally and logically in the chain of 
objects declared by the people we find the nextisto 
t: promote the general welfare.” In opposition 
to this slavery has stood as a wall of brass. : For 
the aggrandizement of a privileged class, the ùp- 
building of an aristocracy, and the debasement of 
the masses, slavery has been the chief instrument. 
But all these ends are opposed to the general wel- 
fare. That musttTest upon things quite different 
—upon equality, democracy, and the elevation of 
the masses. There can be no true development 
of those qualities which make a nation great and 
prosperous unless its energies are so diffused aa to 
reach all classes, all interests, all sources of power, 
and embrace them all in its grand march of prog- 
ress. Who ever measured the mighty resources 
of this nation before the present war broke the 
spell which slavery had cast over the people, and 
set the national mind and conscience free? Three 
years, marked by the bloody footprints of war, sur- 
charged with the griefs of a hundred battle-fields, 
have done more for the develapmentof the powers 
and resources of this nation than half a century 
accomplished when slavery controlled the national 
mind. When slavery ruled, the energies of the 
people were comparatively dormant. . What little 


incrusted surface was made captive by the intermi- 
nable political agitations with which slavery dis- 
turbed the country and checked the progress of the 
Republic. Underlying these agitations were false 
principles of political economy, unsound doctrines 
of government, erroneous theories of trade and 
commerce, ruinoussystems of public policy, unjust 
systems of labor—everything which was caleu- 
lated to retard the truc advancement of the nation. 
| These agitations dominated over everything. The 
brain-force of the country was subject to them. 
They everywhere overshadowed the material in- 
terests ofthe country, directed its legislation, over- 
awed its executive agents, controlled its courts, 
corrupted its religion, debased its morals, vitiated 
its literature, beclouded and benumbed everything 
upon which a people must rely for greatness, pros- 
perity, happiness, and the promotion of the gen- 
eral welfare. They kept the public mind in a cong 
stant state of unhealthy excitement, and infused | 
their poison into every vein and artery of the 
bod y-politic. 

Sir, this is the pastas molded by slavery. Shall 
the future be its harmonious counterpart?» Shall 
we pass through this-horrid ‘political nightmare 


again to be awakened therefrom by the bugle- 


è 


ucation, and forcing discord into every fiber of 


of vigor worked its way up to and through the - 
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blast and cannon-roar of. another war, or shall we 
secure a permanent peace: to ourselves and our 
‘ehildven by firmly establishing ‘the general wel- 
fare upon the tomb of slavery?) We cannot post- 
‘pone these grave questions for posterity to an- 
sewer. With us they abide, and weare to answer 
them, We must answer them, and do it faithfally 
for freedom, if we would have this war pass into 
the history of past events, and not ‘drag its slow 
length along’? the pagesof the future, No avenue 
ig-presented for, our escape except that which 
leads.over the dead body of slavery. This great 
fact.is recognized by.the nation. Its immense 
proportions. have attracted the attention of the 
civilized world. Shail we alone close our eyes to 
it and attempt to avoid its grave responsibilities? 
We cannot sticceed in this if we should try. We 
ought notto try, for the general welfare of the na- 
tion forbids it. 

‘The last, the grandest, the most sublime of the 
objects declared by the people in the ordination 
of the Constitution is, “ to secure the blessings of 
liberty to ourselves and our posterity.”? Of this 
greavobjcet of the people, Story, in his Comment- 
aries on the Constitution, says: S 

© Burcly no object could be more worthy of the wisdom 
and ambition of the best men in any age. If there he any- 
thing which may justly challenge theadmiration ofall man- 
kind, it is that sublime patriotism whieh, looking beyond 
its own times and its own fleeting pursuits, aims tosceure 
the permanent happiness of posterity by Inying the broad 
foundations of Government upon immovable principles of 
justice, Our affections, indecd, may naturally be pre- 
sumed to outlive the brief limits of aur own lives, and to 
yepose. with deep sensibility upon our own immed 
ascendants Bat there Is, a noble disinterested 
foreeast Which disregards prescut objcets for the s 
‘all mankind and ereets: structures to protect, support, and 
bless the most distant generations.” 


Let us not overldok that portion of this well- 
expressed and better-bestowed praise which rests 
upon the fact that the glorious work of the people 
was for “the sake of all mankind.”  Letitbring 
afresh to our’minds that important question pro- 
pounded by Jefferson: 

Can the liberties of a nation be thought secare when 
“we have removed their omy firm basis, a conviction ia the 
minds of the people that these liberties are the gift of Gud; 
that they are not to be violated but with His wrath??? 

Tias not slavery denied that this great work of 
the people was intended for the “safety of all 
mankind,’ and brought upon us the just chastise- 
ment of God, who intended “these liberties”? for 
all of His creatures? What are the thunders of 
this war but the voice of God calling upon this 
nation to return from the evil paths, made rough 
by errors and misfortunes, blunders and crimes, 
made slippery by the warm, smoking blood of 
our brothers and friends, to the grand highway 
of national thrift, prosperity, happiness, glory, 
and peace, in which He planted the feet of the 
fathers? Cannot we bear amid the wild rashing 
roar of this war storm the voice of Iim who rides 
upon the winds and rules the tempest saying unto 
us, “You cannot have peace until you secure 
liberty to all who are subject to your laws??? Sir, 
this declaration must be heeded. [thas been whis- 
pered into the cars of this nation since first we 
pronounced fife, liberty, and the pursait of hap- 
piness to be the inalienable rights of all men, and 

| now it rolls in upon us like the voice of the ocean, 
tendering peace or war to our election, Which 
shall we elect? Shahit be peace? How can it 
be peace while liberty and slavery dwell together 
in our midst? These are enemies. These are ideas 
which cannot dwell together in harmony. How 
can we have peace? Letslavery die. Let its death 
be written in our Constitution. Let the Consti- 
tution “proclaim liberty throughout the land to 
all the inhabitants thereof.” This is the way to 
peace—firm, enduring peace, embracing all man- 
kind, and reaching to the most distant genara- 
tions, In this way only can we secure liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity. 

But, sir, slavery has not contented itself with 
manifestiig its incompatibility with our free Gov- 
ernment by opposing the great objects for seenr- 
ing which che people orda 
Constituon, ft bas confronted the Constitution 
itself, and prevented the enforcemont of its most 
vital provisions. Section two of article six of the 
Constitution says? 

E Thy. Constitution, and the laws of the United States 
which shail be made in pursunnee thereof, and all treaties 
made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law af the tand; and 
the judges in evory “iate shaj be bound thereby, anything 


in the constitution or Jaws of any State to the contrary not- 
withstanding.” 


vised for the protection of the unity of the nation, 
this one stands first in importance. Without it 
the bond of union would be as weak as an invalid 
between whom and the grave but a breath inter- 
venes. ‘T'he supremacy of the Constitution, the 
laws and treaties of the United States, are neces- 
sary to our existence asanation. Our unity can 
| be preserved in no other way. ‘This was the be- 
lief of those who ordained the Constitution, and 
our experience accords therewith. But, sir, sla- 
very planted itself in opposition to this provision 
of the Constitution, and declared that it should 
not be enforced. Do you ask for proof? We 
need not go far to find it. Turn to the Constitu- 
| tion and take as a guide the words: 


“Phe citizens of each State shall be entitled to all the 
privileges and immunitics of citizens of the several States.” 


| 
| 
| 
| 


To what extent has this been regarded as the 


controlled legislation, presided in the courts, di- 
rected the Executives, and commanded the mob? 
lt is a provision of most vital importance to every 
citizen. We could not be a nation of equals with- 
out it. It is the peerage title of our people. How 
has it been observed? What has been the con- 
duct of slavery toward it? Let us turn again to 
the Constitution for practical aid in the solution of 
these questions. In the first article of the Amend- 
ments to the Constitution we find this language: 

e Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment 
of religion, or prohibiting the tree exercise thereof; or abridg- 
ing the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of 
| the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Gov- 
| ernment for a redress of grievances.” 


The great rights here enumerated were regarded 
by the people as too sacred and too essential to 
the preservation of their liberties to be trusted with 
no firmer defense than the rule that “ Congress 
| can exercise no power which is not delegated to 
| it.?? Around this negative protection was erected 
the positive barrier of absolute prohibition. Free- 
dom of religious opinion, freedom of speech and 
' press, and the right of assemblage for the purpose 
| of petition belong to every Ameriean citizen, high 
` or low, rich or poor, wherever he may be within 
the jurisdiction of the United States. With these 
rights no State may interfere without breach of the 
bond which holds the Union together, How have 


i reins of localauthority and directed the thoughts, 
| prejudices, and passions of the people? The bitter, 
l ecus), relentless persecugions of the Methodists in 
the South, almost as void of pity as those which 
were visited upon the Huguenots in France, tell 
how utterly slavery disregards the right to a free 
exercise ofreligion. No religion which recognizes 
| God’seternal attribute of justice and breathes that 
spiritof Jove which applies to all men the sublime 
commandment, & Whatsoever ye would that men 
should do unto you, do ye even so to them,” 
can ever be allowed free exercise where slavery 
curses men and defies God. No religious denom- 
ination can flourish or even be tolerated where 
slavery rules without surrendering the choicest 
jewels of its faith iuto the keeping of that infidel 
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ied and established the | 
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i, has 
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| power which withholds the Bible from the poor, 


| Religion, consisting in the peeformance of all 


known duties to God and our fellow-men,’’ never 
been and never will be allowed free exercise 
l in any community where slavery dwarfs the con- 
l scienees of men. 

| the right, but slavery ever will, as it ever has, 
| wampie upon the Constitution and prevent the 
| 
i 


| 
| 


enjoyment of the right. 

‘How much better has free discussion fared 
! the bands of the black censor who guards the 1 
i torests of slavery against the expression of t 
‘thoughts of freemen? On what rood of this R 
public cursed by slavery have men been free 
declare their approval of the divine doctrines 
the Declaration of Independence? Where, e 
i cept in the free States of this Union, have t 
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their great protective doctrine, The laborer is 
worthy of his hire??? What member of our great 
free labor foree, North or South, could stand up 
in the presence of the despotism which owns men 
and combat the atvecious assertion that “ Slavery 
is the natural and normal condition of the labor- 
ing man, whether white or black,” with the noble 
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Of the many provisions of the Constitution de- | 


supreme law of the land in States where slavery | 


! these rights essential to liberty been respected ìn | 
those sections of the Union where slavery held the } 


The Constitution may declare į 


nation’s toiling millions been permitted to assert | 
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| declaration that ‘Labor being the sure founda- 
tion of the nation’s prosperity should be per- 
formed by free men, for they alone have an in- 
terest in the preservation of free government,” 
with any assarance tbat his life would not be 
exacted as the price of his temerity? In all this 
broad land not-one could be found, The press 
has been padlocked, and men’s lips have been 
sealed. Constitutional defense of free discussion 
by speech or press has been a rope of sand south 
of the line which marked the limit of dignified 
free labor in this-country. South of that line an 
organized element of death was surely sapping @ 
the foundations of our free institutions, reversing 
the theory of our Government, dwarfing our 
civilization, contracting the national conscience, 
compassing the destruction of everything caleu- 
lated to preserve the republican character of our 
Constitution; and no man in the immediate pres- 
ence of this rapidly accumulating ruin dared to 
raise a voice of warning. Submision and silence 
were inexorably exacted. Such, sir, is the free 
discussion which slavery tolerates. Such is its 
observance of the high constitutional rights of the 
citizen. [ts past will be repeated in its future if 
the people permit it to curse the world with a 
continued existence. 

“The right of the people peaceably to assemble 
and to petition the Government for a redress of 
grievances,” has been as completely disregarded 
as the other rights I have mentioned by the terror- 
ism which guards the citadel of slavery. If slav- 
ery persecuted religionists, denied the privilege of 
free discussion, prevented free elections, trampled 
upon all of the constitutional guarantees belonging 
to the citizen, peaceable assemblages of the people 
to consider these grievances with a view to peti- 
tion the Government for redress could not be held. 
If non-slaveholding whites became alarmed at the 
bold announcement that “slavery is the natural 
and normal condition of the laboring man, whether 
white or black,” seeing therein the commence- 
ment of an effort intended to result in the enslave~ 
ment of labor instead of the mere enslavement of 
the African race, they were not privileged to peace- 
ably assemble and petition the Government in re- 
gard thereto, or to diseuss the barbarism and to 
arouse the people in opposition to it. Slavery held 
political and social power sufficient to crush all 
such attempts on the part of the injured people. 
Slavery could hold its assemblages, discuss, re- 
solve, petition, threaten, disregard its constitu- 
tional obligations, trample upon the rights oflabor, 
do anything its despotic disposition might directs 
but freedom and freemen must be deaf, dumb, and 
blind. ‘Throughout allthe dominions of slavery 
| republican government, constitutional liberty, the 
blessings of our free institutions were mere fables. 
An aristocracy enjoyed unlimited power, while 
the people were pressed to the earth and denied 
the inestimable privileges which by right they 
should have enjoyed in all the fullness designed 
by the Constitution. 
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Sir, I might cnumérate many other constitu- 
tional rights of the citizen which slavery has dis- 
regarded and practically destroyed, but I have 
enough to illustrate my proposition: that slavery 
disregards the supremacy of the Constitution and 
denies to the citizens of each State the privileges 
and immunities of citizens in the several States. 

The proposition needs no argument. We all 
know that for many years before the commence- 
ment of the gigantic rebellion now in progress the 
supporters of slavery enforced this disregard of 
thesupremacy of the Constitution and of the priv- 
ileges and immunities of the citizen by every power 
and influence known to the communities cursed 
by the presenceof a slave. Legislatures, courts, 
Executives, almost every person holding politi- 
cal or social power and position in the southern 
States, were all arrayed on the side of slavery, and 
what they could not accomplish was turned over 
to the mob, which, without law, with abuse, in- 
| dignities, cruelties, and hempen halters, did its 
work with fearful accuracy and terrible exact- 
ness. Twenty million free men in the free States 
were practically reduced to the condition of semi- 
citizens of the United States; for the enjoyment 
of their rights, privileges, and immunities as citi- 
zens depended upon a perpetual residence north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line. South of that line 
the rights which I have mentioned, and many 
more which I might mention, could be enjoyed 
only when debased to the uses of slavery. Slave- 
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holdets and their supporters alone were free to 
think and print, to do and say what seemed to 
them best 6n both sides of that line. They could 
think, read, talk, discuss with perfect freedom in 
each and every State, and fearfully they used this 
advantage to destroy the liberties of this country. 
It is quite time, sir, for the people of the free 
States to look these facts squarely in the face and 
provide a remedy which shall make the future 
safe for the rights of cach and every citizen. Had 
slavery not possessed this advantage, civil war, 
freighted with sorrow, desolation, and death, 
would not have visited this nation. But since it 
has come, the people of the free States should in- 
sist on ample protection to their rights, privileges, 
and immunities, which are none other than those 
which the Constitution was designed to secure to 
all citizensalike, and see to it that the power which 
caused the war shall cease to exist, to the end 
that the curse of civil war may never be visited 
upon us again, and that the citizen whose home 
isin the North shall be as free to assert his opin- 
ions and enjoy all of his constitutional rights in 
the sunny South as he whose reof-tree is the mag- 
nolia shall to the same ends be free amid the mount- 
ains of New England and the sparkling lakes of 
the North and the West. An equal and exact ob- 
servance of the constitutional rights of each and 
every citizen, in each and every State, is the end 
to which we should cause the lessons of this war 
to carry us. Whatever stands between us and 
the accomplishment of this great end should be 
removed. Can we reach this end andsaveslavery ? 
Can we reconcilethe antagonisms which have pro- 
duced this war? Can we mix the oil and water 
ofdespotism and republicanism? Can we harmo- 
nize the contending elements of absolutism and 
free government? No, sir; it is not given to hu- 
man power to accomplish these results. What, 
then, shall we do? Abolish slavery. How? By 
amending our national Constitution. Why? Be- 
cause slavery is incompatible with free govern- 
ment. Peace, prosperity, national harmony, prog- 
ress, civilization, Christianity, all admonish us 
thatour only safety lies in universal freedom, 
Sir, I have endeavored to show that slavery 
stands arrayed against every object for the attain- 
mentof which the people ordained and established 
the Constitution; that itis seeking the destruction 
of the Union, is opposed to the establishment of 
justice, has disturbed our domestic tranquillity, 
makes war upon us instead of providing for the 
common defense, promotes wide-spread desola- 
tion and ruin instead of advancing the general 
welfare, and seeks to withhold from us and our 
posterity the blessings of liberty. Ihave endeav- 
ored to show thatit has disregarded the Constitu- 
tion and trampled upon the most sacred rights of 
the citizen. But the case isso nearly self-evident 
that it is difficult to argueit. The antagonism is 
so marked, and the incompatibility so glaringly 
apparent, that they overshadow proof and argu- 
ment. The conscience of the nation is so sensi- 
tively active concerning the questions to which 1 
have spoken that itarrives atconclusions with the 
rapidity by which thought measures distance. 
Argument cannot travel so fast. At best itis but 
the baggage-train of the grand army of ideas and 
aspirations which is now leading this nation to 


that higher and purer civilization that forms the | 
silver ilining of the dark war cloud which over- | 


hangs the Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, the position which this nation 
maintains to-day in relation to the true character 
of slavery is more perfect than that which the 
founders of the Government occupied. They be- 


lieved that slavery was so directly opposed to | 
justice, so distinctly arrayed against divine law, | 
so utterly depraved and desperately wicked, that | 


its own aggregation of enormities would speedily 
accomplish its dissolution. We recognize their 
faith as most correct, except in its conclusion. 
We see that the death can only be accomplished 
by an executioner. Slavery will not kill itself, 
The decree of death has been enrolled. The death- 


warrant was sealed by the first shot which struck | 


Fort Sumter. Butcondemned culprits do not ex- 
ecule themselves, and slavery is no exception to 
the rule, 

Ladmit that the progress of the war has accom- 
plished much toward giving effect to the decree. 
In our harvest of blood we have gathered grea 
compensatory résults. The spirit of patriotism 
has returned to us clothed with a resurrectional 


brightness like unto that which shall light the 
heirs of glory to the abode of the eternal Father. 
Manhood, as it stood proudly erect in the grand, 
colossal, symmetrical proportions known to the 
early days of the Republic, again gives sublim- 
ity to American character. An acknowjedged. 
dependence on Him who guides the planets and 
notices the fall of a sparrow is once more the 
sure defense of our people. An awakened, invig- 
orated, concentrated national conscience revivifies 
our observance of justice. Fear of God and love: 
of country blend and course from heart to ex- 
tremities of the earnest masses Who struggle amid 
the awful terrors and black woes of war for that 
sublime end, a true peace. These happy results 
have effected many of the preliminaries to the final 
death of the condemned disturber of our repose. 

Already the glowing fruits of ultimate victory 
gather around andabout us. Thousands of hu- 

man beings who were slaves at the commence- 
ment of this accursed rebellion are now enjoying 
the freedom which God designed for all of His 
creatures, The limits of slavery have been con- 
tracted by State action, and other States are di- 
recting their efforts to the farther compression of 
the dominion of the black power which wars upon 

all that is good. Congress has not failed to pro- 

vide a way through which men may march from 

bondage to freedom. The President has nobly 

performed his duty by striking the chains of sla- 

very from millions of men. Public opinion, the 

conqueror of men and parties, the maker of Pres- 

idents and Congresses, has flung its banner to the 
breeze, inscribed with the glorious words, * Lib- 
erty and Union.’ Providence has opened up the 
way to that higher civilization and purer Chris- 
tianity which the Republic istoattain. The very 
atmosphere which surrounds us is filled with the 
spirit of emancipation, Every throb of the pop- 
ular heart sends coursing to the very extremities 
of national life the warm blood of freedom. These 
things all cheer the hearts of the true sons of the 
Republic. Our Red Sea passage promises to be 
as propitious as was thatof God’s chosen people 
when the waters parted and presented the sea-bed 
for their escape from the hosts upon whom these 
waters closed and effected the burial appointed by 
Him who had declared, Let my people go.” 
The bow of promise now arches the heavens, but 
the end isnot yet. We have advanced, but prom- 
ise signifies future. We hope for the end, butit 
is not yet abiding with us; for hope pertains to 
that which we do not possess. We feel that we 
havegained much during the terrible trial to which 
the Republic has been subjected, and we know 
that at far too great price have the people pur- 
chased the position of which they are now the 
masters to permit it to pass again into the posscs- 
sion of the enemies of free government. ‘The po- 
sition must be fortified and the lines advanced. 

What freedom has gained must be intrenched by 

the strong arm of the Constitution, ‘The life and 

treasure which the loyal citizens of the Union 

have expended, in amount unprecedented and 

with cheerfulness almost incomprehensible, must 
be made to secure something more durable than 


fal peace. Security for the future must be the 
result of the great demands to which our people 
have so nobly responded. The price paid is am- 
ple, and its returns must be worthy of the grand 
patriotism which rose, as if by the command of 
God, all panoplicd for war, and equal to all of the 
exactions of the awful conflict whose birth was 
announced by the roar of rebel cannon over the 
bay of Charleston. 

Sir, let us not be misled by delusive hopes, nor 
deceived by artful words. 


fancied days of peace and the lessons of this war 


actness than that with which the magnetic needle 


ocean, 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] 
when he told us that he accepted “the abolition 


the world knows, that none of the acts hostile to 
slavery which I have mentioned have gone be- 
yond the fact of making men affected by them 
tree; that no one of them has reached the root of 
slavery and prepared for the destruction of the 
system. We have made some men free, but the 
system yet lives, and bas 


nou 


Let no siren song di- ! 
vert us from the path which the events of our.) 


a lull of the storm, a delusive hope, and a deceit- | 


have marked out for us with more unerring ex- ' 


points the course of the mariner on the trackless : 
There was a lurking devil in the words | 


of slavery as a fact accomplished.” He knows, | 


tongues all over-this land, hissing its defense and 
seeking to benumb the public conscience by cove 
ering it over with the slime-of. death. < One of 
these tongues, forked and slimy, speaks from the. . 
mouth of the man -who holds in his. hands: the 
reigns of the executive power of the Empire State 
the words— ; eee 

“If it is true that slavery Must be abolished to. save.this 
Union, then the people of the South should be allowed to 
withdraw themselves from that Government which canhot 
give them the protection. guarantied by its terms,’ 

This man does not believe that. the abolition of 
slavery is a “ fact accomplished; and he hasia 
numerous, active, crafty, unscrupulous party vat 
his back, every member of which accepts ‘the 
teachings of this master. In this: Hall busy 
tongues paraphrase this guilty declaration, and 
cry aloud for the “ Union as it was,” with: the 
great, black crime of slavery “as it was,” or 
& peace on any terms.” 

From the other end of this Capitol a senatorial 
tongue has hissed upon the records of the country 
these defiant words.in behalf of slavery: o <0 

“By your acts you attempt to free slaves... You will not 
have them among you. You leave them where they: are. 
‘Then what is to be the result? I presume that local, State 
governments will be preserved. If they are, if the people 
have a right to make their own Jaws and to govern them- 


selves, they will not only reénslave every person you. al- 
tempt to set free, but they will réénslave the whole race.” 


And a tongue in this body answers, ‘If you 
destroy slavery, you destroy our free institu- 
tions.” These are the tongues which are to be 
the oracles of the convention that is to meet at. 
Chicago on the 4th day of next July to organize 
the clements of a powerful party in the interests 
of slavery. 

Sir, is it not madness to act upén thé idea that 
slavery is dead? We hold it as a condemned, un- 
i executed cuiprit, and know that it is not dead. 
Why shall we not recognize the fact and provide 
for the execution? We must do so, or go on dig- 
ging graves and pouring sorrow into the loyal 
homes of the people; for the systems and ideas 
| which flash their lightning among the clouds of 
this war will never cease from strife until from 
hill-top to mountain-top, from valley to. plain, 
from ocean to ocean, from the lakes to the Gulf, 
the swelling tide of the nation’s acclaim announces 
to the people of the earth that American slavery 
is to be known.to the future only through the 
history of the past. To us is this great work in- 
trusted. How shall we perform it? ‘There lies 
no difficulty in our way if we will but do-our 
duty. i 

The Committee on the Judiciary have author- 
ized me to report to the House the proposed 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States, with a recommendation that it be passed 
by this body, and submitted to the Legislatures of 
the several States for theiracceptance, A concur- 
rence in this recommendation is the plain road 
over which we may escape from the difficulties 
which now beset us. A submission of this prop- 
osition to the several States will at once remove 
from Congress the question of slavery. No further 
agitation of this vexatious question need disturb 
our deliberations if we concur in this recommend- 
ation, and we shall be far advanced toward a 
lasting, ever-enduring peace, Send this proposi- 


sands of active i preys upon its heartst 


tion to the States, trust it to the people, fix it°as 
a center around which public opinion may gather 
its potent agencies, and we shall have accom- 
plished more for the future tranquillity of the Re- 
public than ever was effected by Congress before. 
‘The people are now convinced of the incompati- 
bility of slavery with free government. Let us 
impart to them an opportunity to give effect te 
their conviction. If we refuse, our successors 
willbe more obedient; for the people have de- 
creed that slavery shall die, and that its death 
shall be recorded in the Constitution.. Weare to 
coristruct the machinery which shall execute the 
decree, or give place to those who will perform 
the bidding of the people. We cannot evade the 
responsibility which rests upon us by declaring 
that we “accept the abolition of slavery as a fact 
accomplished.” The nation knows that this enun- 
ciation is a mere lachrymose, diplomatic inbigue 
employed by slavery to arrest the grand volcanic 
action that Is upheaving the great moral ideas 
which underlie the Republic. The nation ce- 
mands more, its faith embraces more; 11s acuteap- 
the disease which 
rings assures it that the 


i preciation of the true nature o. 
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work ofdeath cannot be arrested until the fact of 
slavery’s. dissolution is accomplished; and that 
this may not be until, by amendment of the Con- 
stitution, we assert the ultimate’ triumph of lib- 
erty over.slavery, democracy over. aristocracy, 
free government over absoluusm, 


i| POSITION OF REBELLIOUS STATES. 


Mr WILDER. Mr. Chairman, during the 
year which has just closed we have made such 
progress in.quelling the rebellion that the minds 
ofall naturally turn to consider the relations 
, which’the revolted: States-and -their citizens will 
occupy in .respect-to the Government when it 
shallhave brought them fully under its power. 
‘The true state of things subsisting between us and 
the rebellious States, in my judgment, is that of 
pablic-war, accompanied by all the rights, on our 
sidé@ ‘at least, that we would possess ina conflict 
with foreign enemics, and attended on their side 
by just liability to all such measures as we might 
adopt toward alien foes under the law of nations, 
and, in addition thereto, to such penalties as the 
municipal law denounces against traitors, The 
Constitution sets no limits to the rights of war. 
It confers these rights in granting the power to 
declare war, to raise armies and navies, to make 
captures, &e. Without defining or regulating the 
execution of these powers it docs enumerate va- 
rious restraints upon Congress and the Executive. 
These restraints, however, it has been often and 
well shown, have relation to a state of peace, 
and to citizens who submit to. the Constitution 
and uphold it, not to those who renounce its ob- 
ligations and defy. its ministers. 

Tf it should be said that such a discussion is 
premanie, thatit is our business to obtain safety 

efore consulting ag to the way in which we shall 
exercise dominion, I might answer that the way 
in which we. may rightfully prosecute the war, 
and. the rights. we shall. acquire and may legiti- 
mately exercise over the revolted States when re- 
diiced:. to obedience,. depend upon precisely the 
same considerations. Those who cavil at the mode 
and-denounce the agencies by which we bave of 
‘late: won so many successes. iu the war, do it be- 
cause they dread that utter subversion of their 
pariy power which will inevitably follow from our 
excreising rights acknowledged by the law of na- 
tions, but not permitted, as they contend, by the 
Constitution. In this they have been wiser in 
their generation than the children of light. 

But not to go into this now, it is sufficient that 
the subject is brought direetly before us by the 
President’s proclamation of December 8, L863, 
designed, while tendering Uberal terms of amnesty 
to. repentant rebels, at the same time to corroborate 
and enforce the proclamation of emancipation 
which hag made. the 22d September, 1562, a date 
never. tobe forgotten through all the ages, 

‘The first question that arises is, has the Pres- 
ident the right to couple the resumption, by loyal 
citizens of the revolted States, of the power of 
solf-governmentin the Union, and of a-share in 
the. governing. ws their representatives in this 
Fouse and-in the Senate, with the conditions he 
has annexed;.or have the President and Con- 
preas, acting. together, this power? If either or 

oth possess the power, and it is deemed expedi- 
ent to.exercise, we shall all probably be disposed 
to avoid all discussion of the question in whom 
this power-derived from war resides by an act of 
Congress confirming and ratifying the proclama- 
tion, We have acted in this spirit heretofore, and 
have thus postponed to a more convenient season 
any discussion of the respective limits of the ex- 
ecutive and legislative functions; limits which are 
of no consequence when both agree in the thing 
to be done, and unite in doing it.” For this reason 
Tshallnot be particular to inquire in which branch 
of the Government the- war powers reside, Itis 
clear enough to me that whatsoever the President 
may do in the exercise of his own discretion as 
Commander-in-Chief of the Army and Navy, he 
notonly may but is bound to do when required 
by the legislative body. 

As to the power of the President to attach such 
conditions as he may think proper to the pardon 
of offenders, it is unnecessary to add anything to 
what he has said in his message. Inthe procla- 
mation he recites the fact thatthe confiscation act 
expressly invests him with the authority to an- 
nex such conditions as he may deem expedient 
for the public welfare to pardon and amnesty. 


H 


“dreds of adventurers. 


Blackstone says that this faculty existed at com- 
mon law (independent of any statute) in the Eng- 
lish executive, (volume four, page 401,) aud he 
states that the prerogative is daily exercised in 
the pardon of felons on condition of their trans- 
portation for life or a term of years, Indeed the 
colony. of Virginia derived a large portion of its 
early settlers from the acceptance of merey. by 
felons, male and female, on conditionof their being 
shipped to its shores. Upon their arrival they 
were sold to the planters to defray the expense of 
carrying them across the ocean. Many of them, 
as has beenthe cåse in all penal colonies, bleached 
out, so to speak, into tolerably honest and re- 
spectable people, acquired property, and became 
themselves the purchasers of fresh importations 
of conviets. ‘The Lives of Colonel Jack and of 
Moll Flanders, by the same hand that penned the 
immortal story of Robinson Crasve, depict with 
graphic fidelity the adventures of two such fon nd- 
ers of the first families. They are fictions, so far 
as names are concerned, but they owed their pop- 
ularity to the accuracy and naturalness with which 
they painted histories, which were substantially 
true, and universally known to be true, of hun- 
It will hardly do at this 
day for Virginia (not West Virginia) to object 
to the revival of a system of conditional pardons 
to which she owes her very existence, and per- 
haps some of those qualities which her modern 
sons have delighted to characterize as chivalrous. 
What relation has the Constitution to the rights 
or duties of the Federal Government in a war, or 
at the successful termination of a war waged for 
the purpose of bringing back into subjection to 
the Constitution States which have temporarily | 
broken away from its bonds with the solemp dec- 
laration that they have renounced it forever, and 
with the claim on their part that they are not 
only in fact bat in law and in right aliens and 
strangers, and holding us no otherwise than as 
they hold the rest of mankind, enemies in war, 
in peace, friends? The Constitution, in terms, | 
has confessedly nothing to say on that subject. 
It contemplates no such state of facts, Itwould 
be strange if itdid. ‘That would bea remarkable 
frame of government, or, if anybody prefers the 
word, a remarkable compact, which should un- 
dettake to provide for dealing with people as to 
whom, in the case supposed, it would have no 
effect, and for a condition of affairs which, so long 
and so far as it had any force, could never arise. 
lo what language can we imagine the framers of 
the Constitution to discuss such a problem? The 
population of South Carolina, a population which 
hin never been hearty in the Supportofthe Revolu- 
tion or the Confederacy or the present Govern- 
ment, was likely, if anybody, to foresee a time 
when they would beanxious to know how the Con- 
stitution they were framing would bear upon them 
when they had thrown it off. Suppose their dele- 
gates in the Convention to have started the question. 
They must have stated it in something hike this 
way: ‘Suppose we shall fail to agree to that extent 
that we of South Carolina wholly abandon the | 
agreement and refuse to letit haveany further op- 
eration upon us. Whatthen? How is itto oper- | 
nte upon youin respect to any measures you may 
feel like taking against us? We don’t see that 
the paper tells, but we do see that it clothes the 
new Government with the power to declare war, 
and with the means of making it effectual by an 
aepmy and navy, and there is no exception of a | 
Slate or Slates to prevent war upon us; nor is there | 
any limitation upon the manner of conducting 
war, nor in relation te the fruits the victor may 
obtain by conquest. Flow about this?”? We may 
well conceive the answer to have been, ‘When | 
you reseind the bargain on your side, we, of 
course, cease to be bound by any part of it on 
our side if we so elect, So if any precise ar- 
rangement for war with you would be fruitless, 
we decline to make any arrangement or any ex- 
planations about the remedies or the consequences 
ofa situation into which you have no rightto put 
yourselves—a situation which it is the very ob- 
jeet of the compact to prevent your ever occupy- 
ing. Besides, what would be the use? If the | 
thing comes to war~that of itself puts an end to | 
all compacts. We doubtless should carry it on 
according to our strength and according io our 
interests in precisely the way that would be most 
injurious to you. Phat, as simple-minded men 
understand it, is the object and theory of war. | 


Jt is a matter of sheer force, and notatalla 
-ter of contract. < lt reverses the golden rule, and 


mat- 


aims to do not what we would like done unto 
us, but what we would not at all like done unto 
us. Atall events, there stands the compact look- 
ing to the possibility of-war and containing no 
restrictions as to with whom, or by what means, 
or with what consequences. You must look for 
them, if you will make occasion to, outside of the 
Constitution.” 

Now we have not the means of knowing that 
any colloquy like this ever took place; but we 
do know that the Constitution took the shape to 
which such views of the question unavoidably 
conduct us. We do know that two propositioug 
were submitted and rejected by the Convention 
which were intended to clear up such an obscur- 
ity as was started in the imaginary colloquy. 
Luther Martin, the eminent delegate from Mary- 
land, desired, for one thing, that we should not, 
have the capacity to treat rebels both as enemies 
to be dealt with by arms and as traitors to be 
punished by fines and penalties, [Je proposed 
this provision, namely, that— 

i No actor acts done by oncor more of the Statesagainst 

sor by any citizenof any one of the Uni 
e authority of one or wore of the said 
shall be deemed treason or punished as such ; but 
levied by one or more of the States 
against the United * the conduet of caeh party toward: 
the other and their adherents respeetively shall be regula- 
ted by the Jaws of war and of nations.” 

This was rejected, and the rejection shows that 
with the proposition before them the framers of 
the Constitution deliberately refused to trammel 
the Government in a war with rebellious States by 
any constitutional restrictions. 

itis because the Constitution took this form of 
significant silence that James Buchanan could 
find in it no “ power to coerce a State into sub- 
mission which is attempting to withdraw or has 
actually withdrawn from the Confederacy,” “Af- 
ter much serious reflection,” he says in his mes- 
sage of December, 1860, ‘I have arrived at the 
conclusion thatno such power has been delegated 
to Congress, or to any other department of the 
Federal Government.” He argues that it was 
expressly refused, and states that on the 31st of 
May, 1787, the clause “ authorizing an exertion 
of the force of the whole ugainst a delingwent State 


| came up for consideration in the Convention.” 


He quotes from & speech of Mr. Madison, who 
said: “The use of force against a State would 
look more like a declaration of war than an in- 
fliction of punishment, and would probably be 
considered by the party attacked as a dissolution 
of all previous compacts by which it might be 
bound.” Upon his motion the consideration of 
the clause was unanimously postponed, and ap- 
pears to have never been resumed. 

Now, the language of Mr, Madison is just that 
of aman who saw no propriety in specife pro- 
visions for the employment of force, because force 
of itself abrogates all other laws than those which > 
nations impose upon themselves in the conduct of 
war, But [ refer to this passage for the purpose 
of saying that either Mr. Buchanan was right in 
inferring that force could not be employed to hold 
rebels to their allegiance and reduce them to sub- 
jection, or, if he was wrong, then the power to 
employ force finds no limitation or regulation 
whatever in the fundamental law. There is no 
possible middle ground. The way of James Bu- 
chanan is one way, and it has been rejected with 
scorn, not merely by allloyalmen, but by nearly 
all who make any affectation of loyalty. The 
way of Abraham the Honest is the only other 
way, and the Constitution has erected no barrier 
across it, 

There are those who instead of squarely com- 
bating the argument of Mr. Buchanan have to 
turn his position by a shadowy distinction be- 
tween making war ona State, which they rather 
concede the Constitution does not permit, and 
making war on all the individuals who constitute 
the State. I cannot appreciate the distinction. 
We are to deal with unbending facts as they are 
and notat all with things as they are not but ought 
to be, and would be if the written obligations 
which should control the subject were fulfilled. 
Weare waging war,not with chance assemblages 
of miscellancous individuals of riotous insurrec- 
tionary propensities, but with sovercign States 
complete in all the panoply of peaceful adminis- 
tration and of belligerent struggle; States with all 
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their departments, executive, legislative, and ju- |; 
dicial, fully organized and active, with practically ii 
their entire population submitting to and uphold- 
ing—whether by free will or by compulsion is 
unimportant as to the main fact—the actual gov- 
ernment of such States. But it is needless to talk 
of this: It has been settled by the solemn adjudi- 
cation of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
a tribunal that our conservative friends have so 
often reprimanded us for not following with the 
implicit devotion that they think is its due. In 
the case of the Hiawatha and other prize vessels 
(reported in 2 Black) this tribunal announces its 
deliberate judgment thus: 

“In organizing this rebellion, they have acted as States, 
claiming to be sovereign over all persons and property with- 
in their respective limits, and asserting a right 10 absolve 
their citizens from their allegiance to the Federal: Govern- 
ment. Several ofthese States have combined to form anew 
confederacy, claiming to be acknowledged by the world as 
a sovereign State. Their rigùt to do so is now being de- 
cided by wager of battle, ‘[he ports and territories of each 
of these States are held in hostility to the General Govern- 
ment. It is no loose or unorganized rebellion, having no 
defined boundary or possession. It has a boundary marked 
by lines of bayonets, and which can only be crossed by force. 
Soth of this line is cuemy’s territory, because itis claimed 
and held in possession by an organized, hostile, and belli- 
gerent power, All persons residing within this territery, 
whose property may be used to increase the revenue of the 
hostile power, are in this contest liable to be treated as enc- i 
mies, though notforcigners, They have cast off their alle- 
giance and made war on their Government, and are none 
the less enemies because they are traitors.” 

The court, in the same case, in the most dis- 
tinct and emphatic terms, declare the proposition 
that “the Constitution and laws of the United 

States are still operative over persons in all the 
States, for punishment as well as protection,” to 
rest on assumptions which are ‘ without foun- 
dation in the established law of nations.” The 
Opinion was pronounced not by any fanatical 
Republican, but by Judge Grier, a Democrat ap- 
pointed by James K. Polk. The opinion was 
concurred in by all the judges, so far as it relates 
to the quality of the contest and the rights and 
powers it confers on the belligerents. The only 
difference of opinion was as to the date when this 
Government became invested with the unlimited 
plenitude of war power; the majority holding that 
the existence of the war, as a mere fact, on and 
prior to the 27th April, 1861, conferred it, inde- 
pendent of any declaration by the President or 
by Congress; the minority thinking that it was 
only when Congress ratified the blockade that the 
power of capture came into existence. 

Perhaps it would not be worth while to notice, 
if Judge Grier had not quoted and emphasized, 
the recognition by the British Government of hos- 
Ulities as “existing between the Government of 
the United States and certain States styling them- 
selves the confederate States of America.” The 
court doubtless thought that on a question of this 
kind, depending not on the interpretation of mu- 
nicipal law but on the facts, as viewed in thelight 
of that broad common sense which constitutes 
the law of nations, the judgment of England and | 
the other foreign Governments who concurred in 
similar declarations is entitled to considerable | 
weight. I take itthen as irreversibly settled that 
the conflict now raging is a war, not an insurrec- | 
tion; a war not against individual traitors, but | 
against States; a war, therefore, imposing all ihe | 
duties and conferring all the rights that would 
attend one waged against Mexico or Canada, sub- 
ject to no restrictions that would not accompany |; 
such a war. | 

Now, sir, everybody knows that there are no 
limitations on the power of a belligerent in the 
prosecution of war, or to his exercise of absolute, | 
uncontrolled dominion over the territory, polit- 
ical privileges, and local institutions of the van- 
quished, except those which he may prescribe to 
himself from motives of interest or humanity. 
This was so conclusively established and the 
question so thoroughly discussed, so far as it rc- 
Jates ta our rights during the proseeution of the 
war, in the debates on the confiscation act, that} || 
shall say no more on that branch, The judg- jj 

ment of Congress and the Executive has passed || 

| 
| 


upon it; and aftex the lapse of a year that judg- 
ment was more than affirmed by the Supreme 
Court. So that all the departments of the Gov- 
ernment are now irretrievably committed to the jj 
doctrine of plenary belligerent rights against the | 
rebels not as insurrectionists merely, but as hos- | 

j 


ule States. 
The question, as it arises under the recent proc- 


; theater of war, civil, servile, or foreign, from that instant 


| ments to the Constitution provides that in suit 
| not be reéxamined otherwise than according to 


| tended by this provision to exclude its establish- | 


il sent and aid thus given it was perpetuated in 


lamation, is mainly confined to slave property; 
for as to property of every other description, and 
as to all other penalties denounced by the confis- 
cation act, the President proposes to revoke it as 
to all who shall accept the amnesty.. Upon this 
I shall content myself with citing, first, the au- 
thority of John Quincy Adams, the most accom- 
plished in the whole line of our statesmen, by all 
odds the most conversant with public law, for he 
was engaged in its aay and administration from 
the time when, a stripling boy, he accompanied 
his father, as the first minister to Great Britain, till 
he saw, content, the lgst of earth on the floor of 
this House. Seventy years, the full allotted time 
of man, he spent in constant ministration to the 
law of nations; and this is the ripe result of his 
study. On the 25th of May, 1836, he said: 


“From the instant your slavebolding States become the 


the war powers of Congress extend to interference with 
the institution of slavery in every way in which it can be 
interfered with—from a claim of indemnity for slaves taken 
or destroyed, to the cession of the State burdened with 
slavery to a foreign Power.” 

He reiterated this doctrine on this floor on the 
7th of June, 1841, and again in April, 1842, saying: 

“J lay this down as the taw of nations: Isay that mil- 
itary authority takes for the time the placc of ali municipal 
institutions, and slavery among the rest; and that under that 
state of things, so far from its being true thatthe States where 
slavery exists have the exclusive management of the sub- 
jeet, not only the President of the United States but the 
commander of the Army has power to order the universal 
emancipation of the slaves.” 

Accepting this, aş I reverently do, as a sound 
exposition of our belligerent rights by the high- 
est American authority, it puts an end to all ques- 
tion as to the power to emancipate slaves, as the 
President did by his proclamations of September 
22, 1862, and January 1, 1863. In my judgment 
it is superfluous and impertinent to seek to 
strengthen the authority of John Quincy Adams 
by that of any other writer. Butlestany should 
imagine that he was influenced by his detestation 
of slavery, it is right to mention that the same 
doctrine has been declared by men of eminently 
conservative views, among them Professor Par- 
sons, of the Dana Law School. If any one is 
curious to see what he has to say on the subject 1 
refer him to the quotation in Upton’s Law of 
Prize, page 87 of the edition of 1862. 

If it be said that the power exists only where 
it can be and is effectually exercised, thatis, only 
at the time and in the place where our military 
force can actually execute it, I reply, in the first 
place, that the admission of the existence of the 
power under these circumstances necessarily im- 
plies and includes the right to promise emancipa- 
tion as an auxiliary means of obtaining possession 
of the hostile territory, and such a promise im- 
poses the obligation to perform it. It would heap 
infamy upon the nation if we should hesitate to 
redeem its plighted faith. In the second place, | 
independent altogether of any such pledge as that | 
by which the President bas bound the nation, it | 
would be entirely competent to us to enacteman- |! 
cipation as a measure of civil administration ina || 
subjugated State. Whatsoever power the most | 
despotic Government has within itsacknowledged |i 
domain, that the law of nations concedes to any |i 
Government in administering the affairs of a State 
brought under its power by force of arms. So far || 
from the Constitution having any application to |) 
such a case, it is an old and received opinion that |; 
the Constitution does not limit the power of Con- 
gress over a territory not originally a part of the | 
United States but acquired by purchase. This | 
was the opinion of Mr. Webster, and it was on | 
this ground that Congress established in Louisi- į 
ana, Immediately after its acquisition, courts pro- 
ceeding according to the course of the civillaw, f 

| 
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without jury, though the seventh article of Amend- 


s 
involving more than twenty dollars the right of 
trial by jury shall be preserved, and they shall | 


the course of the common law. The civillaw was | 
an abomination to our ancestors, and they in- | 
: allah 

ment by the Federal Government, but by its con- |j 
i 

Louisiana. In that part of the State of New York || 
which was formerly under the Government of | 
Holland the question has been repeatedly before || 
the courts whether the rights of the owners of the f 
banks of streams are governeil Dy the Dutch law, i! 
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which gives the bed. of the stream to the pub- 
lic, or by the English law, which gives it to-the> 
proprietor of the bank, | Jn sucha case. Chancel- 
lor Walworth, in the court of errors, declared the 
law of nations to be this: when a country is. ace: 
quired by conquest, or-even by cession, no formal 
act of legislation is necessary to change the law,’ 
but the mere will of the conqueror is to determine 
whether the ancient laws shall remain or shall-be 
changed either wholly or in part.. He cites -va- 
rious examples of this.. Among the more modern 
is the case of British India, upon the conquest_of 
which the English law was adopted only as to. 
Europeans and their descendants, leaving the 
rights of the native inhabitants to be determined 
by their personal laws as they formerly existed, ° 
except that in controversies between Hindoosand 
Mussulmans the law of the defendant is to be the 
rule of decision instead of the Mussulman law as 
tneretofore. So that in India there are now three, 
systems of law, all of which he says frequently 


come before the same court for decision. In Gib- 


raltar there has been no act of the Government 
abolishing the Spanish law and substituting that 
of England, except the king’s declaration of his 
will that the laws of England should be the meas 
ure of justice to be administered between parties 
as near as might be. Upon this principle the 
widow of a native inhabitant of Gibraltar de- 
scended from Spanish parents was decided to be 
entitled to dower, although she would not have 
been entitled to itif the Spanish law had prevailed. 
I beg your attention to this as being a case affect- 
ing private rights of property and. succession, be- 
cause it is frequently sought to take slavery out 
of the subjection to the will of the conqueror on 
the ground that though conquest transfers the 
allegiance of the vanquished, it does not affect the 
private rights and relations to each other. 

As a further evidence of the powerof a sov- > 
ereign to change the whole laws of a conquered 
or ceded country, Chancellor Walworth refers (17 
Wendell’s Reports, 588) to itasa well-known fact 
that upon taking possession of Louisiana by the 
Spaniards in 1769, under the treaty of cession of 
that colony made by France a few years previ- 
ous, Count O'Reilly, the new Governor, did, by 
a simple proclamation, abolish not only the form 
of government of the colony, but the whole code 
of the French law, the customs of Paris, and the 
ordinances of that kingdom which had thereto- 
fore existed, and substituted the Spanish Jaw in 
their stead. ‘Immediately after which time,’’ he 
adds, ‘* the ancient French laws ceased to exist 
in the ceded province, and the laws of Spain be- 
came the legal rules both as to persons and prop- 
erty; and they so continued until after the ceg- 
sion of Louisiana to the United States in 1803, 
and are still the laws of the States originally em- 
braced within the limits ofthat colony, except so 
far as they have been changed by subsequent 
legislation.” 

1f we concede that under the law of nations the 
conqueror, after the conclusion, is bound not to 
despoil the vanquished population of their private 


| property without compensation, there still is no 


difficulty in upholding the recent proclamation. 
The property in slaves was gone by virtue of the 
confiscation act as to those who, by personal trea- 
son, or giving aid and comfort to the rebellion, 
had become subject to its penalties. The procla- 
mation of January 1, 1863, worked the same re- 
sult as to the slaves of all other persons in enu- 
merated States. And if there was any doubt left 
itis the principal merit of the late proclamation | 
that it removes that doubt; for who can question 
that pardon, the restoration of political rights and 
ofall other forfeited property, is an abundant com- 
pensation for the privation of the claim to prop- 
erty in human beings? If there be any hardship 
in the operation of the proclamation upon slave- 
holders who have been loyal in sentiment and in 
action so far as lay in their power, they have to 
attribute it tothose whose rebellion brought on the 
war, not to the Government, which, while right- 
eously defending its existence, was compelled by 
military necessity to involve them in this, as inso 
many hardships, which do notand cannot.be in-. 


| flicted with any discrimination of the loyal men in 


the disloyal States. They may have just claims for 
remuneration upon their States. Believing as do 
without the shadow of a doubt that the aggregate 
wealth of any State is instantly enhanced by the 
abolition of slavery, I regard it as incumbent on 


ey 


¿with the rebellion, may be in a position to demand 
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thé community which receives the benefit to com- 
pensate those, if any, at whose expense It has j 


been attained, and who, as guiltless of complicity 


it. “The scheme.of the proclamation is to give 
into the hands of such meh the reorganized State 


governments, and thus to enable them to do jus- 
tice to themselyes. “What more can be asked in 
their behalf? a 


“Mattel, who is regarded as among the most hu- 
mahe'and amiable of the great writers on the law 
6f'nations, makes a just distinction between the 
mode of treating the inhabitants of a country sub- 
dded in a war that'was not of their seeking, but 
forced upon them by their sovereign, and that may 

«properly be applied where the people are them- 
selves'résponsible for the war, which is the case 
ofthe rebels. “$ In this case,” he says, “the con- 
queror may with justice lay burdens on the con- 
quered, both as a compensation for the expenses 
of the war and asa penalty. He may, according 
to the degree of indocility, govern them with firm- 
ness and vigor, for dispiriting and weakening 
them, and ifnecessary keep them some time in a state 
of slavery.”? 

After stating that this should endure no longer 
than the defénse and safety of the victor require 
it, Vattel refers to the obligation in conscience to 
restore the booty recovered from an enemy to a | 
third party who had been deprived of itin an un- | 
just war. He declares— 

«Phe obligation is more certain and more extensive with 
regard ton people whom our enemy had unjustly oppressed. 
Fora people thus spoiled of its liberty never departs from 
the hope of recovering it, Lf not voluntarily incorporated 
with the conquering State. If it has not freely assisted 
against us‘In the war, the use we are to make of our vic- 
tory is not that it shall only come under a new master, but 
its chains shall be broken. ‘To deliver an oppressed people 
ig a noble fruit of victory, and thus to acquire a faithful 
friend isa great gain.” 

Can any language more faithfully describe the | 
condition of the blacks, or our interests, our rights, 
and our duties in regard to them? 

tis in the light of these plain principles, which 
recognize facts as. they exist in their outrageous 
verity, and do not insist that a thing is invisible 
because it ought not to be scen, that the dismem- 
berment of Virginia and the erection of the new 
State of West Virginia will finally be justified and 
maintained. How much wiser and safer is it to 
stand on obvious truths that plain people can 
understand than to pile fiction apon fiction and 
crown the baseless fabric with two Senators af- 
fecting to represent that partof the Old Dominion 
which is still unsubdued, and giving them the 
same power to resist the action of this TTouse 
which is wielded by the great and loyal State of |i 
New York. 

T think itis now apparent that this Government 
possesses more extensive powers in respect to 
the revolted States than all that are asserted in 
the late proclamation. Whether they are vested 
in the President alone, whether heis not required | 
to exercise them in subordination to the direction 
of Congress, are other questions. Edo notin- 
tend to surrender one jot of the legitimate au- 
thority of Congress, but while conecding away || 
none of its privileges, I will accept the initiative ji 
of the President o far as he proposes measures | 
which my judgment approves, and will support | 
it by statute. l am ready, therefore, now to say | 
in what respect f think the plan of the proclama- | 
tion may be improved. 

In the first place it seems to me an error -to | 
make the prescribed oath to abide by and support | 
the proclamations of emancipation contingent in 
any way upon a future decision of the Supreme | 
Courtin respect to theirvalidity. The effect must 
be to tempt if not invite persons to take the oath | 
and thus to restore themselves the rights of citi- | 

zens, who are still bitterly opposed to the policy |: 

1 
] 
I 
j 
| 
l 
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of emancipation, and who rely for defeating it; 
upon adecision which they will assuredly labor 

to obtain. There was not the least necessity for 

qualifying the oath with this condition. Theright ! 
to exact it rests simply on the power to inflict the | 
extreme penalties of treason, or military,execu- | 
lion upon those who decline the terms of amnesty, 
It is very plain that a man may by his own con- | 
sent waive a right secured to him by the Consti- ! 
tution or laws. 


So far as I know there is no such | 
penalty as banishment prescribed by the criminal | 
code of any of the States. But it is a familiar | 
practice to pardon offenders upon condition that | 
they banish themselves from the State, or from i 


| ca temporary arrangement” in relation to the 


| government which requires the support of garri- 


| imported into San Francisco after the treaty of 


! a civil 


the United States, and the moment the condition 
is broken, the original sentence revives and is car- 
ried into execution. If, then, the President en- 
tertained a suspicion that by possibility his proc- 
lamations abolishing slavery might be void, he 
might have seized the occasion to put the ques- 
tion at rest by extorting the unqualified consent 
of the slaveholders who accept the amnesty. -It 
is in their power to emancipate those whom they 
claim as slaves, whether it was in the President's 
power or not. He could have obtained their rat- 
ification, and thus foreclosed all possible contro- 
versy. Doubtless this, asa part of the pardoning 
power, is a prerogative which we cannot control. 

For similar reasons I regret the intimation that 


freéd people will not be objectionable to the na- 
tional Executive. This is liable to be construed 
as suggesting some such system of apprenticeship 
as that by which the British Government preceded 
complete emancipation in its West India colonies. 
Their experience is anything but favorable to such 
an experiment. It proved that a transitionary 
state was worse both for the employer and the 
laborer than the absolute freedom of the latter. 
It only protracted dissatisfaction, restless uncasi- 
ness, sloth, want of enterprise, and poverty on 
the part of both.” I am not prepared to say that 
Llook with favor on the plan of suddenly reor- 
gunizing the State governments under the control 
of a small fraction of the people. l£ the one tenth 
to whom the powers of government are to be com- 
mitted are really loyal men, it will be found that 
they have grievous wrongs to avenge suffered at 
the hands of theirdisloyal neighbors, Allhistory 
teaches us that such governments are inclined to 
do justice with small mixture of mercy. It has 
passed into a proverb that restorations are vin- 
dictive. 

1f, on the other hand, which I apprehend is the 
more probable supposition, a majority of those 
who qualify themselves as electors shaibbe of the 
other class, dyed deep in voluntary treason, and 
submitting only for the sake of immunity from 
its penalties, then I ask why should we be in 
haste to commit the State governments to them? 
Why should we hurry to invite such Senators as 
they will send into the other Chamber? 

Sir, I hold it best for all parties to continue the 
military government so Jong as there is a neces- 
sity for military occupation, If there is to be a 


sons, let it be our own Government, and not those 
of a so-called State, propped on the bayonets of 
soldiers from beyond its borders. There is nota 
doubt of our authority to continue it after the 
formal restoration of peace. This question has 
also been conclusively settled by the unanimous 
decision of the Supreme Court in the case of 
Cross vs. Harrison, (16 Floward’s R., page 164.) 
‘fhe action was for the return of duties on goods 


peace, by which New Mexico becamen ‘Territory 
of the United States. The duties were collected | 
under a tari preseribed first by Commodore 
Shubrick, and afterwards modified by Colonel 
Mason, signing himself Colonel of first dragoons, 
and Governor gf California,’ and attesting the act 
by the additional signature of“ FLW. Halleck, 
lieutenant of engineers, and secretary of State.” 
‘These gentlemen had organized and administered 


government. Of this the Supreme Court 


sty: 

<The government of which Colonel Maso 
ecutive badits origin in the legitimate exere 
cnt right over a conquered t viia Paia 
© ft was the goverment When the territory was ceded as | 
a conquest, and it did not cease asa matter of course or as 
a neccss consequence of the restoration of peace.” 


was the ex- 
of a beiliger- 
* x * 


After citing two earlier cases in confirmation.of 
the doctrine, the court say: 

« Our conclusion is that the civil government of Cali- 
fornia, organized as it was from aright of conquest, did not 
cease or become defunct in consequence of the ature 
of the treaty of peace or from its ratification. We think it 
was continued overa ceded conquest without any violation 
of the Constitution or laws of the United States, and that 
until Congress legislated for it the duties on foreign goods 
were legally demanded and luwtally received by Mr. Har- 
rison, the collector of ghe port,” (appointed by Governor 
Mason.) 


This, sir, establishes our right under the Con- 
stitution to continue a civil government instituted 
by military authority, until Congress, in its dis- 
cretion, deems it wise to ordain a new frame of | 


government. We may then construct territorial 


governments, giving to such of the inhabitants 
as may be safely trusted with the elective fran- 
chise the power of domestic legislation, subject 
to the veto of Congress, and the right to be heard 
on this floor by Delegates. This is more than 
would be granted by any other nation in the world. 
It is more than Great Britain allows to her colo- 
nies that have neverrebelled. When, in addition 
to this, we are asked to restore revolted States 
and their inhabitants to that power of governing 
us which, after exercising for sixty years, they 
threw away—rejected only because they saw that 
the time had come when the free States were de- 
termined to exercise their proper share in the 
Government—I, for one,demur: I would retain 


| at least a negative upon their legislation for their 


internal concerns until time has soothed the ani- 
mosities of the struggle and they can be trusted 
to deal righteously and kindly with each other. 
And before I ask their aid in governing me and 
my constituents, in our national relations, I shall 
take time to be assured that not a small fraction 
but the great majority of them have got to such 
a frame of mind, and have so molded their pol- 
icy, that there shall be no conflict of interests or 
feeling to gencrate fresh controversy. If this be 
regarded as a punishment it is the most trifling 
ever inflicted for so great a crime. Think of it, 
and see how wide isthe difference between avictor, 
whose sovereignty is absolute, who ‘ may either 
admit the vanquished to the rights of subjects or 
banish them, as enemies, from the country, and 
allowing the vanquished to enjoy the capacity of 
self-government, and the stretch of generosity _ 
which invites him to govern the victor. 

I have been candid and free in stating my ob- 
jections to the plan proposed by the President. 
L have the less hesitation in doing so, because I 
honor the frankness and integrity with which he 
states his difficulties, and invites the proposal of 
amendments. Noman in the course of time has 
been invested with such tremendous responsibili- 
ties; no man has discharged himself of his great: 
office with such universal confidence in the honesty 
of his purposes and disinterested devotion tothe 
publicgood. {shall give him my cordial support 
in the general features of his plan, if Congress shall 


| disagree with meas to the objections which present 


themselves. Ifnotthebestthatcould be proposed, 
it bas at least the merit of being extremely gener- 
ous to our deluded brethren, amply warranted by 
the law of nations, and tendering terms of pacifica- 
tion which secure to ourselves much less than we 
mightjustly require. We are strong enough to 
abate something of our legitimate rights, confi- 
dent enough of our future to put something at 
risk, and while I cannot counsel, I may concur 
in supporting the proclamation as it is. 

Mr. STILES moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker pro tem- 
pore having resumed the chair, Mr. Bourwe, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole onthe 
state ofthe Union had had under consideration the 
Union generally, and particularly the annual mes- 
sage of the President of the United ‘States, and 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. DAWES, (at ten 
minutes after three o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned till Monday, 


IN SENATE. 
Mowpay, March 21, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Senperranp, 
The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
provéd. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the Sth of February, information in relation 
to orders to the provost marshals in the States of 
Kentucky, Delaware, Missouri, and Maryland, 
concerning electionsin those States; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Powers, was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. i 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GRIMES presented a memorial of the Le- 
gislature of Iowa in favor of the construction of 
a military and wagon road from some pọint on 
the west side of the Missouri river at or near the 


1864, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


mouth of the Niobrara river, in Nebraska Ter- 
ritery, to Gallatin, in Idaho Territory; which was 
réferted to the Committee on Territories, 

Mr. NESMITH presented the petition of J. 
H. Rogers and others, citizens of Oregon, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a mail route from 
Roseburg to Port Orford, in that State; which was 
referred to the Commiittee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. e 

‘Mr. HOWE presented a memorial of the Le- 
gislature of the State of Wisconsin in favor of 
the establishment of a mail route from the city of 

' Fond-du-Lac, in the county of Fond-du-Lac, to 
‘Stockbridge, in the county of Calumet; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin in favor of causing all the un- 
surveyed Jands in that State to be surveyed and 
brought into market at the earliest day practica- 
ble;:;which was referred to the Committee on Pub? 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

` He also presented a memorial of the Chamber 

of Commerce of the city of Milwaukee, Wiscon- 

sin, praying for the passage of a general bankrupt 

Jaw; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. : 


Mr. CLARK presented a memorial of the ofi- 


cers of the northern railroad of New Hampshire, 


remonstrating against the extension of Good- f 


car’s patent for the manufactyre of vulcanized 
ndia rubber; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a memorial of the 
president and directors of the Lowell and Law- 
rence Railroad Company, and the president and 

_ directors of the Salem and Lowell Railroad Com- 
pany, remonstrating against the extension of the 
patent of Charles Goodyear for the manufacture 
of vulcanized India rubber; which was referred to 

. the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Ẹe also presented six petitions of citizens of 
New Bedford, Massachusetts, praying for in- 
creased railroad facilities between the cities of 
New York and Philadelphia; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and the 
Militia. 

Mr.SUMNER., Talso presenta petition whieh 
comes from Port Hudson, Louisiana. Itis signed 
by the officers of the United States. volunteer 
army now holding positions in the colored mili- 
tary organizations in Louisiana. They respect- 
fully petition Congress to exercise at the earliest 
possible moment its constitutional powers for the 
immediate abolition of slavery throughout the 
United States, and the advancement of colored 
men to all the civil and political rights now eñ- 
joyed by white men, I move its reference to the 
committee on slavery and freedmen. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of C. ©. 
Hutchinson, United States Indian agent, praying 

«for indemnity for tle loss of a Treasury draft, 


avhich was lost in the destruction of the Lawrence | 


Bank, at Lawrence, Kansas, by Quantrill’s band 
in August last; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ‘ a ; 

Mr, MORGAN presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of New York, praying for increased railroad 
facilities between the citics of New York and 
Philadelphia; which were referred to the Com- 
vaittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN, 

On motion of Mr. FOOT, it was 

Ordered, That George Page have leave to withdraw his 
gctition and other papers from the files of the Senate. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was: referred the bill (H. R.. 
Wo. 151) making appropriations for the naval 


service for the year ending June 30, 1865, reported | 


it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 176) authorizing the 
erection of buildings for the branch mint at San 
Francisco, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. No. 175) in relation to deserters | 


from the military service of the United States, 

reported it without amendment. . an 
Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Mil- 

itary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- 


-elaring the road from Leavenworth city, via Grasshopper 


! fork of the Kansas river where the military road crosses the 
‘same between Kort Riley and Junction City. 


ferred the bill (S. No. 173).to organize the invalid 
corps of the Army, reported- it with amendments, 

Mr. HOWE. The Committee on Finance, to 
whom was referred a bill (S. No. 33) providing 
for the establishmentof a branch mint ofthe Uni. 
ted States at Portland, Oregon, have instructed me 
to report back the bill, and ask to be discharged 
from its further consideration: ; 

The report-was agreed to. a 

Mr. HOWE. The same committee have also 
instructed me to report in lieu of thata bill (S. No. 
185) to establish assay offices at Carson City, in 
the Territory of Nevada, and at Dalles City, in 
the State of Oregon, and for other purposes. | 
_ The bill was read, and passed to'a second read- 
ing. 7 $ 


too 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HARDING asked, and by unapimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce abill (S. No. 
181) in reference to donation claims in Oregon and 
Washington; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committce on Public Lands. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas, asked, and by unan- 
imous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 182) to amend an act entitled “An act for 
a grant of lands to the State of Kansas in altere’ 
nate sections, to aid in the construction of certain 
railroads and telegraphs in said State;’? which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CLARK asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent. obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
183) in amendment of an act entitled ‘An actre- 
lating to foreign coins and the coinage of cents at 
the Mint of the United States,” approved. F'eb- 
ruary 21, 1857, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. f 

Mr. CLARK. subsequently said: The Com- 
mittee on Finance, to: whom was referred a bill 
(S. No. 183) inamendment of an act entitled ‘ An 
act relating to foreign coins and the coinage of 
cents at the Mint of the United States,” approved 
February 21, 1857, have instructed me to report 
it back with a recommendation that it pass. | 
desire to have it printed as early as possible, as I 
wish to‘call it up in the morning for passage. 

Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
184) to amend an act entitled “An act to define 
the powers and duties of the levy court of the 
county of Washington, District of Columbia, in 
regard to roads, and for other purposes, ’’ approved 
March 3, 1863; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 3 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas, in pursuance of previ- 
ous notice, asked and obtained leave to introduce 
a bill (S. No. 186) for the relief of the Peorias, 
Piankeshaws, Kaskaskias, and Wea Indians of 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

POST ROUTE IN KANSAS. 
s 

Mr. LANE, ofsKansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani- | 
mous consent, and agreed to: i 


Resolved, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads be instracted to inquire into the expediency of de- 


Falls and Houlton, to Fort Riley, a post route. 
BRIDGE IN KANSAS. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed Lo inquire into the expediency of making an appro- 
priation for the ereétion of a bridge across the Republican 


PORT OF ENTRY IN KANSAS. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani-. 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of declaring the city of Leav- 
enworth, in the State’ of Kansas, a port of entry. 


MAIL ROUTE IN OREGON. 


*Mr. NESMITH submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous côn- 
sent, and agreed to: i 

Resolvedg That the Committec on Post Offices and ‘Post 


- Oregon, 


Roads be instructed to inguire into the expediency of estab- 
lishing a mail route from Rozeburg, via ‘Ten Mile Creek, | 


` 


Camas. Valley, junction:of middle and south forks: oë Eo% 
quille, Lenhertis Prairie; and Sixes Mines, to. ‘ford, 


_ PAY, AND PENSION OF .CHAPL 

A message wasreceived from the-Ho 
resentatives, by Mr. McPHersone i 
turning to the Senate, agreeably to. 
the bill (H. R. No. 302) toamend secti 
the act approved July 17, 1862, entitled 
to define the pay and emoluments of certain 
of the Army,-and for other puxposes,?? 
amendments of the Senate thereto, 

-On motion of Mr. FOSTER, it was ; 

Ordered, ‘That. the “Secretary cause the error in the en- 
grossment of the amendments of the Senate to, the bid of 
the House (No. 302) to. amend section nine of the act ap-' - 
proved July 17, 1862, entitled “An ‘act to define the pay 
and emoluments of certain officers of the Army, and: for 
other purposes,” to be corrected, and that he return the 


‘said bill and amendments to the House of Representatives: 


for its concurrence therein. 
MILITARY INTERFERENCE WITH ELECTIONS. |} 


Mr. HOWARD. If it be-in order, I move to 
take uf the bill (S. No. 37) to prevent officers of 
the Army and Navy, and other persons engaged 
in the military and. naval service of the United 
States,from interfering in elections in the States, 
for the purpose of making it the special order of 
the day for to-morrow at one o’clock. ‘ 

. The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD. I now move that it bè made 
the special order of the day for'to-morrow-at odë 


o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to. 


-BNLYISTMENTS IN THY ARMY. 000) 
Mr. WILSON. If there be no farther morn: 
ing business, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 41. : 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 41) to promote enlist- 
ments in the Army of the United States, and for 
other purposes; the pending question being.on the 
motion of Mr. CarLILE to refer the bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. - ae 
Mr. WILSON. I desire, after consulting with 
some Senators, to modify the amendment: that I 
offered to the bill, by adding after the word “wife,” 
in the sixth line, the words ** meaning thereby the 
woman regarded and treated by him as such,” 
and after the word ‘‘ and,” in the same line, to 
insert the word ‘his;”? so that the amendment 
will read: . ; ; 
That when any person of African descent, whose service 
or Jabor is claimed in any State under the laws thereof, 
shall be mustered into the military or naval service of the 
United States, his wife, meaning thereby the woman’ re~ 
garded and treated by him as such, and his children, if any 
he‘have, shall forever thereafter be free, any law, usage, or 
custom whatever to the contrary notwithstanding. j 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
will be so modified. The question is on commit- 
ting the bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. CARLILE. On that question hask forthe 
yeas and nays. : ie 
The yeas and nays were. ordered; and beiig 
taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Carlile, Cqwan, Davis, Doolittle, Har- 
ding, Howe, Nesmith, Powek, Riddle, Saulsbury, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, Van Winkle, and Willey—14. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Dix- 
on, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Harlan, Howard, 
dobnson, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sumner, Wade, Wilkinson, and 
Wäson—22. ” i 
Mr. ANTHONY (daring the call of the roll) 
stated that his colleague [Mr. Sprague] had been 
called home by serious sickness in his family. 
The VICE PRESIDENT, The question now 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. Coxness] to refer the bill to the se- 
lect committee on slavery and freedmen. 
The motion was not agrecd to. f 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Thequestion nov 
ison the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Pomeroy] tothe amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts; 
{Mr. Wirson.] The amendment to the amend-- 
ment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. 
amendment—— : E: 

Mr. WILSON. , The ‘second: section: of. my 
amendment was withdrawn. The only amend- 
ment proposed by me now, is the first section of 
my printed amendment.as ‘I have modified it: 

Mr, POMEROY... If the second:section of the 


In the second section of the 


_* 
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Senator’s amendment is withdrawn, f withdraw 
my amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kansas has a right to moveto amend the stction 
before the question is put on striking it out. 

Mr. POMEROY. If there shall be no effort to 

ass the second section, of course I do not desire 
o amend it. . è 

Mr. WILSON. 
section. g i 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I withdraw my amend- 
ment. ; . : 

The VICEPRESIDENT, The question now 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts as modified. ; , , 

“Mr. JOHNSON. Iask for the reading of it. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

"That when any person of African descent, whose service 
or labor is claimed in any State under the laws thereof, 
shall be mustered into the military or naval service of the 
United States, his wife, meaning thereby the woman re- 

* garded and treated by him as such, and his children, if any 
he have, shall forever thereafter be free, any law, usage, 
or custom whatsoever to the contrary notwithstanding. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. This is the pro- 
posed amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to be inserted in licu of the original bill after 
the enacting clause. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding to it: 

Anà the loyal owner or owners of the wife or children of 
all staves taken into the military service of the United 
States shall be entitled to a just compensation for such 
wife and children of said slaves, which may be taken from 
such owner or owners, to be ascertained by three commis- 
sioners to be appointed by the judge of the United States 
district court for the district in which the wife and chil- 
dren of any slave sv mustered into the military service may 
reside, which commissioners shall make a detailed report 
to said judge, who shall approve or remand the same to 
the said commissioners, and when the report shall have been 
affirmed by said judge, the owner or owners of any wite 
cand children aforesaid, shall be paid such sums as said re- 
port may state they are entitled to, aut of any money in the 
‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. President, 1 assumed some days ago, and 
I think established by the most overwhelming 
amount of authority, that property existed in 
slaves, and furthermore, that I thought no sane 
man could controvert that position. T shall consider 
both these propositious to be established by the 
authorities which L then adduced, and shall treat 
the subject as though the property of the owners of 
slaves, as well in the husband that is taken into the 
military service as in his wife and children, was 
conceded; at any rate that it is established. 

The most extraordinary positions that I have 
ever heard asserted and endeavored to be main- 
tained by argument in relation to property, or that 
lever read of, have been made in this Senate. I 
belicve propositions about parallel are made in the 
present und were made inthe late House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States Congress. fi 
addition to the most extravagant and, as L think, 
utterly unsound and untenable position, that prop- 
erty cannot exist in a slave, was one announced 
on the lastday that this subject was up in this 
body, that the General Government had a right to 
take private property without making any com- 
pensation at the time, or making any regulations 
to secure compensation.in the future. 

If these doctrines were attempted to be carried 
into effect against the constituency of the mem- 
bera of this body and of the other House who 
have assumed them, E suppose they would soon 
adopt my opinions of them. I hold, sir, that the 
Constitution and the laws in relation to private 
property, and the power of the General Govern- 
ment over private propérty, are the same exactly 
without regard to the class of property. The 
General Government has no higher right to inter- | 
fere with property in slaves than it has in lands, 
or horses, or any other subject of property. 
Here isa plainly written provision of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and almost every 
State in the Union has in its constitution a simi- 
lar provision: 

« No person shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property, 
without due process of Jaw; nor shall private property be | 
taken for public use, without just compensation.”? | 


r 
T have withdrawn the second 


Sir, what does this bill propose to do? Totake ; 
the wife and the children of every slave man who | 


may be mustered into the military service of the | 
United States from their owners, not only with- 
out just compensation but without any compen» | 
sation atall. Was thereever a more unjust and | 
unconstitutional proposition made in a legislative 


body? I estimate that the average number of 
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slaves to the soldier that would be taken.by this 
provision would be four—a wife and three chil- 
dren. The average price of the wife and three 
children would be at least $500, and I believe 
more. I have entire confidence thatif the United 
States Government would cease its war upon that 
property it would soon rise’ largely above that 
sum. {t is now proposed in the Senate of the 
United States, as a legislative measure, under a 
Constitution guarantying to all property-holders 
a just compensation for their property before it 
shall be taken for public use, to deprive the own- 
ers of every such wife and children of them of 
a property worth $2,000, without making any 
compensation for that property. s 

A Republican Senator*some days since said 
that the number of negro recruits which would 
be required of Kentucky would be about ten thou- 
sand. Estimating a wife and three children as the 
average of each one,-at $500 per head, and there 
will be forty thousand which you propose to take 
from their owners without one cent of compen- 
sation. Forty thousand slaves would be worth 
$20,000,000. “How soon you will rob us of the 
residue of our slave property, in this or some 
other way, no person can predict. Yankee in- 
vention and ingenuity seem to have lost none of 
their fertility in the matter of depriving us of our 
slaves against Constitution and law. 

Mr. President, there-are a great many vicis- 
situdes in this lifeyand those vicissitudes are as 
rapid and as extreme in politics and in the rise 
and fall of political partics as in any other of the 
concerns of man, Gentlemen scem to be exer- 
cising their authority as though they not only had 
a life-estate in their present places and power, 
but as though they had an estate in fee-simple, in, 
perpetuity, init. ‘They will wake up one of these 
days to the conclusion that they have indulged a 
most fatal delusion. . I hope that that day is not 
long to be postponed.. Then we spall see the 
political nostrums which the party in power have 
been compounding for their opponents in politics 
tendered to them, and they compelled to swallow 
them down, and what an awful squirming there 
willbe! What a change will then come over 
these dominating, unjust, and oppressive men; 
over their sense of right and wrong, and of the 
protection which is due to them by their Govern- 
ment under the express and plainly written guar- 
antees of the Constitution! 

Sir, I was amazed that the honorable Senator 
from Maine, (Mr. Fessunpen,] a gentleman of 
rave ability and gencrally of very just modes of 
thinking, should have assumed the position, when- 
he addressed the Senate a few days since, that 
the Government might take private property. with- 
out providing any compensation for it by law, 
looking to the future and to the sovereign pleas- 
ure of the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment whether they would ever make any pro- 
vision to compensate the owner or not. But that 
position of the honorable Senator was not so un- 
soundsand extravagant as that assumed by other 
gentlemen, that the Governmeht had the right to 
take this property, not only without making any 
compensation for it but avowing at the time that 
their purpose was never to make such compen- 
sation; and thatthe United States Governmenthad 
the power thus to rob and despoil all and any class 
of citizens, discriminating to further their own 
sinister, corrupt, and selfish purposes. 

Sir, suppose the words which [ have read from 
our Constitution were embodied in a contract 
between tWo individuals; that one sold a landed 
estate to another, and in the contract it was pro- 
vided before the purchaser should have the right of 
property, or possession, just compensation shoald 


How would the honorable Senator from Maine, 
as a sound lawyer, construe such a contract? 
How.would the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
Howanp] interpret such a contract? Those Sen- 
ators learned in the law know that there are three 
classes of contracts: one independent, second de- 
pendent, and the third mutual; and thata contract 
embracing the substance of the language embodied 
: in the Constitution between two individuals would 
| bea mutual contract; and the stipulations entered 
| into by the respective parties would have to be per- 
formed at the game time by each party; orto give 
to either party the benefit of the contract, he would 
have to be ready and offer to execute”it on his 
part; and the one failing could not claim the ex- 


be made to the vendor of the property for it. | 


ecution, or any right under it; and if the other 

arty had covenanted for the sale of property by 
it, his right to the possession and title of the prop- 
erty would not be impaired; but he, being in no 
default, could hold the other liable in damages for 
his defalcation, ; 

When the Constitution provides that private 
property shall not be taken for public use with- 
out just compensation, it means both substantially 
and literally that no owner of property shall have 
it taken for public use without receiving at the 
time of its being taken just compensation, or such 
compensation being then secured to him and to 
be paid within a reasonable time. Why, sir, if 
all the horses that have been purchased from the 
Northwest had been taken just as it is now pro- 
posed to take negroes from their owners, would 
the Northwest have ever submitted to such in- 
justice, such robbery? Who will say they ought 
to have submitted to it? No, sir. Itavould be 
their own Government plundering and robbing 
them against the express provision of the Con- 
stitution. They would have had aright to resist, 
and they could have successfully resisted in the . 
courts of law.the depriving them of their prop- 
erty until a just compensation was made or se- 
cured to them for it. Failing in that resort, they 
would have hed the right to redress themselves. 

Sir, the courts of most of the Statcs have dis- 
tinctly sustained this great principle. Private 
property cannot be taken for public use without 
full and fair compensation being made or secured 
to the owner before he is deprived af its posses- 
sion. They have decided expressly, as any man 
of sound sense and of a just comprehension of 
right and wrong would decide, that if the owner 
have his property taken from him without such 
compensation made or secured to him, it would 
infract a right solemnly guarantied to him by an 
express provision of the Constitution,and would 
not divest or impair his title to the property. If 
all that vast amount of Army supplies that have 
been manufactured in the North and sold to the 
United States Government, amounting to hun- 
dreds of millions, and I have no doubt to a thou- 
sand million dollars, had been taken from the 
manufacturers, from the inhabitants of the free 
States, from those who claim to be the peculiar 
and the almost éxclusive loyal men of the coun- 
try, without making them compensation—if such 
a proffer Was made to them as would be compre- 
hended in the position of the Senator from Maine 
at the head of the Finance Committee a few days 
since, would there have been one man of all the 
sellers of those Army supplies to the Government 
of the United States, would there have been one 
of their representatives in cither House of Con- 
gress but what would have entered his. protest 
against such oppression and robbery? 

Sir, I was also surprised ata position assumed 
by the honorable Senator from Wisconsin, who 
is at the head of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
[Mr. Doouirree,} that tè legislative depart- - 
ment of the Governmenthas a right to take props 
erty for public use, and itself assess the value of 
that property. I wondered that so able and sound 
a lawyer as that honorable Senator is'should have 
taken so unsound and so untenable a position. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator allow me to interrupt him ?- 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly. X 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Itisnow the time for call- 
ing up the unfinished business of the last sitting 
of the Senate; and [will say to the honorable Sen- 
ator that there was a bill pending then in relation 
to the Indian department in California, which J 
wish to have come up at‘one o'clock, It now 
wants but a minute or two of that time, and per- 
haps I may as well interrupt the Senator at this 
point of his speech, and ask that that bill be now 
taken up, unlesshe very much prefers to finish bis 
speech now. Ifso, I shall wait till he is through. 
It will take but a short time to dispose of that 
bill; and it is very important that it should be 
disposed of. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam willing to consult the pleas- 
ure of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin and 
to submit myself to what the Senate shall decide 
in relation to his proposition. 

. Mr. DOOLITTLE. [ suppose Iam entitled 
to call up the unfinished business at one o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It comes up with- 
out any motion at one o’clock. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Itis one o'clock now 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from | 


Kentucky yielding the floor, tbe Chair will now 
call up, with the consentof the Senate, the unfin- 
ished business of Friday’s session, which is the 
special order for to-day. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS IN CALIFORNIA. 


The consideration of the bill (S. No. 80) to pro- 
vide for the better organization of Indian affairs 
in California was resumed as in Committee of 
the Whole, the pending question being on/the 
amendment of Mr. Conness to the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
The amendment of Mr. Conness proposed to 
strike out, in line twenty of the first section of 
the amendment of the committee, the word “ fif- 
teen,” and to insert the word ‘‘cighteen,”? so as 
to read,“ that the superintendent shall be author- 
ized to appoint a clerk at a compensation not to, 
exceed $1,800 per annum.” 

Mr. CONNESS. [believe the opposition which 
was made to this amendment when we consid- 
dered the bill lastis withdrawn, and I hope there- 
fore it will be adopted at once. 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire for a very few 
moments, if I can have the attention of the Sen- 
ate, to explain what will be the effect of this bill 
in California upon the expense of administering 
the Indian department there, as near as can be 
estimated. 

Under the existing law there are two superin- 
tendencies in California, a northern and a south- 
ernsuperintendency. Inthe northernsuperintend- 
ency there are now four reservations, the Mendo- 
cino reservation, the Nome-lackee reservation, the 
Round valley reservation, and the Smith River 
valley reservation. Inthe southern superintend- 
ency there is but one which is denominated asa 
reserve, and that is the reserve at Tejon; but 
there are other agencies in California for the 
Owens’ river Indians, for the Colorado district 
Indians, and for the ‘Tulare river Indian farm. 
By the present bill it is proposed to reduce the 
superintendencies into one, and to have but four 
agents. Under the existing law there are five su- 
pervisors, as they are denominated, substantially 
agents. The present bill reduces the number to 
four. It provides for the reduction of all the res- 
ervations in California to four. There isto beat 
least one inthe northern district; there mu be two 
there and two in the southérn, or onc in the norih- 
ern and three in the southern district. 

The reduction in the expense of the working 
force in California in.the Indian department will 
be seen by a short statement. There are now two 
superintendents at $3,600 cach; the bill proposes 
to have but one, at $3,600. There are now two 
clerks; the number will be reduced to one, Jn- 
stead of five supervisors at $1,800 cach, there will 
be four agents at $1,800 each, Instead of twenty 
laborers at $12,000, as is provided for in the ex- 
isting appropriation bill and under the existing 
Jaws, there will be for cach reservation one farm- 
er, one carpenter, one physician, and one black- 
smith, at $50 a month; and an appropriation in 
all for the sixteen (if there are four reservations) 
at $600 each, will be $9,600, instead of $12,000 
for the laborers under the present system. The 
expense of the whole working force will be re- 
duced to $21,900, whereas under existing laws it 
is $9,300 more, making $30,200. It will reduce 
the expense of the Government in the working 
force of the officers employed in California by 
the sum of $9,300. 

A question was suggested to me by my friend 
from Maine [Mr. Fessenpen] in relation to the 
extent of the reservations which are to be set 
apart under this bill, The bill provides that these 
reservations shall be located by the Sccretary of 
the Interior under the direction of the President, 
and they may be located upon some of the exist- 
ing reservations. Itis true the bill does not limit 
by metes and bounds, or by numbers of acres or 
sections, the size of the reservations; but there is 
this limitation put in the bill, that in relation to 
any improvements or any property belonging to 
individuals which the Secretary of the Interior 
may contract to purchase for the sake of these 
reservations, those contracts for purchases are to 
be reported by the Secretary of the Interior to 
Congress for their examination and for their ap- 
propriation before they become binding upon the 
Government. 


Mr. CONNESS. Will the Senator allow më 
to say one word right here? i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONNESS. In my opinion no acre will 
be purchased underthat power. There willbeno 
need to purchase any; but on the contrary some 
of the existing reservations will be sold. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. There is power contained 
in the bill to dispose of some of the existing reser- 
vations, and we hope that what we get for the 
reservations disposed of will more than pay for 
all the expenses we shall be subject to in purchas- 
ing out the improvements that some white men 
have got in some of these valleys where we may 
desire to establish the new reservations. $ 

But, Mr. President, that for which we most hope 
under this bill is that our Indian affairs of Cali- 
fornia may be reduced to a system. It has been 
altogether too indefinite, too expensive, too loose 
initsadministration, We hopealso that we may 
secure a system which will bring us permanent 
peace. Perhaps itis not known to the Senate, 
but such is the fact, that in some portions of Cali- 
fornia there has existed almost continual war be- 
tween some of our troops and some of the Indi- 
ans, and these war expenses are the enormous 
expenses connected with the administration of In- 
dian affairs. Lt would be far more economical if 
we should spend by fifties and hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars in feeding Indians and in making 
presents to Indians, even if we run the risk of 
having our agents sometimes misapply a portion 
of the funds to their own use, rather than to deal 
with them as much as weare dealing with them, 
in my opinion, at the point of the bayonet, inact- 
ual war, because the expenses of these wars run 
up by millions where the expenses of dealing with 
them in another mode are counted only by thou- 
sands and hundreds of thousands. 

Mr. President, the Indians in California, like 
the Indians all over this continent, are fast fading 
away. Inashort time there will hardly anything 
be left of them but the beautiful names which they 
have fixed upon our rivers and our towns. Ithas 
been so in our whole history from the earliest col- 
onization, beginuing with New England. ‘They 
have been fading away as thé white population 
has been advancing upon them. They have faded 
away from the whole eastern slope of the Allegha- 
nies, and indeed they bave almost passed away 
from the valley of the Mississippi; and now since 
the discovery and opening of California and Ore- 
gonand Washington Territory, when our popu- 
lation is setting in upon the Pacific coast, and 
advancing from the Pacific coast eastward, the In- 
dians are driven to the mountains, and the mount- 
ains being discovered to abound with gold our 
hardy and energetic pioneers are in the mount- 
ains, and the Indians are being driven and scat- 
tered everywhere. Their game, their means of 
living, being destroyed, they are reduced to that 
condition where from the very necessities of their 
position they are sometiynes tempted to plunder 
upon the white population, to steal, in order to 


live, rather than starve. This course of proceed- | 
ing on their part leads to conflicts upon the border | 
beyond the reach to a certain extent of the power | 


of our laws and their administration; and these 


conflicts between the Indians and the white inhab- | 
itants lead on to war and millions of expense to | 


the utter destruction of the Indian race. 

The system proposed by this bill corresponds 
somewhat, as my friend from Maine [Mr. Fes- 
SENDEN] will recollect, to the system proposed by 


another honorable Senator from California, (Mr. į 


Latham,) who preceded the Senator upon my 
right, (Mr. Conness,] and which was adopted 
by the Senate last year, but was not adopted by 


the other House, and we were therefore thrown || 


back upon the old system. 
- Mr. President, as | am upon the floor, and upon 


the question of our relations to the Indians, I de- | 
sire to digress for a single moment and to refer to 
another subject-matter which must very soon be: 


x 


brought before the Senate, and that is in relation 


| to our Indian affairs on this side of the Rocky 


mountains. <Itis known that there are large nam- 


| bers of Indian refugees now in the State of Kan- || { ena $ hols 
| rado to form a constitution and State governt- 


sas, who have been driven out by this war from 


their homes in the Indian territory to take refuge | 
in that State, where they are being fed, at a large | 


expense to the Government, and it is very neces- 
sary, if they are to be removed to their homes, 
that it should be done early; and I expect that in 


the course of a few:days “we: shall have to ‘take 
into consideration the passage of ah appropriation 
bill of a considerable sum‘of money to carry Out: 
that purpose. The. Indians inthe Indian terri-’ 
tory—the Cherokees, the Creeks, the ‘Seminoles’ 
—are further advanced than most othérs in civili- 
zation, in agriculture; they live by pastures, they 
cultivate the soil, they raise sheep, horses; and - 
cattle. Many of them were very wealthy atthe: 
outbreak of this rebellion, but have been stripped 
and impoverished and destroyed in consequence” 
ofthis war. These tribes are capable, if they be 
returned to their homes, of sustaining themselves; 
and the Committee on Indian Affairs, while mak- 
ing provision to return them to their homes, desire; 
as far as possible, to take all the small Indian 
tribes and remnants that are to be found.on this 
side of the Rocky mountains, and by some new 
arrangement with those Indians get them to lo- 
cate within the Indian ‘territory. Possibly it 
may be thought advisable to give some kind of 
organization, like a territorial form of government, 
for the Indian territory. If we expect to save 
any of the race we must save them there, under 
some laws and provisions to prevent their com- 
mingling with the Anglo-Saxon race. 

I do not wish to take up the time of the Senate 
any further than to explain the views of the,com- 
mittee which induced them to concurin pressing’ 
this bill upon the Senate to carry out the views 
of the Senator from California, (Mr. Connzss,] 
for it is to him especially that the Senate isin- 
debted for having this question brought before us 
at the presenttime. I hope the Senate will adopt 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was read the third timc, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed a bill 
(No. 15) to provide a temporary government for 
the Territory of Montana; in which the concur- 
rence of the Senate was requested. l 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to the first, second, 
and third amendments of the Senate to the bill of 
the House (No. 34) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1865, and had agreed to 
the fourth amendment of the Senate, with an 
amendment; in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House of 
Representatives had passed the bill of the Senate 
(No. 142) for the relief of the owners of the French 
ship La Manche. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message also announced that the President 
of the United States had approved and signed, on 
the 16th instant, an act (H.R. No. 50) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending the 30th 
of June, 1865;and ajoint resolution (H.R.No. 43) 
authorizing the settlement of the accounts of J. 
N. Carpenter, a paymaster in the United States 
Navy. And that on the 17th instant he approved 
and signed a joint resolution (H. R. No. 37) to 
authorize the Sceretary of the Treasury to anti- 
cipate the payment of interest on the public debt, 
and for other purposes. i 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the. 
following enrolled bills; which were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

‘A bill (S. No. 96) to enable the people of Ne- 
vada to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into 


i! the Union on an equal footing with the original 


States; 
A bill (S. No. 97) to enable the people of Colo- 


ment, and for the admission of such State into 


i the Union on an equal footing with the original 


States; and f 
A bill (S. No. 60) amendatoty of the home- 
stead law, and for other purposes: 
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i 2 c HOUSE BILL, REFERRED. 
“The bill from-the House of. Representatives 
(No. 15) to provide a temporary. government for 
the Territory.of Montana, was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


‘ MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


: The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment ofthe House of Representatives to the fourth 
amendment of. the Senate to the bill (H. R, No. 
34) making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the year ending the 30th 
of June; 1865; and 

On- motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the fourth amendment of 
the Senate to: the said bill, and ask a conference on the 
disagrecing votes of the two Houses thereon, 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be 
appointed by. the Vice President. 

> The Vice President appointed Mr. Hows, Mr. 
HARRIS, and Mr. Witury. 


ENLISTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. WILSON. I now move that we proceed 
to, the consideration of the bill which was laid 
aside at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 41) to promote en- 
liatments ht the Army ofthe United States, and 
for other purposes; the pending question being 
on the amendment of Mr. Davis to the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Wison. 

Mr. DAVIS. Twill proceed with the remarks 
Twas making. I bad got to the point of saying 
afew words in attacking the position assumed by 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin. I had 
expressed my surprise that a gentleman of his 

- ability, of his legal learning, and of his usually 
fair and just judgment in relation to all questions 
of truth and hee should have assumed so strange 
a position as that. which he announced the other 
day, that-one of the parties to a transaction of 
taking private property for public use has the 
right himself (to use the personal pronoun) to 
assess tho value of that property. 

Mr. DOOLITTLEE. Will the Senator from 
Kentucky allow me tointerrupt him at this point? | 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. 1 would agree with the 
honorable Senator that a party to the taking of | 
the property would not have the right to assess 
it for himself; but the mistake into which the 
honorable genteoman falls is, in supposing that 
Congress is a party to the taking of the property. 
I say, Congress is nota party. Itis the United 
States that take the property, and Congress is a 
disinterested agent of both parties, both of the 
Government and of the individual, to legislate for 
the vights of the Government and for the rights 
of the individual. Wedo nottake it; it does not 
become our property, We have no interest iu 
the property taken, We have no more interest 
in it-than the judges have who sitin the Supreme 
Courts and ifthe judges of the Supreme Court | 
were talled:upon to decide how much should be 
given for a certain piece of property, it would not 
bethey that.would take it. 

Mr. President, L agree that when we do take | 
private property. for public use we must either 
pay for itor We must provide the means—the legal 
means by which the party yhose property is taken 
may obtain pay for it, Ht is not necessary that | 
the moncy should be paid down. It is enough | 
if the agents of the Government, m the exercise 
of this sovercign power of emment domain over | 
private property which they exercise when they 
take for public use private property, provide the 
means by which the owner shall bave his pay. 
That is a compliance with the constitutional pro- 
vision. 

Now, the point I took, and upon which I feel 
prepared to defend myself, is that if the legislative 
power in the exercise of this sovereign right of 
eminent domain, mot in behalf of themselves but | 
in behalf of the people of the United States whom | 
they represent, choose thomselves to estimate the 
value of the property taken, instead of appoint- | 
ing an agent to estimate its valae, they have the 
power todo so, Let me puta case. Suppose | 
we should want to take a piece of property atthe | 
mouth ofa river—I will say at the mouth of the 
Mississippi riveron which to build a fort for the 
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| a citizen of the Siate. 


Government, and that piece of property belonged 


to A B; the Constitution says we shall not take 
that property from him without making him com- 
pensation, but we may take it on making bim 
compensation. Now, suppose Congress should 
send down the Committee. on Military Affairs to 
see this property, to see its condition, to see its 
necessity, to see its value, and the committee 
should return to Congress and inform them of its 
value, its necessity, its military position, and Con- 
gress then, upon the evidence which they fur- 
nished, should, as the supreme tribunal, assume 
to act in assessing that value, it would not bea 
violation of the Constitution. I would maintain 
that position before any court anywhere.. 

I know that it is not a convenient mode of pro- 
ceeding for a legislative body, composed as it is 
of so many members, to make this appraisal 
themselves, or to send a committee of their body 
to examine and pass upon the value of the piece 
of property, and therefore it is not usually done. 
They usuaily provide that a sheriff may summon 
a jury, or that a court may summon a jury, or 
they may appoint commissioners without any 
jury, to appraise the value of the property to be 
taken. That is what is usually done; butif the 
legislative power assumes to exercise this author- 
ity itself it ig a constitutional and a valid exercise 
of the power. 

What did we do here when we abolished sla- 
very in the District of Columbia? Congress did 
not assume to estimate the value of the slaves who 
were emancipated; but Congress did assume to 
say that in estimating the value of those slaves— 
we, judging from our knowledge of the facts, from 
our knowledge of the surroundings, from our 
knowledge of the bistory of the country, from our 
kuowledge of the value of these things—assumed 
to say thas the commissioners appointed under 
our act should not estimate their value at more 
than a certain fixed sum, $300 I think. We as- 
sumed to fix that limite We bad the constitu- 
tional power to assume it. | bave po doubt that 
if we choose to estimate the valne ourselves we 
may doso. We ean do what we may outhorize 
an agent todo. Cun an agent of ours do what 
we cannot do ourselves? Notatall, Vhat woald 
make the creature above the creator. The tath 
is that Congress can do in relation to the estimating 
of the value of property that may be taken all that 
any agent appointed by them may do, if they 
choose to be at the trouble and to exercise the 
power, ‘That is the point i made, and I should 
Hke to hear the honorable gentleman answer it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, understood the 
honorable Senator before he made this lengthy 
explanation precixely as I do new. l gave way 
tomy honorable friend for an explanation, bat 
he has made a pretty lengthy speech, to which I 
do not object, for itis a very good one. I only 
say that { have gota litte more than £ bargained 
for, which is often my fate; but { will now pro- 
ceed to nolice the honorable Senator’s position. 

‘The honorable Scnatag’s argument, in my opine 
ion, is merely a Sapte of the devil round 
the stump. Fe assumes that Congress may do | 
itself in person what it may do by it LJe 
assumes furthermore that Cong nota party 
to this transaction of taking private property for 
public use; and that Congress has the right to do 
this act in the exercise of the power of eminent 
domain. L submit this proposition to the honor- 
able Senator from Wisconsin: there is no abso- 
lute, unqualified right of ciminent domain in the 
United States Government. "That is a power not 
expressly conferred, but arising, I admit, from 
the Constitution by necessary implication; but 
I lay down this position, which the honorable 
Senator is too soundalawyer to controvert: that 
this power of eminent domain is qualified by all 
the provisions of the Constitution; that a right 
conferred or a power expressly vested, either of 
which would clash with the exercise of eminent 
domain by the Government of the United States, 
to that extent overrules this implied powcr ofcm-~ 
iment demain; otherwise we would have an un- 
limited powerof eminent domain ina limited Gov- 
ernment. Each State has the power of eminent 
domain within its limits, except so far as it is re- 
stricted by the powers conferred on the Federal 
Government by the Constitution, and which may 
be exercised against the United States as well as | 
A Stue way establish a 


road over lands owned by the United States within 


genis. 


her limits; and in the exercise of her power of 


| me to iptecrapt hini—— 


eminent domain could appropriate so much of the 
land as would be needful. ‘This is a well estab- 
lished principle. 

I will now meet.the second proposition of the 
Senator. He says that Congress is not a party 
to this transaction; that the property is taken for 
the United States Government by Congress, a 
disinterested agent, and that Congress has the 
right to exercise this agency itself or by sub- 
agents appointed by its laws. The Senator’s ar- 
gument proves too much. Why will Congress 
proceed to assess the damages at all if it may do 
the act by its agent? Why not permit the pro- 
vost marshals and the other military subalterns 
who take this property to assess its value? Ac- 
cording to the Senator’s argument, Congress 
would have the constitutional power to vest that 
authority in the military subalterns who take the 
property, and might dispense with acting on the 
subject itself, and remit it wholly to military agen- 
cy. That mode would be most convenient to Con- 
gress, aud might not be more unjust to the owner 
of the property. 

The Scnator furthermore said that Congress ex- 
ercised this power of limiting the value of negro 
property by its act emancipating the slavesin this 
District. T admit it; but I have always con- 
tended, and I yet maintain, that that was an act 
of usurpation as well as flagrant injustice to the 
owners of the slaves, by reason of their inade- 
quate valuation, on the part of Congress, But 
because Congress did in that case pass an act of 
injustice and ofinfraction of the Constitution, does 
that furnish any reason for the perpetration of a 
similar outrage? No, sir; but the contrary, Stop 
the evil before it has grown and received some > 
sanction by repetition and time. But the Senator 
has not directly assaulted the principle which { 
assumed governed the question, and my position 
is invulnerable: the ascertainment of the value of 
private property about to be taken for public use 
1s a judicial or quasi-judicial inquiry, and cannot 
he made or performed by the legislative branch of 
the Government. The value is a question be- 
tween two parties, the United States being one 
and the owner of the property the other. I concede 
that Congress may by law establish an agency, in 
the form of a court or commission, to determine 
the value; but the inquiry and the mode of in- 
quiry would be of the nature of a judicial pro- 
ceeding, and js so held in England, in the courts 
ofthe United States, and all the States. 

Mr, DOOLITTLE., If the Senator will allow 


Mr. DAVIS. Excuse me,if you please. Al- 
though the gentleman sometimes refuses me that 
opportunity, I have no objection to explanations; 
but I onhject to interlarding a long speech in my 
speech when | have given way simply for an ex- 


| phuyation, 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I am not aware of ever 
having declined to yield to the honorable Senator, 

Mr. DAVIS. I am not only aware of it, but 
[know it. ` 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. It may be so. I once 
ented the Senator to order, but that was ona very 
different matter, 

Mr. DAVIS. Lonce asked the courtesy of the 
Senator to make an explavation, and he very 
promptly, wil not say rudely, but very prompt- 
ly and very decidedly refused. 1 will not retort 
in the same way; and if he will make short ex- 
planations, as I do, | will give him the opportu- 
nity at all times. However, if my honorable 
friend wishes to make an explanation, I will give 
my consent, whether it be short or lon 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The question I 


lA 
as going to 


w 


| putto the honorable Senator was this: whether on 


the presentation ofall claims that individuals have 
against the Government which are property—a 
claim against the Government is property—do 
not our Committces on Claims report the facts; 
and when Congress acts do they not act in a quasi- 
judicialas well as legislative capacity in passing 
on the question as to how much shall be given to 
the individual? 

Mr., DAVIS. Yes, sir; but that is a question 
of making payment ofa debt, and not judicially 
ascertuning tts amount. If it were the lat- 
ter, whatever Congress decide in the premises 
would govern and conclude the case ever after~ 
wards. But it is a common case for one Congress 
to veject a claim, and for it to he presented again 
to many succeeding Congresses, and finally for 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


an appropriation of money to be made to satisfy 
it. Many cases have occurred where a less sum 
than was claimed has been voted, and the case 
being presented to subsequent Congresses, and an 
additional sum being allowed and appropriated. 
When a court or commissioners ascertain the 
amount of aclaim against the United States, Con- 
gress makes provision for its payment by pass- 
ing a law appropriating so much money in the 
Treasury to. the claimant, This is the exercise 
of a legislative, not ofa judicial power. A claim 
against the United States may be certainly ascer- 
tained by the most formal judicial proceeding; 
and Congress may procrastinate or refuse abso- 
lutely tò appropriate the mouey to satisfy it; or 
it may appropriate such sum as it may choose 
toward a claim before or without any judicial or 
quasi-judicial ascertainment of the claim or its 
amount. But whether Congress does this. with 
or withoutsuch ascertainment the act of Congress 
is strictly legislative, and in no sense judicial. | 
will illustrate the gencral position I have endeav- 
ored to maintain by an example; and I regret my 
ancient friend from Vermont [Mr. CoLLAMER] is 
not in his place. I have conversed some with 
him about bellerments. I believe that is the way 
they phrase. it in Vermont. In our State we say 
improvenenis, ameliorations, but betterments is 
probably more precise and expressive. 

<- When land is sued for and recovered, and the 
tenant has made improvements, nearly all the 
States have provided for commissioners to be ap- 
pointed by the court for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing and assessing the value of such improvements. 

Ít is a very familiar and oft-repeated act in 
every State where the action of ejectment or any 
analogous suit fur real estate prevails. Those 
commissioners are appointed by the court under 
the express authority of law. They are pot par- 
ties to the suit. They have nothing to do with 
the action in which the property was recovered. 
They act judicially or quasi-judicially and hear 
evidence. They assess the valucof the improve- 
ments, and if either party is dissatisfied with the 
assessment, he excepts in the same court to their 
report, and the matters of exception are heard 
and adjudged by thecourt which affirms the as- 
sessment or sets it aside, and remands the ques- 
tion of value back to the same or other commis- 
sioners. The whole proceeding is judicial. 

The proposition of the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin, that Congress may pass a law directing pri- 
vate property to be taken for public use, and it- 
self assess the value of the property, or imposea 
limit beyond which it shall not be appraised or 
the owner be remunerated, 1 controvert. Such 
cases present two parties, the United States being 
one and the owner of the property the other; 
they having conflicting interests on the question 
of the valuc, and that point is to be decided upon 
inspecting the subject, and hearing proof of its 
value, and by those lights forming a judgment. 
F do not know which position is most unsound: 
that the decision of this matter is not the exercise 
of a judicial power, or that a department of the 
Government having only a limited legislative 
power may exercise it, 

But the bill under consideration docs not pro- 
pose to pay for the property according to an es- 
timate made by a tribunal having no authority to 
make it, or upon an inadequate valuation, but to 
wrest it forcibly from the owners without making 
them any compensation, Sir, that can only be 
defined to be governmental robbery in defiance of 
the restraints and guarantees of the Constitution. 
It would violate the sanctions of private property 
assured by the common law, by Magna Charta, 
by the Constitution of the United States, and most 
all the State constitutions, by the usages and ju- 
dicial practice of the United States, by the public 
and general law of the world, and the forms and 
modes of procecdings in all its most able and 
learned courts. All the authorities in an unbroken 
current, including the decisions of the highest 
courts in the Senator’s own State, (Wisconsin,) 
sustain my position, and I challenge him to ad- 
duce a single respectable one against it. 

Judge Story, in treating on this invaluable pro- 
vision of the Constitution securing private prop- 
erty, and preventing it from being taken for pub- 
lic use without just compensation, says: 


“This is the afirmance ol a great doctrine established 
by the common Jaw for the protection of private property. 


it is founded in natural equity, aud is laid down by jurists 


| States; and 1 will present the rulings of her su- 


| owner is, by the constitution, entitled to just compensa- | 


as a principle of universal law. Ina deed ina free Qov- 
ernment almost all other rights would become worthless 

if the Government possessed an uncontrollabie power aver 
the private fortune of every citizen. One of the, funda- 
mental objects of every good Government must be the duc 
administration of justice; and how vain would it be to 
speak of sneh an administration when ail property is sub- 
ject tothe willor caprice vf the Legislature and the rulers.”? 
—3 Commentaries, p. 66L. 


There is laid down the same principle, and if 
possible still more distinctly, by Chancellor Kent, | 
by Wilson, who was a member of the Conven- 
tion, I believe; in his Commentaries on the Con- 
stitution, by Rawle, and by every American com- 
mentatorand judge. Itis also declared by Black- 
stone, Grotius, Puffendorf, and other high author- 
ities, as a principle of pugiic and general law. 

Blackstone on this subject says: 


* So great, moreover, is the regard of the law for private 
property, that it will not authorize the least violation of it 5 
no, not even for the general good of the whole community. 
If a new road, for instance, were to be made through the 
grounds ofa private person, itmight, perhaps, be extensively 
beneficial to the public; but the law permits no man, orset 
of men, to do this without consent of the owner of the land. 
fn vain may itbe urged that the good ofthe individual ought 
to yield to that of the community; for it would be danger- 
ous to allow any private man, or even any public tribunal, 
to be the judge of this common good, and to decide whether 
it be expedient or no. Besides, the public good is in noth- 
ing more ptially interested than in the protection of 
every individual’s private rights, as modeled- by the mu- 
nicipal law. In thisand similar cases the legislature alone 
can, and indeed frequently does, interposc, and compel the 
individual to acquiesce. But how does it interpose and 
compel? Not by absolutely stripping the subject of his 
property in an arbitrary manner, but by giving him a full 
indemnification for the injury tiereby sustained. The pub- 
lic is now considered as an individual, treating with an 
individual for an exchange. All that the legislature does 
is to oblige the owner to alienate his possessions fora rea- 
sonable price; and even this is an exertion of power which 
the legislature indulges with caution, aud which nothing 
but the legislature can perform.” 


I will now read from the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court and several of the circuit courts of 
the United States, and also from the superior 
courts of most of the States, on the point of com- 
pensation of private property taken for public 
use: 

* Article five of the Amendments to the Constitution, 
which inbibits the taking of property for public use with- 
out just compensation, restraius the power of the General 
Government, and was not intended to apply to the States.” 
(Withers cs. Buckley, 20 Howard, United States, 84.) 

« Justice Washington decided that until just indemnity 
is afforded the party tie power of taking his property can- 
not be exercised; and chaveery will grantan injunction to 
stay proceedings until indemnity is provided.?? (Haight os. 
Morris, 4 W. C. ©., 68]. Same principle ruled by Chan- 
cellor Kent, Gardner vs. Trustecs of Newburgh, 2 John. 
Cinu., 162.) 

Also, in case of Bonaparte ts. Camden, &c., 
Railroad Company, 1 Baldwin, (N. J.,) 205: 

“The provision in the fitth article of the Amendments of 
the Constitution of the United States, that private property 
shall not be taken for public use without just compensation, 
does not apply to the Mates, butonly to the United States.”? i 
(Barron vs. Mayor of Baltimore, 7 Peters, 433.) 

Kentucky hasin her constitution a similar pro- 
vision for the protection of private property to 
that embodied in the Constitution of the United 


e 


preme court under it: 

« Wherever the property of an individual is about to be 
appropriated to any pablic use, he is entitled to its actual 
value in money; aud, by the constitution of Kentucky, a 
just compensation is guarantied to him regardless of any 
speculative advantages which may arise from the use to be 
made of the land.” (Rice vs. Turnpike Company, 7 Dana, 
81, 

an is notessential that the owner of Jand which has been 
appropriated for a public road should be paid the value 
thereof before the road is constructed; it is sufficient that 
the a d damages be secured.?? (Cashwellar’s Heirs, 
es. McHvoy, 1 Mar., 85.) 

“The property of 


“an individual cannot be taken for pub- 
lic use (as for a ferry) without his consent oran equivalent 
first paid? (flenry vs. Underwood, I Dana, 247.) 

« Whenever ihe property of an individual is about to be 
appropriated to any public usc, he is entitled to its actual į 
value jn money.” (Rice vs. D. L. & N. Turnpike Road 
Company, 7 Dana, $6.) 

« When private property is required for publie use, 


the ; 


tion.” GSutton’s Heirs vs. Louisville, 5 Danas 30.) 
New York: 


«This provision for payment of damages is a condition || 
precedent, and a plea of the company to a declaration of ; 
rest quare clausum must aver the assessment and pay 
ment of damages previous to their entry on and appropria- 
tion of the land”? (Lyon vs. Jerome, 26 Wendell, 48.) 

« Additional barden upon the Jand to the injury of the 
owner in fee is a taking of his property within the mean- 
ing of the provision of the Constitution, which forbids 
such taking without compensation. ‘The State and muni- 
cipal authorities combined cannot confer upou a railroad 
Wmpany the right to construct their road upon a highway 
without the consent of the owner of the fee, or making him | 


| is taken for. public use is entitled to 


7 oe 
compensation.” - (Williarn-vs. New York Centr 
Company, 16 New York R.3 2-Smith, Sty Ways. 

« ¥he provision in the fifth article of Amendments tot 
Constitution ofthe United States, that private property-sh: 
not be taken for public use without just compensation, do 
not apply to the States: but only to the; United: Stateira 
(Barron vs. Mayor, &c., of Baltimore, 7 Peters, 2433 Liy- 
ingston: vs. Mayor of New York,8 Wendell,.85,. See Baid= - 
Win, 220.) art eget ED 

s Where an act of the Legislature authorizes 3.corpo-.. 
ration to make a road and take land for that purpose with=: 
out the owner’s consent, the law must provide for com- 
pensation to the landowner.?” pa ee oe 

‘An act which authorizes the taking of Jand for a high-", 
way, if it provides compensation to the owner, is not wie 
constitutional, because. the assessment and payment of: 
damages are not made a condition precedent to the right of 
entering on the land; neither need such assessment and 
payment of damages precede the actual entry,” (Smid es. 
Helmer, 7 Barb. Supreme Court, 416.) ‘ kaai 

“Just compensation for property taken wrongfully ortaken - 
under the pressure of public necessity, means nothing less, 
than the prompt restoration of everything taken, or its 
equivalent rendered in something which the taker has a 
right to bestow.” (The People vs. The Mayor, &c.; of Brook- 
lyn, 9 Barb. Supreme Court, 535.) i 

«The provisions on this subject, igthe constitutions of 
the United States and the State of New: York, are only 
declaratory of a previously existing universal law.’ qi 
Barb. Supreme Court, 26.) j 

Pennsylvania: 

« When the Legislature authorize the taking of private 
property, the compensation therefor must, be settled either, 
by stipulation between the Legislature and the, proprictory: 
by commissioners mutually elected by the parties, or by; 
the intervention of a jury.’ (Per Patterson, J., 2 Dallany 
313; S. P. Armstrong vs. Jackson, 1 Blackford, 374.) : 

« Until just indemnity is afforded to the party, the power 
of taking his property cannot be exercised, and chancery 
will grant an injunction to stay proceedings until indem- 
nity is provided.” (Gardner vs. ‘Trustees of Newburgh, 2 
Jobnson’s Chancery, 162. See Bonaparte vs. Camden, -&c.,, 
ae te 1 Baldwin, 205; Haight vs. Morris, 4 Wash. 
€. C., 601. 

« Where private property is taken for public usc it is not 
necessary that the compensation to the owner required by 
the Constitution should be actually ascertained, but. it is 
sufficient ifan adequate remedy is provided by. which he 
can obtain compensation without any unreasonable delay. - 
‘The act in question gives to the owner ofa lotin Penn 
street, to which land bounded by the Alleghany river is ap- 
purtenant, and to whom the right of landing on said river 
belongs, an adequate remedy tor the appropriation, by the 
city of Pittsburgh, of said Jand and right of landing by the 
opening of Duquesne wey.” . (Pittsburgh vs, Scott, 1 Penn, 
State Rep., 309.) 

New Hampshire: 

«The Legislature may authorize the laying out of acom- 
mon public highway over a road made by a tumpike cor- 
poration, and the taking of the franchise of the corporation 
for that purpose, notwithstanding the charter of the corpo. 
ration is still in force, and the corporation in possession of 
the road constructed by virtue of it, provided compensation 
is made to the corporation for their property thus. taken.’ 
(Barber vs. Andover, 8 New Hampshire, 398.) < 

« In the exercise of the power of eminent domain. a part 
of the whole of the franchise and property of a corporation; 
however exclusive or ancient the grant, may be taken for 
public use, upon suitable compensation being . mado”? 
(Crosby vs. Hanover, 36 New Hampshire, 404.) ' 

« A private corporation, created tor the purpose of mak- 
ing a road open to public travel, upon payment of a fixed 
toll, may be authorized by the Legislature to take land for 
the road without the owner’s consent, upon payment of a 
just compensation, to be determined in some reasonable 
and convenient method.” (35 New Hampshire, 134.) 

«But it is not necessary that it should give him the right 
to try the question of damages bya jury.” (Petition of the 
Mount Washington Road Company, 85 New Hampshire, 
134.) ; 

Connecticut: 

« The obligation to make compensation for the taking of 
private property for public use is commensurate with the 
right so to take it. (Reynolds vs. Reynolds, 15 Conn., 84.) 
And injury to land, which deprives the owner of the ordi- 
nary use of it, is equivalent to a ‘taking? of the land 3 and 
where no compensation is provided for or made to the 
owner for the injury sustained, he is entitled to recover 
damages for such injury.” (Hooker vs. Canal Company, 
14 Connecticut, 146.) 

New Jersey: 

« A partial destruction or diminution of value isa taking 
of private property? (Glover vs. Powell, 2 Stockton, New 
Jersey R.,211.) . 

“Government cannot take away private rights and prop- 
erty for public purposes without allowing compensation.” 
(Ten Eyck vs. Delaware and Raritan Canal, 3 Harrington; 
200. 

Under the constitution of New Jersey, adopted June 
29, 1844, an act of the Legislature cannot authorize a rail- 
road company incorporated by it to take land for the con- 
struction of a road without first making compensation 
therefor to the owner??? (Doughty es. The Somerville and 
Easton Railroad Company, 3 He Chk, 5b) 0, 

«Phe soil of a public highway, if owned by an individ- 
ual, is private property, and cannot constinitionally be taken: 
for any other public use (such asa railroad) without com- 
pensation.” (Starr Camden Railroad Company, 4 
Zaivis, New Jersey, 592.) 


Maryland: 
6 ‘The owner of alot lying on the- bed of a street which 
a compensation for it 
i”. (Moale 
5 Maryland, 


precisely as if no such street was opened over 
vs. The Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, 
314.) f 


Phe tight of eminent domain gives to the legislative 
authority. the controlof private property for public uses, 
subject-to the condition that a reasonable and just compen- 
sation shall be made to the. owner whenever his property 
is taken.” (Hamilton vs. Annapolis and Elk Ridge Rail- 
road Company, I Maryland Chan. Decis., 107, infra 47, 48, 
50,52.) ” g 

“Itis a portion of the inherent sovereignty of a State, 
when public necessity or utility requires it, to appropriate 
to the public use: private property, upon securing to the 
owner a just-compensation for any injury he may receive. 
This is ‘an exercise of the right of emineut domain as con- 
tradistinguished, from the taxing power,”? (5 Maryland, 
B14.) j . 

‘In-Maryland the right of eminent domain does not au- 
thorige the Government to take private property. for public 
uses without making compensation to the owner, even if 
there were no provision in the constitution restricting its 
but such appropriation by law, without compensation, 
would bein conflict with the sixth and twenty-first articles 
of the bill of rights.” (Harnes vs. Chesapeake and Ohio 
Canal Company, 1 Maryland Chan. Decis., 248.) 

“The constitutional prohibition against taking private 
property for public use until compensation has becn paid or 
tendered means the actual taking, aud not the preliminary 
steps of surveying and assessment of damages, which do 
not require such tender in order to be legal? (Stewart vs. 
Mayor of Baltimore, 7 Maryland, 500.) 


North Carolina: 

"She twenty: first section of the Tennessee bill of rights, 
deelaring ¢ that no man’s particular services shall be de- 
manded or property taken or applied to public use without 
the consent of his representatives or without compensa- 
tion being made therefor,’ means that property shall be 
taken only when the Legislature have authorized such 
taking by a previous law, under such regulations to prevent 
abuse and oppression as their wisdom may preseribe.’? 
(Barrow vs, Paige, 5 Haywood, 97.) 

“A division of militia in the service of the United States, 
though he could procure forage, &c., in no other way, was 
held to be an actionable trespass upon the owner.” (5 
Haywood, 97.) 

Ohio: 

“The property of a man which has been appropriated to 
public use must be held to be taken within the meaning of 
the constitution of Ohio, of 1802, after an ordinance to that 
effent has been passed. Lf compensation is secured before 
the property is taken, it is stticient. It need not be act- 
ually paid to the owner.” (Jackson vs, Winn, 4 Littell, 
323, See also Mercer vs, McWilliams, Wright, 132; Bates 
vs. Cooper, Hamon, Ohio, 115; Young vs. Buckingham, 
5 Hamon, Ohio, 485; Wellyard vs: Hamilton, 7 Hamon, 
Ohio, part 2, 112.) 

“brea disinterested freeholders of the county where 
the property is situated, appointed by a judge of a court of 
record, are a suileient tribunal to ass »? (Cleveland 
and Pittsburgh Railroad Co.,5 Ohio, new series, 140.) 

Wisconsin: 

“Acts authorizing the flowing of lands of others by the 
erection of mill-dams are constitutional if they provide due 
compensation theretor, such flowing being taken for public 
use.’ (Shien vs. Voegttander, 3 Wisconsin, 461.) 

“Open, uneullivated, and uninclosed band, when owned 
by individuals, is private property within the meaning of 
that-articte in the Constitution which prohibits the taking 
of such property for public usc without compensation.” 
(Norton vs. Peek, 3 Wisconsin, 714.) 

“A plea of justification of taking land for a highway is 
bad If it omit to set forth that any damages were awarded 
or compensation made for such taking, according to the 
Constituiion.?? (Norton os. Peck, 3 Wisconsin, 714.) 

Georgia: 

The right of eminent domain, by which the State of 
Georgia is authorized to take private property for public 
use, when the necessities of the country require it, is an 
inhereut right of tie Government ; although, under the con- 
stitution, compensation must be m to the owner of prop- 
erty so ttken??) (Young vs. Harrison, 6 Georgia, 130.) 

“The Georgia act of 1834 authorized the inferior courts 
of the several counties in the State to grant the rightof pri- 
vate ways, in certain cases, but contained no provision for 
making any just compensation to the owner of the lands 
which might be taken for such private ways. Held that it 
was unconstitutional and void? (Brewer vs. Bowman, 9 
Georgia, 37.) 

The general rule is, that private property cannot betaken 
for public use withont just compcnsation, and cannot be so 
taken without an act of the Legislature authorizing it, and 
the act mustinake provision forthe compensation? (Park- 
hain es.’ "Phe Justices, ke., Decatur county, 9 Georgia 
34L.) i 

"Phat provision of the Federal Constitution which pro- 
hibits the taking of private property for public use without 
just compensation was held to be an atlirmanee of a great 
principle of the common law.” (9 Georgia, 341.) 

“The value of land taken for publie use is not restricted 
to its agrien}tural or productive qualities, but inquiry may 
he made as to all other legitimate purposes to which the 
property could be appropriated.”? (Harrison vs. Young, 9 
Georgia, 359.) s 

“It should require a strong case to justify the courts in 
Snterfering with private rights, except for public purposes, 
and making a just compensation; that is g ng quite tar 
enough.” (Royston vs. Royston, 21 Georgia R., 161.) 

“The Legislature cannot divest a man of his property 
againsthis will without compensation? (Powers es. Arm- 
strong, 19 Georgia, 427.) 

“tn other e s parties taking private property without 
first making compensation may be enjoined.” (37 Missis 
tippi, 8 Georgia, 172.) 

“Fn estimating damages to which a party is entitled 
whose land has been taken for the purpose of a levee, no 

deduction cap constitutionally be made for probable ben- 
efits to result to him from saving his property from a pros- 


Tennessee: 


“ When lang is taken for the construction of a railroad, 
the ‘just compensation? which the Constitution secures to 
the owner is the value of the Jand at the time itis taken, 
without deducting therefrom any benefit or advautage he 
may in fact or by supposition derive from the making of 
the read in the appreciation of his remaining land or other- 
wise. Butso far as incidental benefits and damages are 
involved, the Legis 
deemed proper in the way of placing one as a set-off against 
the others. (Woodfold vs. Nashvilie and Chattanooga Rail- 
road Company, 2 Swan, Tennessee, 422.) 

Mississippi: 

“The Legislature has general power to pass laws pro- 
viding for measures of internal improvement of the public 
rivers and other highways within the limits of the State, 
subject only to the restrictions and limitations in the con- 
stitution. One of these reggrictionsis, that private prop- 
erty shail not be taken or applied to the public use without 
just compensation, This clause applies to property of a 
specific, fixed, and tangible nature, capable of being badin 
possession and transmitted to another, as houses, lands, 
and chattels.” (Homocbitto River rs. Withers, 29 Missis- 
sippi R., 7 Cushing, page 21.) 

s Without compensation, for the purpose of making the 
preliminary examinations and surveys before the location 
of the road, private property may be taken.?? 
sippi, 4 Jones, 277.) 

“Under the provision of the bill of rights of Mississippi, 
‘that no person’s property shail be taken or applied to pub- 
lie use without the consent of the Legislature, and without 


a just compensation first being made therefor,’ the compen- | 


sation must precede the seizure tor public uses.” (Thomp- 
son vs. Grand Gulf Raitroad and Banking Company, 3 How- 
ard, M sippi R., 240.) 

“A provision, therefore, in the charter of a railroad cor- 
poration, authorizing the company to take the Jand of indì- 
viduals without providing for such previous compensation, 
is void.” (3 Howard, Mississippi, 240.) 

«“ When, and only when, the public necessity is so ur- 
gent as to admit of no delay, property may be taken with- 


out first making compensation.” (Penrice vs. Wallis, 37 
Mississippi, 8 Georgia 172.) 


“Under & constitution providing that private property 
cannot be taken for public use without just compensation, 
it would be incompetent for the Legi 
in assessing the compensation the bene 10 be derived by 
the landowner from the publie use of his land should be 
taken into account.” (Newly vs. Platte County, 25 Mis- 
sissippi, 4 Jones 

| Under the ger 
for the purpose of 
under the right of ciniuent domain can be justified until 
the compensation has been uid.” (Walther vs. 
Warner, 25 Mississippi, 4 Jone: 

Indiana: 


The constitution of Indiana, articles one and seven, does 
not reguire that compensation shail he made betore private 
property is taken for publie Ùses (McCornick vs. La Fay- 
ette, | Carter, Indiana, 48.) 

* When a public work is authorized by the Legislature, 
and a mode of obtaining compensation for private property 
taken therefor is specifically prescribed, such compensa- 
tion must be sought in the manner so y ribed, and not 
otherwise.” (Kimble vs. 
Co., I Carter, Indiana, 28 

California: 

«The comper 
the time of the payment.” (13 Calilornia, 306.) 

“Ample menns of compeusation must be provided before 


5.) 


private property can be taken for publie uses, or an injune- | 


tion will isse against the State ministerial othcers. 
Cann vs, Sierra County, 7 California, 121.) 

“ Private property cannot be taken by a municipal cor- 
poration for public use without compensation or provision 
therefor, and if none is made the party may retake the prop- 
erty.” (Colton vs. Rossi, 9 California, 595.) 

© Damages must be paid or secured betore the property 
is taken. ™ (Bensley vs. Mountain Lake, Xe. Co.,13 Cali- 
fornia R., 306.) 3 a 

“ No right acertes to the taker until such payifient be 
made, or security be given. (13 California, 306.) 

“ Private property cannot betaken for public use without 
compensation heing made before the citizen is divested of 
his rights.?? (San Francisco rs. Scott, 4 Catitornia R., 114.) 


Virginia: 


(Me- 


The franchise as well as the property of the citizen may j 
be taken for public uses, upon making just compensation | 


therefor.” (James River and Kan. Co. vs. Thompson, 3 
Gratten, 270.) 

“ Private property may be taken lor public use, provided 
that in all cases just compensation is made to the owner? 
(Donnaher vs. State, 8. & M., 649.) 

Massachusetts: 

“Tt is incident to the sovereignty of every Government 
that it may take private property for public use, of the 
necessity or expediency of which the Government must 
judge. But the obligation to make just compensation is 
concomitant with the right? (Pe dwin J., 1 Baldwin 
220; per Lane J, 4 Hamon’s Ohio, 253; Cooper vs. Wil- 
liams, 7 Greenteaf, 273; Spring Russell, 3 Watis, 2945 
Henry vs. Underwood, 1 Dana, 247; O'Hara rs. Lexington, 
&e., Railroad Company, 1 Dana, 232; Perry vs. Wilson, 7 
Mass., 395.) 

The numerous authorities cited, with which 
there are none in conflict, clearly establish these 
positions: first, that private property can be taken 
by the Government of the United Siates, or of the 
several States, only for public use; second, that 
the owner is cntitled to the fair and reasonable 


pective flood.” (37 Mississippi, 8 Georgia, 172.) i 


intrinsic value of the property; third, that the as- 


ature may take such regulations as are | 


(25 Missis- | 


ure to declare that | 


ral railroad Jaw of Missouri, no entry | 
nstrncsing a railroad upon Jand taken | 


The White Water Valley Canal | 


ion must be the valne of the property at ! 
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application restrain the officer, United States or 
State, from taking possession of the property or 
interfering with the owner in its use; sixth, until 
the value of the property as determined by the 
contract of the owner, or by some judicial mode 
of proceeding, is paid or secured to the owner, he 
has the right to hold possession of the property 
against any and all United States or State officers, 
and to repel all forcible attempts to divest him 
of it with the force necessary and proper for that 
end, and if it result in slaying the official tres- 
passer he will be excused as he would be if the 
trespasser was an unofficial person. 

The taking of private property against the con- 
sent of the owner is one of the highest and most 
repulsive acts of political sovereignty; hence gen- 
eral law and the constitutions of the United States 
and most of the States allow this tobe done only 
for publicuse. Thatis, as a necessary agency to be 
used in some operation or business of Govern- 
ment; and the cases in which itcan be legitimately 
taken are to be adjudged by the general and com- 
bined principle of delegation, limitation, and re- 
striction which pervades the Constitution and the 
Government it forms. We are now in a great 
war to put down the biggest rebellion that ever 
loomed up in the civilized world. Soldiers and 
supplies are necessary to enable the Government 
to carry on this war, Thatis the legitimate oper- 
ation of the Government. Granting that it isne- 
cessary to have slave men as soldiers to fight our 
battles against the rebels, and to enable the white 
men of the loyal States to hold the country and 
enforce its laws, youdo not propose to makesol- 
diers of, or to appropriate to any military service 
their wives and children, but only to free them to 
stimulate their husbands to volunteer into the mili- 
lary service, when, according to your assumed 
power, you can conscripiand force into the Army 
both the white man and the negro. ‘This is truly 
a war measure not against the rebels, but against 
slavery and the loyal owners of slaves. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a guestion? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Has he any doubt that 
if it becomes necessary for the Government, in 
| the pursuit of the accomplishment of a public ob- 
{| ject, absolutely to destroy property belonging to 
i| an individual, they havea right to do so, and that 
that is taking the property for public use although 
they make no use of it? 

Mr. DAVIS. Why, sir, Tread two decisions, 
one of the Supreme Court and the other of the 
i| Court of Claims, the other day to establish that 
propositicn—the opinion rendered by Judge Wil- 
mot, of the Court of Claims, and an opinion of 
the Supreme Court, by Judge Taney, in a case 
arising in the Mexican war, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Then they are not bound 
to use the property. 

Mr. DAVIS. They do use it. They use it 
for the purpose of destruction, and to prevent 
it from falling into the hands of the enemy; that 
l| ig a universal military use of property. Both of 
those courts decided this other principle also, 
that the property must be of such a character as 
į that the enemy could and probably would useit, 
to make the Government responsible, and unless 
the case had those features the officer would not 
| be authorized to take or destroy the property or 
| the Government liable for its value; but the offi- 
cer would be simply a trespasser and personally 
responsible by the suit of the owner for the prop- 
erty. 

But granting everything that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maine claims, still it leaves inexorably 
upon the Government of the United States its plain 
constitutional obligation te make a just and fair 
compensation to the owners of such slaves as 
may be taken in virtue of the bill that is now be- 
fore the Senate if it shail pass, 

But, sir, the proposition in the bill that Lam 
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debating surpasses in assurance and injustice all 


that I have ever known by experience, reading, 
or tradition. The one before this, which culmi- 
nated all others coming to my knowledge, was to 
this effect: two chums, that had had previously 
tolerable relations, had fallen into somewhat sc- 
rious misunderstanding, about like Kentucky and 
Massachusetts at this time. One said to the other 
rather savagely “Tl fix you,” and setabout heat- 
ing a poker that was hard by; and when he had 
got it to a white heat insisted that he would run 
it up the fandamentof the other. Buthe met with 
such earnest protest and earnest resistance that 
he agreed to desist, on condition that the other 
would pay him for heating the poker. The pro- 
pounder of this speculation must have been a gen- 
uine Massachusetts Yankee. Butit falls far short 
of the course of the Administration and its friends 
to the border slave States. From the beginning, 
and while they were making such solemn assev- 
erations to the contrary, they intended to rob us 
of our slaves. They notonly concealed their pur- 
pose, but vowed that their only purpose was to 
reinstate the authority of the United States, their 
Constitution and laws in the revolted States, and 
not interfere with the constitutional powers, rights, 
and dignity of the rebel, much less of the loyal 
slave States. They thus deceived and cajoled the 
border slave States into the war. They all have 
furnished their proportion of soldiers to put down 
the rebellion and to appease the appetite of the 
Moloch of war for blood. They have become 
bound for their part of our. war debt, that has in- 
creased and is increasing to such an enormous 
amount that all the resources of an overtaxcd peo- 
ple will soon be insufficient to meet its interest. 
A national debt of $5,000,000 ,000, and the interest 
and current expenses of the Government requir- 
ing $400,000,000 annually. ‘The party in power 
are moving also in seeming steady and triumphant 
march upon freeing, by the power of our common 
armiesand navies, of more than five hundred thou- 
sand slaves belonging to people who are loyal and 
not rebels and worth $300,000,000. They at the 
same time subvert all our personal rights and 
liberties and grind us to the dust by the weight 
and tyrannies of an organized military despotism. 
These usurpers and oppressors are seizing upon 
our able-bodied negra slaves and organizing them 
into a standing army already numbering nearly 
one hundred thousand men, and to be augmented 
far beyond those figures, to hold us in hapless and 
hopeless political, social, and commercial servi- 
tude to themselves. They run the glowing polit- 
ical poker up and clear through us, and also re- 
quire us to pay them for heating. 

But such a state of things cannot continue al- 
ways. Belshazzar and his host are now drunk 
and feasting; but Cyras and the Persians will 
soon be upon them. The aroused American frec- 
men will effect their own deliverance at the ides 
of next November. Military oppression and op- 

ressors willthen be put down. Liberty accord- | 
ing to the Constitution and laws will then be re- 
stored. ‘Lhe nightmare of martial law and des- 

otism will then be removed from the civil courts, 
Void acts of indemnity and limitation will then be 
swept away as cobwebs, and great and little de- 
linquents, Lincoln, Stanton, Thomas, and Butler, 
and their hosts will be held to such accountability 
and retribution as was Wall, a govervor of An- 
gora, a British colony, who, by the instrument- 
ality of a drum-head court-martial, committed a! 
military murder on a British soldier, and return- 
ing to England twenty years after the crime, was 
indicted in one of the courts of Westminster, 
tried, and by its stern but just judgment sentenced 
to be executed as a murderer. When ourconfid- 
ing but most outraged countrymen once morete- | 
gain liberty regulated by Constitution and law, 
and able, just, and impartial courts, it will be the 
most glorious jubilee ever vouchsafed by Heaven 
to man. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Criarx.) 


The question ison the amendment of the Senator |) 


from Kentucky to the amendment of the Senator i 
from Massachusetts, 
Mr. DAVIS called for the yeas and nays; and | 
they were ordered. 
Mr. WILKINSON callcd for the reading of the 
amendment to the amendment; and it was read. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I suggest to the Senator 


x 


from Kentucky to insert “loyal? before ‘town- | 
a3 
ers. 


| the reason that | believe it will tend to work the 


| correctly, that no warrant could be found in the 


| President power to employ slaves in the military 


Mr. DAVIS. The word ‘loyal’? is already 
in before the word ‘* owner?’ where it first occurs; 
but I am willing to repeat it at each place where- 
the word “ owner’? occurs. i 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, if E be- 
lieved that slaves were property, if I entertained 
on that question the same views which are enter- 
tained by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Da- 
vis,] I should certainly vote for his amendment. 
If I believed that under the Constitution of the 
United States slaves are property in the sense in 
which the honorable Senator regards them, I 
shoald support his amendment. But as I do not 
believe that a human being who is in the Consti- 
tution denominated a “ person” is to be regarded 
as property in the same sense in which a horse 
ora mule is considered property, I dissent en- 
tirely from the positions he has assumed. 

This bill, Mr. President, is to give freedom to 
the wives and children of the soldiers who fight 
our battles for the Government and for freedom. 
It has been claimed that if this bill shall pass i 
will work the emancipation of the whole negro 
race within the United States. It has also been 
argued that it is unjust to free the wife and chil- 
dren of a soldier in our Army where they belong 
to or are claimed as the slaves of a loyal man. 
To this I answer that it will be equally unjust to 
free the soldier himself where he belongs toa party 
who is loyal to the Government, Yet nobody 
claims—even the Senator from Kentucky will 
hardly assume—that this Government can afford 
to commit an act so atrocious as to call upon a 
slave to serve in our armies and then remand him 
back to slavery again after he shall have aided 
in the suppression of this rebellion by his valor 
and his bravery upon the battle-field. No civil- 
ized nation was ever guilty of such barbarity, and 
no nation in this age of Christian civilization can 
stand up before the enlightened public sentiment 
of the world and justify such a course. 

I am free for myself to say that I am not only 
in favor of employing all the slaves whith canbe 
mustered into our armies for the suppression of 
this rebellion, for the purpose of removing the bur- 
dens of this war from the shoulders of the white 
young men of the country, but I favor it also for 


emancipation of the slaves everywhere, I think, 
Mr. President, that the people of this country 
have settled down upon the conviction, first, that 
this Government is to be one Government—not 
two Governments, nor three, nor twenty, nor 
thirty Governments—but one Government; sec- 
ondly, and that it is to be a free Government; 
that when this war shall have ended a slave will 
not be permitted to breathe the air of the United 
States; that there will be no more market-places 
where men and women and children are bought 
and sold. There are to be no more slaveholding 
tyrants to rule the political aflairs of this nation, 
and none of that influence left hereafter to destroy 
the peace, the happiness, and the prosperity of 
this people. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Jonsson] 
the other day stated, if my memory serves me 


Constitution for the employment of the slaves of 
loyal masters without compensation being first 
made therefor, and that the warrant for this meas- 
ure, if any there be, must be found in the neces- 
sity of the case. And the Senator from Ohio į 
(Mr. Suermax] asked, “has Congress or the 


service??? So faras Eam concerned L shall not 
stop to inquire whether the employment of slaves 
as soldiers is constitutional or unconstitational, 
whether it be legal or illegal. The question with 
me is, and the only question is, is it necessary; 
does the great law of necessity, that law which the | 
Senator from Maryland speaks of asthe “* higher | 
law,” the law above the Constitution, require or 
justify it? And need any one doubt on this ques- | 
tion? After nearly three years of bloody, cx- 
hausting war, a war which has taxed to the ut- 
most the resources of the country and wasted the 
most precious blood of the nation, it seems to me 
that no one should hesitate as to the duty of the 
Government to invoke all the power of the nation 
to suppress thig rebellion. ' 
If the necessity does not now exist for calling | 


upon the able-badied negroes to rally to the sup- į 


port ofthe Government, when, in Heaven’s name, 
ity arise? Flas there not already 


i 
$ 
1 
i 


can such a necessi 


been suffering enough? Haye:the sacrifices not 
yet been great enough? Have not enough of the: 
accomplished young men of the country, the pride 
of the loyal States, been offered up upon the altar - 
of their country to satisfy us thatitis the duty of 
the Government to avail itself of every, means. 
its power to crush ont now and forever this ac- 
cursed rebellion, together with that mostatrocious 
system of slavery which warmed it into life and- 
gave it all the vitality and power it éver pos 
sessed? 7 : ne 

I cannot state from personal knowledge as to 
the condition of the free States of the North, ex- 
cept, perhaps, the young State: which I have the 
honor in part to represent; butas for. Minnesota, 

I feel competent to answer forher. She had just 
entered the Union as a State when this ‘rebellion 
broke out. She had not yet recovered from the 
depressing influences of the financial crisis of 1857 
and 1858, and the people were not. prepared: to 
mect, without great sacrifices, the demands which 
the country made uponthem. But, notwithstand- 
ing this, they responded to the first call that. was- 
made upon the State by the President, and, leav- 
ing their families upon an exposed frontier, they 
rushed to the defense of the capital of the nation. 
From the comméncement of the rebellion to the 
present hour, Minnesota has responded to-every 
call that has been made upon her, and she will 
still continue to make further and greater sacrifices 
rather than see the Union, which her people love 
so well, broken up and destroyed. Better, far 
better, that her rich fields should remain yntilled, 
their golden crops of wheat sink back again to 
the bosom of the earth from which they sprang, 
or that the women and childrén should be left a 
prey to the merciless Indian savages upon. the 
frontier, than that liberty should perish forever 
on this continent, or that this free Government 
should be destroyed. : i 

I know that it has been said that the life of our 
country is worth all the best white blood in the 
nation; but why should we be so eager to expend 
it when there is in our midst a willing element 
ready, for the price of freedom, to take a part of 
the burdeng of the war upon its shoulders? 

Mr. President, from the commencement of this 
rebellion to the present hour the course. of the 
Government and of the people of the North has 
been strangely inconsistent. While the noblest 
and the best sons of the loyal States were redden- 
ing every rivulet in Virginia with their blood, and 
almost every sod of the Old Dominion was. press- 
ing upon the grave of a blue-eyed soldier of the 
North, we turned our backs coldly upon the only 
friends we had in the rebellious States, and said 
to them, “ You are black, and are not worthy to 
suffer and die for freedom; we would rather lose 
our own liberties than to give freedom to a nation 
of slaves.” I do not know but that it was the 
desigh of Providence to blind the eycs of the 
people of the North to their true intérests until 
they had paid the full penalty for their participa- 
tion in the great crime of human slavery in this 
Government. Thereisa retributive justice in this 
war, as the Senator from Maryland said, and it 
is visited alike upon the North and the South, 
for the North as well as the South has been a 
guilty participator in the foulest crime that ever 
blackened the character of a nation. 

It was but the other day that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland told us that the Constitution 
treated the slave in a kind of double character— 
that of a person and also as property. I think 
he said that it had been often held by our courts 
that while the Constitution spoke of the slave as 
a person he was also held in that instrument to be 
properly subject to all the conditions ofother prop- 
erty. ‘hese decisions to which the honorable 
Senator alludes are of modern origin. The Con- 
stitution nowhere speaks of a slave as property3: 
but wherever any allusion is made to that class of 
people they are spoken of as persons. This. fact 
seems of late to have been entirely ignored by 
the whole country, and particularly by the Su- 
preme Court, who, by a long series of decisions, 
have attempted to establish, as constitutional law, 
those atrocious features of human slavery which 
the framers of the Constitution certainly never 
expressed in that instrument, and we have no 
reason to believe thatjt was their intention that 
such a construction should be placed upon it. It 
is one of the crimes of the nation that the constl- 
tuted authorities, for more than thirty years prior 
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to the breaking out of the rebellion, had been 
steadily yielding to the inhuman and barbarous 
demands of the slave power, until at last the Su- 

reme Court, outrunning all the other departments 
in this race of infamy, declared it as the law of 
the land that ‘no black man had rights which a 
white man was bound to respect.” 

‘The honorable Senator from Ohio who is not 
to-day in his seat (Mr. Sazrman] seemed in his 
course heretofore to be thoroughly imbued with 
the idèa that under the Constitution the human- 
ity of the slave is entirely ignored, and that he can 
only be regarded or even spoken of as property, 
in the sense in which we speak of a horse ora 
mule as property, Even the conservative Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Coway,] who al- 
ways speaks with great clearness and force upon 
constitutional and legal questions, said in debate 
on this floor, not long since, that under the Con- 
stitution the slave was only regarded as a person | 
owing allegiance to the United States, and as such 
might be placed in the armies of the Union to serve 
ay other soldiers serve in defense of their country. 
And this is the clear intent and meaning of the 
Constitution; and yet as a people we have labored 
hard and long, against the plain text of that instru- 
ment, to prove thata slave was not a person, with 
the rights, duties, obligations, and securities of 
persons, but that he was property, a thing, a 
chattel to all intents and purposes, with no more 
rights, duties, or obligations than the pig or the calf. 

In this way we, asa Government, in our power 
have robbed a nation of three or four million 
people of the rights which God gave them. We 
‘Rave ground them to the earth; and, as if to find 
some excuse for the wickedness of the nation, we 
have attempted to fasten this crime upon the fath- 
ers of the Republic. We haveby judicial decis- 
‘jons perverted the great charter of freedom by 
declaring it to be an instrument framed in the in- 
terest of slavery and in direct antagonism with 
freedom: Low long can a powerful Government 
pursue this wicked course without calling down 
upon the heads of the people the vengeance of a 
just God? No nation, however strong, can long 
evade this vengeance if in its power it tramples 
upon the weak. Retributive justice will sooner 
or later be meted out to the oppressor. From the 
days of Egyptian oppression, trom the time when 

_the horses and their riders were buried together 
in the sea to the present hour, no nation that has 
oppressed the weak has Jong evaded that venge- 
ance which in the providence of God is repaid | 
to the tyrantand oppressor. That vengeance has 
at last come upon the people of this country. It] 
has come, not with pestilence or famine to cut off 
and destroy the people, but it has come with the 
more terrible and destructive engines of war. It 
is cutting down the flower of the country as the 
mower mows down the grass of the field. We 
have been looking on at this work of destruction 
and death for the last three years; we have seen 
two hundred thousand of our brave young men 
cut down in all the pride and strength of man- 
hood; we have seen sorrow and affliction and 
‘mourning carried to the door of every household; 
we see the weeds of mourning every where In the 
streets; and yet there are those among us who 


is the chief corner-stone of the rebellion; and as I 
wish to suppress the rebellion, as the most prompt 
and effective means to produce that result 1 would 
strike directly at the foundation on which it rests. 
I would free every slave, no matter whether he 
was claimed by a rebel in arms against the Gov- 
ernment or whether he was held by an officer who 
is fighting in the Union armies. I would ‘Jet 
the oppressed go frec,” and I would muster every 
able male slave into the armies of the Union to 
fight for their country and for freedom. 

I have thus feltand spoken and voted ever since 
this rebellion broke out. There are a few others 
around me on this flodr who have, from the be- 
ginning, steadily and consistently acted upon the 
same principle. The eloquent Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Suamer,] the just and uncom- 
| promising Senator from Ohio who sits nearest me, 
[Mr. Wape] the honorable members from Lowa, 
{Messrs. Harray and Grimus,] and from Michi- 
gan, [Messrs. Cuanptrrand Howarp,] and,on 
the other side of the Chamber, the bonorable Sen- 
ator from Maine, [Mr. Morrixz,]and from Kan- 
sas, (Mr. Lawr,] have never, for one moment, 
hesitated or faltered in their determination to de- 
stroy slavery with this rebellion since it assumed 
its present proportions. While others, more timid, 
have been from thé beginning rolling constitu- 
tional logs in the way of our armies, these hon- 
orable Senators have been clearing the way for 
the rapid and triumphant march of our forces. 

Mr. President, on the second day of last month 
the honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. Srerman] 
made what some would call a radical speech, to 
prove that it was right to employ all the able- 
bodied slaves in the military service of the coun- 
try, and to secure them their freedom upon the 
rendition of such service, On this question the 
honorable Senator said: f 

“fsay from the beginning we should have armed the 
slaves; bul before doing so, in my judgment, we ought to 
| secure them by law, by a great guarantee, in which you 
and I andfall branches of the Goverument would unite in 
pledging the faith of the United States that forever there- 
after they should hold their freedom against their old mas- 
ters.? 

And again, as to the duty of the Government 
to free the mother, wife, and children of the sol- 
dier, the Senator used this language: 

<The soldier who has worn our uniform and served un- 
der our flåg must not bereatter Jabor asa stave. Nor would 
it be tolerable that bis wife, his mother, or his child should 
be the property of another. ‘Fhe instinctive fecling of every 
man of generous impulse would revolt at such a spectacle. 
The guarantee of freedom for himself, his mother, bis wife, 
and his child is the inevitable incident of the employment 
ofa slave as a soldier.?? 


These, Mr. President, are noble utterances, and 
Lam glad for the opportunity to repeat them here. 
But when I listened to the speech of the honorable 
| Senator I could but think what progress had been 
made inthe public sentiment of the country within 
| the last two years. Almost simultaneously with 
the delivery of this speech in the Senate, the New 
York Herald came to us containing a leading edi- 
torial advocating the entire radical abolition of 
slavery throughout the United States, and that by 
constitutional amendment. We cannot be told 
| hereafter that the world does not move. 

But, Mr. President, there is another point in 


refuse to open their eyes to the nature of this 
conflict! There are those who still tell us that 
we must not give freedom te the slave! 

T am told that the people of my State, the gal- | 
lant young State of Minnesota, are bound by the 
Consutulion and laws to send new and fresh regi- | 
ments into the field to march, to toil, and to fight | 
under the burning summer sun in the southern | 
States for the suppression of this slaveholders’ | 
rebellion; that they arc bound to leave their bodies | 
to molder away in a distant State, to leave their | 
wives widows and their children orphans; but |} 
that we must not call upon the slaves to aid us in |} 


this contest, nor must we interfere with the insti- || aned 


1 
tution of slavery, which institution alone has been 
the cause of all the suffering and distress which | 
this bloody war has brought upon the country. | 

Me. President, is it not time that the eyes of 
the people were opened? Have we not scen enough 
already to convince even the most skeptical that 
in our struggle to uphold slavery we are warring 
against God? I regerd itas my first and highest | 
duty as a servant of the péople, acting under the 
solemnity of my oath of office, by my voice and | 
my vote, while this war lasts, to strike direetly | 
at the institution of slavery in this country. Tt: 


i freedom by all the sanction 
the uncertain tenure ofa 


i 
l 
i 
i 
i 
i 
| of his acts. 
1 
| or extend the exception 


| 
t 
i We know that when G 
; 


: mation emancipated s 


H 4 - . 
the honorable Senator’s speech in which Ido not 
concur, and that is where he refers to the course 


i of the President and to the effect and propriety of 
his proclamation of emancipation. ‘The honora- | 


ble Senator says: 


« My sympathies are not necessarily with the negro raec 3 
but if the negro now shows by l ge, by his capacity, 
by his endurance, by his bravery, that he is able to win his 
freedom and maintain it, then bw to secure him that 
of law, and not to rest it upon 
dents proclamation. We are 
here independent of the President; it is our duty to ex- 
amine eritieally the question of his powers and the effect 


, we must not forget that the President who is- 
proclamation may abrogate it; he may modity it, 
by a new aumesty. We know 
that he entered upon this path of emancipation only after 
the country became wearied and alinost exbausted under 
the unuatural protection extended by his officers to slavery. 
1 ral Frémont, early in the war, 
o rebel masters and by procla- 
s who came within his ines, the 
his proclamation and exteuded his con- 


refused to surrender slav 


Į 
dent set aside 
fidenee oniy to those who protected the property 
open public enemies, ia their slaves. When Gene 
ssued his proclamation in South Caroli 
i where, such a proclamation could be justified, in the pre: 
| ence of the enemy, in the nest of sece: n, in th 

| the worst rebels of the country, the President se 

i proclamation, When we were lcgistating here in anxious 


ven of į 
l Hunter | 
a, Where, if any- | 


sight of | 
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deliberation, and finally concluded that it was our duty to 
emancipate the slaves of the leading rebels in the southern 
States, those who held high offices, and nol only to eman- 
cipate their slaves but to confiscate their land and other 
property, our legislation was suspended, and we were com- 
pelled to change it and modify it at the desire of the Presi- 
dent, and in that way to destroy the vitality of our legisla- 
tion. We must also remember, that within one month before 
the first proclamation of emancipation was issued, the Pres- 
ident ridiculed his power to emancipate slaves, and a com- 
mon remark was attributed to him that such a proclamation 
on his part would amount to nothing more than the Pope’s 
bull against the comet. 

& So far was this conservatism carried—for I will call it 
by the name its friends choose for it—that the political 
party to which the President belongs lost every election 
that fall. Ohio is now represented in the other House of 
Congress hy thirteen gentiemen who certainly do not rep- 
resent the opinion of the majority of her people, and who 
owe their seats entirely to the discouragement caused by 
the mode in which the war was then conducted. The whole 
of this state of feeling grew out of the backwardness of the 
President in mecting this question of emancipation and the 
employment of negroes in this war, We must alsoremem- 
ber that the exceptions contained in the Presidents proe- 
Jamation very much impair the value of the proclamation, 
even if it should be sustained by the courts. Ft has never 
yet been tested in a single tribunal; no judge has ever yet 
pronounced in favor of its validity. No constitutional pro- 
vision can be pointed out to sustain its power. Men have 
doubts about it. Under these circumstances, can you ex- 
pect the negroes of the southern States who are informed 
upon the subject to rally around your banner? or if, as £ 
know they are, they are ignorant and take your promise 
for your power, Task you whether you are willing to let 
them risk their lives upon the basis of a proclamation on 
the validity of which you yourselves have doubts, espe- 
cially if you have the power by law to sanction that proc- 
Jamation and to give it validity. 

« Wemustremember that the Executive is but one branch 

of the Government. His powers are defined by the Con- 
stitution. 'Fhey are simply executive, He cau neither make 
nor suspend the operation of a law. Tm time of war he is 
Commander-in-Chief of our Army aud Navy; but is this 
power sufficient to ehange the laws of States and commun- 
ities, or do they extend beyond the lines of our armics, 
and especially will they extend into the future peaceful 
times which we hope may soon come upon us? [shall 
hereafter endeavor to show that Congress is invested with 
clear power to guaranty emancipation to slaves who enter 
our armies; but where can such a power be found for the 
President?” à 


Mr. President, I doubt very much whether this 
severe criticism is deserved. Butl am quite clear 
in my opinion that if deserved it should not have 
been pronounced by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. Iam notcertain but that the Senator’s col- 
league [Mr. Wap] might with some consistency 
assail the past conservatism of the President, but 
I am quite certain that it was not consistent in the 
Senator himself to do it. In speaking of our de- 
feat at the elections a year ago, he charges the 
whole responsibility upon the conservatism of 
the President, and he says that it was owing to 
his back wardnessin meeting the question.of eman- 
cipation and the employment of negroes in this 
war. Now, while I do not think that the Presi- 
dent has gone as fast and as far as he ought te 
have gone, | was very much surprised to hear the 
honorable Senator make this charge. 1 well re- 
membercdwithout referring to the recorded debates 
of thi body that during the last Congress when 


this measure of employing slaves in the military 


‘service, and giving them and their families their 


freedom, was before us, the Senator himself took 
very “conservative”? ground, and 1 thought I 
would refer to the record and sce if I was mis- 
taken. Well, Mr. President, I was not mistaken. 
On the 15th of July a proposition very similar to 
the one now before us was pending in the Senate, 
and what then was the honorable Senator’s course? 
I will read from the Senate Journal of Thirty- 
Seventh Congress, second session, pages 843 and 
844: 

“The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the consideration of the bill (S. No. 394) to amend the act 
‘calling forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, 
Suppress insur ections, and repel invasions,’ approved 
February 28, 1795, and the acts amendatory thereof, and 
for other purpo 3 and 

“The following amendment, proposed by Mr. SHERMAN, 
being under consideration, namely: in section thirteen, 
line two, aiter the word ¢ descent’ insert € who by the Jaws 
of any State shall owe service or labor to any person who 
during the present rebellion has levied war or has borne 
arins against the United States, or adhered to their enemies 
by giving them aid and comfort.’ ? 


got was the proposition of the Senator from 
nio. 


“ After debate, 
“On the question to agree to the amendment, 
“It was determined in the affirmative—yeas 18, nays 17. 
“On motion by Mr. Lane, of Kansa 

“The yeas and uays being desired by one fifth of the 
Senators present, 

“Those who voted in the afirmative are, 

“Me: Anthony, Browning, Coilamer, Cowan, Davis, 
Doolittic, Fessenden, Foster, Henderson, Howe, Lane of 


Indiana, Powell, Sherman, Simmons, Ten Eyck, Wiley, 
Wilsou of Missouri, Wright. 
“Those who voted in the negative are: : 
Messrs. Chandler, Clark, Poot, Grimes, Harlan, Harris, 
Howard, King, Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sum- 
ner, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, Wilmot, Wilson of Mas- 
sachusetts.”? z 

This proposition of the honorable Senator was 
to free only the soldiers themselves who were the 
slaves of rebels; and as to the slave soldiers not 
claimed by rebel masters, after they should have 
served in our armies we were to remand them 
back to slavery! And yet that Senator in his 
speech rebukes the President for “conservatism” 
and for his “backwardness”? in employing black 
soldiers in our Army and giving them their free- 
dom. 

On the same day an amendment was offered to 
the same bill by the then Senator from Ilinois, 
Mr. Browning, as follows: 

“On motion by Mr. Brownixa to amend the bill by 
striking out in section thirteen, lines three and four, the 
word? ‘his mother, and his wire and children,’ 

“Jt was determined in the negative—yeas 17, lays 29. 

“On motion of Mr. Lang, of Kansas, 

«The yeas and nays being desired by one fifth of the 
Senators present. Those who voted in the afirmative are: 

“ Messrs. Browning, CoJlamer, Cowan, Davis, Doolittle, 
Foster, Harris, Henderson, Lane of Indiam, Powell, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Sherman, Stark, Ten Eyck, Wilson of Missouri, 
Wright. 

‘Those who voted in the negative are: 

‘Messrs, Chandler, Clark, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, 
Hate, Harlan, Howard, Howe, King, Lanc of Kansas, Mor- 
rill, Pomeroy, Simmons, Sumner, Trumbull, Wade, Wil- 
kinson, Wilmot, Wilson of Massachusetts.” 

Here the honorable Senator by his vote refused 
to give freedom to the mother, wife, and children 
of the slave soldier in our Army. His colleague 

on this floor, [Mr. Wap,] however, was then, 
and is now steadily advocating every proposition 
which looks to the emancipation of the families 
of those brave soldiers who are willing to risk 
their lives for their country and for freedom. 

Again, on the same day, Mr. Browntye offered 
the following amendment. 1 read from the Sen- 
ate Journal: 

“ On motion by Mr. Brownrna to amend the bil by in- 
serting iu seetion thirteen the following proviso = 

“ Provided, 'Fhat the mother, wife, and children ofsuch 
man or boy of African descent shall not be made free by 
the operation of this act, except where such mother, wife, 
or children owe service to some person who, during the 
present rebellion, has borne arms against the United States, 
or adhered to their enemies, giving them aid and comfo 

Tt was determined in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 16. 

And the Senator from Ohio was among the 
twenty-one who voted for that amendment, 

Again, when the bill was reported to the Senate: 

“On the question to concur in the following amendment 
made in Committee of the Whole, to wit: in section tbir- 
teen, line two, after the word ‘descent,’ insert, who by the 
laws of any State shall owe service or labor to any person 
who, during the present rebellion, has levied war or has borne 
arms against the United Slates, or adhered to their enemies 
by giving them ail and comfort. 

* ft was determined in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 14.” 

This amendment was, | think, offered by the 
Senator from Ohio, and was advocated and sup- 

orted all the way throagh by him. 
P 4 gh by i 

I opposed this amendment at the time because 
it confined the right to free our slave soldiers and 
their families to those who were claimed as the 
slaves of those who had committed some overtact 

. of treason, A man might be a moral traitor; he 
might earnestly desire the success of the rebel 
armies; he might hate the Union, and stay at 
home and refuse to give any information to our 
generals which might aid them to overcome the 
enemy; he might heartily sympathize with the 
rebellion; he might even let his sons go to fight 
thelr battles; he might do all these things, and 
yet, if he staid quietly upon his farm and did 
nothing that would amount to overt acts of trea- 
son, by this amendment we were precluded from 
taking his slaves to fight our battles; and if we 
should take them, we were forbidden the right to 
give them their freedom unless we paid this dis- 
oyal master for them. I do not think the Pres- 
ideut ever carried his conservatism as faras that. 

‘These votes were taken upon the question of giv- 
ing freedom to the colored Union soldier, and to his 
mother, wife, and children. The record shows 
that only eighteen months since a majority of 
this Senate were opposed to giving these soldiers 
their freedom unless they were claimed as the 
slaves of rebel masters, and not merely disloyal 
men but men who had actually committed trea- 
son. If we employed in the military service of the 
country the slave of a loyal master, he was to be 
compelled to fight for the freedom, yea, sir, for 


| owed theirelection, in part at least, to the conserv- j 


the very existence of the nation, give his pay 
during the war to his master, and then when vie- 
tory should have crowned his efforts, when the 
nation should have been saved through his valor 
on the bloody battle-field, he was to be remanded 
back to slavery again, to be thenceforth treated 
as property, a thing, a chattel personal, to all in- 
tents and purposes whatsoever. He might be put 
upon the auction-block the day after peace was 
declared, and be sold as horses and cattle are sold. 
This was the compensation which the honorable 
Senator from Ohio asked this Christian nation to 
make to the brave black men who were to fight 
and to suffer to uphold and preserve the Govern- 
ment! That I may make no mistake in stating 
the ‘true position of the honorable Senator, I will 
read from the recorded debates of the Senate what 
he said in the discussion which arose upon the 
amendment t6 which I have referred. In July, 
1862, when this measure was before the Senate, 
what did the honorable Senator from Ohio say? 
It is almost marvelous that an honorable Senator 
who now rebukes the President for his “ conser- 
vatism” should have made such remarks as these 
on the 10th of July, 1662: E 

“Mr. SHERMAN”? * «If my 
amendment shall be adopted to the second section, the 
slaves of foyal persons will not be made free by the opera- 
tion of the act, and the masters of those slaves will draw 
the compensation allowed by the Government for their ser- 
vices, and they would get their slaves back, as*a matter of 
course. If my amendment to the second section be adopt 
ed, this measure will not affect the Joyal master, because 
he will receive the compensation allowed by law for the 
service of his slave, and the slave will be his at the term- 
ination of that serviee.”—Congressional Globe, Thirty- 
Seventh Congress, second session, p. 3232. 

In the same debate he said: 

“J desire to give to the master the wages allowed by this 
law, aad to fix the measure of coprpensation by the language 
of the law and notieave itopen to dispute,” —Tbid., p. 3232. 

But, Mr. Bresident, the honorable Senator, in 
his recent severe attack upon the President, court- 
cous in language, it is true, and mild in the expres- 
sion, but still none the less severe for that, says: 

“Sofar was this conservatism carried—for I will call it 
by the name its friends choose for it—that the political 
party to which the President belongs lost every election last 
full. Ohio is now represented in the other House of Con- 
gress by thirteen genlemen who certainly do not represent 


* * 2 


the opinions of the majority of her people, and who owe 1 


their seats entirely to the discouragement caused by the 
mode in which the war was conducted. The whole of 
this state of fecling grew out of the backwardness of the 
President in meeting this question of emancipation and the 
employment of negroes in this war’? 

Now, sir, I cannot speak for Ohio, but I will 
say thatif the Republican delegation in Congress 
from Minnesota had stood by the side of the Sen- 
ator on the question of theemployment ofnegroes, 
and they had given uticrance on the floors of Con- 
gress to such sentiments as are contained in the 
extracts which I have read, it is my deliberate 
judgmont that we could not have carried ten coun- 
ties in that State. If my colleague in the other 
House, Hon. Mr. Wixvom, who has represented 
so ably the most radical district in the State, had 
assumed in Congress the positions taken by the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, and had given 
utterance to such doctrines, he could not have 
carried a single county in his district. And yet į 
the people of Minnesota, radical as they are, stand 
firmly*y the President. May we not infer that 
the thirteen members from Ohio in the other 
House, to whom the honorable Senator referred, 


atism of the honorable Senator himself? I very 
much doubt whether a single one of the thirteen fi 
Democratic members of the other House from 
hig State could be induced to stand up in his place 
and defènd the so-called conservative positions 
heretofore taken by the Senator from their own 
State. 

May I not ask, were not the Senator from Ohio 
and those Republican Senators who acted with 
him, as I have shown, somewhat responsible for 
the backwardness of the President, of whiclshe 
now so bitterly complains? Has not the Presi- | 
dent been held in check somewhat upon this ques- 
tion of the employment of slaves in our armies 
by the positions assumed by his party friends here 
in Congress? 


Mr. President, let us examine briefly the posi- || 


tion assumed by the Senator in the last Congress. | 
ĮI do not desire to misrepresent bis position, and į 
therefore I will quote from the record. On the 
15th of July, 1862, he said: 

«if my amendment to the second section be adopted 


this measure-will not ‘affect. the loyal master, bécause he 
will receive the! compensation allowed by law for the pérs 
vice of his slaves, and the slave will-be his at the termina 


Congress, second sessiori; p. 3337. : : a 
When has the Presidentever uttered asentil 


tion of that service.» Congressional Globe, Vhirty-Seventh. 


like that since he has filled the executive chair of ` 


this nation? When has he ever uttered the ‘atro- 
cious doctrine that you can employ. men. in the 
military. service of the United States; call upon 
them to peril their lives and shed their blood, and 
then remand them back.to slavery as soon as the 
war should be over? Again, the Senator said:in 
the same debate: eS: 

c Tf you adopt the elauseas it now stands, you will eman- 
cipate all the slaves of this country under the pretense of 
using them in prosecuting this war. It is unjust, unfair, 
and E may say further thatit is unmanly,; to avail yourself. 
of this condition of affairs brought about by rebelsto seize 
the property of loyal people and deprive them of that prop- 
erty. it will be unjust.?—Jbid., p. 3337. j 

It will be observed that the honorable. Senator 
from Ohio spoke only of the slave as property. 
He did not look upon him or speak of him asa 
man,and he entirely ignored the character of per- 
son’? which the Constitution gives him. He did 
not seem to think that a slave was any.morea pèr- 
son than a mule, and‘ we. would infer that hede- 
nied entirely that a slave can owe allegiance to the 
United States. How much broader. and more 
statesmanlike are the views of the honorable, Sen- 
ator from Maryland, [Mr. Jounson,] coming as he 
does from a slave State, himself representing a 
slaveholdiig population. Ina debate onthe 15th 
of December, 1863, in reply to the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] the eminent Senator 
from Maryland said: ` 

«c Congress has clothed him [the President] with the pow~ 
er, so that the question which the honorable member will 
have to meet before he can succeed in making good his 
proposition, is whether Congress has not the power to call 
upon the slave population to take part in the war which is 
striking at the very existence ofthe Government. Why not? 
This population, we all know, has a double character. 


They are to be regarded as men as well as property. They” 
* 


are called ‘persons’ in the Constitution itself. * 

* * “ In the character of persons they are clearly 
liable to the power. Nobody can doubt that. Though not 
citizens they are men, bound to allegiance to the Uni- 
ted States ; and I therefore individually have never had a 
doubt that whenever these slaves are called into the service 
of the United States, cither into its armies or into its navies, 
and render the service, they are by the fact of the service 
free; and once free, thank God, they can never again be 
made slaves.” : a 

It is clear to my mind that by the, Constitution 
a slave is regarded as a person, and as such owes 
allegiance to the Government of the United States, 
I fully indorse the doctrine of my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Cowan,]}: who Jays it 
down thus: ee ie 

«< J say that when the negro is protected, he owes allegt- 
ance, and that as he owes allegiance he is a citizen aud 
liable to military service. Although that allegiance may 
not be the allegiance Lo which the honorable Senator from 
Virginia alludes, and which he evidently has in his eye, 
that is, the-awlegiance of a naturalized citizen, still it is that 
allegiance which makes him a citizen—the same allegiancé, 
if you please, which makes a sojourner among us liable to 
treason for the time being. An alien who comes here and 
is protected in his sojourn among us, if he commit treason, 
may be punished for it, and therefore owes a qualified alle- 
giance.” 

Admit, if you please, that by the local law of 
some of the States a slave may be regarded ag 
property. So by the locallaw of most of the 
States an apprentice owes service to his master 
for a term of years, and so does the minor child 
to his father. No one thinks of paying the father 
for the loss of the services of his son who is mus- 
tered into the service of the country at eighteen 
years of age; nor would you pay the master of 
an apprentice for the loss of his services in con- 
sequence of his being drafted to serve in our ar- 
mies before he was twenty-one years of age. The 


! honorable Senator from Ohio would take the mi- 


nor son away from his father who was depend- 
ent upon him for support, by conscription, mus- 
ter him into the Army, send him to Kentucky to 
defend that State, and yet he would not take the 
slave of a loyal master living in a State which our 


northern troops had gone to protect and defend! 


Yes, there was one condition upon which the 
honorable Senator said that he would take the 
services of the slave of a loyal master, and that 
was that when the war was over thè black: sol- 
dier, no matter how well he fought for bis coun- 
try, should be returned to slavery again! : The 
honorable Senator complains of the * conserva~ 
tism’’ and“ backwardness” of the President; but 
when ever did Mr. Lincoln hold such sentiments 


March 21, 


as those urged in the Senate by the honorable 
Senator from Ohio eighteen months ago? 

~~ To show how atrocious he regards his own po- 
sition and utterances in the last Congress I have 
quoted a few passages from his recent speech in 
the Senate. The honorable Senator has opened 
his eyes at last, and he sees that the proclamation 
of emancipation is an unsafe guarantee for the 
slave’s freedom. He says now:. 

*“<T wish to secure him that freedom by all the sanctions 
of law, and not to rest it upon the uncertain tenure of a 
Presidents proclamation.” 

As the presidential election draws near the hon- 
orable Senator grows more and more radical; so 
much so.that he has great solicitude for the free- 
dom of the slave, and he can see no merits in the 
efforts of the President to produce that result. He 


seems to think that the proclamation of freedom | 


which gladdened the hearts of the people is of no 
effect, or being so may at any time be altered or 


modified by the President so as to destroy its force | 


altogether, for he says: 

“ And, sir, we must nol forget that the President who 
issued this proclamation may abrogate it,” &e. s x 
* * “No constitutional provision can be pointed out 
to sustain its power,’? 

The honorable Senator evidently labored hard 
to show that Mr. Lincoln was entitled to no credit 
for having issued this proclamation, because he 
had no power to proclaim the freedom of the 
slaves in the rebel States, or having that power 
he might at any time annul or abrogate it. Now, 
sir, upon these points I take issue with the hon- 
orable Senator'from Ohio. { insist that as Com- 
mander-in-Chief of our armies he bad the full 
power and authority in virtue of his office during 


the existence of this rebellion, by proclamation | 
to free every slave in the Stes which are in re- 
bellion against the authority and Government of | 


the United States, 1 go farther, and say that, in 
my opinion, the President, as Commander-in- 
Chief of our armies, may by proclamation free 
every slave'in the Union, whether beld in Joyal or 
disloyal States. Fle has the power to strike atthe 
institution of slavery itseif if, in his opinion, the 
interests of the country demand it, if it stands in 
the way of the suppression of the rebellion, if it 
is a clog to our armies and to our efforts in up- 
holding and maintaining the Government. This 
power is not derived from any written clause in 
the Constitution, but itcomes from the war power 


of the Government, from the laws and usages of | 


nations—that higher Jaw of which the Senator 
from Maryland spoke. Upon this question I pre- 
fer to quote frorn the able and elaborare argument 
of Mr, Adams, in the House of Representatives 
in 1842, from which my friend from Missouri 
[Mr. Brown] read the other day. As this speech 


of Mr. Adams has. been often alluded to, } shall | 


read only a brief passage, as Lam not desirous to 
detain the Senate long: 


& 4 say it isa war power; and when your country is ac 
tually in war, whether it be a war of invasion or a war of 
insurrection, Congress bas power to earry on the war, 
and must carry iton rdivg to the of war; and by 
the laws of war an invaded country has all its laws and 
municipal institutions swept by abe board, and martial law 
takes the place of then? 


Tn that pact of his speech Mr. Adams spoke of | 


the power of Congress, Again, he said: 
«J might furnish a thousand proofs to show that the pre- 


tensions of gentlemen to the sanelity of their municipal in- | 


stitutions, under a state of actual invasion aud of actual 
war, whetherservile, civil, or foreign, is wholly Hafounded 5 
sand that the laws of war do in all such cases take proee- 
dence, flay this down as the law of nations. i say that 
the military authority takes ior the time the placc of all 
municipal institutions, ando among the rest; aud 
that under that state of thin far from its being true that 
the States wherestavery. exists have wie exclusive manage- 
ment of the subject, net only the President of the United 
States bub the comuninder of the Army has power to order 
the universal emancipation of te sihves. [| have given 
here more in detail a principle which I have asserted on 
this floor beiore now, and of which [ have no more doubt 
than that you, sir, occupy that chair, 1 give it in its de- 
velopment in order that auy genyemau frou any partof he 
Union may, if be Hinks proper, deny the trath of the posi 
tiop and may maintain his denial, not by in ation, not 
by passion and fury, but by sound and sober reasoning trom 
the laws of nations i vs of war, And if my posi- 
ed, F shall receive the relu- 
tation with pleasure; F sliali be glad to listen to reason, 
aside, as L say, from indignation and passion, and iE by the 
force of reasoning my understanding can be convinced, I 
here pledge myself to recant what F have asserted. ”— Con- 
gresstonal Globe, Twenty-Seventh Congress, second session, 
pe 429. 


Mr, Adams here calls upon any one to answer 
his position, He invokes argument in opposi- 


sis 


tion toit, and declares that he puts forth this argu-. 
ment after mature reflection, and that it is his 
conviction that it is a settled maxim of the law of 
nations that in case of war, such as we are now 
engaged in, the military takes the place of the 


things the President may deeree the universal 
emancipation of the slaves. And here let me say 
|! that Mr. Adams never was answered successfully; 
|| and I know of no one, unless it be the honorable 
| Senator from Kentucky who sits near me, [Mr. 
| Davis,] who has ever undertaken to answer it. 
The Senator from Ohio certainly will not claim 
that he has refuted or even attempted to refute 
the able, and powerful, and I may add unanswer- 
ij able argument of Mr. Adams. . 
But the Senator says that the President may 
abrogate or modify this proclamation, and thus 
‘| render insecure the freedom of those to whom it 
was intended to apply. I do not think it needs 
much of a lawyer to see ata glance that there is 
nothing whatevef in this statement of the Senator 
so flippantly enunciated. Itis a clear legal prop- 
osition thatif the President had the power by 
this "proclamation to frec the slaves of the rebel- 
lious States, by virtue thereof their freedom in 
Jaw becomes an accomplished fact,and he cannot 
by any subsequent act reduce them again to sla- 
hvery. Lille can free the slaves, but he cannot make 
slaves of freemen. There isnolaw inthe United 
States, either constitutional or municipal, under 
which any slave can be held one hour in the re- 
bellious States. We are in actual war, a war of 
insurrection with the rebellious States, and are 
carrying on that war under and by virtue of the 
i| laws of nations. Allthe local institutions of those 
several States in rebellion, under which the loyal 
and disloyal alike claim their right to their slaves, 
are, Louse the expressi 
* swepl by the bourd,” 'She foundation upon which 
slavery rests in the rebellious States is destroyed 
by virtue of theiractsofwar. They have volunta- 
li nily thrown off the protection of the Constitution, 
Land placed themselves under the law of nations 
H alone, Itis therefore not only our right but our 
i| duty to knock off every shackle from every limb. 
|! We should let the oppressed go free. God and hu- 
manity demand the thorough, radical, entire aboli- 
tion of slavery everywhere within the limits of the 
| United Suues, 
ii Mr. President, I do not wish to reéstablish the 
condition of things that existed in this country 
prior to the breaking out of this rebellion, We 
bave wasted too much blood and treasure for that. 
| We bave been told on this floor, by those who 
have recently become very radical, that the Presi- 
dent is too “conservative,” too ‘backward’? to 
meet the expectations of the people and to meet 
the great Issues before the country with that 
| promptness and energy which the exigency of 
jl tre hour demands. We are told that there is 
danger that he may retrace his steps toward uni- 
|i versal freedom, and thus to permit those who by 
his acts have been made free to lapse back to sla- 
very again. { haveshown that Mr. Lincoln can- 
| not do this if he would. But is there reason to 
fear that he would do so if he could? I defy any 
man to point me to the record where thg Presi- 


l of freedom. He has sometimes moved more 
| slowly than I desired; but having taken a step 
| forward, he has never retraced it. No man stands 
before the country with a cleaner or purer record 
than Mr. Lincoln, And no man has to-day so 
strong a hold upon the affections of the American 
people as he. And this is because they believe 
| bim to be true, failhful, and honest; they believe 
| him to bea lover of liberty and a hater of slavery; 


1 
| exjet in the land, . 
; Mr. WILLEY. Itis my purpose to speak at 
ij some length upon this proposition and others 
| connected therewith 
| Mr. FOSTER. Will the honorable Senator 
| give way for a motion to adjourn? } 
| Let us have an executive 
t 


Several SENATORS. 
ession. 

i| Mr. FOSTER. I move that the Senate pro- 
| ceed to the consideration of executive business, 

i ‘The motion was agreed to; and after some 
time spent in executive session, the doors were 
reopened. 


A 


civil power; and that under such a condition of | 


sive language of Mr. Adams, | 


p t 
dent has ever taken one step backward in the cause 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


j called in their turn. 


MAILS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. COLLAMER, from the committee on con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 299) to provide for carry- 
ing the mails from the United States to foreign 
ports, and for other purposes, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the-amendments tothe House bill (No. 
299) entitled “ An act to provide for carrying the mails from 
the United States to foreign ports, and for other purposes,”? 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend, and do recommend to the respective Houses as 
follows, to wit: 

That the House recede from its disagreeing votes to the 
Senate amendments numbers one, two, fou, five, and six, 
and agree to the same. 

That the House also recede from its disagreeing vote to 
the third Senate amendment, and agree to the same with 
the following amendment, to wit: strike out the word 
& either? and insert the word “ both 3”? to which amend- 
ment the Senate consent and concur. 

That the House recede from its disagreeing vote. to the 
Senate’s seventh amendment, and agree to ihe same as 
amended so as to read as follows, to wit: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hercby, authorized and empowered to 
suspend the operation of so much of the eighth section of 
the act of the 3ist of August, 1852, as authorizes the con- 
veyance of letters otherwise than in the mails on any such 
mail routes asin his opinion the public interest may re- 
quire, : 

And the Senate consent and agree to such amendment 


and adopt the same. 

J, COLLAMER, 
JOUN CONNESS, 
C. R. BUCKALEW, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 
JOHN B. ALLEY, 
JOHN V. L. PRUYN, 
C. COLE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 


On motion, the Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, March 21, 1864. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev, W. ITI. Cuanwine. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 
CANAL BILL. 


Mr. WASHBUBNE, of Ilinois. Mr. Speaker, 
what has been the order of the House in regard 
to the canal bill? 

The SPEAKER, 
ing hour, ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. My col- 
league, Mr. Annoxup, is confined to his bed by 
indisposition, and will be unable to be present 
to-day. lask that the bill go over. 

The SPEAKER. Thatcan be done when the 
bill comes up. 

The first business in order is the call of com- 
mittces for reports to go upon the Calendar, and 
not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. HIGBY. 
acting ? 

The SPEAKER. 
lows: 


“As soon as the Journal is read, and the unfinished busi- 
ness in which the House was engaged at the last preceding 
adjournment bas been dis dof, reports from committees 
shall be called for and disposed of—in doing which, the 
Speaker shall call upon each standing committee in regu- 
lar order, and then upon select committees; and if the 
Speaker shall not get through the call upon the commitices 
before the Louse passes to other busine ve shall resume 
the next call where he left off, giving preference to the re- 
port Jast mader consideration: Provided, 'Yhat whenever 
any committee shall have occupied the morning hour on 
two days, it shall not be in order tor such committee tore- 
port further until the other committees shall have been 
On the eall for reports from commit- 
son each alternate Monday, whieh shall commence as 
soon as the Journal {bills reported during the first 
hour after the Jonrnal is read shall be committed, without 
debate, to the Conunittce of the Whole, and, together with 
their accompanying reports, printed; andit during the hour 
all the committees are not called, then, on the next alter- 
nate Monday, the Speaker shall commence where such call 
was suspended : Provided, That no bill reported vader the 
eall on alternate Mondays and committed shail be again 
brougiit before the House by a motion to reconsider.” 


FRENCH SHIP LA MANCHE. 

Mr. STEBBINS, from the Committee of Waya 
and Means, reported back Senate bill No. 149, 
for the relief of the French ship La Manche; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 


It comes up after the morn- 


Under what rule is the House 


Rule 51, which is as fol- 


te 


| House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be 


printed, 


NGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHING 


TON, D.C. 


rh 
FREDERICK A. BEELER. 

Mr. ORTH, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Frederick 
A. Beeler; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES M. WETHERILL. 


Mr. ORTH, from the select committee on the 
chemist of the Department of Agriculture,reported 
abiil forthe relief of Charles M. Wetherill; which 
was read a firstand second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. . 


MARTHA JANE SKAGGS. 


Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on Fn- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Martha Jane Skaggs; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER.* The next business in order 
is the call of States for resolutions, commencing 
with the State of Kentucky, where it was sus- 
pended by the expiration of the morning hour 
ast Monday. 


GOVERNMENT RAILROAD TRANSPORTATION. 


; k | 

Mr. HOLMAN introduced the following pre-d; 

amble and resolution: 

Whereas by the fourth section of an act of Congress en- |! 
titled “An act granting the right of way and makinga grant 
of land to the States of Minois, Mississippi,and Alabama, 
iy aid of the conatruction of a railroad from Chicago to 
Mobile,” approved September 20, 1859, itis provided as fol- 
lows: “Phat the said lands hereby granted to the said State 
(illinvis) shali be subject to the disposal of the Legislature 
thereof for the purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the 
said railroad and branches shall be and remain a public 
highway for the use of the Government of the United States 
free from tollor other charge upon the transportation of any 
property or troops of the United States ; and whereas said 
lands have been applied in the construction of the Minois 
Central railroad by and through the Hlinois Central Rail- 
road Company, by virtue of an act of the Legislature of said 
Stute; and whereas lands granted to tbe State of lowaon 

the same conditions by an act of Congress approved May ‘ 
15, 1856, have been by the Legistature of said State applied 
to the construction of the Burlington and Missouri railroad, 

owned by the Burlington and Missouri Railroad Company, |! 


and the Mississippi and Missouri railroad, owned by the 
Mississippi and Missouri Railroad Company; and whereas 
since the beginning of the present war there has been paid 
by the War Department to said companies for the trans- 


the following sums of money, to wit: 
tral Railroad Company thesum of $452,098 625 tothe Bur- 
lington and Missouri Company, 86,149 55; and tothe Mis- 
sissippi and Missouri Railroad Company, $40 66; and 
whereas the House, by a unanimous vote, did, on the 25th 
day of February, 1 adopt the following resolution, re- 
ported by the Judiciary Committee, to wit: t Resolved, 
‘That the several railroad companies which have received 
from States grants of public lande made to such States by 
acts of Congress for the purpose of aiding in the construc- 
tion of the roads of such companics respectively, are re- 
quired to transport the property and troops of the United 
States over their roads tree of tolis or other charges what- 
soever:”? Therefore, 

Resolved, 'Tuat this House approves of and reaffirms said | 
resolution. me 
Resolved further, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to require the said companies to repay to the Treasury of the 
United $ the sums of money so paid to them respect- 
ively as aforesaid, and to decline to make any further pay- 
meuts to either of said companies for any transportation 
hereafter or heretofore required of said companies for his i 

Deparunent. 

Resoived, That a copy of this preamble and resolutions 
be transmitted by the Cierk of this House to the Secretary 
of War fe 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolutions were agreed to. 

The question recurring on the adoption of the 
preamble— . 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the previous ques- || 

: } 
tion. ! 

The previous question was seconded, and the i 
main question ordered to be put; and under the | 

: hereof the preamble was adopted. i 
operation thereot the preamble was adop > | 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the last ii 
be hey 


dé 


i 
f 


; two votes; and also moved to lay the motion to 


| ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 


i spectiully requested, and that the Secretary of State and the 


| or from the States not in rebellion to the rebellious States, 


| court. 


| annual salary of $1,800, commencing with the lst of March, 


WEDNESDAY, MARCH 23, 1864. 


reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CERTAIN BONDS AND OBLIGATIONS. 


kd 
Mr. DUMONT introduced an act to detlare 
the validity of certain bonds, obligations, and un- 
dertakings, sealed and unsealed, heretofore made 
or that may hereafter be made; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


TARIFF ON FOREIGN WOOL. 


Mr. BEAMAN introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 
tariff upon low grades of foreign wool. 


WAGON ROAD TO GOLD FIELDS. 
Mr. WILSON presented a joint resolution of | 
the Legislature of the State of Iowa, with refer- | 


ence to the construction of a wagon road from the 
Missouri river to the gold fields; which was re- 


POLITICAL PRISONERS. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE offered the following resolu- 
tion: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 


Secretary of War be directed, to report and furnish to this 
House the names of all persons, if any there are, arrested 
and held in prison or confinement in any prison, fort, or 
other place whatsoever, for political offenses, or any otber 
alleged offense against the Government or authority of the 
United States, by the order, command, consent, or knowl- 
edge of them, or cither of them, respectively, and who have 
not been charged, tried, or convicted before any civil or 
eriininal (not military) court oftheland; together with the 
charge against such person, or cause for such arrest and im- 
prisonment, if there be any; and the name of the prison, 
fort, or place where tliey are severally kept or confined, 
Also, whether any person or persons, for any alleged like | 


New Sers... No. T. 


The papers pass over from the firstto the: second. 
session, and there is every prospect that the com-" 
mittee for the present Congress, and that for the 
succeeding Congress, will be more burdened with 
business than ever before. There is great neces- 
sity for having their papers preserved, and great 
labor is imposed upon their clerk; and I ask the 
gentleman to allow me to move to amend by in- 
serting a clerk for the Committee of Elections: 

If the House will for a moment reflect upon the 
amount of business unexpectedly, in these times, 
thrown upon the committee, I think they will not 
object to their having a clerk like the Committee 
on Military Affairs. I say to the House in all 
sincerity, and without any disposition to make 
a place for anybody, there is a necessity. which 
never existed before that the clerk of the Com- 
mittee of Elections should extend through both 
sessions of Congress, and be charged with the 
custody of the papers and the labors of the com- 
mittee, 

The Committee of Elections find it very difficult 
to keep their present clerk because of inducements 
from the other end of the Capitol, where clerks 
of committees are better paid. Unless the com- 
mittee shall have this privilege granted they will 
be compelled to seek elsewhere for a clerk. We 
have an ordinary clerk now, but | ask the gentle- 
man to include the clerk of the Committee of Elec- 
tions in his resolution, 

Mr.STEVENS. How much is the clerk of 
the Committee of Elections paid now? 

Mr. DAWES, Four dollars a day during the 
session. . That is what all the clerks to commit- 
tees are paid. Ihave poker of the large amount 
of work thrown upon the committee, I desire to 
state to thé House that the reports of contested 
elections have not been brought down later than 
1634, There is a book of precedents in contested 
elections brought down to 1834, But whenever 


offense, have been banished or sent from the United States, 


and the names, times, alleged offense or cause thereof; and 
whether with or without trial; and if tried. before what 


Mr. WILSON. Does not that resolution go 
over on account of calling for information froma 
Department? 

The SPEAKER, 
mous consent, 

Mr. STEVENS. 
ter be decided now. 

Mr. WILSON. I object. 

The resolution was accordingly laid over under 
the rules. 


REVENUE FROM MINERAL LANDS. 
Mr. YEAMAN introduced the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Comusittee on Publie Lands be in- 
structed to inquire inte the best mode of securing to the 
United States the benefit the Government ought to derive 
from the mineral lands in the geld-bearing regions, and 
report by bill for that purpose. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE. 

Mr. SCHENCK introduced the following reso- 
lution, and upon it demanded the previous ques* 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be, | 


It does, except by unani- 


I think the matter had bet- 


a precedent of later date than that comes before 
the committee the clerk or some member of the 
| committee has to search through the records of the 
House back to 1834 in order that the past action 
of the Committee of Elections may be known. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I do not 
know but that there may be a pressing necessity 
that the clerks of these two committees should be 
made permanent during this Congress, but f ob- 
ject to ait da which will fasten upon the House 
additional permanent clerks in times hereafter. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not want it beyond this 
Congress. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have no 
objection that this clerk shall be put on the same 
footing for this Congress as the clerks of the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Means and of the Committee 
of Claims. Ican fully appreciate what the gen- 


i| tleman says in regard to the labors of his com- 


mittee, and I would not be unwilling that the 
resolution should be passed to apply only to this 
Congress, but I would be unwilling to have any 
re@olution pass which should fasten upon the 
House any more permanent clerks of committees. 
I kuow that the last House of Representatives, 
aftera severe contest, refused to pass a resolution 
making the clerk of the Committee of Military 
‘Affairs permanent. 

Mr. STEVENS. Would it not answer to in- 


and they are hereby, authorized to appoint a clerk at an 


1864. 
Mr. DAWES. . Will the gentleman withdraw 
his demand for the previous question for a mo- 
ment? 
The SPEAKER, 


If the resolution gives rise | 
to debate, it will go over, except by unanimou 


S 


Mr. DAWES. Then | will proceed by unan- 
imous consent, if there is no objection. | 
lam in favor of the resolution, but I wish the 
gentleman to allow me to amend by inserting a 
clerk for the Committee of Elections; and I will 
state the reason why. Forthelast two Congresses | 
the Committee of Tleerionis has been unusualiy 
burdened, and the matter before it has so increased 
har the business of the committee at the last ses- ; 
ion has been greater than that in the first session. 


| 
I 
consent. if 
i 
| 
i 


t 
g 


4 floor. 


crease the per diem, say to five dollars a day dur- + 
ing the session? Otherwise the sbort session will 
| bejustas expensive to usas the longone. I would 
| be willing to pay five dollars a day for the time the 
| clerk is actually employed, but 1 am not qnite 
| ready to vote to pay these clerks $1,800 for the 
| three months of the shortsession. Í hope the gen- 
tleman from Ohio will accept my suggestion, and 


H 
| fix the pay at five dollars a day when actually 


employed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
cussion? 4 

The SPEAKER. The discussion is proceed- 
ing by unanimous consent, the previous question 
having been demanded. Unanimous consent was 
given to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawezs] to speak, and he has been yielding the 


Is this subject open to dis- 


+ 


Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr, Sciencx] will not think that Lam try- 
ing to kill his resolution. Ido notwant the Com- 
mittee of Elections to have a permanent clerk be- 
yond this Congress, but if the House will recollect 
what the committee had to do in the very last days 
of the last Congress, and if they will recollect that 
eighteen cases have already been referred to the 
Committee of Elections, and that but three or four 
of them have been disposed of, the certainty that 
some cases have gotto go'over until the next ses- 
sion, and the probability that new questions will 
come up, I think they will see that it is not too 
much for us to ask that we may employ a clerk 
during this Congress on the same terms as the 
Committee on Military Affairs. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuuncx,] 
I will move te amend his resolution by inserting 
the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Does the gentleman offer 
that amendment under instructions from his com- 
mittee? 

Mr. DAWES. Not by any formal vote of the 
committee, but I have conferred with members of 
the committee. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Then I have to say thatthe 
resolution which 1 offer isa resolution which has 
been withheld for some time by the Military Com- 
mittee, but at length, the business of the com- 
mittee becoming so onerous and occupying the 
whole time and attention of our clerk, we felt that 
his compensation was inadequate, and T was di- 
rected to offer this resolution. I have no doubt 
of the amountof labor performed, notonly by the 
Committee of Elections, but by its clerk, and if 


he will offer a distinct resolution under the in- 
structions of his conwnittce, placing the clerk of his 
committee on the same footing with the clerks of 
the Committees of Ways and Means and Claims, 
and on which itis now proposed to place the clerk 
of the Military Committee, I will vote for it, but I 
prefer that each case shall stand on its own merits. 

I would simply remark that we do not propose 
that this increased pay shall go back to the com- 
mencement of the session, but only to the first of 
the current month. We think that this additional 
compensation need not commence with the begin- 
ning of the session. The salary of $1,800 per year 
is precisely the same that is paid to the clerks of 
two other important committees of the House, 
the Committee of Claims and the Committee of 
Waysand Means. I venture to say, withoutany 
invidious comparisons being made, that there is 


nota committee of this ELouse that is more bur- N 


dened by business or that requires the performance 
of more Jabor by its elerk than the Committee on 
Military Affairs. And this is likely to be the case 
for a long time to come. Lnow move the previous 
uestion on the resolution, not meaning by thatto | 
decide orassert anything againstany other propo- 
sition of the same kind. I am willing, when they 
are introduced, to vote upon them on their merits. 

Mr. KERNAN. | ask unanimous consent to 
put a question to the gentleman from Ohio, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KERNAN.” Linguire what the pay per 
diem of this clerk now is? 

Mr. SCHENCK. Four dollars. 

Mr. KERNAN. I may be allowed a sugges- 
tion. Ihave observed that in this body, as in 
most other legislative bodies, whenever onë of 
these clerkships is made permanent it never goes 
back to its former condition, and the next year 
nother committee makes a like request for its 
clerk; and so it goes. ‘There are very few clerks 
in the Departments who are paid more than $1,899 
a year for their whole time. f will vote in favor | 
of giving any fair per diem to this clerk that the 
committee will recommend for the time of actual 
service, but Lam utterly opposed to this idea of | 
allowing them annual salaries, 

Mr. WASTLBURNE, of Hinois. The Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs is just calling for a per- 
manent clerk, and J think that the Commitice on 
Commerce will also want one directly., 

Mir, KERNAN. f trast the House will not 
adopt resolation, but will allow this clerk such 
per diem compensation as may be deemed right. 

Mr. SPALDING. [ask leave tomuke astate- | 
ment. i 
There was no objection. | 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, Ishall, if this 
resolation prevail, ainly introduce a resolution 


ay 


| avd they } 


providing for a permanent clerk to the Committee 


on Naval Affairs. I believe that the business of 
that committee has increased as much as has the 
business of the Committee on Military Affairs. 1 
am of opinion, however, that the per diem com- 
pensation is preferable to allowing an annual sal- 
ary. If four dollars per day be not enough let the 
committee propose a resolution increasing 1t to 
five, six, oreightdollars per day. I object to pay- 
ing these clerks to committees annual salaries, 
especially in these times, when our expenses are 
goenormous. Ishall, atthe proper time, demand 
the yeas and nays on the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to make a suggestion. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘I agree with the gentleman 
from Ohio as to the propriety of paying per diem 
compensation to the clerks of those committees 
whose business does not go over from one term 
to another, where the clerks are not required to 
consult the records constantly, where it is not 
necessary for them to make digests of precedents 
for the last thirty years. Lf 1 did not suppose that 
the clerk of the Committee of Elections had just 
as much business as he could attend to for the 
committee during the recess, l would not ask to 
have an annual salary allowed him. While I have 
never voted for raising salaries or anything of that 
kind, I think it not foo much to ask the House 
to permit the Committee of Elections to allow their 
clerk such compensation as will enable the com- 
mittee to retain him, instead of forcing it to geta 
new clerk and go through the task of breaking 
him in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
on the table. 

Mr, SCHENCK. I was going to propose to 
withdraw the previous question, and to modify 
the resolution. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanhas the power 
to modify the resolution before it is voted on. 

Mr. SCELENCK. Iwill modify my resolution 
n as to fix the pay at the rate of six doljars per 
day. 

M r. WASH BURNE, of Ilinois. Lhope there 
will be no discrimination between the clerks of 
committees, . 

Mr. SCHENCK. I was stating the reason 
why 1 fix that particular sur. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis not in order asthe 
motion to lay on the table ts undebatable; but 
the gentleman can modify his resolution before 
the vote is taken on it. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I ask the gentleman who 
moved to lay the resolution on the table to permit 
me to state why I select that sum. 

Mr, HOLMAN. LT have no objection. 

Mr. SCHENCK. 
that the Committee on Military Affairs found it 
necessary for the work they had to do to employ 
a gentleman of xequirements, of legal knowledge; 
EVE see 
acter, Whose business forthe whole year is neces- 
sarily broken up. Six dollars a day willamount 
to a little over eighteen hundred dollars a year; 
but being paid only for the sessions of Congress, 


I move to lay the resolution 


it does notamountto near the compensation given | 


to these otherclerks, J modify the resolution so 
that it will make his pay six dollarsaday during 
the sittings of Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL. Make itatthe rate of 91,800 
a year for the time he is engaged. 

Mr. SCHENCK. 1 will tell you why that is 
unfair and unjust. While $1,800 a year may be 
a proper salary, yet to pay this clerk at the rate 
of $1,800 would not be in proportion to the labor 
performed. Efe can do no business for the rest of 
the year. I wonder, too, that this suggestion 
comes froma gentleman who is one of a commit- 
tee that has a clerk atg1,800 ayear. 1 do not pro- 


pose to put this clerk upon the same footing, but || 


only that he shall receive six dollarsa day during 
the sessions of Congress. 

The resolution, as modified, was read. 

Mr. DAWES. [ask the gentleman from Ohio 
to let me move an amendment for the clerk to the 
Committee of Elections. 

Mr. SCHENCK. ! cannot yield for that pur- 
pose. Let the gentleman bring in a separate res- 
olution. i 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask whether, under the 
operation of the resolution, this clerk will be kept 
employed during the recess of Congress? 

Mr. SCHENCK. Hewillnet. f demand the 
Previous question, 


I will state to the House | 


ed a gentleman of that char- | 
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The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved that the resolution be 
laid dpon the table. 

Mr. WILSON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HOLMAN 
and Scuencx were appointed. 

The House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table, the tellers having reported—ayes 42, 
noes 50. 

Mr. SPALDING demanded the yeas and nays 
on the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 57, nays 53; as follows: 

YUAS—Mesers. James C. Alien, Alley, Beaman, Fran- 
cis P. Bhir, Bliss, Blow, Chanler, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, 
Dawes, Deming, Driggs, Eliot, Farnsworth, Garticld, Gris- 
wold, Hale, Hall, Herrick, Hutehins, Jenckes, Julian, Kas- 


son, Kelley, Francis W. KeHoge, Kernan, Knapp, Longyear, 
Mallory, Marvin, A ster, MeBride, McClurg, Wiliam 


H. Miller, Moorhead, Danicl Morris, Morrison, Leonard 
Myers, Nelson, Norton, Charles O'Neill, Pendleton, Perry, 
Samuel J. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, Rogers, Schenck, 
Shannon, John B. Steele, Strouse, Stuart, Ward, Whaley, 


NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Ancdna, Ashley, Augus- 
tus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Jacob B. Blair, Boutwell, 
Brandegec, Broomall, James 8. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Clay, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Dumont, Eldridge, Feu- 
ton, Frank, Harding, Darrington, Higby, Holman, looper, 
Hotchkiss, Kalbfeisch, Long, Marey McDoweSi, Middle- 
ton, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Amos Myers, Orth, Perham, 
Scofield, Spalding, 
Starr, Stevens, Stiles, "racy, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. 
Washburne, Wheeler, Williams, Wilson, and Woodbridge 
—53. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid upon 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT TO HOMESTEAD LAW. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled an act (S. No. 60) amendatory of 
the homestead law, and for other purposes, when 
the Speaker signed the same. 

CLERK TO THE NAVAL COMMITTEE, 
Mr. SPALDING submitted the following reso- 


| lution,on which be demanded the previous ques- 


tion: 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs be paid six dollars per dicin for his services during 
the sitting of Congress. ê 

Mr. OLMAN moved that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. ORTH demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 78, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Ancona, Ashley, 
Augustus C. Baldwin, Join D. Baldwin, Baxter, Bliss, 
Blow, Boyd, Brandegec, Broomall, Ambrose W. Olark, 
Clay, Cole, Cravens, Deming, Denison, Driggs, Dumont, 
Bliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Hat, Harding, Har- 
rington, Benjamin G., Harris, @barles M., Harris, Higby, 
Holman, Hotebkiss, Katbfleiseh, Prancis W. Kellogg, 
nan, Long, MeClurg, MeDowell, Middleton, Samuel F, 
filler, William H, Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Danicl Mor- 

s Myers, Leonard Myers, Noble, Norton, Charles 
h, Patterson, Pendeton, Perham, Perry, Pike, 
Pomeroy, Price, Radford, Jon I. Riee, Ross, Scofield, 
Shannon, Spalding, Stevens, Stiles, Stuart, Sweat, Tracy, 


| Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, Whaley, 


Whee Wilson, Windom, Winfield, and Yeaman—78. 
NAYS 3, James Allen, Beaman, Francis P. 
Blair, Chanter, Cobb, Creswell, Dawes, Griswold, Hale, 


Jobo H. Hubbard, Julian, Knapp, Lougyear, Marvin, Mor- 


rison, Pruyn Samuel J. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, Rogers, 
James Rotlius, Juhu B. Steele, Ward, Williams, and 
Wilder—24, 


So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

Mr. FENTON. 
pired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. The Chair would 
state that he promised the gentleman from [linois 
that he would state during the morning hour that 
the consideration of the ship canal bill was post- 
poned until to-day until after the morning hour. 
That bill now comes up. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wlinois. My col- 
league, [Mr. Arnoip,| who has charge of that 
bill, is confined to bis room and his bed by very 
severe indisposition. He is unable to be here, 
and I ask that the bill be postponed until Thurs- 
day next, after the morning hour. i 

Mr. ANCONA. I would suggest a later day. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois. 1 made this 


Has the morning hour ex- 


| application at the request of my colleague, who 


1864. 


issick and unable to be here. I trust there will 
be no objection., f : 

Mr. ANCONA. Say Thursday week or Tues- 
day week. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I hope there will be no 
objection to the postponement until Thursday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Butitis not to be considered | 
a special order? 

Mr. WASHBURNE. It will stand just as it 
does now, after the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the 
effect of a postponement to Thursday will proba- 
bly throw. it over to a later day in consequence 
of the banking bill having been postponed until 
Wednesday, and made the special order from da 
to day until disposed of. That bill will probably 
occupy more than one day, and will take priority. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Then I move 
that it be postponed until a week from Monday, 
after the morning hour. : 

Mr. ANCONA. That will be satisfactory. 

The bill was accordingly postponed until Mon- 
day week after the morning hour. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. J. C. ALLEN. I desire to ask leave of 
absence for Mr. McDowet for two weeks from 
Thursday next. 

No objection being made, leave of absence was 
granted accordingly. 


MILITARY ACADEMY. 


Mr. FENTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
No. 34) making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the year ending 30th 
June, 1865, reported that they had had under con- 
sideration the Senate amendments to said bill, and 
recommended a concurrence in the first, second, 
and third amendments of the Senate, and a con- 
currence in the fourth amendment, with an amend- 
ment, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “Academy,” in the fourth 
line of said amendment, down to and including the word 
“ States,” at the end of said amendment, and insert the 
words “and that for one year froin the Ist day of July next 
one additional cadet for each district shall be appointed as 
now provided by law.” 

No objection being made, the House procceded 
to consider the amendments of the Senate. 

First amendment: 


Add the following as a new section at the end of the bill: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the thirty-fifth 
section of the act entitled “An act for enlisting and calling 
out the national forces, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1863, shall not be deemed hereatterto prohibit the 
payment to enlisted men employed atthe Military Academy 
of the extra-duty pay heretofore allowed by law to enlisted 
men when employed at constant labor for not less than ten 
days continuously. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence, 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Second amendment: 

Add tbe following as a new section: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the Ist of July, 1863, the annual pay of eadets at the Mil-. 
itary Academy at West Point shall be the same as that 
allowed to midshipmen at the Naval Academy, and the 
amount necessary for that purpose is hereby appropriated. 

Mr. TIOLMAN. I would inquire what is the 
increased compensation of cadets made by this 
amendment? 

Mr. FENTON. The present compensation is 
thirty dollars a month. ‘Thisamendment would 
make it forty dollars and a fraction. Midship- 
men at the Naval Academy are allowed $500 a 
year, and this amendment would increase it to 
that sum. According to the statements of the 
Superintendent and other officers of the Academy 
the present sum is entirely insuflicient to support 
these cadets, and that an indebtedness of nearly 
fifteen thousand dollars has accrued against them | 
for supplies. The Superintendent further states 
that $6,000 is now required to give the cadets a 
proper uniform and outfit for the ensaing season, 
and he has not a dollar for such purpose. | 

Mr. HOLMAN The whole compensation at 
his time is thirty dollars per month? 

Mr, FENTON. Itis. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And thisamendmentincreases į 
tt to forty dollars? 

Mr. FENTON. Yes; forty dollars and a little 
x¥er—$500 per annum. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It gives them $500a year? 

Mr. FENTON. Yes, sir. 


‘decent wearing apparel? There is nothing of this, 


Mr. SPALDING. [ object to this amendment, 


sir. I object to it because I regard it as an enter- 
ing wedge to an increase in all the salaries of our 
officers. I have looked for this all along. Tex- 
pected that we should commence with the cadets 
at West Point, and now it is upon us, and I think 
we ought to take cur stand. . 

If we adopt this amendment of the Sonate and 
increase the pay of these pupils at West Point, 
we will have to increase the pay of every clerk in 
every Department of the Government. 

Mr.W ASHBURNE, of Illinois. I believe that 
I have been with the gentleman from Ohio.[{Mr. 
Spa.pie] on every measure which has-been pro- 
posed in regard to the increase of salaries, and I 
trust that I shall be with him to theend, but I dif- 
fer with him with regard to this amendment. 

Mr.SPALDING. Ihad not quite finished my 
remarks. I was about to say that this is a mat- 
ter of principle, and hence I feel. constrained to 
vote against this increase of pay to the cadets at 
West Point. I have uniformly since the com- 
mencement of this session of Congress voted 
against increasing the pay of any employés of the 
Government. [would not do it in my own case; 
I would not do it in the case of any favorite friend 
of mine, and F think there is nothing in the dis- 
tinction about to be taken in behalf of these stu- 
dents at West Point which should call upon us to 
increase their pay. Why,sir, who are they?, Are 
they the sons of poor and poverty-stricken men 
who cannot maintain themselves and purchase 


A great majority of these cadets are the sons of 
men of wealth and position. 

Mr. FENTON. [| wouldstate to the gentleman 
that a majority of those at present in the institu- 
tion, according to my information, are either the 
sons of poor parents, or orphan boys. : 

Mr. SPALDING. One of the cadets from my 
district wrote mea letter asking me to vote for this 
increase of wages, and said to me the reason was 
that he could not have new and fashionable coats 
as often as he wished to under the present pay. 
{ know that the parents of that young man can 
maintain him if they see fit to do so, and itisnot 
necessary for the Government to give him this in- 
creased pay in order to keep him in decent ap- 

arel. 

Mr. THAYER. 
he has that letter? It would probably throw some 
light upon this subject if he would read it to the 
House. 

Mr. SPALDING. The letter is in my room, 
if I have preserved it; and if I have, 1 do not 
think the gentleman has any right to call upon me 
to produce it. Itis a private letter; but I state 
the contents correctly, substantially, upon my 
honor and upon my official responsibility. Is the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania satisfied? I have 
done, sir. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I have al- 


ready stated that F have been opposed to all these 
propositions for the increase of salaries. But in 
this case I can perceive the absolute justice of 
raising the pay of these cadets to the same amount 
as midshipmen receive at the Naval School. I 
know of no reason for any distinction. And so 
far as the amount which these cadets receive is 
concerned, I kuow it to be, from information 
which I know to be trustworthy, absolutely in- 
sufficient to supportthem there. The cadet whom | 
I had the honor of appointing, and who stands 
very high in his class, is the gn of a poor man,’ 
and his father is unable to furnish him with funds 
sufficient to meet his expenses, {think it just 
and proper, and | hope that the House willagree 
to the amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope this amendment will 
prevail. „It is very well ascertained, certified upon 
the responsibility of the Superintendent of this de- 
partment, thatthe present pay will not clothe the 
cadets in a decent manner and support them, and 
they have been obliged to incur, under a most eco- 
nomical administration, a debt for past times; and 
they say that the amount now proposed is as little 
as they can be supported at without drawing upon 
other funds. A 

Now, it is not true, so far as my knowledge | 
extends, that these boys are the children of rich į 

arents. “There may be some of them who are so. 
ft is no crime to be the son of a rich parent,and I 
would not exclude lads on that account. But I 
know that those who have. been appointed from 


I would ask the gentleman if | 
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my district have uniformly been the sons of poor 


support, o sa o ; 
Sir, I adopted this- ruler Taske 
men to act as examiners of all applican 
were three learned nien; and. they. di 
requested them in my instructions not to co 
wealth as disqualifyingcandidates, butthat, 
there was: equality of qualifications 
prefer a poor man’s son;and they haved 
those from my disttict in both the M: 
Naval Schoolsare the sons.of poor men, and th 
were sent there in pursuance of my instructio 
I say that their parents cannot, under these ¢ 
cumstances, contribute to their support; and those 
who resist this proposition are, without intending 
it, making a discrimination in favor of the sons 
of rich men and against the sons of poor men. - 
Unless this amendmentbe adopted the sons of poor 
men will have to leave the institution, and: their 
places will be supplied by the sons. of wealthy 
parents. : SU hs 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I wish toaddmy 
testimony to what has been said by the genlleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens.] I. do not 
know what may be the class from which’cadets 
from. Ohio are selected... Very likely it-is:as'the 
gentleman [Mr. Spa.pine] suggests. But the 
cadet from my own district is a poor Irish boy. 
The only time I ever saw him- he was shoveling 
sand. He was selected on a competitive cxar- 
ination, in the same manner as has been sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. “£ 
know that he would not spend a dollar unneces- 
sarily. He never saw so large a sum as thirty 
dollars.until he went to West Point. His father 
is a day-laborer, working with his: spade and 
shovel for his daily support, and is, ofcourse, 
unable to contribute anything to the defraying of 


| his son’s expenses. - : 


Mr. ELIOT. Mr: Speaker, I merely.desire'to 
say that, so faras I know the case of these young 
men, the precise result will be brought about that 
has been spoken of by my colleague, [Mr. 
Dawes.] Resignations must take place among 


| the sons of poor parents unless the pay of the 


cadets is increased. The only young man that I 
have appointed there is one whose parentsare too 
poor to be able to contribute anything to the pay- 
ment of his expenses. And I have: notice, be- 
cause his friends cannot provide means for. his 
support, that he will have to retire from the Atad- 
emy unless Congress increase the compensation 
to cadets, ` 3 ; 

Mr. ASHLEY. I desire toask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if he cannot clothe himself 
on $300 a year. : ss 

Mr. ELIOT. Itis not the matter of clothing 
entirely. i 

Mr. ASHLEY. Whatis it~whisky? - 

Mr. ELIOT. No, sir; itis not whisky. « 

Mr.-ASHLEY. The Government supplies 
their board. š 

Mr. ELIOT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
Their board is charged to them. f have seen a 
statementofthe necessary expenses of these young 
men, and I say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
these expenses cannot be defrayed out of their 
present pay. _ Ape . 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Winois. It is not 
clothing merely. It is the whole expenses. The 
cadet is charged for board and everything. 

Mr. FENTON. From 1802 to 1857 the pay 
of cadets at West Point School was sixteen dol- 
lars per month with two rations, which amounted 
in all to about thirty-four or thirty-five dollars a 
month. In 1867 it was changed to thirty dollars 


| a month, and that sum was barely sufficient to 


support the cadets prior to the advanced rates 
which have resulted from the war. Not only the 
clothing and board, butall the otherexpenses are 
charged against them, and have to be paid.out of 
the thirty dollars a month. This pay is entirely 
insufficient for the purpose, and already, as I have 
before stated, an indebtedness of some $15,000 
has been incurred. I take the liberty to read from 
letters of the Superintendent. The first is dated 
December 10th last: : 

t T take the libemy of reminding you of the absolute ne- 
cessity for putting the cadets at the Military Academy on 
the same footing as the cadets at the Naval Academy: It 
is now ademonstrated fact that with the greatly increased 
vaine of provisions, and all the necessaries of life, the pay 
of the cadets is insufficient to support them. Month atter 
mouth, with the closest. economy, their indebtedness in- 
creases, and now the corps have purchased. on a credit 
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amounting to $15,000. Unless they can obtain relief it is 
not difficust to foresee how the matter must end. Many 
of the cadets are absolutely in rags.” 

He writes again on the 25th of February: 


+“ Touching the arguments in favor of the Increase of the 
cadets? pay, | beg to state that two days since I suggested 


to Colonel Clitz, the commandant of the corps, that during jj 


the fine weather it would be well to have full dress pa- 
rades. Wis reply was thatso many of the corps were ragged 
and shoeless that not enough were left to make a respect- 
able show, and he thought it had better not be attempted. 
The ragged squad? is increasing so rapidiy that if some- 
thing is not dove to relieve the corps before the season of 
out-door exercises beging, we shall not have presentable 
endets enough to make a corpora 
out of the area of barracks. This should not be. Some- 
thing must be done, and done quickly. Every species of 
economy known to me, and to use other office n charge, 
is used to eke out the inadequate pay, but with what re- 
suits the above statement will show.” 


i move the previous question. 

Mr. CHANLER. 1 ask the gentleman to 
allow me to make a statement. 

Mr. FENTON. Certainly. 
previous question, 

Mr. CHANLER. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor 
of this proposition, because it equulizes the two 


ĮI withdraw the 


institutions—ihe Military Academy and the Naval | 


Academy—which certainly should be on the same 
footing. There is no reason why a discrimina- 
tion should be made between them. West Point 
is the older institution of the two, and has cer- 
tainly furnished able and excellent illustrations 
of the advantage of such a military school, A 
plan has been adopted in the city of New York 
which I hope will spread gradually over the whole 
country, opening to the children in the public 
schools the avenues of promotion which some 
gentlemen seem to think are exclusively open to 
the children of the wealthy classes. There cer- 
tainly can be no reason why an opportunity should 
not be given to the sons of the poor to get into 
the Military Academy as cadets, with the same 
advantages in every respect us those enjoyed by 
the sons of the rich. 

Mr. FENTON demanded the previous question 
on the Senate amendments. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. SPALDING demanded the yeas and nays 
on the pending amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Third amendment: 


Add as an additional section + 

Sue. 4. And he it further enacted, That eadets found de- 
ficient at any examination shail not be continued at the 
Military Academy or be reappointed, exeept upon the rec- 
ommendation or the neademic board. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is not that the law now? 

Mr. FENTON. It is substantially the prac- 
tice at present. ‘This | 

> ! 
academic board, 

The amendment was concurred in. 


Fourth amendment: 


of cadet 
suppressed the Pres 
cadet foreach con 
House of Representatives, to be selected irom the merito- 
thous and deserving youny soldiers in the regular arid vol- 
unteer forces of the United States, to be apportioned among 
the respective States as near as may be according to the 
population of said Stites, 


Mr. FENTON. The Committee of Waysand 
Means recommend that the amendment of the 
Senate be concurred in with the following amend-. 
nent: 

Strike out all after the word * Academy,” and m Heu 
thereof insert the follow! 

And that far ont 
additional cadet for e 
provided by law. 


am the lst day of July next one 
strietshall be appointed as now 


5j 
St 


FENTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the Senat imendments were concurred 
in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table. 
The latter modon was 


NATIONAL CURRENCY BILL. 


A.W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
g, reported back the following resolution, 


rag 


greed to. 


Mr 
Pria 


guard that may appear | 


eaves the matter to the | 


mendmenttotheamendment wasagreed to, | 
aate amendment, ns amended, was con- | 


: : ; i 
and demanded the previous question on its adop- 


tion: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the mem- 
hers of the Houses three thousand extra copies of the bi of 
the Ho No. 333, to provide a national currency secured 
by 2 pledge of United States stocks, and to provide for the 
eircuiatinn and redemption thereof, the same tobe iu pam- | 
phlet form. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK, by unanimous consent, 
introduced the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of Public Printing shall 
cause to be printed one thousand eopies ofall laws and joint 
resolutions immediately upon their passage for the use of 
members of the House; and shall, in addition thereto, cause 


i 
4 
i 
i 


thousand copies thereor for the above use. 
PORT OF PORTLAND, MAINE. 

Mr. SWEAT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill providing that the port of Portland, 
Maine, shall be placed upon the same basis as the 
ports enumerated in the ninth section of the act 
approved May 7, 1822, entitled ‘An act further 
to establish the compensation of officers of cus- 
toms, and to alter certain collection districts, and 
for other purposes;”? which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

FRENCH SIY? LA MANCHE, 

Mr. STEBBINS moved that the Committee of 
the Whole House onthe Private Calendar be dis- 
ii charged from the further consideration of Senate 
| bill No. 149, for the relief of the owners of the 
French ship La Manche, and that it be pul on its 
passage. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STERBINS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

FLEET PAYMASTERS, BTC. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, by unanimous 
consent, introduced the following bills; which 
were read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill authorizing the appointment of ficet pay- 
masters and fleet engineers; and 

A bill to provide for the education of naval con- 
I| structors and engineers at the Naval Academy, 
| and for other purposes. 

MARY E. HAZZARD. 
Mr. DUMONT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
| duced a bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary E. Haz- 
zard, wife ofthe late Captain George W. Hazzard, 
who died of wounds received at the battle of White 
Oak Swamp, Virginin; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
NAVAL AND MILITARY PENSIONS. 

Mr. PERHAM, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
instructed to inquire whether any further legislation is ne- 
eessary to equalize the naval and military pensions, and 
report by bill or otherwise. 

UNITED STATES PROPERTY AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. BLOW, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to adjust the southern boundary of 
the United States reservation powder magazine 
and marine hospital tract; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
2 on Public Lands. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. STEVENS. I now move to postpone the | 
secial order, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union ou the Army appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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to be printed and bound, at the end of the session, five 
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| doing no duty during the two weeks. 


So the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Wiursow in the chair,) and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 198) making ap- 
peopriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending June 30, 1865. : 

he bill was first read through, and subse- 
“quently read by clauses for amendment. ; 

The clause having been read making appropri- 
ation for the transportation of the Army, &c., 

Mr. KERNAN said: I move to aménd by in- 
serting at the end thereof the following proviso! 

Provided, That no part of the moneys hereby appropri- 
ated shall be expended for the transportation of persons 


employed in the civil department of the Government to or 
from their homes at the public expense. 


In offering this amendment I desire to call the 
attention of the House to abuses which I believe 
to have been practiced, and which, if practiced, 
certainly should be stopped. This bill, and this 
part of it with others, appropriates large sums for 
transportation. We recently passed a bill appro- 
priating large sums, and many millions beyond 
the estimates. Now, sir, I have been informed, 
and upon authority so good that if a committee 
be appointed to examine it I think it can be proved, 
that very large sums of the public moneys were 
expended last year for the purpose of the trans- 
portation of persons employed in the civil depart- 
ment of the Government to their homes and back 
again. It was done for the purpose of enabling 
those persons to vote in the States where they 
resided, 

Now, sir, it is very proper that persons hold- 
ing clerkships here should, if they sce fit, go home 
to vote; bat it is very improper that they should 
be sent home by thousands, as I have been in- 
formed they have been, every man of them hav- 
ing a ticket which transported him at the public 
expense, as though they had been soldiers going 
to and from the war. I do not state this, of 


| course, of my own knowledge; but Ido notstate 


it upon mere rumor. I believe I can name per- 
sons who, if sworn, will have to testify that com- 
mittees came to the Departments in this city from 
the State of Pennsylvania and from other States, 
that clerks were interrogated how they would 
vote, and every man who said he would vote in 
favor of the Republican candidate had a furlough 
of two weeks without loss of pay, and was fur- 
nished transportation home and back, and at the 
public expense, as I am led to believe. 

Now, | am sure this House would not sanction 
such a practice. It isan outrage upon the Treas- 
ury, and I have desired to puta proviso in this 
bill which shall call attention to the fact that Con- 
gress and the law prohibit the transportation of 
civil employés of the Government home at the 
public expense for the purpose of voting, or for 
any other purpose, If they choose to visit their 
homes they must visit them at their own expense, 
as every other employé not a soldier in the Army 
must do. Abuses, I am informed, have been 
practiced to a very large extent, men being se~ 
lected out because they would vote in a particular 
direction, and then furnished with transportation 
home, they all the time drawing their pay and 
Now, if 
they go home to vote, let them go like any other 
citizens, at thelr own expense, and do not let us 
saddle the Treasury with any such corrupt ex- 
penditure of the public money. 

Mr. STEVENS. There is no necessity for 
this amendment, unless it be intended as an im- 
pled censure upon times past. ‘The bill doesnot 
authorize any such expenditure, On the other 
hand it confines it entirely to the military service 
of the country. 

But the gentleman from New York (Mr. Ker- 
NaN] has been entirely misled, forif he had known 
the truth he would not have said what he has 
said; I am quite sure that his candor would have 
prevented him from making such statements if 
he had known the truth. [ therefore take it that 
he has been deceived by what he supposes to be 
correct information, but which is not. I venture 
to say that the gentleman does not affirm it upon 
his own knowledge, The gentleman may hunt 
through the Departments, and examine into every 
case of a clerk who went home to vote, or upon 
any other business, about the time of the clec- 
tion, and he will find that in no case has trans- 
portation been furnished by the Government. 

l know thateso faras Pennsylvania is concerned, 
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although a good many clerks desired to go home, 
according to ancient and uniform custom, to vote 
atthe time of the election, they all either paid 
their.own transportation or it was paid by their 
friends, or, if you please, out of a political fund, 
and. was not charged upon the Treasury, nor upon 
any Department of the Government. 

Í assure the gentleman that upon examination 
he will find that his information has been. wholly 
incorrect; and I am sure that.if he had known it 
to be incorrect he would not have made this charge 
against the Government. There is, therefore, 
no necessity for this amendment, and there was, 
excepting through misinformation upon which 
the gentleman relied, scarcely any justification 
for making the statement which he did. F know 
he made it honestly; I know he would not have | 
made it otherwise; but he made it under a mis- 
take, and in consequence of information which 
has deceived him. I venture to say that he will 
find all of it to be untrue. f 

Mr. KERNAN. I certainly would not make 
any such grave charge, even as a matter of belief, 
if Í had a serious doubt as to its correctness. I 
took pains te say to the House that I did notaffirm 
this of my own knowledge. Idonot. Ididsay 
to the House, however, that I made the statement 
on information quite direct, and which I believe 
to be true, I will state now that I did get the in- 
formation from those who were then employés 
in Departments of the Government, and are now. 
I may go that far without any impropriety. [did 
understand that every man who went home went 
home not at his own expense. My informant 
stated that he did not understand that their ex- 
penres were paid by a committee, and that he be- 

ieved they were sentat the publicexpense. Now 
this may be all untrue; for the sake of the coun- 
try I hope it is; but that is pretty direct inform- 
ation to come toa member of Congress and he 
not call attention to it, that there may be a vindi- 
cation if there is a mistake, and that astrong hand 
may be laid upon it if any such corrupt practice 
has prevailed. 1 also got further information from 
aclerk in the transportation department, who, as 
Lunderstand, saw the passes, which went through 
his hands, and they were, as he gave me to un- 
derstand, such passes as soldiers who are trans- 
ported by the Government use when they pass. 

Now, 1 may be in error. E say again I hope 
that Iam. But it will do no harm to put in this 
proviso, and Jet the committee of this House 
whose duty it is to look into the public expendi- 
tures—I call their attention to it—examine and 
see whether these clerks, who went home in large 
numbers, had their expenses paid by some polit- 
ical committee, or traveled at the expense of the 
tax-payers of thisgpuntry. ï know, sir, that the 
Jaw does not permit it to be done; but if such a 
thing has been done it is right that the House 
should mark their condemnation of the act by 
putting a proviso.in this bill forbidding the trans- 
portation of civilians employed by the Govern- 
ment at the public expense, 

Sir, l learned these facts somewhatincidentally. 
These gentlemen did not come to me to inform, 
but they made remarks which led me to believe 
that this outrage on the Treasury had heen per- 
petrated. I desired, at the first opportunity, to 
have a proviso inserted in the proper bill forbid- 
ding this; and I desired, in this manner—prop- 
erly, I trast—to call theattention of the House, 
which should be the guardian of the Treasury, to 
information that I have had which leads me to 
believe it was so. I desire that there shall be an 
investigation into this thing, that we may know 
whether it be true or whether it be false. If itbe 
false I shall rejoice; if true we cannot express 
too strongly the condemnation by Congress and 
people of any such practice, 

. Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, as I said 
before, there is no part of this bill which would 
justify an expenditure for anything but what is 
specified in the bill, and the adoption of such an j 
amendment would be a mere censure. If there 
has been any such abuse of the powers of the: 
Government it is right that it should not only be | 
declared here butinvestigated. Butlamsure that 
the gentleman does not want to have this go forth 
to the public as a suspicious rumor. I call upon 
him now to give the name of his informant, and 
I pledge myself to introduce a resolution, before 
this House adjourns to-day, to send the investi- | 
Ration to the committee on the conduct of the war. | 


-I had acquired information which Jed me to be- 


| and robbed the owners of their women and chil- || 


Mr. KERNAN. As I said before, it would not 
be proper in me to bring-the hame of the individ- | 
ual on whose information | spoke before the pub- 
lie; butif a committee of investigation be raised I 
will name witnesses who must know whether it 
be trueornot. —- Reece 

Mr. STEVENS. The. committee on the con- 
duct ofthe war is already raised, and I call upon 
the gentleman, as a duty which he owes to the 


country, as a duty which he owes to himself as | 


a man of honor, to give us the name of his in- 


formant, and I shall undertake to send the matter | 


forthwith to the committee. 
whole thing false. f 

Mr. KERNAN. Whilel cannot say that itis 
true 

Mr. STEVENS. Then the gentleman should 
not have mentioned it. 

Mr. KERNAN. Ifthe gentleman will give me, 
not a whitewashing committee, butan investi- 
gating committee, I will name the witnesses who I 
think will prove the truth of what 1 said. 

“Mr. STEVENS. Ifthe gentleman will not give 
us the name of his informant, that we may send 
it before that committee, I hold him responsible 
for the clamor, and the country will hold him re- 
sponsible for it. The Administration cannot be 
scandalized in this way by gentlemen occupying 
a privileged place here, unless they are willingto 
come up and declare the authority for theirstate- 
ments. Ifthe thing charged has been done, those 
who did it deserve the severestcensure. If it has 
not been done, those who raise the false clamor 
cannot be held excused. And I again callon the 
gentleman from New York to furnish me, either 
here or privately, with the name of his informant, 
that I may send it before the committee. 

Mr. KERNAN. I will not be put in a false 
position. I took great pains to say to this House, 
in guarded language, that I could not affirm it was 
true. Itook great pains, nevertheless, to say that 


I pronounce the 


lieve itto be true. Let there be a fair committee 
raised to investigate at whose expense these men 
were transported home to New York and Penn- 
sylvania from their Departments; and if what I 
have stated is not shown to be true, no man will 
be readierthan [toadmit that I was misled. The 
gentleman [Mr. Srevens] is an old parliamenta- į 
rian. He knows very well that I cannot come be- 
fore the House afd expose clerks who may have 
made remarks inadvertently in my presence and 
who would be subjected to great persecution if 
their names were divulged here. But give us an 
investigating committee, and I will furnish the 
names of witnesses who will testify as to this mat- 
ter, and we will get at the truth. - 

Mr. STEVENS. There will be no persecution 
of the man who tells thetruth. Ifheisaliarand 
perjurer, he will be punished; butif he tells the 
truth, he will deserve the thanks of the country. 
If the gentleman from’ New York has allowed 
himself to be misled and placed in an unenviable 
position, he ought to sethimself right. Asto the 
committee being impartial, it does not lie in the 
mouth of a gentleman to impeach a committee 
already raised by both branches of Congress by | 
insinuating that it is not impartial. Had some | 
other gentleman made this allegation | would not 
have been surprised; but they come to me with 
astonishment from the gentleman who has made 
them; and Iagain say that unjess he gives the 
names he must be put down as the calumniator. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryl8nd. Mr. Chairman, 
I have a strong belief in the truth of the charge 
made by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Kerwan.] Ido not believe this Administration 
of the Government incapable of doing what has | 
been charged on it; and I shall wait for the in- | 
vestigation offered to be made to bring the facts 
to light. Ido not know the facts that have been | 
stated; but, as I have already said, I have the } 
strongest suspicion that they are true. | 

T should like to know who furnishes transpor- | 
tation for the slave women and children stolen | 
from St. Mary’s county, Maryland. Recently, į 


sir, Government vessels and steamers came there 


dren under the pretense that they were the wives 
and offspring of those who had enlisted in the 
United States Army. Who paid for that? Where 
is the law which will justify even the robbing the 
owners of the negro women and children of Gov- 
ernment soldiers? i 


Maryland to order. » Heis: not spbakin, 
amendment before the committee; but: 
issues of his own... fLaughters 

:Mr HARRIS; of Maryland I didn 
the witty. remark of the. gentleman: fro: 
sylvania.. He always has something to: 
the mirth of that side of the Houses 3: 

L assert here, sir, that there:is no, dax 
Yobbery perjetrated by theinfamous General: 
jemin F. Butler. There is nolaw to justifi 
bringing of steamers along’he shore and-robbing 
my constituents of theirslayes.. You have-pagsec 
laws to take certain negroes within ‘certain ages; 
and then there is ah order: of the military departe 
ment by which these steamers are brought along 
the shore to rob us of women and. children and 
to take them to Fortress Monroe; This hag taken a 
piece in. St. Mary’s county, where I have lately ~ 

een. Some of my constituents have been-robbed: 
of all their servants. I myself have beena great 
sufferer. lam not excited. on that account, al~ 
though I havea right to.demand justice... T think 
that the Administration’ which would ‘sanction 
such a robbery would.be gùilty of anything, and 
especially the charges made: by, the gentleman 
from New York. ; ; es 4 

Mr. KELLEY... Mr. Chairman, Thad not:the 
pleasure of hearing the remarks of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Kerwan,] but l heard hia 
brief response to my venerable and distinguished 
colleague, [Mr. Srevens,] in which he implicated 
Pennsylvania and the city of Philadelphia, and ‘I 
beg leave to say that loyal and honest voters absent 
from thatcity and State on duty were concentrated 
there, and patriotic soldiers who were legally én= 
titled to vote, but were in hospital here or else+ 
where, were transferred to their respective:voting 
districts that they might exercise theirlegal right. 
Ibeg leave also to say to him and this House andito 
the country, that the Government sent no civilian 
or soldier to that city or Stateto vote. The patriotic 
people knew the great issue involved in the last 
election. They knew that the armies in the field 
were either to be sustained by patriots at home 
or overthrown bya wily foe in the rear, and they 
did not mean that the results of nearly three years 
of bloody war should be lost for the want of the 
expenditure of a few tens of thousands of dollars. 
They knew the candidate of the Democratic party 
for the gubernatorial chair of the State had ex- 
pressed his entire sympathy while upon. the -su- 
preme bench with the South by announcing that 
if a division line should be made. he wanted it 
upon the north side of Pennsylvania. ©. - 

Mr. STILES. Will my colleague yield to me? 

Mr. KELLEY. . Yes, sir. Does my colleague 
undertake to controvert.that proposition? : 

Mr. STILES. In what portion of the State 
of Pennsylvania did the candidate of the Demo- 
cratic party ever use that expression? 

Mr. KELLEY. He proclaimed it from ‘the 
bench. : 

Mr. STILES. In what case? ae 

Mr. KELLEY. It was in the hearing of the 
bar of Delaware and Chester counties. ` 

Mr. STILES. In what case? 

Mr. KELLEY. | It wag. not in any case; it wag 
in a conversation between the judge and the. bar 
while waiting five minutes before beginning the 
argument of the list-of cases from those counties. 

Mr. STILES. Does not my coHeague know. 
that the slander was refuted in the canvass? | 

Mr. KELLEY. No,sir. The truth of it was 
not even denied in the contest. Eke sans 

Mr. STILES. It was denied allover the Com 
monwealth, and I pronounce the statement herë 
utterly untrue. ‘ 

Mr. KELLEY. leall upon my colleague who 
represents the Delaware and Chester district [Mr. 
Broomatu] to say whether he, the Messrs: Dar- 
lington and two other distinguished. members of 
that bar, did not hear Hon: George. We Woods 
ward make the remark I have attributed. to- hih: 
from the supreme bench of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. STILES, [call upon them too; forf deny 
that he ever made the remark. © o ashes 

Mr. BROOMALL. As I amealled upon Ifeel 
bound to state what 1 did see and. hear upon the 
occasion alluded to. My colleague [Mr. Kertsy} 
is somewhat mistaken in stating the facts. It was 
not from the bench thatthe declaration’ was made, 
and it was not during the: trial or-argument of a 
cause, ft was before: the session commenced and 
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: ae can el 
while we were waiting for the hour of opening | 


court. Istated what] then heard uponevery stump 
last fallupon which I was during the State canvass; 


I never heard it denied; I never saw it denied in | 


any paper; and I do not think it would be denied 
in the State of Pennsylvania. 1 said on all occa- 
sions that I held myself responsible for what I 
said, that I had the proof, and the witnesses, and 
named them, 

And now Í will state what wassaid. I cannot 
remember the time at which this conversation 
took place, but I well remember it was after the 
great issues now being decided before the country 
upon the field had become imminent, but before 
any outbreak had occurred, and possibly before 
any State had actually seceded, though of this I 
am not sure. But it was common talk in the 
country that this thing was going tobe. On that 
occasion the gentleman who was the candidate for 
Govetnor last fall opposed to the Unionists in 
the State of Pennsylvania, in the supreme court 
room, in the presence of probably some of his fel- 
low judges, certainly in the presence of the bar 
of the district I represent, be without any pre- 
tense to secrecy, butaloud in public conversation, 
said thatifadjvision took place between the North 
and the South he wanted the dividing line to go 
north of Pennsylvania. I remember the circum- 


stance very well, for l had never heard sucha thing į 


fall from the lips of any Pennsylvanian before. 

Mr. KELLEY. I renew the assertion, quali- 
fying it only in that he was not on the bench but 
was waiting at the steps to ascend it, there being 
five minutes of time before the argument-list could 
properly be called, that George W. Woodward 
did make the remark I attributed to him; and I 
say further that no man who values his character 
for veracity has contradicted it or will contradict 
it, for the bar of two counties certify to it. 

Sir, I say that, knowing the character of the 
Democratic candidate for Governor, knowing or 
believing as they did that the results of nearly 
three years of bloody war depended upon the elec- 
tion, the loyal people of Pennsylvania, chieily, to 
their praise be it spoken, of Philadelphia, con- 
tributed their thousands and tens of thousands of 
dollars, and selected from among themselves men 
of integrity and character to execute their noble 
purpose, and thus carried to the mountains and 
valleys and towns and cities of Pennsylvania the 
wounded and stricken soldiers who, unable to 


serve their country upon the field, might protect | 


heratthe ballot-boxes. And, sir, in thus expend- 
ing their money they relieved thousands of brave 
men from the monotony of the hospitals i which 


they Jonged for the comforts and joys of home, | 


and secured them the right which that same can- 
didate bad, as judge of the supreme court, by a 
doubtful decision, denied them. 

I can also speak for other States and for the 
men at the head of our Government. Away back 
in the early part of last spring, when the snow 
covered the surface of New England, it was my 
privilege to assist in the campaign in New Hamp- 


shire, and I know that those people, whose souls | 


are snid by the chivalry of the South to be of less 
value to them than their dollars, contributed from 
the wealth they extract by unremitting industry 
from their thin and barren soil thousands of dolius 
to bring their brave sick and wounded soldiers 
home; and I know the clerks in the Departments 
from the two States of New Hampshire and Penn- 
sylvania made up by general contribution a fund 
to bear the expenses of those who could not afford 
themselves to go home, In all this no Govern- 
ment conveyance and no dollar of public money 
wasused. And l unite with my distinguished 
colleague in asking the gentleman, [Mr. KERNAN, ] 
as a duty pertaining to a man of honor, to indi- 
cate to the Government that one of its employés 
who thas slanders it and tries to bring it into 
disrepute with the loyal people, and I cast back 
his aspersion of the State and city which I have 
the honor in part to represent. 

Mr. STILES. f understood my colleague to 
say that this conversation with Judge Wood ward 
took place in November of last year? 

Mr. BROOMALL. Oh, no. 

Mr. KELLEY. If my colleague will yield to 
me fora moment I will fix the ume within a few 
months. 

Mr. STILES. 
I thought he fixed a time. 

Mr. KELLEY. 


I beg my colleague’s pardon; 
i 


$ 


H 
i 
į 
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Mr. STILES. It now turns out that this con- 
yersation took place before any State had seceded 
from this Union—before this war, long before this 
war; and I say to my colleague that this slander, 
which was circulated all over the State of Penn- 
sylvania, was dated since hostilities commenced, 
and was refuted all over that Commonwealth, 
denied through the press and denied by Judge 
Woodward himself. 

My colleague says that certain money was raised 
in the State of Pennsylvania for the purpose of 
transporting these soldiers to their homes that 
they might vote. l say here, upon undoubted 


! authority, that that fund was.raised in the city of 


Philadelphia by contractors under the Govern- 
ment. Twenty five hundred dollars were paid by 
one individual having a contract in thatcity, and 
the fund was altogether made up by money raised 
from contractors who were plundering this Gov- 
ernment. 

Sir, we have heard these slanders against the 
Democratic candidate for Governor of Pennsyl- 
vania from the beginning of this session of Con- 
gress. Isay to my colleague that, in his own 
city of Philadelphia, men who had no residence 
in that city, who were confined in hospitals—I 
have it from the best authority—were allowed to 
vote in that gubernatorial election. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will my colleague yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. STILES. Oh yes, let him speak. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will my colleague deny that 
Judge Woodward ever used that language to the 
bar of Chester agd Delaware counties? 

Mr. STILES. If he did, it was a conditional 
statement, 

Mr. KELLEY. Then you decline to answer 
my question? 

Mr. STILES. The remark was entirely un- 
meaning, if he made it, for no hostilities had then 
broken out, no date of the conversation is fur- 
nished. ‘Chis remark was made in private con- 
versation between Judge Woodward and gentle- 
men who were then present, and it received no 
word of dissent from any of the gentlemen pres- 
ent at the time. It was ouly in a contingency 
that that remark was made to apply, if made at 
all; which was the contingency of a sepa ration; 
and yet it was brought up against Judge Wood- 
ward when he became a prominent candidate for 
Governor of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 
and never until then. 

Mr. BROOMALL. My colleague will allow 
me to say that he is mistaken in the idea that that 
remark of Judge Woodward was received with 
no word of dissent. More than one of those 
present expressly dissented from it, and one of 
them, in particular, with a considerable degree 
of warmth, 

Mr. STILES. Who was that? 

Mr. BROOMALL. Mr. William Darlington, 
of West Chester, 

Mr. STILE Did my collcague who has just 
taken his seat join in the publication of those re- 
marks of Judge Woodward? 

Mr, BROOMALL. 
remarks exeept from the stamp, and [ never 
heard them denied, and I never saw any denial of 
them jn the State of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. STILES. Then my colleague never read 
the newspapers in the State. ` 

Mr. MALLORY. If the gentleman will yield 
to me, | would like to ask one or two questions. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Broom- 
ALL,} as I understand him, states that Judge 
Woodward said in that conversation thatif evera 
dividing line were drawn he would want the Jine 
run north of Pennsylvania. Did he say where 
he wanted the line run? It seems to me to have 
beena very indefinite sortof conversation thatgen- 
tlemen are disputing about here. We want ac- 
curacy in this matter. Where, for instance, did 
he want the line to go? 

Mr. STEVENS. He wanted to go with the 
South, and you ought to thank him for it. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I have been asked a ques- 
tion. There could be no mistaking where Judge 
Woodward wanted the line—at least it was clear 
he did not want it along the Canada line, because 
he had in the same conversation indulged in the 
game remarks about the Yankees, who, I believe, 


live south of the Canada line, that I suppose the | 


gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MaLrLory] en- 


1 say that I will fix the time. || tertains and indulges in. 


L never published those į 
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Mr.M 
me—— 

Mr. BROOMALL. I must first answer the 
other questionasked by the gentleman. l do know 
that the gentleman who dissented from that par- 
tition of the Union wanted the dividing line a little 
south of the Gulf of Mexico, certainly notacross 
any part of the territory of the country. i 

Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman does me im- 
justice in imputing to me any disrespectful feeling 
or opinion about the Yankees. I have never ex- 
pressed or felt such an opinion, and I defy the 
gentleman to refer to any such opinion expressed 
by me. : ; 

Mr. BROOMALL, Iam very glad to be cor- 
rected in that particular. 1am very glad indeed that 
the gentleman from Kentucky differs from Judge 
Woodward, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘I express no difference of 
opinion, I denythat I ever expressed an opinion 
concurring with Judge Woodward in his detesta- 
tion of Yankees; and I say that the gentleman has 
no right to impute to me such a feeling. 

Mr. BROOMALL. There were two distin- 
guished gentlemen of Pennsylvania who agreed 
during that canvass. One was General McClellan 
and the other Judge Woodward. I am glad the 
gentleman from Kentucky does not agree with 
either of them. 

Mr. MALLORY. IfGeneral McClellan agreed 
with Judge Woodward I believe I mustagree with 
himalso. I follow General McClellan’s lead any- 
where. 

Mr. STILES. Mr. Chairman, if this conver- 
sation, said to have taken place between Judge 
Woodward and some gentlemen of the Delaware 
county bar, was not alluded to in the canvass it 
was because it was not considered a matter of any 
importance. If hemade the remark it was in the 
event of the party now in power breaking un the 
Union, which, by their accession to power, they 
hoped to do, and which they had labored to do 
for years. In that case he said, so says my col- 
league, he would desire the linc to be north of 
Pennsylvania, an event he did not desire, and 
hoped would not take place. That is all, He 
never desired a separation of these States; but on 
the contrary, every act of his long public life, and 
every act of his private life, illustrates his devo- 
tion to the Constitution and Union, Every slan- 
derous tongue that utters a word to the contrary 
does injustice to a pure man, and is a libel upon 
his name and upon the great Democratie party of 
his native State who have honored him from early 
manhood until now. I pronounce all these vile 
slanders unworthy of notice in this House. His 
name will live when his assailants are forgotten 
in the infamy that awaits thea, 

One word as to the very proper amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York. It pro- 
vides that no portion of this appropriation shall 
be used for the purpose of transporting persons 
in the employ of the Government to and from 
their homes. It means, I hope, to prevent inter- 
ference in the elections. If the Government, 
through its corrupt agents, furnished no trans- 
portation to soldicrs and civilians to return to 
their respective States for the purpose of car- 
rying the elections, the amendment can do no 


| harm. 


1 do not know whether the charge made by the 
gentleman from New York is true or false, It 
has been charged in the press all over the country, 
Neither does my distinguished colleague from the 
Lancaster district know whether it is true or false. 
Bat I repeat that the amendment can do no harm, 
Public rumor has said that the Government had 
furnished transportation to alarge number of men 
to go into Pennsylvania for the purpose of influ- 
encing the election in that State. And we have 
the astounding fact, notwithstanding nearly one 
hundred thousand men were in the field from that 
State, that at thatelection there were thirty thou- 
sand more votes cast than ever had been cast be- 
fore at a general election in that State.. 

I do not see that there can be any sound objec- 
tion to the amendment; and the fact that it has 
greatly excited my colleague from Lancaster, 
shows that it is not without point. I desire that 
it shall be adopted, so as to protect the public 
Treasury, and at the same time to preserve from 
invasion the rights of the people, 

Mr.GOOCH. I should like toask the gentle- 
man from New York if he can inform us to what 
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- State these men were transported at Government 
eXpense? E) on $ 
«Mr. KERNAN. . My information was as to 
the State of Pennsylvania. =, 

Mr. GOOCH. The reason why I asked the 
question iş this: the State of New Hampshire held 
an election a few days since, and Lam informed 
bya gentleman now present on this floor who has 
had the entire management of transporting civil- 
ians from this vicinity to New Hampshire, that not 
a.single dollar was paid by the Government for 
such transportation, but that on the other hand 
every clerk and civilian who went there did so.at 
his own expense or through the contributions of 
his political friends, 

_, [have before me the names of the men who went 
to, New Hampshire to vote at the late election, 
with the amount paid by each for transportation; 
and a high officer of this House will verify by his 

- oath thetruth of therecord, Here, then, we have 
the proof that the Government has not paid a dol- 
lar for the transportation of any clerk or other 

ivilian to New Hampshire to voie in the late elec- 
tion, and I submit that there is no reason to be- 
lieve that it has paid one dollar for the transpor- 
`. tation of any person to any other State for such 
purpose, 

-1 understood the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Keryan] to say that the committee on the 
conduct of the war, a committee composed of gen- 
tlemen from both political parties, is a whitewash- 
ingcommittee. Did I understand the gentleman 
correctly? —.« k 

. Mr. KERNAN. - I said that I wanted the mat- 
ter investigated by a committee appointed by the 
House, and that did not want it to go to a white- 
washing committee. I meant no disrespect to the 
gentleman. 1 do not know who the members of 
the committee are. I said that I did not want it 
to go to a whitewashing committee. I said I 
wanted a committee appointed to investigate the 
subject if anything were done at all. 
| Mr. GOOCH. It comes to this, then, that the 
gentleman from New York has as much authority 
forcharging that the Government transported civil- 
ians to their States to vote as he has for insinu- 
ating that a committee of this Elouse is a white- 
washing committee; and no authority for either. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Stevens] 

» proposed that this matter should be referred to the 
committee on the conduct òf the war for investi- 
gation. No member of that committee asked it. 

` No member desires it. If it is referred to them 
they will investigate it thoroughly and to the sat- 
isfaction of everybody. 

Mr. KERNAN. Let me state my meaning. 
The gentleman from. Missouri [Mr. Buair] the 
other day charged fraud and corruption upon the 
Treasury Department in reference to the trade in 
cotton, Ele promised upon his responsibility to 
prove the charges to be true. Instead of appoint- 
ing a select committee, his resolutions were re- 
ferred to the committee on the conduct of the 
war, and in my presence he called for the yeas 
and nays, saying that he wanted to know who 
were for sending his proposition to a whitewash- 
ing committee. Does not the gentleman know, 
when charges are made against an Administra- 
tion in power and a committee is appointed of the 
friends of that Administration, that it is always 
called a whitewashing, committee? I appeal to 
older parliamentarians than! am. The friends 
of the Administration try, so far as they are able, 
to screen it. I believe in such cases the expres- 
sion “ whitewashing” is almostuniversal. Never 
before did I think it was personal to call a com- 
mittee a whitewashing committee. As I have 
said, the gentleman from Missouri tried to get a 
select committee, and when they proposed to re- 
fer his resolutions to the committee on the con- 
duct of the war he called for the yeas and nays, 
as he said he wanted to know who desired to send 
his proposition to a whitewashing committee. It 
is a general expression, i 

_Mr. GOOCH. Mr. Chairman, several of my 
colleagues on the committee and myself were ab- 
sent from the House on public business on the 
occasion to which the gentleman refers. I fear 
that he has followed a bad example in this case. 
His insinuation against the committee is pre- 
cisely of a piece with his charge against the Ad- 
ministration If I understand him correctly he 
says thatany committee of this House, no matter 


| for what 


H 


purpose created, composed of a majority 
of the friends of the. Administration, is a: whites 
washing committee; and: that- gentlemen on the 
other side have a parliamentary right to eallit’a 
whitewashing committee. Iris on this principle, 
I suppose, that the gentleman feels authorized to 
charge upon the Ad ministration a corraptex pendi- 
ture Of the publié money, shielditig himself be- 
hind. the fact that he is:an Opposition.member, = 
_ Mr.J.C, ALLEN: : I desiretoiask what the 
question before the coinniitlee is? = f 
TheCHAIRMAN.  Itis‘upon the proposition 


ofthe gentleman from New York,[ Mr. ICernaw.] | 


Mr. J.C: ALLEN. Well,sir, 1 think the de- 
bate is about ‘exhausted upon that, half a dozen 
members having spoken on both sides. Pa 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate upon the 
bill has not been closed. ` 

Mr. CHANLER. The question before the 


committee has, through the varioùs turns of de- 


“bate, been brought to this: whether my colleague 


{Mr. Kernan] is entitled (should he see fit to ask 
the House to cxamineé this question) to a commit- 
tee of investigation for the purpose of inquiring 
into certain improper and fraudulent practices 
charged to have been carried on by the present Ad- 
ministration for the purpose of securing a majority 
in the elections. He proposes to ask no more than 
an investigation; he willask of Congress.no more 
than a publicavowal of facts, But he is met.upon 
the threshold of his inquiry with the charge of 
fraud and slander by the pure-minded and high- 
minded chairman of the Committee of Waysand 
Means, a man ‘who never at any. time impugns 
aught against another, who néver rises. without 
sneering as he takes his seat, who allows every 
reputationto go untainted. That gentleman, with 
an indignation not manifested on any other occa- 
sion, hurls the fall force of his rhetoric againsta 
man simply asking for truth. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr 
| Goocu,] too, is indignant that his party commit- 


tee is notcalled by theirownname. He charges, 
in effect, my colleague from New York with great 
impropriety because he did not call them a black- 
washing committee. They want to smut the mat- 
ter over; they want to cover up the operations of 
this wrong which they dare not bring to light. 
They do not hesitate to impugn the motives of a 
member upon this floor seeking for truth, while 
they themselves are denying the only practicable 
means of arriving at the truth. 

Mr. KELLEY. Lask the gentleman from New 
York to allow me to inquire when the gentleman 
from New York has moved the appointment of 
acommittec? I have known no such motion to 
be made. 1 supposed we'were discussing a pend- 
ing amendment to the bill under consideration. 

Mr. CHANLER. I willinform the gentleman 
that the discussion upon this amendment has 
turned upon the matter of this investigation, which 
it is very well known the gentleman from New 
York stands ready to move whenever the proper 
opportunity offers in the House. The whole 
drift of this debate has been to thateffect. Upon 
that proposed investigation the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means turned upon my 
colleague from New York and. demanded that 
inasmuch as he had asked an investigation he 
should transfer that investigation to a committee 
already existing; so I understand the gentleman 
to have said. 

Now, sir, the point before this committee is one 
of honor and of honesty. These gentlemen pro- 
pose to smut over the inquiry, They do not like 
the name of “ whitewashing committee,” Let 
them have their own name and their own-way, 
but let us on this side of the House have the truth. 
All want the light. 

Ifthe gentleman from New York, my colleague, 
is right,if he proves his case, then the gentleman 
from Massachusetts admits that his committee is 
a whitewashing committee. He has accepted the 
proposition that if the charge is true his commit- 
tee is a whitewashing committee. He admitted 
it in his argument. 

Now, to remove himself from the impropriety 
of his position, from the dilemma of his own 
choice, fe must in honor and fairness permit this 
question to come before a committee for investi- 
gation, and I understand my colleague is ready to 
move such an investigation. I ask this House 


i whether this charge which has been made is to 


-an investi 
EVENS. do ne 
gentleman, but merely to see whether this d 
cannotbe broughtioa close... The gentleman wh 
has just spoken need not fear-that | will make any 
| nsinuation or sneer or thrust at. him: re. 

some-reptiles no. flat thatthe comit 


having,.according to order, had ‘the, state ofthe 
Union generally. under consideration, and partic: 
ularly the bill of the House (No-198) making ape 
propriations for the support.of the Army. for the 
year ending June 30, 1865, had come. to no eon» 
clusion thereon. -+ pening inn Ea 
Mr. STEVENS, I move that whenithe House. 
again goes into the Committee of the: Whole.on 
the state of the Union all debate upon the. clause. 
under consideration be closed.in one minute after 
the committee shall resume its considerations: 
The SPEAKER. -General debate will liave:to 
be closed upon. the whole bill before the: motion 
of the gentleman will be in order. ‘The. rile pro- 
vides that all debate upon a clause ora.section of 
bill may be closed after general: debate shas:be 
clozed.on the bill: i 5e ees af Ey eiai 
Mr. STEVENS:  I-mòve; then, that alligen» 
eral debate-upon the bill be closed:in five. minutes 
after the House shall again .go-into committee... 
Mr. ELDRIDGE.» desire to know whether 
‘hie gentleman proposes to cut off all debate upon 
this bill? : PARE cats 
Mr. STEVENS. All general debate; not the 
five-minute debate. i 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. I understood the 
tion to be to cut off all debate. = 0e 0 or 5 iu 
The SPEAKER. The proposition is to cut 
off the hour speeches, leaving the five-minute de: 
bate to proceed.. And then the gentleman-pro- 
poses to move that all debate.upon the partiéular 
clause shall cease in five minutes. 9). -37 i 
The motion of Mr. Sravens was tgieed ‘to; ’ 
Mr. STEVENS. I now move thatiall-debate 
upon the pending clause, in committee, be:closed 
in five minutes after the committee again resumes 
its consideration, a eShops of 
The motion was agreed to. EE E, 
Mr. STEVENS moved that. the rules besus- 
pended, and that the. House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the: Whole on the state of the 
Union. i AEE Dir es: 
The motion was agreed to. ionien iink id 
The House accordingly resolved itself into: the 
Committee of. the Whole: on the state of ‘the 
Union, (Mr. Wixson in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration of the Army appropriation bills 
the pending question being on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Kérnan. a : n 
Mr. HOLMAN. I desire tomakean inquiry 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, as 
to the propriety of the proposed amendment: 
Even admitting it to be true that employés in 
the civil department of the Government have not 
been permitted to use Government transportation 
for the purpose of reaching their respective States 
to vote, this amendment is still necessary. “This 
proposition goes further--it proposes that no part 
of this appropriation shall be expended:for the 
purpose of transporting civilians not connected 
in any way with the Army, The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania seems to think.there is no law or 
regulation that now allows that kind of transpor- 
tation. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether 
he has not seen within the last few months an orde}t 
issued by the War Department authorizing a diss 
tinguished bishop.of one of the churches of this 
country, residing in the Northwest, to proceed by 
these facilities offered by the Government, andat 
the expense of the Government, to the eity-of 
Memphis, New Orleans, and perhapselsewherey. 
for the purpose of taking: charge of certain church. 
| property which the Secretary of War deemed it. 
important, for civil purposes at least, to putunder 
his control, but in nowise connected: with. mili- 


‘proposi- 


tary opperations. Indeed} as far from-it as-a 
| peaceful religion is from ware. coraig e+: 
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Now, if suchan order was issùëd, and thë Gov- 
ernment transportation was used for such a pur- | 
pose, I submit it would be certainly very -wise to 

limit the appropriation of this fund ‘to the specific 

objects ‘of the war and purposes. properly con- | 
nected with it,and for no other. purposes what- 
ever, © 0: : f 

t -MreSTEVENS. . Evidently this amendment 
was inot intended for any such purpose. ‘That | 
order: was issued in the legitimate discharge of the 
duties of the office, and therefore I suppose the 
amendment was not intended to prohibit it. 

Mr; HOLMAN." Would notthis amendment 
prohibit it? > 

Mr. STEVENS. It ought not. 
<Mr. HOLMAN. Itscems to meitshould. It 
seems to me the Secretary of War as an officer of 
war has no connection with the churches of the^ 
eountry, and has nothing to do with church prop- | 
erty as such, so far as the Government is con- | 
cerned; and | think the use of Government trans- 
portation for the purpose of looking after ecele- 
siaatical matters and regulating the religious de- 
nominations is just as far from the legitimate 
purposes of the war as the Secretary of War 
could possibly get. What has he to do with 
church property, unless he uses it for war pur- 

oses, and with the employment of bishops to 
ook after that species of property? Tomy mind 
itis a monstrous proposition that under the un- 
fortunate circumstances of the times there should 
be, through the agency of the Secretary of War 
or any other agency, a bringing together of these 
two elements so foreign to each other of Church 
and State. The agents of consolidation are suffi- 
cient without this. [think it very desirable, for 
the express purpose of cutting off an appropria- 
tion of the public treasure to objects having no 
legitimate connection with the war, that this 
amendment should be adopted. 

Another thing: it has not been atall uncommon 
for civilians, speculators, favorites of quartermas- 
ters, under various pretenses—I[ am saying noth- 
ing now about elections—to be furnished with 
transportation, Some quartermasters are more 
rigid than others, but such transportation is con- 
stanuy afforded, and a provision expressly pro- 
hibiting the application of public transportation to 
private purposes, except m connection with the 
Army ,would not possibly do any harm and might 
and woul result in preventing areal abuse. 

Mr. MILLER, of Penusylvania. I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out the last 
word. [ confess, Mr. Chairman, L have been 
somewhat surprised at the direction which this 
debate hastaken. T confess I cannot see the perti- 
nency of a great deal that has been said here to the 
amendment under consideration. But I may be 
excused for indulging in illegitimate debate in view 
of the fact that my colleagues from Pennsylvania 
have taken occasion at this time, as they have 
done heretofore, to attack one of the purest, ablest, 
and best of the sons of the Keystone State, Lam 
not surprised that a man like Judge Woodward 
should be assailed by those who are foremost in 
the work. Iam uot surprised that they should 
come even into this Hall and retail stale slanders 
which met with no credence at his own home or 
among their own people. 

Now, sir, with a view of answering the man 
who has made himself mainly responsible for these 
attacks, I will put in contrast with the record of 
him whom he has assailed that of one who has 
assumed to be a leader on yonder side of the 
House and for this Administration; and he has 
no right to complain if } weigh him in the scales 
which will do justice to both parties. 
Clerk to read the article which I send up. | 

Mr. KELLEY. From whencedo you derive it? 

Myr, MILLER, of Pennsylvania, Itis froma 
Philadelphia paper, and is an extract from the | 
Pennsylvanian when edited by Colonel John W, | 
Forney, now a leader under this Administration, | 
and the article appeared in his paper as editorial. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 
“ In order that we may do no injustice to this virtuous Rep- 
resentative, and as it will doubtless he more agreeable to 
him to have the testimony of ane of his dea 
friends as to his character, we republish the opinion which 
the present Clerk of the Senate had of him at that period. 
ieee Pennsylvanian of September 19, L651, thus spoke of | 

‘t Keuey now stands before the public blackened with 


the guilt ofshameltess inconsistency, personal treachery, and i 
the meanest hypocrisy? * x * * € We may 


i 
Hi 
i 


I ask the |! 


i 
| 

political ii 
t 


as well expect the example of Benedict Arnold to preduce 
converts to-treason asthe nomination of Wierm D. KEL- 
LEY, under the circumstances, and in violation of a pledge 
thata brave and honest man would have died rather than 
have forfeited even by implication, to induce Democrats 
to abandon their party.’ ` 

“The Pennsylvanian, September 20, 1851, said: 

c (Tt was predicted of WILLIAM D. KELLEY, by more than 
one of his intimate friends, the moment he was appointed 
judge by the lamented Francis R. Shunk, that he would 


eventually forget the hand that raised him to power, and 
* 


| 
| 
| 


i stab the generous party that ‘took him from obscurity.’ 
* * “°x © Those who had used bhim did not hesitate to” 
has 


* * 


x t despise ihe shamelessnessof an exam- 
ple which in any man would have been regarded as base, 
but which in a jurist, clothed with sacred powers, was the 
extreme of infamy. Little more was heard of him for a 
year or two. His position with the bar always was that of 
an exceedingly weak man, whose whole stock in trade was 
that of being a noisy and impudent declainer, and whose 
only claim to official favor had been his effectual denuncia- 
tions of the Whig party- He had few or no legal abilities, 
and he was too willing to take his opinions, ready made, 
from his more able and painstaking associates.’ 

“After accusing Judge KELLEY of deliberate falsehoods, 
| the article goes on: 
| e'The following is the distinct and comprehensive 
| pledge sent by Judge KeLLey to the Democratic conference, 
whicb he says was not allowed to be read to that body, 
{ coolly forgetting that none of the other pledges from the 
| other candidates were read, according to a resolution of the 

conference :” : 

# t Pledge. 
“c PHILADELPHIA, September 4, 1851. 


cc My pear Sir: have just learned with surprise that 
my name was yesterday placed in general nomination be- 
fore the Whig convention. 

« Mis was done without my Knowledge or consent. I 
have never been a member of that party, but have uniformly 
voted the Democratic ticket; and if Lam not nominated by 
the Democratie convention, I will accept no nomination. 
l beg leave to request you to lay this before the convention 
over whieh you preside. 

“cI ani respectfully yours, 


“WM. D, KELLEY. 
<¢ Hon. Cuas. BRown.? ”? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. In the face 
of that pledge this gentleman was elected to a re- 
sponsible office by a party then in antagonism to 
the Democratic party, which had refused to nom- 
inate him for that positions and what I have had 
read is the language of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate, the editor of this Administration and court 
journal of the city of Washington ! Thatis what 
Colonel Forney thought then, and God only 
knows what he thinks now. 

L have felt compelled to resort to this personal 
line of remark for the reason that if there has been 
any one man on the other side of the House who 
has been unrelentingly arrogant, and has done 
injustice to those who have rights here, though 
in a minority, it has been thegentleman to whom 
I now refer. I have done it in defense of Hon. 
George W. Woodward, and at the same time in 
my own and the defense of those I represent. 
presume that this amendment will share the fate 
of the proposition to inquire into speculations in 
General Butler’s department, and that it will be 
tabled. 

Ave these times when the representatives of 
the people ought to show an indisposition to in- 
vestigate, to sift to the very bottom what may 
| have been the conduct of their officials and those 
to whom they have intrusted their rights and 
their means? And yet such seems to be the dis- 
position of gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House. Itisamatter of public notoriety—I have 
beard it throughout my entire State, not from my 
own party, but tacitly admitted by gentlemen op- 
posed to me in politics—that the presence of sol- 
diers at the polls in the late Pennsylvania election 
could be accounted for upon no other theory than 
that they had been sent home, not at their own 
expense, but at the expense of the Government, 
and that upon the express stipulation that they 
would vote the self-styled loyal ticket. 

If there has been nothing wrong in regard to 
this matter, investigation candonoharm. Hence 
I say that itis the duty of this House, ina proper, 
honest, candid, bold discharge of its duty, to adopt 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KELLEY. Justice to the memory of my 
colleague’s lamented father requires that 1 should 


| . . 
| say afew words in response to him. He was my 


friend in the campaign of 1851,and approved my 
acts and congratulated me on the ten thousand 
majority with which the people honored me in 
| spite of this slander. . 

The production ofthis stale slander is the frank- 
est avowal of coöperation with the confederate 
forces | have yet heard made on this floor. The 


i 
I 


i author of the article just read was Robert Tyler, i 


| the present register 


of the confederate treasury, 
the son, and, as he believed, heir apparent of the 
late accidental President of the United States, 
John Tyler. Colonel Forney is by no means 
responsible for it. : . 

` Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Į rise toa 
personal explanation. i: 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 decline to be interrupted by 
the gentleman. Idid riot interrupt him, and Ido 
not wish to be interrupted by him. Not even he 
will dare to say that that Jetter from me which he 
has caused to be read was ever presented to the 
convention to which it was addressed. It never 
reached the convention. And so indignant was 
the body of the Democratic party at the trick 
practiced upon them that they took up its author, 
and, while the ticket of that party generally pre- 
vailed in the election, gave him ten thousand ma~ 
jority. I let the people of Pennsylvania answer 
Robert Tyler’s slanders, thus retailed by my col- 
league. 

A word as to the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Kernay.] It is in keep- 
ing with citations from Robert Tyler, register of 
the treasury of the so-called confederate States. 
Presented under the guise of protecting us against 
official corruption, or the possibility of political 
slander, what does it proveto be? Why, itis to 
be the means of preventing the women and phy- 
sicians and philanthropists and patriots of the 
country from flocking to the battle-field to gather 
and relieve the wounded and the dying. Itjsa 
blow at the sanitary and Christial commissions, 

Mr. KERNAN. Willthe gentleman from New 
York allow me to interrupt him for one moment? 

Mr. KELLEY. No, Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to none of them. 

Mr. KERNAN. Theamendmentisexpressly 
against sending men home at Government expense 
to vote at elections. 

Mr. KELLEY. WhenlI was at Antietam’s 
field of horrors I saw that there was but one road 
by which women could come to the relief of the 
wounded soldier-— 

Mr. STILES. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman knows] will 
not yield to him. Sir, this amendment is a blow 
aimed at the wounded and dying of our Army. 

Mr. STILES. [raise the point of order that 
the gentleman is not discussing the question be- 
fore the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 
ceed in order. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Let him 
| say all he has to say, whether in order or out of 
; order, 

Mr. KELLEY. I was,as I have said, at An- 
tictam, and civilian as 1 was, lay for three days 
and nights with a body of untrained civilians, 
protecting the flank of McClellan’s army, and I 
remember how we hailed the regiment led by my 
gallant friend from Maryland (Mr. Wexsrer} in 
Kenly’s brigade, when it took position on our 
flank, and we felt that we had some disciplined 
soldiers near us to share our duty and danger. 
‘There was but one mode of conveyance to that 
field, and it was in possession of the Government. 
'Thegentleman’s amendment would have excluded 
every wife and daughter and sister of a soldier 
from all chance of getting there, It would have 
kept from that field not only the bishop that hag 
been referred to in this debate, but every other 
pious man and woman who hastened thither to 
soothe the dying and speed them on their way to 
the patriot’s heaven, Sir, itis a blow the most 


| open that has yet been struck at our Army, and 


cannot be concealed under the slender disguise 
of its being a proposition to protect the Govern- 
ment against the whispered falsehood of a craven 
scoundrel who, while holding an office under the 
Government, slanders it and pledges the gentle- 
man to whom he breathes his slander that he will 
not couple his name with the lie he utters. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment is not needed 
for the protection of the Government, people, or 
Administration; and there is not in the land a 
soldier or a patriot who will not curse the man 
that votes for this accursed stab at our soldiers, 
wounded and dying on the bloody field. 

Mr. KERNAN. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. KERNAN. Ido not want to debate, but 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to read the 
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amendment, and he will-see that his remarks d 
not apply to it. i 
Mr. MIELER, of Pennsylvania. 
the amendment to the amendment, - 

-Mr. KERNAN. My amendment simply pro- 
vides that persons employed in the civil depart- 
ment of the Government shalt not be transported 
toand from their homes at the public expense. 
It does not refer to benevolent persons, or to the 
wives or children of soldiers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move toamend the amend- 
ment by adding: Í 

Except, however, such transportation as may be properly 
furnished for the wives and relatives of sick and wounded 
soldiers, and members of the sanitary commission. 

Mr. CHANLER called for the reading of Mr. 
Kernan’s amendment. 

The amendment was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this clause 


is not in order, 


I withdraw 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say that upon |} 


reading the proposition of the gentleman from 
New York, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. KeLLer] was so clearly mistaken in his 
statement, it so clearly does not mean what he sug- 
gested it. meant, that [ will withdraw my Amend 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of 
order in debating. 

Mr. ODELL, I will move to insert in the 
amendment of my colleague the word ‘‘ civilians.” 
The amendment as it is before us would only em- 
brace a very small class of persons. 

Mr. KERNAN. I will accept the modifica- 
tion suggested by my colleague. 

The question was put on the amendment of 
Mr. Kernan as modified; and on a division, there 
were—ayes 42, noes 65. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Frouman and 
Tuarer were appointed. 

The question was again put; and the tellers 
reported~-ayes 42, noes 63. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. There seems to be but one 
section to the bill. I wish to inquire whether it 
would be in order to go back to a paragraph we 
have passed. l desire to submit an amendment 
to the paragraph at the end of line forty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion would not 
be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN.” I move to amend at the end 
of line one hundred and fifty by adding * to be 
applied for the benefit of persons in the service 
of the United States.” The paragraph would 
then read: 

For medical and hospital department, $8,995,640, to be 
applied for the benefit of persons in the service of the United 
States. 

There ought to be no objection to that amend- 
ment, as itcan scarcely be desired that this money 
should be applied for the benefit of any other 
class of persons, The whole appropriation is 
$8,935,640. The object is for the medical and 
hospital department. | discover in looking over 
the estimates for this purpose that they are based 
upon the following calculation: in the first place 
the estimates were made to amount in the aggre- 
gate to $10,080,000, calculated at the rate of ten 
dollars per man for an aggregate of twenty-three 
thousand five hundred and sixty-four regulars, 
seven hundred and twenty thousand volunteers, 
and five dollars each for three hundred thousand 
contrabands, making $1,500,000. These esti- 
mates, however, seem to have been subsequently 
revised, and the aggregate reduced to $8,935,640, 


but which still includes an estimate for three hun- | 


dred thousand contrabands at five dollars each, 
persons not in any way employed by the Gov- 
ernment. Thus, while the aggregate is reduced, 
the aggregate still retains the $1,500,000. Thus 
nearly one sixth of the entire expense of the med- 
ical and hospital department of this great Army 
is devoted to contrabands, not colored soldiers, 
who have been token under the charge of the 
War Department. I add the estimate, which ex- 
plains itself, although in the estimate preceding 
both of the above the number of soldiers at ten 
dollars each, and five hundred thousand contra- 
bands, make the aggregate of $14,892,730. In 
the statement below the number of soldiers is 
reduced, and the number of “ contrabands’’ also 


$ 


| 


each: 


reduced to three hundred. thousand at five doliars || 


K : eee 
, SURGEON GENERAIS Orrice, 
:WashixaToN, D. C., November 21, 1863, 
Sm: I have the honor to submit revised estimates of 
funds required for the medical and hospital: department. of 
the Army for the year-ending June 30,1865; toh 
In accordance with your instructions, the several items 
and aggregate amount have been reduced-four tenths from 


the estimate of the 2d of October. That ‘estimate: of f 
$14,892,730 was calculated at ten dollars each for anag- 


gregate of one million two hundred and thirty-nine Wous- 
and two hundred and seventy-three soldiers, and five dol- 
fars cach for five hundred thousand contrabands. . The 
present is calculated at the same ratio for seven hundred 
and fifty-three thousand five hundred and sixty-four sol- 
diers and three hundred thousand contrabands,and amounts 
to $8,935,640. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


JOSEPH K. BARNES, ~ 
Acting Surgeon General. 
Hon. E. M. STANTON, Secretary of War. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose,and thé Speaker 
having resumed the chair, a message was received 
from the Senate, by Mr. Hrexny, their Chief 
Clerk, informing the House that the Senate had 
passed a bill for the better organization of the In- 
dian affairs in California; in which he was directed 

to ask the concurrence of the House. 

The committee then resumed its session, and 
proceeded again to the consideration of the 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Now, if these persons here 


called “ contrabands,” for whom, as it will be 
seen from this statement, $1,500,000 of this money 
is designed, were in the service of the United 
States, whatever might be my opinion as to the 
propriety of their employment, still the appropri- 
‘ation would be proper, and ought to be made. But 
if, on the contrary, $1,500,000 or $900,000 is to be 
appropriated outofthe Treasury for the benefitofa 
class of persons in nowise connected withthe Gov- 
ernment, and having no employment under the 
Government, then 1 think theamendment I have 
offered restricting the benefits of the appropria- 
tion to those in the service of the United States 
is proper and ought tobeadopted. There seems 
to be no estimate here for the families, wives, and 
children of white persons who have been driven 
from their homes tn the progress of this war from 
Missouri, Arkansas, Tennessee, and North Car- 
olina, by reason of their loyalty to the Union, and 
who are in destitute circumstances, losing every- 
thing, indeed, in their noble hostility to treason, 
but the benefit is all to go to contrabands; they 
alone are entitled to sympathy. Now, 1 know of 
no reason why this $1,500,000 should be appro- 
priated unless it be to persons having some con- 
nection with our Army, and Ð hope, therefore, this 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope this amendment will 
not be adopted. We are making this appropria- 
tion in the ordinary way to defray a portion of 
the public expenses. I know the gentleman is 
very much disturbed at the idea of a contraband 
or a fugitive from treason now and then getting 
into one of these hospitals and receiving some 
medicine at the expense of the Government. It 
is very bad, to be sure, but I am not after all dis- 
posed to limit the discretion of the medical offi- 
cers of the Army as to who shall be admitted into 
the hospitals. I do not think itis worth while 
for us to select the exact men and determine ex- 
actly how far each man in the hospital is in the 
service of the Government before he gets his med- 
icine. I hope the gentleman’s amendment will 
be rejected. We have had it offered already on 
one or two occasions; it has been supported with 
the same remarks, and the House has voted it 
down in the same way. g 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifitis proper to appropri- 
ate $1,500,000 for this particular class why is it 
not proper to appropriate $1,500,000 for that very 
large class of white persons driven out of the same 
section of country, and who may be presumed 
equally to need the fostering hand of the Govern- 
ment? The objection I have is that it appropri- 
ates so much for a particular class called con- 
trabands, and not a cent for others who have 
been driven out by treason—they are to have all 
the kindness of the Government, and no appro- 
priation is made for white persons. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ifany of that class gets to 
the hospital he will getas much medicine as he 


can-diseu: 
campaign. a. 
-The ame dment W. 
‘The Clerk;read as 
For, the. expenses: of t 
$10,000, es it aos 
Mr. FARNSWORTH... moveto. 
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WSS 
commanding. 


L do not see. the necessity: for these expenses. 
Every officer in the headquarters here is allo wet 
offices or commutation for quarters, and bdo 
see the propriety of the Government furnishing 
offices and at the same time paying commutation 
for quarters. Unless, therefore, the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means can ‘show 
some necessity for this appropriation I hope it 
will be stricken out. OR eT 
Mr. STEVENS. There is a headquarters es- 
tablished in this city for which this appropriation 
is necessary, Wemade it last yeatand the year 
before. emade the same appropriation to pay 
the expenses of that institution, e-are Med 
to do the same thing now, and we are not disposed 
to refuse it. Unfortunately, General Halleck is 
not commander-in-chief; but if I underst je 
recent order of Lieutenant General Grant, this 
office is to be kept up, and Major General Halleck 
is to be chief of staff, to whom all communi¢a- 
tions are to be addressed. Unless this appropri- 
ation is made there will be no fund ‘to keep. up 
that office. It isno more now than it was before. 
lf I understood the Department rightly, itte ab- 
solutely necessary, and I hope the amendment 
will not prevail. eed 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Tor repairs and improvements at arsenals, including new 
and additions to present buildings, and machinery, tools, 
and fixtures, $2,000,000. % 


Mr. PRICE. I move to add the following: 
For continuing the work on the Rock Island armory, at 
Rock Island, Utinois, $100,000. aan 
Mr. STEVENS. I hope that amendment will 
not prevail. The present appropriation: is: not 
confined to any particular work, but the Depart- 
ment may expend it wherever it deems proper. . 
The amendment was rejected. ©. 0000o 


Mr. STEVENS. I move to add the following: 
For compensation of two clerks in the’ signal office, 


$2,800. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add the following? 

For enabling the wives and friends of sick and wounded 
soldiers to visit the same, where unable to’ incur the ex- 
pense, to be applied under the direction of the Quarter- 
master General through assistant quartermasters in the sey- 
eral States, under such restrictions as may be approved by 
the Secretary of War, $150,000. 

Mr, Chairman, I only want to say in behalf. of 
that proposition that the wife of many a sickand 
wounded soldier is actually debarred from visit- 
ing her husband in the hospital or in the field, even 
in the cases where such visits are permitted, fram 
inability toincurtheexpense. The soldier’s wife 
with her family of little children, supported by 
her own labor and whatever the soldier can spare 
of his pittance of thirteen dollars per month, ia 
actually excluded from the privilege of soothing 
his agony from wounds or sickness in the cheer- 
less hospital, by the indigence to which you con- 
sign the private soldier by the insufficiency of his 
pay. By this bill you appropriate $1,500,000 to 
persons having no connection with the public sér- 
vice nor any peculiar claims on your bounty. Is 
it not proper that this appeal to the beneficence-of 
Government should be favorably considered? 

Ihave known many instances where the benev- 
olence of the community had-provided the small 
pittance to enable the wife to visit her sick or dy- 
ing husband. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
I understand the amendment. 
be read again. ; 

The amendment was read. ee 

Mr. STEVENS. | first thought it related:to 
disabled soldiers, but Tsee it does not. It creates 
a new law, and therefore I object toit: o 2, 

Mr. HOLMAN..I do not understandithe point 
lI made by thegentleman from Pennsylvania, This 


I rise to'a point of order, if 
Task that it may 
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amendment only authorizes an appropriation of 
money to enable the wives of sick and wounded 
soldiers in the service to visit them in cases where 
the wives and friends are unable to do so. 

Mr. STEVENS. There is no law authorizing 
such persons to visit sick and wounded soldiers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, as there is no law authorizing the 
appropriation of money for such a purpose. 

Mr. HARDING. Í move to amend byadding 
the following proviso. 

Provided, That no part of the money herein appropriated 
shall be applied or used for the purpose of raising, arming, 
equipping, or paying negro soldiers, and that all negro sol- 
diers now in the Army shall be disbanded and discharg:d 
from the service. 

Mr. STEVENS. It is too near.dark, I sug- 
gest, to bring in the negronow. I raise the point 
of order that the latter part of it repeals the ex- 
isting law, and is therefore not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order so far as the latter part of the amend- 
ment is concerned. 

Mr. HARDING. I modify the amendment by 
omitting the latter clause. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think now it ought to be 
adopted, so that we can have a vote by yeas and 
nays on it in the Elouse. 

he amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWSON, I move to amend by insert- 
ing on page 3, after linc fofty, the following: 

And that the same be paid in gold or its equivalent: 
Provided, ‘hat the relative value of any paper currency 
tendered shall he ascertained by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and his certificate shall be conclusive evideuce thercof, 
if dated thirty days before payment is made. 


Mr. STEVENS. ‘That is going back in the 
bill, and I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 
regarded the same as sections in other bills, and 
the clause to which the amendment is proposed 
has been passed. 

Mr. DAWSON. I must say I cannot under- 
stand the principle upon which the amendinentis 
ruled out of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ap- 
peal from the decision? 

Mr. DAWSON. No,sir; but I would be glad 
to have the Chair hear what I have to say. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment out of order, 

Mr. DAWSON. Upon what principle ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That paragraphs in ap- 
propriation bills are regarded as sections are in 
other bills,and we have passed the cluse the gen- 
tleman proposes to amend. 

Mr. DAWSON. ‘Then I offer it asan amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the bill, 

Mr. STEVENS. Another point of order: 
either the law now allows us to pay soldiers in 
gold, or-the amendment creates anew law, ‘This 
latter would not be in order. i 

Mr. DAWSON. In answer I would say that 
the presentlaw does not specify the kind of money 
that shall be paid. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then the amendment cre- 
ates a law providing payment in n certain way. 

Mr. DAWSON. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, 
| Mr. DAWSON. Does the Chair decide thatit 
is not m order, for the reason that it prescribes al 
particular mode in which-soldiers shall be paid ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Because it proposes to 
make a new law. 

Mr. DAWSON. I appeal from the decision | 
of the Chair; and upon that question I have the | 
right to be heard. it does not change the exist- 
ing law. The law fixing the compensation of sol- 
diers does not prescribe the currency in which | 
they shall be paid. Gold and silver are the only 
legal currency known fo the Constitution. 

Mr. STEVENS. If 1 understand the gentle- | 
man, there is no law now for. | 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. | 
The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
j 
| 
| 


staud as the judgment of the committee?” 
The question was put; and it was decided in | 
the affirmative. 1 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. | 
Mr. DAWSON. T move to amend by adding 
at the end of the bill the following: 
And provided further, That the first payment made after i 


i 
į 
| 


Clauses in appropriation bills are | 


f 
f 
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the passage of this act shali he at the rate of twenty dollars 
per month for private soldiers. ; 

Mr. STEVENS. I makea pointof order, His 
amendment amounts to nothing, and he is offering 
frivolous amendments, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. The amendment proposes to 
change an existing law. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Witson reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had under consideration bill of the House No. 

8, making appropriation for the support of the 

rmy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1865, 
and had directed him to report the same to the 
House with sundry amendments, in which he was 
instructed to ask the concurrence of the House. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. ; 

The amendments reported from the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union were agreed 
to, with the exception of the following: 

Provided, That no part of the money hereby appropriated 
shall be applied or used for the purpose of raising, arming, 
equipping, or paying negro soldiers. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded the yeas and nays 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 18, nays 81; as follows: 


> 


YEAS—Messrs. Ancona, Dawson, Denison, Eldridge, 
Harding, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Long, Mallory 
Marcy, William H. Miller, Morrivon, Samuel J. Randall, 
James S. Rollins, Ross, Stiles, Stuart, and Wadsworih—18. 

NAYS—-Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
ley, Baily, Augustus O. Baldwin, Jobn D. Baldwin, Baxter, 
Beaman, Blaine, Blow, Boutwell, Braundegee, Broomall, 
Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Henry Wintec 
Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dawes, Deming, Driggs, Dumont, | 
Bliot, Fenton, Frauk, Garfield, Goveh, Male, Higby, i 
Hooper, Hotchkiss, Jom dl. Hubbard, Julian, Kassou, Kel- 
ley, Praucis W. Kellogg, Kernan, Loan, Longyear, Mar 
vin, MeBride, Me 


Clurg, Ramuel 1. Miller, Moorbead, 
Morrill, Daniel Morris. Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nor- 
ton, Odell, Charies O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, 
Pomeroy, Price, Radford, Alexander fL. Rice, John H. 
“henek, Béotield, nnon, Spalding, Starr, Steb- 
his evens, ‘Thayer, >, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, 
Whiley, Wheeler, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, 
and Winticld-—st. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. | 


Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote | 


| by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
INDIAN DEPREDATIONS LN DAKOTA. 

Mr. TAYNE, by unanimous consent and in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
making an appropriation to reimburse the Terri- 
tory of Dakota for expenses incurred during the 
Indian wars of 1862; which was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE FOR A MEMRER. 

Mr. COBB. 1 ask leave of absence for my col- 
Jengue, Mr. Meinnogr, fur two weeks from to- 
day. ; 

There being no objection, leave of absence was 
granted. 

OREGON INDIANS. 


Mr. McBRIDE. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table Sen- 
ate bill No, 25, toautborize the President to nego- 
tate treaties with the Klamath and Modoc Indian 
tribes in southeastern Oregon, i 

Mr. STEVENS. I will not object to the bill 
being taken up, but i presume the gentleman dogs | 
not ask action upon it at this Jate hour of the 
evening. 

Mr, HOLMAN. It seems to me such a bill 
as that ought to go to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. l must object. 

Mr. STEVENS. Will not the bill come up 


in the morning? sd 
The SPEAKER. It will not, in is present ; 
position, A motion to suspend the rules would | 


| souri; whieh was referr 


| ble and resolutions ado 


March 22, 


bring it up next Monday; or, if it be taken up 
now, it wíl come up to-morrow as unfinished 
business. 

Mr. STEVENS. I have no objection to its 
being taken up then, but I cannot permit it to 
come up to-night when there is nobody here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will withdraw my objec- 
tion to the taking up of the bill, with the under- 
standing that no action will be asked upon it this 
evening, 

The bill was then taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and read a first and second time by its title. 

And then, on motion of Mr. STEVENS, (at 
twenty minutes after four o'clock, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, March 22, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND, 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARRIS presented cight petitions of cit- 
izens of New York, praying for increased rail- 
road facilities between the cities of New York 
and Philadelphia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

He also presented a memorial of one hundred 
and seventeen members of the New York Legis- 
lature, and a memorial of Erastus Corning and 
others, of the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the extension of the patent of Charles 
Goodyear for the manufacture of vuleanized In- 
dia rubber; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Minnesota in favor of the estab- 
lishment of a mail route from St. Charles, in 
Winona county, by way of Saratoga and ‘Troy, 
to Preston, in Fillmore county; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Minnesota in favor of an increase of the 
Army and Navy pensions; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. ee : 

Mr. CLARK presented memorials of the Prov- 
idence and Newport railroad, of the Boston and 
Providence railroad, and ofthe Concord and Clare- 
mont railroad, remonstralipg against the exten- 
sion of the patent to Charles Goodyear for the 
manufacture of vulcanized India rubber; which 
were referred to the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office. 

Mr. HENDERSON prescuted a memorial of the 
Legislature of Missouri, remonstrating against 
an increase of the tax on tobacco; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 
to be printed, 

Mr. GRIMES. [presenta remonstrance of the 
City Councils of the city of Washington against 
the passage of an act now pending before the Sen- 
ate providing for a registration of voters in the 
District. f move that it lie on the table, as the 
Ill was made the special order for Thursday 
next, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN presented a petition of citizens 
of lowa, praying that a bounty may be granted 


| to Benjamin F. Spafford, a private in company 


F, twenty-fifth regiment Iowa volunteers, who 
was discharged from the service in consequence 
of injuries received while acting as guard on the 
steamboat Stephen Deeatur at St. Louis, Mis- 
$ ed to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to present the pream- 
| re pted by the Union Mer- 
chants’ Exchange of St. Loŭis, praying for in- 


p a a cee ee 3 
creased facilities for transportation to market of 


all articles of such a nature as cannot bear the 
high rates of railroad transportation. They urge 
the construction of a ship canal around the upper 
and lower rapids of the Mississippi river asa 
measure of national importance, and also the fur- 
ther improvement of the Ulinois and Michigan 
canal, and the construction of slick-water naviga- 
tion on the Ilinois river, and the constructjon of 
a ship canal around the falls of Niagara, and the 
improvement of the New York canals, as matlers 
of great interest and military importance.’ 1 ask 


1864. 


ii 
that the preamble and resolutions may be referred 


to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. , 

Mr. SUMNER. I offera memorial from a com- 
mittee appointed by the German Radical National 
Club of Philadelphia, in relation to military con- 
scription, the conclusion of which is-as follows: 

& ‘That they appeal to the wisdom of Congress bythe laws 
providing that instead vf conscription hereafter we shall 
have amilitary system properly classifying all able-bodied 
men without substitution, and with only few exemptions 
of a strictly determined character; which system, if faith- 
fully executed beyond the reach of favor -and discrimina- 
tlon, political or medical, would, in our opinion, make this 
nation unconquerahle by any enemy, foreign or domestic.” 

This is signed by a committee several in num- 
ber. I ask its reference to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs and the Militia. 

The motion was agreed to. 


A REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on For- 


eign Relations, to whom was referred a message 
of the President of the United States, transmitting 
a copy of a treaty between the United States and 
Great Britain for the final settlement of the claims 
of the Hudson Bay and Puget Sound Agricul- 
tural Companies, and recommending an appropri- 
ation to carry into effect the first, second, and third 
articles of said treaty, reported bill (S. No. 187) 
to carry into effect the treaty between the United 
States and her Britannic Majesty, for the final set- 
tlement of the claims of the Hudson Bay and Pu- 
get Sound Agricultural Compahics; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 
Mr.SUMNER. Theselect committee on sla- 
very and freedmen, to whom have been referred 
a large number of petitions calling upon Congress 
to provide by legislation for the extinction of sla- 
very, have had the same under consideration, and 
have directed me to make a report in part of a 
bill (S. No. 188) to prohibit. commerce in slaves 
among the several States, and the holding or trans- 
porting of human beings, as property, inany ves- 
sel within the jurisdiction of the national Govern- 
ment, 
_ The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 


ing. 

‘Mr. GRIMES, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred a bill (S. 
No. 84) to incorporate the Metropolitan Gas-Light 
Company, in the District of Columbia, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to, 

He also, from the same committee, who were 
instructed to inquire whether any additional legis- 
Jation is necessary to improve the sanitary con- 
dition of Washington and Georgetown, asked to 
be discharged from the farther consideration of | 
the subject; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, who were 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of wa- 
tering Pennsylvania avenue during the session 
of Congress, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject; which was 
agreed to. : 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 87) to extend 
the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide compensation for the services of George Mo-* 
rell in adjusting titles to land in Michigan, reported 
it adversely. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a resolution of 
the Legislature of Kansas in favor of a grant of 
land to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Fort Leavenworth to Fort Scott, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

Hc also, from the same committee, to whom | 
was referred a bill (S. No. 180) in relation to 
university lands in Minnesota, reported it ad- 
versely. 

Mr. HARDING, fromthe Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 
181) in reference to donation claims in Oregon 
and Washington, reported it with amendments. 


PRINTING OF A REPORT. 
On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 


Ordered, That the supplemental report of the engineer of | 
the Washington aqueduct of February 22, 1864, made to 


the Secretary of the Interior, and by him communicated ta į; 


the Cammitice on the District of Columbia, be printed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. HARRIS asked, and by unanimous con- : 


I 
| 


sent obtained, leave to introduce “a bill~(S. Nox 
189) for the increase-of the marine corps of the 


United States; which was read twice by its title, | 


Mr. GRIMES. 
bill at length, 

The Secretary read it. It provides that from 
and after its passage the United States marine 
corps, as now organized, shall be increased by 
the addition of one brigadier general commandant, 


I ask for the reading of the 


five- captains, five first lieutenants, five second. 
lieutenants, fifty sergeants, sixty corporals, ten | 


drummers, ten fifers, and ohe thousand privates. 
The additional officers thus authorized are to be 
appointed first by promotion according to rank in 
the line of the marine corpsand then by selection. 
The title of colonel commandant, now established 
by law in the marine corps, is also changed to 
that of colonel. 

The bill was referred to the- Committee on 
Naval Affuirs. 

Mr. McDOUGALL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. No.36) in relation to the occupation of 
Mexico by France; which was read twice by its 
title. ė 

Mr. McDOUGALL. [ask that the joint res- 
olution be laid on the table and printed. . I give 
notice to the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations and the Senate that I shall call it 
up on Friday next. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolu- 
tion will lie on the table, and the order to print 
will be made if there be no objection. 


REPORT ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


_Mr. GRIMES submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to transmit to the Senate copies of reports made by a com- 
mission appointed by the Secretary of the Interior or by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in 1661, consisting of 
Messrs. Day, White, and Wattles, or by cither of said 
commissioners, and that he transmit to the Senate copies 
of all correspondence between the Secretary of the Interior 
or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, upon Indian af- 
fairs, with said commissioners or with either of them, in- 
cluding all communteations made by cither of them. 


BOUNTY TO NINE MONTHS’ MEN. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That tho Secretary of War be directed to in- 
form the Senate what number of troops have been raised 
for nine months’ service under the act of Congress approved 
July 17, 1852, entitled “An act to amend the act calling 
forth the militia to execute the Jaws of the Union, suppress 
insurrection, and repel invasion, approved February 28, 
1795, and the acts amendatory thereof, and for other pur- 
poses,” specifying what number have been raised as volun- 
tcers and what number as militia; also, whether the bounty 
of twenty-five dollars, provided iu the third section of said 
act, has been paid to ali the volunteers so raised, and if not, 
to what number said bounty has been paid, and for what 
reasons said bounty has been withheld from any such vol- 
unteers; also, whether said bounty has been paid to any 
of the militia ealled out under said act. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Lov, its Chief Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed a bill 
(No. 198) making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year ending the 30th June, 
1865; in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested. 

CENT AND TWO CENT COINS. 


Mr. CLARK. If there is nothing before the 
Senate I will ask the Senate now to take up the 
bill (S. No. 183) in amendment of an act entitled 
“An act relating to foreign coins and the coin- 
age of cents at the Mint of the United States,” 
approved February 21, 1857. It is a matter of 
some importance that it should. be immediately 
passed. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. The standard weight of the cent 
‘eoined at the Mint of the United States is pro- 
posed to be forty-eight grains, or one tenth of one 
ounce troy, and the cent is to be composed of 
ninety-five per cent. of copper and five per cent. 
of tin and zinc, in such proportions as shall be 
determined by the Director of the Mint; and from 
time to time there is to be struck and coined at the 
mint a two cent piece, of the same composition, 


| of the standard weight of ninety-six grains or one 


fifth of one ounce troy, with no greater deviation 
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! viđing for the above changes, 


than'four grains to éac 


‘the Mint, with: the approval of the Secrete 
the Treasury; ‘The laws now-in fore 


-of the Treasury, are to be extended to the 


'tended-to the coinage thus authorized; wh 


| of the coin, regulating and guarding the. process 


cent coins; and thé shape, mottos 
of these coing areto be fixed byt 


6 
; elatingts 
the coinage of cents and providing fo : 
chase of material, and prescribing the appropriate, 
duties of the officers of the Mintand the Secretaty: 
E y y 


thus provided for. - Alllaws now.in fo ? 
to the coins- of the United States.and their strilcing: 
and ‘coining are, so far as applicable; tobe egi 


these. laws are penal or otherwise, for the secur 


of striking and coining, for preventing debasement 
or counterfeiting, or for any other purpose. TKE 
Director of the Mint is to prescribe suitable regu- 
lations to insure a due conformity to the required: 


| weights and, proportions of alloy in these coins; 


and he is to order trials thereof to be made from - 
time to time by the assayer of the Mint, whereot 
a report shall be made in writing to thé Directors 
These coins are to be a legal tender in‘any pay- 
ment, the one cent coin to the amount of ten cents 
and the two cent coin tothe amount oftwentycentss 
and these coins may be paid out in exchange for 
the lawful currency of the United States, except 
cents or half cents issued under former acts of 
Congress, in suitable sums, by the treasurer of the 
Mint and by such other depositaries as the Secre+ 
tary of the Treasury may designate, under gen- 
eral regulations proposed by the Director of the 
Mint and approved by the Sccretary of the Treas- 
ury;and the expenses incident to such exchange, 
distribution, and transmission may be paid out of 
the profits of the coinage, and the net: profits of 
the coinage, ascertained in like manner as-is :pre~ 
scribed in the second section of the act to'which this 
is a supplement, are to be transferred to the Treas- 
ury of the United States. It is further provided 
that if any person or persons shall make, issue, 
or pass, or cause to be made, issued, or passed, 
any coin, card, token, or device whatsoever, in, 
metal or its compounds, intended to pass or be 
passed as money for a one cent piece or a two 
cent piece, such person or persons shall be deemed, 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall on conviction 
be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000, and 
by imprisonment for a term not exceeding five 
ears, 
4 Mr. CLARK. The bill simply provides for 
the making of a cent with a different alloy from 
that which we now use—a bronze cent alloyed 
with tinand zinc, instead of nickel, on accountof 
the difficulty of obtaining. the -alloy òf tlie cent 
now used; and also provides for the coinage of a 
two cent piece of the same kind, I:have in my 
hand a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, recommending this to be done for the 
reason that I have suggested, and.also a com» 
munication from the Director of the Mint. I will 
not take the trouble to have. them read, unless 
some Senator desires it. , The bill was carefully. 
prepared at the Department, and: the Committee 
on Finance recommend its passage. i 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 should like ‘to inquire 
whether this provision for the coinage of a new 
cent, and the introduction of atwo cent piece, de- 
teriorates the intrinsic value of the cent. The 
cent as a general thing does not circulate in. the 
country now, I think. We seesome few of them 
here, but in my travels I very seldom see a cents 
I do not know how it may be in other portions of 
the country. ear 
Mr. CLARK. There is a very large. demand 
for them, and we are coining a great. many of 
them. I think that on account of the rise in the 
price of nickel the cent cannot now be made for 
a cent, and it is also found to be an inconvenient 
alloy. Perhaps I had better send the communi- 


“cation of the Secretary of the. Treasury to the 


Clerk, and have it read, 
‘The Secretary read, as follows: 


‘Treasury Deparraenr, Mirch 5, 1864: > 

Sır: Ihave the honor to transmit herewith.a copy.of 8 
comniunication from the Director of the Mint at Philadel 
phia, ander date of the 2d instant, recommending the dis- 
use of nickel in the cent coinage of the United States; and 
the substitution of bronze, on account of the scarcity and 
increased expense of the former and the superiority of 
the inttér for purposes of coinage; also, the coinage ofa 
iwo cent picee of bronze. T transinit the drattor abil pros 
which Leoncur with the Di- 
rector of the Mint in beNeving to: be to the advanta: eof 
the public interesta, as Well as for the convenience of the 
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March 22, 


a 


people, and request that the matter may be presented for i 
the action of Congress as promptly as possible, i 
iam, very respectfully, l 


{ 


8S. P. CHASE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. W., P, Fessenpen, Chairman Committee on Finance, 
United States Senate. $ 


MEINT or THE UNITED STATES, 
PAILADELPHIA, March 2, 1864. 
Sir: In my last annual report T recommended the disuse 
of nickel in the cent coinage, and the substitution of the 
ajtey lately introduced in France and England called bronze. 
It is composed of copper, tin, and zine, and makes a beau- 
tifukand ductile alloy. ‘fhis change in the material of the 
cent is hot only desirable in itself, but has become a neces- 
sity from the advance price of nickel, (forasupply of which 
we are at present entirely dependent upon the foreign mar- 
ket, paying for it in gold or its equivalent,) and the great 
uneertuinty of procuring an adequate supply for the future 
from any source at a price within the legal limit. 


Besides this, nickel is itself objectionable as an alloying || 


metal. Itis harsh, brittle, most difficult to melt, requiring 
the fiercest fires even when in alloy with copper, and is 
very destructive of dies, machinery, &e., thus increasing 
the cost of production, which will soon exceed the value 
of the product if the price of copper, labor, coal, &¢., con- 
tinues to advance, as it is almost certain to do. In that 
event, the coinage of the cent must cease. 

It is not proposed to change the size or devices of the 
cent, only the weight. The weightof the new coin would 
be forty-eight grains or one tenth ounce troy, ‘This wiit 
secure 2 coin in every respect superior to the siumpy nickel. 

talso propose for your consideration the coinage of a 
two cent picce, same material and double the weight of the 
cent. The size of this coin would be much less than the 
old copper cent, be a great public convenience, and its coin- 
age, in my opinion, should be authorized, 

Jf you approve of the proposed change in material and 
denomination, the inclosed bill, prepared with care, can be 
submitted to Congress for their action. 

Permit me respectfully to suggest that immediate action 
is necessary, for if nickel is retained it will be impossible 
to mect the crormous demand forcents, and the ine ng 
cost of production may compel a cessation of that coinage. 
The demand for cents is now far beyond our ability tosup- | 

ly it, 

g The substitution of bronze for the nickel alloy wag ex- 
amined by the commissioners of the last annual assay in 
February, and was by them cordially approved. The com- 
mission consisted of Professors Joseph Henry, Wasbing- 
ton, District of Columbia; John Torrey, New York; Al- 
exander, Baltimore ; Rogers and Rand, Philadelphia; Judge 
Putnam, Boston; Hon. H. MeCulloch, Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the three ex officio members from 
Philadelphia, ‘Che opinions of such gentlemen, thougtunot 
officially expressed, are deserving of consideration. 

Would it not be proper to authorize the introduction upon 
our gold and silver coing of the Jarger denominations à 
mono expressive of a national reliance upon the divine 
Sovereignty? The times mm to demand it. L hope it 
may receive the sanction of law, 

Yours, most respecitully, 

JAMES POLLOCK, Director. 
Hon. S. P. Cuasg, Secretary of the Treasury. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 18, 1864. 

Sin: Referring to the letter addressed to you on the 5th 
instant, inclosbig a copy ef a communication from the Di- 
rector of the Mint in reference to the substitution of bronze 
for nicketin the coinage of cents, aud the eoinage of a two 
cent piece of bronze, together with a bill providing there- 
for, E have now the honor to submit herewith anotlrer com- 
munication from the Director of the Mint, calling attention 
to the very serious inconveniences Which exist on account 
ot the limited supply of nickel for coinage, aud the impos- 
sibility of obtaining more from abroad at prices suitable for 
Mint purposes, and urging the necessity of immediate legis- 
lation to meet the difienliy in question, 

i concur with the Director in thinking that the public in- | 
ferests and convenience require the abandonment of nickel 
and the substitution of bronze far one and two cent pieces, 
as provided for by the bill already submitted; but he fears į 
that the opposition created by private interests may defeat | 
the proposed measure, sind he there submits the inelosed 
section as a substitute for section first of the bill, providing | 
for the conijnnance of the coinage of the nickel cent, ata 
reduced weight, and the coinage of a iwo cent bronze 
piece, whieh measnre will, in his opinion, reconcile con- 
flicting interests and remedy the existing diftieulty, as well 

cas resukt in a large saving of expense to the Goverument. | 
In view of the p ing and extensive demand for the ac- 
commodatinn which the proposed coinage will supply, I 
trust the matter will receive the early attention of Congress, 

Tam, very respectfully, 


8. P. CHASE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon, W. P, FesseÊnen, Chairman Committee on Finance, 
United States Senate. 


Mint or THE Uniren STATES, 

PIILADRLPRIA, March 16, 1864. 
Sir: The continuance of the cent coinage is now not 

only a question of price, but supply. Our present stock of 

nickel will be exhausted iu a iew days, and an adequate 

supply cannot be obtained from any souree. Our foreign 
correspondents informi us that niekcl cannot be furnished j 
at pr nt prices, nor can any considerable amonat be had 
for some months. Woe are thus shut up to the home sup- 
piy, from the works of Mr, Wharton; but if we could re- 
eeive alf made ati teblishment the amount would be | 
wholly insuficient, would be from five hundred to cight hun- 


| States, 


| be read a third time. 


punds per week, not mor i 
ined wader ordinary cirer 


and overwhelming demang for, cents. Our daily orders 
range from iwo to five thousand dollars; our daily produc- 
tions about one thousand dollars. We canuot increase it, 
for we cannot preenre the material. The wants of the 


| public could be fully met by substituting bronze for the 
! nickel alloy. 
| tion to tis proposition. Can these private interests be rec- 


But private interésts have induced opposi- 


oneiled, and at the same time the public interests and con- 


| venience be promoted? I think they can, by reducing the 


weight of the nickel cent from seventy-two to forty-eight 
grains, and continuing the coindge of the nickel alloy at 
this reduced rate, making a more convenient and desirable 
coin, and at the same time authorizing the coinage of a two 
cent bronze piece. This will meet the wants of the peo- 
ple and Government, and be satisfactory to Mr. Wharton 
and his friends. Although ‘every consideration of public 
interest and convenicnee requires the abandonment of 
nickel, yet the plan now proposed, if adopted, will greatly 
aid the Mint in meeting a demand that is unceasing and 
increasing. I inclose an amendment or new section to the 


| supplement forwarded some weeks ago, embracing the 


presout proposition. If bronze is substituted, or the sub- 
mitted plan be adopted, a clear revenue of atleast two hun- 
dred or two hundred and fifty thousand dollars will, under 
tho present demand for ceuts, aunually accrue to the Gov- 
ernment. F hope the subject will receive the early and fa- 
vorable action of Congress : 

Yours, very respecttully, 


s JAMES POLLOCK. 
Hon. S. P. Cuase, Secretary of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was read the third time, and 
passed. 

CONVENTION WITH ECUADOR. 


Mr. SUMNER. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 341) to carry into effect the convention with 
Ecuador for the mutual adjustment of claims, have 
directed me to report it back with an amendment, 
As I have already reported a bill on the same mat- 
ter, which is before the Senate, and was printed 
some days ago, I ask the Senate now to proceed 
to the consideration of this bill. It willtake only 
a minute. 

By unanimous consent the bill was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. For the purpose 
of carrying into effect the convention with Ecua- 
dor for the mutual adjustment of claims, signed at 
Quito, on the 25th of November, 1862, it provides 
thatthe commissioner to be appointed by the Pres- 
ident of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall be allowed a com- 
pensation, in full for his services, of $3,500, and 
ten dollars a day in commutation of traveling ex- 
penses for the time actually and necessarily occu- 
pied in going from the place of his residence to 
Guayaquil and returning to his home after the 
termination ofhisduties, Butif the Presidentshall 
elect t6 appoint the minister residentof the United 
States in Ecuador to perform the duties of commis- 
sioner under the convention, he shall receive as 
compensation for his services fifty per cent. of 
that sum, pursuant to the provisions of the ninth 
section of the act of August 18, 1656, to regulate 
the diplomatic and consular systems of the United 
Lhe President is to make such provision 
for the contingent expenses of the commission, 
including the moiety of the United States for the 
compensation of the umpire, and of the secretary 
who may be chosen by the commissioners, pur- 
suant to the provisions of the convention, as he 
shall deem just and proper. 

The amendment of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations was in section one, line nine, to strike 
out ‘£83,500 and insert 6° $3,000,” so that the 
compensation of the commissioner shail be $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, | 


and theamendment wasconcurred in. Theamend- 
ment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 


time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House of Representatives (No. | 


198) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending the 30:h June, 1865, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


| Committee on Finance. 


GILLS BECOME LAWS. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Nicozay, his Secretary, announced 
that the President had yesterday approved and 
signed the following acts: 


An act (S. Ne. 60) amendatory of thethomc- | 


stead law, and for other purposes; 


An act (S.No. 96) to enable the people of Ne- | 
gave mimMent, ii 


vada to forma constitution and State 


The bill was read the third | 


} 


and for theadmission of such State into the Union 
upon an equal footing with the original States; and 

An act (S. No. 97) to enable the people of Colo- 
rado to form a constitution and State government, 
and for the admission of such State into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States. 


MESSAGE FROM TUE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the bill 
of the Senate (No. 25) to authorize the President 
to negotiate a treaty with the Klamath, Modoc, 
and other Indian tribes in southeastern Oregon. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed a bill (No. 356) 
requiring the proofof payment of duties on foreign 
salt before payment of the allowances provided 
for by the acts of July 29, 1813, and March 3, 
1819; in which the concurrence of the Senate 
was requested. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had insisted upon its amend- 
ment to the fourth amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 34) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1865, disagreed to 
by the Senate, and had agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Reusen E. Fenton of New York, Mr. 
Henry T. Brow of Missouri, end Mr. James 
R. Morais of Ohio, managers at the same on its 

part. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on thg disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 299) 
to provide for carrying the mails from the United 
States to foreign ports, and for other purposes. 


ENROLUED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed an 
enrolled bill (S. No. 142) for the relief of the 
owners of the French ship La Manche. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
(No. 356) requiring the proof of payment of duties 
on foreign salt before payment of the allowances 
provided for by the acts of July 29, 1813, and 
March 3, 1819, was read twice by its tide, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


ENLISTMENTS IN TOE ARMY. 


Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate now 
preces to the consideration of the unfinished 

usiness of yesterday. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, ag 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 41) to promote enlist- 
ments in the Army of the United States, and for 
other purposes; the pending question being on 
the amendment of Mr. Davis to the amendment 
of Mr. WILSON. 

Mr. WILLEY. Mr. President, there are sev- 
eral bills before the Senate, each having a special 
design to accomplish, and all of which have a 
teneral purport. The special design of each bill 


| is apparent on its face; but the general object of 


all these bills, and I am disposed to believe the 
main object, isthe destruction ofslavery. Among 
these bills is one to repeal what is usually called 
the fugitive slave law. There is another to make 
persons of color competent witnesses in the Fed- 
eral courts; and there is also the bill now under 
consideration more especially. 

I was and am very desirous to bring my mind 
to the conclusion to vote for the bill under con- 
sideration, and to see it put in such a form thatl 
could, consistently with my convictions of justice 
and duty, do so; and it was with the view of hav- 
ing it putin such a form that I voted yesterday 
to send that bill to the Judiciary Committee. 

I confess that my commiseration was excited 
the other day by the reading of the letters pre- 
sented to the Senate by the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wuison;]} but E am 
disposed to believe that those instances of vin- 
dictive cruelty to which the Senator alluded, and 
to which also the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Brown] alluded, were more the result of another 
consideration than they were the result of the 
pique and passion of the masiers of the slaves, 
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exasperated by theirenlistment. 1 think the sales || 
of those women and children may be more justly | 
attributable to the impending universal emanci- 
pation ofslavery in Missouri than to any exasper- 
ation of the master growing especially out of the 
enlistment of his slave into the service of the Uni- || 
ted States. i 

Again, if those wives and children were sold 
by their masters because the husbands and fathers 
had enlisted in the military service of the United 
States, it is my opinion that a change of masters 
would work no disadvantage to them. They may 
well be glad to escape from the custody and own- 
ership of a miscreant who would indulge his evil 
passions on account of any such consideration. 

But the greatest difficulty that I have in bring- 
ing my mind to vote for this bill is this: I am 
satisfied that if it passes ints present form it will 
lead to almostendless confusion and to very dis- 
tressing difficulties in the States where these slaves 
live. The marital relation is not known at all 
between slaves in any of those States. Ido not 
know how it is in Missouri. It was not and I 
presume is not yet recognized in Virginia. I be- 
lieve it is not recognized in Maryland. Of that, 
however, I am not certain. Marriage is a civil 
contract, and it has been expressly held by the 
courts of Virginia that a slave is incompetent to 
make a contract. There can be therefore in Vir- 
ginia between slaves no legal marriage; there can 
be therefore no wife in the eyes of the law; there 
can be no children of slaves in the eyesof the law. 

Let me allude to adecision of the supreme court 
of appeals in Virginia toshow how far our courts 
have gone to destroy the idea of personality in the 
slave at all, A benevolent master made his will 
and died. In that will there wasa provision that 
the executors should hire out the slaves for so 
many years and that they should sacredly keep 
and preserve the proceeds of their labor until the 
end of the term, and. then such of the slaves as 
should elect to be free and to go to Africa might 
do so, and should thereby be entitled to the pro- 
ceeds of their previous labor. Our court of ap- 
peals decided that the slave could not make any 
such election; and notwithstanding the explicit 
provisions of the will, they retained him in sla- 
very and distributed the fund, the proceeds of his, 
labor during the term which Ihave stated. There 
is, therefore, no such relation as the wife of a 
slave in Virginia, and his offspring is truly nullius 
filius. f 

It seems to me that unless the terms of this bill 
are more strictly guarded a conflict may arise 
with the State courts and much distressing con- 
fusion will necessarily ensue. It was from these 
“considerations that I desired to see this bill go 
back to the Committee on Military Affairs or to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, that there might 
beacareful consideration of some means by which 
the identity of the persons referred to in the bill 
might be legally fixed and established, 

Then, sir, I have another difficulty, I see in 
the Constitution which I have taken: an oath to | 
support a very plain provision that we shall not 


take private property for public use withoutjust 
compensation; and tt seems to me that the plain 
principles and obligations of constitutional law 
and the simple dictates of justice should compel 
the Senate to incorporate in a bill of this character | 
a provision looking to that result. 


gation for them. The very terms of the bill neg- į 
ative any such idea as that. I agree perfectly | 
with Senators as to whether slaves should have | 


been regarded as property in the first place; but: 


we are to look at things as they are and at facts | 
as they exist. Isay then the very terms of the 
bill itself include the idea of property in slaves. 


the slaves whose husband and father enlists in the | 
service of the United States? ‘The main and fun- 


damental principle of the bill is predicated upon |; 


the very idea that there is property in a slave. Lt!) gueuce to him, or to others, by which authority it Is done. | 


is to take him out of the custody of his master 
and give himtobimself, {should like, therefore, 
(for I want to vote for this bill,) to see this plain 
requirement of the Constitution recognized in the | 
provisions of the bill, this plain response to the || 
dictates of common justice, and I had nearly said |, 
of common honesty, heeded and obeyed under | 
our obligation to the Constitution. 

But, sir, I caw never bring myself to rest con- 


li 
i 


6 


tented while the father and husband is figh ting the 
battles of his country that his children and the 


i woman whom he regards as his-wife shall be left 


in the bonds of slavery; and I trust, ére we are 
brought to a vote on this matter, there may: be 
some amendment of this bill whereby the diffi- 
culties to which I have alluded may be dbviated 
or requirements of the Constitution'complied 
with, ` ý 
_ Butit was not my intention to go very largely 
into these considerations. TI alluded to another 
bill, and I propose to submit a few remarks in 
relation to that bill. I may as well do it here as 
when the bill comes up, and especially so since 
the main object of my desiring to occupy. the 
attention of the Senate was to suggest another 
measure, which might well supersede all these 
partial means of abolishing slavery. The bill to 
which L allude is that introduced by the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] to 
repeal the law for the return of fugitives from la- 
bor to their masters. The constitutional provis- 
ion on that subject is very plain: 

t No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping Into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged 
from such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on 
chaim, of the party to whom such service or Jabor may be 

It seems to me that the idea that slaves escap- 
ing from their masters inthe slaveholding States 
to the free States were not intended to be embraced 
in the terms of this clause of the Constitution that 
I have read utterly ignores the entire legislative 
and judicial history of our Government from its 
foundation to the present hour. Many of the men 
who framed the Constitution helped to frame the 
first law for the return of these fugitives. They 
were fresh from the labors of the formation of the 
Constitution itself. They gave that construction 
to this law, and every action of our national Le- 
gislature on that subject, from that day up to this, 
has given the same construction to this section of 
the Constitution. š 

Moreover, the Constitution has provided a tri- 
bunal which is to settle finally every question of 
constitutional Jaw arising under it; and in re- 
peated instances the supreme judiciary of the land 
have given this interpretation to the words in the 
clause which I have read, and this application of 
these words. They have repeatedly recognized 
not only that fact and that construction of those 
terms, but they have recognized the constitution- 
aiy of the law of 1793 as well as of the law of 
1850. 
` After this uniform recognition of the plain 
meaning of the terms of the Constitution from the 
origin of our Government upto the present hour, 
after this uniform current of our legislative his- 
tory on the subject, after the repeated decisions 


| of the supreme judiciary of the land arriving at 


the same result, it seems to me a little singular, 
after three quarters of a century of our history, 
that there should at this iate day spring up any 
idea that it was not intended that this clause in 
our Constitution should apply to the reclamation 
of fugitive slaves. 
reference without intending to go into the argu- 
ment, because it seems to me that a simple state- 
ment of the case is the best argument that can be 


It will not do made in the premises, and I shall content myself 


to tell me that there can be no property in slaves, | 
and that, therefore, there ought to be no compen- | 


with the authority of our present excellent Chief 
Magistrate. hf his inaugural address he said: 


‘It is scarcely questioned that this provision was in- 
tended by those who made it forthe recjaimingot what we 
call fugitive staves; and the intention of the lawgiver is 
the law. All members of Congress swear their support to 
the whole Constitution—to this provision as much a3 any 
other. To the proposition, then, that slaves, whose cases 
come within the terms of this clause, ‘shall be delivered 


| up,’ their oaths are unanimous. Now, if they would make 
i: the effort in good temper, could they not, with nearly equal 


Else where the necessity for the emancipation of l} unanimity, frame and passa law by means of which to keep 
í at : 


good that unanimous oath? i 

sé 'There is some difference of opinion whether this clause 
should be enforced by national or by State authority; but 
surely that difference is nota very material one, If the 
slave is to be surrendered, it can be of bat little conse- 


And should any one, in any case, be content that his oath 
shall go unkept on a merely unsubstantial coutroversy as 
to how it shall be kept?” , 

I think the case is very plainly stated, sir, and 
therefore I shall conclude my remarks on that 
branch of the topics which 1 propose to discuss 
to-day by simply saying that E cannot vote for 


|! any repeal of our fugitive slave law until there is 


another law proposed accomplishing the same re- 


But, sir, 1 merely make this | 


sult-inwe better and more -humane-manher: 


honorable Senator from Massachusetts had 
duced alaw to supply the place of this, so thatwe 
might keep. our constitutional: obligation,.and if. 


mane, it would give me great pleasure t 
it; but while this obligation rests upo 
member.of the Senate, while Lam. one. of 
who have taken that ** unanimous oath,” 
feel as long as there'is a slave remaining w 
shackles-on him, however much I may? detest: 
slavery in the abstract, that itis my solemn. daty: 
to make a provision to carry into effect the plain 
requirement of the Constitution. ` mi 
ut, Mr. President; my main object to-day was 
to discuss the necessity and propriety ofa rems 
edy for all thesevevils of a different character from. 
any of these and perfectly conclusive in its effects; 
and in ding so to.ask the Senate to indulge me 
for a short time in a course of remarks which has 
as much reference to my own personal vindica- 
tion as it has to the question in hand. It ig known 
to the Senate that in consequence of the. peculiar: 
condition of West Virginia and my relations to 
that State I have become involved somewhat.in. 
this controversy about slavery; and I wish to- 
day, on the floor where J committed the offense; 
if any offense was committed, to make my vindi- 
cation for the position I then assumed. 5" 

Mr. President, whoever is responsible for the 
questions connected with African slavery which 
are now agitating the public mind, these questions. 
have, I think, assumed such importance and bê- 
come so interwoven with the policy and current 
history of the nation as to involve not only the 
propriety of discussion but the necessity also:of 
final adjustment. They cannot now be avoided 
orevaded. Whether Hey should have ‘been in- 
troduced it is useless now to controvert. They 
have been introduced, the issues are made, and 
there is no alternative but to meet and decide 
them. : 

For myself, however, I can have no hesitation 
to say where the responsibility properly belongs. 
It rests with Mr. Jefferson Davis and the other 
conspirators who codperate with him. They are 
the real, practical, and efficient abolitionists of the 
day. Had they remained faithful to the Consti- 
tution slavery to-day would have been where it 
was when the present Administration came. into 
power, secure under the guarantees of the Consti- 
tution and under the obligation of the party'in 
power to maintain in good faith the pledge which | 
they made to the country in the fourth resolution 
of the Chicago platform: z 

“That the maintenance inviolate of the rights, arid espe- 
cially the right of each State to order and contro! its own 
domestic institutions according to its own judgment exchu- 
sively, is essential to-that balance of power on which the 
perfection and endurance of our political fabric depend.” 

Not only had these-conspirators the protection 
of the Constitution and the pledge of the party 
coming into power, but they also had a majority 
in both Houses of Congress, Yet they revolted 
under pretense of danger to their domestic insti- 
tutions. But that is not all. The friends of slà- 
very, both in the North and in the South, have 
now placed it upon grounds which challenge con- 


| troversy and preclude indifference toit. Formerly 


it was generally acknowledged to be a moral, so- 
cial, and political evil, tolerated only because no 
feasible mode of getting rid of it had been suggest- 
ed. But now itis maintained as a moral, social, 
and political blessing. It arrogates to itself the 
divine sanction. Itisheralded as the chief corner- 
stone of the insurrectionary confederacy. It is 
proclaimed as essential to the consummation of 
any high degree of civilization. 1f this be so, the 
policy of the Government should be to encourage 
rather than to contract its expansion. 

Sir, the apology so often repeated in extenu- 
ation of the rebellion, that it originated in a just 
apprehension of unlawful interference by the Gen- 
eral Government with the institutiof of slavery 
in the States where it existed, is not warranted by 
the truth. To refute such a pretense it is only 
necessary to quote the well-considered speech of 
Mr. A. H. Stephens, the vice president of tire 
confederate States, delivered in Georgia prior.to 
the ordinance of secession which assumed to dis- 
solve the connection of that State with the Fed- 
eral Union. In that speech he sata: 


* Pause, F entreat you, and consider for a moment what 
reasons you can give that will even satisfy yourselves in 
calmer moments. . What reasons can you giveto your fel- 
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low-sufferers in the calamity that it will bring upon us? | 
What reasons can you give to the nations of the carth to 
justify it? They will be cabn and deliberate judges in the | 
case; and to what cause or one overt act ean you name or | 
point on which to rest the plea of justification? What right | 
has the North assailed? What futerest of the South has | 
been invaded? What justice has heen denied, and what 
claim founded in justice and right has been withheld? Can 
either of you to-day name one governmental act of wrong de- 
Hberately and purposely done by the Government of Wash- 
ington of which the South basa right to complain? f chal- 
lenge the answer, While, on the other hand, ict me show the 
facts (and believe me, gentlemen, lam nothere the advocate 
of we North, but I am here the triend, the firm friend and 
jover of the South and her institutions, and for this reason F 
speak thus plainty and faithfully, for yours, mine, and every 
other man’s interest, the words of truth and soberness) of 
which wish you to judge, and Twill only state facts which | 
are clear and undeniable, and whieh now stand as records 
authentic in the history of our country. When we of the 
South demanded the slave trade, or the importation of At 
ricans for the cultivation of our lands, did they not yield | 
the right for twenty years? When we asked a three-fifths 
representation in Congress for ourslaves was it not granted ? 
When we asked and demanded the return of any fugitive 
from justice, or the recovery of those persons owing labor | 
or allegiance, was it not incorporated in the Constitution, 
and again ratified and strengthened in the fugitive slave 
Taw of £850?) Butdo you reply that in many i rees they | 
have violated this compact, and have not been faithful to į 
their engagements? As individual and focal communities { 
| 
| 


they have done so, but not by the sanction of Government, 
for that has always been true to sonthern inter 

© Again, geuttemen, look atanother fact. When we have 
asked that more territory should be added that we inight 
spread the institution of slavery, have they not yielde 
our demands in giving us Louisiana, Florida, and Texas, 
outof which four States have been carved, and ample ter- 
ritory for four more to be added in due time, if you, by this 
unwise and impolitie act, do uot destroy this hope, and 
perhaps by itJose all, and have your last slave wrenched 
from you by stern military rule, as South America and j 
Mexico were, or by the vindictive decree of a universal 
emancipation, which may reasonably be expected to fol- 
low. 

“s Rut again, gentemen, what have we to gain by this 
proposed change of our relation to the General Govern- 
ment? We have always had the coutrol of it, and can yet, 
if we remainin itand are united as we have been. We have 
had a majority of the Presidents chosen from the South, as 
wellas the control and management of most of those chosen 
from the North, We have had sixty years of southern Pres- 
idents to their twenty: tonr, thus controlling the executive 
department. So of the jadges of the Supreme Court, We 
have lad cighteen from the South and bat eleven from the 
North. Although nearly four fiths of the judicial business 
has arisen inthe free Sintes, yeta majority of the court bas 
ulw been trom the South. This we have required so as 
to guard against any interpretation of the Constitution wn- 
favorable tous. fu like manner we have been equally 
watchful to guard our interests in the legislative branch of 
Government. Mm choosing the presiding Presidents (pro 
tempore) Of the Senate we have bad twenty-four to their 
eleven. Speakers of the House we had twenty-three, and 
they uwelve. While the majority of the Representatives, | 
from their weater population. have always been trom the | 
North, yet we have so venerally secured the Speaker be- 
cause he, toa great extent, shapes and controls the pegis- į 
lation of the country. Nor have we nul Jess control in | 
every other department of the General Government. At | 
tomey Generais we bave had fourteen, while die North bave 
bad but tive. Foreign ministers we have lad cighty six 
aud they but fifty four. While three fourths of the bt 
ness Which demands diplomatic ageuls abroad is etearly j 
from the tree States, (rom: their greater comanerc inter- | 
ests, yet we have had the principal emiw 4,80 AS LO Se- | 
eure the world’s markets for our cotton, tobacco, and sugar | 
on the best possible terms, We have bad a vast majority 
of the higher offic af both Army and Navy, while a larger 
proportion of the soldiers and sailors were drawn from the 
North. Equally so of eterks, auditors, and eomptrolicrs 
filling the exceutive departinent; dre record shows tor the 
Jast riy years that of three thousand thas employed we 
have had more (han two thirds of the sane, while we bave 
but one third of the white population of the Republie. 
Again, jook at another item. aud one, be assured, in whieh 
we fave u u and Vital interest. fb is that of revenue, 
or meins Of supporting Government. From official deca 
yoents we leara thata fraction over Wree fourths of the 
ere eoliveted forthe support al Government bas uniformly 
been raised from the Nurth. 

 Panse now while you can, gentlemen, and contemplate |] 
carefully and candidly tbese important items. Leaving oat | 
of view forthe present the count millions of dollars you | 
must expend in war withthe North, with tens of thousands 
of yonr sons and brothe in in bate, aud offered up as 
saer es npon the altar of yonr mabition ; and for what, we 
ask ayain? Is jt for the overthrow of the American Govern- 
mont, establisbed by our commen aneestry, cemented and 
built ap by their sweat and blood, and ftounced onthe broad 
principles of right, justice, and bumanity? And as such 
{anusit declare here as J haye often done before. and which | 
hase d the greatest and wisest of statesmen | 


and patriots in this and other hur Lis the bestand ost i 
Government the most eque rights, the most just in | 
its deetsio: quosilenient in its measures, and the most : 
inspiring in principles to clevate ibe race of men, that | 
the san of heaven ever shone upon. Now, for you to at | 
temot to overthrow sueb a Governmentas this, under whieh | 


which we lave gained our wealth, our standin 
our domestic sifuty white the elements of peril ar 
us, with pores and tranquillity, aecempanied with un- 
bounded i ied, is the height of 
randne 
fend my 

If further or more conclusive proofis required, |) 
wehave itover the signatures of William L. Yan- i 


netion nor my vot 


i 
H 
l 
j 


cey, P. A. Rost, and A. Dudley Mann, in their 
joint letter addressed to the London Times: 


“Itwas from no fear that the slave would be liberated 
that secession took place. The very party in power has 
proposed to guaranty slavery forever in the States, if the 
South would but remain in the Union. Mr. Lincoln’s mes- 
sage proposes no frecdom to the slave, but announces sub- 
jection of the owner to the North. “Even after the battle of 
Buil Run both branches of the Congress at Washington 
passed resolutions that the war is only waged to uphold 
that (pro-slavery) Constitution and to enforce the laws, 
(many of them pro-slavery,) and out of one hundred and 
seventy-two votes in the lower House they received all but 
two, aud in the Senate all but one vote.” 


I will read additional authority. Senator Ham- 
mond, of South Carolina, in aspeech made in that 
State October 24, 1858, said: 


6 The rock of Gibraltar docs not stand so firm on its basis 
as our slave system. In this very quarter of a century our 
slaves have doubled iu numbers, and each slave has more 
than doubled in value. The very negro who as a prime 
laborer would have brought $400 in 1848, would now, with 
thirty years upon him, sell for 9800.7? x 

Mr. A. H. Stephens, in a speech delivered by 
him in 1859, said: 

if do not believe that slavery has sustained any injury 
from these agitations. On the contrary it had been greatly 
strengshencd and fortified by the action of the Govern- 


| ment.” 


And we all know the oft-quoted expression of 
Mr. Rhett, of South Carolina, in the convention 
of that State: 

“The secession of South Carolina is not the event of a 
day. Itis not anything produced by Mr. Lincoln, or by the 
non-exeeution of the fugitive slave law. Itis a matter 
which has been gathering bead for twenty years.’ 


We must, therefore, look for the motives of the 
insurrectionists elsewhere than in their fears for 
the security of slavery; and, sir, I am greatly 
mistaken if, in the prosecution of this inquiry, we 
shall not discover a design looking beyond the 
dissolution of the Union and the establishment 
of an independent southern confederacy. ‘Their 
dissatisfaction went further than hostility to the 
Union; it consisted, in fact, in hostility to the fun- 
damental principles of republican government. It 
was a revolt against popular institudons—a repu- 
diation of democracy. ‘Che ultimate result con- 
templated was and is the establishment of an oli- 
garchy, if ota monarchy. ‘Their present form 
of political organization isa temporary expedient 
devised to covet up the fundamental purpose of the 
conspirators, and to be used as the deceptiveagency 
by which they will accomplish the destruction of 
the equal rights and liberdes of the southern peo- 
ple. This purpose, at first faintly shadowed 
forth, is becoming every day more and sill more 
apparent. [Cis wonderful that it has notattract- 
cd more of the public attention, — ft scems to be 
better understood and better appreciated abroad 


y ` furnishes tbe ex i > \ z 
than at home, H furnishes tbe explanation of tbe ii potism of king numbers 
sympathy and favor with which foreign monarch- j; 


ints regard the great rebellion, Whey recognize 
the true design of it, and see in its success not 
only the destruction of the unity of the Republic, 
but that it will be a serious if not fatal blow 
against republican institutions, here and else- 
where, now and forever. 

Perhaps the public indifference in this respect 
may arise from incredulity as to the reality of 
such a purpose. It may not, therefore, be amiss 
toadvert to some of the evidences Indicating such 
a design. I need hardly remind Senators of the 
arbitrary provisions existing in the fundamental 
law of many of the southern States, such as the 
qualifications of members of the General Assem- 
bly of South Carolina, requiring that they should 
own slaves and Jand, and the apportionment of 
representation upon the basis of property, as in 
Virginian. Nor is it necessary to do more than 
allude to the indisputable fact that free labor in 
the South is everywhere esteemed as degrading. 
The teachings of Mr. Calhoun against the jus ma- 
joris found a wide-spread lodgment in the minds 
of southern statesmen. Anaristoernticsentiment, 
carefully and sedulously inculeated, had become 
everywhere prevalent, especially in the Gulf 
States, prior to their ordinance of secession. 

{ remember well with what vehemence Mr. 


Preston, of South Carolina, one of the commis- | 
sioners sent by those States to the Virginia con- |} 
vention in the spring of 1861, and onc of the most |; 
eloquent men ] ever beard, in an address to that | 
body, foreshadowed the aristocratic designs ofthe | 


revolutionists; and Í remember, too, with what 


sadness and dismay I saw the manifest favor with | 


which the promulgation of his imperial utter- 


| 


1 in thos 


; form of Gove 


ances was received. Among them was the fol- 


lowing: 

“Jn the free States the simple, isolated, exclusive, sole 
political principle is a pure democracy of mere numbers, 
save ascarcely discernible modification by a vague and 
undefined form of representation, In these States there 
can be no departure from this principle in its extremestin- 
tensity. The admission of the slightest adverse eleiacnt 
is forbidden by the whole genius of the people and their 
institutions. ‘It is as delicate in its scnsitiveness as per- 
sonal right in England, or slavery in Carolina; it is the 
vitalizing principle, the breath of the life of northern so- 
cialism, ‘The almighty power of numbers is the basis of 
all social agreement in the northern States. A fearful 
illustration of this is at this moment exhibiting its results 
in the Government under which you are consenting to live, 
That Goverument was ‘instituted and appointed? to protect 
aud secure equally the interests of the parts. By the agency 
of mere numbers one section has been restricted and an- 
other expanded in territory; one section has becn unduly 
aud opp: vely taxed, gnd one section has been brought 
to imminent peril, and in this hour the people of the North 


i are consulting whether they can subjugate the people of 


the South by the rigbt of numbers. 

“Phe government by the people? is equally the rule of 
the South, but the modification of‘ the rule of numbers? ig 
so essential in the slave States that it cannot coexist with 
the same principle in its unrestricted form. In the South 
it is controled, perhaps made absolutely subject, by the 
fact that the recoguition of a specific property is essential 
to the vitalization of the social and political organisms. 1f, 


| then, you attempt to institute-the rule of either form into 


the organism of the other, you instantly destroy the see- 
tion you invade. To proclaim to the North that numbers 
shall not be absolute would be as offensive as to proclaim 
the extinction of slavery in the South. The element of 
property would neutralize the entire political system atthe 
North; its exclusion would subvert the whole organism of 
the South.” Ps 

He continued by saying: 

“u Southern civilization cannot exist without slavery. 
None but an equal race can labor at the South. Destroy 


involuntary labor, and the Anglo-Saxon civilization must 
be remitted to the latitudes from which it sprung? 


This same convention appointed a committee 
to report to an adjourned session what amend- 
ments ought to be made in the constitution of 
Virginia, The chairman of this committee was 
Mr. Stuart, formerly Secretary of the Interior, 
The report made by him recommended very fun- 
damental restrictions upon the right of suffrage, 
took from the people the right of electing most of 
the public officers whom they had hitherto chosen, 
and among other enunciations declared: 


“ Govermnents are instituted for the protection of the 
rights of person and property; and any system must be 
radically defective which docs not give ample security to 
both. ‘Phe great interests of every community may be 
classed under the heads of labor and capital, and it is es- 
sentia) to the well-being of society that the proper equi- 
librium should be established between these important 
elements. The undue predominance of cither must event- 
ually prove destractive of the social system. Capital be- 
Jongs to the few, abor to the many. fn those systems in 
which capital has the ascendency, the Government must, 
to some extent, partake of thecharaeter of oligarchy, while 
in which labor is predominant, the tendency is to 
what Mr. John Randolpl shieaRy described as ‘ the des- 


sin the opinion of your committee, no system of gov- 
ernment can afford permanent and efe 
liberty, 


ctunlsceurity to life, 
and property which re on the basis of unlimited 
„and the election of officers of every department 
of the Government by the direct vote of the people.” 
* * 7 * * * k * 
“This tenden 


* * 


y to a conflict between tabor and capital 
has already manifested itself in many forms, compara- 
tively harmless, it is true, but nevertheless clearly indica- 
tive of a spirit of licentiousness which must, in the end, 
ripen into agrarianism. it may be seen in the system of 
free schools, by which children of the poor are educated 
at the expense of the rich.” 

When our ficet was menacing Port Royal, Gov- 
ernor Pickens, of South Carolina, in his message 
to the Legislature, made this recommendation: 

“As far as the northern States are concerned their Gov- 
ernment is hopetessiy gone; and if we fail, with all our 
conservative elements to save us, then, indeed, there will 
be no hope for an independent and free republic on this 
continent, and the public mind will despondingly turn to 
the stronger and more fixed forms of the Old World. 

“In this point of view I most respectfully urge that you 
increase the power and dignity of the State through all her 
adiuinistrative offices, and adhere firmly to all the con- 
servative principles of our constitution.?? 

So palpable were these manifestations of hos- 
tility to republican government then becoming 
that Governor Brown of Georgia, not then, I sup- 
pose, fully initiated into the secret purposes of the 
leaders of the rebellion, (if he be yet, judging from 
his late message,) indignantly denounced them. 
His language was that some of these men desired 
to establish 

‘A strong central Government, probably, prefering, if 
they did fear to risk an avowal of their sentiments, a lim- 
ited monarchy, similar te that of Great Britain, or other 
ninent that will accomplish the same thing 
under a different name.” 


Not long afterwards the Raleigh Standard, one 


* 


1864. 


„of the leading journals of North Carolina, thus 
expressed its apprehensions: 


‘We have for months had fears that an organization ex- 
isted in the southern States, or may be in process of form- 
ation, to pull down the fabric of the southern confederacy, 
to establish in its stead a despotism or monarchy.’? $ 
w * * << We assert what we know to be true, that 
there are destructive office-holders in North Carolina who 
ignore the confederate constitution and republican institu- 
tions. They are avowedly in favor of a military despotism 
or king. They are tired of freedom of speech and free 
press, and they would to-morrow, if they could, vote to 
change the character of our institutions. Thatthese views 
are entertained bya large number of the secession destruc- 
tive office-holders, both in the army and in civil life, we 
bave the best of.reasons for believing. These views are 
held both by the destructives of the old Whig school and 
by fiery open-mouthed States rights Democrats.” 


Recent developments have established the fact 
that the rebellion was not the fortuitous result of 
a sudden impulse, but was the deliberate con- 
summation of a long meditated and carefully ma- 
tured plan, and that the fundamental purpose from 
the beginning was to repudiate the principles of 
democratic government. During the session of 
the Legislature of South Carolina in 1850-51 Mr. 
-Perry,a member of that body, rebuked Mr. Mem- 
minger, the present secretary of the treasury of 
the rebel government, in the following significant 
terms: 


“JT was very much surprised, Mr. Chairman, at the hon- 
orable member’s speech from Charleston (Colonel Mem- 


minger) who said he had rather South Carolina was at-' 


tached to the Government of Great Britain, as she was pre- 
vious to the revolutionary war, than to remain a member 
of this Union. Such an expression neither becomes an 
American nor a Carolinian, and must have been uttered in 
the heat of argument and declamation, without due con- 
sideration.” 


It seems the sober second thought has not cured 
that distinguished financier of his. propensity for 
oligarchical forms of government. 

The leading political organ of the South, the 
Democratic Review, in the January number, 1850, 
forgot its usual prudent reserve, and promulged 
its views in explicit language. It said: 


“Phe formation of the cotton States with Cuba intoa 
great cotton, tobacco, sugar, dnd coffec-producing Union, 
calling forth the boundless fertility of Cuba, and renovating 
the West India islands with the labor of the blacks of the 
southern States, in those hands in whieh their labor and 
numbers have thriven so well, and this empire annexed to 
Britain by treaties of perfect reciprocity, giving the latter 
the command of the eastern commerce by way of Nicaragua, 
and all the benetits of possession without the responsibil- 
ity of slave ownership, would be a magnificent exchange 
tor the useless province of Canada.” 


In August, 1862, De Bow’s Review, true ta the 
policy and principles of its prototype of 1850, re- 
iterates the same political dogmas in terms equally 
plain. ‘This is its language: 

“A nation trammeled with a written constitution is like 
aman with his hands manacted. [ts capacity for action 
is cramped and diminished. 

“The confederate constitution is a mere tub thrown 
over tothe whale. No intelligent man who voted for it 
deemed it would be permanent, but only considered it a 
temporary expedient, a giving way for the time to popular 
prejudices, a bridge or pass-way between mobocracy and 
anarchy and conservative republicanism. 

« No people can be well ruled by a Government of limited 
powers—hy a constitutional Government.” 


A writer in the same journal, of large influence 
and reputation, in an elaborate article, published 
in 1860, had avowed similar sentiments in the 
following language: 

“England has onee tried to dispense with nobility, and 
France twice, but each experiment was a failure. In 
America we have the aristocracy of wealth and talents, and 
that aristo@racy is somewhat hereditary. The landed aris- 
tocracy of the South, who own slaves, approach somewhat 
tothe Bnglish nobility. Time must determine whether the 
quasi-aristocracy of the South has s 
nence, and privilege to. give stability, durability, aud good 
order to society. [tis sufficiently patriotic and conrerva- 
tive in its feelings, but we fear wants the powers, privi- 
leges, aud prerogatives that the expericnce of all other coun- 
tries has shown to be necessary.” * x * * 
« The most perfect system of government is to be found in 
armies, because in them there is least of liberty and most 
of order, subordination, and obedience.” 

These are not the vagrant ebullitions of obscure 
and frenzied individuals. The principles thus 
avowed have the sanction, directly orindirectly, of 
the wisestand greatest men of the South. Among 
others [ may refer to Judge Pratt.. He expatiates 
upon the subject with all the calmness.and precis- 
ion of a philosopher. Hear him: 

<The contest is not between the North and the South as 
geographical sections, for between two sucii sections merely 
there can he no coutest; nor between the people of the 
Worth and the people of the South, for our relations have 
been pleasant, nnd on neutral grounds there is still nothing 
to estrange us. We eat together, trade together, and prac- 
tice yetin intercourse, with great respect, the courtesies of 
common life. Butthe real contest is between the two forms 


ficient power, perma. | 
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of society which have become established, the one at the | 


North andthe other at the South, . Society is ‘esseniially 
different from. Government, as different-as is the nat from 
the burr, or the nervous body of the shell-fish from the bony 
structure which surroands it; and within this Government. 
two societies had become developed as variant in‘structute 
and distinct in formas any two beings in animated nature. 
The one is asociety composed of ne race, the other of two 
races. The one is bound together but by the two great so- 
cial relations of husband and wife and parent and ehild; 
the other by the three relations of husband and wife aud 
parent and child and inaster and slave. The one embodies 
in its political structure the principle that equality is the 
right of man, the other that it is the right of equalis oniy. 
The one embodying the principle that equality is the right 
of man, expands upon the horizontal plane of pure democ- 
racy; the other embodying the principle that it-is not the 
right of man but of equals only, has taken to itself the 
rounded form of a social aristocracy. In the one there is 
hireling laber, in the other slave labor ; in the one, there- 
fore, in theory, at least, labor is voluntary; in the other in- 
voluntary. In the Jabor of the one there is the elective fran- 
chise, in the other there is not; and as labor is always in 
excess of direction in the onc, the power of Government is 
only with the lower classes; in the other the upper.- In 
the one, therefore, the reins of Government come from the 
heels, in the other from the head of the society; in the one 
itis guided by the worst, in the other by the best intelligence ; 
in the one it is from those who have the least, in the other 
from those who have the greatest stake in the continuance 
of existing order.?? 

Nor are these sentiments of dissatisfaction with 
our system of republican equality and popular 
institutions confined to Quarterly Reviews. ‘They 
fill the columns of the metropolitan daily papers, 
and are thence transferred to the country press. 
Even so late as May 28, 1863, the Richmond Ex- 
aminer, emboldened by the partial successes of 
the confederate arms, with jubilant eagerness pro- 
claims: 

“Phe establishment of the confederacy is verily a dis- 
tinct reaction against the whole course of the mistaken civ- 
lization of the age; and this is the true reason why we 
bave been left without the sympathy of the nations until 
we conquered that sympathy with the sharp edge of our 
sword, 

“for liberty, equality, fraternity, we have deliber- 
ately substituted * slavery, subordination, and government.’ 
Those social aud political problems which rack and torture 
modern socicty we have undertaken to solve for ourselves 
in our own way aud upon our own principles. ‘ThatCamong 
equals equality is righty among those who are naturally 
unequal, equality is chaos; that there are slave races born 
to serve, master races born to govern. Such are the fun- 
damental principles which we inherit from the ancient 
world, which we lifted up in the face ot a perverse genera- 
tion that bas forgotten the wisdom ofits fathers. By those 
principles we live, and in their defense we have shown 
ourse¢ives ready to die. Reverently we feel that our con- 
federacy is a God-sent missionary to the nations, with great 
truths to preach. We must speak them boldly; and whoo 
hath ears to hear, let him hear”? 


In perfect harmony with all these expositions 
of the principles and purposes of the leaders of 
the rebellion, the literary journals of the South 
lend their pages and presses to the common on- 
slaught against popular liberty. The Southern 
Literary Messenger, the leading literary periodi- 
cal of Virginia, after adverting to the dangers of 
the extreme democratic and popular tendencies of 
the times, uses this language: 

“Itis against this tendency that we would warn our 
young republic. Let us learn from history that popular 
principles are but poor guarantees of liberty. 

“We would not be understood as uniting in the beliefof 
the impossibility of a successful republic, that we cry out 
forthe reéstablishment of royalty in this free country, whose 
noble sons daily attest their detestation of tyranny in aH its 
forms by those terrible libations which it isthe habit of lib- 
erty to exact from her votaries. We have no special objec- 
tions to royalty when restrained by constitutional barriers. 
The glorious career of freedom in England, illustrating for 
centuries the beauty and truth of free government, demon- 
strates that royalty and liberty are incompatible. Certainly 
the condition of a subject of the Czar of Russia, the most 
absolnte of monarchs, is preferable to that ofthat democratic 
Government which we are nevertheless assured is the 
“treest and best Government the world ever saw.’ ”? 


Thet is a very distinct allusion to the speech of 
the vice president of the southern confederacy. 

Again, tracing the genealogy of the races of this 
country, the Puritan and the Cavalier, the writer 
closes his argument in this language: 

“< Who will insist that the Saxonized maw warms, creep- 


ing from the Mayflower on to the cold, forbidding crags of 
the North, have any right to Kinship with the whole-souled 


| Norman British planters of a gallant race, on a welcoming 


sunny soil 2°? . i 

Sir, the conspirators who devised the constitu- 
tion of the confederate States are entitled to more 
credit for sagacity than we are accustomed to 
vouchsafe to them. They are not obnoxious to 
the reproaches which are sa ofjen cast upon them 
for the want of foresight in the construction of 
their system of confederate government. Their 
wisdom is to be measured by their motives; and 
when we apprehend the truth that the ultimate 
object of the rebel leaders was the establishment 


ofan oligarchy 
understand! th cir / 
which ‘contains within itself the irrepressi 
ments of its own destruction. Their ob 
to superinduce its overthrow, an ; 
people to adopt some form of dést 
ment as a refuge frdim: the préatet ev. 
order and anarchy which they have 
shall inevitably overtake them: “Ti 
just quoted from their review, their 
was **a tub thrown dyer to the whale.” 
intended to compel the repudiation of ¢ 
ernment of limited powers.) = cag) 
Do we not therefore, Mr. President, find inth 
juster appreciation of the purposes of thé reb 
lion, and in. this juster apprehension of the conse. 
quences of its sacceas, enhanced motives for resist 
ance to it? For, if thus far in the history of the na- 
tion the policy of opposing the intervention of for- 
eign Powers in the affairs of this hemisphere. has 
been: wise, if the existing efforts of France'to es- 
tablish an imperial dynasty in a distant and dif- 
ferent part of the continent be just cause of ap- 
prehension and animadversion; what.shall be said 
of the danger to our free institutions in the loyal 
States if a part: of ourown people, on apart of 
our own soil, shall succeed in erecting a‘system 
of anti-republican government so near that’ the 
shadow of its throne will darken the: portals’ of 
our Capitol? g E 
Mr. President, my relation to some of the qués- 
tions involving the merits of slavery as an insti- 
tution, especially in my own State, has subjected 
me to the severe animadversion ofboth friends and 
foes. But the people whom I have the honor to 
represent have, I thank God, vindicated me with 
a unanimity hardly ever paralleled. They have 
made West Virginia a free State by a vote: of 


28,743 to 572. Sir, F am ready to acknowledge 


a change, not of opinion as to the character and 
merits of slavery in the abstract, (for in that rè- 
spect [ entertain the same opinions now that I 
have always done,) but of my sympathies for sla- 
very. ‘Chere was atime when it had my sym- 
pathies. Once I was ready to resent the obloquy 
cast upon it and to resist the threatened encroach- 
ments on the slaveholder’s rights. But now, sir, 
when from the lips of the second officer of this in- 
surrectionary government I am assured that: no 
southern man “ can name one governmental act of 
wrong done by the Government of Washington 
of which the South has aright to complain;’’and 
when, notwithstanding this, 1 look abroad upon: - 
the desolated fields, the sacked cities and villages, 
the scenes of blood and carnage, and the widow- 
hood and orphanage with which the land is filled, 
all, all of which have been brought upon the coun- 
try in order thata new government shall be erected 
upon the ruins of the Republic, having for its 
chief corner-stone the institution of slavery and 
discarding the principles of republican institutions, 
my sympathies for slavery are supplanted by the 
higher obligations of duty to resist by all lawful 
means a proposition so monstrous and humilia- 
ting. Whatever theslaveholder is entitled to by 
the laws and the Constitution, that I will give him 
nothing more. I will invade none of his legal 
rights. ‘Phesemust be sacredly regarded. Twill 
infringe none of his constitutional guarantees: Í 
will give “the devil his due? But if the force 
of naked Jaw cannot preserve slavery, then, so far 
as I am concerned, it must fall. -1 will give it no 
aid in word or will, in deed or thought, beyond 
what the strict obligations of law will compel me 
to give to it. As for me, henceforth and forever 
it must stand, if it can stand, by the vigor of its 
own inherent strength and the support of the legal 
guarantees that surround it. If this be abolitign- 
ism, then I am an abolitionist. 

And, sir, when its apologists and defenders, 
not satisfied with the legal securities upon which 
alone it has a right to rely, abandon the only ten- 
able grounds which can be consistently urged for 
its existence in this nineteenth century of-the . 
Christian era, and challenge for it the approba- 
tion of mankind as an institution essential to. the 
liberty of the white race and to any high degree 
of civilization and social and intellectual refine- 
ment, | do not feel inclined to allow. the challenge 
to pass without question or rebuke... Mark you, 
Mr. President, with what supercilionsness.and 
with what terms of contempt. this challenge is 
sometimes made! I read, sir, from a-leading organ 
of southern sentiment, the Richmond Whig, of 
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June 14, 1861; and the extract is quite exemplary 
of the general tone of southern journalism: 

‘This vast region, Inhabited by a people who are bred 
from childhood to horsemanship and the use of arms, and 
who know wha liberty is, and tove and adore it, is por- 
tioned out for subjugation. by the disgusting Yankee race, |i 
who don’t know how to load a gun, and look contemptible 
on horseback. That they may be drilled into respectable 
military machines by the Virginian’ — 

This was in the days of General Scott— 
tt who commands theim is likely enough ; but without dis- 

jointing the eternal fitness of things and dislocating the or- 
der of nature, that they should become capable of empire 
is simply gpsurd. Grant that mere force should enable 
them to overrun the jand like a cloud of eastern Jocusts, 
their reign would pass with themselves. They possess not 
one quality that fits them for command. Since their be- 
ginning as a nation, and out ofall their seething population, | 
they have never yet produced @ general or a statesman. 
That is an effort beyond their ability. But for organizing 
hotels, working machinery, and other base mechanical eon- 
trivances, they are without equals In the world. And the 
very law of nature which invests them with excellence in 
those inferior departments of humanity condemns them to 
inferiority in those of a nobler and more exalted station.” 

Sir, when the assumed superiority of the slave- 
holding States, which these extracts imply, is at- 
tributed to the existence of slavery, it certainly 
will be neither impertinent nor unprofitable to in- 
quire into the truth of the allegation. 

Sir, I would not detract a jot or title from the 
true excellences of southern character or from 
the just fameof the immortal names which adorn 
the history of the southern States. Iam, as an 
American citizen, proud of themall. They are 
a part of the rich heritage of our common coun- 
try. But, sir, when slavery is assigned as the 
source of this greatness, and is thus made to in- 
voke our homage and approbation as a political 
and social blessing, I must enter my emphatic 
demurrer, Sir, in what element or department 
of moral, political, or intellectual excellence have 
the slave States exhibited any superiority over 
the free States? Where is the iHustration of the 

“inimitable excellence of the influence of slavery 


| in St. Louis in 1856, 


upon individuals or upon society? Ttappenrs to | 
me that there is something of temerity, not to say | 
of judicial blindness, in these defiant boasts of the | 
advocates of slavery. But as the appeal is made | 
to facts, let facts settle the controversy. 

Now, sir, the best system of political economy 
is one of the highest problems addressed to the 
mind of the statesman. Taking actual results as 
the surest test of wisdom here, what do they teach 
us? [shall not weary the Senate with details, 
L only ask you to contrast the slave States with ; 
the free States; slave labor with free labor. When 

ou do so every constituent of national prosper- 
uty and powers every clement of progress and de- | 
velopment; increase of population; increase of 
wealth, education, agriculture, commerec, mant- 
factures, the sciences, the arts, ay, the fine arts too, 
all, all attest beyond the reach of the caviler, the 
superiority of free labor over slave labor. The 
census isa standing refutation of the economical 
claims of slavery. Nor will itavail anything to 
attribute these advantages to soil, or climate, or 
geographical position, for in all these respects no 
section of the earth is to be compared with the 
southern States, But then we shall be told that 
these are mere physical achievements resulting | 


from the peculiar adaptability of the Yankee 
race’? to mechanical and menial pursuits. It isp 
in the higher fields of intellectual culture and re- | 
finement where the peculiar and beneficent influ- | 
ences of slavery are to be sought forand realized. 
Well, sir, let us survey some of these exalted 
fields, Is jurisprudence one of them? And was 
not Marshalla southern man? He was. But did 
slavery make hima jurist? Lethisown estimation | 
of the institution answer the question. 
in an interview with Miss Harriet Martineau, he į 
said: 

& He had seen Virginia the leading State for half his life; | 
he bad seen her become the second and sink to the fifth. i; 
Worse than this, there was no arresting her dectine If her 
citizens did not put an end to slavery? i 

Besides, if Virginia had a Marshall, New York 
had a Kent, and Massachusetts a Story. 

Then, sir, there is the field of history, which 
I suppose might not be beneath the ambition of 
the higher civilization of slavery. And yet what 'i 
slave State hae produced a Baueroft? Whatage | 
or nation has furnished another Prescott? In the 
department of general literature, what country |: 
would not be proud to claim the nativity of Jr) 


ving? And io poetry, where is the southern par- ii 
allel of Longfellow? a 


| vation that no good measure was ever proposed which, if 
duly pursued, failed in the end.” 
T have heard that sentiment of Mr. Jefferson 
r 


ii quote now from his 
! when he was quitea young man, in which he said: 


| age,” Mr. Madison said: 


i the national safety and happiness, and prudent policy, re- 


ration to liberty of those unhappy men who,in this 


Two or three nations have claimed the honor 
which undoubtedly belongs to Fulton. Shall his 
genius, which bas revolutionized the economy of 
all civilized nations, and now controls their des- 
tinies in an eminent degreé, be sneered atas merely 
mechanical, and therefore base and degrading? 
Upon the same principle the social position of 
Morse must be assigned to a servile rank. But 
one thing is certain, their nativity belongs to the 
North. Sir, if “ cotton is king,” he was a sov- 
ercign without dignity or dominion until the ge- 
nius of Whitney placed a scepter in its hand in 
the form of the cotton-gin. 

Still advancing in the contrast, what shall be 
said respecting the eloquence of the two sections? 
Will slavery point to Henry as without a paral- 
lel? Sir, I shall not pause to perform the ungrate-\ 
ful and invidious task of seeking for his compeer. 
But in our reverence for his memory let us not 
forget the lessons he taught when he said, in a 
letter to R. Pleasants: 

“The time will come when an opportunity will be of- 
fered to abolish this lamentable evil. F sbail bonor the 
Quakers for their nobie efforts to abolish slavery.” 

Are instances of excellence in this department 
to be multiplicd upon us? Does the name of Clay 
challenge comparison? Sir, he never had a more 
ardentadmirer than myself, both for his eloquence 
eud his manhood, Butalthough he was born in 
the South and lived and died in the South, yet he 
‘knew no North,no South.’? And the thrilling 
echoes of his voice have hardly yet died away 
among the Halls of this Capitol, where he ex- 
claimed: 

«So long as God allows the vital current to flow through 
my veins, L will never, never, never, by word or thought, 
by mind or will, in admitting one rood of free territory 
to the everlasting curse of human bondage.” 

Sir, Teannot forbear to read an extract from a 
speech of Mr. Benton referring to this grand pas- 
sage in Mr. Clay’s life. It was delivered by him 
He said: 

“Tt was a great and proud day for Mr. Clay, toward the l 
lanter days of hja tite, and itan artist could have been there 
to eateh bis expression as be uttered that sentiment, with 
its reflex ou bis face, and his countenance beaming with 
firmness of purpose. it would have been a glorious moment 
ly which to transinit hiu to posterity—bis countenance all 
ative and honinons with the ideas that beat in his bosom 5 
that was a proud day. f eoutd have wished that Thad | 
spoken the same words. f speak Wem now, telling you 
they were his, and adopting them as my own.” 

Sulit seems that statesmen are the special re- 
sults of the influences of slavery. And who are 
the eminent men to be adduced as the apposite | 
illustrations of this assumption? The memory | 
instinetively recalls the names of Madison and j 
Jefferson. 1 ask, does the name of Hamilton suf- 
fer by a comparison with them? I may enlarge 
the scope of inquiry and challenge the world to 
produce another Franklin. 

“s Eripuit carly fulmen, seeptrmque tyrannis? i 

But, sir, what was the opinion of Jefferson and 
Madison, those illustrious, if not incomparable 
statesmen, respecting the institution of slavery? 
The former, in a letter written in 1814 to Edward 
Coles, Exq., said: 


“The hour of emancipation is advancing fa the march 
of time. It shalt have all my prayers, and these are the 
only weapons ofan old man, Itts au encouraging obser- 


f 


stigmatized as the result of his dotage; but Twill 


Notes on Virginia, written 


*< Endeed I tremble for my country when I reflect that God 
ig just, and that His justice cannot sleep forever, Doubt- 
less a God of justice will awake to their (the staves] dis- 
tress, and by diffusing a lightaud liberality among thew op- 
ors, or at length, by His exterminating thunder, mani- f 
st His attention to the things of this world, and that they | 
are not leit to the guidanee of blind fatality? 


Mr. Madison declared in the Federal Conven- ; 


in man.” (3 Madison Papers, 1429.) 


In the debate in Congress on the memorial of the ; 
up by Benjamin Franklin, in favor of “the resto- 
land of freedom, are degraded into perpetual bond- | 


“fhe dictates of humanity, the principles of the people, 


quire itofus. The Consfizudion bas particularly caled our - 
attention to it” i 


i 
And, sir, that other name which is incompa- 


rable—a name belonging not to the North or the 
South, nor to one clime or age, but to all climes 
and to all ages to come, and to all races of man- 
kind— Washington, shall we forget that he wrote 
to R. Pleasants as follows: 

«There is not a man living that wishes more sincerely 
than I do to seea plan adopted for the abolition of slavery; 
but there is only one proper and effectual mode by which it 
can be accomplished, and that is by legislative authority, 
and this, so far as my suffrage will go, shall not be want- 
ing.?? 

Again, to Sir John St. Clair, he wrote: 

“I never mean, unless some particular circumstance 
should compel me to it, to possess another slave by pur- 
chase, it being among my first wishes to sce some plan 
adopted by which slavery In this country may be abolished 
by law.” 

Sir, it is a remarkable fact that nearly all of the 
illustrious men of the slaveholding States who are 
so constantly.and boastfully held up to our ad- 
miration as examples of the clevating influences 
of southern institutions have left the most un- 
equivocal testimony of their disapprobation of 
slavery. Is it not so, sir? Even at the risk of 
trespassing on the patience of the Senate, I pro- 
pose to prove itto beso, And the Senate, L trust, 
will the more readily indulge me since I have been 
and still am wantonly assailed as having forsaken 
the old paths of my fathers and begun to follow 
strange gods, even the false gods of northern fa- 
naticism. Sir, I deny the imputation. Iam stand- 
ing to-day where my fathers stood, a humble dis- 
ciple of the political doctrines which they taught. 
If other evidence than that which I have already 
given be required to prove this assertion, | am 
ready to produce it. Sir, have long suffered in 
silence the taunting cry that I am guilty of polit- 
ical infidelity, that I am untrue to my section, that 
I have been false to the interests of those I have 
represented, and am wandering after an ignis 
fatuus engendered in the hot-bed of modern abo- 
litionism. Sir, what are the facts? 

Before the Declaration of Independence, while 
Virginia was yeta colony, the House of Burgesses 
declared: 


‘The abolition of domestic slavery Is the great object of 
desire in these colonies, where it was unhappily intro- 
duced in their infant state. But previous to the enfran- 
chisement ol the slaves we have, itis necessary to exclude 
all further importations from Africa. Yet our repeated ef- 
forts to effect this, by prohibiting and by imposing dutles 
which might amount to prohibition, have heen hitherto de- 
feated by his Majesty’s negative, thus preferring the ad- 
vantages ofa few British corsairs to the lasting interests of 
the American States, and to the rights of human nature 
deeply wounded by this infamous practice.?? 


George Mason, the author of the bill of rights 
of Virginia, and one of her most eminent early 
statesmen, has left this record of his opinion of 


! slavery: 


“ Slavery discourages arts and manufactures. The poor 
despise Jabor when performed by slaves. They prevent the 
immigration of whites, who really enrich and strengthen a 
country. They produce the most pernicious effects on 
manners, Every master of slaves is born a petty tyrant. 
"They bring the judgment of Heaven ou a country. By anin- 
evitable chain of causes and effects, Providenco punishes 
national sins by national calamities.?? 


President Monroe, in the constitutional conven- 
tion of Virginia in 1829-30, used this language: 

“© We have found that this evil bas preyed upon the very 
vitals of the Union. it has been prejudicial toailthe States 
in which ithas existed.” 

Benjamin Watkins Leigh, a member of the same 
body, and a very distinguished man too, in dis- 
cussing the matter used this language: 

«qi wish, indeed, that I had been born ina land where 
domestic aud negro slavery is unknown, Twish that Provi- 
dence had spared my country this moral and political evil, 
It pposed that our slave labor enables us to live in 
iuxury and ease, without industry, without care. Sir, the 
evil of slavery is greater to the muster than to the slave”? 

In the convention of Virginia which adopted the 
Constitution of the United States, Patrick Henry 


: - ver i took the ground that if the General Governme 

tion that he thought it wrong to admit in the |! aerate Wee General Government 

Constitution the idea that there could be property |, ¥8° clothed with power ‘to provide for the gen- 
Son i K y 4 "properly | oral defense,” it would have authority ‘ to pro- 


nounce all slaves free.” In reply, Governor Ran- 


: ran aaa TERA i! dolph said: 
Pennsylvania Abolition Society, in 1790, drawn |) r 


“ E hope there is none-here who, considering the subject 


i in the calm tight of philosophy, will advance an objection 


so dishonorable to Virginia; that at the moment they are 
securing the rights of their citizens, an objection will not 


: be started that these unfortunate men now held in bondage 
: by the operation of the General Government may be made 


free.?? 


Nor were such opinions peculiar to Virginia. 
They were entertained by the leading men of the 


‘| entire South. William Pinkney, in the Maryland 
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House of Delegates, in 1789, made this. declara- 
tion: ; . 
“ Never’ will our country be productive, never wil- its 
agriculture, its commerce, or its manufactures flourish, so 
Jong as they depend on reluctant bondmen for thelr prog- 
ress, . ‘ Even the earth,’ says Montesquieu, ¢ which teems 
with profusion under the eultivating hand of the free la- 
borer, shrinks into barrenness from the- contaminating 
sweat of the slave? This sentiment is not more figura- 


tively beautiful than substantially just,” : ; 


Luther Martin, in a speech before the Legisla 
ture of Maryland on his return from the Federal 
Convention, thus expressed himself: ©. ° ` 


“ Slavery is inconsistent withttie genius of republican- 
ism, and has'a tendency todestray those principles on which 
it is supported, as it lessens the sense of the equal rights of 
mankind and habituates us to tyranny and oppression,” 


Judge Gaston, of North Carolina, in a speech 
before the literary societies of that State, said: 


`o Disguise the truth as we may, and throw the blame 
where we will, it is slavery which, more than any other 
cause, keeps us back in the careerof improvement. It sti- 
fles industry, and oppresses enterprise; it is fatal to econ- 
omy and providence; it discourages skill, impairs our 
strength as a community, and poisods morals at the fount- 
ain head.” 


Even South Carolina has furnished illustrious 
witnesses to the pernicious effects of slavery. 
Governor Hammond used this language in ge- 
gard to the effects of slavery upon the white pop- 
ulation: í 

“They obtain a precarious subsistence by occasional jobs, 
by hunting, by fishing, by plundering fields or folds,and too 


often by, what is in its effects far worse, trading with slaves, 
and inducing them to plunder for their benefit.” 


Mr. William Geary, of the same State, another 
distinguished gentleman, said: 


“A man who is an observer of things could hardly pass 
through our country without being. struck with the fact that 
all the capital, enterprise, and intelligence are employed in 
directing slave labor; and the consequence is that a large 
portion of our poor white people are wholly neglected, and 
are suffered to while away an existence in a state but one 
step in advance of the Indian of the forest. Itis an evil of 


vast magnitude, and nothing. but a change in publie senti- 
ment will effect its eure.” Ree 
Mr. Farren, another southern man, said: 


“Jn the more southern portion of this region, the non- 
slaveholders possess, generally; but very small means, and 
the land which they possess is almost universally poor, and 
so sterile that'a scanty subsistence is all that can be derived 
from its cultivation; and the more fertile soil being in the 
‘possession of the slaveholder, must forever remain out of 

“the possession of those who have none.” eae 


Mr. Jefferson when he died desired that there 
should be two'inscriptions on his tombstone; one 
of them was, that he was the author of the bill 
for religious liberty in Virginia, and the other, of 
the bill abolishing the rights of primogeniture. 
Sir, the proper effects of the latter bill can never 
be felt and enjoyed in the slave States until sla- 
very is abolished. Until then the poor white man 
will always be kept in subjection; the land and 
capital will be in the hands of the slaveholders. 

enry Laurens, of South Carolina, wrote to 
his son, in 1776, ‘* You know, miy dear ‘son, I 


-abhor slavery.” 


` Sir, when a northern man of distinction, in- 
fluenéed’ by his amiable feelings of cómpromise, 


made somewhat of an apology on the floor of Con- 
gress for the existence of slavery in the South, 
“Mr. John Randolph rose-in his place, and said: 
«er envy neither the head nor the heart of that man from 
the North who rises here to defend slavery upon principle.” 

‘The delegates to. the General Congress assem- 
bled in 1774, two years before the Declaration of 
Independence, ordained. and subscribed certain 
articles of association. The second article was 
as follows: 


«2, That-we will neither import nor purchase any siave 
after the Ist day of December next, after which wo will 
wholly discontinue the slave trade, and will neither be 
concerned in it ourselves, nor wilt we hire our vessels, nor 


-sell our cominodities or manutactures to those wio are | 


concerned in it.” 7 : 
. These articles were signed by the southern del- 
egates as follows: ; i 

t Maryland: Matthew Tilghman, Thomas Johnsen, jr., 
William Paca, and Samuel Chase. 7 

“Virginia: Richard Henry Lee, George Washington, 
Patrick Henry, jr, Richard Bland, Benjamin Harrison, 
‘and Edmund Pendleton. i ee as 
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“North Caroli 
Richard Caswell. -; .. eS a Se ee 
“South Carolina: Henry Middleton, Thomas Lynch, 
Chtistoplier Gadsden, John Rutledge, and Edward Rat- 
edge. ot ase ie 2 tH PEs Al gly r Sieht pee 
‘Sir, I will not trespass further on the tire‘and 


William Hooper, Joseph Hawes; and 


patience of the Senate by the citation of other’ || 


evidences of: the anti-slavery sentiments of the 
fathers of the Republic. “You will observe that 
I have confined mysélf to southern authorities: F 
have not referred to the opinion of a man north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line. These are the ex- 
pressed opinions of the founders of our Govern- 
ment, At their feet and around the altars con- 
secrated by their virtue-and. wisdom, I learned 
the lessons of the political faith for which I have 
been arraigned; and for the profession of and ad- 
herence to these: principles of Washington and 
Madison, Marshall and Mason, am. 1. assailed 
as a political reprobate, Sir, I.might well retort 
upon my accusers. They are the real apostates, 
It is they who are the innovators-and renegades 
from the early principles and policy of the South, 


as enunciated and maintained by the leading men | 


of the South.” But, sir, it is said we have re- 
ceived new light: on the sobject. It has been 
recently ascertained that slavery is a divine in- 
stitution, Holy men, it is said, in holy orders, 
pronounce their ‘blessing upon the Heaven- 
ordained institution. But, sir, it will be hard, I 
think, to find anywhere in the Bible a warranty 
for African slavery as it exists in the United 
States; and I can but believe with Mr. Madison, 
who said in 1835 that * the clergy perverted the 
Bible, because it-is altogether. against slavery.”’ 

I will say nothing of those occasional barbari- 
ties which are inseparably incident to the relation 
of master and slave.-, Instances. of cruelty occur, 
beyond question, which are shocking to human- 
ity. But like instances of cruelty and barbarism 
are constantly occurring among. the free popula- 
tion of the North, in every department of society. 
Such exceptional cases afford no fair criterion of 
the general character of the society where they 
happen. Sir, E take pleasure in bearing testimony 
to the humanity and kindness-with which a very 
large proportion of southern masters treat their 
slaves. And I doubt now, as I have always 
doubted, whether the effect of immediate univer- 
sal emancipation will not be to greatly diminish 
the comfort and happiness of the slave’ for the 


presentif not for many geperations, ‘I had hoped: 


heretofore to see some plan of gradual emancipa- 
tion adopted by the States, preceded and accom- 
panied by some process of moral and intelectual 
culture which should prepare and qualify the 
poor, miserable, and ignorant slave: for the duties 
and responsibilities of his new‘position. I fear, 
however, that the logic'of évents and the exigen- 


cies of the country do seem. fo indicate that such. 


delay is now impoliti¢ if not impossible. The 
condition of our own-race is too’critical to be em- 


barrassed by much attention to the welfare of any.: 
But, sir, that ig not the question I wasi 
I was inquiring if slavery had, as its 
And, sir, 


other. 
discussing, 
“friends ‘say it has, the divine sanction. 
while I shall not stop to controvert the assump- 
tion that negroes are of an inferior.race, yet Ido 
say they are human beings, that they are bone of 
our bone and flesh of our flesh. That, fact has 


the divine sanction beyond all caviling. The: 


Bible teaches the unity of the human race. And 
further, slaves, negroes, have soulstosave. ‘They 
are the purchase of the Redeemer’s blood—of 
Him who, by the grace of God, tasted death for 
every man. That is-another fact verified by the 
Bible and having the divine sanction. We-and 
the slave are children of thesame héavenly Father, 
equally dependent on Him, and equally helpless 


in His sight; endowed with the same natural af- į 


fections and sympathies.’ It- is the legal conse- 
quences of slavery which clothe it with its black- 
est horrors. k p 

Sir, when I know that by the actual, written 
laws of many of the States where slavery exists 
—notalone by the casual and arbitrary exercise 
of individual cruelty, but by positive. statutory 
law—this race of men, these children of the same. 


Selves, these subjects and obicetaiof. iredi 
grace, are debarred from the benefitof¢hemarl 


| relation in some States.undér heavy pemfalties; and. i 
| by like:stringent:provisions of law are forbid 


‘to learn to read ‘the: word ‘of Gody*wher 


| their duties, seize and- drag away from the arms. 


_ was a.violatian of the-law ;.that it was wrong, in, prine 


federal’ head and same héavenl Fatherw 


m} 


j en 
py 
f 


Sit 


have a hundred times seen, the yepularly 
ized -officers of the law,in thelawfal-dise! 


ofthe father of‘her children the'miserable mother: 
by process for debt, and seize and carry away 
from her bosom the ‘helpless ‘infant;.and sell one. 
here and another there—one to be. carried. to: the 
cotton-fields of Georgia; thé other to the sugs 
mills of Louisiana; when I have seen all thi 
done under authority of Jaw—have seen females 
on the sale-block, at'public vendue, subjected: to 
the close inspection ‘and’ manipulation’ of 
limb and part. by shameless.and unfeeling spi 
ulators inhuman souls and bodies, and:have 
men say, have heard ‘ministers of the gospel-say} 
have heard grave and honorable Senators say th 
this African slavery was a “divine institution, | 
have been astounded that there ever. was credu> 
lity to believe or-presumption to: avow'a- blag? 
phemy. so abhorrent to every essential attribute 
of the Supreme Being. Sir, if. f could believe that 
such a recognized and legalized: system of inkur 
manity as this had the divine sanction, E would , 
accept the advice given to the patriarch of old j 
the hour ọf-his extremity, and. ‘€ curse God.and 
die.” No, sir;the founders of our great: Repub» 
lic never approved. an institution so demoralizing 
in its nature, so cruel in its-incidents, so adverse 
to.all the interests of a wise political economy, 86 
anti-republican in its spirit.and tendencies, and 89 
repugnant to the principles of Christianity. The 
condemned. it, :and deplored its: existence, will 
hardly: an exception. Looking. forward to:the 
day when the country should be relieved from.it, 
Mr. Madison said: penuh Boii 
& I object to the word slave appearing in à, Constitution 
which I trust is to bethe charterof Freagonn to unborn mil- 
lions;, nor would I willingly perpetuat tlie memory. òf the 
fact that slavery ever éxisted in the ‘couiltfy. “It'is a gr 
evil, and’ under the providence of God I: took: forward'to 
some scheme of emancipation which shal}: free us, frondit. 
Do not, therefore, Jet us. appear as if we regarded dtper- 
petua! by using in our freë Constitution an odious: 
posed to every sentiment of liberty? 5 ot : 
"So Washington, in his letter to. La” Fayette 
respecting the ordifiance. forbidding involuntary | 
gervitude-in ‘the North western:Fertitorys <The 
prevailing opinion in Virginiais against the spread 
of slavery in the new.Territory; and I ‘trust We 
shall have a confederacy of free States.’? ‘So, 
too; we'have the fact of the hostility: to slavery 
of the great men who established our 'natióvial 
Government emphatically attested by Mr. A? H. 
Stephens in. his rather notorious speech at Savan- 
nah since the commencement of the rebellions? 
^ cTHe prevailing ideas entertained by Jefferson and most 
of the Jeading statesmen at the time of the formation. ofthe 
old Constitution were that the enslavement of the African 


ple, socially, morally, and politically., Our, new 
ment isfotnded upon exactly opposite ideas 
tions aré Jaw, its corner-stone rests upon ‘the g ‘truth 
that the.negro is not the equal of the white mau; that sia- 
very is his natural condition.” ; e Aaa T A pY, 

Thus, sir, F think I may safely‘say thatiree- 
reancy to the South and to the principles ani 
policy of the South, as enunciated aiid defined by 


her early leading statesmen, who werethe found- 


ers of her State governments and of the Fedeyal 
Government, belongs not to me~-not to me; Mr. ` 
President—but to those modern converts tosla- 
very whose zeal for their new-born faith seems 
to have power to manifest itself only in the'op- 
probrious, unvarying, Guinea-fowl cry of tabo- 
litionist,’”? *‘abolitionist,”’ against’ all who rever- 
ence the traditions of the past or adhere. to the 
principles of the fathers of the Republic: © ©; 
But, sir, lam sustained inniy views of slavery 
by later enunciation’ of the opinions of many of 
the leading men of the South, and especially’ of 
the more prominent men of Virginia, my native 
State. And, sir, E now propose to-vindicate my 
present position by-referencé'to. some of those 
more recént expressions of opinion. = 


“"Phe first to which E shall allude isthe Rich- 
mond Enquirer of January 7, 1832. Everybody 
knows what the Richmond Enquirer was, and 
everybody used to know Thomas Ritchie, and 


between the man and his paper there was very | 


little public sentiment in Virginia that he did not 
dictate orcontrol. -In bis paper of that date I find 
the following editorial arlicle, as any Senator can 
find by reference to the bound volume in the Li- 
brary: * Ao, 

“ Itis probable from what we hear thatthe committee on 
the colored population will report some plan for getting rid 
of the free people of color. Butis thatall thatean be done? 
Are we forever to suffer the greatest evil which can scourge 
our Jand not only to remain-but to increase in its dimen- 
sions? We may shit onr eyes and avert our faces if we 
please,’ writes an eloquent South Carolinian, on his return 
from the North a few weeks ago, ‘but there it is, the dark 
and growing evii at our doors; and meet the question we 
mist, at no distant day. God only knows what it is the 
part of white men to do on that momentous and appalling 
subject. Of Us L am very sare, that the dierenees — 
notliing short of bifui—between all that exists on one 
side of the Potomac and all on the other is owing to that 
eanse alone, The disease isdeep-rooted 5 itis atthe hearts 
corc; it is consuming, and has all along been consuming, 
our vitals, and | could langh—-if | could laugh on such a 
aubject—at the ignorance and folly of the politician who 
ageribes’ to the act of the Governinent that which: is the 
inevitable effect of the eternal laws ol nature. What is to 
be done? . Oh, my God, E don't know. but something must 
be done? Yes, something must be dove, and tt ts the part 
of no honest man to deny it, of no free press to conceal i 
When this dark population is growing npon us, wheuevery 
new census is but gathering its appalling numbers Upon Us 5 
when within a period egual to that in which the Pedera Con- 
stitution hasbeen in existence those numbers will increase 
fo more than two million in Virginia; when our sister States 
arë closing the doors on our blacks for sale, and waen our 
whites are moving westwardly in greater mabe an we 
like to hear of; when this, the fairest land on all this con- 
tinent tor soil and climate and sitnation combined, might 
become a sort of garden spat if it were worked by the hamda 
of White men alone, ean we, ought we, to sit quictly down 
and fold our arms??? i 

This editorial of the Richmond Enquirer was 
prompted by a rising of the slaveg, known asthe 
“Nat ‘Turner insurrection” or “Southampton 
massacre.” This event produced a profound sen- 
gation thronghont the State of Virginia, At the 
session of the Legisinture next after its occur- 
rence numerous memorials from all paris of the 
State were presented, asking the Legislature to 
adopt some means to relieve the State from the 
evils of slavery. A select committee was raised, 
to whom all these memorials were referred. ‘Phe 
result will appear from the following abstract 
which Ehave made from the journal of the LLouse 
of Delegates, 

Virginia Legislature of January 25, 1832: 

e Resolved, (as the opinion of this committec,) ‘Phat it 
ix inexpedicnt dor tbe present to make any Jegislative eu- 
fetnents for te abolition of stavery. 

My. Preston offered as a sabstitute the following: 

4 Resolved, Gis the opittion of this eomnitice.) That it 
Sa expedient to adopt some fogishitive endetnicals for the 
abolition of slay 

“Mr. Witcher moved thatthe whole matter be indefinitely 


it 
postponed--ayes 00, nots 7. 

t Amonethe noes were the names oF Wood of Albemarle, 
Randolph of Albemarle, Garhuid, Rives, Bryee of Gooch- 
Jand, Marshall, Leigh, Preston, Faulkner, Rutherford, Mon- 
cure, Be, we, 

«The question then recurring on the adoption of 
Prestaws amendment, the vote stood—ayes 58, noes T3 
Amoug the ayes are the names of Randolph, Garland, faulk- 
nor, Good, Moore, McDowell, Preston, Ke 
o & My. Bryce, of Goochland, then moved to amend the 
report of the committee as follows: 

 Profoundly sensible of the great evils arising from the 
condition ofthe colored population of this Conmnouwealth, 
induced by humanity as well as policy to an iumediate 
effort for the removal, in the ‘first pla swell of those 
who are naw free as of suelh who may h fter become 
free, believing that this efort, while icisin just accordance 
with the scutiment of the community on the subject, will 

absorb all our presept means, and than a furth 
ihe removal of the slaves should awail a more definite de- 
velopment of publie opinion, Resolved, &e. 

“Ayes 07, noes 60,, Among the ayes were Randolph, 
Fawkner, i , Preston, Leisl, MeDowell, &e- 

et Phe qut 
ft Was adopted-—ayes 65, Wocs 53.7 

_ Thus itappears to have been the deliberate sen- 
timentof Virginia in 1832, as these proceedings 
demonstrate, that slavery was an unmmitigcted 
evil; and the only reason preventing the Legisla- 
ture from removing it from the State was the want 
of ways and means to do it. , 

While the report of the committee referred to 
in the proceedings which I have recited was under 
consideration, the merits aud demerits of slavery 
were freely discussed by the leading men of Vir- 
ginla. [beg leave to read copious extracts from 

_the speeches delivered, all of which may be found 
in the Richmond Enquirer, a file of which isin 
the Congressional Library. 


Mr. 


tion tor | 


on Dien recurring on the report us amended, | 


| pebble, imagine 


t Hav 


Mr. Moore, of Rockbridge, said: 

“Is it not-duc, sir, to our character, as a moral, a just, a 
sincere and maguanimons people, that we shouid yield obe- 
dience to those principles contained in our bill of rights, 
and whieh we have solemnly declared to be applicable to 
and obligatory upon allmankind? Can we be justified in 
the eyes of man ar Heaven in withholding trom our negrocs 
rights which we have deelared to be the common property | 
of all the humanrace; and that too in violation of the fun- 
damental principles of our Government?” 

In the same speech he said: : 

“No man can doubt, sir, but that the deterioration in the 
appearance of the country is owing mainty to the careless 
manner in which the soil is cultivated by slaves, and the 
indoleneée of the white population; nor can we hesitate to 
ascribe the flourishing condition of the non-slaveholding 
States, which are everywhe! covered with highly culti- 
vated farms, thriving villages, and an industrious white 
population, to the absence of slavery.?? 

Mr. Bolling said: 

«There is yetanother evil growing outof our presentsys- 
temof slavery. It drives from us the laboring man, the hon- 
est ustrious poor. ‘The hard struggle they bave to make 
for the bare necessaries of life, to say nothing of its luxn- 
ries, puts an cive extinguisher upon all the humble as- 
piralions of their ambition. ‘The sparseness of the white 
population opposes ahnostinsurmountabie obstacles in the 
way of the cducation of their children.” 

Jefferson Randolph, the grandson of Mr. Jef- 
ferson, and one of the leading men in Virginia, 
said: 

“fs it wise to fold our arms In indifference upon itas an 
irremediable evil? ‘Toshut our eyes in imitation of the 
acity of the ostrich, who, if it hides i ve behind a 
ts huge body concealed from its cnemies ? 
Wrould silonce restore the death-like pail of the negro mingd? 
Tt might be wise to Jet it sleep in its torpor, but has not its 
dark chaos been illumined? Does it nor move and teel hod 
think? Fas it notexistence ? ‘The. hour of the eradication” 
of the evil is ndvancing; it must come, Whether it is ef- 
feered by the energy Of our Own minds, or by the bloody 
scenes of Sonthampton and St. Domingo, is a ue for fu- 
ture history.” 

His allusion was to the excitement produced 
on the mind of the African race in Virginia, grow- 
- Toe OT : 
ing outof what was called the Nat Turner insur- 
rection and the Southampton massacre. If the 
murder of a few families and the tocsin of war it 
some of the eastern counties of Virginia was 
pointed to as cause ofalarm on account of its in- 
fluence on the mind of the slave, what must be 
the condition of that aroused mind to-day, after 
three years of bloody war, and after the thunders 
of cannon all through their midst? . 


Mr. Rives said: 


E On the multiplied and dosolating evils of 
ay 


slavery he was 
not disposed to much; the cause and its deteriorating 
consequences Were within the observation and experience 
OF the incmbers of the House and the people of Virginia, | 
aud it did seem to himthat there could be no two upinious 
about it”? 

Mr. Brodnax said: 

stig slavery in Virginia is an evii anda transcendent 
evil ft would be idle and more than idie for any human being 
to doubt or de It is a mildew which bas-bligited in its 
course every region it has touched trom thie tion of the 
world. ‘Phis is the incubus which paruyzes Virginias en- 
ergies, her flor ab advancgement.’? 


Albof us are acquainted -with the reputation af | 
Charles J. Faulkner. Some of us have been in the 
habit of saying. harsh things of the distinguished 
Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Sumner,} for 
the harsh things he sees proper to say sometimes | 
in regard to slavery. Here is a Virginian on the 
soil of Virginia. who uttered language as terse 
and severe as | ever heard anywhere, and in the į 
very hall of Legislature of Virginia he used the 
language which l beg leave to read to the Senate: 

© Slavery, it is admitted, is an evil; itis au lustitution 
which presses heavily against the best interests of the 
State. dt banishes free white labor, it exterminates the 
mechanic, the artisan, the manitacthrer. It deprives (hem 
ot oceupation, tt deprives them of bread. Tt couverts the 
energy ofa commnuity into ipdaleuce, its power into im- 
beciitty, Í fieacy into weakness. Sir, being thus inju- 
rious, have we nota right to demand its extermination ? 
: safer that the slaveholder may continue to 
nti eropor human flesh? Whatishismere | 
mpared with th at interests of the | 
ust the country janguish, droop, dic that | 
h? Shah all interesis be sub- | 
servient to one, all rights subordinate to the slav Older? 
snot the mechanics, have not the iniddic classes, Weir 

a incompatible with the existence of slavery? 

ndowhig are the ofstav 
ho have traced the eau 
IOUS Op- 
fed inter- 
th, that all whose minds are not 
arped by prejudices and interest must admit that the dis- | 
nse has now assumed that moral tendency as to justify 
the apptiention of any remedy which wider the great iaw | 
of State necessity we might consider advisable.” 

Mr. Preston, afterwards a member of Mr. Fill- 
more’s cabinet, exclaimed: 


gather fe 
peeauiary ck 
common weal? 3 
the slaveholder may flouri 


5S 


eration of its principie 
ests of this Cominonwe 


“Phe gentleman from Brunswick (Mr. Gholson] after 
depicting in glowing colors the prosperous character of our | 
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country, the beauty of our daughters, the high and manly, 
chivalry of our sons, concludes by telling ns that the only 
wealth of eastern Virginia was in the increase of her 
slaves. In the name of God, Mr. Speaker, has it come to 
this? Does the wealth and the beauty and the chivalry of 
Virginia derive its support and owe its existence to the in- 
crease of our slaves? If it be so, Mr. Speaker, I would 
relieve them of so heavy a reproach.” : E 


Mr. Summers said: 


& Lt wili not be denied, T think, that slavery tends to dif- 
fuse: ignorance among those. more immediately in con- 
tact with it. Fdo not mean to assert that a location in a 
slaveholding community is Incompatible with the highest 
development of human intellect. Such a position would 
be controverted by facts.?? * + = x “ But, 
sir, I speak in reference to the great body of the people, 
and ask you to compare the general distribution of ele- 
mentary education in the non-slaveholding States with the 
slaveholding States.” 


Sir, I will read one further extract, and that 
will be from aspeech delivered in the same Legis- 
lature, by James McDowell, jr., of Rockbridge, 
subsequently Governor of Virginia, whose name 
is a household word in Virginia; whose purity of 
life, whose culture of mind, and whose unim- 
peached and unimpeachable character commanded 
the universal homage and respect, not only of 
Virginians, but of all who knew. him in the Uni- 
ted States. Here is his language: 

“Who, sir, looks at this property as a legislator, and 
marks its effects on our naliohal advance, but weeps over 
it as the worst of putsimonies? Who that looks to the un- 
happy bondage of our unhappy people, in the midst of our 
society and thinks of its ingidents and it es, but weeps 
over it as a curse upon him who inflicts as upon hin who 
suffers it? A 

“Ur am to judge from the tone of our debate, from the 
cofieessions on ali hands expressed, there is nota man in 
this body—not one, perhaps, that iseven represented here— 
who would not have thanked the generations that have gone 
before us, if, acting as publie men, they bad brought this bond- 
age loa close; Who would not bave thanked them, acting as 
private men on private notions, if they had relinquished 
the property which in their mistaken kindness has devolved 
upon us? $ 

«Proud as are the names for intellect and patriotism 
which enrieh the volumes of our history, and reverentially 
as we turn to them at t eriod of waning reputation, 
that name, that man, above alt parallel, would have been 
the chief who contd have blotted out this curse from his 
country; those, above all others, would have received the 
homage of an eternak gratitude, who, casting away every 
suggestion of petty interest, had broken the yoke whieh in 
an evil hour had been imposed, and had translated as a free 
man, to another continent, the outcast and the wretehed 
being who- burdens ours with his presence and defiles. it 
with bis crimes, 

“ But, sir, it has heen otherwise appointed ; slavery has 
come down to us from onr frdiers, and the question now 
ix. shall we in mm hand it over to our children? Hand it 
over to-them aggravated in every attribute of evil? Shall 
we perpetuate the ealamity we deplore, and become to pos- 
terity the objects, not of Kindness, but of cursing 2? 


Lask, sir, iff am not vindicated in the action I 
have taken ou this subject? Take away the names 
which I have recited to-day, the Marshalls, the 
Madisons, the Washingtons, the Leighs, the Hen- 
čys, the Randolphs, the McDowells, the Riveses, 


&e., and what is there left? What is there left but 
‘the mad, fanatical ravings of the Wises and the 
“Pryors, et id onme 


genus? While l am sustained 
by these great names, while I am fortified by the 
principles which they taught, I think I can well 
afford to treat, not with scorn, yet with indiffer- 
ence, the imputation that lam a renegade from 
the principles of my fathers, and false to the sec- 
tion in which I have lived, 

But, sir, all this does not absolve us from the 
obligations of the Constitution as itis. It is.the 
law paramount; and whatsoever may be our the- 
oretical views respecting slavery, the guarantees 
of the Constitution must be ebserved while those 
guarantees remain a part of it. Slavery is an 
evil; but a broken, demoralized Constitution 
would be a greater evil, It is for the integrity of 
the Constitution, to restore its power and author- 
ity, that I understand we are now waging this 
terrible war. lts prosecution can be justified on 
uo other consideration; and we shali do well to 
take heed to the fact that civil war, beyond all 
other causes, is fruitful of pernicious and danger- 
ous passions and antipathies, leading to a disre- 
gard of constitutional obligation, The sectional 
character of the rebellion adds another and. still 
more malignant element to the inflammation of 
the public sentiment ordinarily incident to revolts 
against the civil authority. And I think I utter 
no paradox when I say farther, that the manifest 
justice of our cause constitutes in itself a source 
of danger. Justly exasperated at the wanton 
wickedness of the bad men who, in seeking to 
overthrow our wise and benignant Government, 
have plunged the country irto all the sins and 
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sorrows, by which we are. surrounded, we. are 
liable to be transported by-a just and patriotic in- 
digsation-beyond the limits. of alaw ful resentment. 
And nowitisto be feared that corrupt men, deraa- 
gogues, unprincipled politicians, will be ready to 
avail themselves ofthis patriotic excitement, and 
ander the cover and pretext of a holy zeal for the 
public good, seck to accomplish their own ambi- 
tiotld personal ends in defiance of the law. ‘It is 
intimes like this when written organic Jaws: be- 
aluable. [twas to mect such contingencies 
- especially that oui Constitution was ordainéd. 
< Tn'times of peace and harmony and prosperity, 
when therevis little occasion or temptation to do 
wrong, but little restraint is required: to prevent 
the commission of wrong. .-When the. sea. is 
smooth and the wind is-fair the, vessel glides 
safely on with little attention to compass or rud- 
der; but when the tempest rises and -the waves 
roll high, and.especially when the crew mutinies, 
then it requires. a steady, true hand at the helm, 
and the trumpet of the commander should utter 
no uncertain sound. So I may say now, when the 
great deep of. the human, passions is convulscd 
and lashed into frenzy and tumult by the shocks 
of battle, the, nation’s life depends upon a firm 
and unfilteting, adherence to. the: Constitution. 
This is the great sheet-anchor of. the national 
safety... Nothing else can enable us to outride the 
‘storm that is*beating upon us. Detached from this 
firm mooring our noble vessel of State, freighted 
with ‘the happiness of the people, and with .the 
final hopes of liberty, will be stranded on the 
breakers of political anarchy and rain, and thence- 
forth forever its wrecked fragments, scattered 
along the shores of time, shall-be quoted and com- 
“mended by tyrants and despots as the miserable 
meinentoes of the futility of: the last great ‘effort 
of humanity to vindicate the’capacity of:man for 
self-povernnient.” .- cont . 
Now, therefore, has come-the crisis when the 
value of our national Constitution ‘is to be tested, 
-and when the wisdom and foresight of its immortal 
framers are to be’exemplified and consecrated in 
“the successfal application of its powers and adap- 
tations to the overthrow of its enemies.and to the 
preservation of. the publicliberty. Now, too; has 
arrived the hour in the history of the country 
when those who are intrusted with its destinies 
Should rise to the full stature of a,wise and lofty 
statesmanship., My humble abilities and limited 
experience may forbid me from, any worthy par- 
ticipation either in.its. duties, or its honors... But,: 
sir, J think I can properly conceive of what.an 
American Senator ought.to be, and of what, when 
T look around upon this august body, I feel as- 
sured he will be, in this great national trial. He 
will rise above the prejudices and passions of the 
hour. He will be incapable of the motives. of 
mere revenge or retaliation. No narrow sectional 
influences will trammel his: conduct. .Fully in- | 
structed by the wisdom of the past, calmly meet- | 
ing the exigencies of the present, and profoundly | 
comprehending the behests of the future, he will | 
march steadily forward to the accomplishment of | 
the simple and only lawfal purpose of the war— | 
the suppression of the rebellion, the integrity of 
the Union, and the supremacy of the Constitution. į 
No motive of unholy ambition will warp his pur- | 
pose. No thirst for blood will taint the pure as- 
_pirations of his patriotie heart, No eagerness to 
Jnflict punishment beyond what is essential toen- | 
force obedience to lawful authority will prompt 
his action or deform his policy. He will disre- 
gard the.idle clamors of the mere partisan, and 
Scorn the angry menaces of the political zealot. 
Lecognizing the force of the maxim that “ lawis | 
reason without passion,’ he will be dispassionate | 
in the administration of the law. sant | 
And, sir, let it not. be said that such a course | 
will fail to meet the exigencies of the country. 
There will be, there can be, no other.course so 
successful. -Letthe Government clothe itself. with | 
the awful sarictions of the Constitution, and es- 
chew all other motives. than the vindication.and 
Tedstablishment of its legitimate authority, and 
thus, proclaim its pare, unimpassioned purpose in 
prosectting the war, and the moral influence of 
such an attitude will be more potential than. ‘an ; 
army With banners.” It will appall the guilty 
conscience of the States-in rebellion; it will add. 
„tenfold force to every blow struck by our armies; 
it will silence the clamors of northern. factionists, 


will secure the bléssing ani nd 
thas it will insure final victo Animated by 
“sucha sentiment and guided by such a principle, 
the day is not distant when our great Republic, 
purified by the fiery ordeal through.which it shall 
have passed, its integrity restored, its. Constitu- 
tion unimpaired, its authority everywhere reés- 
tablished and acknowledged; and with # history 


to overthrow it, will renew. its onward :march of 
prosperity, powersand glory.. Thenysir, wemay 
catch the inspiring vision of one of -yournorthern 
“poets, and sing: 
“J see the living tide roll on; . 
; It crowns with fiery towers -~ 
: - The icý capes of Labrador, 
The Spaniard’s ‘land Of flowers ;? 
ft streams beyond the spliutered ridge © 
That parts the northern showers 3 
From eastern rock to sunset wave” 
The eontivent is ours.” 


“Mv. President, I commenced these:remarks by’ 
‘saying that the question of African slavery could 


be adjusted? In my opinion, the: most. effectual 
method of accomplishing this resaltis vigorous 


rebellion. - Edo not mean‘ to say that the extince- 
tion of slavery should constitute the motive of the 
war. - No, sir. ‘Fhe purpose of the war is. and 
should: be now what it was declared to be in tlie 
beginning; and that now, as then, ‘Congress, 
banishing all feeling of mere passion and resent- 
ment, will recollect only its duty to the- whole 
country; that this war is not prosecuted on our 
part.in any spirit of oppression, nor for any: 
purpose of conquest or subjugation, nor for the 
purpose:of overthrowing ‘or interfering with the 
rights or established institutions of the States in 
rebellion, but to defend and maintain the-suprem- 
acy-of the Constitution and all laws madein pur- 
suance thereof, and to preserve the Union with 
-all the dignity, equality, and rights of the several 
States unimpaired; that as soon-as. these objects 
iare accomplished the war ought to-cease.”’ 

But while ‘in the prosecution of the war for 
these justifiable ends no constitutional right of any. 
‘Individual or of any State should be renounced 
or infringed, yet if by-the necessary and lawful 
“exercise ofthe authority and power vested in or 
pertaining to those to whom the conduct ofthe 
war properly belongs slavery shall-be:destroyed, 
and our beloved country be thus redeemed from 
“the everlasting. curse of human bondage,” it 
will be just cause of joy and gratitude to:evory 
patriot-and Christian, and go farto- indemnify our 
country and the human race for the sacrifices. of 


of a result so ‘beneficent. One thing is ‘certain; 
the rapid and universal advance of our arms:into 
the insurgent States, to which: all areagreed, and 
for which all parties are urgent, must necessarily, 
less or more, obliterate slavery wherever they go. 
In proportion-as we succeed in redeeming thein- 
surgent States from the thralidom ofthe rebellion, 
almost in the same proportion will they be re- 
leased from the thralldom of slavery. My own 
State is an example. When the loyal sentiment 
iwas left free to act, it abolished slaveryi The: 


the same means in Missouri. “Arkansas! has 
crossed the Rubicon; Louisiana is-on the shore. 
So is Tennessee, . Even North Carolina indicates: 


rebellion. ee cee dd ita 
The public sentiment of the slaveholding States 
which never passed’any ordinance of secession is 


in their limits. “Maryland has ‘already’ Matgu- 
rated the good work. Delaware, never more than 
merely a nominal slaveholding State, must soon 
follow-her neighbor; and the tide of public sen- 
timent in Kentucky, fending to the same result, 
is rapidly advancing,destined soon tos weep away 
the institation in that gallant and chivalrous Com- 
monwealthi ’ Nothing can suppress the rebellion 
but the power of our arms; and while the rebel- 
lion Jasts slavery will endure. - Every great vic- 
tory obtained in the field is of more practical value 


who are eagerly seeking for pretexts to embar- 


than a thousand proclamations of emancipation, 


which shall secure: it ‘against-all futuré.attempis. 


no longer, be evaded, and that: it ought nowy if. 
possible sto be finally adjusted: But how-shallit: 


prosecution of the war for the suppression ofthe ` 


treasure and blood made in the accomplishment į 


same result'has been virtually accomplished by ` 


her purpose to unite in the general ernancipation j 
as soon aś she is relieved from the yoke of the: 


| beginning to deniand the abolishment of slavery į 


| be put down. Te 
forever annihilated 
tories. will place sl 
willbe just and expedient i 
‘wise and competent me 
“What is that measure?” 
he Commitee’ 

a proposed amendi 
hibiting slaver 


‘ Al 3 
question, 
over, it ĉi 


Solution-of t 
“final and, mo 


s] 
rt 


rould have 
L would, perha 


ik ib-weald be better to 

postpone: the propositión-untilthenegt Conpresa.' 
believe that many, of the insuegent; States: will’ 
then be: represented:here. by loyal mens: Lstp= 
pose; too, thatby-that time many:of those States, 


‘the twé-thirds vote of Congres 
Constitution, as well as the mi 
tion of the amendment by. tk 
‘of States, and would give.to 
influence that wuld 

clamors of s 


reference to a most-delicate and exeitmg subject 
should be considered: : But, sir, if a majority of 
thé friends of this nieasure think this-is the:proper 
time-to propose. it, I shall. waive my preference 
for postponed action, und: support the méasure 
now. Sir, I believe that this amendment of our, 
Constitution iş demanded, either now or soon 
hereafter, by every, principle of justice. and- b 
ry considération of expediency; by the history 
öf the past, by the woes, of the presènt and by th 
hopes of the fúnire; by the blood of our fella 
-eitizens sacrificed. on the altar of their countr 
‘defense of the Union; by.our defeats at Bull Run 
antfatthe Chickuhominy; by our Victories aC Ah- 
tietam, at Gettysburg, and at Chattanooga; by 
-the millions of our national debt; by {hd burdens 
of Federal taxation; by the genius of our Ameri- 
can liberty; by the spirit of. our Christianity ;: by 
-our lovce of freedom; by our-hatréd-of tyranny; 
and by the voice.of the. people, which, in this in- 
stance, is the voice of God. pdt he 


| MILITARY INTERFERENCE WITH ELECTIONS. 


Mr. HOWARD. Senate..bill:No. 37; to pre- 
vent officers of the Army. and Navy, and other 
persons. engaged in the military and naval: service 
of the United States, from. interfering ia elections 
in the States, was. assigned: for to-day: at one 
o'clock. : I will inquire whetherit will bein order 
to proceed tothe consideration of that motion. 
“The VICE PRESIDENT. (A motion toithat 
effect would be in orders =<, hoy : 

Mr. HOWARD... 1 make that n i ` 


; Mr. JOHNSON. -I suggest tothe honorabl 
‘member from Michigan that the. hour is rather 
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too Jate to take up that bill, and with his permis- 
sion I will move that it be passed over. 

Mr. HOWARD. I will cheerfully give way 
to a motion to go into executive session, but I 
should like to have this bill taken up, so that it 
may be the first in order to-morrow. 

“the motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Do I understand the Senator 
to wish this bill to supersede the question of con- 
stitutional amendment to-morrow? 

- Mr. HOWARD. I made the motion. to take 
up the bill with a view to proceed to its consider- 
ation.” I'do not wish to supersede that. 

Mr. SUMNER. | The other is the special or- 
der, but as the unfinished business this will take 

, precedence, i 
“Mr. HOWARD. Ofcourse, ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is now 
“before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 
The reportiof the committee is adverse to the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOWARD. It is my purpose to say a 
word on the'bill; but as the Senate is quite thin 
this afternoon, and the hour is so far past, perhaps 

- we had better go into executive session. 

: EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WILSON. As the Senator prefers to go 
on to-morrow, and it is desirable to have an exec- 
utive session to-day, I move that the Senate pro- 
„ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
‘Spent in executive session, the doors were re- 
opened; and the Senate adjourned. 


‘FIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, March 22, 1864. 


. The House met at twelve o’clock m.. Prayer 
by Rey. Freprricx Hinca.ey, of Lowell, Mas- 
sachusetts, Mons : 

The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO MEMBERS. 


Mr, J. C. ALLEN asked leave of absence for 
his colleague, Mr. Hurciys, for ten days from 
to-day, i ‘ 

Leave was granted. 

„Mr. PENDLETON asked leave of absence for 
his colleague, Mr. Lona, for a week from to-day. 

Leave was granted. 


MURDER OF CAPTAIN REED. 
Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, by unan- 


imous consent, offered a resolution, which was 
-read, considered, and agreed to, requesting the 
Secretary of War, if not inconsistent with the 
public interest, to instruct the commander of the 
middle department to order the commanding offi- 
cerof the counties of Accomac and Northampton, 


on the Eastern Shore of Virginia, to institute in- | 


uiries at once concerning the murder of Captain 

Pheodore Reed, who resided. in the city of Phil- 
adelphia, and who, on the morning of Thursday, 
the 3d instant, was shot, in ‘Fangier sound, Ches- 
apeake bay, by. pirates. 

i MARY E., HAZZARD. 

Mr. DUMONT asked and obtained unanimous 
consent to have the bill (H. R. No. 252) for the 
relief of Mrs. Mary E, Hazzard, widow of the late 
Captain George W. Hazzard, transferred from 
the Committee on Military Affuirs, to which it 
had been referred, to the Committee of Claims. 
n . MARY COLE. 

Mr. MARCY, from the Committee on Revo- 


lutionary Pensions, presented an adverse report in | 


the case of Mary Cole, wife of Lewis Cole; which 
-was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
I was absent last week on official business, with 
the other members of the committee, when the 
Committee on Naval Affairs was called, but I un- 
derstand that the House agreed to give two days 
to the business of the committee, I desire now 
toask that Tuesday and Wednesday ofnext week 
be assigned to that business, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 1 have no 
objection to that, provided it will not interfere 
with the business of the Committee on Commerce. 
That committee has not been called for several 
months, and has a great deal of business before 
‘it ready to be reported, which ought to be acted 
on at once. 


The SPEAKER. On the 10th of March the 
Committee on Naval Affairs was called in regular 
order. The committee was absent on official 
business, and the House authorized the commit- 
tee when it should return to designate not two 
days but two morning hours. The chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs now designates 
Tuesday and Wednesday of next week. 

There being no objection, the order was made. 


ATTACHMENT OF UNITED STATES PROPERTY. 
Mr. ELIOT, by unanimous consent, reported 


from the Committee on Commercea bill to author- 


ize the Secretary of the Treasury to stipulate for 
the release from attachment or other process of 
property claimed by the United States, and for 
other purposes. 

The bill was read. It enacts that wheneverany 

roperty owned or held by the United States, or 
in which the United States claim an interest, shall 
in any judicial proceeding under the laws of any 
State, district, or Territory be seized, arrested, at- 
tached, or held for the security or satisfaction of 


any claim made against such property, it shall be, 


lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury, in his 
discretion, to direct the Solicitor of the Treasury 
to cause a stipulation to be entered into by the 
proper district attorney for the discharge of such 
property from such seizure, arrest, attachment, 
or proceeding, to the effect that, on such discharge, 
the person asserting the claim against such prop- 
erty shall become entitled to all the benefits of the 
act. In all cases where such stipulation is en- 
tered into, and where the property shall be dis- 
charged and final judgment shall have been given 
in the court of last resort to which the Secretary 
of the Treasury may deem proper to cause such 
proceeding to be carried, affirming the claim and 
the right of the person asserting the same to en- 
force it, such final judgment shall be deemed, to 
all intents and purposes, a full and final determ- 
ination of the rights of such person, and shall 
entitle such person as against the United States 
to such rights as he would have had in case the 
nossession of the property had not been changed. 
f such claim be for the payment of money, and 
if the same shall by such judgment be found due, 
the presentation of a duly authenticated copy of 
the record of such judgment and proceedings 
shall be sufficient evidence to the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury for the allowance 
thereof, and the same is.to be thereupon allowed 
and paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. ELIOT, The bill simply gives to the 
Government the power, which every private cit- 
izen has, to release property from attachment 
which the Government may want to use. It 
gives to the Secretary of the ‘Treasury the power, 
at his discretion, to release property from attach- 
ment, instead of allowing it to be tied up by the 
officers of the law. That is the whole bill. 

The bill was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ELIOT moved the previous question on 
the third reading. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FIRST REGIMENT OF ILLINOIS CAVALRY. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Whereas the papers in the matter of the claims of the 
officers and privates of the first regiment of Iilinois volun- 
teer cavalry, for horses and other property lost at the battle 
of Lexington, Missouri, in September, 1861, have been 
Withdrawn trom the Committee on Military Affairs under 
a misapprehension of their condition before such commit- 
tee: Therefore, 

Resolved, ‘That leave be granted for the return of said 
papers, and that the case remain as it wauld had no such 
Jeave been granted and such papers remained with the com- 
mittee. 


COLONEL JOSEPH PADDOCK. 


Mr, HARRIS, of Hlinois, by unanimous con- 
sent, also submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to investigate the claim of Colonel Joseph Pad- 
dock fer services gs commandant of the fifth regiment fr- 


diana volunteers in the Indian war of 1810 and 181), and the 
war of 1812 with Great Britain ; and that the resolutions of 
the board of supervisors of Warren county, Minois, of De- 
cember 17, 188, and of December, 1863, and the petitions 
of General E. A. Paine and others, and of Judge James 
Thompson and.others, praying the allowance thereof, be re- 
ferred to them; and that they report by bili or otherwise. 


PURCHASE OF ROCK ISLAND BRIDGES, 


Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois, also, by unanimeus 
consent, introduced resolutions relative to the 
purchase of bridges from the city of Rock Island 
and the town of Moline, Illinois; which were read, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


TREATY WITH OREGON INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER stated the first business to be 
an act (S. No. 25) to authorize the President to 
negotiate a treaty with the Klamath, Modoc, and 
other Indian tribes in southeastern Oregon. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
President be authorized to conclude a treaty with 
the Klamath, Modoc, and Snake Indians in south- 
eastern Oregon for the purchase of the country oc- 
cupied by them,and that for the purpose of car- 
rying out the provisions of the act $20,000 be 
appropriated from any money in the Treasury 
not stherwise appropriated, to be expended under 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. McBRIDE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


E. F. AND SAMUEL A. WOOD. 


Mr. HALE. [ask the unanimous consent of 
the House for leave to report back from the Com- 
mittee of Claims Senate bill No. 105, for the re- 
lief of E. F. and Samuel A. Wood, and that it 
be now acted upon. 

Mr. WILSON. [I object. 

Mr. HALE. The bonds provided for by this 
bill were lost by the destruction of the Golden 
Gate. I do not see how there can be any objec- 
tion to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
objects. 

FRAUD UPON THE TREASURY. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to report from 
the Committee on Commerce a bill requiring the 
proof of the payment ofduty on foreign salt be- 
fore the payment of allowances provided by acts 
of July 29, 1813, and March 3, 1819, and thatit 
be put on its passage. The bill is founded upon 
a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury that 
it is necessary to prevent frauds which are now 
committed. Fishermen defraud the Treasury by 
purchasing salt abroad, and therefore escape the 
aha of duty upon salt purchased at home. 

pien to get it in once before, but it was object- 
ed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. Would it not more properly 
come in as an amendment to the tarif bill? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Ithas noth- 
ing to do with the tariff. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ido not object. 

Mr. SWEAT. Does the bill come from a com- 
mittee of this House? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. It is the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Com- 
merce, upon the recommendation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury. I am sorry that I have not the 
letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, as it has 
been mislaid. He states that these fishermen pur- 
chase their salt abroad, and thus defraud the rev- 
enue. These men have bounties given to them, 
and I think that it is ungracious for them to at- 
tempt to defraud the Government by the purchase 
of salt abroad. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded the 
previous question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main oe ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was Re- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS OF THE WAR OF 1812, > ; 

On motion of Mr. SPALDING, and by unani- 
mous consent, the Committee of the Whole on 
the Private Calendar was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 266) grant- 
ing pensions to the surviving soldiers of the war 
of 1812, and the same was recommitted to the 


Committee on-Revolutionary Pensions. Be i 
o Mr: DEMING. I call for the regular order of 
business. 0 a ako 

C RAILROAD TO NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration dfthe bill (H. R. No. 307) 
‘reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
by the gentleman. from. Counecticut, [Mr. Dem- 

. ING,] to declare certain railroads military and 
: post roads, and to regulatè commerce; on which. 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Rogers] 

is entitled to` thé floor, ' ae 
' Mr. ROGERS.’ I desire to yield. ten minutes 
of my-time to my colleague, [Mr. STARR] 

-Mr. STARR. Mr. Speaker, I feel it to be a 
duty | owe to my constituents, and also the State 
Thave the honor to-represent in part upon this: 
-floor, to oppose’ the passage of this bill. In my 
plain way I shall attempt to give to this House 
miy pds for so doing. © * i 

hé corporations asking for this law were char- 
tered by the Legislature of the State of New Jer- 
sey, subject to an act passed in the year 1832, de- 
claring that it should not be lawful to construct 
any other railroad than those of the Camden and 
Amboy Railroad Company to transport passen- 
gers or freight across the State of New Jersey 
etween New York and Philadelphia, which spe- 
cial privilege expires in the year 1869. By the 
acceptance by these companies of the acts of in- 
‘corporation, subject to these provisions, they vol- 
untarily bound themselves to the observance of 
its provisions. 
ere is a contract that has been affirmed and 
reaffirmed by the contracting parties, and by the 
courts whenever its validity has been questioned, 
and subject to this contract these corporations 
accepted their charters. 

Now, sir, these companies come here asking 
Congress, in defiance of the power creating them, 
against their own express obligations to the State 
of New Jersey that gave them existence, to vio- 
late the laws, the very laws of that State by virtue 
of which tney exist. Will this House, without 
‘some overpowering necessity, take away, by the 
passage of this bill, the jurisdiction and power of 
the State itself over the corporations within her 
limits and of her own creating,.and destroy the 
vested rights of the citizens of New Jersey, who 
hold ‘their property by virtue of the laws of the 
State, now attempted to be thrust aside, not, as I 
believe, from any necessities of the country.at 
this time, but rather to relieve the necessities of 
the English bondholders, who hold the $600,000 
of the bonds of these corporations, now pressing 
the passage of this law? : 

Let me here say that no sacrifice on the part of 
my State or the citizens thereof would be too great 
at this time if the necessities of the country re- 
quired it; but as we havealways been ready with 
our blood and our treasure to meet the require- 
ments of the country, we have a right to ask of 
this House to stand by us, and not override our 
laws, destroy our contracts, and take out of our 
control the corporations of our own creation,and 
upon our own soil. More especially have we a 
right to ask it when it is patent to every one who 
has taken the trouble to examine the merits of 

this act, that it has been gotten up and pushed for- 
ward solely and entirely for the purposes of pri- 
vate speculation. 

If there is any public necessity for the passage 
‘of this Jaw it must be for military or postal pur- 
poses. Congress has already passed a law in- 
vesting the President with power to take posses- 
sion of or use these railroads for such purposes; 
go that the whole objectand intention of this law 
is to annul and set aside the laws of New Jersey 
at the instance and for the benefit of foreign and’ 
domestic speculators. Not only set aside our 
Jaws, but it is also a direct appeal from the de- 
cisions of our courts to these Halls, unprecedented, 
as I believe, in the history of the country. When 
-before has Congress been asked to override the 


decisions of the courts, and who and what are 
these applicants demanding such unprecedented i 


legislation?” Am Trot justifiable, in the name'and ||: 
in behalf of my State, to protest against the pas- {|i 
sage of this act, that can ‘in nowise benefit the- 
country, while it destroys private rights, ‘private. 
property, and wipes out the laws of a sovereign | 
State, and sets at defiance the decisions of its: 


highest courts? °° 


to the Halls of Congregs, and to override and set 
at naught the decisions of the courts of New Jer- 


sey in reference to one of its own domestic rail-. 


way systems, established by its own sovereign 
power, within its own jurisdiction, and only ‘on 


its own soil. — : 
F cannot believe, if the House understand this 


question, that they will for a moment recognize. 


this attempted unfair and unjust legislation upon 
the State of New Jersey; that State'that has cheer- 


i i : Peace oer “ss Tis not then forthe pa 
Mr. ROGERS. This proposed legislation be- - ad i 
fore the House is one that has never beén pro- : 
‘posed to the Congress of the United ‘States before |), 
in the history of this country. Ttis an unusual. 
and unprecedented attempt to transfer the power ‘ 
and ‘jurisdiction of’a State over its railroads and 
canals located solely within the lines of that State || 


‘of it by virtue of the € 


ower to rùn railroads between’ pu 
in the State for the purpose of doi 


pessi iis 


snot è bil 


fully responded to every càll fór men made*upon df >< 


her; which has always been trueto the Union, | 


true to the best anghoblest interests of the coun-: 
try; always foremost in furnishing her respective 
quotas, whose troops in the field have shown a 
bravery ‘and patriotism unequaled in the history 
of the world, whose railroads and canals have al- 
ways beeii at the service of the Government in for- 
warding troops and military supplies, and has ex- 
tended to the Administration every means in her 
pover to assist him in putting down this rebellion. 

he bill proposed to be passed has no parallel in 
the history of legislation in this country. 
direct strike at the rights and chartered ‘interests 
of a corporation of the State, whose privileges 
have been guarantied to them by the solemn con- 
tract and plighted faith of the State. 

The bill declares that the Camden and Atlantic 
Railroad Company and the branches thereof, built 
and to be built, and the railroad of the Raritan 
and Delaware Bay Railroad Company and the 
branches thereof, built and to be built, are hereby 
declared to be lawful structures and public high- 
ways of the United States; that the said railroads 
and branches, with a ferry or ferries from Camden, 
in the State of New Jersey, to Philadelphia, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, and steamboats and 
other vessels from Port Monmouth, in the State of 
New Jetsey, to the city of New York, running in 
connection with said roads, are hereby established 
and recognized as a post route, military road and 
public highway of the United States for the pur- 
pose of the transmission of the mails, troops, and 
munitions of war of the United States, and for the 
transportation of goods, wares, and merchandise 
of foreign growth across the State of New Jersey 
under permits granted by the collectors of ports 
of the United States authorized to grant the same, 
and for commerce among and between the several 
States of the United States; and that the Camden 
and Atlantic Railroad Company and the Raritan 
and Delaware Bay Railroad Company, chartered 
by the State of New Jersey, or either of them 
or their assigns, are hereby authorized and em- 
powered to complete, maintain, and operate the 
said railroads and branches, and to establish, main- 
tain, and run the said ferries, steamboats, and other 
vessels as a line of transportation for goods, wares, 
and metchandise of all descriptions, and passen- 
gers, between the cities of New York and Phila- 
delphia, and between the intermediate places and - 
said cities. respectively, and for commerce be- 
tween and among the several States of the United 
States, anything in any law or laws of the above- 
named States to the contrary notwithstanding. 

Iclaim there is no necessity for this legislation, 
and that if there was there is no warrant in the 
Constitution of the United States that will allow 
Congress through her Representatives from other 
States of this Union to interfere with the local rail- 
way system of any individual State which it has 
incorporated merely for the purpose of doing busi- 
ness within its limits. This bill before the House 
is not a bill for the purppse of declaring this rail- 
road a mere post route; it is not a bill for the 
purpose of regulating commerce among the sev- 
eral States; but it is a bill giving to two corpora- 
tions which are creatures of the State of New Jer- 
sey, and which derive their sole power through 
the Legislature of that State, to do the business 


It isa | 


“Jersey: They ‘have and endeavor to Det voted r 
‘this bill from the othér side of this House by pré- 


question: “T say it 


tems, or whether‘ they shall be regulated ‘by! th 
Congress of the United States : yi 
I beliéve if my honorablè'friend [Mr; DEM- 
inc] who reported this bill understood ‘the histor 
of therailroad legislationof New Jersey; he would 
withdraw the report which he pretends and ‘ds- 
serts was made unanimously by the committee, 
when but four or five members were present when 
the matter was passed upon by the committee. Tn. 
1830, when scarcely any railroads -had be: 
tablished in this country, when there was no | 
road communication between the great city of Phil 
adelphia and New York——— 0") i 55n ? 
r. DEMING. Do I understand the gentlè- 
man from New Jersey to allégé that this report 
was not made unanimously? 98 50 gt $ 
Mr. ROGERS. I was told that four meribërs 
of the committee were not present and did not 
agree to the report of the committee. ™ If T-am 
wrong Lam willing to be corrected. © 0S Att 
Mr. DEMING: ` I merély wish 
error in fact.” Ea ee HS ae a 
Mr: ROGERS. How many members’ of the 
committee were present when ‘the report Was 
agreed to? Wg tat cote 
Mr.DEMING. Atthe time the bill was agreed 
to I think there were five or six members of the 
committee present, and those who were not then 
present have since assented to the report. > 
Mr, ROGERS. `I have it from a member of 


to correct an 


be set right at the start. 
what member of the committee has made sach'a 
statement outside of the committee. It'was my 
distinct understanding that the report was unan- 
imous. ate 
Mr. ROGERS. 1 decline to yield to the gen- 
tleman any longer, as I have but an hour’s time, 
which will compel me to make a hurried aid very 
rapid discussion, STE a 
Mr. SCHENCK. Then I call the gentleman 
to order. Itis not proper to tefer to what took 
place in the committee. The gentleman is trav- 
eling out of his record and referring tó éonversa- 
tions with a member of the committe¢, disclosing 
to him what took place in a committee ‘of this 
House in regard to a difference of opinion among 
its members, when there was none’ really, 
when there is no minority report.” es 
The SPEAKER, If the gentleman prof 
to state what occurred in the committee-roo! 
is clearly out of order, The informal.co i 
tion of gentlemen out of the eommittee-room, as 
to what took place inthe committee, is only a 
question resting on theirown-veracity. No mem- 
ber -has a right upon thé floor’ef the House te 
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speak of the. proceedings in committee; but in- 
formal. conversations as to the assent or dissent 
of any particular member of. the committee, as 
stated by hin to any member, may of course be 
referred to. Å pa 
` Mr. ROGERS. I was stating my information 
obtained from a member when not in committee, 
andthe vote will show, upon the final passage of 
‘the bill, that several, of the committee will not 
support it. . 
_, Mr. SCHENCK. Then I will so far interrupt 
the gentleman as to say that this report was un- 
derstood to be assented to by every member of the 
-committee; and [ask now that the gentleman who 
gave different information be named. [Cries of 
t Order P? t Order !??] : 
Mr. ROGERS. I was proceeding to say that 
at a time when there was no railroad to New 
York, and no means of reaching that city by rail- 
road communication from any. pointofthis Union, 
the Legislature of New Jersey, in 1830, chartered 
the Camden and Amboy Railroad and ‘Transpor- 
tation Company for the purpose of constructing 
a railroad from Camden to Amboy, and thus by 
water make a through line from Philadelphia to 
New York. At that time it was supposed that 
the investment. would be a hazardous one, and it 
was with the greatest difficulty that capitalists 
could be induced to invest their means in the un- 
dertaking, and on-that account the Legislature 
of New Jersey bound themselves that if the com- 
any would build this road from Philadelphia to 
ew York, during the time the charter lasted, 
which will expire in 1869, they would authorize 
no othercorporation to compete with them in the 
through business between New York and Phila- 
delphia, and it was only because of these exclu- 
sive privileges given to the corporation that this 
company established this railroad communication 
between the two great cities, which was onc of 
the first railroads ever established in this coun- 
try. 

{is charter provided that in thirty years from 
the completion of the road the State might take 
it, at its appraised value, and that the conipany 
should pay, in Hen of all other taxes, ten cents 
for each passenger aud fifteen cents for cach ton 
of merchandise transported on the road, and pro- 
vided that if the State should authorize the con- 
struction of any other railroad for the transporta- 
tion of passengers across the State from New 
York to Philadelphia, within three miles of the 
termini of the said company ’s road, the tax should 
cease, 

By a supplement passed February 4, 1531, the 
tax was limited tò passengers and goods trans- 
ported from the Delaware to the Raritan, “Phe 
company at that time, deeming the investment 
doubtful, were unwilling to be bound te pay taxes 
beyond what would be a fair ratio on the amount 
of business transacted. [tis charged upon the 
State of New Jersey that she taxes the eitizens of 
other States who travel over her territory. The 
charge is falser ft is immaterial whether the 
passenger be a citizen of New York or Pennsyl- 
vanin; whether he gets on the cars at Camden or 
Bordentown. She never taxed the passengers 
one cent for crossing the State, and only adopted 
that mode of taxing the business of the road. 
Each State bas its own mode and manner of tax- 
ing its corporations. The company have to pay 
this tax upon ail passengers that ride from Bor- 
dentown, in New Jersey, on the Delaware, to the 
Raritan, whether they come from Philadelphia or 
New York, or are citizens of the State. ‘There 
is no discrimination in taxing the company, 
whether the passengers go across the whole State 
or not, whether they are Jerscymen or citizens 
of another State. It is a tax simply upon the 
business of the road, upon the same principle of 
our internal revenue act. 

On the 15th of February, 1831, the Camden and 
Amboy Railroad Company,and the Delaware and 
Raritan Cenal Company, both of whose charters 
were granted at the same time, were consolidated 
into one company, and the fare between Philadel- 
phia and New York was limited to three dollars, 
which is less than is charged upon most of the 


roads of the State, and upon the roads between || 


here and Philadelphia. Itisa short road, and had 
sixty-six miles of railroad and thirty miles of 
water communication; the whole route being only 
about three cents a mile, which is less than any 
railroad of that short distance charged. ‘The ex- 


i 
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i 
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pense of running a short road.is much more in 
proportion thana long road; hence the New York 
Central or Erie. railroad can afford to run fora 
less price per mile than a short road. , 

In 1832 the joint companies were authorized to 
transfer to the State one thousand shares of stock 
in addition to the same amount previously given, 
and.were to guaranty that the transit duty and 
the dividends on such stock should amount to 
$30,000 annually, and the act declared that it 
should not be lawful at any time during the rail- 
road charter to construct any other railroad inthe 
State without the consent of the said companies, 
which should. be intended or used for the trans- 
portation of passengers or merchandise between 
the cities of New York and Philadelphia. 

In 1837, the Legislature of New Jersey char- 
tered another railroad by authorizing the joint com- 
panies to construct a branch railroad from New 

Brunswick to Trenton and Bordentown, thus con- 

necting the New Jerscy railroad, which runs from 
Jersey City to New Brunswick, with the Phila- 
delphia and Trenton railroad at Trenton and the 
Camden and Amboy at Bordentown, thus making 
a new line of communication between New York 
and Philadelphia independent of the Camden and 
Amboy line. In 1852, the Legislature of New Jer- 
scy chartered another railroad, which is one of the 
roads that are now asking for these special priv- 
ileges. It authorized the Camden and Atlantic 
Railroad Company to build a railroad from Cam- 
den to Absecom inlet, now Atlantic City, for the 
purpose of doing local business between those 
two points. The Legislature afterwards, in 1854, 
chartered another railroad company, the Raritan 
and Delaware Bay railroad, Che other line named 
in this bill,) to construct a road from some suita- 
ble point on Raritan bay east of the village of Key- 
port, in the county of Monmouth, by the way of 
certain designated places, to Cape Island, on the 
Atlantic ocean, for the purpose of doing local 
business between these two particular points, 
‘Vhe charters of these roads were subject to the 
charter ofthe Cainden and Amboy railroad. ‘These 
roads when they accepted their charter knew that 
they had no right to compete in business with the 
joint companies, and they took their charters with 
full knowledge of the exclusive privileges granted 
by the State to the joint companies. 

After thus taking theircharters, they come here 
to Congress and ask Representatives from Ohio, 


from New York, and other States, men of the 


East and men of the West, to trample upon the 
laws of the State of New Jersey, to trample upon 
the decisions of her courts, to destroy her domestic 
railroad communications, and place them under 
the sole jurisdiction of the United States. When 
the Raritan and Delaware Railroad Company 
were about completing their road they wrote a 
letter to the Camden and Amboy Railread Com- 
pany, making proposalsin which they admit they 
could not go to Camden without the consent of 
the joint companies. Are the Representatives of 
the eastern middie, border, or western States will- 
ing to open such a door to fraud, and let it walk 
forth iu bold and undisturbed impunity? 

‘These roads were chartered in 1852 and 1854. 
Seven years after the last charter, in 1861, these 
two companies entered into a joint contract to 
connect tbeir roads, so as to make a through route 
from New York to Philadelphia, and one of them, 
the Raritan and Delaware Bay Company, began 
to build a branch road from Atsion to Jackson, 
where it connects with the Camden and Atlantic 
railroad, for which they had no right at all in 
their charter. The Caniderand Amboy Railroad 
Company and the Delaware and Raritan Canal 
Company, believing that the object of this was 
to doa through business beween Philadelphiaand 
New York, and thus interfere with their vested 
rights, in July, 1862, filed a bill of complaint in 
the court of chancery of New Jersey against them 
for an injunction to restrain the intended con- 
nection, alleging it to be illegal, an invasion of 


| their rights, undertaken in bad faith and with the | 
intention to use them for transportation of pas- | 


sengers or freight from New York to Philadel- 
phia. ‘Phat bill was answered under the solemn 
oaths of the presidents and directors of these two 
railroad companies. ‘They declared before God, 
and on their solemn oaths in the high court of 
chancery of New Jersey, that they had no inten- 
tion of connecting their roads for the purpose of 
doing through business. I now read from the 


opinion of the chancellor in. that case to show 
to what they swore: 

“They also deny that they intend in any way to violate 
the chartered rights of the complainants, or that they intend 
during their existence to violate any of the alleged caclusive 

rivileges of the complainants. And the defendants, all and 
each of them, declare that it isnot and never has been their 
intention, by the construction of their railroad, or its con- 
nections with Wie Camden and Atlantic railroad, or other- 
wise, to interfere with the complainants’ chartered rights 
‘by competing with the railroad of the complainants by the 
transportation of passengers Or merchandise between the 
cities of New York and Philadelphia or otherwise.”— 
Page 5. : 

The chancellor decided that because the com- 
panies had sworn that they were simply making 
this connection for the purpose of doing. local 
business, which they had a right to do, the ap- 
plication for the injunction must be denied, and 
the joint companies were turned out of court. 

After this decision was made, they proceeded 
to finish their road and connecting branch, and 
used every means to attract the freight business 
between New York and Philadelphia over their 
line, and began to carry freight and passengers 
through from city to city. 

The joint companies then filed a supplemental 
bill charging the facts and demanding the inter- 
position of the court. : 

The Raritan and Delaware Bay Company pro- 
cured their connection with Philadelphia by bad 
faith to the Camden and Amboy Company, and 
avoided an injunction to prevent such connection 
by deceiving the court, and swearing that they had 
no intention to use the roads for through busi- 
ness, while the contrary was their manifest intent, 

In this case, upon the supplemental bill, the 
chancellor decided that they had aright to doa 
local business, but that they had no right to doa 
through freight or passenger business between 
Philadelphia and New York; and he granted a 
perpetual injunction against them to prevent them 
from doing “a through business in’ the future. I 
refer to the opinion of the chancellor to show how 
much the oaths of these gentlemen are worth, and 
thatthe Jaw is clear upon the exclusive privileges 
of the joint companies. They took a solemn oath 
before the court and high Heaven, and after viola- 
ting thatsolemn oath ask Congress to sustain them 
in their perfidy. I read from the opinion of the 
chancellor, to sustain the position that the contract 
between the State and the joint companies isa law~ 
ful and constitutional one: 

sft is dificult to conceive of a more express engagement 
onthe part of the State, or of a clearer recognition of the 
exclusive rights of the companies, than is contained in these 
statutes. Whatever doubts may be entertained as to the 
constriction of the contract, there can be none as to the 
fact of making it. 

“hat the engagement is not in the form of a contract 
it none the obligatory, Itis the form in which 
thof the State is usually pledged, and in which con- 
tracts with corporations, touching the exercise of oxelnsive 
franchises under legislative authority, are entered into? 


* * * 


«<The contract is founded upon a valuable consideration 
paid by the companies, s 

«Jr was made as an inducement to private enterprise and 
private capital to construct an important highway required 
for public travel and the convenience of commerce, and 
which it was incumbent upon the State in its sovereign ca- 
to provide either directly by its own means or through 
s agency ot others? * + o ā a * * so 
‘The existence and validity of the grant of exclusive 
privileges by the State to the complainants, which they ask 
to be protected, are satisfactorily established. ”? 

* * * * * * x * * 


* * 


“he compliinants? rights are clear and unquestioned. 
They have been in the actual enjoyment of their franchise 
for more than thirty years, The defendants by using or 
permitting their roads to be used for the establishment of a 
through route for the transportation of freight and passen- 
gers between the cities of New York and Philadelphia have 
exceeded the powers conferred upon them and interfered 
with therights and the property of the complainants. ‘Chere 
is nothing in the charters of the defendant corporations or 
of either of them which expressly or by implication confers 
the power of establishing sueb route or the franchise of tak- 
ing tolls thereof. The Legislature cannot be presumed to 
have intended or contemplated any grant inconsistent with 
the manitestdesign of the charters ofthe defendants. Wheth- 
er the complainants’ rights have been invaded by ap È 
ora fraudulent exercise of power is immaterial. ln cither 
event they are cutitied to have their rights protected and the 
wrong suppressed. The complainants are entitled to an 
injunction restraining the defendants from using or permit- 
ting to be used their roads, or either of them, tor the pur- 
pose complained of, pursuant to the prayer of the supple- 
mental pil”? 


It is a well-settled rule of law that public grants 
are to be construed strictly; and in cases of grants 
of franchises by the public to a private corpora- 
tion, any ambiguity in the terms of the charter 
must operate against the corporation and in favor 
of the public. ‘The corporate body can take 
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nothing not-elearly given by iss:charter, (Pro- 
prictors of Stourbridge Canal vs: Wheely, 2 Barn, 
& Ad.,793; Béaty vs, Lessee of Knowler, 4 Peters, 
168; Prov. Bank vs. Billings, 4 Peters, 514; United 
States vs. Arredondo, 6 Peters, 738; Charles River 
Bridge vs: Warren Bridge, 11 Peters, 420; Rich- 
mond R. R. Co. vs. Louisa R. R. Co.,.13 How., 
81; Proprietors of Bridges os. Hoboken Land Cos, 
2 Beasley, 81.) This shows that the companies 
named in this bill have no authority to-establish 
a through business between New York and Phil- 
adelphia; neither have, they a right to. permit 
these roads to be used for that purposc.. ‘They 
cannot. jointly do. what neither. ean lawfully do; 
nor-can they effect-by theagency of another what 
they cannot do themselves. caio: ou ss 
The corporations: asking for this: legislation 
are creatures of New Jersey for limited and spe- 
cified purposes, with reserved: powers,are distinct 
bodies, each to do local business between defined 
points. This billin.effect consolidates them into 


one, with additional powers of extension, divests | 
i 


the State of her sovereign jurisdiction over them 
within her own limits and upon her own soil. Jt 
is claimed under the Constitution, which gives 
‘power to Congress. to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States and 
to establish post offices and post roads. Congress 
has no such power as is claimed in this case, but 
under the power to regulate commerce among the 
several States it has a right to pass general laws 
applicable alike to all the States to regulate com- 
merce among them, but that is:a very different 
power from that of consolidating bodics corporate 
specially by name, within a single State, with 
power to extend branch roads everywhere in the 
State and do the business of common carriers. ‘It 
was a well-settled principle of the common Jaw 
that if one had a ferry by prescription and an- 
other erected another ferry so near it as to draw 
away its custom it wasa nuisance. The same 
principle applies. to the exclusive privileges given 
the jointcompanies, ‘The corporations applying 
for this legislation have gone beyond the powers 
which their charters give them. ‘The friends of 
this bill say that these exclusive privileges and 
taxes imposed upon the joint companies are in 
violation of the right of Congress to regulate com- 
merce among the.several States. 

To sustain myself upon this point J refer to a 
case in the supreme court of New Jersey, be- 
tween the State of New Jersey and the Delaware, 
Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company, 
decided February term, 1864. The object of this 
suit was to test the validity of a claim for tax al- 
leged to be duc from the defendants: 

«This tenth section pri 
larly doing business in this 
of the Stato, shail be iss 
of the business so by them done and transac 
inmanner following, that ia to : 'y such company 
shall pay a transit duty of three ceats on every passenger 
and two cents on every ton of goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, or other articles carried or transported by or for such 

< company on any railroad or caual in this State, for any dis- 
lanes exceeding t cngers and freight 
transported exelns * * = 

“Trisinsisted 
violation of the eighth section Of the first article of the Con- 
stitution of the United States, which confers upon the Con- 


e 
ẹę 


ridos‘ that all corporations regn- 
3 and not being corporations 
and taxed for and fu respect 


din this State, 


gress of the United States the power to regulate commerce 
with foreign uations and among the several States. It is 


claimed thatthis power conferred on Congress has been 
adjudged to be exelusive, and that any attempt on the part 
of a State to regulate comurerec among the States, by inter- 
fering with its freedom, or making hostile or burdensome 
(iscriminations,is an infriugement of that power, and void.” 

* * * * * * * * * * x 

« And it may be added, the local necessities of domestic 
intercourse, ‘ whetc the subjects of such intercourse,’ (con- 
linues Judge Curtis,) ‘are in their nature watioual and re- 
quiring uniform s m of regulation, may justly be said to 
require exclusive legislation by Congress.’ 

és Where commerce is of this national character; there is 
noconstitutional or legal power ina State to interrupt, im- 
pede, or regulate it. Bat when it has notsuch national but 
a local character, the States do many things to regulate it, 
and some that more or l effect commercial intercourse 
withoutany viclation of the Constitution. Laws, for ex- 
ample, for the regulation of pilots aud pilotage are not ques- 
tioned as to their constitutionality. ‘The regulation of ti 
fares and tolls on turupikes, railroads, and ferries, even di- 
rectly between two Stites, are wholly within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State, and such power has been coutinually ex- 
ereised, and in the case of the Chosen Freeholders of Hud- 
son County vs. the State, 4 Zabriskie R., 730, it was held 
by the court of errors that the exercise ofsach power was 
in nowise repugnantto the provisions of the Constitution’? 

+ * * * w + * * + + 

«Does the act in question attempt to interruptor to reg- 
ulate commerce; or to impose dutics or imposts on exports 
or imports? tie d 

«jt docs not-exclude from the State any class ef per- 


x 


| sons-or of property, or of vessels, or other yelhicles.o 
| portation; as did the. act. of New_York, which grant 
certain individuals the exclusive use of ifs. waters for 
| gation by vessels propelled by fire or steam, an 
declared. to be unconstitutional in Gibbous 
Wheat Ry, so RD Rk oe 
. “It imposes.no impost, tax, tribute, or duty, directly. or 
indirectiy,.on passengers or goods, aud is not within th 
principles of the Passenger cases, (7 How., page 283,) nor 
does it impede the exporvof any artiele by requiring stamps 
upon bills of lading, or otherwise, and is not within the rul- 
ing of Alney. vs. The State of California, (24 How. R., 169. 
It makes no discrimination between the property.o: 
zens of this State or othet States. | Nor are the pas: 


Te x D ais 
ot owners of goods, or the goods: themselves, in anywise ji 


made subject to the tax or retarded by it, The tax is laid 
onthe company without. respect to. the. ownership of the 
goods or to the residence ot the passengers. ”? fo ae wo 
“Er is a tax upon tie. coinpany ‘for and in respect.of the 
busings by them done and transacted within the State,’ 
-eourputed by the tons of merchandise and number of pas- 
sengers transported.’? * wo war * * 
“The tax in question is neither more nor less thana tax 
on tbe income of the company from its business in this 
State ; the easiest mode of ascertaining whieh, is by the 
|| Compauy’s annual statements pf the number of passengers 
and ofthe tons of merchandise transported, 
“ It imposes, itis tue, this tax on a foreign corporation, 
and because it is foreign.” * x * Lid 
“Tie principle of the section of the actin question is 
not novel, nor its application without precedent. By the 
act of February 4, 1830, the Camden and Amboy Railroad 
and Transportation Company were required to. pay to the 
State: at the rate of ten cents for each passenger, and fifteen 
cents for cach ton of merchandise transported on their rogd 
* * w k k * * * * * 


“Tf legislative construction of a measure is of any valuc, 
we surely bave itimthe acts referred to. They are all based 
npon the principle that a State may tax individuals or com- 
panies who exercise privileges within the State, and are 
protected by. its laws; and they emphatically declare that 
by ‘so doing no article of the Constitution of the United 
States is violated. I am satisfied thatthe actin question in 
the ease is notin violation of any clause of the Constitution 
of the United States, or of this State.?? 


The committee refer to the Wheeling. bridge 
case asa precedent for this legislation.. 1 will read 
so much of the act in question as bears on this 
case, (10 United States Statutes at Large, page 
112, an act making appropriations for the Post 
Office Department,) in sections six and eight of 
which itis enacted: 

“That the bridges across the Ohio river at Wheeling, in 
the State of Virginia, and at Bridgeport, in the State of Ohio, 
abutting on Zanes island, in said river, are bereby declared 
| to be lawful structures in their present position and cieva- 
| tion, and shall sobe held and taken to be, anything in any 
law or ktws'of the United States to the contrary notwith- 
standing; and that said bridges are déelared to be and are 
established post roads for the passagcof the mails of the Uni- 
ted States.” 

They also refer to the case of Pennsylvania vs. 
The Wheeling and Belmont Bridge Company, (18 
| Howard, United States Supreme Court Reports, 
page 421,) sustaining the said act of Congress; 
| which are no precedents for the exercise of the 
| powers attempted by the bill under consideration, 
but are precedents against it. 

The Ohio river was a public highway of com- 

meree, which under the Constitution of the United 
| States had heen regulated by Congress, as will 
appear by the Journal of Congress, volume four, 
| pages 637 and 638, and by the Ordinance of 1787, 
article four, and by the act of Congress admitting 
Kentucky. (Acts of Congress for enrolling and 
licensing ships or vessels to be employed in the 
|! coasting trade and for regulating the same; 1 
United States Statutes at Large, page 305. Actof 
Congress authorizing duties to be paid at ports on 
the Ohio; 4 Statutes at Large, page 480. . Green 
vs. Biddle, 8 Wheaton, 1.) 
‘| The navigation of the river asa common high- 
way of commerce having been established by 
regulation of Congress and compact between the 
States, it could not be lawfully obstructed by any 
State authortty; and before the building of the 
| bridge at Wheeling Congress had fully exercised 
the constitutional power to regulate commerce on 
the Ohio river, and by its own action prohibited 
the erection of the bridge at Wheeling so as to 
interfere with commerce. At the second session 
of the Twenty-Fourth Congress application was 
made for leave to build a bridge across the Ohio 
at Wheeling, and opposed on account of its in- 
jury to navigation, and on that ground it was de- 
feated. : a 

“In 1847 the Legislature of Virginia, who owned 
the whole river to the banks on the Ohio side, 


ompany to construct a bridgeacross the 


Bridge C |: 
i Wheeling, and while the company 


Ohio river at ‘ 
| were in the act of building it the State of Penn- 
| sylvania filed a bill in the Supreme Court of the 
| United States against them, and prayed an injunc- 


i 


granted a charter to the Whceling and Belmont | 


useless; ; 
hinder the | 
actof Congre 


In 1854 the State of Pennsylvania it 
moved for an injunction to prevent theri 
of the bridge over and across the eastern channi 
between Zane’s island and the main Virginiashove, 
at a less elevation than was prescribed by: tle 
former decree of the court, which was granted.: 
Inthe mean time, between,the first de 
the granting of the second:injunction sin: é 
aét of Congress referred to by the committee-w: 
passed, declaring ‘the bridge across the Ohi 
heeling, in the State of Virginia,and at Bride 
port, in the: State of Ohio, abutting: :on :Z 
island, lawful structures, anything in-any law, 
laws of the United States to the contrary th- 
standing, and. that the:officers and crews of, ves- 
sels should regulate the rise'of the vessels and the 
pipes or chimneys so as not to interfere with said 
ridge. i ` ` AEN 
Cancicss being the. power that made the Ohio 
river a public highway for commerce had.an un- 
doubted right to so far repeal its: former legisla- 
tion as made the bridge a nuisance, declaring 
Jawful structure. ‘The same power thar pave’) xu 
on- 


aright to abridge ortake away; because in: 

ress was confided the exclusive legislation in‘ re- 
ation to commerce upon. the. Ohio river. . This 
act of Congress did not override the law. of Vit- 
ginia, but upheld and sustained.it. This was. a 
lawful bridge by the laws of Virginia; but. be- 
cause it interfered with the free navigation of the 
Ohio, which navigation had been guarantied by 
Congress, it was necessary, in order to make 
legal structure against all the world, that.Congress 
| should repeal a part of its legislation, and henge 
the actin question was obtained. . The difference 
between that case and the billsunder considera- 
tion is this, that while that only ratified and. con- 
firmed what was a lawful structure by State legis- 
| lation, this attempts to make a through route legal 


Jersey to beillegal. Instead. of sustaining the laws 
of a State it overrides and destroys them, and says 
thatthe people of New-Jersey shall: not be per- 
mitted to declare what railroads they will have in 
their own State to do through business from New 
York to Philadelphia, and not only authorizes the 
roads to carry the mails, troops, and munitions of 
| war of the United States, but to transport goods, 
wares, and merchandise of all descriptions, and 
passengers, between the cities of New York and 
Philadelphia and intermediate places. ey 
The act of Congress was to establish a: post 
: route for the purpose of transporting the mails-of 
the United States. It is declared -a lawful struc- 
ture across the Ohio river by act of Congress, bé- 
cause it had been decided to be a nuisance on 
account of the previous legislation of Congress. 
They did notundertake to authorize the company 
to do business as common carriers, for freightand 
passengers, but simply, in the exercise of sover- 
eign power, to establish a post route. Virginia 
had already in 1847, by.an act of the Legislature, 
authorized the W hecling and Belmont BridgeCom- 
pany to construct this bridge across the Ohio river. 
The court decided that this bridge was an-un~ 
lawful structure against the commerce of the 
i country. Why? Because Congress had- declared 
| the Ohio river to be a public highway for the pur- 
pose of commerce among the several States; and 
because this bridge interfered with that act ‘of 
Congress, it was necessary toget this act of Con- 
|| gress to repeal so much of its former legislation 
which made that bridge a nuisance, and thereby 
make ita lawfal structure. It was simply. this, 
and nathing more, that Congress had the right to 
repeal its own laws. ‘It had supreme jurisdiction 
over the Obio river in regard to commerce, and it 
had passed flaw which made this bridge a nui- 
| sance, and ‘it hada right sto repeal so much of 


i 


which has been. declared by the courts: of New . 
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that law as made ita nuisance, the repeal of which 
would make it a lawful structure. The unau- 
thorized obstruction of a public navigable river is 
an offense at common law, and may be punished 
in a criminal proceeding by indictment, (4 Black- 
stone’s Com., 167.) - : f 

Is there any better settled principle of law to 
be found in the law books of our own or any 
other country than that Congress, or any other 
legislative body, has a right to repeal so mach 
of its legislation as it sees fit? } 

The case of the State of Pennsylvania vs. The 
Wheeling and Belmont Bridge Company shows 
that Congress has no constitutional authority to 


pass such a bill as this, because this legislation is, 


not within the meaning or letter of the power 
given to Congress to regulate commerce among 
the several States. I will read from the opinion 
of the court in that case, in 18 Howard, page 432: 

“A class of cases that have frequently occurred in the 
State courts contain principles analogous to those involved 
in the present case, ‘The purely internal streams of a State 
which are navigable belong to the riparian owners to the 
thread of the stream, and as such they have a right to use 
the waters and bed bencath for their own private emolu- 
ment, subject only to the public right of navigation. They 
may construct wharves or dams or canals for the purpose 
of subjecting the stream to the various uses to which it may 
be applied subject to this public casement. But if these 
structures materially interfere with the public right, the ob- 
struction may be removed or abated as a public nuisance, 

& In respect to those purely internal streams of a State, 
the public right of navigation is exclusively under the con- 
trol and regulation of the State Legislature; and in cases 
where these erections or obstructions to the navigation are 
constructed under the Jaw of the State, or sanctioned by 
Tegistative authority, they are neither a public nuisance sub- 
ject to abatement nor is the individual who may have sus- 
tained special damage from their interference with the pub- 
lic use entitled to any remedy for bis loss, So far as the 
public use ofthe stream is concerned, the Legislature having 
the power to control and regalate it, the statute authorizing 
the structure, though it may be a real impediment to the 
navigation, makes it lawful”? 

. Lalso refer to 5 Wendell, 448, 449; 15 Wen- 
dell, 113; 17 T. R., 195; 20 T. R., 90, 101; 5 
Cowan, 165. 

The Twenty-Fourth Congress refused to au- 
thorize the construction of this bridge upon the 
ground that it would interfere with the free navi- 

ation of the Ohio river. ‘Che cases to which I 
have referred show point-blank that no such bill 
as this is constitutional, because it is not within 
the meaning of the power granted to regulate 
commerce among the several States. [tis simply 
an interference with the rights of a loyal State; a 
State which has poured out her blood and treas- 
ure in defense of the Union; a State which has 
been loyal and furnished more men and money, 
according to population, than any other State. 

After they were refused this act of Congress, 
after the Legislature of Virginia chartered this 
bridge across the Ohio river at Wheeling, and 
the decision of the courts was against it, in order 
to avoid that decision, in 1652 they came to Con- 
gress to get the action of Congress to legalize it. 
For what purpose? Not to interfere with the 
laws of Virginia, but to repeal so much of thelaw 
of Congress as had by its action over this com- 
mercial highway forbidden any obstruction upon 
it, and had declared the bridge a nuisance. Sup- 
pr a railroad were chartered in this city torun 

y horse power, could they, in violation of the 
charter, run by steam? No more could they do 
that than can these corporations of New Jersey 
override their own acts of incorporation which 
gave them an existence, and which made them 
comply with certain designated points and cer- 
tain designated purposes. If Congress can exer- 
cise the power claimed in this bill, they can char- 

‘ter horse railroads in Broadway, New York, or 
turnpike roads in the States, or authorize the 


horse railroads of Newark, New Jersey, to run 


by steam, in violation of their charters, 

Now, this very opinion the committee brought 
here to sustain this unprecedented legislation js 
against them: 

«The bridge had been constructed under an act of the 


Legislature of tie State of Virginia; and it was admitted that į 


act conferred full authority upon the detendanis for the 
erection, subject only to the power of Congress in the reg- 
ulation of commerce, ft was claimed, however, that Con- 
gress bad acted upon the subject and bad regulated the nav- 
igation af the Ohio river, and had thereby secured to the 


publie, by virtue of its authority, the free and unobstructed | 
n sofar ! 


use of the same; and that the erection ef the brid 
as it interfered with tbs enjoyment of this usc, was incon- 
sistent with and in violation of the acts of Congress, and 
destructive of the rigbtderived under them ; and that, to the 


extent of this interference with the free navigation of the + 
river, the act of the Legislamreof Virginiaafforded no au- : 


4 


thority or justification. Ft was in conflict with the acts of 
Congress, which were the paramount law. 

«This being the view of the case taken bya majority of 
the court, they found no difficulty in arriving at the con- 
clusion that the obstruction of the navigation of the river 
by the bridge was a violation of the right secured to the 
public by the Constitution and laws of Congress, nor in 
applying the appropriate remedy in behalf of the plaintiff. 
The ground and principles upon which the court proceeded 
will be found reported in 13 Howard, 518. 

« Since, however, the rendition of this decree, the acts 
of Congress, already referred to, have been passed, by which 
the bridge is made a post road for the passage of the mails 
of the United States, and the defendants are authorized to 
have and maintain it at its present site and elevation, and 
requiring all persons navigating the river to regulate such 
navigation so as not to interfere with it, 

* So far, therefore, as this bridge created an obstruction to 
the free navigation of the river, in view of the previous acts 
of Congress, they are to be regarded as modified by this 
subsequent legislation ; and, although it still may be an ob- 
struction in fact, is notso in the contemplation of taw. We 
have already said, and the principle is undoubted, that the 
act of the Legislature of Virginia conferred full authority 
to erect and maintain the bridge, subject to the exercise of 
the power of Congress to regulate the navigation of the 
river. That body having in the exercise of this power reg- 
ulated the navigation consistent with its preservation and 
continuation, the authority to maintain it would seem to 
be complete. 18 Howard, United States Supreme Court 
Reports, p. 430, 

l say, gentlemen, that the charter of New Jersey 
to the Camden and Amboy Railroad and Trans- 
portation Company, even if their exclusive priv- 
ileges impeded the commerce of the State, cannot 
be interfered with by the Congress of the United 
States. 

Congress cannot have the power to control the 
railroads of thirty-four States, and when the Le- 
gislature of a State refuses to charter arailroad to 
giveita charterhere. {t would take three fourths 
of the time of this [Iouse to legislate upon these 
charters, The very statement of the principle is 
contrary to the assumption of any such power on 
the part of the Congress of the United States. 
This bridge was declared a lawful structure be- 
cause the Obio river is a highway of commerce, 
and therefore Congress had to declare the bridge 
a lawful structure. What for? For the transmis- 
sion of the mails. 1 do not deny that Congress 
has a right to make all the railroads of the coun- 
try post routes by one gencral law sweeping over 
all the States, but not in regard to any one particu- 
lar State alone. Congress has already declared all 
the railroads of the country post routes and a 
part of the military establishment of the United 
States. 

The committee also refer to an act of Congress 
establishing certain post roads,in which it is en- 
acted that the bridge partly constructed across 
the Ohio river, at Steubenville, in the State of 
Ohio, abutting on the Virginia shore of said 
river, is hereby declared to be a lawful structure. 
That the said bridge and ELolliday’s Cove rail- 
road are hereby declared a public highway and 
established a post road for the purpose of the 
transmission of the mails of the United States, 
and that the Steubenville and Indiana Railroad 
Company, chartered by the Legislature of the 
State of Ohio, and the Holliday’s Cove Railroad 
Company, chartered by the State of Virginia, or 
either of them, are authorized to complete, main- 
tain, and operate said road and bridge when com- 
pleted, anything in the law or laws of the above- 
named States to the contrary notwithstanding. 
(12 United States Statutes at Large, 569, 570.) 

This is not a parallel case, and no precedent for 
the proposed legislation. 

On the 24th of February, 1848, the Legislature 
of Ohio chartered the Steubenville and Indiana 
Railroad Company, to construct a road from Steu- 
benville th the Indiana State line. ° 

On the 12th of May, 1849, the Legislature of 
Ohio authorized the company, with the consent of 
the Legislature of Virginia, to construct a bridge 
at Steubenville across the Ohio river so as to con- 
nect the road with a road leading eastward from 
that place, so as not to interfere with navigation. 
(Volume 46, Laws of Ohio, page 256.) 

In 1860, the Legislature of Virginia chartered 
the Holliday’s Cove Railroad Company, to con- 
struct a railroad from the Pennsylvania line to 
Steubenville, Ohio, with power to erect a railroad 
bridge across the Ohio river. : 

In 1861 the State of Virginia seceded from the 
Union. In November, 1861, the convention which 
formed the constitution of West Virginia held its 
session at Wheeling; and on the 3 st of Decem- 
ber, 1862, the State was admitted into the Union 
by act of Congress. 


The act making the bridge at Steubenville a 
lawful. structure and making a post road of the 
Holliday’s Cove road was passed by Congress 
on the lth of July, 1862, a year or more after 
Virginia had seceded. 

The Steubenville and Indiana railroad was law- 
fally chartered by the State of Ohio and built 
when the act in question was passed, and the Hol- 
iday’s Cove railroad was lawfully chartered by 
ithe State of Virginia and partly built before the 
act in question. Virginia had seceded and was 
out of the Union when the act of Congress was 

assed. 

I hope the members of this House will not vio- 
late the laws of New Jersey and place her ona 
footing with disloyal Virginia because Congress 
saw fit since this war, and after Virginia had se- 
ceded, to declare a road chartered by Virginia 
when she was loyal and inthe Union a post road. 
New Jersey is in the Union, true to every pledge 
of our fathers, heroic with the fame and gallantry 
of her soldiers in this war, always following in 
the path of liberty, and with alacrity responding 
to the call of her country upon all occasions, 

Do not violate the laws of my State and addin- 
‘sult and injury to her institutions while she is 
struggling to uphold the Government that ought 
to protect her. 

This last act of Congress gave no power to an 
individual corporation to transgress upon the laws 
of a State, and did not attempt to make a corpora- 
tion legal which by the courts had been declared 
to be illegal. But for the purpose of establishing 
a general commercial system throughout the Uni- 
ted States,and for the purpose of transporting the 
mails across this bridge, its construction was sus- 
tained. 

It was necessary for Congress to declare the 
bridge a lawful structure, because previous acts 
of Congress and the United States court had de- 
clared the Ohio river to be a public highway of 
commerce and that no bridge ought to be erected 
ever it, The Constitution vests Congress with 
the power to regulate commerce among the sev- 
eral States; but Congress did not declare, in that 
case, the railroad to be a lawfulstructure. This 
bill proposes to declare the railroads lawful struc- 
tures, anything in the laws of the State of New 
Jersey to the contrary notwithstanding. 

What was the object of that bill? It was a bill 
to establish post roads, and it gave authority to 
these two railroad companies, one lawfully char- 
tered by the Legislature of Ohio and the other 
lawfully chartered by the Legislature of Virginia, - 
to build a bridge across the Ohio river. But Con- 
gress did not claim the power to declare the rail- 
roads lawful structures, because the provision of 
the Constitution only authorizes Congress to reg- 
ulate commerce among the several States. Con- 
gress only undertook to declare the bridge a 
lawful structure, which they had a right todo, be- 
cause it interfered with the previous legislation of 
Congress in making the Ohio river a highway 
for the purposes of the commercial intercourse of 
the nation. (Committee’s report, page 2; volume 
12, United States Statutes at Large, 569, 570.) 

It was necessary to declare that the bridge 
should bea lawful structure, because it was across 
the Ohio, which, by act of Congress, had been 
made a public highway of commerce, and the 
bridge, on that account, would have been illegal 
without Congress repealed a part of its former 
legislation, by declaring the bridge a lawful struc- 
ture, but it does not declare the Holliday’s Cove 
railroad a lawful structure, but made it a public 
highway and post road for the transmission of 
the mails of the United States, and authorized the 
Steubenville and Indiana Railroad Company, and 
the Holliday’s Cove Railroad Company, to com- 
plete, maintain, and operate said road/and bridge 
when completed, for the purpose of the transmis- 
sion of the mails of the United States; and all other 
business done is by the State Jaws. It merely 
authorizes the Steubenville and Indiana Railroad 
Company, who by their charter were authorized to 


| construct a bridge at Steubenville, across the Ohio 


river, with the consent of Virginia, so as to connect 
their road with the road in Virginia, and the Hol- 
liday’s Cove Railroad Company, which, by their 
charter from Virginia, had a right to erect the rail- 
road and a bridge across the Ohio at the same place, 
to complete and operate the roads and bridges for 
the purpose of carrying the mails, and in no way 
interferes with the fe te of the two companies, 
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or the laws of the States, and neither State could 
prevent such an act of Congress, being purely one 
for mail purposes, and there is nothing in the act 
compelling the companies to:do any particular 
kind of business, and only attempts to legislate 
as far as authorized by the organic law of the 
United States. The bridges and the Holliday’s 
‘Cove railroad were lawfully authorized by the 
State of Virginia, and this act of Congress merely 
made the bridges lawful structures as to the navi- 
gation of the river, which for. ail other. purposes 
were lawful by the laws of Virginia and Ohio, 
They were not declared post routes for the pur- 
pose of carrying passengers and freight between 
tie place and ‘another in violation of the chartered 
rights of any other railroad. 00. 

Task you if there is any precedent for the pas- 
sage of sucha billas this? “On the contrary, the 
precedents cited by the committee show that pre- 
vious legislation has been simply to regulate com- 
merce among the States, and not to interfere with 
the commercial intercourse of one State. 

_ This bill is in violation of the fifth article of 
the Amendments tothe Constitution of the United 
States, which declares that private property shall 
not be taken for public use without just compen- 
‘sation. he ; 

That part of the franchise granted by the State 


to the joint companies, that they shall have the | 


éxclusive right to carry through passengers and 
merchandise between the two cities, is as much 
the private property of the joint companies as are 
the road and its equipments; and this bill pro- 
poses to take away that right, by granting the. 
privilege to other corporations, without any com- 
pensation whatever, 

Can it be pretended that Congress has a con- 
stitutional right to pass a law that has the effect 
and operation to annul the judgment of our State 
court, already rendered, or the rights determined 
thereby in favor of the joint companies, without 
even any compensation? The assumption of such 
a power is without precedent, and ,as a precedent 
for the future, is of dangerous example. 

{t impairs and invalidates the obligation of the 
contract upon the part of the State with the joint 
companies, and, if passed, may deprive the State 
of over one hundred and eighty thousand dollars 
‘a year in taxes and dividends, which are paid to 
her by the joint companies for these exclusive 
privileges, unless they are permitted to enjoy 
them. i 

The exclusive rights given to the Camden and 
Amboy Railroad Company are no regulation of 
commerce, because the mere refusing to granta 
charter for another railroad across the State be- 
tween the two cities would be just as mucha 
regulation of commerce as these exclusive privi- 
leges. 

Parties cannot constructa railroad or turnpike 
in any State without authority of the Legislature 
of the State. Each State charters as many com- 

anies for such purposes as it pleases. Its neg- 
ect or refusal to charter others has never been 
deemed a regulation of commerce. It has al- 
ways been considered a part of the domestic pre- 
rogatives of a State to regulate its own road sys- 
tem, and Congress has never yet interfered in 
this matter. When Congress in 1806 author- 
ized the great national road from Cumberland to 
Wheeling, it was upon condition that the States 
through which it went should give their consent. 

Will Congress authorize a creature of New Jer- 
sey-legislation to override the Jaws of the State, 
and authorize the property of the joint companies 
to be taken, regardless of their rights and the 
honor of the State, and arouse State jealousies in 
these times when every power of the States ought 
to be exerted to put down this rebellion, and in- 
flict a deadly blow upon the institutions of a State 
whose peopleare paying larger bounties and mak- 
ing more herculean efforts to save the nation than 
any State in the Union according to population, 
and wring from the Camden and Amboy Railroad 
Company their vested rights; a company that 
only last summer, while New York city was con- 
vulsed with riots, gave in one donation $30,000 to 
raise volunteers to put down the rebellion, and 
have and are making extraordinary expenditures 
in double tracks, equipments, and preparation of 
their entire route to accommodate the transporta- 
tion and travel connected’ with the great move- 
ments of the war, and have during this war placed 
at the disposal. of the Government their entire 


= 


roads ‘and equipments; andin évery way f 
tated military operations without. régard to cost 
or sacrifice, and having struggled through the 
periods of experiment should now have the fruits 
of their labor given to ‘other corporations who did 
nothing:to establish this great State railroad and 
canal communication withouteven.compensation? 

-All the railroads in New Jersey are: subject to 


the right of eminent domaitt, and the Legislature { 
-can grant rights to other corporations, interfering | 


with the exclusive privileges of the joint compa- 
nies, upin making them just compensation, If 
the pub 

chises as well as.all the property. of the joint com 
panies may -be taken by the State for public use, 
upon making just compensation. “(West River 


Bridge Co. vs. Dix, 6 How., 529. Richmond R. | 


R,Co. vs. Louisa R. R. Co., 13 How., 83. Enfield 
TolkBridge Co. vs. Hartfordand New Haven R. R: 
Co., 17 Conn., 40. -Boston and Lowell R-R. Co, 
vs. Salem and Lowell R. R. Co., 2 Gray, 1.) Why 
then do not these companies apply to the Legis- 
lature of New Jersey ? Thatis the sovereign power 
to grant these privileges asked of us. 

The case I refer to in the supreme court of New | 
Jersey shows that the cases of Gibbons ss. Ogden, 
9 Wheaton, and the New York ‘and Massachu- 
setts Passenger cases, do not conflict with the ex- į 
clusive privileges of the joint companies. 

There is no necessity for this legislation, and 

the precedents referred to by the committee show 
it, which I will now read: 
_ & The second instance in which Congress exercised the 
power is to be found in an act to establish certain post 
routes, and to discontinue others, (5 United States Statutes 
at Large, page 271,) where, in section two, it is provided 
that each and every railroad within the limits of the United 
States which now is, or hereafter may be, made and com- 
pleted, shall be a post route, and the Postmaster General shall 
cause the mail to be transported thereon. 

“The third instance is in an act to establish certain post 
roads, approved March 3, 1853, (United States Statutes. at 
Large,) where the same legislation is reaffirmed ; and it is 
again enacted in section three of said act, ‘thatall railroads 
which now, or hereafter may be, in operation, be and the 


same are hereby, declared to be post roads.’ ” 
* * * * * * x * * * 


“The fifth congressional precedent is to be found in vol- 
ume twelve, United States Statutes at Large, page 334, In 
an act to authorize the President of the United States in cer- 
tain cases to take possession of railroad and telegraph lines, 
and for other purposes, approved January 31, 1863, it is 
enacted that ‘the President of the United States, when in 
his judgment the public safety may require it, be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to take possession of any or all the 
railroad lines of the United States, so that they shall be 
considered post roads, and part of the military establishment 
of the United States.’ ” 

They show that the General Government has 
enough power, having the right to take all the 
railroad and telegraphic lines in the United States 
of America and make them military roads for the 
transportation of mails and munitions of war. I 
ask any reasonable man whether the chartered 
rights of the Camden and Amboy Railroad and 
Transportation Company to its exclusive business 
between New York and Philadelphia are not pri- 
vate property as much as its railroad stock is? 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. ROGERS. I hope the House will grant 
me ten minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. “I say that the present exclu- 
sive privileges of these joint companies are their 
property. ‘That was the inducement that made 
them undertake in the first place to invest their 
capital in these works, and Congress has no right 
to deprive them of these chartered rights, espe- 
cially without it makes them compensation. Why 
should the companies of these sand roads, run- 
ning twenty-three or twenty-four miles out of the 
way along the sand-banks of the Atlantic ocean, 
be permitted to take away from these other com- 
panies this private property of theirs withoutany 
compensation? If the Legislature of New Jersey 
makes me a grant of property, has the Congress 
of the United States a right to take that property 
away from me without making me a just com- 
pensation for it? i 

I appeal to the magnanimity and judgment of 
mankind, to the well-settled construction of the 
Constitution; to the principles of justice, whether 
it would not be a libel on the organic law of the 
land, upon the good order of society, and upon 
the legislation of the country, to take away these 
exclusive privileges and put them in the hands of 


foreign capitalists who did nothing to make New, 


Jersey the great inter-State railroad communica- 
tion of the United States? I cannot stand here 


ic necessities require it, the exclusive fran- || 


| Amboy. ai 
oo The 
j and Trenton. 


| is run by steam propellers carrying four. hun 


ment, but for the purpose of puti 
pockety of afew speculatars.in En 
street. = : 2 Ta 

~~ There | 


amden and Amboy line, by wa. 
Camden, oo LPIS o aT 

New Jetsey railroad qnd. Cam 
Amboy branch line, by way of New Brunswick 


3.. Thé Delaware and Raritan canal line; which 


tens burden. ‘They make the.trip'in 
twenty-four hours, and come through 
more or Washington, and for the. transpor 
of cavalry and many kinds: jf Stores’ are. pre 
able'to railroad cars. 7 o L S R 
There is also. the Cen 
through the 
risburg.. ` ; rae nina 
I appeal to the members of this Hous 


the Central railéoad line ranning 
State, by way of Kaston:and 


name of the patriotism and love of country. show! 
by the citizens of my native State, her great ex- 
ertions inthe cause of her country, her adherence 
to the law, her devotion to the determination. te 
break down this rebellion, her revolutionary 
glory, her sons who left. their wives and families, - 
their homes and fathers, to. battle under the old 
flag, whose bravery and discipline have whitened 
the pages of our history, the honor and“ interest 
of the State, the chartered rights of ‘her citizens, 
and her immense outpouring of ‘blood ‘upon ithe 
battle-fields of Antietam and Gettysburg, to not 
override her laws and set her courts at defiance. 

This same bill was before the Senate of the 
United States and tabled, and thesegentlemen now 
come here with it. The Postmaster General in 
his report to the Senate, in pursuance of a reso» 
lution of that bady, says there is‘no necessity for 
any new lines between here and New York, and 
shows thatthere is less necessity.to establish new 
routes in New. Jersey than from here to Philadel- 
phia, I read from his report on pages 2; 4,.3;:6, 
and: 7: : l j 


“The usual speed of through mail trains should be thirty 
miles an hour, but to attain that speed and preserve it with 
regularity, the trainshoutd not consist ot more than six cats, 
including the mail and baggage, attached to one Jocomo- 
tive. This: appears to be the average size of the through 
trains when they leave New. York, but at Philadelphia they 
are sometimes increased to an extent entirely dispropor~ 
tionate to the capacity of the engine, and consequently fail 
to reath Washington on time.” > * aea fA, 
double track has been completed from Jersey City to a 
point three miles short of the southern tenninus-of the New 
Jersey railroad, near New Brunswick, and is nowin course 
of construction, and will soon be’ completed the whole 
length of thatroad. The next road is the Camden and Am- 
boy branch, extending to Trenton. Four miles of this road 
hasa double track; it then makes a curve by which it ap- 
proaches the Delaware and Raritan canal, ou the banks ot 
which it runs to Trenton.» An entirely new road has been 
made, some twenty miles in length, for the purpose öf 
straightening this curve, and it is:'now used by the down 
trains. ‘This new line is mostly graded and ballasted fora 
double track, and will soon be completed; butas the new and 
the old lines are both used, it is now equivalent toa double 
track from the Hudson to the Delaware, The next road iè 
the Philadelphia and Trenton railroad, on which part ef a 
second track is laid; and it would have been entirely com- 
pleted but for the difficulty in getting the requisite labor and 
materiais,” * N * * — “Jt thus appears thar 
the chief difficulty in the way of an expeditious and ¢er- 
tain mail service between the two cities—the want of a 
double track—will soon be removed.” * be * 

“ But instead of removing this inconvenience by attempt- 
ing now to build-a new road, the efforts of the managers of 
the existing roads to improve the service would be greatly 
hindered, nor are the inconveniences to which we have 
been subjected such as that it can-be said to he necessary 
to bave an additional road.” 


The committee report that the chancellor de- 
creed that the companies named in this bill should 
pay to the Camden and Amboy Railroad Com- 
pany all sums collected by the former for through 
business, including the amount received for the 
transportation of troops, which is not sö and 
could not be so, as the joint companies could onl 
recover to the extent of the profits of that throug 
business. “I refer the House to the chancellor's 
opinion, on page 31, which reads.as follows: 


< ft will be referred toa master totake an accountof all 
{othe through passengers and: freight-which dave been- cag - 
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March 22, 


—a. 


all datnages which the complainants b 
Th taking the account the ma williuclude alt the sol- 
diers, horses, b and inunitions of war that have been 
transvorted, distinguishing this part of the account from 
ordinary business. 
it No proof has been offered in support of the allegation 
ofthe answer that they were carried over the roads of the 
defendants by orders of the Secretary of Waror by orders 
of. the General Government. Should it appear before the 
master that any.such orders were made he will report the 
evidence thercor, and the disposition of that part off the 
ease Will be reserved til the coming in of the report.” 
The committee report that from September 1, 
1862, to June 1, 1863, there were transported 
from New York to Philadelphia, over the peti- 
tioners’ ‘roads, 17,428 men, 649 horses, and 
805,245 pounds of freight, ander the order of the 
Government... That business was obtained by 
their paying to thé officers or persons who had 
the control of that business twenty-five cents’ a 
dread for each man, in order to get the business 
over their roads. I assert that thisis a fact, and 
iffany oüe dare deny it, it can be proved by affi- 
davit. These companies presented an account to 
the Philadelphia and Baltimore Railroad Company 
for half of this bribery, which the latter company 
refused to allow, because they had arrangements 
with the Camden and Amboy lines to do their 
through basiness; and at the same time the joint 
companics were ready to do that business, and 
were in waiting for it. . The joint companies have 
always been ready and able to do more business 
for tic Government than they have ever been re- 
quired todo. | refer the House, for proof of my 
‘assertions, to the affidavits of Edwin A, Stevens, 
Ira Bliss, John Simpson, James Herring, George 
B. Raymond, William II. Gatzmer, R. S. Van 
Rensselaer, and Walter Freeman, squires. 
New Jersey, to wit: 
fdwin A. Stevens, of Hoboken, being duty sworn ac- 
carding to law, on his oath deposcth aud itbat he is 
nad has heen for severat years past the President of the 
Camden and Atuboy Railroad and ‘Pransportation Com- 
pauy 5 Wat the means of Communication possessed by suid | 
company between Phitadelphia and New York ate as fol- | 
lows ` 
Ferry-boats from Philadelphia to Camden, railroad from | 
Camden to Amboy, steamboats from Amboy to New York, 
Riitroad (rom Patadciphia (Kensington station) to Tren. | 
ton, thence to Now Brunswick, anita ee with the New i 
Jersey Railroad and Transporation Company, whose rail- į 


ma 


m Camden throng New Jersey to Trenton, 
theuce to New Brunswick, and as in the last-mieutioned 
Jine 10 Now York. . 
And said company, with the Delaware and Raritan Canal 
Jovpany, (Che aiities of both being managed by a joint 
board,) bas also the Delaware and Raritan canal, extend 
ing from Now Brunswiek to Bordentown, accessible by 
v boflargetonnngent New Brunswiek, Iromthe Rariker ji 
i whieh enpies foto Raritan bay, aad accessible at 
Bordentown froo the Delaware river, aud navi 
stema propellers of four buudred tons burden, whiek ean 
and do ake the passage fom New York to Philadelphia 
in twenty-four hour that imanediately upon the breaking 
out ot the rebellion fa the month or Apri, i301, deponent ji 
iu his offeial capacity as president ef sail company | 
fendered to the Government the use of all said menus of 
eonunnicn usively, so long as the emergency or 
necessity therefor should continue, at also tendered the 
use OF a stanch vad suitable steamboat or said company, 
tobe sent aromag to Perryville, and to keep up a comamni- | 
enion between that place and Aupapetis, although said | 
places wert entirely beyond the lir nder the control ol 
sid Company. i 
That trom the said firsttender natil ihe present time, said a] 
company bas nude ihe unnost exertion to forward the na- 
tional troops, and that no troops re been delayed in their i; 
transportiiion over said Hnes of communication of said i; 
company, by any want of facilities or diligence of the otii- |i 
tf 
| 
l 


cers or agents of said company 3 that orders have from time | 
to time been given aud continued in force by deponents | 
directions, that every facility sould be given by the oflicers i 
and agents of kaid company tor such t 3 
that the transportation of troops should take the precedence 
ofall the other busit thatsaid compauy las the appli- 
ances and facilities to carry more troops than have ever 
becu carrivd. 

L the said company has kept unemployed and in read- 
for Government cianployment atal tunes a steamboat 
at New York, and when not employed hy Government she 
is kept asa spare boat. 


sportation, and | 


i A. STEVENS. 
Sworn and subse 


ribed before me, at Hoboken, this 1: 
day of Febru 


ry, 1664 


eneral agent ot the Ca 
ation Company 
hi tor ¥ 


deposcth í 
den and Au 
the city of N 
that the requisitions for the forwarding of troops | 

Now York aud Philadelphia on said railroad have been g 
erally drawn upon dcponucotas suchagent, aud he has been 
cognizant from time to time of thelr Gansportation ; that no 


p this Jst day February, A. D. I$ 


H New York, to wi 


] 
f f cepa 
il contd be performed by said company; that deponent?s in- | 
i Y | 


Po por 


Hi 


that more troops ij 
eculd aud would bave beew carried over said railroad of | 
said company on. any day than were offered; that depo- i 
nents orders, and the orders he has given to his subordin- 
ates, have been at all times to carry troops in preference to 
déing ether business, aid such orders Have been carried | 
out; that the boats of said company have repeatedly waited | 
for troops. who were expected, but did not go on said com- 
pany’s road, as they were taken on the Delaware and Rar- | 
itan Bay railroad, and that on other occasions the boats of |i 
said company bave been delayed for as much as twenty- |} 
four hours waiting for regiments who did not come aceord- |} 
ing to the requisitions made on the company, and that the ji 
| 
| 


offices of the company have been kept open and their em- | 
ployés at work on such days forthe purpose of rceciving li 
and meeting requisitions which wereexpeeted ; that for the | 
last two years, at least; the said company bave kept in re- ii 
serve, for the accommodation of troops only, a large and 
convenient passenger boat, and said boat has always heen | 
kept in readiness, sometimes steain being kept up fora week || 
ata time; tbat said company have not only transported |; 
om their termini and depots, but have repeatedly | 

nt their boats to Riker’s and David's Islands, in the Bast jj 
river, and Staten Island, and taken therefrom and carried 
thereto and over their railroads said troops, between New 
York and Philadetphia, without extra charge for the extra | 
service, IRA BLISS. 


Sworn and subscribed before me; at New York city, this 
Ist day of February, A. D. 1864. 
JEROME BUCK, 

Notary Public Cily of New York. aji 

New York, to wit: i 
John Simpson, being duly sworn according to law, on 
his oath deposeth and saith that be is, and has been for ji 
many years t, (say about fifteen years,) the captain of 
the steamboats of the Camden and Amboy Railroad Com- 
pany which ply between New York and Amboy; that de- 
ponent has been diligent since the commencement of the 
rebellion to keep informed of the passage of troops between 
New York and Philadelphia; that the said company have 
Always be prepared to take all troops which came for 
transportation, and have always been able to take more 
than came 3 that the oflicers of said company have instructed 
deponent to give the transportation of troops the preference 
over att other business, aud said orders have been obeyeds 
that deponent-recolecets the times when troops have gone to 
Phitidetphia by the Delaware aud Raritan Gay railroad, and 
that at sueh times the nden and Amboy Railroad Com 
pany were prepared to carry sueh troops, and their boa 
were repeatedly kept hours waiting for troops; that the ez 
pacity of theappliances, boats, and rolling stock ofsaid com- | 
pany is fur greater than necessary to carry ali the soldiers ji 
that have passed between New York aud Philadelphia, | 
whether on said Delaware and Raritan Bay railroad or on j| 
said Camden and Amboy railroad, or on both. |i 
JOUN SIMPSON. |] 


Sworn and stdseribed before me, at the city of New York, | | 
this Ist day of February, A. D, 160-1. | 
JOHN ULGEMAN, | 

Commissioner of Deeds. 


ew Fork, to wit: 
es Herring, being duly sworn according to law, on ; 
his eath deposet that be | ‘ars and 
long before been pilot of We umboats of the Camden aud | 
Amboy Railroad a ion Company which ply 


between Amboy and New York; thatsince the commenee- 
meat ot the rebelion deponent bas watehed the move- 
ment of troops between New York and Philadelphia 5 that | 
he recalcets distinetly the times when troops went trom 
New York to Philadelphia by the Delaware and Raritan 
Jay railroad, and at such times the omcers and agents of į 
y Railroad Company expected to take i 
troops, and were p so, and that the boats 
id company were Kept wa t hours and until it 
vis detinitely ascertained thar th d troops bad gone by 
the Delaware aud Raritan Bay railroad, i 
JAMES HERRING. 


Sworn and subseribed before me, atthe city ofNew York, 


“JOHN HEGEMAN, 
Commissioner of Deeds. 


| 


George B. Raymond, being duly sworn according to Jaw, | 
on bis oath deposeth and thathe is, and has beensince | 
o month of January, A. D. 1803, the trausportatior 
of the Camden and Amboy Railroad Company in tit 

of New Vork; that he has had th rlieniar charge of the | 
transportation of troops between New York and Philadel- | 
phia; that ne troops have ever been delayed a day in such | 
transportation hy want of rolling stock of said company or 
of the attention and diligence of the offic wd agents of 
said company ; that from the time deponent undertook the | 
duty of agent as aforesaid he, ustii tie Tail of L808, was in 
the habit daily of seuding ta 
New York and iunguiring what 
halfof the Governinent in the way 


ns were to give the prefercuce to Government trans- 
ation overall over busi and such iustractions were 
gaster; that said company i 
naported many more troops than were oftered I 
sport, and boats and rolling stock have been 
and prepared to obey any sud- 


could havet 
to them to 


aL; that deponentrecollects i 


tation of troops over the Raritan and Delaware |i 
Bay railroad, (bo thinks in March, A. D. 1863.) and that li 
at the times troops were so trausportedonsaid Raritan and ii 


| Pennsylvania, City of Philadelphia, to wi : 


i deponent recotieets the times when troops wer 


| ‘Delaware Bay railroad the boats of the said Camden and 


Amboy railroad were waiting and prepared to’ transport 


| «them in said boats'to Amboy, on the said Camden and Am- 


boy railroad, to Philadelphia, and could have transported 
the same troops-in addition to any that were offered to the 
Camden and Amboy, Company. 

i ; GEORGE B. RAYMOND, 


Sworn and subscribed before me, at the city of New York, 


this 2d day of February, A. D. 1864. 
ee ee Ht. WASHBURN, Notary Public. 


City of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, to wit : 
Wiliam H. Gatzmer, being duly sworn according tu law, 
on his oath deposeth and saith that he is the general agent 


at Philadelphia ef the Camden and. Amboy Railroad and 
Transportation Company; that deponent’s duty as. such 


| agent requires him to be informed of the extent of trans- 


portation over the railroads of said company, and that he 
has given attention particularly to the capacity of said rail- 
roads to carry troops between New York and Philadelphia, 
and has observed the extent to whieh such capacity has 


| been taxed; that there have been transported over said 


railroads between New York and Philadelphia as many as 
six thousand troops in a day; that the said company have 
and have had during the rebellion sufficient rolling stock 
and agents and employés to do vastly more of the trans- 
portation of troops timm they have ever been required to 
perform ; that no troops have ever been delayed a day in the 
transportation between New York and Philadelphia over 
said roads ; that deponent recoliects the times when troops 
were carried over the Raritan and Delaware Bay railroad, 
and in almost every instance, if not in every instance, the 
boats of said Camden and Amboy Company were prepared 
to carry the same troops, and the ollicers and agents of said 
Camden and Amboy Company expected to take the same 
troops, and that the said Camden and Amboy Railroad Com- 
pany could then have carried the same troo 

WILLIAM U. GATZMER. 


Sworn and subscribed before me, at Philadelphia, this 
Ul day of February, A. D. 1864. 
Witness my hand and official seal. 
. JOUN N. PINK, 
Notary Public, No. 223 Dock street. 


Pennsylvania, to wit: 

Robert S. Van Rensselaer, of Bordentown, in the State 
of New Jersey, being duly sworn according to Jaw, on his 
oath deposes and saith, that he is the superintendent of the 
Camden and Amboy Railroad aud Transportation Com- 
pany that from the beginning of the rebellion the instrue- 
tions received by deponent and given to his subordinates 
have been that the transportation ofGovernment troops over 
the railroads’ol'said company should have the preference of 
all other business, and such instructions have been carried 
out: ihat above six thousand troops have been carricd ina 
day, at timez, between New York and Philadelphig, over 
the railroads of said company; that deponent recollects one 
oceasion on which, besides the regular trains whieh were 
uninterruptedly run, there were eighteen cxtra trains mn 
on one day between New York and Philadelphia, nine each 
way, all of whieh carried nothing but troops and their bag- 
gage; number of regiincents was nine or ten; that troops 


| have never been delayed a day on the said railroads of said 


company by want of rolling stock or of the attention or dil- 
igence of the officers or agents of said company, but that 
the company’s boats and cars have frequently been kept 
waiting for hours for the arrival of troops after the bours 
at which the company had been required to be and were 
ready to transport such troops; thatthe said company could 
at any time during the rebellion have carried aud can now 
earry many more troops than have everofered; that depo- 
nent recolecta the times when troops were carried between 
New York and Philadelphia over the Raritan and Delaware 
Bay railroad; that at such times the Camden and Amboy 
Cop pany were prepared to carry the same troops, and ex- 
pected to carry the same, and could and would have car- 
ried the same more expeditiously than they were carried 
over said Raritan and Delaware Bay railroad. 
R. S. VAN RENSSELAER, 


Sworn and subseribed before me, at Philadelphia, this 
2d day of February, A. D. 1864. i 
JOS. T. FORD, 
Notary Public, Philadelphia. 


Walter Freeman, being duly sworn, on h 
and saith, that be i W aud hath been for several years 
past in the employ of the Camden and Amboy Railroad 
Company as transportation agent; that the said company 
have always carried on their railroads between Now York 
and Philadelphia all troops that have ever beeu brought to 
be transported, and could have carried double the number 
of troops without at all interfering with the regular trains; 
that no troops have ever been delayed a day in their wans- 
portation between New York aud Philadelphia; that depo- 
instructions have been, from the beginning of the 
rebellion, to give to the tranzportation of Government troops 
and suppiies the preference over all otber business; that 
ied 
over the Raritan and Delaware Bay railroad, and at those 
times the said Camden and Amboy Ratiroad Company were 
soliciting the transportation thercof, aud desirous of doing 
it; that their boats were in waiting and ready to carry the 
troops, and the employés expected the troops would come 
by the said Camden aud Amboy route; that at such times 
the Camden and Amboy railroad could have carried the 
same troops, and have done all the business they were doing 
without interruption; that ile capacity of the railroads of 
said Camden and Amboy Company bas never, in the judg- 
mentof deponent, been at all taxed in the transportation of 
troops in addition to their regular business 

WALTER FREEMAN, Agt Trs, 


5 Oath depnsctit 


e: 


; Sworn and subscribed before me, at, Philadelphia, this 2d 
day of February, A. D. 1864. Witness my hand and official 
seals 170 : JOHN H. FINK; 
Pat Notary Public, No. 223 Doek street, citys. 
“Weo-are told that the war is nearly over. ‘The | 
demands of the Government -hereafter cannot be 
as great as they have been heretofore. What, 
then, is the necessity for this union of. roads? 
The Government doés not ask for ity - There has 
been no petition presented here by anybody èx- 
cept these persons. itis not asked for by the 
Government nor by the State of New Jersey. - 
The persons named in the affidavits swear that 
the joint companies have done all of the business 
offered to them, and thatthey were ready and will- 
ing’ to do all that the“Government wanted, and 
ébat they are ready to'transport fifty thousand 
troopsin one day from Philadelphia to New York. 
They gave the road up to the Government and 
drove away the State business when ‘the rebellion 
broke out, and flooded this city with troops that 
saved it from Jeff. Davis and his cohorts that were 
thundering at its gates. š : 
_ MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. ; 
A message from the Senate, by Mr: Forney, 
their Secretary, notified the House. that the Sen- 
ate disagree to the amendment of this House to 
the fourth amendment of the Senate to the bill of 
the Elouse (No. 34) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending June 30, 1865; ask a committee of confer- 
ence with the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon; and have appointed Mr, 
Howe, Mr. Harris, and Mr. Wier the com- 
mittee of conference on the part of the Senate. 
Also, that the Senate have passed a bill (H. R. 
No, 341) to carry into effect the convention with 
Ecuador for the mutual adjustment of claims, with 
an amendment, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. : 


FOREIGN MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. ALLEY. Irise to a question of privilege. 
l desire to submit a report from a committee of 
conference. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments to the House bill (No. 
299) entitled ‘An act for carrying the mails from the United 
States to forcigu ports,and for other purposes,” having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to the respective Houses as follows, to wit: 

That the House gecede from its disagreeing votes to the 
Senate amendments numbers one, two, four, five, and six, 
and agree to the same. ae : 

That the House also reecde trom its disagreeing vote to the 
third Senate amendment, aad agree to the same with the 
followingamendiment, to wit: strike out the word “either”? 
and insertthe word * both 3”? to which amendment the Sen- 
ate consent and concur, 

That the House recede from its disagreeing vote to the 
Senate’s seventh amendment, and agree to the same as 
amended so as to read as follows, to wit: 

Sec. 7, And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized and empowered 
to suspend the operation of so much of the eighth section 
of the act of the 31st of August, 1852, as authorizes the 
conveyance of letters otherwise than in the mails on any 
such miail routes as in his opinion the public interest may 
require. £ 

And the Senate consent and agree to such amendment 
and adopt the same. 

J. COLLAMER, 
JOHN CONNESS, 
C. R. BUCKALEW, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 
JONN B. ALLEY, 
JOHN V. L. PRUYN, 
Cc. COLE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALLEY. Upon the first six amendments 
there was no disagreement, as they were verbal | 
amendments, with a single exception, and that 
was comparatively unimportant, 

To the seventh amendment of the Senate the 
House disagreed, and that was an addition to the 
House bill by the Senate of a section which I ; 
will read: 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That so much of the | 
eighth section of the act of Bist August, 1952, as author- 
izes the conveyance of Jotters otherwise than in the mails 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed, execpt only as to 
letters containing money or accompanying packages, and | 
relating thereto. 

This additional section repeals thelaw of 1852 
so far as it authorized the conveyance of letters | 

3 a : 3 
otherwise than in the mails. By the law of 1845, 
all mail matter was prohibited from being carried | 
upon post routes by any one outof the mails. In | 


1852 that law was amended so as to provide that 
letters and other mai! matter-might be carried by | 


express. companie 
legal postage. w: 
which, the r 


that upon the Pacific coast, in many ii 
great abuses had been practiced. © oS 

The conference’ committee agreed upo 
amendment to that provision of the Senate, and 
to it the unanimoys assent of the ittee of 
both Houses was given. As proposed to beamend= 
ed it will read as follows: ` e 

And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
he, and-he is hereby, authorized and empowered to suspend 
the operation of so much of the eighth séction of the actof 
the 3lst of August, 1852, as authorizes the conveyance of 
letters otherwise than in the mails on any such mail routes 
as in his opinion the publie interest may require... °; 

- That leaves the matter entirely in the discretion 
of the Postmaster General, and he-may adopt the | 
remedy so far-as it may seem ‘necessary to pro-: 
mote the interest of the public service. To: this 
provision, with the modification indicated, the con- 
ference committee could see no objection. -They 
therefore agreed. to report to their respective 
Houses a recommendation that the amendment 
with this additional provision be adopted. 

Now, if no‘additional information is required, 
I will move the previous question, tne 

The previous: question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the report was agreed to, 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 


Mr. FENTON. I desire to inquire of the Chair 
whether a committee of conference has been re- 
quested by the Senate upon the Military Academy 

ill. 5 ' 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. FENTON. I move that the request of the 
Sénate be granted, and that a committee of con- 
ference be appointed upon the part of the House. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

The SPEAKER subsequently appointed as 
such committee Mr. Fenton, Mr. Brow, and 
Mr. J. R. Morris. ae y 


GOVERNMENTS FOR REBELLIOUS STATES. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I 
now call up my motion, made some time since, 
to reconsider the motion by which the bill of the 
House (FI. R. No. 244) guarantying .to certain 
States whose governments have been usurped or 
overthrown a republican form of government was 
referred to the select committee on the rebellious 
States. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I desire to 
make a suggestion. I understand that this bill 
was referred to the select committee and is now 
before it, and that it will be in order for them to 
report it at any time when the committee is called. 
The suggestion | wish to make is this: that if 
this measure is brought before the House by the 
motion to reconsider, it will block up all the other 
committees for the time during which itis being 
discussed in the House. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Whether it will | 
block them up or not will depend upon the ac- 
tion of the House. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the motion to reconsider. Cos 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman intend 
to ask action on the bill now? A ee gine 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I ask considera- 
tion of the bill, but not immediate action. _ 

The. previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon recommitting the 
bill to the select committee on the rebellious States; 
and being put, it was disagreed to. i 

The question then recurred upon ordering the | 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, then addressed the | 
House. {His speech will be published in the 
Appendix.] : it 5, 

Mr. BEAMAN. Mr. Speaker, the principal 
features of the proposed legislation now under 
consideration were before the House nearly two 


ramittee of 


years ago, in the form of a bill reported oy Me, 
Assey, chairman of, the Committee on Terri- | 


the jurisdiction of. 
th 


E: 
hing 


mind as in the policy of the Gover ; x 
long time after the commencement of ‘the war 
there seemed-to be gréatapprehension on the part 
of all branches of the Government that somethin: 
might be done or omitted that ‘would ‘operate as 
an admission that the rebel States have in law 
seceded. For some time we seeméd to be’ ĉon- 
founded by. the anomalous state of affairs, and the 
confusion of ideas everywhere prevalent. A very 
respectable class of gur people, in point of num- 
bers, denied that a rebellious State can be lawfully 
coerced into. submission; others, admitting the 
sovereignty of the nation and demanding an en- 
forcement of the supremacy of the, laws, were 
nevertheless fearful of the adoption of unconsti- 
tutional means. We did vot, in the earlier stages 
of the rebellion, seem to comprehend precisely 
the status of the seceded districts. We'saiw State 
after State renounce allegiance to the Union and 
enter into a hostile confederacy. We saw’ that 
whatever of government remained in those States 
was antagonistic and inimical; still we spoke of 
them as States of the Union. We did not read- 
ily apply the familiar principle that an’ illegal 
j government is a void. government,’ and that a 
void government is no government.’ It is not.in- 
tended by this that where a State government be- 
comes void in Jaw by reason of treason, there is 
necessarily no body-politic, no de facto organiza- 
| tion; butin such case the State has no legal ex- 
istence under the Constitution. We knew, in 
point of fact, that the great mass of the tebels:had 
taken an oath of allegiance to a hostile confeder- 
acy, and were represented in a rebel congress, 
We felt at liberty to shoot them down, and sent 
halfa million men to the field for that purpose. 
We knew if they had any laws, any constitu- 
tions, they had carried them into the rebel camp; 
but nevertheless we continued to talk about the 
‘rights of the States, the requirements of the local 
laws, and the inviolability of domestic inStinu- 
tions. Wedid not clearly distinguish between 
abandonment or abrogation. and legal secession. 
We did not believe that a State can lawfully.se- 
cede, and therefore we somehow got the impres- 
sion that South Carolina, though waging war , 
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agaiiist he Union, was a ‘legal subsisting S$ 


organization under the Constitution of the United. | 


LO. d respect. 
Hence we did not immediately discover that the 
destruction of local government had prepared the 
way for the substitution of Federal authority. 
Haiz under such delusions, our generals in 
the field published orders and proclamations pre- 
yenting as well the release as the escape of slaves. 
Colored. men:were property by the laws of Vir- 
ginia,/and therefore you must not let them shoot 
their masters. “In some instances avowed sebels 


proceeded to ‘our camps and demanded and re- | 
ceived the surrender of slaves, claiming them as |} 


property; secured alike by their own State laws 
and the supreme laws of the land. Belligerent 
rights were adopted with caution, lest the inde- 
pendence ofthe rebels should thereby be conceded. 
Everywhere extreme prudence was observed, and 
everywhere defunct laws of defunct States were 
attempted to be galvanized into life. Even in this 
Hall, fora long time uring the last, Congress, 
we exhibited the farce of palli 
aud her sister conspirators for bills and resolu- 
tions. | In July, 1862, the President—with his 
habitual caution and prudence, and in consonance, 
jt is believed, with.a very exténsive public senti- 
ment, in a solemn document in relation to the con- 
fiscation act laid before both Houses of Congress 
‘=—déclared that it was ‘ startling to say that Con- 
gress can freeaslave within a State;”’ and yet,.on 
the Ist day of January following, he issued a 
proclamation that will render his name as famous 
and imperishable as thatof Washington, in which 
he declared freedom. to nearly all the slaves in the 
seceded districts. 

But I repeat, we have made progress. 
have after much delay determined to confiscate 
the property of rebels. Wo no longer drive back 
the fugitive from oppression to miserable. bond- 
age. e no longer force him against his will to 

rosecute acts of treason and rebellion, but we 


nvite him to partake of the blessings of freedom; | 


we give him a musket, and rank him among the 
defenders of the country. We have determined 
to prosecute the war in accordance with the laws 
of nations, disregarding the pretended constitu- 
tional claims of rebelsin arms. Still, sir, there is 
some difference of opinion in the country in re- 
gard to the proper mode of treating those States 
and in respect to the power of Congress over 
them. Even in this Hall we occasionally hear a 
feeble echo of non-coercion sentiment; but the 
voice of the people is for war and complete sub- 
jugation. 

Perhaps among the friends of the Administra- 
tion there isnot entire unanimity on all points of 
minor consideration; but 1 believe they generally 
agree that the Government has authority to su- 
perintend, regulate, and control the manner of the 
restoration of the seceded States to the Union, and 
to impose. such conditions as the public. safety 
may require. I regard the difference of opinion 
on this side of the House as one rather of terms 
than of ideas, of theory rather than of practice. 
Whether, ag it seems to me, the State is out of 
existence, or as is alleged by the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] the State survives, but 
the government is abrogated and the constitution 
is “absolutely dead,” (which I think is substan- 
tially the same proposition,) “and incapable of 
revival exceptby a revolutionary process ;’’ or as 
is affirmed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
fee Srevens,] the seceded States are foreign 

Powers, ia not perhaps material to. the present 
discussion. The important inquiry is not what 
technical words will most aptly define the anom- 
alous condition of the seceded districts, but the 
pertinent, practical questions are, What can we 
do with them? How far can the national Govern- 
ment exercise jurisdiction within its own territo- 
rial limits? To what extent may it intervene to 

rotect its own loyal citizens in the midst of rebels? 
hat are its powers as an agent in the reéstab- 
lishment oflawful State governments, and to what 
extent may it provide for security in the future? 

Each of the theories to which I have referred 
asserts all the power necessary to warrant the 
passage of the bill in question, as well as all the 
authority that I have ever deemed requisite for a 
safe reconstruction of the Government. Nor do 
I perceive.that the adoption of either in exclusion 
of the others would produce any practical differ- 

„ence in results, If the State be abrogated we may 
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We: 


permita new creation with such restrictions as 
we may be pleased to direct. If the State sur- 
vives; but her constitution and government have 
been destroyed, we may allow a reorganization 
under such conditions and with such limitations 
as we see proper to impose. Ifthe State has be- 


| come a foreign Power, then, as a conquered prov- || 


ince, we may treat her as a part of the national 
domain; and in either case we may provide for 
her people suitable government and for such length 
of time as she shall be unable to resume her place 
in the Union. Indeed, we are solemnly ‘bound 
by the organic ‘law to “f guaranty to every State 
in this Union a républican form of government.” 
But how? “Whatis the construction of this pro+ 
vision, and what is the extent of the obligation? 
It is clear that it does not bind the Union in any 
case to maintain a State government. Such an 
obligation, for reasons that | shall state hereafter, 
auld be.as absurd as it would be:impossible of 
performance. 

This clause in the Constitution, by misconstruc- 
tion, as it seems to me, has led the minds of gen- 
tlemen into the strangest and wildest mystifica- 
tion. They argue that as a necessary consequence 
of its existence, both in law and in fact, a State 
once organized and adinitted into the Union will 
ever remain a legitimate, organized State; and 
therefore, assuming this as a postulate, it is al- 
leged thata State cannot secede. The truth or 
falsity of -this corollary depends upon what is 
understood by the term secession, The rebels, 
who are entitled:to the credit of introducing this 
word into our political language, claim that it is 
the right of a State at any time, at her election, 
to withdraw peaceably from the Union. This, 
in popular language, we call the doctrine of se- 
cession; a doctrine, I need hardly add, to which 
no loyal American will subscribe. Taking this 
ag the true definition of secession we say that no 
State can secede, that is, legally withdraw from 
the Union without the consent of the other mem- 
bers, Whether there may be secession in fact is 
a question of physical power. Should the rebels 
prevail and establish their independence, such a 
result would not vindicate the doctrine of seces- 
sion, but it would be the establishment of seces- 
sion in fact. ‘Would it not, in that event, be 
ridiculous to affirm that because, by the Constitu- 
tion, there is to every State guarantied a repub- 
lican form of government, therefore those estab- 
lished independent States were still States of the 
Union? 

For the same reason, it is said that no State can 
commit suicide; but no sane man believes that a 
policy of life assurance will secure immortality to 
the assured. So it may be said that no man can 
commit murder, because, in all ages, it has been 
a crime against law; and the Constitution of the 
United States expressly declares thatno man shall 
‘tbe deprived of life, liberty, or property without 
due process of law.” Yet Cain slew his brother. 
Gibbets, as punitive instruments, may be seen 
throughout the country; and within the last three 
years the rebcls have murdered a quarter of a mil- 
lion of our fellow-citizens. 

Now it seems to me that the principles appli- 
cable to the questions of secession, State suicide, 
the abrogation of State constitutions and State 
governments, are simple and easily illustrated. 
No State can, without consent, legally withdraw 
from the Union; therefore there can be no legal 
secession. No State can release her territory and 
people from the claims and injunctions of the Fed- 
eral Constitution until she shall have established 
her independence by force of arms; so in that 
sense no State is out of the Union. When a 
State, by the consent and active participation of 
her officers and people, has repudiated and fore- 
sworn the Federal authority and joined an antag- 
onistic confederacy, she is no longer a State in 
the Union; but her territory and people, until she 
shall have established her enfranchisement, will 
remain within thejurisdiction of the United States 
and amenable to Federal authority. If she suc- 
ceeds, whatever may be the guarantees of the or- 
ganic law, her whole territory is out of the Union. 
By the action of the people and the State author- 
ities in making war upon the United States and 
forming a foreign alliance, the State, or the gov- 


‘ernment, if you like the term better, is out of 


existence. Certainly you do not recognize the 
rebel authorities, and there is no other in those 


States; so it follows that there is no government 


| in the seceded. districts that can be recognized 


under the Federal Constitution. As here used , I re- 
gard the terms State and government as synony- 

mous, because L-cannot conceive ofa State. in the 

sense used, as applicable to. our political system, 

without some kind of governmental organization. 

` Now, I repeat that the Constitution does not 
guaranty that every State shall- maintain.a State 
government. It does not agree that every State 

shall-be properly officered’; that. she shall.be rep- 
resented in Congress, and retain her constitution, 

her laws, and herorganization. It. does not agree 

that the machinery of government: shall be kept 
in operation. There is no-power in the General 

Government to electa Governor of a State... Nei- 

ther the President nor Congress, nor both com, 
bined, can elect a Federal Senator or Represent- 

ative, a member of a State Legislature, or even 
a town constable. There.is no power to.prevent 
a State from amending, changing, or abolishing 
her constitution, and should she abrogate it bya 
vote of her people, there is no power in the Gen- 
eral Government to make another for her. State 
governments, State constitutions, and State elec- 
tions spring from the will of the people.. If the 

people will not have them they cannotexist; you 
may guaranty and protect the people against 
monarchy; but you cannot be assured, and theré- 
fore you cannot undertake, that they will keep in 
operation those functions of government without 
which there can be no State. , 

` What then is the true construction of this clause 

of the Constitution? The meaning seems to me 

obvious. The Federal Government has pledged 

its faith that no State of the Union shall be forced 
or even permitted to have a monarchical govern- 
ment, and that it will render all needful aid to en- 
able the people to sustain one republican in form; 
but if they will not have it you cannot exercise 

the functions of State government for them. Such 

is the present condition of the rebellious districts, 

They Brad State governments under the Constitu-- 
tion and within the Union, but they tore them 

into pieces and cast away the fragments. They 

would not have them; they would not be pro- 

tected. But amid the traitors, surrounded by the 

ruins of those fallen governments, are true patriots 

and loyal men. They are citizens of our com- 

mon country, and entitled to all the benefits guar- 

antied by the Federal Constitution. They had 

not votes and arms sufficient to resist the traitors. 

You have strength to crush out rebellion, but 

you cannot vote nor elect officers for them. But 

you can give them temporary government, repub- 

lican in form, such as is now enjoyed by hundreds 

of thousands of American citizens without the 

limits of State organizations; and. adopt prompt 

and eficient measures for an early restoration to 

their formerrights and privileges. Such, I un- 

derstand, is the purpose of the bill. 

I shall not now inquire whether this bill is in 
all respects the best that can be devised. On ques- 
tions so grave and so new it is not to be expected 
that different minds will arrive at precisely the 
same conclusions, especially in matters of detail. 
But it appears to me that it provides substantially 
for the exigencies of the case. It asserts very 
distinctly that the governments of the seceded 
States have been overthrown. It declares the 
right, where local laws have become extinct, to 
substitute Federal authority. It provides for the 
appointnttnt ofa provisional ‘ governor, who 
shall be charged with the civil administration of 
such State until a State government therein shall 
be recognized.” It provides, ‘‘s0 soon as the 
military resistance to the United States shall haye 
been suppressed in any such State and the peo- 
ple thereof shall have sufficiently returned to their 
obedience to the Constitution and laws of the 
United States,” and one tenth of the white male 
citizens shall have taken an oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States, for the calling 
ofa “convention charged to declare the will of 
the people of the State relative to the reéstablish- 
ment of a State government.” It excludes from 
the electors of delegates, as also from the dele- 
gates to such convention, every ‘* person who has 
held or exercised any office, civil or military, 
State or confederate, under the rebel usurpation, 
or who has voluntarily borne arms against the 
United States.” It provides “that all persons 
held to involuntary servitude or labor in. the 
State” shall be ‘emancipated and ‘discharged 
therefrom.” It provides also that there shall be 
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incorporated into the constitution of the State 
the following provisions: Å 

“1. No person who has held or exercised any office, civil 
or military, State or confederate, under the usurping power, 


shall vote for or be a member of the Legiskiture, or Goy- 
ernor. 


“2. Involuntary servitude is forever prohibited, and the 
freedom of all persons is guarantied in said State.” 

From the very commencement of civil war, to 
statesmen, as well as to the masses of the peo- 
ple, the question of reconstruction has been a | 
source of great embarrassment. ‘Whilein some 
quarters theories and plans were suggested at an 
early day, in others it was insisted that the ques- 
tion should be postponed until after thé suppres- 
sion of the rebellion and the restoration of order. 
It is difficult, however, to understand how the 
latter proposition can be-carried into effect, how 
seven million people can be reduced to order with- 


out some kind of civil government. But for some 
months past we have been admonished by the 
course of events that delay cannot, with safety, 
be much longer tolerated. In Arkansas, Louisi- 
ana, and Tennessee the loyal men are demanding 
protection and deliverance from anarchy, mis- 
rule,‘and tyranny. Their voice has been heard 
at the Executive Mansion, and responded to in a 
proclamation accompanying the last annual mes- 
sage. This is the first distinctact of any branch 
of the. Government looking toa solution of the 
difficulty. ‘Without stopping, sir, to inquire to 
what extent this power is conferred upon the ex- 
ecutive department, I hail the proclamation with 
gladness as a step in the right direction. Itis-a 
beacon-light by which we may be led out of the 
labyrinth in which we have been groping. The 
President has performed his part; it remains to 
us todo ours, What he has'thus happily initi- 
ated we must fashion and complete. He could 
dono more. He is the Commander-in-Chicf of 
the Army and Navy. He can declare martial 
law and repress rebellion, but he has no power 
to institute civil government. He may impose 
conditions, grant pardons, and proclaim an am- 
nesty, but he cannot admit new States. This 
bill, or something akin to it, comesin requisition 
as a handmaid to the proclamation, in order to 
render it safeand efficient. Noris there any con- 
flict or incongruity between thetwo. The proc- 
lamation asserts that ‘the loyal State govern- 
ments of several States have for a Jong time been 
subverted.” Itassumesthe right to require oaths 
and to prescribe terms as conditions precedent to 
the reéstablishment of a-State government that 
‘shall be recognized as the true government of 
the State.” 

The bill goes somewhat further, but the princi- 
ple upon which the authority is assumed is the 
same in each. If-yow have power to intervene in 
the local affairs of the seceded districts, itis upon 
the assumption that the State or at least the local 
government is overthrown. Certainly you could 
not require test oaths, nor dictate as to the class 
of persons who should control the government of 
‘Michigan or any other loyal State. If you can 
impose onecondition you may insist upon others. 
The proclamation. suggests it, ‘as not improper, 
that in constructing a loyal State government in 
any State, the name of the State, the boundary, 
the subdivisions, the constitution, and the.general 
code of laws, as before the rebéllion, be maintained, 
subject only to the modifications made necessary 
by the conditions” therein “ stated, and such oth- 
ers, if any, not contravening said conditions, and 
which may be deemed expedient by those framing 
the new State government,” 

Now, it is manifest that if the President has 
power to direct the organization of a “new State 
government” with “ modifications” he may di- 
rect and require just such and just somany mod- 
ifications, not inconsistent with the Federal Con- 
stitution, as shall seem to him expedient. If he 
may require modifications that shall guaranty the 
liberty of freedmen, he may also insist upon such 
changes in the constitution and laws as will abol- 
ish the institution of slavery and exclude traitors 
from the elective franchise. Conceding, then, the 
competency of the proclamation, it is clear that 
the difference between that instrumentand the bill 
does notarise out of the question of constitutional 
authority, but that it consists in the extent to 
which the acknowledged power is proposed to be 
exercised. It is a difference in degree and not of 

rinciple. i 

Should there be any doubt of the correctness of 


my construction of thé proclamation, in so far as. 
it relates to the condition-of the seceded States and 
the power of the Federal Governmentas anagent 
in reconstruction, it would be removed, I think, 
by reference to the proclamation of General Banks; 
issued at New Orleans, January 11, 1864, in par- 
suance,as he says, “of authority vested”? in him 
**by the President of the United States,” inviting 


the loyal citizens to cast their votes for the elece | 


tion of State officers. This proclamation declares 
that certain officers therein named “‘ shall, when 
elected, for the time being and until others ‘are 


appointed by competent authority, constitute the | 
civil government of the State under the constitu- |} 


tion and laws of Louisiana; exceptso much of the 
said constitution and laws as recognize, regulate, 
or relate to slavery, which being incompatible 
with the. present condition of public affairs, and 
plainly inapplicable to any class of persons now 
existing within its limits, must be suspended, and 
they are therefore and hereby declared tobe in- 
operative and void.” Ta 

The proclamation also asserts the authority to 
call a convention for the revision of the constitu- 
tion, to declare the basis of representation, the 
number of the delegates, and the details of election, 
in the following language: 

“IV. In order that the organic law. of the State may be 
made to conform to the will of the people and harmonize 
with the spirit of the age, as well as to maintain and pre- 
serve the ancient landmarks of ‘civil and religious liberty, 
an election of delegates to a convention for the revision of 
the constitution will be held on the first Monday of April, 
1864. The basis of representation, the number of delegates, 
and the details of election will be announced in subsequent 
orders.” 

It is hardly possible to assert a more complete 
and total abrogation of the constitution and laws 
of Louisiana, or to claim a more absolute and un- 
divided authority and control over the local affairs 
of that disorganized portion of our country. 

I have said that I approve of the President’s 
proclamation as a step in the right direction. I 
do not complain that it goes no further; but with 
profound respect I submit that the aid of con- 
gressional action may be found convenient, per- 
haps absolutely necessary, to render it entirely 
adequate to a safe reconstruction of the govern- 
ment, 

‘New States,” says the Constitution, may 
be admitted by the Congress into this Union.” 
Now, if the restoration of Florida would not be 
the admission of a new State, it would at least, in 
the language of the President’s proclamation, be 
the recognition of a ‘new State government.” 
It would be giving an influence and participation 
in the administration of the governmental affairs 
of this country to a State government that now 
has no existence. It is certainly analogous to 
the admission of a new State, and I need hardly 
amplify the argument to show that it is'a proper 
subject for the deliberation of Congress. 

I will now, for a moment, call your attention 
to the proclamation with the view to consider 
whether, independent of the suggestions just 
made, the object to be attained would not be fa- 
cilitated and more certainly secured by concurrent 
aid from legislation. That document grants “a 
full pardon’? to certain persons ‘‘ upon the con- 
dition that every such person shall take and sub- 
scribe an oath, and thenceforward keep and main- 
tain said oath inviolate,” and directs that said 
“ oath bé registered for permanent preservation, ”* 
I read from the proclamation: 5 

“6 s 
sient God, that I will henceforth faithfully support, pro- 


tect, and defend the Constitution of the United States, and 
the Union of the States thereunder; and that I will, in like 


manner, abide by and faithfully support all acts of Congress i 


passed during the existing rebellion with reference to slaves, 


so long and so far as not repeated, modified, or held void by į 


Congress, or by decision of the Supreme Court; and that 
I will, in like manner, abide by and faithfully support all 
proclamations of the President made during the existing 
rebellion having reference to slaves, so long and so far as 
not modified or dectared void by decision of the Supreme 
Court. So help me God.” 


It also contains a proposition for the reéstab- 
lishment of State governments which I will also 


read: 

« And I do farther proclaim, declare, and make known, 
that whenever, in any of the States of Arkansas, Texas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, Alabama, Georgia, Plor- 
ida, South Carolina, and North Carolina, a number of per- 
sous, not less than one tenth in number of the votes castin 
such State at the presidential election of the year of our 
Lord 1860, each having taken the oath aforesaid and not hav- 
ing since violated it, and being a qualified voter by the elec- 
tion law of the State existing immediately before the so- 


, do solemnly swear, in the presence of Al- | 


| mation to which 


[|p 


called act of secession, and excluding all others, shall rèr 
establish n State government which shall be republican; 
and in nowise contravening said oath, such shall be rec 

nized as the'true government of the State, ‘and the State. 
shall receive thereunder the benefits of the constitutional 
provision which declares: that ¢ the United States shall guar- 
anty to every State in this Uniona republican form of gov- 
emment, and shall protect each of them against invasion; 
and, on application of the Legislature, or thë Executive, 
(when the Legislature cannotbe convened,) against dames” 
tie violence??? o — i ie Yoon ne AS 


There is also another sentence inthe procla: ` 
it may be ‘proper to'¢all your’ 


attentions e 0 oen 
16 And it Is Suggésted 49 not tmpropér that, ii éonstract” 
ing a loyal State government in any State, the name ofthe 
State, the boundary, the subdivisions, the constitution, ant 
the general code of Jaws, as before the rebellion, be main- 
tained, subject.only to the modifications made. necessary: 
by the conditions hereinbefore stated, and such others, if 
any, not contravening said conditions, and which may ‘be 
deemed expedient by those framing the new State govern-, 
ment.” x i j ; . 
Now, it will not escape observation, that the 
roclamation dogs not require nor suggest any: 
modifications of the constitution and code’ of laws 
existing before the rebellion deelaring the qualifi 
cation of voters, nor does it require or suggest the 
adoption of any constitutional próvision abolish» 
ing slavery. On the contrary, ‘‘it is suggested as 
not: improper, that in. constructing a loyal State 
government in any State,” *‘the constitution and, 
the general code of laws as before the rebellion 
be maintained, subject only fo the modifications 
made necessary by the conditions *”’ thereinbefore 
stated, “and such others, ifany, not contravening 
said conditions, and which may. be deemed exi 
pedient by those framing the new State governh- 
ment.” : a n 
What are those conditions, if any; which by. 
the terms of the proclamation require, modifica- 
tions of the constitution and general code of lawa? 
There is a condition demanding:an oath, -It-is 
also made a condition that the State government 
shall be ‘reéstablished. by a number of. persons: 
having taken the oath not less than one tenth in 
number of the votes cast in the presidential elec- 
tion of 1860. Ido not.observethat.any other con+ 
ditions-are mentioned. It does not make ita con- 
dition precedent that the constitution and. laws: 
shall be changed in regard to the: qualification of 
voters. Now, I understand that the elective frans 
chise is entirely under the control of State regu- 
lation, and thatit is: generally provided :for in the 
organic law. When, ‘therefore, the “new ‘State 
government” has :been reéstablished in Missis: 
sippi, by one tenth of the-voters, retaining‘the 
constitution. and general code of Jaws as before 
the rebellion,”? what- shall hinder Jefferson Davis 
from exercising in that.State the elective fran 
chise? . Is there anything in the constitution and. 
laws of Mississippi that wil) disqualify an uncon- 
victed rebel from voting? :W here will you find 
authority to prevent:the traitors, the other nine 
tenths of the voters, from overpowering the ne 
tenth at the polls, and taking possession of the 
government of the State? Careis taken .tosecure 
the protection of the freedmen, to the extent of 
the ability of the one tenth, against the nine tenths; 
but Lido not discover that any modificatiomis en- 
joined that will have the effect to abolish slavery 
in the State. Conceding the legality and sufi- 
ciency of the executive proclamations for libera- 
ting the slave, I fail to perceive thavany one-of 


‘them has vacated the constitution. or laws under 


which the institution of slavery is protected &nd 
sustained. The. people of the newly organized 
governments may be true to their oaths and- sus- 
tain in good faith all the proclamations of the 
President, and yet in those reéstablished States, 
ag in times gone by, you may again hear the cry 
of the. wretched slave writhing in agony under 
the taskmaster’s lash, and again you may: wit- 
ness, with pity and shame, the sale of men and 
women upon the loathsome auction-block. The 
oath does not eschew the trafficin human beings: : 
The recipient of the amnesty. does not forswear 
the slave trade. When Arkansas shall have been 
restored, though all of her late-slaves shall have 
been emancipated, commerce will be left freeand 
unrestrained; and what legal principle shall pre- 
vent her people from buying and holding in bond- 
age all the slaves in Kentueky and Tennessee? 
The bill proposes to interpose guards against 
the possible occurrence of the calamities to which 
I have referred; and it also makes special provis- 
ions for initiating and regulating the:preliminary 
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recotistruction, whichar 
out by ‘the terms oft 


ecutive: “Though we may be quite satisfied: with 
the':presont: policy, we-have: novassurance.of its 
contmued:duration,;.1 Notwithstanding. the Con- 
stitution providesthatno:person shall be deprived 
of life without dùe process of law; we have seen | 
that'there is a power above the Constitutions and H 
deatl: or-rotation in office ee themost. 


disastrous results.i -Another - Executive might 
adoptia different policy; another Commander-ins 
Chief might issue.proctamations and military ors 
ders of-anentirel y opposite character; andan en- 
lightened: peopleneed not be told thatthe destinies 
ofa greatination: should: not:be made dependent 
upon the life or continuance in public service of & 
single individual...) è : 
-Tdo not make these suggestionsin the spirit of 
unfriendly criticism. | While there-may be grave 
doubt ofthe power of the Presidentota establish 
órsinaugurate: tt new: State. overnments;?? 1 am 
rejoiced; to know that the Chief Magistrate of the 
nation wsserts the sovereignty of the Federal Gov- 
ernment andits: paramount authority over every 
art ofits territory.” The absurd doctrine of.the 
immortality of State governments.is denied; and 
the right:to impose terme and:conditions prece- 
dent tothe recognition of new organizationsis dis- 
tinetly-asserted. e Pes eee f 
HA mode in and: by which the national author- 
ity and loyal State governments: may be reéstab+ 
lished has’ been ‘suggested? a'mode which, in 
my judgment, if seconded by the passage of this 
or some similar billy will be found ample, safe, 
and effective: «Phen the system willbe uniform 
by which the prodigal States; from time to time, 
can present themiselves“with the cortainty of rec- 
ognition-by all branches of the Government; and 
thecountry will feel confidence in their return as 
thei result of entire- regeneration, and as: giving 
promise of permancnt-restoration, 6.7 
“AButito-avoid misapprehension { desire to: say 
thath would:not refuse to recognizea reorganized 
State“simply. becausd she had: vot been.recon- 
strueted under the provisions of this-bill and the 
President's proclamation. . According to the pract 
tice ofthis: Governmont, almost uniform, States 
have:beeh admitted . ffony the Territories- ih-pur- 
suance of enabling actsf Congress; but in ex- 
eeptional cases ‘some have: been received without 
preliminary. legislation,: Shóuld North Carolina 
today present herself with ia constitution ipro- 
vidrig for the purity of: dlections-and inhibiting 
slavery, and with evidence of sufficient popular 
favor-to give assurance of permanency, | would 
not hesitate to‘récognize her government simply 
because it had not been initiated and. perfected 
under the proclamation and the proposed legisla- 
tion. Iris said that'Arkansas will soon appear 
at the-doors of Congress under circumstances 
similar to those I have suggested. Let her come. 
T would welcome her :with joy and with kindly 
greeting, Eewould rejoice to see her stripped of 
the-vile: rags rank with: secession and: treason, 
with which she has been clothed, and the hands 
of: her people cleansed from the blood of patriotic 
martyrs. p ee f w 
‘But the passage of this bill would-exelude no 
such State fromthe Union.» Corigress-would still 
be at liberty to exercise its judgment and free to 
use a wise discretion inany special casé thatmight 
arise. But the possibility that some State or that 
all the States inrebellion ‘may'at some future time 
take'voluntary’action and emerge from anarchy 


| the poli¢y of all-branches-of the:Government bë j 


| soclearly and:unambiguousl y definedand declared 
| that when they present themselves they may-de- 
f mand recognition asaright. : All occasion for con- 


‘withoutiencouragementand-aid from: Federal au- 
‘thorityyéannotjustify-usin the neglect of the plain 
‘duty: tovadopt: measures forah éarly-and method= 
ical’ reorganization. ` We may not adopt theim» 
‘provident policy ‘of Micawber: and: wait for some- 
‘thing to-turn up. . Itis-due'to:thése true patriots 


ne 


and Joyal-men who:have-endured sufferings iude- 
seribable in their devotion to: their country that 


distinctly defined and :proclaimed; that tlie-con- | 
ditions precedent to acknowledged restoration be 


flict between ‘the several departments‘of the Gov- 
ernment should be-removed::'The:time: of this 
House should not be-occupied inthe examination 
and acrimonious:discussion of the claims:of gene 
tlemen: to seats. on this floor-as the representatives 
of constituencies in districts whereitis notknown 
that thereiiis any State government. And it is 
equally due to the people of thé loyal States who 
have sent: brotliers, sons, and husbandsto the bát- 
tle-field;whence they will not all- return, thatample 
provisions be made to prevent a recurrence of trea- 
gon and civil wari ‘Fhis bill would provide guards 
and checks, and it would guaranty against surprise 
from-rebels and the-resuscitation.of slavery; but 
it would notretard—on the contrary, it would ac- 
célerate—the tstoration of permanent peace and 
union. As a-people, without’ government or ox- 
ganization: are in & state of anarchy, their efforts 
to establish law and order must be more or less 
impeded’ by caprice, by divided counsels, and by 
the want, of form, regulations, and method. The 
passage of this bill is the establishment of incipi- 
ent civil government, and provides at once rules, 
regulations, andsystem, with’ the proper officials 
to carry them into execution. ‘Too much care 
cannot bé observed in all our movéments to'pre- 
vent treachery and consequent miscarriage. The 
oaths of men .whose hands are dripping with in- 
nocent blood should be received with great caution. 
We have already.on too many occasions had ex- 
perience of the sad consequences of attempting to 
rely où Punic faith. The rebels have a two-fold 
inducement to take the oath of allegiance: first, 
to avaid punishment and save. their estates; and 
second; to gèt control of the new government as 
ameans.of crashing. out the Joyal’ mon. und ad- 
yancing their treacherous, iiefarious schemes. 
The advice ‘of the imitative Sambo to his gom- 
panion to adyiinister the oath to the rattlesnake 
and Iet‘it run is sufficiently suggestive. “The oath 
ofa traitor thrice perjured may well be regarded 
with suspicion, | 

” Mr. Speaker, my exhortations to wariness in 
the establishment of new State governments may 
scom indicative ofovercaution. I confess to great 
anxiety on this subject. When [reflect upon j 
the rain that has been brought upon the country; 
when T know that the nation has been well-nigh 
depopulated; when I think of the blecding hearts, 
the widows and orphahs in every part of the 
land; wlien I consider Urat universal liberty has 
been endangeréd; when.] cdn sce in imagination 
in this and in futtire generatiois the increased toil 
and privations that will become necessary in or- 
der to discharge the immensé national debt acèu- 
mulated in consequence of this causeless rebellion, 
Iam not willing that thoughtlessness, want of 
foresight, timidity, or a false sentiment of tendi 
ness shall prevent thé adoption of means, however 
stringent m their character, that may. by pi 
bility be necessary to prevent those governments 
from relapsing into the-hands:of traitors. Such, 
Fbelieve, are the séfitiments of- the loyal people 
every where manifested.” [tis their wish and de- 
termination that the end of this war shall forever 
close the door against treason and rebellion. They 
desire to make the settlement a finality. They 
insist, upon’ complete, absolute, and unqualified 
submission to the Constitution ofthe United 
States, without mental reservation and beyond 
any contingency. Nor do they believe such a 
consummation attainable without the utter anni- | 
hilation of the slave power. They will not be 
Satisfied to rest upon probabilities; they will take | 
nothing upon trust. hey have no confidence in 
men who: have: been, of their-own free will, ac- 
tively engaged in rebellion; and they will expect 
that inthe reconstruction of State governments 
positive provisions will be made fordisfranchising 
leading rebels. ae š 


i 


“Mr. Speaker, Ldesire- now to recur. for a:mo- 
- ment to a ‘provision of the: bill. to which -have 
already briefly alluded. Tvefer. to that clause 
which it is- proposed to insert'in the constitution 
of the State ‘int’ which. it is declared that ‘* invol- 
untary servitude, is forever prohibited, and the 
freedom of all persons is guarantied in said State.” 
During the time that I. have-occupied.a seat in this 
Hall {have purposely refrained. from. entertog 
upon. the discussion of slavery... I. have not pur- 
sued this course with a view.to, the-coiicealment 
of. my, opinions... My. views’ as, tothe peculiar 
institution are familiar to my. constituents;. and 
the yeas.and nays, so often recorded in the ournal 
of the House during the last. three years; would 
indicate that.they.are not wholly unknown-in this 
Hall. But while I am opposed. to.-slavery in 
every form and have voted. on all occasions in 
accordance:with. my. convictions, I have not felt 
the necessity of vindicating my opinions. in. set 
speeches; D. ga wt? i ae 
“The question of slavery is notnew.. It has been 
a subject.of discussion ever since my earliest rec- 
ollection; and I have been informed, that it was 
occasionally. mentioned in history before I was 
born.: ‘Aspeech at. this day upén the origin, char- 
acter, and-evils. of slavery would not properly be 
calleda **thrice-told tale.”’- Numerically 1t would 
be more. accurate to, say that itis a repetition for 
the-millionth. time. . The poet. has recounted. its 
wrongs and cruelties in mournful strains; the: his- 
torian.has warned you that it saps the foundation 
of nations; the divine has shown you that it isa 
crime against the claims of universal brotherhood 
and the Christian religion; the-political economist 
has proved that it impedes the growth. of national 
wealth; the ethnologist complains that it. oblit- 
erates the distinctive characteristics of the races; 
and an eminent individual, disdaining analysis, 
has comprehensively declared that it is the ‘sum 
of all villainies.”’ Indeed, foryears the question of 
slavery has been conspicuous at the hustings, in 
the Halls of Congress, in the pulpit, in the lecture- 
room, in the-publie journals, in the literature of the 
country, in the literature ofthe civilized world. The 
man who,at this day.,,canoriginate.one:new idea, 
or. the atatistician who can marshal one new fact in 
relation’ lo slavery, should have a patent for his 
invention, and be.xanked as one of: the greatest 
discoverers of any, age. I shall not, therefore, 
depart from the rule by ‘which I have thus:far been 
governed, and allow myself on this. occasion to 
be betrayed into the characterofarehearser. Nor 
shall |. make an argument. to proye, what/by:the 
rebels is not denied, that slavery is the sole cause 
of the present rebellion. Taking this fact as ad- 
mitted, and satisfied, as I am, that such a system 
of bondage is wholly incompatible with the. per- 
manent existence of.republican: institutions, I re- 
gard the adoption of the freedom: clause. of the 
bill into the constitutions of the. rebel States as 
absolutcly essential to a safe reconstruction of the 
Union. i i 
T'hisubiquitousand.ever-absorbing question of 
American bondage has at length become the great 
problem-of the war. It was not so considered at 
the commencement. of hostilities. . While we all 
understood the nature of the malady,we all, never- 
theless, determined. to remove the disease without 
disturbing: the. exditing cause. . But it could not 
be done: Providence and the rebels had other- 
wise determined, and I accept‘ with. cheerful sub- 
| mission thejoint decree. Every vestige of slavery 
in the entire:country must be removed; and to that 
end we must watch with the keenest vigilance 
every step “that is taken:to reconstruct the rebel 
States. Let the great-eotton and sugar-growing 
| regions. be. made forever free. Adoptspeedy and 
efficient measures to procure anamendment to the 
Federal Constitution that will banish the evil from 
| all the loyal States; hope for its speedy extinction 
everywhere; but ever remember that so‘long.as 
a slave- breathes within our. borders: there is no 
safety for republican institutions. 
'- lam not unmindful, Mr. Speaker, of the dn- 


nouncement,.so often repeated, that ‘‘slavery is 
| dead.” The early friends of emancipation, whose 
lives and fortunes. have been devoted to the cause 
of humanity, seeing at length a-prospect-of the 
realization of.the hope of- their lives, already too 
| long deferred, with eredulity pardonable; but: too 
prompt and easy, catch up and reécho the decla+ 
ration that slavery is dead. ‘The demagogue, from 
personal considerations, and as a plea toexcuse 
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himselffrom an honest discharge of palpable duty, 
exclaims with enthusiasm that slavery is dead. 
The ancient allies and present sympathizers with 
southern aristocrats, in order to moderate the ae- 
tivity of cartiest men, quietly concede that slavery 
is dead. Even the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Brooxs] a few days since produced same 
sensation and drew forth the protest of his friend 
from Indiana, (Mr.Voonnees,] by declaring that 
he accepted the abolition of slavery asia fact ac- 
complished« Butletnoman be deceived; slavery 
‘fis not dead, but sleepeth.?? In 1787 it was said 
to be smitten with mortal disease; but it “is ever, 
ever dying, yet never dead.” The wisest of our 
early statesmen, with prophetic vision, foresaw 
our present calamities, and with promptness and 
fidelity sounded the alarm; buttheir warning voices 
died away unheeded. How small an effort at that 
time would have rooted-out the evil and saved us 
the ruin that is now upon us; and what a-lesson 
of instruction is here afforded to show the errors 
of the past and to dircet our steps in the future! 
Then no man attempted to justify slavery on 
Christian principles. [twas admitied to be a so- 
cial; moral, and political evil; but it was said that 
it carried within its own system the secda of dis- 
solution, and would gradually and quictly disap- 
pear. Philanthropists and patriots were quieted, 
while the magnitude of the evil was steadily in- 
creased, 

Again, at a later day, thoughtful men were 
aroused to action by the astonishing increase of 
slavery and the rapid expansion of aristocratic 
power, and public journals were established: to 
awaken and enlighten the public mind; but again 
the people were quieted by the appliances of party 
machinery, by the invention of schemes of colo- 
nization, aud by repeated assurances of the effi- 
cacy of natural causes and the humanitarian spirit 
of the age, in due time, to dispel all apprehension 
of danger, ‘Still this waning institution continued 
to expand, until new and wider fields were de- 
manded for its subsistence and occupation, when 
at length its champions, feeling secure in their 
position, threw off all disguise, advanced the doc- 
trine that slavery is the normal condition of the 
colored race, and caused grave divincs to pro- 
claim its divinity from the sacred desk. That 
institution which was dying in’ 1787, but which 
has continued to breathe painfully up to the pres- 
ent time, has ruled this country with an iron hand 
for sixty years; has brought on a war that has 
cost us half a million lives and now holds i ü bond- 
age millions of human beings. Butin the plen- 
itude of its power its devotees became too cone 
fident and daring. Not content with the quiét, 
unmolested control of all departments of the Gov- 
ernment, they sought and demanded a recogni- 
tion of its absolute supremacy.’ They would not 
be confined within State limits nor bounded by 
parallels of lauitude, They would make the Dec- 
laration of Independence a lie and the great Re- 
public a house of bondage. They cast the Con- 
stitution under their feet and invoked the protec- 
tion of the sword. -Throwing aside every legal 
claim and pretension, they risked all upon the 
fortunes of war, In'their insane arrogance and 
greed for power they inflicted an injury upon their 
cause beyond anything that all the abolitionists 
ofa century had been able to effect, and it cannot 
be denied-that at length slavery has been severely 
wounded in the house of its friends. The legal 
barriers by which it was surrounded have been 
broken down, and it-now lies bleeding and pros- 
trate at our feet. It isat our mercy. Shall we 
save ov shall we destroy? Shall we imitate our 
fathers, and after all our bitter experience wait 
with patience to see its flickering life quietly ebb 
away, and thus run the hazazd of resuscitation 
and complete convalescence, or shall we, like 
prudent and wise men, dispatch the monster and 
bury it out of our sight? Do we desive to putan 
end to human bondage? Then let us declare our 
inclinations. Dowe intend such aresult? - Then | 
let us act accordingly. For myself, I think the 
path of duty lies before us, plain and distinet. 1 
has no doubt as to what my course should be. | 
By no consent of mine shall a singlé one of the 
wayward States ever be permitted to participate 
in shaping the destinies of this nation until she 
has by her organic law forever prohibited involun- | 
tary servitude, except as a punishment for crime, | 
within all her borders; nor, while I have life and | 


strength, will I cease to urge by all constitutional |i - 


means the freedom of every inhabitant of the Uni- 
ted States, without regard to color or race, - 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I desire to present some 
Views upon this subject, but not expecting this 
discussion to come up this morning Tam not pre- 
pared at this: time to present what L have to say. 
Lwill, therefore, if it be the pleasure of the House, 
yield to some other gentleman who may desire to 
proceed with the discussion, or to the chairman 
of the- Committee of Ways and Means if he de- 
sires to gò into Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. STEVENS. 
place this bill? “ - 

The SPEAKER. “It would come up in the 
morning hour as soon as the Delaware and At- 
lantic‘railroad bill, so called, is disposed of. 

Mr. ASHLEY obtained the floor. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I should be glad 
to'have the bill made the special order after the 
morning hour, on some specified day. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. ifthe gentleman will name 
some day I shall have no objection. : . 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Say immediately 
after the currency bill is disposed of, which is. the 
special order to:morrow. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of. Hlinois. Will that 
interfere with the reports of committees? : 

The SPEAKER. It will leave the morning 
hour to be used for reports. 

No objection being made, the bill was postponed 
until after the disposition of the currency bill, and 
was made the special order after the morning hour 
from day to day until disposed of. 

And then, on motionof Mr. RICE, of Maine, 
(at ten minutes to four o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned, 1 


IN SENATE. : 
WEDNESDAY, March 23, 1864. 
Prayer by Rev. Tnropore L. Currer, D. D., 
of Brooklyn, New York. x 
The Journal of yesterday wasread andapproved. 
PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Commissioner of Patents, 


communicating the annual report of the Patent 


Office for the year 1863; which, on motion of Mr. 
Cowan, was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the.Patent Office. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I presenta petition numer- 
ously signed by citizens of Washington, praying 
for an appropriation for the purpose of clearing 
out the Washington canal, They set forth, among 
other reasons, that it is necessary as a sanitary 
measure. J ask that the petition and accompany- 
ing map be referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the memorial of 
Alfred Spink and Daniel Wolf, praying for remu- 
neration for certain cotton seized by the Govern- 
mentat Memphis, Tennessce, on the 9th of Oc- 
tober, 1862; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of La- 
salle county, Ilinois, praying for the establish- 
ment of a mail route from Ottawa to Mendota in 
said county and State; which was referred to the 
Committee:on Post Offices and Post Roads. © 

Mr. BUCKALEW presented a. petition of one 
‘hundred and seventy citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the passage of an act for increasing 
the pay of soldiers in the Army; which was re- 
ferred to the Committce on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. hte 

Mr. DIXON presented five petitions of citizens 
of Hartford, Connecticut, praying for increased 
railroad facilities between the cities of New York 
and Philadelphia; whieh were referred to the Conr- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of women 
of the United States, praying for the passage of 
anactemancipating all persons of African descent 
held to involuntary service or labor in the United 
States; which was referred to the select commit- 
tee on slavery and freedmen. a : 

Mr. MORGAN presented three petitions of cit- 
izens of New York, in favorof increased railroad 
facilities between the cities of New York and Phil- 
adelphia; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. — À 

Mr. RAMSEY presented four petitions of cit- 


In what position would that 


izéns ‘of ihe ‘countiés of Fillmore and Winona, 
Minnesota, praying ‘for the establishment of ‘a 
mail route from’ Preston via Arondale and Argo 
to Enterprise, in-that State; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Officesand Post Roads. 

Mr. NESMITH presented a petitioli of citizens 
of Oregonand the-Territory of Washington, pray- 
dng that the two Indian superintendencies of Ore- 
gon and Washington. Territory may, be: consoli- 
dated,.and that said: State: and ‘Territory. ma 
constitute butone Indian-superintendency; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


» REPORTS FROM: COMMITTEES; 


Mr. LANE, of Indiana, from, the Committee 
on Military. Affairs and the Militia,to whom was 


referred the bill (S. No.301) to amend:an act for 


enrolling and calling out the national forces, ‘so 
as to increase the rank, pay, and emoluments of 
the Provost Marshal. General, reported it without 
amendment. aen, EE LS dae 

Mr. WILSON, from the. Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was referred 
the bill (S; No. 308) to establish a Bureau of. Mil- 
itary Justice, reported it with amendments. ii 

Mr. CARLILE, from the Committee -on P. blic 
Lands, to whom was.reeommitted thebil (SNo. 
109) to expedite the settlement of:titles:to lands 
in the State of California, reported it'with amend- 
ments. . ; ETE ag 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee onthe Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 166) 
authorizing the archives. inthe ofice of the re- 
corder of land titles in the State of Missouri to. be 
delivered: to said State, have instructed me to ask 
to be discharged from its further consideration, 
and that it be referred to.the,Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, as it appropriately. belongs to.thatcom- 
mittee, and I suppose. it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary by mistake. HARE 

The report was agreed to. . 

NOTICES OF BILLS. 

Mr. BROWN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to donate the unsold 
public lands along the route of the Troi Mountain 
railroad to aid in the extension and construction of 
that road to a point on the Mississippi tiver. °"": 

Mr. TRUMBULL gave notice of*hi tén- 
tion to ask leave to introduce a bill tọ constryct‘a 
ship canal for the passage of armed ‘and’ naval 
vessels from the Mississippi river to Lake Michi- 
gan, and for other purposes. 1° S i 

; i BILL INTRODUCED, o pi | 

Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, Jeave.to introduce a bill {S:No 
190) to establish a navy~yard and depot at Cairo, 
inthe State of Ilinois ¿which was read twice by 
its title, and referred toirthe Committee on Naval 
Affairs. - a Kaera hath it 

: REPORT ON EMIGRATION. |: 

Mr. POWELL submitted ‘the following reso- 
lution: ; paral away 

Resolved, That the President of the United States pe 
requested to furnish the Senate the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Emigration for-1863, with his ‘account of the ex- 
isting contracts,.and: other neceskary..information. onthe 
question of emigration. F ; : ones 

Mr. HARLAN. Let it go over.: J think we 
have that information on.our desks. moe 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Objection. being 
made, it will lie overs o yk ong 

BILL BECOME A LAW. ooo tt 

A message fromthe President ‘of ‘the United 

States, by Mr. Nicoray, his Secretary, announced 


‘that the President of the United States had yes- 


‘terday approved and signed an act (S. No: 142) 
‘for the relief of the owners of the French ship 


La Manche. ane i 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, . > 
A message from the House of Representatives, 


by Mr. McPuursoy, its Clerk, announced. that 


the House of Representatives had passed a bill 

(No. 355} to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 

ury to stipulate for the release from attachment 

or other process of property claimed by. the Uni- 

ted States, and“ for other purposes; in which,it 

requested the concurrence of the Senate., 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed: the 
following enrolled ‘bills: es cones 

A bill (S. No, 25) to‘authorize-the President to 


peee 
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Klamath, Modoeyand: 
dian tribes of southeastern Oregon; and 
-A bi CHR. No. 299) to provide for carrying 
the mails from the United States to foreign: ports, 
and. for-other purposes. sa nape aE 
cored T HOUSE BILE REFERRED. - `- 
< Thëibill (No.-355) to authorize ‘the ‘Secretary 
‘ofthe Treasury to stipulate for the release from 
-attachment or other process of property claimed 
‘by thie’ United States, and for other ba Sri was: 
igead twice Wy its-title, and referred to Omi- 
mittes omw the Judiciary. 12 H SRE TE 
(| PRINTING OP MESBAGH AND DOCUMENTS. 
Mir AN PHONY, Lam instructed by the:'Com- 
‘anittee’ on Printing, to whom was reférred a reso-. 
Jütion Submitted bythe Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
“'Paumpuns|to print five thousand additional copies 
‘ofthe message ‘of the President, with the accom- 
“panying documents, to report itadversely.. ` Ide- 
sire to state that the message and aecompanying 
documents will make six volumes, and the eost 
“of printing the five thousand: additional copies 
-would be $30,000, which the committee suppose 
is more'than the Senate would like to ineur for 
“that purpose. > elt tg 
al My. WILSON, “Has not the type been dis- 
tributed also? ` : ` a ta 
-$ Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir. The Superin- 
tendent of Public Printing states that the type has 
“peen distributed; and if a new edition should be 
“grdered,such is the immense quantity of printing 


alréad y ordered for Congress andthe various Ex- 
-éeutive Departments that the work could not be 
‘executed at the Government printing office before : 
next fall. - he : 
<The Senate will remember that at the last ses- 
sion a bill was passed to facilitate the printing of 
the public documents, which required that all the 
reports should be prepared before the commence- 
ment of each session of Congress, in order that 
they might be printed and laid on our tables very 
„early in. December. Some of the reports it was 
‘Ampossible to přesgtit in time from the Depart- 
cments,and 1 believe it was the opinion of the War 
“Department that it was hardly proper to make 
some of the reports public for fear they might.give 
information prematurely to the enemy, Those 
that were presented were printed immediately; 
‘and those that were presented after the meeting 
of Congress, although not within thé time pre- 
scribed by law, were printed earlier than they 
ever were before. The Joint Committee on Print- 
ing propose to submit to Congress an amendment 
to the law in regard to public. printing that will 
somewhat increase the numberof documents of 
‘this character printed, which is manifestly too 
‘gmallat present; but they hardly deem it advis- 
cable to. recommend the setting up of type anew. 
The report of the War Department has not yet 
been printed and atthe: last interview I had with 
the Superintendent of Public Brinting-it had not 
all been sentin, It was impossible to doit for the 
reasons I have stated. ‘When it is sent init will 
perhaps accomplish the objectof the mover of this 
resolution to have extra copies of that report 
printed which:can‘be done without resetting the 
type, and at comparatively very, small expense. 
"Mr TRUMBULL, Before this subject passes 
from the consideration of the Senate, I should like 
{6 Inquire if now would not be the:proper time to 
make that order for the publication ‘of an addi- 
tional number of copies of the report of the Sec- 
wetary, of War, or the first we shall know the type 
:0f that report will be distributed. Never in the 
“history :of the country have these documents been 
‘so much sought for as at the present time. The: 
‘reports of the Secretary, of War and the Secre- 
tary of the Navy give a history of tha doings of 
our Army and of the Navy during the past year. 
They are sought forby the people very generally. 
We are publishing but very few copies of them, 
Tt seems to me that no expenditure we could make ; 
would be more serviceable to the country than to 
inform it of the movements of our Army and of 
‘the Navy. Everybody is:interested in them. The 
erusal of these reports will haye a tendency to. 
Gncrease the- patriotism of the country. It seems. 
to me wé ought to publish more than some two 
or three thousand copies of them. . 1 do not know 
the precise number, 
“Mr. ANTHONY. Two thousand. R 
“Me. TRUMBULL. Only two thousand. of 
those reports are published, it seems. If this is. 


‘negotiate a treaty with the 


“gent in. 


the proper time, Twill submit the motion Ihave 
indicated... - i a E 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) -If there be no objection, the resolu- 


“ton will. be considered at this time; and no ob- 


jection being interposed the resolution reported 
from: the Commiltee.on Printing is now before the: 
Senate and open to amendment. : bee! 

Mr. GRIMES. Letit lie over for. thepresent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But the first we shall know 
the type will have been distributed, and then.there 
will be-additional expense. Pes 

Mr. GRIMES. It 
printer yet. - tn 4 

Mr. TRUMBULL....A portion of it has: 

Mr. GRIMES.: Of the report of the War De- 
partment? i 
` Mr. TRUMBULL. - l understand so, ~ 

Mr. ANTHONY.. A portion of the War De- 
partment report has been sent to the printer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. So I supposed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The reason why the com- 
mittee did not recommend the adoption of this res- 
olution in substance is, that the rule of the com- 
mittee is never to report in favor of printing any 
document without; an estimate of the cost of it, 
and it is impossible to get an exact estimate of 
the cost of this until. the: whole shall have been 
The Senate, however, can weigh that 
objection without any difficulty, and can come to 
a conclusion for themselves.. The House of Rep- 
resentatives has ordered ten thousand copies of the 
correspondence of the State Department, which 
is verý valuminaus and very interesting, to be 

primea for the use of tha: Department, and that, 

suppose, will supply all the demand for that 
document. Of the Navy report there have been 
fifteen hundred extra copies printed for the use of 
the Navy Department. 

Mr. GRIMES. But the extra copies of the 
Navy report have been printed so as to put one 
copy on board each vessel-of- war. Six hundred 
and cighty-eight of them, therefore, have gone for 
that purpose, and some of the others go to the 
navy-yards, so that there are very few of them 
left for distribution. w 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now itis disclosed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing that the 
House of Representatives has ordered the publi- 
cation of ten thousand copies of the report of the 
Secretary of State in relation to. foreign affairs. 
What interest docs that possess to the great mass 
of the people compared with the report of the 
Secretary of War and its accompanying docu- 
ments? There is not a family in this land that is 
not interested in watching the progress of our 

arms. The people want to see the reports of our 
generals, If we.can publish ten thousand copies 
of the foreign correspondence:of the State De- 
partment, it really seems to me that we ought to 
be.able to publish more.than two thousand of the 
official reports of our generals, giving an account 
of the movements of our troops, of the battles that 
have been fought, ix which there, is scarcely a 
family in the land that is not interested. I sup- 
ose it is competent to amend the resolution, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis open to 
amendment, f , . 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. I moveto amend the res- 
olution by striking out: all after the word t‘ re- 
solved,”” and inserting the following: 


That there:be: printed for the use of the Senateten thou- : 


sand additional copies of the annual report of the Secretary 


of War, and accompanying documents, communicated to 
the Senate at its present session. i 

I will confine it to the report of the Secretary 
of War, that being the most valuable. 

Mr. GRIMES. It strikes me that we had bet- 
ter let this resolution lie on the table for the pres- 
ent,-and for this reason: I understand the chair- 
man of the Committee on Printing to say that a 
part of the report of the Secretary of War has 
been submitted and printed, and it may be possi- 


‘ble that the type of that portion has been already 


distributed —. : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [Ifithas, I would reset it. 

Mr. GRIMES. Bat. then we ought to know 
what that portion is. Is it the report proper, or 
is it the report appended to, it of some battle, or 
of some engagement, or of.some general? Let us 
know exactly whatit is that we are going to order 
to be printed. It may be possible that that part 


which has already been. printed may be a mere 
statistical: part that is not of very great value, 


has not been sent to the. 


j| tary of War is. 


and which, through. the bureaus of the War De- 


partment, the Secretary of War was able to send 


jn-at the commencement.of the present session of 


Congress withoutany. trouble, whereas other por- 
tions-of it have. been. kept back and he has not 
been able to submit those other portions up to 
this time. We are legislating in the dark until 
the chairman of the Committee on Printing can 
tell us the exact condition, of that portion of the 
Secretary’s report. which is now in the hands of 
the printer; and the resolution will not lose any- 
thing by lying over fora day or two until.we find 
out what the facts are. - ` bey pot 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to this 
course, (and perhaps it would be the most. appro- 
priate,) to let the amendment be adopted as a sub- 
stitute for the original resolution, and then recom- 
mit it to the committee, and let them hold it until 
they can report back intelligently to the Senate.as 
to what the condition of. the report of the Secre- 
What I desire is to get before 
the country the history of last year’s doings. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I desire to state, before the 
subject passes from the consideration of the Sen- 
ate, that these documents which grow more and 
more voluminous every year, and which include 
a great deal of useless printing for popular distri- 
bution, ought to beedited. Thereshould be some 
competent person to take the whole of them, to 
select those portions that are proper for popular 
distribution, and have large numbers of those 
printed, and of the full documents smal} numbers 
printed for libraries. In the Navy report each 
individual bid for every. article of supplies ar- 
dered is printed-—— oe , 
Mr. GRIMES. That is required by law. - 
Mr. ANTHONY. It is required by law of 
that Department, but isnotrequired by law from 
any other Department; and I cannot see any pos- 
sible use of itinthe Navy Department. The dis- 
bursements for public printing for the year 1862 
were $549,000, and for the year 1863 1,404,000. 
This increase of course was rendered necessary 
by the calls for printing from the Treasur and 
the War Departments. The printing for the In- 
ternal Revenue Bureau has been enormous, all 
the blanks having been printed here instead of 
having them printed in the various States. "The 
Superintendent of Public Pripting estimates that 
at the rate at which printing is now ordered the 
amount expended this year. will not be less than 
$2,000,000. f z 
Mr. SUMNER. I should like to know if the 
Senator from:Rhode Island can. give us any ides 
of. the possible extent of :this publication, Will 
it be one, two, or three volumes? 
Mr. ANTHONY. I think it will be: pretty 
voluminous, but I can give no idea, 
Mr. SUMNER. I understand it is proposed 
that the resolution lie on the table. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from illinois, 
_Mr.SUMNER. There is. one remark that I 
should like to make in regard to something that 
fell from the Senator from Rhode Island. He said 
that these publications ought to be edited. I agree 
with him. They are comparatively useless from 
the fact that they are notedited and that they haye 
no, proper index. It is absurd to print one.of 
these large volumes,and a collection, if youplease, 
gunning through two.or three volumes, svithout a 
complete index. ‘Let any one’ refer to’ the. Eng. 
lish Blue. Books or. the corresponding papers of 
the Legislature. of France, and he. will see that 
every volume is armed witha perfect and most 
exhaustive index. We ought to have the same 
for every volume that we publish, and E think 
there would be no better economy of our money 
than the expenditure laid out upon such a work. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
_Mr. GRIMES. I move now that the resolu- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Printing. ` 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have it 
recommitted with the understanding, though itis 
robably unnecessary to put it in the shape of an 
instruction, that the Committee on Printing will 
examine and report what portions of the report 
of the Secretary of War and accompanying doc- 
uments itis advisabie to publish. Of course we 
do not want bids and things of that kind pub- 


lished. 
Mr. ANTHONY. They are not published in 


the War Department, but in the Navy Depart- 
ment only. $ ; 
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pers connected with the report of the Secretary 
of War that the public will have no general in- 
terest in; but certainly there are portions of those 
documents of the highest interest, and I should 
be glad if, without any instructions about it, the 
committee would take it upon themselves to re- 
port to the Senate when they report back the res- 
olution what portions of the report of the Secre- 
tary of War it is advisable to publish. 
The motion to recommit was agreed to. 


EXPENSES OF COMMITTEE ON THE WAR. 


Mr. WADEasked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. 
No. 37) for the payment of the expenses incurred 
by the joint committee on the conduct of the war; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WADE. Task the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to consider it at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. It proposes to appropriate 
$20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to pay the expenses of the joint committee of 
Congress appointed to inquire into the conduct 
and expenditures of the war, The money is to 
be drawn from the Treasury upon the order of 
the Secretary of the Senate as it shall be required 
by the committee. Any portion of the amount 
appropriated that shall be allowed by the com- 
mittee to witnesses attending before it, or to per- 
sons employed in its service, for per diem, travel- 
ing, and other expenses, and paid by the Secretary 
of the Senate in pursuance of the order of the com- 
mittee, is to be accordingly credited and allowed 
by the accounting officers of. the Treasury De- 
partment, 

Mr. WADE. I will barely state that this is the 
game resolution in terms as the one on the same 
subject passed at the last Congress. It asks, how- 
ever, for a larger appropriation than that. That 
was $10,000, but from the instructions we have 
received from the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives already to investigate certain matters, I sup- 
pose it will be more expensive than any investi- 
gations we made during the last Congress, and I 
cannot tell to what extent it will go, but I can give 
a pledge that we shall spend no more than is ab- 
solutely necessary. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and it was read the third time. 

Mr. POWELL. It seems to me thatisa very 
large sum for theexpenses ofacommittee. There 
are no items mentioned, and we do not know 
what it is for, except generally. I think the rës- 
olution ought to be accompanied with some ex- 
planation. J hope the chairman of the committee 
will tell us what this $20,000 is for. Of course I 
do not expect him to go into minute details. 

Mr. WADE. It is impossible to make specifi- 
cations now, because we do not know exactly 
what sums will be necessary. We have been 
instructed by the Senate to investigate certain mat- 
ters in Missouri and along the Mississippi river, 
and at Charleston, and many other places that 
will require considerable time and considerable 
expense if we go into them and obey the instruc- 
tions we have received. We are also incurring 
some expenses here constantly now for investi- 
gations that we are making, Tcannottell the ex- 
tent of these expenses. If I could I would be 
willing to limit the resolution; but itis impossi- 
ble to limit it preciscly, inasmuch as itis impos- 
sible to tell what the expenses will be. Gentle- 
men can see that. We have limited the expend- 
itures, however, in the resolution to the matters 
which the committee are instructed to investigate. 
We cannot go outside of that. This money will 
be required for expenses of traveling, for wit- 
nesses’ fees, and for a stenographer thatit will be 
necessary for them to take along with them pers 
haps. All those necessary expenses will be paid, 
and nothing more. Í 

I can give the Senator an assurance that there 
will be no more expended because the sum is 


Mr. TRUMBULL. There may be many pa- 


said half that amount, provided we can do with 
less. Ofcourse we cannot go very much beyond 
the expenses that Congress is willing to allow. I 
put it at $20,000 because I thought it might pos- 
sibly be that we should have to-spend that sum. 
We may not have to spend one half of it. That 
is all I have to say about it. 
The joint resolution was passed. 


EDITING OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. SUMNER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to consider the expediency of providing that the public 
documents published by Congress shall be edited, especially 
so as to secure good indexes. 


DESERTERS FROM THE ARMY. 


Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate post- 
pone the consideration of other matters, and take 
up the bill (S. No. 175) in relation to deserters 
from the military service of the United States. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It provides that in addition to the other 
lawful penaltics of the crime of desertion from the 
armies of the United States, all deserters who have 
deserted beyond the limits of the United States, 
and who shall neglect or refuse to return and re- 
enter the military service at the places and in the 
time and manner hereinafter described, shall be 
deemed and taken to have voluntarily relinquished 
and forfeited their rights of citizenship of the 
United States, and their rights to become citizens 
thereof, and such deserter shall thereafter be inca- 
pable of holding any office of trust or profit under 
the United States, or of exercising any of the 
rights of citizens of the United States. Immedi- 
ately after the passage of this act, the President 
of the United States is to issue his proclamation 
declaring that all soldiers absent without leave, 
who have departed beyond the limits of the United 
States, may return, within a time specified, to such 
place or places as he may designate in his procla- 
mation, and reénter the military service of the 
United States for the term of their original enlist- 
ment, without punishment, except the forfeiture 
of pay and allowances due at the time of their de- 
sertion and during their absence, and all deserters 
who do not return and reénter the service, at the 
time and places specified by the President, are to 


| be Hable to the penalties described in the first see- 


tionof this act. The President may in his proc- 
lamation authorize the reénlistment of all deserters 
who may return and avail themselves of the ben- 
efits of this act into new regiments, or other or- 
ganizations, to be formed at the places designated 


| by him, or he may direct that all such deserters 
shall be restored to the regiments or other organ- | 
| izations in which they originally enlisted; and if 


the President shall authorize the reénlistment of 
such deserters into new regiments, or other or- 
ganizations, he shall appoint and commission the 


| officers of such regiments or organizations. if 


ser- 


any person shall hereafter desert the military 8$ A 
nite 


vice, and depart beyond the limits of the 


| States during the time for which he may have en- 


listed, he is to be liable to the penalties described 
in the first section of this act. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, it will be re- 
membered that some time since we passedan act 


| directing the President of the United States, 


within thirty days after its passage, to issue a 
proclamation declaring that all deserters who 
would report themsoives for duty within a certain 
time should be pardoned, The President of the 
United States issued that proclamation, and sev- 


eral thousand deserters in various parts of the | 


country reported themselves and joined their com- 


mands, and I believe have since been faithful in jj 
2 i 


the discharge of their duties. 


itis represented that we have now eighty thou- | 


sand deserters, | think that is a great mistake, 
I do not believe we have more than forty thou- 


fixed at $20,000 in the resolution than though it 


through the hospitals or in some other way, got 
out of the service, and the record has not. been 
kept properly. Within the past twelve months: 
under the provost marshal system we have had’ 
about twenty-eight thousand deserters returned 
to their regimentg. We are at the present time’ 
hunting up these men in all partsof the country y 
and there are comparatively very few desertions 
from the service, for the reason that under the 
system established by the enrollmentact itis very: 
difficult for a soldier to desert and escape detec~ 
tion. In fact, I have no doubt that all the eg- 
penses incurred by the enrollment act have been 
amply justified in the return of deserters and the 
effect it has had on the Army to keep men from 
deserting. In that respect alone it has more than 
paid all the cost of the system. Me 

It is represented that we have at this time some- 
where from ten to fifteen thousand deserters in 
Canada and the other British provinces: Itisesti- 
mated by some gentlemen who'have examined the 
subject very carefully that the number will reach 
fifteen thousand. There is no doubt whatever 
that there are many thousand men there who have — 
left the service of the United States, many of them 
at an early day when it was not so great a crime 
to desert the service as at the present time, bê- 
cause the discipline in our Army has been very 
much improved, f 

Mr. COLLAMER. And in those days you 
could get as many as you had a mind to. 

Mr. WILSON. At that time it was rather 
easy to get men into the service, and very easy 
for them to run away. A very lax and loose 
system prevailed. A great many persons then 
left the service and went not only to other parts’ 
of the country, bat to Canada, and many who 
went to other parts of the country, under the 
pressure since have gone over the live. It will 
be remembered that the statement of the condi- 
tion of the army of the Potomac at Harrison’s 
Landing showed thirty-five thousand men absent 
without leave. j 

Itis said by gentlemen who have been in commu- 
nication with these deserters in Canada, that they 
are very anxious to return to the United States. 
They are scattered up and down that country. 
The rewards of labor there are very light. Many 
of them are hardly able to support themselves at 
all. The war has continued longer than they ex- 
pected. They find that running away from the 
Army and going into Canada is much harder than 
being in the service and doing their duty. They 
are afraid to return to the United States for fear 
of being arrested and tried, and having the pen- 
alties of the law executed upon them. It is pro- 

osed in this bill that the President of the United 
States shall issue his proclamation pardoning 
these persons if they will return to such places as 
he shall name and serve out the time for which 
they were enlisted into the service of the United 
States. It is thought by some persons who have 
examined this subject carefully, thatifsome places 
were named, say Detroit, Buffalo, Ogdensburg, 
Rouse’s Point, and some point in the State of 
Maine, where they could come from Canadaand 
the other British provinces, we might gather up 
a large body of men who would return to the 
United States and do the duty that they agreed 
to do. . $ 

Mr. COLLAMER. Is there ‘anything iw the 
bill providing that these men shali: be pardoned 
for any little offense they may have committed 


i against the rules which led to their desertion? 


Some of them were guilty of some little things, 
and got scared and ran off. 
Mr. WILSON. This bill provides that they 


shall be pardoned. All that will be required of 


them will be that they serve out their times but 
they are not to have pay for the time they were 
absent. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The point I am afieris 
this: here were young men, to my certain knowl- 
edge, who got into some little difficulties in the 


Army; they had a drunken frolic, for instance, 


sand, A great many of the persons who are rep- } and imagined that they were going to be putinto 
resented as deserters have in some form or other, ii prison, and got scared and ran off to Canada, and 
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» theyarenfraid-te come back. Now J wanta par- 
don for them for running away and for whatever 
offenses they have commitied up to that time. 

Mrz: WILSON. This bill says that they may 
return ** without punishment, except the forfeit- 
ure.of pay and allowances due atthe time of their 
desertion and during their absence.”? The object 
isto pardon them. entirely. ; 
» Mr. COLLAMER.. I wantall these little of- 
fenses wiped out. P 
Í Mr. WILSON. I think it would be a very wise 
arrangement, and provision: is made for it in this 
bill, never to return these men back to their own 
regiments again. It is said that when several 
thousand of these men, I think some twelve or 
fiftecn. thousand, returned under the previous proc- 
lamation of the President and joined the ranks of 
the Army and went back into their old regiments, 
there was.a very deep fecling of indignation in 
those. regiments that they should be pardoned and 
allowed tọ come back without punishment. The 
men who had been faithful to the flag thought it 
wrong that the Government should permit those 
mento return without punishment; bat they came 
back and were not punished in any respect what- 
ever, and $ believe they have been as faithful as 
other men ever since. 

I think the true way would be this: these per- 
sons: who have gone out of the country should 
be allowed to report at several points along the 
Canadian line, say Detroit, Buffalo, Rouse’s Point, 
Ogdensburg, and Portland, to officers appointed 
to organize them into companies, and then those 
companies should be organized into regiments, 
as the bill provides they may be if the President 
chooses to do so; and then you ean send them 
away to the Southwest or anywhere else in the 
country. 

My judgment is that the bill will have a tend- 
ency to bring back into the service of the United 
States several thousand men who have deserted 
‘it. In order to hasten their return and make 
them feel what they are losing, we provide in the 
first section of the bill that in addition to the pen- 
alties they have incurred they shall be deemed to 
have forfeited their rights of citizenship. The 
penalty of desertion is death in every case if they 
are brought back and the court-martial chooses 
to inflict it upon them. Perhaps all of them are 
not. morally guilty of the crime. Some of them, 
perhaps, ran away thoughtlessly, and did not 
mean to commit such an offense as they have com- 
mitted; but they are in reality guilty of the crime 
of desertion, and the penalty of death rests upon 
them. We provide in addition to all the penalties 
now upon those who refuse to return, that they 


Shall. be deemed and taken to have voluntarily relin- 
quished and forivited their rights of citizenship of the Uul- 
Ted States, and their rights to become ei us thereof, and 
such deserter shall thereafter be incapable of holding any 
office of trustor profit under the United States, or of ex- 
ercising any of the rights of citizens of the United States. 


Mr. CARLILE. If the Senator will permit 
me, the object of the Senator from Vermont, it 
seems to me, might be obtained by inserting after 
the word © punishment,’’ in the eighth line of the 
second section, the words, ‘for desertion or any 
offense committed by them while in the service.” 
‘That would reach the suggestion of the Senator 
from Vermont. It would be a general amnesty, 
not only for desertion, but for any misdemeanor 
that might have caused desertion. 

Mr. WILSON. Lam not clear that it is best 
to put thatin. Thig bill now covers all the cases 
of desertion from the service. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Has not the President that 
power now? 

Mr. WILSON. He has the power to pardon 
them after they are tried; but he has not the power 
to get them back. He has not the power to par- 
don them in advance. ‘There is no law that allows 
it, and he cannotissue any such notice. Congress 
passed an act to allow him to do it once, and he | 
did it under the positive order and direction of 
Congress; but the Presidentcannot issue any such 
proclamation of his own motion. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The President, under the 
Constitution, has the power before a man ig tried 
at all to pardon him for any offense. 

Mr. WILSON. They do notso understand it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. [tis so; and a man may 

„ga inte court and plead his pardon. 
Mr. WILSON. The-question has been pressed 


i 
i 
t 
| 
t 
i 
j 
il 


pn the Government hy Army officers and others 
for the last three or four months; but the Presi- | 


dentamd the Secretary of War felt that they ought 


not to do it, and that they had not the power to 
doit without the sanction of Congress, They 
may technically have that power; but we passed 
an act through Congress requiring the President 
within thirty days after the passage of the act to 
issue a proclamation of pardon, and that procla- 
mation brought back to the service of the coun- 
try from twelve to fifteen thousand men, 

Mr: CLARK. If the Senator will allow me 
I will state a case which will perhaps illustrate 
this whole matter, and show that the President 
thinks: he. does possess the power. A case oc- 
curred within a few weeks past—and this will 
show how casily men may get out of the Army 
as well as how easily they may be returned— 
where a young man from my own State received 
a furlough, because he was sick, to gohome. He 
was not well enough to return when his furlough 
expired, and his physician undertook to get him 
an extension of that furlough, and afterwards to 
get him a discharge; but he failed to do it. The 
yomg man became frightened , understanding that 
nis name was borne on the books of his com- 
pany as a deserter, and he did not dare to go 
back to his company. But he would not quit 
the service, and he went and employed himself 
as a teamster for a quartermaster. After he had 
been in that service something like a year, he be- 
came dissatisfied. He felt for his father; he felt 
for his friends; he felt for himself. He did not 
like to be consideredas a deserter. Nobody had 
ever apprehended him. He had sometimes been 
back to his own company and they had known 
him; and yet nobody would arrest him. 

He came to me some little time ago and ex- 
plained the matter to me. I went to the Presi- 
dent and laid his case before him. The Presi- 
dent said to me, “ If that young man will go back 
and serve in his company and regiment faith- 
fully 1 will give hima pardon, bring him up 
here and let me see him.” [did notcarry him up 
there, but the President sent me a pardon for that 
young man, and he has gone back to the service 
and has never been tried. ‘The President has the 
power without any lawtodothat. Fle may send 
any of these men back. 

And now, while I am up, perhaps the Senator 
will permit me to say that f doubt very much 
whether we ought to bring these men back in this 
way. If they will not return upon the voluntary 
proclamation of the President they will be forever 
expatriated. ‘The President may authorize them 
to come back and go into the service if he will, 
and have we the power under the Constitution, 
let me inquire, to direct the President and say 
that be shall issue this proclamation and shall par- 
dou these men? Are we not attempting te use 


«the very authority which was given to the Pres- 


ident by the Constitution? We say in the second 
section that he shall do it, that he shall issue a 
proclamation promising them that if they return 
there shall be no farther punishment, That is 
left entirely in the discretion of the President, ac- 
cording to the Constitution; it is not left to a law 
of Congress. While I would be very glad to 
have these people return, as many of them as will 
upon proclamation, there may be danger in it. 
As is suggested to me by the Senator from Iowa, 
[Mr. Gnrimes,] it may demoralize the Army. It 
may show to the men in the Army how easily a 
deserter can return and how slight a punishment 
is inflicted. I know there is great objection on 
the part of true and loyal soldiers to have desert- 
ers by the side of them. ‘They may be organized 
in separate regiments, but what would a regiment 
of deserters be worth, and where would you put 
them except in jailor prison? Who would want 
to command them except a deserter? 

I have been of opinion that severity, more se- 
verity than we have been exercising on these de- 
serters, wasneccssary and useful. f know there 
arc a great many of them, and we cannot punish 
them all; but } suggest to the Senator whether it 
would not be better to leave this matter entirely 
in the hands of the Executive. {f he does not 
choose to issue his proclamation aud offer to these 
people pardon ifthey will come back, they will be 
just where the bill proposes to put them—forever 
expatriated. They will not dare to return. If they 
do, they will come back as a thief in the night, 
and notdare toshow themselves. They will for- 
ever be a living anda standing punishment, an 
example to everybady, with the mark of Cain 


upon them: think that the matter stands well 
as itis. {doubt whether the bill will do good. 
Still Lam not opposed to it ifthe military author- 
ities think it to be necessary upon more consid- 
eration than I have given it. 


MILITARY - INTERFERENCE WITIL ELECTIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning 
hour having expired, it-isincumbent on the Chair 
tocall up the special order of the day. “The Chair 
will remark by way of explanation that there 
are two special assignments for this hour. The 
first is the joint resolution (S. No. 16) proposing 


| amendments to the Constitution of the United 


States, which was assigned for this day at one 
o'clock ag a special order. The other is the bill 
(S. No. 37) to prevent officers of the Army and 
Navy, and other persons engaged in the military 
and naval service of the United States, from inter- 
fering in elections in the States. That comes up 
as a special order, being the unfinished business 
of the last day’s sitting; and according to the ex- 
press rule of the Senate, as the unfinished busi- 
ness of the preceding session, it takes precedence 
among the special orders. That bill, therefore, 
is now before the Senate; and upon it the Sena- 
tor from Michigan [Mr. Howarn] is entitled to 
the floor. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the Senator from 
Michigan proceeds, as the special order for to-day 
is superseded by the unfinished business of yester- 
day, which I very much regret, I desire to ask that 
the jointresolution which was the special order for 
to-day be made the special order for to-morrow, 
so that it will come up to-morrow. I-hope the 
Senate will consent that we take it up then, and 
not have it postponed by other matters again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order 
will be entered, if no objection be made, without 
the question being put on the motion. 

Mr. SUMNER. There is a special order for 
to-morrow. I merely makearemark with a view 
to the public business. ‘The special order for to- 
morrow isa bill which was assigned, I think; 
on the motion of the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. 
Gams) he ae 

Mr. GRIMES. That willnotstand in the way 
of the Senator from Iinois. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope to be able to take 
up the Navy appropriation pill to-morrow. 

Mr. POWELL. I hope the bill which is now 
up will be pressed until there is a vote onit. I 
dislike to have any special order made for to-mor- 
row. The Senator from Maryland, as I under- 
stand, desires to follow the Senator from Michigan 
in the discussion of the bill which is now before 
the Senate. I hope the Senator from Illinois will 
not insist upon his motion, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Illinois moves the postponement of the bill 
under consideration with the view of taking up 
for consideration the joint resolution proposing 
amendments to the Constitution, for the purpose 
of making that resolution the special assignment 
for to-morrow at one o’clock. ` 

Mr. DAVIS, Ido not like that mode of doing 
business. I think that when the Senate has taken 
up a subject and is progressing in its discussion 
it ought to finish that subject by continuous ac- 
tion from day to day before taking up another. 
It seems to me that the practice of blending de- 
bates upon different subjects is not the best mode 
of doing business. I hope, myself, that the sub- 
ject upon which the honorable Senator from 
Michigan intends to address the Senate to-day 
will be disposed of before any other subject is 
debated. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I presume that the re- 
marks of the Senator from Michigan to-day may 
refer to occurrences in my own State which have 
been investigated by the Legislature of that State, 
and if so, I should like an opportunity to reply 
to his remarks so far as they may relate to that 
State. Ibope, therefore, that if the Senator from 
Michigan speaks to-day upon the bill introduced 
by the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. PowELL,] 
an opportunity will be allowed to such of us as 
may feel called upon to reply in behalf of our 
States and the people of our States, to do so with- 
out the intervention of any special order which 
may possibly prevent the bill now before the Sen- 
ate from being considered at a future day. IfI 
knew that even next week we could call up this 
bill again, and be allowed to reply to the remarks 
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of the Senator from Michigan, I should have no 
objection to a postponement; but | am apprehen- 
sive that after the Senator from Michigan makes 
his speech on this subject, if the Senator from 
Mlivols succeeds in making the subject to which 
he has referred a special order, we may not have 
the opportunity of considering this matter cven 
ata future day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion is, will the Senate take up the joint resolu- 
Uon at the present time, with a view to consider 
a further motion to postpone it to a future day, 
and maks it the special order for such day? 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Ido not wish to take up 
the time of the Senate to-day in a discussion as 
to whether it shall be made a special order or not, 
and thereby defeat the object I have in view, 
which is to get the early consideration of the Sen- 
ate to this important question of submilting to the 
States an amendment to the Constitution, so as 
to forever prohibit and abolish slavery. I have 
heretofore had that matter set as a special order 
for two different days. I think there is a dispo- 
sition in the Senate to consider it. Ithasmetthe 
favor of the Committee on the Judiciary, and has 
been reported to this body; and I do ask of the 
Senate that at some time they will consider itand 
not have it put off from day to day in this way. 
And now, vot to take up further time, I withdraw 
my motion to make it a special order for to-mor- 
row, and give notice to the Senate that F shall 
move at one o’clock to-morrow to proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution to amend the 
Constitution, It will then be for the Senate to 
decide. If a majority decide that they will not 
consider it, of course they may do so. I shall 
have done my duty in reference to it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Why not:go on with it 
to-day? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Because another special 
order has preference of it, and the Senator from 
Michigan is entitled to the floor and is prepared 
to goon, That is the reason I have to give way 
to-day. I would prefer going on to-day, butthe 
Senator from Michigan claims the floor on the 
unfinished business of yesterday. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Senate bill No. 
37, to prevent officers of the Army, &c., from 
interfering in elections in the States, is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOWARD addressed the Senate for about 
two hours. (See Appendix.} 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Michigan 
will yield the oor, I will move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

Mr. HOWARD, [ give way. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator from 
New Tampshire will withdraw that motion and 
let us go into executive session. 

Me, HALE. 1 withdraw it for that purpose. 

UXECULIVE SESSION. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Imove that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and aftersome time 
apent in the consideration of executive business, 
the doors were reopened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
WEDNESDAY, Jarch 23, 1864. 
The Tlouse met at twelve o'clock, m. 
by Rev. W. P. Tiben, of Boston. 
The Journal of yesterday was readandapproved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. FENTON. Lask leave of absence for ten 
days fom Monday next, 
Leave was granted as requested. 
s SPEAKER, 
absent 
deems it to be his duty to state that, in his ophi- 
ion, cven when granted they do not exempt mem- 


Prayer 


bers from deduction from their pay, for the rea- | 


w is imperative that deductions shall be 
ho case except where the member is 
eif ov there is sickness In his family. 


sou the | 


THADDEUS MORRICH. 


9 Dy una 


solution: 


of the Honse to the mother of Thaddeus Morrice asun 
eyual to his salary to the cad of die ent session of Con- 
gross; also proper fnucral expenses, 


‘by unanimous consent. 


i by the gentle 
j Law. fd 


| Iowa that in my 


i it without my knowledge or consent. 
As requests for leaves of 
have become so frequent of late, the Chair | 


error, 


| Mr. J. W. Waren, of Ohio. 
| tain thai the siatement did not refer to the gentle- 


. if tions of p 
ius consent, intro- ii 
; for correct 


‘Mhat there he paid ont of the contingent fund || yota question of privilege. 


Mr. DAWSON. There is a congressional pre- 
cedent for this resolution in the praceedings of the 
Thirty-First Congress. I trust that it will re- 
ceive the ananimous sanction of this House, No 
omployé of this House is more entitled to our 
justand generous consideration than Thaddeus 
Morrice 
acter, distinguished for his wonderful knowledge 
of parliamentary law, and of great fidelity in the 
important office he filled so weil. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


GOVERNMENT TRANSPORTATION TO CIVILIANS. 


Mr. KERNAN asked unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appoluted by the 
Speaker to investigate and report to this House whether 
civilians in the employ of the Government in and about 
Washington were sent or allowed to go to their homes with 
the view of their voting at State elections; for what length 
of time were they granted leave of absence for such pur- 
pose, and did their pay continue while they were thus ab- 
sent; were all such employés sent or allowed to go home 
for saeh purpose, or those only who professed to belong to 
the Repablican party so called, or professed or promised 
they would vote tor its candidates; and were said employés 
transported home and back at ticir own expense or was 
their transportation or any part of it at the expense of the 
Government; and said committee is authorized to send for 
persons and papers, and to employ a clerk, and that they 
have leave to report at any time, 


Mr. STEVENS, I will say to the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Kurnan,] that if he will 
modify his resolution so as to refer this matter for 
investigation to the committee on the conduct of 
the war instead of to a select committee, L will 
not object to it. [Cries of Oh no.”) 

Mr. KERNAN. No, sir; I prefer to let the 
resolution stand just as I have drawn it. 


Mr. STEVENS. Then { object to it. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr.McCLURG. Mr. Speaker, I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to make an explana- 
tion. In my remarks of the 9th instant, some 
reficctions were cast upon the character of one of 
my colleagues from Missouri, [Mr. Brarr,] and 
an open question was left in regard to veracity and 
the matter of an alleged forgery. I hope shall 
be permitted by the House to make an explana- 
tion upon that subject. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman can proceed, 
The Chair hears no ob- 


jection, 
Mr. LAW. Before the gentleman procecds, I 
ask him to yield to me fora momenton a question 
of privilege. 

Mr. McCLURG.  T yield to thegentleman for 
that purpose, 


CORRECTION. 


Mr. LAW. I rise to a question of privilege. 
[find in the Globe of yesterday my name recorded 
as voling in the negative upon an amendment to 
what is called the ‘gold bill’? LT did so vote; 
but Ð find also that during the roll-callthe follow- 
lng remarks were made: 

Mr. ALL 


y an arrangement nade 
; DLETON,] with Mr. 
t0 ask the Ueman trom Ohio whether 
nt that pair ought to extend to this vote. F 
{ nitted, vote for this amendment. 

Mr. Pexpurrox. I will say to the gentleman fram 
dgment under his pair he ugli not io 
pF 


in his judan 


vote on this questi 


I desire to say, sir, that no such arrangement 


took place and no such pair was made, f never 


| bave paired with any gentleman in this House, 
j and E do not know that | ever shall. 


T think the 
deman has mistaken me for Mr. Lona. 

Dam informed now that the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Pexpieron] did pair me, but he did 
If | had 
been paired, Í certainly oughtnot to have voted, 
apd should not have done so. 

Lhe SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it is an 
The Chair thinks the gentleman alluded 
to was not the gentleman from Indiana, but was 
The Chair is cer- 


5 


man from Indiana. 
Corrections of the Globe are not, however, qu 
ivi although corrections of t 


ie 


Jo 


ral & 


us of the Globe as for anything eise 


The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. McCirre] 


i has the floor to make a personal explanation. 


. He wasa young man ofexcellent ehar- 


mous consent hasto beasked | 


CHARGE AGAINST A MEMBER. 


Mr. McCLURG.. Mr. Speaker, Tam sorry that 
my colleague from the first district of Missouri 
{Mr. Bram] is not in his scat. Jf any of:his 
friends know where he is I hope they will send 
for him. : E 

Mr. Speaker, in my remarks on the 9th instant 
some reflections were cast upon the character ‘of 
my colleague from the first district [Mr, BLAIR] 
by the inference being drawn that he was proba- 
Lly connected with what may have beena liquor 
speculation, 1 was interrupted by my colleague, 
and in reply I intimated I had no disposition to 
do him injustice, and, whenever satisfied that an 
error had been committed, that E would gladly 
retract. I desire therefore to make such expla- 
nation as will place all parties fairly before the 
public. ł hope I will have unanimous consent. 

Mr. Speaker, doubt may have remained on the 
minds of some as to the truth of the execution of 
a certain order for liquors by my colleague, {Mri 

BLarn,} a copy of which, with a corresponding 
invoice, wag given in my speech of 9th instant. 
It will be recollected that my colleague, [Mr. 
Biair,] in one of his interruptions, seemed to be 
surprised that I had not seen the acknowledg- 
ment by a ‘Treasury agent, Mr. Bonner, of St. 
Louis, that the order and invoice were forgeries, 
and that he, Mr. Bonner, knew them to be for- 
geries when they were published. E here quote 
the language of that interruption, It is as fol- 
lows: 

“Mr. Brain, of Missouri, Task my colleague if he does 
not know that the order which he has quoted here was a 
forgery committed by one of Mr. Chase?s agents, aud that 
its publication was procured by another of Mr. Chase's 
agents, who knew it to be a forgery, in a paper which was 
in the pay of Mr. Chase, Phe whole thing ean be traced 
to malice and malevolence. It is acknowledged now to 
have been a forgery on the part of these two agents of Mr, 
Chase. 

“ iwas in the field doing my duty when these miserable 
misercants committed this forgery which the geutleman 
parades here. [suppose he has scen the denunciation of 
that pretended order as a forgery in a St, Louis paper, and 
he may have all the credit he can get for circulating the 
forgery of Mr. Chase’s agents. 

“Mr. McCiure. Will my colleague give us the name 
of the person he alludes to? . 

“Mr, Buarr, of Missouri. T allude to Mr. Bonner. 

Mr. McChord. Ebave seen the printed correspondence 
on this subject between the gentleman’s friends amd thy 
friends of the Treasury Department, aud Jam confirmed in 
the belief that I have given the correet and fair interpret- 
tion of this whote matter, F shall, with great, pleasure, ar 
any time, acknowledge the error ifthe gentleman will con- 
vince me ofits; but hë does not convince me by the remarks 
he bas wow made. E 

“ Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 1 tell the gentleman that I 
have the admission of Mr. Bonner himself that te knew it 


j was a forgery atthe time he published it. 


“Mr. MeCiure. If the gentleman will get his writter 
adinission and produce it to me, T will withdrawand retract 
whut I bave said about this matter.” 

‘My colleague [Mr. Biarr] stated that Mr. Bon- 
ner acknowledged ** he knew it was a forgery at 
the time he published it. I plainly intimated I 
did not so believe, but stated L would retract if, 
at any time, my, colleague [Mr. Brar] would 
produce in writing such an acknowledgment from 
Mr. Bonner. ‘The gentleman [Mr. Brar] has 
had time to procure that acknowledgment. Two 
weeks have clapsed, and in one week a letter is 
conveyed by mail to St. Louis and an answer re- 
turned. Thatacknowledzment has not been pro- 
duced; itcannot be. desire, Mr. Speaker, to re- 
mind those under the seund of my voice of one of 
the acknowledgéd principles in passing upan teg- 
tinvony and determining whether it should be ad- 
mitted orrejected. [tis this, when translated into 
English: “ False in one, false inall.’? Therefore, 
one falsehood of a witness being exposed, the 
whole testimony of that witness is rejécted as 
worthless. i 

The gentleman [Mr. Brarr] has, on severgl oc- 
casions, appeared here as hisown witness. I ex- 
posed the falsehood in the charge he made of du- 
plicity and infidelity to the President against hia 
four radical colleagues, when, in the face of his 
own language, he then acknowledged he did not 
intend to appiy his remarks to the radicals of the 
House. Lalso produced the proof that decided: 


in favor of his colleague fram the second district 


r Brow] the question of veracity as to the 
gentleman’s {Mr. Baia] having approved a res- 
olution fora delegation to procure the appointment 


| of another commander in Missourithan General 


Schofield. Itis also borne in mind thatnot many 


| days since it was denied bythe gontleraan (Mr, 


Buam] that slaves had been run off to Kentucky 


w 
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from Missouri: when atthe samë time a letter was 
produced from an officer stating that such-was the 
fact, If not, the fact, Major General Rosecrans 
“must be exceedingly ingenious in framing orders 
for imaginary causes, in order that his name may 
appear in-print; for the following is part of the 
first paragraph of General Orders No. 35, dated at 
-$t. Lonis, March 1, 1864: 

eae eh [General Orders, No. 35.] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE MISSOURI, 

pees eek : ST. Lovis, March 1, 1864. 

I. Missouri, for the coming year, needs ali the slave- 
and other labor she has within herown border. Humanity, 
as well as justice, forbids sending away to other States our 
heiptess slaves: Moreover, bad men have been engaged in 
stealing. and carrying negroes out of the State, and selling 
even those who were free. The exportation of negroes from 
Missouri is therefore prohibited, Kowo ko n 
“By command of Major General Rosecrans: 
PAN : 0. D. GREENE, 
Assistant Adjutant General, 


- M Bad men have been engaged,” &c., ‘selling 
‘even those: who were free.” Here, then, are three 
‘eases in which the statements of the gentleman 
{Mr. Boar] who testifies in his own cases are 
proven to be incorrect. Apply the principle, 
*t false in one, false in all,” and what becomes of 
his maddened attempt to relieve himself of the 
suspicion of an effort to speculate by smuggling 
liquors in violation of regulations? His state- 
ments fall-to the ground as of a witness not enti- 
stled to credibility. But, Mr. Speaker, I have a 
feeling of sympathy for a fellow-man when I see 
him in distress. The gentleman [Mr. Brar] is 
embarrassed, and’ well may he be. As I can re- 
lieve him, it is my duty to do so, especially so 
-when I Have no disposition to treat any member 
unjustly. But it is such relief as is experienced 
by the condemned criminal when suspense is re- 
moved by the sentence of condemnation. 
believing he [Mr. Buarr] would be able to procure 
from Mr. Bonner the statement he desired and 
-which is necessary to sustain him in the assertion 
“which he made on the 9th instant, I volunteered 
to correspond with Mr. Bonner. One result isa 
letter from Mr. Bonner, which is as follows: 


‘ Sr. Lovis, March 17, 1864. 

Sin: I have read with great surprise the remarks of Gen- 
eral F. P. BLAIR, dr ag reported iu the Congressional Globe 
of the 9th instant. Tbe language used by him appears to 
have been used for the purpose of relieving himself from 
the odium of a transaction in which he was cngaged known 
in common penec as ‘ Blair’s liquor speculation,” and 
“appears in the Globe as follows: 

“Mr, Buain, of Missouri. I ask my colleague if he does 
not know that the order which he hag quoted here was a 
forgery committed by ane of Mr, Chase’s agents, and that 
itg publication was procured by another of Mr. Chase’s 
agents, who knew It to be a forgery, in a paper which was 
inthe pay of Mr. Chase. ‘he whole thing can be traced 
‘to malice and malevolence. It Is acknowledged now to 
have been a forgery on the part of those two agents of Mr. 
Chase. 

tI was in the field doIngmy duty when these miserable 
miscreants committed this forgery which the gentleman pa- 
rades here. I suppose he bas seen the denunciation of that 
pretended order as a forgery ina St. Louis paper, and he 
may have all the credit he can get for circulating the forgery 

of Mr. Chase’s agents, 

“Mr. McCiure. Will my colleague give us the name 
of the person he alludes to? 

“Mr. Brarr, of Missouri. J allude to Mr. Bonner, 

Mr. MeCuura. ‘I have seen the printed correspondence 
on this subject between the gentleman’s friends and the 
friends of. the Treasury Department, and [am confirmed 
In the beljef that [have given the fair and correct interpre- 
tation of this whole matter. I shall, with great pleasure, at 
any time acknowledge the error if the gentleman will con- 
vince me of it; but he does not convince me by the re- 
marks he has now made. » 

“Mr. Brag, of Missouri. I tell the gentleman that 1 
have theadmiysion of Mr. Bonner himself that he knew It 
was n forgery at the time he published it. 

“Mr. McCrura. If the gentleman will get his written 
admission and produce it to me, I will withdraw and re- 
tract what I have suid about this matter.” 

Now these are the simple facts of the case: on the 10th 
day of July, 1863, I received the appointment of assistant 
special agentof the Treasury Departnent and entered upon 
the fischarge of the duties of my office on the 20th of that 
mouth. By reference to the books and original papers on 
file at the custom-house itappears that one Michael Pow- 
ers, wbo for many yeurs past has been and still is a warm 
personal and political friend and partisan of General Blair, 
same to Bi Louis with a power of attorney purporting to be 

signed by General Blair and the members of his staff, fora 
quantity of liquors, cigars, &e. The purchase was made 
some time in June last, of Mr. David Nicholson, and 
amounted to $8,651, On this amount the Government tax 
of five per cent. was paid, and on the 15th day of Fune, 1863, 
a permit forthe shipment of the merchandise was obtained 
from Afr, J. Howard, collector of the port of St. Louis, 
who is a devoted personal friend and partisan of General 
Blair, and has been so for many years. This merchandise 
was shipped on the steamer Gladiator about the date of the 
permit. These facts becoming known led toseveral anony- 
wous commuiniestions in several of the newspapers of St. 
Louis, nether of whieh was written er advised by me, in 
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which copies of the original power to purchase, the invoice, 
and permit all appeared. During the publication of these 
articles, and for months afterwards, į never heard the gen- 
uineness of the papers questioned, although General Biair, 
for a portion of the time at least, was in St. Louis. Some 
time after these publications, Mr. R. J. Howard toid me that 
one of General Blair’s staff told him that one word in the 
power of attorney authorizing Powers to purchase the 
Jiquors, also the last item for canned fruits, had been fraud- 
ulently inserted after it was signed. i 

At the earnest solicitation of several of the friends of 
General Blair, I published the following card, to wit: 


Editors Missouri Democrat: 

Tam requested hy personal friends of F, P. Blair tostate 
what has come to my knowledge with reference to a cer- 
tain order made by General Biair and members of his staff, 
on which Mr. Michael Powers obtained a permit from the 
collector of this port forthe shipment of a certain lot of 
liquors to Vicksburg, and as to the forgery of any part of 
said order. 

I will state that I never saw the order referred to until 
after the liquors were seized at Cairo. No suspicion was 
raised in my mind as to any part of the order being a for- 
gery until after there had been sume newspaper criticism 
in relation. to the shipment, when Mr. Howard, the col- 
lector, called my attention tothe original order, stating that 


a member of General Blair’s staff had, on examination of 
the paper, pronounced the word “each,” as it appeared in 
the order, also the last item on the order, as forgeries. Mr. 
Howard also gave itas his opinion at the time that the same 
were forgeries, and while I àm not prepared to charge that 
any gentleman connceted with this transaction would per- 
petrate a forgery, I will state that to my mind there does 
exist a dissimilarity between the chirography of the word 
“each,” also the last item of the order, and the balance of 
the order. 
Yours, very respectfully, B. R. BONNER. 


This is the only statement, verbal or written, which Gent 
eral Blair or any other person has ever had from me in re- 
lation to the genuineness of the power alluded to. 

I will state further thatsince the publication of your speech 
Ihave compared the copies of the power and invoice as in- 
serted in your speech with the original papers on file in the 
surveyor’s office in St. Louis, aud find no errorin yourstate- 
ment. That the word “ each and a small item for canned 
fruits, which are the only items which General Blair’s 
friends ever claimed not to be genuine, affect merely the 
quantity—nothing more. 

Upon a further examination of the original papers (which 
T have obtained from the surveyor) E am very tar from be- 
ing convinced that any such alterations as claimed by Gen- 
eral Blair were made after the execution of the power. 
With General Blair’s signature I have long been familiar, 
and have no doubt of its genuineness to the power in ques- 
tion. Although the paper has been submitted to several 
persons most familiar with General Blairs handwriting and 
signature, I have found no one who doubts that General 
Blair signed the paper in question. ‘The original power is 
dated June 3, 1863. On the 15th of June the permit for the 
shipment of the merchandise on the steamer Gtadiator was 
given by Collector Howard. My appointment was made 
July 10, 1863, aud { entered upon the discharge of the duties 
of my office on the 20th of July, more than a month after 
the purchase and shipment of the liquors. And never un- 
til in Angust afterwards did Ihave any knowledge or inform- 
ation of any kind of the transaction referred to when 1 
Was applied to in my official capacity by Mr. Nicholson, 
the vendor of the goods, to have them released from seizure 
at Cairo. 

It will thus be seen that General Blair, without the slight- 
est excuse, has coolly and impudently, in the House of 
Representatives of the United States, uttered a willful 
malicious, and deliberate falschood; and now stands branded 
and must forever stand branded as a reckless and unscre- 
pulous slanderer, utterly regardless of truth, 

Yours, very respectfully, 

B. R. BONNER, 
Assistant Special Agent of the Treasury Department. 
Hon. J. W. McCrure, Washington, D. C. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
if this is read as a part of the gentleman’s speech 
it is clearly out of order, as violating the rule of 
the House forbidding personalities. 

Mr. McCLURG. Mr. Speaker, it appears, 
from the only communication Mr. Bonner ever 
made on the subject, he did not acknowledge that 
a forgery had been committed by any one. He 
says Mr. Howard—collector ot the port of St. 
Louis, an appointee of Mr. Lincoln, and a per- 
sonal and political friend of my colleague, [Mr. 
Brarrj—contended there wasa forgery. And this 
was some time after a permit had been given for 
the shipment of the liquors, by a deputy of Mr. 
Howard. Mr. Bonner, in his kindness of feeling 
toone [Mr. Biarr] who hasshown himselfincapa- 
ble of making return, except inabuse, was induced 
to commit the indiscretion of saying there ap- 
peared to be some disagreement in the chirog- 
raphy of the order, in one or two parts. This 
was some time after the order had been acted upon 
by Mr. Powers, the personal and political friend 
| of my colleague, (Mr. Buair,} and by Mr. Nich- 
olson, who filled the order, discovering nothing 
wrong in it, and after the permit for shipment had 
been granted by the eon of another personal 


and political friend. o one had anything to do 
with that order except the personal friends of my 
colleague until the “liquor speculation” became a 


i matter of public discussion, The forgery was an 


after-thought, after discussion, and the attemptis 
made to mystify the transaction by casting suspi- 
cion somewhere; and the gentleman [Mr. BLAR] 
thinks best to throw itupona Treasury agent who 
was not appointed until weeks had elapsed after 
the liquors were shipped. In his recklessness he 
[Mr. Bra] again suffers himself to be guided by 
his natural instincts, and attempts to place a dag- 
ger in the heart of an old friend, Mr. Bonner, 
whose proverbial kindness of heart is shown in 
this instance by a disposition to conceal the faults 
of one he had loved, [Mr. Buain;] but who wasat- 
tempting to tear himself [Mr. Brar] from the 
embrace of those who reluctantly gave him up. 

But my correspondence with Me. Bonner had 
another result, which will enable others to see 
whether or no they can discover any disagree- 
ment in the chirography of that order in any of 
its parts. It imposes upon me the duty devolv- 
ing on the executioner, whose trembling hand 
severs the cord that binds to life. That corre- 
spondence has braught me the original order, the 
original invoice,.and the application and affidavit 
for the shipment, all which I hold in my hand, 
and which are for inspection. _My colleague can 
examine them if he desire, and I would like to 
know, when Ishall have concluded, if he amy 
the genuineness of the signature, ‘‘ Frank P. 
Blair, jr.,”” which appears to that order. If he 
do not, it will require more than the words of 
all the generals in this House to convince one 
scribe that the word each (as Mr. Howard con- 
tended) was not written when that order was 
written. It was by the same hand, with the same 
pen, from the same ink. That all who desire 
may satisfy themselves, I have had these original 
papers photographed, and will have photographs 
in a few days, and others'can be had at a trifling 
expense from the same negatives. The lastitem, 
“25 box. can fruits,” appears to have been writ- 
ten by the staff officer whose name is last signed. 
And it was perfectly natural for the appetites of 
the group of nine, whetted at the prospect of the 
excitement to be produced by such an abundant 
supply of choice liquors, to suggest ‘canned 
fruits;” and surely twenty-five cases were not 
a large addition for each one, who had already 
shown toeach of his comrades that his mind was 
capacious enough to contain twenty-five gallons 
‘brandy, twenty-five gallons whisky, twenty- 
five half barrels ale, and Catawba, claret, and 
cigars in proportion. Michael Powers under- 
stood all this, and purchased nine times twenty- 

five cases ‘‘ canned goods,” and other articles in 
proportion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I have performed 
a duty to myself in placing this question of for- 
gery in its true light, as it had been intimated I 
must have seen a different and satisfactory ex- 
planation; a duty I owed to Mr. Bonner, who 
sustains as high a character as any citizen of St. 
Louis; a duty I owed the country, to enable pub- 
lic men to be seen in their true colors. Justice 
must be done, though tears of anguish be drawn 
from the past and present friends of the con- 
demned criminal. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, obtained the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri asks leave to be heard in reply to his col- 
league. Is there any objection? 

Mr. SPALDING. Iwill not object to the gen- 
tleman replying to his colleague, I shall hear 
him with pleasure; but I give notice that after he 
has concluded I shall object to any further time 

of the House being taken up in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion and the gentleman from Missouri will pro- 
cced. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, I move—and I hope 
the House will do me the justice to vote for my 
motion—that a select committee of three mem- 
bers be appointed by the Speaker of this House 
to investigate the charges made against me by my 
colleague. 

I pronounce his allegation from beginning to 
end a base and miserable falsehood. He has 
taken the place of the forger and falsifier, and 1 

ronounce him an infamous liar and scoundrel. 
Great scensation.] 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair must state tothe - 
gentleman from Missouri that those remarks are 
in violation of the rules of the House, as the Chair 
stated of similar remarks which his colleague had 
read. The Chair intends to enforce the rule for- 


Es 


bidding personalities against both sides of the 
House, if the House will sustain him in so doing. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. There is no other 
fit language that can be used toward him. 

The SPEAKER. Such language should be 
used elsewhere than in this Hall. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. There can be no 
other fit language to apply to an allegation soun- 

rovoked, so false, and so utterly contemptible. 
Fanke the motion that a select committee of three 
be appointed by the Speaker with power to send 
for persons and papers, and to investigate this 
matter. If Ihave been guilty of the crime charged 
by my colleague, I am not a fit person to occupy 
a seat in this House. I desire to bring this mat- 
ter to an arbitrament that will either fix this guilt 
where it is alleged to rest, or will let it recoil 
on those who have assumed to make the charge 
here. ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
gouri will please reduce his resolution to writing. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. And the Chair will feel 
obliged if the gentleman will state in the resolu- 
tion the charge he refers to. : 

Mr. MéCLURG. Ihave no sort of objection 
to any investigation being made. I have papers 
now before me purporting to have been written by 
some officers on my colleague’s staff, which I will 
be very much pleased to lay before the public. 
It, of course, will be noticed here that I produce 
the original order. The gentleman does not pre- 
tend to say that he did not sign it. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I do not propose 
to reply to any inquiry put to me by that infa- 
mous scoundrel, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair must again call 


the gentleman from Missouri to order. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I desire that this 
matter may be investigated by a select committee 
of three of my brother members, and I desire him 
to bring that paper before ‘the committee, where 
it will be found whether this loose talk of his be 
true or false. 

Mr. McCLURG. I ask that the original doc: 
ument be examined by the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Thisdebate cannot proceed 
until after the gentleman [Mr. Buair] shall have 
submitted his resolution. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Commissioner of Patents, 
transmitting the annual report of that officer for 
the year 1863; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASEBURNE, of Illinois, moved that 
one hundred thousand extra copies be printed. 

The motion was, under the rules, referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 


KANSAS SCHOOL LANDS. 


Mr. WILDER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to grant to the State of Kansas lands 
for school purposes in lieu of school lands before 
taken for other purposes; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


DUTIES ON WOOL. 


Mr. SPALDING, by unanimous consent, of- 
fered a resolution, which was read, considered, 
and agreed to, instructing the Committee of Ways 
and Means to inquire into the expediency of im- 
posing adequate duties on all wool imported from 
foreign countries from the Ist day of July, 1864, 
and to report by bill or otherwise. 


ARMY FENCING-MASTERS. 


Mr. GARFIELD, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs the memorial of Edward de Reu for the 
employment of competent fencing-masters to in- 
struct officers and men of the Army, and asked 
that the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that the memorial be laid an 
the table, 

It was so ordered. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, by unanimous 
consent, reported back from the Committee on 
Public Lands adveracly a bill (HF. R. No. 102) to 
provide for a geological survey of the Territories 
of New Mexico and Arizona, and asked that the 
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committee be discharged from its further consid: 


eration, and that it be laid on the table. 
It was so ordered. 


CHARGE AGAINST A-MEMBER. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I now offer the 
following resolution: a 


Resolved, That a select committce of three members be 
appointed by the Speaker, with power to send for persons 
and papers and to investigate the charge made by Hons J. 
W. McCuore of Missouri against Francis P. BLAIR, Jr., 
of said State, of violating the jaws in the matter ofan alleged 
liquor speculation. ‘ 


Mr. GARFIELD. _ I suggest to the gentleman | 
to modify his resolution by referring to. himself 


asa Representative from the- first congressional 
istrict of Missouri. 

Mr. STEVENS. I suggest that perhaps this 
resolution will not exactly meet the question, and 
that it should instruct the committee to inquire 
into the genuineness of the order alleged to have 
been given by the gentleman from the first dis- 
trict. That seems to be the whole question. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I think the resolu- 
tion that I have offered covers the whole ground. 
It authorizes the committee to investigate and 
examine into the whole matter, and that is what 
I want done. 

Mr. STEVENS. Will the gentleman modify 
itso as to authorize the committee to inquire into 
the genuineness of the order referred to by his 
colleague? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask that 
the resolution be again read. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
the charge to be investigated. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the 
resolution, and it is open for amendment or action. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ifthe gentleman from Mis- 
souri does not wish the floor I will move an 
amendment. f 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I will hear the gen- 
tleman’s amendment, 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to strike out the last 
part about violation of law. Read it. 

The SPEAKER. The words proposed to be 
stricken out are, “ violating of the laws in the 
matter of an alleged liquor speculation.” 

Mr.STEVENS. And I move to insert in lieu 
of them these words, ‘and inquire into the gen- 
uineness or falsity gf the document which the 
gentleman produced and alleged to be genuine.” 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. That is an ingen- 
ious attempt to narrow the case down. It does 
not cover the case. The allegation was against 
me, that I had violated the law_in attempting to 
make a speculation in liquor. I desire the whole 
matter to be investigated. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to add the words 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘and to inquire into 
the genuineness or falsity of an order for the pur- 
chase of liquor.”’ : 

Mr. STEVENS. Alleged order. 
assume it to bę genuine. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
be genuine, for itis a forgery. 

Mr.STEVENS. Í wanttosay “ alleged order 
dated June 3, 1863.” 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 


Mr.GARFIELD. I move, after the name “F. 
P. Blair, jr.,” to insert, “tof the first district of 
| Missouri,’’ so as to be descriptive. I want it to 
appear that this investigation is in regard to a 
member of this House, and not in regard to an 
outsider: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will announce the 
committee during the day. Under the practice, 
unless the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Buarr] 
declines, the Chair will have to appoint him chaire 
man of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 1 hope that that 
formality wil! be dispensed with in this instance. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not wish to 
act sa that the gentleman can complain of his 


I wish the truth of 


I do not 


It is impossible to 


course. : 


“Mr. BLAIR, of 
Speaker the 
friends, eee 

The SPEAKER. The Chair merely s 
fact to prevent any niisutiderstandit 
HON. A. G. MILLER. Coos) 

‘Mr. WILSON: 1 ask unanimous, conse 
the House that the Committee ‘on: the Ji 
be discharged from the: further, considera 
‘memorials for the impeachment of: Hon. A. 

Miller, judge of the district court of Wis 
and that they be laid upon the table. * 

There was no objection: «~" => 
Mr. WILSON. ` Mr. Speaker, Lwi: 

in.behalf of the Committee on the Judiciary t! 
they have given this matter the most careful 
sideration, The case has octupied'a large’ põr- 
tion of the time of the committee since its refer- 
ence by the House. Witnesses have been 
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other day against 


examined, records have been inspected, and every- 
thing done necessary to arrive at a just result, 
The interest which had centered inthis: case in- 
duced the committee to bestow on ït more than 
usual care and labor, and this course has brought 
the committee to the conclusion that no'one of the 


charges contained in the memorials, which, 
true, would successfully sustain an effort tó -it 
peach the judge, can be maintained by proof, anc 
that there is nothing in the case showing that the 
judge acted corruptly in regard to any of the acts 
of which the memorialists complain. I: move 
therefore that the committee be discharged from 
their further consideration, and that they be laid 
upon the table. rt 
The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY AND POST ROADS, 


The SPEAKER stated the regular order ‘of 
business to be House bill No.307, to declare'cer- 
tain roads military and post roads and to regulate 
commerce; on which he gentleman from’ New 
York [Mr. Davis] was entitled to the floor. — ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York, addressed the 
House. [His speech will be published’ in’ the 
Appendix.} : 

Mr. PERRY. Mr.Speaker, as a Representa- 
tive of the State of New Jersey I hope that the 
bill now under consideration will not become.a — 
law; and without needlessly consuming the time 
of the House I shall attempt in the: briefest pos- 
sible compass to give objections which I trust 
may serve to dissuade this body from an act of 
legislation which is not only unwarranted and 
uncalled for, but derogatory to the honor of a loyal 
sovereign State, and constituting an invidious and 
unfriendly enactment which presentsan unworthy 
return for inestimable services promptly and cor- 
dially rendered to the nation in its hour of peril. 

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, the road con 
templated by this bill is superfluous. Neither 
the public service, nor the public welfare, nor 
the public necessity requires it. The bill pro- 
poses to authorize whatalready exists and which 
is ample for every civil or military emergency, 
namely, h continuous line between Philadelphia 
and New York for postal and military purposes?” 
This, I repeat, Mr. Speaker, we have already. 
A continuous line of the character described, fully 
adequate to the wants of the traveling and corn- 
mercial community, as well as to those of the 
military service, already exists; and it has faith- 
fully performed its full duty to the public’ and 
to the nation with as little hinderance as could 
possibly be insured by any other route or mul- 
tiplication of rontes, such delays as have occurred 
having been purely exceptional and accidental, 
and proceeding from circumstances which no hu- * 
mat foresight or energy could anticipate or con» 
trol, a 

For the past three years the exigencies of war 
have required hundreds of thousands of soldiers 
and vast amounts of munitions of war to be car- 
ried to and fro over the existing lines, and oft- 
times the demands for transportation have been 
made without an hour’s warning, : 

But, notwithstanding these circumstances, I 
challenge the most earnest advocate of the new 
route asa military necessity, to show that in asin- 
gle instance any serious delay has ‘occurred, any 
inadequacy of means of transportation been €X- 


| perienced, or any indisposition or inability to sup- 


ply promptly the requisite means:of transit for 
this sudden and unprecedénted demand been man- 
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no-sign of unwillingness on the part of the man- 
agers of the existing line-to defer all-other busi- 
ness to the pressing and paramount necessities 
resulting from the war; and the only instance į 
when the line which now traverses New Jersey 
did net. forward all that was: required by the Gov- 
ernment; was when the roads which are interested 
in procuring the passage of the bill now before 
this House solicited the privilege of carrying a 
number of men and a quantity of freight, which | 
in amount were not much greater than the exist- 
ing roads were accustomed to carry habitually 
. every day, and for the transportation of which at } 
that very time they had cars and boats in wait- 
ing. This diversion of business from the regular 
and-direct route was not instigated by the’ public 
necessity; not because the existing lines could 
not or would not transport them as speedily and 
as.promptly as the rival route, but it was to es- 
tablish à precedent and commit the Government 
unwittingly, so far as the authorities were con- 
cerned, to an act which, at some future time, they 
might cite to their own advantage, as they now 
attempt to do. T repeat, then, Mr. Speaker, that 
for any military purposes, the passage of this is 
unnecessary. [thas notbeen called for by the Pres- 
ident, nor by the Secretary of War, nor by any of 
their military subordinates; neither have any of 
these officials made complaint against the exist- 
ing lines, and for the simple reason that they have 
had no grounds for such complaints; their wishes, 
so far as these lines are concerned, having been 
fully and satisfactorily carried out. 

Turning from the military to the civil service, 
we still find the proposed road to be unnecessary. 
I will not deny nor attempt to conceal that fora 
certain period there were provoking delays in the 
transmission of the mails and of passengers by 
the existing lines between this city and New 
York; but these were occasional and acciden- 
tal, arising from causes which were beyond hu- 
man control, and operative throughout the whole 
country. They were not chargeable upon these 
lines exclusively; but the same embarrassments 
which they suffered were experienced by almost 
every road in the northern States, and in a ma- 
jority of cases to a much greater extent and for a 
far more prolonged period. Butcven these delays, 
though presented as a strong argument in favor 
of the passage of this bill, wore in but small de- 
gree attributable to that portion of the route which 
runs through New Jersey, for we have virtually 
two distinct lines of communication between New 
York and Philadelphia, and fora great portion 
of the route there are three tracks to carry freight 
and passengers. Of the two tracks running en- 
tirely through our State, one starts from Cam- | 
den, opposite Philadelphia, aud runs to Amboy, 
thence by steamboat to New York; this was the 
original Camden and Amboy road. ‘The other 
leaving the same city on the Pennsylvania shore or 
the Delaware to Trenton, across the Siate to 
New Brunswick, and thence over the New Jersey 
Railroad and Transportation Company to Jersey 
City. The latter route has a double track now 
most of the way, only waiting for rails to com- 
plete the balance. d refer to these facts now but 
to refute the popular error that the New Jersey 
roads are largely responsible for the delays ré- 
ferred to. But with the exceptions named, the 
postal service has been satisfactorily performed; 
and that a new road for postal purposes is not re~ 
quired bythe public interests we have the full and 
explicit assurance of the Postmaster General, in 
his communication to the Senate, in answer to a 
resolution of that body asking information relative 
to the subject. : | 

Again, the proposed road is unnecessary,if we 
consider the wants of the traveling or commercial 
community, ‘The present lines are not only ad- 
equate to every demand of necessity or conven- | 
jence, but they are infinitely preferable to the one 
oroposed by the bill, ou the score of convenience 
and directness, ‘The existing lines are direct, and 

ou will be surprised to find, Mr. Speaker, if you 

ave not already given attention to the subject, 
how direct. ‘Test them by therule and compass, 
and you will perceive that they form almost if not 
quite that much talked of desidcratum, “airline.” 
Fhe present lines, I repeat, are direct, the pro- 
posed line is circuitous, and 1 venture ta assert : 
that no intelligent business man, unless he were | 


‘acts of the Legislature of New Jersey, sustained 


an utter neophyte in, railroad traveling, would 
ever choose.to travel by the proposed route be- 
tween New York and Philadelphia, or vice versa. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if the road called for by the 
bill under consideration is unnecessary when the 
existing line is tried by the pasé, it issull moreso 
if we have regard tò the fulure. Although, as I 
have shown, the present lines have responded 
promptly and satisfactorily to all the drafts that 
have been made upon them for the military and 
civifservice—with such rare and providential ex- 
ceptions as I have noted—they are still putting 
forth the most extraordinary exertions to increase 
their facilities proportionate to any possible con- 
tingencies. hey are straightening and short- 
ening their tracks to an exact air line, building 
bridges, increasing their rolling stock as fast as 
Government demands upon private shops will 
permit, and as speedily as the iron can be pro- 
cured laying a double track, which is rapidly ap- 
proaching completion. When these improve- 
ments are finished—and they will be completed 
long before the new route proposed by the bill be- 
fore us is in working order—there will be not only 
a superabundance of all the accommodations that 
enn possibly be needed, but humanly speaking, 
the accidents which have caused delays, disap- 
pointments, and vexations in the past will be 
amply provided against, i 

l have thus far confined my remarks to the con- 
sideration of the proposition that the road pro- 
posed by the pending bill is unnecessary, neither 
suggested, asked for, nor needed by the heads of 
the military or postal service, for the especial ben- 
efit of which it purports to be intended. I now 
propose to examine it froma higher stand-point. 

Mr. Speaker, New Jersey will deny nothing to 
the Government which may be demanded by the 
general welfare; she will make any sacrifice that 
a free people ought to make for the general good; 
she will not meanly or grudgingly count the cost 
when she is called upon to ‘herve the Republic; 
she will give freely of whatever she has to give 
that may be necessary to the public safety. ‘This 
roadis not necessary, and New Jerscy asks you 
to pause before passinga measure that has buta 
fancied necessity, and which will be insulting to 
her Legislature, insulting to her judiciary, and 
violative of her pledged publie faith. The ques- 
tion that is now before this House has already 
been before the Legislature of New Jersey, and 
both the parties that are noav here have been suit- 
ors there. The Legislature of New Jersey made 
its decision in accordance with its convictions of 
duty, and iuconformity with its honorand plighted 
faith. ‘Phat decision was adverse to the parties 
interested in the road proposed by this bill; an ap- | 
peal was then made by them to the courts, and so 
far as they have gone im this direction the decision 
has still been against them. But the law has not 
yet been exhausted; there are other courts whose 
duty and province itis to review and reverse erro- 
neous decisions, and to set aside unlawlul enact- 
ments. Why, then, do the parties to this bill 
slop short? Why do they hesitate to make their 
appeal to a higher tribunal? Is it because they 
doubt the justice of theircause? And if they de- 
cline or fear to appeal to the courts, have they any 
elaim upon the consideration of this House, or 
ought this House to disregard and override the 


as they have been by the courts? I appeal tothe 
magnanimity of this House not thus to override 
the unimpeached judiciary and Legislature of my 
State, or to forestall judicial examination or de; 
cision. Lappeal toits sense of justice, toits sense 
of honor, to its reverence for pledges of public 
faith, nay, J appeal to its sense of right and duty, 
not to pass this bill, which will be an insult to | 
the dignity and an infringement upon the rights | 
and powers of New Jersey. 

The source from which this bill proceeds should | 
also admonish gentlemen to hesitate before voting 
for it. Its source, as 1 have already shown, is | 
not the public necessity or welfare; it is not asked 
for by the officers of the Government who are re- | 
sponsible for the conduct of the civil or military } 
service; they never suggested it, nor do they de- 
sire it. Where, then, does it origintte? I reply 
that it emanates from that fruitful source of ques- 
tionabie jobs, that elysium of stock operators, 
that organ whose keys are the financial interests 
of the country, Wallstreet, It originates in no 
sense of patriotism, from no absolute eonviction ! 


of right or,duty; but simply from the ambition 
of “money making.” . It isa Wall street spec- 
ulation, astock-jobbing venture, this and nothing 
more. Is it for such a purpose, Mr. Speaker, 
that we are called upon to punish, to insult, and 
to humiliate the State of New Jersey? What has 
New Jersey done to merit such treatment from 
the Federal Congress? Have you forgotten that 
when Sumter was fired upon, and the first call 
for troops was made by the President, that New 
Jersey sent a full brigade of volunteers to pro- 
tect the national capital, and that.in doing. so she 
not only exceeded her proportion by a regiment, 
but was the first of all the States to forward her 
full complement to the field? And have you for- 
gotten that the “Jersey Blues’? have fought at 
almost every place where fighting was to be done, 


‘forgotten the New Jersey dead? Do you bear in 
remembrance the gallant Ewing who on land and 
sea upbore the honor of the nation and defended 
the nation’s flag? Have you heard of the glorious 
Phil. Kearney, or of ** Varuna Boggs?” If New 
Jersey has done her part faithfully and well, if 
her sons have responded quickly and battled no- 
bly, if her authorities have strained every nerve 
to meet every requirement, if her soldiers and 
sailors have been steadfast, enduring, and valiant, 
if she has contributed her proportion to the na- 
tional safety, or has reflected any glory upon the 
national name, then I appeal to you to deal justly 
with NewJersey, and pause, | entreat you, ere you 
inaugurate this needless and unjust crusade upon 
her sovercignty,ere you press upon her an issue 
which she can yield but with her honor. E appeal 
to you as Representatives, jealous of your own 
honor and the reserved rights of your respective 
States, not to perpetrate this gross indignity, not 
to cast this unmerited insult upon her. With- 
hold, I beseech you, the step that would unwit- 
tingly trample upon her rights at the instigation 
of envious and unscrupulous defamers and ad- 
venturers, 

I again entreat you to pause. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
their Secretary, informed the House that the Sen- 
ate had passed a joint resolution for the payment 
of expenses incurred by the joint committee on 
the conduct of the wag; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the following titles: 

An act (S. No. 25) to authorize the President 
to negotiate a treaty with the Klamath, Modoc, 
and other Indian tribes in southern Oregon; and 
anact (H. R. No. 299) to provide for carrying the 
mails from the United States to foreign ports, and 
for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the 
same. # 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE, 


The SPEAKER appointed, as the special com- 
mittee ordered by the House this morning, Mr. 
Hiesy, Mr. Cray, and Mr. Pruyn. 


NATIONAL CURRENCY, ' 


Mi PENREE TON, Has the morning hour 
expired? 

The SPEAKER, It has; and the regular order 
of business is the bank bill, reported from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, which was made 
the special order for this day and every day after 
the morning hour until disposed of, 

Mr. PENDLETON. 1 would suggest to the 
gentleman who has charge of the bill [Mr. Hoor- 
ER] that he refer the bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, with the under- 


| standing that the consideration of it be continued 


from day to day in the committee until disposed 
of, and that it take precedence over all other busi- 
ness in the committee. i 

I desire further to say that there are amend- 
ments which have been adopted by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, and F suggest that on 
the first reading of the bill, for information, 
the genUeman from Massachusetts indicate those 
amendments, and they can he incorporated in the’ 
text of the bill. Itseems to me that will facili- 
tate the consideration of the bill, and not delay it. 

Mr. HOOPER. I have no objection to that 


s 


from Bull Run down to Chattanooga? Have you. 


as 


1864. 


Ti 
course being pursued, if the House considers it | 
preferable. : li 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now a special | 
order in the House after the morning hour from | 
day to day until disposed of. The gentleman 4 
from Massachusetts, adopting the suggestion of 
his colleague on the Committee of Ways and | 
Means, [Mr. Penpteron,] now asks unanimous |! 
consent that the bill be referred to the Committee |} 
of the Whole on the state of the Union asa special 
order, to be considered in priority to all other spe- 
cial orders, the Houseto go into Committee of the |) 
Wholeon the state of the Union immediately upon 
it, and when the bill is read the first time for in- 
formation, the Committee of Ways and Means 
to have an opportunity of offering their amend- |} 
ments. 

Mr. STEVENS, I must object to its taking 
precedence of other special orders in Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. We can ! 
go on and consider and argend it in the’ Louse || 
where it now is just as well. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, if the |} 
bill be referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the, Union, the only way in which it |! 
can be reached will be by a vote of the House ji 
postponing the special orders which antedate it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 1 should be very glad to |! 
take that course, but I do not desire to embarrass 
the consideration of the bill at all. 

If that course meets the approbation of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, I will move to post- 
pone the prior special orders in the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOOPER. 1 hope the gentleman will || 
make no motion the effect of which will be to put |; 
this bill behind other bills. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio | 
can test the question by first moving to postpone 
all the special orders in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and if that motion pre- 
vails he cau then move to refer this bill to the 
Committce of the Whole, where it will have pre- 
ecdence of the special orders. 

Mr, STEVENS. I hope that will not be done, || 
I can sce no reason why we cannot consider the || 
bill now in the House. 

The SPEAKER, ‘Vhe Chair was only sug- 
gesting the manner in which the gentleman from ij 
Chio can accomplish his purpose. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move, then, to post- 
pone all the special orders now before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the.state of the Union. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. E rise fo a 
question of order. That cannot be done except |j 
by unanimous consent. i 

The SPEAKER. A majority of the House | 
can postpone special orders. | 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of IHiuois. Notspecial 
orders that are in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, E believe. 

. The SPEAKER. Certainly; the House isthe 
only body that can postpone special orders. ‘The | 
Committee of the W holcon the state of the Union 
cannot doit. A majority of the House can do it, 
and they do it almost every day on the motion 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The Chair would state, however, that 
there is another obstacle ia the way of the con- 
sideration of the bill in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union: unless it be made a 
special order in Committee of the Whole, the 
President’s message and a varicty of other mat- | 
ters will be in advance of it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have no disposition to |; 
embarrass the gentleman from Massachusetts, aud | 
therefore I withdraw my motion. | 

'The SPEAKER. The Chair repeats that spe- || 
cial orders can be postponed by a majority of the 
House, and that is the only way in which they | 
can be postponed. | 

Mr. HOOPER. There seems to bea desire ij 
that the bill shall be read at the Clerk’s desk, and- i 
lask thatas itis read I may have an opportunity | 
of presenting the amendments which are recom- | 
mended by the committee which reported the bill. | 


i 
l 
4 
s 


ji 

1 

The SPEAKER. The bilimust be read to the | 
House, at any stage, once on the demand of any || 
member. That differs from the rule in Committee | 
_of the Whole, where the bill is first read for in- i 
formation, and then for amendments. The gen- |: 
tleman from Massachusetts demands the reading | 
‘of the bill. H 
Mr. FENTON. I presume my colleague on ii 


| ought to be read through. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, — 


the Committee of Waysand Means does not care | 


about its being read, unlessother members desire |! 


it, if the Louse will consent that he shall offer 
the amendments of the committee without having 
the whole bill read. ae 

The SPEAKER. He cando that by indicating 
where the amendments are to come in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that the bill 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman demands’ 
its reading now he cannot demand it again atany 


other stage. The question before the House is, 
“ Shall the bill be engrossed, and read a third 


| time?” 


_Mr.PRUYN. Ihopethe gentleman from In- 
diana will consent to the suggestion of the gen- 


i tfleman from Massachusetts, that as the bill is 


read the gentleman shall have an opportunity of 
offering any amendments he thinks proper. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The usual practice is to have 
a reading of the bill in full before it is read for 
amendments. 


The SPEAKER. Thatisin Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union, but we are now 


acting in the Honse, where only one reading in 
full is allowed as a matter of right. 7 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire the bill to be read, 

The Clerk then read the bill in full. 

Mr. HOOPER. I now ask leave of the House 
to propose the amendments’ which have been 
recommended by the Committee of Ways and 
Means for the purpose of perfecting the bill and 
to dispose of tbose amendments at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. BRANDEGEE 
in the chair.) {s there any objection to that prop- 
osition? 

Mr. BROOKS. [I certainly have no objection 
to the course proposed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts; but before any action is taken on 
those amendments, 1 desire to see them in print. 
The bill itself was carefully reported. It proposes 
an entire change in the banking system of the 
States. What changes in the bill the gentleman 


| from Massachusetts now proposes | wish to have 


time to read in print and thoroughly to consider; 
and, indeed, | want time to consult parties on the 
subject. I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 


| to give us that time; and if so, I shall have no 


objection to his offering the amendments now. 
Mr. HOOPER. Thegreater part of the amend- 

ments which Ihave to propose are verbal, some 

of them to correct errors in printing and some to 


| correct errors in transcribing. : 


Mr. BROOKS. Ina matter so important, so 
interesting to the currency and. property of the 
country, we must proceed with deliberation, even 
in verbal matters, so that we may, beable to com- 


į prehend the bill thosougbly. 


Mr. HOOPER. [fitbethought, afterthe amend- 
ments are offered, that it is expedient to have the 
bill reprinted I will have no objection. 

Mr. BROOKS. Al that 1 want is to reserve 
my righito object to the introduction ofthe amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection? 

dr, BROOKS. object except with that un- 
derstanding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair ean- 
not recognize such an understanding. 

Mr. HOOPER. If the LLouse deem it expedi- 
ent to have the bilb reprinted after I shall. have 
offered and explained the amendments I will have 
no objection. 

Mr. BROOKS. But the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusctis. will bear in mind that he cannot intro- 
duce his amendments. now, except by general 
consent. ‘That general consent I desire to give if 
the bill lies over till to-morrow, and if the amend- 
ments are printed. The changes can be made 
without change of form and with but slight ex- 
pense. 

Mr. STEVENS. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that he go on ja the regular 
way, offer his amendments, and let the votes be 
taken on them as we go along. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objec- 
tion to the gentleman from Massachusetts offer- 
ing his amendments? 

Mr. BROOKS. object, unless I can sce those 


i amendments in print. 


Mr. HOTCHKISS. I hope that the com- 
mittée having the matter in charge, and particu- 
lariy the gentleman from Massachasetts, [Mr. 
Hoormr,} will consent that the amendinents 


t 


| read by sections for amendment. 


which he proposes may be printed, so 
examine them. = oS ; 
“Mr. WASHBURNE, of “Hlinois. 
that the geneman will fist ba allo? 
plain his amendments.. They 
ria 7 s i oF E E] et 
Mr. HOOPER: ‘T°have’ stated i 
most of these dniendments are verbal." They: 
to correct errors in printing orib transcribili 
bill. Sóine few of them, bat: very few, 'a 
more substantial character. peers 
Mr. STEVENS. IL think we had‘beitar } 
and act in the regular way. Se a eee 
‘Mr. HOOPER: The frat amendment which 
I desire to offer is to the’ sixth section: © Tt isto 


t 


| 
H 
i 
i 
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add after the word specify’? the word ¢ sub- 
stantially,” so'as to make it read: a 
That persons uniting to form such an association.shall, 


under their hands, make an organization certificate, whieh 


shall specity substantially; &e. 
Mr. PRUYN. I would like to ask the reason 


for this amendment. : 

Mr. HOOPER. I think the ‘reason is so ðb- 
vious that any person can understand it. >. 

Mr. PRUYN. : It strikes me that it is. making 
the whole thing too loose. This requirement’can 
certainly be complied with without any difficulty. 

Mr. HOOPER. I withdraw the amendment, 
as there is an objection to it, °° yooo Se rare ati 
+ Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. T should like to 
offer one or two. amendments which the gentle- 
man has apparently passed over. J propose to 
strike out of the first section, providing for ‘the 
appointment by the President of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, the words “ on the recommend- 
ation of the Secretary of the Treasury.” The 
Constitution provides for the mode in which ap- 
pointments shall be made. J hold that we have 
no right to select other parties on whose recom- . 
mendation appointments are to be made. There- 
fore this line which I move to strike out is in vi- 
olation of the Constitution. It must absolutely 
be made either by the Secretary of the Treasury 
or by the President. i , 

There are one or two other amendments to 
which f shall call the honorable gentleman’s 
attention. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. F have a 
proposition to make which I hope will meet with 
the concurrence of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts and of the House, and. that is that this bill 
shali be considered in the House as if it were.in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to be read section by section for amend. 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoorrr} 
proposes to submit certain amendments from the 
Committee of Ways and Means. After those 
have been submitted and considered the bill will 
be open for further amendment, f 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I understand 
that; but we can get along with the bill muck 
betier if we consider it in the House as if it were 
in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. Let the bill be read section by section by 
| the Clerk, then all will have an opportunity to 

move amendments without confusion, ft is the 
best course for us to pursue to act upon the 
measure understandingly. 

Mr. HOOPER. Ido not object to thatcourse 
being pursued. 

My. PENDLETON. 1 madea proposition to 
aceomplish that purpose this morning, and it was 
‘objected to., T believe I must object now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. [hope the 
gentleman from Ohio will not object on that 
ground. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The gendeman fram 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Srevens] objected to my mo- 
tion that the House’ resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 


| consider this bill there as a special order. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois.. The. gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania withdraws his objec- 
tion. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Then I donot objet. 

Mr. HOOPER. [ understand, the bill is to be 


Mr. STEELE, of New York.. Lappealto the 
chairman of the Coramittee of Ways and Means, 
[Mr. Srevens,] and to the gentleman from Mas- 


' sachusetts, [Mr. Eloormr,] to let this bill be re- 


ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
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of the Union, as was proposed this morning by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Pennueton.] That 
would obviate, I think, all the confusion of. our 
present proceeding. ; 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not object to that. I 
move that the House resolve itself- into the Com- 
mittee. of the Whole on. the stata of the Union, 
with. the understanding proposed this. morning 
that the bill be eoanderae a special order, to take 
precedence of all others, and to be considered 
until disposed of, 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

. The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Branneoes in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
House. bill No, 333, to provide a national cur- 
rency, secured by a pledge of United States stocks, 
-and to provide for the circulation and redemption 
thereof, which is a special order, taking prece- 
dence of all others. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

«That there shall be established in the Treasury Depart- 
ment a separate bureau, which shall be charged with the 
execution of this and all other laws that may be passed by 
Congress respecting the issue and regulation of a national 
currency secured by United States bonds. he chief offi- 
eer ofthe said bureau shall be denominated the Comptroller 
of the Currency, and shall be under the general directign 
of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury. He shall be appointed 
by the President, on the recommendation of the Secretary 

-of the Treasury, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Benate; &e. * 

Mr: BROWN, of Wisconsin. I moveto strike 
‘out the words ‘on the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury.” 

Mr. Chairman, I base that amendment upon 
article two, section two, of the Constitution, which 
provides that the President shall have power to 
‘nominate, and by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, shall appoint embassadors, 
other public ministers and consuls, judges of the 
Supreme Court, and all other officers of the Uni- 
ted States, whose appointments are not herein 
otherwise provided for, and which shall be estab- 
lished by law: but the Congress may by law vest 
the appointment of such inferior officers, as they 
think proper, in the Presidentalone, in the courts 

of law, or in the heads of Departments.” The 
power here is to belong absolutely to the Presi- 
dent or to the Secretary of the Treasury. There 
is no right on the part of Congress to alter the 
jurisdiction which the President may have to 
make appointments. 

Mr. HOOPER. I hope that the amendment 
will not prevail. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move tostrike out the word 
shall,” and to insert in licu of it the word 
tmay,” so that it will read, “he may be ap- 
pointed by the President,” &c. That will not 
make the law imperative. 

Mr. PRUYN. Is it intended, by using the 
word “ may” instead of “shall,” that the Pres- 
ident may carry out this act or suspend its oper- 
ations at his pleasure? I think that the word 
“shall”? is right. 

Mr. STEVENS. If there is any difficulty 
about my amendment L withdraw it. 

Mr. BROOKS, AsI understand the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman trom Wisconsin, | hope it 
will be adopted. It is only within a year or two, | 
or since the commencement of the last session of 
Congress, that we began to reverse the whole 
financial policy of the Government from 1787, by 
taking from the President of the United States the 
control of the public‘Treasury and giving it to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin proposes that we shall return to the 
old policy and the policy of the Constitution, and 
let the President and not the Secretary have the } 
control of the Treasury. 

U have never been able to comprehend, cither 
in this or some other bill which has been acted 
upon by this House, why that wise policy pur- 
sued by George Washington and his Secretary, 

xander Hamilton, through the whole history 
of the United States, should be changed now, and 
the President be deprived of his constitutional 
power and of the power given him by precedent, 
and the whole power given to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The President alone is the respons- | 
ible officer; we have no control over the Secretary 
of the Treasury, nor have the people any such 
eontrol. It is the President of the United States 


who is, has been through our whole history, and 
who should be, responsible. i 

And permit me here to say, not unkindly, I 
am utterly unable to comprehend why the Presi- - 
dent of the United States is distrusted, and there 
is taken from him his legitimate control over the 
public money; and why in this and in other bills 
there is given to the Secretary of the Treasury 
that control which ought alone to be in the Pres- 
ident of the United States. Iam unable to com- 
prehend. I have never heard any satisfactory rea- 
son given here or elsewhere for that change’ of aur 
public policy. If there be any reason for the 
change I should be happy to hear it. But as the 
bill now stands it is an expression of distrust on 
the part of the House, and upon the part of Con- 
gress, if the bill passes through Congress, either 
of the capacity or integrity of the President of the 
United States to exercise his legitimate and con- 
stitutional control over the public money. I say it 
is an expression of distrust, and therefore 1 hope 
the amendment of the gentleman from WiSconsin 
will prevail. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Before the ques- 
„tion is taken, I desire the Clerk to read the latter 
part of article two of the Constitution, in which 
is contained the provision in reference to making 
appointments. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


“We {the President] shali have power, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties, pro- 
vided two thirds of the Senators present concur; and he 
shall nominate, and by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate shall appoint, embassadors, other public minis- 
ters and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all 
other officers of the United States whose appointments are 
not herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be es- 
tablished by Jaw; but the Congress may by law vest the 
appointment of such inferior officers as they think proper 
in the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads 
of Departinents.?? 


Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin, Now the point 
is this: that by that provision the President has 
the unlimited power of making the selection, and 
is not to be trammeled by the idea of either the 
Secretary of the Treasury or of any other public 
functionary, unless we vest that power directly 
cither in the head of a Department or in the judge 
ofa court, In this instance the power is vested 
in the President, and for that reason, under the 
Constitution, we cannot trammel or limit the ex- 
ercise of that discretion. # i 

Mr. STEVENS. I have no doubt of our 
power upon this subject. We could vest the ap- 
pointment entirely in the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury if we chose. The Constitution is very express 
upon that point. But I do no: think it is worth 
quarreling about; and since there is now such 
a unanimous confidence in the President of the 
United States I propose that the words be stricken 
out. They were put in merely to guard against 
the danger that some gentlemen might not have 
the same unqualified confidence in the President 
that we have. I find we were mistaken, and that 
every body in the House has the most perfect con- 
fidencein him. Ihope, therefore, the amendment 
will prevail. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I propose to take this oppor- 
tunity to make some remarks upon the general: 
character of the bill before we proceed further 
with the reading of it. 

It is not my intention to detain the House with 
any long examination of this bill, but only to call 
attention to the principal changes which are pro- 
posed by it from the act passed at the last session 
of Congress to establish the national banking sys- 
tem. It should be borne in mind that this is not 
a bill to establish the system of national banks; 
its only purpose is to amend the act which es- 
tablished that system, to correct what the expe- 
rience and observation of the past year have shown 
to be imperfect, and to render the law so perfect 
that the State banks may be induced to organize 
under it, in preference to continuing under their. 
State charters. 

It is unjust to consider the national banking 
law as inimical to the State banks; on the con- 
frary, the object has been to offer every facility 
to the State banks to organize under it, while iten- 
courages banking upon sounder principles, which 
will render it more secure for the stockholders, 
more profitable to them in the long run,and more 
beneficial to the people throughout the country. 


| 


- Lfrankly confess that I look upon the system of 
State banks as having outlived its usefulness, as 


2 


being unequal'to the exigencies of the preseñt 
time, with the demands which this war is making 
on the resources of the country and on its finan- 
cial and monetary systems. I refer to them as 


‘institutions Connected with the growth and pros- 


perity of the country. Let us consider for a mo- 
ment what would have been our condition now if 
we had attempted to carry on this war without 
the changes that have been made, and had relied 
on the State banks to furnish all the currency that 
was needed. oan 

Within the very first year of the war their in- 
adequacy for this purpose was shown. The Gov- 
ernment was of course obliged to call on the mon- 
etary interest of the country represented by the 
banks for means to carry on the war; the’ prop- 
erty and the money interest of the country was 
bound to furnish the means, because the security 
of all property depends upon the protection of 
Government, and its value upon the ability of the 
Government to protect it. 

The first important application by the Govern- 
ment to the banks to’ furnish money was made in 
the summer of 1861, for $150,000,000, which the 
banks of the principal cities agreed to furnish, 
from time to time, by installments extending from - 
the middle of August to the end of that year. 
But this created so great a strain upon them that 
before the end of the year they deemed_it neces- 
sary to suspend specie payments. It then became 
necessary for the Governnient to rely upon ita 
own powers and its own resources, the result of 
which was the introduction of the legal-tender 
currency of Government notes. Many whoop- 
posed this measure at the time it was “adopted, 
and the few who oppose it now, object that it cre- 
ates an irtedeemable paper currency in place of 
coin; and, in opposing it, all the arguments that 
have been used from the time of Adam Smith 
down to the latest writers on finance have been 
arrayed to prove the advantages of a currency of 
coin over one of paper money, as if it were a ques- 
tion which of those two, paper money or coin, 
the Government should have availed itself of in 
that darkast period of trial. A currency of coin 
was an absurdity at that time, as it has been ever 
since, and those who talked about it knew it to be 
so, The only question at that time was which of 
two paper currencies should be selected; whether 
it should be a paper currency furnished by the 
banks, which would be extended almost indefi- 
nitely by the Government use of it, and would be 
controlled entirely by the banks for their own 
profit, or whether the Government should furnish 
a currency of its own, to be under its own direc- 
tion and contro}, made secure to the holders of it 
by the pledged faith of the Government, all the 
profits of which should accrue to the whole peo- 
ple of the country, and which at this moment is 
contributing directly more than four hundred mil- 
lion dollars, without any cost for interest, to the - 
pecuniary means of the Government to carry on 
this war, besides the means’ which it indirectly 
furnishes, at a moderate rate of interest, and the 
facilities it-affords in the negotiation of toans., I 
confidently believe that if the bill authorizing the 
issue of the legal-tender notes had failed to become 
a law, and the Government had been obliged to 
depend on the State banks, and to use their notea 
for currency to carry on the war, we should have 
had an inflation before this time beyond anything 
that has occurred since the days of the French 
assignats, and the Government and the country 
would have been entirely prostrated in its finances 
and in its currency. 

We are told from the other side of this House 
that there can be but one end to a currency of pa- 
per money, based on the faith of the Government. 
All the old speeches of the Opposition in Parlia- 
ment, during the suspension of specie paymenta 
in Great Britain, from 1797 to 1820, are hunted 
up to be ventilated afresh here as original views 
and opinions, to light us in our dismal path to 
financial destruction; as if every one did not know 
that the history of the ‘‘assignats’? in France, 
and:of the Continental money in this country, 
were rather the exceptions than the rule in regard 
to nations fhat have made use of paper money to 
carry them through the temporary exigencies of 
great ways. How many are there of the nations 
of Europe that have not in times of war resorted 
to the use of paper money, and when péace wag 
restored returned to the sounder basis of coin? 

The distinguished gentleman from New York 
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fiir. Fernanpo Woop] enlightened us with the 
facts that Great Britain, under a system of paper 
money, accumulated a debt of $4,000,000,000; that 
in the three or four last years ofa war extending 
over a period of a quarter of a century, her sys- 
tem of taxation was so far improved as to yield, 
I think, from half to two thirds annually of the. 
means to carry on the war, while only one third 
to a half was derived from loans; and he also in- 
formed us that Great Britain, after all this long 
period of paper money and enormous accumula- 
tion of debt, has now the most perfect financial 
system in the world. 1 certainly will not deny 
- the truth of his statements; and I thank the gen- 
tleman for presenting them to the House. I hope 
we shall learn wisdom from the study of this ex- 
perience of Great Britain, and improve, upon it, 
and when peace is established that we shall be 
equally ready to make any sacrifices that may be 
necessary to put our finances and currency upon 
the soundest basis. But until peace comes, with 
its attendant blessings, I trust that no exertion 
will be spared, no sacrifice be withheld, and none 
of the energies of the nation be relaxed to con- 
` querand overcome this rebellion, whatever it may 
cost. a 
I believe it was not only a wise measure to au- 
thorize the issue of the legal-tender notes, but that 
it was the only measure that could have been 
adopted with safety. The loan bill, including 
the issue of legal-tender notes, the national bank 
act, and the tax law were recommended by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as the three measures 
ta be relied upon to carry the nation through the 
financial difficulties of this war. The last Con- 
gress cnacted them, and it is the duty of the pres- 
ent Congress to do all in its power to perfect them. 
They certainly have worked successfully thus far, 
and I trust all attempts to perfect them will meet 
with a generous support from the House. 
This bill presents many amendments of the bill 
of the last Congress, but most of them are of a 
verbal character, with the view of making the 
_ meaning of the law more clear and distinct, to 
avoid misunderstanding and different construc- 
tions. It contains also some amendments of a 
more important and substantial character, to 
which I will call attention. The bill has had the 
benefit of a year’s experience of the working of 
the present law, and of most careful study and 
thought by the able, sound, and accomplished 
banker who occupies the position of Comptroller 
of the Currency. It has also been carefully ex- 
amined by the Secretary of the’ Treasury, as well 
as by the Committee of Ways and Means, 

One of the purposes of the amendments is to re- 
move objections made by the State banks to the 
presentlaw, which in some cases are well ground- 
ed, and in many others are ‘only apprehensions 
in regard to the possible construction of the lan- 
guage of the law, and of its unintended but pos- 
sible effects. It will be noticed that one section 
provides for the Bank of Commerce, in the city 
of New York, to be. organized as one of the na- 
- tional banks, in the only way in which that bank 
could organize under the law; that is, by remov- 
ing, in regard to that bank, the individual liabil- 
ity of its stockholders for the debts of the bank, 
for the reason thag one of the articles of associa- 
tion under which the bank was formed, and which 
cannot be changed, was thatno stockholdershould 
be liable beyond the amount invested by him in 
the stock of the bank. My own preference would 
be to strike out the individual liability clause al- 
together from this bill, as the circulation is made 
secure, under all circumstances, by the pledge of 
Government bonds for its security, and their re- 
demption by the Government provided for if the 
bank fails to redeem them. Having thus made 
the circulation secure, I think the other creditors 
have sufficient security in the paid-up capital of 
the bank, and beyond that they are as well able 
to take care of themselves as the stockholders, 
who, in a majority of instances, in a bank that 
has been long in existence, are persons retired 
from business, females, minors, trustees, guard- 
ians, and charitable institutions. 

One of the most important amendments of this 
billis the provision that every bank shall redeem 
its circulation at some one of the commercial 
cities named in the bill, as well as at its own 
_ counter; so that no note can be in circulation that 
~ isnot redeemable at par in one of the ten or twelve 
commercial centers of the country. So long as 
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that is the case, and while at the same time they 
are receivable at par for all dues to the Govern- 
ment, except duties on imports, noné of their 
notes can be at any considerable discount in any 
part of the country. 

. Another important amendment is-making the 
maximum rate of interest uniform at seven per 
cent., instead of leaving it as now to be deter- 
mined by the legal rate at the place where the bank 
is located. The only objection I have heard to 
this was from a gentleman who informed me that 
the legal rate in his State was twenty-four per 
cent.; therefore no bank would be organized there 
under this law if they could not charge more than 
seven per cent. for money. F should prefer to 
make six per cent. the maxinium rate of interest, 


. believing that to be as much as capital should ever 


be allowed to take from the industry and labor 
that makes the capital profitable. ` 

If a man uses his own capital in any employ- 
ment which he carries on, he gets the profit of the 
capital and of the industry which he applies to 
that employment; but if he has not the industry 
or the inclination to work, whether it arises from 
infirmities or any. other cause, and loans his money 
to those who are inclined and able to labor, six 
percent. seems to me a full and fair compensation 
for his share of the result, and is as much as any 
stable employment can afford to pay for the use of 
money. A higher rate of interest benefits and 
stimulates speculation more than it benefits the 
regular employment of the industry of the coun- 
try. 

Yinother amendment limits the minimum capital 
of any bank at $100,000, instéad of $50,000, as in 
the present bill, and requires fifty per cent. of the 
capital to be paid in before business is commenced, 
and ten per cent. in each succeeding month there- 
after. Another is that each director must be the 
owner of at least ten shares of the capital stotk. 

There are other amendments of less conse- 
quence, to which I will call attention as they come 
before the House to be acted upon. 

Mr. BROOKS obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr, SPALDING, who moved that the com- 
mittee rise. f 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittce accordingly rose; and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, Mr. BRANDEGEE 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had the 


| state of the Union generally under consideration, 


and particularly the bill of the House (No. 333) 
to provide a national currency secured bya pledge 
of United States stocks and to provide for the cir- 
culation and redemption thereof, and had come to 
no conclusion thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SPALDING, (at 
fifteen minutes past four o’clock, p.m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuunspay, March 24, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. . 


The VICE PRESIDENT signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills, which were yesterday signed 
by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (S. No. 25) to authorize the President to 
negotiate a treaty with the Klamath, Modoc, and 
other Indian tribes of southeastern Oregon; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 299) to provide for carrying 
the mails from the United States to foreign ports, 
and for other purposes. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TEN EYCK presented resolutions of the 
Legislature uf New Jersey in favor of the em- 
ployment of the Billinghurst and Requa battery 
in the public service; which were referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. f pe; 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana, presented a memorial 
of the mayor and common council of the city 
of Jeffersonville, Indiana, praying for the location 
ofan armory and navy-yard at that place; which 
was referred tothe Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial of M. 
S. Beach, proprietor of the New York Sun, pray- 
ing for the remission of the tax on that paper for 
the 99th of March instant, so that the entire pro- 


‘ceeds of the paper on that day, including receipts 
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for advertisements, may be give tò the sar 
fair; which was referred to: the Committee 
Finance. eee ae BURG Es 
Mr. LANE, of Kansas, presented ‘the pétition 
of Baptiste Peoria, a member of the confederate — 
bands of Peoria, Piankeshaw; Kaskaskia; and’ 
Wea Indians, praying for the passage of an act 
giving him the same power to contract an 
contracted with, to sue and be sued iri conrts 
justice, as if he-were a citizen of the United States 
and providing that where he ‘bought ‘land from 
members of his tribe prior to any regulations on 
the subject, and paid a fair price-for it, and‘liad 
taken a deed therefor, such title shall be good and 
effectual; which was referred to the Committéeon’ 
Indian Affairs. l ; i 
Mr. DOOLITTLE prêsented a memorial of the 
Chamber of, Commerce of the city of Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, praying for the passage of a general . 
bankrupt law; which was referred to the-Com-. 
mittee on the Judiciary. Be 
He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin in favor of aid in the construc- - 
tion of railroads running from:-Sioux City, in the 
State of Iowa, through St. Paul to Hudson, on 
the St. Croix lake, and thence to Superior or Bay- 
field, on Lake Superior; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered 
to be printed. ree: 
Mr. CONNESS presented a petition of citizens 
of Contra Costa county, California, praying that 
they may be authorized by law to institute legal 
proceedings to try the validity of their titles to 
certain lands settled and occupied by them; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. - 
PRINTING OF A MEMORIAL. ; -., 
Mr. FOOT. I move the printing of the memo- 
rial presented yesterday morning by the Senator 
from New Jersey (Mr. Ten Eycx] from citizens 
of the city of Washington, praying an appropri- 
ation for the cleaning out of the Washington 
canal and for other purposes of a sanitary char- 
acter. As it contains important information, I 
move that the memorial be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT FOR GOOD FRIDAY. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to day it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. To-morrow is Good Friday, and I do not 
think the Senate is in the habit of sitting on that 


ay. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
& 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 
149) granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid 
in the construction of a military road from Port- 
land to Dalles City, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a resolution of the Legislature of 
Kansas, in favor of a grant of lands to that State 
in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections 
of the public lands sold for the benefit of certain 
Indian tribes, submitted an adverse report thereon, 
which was ordered to be printed. . 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, asked, and by unani« 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 191) for the relief of Baptiste Peoria; 


| which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas, asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 192) to amend an act entitled * An‘act 
fora grant of lands to the State of Kansas, in 
alternate sections, to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads and telegraphs in said State;” 
which was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NOTICE OF A BILL, 


Mr. HARLAN gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill explanatory of the 
tenth section of an act to reduce the expenses of 
the survey and sale of the public lands.of the Uni- 
ted States, approved the 13th day of May, 1862. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
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the House of Representatives had passed the joint 
resolution of the Senate (No. 31) authorizing the 
issuc of a register to the steamer Mohawk, with 
an-amendment,in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. + 

1: The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to the amendment 
ef the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 341) 
to carry into effect the conyention with Ecuador 
for the adjustment of claims. ; 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 34) mak- 
ing appropriation for the support of the Military 
Academy for the year ending June 30, 1865.. | 

The message also announced that the House of 
Representatives had passed a bill (H. R. No. 306) 
to amend an act entitled “An act prescribing the 
times and places for holding terms of the circuit 
court for the districts of Towa, Minnesota, and 
Kansas,” approved January 13, 1863, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

STREAMER MOHAWK. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Task the Senate to take up 
the joint resolution (S. No. 31) authorizing the 
issuc of a register to the steamer Mohawk, which 
Bas just been returned to us from the House of 
Representatives with an amendment, with a view 
of concurring in it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to the joint resolution, which 
was to add at the end of the resolution the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall in any 


wise affvet any legal proceeding now pending in regard to 
the said steamer Mohawk. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
Ps 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FARRIS (during the progress of Mr, 
Tlowarp’s specch) suid: With the consent of the 
Senator from Michigan, 1 presenta report froma 
committee of conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in 
the chair.) It will be reecived by unanimous 
consent, 

r rae 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

The conunittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
tho two Houses on the amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
34) making appropriation for the support of thy Military 
Academy for the year ending dune 30, 1965, having met, 
after fult and free conference have agreed to ommend, 
and do recomend, to their resp : follows: 

‘hat the House of Representatives > from their 
amendment to the fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following atnendment: strike 
out lines six, seven, cight, nine, toa, cloven, twelve, thir- 
teen, and fourteen of said amendinent; and that the Seu- 
ate agrec to stid amendinent to their fourth amendment. 

wW. WILLEY, 

IRA FARUS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

R E PENTON, 

HENRY T. BLOW, 

JAMES R. MORRIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. GRIMES, Let us hearan explanation of 
that report, 

Mr. ‘TRUMBULL. I should like to know 
what those amendments were. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The effect of this report is | 
simply to recede from the vote of the Fouse of 
Representatives increasing the number of appoint- 
ments to West Point, leaving the law to stand as 
it Ís now. ‘hat is the only effect. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iwill inquire of the Senator 
what has become of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator frow New Hampshire? 

Mr. HARRIS. That remains in the bill. 

Mr. HOWE. 1 suppose it has been noticed 
that I did not coneurin the report of the commit- 
tee. Lam not about to object to the adoption of 
the report by the Senate, but I think it dueto my 
colleagues, and perhaps to myself, that I should | 
state in as few words as I ean the reasons why | 
did not cansar in that report. 

‘The Government of the United States is main- | 
taining a Military School at West Point ata very | 
heavy cost. The law provides to-day that the 
number of pupils to be instructed in that School | 

shall be limited to the number of congressional | 
F 
} 


districts in the United States, with the addition of | 
ten to be selceted at large by the President. 

gives the appointment of those cadets to the Pres- | 
ident of the United States, instructs him to assign il 


the cadets to that School; but the law mstructs 


him to sclect thoseecadets from the several con- 
gressional districts. 

Mr. HOWARD. I didnot yield the floor with 
the expectation of having a subject intervened 
which was going to consume much time. 

Mr. LIOWSE. I was not aware that the floor 
had been yielded. I came into the Senate and 
found this report before the Senate. I did not 
expect it would come in this afternoon, and if it 
did come in I did notexpect it would be taken up, 
and especially I did not expect it would be taken 
up until I was present. I found the question 
pending here. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The report was 
received by the unanimous consent of the Senate, 
and is now before the body. - 

Mr. HARRIS. I did not suppose the matter 
would elicit discussion. I supposed it wasa mere 
matter of form; and therefore asked to have it con- 
sidered; but if the Senator from Wisconsin de- 
sires to speak on the question, I am willing to 
have it passed over for the present and let the Sen- 
ator from Michigan go on with his remarks. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I move that this re- 
port lie over until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY INTERFERENCE WITH ELECTIONS. 


2 Mr. FOOT. As there appears to be no other 

morning business, I move that the Senate now 
roceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
usiness of yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
mean the unfinished business of the morning hour 
or of the day? 

Mr. FOOT. The unfinished business of the 
day ov which the Senator from Michigan was ad- 
dressing the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 37) to prevent officers 
of the Army and Navy, and other persons in the 
military and naval service of the United States, 
from interfering in elections in the States. 

Mr. HOWARD resumed and concluded his 
speech, [It will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate now procced to the consideration 
of the joint resolution for the amendment of the 
Constitution. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crang in 
the chair.) Itis moved by the Senator from Hli- 
nois that the Senate now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the joint resolution indicated by him. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Upon that motion Lhave 
but a word tosay. | think after the speech made 
by the Senator from Michigan, and his allusions 
to other States of the Uniow than that which he 
represents himsclf, it is proper that this debate 
should proceed. [should have no objection, how- 
ever, to the motion of the Senator from Iilinois if 
l knew that at an early day next week, say Mon- 
day or Tuesday, we could be allowed to resume 
the consideration of the bill now before the Senate. 
But, sir, coming from that “great and mighty” 
State of Delaware, to which the Senator from 
Michigan has alluded, a State which was a State 
when the territory that he represents here was a 
waste, howling wilderness, and whose early cit- 
izens helped to frame and fashion and mold the 
institutions of the Government under which we 
live and through whose action in parthe has been 
permitted to make the specch that he has deliv- 
ered here to-day, it is proper that we should have 
an opportunity to reply to those remarks; and if 
no other Senator, the action of whose State has 
been called in question, shall desire to proceed to 
address the Senate this afternoon, I will take upon 
myself to reply to the assaults which that Senator 
made both in his report and in his speech upon 
the “great and mighty’? State of Delaware. 

These remarks perhaps are not pertinent to the 
question now before the Senate. The question 
is whether the Senate will proceed to the consid- 
eration of another matter. 1 trust they will not 
unless there can be a distinct understanding that, 
at the furthest during the carly part of next week, 


we may have an opportunity to resume the con- | 


sideration of this subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Delaware whether he is pre- 
pared to go on now and desires to proceed now. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. 


préparation; I have no. preparation to make. I 
am. perfectly willing to let this bill go over to next 
week or to proceed now; but I do not want this 
matter to be- postponed so that we cannot bring it 


up again. [Go on now.) 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The inquiry I addressed 


to the Senator was not in regard to preparation. 
I wished to know whether he was ready to pro- 
ceed this afternoon with the discussion of the 
matter now under consideration.. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes,sir. Iwill go on now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | If the Senator desires to 
proceed now at once I will withdraw my motion, - 
and he can proceed. - 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If the Senator withdraws 
his motion 1 will proceed at once. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is withdrawn. The Senator from Delaware ig 
entitled to the floor. ee 

Mr. SAULSBBRY. Mr. President, I congrat- 
ulate my friend, the Senator from Kentucky, 
upon the success which has so far attended his 
efforts to institute an inquiry into the proceedings 

of this Administration, into the enormities prac- 
ticed by them upon the rights of the States and 
the people of the States in respect to their elec- 
tions. Lt will be remembered that during the last 
session of the Senate I made several ineffectual 
attempts to bring this matter to the consideration 
of the Senate. l offered a resolution, coming im- 
mediately from my people who had suffered from 
this interposition of Federal power, calling upon 
the Secretary of War to know whether the inter- 
ference that had taken place with the freedom ‘of 
elections in my State had been by his authority 
or by the authority of the Federal Government. 
The Senate by a party vote refused to make that 
inquiry; andevery attempt that was made during 
the last session was uniformly voted down by the 
party in power in this Chamber. My friend, the 
Senator from Kentucky, however, has been more 
successful at the present session, so far at least 
as to be allowed to introduce this bill, to have it 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and then to have ittaken up for consideration by 
the body. This is one step in the right direction. 
I therefore congratulate my friend that he has 
been more successful than I was at the last ses- 
sion of the Senate. 

Ought this bill to be passed by the Senate? 
That is the question, It depends upon several 
considerations. First, is there any necessity for 
its passage? If so, what is that necessity? The 
Senator from Michigan has told us that it ought 
not to be done; and one of the reasons which he 
has assigned why it should not be done is the fact 
that it has never been done during the previous 
history of the country, and that no application 
has heretofore ever been made to the Congress of 

i the United States for the enactment of such alaw 
as this. He has told us that we passed through 

i the war of the Revolution, and no such enacts 
ment as this ever was asked for; that we passed 
successfully through the war of 1812, and thatthe . 
Congress of the United States was not called upon 
to enact a bill of this character. He might have 
added that we passed successfully through the 
war with Mexico, and there was no necessity for 
such an enactment, i 

Did it not occur to the Senator that there was 
avery good reason during those wars why the 
Congress of the United States should not pass a 
bill of this character? Could he not perceive the 
reason why the people of the United States did 
not then ask for the passage of such a measure 
as this? The reason, sir, was that the men who 
lived in those days saw nothing in the history of 
the times, nothing in the action of political par- 
ties, nothing in the vast strides of Federal power, 
to call upon them to enact sucha measure as this. 

During the war of 1812, in the times in which 
the Senator has said there was such imbittered 
partisan feeling, wise men, great men, giants— 

political giants—controlledand shaped the policy 
of this country and guided the ship of State amid 
that storm. We had not then, sir, political pig- 
mies perched on Alps, the laughing-stock of the 
universe. We had menatthe head of affairs who 
had laid the deep foundations of this Government 
in constitutional liberty. We had men at the 
head of affairs who had heiped to frame that Con- 


I care nothing about {i 


stitution against the violations of which we now 
complain, The fathers lived then; and'while they 
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lived no man was so rash as to dare, under an 
circumstances, to say that a President ofthe Uni- 
ted States or any military officer had the right to 
invade: a sovereign State and to deprive its citi- 
zens of the free right of suffrage guaranticd to 
them by their State constitutions. Mo such at- 
tempts were made in those days as have been 
made, to the sorrow and to the destruction of the 
liberty of the people, in the days in which we 
live. 

During the war of 1812 James Madison, who is 
sometimes called the Father of the Constitution, 
presided over this country; and though the pul- 
pits of the North, and the press of the North, and 
the public assemblages of the North, and the pub- 
lic men of the North denounced him in most un- 
measured terms, and while in one section of. the 
country they were holding the Hartford Conven- 
tion for purposes, it was believed at the time, 
inimical to the true interests of the country, and 
while men were charged, and even charged by an 
ex-President of the United States from that sec- 
tion of the country, with being engaged in a treas- 
onable plot to carry New England out of the 
Union, James Madison and the men who then ad- 
ministered the affairs of this country never found 
it necessary to send the military forces into any 
State of the Union to deprive its citizens of the 
free exercise of the elective franchise; no presses 
were muzzled; no bastiles were built or filled with 
free men; no publie speaker, simply because, in 
the exercise of his clear, constitutional ri ht, he 
dared to dissent from the policy of the Adminis- 
tration, was by presidential edict banished to a 
hostile country or to a foreign land. 

I say, therefore, to the Senator from Michigan, 
that the reason why such an act was not asked 
for or proposed during the wars to which he has 
alluded’ was that a different class of men admin- 
istered the affairs of this Government, men more 
deeply read and men truly read in the history of 
constitutional liberty, men who cherished the 
principles of constitutional and civil liberty to an 
extent that they dared not, in violation of the oaths 
which they had taken to preserve and defend the 
Constitution of the United States, invade the 
rights of the States or of the humblest citizen by 
denying to him the right to cast his vote for those 
who should administer the Government under 
which he lived, 

Sir, at a subsequent period jn our history, al- 
though I do not recollect that that was distinctly 
alluded to by the Senator from Michigan, when 
we passed through another foreign war, the war 
with Mexico, a man who had read, and deeply 
read, the constitutional history of his country, 
and who had profited by the examples of the great 
and wise men who preceded him, was President 
of the United States, and had wise and patriotic 
counselors around him. And although that war, 
which was a war with a foreign Power, was de- 
nounced as an unjust war, although it was pro- 
claimed by a certain party throughout the length 
and breadth of this land that the Mexicans were 
right and that the people of the United States were 
wrong, and although in the State in which I live 
men who now are the mest blatant Union men 
throughout the land (if you would believe them) 
addressed the people and told them that they 
would be drafted and carried off to a foreign, un- 
just war, and all for the purpose of carrying an 
election, no presidential hand, no military hand 
was laid even upon tke humblest of all the Op- 
ponents of the Administration then in power. 
Speech was free, press was free, personal liberty 
was free. 

Is it so, sir, to-day? Ifso, I ask you whence 
that moan which comes up upon every breeze 
from the heart-stricken wife and the worse than 


orphaned child, whose husband and whose father | 


has in the dead hour of the night by military 
power been dragged from home and banished to 
a hostile shore? 

Is it so, sir, now? 


If so, why those touching || 


appeals addressed from every quarter of the coun- | 


try to the Executive $f this nation and to the 
party in power, calling for the release of the hun- 
dreds and thousands who groan beneath oppres- 


sion’s yoke in your modern bastiles, built and | 


manned to defend the count rainst foreign foes, 
but converted into prison-houses for the confine- 
ment of freemen? 


I say then, sir, again to the Senator from Michi- | 


gan that the reason we have had no such cnact- 


ment in the past as that asked for now is because 
the circumstances of the past are quite different 
from those which exist at the present. The còn- 
sututional rights of the people were respected: 


| the right of the people to mect and to petition for 
| redress of grievances; the right of the people to 


discuss the measures of public policy was fe- 
spected; and no man in those days was rash 
enough or had so little regard for the Constitution 
of his country and the constitutional rights of his 
fellow-citizens as to attempt any such practices 
as those against which the provisions of this bill 
are aimed. icra re 

Congress have the constitutional power, I ap- 
prehend, to pass this bill, and the question recurs, 
ought it to be passed? If there had been no in- 
vasion of the rights of the citizen there would be 
no impropriety in the passage of the bill, because 
it might be possible in the future, and especially 
in a time of great civil commotion like this, that 
those rights might be invaded, and hence it might 
be a wise policy to prepare against an anticipated 
or possible evil in the future. But, sir, I do not 
place my advocacy of this bill upon such a ground 
as that. I place it upon the distinct, express, un- 
equivocal, and undeniable ground that the rights 
of the people in this respect have been invaded, in 
some instances destroyed, and that the evil is of 
such a magnitude as calls imperatively upon the 
Legislature of the country, the Congress of the 
United States, to interpose for the protection of 
the rights of the citizen. 

The Senator from Michigan has confined his 
remarks in reference to this aspect of the question 
chiefly to a consideration of the cases arising in 
the State of Kentucky and in the State of Mary- 
land. His allusion to my State was very brief, 
although designed tobe very severe. Let me say 
to that Senator that there is not strength enough 
in his puny arm or in the bow which he draws 
to reach the ‘* great and mighty” State of Dela- 
ware, as he calls her, and no attempted sarcasm 
in reference to the State of Delaware by him car 
affect any one injuriously except him who has 
the rashness to attempt it. De gustibus non dis- 
putandum est. If it is agreeable to the taste of 
the Senator from Michigan thus to indulge in 
sarcasm in reference to a State of this Union, I 
will not dispute with him as to the propriety or 
impropriety of his taste. 

Mr. President, before I proceed to offer the 
proofs in this case arising in my own State, I wish 
to lay down one simple proposition which is a de- 
nial of the whole basis of the argument of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. He admits that in times of 
peace the Federal Government would have no 
right to interfere with the exercise of the elective 
franchise in a State; but hecontends thatin time 
of warit may become necessary, and being neces- 
sary, they have the right to do it. , 

I was somewhat surprised to hear the Senator 
from Michigan refer to such an old-fashioned doc- 
ument as that which I now holdin my hand, one 
which is so much ignored at the present day, one 
whose provisions are so little regarded by the 
present Administration and party in power; but 
he has had, to my utter amazement, I will not 
say the rashness, to refer to the Constitution of 
the United States. Now, sir, my proposition, 
as preliminary to what [intend to say on this sub- 
ject, is found in that old-fashioned: instrument 
whose principles are so little regarded by the Sen- 
ator and by this Administration. eo. 

I lay down the proposition that it is not within 
the competency of the Federal authorities to in- 
tervence in a State of the Union for the purpose of 
controlling any of its domestic affairs, or even to 
suppress violence, unless they are invited by the 
authorities of the State. Section four of the fourth 
article of the Constitution declares that “ the Uni- 


ted States shall guaranty to every State in this į 


Uniona republican form of government, and shall 
protect each of them against invasiea; and on ap- 
plication of the Legislature, or of the Executive, 
(when the Legislature cannot be convened,) 
against domestic violence.” The pretense, as I 
gather it, upon which the intervention of the mil- 


jtary in the several States of the Union has been || 


attempted to be justified is, that it was to prevent 
violence by an opposing political party; that i 
was to give to a certain class of voters an oppor- 
tunity to exercise their rights under the Consti- 
tution of their Staic; the right to vote, for exam- 
ple, that being the matter now before the Senate. 


Well, sir, Jetim nquire. by avbat auti 
the President of the United States under 


your Schencks and your Burnsidés,and § 
tle brief heroes. who make war upoit: wom 
children, and upon unarmed citizens, rat 
like brave and chivalrous men aieeting thea 
enemy inthe field, I deal not with. them 
not with any such pigmiés that I deal, >] 
with their master, the man who sits enthroned at 
the other end of the avenue, and who is fondly 
dreaming of an extension of his authority to rule 
and despotically rule over the liberties of a once 
free and happy people. _Ishold the President of 
the United States to be the man that is responsi- 
ble, because he either gave the orders to higsubor- 
dinates, or they having been given by his subor- 
dinates, he had the right to interfere in behalf of 
the citizens to prevent the invasion of their.con- 
stitutional rights, and he did not do sọ, 002S 

Neither, sir, do I hold responsible for. these 
transgressions the soldiers of the Army who ex: 
ecute these orders, whether made by the Presi- 
dent or by his subordinate officers. As soldiers, 
they are bound to execute their orders, and d 
doubt not that many a true-hearted, brave, and 
gallant American soldier, who when he enlisted. 
in this war thought he was enlisting to fight a 
bold and manly enemy in the field, felt himself s 
humiliated when called upon to go into à quiet, 
peaceful neighborhood, and with bayonet charge 
upon its peaceful citizens, as has been done in my 
State, for no crime, for no offense, but only be- 
cause, in the exercise of a clear constitutional 
right, they presumed quietly to approach the polls 
and offered to exercise their part in selecting those 
who were to administer the laws by which: they 
were to be governed. N 

Then, sir, where does the President of the 
United States get the power to send the military 
into a State to interfere with the freedom of elec- 
tions, or to send them into a State to do any other 
act or thing? Whatever power he has he derives 
from that.section of the Constitution which I have 
read, and itis only to be exercised upon the ap- 

lication of the Governor of the State when: the 
egislature is not in session, or of the Legislature 
itself when in session. 

Sir, indulge me in another preliminary remark. 
Who decides as to the qualification of voters, con- 
stitutionally and legally? So far as that right be- 
longs to a citizen of a State, it is controlled and 
governed exclusively by the constitution and laws - 
‘of the State in which he lives. Itis not contained 
in the Constitution.of the United States. Itis 
not conferred by the Constitution upon the Pres- 
ident of the United States or upon any of his mil- 
itary subordinates. When, therefore, hcattempts 
to exercise it, he does, in the strong but true lan- 
guage of the Senator from Kentucky, become a 
usurper, and he owes among a free people hisim- 
punity from visitation of punishment simply to 
his power, 

Let me ask, sir, why should there be opposi- 
tion to this bill? If it is simply to secure a free 
and fair election, if that be the object of those who 
| advocate it, why should this bill be opposed? 
In case there is any attempt to violate the right 
of any citizen of a State, in case there is any ap- 
prehension that on the day of election such a thing 
may be done, the State authorities are competent 
and alone authorized to prevent or redress the 
wrong. And in case domestic violence exists or 
is immediately threatened to an extent beyond 
the control of State authority, the constitutional 
right of the Governor or the Legislature of the 
respective States would still exist to call upon the 
President, under this article of the Constitution I 
have referred to, for aid in putting down this do- 
mestic violence. The only inference, therefore, 
which I can draw from the opposition to a meas- 
ure so wise, so just, so barmless for the purposes 
of evil, so effective for the purposes of good, is, 
that it may be deemed necessary to perpetuate 
power in one political party organization, and 
against the will of the people to keep im power 
those who may have abused their trust! 3 

Lf I discuss this question somewhat desultorily 
it arises from the fact that I speak without prepa- 
|| ration, and only from that sense of duty to my 
il people which the report of this committee and the 


i 
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speech of the Senator from Michigan render ne- 
cesary. ‘ 

Another ground taken by the Senator from Mi- 
chigan ‘is that the bill is unconstitutional because 
there is no right in the Congress of the United 
States to intervene for the enforcement-of the laws 
of a State. Does this bill call upon the Congress 
of the United States to intervene by legislative 
enactment or otherwise for the enforcement of the 
laws of a State? I will admit, with the Senator, 
that the trueand only authority for enforcing the 
laws of a State (except in time of domestic vio- 
lence, when, upon application of the Governor or 
of the Legislature of the State it may become 
necessary to invoke Federal authority to assist 
them,) is State authority. But does this bill ask 
Congress to intervene in behalf of the execution 
of a State law? Not at all, sir. It only asks 
Congress to intervene thus far and no further, to 
prevent men in the military service of the coun- 
try, officers having charge of the military of the 
country, from carrying that military to places of 
voting, and interfering with the rights of the 
people of the States and destroying the govern- 
ments of the States, 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. With the consent of 
the Senator from Delaware, I move that the 
further consideration of this subject be postponed 
until to-morrow. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [object to that. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not ask for the post- 
ponement; itis no favor to me. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is precisely what I 
expected. The business of the Senate is about 
to be crowded out for these speeches. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ido notask for the post- 

onement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pomeroy 
in the chair.) Does the Senator from Kansas 
withdraw his motion? 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. No,sir. My motion 
was offered with the consent of the Senator from 

Delaware,and Linsistupon it. We did not finish 
the business of the morning hour to-day, and it 
is now almost four o'clock. I think we ought to 
be permitted to finish the business of the morning 
hour, {tis not at all probable that the Senator 
from Delaware will conclude to-night. 
` Mr. ANTHONY. I hope that if the Senator 
from Delaware desires a postponement until to- 
morrow we shall grant his request. 

Mr.SAULSBURY. I do notask any courtesy 
if any Senator hasany objection to a proposition 
to extend courtesy. I did not suggest this post- 
ponement myself. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I suggested it. 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. i am certainly not dis- 
posed to deny to the Senator from Delaware any 
courtesy,as the Senator from Rhode Island seems 
to intimate; but here is a question taking up the 
time of the Senate and excluding the active busi- 
ness of the Senate, taking uptime by long speeches, 
commencing one day and continuing into the next, 

and claiming the floor from day to day. IL ask 
the Senator from Delaware if he thinks it consist- 
ent with our publie duty here, when great meas- 
ures are pressing upon us, to have these political 
speeches continued from day to day, and adjourn- 
ments had upon them, to the exclusion of the busi- 
ness of the country. The Senator from Delaware 
was distinctly asked before he commenced his re- 
marks if he was rendy and desired to go on to- 
night, and he said he would go on to-night, in 
reply to my question, and to get rid of a motion 
which I had made to take up another subject. 

Now, sir, E do not wish to press the Senator 
from Delaware orany other member of this body 
to speak out of time; but I insist that neither the 
Senator from Delaware norany other Senator shall 
lay after day occupy the floor here when there 
is business to be done.. If the Senator from Del- 
aware is willing to take his chance to finish his 
speech when the convenience of the Senate will 

ermit without interfering with other business, I 

ave no objection to this measure being putover; 
but if it is to be put over to the exclusion of all 
other business to-morrow during the business 
hours, I do object to it. 

Mr. POWELL. I do not believe, sir, there 
has been or will be before this Congress a bill of 
greater importance than the one now pending, 

and I hope the debate upon it will continue until 
it is voted upon, either adopted or rejected. The 
Senator from Illinois speaks of putting this bill 


away and taking up the business of the session; 
and he asks us not to make speeches upon this 
bill and prevent the. business of the Senate going 
on, asif this were not business. Sir, there never 
was before any deliberative body a more import- 
ant bill than the one under consideration, and I 
hope the debate omit will continue until the sub- 
ject is finally acted upon. I have no objection to 
the length of time occupied by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan, or any other Senator. It is 
a subject of the gravest importance, and upon it 
depends the very perpetuity of our institutions, 
because itis to secure free ballot to the people. 
I do not think there ever was or ever will be be- 
fore a deliberative body a question of graver im- 
port than this. It is business, and business of 
the greatest moment. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Kansas to 
postpone the pending bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. The course suggested 
by me, with the consent of the Senator from Del- 
aware, is the identical course pursued toward the 
Senator from Michigan yesterday. I think it un- 
just to the Senator from Delaware to compel him 
to go on at this hour, and I think the postpone- 
ment is a proper courtesy which we ought to ex- 
tend to him. 

The motion to postpone was not agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, in re- 
sponse to the remark of the Senator from Illinois 
that he would not allow or permit the Senator 
from Delaware or any other Senator to occupy 
the time of the Senate in making political speeches 
when grave matters of Jegislation were before. the 
body, let me say to that Senator that the Senator 
from Delaware has neither asked him to permit nor 
toallow. The Senator from Delaware does not 
ask for authority from any such source for the 
course he may sée fit to pursue here. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan put 
the right of the military to interfere with elections 
in the States upon the ground that we are en- 
gaged in civil war. The proposition that we are 
engaged in civil war I shall not deny, for when 
others were calling it simply a little sedition or 
insurrection, | in my place in the Senate pro- 
claimed that it was not only a civil war but a 
great civil war, and that the controversy must be 
governed by those grave rules of the modern law 
of nations which applied to civil wars through- 
out the civilized world and among all Christian 
people. ‘That was then considered a heresy, and 
it was said that the difficulty was nothing but a 
little sedition or insurrection that was to be sup- 
pressed by seventy-five thousand men in sixty or 
In ninety days; but lo and behold! men who then 
scouted the idca that this controversy was of suf- 
ficient magnitude to amount to a civil war, who 
said it wag nothing but alittle sedition down South 
and to be suppressed in sixty or in ninety days, 
have woke up at last to the great and important 


fact that when a million and a half of men on the 


one side and seven hundred thousand or eight 
hundred thousand on the other meet in the deadly 
conflict of battle it is something more than a se- 
dition or insurrection; and I congratulate them 
upon the correctness of the perception, however 
slow in its operation, which has at last admitted 
this great truth. 

The argument of the Senator from Michigan is 
thattheright ofthe military to intervene with refer- 
ence to theelections of the States—mark you, I shall 
confine my remarks simply to States professedly 
and knowingly within the Union—exists because 
it is a belligerentright. The principle to govern 
its exercise has no other authority, even by the 
admission of the Senator from Michigan himself, 
than that authority which upon all occasions is 
invoked in this Chamber and by this Administra- 
tion and the party in power, the authority of 
t“ necessity; a word which, when applied here- 
after, when the mind of the people of this coun- 
try shall become steady, and when reason shall 
have resumed its throne and passion shall have 
died away, will not only be scouted, but the use 
of which in these days will then be deeply re- 
gretted, because no usurpation, however great, no 
infraction of the Constitution, however attended 
with disastrous consequences, can be perpetrated 
that those who hang around the throne of power 
and pay adulation and homage to him who sits 
thereon do not invoke this great, potent magic of 
“necessity.” . 


- The Senator says-that we are engaged in civil 
war, and that you cannot draw lines between the 
belligerents, that they are commingled together, 
and fie cites the authority of the Supreme Court 
of the United States to sustain him; and_yet the 
courts over the country now are deciding that 
this controversy is confined to locality, and as I 
am told it has-been recently decided in the State 
of New York that if a man has his domicile‘in 
the State of Virginia he cannot sue in the courts 
of New York, because he is to be regarded as an 
enemy; and at least two judges of your Supreme 
Court have declared themselves alien enemies by 
a decision which they made, declaring people re> 
siding in southern States out of the Union or in 
an enemy’s country. Therefore, sir, in answer 
to the suggestion of the Senator, | appeal to the 
judicial decisions of the country that this is a 
controversy local on both sides, and the attempt 
that the honorable Senator has made to say that 
in the adhering States of this Union there resides 
a portion of the public enemy against whom you 
are to exercise a belligerent right, is only brought 
forward in this case to support the unwarranted 
and unconstitutional exercise of power by this 
Administration. 

But, sir, let me ask the honorable Senator, and 
let me ask this Administration, if they ever listen 
to an honest question, let me ask the intelligent 
men of this country, who has given to a General 
Schenck, or a General Burnside, or to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, without a resort to the 
legal tribunals of the country for a determination 
of that question, the right to decide that any citi- 
zen of my State is an enemy against whom belli- 
gerent rights are to be exercised, and against 
whose constitutional rights under his State the 
military power of this country is to be invoked? 
Whence do they derive their power? Not from 
this document to which the Senator even alluded, 
not from any Jaw, Federal or State; but simpl 
from the exercise of their own omnipotent ill 
Has itcome to this, sir? Are the monstrous prin- 
ciples upon which this Administration acts in refer- 
ence to the government of this country to be car- 
ried to such an extent that the question whether 
I am a public onomy of my country, or whether 
the Senator from Michigan is a publie enemy of 
his country, and not entitled to any of the pro- 
visions of this written charter of our liberties, is 
dependent, not upén the charter, not upon Federal 
law or State law, but upon the will of the man 
who for the time exercises the functions of Pres- 
ident of the Uniled States? Has it gone still fur- 
ther, and is the great question, who isa public 
enemy and whoa citizen and inhabitantand friend 


of his country and the Coystitution of his coun- 
try, tobe decided by the subordinate even of sub- 
ordinates? And has American liberty no higher 
sanction, no greater nor nobler guarantee than the 
mere willof some one who yesterday was naught, 
but to-day struts upon the boards with epaulets 
upon his shoulders, and chooses to domineer over 
a down-trodden and defenseless people? If that 
be the only liberty to which the descendants of 
the once proud freemen of this country are enti- 
tled, if that be the only liberty which we are to 
transmit to future ages, to our children and our 
children’s children, then, sir, were all the noble 
aspirations of the past a delusion; then were the 
labors of our fathers worse than naught; then was 
every drop of blood shed in our revolutionary 
struggle vainly shed; and then have the people of 
this country for the last seventy-five years been 
delusively dreaming a lie. , 

No, sir; that liberty achieved for us by our 
fathers, that liberty guarantied in this Constitu- 
tion, that liberty of which we have boasted in the 
past, that liberty which all of.us have ourselves 
In time pastenjoyed, has a nobler and greater and 
more sacred guarantee than that; and let me tell 
the Senator, however the passions of the mad- 
dened hour may delude him and others, the time 
will yet come in the providence of God when the 
sons of the United States ef America will rise up 
and vindicate their birthright, and assert before the 
world, peaceably assert if they can, but yet assert, 
even forcibly if they must, and triumphantly as- 
sert, that ancient liberty which their fathers en- 
joyed,and will spurn and scoff this modern, use-. 
less, worse than useless liberty which the Senator 
would tell us only has been our heritage. 


Mr. President, did it not occur to the legal mind 
i of that Senator when he was addressing himself - 
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to the grave questions involved in the measure 
now before the Senate that consequences might 
result from the premises which he laid down, from 
the argument which he was making, from the 
doctrines which he was advancing, that might 
render the freedom, the personal safety of every 
man, woman, and child in the adhering States 
perfectly worthless and a thing of naught? 

But, sir, we are in times of revolution. Heisa 
wise man who, amid such scenes as those through 
which we are now passing, can keep his intellect 
cool orhis heart unimpassioned. But, sir, history 
hasa voice; itcomes up through hundreds of yebrs; 
it teaches a great lesson. If no other considera- 
tion could operate upon the mind of the Senator, 
and those who entertain views similar to his, I 
should think that sometimes, in the quietude of 
night, in the seclusion of home, when dark- 
ness and silence are all around, the voice of that 
history would whisper in his ear, teaching him 
and instructing him of this fact, that although, 
in the first moments of revolution, and of the op- 
pressions of a successful party, those who advo- 
cate and supporta departure from fundamental 
principles, and therefore, for the time being, are 
secure, may yet, in the turn of the wheel of for- 
tune, become the very objects and subjects of that 
oppression which they have inaugurated, and 
against which others raised their warning voices. 

It is no new drama, sir, that we are enacting. 
The pathway of the past is illuminated at every 
step, and teaches us the great lesson that those 
who inaugurate and justify oppression, under the 
operation of that retributive law of justice and of 
God which sooner or later will vindicate itself 
and set all things even, become the subjects of 
their own arbitrary doctrines. Who was it, sir, 
in the days of the French Revolution that came to 
the block? | Those who inaugurated and justified 
oppression. I trust that the day may never come 
in the history of this people when a similar visit- 
ation may come upon those who upon all occa- 
sions justify oppression, for { know of no man 
and no body of ied and no political party in this 
country against whom, even when their teachings 
shall be discovered to be unwise, when their pol- 
icy shall be overruled, and when men of differ- 
ent sentiments and opinions shall be installed in 
power, that I would have to be injured even to 
the smallest hair of his head. But, sir, God sits 
in heaven; his laws are immutable, justice is im- 
mutable, and that which a man sows, says God’s 
word, he shall algo reap. 

I said, Mr. President, thatthe only justification 
for the interference by Federal authority through 
its military in a State was upon application made 
by the Governor of the State when the Legisla- 
ture thereof was not in session, or by the Legis- 
lature when in session. The Senator from Michi- 
gan has said on this occasion what has frequently 
been said before, that he can see nothing, or very 
little at least, in the action of the military within 
the States which is reprehensible. He assumes 
that whatever has been done has been done from 
pätriohe motives and considerations. Although 

speak somewhat warmly and feelingly generally 
upon a subject in which Í takeinterest, I will say 
frankly that it is more charitable to think with the 
Benator from Michigan, if the facts involved in 
the case will allow you to entertain such a chari- 
table opinion, For myself, I have no idea that this 
military interference with the elections in the ad- 
hering States of the Union has been prompted by 
any patriotic consideration, or any desire what- 
ever to preserve the Union or to regard the con- 
stitutional rights of the people. I believe that it 
has resulted and resulted alone from a desire to 
perpetuate political power in the hands of those 
who now have it, and to give to them the control 
in the future over the destinies of this people; and 
that they are not willing that the people of the 
adhering States, in which there has been not one 

article of attempt to oppose any action of the 
Federal Government by force since the commence- 
ment of the present troubles, shall be trusted with 
the free exercise of their rights as citizens, lest 
the judgmentof that people should be against the 
policy of the party in power and against the per- 
petuation of that party power in the future. The 
unconstitutional acts of this Administration and 
of the party in power are a sufficient and con- 
clusive warrant for the expression of this opinion, 

The Senator alluded to my. State, and I do not 
propose to say anything in reference to the other 
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States to which he referred. I shall say nothing 
in reference to the State of Kentucky. She has 
two noble champions upon this floor perfectly 
able and always willing to defend her rights and 
the rights of her people. 1 shall say nothing in 
reference to the State of Maryland, because her 
distinguished Senator [Mr.Jounson] is perfectly 
competent, as is known to the Senate and to the 
country, to vindicate her here and before the coun- 
try. I shall therefore confine what.I have to say 
to the fact of military interference in my own 
State as evidencing the necessity for the passage 
of the bill now under consideration. 

» Mr. POWELL. If the Senator from Delaware 
will allow me, I will move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Delaware yield to the Senator from 
Kentucky? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I make no application 
for an adjournment, but I yield for the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ifthat motion be waived for 
a moment, I move that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. To- 
morrow is Good Friday. 

Mr. POWELL. To-morrow is Good Friday, 
and I think every good Christian ought to ad- 
journ on that day. i 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER put the question, 
and declared that there was no quorum voting. 

Mr. CLARK. I suppose then.it is not com- 
petent for us to do any business. 

Mr. POWELL. Did I understand the Chair 
to announce that the motion to adjourn to Mon- 
day was not agreed to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has not announced the vote except.simply to de- 
clare that a quorum has not voted. 

Mr. POWELL. It doesnot require a quorum 
to adjourn. 

Mr. CLARK. But it does to adjourn over. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn to Monday. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken 
with the following result: f 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Carlile, Conness, 
Foster, Harris, Henderson, Howard, Johnson, Morgan, 
Powell; Ramsey, Riddle, Saulsbury, Van Winkle, and Wil- 
ey—16. 

WAYS—Messrs. Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Foot, Har- 
lan, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Pomeroy, 
Sumner Ten Lyck, ‘Trambull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wil- 
s0n—1o. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not 
a quorum voting. 

Mr. FOOT. There is evidently no probability 
of securing the presence of a quorum, and I there- 
fore move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 24, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
Thetouraal of yesterday was read and approved . 


COMMITTEE ON THE CONDUCT OF THE WAR«!; 


Mr. LOAN. Task the unanimous'consent of 
the House to take up from the Spéaker’s table the 
joint resolution No. 37, for the payment of ex 
penses incurred by the joint committee’on the con- 
duct of the war. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Letit be read. | 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. HARRINGTON, I object. 


ISSUE OF A REGISTER. 


Mr.WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Iholdin my 
hand Senate bill No. 31, authorizing the issue of 
a register to the steamer Mohawk. Iam directed 
to report it back by the Committee on Commerce 
with an amendment. {tiga bill in which the gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. Upson] is interested, 
and is in relation to the issuing of a register to a 


; Canadian-built steamer. 


There being no objection, the bill was reported 
back from the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill, which was read, merely authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to issue an American 
register to the Canadian-built steamer Mohawk. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, It seems from 
an examination of the papers in the case that there 
are some legal proecedinga im regard to this ves- 


‘sel, and Lan therefore directed to, coffer the fol- 


lowing amendment: park 

Provided, That-nothing herein ‘contain 
wise affect any legal proceedings now pen 
the said steamer Mohawk. in eo 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered: rd: 
reading; anditwas accordingly read the third tiny 
and passed. er eee: 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved 
consider the vote by which the: bill was pas 
and also moved to lay the motion. to, recon 
on the table. : BE as Teak J 

The latter motion was agreed to. E 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘I desire to have one or two 
bills taken from the Speaker’s table, and referred, 

Mr. CHANLER., I object. De gy RRR cote 

AMENDMENT TO THE CONSTITUTION. ` 

Mr. BLAINE, by unanimous consent, submit- . 
ted the following resolution;'which was read, Gone 
sidered, and agreed to: 5. o; EEA 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be directed to 


inquire into the expediency of proposing an amendment tò - 


the Constitution of the United States, by striking out¢he 
fifth clause of section nine, article one, which forbi @ 
levying of a tax on articles exported from any State. 


UNITED STATES COURTS IN THE WEST. 


Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent,.from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
bill of the House No. 306, to amend an. act. en- 
titled ‘* An act prescribing the times and places of 
holding the terms of the circuit courts for the dis« 
trict of Ilowa, Minnesota, and Kansas,” approved 
January 13, 1863. : 
The bil was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed... uy 
Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
‘by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


POLICE OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA... `: 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, by unanimous consent 
introduced a bill supplementary to an det entitled 
“An act to amend an act to create a metropolitan 
police department of the District of Columbia, 
and to establish a police therefor,” approved July 
16, 1862, and for other purposes; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia. A Sn 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I would like to have 
the bill printed. f 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois.. It ig not 
customary to print bills before they are reported 
back, and therefore I must object. 


WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL. | 


Mr. MOORHEAD, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported a 
joint resolution relative to the claim for letters 
patent of William Wheeler Hubbell; which was 
read a first and second time, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted to the same committee. 


INVALID PENSIONS. - 


Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill supplementary to 
an act entitled ‘An act to grant pensions,’? ap- 
proved July 14, 1862; which was read a first and 
second time, ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted to the same committee, with privilege to 
report at any time. 


DIPLOMATIC, ETO., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. KASSON, by unanimous consent, moved 
to take from the Speaker’s table Senate amend- 
ments to House bill No. 40, making appropria- 
tions for the consular and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1865, and to refer them to the Committee of Ways 


and Means. 
The motion was agreed to. 
FOREIGN COINS, ETO. 

Mr. KASSON, by unanimous consent, alsa 
moved to take from the Speaker’s table Senate 
bill No. 183, in amendment of an act. entitled 
“An act relating to foreign coins and the coinage 
of cents at the Mint of the United States,’ ap- 
proved February 21, 1857; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on a Uniform System of Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. eet o 
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“8 © AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. © 


Mr. CLAY. [ask the unanimous consent of 
thé House for leave to report back. from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture Senate bill No, 12, extend- 
ing the time within which the States and Terri- 
tories may acccpt the grant of lands made by the 
act entitled “Añ act donating public lands to the 
several Statesand Territories which may provide 


colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the me- |i 


’ chanic ‘arts,’ approved July 2, 1862. 


“w 


“Mr: HOLMAN. T object, unless I can have 
atropportunity to movean amendment permitting 
Indiana to appropriate the lands she is entitled to 
for certain purposes. “Otherwise E must object. 
Mx. CLAY....1 am instructed unanimously to 
report:that bill back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass. ; : 

_- Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Let the bill 
be read, 

"The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. HOLMAN, [object unless I am allowed 
to move the amendment 1 have indicated. 1 have 
had. the subject referred in a different form to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLAY. This bill comes from the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presumed the Committee 
on Public Lands would have reported upon it be- 
fore this time. -I ask the House to give the gen: 
tleman Jeave to report his bill back to-morrow in 
the morning hour, i 

<Mr: WASHBURNE, of Illinois. What will 
be. the condition of the bill if it isallowed to come 
in and it gives rise to debate? 

The SPEAKER. It will occupy the time until 
disposed of, 

` iMr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, _ It will pre- 
vent other committees from reporting, and I ob- 
ject. ji 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana’ 
proposes that the gentleman from Kentucky shall 

nave the privilege to report the bill back to-mor- 
row, which is private bill day. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Illinois. [donot ob- 
ject to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN, And with the understanding 
that E shall have an opportunity to submit the 
amendment I have indicated. 

Mr. PRUYN. TLalso have an amendment to 
submit. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

MRS. MARY N., HAZZARD. 


Mr, SCHENCK, 1 move that the Committee 
on Military Affairs be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the billfor the relief of Mrs. 
Mary È. Hazzard, and that it be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

The SPEAKER. That was done some days 
ago on motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Domonr.} 


SCHOOLS FOR NEGROES. 


Mr. SCHENCK. I movethatthe Committee 
on Military Affairs be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition of J. D. Ray, 
relative to schools for negroes, confiscation, &c., 
and that it be referred to the select committee on 
the rebellious States, i 

The motion was agreed to. 

MILITARY ROAD IN IDADO. 

Mr. SCIENCE moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs from the further con- 
sideration of the memorial of the Legislative As- 
sembly of idaho Territory for a military road 
connecting the navigable waters of Missouri and 
Columbia rivers, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals, 

The motion was agreed to, 

NEW ROAD FROM WASHINGTON TO NEW YORK. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved that the Committee 
on Military Affairs ve discharged from the further 
consideration of the petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia for increa 
tation of mails, pa 


neers, and freight between 
New York and Washington, aud that it be re- 
ferred to the sel committee on the subject. 
Phe motion was agreed to. 
EXCUSED FROM SERVICE ON COMMITTEES, 
Mr. SCHENCK. 


Mr. Speaker, some time 


facilities for the transpor- Í 


auniform system of coins, weights, and meas- 
ures, and the Chair did me the honor to/appoint 
mea member of that committee. But I find that 


| the pressure of business upon me as chairman of 


the Committee on Military Affairs prevents the 
possibility of my paying proper attention to this 
other committee. I therefore ask to be excuse: 
from service.on the special committee. s 
Mr. Screncx was excused; and Mr: STEBBINS 
was appointed in his place. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to be excused from serving on the Committee on 
Public Lands. Iam on two other committees, 
and find the duties too onerous. 

Mr. Wapsworrtg was excused; and Mr. Daw- 
son was appointed in his place. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. WADSWORTH asked and obtained leave 
of absence for two weeks for Mr. Biasr, of West 
Virginia. : 

EDUCATION OF NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, by unanimous 
consent, reported back from the Committee on 
Naval A fairs a bill (H. R. No. 353) to provide for 
the education of naval constructors and engineers 
at the Naval Academy, and for other purposes; 
which was recommitted, and ordered to be printed. 


NATIONAL ARMORY. 


Mr. CRAVENS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a memorial from the mayor and common 
council of Jeffersonville, om the question of a na- 
tional armory; which was referred to the special 
committee on that subject. 


RAILROADS TO NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER stated the regular order of busi- 
ness to be the consideration of reports from com- 
mittees, under which the [louse would resume the 
consideration of House bill No. 307, in regard to 
the Raritan and Delaware Bay Railroad Compa- 
ny, on which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Pex- 
pLETON] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PENDLETON.  Lunderstand thatan ar- 
rangement has been made by the gentleman who 
has charge of this bill that a vote shall not be 
taken upon it till next week, or some future time. 
If that be so, I suggest that the bill be postponed 
to the day fixed, and made the special order after 
the morning hour. I understand there area num- 
bor of gentlemen who desire to speak on the bill, 
and it will certainly facilitate business, and not 
block up reports of committees, to have it take 
that course, I suggest, if it be agrecable, that it 
be postponed till to-morrow two weeks and made 
a special order after the morning hour. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I object to 
its being made a special order. 

The SPEAKER. There are two postpone- 
ments alread y—the one the bill to grant to certain 
States a republican form of government, which is 
made the special order after the bank bill shall 
have been disposed of; also the bill in relation to 
unemployed Army officers, which is postponed 
till April 6 and made a special order, 

Mr. PENDLETON. 1 have no choice as to 
the day. My proposition is only to facilitate 
business. [hope the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. 
Wasupurne] will not object to its being made a 
special order for some future day; any that will 
be convenient to the gentleman who has charge 
of the bill and to the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. My objec- 
tion is to its beng made a special order after the 
morning hour. The Committee on Commerce, 
of which L have the honor to be chairman, has a 
vast amount of business before it, and I do not 
see any prospect of that committee being called, 
unless we adhere more strictly to the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. PENDLETON. L[haveno disposition to 
have it made a special order if the gentleman who 
has charge of the bill does not desire it. _ I move 


after the morning hour. 
Mr. STEVENS. 
reason for the contrary I hope we will goon with 
this bill, and clear the track. i 
Mr. DEMING. Mr. Speaker, I certainly must 


object seriously to the postponement of this bill | 


in the manner indicated b 


t the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Penpieton.] 


Ve were prepared this 


since a special committee was raised to consider jj morping to hear gentlemen who intimated that 


| to postpone it generally til to-morrow two wecks | 


Unless there is some special | 


they were prepared to speak on this subject dur- 
ing the morning hour, and then to have it take its 
course in the regular order of business of the 
House: I made an arrangement yesterday with 
gentlemen on both sides—those in favor of the 
bill and those opposed to the bill—that I would 
not move the previous question this morning, but 
I did not anticipate that a motion to postpone:tt 
would be. introduced, thus denying it the prece- 
dence which it already has in the morning hour. 

Now, I am perfectly willing to go. on at this 
time and discuss the bill during the morning hour, 
or, if it can be done without prejudice to its posi- 
tion, lam willing to postpone it until the nextday; 
when itmay come up in the regular order of busi- 
ness. I must, however, certainly decline to accede 
to the postponement of the bill for a fortnight, 
thereby depriving it of the place it already occu- 
pies on the Calendar. 

{ had supposed the gentleman from Ohio was 
ready to go on with a discussion of the bill this 
morning. Other gentlemen had intimated to me 
that they were ready to go on with the discussion 
this morning, and if that be the case I am willing 
that the discussion shall proceed during the morn- 
ing hour; but I am, as I said, strenuously op- 
posed to its postponement for a fortnight, 

Mr. PENDLETON. My object was not to 
place the bill in any worse position in respect to 
precedence than it now occupies; but the proposi- 
tion I made was made because | understood sev- 
eral gentlemen wished to be heard on this bill, and 
because I understood the gentleman. from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. Demine,] who has charge of the 
hill, had postponed taking a final vote upon it 
until some day next week. 1 therefore proposed 
that the bill should be postponed until such day 
as the gentleman from Connecticut had determ- 
ined for taking the vote upon it, and then to al- 
low the debate to go on until the debate should 
become exhausted, and then let the vote be taken. 
I will not, however, press the motion against the 
wishes of the gentleman who has-charge of the 
bill. : 

Mr. DEMING. I will state again that I have 
made no arrangements in reference to this bill ex- 
cept, for the accommodation of gentlemen who are 
opposed to the bill and also those who are in favor 
of the bill, that the vote should not be called upon 
it to-day. I feel honorably bound to adhere to 
thatarrangement, I could not do otherwise with- 
out a violation of my honor and without a breach 
of good faith, for upon that assurance gentlemen 
who are in favor of the bill as well as gentlemen 
opposed to it are not now in the House, 

I desire to ask the Speaker, if the bill goes over 
now, when it will again come up in the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe morning hour is con- 
sumed in the discussron of the bill, it will come 
up in the regular order of business in the morning 
hour on Tuesday next, unless business should 
intervene to take precedence of it. If the bill 
which has been postponed and made a special 
order for Monday after the morning hour—the 
ship canal bill—is not disposed of on that day it 
will come up on ‘Tuesday as unfinished business 
and would take precedence of this bill, Other- 
wise this bill would come up on Tuesday next 
in the morning hour. 

Mr. DEMING. ‘Then if the discussion goes 
on to-day during the morning hour, will the bilt 
come up again on Tuesday? 

The SPEAKER. It will, except in the con- 
tingency the Chair has stated. 

Mr. DEMING. So I supposed, and I there- 
fore proposed that the debate should go on; but 
Lunderstand now that the gentleman is not ready 
to go on at this time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 
not ready to go on, Iam ready. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state thatif 
this bill gocs over now by unanimous consent 
until Tuesday, the call of committees may then 
be proceeded with during the morning hour. 

Mr.STEVENS. Icannot give consent to any 
farther interruption of theregular order. { think 
we had better go on in order. 

e DEMING. Iam perfectly ready to goon 
with it. 

Mr. BROOMALL. If the gentleman from 
Ohio who is entitléd to the floor is not ready to 
go on to-day, I desire to submitsome remarks on 
the bill to-day. 


I did not say that I was 


Sm 
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Mr. PENDLETON. Iwill yield to the gèn- 
teman. > 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield a 
portion of his time, or does he yield uncondition- 
ally? 

Mr, PENDLETON. I yield unconditionally, 
hoping I will be able to obtain the floor again 
before the vote is taken. 

The SPEAKER.” That will depend upon the 
alternating of speeches.. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I am opposed to this pro- 
posed enactment, for reasons which I will now 
endeavor to make as plain to the Houseas I can. 

The parties asking for this legislation are the 
Camdenand Atlantic Railroad Company and the 
Raritan and Delaware: Bay Railroad Company. 
‘What they ask is, in effect; that Congress should 
enact an amendment to their charters, granted by 
the State of New Jersey. 4 

The Legislature of New Jersey, in 1852, char- 
tered the Camdenand Atlantic Railroad Company, 
with power to rana road from Camden, opposite 
Philadelphia, eastward to the ocean, at Atlantic 
City. ' 

In 1854 the same body chartered the Raritan 
and Delaware Bay Railroad Company, with power 
to ruma road from Sandy Hook bay, near New 
York city, sonthward to the Delaware bay, at 
Cape May. This second road crosses the first 
one nearly atrightangles. After the second com- 
pany had run its road a part of the way south- 
ward toward.Cape May it formed a connection 
with the road which it was intended to cross at 
right angles, and thereby made a continuous rail-, 
road from Camden to the bay opposite New York, 
and commenced, as | understand it, to carry 
freight and passengers in opposition to the Cam- 
den and Amboyrailroad. ‘The Camden and Am- 
boy Railroad Company, having until 1869 the ex- 
clusive right to certain transportation across New 
Jersey, objected to this, and the question came 
up before the courts of New Jersey—the proper 
tribunals to decide what the powers of those two 
roads were under their charters—and on the 3d of 
February last the chancellor of New Jersey, the 
highest judicial power in the State, as L understand 
it, decided that these roads could not thus form a 
connection and make an air line between New 
York and Philadelphiain the shape of one’s elbow 
when very much crooked. 

That decision was made on the 3d of February 
last, and within a month of that time a bil®was 
reported to this House, the object of which is to 
correct what gentlemen here suppose to be blun- 
dering New Jersey legislation. 

Either the decision of the chancellor was final 
or there is a higher court to which this company 
can take the question and have it adjudicated, If 
it is final, then all the rights which these two com- 
panies obtained from the Legislature of New Jer- 
sey are what they are decided to be by thë chan- 
cellor; and that is the law of New Jersey. If it 
is not final, these companies have the opportunity 
to take the question further and ascertain what 
their rights are. 

But instead of doing that they choose to come 
here and ask. us to enact an amendment to their 
charter. That is aplain, simple statement of the 
matter. We are row either asked to entertain 
an appeal from the highest court in the State of 
New Jersey upon the question of chartered priv- 
ileges to companies the creatures of the Legisla- 
ture of New Jersey, or we are asked to enact an 
amendment to their charter, and in either case I 
am opposed to this whole business. 

It is said, with very great wuth, that we have 
the right to make military and post roads througn 
States, and to regulate commerce, and | have no 
kind of doubt of our right to do all that is neces- 
sary to carry out the powers vested in us by the 


Constitution, and that without regard to whatany | 


particular State may want or object to. Butit 


must be borne in mind that our rights must come | 
under one of these three heads in order to justify | 
us in using the power to enact this legislation. [ | 


have no doubt of the power of Congress to make 
military roads across any partof the United States; 

` I have no doubt of the power of Congress to adopt 
ronds, already made, as military roads; I have no 
doubt of the right of Congress to provide post 
routes and either make them alew or adopt those 
already existing; and I have no doabt of the power 
of Congress to regulate commerce between the 
States, 


Now, let us see whether the legislation asked 
for comes within-either of these three heads; Is 
it pretended that this road “3s necessary -for mili- 
tary purposes? Is it pretended that the Govern- 
mentof the United States needs a more direct mode 
of transporting troops between New York and 
Philadelphia than the straight-line road? If itis, 
in answer to that I will say, without this legisla- 
tion these roads are military roads by the law of 
the land. By the first section of the act of Jan- 
uary 1, 1862, any railroad in the United States, 
either made then or to be made hereafter, may, 
without further legislation, be taken asamilitary 
road at any time when the President of the Uni- 
ted States thinks necessary to doso. That power 
has been exercised in respect to many of the rail- 
roads in the United States, and it may be used in 
respect to these reads whenever it shall become 
necessary. 

There is, therefore, no military necessity for 
the act which is now being asked of us. That 
to my mind is clear,and any gentleman who will 
look at the act of 1862and see the general powers 
conferred upon the President of the United States 
to take railroads anywhere for military purposes, 
will sce that this enactment is not needed for any 
such purpose. 

Itisremarkable, too, that this report comes from 
the Military Committee of this body. Does not 
that committee know that these roads are already 
military roads? If so, that committee should 
have had nothing to do with this bill, but should 
have done as was done with other matters this 
morning, asked its reference to some other com- 
mittee, say the Committee on Post Roads, for 
example. 

Butthe Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, when taking up this bill, would have 
found themselves very much in the predicament 
of the Military Committee, because they, too, 
would have found that no Iegislation is necessary 
to make these roads post roads. They are made 
so by the act of July 7, 1838. The second sec- 
tion of that act authorizes the Post Office Depart- 
ment to take any railroad, either then built or 
thereafter to be built, without any further legis- 
lation whatever, as post routes; so that the Com- 
mittce on the Post Office and Post Roads would 
have had to return the bill to the House and ask 
its reference to some other select or standing com- 
mittee, 

My colleague [Mr. Witirams] suggests the 
next reference would have been to the Commit- 
tee on Commerct, and I will grant there would 
have been some sense in that. But I deny the 
propriety of any other committee meddling in this 
business at all, It looks to me supremely ridic- 
ulous for either the Military Committee or the 
Committce on the Post Office and Post Roads to 
have anything to do with it or make any report 
upon it, because, as I have already shown by 
legislation which exists, and to which E have re- 
ferred, there is no military necessity and no postal 
necessity for any such enactment. 

Now, what would my colleague’s Committee 
on Commerce have done with this matter? 
there is a commercial necessity for doing this, | 
will grant that we have a right to do it, although 
if there is such commercial necessity, I want to 
know why we should take this circuitous route 
rather, than a direct one? Iam not apt to limit 
the powers of Congress within very narrow con- 
Stitutional limits. I have grown to be of late 
years almost afraid to say that Congress has not 
the constitutional power to do any given thing, 
for fear those to whos Tam talking might look 
me in the face to see what metallic symptoms 
might be there. But I will say this, and I say it 
without fear of contradiction, that Congress has 
no right or power under the Constitution to make 
two lines of a triangle taken together shorter than 


| the third; Congress*has no right to make a straight || 


line between New York and Philadélphia which 
shalltakein Cape May. [Laughter.] Congress 


has no constitutional right to do anything which | 


would render this body more ridiculous than it 


; has been sometimes heretofore. a4 i 
When I first came here a proposition coming | 
i; from my own State, and from various other quar- | 
|l ters, was presented fora great national railroad | 
i between New Yerk and Washington. 


l was taken with the idea, but from some doubts 


| about the propriety of our exercising the power 
: at this time I voted, I confess, against it. 


Con- 


sideration of the matter’ since has; howeve 
me to-a somewhat opposite:conclusion; and whe 
that question comes up before us Tam not-pres 
pared to say that 1 shali not be-in favor‘of it. 
would be a grand scheme to-lay a great: hational 
road with four tracks abreast between New York 
and Washington;.and Lam willing to:admit¢an- 
didly thatit- will be:a stilk grander.scheme, By 
judgment, inasmuch asit must run throu: ay 
district, unless Congress should take it upon itself 
to make an.‘ air line” round us by way of Pitts: 
burgh or Erie. [Laughter] 000 =i i p 
I an the more pleased with the idea of a.gtent 
national road, inasmuch asthere exist in my own 
district about fifty miles: of the road which. the 


If |i 


At first | 


Government would require already built. Lak 
lude to that portion ofthe West Chester direct road 
and the Baltimore Central road, extending all the 
way from Philadelphia in a direct line toward Bal- 
timore, almost to the Susquehanna, through a 
country second in productiveness to none: in-the 
world, and densely populated by a ‘thriving, int 
dustrious, and highly educated people... F say 
that the idea is a grand one; and:when the.ques- 
tion comes up it will require very considerable 
consideration, patai ns Ee us aot eM ge 
But when the thing. melts down, wilts:down; 
fizzles down, if you will allow. the expression% into 
a mere squabble between two New Jersey corpo 
rations, it looks to me as if the Congress of the 
United States had stepped down about whalf.a 
dozen steps beneath its dignity in taking any 
part in the quarrel. - oh ee ees 
Mr. Speaker, what will those gentlemen who, 
with myself, are pleased with the ider ofa great 
national road from New. York to Washington, 
say to this beginning? You start at New York 
and run almost to Cape May, then you turn at 
right angles and run to Philadelphia, and where 
iad will go then with your air line it is impossi- 
le for metosay. Butit doesstrike me that Con- 
gress only raises up another, opposition to this 
rand air line between Washington and New 
York when it creates this additional new railroad 
company out of two old ones. Gentlemen may 
expect the report of the committee on an air line 
to be met by the opposition of this elbow line 
which it is now proposed to create, as well'as by 
that of the Camden and Amboy line: These cor- 
porations are creatures of the New Jersey: Legis- 
j lature. Itis asked that we shall extend: their 
powers. Ts it not remarkable that New Jersey 
corporations, existing only by virtue of New Jer- 
i sey laws, when they get from the New Jersey 
Legislature all the privileges they: ean, should 
come here and ask us to givethem more? 5 
Now, suppose we were to pass this act, what 
will these corporations be then? : Will they be 
New Jersey corporations? Ido not-know. Will 
they be United States corporations? Ido not 
know. Itstrikes me that their character will be 
much more ampbibious than some other things 
which are inthe habit of being pronounced soon ~ 
this floor. In what courts would you proceed 
| against these corporations? In the courts of New 
Jersey? If so-the corporations would say, ‘* We 
| g our powers from the Congress of the United 
| States,” If you proceed against them in the courts 
of the United States they will say, ** We are crea- 
tures of the Legislature of New Jersey.” How 
| will you hold them to their duty? Will they not 
| be something new in the history of corporations? 
But again, I have said they derive their very 
; existence from. the Legislature of New Jersey. 
Let that Legislature withdraw their privileges, as 
| it can do to-morrow, by repealing their charters, 
| and what becomes of them then? ‘There is then 
| no Raritan and Delaware Bay Railroad Company. 
| There is then no Atlantic and Camden. Railroad 
| Company. What then becomes of our legisla- 
tion? The people of New Jersey, the Camden 
and Amboy Railroad Company, and the world 
will laugh at us for our folly. If we wasta cor- 
: oration, let us have one of our own making. 
| Let us, if you please, have a corporation to make 
| a road from Washington to New York; bat let 
i 
i 


| it be our corporation, amenable to our laws, with 

a charter subject to modification and repeal here, +, 
and notinany State Legislature; ` Letus not mix 
up jurisdictions in thé ridiculous way in which it 
seems to me this bill proposes to mix up those of 

: New Jersey and the United. States. : 


{ s 
Ñ L have heard ät said, oni many occasions, that 
i 


| the Camden and Amboy Railroad Company is 
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Hehaving:badly ta all the rest of the people of the 
United States, Itis-very possible. Railroad com- 
panies-have ahabit of. doing that. It is not pecu- 
jar. to the Camden. and Amboy Railroad Com- 
pany. But the Camden and Amboy Railroad 
‘Company is not our creature. . We have nothin 
to do with it.. Wecan take possession of its road 
for military purposes whenever we choose. : We 
çan take possession of its road for postal purposes, 
as far-as is necessary, whenever we choose; but 
awe have nothing to do with the corporation. We 
cannot sit in judgment upon it, and say that it has 
or has not exercised the powers given to it. This 
monopoly, which. is so: much decried here, will 
expire. in five years from this time; and for that 
five years we'are asked to do this unwarranted 
and. unprecedented folly. ` 

>, But-how far has the Camdenand Amboy Rail- 
road Company injured the rest of mankind? I 
am told that the through traveling between New 
York and Philadelphia, on the Camden and Am- 
boy railroad, is as cheapas on any distance of the 
like length between New York and Washington. 
Is that so? Lam tolditis: I believe the railroads 
in my own State are not cheaper in the transpor- 
tation of freight, merchandise, and passengers than 
this road. So that after all the complaints I do 
not see that they amount to much. Itissaid that 
this railroad company taxes every traveler cross- 
ing the State ten centsahead. [wonder whether 
any outsider that.has crossed New Jersey on the 
Camden and. Amboy railroad line ever paid that 
tax. I guess not. It is simply a tax on the com- 
pany for its chartered privileges. That is the 
price which this company pays for this exclusive 
right up to 1869; and it may be that ithas aright 
to those exclusive privileges by paying the tax. 
But when I get my ticketin Philadelphia for New 
York for a less sum than I pay for going the same 
distance in any other direction, does it make any 
difference to me whether the Camden and Amboy 
railroad. pay ten cents of the amount to the State 
of New Jersey or not? It strikes me not. 

But, sir, all our railroads pay taxes. All our 
companies are taxed; and why should not this 
railroad be taxed in some way? This objection, 
jt seems to me, falls to the ground when itis shown 
that the traveling public are not injured, they hav- 
ing to pay no more for traveling over this road 
than they have to pay for traveling the same dis- 
tance in any other direction. 

But the same objection is made against the le- 
gislation of the State of New Jersey. It is said 
that the State of New Jersey obstructs the travel 
over her territory. Let us for a moment look at 
that. Do gentlemen know that more railroad 
lines are completed and in progress of construc- 
tion across the State of New Jersey than across 
any other State of the same size in the United 
States? There are no less than eleven railroad 
lines, almost all of them completed and running, 
across the State of New Jersey; ay, sir, eleven 
railroads running from one border of New Jersey 
to the other, and yet we are met with the asser- 
tion that she is a selfish State, and will not let 
people cross her territory. Where is the ground 
for that charge? Nowhere, sir, nowhere. 

It is true that all of these roads do not center 
in Philadelphia, and therefore some of my col- 
leagues from that neighborhood may object that 
they are not railroads at all, or, at least, not rail- 
roads worthy of consideration; but, sir, dividing 
all mankind into two classes, Philadelphia and the 
rest of the world, to the latter division this ob- 
jection would not be entitled to the same weight. 

It is said that New Jersey is in the habit of 
voting wrong. That remark is made by gentle- 
men on this side of the House. Well, sir, Iad- 
mit, more in sorrow than in anger, that New Jer- 
sey is open to that charge; and I am sorry for it. 
1am always sorry, when I look across the Dela- 
ware and see that beautiful little State, that she 
should be so near out of the Union as she seems 
sometimes to be. And if gentlemen will contrive 
some way to make the State of New Jersey vote 
right, if they will accomplish that object even by 
congressional cnactments—constitutional ones— 
1 will unite heartily with them in it. But, sir, I 
will not take part in any petty quarrel between 
New Jersey corporations merely because the State 
of New Jersey does not vote right. 

The State of New Jersey, however, may not be 
utterly beyond hope even in this respect, as will 
be seen in the fact that one gentleman upon this 


kd 


- side of the House comes from that State. And; 


. do better in future. + Let us advise her to reform 


sir, let us hope that the State of New Jersey will 


her politics. All that is well enough, but is it 
worth while because she is. in the habit of voting 
wrong to undertake to amend her State enact- 
ments, or to interfere with. the decisions of her 
State courts on the powers of her own corpora- 
tions? Let us not do that. 

The remark is often made, for the purpose, per“ 
haps, of taunting New Jersey men, that if New 
Jersey were located a few hundred miles further 
south she would be alongside the parties she likes 
best; and, sir, if I believed that assertion were true 
I would not still strain the provisions of the Con- 
stitution against her. 

I have before me two maps of the State of New 


Jersey, and I would like any gentleman who pro- 


pores to vote for this bill to Jook at these maps. 
invite any gentleman especially who supposes 
that by voting for this bill he is voting for an air 
line, to look at them, and see the kind of air line 
it is proposed to establish. .I was taught to be- 
lieve a straight line the shortest distance between 
two points, and I really think the map had bet- 
ter be well examined before this House under- 
takes to establish this as an air line between Phil- 
adelphia and New York. 

Mr. Speaker, 1 will conclude by simply repeating 
that the present laws supply the place of the one 
now proposed, so far as any military necessity or 
postal necessity is concerned, and we have then no 
need of the passage of this bill on that account. 

Then, as far as commerce is concerned, this 
proposed legislation is at least not shown to be 
necessary. Besidés that, this bill proposes to take 
hold of those State creatures, which we cannot 
control even if we are disposed to; creatures that 
will die the very moment the legislative privileges 
in their charters are taken from them by the State | 
of New Jersey. 

Considering then the measure, so far as the al- 
leged objects are concerned, needless and per- 
nicious, useless and ridiculous in every other 
point of view, 1 shall vote against it. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do not desire, Mr. Speak- 
er, to ask the attention of the House but a short 
time on this question. As I observe nearly all those 
who have addressed the House this morning, and 
are sceking the floor, are on one side of the ques- 
tion, it occurs to mea few words ought to be suid 
in favor of this bill. 

Before I speak to the merits of the question I 
must be allowed to express my-disapprobation of 
all that class of remarks, of which we have had 
very much since this debate began, respecting the 
motives of gentlemen connected with this matter, 
of the motives of committees of the House, and 
of members ofthe House. itseems to me that this 
is all unworthy of this FLouse, of its committees, 
and its members. 

Some member has intimated since this debate 
began that the Committee on Military Affairs was 
not unanimous in their action upon this bill, I 
would be glad toknow what gentleman is author- 
ized to say that the Committee on Military Affairs 
was or was not unanimous. I would be glad to 
know what member of the House or what mem- 
ber of a committee claims that he has the right to 
state what things occurred within the committee- 
room. It is my understanding of the duty of a 
member that he shall not state the action inside a 
committee, except so far as he is authorized by 
that committee. If any member of the Military 
Committee is opposed to this bill he can speak 
for himself. We have been told, sir, that there 
are outside influences at work here, that the lob- 
bies are fall of corporation agents, which are 
crowding around upon us on all hands and press- 
ing their influences upon the committees and the 
House. Now I have to say to all this, that such 
remarks are wholly unworthy of men called upon 
to enact laws for a great people, and should be 
laid aside as undignified and unbefitting the char- 
acter of men holding the high place of legislators 
for the American nation. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Broom- 
ALL] who has just addressed the House stated 
that New Jersey politics, New Jersey interests, 
and New Jersey legislation were brought before 
us and animad verted upon in order to control our | 
action. This is all small-talk, and should not | 
have a feather’s weight in determining the action 
of this body. : 


I will endeavor to state the merits of the meg- 
ure, as Í understand it. I ask attention to the 
fact at the outset that, outside of all collateral con- 
siderations,.this is only a part of a much greater 
question which we are called upon to decide. The 
gentleman who addressed us this morning face- 
tiously treated the Raritan and Atlantic railroad 
asa part of a proposed air-line road, and has 
given us a lesson drawn from the horn-books of 
elementary geometry to prove that the broken line 
of this railroad does notcome up to Buclid’s defi- 
nition of a straight line. We do not need discus- 
sions of that sort to enable us to understand the 
nature of a monopoly or our duties as legislators. 
The question, I say, belongs to the larger, ques- 
tion of more railroad facilities between New York 
and Washington. The considerations which bear 
upon that bear also upon this. Itis a notorious 
fact that the means of communication between 
the commercial metropolis and the political me- 
tropolis of this country are exceedingly deficient. 
This cannotbe denied. We have it from the Post 
Office Department, we have it from the War De- 
partment, we have it from the business public, 
and we have it from the experience of every gen- 
tleman who has traveled over this route or hag 
had occasion to transport freight over it, Every- 
body knows that there is scarcely to be found in 
the Tnited States railroad facilities between any 
two important cities so inadequate as those be- 
tween New York and Washington. 

"There is a fact to which I wish to call the at- 
tention of the House, and I have the consent of 
the committee to which I belong to state it, that 


‘in reply toa letter addressed to him, the Quarter- 


master General states that the facilities of the 
present roads aré not sufficient for the transporta- 
tion of forage for the animals belonging to the 
army of the Potomac and the troops about this 
city. He states officially that it requires three 
hundred and seventy-five car-loads of long forage 
and seventy-four car-loads of short forage per 
day to feed the Government animals attached to 
the army in front of Washington. ‘This does not 
include all the transportation of quartermasters’ 
stores. It does not include commissary supplies 
at all, It does not include the ordinary necessi- 
ties of trade in this capital. It is only this one 
item—the supply of the animals of the army— 
that requires four hundred and forty-nine car- 
loads per day, and all this must come to the city 
of Washington over a single track, the only means 
of access in time of winter to the great capital of 
the nation. A large part of these supplies comes 
over the line between New York and this place. 
When the ice blockade occurred, on the Ist of 
January last and the week succeeding, the Quar- 
termaster General reported that he got but twenty 
loads of forage over that line for a whole week, 
He should have had seven times four hundred 
and forty-nine. The Potomac was blockaded 
with ice, and the railroad itself, which in two 
places crosses an arm of the sea, wasalso blocked 
with ice. 

The Quartermaster further reported thatif the 
blockade had continued one week more the ani- 
mals of the army would have been in a starving 
condition. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I would inquire 
of the gentleman whethérall the forage comes from 
the State of New Jersey? . 

Mr. GARFIELD. No, sir, not all of it, but a 
very large share of it does, 

Iam speaking now of the general necessity; I 
will come to the special necessity directly. Isay 
it stands before this Government as a matter of 
fact that had God let His ice remain in the river 
two weeks longer, the animals of the army of the 
Potomac would have been dead. You could not 
have fed your army, you could not have pre- 
served your animals, you could not have main- 


| tained your war, if the providence of God had not 


broken the fetters of winter, simply because a 
power not in the hands of the Government, but in 
the hands of a great corporation, holds the ke 
to all communication between this and the outside 
world. 

Now the question comes, has this Government 
the right to protect itself; has this great nation 
the right to feed itself; has it the right to feed its 
Army? If it has any of these rights, it has all 
the consequent right of searching out, of finding, 


_ of adopting and using tho means to accomplish 


this purpose. No small-talk about New Jersey 
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and Pennsylvania politics,no small-talk about an 
air line, a broken line, or curved line, will meet 
this ‘gigantic fact which stares Congress in the 
face that we must feed our Army, and use the 
means to do so by increasing our railroad facili- 
ties from this place to the outside-world. And if 
we must increase these anywhere, most of all 
should we increase them between this and the 

reat commercial metropolis of thenation. Now 

turn from this general consideration to the spe- 
cific one, the bill before us. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. The gentleman 
speaks of obstructions by reason ofice. I wish 
to inquire whether that will be remedied in the 
future if this billis passed? In other words, is 
the obstruction on either of the roads in this bill? 

Mr, GARFIELD. Iwill answer that the pro- 
posed new road, for the construction of which the 
select committee on that subject has prepared a 
bill, will be on a line above tide-water, where all 
the streams can be permanently bridged, thereby 
avoiding the ice, and completely answering the 
‘Question which the gentleman raises. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I repeat the ques- 
tion, whether the interruption iş upon either of 
these roads under consideration? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have thus far, as I said 
before, only discussed the general question. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. ow will this 
bill remove the grievance of which he hasspoken? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Will the gentleman please 
have patience? I have thus far only elaborated 
the fact that we are miserably and notoriously 
deficient in means of communication between this 
city and New York; and now, as a necessary co- 
rollary to that, anything we can do to increase the 
facilities between this and that place will be a gen- 
eral help to the necessities of transportation. 

The Legislature of New Jersey has done what 
perhaps it had the right to do. I do not inter- 
fere with that, and I do not ask this House to 
legislate for New Jersey, but for the Union. That 
State made an arrangement that there should be 
a railroad between New York and Philadelphia, 
and placed limitations and restrictions in the char- 
ter of that road. It provided that no other road 
should do the through business between those two 
points. Now that is the only point with which 
we have to deal here. Suppose New Jersey had 
made a law that there should never be any rail- 
road through her territory. If she were isolated 
like Florida she probably might have made such 
a law without wrong to her sister States, and it 
could not have been considered an interference 
with general commerce between the States. 

Bat, I ask, gentlemen, if New Jersey, located 
as she is, had passed such a law, would any of 


you deny the right of the General Government to” 


order or permit the construction of a road across 
that State for the general good of the cauntry? 
Let us take a stronger case. There is one State 
‘a the Union that cuts the Union in two, and that 
is the State of New York, Its northern boundary 
couches the British dominions, and its southern 
boundary touches the sea. It is the only land 
communication between New England and the 
West. Suppose that New- York should decree 
that there shoulll be no raiiroads forever within 
her limits; then no man in New England could 
reach the West except by the sea or through a 
foreiga country. 

Now, suppose that instead of such alaw as that 
she should have enacted that there should be but 
one railroad across her territory, but one high- 
way between New England and the West, and 
suppose that that read could do but three fourths 
of the required business; Lask ifthat would not 
be precisely the same as though New York should 
decree that one fourth of all the necessary busi- 
ness between New England and the West should 
never be done; if she would not thus destroy one 
fourth of all thecommerce between New England 
and the West. And I ask any gentleman if, in 
that event, he would not consider it our duty to 
give the rights of New England and the West a 
hearing on this floor, and if he would not feel it 
to be our duty to override that decision of New 


York, and determine that free course should be 
given to the commerce between the great West 
and the New England States. It seems toime 
that no sane man can doubt it. . 

A precisely similar thing has-been done bythe 
State of New Jersey. Itis true she does not span 
the continent; itis true she does not reach from 
the ocean to Canada; butshe does lie exactly be- 
tween the two great cities which are the political 
and commercial centers of this country, and it 
happens to be in her power, if we do not exercise 
a superior power, to say that there shall be no 
road, or that there shall be but one road used bef 
tween those two great cities. 

Now, she has chosen not to do the former, not 
to interdict all roads, but to do the latter, namely, 
to say that there shall be no commerce between 
Washington and New York beyond whatoneroad 
is able and willing todo. Who will deny that this 
is pro tanto an interdiction of commerce—a decis- 
ion that all the surplus business over and above 
what the Camden and Amboy road can do shall 
not be done at all? If thereis one pound of freight 
ever offered for transportation over that road more 
than it can carry, and carry promptly, then I tell 
you that New Jersey hasdecided by solemn law 
that that pound of freight shall not be carried by 
railroad across her territory. She has absolutely 
interdicted it, Itis tomect this very urgency that 
the power of this Congress is now invoked. 

Now, what constitutional powers do we possess 
in thisbehalf? If gentlemen will take time to read 
the very able report of my colleague on the Mili- 
tary Committee, the gentleman from Connecticut, 
{Mr. Demine,] they will see that five distinct 
times has the Congress of the United States af- 
firmed and exercised this right to establish mili- 
tary and post roads, and to regulate commerce be- 
tween the States in the way of opening roads or 
permitting the opening of roads and bridges—five 
clear and well defined cases. And not only so, 
but on one memorable occasion which is fresh in 
all our recollections, the Congress of the United 
States actually annulled a decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon this question. 
The Supreme Court declared the Wheeling bridge 
structure a public nuisance; decided that itexisted 
without sufficient warrant of law and should be 
removed. 

Immediately on the rendering of that decision 
by the Supreme Court this Congress passed a 
law declaring that structure a lawful one and part 
of a post road, any law of any State or decisions 
of any court to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Will the gentleman from Pehnsylvania, [Mr. 
Broomat,} who has just taken his seat, claim 
that this was an indignity to the Supreme Court? 
He says that the legislation proposed here is anin- 
dignity to the Legislature and the judiciary of New 
Jersey. Well, New Jersey has risen very high 
in her dignity if the Congress of the United States 
can Interfere with her dignity by legislating as it 
has done five times before. If New Jersey is in- 
sulted by this legislation, what will the gentleman 
say of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
whose edict was at once revoked by the Congress 
of the United States? I know of no power on 
earth that should possess more dignity than the 
sovereignty of the American people in Congress 
assembled, I know of no body politic, corpo- 
rate, ornational, that ean be inaaltell by the legit- 
imate and constitutional action of this body. 

Mr. BROOMALL. Thegentleman iscertainly 
mistaken in supposing that Í claimed the want of 
power in Congress to make such enactments, or 
that I stated that the dignity of the State of New 
Jersey would be insulted. I claimed no dignity 
for New Jersey and denied no power to Congress; 
I merely denied the policy of amending New Jer- 
sey legislation by act of Congress. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman’s state- 
ment ofhis own position be correct—and of course | 
I accept it, but I distinctly understood him oth- į 
erwise—I do not agree with him that we should | 
never interfere and amend things that are wrong. 
I take it to be our special duty hereto do justice, 
and if any of the powers that be have done injus- 


tice to correct that injustice -either by amending 


. New SERIES... 


or abrogating their action. | am-very:gladithat:. 
the gentleman has taken away. all suspicion that | 
he denies the power of Congress -to legislate on. 
this subject. Shei ae! be 

Now, what are the factsin relation to:this New 
Jersey railroad? That it isa complete and -aweefic 
ing monopoly no man can deny. ‘That ithas paid 
the revenues.and expenses of the ‘State of New 
Jersey for many years has been: proven on this 
floor beyond any doubt, : Not a dollar of tax for 
the current expenses.of the government. of New 
Jersey has been levied for years until this war 
began. ‘Phe Camden and Amboy Railroad Com» 
pany has paid $2,600,000 since it received:its char- ` 
ter into the treasury of the State of New Jersey. 
And that hasbeen collected, not.on the local busi- 
ness of the New Jersey people, buton the through 
business from Philadelphia -to.New York,. nine 
tenths of which was collected. from men.who. were 
not citizens of New Jersey. Disguise it under 
any color you please, New Jerscy’s taxes ‘have 
been paid by citizens of other States: ‘The.gov- 
ernment of the State of New Jersey has been 
sustained by citizens of Pennsylvania, of New 
York, of the West, and of New England, and. mbt" 
by her own citizens, It is very true that if any 
man‘in the interior of New Jersey chanced to.go 
over to Philadelphia, and buy his ticket to New 
York, he paid his ten cents tax to the State; -but 
it is also true that if he had staid inside his: own 
border he would have had to pay less per mile to 
ride over the road than he would have been charged 
as a through passenger. This has been a crying 
shame in the eyes of the people of the country. 
Men of justice and equity have condemned it ev- 
erywhere. I say it without any ill-feeling toward 
New Jersey or her people. It has brought a cloud 
over the fair fame of New Jersey which, if I -were 
a Representative from that State,! should be the 
first to desire to see removed, i 

Now, what is the purpose of the bill before us? 
A line of road has been constructed: from the Rar- 
itan bay to Philadelphia, or rather: to the middle 
of the stream opposite to Philadelphia. The su- 
preme court of New Jersey has decided, first, that 
that road is a legal structure. Puta point there. 
Let that be noted. But the court has: also de- 
clared that although the road is a legal structure, 
no man in Philadelphia can ride over it to New 
York; that no freight from Philadelphia can Be 
earricd over it to the city of New~York. The 
court has sealed up the two ends of the road. H 
has sealed it at the middle of the river opposite 
Philadelphia. It has sealed it athigh-watermark 
on the Raritan bay. 

Now, what is asked of Congress? We are 
asked to commence on the State line and unseal 
one end of the road. And we are asked to go to 
high-water mark, at the boundary of the ocean, 
which is under our exclusive jurisdiction, and 
unseal the other end of the road. That is what 
we are asked to do. 

But I am informed that the morning hour has 
expired. { have but a few words more to add, 
which I shall submit when the consideration of 
this bill is resumed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state before 
the House proceeds to other business, thatin the 
remark made by him some minutes since as to 
this bill coming up on Tuesday next, he was 
mistaken in this respect. The Chair now recol- 
lects that by unanimous consent, some days ago, 
permission was given to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to occupy the morning hour of Tuesday 
and Wednesday next with their reports. Unless 
therefore the Naval Committee shall have com- 
pleted their reports before the expiration of the 
morning hour on Wednesday, this bill will come 
up in order on Thursday of next week in the 
morning hour. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL, 


Mr. FENTON. Irisetoa privileged question. 
I present the report of the committee of confer- 
ence en the Military Academy appropriation bill, 
" The report was read. It states that after full 
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and free conference the conimittce recommend to 


thelr respective Houses that the House of Rep- 
resentatives recede from theiv amendment to the 


fourth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the | 


game with an amendment, striking out from the 


said amendment of the Senate from line six to i 


Jine fourteen inclusive; and that the Senate agree 
to the-said:amendment. - 

owMrsFENTON.. The effect.of thisamendment 
js to strike out. the last portion of section five, by 
which, as ‘adopted by the Senate, the President 
is authorized to appoint cadets to the Military 
Academy: for districts not now represented in 
Congress. . 
+: "Phe House amendment to that portion of the 
Senate amendment was to strike out that which 
Evhave referred to, and to insert that for one 
year from the Ist of January next an additional 
cadet for each district may be appointed, as now 
provided for by law.” 

There are now about two hundred and ninety 
cadets at the Military Academy. If the amend- 
tment of the House should prevail it would add to 
the number now there, as l understand, about 
one hundred and ninety, making the whole num- 
ber at the Academy about five hundred. 

Now, there are not accommodations sufficient 
in the Academy for over three hundred and ninety 
or four hundred cadets, and this being the fact, 
the amendment of the House was rendered inad- 
missible. The proposition then recurred upon 
the amendment of the Senate to allow the Presi- 
dent to fill up the vacancies for districts not rep- 
yesented in Congress. To this the committee 
upon the part of the House did not agree; and it 
was agreed upon the part of the conferees of both 
the Elouse and the Senate to entirely strike out 
that portion of the amendment ofthe Senate, which 
Jeaves the law agit now stands without any alter- 
ation oramendment. [demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the adoption of the report. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, if he will withdraw the demand 
for the previous guesiion for that purpose. 

Mr. FENTON, I will, certainly. 

Mr. STEVENS, I want to know whether 
some power in this Government, without any 
law, has net been appointing a large number of 
cadets, and if so, whether that cannot be reme- 
died, nnd whether it is remedied by this report, 

Mr. FENTON. {tig not remedied by this re- 


port. The law, if the report of the committee of 


-eonference be adopted, will not be changed inany 
„respect in regard to the authority of members of 
Congress or others to appoint cadets to the Mili- 
tary Academy, nor will the number authorized 
be increased. 

During the last year or two—to answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman fully—there have been inall, 
I believe, forty-seven or forty-cight appointments 
made to the Military Academy in addition to those 
appointed in the manner heretofore practiced. I 
was informed by a Senator who is very conversant 
with this subject that the additional number was 
forty-seven; bat General Totten’s report shows 
that sixty-two. have been appointed by the Pres- 
ident and Secretary of War other than those ap- 
pointed in the ordinary way through the members 
of Congress. i 

Mr.STEVENS. WhatI desire now to know 
is, by what authority they were appointed, under 
what law. 

Mr. PIKE, The Secretary of War simply ap- 
pointed them. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then it was without any law 
at all? 

Mr. FENTON. The honorable genUeman is 
a better lawyer than Iam, and if he is in doubt 
as to the authority or construction of law it isin 
vain for me to attempt to explain. 

Mr. WILSON, ] wish to know whether the 
appointments made by the President and Seere- 
tary of War are of persons residing in the districts 
in which ihe members have failed to make nom- 
inations. I believe the law requires that at least 
tu be done. 

Mr. FENTON. They are not, except, I be- 
lieve, in three or four instances. Most of those 
who have been appointed in the manner I referred 
to have been taken from the Army in the ficld on 

the recommendation to the President by corps 
commanders, t understand that twenty-seven 
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appointed m this way were sent from the army of } 


“the. West under the recommen 


dation of Genetal || 


March 24, 


‘Sherman -and other officers in General Grant’s 


command: There were three from the army of 
the Potomac, and others from different divisions 
of the army ov the Atlantic coast, making in all, 
as I am informed, forty-seven. 

I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, I ask the 
gentleman from New York to withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question, . 

Mr. FENTON. I withdsaw it to hear what 
the gentleman has to say. ; 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As Lunder- 
stand, the latter portion of section five has been 
stricken out. 

Mr. FENTON, That is so. : 

Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Illinois. That will 
leave the first part, which provides that no por- 
tion of the money hereby appropriated shall be 
applied to the support of any cadet not appointed 
in conformity with law. 

Mr. FENTON. The effect of that portion of 
the Senate amendment which is left is this: many 
appointments have hitherto been made not in con- 
formity with the express provision of law, and 
under the amendment that cannot be done here- 
after. 

Mr. WASHLBURNE, of Illinois. That, then, 
is an answer to the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. Lam glad that it is in the bill and 
is likely to become law, so as to prevent illegal 
appointments in the future. 

ir. FENTON. Whatever has been done 
heretofore the matter will be right hereafter. I 
renew the demand for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main: question ordered; and under the. operation 
thercof the report was adopted. 

Mr. FENTON moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the report was adopted; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


Mr. STEVENS moved that the House proceed 
to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The business upon the Speaker’s table was 
taken up and acted upon as indicated below. 


PAY OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Amendments of the Senate to House bill No. 
302, to amend section nine of an act approved 
July 17, 1862, entitled “An act to define the pay 
and emoluments of certain officers of the Army, 
and for other purposes;”’ which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 


CONVENTION WITH ECUADOR. 


Senate amendment to House bill No. 341, to 
carry into effect the convention with Ecuador for 
the mutual adjugtment of claims. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is brief, 
and, if there be no objection, will be acted on now. 

There was no objection; and the amendment 
was read, as follows: 

Strike out “ $3,500” and insert “$3,000; so that it will 
read: 

‘That, for the purpose of carrying into effect the conven- 
tion with Eeuador for the mutual adjustment of claims, 
signed at Quito, on the 25th of November, 1862, the com- 
ioner to be appointed by the President of the United 
States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
ghall be allowed a compensation, in full for his services, of 
$3,000, and ten dollars a day in commutation of traveling 
expenses for the time actually and necessarily occupied in 
going from the place of his residence to Guayaquil and re- 
turning to his home after the termination of his duties. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


COLUMBIA INSTITUTION. 


An act (S. No. 163) to authorize the Columbia 
Institution for the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind 
to confer degrees; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 


STEAM FIRE-ENGINE, 


An act (S. No. 168) providing for the purchase 
of a steam fire-engine; which was read a firstand 
second time, and referred to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia. 


SUMMARY TRIAL OF MINOR OFFENSES. 


` An act (8. No. 52) to provide for the summary 
trial of minor offenses against the laws of the Uni- 


ted States; which was read a first and second i 


time, and reférred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. sae i : 
METROPOLITAN RAILROAD. COMPANY. 

An act (S. No. 54) to incorporate the Metro- 
politan Railroad Company in the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee for the District‘of 
Columbia. i 


ENLISTMENTS. 


An act (S. No. 151) relating to enlistments, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

UNION GAS-LIGUT COMPANY. 


An act (S. No. 155) to incorporate the Union 
Gas-Light Company of the District of Columbia; 
which was read a first and second time, andire- 
ferred to the Committee for the Distriet of Colum- 
bia. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS IN CALIFORNIA. 


An act (S. No. 80) to provide for the better or- 
ganization of Indian affairs in California; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


WAR COMMITTEE EXPENSES. 


Joint resolution (S. No. 37) for the payment 
of expenses incurred by the committee on the 
conduct of the war; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


CONFEDERATE STATES. 


A bill (H. R. No. 118) to abolish certain laws 
in the conquered territory of the confederate States, 
and to prescribe terms of their admission into the 
Union. 

Mr. STEVENS. Let that bill lie upon the 
table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


* LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. DAWES asked for indefinite leave of ab- 
sence. 
There was no objection, and leave was granted. 


‘yo NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. STEVENS moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
BranDeceE in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the special order, being House bill 
No. 333, to provide a national currency, secured 
byapledge of United States stocks, and to provide 
for the circulation and redemption thereof. 

The second section of the bill was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘That the Comptroller 
of the Currency, with the approval of the Seeretiry of the 
Treasury, shall devise a seal, with suitable inscriptions, 
for his otee, a description of which, with a certificate of 
approval by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be filed in 
the otlice of the Secretary of State with an impression there- 
of, which shall thereupon become the seai of oflice of the 
Comptroller of the Currency, and the same may be renewed 
when necessary. Every certificate, assignment, and con- 
veyance executed by the Comptroller, in pursuance of any 
authority conferred on him by law, and sealed with his seal 
of office, shall be received in evidence in all places and 
comts whatsoever; and all copies of papers in the office 
of the Comptroller, certified by him and authenticated by 
the said seal, shallin all cases be evidence equally and in 
like manner as the original. An impression of such seal 
dircetly on the paper shall be as valid as if made on wax 
or wafer. 

Mr. PRUYN. Idesire to call attention to the 
latter part of this section, and to inquire whether 
the provision is necessary or not. [believe it is 
the practice of all the Departments to impress 
their seals directly upon the paper or instrument 
used. It seems tome that if we adopt this clause 
we shall throw a doubt upon the validity of such 
practice. If this special authority is needed we 
should make it, but if it isnot we ought not to 
adopt this latter clause. 

Mr. BROOKS. I hope the House will excuse, 
me for the presumption of rising to address it 
upon a matter so differing as this bill does from 
the usual pursuits and studies of my. lifes but so 
important is this proposed change of the curreney 
of the whole country, and so alarming is this trans- 
fer of the control of thatcurrency from the States 
which have hitherto held itin custody now ex- 
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clusively tothe Government of the United States, 
with the consequent transfer of all legislation upon 
that subject from. the capitals of thé different States 
of this Union hereto this the city of Washington— 
the political capital of the country—that presump- 
tuous as it may be, I cannot refrain from discharg- 
ing my duty to the great commercial metropolis 
and its hanking interests that I in part represent. 
I hope, I say, the House will morcover excuse 
me for the presumption in which I seem to indulge 
in venturing also to come into conflict with the 
opinions of the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr.Hoorer,] who hasgivenso much 
time, attention, and study, and who has had so 
much experience in all matters relating to the 
money, currency, and banking of the country. 

But the honorable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts will forgive me if [ differ with him in opin- 
ion, because in defense of that difference of opinion 
[am able to say I was educated in his school, in 
no small degree, by the books or pamphlets he 
himself has written, and thus I had become a 
humble pupil, with a deference to his principles 
of banking and currency, from which he willnow 
find it difficult to uneducate me. One of the books 
or pamphlets which the honorable gentleman has 
published I have now in my hand, and another I 
have in my library at home,and which I regret I 
have not here to-day for our common edification. 
These books, I nced not say to those who have 
read them, differ altogether from the new lightand 
new lessons which in his speech of yesterday he 
introduced for the consideration of the House and 
for the instruction of the country. The honorable 
gentleman has hitherto been a hard money man, 
almost of the hardest kind, as well asa State bank 
man of the strictest and straitest school, whereas 
now he turns up here, to my knowledge for the 
first time, as an advocate of irredeemable paper 
money, not only from the necessity of the case, 
but for irredeemable paper money,as a thing per 
se desirable or indispensable in the existing state 
of things, and that paper money to be issued 
not in commercial centers or capitals, but exclu- 
sively here in the political capital of the United 
States, 

Sir, the honorable gentleman is the organ of the 
committee which introduced this bill before the 
House—a bill of some fifty pages in length, and 
having in it sixty-four sections. The three best 
of those sections,in my humble judgment, are the 
three last: section sixty-four, which reserves to 
us the power and the right atany time to amend, 
alter, or repeal theact; section sixty-three, which 
exempts one of the banks of the State of New 
York—the Bank of Commerce—from the personal 
liability provision of this act, and which takes 
that bank practically out of the act—a provision 
excellent in itself, but defective in that it leaves 
the other forty-nine banks of the city of New 
York wholly subject to the provisions of the bill; 
and the sixty-second section, considered by me 
as the very best, because it repeals in tolo the 
banking law of 1868, and thus condemns it as 
unendurable after only the trial of a single year. 
Hence I pronounce these Jast three sections of the 
billto be the very best; one, because itreservesto us 
the right Loalter, repeal; another, because it estab- 
lishes the precedent of exempting one State bank 
in New York; and the third because it repeals an 
act only a year old, and thereby comes before the 
country confessedly acknowledging that the legis- 
Jation of that year was hasty, unwise, unendur- 
able, and necessary to be repealed after the expe- 
rience of only a single year. 

The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hooper] was pleased to say in his speech 
that “the State banks had outlived their useful- 
ness.” [regretted to hear such a remark from 

` the honorable gentleman, but I suppose I must 
accept his remark as the opinion ofa large num- į 
ber of members of this House, who have not only | 
decreed the doom of the State banks, but are 


willing to use his strong language, and hence say 
“these banks have outlived their usefulness.” 
Alas! we have reached a period in our history 
when too many of our State rights and State | 
institutions have, in the opinion of too many 
men, outlived theirusefulness. The State courts, 
in the jadgmentoftoo many, have outlived thei 
usefulness, and hence the legislation of this Cap- 
itol for two or three years past, has been vio- 
lendy directed to take from the States not only 

the control of their legislation, but the control 


of their Judiciary, and-to-transfer-the power, 
authority, digni#y, the common law. of the:coun- 
try, and the adjudications. upon that common: 
law, from the States of this Union to the Gov- 
ernmentof the United States here inthis capital. 
Other State institutions have also: “outlived their 
usefulness.’ The State militia, which’ hither- 
to has been the great defender of the rights. of 
the States and of the United States, our gallant 
countrymen having up to this period always ral- 
lied and protected their country; the State militia 
have outlived their usefulness, and by a decree of 
these many people, the State militia is abolished, 
and the whole military power of this country is 
now transferred from the States. to the Federal 
Government, State institutions of all kinds, in- 
deed, if not already abolished, are in tht process 
of being abolished. Why, what do we witness 
here in this Hallnow? Day after day we hear 
speakers on this floor advocating the transfer of 
State internal improvements from the States to 
the United States; and these State internal-im- 
provements are about to be transferred, or threat- 
ened to be transferred, from the capitals of the 
States, such as Augusta and Albany and India- 
napolis and Harrisburg to the Halls of this Cap- 
itol. Indeed,,we are called upon here practically 
to incorporate State railroads, and to take from 
the authorities of the States the power over their 
internal improvements, when that power has been 
hitherto legitimately and beautifully exercised by 
them in the creation of the most wonderful sys- 
tem of internal improvements ever exhibited by 
any country whatsoever on the face of the earth, 

The time is coming, if this process of legisla- 
tion is to go on, when I expect to see discussed 
in this Hall the propriety of a street railroad in 
Chicago or Spring field, Illinois; in Albany, or in 
Augusta, Maine; in Lexington, Kentucky, or in 
Milwaukee or San Francisco; or the propriety of 
a railroad on Broadway, or of a ’cross-town rail- 
road in New York; and when the lobbies and 
galleries of this Capitol shall be unable to hold 
the swarming thousands who will come here to 
press upon this Congress the adjudication of all 
matters whatsoever, not only appertaining to the 
States butto the municipalities in the States. State 
authority, State dignity, State power, if not al- 
ready gone, are going. They are held up at auc- 
tion, as it were, in this Capitol, the auctioneer 
crying Going! going!” alas! under the ham- 
mer, soon to be “gonel? We hear now for 
the first time in the history of the country that 
State banks, the successful creations of the States 
of this Union ever since the creation of the Bank 
of North America at Philadelphia—that “ State 
banks have outlived their usefulness!” That is 
authoritatively pronounced here, and we are in- 
voked to take from the States, from the capitals 
ofthe States, from the representatives of the States 
in those capitals, all authority whatsoever over 
their own State banks,and to vest that authority 
herein Washington, in the President of the United 
States or his Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sir, 1 am opposed to this whole scheme for 
trampling down the States and of reducing them 
to mere municipalities or corporations. f have 
never been in my political position an ultra States 
rights man. Educated in the old Whig school 


| in the middle position of the Democracy and of 


those who were the upholders of States rights in 
the South, my politics have been medium poli- 
tics; but here is a system of Federal centraliza- 
tion and consolidation never dreamed of by Alex- 
ander Hamilton, and never ventured to be uttered 
by any of the monarchist framers of the Consti- 
tution in any part of the debates which resulted 
in the promulgation of that Constitution in 1787. 

Mr. HOOPER. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York how many State banks 
there were in 1787? 

Mr. BROOKS. I thank the honorable gentle- 
man for recalling to my mind that period and that 
era, ; 
Sir, when in 1780 from excessive issues of pa- 
per Continental money, that species of currency 
was becoming comparatively worthless, and when 
the credit of the country was at its lowest ebb, 
Robert Morris and a few associates started a bank 
in Philadeiphia, the principal object of which was 
to supply the army of Washington with rations 
and withrum. Congress pledged the faith of the 
United States to reimburse and indemnify them. 
The bank then established and which afterwards, 


in-April, 1789, was‘charter 
-sylvania, was no'mere-papér:money bank, such 
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as the honorable-gentleman fron’ Massachusetts 
would now. by hundreds createybuta hard imoney 
bank: whose notes were redeemable, not in Conti- 
nental paper ‘but in:-gold ‘and silvery and this, toi 


The name of the bank thus created wasithe 
North America; and that bank; that specie-pi 
bank, the offspring of the financial geniis 
ert Morris; it was, that next to the military. genius 
of Washington successfully carried us through 
the Revolution. ‘The crisis of 1776,:1780,2781, 
and 1782.developed great. minds and great: mën 
worthy of the era. “Washington improvised-ar: 
mies, and Robert Morris improvised-credit‘and 
capital, and with-more than the power-of. the al- 
chemist converted them into gold and silver. Sit, 
I never speak of that great man, Robert. Morris, 
but with reverence, if not with awe, Oht that 
now we had such:a man-in’ the administration 
of the Government, who ‘could Jook abovesand 
through these mists ‘of miserable delusion; these 
paper legal tenders and interest-bearing Treasury 
notes, made legal. tenders, into the pure minesiof 
silver and gold. Oh! that some Robert Morrisin 
the midst.of this our civil war, in 1864;would 
arise as in 1782 and rescue us from: ‘Treasury 
notes, but anothername for the Contineéntalinoney 
of the Revolution of 1783! Nay, wity shold 
not the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
aspire to the immortal fame of Robert-Morris, 
and instead of littering the land with paper banks, 
as he now proposes in his bill, establish in lieu 
thereof some Bank of North America ‘to issue 
notes redeemable in gold and silver? And:now, 
with the recollection of that Bank of North Amer- 
ica before him, a State bank, too, will. the bon- 
orable gentleman insist upon it that all State banka 
have outlived their usefulness? ; oe 
But I must proceed with the course of my ře- 
marks, from which I have been diverted by the 
inquiry, of what State banks there were during 
and at the close of the Revolution. The honor- 
able gentleman from Massachusetts has such au- 
thority and weight with this House that lam not. 
disposed to stand altogether on my own arguments 
in replying to his remark that State banks could 
not have carried us through the existing crisis; that 
if they had attempted it they would have failed, 
and that, therefore, it becomes necessary to-suab- 
stitute banks in the States under the Washing- 
ton Government independent of the States, in lieu ~ 
of the bank legislation that springs from the cap- 
itals of the States. Or, in other words, the States 
having failed.with their paper money, the Federal 
Government alone.can do what the States have 
failed to do, that is, provide paper money to carry 
on the war, as if paper manufactured or, printed 
as money in Washington was better than if printed 
in New York, Philadelphia, or Boston. Now, in 
replying to the allegationthat the State banks could 
not, even with Federal coöperation, have successe 
fully carried us through the money crisis, I stand 
not altogether on my authority. I hold a pam- 
phletin my hand written by the representative man 
of a great class of financiers in this country— 
a-man who bears the honored name of Gallatin, 
the son of Albert Gallatin—in which he says, in 
substance, that in his opinion if Mr. Chase had 
not misused the $170,000,000 of gold which -he 
withdrew from the State banks, ifhe had admin- 
istercd the finances of the country as they had 
been hitherto administered by Sécretaries of the 
Treasury the State banks could have gonethrough 
the, crisis, successfully administering this Gov- 
ernment as a hard money Government to carry 
on a hard money war. ‘This is the opinion of 
James Gallatin, whose authority J can safely ofi- 
set even to the high authority of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. I might add in-corrobora- 
tion the names of many other distinguished finan- 
ciers. ; 
But the honorable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts indulges—ifhe will permit meto use the word 
in no offensive sense, but there is no other in our 
language which characterizes it--in many errors, 
errors too often repeated in this House, and too 
often repeated elsewhere, and which must be met 
here as often as they are repeated. Ove of his 
errors is that there is but.¢400,000,000: of paper 
currency in circulation.. No- error ‘ean be more 
deceptive, no error more ruinous; forascurrency 
is the measure of prices, of the wages of labor, 
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and of the value of all property;it is the first duty i 


ofthe statesman:and-lawgiver to understand, and 
sexactly understand, what is the basis of all this 
- property, that is, what -is the amount ang char- 
acter of the currency. Of late; and only of late, 
we have becn enabled to obtain from the Secretary 
of the Treasury monthly ‘and semi-monthly state- 
ments of his:issue of paper and of his currency, 
although the law has been from the beginning that 
-heshould publish sach statemements, which are of 
thé highest importance to. all menin the country, 
obut-most especially- to:all business. men. I hold 
nvmy-hand: the official statement of March 15, 
by: which it appears that there had been issued, 
“up te thatday, in temporary loans, $47,207,545, 
“Nowy letme not be told that these temporary 
loans are not currency, because, substantially, 
they. are currency. I call the attention of the hon- 
erable: gentleman from Massachusetts to the fact 
that in: my own city of New York, on Monday 
‘ast, when the statement of the clearing-house was 
made, there appeared to be $13,000,000 of these 
temporary. loans acting as currency in the trans- 
actions of the clearing-house, used in the settle- 
ments of the banks as currency, aud no doubt 
they are used elsewhere as currency just as they 
are used in New York. 
There had been issued on the 15th of March 
in United States Treasury notes $449,073, 616— 
$49,073,616 of United States Treasury notes be- 
yond what the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts says is the currency of the country, 
which he set downas only §$400,000,000. There 
chad been. issued on that day, of fractional cur- 
rency, $19,173,320. . Of the new Treasury notes, 
which the Secretary of the Treasury has the au- 
thority to issue to the amount of $400,000,000, 
there was issued on.the 15th of March, in one- 
year Treasury notes, $14,600,000; in two-year 
Treasury notes, $115,531,441. Of certificates of 
indebtedness there had been issued on that day 
$134,098,000. The table, therefore, of currency 
assued March 15, 1864, stands thus: 


Temporary lOAN. ssn scenes cetseerenesececees $47,207,545 
United States Treasury notes. ....cceee eee + 149,073,616 
Fractional currency sosccceeseecesceesevevene 19,173,920 
Ynterest-bearing Treasury notes.. .s.s sses sree 130,131,441 


$645,585 922 
Add certificates of indebtedness.......++++66 134,098,000 


Let me here, before passing from this subject, 
call the attention of the House to some kindred 
facts. The publicdebt of the United States was 
on the Ist of March $1,513,291,042; on the 15th 
of March, $1,580,201,744. ‘Che increase has been 
$83,296,592 in fifteen days! “The items of increase 
have been as follows: i 
“Two-year legal tenders... 
One-year legal tenders... cere 8,740,000 
Fractional currency ......se.eee eee ve see 427,600 
Five per cent. certificates at ten days.......6. 7,018,626 
Unpaid mrrearages.. ccc cee scseenseanccsseeeeee 39,640,416 


setdiereiscave se 975,906,125 


seer. $20,079,383 


TOA. ss. ccsssonccce cease 


Of this increase, in round numbers $30,000,000 
has been in currency, or $2,000,000 per day, and 
if all the claims on the Government had been paid 
the increase would have been $40,000,000 more. 

„Sir, these are facts that need no comment. They 
point of themselves irresistibly to the great paper 
gulf into which we are drifting. The Government 
(March 15) had a paper currency of $645,585,922, 
without the certificates of indebtedness, often act- 
ingas currency, hut with them $779,683 ,922 in all. 
Sir, no Government on earth, no people can long 
swim and not sink in such fathomless depths of 
paper money acting as currency. The rise in 
gold, as well ag the rise in beef, pork, &c., the 
strikes of laborers for higher wages, are all terrible 
admonitions to the Administration of the Govern- 
ment of the bottomless pits they are digging to bury 
up the industry and the property of the country. 

Now, the honorable gentleman from Massa- 

chusetts and those engaged with him in this bill 
propose--what? To stop,to pause? Oh!no, but 
to go on with this expansion of the currency, and 
to add under this bill $300,000,000 more, making 
in all $1,000,000,000 in currency! Sir, I was 
about to make a remark upon a currency, thus 
running beyond the hundreds of millions into the 
billion, but 1 forbear, as figures and facts them- 
selves, even if silent, are the most eloquent and 
significant commentators, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 24, 


: The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
will go: with: me further, becau8e he is on record 
as-going with me further, in his publications, that 
there are many other species of currency besides 
those I have described in the tables I have been 
giving. And‘I have not only the authority of 
the honorable gentleman, but [ have also the au- 
thority of Hon. Albert Gallatin, the second great 
financier of our country, given in a work which 
he published in 1830 in order to defend before the 
country the then United States Bank. In that 
book he speaks of many kinds of currency, and 
among them of bank notes. and bank deposits. 
The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts in 
his own work, to which T have alluded and which 
I now hold in my hand, admits that bank depos- 
its are tb be considered as currency, so that he is 
on record: with. Albert Gallatin in support of this 
proposition, that not only bank notes but bank 
deposits, as well as bank drafts, bank accept- 
ances, and bills of exchange, are all included in 
the currency of a country. So that upon the act- 
ual basis, as it now exists, of the currency of the 
country, an extension is already going beyond the 
powers of arithmetical calctlation to describe it; 
which can only be well understood in the formu- 
las of algebra. 2 

Now, sir, the effect of such an enormous ex- 
pansion of the currency ig seen, shown, and felt 
on all sides of us. I call the attention of hon- 
orable gentlemen to the statements of the clearing- 
house in New York; and there is no fact which 
shows more significantly this gigantic increase in 
the exchanges and the currency than these reports 
of the clearing-house in New York. The reports 
for ten years prior to the close of 1861 show that 
the average daily clearances in the clearing-house 
in New York were only $22,000,000 a day, while 
for a considerable period of time recently, the clear- 
ances of the banks in the city of New York have 
reached an average of $115,000,000 a day, and on 
Monday last, as shown by the bank tables pub- 
lished in the papers, the clearances in the city that 
day ran up to theenormous sum of $146,000,000; 
so that since the commencement of the issue of 
this paper currency authorized by Congress the 
increase of daily clearances hasrun from twenty- 
two millions up to one hundred and forty-six mil- 
lions on Monday last. The consequence is that 
in the revelry and intoxication of speculators and 
speculations, the country exhibits a spectacle 
never before exhibited on earth since the days of 
John Law. Wall street now, in its numerous 
boards of brokers, in its gold board, its mining 
boards, &c., is just as wild as was the famous Rue 
Quincampoix. No pen nor pencil can picture, even, 
rthe scenes there daily exhibited; and as if day 
were notlong cnough for men to enrich themselves, 
when the increase came by thousands, perhaps, 
the hour, the fury is prolonged till late in the night 
at the Fifth Avenue Hotel, in the upper part of 
the city. Such an exhibition, I say, of daily and 
now of nightly speculation the world, [think, never 
saw before, notin the South Sea bubble, certainly, 
nor even in the Mississippi bubble of the famous 
John Law. The rage of 1836 in our own coun- 
try, nor of any other period in our history, has 
equaled it. 
of 1780-81, when paper was as five hundred to 
one of gold, and when $200,000,000 of old Con- 
tinental notes were in the agonics and throes of 
their expiration, were nothing like what we now 
see. We exhibit the amazing spectacle, orrather 
the amazing delusion, of growing richer and richer 
the more we consume of life and property by war; 
and we reason or seem to reason that war is a 
divine institution to make the rich richer and the 
poor as rich as therich. Wego on importing far 
beyond our exports; and the looms of Lyons 
cannot weave silks and satins and tapestry costly 
enough for us, nor the cashmeres of India now 
satisfy our luxurious tastes. The china of Dres- 
den nor of Prague nor of Sévres, nor the ficured 
carpets of Aubusson, appease us; while the world 
looks out as upon a people ina mad-house, who, 
in the midst of all the horrors of a civil war, strip 
themselves of their precious metals to put the pro- 
ceeds upon their backs or in their boudoirs or buf- 
fets. The man, orset of men, who expands the cur- 
rency of his country up to or beyond $700,000,000 
is responsible for ali this, and the man, orthe set of 
men, who would add on our currency $300,000,000 
more, is responsible more, for all eyes now are 


wide openta the fatal consequences, 


The Continental money speculations ‘ 


The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
also is pleased to tell us that his $400,000,000 of 
currency was issued without cost to the public; 
that is, that this $400,000,000 of legal tender, which 
goes floating in and outof the Treasury, wasissued 
without cost to the people or to the credit or honor 
of the country. Nothing is more illusive; no dec- 
laration conld have been more erroneous, no con- 
ception could “have been more fatal to the public 
credit or to the public confidence than an idea like 
this, so often repeated here and elsewhere. 

Let us look for one moment at the effect upon 
the public debt of the country. ‘The debt of 
the United States on the 15th March, 1864, was 
$1,510,201,774. Now, sir, had this debt been con- 
tracted upon a specie basis, estimating gold at a 
value of sixty-two and a half per cent. premium, 
it would have been, on the 15th March, 1864, only 
$943,876,109; which would have been a saving to 
the United States of $566,325,665. But gold, in- 
stead of being sixty-twoand a half per cent. pre- 
mium, stood yesterday in the New York-market 
at sixty-six and sixty-seven. So then the Gov- 
ernment has lost, by the transfer from gold to pa- 
per currency, about six hundred millions. If we 
do not appreciate that fact now, we'shail when the 
debt as well as the interest comes to be paid in 
gold. There would, I repeat, have been that saving 
if the country had continued under a hard money 
currency. 

I wish to call the attention of the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts to the exceeding 
loss to the country by the issue of his $400,000,000 
of paper currency in the great increase of prices 
that it has effected. I holdin my hand a table of- 
prices in December last, and found in the Decem- 
ber report of the Secretary of the Treasury, show- 
ing the increase in a number of articles neccessary 
in this war, which I ask the Clerk to read, be- 
cause it will be better heard and be better under- 
stood if read at the desk than by myself. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Prices of December, 1860. 1863. 
Flour, per barrel.....+....44 75 to $4 85 $? 45to $7 50 
Oats, per bushel....seeeees 37to 38 90 
Corn, per bush¢l.....eeees 67to 69 12lto 123 
Coffee, Rio, per pound. .... 13to 14 Rtr B 
Gunpowder, rifle. per twen- 

ty-five pounds....eceeees 525 7 25to 7 50 
Tron, English bar, per ton,.42 00 to 43 00 72 50 to 75 00 
Lead, pig, per cwt......... 5 62to 5 7 9 50 to 9 60 
Pork, prune, per barrel.....11 50 t012 00 12 00 to 12 25 
Beef, mess, per barrel...... 500to 525 5 00to 7 00 
Butter, per pound.....6... Wto Al 210 30 
Salt, Turk’s Island, per 
| WUSbciseceraaseccevee I9to W 50 
Soap, brown, per pound.... 5 to 8 10%} 
Teas, Souchong, per pound 3Ito 32 Gto 63 


Average price for the thirteen articles above named 

in December, 1860........0006 seer ecceseeseseeer ÑE 00 
Average price for the thirteen articles above named 

in December, 1863....ssssesessocevooossoeoesoe QO 45 
Average percentage of increase of prices, 633 per cent. 


Mr. BROOKS. It will be observed that the two ta- 
bles of debtand prices nearly correspond. Thein- 
crease in the premium of gold isabout the increase — 
in the price of these articles. So as the currency 
has been inflated the price of these leading articles 
has been inflated also, and the Government has be- 
come so much the more debtor to the capitalists 
wholoaned the money to buy these articles at their 
inflated prices than it would have been if it had 
issued no legal tender as gold, but had done ita 
business actually in gold. 

The honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
was also pleased to say thata war like this couldnot 
be carried on without paper money. I am indis- 
posed altogether to assent to that proposition. I 

ave shown from the authority of Mr. Gallatin, 
and I could show from the authority of a hundred 
as distinguished financiers, that this war could 
have been carried on asa hard money war without 
the suspension of specie payment. The history 
of the world, too, shows that it could have been 
done. I call the attention of the House and the 
country to the fact thatatthismoment in one third 
of the territory of this nation, from the Rocky 
mountains to the Pacific, and up and down the 
Pacific slope, paper currency has not been per- . 
mitted to exist. California and the surrounding 
region has a hard money currency. That people 
discharge all the functions of their business in 
gold, which is the only currency. The higher 
law of gold thus operates over one third of the ter- 
ritory of the Republic. Ay, in full one thirdex- 
ists hard money currency. The people there are 


H as much at war as we are, and yet the gentleman 
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from Massachusetts says that war could not be car- | 
ried on without paper money whienit is carried on 
there without it now. 

I.call his attention again to the fact that the 
closing scenes of our Revolution were carried on 
by hard money. The war was carried on with 
paper money until 1780 or 1781; but in April, 
1781, in Philadelphia, Continental money. stood 
as 130 to 1, (gold,) and in May as 220 to 1, when 
the bubble burst, and the whole $200,000;000 is- 
sued went down. The peace of 1783 was, under 
Robert Morris, acting through the Bank of North 
America, a hard money triumph as well as a tri- 
umphofliberty. The closing gloriousscenes of the 
Revolution were all a triumph of hard money, when 
Continental money was not worth the paper it was 
printed upon. So it was in the French Revolu- 
tion. In the early period of the Revolution, when 
the wild men of that Revolution ruled and were 
destroying and devouring each other, when des- 
potism was installed in every place and liberty 
thrown down everywhere, the days of Danton, 
of Marat, and Robespierre, then paper assignats 
were spread far and wide. Then was the era of 
French paper money, and of great financiers in 
assignats and mandats. Then paper money was le- 
gal tender, and forced upon people in all parts of 

france. There were issued in all forty-five mil- 
liards of assignats—that is, forty-five milliards in 
francs, equivalent in our money to ¢9,000,000,000; 
but long before this wild issue their imaginary 
value even had blown up. The French people 
lost everything, not only the liberty for which 
they had struggled, but their property too. In 
the midst of that downfall and overthrow there 
arose in France, not a genius of peace, like Rob- 
ert Morris, who, in his specie-paying bank, 
evoked order out of chaos, but.a genius of war, 
who, sword in hand, cutaway from paper money, 
and evoked order out of chaos by the splendor 
and the terror of hisarms. That man was Napo- 
leon, He brushed out of existence at once the 
whole system of paper money, assignatsand man- 
dats, and down they went at his bidding. Gold 
was the money of Napoleon; hard money was 
the foundation upon which he stood the imperial 
guard of France; and the paper chaos of Marat 
and Danton and Robespierre fled at once, while 
the imperial eagles were planted upon the palaces 
of Potsdam in Prussia, the overhanging hills of 
Dresden, the beautiful Schoenbrunn of Austria, 
and the Kremlin of Moscow. Gold and the 4 
guard were the companions of Napoleon from the 
Tuileries up to the day when he wasstricken down 
in battle by the combined Powers of Europe upon 
the bloody field of Waterloo; and then he went 
down not buried in paper assignats, nor in Con- 
tinental money, nor in Treasury notes, but with 
the golden eagle in his soldiers’ or his marshals’ 
pockets, and with the golden record: «I found 

rance ruined in assignats and mandats; I stood 
her up upon a platform of gold.” 

So, too, in the war of 1812. The war of 1812 
was not apaper money war. None of the banks | 
of the United States suspended specie payment in 
that war until six months before the treaty of 
seace ; and, if J am correctin my recollection, the 

anks of Massachusetts never, during the war 
of 1812, refused to discharge their obligations in 
specie, at least the banks of Boston. That is my 
impression, that is my belief; I have so read, and 
I think I am right. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts nods assent, and l hope the example 
of his illustrious State will tempt him to invoke 
order out of this existing chaos, and reëstablish 
Boston as the golden hub of the universe by mak- 
ing gold and silver the basis of money there and 
every where, m 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I would inquire of the 
gentleman whether he refers to the same Massa- 
chusetts of which he spoke so disparagingly the 
other day? 

Mr. BROOKS. Disparagingly! I thought I 
exalted Massachusetts, certainly the power of 
Massachusetts, to the skies. I bow to Massachu- 
setts. One gentleman from that State introduced 
this bill, and another gentleman from the same 
State introduced the freedmen’s bill the other day; 
I know that whatever Massachusetts ordains is 
the law, and hence I bow to the power of Massa- 
chusetts. I acknowledge her sovereignty; Iam 
the victim of her will and her ordinances, and I 
am prepared to obey. 

Well, now, what is the remedy of the konor- 


able gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.Hoorsr} ||: 


in the existing order of things? Why, he and his 
friends tell us they have only introduced the New 
York system of free banking, and have limited 
the capital to $300,000,000. I answer that the 
New York system, under the superintendence of 
the banking department, is kept distinct from the 
treasury throughout, not entangled at all init as. 
inthis bill. It is an isolated department, not con- 
nected with the Executive or treasurer of the State, 
nor with any branch of the State government, 
but is a separate and distinct department through- 
out, free from interference or control, save bylaw 
formally enacted, through all the branches. of the 
State government; and such I hope will-be the- 
character of this bill before we get through with it, 

This system differs in another great respect 
from the New York system. That is based upon 
redemption in gold and silver, and only in gold 
and silver, while the system of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is based upon paper, 
exclusively upon paper, and upon nothing what- 
soever but paper. 

Mr.STEVENS. Are the banks of New York 
redeeming their notes in gold? 

Mr. BROOKS. I knew the gentleman was 
going sarcastically to ask me that question, for I 
had heard him in the Congress preceding indulge 
in the same sarcasm. But I am disposed to 
answer him. They would redeem in gold had 
not the-party which the honorable gentleman leads 
declared by law paper to be the equivalent to gold. 
(Mr. Srevens then seemingly preparing to ask 
another question.] And now he is going to ask 
me if they did not suspend specie payment be- 
fore the legal-tender act. {Laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENS. That seems to follow. 

Mr. BROOKS. I knew he was going to ask 
me that. The New York banks would have been 
compelled to redeem their notes in gold and silver, 
or to go into liquidation long before this period, 
if the Government of the United States had not 
interfered and enacted that with a Treasury note 
worth only about sixty cents on the dollar the full 
dollar of obligation could be legally discharged. 
We should have done our duty in New York—we 
have done our duty hitherto—and long before this 
we would have driven all these banks into liquid- 
ation if they had not redeemed in gold. 

Mr.STEVENS. If f remember correctly, the 
New York banks took the $150,000,000 loan and 
paid $100,000,000 of it in coin; and about the time 
of the meeting of Congress refused to pay the 
other $50,000,000 in coin, and paid it in currency. 

Mr. BROOKS. If I were to answer that re- 
mark, it would lead to another half hour’s discus- 
sion, and upon an irrelevant matter, and consume 
all my allotted hour’s time. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ibeg the gentleman’s par- 
don, I withdraw the suggestion. [Laughter] 

Mr. BROOKS. Then I will avail myself of 
some other occasion. 

The honorable gcentieman from -Massachusetts 
was also pleased to refer, in the course of his re- 
marks, to some observations of my honorable col- 
league [Mr. Fernanpo Woop] as if in justifica- 
tion of the system of debt and finance which ex- 
ists in Great Britain, and therefore directly, not 
by implication, to justify this country in follow- 
ing the system of finance which has been adopted 


| in Great Britain. The remarks of my colleague 


bear no such implications; but let that pass. 
Now, sir, in my judgment, no more fatal step 
could ever be taken, than in matters of debt and 
finance to hold up to the people of the United 
States the example of Great Britain as an exam- 
ple for us to imitate or to follow. I speak not withe 
out observation with my own eyes, and I speak 
by the authority of books too, when I say that 
while England is nominally the freest country in 
Europe, if not now in the world, a system of so- 
cial slavery and of labor slavery exists there 
worse than in any part of continental Europe 
south of Russia. The people of England are more 
ground down by taxation and poverty and mis- 
ery and social slavery than almost any other peo- 
ple in Europe. A native-born American, if he 
has not a title or a million of money, finds it next 
to impossible to live in freedom, ease, and happi- 
ness among the people of Great Britain, unless he 
is willing to bea pariah among a privileged class. 
Their manufacturing population, their laborers, 
their peasants, the whole class of workmen in 
Great Britain are, with exceptions certainly, butin 


great. part, the most nd, 
laborers that exist anywhere iro i 
excepted, or on the confines: of Europe 
about to addin-Egypt or upon the.shores 
Mediterranean.. The immense-debtof G 
ain, the consequent enormous taxation, tl 
of society it has created, from the high-up-ric! 
the down-trodden poor,-are, or ought to be, 
cons of.terror for every American to affr 
from her whole financial system, . 

Look at, England, and Ireland. toa; E oË 
them in the books; go into the manufacturing. dis- 
tricts.or the collieries of England; walk, from. 
Hebrides, or the. Highlands, then ughout,: 
Yorkshire and Lancashire, or throu hout Gr at 
Britain. generally, and. you will.find .that..mor 
poverty, more misery, more human, degrad 
exists among laborers there-than in Austria 
France, or Prussia, or anywhere in. Burope, pne: 
less it may be in.some parts of:Greece-or ` nairkeys- 
in Europe, or possibly in some parts. of Russias, 
and all this is the result. of their debt and the .ne- 
cessary imposition of high taxes. to support..it;. 
and the consequent oligarchy of capital and of’; 
aristocracy of title to rule in coöperation with that 
oligarchy over the great masses ofthe people.;. ; 

Sir, I know this is not the day nor the hour 
speak irreverently of any man‘or-set. of men whi 
are exalted now to a pinnacle of glory.as the great - 
paper financiers of our country... I do not expect ; 
a verdict this day or in this House; but I know: 
what will-be the verdict of hereafter, . 1 know be-: 
cause I have read history; and it is a logicał ins; 
ference from what: has been that the same causes 
are certain to produce the same effects again, John’. 
Law, the author of the Mississippi bubble, at. 
one ‘time stood in France upon the very topmost: 
round of human elevation, A Scotchman and: à 
Protestant, he was adopted by the French nation, 
a Catholic people, as a son and child of that na- 
tion, and for his successful financiering lifted up 
from obscurity to be the greatest manin all France, 
But he had to fly from France as an exile to'savé- 
his life, driven away in the dark hours of the, 
night; and that was the end of one paper money... 
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financier. MEAE MO A PEE 
Sir, in my own day I have seen Nicholas Bidz. 
dle on Wall street surrounded by the:richest,men : 
in New York and the neighboring cities, hoping ` 
for a smile on his face, bowing to him with ven- 
eration, observing his motions, and.trembling bes: 
fore his frown, watching the very movements of, 
his eye for the rise or fall in their prosperity, 
Millions and. millions were supposed to. depend, 
upon the will and caprice or knowledge, of Nich- 
olas Riddle; and if I, on Wall street, in 1836.01" 
1837, had spoken of his paper money-system.that:: 
he was then creating as l now speak of. this of“ 
Mr, Chase, another successful financier, I should: 
not have been treated there with half the decorum 
that I am treated with in this House now in de- 
nouncing the existing paper money system. 
Labor is labor, Work is work. Man is made. 
to earn his bread by the sweat of hisface. There 
is no other. means of legitimately earning support 
for life. Gold is omnipotent, next to God, here: 
on earth. . Itis “a higher law,” and far above all 
human legislation. No military power can reach: 
it, no military necessity, no military tyranny; no 
gold bills of this House or of any other legislative. , 
body. Gold is majesty, high. enthroned above 
king or emperor or czar or kaiser, and imperi- 
ously ruling both over kings and men, Gold only: : 
is. money, and there is no other money but gold, 
Nevertheless, I tell the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts and his friends here, I bow now on this, 
bill, as I have bowed before, to the majesty of 
Massachusetts in this House, when Massachu-. 
setts ordainsthelaw. I comprehend that this bil; 
or the substance of it, is to be the law; and henee.. 
I wish generously to coéperate with him in good: 
faith in bettering the bill as much as lies in my: 
power. I wish, therefore, to call his attention,:: 
and the attention of his friends, to a few of what. . 
I deem the deficiencies of some of the provisions: 
of this bill even to carry out the purposes-he dee 
sires. pate BS eget 
Let it be remembered, first, that. there is not 
provided in this bill the uniform currency which:~ 
the gentleman from Massachusetts eye i 
Instead of providing here. by law, asithe Comp- 
troller of the Treasury advises, one place.only for- 
the redemption of the $300,000,000.of currency- 
about to be issued, the bill provides ten places, 


March. 24, 


nariely: St, Louis, Louisville, Chicago, New 

Orleans, Cincinnati, “Baltimore, ° Philadelphia, 

Boston; New York, and San Francisco. - One‘of 
these placesis the distant city of San Francisco; 

another is New Orleans. “When Charleston and 

Richirond are reannéexed to the Union, as L trust 

they someday will be; Charlestonand-Richmond | 
will make twelve places of redemption for this 

currency.: There is Hot, there cannotbe, any uni- 
form'currency in this way. ‘The brokers and the 
money-changers will every where‘soon be shaving 
the péople under ‘such a discordant-and distant 
systeni of redemption as that. The New York 

banking system provides that in the great mone- 
tary capital ofthe country, in the city of New 

York, or in Albany, ‘not far from it, the issues of 
the State’ banks shall be redeemed. But under this 
bill) a bank established at Yonkers, New York, 
within’a few milés of the city of New York, can 

make its notes redeemable in San Francisco or 
New Orleans.” Under such a system as that there 
cannot be-a uniform currency of course. - 

Mr. HOOPER. Thegentleman will allow me 
to say that it must be with the consent of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury. : 

Mr. BROOKS. Yes; but I suppose that the 
Comptroller of the Treasury will be guided by 
their request. | 

‘Mr. HOOPER. What I want to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to is the provision in the 
bill'that each bank shall select a bank in one of 
the‘cities named, at which to redcem, and that the 
selection mustbe approved by the Comptroller of 
the Treasury. 

“Mr. BROOKS, Well, that is better; but twelve 
different and distant places of redemption, and 
onty one of them the monetary center, cannotgive 
a'uniform currency. There is no way to create 
auniform currency in this country except on some 
such system as the old United States Bank had, 
where its branch issues were red@emed by other 
branches, and in that way created a uniformity, 
or-else by compelling all the banks to redeem In 
New York. The only way to have a uniform cur- 
rency is ‘to suike out these twelve different and 
distant places of redemption, and to redeem allin 
the great monetary capital, the city of New York, 
oryif you please, in Boston and Philadelphia in 
addition, in close contiguity to that monetary cap- 
ital, and but parts and parcels of it. All other 
‘uniform currency” in the hour of trial will be 
found to cxist only in name, never in reality, and 
to become by and by the merest mockery. 

I now call the attention of the House, too, to 
another great chango made by this bill; that 
is, the abolition in substance of the independent 
Treasury of the United States, the VEO w of 
that which was and is the prideand honor of the 
Democratic party, and which successfully forced 
itself on the approbation of even the old Whig 
patty, and that was the abstraction of the public 
money from the banks of the country and the 
creation ofan independent Treasury, which was 
alone to hold that money. ‘This bill in one of its 
sections changes, alters, overthrows all this, and 
gives the whole public money of the country to 
that brood of new banks which is to be created 
here. ‘Phe pot bank system is a part of the in- 
glorious history of our country. Every one who 
reads the history of 1836-37-38 knows what a | 
fatal history that was, Every one knows what 
broods of new banks sprang up only to receive 
the deposits of the Secretary of the Treasury; 
banks with almost unpronouncenble names, and in 
towns aud cities often known only on the paper on 
which the Jots-were engraved, “Read the corre- 
spondence of Levi Woodbury, the then Secretary 
of the Treasury, with the then banks all about the 
country. The record is one as comic in chicanery 
and fraud as it was tragic to some of the best prop- 
erty Interests of the country. Read of the amount 
of money lost. Read there the report of Secretary 
Guthrie, in 1856-57, which states that after all 
his labor to collect the public money from those | 
banks there was at thattime of unavailable funds 
$1,609,072. Millions upon millions will now be | 
Jost if again we recede and return to the exploded 
pet bank system of 1836-37. 

I object to this system, too, because it has not | 
made these pet banks pay the cost of the transfer 
of the public money, but the transfer ts to be paid 
by the United States. Under the old United States | 


i 


Bank, when money in New Orleans in the bank 
was to be transferred to New York, to Portland, | 
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or to St. Louis, the cost of the transfer had to be 


paid by the bank; but under this vill the differ" 


ence of exchange as it may rise or fall is to be met 
by the Treasury of the United States, and ail the 
expense of the transfer of the funds of the public 
money is to be at the ‘cost of the United States 
Treasury. . lf, therefore, this system of banking 


is to'be persisted in [hopethe honorable gentleman | 


‘from Massachusetts will amend the bill inthat par- 
ticular, and give us at least as good a system of 
transfer as Mr. Biddle gave the country in 1830 
and 1836. f 

L object, too, that this system ‘is calculated to 
lead to corruption and is already leading to cor- 
ruption of the worst kind. In my own city, New 
York, it is known to every man connected with 
the banks that no sooner does the Sceretary of the 
Treasury deposit a large sum of money in a pet 
bank than that pet bank goes to the sub-Treas- 
urer and invests inthe five per cent. temporary 
loan; or, in other words, the public money belong- 
ing to the Government deposited in the banks 
without interest is lent to that very Government 
at an interest of five percent. If the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts will give his atten- 
tion to the subject and make inquiry he will find 
that five, six, or seven hundred thousands of the 
public money have already been thus deposited 
in certain banks of the city of New York, and that 
just such deposits are now going on. Sir, no Gov- 
ernment, no people, can stand this, thus feeding 
upon itself- 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOOPER. I wish before the gentleman 
from New York sits down to call his attention to 
a fact in regard tothe Bank of North America, 
which he claimsis aState bank. I find,on looking 
over the documental history of the Bank of the 
United States, that‘ the Bank of North America, 
which was the precursor of that of the United 
States, was first incorporated in 1781 by an ordi- 
nance of the American Congress; although I 
think afterwards that same bank was changed to 
a State bank and acted under a charter from the 
State of Pennsylvania. Butas the gentleman has 
referred to the high authority of Robert Morris 
at that time, E should like to read him one of the 
resolutions introduced into Congress on the 26th 
of May, 1781. Itis as follows: 

“Resolved, That it be recommended to the several States, 
by proper laws for that purpose, to provide that no otber 
bank or bankers shall be permitted within the said States 
respectively during the war.” 

One other single extract from this history. Ht 
seems that during the third session of the First 
Congress, on the 4th of December, 1790, a very 
elaborate report was made by Alexander Hamil- 
ton, showing that the gentleman was correct in 
saying that the Bank of North America became a 
State bank. In that report it says: 

“he directors of this bank on behalf of their constitu- 
ents have since accepted and acted undera new charter trom 

State of Pemusylvania, materially variant from their 
nal one, and wl so narrows the foundation of the 
institution as to renderitan incompetent busis for the exten- 
sive purposes of a national bank.?? 

Mr. KERNAN. If no other gentleman desires 
to make remarks at this time, as 1 will be com- 
pelled to leave the city this afternoon to visitmy 
family, E will take this occasion of calling the at- 
tention of the House to one or two considerations 
in respect to this bill. 

I do not propose to discuss the general subject 
of the currency of the country or the policy of 
this bill; but believing as [ do that it is in some 
forin to become a law, F desire to callattention to 
some features in it which L hope may be amended, 
and one is this: every gentleman must see that 
tbis bill will give to the Federal Governmentand 
those who administer it a power far greater than 
has ever been wielded by any party or Adminis- 
tration in this country; 1 mean the power of con- 
trolling to some extent the entire banking capital 
of the country. 

lf all men who please may become bankers, 
with a charter making them a corporation under 
this act, it seems to me that there ought to be no 
provision leaving it within the power ofany single 
man to prevent their going into business if they 
comply with the law. It seems to me that the 
last clause of section twelve would give the Comp- 
troller of the Currency that power. I may be 
wrong. If so, { desire to be vorrected.. Now you 
will observe that the prior parts of the bill say in 
gencral language that five or more persons making 


certain aiticles ofassociation, and. complying with 
certain terms aid down in the bill, shall be au- 
thorized to commence the business of banking. 
I cal! the attention of the committee to the last 
clause of section twelve. If | understand it, no 
one man should have such power. - It provides 
that— 


The Comptroller shail have authority to withhold from 
an associationyhis certificate authorizing the commence- 
ment of business whenever he shall have reason to suppose 


„that the shareholders thereof have formed the same for any. 
other than the legitimate objects contemplated by this act. 


So that, while the act professes to put all men 
upon an equality who will.comply with the law, 
yet here is a clause which, if I understand it, says 
that this officer, the Comptroller of the Currency, 
appointed by the President, whenever he shall 
have reason to suppose that they have formed as- 
sociations for any other purposes than that speci- 
fied, shall have power to prevent.them commenc- 
ing business. [hope that will be changed, no mat- 
ter what party is in power, If any officer can do 
that, without assigning any reason, then he has 
arbitrary power over the banking business. In 
States where they have general banking laws they 
provide that persons shall conform to certain con- 
ditions, and when they have so complied they 
have a right to begin business. If then they do 
other than a legitimate business, the courts will 
lay their hands upon them and stop them, The 
courts see to it that they do a legitimate business, 
and that is the proper way to control these asso- 
ciations. : 

Task gentlemen to see to it that this is changed, 
if, when they come to that part of the bill, they. 
find Iam right. Let the law throw. the banking 
business open to all who will comply with its 
terms, and not permit a man appointed by the 
President to say who shali and who shall not cow- 
mence business. Ido not care who has the power, 
I fear that it will be abused. Certainly the exe- 
cution of such a power ought not to be intrusted 
to any one man. 

There is another suggestion I desire to make 
to the friends of this bill, Section fifty provides 
that 

On becoming satisfied, as specified in this act, that any 
association has refused to pay its circulating notes, as 
therein mentioned, and is in default, the Comptroller of the 
Currency may forthwith appoint a receiver, and require of 
him such bond and security as he shall deem proper, who, 
under the direction of the Comptroller, shall take posses- 
sion of the books, records, and assets of ever description 
of such association, collect all debts, dues, and claims be- 
tonging to such assuciation— 
in short,to wind them up. It isright and proper 
that there should bea provision to put them into 
liquidation when they fail to redeem or are in 
danger of insolvency. In States’ where the courts 
select the receiver, they look to see whether he 
isa fit man. They look to see whether there ig 
any reason to take the property out of the hands 
of the sharcholders and to put it into the hands 
of a receiver. Flere the power is given to- the 
Comptroller of the Currency without the assent 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. I hope the 
House will change that, and leave the power to 
a judge of the courts. Inmyown State the court 
of chancery or the court of equity has the gen- 
eral power to appoint receivers. F want this bill 
amended in that particular, so that this power 
shall be vested in a judge, and not in one officer 
of the Government appointed by the President, 
no matter how good and pure that officer may be. 
It is nota power which should be intrusted to 
any but the judiciary acting at general term, or 
to a judge sitting in chambers if the exigency re- 
quires it, 

I make these suggestions-in good faith; for if 
the bill is to pass I want it to pass as perfect as 
possible, I haveno tie to go intoa general dis- 
cussion of the bill, and I content mysclf with 
pointing out defects which I have observed. 

Section forty-one provides that 


The plates and special dies to be procured by the Comp- 
troller of the Currency for the printing of such circulating 
notes shall remain under bis control and direction, and the 
expenses nee rity incurred in exeeuting the provisions 
of this act, réspecting the procuring of such notes, and all 
other expenses of the bureau, shall be paid out of the pro- 
eceds of the taxes or dutics now or hereafter to be assessed 
on the circulation, and colieeted from associations orgauized 
under this act; and such tax or duty shall be in lieu of all 
other taxes on such ussociations, 


In other words, as Í understand the bill, they 
are to be exempt from taxation under State laws 
for State or municipal purposes; and they are 
to be subject to no taxation unless the United 
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States sce fit to impose a tax on thent. Gentle- 
men will pardon me when 1 ask them to give me 
their attention and see where this law will lead 
us. Under this law all the wealth of the country, 
all the personal property can be put into the banks 
to the amount of $900,000,000-—if I am wrong the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will correct me— 
because the only limitation of this act is that there 
shall be but $300,000,000 of énrreney, and for that 
currency there must be deposited United States 
stock. But no bank is required to put up stock 
beyond thirty-three and one third per cent. of its 
capital. Then we may organizea bank of $300,000, 
and we need put up but $100,000 of United States 


stock, but we may pay in and use-for banking | 


purposes $200,000 more. 

Mr. HOOPER. I-think the gentleman nar- 
rows the limit too much, The only limit to the 
amount of the bank capital is the amount of the 
public debt, and there may be capital of three 
times the amount of the debt of the United States. 
_ Mr. KERNAN. Iwas looking to the provis- 
ions of the sixteenth section. That section con- 
tains this provision: ` 

Every assuciation, after having complied with the provis« 
fons of this act, preliminary to the commencement of bank- 
ing business under its provisions, and before itshall be au- 
thorized to commence business, shall transfer and deliver 
to the ‘Treasurer of the United States any United States 
registered bonds bearing interest to an amount not less than 
one third of the capital stock paid in, 

Therefore you can have a bank of $300,000 cap- 
ital, it may all be paid in, and you are only re- 
quired to put in one third of that in United States 
stocks, 

All the capital that is put into these banks is by 
this law exempt from any taxation. Now [think 
that is very unwise. Remember that these banks 
share in all the benefits of the State government; 
they have all the protection which the State govern- 
mentean afford them; they have the useof all the 
machinery which the State government affords, 
the courts and judicial tribunals of the State; and 
should they not bear their proportion of the bur- 
den of supporting the State government? Will 
you allow the wealthy men of the State to take 
their personal property and putitinto one of these 
banks and say that shall be exempt from taxa- 
tion, and throw all the burdens of the State upon 
the real estale owners, many of whom are men 
of comparatively small wealth? Is it wise; is it 
just? All our banks in the State of New York 
are put upon the assessment rolls, and they pay 
a tax upon the real estate which they occupy for 
bank purposes and pay a tax upon their personal 
property paid in, deducting the value of the real 
estate. Now, if you take millions of personal 
property from under the taxing power, the tax 
will be thrown upon the real estate, and the effect 
would be to work great hardship. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to call the attention 


of the gentleman to the fact that the prohibition, 
if extensive as he supposes, docs not extend to ji 
the tax upon the income of the stockhoider in a |! 


bank. Just so faras the persons are within the 


jurisdiction of any State, just so far may their | 
roperty in the bank be taxed. | 


income on the 
His argument, therefore, if I am correct, enurely 
falls to ibe ground, inasmuch as it leaves the rep- 
resentative of the stock in bank subject to taxa- 
tion, although the bank itself might be entirely 
exempt from it. i 


Mr. KERNAN. 


T am mueh obliged to the 


gentleman, but I fear that will not help the mat- | 


ter, Inal our States we levy a tax upon prop- 
erty, and I do not see any mode of legislation by 
which a particular class of men may be taxed 


upon their income so as to make them equal with | 


athers. J may own $5,000 in a bond and mort- 
gage, and although the man fails and I do not 
get a dollar of income, yet the capital is taxed, 
and is placed upon the assessment roll. 

But L desire to suggest, because an illustration 
makes a matter plainer, that in the city where | 
reside the wealth, the personal wealth of the whole 
country, is gathered there in our banks. They 
pay a considerable portion—about one fourth— 
of the city or municipal taxes, being rated like 
others. A great portion of our population is com- 
posed of mechanics who own their houses and 
lots, and there are a few men who own stores. 


Now, then, if this bill becomes a law all the | 
State banks have got to come under its provisions; | 
ii ence tothe law as it stood before, by which Uni 
i ted States bonds were exempt from taxation. The i 


they are tempted by the benefits on the one side 
amt lashed by the penalties on the other, and they 


= 


| non-resident of the State of New York and cannot 


fre accustomed to live in New Jersey and do busi- 


| while their stockholders, by living elsewhere, 


j fecling influences him in this matter—himself a 


i the whole. 


| securities to an amount exceeding their aggregate capitais. 
| Even this bears but a small proportion to the 


; ation only to ass 
| mechanice or the ju 
readily admitted. 


must all come under it. By exempting them | 


from taxation, you take all that personal estate 
from under taxation, unless it can be got at by 
some special legislation. : : 

Mr. KASSON. With the permission of my 
friend Fwillsay that I do not think he has appre- 
ciated the extent of the suggestion which’ } made 
to him. -Itwas not merely that it might be taxed 
as income so far as dividends were realized, kut: 
that the representation of that stock might be 
eo for the capital invested by him in the 

ank. 

Mr. KERNAN. In other words, if 1 had 
$100,000 invested in the bank I might be assessed 
for that amount. r ` : : 

Mr. KASSON. This clause only extends to 
the exemption of the corporationasa corporation. 

Mr. KERNAN. fÍ object to that, because it 
has been the universal policy of the States and of 
the General Government to tax corporations, and 
the effect of the gentleman’s suggestion would be 
to impose an income tax upon the corporation 
and make individuals pay it. eee. 

Suppose a stockholder holds $1,000 of stock in 
a bank in the city of Utica, and that he removes 
his residence to New Jersey, how is he to’ be 
reached for the purpose of taxation? He is/a 
be taxed. This is a common occurrence. Men 
ness in New York so that they cannot be taxed 
in New York on their personal property. As 
the result of this war taxation will necessarily be 
very heavy for the nation, the States,and the cities, 
and you will find that stockholders in these baùks 
will not reside where their capital is invested. 
They will be non-residents of the city or State in 
which the corporation which is using their capi- 
tal docs business. So thatunless you tax the cap- 
ital of the corporation they will be entirely beyond 
your jurisdiction, That is so particularly in re- 
gard to municipal governments. They have to 
pay all the expenses of police, of lighting, of 
street-cleaning; and corporations come there and 
locate because of the convenience for business, 
enjoying all the protection of the city government, 


avoid contributing to those expenses. We can- 
not tax them at all unless we do it by laying the 
tax on the creature which the Jaw creates, and 
which is, for ali those purposes, deemed a.persbn. 

The committee will pardon me if I read en ex- 
tract from the report of Mr. Van Dyke, the super- 
intendent of banks in the State of New York, and 
who is—lest gentlemen may suppose that party 


member of the party in power. He speaks of this 
subject for this reason: our banks were buying 
up these United States bonds thatareexempt from 
taxation, and converting their capital into them; 
and the courts had held that that part of their 
apital thus invested was not Hable to be taxed. 
This bill is much more sweeping in that respect. | 
lt not only exempts the capital thus invested, but 
when two thirds of it is so invested, it exempts | 


Mr. Van Dyke says in his report: 

“ Teretofore the captal of each bank, association, &c., 
bas been the direct subject of taxation.”* $ a pd 
“The banking institutions of the State bold United States | 


uw held by 
individuais, and when this amount of capital is abstracted 
from the taxable property of the State, it becomes obvious 
that the burdens jmposed upon other forms of invesumeni 
mast be greatly enhanced.” * 4 x Á ei 
eaunot be deemed unjust that the burdens of the Stare | 
should be imposed without partiality on the property of the | 
State. Banks, corporations, and. individuals share alike 
in the protection of State lawsand the advantages of local, 
government, ‘Phe equity which releases a large portion of 
the wealth of the State from local taxation, and fi 
deficiency upon property fess negotiable in jts ehi I 
whieh exempts the bouds of the capitalist from BRUE tax- 
it upon the dwelling of the humble | 
d ot the agriculuvist—will not be 
Had Congress limited the immaniti 
conterred upon the folders of United States stocks to ex- į 
emption trom taxation for all purposes of the national Gov- į 
ernment, if would probably have sti edevery destrabte | 
end. But when it goes further, and assumes to remave the | 
property of citizens from beyond the jurisdiction of the | 
State in which itis located, ant exempts itfrom all bur- i 
dons of a municipal charaeter, it trenches upon ground of 
questionable utility, whieh may, be productive of popular 


wealthy men of the communit: 


discontent, alike injarious to the government and th 
tutions availing themseives mmunities ofer: 
Now, Mr. Chairman, that was written in refer 


interest which always mo 
personal estate in. these b 
taxation for State; county, town, 
purposes: They were free from 
which they should-have shaved; and 
of the Stateand city governments who 
ages they enjoyed: were cast upoh ‘other, ele 
of persons with gréat inequality and grea 
justice, “as the- bank superintendent: says: 
this bill not only “proposes to exempt 
States bonds, but also:to exempt thé entire gi 
tal of these banks whenever a certain proportio 
of:it is invested.in this way. as vg 

I trust, Mr. Chairman, that those who- deeri 
this to be'a wise measure will give a fair- consid-:' 
eration—that is all l ask, as it affects all. generally. 
alike—to this feature of it.. I have received lets. 
ters on the subject from private persons,and: ress: 
olutions from towns, calling my attention to this,’ 


cand asking that Congress-shall have its attention 


culled to this exemption of United States bonds> 
from State taxation, saying that ‘it enables:the 
wealthy to put their property in these securities; 
thus avoiding taxation, and throwing the burdens. 
of it on the other classes of the comraunitys They, 
argue that it would be better to’ pay ahigher rate: 
of interest, or favor their negotiation by‘exémpt- 
ing them from United States taxation, but that’ 
this getting up a discrimination at home among 
the people was unjust, in the first place, and would: 
be injurious. 4 eee 
Mr. Chairman, I desire only to. call attention : 
to this view of things, especially in reference to 
my own State; and I can see no distinction be» 
tween that and others. | have endeavored not.to 
enter into a general discussion of the polity of the 
bill, which, however, I hope will be’ fully dis- 
cussed, for it seems to me to bea bill fraught with 
more of good or evil than most bills which come 
before us. It is one’certainly which, combining: 
as it does all the banking capital of the country, 
will in the hands of a party Administration wield. 
for that party an. influence fur greater than was 
ever wielded by any Administration or any party 
in the history of the country. as 
But, sir, as } remarked in the outset, Ido: not: 
intend to discuss this bill in its general principles: 
I merely call the attention of the House to these 
particular features, which I trust will be amended. 
if it isto become a law.. 1 hope they will receive: 
the careful consideration of the House and: of 
Congress. aa ae 
Before I take my seat I will indicate an amend;. 
ment which [ have prepared, and which some 
gentleman may perhaps offer at the proper time 
in my absence. , [propose to amend the eighth 


j section by adding as follows: 


And such associations and corporations shall severally 
be subject to such municipal taxation upon their real and 
persoual estate the same as persons residing at their re- 
spective places of business are subject to such taxation by 
State laws. 

Mr. PRUYN. Mr. Chairman,as this discussion 
will probably continue for some days, I may at 
some future time, if opportunity offers, present 
some general views in regard to the policy of this 
measure. But at present I wish to make a few’ 
remarks, in regard to an amendment which I shall 
propose at some proper time, in order that it may 
be understood by gentlemen upon the other side 
of the House, and that it may be acted upon either 
now or at some future stage of the consideration, 


! of the measure, as may secem most desirable. 


As has already been stated by my two’ col- 
leagues who have preceded me, [Mr. Brooxs and’ 
Mr. Kernan,] itis evident that this bill, in some 


i Shape, is to pass, that this policy is te be inaugu- 


rated, that this addition isto be made to the powers 
of this central Government. J feel that it will be’ 
the greatest blow yet inflicted upon the States; 


! that this is to be the greatest stride toward that 


despotic power which, if the policy of the pres- 
ent Administration be continued, must, ina few 
years, spread over this country. : 

At the request of friends, and ef those-who are 
interested in this bill, I have gone through with 
all of it, and shall be prepared, as the committee 


| proceed with its consideration, section by section; 


to submit such amendments as L believe will go. 
to perfect the scheme, and make it as little objec” 
tionatle as possible; at any rate; to enable it to 
work as smoothly as such a scheme can work: 

I beg ‘gentlemen upor the other side of the 
House, who will have the responsibility“ attend- 
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anti upon ‘this. measure, and particularly those 
whohave especial charge of it, to remove this bu- 
resu this branch of the Government, as far from 
the fluctuations of politics. and of political influ- 
ences-as possible. think that sufficient prom- 
inence and sufficient. position is not given. by this’ 


bileto the head of: this. department. alt. should. 


be: made, nota bureau of the ‘Treasury Depart- 
ment—the Treasury has enough to attend. to.al- 
ready—but it should. be made’ separate admin- 
istrative Department of the Government, and it 
should be located: at. the commercial center of 
the Government, at New. York, and notat Wash- 
ington. - It. should be removed from the political 
influences and the political fluctuations which at- 
tend everything -here. Its. head should receive 
an-ample salary, as large as any other officer of 
the Government, All this should be done for the 
purpose of removing this vast power as far from 
the. great influences of party as possible, for it 
will prove a power, if this policy is to be carried 
out, that can hardly be overeStimated, in this Gov- 
ernment. With a desire, therefore, to disconnect 
it as far as possible from such influences, I would 
place it outside of any existing Department and 
putjit where it ought to be, in the commercial 
center of the country. 

For this purpose I have prepared an amend- 
ment which I shall submit to the committee as a 
substitute for the first section of the bill, or as an 
independent section, which, if adopted, would 
necessarily take the place of the first section of 
the bill when we come to perfect the measure. 

J will send my amendment to the Clerk to be 
read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Strike (rom the first section the words: “T'hat there snall 
be established in the ‘Treasury Department a separate bu- 
reau, which shall be charged with the execution of this and 
all other laws that may be passed by Congress respecting 
the issue and regulation of a national currency secured by 
United States bonds. ‘The chiet dicer of the said burean 
shal} be denominated the Comptroller of the Currency, and 
shall be under the general direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He shal) be appointed bythe President, on the 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Treasury, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, and shall hold 
his office for the term of five years unless soouer removed 
by the President, by aud with the advice and consent of the 
Senate; he shall receive an annual salary of $5,000; he 
ghati have a competent deputy, appointed by the Secretary, 
whose salary shall be $2,500, and who shall possess the 
power and perform the duties attached by Jaw to the office 
of Comptroller during a vacancy in such office and during 
his absence or inability; he shall employ, from time to time, 
the necessary ¢lerks to discharge such duties as he shall 
direct, whieh clerks shall be appointed and classilied by the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury in the manner now provided by 
Jaw 3?? and in died thereof insert the following: 

That there shail be established a separate administrative 
Department of the Government, to be ealled “the Bank 
Department,” which shall be charged with the execution 
of all Jaws respecting the issue and regulation of a national 
currency, ‘The head of the said Department shall be called 
the Comptroller of the Currency, Ife shall be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, and shall hold bis office for the term of four 
years, unless sooner removed by the President, by and with 
the consent of the Se His office shall be in the city 
of New York, and his salary shall be $8,000 per annum. 
The said officer may appoint a deputy to discharge such 
duties a8 may be assigned to bim, whose salary shall be 
$4,000 per annum, and who shall possess the power and 
perform theduties ofthe said Comptroller during @ vacancy 
in his office, and during his absence orinability. The said 
Comptroller may, from time to time, employ such clerks in 
the said Department, and at such compensation, as he may 
deem proper; and he shall have authority to make all ne- 
cessary arrangements. for conducting the business of the 
said Department in all its branches. 

Mr, STEVENS. Irise to a question of order. 
The first section has been passed, and the com- 
mittee is now on the second section, The gen- 
tleman’s amendment is therefore not in order. 

Mr. PRUYN. [I am quite sensible that we 
have passed from the first section, The Clerk 
has read the first section, and passed to the sec- 
ond; but no vote has been taken. It is in the 
power of the committee to go back. 

I take it for granted, Mr, Chairman, that we 
are in good faith discussing this whole project 
with a view of arriving at what may be consid- 
ered the best results. For my part I am pre- 
pared, as far as L am able, to offer suggestions in 
good faith on various points connected with the 
bill, with a view of making it what I believe its 
friends intend it to be. 

Mr. HOOPER. Task the gentleman from New 
York whether his amendment isa part of the bill 


. prepared by Mr. Gallatin ? 


_ Mr. PRUYN. It was written by me,and the 
ink is not yet dry upon it. I have not seen Mr. 
Gallatin’s bill. 


Mr: HOOPER.. [was going to suggest that | 


that hill-be brought up as a substitute for the one 
pending, Se PUN Se 
Mr. PRUYN. I did not know that Mr..Gal- 


Jatin-had prepared a bill. I wrote the amendment 


at my desk while the discussion was going on. 

1 have already stated, and I wish to enforce the 
view if it be necessary to do so—the subject is so 
important I believe I am justified in substantially 
repéating it—that itis highly desirable and import- 
ant to the success of this scheme that it should 
be separated, as far as possible, from the chang- 
ing politics of the day. I offer. this amendment 
in good faith, believing if a Department be estab- 
lished of this character it will be more stable, and 
its duties will be more fairly exercised. I mean 
by that, that it will be withdrawn from political 
influences, which will strengthen the system and 
draw to it the confidence of the people. I will, 
if the Committee of Ways and Means sec fit, offer 
it as a substitute for the first section, or reserve 
the right to offer it as a substitute for the bill. I 
will pursue either course for the purpose of ar- 
riving fairly at the point I wish to present. 
know that it requires unanimous consent to go 
back and movemy amendment to the first section, 
and J now ask that unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEVENS. [ object. When we get 
through, the gentleman can move a substitute for 
the bill. 

Mr. PRUYN. It is hardly worth while to 
undergo the labor of preparing a substitute for the 
whole bill if the real essence and germ of that sub- 
stitute can be tested in an amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will go further and say 
that when wego into the House the previous ques- 
tion shall not be called until the gentleman has 
had an opportunity to submit a, substitute for the 
first section. That will answer his purpose and 
enable us to get along with the bill. 

Mr. PRUYN. [appreciate the kind feeling of 
the gentleman from Pemsylvania and his desire 
to accommodate me; but I really think if we are 
going to discuss the bill with the great principles 
Involved in it, we Should consider the questions 
and propositions which bear upon itnow. If the 
Committee of the Whole go through this bill with 
a view of carrying out the schemcas reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means it can hardly 
be expected that the House will overturn their 
action by adopting a substitute to be all gone over 
again. 

°Mr. STEVENS. If we allow the gentleman’s 
request to go back, which we should be glad to 
do, we eannot refuse it to anybody else who loses 
his time. I hope the gentleman will adopt the 
other course. If his proposition has merit in it, 
it will pass in the House. 

Mr. PRUYN. What is the rule in regard to 
the matter? 

The CHAIRMAN. Where the committee is 
considering a bill section by section and clause by 
clause it is not in order to recur to any section or 
clause which has been passed. 

Mr. PRUYN. Whether a vote was taken or 
not? 

The CHAIRMAN. [tis considered asassented 
to whether amendments have been offered or not, 
and whether a vote has been taken or not. 

Mr. PRUYN. For the purpose of a test vote 
I move my proposition as a substitute for the sec- 
tion under consideration. It has already been read 
and the committee understand it. 

Mr. KASSON. lask to call the gentleman’s 
attention to tbis fact: this proposition can at any 
time, embracing half a dozen lines, be presented 
to the House as an independent clause conferring 
all of these powers conferred by this bill upon the 
Comptroller of the Currency, or upon the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury, upon an officer to be called 
the Comptroller of the Treasury, who shall keep 
his ofice in New York city. At anytime half a 
dozen lines will enable him to test the sense of 
the House. ` 

There are so many important considerations 
connected with the proposition, that I should be 
glad to have it considered as a separate subject— 
thatit should be fairly considered asa proposition 
to create an independerit Department, Itdoes not 
concern the merits of this bill as to its general 
features, and embraces so many considerations in- 
dependent of this bill that I prefer, if agreeable 
to the gentleman, to have it presented as a new 
bill, which he can do at any time. ` 


Mr. PRUYN:, I submit that that is not the 
way to reach a point of this kind., ‘We are con- 
sidering the whole thing and desire to put it in. 
the best shape possible. The Committee of Ways 
and. Means propose to enact.a law which some 
of us think objectionable, and the gentleman from 
Iowa asks us to bring in a statute amendatory of 
that law. . It strikes me that our duty is to get at 
it and to meet it fairly now. If gentlemen do not 
mean to allow it to be fairly met, let them say so. 
If, in our efforts to put this thing in the best shape 
for the future of the country, we are to be met 
from the other side of the House with objections 
purely technical, then there is an end of all fair 
discussion on this subject... I submit whether this 
is the true way to meet this question. If gentle- 
men on the other side of the House think that is, 
it ig in their power to do so. All I can do is to 
insist on what I consider the true way. If my 
proposition is notagreeable to the other side, they 
will vote itdown. Ifit has merits it ought tobe 
introduced now, for it affects the whole frame- 
work of the bill. 

On a division there were—ayes 15, noes 43; no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Pruyn and 
Looper were appointed. 

The question was put; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 32, noes 55; no quorum voting. 

Mr. PRUYN.. Rather than break up the com- 
mittce I will withdraw my amendment, intending 
to offer it at another time._ 

The Clerk read the fourth section, as follows: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the term “ United 
States bonds,” as used in this act, shall be construed to 
mean all registered bonds now issued, or that may here- 
after be issued, on the faith of the United States by the 
Secretary of the Treasury in pursuance of law. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to insert the words ‘‘ and 
coupons” after the words ‘‘ registered bonds.” 

Mr. HOOPER. Ifthe gentleman will give me 
his attention for a moment I think he will with- 
draw his amendment. The object was to trans- 
fer only registered bonds for the security of the 
bonds, they not being transferable from hand to 
hand, by delivery. ‘he coupon bonds, if they 
be stolen from the Department, pass from hand 
to hand, and are good in the possession of any 
person who happens to hold them. I call the 
gentleman’s attention to an amendment I am di- 
rected by the Committee of Ways and Mcans to 
offer at the proper place, which authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to exchange any cou- 
pon bonds for registered bonds. It will cover, I 
think, the point he has in view. 

Mr. PRICE. That will answer my purpose, 
and I withdraw my amendment, 

The sixth section was then read. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move toamend this section 
in line four, page 4, by inserting after the word 
“ association” the words which name shall be.” 

The amendment is merely a verbal one. 

The amendment was agreed to. ° 


Mr: HOOPER. I move toamend by 
inline twenty, after the word “notary,” 
“Cand;”’ another verbal amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PRUYN. I desire to suggest to the gen- 
tleman ofthe Ways and Means who has charge of 
this bill, an amendment in reference to the phrase- 
ology of the third subdivision of this section, It 
reads: : 

Third. The amount of its capital stock, and the number 
of shares into which the same shall be subdivided. 

I move to strike out all of that clause after the 
word “stock,” and insert in licu thereof the words 
« which shall be divided into shares of $100 each.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. PRUYN. I suggest further that in line 
seventeen, where itis provided that ‘ the said cer- 
tificate shall be acknowledged before,” &c., the 
word “acknowledged” does not seem to be quite 
definite enough. There is no requirement that 
the party shall be known to the officer, and no 
form of any kind is preseribed for the acknowl- 
edgment. Acknowledgments in one State are 
different from those in another State. 

_ Mr. HOOPER. I think that should stand as 
His. 

Mr. PRUYN. Very well. I will call the at- 
tention of the gentleman‘to another thing. The 
latter part of the section reads as follows: 

Copies of such certificate, duly certified by the Comp- 


inserting 
the word 
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troller and authenticated. by his-seal- of office, shall be a 
legal and sufficient evidence, in al! courts and places within 
the United States or the jurisdiction of the Government 
thereof, of the existence of such association, and of every 
other matter or thing which could be proved by the pro- 
duction of the original certificate. 


The question may arise as to the genuineness 
of the signature, and of course you would be com- 
pelled in such a case to produce the original cer- 
tificate. I move to strike out the words “and of 
every. other matter or thing.” 

Mr. STEVENS. Ifthose wordsstood by them- 
selves I should think it proper to strike them out, 
because that would be loose kind of proof; but- 
as the clause makes this copy the original certifi- 
cate, it seems proper it should remain, because it 
will prove what the original would, and nothing 
else. 

The amendment was not agrèed to. 


The seventh section was then read, as follows: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That no association 
shall be organized under this act, with a less capital than 
$100,000, nor, in a city whose population exceeds fifty thou- 
sand persons, with a less-capital than $200,000, 

Mr. KASSON. Not only upon my own mo- 
tion, but in accordance. with the views of other 
members, I move to amend that section by add- 
ing thereto the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to allow the organization of 
a bank with a capital of not tess than $50,000 at any towa 
having a population of not more than fifty thousand per- 
sons; but in such case the entire amount of capital shall 
be paid in before it shall be authorized to commence the 
business of banking. 

I offer the amendment for the reason that in 
many of the more thinly settled States there is an 
amount of capital proportioned to the amount of 
business transacted in certain local centers; and 
many banks now under State authority are estab- 
lished upon a basis of $50,000. In my own State, 

_for example, that is the minimum limit for the 
branches of the State bank of lowa. There are 
several such in Maryland, and in other States; 
and it has been deemed by myself, and by other 

entlemen also, important to conform the provis- 
rons of this bill in that particular to the ascertained 
necessities and condition of things in different 
porions of the United States. This provision 

as been inspected by the proper authorities, the 
Comptroller of the Currency among others; and 
I offer the amendment and ask the opinion of the 
committee upon it, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out the words 
‘but in such case the entire amount of capital 
shall be paid in before it shall be authorized to 
commence the business of banking.” In many 
small towns in Michigan and other States, banks 
are desirable and the people wish toestablish them, 
and $50,000 is sufficient capital to mect the wants 
of the localities. 


in larger places. I would vote for the proviso if 
the words I have specified are stricken out, I 
hope they will be. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Chairman, a single word 
on that amendment which proposes to strike out 


the clause requiring the $50,000 to be paid up. Ij 
believe we ought to have a respectable capital in | 


any of these institutions before we give them the 
general privileges of banking, while in all cases 
where there is a population in any given commu- 
nity demanding a bank atall, the capital ought to 
be, E have no doubt, $100,000. Thereare reasons 
which 1 have already referred to, resting upon the 
condition of things, which should lead us to take 
that $50,000 as a basis. Thereisno banking sys- 
tem that I know of that authorizes a bank with 
less capital than $50,000. I think thatin all those 
cascs which it is desirable to provide for, at least 
fifty thousand dollars capital should be paidin. If 
we get below thatsum, and allow persons to com- 
mence the business of banking on twenty or thirty 
thousand dollars, it seems to me that we will be 
getting the banking system down to too trifling a 
basis, and one notcalculated to inspire confidence 
in the community. It is for that reason that we 
have thoughtit best to accept the suggestion of the 


Comptroller of the Currency, and fix that limit in - 


the case of these small banks. 

Mr. PIKE. I desire to inquire of the gentleman 
from Iowa whether the practical working of the 
present law has been found objectionable with 


the present limit of $50,000 capital? It seems.to į 


} Now, I see no reason for put- | 
ting such banks ona different footing from banks | 


me that if this banking system isa good ane; of 
which I have always had doubts, and in:which I 
am free to say I have yet no faith, it would-be 
well perhaps to distribute itas widely as possible. 
As the limit in our State, and in the State of lowa, 


and in other States is $50,000, 1 would inquire of 
the gentleman what reason there is for raising that. 


limit? 


Mr. KASSON.. If I understand my friend 


from Maine, he says the limit under the present: 


law is $50,000. 

Mr. PIKE. Yes, sir. : pias 

Mr. KASSON. _I presume it is a-paid-up cap- 
ital of $50,060. This only requires the capital 
to be paid up, $50,000, before the business of 
banking is commenced. I think the people are 
entitled to that much security of the bona fides of 
the proprietors of these banks. Iam informed by 
my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoorer,] 
that there has been inconvenience experienced 
under the present system, which authorizes the 


commencement of the business of banking on less’ 


capital; that there is a very large proportion of 
small banks, larger than is desirable, larger than 
contributes to confidence in the system. 

Mr. PIKE. Ido not understand that that ob- 
jection should apply. A bank with $50,000 cap- 
ital is organized on the same principle as a bank 
with a capital of $5,000,000; and why should not 
the bills of the smaller bank carry the same de- 
gree of credit as those of the larger, when both 
are alike secured by nationalstock? The amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa makes 
an invidious distinction between the two. Be- 
sides, it proposes that these banks with $50,000 
capital shall only be located in towns with less 
than five thousand inhabitants. In our State, 
which is sparsely settled, and where there are a 
great many small towng, there are banks, very 
convenient for local purposes, established in towns 
of less than five thousand inhabitants. 

Mr. KASSON. My friend from Maine cer- 
tainly does not understand the proposition. It 
is for the express purpose of giving the banking 

rivilege to towns of pn than five thousand in- 
rabitants. 

Mr. PIKE. Where towns have a population 
slightly exceeding five thousand there have been 
banks established with a capital of $50,000. This 
bill will prevent that. 

Mr. KASSON. Itis necessary that the bill shall 
fixa minimum of capital and a designation of pop- 
ulation. It fixes the capital of a bank at one or 
two hundred thousand dollars, according to the 

opulation of the city where it is established. 

ou must fix some figure for the population when 
the capital is reduced to $50,000. Otherwise you 
will bring the entire system into discredit by al- 
lowing men of small means, and without the re- 
quisite knowledge of banking, to establish a great 
number of these small banks. I take the theory 
which discriminates capital according to popula- 
tion, and ask simply that Congress shall extend 
this privilege to small towns not likely to havea 
bank with a capital of $100,000, and permit them to 
do business on a capital of $50,000. My owntown, 
for instance, having a population slightly over 
five thousand, would be able to raise a bank with 
$100,000 capital. But, sir, we had to select some 
limit as a basis of action, and I took the mean of 
the general estimates that were made; some were 
higher, and some lower. The limit I have fixedin 
my amendment will go beyond what it should be 
in the judgment of some with whom I have con- 
versed, and will fall short of it in the estimate of 
others. I therefore fixed it at five thousand, sup- 
posing thatany town with a larger population will 
be able to raise a bank with a capital of $100,800. 

Mr. PIKE. Do i understand the gentleman 
from Iowa to say that in practice the banks with 
a capital of $50,000 have brought the system into 
discredit? _. 

Mr. KASSON. 1 answer the question of the 
gentleman from Maine, as I think I stated before, 
that to give permission for the establishment of 
banks with so small a capital in any place irre- 
spective of population will fill the country in 
cities as well as smaller towns with a great pre- 
ponderance of these little petty banks; and I re- 
new my declaration that it would not be caleu- 
lated to give credit to asystem of public banking. 

Mr. PIKE. My question was one of fact and 
not one of theory. My question was whether in 
the practical working of the banking system it 


has been. found thit- the- condact of the small 


| system of banking great inconvenience 


banks, such ag those having a capital of $50,000, 
has been such as to bring the system into dis... 
credit? gieta a oe $ 

Mr. KASSON: | The gentleman misunder- : 
stands the application-of my remarks; What I- 
desire to say is that in practice under the present. 
as 


found from the’ large preponderance 
small banks. “In other words, in the lav 
and cities where a capitalo f $100,000 or $15 
could have been raised a good many persons Wit 
very little capital, and knowing nothing about th 
business, have. started those petty banks with: 
$50,000 capital. ee Oars ese 

Mr. PIKE. Suppose they have, what of it? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. The amend- 
ment proposed to the amendment of the. gentle- 
man would prevent an undue accumulation of 
those small banks, because it leaves it in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary. of the Treasury to say. 
whether such banks with a capital .of $50,000 
may or may not be established in each case.“ y; 
~ But I should like to know why a bank with.¢ 
capital of $50,000, when it is authorized, should’. 
have difficulties and obstacles thrown in its-Way s; 
why it should have special conditions imposed. 
upon it that are not imposed upon one with 
$5,000,000? Why are we in these small towfis 
to be subjected to these’ inconveniences, that are 
not placed upon the larger and more wealthy’ 
towns? Why make this distinction? Sir, letus’ 
give.to all the same privileges, let us have equal’ 
rights. There are a good many towns with five 
thousand, six thousand, or three thousand in- 
habitants in which it would be convenient to have’ 
a bank, but where $100,000 capital could not be’ 
easily raised and where the wants of the com- 
munity do not require so large an institution; and 
I can see no reason why the people of these’ 
towns should be subjected to hardships which 
are not imposed upon others. E can see no rea- 
son why a bank with 50,000 capital should not 
be just as safe as a bank with $5,000,000 capital, 
nor can I understand why these small towns in ` 
Michigan, for instance, should not be permitted, 
to raise the banking institutions which are neces-., 
sary for their business with the same privileges 
that are extended to New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, or Boston. i ie DuA 

Sir, we in the sparsely settled country .of the 
West desire to avail ourselves of this national. ; 
system of banking. We desire to support the : 
national currency; we believe it to'be a good curé i 
rency. Jam willing thatthe discretion should be 
left in the Secretary of the Treasury to say in each: 
instance whether one of these banks of $50,000 
shall be established, but when authority has been 
given I want all to be placed upon the same foot- 
ing. ; 
The amendmentto theamendment was adopted; 
and then the amendment, as amended, was re- 
jected. 

Mr. PIKE. I move to strike out ‘one hun- 
dred” and insert in lieu thereof “ fifty.” 

Mr. STEVENS moved that the committee rise, 

The motion was agreed to. l 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker havin 
resumed the chair, Mr. Branprecee reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, had the: Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
House bill No. 333, to provide a national cur- 
rency secured by a pledge of United States stocks, 
and to provide for the circulation and redemption 
thereof, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled > 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled an act (H. R. No. 341) to carry 
into effect the convention with Ecuador forthe | 
mutual adjustment of claims; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

CLOSE OF DEBATE. 

Mr. STEVENS moved that all general debate’ 
in the Committee of the Whole onthe state of the 
Union on the national currency bill be-closed in 
five minutes after its consideration shall be re- 
sumed, 

And then, on motion of Mr. BROOKS, (at 
twenty minutes past four o'clock, p,.mt-)) the 
House adjourned. ae 


l March 25, 


IN. SENATE. — 
z Fray, March 25, 1864. a 
“Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesteday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


“The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a,message from the President of the. United 
States, communicating, in atiswer to a resolution 
of the Senate of the 15th instant, a report from the 
Secretary. of State in-relation to the establishment 
of monarchical Governments in Central and South 
America; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and orderéd to be printed. 


“PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


‘Mr. ANTHONY presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Rhode Island in favor of the pro- 
posed exploration of eastern Asia by Dr. Mc- 
Gowan; which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

“He also presented the petition of George W. 
Hall dnd others, owners of the bark A 1, praying 
for indemnification for alleged losses occasioned 
by the seizure and detention of that vessel at 
Philadelphia on the 18th of December, 1863; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DIXON presented nine petitions of citizens 
of Hartford, Connecticut, praying for increased 
railroad facilities between the citics of New York 
and Philadelphia; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

‘Mr. BROWN presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States, praying for the confiscation 
of the lands of rebels, and their distribution among 
the rank and file of the United States Army, and 
such privates of the rebel army as will take the 
oath of allegiance; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


Mr. POMEROY presented a petition of citizens 
of Kansas, praying for the establishment of a 
mail route from Lawrence to Paola, and a peti- 
tion of citizens of Kansas, praying for the estab- 


lishment ofa mail route from ‘Topeka to the Sac 


and Fox agency in that State; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 


Roads, 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred a resolution of the 
Legislature of Kansas, in favor ofa grant of land 
to that State for the benefit of schools, reported 
a bill (S. No. 193) to extend the cighth section of 
an act entitled “ An act to appropriate the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, and to grant pre- 


emption rights;’’ which was read, and passed to 
a second reading. 

Mr. COLLAMER, fromthe Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom were referred a 
memorial of the contractors on the overland mail 
route, praying fora-continuance of their contract, 
and resolutions of the Legislatare of California 
in-favor of a reduction of the present schedule 
time for the transportation of the mails between 
Atchison, Kansas, and Folsom, California, re- 
ported a bill (S, No. 194) to authorize the Post- 
master General to contract with the Overland 
Mail Company for the carrying the mails; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported a bili (S. No. 196) 
‘0 enlarge the powers of the corporation of the 
sity of Washington; which was read, and passed 
1o a second reading, 

Mr. CLARK, trom the Committee on Claims, 
lo whom were referred the papers in relation to 
the claim of Charles L. Nelson for services as 
agent for harbor improvements at Burlington, Ver- 
mont, submitted a report accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 197) for the relief of Charles L. Nelson. 


Fhe bill was read, and passed to a second read- | 


ing, and the report was ordered to be printed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. HARLAN, in pursuance of previous no- 


dice, asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint | 


resolution (S. No. 38) explanatory of the tenth 
section of an act to reduce the expeuses of the 
survey aud sale of the public lands in the United 
States, approved the 30th day of May, 1862; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committce on Public Lands. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, in pursuauce.of previous 


noticegasked and obtained leave to introduce’a: 
bill. (S. No. 195) to construct a ship canal forthe 
passage of armed and naval vessels from the Mis- 
sissippi river to Lake Michigan, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and refer- 


red to the Committce on Military Affairs and the 


Militia. eee 
Mr. DOOLITTLE asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave tointroducea bill (S, No. 
198):to aid the Indian refugees to return to their 
homes in the Indian territory; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. ; 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


Ordered, That the legal representatives of J. E. Martin, 
deceased, have leave to withdraw their petition and other 
papers from the files of the Senate. 


On motion of Mr. WILKINSON, it was 


Ordered, That the petition aud other papers of the heirs 
of Joshua Chamberlain, deceased, be taken from the files 
of the Senate, and referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 


REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


Mr.NESMITH. I desire to move to take up 
a bill for the mere purpose of reference. Itisa 
bill that was reported yesterday morning by the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. It 
should have been referred to the Committec on 
Military Affairs. I now ask to have it taken up 
and referredto that committee. IJtisa bill (S. No. 
149) granting lands to the State of Oregon to aid 
in the construction of a military road from Port- 
land to Dalles City. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That order will be 
made, if there be no objection, and the bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORT ON EMIGRATION, 


Mr. POWELL. I move to take up a resolu- 
tion that I offered the day before yesterday, asking 
the President to transmit to the Senate an account 
of the moneys expended for colonization. I sup- 
pose there will be no objection to its passage. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [fthat resolution will not 
take up any time I shall not interfere with it, but 
I desire very much to take up the naval appro- 
priation bill this morning. 

Mr. POWELL. Ido not desire to debate it. 

Lhe VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution is 
now before the Senate in its order, and will be 
read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Resolved, Thar the President ol the United States be re- 
guested to furnish the Senate the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Enigration for 1863, with his account of the ex- 
isting contracts and other necessary information on the 
question of emigration. 


The resolution was adopted. 
RETURN OF MANUSCRIPTS. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the original manuseript copies of the re- 
ports ofthe battle of Pittsburg Lauding or Shiloh, laid before 
the Senate on the 28th of Junc, 1862, be returned to the 
Sceretary of War, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the Hoase of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed a bill 
(No. 360) for the prevention and punishment of 
frauds in relation to the names of vessels; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced thatthe House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills 
of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 34) in favor of the legal represent- 
ativesof Isracl C. Wait; and 

A bill (No. 105) for the relief of B. F. and 
Samuel A. Wood. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled billand joint resolution; which 
thereupon received the signature of the Vice Pres- 
ident: 

A bil. (H. No. 341) to carry into effect the 
convention with Ecuador for the mutual adjust- 
ment-of claims; and ©. 

_ Å joint resolution (S. No. 31) authorizing the 
issue of a register to the steamer Mohawk. 


| 
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HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
(No. 360) for the prevention and punishment of 
frauds in relation to the names of vessels was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce; and the: bill (No. 306) to 
amend an act entitled “An act prescribing the 
times and places for holding terms of the circuit 
court for the districts of Iowa, Minnesota, and 
Kansas,” approved January 13, 1863, was read 
twice by its title, and referred 'to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. i 


MILITARY INTERFERENCE WITH ELECTIONS. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to postpone all 
prior orders for the purpose of taking up House 
bill No. 151, being the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will inquire whether 
that will supersede the unfinished business of yes- 
terday? 

`The VICE PRESIDENT. It will not. The 
unfinished business will come up at one o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. > If the Senator will insist 
on going on with his speech at one o’clock, I do 
not know that I shall push this motion; but Lam 
extremely desirous, for the accommodation of 
some gentlemen, to dispose of this bill to-day. 1 
do not wish, however, to interfere with the just 
rights of the Senator, if he desires to go on to-day. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will say to the Senator 
from Maine that my only desire on the subject. 
arises from this fact: 1 didnot make any extended 
notes of the speech of the honorable Senator from 
Michigan to whom I am replying, and if the sub- 
ject goes over until next week I presume the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. Trumsux] will press his 
bill before the Senate, and 1 may not get an op- 
portunity to finish my remarks at all. I assure 
the Senator I shall occupy buta very short time. 
I should not have occupied yesterday more than 
an hour if I had not been interrupted. f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. -Is the Senator ready to 
proceed now? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then [ donot know but 
that the Senator had better finish his speech now 
if he insists on going on, and we can take up the’ 
Navy bill afterwards, instead of breaking in on 
it at one o’clock,. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
submit that motion? ` , 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I withdraw my motion 
to take up the Navy appropriation bill,and move 
to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

_ The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 37) to prevent officers 
of the Armyand Navy and other persons engaged 
in the military and naval service of the United - 
States from interfering in elections of the States, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I assure 
the Senate that my desire to go on this morning 
docs not arise from any wish on my part to inter- 
fere with the business of the Senate; nor is it from 
any desire to be heard inthis body; but itis sim- 
ply because the question under consideration is 
one in which the people of my State have a deep 
interest, one in which T, as the representative of 
that State, feel a deep interest, and one which [ 
think is more important than any measure that 
has been before this Senate at the present session, 
or is likely to come before it; because it involves 
no less a question than the constitutional rights 
of the States, and the freedom of elections in the 
States. It is a question of civil liberty; a greater 
question than which cannot possibly engage the 
attention of the Senate. 

Mr. President, the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, to whom the bill under consideration was 
referred, notwithstanding the extraordinary re- 
port in otherrespects which they have made, seem - 
to have received a gleam of light, which appeared 
to flash upon their minds and to influence their 
judgment for an instantat least. Hence I find in 
their report the following remarks: 

_ That elections should be free from all violence and in- 
timidation, is an axiom of free government accepted by all, 
aud so evident thatit need not be discussed. Violence and 
threats of violence, and ali disturbance, actual or threat- 


; ened, calculated to keep the legal voter from the polls, or 


to constrain his free wil] and choice in ex rcising his right, < 
are plainly incompatible with the principles on which our 
governments, whether State or Federal, rest? 


Now, Mr. President, the bill which is pending 


1864. 


proposes to remedy an evil which (if it exists, it 
is admitted by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and by the honorable Senator from Michigan, who 
drew the report, or who, at least, is responsible 
for its presentation to the Senate) strikes at -the 
very foundation, in their own language, of our 
form of government, both Federal and State. Sir, 
if the charges made against this Administration 
of having interfered with the freedom of election 
in the States be truc, then what greater, what more 
important subject can engage the attention of this 
Senate? [tis a question, sir, in which, as is ad- 
mitted by the report of the committee, is involved 
the very existence, not only of your State, but of 
your Federal Government. 

But, sir, we are told by the honorable Senator 
from Michigan that the time is unpropitious, that 
we are engaged in a civil war, that this is no time 
to hear complaints against the exercise of author- 
ity by those who administer the affairs of the 
Government. The only reason which he assigns 
for this conclusion is that we are engaged in war. 

Sir, [ commend to the attention of that Senator, 
and all others who sympathize with him in feel- 
ing and who believe with him, the example of 
one of the greatest English statesmen that ever 
lived, I refer to Sir John Eliot, who in the days 
of Charles, when the liberty and the chartered 
rights of English subjects were threatened with 
destruction, although his country was éngagedin 
war with a foreign power, rose in his place in the 
British Parliament and declined to discuss the 
issues of war or the questions involved in war so 
long as the birthright of the English subject was 
in jeopardy. Sir, the burning words of eloquence 
which that champion of English liberty uttered 
upon that occasion will live and be cherished as 
long as the acts of tyranny and oppression of 
Charles are remembered and hated. It is true 
that his noble utterances in the vindication of the 
rights of English subjects, it is true that the noble 
sentiments which he uttered in behalf of the prin- 
ciples of English liberty, cost him bis liberty, 
caused him to be imprisoned for years until dis- 
ease came to his relief, and his death-chamber 
was in one of the prisons of Charles. It may be, 
sir, that during the unhappy times through which 
we are passing the utterance of similar sentiments 
may subject others to a like fate; but the patriot 
statesman knows no rule of conduct but that of 
duty, and seeing the path of duty plainly marked 
out before him he will pursue it, regardless of all 
personal consequences. ; 

But, sir, I object to this notion of the honorable 
Senator from Michigan, that times of civil war are 
not the times in which American statesman or 
American citizens should look to their rights and 
observe closely the principles of the fundamental 
law. In times like these, the strides of power are 
rapid and great, and tyrants in all ages of the 
world, who would subvert the liberties of their 
countrymen, under the pretense of preserving 
those liberties, have, in such periods, appealed 
to this same great, high doctrine of necessity. 
Sir, I ask you, I ask the country, whether it is 
probable, whether it is likely, whether there is 
any reason to believe that if we now temporarily 
abandon the rights which we have received from 
our fathers, and which are guarantied in the fun- 
damental law, both State and Federal, we shall 
ever regainthem? Look back through this world’s 
history and tell me, if you can, where there is a 
single instance in which a free people have volun- 
tarily surrendered their chartered liberties into the 
keeping of their rulers, under the plea of necessity, 
that they have ever regained ther. ‘The example 
does not exist in history} and if we now (under 
the delusion that by temporarily surrendering our 
liberties and intrusting all our rights into the 
keeping of those who administer the affairs of the 
Government, we shall preserve the Union of the 
States and the constitutional rights secured in that 
Union) yicld up our rights, we shall wake up 
hereafter, when power shall become more firmly. 
fixed, when ambition shall be still further grati- 
fied, when ihe numbers of those who crawl around 
the feet of power shall be increased, when their 
interests to support the exercise of unwarranted 
power shall betncreased, and we shall find that the 
dream we have indulged in of preserving our lib- 
erties by any such surrender of our rights js a 
delusion, and a most deep delusion. 

Sir, the constitutional rights secured to us in 
the fundamental law were secured to us not only 


do I say so? 


for times of peace. but.for times of war... They 

are as the rudder to the ship, which, if abandoned, 

the ship is lost. Neither, sir, is there any ground: 
for the pretext that the surrender of. those liber- 

ties temporarily is necessary for their preserva- 
tion permanently. It issaid by the Senator from: 
Michigan, and others who entertain the. same 
view. that be does, that all those acts which it is 
alleged have been done by authority of the Ad-: 
ministration, and which find a champion in him, 
are necessary for the preservation, of the Consti- 
tution and the Union. What an absurdity, Mr.. 
President! The idea that the Union can be pre-: 
served, and that the Constitution which makes. 


‘that Union, and which is the bond of that. Union, 


ean be preserved by its destruction! Neither is 
it, in my judgment—and I have a right here to 
speak my opinion of the public acts of public 
men, and I shall exercise that right—the object 
which those who enact these scenes have in view 
to preserve the Union and the Constitution.» Why 
I say so because their own acts 
demonstrate the fact, and their utterances. also 
evince the truth of what I say. These acts done 
to preserve the Constitution and the Union! Let 
any man in this country at this day say in a pub- 
lic speech in any community, and letit come home 
to the ears of those who exercise power, that he 
is in favor of the Union as it was and the Consti- 
tution as it is and whatis the judgment they pass 
upon him? ‘That he isa disloyal man, that he 
is not faithful to his obligations to the Govern- 
ment under which he lives. That noblest of all 
sentiments uttered during these days of revolu- 
tion, the Union as it was and the Constitution 
as itis,” is adjudged by the very men who are 
guilty of perpetrating these acts as an evidence, 
clear and unquestionable, that he who utters the 
declaration is a disloyal man. Now, sir, 1 hold 
that the only disloyal men in this country, the 
only real traitors in this country, the only men 
who will be adjudged to be such by an honest 
future history, are those who scout and scoff at 
“the Constitution as it is and the Union as it 
was.” To that Constitution, and to that Con- 
stitution alone, I owe my allegiance. To that 
Union as it was, and to that Union alone, have I 
any right to cherish any love or any attachment. 
But he who is opposed to that Constitution as it 
is and to that Union as it was, and who attempts 
to inaugurate or advocate a policy destructive of 
either, 1s the real traitor, and the only man in the 
limits of this country who deserves to be branded 
as. a traitor. . 

Sir, what is the object of these military orders 
and of this military interference with the freedom 
of election in the States, of which we complain? 
It is to exclude from the polls that class of Amer- 
ican citizens who declare themselves to be in fa- 
vor of the Union as it was and the Constitution 
as itis. Coming home to my State, what party 
is it against which this military interference has 
been leveled? ls it against members of a polit- 
ical organization who have declared aught except 
attachment to the Constitution as it is and the 
Union as it was? No,sir: That motto was em- 
blazoned upon every banner which for the last 
two elections they have unfurled before the peo- 
ple. The proceedings of their State and county 
conventions and of all their primary assemblages 
have declared their devotion to that Union and to 
that Constitution, and that they were unalterably 
opposed to the infraction of the one or the destruc- 
tion of the other. And yet, sir, so enormous, so 
heinous has been their transgression, that the 
power which sits enthroned--I trustin God, how- 
ever, only temporarily—at the other end of the 
avenue, finds it necessary to send his armed bands 
to keep.a free people in the exercise of their con- 
stitutional rights from declaring their attachment 
to the old Constitution made by the great and wise 
men of the past, and to that Union under which | 
our fathers lived and under which a majority of 
the people of my State desire, still to live, They 
are considered. disloyal because they are in favor 
of keeping their oaths and observing the precepts 
of their fathers. 

What was the oath that I took when I became fl 
a member of this body? Was itto supportanew | 
Union and a new Constitution? Was it to enter | 
into that house with all the modern improvements | 
which the patriot Butler declared they were going | 
to build up when the old Union was torn down? | 


Ye gods! the work of George Washington and 


side of Butler! ; T 
_ Sir, the party opposed: to this Adminjstrat 
‘In, my. State desire. no. such- covering: fron 
presence of the coming storm. . They: seelt not to: 

enter into Mr. Butler’s palace, though iit may-be4 
furnished with all the ‘adoriments which he ean 
pick up in-the Gulf department. He: may. fur- 
nish it with all the costly mirrors ard all the’fine’ 
and sweetly-strung instruments which: his patt 

otism:may cause him to transplant from thé poss ; 
session of their original owners,:and-he may; 
place them in this. building to-be erected by. his - 
patriotism, but we desire not.to look-into:his mir 
rors nor to hear.the sound. of his music... We: 
prefer the good old strains: which come up from: 
the past, which we heard in infancy, which we: 
have heard in manhood, and we say our only de=: 
sire is to live in the Union asit was and under the: 
Constitution as itis. And for a declaration. of; 
this kind have these outrages been petpetrated:: 
upon the people of my—I had almost said States 
it was once a State, but itis now in facta military). 
province; for that offense, alone, has the tyrant 

hand of power been laid upon them,and amajor-: 
ity of the people deprived of the exercise of their’ 
constitutional rights, kept from the polls, not als 
lowed a voice at the last election in referende to: 
the selection of a candidate to represent them. in’ 
Congress. A satrap reigns over that province. 

In times of civil comnfotion and revolution, such 

creatures will come up, but, thank God, the Sober.’ 
second sense of the people generally gets rid of: 
them. : 

Lam told, with no personal disrespect either,:. 
that these things are not true, or that if-true there 
is a necessity for them, because we deserve them, 
or else that we must consider the times and bear: 
them. Such a response as that may well: come’ 
from those who wish to cat the crumbs that, fall 
from the table set at the presidential mansion. It 
will receive no respect, however, from one whos: 
desires neither his crumbs nor his fat things...» 

I say, sir, that the declaration of the:attach=': 
ment of the dominant party in my State. to: they 
Constitution as it is and the Union as it was is: 
their sole offense, unless you consider it to be an 
offense that they would not vote justas the Ad= 
ministration wished- them. Let me tell you, sit, 
this military interference, may continue until the 
youngest child in that State 1s gray-headed,-and- 
at a fair expression of popular opinion in that 
State a majority of the people will never so vote;: 
because the majority against the policy of the 
Administration and its acts only: increases with 
every attempt that they make to.deprive the peo- 
ple of their liberties. You can never conquer the 
spirits of brave men. You may keep them from 
the polls by mere brute force. You may deny 
them their equal rights. Youareusurpers when: 
you do it, ‘They may either not desire to bring 
themselves in collision with your power, or they 
may not have the power to resist it; but those of - 
them who remain outside of forts and bastiles, and 
who-are not banished, will retire to the quietude 
of their homes and scorn your power. 

It seems to me that those who advocate this 
interference with the freedom of elections in the 
States have never properly considered the conse- 
quences to which it may lead. You-have now ° 
about a million and a half of armed men. You: : 
have received at least that many under the various 
calls made upon the people ofthis country. They 
are subject to the Presidentas their Commander- 
in-Chief. He hasinthe pastinterfered with the free 
exercise of opinion in the States, but he has only’ 
interfered against those who were opposed te his 
measures of public policy. He seeksa reëlection 
at the hands of the American people; provided he ~ 
chooses to allow the people to go through the 


| forms of anelection. Suppose that he should be 


the successful nominec of the party now inpowet, 
with this army of a million and a half of men, 
and the power of removing out of thatarmy-évery 
man politically obnoxious to him. .Suppose'that 


| after exercising these acts of power, he finds that 


of condemning those acts, 
approve them, as the Senator from: Michigan 
seems to approve them. Suppose H should turn 
out that he is- not afterall: a man-superior to the 


his supporters, instead 
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Mr, President, history is written for our in- 
struction. Even in my boyhood days, when I 
read the magnificent History of the Decline and 
Fall of the Romaa Empire, by Gibbon, I was 
strack—it has been impressed on my memory and 
forced upon my mind almost constantly ‘ever since 
—with the power of a few armed men over the 
large unarmed mass. If You will turn to the 
pages of that great historian you will find that 
while writing the decline and ‘fall of the Roman 
people he makes this remark: ‘ Fifteen thousand 
well-armed, well-disciplined. soldiers, can keep in 
subjection ten million unarmed people.” Ifthat be 
true what could a million and a half of armed men 
do, at the command of the present Executive of 
the United States, or of any other Executive; in 
npo ulation of twenty or thirty millions? 

o not mean to say that the soldiers who are 
in the Army would lend their countenance tosuch 
a thing. I believe, and have always believed, 
that when they entered into the public service it 
was with the noble purpose of trying to preserve 
the Union of these States—the Union as it was— 
not to build up a new one; to preserve the Con- 
stitution as itis, not to make a new one. 

But, sir, no man can tell the changes that may 
come over the minds of men, because men are not 
perfect. Association begets not only like pur- 
poses but like ideas, and power being exer- 
cised, and the soldiers being placed under officers 
having a common purpose, and forced to obey 
orders however much in their hearts they might 
be opposed to them, it leaves us but litle hope 
that in the hands of an ambitious man, one regard- 
less of the rights of the people, there would be 
the remotest chance for the preservation of con- 
stitutional liberty in this country if the present 
Executive should be continued in power, 

And here I will take occasion to digress thus 
far to say that while I would not support any 
gentleman prominent before that party for its 
nomination, yetifl belonged to that party I would 
take several of the men who are named for the 

lace before 1 would take the present Executive. 

hy? Because it is safer for the liberties of the 
people that a change should occur once in four 
years, even if they suffer, and suffer greatly, dur- 
ing those four years, than that the same person 
who has been guilty of these oppressive acts 
should be continued, and continued that he may 
strengthen himself in powerand have greater op- 
portunities for the accomplishment of the objects 
of his personal ambition. 

Before I proceed on that branch of the sub- 

ject which willconclade the remarks I shail make 


-on this occasion, I simply wish to refer to one re- 


mark made by the Senator from Michigan. He 
lays down the broad proposition that these mili- 
tary orders are law. He says that the proclama- 
tion of Governor Bradford in Maryland—I do not 
intend to enter into the interests of Maryland in 
this controversy further than to refer to the prin- 
ciple—in reference to the freedom of election in 
his State was a usurpation of power; that when 
he called upon the people of his State to go to the 
polls and exercise their right of suffrage accord- 
ing to the constitution and laws of the State, the 


Governor was guilty of usutpation. ‘TheSena- 
tor reflects very severely on the Governor of Ma- 
ryland; and on the ground that the military or- 
ders of General Schenck had the force and effect 
of law, and -that the Governor’s proclamation 
advised resistance to the law, because it advised 
resistance to these military orders. Strangely 
enough, he compliments a man who never was 
Governor of the State-of Delaware by the choice 
of the people of that State, buta man who was 
put there by him who sits enthroned at the other 
end of the avenue by the force of bayonets, be- 
cause he issued an order commanding the judges 
of election in all election precincts to be most ob- 
sequiously observant of the commands of his mas: 
ter, Schenck. 

Bat, sir, I come to the question of law. Where 
does the Senator from Michigan find his authority 
for the legality of these orders? He attempted to 
cite a case in the Supreme Court of the United 
States as establishing the fact that military orders 
by General Schenck had the force of law and were 
entitled to the operation of law. I have not taken 
the pains nor the trouble to look at 21 Howard, 
where the case is reported. I have read it, and I 
know what the case was, and it has just as much 
application to the matter in behalf of which it is 
invoked as it has todo with the man in the moon. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What was it? 

Mr.SAULSBURY. Thecase of Booth. What 
was the case of Booth? An attempt was made to 
execute the fugitive slave law in the State of Wis- 
consin. Booth was guilty of opposing forcibly 
the execution of that law, and of opposing the due 
execution of the marshal’s process, and he was 
indicted and tried for a violation of the law of the 
land on account of his forcible resistance to a 
statute of the United States. Thecourt said that 
the officer, being charged with the execution of the 
process, had a right to use force to execute his 
process if it became necessary. That is all the 
case decides, that a legal officer with a legal pro- 
cess has a right to execute his process, and yet 
that case is invoked in the Senate of the United 
States to prove that when Mr. Schenck or Mr. 
Burnside—whom the women and children of this 
country love, whom the exiles in foreign lands 
admire, and whom the votaries of human liberty 
in all ages of the world will place by the side of 
Hampden and Sidney and the great patriots of the 
past—this case is invoked to show that an order 
emanating from sucli virtuous and patriotic gen- 
tlemen has all the force and effect of law! 

The Senator from Michigan seemed to shudder 
at the enormity of the offense committed by the 
Governor of Maryland. He thoughtit semi-trea- 
son, and said, ‘Suppose the advice of the Gov- 
ernor had been carried out, what would have been 
theeffect? Why, thatthe soil of Maryland would 
have been reddened with the blood of her citizens.” 
It might have been so. I have no doubt that the 
Federal Administration were powerful enough to 
overpower the authorities of the State of Mary- 
land; that they could have caused the soil of that 
State to be reddened with blood; butagainst whom 
would the voice of that blood come up from the 
ground in judgment? Would ithave been against 
the patriotic men who were attempting simply to 
exercise a plain constitutional right, or would it 
have been against those who by physical force 
caused their blood to redden the ground, because 
they dared to exercise their inalienable, constitu- 
tional rights? Suppose that hundreds of thou- 
sands of women had been made widows and hun- 
dreds of thousands of children had been made 
orphans, against whom would every tear which 
they shed have been bottled up against that last 
and dreadful day to flash conviction in the eyes of 
the guilty? Not against Governor Bradford, or 
the citizens of Maryland, who were acting only 
legally; but against him who sits enthroned at the 
other end of the avenue and those whom he com- 
missions—Major General Schenck and those who 
codperated with them. There would have been 


‘murder, deep, foul, black, damning, but theirs 


would have been the guilty souls, and not that of 
ead Bradford or those of the people ofMary- 
and. 

Mr. President, I know that itis thought by 
many that we in the border States manifest too 
mach feeling on this subject. Some gentlemen 
may think that our complaints are groundless. 


If they would only transplant themselves to our 
locality, and after having enjoyed under written 


constitutions and established Jaws the privileges 
which they had: exercised, should then become 
subject to the dttrages which have been perpe- 
trated upon our people, they would go further 
than we, (for we have never done that:) they would 
invoke revolution, and they would welcome any 
blast, whether it came from heaven or hell, that 
should give them their liberties. But we have 
never invoked the spirit of revolution. or of law- 
lessneéss; we have quietly submitted to it; and as 
far as my own State is’ concerned, although this 
report charges that there were great numbers of 
disloyal persons in that State, and a great many 
persons who had been engaged in the rebellion, 
not one word of which is true, the history of the 
State shows and the history of the country shows 
that from the beginning of these troubles’ there 
has not been a meeting of eyen two men in the 
State, much less a mecting of any political party, 
much less any combination of any considerable 
portion of the people, to obstruct, by force, in- 
timidation, or otherwise, the execution of any 
Federal law, or any attempt to carry that State 
out of the Union, or to persuade it to be unfaith- 
ful to its obligations to the Constitution. No, sir} 
there is the ground of complaint we have. 
Ihave sometimes thought, Mr. President, that 
this Administration, those who exercise power in 
this country, have had one of two objects in view 
in reference to the border States: either to force 
them to take up arms against the Federal Govern- 
ment and attempt to go out of the Union, or to 
harass and oppress them in every possible mode, 
and try how much human nature can bear. i 
It is true that the Senator from Michigan finds 
cause of complaint against the Legislature of m 
State because they passed certain resolutions whic 
he denominates traitorous. I will simply say to 
that Senator that when the Legislature of my 
State wishes to take lessons in patriotism and de- 
votion to the country—and especially after his 
speech and the principles of constitutional law he 
has announced—they certainly will not consult 


} the distinguished Senator from Michigan. It may 


be alight that may illuminate the very cold regions 
on the lakes, and the waters of the fakes may re- 
flect back that light to a very considerable dis- 
tance; but it has never reached the ‘great and 
mighty” State of Delaware, as he denominates 
my State, and it never will, ; 

Sir, those resolutions declare, first and fore- 
most, a decp and ardent attachment to the Union 
framed by our fathers, a deep devotion to the 
Constitution, which is the bond of that Union; 
and they declare, ag freemen have a right to de- 
clare, that this Administration, under the pretense 
of prosecuting a war to suppress a rebellion, hag 
needlessly and outrageously trampled upon the 
constitutional rights of the people, and for parti- 
san purposes has oppressed the people of the 
States, and the people of the State of Delaware 
particularly; and they denounce as one of their 
grievances, and a just cause of complaint, that he 
has sent his military to control their local elec- 
tions; and that is semi-traitorous, says the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. ; 

Suppose that when James Buchanan, or Frank- 
lin Pierce, or James K. Polk, was President of 
the United States, either of them had sent the 
Army of the United States into the not “ great 
and mighty” State of Michigan to control its lo- 
cal elections, would the honorable Senator have 
thought it was no cause of complaint, and thatthe 
Legislature of Michigan must not even say one 
word in opposition to the acts of the Administra- 
tion? ‘Consistency is a jewel,’ it is said, and it 
makes a wonderful difference, Mr. President, 
whether it is your bull or my ox that is gored. 

Another act of the Legislature of my State 
against which the Senator complains is the act 
which they have passed to protect their citizens 
in the execution of their constitutional rights as 
electors, What did they do? Did they provide 
for calling out any armed force even to resist the 
usurpations of the Federal Government? Notat 
all; but they declared that any person who being 
a citizen and inhabitant of that State should bring 
a military force within a certain distance of the 
polls on the day of election, or should attempt by 
military interference to control that election, 
should be subject to fine and imprisonment. That 
is what they did. Had they not aright todo it? 
Was it nota just, constitutional exercise of legis- 
lative power and authority? And yet that is 
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ender that the Legislature of Delaware is dis- 

oyal! ; 

Mr. President, there are two words that ought to 
be blotted out of the English language, since they 
have been so miserably perverted as they have been 
in these moderndays, and they are the words ‘< loy- 
alty’’and “ disloyalty.” Ifsomething could come 
over the human memory that these words could 
never be remembered it would be a relief, Men re- 
peat, parrot-like, words whose true signification is 
not objectionable, but words which are miserably 
‘perverted to partisan purposes, The Senator from 
Michigan declares that the resolutions passed by 
the Legislature of Delaware ,and the act of the Gen- 

‘eral Assembly, amount almost to an act of seces- 
sion. Thatis just about as sensible a definition of 
secession as what we hear in every boy’sand girl’s 
mouth that can neither read nor write, and-in the 
mouth of every ignoramus who never read the his- 
tory ofhis country or the Constitution of his coun- 
try, because a man objects to his political views, 
his partisan views, “ You area secessionist P? Par- 
rots learn these things, and can utter them about 
as distinctly as some people. 

My, President, the Senator from Michigan said 
that there was no evidence, or very slight evi- 
dence, of any interference with the freedom of 
elections in the States, I propose to furnish that 
Senator and the country with some evidence of it. 
I hold in my hand a volume of upward of three 
hundred and fifty pages, being a report of a com- 
mittee, and the sworn testimony of witnesses ex- 
amined by that committee, of the Legislature of 
the State of Delaware, showing what the military 
interference in that State has been. Ido not pro- 
pose to read this book to the Senate; but i do 
propose to call their attention to some matters de- 
posed to by the witnesses, which will furnish 
proof of this military interference. 

I stated yesterday that the only justification, if 
there was violence or apprehended violence ina 
State, for the interference of the Executive of the 
United States was the power given him in the 
fourth section of the fourth article of the Consti- 
tution, when he was applied to by the Governor 
of the State when the Legislature was notin ses- 
sion, or by the Legislature if it was in session. 
Atthe time ofour general election of 1862, to which 
this document relates, our Legislature was notin 
session. 1t mcets biennially in the month of Jan- 
‘uary and generally adjourns in March. But we 
had a Governor. Itis true he happened to be a 
Democrat. He did not call upon the President 
of the United States for any military force to aid 
in the execution of the laws of the State of Dela- 
ware. His testimony is to be found on the 4th 
page of this document. In ithe states that he.was 
Governor of the State of Delaware in November, 
1862; that he never applied to the President of the 
United States or any Federal officer for aid to pre- 
serve the peace of that State, or to send troops into 
that State; and that no citizen of the State ever 
applied to him to make such an application to the 
Administration. He further swears in effect that 
he never knew or heard of any cause why they 
should have been brought in, and that he had no 
official information from the General Government 
that troops would be sent into the State on or about 
the 3d day of November, 1862. Yet on the day 
previous to the election in that month and year 
every village of our State was filled with soldiers; 
and on the day of the election soldiers with bay- 
onets and with charged guns were at the polls, 
and at every poll in the State, I believe, except 
one or two. How did they come to be there? 
Had there been any trouble in the State? Had 
there been any outbreak of violence in the State 
of any kind? Had any been threatened? If so, 
I demand the proof. The only authority for ex- 
ecuting the laws of the State and preserving the 
public order of the State is the State authority, 
and that is intrusted to the Governor of the State 
as commander-in-chief of its militia, except when 
he or the Legislature shall apply to the Federal 
authority under the fourth section of the fourth 
article of the Constitution of the United States; 
and yet in that State, simply because it was a 
small State aid a feeble State—feeble in numerical 
numbers, but, thank God, not feeble in the spirit 
of itssons—the military were brought in and sta- 
tioned at the:polls. How did they come there? 

I now call to the stand a man who never wasa 
Democrat in hisdife, who never voted the Demo- 
cratic ticket, and who was voted for and supported 


by this very same Union party—they call.it- the 


nion party; I call. it and believe it to be the dis- |] 


union party. Vincent C. Gilpin, mayor of the 
city of Wilmington, on page 286 of this report 
deposes that he was mayor of Wilmington atthe 
time, and that at the very election where. these 
things took place he voted the Union ticket. He 
states that on a Sunday he was in church, and 
that he was sent for by a colonel, Henry S. Mce- 
Coombs, of Newcastle county, to go to his house. 
Mark you, McCoombs is not a fighting colonel, 
but one of those colonels who get contracts from 
the Government and become rich by making war 
upon the Treasury. He was never ina battleand 


rhe never smelt gunpowder. Mr. Gilpin swears 


that he went there and ‘met Mr. George P. 
Fisher.” Mr. Fisher is the gentleman who was 
at that time a candidate fora seat in the other 
House, and a gentleman whom this body has con- 
firmed as judge of a court in this District after 
having been defeated by the people of the State 
for Congress, even though he was supported by 
bayonets. 


“ I met Mr. George P. Fisher; Mr. Nathaniel B. Smith- 
ers? — 


A gentleman who now sits in the other House— 


“and, I believe, a gentleman by the name of Lofland- 
James R. Lofland, I presume.” 


He met them at the house of Colonel Mc- 
Coombs. Now we come to the particulars of the 
meeting. 


* Question. Will you please to state for what purpose 
they were in Wilmington, and upon what subject they 
wished to consult you? 

“Answer. They wished to consult me on the subject of 
having a military force in Wilmington on the day of the 
election, in order to keep the polis open and free of access ; 
whether I wished a force for this purpose. I replied that 
I did not wish any military force in Wilmington ; that I was 
satisfied in my own mind that, with the police force, I could 
keep better order than [could with a military force, and that 
Į required no military force to keep order. 

i Question, Was there a military force sent there, and 
sariomed at the voting places in the different wards on that 

ay? 7 

“ Answer. There was in several wards, to my knowledge. 
I did not visit all the wards. 

“ Question. Do you know by whose order that military 
force was sent there, and distributed as you have described? 

“Answer. I do not.?? $ ‘* *. be i * 

& Question. What reply did Mr. Fisher, Mr. Smithers, 
Mr. Lofland, or Colonel McCoombs make to your remon- 
strance against sending a military force to the city of Wil- 
mington, or rather to your assurance that you did not desire 
or need such a foree? y 

“ Answer. None, that I recollect, sir. 

© Question. Was there anything said in that interview in 
reference to the placing of soldiers at the different voting 
places of the several hundreds of New Castle county, out- 
side of the city of Wilmington? 

“Answer. There was. 

“The Chairman. Please to state what was said in refer- 
ence to that subject as nearly as you can recollect. 

“The Witness. They asked me what number of persons 
I thought would be required at certain polls in the county. 
I replied I did not know; having no knowledge of any dif- 
ficulty that might occur at those polls. 

“ Question. Do you recollect which of those gentlemen 
asked that question ? 

“Answer. L donot, sir. ButI presume it was a general 
question. 

“Question. Was there anything said at that interview in 
reference tothe bringing of armed soldiers into Kent and 
Sussex counties to be present at the polls on the day of 
election? 

“Answer. There was, sir. > 

“The Chairman, Please state what was said as nearly as 
you can recollect. 

“The Witness. Those gentlemen said there would be so 
many soldiers required at ove place, and so many at an- 
other. I do wot remember exactly what they said. I did 
not charge my mind with anything not relating to the eity 
of Wilmington. 

“Question. Did you learn at that interview, or bave you 
learned since, whether Colonel McCoombs had been in the 
city of Washington to solicit or make arrangements for the 
bringing a military foree into this State to be present on 
the day of election? 

“Answer. That was my impression at the time.” 


I wish here to remark that the Secretary of War, 
in sending to the Senate his answer to the resolu- 
tion offered by the Senator from Kentucky, in- 
quiring what military orders he had given relative 
to the elections in the border States, attempts to 
deny thatany had been given, and he sendsa letter 
from some of his subordinates in which they state 
that none had been given by them, and he says 
that none had gone from his Department directly. 
I have shown here by proof that this Colonel Mce- 
Coombs, acontractorunder this Government, was 
so patriotically inclined that he came here and | 
sought to have the military sent into that State; 
and l will show, before I am through, the commis- 
sions to the provost marshals who were appointed 
the Sunday before the election, signed “Edwin M. ! 


Stanton;’and:produced before hi 
the provost marshals themselves,’ 


pasty 
I cannot show the ordérs accompanying theca 
missions; but I can prove from.one of the provost. 
marshals that orders didt accompany them: Ishall 
show that he sent blank commissions for the ap- 
pointent of provost ‘marshals, and ‘that: thos 
lank commissions were filled up inpart by: George’ 
P. Fisher and this man James BR. Loflan > 
has got his pay by being madea:páymas 
the Army, and. that those commissions.were dë- 
livered to the provost.marshals on the Sunday 
preceding the Tuesday which wasthe-day of our’ 
election, and thatthe instructions were filléd.up 
in one instance, at least, Lam capable of proving, 
by this James:R. Lofiand; and yet the Secretary 
of War declares to the Senate of the United States 
that no orders have gone directly from his Depart- 
ment on this subject. Whatis the meaning of the 
word “direct?” There may beindirectness in thig 
answer. If any man were arraigned on an accu- 
sation of crime before a petit jury in this country, 
and I could bring such strong circumstances 
against him to show-his criminality as J:can fur- 
nish here against the Secretary of War when he 
is charged with military interference in the elec- 
tion in my State, no jury of twelve honest men 
would fail to convict, Mayor Gilpin inchis tes- 
timony also declares his impression to be that. if 
the military had not been there, there would have 
been much less difficulty in preserving order than 
there was. coe 
Governor Cannon was a witness on that occas 
sion, and he testified himself that he had ‘several 
times applied to the Secretary of War to furnish 
troops to be present at the polls; and apprehen- 
sive that the Secretary of War would not answer 
favorably, he, who then was a candidate for Gov- 
ernor of the State, and in whose behalf the mili- 
tary was invoked, applied to Colonel Wallace,.a 
subordinate stationed down on the Eastern Shore 
of Virginia, to send up troops to be present at the 
polls. Soapprehensive were they lest they might 
not receive a favorable answer from Washington, 
that they went to tampering with a subordinate 
officer. If it had been a Democrat who tampered 
with an officer for such a purpose, he would, under 
these new regulations, I suppose, have been. tried 
by a military commission and been shot. . Colonel 
Wallace very obsequiously observed the behests 
of the candidate of the Republican party for Gov- 
ernor, and marched his men up into the State of 
Delaware from the Eastern Shore of Virginia to 
contro} its elections, and dispersed them through 
that State. : 
What pretense did this Governor give when put 
upon his oath before an. investigating committee 
of the Legislature? Why, that he had been told, 
buthe could notsay by whom, by some responsi- 
ble party, that some secessionists from Maryland, 
to be headed by Curtis W. Jacobs, were to go to 
the polis in one of the hundreds in the county in 
which I reside, and that they were to keep the 
Union nien from voting; and also that he had un- 
derstood that at the little election, aboutfour weeks 
before, some Democrat had drawn a pistol upon 
a Republican. He.wascontradicted in both these 
facts, for Mr. Jacobs was called to the stand asa 
witness, and he swore that he never entertained 
such an idea, he never heard it suggested, he wag 
taking no part or lotin the elections in Delaware, 
and had no-idea of doing so, but being a large land- 
holder in the State of Delaware, living near the line, 
having been born in the State, and his wife born in 
the State, he frequently visited, once or twice a 
weck, his farms in the lower part of our State; and 
he happened on the day of election to ride near the 
polls to sce two men on business, and a provost 
marshal arrested him and confined him until four 
o’clock and then released him. In that hundred, as 
you would see if I bad time to read this testimony, 
numbers of citizens were arrested and maltreated 
by the military, and yet no attempt was made to 
raise a hand against them, even when Democrats 
suffered from these outrages. No pretext was 
alleged, much less proved, that there had ever been 
in that State any attempt to create any violence or 
tothwart the operation of any Federal Jaw, or even 
any order of a General Schenck. an 
Mark you, Mr. President, I want to trace this 
matterhome. Mr. Stanton, I willshow you, sent 
blank appointments for provost marshals, and the 
Republican candidate for Congres¢-was one of thé 
men who filled them np, and another Republican 
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Army. assisted him. 
Senate for a moment to the testimony of Judge 
Wootten, residing in the county in which E live. 
On page 8Lof the report he.swears that there was 
great intimidation of Democrats by the presence 
of the military at the polls upon that day, and that 
some dozen Democrats were run off-the ground; 
and other witnesses show that for. two or three 
days they remained hid in a swamp to prevent 
themselves from being arrested by this armed sol- 
diery sent into the State for the purpose of * pre- 
serving the purity of elections,” and ‘ allowing 
true Union men to votel? On page 90, Judge 
Wootten states this very important fact, that dur- 
ing the sitting of the court in Newcastle a con- 
versation took place on thissubject, and one reason 
being assigned— 

“J remarked that that could not have been tue cause, for 
Theard a respectable gentleman say, after the clection, that 
the commissions of two provost marshals were received on 
Friday previons tothe election. Mr. George P. Fisher said 
that that was not so, that he knew that they were notmade 
out until Sunday 3 that he helped to fil them up.” 

Mr. Fisher, the Republican candidate for Con- 
gress, as proved by the sworn testimony of Judge 
Wootten, said the appointments of provost mar- 
shals in the State of Delaware were never made 
out until the Sunday before our election on 'Tucs- 
day, for he, the Republican candidate for Con- 
press, had helped to fillthem up on that day. Sir, 
et the country know that you have at the head 
of the War Department a man who does not fill 
up the commissions which he sends out by him- 
self or by any person connected with his Depart- 
ment, but that upon the eve of an election in a 
State he sends his blank commissions to parti- 
sans, and those partisans candidates for oflice, 
and allows them to fill up the commissions with 
such names asthey please. Talk not to me about 
a desire to prescrve the Constitution and to main- 
tain-the Union and the purity ofelections, when 
1 find it proved by the sworn testimony of honor- 
able men that he who is charged with the admin- 
istration of your War Department is guilty of 
such acts as these. Sir, it is partisanship, and 
partisanship of the basest, deepest dye, Patriot- 
ism is no element in any such conduct, and a 
patrioti man would scorn to be guilty of it, 

I wish now to call attention to another fact, for 
I want to bring this matter hame to the Secretary 
of War. Inasmuch as a casual reader of the re- 
sponse which the Seeretary has made to the Sen- 
ate might conclude that he was ax innocent of the 
whole transaction asachild unborn, | wish to bring 
it home to his door; and Leallattention new to the 
testimony of Daniel J, Layton, a Republican who 
came on as far as Baltimore at least, and went 
down on board the steamboat where the troops 
were sent, to see how this thing eame to be done, 
He swears to having had interviews with Colo- 
nel McCoombs, Mr. Fisher, Mr. Lofland, and 
others, in reference to this matter; and then his 
testimony goes on: 

“ Question, Do you know whether Colonel MeCoombs 
ix colonct inthe rogutar Army or a colonel of the Delaware | 
volunteers? 

E Answer He was appointed colonel of the fifth Dela- 
ware volunteers, commissioned by the Secretary of War. 
POMMUBeations between the Sa yor 
War and Governor Cannon and George P. Pisher in rei- 
tion fo sending troops into this State: aud,as T understand 
and believe, it was the opinion up to that time of a large 
portion, HW not the majority, of the influential men ot the 
party, (Union party.) that no troops were needed; and i 
was informed Colonel MeCooubs so informed the Secre- 
tary of War On Friday previous tothe el on, or T might 
say that betore [deft home, these ue ties, who had 
been opposed to the introduction of troops, were now con- 
vineod that it would be a measure to prevent disturbance 
and pres the publie peace, and therefore requested tat 
a foree suflicient be sentinto the State, Colonel MeCoonibs 
then went down to Washington to request the Seeretary 
of War to send troops into this State to be present on the | 
day of the election, and also to pemuit the Delaware volun- 
teers to return home to vote? | 


Now, sir, sce how these commissions for pro- 
vost marshals came to be sent to Delaware in 
blank. On the Friday before the election, Col- 
onel McCoombs comes to Washington to get sol- 
diers sent into the State, and he has an interview 
with the Seerctzry of War, and the jast infer- 
eneg is that he retaracd heme with his pocke 
filled with bauk commissions; andthe candidate 
for Representative in Congress, and the gentleman 
who was to be Secretary of State and who wag | 
Secretary of State under Mr. Cannon, and this | 
Mr, Lofland were invited to meet him inthe city | 
of Wihnington on Sunday, and these commis- | 
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j testiniens Of knowing orh 


j the Republic 


! never voted a Democratie ticket, and never will. 


| mony of the mayor of Wilmington, who was sup- 


upon Sunday beeause he helped to do it. 

But, sir, what was the object of sending them 
there? It leaks out. On pages 191 and 197 isto 
be found very important testimony showing at 
whose instance and for what reasons the troops 
were sent into the State of Delaware. Mr. Minos 
Conway, at page 191, testifies: 

“ Question. Do you know at whose solicitation those 
soldiers were broughi there and placed at the polls? 

“ Answer. heard Nathanicl Conway say that he and 
several other gentlemen, namely, William Eilegood, Jacob 
Moore, Judge Layton, and Jesse P. Conway, signed a pe- 
tilion to have them brought into the Stare of Delaware. 

t Question. Do you know to whom they petitioned ? 

« Answer. Ido not. . 

“ Question. Do you know when ft was they signed the 
petition ? 

“ Answer. He told me they signed the petition the day 
after the little election.” 

That was four weeks before our gencral elec- 
tion. It was the election for clection officers, 
usually called the little election, in which the 
Democrats swept the State and showed that there 
was no possibility even for ‘* greenbacks’’ to car- 
ry the State, and that the only thing that could | 
do it was an overpowering military force. , 

“ Question. Did you understand fer what purpose they 
petitioned for soldiers to be brongbt into the Staie, and to 
be here on the day of the general election ? 

“ Answer. } understood it was to carry we election for 
the Republican party 

Question. Did you hear Nathaniel Conway express 
himsell in regard to the sokticrs, and tor what purpose 
they were to be brought? 

E Answer. Mr. Conway told me, ‘They are to keep the 
Democrats at a distance.’ 

* Question. Did the presence of the soldiers at the polls 
on that day produce much intimidation? 

Answer. L should think it did.” 

Inasmuch as the names of private citizens ne- 
cessarily have appeared in this evidence, } wish 
tosay that E bring them in not with any view of 
saying anything unkind toward any gentleman 
of my State, however much J may differ from 
him, bowever much I may condemn his political 
principles and his political action, I do it from 
no motive of personal unkindness, but simply as | 
this question is before the Senate and the country 
to show that there is just cause of complaint. 

Jt is the testimony of nearly all the witnesses 
who were examined that it did produce intimida- 
tion, and T shall not trouble the Senate with read- 
ing the testimony of witnesses to prove that fact, 
beenuse nearly every witness swears to it. 
the more important part of Mr, Conway’s testi- 
mony will be found on page 197: 

e Qesr Yon have spoken ju a former part of your 


sex eonnty petitioning for sold 
to be present at tie polls on the 
Did you hear any ope of those gui n OX pe hüinseil 
in relation to that subject prior to the general elcetion, and 
if so, please stato what it was? 

& sdnswer. Eheard Judge Layton remark in conversation 
the next morning after the fiddle clection, that the Repub- | 
tiean party bad been beaten at the litte election, and that 
the Democrats had a majority of the inspectors d that j 
an pariy must bave some force to eurry the 
election, or else the Republica party would be beaten more 
atthe general cleetion. 

i Question, Did he (J 
that there had pot been 
and that it would be ne 


ge Layton) say that he believed 


tion? 
© Answer. He did not. 

that they were beaten. 

he was 


He gave no reason further than | 
would say further that be thought 


rm 
talking to a Republican when be was talking totae 
—Cbaving been introduced to him by a Republican triend 


of his. 
The conver 

I will here remark that Judge Layton is one of 
the most prominent Republicans m our State. 
Certainly, whatever he may have done tn life, he | 


The judge v lefLin the dark as to my polities. 
ation then euded.”? 


Mr. President, I have shown you by the testi- 


ported for that oflice by the Union party so called, 
and who voted the Union ticket at the same elec- 
tion, that the candidate for Congress on the Re- 
publican ticket, a contractor under the General | 
Government, and a subsequent appointee to office | 
under the General Government, all Republicans 
on the Sabbath day met in the city of Wilming: 
ton to consult the mayor as to what force he would 
like to have in thatcity. The mayor wasan honest |i 
man, and he said, “None; there is no need for | 
military bere;?? and yct despite his remonstrance 
they were stationed atevery pollin the city of Wil- 
mington; and, according to the sworn testimony 
of the mayor, their presence there created disor- 
der, and disorder which would not have existed 
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| or to justify them. 


| marshalship on that day. 


i order at tbe polis than had ex 


Buti 


March 25, 


if they had not been there. I have shown you 


j that this same Colonel McCoombs applied to the 


Seeretary of War on the Friday immediately pre- 
vious to our election, and that he was met at his 
own house on the following Sunday by Mr. 
Fisher and the other gentlemen to whom I have 
alluded; and I have shown you that Mr. Fisher 
himself helped to fill the blank commissions. I 
have shown you by the sworn testimony of un- 
impeached witnesses that prominent Republicans 
were heard to say that, having been beaten by the 
Democrats at the little election, it was. necessary, 
in order to carry the general election, to have force, 
not force to preserve the right of the voter, not 
force to secure a fair election, because every wit- 
ness who testifies states that the little election only 
four weeks before had been, to an unprecedented 
degree, a peaceable and quiet one, but force to 
beat the Democrats. And yet men have the ef- 
frontery, ay, sir, the audacity, when we com- 
plain against these outrages, cither to deny them 
Sir, some men would justify 
the war of Lucifer against the Almighty God who 
hurled him to the bottomless pit, if thereby they 
could profit. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to show you while I 
amon that branch of the subject that the signature 
of Mr. Stanton was attached to these commis- 
sions. On page 93 will be found the testimony 
of John C. Hazzard, a provost marshal, a Repub- 
Hean. There was nota Democrat in all the State 
of Delaware fit to be intrusted with a provost 
1 will read a portion 
of his testimony: 

“Question. Were you provost marshal on the day of the 
last general election? 

“vinswer. Vos, sir, 

“Question. From whom did you receive your commis- 
ston as provost marshal ? 


“Answer, Edwin M. Stanton, Secretary of War.” 
k * * * Ar * * * w * 


“Question. By whom was this commission delivered to 
you? 
‘answer, By John D. Rodney.” 


A. Republican. 


“ Question. On what day? 

‘“Ainswer, On the 2d day of November. 

“Question. Was the 2d of November the Sabbath day? 

Answer, [believe it was.” * * * ia el 

“Question. Did you believe then, or do you believe now, 
That there was greater necessity for the military to preserve 
sted at previous elections? 

“suswer, | cannot say that I do or did. I will add that 
the soldiers or military were not there by request or solicit- 
ation of mine made to any person? 


He was ashamed of it after the thing was over 
that he had been engaged in the dirty work. 
1 will now read from the testimony of Rhodes 


' Hazzard, on page 17, another one of these beau- 


tiful specimens of provost marshals, who it is 


| proved here drove the voters away from the polls 


and would not allow them to vote: 
“Question. When did you receive your commission ag 


j provost marshal? 


“Answer, On Sunday evening.” 

On Sanday a special train flew up to Wilming- 
ton, the commissions were filled up, and then the 
train flew back again and messengers were sent 
out and were engaged all Sunday night in riding 
about to deliver Secretary Stanton ’s commissions 
to persons that he never heard of or knew any- 
thing about, but men whose names were inserted 
in the blank commissions by George P. Fisher, 
Republican candidate for Congress, and James 
R. Lofland, now a paymaster in the Army; and 
yet you would believe from the Secretary’s com- 
mupications to the Senate that he was a most 
wonderful military man, and would soon put 


| down this rebellion by sending men into the field 
| to fight an open enemy in the field. 
; zard says his commission was from the War De- 


Mr. Iaz- 


partment, and signed by E. M. Stanton. 

Here is the testimony of Garrett S. Layton, 
another provost marshal, on page 18: 

“ Question. When did you reecive your commission ? 

“Answer. On Sunday night. 

& Question. Do you know by what means it was con 
veyed to you? 

Answer. I was told a gentleman on the 
brought it. 
Question. From whom did you receive your commis- 
sion? 
“ Answer. From th 


railroad 


e Sceretary of War, E. M. Stanton,” 
A number of witnesses swore that the commis- 
sions were filled up some by George P, Fisher 


and some by James R. Lofland. S. W. Lacey, 


on page 168, testifies: 
* Question. By whom were you appointed ? 
“ daswer, T suppose T was appointed by Edwin M, Stan- 


1864. 
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ton, Secretary of War. [received my commission through 
and by a man by the name of Isaac T. Dunning. 
& Question, Will you allow me to see it? 
€ Answer. Yes, sir. 
“7 Witness presents the commission.] 
“ Question. Were thére any orders accompanying the 
commission ? 
“ Answer, Yes, sir. 
*‘T Witness presents the orders.} 
“ Question. Will you please to jook at the handwriting 
in which the commission was filled up, and also the hand- 
‘writing in which these orders were made out, and teh ine 
whether you think they are the handwriting of the same 
erson? z 
ý « Answer. [think they are both the handwriting of James 
oR. Lofland.’? * $ * jf * * * 
“ [The witness presents the commission, which is as fol- 


lows: 
War DEPARTMENT, 
“Wasuineton Ciry, D. C., November 1, 1862. 


“Sm: You are hereby appointed special provost marshal 
for Baltimore hundred, Delaware, under General Orders 
No. 140, from this Department. Immediately on receipt 
hereof, please to communicate to this Department, through 
the Provost Marshal General, your acceptance or non-ae- 
coptance, and with your letter ofacceptance return the oath 
herewith inclosed, properly filled up, subscribed, and at- 
tested. 

“Your headquarters will be at Tunnell’s store, and you 
Willinake such arrangements, when absent on duty, that any 
communication from this Department may reach you with- 


out delay. 
“EDWIN M. STANTON, 
: “ Secretary of War. 
“Samuex W. Lacy.” 

Here is proof that your Secretary of War was 
sending out blank commissions and orders to per- 
sons of whom he knew nothing. He did not know 
what was to be put in them, but he leftit all to the 
candidate for Congress on the Republican ticket 
and a subsequent appointee under himself to fill 
up the commissions and orders with whatever 
names they pleased. Al this was done “ to pre- 
serve the purity of elections,” “ to preserve the 
Union and ‘the constitutional rights of the peco- 
ple,’ and to give the people “ta fair election!” 

ardon me, sir, for saying that confidence is not 
only a plant of slow growth in aged bosoms, but 
in young bosoms also in these days. + 

Villiam H. Taylor, page 297, testifies: 

Question. From whom did you receive your commis- 
sion as provost marshal? 

“Answer, IL was signed by the Secretary of War, Edwin 
M. Stanton.” 

He swears that he received his commission on 
Sunday evening immediately preceding the elec- 
tiou; and they ail swear to the same effect. 

William Ellegood, provost marshal of the town 
in which I live, testifies, on page 69: 

“Question. Trom whom and when did you receivetyour 
eomunission as provost marshal? 

“Answer Edwin M. Stauton, Seeretary of War. My 
commission was dated the Ist day of November; it was 
received on the 2d day of November.” 

Mr. President, I shall not trespass on the pa- 
tience of the Senate to go through any more of 
the testimony of these provost marshals to show 
that they did get their commissions in blank from 
Mr. Stanton, and that they were filled up by the 
Republican candidate for Congress, because I 
have shown you enough, and certainly nobody 
will dispute the veracity of these Republican pro- 
vost marshals. They will certainly be believed 
by Mr. Stanton, 

On the Monday previous to our election of 
Tuesday,an unusual sight was seen in the little, 
quiet, peaceful village of Seaford, a town in the 
county in which I reside. A steamboat arrived 
at its wharf loaded with armod men headed by a 
. major general of the United States, a man who in 
former wars with the public enemies of his coun- 
try had shown great bravery,and who hada rep- 
utation that a military man might be proud of, 
but who in his last days was_ humiliated by or- 
ders; as I assume, from the War Department, to 
invade a quiet little town of some six hundred 
inhabitants at the head of armed men to be pres- 
ent at the day of election. Had he the controiof 
the military in that town the nextday? No,sir; 
but this major general of the United States admit- 
ted, as 1 shall prove to you, when appealed to to 
allow fhe voters there to have a fair election, that 
he had no control over the provost marshals, and 
that if he must confess the truth, he was subject 
to the provost marshals himself—these Sunday 
night appointees, many of whom are not worthy 
the notice of any decent man, although some of 
them, I admit, before these times when men’s 
judgments and sense and hearts become perverted, 
had had some respectability of character. 

Task the attention of the Senate now to the 


| citizens of Sussex county, who, { afterwards learned, were 


testimony of ex-Governor Ross of our State on : 
page 91 of this book: oe $ sH 


“Question. Will you please to state all you know- about 
the arrival of troops at Seaford; when they came, when || 
they left, and what they did while there? = 

“Answer. I was told about twelve o’clock thatsome sol- {h 
diers had already arrived there. I went down: there. and 
sought an interview with Colonei Wallace. I sueceeded 
after a while in seeing the colonel. My object was to 
know- what the soldiers were brought there for: - The col- 
onel gave me but little satisfaction, but said the-soldiers 
were not brought there to prevent the Democrats from vot- 
ing. Tlearned through the colonel that General Wool was 
on his way up the Nanticoke river with two or three boat 
loads of soldiers from Baltimore... When the boat arrived 
at Seaford I made an effort to go on board to have an inter- 
view with the general. Colonel Wallace told me the gen- 
eral was engaged and I could not sce him then. After a 
while the general came ashore, escorted by à number of 


the provost marshals ofthe different hundreds of the county, 
‘The general, with the provost marshals, went to Mr, Coul- 
born’s hotel at Seaford. Then I, with Dr. McFerran and 
Captain Wright, again endeavored to obtain an interview. ||- 
Dr. MeFerran and I succeeded in getting into the room 
where he was, surrounded with military officers and the 
provost marshals. When the provost marshals discovered 
we were in the room several of them urose and by their 
manners showed that they considered our entrance andin- 
trusion, upon whieh we left the room. | Mr., Coulborn 
then invited us into another room, where we were joined 
by a number of other gentlemen belonging tothe Demo- 
eratic party. Our object in meeting was to consultas to 
the best means of obtaining an interview with the general, 
and our only object in secking such an interview was to 
ascertain whether we could have a fair election. After 
consulting together for some time J finally proposed to ad- 
dress a letter to the general, reminding him of having spent 
an evening with bim, about the year 1852 or 1853, at the 
St. Nicholas Hotel in New York. All of the gentlemen 
present approved of my proposition. I accordingly wrote 
such a letter, and stated that Mand others had heen denied 
admittance into his room that evening, but of course with- 
out his kuowtcdge, for no other reason, as E considered, 
than that af being Democrats. The Jetter was sent in by 
the landlord, John L: Coulborn. As soon as the general 
reccived it he came out of the room into the passage aud 
sent forme. Le professed to recognize me and to be glad 
to sce me, bnt said that he was then very much engaged 
and would see me again ina tew minutes. ‘his was about 
half past five or six o’cloek in the afternoon. 

“Y waited impatiently until ten o’clock at night. About 
thattime I was asked, being hard of hearing, if 1 heard that? 
{replied ‘No, what isit? [was told the soldie¥s were 
going out of town singing the song of ‘John Brown’ssoul 
is marching on? 1 then proposed to go home, and told 
my Democratic friends that an interview wiih the general 
was unnecessary, as I considered the mischief then done. 
The gentlemen present insisted on my remaining, which 
T did until cleven o'clock, at which Ume General Wool 
came to the room. 1 introduced bim te ail present, and 
then asked him the object of bringing the soldiers to Del- 
aware. Fdo not recollect his answer, except that it was 
his wish that we should have a fair election. The next 
day {f was told by Silas C. Winright and others that Mr. 
Hazzard, the provost marshal, would not allow certain 
persons (0 go to the window to vote. | took Winright down 
to General Wools roort, and on entering asked the general 
if he did not assure me we should havea fair cleetion. He 
said he did. [told him that J had been informed that the 
provost marshal had constituted himself both inspectorand 
judge of the election, and that I considered the election an 
unfuirone. t told the general that I wished be would in- 
struct the provost marshal to Jet the judges of the election 
settle the question in regard todoubtful voters. . He said he 
could notdo it. fLasked hin why—iChe appointed him he 
could instruct him as to his duty. He said he did not ap- 
pointhim; that he had been appointed either by the Presi- 
dent or the Secre: of War, and that he had no contrat 
overhim. ‘Tudeed,’ said he, ‘if must confess, so far from 
the provost marshal being under my control, I am, for the 
time being, rather under his? Upon which I apologized 
for having interrupted him, and left the room,” 


Gencral Wool was subject to these provost 
marshals of Sunday midnight appointment. 

Now, Mr. President, wag there violence at the 
election? J will invite your attention to the tes- 
timony of Joseph Marvel, page 201; and I wish 
itunderstood that all this testimony was under 
oath: ” 

© Question. Where were you on the 4th day of Novem- 
ber last? . 

“ Answer. E left my home for the election ground in 
Dagsborough hundred, { suppose about nine o’clock in the 
morning. i 

“« Question. When you arrived there did you see any- 
thing unusual or different from what you had ever seen 
there before? y 

“ Answer, Yes, sir. We arrived, about fourteen of us, 
ina wagon. We saw about forty soldiers there. They 
had bayonets in their hands. We bad not got within one 
hundred yards of the place where they deposit the Votes 
when the soldiers came running at us in two lines. They |! 
said to us, ‘Give up the wagon and flag!* We did so. j| 
We had no contention. The boys handed the flag right |!| 
out to them. A number of them, I do not know how }į 
many, jumped on it and stripped it from the pole; some of 
the others caught hold of our mules hitched to the wagon, }! 
some others caught hold of four of our men and took them 
down to the place near where we voted, their headquar- | 
ters I suppose, and put them in there. After they put our i 
men in there, they went in and loaded their guns. isaw one |! 
of them walking iu the crowd having his gun, with a cap 
on it, already cocked and ready for shooting. J} did not 
kuow what be was going to do, 1 slipped upand voted in 


a hurry: I of our pa! 
of them ran or walked about six-miles; 
ran about two miles, go-they.said. y 
me and telling me that I was the he wag 
had berterleave. Tien went to Georgetown andren 
ai] night and. until ning o'clock; next mornin 
if I went home they ‘thight come: there. af 
would make a big fuss.. | Spas 
“Question. Did-you learh the cause which indu 
soldiers to take your wagon aud arrest the men: 
‘Answer. Uhave heard causes, but Ido not kao 
they were so ornot’.. The soldiers said w had 
flag.” Jacob Moore?— ey 3 


. He was once a flaming Breckinridge Democrat 
and refused to.vote for, the resolution in. the Dem- 
ocratic.convention of our State to.unile-with-the 
Douglas men; but now he is one of the best Union- 
savers iw all thedand. in his way of saving it, by 
voting the Republican ticket with. the expeetation 
of personal profit thereby— So be taa iN 

‘Jacob Moore helped to contribute money for the flag; 
also myself and the present shèrif, Aaron’ B. Marvels “ft 
was made six years ago and more, ° Jacob Moore is alai 
yer in Georgetown, and at that time belonged to the Dem- 
ocratic party. He now belongs'to what some call the Re- 
publican party.” es et ve 


There is a case of violence for you, sirs Ishall 


now quote from the testimony of Peter Martin, 
page 49. Speaking of what occurred onthe day 
of election in Georgetown, he said; | ‘ 


“Question. Were’any persons there so much intimidated 
us to be induced to leave the election ground? ° ae 

“Answer. Yes, sir. 

“Question. Please state who they were. cree 

“Answer. Kendall Wingate, James Wingate, George 
Pepper, Alfred Koilock, myself, Coulter art, Dutton Hart, 
and Peter Pepper, who are all I remember, 

Question. Do you say that all these persons were in- 


ae 


duced by intimidation, on account of the présence of the - 


soldicrs, to Jeave the election 
would otherwise have done? 
“Answer. Yes, sir. 
“Question. Where did they go? 
“Answer, 'To the swamp. : Ee 
“Question, Did they all go together, ór in different direc- 
tions? 
‘Answer. I believe they all did not start together, but we 
all, except two, got together that alternoon.?? s 
* * * k * * * * * Roz 
‘Question. Had any persons been arrested that day? . 
‘Answer. Yes, sit. g 4 
“Question. Who had been arrested? 
“Answer. Alfred Hart, Oliver Greenly, and Peter Hart.” 


They all happened to be Democrats. . Two of 
them were sitting at the hotel porch quietly talk- 
ing to themselves. This occurred in the town in 
which I live. I know what occurred in that town 
on that day. I know that Democrats were in- 
timidated; buta Republican could go up toa Dem- 
ocrat talking to a doubtful voter and:command 
him to be silent, and he had to obey. They were 
not free to act on that occasion. AoE nad 


“Question. Do you know the politics of these parties? 
“Answer. Yes, sir; they were sound Democrats, all of 
theim.”? 


To show you the conduct of the soldiers on that 
day—-they were put up to it by others; of course 
they did not know these men; they-were told to 
do it and they obeyed orders—I will read another 
extract from. Martin’s testimony. He states that 
he was driven from the ground through fear; that 
he had been told he would be arrested: 


t Question. Was there any attempt subsequently made 
to arrest you? 

‘Answer. Yes, sir. 

“ Question. When, and by whom? 

“Answer. On the day of election. Istarted home as soon 
as { heard the news that they were going to‘arrest ime. I 
got about three hundred yards of home and looked back 
and saw seven or eight soldiers, with Adolphus Ewing 
ahead of them, running their horses. 1 jumped into the 
ditch and remained there until I saw where they were go- 
ing. I did not know whether they were going to my house 
or down into Dagsborough hundred, untill saw them-tarn 
into our gate. I then started for the swamp.. I looked 
around and saw two of them ride up through the yardi one 
of them stopped at the bedroom door and the other at the 
cook-house door. 1 could not see the others, as they were 
on the front side of the house. 

Question. Have you since learned what they said or did 
While there that morning? 

“Answer. Yes, sir. ‘Those who wentup in front jumped 
off th horses, started into the house, Adolphus Ewing 
being ahead of them. My wife met them at the door, and 
told them that Adolphus Ewing could not come ins that 
they were welcome tocomecin. They inquired if Mr. Mar- 
tin was at bome. She told them no, sir. They said they 
were ordered by the commander to come out there to.arrest 
him, and to do whatever Adoiphus Ewing told them to do. 2 


He is a man who keeps a hotel in the town in 
which I live. : ; 

“ My wife told them that they were welcome to search 
the house; they did so, went up stairs and pearched every 
room above, she said, and below, went tothe smoke house, 
went to the insane apartments, and through the rooms of 
the poor, back to the house.” ae 


ground sooner than! they 


bought .. 
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Fle was the overseer of our-almshouse. 


«My wife invited them in, and asked them if they would 
take something to-drink ; they said they would. She then 
asked them to take some dimer; they said they would; she 
told them to take seats ; they said no, they would stand up 
and eat. They ate their dinners and went into the sitting- 
room, The lieutenant told my wife thathe did not want 
to arrest me; that they had nothing against me; that she 
must not think hard of them; it was that damned rascal 
that stands at the gate who was the cause of their coming. 
Adolphus Ewing tet my wife know he would have her ar- 
rested. The soldiers told him no; that they did not come 
out there to arrest ladies.” 


And yet there was no intimidation, no inter- 
ference with the freedom of election! All these 
acts were done that there might be a free and fair 
election ! 

Curtis W. Jacobs, on page 205, testifies as fol- 
lows: 


* Question. The Governor of this State, in givingin his 
testimony to this committee, stated, in substance, that one 
reason for his asking that soldiers should be stationed at 
the polls on the day of the Jast general election inahis State 
was that he had been informed bya nuinber of reliable per- 
sons in Baltimore and other hundreds, that a. number ot se- 
cessionists from Maryland, amounting to fitteen or twenty, 
to be headed by Curtis W. Jacobs, had entered into ar- 
rangements with the Democrats in Delaware to take pos- 
session of the polls in Baltimore hundred, and prevent 
Union men from voting. Fask you, sir, whether this state- 
ment was true, or whether there was the shadow of foun- 
dation for such a statement. 

Answer. The whole statement, sir, so far as It applies 
to mysel or any one else of my knowledge, is false in toto ; 
false In its conception and in all of its details. I never 
conferred with any man in Maryland or Delaware with 
Ahe view of doing what the Governor of this State has 
alleged I intended to do.” 


Mr. Jacobs then goes on to state that on the 
day previous to our election, being a large land- 
holder in our State, though Jiving in Worcester 
county, Maryland, he went down to visit some of 
his farms, and the next day he returned from his 
farm to sce two men at the election. 1 will read 
from his testimony: 


“I had scarcely got upon the ground when the licutenaut 
told me, ‘You must leave or you will be arrested? Te 
granted, however, that T could see the two men on busi- 
ness, and take them off the ground, While in that aet, ' 
the provost marshal, Samuel W. Dacey, eame up, and 
told me E should leave at once, or be arrested, which T did 
in company with the two men aforesaid, Whenatthe dis 
tance of between two and three hundred yards from the 
voting place, and out of view of it, the lieutenant-—Wal- 
ters, J think his name was—with a namber of cavalry, over- 
took me, and arrested me. 

“ Walters was a Hentenant of the thirteenth Pennsyl- 
vanla cavalry, stulioued at Baltimore. This was about ten 
Welock inthe day. 1 was confined in an old storehouse 
from then vntil half past four o’clock in the afternoon. I 
requested to know ot the provost marshal for what ] was 
arrested. He gave inc nosatistietory answer, batintimated 
at differenttiocs inthe day that the charges against me were 
quite serious, and that there would have to be a thorough 
investigation of my case, when I might possibly be re- 
leased at the close of the polly, or sent on to General Wool 
in Baltimore.” 


Curtis W. Jacobs is a very wealthy and a very 
intelligent man, and this provost marshalis one of 
the most insignificant creatures that ever crawled 
on the face-of the earth, with no social position 
or anything else worth having. I suppose he 
thought it was something grand for him to arrest 
a gentleman, and probably that was the reason. 

“I asked him to confront me with the witnesses or per- 
gons who had made any charges against me, which he de- 
clined. I never heard any charge against me up to the 
time of my arrest, atid had no suspicion that they intended 
to arrest inc; nor do L now know for what [ was arrested.” 

He then goes on to testify that they arrested 
Mr. James and locked himup, All Mr. James, as 
he swears himself, did on that occasion was, when 
he saw Jacobs arrested, who was in the habit of 
staying in his house, not knowing that this fel- į 
low had been appointed provost marshal the Sun- 
day night before, to tell him thathe had no right 
to arrest Mr. Jacobs, whercupon they arrested 
him and locked him up. They arrested several 
others also at the same place on the election ground 
for no other cause than that they were Demo- | 
cerats, and to intimidate all those who would not |! 
vote the black Republican, abolition, disunion 
ticket, 

L will now read from the testimony of Isaac 
Giles, pages 172 and 185. Mr, Giles is one of | 
the most intelligent gentlemen that reside in the 
county in which I live,a man of high standing in || 
that county, and who is to be believed in what- | 
ever he says: | 


“On arriving at Laurel onthe morning of the election, E 
saw the soldiers parading the streets, and while I was yet 
in my carriage | saw them rush into a store and drag outa ! 
man. [ heard the captain say to the men, ‘Take him to 
the guard-house’ They took him down the strect. F didi 


| and if so, to what extent? 


i election? 


not-see-what they did with him. [then wentdown tothe | 
house where the election was held, the election not being 
then open. Shortly afterwards Captain Watkins came 
down with a squad of soldiers, said to. be forty or fifty. He 
went up to the house where the votes were received, and 
ordered the people to fall back, or rather pressed them back, 
and formed a square probably thirty by fifty feet in front of 
the window, and ordered all persons outside of the square. 
He then made a speech.” > 

These fellows become orators and statesmen 
and everything else after you take them and give 
them a little brief authority and tell them to go 
and oppress Democrats. I speak of such of them 
as would be guilty of such dirty deeds. I donot 
apply it to the officers or men generally, for I 
hope there are very few of them who would like 
to be engaged in such dirty work. 

“ He then made a speech in which he said there was to 
be no intimidation, and thatthey must take care how they 
talked; that their thoughts belonged to themselves, but 
their words and actions belonged to the Government.” 

That is called a free election, and itis said there 
was no intimidation! 

In another partof his testimony this gentleman, 
who was one of the judges of the election, says: 

“ Shortly after that a man by the name of James L. Da- 
vis came up to vote. Being an Englishman, f demanded 
his naturalization papers, or proof thereof. ‘The captain 
came up shortly afterwards andasked me what the conten- 
tion was. | told him that the man was a foreigner, and I 
demanded his naturalization papers or proof of his naturali- 
gation. He says, ‘You require impossibilitics.? He then 
said to the inspector, ‘‘l'ake the vote, or I will smash the 
ballot-boxes and the whole damned concern. ?”? 

And yetit is said there was no interference with 
the freedom of election! All this was done to 
preserve the Union! Sir, it is one of the most 
vital stabs that could be made at the Union, and 
those who are guilty of such conduct or counte- 
nance it are the basest traitors that ever lived. 

At the polls of one election district for some 
two hoursa Democrat was notallowed toapproach 
the poll; but Republicans could vote when they 
pleased. That is all proved in this sworn testi- 
mony; and if it were not that I do not wish to 
trespass too long on the patience of the Senate I | 
would read the proof at large. Men who had 
ribbons in their coats could carry up to the polls 
whoever they pleased to vote. They could go 
through the line which was formed of the sol- 
diers or they could pass across it, but no Demo- 
crat for some two hours was allowed to vote. 
Some who went up were forcibly driven from the 
polls; some left the polls without voting. The 
candidate for the Legislature had a bayonet 
scratching his flesh. ‘This was all done to have 
a fair election! 

The next witness that I will call to the stand 
is Henry Ridgely,son of the former Senator from 
our State, himself the president of the Farmers’ 
Bauk of the State, and whose word will be be- 
lieved anywhere where he is known without his 

oath; but ander oath, on page 182, he declared in 
reply to the question: 


© What was the occasion which induced the soldiers to 
make these several charges of which yon speak?) 


In the town of Dover they charged with bay- | 
onets upon the citizens on several occasions— 


“Answer. The cause of the first charge, as 1 understood, 
was from a very unprovoked attack of Mr. George P. Fisher 
(the same who filled up Stanton’s blank commissions) on 
Mr. Joseph Wicks, both of this place. The cause of the 
second charge f did not know. E heard of it afterwards, 
but cannot speak of my own knowledge. 

“Question. Was there, In your judgment, any necessity 
for the presence of soldiers at the polls in Dover on that | 
day in order to preserve the public peace and to insure a 
quiet election ? . 


“Answer, No, sir; not the slightest necessity. i 
t Question, Did there appear to be much intimidation | 
among the voters at ihe poils on that day; and if so, what į 
pulitical party seciwmwed to be most intinsic ? f 
Answer. Iin my opinion there was intimidation that day | 
on the part of the Democratic voters. 


“Question. Do you think that intimidation wassuificient |; 


to make a difere 


ce in the result of the vote on that day, 


of the vote, and in favor of the Republican party. 1 cannot | 
say to what extent. 

Question. Have you not been au active Democrat fora 
number of years and in the contidenee ot the Democratic | 


party, knowiug all its principal plans and operations in con- || 


ducting campaigns? 

“Answer. Generally speaking, I have, I believe, sir. 

* Question. Did you cver hear of a purpose, or an inten- 
tion, or a desire, on the part of any Democrat to interfere | 
with the polls at the last election, so as to prevent a fai 


. *.duswer. No, sir. There seemed to be a strong desire, on | 


the contrary, that everything should pass off peaceably and li 


quietly.” 


Every prominent Democrat who was examined | 


by the investigating committee confirms Dk, 
Ridgely’s statement as to the earnest wish of the 
members of the Democratic party throughout the 
State that the election shoyld bea fair and peace- 
able one. They were determined to give this 
despotic and tyrannical Administration and its 
unprincipled minions no pretext of justification 
for interfering with the constitutional rights of the 
people, or for disturbing the peace of the State, and 


-hence there was.a general understanding among 


the Democrats throughout the State that so far as 
the party of which they were members could con- 
tribute to such a result, the election should be free, 
fair, equal, and peaceful. 

“ Question. Do you know anything else bearing upon the 
subject of this investigation? Ifso, please state it. 

“Answer. | was particularly struck on the election day 
with the remarkable good order observed by the residents 
and voters of East Dover hundred. The most troublesome 
and disorderly men in the town on that day were men 
dressed in the uniform of United States soldiers, and said 
to belong to the fourth Delaware regiment. They seemed 
to be nearly all drunk, cursing and swearing, and threaten- 
ing almost every one they met. They made frequent at- 
tacks upon the peaceable citizens of the place, and not the 
slightest effort was made, that I could see, to keep themin 
order by the Maryland home guards, who were in the town 
thatday. One case, in particular, came under my own im- 
mediate notice. A man eame running near me on the 
court-house pavement pursued byamother dressed in the 
uniform of a soldier. The man who first came near me 
seemed very much frightened, while the soldier was curs- 
ing and swearing. I stepped in front of the soldier and 
asked him what he meant by pursuing that man. He sald 
he wanted to kill the damnedsecessionist. {asked him if 
he knew the man was a secessionist. He said ‘no; and 
he did not care.’ I believe I only recollect seeing one man 
who lives in East Dover hundred, and who belongs to the 
Democratic party, and who was drunk and at all troublo- 
some, and he was soon carricd off.” 


Sir, we all know that when soldiers are brought 
on the election ground through the agency of the 
members of one political party, the understanding 
of the whole community is that they are brought 
there to aid that political party in the election, and 
that the very presence of the soldiers, evenif they 
did not touch a single individual on the occasion, 
of itself would make a vast difference in the re- 
sult of an election. The people nat being used to 
such scenes, and to be confronted in the exercise 
of their peaceful rights by armed men, would ne- 
cessarily be intimidated; and I have no doubt that 
if no man had been assaulted, and if no man had 
been forcibly prevented from voting on that day, 
the difference would have amounted to hundreds 
in the aggregate vote of the State, because timid 
men would be afraid to exercise their influence or 
thr persuasion in order to benefit their party. 

I now call upon the stand a gentleman known 
to all of you, Senators; a gentleman who was as- 
sociated with you in this body; a gentleman who 
through all his life has voted against the Demo- 
cratic party until the last two elections I believe, 
I refer to Hon, Joseph P. Comegys, late a Sena- 
tor in this body, whose testimony will be found 
on page 222: . 

t Question, Mr. Comegys, were you present at the elec- 
tion in this town on the 4th of November last ? 

“ Answer, Yes. 

** Question. Did you ses anything unusual and different 
from what you had ever seen before, at or near the polls 
that day? It so, state what it was. 

“Answer, Idid. Isawamilitary force at different times 
during the day, sometimes at and at other times near the 
polls. ‘They were armed with muskets and fixed bayonets. 

“Question. Did you sce then make a charge upon any 
of the citizens of the town or hundred ? 

“Answer, L did, on two occasions, see them make a 
charge upon the people and about the polls, nearly all 
of whom I believe were citizens of the town and hundred, 

“Question. Was there, in your judgment, any necessity 
for either of those charges? 

“Answer. None, whatever. 

“Question. Did not the soldiers themselves, or their 
presence, occasion most of the difficulty and trouble which 
occurred around the polls? 

“Answer. Twas not atthe polls often during the day, 
and cannot say what occasioned most of the trouble, but L 
know that their presence excited a great deal of comment 


| and bad feeling; f think there was an unusual degree of 
“4inswer. L think it did make a difference in the result i 


the latter on that day. The only difficulty I saw at the 
polls, independent of the usual contest of words on such 


i occasions, was When the person in command of the mill- 
ii tary attempted to induce the officers of the election to re- 


ceive a vote, which they afterwards rejected; in speaking 
here about dificulty, I did not intend to include the charge 


i of bayonets of which { have before spoken; at the time of 


the attempt to have the vote referred to taken, there was 
considerable difficulty, though, asi recollect, no actual vio- 
lence.” & * * * * * * * * 

* Question. So far as your observation went, did you 
think the soldiers were aeting in concert with either of the 
political parties; aud if so, with which? 

t Answer. I considered they were acting in concert 
with the Republican party, because the Democrats, so far 
as I heard any expression, were hostile to their being here 
and they were under the command, as the officer before 
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named informed me, of Major Napoleon B. Knight as pro- 
fost marshal, who is himself a member of the Republican 
vatty. And I also consider that they were acting in con- 
‘ert With the Republican party, because I believed then 
and believe now that they were brought here atthe instance 
of leading Republicans, and that their object-in bringing 
hem here was, in some way, to promote the interests of 
their party. And furthermore I never heard any but oppo- 
rents of fhe Republican party object to their-being here, 
er complain of anything that was; done by them on that 
day.” * * * OK x, k E * * 

“< Question. E ask you whetber, in your judgment, there 
was any necessity for the presence of the military either at 
this placé or any other. voting place in. this county, on the 
day of the last general election, to preserve the public 
peace, or insure a fair election ? 

“Answer, Not the least, in any judgment. 

“ Question. Lask you, Mr. Comegys, whether, from all 
your means of ascertaining the state of public opinion pre- 
vious to the last general election, it was not generally con- 
ceded that if the election were.a fair one, the Democrats 
would carry this county by alarge majority 

“Answers So faras I know, it was.” 


` And so. stated most of the witnesses who were 
examined in reference not only to that county but 
the State, and there is no doubt of it; the State 
‘would have been carried by an overwhelming ma- 
jority. As it was, Governor Temple was elected 
Representative to Congress, and in the two lower 
counties the Democrats elected their members of 
the Legislature, giving them two thirds of the 
Legislature. ; 

David Harrington, on page 240, swears to an 
attempt by soldiers to stab an aged man at the 
polls at Ffazlettville, in Kent county, and also 
to an attempt to stab him, | 
._ I will now read the testimony of William D. 
Fowler, page 318: 

t Question. Do you remember any instance where, Mr. 
Lofland interfered to influence unfairly the vote of any cit- 
izen of that hundred? 

“Answer. Ido, James R. Lofland, in company with two 
or more soldiers, came to the Democratie headquarters. I 
met him at the door. ”— 


This was in Milford, in Kent county— 
& He said he wanted Joseph Sparks outof the room. Jo- 
seph Sparks, in the mean tine, had voluntarily come into 
the room, and called me one side, and asked me whether 
he would be arrested and placed in Fort McHenry if he 
voted:a Democratie ticket.: T'o use Sparks’s own language, 
James R. Lofland told him so. Ue said he was a Democrat 
and wanted to vole the Democratic ticket. I then started 
out of the room, in company with Sparks, to the polls to 
vote. We met James R. Lofland, with two or more sol- 
dicrs, atthe head of the staircase. James R. Lofland stopped 
Sparks himself, and told him that he should not vote with 
me, and asked him why he got out of the lines. Sparks 
answered that he had no right to hold him in the Jines, as 
he was home on his parole. He was a paroled prisoner, 
having been taken by the southern army. He told Lofland 
he was a Democrat and was going to vote that ticket; that 
be had changed his views. Lofland told him he should not 
vote, Í tben made a proposition to Mr. Lofland to give him 
a ticket of each kind, aud let him go by himself and deposit 
which one be saw proper. Lotand answered that be had 
ho compromise to make. Sparks then went down the stairs 
in company with mysels, and went over into the store of 
William Hill & Son. 1 there asked him if he had paiddiis 
tax, upon. which be produced his tax receipt. I gave him 
a ticket, aud told him to show his receipt, showing he had 
arightto avote, He went, in company with Mr. Cannon, 
to the place of voting. The soldiers, who were standing 
with their bayonets locked, pushed him back, and told bim 
he could not vote then. “He produccd bis tax receipt, and 
told them he had a right to, vote, and Was going to vote a 
Duinoerati¢ ticket, holding it inhis hand. [then demanded 


of the soldiers to know why they challenged his vote—to | 


ict him go to the window and the judges would decide 
whether he was a qualified.voter. ‘he. answer was, the 
provost marshal. had told them not to allow Sparks to vote 
in his absence. In the mean time James R. Lofland, the 
provost marshal, seized him by his coat, pulled him out of 
the porel, and ordered two soldiers to bear him away. To 
the bestof my knowledge I saw him no more until the next 
morning.’? 

William M. Jester, page 186, swears that the 
soldiers made several bayonet charges on the peo- 
ple, and that while he was doing nothing at all 
they knocked bhim down and stabbed at him with 
the bayonet. 
to show violence, for I want to bring it within 
the rule laid down by the committee themselves 
that such conduct is subversive both of our State 
and Federal Government: 

te Question, Did those soldiers offer intimidation to the 
voters; and if so, state the mmannerin which that intimi- 
dation was offered?” 

He was a voter at the capital of the State; and 
his answer is: 

“J saw them make a charge, in the afternoon, across 


8l 


ł will refer to his testimony so as | 


I 
| 


the pavement in front of the polis, in which. they struck 
me, standing on the pavement near the polls, and injured 
me very seriously.. I was confined about six weeks—there 
were eleht weeks during which-T could not-attend to busi- 
ness—attended by Doctor Saulsbury. James A. Clifton 
was struck, while standing at my side, in the sa 1 


While I was lying on my back, one’of the-soldiers 'thfust || 
a bayonet at me, and was:seen by John. Penington ‘and 


others. I saw the gun, with the bayonet on it, at my. side 
as I lay on my back. They kicked my hat and wig off into 
the middie of the road. A 

“Question. What were 
tiine you were struck? 

“ Answer. We were standing near the polis when the 
charge was made, I with my back to the soldiers, and Rid 
not sce them until they were within a few feet of my back 
with their bayonets. I had no chance to escape them. 
There was a little disturbance created by the men of the 
fourth Delaware regiment. I was standing looking on this 
affair, talking to nobody, when they made the charge and 
struck me.” . : 

I might go through the whole of this testimony 
of upwards of one hundred witnesses on that oc-- 
casion, all showing acts.of intimidation and vio- 
lence, some of whom were actually prevented 
from voting; but I will close this reference by the 
testimony of my present colleague in this body 
as to what occurred in the city of Wilmington. 
He was then. in ‘private life, and was summoned 
as a witness before the committee of investiga- 
tion: 

“Question. Mr. Riddic, where did you vote on the day of 
the last general election? 

“Answer. In the filth ward of the city of Wilmington, 

“The Chairman. Please to state all you know in reference 
to the presence of the military in that or any other, ward 
of that eity, what their couduct was at the polls, and what 
effect their presence had upon the result of the election, 

Sanswer. I know very little of any ward, otherthan the 
fifth. { bad occasion to visit the City Hall, which was onc. 
voting place for the fourth ward, Where the collector of 
taxes was stationed. N . 

‘Ty the fifth ward I went to vote early, but found afile 
of soldiers, with muskets and bayonets; before the window. 
They afterwards stacked arms, and voted, all who had re- 
evipts. There were four of the soldiers who -knew me, 
who were assessed, but had no receipts. [sent to the col- 
leetor money for their receipts, and was enabled only to 
procure one. Late in the afternoon, finding that some of 
these soldiers were likely to vote the Democratie ticket, 
they were ordered by the officer in command to the head- 
quarters, and there detained, with the exception of the oue 
whose receipt E had obtained, until after the polls had closed. 
This one, according to his own statement, had scaled a high 
fence in order to get to the polls. At the first precinct of 
the fourth ward I saw agreat many soldiers loitering about, 
but was not there long enough to know what they did. So 
far as the military were concerned, I believe they prevent- 
ed, directly, to some extent, but indireetly, to a greater ex- 
tent, fair expression of public sentiment in Wilmington ; 
directly, they encouraged soldiers to yote contrary to their 
known previous predilections; indirectly, they emboldened 
persons disposed to cominit frauds upon the baHot-box, but 
for which frauds Wilmington city, in my opinion, would 
not have given one hundred and fifty majority for the Re- 
publican ticket, instead of which it gave, according tomy 
present recollection, about six hundred.?’ 

© Mr. President, were it not that I do not desire 
to take up longer the time of the Senate by read- 
ing the testimony in this case, I could furnish 
from many more witnesses evidence of acts of vio- 
lence and intimidation on the part of the soldiery 
at our election in 1862; and could establish the 
fact to the satisfaction of every fair and honest 
mind that there was no necessity whatever for the 
presence of the military atour polls; that their 
presence there created disorder; that they acted 
in union and harmony with one political party for 
the defeat of the other, and that but fortheir pres- 
ence the result of the election in 1862 in.the State 
of Delaware would have been a vastly greater tri- 
umph in behalf of the Democratic party. We 
have had a special election since, a special elec- 
tion last fall to fill the vacancy created in the other 
House by the death of Governor Temple. Find- 
ing that despite of all their military interference 
in 1862 they had failed to accomplish their entire 
purpose of electing everything in the State, and 
only succeeded in foisting uponan unwilling peo- 
plea man for Governor whem they never would 
have elected, the Administration determined to 
make sure work of itthistime. They senthome 
a vastly increased number of soldiers to vote, but 
with the distinct understanding, as one of those 
soldiers told me himself, that those who returned 
should vote the Republican ticket, and that where 
it would be necessary for some to stay on duty 
the Democrats would be selected for that purpose. 


you and Mr. Clifton doing atthe 


charge. { 


“Itis known that-there are many evil-dispi 
now at large in the State of Delaware, wlio: iy 


gaged in rebellion against the lawful Governmen’ have 
given aid or comfortior encouragement to others so eager 
or who do not recognize ‘their: allégiance ‘to the United 


States; and who may avail thlemselvesof the indulgence of 
the authority which tolerates their, presence:to at z 
take part in or embarrass the approaching speci 
in tintt State? Peg aaa Sane 

I pronounce this statementa fulsehoo 
is not a word of truth init. In my jud 
theré was nota man id the State of Delaw: 
‘had been engaged in the rebellion; I do 
lieve there was a Democrat in-the State:-wh 
tended to interfere with the freedom’ of thei 
tion, or to-aid in rendering it unfair. | How 
this wiseacre, with military straps on. his coat, 
find itout? ** Dressed in alittle brief authority,” 
and having a military force at his back that.h 
could command, he can lord it overa people who 


> 

child in the State of Delaware knows to be false, 
and which he himself knew or might have kno\ 
to be false. This order was sent into our State 
requiring an oath to be taken by the voters if th 
should be challenged, and soldiers to be stationed 
atthe polls. The members of the Democratic 
party, and the conservative portion of ‘the people 
of that State who intended to vote with them, did 
not intend to have any conflict with the Fedéral 
authorities. They had never raised’ thei nds 
from the commencement of this whole trouble 
against the execution of a Federal law, or even 
the order of a military offiter, dnd they did not 
intend to give Mr. Schenck ot Mr. anybod je 
thegratification of having to'say that they courted 
or would have any conflict with the Federal au- 
thorities, They knew that when the military was 
sent there with this oath, a portion of them, but 
only a portion of. them, but not a sufficient num- 
ber to effect any useful result, might. be allowed 
to vote, and no doubt would be, so as to herald 
throughout the country the result of the mock 
election asa‘‘ great Republican victory; Delaware 
completely abolitionized.’? Having noticé of this 
fact only two days before the election, they té- 
solved to stay away from the polls: Although 
they knew they could carry that State by from 
one to two thousand. majority ata fair election, 
they resolved’ to stay away, and only fourteen 
votes were cast for the gentleman who was.nom- 
inated by the Democratic party. ` 

A circumstance occurred at one of the voting 
places in Sussex county which illustrates the òp- 
ject and demonstrates the motive prompting to, 
this interference with the right of free suffrage. 
It proves conclusively that it was for partisan 
purposes alone. 7 oda: 

When the polls were opened in Cedar Creek 
hundred the judge of the election announced that 
General Schenck had made his celebrated order 
No. 59, requiring a test oath to be taken by the 
voters, that the military were there to enforce the 
order, and that he sliould administer it toevery 
person whose loyalty should be questioned. .He 
himself challenged the vote of nineteen Repub- 
licans on the ground of disloyalty, and they re- 
fused to take the oath prescribed in the: order. 
Their votes were refused on that.ground, and on 
that ground alone. A provost marshal wà gent 
for who threatened. to arrest the judge if he did 
not receive their votes, declaring, as I am informed, 
that the oath was not intended. to be administered 
to Republicans. The judge was compelled to re- 


ceive the votes of these niiieteen Republicans who 
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would not and did not take the prescribed or any 
other oath. 

The Republicans had it all their own way.. In 
the town in which I live I did not even presume 
to go down to the. square where the votes were 
being taken although my office was on that square. 
Democrats ‘did not approach the polls. In that 
very town they voted men from Maryland; they 
voted boys under age, they voted convicted felons; 
aud at every voting place in the State they did 
prétty niuch as they pleased; and yet throughout 
the country it was heralded as a “great Repub- 
lican Union victory; Delaware has gone by so 
many thousands for the Republican party.” 

Mr. President, I have endeavored to lay some 
proofs before the Senate of tHe interference with 
the frecdom of election in my State. [have felt 
it due to the people of my State, due to the cause 
of justice and right, due to law and to Constitu- 
tion, both State and Federal, to present these evi- 
dences.to the Senate and to make this statement. 


I appeal, therefore, to the candor of the Senate» 


whether [have not, so far as the State of Dela- 
ware is concerned, by the sworn testimony of the 
witnesses, brought that case within the principle 
laid down by the military committee, who say: 

« That elections should be free from all violence and in- 
timidation, is an axiom of free government aeeepted by all, 
and so evident thatit need not be discussed, Violenee and 
threats of violence, and all disturbanec, actuat or threat- 
ened, calculated to keep the legal voter from the polls, or 
to constrain his free will and cboice in exercising his right, 
are plainly incompatible with the principles on whieh our 
governments, whether State or Federal, rest.” 

I have shown, I hope, that the acts of this Ad- 
ministration, so far as my State is concerned, 
have been such as to jeopardize the fundamental 
principles upon which both our State and Fed- 
eral Governments rest. 


I will not refet to matters extrancous to the | 
subject now before the Senate by noticing the | 


presidential plan of allowing persons to vote in 


the seceded States, and of changing their consti- | 


tutions to suit his purposes. In his letter to Gen- 
eral Steele he allows the people of Arkansas to 
vote according to the constitution of Arkansas as 
modified by him. 


se 


adhering States, and the due execution of the laws 
of a State peaceably and quietly suffering under 


his rule and praying most fervently that the day | 


may come when they may be relieved by the elec- 
tion of a Democrat who will regard their consti- 
tutional rights, or, if that be not possible, even 
by some honest Republican who could fill the 
presidential chair with more ereditto himself and 
more usefulness to the conutry than the present 
incumbent, bat he says to General Steele, an 
election may be held in Arkansas under the çons 
stitution of Arkansas modified as aforesaid ?’—that 


is, thatslavery shail notexistthere— ifthe voters j 


take the oath according to my proclamation of 


the 8th of December; that is, to support all his | 


roclamations. Mighty man! Upon what meat 
yas this our modern Cæsar fed that he has grown 
so reat? 

_ Sir, in this military interference with the free- 
dom of elections in the States, Mr. Lincoln is but 
following in the footsteps of Cæsar. 
would-be tyrants always act according to the 
same rule, Teall your attention, sir, to the paral- 
lel afforded by history between the conduct of 
Cæsar and the present Executive. Abrabam Lin- 
coln is not the first man inthe world that has sent 
soldicrs to control elections, although be is no 
better than those who preceded him in the same 
work in my judgment, I quote from Plutarch’s 
Life of Pompey. Speaking of the appearance of 
Casar on a certain occasion, and the persons who 
approached him to pay attention to him, he says: 

* fusomuch, that when he px 
AQ, 


ed back again over the 
pand took np bis wioter quarters in the city of Luci, 
Wi locked to Binvan infinite number of men and women 
striving who should get first to bim, two hundred senators 
included, among whom were Poupey und Crass so that 
there were to be seen al oneg before Casares door no tes: 
than si oF proconzuls and pretors, “The rest of 
his addréssors he sent all away full fraught with hopes and 
WONU but with Crassus and Pompey be emeret into 
homld stand can- 


ecnrent. that hey 


sfor the constlship next year; that Cesar on his part | 


special urtiches of az 
di 


the cleetion.?? 

Here was our President’s example. 
Cæsar great? Jad not Cæsar a powerful army? 
May not the present Executive of the United 
States be great and have a powerful army? Did 


LIe not only interferes with | 
the exercise of the rights of legal voters in the | 


Cesar regard the freedoni of elections? Whether 
the President hag ever read: Plutarch or not I do 
not know, It seems he has read Shakspeare, 
and given as his opinion that the finest passage 
in Shakspeare is: ` 
«O, my offense is rank, it smells to heaven.” 
Well might he say it, for a ranker offense by 


never existed than was the offense committed by 
the President of the United States, which rises to 
heaven inits stench and calls for vengeance. God 
is just, and that vengeance will follow. Bat to 
continue: 


“That as soon as they were elected they should use their 
interest to have the command ofsome provinces and Iegions 


ent charge confirmed to him for five years more.” 
Observe the similarity, except that the President 
does not ask anybody to send soldiers to the polls, 
butsends them himself, thathis command over this 
people may be continued for four years more; and 
he finds willing instruments in your Schencks and 
your Burnsides. Let the people of this once proud 
country take warning in time. There is meaning 
in all this; tbere isa fixed purpose in all this, and 


i| their auswe 


itis my honest judgment that if it is submitted to 
| and goes unrebuked,and the people of this coun- 
| try by their votes—for I make no appeal to force 
allow this present Executive to be reélected with 
the vast army that he will have at his command, 
he will defy the American voters four years after- 
wards and declare himself permanently in power, 
If he does not, he will be a most extraordinary 
man indeed. : 

Sir, L do not wish to obtrude into the differ- 
ences existing in the Republican party, but not- 
withstauding the radical opinions attributed to 
Mr. Chase, 1 would, if E were a member of that 


preference to the present Executive of the United 
| States, beeause it never entered into my Imagina- 
tion to conceive that any man, infrasted with the 
high office of the President of the United States, 
could be guilty of the acts which the present Ex- 
ecutive has heen guilty of; and af any man can 


Cæsar t 

“When these arrangements came to bo general 
| great indignation was exeited imong the echie 
| Rome; aud Marectings, inan open assembly of t 
demanded of them boa whether they designed to sue for 
| the consulship or no, And being urged hy the people for 
w, Pompey spoke trst, and told them perhaps 
he world sue for it, perhaps he would not.” 


y known, 
f men in 
ie people, 


The avrangement y all made. IF 


any one 
ask the 


Tyrants or | 


should send a number of lis soldiers to give their votes at | 


Was not. 


| should go to the White TTouse now, ant 
| present fxecutive whether he would stud again, 
perbaps that would be very much like the answer 
he would give, “ Perhaps he would, perhaps he 
Silvey | , 

would not.” Ldo not know, however, What- 
ever his answer might be, his violated pledges to 
the country in the past affords ample proof that 
no confidence could be reposed in it from the fact 
that it was his answer. 

| Crasstts was more temperate 
do what should be judged mosta 
of the commonwealth; and when Mareellinus persisted in 
his attack on Pompey, and spoke, as it was thought, with 
some vyelemence, Pompey remarked that Mareciinus was 
tainty the unfhirestof men to show him no gratitnde sor 
j haviug thas made him an orator out of a mute, and eon- 
| verted bhim from a hungry starveling into a man so full-fed 
i that he could not contain himself.” 


and said that he would 
seable with the Interest 


| hemently, or the latter, in the spirit of a Pompey, 
may regard him as a Marcellinus. 
Mark you vow: 


ean for the consulship.” 

Why? They knew the arrangement entered 
into between Cæsar, Crassus, and Pompey: 
« Most of the candidates, nevertheless, abandoned their 
for the cons ip; Cato alone persuaded and en- 

d Lucius Domiiius not to desist, * since,’ said he, 

i tbe contest now is not fer offiee, but for liberty against 
tyrants and usurpers.’”? 


So we say at the present time, and you char 


try. Your chief is following the example of | 
Sesar, and you encourage him init. 

Cato in protesting agaiust this combination to | 
subvert Liberty by military force, You are all | 
patriots, we are ali disloyal! ‘There wasa Phari 


l he thanked God that he was not as other men, | 


É 7 5 i 
any man intrasted with the rule over a people 


assigned to themselves, and that Cæsar should have his pres- | 


party, infinitely prefer him, and support him, inj 


be guilty of worse, Lam willing to run the risk. | 
D A . , keen + . 
Hut, sir, there is some more refreshing reading | 

i in this parallel between the present Lexceutive and 


Let not Mr. Chase attack Mr. Lincoln too ve- j 


& Most of the candidates, nevertheless, abandoned their | 


that we are disloyal and are not true to our coun- | 


| 

i 
| see, we are told, who once went up to pray, and j 

f 


|! lands for an asylum from oppression here. 


| sooner was 


We imitate i; 


i the State of Delaware. 


; ervation of their chartered rights. 


and especially as this poor publican. ‘Thatisthe 
way with the self-righteous Republicans of the 
present time; they.thank God that they are not 
as these disloyal Democrats; and many of them 
have good reason, because they are living upon 
the crumbs that fall from their master’s: table. -I 
expect thatamong the Democrats there are some 
honest men who can sincerely thank God that 
they are noteven likethem, But let me continue 
with the history: 


“ Therefore, those of Pompey’s party; fearing this inflex- 
ible constancy in Cato, by which he kept with’ him the 
whole senate, lest by this he should likewise pervert and 
draw after hin all the well-affected part of the commonalty, 
resolved to-withstand Domitius at once and to prevent his 
entrance into the forum, ‘lo this end, therefore, they sent 
in a bang of armed men who stew the torehbearer of Do- 
mitius as he was Jeading the way before him, and put all 
the rest to flight; last of all, Cato himself retired, having 
rceeived a wound in his right arm while defending Domi- 
Thas by these means and practices they obtained me 
consulship. Neitherdid they behave themselves with more 
decency in their further proceedings; but inthe first place, 
when the people were choosing Cato pretor, and just 
ready with their votes for the poll, Pompey broke up the 
assembly upon a pretext of some inauspicious appear- 
ance,” — 


There was an “inauspicious” interference in 


An election had lately 
been held; and the next election must be broken 
up or made a farce of, and the military must be 
sent by this second Casar to control it. 

“And having gained the tribes by moncy?—~ 

There were plenty of ‘greenbacks’’ in the 
State of Delaware on the day of clection— 

And having gained the tribes by money, they publicly 
proclaimed Vatinius pretor. ‘Phen, in pursuance of, their 
covenants With Cæsar, they introduced severnl Jaws by 
Trebonius, the tribune, continuing Cæsars commission to 
another five years? charge of his province; to Crassus there 
were appointed Syria, and the Parthian war; and to Pom- 
pey binse all Africa, together with both Spains, and four 
legions of soldiers, two of whick he lent to Cæsar, upon his 
request, for the wars ia Gank”? 

Mr. President, I invite the attention of the sober- 
winded, honest, reflecting voters of this country 
to this parallel between Cæsar and the present 
Executive, Continue this military power, this 
irresponsible power with the President, allow him 
to do as he pleases, and not ouly will he do as 
Cæsar did, subvert forever the liberties of his 
countrymen, but he will remember the example 
of Caius Octavianus; afterwards surnamed A ugus- 
tus, who, with his pratorian bands of only fifteen 
thousand men, despotically governed all Rome, 
which prætorian bandsafterwards put up the Gov- 
ernmentof Romeat public auction and sold it for 
a price, Such, I say to my countrymen, may yet 
be the fate of what was once the free Republic 
and the great Republic of the United States of 
America. 

But, sir, why do I make this appeal in behalf 
of liberty? Why do I make this appeal iv behalf 
of the rights of the people of my State? Why do 
I make this appeal, not only in behalf of all-the 
living of the present day, but of all the genera- 
tions that shall come up in the future? Upon its 
success may depend the futare destiny of millions 
who with longing eyes are looking from distant 
I 
may be answered as were certain people on a for- 
mer occasion who appealed to power for the pres- 
The appeal 
may be but mocked. I have no hope, even, that 
it can be successful, because in other days when 
chartered rights were appealed toin behalf of lib- 
erly, Power gave its answer, which power may 
give and will give now. The appeal is made to 
those who contro] the military operations of the 
Government, to the President and his Cabinet. 
‘They will not listen, but they will answer theap- 
peal as Pompey answered the Marertines. Ire- 
fer to the same authority: 

“About this time news came to Byla that Perpeuna was 
fortifying himself in Sicily, that sland was now become 
arefuge nud receptacle for the relies of the adverse party, 
that Carbo was h about those seas with a navy, 
that Domitius had Gulen in upon Africa, and that many or 
the exiled men of note who had eseaped from the proserip- 
tions were daily flocking into those parts. inst these, 
therefore, Pan i ce; and no 
yE 


departed, ving the v Pompey re- 
ceived the d ed cities into i reated all with 
grent Dumani except the Mamertines in 


when they prot against his court and jur 
teging their privil nd exemption, founded upon an an- 
ler of grant of the Rowaas, he replied shar 


retu A BS 
wil you never ce gof laws to us that 


Sir, such a response will this appeal reccive 
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from the President and from his advisers. I turn 
from him and Lappeal to the august forum of the 
Senate of the United, States, in whose custody 
are the rights of the States and the rights of the 
people. “I appeal from Cesar to the Senate, and 
Linvoke you by that love of constitutional lib- 
erty whicli animated your fathers, by that love 
of civil liberty which caused the effusion of sach 
precious blood in revolutionary times, by that 
love of civil liberty which has animated the héarts: 
and awakened the hopes of the wise and good 
in all ages of the world, interpose your power for | 
the protection of the rights of the people of this 
country, save them from this impending military 
‘despotism, allow no pretext of necessity to pre- 
vent you from a manly, senatorial discharge of 
your duty, because it is not only the fate of those 
now opposed to this Administration that is in- 
volved in this question. If power accomplishes 
its purposes in this instance, as it has in former 
instances and on former occasions, you who have 
built up that power may find yourselves the sub-.| 
jects of the same common oppression. I appeal, 
therefore, to a sense of right, to a sense of duty, 
and to a sense of interest. Rising to the height 
of this ** great argument,” and considering calm- 
ly the importance of the appeal which a violated 
Constitution and the sufferings of an oppressed 
people make to you, interpose your high senato- 
rialauthority against furtherexccutive usurpation. 4 
Interpose now, or civil liberty to yourselves and 
your posterity will be forever lost. 

Mr. JOHNSON, It is my purpose at some | 
future day, with the permission of the body, to 
address the Senate upon the bill which has been 
the subject of debate for the last two or three 
days; but I do not propose to do it at this time, | 
nor to do it at any time when the Senate may be 
engaged in business that requires more immedi- 
ate attention. I move, therefore, that the bill lic 
over informally, and I will callitup at some other 
time, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from | 
Maryland moves to postpone the further consid- | 
eration of the bill until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. TRUMBULL, it was 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourn to day, it be to | 
meet on Monday next. | 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. HOWE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the report of the committee of | 
conference upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 84) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Military Acad- 
emy for the ycar ending June 30, 1865. 

Mr. HOWE. I wish to say two or three words | 
to the Senate in vindication of my own course 
upon this bill, and not with any hope or any de- 
sire of procuring a rejection of the report. The | 
mischief in the present law whieh it was the pur- 
pose of our amendment to correct was this: the 
present law gives the power to select cadets for 
the Military Academy at West Point to the Presi- 
dent of the United States; it limits the number of 


H 


those cadets to the number of congressional dis- |; 


tricts in the United States with ten additional se- | 
lections to be made by the President at large. It 
happens at this time that there are sixty-one con- i 
gressional districts within the United States which | 
are not only notrepresented in the Elouse of Rep- | 
resentatives, but which owing to their peculiar 
position are so circumstanced that the President 
cannot obtain the necessary information in order | 
to make proper selections for the School from | 
them. We have no communication whatever | 
with a large portion of those districts. 
of them, proba 
found. Thus it happened that there were sixty- 
one vacancies in that School until some appoint- 
ments were made by the President recently. It | 
was the object i 
President to fil 


up those vacancies by selecting | 


proper pupils, and not confining him to the sev- |, 


at that Academy. 

That was the purpose of the amendment; and į 
the amendment had this further purpose, to in- | 
struct the President to select those pupus from the 
Army—meritorious young men who have ren- ; 
dered military service to the country in this war. | 
The purpose I deenied a just onc, aud am unwill- | 


: aie | 

eral congressional districts not now represented | 
H 

i 

i 

i 

| 


i 
i 
i 
F In many |; 
ly, suitable pupils could not be i 
| 
i 


of the amendment to enable the | 


| tion for which we pay and those ac 
which we have provided. ` 


ing to abandon it... The loyal people of the Uni 


ted States are now sustaining the whole cost of 
maintaining the School, and ought to have the fall 
benefit of the School. The School ought to be fall. 


| If we are put to the expense of providing ‘the 


instruction and the accommodation certainly our 
young men should have the benefit of the instruc- 
commodations 


But it was objected to in the other House, on 


“the ground that the amendment proposed here. 


gave the right to the President to make these se~- 
lections. [havealready stated that the President 
has aright to-day to make the selection of every 
papil that goes to that School, and does do it, 

oluntarily, by his own will, he is guided in 
those selections by the recommendation of the 
Representatives from the several congressional 


-districts, not as a matter of law but as a matter 


of regulation which he has adopted for his-own 
guidance. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Long practice. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand ‘long practice,” 
but it is sanctioned by no law whatever, the law 
expressly giving to the President the right and 
the power and the duty of assigning pupils to this 
School. The amendment was amended in the 
House of Representatives so, as to provide that 
each Representative in the present House should 
select an additional cadet to that Academy. The 
effect of that would be to increase the number 
about one hundred and nincty, to make the whole 
number about five hundred, when four hundred 
is the utmost limit to which the accommodations 
of the School are equal. The moment this was 
painted out, it was conceded, and Senators have 
undoubtedly noticed, from the statement in the 
Tlouse of Representatives, that it was conceded 
that the amendment proposed by that Fouse must 
be abandoned, that each member could not be al- 
lowed to select a cadet because the School could 
notaccommodate them, There was no way there- | 
fore in which the House of Representatives could 
by possibility, if the right were ever conferred | 
upon them, exercise this power of selecting this 
additional number of delegates unless they could 
go into Committee of the Whole by themselves 
and select the given number to fill up the School. | 

In that state of the casc, a majority of the con- 
ference committee saw fit to abandon the effort to 
fill up the School at all; and the result of our ac- 
tion, if we concur in the adoption of this report, is 
precisely this: to leave the School, runatour cost, 
maintained at the expense of the people, unrep- 
resented to the number of some fifty or sixty ca- 
dets. 1 was unwilling to acquiesce in that neces- 
sity, and therefore I declined to concur in the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 should like to ask the | 
Senator from Wisconsin a question before he sits | 
down. Do Lunderstand him to say that the Pres- | 
ident has filled up heretofore from the vacant dis- 
tricts by appointments recently made, and what 
is to prevent bis continuing to do so? 

Mr. HOWE. 1 understand that the President 
of the United States has made some appointments 
to that Academy, excecding the number of ten 
which he is by law authorized to appoint, making 
the selections at large. The precise number he 
has so appointed Ido not know; butitis said here, 
and think correctly said, that he has disregarded 
the existing law in making these selections, be- 
cause he is instructed by the existing law to select 
them from the respective districts; they must be 
residents of the several districts from which their 
appointments purport to be made; and the object 
of this amendment, as I have already intimated, is 
to relieve him from that limitation and allow him to ! 


| 
t 
| 
t 
i 
t 
i 


make the selections from the Army, to givehim į 


the express authority of Jaw for doing what he | 
has done. It seems to me very necessary to be | 


H 
l 
i 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I understand that | 
the President already makes these appointments; | 
and if l understand the Senator from Wisconsin | 
rightly, it is not proposed to change itatall. The | 


President proceeds, without strictly complying | 


with the law, as I understand him, to fill up the i 
Academy under existing laws, and this does not | 
change it. Well, will not the President pursue | 
this practice? There is nothing in this bill, if [| 


understand it correctly, to change the practice that | 


the President has adopted of filling up the Acad- : 
emy without strictly conforming to the law,and | 


i 


i out under new na 


; literally with the sti 
! stern, where it is less conspicuous, and consequently less 
| less Jikely to attract the attention of the unwary. 


E 


T suppo 
ments. . te y : 

Mr. HOWE, There is an amendnient already 
agreed to by both Houses, which provides ‘that 
no cadet hereafter appointed not in accordance 
with law shall be fais ee ee eels 

Mr. TRUMBULL: 
“that practice? i Beas. oes 

Mr. HOWE. It isa positive instruction to. the 
President not to make any more -appointments 
unless he can select from. those districts which 
are not now represented in the House of Répre- 
sentatives, , Coe 

The report was concurred in.. 


AMENDMENT OF THE ‘CONSTITUTION, \. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of the, joint res- 
olution (S. No. 16) for the amendment of. the 
Constitution. as 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 suppose the honorable 
Senator from Illinois does not desire.to go on with 
that subject this afternoon, and Į. move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. (trie Gite atte = 

The motion was agreed to; andafter some time 
spent in executiye session, the doors ` “ree 
opened, and thé Senate adjourned. | 


se he will ‘Zo. on to ‘make these app 


It is intended 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.: 
i Fripay, March 25, 1864. ` 


The House metat twelveo’clock, m. Prayer by 
the Chaplain, Rov. W, H. Cuanwyine. i 
TheJournalof yesterday wasread and approved. 


POST ROUTES IN IDAHO TERRITORY. ` 


Mr. WALLACE, of Idaho, by unanimous ĉon- 
sent, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: wee 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Fort Bridger, in the Territory 
of Utah, via Richville, Soda Springs, the upper crossing of 
Snake river, and Virginia City to [ell Gate, in the Terri- 


| tory of Idaho. Also, a post route from Boise City,.in the 


Territory of Idaho, via Croylon, to connect with the mail 
facilities leading to San Francisco at or vear Humboldt, in 
the Territory of Nevada. Also, from Placerville to Fay- 
etteville, in the Territory of Edabo, 


PREVENTION OF FRAUD. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, by unanimous 
consent, from the Cummittee on Commerce, re- 
ported a bill for the prevention and punishment 
of fraud in relation to names. of vessels; which 
was read a first and second time. _ eats 

The Clerk read the following letter: 

Treasury Departmen, January 8, 1864. 

Sm: There are no adequate statutory provisions in force 
for the punishment of masters and owners of vessels for 
changing the names of the latter, and for similar fraudulent 

ts. Worthless hulks have been -vamped and re- 

either to be disposed of to Government agents on 
some sudden emergency, at exorbitant prices, or to be sent 
ts, to endanger large amounts of prop- 
erty and tie lives of hundreds of passengers. The third 
section of the actof December 31, 1792, provides that “ the 
name of every ‘registered’ ship or vessel, and the port to 
which she shill belong, shall be painted on her stern, on a 
black ground, in white letters, of not less than three inches 
in length ;” and affixes a penalty of fifty dollars for a vio- 
lation of the provision. But this has been evaded by paint- 
ing, in larger jetters, ou the wheel-houses, a different hut sim- 
ilar name, and advertising by the same; while complying 
tute by Keeping the old name upon the 


St 


ngent enactments for the prevention of frauds of this 
er, and for their adequate punishment, seem to me 
to be desirable. 

With great respect, 


S. P. CHASE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. B. B. Wasuncrne, Chairman of Commitiee on Com- 

merce, Unitel States House of Representatives. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not equally important 
that these rules shall be applied to sailing vessels 
as well as steamboats ? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. This fraud 
cannot be perpetrated upon sailing vessels as easily 
as upon steamboats. I have heard of no com- 
plaint concerning sailing vessels. 

Mr. HOLMAN. {í think that the fraud can be 
perpetrated upon sailing vessels. 5 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, On the Mis- 
sissippi the original name appears upon the stern 
and another name is painted upon the wheel- 


houses. There are few sailing vessels that carry 
passengers. I demand the previous question. 


‘The previous. question was seconded, and the 


TH CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


March 25, 


“Wain question ordered. ‘The bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
‘grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and. passed. ny ; 

“Mr, WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. f BA 
` The latter motion was agréed to, 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


“Ni WASHBURNE, of linois, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, reported adversely upon the 
following cases; which were laid upon the table: 
Petition of J. W...Roach:and Joseph L. Haley, 
for cornpensation for brig Madeira sunk by Uni- 
‘ted States steamer Clyde, and other losses occa- 
sioned thereby; and . ; 
“Papers relating to the compensation of collect- 
ors of customs upon the northern frontier. 


SATURDAY SESSIONS. 


Mr. STEVENS. Imove that Saturdays herc- 
after be devoted to business instead of to making 
‘speeches.’ Last Saturday the speeches seemed to 
have run out, : 

“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, If the gen- 
tleman wishes to consider public business on Sat- 
urdays I do not object. 

Mr. STEVENS. I propose that public busi- 
ness shall be considered. 

The SPEAKER. That will require unanimous 
consent, 

Mi. HOLMAN. I trust that the proposition 
willnotinelude to-morrow, Members have made 
arrangements for to-morrow to attend at the De- 
partments. Let it operate aftdr to-morrow. 

Mr. STEVENS. Edo not object to that. 

‘Mr. HARRINGTON, If f understand the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, I have an objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right 
to move to rescind the order setting aside Satur- 
days for general debate, but the rule requires that 
the morning hour of Saturday be devoted for pri- 
vate business. 

“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. But I sup- 
pose at any time the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways nnd Means or any other member may 
move to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
iho state of the Union, even during the morning 

our, 

The SPEAKER. Thatistruc, but in the [Touse 
the morning hour will be devoted to private bills. 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, of Minois. Unless the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
moves to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The chairman can move to 
go into Committee of the Whole atany time. Is 
there any objection to the proposition of the gen- 
teman from Pennsylvania? 

The Chair hears no objection, and after to- 
morrow the entire Saturdays will be devoted to 
public business, 

The SPEAKER subsequently stated that under 
the order of the House in reference to setting aside 
Saturdays for public business, the Chair could 
entertain no motion on Friday to adjourn over 
until Monday. ` 

Mr. STEVENS. Ofcourse that was the rea- 
son T made the proposition. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ido not think that un- 
derstanding was had generally by the Flouse. 
Surely the effect of the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania was not understood, or | 
it would have been objected to. f 

‘The SPEAKER. ‘Lhe Chair thinks it is too | 
lute now to object, | 

ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bils, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled a joint resolution (8. No. 31) au- 
thorizing the issue of a register to the steamer | 
Mohawk; when the Speaker signed the same. 

AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES. i 

The regular order of business having been | 
called for— i 

The SPEAKER stated that the regular order 


| with as mi other St: 


| other State, as has already been suggested by the 


| may come in here with a 


accept the grants of land made by the act entitled 
«An act donating public lands to the severa 
States and Territories which may provide col- 
leges for the benefit of agricultural and mechanic 
arts,” approved July 2, 1862. _ 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. HOLMAN offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the first section: 


Provided, however, That the State of Tndiana, instead of 
appropriating the land, land serip, or the proceeds thereof, 
to which that State shall be entitled by accepting the pro- 
visions of said act, to the purposes specified. in said act, 
may,.in the discretion of its Legislature, apply the same fo 
the education of orphan children of soldiers aod scamen of 
snid State who have died, or may hereafter die, from 
wounds received or sickness contracted in the line of duty 
while in the military or naval service of the United Se 
during the present war, in such manner as the said Legis 
jature may provides it being the intention of this provision 
to enable the said State to apply the land, land serip, or the 
proceeds thereof, to either of the purposes aforesaid, but tò 
no other purpose whatsoever. And if applied to the pur- 
pose specified in the act afore said, itis not intended by this 


provision to relieve the said State trom any of the condi- 
tions of said act. 
Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Hlinois. I move to 


amend the amendment by inserting the State of 
Minois. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
for action ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would suggest that the bill 
had better be printed and the matter allowed to 
go over for the present. It makes a very radical 
change in the general policy. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Itcertainly makes no change 
in the general policy. The joint resolution, ex- 
tends the time two years from this period, daring 
which the States may accept the grant under the 
conditions of the act, and this proviso authorizes 
the State of Indiana either to apply the kud to 
this particular subject or else to apply it to the 
cnefit of and educating the orphan children of 
eceased soldiers and seamen who shall die during 
the present war, Bat the State can apply the 
land to those two objects only; and if they ac- 
sept the land and apply it to the purposes speci- 
ficd in the original act, then all the provisions of 
rit act will apply to the State. F think I am 
yepared to say that this amendment, which af 
fects Endiana alone, is not only generally satisfac- 
tory Lo gentlemen upon this foor whe represent 
that State, but will be entirely so to the people of 
that State. Tt enables the State to apply the land 
to one of two objects, tbe Legislature to determ- 
ine which would be the most beneficial to the 
people interested. “Phe grant to the State is un- 
impaired. Indjana accepts the donation on the 
same termis as the other States, and if she applies 
the lands to the original object of the donation, | 
the conditions of that donation must be complied 
5. JE, however, the effects į 
of the war, inthe, nentof her Legislature, de- 
mands the appropriation of the lands to the bon- 
efit of the orphan children of her citizens who have 
fallen in the nationaldefeuse, you confer the power 
to make such appropriation, Nothing more. 

Mr. MORRILL. I trust the House will un- 
derstand the proposition which is presented by 
the gentleman from Jndiana. If the House sce 
fit to adopt that, any State enn come forward here- 
after with appropriation to divert this fand to 
any other charitable and benevolent purpose, and 
in the end the whole design of the act will be frit- 
tered away. Edo not understand that the State 
of Indiana has even asked that the act shall be 
changed as the gentleman proposes by his amend- 
ment. Bat if they do so propose, I trust this 
House will hesitate long before they diverta fund | 
solemnly dedicated to another and entirely differ- 
ent purpose. As Lunderstand it, the object of the} 
original donation was to enable the industrial 
classes of the country to obtain a cheap, solid, 
and substantial education. {trust the House will | 
not begin thus early to fritter away the whole 
purpose of that act. If we are to begin now, any 


Is this bill before the House 


gentleman from llinois, (Mir. Wastperne,] with- | 
out any expression upon the part of the Legis- | 
lature or the people of a State for that purpose, | 
similar request, and in| 


was n report from the Committee on Agriculture, 
according to Teave granted yesterday. i 

Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do pas bill (S. No. 12) extending the 
time within which the States and Territories may 


gä 
S a 


the end the whole purpose of the act will have Í 
been destroyed. | 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. The gen- | 
tleman from Vermont will have perceived, if he | 
listened to the reading of the amendment, that it 
proposes to leave it dis 


1 


eijopary with the Legis- i 


| tirely diferent. 


| tection and justice. 


lature to apply these lands to the education of the 
orphan children of soldiers and seamen of the State 
who have died or may hereafter die from wounds 
received or sickness contracted in the service. 

Mr. MORRILL. Therearea great many other 
worthy and benevolent objects. Another State 
might come forward and, instead of proposing to 
benefit orphan children, ask permission to estab- 
lish adeaf and dumband blind institution. Tam 
opposed to mingling these subjects together, I 
trust the House’ will vote down any proposition 
of so insidious a character a8 the one how pre- 
sented. i w eS, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not exactly like the 
temper in which the gentleman, from Vermont 
[Mr. Morri] approaches this subject. Itmay 
be much better for the State of Vermont to apply 
these lands to the purpose originally indicated by 
the bill. Itmay be far better for the State of In- 
diana to apply the lands for this other purpose. 
The condition and wants of the States may be en- 
I do not know that the gentle- 
man from Vermont can say to the Representatives 
from Indiana that it is better for her people that 
thesé lands shall be applicd for the purpose of 
agricultural colleges rather than to the bencfit of 
the children made orphans and rendered destitute 
by the calamities of war, These children need 
and must receive the fostering care and support 
of the Government, unless the Government is will- 
ing to forget that in its defense their natural pro- 
tectors, the parents, who would have educated 
them, have yielded up their ite, If you would 
treat these children justly, you will place them, 
at least as to education, on the same footing as 
other children of the States. If in your service 
the father has fallen you must supply his place 
in the education of his children, I do not think 
that upon such a subject one State can properly 
dictate to another. ‘It is a question of local in- 
terest, and whenever a State asserts that this 
bounty of the Government ean be better applied 
within her limits to an object manifestly just and 
proper and more deserving, than to the purpose 
originally designed, 1 will not set up my judg- 
ment against the judgment of her Representatives 
and her people. 

L say that so faras the merit of these two modes 
of application is concerned there is no possible 
comparison. This nation is now, sir, in sucha 
eoudition that she cannotlook simply to her pres- 
ont material interests. Other considerations have 
sprung up, other duties are imposed by this ter- 
rible war, and those duties must be met. And if 
there is any purpose to which this nation should 
now devote its energies, it is first to maintain its 
national integrity, and then to mitigate, as far as 
may be, the social misfortunes, the domestic mis- 
ery, the tendencies to an unjast inequality which 
ever follow in the footsteps of war, The original 
object of these grants was perhaps proper enough ° 
at the time; it did not greatly matter then how 
you disposed of your bounty; but now, sir, itis 
hota matter of indifference, it is not a question 
‘of convenience or of policy, itis one of absolute 
justice and duty. Five thousand little children 
in my own State,-rendered orphans by your ser- 
vice, demand not your bounty but your justice. 
So far as the merits of the two measures are con- 
cerned there is no comparison, The appropria- 
tion of these lands to an agricultural college is a 
measure of partial bengfits a handful of citizens, 
presidents, and professors, a small number of fa- 
vored youths already possessed of the benefits of 
a common-school education, with parents alle to 
edueate them, will always derive any benefit such 
institutions can furnish. The State should have 
nothing to do with colleges designed to benefit 
favored classes of its people. The real farmers 
of the State, the men of labor, would be the last 
to receive any benefit from your colleges. Shall 


| these lands be applied to such a purpose while 


the children of your dead soldiers who have given 
their lives for the life of the nation are left to grow 
up in ignorance and poverty? Wo, sir; they are 
now the children of the nation, entitled to its pro- 
You must provide for them. 

All that Indiana asks through her Representa- 
tives now, is simply permission to apply these 
lauds to one or the other of these two objects, and 
I trast that no gentleman representing any other 


i State will think that, upon such a subject, the 


least entitled to as 
t affects herself, ag 


judgment of Indiana is not at 


nuch consideration, so far asi 
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the judgments of other gentlemen representing 
other States. The merits, however, of the two 
modes of application is a question the State her- 
self should settle, 

Mr. WINDOM. 
a question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. WINDOM. [I desire that the provisions 
of his amendment should apply to all the States. 
J am in favor of the amendment, and will vote for 
it if it be extended to all the States. I believe 
that originally this agricultural colleges bill was 
wrong, and that the lands will be frittered away 
anyhow, and placed in the hands of speculators, 
and if we can do anything to correct it, I am in 
favor of doing it, but. I think the amendment 
should apply to all the States. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not object to any amend- 
ment the gentleman may desire to offer, and will 
yield to him to offer it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move, then, to extond the 
provision to Minnesota. 7 ae i 

The SPEAKER.  Tbatis notin order. The 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Wasusurxe] has 
moved to extend it to Ilinois, and that is an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. in order to, dispose of the 
amendment to the amendment I move the previous 
question upon it. i i 

Mr. STEVENS. Allow me to say a word. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I think the 
gentleman from Indiana takes a wrong view of 
this question when he considers it a local question. 
When the original bill was framed it was intended 
to be national and to establish a national system 
of education, bestowing national property for that 
purpose, and anything that would mar the har- 
mony of that great measure I think ought to be 
discouraged by this House. 

Now, sir, all these ‘children to whom the gen- 
tleman refers can come in now into the colleges 
already started. There is no exclusion of them 
now; but under the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana all others may be excluded from the 
benefits of this bounty, and hence the institution 
would become one for the benefit of a privileged 
class. I hope before this great change 1s effected , 
before the law is-broken down by a change in 
reference to Indiana, another in reference to Hli- 
nois, and another in reference to Minnesota, that 
the proposition will be well considered, and that 
a general bill will be brought in. Let the matter 
be referred to the Committce on Agriculture, and 
let them reporta bill applicable to all—one that 
will be uniform in its provisions. 

I hope the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
man] will consent that the question shall be post- 
poned to a day certain, and that the bill and all 


I desire toask the gentleman 


amendments shall be ordered to be printed, so that || 


we may see them. f move that its further con- 
sideration be postponed for two weeks from to- 


day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill is reported from the 
Committee on Agriculture by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Cuay,] and I must object toa 
postponement. 

Mr. STEVENS. The House ought to have 
time to consider the diversion of this grant of land 
from its original purpose. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I think that this is the proper 
time to consider that diversion. l 


Mr. STEVENS. Unless there is some objec- | 


tion, I move to 
from this day. 
Mr. HOLMAN; And make a special order? 
Mr. STEVENS. IĮ agree to that. 
Mr. CLAY. I do not see the necessity for the 
postponement of this bill. It is a simple ques- 
tion. Itis simply to extend the provisions of an 


postpone the bill for two weeks 


act passed at the last Congress to grant lands to | 
States foragricultural colleges. Some States have 


accepted the grant and others have not. 

Mr. STEVENS. I have no objection to the 
bill as reported from the Committee on Agricul- 
ture, but it applies exclusively to the amendments 
which have been offered. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 hope the House will vote down 
the amendments. I think they are destructive of 
the whole bill. 


As I have already stated, some of the States | 


have accepted the terms of the grant and others 
have not. I 
do what it pleases with this land, then ail the 


If any particular State is allowed to } 


` Mr. DUMONT. 


States will come hére for the same privilege. The | 


effect will be'to destroy the whole force ofthe 
law,and I hope the amendments will not prevail. 
. Mr. HOLMAN, [demand the previous ques- 
tion on my amendment. ` UE ei 
Mr. STEVENS. I understand: it: will be in, 


order for me, after action has been had on the | 
gentieman’s amendment, to niove a postpone- | 


ment. I therefore withdraw my motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My object in calling the pre- 
vious question on the amendment is that the bill 
may be still open for amendment. © 0 > 7 
Task my colleague to yield 
to me. an 
` Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. a _ 

Mr. DUMONT. Mr.Spcaker, the State of In- 
diana has not embraced the benefits of this bill. 
I understand that Ilinois and other States have 
accepted them. Came 

Thad the honor to submita bill some time since, 
the Legislature of Indiana not meeting until after 
next July, to extend the provisions of the ori- 
ginal law for the benefit of that State. If that be 
not done the time will lapse before the Legisla- 
ture will meet. My proposition was similar to 
the original bill, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. Another bill came from 
the Senate, which was also referred to that com- 
mittee. That is the one reported back, I under- 
stand, instead of the one I have introduced. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Did I un- 
derstand the gentleman right in saying that Ili- 


“nois had accepted the benefits of the act? 


Mr. DUMONT. I understood that she had, 
but did not pretend to speak advisedly. Thegen- 
tleman doubtless himself knows what the facts 
are on that point. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I understand 
from gentlemen who ought to know that such is 
not the case. 

Mr. DUMONT. I understand the amendment 
of my colleague [Mr, Horman} to leave it to the 
discretion of Indiana to determine what shall be 
done with the lands granted to her, and I am in 
favor of that amendment. I have a letter from 
the secretary of the Indiana State board of agri- 
culture, who does not seem to think it would be 
very wrong to pass the act in the form of the 
amendment, but { cannotsay that he speaks for the 
board of agriculture, but simply to utter his own 
patriotic sentiments for what they are worth. It 
is hardly true to say that he favors the amend- 
ment. It would, perhaps, be a more just inter- 
pretation of his letter to say that he does not seem 
to think badly of the amendment. 

Mr. JULIAN. Did my colleague state that 
the Indiana board of agriculture is in favor of this 
amendment? ý 

Mr. DUMONT. I did not so state. I stated 
that I had a letter from the secretary of the board, 
not purporting to be written on behalf of the 
board or in an official capacity, who does not seem 
to think badly of such an appropriation of the 
land as that proposed by this amendment. He 
would doubtless prefer the original bill, but lam 
willing that, ifthe grant is secured to the State, 
the Legislature of that State may determine which 
of these two great and good objects the grant shall 
be applied to. Either isa worthy object, and I 
am willing to submit the choice to my State; but 
I would prefer that a grant should be made for 
each purpose; and with the hope that may be 
done, [am willing the billand amendments may be 
recommitted to the Committee on Public Lands, 
of which my colleague is the intelligent and able 
chairman. In his hands I know the interest of 


‘the soldier and that of agriculture will be safe; and 


if he can provide for both objects, all the better. 
Mr. JULIAN. I desire tosay that the amend- 


mentof my colleague was offered here three or four. 


weeks ago in the form of an original bill, was re- 
ferred by this House to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and that committee is now considering the 
proposition. Iam not opposed to my colleague’s 
amendment, but the State of Indiana has in no way 
signified her wish to divert this fund from the pur- 
poses designated by Congress originally, and I 
submit that some little time for deliberation and 
for the consideration of this bill should be had 
before any final action is taken upon it. IT hope 


‘my coileague will allow his proposition to be print- 


ed and postponed, as the Committee on Public 
Lands are considering itand will report very soon. 
Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague will certainly 


gre~ 
ands—un- 


and for that reason, if for no other, it ought to be 
postponed in order that we might perfect it. I 
told my colleague yesterday I was in favor of this 
measure, but preferred to ascertain, as far as I 
could, what the sentiment of our people was in 
reference to a diversion of this fund, and ag the 
board of agriculture was the only organized board 
in our State with which we could consult, J. pre- 
ferred to consult with them. i : 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. . As my col- 
league, the chairman. of the Committee on Public 
Lands, has intimated a wish for: the further con- 
sideration of this matter, I suggest that the bill, 
with the amendments, be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee.on Public Lands.. Famin favor of the two 
propositions going together. They should not be 
disconnected, ` 7 j 
Mr. HOLMAN, Ifthe gentleman from. Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Cray] will consent—and I would not 
make the motion: without his consent, as he has 
charge of the bill—I will make the motion to re- 
commit, and—— s 
Mr. CLAY. Ifthe bill is to be recommitted I 
have an amendment here which a gentleman from 
New-York proposed to offer. ` 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I willen- 
large my motion and embrace any. amendments 
which gentlemen desire to offer, so that the:Com- 
mittee on Public Lands may have possession of 
the whole subject. i 
Mr. HOLMAN. The proposition I propose 
to make is this: that the subject shall be. jfost- 
poned for two weeks from this day, made the 
special order after the morning hour, and that the 
pending amendments and such as may be offered, 
shall be printed. ` ` ‘ 


Mr.CLAY. Ihave no objection to thats. 
Mr. HALE, lLobject to that. Friday should 


be devoted to private business, i 
: The SPEAKER. The bill can be postponed 
by a majority vote, but it cannot be made a spt- 
cial order except by unanimous consent: | 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ltrust my colleague will not 
object to it. . . 
Mr. HALE. Make it some other day. 


Mr. HOLMAN. After the morning hour. We 
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generally dispose of our business in the morning. 

“hour. ; 
: Mr. HALE. Say M 
thing that day. ; . 
ME. HOLMAN: Iwill then say one week from 
Monday next after. the morning hour, that the bili 
be made a special order, and that the bill and. 
amendments be printed. ere 
Mr. ASHLEY. ‘Say. Saturday two weeks. 

| Mr. MORRILL. EF object to the bill. being 
made a spécial order for any. day. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Indi- 
ana moves that thé bill be postponed until Mon- 
“day week after the morning hour. a 

Mr: HOLMAN. Itdoes scem to methat the 
bill ought to be made a special order. Task that 
it be postponed till to-morrow two weeks, and 

made.the special order for that day. 

Mr. MORRILL. My own impression is that 
that would clog the business of the House, and 
there may be more important subjects. that we 

“ought to dispose of. i z 
< Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
entleman from Indiana will not postpone it till 

aturday. ` J 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Vermont will not object to the bill being made a 
special order for Friday—this day two wecks— 
after the morning hour, as thatis private bill day. 

Mr. MORRILL, J do not object to that.- 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I make that motion. 

‘The motión was agreed to. 
An order was then made for the printing of the 
pending amendments, and of such other amend- 
ments as gentlemen might desire to offer, and 
which might be handed in at the Clerk’s desk. 


JOSIAH O, ARMES. 


The SPEAKER stated that the next business 
in order was the consideration of bill No. 161, 
for the relief of Josiah O. Armes, reported from the 

‘Committee of the Whole Louse without amend- 
‘ment. 

‘Mr. STEVENS. I was about to move to go 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the special order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can move to 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, but the special order will not come up 
until the expiration of the morning hour, which 
will be in twenty-five minutes from this time, 
` Mr. STEVENS. Phen | will waive my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. The bill be- 
fore the House involves very important questions, | 
some of the most important that can arise during 
this whole session of Congress. It involves the 
question of paying for the destruction of private 
property. desire to submit some remarks on 
the subject, and am not now prepared to go on. | 

Mr. HALE. 
passed over now? f 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order every Fri- 
day until disposed of. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims can call it up on any Friday. 
{t will be passed over for the present. 


BUSINESS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. DUMONT, Task unanimous consent of 
the House that two weeks from to-day be set 
apart for the consideration of the business of the 
District of Columbia. | 

The SPEAKER. Two weeks from to-day 
after the morning hour has just been assigned for 
the consideration of another bill. 

Mr. DUMONT. ‘Then I will ask that two 
weeks from yesterday be assigned for that busi- 
ness. 

There was no objection, and itwasso ordered. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded, as the regular 
order of business, to call the committees for re- 
ports of a private nature. 

INCREASED MAIL FACILITIES. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEY, the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads was discharged 
from the further consideration of a petition forin- 
creased mail facilities between Philadelphia and 
New York; and the same was referred to the 
select committee on a railroad between Washing- 
ton and New York. 

SHORT RATIONS. 


„Mr. YEAMAN, from the Committee on. Mili- 
“tary Affairs, reported back, with a recommenda- 


onday; we never, do any- 


[i 
j 
i 
{ 


When will it come up again if ji 


| and No. 877 for $100, No. 400 for $50, dated 


inscribed stocks and bonds. 


tion that it do not: pass, joint resolution of the 
House No. 28, providing for payment to soldiers 
in the field of the value of short rations; and the | 
same was laid upon the table. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF ISRAEL O. WAIT. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported back, with the recommendation that it 
do pass, bill of the Senate No. 34, in favor of the 
legal representatives of Israel ©. Wait. 

The bill was read. It provides that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury pay to the legal representa- 
tives of Isracl C, Wait, late a lieutenant in. the 
United States Navy, the sum of $1,500, that being 
the amount of unpaid balance due him under the 
“act to promote the efficiency of the Navy.” 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill be acted on 


now. 

The SPEAKER. That will require unanimous 
consent, as the bill contains an appropriation. 

Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Ilinois. Let the bill 
take the usual course, 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, of Hlinois, asked for the 
reading of the report. 

Mr. HALE. Let the letter from the Fourth 
Auditor be read. 

The letter was read by the Clerk. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It appears 
by the letter from the Fourth Auditor that there 
is a balance in the Treasury really belonging to 
this man. [ withdraw my objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ILALE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


X. F. AND SAMUEL A. WOOD. 


Mr. ELALE also, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do pass, a bill (5, No. 105) for the relief of 
B, Fi and Samuel A. Wood. 

The bill was read. Lt directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to cause to be issued, executed, and |} 
delivered to E. F. and Samuel A. Wood duplicates 
of the following deseribed bonds of the United 
States of America Treasury Department, for the 
Oregg war debt, issued by the United States 
uuder an act of Congressapproved March 2, 186], 
payable at any time after July 1, 1881, at the 
‘Treasury of the United States, with interest at | 
the rate of six percent. perannum, namely: Nos, 
1329 and 1334 to 1388, elusive, for the sum of 
$500 vach, aud No, 27) for $50, dated Washing- 
ton, March 24, 1862, and Nos. 1352 to 1359, in- 
elusive, Cor $500 cach, No. 665 for $100, aud No. | 


266 for $50, dated Washington, March 24, 1862, 


Washington, May 22, 1862, aud cach and sever- | 
ally signed L. B. Chittenden, Register of the 
Treasury, entered R. EL, recorded L O. with thir- 
ty-seven interest coupons attached to each of the 
$500 bonds for $15 cach, payable semi-annually; į 
eighteen interest coupons attached to bond No, | 
665, and nineteen interest coupons attached to | 
bond No. 877 for $6 cach; cighteen interest cou- | 
pons attached to bonds Nos, 266 and 271; nine- | 
teen interest coupons attached to bond No. 400 | 
for $3 cach, payable annually, all of which cou- 
vons are signed G. Luff, for the Register of the 
Treasury; in all nineteen Oregon war bonds, 
amounting to the sum of $7,350; provided that |i 
before the issue of such duplicate bonds E. F. and 
Samuel A. Wood, or either of them, shall exe- 
cute, or cause to be exccuted,and deposited with 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 
to the full acceptance and satisfaction of the Sec- 
retary, such bond of indemnity as is usually re- 
quired by the regulations of the Treasury Depart- 
ment for the issue of duplicate certificates of |} 


Mr. HALE. These bonds were delivered to 
the Adams Express Company, and lost when the 
Golden Gate was destroyed. i 

Mr. WILSON. Is there a report accompany- | 
ing the bill? l 

Mr. HALE. There is. 

Mr. WILSON. Lask that it be read. 

- The report of the Senate Committee on Naval 
Affairs was read. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Ulinois. J understood 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say that } 


; mittee on the Judiciary. 


these bonds were sent by express. 


Mr. HALE. I was mistaken in that. They 
were sent by mail. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. It appears 
that this wasa package sent by mail and lost, and 
now Congress is asked to make good that loss. 

Mr. HALE. There is no, money required to 
be paid. The bill is merely to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to.issue duplicates of these 
bonds, taking a bond that if the papers are ever 
found they would be of no account. 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, of Illinois. I would not 
give asnap of my finger for all the obligations of 
that kind that the Government ean get. 

Mr. HALE. Is it possible that an honest Gov- 
ernment can refuse to replace one of its bonds 
that has been lost? Certainly not. This bill is 
only to replace bonds issued by the Government 
and proved to have been lost by these parties. I 
move the previous question on the third reading 
of the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I hope the 
gentleman will not move the previous question, 
or that the House will vote it down. 

Mr. HALE. | am satisfied that the gentleman 
from Illinois shall have an opportunity to speak; 
and I therefore withdraw the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. If the House 
has listened to the reading of the report it will 
perceive that these claimants make a demand for 
legislation that is without a parallel in the history 
of this country. It is alleged, and perhaps may 
have been proved, that these bonds were lost on 
the steamer Golden Gate, and now it is proposed 
to issue duplicates of them, with a proviso that a 
bond shall be taken to hold the Government harm- 
less. 

There are two. reasons why I think this sort 
of legislation should not be adopted. In the first 
place, we are establishing a precedent, and no 
man can tell where it willend. How many bonds 
out of the $100,000,000 of the national debt may 
have been or may be lost, or may be alleged to 
be lost? If we pass this bill, parties, will come in 
and, on the allegation that they have lost bonds, 
ask Congress to authorize the issue of new bonds. 

Mr. ASHLEY. [desire toask the gentleman 
from Hlinois if he is not entirely satisfied that the 
Government should adopt such rules for replac- 
ing lost bonds as railroad and other corporations 
adopt? Ifa railroad bond owned by the gentle- 
man is destroyed the railroad company will reis- 
sue it. 

Mr. WASLIBURNE, of Hlinois. Let some 
general law be passed. But as the matter stands 
now Lam utterly opposed to having special legis- 
lation on the subject. Itis said that these bonds 
have been lost on board the Golden Gate. lun- 
derstand that divers are at work fishing up valu- 
ables from this wreck every day. It may notbe 
lone before the safe in which these bonds were 
will be found, and the bonds put on the market. 

Mr. HALE. ‘These bonds are all numbered. 

Mr. WASLIBURNE, of Illinois. Suppose 
they are. They can be passed from hand to hand, 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania might pur- 
chase one of these bonds to-morrow, and would 
never think of going to the Treasury to see 
whether there was not a duplicate of it issued... 

Mr. SCHENCK. Are these coupon bonds 
transferable by delivery, or are they registered 
bonds? ‘They may be good in the hands of the 
holder without any assignmentor indorsement. 

Without inquiring, however, further. into the 
case 1 move that the bill be referred to the Com- 
[think it proper, as the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wasupurne] has 
suggested, that, if any provision should be made 
in regard to this case, some. general law should 
be framed in reference to bonds alleged to have 
been lost. If there be any legislation needed it 
ought to be general, covering the whole subject. 

Mr. HALE. 1 have no objection.to the law 
that the gentleman suggests. think itis a proper 
one; but when gentlemen come with a plain case, 
prove that they have lost Government bonds, and 
offer to indemnify the Government for issuing 
new ones, J think they ought not to be exposed 
to the inconveniences of waiting for a general law 
to be passed. F wiil vote for such a general law 
when it issubmitted. These men come within 
the rules. They have established that they have 
lost these bonds, and no Government ought to 
refuse to supply others for them. 

The ship upon which they were, we all know, 
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wasentirely destroyed by fire. Thepresumption į 
is that these bonds were destroyed. There isno 
reason why this act of justice should be post- 
poned. I think the proposition is a fair one. | 
They are entitled to this now, and they onght to 
have itnow. Igave way to the gentleman from į 
Ulinois with the idea that when he had concluded 
what he had to say he would renew the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Ifthe gen- 
teman had intimated such an understanding I 
would have done so. . č 

Mr. HALE. I withdrew the demand for the 
previous question to hear what he had to say, ex- 
pecting that he would renew it. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Pennsylvania to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois to renew the demand 
for the previous question. The motion lias been 
made to refer the bill, and it must be entertained. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Gentlemen ask me to with- 
draw the motion to refer the bill, but I must in- 
sist upon it. I think it is proper that the House 
should vote on it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that 
these questions ought not to be subjected to the 
chances of a bill which may or may not pass. 
‘Why, that is what they are now subjected to. 
Here is a bill which may or may not pass. Mem- 
bers may vote against this proposition who would 

“be willing to agree to a general bill. They are 
now subjected to the contingencies of the passage 
of this bill. I am, sir, for general legislation on 
this subject. However clear the gentleman may 
think this particular case, I believe that special 
legislation is one of the troubles that ought to be 
avoided wherever it can be. 

We ought to have a general act providing how 
proof should be taken, under whose supervision, 
and in what form it should be presented. And 
my question has not yet been answered whether 
these bonds were transferable by delivery or as- 
sigament. Wemight as well have legislation for 
the relicf of those who lose greenbacks as for 
those who lose coupon bonds. The whole mat- 
ter requires to be investigated; and with a view 
to that investigation and the bringing in a general 
bill covering all cases where bonds are lost, I 
have moved that the pending proposition be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulnois. The bill 
does not say that they are registered bonds. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I do not know 
this special case, and L only look to the principle 
involved. Ithink it unsafe for the Government 
to legislate for the security of these parties with- 
out knowing all of the facts. I know nothing of 
these partics, but I do know if we establish this 
sort of legislation we willhave a good many cases 
of the same character before us. When it comes to 
be known that such claims are allowed, men will 
lay their plans for the purpose of committing great 
frauds upon the Government and the public Treas- 
ury. Lhaveinmy mind an action brought against 
an insurance company in New York for the re- 
covery of insured specie lost coming from San 
Francisco. That company resisted the claim, 
because they believed the claim was founded on 
fraud, though the loss was established by affida- 
vit after affidavit of persons belonging to the ves- 

sel, Pending the investigation the insurance com- 
pany took the precaution of sending down. and 
finding the sunken vessel. On reaching the hold 
and bringing up the boxes said to contain gold, 
they found nothing but old rusty ironnails. If we 
act upon the principle of allowing men to receive 
pay upon bonds which they pretend to have lost, 
and which they may in this way prove to have 
been lost, we willexpose this Government to great 
depredations. l protestagainst such action. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. J fi 

A message was received from the President, by 
Mr. Nrcouay, bis Private Secretary, informing 
the HEouse that he had approved and signed an 
act for carrying the mails from the United States | 
to foreign ports, and for other purposes. ` i 


E. F. AND SAMUEL A. WOOD-—~—AGAIN. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- ! 

ired. | 

Mr. STEVENS. [move that the rules be sus- | 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 


| main question ordered to be put. 


| courtesy of my colleague on the committee. 


Jiinois. 


| go into Committee of the Whole upon the cur- 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. HALE. I appeal to my colleague from 
Pennsylvania to allow us to take a vote upon the 
pending bill, ; ass 

Mr. STEVENS. I will if you will call the 
previous question. : - 

Mr. HALE. I move the previous question; > 

The previous question was seconded, and the | 

Mr. STEVENS. With the permission of the 
House I would inquire whether the committee 
had clear proof before them that these bonds were 
destroyed ? i 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. The bill passed..the 
Senate and the report of the Senate has been read 
tothe House. The Oregon war bonds were regis- 
tered bonds and payable to pagticular individuals. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Illinois. I object to 
any further remarks, as the previous question 
has been seconded. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Thegentleman from Minois 
objects, when he himself held the floor by the 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of IMinois. 1 did not 
hold the floor by the courtesy of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HALE. I gave it to the gentleman from 
I would inform gentlemen that these 
bonds do not pass by delivery. | am informed 
that they have to be specially assigned before a 
judge or notary public. They are not payable to 
bearer. 

The question recurring on the motion to recom- 
mit the bill to the Committee on Public Lands— 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded the 
yeas and nays, and cailed for tellers on the same. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hate, and 
Wasupurne of Illinois, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes twenty-one; a suffitient number. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. | : 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative—ycas 35, nays 65; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ashley, John D. Baldwin, Beaman, 
Boutwell, Brandegee, James S, Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Cobb, Cole, Thomas T. Davis, Deming, Dumont, Eckley, 
Eliot, Parasworth, Frank, Charles M. Harris, Highy, Fran- 
cis W. Kellogg, Morrill, Noron, Orth, Pike, Pomeroy, 
Price, Jolm H. Rice, Scheack, Scofield, Smithers, Spalding, 
Upson, Van Valkcnburgh, Eliku B. Washburne, Wilson, 
aut Yeaman—35, 


» James C. Allen, Ailey, Allison, Ames, 


s; » Broomall, Chanter, Clay, 
Cravens, Donnelly, D s English, Ganson, Griswold, 
Hale, Hall, Harding, Herrick, Holman, Hooper, Hotchkiss, 
Joho ff. Blabbard, Uulburd, Juliau, Kalbfleisch, Law, 
Longycar, Marey, MeBride, MeClurg, Sanmel P. Miller, 
James R. Morris, Nelson, Noble, Odell, John ONeill, Pat- 
terson, Pendleton, Perham, Perry, Pruyn, Radford, William 
H, Randall, Rogers, Ross, Shannon, John B. Steele, William 
G. Steele, Stevens, Stuart, Sweat, Wadsworth, Webster, 
Whaley, Wheeler, Williams, Windom, and Winfield—65. 

So the motion to recommit was not agreed to. 


The bill was then ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. f 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote last 
taken; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table, 

The latter moticn was agreed to. 


NATIONAL CURRENCY. . 
Mr. STEVENS. Inow renew my motion to 


rency bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would say that 
when the House adjourned yesterday a motion 
was pending to close all debate in five minutes 
after the committee should resume the considera- 
tion of that bill. . 

Mr. BROOKS. Ifthe gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will allow me, I wish to make a sugges- 
tion, There are a great number of men connected 
with the clearing-house of the city of New York 
and representing the great banking interest of that 
city who desire to be heard upon this subject sec- 
tion by section, They have their amendments mn 
print, and they wish to present them to the House. 
If possible | wish this bill might be passed over 
until Monday, and those men allowed to be heard, 
They are notin my way of political opinion, and 
they expect this bill to pass, and they desire it to be 
passed; but they wish it to be made as perfect as 
possible. Among them is Mr. Gallatin, I believe, 
whom the honorable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hooper] referred to yesterday in con- 
nection with the honorable gentleman from Al- |i 


bany. There is hardly a quorum in the. House 
to-day, as many ‘mémbers ‘Have gone home, not 
expecting action ‘upon this’ bill at present. “I said 
these gentlemen desired this bill to pass;' should 
say my opinion is they expect it-to pass: They 
did not wish it as an original system, but itis bet- 
ter than thé existing ‘system, and they wish tò 
make it perfect. “They are among: the most-ins 
telligent financial gentlemen there'are in the Unt- 
ted States, and: their interests‘are wrapped up in 
the interests of their country, and it wouldbe only 
proper to give them a fair opportunity for con- 
sultation: = ag ee : 
Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I desire to say 
that E concur: in’ the views which. my colleague 
[Mr. Brooks] lias presented in respect tothe pro- 
priety of delaying action upon this bill, and for 
the reason that there are many intelligent men 
upon the subject of banking to whose notice this 
bill has been presented only within the last two 
or three days, and they are here for the purpose 
of conferring with members of this’ House and 
with the committee on the subject. ee 
I believe that they are acting m entire good faith. 
They wish tohave this bill presented in such form 
as will best accommodate the views of the Gov- 
ernment and protect the interests of the country. 
They wish nothing else. [can say this from my 
personal knowledge of gentlemen who are herein 
reference to this subject; and'thérefore, inasmuch 
as this bill is one of very great and universal im- 
portance, I hope that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means will consent to its 
temporary postponement. : 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, if there had 
not been sufficient time for deliberation upon this 
measure, these requests would seem reasonable. 
But the bill has been before the country for ten 
days in its amended ‘form, and its main features 
have been for a year before the country. AJ the 
gentlemen referred to saw itj I presume, imme- 
diately after it was printed. They did prepare 
amendments—and not a few—which | now hold 
in my hand, and they have been. fully heard be- 
fore the Committee of Ways and Means. “Their 
amendments are all matured, and any gentleman 
can Offer them when the bill is taken up section 
by section. : Bate HS A 
I do notunderstand the learned gentleman from 
New York to say that they desire. to be heard: at 
the bar of the House; they have: been heard be- 
fore the Committee of Waysand Means person- 
ally as long as they desired. w 
Mr. BROOKS. I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken in saying that they have been heard before 
the committee petsonally. Orne institution has 
been heard before the committee, but the others I 
think have not been, Let me say to the gentle- 
man that the representative of the clearitig-house 
in the city of New York, who represents these 
great institutions, has not been heard. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think the gentleman is mis- 
taken. : 
Mr. BROOKS. I am -quite sure I am right, 

Mr. STEVENS. [call upon my colleague on 
the committee [Mr. Floorer] to say whether he 
has or has not. ; } 

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Lymen, the bead of the 
clearing-house committees, was present with:-Mr, 
Gallatin and eight or ten others, and spent nearly 
a whole forenoon with the committee, and they 
submitted their amendments, which I have bere 
ina printed form, most.of which were very: judi- 
cious, and had in fact been adopted by the com- 
mittee previously to this interview. “The only 
class of amendments recommended by them that 
we did not adopt, that I remember, were. those 
proposing to remove the office of the Comptroller 
of the Treasury to New York and place it there. 
Bat I think almost all of the amendments relating 
to the business of banking had been previously 
adopted hy the committee. Ha 

Mr. BROOKS. The amendments proposed by 

the representatives of the banks of New York 
have only been brought to my attention sinee [ 
came to the House to-day, and | have not had 
time to read them. They are voluminous, and I 
should wish time between now and Monday to 
examine them. ae 

Mr. STEVENS. {think we had better pro- 
ceed with the bill now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of JNinois. Jt is only 
the representatives of the bankiig interest who 
apply for a continuance. The people themselves, 
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who are interested more than anybody else in re- 
gard to the currency, are notasking a continuance. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I would merely suggest to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that | think he 
is mistaken as to there having been opportunity 
furnished to examine this bill. Ihave myselfsent 
to the document-room for it several times, but have 
never been able.to.getone. ... , 

Mr. STEVENS. I cannot be mistaken in the 
fact thata large delegation from New York, headed 
by the eminent men who have been referred to, Mr. 
Gallatin and Mr. Lyman, have been heard pa- 
tiently before the committee. They went over 
every part of the bill and proposed their amend- 
ments, and they have all been deliberately con- 
sidered by the committee. I think.the House had 
better consider them now and go on with the bill. 

Myr. GRISWOLD. I did not refer to those gen- 
Alemen from New York at all. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
‘Pennsylvania insist on his motion to close debate? 

Mr. STEVENS. I do, sir; the five minutes’ 
debate will still be open, of course, > 
_ Mr. BROOKS. I hope the motion will not pre- 

rail, 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable, This 
general conversation has been indulged in by 
Unauimous consent. , 

The question was put; and on a division there 
were—ayes 46, noes 46. ' 

The SPEAKER voted in the affirmative, and 
announced that the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. On so important a matter as 
this I feel it my duty to demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The SPEAKER. 
comes too Jale. 

Mr. BROOKS.. I madeit as quickly as I could. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gendeman made a short 
speech before he called the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BROOKS. Well, I can assure the gentle- 

man from Pennsylvania that no progress will be 
made in the bill. to-day. 
o Mr STEVENS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the special order. 

Mr. BROOKS. Is itin order to have the yeas 
and nays on Chat motion? 

The SPRAKER.  ftis, 

Mr. BROOKS. L want to be in Gime, 

The SPEAKER. 
whether the gentleman des 
or not, 

The question being puton Mr. Stevens's mo- 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole ou the 
state of the Union— 

Mr. BROOKS. On that question, Mr. Speaker, 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the afirmative-—-yous 57, nays 425 us follows: 

YBAS Me » Alley, Allison, Ames, Ashtev, John D. 
Baidwim Baxter, Benoa, Blaine, Bouwel, Brander 
Broomall, Awbrose W. Clark, Ereennm Clarke, Cobb, Coles + 
Donnelly, Driggs Dumont, Bekley, Bien FParasworth, 


rank, Hae, Higby, Hooper, Jobn H Hubbard, Kelley, 
MeBride, MeUiurg, Sirol 


Praneis W. Ketogen, Longyear 
P. Miller, Muoshead, Morrill, Norton, Orth, Patterson, Per- 
ham, Pike, Pomeroy, Pries, William {E Randall, Jobu FE 
Rice, Schenck, Seofietd, Sbunuon, Smithers, Spalding. Bte- 
vena, Teney, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Bibu B. Wash- i 
barin, Webster, Whiley, Wilson, and Witdom—97. | 

NAY BM essi 3 U. Allen, Anderson, Baily, Au- | 

7 Brooks, dames 


The Chair thinks the call 


in, Bt 


b i . Brown, Chan 
Cravens, Engt 


i jald, Hall, tar- i 
rrington, Charles M. y Herrick, Hounan, H 
Wilbfleisel:, Law, Maiev, Meat , dames Re Morris, 

Morrison, Nebon, Noble, Folie OP Neill, Pendleton, Perry, 

Pruyn, Radford, Rogers, James X. Rellius, Ross, Stebbins, l 
William G. Steele, Stuart, Sweat, Voorbces, Winfield and |j 
Yenman-A2. i 


The rules were accordingly suspended, and’the |} 
Jouse resolved itself into the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Branpe- 
ene in the chair) and resumed the consideration, 
as a special order, of the bill (H. R. No. 333) to 
provide a national currency secured by a pledge of | 
United States stocks, and to provide for the cir- |! 
culation and redemption thereaf; on which, by | 
order of the House, all general debate was to close 
in five minutes. it 


| wo over the ground be occupied. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee rose last | 
evening pending a call for division ou the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Pixe] to 
the seventh section ofthe bill, to strike out $100,000 |; 

“phd insert $50,000, so that no association shail be i 


organized under this act with a less capital than 


| 850,000. i 


Mr. HOOPER. I hope the gentleman from 
Maine will withdraw his amendment, and allow 
me to offer in lieu of ita proviso at the end of the 
section, somewhat varying from the proposition 
yesterday. 

Mr. BEAMAN. Letit be read. f 

Mr. Hooper ’s amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to section seven the following: 

Provided, That banks with a capital of not less than 
$50,000 may, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, be organized in any place the population of 
Which does not exceed six thousand inhabitants. 

Mr. PIKE. I withdraw my amendment, and 
will consent to the: proposition of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I object to this 
amendment, for the reason that it gives the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury the power to say whether 
a bank may or may not be established. He can 
withhold his permission from one of these $50,000 
banks or, let it be established, just as he pleases. 
l suggest that, especially undér existing circum- 
stances, that is a power which ought not to be 
lodged in the Sceretary of the Treasury, however 
safe it might be to lodge it in the Comptroller of 
the Treasury. Indeed, it seems to me that the 
whole bill, undesignedly without doubt, concen- 
trates extraordinary powers in the hands of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. This is a high and 
dangerous power to give to any one man, partic- 
ularly to the Secretary of the Treasury at this 
moment, standing in the peculiar relation to the 
country that he does. Itis a mischievous and 
dangerous expcrimentto allow him to say whether 
in some small town of Ilinois, Michigan, Maine, 
or any other State, a bank shall or shall not be 
allowed under this law. There should be cer- 
tain fixed principles established. Congress, not 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, should lay down 
the chart. f object to that feature of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ROSS. f move to amend the amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts by striking 
vut the words, ‘with the approval of the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will inform 
the. Louse that the time to which general debate 
was limited has expired, and that debate is now 
in order only under the five minutes rule, 

The question being on Mr, Ross’s amendment 
to the amendment, 
Mr. PRUYN. 

the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman rises to 
oppose the amendment he is in order, 

Mr. PRUYN. Mr. Chairman, this proposal to 
lessen the minimum of capital; and consequently 
to increase the number of mstitutions to be organ- 
ized under this law, affords me the opportunity to 
say a few words on asuljeet Linadvertently omit 
ted to allude to yesterday, and tbat is the remark 
of the gentenan from Massachusetts, [Mr 
Lfoornr, | thatthe State bank system had proved 


Am [in order in speaking to 


| to be a failure, and it had therefore become neces- 


sayy to establish a national system. My col- 
lague [Mr. Brooks] noticed this statement quite 
fully in the remarks made by him, and U shall not 
ut let me ask, 
why was itthat the State bank system failed; that 
is, that these hanks suspended specie payments? 
Had any legitimate demands becn made upon 
them which they could not meci? Tad they 
failed to do their daty in aiding the commerce or 
conducting the exchanges of the country? Had 
they not come up in the boldest manner to the 
aid of the Government? Was it not the eourse 


| adopted by the Secretary of the Treasury which 


led to their suspension? 

Let us look at this: the Secretary at the open- 
ing of the war had two courses before him to 
earry on the finances of the country. The one 
was that which headopted. My limited time will 
notallow me tocommenton this. The other would 
have maintained our finances on a specie basis. 
A large part of the additional currency which the 
country needed would have been immediately sup- 
plied by the State banks, and with perfect safety 
to the community, as that currency 1s now almost 
universally based on the security of the State 
stocks in addition to the liability of the banks. If 
needed the Secretary of the Treasury might have 
added an amount of Treasury notes or exchequer 
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bills, ane or two hundred million dollars, if you 
please, jast as mach more or less as the wanis of 
the country. demanded, receivable at all points in 
payment of all obligations to the Government. 
This would have given us an ample amount of 
currency. For,as my friend from New York 
[Mr. Brooxs] well said yesterday, currency does 
not consist of small notes, of five and ten. and 
twenty dollar notes only, but of drafts of weil- 
established houses, of checks and orders, which 
pass from haffd to hand throughout the length and 
breadth of the country just as readily as if they 
were bank notes or Treasury notes. Had this 
course becn pursued the State banks would not 
have been forced to suspend specie payments; and 
had the Secretary of the Treasury continued to sell 
the stocks of the Government at what they would 
bring in the markets, with specie payment main- 
tained, the result would, in my judgment, have 
been that a large five per cent. stock which before 
the war sold at a considerable premium, instead 
of being worth as it now is only something over 
sixty per cent. in gold, would never have gone 
below eighty-five-or eighty per cent. Not only 
our own people but foreigners would have had 
that confidence in our engagements which unfor- 
tunately does not now exist. More than this, the 
Government would have procured its supplies for 
the war at their real value instead of paying the 
largely increased amount which they are now, 
paying. If, as is generally believed, our public 
debt will, at the close of the present year, be 
$4,000,000,000, at least $1,000,000,000 of this 
amount has, in my judgment, been uselessly in- 
eurred by the erroneous financial policy of the 
Government. , 

Mr. HOOPER. Ihope that the amendment 
will not be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on 
the amendment. 

On a division on the amendment, there were— 
ayes 5, noes 40. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. KELLOGG, 
of Michigan, and Brooxs, were appointed. 

The question was again puts and the tellers re- 
ported—-ayes 1, noes 50; no quorum voting.. 

The CHAIRMAN directed the roll to be called. 

The roll was called; and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. William J. Allen, Ancona, Anderson, Arnold, 
Francis P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Boyd, Brooks, William 
1. Brown, Chanter, Cofltoth, Cox, Creswell, Henry Winter 
Davis, Dawes, Orwson, Deming, Denison, Dixon, Driggs, 
Hiden, Edgerton, Cidridge, Farnsworth, Ieuton, Finck, 
Gooch, GrinncH, Hal, Harding, Harrington, Asalicl W. 
Labbard, Jolm H. Hubbard, IHutehins, Jenckes, Philip 
Johnson, William Johnson, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Or- 
lando Kellogg, Kernan, King, Lazear, Le Blond, Little- 
john, Long, Lovejoy, Mallory, Marvin, Mc Bride, Mc Dow- 
Middleton, Wittiam I. Milley, 
Daniel Morris, James R. Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard 
Myers, Odell, Charles O? Neill, Orth, Pendicton, Samuel 
J. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, Robinson, Rogers, Edward 
IL Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Scott, Sloan, Smith, Spald- 
ing, Starr, John B. Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Thayer, Thomas, 
Ward, WBHam B. Washburn, Whaley, Chiltou A, White, 
Joseph W. White, Wilder, Winfield, Benjamin Wood, 
Fernando Wood, and Woodbridge. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, Mr. Branpecer re- 
ported that the Committee-of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had the 
Union gencrally under consideration, and partic- 
ularly the national currency bill, and finding itself 
without a quoram had caused the roll to be called 
and directed him to report the names of the ab- 
sentecs to the House. 

Mr. HOOPER. {move thatthere be a call of 
the Fouse, 

Mr. STEVENS. Let us have a call of the 
House, and make an example of those members 
who willnotattend to the business of the country. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was accordingly called; and the follow- 
ing members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. James O. Allen, William J. Allen, Ancona, Ar- 
nold, Jacob B. Binir, Boyd, William G. Brown, Coflroth, 
Cox, Cresweil, Henry Winter Davis, Dawes, Dawson, 
Denison, Dixon, Eden, Edgerton, Eldridge, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Finck, Gooch, Grinnell, Hall, Asahel W, Hubbard, 
Jonn H. Hubbard, Hutchins, Jenckes, Philip Jobnson, 
William Johnson, Julian, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, King, 
Lazear, Le Blond, Littlejohn, Long, Lovejoy, Mallory, 
Marvin, M Allister, McDowell, McTudoe, McKinney, Mid- 
dleton, William. H. Miller, James R. Morris, Amos Myers, 
Leonard Myers, Odell, Charles, ONeill, Patterson, Samuel 
J. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, John IH. Rice, Kobinson, 
Edward H.Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Scott, Sloan, Smith, 
Spalding, Starr, Stiles, Strouse, Thayer, Ward, William 
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B. Washburn, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Wilder, 
Benjamin Wood, Fernando Wood, and Woodbridge. 

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will now 
close the doors, and the Clerk will call the roll for 
the purpose of receiving excuses for absentees. 

The doors were closed. 

Mr. ROSS. 
answered to their names. 

TheSPEAKER. One hundred and three mem- 
bers have answered. - 

Mr. ROSS. I move that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The Clerk then proceeded to cill the names of 
the absentees for excuses. 

James C, Arren. No excuse offered. 

Wittiam J. ALLEN. | : 

Mr. KNAPP. My colleague has been absent 
from the House on business nearly two weeks, 
I think with leave of the House, though I am net 
certain. I move he be excused, 

The motion being lost on a division, 

Mr. KNAPP demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS. I did not hear the excuse 
given by the gentleman. 

Mr. KNAPP. I am not certain whether he 
had leave of absence, but he is in Ilinois to-day, 
pi business imperatively demanding his presence 
there, 

Mr. STEVENS. Is his family ill? 

Mr. KNAPP. Ido notknow. I understood 
the necessity of his leaving on business was im- 
perative two weeks ago. {have nothing further 
to say. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think, under that state- 
ment, we had better excuse him, and not make it 
a matter of contest. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

. The motion to reconsider prevailed. 

The yeas and nays were then refused, 

The question recurred on the motion to excuse 
Mr. ALuex, and it was agreed to. 


Sypennam E, Ancona. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move that Mr. Ancona 
be excused, as he is absent from the city. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Isaac N. Annoxp.. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Mr. Annoup 
is confined to his room and bed by very severe 
indisposition. I move he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Jacos B. BMR. | 

Mr. WASLIBURNE, of Hlinois. He has had 
leave of absence granted him by the House. 

Mr. PRUYN. That of itself is an excuse. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would so decide 
were it vot that his leave of absence commences 
to-morrow instead of to-day. 


Mr. PRUYN. ‘To-day being Good Friday, I | 


think we ought to excuse him, and I move he be 
excused, 
The motion was agreed to. 


Sumpronius EH. Bowo. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
cused, 
though Í do not know what it is. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey, demanded tell- 
ers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were net ordered. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Wisan G. Brown, 

The SPEAKER, Mr. Brown has leave of 
absence. i 

ALEXANDER [Í. Corrrorn. No excuse offered. 

SamueL: S. Cox. 

Mr. BLISS. 
that Mr. Corrrora went to Philadelphia to at- 
tend a general convention of the State which was 
held yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the excuse 
comes too late, as another name has been called. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have been informed 
that Mr. Cox went to Ohio for the benefit of his 
health, . I move he be excused. 


I move he be ex- 


{Laughter.] 


Mr. STEVENS. Was Mr. Cox much out of | 


health ? 


Mr. PENDLETON. I am’ net prepared to 


I would inquire if a quorum have | 


L have no doubt he has a good excuse, 


I ought to state to the House | 


| tus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, 


H Knapp, Law, Marey, McBride, Moorhead, Morrison, Nel- 


| tleman, in behalf of Mr. Dawson. 


! directed to be closed, 


answer the question whether he was much out of 
health; but | think he would improve it by going 
for that purpose, and I understand he has gone 
for that purpose. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
thë affirmative—yeas 62, nays 30; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Anderson, Ashley, Baily, Augus- 


Blow, Boutwell, Brandegee, Broomall, James S. Brawn, 
Chanter, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Thomas T. 
Davis, Henry C. Deming, Eckley, English, Griswold, Hall, 
Harding, Benjamin G. Harris, Charles M. Harris, Herrick, 
Hooper, Hotchkiss, John H. Hubbard, Hulburd, Kasson, 


son, Noble, Norton, John O'Neill, Pendleton, Pruyn, Rad- 
ford, William H. Randall, Rogers, Ross, Scofield, Spalding, 
Stebbins, William G. Steele, Sweat, Thomas, ‘racy, Van 
Vaikeuburgh, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Elihu B. Washburne, 
Whaley, Wheeler, and Winfield—62. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, 
Cobb, Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Btiot, Frank, Ganson, 
Garfield, Higby, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, McClurg, 
Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Orth, Perham, Pomeroy, Price, 
Shannon, Smithers, Stevens, Upson, Williams, Wilson, 
and Windom—30. 

So Mr. Cox was excused. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. ASHLEY said: As f understand my col- 
league had to go to the Democratic convention, 
I vote fay.” 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As the gen- 
tleman’s colleague says that he is absent on ac- 
count of his health, I vote to excuse him. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts. In con- 
sideration that the gentleman’s illness is much 
more severe than I had supposed, I change my 
vote to “ay.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above 
recorded, 


Joun A. J. CRESWELL. 

Mr. WEBSTER. My colleague, Mr. Cres- 
WELL, 18 absent from his seat, and has been for a 
day or two. A distinguished gentleman, who was 
a member of this House not long since, would 
say he had gone to ‘foreign parts.” He has gone 
to the Eastern Shore. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. HALE, (at ten minutes after three o’clock, 
p.m.) It is manifestthat we will do no more busi- 
ness to-day, and being Good Friday, Imove that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 
36, noes 54. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Henry Winter Davis. No excuse offered. 

Henry L. Dawgs. Absent on leave. 

Jons L. Dawson. 

Mr. BLISS. I make thesame statement which | 
I attempted to make in reference to another gen- |; 
He is absent 
attending the general convention of the State of || 
Pennsylvania, which was held at Philadelphia | 
yesterday. He has not yet returned, but will 
probably be back to-morrow. move that he be 
excused, 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES DENISON. 

Mr. ONEILL, of Ohio. I desire to say in 
behalf of Mr. Dexon, that he has been com- 
plaining of ill-health for some days past, and I 
think that is probably the cause of his absence, 
although Lam not able to state it positively. I 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Naran F. Dixon. ; 

Mr. ELIOT. Mr. Dixon loft the city some 
days ago on account of sickness which rendered 
it necessary for him to go home. I move that 
he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Jons R, Epex. No excuse offered. 

Josera K. EDGERTON. | ` : H 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague is confined to | 
his rooni by sickness, and bas been for some time | 
past. I move that be be excused. | 

Mr. WILSON? [rise to a question of order. ij 
The gentleman from Indiana was notin the Hall | 
when his name was called,and therefore is now | 


absent and cannot make a motion. [Laughter.] ! 
Mr. HOLMAN, By referring to the record || 
the gentleman will find that 1 answered to my | 
name when it was called. 
Mr. WILSON. I saw the gentleman looking 
through one of the doors after the doors were | 


“The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
bythe recérd the genileman appears to bë present: 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir, [was present, al 
though apparetitly absent. [Laughter] 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair instructed thé 
Doorkeeper to admit any. member who: had an- 
swered when’his hame was called: but that be- 
fore admitting any member -after the doors had 
been closed he must’consult the record to ascertain 
if he had answered to his name. : wage 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the gentleman 
be absent, and that the Doorkeepérbe held to his 
duty. (Laughter.} a : 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman was hot 
present when his name was called, heis not right- 
fully in the House. i pre 

Mr. HOLMAN. I answered to my name when 
it was called, and I now move that Mr. EDGER- 
ton be excused. j : E G 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that 
he was present when his name was called, and 
answered, ` : p 


Mr. HOLMAN. I was present'when the call 


| took place, and left the Hall immediately after- 


wards, Me tes , : 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts. -I recol- 
lect distinctly thatthe gentleman from Indiana was 
present when the roll was called. | Oe, 

Mr. HOLMAN.. I was present, and I now 
make the motion to excuse my colleague. _ 

The motion wasagreed to. f i 

CranLeEs A. ELDRIDGE. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. 
been more constantly in attendance than my col- 
league, (Mr. Exprivce.| For that reason Fion 
clude he must be strongly indisposed, or he would 
be here. I move that he be excused. fe 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Do Lunder: 
stand the gen say that his colleague was 
indisposed to be here? ee 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I say that there 
has been no member more constantly in his seat 
than my colleague, and I draw the inference, from 
the fact that he is not here now, that he is indis- 


posed. ee : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Indispose 
to be here? ; a eres 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I did not say 
that. I donot know why he is not here, but he 
is almost constantly present when the House is 
in session, and therefore Lask that he be excused, 
I demand the ycas and nays. ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered. See 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 53, nays 39; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Baily, Augustus ©. Bald- 
win, Francis P. Blair, BY Brooks, Broomall, James 8. 
Brown, Chanter, Clay, Cravens, Eckley; Inglish, Ganson, 
Grider, Griswold, Harding, Benjamin G. Harris, Charles M. 
Harris, Herrick, Holman, Jobn H. Hubbard, Hulburd, Kalb- 
fleisch, Knapp, Law, Marcy, Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Jobn 
ONeill, Pendleton, Perry, Pruyn, Radford, Wiliam H. 
Randall, Roge Ross, Scofield, Spalding, Stebbins, John 
B. Steele, William G. Stecie, Stuart, Sweat, Thomas, Tra- 
ey, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Webster, Wheeler, aad Win- 
field—53.. * 

NA YS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Baxter, Beaman, Bout- 
well, Brandegee, Ambrose W, Clark, Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Cole, Deming, Donnelly, Driggs, Eliot, Frank, Gar- 
field, Higby, Hooper, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Loan, 
Longyear, McClurg, Samucl F, Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Norton, Orth, Pomeroy, Price, Shannon, Stiithers, Stevens, 
Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, Williams, 
Wilson, and Windom—29, . a 
- So Mr. ELDRIDGE was excused. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, it is very-evi- 
dent that the House does. not desire to do busi- 
ness. I move that the House do new adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed ta, i 

Reusen E. Fexnox. Absent on leave. 

WaiLuam E. Finck. Absent on leave, 

DaxiæL W. Goocn. No excuse offered. 

Josian B. GriyseLL. Absent on leave. 

WirriamĮm A. HarL. No excuse offered. 

Asaunt W., Hupparp. > 

Mr. PRICE. My colleague, Mr. HUSBARD, 
has been confined to his room for weeks by.ery- 
sipelas. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Joux H., HUBBARD. . : 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. 1 desire to 
say, sir, that I this morning received a letter from 
Hon. T. B. Butler, ove of the chief justices ofmy 


No member has 


|} State, requesting me to appear before the Supreme 
; Court of the United States and procure an appear- 


ance to be entered in a ease in which he was in- 
terested. Not being acquainted with the clerk of 
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that court, (Mr. Middleton,) I-requested the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Spatpine] to go with me 
and give me an introduction to-him: -He con- 
sented, though with some reluctance, to go with 
me.: We were both absent in the discharge of 
that duty when our names were called. But we 
came isy believe, before the doors were shut. 
Mr.BRANDEGEE. Linquire of my colleague 
whether he. stopped at the refreshment saloon, 
called *¢ The Hole in the Wall.” f ; 
Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. Notat all. 
Iam a stranger to that place. pai 
Mr. GANSON. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman whether the Supreme Court is sitting to- 


day? ; 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. It is not; 
but we found Mr. Middleton, the clerk of the 
Court, who received my communication and 
kindly agreed that the entry should be made in 
the case. ; 

The SPEAKER. This is not the appropriate 
‘time for the gentleman from Connecticut to ex- 
cuse himself, he having been absent when his 
name was called. He has come in without au- 
thority. 

Mr. ASHLEY. In violation of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The doors were open until 
the roll-call was concluded; but persons who were 
not present when their names were called will be 
arrested by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. STEVENS. Do I understand that the 
gentlemen from Connecticut and Ohio [Messrs. 
HupayRp and Spaupine] are not marked as pres- 
ent? | 
The SPEAKER. They are not marked as 
present; bus they came in before the doors were 
closed. They are still liable to arrest. 

Mr. STEVENS. By what authority, then, 
do they vote? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that 
they ought not to vote. 


© Werts A. Hurcirs. 

Tuomas A. Jenckes. 

Punie Jounson. 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has long been detained 
at home by severe sickness, and [ move that he 
be excused, 

The motion was agreed to, 


Mr. ELIOT. Mr. Jenowns’s name was passed 
without my being aware of it. His colleague is 
also absent. t ask unanimous consent to state 
now that the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr, 
Junexes] is detained at home by sickness, and 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Georges W. Jurian. No excuse offered. 

ORLANDO KELLOGG, 

_ Mr. HIGBY. Lhe gentleman from New York 
is absent on accountof a death in his family, and 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Francis KERNAN. 

Mr. GANSON. My colleague left here yes- 
terday, on account of sickness in his family, and 
T move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Austin A. Kine. 

Jesse Lazuar. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I have received a letter 
from my colleague stating that heis at home, sick, 
and f move that he be exeuseds - 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Francis ©. Le Brown. : 

Mr. BLISS. I understand that Mr. Lr BLOND is 
absent, in New York, attending to committee busi- 


ness, by order of the House, and | move that he 
be excused. 


‘The motion was agreed to. 

De Wire C; Lyrrrinsonn, k : 

The SPEAKER stated that the gentleman had 
‘been absent fora long time onaccount of sickness, 

Tt was moved that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Auuxanper LONG. 

Mr. PENDLETON. My colleague has leave 
of absence from the House. : 

Owen Lovesoy. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. The gentleman 
from Hlinois is lying dangerously illat Brooklyn, 
and I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 


No excuse offered. 
Wo excuse offered. 


No excuse offered. 


Í 
j 
i 
t 


| ness. 


Ropert MALLORY. 

“Mr. WADSWORTH. My colleague is ab- 
sent onaccountof sickness, and I move that he be 
excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

o James M. Marvin. .- 

Mr. PRUYN.. I think my colleague has leave 
of absence. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk thinks not. 

Mr. Marvin was not excused: 

ÅRCHIBALD MCALLISTER. 

Mr. HALE. My colleague left for home this 
morning to attend to important business; and I 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

James F. McDowent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague has leave of 
absence. i 

Joun F. McKinney. 

Grorcre MIDDLETON. 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. Mr. MIDDLE- 
roy was called home last night by important busi- 
ness; and 1 move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Wirriam H. MILLER. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Ohio. He is absent for the 
same reason as his colleague, Mr. Dawson; and 
J move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Amos Myers. No excuse offered. 

Leorarp Myers. . 

Mr. KELLEY. He was telegraphed for on 
account of extreme illness in his family; and I 
move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mosrs F. ODELL. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. My colleague told me 
that he could not be here to-day. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I suppose that 
he is absent on the committee on the conduct of 
the wer. 

The SPEAKER. The members of that com- 
mittee have leave to be absent during the sittings 
of the House, and he is therefore excused. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. J now move that the two 
other absent members of that committee, Mr. 
Goocu and Mr. Jurian, be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Crarves O’Nume. 

Mr. KELLEY. My colleague was called home 
by a death in his family, and I move he be ex- 
cused, 

The motion was agreed to. 


James W. Parrerson. No excuse offered. 

Samuen J. RANDALL. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Mr. Raxpaut ig absent at- 
tending a State convention—the same reason for 
which Mr. Dawson isabsent. I move he be ex- 
cused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARDING. 
adjourn, 

‘The motion was not-agreed to. 

Axexanpen H. Rice. 

Mr. ALLEY. My colleague left the House 
last evening very ill, and I have no doubt he is 
confined to his house to-day by sickness. [move 
he be excused. 
© The motion was agreed to. 


Absent on leave. 


I move the House do now 


Joun EL Rice. 
Mr. BEAMAN. Imove Mr. Rice be excused. 
I have no doubt he is absent upon important busi- 


The SPEAKER. The Ghair understands he 
isin the lobby waiting to be arrested. (Laughter.] 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Janes C. Rozinson. No excuse offered. 

Epwarp H. Rots. 

Mr. LIULBURD. [left Mr. Rotnixs in New 
York yesterday, where he is ou business upon a | 
committee by order of the House. I move he be 
excused. . | 

The motion was agreed to. 

Rozerr C. SCHENCK. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I bave received a contra- 
band message from my colleagne stating that on 
Good Friday he will cat nothing stronger than 
bivalves and otber shell-fish, and that he is en- 
gaged in that business at thistime. [Laughter.] 
I move he be excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


| sickness, 


Guexsi W. SCOFIELD. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Lam, present. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. . Was the gentleman within 
the Hall at the roll-call when his name was called? 

Mr, SCOFIELD. No, sir. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would like to know how 
my colleague gotin. Somebody has not done his 
duty. = i 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I was in during the call of 
the roll, but I did not hear my name called. The 
first name I heard called was “Smith.” f 

Mr. STEVENS. Isaw a gentleman from New 
Jersey, now in the House, a very pleasant gen- 
tleman, looking through the window of the door 
after his name was called. 

The SPEAKER. Which gentleman from New 
Jersey? : 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman from New- 
ark, [Mr. Perry.] y C 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Jersey answered to his name upon the call of the 
House. i 

Mr. WILSON. Does the roll show that the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Prxe] was present 
when his name was called? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
also answered to his name upon the call of the 
House. 

Mr. PIKE. Iam very much obliged to the 
roll, for the roll is perfectly correct. 


Jonn G. Scorr. No excuse offered. 

Truamar C. SLOAN. 

Mr. COBB. My colleague, Mr. SLoan, is now 
and has been for some weeks at home dangerously 
sick. I move he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Green CLAY SMITH, 

TheSPEAKER. Mr. Smrtu is absent by leave 
of the House. 

Mr. NELSON, I desire tomake an excuse for 
Mr. Scorr. , 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too 
late. 

Rurus P. SPALDING. 

Mr. SPALDING. Here. 

The SPEAKER. Thg gentleman was not here 
during the call of the House, according to the 
ro 


H 

Mr. SPALDING. 
Joun F. STARR. 
Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. My colleague, 

Mr. Srarr, has been during the whole session in 

a very bad state of health, and I have no doubt 

he is now detained from the House on account of 

1 move he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Joun D., Srives. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Strives, I believe, isab- 
sent for the same reason that Mr. RANDALL, of 
Pennsylvania, isabsent,who Is absent for the same 
reason that Mr. Mirurr, of Pennsylvania, is ab- 
sent, who is absent onthe same ground that Mr. 
Dawson ìs absent. [Laughter.] I therefore 
move that he he excused. h 

Mr. UPSON. I would like to know what 
ground that is? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. F caninform 
the gentleman. It is the same ground on which 
Mr. RaxpaLL is absent, [Laughter.] 

Mr. Stikes was excused. 


Myer Srrouss. No excuse offered. 

M. Russel Toaver. No excuse offered. 

Exwan Warp. 

Mr. BROOKS. My colleague’s health is very 
poor. fam sure he would be here but for illness. 
I move that he be cxeused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Wim B, WASHBURN. 

Mr. ECKLEY. 1 ask the House to excuse 
Mr. Wasunurn. He hasgone home on import- 
avt business and is paired with Mr. Waire. 

Mr. Wasusurn was not excused. 

Cuirron A. Wurtz. f 

Mr. HARRIS, of Ilinois. 


I was not. 


I wish to inquire 


lif Mr. Cuirtox A. Wurrrisnotabsenton leave? 


I think he is, ifthe Chair can ascertain that fact. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal Clerk thinks 
not. There have been so many leaves of absence 
granted thatit is impossible for the Clerk to turn 


to them all on the Journal at a moment’s notice. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. My impression is 
that he has leave of absence. 


of the fact. > 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hiinois. I. think it 
would be well for the Clerk whenever leave of ab- 
sence is granted to make a separate memorandum. 
I propose that by unanimous consent an order to 
that effect be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal Clerk states 
that he will follow the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Hlinois hereafter. 

. Mr. PENDLETON. Mr, Warre told me that 
he had leave of absence from the House. 

The SPEAKER. That is sufficient. 


JoserH W. Wuire. Absent on leave. 

A. Carrer Wiper. No excuse offered. 

Brensamin Woop. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Mr. Woop has been 
so constantly in his seat that I think he ought to 
be excused. [Laughter.] 

Mr..GANSON. I understand he is absent by 
the force of habit. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. CHANLER. He is detained athomeby 
sickness. I move that he be excused’ on that 
ground, 

The question was put, and the negative vote 
seemed to prevail. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to 
the House that it is always usual to excuse a 
member who is absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Does the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cuanier] state that his colleague 
is absent in consequence of sickness? 

Mr. CHANLER. I stated it in so many 
words, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state fur- 
ther that he has received a note to-day. from Mr. 

-Woop himself, saying that he is absent on ac- 
count of sickness, 

Mr. Bensamiy Woop was excused. 

Fernanoo Woop. 

Mr. CLIANLER. I have the same motion to 
make in regard to him. Iam informed by him- 
self that he is detained from the House by sick- 
ness. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Frepericn E, Woopsrivcs. 

Mr. BAXTER. I ask that Mr. Wooprrincr 
be excused. Last night he received by mail a 
letter from the Lieutenant Governor of Vermont 
asking him to go to Fortress Monroe to see Gen- 
eral Butler, and if possible get his son from the 
Libby prison, where he now is in a very low 
state. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The call being completed, 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that warrants of ar- 
rest for all the unexcused absentees be now is- 
sued, and that they be brought to the bar of the 
House. 

Mr. BAILY. Before that motion be put I ask 
that my colleague [Mr. Srrouse] be excused, he 
being absent for the same reason for which my 
other colleagues have been excused. 

The SPEAKER. That motion can only be 
received by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HIGBY. I object. 

The objection was afterwards withdrawn, but 
was renewed by another member. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that the gentleman 

from New Hampshire [Mr. rea be ex- 
eused. He had stepped out accidentally when 
the doors closed. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. CRAVENS. I ask leave to move that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Born] beexcused. 
He is in the lobby, and has been for half an hour. 

Objection. was made. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask that the House 


will entertain a motion to excuse my colleague | 


Mr. FIUBBARD., 

Mr, KNAPP. I object. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. I will say 
to the gentleman that I have voted to excuse every 
member on that side. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KNAPP. Then Ido notobject. [Laugh- 
ter. 
Mr. STEVENS. I object. 

Mr. BROOKS called for the yeas and nays on 
Mr. StevENs’s motion. 

The yeds and nays were not ordered. 


l 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move tbat the House do 
now adjourn. f 

The question was. taken by division; and the 
Speaker announced that the noes had it. — 

During the count, 

Mr. STEVENS said: Į make the point of order 
that the gentlemen from Ohio and Connecticut 
[Messrs. Seatnixe and Hunsarp] shall. not be 
counted in the vote. ` : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not count 
gentlemen who are reported as absent. [Laugh- 
ter.| | oo . 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker. j 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
will suspend a moment till the Chair signs a war- 
rant of arrest, [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPALDING. IJ desire to waive process. 
[Renewed laughter. 

Mr. FRANK. I understand that my colleague, 
Mr. Marviy, has been called home on account 
of iliness in his family. I move that he be ex- 
cused, 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Marv 
was accordingly excused. ; 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. Mr. Speak- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair cannotrecognize 
a member who is reported as absent. 

Mr. PENDLETON, I desire to say that my 
colleague, Mr. Morris, was called from the House 
by a message requesting him to attend to receiv- 
ing the property of a disabled officer in this city, 
and left the House for that purpose. Imove that 
he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Morais, 
of Ohio, was accordingly excused. 

Mr. HARDING. I desire to say that Mr. 
Scorr is at home in Missouri, and has, I believe, 
leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by 
one of the clerks that they have no recollection of 
the gentleman from Missouri having received leave 
of absence. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I move that all further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SWEAT. I understand that the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire [Mr. Parrenson} is 
sick. I move that he be excused. 

TheSPEAKER. That motion has been stated 
to the [louse twice already. 

Mr. WINFIELD. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Trayerj has been an unusually 
attentive member of the House. I know that he 
has been quite unwell for several days past, and 
I have no doubt that he is absent now in conse- 
quence of indisposition, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I object. 

Mr. WINFIELD. I state it as a fact known 
to myself that Mr. Tuarnr has been indisposed. 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman from New 
York says that he knows that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Traver] is absent on 
account of indisposition I will withdraw my ob- 
jection. 

Mr. WINFIELD. 


er: 


I am not sufficiently cog- 


į nizant of the facts to pledge my word that he is 


sick. 

Mr. GARFIELD. And I am not sufficiently 

cognizant of the fact to withdraw my objection. 
The objection was subsequently withdrawn, 
and Mr. Tuayer was cxeused. 

Mr. PIKE. Iask unanimous consent to ex- 
cuse my colleague, Mr. Rice. He is a very 
pleasant gentleman, and I know he would be 
very glad to come in. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think these gentlemen had 


| better enter into bonds and be escorted gallantly 


into the House by the Sergeant-at-Arms. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that every 
other gentleman from Pennsylvania whois absent 
attending the State convention in that State, ex- 
cept Mr. Srrovse, hasbeen excused. Now, sir, 
I seeno reason why this discrimination should be 
made, even if the excuse in the first place was not 
a sufficient one. I hope, therefore, that Mr. 
Srrovss will be excused. 


At this point the Sergeant-at-Arms appearcd at jj 


the bar of the House, presenting under arrest 
A. Carrer Wiper, H. Winrer Davis, and 
Sempronius H. Boyn. $ 

Mr. WEBSTER. I riseto the question of 
order, that there is no order in the House. 


} 


The SPEAKER. T istains the p 
of order, and hopes the House will preserve order, 

Mr. STEVENS. | I hope the: House: will-pro- 
ceed to arraign the members at the bar of: the 


House. i ay : 
The SPEAKER. A. Carter Wit 
are under arrest for having been absent from the 
House without its Jeave and against its order. 
What excuse have you to offer? “0° T ES 
Mr. WILDER. Ihave been absent in conse- 
quence of sickness.in my family. ` i 
Mr. CRAVENS. 
excused. ee ae 
_ Mr. STEVENS. I move to amend by adding 
‘Con payment of fees.” Oe 
Mr. CRAVENS. I accept that amendment: 
The motion, as amended, was agreed to; and 
Mr. Wiper was accordingly excused, Se 
. The SPEAKER, Henry Winter Davis, you 
have been arrested for being absent from the 
House without its leave and. against its order, 
What excuse have you to present? -i soos 09? 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland... Peccavi, sir, 
[Laughter.] a $ 
Mr. STEVENS. 


1 move the gentleman, be 


I move that the gentleman 


‘be released. from arrest upon payment of fees and 
-a fine of one shilling. i 


Mr. KNAPP. I move to amend by making 
the fine two shillings. ; 

Mr. PRUYN. I rise to a question of order. 
That is not American currency. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
the question of order. : 

Mr. CRAVENS. I did not understand the 
reason the gentleman gave, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman said ‘f pec- 
cavi,” which the Chair supposes to mean thathe 
pleads guilty. : muur 

Mr. BROOKS.. A shilling in my State is 
twelve and a half cents, but in New England 
where I was born itis one sixth of a dollar, and 
it is that, I believe, in other portions of the coun- 
try. How is the exact amount of the fine to be 
ascertained? ; 3 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have.to 
setile that with the Sergeant-at-Arms.. 

A Menger. It means an English shilling, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. If it means an 
English shilling, docs it include exchange? |. 

The SPEAKER. No. Itmust be paid in law- 
ful money, according to the bill of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. [Laughter. 

The amendment submitted by 
agrecd to. 3 

The motion, as amended, was agreed to; and 
Mr. Davis was thereupon released from arrest. 

The SPEAKER, .Semrroynivs H. Boyp, you 
have been arrested for having beenabsent without 
leave, and against the order of the House, What 
excuse have you to present? 

Mr. BOYD. I was absent, sir, attending to 
the business of the people of the county of Doug- 
las, State of Missouri, at the Post Office Depart- 
ment. They sent mie a petition with seventy-five 
names to itasking to have a post office established, 
and I went to attend.to that business. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move the same fine of a 


Mr. Kwarr was 


| shilling and the payment of fees, and that the 


gentleman be released from arrest, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms reported that he had ar- 
rested in their seats Rurus Spaupine and J. H, 
HUBBARD. 

The SPEAKER, Bring them to the bar of the 
House. 

‘The Serceant-at-Arms. They refuse to come 
to the bar of the House. : 

The SPEAKER, The order of the House.is 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and 
bring to the bar of the House such members as 
are now absent without the leave of the’ House. 
The gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from 
Connecticut have failed upon two calls to answer 
to their names, and are therefore properly subject 
to arrest. The Chair can only instruct the Ser- 
geant-at-Arnis to obey the order of the House. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms presented Mr. J. H. Hus- 
BARD at the bar of the House, who was thereupon 
arraigned by the Speaker for being absent with- 
out leave. ‘ 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, 
I have this excuse to offer. Ihave stated it al- 
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why he has not performed his duty. The rule 
should not be made imperative in the first in- 
stance. i 

Mr. STEVENS. Iaccept that modification. 
Let it read that the Sergeant-at-Arms show cause 
why he has not obeyed the order of the House. 

Mr. Spaupine here came forward 'to the bar of 
the House with the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr.PRUYN. Ami in orderin making a sug- 
gestion? OEE : 

” The SPEAKER, After the officer has made 
his report, i 

The Sergeant-at-Arms announced that Mr. 
SraLpine had presented bimself at the bar of the 
House. 

Mr. SPALDING. Only to exonerate the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms. . 

Mr. PRUYN. We have heard the gentleman 
from Connecticut [Mr. Hussarn] detail this 
whole matter, and Lmove Mr. Sparone be ex- 
cused. i 

Mr. CRAVENS. I move to amend by add- 
ing, “on payment of a fine of fifty dollars for 
contempt of the House in violating its rules.”” 

Mr. PRUYN. He has not refused to appear. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Spaupina] has obeyed 
the order of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whatis the excuse of the 
gentleman from Ohio for not being present at the 
roll-call? i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Con- 
necticut has made the excuse, referring to both 
absentees. 

Mr. PRUYN. Ido hope the House will ex- 
cuse the gentleman, as it appears already that he 
was potat fault. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ihave no desire to do any- 
thing which may look harsh, but the House has 
had exhibited before them a scene which requires 
notice—an absolute refusal to obey the order of 
the Flouse; and when the gentleman comes before 
the bar now, he sayshe appears to exonerate the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, and for no other purpose. That 
is not an excuse; and Lain ready to vote for the 
amendment to fine him. 

Mr. WASHLBURNE, of Minois. But he has 
appeared in response to the order of the House, 
notwithstanding what he said. 

Mr. PRUYN,. I think the gentletaan from 
Pennsylvania has misunderstood the gentleman 
from Ohio. 1 heard only what be said in his 
seat. He appears to obey the summons of the 
Louse, but heappeared evidently with reluctance, 
but he did appear. We are not to inquire into 
outside reasons. 

Mr. RADFORD. 
be allowed to make his own excuse. 

Mr. SPALDING. 
by the g 
BARD,} that I went out at his request to introdtce 
him to the clerk of the Supreme Court. F went 
with reluctance. We were then in Committee of 
| the Whote, and l inquired whether it was likely 
a vote would be taken, 


ready. ’. On the morning of. the present day I re- 
ceived a letter from Hon. Thomas B. Butler, one 
_of the chief justices of my own State, requiring 
‘me to xo immediately before the Supreme Court 
of the United States to procure an entrance to be 
made in a cause there. pending in which he. was 
Yhterested. Not being acquainted with Mr. Mid- 
eton, the clerk of the Supreme Court, I cast 
about for some one,to introduce me. Ifoundmy 
friend, Judge Sparpine, of Ohio, and invited him 
to go with me. He acceded to my request and 
gave me an introduction to Mr. Middleton. 
“Mr. DEMING rose. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. Letme make 
my statement. I feel some interest in reference 
to this matter.’ ’ 

As Lhave stated, Judge SpaLpwe consented to 
g0, and anintroduction was had. My business 
was transacted with Mr. Middleton and then we 
returned to the House. We were absent perhaps 
four or fiveminutes in all, We were in the House 
before ‘the absentees were called a second time. 
We were here before the doors were closed and 
Here we arenow. 

I certainly choose to yield obedience to the sum- 
mons of the House and to any sentence that it 
may impose inthe premises, I have not neglected 
the interests of my constituents or of the coun- 
try by this necessary absence of mine. Every- 
body knows that we are called out from time to 
time during the sittings of the Hause. I have 
not been absent from the House fromthe organi- 
zation of: Congress when a single vote has been 
taken hitherto. I mean to discharge my duty as 
well.as I can, and I do not feel that Iam in the 
slightest degree to blame for this brief absence. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the gentleman’s 
excuse be deemed satisfactory, and thathe be dis- 
charged without the payment of costs. 

The motion was agreed tg. 

Mr. WADSWORTEL. Umove thatall farther 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 
Mr. HUBBARD, of Conneetiont, L crave the 

indulgence of the [Louse while L move that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Spacvina] be excused 
for his absence. i 

Mr. STEVENS. TIe isnot before the House, 
and uo motion to-excuse him can be made. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. IE the gen- 
teman committed an error, it was not his fault, 
but mine, 

Mr. BRANDEGEER moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was'disagreed to. 

The House then refused to dispense with all 
furthér proceedings under the call. 

Mr. KNAPP. I move that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be directed to do his duty, and to arrest 
the member and bring him to the bar of the 
House. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
igoanteat Arms now, 
Mr. SPALDING rose to address the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair cannot recognize 
any gentleman reported absent, 

Mr. SPALDING. 1 submit to the indu 
of the Chair. That isall Pecan do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the gentleman from-Obio should submit to 
the order of the Flouse. This has all been done 
by order of the House. When he presents him- 
self at the-bar he can make whatever excuse he 
pleases. i 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Whatisthe |: 
sbar ofthe House? H 

The SPKAKER, In front of the Chair, this 


‘That is the duty of the Ser- 


Igence || and 1 thought 1 should Dave time to go and re- 
f turn before a vote would be taken. I went and 
introduced my friend to the clerk of the Supreme 
Court, and coming immediately back I came in 
just before the doors were ordered to be closed. 


i| pose upon me is:concerned, so far as it is within 
| my means, E will pay it cheerfully. 
Mr. CRAVENS. 
a matter of little consequence to the gentleman; 
silage Uie middle ddor but l made the motion to fine him because he has 
The Chair will state that if he were a member | violated the rule of the House. “The House ought 
he would submit to whatever.orders the House | to dereng Hues tights: -1f wedo noty by PR 
3 ; idee f : mitting this case to go without punishment or 
would make. AH members must submit to the censure, I should like to know how we shall pre- 
orders.of the Elouse. Cee i . cee 


Mr. SPAL TG. 5 A ; o g fi SUrve order. : 
I tr DS aw I submit to the Chair and Mr. BROOMALL. I was going to move that 
to the Louse that I cannot go to-that bar, for Li! ho excuse be deemed sufficient 


not feel myself guilt ense Š 3 : : 
oe STR pouty orany offense. 1 Mr. WADSWORTH. I rise to a point of 
Mr, STEVENS. 1 move that an attachment | : : i 
TR ae anta mana ; order. it is that the question now before the 
issue avaluat the Sergeant-at-arms for not obey- : x tarha ni p -euse is i 
: dat thie 1s House is whether or not the excuse is suficient, 
ing the order of the House. > i 
ana pE no p ; and not whether the gentleman has committed a 
The SPEAKER. To whom? contempt of the House 
Mr. STEVENS. Specially directed to the | to male, aa | 
Dou T 7 ate peeey. he || to make a motion to fine for contempt. Fle has 
DOTRCETCE: given a good excuse for his absence, and if we 
aed JAN © 5. i 2 
Mr. HOLMA. . excuse him for that we cannot fine him for con- 
be modified, i tempt, 


ag 


I think that motion should 
It should direct him to show cause | 


E hope the gentleman will | 


It has already been stated, 
entleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Fius- | 


An amendment was of- | 
! fered, and a gentleman got up to speak upon jt, | 


So far as any fine the House may see fit to im- | 


A f 
I have no doubt the fine is 


1 submititis improper | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order to this extent: the latter part of the mo- 
tion in reference to contempt is not in order, as 
the gentleman is now at the bar of the House; 
but a motion to fine the gentleman any amount 
the House sees fit to impose is in order. Any 
question as to contempt of the House must come 
up hereaftér‘as an independent proposiuon. 

Mr: WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move the 
previous question upon the motion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brooma1] that the 
excuse be deemed sufficient, and that the gentle- 
man be discharged. i ‘ , 

The SPEAKER. That is not the motion. 
The pending motion is the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Pruyn] to excuse the 
gentleman absolutely, and the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cravens] to fine 
him fifty dollars. ‘Ihe other part of the motion 
the Chair has ruled out of order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I move as 
an amendment that the. gentleman from Ohio be 
honorably discharged; and on that amendment I 
move the previous question. 

Mr. PRUYN. [accept the amendment. 

Mr. BEAMAN. [raise the point of order 
whether there is any evidence before the House 
that the gentleman from Ohio has refused to obey 
the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That is for the House to 
determine. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I desire to ask 
whether it is the business of a member to appear 
at the bar, or the business of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
to bring him there? If itis the business of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to bring him, then I do not see 
how the member from Ohio can be guilty of any 
contempt. ` 

Mr. CRAVENS. Iunderstand that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms has already reported that the gen- 


i leman refused to appear at the bar, and that on 


that report a peremptory order was issued. 

The question was taken on Mr. Cravens’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

‘Lhe question recurred on Mr. Pruyyx’s motion 
as modified, that Mr. Spanvine be honorably 
discharged. 

Mr. STEVENS. Imoveto amend the motion 
by striking out “ honorably discharged,” and in- 
sertiag in lieu of it ‘discharged on payment of 
fees,” j 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Imoved the 
previous question some time since. _ 

The SPEAKER. ‘Then the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is not in order. 

‘I'he question being on the demand for the pre~ 
vious guestion, oS 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

"Lellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hotmay, and 
Wasunurne, of Ilinois, were appointed. ~ 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 48, noes 37. : 

So the previous question was seconded, and 
the main questionrordered, 

Mr. VOORTIFES demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion of Mr. Pron. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 60, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—M s. Alley, Allison, Ames, Ashley, Baily, 
Johu D. Baldwin, Baxter, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Blow, 
Soutwell, Boyd, Brandegec, Brooks, Broomall, Chanler, 
Ambrose YY. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Deming, 
Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, English, Prank, 
Gooch, Griswold, Hotchkiss, John H; Hubbard, Halburd, 
Julian, Kelley, Longyear, McBride, McClurg, Moorhead, 
Morsitl, Noble, Norton, John O'Neill, Pruyn, William EH. 
Randall, Rogers, Ross, Seofield, Shannon, Stebbins, John 
B. Steele, Stuart, Van Valkenburgh, Wadsworth, Mibu B. 


; Washburme, Webster, Wheeler, Williams, Wilder, and, Wil- 


son—60, 

NAYS—Messrs. Augustus C. Baldwin, Cravens, Grider, 
Harding, Marrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Charles M. Har- 
ris, Higby, Holman, Kalbfleisch, Knapp, Morrison, Orth, 
Pendleton, Radford, Smithers, William G. Steele, Stevens, 
Sweat, Voorhecs, and Winfield—21. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 

Sommittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the special order, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
ten minutes before five o’clock p. m.) the House 
adjourned, i : 


I move that the House do 


1864. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, March 26, 1864. 
The House metattwelve o’clock,m. Prayer by 


the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Hicasy, 
its Chief Clerk, informed the House thatthe Sen- 
ate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
Military Academy bill. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. STUART. Iask leave of absence from 
the Flouse for two weeks from Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is of opinion 
that that would contravene the order ofthe House, 
as it would requirea vote. : 

Mr. BOUTWELL moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bour- 
WELL in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the President’s annual message. 

CONDUCT OF THE WAR. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. Mr. Chairman, my col- 
league from the twenty-first district [Mr. Daw- 
son] has made confessedly the ablest speech on the 
other side of the ETousc, and has stated with great 


frankness and clearness the grounds of his oppo-’ 


sition to the war. Although it was well answered 
by my colleague from the nineteenth district, [Mr, 
Scorreny,] 1 feel it incumbent upon me to give 
some attention, as our districts adjoin, have like 
interests and feelings, and as special cfforts have 
been made by the circulation of hisspeech to affect 
the political sentiment of western Pennsylvania. 
We both live at the head of the gréat channels of 
trade formed by the Obio and Mississippi rivers 
and their tributaries, down which the coal, lumber, 
and agricultural products, and the manufactures 
of glass, steel, iron, copper, wood, &e., of our 
people, were accustomed before the rebellion to 
float safely and without let or hinderance to the 
inhabitants of thirteen States, and on through 
the Gulf to foreign markets. Valuable as the 
Federal Union is to the people of other States, it 
ig beyond all price to Pennsylvania, and especial- 
ly to his constituents and mine, who alike love 
their country, are proud of its history, believe in 
free government, hale slavery, are ready to die 
rather than see their national flag dishonored at 
home or abroad, and will not permit the destruc- 
tion of their Government by aristocratic slave- 
holders, whotreatand speak of northern people— 
Democrats as well as Republicans—with more 
scorn than they fecl for the slaves on their plant- 
ations. The blow of the traitors who made this 
war fell first and heaviest on our constituencies, 
when they closed the navigation of the Mississip- 
pi, seized and confiscated property, and destroyed 
trade more than sixty years enjoyed, and for res- 
toration of the right to which our people have 
been vigorously fighting for nearly three years. 
I do this, Mr. Chairman, the more réadily, be- 
cause the doctrines he announces are the very 
same which brought on the war, and if not con- 
demned by the people, would make southern reb- 
els our masters forever. 

My colleague began his speech by reminding 
us in glowing terms of the happy and prosperous 
state of the country “about cight years since,” 
when he left these Halls. Ie left two years before 
Mr. Buchanan became President. 
condition when My. Buchanan handed the Gov- 
ernment to Mr. Lincoln? Why is my colleague 
silent as to the pregnant fact that when Mr. Bu- 


chanan retired the gloom of thatawful period was | 


such thatits mere remembrance comes like an evil 
shadow over the heart of ev-ry patriot? 

It has been suggested he s been Inadeepsleep 
during the cight years he was absent from polit- 
ical life. His speech furnishes strong evidence of 
it. 
and what many of his constituents do know, that 
not merely are we now ‘in the midst of a revo- 
lution,” but the country was in the midst of a 


revolution when Mr. Buchanan retired, and has |} to bind the citizen in equal degree to the govern- 


What was its | 


Letmethen inform him what heshould know, | 


for thirty years. : : 

Jackson suppressed treason in 1832. Jeff. 
Davis and his fellow-conspirators made some 
signs of beginning a revolution under old Zach. 
Taylor in 1850 when California was admitted as 


it by announcing that he would hang the first 
‘rebel who dared to lift a handagainst the Union, 


They prepared for it while Pierce lived in the 
White House and Davis governed the country. 
They persevered while Buchanan was President 
and Floyd controlled the Army, until—betwéen 
the 4th of November, 1860, the day Lincoln was 
elected, and the 4th of March, 1861, the day he was 
inaugurated—every southern fort, exeept Pick- 
ens and Sumter, every armory and arsenal, all 
the ordnance, arms, and ammunition, all the cus- 


the property of the Federal Government in every 
seceded State was seized by slaveholding trai- 
tors, without a blow being struck or a shot being 
fired in their defense; and thirty days before 
Buchanan’sterm expired eight slavcholding States 
had opénly rebelled against the Government, cast 
off allegiance to it and excluded its authority, 
hauled down its flag, captured its troops, arms, 
forts, ships, munitions of war, assembled a con- 
gress at Montgomery, Alabama, adopted a con- 
stitution, elected a president, prepared to raise 
armies, and organized aconfederacy as a foreign 
and hostile governnient, all under that Democratic 
rule which my colleague is so anxious to restore, 
and all done by Democratic leaders!) What did 
Mr. Buchanan do to prevent these great crimes? 
Nothing. Whatdid the Democratic party do to 
prevent them? Nothing. What did they pro- 
pose todo? Nothing. On the other band, they 
resisted everything that looked like protecting the 
public property and preserving the nation’s honor. 

Sir, so widespread was treason, so faithless 
the President, that all hope was exhausted except 
the single one that his term would expire before 
all was lost. Thank God! Abrabam Lincoln be- 
came President before the cause of the Union was 
totally ruined, and then the work of rescue began. 

My colleague, in a speech of twenty-nine pages, 
says not a word in denunciation of these rebel 
insults and outrages, nor does he show any sym- 
pathy with those of his neighbors whose blood 
has enriched every battle-field in defense of their 
country, and whose bones are before Richmond 
and Charleston, at Antictam, Gettysburg, Vicks- 
burg, and Chattanooga, and whose heroic valor 
has protected his home and mine from threatened 
invasion by his late political friends, Nor has 
he any charges to make against anybody except 
of madness and folly’? against the people, and 
railing against the Government, the Quakers, and 
abolitionists. The rebellion is tenderly mentioned 
as an ‘ill-judged rcbellion’’—no crime in it—no 
blood on the rebels’ hands; only a mistake of 
jadgment, a bad guess as to time and result! 
Sir, I do not think my colleague has allowed his 
good feelings to find expression in his speech; 
butas it was made to aid in restoring the Demo- 
cratic rule, its errors and fallacies should be 
pointed out. 

My colleague sees no prospect of theend. He 
; says: “ Nearly three years of civil war have now 
discharged their relentless fury upon our unhappy 
country, and we are yet apparently as remote 
from any satisfactory adjustment of our differ- 
enees as when we first flew to aims.” Sir, I 
| broadly deny this extraordinary statement. Itis 
the policy of the rebels, and those who sympa- 
thize with them, to undervalue the results already 
| accomplished, and to discourage the public feeling 
of the North. Jeff. Davis says the South cannot 
be conquered, and my colleague deliberately shuts 


tained. ‘The rebellion‘is in its last agonies; im- 
mense regions have beén reclaimed, several States 
are returning to their allegiance, and on every 
hand there is but one indication, and that of the 


weakness of the rebellion. 

; Š A i 
see this; but there is nene so blindas! 
not see. 


rho will 


! divided allegiance,” and he “holds that allegiance 


been on the brink of arevolution at different times | 


a free State, but the hero of Buena Vista squelched - 


and Jeff. Davis knew well he would do it.: 


tom-houses, post offices, and mints, ina word, all | 


his eyes to the astonishing results already at- 


increasing power of the Union and the increasing | 
Muy-colleague should | 


His doctrine as to the trae character of | 
the Government is a specimen brick of the genu- į 
ine Calhoun mold. He ‘finds no difficulty ina | 


ment of the State ‘and to that of the nation, Doth 
proceeding from thé same source—the people of 
the several States.” "This doctrine’ has deluded 
multitudes into treason, has undermined ‘the Fed: 
eral Government, brought on this war, and sac- 
rificed the lives of thousands of our people: Gen- 
eral Jackson in his day denounced it; and warned 
the country against it; and even Mr. Buchanan, 
in his last annual message, declared. it “to bein- 
consistent with ‘the history as well xg the char- 
acter of the Federal Constitution.” It means that 
we have no national Government; that -under the 
Constitution there is no Union, but: only a knot 
of States that maybe tied or untied at pleasures 
that there is no such thing ns a citizen ‘of ‘the 
United States, and no national flag to shelterhim. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the most crue! feature of < 
my colleague’s speech is that which, openly pro- 
claiming hisapproval of Mr. Buchanan’s course, 
impliedly censures that. of the great old patriot 
whom he and I, once and again, but vainly, la- 
bored. to make President of the United States- 
General Lewis Cass, whose patriotism and states- 
manship revolted at the truekling policy of Mr. 
Buchanan, and who, when his proposition to gar- 
rison the southern forts and maintain possëssión 
of the public property was refused, promptly tend- 
ered his resignation. and withdrew from the-Cab- 
inet. If Mr. Buchanan’s policy*was wise Gen- 
eral Cass’s was unwise; if Mr. Buchanan: wae 
faithful. in his high position General Cass was 
mistaken in judgment; if Mr. Buchanan properly 
met the great duties of the hour, then General 
Cass utterly failed to appreciate the difficulties. 

3ut not so. J can never subscribe to such a sen- 
tence of condemnationagainst an old friend whom 
Lhavelong admired, whom I now revere as among 
the worthiest statesmen the country has ever had, 
and whose claim to the love and gratitude of pos- 
terity rest, in my judgment, more firmly upon his 
unshaken fidelity when treason was so general, 
than even upon his brilliant records of both civil 
and military service. About the time he retired 
from the Cabinet he was filled with gloom and 
anguish at the threatening aspect of public affairs, ` 
as he fully comprehended the great and growing 
dangers which threatened the ship of. State. His 
impressive exclamation at the time, in my pres- 
ence, was: ‘ We are lost; we are destroyed; our 
greatand gloriouscountry willberuined. Itmight 
be saved—it might be saved. I have tried to save 
it, but can do no more.” Glorious words! be- 
tokening the great heart of a brave, clear, patti- 
otic statesman, who would have saved the coun- 
try, the public property, and subdued the rebellion 
had ne been President in place of Mr. Buchanan. 
As he was not, and the Président would do noth- 
ing, he left the Cabinet. Yet my colleague in- 
dorses Mr. Buchanan and his policy, thus im- 
pliedly casting censure and blame upon General 
Cass. resent the imputation, and appeal with 
confidence from his words to the judgment ofa 
free people who will be saved despite the oper 
treachery of Buchanan or the covert treachery 
of his allies and friends. 

I have alluded to the fact that rebellion is not a 
| new thing in American history; all remember 
how promptly Jackson put down onc, and Taylor 
nipped another in the bud. Lincoln has aroused 
the loyalty and patriotism of the country to sub- 
due the last and worst; and we who are thus this 
day engaged are but following the teachings of 
those departed patriots around whom a united 
country threw its protecting arms, and upon whose 
memories it continues to lavish its praise. “ The 
Union, it must and shall be preserved,” was the 
motto of Jackson: it is the heart-work of Lincoln. 
The rebellion of 1832 was invoked against exist- 
ing legislation; this, much less justifiable and 
more wicked, was inaugurated in the absence of 
offensive legislation, in fact at the moment when 
all legislation was not only harmless but harmo- 
i| nious on the late disputed territorial question, 
ii when, by the confession of the ablest of their 
ji leaders, the slaveholders of the South had no 
cause to justify secession,*and when by the truth 


tself is, shail die people 
quienes of (he 
of the United 
iy, and 
judg- 


* The firstan 


tion that present 
| of the Soath ide from the Union 
election of Mr. Lincoln to the Presidency € 
5 s? My countryinen, J tell you frankly, candia 
stly, that Ido not think that they ought, Int 
ment, the election of no man, constitutionally ch 
that high office, is suflicicnt cause for any State tos 
from the Union. It ought to stand by and aid still in main- 
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of history. there was no actual grievance what- 
ever., This is most vigorously and. clearly 
sented by the following exiract from a speech of 
Alexander H. Stephens, delivered.in the seces- 
sion convention of Georgia, in January, 1861: 


“This step [of secession}. once taken can never he re- 
called; and all the balefuland withering consequences that 
must follow will rest On the cofvention forall coming time. 
When we and our posterity shail see our lovely South dés- 
“olated by the demon of war, which this act of yours. willénev- 
itably invite and call forth, when our green fields of waving 
harvest shall be trodden down by the murderous soldiery 
and fiery Car of war sweeping over our land, our temples of 
justice taid in ashes, all the Horrors aud desolations of war 
‘upon us, who but this convention will be held responsible for 
it? and Who but him who shall bave given lis vote for this 
unwise and ill-timed measure, as £ honestly think and be- 
lieve, shall he held to strict account for this suicidal act by the 
present generation, and probably cursed and ewecrated by pos- 
terity for all coming time, for the wide and desolating ruin 
that will inevitably follow tis act you now propose to per- 
petrate. Pause, I entreat you?  * * * * + 
“ What right hasthe North assailed? What interest of the 
-South has been Invadcd? What justice has been denied, 
and what claim founded in justice and right has bece with- 
held? Can either of you. to-day name one governmental 

act of wrong deliberately and purposely doue by the Gov- 
ernment at Washington, of which the South has a right to 
complain? I challuuge the answer.” Bi, ook x + 
«We have always had the control of the General Gov- 
ernment, and can yet if we remain iu it, and are as united 
as we have been. We have had a majority of the Presi- 
dents chosen from the South, as well as the control and 
managementof most of those chosen from the North, We 
have had sixty years ofsouthern Presidents to their twenty- 
four, thus controlling the Executive Department. So of 
the judges of the Supreinc Court, we have had eighteen 
froin the South, and but cleven from the North; although 
nearly four fifths of the judicial business has arisen iu the 
free States, yet a majority of the Court bas always been 
from the South, U'his we have required, so as to guard 
against any interpretation of the Constitution natavorable 
tous, In like manner we have been equally wateliful to 
guard our interests in the legislative branch of Government, 
Ín choosing the presiding presidents (pro tempore) of the 
Senate, we have bad twenty fourto their eleven, Speakers 
of the Tlouse we have bad twenty-three and they twelve. 
While the majority of the Representatives, from their greater 
population, have always been fromthe North, yet we have 
so generally secured the Speaker, because he, to n greater 
extent, shapes and controls the legislation of the country.”? 
* ? iy * & Attorney Generais we have bad 
fourteen, while the North bave had but five, Porcign ution 
isters we have had oighty-six, and they bue fifty-four? * 
$ ial “We have had the principal embassies, 
s0 as to secure the world's puurkets furour coton, (obaeco, 
and sugar, on the best possible terms. We have had avast 
majority of the higher ofiees of both Army and Navy, while 
a large proportion of the soldiers aud sailors were drawn 
from the Norb” Equally so of clerks, auditors, and comp- 
toliers, filling the tixeeutive Departments. ‘Pho records 
show for the last Gilty years that of three thousand thas ens 
ployed, we have had more than two thirds of the same, 
while we have but one third of the white population of the 
Republic.” * x i * «A fraction over three 
fourths of the revente collected for the support of die Gov. 
ernment has uniformly been riised from the North. Pause 
now while you can, gendemen, and contemplate carefully 
and candidly these iniportint items,” * i x i 
“Eor YOM tO HMECDpE to overthrow such a Government as 
this, under which we have lived tor more than three quar- 
ters of a century, in which we have gained our wealth, oar 
standing as a maion, our domestic y, while the ele- 
ments of peril are around us, wilh peace and tranuquillily 
aeeompanied with unbounded prosperity, and rights unas- 
sailed, is the height of madness, folly, and wickedness, to 
whieh Ẹ can neither lend my sanction nor my vote? — 


Sir, this rebelion was a cold-blooded, premed- 
itated, infamous attempt of ambitious, desperate, 
and wicked conspirators to destroy the Union, 
overthrow free government, establish a sectional 
one over the southern portion of it, and tbus pre- 
pare the way by Maropean intrigues for an aris- 
tocratic or monarchic form on this Jand of free- 


taining the Conatitution of the country. To make a point 


of iee to the Government, to withdraw from it be- | 


cause a wan has been constitutionally ecleeted, puts us in 
the wrong, W pledged to maintain the Constitution. 
Many of us have sworn to support it. 
for the mere el 
tog, fu accordance with the pr 
stitution, make a point of re 


escribed forms or the Con- 


ourselves, Withdraw ourselves fron: it? Would we not be 
in the wrong? Whatever fate is to befall this country, let 
it never be Jaid to the charge of the people of the South 
and especially to the people of Georgia, that we were untrue 
to our national engagements, Let the fault and the wrong 
rest upon others, Pf all our hopes are ta be blasted, if the 
Republic is togo down, tet us be found to the last moment 
standing on the deck, with the Constitution of the United 
States waving over our heads. Let the fi 
Worth break the Constitution if such is thei 
Let the respo lity be upon them. 
ently more of thei 
be the ones to eommmit the nyg on. We went into the 
on with this people. “the alt was different from 
what we wished 5 but the cleetiog has been ¢ 
aly beld. W we to mike a point of r 
Goy mout o out othe Union on that a 
record wou iade up heres fler 
Alecunder He Stephens before the Leg 
delivered November $4, 1539. 


3H purpose. 
F shall speak pres- 


wech af 


re- F 


$ Can we, therefore, j 
on of a man to the Presidoney, and that, | 


i J tance to the Government | 
without becoming the breakers of that sacred instrument | 


Mitics of the | 


<3 but tet net the Soul, let us not ii 


onsHtation- | 
ance to the 
count, Lhe ij 


ope A 
of lreorgia, | 


dom, The man.who inthe loyal States tolerates, 
sympathizes with, or fails to check this. move- 
ment, would in revolutionary times have been 
denominateda traitor. The man who halts.in bis 
fidelity, who quibbles about this technicality or 
that, who aids the rebels by decrying the power 
of the Government to suppress the rebellion and 
by decrying its finances, should, be ranked and 
despised as an Arnold who would sell his coun- 
try. A si 4 

“But it is said by these sympathizers with trea- 
son that it is the fault of this Administration.and 
its friends that this war exists; that it is an un- 
holy war, and should be stopped, and that Mr. 
Buchanan’s policy was one of peace and concili- 
ation, while that of Mr. Lincoln has been one of 
usurpation and tyranny. 

While the answer to these allegations, full and 
ample as it is, may be important to the future his- 
torian, I will not stop to make it here, as the war 
is upon us, and our present duties are to suppress 
itand its cause. It is waged for the purpose of 
dissolving this Government. Itis enforced by vast 
armies, which are kept in the field by a military 
despotism of the most relentless character. The 
great question of the day is, notby what process 
this condition of things has been reached, buthow 
to suppress the rebellion, how to beat back our 
rebel foes, how to save our people from spolia- 
tion and slaughter, our country from division, our 
Government from‘ overthrow—duties in whose 
presence every other political duty ‘ hides its 
diminished head.” | have, Mr. Chairman, nni- 
formly observed that the men who waste their 
cnergies in discussing the past are the least will- 
ing to meet the. responsibilities of the present and 
rise to the stature which it demauds of all loyal 
citizens. 

Sull, sir, Iam not willing to let so much of that 
part of the charge remain unanswered as fixes 
upon the foyal North the responsibility for this 
war. ‘Phe imputation is wholly false. ‘lhe slave- 
holders were the aggressors. They were stimu- 
lated to the heinous crime by hatred of the prog- 
reas of free communities, by jealousies of their 
rising power, by envy of their great superiority 
in every art and pursuit of life, and of the higher 
civilization which paid, intelligent, and free labor 
has conferred upon the free States of the Union. 
Docs any one doubt this? If se, let him read the 
debates in Congress of the last ten years, but espe- 
cially during the sessions of 1859-60 and 1860-61 
debates to which I was compelled to listen, and 
which abounded in the most malignant expres- 
sions of hatred, scorn, contempt, and disloyalty, 
plainly foreshadowing the base revolutionary 
schemes then fairly entered upon, and hurling de- 
flantly at northern Representatives the vile and 
uatenable doctrine of the right of secession, One 
class of northern members, I regret to say, ev- 
couraged these declarations, sympathized with 
their authors, and abetted their designs, believ- 
ing that they saw in them the material of success- 
ful political influence. But for this there would 
have been no secession. Another class boldly 
denounced the falsehoods, resented the insults, 
and harled back the threats of secession, declaring 
that under no circumstances would they consent 
to a separation of these States, or permit the mere 
result of an election to be made the pretext for 
revolution, Sir, I firmly believe that had all the 
northern members joined in these clear declara- 
tions of fidelity to the Constitution and the Union, 
and announced their determination to maintain 
the existing Government at all hazards, the seces- 
sion movement would never have risen to formid- 
able proportions, or given cause for serious alarm, 
But everywhere over the South secession was 
proclaimed to he a peaceful remedy for alleged 
grievances, and it was publicly and constantly 


proclaimed that any attempt to coerce the South 
| would be followed by a division in the North, 


that blood would flow in northern streets, and a 
civil war among ourselves would render secession 
safe, certain, and compleie. It is too true that 


| many northera Representatives in that critical 


period misrepresented their constituencies, fear- 
fully deceived the rebel leaders, and thus covered 


themselves with a guilt scarcely less deep and in- li 


famous than belongs to Jef. Davis himsclf and 
his traitorous cabinet. 


this floor, what was the attitude of Mr. Buchanan 


and his administration? He cowered before the | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


storm. Floyd shared his confidence until he had 
transferred a large portion of the arms to south- 
ern arsenals, without interference, until arrested 
in his treasonable attempt to remove the cannon 
from Alleghany arsenal to pretended forts in 
Louisiana, by the determined patriotism and 
courage of my constituents at Pittsburg, and then 
resigned because Mr, Buchanan refused to order 
Major Anderson back from Fort Sumter to Moul- 
trie, and thereby maintain the promise previously 
given to South Carolina by Floyd, with Mr. 
Buchanan’s consent, ‘that the status of affairs 
should not be disturbed in the harbor of Charles- 
ton.” Cobb remained in the Cabinet until by his 
financial management the credit of the Govern- 
ment was so low that money could scarcely be 
borrowed at any rate even to pay the necessary 
expenses of the Government, and in that time of 
peace temporary loans could not be made except 
at most exorbitant rates of interest. Thompson, 
while holding a seat in the Cabinet, jourveyed to 
Worth Carolina to aid in switching the old North 
State out of the Union, and continued to possess 
himselfof Cabinet secrets to be transmitted south 
for the benefit of rebels, until'his sensitive honor 
could not endure the alleged concealment from 
him of Mr. Buebanan’s tardy effort to provision 
Fort Sumter. Meanwhile the President, trem- 
bling with fear and overcome by the threats of 
rebels, was dragooned first into a modification of 
his last annual message so as openly to abandon 
the doctrine of coercion, which.greatly corrupted 
northern opinion and contributed vastly to south- 
ern acceptance of the rebel programme; and then 
for weeks, as if struck: with paralysis, when it was 
proposed to do anything in assertion of the right- 
fal and inherent power of the Government to pre- 
serve itself, this weak and timid old man per- 
formed a role which has covered his name with 
infamy, and will forever load it with the nation’s 
contempt. Such is my estimate of the reputation 
of James Buchanan, (once, 1 regret to say» known 
as “ Pennsylvania’s favorite son,’’) as finally left 
for the judgment of posterity. 

General Cass, in his expressions referred to be- 
fore, erred in one point. .He miscalculated the 
extent of the evil done by Mr. Buchanan, and 
overestimated the influence of his imbecility and 
treachery upon the loyal masses. Yetatthe time, 
so dark and protentous were the clouds, so gen- 
eral was public suspicion, so wide-spread and 
powerfal the conepiracy that it seemed to be 
hoping against hope to lave any cheerful antici- 
pations when looking into the dark and gloomy 
future; and it is not surprising that his patriotic 


| heart was overwhelmed with grief. On every 


hand the enemy was busy, the Government silent 
and indifferent, bound hand and foot by its At- 
torney General, who, narrowly paring down the 
power of the Government to protect itself, advised 
the President “that the Union must utterly 
perish at the moment when Congress shall arm 
one partof the people against another for any 
purpose beyond that of merely protecting the 
General Government in the exercise of its proper 
constitutional functions.” Such was the chosen 
and deliberate phraseology within which lurked 
the fallacious and destructive error that our fathers 
had constructed a Government without power te . 
preserve itself or enforce its laws, to assert its 
unquestioned and inherent rights, to suppress in- 
surrection, and save its own existence from active 
and armed treason; and in my opinion, Mr. Chair- 
man, to the enunciation of this legal opinion, more 
than any other cause, are we indelted for the open 
aver of war. When, however, the overt act 
was committed, the long-impending blow struck, 
the dignity of the Government insulted, its rights 
iuvaded, its power defied, and the stars and stripes 
fired upon in Charleston harbor, the patriotism of 
the people, long dormant, and by some supposed 
to be extinct, was electrified into life with the 
power of a giant, their instincts stripped off the 
wretched sophistries of the ex-Attorney General, 
the heart of the people burst into life, burning 
with the sense of shame, injustice, and wrong 
which timid and faithless counsels had too long 
invited, and the cry of stern judgment upon the 
traitors rang throughout the land. ‘The Union, 


| plotted against, and deemed not worth preserving, 
j or not capable of preservation, at once asserted 
While this was the position ef members on |) 


its supremacy over the national heart, and, safe 


|; from the intrigues of the pliant and the expedi- 
ents of the cowardly, it becamea national divinity, 
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Which from that day to this has called forth the i 


willing sacrifices of every true American heart, 
and will continue. to do so until its enemies are 
extirpated, and its false friends consigned to a 
just sentence of scorn and contempt. 

The progress of events has been steadily on- 
ward. ‘The military power of the rebels greatly 
weakened, the territory once held by them vastly 
reduced and cut in twain by ourrescue of the Mis- 
sissippi river from their grasp, gradually they are 
being beaten back, their supplies being exhausted, 
their available forces constantly reducing, and the 
disaffected elements rapidly increasing. Upon the 
ruins of their original structure of government a 
merciless military despotism has been erected, 
which vigorously strikes down every opposing 
right and privilege, which has broken every con- 
tract made with the people, has practically repudi- 
ated the entire currency, has conscripted the en- 
tire arms-bearing population, and their officers 
shoot down all who will not willingly obey their 
summons, broken up courts, and, in a word, has 
erected a military organization the most concen- 
trated and vigorous the world has everseen. Such 
are, as I believe, our enemies; while our Admin- 
istration has been ever scrupulous of public and 
private rights, and has never unjustifiably invaded 
either. INo man ever exercised summary power 
more cautiously than Mr. Lincoln, none more 
honestly; none ceased it more gladly than be will 
when the public interests may justify. "They who 
denounce him as a usurper know little of his high 
conscientiousness, and regard but little that public 
interest which is, with him, the pole-star of duty, 
and which now calls so loudly for his reélection. 
Meanwhile, under the unparalleled financial man- 
agement of the Secretary of the Treasury, our 
Government loans are taken with eagerness, the 
taxes are paid with promptness and cheerfulness, 
the Army is being filled by reénlistments, and the 
heart and voice of the nation are rallying more 
closely and bravely around the Administration, 
insuring us against triumphs of our foes in the 
field or our political foes at home. Sir, among 
the people of my district there are few, very few, 
who are not faithful to the nation in this great 


crisis of its need. The defection there, as else- | 


where, is confined to extreme pro-slavery men, 
who uphold it not only for its own sake, but asa 
means of achieving partisan success, in shameless 
disregard of their solemn duties to the country. 
Why should slavery be upheld? It deserves no 
such fate. It has long divided, distracted, and 
troubled us. It was from the beginning, and has 
gone on ever-increasingly to distract and embroil 
us. It has been, and is, the great bone of con- 
tention, over which, at last, we have come to 
blows. To save itis to perpetuate this discord. 
To destroy it is to secure the present, and make 
peaceful and glorious the future. But it cannot 
be destroyed by proclamations alone; the power 
of law should be invoked to make the destruction 
complete in character and perfect in extent. It 
must be written in the Constitution that slavery 
shall no more exist in any American State. Then, 
and only then, may we sing the requicm of sla- 
very. At present it is wounded, deeply wound- 
ed by the blows that have been given by its 
own friends. It bleeds, but its wounds may be 
stanched, unless by a staggering blow the people 
utterly destroy itby force of public and unchange- 
able law. 


The principle of slavery is the inspiration of the | 


rebellion, and it is yet so held and defended by 
the organs of publié sentiment in the rebellious 
States. I quote one declaration: ‘So far from be- 


heving that slavery must die,” says the Richmond ! 
Whig, “we have long held the opinion that it is | 
the normal and only humane relation which Jabor |! 


can sustain toward capital. When the war is 
over we shall urge that every Yankee who ven- 


tures to put foot on southern soil be madeaslave | 


for life and wear an iron collar asa badge of in- 


feriority to the African. 
to death about the time the Yankees learn to tell 
the truth, and no sooner.” 

Sir, there is no safety for Hberty on this conti- 
nent, nor for free labor, without the suppression 
of the rebellion, and the extirpation of the pesti- 
lent aristocracy of opinion which sustains it, and 


Slavery will stab itself 


the complete conformation of our institutions to | 


the principles of the Declaration of Independence. 
I pity while I despise the man in the Ic 


| North | 
who sympathizes with this rebellion, foritis based il with a loyalty of heart and devotion of purpose | 


upon the narrowest and most exclusive ideas. It 
is aimed as a blow at the-dactrines which under- 
lie our whole system of republican liberty, and 
if suceessful it is intended to be the Jever by 
which European systems are to be introduced 
and established upon this free continent, and by 
which the whole current of events, which thus 
far has tended to the amelioration of human-suf- 
fering and the extension of human rights, shall be 
reversed and become assimilated to the monarch- 
ical and aristocratic systems of Europe. Theman 
who is engaged in this work is a public enemy; 
the man who in this home of liberty aids and abets 
him deserves the execration of mankind. 

But the object of those struggling for political 
power, under this view of the case can never be 
accomplished, because the Union cannot and will 
not be restored except through the successful 
prosecution of the war. 

The rebels remain or pretend to be sanguine of 
success. They are bold, daring, and impracti- 
cable; they propose no terms of negotiation, and 
will listen to none except with the fundamental 
condition that this Government recognize their 
independence. This done, they will then treat 
concerning the navigation of the Mississippi, in- 
ternational trade, the return of fugitive slaves, and 
the thousand and one questions that would arise 
between citizens of the contiguous Governments. 
Who is prepared for this? None, I trast, al- 
though the peace policy advocated by gentlemen 
on the other side of the House leads inevitably to 
this result. The amnesty proclamation of ‘the 
President has gone forth; let the power of the 
Army and the vigorous prosecution of the war 
follow until the rebels are subdued and plead for 
terms. There is no other hope for any one of us, 
or for any interest, outside of this. I bave no 
especial anxieties nbout reconstruction and the 
questions which will avise out of it. F believe the 
President has skillfully escaped the difficulties 
surrounding the problem; and I believe that the 
people of the South, removed from the pressure 
of the military power of the rebels, and anxious 
to escape the tyrannical exactions which have 
been laid upon them, will rally around the old 
flag,and under the inspiration of the great lesson 
that has been taught will reconstruct their State 
governments, resume their relations with the Gen- 
eral Government, and make those relations stable 
and secure by abolishing slavery, the cause of all 
the evil. Already ‘Tennessee, Arkansas, Mis- 
souri, and Louisiana are treading in that direc- | 
tion, AJabamaalso shows signs of wheeling into 
Une. ‘Phe others of our ‘erring sisters,” re- 
deemed and disinthralled, will in due order of | 
progression follow, until finally we havea Union 


of reconstructed States without a blemish or de- i] 


formity, and every star restored to more than its | 
former brightness and glory. 

What is to prevent this result,and why should 
it not be attained speedily? While southern con- | 
scription has dragooned into the army not only | 
the able-bodied men of proper age, but old men | 
and boys have not been spared, and they have | 
thus gone on until nearly their entire force is ex- 
hausted, we on the-other band have only fairly | 
commenced, and not more than one fifth of our 
available population has been called to arms, | 
While the southern finances have become ex- 
hausted, and the issues of their treasury almost | 
as worthless as the paper upon which they are 
printed, our financial success has become the | 
wonder of the world, and our own loyal citizens 
have freely and promptly purchased the Govern- 
ment loans at par, thus furnishing the means nc- | 
cessary to prosecute the war without borrowing 
ä dollar from forcign Powers. While the south- | 
ern army and southern citizens are famishing for | 
wnt of commissary supplies, the granaries of the | 
North are filled with abundance. While com- i 
merce, trade, and agriculture in the South are al- || 
most totally destroyed, and by a rigid and vigor- |} 
ous blockade they are cut off from trade with the || 
world, the northern States never were so com- || 
pletely prosperous as at this moment. Agricul- ;} 
tare, commerce, manufactures, and trade of all 
kinds are working up to their fullest capacity; the 
people by honest industry and toil are becoming | 
rapidly enriched; the ability to pay taxcs sufi- 
cient to lay a foundation deep and broad enough | 
to sustain the public credit should the public deit | 
quadruple its present proportions is ample; and 


they.are as willing-as they are-able to pour their 
wealth into:the public Treasury-until ‘treason ig 
blotted from this continentis 0° | fey eles 
Why then should'any. one doubt.or fear the res 
sult? With the rebellion thus suppressed; all 
elements:of discord removed :by the destruction 
of slavery, the national life regencrated:,, we may 
safely anticipate -an unbroken and prosperous fu» 
ture for the Union. Under. the influence of its 
‘intelligent and educated labor wisely ditectedyof 
the unparalleled productions of which itis capas 
ble, of the wealth it will draw from the Ol 
World, which shall-be tributary to it,-this great 
country shall become, and remain, under the 
smiles and protection of a kind and just. Provi-+ 
dence, the favored spop of all the earth, and the 
asylum of the down-frodden and oppressed. of 
every nation, where honest labor and merit.-will 
receive their full reward. There shallbe no bound 
set in the limitless future to the grandenr, pros- 
perity, and power of the United States of America. 


POLICY OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr. HERRICK. . Mr. Chairman, in the re- 
marks I design to make upon the President's 
message, I do not. propose to dwell upon’ the 
manifold crimes of the present Administration 
against the people of this country. . L do not. in- 
tend to expatiate upon its audacious usurpations 
of undelegated power, nor to consider its subver- 
sion of the rights guarantied to these States, and 
its unwarrantable interference with the freedom 
of the press, the freedom of speech, and the per- 
sonal liberty of the citizen. Heinous as these 
offenses are, I charge upon the Administration a 
crime of far greater magnitude, and one fruitful 
of more numerous and more grievous evils than: 
all of these together. Thegreatest crime that can 
be committed by men to whom the dearest inter- 
ests of a nation have been confided, isto make the 
honor, prosperity, and peace of the country a 
secondary consideration in their administration 
of its affairs to the 'emporary success ofa party, 
to the political preferment and pecuniary aggiand- 
izement of the leaders of that party. Compared 
with this crime robbery is but a venial sin, and 
murder a trivial misdemeanor; for in itself, a 
financial and military crisis such as now exists 
in this country necessarily includes and compre- 
hends both. Themen now having control of the 
Government I do not hesitate, Mr. Chairman, to 
declare guilty of this high crime. They have no 
desire nor intention to bring this war to a close; 
nor are they endeavoring to accomplish such a 
result, They are making no calculations in that 
direction, but are shaping cverything for a long 
war. Had they so desired , peace, with the Union 
| restored and the Constitution preserved, might 
have been secured long ago,and an immense waste 
of blood and treasure saved. Every gallant soldier 
whose hfe has been offered up with humble pa- 
triotisin, a willing sacrifice upon the altar of his 
country, since the war could thus have been 

ended, has been literally murdered by the Ad- 
| ministration; while every dollar that has been ex- 


jj pended since that time to carry on the war has 


been in reality stolen by it from the people. 

It is the first and most imperative duty of the 
Administration to bring this war to an end at the 
earliest possible moment consistent with the ob- 
jects for which only it can be rightfully waged; 
and it is because it does not seek to doso, but on 


* The fourth volume of Macaniay’s History of England, 
chapter uinetcen, contains a very interesting accountof the 
origin and progress of the national debt of England. He 


Such was the origin of that debt which has since be- 
come the greatest prodigy that ever perplexed the sagacity 
and confounded the pride of statesmen and philosophers. 


At every stage in the growth of that debt, the nation has set 
hupth me cry of anguish and despair. At cvery stage in 


the growth of that‘debt it has been seriously asserted by 
wise men that bankruptey and ruin were at band. Yerstill 
the debt went on growing, and still bankruptey and ruin 
Were as remote as ever.?? 

And again he says: 

“A long experience justifies usin believing that England 
in the twentieth century, be better abe to bear a deht 


ued the pressure of the bur- 


ake: they gr ! 
tod the strength by which the 


3 tbey greaily 
burden was to be borno. ®? 
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the contrary continues to. introduce new issues, 
to multiply difficulties, and to barricade all the 
avenues to an honorable peace under the Consti- 
tution, that it is morally guilty of treason to the 
people. . 

In reviewing the operations of the Administra- 
tion. since the removal of General McClellan from 
the command of the army of the Potomac, many 
events and circumstances are found to justify the 
assumption that the war has been purposely pro- 
longed to accomplish other objects than the sup- 

fession of the rebellion, the restoration of the 

nion, and the enforcement of the laws. Yes, 
Mr. Chairman, and for even still other purposcs 
than theenfranchisement of the negro race, which 
has now become the principal plank in the war 
platform of the President and his supporters. Par- 
ty ‘supremacy and the perpetuation of partisan 
power are matters of paramount importance to 
the politicians who now rule the destinies of this 
nation, while military operations are made alto- 
gether subservient to party ends regardless of any 
result affecting the great issues of the congict 
‘which involves the life of the nation, 

The war has been, and still is, the strength of 
the political organization now in possession of the 
Government; and the ruling minds of that or- 
ganization fully comprehend the importance to 
their party of its continuance. Without the war, 
they: know that they would be as powerless as a 
party as Samson when shorn of his locks. It 
may be that in the conduct of the war for the last 
three years the Administration has done its best 
to overthrow the rebellion, and that we owe our 
sad failure to achieve any great results, after an 
expenditure of lives and treasure unparalleled in 
the history of modern wars, entirely to its im- 
becility; but to me, when L consider the military 


operations which have originated in Washington, | 
and the efforts made by onr friends on the other | 


side of this House to exasperate the rebels, oblit- 
crate the Union sentiment in the South, and mul- 
tiply the issues involved, and when L contemplate 
the barren fraits of the sanguinary conflict thus 
far, it docs not seem unfair to assume that the 
ruling minds of the dominant party have determ- 
ined at all hazards to keep the war alive as a 
political necessity,” and as the best means of 
insuring them a continuance of political power. 
The immense volume of patronage in contrets, 


civil offices, and military commissions which | 


would be lost to them if the war should be con- 
cluded by a restoration of the Union, is esteemed 
by them of far greater value as political capital 
than any popular eclat they might obtain by a 
speedy extinguishment of the rebellion, even 
though emancipation should be secured at the 
sume time. Asa means ofachieving political suc- 
cess inthe approaching presidential election the 
Repubtiean politicians have a motive sufficient to 
impel the leaders of that party to continue this ex- 
hausting and bloody war, until they shall have se- 
cured at least another four years’ lease of the gov- 
ernmental machinery of the country, with power 
to further operate the much-worn printing presses 
of the Treasury Department. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, | do that party no in- 
Justicwin ascribing to itthese unworthy motives for 
continuing the war. All their movements justify 


the presumption, Sir, the politicians who now des- 
potically rule the country with a red of iron, un- | 


scrupulous in their schemes to plunder the people, 
Northand South, having found inthe warand their 
war-cry of “ freedom to the slave’ a cement which 


. . > | 
binds to their car the negro fanatics-of the land, | 


as well as the innumerable horde of public phin- 
derers, contractors, speculators, placemen, spoils- 
men, and ‘soldiers of fortune” generally, which 


the violent disturbance of the social and political | 


elements of the country has drawn to the surface of 


the troubled waters, have evidently determined | 
thatthe war shall be resolved into a presidential | 
All the movements of our armies are | 


campaign. 


now dictated by partisan motives. The subjuga- 


tion of the free people of the loyal States to the |; 


abolition party yoke, and the subversion of the 
“ Constitution as itis,” have become matters of 
vastly more importance to the Administration than 
the crushing of the rebellion and the restoration of 
peace aud fraternal relations between the two sec- 
tions of ovr country now at war. While they evi- 
denily regard the continuance of this unnatural 
conflict as their only hope fer prolonged power, 
they will never consent to relingwish the war and 


with it their political supremacy if they can avoid 
it on any plausible pretext, We can hardly ex- 
pect to find in them patriotism of so exalted a char- 
acter. It would notat all tally with the past his- 
tory of the party they represent. 

Mr. Chairman, it is because the sagacious.and 
unscrupulous politicians of the Republican party 
fully realize that the war and its profits, as polit- 
ical capital,and as a pecuniary resource for con- 
ducting partisan operations, are of more value to 
them than a restored Union, whose Government 
they would never be able. to control, that the 
distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
“ about sick’? of hearing of ‘the Constitution as 
it is andthe Union as itwas.” ‘This Union,” 
remarked the distinguished gentleman who is the 
recognized leader of the other side of the House, 
“mever shall be restored under the Constitution, 
with slavery protected.” So, also, the gentle- 
man from Michigan, [Mr. Beasray,] and others 
on that side of the House, have proclaimed that 
none of the rebel States shall be recognized as 


States of the Union until] they amend their con- 


stitutions and abolish slavery. Why not, Mr. 
Chairman?) What is there so objectionable in the 
Union and the Constitution which our fathers 
established that should render a sanguinary and 
devastating war preferable to their farther.con- 
tinuance? Slavery was no impediment to the 
formation of the Union; why should it be to its 
continuance? What is there to make the gentle- 
man “sick” of hearing the Democracy talk of 
restoring the glorious Union under which we have 
lived and thrived, exulting in the greatness of our 
country as one of the most powerful nations of 
the carth? Tho people who have been taught to 
believe that our Government under the Constitu- 
tion, whieh the abolition party are disposed to 


į the system of labor in Cuba. 


ropndiate, is the best that was ever vouchsafed 
to man, may well wonder why the geutleman and 
his associates pronounce so vehemently against 
its restoration as it was before this accursed re- 
bellion broke owt. The great secret of this an- 
tipathy to the Unionas it was’? will be readily 
found in the fact that such a restoration would 
put an end to their political power! 

From the foundation of this Government, sla- 
very has been protected by the Constitution, asa 
local institution, in allsuch States as were pleased 
to tolerate it; and yet our country prospered and 
our people were continually blessed as no other 
| people under heaven ever were, until the fanat- 
| ical philanthropists of the North commenced the 
abolition agitation which culminated in this rebel- 


| tion, aud sought to encroach upon the constitu- 


tional rights of their fellow-citizens of the slave 
States who were perfectly content with what the 
Constitution gave them. By the Constitution 
this matter, and had no more rightto meddle with 
the institution of slavery in Virginia than with 
Slavery in the 
southern. States was as much removed from their 
interference by the Constitution as slavery in 
Brazil; and neither the President nor Congress 


(had a right to interfere with it in any respect, 


otherwise than to provide laws for the return of 
fugitives to tbeir masters. It is not my design, 
My. Chairman, on this occasion to discuss the 
almighty negro or to undertake to trace the ori- 
gin of the rebellion to its true source, with the fa- 
natical abolitionists of the North, who worship 
the memory of old John Brown of Ossawatomic, 
as that ofa martyr! 

It is suflicient to know that a gigantic war is 
upon us, no matter for the present how it came 
about. ‘Che problem to solve is, how shall it be 
brought to an honorable close? How shall the 
further effusion of fraternal blood be stopped? 


framed by the fathers of the Republic, which ha 


fallen into stich disrepute on the other side of this 


House, musi be upheld in every point that origin 
ally formed the bond of our Uuion. We mus 
have peace and the Union. This consummation 
so devoutly to be wished,” Mr, Chairman, can 
never be achieved by the party now in power. 
That is plainly apparent. It is not the vocation 


they were inbibited from any interference with | 


How shall the devastation of our country be | 
stayed, and the monstrous and needless expendi- | 
ture of borrowed moncy be checked? ‘The honor | 
of the Federal Government must be maintained; | 
its integrity must be vindicated, and its suprem- į 
“acy retstablished over every foot of soil within | 
| our national borders, while the Constination į 


i 
ji 
i 
| 
| 


of those who have done so much to destroy the 
Union to restore it; and the people must open 
their eyes to that pregnant fact. ‘he hopes of 
the country are now centering upon the efforts 
which the patriotic Democracy of the North wiil 
make in the ensuing presidential campaign to un- 
seatand consign to hopeless political perdition the 
crafty demagogues, the short-sighted fanatics, 
and the remorseless plunderers now in power, 
who are wasting the precious lives of the people 
and mortgaging the labor of this and many suc- 
ceeding generations without accomplishing any 
adequate results. They are constantly multiply- 
ing the objects of the war, with an evident design 
to its procrastination, while they totally ignore 
the legitimate and constitutional programme de- 
clared by Congress and the President in 1861, and 
boldly avow that they will not have “ the Union 
as it was,” or any other Union, until slavery is 
abolished by force of arms. ; 

Mr. Chairman, the great Democratic party, 
whose policy for the most part has guided this na- 
tion inits past glorious career, and achieved for it 
all the prosperity and power which attached to it 
when this unholy rebellion broke out, will come 
united to our country’s rescuc in November next, 
and may God grant it success in the salvation of 
the Union. ‘Thatgreat party, whose unlucky de~ 
feat in 1860 has proved so disastrous to the coun- 
try, aims now to bring this war to a close by 
means of an honorable peace and a perfect recon- 
ciliation at the earliest possible moment that the 
misguided men now in rebellion can be induced, 
by coercion or otherwise, to lay down their arms 
and return to their allegiance. “When they shall 
be found ready to desist from their opposition to 
the Government, and shall unresistingly submit to 
its laws, the party to which belong would kill 
the fatted calf, and proclaim a general amnesty 
without any such conditions as the President has 
imposed, Welcoming back to the fold of the Union 
all the States disposed to return, with a resetva- 
tion, perhaps, that the principal leaders of the 
secession movement should pay the penalty of 
treason. We would not impair in the least de- 
gree the rights guarantied to the States. We 
would haveno “ reconstruction’? of the State gov- 
ermments, save such as the people might inaugu- 
rate for themselves. We would teach them by 
our conduct toward them to acknowledge that 
there was no justification for their rebellion, aud 
would afford’ them no pretext for a defense of 
their treason by denying them any right or priy- 
ilege they ever possessed. We would let their 
negroes aloue, and respect alltheir rights to prop- 
erty, to free suffrage and equal representation in 
the Government. When they will accept such 
terms we would forget the animosities of this war 
and fraternize with them as fellow-citizens, The 
Democracy, Mr. Chairman, are seeking in the 
restoration of the Union to preserve our territo- 
rial integrity, while standing forth,as they always 
have, champions of the rights and dignity of the 
State governments. They would punish the in- 
dividual traitors who set this wicked secession re- 
bellion in operation, while they would not impair 
the constitutional prerogative of each and every 
State to regulate its own system of labor and con- 
trol its own. social institutions. 

The Democracy are for closing this war the 
moment it can be done with honor, irrespective 
of the fate of the negro, and regardless of its effect 


| upon the presidential election or partisan politics; 


and herein we differ from our abolition frends on 
the other side of the Hous whose interests and 
political hopes.are all found in a procrastination 
of the war. 

The tardy progress of military operations—the 
failure in three years to produce any practical re- 
sults bearing upon the legitimate issues involved 
—the frequent diversion of our armies to make 
startling movements for political effect, and to 
perform such contemptible party maneuvers ag 
that which the President’s late private secretary 
recently undertook in Florida at the cost of-a 
thousand or two of lives and two or three millions 
of money—these things, as well as the absurd, 
unconstitutional, and impracticable fulminations 
of the President touching the emancipation of the 
negro and the reconstruction of States upon the 
principle thatone tenth of the people may govern 
the whole—I say, Mr. Chairman, these things, 
coupled with the negro legislation of this Con- 
gress, have convinced me that the designing poli» 
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ticlans who now wield the power of the Federal 
Government would not have peace even if accom- 
panied by the complete submission of the South, 
euntil they shall have tested their ability to cap- 
ture the Federal Government for another term of. 
four years. They want power and not peace. 
It is the war and its patronage that has consoli- 
dated and invigorated the partisans of the Admin- 
istration and given them the prestige of power 
they now wield as a political organization; and it 
is only the belief of the contractors, speculators, 
office-holders; and public plunderers, who in a 
great measure constitute that party, that the war 
will be indefinitely continued under Republican 
rale, that gives them the ghost of a chance to 
elect their candidate for the Presidency in the 
coming election. i 
When this Republican party first came into 
power it was a minority party in the country and 
in Congress. The rebellion it was which gave 
them a majority in Congress, through the unwar- 
rantable desertion of their seats by the southern 
representatives in both Houses, and they well 
know that the moment the Union is restored under 
the Constitution—and I cannot comprehend how 
itis to be otherwise restored—political power will 
depart from them forever, no matter what may 
be the fate of the blacks. As they were, in fact, 
indebted to the rebellion for the acquisition of 
their predominance, so they must depend upon 
the war, and its patronage and plunder, fora per- 
petuation of their governmental control. Fully 
realizing that their political ascendency must pass 
away, never to return, 80 soon as the war is ended, 
it would be idle to suppose that they would be 
willing to sink their whole political capital by 
consenting to any peace at this stage of the game. 
As the eloquent gentleman from {ndiana [Mr. 
Voornres] well observes, they refuse to nego- 
tiate, because they know that negotiation would 
bring peace upon terms that would satisfy a ma- 
jority of the people of both sections and restore 
the Union; but slavery would not be abolished, 
and their idea of a great central Power to super- 
sede State governments would have to be aban- 
doned, and with it their political supremacy, 
Well do they know that when their political sun 
goes down at the close of this war, the memory 
of their infamous rule for four years will be fol- 
lowed by the execrations of a plundered and out- 
raged people, while the anathemas of a host of 
widows, orphans, invalids, and cripples will haunt 
them.in the obscurity to which they will be con- 
signed. It requires no ghost to tell us that the 
Republican party will be overwhelmed and pass 
into oblivion when it shall be deprived of the pa- 
tronage and plunder of this war, even should the 
‘cohesive power” of this plunder prove equal to 
the preservation of that party from the intestine 
war now in progress among its leaders, 
The maintenance of union in their party ranks 
I fancy is now a matter of more concern to many 
gentlemen on the other side of thig House than 
the crushing out of the great secession rebellion 
in the South. They are more solicitous to con- 
ciliate the antagonism of the partisans of the great 
abolition and financial oligarchy now ruling the 
country than they are to harmonize the conflict 
of arms which has been draining the life-blood of 
the nation for the last three ycars; fully appre- 
ciating the fact as they do that so soon as the 
sluice-ways of corruption and robbery whichthe 
war has opened shall be closed by an honorable 
and conciliatory peace, and the people, having put 
away the insane worship of the negro, are once 
more clothed in their right mind, theiroccupation 
as rulers of the land will be gone! While the 
singular fanaticism which rules the present hour 
pervades the public mind, bearing down all rea- 
son and argument, and riding rough-shod over 
_ the Constitution, the laws, and the rights of white 
men, our friends over the way are having full 
awing, and we are powerless to disturb their sat- 
urnalia of public plunder in the midst of which 
the country is fast approaching the abyss of ruin. 
The people, who are eager to sustain the Gov- 
ernment in puttingdown the rebellion, have been 
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taught by the misrepresentations of a subsidized 


press and the falsehoods of an army of abolition 


lecturers and missionaries who have penetrated | 


every hamlet in the country to regard the Dem- 
oeratic party as the enemies of the Government 
and sympathizers with the secession traitors of 
the South. Too many have confounded the Ad- 
ministration with ‘the Government,’ and the 
efforts of the abolitionists to propagate the idea 
that the opponents of the President and his policy 
of conducting the war are hostile to the Govern- 
ment and to the reéstablishment of the Union have 
been astonishingly successful. Mr. Chairman, 
the only disunionists I have ever found in the 
North are the Republican abolitionists who pro- 
claim, like the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
they will have no Union under the Constitution 
“as it is.” 

Sir, the Democratic party oppose the principles 
and policy of the men now in power, because they 
see that those principles and that policy, if fur- 
ther pursued, willinevitably destroy the country 
by rendering it impossible to accomplish a resto- 
ration of the Union upon any basis that will recon- 
cile the people of the two sections again to dwell 
together in fraternal bonds as one people. 

Ay belief is that the salvation of this country 
now depends more upon the ballot-box, next No- 
vember, than upon the armies we have in the field. 
The decisive battle for the Union is to be fought 
at the election polls, in which a Democratic vic- 
tory will be salvation, or an abolition triumph 
damnation, The stock in trade of the Repub- 
lican party for this campaign is the war and its 
horrors! Its corruption, patronage, and plunder 
will supply them with the means to work their 
party machinery effectively, and we may expect 
the whole energy and strategy of the Adminis- 
tration to be turned from our rebel enemies in the 
South to averta triumph of the Democracy of the 
North in November. 

Stimulated with the hope of a continuation of 
the rich pickings which the leading Republican 
politicians and their friends have enjoyed, in the 
way of contracts, railroad transportation, stock- 
jobbing, and fat offices, growing out of the war, 
with the prospectof a still richer harvest of plun- 
der in the confiscation of-rebel estates, upon the 
promised extermination of the white race in the 
slave States, their policy is to nurse the war and 
procrastinate all effective military operations that 
might lead to its speedy termination upon the ba- 
sis of the Crittenden resolution. 

We all know that the rebellion ean only be 
crushed and the war ended by the destruction of 
the armed power of the confederates. Their great 
armies must be overthrown, dispersed, or cap- 
tured, before we can expect the rebels to yield; 
and yet in all the flourish of trumpets we fail to 
discover indications of any such concentration of 
the Federal forces as will be likely to accomplish 
that end. Therecent disastrous adventure of Col- 
onel John Hay in Florida, where the lives of 
nearly two thousand of our soldiers and a million 
or two of dollars were sacrificed in an attemptto 
capture three electoral votes for the Presidency; 
the late foolish, unproductive, and calamitous raid 
of Kilpatrick, the abortive expedition of General 
Sherman, the practical withdrawal of our forces 
from before Charleston, and the general ‘‘ scatter- 
ation” of our armies, while bogus State govern- 
ments are being tinkered up in Louisiana, Ar- 
kansas, and other rebel States, indicate that profit- 
less movements to amuse the publie mind rather 
than vigorous and concentrated efforts to destroy 
the large armies of the rebels are still to charac- 
terize the military operations of the Administra- 
tion, unless, perchance, General Grant, in the ex- 
ercise of his newly-acquired power as lieutenant 
general, shail change the programme upon which 
the spring campaign has been opened by the Ad- 
ministrauon. The grand results of this campaign | 
so far, are thus succinctly specified in the New | 
York Times, a leading Lincoln organ: 

« Four expeditions, and what looks like FOUR FAILURES. 


An expedition from Jacksonville marches into Florida, and | 
is driven back with loss. General Sherman marches from | 


New Sznies. 


Vicksburg, and having gone one hundred aiid twenty: 
in‘his grand strategy, marches back again! General Smi 
starts-a cavalry expedition: (from Memphis!) tojoin 
man, and they march back-again. Thecavalry under 
patrick start off to. Richtond, and after destroyit 
mils, and canal locks; find themselves comfortably at fo 
Monroe.??: ep Ae tery ete any 
Suffering s:loss of three hundved mien; seve 
valuable officers; and ruining two thapsahd horses: 
«Thomas makes a tremendous movement on: Dalton; 
captures Tunnel Hill and marches back again! Now; we 
have the telegraphic reporters (those most. enlightened: of 
all living generals) announcing that these are only ‘a.serles 
of raids! Well, what was their object? . What was to be 
got? They march back again.’ Who commands the Amer- 
ican Army? Why, obviously, General Scatteration;: and 
these are his performances, He marched outfive armies in 


five different directions—not one of them strong enough to 
accomplish any definite object.?? E á ie 


This is a Republican brief of the opening ofthe 
spring campaign. There issomeé hope that when 
General Grant shall get fairly in the harness óf 
hig new position as commander of all our armies, 
this sort of trifling, as well as the “balls, dress 
parades, and other amusements in camp, will be 
done away with, and that effective movements 
upon the enemy’s works and forces will. bë inau- 
gurated under his direction, which will be pro+ 
ductive of more satisfactory results. But ‘even 
then we have good reason to apprehend that the 
summer campaign will be carried on mote for the 
capture of clectoral votes than for the destruction 
of rebel armies and strongholds.” Political su- 
premacy, and not the restoration of the Union or 
the emancipation of the negroes, is the present 
grand aim of those who possess the power to’ di- 
rect General Grant as well as to control the Gov- 
ernment; and while he may, by his genius and 
activity, beable to win splendid victories, and may 
even capture Richmond, and drive the rebels out 
of Virginia, the politicians who have so mach at 
stake on a continuance of the war will take good 
care that no peace shall follow until they secure 
a new lease of power. When they shall have 
wiumphed—God forbid such a calamity—in the 
election, the motives of plunder and patronage 
connected with the war will still remain, and, judg- 
ing from the past, we may safely calculate that 
the overthrow of Jeff. Davis and his humbug con 
federacy will still be a secondary consideration, 
and that the war will continue so long as the 
bright visions of financial responsibility which 
dazzlo the eyes of my colleague [Mr, STEBBINS] 
can induce inwestments in Treasury ‘securities. 

We have high Republican authority in the fa- 
mous “Pomeroy circular” to justify our belief 
that should Mr. Lincoln be reélected to the Pres- 
idency not only will ‘* the dignity and honor of 
the country suffer,” but that in such an évent 
“the war may continue to languish during his whole 
administration, till the public debt shall become a bur- 
den too great to be borne.” Hash 

This sentiment, so boldly proclaimed from onë 
wing of the Republican party, is no doubt the 
general conviction of the country; and if Tread 
correctly * the signs of the times” a majority of 
the people will unite in the same declaration at 
the ballot-boxes in November next, and retire Mr, 
Lincoln to private life. ” 

Would tbe leaders on the other side of the 
House, Mr. Chairman, gauge all our legislation 
for three years more of war, if they had any des 
sign to close it within the present year? The 
country should know and understand that nobody 
here connected with the Government thinks of 
talks of winding up the war for years to come. 
The idea of peace is not tolerated here short of 
the extermination of the white race in the South, 
and a division of the rebel estates among the ne-. 
groes and Yankee speculators.” The Crittenden 
or congressional platform of thé war, as laid down 
in 1861, has become obsolete in this latitude, and 
the rights of the States to the control of their own 
affairs and to regulate their domestic institations 
must now be entirely obliterated before the party 
in power will listen to ahy proposition looking to. 
peace and reunion. “ The Unionas it was’? must 
give way to the abolitionists’ “ Union as it ought 
to be’? before the ‘terrible: slaughter, the wicked 
devastation; and the mountainous expenditures of 
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this.“ cruel war’? can: be-arrested, if the people 
Mito overthrow the ruling powers at the ap- 
proachingelection. All discussion of even a basis 
of settlement is cut off, and all talk of an honot- 


able adjustment of the issues involved in the war | 


ig stifled by the insolént arid overbearing majority 
ii-Congress, whose -political'supremacy depends 


entirely upon a continuance of the war in all its | 


gigantic proportions.“ It-is for this reason that 
no-olive-branch, other than the President’s absurd 
and tinlawful amnesty proclamation, has ever been: 
held out to-induce repentant rebels to lay down, 
their arms and return to the protection of the old 
Union; while the repulsive features of the. confis- 
cation. act impose uponthem the necessity—ay, the 
necessity, of continuing to fight to escape sectional 
humiliation, personal degradation, and absolute 
pécuniary rum! . 

Think you, Mr. Chairman, that cight million 
white men of.the “ genuine breed and blood”? will 


ever, even though they may be overcome by our | 


military power, consent to reunite with us in a 
common Government upon any other than terms 
of equality? ‘Think you, sir, that they can by 
any privation be compelled to embrace the con- 
dition which the amnesty proclamation imposes, 
of swearing to support the unconstitutional negro 
edicts of Mr. Lincoln, or to yield support to State 
constitutions framed under the direction of the 
Federal Executive, as a condition precedent to 
the enjoyment of their rights to representation in 
Congress and their relief from the rale of an ar- 
bitrary military Government? { much mistake 
the southern people, Mr. Chairman, if they would 
not prefer the extermination our friends on the 
other side of the House talk of, to such conditions; 
and I funcy if we are to wait for peace and re- 
union until the rebels are brought to such terms, 
millions more of troops will have to be raised and 
new printing presses will have to be. supplied for 
the manufacture of bonds and “legal tender” to 
meet the expenditure. 

It seems to me, sir, that if the President had 
desired to render peace and reunion impossible he 
could not have accomplished his purpose more 
completely than he has by the terms of his amnesty 
proclamation; for nobody will fora moment sup- 
pose that the white men of the rebel States, after the 
alotermined resistance they have made, will ever 
consent to yield up their property and make oath 
to austain such usurpations of their constitutional 
rights as the price of the free suffrage which be- 
longs to every citizen. : 

Vhe President’s assumption of power to pre- 
scribe conditions for the exercise of the elective 
franchise, by designating who shall be voters in 
any State, is a feature in his reconstruction policy 
which can never be tolerated by Agnerican froe- 
men, NorthorSouth. Suffrage isa matter that per- 
tains exclusively to the State governments, and no 
‘military necessity’? can warrant the © war pow? 
er’ in encroaching upon itin any degree. Neither 
Congress, the President, nor any other national 
power is authorized to interfere in any manner 
with the free suffrage of the people; and the Presi- 
dent’s amnesty proclamation in this particular is 
simply the arbitrary assumption of a prerogative 
as foreign to his powersas the Chief Executive of 
the nation as itis to his attributes as Commander- 
in-Chief of the Army. 

Mr. Chairman, I am farther justified in assum- 
ing that the Republican party intend to prolong.the 
war until the wretehedness, poverty, and humilia- 
tion of every man, woman, and child in the South is 
fully consummated, or the white race extermin- 
ated, by the circumstance that the President and 
his advisers have entirely lost sight of the indis- 

atable fact that no union, however formed, can 
be of any value to the people, or amount to any- 
thing as a national governmental organization, 
which is not made acceptable to the great body 
of the white people who cempose the population 
of the now disaffected States—so far, at least, as 
those States are concerned. It is perfectly safe 
to say that no one tenth of the voting population 
of any State will be permitted by the other nine 
tenths to control its politics, if the spirit which 
the southern people have manifested in this rebel- 
lion is any index of their true character. Indeed, 
they would shame their lineage if they should 
submit to any such humiliation. A majority of 
the people living in the ‘reconstructed States” 
preposed by the President must participate, upon 
équal terms, in organizing any new Government 
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to be'set up; or such’ Government cannot be ex- 
pected to stand a moment longer than its authority 
isenforced by military power. Even when the 
Federal authorities shall have completely over- 
powered the physical resistance of the rebels, a 
majority must then be found willing to acquiesce 
and coéperate in any effective Government which 
may be set over them, or a new rebellion for its 
overthrow will be the consequence. All pretended 


| civil government in the southern States will be 


a mere farce ifexternal military power be required 
to sustain it (as in Louisiana and Alabama, for 
instance,) against the will of a majority of. the 
people : 

This war, Mr. Chairman, has not been carried 
on with a proper appreciation on the part of the 
Administration of the fact that it is a CIVIL WAR, 
and the belligerents fellow-countrymen, who are 
again to formone people. The truism uttered by 
the President in his inaugural, “ that after much 
fighting peace must come,” for the reason that 
‘we cannot fight always,” has not been kept so 
prominently in view by the managers of this war 
as it should have been. We seem not to have 
sufficiently regarded the fact that in case the rebel- 
lion is conquered, the masses of the people whom 
we now regard as traitors,and their descendants, 
are to live with us and our children in all after 
time, under a common Government. For this rea- 
son, if no other, the war should have been carried 
on with a view to preventthe growth of the rank- 
ling hatred toward us, which the policy of the 
Administration has engendered. The southern 
soldiers whom our armies encounter in battle are 
our countrymen, with whom we hope to reéstab- 
lish fraternal relations in Government, trade, and 
social intercourse, so soon as they come toa real- 
izing sense of their wickedness and folly in at- 
tempting to. destroy the Union and setup another 
national Government within the territory of the 
United States. Instead of permitting this consid- 
eration to soften the asperitics of the conflict, the 
Administration policy has rather augmented its 
vindictiveness aud multiplied the atrocities which 
have characterized its progress, as though the two 
sections of our country now at variance are tore- 
main implacable and unreconcilable enemics for- 
ever! Instead of a policy of warfare intended to 
secure the respect of the misguided men who have 
assailed the Governmentand win back their affec- 
tions, through a renewed love for our glorious 
old Union, the Administration has deliberately 
adopted one calculated to intensify their hate and 
render indelible a harrowing remembrance of the 
wrongs they claim to have suffered at our hands. 
Instead of extending to them the olive-branch and 
laboring to convince them that their best interests 
would be found in the Union, and that their hap- 
piness and prosperity as a people would be best 
promoted by laying down their arms and resum- 
ing their allegiance to the Federal Government, 
we have rather sought to irritate and exasperate 
by destroying private property in the progress of 
our armies through their territory, by emancipa- 
tion proclamations,by propagating negro equality, 
and by confiscating enactments, entirely incon- 
sistent with the idea of future association and in- 
tercourse as fellow-citizens of the same country. 
To me it would seem as if nothing calculated to 
generate sectional hatred, arouse bad blood, pro- 
voke a spirit of revenge, and stimulate the worst 
passions of an excitable and sensitive population, 
and give vigor to the rebellion by uniting all the 
people of the South in hostility to the Government, 
had been omitted on the part of the Administra- 
tion during the progress of this war. A different 
policy might have worked out a different result; 
but since we have striven to provoke their hatred 
and imbitter their animosity, we will necessarily 
have to deal with implacable foes, when after 


much fighting we'reach that period of negotiation | 


referred to by the President in his inavgural. 
Those who have guided the Government in its 
work of devastation and confiscation, who have 
directed its violation of the Constitution in strip- 
ping the southern people of their rights, and its 


violation of God’s laws of humanity, who now | 


urge upon it the barbarity of exterminating the 
white race in the insurgent States, and of desola- 
ting one third of this continent, are nothing else 
than disuntonists. They are as much enemies of 
the Government and the country as the rankest 
secessionists of the South; and the policy of war- 


| toration of the Union than all the military power 


fare they advocate will do more to prevent the res- ! 


er mame cones 


the confederates can combine. In fact, Presis 
dent Lincoln’s proclamations have already done 
more to recruit the rebel armies and sustain the 
rebellion than anything the rebels have themselves 
done; and the negro legislation of Congress. and 
its confiscation enactments can have no other effect 
than to render an honorable peace and a restora- 
tion of the Union utterly impossible, until,. 
through a revolution in the public sentiment of 
the loyal States, the present occupantof. the pres-, 
idential chair can be constitutionally. unseated, 
and a majority in Congress secured who wil] not 
hesitate to set aside the paper proclamations ot 
the President, and expunge from the statute- 
book the whole series of unconstitutional laws 
which have been feeding the fires of the rebellion 
and fanning the flames of secession, making rec- 
onciliation, peace, and union still more difficult 
when the fighting shall be finished by exhaus- 
tion and we proceed to the inevitable negotiation 
spoken of by the President in his inaugural. 
There is no use, Mr. Chairman, in attempting to 
escape the fact that the great body of the people 
in the rebel States must be reconciled to the con- 
dition of living under the Federal Government 
with us. This reconciliation would not have been 
difficult if the war had been prosecuted in strict 
accordance with the pledges of the President at 
its commencement, and upon the theory of the 
Crittenden resolution. The masses of the people 
whom we now justly regard as rebels were 
duped into rebellion and treason by the misrep- 
resentations of their leaders. They really have 
no ambition and no interests hostile to the Fed- 
cral Union, and if their constitutional rights can 
be guarantied to them, it will not, even now, Lap- 
prehend, be “dificult for them to becóme our 
friends, and to learn once more to respect the old 
national flag, and to rejoice as of old in the pros- 
perity and glory of our common country. 

Either through the severe discipline of the war, 
the magnanimity of the Government, or a ra- 
tional conviction of duty on their part, the rebels 
now in arms against the Union must be converted 
into true and loyal citizens of the United States. 
When that shall have been accomplished, and ` 
not till then, peace will spread her wings over 
our now distracted country, and our Union will 
start anew to work out for the benefit of universal 
humanity the great problems presented by a free 
Government in which the people hold the sover- 
eign power. . 

At the outset of this rebellion, Mr. Chairman, 
it is conceded thatthe President was correct when 
he stated his belief that in no State save South 
Carolina were a majority of the people in favor 
of the secession movement.. There can be no 
question of the fact that the South was carried 
out of the Union against the wishes of a majority 
ofits people. Now, after three years of bloody 
and devastating war, the end of which no mancan 
foresee, the people of the seceded States are un- 
ued very near a unit in hostility to the 

overnment. What has produced this change 
in the popular sentiment of the South? Nothing 
but theproclamations of President Lincoln and the 
threats of the Government to sweep away all the 
constitutional rights of the southern people, and 
to confiscate their property. Originally, seces- 
sion was set on foot by a few political dema- 
gogues, ambitious for power, with whom a ma- 
jority of the people in whose behalf they professed 
to act did not sympathize. But the unconstitu- 
tional policy of the Administration with regard 
to the negro, who should have been studiously 
kept out of the fight, and the threats of confisca- 
tion, soon changed the current of popular feeling 


| in the South, so that the people who at first ab- 


horred secession and loved the Union, when they 
discovered that the war was to be carried on for 
the enfranchisement of the negro and the seques- 
tration of their property, and not for the Union, 
were driven for self-protection into the ranks of 
the rebellion en masse. Thus it was that the 
South became united in support of the schemes 
of their designing politicians, and secession was 
able to present a front so formidable that with 
all our power and resources we have not yet been 
able to penetrate it. 

In the outset the President himself professed 
the Democratic doctrine of non-intervention with 
the negro, but the fanatics finally succeeded ‘in 
getting him off the track; and when he consented 
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to make the war a crusade for the liberation of 
_ enslaved negroes he became answerable for atl 


the calamities that have since fallen upon our un- | 
happy country. Had headhered to his first po- | 


sition, had he followed the spirit of the Crittenden 
resolution, we should have held the South divided, 
while the North would have been resolutely ugited 
in any movement to crush the revolt. In sucha 
ease who can doubt that the rebellion, which still 
rears its head in proud defiance and still threatens 
to ingulf all that remains of our free Govern- 
ment, would, have been nipped in thé bud? But 
now, after a desperate struggle of three years, 
which has no parallel in history, involving an 
unexampled sacrifice of life and treasure—after 
depleting our country in its youth and manhood 
and pecuniary resources to a frightful extent— 
after suffering deep national humiliation and im- 
posing upon future generations a load of debt, the 
interest of which will swallow up an immense 
proportion of the annual products of the enter- 
prise, industry, and capital of the nation, we find 
ourselves apparently further from a termination 
of the struggle than when it first commenced— 
always supposing that the war is to be continucd 
to consummate the emancipation and reconstruc- 
tion policy of the President and his abolition advis- 
ars, as proclaimed from the other side of this Hall. 
Does history present any record of so sad a fail- 
are on the part of any established Government to 
quell a rebellion within its own borders? If we 

- could even now turn the attention of the Admin- 
istration from its efforts to carry the presidential 
election, and its pestilent idea of negro philan- 
thropy, to the great business of abolishing the 
rebel armies and destroying the military power 
ofthe secessionists, we might possibly sec the war 
closed and the Union saved before the end of the 
present year. But we shall see no such thing. 
The continuance of the war is a part of the Re- 
publican programme of the election, anda restora- 
tion of the Union would be a fatal blow to the 
hopes of the horde of public plunderers whose 
vocation will cease when Mr. Lincoln retires from 
the presidential mansion. 

Just here, Mr. Chairman, permit me to ask 
what has the freedom or slavery of the black race, 
their comfort or misery, their rights or wrongs, 
their elevation or depression, to do with a war for 
the restoration of the Union under the Constitu- 
tion, the purposes of which were so clearly de- 
fincd in the Crittenden resolutions of 1861? What 
we want, Mr. Chairman, is to establish the su- 
premacy of the Federal laws in all the States of 
the Union. When that is done, what will there 
be to fight for? Shall we then continue the war 
to emancipate the negroes constitutionally held to 
service? Gentlemen upon the other side say yes! 
Why not as well war with Spain, Brazil, Turkey, 
and other slave nations to enforce the liberation of 
the black slavesin their dominions? Why notas 
wellcommencea war with the remainingslavehold- 
ers in the loyal States, in Kentucky, Maryland, 
and Delaware, where the President did not presume 
to molest their “ property in man’? by his proc- 
lamation? As the fate of the negro, under any 
circumstances, must depend upon the local laws 
of the State in which he dwells, why not leave 
him to take care of himself while we look after 
the interests of the white race and endeavor to stay 
the, tide of blood and carnage which has already 
spread so much desolation and mourning through- 
out the land? 

Considering our immense preponderance of 
population, our superior facilities for bringing 
large armies into the field, our advantages of a 
powerful and effective naval force, our almost un- 
limited means to arm, feed, clothe, and pay our 
troops, while in all these respects the rebels have 
beon cramped and embarrassed, having compara- 
tively no manufactorics of their own, with their 
seaports so closely blockaded as to almost exclude 
them from obtaining arms and other supplies from 
abroad, have we not made an. exceeding poor 
show to the world of our ability to conquer this 
rebelion by force of arms? With all these ad- 
vantages—with the expenditure of more than 
twice if not four times the amount of money dis- 
bersed for the support of the rebellion, and the 
sacrifice of tens of thousands more lives in battle 
and by disease than have been lost. by the rebel 
armies—what actual results have been achieved 
in the way of restoring the Union? Aside from 
the anticipated exhaustion of the rebel resources, 


“what assurances can we give the people to-day 


that this war will not.be continued for years and 
years to come, and ihat Government will not re- 
quire draft after draftof men to continue this:har- 
vest of death? Do our Republican friends fail to 
remember that™a defensive war was never yet 
stopped by financial destitution on the part of 
those who were defending their homes and fight- 
ing for what they conceived to be their, rights? 
History makes no.such record. Whatever their 
present will or purpose, Mr. Chairman, the sad 
experience of the last three years proves, to. my 
mind that the men now in power are incapable of 
putting down this rebellion and. restoring the 

nion upon any. programme they may adopt. 
And, Mr. Chairman, imn view of the unpleasant 
facts and cheerless circumstances to which I have 
referred, I am impelled to the conclusion that the 
vastarmy of public plunderers, contractors, place- 


men, and “ venal patriots,” who have been ran- | 
ning” this Administration from its commence- | 


ment, have resolved that the war shall not end 
while they can retain the power to keep it in 
operation. 


Our constituents, Mr. Chairman, were lately |i. 


consoling themselves with the thought that they 
had escaped a draft to fill up the new army of 
half a million men then being organized for three 
years’ service. Not long, however, were they 
permitted to “lay the flattering unction to their 
souls” before another draft was ordered, whichis 
sull pending, for two hundred thousand more; 
and when that shall be supplied, if the present 
Administration is continued for another term, 
other armies of like or greater magnitude will be 
demanded over and over again before negro free- 
dom and equality becomes the ‘fixed fact” so 
prematurely recognized by my colleague, [Mr. 
Brooxs.] 

The cupidity of the leaders of.the Republican 
party has overslaughed their patriotism, and they 
have evidently become more anxious how to pro- 
tract the war without exciting the suspiciéns of 
the people as to the mercenary and personally 
ambitious motives,which govern them, than to 
restore peace, tranquillity, and union to our suf- 
fering country. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garrienp] 
proclaims that this isan abolition Congress; that 
ours is an abolition army; that the country is 
abolition in sentiment, and that no conditions of 
peace are to be entertained which do not concede 
the complete abolition of negro slavery, in every 
State, forever! Other gentlemen upon that side 
have béldly advanced the same theory. If such 
a result were possible without violating the Con- 
stitution and without the sacrifice of the white 
race, without beggaring whatever of loyal people 
there may be in the South, the innocent dupes of 
the arch-traitors who set the rebellion in motion, 
whom we hope to see once more in the fraternal 
embraces of the Union, and who will then be ex- 
pected to help pay the debt which has been in- 


curred in compelling them to submit to the laws, | 


I would rejoice inits consummation,and so would, 
I doubt not, the entire Democracy of the North. 
Sir, I am no advocate or defender of slavery, nor 
was I ever. Nor was the Democratic party ever 


a pro-slavery party, as gentlemen on the other | 


side delight to aver. Simple non-intervention has 
been the uniform policy of the Democracy upon 
the negro question, and that policy they would 
have applied to the conduct of this war; and that 
policy they would adhere to in adjusting the terms 
of a return of the seceded States to thetr allegiance. 
We would let the people of those States, as the 
Constitution provides, fix the status of the negro. 

If slavery is now abolished, as my colleague 
from the city of New York says it 1s, whether 
that result has been accomplished as an incident 
of our military operations or by’ virtue of the Pres- 
ident’s proclamations of emancipation and am- 
nesty, itis not the mission of the Democratic party 
to reéstablish it, as it was not our right to destroy 
or molest it when the powers of the Government 
rested inour hands. Asa party, we owe nothing 
to slavery or slaveholders; but we do owe some- 
thing to the Constitution. Weareas much bound 
to regard the provision in respect to “f persons held 
to service” as any other; and so far as that in- 
strument protects slavery, the northern Democ- 
racy has assented to its existence in such States 
as have been pleased to tolerate it as a system of 
labor. We had no right to move for its abolition, 


; that have arisen in regard to negro ‘slavery 
‘the annexation of Texas, when the quarrels 


into the 


| State and have usurped t 


power ‘havens rightto make 


asthe party now in: 
its extinction a condition :precedent'to 4 rest 
lion of peace, union, and friendly.intercourse 
the rebellions States. The. pro-slavery’ suigma 
which the abolitionists have sought to fasten. upon 
the Democratic party. was always a-calumnysaud 
as such has been repelled in all the contro; 


ch 
now convulses the nation firstentered prominently 
party politics of the country. o enie 
The right of States to control. their. domestic 


‘affairs and.to have slavery.or leave it.alonc—to 
‘abolish of.continue it—is.a constitutional preroga: 
tive whith the Democracy never questioned: and 


when that right has been assailed by fanatics. and 
negro worshipers, it- has. been the province of the 
Democratic party, as the champion and special 
guardian of the Constitution,.to defend that. pro+ 
vision as a portion of the fundamental law‘of the 
land. Our efforts have ever been to keep the ve- 
gro question out of the arena of polities and, out 
of the halls of Congress: If the people of any 
State desired slavery, we were willing they.should 
have it.. Ifany desired to abolish or prohibitat, 
we said, “Amen”? But-our inability to exclude 
the irritating controversy which the agitation: of 
the slavery question engendered, from the issues 


j in party politics, and the, determination of -our 


opponents to make the negro and his, wrongs,.real 
or fancied, a prominent feature.in all their pos 
litical operations, has brought upon the country, 
as we always predicted it would,.disunion and 
war, followed by dire calamities too numerous 
and too mournful to recapitulate upon this occa» 
sion. From a multiplication of these calamities 
and a long continuance of this cruel, bloody, and 
exhausting war, I can see no deliverance shovt.of 
ejecting from power, in a constitutional way, the , 
radical abolitionists who are incited by interest as 
well as policy to prosecute this fraternal strife to 
secure political results. ie 

The Democratic theory of this rebellion was 
well stated the other day by my colleague, [Mr. 
Kernay,]} whose position was that the States, as 
such, are not in rebellion, but individuals, and 
combinations of individuals have set up a, resist- 
ance to the national Government, and the Gov- 
ernment is striving to subdue them. The States, 
as States, are not to be punished or disfranchised 
for the acts of these individual rebels, even though 
they constitute a majority of the people in the 

e-power. of the State. 
The business of the General Government is to 
overthrow the usurpers and rescue the State gov- 
ernment from their hands; and whenit shall have 
overcome the insurrection, it can punish the in- 
dividual traitors according to their crimes and in 
accordance with law. What we want. is power 
to enforce the law against individuals. We have 
nothing to do with States, or with their constitu- 
tions or laws, otherwise than to know that they 
have a republican form of government and that 
their laws are in accordance with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. The rebel States are 
still a part of the nation. They have never been 
out of the Union. ‘Their ordinances of secession 
are null and void. They had no power to take 
themselves out of the Union, and the rebels are 
therefore still citizens of the United States, amen- 
able to Federal law. 

Sir, I repudiate the theory of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means that they are 
a foreign people, alien enemies, and that upon 
their return to the Union the southern States are 
to be treated as conquered provinces. I adhere 
to the war platform of Congress in 1861, and con- 
tend that so soon as the Government finds itself 
able to enforce the Federal laws within and 
throughout the territory of any State in rebellion, 
by civil process, that moment military operations 
against the people of that State should cease, and 
recourse should at once be had to civil authority 
for the punish ment of crimes and the enforcement 
of the laws. ; 

In this view, I cannot resistthe conclusion that 
if this nation is ever saved from the ruin which 
now threatens it, the States must first come again 
together under “ the Constitution as it is,” haw- 
ever “sick”? it may make the geneman from 
Pennsy?vania, before a permanent adjustment of 
the pending difficulties can be made: When all 
the States are once again in fraternal communion, 
chastened by the calamitivg of the war, and co- 


Siting thé figé national debt which h 
aped up‘ for future generations to pay, a 
cis that may have been discovered in the funda- 
éntal law under which we live andunder which 
‘must thereafter live in peaceful relations, and 
“iw the amendmentof whichall have a right.to par- 
“teipate, may: then be remedied: in the’ manner 
therein prescribed, so as to meet the present views 
majority of the States. “If need be that Af- 
sicat slavery shall be prohibited, let the Consti- 
‘tution be xo amended, legally, as to prohibit it in 
è States: In my view, thisis the only proper 
effective wary to get rid of slavery legitimatel 
and peacefully: It would, no doubt; accomplis 
‘the emancipation our friends on the other side pro- 
- fess tò be contending for, without the further shed- 
‘ding of blood or destruction of property. But as 
egal emancipation in that way would be ofno ben- 
tto them'in this election it is idle to hope that 
“they will embrace it. 
= Mr. Chairman, I am one of those who believe 
“Matif the Administration had adhered to the 
“spirit of the: President’s inaugural, and confined 
“itself to'the objects of the war as set forth in the 
Crittenden resolution, the rebellion’ would now 
have’ been at an end, with the old Union restored 
‘and the vacant seats in this House and the Sen- 
“ate filled: with loyal representatives from all the 
“States nowin antagonism with the Government. 
‘Falso believe; that had the amnesty proclamation 
which accompanies the President’s message now 
winder consideration, contained no other require- 
‘ment thaii‘tinconditional submission to the laws 


“and the Constitution of the United States, it would’ 


“Have beén more powerful for the extinction of the 
rebellion and the restoration of the Union than 
ithe half million men who are now being gathered 
‘for the further prosecution of this abolition war, 
and the two hundyed thousand more who are to 
be'drafted in April. The effect of such an offer 
to the rebels would have been to scatter their ar- 
mies, the rank and file of which are probably by 
“this 'time ready to abandon the secession enter- 
‘prise uponany honorable pretext, to avoid further 
“pacrifices ina fruitless effort to acquire the inde- 
“pendence of their so-called confederacy, provided 
they could return to their allegiance as they only 
honorably can, with their constitutional rights 
‘unimpaired, [am sustained in this view by an 
intelligent correspondent of the New York Her- 
‘ald, who hag just returned from a year’s captivity 
‘in the South, whose interesting narrative was 
published this week in that journal. In speaking 
of the feeling prevalent among the most intelli- 
gent citizens of the South with whom he con- 
versed, he says: 
‘Some of them have also told me that a full and com- 
‘plete amnesty to all engaged in the rebellion, and a repeal 
„ofthe confiscation act, might have a tendency to end the 
war immediately. (If you would only do that,? said a 
rebel officer who held a high command, ‘F believe there 
would scarcely be a southern soldier under arms in thirty 
days: Bat the last’ amnesty proclamation of Mr. Lincoln 
defeats the object sought to be attained ; for it excludes 
from clemency the very men who have the power to dis- 
perse the armies.’ “Ff a universal amnesty were pro- 
élatmed, he repeated, ‘T betleve there would scarcely be 

& wOutherm soldier under arms in thirty days?” 

There isn world of truth and sound logic in 
‘thin’ brief extract from the returned prisoner’s 
narrative. | 
“The untenable position of the President, that 
the rebels can only be restored to citizenship, and 
allowed the right of suffrage, by swearing to sup- 
port an abolition proclamation which he had no 
authority to issue, but increases the difficulties 
that prevent a reconciliation of the rebels to an 
abandonment of their insane struggle for inde- 
‘pendence, Although itis probable that two years 
ago the rebel leaders might have scouted the idea 
of a “compromise” with the Government, and 
would’ not bave listened to any terms of peace 
short of the recognition of their independence, it 
by no means follows that they would not now 
‘taka the back track” and permit their States to 
‘resume their places in the Union, if such terms 
could be obtained as would leave them in the same 
“position, as to thoi rights under the Constitution, 
which they occupied at the time they so wickedly, 
foolishly, and causelessly resorted toarms, They 
possibly now perceive the error of their move- 
ment, and would, perhaps, return at once if a way 
were gpened for them to conciliation without deg- 
radatfon. They are now holding out against a 
Government which threatens their extermination; 
Which exacts of them a sacrifice of their property; 


‘trial as they may’ please. 


wh conditi 
and ‘proposes to overturn their entire social sys- 
tem, demanding of ‘them an ‘oath to relinquish 


their property, their constitutional rights, and to 


yield support to State governments organized by, 


‘one tenth of their:population! Can we expect 


that they will.submit to such repulsive conditions? 
Ought we to expect it? Their only alternative is 
to fight on until more aeceptable terms are offered; 
and that, fapprehend, is more satisfactory to the 
blood-thirsty politicians who are ‘‘ running” this 
‘Administration than would be. their most abject 


submission, for it insures a continuance of the 


war, and supplies them with political capital fo 
the important election now before us. i 

This glorious Union, so long the pride and 
glory of the friends of civil and religious liberty 
throughout the world, founded in compromise, 
concession, and conciliation, maintained in like 
manner for three quarters of a century, and which 
can only be perpetuated upon the same just prin- 
ciples, is now sought to be sustained, not by the 
willing support and free consent of a majority of 
the people, but by an unyielding proscription of 
one section, by despotic edicts, and by a total 
disregard of the rights, interests, and, I will say, 
prejudices, which our fathers thought it expedi- 
ent to recognize, consult, regard, and conciliate, 
when constructing the Constitution which se- 
cured to us the best Government the world ever 
saw. To be entitled to the protection of that 
Constitution, the work alike of the North and the 
South, and to share in the blessings which it 
showers upon all who repose beneath theshadow 
of our flag, the people of one section of our ter- 
ritory, Joyal men as well as rebels, are required 
by the Administration not only to yield up their 
property, but to swear that they will support the 
unauthorized, oppressive, and unconstitutional 
edicts of the President, which they abhor. The 
fiat of abolition has, however, gone forth, and 
the people are notified by the organs of the Ad- 
ministration upon this floor that so long as a ne- 
gro remains in bondage the war must progress, 
and the red harvest of death-be continued. Civil 
liberty is now dethroned, State constitutions and 
State laws are overridden, while the Federal Con- 
stitution is nullified and the laws of Congress set 
aside under the plea of ‘ military necessity” 
whenever they are found to stand in the way of 
the plans and policy of the Administration. No 
man’s rights are safe from encroachment, and 
personal liberty, in loyal as well as rebel States, 
depends upon the will of the despots who have 
set aside the Constitution, ignored the laws, and 
usurped arbitrary power. There is no habeas 
corpus, and there is no citizen.in any State who 
is not liable to arrest at any hour of the day or 
night without legal process, without being charged 
with any offense or crime, without being apprised 
of the cause of his arrest or being allowed to in- 
form his friends of the fact of his being in cus- 
tody. He is audaciously kidnapped and incar- 
cerated in some remote fortification or prison. 
He suddenly disappears from among his friends, 
is mysteriously absent from his busiñess, nobody 
knowing what has become of him. His family 
are in distress, and days pass before it is ascer- 
tained that he has been stealthily spirited away 
by the minions of power and imprisoned in Fort 
La Fayette, the Old Capitol, or some other bastile 
where the victims of the reigning despotism are 
kept in close confinement until it pleases the pow- 
ers that be to discharge them, with or without 
Cases of this kind, 
Mr. Chairman, are too numerous and too well 
known to particularize, and very many more than 
have been made public have transpired. 

Sir, the remedy for these evils and the only 
escape from the despotism that now holds sway 
is first to be sought at the ballot-box in the great 
political contest now before the country. ‘The 
peaceful strife at the polls in November will be 
pregnant with more important results to this coun- 
try and the cause of civil liberty throughout the 
world than all the bloodyebattles that have been 
or may be fought in our efforts to subjugate the 
South and give freedom to the negro race. If the 
people fail in this constitutional mode to rescue 
the Government from tha hands of those who now 
wield its power, and leave the country to suffer 
four years more of the poticy that now prevails, 
I, for ‘one, shall cease to hope for anything short 
of the-utter ruin of the American Republic. 


ch imposes upon them degrading conditio ns, 


“March 26, 


“NR REBELLION. | 


pe Mr. ECKLEY. More than three months have: 


elapsed since we first met as members of. the 
Thirty-Eighth Congress. During that time I have 
heard what has been said, and witnessed what has 
been done. No Congress ever met with greater 
responsibilities, A war, greaterin magnitude than 
any the world ever saw, is raging around us, deal- 
ing out its untold calamities, and leaving behind 
a train which the pen of the historian will grow 
weary in attempting to describe, and, sick and dis- 
couraged, will give itup in despair. Butif-reason 
had ruled our counsels, and able, faithful, and 
atriotic men had been intrusted with the admin- 
istration of the Government, this war with'its long 
train of evils could have been avoided: =- v: 

For more than a quarter of a century the States - 
now in rebellion had been preparing for the over- 
throw of the Government. Through the means 
ofa powerful political organization they had done 
much toward effecting their diabolical purpose. 
By that means they had annexed Texas, had in- 
augurated a war with Mexico, had attempted to 
spread African slavery over all our Territories, 
had tried to keep young California out of the 
Union as a free State, and had broken up that 
time-honored compact, the Missouri compromise, 
that the black pall of human slavery might over- 
shadow the virgin plains of Kansas, and had held 
up the threat of civil war as the consequence of 
opposition to these measures. 

he fearless love of freedom of the bold adven- 
turers on the Pacific coast for a time postponed 
the evil hour by the formation of a free State with- 
out the aid of Congress. The vigorous emigration 
to the fertile and inviting regions of Kansas drove 
out the hordes of bandits and lawless vagrants 
who, as the emissaries of the southern States, were 
attempting by violence to carry out the folly of 
Congress and defeat the will of the people of that 
Territory by trampling down their most sacred 
rights, which were guarantied to them by the Con- 
stitution and secured as an inheritance by the God 
oftheir fathers. In despite of their organized ban- 
dits, their acts of lawlessness, of fraud, perjury, 
and murder, she emerged from the flames. puri- 
fied by the fire, and laid at the feet of the Govern- 
ment her free institutions, and demanded a place 
in the sisterhood of States, with a constitution - 
prohibiting slavery forever. 

The southern States were, through the means 
of southern conventions, attempting to control 
the commerce of the country and to prevent their 
people from trading in northern cities. Southern 
men were seeking seats in Congress for the avowed 
purpose of bringing about a dissolution of the 

nion, While these things were taking place a 
close political organization goyerned the Demo- 
cratic party both North and South. They acted 
together and voted side by side, If one faltered 
he was denounced and expelled from his party. 

The unprecedented acts, the revolutionary 
measures of the South, alarmed the North, and 
they attempted to arrest them in their wild and 
dangerous conduct, proposing no means not clear- 
ly within the Constitution; for they had a right 
to say that the annexation of Texas was unwise, 
that a war should be avoided, and that our Terri- 
tories should be free. 

These eventful things had now passed, and the 
shock of the excitement had not impaired the 
power of the Government. Its departments, ex- 
ecutive, legislative, and judicial, were in full force. 
Through the political organization of southern 
rebels and northern Democrats every department 
of the Government. was under their control when 
approached the great struggle of 1860. 

History hasalready recorded the misplaced and 
betrayed confidence of the country., At this im- 
portant time the robber’s hand held the purse- 
strings of the nation; thieves occupied the Cabi- 
net; treason unrebuked boldly proclaimed itself 
in the Senate and in the House; weak imbecility 
filled the Executive Chair, and corruption stalked 
boldly forth at noonday. : 

_ in this condition of things came'the day of po- : 
litical trial, when, in’ the manner prescribed by” 
the Constitution, the present able and patriotic 
Chief Magistrate was chosen President of the Uni- 
ted States, and the power departed fromthe South, 
The southern States now set about their diabol- 
ical work, One after another they declared their 
ordinance of secession, placed themselves in open 


hostility to the Government, disregarding its laws 
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and defying its power. Civil war had actually 
commenced, and Sumter was reduced. The Pres- 
ident elect, amid threats of assassination, reached 
the capital, and organized his Administration; 
but the Treasury had been robbed, our arsenals 
were empty, our Navy scattered, while the cap- 
ital itself was beleaguered and threatened by an 
army of rebels. 

During this eventful chapter of high-handed, 

bold, and treasonable designs, neither the Presi- 
dent, Senator, or Representative sounded any note 
of alarm, or employed any means, or sought any 
aid, to arrest the murderous hand, now raised to 
take the life of the Governmentand plunge us into 
civil war. What patriot but must blush at con- 
duct such as this? What American but regrets 
the day when such a party held the power of the 
Government? And what philanthropist that will 
not weep as he looks over the graves of the mighty 
dead, visits the scenes of deadly conflict, or pon- 
ders over the broken circles and bereaved hearth- 
stones of those who have suffered by this terrific 
war, which might have been prevented by the 
party then in power? A party that now coolly 
asks to be reinstated in the administration of the 
Government; that proposes to restorea country it 
has distracted; to give peace to a weary people 
that it had broken up; to enforce the laws, the 
majesty of which they had disregarded, and re- 
store a Constitution, the power of which they had 
contemned. But how do they propose to do 
it? Bya dishonorable compromise, giving up the 
eontest, and recognizing the independence of the 
southern confederacy. Such a profanation of the 
temples of civil liberty could receive naught but 
the indignant scorn of the American people; the 
heart would sicken at the spectacle; the world 
would judge us unworthy of free government; 
and the doom of anarchy and ruin would be our 
inheritance; while the progenitors of the destruc- 
tion of such a Government as this would live in 
history as the Ephesian incendiary, immortal in 
infamy. They would take their places side by 
side with Cromwell, Catiline, and Judas, would 
live despised by the good and the great, scorned 
by the world, and at whom the beasts as they 
passed would turn up their noses in disgust. 
_ Tho commotion in the country indicated its 
only course, that was, to bury past political dif- 
ferences and waite all parties in putting down the 
rebellion. The Republicans, then holding the po- 
litical power inanost of the northern States, aban- 
doned their organization, and with them united 
many loyal Democrats and what remained of the 
American party, and formed the Union party that 
holds now and is destined to hold the power in 
this Government. 

The remnant of the Democratic party, such as 
is represented on the other side of this Hall, re- 
fused to coalesce to save the country. Party with 
them was paramount to every other considera- 
tion. They had been weakened in the North by 
the loss of the loyal men that had acted with 
them. They were further divided by the acts of 
the rebel States. Their great power was in the 
South. And the northern and southern wings 
were now separated from each other. In battle 
array stood great armies between them; yet who 
has not marked the wonderful coincidence of 
thought and expression of the remote sections of 
this great party? The South claimed that they 
possessed the constitutional right of secession; 
and Mr. Buchanan said the Government had no 
power to coerce. Jefferson Davis charged that 
our Army went South to murder and plunder; 
and it is repeated here that the mission of our 
Army was blood and famine. Davis said that the 
arrest of citizens was a violation of their consti- 
tutional rights; it is repeated from this Hall that 
arbitrary arrests are unconstitutional. Davis said 
that the suspension of the writ of habeas corpus by 
the President was without the shadow of author- 
ity; and we hear it declared here that the only 
safeguard of the citizen’s liberty has been tram- 
pled down. Thesouthern rebels say that our re- 
sources are exhausted, and that bankruptey was 
staring us in the face. The same thing is ampli- 
fied in this House. Mr. Vooruess said: 

* Our fali from bounding wealth and unlimited resources 
to pinched and shrunken poverty and cowering bankruptey, 
is as certain and as fatal under our present policy as the 
fall of Lucifer, the morning star, from heaven.” 


The rebels say that the President is exercising 
a more despotic power than any crowned head of 


Europe. Itis said in this House by Mr. Voor- 
HEES that— . - s 

“Tt will not be long if our present career is unchecked 
until the terms dictator, king, and emperor will be as 
familiar in Washington as in the palace of St. Cloud.” 

The members of the confederate congress say 
the South is powerfully supported in the North 
by the conservative Democratic element that will 


come to their relief. Itis said here by Mr. Voor-. 


HEES: : 

“And I here to-day, in the spiritof one who expects and 
desires his posterity and theirs to tive together.in the an- 
cient and honorable friendship of thelr fathers, warn the 
southern people not to look forward to separation and in- 
dependence, but to embrace every opportunity for eodper- 
ation with the conservative men of the North, who will 
aid with their lives, if need be, to secure them all their 
rights and institutions as free and equal citizens of the 
United States.” 

The Richmond Enquirer declares that the 
North, distracted, exhausted, and impoverished, 
will, through the agency of a strong conservative 
element in the free States, soon treat with them 
on acceptable terms. - The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Fernanpo Woop] declares that ‘ we 
will have to treat with the rebels, that the war 
was commenced without cause, and continued 
without glory, and will end in disintegration and 
destruction if carried on for another Administra- 
tion. Peace mustqome!’? Davis said in a speech 
before the Legislature of Mississippithat “on the 
other side of the river our prospects are brighter 
than ever before, and ere long he hoped that we 
would be enabled to proclaim Missouri free. 
Kentucky, too, was an object of solicitude to 
him, and he spoke of her gallant people in the 
kindest and most commendable terms.” And 
my honorable colleague (Mr. C. A. Wuire] carn- 
estly declares that ‘we can never conquer the 
South, and we must compromise.” The rebels 
charge that “this is an inhuman war waged 
against the institutions of the South;”’ and forty- 
two members of this House solemnly resolve that 
this is an inhuman war, and they might have 
added the words of Mr. FERNANDO Wong, com- 
menced without cause and prosecuted without 
glory.” 

I might collect the sentiments of those at Rich- 
mond and here until I could fill a volume, in which 
the most discriminating mind could not detect a 
difference. Indeed, a stranger, if he listened to 
the debates here, would think himself in the con- 
federate congress. I do not believe that if these 
Halls were occupied to-day by Davis, Toombs, 
Wigfall, Rhett, and Pryor, they could add any- 
thing to the violence of assault, the falsity of ac- 
cusation, or the malignity of attack with which 
the Government has been assailed, and the able, 
patriotic, and devoted men who are charged with 
its administration have béen maligned in both 
ends of the Capitol. The closing scenes of the 
Thirty-Sixth Congress, the treasonable declara- 
tions there made, contain nothing that we cannot 
hear in the freedom of debate without going to 
Richmond or to the camps of treason, where most 
of the actors in those scenes are now in arms 
against us. 

Many of the errors of our lives are attributed 
to the weakness of our nature, the impressions of 
association, and the early influence of education. 
It has much to do in forming our characters and 
making us useful and wise. - The same causes 
may produce the converse of these. None under- 
stood that better than did the southern politicians. 
For more than half a century they had Jabored, 
and not without success, to indoctrinate the coun- 
try in the baneful doctrines enunciated in the cele- 
brated Virginia and Kentucky resolutions of 
1798, which contained the veriest poison to stable 
government, and was nothing more and nothing 
less than the doctrine of secession, as claimed by 
the rebel States. 

For years the Democratic party had exhumed 
this heresy from the rubbish to which the good 
sense of mankind had consigned it, and threugh 
the influence of southern politicians made ita car- 
dinal doctrine of their political faith. I propose 
to read the resolution adopted by the convention 
that nominated Mr. Buchanan in 1856: 

*'That-the Democratie party will faithfully abide by and 
uphold the principles laid down in the Kentucky and Vir- 
ginia resolutions of 1798, and the report of Mr. Madison, 
made to the Virginia Legislature in 1799; that it adopts 
these principles as constituting one of the main fou ndations 
of its political creed, aud isresolved to carry them out in 
their ebvious meaning and import.” 


The party that could solemnly. pledge‘itself. to 
the support of such. a doctrine, ‘so. dangérous and 
treasonable as that, is to be. deplored. “When it 
was yet young, its fearful character called out 
from the shades of. retirement, in thé:evening. of 
his eventful and honorable life, that tern: patriot 
and orator, Patrick Henry, that he might: cause 
to be wiped from the records of hisown Gommon- 
wealth that foul stain that the. traitor’s hand had 
placed. upon it. Before he accomplished the work: , 
of regeneration he died... The resolutions liyéd, 
nursed and fostered by a political party and used 
asa shield and protection forévery traitor thatwaa 
found defying the power of the Government. To- 
day we are reaping their bitter fruits. The fields of 
carnage, the scenes of blood, the bereaved widow, 
the weeping maiden, and theheart-broken orphan, 
all point you to the fruits of the doctrine of seces- 
sion contained in that damnable heresy that to-day 
the rebel Statesare attempting to carry out by the 
physical power of arms. Üp to this-hour the 
Democratic party, though divided, have not re- 
canted, either North or South, this treasonable 
doctrine. There it stands, as much the creed of 
that party to-day as it was the day they proclaimed 
it to the world. No one can fail to see the evil” 
consequences of such a doctrine when carried into 
practice. It was conceived in fraud and it closes 
in blood. For its wickedness it is doomed to per- 
ish, and with it shall perish also its advocates. 
The justice of the world, the peace of mankind, 
and the judgment of experience have doomed 
them to political death, and that host of conquer- 
ing heroes who now hold every field on. which 
their gallantry was displayed or glory won, will 
consign them to asepulcher so deep that the hand 
of resurrection will never reach them, i tea 

Another reason is given why we should submit 
to dishonorable terms of compromise: that is, 
the pecuniary difficulties and the inability of the 
Government to carry on the war; an allegation 
that is not true. It is as dangerous to our pros- 

ects to declare that we must call back our armies 
because we have not bread to feed them or gar- 
ments to clothe them as it is to declare that we 
have not men to continue the contest. Either 
would be injurious, and both are false. We have 
both men and means. Our whole agricultural 
region is full; our factories and workshops-sup- 
ply our wants and glut the market beside with 
their surplus. Indeed, sir, we could withstand 
a famine almost as long as that. which God sent 
on Canaan. Our hills are covered with our gam- 
boling flocks, arid our valleys are musical with 
the lowing of our herds; our storehouses groan 
beneath their loads of cereal grains; our fields 
are green with hope and promise; and a mil- 
lion of men but await the call-of their country 
to put on the panoply of war., The most for- 
midable navy the world ever saw rides out upon 
the ocean, guarding our four thousand miles of 
coast, and protecting our commerce on every sea, 
Our material resources are so great that they as- 
tonish even ourselves. A country so vast in 
magnitude, so fertile in productions, and so rich 
in natural advantages, was never the boast of 
any people. The agricultural productions alone 
of our country amount to the enormous sum of 
$3,000,000,000 per year; our works of art pro» 
duce per year $3,000,000,000 more; our commerce 
and public improvements add their $4,000,000,000 
to that. 

And there is still another branch of our wealth 
not included in the above. In the report of the 
Director of the Mint at Philadelphia it appears 
that the receipts of bullion for the year ending 
October 10, 1861, amounted to $121,060,000. The 
recent discoveries of gold in new regions willadd 
largely to that, and we may safely count on the 
receipt of $200,000,000 per year. With these 
vast resources who but those in sympathy with 
the rebellion would intimate our inability to carry 
on this war to a successful and honorable term- 
ination? None but those with whom the wish’ 
is father to the thought. We could carry a debt 
five times as large as that already incurred, a con- . 
dition of things by no means desirable, but’ bete 
ter for us and far better for our posterity than 
to leave them without a Goyernment or country 
with the present debt upon them. The. present 
debt is not greater in proportion to the resources 
to meet it than was the debt of Pennsylvania or 
Ohio in 1841. ; : 

The war has, in my judgment, progressed with 
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awonderfal success. ‘Three fifths of the territory 
held by the rebels at its commencement has been 


subjugated, and over which our flag now floats, | 


with a loss to them of the ocean. coast, the entire 
‘Gulf, and. that greatartery of commerce, the Mis- 


sissippi river, with nearly all its tributaries, Na- | 


poleon, in-his thirst for power, or Lord Welling- 
ton, in his most successful campaigns, never ac- 
‘complished so much in the ‘same length of time. 
"Phe future is’ full of hope: Unless we are be- 
trayed by northern people our final triumph is not 
fari the future, ‘“Of-that we need have no fears. 
‘The number-in the North whose sympathies are 
swith. the traitors is but small. In voting they 
eannot endanger a single loyal State, and as bel- 
ligerenta:they are entirely harmless. 
<> Lherefore, warranted by the facts, I declare my 
conviction that the developed resources of the 
‘eountry leave no room to doubt the ability of the 
Government to meet every demand legitimately 
incurred; if the same ability continues which has 
marked the management of the Treasury Depart- 
ment during this day of commotion and the same 
skillful hand continues to guide the helm, the ship 
will outride the storm and Jand us in a haven of 
safety withoutasingle rent in the sails of ourcredit. 
-iv order to secure our triumph in this struggle 
the necessary means must beemployed, and they 
must have a cordial support. Thus far we have 
had to contend with two cnemies: the one in arms, 
and the other opposing all measures and trying to 
defeat the legitimate and necessary policy. The 
lofty inspiration, the wise measure, the patriotic 
object, and the necessary proposition have not 
failed to be denounced by both the tongue and 
pen of the partisan. -Should this fair fabrie be 
overturned and the boon of civil liberty lost to 
this people, the driveling demagogue, who by his 
appeals to ignorant followers or who by falschood 
destroyed its credit, is equally guilty with the 
traitor in-arms, and far more to be despised, 

Great forbearance, untiring patience, and ma- 
ture wisdom are essential to mect fhe questions 
that are forced upon us, ns incidental to the great 
revolution now going on. Forthe manner in which 
we shall perform our duty the enlightened world, 
the eyes of posterity, and the God of justice will 
hold us responsible. 

Among the things incident to this war is hav- 
ing castupon us four million African slaves, who 
are now or will be free. ‘Phe morat duty to pro- 
vide for them isone of transcendent obligation. 

Two and a half centariesago a Dutch ship came 
up the James river, freighted with human beings, 
and discharged its mortality among the planters 
of Virginia. This was the commencementof the 
institution of slavery on this continent. It was 
then small, but it grew into great power, event- 
ually controlling the policy of the Government, 
and wedding to its interest the political party rep- 
resented on the other side of this Hall. Finally, 
it plunged the country into the yawning gulf of 
civil way, It has raged for three years with un- 
abated fury, The duty of the loyal citizen in this 
wasplain, and his course clearly marked. It was 
that thisyreat crime against humanity condemned 
by the Christian world, at war with the justice of 
Heaven, and denounced by the mild teachings of 
revelation, for thus attempting to undermine the 
foundation-stones of freedom had forfeited its life 
and deserved to die. We could not engage in this 
bloody contest, exhaust our substance, and sac- 
rifice our manly sons who have gallantly, amid the 
terrific fire of battle, borne our banner in triumph 
over a hundred stricken fields, to secure this dam- 
nable institution itgexistence forever. No! Our 
own safety, the demands of humanity, and the 
injunctions of Heaven doomed it to death, 

"Phere never was a measure of more wisdom or 
of purer justice than the proclamation of eman- 


ecipation. No State paper ever had so great an 
effect, [t not only gave hope and encouragement 


to the Army but it gave assurance that the cause 
of this rebellion would be wiped out. It ended 
all hope of the recognition of the confederacy by 
_foreien Powers, and it taught the rebels that their 
only support was their own weakness, 


lts fruits already are manifest in the freedom į 


of Missouri, Arkansas, Louisiana, Tennessee, 
Virginia, and Maryland—all free, now and for- 
ever. 


curse and take their places side by side in the 
great galaxy of free States. 


T'he balance of them but wait the progress | 
of our arms to rid themselves of this blighting | 


-+ This fact casts upon us the further duty of tak- 
ing care of the emancipated or providing for them 
to take care of themselves. -We have already 
placed arms in their hands, and when they have 
achieved the freedom of, their race and aided in 
achieving the freedom of ours it will not do to 
send them back to slavery. - An aet of such gross 
injustice would call down the vengeance of Heaven 
upon us. : 

History has not left us without an example 
of what our fate will be should we be guilty of 
sogreat acrime. When the Lacedemonians were 
confronted with a powerful army, and their all 
staked. upon the result of a single battle, fora 
while the contest seemed doubtful, but fate turned 
against them; their columns, thinned and weak- 
ened, began to give way, when five hundred 
slaves threw themselves into the breach, drove 
back the invading hosts, and victory perched 
upon the standards of this ancient people. 

What were they to do with their slaves? They 
had won the victory, they had saved the fate of 
the day, and even this barbarous people would 
notremand them to their chains. They were like 
the gentlemen on the other side—they were jeal- 
ous of their freedom; and to relieve themselves 
from both they drove them to the place of execu- 
tion and deliberately murdered them. 

But the vengeance of Heaven overtook them, 
offended justice smote them, their country, torn 
by wars, was devastated, their cities sacked, and 
they as a people obliterated from the earth. The 
wild beasts now roam unmolested over their 
plains, the bramble grows in their streets, and 
their palaces, once merry with the song of con- 
tentment, are desolate and abandoned, the foxes 
bark from their windows, and the owl hoots from 
their domes. 

We shall not follow their example, nor will we 
incur the just fate that overtook them. We will, 
governed by the broadest philanthropy, do our 
duty to this unfortunate waif that for more than 
three centuries has been floating upon the tide of 
human avarice and crime. 

If wisdom prevails in our councils the gallantry 
of the greatest Army the world ever saw will soon 
bring us peace and restore our country; a peace 
that will be honorable and lasting, The causes 
of distraction will be removed, and our country, 
baptized anew in the fires of war, will come forth 
purified, and with renewed vigor will enter upon 
hor mission of future usefulness and glory. She 
will assume a higher position among the nations 
of the world, the last blotch of shame washed 
from her escutcheon. Securely sented upon the 
mountain summits of her own freedom, in one 
hand holding out to the world the olive-branch 
of peace and in the other the thunderbolt of right- 
ful but reluctant war, bounded by the oceans, the 
lakes, and the Gulf, there may she sit forever, 
with the stars of Union on her brow and the rock 
of freedom beneath her feet. 


VIOLATED PLEDGES. 


Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I ad- 
dress the committee to-day with feelings far from 
buoyant for the future of the country, At the 
time I tock my seat in this Hall it was not my 
intention to occupy any of its time in the Com- 
mittce of the Whole, leaving to other gentlemen 
on this side of thes fflouse the matter of discus- 
sion. I designed to record my votes and aid in 
such legislation as I believed to be most conducive 
to the welfare of a distracted country. But, sir, 
I represent directly on this floor twelve thousand 
electors, whose opinions in general as to the con- 
duct and policy of this Administration correspond 
with my own, and who cannot be heard by the 

nation except through the voice of their Repre- 
į sentative; and further, sir, the conservative ele- 
ment in this House is in the minority, and sub- 
jected constantly to the anathemas and unjust 
insinuations of a fanatical and merciless majority, 
who labor assiduously to add to the necessary 
confusion of the times strife, discord, distrust, 
and terror among the citizens of the States rep- 
resented by their armies in the Federal feld and 
by their dead inbumed in. the soil of many battle- 
fields. : - 

These considerations in mind, I feel it would 
be little less than moral cowardice to be silent. 
I have not the vanity to suppose, sir, lean add 
|| anything to that which has been already said by 
ii gentlemen during our present session; but in this 
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hour of trial and uncertainty the conservative ele- 
ment of the country has a right to the moral 
force of the convictions of the public mind in every 
portion of the country. oe , 

Mr. Chairman, from the day in which the bat- 
teries at Charleston harbor had done their work 
upon Fort Sumter to this hour, the fact of the ex- 
istence of a war between the Federal Government 
and a portion of the States constituting in part 
the political and constitutional Union of the Gov- 
ernment, and the necessity of maintaining that 
war until such time as might offer a restoration 
of the Union and peace to the country, has been 
recognized and acted upon by myself and the peo- 
ple. of the country generally. The people of the 
non-seceding States with great unanimity have 
admitted the right and duty of the Government 
(its coördinate branches each performing its con- 
Stitutional: functions to that end) by force of ar- 
mies to overcome resistance to the authority of 
the United States as conferred by the only power 
that gave us a Union or created any obligations 
toward that Union upon the States or the people, 
the organiclaw. From that source alone Congress 
and the Chief Executive, representing the war 
power, derive authority to take up arms against 
the seceding States, and that right exists as a 
power to preserve the unity of the States and cn- 
force and discharge the mutual obligations of the 
several States, the people and the General Gov- 
ernment, because that unity and those obligations 
are created by the instrument. We have no Fed- 
eral nation, sir, except that created by the Con- 
stitution; the people never assented to any other 
nationality as a Union; from that our Govern- 
ment derived existence, and from that must re- 
ceive its nourishment or perish. The President 
in his proclamation of April 15, 1861, acknowl- 
edges fully the foregoing principles. Ele says: 

«Whereas the Jaws of the United States have been for 
some Lime past and vow are opposed, aud the execution 
thereat obstructed, in the States of South Carolina, Geor- 
gia, Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, ‘Louisiana, and ‘Texas, 
by combinations too powerful to be suppressed by the or- 
dinary course of judicial proceedings, or by the powers 
vested in the marshals hy law: 

« Now, therefore, I, Abraham Lincoln, President of the 
United States, in virtue of the power in me vested by the 
Gonstitution and the laws, have thought fit to call fortl, 
and hereby do call forth, the militia of the several States 
of the Union, to the aggregate number of seventy-five thou- 
sand, in order to suppress said combinations, and to cause 
the laws to be duly executed.” 

The same position was taken in his inaugural, 
These official announcements to the country met 
with a warm and patriotic response, without re- 
gard to party differences. The conviction that 
the President designed to enforce the Constitution 
and laws of the United States and preserve the 
property of the General Government in the se- 
ceded States and hold them as political organiza- 
tions in the status given them by the Constitu- 
tion, and that the President would act in good 
faith to that end, surrounded bim at once with all 
the material and executory aid desirable; millions 
of money raised by banking corporations, cities, 
and towns, donations of citizens and appropria- 


| tions of Congress, furnished ample means for 


munitions and expenses of war. The country 
swarmed with hundreds of thousands of sturdy 
freemen moving toward the @pitul Jike a swol- 
Jen torrent to increase the armies of the Govern- 
ment. Under the call for seventy-five thousand 
men more than two hundred thonsand responded. 
In July, L861, the President said, officially: 

& One of the greatest perplexities of the Governmentis to 
avoid receiving troops faster than it can provide for them, 
In a word, the people will save their Government if the 
Government itself will do its part only indifferently well.” 

Sir, he had reason to say so, for agencrousand 
confiding people, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, 
from the Canadas to the borders of the rebellious 
States, gave a simultaneous response to the calls 
of the country. To use the language of the Pres- 
ident, sir, ‘The response of the country was most 
gratifying, surpassing in unanimity and spirit the 
most sanguine expectation.’? I have referred to 
the pledges of the President. On the 22d day of 
July, 1862, the resolution of the lamented Crit- 
tenden passed this House with great unanimity, 
and thereby the legislative and executive pow- 
ers were pledged to preserve the Union under the 
Constitation, and in strict obedience to its pro- 
visions. Ata later period of our history it was 
declared by a majority in this House, and by the 
President, that volunteering had nearly ceased, 


| and that compulsory legislation was necessary to 


* 
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fill up our depleted Army, and that a cons¢ript 
law was the next step necessary to carry on the 
‘war. A- change in the public mind had been 
wrought by means, sir, of so marked a character, 
that Congress resorted to a conscript law, always 
odious to republics. They setup inthe national 
capital of a free people that death skeleton of 
Austrian and French tyranny, and covered its 
hideous proportions under the garb of military 
necessity. Whysir, this change in public senti- 
ment? Whocreated the military necessity? Had 
the people lost their valor, or ceased to cherish 
and revere the institutions of our fathers? Sir, 
the President and his wicked advisers, if the ne- 
cessity existed, were responsible forit.. They had 
unblushingly, as wé shall hereafter notice, broken 
faith with a generous and confiding people, and 
set the public mind afloat upon a sea of doubt. 
The love of free institutions filled our Army upon 
the first and second calls of the President, and the 
same noble impulse renders a people jealous of 
their rights at home, and sensitive to any indica- 
tions of encroachments upon the established in- 
stitutions of the country. 

Mr. Lincoln, either from a want of appreciation 
of the attachment of the public mind to laws and 
civil rights, as indicated by the uneasiness of the 
people at his first departure from his pledges and 
the path of duty, or for some ulterior and sinister 
motive, followed other offensive acts with the sus- 
pension of the writ.of habeas corpus in all the loyal 
States, placing at the malice, cupidity, or preju- 
dice of military commandants and provost mar- 
shals the liberties of twenty million people. 
One flash over the wires, and the freedom of speech 
and of the press and the liberty ofthe citizen were 
as effectually blotted. out as if they never had a 
place in the-charter of liberty. Under the pesti- 
lential influence of this assumption of arbitrary 
power apd lawless aggression the political and 
military subordinatés of the President entered the 
peaceful abodes of citizens without warrant or 
process of law, dragged. the inmates thence and 
confined them in loathsome dungeonsand political 
bastiles, to remain without trial or a knowledge 
of the offense with which they were charged. 
Many now remain immured, ignorant of their des- 
tiny and of the real or pretended grounds of im- 
-prisonment. 


Sir, at this session of Congress resolutions have ` 


been offered calling upon the proper Departments 
for information ofthe number and names of Amer- 
ican citizens rotting away their existence in polit- 
ical dungeons, and the charges upon which they 
are imprisoned; the red-handed Yasobin element 
of this House finds means, under the rules, to 
smother investigation; butif a negro, in attempt- 
ing to obtrude himself into a street car of thiscity, 
is ejected for his impudence, it is so grave a mat- 
ter it mast become the subject of reference to a 
committee of one branch of this body and the 
theme of legislative debata; but the suiferings of 
white men, groaning in the damps and darkness 
of prison, to the fanatical mind of the hour are 
unworthy of alleviation or a passing notice. Sir, 
if prisoners of State are guilty ofany crime against 
the Jaws, try and punish them—I would not ex- 


empt the guilty—but if they are the victims of a | 


political persecation, let them be heard, and re- 


store them to their families and liberty which of | 


right belongs to them. 

Sir, the arbitrary power assumed and enforced 
by armed violence has overshadowed and ren- 
dered nearly powerless the judiciary of the coun- 
try, has closed the peaceful and constitutional 
avenues to redress,. An order issued in the de- 
partment of Missouri, section two, says: 

“All such prosecutions [suits for false imprisonment 


and destruction of property by military subordinates] are } 


prohibited, except by cousent of the commander of the dis- 


trict in which the prosecution is commenced, or by con- | 
sent of higher military authority, which will always be | 


granted when consistent with the ends of justice and in- 
terest of the service.” 

Here, sir, is the civil under the dragon foot of 
the military power; the peaceful and wronged citi- 
zen is forbidden the approach to thealtar ofjustice 
unless permitted by the arbitrary pleasure of a 
military commander; and these are the modes by 
which the laws and the civil power of the coun- 
try are to be restored! Such orders will soon en- 
velop the entire country. In the border States have 
origiñated all the aggressions that have spread 
over the northernand western Slates. Such meas- 


i R 
l} potism. 


with the genius of our institutions, warrants a 


| tions of the times;, that the scepter of State trem- 


i ernment and transplant in its place the Utopia of 


í liberty disgraced humanity and sowed in the 


| dered abortive the labors and sufferings of her 


ares of the President; and corresponding acts.of 
Congress,-practically change and subvert the in- 
ternal police regulations of the States, and are 
aimed, as I believe, at a social and_political revo- 
lution in all the States, that shall rest upon a 
consolidation of powers inconsistent with the ex- 
istence of the States. Constitutional State rights 
are broken, and the fragments are gradually being 
drawn to the central Government. : 
These fundamental changes must be at the ex- 
pense of some portion of the liberty of the people. 
Sir, itis my opinion that the confusion and cor- 
ruptions they engender and protect, tend. directly 
toward the subversion of free government. 1 
will not charge that the President and ‘his parti- 
sans design to overthrow our institutions and per- 
manently subvert the Government of our fathers; 


but L will assert he is fast approaching that rug- 
ged channel the shores of which are strewn with 
the wrecks of republics. ‘Phe President’s zeal | 
or some ulterior motive is. drawing him, step 
by step, from those palpable principles. without 
which free government cannot exist; is inducing 
him in the States true in their fidelity to the in- 
stitutions and laws of the country to overleap 
the Constitution and trample under foot personal 
rights. If he will consalt history I think he will 
find he must soon reach that point from which 
there is no safety in return, but that onward in 
the path of aggression is the only resource. for 
him who has ventured to remove the landmarks 
of constitutional liberty, Another alarming feat- 
ure as to the condition of the country is that the ' 
legislative has become subordinate to the exec- 
utive power, as is evidenced by the fact his acts 
in violation of constitutional rights and obliga- 
tions are coated over with the forms of retroactive 
legislation. Itis said, sir, a military necessity, 
a monster not known to our laws nor consistent 


disregard of the laws of the country; but L sub- 
mit to you, sir, if the demand is conceded, we 
have neither the form nor substance of free insti- 
tutions left. It would place at the absolute will 
of one man the liberty of the subject, the entire 
resources of the country, and the power of self- 
agerandizement. No matter upon what plea the 
concession is made, the factstill remains; itis the į 
Government of one man and not a Government of |; 
the people. | 

Sir, the acts warranted by the supposed neces- 
sity are not defined by any law or tradition of | 
the country, aud must depend upon the will and 
caprice of the President. Say you he is well- | 
disposed and of honest purpose? Grant itif you 
desire. But the people cannot be unconscious of 
the fact that he is surrounded and influenced by 
the sycophants of power festering in the corrup- 


ulously vacillates between irresponsible factions, 
who would uproot practical constitutional gov- 


fanatical dreamers, The axiom ofthe French con- |! 
stitution was, “As wills the king so willsthelaw.”” 
In that was involved arbitrary arrests, the grasp- | 
ings of sovercign power, and the long catalogue 
of wrongs which mark in history the beaten road 
to the revolution which stained France with the 
blood of millions of victims and which brought 
to the surface a Marat, a Robespierre, and their 
bloody coadjutors, who in the name of universal | 


breast of France the poisonous seeds which ren- 


people and prostrated her at the feet of a new des- 
Sir, look over the acts of the last Con- 
gress and the files of this session and you will 
find the slavish axiom of the French constitution 
acted upon in some instances and certainly recog- 
nized. Violations of well-defined rights are at- 
tempted to be legalized, involving not only wrongs 
to the citizen but millions of money squandered 
for illegitimate purposes. | 
Sir, another cause of alarm, discontent, and | 
anxiety to the public mind in the loyal States is 
the interferences with the freedom of elections by 
military officers for partisan purposes. In many |; 
of the loyal States this has become a systematized |; 
plan, and peaceful citizens from: the moral and ii 
physical effects of gross violations of the elective |! 
franchise have been deprived in many instances of |; 
any voice in the national and State representation, 
and elections have been a degrading and insulting | 


| conduct? 


i addressed a circular letter "to al 

: ; i “a i 
| commanding them to give notice to the freehold- 
; ers, citizens, and burgesses within thetr respective 


| king. 
| for first consul in France, but his military inter- 


a 


farcein-many. portione ofthe doya 4 
State of Kentucky zat the general electio 
most of the precincts of twenty cot ; 
visited by military officers with detachmen 
names-of candidates were publicly eras 
poll-lisis, the officers determining who sho 
voted for, disregarding the Jaws ofthe C 
wealth of Kentucky. -This conduct: seen 
tisan, in.its-character, a crusade against the only 
political party that. connects the present-w. he 
constitutional past... The number of:yotes reported 
in Kentucky were ove hundred and eighty-three 
thousand, and but seventy-nine thousand of.tl 
number were cast: ‘There were also military in- 
terferences with elections in the States of Mary- 
land, Delaware, and Missouri upon an extensive 
scald in localities, as we haye reason.to-belicve; 
and this. interference. in the border States. has 
made its appearance in some degree in the non: 
slaveholding States. As an auxiliary to tho de- 
structive partisan interference with elections, the 
press that could not be subsidized, with the peo- 
ple’s money has been. muzzled by the Adminis- 
tration. Anappeal to the constitutional provision, 
“Congress shall make no law abridging the free- 
dom of speech or of the. press, or of the right of ° 
the people peaceably to assemble and to petition 
the Government for a redress of grievances,’’ has 
been pronounced treasonable, and madethe canae 
of new insults and imprisonments., Does notthe 
Administration, sir, understand thatsuch a state 
of affairs in the loyal States endangers in’those 
States that peace and good order so necessary. in 
our present national afflictions? Ido not hest- 
tate to predict that a country based upon acom- 


! stitutional, elective Government cannot bear for 


any considerable time interference by force with 
the freedom of elections and survive as free, and 
no fixed and cherished national institutions perish, 
except in blood. aes 

it is said, sir, elections are free to all loyal men. 
Who judges of these nights and of loyalty? There 
is no law or fixed regulation by which the factis 
established under. this new universal liberty rê- 
gime. Arbitrary will controls it, sir, exercised 
with partisan zeal, and not for the welfare of, the 


i country. The President and the War Depatt- 


ment deny issuing any orders sanctioning inter- 
ference with elections in the States have named. 
What are the pcople to understand when the head 


|| of the war power denies complicity with the gross 


outrages, and still retains those in confidence and 
office who with force have struck down the free- 
dom of-elections? Has there been any court of 


| inquiry, any reprimand of the officers who have 


disgraced the cause of free government by such, 
None whatever. Sir, the President is 
responsible to the people for these outrages. The 
officers interfering were. his subordinates and 
liable to be called to account by him for a viola- 
tion of civil rights, and bis omission to do so isa 
tacit approval of the wrongs. Sir, Edward. of 
England, at a time elections were declared free, 
the sheriffs, 


counties that our pleasure and commandment is 
that they shall choose and appoint, as nigh as 
they possibly may, men of knowledge and ex- 
perience within the counties, cities, and boroughs; 
‘bat, nevertheless, that where the Privy Council 
should’ recommend men of learning and wisdom, 
in such case their directions be regarded and fot- 
lowed. Several persons accordingly were reconi- 
mended by letters to the sheriffs and elected.as 
knights for different shires, all of whom belonged 
to the court or were in places of trust about the 
Louis Napoleon declared a free election 


fered with the electors and controlled the elections 


| by force, and Napoleon declared himself elected 
| by the free suffrages of France. Whodoubts but 


Edward was responsible forthe acts of his sheriffs 
and their posses, and Napoleon for the violence 
of his grenadie Sir, this mockery of law.and 
of the rights of the people is notrecent; itis writ- 
ten in blood upon the pagesof history, and when 
carried to its natural results nations have groaned 
and perished in its iron grasp. pi Aa 

Thus far the disturbance of the freedom of elec- 
tions has been local and not so serious in HS im- 


» mediate or remote consequences: as would--have 


been had the elections been fora Chief Execeutive 


-a - March 26, 


f the eountry:: ‘The ‘people: love: the:eonstitu- 
onal liberty of the country as they: love life:and. 
Wonor:. They forbear much. patiently, hoping the 


dark:‘clouds. that. envelop the nation may: pass || 
away, and.jeave:it. once more:in: the unobseured | 


effulgence of constitutional liberty. No: power 
can with impunity tax their patience: beyond 
rational endurance. The election‘of.a President 
by: peaceful and. constitutional: means; whoever 


tie maybe, will satisfy the people; butthe office 

usurped: by. force and fraud: will:placesupon: the 
brow: of the incumbent a crown: of thorns: In 
such lamentable: ease the: geerpalions of the: Old 
World:will.rush acrossthe:public mind, nerving 
to--manhoodthe weak and- effeminate. Let’ us 
pause here and give heed to the voice of the past. 

-Ab eminent British subject, who. wrote in 1675, 
uttered:-seuliments in monarchical England. that 
democratic: America: may profit by. He says, 
speaking of.a Chief: Executive: 

«He acts also contrary to his trust when he either emi- 
ploys the force, treasure, and officers of the society to cor- 
rupt the representatives, and gain them to his purposes, or 
openly preéngagés the electors and prescribes to their 
ehoice such whom he has by solicitations, threats, prom- 

_ isés, or otherwise, won to his designs.” » * iai 
* “Thus to regulate candidates and electors, and new 
model the ways of election, what is it butto cut up the Govr 
ernment by the roots, and poison the very fountain of pub- 

* * 


lie security?” * * “To prepare such 


an assembly as this, and'endeavor to set up the declared 
abetiors of bis own will for the truv representatives of the 
people and. the. lawmakers of the society, is certainly as 
great a breach of trust, and as perfecta declaration of a de- 
sigi to subvert the Government, as is possible to be met 
with, To which ifoue shall add rewards and punishments 
visibly employed to the same end, and all the arts of per- 
verted law. made use of to take off and destroy all that 
stand in the way of such design and will not comply and 
consent to betray the liberties of their country, it will be 
pastdoubt whatisdoing.? * = * * o *. “Andone 
cannot but see that he who tas once attempted any such 
thing as this cannot any longer be trusted.” —Locke’s Civil 
*Government, page 470, tenth edition. 


I may be over-sensitive, sir, but I fear much 
enumerated by the writer is intended by the Pres- 
ident. ‘The reasons for such fear will be set forth 
in. fall before I close. 1 may say here, sir, the 
people will have a free election for President the 
coming fall; and F sincerely hope and am in- 
clined to believe it will quietly be accorded them, 
notwithstanding the indecent ambition shown by 
the President and his oath-bound secret organ- 
izations for his reélection, What has this to do 
with the message? We shall sec, sir. The pol- 
icy of the President in issuing his proclamation 
must be read in the light of his past conduct and 
of the legislation of a Congress a majority of 
whom are opposed to any and all conservative 

. elements of the country, 

Before I:proceed to examine the future plans of 
the President and ‘his supporters, I desire, sir, to 
pause and state my own convictions of duty and 
necessity under the present trials of the country. 
W.c, sir, are in the midst of a war that I believe 
could have been avoided by honorable compro- 
mises and mutual concessions, and that when the 
conflict shall terminate, all who forced upon the 
country“this calamity will be called to a’ fearful 
account for the deaths, woes, and calamities that 
unballowed ambition and ever-corroding fanati- 
cism have brought upon a once happy, free, and 
prosperous people. I am-no apologist for seces- 
sion and rebellion. T believe the rebel States were 
not justifiable in theattempt to sever by force their 
relation to the United States and their allegiance 
to the constitutional Government. I deny that 
the Constitution gives any right of secession upon 
the arbitrary: will of any State or States by force. 
The right of secession against the will of the Gen- 
eral Government and other States, would defeat 
the ends intended to be secured by the Constitu- 
tion. Laman advocate of State rights, and opposed 
to the modern notion of consolidated powers in 
the General Government, but the right to depart 
from the Union is not one of the rights reserved 
by the States. I am satisfied, sir, the Govern- 
ment has the right, and it is its duty, to enforce 
by the armed power of the nation submission and 
obedience to the Constitution and Union of the 
States. : 

The rightofvoluntarysecession, though claimed 
by abolition Massachusetts and South Carolina 
years ago, would render our national Union a 
mockery, and subject the framers of the Govern- 
ment-to the charge of unparalleled folly. The 
Administration and its supporters in-office have 


| theconstitutional control of the Government, civil 
‘and military. = Under-it-I see no-hope of compro- | 


mise and honorablenor forcible adjustment of the 
difficulties :that-environ the country. Sir, 1 have 
been-and am in‘favor of furnishing. all necessary: 
means and- mën to-faintain the national unity and 
overcome rebellion, if possible. To this end: my 
votes have ‘been given here ‘and’ my-.counsel ‘at 
home. Jam satisfied this Administration does 
not intend to restore the Union, that its: principal 
object is the slave; but as matters now stand I 
can see no alternative except-to rely upon our 
Army and maintain: it in the field. Opposed to 
the Federal Government is a large and- desperate 
army and nearly eight million people, who-are 
exasperated at the destruction, devastation, and 
numberless evils that accompany an invading 
army, and by the swarms of Government favor- 
ites who, as our Army advances, are let loose 
upon the population of the rebel States. These 
favorites are not soldiers; they do not slay, but 
fatten on the corpses of the dead. Sir, to with- 
draw our Army from the field would leave the 
people represented by the Army subject to con- 
quest by the confederate arms, and the nation sub- 
ject to dictation for terms of peace and indemnity 
on northern soil, We could expect nothing less. 

After a bloody conflict of three years, which 


. has aroused the grosser and most violent passions 


of the people on both sides, with the affairs of 
the nation under the control of fanatics, an abso- 
lute separation of the seceded States must be rec- 
ognized before the cessation of hostilities, or the 
conquest of: the northern States, as an indemnity 
for losses, must follow the withdrawal of our 
Army. I, sir, am not prepared for either alter- 
native. ‘This condition of affairs has arisén, from 
the maladministration of the General Government. 
it has changed a legitimate war into an insane 
crusade, having for its object the remodeling of 
the mental, moral, social, and physical condition 
of three or four million African slaves. Still a 
mangled and distracted country looks for deliv- 
erance to conservative men; and if a safe deliv- 
erance is ever granted, it will be through such 
men. When the madness and folly of the hour 
subside, the conservative power of the country 
must take the reckoning, and enter upon its mis- 
sion—the task of restoring the country and laws, 
surrounded by the difficulties the weakness and 
folly of the Administration have brought upon 
the nation. The first move in that direction isan 
appeal to the people. They will get right; the 
cannot indorse the cruel hypocrisy of the Ad- 
ministration; they can now see no faith can be put 
in its pledges. ith our Army to protect us for 
aseason from southern secessionists in arms, and 
the people at home with a free canvass and un- 
trammeled elections, I hope ¿he country may at 
last be rescued from the two disintegrating ele- 
ments, trensonable secession and intolerant fanat- 
icism; that adjustments may yet be made con- 
sistent with the honor, unity, and future repose of 
a great nation. : 

Sir, I desire peace and quiet to an overburdened 
and distracted people. 1 desire once more to wit- 
ness the uninterrupted progress of the industrial 
pursuits of the country, the return of our com- 
merce to its accustomed channels, and the pro- 
gressive developmentof the arts and sciences. I 
desire returned to their families the thousands of 


-patriots who now brave the dangers and toils of 


war. We cannot return the braves fallen in bat- 
tle, nor can we restore to vigor the wrecked and 
disabled forms that bear the cruel marks of war. 
But the Administration by a wise policy could 
long since have stayed the work of death, and it can 
by its follies send misery to millions more of in- 
nocent hearts. 

Is it wise, is ithumane, to scatter death like the 
blasts of winter over every portion of the coun- 
try, exacting the blood, toil, and substance of 
twenty million freemen in the outside work of 
forcing the African slave from his condition, and 
the experiment of pulling down the white popu- 
lation to a social and political equality with the 
negro—a relation which, ifforced upon the people, 
could not last five years after despotic force is re- 
moved? The President has prolonged this war 
and destroyed the most valuable rights of a loyal 
people;-has obliterated State lines, abrogated State 
constitutions and laws, and virtually declared the 
Union of the States under the Constitution shall 


 not-be permitted, to the end he may. accomplish 


the: abolition of slavery: And in. this heis-sup- 
ported by the abolition; constitutional-hating mas 
jority-in ‘this House. -The gentleman from: Mas» 
sachuselts on.my tight (Mr. Bap wa] said: 

se The Union as it was’. thisis impossible... If we could. 
go back to the past and have the Union precisely as it was, 
under the slave power. for some years before the outbreak 
of this rebellion, what thoughttul man. would, désize it, in 
preference to going forward’ to something. better??? * 
+. e =x efs a return to all this, instead of ‘deliver. 
ance from it; something to pray for??.ogo% o Fs 
«That volume of our history isnow at a-close. . We are 


about to commence another. . The. contents of this new 
volume, unknown to us now, because: we cannot lift the 
vail that hangs over the. future, will be determined by the 
result of this contest, and especially by the policy that shail 
regulate the restoration. of peace? * 0% CA tow 
‘In the ‘near future the nation will be ‘all slave-or. all 
free? x æ oe æ o e Aenceforth, if we have 
the Republie at all, we must have it as it ought to be, as 
its founders meant it should be.? : X i 

Sir, this means we are to have no restoration 
of our cherished Union, under which we have 
grown strong and influential; that negro slavery 
shall be blotted out or the nation shall not be free; 
that our fathers did not intend the Government 
they adopted to be perpetual; thata new volume 
of history was about to be opened, separating the 
present from the'past, a volume that shall discard 
the practical admonitions of Washington for the 
wild and treasonable frenzy of Massachusetts. 
Sir, such language can be found in the history of 
the radicals of France, but the volume of history 
there was opened in characters.of blood and closed 
by the power of despotism; a Louis Philippe lost 
the throne, but a despot succeeded. F 

Sir, when this war burst upon the people, the 
President and his partisans hailed it as the star 
in the east, and resolved under the name of pa- 
triotism to pour out the blood of a faithful people 
for the principal purpose of realizing a morbid 
desire for the emancipation of the African. The 
design was concealed, and all hongst men who 
saw through the deceit were by the slaves of power 
and patronage declared unfaithful to the country; 
and now after three years of blood and taxation 
the design is unmasked, because the President- 
believes he has the power to strike down the cit- 
izen if he dare stand in the way of his negro-lov- 
ing fanaticism. His proclamation of 1863 was 
issued to try the temper of the people and for no 
practicable end. In his message to the House of 

ecember, 1863, speaking of the emancipation of 
slaves and their enlistment in the Army, he says: | 

«At home the same measures have been fully discussed, 
supported, criticised, and denouneed, and the annual elec~ 
tions following are highly encouraging to those whose 
official duty it is to bear the country through this great trial. 
Thus we have the new reckoning: the crisis which threat~ 
ened to. divide the friends of the Union is passed.” 

It is declared by the President that the annual 
elections of 1863, that resulted in Republican ma- 
jorities, were indorsements of his emancipation 
policy of freeing and placing the negro slave as 
an equal with the white soldier in the field. In 
the same document he says: 

« OF those who were slaves at the beginning of the re- 
bellion, full one hundred thousand are now in the United 
States military service, one half of which actually bear 
arms in the ranks.” 

Sir, the people at the election of 1863 did not 
indorse the policy of the President as he claims. 
The issue was concealed and not made up; it un- 
masked on the 8th of December, 1863, for the first 
time. The leading men of his party prudently 
shrunk from the real issue in that eléction, and 
carried the elections under the false cry of Union 
and loyalty, called upon the people to restore the 
Union under the Constitution, and hurled the charge 
of sympathy with rebellion upon those who denied 
they weresincere. ‘The President in his message 
admits that his negro edicts threatened the coun- 
try; a crisis, a danger was involved, and witha 
knowledge of the jeopardy to the free Govern- 
ment of twenty million people he puts into ex- 
periment his favorite scheme, and for the realiza- 
tion of which he remorselessly uses the blood and 
substance of the nation. Upon paper he has as- 
sumed to blot out involuntary servitude; and to 
accomplish thatend places the slavein our Army, 
relying upon the stringent power of military dis- 
cipline to quarter him by the same camp-fire with 
the scar-worn veteran. The slave who is to be 
made the comrade of our heroic soldiers, after the 


rebellion had disorganized and weakened the State 
‘wherein he was held to servitude, had notthecour- - 


1864. 


age nor love of freedom to strike a manly blow, 
but quietly toiled upon the soil where the rebel- 
lion found him until our noble Army opened a 
safe mode of escape, and the War Department 
furnished transportation to some quietnook where 
the orgies of abolitionism might confer a new 
order of knighthood on the- sable transcendental 
hero. That portion of the proclamation and ac- 
companying oath, and the pretended reconstruc- 
tion of rebellious States can be comprehended only 
when read by light of the past and present Acts of 
the President and Congress. The message proc- 
lamation, sir, assumes that all States which passed 
ordinances of secession are out of the Union, that 
de facto and as a matter of law, the Constitution 
of the United States and the constitution and laws 
of the several seceded States as to them are abro- 
gated, and that an undefined right of control over 
those States lingers in the General Government. 
The President has placed the right of govern- 
mental interference in the preamble of his proc- 
lamation as follows: . 

“(Whereas in and by the Constitution of the United 
. States itis provided that the President.sbhall have power 

` to grant repricves and pardons for offenses against the Uni- 
ted States except in cases of impeachment.” 

The President, sir, does not explain by what 
logical process the power to grant pardon confers 
upon him the right to reconstruct at his caprice 
a government in the rebellious States. If he pos- 
sesscs the power it must be traced to the provis- 
ions of the Constitution. He, by virtue of the 
organic law,and by virtue of that alone, is Pres- 
ident of the United States and Commander-in- 
Chiefof the Army. That instrument clothes him 
with all legitimate power the people can confer 
upon him short of a revolution. This position as 
to power is correct, or it must follow the President 
isa usurper. If, sir, he acts under the Constitu- 
tion, will some’gentleman on the other side inform 
the House where in its provisions may be found 
the authority for his imperial decree? “Certainly 
not in the power to respite sentences and pardon 
felons. The provision on that subject cited is 
simply one of clemency, where the demands of the 
criminal law cannot be turned aside by extenua- 
ting circumstances. It certainly confers no power 
requisite to create State governments, and adopt 
at his pleasure the monstrous doctrine of State 
suicide. The claim that “limited and conditional 
pardons accord with well-established judicial ex- 
positions of the pardoning power” cannot sustain 
the proclamation. The conditions, sir, by all 
judicial constructions, must attach to the criminal 
and his acts of omission or commission as im- 
posed by the pardon, and not to his kindred, the 
citizens of his State, nor to the State as a people | 
or political organization. Nor can the pardon- 
ing power impose conditions upon the culprit 
which would be in violation of the Constitution 
and laws of the United States, and you cannot ar- 
raign in gross as felons eight million people in 
any legal sense and apply the pardoning power. 
This would be equivalent to indicting mankind; 
and, sir, if such an absurdity were possible, as | 
long as there is one man in the rebellious States 
guilty of no crime and loyal to the constitutional | 
Government, no conditions that affect his rightsas 
acitizen can be imposed, for it would be in viola- 
tion of law. Violence and lawless power often 
confound the innocent with the guilty, but the 
law is chargeable with no such absurdity and | 
outrage. . The President’s claim to reconstruct 
under the pardoning power is a pretext too trans 
parent torequire any extended examination. He | 
at the same time invokes and violates the Consti- 
tution. i 

But, sir, the President has friends on this floor | 
who abandon the source of authority pointed out | 
by the President’s message, and maintain his right | 
‘“toadmit into the Union” with new laws or edicts, | 
and fractured constitutions, the rebellious States, | 
under the following provision of the Constitution: 
«The United States shall guaranty to every State | 
in this Union a republican form of government.” | 
If this provision is literally construed, and the |! 
theory of negroites, that the seceded States are no 
longer in the Union as States, is correct, then, sir, 
this provision is not applicable to the subject-mat- | 
ter of the proclamation. Sir, it applies to States in 
the Union, and nottoa case where State laws and 
constitutions have been expunged, and the States i] 
as bodies-politic under the Constitution obliter- Ñ 
ated. But, sir, if I concede that, by reason of || 


| tutions and laws? Will any gentleman on this 


t Jaw. 


domain, the United: States have the right within 
the area of the rebellious States to establish local 
governments, and receive the territory covered by 
them into the Union, the President under the broad 
concession cannot sustain his proclamation unless 
he can establish the fact he is the United States, 
that he is constitutionally both the executive and 
legislative power. apprehend, sir, the clause re- 
ferred to was intended to apply to the kind of gov- 
ernment to be maintained, in contradistinction to 
a monarchy, oligarchy, or aristocracy. We must 
look to other provisions of the Constitution, sir, 
as to the modes of accomplishing the ends in the 
supposed case. 

Article four, section three, of the Constitution 
provides for the admission into the Union of new 
States by Congress, and it is under this provis- 
ion, if at all, the power is given. But, sir, the 
President cannot exercise any of the powers of 
Congress; he is not the legislative power; and 
any attempt to arrogate that power isa tyrannical 
usurpation, which, if tolerated, will serve as a 
precedent which will ultimately destroy represent- 
ative government. I need not pause, sir, to es- 
tablish the fact that Congress cannot gelegate by 
prior or retroactive legislation any legislative 
power. Iam therefore forced to the conclusion 
that the proclamation of the President can be 
sustained by no organic or statute law, and is a 
palpgble violation of the trusts reposed in him, 
and an utter disregard of constitutional obliga- 
tions. 

Mr. Chairman, l have considered the subject 
thus far granting, for argument’s sake, the prem- 
ises that the rebellious States are out of the Union; 
that their ordinances of secession and the conflict 
of arms have sundered them from the political 
fabric. But, sir, I cannot pay that compliment 
to treason, nor could you on the other side of the 
Tlouse, Mr. Chairman, if the negro were not 
involved. He,in your estimation, is the talisman 
before which the liberty and the constitutional 
rights of the freemen of the country pale and ex- 
pire. If the rebellious States have separated from 
the Union, they have sunderéd the strong bonds 
of the Constitution, as the vessel breaks the chain 
that confines her to the firm anchor. 

Sir, I ask gentlemen on the other side of the 
House to inform me by what principles this de- 
parture from the body-politic has been accom- 
plished? The ordinances of secession were trea- 
sonable and absolutely void. I presume no hon- 
orable gentleman on this floor will claim those 
ordinances had any legal force. If they had, then 
the Government had no right to oppose them. 
What is legal and binding cannot justly be re- 
sisted by force. ~The ordinances were void and 
criminal. Mr. Chairman, what further has trans- 
pired to change the political relation of those States 
to the Union? It cannot be the fact of establish- 
ing forms of independent governments; the right 
to do this depended upon the void ordinances, and 
the foundation upon which they built was treason 
to the United States; this I trust will not sustain 
any claim of the guilty actors. Sir, there only 
remains that the secession and formation of pre- 
| tended governments has been followed by a war 
of three years of various fortunes; but, sir, every 
soldier of the seceded States who has discharged 
a gun at our Army has committed an overt act of 
| treason, (unless secession is a voluntary right,) 
and the many conflicts in the field have not yet 
changed the crime nor made. rebellion legal; if 
i they had, the civilized world and the country 
would have recognized the fact and put an end to 
the sanguinary conflict. 

Mr. Chairman, when the rebellion broke upon 
the country, every State involved in it had a con- 
stitution and laws, which for years had been rec- 
ognized by the executive, legislative,and judicial | 
departments of the United States as republicanin | 


to the protection of the Government. 


(Mr. I. Winter Davis] declared the folly of the 
fathers.) Sir, what has become of those consti- 


floor admit that void and treasonable ordinances, 
laws, and hostilities haveabrogated them? {had | 


form, and binding upon its subjects, and entitled 1 
(This, I |j 
| suppose, is what the gentleman from Maryland | 
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supposed that a void could not destroy a valid | 
We are only justified in the prosecution of | 
this war upon thetheory that all actsof the rebel- | 


constitutional Union, for the purpose of self-pro- | 


lious States as such are absolutely void; that the £: 


i 
i 
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tection, confers a war power upon. the Govern~ 
ment.. Mr. Chairman, we must abandon ourthe~ 
ory of treason or concede:thatthe rebellion has not 
changed the constitution and Jaws existing-in the 
States. when they were involved. in the: treason: 
I am satisfied, sir, the true and rational principle 
is, that the old constitutions and: laws in: these 
States and of the United Statesare legally in force; 
and binding within. their respective limits. : All 
that is wanting is. the. power to enforce them; and 
to accomplish that end our Army is in the field. 

Iam aware, sir, that the officers of State have 
vacated, in the: rebellious districts, their official’ 
positions, but this fact does not destroy the cone 
stitution and laws of the States; they provide for 
elections to fill vacancies, and expressly recognize 
the sovereignty of the people. The duty of this 
Government is simply by force to remove the 
treasonable obstructions in those States to the 
free action of the laws, and the vitality of the 
body-politic in every State will set in motion. the 
functions of complete government. We are not, 
if we succeed in the contest, in the. situation of 
conquerors of a foreign nation. We engaged in 
this war, sir, under the mandates of the Constitu» 
tion, and its continuance cannot be ‘justified ex 
ceptit be to restore the rebellious States with their 
old constitutions and laws to the Union under the 
Constitution of the United States, This, sir, is 
the basis of the much-abused doctrine, “ the 
Union as it was and the Constitution as itis”? 
The obstructions to the execution of national and 
State laws in the rebellious States would long 
since have terminated had the Administration.de- 
sired to restore the Union and acted as zealously 
to that end as it has for the stupid negro. We 
are told it is not possible to restore the Union as 
it was. This is not true, unless it be admitted 
we cannot overcome the rebellious States. If you: 
have the power, sir, to carry out one tenth of the 
ruinous and unwise legislation of this and the pre- 
ceding Congress, you have the force to put into 
successful action the organic and statutory laws 
of every rebellious State. š 

What, sir, is the Union as it was? Isit not 
the sovereign control of the Constitution and laws 
of the United States and of the several States sub- 
ject to the delegated powers to the General Gov- 
ernment, extending throughout the territory of 
the confederate States, each affectèd and perform- 
ing its functions within the territorial limits des- 
ignated by its constitution and laws before the 
rebellion? Whether property of any kind has 
been destroyed by the iron tread of war, whether 
fields have been desolated and cities left in ruins, 
does not change the principle; the laws act on 
whatever remains when theresistance is overcome. 
The nature of the Government and the relation 
of the States in no manner depend, as far as the 
Union is concerned, upon the kind or quantity of 
property in the States, North or South; nor do I 
think it depends, after cessation of hostilities, 
upon the number of persons whe have violated 
the laws of the United States in any or all of the 
States; and any unconstitutional proclamation or 
act interfering with property will in the end prove 
abortive. The question as to the rights of prop- 
erty and violations of law in the seceded States 
must ultimately be one for judicial determination, 
and never can be put to rest by the sword, War 
is an unnatural condition of society, political and 
social, necessarily limited in its duration and de- 
Structive in its career. 

Bat, sir, there is a principle as unlimited in its 
duration as time, that neither war nor conquest 
can annihilate or subdue: it is rational liberty. 
Its protégé is man. Armed legions ‘may walk 
over its prostrate form; merciless fanaticism, in 
her moments of frenzy, may assail it, but cannot 


j entomb it with departed republics; itabides with 


man, and passes from generation to generation 
inextinguishable. It may be obscured fora timé; 
bat, as the crimson torrents of war subside, it 
guides and shapes the destiny of nations. It will 
not abandon a people worthy of its protection, 
nor will it abide with the coward slave. Its in- 
struments are constitutions, laws, and the um- 
pirage of a judiciary. To these from the surging 
sea of human passions we must return, orsquan- 
der, in the frenzy. of fanaticism and the grasping 
for unreal objects, the grandeur of the past. The 
sooner we retrace our steps and follow the foot- 
prints of the fathers the better for the country and 
humanity. 


March 6, 


#)Sir pBhave considered theauthority to issue the 
proclamation. [propose briefly now to examine 
the termsofthe proclamation and the question of 
dtedesignand probable effects: The proclamation, 
‘the President'says, ‘*to’prevent misunderstand- 
go?) is intended “:to*present-the pedple of the 
‘States wherein the national authority has been 


‘Excellency gave the explanation, or the people, 
who have: been familiar with the majority rule in 


‘the better:days of the nation would not have sus- 
pected he intended: to restore a government in 
‘these States republican in ‘form, and restore an 
elective representation under the Constitution. His 
‘Ofie-tenth vote is a joke a little too practical on 
the remaining nine tenths of the voters inthe des- 
ignated States. Who, sir, are the electors through 
whom the President will establish a democrati 
form ‘of government in Louisiana and the ten re- 
maining States? ‘One tenth part of the voters of 
‘gach State, as shown by the vote of 1860 for Pres- 


ident. ` As to the character. and antecedents of the 
electors who are to nurse this bantling of White 
House repablicanism the President shall speak 
for himself. He says: : 

. & Whereas it is now desired by some persons Heretofore 
engaged in said rebellion to resume their allegiance to the 
United States, and to reingugurate loyal State governments 
within and for their respective States: Therctore I, Abra- 
ham Lincoln, President of the United States, do proclaim, 
declare, did make known to all: persons who have directly 
orby implication participated in the existing rebellion,” &e. 

‘Freason, sir, is the foundation of reconstruc- 
tion, is to be the main pillar of universal liberty! 
Mén who return from rebel battle-fields crim- 
soned with the blood of patriots, and who, for 
three years, have with cruel ferocity hunted down 
the Union-loving men of the seceded States, are 
the men who may constitute the one-tenth recon- 
struction: basis, no matter, sir, if their reeking 
hands stain with the blood of recently slain pa- 
triots the parchmentupon which the perjured oath 
is written; provided only they.are content to be 
the slavish instruments of Mr. Lincoln, they are 
to be the warders of the inner temple of liberty 
and the equals of their recent slaves. The basis 
ofourrepresentative Governmentisthata majority 
controls. The President has discovered, however, 
that an oath of fealty to himself is equal to the 
votes of nine men, and the act of taking the oath 
and voting gives a plain constitutional majority. 
Sir, the President ‘offers treason the fruits of its 
iniquity ns a bribe, on condition the traitor will 
practically secure to him another term of office 
through the medium of sham electoral votes. I 
am not averse to adjustments, consistent with the 
honorof the country, which will revive the laws 
in the disaffected States; buta reconstruction upon 
the policy of the proclamation is an utter impos- 
sibility, and shocks all notions of representative 
Government. Sir, the imposed oath is intended 
to bind the conscience of the voter to violate the 
Constitution of the United States and the laws of 
his own State, and to bind the supposed freeman to 
support and maintain all future acts of Congress 
and proclamations of the President upon the sub- 
ject of slavery, 

The proclamation binds to acts that the old laws 
of the States make criminal; such an oath is not 
binding, morally or legally. But, sir, suppose it 
is taken by the requisite number, how long can it 
be rclied upon? He who has raised his parri- 
cidal hand against his country, and the liberty and 
happiness of the people, and shelters fromthe 
penalties of treason under a slavish oath, will not 
regard its obligations when it is safe to abandon 
them. 

The President in his message of the 4th of July, 
1861, says: 

«Tt may well be questloned whether there is to-day a 
majority oflegally qualified voters ofany State except South 
Carolina in favor of disunion,”? 

That must be the case to-day, unless the proc- 
lamationsand unwise policy of the Administration 
have driven Union men in the South into secession. 
That there are loyal men inall the seceded States 
no one doubts, and the President’s message pla- 
cing the traitor and the Union man whose prop- 
erty he has destroyed and whose life he has com- 
passed in such relations is monstrous, To require 

men who have stood in the South amid the dan- 


gers of treason, whose property has been de- 
stroyed, to take an oath contrary to any law, ang 


insulting toai honorable manhood, willbe chron- 
jeled as a monstrous tyranny. 0. 7 5 SIS 
This revolution has given birtir to a system of 
oaths of which history makes no mention. Swear- 
ing séems to'be'the mania of the Presidènt. “He 
seems confident of reconstructing the Union upon 
affidavits. He feels quite’ sure he can have the 
negtó sworn inte’ freedom and‘ the white man 
sworn down to hislevel. Would you pass from 
thé ranks of treason into the full-blown honors of 
the Republic for good or evil, you must swear, 
Would you ‘exercise the sacred right of yoting, 
youmust swear by Lincoln and the hegro. Would 
you hold position. or rob the people, the President 
has some new-vamped oath which you have only 
to take, No matter if the oaths are void, the Presi- 
dent has a penchant for them, and is satisfied the 
Constitution can be destroyed and restored by af- 
fidavits. If the Constitution had been a long affi- 
davit, the President by proclamation, I presume, 
would declare it had not and could not be violated. 
Mr. Chairman, the proclamation and acts of 
Congress relating to the States in rebellion do not 
look to a reconstruction of that constitutional 
Union; they relateto the negro. Iam willing to 
leave him where the Constitution does, subject to 
the vicissitudes of war. I am nota slavery propa- 
gandist, nor am I an abolitionist; but, sir, you 
couple the abolition of slavery with the freedom. 
and rights of tle citizens, and the long train of 
abuses the white man has been subjected to is yace- 
able to yourabolitionschemes. Millions ofmoney 
Have been expended in furtherance of those de- 
signs; the war has been prolonged and the strife 
rendered more deadly by your policy. Sir, the 
Government now is enlisting in our Army ne- 
groes, not to fight our battles, but to furnish an 
excuse of emancipation. An act of Congress of 
this session provides for paying bounties to them, 
and taxing the people to purchase their freedom, 
Sir, under that act the War Department takes the 
lame and the old, takes women and children, under 
pretense of recruiting, and conveys them within 
the lines. The pretense that we depend upon the 
negro to fight our battles is the false scheme of 
abolitionism. Let no man be deccived; not one 
white man less will be called out by reason of 
negro recruits in the Army. The enormous call of 
seven hundred thousand men was made that we 
might have white men sufficientin the draft, with- 
out depending upon the prowess of negro slaves 
as soldiers. Sir, arms are put into the hands of 
that class to accomplish their freedom, and sooner 
or later, if it be necessary to that end, abolition 
fanatics and negroes will turn these arms against 
the people. The affair bears the marks of the 
incipient move toward the scenes’of St. Domin- 


‘go. The effort to equalize the negro and depress 


the white man will be futile. Call the cause pre- 
judice, or what you will, laws and society are 
made up by the aggregate mind, and that mind is 
composed of reason, passions, likes and dislikes, 
which must be respected by the lawgiver, and 
can never be destroyed by any force. 

Sir, our large Army is depleting the labor of 
the country; millions cease to be producers and 
are consumers. And you still remove from plan- 
tations in loyal States and within the lines of 
our Army the negro, who might upon the soil 
safely become n producer for the benefit of the 
country. Hundreds and thousands are daily 
brought in as additional burdens upon tbe over- 
taxed people. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House say they are our children and incapable 
of taking care of themselves, and we must pro- 
vide for them. Sir, these incompetents are the 
negro soldiers an abolition press prates so much 
about. Sir, the negro policy of the Administra- 
tion has already cost the country millions of dol- 
lars to be raised by taxation, and if the people 
will not in a proper manner stop it, will sow the 
seeds of war and strife for generations. You say 
slavery is the cause of the war. It was caused 
by the ambition of men, and slavery seized ag an 
excuse for partisan ends. Bat, sir, if it.was the 
cause of the war is it wise to adopta policy which 
will furnish ample causes for future wars? In 
your efforts to remove the cause you may slay 
the dragon, but, sir, you sow his tecth, from 
which will spring up armed men in deadly and 
blind strife from generation to generation. Your 
course, sir, is cruelty to the producing and labor- 
ing classes of the loyal States. You tax their toil. 


to ultimately bring by their sides the competition 


lof negro labor and negro social relations. Amem- 


ber on this floor has stated our Army is an abo- 
lition Army- “This, sir, is not correct. The gen- 
-tleman mistakes the Army... tt féels keenly the 
négro-enlisting policy, but laws of discipline place 
the soldier wheré he is.compelled for the present 
to submit, and he who supposes our soldiers are 
abolitionized does them, great injustice. `; 3 

Mr. Chairman, T would be ready to expend all 
the available means of the country to restore the 
Union aiid laws anid insure the safety of the coun- 
try; but, sir, the people will pauseand inquire what 
this favorite scheme’ of emancipation -1s:costing 
the nation. The value of all real and personal 
property iñ the States not in secession, as esti- 
mated in 1860, was $10,957,530,561.. This sum 
covers much unproductive land. Our indebtedness 
at this time ig more than one third of this value, 
with an expense of over ‘one million dollars per 
day, adding to the presentdebt. With the increase 
of indebtedness that it is reasonable to expect: 
from the course of the Administration, three years’ 
longer conflict will leave upón us a debt exceeding 
the entire value of the property of the loyal States. - 
Gentlemen on this floor figure the sums, andide- 
clare the labor of the country by small contribu- 
tions from each year’s earning can keep down the 
interest of this debt. Sir, upon all the property 
included in the estimate labor cannot earn more 
than two and a half per cent. upon the capital of 
the country, while the enormous debt calls upon 
the produce of labor upon capital for notless than 
six percent. How long can any nation endure this, 
and how long will it.be before capital will ownthe 
entire labor of the counfry; the laboring classes . 
become subjected to the capitalists not of this 
country only, but of Europe?. Sir, with three 
years’ more continuance of prodigality and cur- 
rent expenses not a man in the country will be 
worth one dollar; the Government lien for taxes 
will be equal to all his effects. All personal prop- 
erty and Jabor is now taxed, and direct taxation 
upon lands must soon follow. ; 

I desire to notice, before closing, one or two 
remarks, sir, of the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. H. Winter Davis.] In his remarks in the 
House he said: 

“But it is necessary now to determine our policy re- 
specting the negroes when freed; to form some definite 
ideas as to what shail be the future of the negro race; in 
other words, what disposition we will make of them when 
we have broken the masters’ yoke, when Maryland shail 
have broken it hereafter, when Missouri shall have Gually 
broken it, when West Virginia shall have finally broken 
it, and when slavery in all the rebel States shall have been 
destroyed and broken up in fact.” 

I understand from this he desires the aboli- 
tion ofslavery by the war power or some other 
means; but those who are familiar with the tortu- 
ous course of the gentleman politically and know 
the fact that he appears upon the surface only 
when some trouble or violence distracts his dis- 
trict, will not receive his convictions as those of 
his State, or even of the district he represents, 
without further knowledge than the mere fact of 
a commission and seat in this House. The hon- 
orable member also opposes colonization of the 
emancipated negro, and desires him to remain 
with the white population in the midst of which 
he has been a slave; the gentleman insists that 
there is no danger ofa war of races, and that the 
African ean obtain and quietly retain a position 
as a freeman with those who have held him as a 
slave, and he puts to members the sophistical in- 
quiry following: š 


“Mr. Speaker, what is the foundation of this view ? The 
negro must be colonized if he be free, or a war of races 
will exterminate him! What justifies this alternative? 
Wil) genttemen tell me where in the history of the world 
they find the fact upon which they base that astounding 
generalization? Civilized people have overborne savages, 
men of one religion have borne down men of a different re- 
ligion, ambition has overturned one nation by another; but 
where in the history of the world is there any case of ana- 
tion going,to work 10 exterminate a large portion of its peo- 
ple of another race living in the midst of it, of the same 
religion, civilized in the same manner, conforming to its 
Jaws, subject to its will, willing to work for its wages, not 
ambitious, and not disturbing the public peace, because 
they are ofa different race? Where is the instance in the 
history of the world of the subjngation and massaere of a 
different race under these circumstances??? 


Living in the midst of it, of the same religion, 
civilized in the same manner, conforming to its 
laws, subject to its will, willing to work for its 
wages, not ambitious and not disturbing the pub- 


lic peace. Why, sir, the gentleman supposes a 


| state of facts which he cannot show is applicable 


1864. 
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to the case. Not ambitious, subject to the will 

. of the whites, conforming to the laws of the coun- 
try, civilized in the same manner, not disturbing 
the public peace! The gentleman takes for 
granted that all these suppositions will prove cor- 
rect if the negro is emancipated, and draws de- 
ductions from a state of facts created by his im- 
agination, Sir, will the emancipated negro 
slave, under the influences of a morbid abolition- 
ism, conform to the laws, be subject to the will 
of the nation, will he be willing to labor, will he 
-be unambitious, will he not be. the cause of the 
disturbance of the publie peace? 

All of the questions must be settled before the 
conclusions of the member from the Baltimore 
district can be sustained. Sir, he supposesa state 
of facts that does not exist in history. Theeman- 
cipated slave will be jealous, of his newly con- 
ferred position; the white man will ill consent to 
be jostled by the black barbarian. The difference 

- of caste will constantly remind the one of his 
former inferior position, and beget an insolence 
toward his superior ‘and former master. 

The white man will not forget that the negro 
has been his slave and inferior, and the sudden 
legal and political equality of the races will be the 
source of annoyance to the superior race, and of 
jealousy and hatred to the inferior. The differ- 
ence of color will-continue these remembrances 
from one generation to another. The negro will 
either’ be ambitious, or be to all intents a slave, 
though nominally free. His struggles for a prac- 
tical equality will be resisted and engender the 
contempt and anger of his superior. 

Nor will he be civilized by the same means the 
white man is, The latter finds civilization by the 
workitgs of his indomitable will; the negro civil- 
izes only as he comes in contact with his supe- 
rior. Heis raised and improved, notby his own, 
but by the will end energies of another race, and 
when he passes beyond this influence he relapses 
into barbarism. Will he labor? Sir, when left 
to himself he is the child of indolence. Itis well 
known the free negro labors better in the slave 
than in the non-slaveholding States. This results 
from two causes: firstly, the example of slave la- 
bor; secondly, the more complete influence of the 
white race over the black in States where a large 
proportion of them are held in slavery. 

Sir, if all the slaveholding States see fit to eman- 
cipate the slave in a legal manner, involving no 
violence, I would be willing to witness the fact 
and pleased at its accomplishment. But, sir, 
emancipation and forcing an equality between the 
races arc different matters. But abolitionists will 
not be satisfied with emancipation. They will 
press the equality and mingling of the races until 
a war of extermination will destroy the negro or 
drive him back again to bondage. Sir, we can- 
not remodel mankind by legislation. We must 
take the races with their differences, their pas- 
sions and prejudices, and if we are wise will act 
with a reference to them for the best interests of 
all. 

Mr. Chairman, St. Domingo has been referred 
to. The war in the island originated during the 
French Revolution, and not, as I read the history 


of the times, because the French Assembly had H 


freed the negroes, but because emancipationists 
had tampered with the negro, conferred on the 
free negro the right of voting, and afterward de- 
nied the right; had placed arms in the hands of 
the free negro, and inspired him with a desire of 
equality with the white residents, which they in- 
dignantly rejected; and here, after the first steps 
toward equality in the French portion of the isl- 
and, began that fearful war of races; the negro 
being the stronger exterminated the white race to 
all intents. 

But, sir, what was the condition of Hayti after 
the negro became the master of the land? The 
products of the island were merely nominal, those 
branches of industry requiring considerable labor 
were neglected, and it was declared in the con- 
stitution of 1806 that no while man should hold 
landed property in the island. In 1789 the pop- 
ulation in the French portion of the island was as 
follows, to wit: whites, 30,826; free people of 
color, 27,548; slaves, 465,429. 

-The state of industry after the independence is 
shown by the following statistics: clayed sugar 
under the free Government in 1789, the export 
annually exceeded 47,500,000 French pounds, 
and diminished under Toussaint’s Government 


5 an 


to 16,500 pounds, and under- Pitiou’s rule to 198 
pounds in 1818, and in 1820 to 2,700 pounds. 
The article of coffee for export in 1789 under 
French rule was 76,835,219 pounds, in 1801 it de- 
clined to 43,420,270 pounds, from 1819 to 1824 it 
was about 35,000,000 pounds, and in 1826 about 
32,000,000 pounds. . ` 

It is useless to follow the matter further. The 
British historian admits industry declined after 
the independence of Hayti. 2g E 

Mr. HARDING obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAWSON.. Will the gentleman from 


Kentucky yield to me for a moment? 


Mr. HARDING. Iwillif the time occupied 
by the gentleman is not to be taken out of my 
time. ay 
The CHAIRMAN. That can be done if there 
is no objection. f 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HARDING. Then yield to the gentle- 
man for a few minutes. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1 only desire to say, Mr. 
Chairman, that I was notin the House this morn- 
ing when my colleague from the twentieth dis- 
trict [Mr. Moorueap] read his speech; but I un- 
derstand that he devoted a large portion of it to 
a review of the positions I took in the speech 
which I delivered on the 24th ultimo. I shall 


.examine his'remarks as soon as they are printed, 


and if I find that an answer is necessary I promise 
to reply at the earliest moment I can get the floor. 

Mr. HARDING resumed the floor. 

Mr. NOBLE. Ifthe gentleman from Kentucky 
will yield to me I will move that the committee do 
now rise. I think we have been in session long 
enough. 

Mr. HARDING. With the understanding that 
I am to have the floor when the House next goes 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, I will yield for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The Chair will state that 
by a vote of the House yesterday this is the last 
day for general debate in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the Presi- 
dent’s message, 

Mr. HARDING. Then, if that is the case, I 
cannot yield. . 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ken- 
tucky will proceed. 


ACTS AND POLICY OF THK ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr. HARDING. Mr. Chairman, after three 
years of bloody strife have we not reached a point 
where we may well pause and survey the past? 
A generous and confiding people have met and 
supplied with men and money all the demands 
of this Administration. More than three thou- 
sand million dollars have been expended and not 
less than cight hundred thousand lives have been 
sacrificed. After this vast expenditure of blood 
and treasure by this Administration why are all 
the prospects of the future overshadowed with 


| clouds and darkness; why have the fond hopes 


of the people been disappointed; and why is there 
not presented some cheering hope of preserving 
the Constitution and restoring the Union? Sir, 
the answer is found in the fact that the Adminis- 
tration and party in power, at an early stage of 
the war betrayed the cause of the Union they 
had professedly espoused with so much ardor. 
They became a disloyal and revolutionary party, 
and their whole policy has been little else than a 
fierce warfare upon the Constitution and the Union. 
They have expended almost to exhaustion the 
blood and treasure of a great nation, nol to pre- 
serve and maintain the Government of our fathers, 
but to establish on its ruins a new and different 
one, ; 

Mr. Chairman, I charge the Administration and 
party in power with the open violation of the 
Constitution, according to their own interpreta- 
tion of its meaning. I charge them with disre- 
garding and trampling under foot their own sol- 
emn pledges made to thecountry. [charge them 
with a gross violation and abandonment of their 
own declared and published policy, after a large 
and gallant army had been gathered under it. 


And by these acts they have furnished ample evi- | 


dence of their own disloyalty to the Government. 


Mr. Chairman, what is loyalty under our form i: d 
il Mr. Chairman, as the President must be re- 


of government? Jt is to be true and faithful to 
the Constitution. The whole idea is expressed in 
the oath of office, “ to support the Constitution.” 
He who does that is a loyal man, and he who 


i 
i 
i 
i 


willfully: fails todo that js Gistoyal; whetherhe be 
found North-or South, in:Congress orsout of it 
- Mr. Chairman, the party in power, stimulated: 
by the mad fury and -fanatical-frenzy.of northern 
abolitionists, has exhibited oneof..its: boldest vis 
olations of the Constitution:in executive procla- 
mations and congressional legislation on the sub-.- 
ject-of slavery in the States. = ogi E ta tees 

-That slavery in the States is recognized: and 
guarantied by the Gonstitution, and-that nodes 
partment of the Federal .Government.-has-any: 
power to interfere with that-institutiony is} 4 
my judgment, one of the clearest propositions:of 
constitutional law. But, sir, 1 donot propose to 
rest the question on my own opinion, -l appeal 
to the highest and most undoubted authority. 
In one of his great speeches, that greatest of men, 
Daniel Webster, after expressing his opposition 
to the extension of slavery in the Territories, said: 

& We have slavery already among us. The Constitution 
found it among us; it recognized it, and gave itsofemn 
guarantees. To the full extent of these guarantees Weare 
all bound in honor, in justice and bythe Constitution.2? 
* > * o 4 O «Slavery, as itexists in the States, is 
beyond the reach of Congress. Itis.a concern of the States 
themselves ; they have never submitted it to Congresa, and 
Congress. has no rightful power over it. I shail, coneur, 
therefore, in no act, nu measure, no menace, no indication 
of purpose, which shall interfere, or threaten to interfere, | 
with the exclusive authority of the several States över the 
subject of slavery as it exists within their respective lim- 
dta,” ete. 
On another occasion, in a speech in the Senate, 
Mr. Webster said: ; 

* I have often, Mr. President, expressed the opinion that 
over slavery as it exists in the States this Government has 
no control whatever. It is entirely and exclusively a State 
concern. And while it is thus clear that Congress has.no, 
direct powcr overthe subject, it is our duty to take care that 
the authority of this Government is not brought to bear upon 
it by any indirect interference whatever.” 

And at a still later period, recurring again ‘to 
the same subject, in a public speech, Mr. Web- 
ster said: 

T hold that Congress is absolutely precluded from inter- 
fering in any manner, direct or indirect, with this [slavery] 
as with any other of the institutions of the Suates.?? * 
* 4 *  “Esay that there is no power, direct or in- 
direct, in Congress, or the General Government, to inter- 
fere in the sifghtest degree with the institutions of the 
South.” ë 

That is the voice of a profound constitutional 
lawyer, a great statesman and patriot—the ‘voice 
of an honest man. How strangely it contrasts 
with the insane ravings of modern abolitionists! 
And yet Mr. Webster was no friend of slavery; 
far from it; but he would not stab. through the 
Constitution of his country to reach and pierce 

+ : Mes 
slavery. The authority of Webster on this sub- 
ject is indorsed and brought home to the party in 
power by President Lincoln himself. In his in- 
augural address, and just before taking the oath 
to preserve, protect, and defend the Constitution, 
Mr. Lincoln said: 

“F have no purpose, directly or indirectly, to interfere 
with the institution of slavery in the States where it exists. 
I believe f have no lawful right to do so,and Y have no in- 
clination to doso. Those who nominated and elected me 
did so with the full knowledge that] had made this and 
many similar declarations, and had never recanted them. 
And, more than this, they placed in the. plattorm for my > 
acceptance, and as a law to themselyes and to me, the clear 
and emphatic resolution which 1 now read: 

“€ Resolved, That the maintenance inviolate ofthe rights 
of the States, and especially the right of cach State to order 
and control its own domestic institutions according to ita 
own judgment exciusively, is essential to that balance of 
power on which the perfection and endurance of our polit- 
ical fabric depend.’ ”” 

Mr. Chairman, the resolution then read by the 
President was a part of the Chicago platform, 
adopted by the Republican party and himself as 
a law to them and to him. Some weeks ago, de- 
siring to see whether that party could be checked 
in their revolutionary career by their own law, I 
drew up, myself, and submitted to this House the 
exact resolution read by the President at his in- 
auguration, word for word, and moved the pre- 
vious question on it. And though the conserva- 
tive members were all for it on this side of the 
House, it could not be passed. its own authors 
repudiated and disowned it, seventy-three mem- 
: bers on that side of the House voting to lay iton 
| the table. Where now is this law of that party? 
| Where are all their solemn pledges made to the 
country? All, with the Constitution, violated 
and under the feet of the President and his party. 


garded a competent witness, especially to testify 
| against himself and his own party, I ask atten- 


ition to the letter of Secretary Seward 'to Mr. Day- 


March 26, 


tohjvour -minister än- France, written the: 29d of 
April, 1861, after the fall of Fort Sumter; and 
when the war was raging: And-itshould beb- 
served that this:letter ‘not only. passed- under the: 
eyé.of the President, but Mr. Seward states ex- 
pressly that: he wrote it under the President’s. 
‘directions... It is, therefore, to be taken as the 
words and: sentiments ‘vf the President himself. 
After referring to: the fact that the framers of our 
Governmerit did ‘not expect the abrupt termina- 
tion of slavery; he’ says: ak 

»4¢-' They therefore placed the entlre contrdl-of slaveryde- 
yond the controlof the Federal authorities, by leaving it to: 
remain subject to the exclusive management and disposi- 
y f the States themselves, and fortiged it there with a 
provision for the return of fugitives from labor and service.” 

“And again in the same letter he says: 

<‘ The condition of slavery in the several States will re- 
mail just ‘the:same, whether it [the revolution] succeed 
ot fail. Phere is not even a pretext for the complaint that 
the disaffected States are to be conquered by the United 
States if the revolution fail; for the rights of the States, and 
the condition of every human being in them, will remain sub- 
ject to exactly. the same laws and forms of administration, 
whether the revolution shall succeed or whether it shall 
fail? * +o *o x OTe is hardly necessary to add 
to this incontestable statement the further fact that the 
new President, as well as the citizens through whose suf- 
frages he has come into the Administration, has always re- 
pudiated ali designs whateverand whenever imputed to him 
and them, of disturbing the system of slavery as it is exist- 
ing under the Constitution and Jaws, The case, however, 
would not be fully presented if I were to omit to say that 


any such effort on his part would be unconstitutional; and alt: 


his actions in that direction would be prevented by the judicial 
authority, even though they were assented to by Congress 
and the people”? > 

Mr. Chairman, it is thus shown, by the Pres- 
ident’s own carefully prepared and published doc- 
uinents, that slavery was so securely guarded and 

fortified by the Constitution, that the very idea 
that he could ever be brought to interfere with or 
disturb it was met and repelled by him as a slan- 
der on himself and party. It is here declared 
impossible under the Constitution that any sin- 
gle slave could ever be emancipated by the war, 
however it might terminate; for the condition of 
all the slaves, “of every human being,” was to re- 
main the same, subject to the same laws, whether 
the revolution should succeed or fail» Sir, it was 
not ony declared by the President in his inau- 
gural address that he had no constitutional power 
to interfere, either directly or indirectly, with sla- 
very in the States, but here again in the letter I 
have read he solemnly declared and published to 
the American people and to the world, after the 
war was progressing, that any effort on his part 
to disturb the institution of slavery in the States 
would be unconstitutional—so undoubtedly and 
clearly so, that all his actions in that direction 
would be prevented by judicial authority, even 
though they were assented to by Congress and the 
people. But yet, gir, this same President has since 
then proclaimed the emancipation of every slave 
in the southern States—those belonging to loyal 
mien as well as the rest. And he has sanctioned 
an act of Congress emancipating in the loyal bor- 
der slave States all the slaves who may be drafted 
or who can be induced to volunteer and join the 
- Army. Sir, this high-handed and open violation 
of the Constitutiom does not rest alone on the 
plain reading of the instrument itself, nor on 
the high authority of such men as Webster, but 
also on the testimony of the President himself. 
He has dared to do the very acts denounced by 
himself as palpable and flagrant violations of the 
Constitution, and stands out before the world self- 
accused, self-convicted, and self-condemned, 

Mr. Chairman, the friends and supporters of 
the President in Congress have sustained and de- 
fended and by their legislation aided himin these 
acts, so that they are involved with him in all 
these Jawless and revolutionary measures. But 
Congress has made a record of its own on this 
subject, to which I will now for a few moments 
appeal. After some of the States had seceded, 
and as late as the 11th day of February, 1861, a 
Republican Congress, with the rebellion staring’ 
them in the face, passed the resolution which | 
now read: , 

‘Resolved, ‘Thatneither the Congress ofthe United States 
nor the people or governments of the non-slaveholding States 
have the constitutional right to legislate upon or interfere 
With slavery in any of the slaveholding States in the Union.” 

The present Speaker, and many of the leading 
Republican members now of this House, were 
members then of that Congress, and all voted for 
this.resolution. They passed it by a unanimous 
vote. The proposition was regarded as too clear 


: to admit of the slightest doubt or question, and 
“no wingle Voice was raised against it.. “You have 


thus-declared by your:own solemi and recorded 
act that to interfere with or legislate upon the sub- 
ject of slavery in the States Is a violation of the 
Constitution, and consequently of the oath tosup- 
portit. And yet, sir, a large portion of the time 
of this and of the last Congress has been consumed 
in législating-upon this very subject. “You have 

assed laws to emancipate. slaves in the southern 

tates. By your legislation you have inaugurated 


a system of ocean cara in all the-border States, . 


by emancipating all the slaves you may choose 
to eriroll-and draft, and all who.can be seduced 
from their homes to volunteer in -the Army: My 


‘charge, that you have violated the Constitution 


according to your own interpretation of its mean- 
ing, is established. Out of your own mouths 
and by your own testimony I prove and fasten it 


| upon you. 


Mr. Chairman, on the subject of fugitive slaves 
the President in his inaugural address said: 

“There is much controversy about the delivering up of 
fugitives from service or labor. The clause I now read 
is as ‘plainly written in the Constitution as any other of 
its provisions: ‘No person held to service or labor in one 
State, under the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, 
in consequence of any law or regulation therein, be dis- 
charged from such service or Tabor, but shall be delivered 
up on claim of the party to whom such service or labor may 
be due.’ It is scarcely questioned that this. provision was 
intended by those who made it for the reclaiming of what 
we cali fugitive staves; and the intention of the lawgiver 
isthe law. All members of Congress swear their support 
to the whole Constitution, to this provision as much. as to 
any other. To the proposition, then, that slaves whose 
cases come within the terms of this clause ‘ shall be deliv- 
ered up,’ their oaths are unanimous.?? > * * 8 * 
“ And should any one, in any case, be content that his oath 
shall go unkept??? 

But yet, sir, you have not only bills pending 
to repeal the fugitive slave law, but you have by 
law made it a high offense for any officer in the 
Army to surrender a fugitive slave. And by the 
proclamations of the President no fugitive slave 
can ever be delivered up. Though the President, 
as well as all members of Congress, swear their 
support to this provision of the Constitution, and 
though their oaths are unanimous that the fugi- 
tive slave ‘shall be delivered up,” still you and 

our President, in the face of all this, have, b 
aw and by proclamations, openly abrogated, 
nullified, and set aside this plainly written pro- 
vision of the Constitution, and have unanimously 
decreed and ordained that ‘the oath shall go un- 
kept,” however heavily it may press upon the 

‚conscience. And, sir, let no abolitionist seek to 

evade the issue I make by pouring forth a torrent 
of indiscriminate abuse of slavery and slavehold- 
ers. It would be an easy matter*to meet and re- 
fute all such slang. Some of the greatest and 
best men the world ever saw were slaveholders. 
Many of the heroes of the Revolution, and many 
of the patriots and sages who formed our Con- 
stitution, were slavcholdcrs. Washington, the 
Father of his Country, was a large slaveholder. 
But, sir, when abolitionists seek to hide their 
criminal violations of the Constitution by spit- 
ting their venom on the tomb of Washington, and 
by profaning his memory with low and vulgar 
abuse of slaveholders, they deserve only to be 
met with scorn and contempt. You mightas well 
reason with insanity or cast pearls before swine. 
Tam not arguing the abstract question of slavery; 
Iam pressing home upon the President and his 
supporters, by their own testimony and by their 
own acis, the high offense of having violated and 
trampled under foot the Constitution of their 
country. If slavery should fall, it‘ will fall in 
consequence of the overthrow and fall of the Con- 
stitution, the last and only hope of the liberty of 
the white race. wd 

Mr. Chairman, on the 22d day of July, 1861, 
the day after the disastrous battle of Bull Run, 
Congress passed whatis knownas the Crittenden 
resolution, in which it is declared: 

“That this war is not waged upon our part in any spirit 
of oppression, nor for any purpose of conquest or subjuga- 
tion, nor purpose of overthrowing or interfering with the 
rights or established institutions of the States, but to de- 
fend and maintain the supremacy of the Coustitiltion, and 
to preserve the Union with all the dignity, equality, and 
rights of the several States unimpaired.” 

This resolution was passed by an almost unani- 
mous vote, only two members voting against it. 
Itimmediately received the sanction and approval 
of the President. This resolution disavows all 
designs and purposes of emancipation, or inter- 


fering awith the jnstitutions of the States, It was 


| on the part of the President and Congress an au- 


thoritativedeclaration, a public and solemn pledge 

made to the whole country, that the war should 

be ‘prosecuted to: maintain the Constitution and 

preserve the Union, and to maintain and preserve 

unimpaired ‘the established institutions of the 

States, and for no other purpose or object what- 

ever. It had a most wonderful and happy effect. 

Itat once united all loyal hearts. It was the loyal 

battle-cry of ‘ the Constitution ‘as it is andthe 

Union as it was; and under its inspiring influ- ` 
ence there was asublime and ‘responsive uprising 
of the whole people; thousands upon’ thousands 
of brave volunteers, more than you wanted or 
could receive, rushed to your standard, ready to 
peril their lives and pout out their blood in defense 
of these principles. 

‘The people at that time believed you were hon- 
est and sincere in the avowal then made of your 
war policy; they did not think it possible there 
could. be any abolition designs concealed under 
it. But, sir, when you had gathered a large and 
gallant army under that pledge, and had the reins 
of power in your hands, the abolition mask was 
thrown off and that wise policy, with the cause of 
the Union, repudiated and abandoned.’ That gal- 
lant army was deceived and betrayed; your sol- 
emn pledge was violated; and the brave soldiers 
gathered under it were forced, with the death pen» 
alty of desertion staring them in the face, intoa 
war for the abolition of slavery, the overthrow 
of State institutions, laws, and constitutions; a 
war to break up and destroy the Union and es- 
tablish an abolition despotism on its ruins. Mr. 
Chairman, that change of policy and violation of 
plighted faith had their natural effect. Before 
then the people of the loyal States in the North 
were united, the South was divided. Large num- 
bers of loyal men and strong Union feeling were 
known to exist in nearly all the southern States., 
Everything encouraged the hope of a speedy close 
of the war and the restoration of the Union. But 
now the loyal people of the North saw they had 
been deceived. They could na longer trust an 
Administration that had shown itself faithless to 
its own solemn pledges, faithless to the Consti- 
tution, and faithless to them. Their hopes of 
saving the Government and restoring the Union 
through the agency of such an Administration 
failed. Volunteers could no longer be induced to 
fill up the fallen ranks of the Army by thé largest 
bounties. The war had been perverted, and gol- 
diers had to be forced into the Army by the iron 
rigors of conscription. The loyal men inthe South 
saw that they too had been deceived. They saw 
all the predictions of secession leaders being rap- 
idly fulfilled. They saw the fell spirit of fanat- 
icism controlling this Government, threatenin 
the utter destruction of their local institutions an 
constitutional rights, and menacing them with ex- 
termination, That Union feeling in the South, 
that should have been nursed and strengthened 
with the tenderest care, was rudely crushed and 
murdered, and the arm of the rebellion reinvigor- 
ated and made doubly strong. And thus was pre- 
sented a divided North and a united South, with 
the cause of the Union, once so bright, now 
eclipsed and shrouded in darkness. 

Mr. Chairman, these measures of the Adminis- 
tration for the abolition of slavery were closely: 
connected with and followed by other unconstitu- 
tional measures, all well suited and seemingly de- 
signed to work out the same disastrous and ruin- 
ous results to the Union. Your emancipation 
measures were speedily followed by the policy of 
arming the negroes for the desgruction of their 
masters. Next came your unconstitutional laws, 
confiscating all the personal property of every 
kind belonging to the people of the South who 
were supposed to be connected with or had given 
aid and comfort to the rebellion, and this without 
judicial process, trial,or conviction of the supposed 
offender. And then came yourproposition, urged 
with fiery zeal’ and pressed through this House, 
to confiscate absolutely and seize and dispossess 
these people of all their houses and lands. And 
all this wag done, you say, to restore the Union; 
done because you loved your erring brethren of 
the South so tenderly that you could not bear to 
be separated from them. You wanted to reclaim 
and bring them back to their allegiance, to live 
with you in harmony and friendship under the . 
same good old Government. But how perverse 
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they have been! When you emancipate and arm 
their slaves, tuen them out of house and home, 
confiscate all their property, and reduce them to 
beggary and want—when, by these gentle means, 
you would woo them back, how strange it is 
they do not throw down theirarms and rush into 
your loving embrace! Who can doubt your sin- 
cerity? Who can fail to see that these measures 
are prompted by a patriotic desire to save the 
Union and restore peace and quiet to a torn and 
bleeding country ! 

Mr. Chairman, all these unconstitutional acts 
demonstrate the disloyalty of the abolition party. 
You denounce with bitter execrations the rebel 
leaders in the South. And it is true that lan- 
guage can scarcely express the enormity of their 
crime; it has no parallel save in the guilt of abo- 
litionists. But when you pronounce sentence on 
them you condemn yourselves, for you too have 
rebelled and trampled under your revolutionary 
feet the Constitution of your country. You 
charge that the rebels have made slavery the cor- 
ner-stone of their government. But you too have 
rejected the foundation laid by Washington and 
the fathers. Ifthey are trying to make slavery 
the corner-stone of a government in the South, 
you are striving to make abolition the corner- 
stone ofa revolutionary Governmentin the North. 
What better are you than they? ‘Thou that 
judgest another and doest the same thing,” how 
shall you escape the righteous indignation of a 
betrayed and insulted people? 

Mr. Chairman, time would fail me to enumer- 
ate the many violations of*the Constitution and 
usurpations of power by this Administration. 
Where now is the once boasted independence of 
thejudiciary? Wherea free pressand free speech? 
Where the security of the personal liberty of the 
citizen? Where the important right of free suf- 
frage, the basis and foundation of all other rights? 
All violated, struck down, and under the feet of 
this Administration. Martial law has everywhere 
been proclaimed, the writ of habeas corpus sus- 
pended, and the judicial arm paralyzed. Haun- 
dreds of citizens, without trial, without judicial 
process or written accusation, have been dragged 
from their homes and incarcerated in gloomy 
prisons. The courts can give them no relief, for 
the independence of the judiciary is gone and the 
judges under the feet of power. The rightof free 
suffrage has been struck down by military power, 
and elections carried by bayonets in numerous 
instances, 

Mr. Chairman, the clear and searching pene- 
tration of Henry Clay was never more strikingly 
shown than when he said of this party, the abo- 
litionists: 

«í With them the rights of property are nothing; the de- 
ficiency of the powers of the Genera] Government are noth- 
ing; the acknowledged and incontestable powers of the 
States are nothing; civil war, a dissolution of the Union, 
and the overthrow of a Government in which are concen- 
trated the fondest hopes of the civilized world, are nothing. 
A single idea has taken possession of their mind, and on- 
ward they pursue it, overlooking all barriers, reckless and 
regardless of all consequences.” 

And, sir, never did ancient seer or prophet look 
into the future with clearer vision than did Daniel 
Webster when he said of this same party, the 
abolitionists: 

“Let these infernal fanatics get possession of the Gov- 
emment and they will treat the decisions of the Supreme 
Court with contempt; they will make laws to suit them- 
selves; they will lay violent bands on all who disagree with 
them; they will bankrupt the whole country, and finally 
deluge it in blood,” 

There, sir, is the prophecy; read it, and then 
look at the laws on your statute-book, made to 
suity ourselves,without constitutional power; look 
into your prisons, filled with citizens by violent 
hands; look at your public debt, rising up mount- 
ain high, and casting its dark shadow of national 
bankruptcy over the whole country; cast your 
eye on a hundred battle-fields crimsoned all over 
with fraternal blood; look at all this, and see that 
prophecy fulfilled to the letter. No living witness 
of the fearful events and scenes that surround 
us could record them with more accuracy and 
truth. Sir, the menof whom Webster spoke have 
got possession of the Government, and their deeds 
are the literal fulfillment of his prediction. 

Mr. Chairman, Lask attention to another clause 
of President Lincoln ’sinauguraladdress, in which 
he said: 


« All profess to be content in the Union if all constitu- 
tional rights can be maintained. Is it true, then, that any 


right plainly written In the Constitution has been denied 2 
I think not. Happily, the human mind is so constituted 
that no party can reach to the audacity of doing this. Think, 
if you can, ofa Single instance in which a plainly written 
provision of the Constitution has ever been denied. If, by 
the mere force of numbers, a majority should deprive a mi- 
nority of any clearly written constitutional right, it might 
ina moral point of view justify revolution—certainly would 
if such right were a vital one.” 


Sir, it was true at that time thatno right plainly 
written in the Constitution had then been deniéd 
or violated. The rebels in the South were wholly 
wrong and without justification. And how deeply 
I regret that this Administration did not adhere 
toitsearly policy and keep the rebels in the wrong, 
and give them no cause to continue the war. But, 
sir, if the President was sincere in saying that 
‘the human mind ig so constituted that no party 
can reach to the audacity of denying” or violating 
any right plainly written in the Constitution, it 
only proves how little he knew of the human 
mind; how little he knew of the corrupting in- 
fluence of power; nay, sir, how little he knew of 
himself. For he is the very man, and his sup- 
porters the party, who since then have reached 
the daring audacity of doing that very thing. 
They have denied and violated, not merely one, 
but numerous rights plainly written in the Con- 
stitution. And now [ ask the question and de- 
mand an answer: think, if you can, of a single 
cherished and important right, however plainly 
written in the Constitution, that has not been de- 
nied and openly violated? : 

Mr. Chairman, at the beginning of the war, 
and during the called session of CongressinJuly, 
1861, the Democrats and conservatives on this 
side of the House were in perfect harmony and 
agreement with you on that side of the House in 
the views you then professed to hold in regard to 
the local institutions and rights of the States, the 

owers of the General Government, and the pol- 
icy that should control and govern the war. On 
all these great questions you professed to believe 
with the Democrats and conservatives, and sol- 
emply pledged yourselves to stand with them on 
the same constitutional ground. And, sir, I 
challenge any man to point to a single instance 
where any of these principles have been aban- 
doned by this side of the House. But, sir, it is 
a most Important and significant fact, of which 
the whole country should take notice, that all our 
debates on these vital questions now spring up 
solely on the ground that you have abandoned 
these principles an@ refuse longer to be governed 
by them. But we stand to-day where we stood 
in July, 1861, contending for the same constitu- 
tional principles, imploring and beseeching you, 
in view of the fearful perils that threaten our 
country, to stand by your own declared views of 
the Constitution and redeem your solemn pledges 
tothe country. And this shows thatif you were 
ever sincerely and truly loyal, the Democrats and 
conservatives have always been, and are now, 
loyal, ` 

Mr, Chairman, we often hear gentlemen on that 
side of the House exulting in what they consider 
the prospect of the speedy fall of slavery. But I 
tell these gentlemen to stop their rejoicing. 
very is not all that is endangered. There is a 
more fearful fell—the fall of constitutional lib- 
erty in this country—and they as well as others 
may be involved in its ruins. They are making 
some progress in giving nominal freedom to the 
slaves, but equally as much in destroying the lib- 
erty of the white race. I defy them to point toa 
single important and cherished constitutional right 
of the white man that is not falling under their 
ruinous policyascertainly as slavery. And their 
policy has brought nothing to the negroes of this 
country but increased suffering, starvation, dis- 
ease, and death, and promises nothing to them in 
future but their ultimate extermination. 
cipated and thrown upon their own resources, 
under the circumstances that would surround 
them in this country, it is utterly impossible that 
they ever could sustain themselves in an unequal 
struggle with a far superior and more powerful 
white race; their fate would be more melancholy 
than that of the Indians. Sir, the kind master is 
the truest and best friend the negro ever had or 
ever will have in this country, and the abolition- 
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ist his worst and most cruel enemy, and time will | 


prove it. 3 
olitionists, there is neither loyalty to the Govern- 
ment nor sympathy for the negro; it is all wild 


Tn all the excitement and clamor of ab- | 


fanaticism and sectional hate; and in-many cases 
sheer hypocrisy. a eae ee 

Mr. Chairman, if this Administration had been. 
true to its own solemn pledges, true to the Con- 
stitution, and true to the country, prosecuting the 
war on the principles of the Crittenden resolu- 
tion, for the sole and single purpose-of preserv-. 
ing all constitutional rights, State and national; 
North and-South, this bloody drama-would long 
since have been-wound up, and peace and- quiet 
restored to a bleeding country. And the blood-of 
thousands who have fallen in this-war for wneon= 
stitutional and abolition purposes rests, and must 
forever continue to rest, with ‘all’ its crushing” 
weight of guilt and crime, on this Administras 
tion. Your policy has and will continue to-in- 
crease the burning fury of sectional hate, intens- 
ify the bloody strife, widen the breach, and deepen 
the gulf of separation between the North and ‘the 
South. But it needs not the wisdom of the states- 
man; the man of common sense, acquainted with 
human nature, sees and knows that your policy 
never will, never can, reclaim, bring back, and. 
restore these States to peace and harmony under 
the same Government. You have gone on and 
on, pressing one extreme measure after another, 
until you have brought this great nation to the , 
trembling verge of ruin, where the gulf of na 
tional dissolution yawns to receive all we hold 
most dear. This Government can never survive 
four years more of abolition rule. 

But, sir, while there is life there is hope, and 
that hope rests on the coming presidential elec- 
tion. It is the last and only hope. The great 
battle for free government will then be foughtand 
the fate of the Union decided. Let the people 
every where look to the fearful dangers that threat- 
en them; let them shake off their slumber, rise in 
their majesty, and expel from place and power all 
who have betrayed and deceived them; and let 
them elect true men who will be true to the Con- 
stitution and true to the country, and this Gov- 
ernment, purchased with the blood of our fathers, 
may yet be saved and transmitted to posterity, 
But if the people slumber ona few months longer 
and suffer this Administration to perpetuate its 
power, then a long and dreary night of despotism, 
full of the horrors of revolution, anarchy, ‘and 
blood, is all they can expect for themselves ant 
children after them. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved that the committee do 
now rise. f 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. BourweLr reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the President’s an- 
nual message, and had come to no conclusion 
thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. HOLMAN, (athalf 
past four o’clock, p. m.,) the Hlouse adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, March 28, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
acommunication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, communicating, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the 15th of January last, a list of the 
special agents of the Treasury Department, and 
their assistants; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GRIMES presented a petition of citizens 
of Washington, District of Columbia, praying 
for an appropriation for the improvement of Ma- 
ryland avenue from the Capitol grounds to Camp 
Barry; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COWAN presented two petitions of mer- 
chants and business men of Philadelphia, praying 
that the Raritan and Delaware Bay railroad may 


‘be constituted a postal and military road; which 


were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs and the Militia. ee 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented a petition of mer- 
chants and business men of Camden, New Jersey, 
praying that the Raritan and Delaware Bay ral- 
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which was referred to the Committee on Military: 
Affairs and the Militias Se ane eee 
He: also. presented the memorial of. James R. 
vaying: for compensation for services 
rendered, in recruiting volunteers for the-first regi- 
ment.District.of Columbia-volunteers, and. com- 
ny. K of the first regiment Maryland volunteers; 
h:was referred-to the Committee-on-Claims: 
also. pre: he'memorial-of J. W. Bar- 
nagli justice of the. peace of. Washington county; 
District. of Columbia, praying. for the payment-of 
. for swearing volunteers into-the service of the 
“Uniled: States}, which: was referred. to the. Com= 


mitice.on Claims... oo. : 

. Mr. MORGAN. presented the memorial of F. 
Gustavus Fincke and others ofNew York, praying 
forthe; passage ofan act declaring sescholdins in 

the United.States to-be a criminal offense, and 
providing for its punishment; which was referred 
to the select committee on slavery and freedom. 
<o Me. WILLEY presented a petition of citizens 
of the:District of Columbia, praying for a grant 
“of.lands to the county of Washington for the ben- 
efit.of common schools, and to aid in the estab- 

lishment of an industrial normal school with a 
library and lecture-room attached; which was re- 
forga to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia, " 

‘Mr. SUMNER presented two petitions of. citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying for the emancipation 
of-all. persons held to involuntary service or labor 
in. the: United States; which were referred to the 
select committee on slavery and freedmen. - 

(Mr CLARK presented a memorial of the pres- 
ident.and:directors of the Contoocook River rail- 
road, remonstrating against the extension of Good- 

ear’s patent for the manufacture of vulcanized 
diodia rubber; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

He also presented.a petition of citizens of Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, praying for the con- 
struction of a ship canal.around the falls of Ni- 
agara; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commeree. , 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of offi- 
cers of national. banks of Cincinnati, Ohio, re- 
moanstrating against any amendment of the bank- 
‘ing law by which it shall be made compulsory for 
national banks to redeem their cireulation in the 
city of New York; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


_ Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Torrito- 
ries, to whom was referred a bill (TI. R. No. 15) 
to provide a temporary government for the Ter- 
ritory of Montana, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (H. R. No. 144) to enable the 
people of Nebraska to form a constitution and 

tate government, and for the admission of such 

State into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States, reported it without amendment. 

Mr, FOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions with instructions to inquire 
what additional facilities, if any, are necessary to 
secure the prompt-payment of claims of pension- 
ers, reported a bill (&. No. 199) relating to the 
compensation of pension agents; which was read, 
and passed to a second reading. ` l 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Military 

Affairs and the Militia, who were instructed to 

mquire into the facts connected’ with the exam- 
ination, by a hoard of officers appointed by the 
quartermaster’s department, into the alleged ad- 
vantages ofconcentrated feed for horses and mules 
in the cavalry service, and. whether any repart 
favorable to its adoption was made, and if so, why 
the said feed has not been used in the service, sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. 
Wo. 162) forthe relicfof Nathaniel McLean, Rich- 
ard G. Murphy, and Charles E. Flandreau, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a letter of the Secretary of the. Inte- 
rior, transmitting a communication from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Afairs, showing the amount 
due to the Quapaw tribe of Indians, under treaty 


may be declared: apos taland military roads | 


j sentatives of Israel C. Wait; and 


stipulations, and recommending an-appropriation 
of the amount tobe applied: tothe payment “of 
expenses incident to their removal fram Kansas, 
submitted an adverse report; which was- ordered 
to be- printed. - i : 

a BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. POMEROY asked, and-by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to: introduce a bill (S..No. 
200).for a grant of lands to the State, of, Kansas 
to aid.in.the construction of the Osage and Cot- 
tonwood Valley railroad in said State; which was 
read twice bynits title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands... ~ ate ees 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No- 
201) relating to the Militasy Academy; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to.the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia, and 
ordered to be printed. a ss 

Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
202) making an appropriation for the Ottawa and 
Chippewa Indians, of Michigan; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CONNESS asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
203) authorizing a grant to the State of Califor: 
nia of the Yosemite valley, and of the.land em- 
bracing the Mariposa Big Tree Grove; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. ; 

Mr. WILLEY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to. introduce a bill (S. No. 
204) providing for the formation of corporations 


and regulating the same in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read tyice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 


SEAMEN FOR TUE NAVY. 


Mr. GRIMES submitted. the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, What the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
inform the Senate how many, if any, seamen or ordinary 
seamen have been transferred from the Army to the Navy; 
how many vessels-of-war are now awaiting complements 
of men, and what further legislation is necessary in order 
to supply any deficiency of men for the naval service which 
now exists. 


BRIDGING OF STREAMS. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolulion; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into tbe expediency of making an ap- 
propriation for bridging the streams on the military road 
between Fort Leavenworth and Fort Scott in Kansas and 
between Fort Seottand Fort Smith in the State of Arkansas. 

PRINTING OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 

Ordered, That the bilt (S. No. 170) to promote the ef- 
ciency of the artillory of the Army of the United States 
be printed. $ 

PRINTING OF A REPORT. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. There is a report on 
the table from the Secretary of the Interior, on 
the subject of the expenses of the southern In- 
dian superintendency. I move that it be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE subsequently said: There 
was a motion made this morning to print some 
documents. I desire to move to reconsider the 
vote by which they were ordered to be printed, 
until they can be examined by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs or be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. There is a large mass of them,and 
I presume it would be very expensive to print 
them. I therefore move the reconsideration of 
the order, with a view of having it referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and 
the motion to print was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. ‘ 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr..McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed the following enrolied bills; which were 
thereupon signed by the Vice President: - 

A bill (S.No. 34) in favor of the legal repre- 


t tain in his office 


Samuel A. Wood. ee 
“BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A imessage from the President of the United’ 
States, by Mr. Hay, his Secretary ,agnounced that 
the Président had approved and signed-on the 25th 
instant the following act and joint resolution: 
= An act (S. No. 25} to authorize the President 
to negotiate a treaty with the Klamath, Modoc, 
and other Indian tribes in southeastern Oregon; 
and o ; ; i 
A joint resolution (S. No. 31) authorizing the 
issue of a register to the steamer. Mohawk. 


REVOLUTIONARY. PENSIONS. - ‘ 


Mr. FOSTER. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 312) to 
increase the pension of the revolationary pension- 
ers now on the rolls of the Pension Office, have 
instructed me to report it back, with a recommend- 
ation that it pass; and, as thè youngest man con 
cerned in this bill is ninety-foar years oli and the 
oldest one hundred and five, fam instructed by 
the committee to ask of the Senate its present con- 
sideration. Itis a very short bill. a 

By unanimous ecasent the bill was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for 
the payment of $100 per annum to the surviving 
soldiers of the Revolution, ‘now on the pension 
rolls, during their natural lives, in addition to the 
pensions to which they are éntitled under former 
acts of Congress; this payment to date from and 
commence on the Ist:day of January, 1864, and 
to cease at their death. ° ' 

Mr. FOSTER. To make the bil certain—t 
think there is a little uncertainty in it—F move to 
amend it by inserting in the fifth line, after the 
word to,” the words * each of.”? As itstands 
I think that, strictly construed, it may be held to 
provide for the payment of $100 to the whole 
twelve. Of course the meaning isthat it shall be 
$100 to each, and therefore I move the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The words pro- 
posed by the Senator wilt be inserted, if there. be 
no objectiqn. The Chair hears none. oO 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and the 
amendment was concurred in. The amendment 
was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. The bill was read the third time, 
and passed. co 


CALIFORNIA LAND TITLES. 


Mr. CARLILE. I move that the Senate post- 
ponc all prior orders, and take up for considera- 
tion the bill (S. No. 109) to expedite the settle- 
ment of titles to land in the State of California. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committec of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. The Committee on Public Lands re- 
ported the bill with an amendment to strike out 
all of the bill after the folfowing lines in the first 
section: X 

Be it enacted, e., That whenever the surveyor general of 
California shall, in compliance with the thirteenth section 
of an act entitied “An act to ascertain and settle the private 
land claims in the State of California,” approved March 3, 


1654, have caused any private land claim to be surveyed 
and a plat to be made thereof, 


And to insert: 


He shall give notice that the same has been done by a pub- 
lication, once a week for four consecutive weeks, in two 
newspapers, one published in the city of San Francisco 
and one published near the land surveyed; and shall re- 
‘or public inspection, the survey and plat 
until ninety rom the date of the first publication in 
San Francisco shall have expired; and if no objections are 
made to said survey, he shall approve the same, and trans- 
mit a copy of the survey and plat thereof to the Commis- 


“A bill (S. No. 105) for.the.velief of E. F. and 


! sioner of the Generat Land Office at Washington, whoshall 


immediately, upon receipt, proceed to examine the same; 
but if objections are made to said survey within the said 
niuety days, by any party claiming to have an interest in 
the tract embraced by the survey, or in any part thereof, 
such objections shatt be reduced to writing, stating dis- 
tinctly the interest of the objector, and signed by binvur his 
attorney, and filed with the surveyor gencral, together with 
such affidavits oy other proofs as he may produce in sup- 
port of the objections. At the expiration of said ninety 
days the surveyor general shail drausmit to the Conimis- 
sioner of the Generai Land Office at Washington a copy 


| of the surveyand plat, and objections, and proofs filed with 


him in support of the objections; and also of any proofs 
produced by the claimant and filed with him in support of 
the survey, together with his opinion thereon ; and the said 
Commissioner shall, iminediately upon receipt, proceed to 
exantine the same; aud if the survey and plat dre approved 
by him, he shall indorse thercon a certificate of his ap- 
proval. If objections arc-made to such survey and plat by 
the said Commissioner, he may require a further report 
from the surveyor genera! of California touching the mat- 
ters objected tv, or proofs to be taken thereon, or. may di 
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recta new survey and plat to be made. . Whenever the 
objections are disposed of, or the survey and plat are çor- 
rected, or a new survey and plat are made in conformity 
with his directions, he shall indorse upon the survey and 
plat adopted his certificate of approval. After the survey 
aud plat have been, as hereinbefore provided, approved by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, it shall be 
the duty of the siid Commissioner to cause a patent to is- 
sue to the claimant as soon as practicable after such ap- 
proval. 

Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, ‘That the provisions of 
the preceding section shail apply to al surveys and plats by 
the surveyor general of California heretofore made, which 
have notalready been approved by one of the district courts 
of the United States for California, or by the Commissioner 
ofthe General Land Office. 

Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That where a plat and 
survey have already been approved or corrected by one of 
the district courts of the United States for California, and 
an ‘appeal from the deeree of approval or correction has al- 
ready been taken tothe Supreme Court of the United States, 
the said Supreme Court shall have jurisdiction to hear and 
determine the appeal; but where from such decree of ap- 
provat or correction no appeal has been taken to the Su- 
preme Court no appeal to that Court shall be allowed, but 
an appeal may be taken within twelve mouths after this act 
shall take effect to the circuit court of the United States 
for California, and said cireuit court shall proceed to fully 

,_determiue the matter. The said circuit court shall have 

* power to affirm or-reverse or modify the action of the dis- 
trict court, or order the case back to the surveyor general 
for a new survey. When the case is ordered back for a new 
survey, the subsequentsurvey of the surveyor general shall 
be under the supervision of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and not of the district or circuit court of 
the United States. 

Sec. 4, And he it further enacted, That the district courts 
in considering objections taken by the United States to the 
confirmation of claims to lands under the said act of March 
3, 1851, shall be limited to such objections as shall be spe- 
cifically stated ; and it shall be the duty of the district at- 
torney to file with the clerk of the court, previous to the 
hearing of cach case, a specific statement of the objections 
which will be urged to the confirmation. ‘Che appellate 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court shal) in like manner be 
restricted to such specifie objections. 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
district judge of any öne of the district courts of the United 
States for California is interested in any land, the claim to 
which, under the said act of March 3, J851, is pending be- 
fore him on appeal (rom the board of commissioners created 
by said act, the said district court shall order the case to 
be transferred to the circuit court of the United States for 
California, which court shail thereupon take jurisdiction 
and finally detcrmine the same. The said distriet courts 


may also order a transfer to the said circuit court of any | 


other cases arising under said act pending before them af- 
fecting the title to lands within the corporate limits of any 
city or town, and in such cases both the district and circuit 
judges may set. 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all the right and 


title of the United States to tic lands within the corporate 
limits of the city of San Francisco, as detined in the act 
incorporating said city, passed by the Legislature of said 
State on the 15thof April, 1851, are her elinguished and 
granted to the sald city and its succe for the uses and 
purposes specified in the ordinan aid city, ratified by 
an act of the Legislature of the sa 
lth of March, 1858, entitied “An act concerning the city 
of San Francisco, and to ratify and confirm certain ordi- 
nances of te common council of said city,” there being 


ot 


excepted from this relinquishment and grant all sites or | 


other parecis of lands whieh have bren or now are occ- 
pied by the United States for military, naval, or other pub- 
He uses, or sach other sites or parcels as may hereafter be 
designated by the President of the United Statics within one 
year after the rendition to the General Land Offiee by the 
surveyor general of an approved plat of the exterior Hinits 
of San Prancisco as recognized in this section, in connec- 
tion with the lines of the publie surveys: und provided, 
"That the relinquishment and grant by this 


others, whether asserted adversely under rights derived 
from Spain, Mexico, or the laws of the United States, nor 
preclude a judicial examination and adjustment thereof. 
Suc. 7. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
Auty of the surveyor general of California to cause ail the 
private land claims finally confirmed to be accurately sur- 
veyed and plats thoreof to be made Whenever requested by 
the claimants: Provided, That each claimant requesting a 


survey and plat shall first deposit in the district court of the | 


district within which the land is situated a sufficiont sum 
of mouey to pay the expenses of such survey and plat and 
of the publication required by the first section of this act. 
Whenever the survey and plat requested shalt have been 
completed and forwarded to the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, as required by this act, the district court 
may dircct the application of the money deposited, or so 
much thereofas may be necessary, to the payment of the 
expenses of said survey and publication. 

Sre. 8. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty ofthe surveyor general of California, in making surveys 
of the private land claims finally confirmed, to follow the 


deerce of confirmation as closely us practicable whenever | 


such decree designates the specifie boundaries of the elaim 3 
but when such deeree desi 


Me 


within which the quantity coufirmed is to be taken, the | 


location of such quantity shall be made, as near as practi- 
eable, in one tract; and if the character of the Jand or in- 
tervening grants be such as to render the location imprac- 
ticable in one tract, then cach separate location shall be 
made, as near as practicable, in a gompaet form. And it 
shall be the duty of the Cominissioner ot the General Land 
Office to require a substantial compliance with the direc- 
tions of this section before approving any survey and piat 
forwarded to him. 

. Sec. 9, Mad be it further enacted, That the act entitled 
“Anat to amend an act entitled ‘An act to define and reg- 


1 State, approved on the | 


| on page 9. 


wet shall inno | 
manner interfere with or prejudice any bona fide claims of 


guates only the out-boundaries | 


ulate the jurisdiction of the district courts of the United 


of confirmed private land claims,” ? approved June 14,1860, 
and all provisions of law inconsistent with this act, are 
hereby repealed. 5 $ : 

Mr. CARLILE. At the end of the second sec- 
tion of the amendment I move to insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That where proceedings for the correction or 
éonfirmation of a survey are pending on the passage of 
this act in one of the said district courts, itshall be lawfal 
for cach district court to proceed and complete its exam- 
ination and determination of the matter; and its decree 
thereon shall be subject to appeal to the circuit court of the 
United States for the district in like manuer, and with like 
effect, as hereafter provided for appeals in other cases in 
the circuit court, and such appeals may be in Hke manner 
disposed of by said circuit court. 


Theamendmenttotheamendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CARLILE. In the last word of the fifth 
section of the amendment, move to strike out 
the letter “te,” and to insert the letter “ji” soas 
to make it ‘f sit,” instead of “set.” - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That does not re- 
quire any motion. Itis a correction of orthog- 
raphy. 

Mr. CARLILE. In the fourth and fifth lines of 
the sixth section of the amendment I move'to 
strike out the words * said State,” and to insert 
“the State of California.” 

Theamendment to theamendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the question was stated to be on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to ask the Sen- 
ator from Virginia who has this bill in charge, 
whether the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands has not an amendment to offer? I sce 
that he is not in his seat at present. 

¿ Mr. CARLILE. Not that I know of. 

Mr. CONNESS. What is the question? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The chairman of the 
Committee on Public Lands was speaking to me 
the other day about a proposed amendment to 
strike out a section from the bill, which I thought 
was a very important amendment. 

Mr. CONNESS. I believe the bill has been 
made to conform to his wishes. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I should like the Senator 
from Jowa to have an opportunity to be heard on 
that question before the bill passes. I see that 
he is now in his seat. 

Mr. HARLAN. The section referred to by 


amended bill, commencing at page 8 and ending 
I move that that section be stricken 
out. . 

Mr. CONNESS. Ihopethe Senator will state 
the objects and purposes of striking that section 
out. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Let the section be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The words pro- 
posed to be stricken out will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the district courts 
in cousidering objections taken by the United States to the 
į confirmation of claims to lands under the said actof March 
8, 1851, shall be limited to such objections as shall be spe- 
cifically stated; and it shall be the duty of the district at- 
torney to file with the clerk of the court, previous to the 
| hearing of cach case, a specific statement of the objections 
which will be urged to the confirmation. The appellate 
jurisdiction of the Supreme Court shall in like manner be 
restricted to such specific objections. 


Mr. HARLAN. [I called the attention of the 
Senator from Indiana to this section from the fact 


ij that he has had experience in the practical opera- 


tion of our land laws, baving been at the head of 
the Boreau of Publie Lands for a series of years. 
This section, it will be perceived, refers to the 
pleadings. It occurred to me that if the Govern- 


Jawyer to act as district attorney who would not 
file very perfect pleadings, the interests of the 
United States might be prejudiced by compelling 
the court to follow the pleadings. 


stood that the claim was invalid; and yetif the 
pleadings were not so framed as to raise the ques- 
tion, the Interests of the Government would be 
prejudiced. J think the Senator from Indiana con- 
curred with me in that opinion. If so, he is per- 
fectly competent to state his own view of the case. 

Mr. CONNESS. | really cannot see the pur- 
pose of striking out this section. 


States in California, in regard to the survey and location ! 


the Senator from Indiana is section four of the | 


ment should unfortunately appoint a blundering,|| st 
i side of the record. 


It might be- | 
come manifest to the court under the law as it | 


I cannot see j 


ane 
any greater necessity than that of confining par- 
ties: who -plead to specific objections. < The very 
purpose of this act is to expedite the. settlemetit 
of land titles, Ido not know indeed what possi- 
ble injury can take place or occur to any interest 
under this section,- I-should like to hear. the Sén- 
ator from Indiana‘on this subject, having much 
respect for his opinion. -This bill hag: been coi- 
sidered by the: Land: Departmentand bythe Com 
missioner who is:now at the head of that Depaigg 
ment.. Les ie bade 

My. HENDRICKS. - The Senator from Gali- 
fornia says he can see no reason why this section 
should be stricken out. My attention was called 
to the section, and I could see no reason why. it 
should be in the bill.. It is the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to secure a confirmation of every incom- 
plete title which came to us on the acquisition af 
California; but the act of 1851 requires thatthe 
party shall present his claim in proper form and 
shall establish it so that it shall be approved by 
the courts. It is now proposed for the first time 
that if the attorney forthe Government in: the 
court below shall not state. specifically all the ob- 
Jections to the title as presented, those objections 
shall not be regarded by the court below nor.by 
the Supreme Court of the United States: Why 
ought that to be, sir? Any casé that comes tothe 
Supreme Courtofthe United Statescomes upon the 
whole record, whether it -be between the Govern- 
mentor between private parties litigating. . Shall 
we establish a different rule for the casés coming 
up from California? Iam notable toseea reason 
forit. If theattorney for the Government should 
neglect to state an objection to the title in the court 
below, although in the Supreme Court it might 
become very obvious on the whole record that the 
title ought not to be confirmed but that the Jand 
ought to go to settlers instead of to the claimant, 
|. still, under the operation of this section, although 
the record showed that the title was invalid, the 
Supreme Court would not be at liberty to SAY. 80, 
because at the commencement of the investiga- 
tion the attorney for. the Government had failed 
to indicate this particular objection. It is knowh 
to every attorney that in the progress of the ex- 
amination of a cause an objection will arise, and 
then again another and another, until finally the 
‘very merit of the case is understood; and very 
frequently objections to the title.do not appear 
unul the case comes into the Supreme Court, 
where a very careful examination is. bad... 

It seems to me that it would be jeopardizing the 
rights of the Government and of settlers to say 
that the Government should not, in the Supreme 
Court, avail itself of an objection, plain upon the 
record, to the title, unless the attorney below had 
‘indicated in his pleadings that objection. I hope 
the section will be stricken out. I think the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa, representing the 
Public Land Committee, ought to be sustained. 

Mr.CONNESS. Mr. President, I suppose the 
Senator from Indiana would not have an appellate 
court travel out of the record presented to it. F 
really cannot understand the force of the objection 
made, The tendency of the argument of the Sen- 
ator is to leave the implication that there is a cov~ 
‘ert purpose in this section which is to produce 
the confirmation oftitles claimed to land. I would 
| divest it of that implication, as there is no purpose 
of that kind. ‘A provision that there should be 
power to amend the objections made, at certain 
stages in the progress of the investigation, per- 
| haps would be properenough. The only purpose 
sought here is to confine the adjudication of these 
cases to the record in cach case, and I eannot-see 
any objection to that. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. 


I made my objection 


| very poorly indeed, if all the Senators understood 


me as the Senator from Californiahas. I did not 
suggest that the Supreme Court should go out- 
l knew very well that the 
| court could not go out of the record; but this is 

the point if upon the face of the record the title 
is nota good one, and ought not to be confirmed, 
shall the Supreme Court confirm it, simply be- 
cause the attorney below has failed to indicate the 
; fatal point of objection to the title? 


Ho Mr. DAVIS. This matter does not concert 


| me or my State; nevertheless I will make. a-re- 
| mark in relation to the bill. I suggestto my hon- 


orable friend from Indiana that a proviso be added 


| 

H 

I 

to the bill authorizing an amendmentf the plead- 


ings at any time before judgment... That princi- 
fd ` 


~“helieve:’ I know. it does:in New York and inthe 
“State of Kentucky. ; i ges 
‘= By the:act of 1789 the judges of the courts of 
the UnitedStates have the right to modify and to 
prescribe: the modes and forms of pleading. . If 
there was anything in this bill that was improper, 
the tendency. of which was to: defeat a fair: trial 
andthe administration-of justice growing out of 
@ defect of allegations or of pleadings, the courts 
‘would: have the power to modify the: forms and 
“modes of proceeding So a8: to-obviate: the evil. 
But I suggest: to the honorable Senator from In- 
diana-that he:propóse an améndment;, by way. of 
‘proviso, that the pleadings. may be amended at 
any time before judgment in the case. ; 
Mr. HENDRICKS: £ desire to ask of the 
Senator from. Kentucky, who is a very able land 
dawyer, if, under any system of pleading, a title 
fis ever:pleaded? Youaver in your pleading Dts 
‘yight.to the property, but you do not plead the 
title; neither under the common-law system nor 
under any of the systems adopted under the codes 
of thedifferentStates. I presume (although Iam 
¿not familiar with that particular question) thatin 
the practice which has grown up under the act of 
1851 in respect to the California land titles, there 
is no pleading of title. The claimant must show 
shia claim to the court; but the Government is not 
expected tó plead a. chain of title, whether there 
¿is better title in another, or in herself. She puts 
herself upon the denial of the title of the claimant. 
‘That is the issue, and itis tried.. Now all that I 
insist is that, when a case shall come up to the 
Supreme Court of the United States thus joined, 
if the record itself shows that the title ought not 
to be confirmed, we shall not require the Supreme 
Court.to confirm it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to inquire of the 
Committee on Public Lands whether the section 
proposed to be stricken out would deprive the 
court. of; the power of looking at an error appa- 

yent on the record; if it was not assigned there? 
Is that the point? Suppose: there is an error on 
the record; if itis not assigned for error, is the 
court to look into it or not? 
. Mr. HARLAN. The Senator will see by look- 
ing at the text of the section which the amend- 
ment proposes to strike out, that it refers to the 
original trial of the case as well as to the trial in 
the superior court. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Does the section proposed 
to be stricken out limit the court in its action to 
that which is assigned for error? 

Mr. HARLAN. | Certainly. 

Mr. COLLAMER, Then clearly it should be 
stricken out.. 

-Mr. HENDRICKS, Yes, sir; and an assign: 
ment before there is a trial. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘That should never be. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Of course not. There 

are no assignments of error in the Supreme Court 
of the United States, I believe. 
_ Mr, COLLAMER. If itis notassigned below, 
the court will rectify the error and should be al- 
lowed to doso. 1 think this section clearly ought 
to be stricken out. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 

: the amendment of the Senator from lowa to strike 
out'the fourth section of the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole. * j 

The amendmentto theamendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Having had some practical 
acquaintance with what the operation of the law 
in relation to these titles. now is, I should like 
to know of the honorable Senator from Virginia 
why it has been thought necessary to repeal the 
act of June 14,1860? Under that act. the loca- 
tion of Jands in California which have been in 
dispute, (if the grants themselves have been rati- 
fied either by the eourt below or by the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon appeal,) is to be 
made by the district court to whom the proceed- 
ings are sent, and all persons, whether they are 
parties tothe suit or not, are at liberty to appear, 
or, in the language of the act of 1860, to inter- 
vene; and if they can show that they are inter- 
ested in the manner in which the grant is to be 

-located they are to be considered as parties, and 

have the same right to bring up any question de- 

cided against them in relation to the location that 

the original parties have. Ido not know thatany 

ractical mischief has been the resultof thatlaw. 

The change proposed is to substitute the Sar- 
å 


plé obtains in’all:the recent modes-of pleading, 1 


veyor General and thè Land Ofce here forthe 
‘district court, and (if the parties think proper to 
appeal, either the United States or the claimant, 
or the intervener,)-for the Supreme Court of the 
United States, > ` 
. The Senate is, of course, perfectly aware that 
there are two quéstions, and each of them, very 
important, one of them almost as important, as. 
the other, involved in these land titles. ‘The first 
is whether the grant itself is a good one; butafter: 
that is ascertained in favor of the claimant, the 
other question arises, how is the grant to -be'lo- 
cated? That is a question that interests. a good 
many others besides the mere claimant and the 
United States: The grantsin California, as well 
as everywhere else, sometimes are found to be 
conflicting in their boundaries. In.such cases the 
elder grantec has the better title with reference to 
location according to the true location of which 
the grants are susceptible; and where his grant 
has not been passed upon by the courts, has never 
been brought before the commissioners under the 
act of 1851, never been the subject of legal. con- 
troversy, when the conflicting grant which is 
brought before the commission is ascertained by 
the board, or by the district court, or by the Su- 
preme Court, as there may be an appeal or not, to 
be a valid grant, and the question arises as to the 


manner in which that grant is to be located, then 
the person who has held undisturbed under an 
elder title has a direct interest in keeping the loca- 
tion of this. junior title so as to exclude it from 
the lines of his elder title. Now, you propose to 
change the law allowing intervention in such a 
case. Certainly, in relation to all inchoate titles, 
all titles that have not been consummated by grant, 
if you pass this bill, and one of these junior grants 
shall be located by the surveyor, and that location 
be affirmed here so as to conflict with the true lo- 
-cation of an elder-grant, the elder grantee will npt 
be concluded by that location. 

The object of passing the act which you are 
now asked to repeal was to avoid the very unjust 
resulta that would necessarily follow from an oc- 
currence of that kind; and in my judgment, un- 
less some good reason can be assigned why the 
mode of treating the question now should be al- 
tered from the mode provided for by the act of 
1860, I should think it was rather mischievous to 
attempt to change it in the way in which this bill 
proposes to change it. There are nowin the Su- 
preme Court of the United States a variety of 
cases which involve ‘the right under the act of 
1860 of one who is not a party to the original 
suitas between the United States and the grantee, 
to be heard in relation to the proper location of 
that grantafter thegrant shall have been aflirmed. 
A case which has excited a good deal of interest 
in the public mind, and particularly in the mind 
of that portion of the public who deal in stocks, 
who in these days constitute a large class, the 
case of what is called the New Almaden quick- 
silver mine, claimed by the Quicksilver Mining 
Company, illustrates what I have just stated. 

The Quicksilver Mining Company claims un- 
der a grant made or alleged to have been made, 
and no doubt properly alleged to have been made, 
by the Mexican authorities to a man by the name 
of Justo Larios, and afterwards by him or by 
mesne conveyances from him vested in a man by 
the name of Fossat. The Quicksilver Mining 


Fossat had, it became very material to them that 
Ulcy should obtain such a location of that grant 
as would include within its lines what was called 
the New Almaden guicksilver mine. But there 


made by Mexico toa man by the name of Ber- 
reyesa; and the controversy between the holders 
of that title and the holders of the Larios tide was 
as to the manner in which the two were to be lo- 
cated, and that question is now before the Supreme 
Court of the United States undecided. Those who 
hold under the Berreyesa title, claim that by the 


within its limits. The Quicksilver Mining Com- 
pany for the most part claim under the Larios title, 
which is in Fossat, claim that the true location of 
Berreyesa’s grant is to cxclude the mine, and that 
the true location of their grant is to include it. 
That question involves, or is supposed to involve, 
millions of dollars; and if this bill which itis pro- 


posed to pass had been in existence at that time, 
that question would have been decided here in the 


Company having purchased all the interest that | 


was a coterminous grant, elder in point of date, | 


true location of that utle the mine will be drawn | 


i 
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Land Office, first by a surveyor whoisin only for 
a period of time, who has hot the independence 
‘which belongs to. the judiciary, has not, generally 
speaking, the talent:-which belongs to the judi- 
‘ciary; and the Land Office here which is equally 
without the independence that belongs to the ju- 
diciary, and generally speaking is without the 
particular talent. that belongs to the judiciary to _ 
decide questions of thatsort involving thousands 
and hundreds of thousatids and millions ofmoney, 
instead of leaving them to be decided by that tri- 
bunal which we have been taught to. believe, and 
I think properly taught to believesuch: is the 
history of England and such is the history of the 
United States and of every State:in the United 
States—is better able to decide. such questions, 
free from all extraneous influences which may be 
brought to bear upon their decision, either by an 
appeal to ignorance or an appeal to cupidity. ¢ 
should like to know, therefore, whether there 
has been any particular mischief from the effect 
of the act of 1860, which renders it necessary to 
dispense with courts altogether and leave these 
uestions to be decided by the executive officers’ 
hat certainly is new in the history of legisla- 
tion. Such a thing is not to be found in the States, 
so far as 1 am advised. Questions of location un- 
doubtedly in all the States in which there have 
been grants of land have been considered as in 
their nature altogether judicial; questions of grant 
have of course been considered as judicial; but the 
character of the first class itis just as important 
should be considered as judicial as it is important 
that the second class to which I have adverted 
should be considered as standing in the same re- 
lation. Therefore, before I can vote for this bill 
I should like to know. what has been the practical 
mischief, if any, in the law as it now stands. 
Mr. CARLILE. One of the objects of this bill, 
as well as to expedite the settlement of titles to 
lands in California, is to-relieve the Supreme 
Court from the decision of the very questions 
which the Senator claims should properly be left 
with it. It was supposed that the correction of 
surveys could be more properly made through the 
action of the surveyor general and the Land Of- 
fice here than by the Supreme Court. That.is the 
reason assigned, I believe, for that section of the 
bill. The Senator from California, who is more 
familiar with the operations of the law of 1860 
than I am, will reply further, I presume, to the 
Senator from Maryland, if he desires to do so. 
Mr. CONNESS. One of the purposes of this 
act is to make the change to which attention has 
been called by the Senator from Maryland. The 
settlement of the question whether a grant exists 
is unquestionably a judicial question. _ These 
grants are made within extensive exterior bound- 
aries, After the decision of a grant affirmatively 
by the courts, the question of its proper location 
is generally supposed to bea ministerial or ad- 
ministrative question, and not a judicial one. It 
was so regarded up to 1860, when the act was 
passed which is proposed tobe repealed. At that 
time a change was obtained in the Jaw by which 
thereafter the survey and location of a grant within 
exterior boundaries was to be determined also by 
the courts; and the result of that has been that 
they have “dragged their slow length along” until 
instead of making progress in the settlement of 
our land titles, we are really further off from: their 
settlement than ever. This difficulty and disa- 
bility has attracted the attention of all our peo- 
ple. It has attracted the attention even of the 
members of the Supreme Court. ‘They see very 
distinctly, I will state for the information of the 
Senator from Maryland, that the settlement of a 
survey or boundary is not in its nature a judicial 
question, that they can know little or nothing 
about it, and they ask, without doing it officially, 
that that provision of the existing law be repealed 
or changed, 
There is another difficulty. 


I cannot say that 


| it belongs to the determination of these matters 


in court; but that itis a growing evil there is no 
doubt. The exhibit of surveys made under the 
present system has been placed before the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and it must surprise any 
intelligent person. How a grant of land should 
ever have been made in the shape that the courts 
have finally determined some of these to occupy 
and be in, is a wonder to any intelligent person. 

There are two objections tothe present system. 
The objection in the first place is. that.after the 
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bunals, namely, the land commission, the district 
court of the United States, the Supreme Court of 
the United States, he has got again to go through 
the district court and the Supreme Court of the 
United States to determine where his land lies; 
and thus itis rather a misfortune than a matter 
of good fortune to be theowner of land. What- 
ever he saves in the end, whatever he has aga 
result, is so inconsiderable that it is profidess that 
he shall have owned land. ‘lhe question has been 
brought before the Committee on Public Lands, 
and they have examined it with a good deal of 


care, and I will leave its further discussion to the | 


chairman of that committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the unfinished business of Friday. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think it will not occupy 
more than a few moments to dispose of this bill; 
and itis of importance, I think, that it should be 
acted on. I propose, therefore, that the regular 
order be informally passed over. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
pursue that course if there be no objection. 

Mr.SHERMAN. If it would be as agreeable 
to the Senators interested in this bill to allow it 
to go over until to-morrow, I should like to make 
a few observations in reply to a speech made the 
other. day, and I should like to take this occasion 
to do it. 

Mr. CONNESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
will be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
is the unfinished business of Friday, the joint 
resolution proposing amendments to the Consti- 
tution. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

os to consider the joint resolution (S. No. 

6) proposing amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. 

The joint resolution, as originally introduced 
by Mr. Heynrrson, proposed the following arti- 
cles as ‘amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, which, when adopted by the Le- 
gislatures of three fourths of the several States, 
shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as part 
of the Constitution: 

ART 1. Slavery or invotuntary servitude, except as a 
punisbment for crime, shall not e) in the United States. 

Arr. 2. ‘Phe Congress, whenever a majority of the mem- 
bers elected to cach House shall deem it necessary, may 
propose amendments to the Constitution, or, on the appli- 
cation of the Legislatures ofa majority of the several States, 
shall call a conve 
in cither case shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as 


I have no objection. 
I hope the special order 


part of the Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures | 


of two thirds of the several States, or by conventions ia 
two thirds thercof, as the one or the other mode of ratifiea- 


tion may be proposed by Congress. 
The Committee on the Judiciary proposed an 


amendment to strike out all after the resolving į 


clause and insert the following: 


(Two thirds of both Houses coneurring,) That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several 
States as an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
J whieh, when ratified by three fourths of said Le- 
gislatures, shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as a 
part of the said Constitution, namely: 

ARTICLE SEU, 
Sec. 1. Neither slavery nor involuntary s 


itude, exeept 


as a punishment for erime, whereof the party shall have | 
ist withtu the Bnited States, | 


been daly convicted, shall exi 
or any plaice subject to their jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power to enforce this article 
by appropriate legislation, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, as the or- 
gan of the Committee on the Judiciary which has 
reported this resolation to the Senate, I desire to 
present bricfly some of the considerations which 
indaced me, at least, to give itmy support. 
a proposition so to amend the Constitution of the 
United States as foreverto prohibit slavery within 
its jurisdiction, and authorize the Congress of the 
United States to pass such laws as may be neces- 
sary to carry this provision into effect. 

Without stopping to inguire into all the causes 
of our troubles, and of the distress, desolation, 
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a 


owner of land has gone through three judicial tri- | 


ian for proposing amendments, whieh! 


Itis į 


and death which have grown out of this atrocious 


rebellion, | suppose it will be generally admitted. 


that they sprang from slavery. . lf alarge politi- 
cal party in the North attribute these troubles to 
the impertinent interference of northern philan- 
thropists and fanatics with an. institution inthe 
southern States with which they had no right to 
interfere, 1 reply, if there had been no such in- 
stitution there could have been no such alleged 
impertinent interference; if there had been no 
slavery in the South, there could have been no 
abolitionists in the North to interfere with it. 
upon the other hand, itbe said that this rebellion 
grows out of the attempt on the part of those in 
the interest of slavery to govern this country so 
as to perpetuate and inerease the.slaveholding 
power, and failing in this that they have endeav- 
ored to overthrow the Government and set up 
an empire of their own, founded upon slavery as 


.its chief corner-stone, I reply, if there had been 


no slavery there could have been no such foun- 
dation on which to build. If the freedom of speech 
and of the press, so dear to freemen everywhere, 
and especially cherished in this time of warby a 
large party in the North whoare now opposed to 
interfering with slavery, has been denied us all 
our lives in one half the States of the Union, it 
was by reason of slavery. 

If these Halls have resounded from ourearliest 
recollections with the strifes and contests of sec- 
tions, ending sometimes in blood, it was slavery 
which almost always occasioned them. No su- 
perficial observer, even, of our history North or 

outh, or of any party, can doubt that slavery 
lies at the bottom of our present troubles, Our 
fathers who made the Constitution regarded it as 
an evil, and looked forward to its early extine- 
tion. They felt the inconsistency of their posi- 
tion, while proclaiming the equal rights of all to 
life, liberty, and happiness, they denied liberty, 
happiness, and life itself to a whole race, except 
in subordination to them. It was impossible, 1n 
the nature of things, thata Government based on 
such antagonistic principles could permanently 
and peacetully endure, nor did its founders ex- 
pect it would. They looked forward to the not 
distant, nor as they supposed uncertain period 
when slavery should be abolished, and the Gov- 
ernment become in fact, what they made it in 
name, one securing the blessings of liberty toall. 
The history of the last seventy years has proved 
that the founders of the Republic were mistaken 
in their expectations; and slavery, so far from 
gradually disappearing as they had anticipated, 
had so strengthened itself that in 1860 its advo- 
cates demanded the contro) of the nation in its 
interests, failing in which they attempted its over- 
throw. This attempt brought into hostile collis- 
ion the slavcholding aristocracy, who made the 
right to live by the toil of others the chief article 
of their faith, and the free laboring masses of the 
North, who believed in the rightof every man to 
eat the bread his own hands had earned, 

In the earlier stages of the war there was an 
indisposition on the part of the executive anthor- 
ity to interfere with slavery at all. For a Jong 
time slaves who escaned from their rebel owners 
and came within our lines were driven back. Con- 


gress, however, at an carly day took action upon | 


this subject, and at the very first session which met 
after the rebellion broke out, the special session 
of July, 18Gi,a law was passed deciaring free all 
slaves who were permitted by their masters to take 
any part in the rebellion. Under the provisions 
of that act, had it been efficiently executed, a great 
many slaves must necessarily have obtained their 


freedom. The constitutionality of the act would | 


seem tobeclear, | do not suppose that even my 
honorable friend from Kentucky (Mr. Davis] 
would deny the propesition that if we captured a 
slave engaged, by consent of bis master, mM con- 
structing rebel works and fortifications, we might 
set him free. : 

That act, however, has not been executed. So 
far as Lam advised not a single slave has been set 
at liberty under it. Subsequently, at the regular 
session of Congress which convened in Decem- 
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ber, 1861, an act. of a more comprehensive-chay- 
acter. was: passed—~a.law providing for. the. freg- 
dom ofall slaves who should come. within the 
lines.of our armies, who should: be deserted.by 
their. masters, or who should be found. in regions 
of country which had been. occupied by rebel 
troops and afterwards came within our possession, 
and who belonged to rebel masters... Itis under 
the provisions of this law. that most of the slaves 
made free have been emancipated. ‘This actalso . 
authorized the President of the United States to 

organize and employ as many persons.of African 

descent as he should think proper to, aid in the 

suppression of the rebellion. But it was a Jong 
time before this law was put in operation. | AJ- 
though it was an act called for bythe public sen- 
timent of the country,.and although it was the 
duty of those charged with ‘the execution of the 
laws to see that it was faithfully executed, it was 
more than a year after its enactment, before any 
considerable number of persons of Africam, dẹ- 
scent were organized and armed; and even at this 
day a much smaller number are in the service than 

would have been by an efficient execution of the 

law. It was not until after the passage of this 

act that our officers, especially in the West, ceased 

to expel slaves who came within the lines of our 

Army; and so persistently was this practice per- 

severed in that Congress had to interfere by pos- 
itive enactment, and declare that any officer.of the 
Army or Navy who aided in restoring a slave to 

his master should be dismissed from the public 
service, before it could be stopped. ; 

Bat, sir, had these laws, all of them, been cfi- 
ciently executed they would not wholly have cx- 
tirpated slavery. They were only aimed at the 
slaves of rebels. Congress never undertook to 
free the slaves of loyal men; no act has ever passed 
for that purpose. 

At a later period, the President by proclama- 
tion undertook to free the slaves in certain local- 
ities: Notice of this proclamation was given in 
September, 1862, and it was to become effective 
in January, 1863. Unlike the acts of Congress, 
which undertook to free the slaves of rebels only, 
and of such as came under our control, the Pres- 
ident’s proclamation excepted from its provisions 
the regions of country subject to our authority, 
and declared free the slaves only who were in re- 
gions of country from which the authority of the 
United States was expelled, enjoining upon the 
persons propdsed to be made free to abstain from 
all violence unless in necessary self-defense, and 
recommending them in all cases, when allowed, 
to labor faithfully for reasonable wages. 

The force and effect of this proclamation are 
understood very differently by its advocates and 
opponents. The former. insist that it is and was 
within the constitutional power of the President, 
as Commander-in-Chief, to issue such a procla- 
mation; that it isthe noblest act of his life or 
the age; and that by virtue of its provisions all 
slaves within the localities designated become ipso 
facto free; while others declare that it was issued 
without competent authority, and has not and 
cannot effect the emancipation of a single slave. 
These latter insist that the most the President 
could do, as commander of the armies of the Uni- 
ted States, would be, in the absence of legislation, 
to seize and free the slaves which came within the 
control of the Army; that the power exercised 
by a commander-in-chief, as such, must be a 
power exercised in fact, and that beyond his lines 
where his armies cannot go his orders are mere 
brutum fulmen, and can neither work a forfeiture 
of property nor freedom of slaves; that the power 
of Frémontand Hunter, commanders-in-chief for 
a certain time in their departments, who assumed 
to free the slaves within their respective com- 
mands, was just as effective within the boundaries 
of their commands as that of the Commander-ih- 
Chief of all the departments, who as commander | 
could not draw to himself any of his presidential 
powers; and that neither had or could have any 
foree except within the lines and where the Army 
actually had the power to execute the order; that 
to thatextonttihe previous acts of Congress would 
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“free the slaves of rebels, and ifthe President’s proc- 
lamation had any effect it would only be to free 
the-slaves of loyal men, for which the laws of the 
land did not provide. {wil not undertake to say 
which of these opinions is correct, nor is it neces- 
sary for my purposes to decide. [ris enough for 
me to show that any and all these laws and proc- 
lamations, giving to each the largest effect claimed 
by its frends, are ineffectual to the destruction of 
slavery: The laws of Congress if faithfully exe- 
ċuted would leave remaining the slaves belonging 
to foyal masters, which, considering how muny 
are-held by children and females not engaged in 
the-rebellion, would be no inconsiderable num- 
ber, and the President’s proclamation excepts 
from its provisions all of Delaware, Maryland, 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Missouri, and a good por- 
tion of Louisiana and Virginia—almost half the 
slave States. $ 

Ithe we are to get rid of the institution, we 
must have some more efficient way of doing it 
than by the proclamations that have been issued 
or the acts of Congress which have been passed. 

Some, however, say that we may pass an act 
of Congress to abolish slavery altogether, and 
petitions are sent to Congress asking it to pass 
such a law. Lamasauxious to get rid of slavery 
as any person; but has Congress authority to 
passa law abolishing slavery everywhere, free- 
ing the slavesof the loyal, the slaves of the friends 
of the Government as well as the slaves of the 
disloyal and of the enemies of the Government? 
Why, sir, it has been an admitted axiom from 
the foundation of this Government, among all 

parties, that Congress bad no authority to inter- 
fere with slavery in the States where it existed. 
But it is said this was in a time of peace, and we 
are pow atwar, and Congress has authority to 
carry on war, and in carrying on war we may 
free the slaves. Why so? Because it is netes- 
sary; for no other reason. If we can do it by 
act of Congress it muat be because it is a necessity 
tothe prosecutionof the war. We have authority 
to put down the enemies of the country; we have 
the right to slay them in battle; we have authority 
to confiscate their property; bat, mark you, does 
that give any authority to stay the friends of the 
country, to confiscate the property of the friends 
of the country, or to free the slaves of the friends 
of the country ? 

But itis sai that freeing slaves would aid us 
in raising troops; that slaves are unwilling to vol- 
unteer and enter the public service unless other 


slaves unre made free, and that we could raise | 
troops better, sooner, and have a more efficient | 


army if slavery were declared abolished. Snp- : 
pose that were so, is ita necessity? Can we not 


raise an army without doing this? Phas not the 
Congress of the United Stures unlimited author- 
ity to provide for the musing of armies by drai, 
by force to put any and every man expable of 
bearing arms into its service? Elie we not al- 
ready passed a law compelling men to enter the 
service of the Government. in its defense and for 
the putting down this rebellion? ‘Then there is no 
necessity to free the slavea in order to raise an 
army. 

_But itis a convenience, perhaps some will say. 
Sir, itis not heeause a measure would be con- 
venient that Congress has authority to adopt it. 
The measure must be appropriate and needful to 
carry into cifest some ranted power, or we have 
no authority to adoptat. Lean imagine a thou- | 
aand things that would aid ug to raise troops 
which no one world contend Congress had gu- | 
thority to do. We now find that it is costing us 
alurge sum of money to carry on this war. There 
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j 

{ 

| 

are apprehensions in some quarters that the finan- | 
ces of the country will not be sufficient to prose- f 
cute itto the cad. A measare that would enable | 
us to carry on the war cheaper woald certainly be f 
one in aid of ihia war power, fn consequence of i| 
the prosperity which prevails ia the country, |i 
wages at this time are very high. Men are un- i 
willing to enlist without karge bounties and large i 
y get High wages at home, Sup- || 

duce a bill that no inn shall be i 
ufaetuctng establishment, at any | 

for his daily labor, more than | 

id we visit with penalties and ji 

ponishine zman who shall give to his em- | 
pleyë mo y that sum; do you not think q 
that would I outan additional inducement to | 
volunteer? But who would contend that Con- |! 


| denying the authority of the Government to in- 
į terfere with it; but none of these persousdieny or | 
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ment which w 


i adopt the amendment. 
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gress had any such authority? Manifestly it has 
not. Nor can I find the constitutional authority 
to abolish slavery everywhere by act of Congress 
as a necessity to prosecuting the war. 

Then, sir, in my judgment, the only effectual 
way of ridding the country of slavery, and so that 
it cannot be resuscitated, is by an amendment of 
the Constitution forever prohibiting it within the 
jurisdiction of the United States. Thisamendment 
adopted, not only does slavery cease, but it can 
never be reéstablished by State authority, or in 
any other way than by again amending the Con- 
stitution. Whereas, if slavery should now be 
abolished by act of Congress or proclamation of 
the President, assuming that either has the power 
to do it, there is nothing in the Constitution to 
prevent any State from reéstablishing it. This 
change of the Constitution will algo relieve us of 
all difficulty in the restoration to the Union of the 
rebel States when our brave soldiers shall have 
reduced them to obedience to the laws. 

To secure its passage requires, in the first in- 
stance, a vote of two thirds in its favor in each 
branch of Congress, and its ratification subse- 
quently by three fourths of the States of the 
Gan these majorities be obtained? Itis 
very generally conceded, I believe, by men of 
all political parties, that slavery is goric; that the 
value of slavery is destroyed by the rebellion. 
What objection, then, can there be on the part 
of any one, in the present state of public feeling 


in the country, to giving the people an oppor- | 


tunity to pass upon this question? [ would 
appeal to Senators upon the opposite side of the 
Chamber, and ask them—for 1 expect some of 
them to support this measure, and £ trust all of 
them will—what objection they have to submit- 
ting this question to the people and letting them 
pass upon it? } 
lies at the bottom of this rebellion? 


I repeat, then, why not afford an opportunity to 
the people to pass upon thisamendment? f trust 


Ido not assume too much when Lassume that it j 


will receive the requisite vote of two thirds of 
each branch of Congress. 

Having obtained that, the question then arises, 
is it probable that it can have the ratification of 
three fourths of the States?) We bave now thirty- 
five States, and bills bave passed both branches 
of Congress mid been approved by the President 
for the creation of two more, Colorado and Ne- 
vada, which will make thirty-seven, When 
these States are admitted it will require the eon- 
curring vote of twenty-eight States in order to 
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if Nebraska should be admitted, forthe admis- 
sion of which a bill is now pending, that would 
make the number of States thirty-eight, and the 
votes of twenty-nine States would then be requi- 
site to adopt the amendment. But the admission 
of Nebraska would not probably affect the result, 
as, if admitted, she would most probably vote for 
the amendment. 

Of the thirty-seven States, twenty-one are free 
States, including Colorado and Nevada, and | as- 
sume thatall those States would vote for this cone 
siitutionalamendiment, There are, then, the States 
of Maryland, West Virginia, Missouri, Arkansas, 
Tounessce, and Louisiana, ail of which bave taken 
initiatory steps for the abolition of slavery within 
their borders; and I think we might confideatly 
count that they would unite with the free States to 
pass this amendment. ‘These six added to the 
twenty-one free States would make twenty-seven, 
Then there is the State of Delaware, with hardly 
slaves enough in it to count, which would be left 
standing alone with free Sates all around her 
Although she has not yet, se far as lam aware, 
taken any legislative steps for the abolition of 
slavery, thoagh the question ig agitated among 
her people, | cannot think she would stand alone 
ia such a loc 


sl 


ould forever give us peace on this 
question, 

{ have assumed that all the fre tates wil 
It is now very generally 
onceded that slavery is nota divine institution. 
The few in the northern or free States who at- 
pttoupholditde soon constitutional groumm 
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can deny the power of ihe peeple to amend the 


Do any of you deny*that slavery | 
Do you be- | 
lleve that we should have had this terrible war 

upon us had there been.no slavery in the land? | 


regisUnga constitutional amend. | 
2 = 


r 
f 
| strument itself. 
amendment for the abolition ofsiavery, it 
be because to abolish it in that form is unconsti- 
tutional, but because itis not right, or, if right, 
not expedient. 

I think, then, it is reasonable to suppose that 
if this proposed amendment passes Congress, it 
will within a year receive the ratification of the 
requisite number of States to make it a part of 
the Constitution. That accomplished, and weare 
forever freed of this troublesome question. We 
accomplish then what the statesmen of this coun- 
try have been struggling to acéomplish for years. 
We take this question entirely away from the 
politics of the country. We relieve Congress of 
sectional strifes, and, what is better than all, we 
restore toa Whole race that freedom which is theirs 
by the giftof God, but which we for generations 
have wickedly denied them. , 

I know that the passage of this measure will 
not end this rebellion, [do notclaim that for it. 
There is butone way to do that; and that is by the 
power ofour brave soldiers. We can never have 
tbe Union restored, the authority of the Consti- 
tution recognized, and its laws obeyed and re- 
spected, until our armies shall overcome and van- 
quish the rebel armies. We must look to our 
soldiers, to our patriotic Army, to put down the 
rebellion. Bat, sir, when they shall have accom- 
| plished that, this measure will secure to us future 
peace. Thatis what I claim for it, 1 trust that 
within a year, in less time than it will take to 
make this constitutional amend ment effective, our 
armies will have put to flight the rebel armies. I 
think it ought long ago to have been done; and I 
think but for the indecision, the ivresolution, the 
want of plan, and the scattering of our forces, it 
would have been done long ago. Hundreds of 
millions of treasure and a hundred thousand lives 
would have been saved had the power of this Re- 
public been concentrated under one mind and 
i hurled in masses upon the main rebel armies. 
‘This is what our patriotic soldiers have wanted, 
and what I trust is now soon'to be done. 

But instead of looking back and mourning over 
the errors of the past, let us remember them only 
| for the lessons they teach for the future, Forget. 
ting the things which are past, let us press forward 
to the accomplishment of what is before. We 
vave atlast placed at the head of our armies aman 
in whom the country bas confidence, a man who 
has wou victories wherever be has been, and | 
trust that his mind isto be permitted uniuterfered 
with to unite our forces, never before so formi- 
dable as to-day, in one or two grand armies and 
burl them upon the rebel force, Let him put to 
flight the main rebel army which has threatened 
the capital for the last three years, and the small 
rehel armies will quickly succumb. IT look for 
that result during the coming campaign, and with 
that result, if we civilians de our duty, we shall 
have the authority of the Constitution vindicated, 
constitutional liberty reéstablished, the Union re- 
stored, and freedom everywhere proclaimed, 

Mr SHERMAN. Mr. President, Lshallsup- 
| portthis proposed amendment to the Constitution, 
but Í have already said all that Lintend to say on 
that subject. My purpose now is to reply toa 
most remarkable speech made the other day by 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr, Winxison] 
while 1 was necessarily absent from the Senate 
Chamber. {could not get access to. this speech 
until it was published in the Globe on Friday last. 
Jam told that it was a written speech, prepared, 
conned over, deliberated on, and pronounced here 
in my absence. T shali be able to show that it 
was not made for the purpose of illustrating the 
proposition before the Senate, The motive of the 
Senator | can scarcely conceive, but will allow 
Senators to form their own conception when I call 
their attention to it. 

it was not ah attack upona political adversary 
or to convinee a political friend. fe was made 
upon a proposition that Phad already spoken in 
favor of, and had said I intended to vote for, upon 
which he and I did not differ; but still i: was an 
attack, personal in its nature, not only intended 
for myself, but for several other gentlemen with 
whom fam proud to act, and by whose associ 
tion Lambonored. Sir, thisapeech contains se 
eral statements that are false--1 do not wish to 
uso unkind langnage, because since { have beena 
member of a legislative body I have never will- 
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ingly violated the rules of the body, and have 
“never said an unkind word but in self-defense— || 
but this speech contains several statements that | 
are not true; that are grossly false; and neither 
courtesy nor truth requires me to let them go inj 
silence, 

The Senator commences his personal allusions 
to me by a statement utterly unfounded. He says: | 
“The honorable Senator from Ohio, who is not to-day 
in his seat, (Mr. Suerman,] seemed in hts course hereto- 
fore to be thoroughly imbued with the idea that under the 
Constitution the humanity of the slave is entirely ignored, 
and that he can only be regarded or even spoken of as prop- 
erty, in the sense in which we speak of a'horse or a mule 

as property.” 

I say that statement’attributed to me is totally 
false. I never entertained such a sentiment. f 
never uttered such a doctrine. Long before that 
Senator took his seat in Congress I had occasion 
frequently in the other House to express my opin- 
ions on this subject, and they are now upon rec- 
ord. Ihave always said, and so insist now, that 
the Constitution recognizes slaves as perspns, and 
so they are spoken of in several clauses of the Con- 
stitution. It is true that by the local law of sev- 
eral States, individuals may have property in their 
services just as I may have property in the ser- 
vices of a white man; and that debt or service by 
the local law of these States is regarded as prop- 
erty. lt is bought and sold; it is deeded, devised, | 
and transferred, In the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States that relation is recognized as existing 
in several of the States, but in the Constitution 
thcy are spoken of as persons owing service and 
labor, Isay this statement attributed to me there- 
fore is false, and would convey an impression to- 
tally unjust and unfounded. 

But let me read another passage to show the 
animus of this speech. Fhe Senator says: 

‘But when I listened to the speech of the honorable Sen. 
ator L could but think what progress had been made in the 
public sentiment of the country within the last two years, 
Alinost sinultaneously with the delivery of this speech in 
the Senate the New York Herald came to ns containing a 
leading editorial advocating the entire abolition or slavery 
throughout the United States, and that by constitutional 
amendment, Woe canuot be told hereafter that the world 
does not move.” . 

The Senator, in the absence of one of his own 
political associates, arraigns him before the Senate 
of the United States, classifics him with the New 
York Herald, and, after com mending certain por- 
tious of his spcech, he whistles him down the 
wind by sneeringly saying the world has madè 
great progress, thatheand the New York Herald 
have suddenly changed their opinions, and sneers 
at the motives of both, Is this the proper mode 
of discussion in the United States Senate? This 
is only one of a dozen extracts which I might 
read from this speech to show the character of it, 

But let us look to the main purpose of his 
Speech. THe intends to reply to a speech I made 
on the 2d of February. What were my posi- 
tions? L sought to prove that we were justified 
by the Consutation and the laws and practices 
ofnations in ancientaud moderi in employ- 


i 


ii 
t 


iag slaves In opr military services that as a ne- || 
ee y incident to the employment of slaves as iL 
soldiers, followed their emancipation and that of |i 


their families, and that it was the duty of Con- 
gress as the legislative branch of the Government 
authorized to raise armies to secure this emanei- 
pation by an act of unquestioned authority; and | 
In this connection, and in this connection only, 
I expressed my doubts of the power of the Presi. 
dent to secure this result, and that his efforts in 
that direction should be sanetioned by Congress 
and by an amendment of the Constitution. Did- 
the Scnator take issue with me? Did he contro- 
vert my positions? Did he apply his mind to the 
business before him? Not atal. He approves 
what I said. He indorses it. He doubtingly 
says | ‘made what some would call a radical 
speech,’? and then assails me for inconsistency. 
ale proceeds to quote at length what I said in 
regard to the President’Sproclamation. Does he 
take issue with it? He doubts; to use his exact 
language, “1 doubt very much whether this se- 
vere criticism ig deserved.”? What did I say of 
the President? Did I arraign him in the usual 
style of the Senator? Did F follow the example 
so often set by that Senator, not only as to his 
fellow Senators but as to the President himself, | 
of assuming pharisaical radicalism and bolding 
of other men as less radical and therefore less 
pure than he? He relieves me froin this imputa- i 


n 


| hues, these honorable Senators have been clearing the w 


| impede their 


Servic 
is 
a 


tion by saying that I was “ courteousin language, 
it is true, and mild in the expression.” . 

What is the substance of the extract he read? | 
Why, that I doubted the constitutional power of 
the President to emancipate slaves beyond his 
military lines; that a mere proclamation Hable at 
any time to be modified, changed, or revoked, 
was nol a sufficient guarantee to secure to‘slaves 
that which we promise them—emancipation. 
And I urged Congress to do its part promptly, 
to give to that proclamation their legal sanction, 
and to extend it by an amendment of the Consti- 
tution so as to make emancipation universal, 

In this the Senator docs not differ with me, but 
he makes a personal issue. He says if this crit- 
icism upon the President’s proclamation is de- 
served 1 had no right to pronounce it; to use his 
precise language, “1 am quite clear in my opin- 
lon that if deserved it should not have been pro- 
nounced by the honorable Senator from Ohio.” 
Why not? Is there anything in the position, 
abilities, or standing of that Senator that entilles 
him to have a monopoly of criticising the public 
acts of the President? He says my colleague 
might have done it; and he proceeds to classify 
the Union Senators into two divisions, the con- 
servatives and the radicals. He names them. 
He is a radical. He puts himself at the head of 
this class, by first extolling how he has“ felt 
and spoken and voted since this rebellion broke 
outs”? and then he patronizingly confirms and 
elects a few others around him on this floor” 
who have been steady and consistent chosert fol- 
lowers in his radicalism. And he tells us the 


| other class, “more timid, have been from the be- 


ginning rolling constitutional logs in the way of 
our armics.’? Ft is consistent for the one class to 
declaim, denounce, arraign, and abuse the Pres- 


| ident and all in authority, while the other class 


are estopped by their conservatism from even a 
manly criticism of public acts, That Ido notdo 


injustice to his position, 1 will read an extract 


from his speech: 


LER and Llowsnry,} aud, on the oth the Cham- 
ber, the honorable Senator from Maine, [Mr. MORRILL] 
and irom Kansas, [Mr. Laxe, ] have nev r, fur one moment, 
hesitated or faltered in their determination-to destroy sla- 
very with this rebellion since it assumed its present pro- 
portions. 
beginning rolling constitutional logs In the way of our ar- 
ay 


for the rapid and triumphant march of our forces.» 


White others, more timid, have beeu trom the | 


“Upon what meat does this our Cæsar feed,” | 


that he comes into the Senate of the United States 
and classifies Sena 
ization into two ¢ 
a 


istinet parties? He divides Sen- 
ators from the same Stale, some on one side and 
some on the other. He says one class are brave 
aud noble men who haveal ways dove their duty, 
but the others are. timid men, who are throwing 
constitutional logs in the way of our armies to 
progress. Why, sir, such a discus- 
sion as this is unworthy ofa Senator and of this 
place, Of what sin have I, and the other Sen- 
me in the votes to which 
guilty? The Senator has 


aat 
nai 


i 


& 


jas taken the pains to do so by a careful, elab- 
rate, and long speech, conned over and matured 
more than a month after I made the specch-to 
which he refers. He has had before him my po- 
litical life for years iu the stormy scenes of this 
pitol; aud what is my offense? Why have I 
not the power and the right to criticise ihe Pres- | 
ident as well as he? 

Teall attention to the specifications of the in- 
letment made against me particularly, but redliy 
against all who aeted with me, and who are as- 


he 


i b LEE 
e merely, bat in the service of the United 

tates for any purpose, he, his wile, his children, | 
nd his mother should be free. I offered an amend- | 


d an opportunity to examine my course. He ! 


torsof thesame political organ- | 


yil 


tail the sl 


ress, second session, page 3232. 
1& > » pag 


ment confining the emancipation of slaves. under 
that bill to the slaves of rébels; bat I also pro- 
vided thai the slaves of loyal menand rebels.alike, 
Q aves in the country, might-be employed 
in the service of the United States and. render an. 

duty required of them. The Senator takes. this 
amendment offered by me, stripe it from the con- 
text, brings this vote into the Senate, and arraigns 
me -for it. : He says: eran 

“This proposition of the honorable Senator was to free 
only the soldiers themselves who were the slaves of rebels; 
and as to the slave soldiers not claimed by rebel. masters, 
after they should have served in our armies, we were to 
remand theni back to slavery i” 

Now, this assertion is false. 

He says that upon that vote the line was drawn 
between the brave and the timid. That is not 
his language; but he brings that vote, the yeas 
and nays, before the Senate, and how does it 
stand? It seems my amendment was adopted, 
The yeas were ‘s 

“Messrs, Anthony, Browning, Collamer, Cowan, Davis, 
Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Henderson, Howe, Lane of 
Indiana, Powell, Shernan, Simmons, Ten Eyck, Willey, 
Wilson of Missouri, and Wright.” $ 


If I was guilty of any very 


in very good company. Al 

But, sir, in this connection allow me to say the 
Senator has quoted a portion of some remarks 
that I made forthe purpose of conveying an er- 
roncousimpression. He detached from their con- 
text two sentences used by me so as to convey 
the exactly opposite meaning of what he must 
have known I said; and here it is on the record. 
1 was astonished when Iread it. He quotes this 
remark that I made in the course of the debate 
on this amendment: i 


t Mr, SHERMAN.” “Ifmyamend- 
ment shall be adopted to the second section the slaves of 
loyal persons will not be made free by the operation of the 
act; and the masters of those slaves will draw the com- 
pensation allowed by the Government for their services, 
and they would get their slaves back, as a matter ofconrse, 
If my amendment to the second section be adopted this 
measure Wil} not affect the loyal master, because he. will 
reeeive the compensation allowed by law for the service 
of his slave, and the slave will be his at the termination of 
thatservice.”’—Congressional Globe, Thirty-Seventh Con- 


great wrong I was 
those Senators are 


| liable to the same criticism, 


* * * * 


This extract was introduced for the purpose of 
showing that I was opposed to the employment 
of slaves in the military service, and that I had 
changed my mind on thesubject. While f advo- 
cated, in the speech to which the Senator was 


|| replying, the employment of slaves, he quotes this 


paragraph to show that I was atone time, ouly 
two years ago, opposed to the employment. of 
slaves in the service. 
Mr. WILKINSON. If the Senator wiil permit 
me one moment——— 
Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. WILKINSON, 


I yield, 
he Senator is mistaken 


jin regard to my purpose in introducing that 
| extract and reading it. 


My object was to show 
that the honorable Senator was in favor of em- 
ploying in the armies of the United States slaves 
belonging to loyal men, and then advocating the 
doctrine of remanding them back to slavery again 
after the war should be over, and of allowing 
them to be held as slaves after they had fought for 
the cuuntry. That was the purpose for which E 
introduced that extract, and not for the purpose 
of showing that the honorable Senator was op- 
posed to employing them in the Army. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisnotthe purpose an- 
nounced in his speech, and no gentleman’ after 
reading the speech would infer that as the pure 
pose. I stant here on record, and the record ist 
before me, Tf that was the idea sought to be con? 


veyed by the Senator then his whole argument 
falis, because in the very speech that he come 
mends and extols, my position is that the slaves 
ofioyal masters should not be taken withoutcom- 
pensation. l said two years ago on that point 
precisely what I said in my recent speech, that 
they should not be taken unless provision was | 
made for the compensation of the Joyal owners. 


j if the Senator introduced: this garbled extract 


for the purpose he now states, he must have 
known that my position then was the same that 


litisnow. But,sir, notwithstanding the disclaimer 
| of the Senator, 1 will cheerfully give way to him 


i misinterpret his meaning. “Upon the face of 
is paper any person. would suppose that I had 
changed my opinions on the subject of the em- 
ployment of negroes in this war; but I will read 


if 
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the short speech from which he took this extract, 
‘the whole was very short and might easily have 
been quoted: 


te Vere is no reason why the slaves of Joyal men should 


not be employed just as well as tbe slaves of disloyal men, || proposition, so as to confine the operation ofthis 
The only question is, what compensation should be made 


to the masters of slaves 2??? law to the slaves of rebel masters so far as the 
“Phen follows the ext nt he road: : question of emancipation was concerned, but to 
is i SET TAr ETES allow the employment of all slaves whether they 


Mr. WILKINSON rose. 
Mr. SHERMAN.” I cannot yield. The Sen- 
ator will have plenty of time. . 
Mr. WILKINSON. | insist that he shall read 
the whole paragraph, ahd not make the statement 
in the way he docs. ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator can read what 
he pleases when he comes to speak. 
Mr. WILKINSON. - But-— 


It seems also that the honorable Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Henperson] moved to strike out | 
the words “ mother, wife,and children,” and that: 
with the same Senators | voted with him on that 


«Tf myamendment shall- be adopted to the second set- 


tion, the slaves of Joyal persons will not be made free by 
the operation of the act, and the masters of those slaves 
will. draw the compeisation allowed by the Government for 
their services, and they would, get their slaves back asa 
matter of cutirge.” 

sphere i no'desire, so faras Thdve heard any expression, 
10 affeet the right of any Joyal master in the United States. 
it seems to be the general desire, so far as I know, to treat 


Dim fairly; not to deprive him of what is regarded by the | 


focal Jaw as his property, without fair and just compensa- 
tion. F shall, therefore, vote against this amendment to the 
first Section, because I think all these persons are subject 
to military duty, and they ought to be allowed to be cm- 
ployed at the diseretion of the President. tmay be tbat the 
shaves of loyal persons are the very ones who would desire 
employment, whom the. President would naturally employ 
inthe first instance, and L see. no impropriety in feaving 


belonged to rebel or loyal masters. In the same 


l connection I stated that 1 should be perfectly will- | 


ing to emancipate the slaves of loyal mean, who 


were actually mustered into the Army, and their | 
wives, their children, and their mothers, if pro- | 


vision was made for the compensation: of those 
loyalmen. ‘Thatisstated here several times in the 
course of this debate. The only pointon which 


i I differed from any of my political friends was, 
| whether we should strike down the property nter- 


ests of these loyal men, some of whom were act- 


| ually serving in ourarmies, fighting for our cause, 


without giving them the compensation required 
by the Constitution of the United States. A ma- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator ftom 
Minnesota will not interrupt the Senator from 
Ohio in his remarks. s : 

Mr. SHERMAN. Did the Senator read the 
whole of what I said, when all that I said was 
included in a few lines which are now before me, 
and when he arraigned me in my absence? He 
is present, and will have an opportunity to reply 
tome. He says he will be guided by the great 
law of necessity. Why, sir, who is to judge of 
the necessity? Our political opponents have at- 
tributed to us such a position, and I have denied 
that we have ever knowingly violated the Consti- 


tutioneof the United States. Over and over again 
in the campaign last fall we were arraigned as 
being reckless men, who were willing to disregard 
our oaths and violate the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States; but I everywhere said that we had not 
violated the Constitution; and I defended our acts 
as being within the constitutional powers granted 
to us ina state of war; and yet here a Senator who 
arraigns me in my absence says that he does not 
stop to inquire whether a measure is constitu- 
tional or unconstitutional, legal or illegal; and 
this declaration of his will be rung through this 
country in the next presidential campaign, 

Mr. President, it is not true. I affirm here on 
behalf of the great Union party of this country 
that this declaration is false; that we never have 
knowingly violated the Constitution of the United 
States, and so help me God, I never will, and 
no wild idea of necessity, no phantasm of the 
brain will Justify the utterance of so atrocious a 
sentiment or the practice of it. But yethere it is; 
aud by this same Senator Lam arraigned because 
J will not in violation of the Constitution of the 
United States seize upon the property of loyal 
men who are fighting in our armies, deprive them 
of their right to the services of certain persongin 
the southern States withoutcom pensation, in plain 
and palpable violation of the Constitation, Sir, 
as long as this sentiment stands recorded in the 
speech 1 do not care for the arraignment of the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to the paragraph 
T have marked in regard to the subject of emanci- 
pation aud the debate that occurred between the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lane] and myself, 

It seems that the Senator from Kansas proposed 
an amendment tothe bill, which authorized the 
President of the United States to employ slaves 
either in the military or naval service, or in throw- 
ing up breastworks, or as teamsters, or as agents, 
or as mule-drivers. It required the United States 
to pay for the slaves soemployed, their children, 
wife, and mother; thatis, ifa negro, the slave of 
a loyal master, was employed only for a single 
hour to carry a message for an officer, if he was 
employed for a single day to drive a mule team, 
orif he had ran away and was practically free, 
under the proposed amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas the United States would be required 
to pay the full value of those slaves, whether the 
were employed in the military or naval of civil 
service of the United States, whether their labor 
was of any value or not. That was the effect of 
the amendment. It is here before me; and the 
honorable Senatorfrom Kansas, witha frankness 
for which I always give him credit, stated expli- 
citly in the debate that his purpose was to eman- 
cipate as many of these slaves. as he could. That, 
no doubt, is his desire, to emancipate the whole 
race, He proposed therefore that ifa slave was 


them subject 10 military duly, as they are by the Consti- j; jority of the Senate agreed with me that we should 


tition of the United States.” À 
ape not emancipate the slaves of loyal men unless we 
oY PINSON y EEE NE É d anes A 7 
Mr. WILKINSON. What page is that? srovided for a constitutional compensation, That 


Mr. SHERMAN. Page 32932. The extract || js precisely my position now. 
read by the Senator is just in the middle of what || Mr. FESSENDEN. It was according to the 
i snid. The first paragraph is in opposition to || pill passed the other day. = 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, || Mr. SELERMAN. Yes, sir, according to the 
proposing to limit the power of the President to || yery proposition made by the Senator from Mas- 
| the slaves of rebels. { opposed that amendment || sachusetts,(Mr.Wison.] The proposition made 
on the ground that the slaves of loyal men ought |) by him would cover every position | have taken 
to be taken. Tho Senator takes the middle of || on,this subject. : 


what I said, although the whole was but short, Mr. WILKINSON Willthe Senator permit 
and prints.that in his speech, loaving-out the be- || me to ask him a question ? 
ginning and the end, which would have shown || Myr, SLIIERMAN. Iwill not allow myself to 
See tah A acne and for that Lam arraigned || pe interrupted. H Ido the Senator injustice he 
ere in the Senate of the United States in my || may make any explanation he desires. 
absence, and the impression sought to be made, Mr. WILKLUNSON. I wish to make a single 
that, for some offense or other, myself and other || statementin regard to the point on which the Sen- 
honorable Senators arecxcluded by our heresies |! ator has just been speaking, that he was at that 
from commenting upon the conductand the official | time in favor of employing the slaves of loyal 
acts of the President of the U nited States. Why, || masters and paying for them, if E understood him 
air, this whole debate, in which it seems Ttook a | correctly. Now, sit, the Senator took dircetly | 
“more active part than I had any idea of, shows |! the opposite position, and assumed that we could 
that throughout 1 advocated the employment of |} not, from the condition of our Treasury, pay for 
allthe slaves in the country, the slaves of loyal ji the slaves ofloyal men. He opposed such aprop- 
masters and of rebel masters all alike. L noties j| sition when offered by the Senator from Kansas 
that in the course of the debate the Senator from || (My, Lans,| in connection with this date ques: 
Delaware pat to me a question as to whether Uf} ton, on a diferent day. ‘The Senator from Kan- 
believed. Congress had the power to authorize || gas made a proposition to pay for the slaves of 
the employment of the slaves of loyal men, and I|) Joyal masters, and the honorable Senator from | 
answered distinctly—this was some days before || Ohio opposed that proposition, but favored the 
the quotation of the Senator employment of the slaves of loyal masters and 
1J have no doubt that it is within the constititional || their return to slavery after the war should be 
poser of Contes fn raisin aay to enroll wios and | aver, 
4 : ki Bie eM se any CHO i ’ æ etl 
gress may, when military service rogale, itupriys 5 Mr, SHERMAN. Mr. President, I yielded 
father of his right to the Jabor of bis son, ind the master || to the Senator, which is always a courtesy, to 
of the services ot his stave,” make an exphination of his own position, and he 
Bir, in the whole debate, extending over one || interrogates me. J will in due time show that 
hundred pages of the Congressional Globe, acon- || his present statement of my position is entirely 
unfounded, 


ersational debate, to which that bill was subject- 
ed, I uniformly insisted upon the employment of As faras I am concerned Lam willing to defend 
all my votes. [will in a moment refer to and 


slaves, but in all cases insisted that when the 
slaves of loyal. mon should be taken for military || have marked the very matter to which he now 
refera; but before coming to that, I wish to call 


service the Government was bound to give thom 
LT held i attention to a remarkable statement made by the 


reasonable and honorable compensation. 

the same position then that I hold now, and the jj Senator in hig speech, a statement that 1 would 
same that I uttered the other day. But suppose || not utter in any contingency. Here is what the | 
that the honorable Senator from Minnesota should [| Senator states: ee 

vonviel me of inconsistency, what then? {never “So ras Lam eoneerned Ishall not stop to inquire 


i 
| 
| 
if 

sant | 
saw a man for whom [had any respect whatever || whether the employment of slaves as soldiers is constiti- 
| 
pi 
i 
i 
| 


but changed his mind many timesin his life. If |) Honal or unconstitutional, whether it be legal or illegal.’ 
a man isso stubborn and determined in his opin- n WILKINSON, 
ion that he will not yicld to reason, it shows that || tence, 
he has not the light of reason to guide him. “Mr. SHERMAN. 
Butin regard to the enploymentof slaves, such Phe question with me is, and the only question js, is 
has not been my condition. From the very be- fl it necessary? Does the great law of 1 v that law 
ginning I have favored the employment of thege || which the Senator from Maryland speaks of as the higher i 
slaves; and in the speech to whieh I have referred i law,’ the law above the Constitution, require or justify i277? 4 
f remonsirated with the military authorities be- Look for a moment at this proposition. The | 
cause they did not treat this question right, and | Senator tells as that he will not stop to inquire i 
insisted that they should have employed slaves | whether the employment of slaves is constitu- | employed for any service, not in the military ser- 
long lefore; and yet the Senator, seizing apon || tonal or unconstitutional, legal or illegal; he will i| vice alone, but in any service whatever, the mere 
the middle of a little paragraph uttered by me, | decide the question by the law of necessity. Mr. | Keisati 
| 
i 
| 
i} 
i 


Read the whole sen- 


H continues: 


i ddie of | ; l b» employment should operate as the emancipation 
distorting it Trom tho rest, publishes it in his i| President, did not the Senator take the oath of || of that slave, his mother, his wife, and his ehil- 
speech in my al sence to. show to the community office prescribed by the Constitution? How ean | dren; and thereupon the United States should 
thas have forfeited my right to criticise public || he say this in the face of that oath? Did he not || pay the full value of ali these slaves. When that 
proclamations by some heresy and schism; and Í swear before God in the most solemn way by || proposition was made it seems I opposed it on 
che honorable Senators who voted with me for |. which we can appeal to the Deity that he would | the ground that it would involve a very large ex- 
that amendment are also placed in the position of |; supportand maintain the Constitution of the Uni- | penditure of money; that it was idle and ridicu- 
timid men, who are throwing constitutional blocks | ted States? And yet he tells us that he will not || lous to propose it; and I say now that if that 
an the way of the Government. 4 even stop to inquire whether the measure is con- | identical proposition was made here I would op- 

Sir, what else is thia accusation based upon? 2 stitutional or unconstitutional, legal ov illegal! ff pose it now, By it a shovelfull of earth thrown 
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upon a breastwork bya slave, or a message car- 
ried for an officer by a slave, or the pitching a 
tent by a slave, or even the ccoking of food for a 
soldier, would have been construed as an em- 
ployment in the service of the United States, and 
have entailed an expense of thousands to pay fer 
the slave and his family. - ; 
Where a slave is employed in the military ser- 
vice of the United States, actually puts on our 
uniform, and serves with us in the military ranks 
as a soldier, | am willing to guaranty him his: 
freedom, and have always been so; but where his 
service is a mere incidental matter, not connected 
with the military service, so broad a proposition 
as that of the Senator from Kansas would have 
been indefensible and unjust. I opposed it on 
that ground; and here are my ‘remarks on’ that 
subject, and in these very remarks I go on and 
state distinctly that I did not wish to limit the 
power of the President to employ slaves for any 
purpose whatever, that I wanted them employed 
in the military and naval service, and that I did 
not wish to extend emancipation to cases where 
the slaves had not rendered military service. I 
did not wish to make, the putting down of the re- 
bellion a mere pretext to destroy. slavery, when 
the object of the war is not to destroy slavery, 
but to protect our nationality and maintain the 
authority of the Government against rebels in 
arms againstit. And, sir, the Senator from Min- 
nesota with discreditable unfairness applies my 
language against this crude amendment to slaves 


who actually assume the perils of war by taking | 


their places in our ranks, when he must have 
known that I have uniformly insisted that mili- 


tary service by a slave carried with it, as an in- | 


evitable incident, emancipation for himself and 
family and compensation to a loyal master. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I hope the Senator 
from Ohio will allow me a word. 

Mr, SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I know that the Sen- 


ator from Ohio does not intend to do me injustice, | 


although he speaks of a proposition emanating 
from me as absurd and ridiculous. As he bas so 
spoken, I desire to say a word in defense of my 


proposition, which was to place a loyal slave- | 


holder in the same situation that I occupy. When 


the Government scizes my property, I have a j 


claim against the Government for that property. 
So with the loyal slaveholder. 
the slave is property, he has the same claim upon 
the Government that 1 would have. An appro- 
priation in advance to pay the slavcholder is not 


required, in my opinion, any more than an ap- | 


propriation to pay for my property. They seize 
my property without an appropriation, and I 
have my claim upon the Government. I proposed 
in that amendment to free the mother, the wife, 
and the children of the soldier or the employé in 
the Government service, leaving the slaveholder 
in the same situation that I, myself, would be in 
if my property was seized by the military author- 
ities of the country. 

Mr. SHERMAN... I certainly do not wish to 
do the Senator from Kansas any injustice, because 
he is a frank man; and I ne 
his relations and mine ay 
would not do him injustice. 
I characterized his proposition as absurd, but I 
think it is indefensible. Hore is the argument, 
just asitoccurred, While the Senator was speak- 
ing, it seems I put this question to him: 

“Mr. Suernman. The Senator from Kansas would 
eee take the slave of a loyal person without paying for 
sim. 

Then came the answer: 

t Mr, Lane, of Kansas. F propose to pay.” 

My reply covered the objection: 

“Mr, SHERMAN. Then the question is, is the Govern- 
ment of the United States able, at this tine, to pay for all 


the slaves who may be employed temporarily, even for an | 


hour, in the service of the Government??? 


There is the answer which I gave to that ques- 
tion; and J went on then to discuss the matter, to 
show that under his proposition if a slave was 
employed for but an hour to carry a message, or 
to drive a mule team, or to do any act whatever, 
that slave and his family would be emancipated 
and the Government would be bound to pay the 
money for them. I showed how much that would 
cost, and I opposed it on that ground, and I be- 
lieve the amendment was finally withdrawn, or 
at any rate it was net pressed to a vote so far as 


If it be true that | 


d not teil him that ii 
> very kindly, and 1i 
ł do not think that | 


H S 
| I can see. So the Senator, I think, was partially 
convinced by my reasoning. The debate went 
on; but the amendment was never pressed to a 
vote. And yet what I said in this incidental de- 
bate against paying for slaves not employed in 
the military service is tortured and perverted. by 
the Senator from Minnesota to show that I was 
not willing to pay for slaves actually enrolled and 
employed as soldiers. What fairness ‘is this to 
a political friend even if he is classed among the 
timid men who roll constitutional logs in the way 
of our armies? 

But, Mr. President, let us come back to the voté 
for which I am arraigned. 
reported to the Senate the vote was taken upon 
the amendments seriatim by yeas and nays after 
some further debate, The vote upon the prin- 
cipal amendment, which I offered, and for which 
lam arraigned, was yeas 21, nays 14. Among: 
the yeas I am happy to find myself in very good 
company. I will read the yeas who belonged to 
the political organization of which I am -proud to 
be a member. They were: Messrs. Anthony, 
Browning, Cowan, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, 
Harris, Henderson, Howe, Lane of Indiana, 
Sherman, Simmons, Ten Eyck, and Willey. It 
seems to me that for voting with these Senators 
upon a proposition that was carried by a large 
majority of the Senate, itis rather too hard for 
that Senator to arraign me in my absence as be- 
ing a timid man who wanted to put blocks in the 
way of the Government, and a man who may 
properly be classed with the New York Herald, 
to be “ whistled down the wind.” The Senator 
has net the-caliber to do it, sir. 

Ido not know that it is necessary for me to 
pursue this matter any further. There are fur- 
ther extracts from this speech which I might pre- 
sent, but I will not follow it farther. In the ar- 
raignment which it makes, the votes to which 1 
have called attention are the only votes that are 
brought up and the only charges made against 
me. It will be remembered that a year or two 
ago the Senator from Minnesota was not so warm 
in his admiration of the President as he is now. 
If E would follow his bad example I might quote 
his language about the President that is neither 
polite nor agreeable. But he is a radical. And 
yet, when I am away,he says that my radicalism 
now, evinced by my recent speech, is probably in 
consequence of the approaching presidential clec- 
He says that I am becoming more radical 


i| tion, 


ii to me a motive that he must have known to be 
false. Whenever I find aman imputing improper 
motives, lalways watch him, lestthe same impu- 
ion might be cast upon him. You seldom find 
| Senators or citizens seeking dishonorable motives 
| in others unless they are guided by such motives 
1 

} 


l in their search. 
Sir, I am independent of the Pres 


ident of the 


tion wherever I thonght it was right, and in the 


main throughout. 


1 did not say in the speech 
which | made here the other day a single unkind 


word ofhim. 


Senator himself was compelled doubtingly to in- 
dorse. Lam willing to render him a fair and manly 


s high office the respect 
strate of a great nation; but 
I claim for my e quality of independence, 
; and in the office 1 hold from the people of Ohio 
i to be equal to any other Senator on this floor, and 
! as such the right to criticise the public acts of 
President or constable. 

What a spectacle was presented here when the 
| Senator from Minnesota attempted to divide the 
i great Union party into two equal divisions! On 
the very amendment he talks about, as many 
i; Union Senators voted with me as voted with him. 


support. [I yield to 
| due to the Chief 


the midst of this great triumphant party, and say 
that on the one side are true and loyal men, and 
on the other timid men who throw constitutional 
clogs In the way of our armies? 

lask the Senator if his position in the country 
is such as to entitle him to make this broad dis- 
tinction? No, Mr. President; we must stand 
shoulder te shoulder, we mast stand side by side, 
in thiscontest. We havea duty to perform. We 
must render ours here in the Senate with manly 
| independence. The President has a still higher 
i duty. Let him perform his, and he shall have my 
| hearty and cheerfal support. Let the Army per- 


When the bill was 


as the presidential election opproaches, imputing | 


United States. I have supported his administras | 


idid not say anything but what the | 


Why then draw a line of demarkation right in |! 


form their duty: Let us cast-nofirebrands; ‘let us: 
have no quarrels, no contentions. ` Let ns reason 
with each other like men, as independent citizens. 
Anything like division or distraction in the.ranka: 
of the Union party would be fatal to our causes 
Our adversaries are watchful and ever ‘eager “to: 
seize upon these declarations. They. will seize’ 
upon that atrocious sentiment uttered by the Sen-. 
ator from Minnesota, and they. will herald itall 
over this country and make honest, confiding peo-. 
ple believe that such is the sentiment which di 
tates the policy of the Union party. I disclaim 
it; I denounce it; and I say no, such sentiment was 
ever acted upon by that party. A e 

But the gentleman speaks for the President, or 
rather seems to speak for him, because I know he 
does not. On each and every one of the very votes. 
for which he has arraigned ime, the President of 
the United States, if he had. been sitting in this 
body, would have voted with me. Who doubts: 
it? who denies it? who controverts it? Upon the: 
very propositions on which I am arraigned, the 
President, if he were here, would have voted with 
me. No one questions it.: And yet, sir, we-are 
to be arraigned before the country substantially 
as having been false to our duty, as being timid: 
counselors in a time of war, as throwing the Con- 
stitution as an impediment in the way ofourArmy,. 
doing what we can to prevent the success of the’ 
ganso Sir, such a policy as that is will neversuc~ 
ceed. ra ; 

I have already said more than I intended to say 
when I rose, but 1 could not allow this remark-: 
able speech made in my absence to pass unno-~ 
ticed, and I have taken the earliest and first op- 
portunity to reply to it thus briefly. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, the Sen- 


ator from Ohio seems to think that in my speech > 


last weck I arraigned every gentleman who voted 
with him on the propositions to which F then re- 
ferred. 1 did not intend to arraign those honor- 
able gentlemen, for the simple reason that the hon- 
orable Senator from Ohio is the only one of all 
those Senators who voted with him on those oc- 
casions that has risen in the Senate and assailed 
the President of the United States for bis con- 
servatism and his backwardness on the question 
of emancipation, The honorable Senator from 
Ohio took occasion to say that owing tothe “ con- 
servatism’’ of the President, and owing to ‘his: 
‘ backwardness” in arming the negroes and giv- 
ing them their freedom, the State of Ohio a year 
ago last full was lost to the Republican party and 


given over to the Democracy. Let me read his 


exact words on that point, for I prefer to hold the. 
honorable Senator to the record rather than to fol- 
low him in his vague and genera) denunciations. 
The honorable member seems to regard it as very 
unkind in me to refer to his past record, but had 


i felt no backwardness in attacking the President 


for his past official acts, He said: 

& So far was this conservatism carried—for I will call it 
by the name its friends choose for it—that the political 
party to which the President belongs lost every election last 
fill. Ohio is vow represented in the other House of Con- 
gress by thirteen gentlemen who certainly do not represent 
ihe opinions of the majority of ber people, and who owe 
their seats entirely to the discouragement caused by the 
mode in which the war was conducted. The whole of this 
state of feeling grew out of the backwardness of the Pres- 
ident in meeting this qnestion of emancipation and the 
employment of negroes in this war.’? 

Now, Mr. President, of all the conservative Re- 
publican Senators, of all those who voted and 
acted with the Senator from Ohio, he is the only 
one who hasrisen here.to arraign the President 
for his ‘“ conservatism,” and that is the reason 
why I singled out that Senator as justly entitled 
to criticism for the course which he had pursued. 
Às Isaid before, the President of the United States 
has not been as far- in the advance as I think he 
ought to have been; but I said then, and I now 
repeat, thatit does not lein the mouth of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio to utter a rebuke against the Pres- 
ident for his “conservatism” and his backward- 


i ness’? on the.questions of emancipation and the 


employment of slaves in our Army. 3 
The Senator rebukes me for having used certain 
language in my speech the other day, and J must 
say that he took a great deal of pains to garblemy 
speech, for he refused to read the whole of that 
part of it to which he objected, and read only 
enough to form a basis fora severe rebuke to me 
for expressing a willingness to violate the Consti- 


i tution of the United States, ifnecessary to save the 


country. I will read the whole paragraph to which 
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hie referred, to show precisely wi 
that question: 
“és So faras fam concerned I shall not stop to. inquire 
whether the amployment of slaves ag soldiers is constitu- 
tierabor unconstitutional, whether it be legal or illegal. 
"Theqnestion with me and the only question is, is it ne- 
cessary ? Does the great, law of necessity, that law which 
the Senator from Maryland speaks ofas the ‘higher law,’ 
the Jaw above the Constitution, require or justify it? And 
neéd any one doubt on this question P? 

I have a little higher authority on this question 
than that of the Senator from Ohio, even. Some 
years ago’a debate arose in the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the question of returning to General 
Jackson the fine that was imposed upon him by 
a judge in the city of New Orleans, and a very 
able statesman of this country, Hon. Stephen A. 
Douglas, in a speech which he made on that oc- 
casion, used this language: $ 

But, sir, for the purposes of General Jackson’s justif- 
cation, T eare not whether bis proceedings were legal or 
iNegal, constitational or unconstitutional, with or without 
precedent, if they were necessary to the salvation of that 
city. And teare as little whether he observed all the rules | 
and forms and technicalities which some gentlemen seem 
tò consider the perfection of reason and the essence of | 
wisdom. There was bat one form necessary on that oc- 
casion, and that was, to poiat cannon and destroy the || 
eneny.”? 

Sir, if it is necessary to employ the negroes to 
pat down this rebellion, I reiterate what 1 said 
before, that I care not whether it be constitutional 
or unconstitutional, legal or illegal, with prece- 
dent or without precedent, whether the Senator 
from Ohio. favors it or not Lam for employing 
all the resources of this vast nation to crush this 
rebellion, and the Senator from Ohio shall not by 
any constitutional sophistry prevent me from mov- 
ing onward directly to the consummation of this 
purpose. [think E bave just given him pretty 
good authority for the position I assumed on that 
question. i . 

Lhe authority from which I have read is aspeech 
made by Hon. Stephen A. Douglas in the House 
of Representatives in January, 1844, to be found 
in, the Appendix to the Congressional Globe for 

the first session of the Pwenty-Righth Congress, 
page 45. 

Now, sir, let me ask the honorable Senator 
whether, if it was necessary to save the country, 
he would not employ all the able-bodied negroes 
in the country whether it was constitutional or 
not? 

The Senator objects to the statement which | 
made that he heretofore seemed to regard slaves 
ay property. Upon the question of the employ- 
ment of slaves and paying for (hem, the Sepator 
opposed the proposition; but he did, as } showed 
in my speech the other day, advocate direetly and | 
distinctly the doctrine of employing shives, al- 
lowing them to fightin our armies, and then re- 
turning them back to slavery again after the war 
should be over. [Le contended that that did the 
master no harm, because you would pay him the 
wages which the slave fought for and earned, and 
then you gave him his slave back again after the 
war was over, ‘The Senator may talk as much as 
hie pleases about garbled extracts; Lut Lasserthere | 
that that was the position he assumed, dt was 
clearly laid down in his speech. 
doubt or equivocation aboutit. ft was not ina | 
single speech that he assumed this position; but 
he adhered to this doctrine on different occasions 
and at different times, But baving uttered that j 
theory eighteen mouths ago, he now comes into 
the Sepate and arraigns the President for being 
the cause of our losing the election in Ohio a year 
ago last fall. Tsintedin my speech, and [reiterate 
here to-day, that if my colleagues in the ELouse of 
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hat I did say on | 
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| ered even hy 31,000. 


{slave 5 


There is nof € 


what has been the record of those gentlemen who: 
now assume to arraign the President. 

The plain. matter of fact is that there is a polit- 
ical organization in our own party which ig de- 
termined that Mr. Lincoln shall not be the next 
President. There bas been a committee organ- 
ized for the purpose of elevating to the Presidency 
the honorable Secretary of the Treasury from the 
gentleman’s own State; and it looked very much 
to me, when he came in here with his speech, as 
though he was a party to this arrangement, and 
as though he wished to bring about the same re- 
sult; and hence, knowing the advancement of the 
‘country in radicalism, knowing how far the peo- 
ple had advanced on this question of employing 
slaves, the honorable gentleman, as it seemed to 
me, thought he would join with the honorable 


| Senator from Kansas who’ sits upon his left [Mr. 


Pomeroy] in this crusade against the President, 
and tear him down if possible, in order that an- 
other might be elevated to his place. Ifthe record 
of the gentleman rises up in judgment against him, 
so much the worse for the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. He should have had a little charity for the 
President; for when this war commenced neither 
the President-nor any of us were expected to go 
as far as we do now. Nobody expected this re- 
sult when the war commenced; and it is not for 
me nor for the honorable Senator from Ohio to 
rebuke the President for his course; and when he 
essays to do it, I submit to the Senator that it is 
legitimate that any one should search his record 
and see whether he stands up a head and shoul- 
ders above any man in Israel in this great work 
of emancipation and of employing slaves in our 
Army. Sir, the truth is that the honorable Sen- 
| ator has been far, very far, behind the President 
ever since this war commenced. {remember to 
have heard the President say in private conver- 
sation——-1 presume it was a year and a half ago— 
that if any man bore a musket upon his shoulders 
and fought in the armies of the Union to restore 
the Constitution and to restore vur Government, 
so faras he was concerned, that man should never 
be returned to slavery again. Did the honorable 
Senator from Ohio assume that position? No, 
| sir; he assumed directly an opposite position, 
hand when the proposition was made to pay for 
the slaves of loyal masters, he said: 

«(believe ifwe are at all crippled in the prosecution of 
this war it will be because of the failure of our tinances, 
We are alecady crabacrassed by a depreeiated currency. 
Our bonds are already sold under par. We have been wast- 
inget cannot but say ie-the treasure of this commltry with 
atavish hand. We have deliberately refased any measure 
of reform except that which relates to the Army 5 We have 
refused to look upon the difhewty by which we are sur- 
ronnded; and I warn Senators that this is no time for as 
fo undertake a new respon ty which may not be cov- 
00,000, If the war is to be prose 
cuted to jis ultimate termisation, and one militon of these 
slaves are bold by foyal masters, you may iuvolve tiis 
county da an expenditure equat to the ue of one mil- 
lon slaves, whieh, suporadded to all the other dificnitics by 
which we are now currounded, will certiinly swamp Us 5 
aud when yon have passed this provision onee, ingriuted 
itin your aw, you have made if a eontract between the 
Government and the master and the Governmeut and the 
and then this Govermment is bouud by bonor to 
emancipate the slavo aud to pay the loyal master.??—Con~ 

sssional Globe, Thirly-Seventh Congress, second session, 
» 058, 

How can the honorable Senator after this rise 
up and say that he was in fevor of employing the 
slaves of Joyal masters at that time and paying 
forthem? No, sir, it was not his positon, His 


| position was to employ them and retarn them to 


very again after the war should be over—a po- 
sition which he now deelnres, in his specely of 
the other day, to be atrocious. J will read what 


Representatives had uttered that doctrine of the | 
Senator from Ohio on this floor they ecald not | 


have carried ten counties in the State of Minne- 
BOLE, 

The objection that 1 have to the coursg of the 
honorable Senator is not that he has changed his 
position and become more radical, but that he 
assumes to arraign the President for his ‘* con- 
servatism,’? and charges oa him ihe loss of eur 
elections a year ago. { do not blame the honor- 
able gentlemen who agreed with the Senator then, 
because Í know that wise men are liable to change 
their views, and all men must change their senti- 
mentsin sucha revolation ss this; but when they 
come ups year and a half afterwards and, closing 
thelr eyes to their own acts, reprote the President 
because he is net up to their present standard, it |, 
isdegitimate and proper to let the country know j| 


eS P 


he said on that point in his last speech: 


ay froin the beginning we should have armed the 
s0, in my judgment, we ought to 
y a great guai e,in which you 
and ț and all brane of the Covermimeont would nuite in 
he faith of the United States that forever here- 


What did he say two years ago? [know that 
he says the extract which 1 am now about to 
read is garbled, but it is an extract taken word 


for word from the recorded debates of this Sen- 
ate, and there is no doubt about its meaning. 
Two years ago he said: 

Ka If my amendment to the second 
this measure will not affect the loyal raster, beca 
Wil receive the compeus: aHlowwed by law for the 
vice of I yes, aud tbe slave wil be bis at the termina 
tion of that service.” Congressional Globe, Thirty Seventh 
Congress, second session, page 3337. 


section be adopted; 


| 
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| he should have had the manliness to say, ‘ 


What can be clearer than that? Can there be 
any mistake about this language? Why, sir, a 
child can understand it, I know itis an unpleas- 
ant record for one who claims to be a radical, but 
I cannot help it, Itis the honorable Senator’s 
own record, and he must stand by or renounce it, 

I ask the honorable Senator if he did not as- 
sume both these positions on this floor? My ob- 
jection to the course he has pursued, as t said 
before, is not that he has thanged his views, but 
that he has the effrontery to stand up here and 
chide the President and rebuke him for his ‘ con- 
servatism,’? and charge upon him the loss of the 
election in the State of Obio a year ago last fall. 

I have it in my recollection pretty clearly that 
it was not long ago that the Senator from Ohio 
turned to the Senator from Massachusetts who 
sits furthest from me (Mr. Sumner}]—I! have not 
now the record before me, but if my recollection 
serves me he pointed to that honorable Senator— 
and charged that he stood alone on this floor in 
the advocacy of his peculiar views of emancipa~ 
tion and employment of negroes in our armies. 

Now, the Senator seems to take offense and 
seems very much troubled because the New York 
Herald has come out foremancipation. F rejoice 
at it. Iam willing that the New York Flerald 
should act with me, and I do not feel any tender- 
footedness like the honorable Senator from Ohio 
because the New York Herald does come out for 
emancipation. Tam glad ef it. I wish all the 
copperhead papers in the country would come out 
for emancipation, and that they would join with 
every hater of slavery in the suppression of this 
accursed institution, I wish to see slavery de= 
stroyed, and F am not very particular as to the 
agents employed to bring about this result. Tam 
inclined to think that before this war shall have 
ended scores of men who have heretofore been 
fighting against abolitionism will be found in the 
ranks laboring earnestly for the destruction of 
slavery; avd { shall rejoice at it. 

Mr. President, the Senator complains that F 
made my speech in his absence. 1 will say that’ 
I had intended to make it long before I did, but I 
waited for a long time before makingit. He had 
gone to his home in Ohio, and remained some 
time, and I refrained from speaking until the bill 
came up which afforded the only proper and le- 
gitimate occasion for me to make that speech. 
‘The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Military Afairs almost insisted that I should 
speak, if | had anything to say upon the propo- 
sition, at the time when I did, beeause the bill 
was being crowded to a vote and he wished to 
briug up other business. - {bad no desire to make 
any remarks in the absence of the Senator from 
Ohio, and L will say now that there was no un- 
kind word in my speech toward ‘him; I simply 
read the record. Verbaps I ought to admit that 
there was an unkind word, becaase the record of 
the honorable Senator himsclf on this proposi«- 
tion is the most unkind thing that could be uttered 
on this foor against him, [Lig record is against 
him; his utterances in this Chamber are against 
him if he assumes the position which he assumed 
the other day in his speech. Jam glad, how- 
ever, that he has now assumed a proper position; 
I am glad to see that the country is coming up to 
the great question of liberty, rising above ail those 
constitutional objections and quibbles that have 
heretofore been laid in the way, and thateven the 
honorable Senator from Ohio himself is coming 


| up to look this great question of slavery or free- 


dom directly in the face. In my humble judg- 


i| ment the course of that honorable Senator and 


those who have acted with him has kept the Pres- 
ident back from assuming the high position on 
this question of slavery which he ought to have 
assunied, and, instead of the honorable Senator 
charging his backwardness upon the Presi 


ip part to blame for the baekwardness of Mr. 
Lincoln in working out the great problems of 
emancipation and the employment of slaves inthe 
armies”? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Minnesota talks about manliness. I will 
leave to my fellow Senators to settle that question 
of our maniiness between us. He talks about “ef 
frontery, using thelanguage of the market-house, 
not of the council-chamber. Effyontery for what? 
Because l expressed my opinions boldly and feer» 
lessly, without regard to him. 


1864. 


, I have buta few words | 
from Minnesota, li 
2 ident, in my i 
h the other day, forthe very ofwh 
was guilty two yearssince. {n the very debate |! 
of two years ago, which is now hefore me, and 
from which he has taken the garbled extract, f 
arraigned the policy of conducting our armies then 
in severer language than I did in my recent speech. 
It was when the confiscation law was threatened 
with defeat by a veto, when our armies were used 
to return slaves to rebel masters. I find in the 
debate now lying before me the very same con- 
demnation of * conservatism’? that t madein my 
recentspeech, Butthe Senator says I have changed 
‘my mind in regard to emancipating slaves for 
military service. Why,sir, I said onthat point, | 
in the very debate from which he read, what IEH 
will now read, and I would test my position even 
by the advanced opinion of the Senator from Mas- | 
sachusetts, [Mr. Sumyer.] i 

Mr. WILKINSON. The Senator 
I did not say so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator does not know 
what he says when be getsexcited. Thisis what 
I said on that point: 

“How far emaucipation should be extended to those 
slaves who render fuithful service to the country is a more 
difficult question—but upon a few propositions we cer- 
tainly can agree. © Who would surrender to bis rebel mas- 
ter the heroic slave pilot who, by his courage and 
added a vessel to our N Who would rtoa 

ster the slave who, amid heat and storm aud bat- 
fad and cared for and waited on our ofh and sol- 


Now, Mr. President 
i iy to the Ser 
ened the 


ngetor 


RH 


is mistaken; 


vy? 


ves 
10 eouvey aga- 
ries and prejudices may cling to us, E trust no one among 
us would conseut to reward the services of loyal slaves by 
perpetual and hopeless bondage to rebs" masters. Such a 
policy would be far more infamous than the rebellion itself. 
Without further defining my views upon this subject at this 
time, E am willing to afirm tormyself that never will L eon- 
sent to surrender a slave who has rendered any serviee, 
however menial, to our Army to the custody of a rebel mas- 
ter; nor will J deprive a Joyal master of his interest in the 
services of his slave without full compensation, =-= Con- 
gressional Globe, Thirty-Seventh Congress, second session, 
page 3199. 

And I now affirm that the only difference be- 
tween the Senator from Minnesota and myself in 
this whole matter is this: that he would rob the 
loyal master of what by the local law is property 
without compensation, in violation of an express | 

rovision of the Constitution, while I would not, | 

Chat is just the difference between us, the length |i 
and the breadth of it, and the whole debate shows 
it. The debate between the Senator from Kansas | 
and myself shows that E would have extended |) 
emancipation to allthose slaves actually employed | 
in the military service in our Army, but because a | 
negro in Kentucky was employed to carry an 
gage or was hired to drive a teani, | would not 
extend the provision for compensation to his | 
casc, Tn that debate Ð said that whenever a ne- 
gro, whether slave or free, wore the vniform of 
the Army of the United States and s in our 
ranks, {never would surrender him to either a |; 
loyal or rebel master, but that F would not ex- | 
tend emancipation further than the laws of war 
justified, and I would not rob a loyal man of y 
by his local law is property without giving h 
just compensations nor would F in these times 
trouble, when we want all the money that we can 
husband and gather, extend this emancipation to 
every siave simply because he was employed in 
casual service not necessarily connected with the 
Army, and only for the time being, and agree te 
give for him compensation out of the Treasury of 
the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, f have answered these 
two points. Ihave shown that [have said more 
against the policy then going on, by whieh 
Army was conducted, two years ago, than Í 
in my recent speech. Ihave shown you that my 
ron then was precisely the same as itis naw, 
tthe Senator, iu my absence, in a care- ii 
snned and prepared speech, a as me 
rout manliness’? and “eh 
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rved 


way of our 
to defeat ou 
patriotism, whe 
country, Whats Í 
has be den 


Why, sir, he months about 
and will do for hi 
Sir, 3 
w made? He 
would jump inte the grave of Ophelia, and rant |; 
abouli what he woald do to save this great conn- li 
try of ours. There is nothing within the limits |i 
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t he believed t was connected with the committee, 


she holds the 


i two ye 
ofall | 
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reseribed by law that he would do that 1 would l 

f And if his sacrifices over wine, if hie il 
s beyond mine, if his willingness te devote | 
wealth, treasure, aud blood to the eause of his | 
country give him a higher rank in the roll of the | 
loyal men of this country, let him take it, and I 
will give him the praise due to his position. F| 
leave that point, however, to those who have 
seen cur mutual efforts to advance the cause of 
our country; not to him. 

I say again, in conclusion, this attack, made in | 
my absence, not simply upon me but upon all the 
Senators who agreed with me on these questions | 
of constitutional law, was unjustifiable and un- į 
patriotic, tending to divide and distract those who 
must stend together shoulder to shoulder, and it | 
ought to be and f believe has been rebuked. 

Mr. WILKLNSO The Senator insists that 
he holds the same view he did before. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Jf the Senator will allow 
me before he proceeds, | wish to say a word fur- | 
ther. The Senator referred to the Senator from 
Kansas, [Mr. Pomeroy.] He is here to speak 
for himself. The Senator from Kansas is one of | 
those radical men who voted with him. He is 
not one of those ** timid men’? who put consti- 
tutional blocks.in the way. The Senator from | 
Minnesota says, or seems to intimate by insinu- | 
ation, that Lam a member of the committee of i) 
which the Senator from Kansas is chairman. 
Why did he not have the manliness, since be talks | 
about * manliness,” to goand ask the Senator or | 
me was that true or not? 

Mr. WILKINSON. 
made no such intimation, 


Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator did say that. 


{ 


I said no such thing, 


or something of that kind. ji 

Mr. WILKINSON. F did not say any such | 
thing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply wanted to make 
thisstatementin correction. Ifthe Senator wanted 
any information on that subject he could have 
got it either from the Senator trom Kansas or me, 
by an emphatic denial. | 

Mr. WILKINSON. Idid not say any such || 
thing. I said that it was well understood here and | 
throughout the country that there was a commit- | 
tee organized, of which the honorable Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Poxsror] was chairman, the H 
purpose of which was to defeat Mr. Lincoln for H 
the nomination forthe nexi Presidency. 1 did vot 
know of whom the committee is composed except || 
the chairman, who, I believe, avows it boldly; H 
aud pro bly bis reason is because Mr. Lincoln 
is pot radical enough to suit bim. F said that it 
seeraed to meas if ihe speech of the Senator from 
Ohio was made in the interest of those who are jf 
ecking to destroy Mr, Lineulu., That was my 
Blatement, 
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venih Congr 
e embark in this movement, | 
5 justice if we em- ii 
ne mare than ji 


Pthe Republic wi 


i bloom of 


lightly. Wehave no money to throw away. Tf w 
bad the lamp Fortunatus, i weeverbad amueeiimlanon: 
of money, iis now. wastcd.and gore, and Weare. compelled. 
by the er realitios of war to look upon. these Gpniejat 
guestions, and ast to embark in a new expenditire and 
pledge our eredit fora large suny of moniy without counts 
ing the cost. I know the mostabankless ofall bariuess in 
the world is to make objection, aud that which, is but a, 
repeated objection; bat that is our diy now; aud I trust 
the desire of the Senator from Kansas to emancipate the 
slaves. of loyal masters, or-his desire to avoid- evera bard 
case, may not involveus in a principle whicitmay. be. dan~ 
gerous, and which wH! add very much w vur already. ac-, 
cumulated difficulties? ; 


ĮI assumed from this, in connection with the. 
other extracts which 1 read and which were pub- 


fished in my speech, that the honorable Senator 


was not in favor of paying for the slaves of loyal . 
masters; but while they would be received in our 
service, he was for returning them back again to 
slavery and paying the masters their wages, be- 


! cause he said so in direct terms. 


THE DEATH OF SLAVERY IS THE LIFE OF THE 
NATION. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, “our coun- 
try,” said that Hlustrious statesman, John Quincy 
Adams, began its existence by ‘the universal 
emancipation of man from the thralldom of man.”? 
Amidst the darkling storms of revolution it pro+ 
claimed as its living faith the subsime creed ‘of 
human equality, From oat the rolling clouds of 
battle the new Republic, as it took its position in 
the family of nations, proclaimed in the ear of all 
humanity that the poor, the humble, the sons of 
toil, whose hands were hardened by honest labor; 
whose limbs were chilled by the blasts of winter, 
whose checks were scorched by the sins of sum- 
mer, were the peers, the equals, before’ the law, 
of kings and princes and nobles, of the most fa- 
vored of the sons of men. When its splendid 
edifice of constitutional government rose in grande 
eur and beauty upon the vision of mankind, the 
champions of popular rights in the Old World, 
and the people, in whose hearts still lingered the 
dimly-remembered accents of liberty, as they 
turhed their gaze hitherward, bailed and wel- 
comed the advent of the new-born Republic. In 
after years, amid the throes of revolationg, they 
turned ever to the rising Republic beyond the 
seas for the inspiration of faith and hope in the 
final triumph of struggling humanity. And the 
republics of the New World, as they emerged 
from colonial dependence, through the fire and 
blood of revolutions, to vational life, turned to- 
ward united America as the greatexeniplar whose 
steady lights would illume their darkened path- 
way to national unity and power, and liberty reg- 
ulated by law. 

We of America have been accustomed, Mr. 
President, to contemplate with something of grate 
ifed and patriotic pride the strength of our deme 
eeratic insdiutieus and the stability of our repube 
lican Government, As we have watched the fra- 


ternal strifes, (he bloody and desoluing wars of 
factions that, in the republiesof the New World, 
have followed each other Hke the fleeting shad- 
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protect the liberties of the nation, menaccd by 
this foul revolt against law and order, liberty and 
civilization. That patriotism which garners the 
hallowed memories of the past, which compre- 
hends the vital issues of the present, which is in- 
gtinct with the aspirations of the future that looms 
up grand and great, bade wealth open its coffers 
to meet the needs of the imperiled nation, and 
the citizen-bare his: bosom to the blows aimed at 
the nation’s life; it bade the mother offer upon the 
altar of her endangered country her fair-haired 
boy in the bloom and pride of youth; it bade the 
wife send forth the husband of her love and hope 
to the harvest of death; and manhood 

z t offer youth and beauty 

Ov the wasting shrine 

. Ofa stern and lofty duty.” 

Mindfulof a country to-serve and to save, hun- 
dreds of thousands of the young men of loyal 
America have left their blooming fields, their for- 
ests and mines, theirringing workshopsand mills, 
their ships that “ help to wind the silken chain of 
commerce round the world,” their homes hal- 
lowed by associations and memories, their par- 
enis, brothers, sisters, wives, children, friends, 
the dear and the loved, to follow the old flag of 
united America to the battle-field, there to bear 
aoldiers’ burdens, do soldiers’ duties, and fill, if 
it might be, soldiers’ graves. We saw them as 
they thronged at the summons of duty around the 
unrolled banners of the Republic; we. heard the 
glad music of their march; we gazed upon the 
glittering steel and upon the gleaming banners as 
they fluttered away from our straining sight; and 
with throbbing heart, quickened pulse, quivering 
lip, and tearful eye, we commended them to the 
guardian care of that Being who notes even the 
sparrows fall. 

Through nearly three years of alternate suc- 
cessés and disasters, of weary toils, wasting 
‘marches, and decimating battles, they have borne 
bravely the banners af our unity and power. 
Many, who went from us in the pride of lusty 
life, now sleep in their bloody shrouds in the 
crowded and shallow trenches of the fiulds made 
immortal by their constancy and valor. Many, 
wasted by disease or falling by the hand of war, 
rost beneath lonely mounds on battle-fields, along 
the linea of marches, around the encampments 
and the hospitals, or in the graveyards beneath 
their own northern sities. Many, broken by dis- 
ease, or maimed by shot or shell, lie in the bos- 
pituls, or linger among us, reminding us of the 
appalling sacrifices of this revolt of barbari 
Worn out and wasted by the storms of war, reg 
ments that marched away with crowded ranks 
are standing sternly Front to the armed foes of the 
Republic wherever they menace the authority of 
the nation, ready to follow their torn and faded 
flags into fresh batde-ficlds. The wasting bat- 
taltons that opened the Mississippi, so that its 
waters, from their sources to the Gull, reflect 
back the stars of our national fag; the war-smit- 
ten regiments of the army of the Potomac, that 
on the immortal field of Gettysburg rolled back 
the advancing legions of the rebellion, broke its 
power, nod blasted its hopes forever, must yet be 
renewed by the fresh vigor and blood of the peo- 
ple. The needs of the imperiled country still de- 
mand thatthe decimated ranks of our veteran he- 
roes that now bear upon their bayonets the unity 
and existence of the nation should be crowded 


men? Why isit that our bright watéts are stained 
and our green fields reddened with fraternal blood? 
Why is it that the young men of America, in the 
pride and bloom of early manhood, are summoned 
from homes, from the mothers who bore them, 
from the wives and sisters who love them, tothe 
fields of bloody strife?) Why is it that millions 
of the men and the women of Christian America 


property, of health, and of life, these appalling 
sorrows and agonies now upon us, are all the 
merciless inflictions of slavery in its gigantic ef» 
fort to found itsempireand make its hateful power 
forever dominant in Christian America. Yes, 
slavery is the conspirator that conceived and or- 
ganized this mighty conspiracy against the unity 
and existence of the Republie. Slavery is the 
traitor that madly plunged the nation into the fire 
and blood and darkness of civil war. Slavery is 
the criminal whose hands are dripping with the 
blood of our murdered sons. Yes, sir, slavery 
is the conspirator, the traitor, the criminal that is 
reddening the sods of Christian America with ther 
blood of fathers and husbands, sons and brothers, 
and bathing them with the bitter tears of mothers, 
wives, and sisters. 

Sir,-slavery—bold, proud, domineering, with 
hate in its heart, scorn in its eye, defiance in its 
mien—has pronounced against the existence of 
republican institutions in America, against the 
supremacy of the Government, the unity and life 
of the nation. Slavery, hating the cherished in- 
stitutions that tend to secure the rights and enlarge 
the privileges of mankind; despising the toiling 
masses as mudsills and white slaves; defying the 
Government, its Constitution and its laws, has 
openly pronounced itself the mortal and unap- 
peasable enemy of the Republic. Slavery stands 
to-day the only clearly pronounced foe our country 
hason the globe. Therefore every word spoken, 
every line written, every act performed, that keeps 
the breath oflife in slavery for amoment, isagainst 
the existence of democratic institutions, against 
the dignity of the toiling millions, against the lib- 
erty, the peace, the honor, the renown, and the 
life of the nation. Inthe lights ofto-day that flash 
upon us from camp and battle-field, the loyal eye, 
heart, and brain of America sees and feels and 
realizes that the death of slavery is the life of the 
nation! The loyal voice of patriotism pronounces, 
in clear accents, that American slavery must die 
that the American Republic may live! 

Mr. President, the imperishable records of the 
Republic will bear to future ages the amplest evi- 
dence that slavery has ever been hostile to the 
spirit of her free institutions, 
by the commercial and colonial policy of the Brit- 
| ish empire, fostered by British legislation, pro- 
tected by British kings and quvens, lords, judges, 


| harbor of Jamestown to the dawn of the Revolu- 
| tion, was an alien in America, an enemy to law 
| and order, liberty and progress. ‘Phe pages of 
| our colonial history bear to us the amplest testi- 
mony that onr fathers saw its malign influence, 
and protested against the slave tradeand the slave- 
extending policy of the British Government. The 
bright pages of our history, upon which are re- 
corded the heroic decds of the men who accepted 
the bloody issues of civil war in defense of their 
periled liberties, and whose names are forever as- 
sociated with national independence and consti- 
tutional Government, will transmit to all coming 
generations the glorious fact that the founders of 
the Republic believed slavery to bean evil—a mor- 
al, social, and political evil—that would passaway 
under the influence ofthe ideas amd principles they 
had proclaimed. 

Rur slavery, ever lawless, aggressive, seductive, 
glided into the illustrious assembly that pro- 


| claimed America independent, and there bade the 


men who were hurling defiance at the most pow- 
erful empire of the world erase from their im- 
mortal declaration the words Jefferson had traced, 


Plantedin America | 


aud prelates, slavery, from the day it entered the | 


| 


i 
i 


Hi 


| 
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if 


prohibits the slave trade;’’ and that assembly of 
immortal statesmen who had met unawed the 
power of the British empire were forced to permit 
the African slave trade to continue for twenty 
years longer, unchecked by national legislation, 
and to incorporate into the new Constitution a 
provision under color of which slave-masters could 
hunt their fleeing bondmen over fields once moist- 
ened with revolutionary blood. 

Sir, under the new, Constitution, framed to se- 
cure the blessings of liberty, slavery strode into 
the chambers of legislation, the halls of justice, 
the mansions of the Executive, and, with menaces 
in the one hand and bribes in the other, it awed 
the timid and seduced the weak. Marching on 
from conquest to conquest, crushing where it could 
not awe, seduce, or corrupt, slavery saw institu- 
tions of learning, benevolence, and religion, po~ 
litical organizations and public men, ay, and the 
people too, bend before it and acknowledge its 
iron rule. Seizing on the needed acquisitions of 
Louisiana and of Florida toextend its boundaries, 
consolidate its power, and enlarge its sway, sla- 
very crossed the Mississippi and there established 
its barbarous dominion against the too feeble re- 
sistance of a not yet conquered people. Control- 
lihg absolutely the policy of the South, swaying 
the policy of the nation, impressing itself upon 
the legislation, the sentiments, and opinions of the 
North, slavery moved on to assured dominion, 
Under its aggressive advances emancipation soci- 
eties, organized by the men of the revolutionary 
era in the first bright ardor. of secured liberty, 
one by one disappeared; presses ond churches 
forgot to remember those in bonda as bonnd with- 
them, and recreant sons disowned tke sentiments, 
opinions, and principles of a glorious ancestry. 
And slavery, in the pride of power, proclaimed 
itself in the Elalls of Congress, through its apos- 
tles and champions, its Calhouns and McDuflies, 
‘a positive good,” “the only stable basis of re- 
publican ingtitutions,” ‘the corner-stone of the 
republican edifice.”’ 

But amid this gencral defection from the faith 
of the statesmen and heroes of the revolutionary 
age, a fearlesy and faithful few clung to the teach- 
ings of Washington and Franklin, Jefferson and 
Jay, and their illustrious compeers, Unawed by 
its power, unseduced by its blandishments, they 
opposed to the aggressions of slavery—ay, to 
slavery itself—a stern and unyielding resistance. 
They proclaimed emancipation to be the duty of 
the master and the right of the slave. To advance 
the cause of emancipation and to improve the con- 
dition of free people of color they avowed their 
readiness to use ‘all means sanctioned by law, 
humanity, and religion.” Slavery marked and 
branded thése heroic men as political and social 
outlaws; compelling them, in the words of John 
G. Whittier, “to hold property, liberty, and life 
itself at the mercy of lawless mobs.’’ Slavery 
cast its malign influence over all the land, mad- 
dening the brain and firing the heart of a deluded 
people against the fearless few who opposed, its 
aggressions and pitied its hapless victims. Pas- 


sion—blind, unreasoning passion—ruled the 


| hour. Cities were lighted by the sacked and 


burning dwellings of a proscribed and hated race. 
Churches, institutions of learning, and presses, 
were often forcibly closed or destroyed at the bid- 
ding of slavery by the lawless violence of * gen- 
tlemen of property and standing.”” 

Slaves were held in the District of Columbia, 
and slave pens and the slave trade polluted and 
dishonored the national capita) under the color of 
laws for which the people of America were re- 
sponsible in the forum of nations and before the 
throne of Almighty God. Christian men and 
women, oppressed with the sinand shame, humbly 
petitioned Congress to relieve them from thatsin 
and shame by making the national capital free. 
Slavery bade its tools—its Pattons, its Pinckneys, 
and its Athertons—violate the constitutional right 
of petition, and willing majorities hastened to re- 
gister its decree. Slavery arraigned before the bar 
of the House of Representatives John Quincy 
Adams, the illustrious champion of the right of 


| petition and the freedom of speech, and itexpelled 


the fearless and faithful Giddings for the offense 
of daring to construe the Constitution of his coun- 
try and interpret the law of nations. Slavery 
stepped upon the decks of Massachusetts ships 
in the harbor of Charleston, seized colored sea- 
men, citizens of the Commonwealth, and con- 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


signed them to prisons, to be fined, to be lashed, 
and to be sold into perpetual bondage. + Massa- 
chusetts, mindful of the rights of all her citizens, 
sent Samuel Hoar, one of her most honored sons, 
to test the constitutional rights of her imprisoned 
citizens in the judicial tribunals. Slavery cast 
him violently from South Carolina, and enacted 
that whoever should attempt to defend the rights 
of colored seamen in the courts of that Common- 
wealth should suffer the ignominy of imprison- 
ment. ~ 

Slavery cast its devouring eye upon the broad, 
rich fields of Texas, and sent its pioneers to 
wrench them from the feeble g¥asp of the Mexi- 
can republic. By the pon of Calhoun, its great 
champion, slavery in the name of the nation de- 
manded, in the face of Europe, the annexation of 
thatslaveholding republic, to defeat ultimate eman- 
cipation there, and to tighten the fetters of the 
bondmen here. In obedience to the humiliating 
demand of slavery, Texas was forced into the 
Union by an unconstitutional joint resolution, and 
the nation plunged into a war with Mexico. When 
peace returned, it brought with it half a million 
square miles of free territory. The North, the 
humiliated North, timidly asked that this terri- 
tory, made forever free by Mexican law, should 
be forever consecrated to freedom by national legis- 
lation; but slavery demanded the right to extend 
itself over these free Territories, and threatened 
the dismemberment of the Union if that claim was 
denied. California framed a constitution and asked 
admission as a free Commonwealth, but slavery 
resisted her admission with menaces of disunion 
and civil war. 'To appease slavery, a pliant Con- 
gress organized Utah and New Mexico, so that 
slaye-masters could range over them with their 
fettered bondmen, gave fifty thousand square miles 
of the free soil of New Mexico to slaveholding 
Texas, and with them $10,000,000, and enacted 
the unconstitutional, inhuman, and unchristian 
fugitive slave act, that has dishonored and humil- 
jated the nation before earth and heaven. Slavery 
then, tu its hour of complete triumph, insolently 
demanded that the two great political parties, who 
had shrunk appalled before its menaces of dis- 
union and civil war, who had betrayed the cause 
of freedom, humanity, and civilization in Amer- 
ica, should now declare these its acts “ finalities,”’ 
and bid the people forever cease “agitation.” 

Having forced these parties to pronounce its 
legislation of 1850 a*¢ finality in principle and sub- 
stance,” slavery strode like an imperial despot 
into these Chambers and demanded the repeal of 
the Missouri prohibition of the 6th of March, 
1820, and a faithless Congress and a subservient | 
Executive hastened to open halfa million square 
miles, in the central regions of the Republic, con- 
secrated forever to freedom and free labor, to the | 
footsteps ofthe bondman. Northern freemen went | 
tu that magnificent Territory to found there the 
institutions of freedom. Slavery made its brutal 
tools invade Kansas, seize the ballot-box, clect a 
territorial Legislature, enact inhuman and un- 
christian laws, bathe the virgin soil of that beau- 
tiful region with the blood of ‘civil war, frame a 
slave constitution by fraud, and force it upon a 
free people. Faithfully did the propagandists of 
slavery labor in Kansas and in Congress, and jn 


the Executive Departments of the Government, | 


to execute its decrees. They invaded the Terri- 
tory, they usurped the government, they enacted 
slave statutes, they robbed and burned, they mur- 
dered brave men contending for their lawful rights. 
In Congress, the champions of slavery were hardly 
Jess brutal than in the wilds of distant Kansas. 


My colleague [Mr.Sumner] portrayed the crimes | 


of slavery against Kansas, and he was smitten 


murderous, and cowardly assault.” The propa- | 
gandists of slavery framed a slave constitution, 
sustained it by fraud and violence, and the weak 
and wicked Administration of James Buchanan, | 


attempted to force it by corruption through Con- | 
gress upon an unwilling people, but for the first | 


time slavery was baffled, defeated, dishonored. | 


Freemen triumphed; Kansas came into the Union 
radiant with liberty. : 
Sir, slavery saw its waning power; itsaw, too, 


that its criminal victories of the past were but | 
barren and fruitless triumphs that turned to ashes || 


onthelip. Itthen wrung from the Supreme Cour 


the Dred Scott decision, by which it hoped to |i 
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control the vast Territories‘of the Republic, even 
against the will of the actual settlers. It bade 
the Legislature of New Mexico enactaslave code, 
and also a code for the enslavement of white la- 
boring men. It sent Walker and his fillibusters 
to Central America to win slave territory. It 
sighed for Cuba, which it could not clutch. It 
mobbed, flogged, expelled, and sometimes mur- 
dered Christian men and women in the South for 
no offense against law, humanity, or religion. It 
maddened the southern brain and firéd the south- 
ern heart. 
of the South against the institutions and the peo- 
ple of the North, against the Constitution and 
the old flag of their country. It tame into the 
‘Vhirty-Sixth Congress threatening to dismem- 
ber this Union of constellated Commonwealths 


if the people of America should elect a President 


opposed to its admission into the Territories. It 
rushed into the Democratic national convention, 
and, as the first step toward disunion, severed 
the Democratic party. It then went into the pres- 
idential election, sceking defeat, yet threatening 
the vengeance of disunion and civil war if de- 
feated. Regardless, however, of its treasonable 
menaces, the people went to the ballot-boxes‘and 
made Abraham Lincoln President of the United 
States, Slavery instantly raised the banner of 
treason, dragged South Carolina with headlong 
haste into open rebellion, and forced other States 
swiftly to follow her example. Slavery organ- 
ized conspiracies in the Cabinet, conspiracies in 
Congress, conspiracies in the States, conspiracies 
in the Army, conspiracies in the Navy, conspira- 
cies every where for the overthrow of the Govern- 
mentand the disruption of the Republic. Atthe 
bidding of slavery the oft-vaunted southern con- 
federacy, the dream of slaveholding traitors for 
thirty ycars, rose upon the recognized basis that 
bondage was the normal condition of all men of 
the Africanrace. Slavery bade those of its cham- 
pions who were in the service of the nation leave 
Cabinets and Senates, military posts and naval 
stations, for the service of the rebellion; and at 
the bidding of slavery, Floyd, its truest expo- 
nent, left the Cabinet when there’scemed nothing 
more for him to steal; and Davis and Toombs, 
Slidell and Mason, Hunter and Benjamin, and 
their guilty comncers in treason, in solemn mock- 
ery lett the Chambers of Congress when the plots, 
conspiracies, treacheries, aud perjuries imposed 
upon them by the great architect of ruin seemed 
accomplished. 

Sir, not content with seizing forts, arsenals, 
arms, and public property everywhere within the 
rebel States, slavery bade the frowning batteries 
menacing Sumter fire upon the Star of the West 
sailing under the protecting folds of the national 
flag, and freighted with bread for starving sol- 
diers; and when that act of armed treason tailed 
to arouse to action an insulted but patient ane for- 


bearing country, slavery bade those rebel batteries | 
open their fire on Samter and its few starving but | 


heroie defenders; and those consuming batteries, 
in obedience to its command, hurled shotand shell 
upon that devoted fortress till the glorious old flag 
of united America came down, and the rebel ban- 


ner waved over the smoking ruins. And thus sla- | 


very, after an aggressive warfare of two genera- 
tions upon the vital and animating spirit of repub- 
lican institutions, upon the cherished and hallowed 
sentiments of a free and Christian people, upon 
the enduring interests and lasting fame of the na- 
tion, organizes a treasonable conspiracy, raises 
the standard of revolt, and plunges the nation 
into a bloody contest for the preservation of its 
menaced life. To the full comprehension of every 


i} man in America whose heart, brain, and soul have: 
down upon the floor of the Senate by ‘‘a brutal, | 


not been poisoned by its seductive arts and malign 
influence slavery is the cause, the whole cause, 
of this foul, wicked, and bloody rebellion. Every 
loyal American Whose reason is unclouded sees 
that slavery is the prolific mother of all these 
nameless woes—these sumless agonies of civil 
war. 
cot of sickness, of wounds, and of death, was laid 
there by slavery; thatevery wounded and maimed 


soldier hobbling along our streets was wounded | 


and maimed by slavery; that the lowly grave of 


i| every loyal soldier fallen in defense of the coun- | 


try was dug by slavery; that mourning wives 
and sorrowing children were made widows and 
orphans by slavery. Before the tribunal of man- 
kind of the present and of coming ages, before 


It turned large masses of the people | 


He secs that every loyal soldier upon the | 


the bar of the ever-living God, the loyal heart oft 
America holds'slavery responsible fop every dol- 
lar sacrificed, for every drop of blood. shed, för 
every pang of toil, of agony, and of death, for 
every tear wrung from suffering’ or affection; in 
this godless rebellion now upon üş. ` For these 
treasonable deeds, for these crimes aginst free- 
dom, humanity, and the life of thenation, slavery 
should be doomed by theloyal people of America’ 
to a swift, utter, and ignominious annihilation: 

But slavery, Mr. President, should not only be. 
doomed to an ignominious death, to perish út- 
terly from. the face of the country; for the trea- 
sonable crime of levying war upon the Govern= 
ment, but the safety if not the eXistence of the 
nation demands its extermination. The expe« 
rience of nearly three years of civil war has 
demonstrated to the full.comprehension. of every 
loyal and intelligent man in America that slavery 
is the motive-power, the heart and soul and brain 
of the rebellion. Slavery fills the hearts of -the’ 
southern people with its sweltered venom, with: 
its dark and malignant hatred of the free'States, 
and with its-bitter scorn and contempt for the toil- 
ing masses, for the policy that cares for their 
rights and interests, and: for the institutions that 
improve and elevate them. Slavery instinctively’ 
feels that the achieved institutions of twenty mi> 
lion free people, their free speech, free presses, 
their political, moral, ahd. religious convictions, 
their permanent interests, all forbid that its policy’ 
should continue to control the national: Govern- 
ment. Slavery realizes, too, that every enduring 
element of the Constitution, every permanent prin- 
ciple of national policy and interest, is and must 
continue to. be hostile to the ascendéncy of its 
principles and its policy. Slavery, hating; scorn=' 
ing, despising the toiling millions of the Republic, 
conscious that it cannot longer retain the perma- 
nent control of the national Government, consoli- 
dates the public opinion of the South against the 
people and Government, and fires southern ambi- 
tion and interest with the idea of a splendid slave- 
holding empire, sitting on the shores of the Mex- 
ican Gulf, and extending its imperial sway over 
Cuba, Mexico, and Central America. : 

Sir, slavery not only fires the southern heart, 
brain, and soul, and nerves the southern armein 
council-hall and on the battle-field with its malig- 
nant hate and bitter scorn of Yankee laborers and 
Yankee institutions, its lofty contempt for the 
principles and policy of freedom, its haughty dé- 
fiance of the authority of the national Govern- 
mènt, and its gorgeous visions of the future power 
of the southern confederacy, commanding the 
commerce of the world by its‘tropical productions 
and its millions of slaves, butit uses the bones and 
sinews of more than three millions of the bondmen 
of rebel masters in support of the rebellion. These 
slaves.of rebel masters sow and reap, plant and 
gather the harvests that support rebel masters and 
feedrebelarmies. By their ceaseless, unpaid toil, 
these millions of bondmen enable their traitorous 
masters and the poor white men of the rebel States 
to leave their fields and shops and rush to the 
battle-field to shed the blood of our loyal country- 
men, of our neighbors and friends and brothers 
and sons. These bondmen throw up fortifica- 
tions, dig trenches and rifle-pits, make roads and 
bridges, fell forests and build barracks, drive 
teams, and relieve in many ways the toil of rebel 
soldiers, thus making more efficient the rebel ar- 
mies. It is as clear asthe track of the sun across 
the heaveng that these slaves of rebel masters are 
as efficient instruments for the overthrow of the 
authority of the Federal Government, for the dis- 
memberment of the Republic, and the establish- 
ment of the rebel empire, as ure rebel soldiers in 
camp or on battle-field. The spade and hoe of 
the slaves of rebels support the rifle and bayonet 
of rebel soldiers. Slavery is not only the motive- 
power, the heart and soul of the rebellion, but it 
isthe arm also. ‘Therefore the preservation of 


| the life of the country, and the lives of our brave 


soldiers battling for national existence, as well as 
the just punishment of conspiracy and treason, 


| demand that the loyal men of the Republic shall 


swear by Him who liveth evermore that slavery 
in America shall die. , i 
Notovly the punishment ofits appalling crimes, 
not only the lives of our countrymen and the 
preservation of the life of the naton; demand the 
uiter extermination of slavery, but the future ro- 
pose of the country also demands ite Slavery has 


poisoned the very fountains of existence in the 
South; it has entered into the blood and. boneand. 
marrow and the soul of our scuthern country- 
men. . it hes filled. their bosoms. with. bitter, 
fierce, unreasoning hate toward their countrymen 
of the North, and the institutions,the Government, 
‘and the flag oftheir country. So longas slavery 
shall live, it will infuse its deadly and fatal poison 
into the southern brain, heart, and.soul.. Then 


let slavery.die a felon’s death, and sink into a: 


traitor’s grave, amid the curses ofa loyal nation. 


Then, when. slavery shall sleep the sleep that | 


knows. 16: waking, in the grave of dishonor and 
infamy, reason will assume its mild sway again 
over-our now maddened, poisoned, and intoxi- 
cated countrymen of the South. . Take the mad- 
dening cup from the trembling hand of the dranke 


ard, who, in his wild delirium, hates the mother. 


who. bore him, the wife of bis bosom, and. the 
children of his love, and that drunkard will- be a 
man again, and love, cherish, and protect the 
mother, wife, and children he would smite down 
in his madness. Smite down slavery, strike the 
fetters from the limbs of its hapless victims, and 
slave-masters will become loyal again, ready to 
pour out their blood for the Government they 
now hate and the country they now assail. 
will recur to the recollections. of the early days 
of the Republic with gratitude and patriotic.pride, 
they will look forward with undoubting confi- 
dence in the future of theircountry.. Their hearts 
will again throb with kindly regard for their coun- 
trymen of the North, and they will hail once 
more the beneficent institutions of a united coun- 
try... The old flag, under which the men of the 
North andof the South fought and bled, side by 
side, on land and wave, will again be an object 
ofalfection and pride; tts stars, now obscured to 
their vision, will gleam again with brighter luster 
and more radiant beauty. 

Sir, would we, then, punish the foul conspira- 
tor, the lawless traitor, the giant criminal, that 
organized this conspiracy, inaugurated this civil 
war,and murdered our sons; would we preserve 
our country one and indivisible; would we secure 
for our countrymen, our institutions, our coun- 
try, and oar Government future repose and af- 
fuction, let us crash out and utterly exterminate 
slavery in America. Surely the needs of the 
country, the pressing exigencies of passing events 
teach this as our first and highest duty. Surely 
the far-seeing intelligence of loyal patriotism is 
rising to the full comprehension of this duty to 
an endangered country, to the present and future 
ages. Surely the Congress of the United States 
and the Chief Magistrate of the Republic should 
come to the realization of this wanscendent.duty. 

When slavery, in the spring of I8G1, stained 
the land with the blood of civil war, the President, 
by proclamation, summoned the Thirty-Seventh 
Congress to mecton the 4th of July, and at noon 
on that day Congress assembled, to enter upon 
the mighty task imposed upon it by the national 
perils. Vacant chairs in both Chambers vividly 
impressed upon the mind the gigantic propor- 
tions of the rebellion, and the fearful magni- 
tude of the impending struggle, and inspired the 
soul with something of awe in the presence of 
events so transcendent. Few of the chiefs of sla- 
very were present to dominate, seduce, orcorrupt, 
The clearbeaded, practical, dominating Davis; 
the erratic, reckless, blustering Toombs; the ae- 
complished, timid, cautious Hunter; the eloquent, 
polished, insincere Benjamin; the pretentious, 
pompous Mason; the bold, adroit, unscrupulous 
“Slidell; the dark, cold, bitter Clay; the genia, 
courteous, fanatical Brown, and their com pecrs 


in conspiracy, sedition, and treason, plotted their į 
foul, dark, and infernal work no longer in the Cap- 


itol of the nation. Bat Breckinridge, the chosen 
chief of incipient treason, not less guilty than his 
absent compeers in crime, was present to cavil 
and to criticise, denounce the acts of loyal patriot- 
ism, ere hé slunk away to strike at the beart of 
the country that had trusted and honored him. 
The chair of Douglas was vacant; life-long oppo- 
nents gazed sadly upon it, for they gratefully re- 
ment i tbat the elosing hours of his crowded 
life were 
voted followers to chag to the Union, and crush 
the rebellion with theiron hand of war. Andrew 
Johnson, baflling the assassins of the Unien in 
‘Vernnessec, was present to cheer and to animate 
by bold and patrictic counsels. 


They | 


given to patriotism, to adjuring bis de- | 
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Sir, seldom in the history of nations have states- 
men been called to the performance ofhigher duties 
than were the men who were summoned by the 
Administration they had placed in power to legis- 
late for a land rentand torn by discord and siained 
by fraternal blood. They entered with brave 
hearts and resolved spirits upon the great work 
imposed upon them with unsurpassed devotion 
and tireless industry. The Administration asked 
for four hundred thousand men and §400,000,000, 
and Congress promptly gave it five hundred thou- 
sand men and $500,000,000.. The Army and 


Navy were increased, and laws enacted for the | 


organization and government of the military and 
naval forces, and for supplying the Government 
with the needed means to carry onthe war, whose 
gigantic proportions startled and amazed the 
world. 

Statesmen of -the majority in both Houses of 
Congress clearly saw that slavery was not only 
the cause and motive-power of the rebellion, but 
that the ceaseless toil of its millions of enforced 
victims enabled treason to fill the ranks, feed and 
pay its armies. They would quickly strike at 
the vitals of the insurrection by confiscating the 
property of leading rebels, and freeing the slaves 
of all rebel masters; but prudence demanded that 
they should yield, at least fora time, to the coun- 
sels of the cautious and the fears of the timid. 
Slaves were used by rebel armies to erect fortifi- 
cations, dig trenches and rifle-pits; but it wasnot 
until after the defeat of Bull Run that a majority 
could be obtained in Congress to enact that such 
slaves should be declared free. The timid and 
the cautious feared that Union men in the border 
States would be alarmed by the emancipation of 
the sInves used to construct works, behind whieh 
rebel legions might hurl shotand shell into the 
bared bosoms of our devoted sons, batting for 
their country under the old flag. Butthis meas- 
ure, denounced by the traitor Breckinridge as 
“the first of a series of acts loosing all bonds,” 
became the law of the land. 

Sir, as the rebellion developed its gigantic pro- 
portions, as the rebel confederacy aiste its 
8 
isstinets outrun the dedactons of statesmen, did 


not fail to see that slavery was the vital and im- | 


pelling force of the rebellion, and that it should 
be crippled by the exercise ofall the constitutional 
and war powers of the Government, so they hailed 
aud welcomed the proclamation of John ©. fré- 
mont. 

Congress assembled in December, 1861, in- 
structed by the events of the war, and assured by 
the sentiments of the people. Measures of tran- 
scendent magnitade pressed for consideration, and 
to the consideration of these measures Congress 
addressed itself with an industry never surpassed 
—no, never equaled by any Congress in the his- 
tory of the Republic. Important measures con- 
cerning the Army and Navy were passed, a great 
system of-internal taxation was devised, and the 
revenue laws revised. “Phe Pacific railroad bill 
was cnacted, and that beneficent measure, the 
homestead bill, was made the law of the land. 
Other measures for the defense, protection, and 


interests of the country, hardly less important, | 


were matured and enacted; but the crowning glory 
of the ‘Thirty-Seventh Congress was its compre- 
hensive, far-reaching legislation against slavery, 
the declared enemy of the country, and the com- 
mon enemy of the race. For two generations 
slavery had polluted the national capital, under 
the sanction of the nation. On the day Congress 
reassembled, three thousand men, women, and 
children, fettered by the people of this Republic, 


reat military power, the loyal masses, whose | 


as they held up their manaeled hands, could see i 


the stars and stripes wave over the Capitol. Con- 
gress, by decisive majorities in both Houses, 
struck the shackles from the limbs of these three 
thousand bondmen, and made the capital of the 
nation free forevermore. Siavery, surg to mad- 
ness, muttered maledictions, painted the miseries 
of freedom, drew vivid pictures of the horrors of 
San Domingo, and predicted anarchy and strife; 
but the enfranchised bondmen assembled in the 
churches of the living Ged, and offered up the 
thanks of a grateful people for the priceless boon 
of personal freedom. 

_ ‘Lhe fifteen thousand persons of African descent 
in the District of Columbia were subjected to in- 
human and oppressive laws and ordinances. Con- 


| gress enacted that they should be tried for the 


| 
} 
| 
i 
1 
| 
i 
i 
i 
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same offenses in the same manner and be sub- 
jected tothe same punishment as were, white per- 
sons. The free colored people of the District were, 
compelled to. pay taxes for the support of schools 
from which their children were excluded, and 
Congress authorized them to establish schools, 
and to pay their own money for the support of 
their own schools. 

Slavery demanded the right to enter and range 
over the Territories unchecked by national legis- 
lation orlocad law. Itbade the legislators of New 
Mexico enact a barbarous slave code, and alsoa 
degrading code for the oppression of white labor- 
ing men; but those legislators hastened to repeal 
those dishonoring codes, when the nation put ils 
heel upon the neck of the slave power in the au- 
tumn of 1860. On every rood of the vast terri- 
tory of the United States, the Thirty-Seventh 
Congress has written, Slavery shall be prohibited 
forever and forever. The irrepealable decree hag 
gone forth that. evermore those prairies nd for- 
ests and mines, with their illimitable resources to 
be developed for mankind, are consecrated to 
freedom and free institutions for all, chains and 
fetters for none. cust 

Slavery, unmindful of the commercial interests 
of the country, although the commercial interests 
of the country have been too often mindful of the 
interests of slavery, persistently refused for two 
generations to acknowledge the independence of 
Hay ti, but the Thirty-Seventh Congress by large 
majorities acknowledged the independence of 
Hayti and Liberia. For many years the Afri- 
can slave-traders carried on their inhuman and 
accursed traffic under the protecting folds of the 
American flag, but slavery saw neither inhuman- 
ity nor dishonor in this degrading prostitution of 
the emblem of our national sovereignty, The Ad- 
ministration early negotiated a treaty with the 
British Government for the more effectual supe 
pression of that loathsome trafiic, by the mutual 
recognition of the right of visitation and of search 
on the coasts of Africa, and the Senate of the 
United States, no longer controlled by the oli- 
garchs, ratified that treaty, and the Thirty-Sev- 
enth Congress enacted the needed legislation to 
carry itinto full effect. In spite of all persuds- 
ive influences and noisy clamors the President 
of the United States permitted the violated laws 
to be enforced upon a slave pirate in the city of 
New York, by which he died a felou’s death and 
left a felon’s name, 

Ofiicers in the military service often dishonored 
that service by surrendering persons claimed as 
fugitive slaves, who sought protection and service 
under the flag of the country. Sometimes per- 
sons claimed ‘as fugitive slaves were given up to 
rebel claimants and inhumanly tortured. Ouren- 
campments were sometimes searched by traitor 
masters, weaponed for violence, and humane offi- 
cers were sometimes arrested and punished for 
refusing to stain their souls with the crime of sur- 
rendering to rebel masters escaped slaves, who 
were ever ready to serve their country with a no- 
ble fidclity—a fidelity now acknowledged by Wil- 
liam EL. Seward in these aptand ever-to-be-remem- 
bered words: , 

S EVERYWHERE THE AMERICAN GENERAL RECEIVES HIS 
MOST USEFUL AND RELIARLE INFORMATION FROM THE NE- 
GRO, who hails his coming as the harbinger of freedom,” 


py 


he Thirty-Seventh Congress enacted by de- 
cisive majorities a new article of war for the gov- 
ernment of all our armies, that persons claimed 
as fugitive slaves shall not be surrendered by per- 
sons engaged in the military or naval service on 
pain of being dismissed from that service, 

Sir, the Thirty-Seventh Congress declared in 
the confiseation act that no slave escaping into 
any State, Territory, orthe District of Columbia, 
should be delivered up or deprived of his liberty in 
any way except for some offense against the laws, 
unless the person claiming said fugitive shall make 
oath that he bas not been in arms against the 
United States, nor given aid and comfort to the 
rebellion in any way; and that no persons in the 
military or naval service shall assume to decide 
upon the validity of any claim to fugitive slaves, 
nor surrender any such persons to the claimant, 
on pain of being dismissed from the service, By 
the ninth section of that acl, the Thirty-Seventh 
Congress provided that all slaves of persons in 
rebellion against the Government of the United 
States escaping and taking refuge within the lines 
of the Army, or captured from such persons or 
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deserted by them, should be deemed captures of 
war and should be forever free, By this sweeping | 
actthe Thirty-Seventh Congress decreed that free= | 
dom shouid follow the advancing flag of the Re- 
public wherever our armies should march in the 
rebel States. 

The President was authorized by the Thirty- 
Seventh Congress to receive into the military ser- 
vice. of the United States the slaves of rebel mas- 
ters, and the slaves so accepted for military 
purposes, their mothers, their wives, and their 
children if held in servitude by rebel masters were 
made free forever,’ This series of acts of the 
Thirty-Seventh Congress “loosing,” inthe words 
of John C. Breckifridge, “all bonds,” though | 
resisted, misrepresented, and maligned will be 
sanctioned by the approval of the present and of 
coming ages, by that patriotism that embraces 
the permanent and lasting interests of United 
America, by that humanity that cares forthe poor 
and lowly, by that religion that recognizes in the 
humblest of the children of men a being made in 
the image of God for whom Christ mounted the 
cross. ‘The act giving a gratuity of $1,000,000 | 
to the loyal slave-masters of the District of Co- 
Jumbia, and the vote pledging the nation to aid 
emancipation in the loyal States, will stand for- 
ever as evidences of the moderation, the justice, 
and theself-sacrificing spirit of the statesmen who 
carried through Congress this series of humane, | 
Christian, and patriotic measures. 

Sir, on the 22d of September, 1862, the Pres- 
ident of the United States called the attention of 
all persons engaged in the military and naval ser- 
vice to these humane, wise, and comprehensive 
provisions of the laws of Congress, and he  en- 
joined and ordered” them to observe, obey, and 
enforce them,” and those title-deeds to freedom 
were thereafter to be enforced in the land of the 
rebellion by the glittering bayonets of a million 
men, 

But the President of the United States, on the 
Ql of September, 1862, startled and thrilled the 
nations by that immortal proclamation that an 
nounced *thaton the Ist day of January, in the 
year of our Lord 1863, all persons held as slaves 
within any State, or in any designated part of a 
State, the people whereof shall be in rebellion 
against the United States, shall be then, thencefor- 
ward, and forever free; and the Executive Govern- 
ment of the United States, including the military 
and naval authority thereof, will recognize and 
maintain the freedom of such persons, and will 
do no act or acts to repress such persons, orany of 
them, in any efforts they may make for their actual 
freedom.’? On the Ist day of January, 1863, the 
sident of the United States,  inveking the con- 
siderate judgment of mankind and the gracious 
favor of Alı $ solemn 
pledge of the eptember, which the record- 
ing angel had tered, On that day the irre- 
versible decree was sent forth to master and slave, 
to earth and heaven. By this exercise of the war 
powers of the Government all persons held 
slaves in any State or part thereofin r 
were declared to be ‘f then, thenceforward, and 


a) 


ran 


tain the freedom ofsuch persons, ‘Phiscomplete, 
absolute, and final decree of emancipation in rebel 
States, born of military necessity, proclaimed by 


v 


the Commander-in-Ghief of the Army and Navy, i 
is the settled and irrepealable law of the Republic, || 
to be observed, obeyed, and enforced, by Army | 


| announced to the doubting nations. 
| announcement by the vehement resistance of 


Hits fail, 
ever free,” and the Executive, the military and na- || 
valauthorities were pledged to recegnizeand main- |j 


and Navy, and by the irreversible voice of the |; 


mation. 

‘Tbe enforcement of this proci 
peace and order, freedom and un 
tracted country; the fulure to euforce it wil bring 
with it discord and anarchy, a disseve 
and a broken nation, ‘The issues are cicarly and 
distinetl y drawn by this proclamation between law 
and order and freedom anda united nation on the 
one hand, and anarchy and discord and slavery 
anda shivered an 
Freedom, humanity, and religion, the unerring | 
voice of patriotism, pronounces ull attempts to de- | 


ity, toa now dis- 


feat the enforcement of this proclamation decree- |) 
slaves In revel States as 


ing the freedom of all 
unpatriotic, as criminal, ay, as treasunable, too, 
as were the efforts to defeat the final establish 
ment of the Declaration of the 4th of July, 1776. 
‘The men who sought to defeat the consummation 
ef that “ proclamation of the universal emancipa- 


amation will give ij 
j tion, 


l Union 
i, antly 


ddishonored Unioncutheether. i 


Hon of man from thethralldom of man’? sank into 
obscure and dishonored graves under the blasting 
and withering fires.of outraged patriotism.. The. 
fires of patriotism burn as brightly now.as in 
earlier days, and the men ‘t who,” in the words 
of a gallant soldier, “ emerge from their gloom as 
the shadows. fall upon their country,” the men 
who prate of the constitutional rights of slavery; 
treason, and crime, should: remember the fate of 
the “skuiking neutrals’? and the sticklers for 
‘rightful authority”? in 1776 ere joining in giving 
aid and comfort to the traitor chiefs. Patriotism 


instinctively indorses this proclamation of eman- 
cipation; treason in every fiber of its being strives 


with bloody hands to throttle it. Jn the fiery and 
bloody struggles through which this proclamation 
has passed, struggles that have stirred this nation 
to its profoundest depths, patrictism will mark and 
brand the men who care more for the safety of the 
slaves of rebel masters than for the blood of brave 
men fighting the battles of the endangcred coun- 
try, more for the perpetuity of slavery in rebel- 
Hon than for the unity and the perpetuity of the 
Republic. 

Sir, eighteen eventful months have passed since 
the policy ofemancipation in the rebel States’ was 
Met on its 


mighty interests, assailed by passion and preju- 
dice, misunderstood by timidity and ignorance, 
that transeendent measure, sanctioned alike by 
liberty, humanity, and patriotism, has fought its 


| way tll it has won for our country doubting 


friends, conquered the country’s enemies in the 


| Old World, and laid low the vaunted power of its 
| assailants in the Ne 


v. {thas lifted up the bloody 
civil war in America from what European states- 
men were wont to characterize as ‘fa mere strug- 


! gle for power on the one hand, and independence 


on the other,” to a holy war for liberty, human- 


| ity, and civilization against the rebel slavemon- 


gers, fighting to perpetuate in Christian America 
a vulgar, brutal, and loathsome barbarism. This 
prockimation of emancipation, sent forth by the 


| President in the name of the menaced nation, b 


elevating the struggle in which we 


ts) 


are engaged, 


| is fast winning for cur country the active sym- 


pathies of hamanity the wide world over, 
Since emancipation in the rebel States was pro- 
claimed as the settled policy of the Republic, the 


| huge, horrid, and ghastly system of human sla- 


very in republican and Christian America, that 
in the pride and arrogance of its power mocked 


| and jeered atthe claims of toiling millions, scoffed 


atand derided the higher law, and defied the au- 
thority of the country, is hastening to its inglo- 


' rious end, to the grave of dishonor that knows 


no resurrection, Its worshipers, who were swift 
to come to its support before they were called, 
and to ren on its errands before they were sent, 


| are blinking away from itin this Hs hour of bitter 
| hamifiation, or hastening to announce, in accents 


ef anguish, that the idol of their worship is de- 
throned, fallen, dead forevermore. 

Sir, slavery in the loyal States is hastening to 
Delaware sends to the House of Repre- 
sentatives an immediate emancipationist as the 
exponent of ber sentiments and opinions that ere 
long will be embodied in adecree of liberty, Mary- 


i land hassummonedacouvention to smite the fet- 


ters from the limbs of her bondmen, and to place 
her in the list of freeCommanweaiths. West Vir- 
inia, carved outof the ancient dominion, begins 


pation, which her interests and advancing public | 


sentiment alike demand shall be transformed into 
a SYS 


Kentucky alone, among the loyal States, 
the banners of slavery proudly and defi- 


bears 


ident of the United States, slavery there vaunt- 


| ingly proclaims its power, and assumes to contro! 


Bat th 


Din 


estinies of that Commonwealth. 


cxorable logic of events, the advancing sentiments | 


of ber people, the efforts of many of her noblest 
sons, will rescue ‘‘ the dark and bloody ground” 
fromthe domination of slavemasters, and tbe op- 
probrum of continuing to be what she now is, tne 
siave-pen of loyal America, into which slave- 
mongers gun slavesfrom the States where slavery 
is perishing, and where men made free by the 
Presideat’s proclamation in rebel States are often 


Er 
arrested and imprisoned in shameless defiance of 


am of immediate and unconditional aboli- | 


Spared by the tender mercy of the Pres- |; 


Federal authority.. ‘Tennessee, excepted! bythe: 
Presidentin hisproclamation of emancipation, isy 
under the lead of Andrew Johnson ;ripening for: 
immediate and unconditional emancipation: <Ar- 


| kansas accepts. the proclamation.and: prohibits 


slavery forever in her organic law; «i Louisiana 
elects a State administration pledged by her: Gov 
ernor in his inaugural address to. the ‘universal 
and immediate extinction of slavery a8 a: publi¢ 
and private blessing,” to` base the regenerated! 
State on a ‘* devotion to the Union; on-a love: of 
liberty to all men, and ona spirit of jugtice'and: 
humanity —to put her constitution jn@irmony 
with the proclamation of freedom: ‘The govern= 
ment of Virginia recognized by the Congress: of 
the United States, by an amendment to her or- 
ganic law decrees immediate emancipation, and 
Federal bayonets will enforce that decree-in. that: 
ancient Commonwealth, where repose the ashesof 
Washington and Henry, Jefferson and Madison, 
Mason and Marshall, and other: champions-of 
emangipation in her better days.. Congress, not 
by the consent of the loyal States or loyal masters, 
but by the will and power of the nation, makes 
free at once and forever every slave who enlists 
into the military service. The Attorney General 
pronounces the black man, who was said to‘ have 
no rights that white men were bound to respect; 
a citizen of the United. States. The Secretaryof 
State gives the black nran the passport of citizen- 
ship, which in every quarter of the globe is evi- 
dence that the bearer is a citizen of the North 
American Republic. The Secretary of War com- 
missions a black man to be a surgeon in the mil- 
itary service of the United States, and the Presi- 
dent organizes a hundred and twenty regiments, 
of eighty thousand black men, who are bearing 
upon their flashing bayonets the unity of the Re~ 
public, and the destinies of their race. cae. 
Sir, slavery in America, though upheld by-in 
terests, customs, and usages, trenched about by 


| inhuman statutes, and hedged around by passion~ 


ate, vehement, and unreasoning prejudices, is fast 
crumbling to atoms beneath the blows rained upon 
it by a liberty-loving and patriotic people. But 
let anti-slavery men listen to no truce, tọ no com- 
promise, to no cry for mercy. Let them now be 


| as inflexible as justice, as incxorable as destiny. 


Whenever and wherever a blow can be dealt at 
the vitals of the retreating fiend, let that blow be 
struck in the name of the bleeding nation, and of 
the “dumb, toiling millions boundand sold.” A 
truce with slavery is a defeat for the nation, A 
compromise with slavery is a present of disaster 
and dishonor anda future of anarchy and blood. 
Mercy to slavery isa crime against liberty, The 
death of slavery is the annihilation of the rebel- 
lion, the unity of the Republic, the life of the na- 
tion, the harmonious development of republican 
institutions, the repose, culture, and renown of 
the people. 

Though riven and shattered by the storms of 
the stupendous civil war it inaugurated, slavery 
still battles for existence with the reckless auda- 
city of that desperation which sees with clear 
vision its impending doom. Though waning in 
power, slavery still retains inits grasp vast masses 
of men in the loyal States, ready to do its bid- 
ding, and presents in its defense a rampart of three 
hundred thousand gleaming bayonets. Those 
masses must be won over to the gathering hosts 
of freedom, or utterly routed, and that rampart of 
glittering steel must go down before the advan- 
cing legions of the Republic, ere slavery sinks into 
the grave that knows no resurrection, 

Sir, let not the anti-slavery men of this age for- 
get that the founders of the Republie believed 
slavery would wither and die benéath the blended 
rays of the Christian and democratic institutions 
they founded. Lict them not forget that slavery 
was then a mendicant, pleading for forbearance 
and merey, for a litle time to hide itself from the 
gaze of thathumanity itoutraged and dishonored. 
Let them remember how it eluded and deceived our. 
fathers, and from a feeble mendicant became the 
master of the Government and the people, until it 
consummated its crimes by the inauguration of the 
revolution to blot the North American Republie 
from the muster-roil of nations. Letthem remem- 
ber that masses of ourcountrymen have been, and 
still Sve, its pliantinstraments, everswift to execute 
itsdecrees; atits bidding te trampleupon the sacred 
right of petition; to arraign Joha Quincy Adams 
before the bar of the representatives of the people; 
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to expel Joshua R. Giddings; to annex slavehold- 

ing Texas for the extension and perpetuation of its 

power; to. open the free territory won from Mex- 

ico to its blistering footsteps; to enact an inhuman 

fugitive slave law; to repeal the Missouri prohi- 

bition: of slavery north and west of 36° 30’; to 

invade the territory of Kansas, seize the ballot- 

boxes, elect a Legislature; enact-black codes, mur- 
der free State men: forno offense, frame a lecomp- 
fon constitution, and-attempt to force it upon an 

unwilling. people. by. executive: power-and cor- 
ruption; to. prornulgate the Dred Scott decision; 

to.dema@i the incorporation. into:the Constitution 

of the recognitionand protection of slavery south 

of 360. 30';.the right to carry slaves in transit into, 
through, and over free States; the denial of the 
fight to make the national capital free without the 
consent: of slaveholding Virginia—-the denial of 
the right of citizenship and of suffrage to colored 
men. in the'free States, and a pledge to expend the 
treasures of the nation-in colonizing free colored 
menat the will ofslavemasters. Let them remem- 
ber, too, that hundreds of thousands of our coun- 
trymen in. loyal States, since slavery raised the 
banners of insurrection, and sent death, wounds, 
sickness and sorrow into the homes of the peo- 
ple, have resisted, and still continue to resist, 
any measure for the defense of the nation, if that 

measure tended to impair the vitaland animating 
powers of slavery. ‘hey resisted the act mak- 
ing free the slaves used by rebels for military 
purposes; the confiscation of rebel property and 
the. freedom. of the slaves: of rebel masters; the 
abolition of slavery in the capital of the nation, 
and the consecration of the Territories to free 
laborand free laboring men; the proclamation of 
emancipation; the enlistment of colored men to 
fight the battles of the country; the freedom of 
the black soldicr, who is fighting, bleeding, dying 
for the country, and the freedom of his wife aud 
children. And, now, when war has for nearly 
three years. menaced the life of the nation, bathed 


Justice and humanity, self-respect and decency, 
all demand: that the lingering infamy shall be 
obliterated-from the page it blackens. The de- 
cree of emancipation, too, should be enforced and 
sanctioned by measures of legislation; the colored 
soldiers whé are fighting our battles with unsur- 
passed devotion and heroic courage should be en- 
titled by law to receive the pay: and emoluments 
of other soldiers of the Republic, and their wives 
and children should be made free by act of Con- 
gress, and placed under the protective care of the 
country for which their husbands and fathers are 
periling liberty and life on battle-fields in spite of 
that merciless ban of the rebel leaders which 
denies to them the rights and. usages of civilized 
warfare, 

But, sir, the crowning act in this series of acts 

for the restriction and extinction of slavery in 
America is this proposed amendment to the Con- 
stitution prohibiting the existence of slavery for- 
evermore in the Republic of the United’ States. 
if this amendment shall be incorporated by the 
will of the nation into the Constitution of’ the 
United States, it will obliterate the last lingering 
vestiges of the slave system; its chattelizing, de- 
grading, and bloody codes; its dark, malignant, 
barbarizing spirit; all it was and is, everything 
connected with it or pertaining to it, from the 
face of the nation it has scarred with moral deso- 
lation, from the bosom of the country it bas red- 
dened with the blood and strewn with the graves 
of patriotism. The incorporation of this amend- 
ment into the organic law of the nation will make 
impossible forevermore the reappearing of the dis- 
carded slave system, and the returning of the des- 
potism of the slavemasters’ domination, 

Thon, sir, when this amendment to the Consti- 
tution shall be consummated the shackle will fall 
from the limbs of the hapless bondman, and the 
| Jash drop from the weary band of the taskmaster, 
Then the sharp cry of the agonizing hearts of 


the land in blood, and filled two hundred thousand 
graves with our slain sons, these men of the loyal 
States still cling to the falling fortunes of the re- 
lentless and wnappeasable enemy of their country 
and its democratic institutions. They mourn, and 
will not be comforted, over the expiring system, 
in the border slave States, and in tones of indig- 
nation orofanguish they utter lamentations over 
the proclamation of emancipation and the policy 
that.is bringing rebel States back again, radiant 
with freedom, 

‘The past with itserowded memories of the de- 
velopment and power, corruptions and crimes of 
slavery, the present with its lessons to be read 
by every eye, all demand that the anti-slavery 
men of united Aancrica Should seize the first, the 
last, and every occasion to trample down and 
stamp out every vestige of slavery. Let them 
swear it, write it upon the lids of their Bibles, en- 
grave it upon their door-posts, and proclaim itin 
the face of earth and of heaven, thatthe barbarous, 
treasonable, man-dishonoring, and God-defying 
system of human slavery in America shall perish |) 
utterly fram the face of the Republics that its sup- 
porters, ene sympathizers shall never || 
more guide the councils or wear the honors of the 
emancipated, disinthralled, and regencrated na- 
tion. 

Engraving on every rood of the vast territories 
of the Republic, on the magnificent forests and 
prairies, valleys and mountains-in the central re- 
gions of the continent in letters of light, * Sla- 
very shall be forever prohibited,” obliterating 
slavery and annulling the slave code in the cap- 
ital of the nation, decreeing under the war pow- 


| will lift his abashed forchead to the s 


land elevation. 


severed families will cease to vex the weary ear 
| of the nation, and to pierce the ear of Him whose 
| judgments are now avenging the wrongs of cen- 
j turies. ‘Phen the’slave mart, pen, and auction- 
| block, with their clanking fetters for human limbs, 
t will disappear from the land they have brutalized, 
land the school-house will rise to enlighten the 
darkened intellect of a race imbruted by long 
years of enforced ignorance. Then the sacred 
| rights of human nature, the hallowed family re- 
lations of husband and wife, parent and child, will 
i be protested by the guardian spirit of that law 
i which males sacred alike the proud homes and 
lowly cabins of freedom. Then the scarred earth, 
blighted by the sweat and tears of bondage, will 


| bloom again under the quickening culture of re- 


warded toil, Lhenthe wronged victim of the slave 
system, the poor white man, the sand-hiller, the 
clay-eater of the wasted fields of Carolina, im- 
poverished, debased, dishonored by the system 
that makes toila badge of disgrace, and the in- 
struction of the brain and soul of mana crime, 
kies and 
begin to run the race of improvement, progress, 
Then the nation, “ regenerated 
and disinthralled by the genius of universal eman- 
clpation,” will run the career of development, 
power, and glory, quickened, animated, and 
guided by the spirit of the Christian democracy 
that “pulls not the highest down, but lifts the 
lowest up.” 

Curcountry is now floating on the stormy waves 
of civil war. Darkness lowers. and tempests 
threaten. The waves are rising and foaming and 


| breaking around us and over us. with ingulfing 


fury. But amid the thick gloom, the star of 
y £ 


ers more than three million bondmen in the rebel 
States “thenceforward and forever free,” pro- 
claiming. the emancipation of the slave by the | 
flat of the nation the instant he writes his name 
on the muster-roll of the defenders of the Repub- 
lic, has riven and shivered the slave system into | 
broken and dismembered fragments; aud that | 
huge and ghastly system now lies prostrate in 
the convulsive throes of dissolution. National 
legislation, executive action, judicial decision may 
sull farther wound and weaken, degrade and hu- | 
miliate the now impotent system that once in the | 
pride of power gave law to republican America, 
The hideous fugitive slave act still blackens the 
statutes of this Christian land, reminding us of 
the degradation and humiliation of our country 
when the heel of that master was on its neck. 


| 


duty casts its -clear radiance over the dark and 


i troubled waters, making luminous our pathway. 
d > x 


Qur duty is as plain to the clear vision of intel- 
ligent patriotism as though it were written in let- 


| ters of Jight on the bending arches of the skies. 


That duty is, with every conception of the brain, 
every throb of the heart, every aspiration of the 
soul, by thought, by word, and by deed to feel, 
to think, to speak, to act so as to obliterate the 
last vestiges of slavery in America, subjugate 
rebel slavemasters to the authority of the nation, 
hold up the weary arm of our struggling Govern- 
ment, crowd with heroic manhoecd the ranks of 
our armies thal are bearing the destinies of the 
country on the points of their glittering bayonets, 


and thus forever blast the last hope of the rebel | 
Then the waning star of the rebellion will jj 


chiefs. 


| 


go down in eternal night, and the star of peace 
ascend the heavens, casting its mild radiance over 
fields now darkened by the storms of this fratri- 
cidal war. Then, when “the war drums throb 
no longer and the battle-flags are furled,” our 
absent sons, with the laurels of victory on their 
brows, will come back togladden our households 
and fill the vacant chairs around our hearthstones, 
Then the star of United America, now obscured, 
will reappear, radiant with splendor on the fore~ 
head of the skies, to illume the pathway and glad- 
den the heart of struggling humanity. 

Mr. DAVIS obtained the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I presume the Senator 
from Kentucky does not desire to go on to-night, 
and if not I will move that the Senate-adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, March 28, 1864. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W, H. CHANNING. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO MEMBERS. 

Mr. STUART. I ask leave of absence for 
two wecks from to-day for Mr. WADSWORTH, of 
Kentucky, and Mr. Wensrer, of Maryland. 

There being no objection, the leave of absence 
was granted, í 

CONTESTED ELECTION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House addis 
tional papers in the contested-election case from 
New Mexico, of José M. Gallegos vs. Fransisco 
Perea; which were referred to the Committee of 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER then proceeded, as the regulag 
order of business, to call the States for bills on 
leave to be referred and not brought back by mo« 
tions to reconsider, commencing with the State of 
Maine. f 

DAVID H. BLUNK, AND OTHERS. 


Mr. DUMONT introduced a bill for the reliet 
of David FI. Blunk, Polly Dufour, widow of John 
Francis Dufour, and William Hall, of the county 
of Switzerland, State of Indiana, for boats and 
lading sunk, buynt, and destroyed by the naval 
forces of the United States to prevent General 


| John Morgan from using the same in carrying 


his forces across the Obio river at Vevay, Indiana 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

On motion of Mr. DUMONT, the proof in sup- 
port of cach claim was also referred to the same 
committee. 

PAY OF FIELD OFFICERS. 


Mr. MORRISON introduced a bill for the pay- 
ment to field officers of regiments for the time 
actually employed in organizing their respective 
regiments; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. NORTON introduced a joint resolution 
proposing an amendment of the Constitution; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SALARIES OF ASSISTANT SECRETARIES. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa, introduced a bill 

fixing the salaries of the Assistant Secretaries of 


i the several Departments, and of the First and 


Second Assistant Postmaster General; which was’ 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 


MEMORIALS FROM WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. COLE, of Washington, presented the fol- 
lowing papers from the Legislative Assembly of 
that Territory; which were severally referred as 
indicated below, and ordered to be printed: 

Memorial praying Congress for aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from Waliula to Fort 
Walla-Walla, Washington Territory—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Joint memorial and resolutions in relation toa 
road from Lewiston to the head of Bitter Root 
valley—to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 

Memorial relative toa military road from Fort 
Steilacoom to Fort Bellingham—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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. Memorial. praying for the establishment.of a 
semi-montiily mail service, by steamer, between 
San Francisco and Port Townsend, Puget sound— 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post: 
‘Roads. i a 
Memorial relative to an. appropriation of lands 
to the Nisqually Road Company—to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. as. 
Memorial praying for an appropriation for the: 
erection of fortifications at the mouth of the nar- 
rows at Point Defiance and Gig Harbor at the 
points reserved by the Government for that pur- 
pose—to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Joint resolution relative to an amendment to the 
organic act of Washington Tervitory—to the 
Committee on Territories. : 


SIXTH STREET WEST. 


Mr. STEELE, of New York, introduced a bill 
authorizing the opening of Sixth street west; 
which was read a‘first and second time, and re- 
ferred. to the Committee for the District of Co- 
Jumbia. . S 
ADDRESS BY HON. GEORGE THOMPSON. 


_ Mr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 
tion, and demanded the previous question on its 
adoption: 

Resolved, That the use of this Hall be granted to the 
Washington Lecture Association on Wednesday evening, 
the 6th of April, at which time an address will be delivered 
by Hon. George Thompson, late a member of the British 
Parliament, the proceeds of which, after payment of ex- 
penses, to be distributed among the families of the District 
volunteers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the resolution 
be laid upon the table. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Task to have a letter read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion to 

-1@ upon the table, if the gentleman proposes to 

-Jet the resolution be debated. # 

* The SPEAKER. If debate arise, the resolu- 
tion must go over, 

‘Mr. ASHLEY. I want it acted upon to-day, 
I insist upon my demand for the previous ques- 
tion. P 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Let me make 
a statement relative to thìs and other applications 
which I have from the Doorkeeper. 

Mr. ASHLEY. | object. 

_ Mr, ANCONA demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

.. The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yens 37, nays 59; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James O. Alen, Ancona, Baily, Augus- 
tus C. Baldwin, Brandegee, Brooks, James S. Brown, Clay, 
Cravens, Eldridge, Ganson, Grider, Griswold, Hale, Hall, 
Harding, Harrington, Herrick, Holman, Law, Marey, James 
R. Morris, Morrison, Noble, John O'Neill, Pendleton, Ro- 
gers, James S. Rollins, Scott, John B. Steele, William G. 
Steele, Sweat, Thomas, Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, and 
Winfield--37, 

NAYS—Messts. Alley, Allison, Ames, Ashley, John 
D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Francis P. Blair, Blow, 
Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman 
Clarke, Cole, Thomas T. Davis, Dething, Dixon, Dr : 
Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnelt, Hotei- 
Kiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, [ulburd, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Keltogg, Loan, 
McBride, Moorhead, Morrill, Amos Myers, Norton, Charles 
O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Price, Alexander 
H. Rice, John H. Rice, Bdwatd H, Rollins, Shannon, 
Sinithers, Spalding, Stevens, Tracy, Upson, Van Valken- 
burgh, Elihu B. Washburne, Wilson, and Windom—a9. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. : 

“ Mr. GRINNELL., Is this not for the purpose 
of furnishing the soldiers of the District with 
money? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; and a lecture bya 
man who set the ball of disunion in motion, and 
occasioned all this bloodshed which now devas- 
tates the country. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the resolution. 

The. veas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 64, nays 39; as follows: 

YEAS—Messers. Alley, Allison, Ames, Ashley, John D. 
Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Blow, 


Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Anibrose W. Clark, Freeman i 


Cobb, Cole, Thomas T, Davis, Deming, Dixon, 
Dawout, Eekley, Elfot, Farnsworth, Garfield, 
3 ; Grinnell, Higby, Hoiebkiss, Asabel W. Qubbard, 
Jolm H. Hubbard, Halburd, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kel- 
ley, Francis W. Kellogg, Loan, MeBride, MeClurg, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Amos Myers, Norton, Charles O’Neill, Orth, 
Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Alexander H. 
Rice, John I. Rice, Edward H. Rolling, Shannon, Smithers, 


Clarke 


ib 


Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Blibn. 

B..Washburne, and Wilson—64- = 000 a e nasa 
NAYS—Messrs. James C. Alien, Ancona; Baily, Augus- 
tus C: Baldwin, Bliss; Brandegee, Brooks, James'S: Brown, | 
Chanier, Clay, Cravens, Eldridge, Ganson, Grider, Hail, 
Harding, Herrick, Hotman, Knapp, Law, Marey, James R. 
Mortis, Morrison, Noble, John ONeill, Pendleton, Pruyn, 
Samuel J. Randall, Rogers, James S. Rollins, Scott, John 
B.Steele, WillianrG. Steele, Stuart, Sweat, Thomas, Wèb- 


Spalding, Stevens, Tracy, ] 


-ster, Wheeler, and Winfieli—39. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. ANCONA stated that € 
detained from the House by the severe sickness 
of his wife, in Philadelphia. i 

Mr. HOLMAN stated ‘that 
paired off with Mr. Marvin: 

Mr. ASHLEY moved-to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and-also moved to Jay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SERVICES BY STATE TROOPS. 


Mr. GARFIELD introduced the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to fur- 
nish this House with any information in his possession in 
reference to the claims of. States for the payment for ser- 
vices rendered by State troops to the General Government 
at any time during the present war, stating the character 
of such services and the amount of the clainis. | 


CADETS AT WEST POINT. 


Mr. GARFIELD, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to fur- 
nish this House with any reports or other information in 
his possession jn relation to a plan for competitive exam- 
inations for admittance of cadets to the Military Academy 
at West Point. : 

COURTS-MARTIAL, ETC. 


Mr. PENDLETON introduced the following 
resolution, upon which he demanded the previous 
question: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be.in- 
structed to inquire whether any legislation is necessary to 
give the civil courts power to revise and annul the proceed- 
ings of courts-martial and military conimissions in cases in 
which they have excecded their jurisdiction, in order more 
effectually to secure the right of trial by jury to all persons 
not in the land or naval forces or.in the inilitia when in 
actual service in time of war or public danger. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put; and under the 
operation thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 
vote last taken; and also moved to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agrced to. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed an act (H. R. No. 312) to increase the pen- 
sion of revolutionary pensioners now on the roll of 
the Pension Office, with an amendment; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. STEVENS offered the following resolu- 
tion, and upon it demanded the .previous ques- 
tion: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
following articles be proposed to the several: States as 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States: _ 

ARTICLE l. Slavery and involuntary servitude, execpt 
for the punishment of crimes whercol the party shall have 
been duly convicted, is forever probibited in the United 

-States and all its Territories. 

ART. 2. So much of article four, section two, as refers 
to the delivery upof persons held to service or Jabor escap- 
ing into another State is annulled. ` á H 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman propose 
to put the resolution on its passage now ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware. 
He demands the previous question. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. ; 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman objects to 
the resolution, the first question is, ‘¢ Shall this 
joint resolution be rejected?” this being the first 
reading. 

Mr. ALLEY. 
of the resolution? be Jas . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. This 
is not in the nature of a simple resolution which 
is divisible. It is in the nature of a bill, and the 


H 


ve ae | 
Ig itin order to move a division 4 


Mr. Corrrora was |} 


Mr. Srires was ||: 


Chair knows: 
vided, i. à 


‘main question was.ordéred 


| Messrs. Brooxs, and Rouuins of New 
shire, te act as tellers, ` 


The previous question * 


the table. tee Bike 


During the roll-call, ` seg nA piety 

Mr. A: MYERS stated that upon this question 
he was paired: with Mr. Lazear, else ‘he should 
have voted “no.”? . i aut 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, stated ‘that 
his colleague, Mr. L. Myers, was still ‘detained 
from the House by sickness in’ his family, and 
was paired with Mr..Minxer, of Pennsylvanid. 


Mr. STUART stated that he was-paired ‘with 
Mr. THayer, or he would have voted “ay. 
The result of the vote was announced as above 


BIG 


recorded. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


stitution. That question must be- determine 
the passage of the joint resolation: =“ 


Mr. STEVENS. | T ‘beg leave to modify the 
resolution by withdrawing the. second- article. ` 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman cannot do that. except upon amendment 
after the joint resolution.shall have.been read the- 
second time. oe: 
Mr. STEVENS. 
exhausted ? 
The SPEAK 
rejection, ` ` . i 
The joint resolution then received its second 
reading. i 
The SPEAKER. The resolution is now open 
to amendment, commitment, or engrossmenty 
Mr. STEVENS. I move to strike out the 
second article. : 
~The question was put; 
60, noes 5. 
“The SPEAKER or 


Is the previous question 


ER.’ It ïs upon the question of 


and there were--ayes 
dered tellers, and appointed 
amp- 


The House divided, and for, some time :no 
quorum voted. ok Awe : 

The SPEAKER. The rule requiring mem- 
bers present to vote is imperative. The Clerk 
will read it. : 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 


«31, Every member who shall be in the House when the 
question is put shall give his vote, unless the. House shali 


excuse him.” : 


The SPEAKER. The House will.see thatthe 
language of the rule is imperative;.that members 
in the House shall vote unless they have been 
previously.’excused by the House. The Chair 


can only appeal tò members. to obey the tales 
out. 


which they require him to carry. 

The division was then completed; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 72, noes 26. 

So the amendment was agreed- to. 
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‘MUSSAGE PROM THE PRESIDENT: 


LEVEN I now demand the 

“guéstion, on the, joint résolution. 

oMr ELDRIDGE. I move that the House do 

now adjourn. = : ` : ` 
“Mr. PENDLETON. I demand the yeas and 

“hays on that motion, ; 

oo Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, addressed 

the Chair. | : ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can scarcely rec- 
ognize. the gentleman’ while there is a motion 
pending to adjourn. ` : 

‘Mr. ELDRIDGE.» The only reason why I 
made the motion to adjourn.is beeausé gentlemen 
opposite are attemptiog to.amend: tho: Constitu- 
tion of the United States underthe previous ques- 
tons fries ott Order? > Order PI ; 

; «The SPEAKER... Ifthe gentleman insists on 
chis- motion the Chair cannot recognize any gen- 
tleman.. be ieee Babe 
oo Mr ELDRIDGE. [f:gentlemen: do. not in- 
tend ta press this question to-day | will cheerfally 
aadlraw my motion... [Cries of * Order!?? “ Or- 
ex!) 
wo The SPEAKER... "Phe Chait vill-state thatit 
isthe understanding that tha death of a member 
will} e announced:to-day , ns soon as the previous 
question «is. seconded; and. thatno further vote 
will be taken on this question to-day. 
iMr, ELDRIDGE. E object to ‘the previous 
question being seconded, and that is. the reason 
why I move to adjourn. 
oy che yens and nays were ordered, 
oMr, WASHBURNG, of Illinois. I ask the 
gentleman, from Pennsylvania to withdraw the 
demand for the, previous question, 

Mr, ELDRIDGE. 1 will withdraw the motion 
to adjourn if the gendeman will withdraw the 
previous question, 

Mr. STEVENS. 
bat 


previous 


` t 


I have entered the motion, 
gt E do not ask that a vote shall be taken on it 
How, o ef 
“The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that it 
ig the understanding that the gentleman from Il- 
linois' [Mr. Wasnsunye] is going to move an ad- 
journmentas soon.as speeches have been made, 
‘and this will come up as unfinished business to~ 
morrow morning. | . : 

“Mr ELDRIDGE.” If the gentleman will with- 


draw the motion for the previous question, I will 
withdraw the motion to adjourn, 
Mr STEVENS. “I do not ask any vote on 
the previous question to-day. ’ 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that 
this question ‘will comé up aüyhow immediately 
after the Journal is read to-morrow, whether the 
previous question is moved ‘or not, and the gen- 
teman from Pennsylvania {Mri Stevens] willbe | 
entitled to the floor: 20 7! ete 

Mr STEVENS. “Ini that: view of the casë, I 
withdraw the motion forthe ‘prévious question. 
oMr. ELDRIDGE, "Phen‘t-withdray ‘the mo» 
tion to ‘adjourn.’ E oe 

DEATH. OF: HON. OWEN LOVEJOY, = 

Mr. W ASHBURNE, of Minois; Mr: Speaker, 
it becomes my duty to announce to the House 
of Representatives the death of. Hon. OWEN 
Lovesoy, a Representative in the Congtéss’ of 
the United States from the State-of Mlinois.° Mr, 
Lovesoy expired in the city of Brogklyn, New 


York, on Friday evening last, Marelr 25, 1864. | 


A man of an fron constitution, he had. always en= 


{eyel the most robust health until a short timé 
efore the expiration of the last Congress. He 


was then stricken down bya sudden and severe | 


illness, which detained him at the capital for some 


F ° 3 + 3 ra rae è 
‘the-after the Congress had expired. “Revarning 


ing thelast summer and autumn.. “Taking. his 
-seat in Congress at the commencement of theses- 


‘nalure he flattered himself with the idea of health 
‘ll recovered and energies: regained, but there. was 


| leading idea of his life; great in bis convictions; 


to.hjs home, he partially regained his health dur- 
sion; In ihe hopeful and buoyant feelings: of his 


something in his altered look which, evento the 
unpractiged eye, told of disease and: death, cre- 
ating in the minds of his friends. the gravest ap- 
prehensions. -During the. holidays, iu response. 
to the pressing invitations of his friends, he. vis- 
ited Portland, Maine, and delivered a public. ad- 
dress on the great events which are now chal- 
lenging the attention of the country and of the 
world, It was his last effort at public speaking, 
and it was worthy of his name and his fame in 
his palmiest days, and the news of his death will 
reach that delighted auditory before the accents 
of his eloquent utterances will have died away. 

Coming back to Washington after the recess of 
Congress, he.soon had a return of the disease 
which had prostrated him nearly a yea before. 
After several weeks’ confinement to his room and 
to his bed, he had so far recovered as to believe 
himself able to partially resume his duties in this 
House. Heattended our sittings a short time for 
several days, but his eye had lost its brightness, 
and the unwonted and ghastly pallor of his cheek 
told, alas! but too plainly, that death had already 
marked him asjits early victim. Stimulated by 
the stirring events of the passing hour, the import- 
ant legislation of Congress, and the claims of a 
constituency whose interests he hàd never neg- 
lected. or: betrayed, and whose convictions he had 
never misrepresented , the effort he made to resume 
his duty among us was too much for him. A par- 
tial relapse was the consequence, and then it was 
determined that he should, for a time, leave the 
excitement of the capital and visita more south- 
emand a more genial climate, in the hope that 
his shattered and broken health might yet be re- 
stored, [He left here for New York city some ten 
daysago, but the trip thither was too hard for him 
to bear, and he was unable to pursue his journey 
farther, From that time he became rapidly worse 
untilhe expired at the time I have stated. ‘Though 
dying away from his own beloved home, he was 
yet surrounded not only by kind and sympathiz- 
ing friends, but by members of his own family, 
aid the pangs of his parting life were assuaged by 
the affection and the care of a devoted wife. 

Mr. Lovesoy was born at Albion, in the State 
of Maine, onthe 7th day of January, 1811, and was 
consequently, at the time of his deauh, a little over 
fifty-three years ofage. The son of a Congrega- 
tional clergyman in a country town, his early life 
was devoted to labor upon a farm and to the ac- 
quisition of such an education as he could obtain 
ata New England “district school.’? He entered 
Bowdoin College at the age of twenty-one years, | 
and remained there for three years, and then en- 
tered upon the pursuit of theological studies. He 
removed to Nlinois in 1836, 1n 1839 he was or- 
dained as pastor of the Congregational church at 
Princeton, in:that State, and remained its pastor 
nearly seventeen years. It was his only charge, 
and he there proclaimed, according to. his own 
statement, the everlasting evangel of the father- 
hood of God, the sonship of Christ, and the broth- 
erhood of man.” His first entrance into political 
life was in 1854, when he:was elected a member 
of the lower house of the Linois Legislative £s- 
sembly. In 1856 he was first elected to Congress 
forthe then third congressional district of Hlinois, 
and he was twice reélected from that district. In 
the redistricting of the State in 1861, he was again 
elected to the present Congress from the fifth dis- 
trict, having thus been elected four times,.and 
faving served for a longer period, with four ex- 
ceptions, thin any man ever ¢lected from that 
Suite. This great fact speaks, in unmistakable 
language, of the hold which he had upon the con- 
fidence and affections of his constituents. — — 
Mr. Speaker, Owen Lovesoy was no-common 
man. In saying that in his death a great man has 
fallen, T speak it in no common or hackneyed 
sense, for hé was great. He was great in the” 


great ‘in the elenients of his character; great ‘in 
his eloquence;. great in his.courage; and greatin 
his-abiding and ever-living. faith in ‘the ultimate 

AS rex 5 i £ 


Huniph of the eternal principles of right, justice, 
and humanity; “No man who has succeeded in | 


‘stamping his idéas and his principles, as he has, 


with the impress of indelibility, upon the minds 
and hearts of men, could be an ordinary man. 


‘Early impressed with convictions in regard to the 


subject. of American slavery, he followed ‘those 
convictions with unswerving fidelity, in the face 
of danger, of obloquy, and reproach.. ‘His natu- 
ral abhorrence of slavery was quickened by the 
tragic fate of a beloved brother, who: fella victim 
to his opposition to that institution, and who il- 
lustrated his principles by his blood, ‘shed bya 
lawless mob. In ihe advancement of this’ great 
idea of his life Mr. Lovejoy toiled. with an.eain- 
estness and zeal which were ‘ë without variable- 
ness or Shadow of turning;” and in the pursuit 
ue great object it could truly have been said of 
him— 
“No dangers daunted and no labors.tired.”? 
The heated denunciations of partisans, the ridi- 
cule and clamor of the vulgar, and the threats of 
the cowardly and the base, fuiled alike to turn him 
from that great purpose of his life, which, like the 
t Pontic sea, knew no retiring ebb,” 

and which purpose he pursued with unfaltering 
devotion to. the last moment of his earthly exist- 
ence. If he did not live to see the end of that’ 
stupendous struggle which was to establish the 
great problem which he had spent his life in work- 
ing out, like Moses he saw the:promised land, 
bright and beautiful, as the last object upon, which 
his expiring eyes fel i 

: L cannot, Mr. Speaker, dwell.at length upon 
the striking incidents of the life- of my late col- 
league, nor shall.the partiality of a longiand iun- 
interrupted personal and political friendship lead 
me to trespass too long upon the time of the House. 
But serving with him for three fall Congresses in 
this House, I should be recreant to my.own seke 
of what is due to truth and. justice did I not bear 
my testimony to the distinguished ability and the 
great usefulness with which he served his con- 
stituents, his State, and the country, as a Repre- 
sentative in the American Congress. Asa legis- 
lator he was wise, intelligegt, practical, vigilant, 
independent, and, above all, incorruptible. “He 
was devoted to every duty to his country ‘and to 
his constituents. . Wherever there was any prin- 
ciple involved, he was as firm and unyielding as 
the hills of his own native State. Yet, in all mat- 
ters of mere policy, involving no surrender of 
principle, there was.no man more ready or more 
willing to yield to the suggestions of others.’ It 
is perhaps the case that where men have been 
‘devoted to a particular idea, they are generally 
impracticable in all other matters, but it was not 
so with our late associate. He was eminently a 
practical man, and a man of great common sense 
a good judge of human nature, and familiar with ~. 
the workings of the human heart. Ba 

I have spoken of the deceased as a public man, 
but.who'shall speak. of the virtues which adorned 
his private life?) ‘Who shall speak.of him as hus- 

Gand, father, friénd, neighbor, citizen? He was 
so genial in his intercourse, of a sympathy so 
quick and ready, so kind, affectionate, and. gener- 
ous, that there seemed combined in him all these 
qualities which challenged the love and admiration 
of those who best knew him, and which disarmed, 
the resentment of enemies, and endeared him to 
the hearts of friends. Upon the immediate famil 
of our late colleague has this blow fallen. with 
erushing force. No words of buman sympathy 
or condolence can stanch the wounds of bleed- 
ing affection, and it is alone to Him who’ tem- 
pers the wind to the shorn lamb”? that the appeal 
must be made. ` ; 

_ Mr. Speaker, the proceedings of this. House as 
published in the congressional annals for the Jast 
six years will furnish an undying record: of the: 
services and labors of the distinguished man 
whose loss the country so deeply. deplores. Serv~ 
ing during a part of the most intéresting: and tur+ 
bulent periods of our congressional history, he 
was one of the most active participantsin those 
scenes in the House which, to the student of his- 
tory, wefe the precursors. of that ‘terrible civil 
commotion which has since drenchéd our landin 
blood and made the'sivilized world to stand aghast. 
E might call to your recollection, Mr. Speaker, and: 
to the recollection of those members of this House’: 


who were members ofthe Thirty-Sixth Congress; =` 


that extraordinary scene in the House of the 5th: 
of April; 1860, and which lias scarcely a parallel 
in the history of any deliberative assembly in the 


1864. 


world. It was on that occasion that he displayed 
that undaunted’ couragé: and ‘matchless. bearing 
which extorted the admiration of even his most 
deadly foes: But I need not recountta you, sir, 
the many other occasions during your service 
when he has electrified the Houle by his outbursts 
of eloquence. With a mind well ‘stored with 
classic learning, with a vigorous and enlightened 
understanding, with a fine personal presence, he 
was one of the greatest of orators, while yet he 
scorned the ordinary artifices of eloquence. ‘His 
was the eloquence of Mirabeau, which in’ the 
Tiers Etat and in the National Assembly made 
to totter the throne of France; it was the elo- 
quence of Danton, who made all France to trem- 
ble from his tempestuous utterancesin the National 
Convention. Like those apostles of the French 
Revolution, his eloquence could stir from the 
lowest depths all the passions of man; but, un- 
like them, he was as good and as pure as he was 
eloquent and brave, a noblé-minded Christian 
man, a lover of the whole human race and of uni- 
versal liberty regulated by law. While from this 
tribune he spoke to the nation, and left upon it 
the impress of his principles and his convictions 
and of his master mind, the theater of his great- 
est triumphs as an orator was on the stump and 
before the masses of the people. It was in his 
own State, where he was known the best and 
heard the oftenest, that he achieved his greatest 
distinction as an orator. In the presence of the 
people he was invincible. Whatever might have 

een effected against him by political or personal 
prejudice, whenever he reached the popular ear 
all was scattered as if by a whirlwind. But he 
has left us in the pride of his manhood, and in 
the fullness of his intellectual vigor—gone almost 
at the moment when he expected to see accom- 
plished the great work to which he had devoted. 

is life. He expressed that expectation in his 
great speech of April 5, 1860, by a quotation from 
the speech of Mr, Webster onthe subject of the 
threatened interposition of Russia to snatch Kos- 
suth from the protection of Turkey for the pur- 
pose of sacrificing him on the altar of despotism; 
and I will close with that quotation: 


& Gentlemen, there is something on earth grenter than 
arbitrary or despotic power. The lightning has its power, 
and the whirlwind has Its power, and the earthquake has 
its power, but there is something among men more capable 
of shaking despotic throves than lightning, whirlwind, or 
earthquake, and that isthe excitedand aroused indignation 
of the whale civilized world, 3 

“«¢The Avon to the Severn rans; 
The Severn to the sea; 
And Wickliffe’s dust shall spread abroad 
Wide as the waters be??? , 

Mr. Speaker, I submit the following resolu- 
tions: 7 

Resolved, That this House has heard with profound sor- 
row the announcement of the death of Hon. Owen Love- 
JOY, a member of this House from the fitth congressional 
district of the State of Winois. 

resolved, ‘Mat this House tende 
atives of the deceased the expre 
in this afflicting bereavement, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House communicate to 
the widow of the deceased a copy of these resolutions. 


‘8 to the widow and rel- 
on of its deep sympathy 


Resolved, ‘Phat the Speaker appointa committee of three | 


to escort the remains of the deceased to the 

nated by his friends for his interment. 
Resolved, That, as an additional mark of respect for the 

memory of the deceased, the members of this’ Honse will 


place desig- 


wear the usual badge of mourning on the left arnt for thirty | 


days, 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be commutii- 
cated to the Senate; and, asa further mark of respect, that 
this House do now adjourn, 3 


Mr. J. C. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
second the resolutions of my colleague. In the 
death of Owen Lovesoy we have another evi- 
denee of the uncertainty of life. How impres- 
sive is the sentence, that man “ cometh forth like 
a flower, and is cut-down; he fleeth also asa 
shadow, and continucth not.” Well may we say 
that ‘in the midst of life we are in death.” 

Of the private character of the deceased [ can- 


not speak. OF the years that he spent as a citi- | 


zen of my own State, and of his struggles, I can- 
not speak, for my acquaintance with him dates 
from his first appearance in this Hall as a mem- 
ber of this IIouse. I have known him from that 
time as a fearless and bold advocate of his opin- 
ions, not stopping af any time to inquire whether 
they were popular or otherwise, but constantly 
pressing on to the accomplishment of those pur- 
poses which he thought would best subserve the 
interests of hiscountry and hisrace. In many of 
those opinions I differed from him, and yet lam i 


- to ward 


mental and physical powers, disease came and | 


laid its haud upon him, and his robust constitu- 
tion sank beneath its power. When he last ap- 
peared in his seat in this Hall he was but the 


shadow of his former self. The last time I met | 


him on this floor, and expressed the hope that 
returning health and vigor would soon enable him 
again to participate actively in the business of 
the House as a Representative, I remember his 
answer; it was, ‘l have been very near to the 
portals of death and cternity; I feel that I must 
soon enter there.” And he looked as though he 
was expecting and was prepared to meet the 
messenger on the pale horse. , 

He has passed from these Halls. Elis seat is 
now vacant. The place which has known him 
shall know him no more forever. Let us learn 
from his death how uncertain is the tenure by 
which we hold our own lives, and how trifling 
become earthly honors and earthly powers when 
they are brought face to face with death. May 
we by this dispensation be induced to heed that 
solemn warning, “Be ye also ready.” 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, a few words 
shall suffice for me, for the deceased filled so large 
a space in the publie eye that nothing which can 
be said here can give the House or the people 
any better idea of his character and principles. 

So clear was his perception and so forcible his 
diction that no hearer could misunderstand his 
meaning. : 

He had a ripe education, and was well versed 
in classic and modern literature. 

. Educated for the pulpit, his scriptural knowl- 
edge, judiciously used, gave force and elevation 
to his argument. 

While he ‘took a deep interest in everything 
that affected the public welfare, his whole heart 
and soul were alive to the great cause of human 
freedom. 

He was not afraid to defend the rights of thein- 
jured and oppressed of every race, in this House, 
‘nor ashamed to unite with them in worship and 
kneel at the same altar. 

The change to him is great gain. The only 
regret we can feel isthat he did not live to sce the 
salvation of his country; to see peace and Union 
restored, and universal emancipation given to his 
native land. But such are the ways of Provi- 
dence. Moses was not permitted to enter the 


| promised#tand with those he had led out òf bond- 
| age; he beheld it from afar off, and slept with 


his fathers. . 

If his hatred of slavery sometimes seemed too 
intense, it must be remembered that in early life 
he saw a beloved brother murdered by the north- 


ern minions of that infamous institution. No n 


wonder that it deepened his detestation of it, and 
gave unwonted vigor to hisanathemas. 
We are permitted to linger yet a little while in 
this land of error and of pain, while he is called 
to join the assembled throng of “just men made 


| perfect.” 


The deceased has left among the archives of 
his country the most solid testimonials of his vir- 
tue and courage. . 


So long as the English language shall be spoken 
or deciphered, so long as liberty shall have a 
worshiper, his pame will be known. 

Moses was buried in the land of the stranger, 
and “ne man knoweth of his septuleher unto this 
day,” but his name is immortal. 


cut loose form the great political parties, with 


He needs no perishable mon- | 
ument of brass.or marble to perpetuate his name. | 


ed with Owen Liye: 
gathered together ° 
where L sill res 


would spring all ‘manner of ills ‘to tlie country. 


“There were not many at that~convention, yet 


it embraced ‘nearly all: of the* professéd. “anti- 


‘slavery’? or’ * liberty”) men Im many of ‘the 


towns and counties of that district. At that meet~ 


‘Thg a ‘liberty party’ was organized, anid Owen , 


Lovesor was- nominated as our’ candidate’ for 
Congress. It was theré T first met him; s 
then we have been’ friends; ‘a8 all; T think; have 
been who formed that little band of brother: i 
seemed a foolish thing to the masses and a 


absurd thing to the politicians of that day th 


the faintest hope of electing or even getting 
enough to make the poll respectable; and many 
were the jeers of derision at the party and its ¢an+ 
didate, Indeed, it seemed a forlorn hope" 
“Forlorn, forlom, ` i en RRR 
Bearing the sgorn 
Of the meanest of mankind.” 

To ‘canvass’? and “stump” the district was 
the custom of the country, and expected of the 
candidates, and, though it required much nerve to 
face the mobs, all over that large district was the 
clarion voicé of Lovesoy heard: by his eléétti- 
fying and earnest eloquence conquering, if not 
the convictions of the people, at least their re- 
spectand admiration. He had caught an inspira- 
tion from the eloquent wounds’ of a martyred 
brother murdered by the accursed spirit of sla- 
very; and over his mangled corpse had registered 
a covenant with his God of eternal hostility. to 
that fell demon; and from that day to the hour of 
his death steadfastly and well has he.“ ke 


Asa public speaker the deceased had no stpe- 
rior, Possessing in a most remarkable’ degree 
that electric power which brings an audience ihto 
harmony atid sympathy with ‘the speaker, with 
his fine and self possessed presence, his ‘clear, 
ringing voice, his distinct but earnest utterances, 
his vivid and fascinating imagery, and, above all, 
that manner which shows the soul of the speaker 
in his words, he held bis hearers spell-bound, or 
moved them at his will. ie 4 

He was a bold man; bravein the sense of true 
heroism, This is an age and a nation of brave 
med; but it is not every man who faces the can- 
non, the Minie, or the charge, that is truly brave. 
Pride may keep him up—he may be afraid to be 
a coward, ae : : 

My deceased colleague was never afraid to do 
right, to cspouse the side of the despised, to face 
the hissing, jeering world, to make ‘himself of 
no reputation,” as did his Master, for .truth’s 
sake. TLA 

On one occasion, indicted by a grand jury for 
giving food and raiment to a poor woman who 
came, footsore and starving, to his door, on her 


; Weary way from a land of chains toa: land: of 
i irecdom, he faced court, jury, bar, and wit- 
| nesses, and against their statutes and their: spe- 


cial pleading beat them with the righteousness 

of his act. : ee: 
At another time he faced an armed and threaten- 

ing mob who had seized and bound a man.whose 


i only crime was.a dark skin, cut his fetters. and 


“let the oppressed go frec,” while the mob, awe- 
struck by his presence and determined manner, 


_slunk away. ih silence. 


He had faith in truth, and never doubted its, 
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final triumph. He believed, as a poet phrases it, 
that 


«¢ Never a truth has been destroyed ; 

You may curse it and cail it crime, 

Pervert and betray, and slander and slay 
Tts teachers for a times 

But the truth shall wiumph at the last 
As round and round. we ran, 

And ever theawrong shall be proved to be wrong, 
And ever shall justice be done.” 


o We entered this House together six years ago, 
and he continued a member of it until his decease. 
During the four years in which I was a member 
with him our districts were adjoining, and well 
do I. know that never did a constituency have 
fuller confidence in or love a member more than 
his. “ As a legislator he was ever attentive to the 
wants and interests. of his constituents, while he 
never lost sight of the greatand paramount inter- 
esis of the whole country. 

ina struggle such as this nation is now engaged 
in none need be told how Lovesoy would stand. 
For such as he there could be but the one course: 
faithfal, determined, energeticsupport of the cause 
of freedom and the Union. And there he was. 
Itis a pity he could not have lived to see the term- 
ination of this struggle and the final end ofthat 
greatcurse which was and is the causgof it. But, 
thank God, he did live to see his faith adopted 
by the popular heart, and to witness the death- 
throes of the institution he had so long and nobly 
battled. Well has he avenged the murder of the 
martyred brother, who may have watched and 
waited for this meeting, 

But, Mr. Speaker, Larose not to give a biog- 
raphy of my deceased colleague, only to pay a 
brief tribute to his memory, 

{t is said that all men have their faults as well 
as virtues; that he may have had them is doubt- 
less true, but his virtues so much more abounded 

“and so o’ertopped his faults that they were sel- 
dom seen or mentioned, An affectionate and de- 
voted hasband,a kind and indulgent father, agood 
neighbor, an exemplary and consistent Christian 
minister, a lover and practicer of justice, and a 
friend of the weak and oppressed. 

The poor at his door were never turned empty 
away; the quivering fugitive from the lash of a 
cruel overseer was fed and elothed by hiw, pointed 
to the north star, and sent “ onhis way rejoicing.” 

May it not be said to his good spirit, Come, ye 
blessed of my Father; for Uwas hungry, and ye 
gave me meat; thirsty, and ye gave me drink; 
naked, and ye clothed wie; sick and in prison, and 
ye came unto me; for inasmuch as ye did it unto 
one of the least of these, ye did it unto me? 


Mr. PENDLICITON. Mr. Speaker, after friends 
and relatives have strewed with fresh-blown fow- 
ers the new-made and still open grave, it is per- 
mitted to acquaintances and even to strangers to 
Approach the narrow tenement where lies wrapped 
in the cold embrace of death the human form, 
lately all instinct with the impulses of vigorous 
life. It isa custom which has grown up in tender 
consideration of our frail humanity. It enables 
the living to pay a silent and therefore honest 
tribute to the qualities of the departed. It ena- 
bles the dead at the last hour of their stay on 
earth, even though unconsciously, to do that 
which might well consummate the perfect work 
ofa useful life: to point the living to thatgrave to 
which we are all hastening, So now, sir, after 
these friends have strewn this bier with roses, 
made fragrant by their affections, L, comparatively 
a stranger, approach this mystery of death to pay 
my tribute and to receive my admonition, Ihave 
served with Mr. Lovesoy since he first entered 
Congress. 1 never methim off this floor; 1 never 
met himin social life, 1 differed radically with 
ail of his opinions on public affairs. | cannot 
speak of his personal qualities; I cannot follow 
him into the cirele of his friends; I cannot fol- 
low him into the more sacred circle of domestic 
life. Sir, I knew him upon the arena of this floor; 
and here I! knew him well. I had seen him in 
all the vicissitudes of political life; I had seen him 
when his party upon this floor was in a great mi- 
nority, and he the leader of the smallest section of 
that party. I had seen him when parties were 
so nearly equally divided that after two, months? j 
stormy struggle we were unable to electa Speaker; 
and I saw him afterwards, when his party was 


largely in the majority, and where he, witha few 
active friends, led the van in exploring those path- 


ways which his party was destined so soon to 
tread. 

He was a prompt and ready debater. He was 
an active and vigorous thinker. He wasa brave 
and bold aposile of the faith which he held. What 
he said he thought; what he thought he seemed 
to believe in the innermost recesses of his soul. 
What he believed he uttered, and what he uttered 
he was prepared atall times. to defend, with all the 
powers that God had given him. . Heseemed to be 
overcome by the strength of his convictions, He 
was too intense to be always fair; he was too ar- 
dent to be always just; he was too thoroughly 
convinced of his own opinions to be always cor- 
rect; but it was the very strength of his convic- 
tions which made him self-reliant and sclf-confi- 
dent; and it was his entire sclf-relianee which 
made him always logical in his positions; always 
candid, frank, dutspoken in their expression, and 
bold, determined, zealous, and constant in their 
defense. 

Sir, this is the tribute which I would lay upon 
this bier. We saw him in the early portion of 
this session apparently with the prospect of a 
long life; soon we heard that he was upona bed of 
sickness; then we saw what I think has never been 
seen before in this House: an absent member, 
sick upon his bed, sent his argument on a ques- 


tion of pending legislation, which by the consent 


of the Flouse was read from the Clerk’s desk. 

A little while more, and we saw him upon the 
floor of this ELouse, convulescing, as many hoped, 
to along and vigorous life. And stilla little while, 
and we are called to follow him to the dark and 
silent tomb. Sir, let us do it so thoughtfully, so 
solemnly, so reverently, that even in this din of 
life, in the secret recesses of the heart of each one 
of us may be heard the echoes of the voice of his 
disembodied spirit, as it comes to us through the 
portals of the eternal world, ‘ Be ye also ready: 
for in such an hour as ye think not, the Son of 
man cometh.” 


Mr. PIKE. Mr. Speaker, there are moments 
when we are arrested by the stern grasp of the 
thought that, in the purposes of the Almighty, 
manisas nothing. The earnest worker, the brave 
fighter, the strong thinker in the ripencss of his 
years and the fullness of his powers, is stricken 
upon the field of his labor where his work seems 
but half done. Te departs and the earth knows 
him no more, but the work of God goes on. 

We take satisfaction from this thought as we 
pause beside this open grave, and, missing our 
friend aud brother, look back to see what he has 
done to link his life with ideas that are eternal, 
how he wrought his Jife-work, how he endured 
its burdens, how brave he was, how cheerful, how 


hopeful when the skies were dark and the tempest | 


threatened, and how firmly and calmly he met the 
shock when the supreme moment came and an- 
archy made its dagger-thrust at the nation’s life. 

I speak of this who from my boyhood knew 
him well. Owen Lovesoy was a native of Maine; 
born, reared almost within the shadow of those 
mountains where a stern granite face looking out 
from the cliff, immovable amid the rage of the ele- 
ments, unchanged by the changing seasons or the 
sweep of years, seems like Lleaven’s impress set 
upon New England character. The stock he came 
ofhad met the dangers of the wilderness and of 
war. They could take firm hold ofan idea. They 
could govern their lives by a conv icin. They 
could die fora faith. 
with his large heart and busy brain, his strength 
of will and energy of purpose, when he leit New 
England for his western home at once took rank 
among the men of influence who swayed the minds 


of other men and were looked toas the exponents | 


of their thoughtand feeling. The sympathy and 
interest of his native State followed him to that 
home not very remote from the spot where his 
brother’s life had been sacrificed in vindicating 
free speech anda free press. Those he left be- 
hind looked ta see what he would do. Ifany man 
could fear and falter and temporize in upholding 
an unpopular cause, certainly he might after so 
terrible an example of what the dominant power 
could do. But he did neither. Going to Illinois 
to preach, he never forgot to denounce the great 
cerime of the nation, and that without stint. No 
doubt his words had a large influence in produ- 
cing the change of public sentiment which called 
him from the pulpit to the halls of legislation. 


No wonder, then, this man, ! 


It was the beginning of the time of transition. 
The seed which had been sown in obscure places, 
and had grown almost unknown, was beginning 
to put forth fruit for the harvest. Not only con- 
science and religion were protesting against the 
wrongs of slavery, but an enlightened common 
sense was teaching the people that in denying the 
rights of others they were losing their own. The 
encroachments of the slave power became men- 
acing, and Mr. Lovesoy was the champion sent 
from his district to the Thirty-Fifth Congress to 
protest and oppose. How well he did both you 
know; and the multitudes that mourn him to-day 
through the length and breadth of the-loyal States 
do not need that I should tell. By word and deed, 
by keen wit and sharp logic, by eloquent pathos 
and most scathing denunciation he made his pres- 


i ence felt here as few have been felt, and sent his 
| words like a trumpet-blast to stir the hearts of 


those outside these walls. And he was singu- 
larly happy that beginning amid so much oppo- 
sition and contempt he lived to see the monstrous 
wrong against which he had vowed ceaseless war- 
fare humbled and wounded to death. 

I think it must have been worth years of com- 
mon life to stand in this Hallas he did on the mem- 


| orable occasion referred to by his colleague, (Mr. 


Wasuburne,] after having repeatedly endured 
the insults and felt the oppression exercised against 
those who battled for freedom and the right of 
free speech; to stand here, with the consciousness 
of power, and say as he said to those who vainly 
attempted to silence him, ‘You shallhear me. I 
will speak. I stand here to say what I have to 
say about the great crime of the nation. | will 
not yield the foor.” Those who saw the determ- 
ined face, the compact, erect form, and the up- 
lifted hand, motionless for five minutes amid the 
turmoil of opposing voice, well knew the earnest- 
ness of the declaration and the stern will that 
underlay it. 

That strength of will might sometimes make 
him seem impracticable, but it was governed by 
honest purposes and a high sense of duty and 
balanced by a sensitive nature full of noble im- 
pulses. ‘ 

He was no mere theorist laying the burdens of 
charity on other men’s shoulders. His kindness 
of heart never wearied of the obligations imposed 
by the position he occupied. Philanthropists are 
said to become chilled and soured in their struggle 
to reform mankind, but he kept his warm sym- 
pathies and his genial nature through all the dis- 
couragements of the past and the perplexities of 
these ill-jointed times. This and bis quick per- 
ceptions and keen zest of mirth made him a de- 
Hghtful companion for social hours, while his 
firm faith in God enabled him to speak words of 
cheer to sustain the despondent and sorrowing. 
Bitterly, painfully must his loss be felt in the 
home he has left and the circle of those nearest to ’ 
him. The benedictions that cluster round his 
lifeless form, the thrill of grief that ran through 
many hearts in many homes when the news of 
hig death came, are the best tribute to the mem- 
ory of agood man gone to his reward—of a brave 
man who fought the battle of life well, and won 
a victor’s crown. 

Sir, his place is henceforth amid the glorious 
activities of other spheres, but the sacred work 
to which he devoted himself is stilt unfinished. 
The burden he has laid down other bands must 
take up. 

‘£ Brothers and comrades, on you it is falling, 

Ou you the proud voice of your country is calling, 
While the lot of the batauce is trembling on bigh.” 


Mr, NORTON. Mr. Speaker, it is not my 
purpose to occupy more than a moment or two 
of the brief space allotted to these mournful pro- 
ceedings. ‘To what has been so fittingly and so 
feclingly said by those who have preceded. me 
I cannot hope to add anything. “Yet 1 cannot al- 
low the occasion to pass without offering a brief 
tribute to the memory of my distinguished col- 
league. 

“Death,” it is said, Mr. Speaker, “loves a 
shining mark;” and if this be so, surely bis insa- 
tiate cravings have been fally gratified in the in- 
stance before us.. Owes Lovesoy was no com- 
mon man. In the State of his adoption he had 
built up a repuiation in the hearis of the people 
which will be cherished long after his ashes shall 
have moldered back to theirmotherearth. There 
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~has been mourning, and there will éoitinue to bë 
mourning, throughout the length and breadth of: 
that great Commonwealth, as the news reaches‘ 
the'people in their distant: homes that this; one: 
of her favorite sons, has fallen a victim to death. 

In this Hall he is mourned to-day by the mem- 
bers of this body, without distinction of party, 
as one of the mostdistinguished and most beloved 
of our number.” ` : 

His reputation as a public. speaker of great 
power was known and acknowledged through- 
out the whole country; and‘his death will be re- 
garded as a public loss: ` ' 


In this Hall, in his'own State, and wherever he | 


was known, he was regarded as a strong man. 
He was possessed of a'clear and manly intel- 
lect, a vigorous understanding, a vivid imagina- 
tion, and great command of language. These 
had been strengthened by long culture, He had 
an almost intuitive knowledge of the avenues to 
the human heart, His love of justice was strong, 
and he had.the courage to avow and maintain it 
under all circumstances and at all hazards. It 
was these qualities, combined with a ready humor 


and a commanding presence, that gave him such | 


great power before a popular audience. Others 
may have surpassed him in argument, they may 
have been more logical, mgre learned, more ac- 
curate, but when the great heart of the people was 
to be moved, when their passions were to be 
aroused, Mr. Lovesoy was found to move among 
them with the tread of a master. Wherever he 
spoke the crowd was sure to be found, His 
greatest efforts have been made in favor of the 
poor and the down-trodden slave, and for the 
destruction of that terrible system of wrong and 
oppression which lies at the foundation of all our 

erils. And he livedlong enough to see that his 
cherished hopes are to be realized, at no distant 
dy; throughout the country which he loved so 
well > 

Mr. Lovesoy was an intensely loyal man. 
From the commencement of hostilities to the hour 
of his death his energies were devoted with all 
the strength of his abilities and with an undevi- 
ating assiduity to the crushing out of the rebel- 
lion, and to the restoration of the supremacy of 
the Constitution and the laws over every State 
and Territory of the Union. Surely sucha record 
is worth living for. @ 

In the social circle Mr. Lovesoy was ever wel- 
come. Frank, generous, genial, full of wit and 
humor, he could always *‘ set the table in a roar,” 
and spread a glow of kindly fecling wherever he 
moved. ie 

Batheisgone! ‘The places that once knew him 
will know him no more forever.” ‘The silver cord 
is loosed, the golden bowl is broken, the pitcher 
is broken at ithe fountain, the wheel is broken 
at the cistern, He has gone to his long home, 
and the mourners go about the streets. The dust 
shall return to the earth as it was; and the spirit 
shall return unto God who gave it.” His seat is 


vacant; his robust and manly form lies stark and. 


motionless in its narrow house. The eye is dim, 
the ear is deaf, the tongue is silent, and the heart 
is still. And this is all that is left to us of Owen 
Lovesoy. 

Mr. Speaker, death to most men Ís ever an un- 
welcome visitor. To the aged, worn out with in- 
firmities and cares and troubles; to the sick and 
the wounded, writhing under agonies from which 
there is no hope of relief; to the unfortunate, from 
whose hearts all hope has been crushed out, death 
may sometimes be hailed as a deliverer, as the 
harbinger of rest. But to the man in the full vigor 
of mind and body, in the very midst of his hopes, 
his plans, and Kis labors, he must be unwel- 
come, 


So it was with Mr. Lovesoy. He was in the 


midst of his career, with his hopes, his plans, his | 


aspirations only halfaccomplished. Hisiron con- 
stitution, his robust health, his great physical 
strength gave him the right, to all human view, 
to believe that he had a fairer chance for long life 
than most of his associates. Death seemed to 
come to him ät an unweleome moment. 
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ubcértain lahguage to us) H is ‘vacant tá- 


day: whose will be-vacant to-morrow ? This was 


his turn: on whose shoulder will death fx’ his icy’ 
finger next? You and Iy sir, are herte to-day: 
where shall we be to-morrow? ` ` ER 

Mr. Speaker, we mourn not for our departed 
brother ‘* as those without hope.”? Mr. Lovesoy’ 
wasa Christian, He had chosen that better part 
that shall not be taken away from him, neither in 
this life nor the life to come. We: trust he had’ 
cherished the hope and the faith which he had so 
loi¥ preached to‘others, and that that hope and 
that faith were his solace in his passage through 
the dark valley and shadow of death, and accom- 
panied him to that other and bettér land ‘Where 


the wicked cease from troubling and‘where the | 


weary are at rest,” 


Mr. ASHLEY. Mi. Speaker, of Friday night 
last the immortal spiritof Owen Lovitsoy passed 


from earth. This sad message, borne on the | 


lightning’s wing, carricd sorrow to the hearts of 
millions. In his death the nation has fost one of 
its ablest, most accomplished, and eloquent sons, 
the slave a faithful friend, and true democracy a 
cherished defender. ; : 

I was not at his bedside, and cannot tell you 
how he died. The world knows how he lived; 
and such a life I am sure could only have a fitting 
close in a hristian death. Let us learn by his 
heroic example that 

“ We live in. deeds, not years; in thoughts, not breaths ; 

Jn feelings, not in figures on a dial. 
Weshouild count time by heart throbs. He most lives 
Who thinks most; feels the noblest, acts the best.” 

Mr. Speaker, the death of our. friend was not 
wholly unexpected by me. For more than two 
years, at our committee meetings, I have wit- 
nessed with anxiety, month by month and week 
by week, the fire of his eye grow dim and the vi- 
tality of his organization gradually yield ‘to the 
approaching destroyer. Though not fall of years, 
he was crowned with honors, and descended. to 
the tomb with the. benediction of a nation upon 
his head. . He lived to see the seed he had sown 
ripen into grain ready for the harvest. He, saw 


Mt. Speler, this mournfal evént spéaks in io" 


the dawning of the morn solongand so anxiously: 


looked for by the friends of freedom in the Uni- 
ted States; but he was not permitted to remain 
with us to join in the general song of joy. which 
awaits the triumph that ere long shall regenerate 
the nation. That Providence which cannot err, 
has, for wise purposes, ‘called our friend and 
brother to hisreward. While we sorrow for our 
loss and sympathize with his bereaved family in 
their deep affliction, we can truthfully and with 
exultation say: 
“The great work laid upon his manly years 
Is done, and well douc. If we drop. our tears, 
Who loved him as few men were ever loved, 
We mourn no blighted hope nor broken plan 


With him whose life stands rounded and approved 
Jn the full growth and stature ofa man.” 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, not until we 
assembled here to-day had I expected to take any 
part in the present proceedings; but I feel it a 
duty and privilege to add a word to the bulk, if 
nothing more, óP what has been already so elo- 
quently said in relation to our late associate. 

No one could know much of the deceased with- 
outatonce perceiving that he wasa man of marked 
characteristics, Ready, resolute, and vigorous, 
he was ever equal to the occasion, and often rose to 
the higher keys of eloquence, argument, and wit, 
He was eminently a man of true courage, moral 
and physical, and hever flinched from the main- 
tenance of his convictions or the protection of the 
oppressed, however fiercely assailed. When the 
storms of opposition raged most furiously, then 
he appeared like the rock secure and unmoved on 
its base. ` 

I have seen him discoursing in the open air 
among the peuple of his own district, and, take 
him all in all; { have been disposed to regard him, 
prolific as our country is in this class of orators, 
as without an ‘equal before a popular audience. 


all the’ resotirées ‘of logic andi petsiasion;, 
abounded: in ‘humiorand those sallisg of wit Whit 
make a public speaker both feared and loyëdi t i 
‘But T-have seen him in his own fanily; andit 
was there’ his virtues appeared to the greatest ad=“ 
vantage. -There he ‘ possessed’ the “imbounded® 
confidence and affection of ‘a beloved wife “and a” 
large family, who'were cultured and trained to} 
all the generous hospitalities of social life, and to 
all the duties of Christianity, blended wath’ t 
perpetual sunshine ‘of his own ‘genial Tumor: 
Here he had made’ up and was'surrounded by alt 
we understand bythe comprehensive wordihdine 
He will not soon be forgotten: here; ' there ‘tie wilh) 
never be forgotten pay Pye thie GPR 


Mr ODELL: Mr. Speaker, some days sihe 
a distinguished member ‘of this. body annéunced 
to me his intention of going ‘North for-a'tinie to: 
recruit hig:health. I felt; sir, thenithat 1 was cor=" * 
versing for’ the last time with one of my brother 
members of this House. It was clearly evident” 
tomy mind that death had marked’ him for his“ 
victim. 1 fully realized that our hands were’ 
clasped in friendship for the last time.” He left: 
the succeeding day, and‘l: saw his arrival an 
nounced in the city of Brooklynj which’ I have’ 
the honor to'represent in part upori this floor. He 
went-to the home of his friend and’ mine. With’ 
more than ordinary interest I looked into the logat” 
papers to sec if our friend was realizing his ex- 
pectations. Soon, very soon, news camé that he’: 
was rapidly sinking. On Friday last [received 
intelligence that he was past recovery. ` I-téle- 
graphed at once tọ my brother to call upon ‘him,’ 
and if properto convey to him my heartfelt and: 
kindly sympathy. The message was’ too ‘Jat 
«The strong man had fallen on sleep; his spirit! 
had taken its flight; he had passed away‘beyond: 
the reach or need of human sympathy to-the en~ 
joyment of thesympathies ofthe redeemed: around’ 
the Throne. Soon after I had sent my telegram: 
you, sir, announced in this Hall the death of Hon: 


Owen Lovejoy. ~ a ATAN 
-My apology forintruding mysel ‘upon this sol=' 
emn oceasion is in the fact that he died'in my dis-: 
trict, in theimmediate neighborhood of my homes” 
and was attended in his last days by our mutual 
friends. os : : i 
And here permit me to’ say that but few public’ 
men had more ardent admirers or warmer friends: 
inthe city of Brooklyn than our deceased brother. 
I first met him upon the floor of this Houge’ 
at the extra session of the Thirty-Seventh Con- 
gress, called by the President on the 4th of July, 
1861. I deem it due to myself to say that from ` 
the widely different political views we entertained * 
I was strongly prejudiced against him. ` But, sir, 
J am glad to say here that it required but a few. 
days of personal intercourse for these prejudices - 
to disappear and vanish away. In the discharge 
of his official ‘duties he was afearlessand persist- 
ent advocate of what he thought was right, and 
was always courteous to his colleagues in debate. 
He was ever foremost in support of measures to. 
Suppress the rebellion. That, to my mind, was 
with him paramount to the one question which 


‘had 86 long been his aim and object in publicand 


private life. Tis views upon the peculiar insti- 
tution of the country he often'told mè were now 
subservient to the paramount duty of the nation, 
the putting down by military power the enemies 
ofour country; hebelieving that when this was acs 
complished the object and pyrpose of his life, for 
which he had so earnestly labored, would also be 


; accomplished. 


His love of country was most strongly marked; 
his patriotism none could doubt: Tam authorized 
to say that the Executive had in our departed að- 
sociate ‘at all times a warm supporter. of every 
measure which had for its aim the restoration 
of the Government, Socially I ever found him 
genial,*frank, and outspoken; with'no man upon : 
this floor were my relations more pleasant and 
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agreeable, He. was- at all times the Christian 
gétitieman, $ 

One of his colleagues who had long known him jj 
in both ‘public and private life, and who is his 
political opponent, said to me last night that 
Owen Lovesoy was an honest man. In any age 
of. the world this were. high praise; but in these 
degenerate. times, when. peculation and fraud 
abound, when.the whole nation. seems demoral- 
ized, such a reputation is of priceless. worth. 
Happy will it be for us who survive him, if when 
our earthly work is done the same record shall be 
ours. f 

Our: friend has closed his earthly career.: His 
brief days of life have suddenly ended. We shall 
no more hear in this Hall his clear, ringing voice, 
in. words of more than ordinary power and elo- 
quence; we shall never again look upon his ro- 
bust and manly person. 

In relation to the closing scenes of his life I 
learn from home this morning that his dissola- 
tion was-calm and peaceful. He died resting upon 
the. promises of that gospel which he had for so 
many years of his earlier ‘life preached to others. 
Flis last days were soothed by the presence of a 
devoted wife and loving daughter. bre died away 
from home, in a strange city, but administered to 
and surrounded by kind friends. 

{ would, Mr. Speaker, take to my own heart 
the lesson taught by this sudden demise of the 
brevity of human life, It clearly indicates to us 
all that our life is as ‘a vapor that appeareth for | 
a little time and then vanisheth away.” It warns 
us in the midst of our exciting duties, even here 
in the council chambers of the nation, so to live 
in hamble dependence upon God, with faith in 
our Lord Jesus Christ, that when our labors 
are ended we also may havea clear title to an in- 
heritance that is incorruptible and that fadeth not | 
away. ` 

'The resolutions offered by my honored friend 
from Ilinois have my hearty accord. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I 
have been desired by my associates of the Com- 
mittee forthe District of Columbia, of which our 
deceased friend and brother was chairman, to ex- 
press in their behalf the sentiments they enter- 
tain in respect to his life and character. 

For myself, | never met Mr, Lovesoy until the 
commencement of Lhe present session of Congress. 
He had been known to me by reputation, as he 
had, I believe, by every man of ordinary intelli- 
gence throughout the great Republic, as a man of 
marked and positive character, entertaining cle- 
vated though sometimes extreme ideas, and who 
exerted all the powers of his intellect to impress 
his convictions upon others. Confiding in their 
correctness, with that positive character which 
pertained to his nature, be doubtless sometimes 
urged his views so persistently as to excite the 
censure of those with whom he was brought in 
contact or association. 

{ supposed, sir, until I knew him, that he had 
not only an ardent but a vindictive temper; that 
he was rough and savage in his nature. I knew 
his intense hatred ofslavery, and I supposed that 
the fact that his murdered brother had fallen in 
his arma years ago, as the first sacrifice in this 
country to the liberty of the press in its denun- 
ciation of human bondage, had so intensified and | 
diffused bis hate as to give tone to his entire 
character. 

I knew him as a man of intellectual power, be- 
cause that appeared from his speeches in this 
Hall; but it is not from the power of intellect 
upon this floor that we are to form a correct judg- 
ment of character, Intellect is sometimes cold, | 
iey, unaffected by human sympathy, and indiffer- | 
ent to human suffering. [twas only when we | 
came together in our committee-room, where the 
formalities which prevail here are laid aside, and | 
in frank intercourse men express their sentiments, 
that we from whom our associate has been taken 
away found that the highest intellect was com- 
bined with childlike simplicity of character, No 
man ever possessed a more kindly or genial na- 
ture than Owen Lovzsoy. He was.ever amiable |! 
and gentle, always ready to do full and ample 
justice, to listen patiently to those who sought | 
redress of wrong, yet never willing to yield one 
ot or tittle of that high principle which he ap- 
plied to the government of his actions. 

Allusion has been made, Mr. Speaker, by the | 


` 


eloquent gentleman from Hinois to some of the 
incidents of the early life of Mr. Lovesoy. He 
was born dependent. By his own labor in the 
field he acquired the means for even a classic ed- 
ucation: It ig one of the crowning glories of our 
Governmentand institutions, of which he was so 
loyal and ablea defender and advocate, that they 
open the pathway of. the poor young man to the 
halls of learning, and, tearing down every barrier 
io advancement, bid him cultivate his intellectual 
powers for.the benefit of his country and his race. 

As an advocate of human freedom, Mr, Lovr- 
yoy’s name was known through the civilized 
world; and. probably no man in this entire coun- 
try was more universally admired, for the bold- 
ness with which he expressed his sentiments and 
his inflexible fidelity to the cause of freedom, than 
Owen Lovesoy. 

In social life 1 scarcely ever had the pleasure of 
meeting him; but from what I know of the sim- 
plicity of his character, his kindness, his genial 
nature, and his firm integrity, I doubt not that 
his home and his fireside were ever cheered and 
made happy by his presence, and that he, when 
he was called to rest, 

“Like one that wraps the drapery of his couch 
About him, lay down to pleasant dreams.” 

Mr. Speaker, death, which has come to him, 
must come to all. Despotic power may rear no 
barrier at its palace gates to stay death’s entrance. 
Through frowning walis, behind the bars and 
bolts of the prisons of the State, into the darkest, 
deepest dungeon of the meanest criminal, death 
will find its way. The monarch on his throne, 
the vassal*in the hall, the peasant in his cottage, 
the bondman in his chains, the legislator in his 
seat, must die, Death is and ever has been the 
universal, the inexorable, the immiutable law and 
condition of organic life. God has written in His 
own autograph, upon the enduring rocks ‘and 
mountains of the Hobe, in language that science 
has interpreted for the benefit of our race, the 
history of order after order and generation after 
generation of organic and animal life, which for 
untold ages before the ingress of man lived, died, 
and sank into the earth’s bosom, 

Yet though under the mandate of this stern, 
original law man enters the grave, 

“ Legions of angels can’t confine him there.” 

The portals of the tomb but open on the ees 
way to a new life, and we enter there with all the 
capacity for enjoyment or suffering which we 
have created for ourselves by our performance 
or neglect of duty here. 
Owen Loyesoy has passed to his reward? Per- 
haps, sir, death came suddenly and unexpect- 
edly. Often it comes unheralded; it comes in the 
midnight hour; it comes in the morning’s dawn; 
it comes in the miasma of the atmosphere; it 
comes in the flash of the lightning, with step un- 
seen, unheard, í 

“ J eaves have thetr time to fall, 
And flowers to wither at the north wind’s breath, 
And stars to set; but‘all, 
Thou hast all scasons for thine own, O Death? 

Sir, death to Mr. Loyesoy came not in fear. 
He had no reason to fearit. [twas nature’s law, 
My eloquent friend, the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Asurey,} told us truly that life is meas- 
ured by actions, not by years; and he who in 
life, whether short or Jong, has aided in the ele- 
vation of his race, has relieved human suffering, 
has fed the hungry, clothed the naked, and lifted 
the shackles from the slave, has lived well, and, 
no matter when he dies, dies nobly. ‘The life of 
our friend was a life of duty conscientiously per- 
formed, and to him I may apply the language of 
the poet: 

8 Liles duty done, as sinks the clay, 

Light from its joad the spirit flies, 


While heaven and earth combine to say, 
‘How blessed the good man when he dics.’ ?? 


Mr. GRINNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have just 
returned from a long journey, and it is only since 
I came into the Hall this morning that I received 
an intimation that I was to speak on this mourn- 
ful oceasion. My few words shall be the sympa- 
thetic utterances of a mourning friend rather than 
those of a classic eulogist. I had the honor of an 
intimate acquaintance with the deceased, having 
shared the bounteous hospitality of his western 
home, and at his bedside in this city I strave to 
drink in the inspiration of his spirit. 

But a few weeks since, in his sick-room, I ex- 


Who can doubt that | 


pressed fears for hig-recovery. J saw the tears 
course down his manly cheek as he said, “Ah! 
God’s will be done, but I have been laboring, 
voting, and praying for twenty years that I might | 
see the great day of freedom which is so near and 
which Í hope God will letme live to rejoice in. I 
wanta vote on my bill forthe destruction ofslavery ‘ 
root and branch” He. saw the sun of national .. 
liberty but in its. rising when he hoped to gaze on , 
it with raptures inits midnoon splendor; but mys- 
teriously has God called him above the storm- : 
clouds of war, bripging rest.to. his weary spirit, 
and new vision, wfth an exchange.of the sorrows 
of earth for the joysof heaven. A Christian and. . 
a hero has gone home where there will bea mul- 
titude to welcome and no one wronged to con- 
front him. 

| Ag I review his eventful life I am constrained. 
to believe that had he died thirty years ago the 
world would have said, We havelosta promising 
scholar. Had his decease been twenty years since 
he would have been called a fanatic by almost 

| universal acclaim, Had he left the world ten 
years since the narrow circle in which he moved 
would have felt the loss ofan obscure free-soil ; 
candidate for Congress and a Congregational 
minister. But what have ten-years of noble, he- 
roic devotion to freedom achieved! ‘The clergy- 
man by leaving his flock for the promising ficld 
which ‘invited his labors is justified, A man 

i| and a citizen before a minister, he proved that his 
polities were consistent with and not derogatory , 
to Christian and ministerial character, following 
the example of Mayhew, Cooper, and Wither- 
spoon of our early days, who were not more emi- 
nent in the pulpit than fearned and useful as legis- 

| Jutors, neitherof whom made apology forachange 

|| of avocation when they might speak fora nation 
in the forum and espouse the cause of liberty for 
the world. Our friend loved peace, and accepted 
the arbitrament of the sword only aga dire neces- 
sity. Inhisholy hate forthe rebellion, and slavery, 

| its cause, he was 

“ For the peace which rings out from the cannon’s throat, 

And the suasion of shot and shell, : SF 
Till rebeltion’s spirit is trampled down 
To the depths of its kindred bell?” 


And then for his country there was the ideal of 
the church, ‘beautiful as Tirzah, comely as Jeru- 
salem, and terrible as an army with banners,”? 
to which he was consecrated. The witnesses 
of his early and later devotion made him as eyes 
to the blind, feet to the lame; and the cause which 
he knew not he searched out. His home was his 
castle, where he gave assurance of shelter and 
defense to the escaped from the southern prison- 
house, who were thousandsgand he caused tho 
‘| widow’s heart to sing for joy, while the blessing 
of many ready to perish fell on him. 

Mr. Speaker, it is too early to pronounce the 
eulogy on our deceased brother. Respice finem; 
wait ull the ripening of that of which he sowed the 
seed. Give time to gather up the great thoughts 
first expressed in the log school-house, which 
gathered volume, reéchoed from the pulpit, and, 
taken up by the telegraph and the press as from 
the statesman, true to his convictions and the 
fearless unapproached orator. The glory of his 
life and the grandeur of his character will be un- 
appreciated until the last shackle falls from the 
slave and the muse of history asks for those who 
i| were of the first to strike for the poor and end 
their life with humane and Christian devotion. 

It is well expressed, Owen Lovesoy was no 
ordinary man. In the stern period of our his- 
i} tory, breasting prejudice and obloquy, he rose to 

that proud distinction to which the impassioned 

eloquence of this moening is a fitting accord. His 
| marked characteristics were evinced in firmness 
| like hig native mountains, and there was a scope 

of mind. which seemed to borrow breadth and 

beauty of imagery from the expanse of his prairie 
|| home, carpeted with tasteful and floral decoration. 
Above all, he died a Christian, With more than 
the honors of a conqueror will his dust rest in 
| sepulture among the people by whom he was so 
i ardently loved, and his soul, ascending to his God, 
would, ifitmight speak to us, counsel, Love your 
; country, remember her despised poor, and if you 
would reseuc anything from the wreck of time, 
lay it up in God. 


it 


Mr. ARNOLD, Mr. Speaker, my own indis- 
position renders it entirely impossible for me to 
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attempt to-add anything to:the eloquent: words 
spoken here “to-day of: our: deceased- coleagwes || 
Iwil notattemptite I wiltonty say thatindooks |f 
ing over our country to-day, among all:the brave. 
and eloquent and noble men, both in civil and 
military’ life; who are seeking to uphold the flag 
of-our country; there lives no-truer, nobler, braver 
heart than that which beat in the breast of OwEn 
Lovesor. o S Ces Ap oo o atii i 
<One incident ih his lifey which 1 shall never for- 
get, has been recalled to-day: : More than:twenty 
years ago; the first time that Fever saw Mr. Loves 
Joy, Lhad the pleasure: of hearing him in'the tity 
of Chicago:speak upon the subject which always 
ley near to his heart, the subject of liberty to the 
slave; and [heard him on that occasion describe, 
in words the ‘eloquence of which has: not-yet 
faded from my mind, the scene of his brother’s 
death, that brother avho fell a martyr’ to liberty 
and liberty. of the press: And I remember that 
after describing! the scene of that death in words 
that stirred every heart, he said that he went a 
pilgrim to'his brother’s grave, and, kneeling upon 
the:‘sod: beneath which sleeps: that brother, he 
swore by the everlasting God eternal hostility to 
African slaveryi” Welland nobly has. he kept that 
oath; and when the scene of these days shall have 
passed, when peace shall.once more be ‘restored 
to our ‘country, when the historian shall. write 
upon his records the names of those who have. 
done most. to accomplish the great desideratum 
for which he lived, the. destruction: of African 
slavery, in my judgmenthe will record the name 
of no man who has done more than Owen Lovs- 
JOY. : 
Sir, it is too early to write his epitaph or ‘to 

pronounce higeulogy: When this civil war shall } 
have‘been ended, when-our country shall be once 
niore restored.to unity based upon liberty, then 
full and complete justice will be done.to Owen 
Lovejoy. 6 o0 “ate . 

» The question.was taken on the resolutions; and 
they were agreed to. : 

-The SPEAKER appointed the following as the 
committee authorized by the resolutions: Messrs. 
Farnsworrn, Rice of Maine, and Ross. 

-And thereupon (at five minutes pastthree o’clock 
p- m.) the House adjourned. 


“0 IN SENATE. 
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‘Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, Dr. SUNDERLAND. 

‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
l PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I offer a petition froma com- 
mittee of the German Radical National Club of 
Philadelphia, in which they set forth certain ob- 
jections at length, being seven in number, to the 
amnesty proclamation of the President and his 
proposed system of reconstruction, and they con- 
clude by calling upon Congress to provide b 
some cflective Jogislation against the evils whieh 
they think will come from carrying out the policy 
of the President. As the whole subject of recon- 
struction has already been referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, I ask that this petition 
may have that destination. 

TheVICE PRESIDENT, Thatreference will 
be made. ; ; ; 

REPORT FROM A COMMITTEE, 


Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the memorial of Charles F. Anderson, architect, 
praying for compensation for his time, labor, and 
professional knowledge and skill employed in con- 
ceiving, devising, and preparing plans for the ex- 
tension, enlargement, and improvement of the 
Capitol building, submitted a report accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 207) for the relief of Charles F. 
Anderson. The bill was read, and passed toa 
second reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. i 


BILLS INTRODUCED, A 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous cón- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 205) 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to the Governor of Minnesota, or his authorized j 
agent, the further costs, charges, and expenses 
incurred in suppressing Indian hostilities within, 
that State, and upon its borders, in the year 1862; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


the Committee on Military Affairs.and the Militia. 


> 


| NAVE-YARD ON THE DELAWARE. 


‘|| for the} 


naval depot on the Delaware tiver at such 
as shall be most advantageous to the Governnie 
and the public service, taking into account the 
advantages of location and economy of construc- 
tion. The location of the navy-yard and ‘naval 
depot is to be fixed within the limits named byy 
éommission to be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Navy, and to consist of seven scientific. and’ 
ractical'men, none of whom is to reside or own 
ands within fifty miles of the Delaware river or 
bay; anda report of amajority of the commis- 
sion, when approved by the Secretary of the Navy 
and the President of the United States, is to be 
final. i : ‘ 
The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. ar 
; ARREST OF WILLIAM YOCUM. ; : 
Mr. DAVIS submitted. the following resolu 
tion: pod tas 
Resolved, That the Committee on the: Judiciary inquire 
and. report to the Senate whether or not William Yocum, 


a Citizen of the United States, late a resident of Cairo, is 
or not confined inthe penitentiary of New York, situated in 


“Albany, or some other prison, by and under the sentence or 


a military court, for which the said William Yocum has re- 
ecived the full and unconditional pardon of the President 
of the United States; and that the said committee have 
power to send for persons and papers. iad 

Mr.SUMNER. Letthatlie over. Thechair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary is not now 
present. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, it will lie over under the rule. - 


CHARLES L. NELSON. 


Mr. CLARK. I move that the Senate now 
roceed to the consideration of the bill for the re- 
ief of Charles L. Nelson. Itis a small bill; and 

will not take any time. : 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 

197) for therelief of Charles L. Nelson was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. Itdirects the Secretary óf the Treas- 
ury to pay to Charles L. Nelson $308 for his ser- 
vices as agent for the improvement of the harbor 
of Burlington, Vermont, from January 15; 1853, 
to April 2, 1853, inclusive, at four dollars per day. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without |} 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


COMMISSIONER OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. FOOT. I move to take up Senate bill No. 
43, relating to the office of Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which had been recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and re- 
ported with amendments. : 

Mr. FOOT. There are two amendments re- 
ported by the committee, which aré the amend- 
ments adopted in Committee of the Whole when 
the bill was under consideration before it was.re- 
committed, 

The first amendment of the committee was in 
line eleven, after the word ‘ Washington,” toin- 
sert ‘except those connected with the extension 
of the Treasury buildings;”’ so that it will read: 

And all appropriations hereafter made for the public 
buildings and grounds belonging to the United States in the 
city of Washington, except those connected with the ex- 
tension of the Treasury buildings, shall be disbursed by 
said Commissioner, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was in line fourteen, after 
the word “‘ appropriation,” to strike out the fol- 
lowing words: . 

And the office of said Commissioner shall be under the 
supervision ‘and control of the President of the United 
States. A - 

Mr. FOOT. That was also adopted before in 
Committee of the Whole. ` 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
and the amendments were concurred in, 


seat I should be glad'to have t 
resent. > 


FOO 


Mr. 


ing. bwwould-noveatapthe bill for consi 
id -his:absencés« I have delayed itati 

in consequence’ of -Kis absence! F's) ae 
that as due in courtesy to-thée Senttor from Inde 
anaas a member of the-comuiitied (HA ted 
this bill. see that ‘he is now prese i 
Mr: President, Kan hotüniwar ' 
culty which very often attends any-attéempttodi 
continue of getrid of an office’oragén vihig 
Governinent, however: unnecessary. “or however 


useless it may Have become; and especially it it 


be an office or agency that pays well t 
bent of it. In fast, thé hove useless itis except 
for the salary of the inéuaunbent ‘of the'office, the 
greater-the diffoulty'I -havewoiictimes thoughtih 
getting rid of it; and the dase before lis; it-seehis! 
to: me; is-not-an unapt illustration ofthis general 
remark. ai io Sires Gi Sn PO FT 
- Since the 1st of July last; and then‘for the fi 

time, we have had: what is termed in his commis? 
sion from the Secretary of the Interior a generat 
superintendent of the Capitolextension; &e., with 
asalary stipulated and fixed bythe Sécrewry at’ 
$2,500 a year, and with the privilege of a clerks 
ship, which is also filled yat $1 600.0 year, making 
the sum. of $4,160-annually ‘for, this general ‘su- 
perintendency now of the’Capitol' extension: and 
dome. ‘Che Committee on Public Buildings, who 
have liad the subject in chargéand y derconsid! 
eration, havé thoughtand are of opinion that there 
is no necessity for this office or agency, and con 
sequently. no occasion for this additional cost ta 
the Government. ‘The committee have thought, 
and are of opinion, that the duties, whatever they 
are, of this office or agency may as well be per- 
formed by the Commissioner ‘of Public Buildings; 
and the sole purpose of this bill is to commit these 
duties to the Commissioner, and thus to dispense 
with this office or agency of general supérintend- 
ent, and its cost of $4,100 a year, a8 being wholly 
unnecessary. That is the opinion of ‘the com- 
mittee, Whether right or Wrong. | 0 o n 7 

I have endeavored pn a former ocdasion ‘briefl 
to show that there’ was really no necessity for this 
office and this additional'expense. “I will notze- 
peat what I have before said:on that point.” ° 

But there is another question of Tegal right and 
authority on the part of the Secretary of the fri- 
terior to make such an ‘appointment, to create 
such an office. When this subject was before the 
Senate some wecks ago, and I was making some 
remarks in reference to this appointment, speak- 
ing of it as a mere agency, notan office known 
to the law or whose duties were prescribed by 
any law, my colleague put the inquiry,and a very 
appropriate and pertinent inquiry it was too, out 
of what fund this general superintendent was paid, 
and by whose authority? My answer to that in- 
quiry was at the time, and correctly I think, that 
the superintendent was paid out of the appropria- 
tion for the Capito] extension and dome, and by 
the Secretary of the Interior, or under his di- 
rection. 

Thatinquiry suggests the further question, what 
authority of law, or of usage, if you please, has 
the Secretary to make this appointment of a gen-~ 
eral superintendent, stipulating for and fixing his 
salary at $2,500 a year, ayd paying it out of the 
Capitol appropriation fund? I am of. opinion, 
Mr. President, that this appointment is without 
authority of law, and without authority of usage 
or practice, as well as being unnecessary at the 
present time, . 

From the commencement of these works upon 
the extension of the Capitol, now some thirteen 
yras and through all its progress up to the lst of 

uly last, there has never been an appointment as 
an original appointment; with a fixed salary by the. 

ower making the appointment, until the Ist of. 
Faly last. This is the first instance of such an 
appointment as an original independent appoint- 
ment with a fixed salary at $2,500 a year-or any 
other salary, and a.clerkship in addition at $1,600 : 
a year or any other salary. From 1853 to 1861 
the supervision of the Capitol extension and domo 
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tyas.in the War Department by order of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and itsimmediatesuper- 
vision was placed underan officer of the Army. 
General Meigs was. detailed from the engineer 
corps and assigned to this special duty, which he 
erxformed for abouteight years, from April, 1853, | 
thine, until April-or May, 1861; and performed 
it, I will say, with signal, ability, skill, and. suc- 
cess, and without ever having received one dollar 
by. way.of salary or compensation. aside from his 
pay and allowances asian officer of the Army.and 
according to hig rank, which at that time was that 
of captain.of engineers. beech i s s 
. Lay again there ismoauthority thabl can find, 
by law on your statute-books, of usage or of prac- 
tice; forthis appointment, of ageneral superintend- 
ent, and fixing his salary, at the pleasure of the 
power making the appointment; and in this in- 
Stance it has not even the apology or excuse of 
necessity, or of expediency, or of convenience 
even, ; f e caii 
. Mr. GRIMES. Nor of precedent. _ 
. Mr. FOOT. Nor of precedent, as the Senator 
well says, I am aware of the general rule, or the- 
ory, on dostring, if you please to call it.so, that 
where authority and direction are given to doa 
certain act, ag ‘to erect a public building, asin thig 
instance; in other. words, where a specific pre- 
scribed duty is imposed, thaauthority to perform 
that duty carries with it the implied power of em- 
ploying the necessary men toaccomplish, thatact 
or perform that duty; but this implied power in 
yactice under our Government does not extend 
eyond the employment of the necessary number 
of laborers,-workmen, and the puychase of the 
necessary material, &c. _ 
"This implied power never extended to the ap- 
ointment of superintendents or agents or arch- 
itecta, or clerks even, and fixing their rates of com- 
pensation. ‘The exercise of an implied power to 
this extent would indeed bea dangerous one; and 
hence Congress has always taken care, and al- 
ways should. take care, to limit the exercise of 
this implied, power by itself providing for such 
clerical or cxecutive.or administrative forces as 
may be. necessary, and itself fixing the rates of 
compensation, Witness, for instance, for illus- 
- tration, in all the Executive Departments of the 
Government no head of a Department assumes to 
appoint aclerk in his office except by express 
authority from Congress. The Secretary of the 
Interior canuot appoint to a clerkship in bis own 
office beyond the number, or fix his compensa- 
tion beyond the sum, authorized by express law. 

Then Task again, and emphatically, by what 
authority does tho Seeretary of the Interior ap- 
paint this superintendent and pay him $2,500 a 
year out of the appropriation for the Capitol ex- 
tension? p 

Let me not be misunderstood in this as imputing 
to the Secretary of the Interior any. intentional 
assumptionsor exercise. of puwer or authority 
that he did not think belonged to him. Probably 
it wag anact of inadvertence, and the appoint- 
mont was made without examination as to the 
question of bis authority or right to do go. . » 

o This igall L have to say on this subject in addi- 
ton to what I bave said before, i 

Mr. VIENDRICKS. Ihave very little toadd 
to what T felt it my duty. to say to the Senate 
when this bil was before the body ou a former oc- 
casion. I then exyfained the reasons why I could 
not support the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Vermont; why L could not supportit in the 
committee of which he was chairman, nor in the 
Senate; and I haye but lite to add to what I then 
said. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the | 
measure thatisbeforeit. ‘The Senator from Ver- 
mont has discussed it as if it were a bill to re- | 
move the present superintendent who isin charge |! 
of the worie on the dome and the extension of the 
Capitol and aqueduct. Thatisnot the bill. The 
LIN is to take the work from under the charge of | 
the Secretary of the Interior and to place it under 
the managementand control of the Commissioner |} 
of Public Buildings. ‘The Senator who supports 
the bill assigns one reason for it—I know of but 
one-—and that reason is, that the Seeretary of the 
Interior, in carrying forward this work, has ap- 
pointed a certain gentleman superintendent of 
the work at a salary of $2,500 a year. It ia ar- 
gued by the Senator that this is an exercise of 
power not possessed by the Secretary; that it is || 


an extravagant use of the public money. That 
is the position of the Senator, as I understand it. 
Because the Secretary of the Interior has seen fit 
to appoint a superintendent of the work at a sal- 
ary of $2,500, is that a sufficient reason why the 
Senate should vote to take the work from him, 
when in other respects he manages it properly, 
and give it to another officer? That is the sum 
and substance of the argument of the Senator,so 
faraslunderstandit. 0 > : 
The Secretary of the Interior, thought. at the 
commencement of the present fiscal year that it 
was proper to make a change in the management 
of this work. He made the change; and in his 
annual report he has communicated to Congress 
the result of that change. The material point of 
the change was the appointment of a superintend- 
ènt; and a reduction of the administrative force 
employed upon the Capitol in other directions; 
ahd I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
the result of that change. 

I am not going to spend much time in answer- 
ing the question which the Senator has asked, by 
what authority the Secretary of the Interior has 
appointed a superintendent? He says thatit was 
not done before; that no superintendent had been 
appointed before that time; thatit was an excess of 
authority; and the logic of it is that the Secretary 
ought to be rebuked by taking the work from him 
because he has appointed a superintendent. I 
think the Senator is mistaken. There was a su- 
perintendent before—not a superintendent of the 
whole work, but of a portion of the work; and | 
will call the attention-of the Senator to a letter 
which. is in his own possession from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, from which he will find that 
a Mr. Eustis was superintendent of the stone 
work; that that superintendent was found by the 
Secretary of the Interior not to be qualificd for 
the position; that he lacked all the qualifications 
necessary for the position to such an extent that 
he could not make up the accounts so that the 
Government could settle them from his books, 
but reference had to be made to the contractors’ 
books to enable the Department to makea settle- 
ment with the contractors; and that under that 
supcerintendency the Government had to depend 
on the accuracy of the contractors’ books for a 
settlement rather than on the books kept by the 
officer of the Government. 1 will ask the Sena- 
tor by what authority of law there was appointed 
prior to July 1a superintendent of stone work? 

Mr. FOOT. The answer is, itis a mere play 
upon the terms or words designating the charac- 
ter of the office. ‘There was no general superin- 
tendent of the work prior to July last asan inde- 
pendent appointment. i have already said that. 
during the period of time, the eight years, it was 
under the supervision of the War Department, it 
was placed under the superintendence of an offi- 
cer of engineers, but without any additional sal- 
ary. An officer was assigned by the War De- 
partment from the engineer corps to that specific 
duty, but’received no pay except that of an offi- 
cer of the Army according to his rank. This Mr. 
Eustis, to whom reference is made, was a mere 
foreman of the stone work. There was-also a 
foreman of the brick work. There was also a 
foreman, if you please to call him so, or receiver 
of marble. They were mere foremen of different 
branches of the work, mere overseers. 

I am willing to admit that Mr. Eustis was an 
illiterate man, not qualified for a clerkship, not 
qualified Lo make up the accounts, Iwill admit 
further, and accord to the Secretary the credit of 
it, that under his direction, by his order, the pres- 
ent superintendent did make inquiry and inves- 
tigation into the organization of the clerical and 
administrative force upon the work, and did rec- |} 
ommend that certain overseers be removed; in | 
other words, there being soise four or five of those |} 
overseers of different branches of the work, stone |} 
work, brick work, &c., &c., that they should be 
united and combined under one head, and placed | 
under one supervision. That was done, and [ | 
think it was well done. ft was a saving of unne- 
cessary expense to the Government to thatextent; | 
but to whom does the credit belong? Not to the | 
superintendent, Itisno meritofhis, It was done 
by order of the Secretary of the Interior, and he 
is entided to credit for reducing the expenses of 
the Government in this behalf to that extent. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. The question I was dis- 
cussing when the Senator took the floor was, by |} 


; tendent for the entire year is $2,500. 


what.authority did the Secretary of the Interior 
appoint a superintendent of the work? This Sen- 
ator admits that the work was well enough con- 
ducted before, and as it was conducted before there 
was a superintendent for each particular part of 
the work. There was a superintendent of the 
stone.work.. I ask the Senator by what author- 
ity he was appointed superintendent? He was 
appointed superintendent with a salary. - By. 
what authority was he appointed superintendent 
of stone work with a salary? ‘That salary is not 
fixed bythe law. - The office of superintendent 
of stone work: is not fixed by law... It was the 
exercise of the power which the proper depart- 
ment had in carrying on the-work. ‘This work. 
cannot. be canted. on except through the instru- 
mentality of agents; and there was one agent and 
superintendent, as the Senator calls him, the fore- 
man of stone work; another. the superintendent 
of brick work. The Secretary of the Interior 
found the work not going on to his satisfaction, 
and instead of having four or five superintendents 
he appointed Captain West as the superintend- 
ent of the.whole work, not only as superintend- 
ent 

Mr. GRIMES.. Doesthe Senator mean to say 
there is no foreman of the stone work? | 4 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I dare say there is. 

Mr. GRIMES. Whatdoes the Senator mean, 
then, when he says that the Secretary appointed 
Captain Westin place of these other men? 

Mr. HENDRICKS.. Mr. Eustis was removed, 
and I do not understand that another man waa 
appointed in his stead.. Does the Senator.so un- 
derstand? 

Mr. GRIMES. Ido. 

Mr. HENDRICKS... Who is he? 

Mr. GRIMES. I donot know; but I under- 
stand there is a foreman to each one of these de~. 
partments. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. But the argument I at- 
tempted to make was this; that if there was an 
authority on the part of the Secretary or of the 
department having charge of the work to appoint 
a superintendent of stone work, there is an au- 
thority to appoint a superintendent of the entire. 
work. . I cannot say why there should be a lack 
of authority for the one purpose and authority 
tound for the other. 

The Secretary appointed Captain West as su- 
perintendent of the whole work. What has been 
the result of-it? I will call the attention of the 
Senate to a few figures upon this question. The 
Secretary in his annual report says that by the 
change in the management of the work there has 
been a saving to the Government; more work has 
been done at less expense; and here are the figures, 
which the Senator from Vermont will find ina 
communication from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in his possession, Captain West was ap- 
pointed on the Ist day of July last as general 
superintendent. For the six months preceding 
that, the work done upon the Capitol amounted 
to $236,539. The clerical and administrative force 
employed in doing that amount of work cost 
$12,215.75. From the Ist day of July to the 
3ist of December last, six months, the work done 
amounted to $255,359 70, and the cost of the cleri- 
cal and administrative force was $9,081 57. In 
other words, $18,829 70, more work was done 
during the last six monthsata cost of $3,134 lesa 
for administrative and clerical force. 

That is the showing that the Secretary of the 
Interior makes: $18,000 more work done in the 
last six months at a cost for clerical and admin- 
istrative force of $3,000 less {han the six months 
before. How far that is to be attributed to the 


; fact that he cherie avery skillful man as su- 


porinienident cannot say. The Secretary of the 
nterior in hisreport saysthere was a saving. In 
his letter to the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds he shows the facta 


| that I have stated: a saving of $3,000 in six 
i months, a saving of nearly seven thousand dol- 


Jars in a year, securing $36,000 more work done 
in the ceurse of a year. And yet the Senator 
from Vermont wishes to go back to that manage- 
ment which existed before the Ist of July last. 
It seems to me that the single fact that the Secre- 
tary has scen fit to appoint a superintendent is 
nota sufficient reason. The cost of the superin~ 
en y The saving 
under the administration of that superintendent 
for the first six months is 43,000. There will be: 


9 


1864, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


we 


a saving of nesirly five thousand dollars over and 
above the salary of the superintendent during the 
course of the year, if he is as successful for the 


next six months as he has been for the last six 


‘months. ; : 


_ This superintendent, the Secretary of the Inte- ` 
rior informs us, is a skillful architect. I will give | 


än brief what the Secretary says on that subject 
ina communication to the committee. He says 
‘that to the end of securing economy and dispatch 
in the work, he appointed Captain’ West chief 
clerk, and afterwards appointed him superintend- 
‘ent and disbursing agent, He says he appointed 
him because he was an architect acquainted with 
the details of the work. . Captain West had been 
before this employed in some subordinate posi- 
tion, perhaps. under the architect;, Mr. Walter, 
upon the work; and so the Secretary says he was 
‘acquainted with the details of the work. He says, 
further, that he was a. scholar, possessed ‘of supe- 
rior clerical ‘ability; and, withal, a man of the 
strictest integrity and of moré' than ordinary ca- 
‘pacity. He had been recommended at the incom- 
‘ng of this Administration by many Senators and 
Representatives for the office of Commissioner of 
Public Buildings. He had been employed before 
this in the Army as quartermaster, and always 
gave satisfaction in that position, and was hon- 
orably mentioned in public orders by his supe- 
riors. 

This is the person appointed by the Secretary 
of the Interior superintendent of the work; an 
architect, a man skilled as a clerk, familiar with 
the details of the work. Under his administra- 
tion more work has been done, and there has been 
a large saving to the Government; and yet, be- 
cause he was appointed superintendent, the chair- 
man of the committee insists that the work ought 
to be taken away from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. Has the Senator said to the Senate that 
this work has cost more than it ought to cost? 
He has not said so. Has he said that this su- 
perintendent has not shown himself competent 
for the place? He has not said so. Has there 
been any question of his integrity? No such 


question has been raised. Here is a skillful ar- | 


chitect appointed to superintend the work, who 
saves money to the Government, and secures more 
work at the end of six months than for the six 
months previous; and, yet it is asked that for that 
appointment this work shall be takenaway from 
the Secretary of the Interior! 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate also 
to the fact that the appointment of Captain West 
was not as supgrintendent of the work alone, but 
as disbursing agent of the work upon the Capitol 
and also upon the’aqueduct, and that he gave bond 
in $40,000'as disbursing azent of the work on the 
Capitol, and $30,000 as disbursing agent for the 
work on the aqueduct. 

Mr. FOOT. Let me suggest to the Senator 
that the appointment of disbursing agent for the 
aqueduct is a separate and independent appoint- 
ment, for which he receives an additional salary 

. of $500, making $3,000 for the superintendency 
and, disbursing agency of beth works. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, I understand that his 
entire salary is $2,500. 

Mr. FOOT. His entire salary as superintend- 
ent and disbursing agent of the work on the Cap- 
itol extension is $2,500; but, in addition to that, 
He receives $500 as disbursing agent of the aque- 

uct, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. That is not the informa- 
tion I have. 

Mr. FOOT. I speak advisedly upon it. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. As the Senator is in- 
formed on the subject, of course I shall not ques- 
tion hisstatement. 1 had understood that the en- 
tire salary was $2,500.. Then hia entire salary is 
$3,000, and he has given bond to the amount of 
$70,000.. Is it questioned that a disbursing agent 
may beappointed? Captain West is superintend- 
ent of the work; he is also the disbursing agent, 
and is his own chief clerk, as I understand. He 
dispensed with the services of a chief clerk, which 
services were required under the former adminis- 
tration,and he discharges the duties appertaining 
to that position, the duties appertaining to the po- 
sition of superintendent of the work, and also of 
disbursing agent. 

It seems to me, then, when the Secretary of the 
Interior has adopted a system of management of 
this work which saved to the Government better 


than $6,000 a year, and secures neatly $36,000 || ka 


more work to be done, there is no argument 
against the continuance of his control over the 
work. rs e : 
Mr. LANE, of Indiana.” Mr. President, this 
question presents itself to me in this form: as 
you have ‘heard from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, the su- 
perintendency of this Capitol extension was iù 
the War Department originally, and continued 


‘there some eight years, ` At the end of that time 


a law was passed, giving the superintendence of 
the extension of the Capitol building to the’ Sec- 
retary of the Interior. This bill proposes to take 
that superintendency from the Secretary of the 
Interior.and give it to the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings. What are the reasons assigned for 
that change? Whiat is the evil sought to be rem- 
edicd by the passage of anew Jaw? Has there 
been any maladministration in the superintend- 
ency of the Secretary of the Interior? Thear- 
gument is, that in point of economy it would be 
better to change the superintendence, because the 
Secretary of the Interior has appointed a super- 
intendent of the work at a salary of $2,500, and 
because, forsooth, there is nolaw for such an ap- 
pointment, KOON 

These are the whole grounds urged for, the 
change of this superintendency. . The papers on 
file with the committee, which I holdin my hand, 
show that the administration of the Secretary of 
the Interior has saved at the rate of néarly eight 
thousand dollars a year over the superintendence 
heretofore. ‘lhe work has been done more eco- 
nomically. No one saysit has not been doneas 
well. Butthe argumentis, that we should change 
the law on account of the appointment of this 
superintendent. 

Now, let me direct the attention of the Senate 
to one fact: why was this superintendent ap- 
pointed, and at whose instance? Was it upon the 
motion of the Secretary of the Interior that the 
superintendent with a salary of $2,500 was ap- 
pointed? Nota word of it. He was appointed 
under the recommendation of Mr. Walter, the 
architect, and under the representation and request 
of Mr. French, Commissioner of Public Buildings 
and Grounds, the very men into whose hands you 

ropose to place this extension. There is the 
etter on file in the office of the Secretary gf the 
Interior, signed by Mr. French and Mr. Walter, 
urging the appointment ofa superintendent, and 
stating that it was absolutely necessary some 
eighteen months ago to make the appointment. 

hen Mr. Smith went out of office as Secre- 
tary of the Interior that Ictter was found on file. 
Mr. Usher found it, and upon examination saw 
that he could save money to the Government by 
appointing this superintendent at the request of 
Mr. Walter, and Mr. French Himself, the Com- 
missioner of Publie Buildings and Grounds. If, 
therefore, there Is any wrong in this appoint- 
ment it did not originate in the Interior Depart- 
ment, but was under the request of Mr. Walter, 
and Mr. French, the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings, the person—and 1 doubt not a very 
competent and honest and able officer—into whose 
hands you now propose to devolve this trust. 
Why should we makca change, then, on grounds 
of economy, when i hold in my hand the report 
of the Secretary, showing the facts to be a dimi- 
nution of the expense amounting to some seven 
thousand dollars per annum, and more work done 
than ever was done before? f 

This bill proposes, in addition, to authorize the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings to make his 
report, not to a Department of the Government, to 
be revised by the head of one of the Departments, 
but to make his report directly to the President 
of the United States,and to draw his requisitions 
directly upon the Treasury of the United States 
without any supervision either by the War De- 
partment or by the Department of the Interior. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I have no objection 
to that; but I wish before I close to read the re- 
portof the Seerctary of the Interior, showing that | 
there is no pretense for this change growing either | 
out of maladministration or economy. | 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will | 
suspend his remarks to allow the reception of a | 
message from the Flouse ef Representatives. i 


State of Hlinois, 
thereupone ci 
"Phe VICEP 
will be read: ay Shs 
The Secretary teat them, as: foll 
jie pe, p BU Pea House or Ri 
¿Ôn motion of Mir. EB. Wasunonme, ogo h 
Resojved,. That this House has, heard with profound set- 
row the announcement of the death of Hon, Owzn Loys- 
Joy, a member of this House from the fifth edngressional 
district of the State of Tiinois.’ CURA ESS 
-ı Resolved, That this House tenders to the widow andirek- 
atives of the deceased the expression of its deep sympathy 
in. this afflicting bereavement. Folens +2 
- Resolved, That the Clerk of this House coniniunicate to 
the widow of ‘the deceased a copy of these resohitions. “ 
Resolved, Thatthe Speaker appoint a committee of three 
to.escort the remains of the deceased to the. place desig- 


and the resolutions 


RESIDENT, 


nated by his friends for his Interment. 3., 5 

Resolved, That as an additional mark òf ‘respect for the 
memory of the deceased thé members’ of ‘this House’ will 
wear the usual badge of mourning onthe left-arm for thirty 
days. . . : x AES een 
. Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be communi- 
cated to the Sèniite; and as a further mark of respect this 
House do now adjourn. 7 PAROS E E 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, this ix the 
third time death has entered the small circle of 
the congressional delegation from Illinois since £ 
have been a member of this body—Harris, Dougy 
las, and Lovejoy, all in the prime of life and 
vigor of manhood, have bepn called hence within 
the last six years. They were all men of mark, 
and by their own efforts. worked thelr way. tp 
places of eminence and distinction, not only in 
NUnois but in the nation. ` In many respects they 
were not unlike: they all came to Hlinois when 
mere youths, without means or other fortuitous 
circumstances to aid them in enteting on the strug- 
gles of. life; they were all men of strong wills, 
great resolution, and indomitable energy... i.e 

Hon. Owen Loynsox, whose loss we are now 
called upon to Mouri, expired Friday. night lagts 
at thé house of a friend in Brooklyn, New York, 
in the presence of his wife and one of his daugh- 
ters,.the only members of the family. who were 
with him. He had gone to Brooklyn some, two 
weeks ‘since in the vain hope of ‘regaining. hig 
health by escaping the anxieties and excifementas 
to which as a member of Congress he was here 
exposed, He was naturally-of a vigorous con- 
stitution and possessed of great physical power, 
A little more thàna year ago, however, he wag 
attacked by an acute disease in this city, whioh 
prostrated. him for a long time and: from. which 
he never entirely recovered. Soon after the com; 
mencement of the present session of Congress. he 
| was again taken down, and was confined to his 
| bed most of the time for two months previous. tg 
going to Brooklyn. He leaves surviving him a 
| widow, three sons, and six daughters, ‘ 

Mr. Lovesoy was a native of Maine, and fifty: 
three years of age at the time of his death, The 
first I remember to have heard of him in Hiinoig 
was in 1837, at the time his brother was killed by, 
a mobat Alton, in that State. Thecircumatances 
of that transaction have passed into history. Syf- 
fice it here to say that his brother, in undertaking 
to defend a religious press which he had estahy 
lished in the interest of freedom, was wickedly 
slain. That transaction, véry possibly, had somes 
thing to do in molding the future life of my dep 
ceased colleague, who, at the time, stood by. his 
brother’s side, and,as I have been told, kneelin 
over his body as his life’s blood gushed out, vowed 
eternal hostility to slavery. Not more faithfully 
did Hannibal, the greatest captain of ‘ancient 
times, keep his youthful vow ofeternal hostility ta 
Rome, than did Owen Lovxgsor his of eternal hos- 
tility to slavery., ; ae IA 

But there was this difference between the vowst 
one was made in a spirit of vengeance against 
&riyalnation in behalf of ambitious Carthage; the 
other in a spirit of philanthropy for a.down-trod» 
| den race-doomed to perpetual bondage. < Nobly 
i did Mr, Lovgsoy rédeem his pledge. “The first 
| knowledge we have of him in Illinois, he was bat- 
| ting againstslavery, and he never ceased the. strife 
| till his last earthly struggle was over.: It was not 


permitted him to witness the consummation of the 
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great object, to the accomplishment of which his 
life had been devoted, the entire abolition of sla- 
very; but he lived tø see measures taken, with the 
inauguratoh of which he had much to-do, which 
it is believed will soon effect that result. Like 
the great Jewish captain, he was permitted to look 
forward to the land of deliverance and promise, 
potto emer upon ity. o o o < 
in Hinois Mr: Lovesoy has occupied asprom- 
inent-and influential position: for. many -years.. 
Long before he held political office or entered po- 
litical life he was known.as an anti-slavery lecturer 
of great power and eloquence, Fe first held of- 
‘fice as:a Member of the Illinois Legislature from 
the county of Bureau,in 1854: In the fall of 1856 
-he was clected'a Representative to Congress, and 
‘Since then has been consecutively returned ateach 
‘election, having been three times elected from the 
district-as it existed previous to the last appor- 
tionment and once from the district as it now is. 
He acquired and maintained his popularity by 
appealing directly to. the masses. He had noth- 
ing to do with, and knew little about, the appli- 
ances sometimes resorted to by politicians to ac- 
quire position. At, the outsct of his career his 
anti-slavery views were far in advance of most of 
those around him. Nothing daunted by this, he 
never hesitated to promulgate and avow them 
whenever opportunity offered, and.often sought 
and made opportunities for doing it. He was a 
pioncer inthe great and holy cause of freedom, and 
a bikive, bold, and eloquent man. Noman in the 
State, if any in the nation, ever exerted a greater 
influence on the masses by his speeches than 
Owen Lovesoy. Fe had a loud, clear voice, was 
thoroughly in earnest, and throwing his whole 
soul ‘into his subjectfusually having some rela- 
tion to slavery, never failed to impart to others 
something of that detestation and abhorrence of 
human bondage which he himself felt. 
i In'sdine portions of Hlinois the prejudice against 
abolitionists, of whom Mr. Lovesoy was denom- 
friated the chief, was such that he could not ad- 
‘dress public assemblies without danger of per- 
sonal violence, but when he once gota hearing 
auch was his éloquence and power over the peo- 
ple that he never failed to disarm all personal ep- 
sosition, if he did not wholly convince his hearers. 
No man in the State did so much as he to over- 
come the pro-slavery prejudices of a large portion 
of its inhabitants, and to clevate that great State 
to the proud position it now occupies on the side 
of freedom and of right. 

But it is not alone as the eloquent advocate of 
human rights that we should look upon my de- 
parted colleague. As agreat leaderand champion 
ofthe oppressed he has, indeed, carved out for him- 
self a reputation as lasting as time; but, endowed 

the Great Author of all with faculties of the 
hightest order, and susceptible of indefinite im- 
provement, his philanthropic and noble spirit was 
accustomed to look beyond thisearthly sphere to a 
country where the wicked cease from troubling and 
the wenryareatrest. My departed colleague spent 
his life in pleading as well for deliverance from 
sin and death as from that of human oppression. 
For sixteen years previous to holding public 
office he was the acceptable pastor over the Con- 
gregational charch at Princeton, the place of his 
residence, 
< There are few men who have left behind them 
a brighter record than Owen Loyesoy. Ile was 
the friend of the oppressed, the genial companion, 
the eloquent orator, theable statesman, the Chris- 
tian divine, the affectionate husband and father. 
What more can [say ofhhim? To his bereaved 
widow and children there is no consolation ex- 
cept that which cometh from that other and bet- 
ter world whither he has gone and now beckons 
them to follow, ; 
- 1 offer for adoption the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Senate reecive with sincere regret 
the annouucenent of the death of Hon. Owen Lovesoy, | 
late a mentber of the House of Representatives from the 
Stato of Minois, and tender to the family of the deceased 
the urance of their sympathy with them under the be- 
reavemeut they have been called to sustain. , a 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directeé | 
to transmit to the family of Mr. Lovesoy a certified copy 
ofthe foregoing resolution. ` 

Resolved, That in token of respeet for the memory of the 
deceased Hie Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. POMEROY. I wish, Mr. President, to | 
pay but a passing tribute to the memory of one L| 


earned to love many years ago. Owen Lovs- i! 


goy-wasthe valued and tried friend, also, of the 


i to achieve. 


j agency, and at every occurring opportunity, so 


| accursed foot-prints may no longer defile the na- 


| did not doubt the great result. 


people of my State during a period when such 
friendship was invaluable. His heart and hand, 
his voice and pen, were all consecrated to such a 
work.as the free State men of Kansas were called 
I well remember the decided and 
cordial approval he gave to the course we were 
pursuing. And when some doubted, and others 
hesitated, he was ready.to act.. And during the 
long and trying years of 1855 and 1856, his voice 
cheered us; his hands, and others like his, sus- 
tained us.. = 

I remember the hospitality at his fireside, as 
well as the stirring eloquence with which he plead 
our cause before his own people, and in his own 

ulpit. . 

Thad the pleasure often of being with him while 
he addressed the assembled thousands of earnest 
and free men of that portion of the great Northwest 
during the exciting and ever-memorable canvass 
of 1856. That campaign did more than any other 
to establish in this country a literature of free- 
dom. 

But, sir, I need add nothing to what has been 
said, for this is no occasion for many words. In- 
deed, I have known enough of sorrow and felt 
enough of its desolation to realize that the truest 
tribute is oftener paid in the silence of grief and 
by the cloquence of tears. Inthis budding spring- 
time the prairie burying-place at his own chosen 
home in Princeton will receive what remains of 
Owen Lovesoy. And though the grass may wave 
and the flowers bloom above and around him, 
yet nothing, nothing can ever add beauty or frar 
grance to that name martyred and historic before, 
now and hereafter forever to be dear to freedoin, 
and as immortal as liberty—the name of Owen 
Lovesoy. 


Mr.SUMNER. Itis proposed to adjourn now 
in honor of Owen Lovesoy, whose recent death 
we mourn. Could his wishes prevail, he would 
prefer much that Senators should continue in their 
seats and help to enact into law some one of the 
several measures now pending to secure the oblit- 
eration of slavery. Such an act would be more 
acceptable to him than any personal tribute. 

He spoke well always; but he believed in deeds | 
rather than words, although speech with him was 
adced. It was his contribution to that sublime 
caust for which he toiled always. ‘ Words are 
the daughters of carth, deeds are the sons of 
heaven;’’ so says the Oriental proverb. But there 
was little of earth in his words, Proceeding 
from a pure and generous heart, they have so far 
prevailed even during his life that they must be 
named gratefully among those good influences by 
which our triumph has been won. How his en- 
franchised soul would be clevated even in those 
abodes to which he has been removed to know 
that his voice was still heard on earth encourag~ 
ing, exhorting, insisting that there should be no 
hesitation anywhere in striking at slavery; that 
this unpardonable wrong, from which alone the 
rebellion draws its wicked life, must be blasted 
by presidential proclamation, blasted by act of 
Congress, blasted by constitutional prohibition, 
blasted in every possible way, by every available 


that no trace of the outrage may continue in the 
institutions of the land, and especially that its | 


tional statute-book. Sir, it will be in vain that 
you pass resolutions in tribute to him if you neg- 
lect that cause for which he lived, and do not 
hearken to his voice. 

Shortly before he wentaway from Washington 
to die, Į sat by his bedside. There, too, within | 
call, was the beloved partner of his life. He was | 
cheerful; but his thoughts were mainly turned to 
his country, whose fortunesin the bloody conflict 
with slavery he watched with intensest care. He 
Bat he longed to 
be at his post again to teach his fellow-ciuzens, 


and to teach Congress, how vain it was to expect 
to make an end of the rebellion without making 
anend-of slavery. Itisonly just to his fame that 
now, on this occasion of commemoration, all this 
should be faithfully told. To suppress it would be 
dishonest. I could not speak at his funeral, if I; 
were expected to uniteinrobbing his grave of any | 
of these titles derived from his transcendent cour- 


| 


{i 
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age and discernment in the trials of the present 
tme. : 


The Journals of the House show how faith- 
fully he began his labors at the present session, 


On the tth of December-he introduced a bill, 


whose title discloses its character: +‘ A bill to give 
effect to the Declaration of Independence, and also 
to certain provisions of the Constitution of the 
United States.” - It proceeds to recite that all men 
were created equal, and were endowed by the Cre- 
ator with the inalienable right to life, liberty, and 
the fruits of honest toil; that the Government of 
the United States was instituted’ to secure those 
rights; that the Constitution declares that no 
person shall be deprived of liberty without due 
process of Jaw, and also provides—article five, 
clause two—that “ this Constitution, and the laws 
of the United States made in pursuance thereof, 
shall be the supreme law of the land, and the 
judges in each State shall be boand thereby, any- 
thing in the constitution and laws of any State to 
the contrary notwithstanding;”’ that it is now 
demonstrated by the rebellion that slavery is ab- 
solutely incompatible with the union, peace, and 
general welfare for which Congress is to provide; 
and it therefore enacts that all persons heretofore 
held in slavery in-any of the States or Territories 
of the United States are declared freedmen, and 
are forever released from slavery or involuntary 
servitude except as punishment for crime on due 
conviction, : On the same day he introduced an- 
other bill to protect freedmen and to punish any 
one for enslaving them. ‘These were among his 
last public acts. And now they testify how hon- 
estly he dealt with that question of questions. in 
which,all other questions are swallowed up... It 
is easy to see that he scorned the wicked fantasy 
that man can hold property in man. ‘This per- 
nicious delusion, which is the source of such in- 
tolerable pretensions on the partof slave-masters, 
and, worse still, the souree of such intolerable 
irresolution on the partof professed opponents of 
slavery, could get no hold of him. He knew that 
it was a preposterous falsehood, as wicked as 
false, born of prejudice and infinite credulity, and 
therefore he brushed aside as cobweb all the fine- 
spun snares of law or Constitution so ingeniously 
woven in its support. Recognizing freedom as 
the God-given birthright of all who wear the hu- 
man form, he knew no duty higher than to protect 
it always; and to this end law and Constitution 
must minister. ` ° . 

He had never been a judge, and was not even 
a lawyer, so that the technicalities and subtleties 
of the profession had no chance of enslaving him. 
Besides, to a nature like his, independent and 
self-poised, what were the sophisms of Jearning 
and skill when employed in the support of wrong? 
It was enough that wherever slavery appeared it 
was in defiance of that commanding law of right 
before which all unjust pretensions, whatever 
form they may take, mustdisappear like the morn- 
ing dew under the flashing arrows of the ascend- 
ing sun. From the beginning and at all times he 
was fixed against all compromise with slavery, 
and stood like a fortress.. Sir, let it be spoken 
here in his honor. Efe lies cold in death; buthe 
could have no better epitaph than this: ‘ Here 
rests one who would not compromise with in- 
iquity.’? When Senators and Presidents bent to 
the ignoble behest he stood firm. He was gifted 
to see that slavery—unlike the tariff or bank—did 
not come within the range of compromise any 
more than the decalogue or multiplication table. 
He saw clearly how shamefully unconstitutional 
and inhuman was the fugitive slave act, in spite 
of- every apology of compromise, and refused it 
all support. Fie lies coldin death; but his prin- 
ciples will live to sweep this unutterable atrocity 
from the statute-book, which it still fills from 
cover to cover with blackness. y 

He was not only a faithful counselor, of per- 
fect loyalty, in whom truth was a religion and an 
instinct, but he. was a counselor whose experi- 
ence of mankind and of publie life united with 
an aptitude for affairs in giving to what he said 
an added value. He sat for several years in the 
other House face. to face with the slave-masters, 
who then ruled the country,so that he knew them 
well in every respect, but especially in their open 
brutality and their surpassing effrontery. During 
this period, while shut out from participation in 
the-public business, his duty was that of cham- 
pion, and. nobly did be perform it, But those 
who have watched him under the responsibility 
recently cast upon a Representative of his char- 
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acter, have observed that he developed a practical 
talent, which rendered him useful not only as 
champion, but also as workman in the machine 
of Government. He wasa supporter of the pres- 
ent Administration, and of that deglared policy 
which, according to the motto of Algernon Sid- 
ney, adopted on the arms of Massachusetts, seeks 
**placid quiet under Hberty”’—placidam sub liber- 
tale quietem. But there are few among his asso- 
ciates who may not be instructed and inspired by 
his magnanimous example. 

He had been alife-long soldier of liberty—bap- 
tized into the service with blood. While he was 
yet young his brother, who was an editor in Hli- 
nois, devoted to the slave, fell a victim to the 
cause he had served so well, His fate awakened 
a wide sympathy throughout the country, draw- 
ing Channing from his retirement to speak at Fan- 
euil Hall, and touching with a living coal the lips 
of Wendell Phillips, whose voice then and there, 
for the first time, flamed forth against slavery. 
Jt was natural that Owen Lovesoy should assume 
those vows of perpetual warfare with the tyrant 
murderer which be so truly kept; tyrant mur- 
derer of a cherished brother; tyrant, murderer of 
liberty, notonly on the plantation buteverywhere 
throughout the dand; tyrant murderer of the Con- 
stitution, which guards alike the rights of States 
and citizens; and tyrant murderer of national 
peace, without which there can be no true pros- 
perity or happiness. Thus, asa soldier of liberty 
he began, ani he kept his harness on to the last. 
. He was oneof the most amiable of men, whose 
heart was abundant with goodness and gentleness, 

_ and whose countenance streamed with sunshine. 
But on this account he was only the more inex- 
orable toward a wrong which was so crucl in all 
its influences. A child of the New Testament, he 
was no stranger to the carly Hebrew spirit, and 
he had little patience with those who, born among 
gorthern schools and churches, strove to arrest or 
mitigate the doom of slavery. ‘The famous curse 


of Meroz, so solemnly denounced against neu- | 


trality, which had been echoed from ancient Judea 
by English Puritans in their great contest, found 
an echo also in hisheart: ‘Curse ye Meroz, said 
the angel of the Lord; curse ye bitterly the inhab- 
itants thereof because they came not to the help 
‘of the Lard; to the help of the Lord against the 
‘mighty.’? (Judges, chap. 5, verse 23.) Of course 
in this spirit he used plain words, and did not 
hesitate. Butif hedid not hesitate it was because 
hesaw clearly the pathofduty. Amiability did not 
make him doubt. He was a positive man of pos 


itive principles, who knew well how mach was | 
always lost by timid counsels, especially on great į 


occasions. Because there were some about bim 
who were skeptical and irresolute, he was not 
disheartened; but he preserved to the last an cx- 
ample of fidelity which history will piously en- 
shrine. Elisownillustrations were from the sacred 
writings; bata beathen poet has given a warning 
which is a part of the lesson of his life: 

“Old Priam’s age or Nestor’s may be out, 

And thou, O Taurus, still go on in doubt. 
Come, then, how Jong such wavering shail we see? 
how may’st doubt on; but then thoult nothing be.?? 

But of all doubts, there are-none more painful 
or indefensible than those by which human rights 
we put in jeopardy. 

Ele was a Representative of Illinois, born in 
Maine when Maine was a part of Massachusetts, 
šo that he was in a certain sense aconnecting link 
between the East and the West. The welcome 

which he found inthe West, and his complete as- 
sociation with that region, while his sympathies 
overflowed to his early home, attest better than 
arguments the ligaments which bind together 
these diferent parts of our common Union; so 
that, should 


to sow strife between us, his name alone will be 


a standing protest against the perversity. Born | 


Elon- 


in the East, he was honored in the West. 


oréd in the West, he never lost his love ‘for the | 
ne whole country, not excepting the || n 
i ‘| Northwestern Pacific railroad, reported from the 


East. Butt i 
South, had a home in his patriotis, hospitable, 
and capacious heart. 


and minda 
He was o 
we bury him with the honors that belong to him. 
“Flags areat half mast, and faneral guus are sound- 
ing in eur hearts. But from his new-made grave 


he speaks now to the whole vast Republie, ani- | 


hereafter any malignant spirit seek | 


He hated slavery; but he | 
loved hiš country in every part with heart, soul, | 


| uncounted procession, the slaves of the Union 


| sence from the sittings of the House for his col- 


ithe fifth bill reported this session, and in order 
g il not to have it abstruct public business f have let 
f the Old Guard of anti-slavery, and |! i 
|! next, after the morning hour, set apart for its con- | 


inating all good citizens to labor as he labored, 
and to live as he lived, that this land may be re- 
deemed. Especially does he speak to the State 
which honored him in life,and to those associate 
States, which constitute the mighty Northwest, 
where he had found the home of his mature years 
—Indiana, Michigan, WiSconsin, lowa, Minne- 
sota—exhorting them to take up bravely and with- 
out faltering the cause which he had made his own, 
that it may not lose by his death. But alas! the 
vigilance of many will be needed to supply the 
place which he filled. 

Such a character must be mourned in Congress; 
but he will be mourned throughout the country 
at all those virtuous firesides where fathers, mo- | 
thers; brothers; and sisters speak of those who 
have helped the cause of human happiness on 
earth, And there is another company who can- 
not yet pronounce his name, but who, as they 
hear how truly he was their friend, will rise to 
call him blessed. Already, unseen of men, in vast 


help to swell his funeral, 
The resolutions were adopted nem. con.; and 


the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, March 29, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. W. HH. Crtannine. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. ELIOT. Mr. Speaker, L ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to be allowed to re- 
port from the Committee on Commerce several 
bills of a public nature on Friday next. I shall 
be absent from the city when the committee is 
called, and therefore I make this request. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not desire to object, but 
I do desire to prevent the business of the Com- 
mittes on Commerce occupying the time on Friday 
so as to prevent the consideration of private busi- 
ness. 

Mr. ELIOT. These measures will not occupy 
more than an hour andahalfat the furthest. They 
are bills ofa good deal of importance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Saturdays have been set 
apart for public business, and we have only Fri- 
days for the consideration of private bills. I 
hope the gentleman will limit his time to less than 
an hour and a half. 

Mr. ELIOT. I hope the gentleman will not 
object. 1 do not think it will take more than an 
hour, bat I wetld not like to be limited in time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Say during the morning 
hour. 

Mr. ELIOT. Very well. 

No objection being made, leave was granted to 
the Committee on Commerce to report public bills 
on Friday next during the morning hour. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. ANCONA. asked and obtained leave of 
absence from the sittings of the House for his 
colleague, Mr. Stites, who was called home on 
important business, for three weeks from yester- 
day. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, asked and 
obtained leave of absence from the sittings of the 
House for his colleague, Mr. Annoxp, for ten 
days. 

Mr. BAILY asked and obtained leave of ab- 
sence from the sittings of the House fora few 
days from to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE asked and obtained leave of ab- 


eague, Mr. McALLISTER, for onc week from į 
o-day. 
NORTHWESTERN PACIFIC RAILROAD.. 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have 
Saturday next fixed for the consideration of the 


select committee on the Pacific railroad. It was 


i 
it He till this time. I now ask to have Saturday || 


ideration. — 
Mr. WILSON. lask the gendeman from Penn- if 


i sylvania whether there are not other bills of more | 


nan 


im 


portance to the country awaiting action by the 
House? ` Thei Bp AS a 

. Mr. STEVENS., I do-not think. that the con, 
sideration of this bill on Saturday next will obr 
struet anything. We have heretofore devoted 
Saturdays to talk. f om Ste Ee) 

Mr. WILSON.. -E think we bad. better goon 
and consider the currency bill. Į understand that 
to-day and to-morrow have bedn set aside for the 
consMeration of reports from the Committée“on 
Naval Affairs.: -F think we had better get this. énr- 
rency bill and some others out of the way before 


„we take up that railroad bill: 


Mr.STEVENS. [think thecurrency bill will 
be out of the way before Saturday, ` The gentle- 
man from lowa has the right to object.. Does he 
object? - l : 

Mr. WILSON. Ido object. 


GEORGE W. ASHBURN. 


Mr. HALE, by unanimous consent; introduced 
two bills for the relief of George W. Ashburn, 
which were severally read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


COLLECTION OF NAVAL HOSPITAL DUMS. 
Mr. W ASHBURNE, of Hlinois.. Mr. Speaker, 


since the commencement of the war: there have 
been a great many American vessels sold in: for- 
eign ports, and the consequence has beer that the 
hospital dues have not been collected. The Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has sent tothe Committee 
on Commerce a bill authorizing the collection of 
hospital dues ineforeign ports. I am directed by 
the Committee on Cummerce to report it, and I 
ask leave to do so. 

There being no objection > os 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ülinois, reported from 
the Committee on Commerce a bill to provide for 
the collection of hospital dues from vessels of the 
United States sold or transferred in foreign ports 
or waters; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The bill authorizes and requires, in case of the 
sale or transfer of any vessel of the United States 
in foreign ports or waters, the consul, vice consul, 
commercial agent, or vice commercial agentof the 
United States, within whose consulate or distrigt 
such sale or transfer is made, to collect from the 


| master or agent of such vessel all moneys due to 


the United States under the act for the relief of 
sick and disabled seamen, approved July 16, 1798; 
and also requires such consular agent to retain 
possession of the papers of such vessel till such 
dues are paid; in default of which, the sale or 
transfer shall be void, except as against the 
vender. Theactis not to take effect until the ex- 
piration of sixty days from and after its passage. 

The following letter from the Secretary of the 


Treasury was read: 
‘Treasery DEPARTMENT, 
January 21, 1864. 

Sır: TL have received your note of the 19th instant, in- 
closing copy of a resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives in regard to the collection of hospital dues from ves- 
sels of the United States sold in foreign ports; and agreeably 
to your request, transmit a bill incorporating my viuws 


upon the sabj 

With great respect, 8. P. CHASE, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

Hon. B. B. Wasunurne, Chairman of Committee of ~ 

merce, United States House of Representatives. 

The bill wae ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time;‘and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN E, of Hlinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 


| and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 


the table. 
‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
DEPOSITARY OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinvis, by unani- 
mous consent, reported back adversely from the 
Committee of Claims a bill (H.R. No.92)-to regu- 
late the compensation of the depositary of public 
moneys at Chicago; which was laid on the table. 

COLORADO STATE GOVERNMENT. 
Mr. BENNET, by unanimous consent, Mtro- 


| duceda billsupplementary to an pet entitled “An 
i act to enable the people of Celorado to form a 


constitution and State government, and for: the 
admission. of said. State. into the Union on an 
equal footing with the original States,” approved 
Marck 21, 18645 which was read a first and second 
time; antreferred to Ure Committee on’Perritorics. 
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INDEMNIFICATION: OF MISSOURI. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, by unanimous con- 


sent, reported back from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs-a bill to indemnify the State of Mis- 
souri for expenses ineurred-in the defense of the 
United States; which was ordered to be printed, 
and-recommitted to the Committee on Military 
` Affairs. ` os ; 
PAY AND EMOLUMENTS OF ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. SCHENCK, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported back. the amendments of 
the Senate to House bill No. 302, to amend see- 
tion ‘nine of an act approved July 17, 1862, en- 
titled “An act to-define the pay and emoluments 
of certain officers of the Army, and for other pur- 
poses; and moved that they be disagreed to, 
and that the Hlouse ask for a committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes between the two 
Houses. . TEE 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker 
appointed Messrs. GARFIELD, ODELL, and SMITH- 
ERs asthe managers of said conference on its part. 

CONSCRIPTION. 

Mr. SCHENCK, from the same committee, 
moved that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the memorial of the Na- 
tional Club of Philadelphia, praying Congress to 
establish a military system by which citizens shall 
beenlisted for military duty and substitution shall 
be avoided; which motion was agreed to, and the 
memorial was laid upon the table, 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER stated the first business in or- 
der to be amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, moved by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srevens] yesterday, on which the 
previous question had been demanded. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr, Speaker, | understand 
several gentlemen desire to consider this subject 
more deliberately, and I have no objection to that 
course being pursued. J therefore move that its 
further consideration be postponed for two weeks, 
after the morning hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to allow his joint resolution to be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, to a more free consideration of the 
subject. 

Mr. STEVENS. Perhaps when it comes to 
he considered we may do so. For the present | 
desire to have its further consideration postponed 
for two weeks. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. SCOFIELD, | ask unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to record my vote against 
the rejection of the joint resolution. T supposed 
yesterday } was paired with my colleague, but 
since then I have found that I was not. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. JULIAN. Lalso ask unanimous consent 
of the House to record my vote against the rejec- 
tion of the same joint resolation, 

There was no objcction;-and it was ordered 
aceardingly, 


Mr, HOLMAN. 


My colleague (Mr. Me- 
Revere] was absent yesterday by leave of the 
Fouse, and is paired with sume member on the 
other side. Tf he had been present he would have 
voted for the rejection of the joint resolution. 

Mr. ANCONA, My colleague [Mr. Snes] 
is paired with the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr Manvin.] If he had been present he would 
have voted in favor of the rejection of the joint 
resolauon. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
the Fouse to record my vote in favor of the re- 
jection of the joint resolution, 

There wag no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. COBB. I wish to state that my colleague 
(Mr. Mctwpon] was paired with the gentleman 


from Indiana, [Me. DeDowen1;] and that if he |} 4 : 
rt i} he i Navy,and proceeded to revise the list of the line 


had been present he would have voted against the 
rejection of the joint resolution, 

The SPEAKER stated that the morning hour 
to-day and to-morrow had been set apart for re- 
ports from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

ACTING ASSISTANT PAYMASLERS. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, from the Com- 

mittes on Naval Affairs, reported back Senate bil 
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Task unanimous consent of |) 
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|| last Congress, by the fourth section of the act of 
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No. 108, relating to acting assistant paymasters 
in the Navy and regulating the appointment of 
cadets. in the Naval Academy; which was. or- 
dered to be read a third time; and it was accord- 
_ing read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by whieh the bill was passed; and 
also. moved. that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. | . . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EQUALIZATION OF GRADE, 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, also, from the 
same committee, reported back House bill. No. 
303, to amend anactentitled “An act to establish 
and equalize the grade of line officers of the Uni- 
ted States Navy,” approved July 16, 1862, with 
amendments in the nature of a substitute. 

The substitute was read. i 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
I shall occupy but a few moments in stating the 
proposition. contained in this bill, It is for the 
purpose of regulating and changing in some par- 
ticulars the method of making promotions among 
officers in the naval service of the United States. 
The present-practice is to promote officers in ac- 
cordance with the seniority in the date of their 
commissions, so that there is very little oppor- 
tunity under the present system for a meritorious 
officer to make his conduct help in the line of his 
advancement, 

- This bilh abrogates the rule ofabsolute seniority 

so far as promotion is concerned, and requires that 
no naval officer below the grade of commodore 
shall be promoted until he has passed an exam- 
ination in respect to his mental, moral, profes- 
sional, and physical fitness to perform at sea the 
duties of the grade to which it is proposed to pro- 
mote him; the examination respecting the first 
three particulars mentioned to be by a board of 
examiners to be appointed by the President of the 
United States and of senior rank to the officer to be 
examined, and the physical examination to be by 
a board of naval surgeons. The general exam- 
inations are to be open, and the officer to be ex- 
amined may state his own case in person and 
offer witnesses and other testimony. This state- 
ment and the testimony of witnesses and any mat- 
ter pertinent to cach case on the records of the 
Navy Department with the finding of the exam- 
ining board are to be submitted to the President 
of the United “States for his approval or disap- 
proval of the finding. 

It is believed that if this bill passes and these 
examinations are instituted and become the law 
f and the practice, the result will be to secure, first, 
much greater efficiency in the naval service than 
exists at the present time, and also to doaway to 
a considerable extent those jealousies, heart-burn- 
ings, and charges of favoritism which now dis- 
tract the service and injure the operations of the 
Deparunent. ` 


remedy for the action of the advisory board, which 
has been deemed necessary and found to be neces- 
sary under the operation of the plan of promoting 
| by seniority only. It has been found that officers 
entirely unfit for responsible duty, cithcr on ac- 
count of their natural incapacity or on accountof 
some other unfitness, some disability, have choked 
up not only the high places, the duties of which 
they were unfit to perform, but they have also 
i choked up the avenues to those places so as to 
f shut out meritorious officers below them in the 

line. ‘To remedy this difficulty advisory boards 
i have from time to time been established, who have 
| taken a list of naval officers and selected therefrom 
such as in their opinion were deemed fit for pro- 


| motion to the highest grade. : 
The action of these boards has been in some 
eases somewhat unnecessarily arbitrary. The 


| July. 16, 1862, provided for the establishment of an 
Ladvisory board of this kind. ‘That board was 
formed under the direction of the Secretary of the 


officers of the Navy, and to report such as in their 
i grades. The effect of this was to fill up all the 
| made, with those officers whom the board recom- 


| mended, and virtually to setaside altogether those 
| officers of the Navy who were not recommended 


by this board for promotion. 


i 


The second feature of the bill is the providing ofa | 


opinion were suitable for promotion to the higher | 


| places in the Navy to which promotions could be | 


The sittings of this board were secret; the off- 
cers who were passed upon had no opportunity 
to appear in person or by counsel, or to submit 
any testimony or to make any statement what- 
ever, nor were they apprised of the decision in 
their respective cases until the proceedings of the 
board were made public. And when the pro- 
ceedings were made public, the board simply an- 
nounced the result to which they. had come with- 
out giving any reason whatever which had led to 
the conclusions they had reached. While itis 
no doubt true that in the main the action of that 
board was just and proper, yet it is believed that 
in some instances injustice was done to some mer- 
itorious officers; and in a multitude of other cases 
there was room for officers to enter complaints 
against the action of this board and to appeal to 
their friends, to the Department, and to Congress 
‘for relief from the decisions of that board. : 

The Navy Committees of both Houses of Con- 
gress have their tables piled up with petitions for 
relief from the action of the advisory board from 
those officers who were not recommended by it 
for promotion to the highest grades. Now the 
fifth section of this bill provides that officers not 
recommended for promotion by the last advisory 
board shall have an opportunity to have their 
cases revised and rejudged by the examinin 
boards which are provided for in this bill, an 
that in case the decision of the two boards shall 
be confirmatory of the action of the ddvisory 
board, then those officers shall be retired and 
placed out of the line of actual service. But if, 
on the contrary, these two boards shall rescind 
the action of the advisory board, then those offi- 
cers who have been unjustly displaced shall be- 
restored to the samerank and grade to which they 
would have been entitled if they had been recom- 
mended by the advisory beard. 

The sixth section provides that an meritori- 
ous officer in the naval service who shall distin- 
guish himself for extraordinary heroism or con- 
duct in battle may be advanced thirty numbersin 
the grade to which he belongs, thereby giving 
him an earlier chance for promotion. 

The seventh section of the substitute provides 
for the appointment of fleet engineers and fleet 
paymasters,a grade of officers which has become 
necessary by the greatly increased numbers of 
naval vessels, and the extended duties of the ser- 
vicc. Heretofore each vessel has reported by its 
chief engineer and by its paymaster directly to 
the Department and depot ofnaval supplices. That 
could be conveniently done in time of peace, but 
when the number of vesselsina squadron becomes 
very great, forty, fifty, or possibly a hundred, that 
practice of referring, by the respective officers of 
each vessel, to the Department and to the naval 
station on shore, was found to be too complicated 
and hazardous. It has therefore been found ne- 
cessary to appoint fleetengineers who shall have 
charge of all the machinery and tools of the ves- 
sels of the fleet or squadron to which he is at- 
tached; and in like manner to appoint a fleet pay- 
master who shall exercise a general supervision 
over all the accounts of the paymasters of the 
several vessels of the respective fleets, who shall 
take account of all provisions and other supplies 


- belonging to that department, who shall make 


requisitions from the shore station, and return 
the accounts of the fleet to the Secretary of the 
Navy or to the Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, 
and perform all other duties belonging to that 
kind of service. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Unois. Will the 
gentleman state the number of these fleet paymas- 
ters that will have to be appointed should this bill 


| become a law? 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. The number 
will depend, of course, upon the number of fleets 
and squadrons that we have in the service, butit 
will probably be not more than twenty-one. The 
committee will report another bill, if I shall have 
the opportunity to do so, by which the number 
will be limited to twenty-one. 

[ believe, sir, 1 have stated the substance of the 
bill, and I now call the previous question. . 

The previous question was seconded, and tha 
main question ordered. ; 

The substitute reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ace 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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_Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
CLERKS OF NAVAL PAYMASTERS. 
Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, also, from the 


Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back, with - 


the recommendation that it do pass, bill of the 
House No. 300, for the classification. of the clerks 
to paymasters in the Navy, and graduating their 


ay. 

The bill was read, It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Navy to divide the clerks of paymasters 
into four classes or divisions, and to graduate and 
fix the pay of said classes in proportion to their 
respective duties and responsibilities, and to dis- 
pense with the services of clerks in small vessels, 
provided that the aggregate amount of the annual 
compensation of said clerks ofall classesshall not 
exceed the sum paid to said clerks onthe Istday 
of January, 1864, for the same number of vessels 
and stations. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
know if this bill proposes an increase of pay. 
I would ask also if the bill just passed doe’ not 
increase the pay of officers of the Navy. 

‘Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Lthinknot. It 
seems to be the purpose of the present Congress 
—-the wisdom of the policy I will not now stop 
to consider—to oppose any increase of salaries. 
The only object of this bill is to classify the clerks 
to paymasters in the Navy and to appropriate the 
present ‘sum of money for the payment of such 
clerks under the new classification. The present 
compensation of clerks to paymasters in ships of 
the line is $700 per annum, clerks to paymasters 
of frigates $500, and in smaller vessels $400. Gen- 
tlemen will see at once that these salaries are very 
meager indeed for the kind of service which these 
officers are called upon to perform. 

Now, sir, since the present classification was 
made there have been radical changes in the kind 
of vessels employed inthe Navy. Wehavenone 
of the old line-of-batue ships, and none have been 
to sca for twelve or fourtcen years. Steam frig- 
ates like the Wabash have taken the place of line- 
of-battle ships, and second-class vessels like the 
Hartford have taken the place of frigates; and 
vessels of the class of the Hartford, which carry 
a larger number of men, and are in all respects 
more important vessels than the old frigates, have 
pay masters’ clerks receiving salaries of only $400 
a year. If this bill shall pass, it is proposed, as 
l understand, to divide the clerks ofspaymasters 
into four classes, to dispense with the services of 
the pay masters’ clerks now employed in the small- 
est vessels, and to divide the amount appropriated 
into salaries of about twelve hundred, one thou- 
sand, eight hundred, and seven hundred dollars 
for the respective classes one, two, three, and 
four, and to require the stewards to perform the 
duties at present discharged by paymasters’ clerks 
in vessels of the smallest class. 

It will be perceived, therefore, that the bill only 
classifies the paymasters’ clerks,and makes a new 
disposition of the money now appropriated for 
their pay without asking any increase of the ap- 
propriationi, I ask the previous question on the 

ill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr, FORNET, 
its Secretary, informed the Flouse that the Senate 
had passed a bill (S..No. 197) for the relief of 
Charles L. Nelson; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House. 


LOSS OF THE BRIG BAINBRIDGE. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, also, from the 
same committee, reported back a bill (H.R. No. 
297) fixing the date of the loss of the United 
States brig Bainbridge, and for the relief of ofii- 
cers, seamen, and marines of the same, and for 


other purposes; and asked to have it put upon its ` 
assage. . 

The bill, for the- purpose of fixing the time at 
which shali commence the pensions, under exist- 
ing laws, of the widows and orphan children of 
the officers, seamen, and marines, and others in 
the service, lost in the United States brig Bain- | 
bridge, as well as the time up to which pay shall . 
beallowed, fixes the Qist of August, 1863, as the 
day to be deemed and taken as that on which the ; 
said brig Bainbridge foundered at sea. 

The second section entitles the widows, orphan 
children, parents, brothers or sisters of the officers, 
seamen, &c., lost in the said brig, to receive out of 
money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, sums equal to twelve months’ pay of their 
deceased relatives aforesaid, in addition to the pay. 
due to them at the date of the loss of the vessel. 

The third section directs the proper accounting 
officers to settle the accounts of Charles C. Wal- 
dron, late acting assistant pay master of the Navy, | 
lost in the brig Bainbridge, with all the vouchers, 
money, stores, supplies, &c., by allowing. him 
credit for whatever sum appears due to him on the 
books of the Department, 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to consid- 
ering this bill in the House? 

There was no objection, and the House pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. g 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
the brig Bainbridge was a vessel of the Navy, 
which sailed from New York for Port Royal on 
the 14th of August last, and which was lost at sea 
a few days afterwards, off Cape Hatteras. Allthe 
officers and crew, with a single exception, per- 
ished. The object of the bill is simply to fix the 
date of the loss of the vessel, in order that the De- 
partment may know the timeat which the pensions 
are to commence, and also to settle the accounts of 
the paymaster, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SACKET?’S HARBOR. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, from the same 
committee, reported back a joint resolution au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to sell at pub- 
lic auction lot No, 13 in the village of Sackett’s 
Harbor, New York. 

The joint resolution authorizes and empowers 
the Secretary of the Navy, at his discretion, to sell 
at public auction, after proper advertisement, and 
to convey by quit claim or otherwise, lot No. 13 
in the village of Sackett’s Harbor, New York, not 
being wanted for use by the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts explain for what purpose this prop- 
erty has been previously held by the Government? 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. 1 will answer 
the gentleman by sending to the Clerk’s desk a 
letter from the chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, which contains the infornration he asks. 

The letter was read. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and reada third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the joint resolution was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENGINEER CORPS OF THE NAVY. 


same committee, reported back, with a substitute, 
a bill (H. R. No. 351) to establish additional 
grades in the engineer corps of the Navy; which 
was ordered to be printed, and recommitted to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 


APPOINTMENT OF NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. PIKE, from thé same committee, reported ; 
an act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
appoint certain officers in the Navy; which was 
read a first and second ume. 

The bill authorizes the Secretary of the Navy, 
for and during the present insurrection, to appoint | 
acting lieutenant commanders and acting com- | 
manders, with the same rate of compensation al- 


| lowed to oilicers of the same grade in the Navy. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, also, from the |} 


The second section repeals: the proviso.in section 
ten of an act to establish and equalize the grade 
of line officers of the Navy:of. the United States, 
approved July.16, 1862. z4 EVEL 
Mr. PIKE. I willexplain the object.of this bill, 
It is, in the first section, to assimilate promotions 
among officers. of the volunteer.-Navy to promo- 
tions among officers of the volunteer Army. The 
Secretary of the Navy is now authorized by law 
to appoint mates, ensigns, masters, and liewten- 
ants. This bill-authorizes him to appoint two 
higher grades. And as ‘the Secretary will make 
the appointments only on account of meritorious 
service in actual conflict with the enemy, which 
is now the mode of appointing acting lieutenants, 
there is no reason why these meritorious officers 
should not be advanced these. two grades; pro- 
vided they have achieved distinction and done 
sufficient work to warrant the promotion. ‘That 
is the object of the first section, .The second sec» 
tion makes but one change in the law of 1862. 
The law of 1862 provides ‘for a transfer of liew 
tenants from the volunteer service to the regular 
service, ‘provided that the lieutenants shall have 
received the thanks of Congress on the: recom- 
mendation of the President of the United States, 
In that case of transfer to the regular service the 
number in that grade, it is provided, shall not-be 
increased. This bill-provides that the President 
may place them in the regular Navy of the same 
grade they occupied when they distinguished - 
themselves in the volunteer Navy. If there be 
no objection, I demand the previous question. 
Mr, GANSON. I ask the gentleman to yield 
to me. 
Mr. PIKE, I will hear what the gentlemaa 
has to say. i 
Mr. GANSON, I 
an additional section. 
The Clerk read, as follows 


Sec. 4. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Navy to designate from the Mississippi squadron and from 
each coast squadron the officer of whatever rank who in 
command of a single vessel has captured or destroyed the 
largest amount of shipping or other property afloat belong- 
ing to or in the service of the enemy, and that the Presi- 
dent nominate the persons thus designated, not exceeding 
one from each squadron, for promotion to the grade next 
above that which such person shali at the time hold in the 
Navy of the United States. 


Mr. PIKE. As the organ of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, I cannot consent to accept that 
amendment. Not wishing to be discourteous to 
the gentleman, I will permit the amendment to be 
presented for the decision of the House. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PIKE demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and. under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ace 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PIKE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, reported back Senate bill No. 76, relating 
to appointments inthe naval service and courts« 
martial, with an amendment, 

The amendment was read. It strikes out the 
first section of the bill, which provides that vol 
unteer appointments in the Navy shall be subject 
to the confirmation of the Senate as well as regular 
appointments, 

Mr. PIKE. Mr. Speaker, the committee did 
not see the necessity of submitting these tempo- 
rary volunteer appointments to the Senate for 
confirmation. It has not been done up to this 
time, and it would work great inconvenience to 
submit all of these minor appointments to the 
Senate before the men were sent on duty. It is 
known that the Senate is overworked now inthe 
matter of appointments. 

I demand the previous question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the: 
main question ordered. 

On the amendment, ona division, there weres 
ayes 60, noes 18; no quorum voting. : 

The Chairman ordered tellers, and appointed 
Messrs. Ames and Hoiman. pa 

The amendment was. concurred in, the tellers 
having reported—ayes 60, noes 37. 

The bill, asamended, waa-ordered to be reada 
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third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. Di 

Mr. PIKE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 
> The latter motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. PIKE, the title was amended 
‘to agree with tHe amendment in the body of the 
bill. i pes : 
< WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL: 

Mr: MOORHEAD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported back House joint resolu- 
tion No. 51, relative to the claim for letters patent 
of William Wheeler Hubbell. 

Mr. SPALDING: . Mr. Speaker, this joint res- 
olution is reported from the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, but I doubt much the 
propriety of its passage. If the party has not 
the right to go before the Court of Claims 1 do 
not see why we should do for him what we do not 
-do for others. If he has that right, why does he 
not go. there without this resolution? [Lam op- 
posed to the resolution. 

-1 Mr. MOORHEAD. The 
the facts in the case. 

Mr. ASHLEY, Let the joint resolution be re- 
forred to the Committee of Claims. 

Mr MOORHEAD. | cannot agree to that. 

Mr. ASIILEY. J move that the resolution be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr., MOORHEAD. The gentleman has not 
the floor to make that motion.. ‘Phe papers which 
this gentleman laid before the committee this year 
and last year are very voluminous. ‘Phe com- 
mittee have looked at them somewhat carcfully. 
This bill sends the case to the Court of Claims, 
and provides that that court shall investigate the 
question whether this party is the patentee, 
whether he is the original inventor, and whether 
he is entitled to any compensation. If they find 


preamble sets forth 


that he is, they are to inquire what amount of 


compensation he shall have. ‘The shells are ccr- 
tainly very valuable, and ithe is the inventor he 
is entitled to compensation, If he is entitled to 
compensation, the amount might be a very large 
sum. The committee have limited that, and the 
conrteannot find an amount exceeding $100,000. 
The committee reported last year, and they re- 
port this year again, and the question is now be- 
fore the Louse for its determination, 

Mr. ASHLEY. Ldo notknow how this claim 
got before the Naval Committee, but 1 do know 
it was not properly referred. 
passing the bill as itis reported by the committee 
for the reason that E will not consent to give the 
CourtofClains jurisdiction in asingle case where 
they may, by their decision, draw money, as | 
take it, contrary to the Constitution of the United 
States from the ‘Treasury withouta Bpecial act of 
Congress in each case. Now, sir, the proper 
place for this gentleman to present this claim 
against the Government, if there isa claim against 
“us, is before the Commities of Claims of this 
ouse. That committee is charged with guard- 
ing the special interest of the Government, and to 
see that justice is done to claimants, 

_Now, | do object to bringing in here, from va- 
rious committees, claims, some of which are valid 
and others which I know by personal investiga- 
tion to be invalid. Lobject to sending such cases 
to the CourtofClaims, where the Government has 
not suilicient protection, where there is no jury 
to try the case, and where a majority of the court 
may, if they choose, enter up judgmentto the full 
amount to which they are limited— which in this 
case is $100,000—without our knowing whether 
the claim is just and proper or not. 

I prefer that the old policy of the Government 
shall be adhered to, and that the Committees of 
Claims in this Louse and the Senate, which are 
created for the express purpose of passing upon 
all legitimate and honest claimsagainst this Gov- 


Lam opposed toj 


ernment, shall have the examination ofthese cases, | 
shall report the facts to the House, and uponthe | 


judgment of the House, recorded here, the man 
having the claim shall obtain his money out of 
the Treasury. Certainly, in this system of legis- 


lating we are Introducing an entirely new policy— | 


that of allowing a committee of this House, who | 
i on the committee wh 


have not time to examine a case because of the 
largo number of witnesses to be examined, to 


hundreds and millions of dollars from the Treas- 
ury without ever submitting the case to Congress 
to be passed upon by it. Icall upon the members 
of this House to look at these cases. We had 
one or two of these cases here before,and I sat 
quietly in my seat, preferring that older members 
should take the lead in opposition to this policy, 
but now I cannot sit here and allow this prece- 
dent to be established. ‘To secure a test vote of 
the House I move that the report and accom- 
panying bill be referred to the Committee of 
Claims. i : 

Mr. KELLEY. Like the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat, Ido not know how this mat- 
ter got before the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
but Í do know it was referred to that committee 
by the last Congress; and was reported upon by 
that committee, though it was not finally acted 
on bythe House. The case grows outot a mat- 
ter entircly connected with the business of the 
Navy. The claim arises against the Naval De- 
partment, and it scems to me that is the appro- 
priate committee. Itseems to have been the sense 
of this Flouse at an early day of this session, as 
it did last Congress, to refer the matter to the 
Naval Committee. 

I know nothing of the special merits of this 
case, but it happens that I know the claimant, I 
have known him one half of his life, and that 
portion has been devoted to the questions involved 
in this cl@im—that of naval gunnery, shells, and 
fuses. I know he was almost Jost for a long se- 
ties of years from the bar of Philadelphia, of 
which he was a member, by his devotion to this 
matter; and I know that the experiments he made 
attracted not only the attention of the community 
at large bat of great numbers of naval men and 
officers of our Army. Whether be has a just 
claim or not [dannotsay. He holds patents from 
the Government for shells: they are now used; 
for fuses: they are now used; and I think that it 
is asking buta small favor from the Government, 
which should try to deal justly with its own peo- 
ple, that one of its own courts may Investigate 
the question and decide upon it. 

We are drawing near, I trust, to the close of 
the session, and [think great injustice will be 
done tothe claimant, who does not come and ask 
an appropriation but simply a judicial investiga- 
tionof his claim, that it shall, near the close of the 
session, be referred to another committee after 
having been regalarly referred by the House to 
the Naval Committee, reported by that committee, 
and the report recommitted, ag it has been, 

Mr. ASHLEY. Does the gentleman pretend 
to say that no appropriation is contemplated by 
this bill? 

Mr. KELLEY. Isay that it docs not make 
an appropriation. It simply asks an investiga- 
tion. The Committee on Naval Affairs simply 
recommend that whatappears to be acomplicated 
question and one of some magnitude shall be re- 
ferred to a competent forum for investigation and 
adjudication. ; 

Mr. ASHLEY. Docs the gentleman prefer 
that this question andall others like it shall go to 
the Court of Claims and not to the Committee of 
Claims of this House? 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam speaking of this ques- 
tion, and not of all others likeit. [think that 
something like a sense of justice should govern 
us in this case, and in every other case, and Isay 
that after having been, throughout the last Con- 
gress, before the Naval Committee, and after be- 
ing referred to the Naval Committee by this Con- 
gress, and after that committee has reported and 
their report has been recommitted, it would be 


reference now, and put him back into the posi- 
tion he was in at the beginning of this session. I 


about as much business before them as they can 
well attend to; and | shall regard a reference of 
this bill to that committee asa refusal on the part 
of the House to act upon ip during this Congress, 
because before they can act on it, and make a 
report, we shall be in the crisis of business at 
the close of the session, and there can beno action 
upon it., 

Mr.SPALDING. Idesire to ask my colleague 
it is necessary that this 


| 
i 
| 


i chim shall go to the Court of Claims through 


shove the responsibility off of themselves, and | this Congress. The claimant now hasan oppor- 
send the case to a court and authorize it to draw || tunity to bring his claim before that court. 


dealing unfairly by this claimant te make a new į 


believe that the Committee of Claims have just Í 


: Which docs not exceed six thousand 


Mr. KELLEY. I'do not’ know that I can 
answer the genUteman’s question. T know the 
Naval Committee seem to have thought it import- 
ant that this bill should pass. They could not 
take time to examine the claim. ‘They are meet- 
ing daily, and very frequently: in the evenings. 
They were in session yesterday afternoon after 
the short session of the House, because their 
hours are all filled. ; 

“Mr. WILSON. I wish toask the gentleman 
why this party does not take his claim at once to 
the Court of Claims without coming. here. 

“Mr. KELLEY. This directs him to do that. 

Mr. WILSON. It directs him, then, to avail 
himself of a remedy which he has already with- 
out any action of Congress, . 

Mr. KELLEY. I have notcharge of this bill. 
I only give the reasons why I think that the bill 
ought not to be diverted to another committee at 
this time. My distinguished colleague (Mr. 
Moorneap] who reported the bill can answer the 
gentleman’s question. : 

Mr. HOOPER. Has the morning hour ex- 
pired? , 2 

The SPEAKER. It has, ten minutes since. 

Mr. HOOPER. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the special order. f 

Mr. ASIILEY. Will this bill come up as the 
unfinished business in the morning hour to-mor- 
row? : 

The SPEAKER. It will come up to-morrow 
morning immediately after the reading of the 
Journal. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER, pending Mr. Hoopnn’s mo- 
tion, by unanimous consent, laid before the House 
a message from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a report of Mr, Charles B. Stuart, 
consulting engineer of the State of New York, 
upon the proposed improvement to pass gunboats 
from tidewater to the northern and northwestern 
Jakes; which was referred 'to the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


REVOLUTIONARY PENSIONERS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the ELouse the amendment of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 312) to increase the pensions 
of revolutionary pensioners, now on the rolls of 
the Pension Office. 

Senate amendment: 

Insert the words “ each of,” «o that it will read, * the 
sum of $100 pyr annum to each of the surviving,” &c. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
PATENT OFFICE PRELIMINARY REPORT, 


Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported a resolution, which was read, 
considered, and agreed to, to print for the use of 
the House twenty thousand copies of the prelim- 
inary report of the Commissioner of Patonts, and 
ten thousand for the use of the Department. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. HOOPER. I now insist on my motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Branps- 
GEE IN the chair,) and resumed the consideration, 
as a special order, of the bill (H. R. No. 333) to 
provide a national currency secured by a pledge of 
Jnited States stocks, and to provide for the cir- 
culation and redemption thereof; on which, by 
order of the House, all general debate was closed. 

The question was on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Ross, to strike out of the amendment 


| proposed by Mr. Hooper the words, “ with the 


approval of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 
r. Hooper’s amendment was as follows: 
Adéto section seven the following : 
E Přovitel, That banks with a capitali of not less than 
$50,000 may, with the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, be organized in any place the population “ol 
inhabitants, 
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1864. 
The question was taken on the amendment to 

the amendment;.and it was rejected. f 
The question recurred on Mr. Hooper’samend- 

‘ment; and it was agreed to. f i 


Mr. PRUYN. I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to thefirst provision of the eighth 
section of the bill, which declares that every asso- 
ciation formed pursuant to the provisions of this 
act shall from the date of the execution of its 
organization certificate be a body corporate, but 
shall transact no business except such as may be 
incidental to its organization and necessarily pre- 
liminary until authorized by the Comptroller of 
the Currency to commence the business of bank- 
ing. Under this clause persons may be incorpo- 
rated for weeks and months without the public 
knowing anything of it. They may enter into 
agreements and contract liabilities, and if the as- 
sociation do not perfect its organization, they may 
gay that they were a body corporate and were not 
personally liable for the preliminary agreements 
which they may have made. It strikes me that 

. that is a very loose way of permitting a corpora- 
tion to exist as a corporation, without there being 
any public record of it anywhere. I think that 
should be corrected. 

Mr. HOOPER. [think if the gentleman will 
look at the sentence that follows he will find there 
is not much force in his objection. It provides 
that no business except such as may be incidental 
to the organization, and necessarily preliminary, 
shall be performed until authorized by the Comp- 
troller of the Currency. : , 
“Mr. PRUYN. 1 have observed that; but the 
objection which I make goes beyond that. Here 
we have a corporation existing for certain pur- 
poses, while there is no public office where a man 
ean go and find out who the corporators are or 
what the corporationis. The arrangements pre- 
liminary to going into business may be large or 
small, depending upon the future or the capital of 
the corporation. Liabilities may be contracted to 
the extent of thousands of dollars, and while the 

- partics dealing with them may suppose they are 
dealing with them personally, the corporators 
may turn round afterwards and say they were a 
corporation, and may produce the instrument, 
which may be dated six months back. It is-true 
they cannot transact business as a banking cor- 
poration, but stillit strikes me that it is all wrong 
to allow a body politic to exist for any purpose 
whatever without there being a record of it in any 
public office. 

. The CHAIRMAN. Does.-the gentleman from 
New York propose an amendment? 

, Mr. PRUYN. I propose to amend the section 
by making it read: 

_ Shall be a body corporate from the time of the publication 
of a notice of the execution of its articles of organization 
in a newspaper pubtished in the place in which its business 
is to be transacted. 7 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, | do not see 
any necessity for the amendment; on the other 
hand, I think it would be injudicious, The as- 
sociation subscribes to the stock. When that is 
done they sign an organization certificate, 
can do nothing more than prepare a place for 


- business, renting a house, or, if there be a neces- | 


sity, buying one, for the purpose of transacting 
business—simply that which is preliminary to the 
banking business, There is nobody trusting them; 
they issue no certificates; they enter into no con- 
tracts, except the contract as individuals to pro- 
vide a place for business. That is preliminary, 
and necessarily preliminary, to their ontering into 
business. The public have nothing to do with it. 
Thereis no circulation, no bills to discount; noth- 
ing of this kind done. I hope that the amend- 
ment will not be adopted. 
The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I move the following 

amendment: 


In section cight strike out the words, t by buying and 
selling gold and silver coin and bullion, by Ioaniug money 
on rcal and personal securitys” and in lien theroof insert, 


“ by selling any coin reecived as interest.ou United States | 


bonds held by such associations.” 

Mr. Chairman, I will not trouble the commit- 
tee with any extended remarks. I could not well 
pass by this provision without offering a substi- 
tute for it. These words | propose to strike out 


must mean realestate. I only say I supposed that | 


banks with that authority bad almost ceased to 


They | 


exist in the commercial world. There is also au- i 


‘which I suppose to mean personal property. In 


-upon a pledge of personal property, 
p pieag P 


| BouvrweLL were appointed. 


thority to loan money upon personal security, 


the preceding paragraph I find these words: 


« And exercise under this act all such Incidental powers |) 
as shail be necessary to carry on the business of banking 
by discounting and negotiating promissory notes, checks, 
bills of exchange,’and other evidences of debt; by receiv- 
ing deposits.” 

Ifthis be notconsidered authority to loan money - 
then it is un- 
necessary. If itis, then it is authority to do the 
business of pawnbroking. ns f 

I think it unwise to give to these banks au- 
thority to bay and sell gold and silver coin and- 
bullion; and I call the attention of the committee 
to the marked difference between:this bill and the 
law as it now stands. Inthe existing law, sec- 
tion eleven, authority is given to buy and sell gold 
and silver bullion, foreign coin, and bills of ex- 
change. Authority is given to the banks to buy 
and sell gold and silver coin of the United States, 
We have been complaining of the value of gold 
in the market produced by speculators. We pro- 
pose by this bill to do two things which I think 
very unwise, or rather one thing based upon a 
great fact; we have created a system of banks, 
with authority to issue $300,000,000 of currency; 
they have authority to increase and inflate the 
currency,*and to increase, therefore, the price of 
properly including the price of gold in the mar- 

ket; and we give them authority to deal in coin: 
therefore they have authority to fix the standard 
which shall measure the value of coin and to go 
into the market to buy and sell. For.one I will 
not consent to that authority. 

Mr. STEVENS. So far as this provision is 
concerned it is precisely as it is now. It allows 
them to sell gold and silver bullion, for all coinis 
now bullion, subject to be dealt in. Suppose that 
these banks have accumulated a quantity of gold, 
and suppose that thatgold, by the operations of our 
currency, is sixty per cent. above par, is it to be 
expected that the banks will Joan that out at par? 
They will sell it the same as the State banks, The 
time has passed when you are to consider gold as 
currency. it isa commodity of traffic as much 
as bills of exchange. So much for that. 

With regard to loans on real and personal se- 
curity, the gentleman from Massachusetts, with 
his knowledge of law, knows that personal se- 
curity means the security of a_person—not the 
security of personal property. Personal security 
is a drawer and jndorser. 

Then there is another thing provided for here. 
It is, that the banks may make Joans in addition 
to those upon real estate. How? Itmay be that 
abank is willing to loan toa manufacturer. They 
may vot know his security, his indorsers; orit 
may not be convenient for the manufacturer to 
find the indorsers they want. -He then gives his 
promissory note, payable according to the provis- 
ions of this banking law, and, as collateral security, 
gives a mortgage upon real estate, instead of giving 
a friend as an indorser. I wish this always had 
been the law, and that they, had not been allowed 
to give a personal indorser. Some of us would 
have been greatly better off, and so would the 
banks. If there be a sufficient margin taken by 
mortgage, with a continuing guarantee for re- 
newal, there would be no difiieulty, This is the 
very safest security for a bank, the most handy to 
the lender, and most conyenient for its friends, 

The question recurring on the amendment,’ 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Ganson and Mr. 


‘Lhe committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 18, noes 52; no quorum voting. 

The call for a division was withdrawn; and the 
amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BROOKS. I call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the language of the twenty-sixth line. | 
Í move to amend that line by striking out the 
words “real and,” so that the clause shall read, | 
“ By loaning money on personal security.” My | 
object in moving the amendment is to say thatin | 
the State of New York we fora considerable time 
discounted on security of realestate. Expericnce 
soon taught us that that was a dangerous system 
of banking, And the western States, which copied 
our original banking law, suffered greatly there- 
by, and their currency became unavailable when 
in a crisis it was demanded for immediate use. | 
Experience taught the State of New York, under || 

> 


i 
| 
| 


œ% 


| property transferred,” 


tate in banking was:-unsafe, o oce ss gog gie 

In reply to some remarks of the gentleman drom 
Pennsylvania upon this subject, permit me tọ say, 
first, that the principle of banking requires two 
available securities, immediately available: first, 


the free banking. system, that the use of real.es- 


|.the drawer of the note, and, second, the indorser. 


Now, ifa mortgage on.real estate is given. as Se- 
curity, and in time of trial the note is:not-paid, 
and recourse has to be had to. the security, the 
mortgage has to be foreclosed and all the laws in 
relation to:realestate-have to be gone-through 
with before. the realestate can bẹ made available 
for the purpose of converting this security inthe 
market. However, I do not suppose itis of any 
use incidentally ‘to enter one’s protest. against 
wrong principles of banking contained:in this.bill, 
or to discuss them. : Ido not wish to insist upon 
a division of the committee if the amendment ig 
not adopted, because that will disclose” the fact 
that there is no‘quorum here, and that the most 
important currency and banking bill that: ever 
came before the country is acted upon here with- 
out the presence of a quorum. a : 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I wish to call 
the attention of the committee to the language of 
the eighth section, in line thirty-two, page 7; and, 
in connection with that; to refer to section five, 
It says that the board of directors shall have 
power to determine, among other things, the man- 
ner in which its property may be transferred. | 
move to amend by striking out the words.‘ its 
Section five authorizes 
these associations to make every regulation not 
inconsistent with the provisions of this act. That 
would authorize the corporation to entirely change 
the law of the land; it would authorize them to 
say that a verbal guarante’ of a note would be 
good; it would enable them to change entirely the 
Taw in relation to indorsers; and ìt would author- 
ize them to make a mortgage by parol instead of 
in writing. Now I object to vesting this general 
and indefinite power in any corporation; and be- 
cause this line to which I have referred is con- 
nected with the provisions of section five, I have 
proposed to strike it out. Under that sentencea 
corporation could provide that it should sell its 
real estate which it might hold by parol, and not 
by an article under seal. Broth 

The amendment was not agreed to... 


Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the'eighth 
section by striking outin the twenty-sixth line the 
words ‘coin and,’ and inserting after the word 
‘bullion ’’sthe words ‘¢and foreign coin,” so that 
it will correspond with the existing law. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I move toamend 
section nine by striking out in lines four and five 
the words ‘shall during his whole term of ser- 
vice be a citizen of the United States.” I donot 
understand, sir, that the capacity of any individ- 


| ual to manage the affairs of a bank depends.upon 


the question of citizenship. I know that in my 
own State there are many banking institutions, or 
that there, are some banking institutions which 
are owned and managed almost entirely by per- 
sons who are not citizens of the United States; 
and this House, by compelling persons who have 
taken out their first papers to be enrolled as sub- 
ject to the draft, has recognized at least the duty 
of persons who are denizens of this country, 
though not citizens, of responding to the calls of 
the Government where those calls involve a. pub- 
liç burden. Iocan hardly understand upon what 
principle gentlemen can say that persons of this 
class who invest their money in corporations of 
this kind shall not have a. voice in the manage- 


; ment of such corporations, 


Mr. STEVENS, Mr. Chairman, Isee no rea- 
son for striking out those words. I think that a 
man who has not qualified himself to hold real 
estate in this country ought not to be allowed to 
manage the great moneyed interests of the nation. 
If he desires to enjoy all the advantages of a citi- 
zen let him take the oath of allegiance; let him do 
as other cilizens do. This is no provision made 
against foreigners, but simply against foreigners 
who design to live and do business in the country 
without ever becoming subject to or owing alle- 
giance to the Government. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania if this provision docs not 
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require full citizenship, and if the taking of the 
oath which he suggests would authorize.a man tô 
be a diréctor? ` ` 

Mr. STEVENS. Whenever a man assumes 
the oath of allegiance he will be entitled to be ‘a 
director. : = ; 

Now, sir, a foreigner cannot be enrolled; he is 
not liable to military duty. : 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Does not this ‘déetion re- 
quire every director to be'a citizen of the United 
States? 

Mr. STEVENS. | Certainly; but it makes no 
difference between an adopted citizen and a native- 
born citizen. A foreigner who comes here and is 
willing to become a citizen is by this law entitled 
to its privileges. ; 

“Mr. ELDRIDGE, Ibeg pardon of the gen- 
{leman from Pennsylvania, but I apprehend that 
I have not made myself understood. 1 suppose 
that a man cannot become a citizen. under five 
eure, and yet I understood the gentleman from 

ennsylvania to suggest that after he had taken 
the oath he might be a director under this act. 

Mr. STEVENS. After he had taken the oath 
of allegiance, I said. Í 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. That oath of allegiance is 
taken when he declares his intention to becoine 
a citizen, © > 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not so understand it. 
He then declares that it is his intention to take 
that oath and renounce his allegiance to his own 
Government, but the declaration first filed is no 
renunciation of allegiance to a foreign Power, and 
he remains the subject of a forcien Power until 
he takes the oath of allegiance and takes out his 
papers of naturalization. That is the way in 
which I understand the law. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then does the gentleman 
intend to exclude a party from being a director 
during the five years? f ` 

«Mr. STEVENS. [intend to exclude him until 
he becomes a citizen of the United States, and 
that is no great hardship. If he will not qualify 
himself, why should he come here with his large 
capital and govern the whole monetary interests 
of the country? He might be enabled in that way, 
without having any sympathy with us, without 
owing any allegiance to the Government, to enter 
into competition which would materially control 
the welfare of the nation. ` I object to it. 1 have 
no objection to naturalized citizens. When they 
have shown that they intend to be subject to all 
the laws of the country and have takeh the oath 
of allegiance, then they can hold real estate and 
then they can become corporators under this law. 
In my judgment they never ought to before. 

Mr: BROOMALE. [ask that the section bo 
read as it will stand if amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sao. 9, Andbe it further enacted, That the affairs of every 
association shall be managed by not less than five directors, 
one of whom shall be ihe president. Every dircetor, and 
at least three fourths of the direetors, shall have resided in 
the State in which such association is located one year next 
preceding their ejection as directors, and be residents of 
sald State during their continuance in office, &e: 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. E modify m 
amendment by striking out also the words “ cach 
director shall.” F wish simply to make a reply 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. ‘ThisHousc, 
in the bill passed to enroll soldiers, bas provided 
that persons who have taken outtheir frst papers, 
and who have voted, shall be liable to do military 
duty. Felaim that that liability to answerin invol- 
untary service to the United States shall go hand 
in hand with the rights of citizenship. T'he gern- 
tleman says, in this, that nearly one fourth of the 
voters of the State which £ represent, who are 
Hable to be enrolled and sent out to the service in 
the Army, shall be disfranchised in the manare- 
ment of their own property, and be excluded from 
the poor privilege of becoming stockholders or 
having a voice in the direction of these banks 
which we are about ta establish. 

if the gentleman will do justice, if he will con- 


sept to exempt those parties to whom I have re- |! 
ferred from their hablity ander the draft, i have | 
no doubt that each will accept of such exemption | 
in return for the loss of this privilege provided for- 


here. Butas long as wesay by our acts that they 
are liable to all the duties of citizenship, I claim 
that it would be most unjust to disfranchise them 
of the privileges of citizenship. 

‘Phe question being on the amendmentas modi- 


of Michigan, and Hormax, were appointed. 

The committee divided, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 28, noes 68. : 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I move to amend the 
ninth section by striking out the words “any loan 
obtained from, or debt owing to, the association 
of which he. is a director,” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words “ for debts due by him.” -As 
the section now stands the director of any: bank 
can hypothecate his stock in another bank. The 
least that can be asked for a director is that he 
shall own ten shares of stock of $100-each, clear 
of all debts to anybody. . 

The amendment was rejected; 


Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend the ninth sec- 
tion by striking out the following words: 

And at least three fourths of the directors shall have re- 
sided in the State in which such association is located one 
year next preceding their election as directors, and be res- 
idents of said State during their continuance in office. 

My main object in offering the amendment is 
to state that in the city of New York there are a 
large number of bank directors doing business 
who reside in Connecticut. and New Jersey, and 
even in Vermont, New Hampshire, and Massa- 
chusetts. A large portion of New Jersey is al- 
most as much New York as the State of New 
York itself is. This regulation will operate very 
disadvantagcously to the people of Connecticut 
and New Jersey, and in some degree to the pco- 

le of Vermont and New Hampshire, if not of 

assachusetts. I suppose that the object of this 
provision is to have three fourths of the direct- 
ors of banks in western States residents of the 
States. In my opinion the practical operation of 
this whole banking law will be, under the ununi- 
form system of redemption proposed, that gen- 
temenin Wall street will establish banksin Idaho, 
Montana, and Nevada, and make their notes is- 
sucd in New York redeemable in those distant 
places. There will be no difficulty in sending 
their clerks out there and letting them acquire res- 
idence in-order to become directors under this 
system. I do not think, therefore, that there is 
much good to be derived from this limitation of 
residence. On the contrary, 1 think that it will 
act disadyantageously on many New York di- 
rectors who have their residences out of the State. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr, Chairman, this provis- 
ion was intended to guard against the establish- 
ment of what nre called ‘ wild-cat banks.” It has 
been the practice in years past for gentlemen to 
go from New York or any other city to some 
place in the interior, establish a bank, and have 
all the directors living outside of the State in which 
the bank was located. They would then go on 
and circulate their notes, and when the holders | 
came to look for the responsible persons who had | 
established the bank they were hid in the alleys of 
New York and Boston. The design of this pro- 
vision is to require those who establish banks to 
live where they can be scen, in the neighborhood. 
Some years ago there was a bank established 
called the Bank of Warren. it was afterwards 
called the ELoop-pole bank, because no directors 
lived near except one who lived by cutting and 
selling hoop-poles. There was the Owl Creek 
bank, in the same way. ‘There was one which 
afflicted my colleague called the Florence bank, 
j I do not know much about it, except that it put 
to fight all of the money men in Boston. It so 
alarmed them. that this principle was adopted. | 
It is designed that those who manage these banks | 
shall be visible to the persons who have to do 
with. them, and that they shall reside in the neigh- 
borhood. If they do not wish to manage them 
themselves, let them subscribe for those who live 
there. Let three fourths reside in the vicinity or 
in the city where the bank is established. I think 
that it is an excellent provision, one of the best 
in the bill. : 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I desire to submit the fol- 

i lowing amendment, to come in at the end of the | 

| pending section: j 
Provided, That any person liable to-be enrolled under | 

the act for enrolling aud calling out the national forees | 

i; may be elected and hold the office of director under this | 

} tet, if such person shall own the requisite amountef stock 

l required by this act. 


| Mr. Chairman, this is aquestion which affects | 


i 
i 
} 
{ 
i 


fied, tellers were ordered; and Messrs. KELLOGG, 


LOBE. 


March 29, 
ac: 


ere : 
i tlie people of the West, perhaps, more than it 
oe 


does thé people in the older portions of the coun- 
try. The people who settle in the Westgo there 
as often from foréign countries, after. they have 


made up their minds'‘to settle in the United States, 


as from the older States. They bring their money 
to the ‘United States, and if they desire to invest 
it in banking, it’séems t me, after they have de- 
clared their intentions to become citizens, and 
when they are liable to be called out in the ser- 
vice of the country to defend it, that they ought 
to be entitled to the privilege of holding property 
in banks. 1 think that they ought to have all of 
the privileges that those who are full citizens arè 
entitled to. It is for that purpose I have:moved 
my amendment, and I hope that it will prevail. 
Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, itis a benev- 
olent amendment. I admit that at ‘some future 
day, the condition of the country may be such, 
that it may be proper to adopt sémething of the 
kind. But at the present time I do not think the 
persons the gentleman intends to bring in are suf 
ficiently educated to become directors of these 
banks. I suppose the gentleman who has intro- 
duced this means it to apply to slaves and per- 
sons of color, for they are also enrolled. [Laugh- 

ter.] For that I am not prepared at this time. I 
am prepared to go for it when it is proper, but it 
is not proper now. ; 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I supposed the gentleman 
would go for it of course, because it included the 
blacks. ae 

‘Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out the last word. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Sru- 
YENS] seems very willing to impose burdens upon 
a certain class of our western population, and at 
the same time to deprive them of corresponding 
privileges, My intention is not to repeat any- 
thing to which I have before alluded; but 1 sims 
ply have to say that, so far as the actual manage- 
ment of banking corporations is concerned, the 
foreign-born population have generally equal in+ 
telligence and equal honesty with the native-born 
population. Ido not hold, as to this matter, it 
makes any difference where a man is borm. Iti 
aquestion purely of intelligence and honesty, and 
actual experimentin the West has shown that one 
is as‘capable as the other; and I cannot but look 
upon this provision as a blow made at the vital 
interests of the West. I cannot help but look 
upon it as conceived in the narrowest principles 
of the Know-Nothing party. Atthis time, when 
we are trying to summon to our aid all.the ele- 
ments of popular enthusiasm, and to convince all 
parties that they are interested in carrying on thig 
great struggle, which is the excuse for this most. 
extraordinary law, I cannot but think that to call 
up from the grave the old Know-Nothing princi- 
ples, and that, too, when gentlemen on the other 
side say that they have given up all party for the 
purposes of this contest, must be disastrous to the: 
country. is 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I will suggest a modifica- 
tion of my amendment, so ‘as to meet the views 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. {£ modify, 
it so thatit shall read, ‘and shall be residents of 
States, as required by this section.’? I did not 
expect to hear the objection of color raised by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. Indeed, I thought 
if my anfendment was so general as not to suggest 
to the mind of anybody either color, the gentle- 
man would certainly be willing to supportit. But. 
1 must say in regard to the colored population of 
the country, that if they are able to own the. 
amount of stock required by this bill, as much ag 
Lam prejudiced against some of the acts and soma 
of the policy of gentlemen in opposition to us, E, 
should be perfectly willing that they should be 
directors in a bank if they can be elected; and 
certainly they might be clected, 1 presume, by 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House. T 
do not think I should vote for them as directors 
in any bank where I was a director; but if it is 
desired to have them, I'should not wish thelawa 
of the land to prohibit them from being directors, 
It is a mere matter of taste; and if it suits the 
taste of the gentleman from Pennsylvania I would 
not Interpose any obstacle to the indulgence to the 
fullest extent of the taste which he has. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

. Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I move to amend 
this section by inserting in line five, after thé 
words “t United States,” the words « or, if a fore. 
eigner, shall have declared his intention to become 
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č citizen.” Ido not offer this amendment with 


any desire to.embarrass the bill. It is one of the 
most important bills which have been presented 
for our consideration, and in view of its import- 
ance I regret that the time is. so limited for dis- 
cussing any question which may.arise upon its 
merits. I offer the amendment because Í know 
itis the policy of this Government, and of those 
who control the Administration, to. offer every 
inducement to banks now existing to come in un- 
der this national law, I know.that in the-banks 
now existing in the State of New York and else- 
where there are men holding large amounts of 
capital who are not citizens of the United States, 
men who have brought here their capital, which 
has gone into Government bonds, gone into the 
business operations of the country, and contrib- 
uted to its development and credit; and I am not 
willing, by any narrow provision of this bill, to 
strike down those men who have thus contributed 
to our prosperity. Let me tell you we are pur- 
suing a‘policy which even England at this hour 
and day does not pursue. I might name a per- 
sonal friend, George Peabody, of London, who, 
under the protection of English law and by Amer- 
ican enterprise and sagacity, has carved out for 
himself a private fortune which has but few equals 
in this country or any other. ` 

“Mr. WILSON. 1 would inquire of the gentle- 
man from New York whether under the laws of 
England'relating to the Bank of England George 
Peabody could be a director in that bank? 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I do not know 
whether he could or not; but I say this, that un- 
der the laws of England he can be the president 
of the Columbian bank of London. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest to the gentleman 
that under the laws of England he cannot be a 
director of the Bank of England. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I do not know 
that he can be. I do notcall this a national bank; 
it isa bank which the Government has author- 
ized, and the basis of which is bonds issued by 
„the Government. ` . f 

Mr. STEVENS. I suppose the gentleman 
knows that Mr. Peabody carries on a bank him- 
self ag an individual. is bank is no corpora- 
tion. The gentleman knows also that Mr. Pea- 
body could not be naturalized in England without 
an act of Parliament. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. ThatI know per- 
fectly well; and I do not propose that these for- 
eigners shall go on and become parties to the bank- 
ing system without declaring their intention to 
become citizens. Butwhen these men, with their 
capital, have entered largely into banks already 
existing——-banks which desire to avail themselves 
of this national arrangement—and ask that they 
shall have the privilege of protecting and man- 
aging their own capital, you deny them the priv- 
ilege. They reply that they are anxious to be- 
come citizens of this coungry. We say, “ You 
may declare your intentions to become citizens; 
but until the lapse of five years you shall have 
no right to control your own capital which is in- 
vested in ourbanks.’? Isubmitthat thisis neither 
politic nor wise. JI wish nothing wrong. J wish 
to do everything in my power for the support of 
this Government; but I do not want to repudiate 
any little common sense which I may have ac- 
quired in my little practical experience in the busi- 
ness affairs of the country. I hope that some 
such amendment as this will prevail, because it 
will harmonize the interests of these parties and 
the interests of the country. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope the amendment will 
not prevail, and that we shall get through with 
and settle this principle. The gentleman knows 
very well that men In this condition are not re- 
quired to serve and cannot hold office in most of 
the States. Why, then, should they be hurried 
into managing the finances of the country? Let 
them wait their five years. It is not too long a 
time, Itis true you can enroll them if they have 
filed their declaration of intention to become citi- 
zens, or have voted, whether they have filed it or 
not, because voting is taken to be conclusive evi- 
dence of their having been naturalized; in other 
words, they cannot say that they have not been, 
If they have voted without being naturalized, 


The ‘question. was. taken; and the amendment: 
was disagreed to—ayes 37, noes 58. . 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend section ten. 


by inserting after the word ‘elected,’? where it. 


they are rascals, and cannot be allowed to plead 
that in extenuation of their liabilities. I hope we 
Shall settle this principle and leave the bill as it 
now iš, 


| 


į for any other than the legitimate objects 


occurs in the third line, and also where it occurs 
in the seventh line, the words, ‘and qualified,”’ 
so that it will read: - A 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That-the directors of 
ang association first elected or appointed shall hold their 
places until their successors shall be elected and qualified. 
All subsequent elections shall be Keld annually, on such 
day in the month of January as may be specified in the ar- 
ticles of association ; and the directors so elected shall bold 
their places for one year, and until their successors: are 
elected and qualified, &c. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. Imove nowto amend thesame 
section by striking out in the twentieth line the 
words ‘in the county adjoining,” and inserting 
in lieu thereof the words, ‘ published: nearest 
thereto,” so that that portion of the section will 
read: ` 


The director 80 appointed shal! hold his place until the 
next election; and if from any cause an election of direct- 
ors shall not be made at the time appointed, the associa- 
tion shall not for that cause be dissolved, but an election 
may be held on any subsequent day, thirty days? notice 
thereofin all cases having been given in a newspaper pùb- 
lished in the city, town, or county in which the associa- 
tion is Jocated; and if no newspaper is‘published:in such 
city, town, or county, such notice shall be published in a 
newspaper published nearest thereto,” &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I wish to suggest 


an amendment in the tenth section. I observe 
that it is provided in a subsequent section that the 
Bank of Commerce of New York shall come in 
under its existing articles of association. This 
section provides that the eléttion of directors shall 
be held annually ‘* on such day in the month of 
January as may be specified in the articles of as- 
sociation.” Now, if I recollect the articles of 
association of the Bank of Commerce of New 
York aright, they prescribe a day other than in 
the month of January for the election of direct- 
ors. I move, therefore, to strike out the. words 
ton such day in the month of January.” My 
recollecticn of the articles of association of the 
Bank of Commerce is as I have stated, and those 
articles provide that they shall remain inviolate 
and unchangeable. They have, therefore, no 
power to name a different day for the election of 
directors than that provided by their articles of 
association. If, then, that bank should be ad- 
mitted under this law, they would have no power 
under the provisions of this bill to have an elec- 
tion of directors at all; and it seems to me thatas 
regards any bank, the election might take place 
on any day fixed by the articles of association. 

Mr. MALLORY. I suggest to the gentleman 
from New York. that he should simply move an 
amendment to except the Bank of Commerce of 
New York from the operation of this provision, 
That will accomplish his object, 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. 
do that. 

Mr. STEVENS. If there is to be any pro- 
vision made about it, it had better be made in the 
section providing for the Bank of Commerce. 
But there is no necessity forit. There isno diffi- 
culty about the clection under this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. The gentleman 
may be right. The objection occurred to me from 
my recollection of the articles of association of 
the Bank of Commerce. I will, however, with- 
draw my amendment. 


Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I moveto amend the. 
section by striking outail after the word “share,” 
in line nineteen, down to the end of the section; 
which is as follows: 

And the Comptroller shall have authority to withhold 
froin an association bia certificate authorizing the com- 
mencement of business, whenever he shall have reason to 


suppose that the shareholders tiereofhave formed the same 
contemplated by 
@ 


Tam willing to 


this act. 


I move to strike out that clause, because I be- 
lieve it is vesting too much power in any one 
man, to give him authority to say whether he shall 
grant a certificate to an association or not. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I move to amend the 


twelfth section by striking out the,words “equally 
and ratably, and not one for another,” These 


‘bank directors generally hold large amounts of 
stock, and it seems to me they should be willing 


to be held. the one forsthe: other, àt: least’ to the: 
extent of the amount. invested.‘ è; k 
Mr. HOLMAN, Imove:toamend.by.striking: 
out the word * responsible,” and inserting in lieu, 
‘of what is stricken out, “ individually: or jointly: 
responsible,” leaving it optional with the creditor: 
of the bank tẹ bring his action against oneof-the; 
: shareholders or.all of them, - Gee Tint Bar she 
|) Mr, ELDRIDGE.. Laccept:the amendments `- 
Mr. HOLMAN... Then. it: will reads. eae 


Shail-be held- individually or jointly responsible for. alki 
ontracts, debts, and engagements of such: association ta; 
‘the extent of the amount of their stock therein at .the.par. 
‘value thereof, in addition to the amount Invested in such, 
ishares. 8 peta 
; It is very true that-no one individual stocks 
‘holder can be made responsible fora larger amount: 
than his stock, and'as much more on its fair par 
value. But this mode of liability amounts prace 
tically to nothing, in the face of non-resident 
shareholders, }t' seems tö me that the creditor: 
should have the right to bring action against one 
or all or any one of these shareholders, and ‘that 
the liability incurred should ‘be apportioned be- 
tween themselves. He should not be compelled’ 
to sue all, and to recover from each a ratable por- 
tion of his debt. If this provision be adopted; it, 
will be found that this individual responsibility’ 
amounts ‘to notbing. Such has been, the“expe- 
rience of every State where an attempt of. this » 
kind has been made. See eee Ss 

The question being on the amendment as modis: 
fied, tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hotman’ 
and Pixg were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported : 
—ayes 30, noes 64. 7 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I move to amend the, 
twelfth section by adding to it as follows: 


But no such refusal to grant a certificate to any associam, 
tion applying for the same shall in any instance be mada, 
without first notifying such association thereof in writing, 
and stating the reasons therefor; and also allowing such’ 
association sufficient time in which to answer all objec- 
tions, with the privilege of an appeal from the decision of 
the Comptroller to the Sceretary of the Treasury, who is 
hereby empowered to reverse any decision made by said 
Comptrotier, if in his judgment the alleged objections to: 
granting the certificate applied for by any association are 
deemed insufficient by him to authorize the withholding, 
thereof, f ý 


I suggest the amendment because there may be 
some ill-feeling between the Comptroller ‘of: the, 
Currency and the association’ that. may apply, 
and the association should have power to go be- 
fore the Secretary of the Treasury on an appeal, . 
thus doing away with the one man power, ie 

The amendment was rejected, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by striking, 
out ‘to the extent of the amount of their stocki 
therein at the par value thereof, in addition. to, 
the amount invested in such shares.” . The effect 
of the amendment 1s to render the shareholders, 
responsible ratably and equally forall the debts 
contracted by the association, It seems to me, . 
that thatis right. We are conferring extraordi- 
nary benefits on a certain class of citizens who, 
are able to go into a system of banking. I think, 
that the shareholders ratably ought to be. res 
sponsible for the entire debt that they contract., 
This subject has been largely discussed all over., 
the country, and I have no argument to present 
excep} to state the fact that as the bill now stands, 
the liability of the shareholder is confined to his , 
stock and to an equal amount to that stock; 
whereas by the amendment which I propose the. 

J shareholders become liable ratably for the entire. 
debt of the concern. : 

Mr. STEVENS. If I understand rightly the. 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, it is. 
that the man who holds one share of stock in the.. 
bank shall be liable for all the debts, circulation, 
and deposits of the bank. That is the effect of 
the amendment. It is only necessary to state the 
proposition to show how monstrous it is. 

Mr.HOLMAN. That isnot exactly the effect 
of it, although it might be that if there was only 
one responsible shareholder he would be liable 
for all the debts of the concern, and I believe he . 
ought to be. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the section 
by inserting after the word “‘ shares,” in the nine- 
teerith line, the words ‘and the directors of such 


associations shall be individuals responsible for 
ail. contracts and debts of such associations while - 


$ 
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acting as sueh.”? If itisnotrightto make theshare- 
holders responsible-for the debts which the asso- 
ciation has contracted, on the ground that they 
are not able to watcly the operations of their bank, 


itis certainly: proper that those who contract the” 


debts and mismanage the banking interests, that 
those who. create. the Hability and: who have the 
charge of this banking system—that they at least 
should be responsible tothe honest and poor cred- 
itor for the debts thus contracted. . Directors are 
not to be-responsible.. -They-are to: go on with 


their: speculations aid schemes ‘advantageous to: 


themselves but tuinousto the creditors of the bank, 
tO contract to any amount, and yet they are only 
to be held responsible to the extent of the stock 
they hold, and that amount more. These direct- 
ors will ordinarily hold enough to entitle them 
to be directors, and not a.dollar beyond it. So 
far as. the bank can be made available for their 
purposes it will be used, and the common labor- 
ers of the country, who are compelled to reecive 
this circulation, have no remedy against the di- 
rector for every dollar of liability he may have 
created. : 

Mr. STEVENS. I take it for granted this 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana must 
bë the law of his State. He talks about the poor 
man being affected. The poor man has not large 

„deposits. He may have five or ten dollars of cir- 
culation, but the circulation is secured by. the de- 
posit of United States bonds to ten per cent. more 
than the circulation in addition to the expital of 
the bank. It is idle to talk about securing the 
poor man. Te is secured by the law as it stands, 
and more than secured. The. United States is 
security for every dollar of circulation that the 
banks are capable of having. ‘There is therefore 
no necessity forthe amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When the gentleman speaks 
of the security of the United States bonds, does 
thatapply to the liability for the circulation alone? 
Does that apply to deposits? 

Mr. STEVENS. Vhave stated that they se- 
cured the cireulation. As to the depositors, they 
are not poor men; they are rich men, capable of 
taking care of themselves.. ‘hey will deposit 
wherever they please, and the assets of the bank 
are responsible to them. Atany rate they must 
look out for themselves. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 1 move tostrike out the last 
word, The experience of the world, Mr. Chair- 
man, has proved thatthe gentleman ’s theory is not 
correct. When banks have failed, | do-not care 
in whatState of the Union, the weightof the bur- 
den has fallen upon the poor men. Itis not the 
large depositors, but the poor man who lays up 
something of his weekly wages who has uni- 
formly been the victim of these failures, It is 
upon the poor laborer, the widow who seeks a 
place of security for ber Title mite, and all that 
class of our people that the loss falls. Ido not 
understand that there is any argument against 

- thie proposition. ‘Fhe gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania advances none. If the directors are to ere- 
ate these debts they ought to be beld to the strict- 
est responsibility. 

» The gentleman seems to take it for granted that 
I have referred in my amendment to the banking 
system of Indiana. Yri hal I would have referred 
to the soundest money institution in America—to 
the old Bank of Indiana, by which nobody ever 
losta dollare Not only was that but cach branch 
bank was liable. It was that mutual liability 
which for over thirty years kept that institution 
sound beyond all possibility of question. 

Mr, ELDRIDGE. Lam a little surprised at 
thesummary mannerin which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania disposes of these questions. When 
amotion was made a few moments ago 

Mr. GRINNELE, Lrise to a question of or- 
der, Is the gentleman opposing the amendment? 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. If the gentleman willkeep 
quiet a litle while he will find that out. 

Thegentleman illustrated his argument by say- 
ing that ifa man held 8100 of stock he would be 
liable for all the debts of the bank. That was 
admitted, if there was but one individual or stock- 
holder solvent. He says he needs only state the 
proposition to show it ought not to be adopted; 
and now, when it is proposed to make the direct- 
ors liable and make those who have the manage- 
ment and conduct of the affairs of the bank linble 
for its debts, he tells the committee that there is 
ample security, that nobody can lose anything. 


In oné-line of argument he argues that it is mon- 
strous tomake the stockholders individually liable, 


andinorder that the directors shall not be indi- 


vidually liable he tells us there is no liability. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman misunder- 
stands. mes: I said there was no nee. beyond 
the security for the circulation. I said nothing: 
of.other debts. es cei os 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, The propositions are pre- 
cisely parallel. The liability which it was pro- 
posed to be fastened on the stockholders is pre- 
cisely the-liability proposed to be fastened on the 
directors, and the argument in the one case would 
certainly apply to the other. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I rise to a point of order. 
Itis that the gentleman is not opposing the amend- 
ment ofthe gentleman from Indiana. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains, the 
point of order. ` 


Mr. ELDRIDGE, Iam opposing the amend- 


ment last made by the gentleman from Indiana. | 


I am opposed to striking out the last word be- 
cause it destroys the whole proposition, and. fam 
in favor of the proposition as originally made. 
However, [shall submitto the ruling ofthe Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will pro- 
ceed in order. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I was saying that the ar- 
gumentofthe gentleman from Pennsylvania which 


demonstrated that the stockholder ought not to 


be made individually liable, demonstrated most 
clearly that the directors should be made individ- 
ually liable, for the reason that they have the 
management, charge, and conduct of the business. 
They are the men, and the only men, who can 
know how the bank iggonducted; and the small 


sums of ten and five dollars, to which the gentle- | 


man from Pennsylvania refers, areas much to the 
poor man as the gentieman’s thousands would be 
to bim. 

Vhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of opinion 
that the gentleman is not speaking to the amend- 
ment before the committee. The last word of the 
amendment which the gentleman from Indiana 
proposes to strike out is the word ‘such,’ and 
the gendeman from Wisconsin must confine him- 
self to opposing the striking out of that word. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Ifthat word is struck out 
it destroys the entire amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of opinion 
it does not. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 1 have suggested about all 
l desire to say upon this point. 

Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew the verbal amendment. 

‘The question recurring upon the original amend- 
ment oured by Mr. HOLMAN, 

The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers, and ap- 
pointed Mr, Hormax, and Mr. Rouzins of New 
Hampshire. 

s The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 17, noes 64; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order to avoid a call of 
the roll, I trust it will be agreed that there may 
be a vote taken on this amendment in the Flouse, 
and then I will with pleasure withdraw the call 
for a division, All [desire is a fair vòte upon 
the proposition, 

Objection being made, and no quorum having 
voted, the roll was accordingly enlled, and the fol- 
lowing members failed to answer to their names: 

Me James C. Allen, Wiliam J. Aten, Alley, Arnold, 
Francis P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Brooks, James S. Brown, 
Clay, Cofroth, Cox, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, Dawes, 


Denison, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Bden, Edgerton, Faris- 


worth, Fenton, Garfield, Hide, Harding, Harrington, Charles 
M. Harris, Hutchins, William Johnson, Kelley, Orlando 
Kellogg, Kernan, King, Knapp, Littlejohn, Marvin, Me Al- 
lister, McDowell, Metndoc, Meine, 
liam H. Miller, Daniel Mo Morrison, Nelson, Perry, 
Radford, Joha H. Rice, Robinson, Ross, Sloan, Smith, Starr, 
William G. Stecle, Stiles, Strouse, ‘Thayer, Thomas, Yoor- 
hees, Wadsworth, Ward, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. 
White, Williams, Wilder, Benjamin Wood, Fernando 
Wood, and Woodbridge. 


The committee then rose; and the Speaker hav- 


ing resumed the chair, Mr. Branpecer reported | 


that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the national currency bill, and, finding itself with- 
out aquorum, had caused the roll to be cailedand 
the names of the absentees noted, and had di- 
reeted him to report the fact to the House, to- 
gether with the names of the absentecs. 

A quorum having appeared, the committee re- 


i associ 


Middleton, Wil- | 


stimed its session, the pending question being on 
the amendment offered by Mr. Houman. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as one other ques- 
tion has been reserved for a vote in the House, I 
trust no one wil! object-to this being reserved for 
‘the same purposes `> ee 

Mr: STEVENS: Ifa half dozen men are en- 
titled to call for a ‘vote in the House.on a threat 
to break up the committee, let them break up the 
committee, 1-shalb not agree to it. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. That is not half as 
bad as for one man to control the committee. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 3 

Mr. GANSON. 1 move to amend the twelfth 
section of the bill by inserting, after'the word 
act,” in the fourteenth linc, the words ‘and 
issue circulating notes;?’ so that the clause will 
read: j i 

The shareholders of exch association formed under the 
provisions of Usis'act, and of each existing bank or banking 
association that may accept:the provisions of this aet and 
issue circulating notes, shall be held individually responsi- 
ble, equally atid ratably, and not one for another, forall 
contracts, debts, and engagements of such association to 
the extent of the amount of their stock therein at the par 
value thereof, in addition to. the amount invested in such 
shares, 

I will state briefly my reason for offering this: 
amendment. The committee will see by the last: 
section of the bill that the Bank of Commerce of 
New York, which is an association organized un- 
der the law of New York, asks to be exempted 
under this act from the lability of the stock- 
holders for the debts of the association, upon the 
ground that under the law by which the associa: 
tion exists personal Jiability is not imposed upon 
the stockholders, unless the association elects to- 
issue circulating notes. 3 

Now, Lam in favor of putting some clause in: 
this act to enable, that association and others ex- 
isting under State laws to relieve themselves from 
personal Jiability if they do not elect to issue cir+ 
culating notes; and I am opposed, where institu- 
tions are organized under a State law by which 
they are relieved from this liability by reason of., 
their not issuing circulating notes, to their com- 
ing here and asking to be relieved from personal 
liability while there. is conferred upon them the: 
additional franchise of issuing circulating notes, 

L understand that the object of this personal 
liability is chiefly to secure the holders of bills 
that circulate as money. I am therefore in favor 
of conforming this bill in that respect to the law 
of the State of New York, from which it has 
chiefly been taken, and I propose this amendment 
for the purpose of securing that object, ` 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


The fifteenth section of the bill was réad, as 
follows: 


Seo. 15. And be it further enacted, That if any share- 
holder or his assignee shall fail to pay any installment on 
the stock when the same is required by the foregaing sec- 
tion to be paid, the directors of such association may seil 
the stock beld by such d@inguent shareholder at public 
auction, having given three weeks? previous notice thereof 
in a newspaper published and ofgeneral circulation in the 
city where th sociation is located, if the same be located, 
ina city, and if not so located, then in a newspaper pub- 
lished, or of general circulation, in the county where the 
located, toany person who will pay the bighest price 
or and not tess than the amonnt then due thereon, with 
the expenses of advertisement and sale, and the excess, if 
any, shall be paid to the delinquent shareholder. Ifno bidder 
can be found who will pay for such stock the amount due 
thereon to the association and the costs of advertisement and 
sale, the amount previously paid shall be forfeited to the 
tion, and such stock shali be sold as the directors may 
order within six months from the time of such forfeiture; 
and if not sold, it shali be canceled aud deducted fram the 
eapital stock of the association; and if such cancelation 
and reduction shall reduce the capital of the association 
below the minimum of capital required by this aet, the cap- 
ital stock shall, within thirty days froin the date of such 
eanceflation, be brought up to the requirements of the act, 
in default of which a reeciver may be appointed to close 
up the business of the association according to the provis- 
ions of the fiity- first section of this act. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend that section 
by inserting, after the word ‘city,’’ in line sevens 
the words, * or county.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to strike out, in lines 
eight and nine, the words ‘if the same be lo- 
cated in a city, and if not so located,” and to in- 
sert in licu thereof the words, “ang if no news- 
paper is published in said city or county.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move further to amend b 
striking out in lines nine and ten the words “or 
of general circulation, in the county where the 


* 


1864, 


1343 


THE: 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE! 


same is located,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words “ nearest thereto.” _ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move further to amend the 
section by striking out “ fifty-first,” in the twen- 
ty-seventh line, and inserting in lieu thereof 
“ fiftieth.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I move to amend 
the section by inserting after the word * may,” 
in the fourth line, the words “ bring suit for the 
amount in default, or;’’:so that it will read: 

‘That if any shareholder, or his assignee, shali fail to pay 
any installment on the stock when the same is required by 
the foregoing section to be paid, the directors of such*asso- 
ciation may bring suit for the amount in default, or sel the 
stock held by such delinquent shareholder, at public auc- 
tion, &e. x 

The object I have in view will not be accom- 

lished by that amendment alone. Fe willbe fol- 

owed by anotheramendment. We have just been 

discussing a section in which personal liability is 
established on the part of the shareholders. Now, 
by means of this section, whenever a fraudulent 
organization has been established, the directors 
may proceed and forfeit the stock, and by that 
means the shareholders, so far as the depositors 
and creditors of the corporation are concerned, 
may escape from their liability. It will be neces- 
sary in addition to the amendment I now offer to 
add a proviso that in case there shall bea default 
and a sale of the stock, the party whose stock is 
thus forfeited shall not escape from any liability 
which may have accrued under the preceding 
section, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. Imove to amend the sixteenth 
section by inserting, after the word ‘than,’ in 
line seven, ‘430,000, nor less than;’” so that it 
will read: i 

Suc. 16, And be it further enacted, That every associa- 
tión, after having complied with the provisions of tbis act, 
preliminary to the commencement of banking business un- 
der its provisions, and before it shall be authorized to com- 
meuce business, shall transfer and deliver to the Treasurer 
of the United States any United States registered bonds 
bearing interest to an amount not less than $36,000, nor less 
than one third of the capital stock paid in, which bonds 
shall be deposited with the Treasurer of the United States 
and by him safely kept inhis office until the same shall be 
otherwise disposed of, in pursuance of the provisions of this 
act. 

Mr. Chairmanyit will be noticed that there is 
a proviso ia the eleventh line that contains this 
provision. I shall propose to strike out that pro- 
viso and to insert another in place of it, 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. HOOPER. Inow move to amend the six- 
teenth scction by striking out the following: 

Provided, ‘That the amount to be deposited with the 
Treasurer before the commencement of business shal! in 
no case be Jess thin $80,000: and provided. 

And inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
to reeciveand cancel any United States coupon bonds, and 
to issue in lieu thereof registered bonds of like amount, 
bearing a like rate of interest, and having the same time to 
run, and. 

The object of this amendment will be obvious 
to every one. Many of the banks have the cou- 
pon bonds to deposit, and this is to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to make the exchange 
and give them registered bonds. There is risk in 
keeping the coupon bonds on deposit, as they are 
pred from hand to hand, while the registered 
onds are recorded., 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move toamend the twenty- 
first section by striking out the wards “or of 
equivalent United States bonds bearing a less rate 
of interest,’ and inserting in lieu thereofthe words 
“and not exceeding cighty-five per cent. of the 
par value of the bonds deposited, if bearing in- 
terest at the rate of five per cent.,” so that the 
section will read: A 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, ‘That upon the trans- 
fer and delivery of bonds to the Treasurer, as provided in 
the foregoing section, the association making the same shall 
be entitled to receive fram the Comptroller of the Currency 
circulating notes of different denominations, in blank, regia- 
tered and countersigned as hereinafter provided, equal in 
amount to ninety per cent. of the current market value of 
the United States bonds so transterred and delivered, bnt 
not exceeding ninety per cent. of the amount of said bonds 
at the par value thereof, if bearing interest at the rate of six 


per cent, and not exeecding eighty-five per cent. of the par} 


valuo of the bonds deposited, if bearing interest at the rate 
of five per cent., and at no time shall the total amount of 


| that these 


such notes, issued to any such association, exeeed the 
amount at such time actually paid in of its capital stock. 

‘Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, this is anim- 

ortant amendment; but if the gentleman from 
Massachusets has thoroughly considered’ the 
subject | am not disposed to make any objection 
to it. ue 

‘Mr. HOOPER, Mr. Chairman, as the.five 
per cent, stock is worth par.in the market, the 
Committee of Ways and Means considered it. 
perfectly legitimate and safe to hold it as security 
to the extent of eighty-five per cent. of its pres- 
ent value, while the six per cent. bonds are held 
for the same purpose to the extent of ninety_per 
cent. The rélative value is rather in favor ofthe 
five per cent. bonds, I think there can be no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS. 1 think the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is wrong in his estimate about 
these five per cent. bonds being at par. They are 
at par on paper; but the amount we are paying 
now on these five per cent. bonds is actually ten 

er cent. per annum, avery high rate of interest, 
Vhat is paper par differs immensely from what 
will be, by and by, gold par. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move toamend the twenty- 


| second section by inserting after the word “ plates” 


the words ‘and dies,” so that it will read: 


Sec. XN, And be it further enacted, That the entire amount 
of notes tor circulation to be issued under this act shall not 
excecd $300,000,000, In order to furnish suitable notes for 
circulation, the Comptroller of the Currency is hereby au- 
thorized and required, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury, to cause plates and dies to be engraved, in 
the hest manner to guard against counterfeiting and fraud- 
ulent alterations. 

- The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move toamend the twenty- 
second section by striking out the words “and 
issued under the provisions of this act, which 
statement shall be;’’ so that it will read: 

Which notes shall express upon their face that they are 
secured by United States bonds, deposited with the Treas- 
urer of the United States, attested by the written or en- 
graved signatures of the Treasurer ang Register, and by the 
imprint of the seal of the Treasury. 

The objectof this amendmentis merely to lessen 
the amount of printing to be placed on the notes. 
lt will be sufficientif the substance be stated with- 
out these words. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GANSON, I move to amend the twenty- 
second section by inserting the words ‘one dol- 


lar, two dollars, three doilars;’? so that it will j 


read: 

And to have printed therefrom, and numbered, such 
quantity of circulating Hotes, in blank, of the denomina- 
tious of one dollar, two dollars, three dollars, five dollars, 
ten dollars, twenty dollars, fifty dollars, one hundred dol- 
lars, five hundred dollars, and one thousand dollars, as may 
be required to supply, wader this act, the associations en- 
titled to receive the same, 

Mr. HOOPER. 
pose to make any very serious objection to this 
amendment; but I beg to call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that the Treasury, Depart- 
ment is authorized to issue legal-tender notes of 
less denomination than five dollars; and I under- 
stand that it is the intention of the Department to 
increase the issue of the small notes. . The Sec- 
retary thinks he can make them sufficiently abund- 
ant without authorizing their issuc by these banks, 


| l thought it proper to make that statement, and 
j leave the committee to do as it chooses in the 


matter, 
Mr. BERAMAN. I wish simply to say to the 
genticman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoorrer] 
arge Treasury notes are very little 
circulated in the West. lam informed by a gen- 


tleman who has taken some pains to make in- ! 


quiry that not more than one dollar out of ten is 
in circulation in Michigan. 

A Memsper. Legal tenders? . 

Mr. BEAMAN. Yes, sir. It seems, tbere- 
fore, that there should be small notes to accom- 
medate the people of the West. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts. 
Chairman, I wish to say in regard to this aménd- 
ment that I hope it will pass. + I believe that the 
country demands it. If I am rightly informed, 
with the exception of some of our large cities, 
perhaps New York and Boston, there is no sec- 
tion of the country which does not feel the abso- 
late necessity of having small bills. 1 know that 


Mr. Chairman, L do not pro- | 


Mr. i 


the Treasury. proposes to-lssue'stiall Wills. Any 
individual acquainted with banking knows if they: 
| do issue small bills: they will-stand: differeatly 
from what they would if you permitted the banks: 
| to have the bills themselves. : For instance, the: 
‘Treasurer isto issue $4,000,000 ofeurrency. What 
difference does it: make to him whetherit is in 
small-bills or bills. of five dollars and tipward?! 
itis $4,000,000 of currency in cireulation.: Sap> 
pose the banks have $3,000,000. of circulations 
My colleague well asked what difference it makes: 
to these banks? I answer that itmakes a material 
difference in the country where the banks. arelo# 
cated.: Suppose each bank has its proportion 6f 
small bills necessary to carry on its busmess;and: 
no bank. will. want any more small bills than:the 
business requires at. that location. -Suppose:it 
has a circulation of $200,000, one sixth of which’ 
is small bills. {t pays out small bills to its cus< 
tomers in order to do business. It-has its place 
for redemption... If in the State of Massachusetts 
it would be at Boston. It pays one sixth partof: 
its circulation in. small bills. “Those small. bills: 
go to the place of redemption. . The bank where’ 
it redeems collects these small bills. -Ft has the 
control of these small bills. You should:then sup= 
ply each section of the country with small bitis 
necessary to carry on that business, _ Sagi 
On the other hand, if my colleague's plan be 
adopted, and we have the. seme system that we 
have had up to the present ume, it will be differ+ 
ent. Suppose this bank with $200,000 circulation 
sends to the sommercial centers, to Boston or New 
York, to express acertain quantity of small bills, 
and when they have been expressed the bank 
| pays them out to its customers, there is then noth- 
ting to control these small bills. “When they: are: 
paid out they go to the customers, andvare never’ 
returned. When they become scarce, # premium 
has to be paid on them. pts 
{Here the hammer fell.) e ee 
Mr. HOOPER. My object in restraining the 
banks in reference to the issue of small notes 
was to let the Government have the profit to be 
derived from them. ate 
Mr. WILSON. Unless we allow the national 
banks to issue small notes we will find it dificult 
| to supply the demands of the business: of the 
i country for them, The small notes issued by the 
Government, being legal-tender notes, will be 
hoarded by the banks, and thus withdrawn from 
circulation. The banks will derive the benefit in- 
tended to be conferred on the. people. This we 
should prevent by authorizing the national banks 
to issue small notes. We must have something’ 
to supply the place of the notes of the Govern- 
ment which will retire from circulation to the: 
vaults of the banks. ` ress ` 
Mr, HOOPER. I wished the Government to 
have the benefit of any circulation below five dol- 
lars. ; 
Mr. PIKE. If the gentleman thinks it well 
that the Government should have the control of 
į the circulation below five dollars, why not as well- 
above five dollars? ` 4 
Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts. Ifthe 
; General Government is to have the advantage of 
| a certain portion of the circulation, which he pros 
| poses to give, what is the difference to the Gov- 
ernment whether it be five dollars or one dollar? 
What benefit would it be to the Government? 
Mr. HOOPER. It would require more than 
five minuteggto answer that fully. I therefore 
wish to canine my remarks to this proposition, 
| that the Government should have the benefit. of 
issuing all the circulation required below five dol- 
lars. When we come to resume specie payment 
i there should be no issue below five dollars of 
small circulation, ‘The substratum of circulation 
| should be filled with coin. And if the committee 


4 


adopt this amendment, | hope they will also allow 
; Me to move an amendment, as a proviso to the 
secuon, which | will now read: 

Provided, That not.more than one sixth part of die notes 
rnished to an association shall be of a less denomination 
and that after specie payment shall be re- 
sumed no association shall be furnished with notes of a less 
denomination than five dollars, 

I will propose that as a'separate amendmentif’ 
this one is adopted, to limit the small notes to the 
period of the suspension of specie payment, and 
that when specie payment is restored there may, 
be no issue of paper of a denomination below five 
dollars. 
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: Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts. bwith- 
draw my amendment. 

: Mr: HOTCHKISS. fT move to amend the 
amendment by inserting the word “four.” Ex- 
perience in the State-of New York has shown: 
that we cannot at-any.time conveniently dispense 
with’ small bills, ‘e have tried the matter there 
thoroughly... We:once hada small-bill ‘law, but 
were obliged to repeal it; -And itdoes:not make 
any: difference. whether. specie payment be sus- 
pended oy not, It is a simple question between 
the. bank and its customers whether the conven- 
ience.of the community requires: the furnishing 
of small bills.. If:there is ‘any reason why we 
should issue large bills instead of specie the same 
reason. applies. to: small bills. It-is a practical 
question, and when it has-been once determined 
by any community, that.isa sufficient guide to 
them. : par 

-I hope we shall be permitted to have small bills 
under this law. The bills of our State banks 
are; by this law, driven. out of circulation. We 
cannot get gold and silver, and we must rely upon 
these, bills for use. 
< Asto the Government deriving a revenue from 
isming these bills, the same principle applies to 
large denominations .of bills as well as to small 
ones. 

Mr. PIKE, I hope the amendment will not 
prevail, I desire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the anomalous position we hold in pre- 
genting to the country this bill. We spent the 
last days.of last Congress in imposing burdens 
upon the circulation of State banks, with the dou- 
ble idea of raising a revenue and lessening that 
circulation. The evil we then experienced was 
an over circulation.. It was proposed by a large 
taxation. to lessen the circulation of State banks, 
but [submitthat that evil to-day, instead of being. 
diminished, is very largely increased. We have 
now a circulation of the Conon Government of 
$447,000,000, by theexclusive circulation of which 
gold hag run up to seventy per cent, premium. 
And it is proposed. by this Kilt to encourage still 
further circulation. We are now discussing an 
amendment to outrun the proposition of the com- 
mittee, and to have a circulation not only running 
down to five dollars, but in order to get moro of 
it, to have a circulation under five dollars. Of 
course the banks issue: notes under five dollars, 
because they can keep such bills in circulation 
when they cannot keep bills above five dollars in 
circulation. Now, the Government has a cireu- 
lation of $447,000,000, and we are getting up here 
an additional circulation of $300,000,000, upon 
which we propose to pay $18,000,000 of in- 


terest, 

Mr. WILSON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman: from Maine, in this connection, that he 
may find himself mistaken, for he now sees the 
gontlemat from Massachusetts [Mr. Hooren} is 
pecoming a convert to the doctrine that we ought 
to save allthis interest by the Government provid- 
Ing a currency itself. Í 

Mr. PIKE; 1 should be happy to sec any con- 
version upon the part of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts. 1 merely rose to make the suggestion 
to. the committee, and I have accomplished my 
purpose. 

The amendment. to the amendment was not 
agreed to, 

Lhe amendment was agreed to. 


_ Mr. HOOPER. I now move to amend by add- 
ing the following proviso to the section: 


Provided; ‘That not more than one sixth part of the notes 
furnished to an association shall be of a less denomination 
than five dollars; and that alter specie payment shall be 


resuined no association shall be furnished with notes of a | 


feds denomination than five dollars. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, BROOKS moved that the committee rise, 
The motion was agreed to. 
So the committee rose; and Mr. Asutpy having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. 
3RANDEGEE reported that the Committe of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, liad the state of the Union generally un- 
der consideration, and particularly the national 
currency bill, and bad come to no conclusion 
thereon, 
And then, on motion of Mr. DAVIS, of Mary- 
land, (at-twenty minutes before five 6’clock, p. 
m.,) the Flouse adjourned. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, March 30, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, ` 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
atea message from the President: of the United 
States, transmitting the report of ‘Charles B. Stu- 
art, consulting engineer, appointed by the Pres< 
ident upon the invitation of the Governor of New 
York, according to the law of that State, upon 
the proposed improvements to pass gunboats from 
tide-water to the northern and northwestern lakes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. presented resolu- 
tions of the Legislature of Kansas, in favor of a 
grant of lands for the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the eastern line of the 
State, via Paola and Emporia, to intersect the 
Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad at the 
nearest point west in the Cottonwood River val- 


Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented a memorial of the 
auditor of Minnesota, praying for an appropri- 
ation to reimburse that State for the costs, charges, 
and expenses incurred in suppressing Indian hos- 
tilities within that State and upon its borders in 
the years 1862 and 1863; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GRIMES presented a memorial of citizens 
of Burlington, Iowa, remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the tax on lager beer; which was re- 
ferred to the Committce on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of lowa, 
praying for an extension of the act of March 3, 
1857, for the relief of purchasers of swamp lands; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. BROWN presented resolutions of the Le- 
gislature of Missoari, requesting the Senators and 
Representatives of that State in Congress to op- 
pose an increase of the tax on tobacco; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial of the 
American Institute of New York, praying for an 
appropriation to aid in the proposed exploration 
of eastern Asia by Dr. McGowan; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a letter of the As- 
sistant Secretary of the Treasury, addressed to 
him, communicating a copy of an extract from 
the report of the commissioner appointed in pur- 
stance ofan act for the release of certain persons 
held to service or labor in the District of Colum- 
hia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. HOWE presented a memorial of the Le- 
gislature of Wisconsin, in favor of an increase of 
the monthly wages of the non-commissioned of- 
ficors, musicians, and privates, sailors, and ma- 
rines; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia, and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also’ presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin, in favor of a grant of land to 
aid in the construction of the Southern-Minne- 
sota railroad; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented six memorials 
from citizens of Minnesota, praying for the amend- 
ment of the joint resolution now befofe Congress 


| amending the act granting lands to the State of 


Minnesota to aid in the construction of railroads 
therein, approved March 3, 1857, so far as such 
joint resolution changes the original act, so as to 
allow the building of a road from Winona via St. 
Peter or Mankato to the Big Sioux river, south 
of the forty-fifth parallel of north latitude; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Me. COLLAMER, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and other papers in the case 
of Reuben Clough, praying to be allowed arrears of pen- 
sign, be taken from the dies of the Senate and referred to 


į the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I presented the other daya 


ley; which were referred to the Committee ‘on | 


petition from the Merchants’ Exchange Company 
of Baltimore, which was:referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, I think. I move now that they be 
permitted to withdraw their papers from the files 
of the Senate, as they have determined to present 
their: case to the Court of Claims. There hay 
been no report and no consideration. abe 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That order willbe 
made. ; : 
COMPENSATION OF PENSION AGENTS. 


Mr. FOOT. A day or two since E reported’ 
from the Committee on Pensionsa bill relating to 
the compensation of Government pension agents, 
Sincg that time I have received a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior containing im- 
portant and valuable suggestions upon that sub= 
ject, and also covering the draft of a bill embody- 
ing his views upon the subject, which 1 regard 
important to be placed before the committee for 
their consideration in connection ‘with the bill 
which has been reported. I therefore move that 
that bill be taken up and recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the. bill (S. 
No. 199) relating to the compensation of pension 
agents was read a second time, and recommitted 
to the Committee on Pensions. , 

Mr. FOOT. I now present the communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior on that subject, 
and move its reference to the committee, i 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTERS. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- 
ferred a bill (S. No. 205) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay to the Governor of 
Minnesota, or his authorized agent, the further 
costs, charges, and expenses incurred in sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities within that State and 
upon its borders in the year 1862, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims3 
which was agreed to. : 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a resolution of 
the Legislature of Iowa in favor of a grant of 
land to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
McGregor to the Missouri river, reported a bill 
(S. No. 208) making a grantof lands to the State 
of Jowa to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from McGregor to some point on the Missouri. 
river, and certain lateral roads to connect with: 
the railroads in Minnesota, The bill was read, 
and passed to a second reading.. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committce on 
Finance, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. No. 
192) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 1865, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a memorial of 
the Legislature of Minnesota, praying for an ap- 
propriation for a geological survey of the mineral 
lands on the north shore of Lake Superior, with- 
in the limits of the State of Minnesota, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 


BILL INTRODUCED, 
Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 209) for the relief of Mary Throckmorton; 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Hay, his Secretary, announced 
that the President had approved and signed on 
the 28th instant the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 34) in favor of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Israel C. Wait; and 


An act (S. No. 105) for the relief of E. F and 
Samuel A. Wood. ` 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives; 
by Mr, Lroyp, its Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House of Representatives had passed the bill of 


the Senate (No. 108) relating to acting assistant 
paymasters in the Navy, and regulating the ap- 
pointment of cadets in the Naval Academy. 
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The message also announced that the Hou 


se 


. of Representatives had passed the bill of the Sen- 


ate (No. 76) relating to appointments in the naval 
service and courts-martial, with amendments; in 
which the concurrence of the Senate wasrequested. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 312) 
to increase the pension of the revolutionary pen- 
‘sioners now on the rolls of the Pension Office. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passcd the following bills 
and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 297) fixing the date of the loss of 
the United States brig Bainbridge, and for the 
relief of officers, seamen, and marines of the same, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill (No. 300) for the classification of the 
clerks to paymasters in the Navy, and graduating 
their pay; 

A bill (No. 303) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to establish and equalize the grade of line of- 
ficers of the United States Navy,” approved July 
16, 1862; i 

A bill (No. 367) to provide for the collection of 
hospital dues from vessels of the United States, 
sold or transferred in foreign ports or waters; 

A bill (No. 369) to appoint certain officers of 
the Navy; 

A joint resolution (No, 54) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to sell at publicauction lot 
No. 13, in the village of Sackett’s Harbor, New 
York; and 

‘A joint resolution (No. 51) relative to the claim 
and letters patent of William Wheeler Hubbell. 

The message further announced that the House 
‘of Representatives had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill of the Hodse (No. 
302) to amend section nine of the act approved 
July 17, 1862, entitled “An act to define the pay 
and emoluments of certain officers of the Army, 
and for other purposes,” insisted upon its disa- 
greement to the said amendments, asked a con- 
_ ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. James A. Gan- 
FIELD Of Ohio, Mr. Moses F. Opein of New 
York, and Mr. Narvanms B. Surrozns of Del- 
aware, managers at the same on its part. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled bills; which were thereupon 
signed by the Vico President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 34) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending June 30, 1865; and . 

A bill (El. R. No, 312) to increase the pension 
of the revolutionary pensioners now on the rolls 
of the Pension Office. 


BLULS BECOME LAWS. 

The message further announced that the Presi- 
dent ofthe United States had approved and signed, 
on the 28th instant, an act (H. R. No. 341) to 
carry into effect the convention with Ecuador for 
the mutual adjustment of claims; and on the 25th 
instant an act (H. R. No, 299) to provide for car- 
rying the mail from the United States to foreign 
ports, and for other purposes. 

STATISTICAL CUNSUS TABLES. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE, Lam instructed by the 
Committee on Finance, to whom was referred a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Mis- 
souri, (Mr, Brown,] requiring the Superintend- 
ent of the Census to prepare statistical tables, ex- 
pressing in full the population of the United 
States, classed according to the hydrographic di- 
visions of North America, as arranged in a news- 
paper article accompanying the resolution, and 
also the relative industrial occupations of the pop- 
ulation in each hydrographic subdivision, dis- 
tinguishing the rural from the town population; 
andalso the agricultural, manufacturing, and com- 
mercial statistics of each, to submita report; and | 

ł 


Task that the report be read. 


85 


| depository to pay for the survey of publiclands, 


| without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 


FRIDAY, APRIL 1, 1864. 
The Secretary read the report, in which the 
committee say that the Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus declares that a literal compliance with the res- 
olution would involve an amount of labor which 
would seriously interfere with the ordinary legit- 
imate business of his office, and unless there exist 
reasons unknown to him why the clerical force 
of his office should be diverted from the current 
duties prescribed by law to perform those pre- 
scribed in the resolution, the public interests 
would not be promoted by its adoption. © Concur- 
ring in this opinion, and not being able to perceive 
that the required compilation of information to 
be found in the forthcoming report from the Cen- 
sus Office would be of great or gencral utility, 
while the expense under any circumstances would 
be considerable, and the diversion of the clerks 
from their duties would necessarily delay the 
completion and publication of the report from 
that office required: by law which will supply the 
desired items of information, the committee rec- 
ommend that the resolution do not pass, and ask 
to be discharged from its further consideration. 
Mr. BROWN. I ask that the report Jie on 
the table for the present. i 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made to the present consideration of the report, 
it must lie over under the rules. 


COST OF SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. HARLAN. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred | 
the joint resolution (S. No. 38) explanatory of 
the tenth section of an act to reduce the expenses 
of the survey and sale of the public Jands in the 
United States, approved the 30th day of May, 
1862, to report it back without amendment and 
with a recommendation that it pass; and as I sup- 
pose there will be no objection to its passage, | 
move that it be taken up now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. It provides that the tenth sec- 
tion of * An act to reduce the expenses of the sur- 
vey and sale of the public lands in the United 
States,” approved May 30, 1862, providing for 
the deposit of money in a proper United States 


shall bé construed to be an appropriation of the 
sum so deposited for the objects contemplated in 
that section; and the Secretary of the Treasury 
is to cause the sum deposited under that section 
to be placed to the credit of the proper appropri- 
ations for, surveying service; but any expenses 
in the sum so deposited over and above theactual | 
cost of the survey, comprising all expenses inci- 
dent thereto for which they were severally de- 
posited, are to be repaid to the depositors respect- 
ively. 

‘Lhe joint resolution was reported to the Senate 


a third reading, and was read the third time, and | 
passed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and joint resolution from 
the House of Representatives were severally read | 
twice by. their titles, and referred as indicated be- | 
low: 

A bill (No, 297) fixing the date of the loss of 
the United States brig Bainbridge, and for the re- 
lief of officers, seamen, and marines of the same, 
and for ether purposes—to the Committee on | 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (No. 300) for the classification’ of the | 
clerks to paymasters in the Navy, and graduating i 
their pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 
A-biil (No. 303) to amend an act entitied “ An | 

f 
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act to establish and equalize the grade of line offi- | 
cers of the United States Navy,” approved July 
16, 1862—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (No. 367) to provide for the collection of 
hospital dues from vessels of the United States, || 
sold or transferred in foreign ports or waters—to í 
the Committee on Commerce. i 

A bili (No. 369) to appoint certain officers of the | 
Navy—io the Committee op Naval Affairs. i 

A jointresolution (No. 54) authorizing the Sec- | 


retary of the Navy to sell at public auction lot 
No. 13, in the village of Sackett?s Harbor, New 
York—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 
A joint resolution (No, 51) relativé to the claim 
and letters patent of William Wheeler Plubbell—— ` 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs; > 


MARYLAND ELECTION OF 1861, 


Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following reso- 
lution, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: : pen 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War is requested to fut- 
nish the Senate with the original or a copyof a telegraphic 
dispatch or order, on the files of the Department, of Major 
General Dix to Provost Marshal Dodge, of Baltimore, dated 
the Sth of November, 1861, concerning the election held ia 
Maryland on the following day. 


TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 


Mr. WADE. I move to take up: House bill 
No. 15 to provide a temporary government for 
the ‘Territory of Montana, : i 

Mr. POWELL. I hope the Senator from Ohio 
will yield to allow me to offer two resolutions. .. 

Mr. WADE. I cannotdo it, sir, IfI yield-at 
all I must yicld forgood. Fask for the yeas ‘and 
nays on my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. POWELL. J willask the unanimous con- ' 
sent of the Senate to present a resolution of in- 

uiry before the yeas and nays are called. I hope 
the Senator from Ohio will yield that much. ft 
can take but a moment, as one objection wilkwerd 
it over. 

Mr. WADE. I should be glad to yield if 1 
could do it without giving up my own proposition; 
but it seems I cannot do that. 

Mr. POWELL. The yeas and nays having 
been ordered, you cannot lose it under the rule. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted—yeas 29, nays 7; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Brown, Chandler, Clark, Collameér, 
Conness, Cowan, Davis, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Marian, Howard, Howe, Johnson, Morgan, Morrill, 
Nesmith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sumer, Tea Byck, 
Van Wiukle, Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—29, 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Hendricks, Lane of 
Indiana, Powell, Riddle, and Saulsbury—7. ' 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will 
be read, 

Mr. POWELL. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill until ten minutes be- 
fore one o’clock, in order that we may present 
resolutions properly belonging to the business of 
the morning hour. a 

Mr. WADE. I hope not. 

The question being put on the motion to post- 
pone, it was declared that it appeared to be re- 
jected, 


Mr. POWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays 


| on the motion to postpone. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered, but five 
members seconding the call. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. It provides that 
all that part of the territory of the United States 
commencing at apoint formed by the intersection 
of the twenty-seventh degree of longitude west 
from Washington with the -forty-fifth degree of 
north latitude; thence due west on the forty -fifth 
degree of latitude to a point formed by its inter- 
section with the thirty-fourth degree of longitude 


| west from Washington; thence due south along 


the thirty-fourth degree of longitude to its inter- 
section with the forty-fourth degree and thirty 
minutes of north latitude; thence due west along: 
the forty-fourth degree and thirty minutes of nort 
latitude to a point formed by its intersection with 
the crest of the Rocky mountains; thence follow- 
ing the crest of the Rocky mountains northward 
ull its intersection with the Bitter Root mount- 
ains; thence northward along the crest of the Bit- 
ter Root mountains to its intersection with the 
thirty-ninth degree of longitude west from Wash- 
ington; thence along the thirty-ninth degree of 
longitude northward to the boundary line of the 
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British possessions; thence eastward along the 
boundary line to the twenty-seventh degree oflon- 
gitude west from Washington; thence southgvard 
along the twenty-seventh degree of longitude to 
the place of beginning, is to be created into a tem- 
porary government by the name ofthe Territory 
of Montana. The bill contains the usual reser- 
vation of powers of the General Government, and 
provides that the rights of the Indian tribes to ter- 
ritory within.those limits which has been secured 
to'them By treaty shall not be impaired. 

After the usual. provisions for the establish- 
ment of a Legislature, a judiciary, and all other 
necessary ‘officers, it concludes with a provision 
directing that all that part of the ‘Territory of 
Idaho commencing ata point formed by the in- 
tersection of the thicty-third degree of longitude 
west from Washington with the forty-first degree 
of north latitude; thence along the thirty-third 
degree of longitude to the crest of the Rocky 
mountains; thence northward along the crest of 
the Rocky mountains to its intersection with the 
forty-fourth degree and thirty minutes of north 
latitude; thence eastward along the forty-fourth 
degree. thirty. minutes north latitude to the thirty- 
fourth degree of longitude west from Washington; 
thence northward along the thirty-fourth degree 
of longitude to its intersection with the forty-fifth 
degree of north latitudes thence eastward along 
the forty-fifth degree of north latitude to its inter- 
section with the twenty-seventh degree of longi- 
tude west from Washington; thence south along 
the twenty-seventh degree of longitude west from 

> Washington to the foriy-first degree of north lat- 
itude; thence west along the forty-first degree of 
latitude to the place of beginning, shall be incor- 
R ily i ind made part of the 


LO 


y 
85 
a 


orated temporarily into 
Perritary of Dakota. 
Mr. WILKINSON. In section five, line two, 
T move to sirike ont the words ‘ white male in- 
babitant, and insert male citizen of the United 
States and those who have declared their inten- 
tion to becomessuch;? so that the clause will read: 
That every free male citizen of die United States, and 
those who lave declared their iiteution to become suci, 
above the nge of twi 
an ucunu resident of said ‘Perritory at the tine of the pas 
gage of this act, shall be entitled to vote at the first elce- 
tion, &e. 
_ Mr. JOHNSON. Ifthatamendment is adopted 
itis about to inaugurate a policy which seems to 
me very ill-advised. I speak it with great respect, 


The bill as originally drafied in this respect is in | 


accordance wilh t 
ernment from its 
The effect of thea 
in a great measure 
is toadmit to th 
posed Territory D 
lack population 
state of slavery, to 
gone, and to the 
‘attributed to the 


re uniform practice of the Gov- 
beginning to the present time. 
mendmeut—and L suppose that 
is the object of the amendment 
eelettive franchise in the pro- 
ack men as well as white. The 
that has heretofore 
the extent that our armies have 
egitimate extent that may be 
, declarations of the President 
in the form of proclamations, and the laws which 
have been or are proposed to be passed, and the 
constitutional amendment which may or may not 
be adopted, isto be emancipated; and al 
caus now in the United States are some 
Dons, T suppose that it can hardly be seriously 
contended that of that four millions, ‘such portion 
of them sas have been ina state of slavery from 
infancy to the present time are intelligent enough 
or likely to become intelligent enough at once to 
exercise the right of suffrage. They may go, for 
aught i know, in numbers to the proposed Ferri- 
tory, and may get the whole control of the ‘Verr 
tory. Ifthey da not do it of themselves by their 
owt prompung, they may be induced to do it 
through the inflaence of others, and if so we may 
have among us, perhana, a question just as likely 
to oxeile the publie as the question of the existence 
of slavery in itself. 

Udo Bot propose to discuss it; I rose with no 
such view; but merely to state my objections to 
it, and request that when the vote is taken it be 
taken by yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. WADE, Love to suspendall other busi- 
ness and proceed with the consideration of this 
bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Lhopenot. We have had 
“ip the constitutional amendment, on whieh the 


four mil- 


Uy-one years, who shall have been | 


Deen inaj 


the Afri- | 


l 
| Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] is entitled 


| under discussion? 


ware, 


to the floor, and I trust we shall be permitted to 
go on with it. 

` The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky is entitled to the floor on the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Thope he will proceed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky yields the floor to the motion 
to postpone, that motion cannot be made. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lam not very tenacious. on the 
point any way. : 

Mr. WADE. Neither am I. I supposed this 
bill would not lead to much debate and that we 
could get through with it immediately; but if 
there is any wish to take up other business I give 
way, notifying the Senate that I shall move to 
take up this bill to-morrow morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be the un- 
finished business of the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest that the special or- 
der be passed over informally for fifteen minutes, 
and that will give us an opportunity to dispose of 
this bill. 

Mr. GRIMES. This will come up to-morrow 
morning in the morning hour, i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business of yesterday is before the Senate, and on 
that question the Senator from Kentucky is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. FOOT. Iwill inquire of the Chair what 
is the unfinished business of yesterday? What 
was the measure before the Senate that was left 


“The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate joint reso- 
lation No. 16, proposing to amend the Constitu- 
lion, was called up, and immediately succeeding 
it a communication was received from the Elouse 
of Representatives and business was suspended, 

Mr. FOOT. That subject was under consid- 
eration the day before yesterday. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. “And was called 
up yesterday at one o’elock, immediately after 
which a communication was received from the 
House of Representatives in regard to the death 
ofone of its members, which was announced, and 
the Senate adjourned. 

Mr. FOOT. It had escaped my recollection. 
That was the reason of my making the inquiry. 


AMENDMENTS TO TILK CONSTITUTION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
(3. No, 16) proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment reported by the 
Committee op the Judiciary. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky is entitled to the floor, 

Mr. DAVIS. Me. President, I was, and am, 
entirely indifferent whether I proceed with the 
remarks which I intend to.make on this subject 
now or at any time hereafter. Indeed, I would 
much prefer it if the subject upon which Lam 
about to address the Senate, and the remarks that 
1 propose to make in relation to it, were both 
postponed until doomsday. If such an arrange- 
ment as that could be made, J assure the Senate 
it would meet with my hearty concurrence; but 
Í suppose that is impracticable. 

Mr. DAVIS proceeded to address the Senate | 
in opposition to the joint resolution. [Lis speech | 
will be published in the Appendix.) 

Mr. SAULSBURY. | move that the further 
consideration of this bill be postponed until to- 
norrow at one o'clock. 

Mr. DAVIS: I omitted in the course of my || 
remarks to prezent an amendment that Tintended 
to offer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
receive it, iť there be no objection, The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Dela- 


<£ 


ns 


Me. TRUMBULL. Before the vote is taken | 
on that, I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of éxecutive business. I believe 
that wiil Jeave this joint resolution before the 
Senate as the unfinished business. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
ent in the consideration of executive business, 
e doors were reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned. 


s 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Werpnespay, Murch 30, 1864. 


The House met.at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
EMPLOYES IN TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting a list of the clerks and other employés 
in his Department during the year ending Decem- 
ber 31, 1863; which was laid upon the table, and 
ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO A MEMBER. 


Mr. BRANDEGEE. Iask leave of absence 
from this Elouse for two weeks from to-morrow, 
morning, for the purpose of enabling me to return 
to Connecticut to record my vote there in the elec- 
tion on Monday next, and to remain at home for 
afew days for the purpose ofrecruiting my health. 

There being no objection, leave of absence was 
granted. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. STROUSE. I beg leave to state, Mr, 
Speaker, that on my return to this city, I find 
that during the call of the House on Friday last 
nearly all my colleagues who left here to attend 
the Democratie convention in Philadelphia were 
excused except myself. I wish to state that I 
had paired off with’ Mr, THAYER, my colleague 
from the fifth district. That fact was known to 
a number of gentlemen upon both sides of the 


| House; but the House refused to excuse me while 
| they excused every other absentee from my State, 


as Í find by the official proceedings as published 
in the Globe. I simply rose to ascertain if possi- 
ble—it may be somewhat of a matter of privilege 
—in what respect I have incurred the hostility and 
ill-will of the membérs of this House that [am 
selected as the only party to whom objection is 
made. The request was made upon both sides of 
the House that should be excused, but objection 
being made thereto, | was not excused. 

Now, I may take the liberty to say that Iam 
about as attentive to my duties as any member 
here. l have never before been absent, except 
on account of sickness in my family. This was 
the first time, and I supposed that it would have 
been stated to the Chair that I was paired off. I 
say this in justice to myself, and E should really 
like to know why I was singled out from a large 
number of absentees from my State not to be ex- 
cused. 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair 
is that when the gentleman’s name was called 
the excuse was not presented, and after that time 
it required unanimous consent, which was re- 


fused. Thatis the recollection of the Chair. 
Mr. STROUSE. It is so stated in the official 
report. 


COLONEL JOSEPIT PADDOCK. 


Mr. ODELL, by unanimous consent, from the 
Committee on Military Affairs, reported back the 
papers in relation to the claim of Colonel Joseph 
Paddock, with the recommendation that the par- 


| ties be permitted to withdraw said papers, a bill 
| having been passed on the 24th of February last 


granting the relief asked for, 
Leave was granted for the withdrawal of the 
papers. 
MRS. ROLAS ¥ ROBALDO. 


Mr. ODELL also, by unanimous consent, and 
from the same committee, reported back the pa- 
pers relating to the claim of Mrs, Rolas y Ro- 
baldo for damages incurred in the war with Mex- 
ico in the year 1847, with the recommeidation 


i that the party have leave to withdraw the papers 


and present them to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A reference to the Court of 
Claims can only be made by a vote of the two 
Houses, and only by a bill or joint resolation, 
I desire to know if it is proposed in this manner 
to confer jurisdiction in the case upon the Court 
of Claims? 

Mr. ODELL. Oh no; the recommendation of 
the Committee on Military Affairs is that the par- 
ties have leave to withdraw their papers from the 
House and present them to the Court of Claims 
or elsewhere as they choose. We give no direc- 
tions about it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not raise any objec- 
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tion to the withdrawal of the papers,provided 
copies are Jeft on file. 
Mr. ODELL. There is no objection to that. 
Leave was then granted for the withdrawal of 


the papers. 
PAPEIS. VOTES RECORDED. 


Mr. DENISON. Iask unanimous consent of 
the Ilouse to record my vote on the rejection of 
the joint resolution of my colleague [Mr. STE- 
vers] amendatory of the Constitution. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. DENISON. lrecord my vote in the af- 
firmative. 

Several other members made a similar request. 

The SPEAKER.. If there is no objection, the 
Chait will understand that leave is granted to gen- 
tlemen to record their votes at the Clerk’s desk on 
the rejection of the joint resolution of Mr. STE- 
vens amendatory of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. 

No objection was made. 

The following votes were recorded in the af- 
firmative: Messrs. MALLORY, Finck, and Joux- 
son of Pennsylvania, ` 

In the negative: Messrs. Bram of Missouri, 
Wasneurn of Massachusetts, and MILLER of 
New York, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I desire 
permission to state to the House that my long ab- 
sence was occasioned by sickness. I arrived in 
the Hall last Monday just after the vote was taken 
on the joint resolution for the amendment of. the 
Constitution. Ishould have voted for its rejec- 
tion, and will so vote now. 


WILLIAM WHEELER HUBBELL, 


The SPEAKER announced the regular order 
of business to be the consideration of reports from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, the question be- 
ing on the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Asuixy,] to refer to the Committec of Claims 
joint resolution No. 51, relative to the claim and 
letters patent of William Whccler Hubbell. 

Mr. MOORITEAD. I hope the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio will not be agreed to. My 
colleague on the committee, [Mr. Kperrron,] to 
whom the case was referred, is not present to-day. 
He and myself spent a good deal of time exam- 
ining it last session, and we were satisfied then 
that the claim was a just one. There are legal 
questions involved init which the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr, Epezrron] could explain. I see 
no reason why the case. should go to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. As the claim is forshells used 
in the Navy, it was properly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. This not only provides 
for the payment of the amount now due to Hub- 
bell, but it also provides for the purchase of the 
patent, so that noaccount for its use shall be here- 
after running against the Government. I think 
the Committee of Claims has no jurisdiction in 
the matter unless Congress shallgive it. I hope, 
therefore, that the motion will be voted down and 
the resolution passed, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The House 


will recollect that this case is almost parallel to | 


the one in reference to the broom patent, which 
came here a short time since from the Senate. 


Mr. ASHLEY. [hope not; for that was alla 


fraud. | 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. When the! 
res@lution in that case came here from the Senate, 


; jurisdiction of it, the 
y sent it to the Committee on 
I think that this case should also 


Mr. MOORHEAD. I have no objection; but 
I think the case has been before the proper com- 
mittee, and I desire the action of the House on 
the report, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move to 
refer the joint resolution to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, It is certainly very proper that this 
case should go to the Judiciary Committee. The 
joint resolution regards the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims, and it is therefore a matter 


iving the Court of Claims 
toes very properl 

the Judiciary, 
go there. 


which ought to be examined very carefully. I 
think that the Court of Claims has javisdiction 


enough already. If wego on extending its juris- | 
diction in every case where a party thinks he has | 
a claim against the Government, we will over- | 


burden that court, and give ita jurisdiction which 
it should not have. l appeal to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Asuisy] to let this case take the 


| use.of absolute power to prevent itself from pay- 


| 
{our own selection—an arbitrator of our own | 
| 


| ciently protect the Government of the United | 


same direction that the other case took, involving 
the same questions as this does. 

Mr. ASHLEY. The objection that I have to 
sending it to the Judiciary Committee is this—— 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I-did not know that I 
had yielded the floor to the gentlenian from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the 
gentleman had surrendered the floor. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. No, sir. l 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman 
Pennsylvania has the floor, 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I am opposed to the ref- 
erence of this case to the Judiciary Committee or 
to the Committee of Claims for the reasons given 
in the preamble to the jointresolution.. The case 
is a very voluminous one, comprising an immense 
mass of testimony. During last session the Naval 
Committee spent something like a week in in- 
vestigating it, and as there seemed to be a good 
dcal of conflicting testimony in it, the committee 
came to the conclusion that it was impossible for 
a committee of the House to give it due consider- 
ation and attend to other public duties. For 
that reason the committee reported this resolu- 
tion. I hope, therefore, that it will not be re- 
ferred to any other committee. Ido not wantto 
have another committee of the House burdened 
with it, I think itshould go to the court, where 
‘it can be legaliy investigated and’ properly adju- 
dicated. IL will now yield to my colleague, (Mr. 
Broomati,| who seems anxious to get the floor. 

Mr. BROOMALL. Mr. Speaker, I do notsee 
any objection to the passage of this bill ag it 
stauds, and [ see no propriety in referring the 
matter either to the Committee of Claims or the 
Committee on the Judiciary. There is involved 
in the matter a kind of double question, whieh 
would make it probably not a proper subject for 
any single committee. “If the Judiciary Commit- 
tee and the Committee of Claims could be incor- 
porated they would probably make what the |! 
Court of Claims now is, a court competent to de- 
cide the whole question. 

The preamble of the joint resolution sets out 
that Hubbell claims compensation for the use of 
his patent by the United States Government. It 
also sets out that the Government does‘use the 
article claimed to be patented, and thatit is ause- | 
ful invention, If that is true—and thatis a mat- 
ter for the Court of Claims to ascertain, both the 
utility and the legality of the patent—if that is true, 
certainly the Government does not want to make 


from 


ing what it legitimately owes to one of its own 


tain whether there is.a 
infringed; and, secondly; to ascertain what. sum 
should be paid, not for 
all future use, so that the patent shalk be in the 
Governmentitself. The:tribunals areof our own 
choosing. 


they are specially referred by Congress. 
what the bill proposes to do. 


citizens. . 

Jt is said that this case is on a par with a cer- 
tain broom case which came up hcre, and was said 
to.be wholly founded upon fraud; and that that 
case was disposed of by one of the committees 
of this House ascertaining that it was founded 
upon fraud. If this case is founded upon fraud, |} 
if there never was such a patent, the Court of 
Claims is competent to ascertain that as well as 
any other tribunal. I suppose the case disposed 
of in the summary manner alluded to to-day, if it 
had been referred to the Court of Claims instead 
of to the committee to which itwas referred, would 
equally have arrived ata just conclusion; perhaps 
the Court of Claims would have arrived at the |! 
same conclusion as the committee. We are re- | 
ferring the claim of an individual to the court of 


choosing; and the idea of his getting an unfair || 
advantage against the Government in a court of || 
its own is to me a rather singular one. | 

f 


fs this bill. sufficiently guarded? Does it suf- 


ant. 


States? It does not, if you will look at it, make |] 
the decision of the court final, because it allows 
an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United 
States by either party within ninety days. If 
that is not sufficiently guarding it I would like to 
know what itis. In other words, it is allowing 
the claim of the individual to be submitted to an 
arbitrator of our own choosing, to the Court of 
Ciaims; and if we do not like its award it allows | 
us to take an appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
i 

t 


United States. Is there any chance for this indi- | 
vidual to get an unfair advantage of the Govern- 
ment of the United States by such a procecding i 
as that? f must confess that I do not see it, i 
Again, there is stil] another guard by this bill. 
No matter how the Court of Claims or the Sa- | 
preme Court of the United States may decide upon jl 


this claim, how justthéy believe the claim to be, 
and how much ought to-be paid to the claimant, 
they cannot exceed the fixed amount of the bill. 
So that all of the guards thatit seems to me to be 
necessary to place upomany claim or any bill are 
placed upon this claim. : ra 


The Court of Claims is allowed; first, to ascêr- 
patent and whether yp is 


past infringement, but for 


I, for one, am not willing to say that 
1 will not trust the Court of Claims nor the Su- 
preme-Court of the United States. j 

It was a grave question-whether the Court of 
Claimshad not power to take cognizance of claims 


of this sort without coming to Congress; but it 


has been decided ina- recent case by the Court of 
Claims itself that it has not jurisdiction unless 
That is 


if this claim be not referred to the Court of 


Claims it will come up at the next session, and 
again and again until acted upon; and ultimately 
it will have to be referred to‘the Court of Clainis, 
which seems to me competent to decide with jūs- 
tice alike to the individual and to the Government 
of the United States. 


Mr. ASHLEY took the floor. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has the floor. AN 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
from Ohio. à 

Mr. ASHLEY. I am opposed to allowing 
this Court of Claims to have any nore power or 
authority than they have now. “Iam opposed to 
allowing any solicitor of the United States to go 
before the court and present claims for judgment 
against the United States without first having the 
supervision of Congress. Thisis simply a prop- 
osition to establish a precedent whereby the Court 
of Claims will become a great power in the Gov- 
ernment, and whereby millions of dollars can be 


I yield to the gentleman 


| drawn from the Treasury without the scrutiny 
| of Congress, I know nothing of the justness of 


this claim. I do not care to know anything about 
it. lam nota member of the Committee of Claims. 
I asked to be excused and this House excused 
me from serving upon that committee, but I hold 
that it is the only proper and legitimate place to 
which this claim should go, and ten determined, 
if my vote can carry it there, thatit shall go therë. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania who reports 
this bill does not pretend that the committee all 
concur, but simply that a majority concur, in 
thinking that something is due this claimant; and 
thereupon a joint resolution is brought into this 
House giving the Court of Claims jurisdiction, 
and appropriating blindly $100,000 to this claim- 
Sachtis the proposition before the House 
broadly stated. f 

Now I ask gentlemen whether they are willing 


i to stand here and put themselves upon the record 


in favor of allowing claimants, however merito- 
rious their claims may be, to come in here in this 
way, and in favor of blindly appropriating hun- 


| dreds and thousands of dollars in advance, and 


authorizing a court to enter up a judgment against 
the Government, where the Government cannot 
in the very nature of things, have that protection 


fand care and guardianship of their ‘Treasury 
which they can have in this House and the Senate, 


In reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 


| who has just taken his seat, I will say that 1 do 
| Not pul this case upon a par with the patent broom 
case which was lugged in here the other day. I 
distinctly stated chat I didnot know bat that this 
; Was a meritorious case; but l object to its going 
| to the Judiciary Committee simply because I do 


The 


not think that is the proper committee, 


Commitiee of Claims was raised and created for 
the purpose of considering just such claims as 
this, he experience of the Government proves 
that a committee of this kind is necessary; and 
every possible claim which can be trumped up 
against the Government should be sent to that 
committee; and we ought not to send them to the 
Judiciary Committee, tothe Military Committee, 
orany committee except the Committee of Claims. 
The report of that committee and the evidence 
in the case should be submitted to the House for 


idication. We should not shirk the re- 


sponsibility which belongs to every member here 
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by sending claims-from this House- of hundreds 
or thousands of dollars, as the case may be, ‘and 
authorizing a courtto draw the money.out. of the 
Treasury for it. Itis establishing a dangerous 
precedent; and I prefer to return to the old policy 
of this Government, under which the Committee 
of Claims of this House was an honorable and're- 
sponsible committee, having charge of these mat- 
ters, and. having a care.to the interests Of honest 
creditors and the Government alike. 

I claim that the committees of this House and 
Senate are just.as competent to pass upon and 
adjudicate these matters as the Court of Claims. 
If not, their-members had better resign. 
the resolution will not be pressed through in this 
summary way, and above all that we«will not 
elothe the Court of Claims with any additional 

ower. 

Mr. STEVENS, Will my colleague yield to 
me a-moment? 

Mr. MOORHEAD.. [ will. 

Mr. STEVENS. I cannot agree to the doc- 
trine advanced by the gentleman trom Ohio, [Mr: 
Asuiuy.] Some years ago when this Court of 
Claims was constituted; it was for the very pur- 
pose of taking cases from the Committee on Pri- 
vate Claims. It was found that the committee of 
this House which was. called to act upon private 
elaims was overburdened, and that the most just 
claims which were brought here were postponed 
from year to year, until the suffering applicant 
went down to his grave unrewarded. In order 
to getrid of that great evil, an evil which the Gov- 
ernment has a right to inflict by its sovereign 
power, but which it ill becomes them to exercise, 
this Court.of Claims was established; and I had 
thought all these claims, by the terms of the bill, 
were referred to that tribunal to ascertain and re- 
port to this House. But it seems now there is a 
doubt about it, and it is contended that claims of 
this kind are still to be decided by that commit- 
tee, And yet you sec every Friday, when these 
cases come before us, the most meritorious claims 
go over from week to week and from Congress to 

congress, until the applicant is driven from his 
application to Congress, however just may be his 
elaim. Now, Lthink that tribanal is far better 
qualified to ascertain and judge upon -the rights 

of parties than any committee of this House. I 
do not know of whom the Committee of Claims 
consists—I dare say of the ablest and most re- 
sponsible men that could be selected; but a court 
whose sole duty itis to examine witnesses and 
hear evidence and decide according to law, is 
always better qualificd to determine these cases 
than any committee of this House canbe. Lknow 
nothing of the merits of this case. If it has mer- 
its, the applicant ought to be heard; if it have no 
merits, he ought to be heard and thrown out of 
court by the tribunal after a hearing. 

I trust, therefore, that this joint resolution will 
not be sent to any other committee, as it has al- 
ready been before one committee, but that it will 
be sent to that tribunal that is properly consti- 
tuted for deciding these cases, and that the sover- 
vign power of this Government will not deprive 
individuals of a hearing before the tribunal con- 
stituted by itself, that they may some day know 
whether they are entitled to anything or not. 

Mr, MOORHEAD. I now demand the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. WILSON. Lask the gentleman to yield 
to me fora moment, 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
vious question, 

Mr. WILSON. 
down, 

The question was taken, and the Elouse refused 
to sustain the previous question, 


I must insist on the pre- 


Mr. WILSON. The only material, or the | 
most material question involved in this joint res- | 


aiution is one which proposes to extend the ja- 
risdiction of the Court of Claims, and it does seem 
iO me that the committee who have had the joint 
resolution under consideration have not consid- 
cred the statute relating to the jurisdiction of. the 
Court of Claims, nor have they examined the de- 
cisions of the Court of Claims in relation to gues- 
tions of this kind. 

Now, I hold in my handa decision made by 
the Court of Claims in a patent ease which was 
before the court for determination, and in that 
opinion J Gud the following: 


“Phe right uf tie chuiuasit to this patent right is not gis- 


‘the United States. 


T hope | 


1 hope the House will vote it | 
li the Court of Claims, whether by congressional 


puted, nor is it controverted that this right: bas been: in- 
fringed by persons apparently acting for and. on behalf of 
‘The onty question raised and discussed 
is, Whether this court has jurisdiction. What is the na- 
ture-and character of the injury of which the claimant com- 
plains? At common law, the infringement ordisturbance 
of a right of this Kind was held to be a tort, for which an 
action of trespass on the case was the appropriate, if not 
the only; remedy at law. (Bull N. P.; 75.) Under ourstat- 
utes in relation to patentrights the same form of action has 
been prescribed. ‘Ihe fourteenth scetion of the actofJuly 
4, 1836, enacts: ‘Whenever, in any action for damages for 
making, using, or selling the thing whereof the exclusive 
right is secured by any patent heretofore grarited, of by awy 
patent which may hereafter be. granted, a verdict shall be 
rendered for the-plaintiff on such action, it shall. be in the 
power of the court to render judgment for any sum above 
the amount found by such verdict as the actual damages sus- , 
tained by the plaintiff, not exceeding tree times the amount 
thereof, according to the circumstances of the case, with. 
costs. And such damages may be recovered by action on 
the casc, in any court of competent jurisdiction.’ i 
«T'he seventeenth section of the sanie act provides ‘that 
all actions, suits, controversies, and cases arising under any 
law of the United States, granting or confirming to invent- 
ors the exclusive right to their inventions or discoveries, 
shall be originally cognizable, as well in equity as at law, 
by the circuit courts of the United States, or any district 
court having the powers and jurisdiction ofa circuit court? 
“ These provisions, it scems tous, not only designate the 
form of action—point out the mode of procecding—but spe- 
city the very tibunal in which the remedy must be admin- 
istered. It is to be by action on the ‘ese; a verdict of a 
jury is to fix the- amount of damages, and the court to in- 
crease them, within prescribed limits, according to its dis- 
cretion. The procecdings of this court are not according 
to the course of the eommon law. We have no jury, and 
it will be readily seen that, constituted as this court is, it 
would be impossible for us to take cognizance of these cases 
and meet the requirements of the acts of Congress. Besides 


the jurisdiction to ‘the eireuit courts of the United States, 
or any district court having the powers and jurisdiction of 
a cirenit court.? ? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it appears from this opin- 
ion of the Court of Claims that they have not 
the machinery necessary to the adjustment and 
trial of these cases. . 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask hima question? 

Mr. WILSON. Not at this moment. The 
question is whether we-are disposed to establish 
a precedent which shall ultimately resultin giving 
to the Court of Claims a jury with all the ma- 
chinery necessary to the determination of causes 
of this kind. 

It may be said that this is not intended as a 

precedent; but we find that this is the second case 
that has come before the Flouse within a few days. 
Committees have reported two cascs in which 
they propose to extend the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims to patent cases. If we intend 
to give parties and the Government that full and 
conrplete remedy which the law now provides for 
patent cases, we must go further and provide a 
jury for the Court of Claims. lt is, therefore, a 
very important question of jurisdiction, and one 
which {think should be considered by the Ja- 
diciary Committee. 
Again, sir, why should we place this claimant 
in any better position than any other claimant 
under a patent issued by the Government of the 
United States, or, if it will not place him in any 
better position, why place this claimant in any 
worse position than other claimants having simi- 
lar claims? 

Now, I do think that unless we are prepared 
to follow up this legislation with an act providing 
a jury and all other machinery to the Court of 
Claims, we had better have this question faily 
investigated before we conclude to act in the 
premises. I willnow yield to the gentleman from 


a 


| Pennsylvania, [Mr. KerrLer.] 


Mr. KELLEY. I desired to ask the gentle- 
man how the casc to which he referred came into 


reference or upon the original petition of the 
claimant. 
Mr. WILSON. 
Mr. KELLEY. 
no jurisdiction. 


Exactly; then the court had 


court, he will find thatit provides for the refer- 
ence by Cong 


put to me yesterday, why the claimant did not 
present his claim originally to the Court of Claims? 
Sir, he could notdo it. “Li 
jurisdiction in all matters of contract arising under 


an act of Congress, or an order of one of the De- | 


partments, but where a claim comes sounding in 
tort, as this does, by the improper use ofu pat- 
ent or the infringement of the rights of a citizen, 


there is the directand explicit enactment confining, 


It was upon original petition, | 


But if the gentleman will ex- ji 
amine the first section of the act establishing the | 


as to that court of just such cases, |; 
and in that will be found an answer to the inquiry i} 


ihe law gives the court | 


| then it-may-be ‘sent there—so ‘says the original 
act—by a reference by Congress, and, therefore, 
to refer this case tothe court, is bY no means to 
extend its jurisdiction, but merely to execute the 
| jurisdiction confided to it by the act originally 
creating it, to wit, the reference of such cases 
‘sounding in tortas Congress ‘may find itself in- 
adequate, from want of time, to examine, and yet 
dncwhich there is'a real-question ‘at issue between 
| the Government andan honest claimant. f 
i Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker; this joint reso- 
Jution does propose to’ extend the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Claims. The Court of Claims have 
decided in asimilar case that'they have not juris- 
diction... This resolution proposes ‘to confer it 
expressly. 

Mr. STEVENS. Will the gentleman from 
Towa permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. ` 

Mr. STEVENS. In the casc alluded to, was 
| it referred to the Court by Congress? 

Mr: WILSON. No, sir; it was not. If the 
Court of Claims has jurisdiction now, there is 
i no necessity for the passage of this.act. If it has 
not the jurisdiction now, does thé'gentleman think 
we ought to extend it? : ` 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman will permitthe 
act itself to answer. $ 


Mr. WELSON. understand what it says. 
Mr. KELLEY. It provides that the court shall 


hear and determine all clainis founded on any law 
| of Congress, or on any regulation of an Executive 
|| Department, or on any contract, express or im- 
plied, with the Government of the United States, 
that may be presented to it by a petition filed 
i therein. Now, the case to which the gentleman 
refers was not such a case; and therefore the 
court had no jurisdiction. But the act proceeds: 
{  Andalsovall claims which may be referred to said court 
| by either House of Congress. ax 

Ithas been the constant usage of both Houses 
| of Congress to refer just such cases as this to that 
‘court, under that clause, . Therefore I say that 
| the reference of this case is notan extension of the 
| jurisdiction of the court. : 

i” Mr. WILSON. The Court of Claims does 
| not base its want of jurisdiction on the ground 
‘simply that the case was not referred to it. In 
| addition to that, the courtsays that itis not pro- 
vided with a jury, or with the machinery neces- 
sary for the trial of the case. Does the gentle- 
man propose to senda jury tothe Court of Claims 
with this case? The court says it has no juris- 
| diction because the case has not been referred ‘to 
it by Congress; and that if it had been referred, 
the court could not try it because itis not pro- 
vided with a jury, to which the parties are. en- 
titled. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
man my entire time. 

Mr. WILSON. I yicld the floor. 

Mr. MOORHEAD, The claimant here has 
gotinto the hands of the lawyers, and we have 
| had a legal discussion of it. I donot profess to 
| know much about its legal points, but I do pro- 
fess to know something about the principles of 
justice and honesty. t think that if Congress 
does not refer this man’s claim where it can be 
properly examined and adjudicated, it will be a 
denial of justice to him. J believe this is a just 
claim, and I have examined it thoroughly. | 

I hope the matter will be referred to the Court 
of Claims, where it can be duly investigated, and 
| that the proposition to refer it to the Committee 
| of Claims will be voted down. I renew the call 
for the previous question, and hope that it will 
i be seconded now, as the question has been legally 
! and thoroughly discussed. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I propose to offer a substi- 
tute for the bill if the gentleman will withdraw 
! the previous question. 


Mr. MOORHEAD declined to withdraw it. 


I did not give the gentle- 


tleman first to move the previous question, and 


amend. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Ifthe previous question be 
| voted down, will itbe in order to propose instruc- 
4 tons to the committee? 


1864. 


The SPEAKER. It will be. ? 

Mr. SCHENCK., Then if the previous ques- 
tion be voted'down I will submit an amendment 
with instructions. : 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I.hope the House will 
sustain the previous question.. i 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. ; 

Mr. ASHLEY. Iaccept the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Wasu: 
BURNE] to refer to the Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. That can.be done only by 
unanimous consent, ‘ 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I object. 

The question being on Mr. WASHBURNE’S 
amendment to Mr, AsnuEy’s motion, 

Mr. ASHLEY called for the yeas and nays, 
and for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Asunmy and 
Moonnean wore appointed. A 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes thirty, : 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—-yeas 51, nays 59; as follows: 

YEAS—Mossrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Ashley, Jolu. D. 
Baldwin, Beaman, Boutwell, Boyd, Brandegec, James S; 
Brown, Wiliam G. Brown, Chanler, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Thomas T. Davis, Dixon, 


Donnelly, Dumont, Eliot, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grin- | 


nell, Higby, Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. Uubbard, Jutian, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Norton, 
Odell, Orth, Pomeroy, Prie, William H. Randall, Edward 
H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Smithers, Spalding, Thomas, 
Tracy, Upson, Elihu B. Washburne, William B.Washburn, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—51. 

essrs. James Cy Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, s Baily, A | C. Baldwin, Baxter, 
Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, Brooks, Broomall, Clay, 
Driggs, Eldridge, English, Vinek, Grider, Griswold, Uale 
Hail, Harding, Harrington, Herrick, Holman, Hotelik 
Philip Johuson, Kalbfletseh,, Kelley, Law, Lazear, Long 
year, Mallory, Marey, MeClare, William H. Miller, Moor 
head, James R. Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, Leonard 
Myers, Noble, Charles O’Neill, John O'Neill, Patterson, 
Pendleton, Perham, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, 
James S. Rollins, Scott, Shannon, Stevens, Strouse, Start; 
Whaley, Wheeler, and Winfield—59, 


So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


The question then recurred on Mr. Asuuey’s | 


motion to refer the bill to the Committee of 
Claims, 

Mr. WASTIBURNE, of Hlinois, demanded the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordercd. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the bill is not referred to 
the Committce of Claims, I understand ‘that the 
question will then come up.on referring it to the 
Court of Claims. 
~ The SPEAKER. The bill provides for refer- 
ring the claim to the Court of Claims. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negalive—yeas 53, nays 63; as follows: 

$ Ashley, John D. 
be, James Ñ. Brown, 
Diarke, Cobh, Cole, 
Dui 


Norton, Odell, Orth, Pendleton, Pome 
IL Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Sha 
ing, Tracy, Upson, Blihu B. 
Washburn, Wheeler, Wilson, Win 
—53. 

NAYS—Moessra, James.C, Alien, William J. Al 
cona, Anderson, Baily, Augustus C. Baldw 
Blaitte, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boyd, Br s, Broom- 
all, William G. Brown, Clay, Cravens 1, Driggs 
English, Grider, Griswoid, Hale, Hati, Harding, Ben 
G. Harris, Herriek, Hobnan, Hotehkiss, Philip Johnson, 
Kalbfleisch, Kelley, Law, Lazear, Loan, Longyear, Mal- 
lory, Marey, MeCiurg, Moorhe Morrison, Amos Mycrs, 
Leonard Myers, Noble, Charles O'Neill, Jobn O'Neill, Pat 
terson, Perhaip, Perry, Samuel J. Randall, William H., Ran- 
dal, Alexander H, Rice, Robinson, Rogers, Scott, Stevens, 
Streuse, Stuart, Ward, Whaley, Wilder, Winfield, and 
Yeaman—63. 

So the House refused to refer the bill to the 
Committee of Claims. 

` The bill was ordered to be enerosséd and read 
a third timé; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. MOORHEAD demanded the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. : 

Mr. WASHBURNE, -of Ilinois, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


ten, An- 
Baxter, 


% 


The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 67, nays 47; as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Anderson, 
Baily, Baxter, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boyd, 
Brooks, Broomall, Clay, Cravens, Denison, Driggs, Eld- 
ridge, English, Grider, Griswold, Hall, Harding, Benjamin 
G: Harris; Charles. M. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hooper, 
Hotchkiss, Philip Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Kelley, Francis 
W. Kellogg, Law, Lazear, Loa, Longyear,, Mallory, 
Marcy, McBride, McClurg, William H. Miller, Moorhead, 
James-R. Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Charles 
O'Neil, John. ONeill, Patterson, Perham, Perry, Pike, 


Samuel J. Randall, Wiiliam F Randall, Robinson, Rogers, | 


James S. Rollins, Scott, Shannon, Stevens, Strouse Stuart, 
Ward, Whaley, Wilder, Winfield, and Yeaman—67, 

NAYS—Messts. Ailey, Allison, Ames, Asbley, John Ds 
Raldwin, Beaman, Boutwell, Brandegee, Chanler, Ambrose 
W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Dixon, Dumont, 
Eliot, Finck, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Higby, Asahel W, 
Hubbard, Jobn WH. Wubhard, Julian, Kasson, Morrill, Mor- 
rison, Norton, Odell, Orth, Pendleton, Pomeroy, Price, Ed- 
ward H, Rollins, Schenck, Scoficld, Smithers, Spalding, 
‘Thomas, ‘Tracy, Upson, Elihu B. Wastburne, William 
B: Washburn, Wheeler, Wilson, Windom, aud Wood- 
bridge—47, i 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. MOORHEAD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 


; table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled | 


Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the following titles; when 
the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 34) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending June 30, 1865; and 

An act (H. R. No. 312) to increase the pension 


| of the revolutionary pensioners now on the roils 


of the Pension Office. 
MESSAGE PROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by | 
! 


Mr. Forney, their Secretary, notifying the House 
thatthat body had passed Senate joint resolution 
No. 38, explanatory of the tenth section of an act 
to reduce the expenses of the survey of the pub- 
lic lands of the United States, approved May 30, 


rence of the House. 
RESOLUTIONS OF WISCONSIN. 


Mr. COBB, by unanimous. consent, submitted | : 
Hen : || of those gentlemen in that rank, I should certainly 


the resolutions of the Legislature of Wisconsin 


on the condition of the country; which were or- 


dered to be printed, and laid upon the table, 


MILITARY ROAD. 


Mr. YEAMAN, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed. to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs. be in- 
structed to inquire into the practicability and utility of fur- 
nishing and using 
Henderson, Kentucky, to Nashville, Tennessee; and to 
report by bill or otherwise. 


lary highway the railroad from | 


Mr. HOOPER moved that the rules be sus- | 


pended,and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I desire to make one or 
two adverse reports from the Committee on Naval 


| Affairs, which I apprehend will meet no objec- 


tion. Lask the gentleman from Massachusetts to | 


| yield to me for that purpose, 


Mr. HOOPER. I will yield on condition that 


i they give rise to no debate. 


CAPTURES MADE BY ARMED VESSELS. 
Mr.GRIS WOLD, by unanimous consent, from 


bill (H. R. No. 269) in relation to the captures 
made by armed vessels in the service of the Uni- 
ted States, with a recommendation that it should 
hot pass. 

The bill was laid on the table. 


_ JAMES M. WATSON. 
Mr. GRISWOLD also, by unanimous consent, 


from the Committee on Naval Affairs, made an | 


adverse reportupon the petition of James M. Wat- 
son, commander in the United States Navy. 
The report was laid on the table. 
RITCHIU’S COMPASS. 
Mr. GRISWOLD also, by unanimous consent, 
from the Commitiee on Naval Affairs, made an 


the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported back a | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


i 


1862; in which he was directed to ask the concurs | 


adverse report on the resolution to purchase the 
right of using and manufacturing Ritchie’s come 
pass for the use of iron-clad-ships. f 
The resolution was laid on the table.. 
; LIEUTENANT JOHN H. RUSSELL: 0" 
Mr. MOORHEAD. Task the same: pr, go 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. | 
_ Mr. HOOPER. ` Certainly, on’ the same cèn 
ditions. bee kee 
Mr. MOORHEAD, by unaninious ‘consent, 
from the Committee on Naval, Affairs, reported 
back a joint resolution tendering. the thanks. of 


į Congress to Lieutenant John H: Russell and the 


men of the steamer Colorado, with a recommend- 
ation that it do not pass. ‘ 
The resolution was, laid on the table. 
. CAPTAIN HENRY WALKE. 
Mr. MOORHEAD also, by unanimous consent, 


j from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 


back a joint resolution tendering the thanks of 
Congress to Captain Henry Walke, with a rec- 


| ommendation that it do not pass. 


Mr.SPALDING.. Before the question is taken 
on laying this resolution on the table, I hope the 
report will be read. I am certain it does noin- 
justice to Captain Walke. oo 

The report, which was read, states that the Naval 
Committee, to which was referred the joint reso- 
lution tendering the thanks of Congress to’ Cap- 
tain Henry Walke for his efficient services ren- 
dered the country in connection with the opening 
of the navigation of the Mississippi river, had had 
the resolution under consideration, and highly 


| appreciate the bravery and conduct of Captain 
| Walkeand his brave associates in connection with 


the navigation of the Mississippi river, yet from 


| feelings of delicacy to many other brave and hê- 


roic men, whom it would -be impossible to name 


| individually, the committee were constiained to 


report adversely on the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. As the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs have concluded not to re- 
port back the resolution favorably, 1 could only 
be contented with the result'on the ground that 
no thanks are to be voled for any officer in like 
rank to that held by Captain Walke, of whose 
services I have known much, and who has ren- 
dered brave and gallant services with many other 
officers in command upon the western waters. If, 
any resolution of thanks were to be passed toany 


be in favor of the passage.of the resolution in be- 
half of Captain Walke. Dag wee 

Mr. FINCK. I think great injustice would be 
done to this gallant officer if the report should be 
concurred in by the House. L was not apprised 
by the chairman of the committee that suchi a re- 
port would be made this. morning, or I should 
have been prepared to furnish the House with evi- 


į dence which would satisfy it that this resolution 


should be adopted without. a single dissenting 
voice. No more gallant officer belongs to either 
the military or the naval. service of the United 
States than Captain Henry Walke. He was the 
first officer of the Navy that undertook to run the 
batteries of Island No. 10, and he accomplished 
it to the satisfaction not only of his superior offi- 
cers, but of the Secretary of the Navy, and tothe 
entire satisfaction of the whole country. He has 
participated in fourteen engagements in the pres- 
ent war, and has been: under fire, perhaps, as 
often if not oftener than any man of his age in 
that arm of the service, and it scems to me ex- 


| ceedingly strange that an officer who has dene so 


much during this struggle, and who has acted so 
bravely, should receive at the hands of the Naval- 
Committee this kind of gratitude. We have-been 
thanking generals in the Army and commanders 
inthe Navy, and I think it would be unjust to 
Captain Walke if this House should refuse to pass 
this resolution recognizing his brave and gallant 
services, I therefore trast that the recommenda- 
tion of the committee will not be concurred in,” 
but that the resolution of thanks may réceive the 
unanimous vote of this House. ; 

Mr. HIQOPER. I must object to any further: 
discussion, i 

The SPEAKER. The Chairunderstood the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to yield on con- 
dition that no debate should arise on these adverse 
reports. 


Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I suggest 
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that, by general consent, the report be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. He has been thanked by 
the Depariment ina letter from the Seeretary, and 
he has been promoted; and the report of the com- 
mittee does virtually what the gentleman wished 
us ta do formally.. We do not think we can do 
it formally without doing injustice to others, but 
this thanks him virtually, and I think the gentle- 
man had better accept the report of the commit- 
toc. ; 
` Mr. HOOPER. I must insist on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will have to ar- 
rest this debate. |The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts yielded only on condition that the reports 
made would give rise to nodebate. This bill can 
be recommitted, or it will come up to-morrow 
morning asthe unfinished business, but the pend- 
ing motion to lay upon the table is not debatable. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I hope the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will withdraw the report and 
let it come up at some other time. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. Well, 1 withdraw: the 
report, = 
* NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. HOOPER. I now insist on my motion 
to go into the Committee ofthe Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itsclf into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Branne- 
ene in the chair,) and resumed the consideration, 
as a special order, of the bill (ET. R. No. 333) to 
provide a national currency secured by a pledge of 
United States stocks, and to provide for the cir- 
culation and redemption thereof, 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee rose last evening the twenty-second sec- 
tion of the bill was under consideration. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to strike out, in the 
fifth and sixth lines, the words ‘under the dirce- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury,” so that 
the clause will read: 

To order to furnish suitable notes for circulation, the 
Comptroller of tho Curreney is hereby authorized and re- 
qaired to cause plates to be engraved, in the best ummner 
to guard against counterfeiting and fraudiient alterations, 

Mr. Chairman, the committee will remember 
that in the first section of this bill we struck out 
the provision that the Comptroller of the Curreney 
shall be appointed by the President on the recom- 
mendaution ofsthe Secretary of the Treasury. We 
struck out the phrase fon the recommendation 
of the See y of the Treasury,” and thereby 
we agreed, or seemed to agree, that the President 
of the United States should be made to have con- 
trol of this subject through his agent, the Comp- 
troller of the Currency. To be congriaous and 
not incongruous in our action, it is now neces- 
sary in this section to strike out the words ‘ un- 
der the.direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury.”? The principle we started with was that 
the Comptroller appointed by the President should 
have control of this bureau, if I may so call it— 
this agency. | repeat, then, that in order to be 
consistent with our prior action, we must follow 
itup by striking out these words, leaving this fur- 
nishing of suitable notes for circulation altogether 
to the Comptroller of the Currency. 

Permit me to add that this causing of plates | 
aud dies to be engraved and the printing and cir- 
culation of notes is not a matter which should 
belong to the Secretary of the Treasury, but one 
that shouid belong to the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency. The Secretary of the Treasury has too 
much to do already, too much employment. He 
cannot give sufficient time and attention to the | 
printing and circulation of these notes, and there- 
fore it should be left exclusively, I think, to the 
Comptroller of the Carroncy. 

Gentlemen will bear in mind that. some weeks 
ago I called attention to the mode and manner of 
printing in this Department and to those who 
were there employed in printing these circulating 
notes. Thad hoped some attention would have 
been paid to this matter to which [called the es- 
al attention of the House, but no such atten- 
don has been paid toit. The printing of notes 
goes on as heretofore; and if some great mishap | 
does not occur, some publie calamity, some great 
misfortune, it will be to the credit of the Repub- 
licean party. f can assure gentlemen, asa printer 


l 
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i 


| 
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myself, that it is with the greatest difficulty that 
we can'regulate and control our printing offices 
so as to prevent the abstraction of newspapers 
worth only three cents apiece, while the tempt- 
ation here is vast beyond all calculation. ; 

Let, then, the Comptroller of the Currency, who 
has not the issuing of bonds, who has not the 
regulation of the tariff, who has not the. vast in- 
terests of the country under his control, as the 
Secretary of the Treasury has, have the direction 
of this matter. It should be left as much as pòs- 
sible to some other person than the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and that person, in my judgment, 
should be the Comptroller of the Currency. —_ 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from New York if he knows of any wrong 
that has been committed in this Department, and 
if so, what? 

I do not profess to understand this matter at all, 
but I have become thoroughly tired of these con- 
stant insinuations that there is something very 
rotten somewhere in the management of the Gov- 
ernment, If the gentleman would make some 
definite statement which could be met oracknowl- 
edeed, I would be obliged to him. ; 

Mr. BROOKS. Why, Mr. Chairman, I pro- 
duced here a public document, on record, from 
which I showed that the man who has the print- 
ing and control of the public money was engaged 
ina most fraudulent transaction, as reported by a 
Republican committee of this House ata previous 
session of Congress, What could have been more 
definite or more particular? And ifthe gentleman 
now will give me a committee, I will undertake 
an examination, with associates, that will estab- 
lish that fact and much farther facts. I make the 
charge and J ask for a committee; ] demand a 
committee to investigate this whole subject of 
printing the public money, and if the honorable 
gentleman will give it me, he will be answered to 
hig full satisfaction. | 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iwill say, Mr. Speaker—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willinform the 
gentleman from Ohio that debate on the pending 
amendment is exhausted. ; 

Mr, GARFIELD. ‘Eben I move toamend the 
amendment by striking out the last word. {will 
say in answer to the gentleman that the document 
to which he refers—— ' 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, Irise toa point of order. 
The gentleman from Ohio must be restricted to an 
argument in favor of striking out the last word, 
‘That was the rule of the Chair yesterday in regard 
to myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not able to 
ascertain, as yet, to what point the gentleman from 
Ohio is speaking. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do rise to have the last 
word. ‘That is the matter [ am discussing. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I have no objection to the 
gentleman from Ohio making a speech. I only 
raised the point of order because the Chair ruled 
that upon me yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hold the 
gentleman from Ohio to the same rule as was 
imposed yesterday on the gentleman from In- 
diana. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The last word to which I 
refer is the word which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] has just uttered on this sub- 
ject, and I answer him 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order on 
what the gentleman from New York uttered, but 
only on the pending amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I wish then to say that, in 
regard to striking out this last word, it can only 
be justly stricken out, to show that the amend- 
ment which the gentleman himself proposed to 
this section is based to a very great extent on the 
argument which the gentleman has referred to, 
namely 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot see the 
relevancy of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Ohio. ‘The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I withdraw it. 

“The question recurred on Mr. Brooxs’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. STEVENS. Ido not understand that the 
amendinent of the gentleman from New York has 
yet been opposed. ff not, I will say a werd in 


opposition to it. i 


| templates the addition of $360,060,000. 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate is 
amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 

oint. 

Mr. STEYENS. Mr, Chairman, if the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from New York 

Mr. GARFIELD. If the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania will allow me, I wish to say that I was 
ruled down in an attempt to speak on that same 

oint on which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is declared to be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
proposed an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Not until after ] was ruled 
down. 1 rosé to Speak in opposition to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, and was 
told by the Chair that it was out of order to say 
anything further on that question. ‘Then I offered 
an amendment and was ruled out again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood 
that after the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brooxs] proposed his amendment the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Garro] rose and submitted 
some remarks in the nature of a question, and 
finally proposed an amendment of his own tothe 
amendment. The point of order being raised, 
the Chair held that the gentleman from Ohio 
should confine his remarks strictly to the amend- 
ment to the amendment, which was on striking 
out the last word. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The Chair distinctly an- 
nounced that debate on the amendment of the 
gentlemen from New York was exhausted. s 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Ithink the Chair is mis- 
taken. I made the point of order myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania claims the floor and is entitled to it. 

Mr, STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, the motion 
of the gentleman from New York involves the 
supposition that the Comptrollership of the Cur- 
rency is a separate Department, for his object is 
to take from the Secretary of the Treasury all cons 
trolofit. Now, the whole bill goes upon the sup- 
position thatthe Comptrollership is a part of the 
Treasury Department. The very first section of 
the bill which we have already passed, says: 

The chief officer of the sald bureau shall be denominated 
the Comptroiler of the Currency, and shall be uuder the 
general direction of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury. 

Mr, BROOKS. The committee has struck that 
out, 

Mr. STEVENS, No, sir. 

Mr. BROOKS, Lappeal to the Chair. 

Mr. STEVENS. We only struck, out that 
part of the section that interferes with the ap- 
pointment of this officer, requiring him to be ap- 
pointed on the nomination of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. BROOKS. Does the gentleman refer to 
the ninth and tenth lines? 

Mr. STEVENS. I refer to the first section, 
from the seventh to the tenth lines:. 

The chief oficer of the said burvaushall be denominated 
the Comptroller of the Currency, and shall be under the 
general direction of the Sceretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BROOKS. Am I notcorreet in saying that 
in the eleventh line we struck out the words “on 
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury? 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes, sir; but before thatitis 
provided that this bureau shall be under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury. We 
struck out only that which seemed to dictate to 
the President how he should make his appoint- 
ments, Unless you mean to make this a separate 
Department you ought not to adopt the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York. But I 
see no occasion for taking it away from. the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury. lbe- 
lieve there has been no honest or intelligent man 
in this House who has charged the Secretary of 
the Treasury with corruption or short-comings. 
it seems to me since the days of Alexander Fiam- 
ilton no ablerand no purer man has filled that office 
than’ the present incumbent. J have done, espe- 
cially as I sce that my time is out. {Laughter} 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PIKE. I moye to strike out the words 
‘fone dollar, two dollars, three dollars, five dol- 
lars, ten dollars, twenty dollars. This bill pro- 
poses an addition to our currency, orrather it eon- 

3 The 
question for us to decide is whether that addi- 


we 


open on that 


I was ruled out on that 
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tional sum shall be furnished by the General Gov- 


ernment in the shape of greenbacks—what we | 


call United States notes—or shall be farnishea by 
the bankers of the country, through the national 
banks that are contemplated by this bill, Of 
course, if the General Government furnishes the 
greenbacks for this currency it gets all the bene- 
fit of so furnishing the currency. It saves the in- 
terest. It gets any resulting benefit from the loss 
of notes. If the banks furnish these notes: the 
banks get these benefits. They get the interest, 
and they get what gain there is by the loss of 
notes. Now, sir, so far as I amacquainted with 
the sentiment of the country, everybody is well 
satisfied with the currency of the Government. 
In all quarters of the country they take these 
greenbacks with avidity, Where is the necessity 
of authorizing the banks to issue this $300,009,- 
000? Still, ifthis amendment be adopted, there 
is room for exercising bank functions. 

The last section of the bill brings within the 
scope of this law the Bank of Commerce of New 
York city. That bank, as it is well known, is 
a bank of deposit and discount. Itis nota bank 
of circulation. ‘This amendment places these na- 
tional banks upon the same footing as the Bank 
of Commerce. It makes all the banks authorized 
by this law simply banks of depositand discount. 
Where is the necessity of making them banks of 
issue? My amendment contemplates that the 
larger bills, which may be useful by way of ex- 
change so as to save interest, may be issued by 
the banks, and that the smaller bills which enter 

“jnto-cireulation from hand to hand shall be pro- 
cured directly from the United States Government, 
instead of being filtered through these banks. 

Mr. HOOPER. 
is sincere in his proposition, he will not object to 
an amendment that | will make to his amendment, 
ĮI move to add, as follows: 

Ft shall not be lawful for any person, association, or cor- 
poration, to issue any note, check, or other evidence of 
indebtedness designed or calculated to circulate as money, 

Mr. PIKE. [have no objection to that amend- 
ment, and accept it as a modification of my own. 
Ít is a question whether Congress has that power 
as an original question. [should have no doubt 
that Congress has thatpower, but the geneman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hooprr] isawarc that 
the Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
cided that the issues of the State banks are en- 
tirely proper and constitutional. ons was in 
the case of the Kentucky banks. Consequently 
when the gentleman offers the amendment, it 
would result very wellif it could be carried out; 
bat he is running in conflict. with the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United Sutes. We 


| 
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lf the gentleman from Maine | 


> : | 
attempted last Congress to obviate that difficalty 


tne 


by taxing these notes out of existence. We laid 
a tax the last days of the session upon the issues 
of State banks, upon the ground that we had that 
authority, if we could not prohibit their circula- 
tion. I voted for that provision, and the Llouse 
concurred in it, and we taxed out of existence tie 
circulation of State banks which were sound; and 
now we are engaged in the process of procuring 

` the issues of other banks to take their places, 
and which will be no better than they. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agrecd to. 

‘Fhe amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. Lam going to make one more 
effort to amend this section io Line twenty-four. 
{ move to amend by striking outthe words “ Sec 
retary of the Treasury,” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words ‘© Comptroller of the Curren- 
cy; so that the clause shall read: 

And the said notes shall bear such devices and such other 
statements, and shall be in such torn, as the Comptroller 
of the Currency shail, by regulation, direct. 

Į should not insist in urging this subject on the 
consideration of the committee, bat that I feel it 
to be a matter of the greatest importance that the 
vast money powcr of this country should be di- 
vided up as much as possible in its control. The 


centralization of these Immense loans, of this im- 


ense debt, of this vast control of the publie 
money, in the hands of one man almost without 
responsibility, is a centralization and consolida- 
tion of power frightful to contemplate and fright- 
fulin its consequences, | therefore, in good fatth, 
make this persistent effort to divide, if possible, 
the responsibility in the management of this 
matter, 
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| 


7 
f 
| 
i 


i have fot heard of it. There is periect unanimity 


: and that I believed him to be an honest man, in- 


‘control of this loan, and to give the President 


1 
i zauecumbent, A 


I took occasion upon this floor some days since 
to say that t served in Congress some. years ago | 
with the honorable Secretary of the ‘Treasury, | 


dorsing what the gentleman from Pennsylvania: |} 
says. But atthe same time I took occasion to 
say that in my whole experience in public life I 
never knew a man to be surrounded and envel- 
oped by:so many unprincipled men. as the hon- | 
orable Secretary ofthe Treasury, and,.asa specific 
feature, I called attention to the particular fact of 
the distribution of the $500,000,000 loan. Beforewe 
enacted a law giving the Secretary of the Treasury 
power to issue $510,000 ,900 of public debt, he, by 
the record, had issued over five hundredand ten mil- 
lions, upon which he had paid $444,000 into some- 
body’s pocket. And itis my beliefat this day and 
this hour, that this money is used by the opponents, 
of Mr. Lincoln for the establishment of anu-Lin- 
coln Republican papers in the city of New York 
and elsewhere. Ihave nothing to de with the mode 
and manner in which they make use of the public 
money, but I have a great deal to do with the 
denunciation of that system by which the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury permitted $450,000 to be 
taken from the public money upon this loan, and 
to be deposited and given to favorites, without 
any right of control over it, 

Tence | persist in this effort to dissever as much 
as possible the Secretary of the Treasury from the 


some share%of that control. ‘The power is vast; 


i 
| 
| 


and the day iscoming when the Republican party, |} 


as thelr electioneering campaign progresses, will 
do me the justice of admitting L have a foresight 
in this whole matter; and if they are wise they 
will listen to me. 

Mr. STEVENS. This is but a repetition of | 
the same moton the gentleman made before; and 
I hope it will not prevail. “Lam glad the gentle- 
man coneedes there is one honest man in the 
Treasury Department in this Administration, I 
wish he could say as much of the last. | donot | 
just now recollect the individual he could paint 
to, nor do L know who the gentleman means by’ 
the dishonest men who surround the Secretary of 
the Treasury. These vague denunciations are | 
easily made; they are the weapons of party. They 
are generally the weapons of the small men of 
the party; the lightarullery used by mere skir- 
ishers; they are not generally used by the whole 
body of the party, as is the case with the gentle- 
man from New York. Lam sorry, therefore, that 
he allows this to be used by others to whom it 
would do no discredit: 

But, sir, as to the fact now alleged by the gen- 
tleman, that this $450,000 is put into the pockets 
of somebody, docs he suppose that there was to 
be no expense in printing and taking in the sub- 
scriptions for the $50,000,000 loan—a loan which 
ran a year before $18,000,000 of it was taken, and 
which was not taken until these agents were em- | 
ployed? What gentemen he refers to as using 
this money for the purpose of establishing anti- 
Lincoln papers I do notknow. I can hardly be- 
lieve tbat any of these moncy operators would be 
so generous and disinterested. L have not been 
accustomed so to consider them. If it were not 
for the high authority of thegentleman from New 
York I would not beleve a word of it how. Bat, | 
sir, E do not know that there is any anti-Lincolu 
paper er anti-Lincoinclab now beiug established. 
I suppose the gentleman docs not mean the Me- 
Clellan clubs? He can hardly refer to them. Nor į 
does he refer to any clubsestablisied by bis party. 

Mr. BROOKS. [said Republican. ` 

Mr. STEVENS. His party consists only of 
himself and one member claiming a seat, | be- 
leve, from Missouri, [laughter,] and F presume 
they are not to be supposed to be engaged in it. 

Now, | do not believe there is anybody op- į 
posing Mr. Lincoln. The other side of the House | 
have taken to praising bim, and they ure merely | 
trotting out General McClellan for the purpose of ; 
giving a stronger race and exercising the present 
i soisinthefield, Lsuppese. [Laugh- 
ter.) They are not in earnest in atlempung to 
run him, as they know be cannot raise a trot. 
{Laughter.] He neverdid whenaforward move- | 
ment was ih question. [Renewed laughter.] 

But, sir, where is this anU-Lincoln cpposiuisn | 
in the Repablican party? Notin this Hou I 


sir 


here, so far as the Republican party is concerned. 


KJ 
If there is any such movement among small men’ 
in the country known tothe gentleman fron New: 
York, it is not very alarming to the friends.6f the 
Administrations and L.do not think dt will .pro- 
duce from the Executive anything more: than. a 


| pertinent joke. {Laughter.] “LE have. no ideas 


therefore, that anything but some wild vision’ is 
haunting the imagination of the gentleman a = 

E hope this amendment will not: be agreed::to, 
and that my friend from New York will not per- 
sevcre in his efforts to destroy the Secretary of 


the Treasury. : ; : 

The amendment was disagreed to. : : 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to strike out  Secre- 
tary of the Treasury,” and to insert “ Treasurer 
of the United States.” aot 
| Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from. Pennsyl+ 
vania is pleased to say, in reply to some remarks 
that I made, that 1 make only vague charges, 
Why, sirit isan arithmetical, numerical charge 
that Lmake against the Secretary of the Treasury 
or his surroanders. The charge | made against 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury is, first, tha 
the Istof March, prior to the passnge ofthe inw by 
Congress, he had issued 310,000,000. of. five- 


yb 


ie 


| twenties without any law woatsoever and in de- 


fiance of all law. The second charge E make is 
that the premium upon those bonds wås'108; and 
that the Beeretary of the Treasury thereby gave 
to somebody $450,000 of the public money.’ This 
is-no vague charge, but a specific, numerical, 
arithme algebraic charge, which cannot be 
denied successiully, if denied at ail. i 

Sir, it is tue that belong to no party. would 
not wear the collar which some gentlemen’ wear 
in this*House if it werea collar of gold. Lwould 
not belong to the mechanism of a party which is 
obliged to vote according to the direction of Ure 
gentleman, orof any other man, if the mechanism 
itself were of gold. [do not-belong to any such 
party mechanism or combination as that, butmy 
whole object in this House is to try to do right, . 
independent of all parties, and to the best of my 
ability. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
me to ask him a question? ` 

Mr. BROOKS. Certainly. : 

Mr. STEVENS. Lunderstand the gentleman 
to reproach this party for voting according to 
what some members’ principes are. Task the 
gentleman if bis party do not vote unanimously 
as he votes? 

Mr. BROOKS. Always,and not unfrequently 
I have the pleasure of breaking the chains of some 
upon the other side of the House, and see some 
of the honorable gentlemen opposite cust their 
votes with me. Sir, | would not be a party dog 
nor wear a party collar in time of war. “It is my 
proud honor and the honor of my constituency 
that they elected meand sent me here to support 
the Administration in whatis right and condemn 
itin whatis wrong. Thatisthe record on which 
I have tried to stand and on which I mean to 
stand; and it is because { stand on that record 
that [distrustthe S a t sury, who, 
throagh the infine urrounding him, has given 
away $450,000 of t ubhe money. 

Sir, [did poicome bere tomaken Presidents either 
to make General MeCicllan or any other mau Pres- 
ident. I can tell you all, upon all sides of the 
flouse, that however you arrange your mechan+ 
ism and your combinations, unless you restore 
this Union by frugality and economy and by suc- 
cess in arms, your mechanism will alle broken, 
as it has been broken before, by the people out- 
side and indepeudent of all party combinations, 

Sir, 1 hope the amendment will prevail. { re~ 
‘peat, public money is being appropriated within 


Will the gentleman allow 


j the bosom of the Republican party to produce 


troubles and severances and collisions in that 


i party. 


But all that is nothing to me. I stand 
only as a guardian of the public Treasury, and it 
is for that alone that bo speak when i address the 
d beg the Houge 
ands of milhons 
tary of the Treas- 


y 


ne 
soluly to the custody ofthe Secre 

The question was taken on Mr. Brooxs’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. HOOPER. 
ah section by striking our ule wu: ds “and 
in case such notes shall be delivered tothe Comp- 
troller by an officer er agent of such association, 


RY 
al 


EL move to amend the twenby- 
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in person, then in the presence, also, of such offi- 
cer or agent.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the same 
section by striking out the words ‘ given to such 
officer or agent,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words, “forwarded to theassociation whose notes 
are thus canceled. *? 

The amendment was agréed to. 


The section, as amended by the two foregoing 
amendments, reads as follows: 

Suc. 24, And be it further enacted, ‘Nhat it shall be the 
duty of the Comptrolfer of the Currency to reecive worn- 
out or mutilated circulating notes issued by any such bank- 
ing association, and to deliver in piace thereof to such as- 
sociation other blank circulating notes to an equal amount. 
And such worn-out or mutilated notes, after a memoran- 
dum shall bave been entered in the proper books, in ac- 
cordance with such regulations. as may be established by 
the Comptroiler,as well as all circulating notes which shall 
have been paid or surrendered to be canceled, shail be 
burned to ashes in presence of three persons, one to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, one by the Comp- 
troller of the Curren and one by the Treasurer of the 
United States, under stieh regulations as the Sceretary of 
the Treasury may prescribe, And a certificate of such 
burning, signed by the parties so appointed, shall be made 
in the books of the Comptroller, aud a duplicate thercof 
forwarded to the association whose notes are thus can- 
eeled. 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the same sec- 
tion by inserting the words ‘also on due proof 
of the loss or destruction of any such circulating 
notes.”’. I call the attention of the gentleman bav- 
ing this bill in charge to this amendment as be- 
ing a very proper one, and one which may be ne- 
cessary. think it will commend itself to the 
judgment of the committee. There may be cases 
in which these bills are destroyed, and ought to 
be replaced. "There is no authority in the bill, as 
it stands, to replace them, My attention has 
been called to this point from the fact that in a re- 
cent fire in my own town a large amount of in- 
ternal revenue stamps was destroyed, and there 
seems to be no provision in the law for replacing 

“them. ‘The law allows commissioners to replace 
stamps that are mutilated or defaced, but not to 
replace those that are destroyed entirely, [submit 
that there may be cases where notes are entirely 
destroyed by fire, or lost on board shipwrecked 
vessels, or in other ways; and £ hold that on due 
proof of the fact the ‘Comptroller ought to have 
authority to replace them, 4 hope the amend- 
ment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, HOOPER. L move toamend the twenty- 
sixth section by striking out the words “ninety 
per cent. of the current market value of 3” 
that the provision will read: 

Provided, Thatihe remaining bonds which shall bave been 
transferred by the banking association offering to surrender 
such cireglating notes shall be equal to the amount of all 
the circulating notes retained by such banking association. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move toamend the same sec- 
tion by adding after the word * reduced ? the 
words, below the amount of the cirealation is- 
sued for the same;?? so that it will read: 

And ity tany thine after said bonds shall be deposited 
wilh the Treasurer of the United States, as aforesaid, the 
market or cash valne shall be reduced below the iamount of 
the circulation issued for the sante, the Compiroller of the 
Carrency is hereby authorized to demand and receive tbe 
inout of such depreeiation in other United States bonds 
at cash value, or in money, from the association receiving 
rnd bills, to be deposited with the ‘Preast of the United 
Buates as long as such depreciation continues. 

‘Lhe amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. HOOPER, 


so 


visos, as follows: 


: Aid provided, Phat said return of bonds shall not dimins 
ieh the amountot bonds in the hands of the Treasurer be- 
low the mnotnt ta be kept on deposit with him by this aet: 


id provided farther, bat thereshall have been no failure |! 


by such associi 
the 
ciation of any of the provisions of wis actfor the se 
of the creditors of such association, nor shall the 4 


nion to redeem its cireulating noies, and 


rer be required to sucrender such bonds in traeiioual sums | 


less than $1,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PRICE. I moveto amend the twenty-sixth 
section by striking out the word “may,” and iv- 


serting in leu thereof the word “ shall,” so that | 


it will read: 

But the Comptroller of the Currency shail give to any 
such banking association powers of attorney to receive and 
appropriate to iis own use the interest on Ure buuds which 
aliall have been so transferred to the Treasurer by it. 


| dation in the transaction of its bus 


, ) I move to amend the twenty- | 
sixth section by striking out the last two pro- | 


t there shall have been no other violation by suet asso- || States were taken for debts due by men who be- 


‘held. 
i men at Pittsburg and ether places who were bank- 
rupt at the time, by the sale of the lands were | 


The reason of the amendment is obvious. So 
long as banks are notin default, the Comptroller 
is bound to hand to them their interest as it be- 
comes due. That should not be optional with 
him. 

Mr. HOOPER. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I movetoamend 
the twenty-seventh section by inserting, after the 
word “ imprisoned,” the words, ‘not less than 
one and;”’ so that it will read: 

And any officer who shail violate the provisions of this 
section shall be deemed guilty of a bigh misdemeanor, and 
on conviction thereof shali be punished by fine not exceed- 
ing double the amount so countersigned and delivered, and 
imprisoned not Jess than one and not exceeding fifteen 
years, at the discretion of the court in which he shall be 
tried. 

lt is usual, in fixing imprisonmentasa punish- 
ment for crime, to insert both the minimum and 
the maximum terms. Here we place itin the dis- 
erction of the court to imprison a man for fifteen 
years for a violation of the statute, or to reduce 
the imprisonment toasingle day. If there beany- 
thing in the crime that is worthy ii pees notice 
and that should be punished at all, | say that the 
punishment should exceed one day, orone month, 
and that there should be a minimum inserted in 
the section. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ifthe gentleman from New 
York willamend bis amendment by inserting the 
word ‘or’ instead of “and,” before the word 
“imprisoned,” F will not object to it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. J accept the mod- 
ification of my amendment. 

‘The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add the following 
to the twenly-cighth section: 

And it shall be the duty of any assoctation having ac- 
quired rem estate not necessary for its immediate accommo- 
ss to cause the same 
to be offered for sale at public auction at the door of the 
banking house of such association within six months after 
acquiring the title to the same (if not previously sold) after 
giving notice of such sale; and such association shall sell 
the same at such public auction if any persou will bid 
therefor sueh sum ot money as would be required in the 
sale thereof if sold on excention in conformity with the 
laws of the State in which such association shall be organ- 
ized. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to say in behalf of that 
amendment that its only objectis to prevent these 
associations from becoming extensive holders of 
real estate. They may acquire it in two or three 
modes: by conveyance to them in payment of 
debts, by purchasing lands sold under executions 
in theie favor, and so on, There is no proposi- 
tion in this bill requiring them to dispose of these 
lands, and they will become extensive landhold- 
ers, aud itis not the object of the Government to 
enable them to own extensive tracts of land. As 
l have said, there is no provision requiring them 
to dispose of these lands not necessary for bank- 


I have no objection ‘to the, 


| ing purposes, and my amendment is to supply 


that want. 

Mr. STEVENS. [think that that would bea 
vicious and injudicious amendment to the bill. 
Suppose an institution is obliged to purchase real 


estate which they do not require, they will dis- | 


ose of it as soon as the condition of the country 
will enable them to do soto advantage. If there 
be such a depression as there was in 1837 and 
1857, and itshould continue for two or three years, 
this provision would compel the banks to sell the 
and which they might hold instead of letting them 
hold it to a future time when it may be disposed 
of to advantage. 


Mr. HOL 


Mr. STEVENS. During the crash some years 
ago the jands held by the Bank of the United 


came by the change of times very poor. The 
lands were held by the bank, and it allowed a 


; given time within which they could be redeemed 


by the payment of the debts for which they were 
‘The lands so raised in value that gentle- 


not only able to pay their debts to the bank, but 


i to become wealthy. They are now among the 
| Most wealthy men in that region of the country. 


I do. not wish to take these privileges from the 


banks, but that they may allow such time for the |Í 


AN. This amendment expressly | 
provides that the lands shall only be sold when | 
it may be done at the rate of appraisement under | 
| the laws of the State where it may be located. 


redemption of these lands as they may think 
proper . er 
There were, on adivision—ayes 14, noes 62; no 
uorum yoting. 
a Mr. HOLMAN, If it is understood that I 
shall have the opportunity to offer. my amend- 
ment in the Housé, I will now withdraw it. _ 
The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers,and appoint- 
ed Messrs. Myzrs and HOLMAN. i 
The tellers reported—ayes 20, noes 50; no quc- 
rum voting. i 
Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my amendment, 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 28, And be it further enacted, Thatit shall be law- 
ful for any such association to purchase, hold, and convey 
real estate as follows: 1. Such as shall be necessary for its 
immediate accommodation in the transaction of its busi- 
ness. 2. Such as shall be mortgaged to it in good faith by 
way of security for loans made hy such association, or for 
moneys due thereto, 3. Such as shall be conveyed to it in 
satisfaction of debts previously contracted in the course of 
its dealings. 4. Such asit shall purchase at sales under judg- 
ments, decrees, or mortgages held by such association, or 
shall purchase to secure debts duc to said association. Such 
association shall not purchase or hold real estate in any 
other case or for any other purpose than as specified in this 
section. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I move to insert 
after the word “association,” in the third clause, 
the words “in the usual course of its banking 
business.” I offer this amendment because I dis- 
cover under the provisions of this section these 
banks may accumulate very large amounts of 
money and Joan it originally on bond and mort- 
gage. We know in a debt this bond represents 
the debt, and the mortgage the security. I simply 
want to prevent these banks from going into busi- 
ness of loaning money out of the legal course of 
banking. ; 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BLAINE. I move to amend section thir- 
ty, in line four, by striking out the words “of 
seven per cent. per annum,” and inserting in lieu 
thercof the words ‘established by law in the 
State where the association is located. ”? 

Mr. HOLMAN. l move to amend, by way 
of a substitute for the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maine, by striking out ‘‘ seven,” and 
inserting six.” i 

Mr. BLAINE. The gentleman has. not the 
floor to offer that amendment now. T'he clause, 
as Í propose to amend it, will read: 

That every association may take, reccive, reserve, and 
charge on any loan or discount made, or upon any note, 
bill of exchangé, or other evidence of debt, interest at the 
rate established by law in the State where the association 
is located. g 

The object I aim to accomplish will be reached 
entirely by the amendment suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. My object is simply to 
prevent an increase of the rate of interest in local- 
ities I am acquainted with. We have in New 
England at least one advantage, and that is an 
accumulation of capital. Itstimulates enterprise, 
and gives great advantage to men entering into 
business enterprises. Now, to add one sixth part 
to the burden of interest imposed upon every man 
who wants to enter into any manufacturing or 
business operation, is what the Congress of the , 
United States ought nottodo. Ifthe committee 
will insert six per cent., I will go for it with all 
my heart.. I moved my amendment because I 
thought it the most practical form in which F 
could present it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My amendmentis more ap- 
propriate to the text of the bill. Iwill submit it 
as an amendment to the amendment, in the nature 
of a substitute. Itis to strike out the word ‘‘ sev- 

n” and insert “six.” ` 

Mr. COLE, of California. Tamin favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. 


| BLAINE, | butupon entirely diflerentgrounds, how- 


ever, than those specified by him. The proposi- 
tion { would have made was to strike out the en- 
tire section. That would leave the rate of interest 
on the money which is issued by these banking 
establishments under the control of the States re- 
spectively, That, in my judgment, should be 
done. 

Itis well known to all gentlemen here that in- 
terest varies in different localities. It is higher 
in new countries than in old countries; and it is 


| higher in America than in Europe; it ishigher in 
| the western States than in the Atlantic States; and 
itis higher west of the Rocky mountains thanon 
| this side. This is owing undoubtedly to the fact 


that persons seeking a new country go without _ 
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capital, and ‘in pursuit of fortunes. Those who 
have money generally reniain at home, as is the 
case. with most of the constituents of the gentle- 
man from Maine, [Mr. Braie,] I suppose. 

In California the interest is by law, where no 
rate is expressed in the contract, ten percent. per 
annum. But the rate is left altogether to be gov- 
erned by the contract between the borrower. and 
the lender. The usual rate of interest there is 
two per cent. per month; and men are very fre- 
quently glad to get money at that rate, and are 
‘sometimes unable to do it. It is frequently an 
advantage for persons to pay that and even a 
higher rate of interest. The persons who pro- 
pose to borrow money are probably as compe- 
tent to judge of the advantage it will be to them 
as the community in general. 

There is no reason for any law upon usury any 
more than there is fora sumptuary law; no more 
reason than there is for a law regulating the price 
of board or wheat, or the wages of labor. 

If this provision is adopted, it will interfere 
with the laws of the several States upon the same 
subject, because they vary materially. In New 
England the rate of interest is six per cent.; but 
it is not so in the western States. In Lowa it is 
different; in Michigan I presume it is different; 
and there is no reason for creating this discord 
by establishing a rate of interest for States differ- 
ent from what prevails there by their own laws. 
Therefore I am in favor of striking out the sec- 
tion, thereby leaving the matter entirely under 
the control of the several States. That is the 
proposition of the gentleman from Maine. He 
proposes to leave it to the local legislation of the 
several States entirely. 

Mr. BLAINE. Entirely. 

Mr. COLE, of California. There is no neces- 
sity for an interference by Congress; there is no 
call for such interference, and no reason for it. I 
have not heard any reason advanced yet why 
Congress should interfere with this matter of in- 
terest, when it is.palpable that interest varies in 
the several sections of the Union, arising from a 
necessity which has been recognized by the legis- 
Jation in each. 

Mr. DRIGGS. In Michigan the legal interest 
is seven per cent.; but by contract between the 
parties it may be increased to ten percent. Now, 


sir, the proposition of my friend upon the right, 


{Mr. Brae] leaves the matter to be regulated 
by the laws of the different States. That will 
cover the whole ground, and I certainly hope it 
will prevail. a 

The amendmentto the amendment, in the nature 
of a substitute, was not agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Buarne’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. PRICE. 1 offer the following asan amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

Strike out in Hnc four the words “ interest at the rate of 
seven per cent. per annum,” and insert, ch rate of in- 
terest or discount as is for the time the established rate of 
interest for delay in the payment of money under contract 

-between the parties by the Jaws of the several States in 
which the associations. are respeetively located, and no 
more.” i 5 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to aquestionof order. 
I submit that the substitute proposed by the gen- 
tileman from Iowa is. precisely the. same as the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine; it is a 
mere change of phraseology. 

Mr. BLAINE. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a matter for the 
committee to decide in voting uponit, ‘The Chair 
cannot exclude it on that ground. 

Mr. PRICE. My purpose in offering this 
amendment is. to accomplish the same object 
sought by the gentleman from Maine, with an ad- 
ditional object. The rate of interest in some of 
the States is fixed definitely. In othersit is fixed 
ata definite point with contract and at another 
without a contract, 
whole ground, Italows the rate of interest to 
be as it is established in all the States, whether 
the established rate be fixed with or without con- 


tract, thereby accomplishing everything sought | 


by the gentleman from Maine, and leaving the 
rate of interest to be regulated by the different 
States in which the banks are located, 

Mr. BLALNE, I do not think that the amend- 


My amendment covers the | 


mentof the gentleman from lowa is one thatought | 


to be adopted by the House. If I understand it, 
the effect of it would be to give to the banks in 
the western States, for example, a certain advan- 
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tage in getting high’ interest. which they do not 
now have, bat which individuals loaning money 
outside of the banks do haye. 

- Now, while I am oppoged to Congress. inter- 
fering at all with the rate of interest, L would be 
opposed especially to. its interfering so as.to raise 
the rate of interest; and if the gentleman’s amend- 
ment is adopted, the effect will be thatevery bank 
in the Northwest will have just the same facilities 
for shaving at high rates that individuals outside 
the banks now have. Ido not think the Congress 
of the United States ought to do that thing, and 
hence I am opposed to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was disa- 
greed to. 

The question again recurred on Mr. Buaiwe’s 
amendment, 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to strike out the 
last word. I believe we had better leave the bill 
as itis. This, bill professes to establish a uniform 
system of banking throughout the United States. 
That is one of the great objects of the bill. 4 
think it ought to be uniform in the matter of in- 
terest as well as in everything else. But if you 
adopt this amendment, then, instead of fixing an 
interest which the dealers at these banks may 
take, you allow the States to fix it, and. thus you 
break in upon the whole system and take the 
management away from Congress and vest it in 
the States. Now, I think the rate of seven per 
cent, ought to be adopted, and for the reason that 
several of the States now take seven per cent., 
although some ofthem,my own State for instance, 
take six,and some higher. . 

But, sir, I do not understand the object of the 

gentleman from Maine, [Mr. BLawe.] If you 
allow the banks in New York, Massachusetts, 
or Pennsylvania, under this system, to take seven 
per cent., and yet by the law of his State the 
banks there can only take six. per cent., what 
will be the consequence? It will be to drive cap- 
ital from the State of Maine, where only six per 
cent. can be taken, into those States where a 
larger percentage can be taken. 
Now, it is for the purpose of equalizing the op- 
portunities for investmentevery where, and espe- 
cially in Pennsylvania, that I am in favor of this 
provision of the bill. The States can still have 
banks taking six per cent. if they please, and if 
individuals choose to borrow atsix per cent. they 
can go to the State banks; they need not come to 
these banks. There are banks inthe West where, 
I am told, eightor ten percent. istaken. If indi- 
viduals there wish to give eight or ten per cent, 
instead of seven, let them go to those banks, I 
do not see why gentlemen from that part of the 
country should desire to interfere with those who 
can borrow at seven per cent. 

Mr. PRICE, Wiil the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania allow me to say a word? 

Mr. STEVENS. Certainly. 

Mr. PRICK. The reason why I made the prop- 


ositton was that I have letters in my pocket from | 


persons in my State who want to establish na- 
tonal banks, but who want that regulation. 
Mr. STEVENS. I think thattbose who bave 
the advantages of these national banks will have 
advantages cnough with interest at the rate of 
seven per cent. If individuals in places where 
there are banks that charge cight or ten per cent. 
interest think proper to deal with them, this bill 
docs not probibit them doing so. It is a taste 
which [ do not understand. Nobody will deal at 
those shops unless they please. But let Congress 


| fixa uniformity of interestin these national banks, 


and not have thirty or forty different rates of in- 
tercst in different parts of the Union. 

Mr. PIKE. I merely wish to suggest that the 
amendment proposed by my colleague is accord- 
ing to existing law, and that this bill is au inuo- 
vation on the existing law. 

Mr. STEVENS, I withdraw my amendment 
to the amendment. 

The question being on Mr. Buarwe’s amend- 
ment, 


Mr. GRINNELL demanded tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Braise and |) 


Dawson were appointed. 

The House divided; an 
52, noes.41. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEAMAN. I moveto amend the thirtieth 
section by striking out the following: 

And in case a greater rate of Interest than seven per cent. 


d the tellers reported— 


per. annum has been paid, the-person or persons paying the 
same, or their legal representatives, may recover, back, in 
an action of debt, twice the amount of interest thtis paid, 
from the association taking or receiving “the samé: Pro 
vided, That said action is commenced ‘within:two years 
from the time the usurious transaction occured... 

_ It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that: the: pún- 
ishment.proposed in the-first. part- of: the section 
is sufficiently stringent—the forfeiture of the en- 
tire interest.ofthe billor note before its:paymenti 


| The proper time to make-a-defengse-.ofthia:kind 


isbefore payment of the money. Lt seems to me 
that the only effect of that clause in the section 
which I propose to strike: out is. to. make litiga- 
tion, while it will be, in fact, no particular protec- 
tion to the borrower, DR ge 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the part 
proposed to be stricken out—to'strike-out seven 
per cent. and insert six per cent, : 
. Mr. BLAINE. After the vote of the. House.. 
amending the fourth line of the section, itis quite 
evident that two-other points in the section have 
to be amended in order to make it consistent. One 
is in the eighth line, where it says: that.**the 
knowingly taking, receiving, reserving, òr charg- 
ing a rate of interest greater than: seven per cent, 
per annum, shall be held and. adjudged a forfeit- 
ure of the entire interest which the note, bill, or 
other evidence of debt carries with it, or which 
has been agreed to be paid thereon.” I want to 
amend that by inserting the words “greater than 
that established by law.’? The other is in. the 
twelfth line, where it says that in case ‘a greater 
rate of interest than seven per cent. per annum - 
has been paid.” I want to amend that by making 
it read “greater than the legal rate of interest. 
I presume that that meets the object: of the, gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 
Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir. 
own proposition. A à 
Mr. BLAINE. The adoption of that would 
make the bill provide, first, that the States should 
establish the rates of interest, and then that any 
bank that should charge more than six per cent, 
should be prosecuted. : 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is in the nature of a pro- 
viso on the present power—thatif they do charge 
higher than six per cent. it can be recovered back. 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. fam opposed 
to the amendment of the amendment, and to the. 
amendment itself. I should be glad to havea 
uniform rate of interest throughout the whole 
United States. [am aware of the plea that is 
made use of in some portions of the western 
States, that we must permit ‘high rates of jnter- 
est in order to draw capital into the country. © L 
am of the opinion, from some experience of the 
matter, that it would be better hever to have a 
dollar brought from the East into the western 
States: than to haye it lent there at a higher ‘rate 
than ten per cent. I have seen so much of the 


I adhere to my 


i ruinous effects of lending money at ten, twelve, 


fifteen, and twenty-five per cent. that } waut to 
see no moreofthem. I would be in favor of im- 
posing severer penalties on those who shall violate 


| the section of this law that prohibits the taking of 
| more than seven per cent, interest. 


If we cannot 
procure money to do business with at seven per 
cent. per annum, let us do without it, and let the 
business remain undone. Let the wolves and 
bears dwell in the country till money can be ob- 
tained at rates at which men can afford to do basi- 
ness. The amendment is offered by eastern mem- 
bers who object to a higher rate of interest than 
six per cent., because the banks in that sectiondo 
not receive a higher rate of interest. 

Tam, for one, opposed to this amendment for 
another reason. They talk about making the rate 
of interest sabject to the laws where these banks 
are established. Iam tired of hearing this talk 


| about States, State corporations, State powers, 


and all that; and I pray to God that we may have 
a United States by and by; that we may havea 
nation; that we may have a power somewhere to 
determine what kind of currency we may use, and 
what shall be the rate of interest. We are trying 
todothatnow. Should any State, then, have the 
power to come in and say that we shall not have 
a uniform rate of interest? New Jersey will not 
allow any traveler to cross her borders without 
paying her the tax that she may impose. 

One of the States may fix the rate of interest at 
ten, twenty, or even thirty per cent. It will be 
taken by sanguine men who are. dealing in oity 
lots;.men who are engaged in Bpeculations, and 
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are willing to pay any interest, thinking thatthey 
will never lose until the day of tuin comes.. They 
expect to escape.in one way or another; and when 
the day of ruin comes, they take their friends 
down with them. : 

I hope that we will not'agree to a higher rate of 
interest than seven percent, If New England wants 
it reduced to six per cent. I am willing to reduce 
itybut I wantthe rateuniform all over the United 
States. Under. all circumstances: let us have a 
national currency. Let us. know what we have 
to pay, and let the men who undertake to loan 
money understand that they will encounter these 
penalties when they attempt to impose upon the 
credulity of any person whatever. Six or seven 
per cent, is enough anywhere. I would be in- 
clined to go forsix percent. for the whole Union. 
The committee seem to be of the opinion that 
seven percent. is right, and I agree to that. I 
hope this amendment and the amendment to the 
amendment will not prevail. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; there being, on a division—ayes 47, noes 46. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the committee 
rise, so that the Committee of Ways and Means 
may consider whether they will further press this 
bill, as. the amendment adopted takes away its 
whole virtue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Branpecue reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had, according to order, bad the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
louse bill No. 333, to provide a national cur- 
rency secured by a pledge of United States stocks, 
and to provide for the circulation and redemption 
thereof, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
traly enrolled an act (S. No, 108) relating to act- 
ing assistant paymasters in the Navy, and regu- 
lating the appointment of cadets in the Naval 
Academy; when the Speaker signed the same. 

Mr. SPEVENS. At the suggestion of several 
gentlemen, £ move, for the purpose of debate 
only, that the rules be suspended, and the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 


accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bour- 
wet in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the President’s annual message, 

LIBERATION AND RESTORATION OF TIE SOUTIL. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Mr. Speaker, the hour has 
come in which Congress must deal with the great 
crime of the nineteenth century. The leading 
conspirators must be punished by punishments 
commensurate with their terrible deeds, Every 
loyal citizen ofthe United States will expect this 
of those to whom they have, at this time, canfided 
the destinies of the nation. ‘They will demand 
that this great crime be so doalt with that the 
Government shall obtain ‘indemnity for the past 
and security for the future.” As one of the Repre- 
sentntives of the loyal people of Ohio I demanded 
at the beginning of the rebellion, and E demand 
now, that itshall be so dealt with that a like crime 
fein the same cause shallin the future be impos- 
sible, 

The proper disposition by Congress of the 
causés which produced the rebellion, and all ques- 
tions intimately connected with it, have given me, 
as they doubtless have given every loyal man, 
great anxiety. 

The question before us is, how shall the States 
whose governments have been usurped or over- 
thrown be reéstablished and their loyal citizens 
be reinvested with all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities of citizens of free States in the Amer- 
ican Union? . 

This is indeed a question of transcendent im- 
portance, one with which the mere politician has 
asli fitnessas disposition to grapnie. To meet 
and properly dispose of it demands the highest 
order of statesmanship. The untricd problem of 
retstablishing loyal State governments over vast 
districts of country, so long in rebellion, involves 
the gravest respopsibility, and presents questions 
of constitutional power which have never before 


ttle 
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been discussed, as they must now be discussed, 
by the national Congress. I am free to confess 
that from the first my anxiety has been not so 
much how to conquer the rebels as how to secure 
an honorable and enduring peace after they were 
conquered.: This is a question which, until its 
final settlement, will demand the serious consider- 
ation of the ablest statesmen in the nation. 

It may be an unwelcome question to many gen- 
tlemen in this House. I doubt not that itis. I 
have reason to know that it was an unweleome 
question to many inthe last Congress, but whether 
welcome or unwelcome, it cannot now be disposed 
of or excluded from these Halls as it was. two į 
years ago by parliamentary strategy and con- 
gressional dodging. 

The logic of events is forcing the nation on- 
ward with such rapidity that we cannot, if we 
would, evade this question, and many gentlemen 
are now prepared to act who were opposed to 
all action two years ago. Thanks to our heroic 
Army, the rebellion is now so far suppressed that 
the question of reconstruction is forced upon and 
demands our immediate consideration. All can 
now see that it ought not to have been delayed 
so long, and I am sure all will agree that it can- 
not longer be neglected without great injustice to 
the loyal people of the rebellious districts. 

At the outbreak of the rebellion, practical men 
saw and urged the importance and necessity of 
an act of Congress to provide temporary govern- 
ments of some kind for the districts of country 
in rebellion; to authorize the loyal citizens resid- 
ing therein, as soon as the rebellion was suffi- 
ciently suppressed, to reorganize State govern- 
ments, where they had been usurped or over- 
thrown, and to guaranty to them State govern- 
ments, republican in form, as preseribed by the 
national Constitution, "Phe bill from the select 
committee, now before the Honse, recognizes fully 
and clearly the authority of Congress to pass all 
laws which are necessary and proper to carry into 
practical effect thatconstitutional guarantee, ‘The 
authority to legislate on this subject once admitted, 
whether under the war powers or peace powers of 
Congress, the only questions which can possibly 
divide the unconditional Union men in Congress, 
or throughout the country, will be as to matters 
of detail, Lt will be noticed that the committee 
have sought to avoid the adoption of any esbecial 
theory in the bill which they have presented. 
Whether the rebel usurpation has destroyed the 
constitutional governments of the seceded States, 
or whether those State governments are simply 
suspended or in abeyance by reason of the abdi- 
cation of their officers, or whether by the acts of 
treason and rebellion on the part of their citizens 
aud constituted authorities, the States thus in re- 
bellion have committed State suteide, the com- 
mittee have thought best to leave to the determ- 
ination of each member for himself. Henee, no 
report is submitted with this bill. For the same 
reason, no report accompanied the bill submitted 
by me on this subject two years ago, with the 
approval of a majority of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, ‘Lhe sovereignty of the United States, 
and the power of Cengress under the Constitu- 
tion, to legislate for the districts of country in re- 
bellon, are fully recognized by this bill, Allthat 
l have ever contended for touching the question 
of congressional power is here admitted, 

Determining from the outbreak of the rebellion 
that slavery should die, I have sought only for 
such congressional action as would restore the 
rebel States tg the Union with freedom as their 
fundamental law. For this purpose] then insist- 
ed and now insist that until such time asthe loyal 
citizens, in each of the rebellious States, are nu- 
merous enough to maintain a State government, 
and shall adoptacoustitution prohibiting slavery 
forever, they ought to be treated and governed as 
citizens of the United States residing within the 
national jurisdiction, on national territory, with- 
out State governments. With me this has been 


from the first the all-important point. Practical- 
I P 


ly, thisidea pervades the entire bill before us. 1] 


care not whether the power to govern the districts 
of country declared by the President’s proclama- 
tion to be in rebellion, after they shall have been 
subjugated, is derived from the war powers or the 
peace powers of Congress. F believe either to be 
constitutional and sufficient. I believe we may į 
establish either temporary military governments 


or temporary civil governments. Certainly Con- 


gress may, as the representative of the sovereign 
power of the nation, pdss such laws asin its opin» 
ion may be necessary to secure the rights and lib- 
erties of the loyal people in those States whose 
governments have beep destroyed by traitors, To 
this end Congress may, by authority of the na- 
tional Constitution, prescribe such conditions for 
the restoration. of the States whose governments 
have been usurped or overthrown, as will best 
secure the peace and stability of the nation and 
guaranty to such States republican governments. 
Believing that this can be done in no way so safely: 
and so well as by organizing and recognizing new 
State governments, as prdvided for by this bill, 
I am in favor of its passage. f 

Mr. Speaker, in attempting a solution of the 
difficulties which environ us on this question of 
reconstruction I have sought only for the adoption 
of such measures as would secure the safe and 
speedy restoration to the Union of all States in 
rebellion, on a basis that would command the 
approval of the ablest statesmen of the country. 
I have had and now have no theory that 1 wil 
not yield to accomplish this most desirable result. 
I believe it to be the imperative duty of Congress 
to lay deep the foundation of our proposed action 
on this subject. believe it to be our duty to de- 
clare in the most solemn manner that if hereafter 
any State shall renounce its allegiance to the na- 
tional Constitution and appeal from the decision 
of the ballot-box to the arbitramentof the sword, 
it shall be subjugated by the sword, and all. its 
prerogatives as a State be forfeited: until such 
| time as Congress provides for its reorganization, 
or until its loyal citizens shall, in the exercise of 
their inherent rights of self-government, call a 
convention and adopt a new State constitution, 
republican in form, in conformity with and sub- 
ject to the Constitution of the United States, and 
be recognized or readmitted by Congress to ex- 
ercise their proportionate part of the governing 
power of the country. f ; 

Mr. Speaker, { can give my support to this bill 
and defend it only on the assumption that there 
are no constitutional State governments in the 
rebel States. Are there any such State govern- 
ments? I hold that there are net. . T hold that a 
State may forfeit its right as part of the supreme 
governing power of the Republic. I think this 
| proposition cannot be successfully controverted. 
A majority of the electors of any State in this 

Union may, unquestionably, alter or abolish their 
written constitution and refuse to establish an- 
other in its stead. Ifgthey may, as all concede, 
do this, then the abolition of a State constitution, 
in the manner prescribed by the organic or stat- 
ute law of the State, and the adoption of a new 
constitution, renouncing their allegiance to the 
United States, would terminate their right under 
the Constitution to exercise any part of the gov- 
erning power of the nation, If, then, a State of 
this Union may, by the action of its citizens, for- 
feit its rights under the Constitution to exercise 
part of the sovereign power of the nation, or in 
any way cease to maintain such a State govern- 
ment as can be recognized by Congress under the 
Constitution, the assumption. that “a State once 
a State is always a State” isa fallacy as perni- 
cious as it is false. 

I trust that no argument is needed at this late 
day to refute the illogical and sophistical rea- 
soning which was so prevalent in this Hall and 
throughout the country during the Congress im- 
mediately preceding the rebellion. It will be re- 
membered that it was then, and is now to some 
extent, maintained that if any one or more States 
withdrew from the Union by the action of a ma- 
jority of its qualified electors, “for reasons, the 
sufficiency of which, before God and the great 
tribunal of human history, they alone should be 
the judge,” that their action in so doing, in con- 
formity with the laws of their own State, de- 
stroyed the Government of the United States, and 
left each State free to act for itself as an independ- 
ent nation. 

It was only those who were indoctrinated with 
the false theory that the United States were a 
confederated Government and nota nation, or who 
were blinded by the Calhoun doctrine of State 
rights, who set up for answer to this shallow as- 
sumption the claim “that a State once a State is 
always a State.” 

Mr. W. J. ALLEN, Willthe gentleman allow 
a loyal State to come in with slavery? 
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Mr. ASHLEY. Never. 

Mr. W.J. ALLEN. Does my friend regard 
the States in rebellion as out. of the Union? 

_ Mr. ASHLEY. Iam answering that ques- 
tion. i 

Mr. W.J. ALLEN. Do you so regard them? 
Mr. ASHLEY. Their acts are good against 
themselves. s 
M:r. W.J. ALLEN. Do you think they ha 
a right to go out of the Union? ; 

Mr. ASLILEY. Ido not. 

Mr. W.J. ALLEN. Then if they had no 
right to go out of the Union, they are in the 
Union. ` 
Mr. ASHLEY. Iwill answer the gentleman 
before I get through. 

fr. W.J. ALLEN. I wish the gentleman’s 
answer was more apropos. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Ilay it down asa proposition, 
which f do not believe can be controverted, that 
the constitutional relations of a State to the na- 
tional Government may terminate, and the State 
ecasc, as a political organization, to be a State 
invested by the Constitution with part of the sov- 
éreignty of the. nation, in one of the following 
modes: 

1. By successful revolution and the establish- 
ment of an independent government. 

2. By the conquest of a foreign Power. 

3. By the treaty-making power, whereby one 
or more States, or any part of a State, may be 
ceded to a foreign nation. 

4. By acts of treason and rebellion on the part 

of the constituted authorities of a State sustained 
by a majority of its citizens. 
_ 5. By the refasal of a majority of the clectors 
ina State to perform their duties as citizens, and 
by prohibiting the minority from exercising the 
functions of a State government under the Con- 
stitution. 

Other modes might be named, and have doubt- 
less suggested themselves to gentlemen whó have 
examined the subject, ‘These, however, will suf- 
fice to illustrate the views [ desire to present. 

The first and second propositions will not be 
disputed, All will concede that by successful 
revolution or by conquest States may cease to be 
members of the Union. 

There may be some who will deny that by the 
treaty-making power the Government of the Uni- 
ted States can cede one or more States or any part 
of a State to a foreign Power. ‘Those who claim 
that “a State once a State is always a State’ will 
doubtless deny any propBsition at war with this 
theory. ‘The power, however, to acquire and to 
code territory is an attribute of sovereignty fully 
recognized by the civilized Governments of the 
world. John Quincy Adams declared, in a speech 
delivered by him in the House of Representatives 
many years ago, that a State could constitution- 
ally be ceded to a forcign Power. If one State 
may be ceded, then two or more States or any 
part of a State may be ceded. In settling the dis- 
puted boundary between Great Britain and the 
United States, Mr. Webster negotiated a treaty 
ceding to Great Britain part ofthe State of Maine, 
which the Senate of the United States ratifjed, and 
it became, and is to-day, the law of the land. If 
that treaty had ceded all the territory included 
within the limits of the State save one hundred 
acres, would the families occupying the remaining 
territory have the right to assume the government 
of the State and put the machinery of a State gov- 
ernment in operation, elect themselves to office, 
and send Senators and Representatives to Con- 
gress? If “a State once a State is always a 
Siate,” this right would be unquestionable, and 
they would assuredly be clothed with that power. 
It is said if there be but ten or even two loyal cit- 
izens in any State, which by the votes of a ma- 
jority of its legal electors has, in the manner pre- 
scribed by law, abolished its State government, 
established a new and hostile government, and 
made war against the United States to maintain 
it, that the two or ten citizens remaining loyal, or 
professing loyalty, are, by virtue thereof, invested 
with the er 
jt existed before the rebellion; that, indeed, the 
old constitution survives the action of the ma- 


jority which has abolished it and adopted a new | 
one, and thatthe two orien loyal men may, under | 


it, elect and inaugurate officers from their own 
number, and thus, while assuming that the acts 
of the majority are null and void, hold within 


i, their qualified electors, surely no lawyer will 


themselves. and perpetuate the existence and goy- | 
ernment of the State. m : 

What wonder that we have had such blunder- 
ing in Virginia and Louisiana on this question of 
reconstruction, when we have loyal men ciaim- 
ing to be statesmen in the Senate and House of 
Representatives misleading themselves and the 
country with such transcendental propositions as 
that which assumes that “a State once a State 
is always a State,” and that ten men may sét up’ 
and maintain a State government in a State which 
half a million of men have voted to abolish. 

But I.desire, more particularly, to call the at- 
tention of the House to the fourth proposition, 
that the constitutional relations of a State to the 
national Government may be terminated, by the 
action of its constituted authorities, sustained by 
a majority of its citizens, in abolishing their State 
constitution, establishing a new one, and making 
war upon the supreme Government, to maintain 
the new government thus established. ` I claim 
that a State. which ‘is guilty of such action di- 
vests itself of all rightful authority to participate 
in and be part of the Government which it is seek- 
ing to destroy, justas every citizen who commits 
treason forfeits his right to citizenship, property, 
and life. The territory constituting the State is 
still within the national jurisdiction and. consti- 
tutes part of the national territory, its citizens, 
though in rebellion, are still citizens of the United 
States, and under the Constitution they owe a 
paramount allegiance to the national Govern- 
ment; but the State, having been converted by 
the treason ofits rulersand citizens into an engine 
of war for the destruction of the nation, has justly 
and legally forfeited all its rights as an organized 
political community, invested with part of the 
sovereignty of the nation. 

Whatever part of national sovereignty was by 
the Constitution and laws of the United States 
yested in such State. lapsed by virtue of its trea- 
son and rebellion, or the treason and rebellion of 
its citizens, and remains inthe supreme Govern- 
ment. 

Gentlemen have asked, with an air of apparent 
gravity, “ when did these States cease to exist? 
Was it on the passage of their secession ordi- 
nances? If not, at what precise period of time 
did they cease to be States and get out of the 
Union??? [ answer that the territory and people 
constituting the State have not and cannot “get 
out of the Union,’ as gentlemen are pleased to 
term it; thatis, they cannot withdraw themselves 
and the territory of the State from the constitu- 
tional jurisdiction of the national Government 
except by successful revolution; but when a ma- 
jority of the electors of any State in compliance 
with the spirit and forms of their organic or 
statute law change their State constitutions and 
governments, and renounce their obedience to the 
national Constitution, their State governments 
cease from that very hour. Gentlemen must re- 
member that this is not a rebellion on the part of 
the majority or indeed any part of the people of 
the rebel Siates against the constituted authori- 
ties and former recognized governments of those 
States, but a rebellion on the part of the consti- 
tuted authorities and a majority of the people of 
those States against the Government of the United 
States. If it were a rebellion of a minority, or 
even of a majority of the people of those States, 
against their old State government and constituted 
authorities, as well as a rebellion against the na- 
tional Government, the old State governments 
| would remain if their constitutions had “not been 
abolished and their constituted authérities had re- 
mained loyal; but their State governments would 
be in abeyance while the rebel insurgents held 
possession of the State. The constitutions and 
governments of all the rebel States, however, 
| having been changed or abolished in the manner 
| prescribed in the organic or statute laws of said 
States by the will ofa constitutional majority of 


claim that a legal State constitution and govern- 


itire power of the State government as j 


i the nat 


ment exists in any of those States such as can 
| be recognized by Congress or any department of 
ional Government: When such a change 
of their constitutions and governments was af- 
fected, their constitutional relations to the national 
Government ceased. They then ceased to be 
States of this Union as political organizations, in- 
vested by the Constitution and laws of the United 
States with part of the governing power of the 


‘tion of the United States: 


` power heretofore lo 
| ganizations, having by their 


Republics but thé territory and people rethain ‘as 
before, legally subject to the laws and Constitu” 

‘Ifthis theory be not the true“one, then all that 
the conspirators in Congress from the rebel States 
reeded to have done; and all’ they need do in case’ 
of another rebellion, is to remain in'the Senate 
and Flousé, and insist that the States which they 


represent, though “Waging war against’ the “Wa 
‘tional Government to destrogrit, are still States, 


endowed ‘with part of the sovereign power of the 
country, and that as Representatives from these 


‘States they have the constitutional right to retain 


their seats as part of the governing power of the 
country. : ‘ ee 
Sir, if the conspirators and’ rebel chiefs could 


: have known that a doctrine so fatal as this to our 


very existence as‘a nation would have been ‘se- 
riously maintained by loyal men in the midst of 
this great rebellion; if they could have known 


/ that men claiming’ to be'statesmen would assert 


as a principle that ‘a State once a State.is always 
a State,” and that the minority of its citizens had 
the constitutional right to send full délegations of 
Senators and Representatives to Congress, though 
a majority, with the constituted authorities of the 
State, were in rebellion against the national Gov- 
ernment; if they could have been made to believe 
ihat the Thirty-Seventh Congress would have 
insisted that this minority in any of the rebel 
States, without an organized civil government, 
recognized by Congress, had the right to fill these 
Halls with their Representatives, on condition of 
swearing fealty to the Government, without re~ 
gard to the number of their constituency, so that 
they ranged anywhere from ten to one or two 
hundred professedly loyal voters for each mem- 
ber of Congress; I say,if the conspirators’ and 
rebelgchiefs could have anticipated all this, the 
would doubtless have materially changed their 
programme, and every vacant chair in Congress 
would have been filled from the outbreak of the 
rebellion to this hour with the open or secret 
enemies of the Government, all laboring for its 
destruction. te? ; 

_ Mr. Speaker, I know, and alas! we all know, 
too well, that southern statesmen, for the past 
thirty years, have had good reason tó be familiar 
with the stupidity of northern Representatives in 


| Congress; but, sir, L venture the assertion that 


no southern man, in the maddest hour of his pas- 
sionate. contempt for the North, ever conceived 
that northern men would be guilty of the stupid- 
ity of claiming to-day that South Carolina, or any 
other rebel State, has a State government in ex- 
istence which entitles it under the national Con- 
stitution to exercise part of the governing power 
of this nation. Gentlemen may insist as long and 
pertinaciously ‘as they please that States cannot 
dissolve their political relations to the national 


| Government, and that when they are once States 


they are always States, The fact that States, 
with the approval of a majority of their citizens, 
have abolished their State constitutions,renounced 
their allegiance to the national Constitution, and 
made war upon the national Government to de- 
stroy it, is as notorioys as the fact that our armies 
are engaged in puttig down the rebellion. I 
hold that no act of rebellion and levying war on 
the part of the constituted authorities of a State, 
and no ordinance of secession passed by a State 


| Legislature ora convention in any State, with 


the approvai of every elector in. it, can legally or 
constitutionally affect the rightful jurisdiction of 
the national Government over the people and 
territory of such State, but such ordinances of 
secession and acts of rebellion and levying. war 
on the part of the constituted authorities of said 
State, sustained hy a majority of its citizens, de- 
stroys, as a matter of fact, the political organiza- 
tion known and recognized as a State by the na- 
tional Constitution, and no State thus in rebellion 
can maintain constitutional relations to the Gen- 
cral Government until it is reorganized by the 
loyal people, subject to and in conformity with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States. 

Before they are thus reorganized, and until Con- 
gress recoguizes them as States and admits their 

Senators and Representatives, the governing 

dged in them as political or- 

acis of treason and 

, remains in the people of the 


rebellion lapsed y A 
faithful to the national Consti- 


States which are 
tation. 


The leading ideas-embodied in the bill reported 
by me from the Committee on Territories, in the 
last Congress, and at which many gentlemen on 
the other.side professed to be so.greatly shocked, 
have. all heen adopted, as, they know, as. part of 
the policy of the Government. Even the libera- 
tion..of ‘millions. of. slaves. by proclamation has 
been accomplished, and many of these liberated 
slaves have had the plantations of their relel mas- 
ters given to them for homesteads, in accordance 
with the policy indicated in that bill, and yet, 
the nation “still lives,” k 

`The national Government not only lives, but 
it is powerful enough to put down the, rebellion 
and these rebel, State governments, Having done 
this, it will doubtless.find constitutional power to 
prescribe such conditions as shall kcep them down 
and maintain its supreme authority over, every 
citizen and every foot of the national territory, 
until such time as the loyal citizens of each State 
shall reconstruct new State governments, with 
republican constitutions, and théy shall have been 
recognized by Congress. 

I might fortify my position still farther, if it 
were necessary, by showing that both the execu- 
tive and legislative: branches of the Government 
have by their repeated acts recognized the fact 
that the old constitutional State governments were 
destroyéd or had been abolished in all the so- 
called seceded States. There are many clever 
theories on this subject; one is that these State 
constitutions and governments still exist, not- 
withstanding they: have been abolished by the 
action of their citizens and the new State govern- 
ments are at war with the national Government, 
This legal crotchet possesses the. minds of some 
genlemen, who insist that. the old constitutions 
and governments.still remain because the action 
of. tle majority is illegal, and therefore null and 
void. To this I interpose the stern fact thata 
majority of the legal clecto@e have abolished their 
State, governments, and that there are no Gov- 
ernors, judges, or legislators recognized by the 
national Constitution in those States; that, there- 
fore, those States, as political organizations, are 
dead.’ Gentlemen may parade before us the ghosts 
of these dead States, and call them living and pal- 
pable, bat they arë no more States with consti- 
tutions and Inws which can be recognized by Con- 
gress than the artificial ghosts which are used to 
illustrate the drama are the ghosts of departed 
saints or sinners, The State organization, with 
its Governors, judges, and legislators, and ‘its 
written constitution, is gone. Philosophically 
speaking, perhaps, as Mr. Brownson suggests ju 
the January number of his Quarterly, there must 
be, with every people sufficiently numerous and 
Fntelligent to maintain a republican Government, 
an unwritten before there can be a written con- 
stitution, and in this sense a constitution may be 
said to exist in every State. But all the rebel 
States have written constitutions. They may not 
now faithfully reflect the unwritten constitution 
of the people.in the rebel States. We shall see 
how thatis when they come to act under the pro- 
visions of this bill in reorganizing their State gov- 
ernments and making another written constitu- 


tion: «If the action of the constituted authorities. ||: 
of thé rebel States, sustained: by a maj 


rity. of 


“I need not elaborate the fifth proposition. It 


| will not be.denied that the majority of the legal 


electors of a State may refuse to maintain a State, 


| government, that they may refuse to send Sena- 


tors and Representatives to Congress, and may 
prohibit the minority from exercising the func- 


tions of a State government by abolishing the | Ý í 
| importance must not be left to the. caprice or 


State, constitution, by refusing themselves to es- 
tablish, or to permit others to establish, another 
in its stead,. The Government. of the United 
States. cannot compel the people of a Stateagainst 
their, wishes to maintain and perform. the func- 
tions of a State government under the Constitu- 
tion. They cannotcompel the people of a State 
to send Senators and Representatives to. the na- 
tional Congress; and the only alternative left to 
the Government of the United States, when State 
constitutions are aholished, or the people refuse 
to maintain State governments subjeet to the Con- 
stitution and laws ofthe United States, is for Con- 
gress, representing the supreme sovereignty of 
the nation, to provide by law for the protection of 
the lives and property of its citizens, and for goy- 
erning the territory formerly within the local juris- 
diction of the State until such time as a constitu- 
tional State government can be formed and recog- 
nized: by Congress. And here, sir, I dismiss this 
part of my subject. . 

Mr. Speaker, I do. not claim that this bill is per- 
fect.. Under the. circumstances, however, 1 be- 
lieve it is the best we can get. Ido not think it 
safe beyond question to authorize the organiza- 
tion of State governments when only one tenth of 
the electors are loyal to the United States. Lad- 
mit that this provision was in the bill introduced 
by me in the carly part of the present session. I 
incorporated it in the bill to make it harmonize 
with the President’s suggestion, and not because 
it had the sanction of my own judgment. Asa 
member of the committee charged with the sub- 
ject of providing for the reorganization of consti- 
tutional State governments. by the loyal citizens 
in the rebel States, | have soughtto secure the best 
bill I possibly could, Itis not all [could desire, 
and I do not. intend to offer any amendments to 
it, but ifan amendment is offered increasing the 
number of loyal electors required to. organize a 
State government, I shall feel obliged to vote for 
it. I believe the democratic idea. the better one, 
that the majority and not the minority ought to 
be invested with the organization and government 
ofa State, Certainly it is safer to intrusta State 
government to the maintenance ofa majority than 
to one-tenth claiming to be loyal while nine tenths 
are openly disloyal. f 

In answer to many objections which have been 
urged by distinguished gentlemen who have writ- 
ten mé on the subject of the fen per cent, basis, 
I will say that the loyal one tenth are to represent 
all the inhabitants, loyaland disloyal, in the State; 
that representation in Congress is not based upon 
the number of electors or loyal citizens in any 
State, but upon the whole number of inhabitants, 
Formerly in the South, three fifths of all the slaves 
were included in their enumeration. Since ‘the 
emancipation of the slaves, the three fifths rep- 
resentation clause in the Constitution is practi: 
cally abolished, and each emancipated slave will 
hereafter be enumerated as aninhabitant. Sothat 
there ig no injustice to the North in allowing the 
old representation in Congress from the rebel 
States. That partofthe population known as the 
two fifths free and slave, not counted in the enu- 
meration, will now be added, and two fifths of 
four millions will probably exceed the number of 
whites killed or driven from the southern States. 
If we should undertake to apportion Represent- 
atives in Congress from. the several States upon 
the number of loyal electors, we should find, I 
fear; a. number of districts in the North quite as 
disloyal as many in the South. : 
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I believe that the safety of the Government 
‘and. justice to loyal mén demand that: we should 
‘put “the entire authority, of reconstructing, new 
State, governments in. the rebel States into. the 
‘hands of loyal. men and none others. If it ig, 
‘deemed. intrust,ten per cent. of the number 
of electors in each State in 1860 with. this. power 
sponsibility,-so be it. If we invest, them 
‘with this power, they. must represent al the ballot- 
‘box, and in all-the offices, State and national, the, 
entire population of those States; loyal and dis- 


|| loyal, including all the colored inhabitants... 


There are. some other points in the bill, which 
‘T am- prevented from noticing for want of time... 

Mr. Speaker, if we would avoid, all. possible 
complications, and the danger of another con- 
spiracy.and rebellion, let us provide, before this 
Congress adjourns, by law, for the reéstablish-. 
‘ ment. of republican governments by the loyal eit- 
izens in the rebel States.. A subject of so much 


: whim of a military commander, ” 

Mr. Speaker, suppose the doctrine be adopted 
that ‘a State once a State is always a State,” 
and’that a small minority claiming to be loyal 
may at any time and in any part of a State, oc- 
cupied by our forces call a mass convention of 
those favorable to organizing a new State govern- 
ment, and when the convention is assembled it 
selects a Governor and. State officers, and au- 
thorizes them to assume the functions of a State 
government either under the old constitution, as 
was done in Virginia, or under a constitution 
proclaimed by martial law,as was recently, done 
in Louisiana, and that the Governor thus chosen 
proceeds to issue his proclamation for the elec- 
tion of a Legislature, and members thereof, in 
pursuance of said proclamation, are elected in 
some half dozen counties of the State, and con- 
vène and organize as the Legislature of the State 
and frame a law apportioning the State into con- 
gressional districts, and elect two United States 
Senators, and appoint a day upon which Repre- 
sentatives are. elected to Congress, and send their 
electoral vote here for President and. Vice Presi- 
dent next winter, what action would this House 
take upon such a condition of things? If five or 
six or more of the rebel States in which we.have 
a military force should by the action ofa few hun- 
dred men to thus organize and send their electoral 
vote here, and claim,as they would, that it should 
be counted, would this House consent toit? Sup- 
pose the electoral vote thus scnt here should 
changé the result of the,presidential election, and 
if counted elect a Presidentin sympathy with the 
rebels; or suppose there were three presidential 
candidates bere the people, and that the, votes 
of these assumed State organizations are so cast 
as to defeat an election by the people, and make 
it necessary for the Hlouse to select the President, 
do not gentlemen know that the excitement which 
attends such a contingency would exceed in vio- 
lence anything ever witnessed in this. country, 
and that it might terminate in another rebellion? 
Are not gentlemen apprehensive that the con- 
spirators of the South, driven to desperation, may 
undertake to accomplish their purpose by some 
such scheme as this? And is not our present un- 
guarded and loose manner of reorganizing the 
rebel States well calculated to invite the rebels to 
just such an effort as I have suggested? I frankly ` 
confess that I am not entirely free from appre- 
hension, ` 

Gentlemen may reply that we have a majority 
of the States as now represented in Congress, and 
that therefore there can be no danger. To this I 
rejdin that every State so reorganized will have 
its Senators and Representatives here next win- 
ter demanding admission, and if the executive 
department of the Government has ‘ recognized 
them as the true government of the State,” there 
will be danger that a majority of this Hoŭse 
would vote to admit them as members, as they 
did in the last Congress. I desire, therefore, to 
guard against any possible contingency of the 
kind now., If we pass this bill, such a conspiracy 
cannot possibly succeed. i 

I think I may safely speak fora large majority. 
on this side of the House, when I declare that 
never, by their authority or consent; will a single 
electoral vote from any rebel State for President 
or Vice President be counted in this. Hall until 
that State shall have reorganized a State goveri- 
ment, republican in form, and it has been recog- 


‘ernment. 
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nized by Congress. „In other words, before one 
of the so-called seceded States can be permitted 
to reassume any part of the governing power of 
the country, it must first resume its constitutional 
relations to the national Government in con- 
formity with and subject to the Constitution of 


‘the United States. The State governments which 


have been overthrown or destroyed must ‘be re- 
placed by new governments, organized by the 
loyal people; and these new governments can 


‘only become constitutional governments when 


thus organized und recognized by Congress. 
Thisis certainly a pointabout which there ought 
to be no disputeamong loyal men. [layitdown 


_ asa principle, from which we ought not to depart 


and which we cannot safely yield, that this whole 
question of reconstruction, whether under the war 
powers or the peace powers of the Government, 


“ig a question confided by the Constitution ex- 


pressly to Congress, and not to the-President or 
to any general charged by him with the execu- 
tion of military orders. I desire the House and 
the country to understand that by silence we sanc- 
tion every assumption of doubtful constitutional 
power by any department or officer of the Gov- 
ernment. The dominant party in Congress ought 
to remember that itis making history, and will 
be held responsible in history for every dangerous 
precedent established with its consent. It ought 
not to be forgotten that every act of the Execn- 
tive and Congress becomes a precedent, to be ve- 
vived hereafter, if occasion offer, by those who 
shall then be charged with the administration of 
the Government. I may be deemed over-anxious 
on this subject. But, sir, I know the power of 
example, and I much prefer that the President 
and every officer appointed by him shall do ‘no 
act unless clearly authorized by the Constitution 
or by act of Congress. 

I prefer that before any doubtful constitutional 
power is cxercised by the President or any officer 
of the Government the question shall be submit- 
ted to Congress for its decision and advice. I 
think we ought to demand the establishment of 


this rule, and insist on its strict observance by 


the President and every department of the Gov- 
However ready we may be as parti- 
gans to apologize for or justify the assumption of 
doubtful constitutional power by those endowed 
by us with authority, as a Representative I am 
unwilling that the President of my own choice or 


any officer of his appointment should exercise 
‘any power which I would condemn if exercised 


by a political opponent, 

Mr. Speaker, i have the most unlimited confi- 
dence in the President. 
can doubt who knows him as well as I do. That 
he does not intend to assume any of the preroga- 
tives of Congress I know. He is the last man in 
the world whom I would suspect of using ùn war- 
ranted power for personal or selfish ends. And 
precisely here is the danger. We have no fear, 
because we who know him confide implicitly in 
his honesty of purpose, and believe that he in- 
tends every act forthe public good. But we ought 
not to forget, Mr. Speaker, thac the precedents, 
which every department of this Governmentare 
now making, may be used hereafter by ambitious 
and bad men for very different purposes. The 
safe way ‘is the better way; and that is for every 
department of the Government to keep strict] 
within the limits prescribed for it by the Consti- 
tution and laws of the United States. 
tlemen seem toactas though the President, during 
the continuance of the war, could assume the en- 
tire war power of the Government, and that our 
functions as Representatives were suspended until 
the close of the war, except to act as mere re- 
cording scribes. I protest against such an as- 
sumption, and against that silence which might 
be interpreted into an assent toit. It is true that 


the President of the United Statesis made, by the |, 
Constitution, Commander-in-Chief of the Army | 


and Navy, and in that capacity he may issue 
such orders to the officers and men as he may 
deem proper to accomplish the military. object 
soughtby Congress when declaring or recognizing 
war, but legally he can issue such orders for no 
oiher purpose. In addition to this, every order 
must be in strict conformity with those rulesand 
articles of war, which have been or may be 
enacted by Congress, or with the well-known 
laws of war as recognized by civilized nations. 
The President can make no new rule or article of 


His patriotism no man | 


Many gen- | 


| 


‘war. That, sir, is a prerogative which belongs 
to Congress alone. The idea which I wish to 


-impress upon the minds of gentlemen is this, that 


Congress, by the express terms of the Constitu- 
‘tion, isinvested with the war-making power of the 
nation, Whatever rules and articles of war it 
adopts must be enforced. Whatever it declares 
shall not be done, as an‘act 
erly be done. 

“Phe President, in time of war, is authorized to 


of war, cannot prop- 


do many acts by virtue of the power vested in him | 


by the Constitution as Conimander-in-Chief, by 


the rules and articles of war enacted by Congress, | 


and by the laws of war recognized by civilized 
nations, which he cannot do as acivil Chief Ma- 
gistrate. © Asa civil Chief Magistrate he ‘cannot 


confiscate property or emancipate slaves by proc- | 


lamation; but in time of war, by the laws of war, 
as Commander-in-Chief he may confiscate ene- 
my’s property and emancipate all slaves. He 
may govern the country which he conquers b 

martial law, until Congress shall otherwise di- 
rect. But I have failed to find any power con- 
ferred by the Constitution, or by the Yulegs “and, 
articlés of war, or by the laws of war, authorizing 
the President to establish, without the direction 
of Congress, civil State governments over-von- 
quered territory, or to reorganize new State gov- 
ernments, or to prescribe what kind of constitu- 


| tions the loyal citizens should adopt, before he will 


recognize,them as States restored to the Union. 

I believe this entire power is vested by the Con- 
stitution in Congress, and not if the President. 
Congress is not only the war-making but the 
law-making power of the country. In time of war 
and in time of peace Congress must exercise the 
sovereign power of the country,.or there is no 
snfety for the future of this nation and for repub- 
ican institutions, 

Mr. Speaker, I do not object so’ much to some 
things which have been done, or the objects 
sought to be accomplished, as J do to the manner 
in-which they have been done. I do not intend 


| quietly to permit the President or any head of a 


Department, or any general in charge of an army, 
to assume the legislative functions of the Govern- 
ment. A great question, such as the one before 
us, of the organization and restoration of States 
to civil life and power, with free constitutions, 
cannot safely be intrusted to any power but Con- 
gress. And, sir, that is where the Constitution 
has placed it. Inaddition to this, sir, I object to 
any effort at forestalling the action of Congress 
by the military power: 
great civil questions of the magnitude and im- 
portance of this upon the people of the rebel 
States before the loyal resident citizens are pre- 
pared to meet. them and are properly organized 
to insure success. J object to it because, whether 
the reconstructed State governmentsare satisfac- 
tory er not to the unconditional Union men of 
tnose States or of Congress, as the Representa- 
tives of the nation we are placed in a position 
where we must either refuse to recognize the 
States so reorganized, and recognized by the mil- 
itary authorities incommand, asthe constitutional 
governments of such States, or we must quietly 
submit to the assumption of authority by the mil- 
itary power and by the executive department of 
the Government, which belongs alone to Con- 
gress, . . 
Suppose the convention in Louisiana organize 
a government obnoxious to a majority of the un- 
conditional Union men of that Siate, and either 
refuse to submit the Constitution to the loyal peo- 
ple for their approval or rejection, or, if it be sub- 


mitted it is submitted as the Kansas-Lecompton ` 


constitution was submitted, and the openly dis- 
loyaland pro-slavery conservative elements claim - 
ing to be loyal are permitted to vote for it, thus 
securing a majority in its favor. If the gencral 
incommand and all the departments of the Gov- 
ernment, except Congress, treat the officers of a 
State government thus organized as the consti- 
tutional government, what shall Congress do? 
Submit to it and admit their Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, or reject them? JT should like to ask 
gentlemen, if Congress should refuse to admit 
them and refuse to recognize the new government 
as the constitutional government of the State, 
whether the electoral vote of that State, if sent 
here, either under the old State organization or 
under the new one, thus constituted and recog- 


nized, would by the authority of this body be: 


I object to precipitating 


i 


| 


i 
} 


t 


‘counted, and the governing power ofthe country, 


to that extent, be plated in the hands of a-m 
handful of ‘men ‘controlling a’ State government 
which we refused to recognize: Suppose, farther, - 
that all the departments of the government. but 
this Hlouse ‘should “recognize the new organiza- 
tion, and that the Senate should admitits Senato 
as‘ they have done in the ease of East’ V 
“while we- reftise “admission to ‘their “mén 
‘electedto this: House, would “thé ‘electoral V 
be counted ifsent here? "Would this new gov- 
‘ernment be the constitutional eovernment’of the 
State until recognized: by. Congress- I méan by 
the concurrent action of the Senate, House? and 
President? Gentlemen who examine this subject 
cannot fail to-see the complications and difficulties 
in which wemay be involved unless ‘some uni- 


td 
bers 


/-form policy regarding the'reorganization of States 


is adopted by Congress and strictly observed by 
the Executive Departments of the Government. 

{Here the hammer fell:] Seo 

Mr. GRINNELL. I move that the gentleman 
lave léave to proceed. f ' 

-Leave was granted. £ 

Mr. ASHLEY. The President in his late proc- 
lamation says? ' eae ei, 

And I do further proclaim, declare, and. make, known’ 
“that whenever in “any of the States of Arkansas, Texas, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Tennessee, Alabarha, Georgia, Fior- 
ida, South Carolina, and North Carolina a nuinber of per- 
sons not less than one tenth in number of the votes castin 
such States at the Presidential election of the year of our 
‘Lord 1860, having taken the oath aforesaid, and not having 
since violated it, and being qualified voters under thè elec- 
tion law of the State existing immediately before tbe so- 
called act of secession, and excluding ali others, shalt re- 
establish a State government, which shall be republican, and 
in néwise contravening said oath, shall be recognized as the 
true government of the State.” k 

“Shall be recognized as the true. government 
of the State” by whom? The fair interpretation 
of the language used is that the State, when or- 
ganized in conformity with the provisions of the 

sroclamation, will be recognized by the President, 
The country so understands the proclamation. 
And yet I can speak authoritatively when T say 
that the President does not intend to do anything 
of the kind without the concurrence of Congress. 
If the rebel States still retain their political organ- 
izations under thcir old constitutions, neither the 
President nor any general in command can by 
proclamation or orders change those State con- 
stitutions. If the old State constitutions and gov- 
ernments of the rebel States are destroyed, then 
neither the President nor any general under him 
can, with the military power, establish civil State 
governments with such constitutions as they may 
‘dietate, without the consent of Congress. 

The military power and the civil power must 
not be confounded. Above all, itmust not be fór- 
‘gotten that Congress alone is clothed with the war 
power and the civil legislative power of the na- 
tion, 

Mr. Speaker, suppose the Union men, by un- 
wise divisions and personal ambitions, are defeat- 
ed in the coming presidential clection, and b 
such division a Presidentis elected by the opposi- 
tion: would gentlemen on this side of the House 
quietly sit here and permit a pro-slavery Presi- 
dent, with the entire military power of the couh- 
try, and one tenth of the local population of the 
rebel States, professing to be loyal, to reorganize 
State governments, and recognize them ag the 
Constitutional governments of these States, with- 
out the consent of Congress? No, sir, Froma 
hundred men now on this floor a protest would 
come in the name of an outraged people, protest- 
ing against such a usurpation of the prerogatives 
of Congress, and against such a flagrant violation 
of the Constitution. Why would we all cry out 
with one voice if such a scheme for reorganizing 
the rebel States was in process of enforcement by 
an opposition President?) The answer is easy. 
We. would not submit to it, because we would be 
certain that with such power in the hands of their 
President they would reéstablish slavery and the 
old slave State governments in every rebel State, 
and thus bring back many of the traitors to the 
vacant seats here. Of course, sir, we would all 
protest; and as I would protest then so I protest 
now against the adoption of any policy by the 
executive or military departments of the Gov- 
ernment on this question of reconstruction until 
it shall first have had the sanction of Congress. 


| Sir, I want no precedent established:by this Ad- 


ministration, touching the’ exercise of doubtful 


March 30, 


constitutional: power, which I would object toif 
“adopted by an opposing Administration,- What- 
“ever power I claim foran Executive of my own: 
“choice, Tam willing to concede to another whois 


Mt. Speaker, let us keep. every department of 
i val 


| State. organization and- pro-slavery constitution. 

If the old pro-slavery constitution and State gov- 
ernment of Louisiana-are to be thus reéstablished | 
‘and’ recognized in defiance of the wishes of the: 
loyal men of that State 


For myself 1 st y,§ 
‘assumption of civil authority. by the military 


„Mormons, Then following such precedentsas we 
“are establishing by our silence, the. Executive 
could'assume to exercise almostevery function of 
the Government under the plea of necessity, and 
the right conferred by the admitted war powers of 


_theGovernment. Suppose the pro-slavery State- 
‘rights party of this country should elect a Presi- 
“dent, and a majority of this. House, this year, 
owing to causes such as I have suggested, (which 
may Heaven forbid!) and they should conspire, 
‘as itis hot at all unlikely they would, to reinstate 
the old order of things, assume the confederate 
debt, reénslave. all ~persous emangipated by ‘the 
President’s proclamation or by Congréss, and re- 
“store all confiscated estates to their former owners, 
would they long wanta pretext for continuing this 
war, or involving the country in anothercivil war, 
‘if thereby their President could assume unlimited 
power, and with the army and ten percent. of the 
voting population, without regard to its loyalty, 
revive the old State constitations, and obtain their 
recognition by the executive branch of Govern- 
menf as the constitutional governments of. these 
States without the consent of Congress? 

I confess, sir, L believe there are thousands of 
‘men inthe North to-day who stand ready at any 
opportune moment to enter into just such a con- 
spiracy. If gentlemen will recall what has trans- 
pired in this country since the days of Tyler, 
Calhoun, and Texas annexation, especially dur- 
ing the Administrations of Polk, Pierce, and 
Buchanan, they will not find it dificult, in my 
judgment, to reach the conclusion that either of 
these Administrations, if in power in 1863, would 
cordially have entered into just such a conspiracy 
as I have delineated, Do gentlemen say that this 
ig impossible? I answer, by repeating what I 
have said before to the people of my own, and, 
indeed, of every district in which I have spoken, 
that I fear an attempt will be made if the pro- 
slavery party of this country clect a President of 
their peculiar faith to accomplish all I have de- 
picted, and the confederate rebel debt will be the 
lever power employed for that unholy purpose. 
If they should succeed in an election, noman. need 
predict what they will not attempt. The country 

as not yet forgotten how the ‘Texas annexation 
scheme was bought through Congress. by the 
leaders of this pro-slavery rebellion. ‘hey had 
but $10,000,000 in bonds to operate with, worth 
from five to seven cents on the dollar; annexation 
and assumption made them par., In this new po- 
livcal and financial scheme the conspirators will 
have three or four thousand million dollars in 
confederate bonds with which to effectuate their 
purposes. Sir, when I remember whatinfumous, 
God-defying acts the American Congress under 
the lead of the present pro-slavery rebels has been 
guilty of in days that are past, I shudder when I 
contemplate the terrible ordeal through which the 
nation in its process of regeneration must pass 
after the close of the war. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already, in passing, re- # 
ferred to the action of General Banks in Louis- 
jana. Lect me call the attention of the Hoyse and 
the country to his unwarrantable and indefensible | 
assumption of civil authority in that State. In 
the first place, against the protest and in defiance 
of the well-known wishes of the only organization 
known to the country, or recognized by the un- 
conditional Union men of Louisiana, General 
Banks issues an order for an election, on the 22d 


of February last, of State officers, under the old 


i without the sanction 
of Congress 


enter my. protest. against any such 


power. Let ‘us look a little further into the mat- 
ter. -After ordering an election. for State officers 
under-ths old constitution, which, if acquiesced 
DRS 
‘oft 


hings in:that State, General Banks. issues. an-- 


other-order directing that an election shall be held: 
for delegates, ta a convention for the purpose of | 
amending the; ] 
“may conform to something—it is difficult to say | 


-constitution of the State so that it 


what. 
ject: . a ; EE A 
- «Tn order that the organic law of the State-may he made 
to conform to thé will of the people, and harmonize with 


The following is his order upon the sub- 


the ‘spirit of ‘the age, as well as to maintain and preserve | 


-the ancient landinarks of civil and religious liberty, an ele¢- 


tion of delegates to aconvention for the revision. of the ¢on- 4 


stitution will be held.ou the first Monday of April, 1864.7? 

Whence did General Banks derive authority to 
issue.such an order? Certainly not from Con- 
gress, nor from the laws of war as recognized by 
civilized nations, nor from any rule or article of 
war known to our military code. . If the power 
to issue the order is not derived from either of 
these sources, then.the action of General Banks 
is a most wanton and defenseless assumption of 
military: power, as well as an outrage upon the 
only organized body of men known and admitted 
by all to be free State men. As a military com- 
mander in the service of the United States,-he 
may govern a conquered people by martial law 
until Congress or the people, in the exercise of 
loyal, popular sovereignty, recognize a civil gov- 
ernment subject to the Constitution of the United 
States, without interference or coercion from him 
by, the milttary force ander his command. — But 
neither General Banks nor the Commander-in- 
Chief can, by martial law, proclaim a constitu- 


tion for the civil government of any State. Gen- 


eral’ Banks, however, declares in this extraordi- 
nary proclamation that “ the fundamental law of 
Louisiana is martial law.” If any gentleman can 
enlighten the House or the country about this 
matter he will entide himself to the lasting grat- 
itude of all loyal men, Will any gentleman tell 
me how * martial law” can become the “ funda- 
mental law” of avy organized civil State govern- 
ment known to the Constitution of the United 
Suues? Lhold that ucither General Banks norany 
other general in command of a department. has 
authority to order av election for State officers in 
any of the rebcl States under any fundamental 
law, whether it be martial law or civil law; still 
less has he any show of power or excuse for or- 
dering an election of delegates to a constitutional 
convention if there is an existing fundamental 
law in the State. 

If the State officers who have. been elected by 
General Banks’s orders assume the functions of 
civil government they will undoubtedly be rec- 
ognized as officers under the old State constitution 
of Louisiana, whatever Gencral Banks may say 
about martial law, as the fundamental law of the 
State. If they are not officers of the civil. gov- 
ernment of Louisiana, then the late election was 
a farce, for martial Jaw does not provide that the 
people, or any part of the people over whom it 
is operating, shall themselves select the officers to 
administer and exercise it. 

I undertake, to say that if these recently elected 
State officers are installed into office and recog- 
nized by Congress, such recognition will legally 
reéstablish the old State constitution and slave 
code of Louisiana. 
government, thus established and recognized by 
Congress, may legally refuse to submit to or rec- 
ognize the validity of auy new State constitution 
adopted by the convention ordered by General 
Banks to be elected in April, after the State ofi- 
cers elected under the old constitution are inau- 


h ni E | 
gurated and invested with the civil government of 


the State. They undoubtedly will refuse to rec- 
ognize the action of that convention unless it be 
in conformity with their wishes, because they can 
properly claim thatthe old State constitution, hav- 
ing been revived and recognized by their election 
and inauguration, it provides the manner in which 
itamay. be amended. 


-this House ought to understand it. . 


Congress, will legally revive-the old-order ` 


In addition to this the State | 


Jn order to:obtain. an- carly recognition of. the 
assumed State organization undér martial law, 
‘the newly elected Governor may., if he sees fit, 
‘order an.election for members of the State Legis- 
lature and Congress. instanter, and I shall not be 
surprised if we have Senators: and: Representa- 
tives-applying here for admission. from the: gov- 
ernment. thus organized -by the military: power 
before we adjourn... If such. should bethe case, 
and they.are ‘admitted before the. action’ of the 
constitutional convention.is submitted to the loyal 
people for their approvals snd, the present. State 
officers accept, and recognize that constitution; if 
adopted. by:the people, asthe constitution of the 
‘State, these officers may, if- they choose, legally | 
disregard the action of that. convention: and res 
main under the old- constitution: . If. they. should 
do this what remedy. would be left to us? If Con- 
-gréss should. recognize this assumed State gov- 
ernment, before the constitutional convention. now 
ordered: by General. Banks to be elected should 
-assemble, or before it had adopted and submitted 
‘a constitution to the loyal electors of the State 
for their approval, its whole, power under the 
‘newly elected officers could and: might be used to 
defeat the wishes of the free State men, and if de- 


a better way of accomplishing their purposes than 
by refusing to accept the constitution formed by 
the convention and adopted by the people. I 
have no doubt that the officers of this assumed 
State government could, if. they were recognized 
by Congress, defeat. the adoption of a free State 
constitution in Louisiana if they desired to do so. 
I do not say that they willattemptit, should Con- 
gress recognize them, for Ido not know them. 1 
only say that they could easily do so, if they pre- 
ferred the old constitution.to the new one, „s 

Gentlemen will readily see the necessity of. 
avoiding such complications, and all must agree 
that the safer and better way is to have new 
State constitutions adopted and approved by the 
loyal people and by Congress before elections for 
State officers are ordered by any one, and before 
we admit cither Senators or Representatives in 
Congress from any of the rebel States. . - 

I hope we will have no such difficulty in Louis- 
iana as I have suggested.. I have always had such 
a high appreciation of the character. and ability 
of General Banks, that I regret very much that I 
have felt it to be my duty to say what I have of 
his acts touching the reorganization of the State. 
I cannot, however, shut my eyes to the fact that 
the policy adopted by General Banks affords 
every inducement for the secret enemies of ‘the 
Government, by uniting with the conservative fac- 
tion opposed to.a free State, to bring about just 
| the condition of things I have described. I trust 
we are not to have in Louisiana a repetition of the 
Missouri troubles. : 

If General Banks, instead of ordering an elec- 
tion for State officers under the old constitution 
of Louisiana, had listened to the free State men 
and ordered an election of delegates to a con- 
vention to.amend the old constitution of Louisi- 
ana, or to make a new one for the State, the loyal 
men of the nation might have tolerated such an 
unauthorized assumption of power on his part. 
Asitis, loyal men are compelled to protest against 
it, not only because of his exercise of power for 
which there is no law, and his disregard of the 
wishes of the free State men, but because of the 
difficulties and complications which a repetition 
of such acts in other States may bring upon us. 
Here is what the free State men.of Louisiana say 
on this point: 


_ “Resolved, That this free State general committee, not 
relinquishing its judgment that the only truc path to recon- 
struction is a convention to form anew constitution before 
| any election for State officers; and not renouncing its law- 
| fal claim to have slavery abolished immediately, without 
the danger of any futile schenic of gradual emancipation 5 
and not yielding its assent to the idea that, the election of 
seven executive officers can, by proper use of terms, be 
styled the civil government of Louisianas but, neverthe- 
loss, recognizing the patriotic duty of endeavoring to place 
in office men whose. opinions.are in harmony witt” the 
i| wants of Louisiana and the spitit of the age, will take part 
in the elections,” : 


The farce of an clection was gone through with, 
and of course the men representing an organiza- 
tion whose lgyaltynever was. questioned were 
i| defeated, and the candidate of General Banks was 
j elected. It could not well have been otherwise. 
i A military commander who announces that + mar- 
| tial law is the fundamental law of the State,’ and 


i 


‘sired by the present State officers this would be - 
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that all must vote, would not find it very difficult 
to elect any one he might designate, especially 
when the aggregate vote did not exceed ten or 
éleven thousand, with three candidates in the field, 
Hahn’s whole vote inthe State, as claimed by his 
friends, is only 6,171, less than one fourth ofthe 
vote of my congressional district. 

There are fifty-four parishes in the State, only 
twelve of which are under our control. Of the 
number who voted for Habn, I have been credi- 
bly informed that over 1,000 were employed in 
the quartermaster’s department; about 550 are 
policemen in the city of New Orleans; city labor- 
ers 1,100, and other city officers 100; some 1,600 
were soldiers claiming to be citizens of Louisiana. 
The acting mayor of New Orleans was removed 
by Genera? Banks, and one appointed who could 
and would control the votes and influence of the 
550 policemen, city laborers, and city officers, 
With all the military power of the department to 
support Hahn, with the votes of all the Govern- 
ment employés, the Louisiana soldiers and po- 
licemen, his entire vote in the twelve. parishes is 
but 6,171, and yet this insignificant vote is pa- 
raded before the country, and unblushingly called 
the voice of the entire State of Louisiana, which, 
in 1860, gave a vote of over 50,000. Hahn had 
hardly as many votes in the entire State as Mrs. 
General Beauregard had sympathizing rebel 
mourners in attendance upon her funeral in the 
city of New Orleans a day or two after this elec- 
ton. 

T have said nothing of General Banks’s orders 
and treatment ofthe freedmen of Louisiana. God 
knows | have no desire to say a word that I ought 
not to say, but I cannot remain silent when such 
irregularities are being committed. Lam heart-sick 
ofthis pandering to rebels and slavehoiders. When 
General Butler wasin command at New Orleans no 
recognized free State man complained of his mas- 
terly administration, The rebels andslavehold- 
ers, however, made day and night hideous with 
their howling; and General Butler was removed. 
Since General Banks has been in command there 
has not been a rebel or pro-slavery complaint, 
but frank and manly protests come to us from 
well-known Union men, who have been tried as 
by fire, and whose loyalty was never tainted by 
taking an oath to support the rebel government, 
or by voluntarily defending and justifying it. 
This simple fact tells its own story, and I need 
not add another word. 

Mr. Speaker, let us see to it that there is no 
repetition of these acts by any other general in an 
attempt to organize a civil government fora rebel 
State without the express authority of Congress. 
Enact this bill as a law, and you insure the lib- 
eration, regeneration, and restoration of the South. 
Refuse to pass it, and the loyal men of the South 
are left to the mercy and caprice of military ral- 
ers. Professed loyalists and open-throated rebels, 
who have been guilty of every crime, will con- 


spire together to crush the frec State menas they | 


did in Missouri. Theamnesty oath will be taken 
by thousands, who willat once strike hands with 
perjurers, robbers, and murderers to destroy the 
men who have, from the first, been faithful to the 
Constitution and the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, the war ended, I feel confident 
that the wily enemy will attempt to regain by di- 
plomagy much that he has lost by an appeal to 
arms. Therein, sir,as I apprehend, lies our dau- 
gèr. The nation, anxious for peace, will eagerly 
listen to the voice of the returning prodigal, unul 
like the song of the siren, it will, as of yore, lull 
many loyal but too confiding men into a plausible 
but delusive security. Cunningly devised schemes 
of adjustment, declared by their authors to be 
“ honorablé to all parties,” will be thrust upon us, 
and every form of sophistry employed to conceal 
their deformities and extol their merits. Let us 
meet these issues now, and meet them like men. 
Let us define cloarly and unmistakably the policy 
of the Government upon all questions touching 
the recotistruction and restoration of the rebel 
States to the Union, and thus render forever im- 
possible all humiliating compromises, The truly 
loyal men of the North and the South will ex- 
pect and demand this of us. ‘They will demand 
that their heroic sacrifices and sufferings shall not 
have been all in vain. And, sir, such a people 
have the right to make such a demand. ‘Their 
will must be consulted, must be obeyed. [know 


that obedience to it will make freedom and justice f 


f absen 


the prominent elements of every newly organized | 
State. Mr. Speaker, I believe I may safely say 
that never in the history of any nation has there 
been grander exhibitions of patriotism and hero- 
ism than have illustrated every battle-field of this 
terrible rebellion. Why, sir, when I go through 
my own district and hear the simple and touching 
story told in almost every household, about fath- 
ers and sons, husbands and brothers, who have 
gone into the Army that the Republic might live, 
I am proud of my country, and thank -God that 
I belong to such a heroic race. 

Mr. Speaker, I have witnessed, when aiding 
to fill our armies, many beautiful and imposing 
though touching and heart-rending scenes. tis 
the same story of devotion and valor everywhere. 
The scene which I have in my mind’s eye has its- 
counterpart everywhere throughout the North. 
The picture is daguerreoty ped upon the mind and 
soul of every man whose heart has been in this 
struggle. In one of the agricultural counties of 
my district, around the domestic hearth, before a 
blazing fire, is gathered a family group. .They 
have justreturned from a war meeting, and are en- 
gaged in serious and thoughtful discussion. The 
question is, how many can be spared from home, 
how many can volunteer to go and fight for their 
country? Atlength, amid the contending struggles 
of patriotism, duty, and affection, it is settled. 
Two brothers make the stern resolve. Quietly 
and methodically they prepare for their uncertain 
absence. When that is done they enter their 
names as volunteers,and await, and thatnotlong, 
the orders which summon them to the field. The 
day of parting comes. Atthe railroad station are 
gathered fathers, mothers, brothers, sisters, and 
friends to bid these and other brave spirits fare- 
well, The approaghing train is crowded with 


‘other volunteers, who rend the air with shoutsas 


they catch a glimpse of the new recruits—shouts 
which modify, perhaps,but cannotentrely repress 
the tears and sobs of those who are now about to 
part, and possibly forever. The last shake of the 
hand is given, the last kiss imprinted upon manly 
brows, the last farewell uttered; the train moves 
swiftly away, and this patriotic family, who have 


i given up their sons, turn to wend their steps to 


their now less cneerfulhome. Letusaccompany 
them, and strive to realize their condition. Listen, 
as they gather around the evening altar, to the 
prayer which from heart and lip ascends to the 
God of nations and of men—a prayer that the 
country may be saved, and that the precious lives 
of the beloved ones who have gone to fight for it 
may be spared, and they in due time restored to 
their family and home. One phase in the scene 
we are contemplating is over. ‘Time has healed 
the poignancy of the sorrow which attended the 
parting, and the household moves on in accus- 
tomed routine, Weeks have elapsed. A flash 
along the wires announces a battle in which the 
t ones have participated; but alas! itis too 
meager to allay their. anxiety. Away for miles, 


| over a bad and frozen road, haste a company on 
i horse 


ack to get fuller details from the papers. 
Behold, with what trembling anxiety the father 
glances along the column of killed and. wounded 
to see if the name of either of his sons is there! 
And when the dread intelligence is found, go now 
to that bereaved family circle and witness the 


i more than Roman fortitude with which it is ac- 


cepted, and tell me in what former period of thu- | 
man history the world has afforded a more exalted | 
exhibition of valor and patriotism. ` 
Sir, these are common scenes. Thousands of | 
homes thus bereft have uttered no complaint, but | 


i have sent forth other sons to bleed and dic, per- | 
| haps, or perish by disease, in some future cam- 


paign of this dreadful struggle. Nor has the voice ! 
Į D D9 


| of complaint yet reached us from the battle-field, | 
: feom the hospital, or frora the horrible dens of | 


| presence of such a people, how indefensible, how ; 
: criminal, is all personal and partisan strife. Sir, 
| when | witness, as | must wherever f go, such 


the Libby or Belle isiand, tenfold worse than | 
either. Our fellow-citizens have only asked that | 
the war might be prosecuted with vigor, until the 
rebellion was effectually broken, anda triumphant | 
peace was achieved. . 
Àt such a time, amid such scenes and in the | 


scenes as I have so poorly delineated, my hear 
is fled with the deepest sympathy and sorrow, 
and I involuntarily ask myself what there is that 
can ever compensate for all this affliction, this en- 


| 
H 


durance, and this self-sacrifice. There is but-a 
single answer. Nothing, absolutely nothing, but 
the entire regeneration of the Republicby making 
‘liberty and Union one and inseparable:?’ That 
the earnest men of this great, nation: will'accam- 

lish. this work. I have never doubted... To meit 
is the simple logic of thecontest. I have believed 
from the first that it must come, because I haye 
believed that Providence would bring to naught 
the counsels of the wicked and the crafty. Indeed 
| contemplate the future of this struggle with rap- 
ture, The clouds which to the eyes of many have 
darkened our political horizon for three years, have | 
all had their silver linings for me. No hourhas 
been dark enough to cause me to feel one throb or 
to utter one wail ofdespair. My hope has been that 
justice would at last triumph; and the progress 
we are making assures me that it will. .Tadvo-~ 
cated from the first the emancipation of all slaves, 
because I believed ideas were more formidable 
than armies, justice more powerful than prejudice, 
and truth a weapon mightier than the: sword. 
Thank God, that-as a nation and peaple, after 
three years of war and mourning, we are begin- 
ning to comprehend our duty and to feel in.this 
life-struggle for national existence, that .; 

“The laws of changeless justice bind 
Oppressor and oppressed; 
And, close as sin and suffering joined, 
We march to fate—abreast.”? 

I have believed that as a nation we should grow 
stronger and gaiñ victories only as we became 
manly and just, and that at last liberty would 
emerge triumphant from the conflict, changing 
constitutions, customs, and laws to meet thé re- 
quirements of a higher and better civilization; 
and that thus emerging, she would vivify by her 
magic touch every desolate waste, and cause to 
bloom every spot consecrated by the blood of 
her fallen sons. Anything short of this would 
be hollow mockery; with it accomplished, 


«Who will mourn that in these dark days 
His lot is cast? 
God’s hand within’the shadow lays 
The stones whereon His gates of praise 
Shall rise at last.” 
* * * * * * ® * 
«Turn and.o’erturn, O outstretched Hand, 
Nor stint nor stay 5 ` 
The years have never dropped their sand 
On mortal issues vast and grand 
As ours to-day.”? 


Mr. LONG obtained the floor, i l 
Mr. ANCONA moved that the committee do 


kd k 


now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. BourweLL reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the President’s an- 
nual message, and had. come to no conclusion 
thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. GRINNELL, (at 
five minutes to five o’clock, p..m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuorspay, March 31, 1864, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a report from the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating,in answer to aresolution of the Senate of 
the 15th instant, statements showing the number 
of men in Kansas subject to military daty, the 
number of regiments and independent organiza- 
tions furnished by the State of Kansas (including 
colored troops) under all calls, and the name, 
number, and description of troops serving in the 
department of Kansas subject to the orders of 
Major General Samuel R, Curtis; which, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Pomeroy, was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the 


| Cincinnati Horticultural Society, praying for'lib- 


eral appropriations in aid of the Department of 
Agriculture; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture. ne Roe 
He also presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, 
praying for the sale of the mineral lands of the 
Rocky mountain country, and that liberal aid 
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ii Mr; TEN EYCK presented a petition of ‘citi- 
zens of Ocean county, New Jersey, ‘praying for. 
‘additional railroad’ facilities between the cities of 
‘New York and Philadelphia; which was referred | 
tö the Coninittee on Military Affairs ‘and the 
‘Militia, i are ne 
“My. HALE presented a petition of citizens of 
‘Rochester, New Hampshire, praying for the abo- 
‘ition of slavery, and: an amendment of the Con- 
stitution of the United States forever prohibiting 
its existence; which was referred to the select 
‘eommittee on slavery and freédmen,. 

Mr. CONNESS presented the petition of George 
P, Thrie, late colonel and A. A.’D. ©. on the 
staff of General Grant, praying for compensation 
for the loss of personal baggage and property, 
captured and burned by the rebel cavalry on or 
about the‘lith of January, 1863, on the line of 
the Mobile and Ohio railroad; which was referred: 
‘to the Committee on Clainis. 

He also presented the memorial of commander 
Fabius Stanly, United States Navy, protesting 
against the alleged unjust action of the late ad- 
‘visory boardin withholding from him a_recom- 

-‘mendation. for promotion; which was ordered to 
lie on the table,.a bill in regard to such cases hav- 
ing been reported from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, + 

He also presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
-ture of California, in favor of opening to preémp- 
tion the Nome Lackee Indian reservation, in the 
‘Maryaville land district, the same having been 
abandoned by the Indians; which were ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. WILLEY presented a petition of officers, 
non-commissioned officers, and privates of the 
cighth mounted infantry regiment of Virginia 
volunteers, praying for an increase of the pay of 
non-commissioned officers and privates now in 
the service or hereafter mustered in; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
the Militia. 

_ Mr. BUCKALEW presented four petitions of 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying for increased 
railroad facilities between that city and New York; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military 

‘Affairs and the Militia. : 


OVERLAND MAIL TO OALIFORNIA. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I desire to call up a bill 
which was reported from the Post Office Com- 
oe a short time since, being Senate bill No. 


` Several Senators. Whatis it? : 

Mr. COLLAMER. It is to authorize the 
Postmaster General to contract with the Over- 
land Mail Company for carrying the mail, 

Mr. POWELL. Lhope we shall be allowed to 
et through with the morning business. I have 
een trying to get in a little resolution of inquiry 

for two days past, and unless resolutions are 
called, for in their regular order I despair of ever 
getting unanimous consent to putitin. I very 
much regret to have to ‘interpose this objection 
when the Senator from Vermont is on the floor, 
for he is always very courteous indeed. 

Mr. COLLAMER, I shall be obliged to insist 
on my motion.. The bill which I have moved to 
take up isa bill reported by the committee unani- 
mously, and the public interests demand its pas- 
sage. It will occasion no debate, L am‘sure. 

Mr. POWELL. I suggest to the Senator that 
we be allowed to go through with the morning 
business.. ‘Those of us who cannot obtain the 
unanimous consent of the Senate can get in none 
of our morning business, and Lam not one of the 
favored class., Unless I can present my morning 
business in the morning hour, under the regular 
call, I cannot present it atall, and hence I oppose 
taking up any bill until the morning business is 
gone through with. 

Mr, COLLAMER. The same remark will 
apply tome. If I cannot get a little bill of this 
kind passed in the morning hour, about which 

“there is no difference of opinion, I cannot gett 
passed-at all, At one o’clock there come up im- 


-tloris “for days and days together, and cannot 


adopted. -` : 
the motion of the Senator from Vermont: -< 


194):to‘authorize the Postmaster General to con- 
tract with the Overland Mail‘Company for’ the 
carrying the mail was read the second time, and 
considered ‘aa''in*Cowimittee of- the Whole. It 
‘authorizes the ‘Postmaster General, in his:discre- 
tion, to contract with the present contractors on 
the:present route, No. 10773, commonly known 
as the ‘Overland Mail Company, or any other 
competent partys for the term. of four years from 
‘the Ist of July ‘next, to carr on'that route, to 
commenceiat -Atchisdnor St. Joseph, and‘to Fol- 
som, in California, all’ the mail except that part 


for such price as to'him shall be jadged best for 
the public interest, not exceeding $1,000,000 ‘per 
annum, tobe conveyed at the rate of sixteen days 
-for eight months in the year-and twenty days for 
the remainder; butas the Pacific railroad shall be 
constructed it'is to be used for the transportation 
of mails upon that route, ‘and the'time limited for 
the trips of the company is to be proportionately 
‘shortened, and the compensation allowed propor- 
tionately diminished. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WADE. I move that the Senate take up 
House bill No. 15 for consideration and postpone 
all other business. 


I hope we shali be allowed'to dispose of the morn- 

ing business, to present resolutions and make re- 
orts. # t . 

i Mr.COLLAMER, I desire to know what the 
ill is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itisa bill in rela- 
tion to the creation of the Territory of Montana. 

Mr. WADE. itis the bill we had up yester- 
‘day. J ask for the yeas and nays on my motion. 

‘The yeas-and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 1 would vote for my col- 
league’s motion ordinarily, but I think it would 
be better to allow us a few minutes to get through 
with the morning business, and then I hope he 
will have an opportunity to pass his bill before 
the morning hour isconcluded. Weare wasting 
more time in this way in endeavoring to get up 
bills than we should by allowing the morning 
business to be presented. 

Mr. WADE. tam wasting none, sir. 

Mr. CARLILE. As the yeas and nays are 
called for on this question, and as I voted yester- 
day against taking up this bill, I feel it due to 
myself to give the reasons that influenced me then 
and will influence my vote this morning. Asa 
member of the Committee on ‘Territories I would 
always vote with that committee upon any prop- 
osition unless there was some overruling reason, 
Now, sir, ifthe rules of the Senate, which are 
made for the protection of the minority in this 
beily, are to be set aside bya vote of the major- 
ity, itis very clear that the rights of the minority 
cannot be asserted, and really amount to no rights 
at all, Lam satisfied that the Senator from Ohio 
does not make this motion from any consideration 
of that kind, or any desire to withhold from any 


under the rules; but although that may not be his 
intention or his wish, the action of the Senate, if 
conformable to his proposition, will amount to the 
same thing, and therefore I shall feel compelled 
to vote against the motion. 

Mr. WADE. I certainly did not wish to prac- 
tice any discourtesy here, or to do anything un- 
usual, I moved to take ap this bill yesterday, and 
I proposed to do what I have always done, after 
I made the motion to allow this formal business 
to be transacted, I still holding the floor; but it 
was ruled that that could not be done, and I sup- 
pose ruled properly, and I lost the floor by it. I 
have now learned something more aboutthe rules, 
I-do not care much about rules ordinarily, I 
think the Senate ought to govern itself with pro- 


portant questions; suchas the amendment of the | 
Constitution, andthe floor is held-on:such. ques- 


‘get action on‘a matter of this kind unless getit 
in the morning hour. “I‘-hope my motion willbe 


The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The‘questionivon. 


“The: motion was agreed ito sand the bill(S. No. | 


‘which he'is‘authorized by law to send'by water, 


Mr: POWELL, Ihope thatmay not be done. 


one in this body the rights to which he is entitled } 


priety wi hott ‘much reference to rules. ‘That 


as always been my idea; and the notion that the 
Senate of the United States must be bound down 
by rules to bind them ‘to'e’kind of good behavior 
js ‘what Thave never studied or practiced much. 

The: Senator from Kentuck y-seems to-feel hurt 
because he did ‘not get in‘his resolution yester- . 
day, and this morning he'said something about 
discourtesy on’ this subject. Now, sir, T was 
drivento this position. by what E understood to be 
the ruling yesterday. ‘Twas disposed-and wished 
togive him a chance to'get in his: resolution be- 
fore I took up the bill;-but I found:that-if I did 
Lcould-not-get it up at all. -I-belicve the-whole 
Senate will bear: me witness that Toceupy but 
very little time ‘here; that there are very few Sen- . 
ators on this floor who:have not oc¢upied more 
time in:debate than Ihave. Ido not pretend that 
they have done:it unduly or improperly, or any 
«more than they ought to have done; but they have 
‘felt it their duty to occupy infinitely more time on 
this floor'than Thave. Ifthe Senate agree tomy ` 
motion and take up the bill, I understand that then 
Imay let in such motions as gentlemen see fit to 
make, and I am disposed todo it; butif they drive 
me to'stand on my rights, I shall have to insist 
upon the vote of the Senate. If itis adverse to 
me, of course thatis all there is of it. If the Sen- 
ate will agree to take up my bill, I shall be will- 
ing to let the Senator from Kentucky or-any other 
Senator go through with those formal motions 
that do not consume much time, and I believe that 
“has been a common and usual way of doing busi- 
ness here. A * é 

Mr:POWELL. “I beg that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Ohio will not think that I am at all cap- 
tious because I could not get an: opportunity to 
offer my resolution yesterday. I have no com- 
plaint to make about that; I am perfectly willing 
to abide by the rules of the Senate. If they vote 
to take up the Senator’s bill, [shall submit grace- 
fully; but I notify Senators that when the rules 
are constantly in my way, they will find them in 
theirs for the residue of the session. Thatisall. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I understand that all the 
Senator from Ohio‘asks ig to have his bill taken 
up; and then, with the consent*of the Senate, he 
retaining the floor, he proposes to give way for 
morning business, and then go on with his bill. 

I think that is proper. 

Mr. WADE. ‘Thatis what I propose. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think the Senate ought 
to agree to that, and I make that suggestion if it 
meet with the approval of the Senate. 

Mr. POWELL. If the bill shall be taken up 
there will have to be a motion made to postpone 
itin order to let the morning business be called 
through, or it will have to be received by general 
consent. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Itcan be doye by gen- 
eral consent. 

Mr. POWELL. The bill of the Senator from 
Ohio is the unfinished business of the morning 
hour anyhow, and the moment we get through 
with the call of the morning business it will be 
before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays 
have been ordered, and the Secretary will call the 
ron. 

Mr. WADE. I withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays. I will not contend about such.a thing 
in the.Senate of the United States. ` 
_ The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 

jection, the call of the yeasand nays will be dis- 
pensed with. The Chair hears none. The ques~ 
tion is on proceeding to the consideration of the 


| bill indicated in the motion of the Senator from 


Ohio. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion, and let us go on with the 
morning business. 3 ` 

Mr. WADE. I withdraw my motion. Let the 
morning business go on. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports from com- 
mittees are in order. . 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILLEY, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was recommitted 
the bil (S. No. 130} for a charter of Masonic 
Hall Association ið Washington city, Districtof . 
Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


E 


No. 360) for the prevention and punishment of 
frauds in relation to the names of vessels, reported 
it without amendment. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 220) to vacate and sell the present Indian 
reservations in Utah Territory, and to settle the 
Indians of said Territory in the Uinta valley, re- 
ported it with amendments. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CHANDLER. asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 
210) establishing a port of entry at Washington; 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
211) to authorize and regulate the writ of attach- 
ment in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 


APPROPRIATION OF CHURCH PROPERTY. 


Mr. POWELL submitted the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate all orders that have been issued from his 
Department, or by generals of the Army of the United | 
States, authorizing any person or persons to take posses- 
sion of any church or churches, or house dedicated to the 
worship of God, or house or property belonging to any home 
or foreign mission society, or ho 
ing td any denomination of Christians in the United States; 
aud that he inform the Senate how many churches aud 
how much property, and of what Kind and description, have 
been taken possession of in pursuance of said orders, and 
where the same is situated, and to What denomination of 
Christians the property so taken belonged. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any ob- 
jection to the consideration of this resolution at 
the present time? 

Mr. CONNESS. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, it must go over under the rules. 


DIRECT TAXES ININSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS, 


Mr. POWELL. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and ask for its present consideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to transmit fo the Senate the amount of money expended, 
and the number of officers appointed, and the salaries paid 
to the same, to carry out the act of Congress entitled “ Au 
act for the colicetion of direct taxes in the insurrectionar? 
districts within the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved Jane 7, 1862; and that be inform the Senate the 
amount of money received Into the ‘Treasnry from dircet 
$ dinsurrectiouary distric and ihe quantity 
and that has becn sold for taxes in suid districts, . 


ofi 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suggest that the mover 
of the resolution confine the call for information 
as to the money received in insurrectionary dis- | 
triets, to money received under the provisions of | 
the act referred to. I suppose that is what he 
wants to get at. 

Mr. POWELL. Itis; and so the resolution 
provides and cites the act specifically. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The title of the act is re- 


amd property belong- | 


eited; but the latter part of the resolution, if I 
heard it read correctly, requires the Secretary of 
the Treasary to report how much money has been 
received In inusurrectionary districts. That would 
seem to bea general call; but] suppose the inten- 
tion is Lo confine it to money reccived under that 
act. j 

Mr.POWELL. Thatis the intention, and the 
resolution says “the amount of money received | 
into the Treasury from direct taxes in the saidin- | 
surrectionary districts.” 1 think thatis explicit; | 
butifit is not, the Senator can modify it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There may be—I do not 
know whether it is the fact or not—money re- 
ceived in these insurrectionary districts under 
general law and not under the provisions of the 
act referred to. 

Mr. POWELL. I will modify.the resolution 
by adding the words “under the provisions of 
said act.”? 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 
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The Senate proceeded to -consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 302) to amend sec- 
tion nine of the act approved July 17, 1862, en-' 
titled “An act to define the pay and emoluments 
of certain officers of the Army, and for other pur- 
poses,” disagreed to by the House of Represent- 
atives; and . 

On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 

Resolved, That. the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the said bill disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, and agrce to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, ‘hat the conferees on the part of the Senate be 
appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. WiL- 


son, Mr. Bosrex, and Mr. Rippie. 
VOLUNTEER NAVAL APPOINTMENTS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- | 


ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
of the Senate (No. 76) relating to appointments 
in the naval service and courts-martial, 

The amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives were to strike out the following words after 
the word ** that,” in line three: 

Hereafter all appointments in the volunteer naval service 
of the United States shall be submitted to the Senate for 
confirmation, in the same way and manner as appoint- 
ments in the regular Navy are required to be. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That. 
and to amend the title so as to read, ‘*An act re- 
lating to naval courts-martial.”? 

On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 

Ordered, Vhat the amendments be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business of the morning hour is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, being the 
bill (EL. R. No. 15) to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Montana. The 
pending question is on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, (Mr. Wirkinson;} and 
upon the question of agreeing to this amendment, 
the yeas aud nays were requested by the Senator 
from Maryland, [Mr. Jounson.] 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUCKALEW.  Lask for the reading of 
the amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
in scetion five of the bill, line two, to strike out 
the words “white male inhabitant,’? and to in- 
sert male citizen of the United States, and those 
who have declared their intention to become 
such.” 

The Seerctary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I have just received 
anote from my colleague [ Mr. Henpricks] stating 
that he is detained from the Senate by severe in- 
disposition, and that is the reason why he is not 
here to vote, 

Mr. POMEROY. My colleague [Mr. LANE, 
of Kansas] is absent from the city. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 17; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Conness, Dixon, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, 
Harlan, Har Howard, Howe, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, 
Sumner, Wade, Wilkinson, and W n—22. 

NAYS — Messrs. Buckalew, Castile, Cowan, 
Harding, Henderson, Jotmson, Lane of Indiana. N 
Powell, Riddle, Sauisbury, Sherman, Ten Eyek, T 


i 
mith, 


„Van Winkle, and Willey—}7. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WADE. I propose to amend the bil on 
page 14, after the word “ annually,” in line fifty- 


six, by adding “not to exceed sixty days,” limit- 


ing the time that the Legislature cansit. I thinic- 


it ought to be done. It isin most of the territo- 
rial bills. 
The amendment was agreed to. ` 


Mr. HARLAN. I move to amend the bill in 


section ten, line cighteen, by striking out all of | 


the section after the word “services,” in the fol- 
lowing words: 

There shall also he appointed by the President of the 
United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, a surveyor general for said "Territory, wib shall 


Davis, | 


Trumbull, | 


ii 


loeate his office at such place as the Sceretary of tire Pus 
terior shali from time to time. direct, and whose doties 
powers, obligations, responsibilities, compensation; an 
allowances for clerk hire, office rent, fuel, and inetdental’ 
expenses, shall be the sime as those of the:surveyor- gan: 
eral of New Mexico, under the direction of. the, Secretary: 
of the Interior, and such instrnetions as he may from time: 
to time deem it advisable to give. i 

And to insert in lieu thereof; 

The said Territory shall be attached to and: be a part. of 
the surveyor general’s district of Kansas and Nebraska, 

Mr. WILKINSON. I hope this-amendment: 
will not. be adopted... I suppose the argument 
urged in its favor is. 

Mr. HARLAN. If the Senator. will permit 
me, the Senator from Ohio. suggests thatthe words 
proposed. to be inserted should read, “the said 
‘Territory shall for surveying purposes be attached 
to and. be a part of,” &c., and I make that: mod- 
ification. : ; . 

Mr. WADE. Otherwise the. whole Territory 

oes. : ; 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
will be so modified. : 

Mr. WILKINSON. I hope this amendment 
will not be adopted. I think the country is so 
vast, the territorial extent of this new Territory 
is so great—I suppose two or three timesas large 
as the State of Ohio. f 

Mr. WADE. Three times. na T 

Mr. WILKINSON. Three times as large as 
the State of Ohio; afd if this surveyor general’s 
office is carried over to Kansas and Nebraska, it 
will remove the surveyor so far from the territory: 
to be surveyed that the difference in expense will 
not be at all commensurate with the Inconven- 
ience that will arise in the management of that. 
office. 1 was talking the other day. with the Com- 
missioner of the Gencral Land Office, and he dis- 
approved of the action of Congress heretofore in 
consolidating some of these surveyor. generals? 
offices in the other Territories. He thought that 
it was not good policy. Tor this reason bthink 


| it would be wiserand better if this surveyor.gen- 


eral’s office was established.in this new and vast 
Territory. ; 

Mr. HARLAN. The Committee on Public 
Landshad this subject under consideration ashort 
time since, and there was no dissenting opinion in 
the committee in relation to the propriety of di- 
miuishing the number of surveyor generals. «It 
has not been the policy of the Government until 
receutly to have so many officers of this class, 


| A surveyor general was appointed for the north- 


western district in the first place, who had charge 
of the surveys in that whole vast Territory, and it 
has been only during a very few years last past 
that the effort has been made to establish a sur- 
veyor general foreach newly organized Territory. 

‘Phere is no necessity for a surveyor general 
residing in the ‘Territory or being near it. He 
executes no surveys in person, never sees the 
field surveyed, and never sees a mile of the line 
surveyed, The execution of the survey is cf- 
fected by a deputy surveyor whe contracts with 
the Government to perform these surveys, The 
most convenient point for the location of the sur- 
veyor general’s office is where the deputy sur- 
veyor can most conveniently secure his supplies. 
Now the deputy surveyors who may be appointed 
to survey land in this new Territory must neces- 
sarily secure their supplies atthe Missouri-river, 
at Sioux City, or below; so that there is no reason 
practically for the location of the surveyor gen- 
eral in the Territory. tis not an office that ate 
taches to or becomes any part of the territorial 
government. In pointof fact, thesurveya might 
be done under the direction of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office at Washington city, 
as well as under the direction ‘of the surveyor 
general at what may beeome the capital of the 
new Territory. 

Then there isa propriety in attaching thisdis- 
trict to the district of Kansas and Nebraskafrom 
this fact: the base line of parallels of meridians 


| will be projected from the publie surveys hereto- 


fore éxceuted in that surveyor general’s district. 
The surveyor general’s district for Kansas and 
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Nebraska includes the State of Kansas and the | 
Territory of Nebraska. If the Senator’s reason- 
ing would hold good in relation to this Territory, 
why not divide that surveyor general’s district? 

Withina few years last past the surveyor gen- 
eral Whose office was established at Dubuque, 
Téa, included in Kis distiict the who of Towa 
and ‘the’ whole of- Wisconsin and Minnesota. 
Iowa and Wisconsin are still included in the same 
surveyor general’s district, The division of that 
district and the location of another office at St. 
Paul'was made because two men in the Senate 
had’ a quarrel between them as to who should 
control the patronage of the office. It was finally 
settled that my former colleague, Mr, Jones, 
should retain the office at Dubuque, and have the 
appoiitment of a surveyor general and the pa- 
tronage that mightaccrue in lowa and Wisconsin, 
and the contestant from Minnesota should have 
anew office and a new surveyor general and the 
patronage that might accrue in surveys in Min- 
nesota. There was no public necessity for the 
division of that district. There is none now for 
the creation of a new district. It merely makes 
an office for somebody to fll, and quarters the in- 
cumbent on the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Of course the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands is better in- 
formed on this subject than Lam, as he has made 
it somewhat of a study; but in this particular 
matter L think Lam authorized in saying that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office disa- 
grees with him. I believe everybody has confi- 
dence inthe integrity and good judgment of the 
Commissioner of Public Lands. It is his opin- 
jon that the consolidation of these surveyor gen- 
eralg’ offices, to the extent tò which we have ear- 
ried it during this session, instead of working 
economically will work disastrously, or rather 

vit will embarrass that department, 

cI had a conversation with him the other day 
about it. So far as I am concerned, I do not care 
afigaboutthe amendment. 1 would just as soon 
have this clause stricken out as to have it remain 
in the bill; but that is the opinion of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, and for that 
reason | oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think I ought to say on 
that point that I have not conversed with the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office on this 
subject this year, but I did last year; and while 
the statement may be true as presented by the 
Senator from Minnesota itr relation to some feat- 
ures of the bill that passed at this session, fam 
quite sure, unless his opinion has undergone a 
change since last year, that the general statement 
is not correct. The bill that was adopted some 
two years ago for the purpose of diminishing the 
expenses of the survey and sale of the public 
lands. was drawn up in the Land Office. 

Mr. WILKINSON. [ understood the Com- 
missioner to say that he thought this consolida- 
tion had been carried too far at this session. Fle 
did not speak to me about this particular bill, be- 
cause it was not up at the time I had the conver- 
sation with him. : 

_ Mr. HARLAN. Bat then, Mr. President, if 
it was his opinion that this consolidation should 
not, take place, that is, if he should carelessly 
throw out an intimation of that kind, | would 
account for itin this way: there are very few of | 
the heads of Departments or bureaus that are will- 
ing to curtail the patronage of their offices, | re- 
member now very well that when I proposed a | 
year ago to consolidate the Dakota distet with 
that of Kansas and Nebraska, or with that of 
Minnesota, an objection was raised in the office, 
and when | came to inquire into the facts l found 
-that a brother of the Commissioner was the pres- | 
ent incumbent in Dakota; and supposing that | 
men are influenced by the ordinary motives that 
sometimes sway the judgmentof men, I drew the |! 
conelusion that that might possibly have a slight | 
influence on his judgment. The Commissioner 


of the General Land Office, however, can know 
no more about this subject than any other person 
whose attention has been called to it. 

Mr. WADE. [am rather convinced by the 
argumentof the Senator from lowa that we ought 
to make this amendment. It will save one officer : 
and his salary. i 

Mr. GRIMES. It will save halfa dozen, | 

Mr. WADE. [t will save several, and the sal- | 
ary of one in purticular, 1 am inclined to favor | 


i 
i 


‘the amendment myself; bat I hope there will not 


be niuch debate upon it. 

"Mr. GRIMES, have only one word to say. 
When I became a citizen of the State in which I 
now live the surveyor general’s office was at Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio. His district embraced the States 
‘of Ohio; Michigan, Indiana, Wisconsin, Iowa; 
Minnesota, and all the country westas faras the 
Pacifie ocean, and it. remained so for a great 
many years. I never heard that there was any. 
inconvenience experienced by anybody during 
that time. that. we were all connected with. those 
States in one surveyor general’s district. The 
original surveys in the eastern part of the State 
of lowa were made while we were in that district, 
and the returns sent to Cincinnati. It was only 
some years subsequent. to that time, when there 
seemed to be a greater purpose to secure offices, 
that that district was subdivided and new districts 
created. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up’ the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. WADE. I move that we informally pass 
over the order of the day and continue the con- 
sideration of this bill. I suppose it will take but 
a few moments to dispose of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the special order will be passed over in- 
formally and the consideration of this bill con- 
tinued. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I desire it to be under- 
stood that it is with the condition that there is to 
be no further debate upon it, If we can come to 
a vote on the bill at once I shall not object. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not care to make any 
remarks about this amendment. I will simply 
say that this proposed Territory is not an agri- 
cultural country, and there is no need of any sur- 
veys. The Pacific railroad is going through there; 
and in allthe mineral districts of the country they 
do not go by the Government surveys. ‘They 
have surveys of their own. There is no need, 
therefore, of having a surveyor general’s office 
there at all. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POWELL. I should like to make an in- 
quiry of the chairman of the committee who has 
charge of this bill. I should like to know what 
population is embraced. within the limits of this 
new Territory? Whatis his information on that 
subject? . 

Mr. WADE, Lunderstand, from the best light 
Lean get on the subject from the delegation from 
the Territory about to be divided, that there are 
about twelve thousand inhabitants on each side of 
the mountain that divides the present Territory, 
and itis very fest increasing. 

Mr. POWELL. Twenty-four thousand peo- 
ple. 

Mr. WADE. Abouttwenty-four thousand in 
all in the whole Territory at present; about 
twelve thousand in each of the Territories after 
this division is made. Gold mines have been dis- 
covered there, and the population is increasing 
with great rapidity, and it is filling up very fast. 
I did not calculate to make any observations on 
this bill, but the necessity for it arises from the 
fact that there are impassable mountains there 
dividing the present Territory, and it is just as 
necessary to have two Territories as itis to have 
one. [tis a vast region. The whole Territory 
undivided is abouteight times as large as the’State 
of Ohio. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. SUMNER. The name of this new Ter- 
ritory—Montana—strikes me as very peculiar. | 
wish to ask the chairman of the committee what 
has suggested that name? It seems to me itmust 
have been borrowed from some novelor other. I 
do not know how it originated. 

Mr. WADE. [cannot tell anything about that, 
l do notknow but that it may have been borrowed 
from a novel. F would rather borrow from the 
Indians, if | could find any proper Indian name, 

Mr. SUMNER. I was going to suggest that 
in giving a name to this Territory, which is to be 
hereafter the name of a State of the Union, | 
would rather take the name from the soil,a good 


| Indian name. 


Mr.WADE. Suggest one and I will agree to it. 
Mr, SUMNER. I am not familiar enough 
withthe country to do so. 


i 


Mr HOWARD. I will say to the Senator. 
from Massachusetts that I was equally puzzled’ 
when I saw the-wame in the bill, and I labored 
under the same difficulty which my honorable 
friend from Massachusettsseemsto bein. I was 
obliged to turn to my old Latin Henne to see 
if there was any. meaning to the word Montana, ~ 
and | found there was. 

Mr. SUMNER.. What was it? 

Mr. HOWARD. Itisa very classical word, 
pure Latin. It means a mountainous region, a 
mountainous country. | S 

Mr. WADE. Then the name is well adapted 
to the Territory. : ; ; 

Mr. HOWARD. You will find that itis used 
by Livy and some of the other Latin historians, 
which is no small praise. 

Mr. WADE. I do not care anything about 
the name. If there was none in Latin or in En- 
dian I suppose we have a right to make a name; 
certainly just as good a right to make it as any- 
body else, It is a good name enough. 

Mr. HARLAN. I willask the attention of the 
chairman of the committee to the seventeenth 
section of the bill, in the latter clause of which it 
is provided ‘that the existing agencies and su- 
perintendencies of said Indians be continued with 
the same powers and duties which are now pre- 
scribed by law.” I will inquire of him if that 
will not attach the superintendency of Indian 
affairs in this ‘Territory to Idaho? The law es- 
tablishing the Territory of Idaho makes, the 
Governor of the Territory the superintendent, 
ex: officio, of Indian affairs. 

Mr. WADE. [think not. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The second section of 
the bill provides that the Governor shall reside 
within this Territory, and ‘shall be commander- 
gn-chief of the militia and superintendent of In- 
dian affairs thereof.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If no amendment 
be suggested the question will be on ordering the 
amendments to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time, It was read 
the third time. : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask for the yeas and, 
nays on the passage of the bill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. ‘My object in asking for 
the yeas and nays is simply on account of the 
amendment which has been adopted to this bill. 
Had the bill stood as it originally came from the 
Committee on Territories, I should not have of- 
fered any opposition to it,and I shall now offer 
no opposition further than to ask the privilege of 
Tecording my vote against it. As I understand 
it, the amendment which hasbeen adopted, if, as 
is contended by those who now administer the 
affairs of this Government, a negro is a citizen of 
the United States, gives the privilege to every 
negro in the land who shall be in this Territory 
for the period of thirty days, not only to vote but 
to be eligible to any office in that Territory; and 
it may be, if the people shall be so unwise as to 
do it, that a negro may be clected to the office of 
legislator of the Territory, or Delegate in Con- 
gress. Being opposed to the whole system of 
giving to this subordinate race any such privi- 
leges, I, for this reason, shall record my vote - 
against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 ask for the reading of that 
part of the bill, 

The Secretary read: 

‘That every free male citizen of the United States”. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That willdo, I was about 
to say, in order to explain my reason for asking 
for the reading of the amendment, that if the ob- 
ject of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WILKIN- 
son] is to put it beyond all doubt that Africans 
in the Territory shall be permitted to exert all 
the political rights that under the bill will be exer- 
cised by white men, he had better say ‘* all black 
men,” instead of saying ‘all citizens,’’ because 
the Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
cided, and that question was directly before the 
courtin the Dred Scott case, that a person of Af- 
rican descent is not a citizen of the United States. 
The objection to the authority of that decision 
did-not-apply at all to that particular question; it 
was to the other question. which. a majority of the 
court decided as to the unconstitutionality of the _ 
Missouri restriction. The opinion of alarge part 
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7 
of the publie, not only confined to what may be | 
called laymen, but including a great many pro- | 
fessional men, was that, so far as that question 
was concerned, the decision of the court was 
extra-judicial; but as far as related to the other | 
question, the capacity of the African tosueinthe | 
courts of the United States, there was no doubt | 
in the mind of anybody that the decision, until it | 
shall be reversed by the court itself, is conclu- 
sive, and conclusive upon the question that a per- 
son of African descent is not a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States within the meaning of the Constitution. 
I objected to the amendment when it was pro- 
posed by the honorable member from Minnesota, 
because I was apprehensive that it might lead to 
some difficulty in its practical operation in this 
new Territory; but I suggest now to the member 
that if he really wishes to place Africans upon 
the same footing with all other persons in the dis- | 
charge of any of the political functions which-all 
other persons will be at liberty to discharge, he 
had better provide that whites as well as blacks, 
who have the qualification stated, of residence, 
shall stand upon the same footing. 1 think he | 
will not accomplish his purpose, if thatis his pur- | 
pose, by the amendment, if the bill shall pass | 
in its present shape, without some additional ex- 
planation. 
Mr. WILKINSON. Iam willing thatit shall 
stand as it is, and let the decision of the Supreme 
Court be whatever it may. I simply wish to j| 
strike out the qualifying term there, and let the 
results take care of themselves. I neither want 
“ white’? nor “black” put into this bill. | 
Mr. SUMNER. Itake it that each branch of 
the Government can interpret the Constitution 
for itsclf. I think that Congress is as good an | 
authority in its interpretation as the Supreme 
Court, and I hope that Congress, in its legisla- || 
tion, will proceed absolutely without any respect 
to a decision which has already disgraced: the | 
country and which ought to be expelled from its 
jurisprudence, ; 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, ifthe opinion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts was conclu- 
sive upon all such questions, guided and con- 
trolled the public mind, it might be considered 
now as scttled that the decision of the Supreme | 
Courtin that case was a disgrace. ButIhave yct || 
to be advised that the honorable member, cither 
by nature or by education, has attained so much 
intellectual celebrity, or possesses such transcend- 
ent mental ability as to be able to pronounce ex 
cathedra against a decision pronounced by the Su- | 
preme Court of the United States. There are 
many men, the equals of the honorable Senator, 
to say the least, intellectually, who think that that 
decision was anything butan outrage, However 
they may regret it because of its effects, and how- 
ever they may regret that the Constitution should 
have been so framed as to leave that question an 
open one, yet there are throughout the United 
States, I repeat, the equals of the honorable mem- | 
ber from Massachusetts, and I say it with no | 
view to disparage him, who think very differently į 
of that opinion; and if the honorable member will 
read—prejudice cast aside, if he can cast it aside 
upon questions of this description—the opinion 
of the majority of the courtas pronoanced by the 
Chief Justice, he will I think admit that there is 
in that opinion at least so much plausibility that 
very honest men may think that the conelusion |i 
to which it led the learned Chief Justice was right. || 
And I have never heard any complaint of that | 
decision, I mean as to the motives by which itis | 
supposed it was governed, or any complaint in | 
relation to the authoritative character of that de- | 
cision except the one to which I alluded just now; | 
and in reference to that one individually, I feltat | 
the time and have felt ever since that there was | 
| 
i 
| 


} 


considerable difficulty. 

The snit wasinstituted by Dred Scatt, who was | 
of African descent, in the courts of the United | 
States. The master against whom the applica- |! 
tion for his freedom was instituted pleaded that ; 
because he was an African he was nota citizen; | 
and as the act of 1789, constituting the circuit | 
courts of the United States, limited the jurisdic. || 

: 
| 
| 


tion of that court in cases of that description to : 
controversies between citizens of different States, 
(following in that respect the language ofthe Con- 
stitution,) he maintained that upon that ground— | 
irrespective of the question whether he was free | 
or not, by having been carried into the State cf :i 


į the constitutionality or construction of an act of | 


| —whether correctly or not ] am not here to con- 


+ upon all the grounds on which it had been decided 


| And although it would seem to be perhaps inap- 


| ation, first as justice of the court, and secondly 
| as Chief Justice, his confirmation was resisted 


' a conviction that the nominee was unfit, and 


Hlinois where slavery did not exist, or having 
been carried north of the Missouri compromise 
line, where slavery was prohibited—the suit itself 
must be dismissed. The Supreme Court decided 
—contrary to the opinion of the court below, who 
ruled against the objection—that the objection 
was weil taken; and of course they decided that 
any judgment pronounced in that case by the 
court below, whatever may have been the judg- 
ment, or any judgment which the Supreme Court 
should have pronounced in that case, would be 
of no avail if the court had no jurisdiction over 
the parties to the controversy. $ 

The Chief Justice in giving the opinion of the 
court, however, and speaking in that particular 
for six of the judges, I think, supposed that there 
was a difference between cases brought into the 
Supreme Court of the United States upon writ of 
error or appeal from the circuit courts of the 
United States and cases brought before it by ap- 
peal or writ of error under the twenty-fifth section 
of the judiciary act; that in the latter class of 
cases, by the very terms of the judiciary act of 
1789, the jarisdiction of the court was confined to 
certain specific questions, questions involving the 
Constitution of the United States; questions in- 
volving the constitutionality of a law of a State 
on the ground that it was in conflict with the Con- 
stitution of the United States; questions involving 


Congress; but he supposed, speaking forthe court 
tend—that in a case brought up from a circuit 


court of the United States, it was the right amd 
duty of the Supreme Court to decide the case 


in the court below; and inasmuch as the court 
below decided against the plea to the jurisdiction 
and then went on to decide that having jurisdic- 
tion the party was not entitled to his freedom, to 
which the Supreme Court came, yet the Supreme 
Courtthoughtit proper to examine into the latter 
question as well as the first. 

Now, Mr. President, I think, whatever may be 
the opinion of the honorable member from Mas- 
sachusctts, or of any other member of the Senate, 
that if there is any department of the Government , 
which, from the beginning of its organization to 
the present hour, the public, in the general, may 
be proud of, it is the judicial department of the 
Government as far as the Supreme Court consti- 
tutes a portion of that department. And Jamnot 
singular in that opinion. It is not necessary to 
advert to what was the impression of the people 
of the United States, the bar, and the public, during 
the days when that tribunal was presided over.hy 
Marshall, for the purpose of calling to the recol- 
lection of the Senate what I am sure is fresh in 
their remembrance, and to which, therefore, their 
recollection need not be specially called, that there 
was throughout the Jength and breadth of the 
land the most implicit confidence not only in the 
absolute integrity of every member of the bench, 
but in the unequaled ability of all the members of 
the court, and especially of him who in public 
estimation towered above the rest, John Marshall. 


propriate, let me say to the honorable member 
from Massachusetts that much as he may now 
disparagingly think of the venerable man who pre- 
sides over the deliberations of that tribunal, and 
has for the last twenty or thirty years, he is not 
alone in that particular. -When his name was 
before the Senate of the United States for confirm- į 


steadily, zealously, by, among others, Clay of 
Kentucky. There was hardly an opprobrious 
epithet which, as he told me himself afterwards, 
he failed to use against the nomination; and from 

j 


would prove to be unfit, for the discharge of the || 
duties of the judicial station. But I say it, and it 
is due to the memory of the dead, and due to him 
who now survives, survives tremblingly, his life 
having been protracted much beyond, as we know, || 
the ordinary period of human life, and who has |! 
devoted himself with untiring energy, and with | 
exclusive devotion, and with unsurpassed ability, | 
to the duties of his station, that after he had | 
been upon that bench some four or five years, and | 
Mr. Clay had been the witness, from having prac- | 
ticed before him and read his decisions, of the 
manner in which his duties had been discharged, 


i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
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he, as he told me himself, after hearing an opinion 
delivered by the presiding judge, went to his: quar. 
ters to see him, and found, him alone;:he'said he 
felt the embarrassment necessarily incident to the 
object of his visit; and after exchanging the salu» 
tations suited.to the occasion, and’ being about to 
leave him, he took him by the hand. and: said: 
“ Mr. Chief Justice, there was no man Wthe land 
who regretted your appointment to the place you 
now hold more than I did; there wano member 
of the Senate who opposed it. more than I did; 
but I have come to say to you, and I say it now, 
in parting, perhaps for the last time, | have wit- 
nessed your judicial career, and itis dueto myself 
and due to you that I should say to you what has 
been the result; that ] am satisfied now that no man 
in the United States could have been selected more 
abundantly able to wear the ermine which Chiet 
Justice Marshall honored.” And with the tears 
trickling down the cheeks of both—tI speak the 
words of Henry Clay—they parted; and that 
opinion he continued to hold up to the last mo- 
ment that his life was a blessipg to the country. 

Mr. President, it is no light thing to assail the 
Chief Justice of the United States or that high tri- 
bunal. We have an interest, jurisprudence has 
an interest, justice has an interest, the nation has 
an interest m maintaining the character of that 
tribunal againstallunjust reproach. Itisno light 
thing to pronounce a decision given by such a 
tribunal as that as a disgrace. I never deal in 
epithets, Mr. President, if | know myself. I am 
willing to give, and | always do allow, to him who 
differs from me upon any question about which 
itis possible for a difference of opinion to exist, 
the credit of sincerity and honest conviction; and 
I cannot therefore stand stilland hear a tribunal 
like that assailed, as I think unnecessarily, by 
anybody, and particularly by the honorable.mem- 
ber from Massachusetts, who stands, in the esti- 
mation of his friends, so high aloft that his voice 
is heard the land over, and is, in their impression, 
potential, 

Mr. SUMNER. The multiplication table tells 
us that two and two make four. Now, if a tri- 
bunal honored like the Supreme Court should un- 
dertake to declare that two and two make five, and 
a Senator as distinguished as the Senator from 
Maryland should uphold the high tribunal in its 
decision, I do not think that it would be pre- 
sumptuous in me to call that decision in question. 
But the Dred Scott decision was as absurd and 
irrational as such a reversal of the multiplication 
table, besides shocking the moral sense of man- 
kind. The Senator will pardon the lide scruple 
with which I now denounce it. I claim nothing 
for myself. I may be weak. But, according to 
the measure of my abilities as God has given 
them to me, I enter a standing protest against 
that atrocious judgment, which was false in law 
and also false in the history with which it sought 
to maintain its false law. 

The Senator seems to imply that I am not fa- 
miliar with that case. Sir, | know it too well. I 
have read carefully the opinion of the Chief Jus- 
tice which the Senator now vaunts, and I have read 
also the opposing opinions, by the side of which 
that much-vaunted opinion of the Chief Justice is 
dwarfed into the pettiness which becomes a pro- 
duction in such a cause; ignoble in character and 
impotentexcept in that little briefauthority whieh 
is incident to the judicial position. ‘The Senator 
pleads for this judgment in the name of jurispru- 
dence, of justice, and of the nation, Sir, in the 
same name | denounce it; in the name of juris- 
prudence, which it disgraces; of justice, which it 
denies; and of the nation, which it has offended. 

Among the influencesand agencies which helped 
forward the present rebellion and set fellow-citi- 
zens in bloody battle with cach other, the Dred 
Scott decision can never be forgotten. It gave 
to conspirators new confidence. Ft filled patriots 
fora while with despair. It was the platform of 
slavery, whose behests would have triumphed 
had this decision been allowed fully to prevail. 
Hating the rebellion in its origin and the cireum- 
stances which nursed it into being, we must hate 
this decision. . 

But the Senator wandered into a eulogy of that 
old Supreme Court, now. departed, when Mar- 
shall was Chief Justice, and claimed from the 
past consideration for the present. Sir, | have 
not been a careless student of the decisions of 
that court in its palmy days. I know their learn- 
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ing; wisdom, aud ability, andam proud that there 

-are-guch’ pages in the jurisprudence of my-coun- 
try: “But my sentiments toward the'court of that 
day-are warmed also by personal experience. It 
is among thé cherished reminiscences of many 
years ago that I was. privileged to know, as a 
youth wight know, that illustrious. magistrate 
whomithé Senator praises so well. He reeeived 
ieiat liis table and allowed meto accompany him 
yii is walla Hewas avenerable character. But 
Fpray the Senator not toclaim for the Dred Scott 

. decision any of the reverence which justly be- 
longs to his name. There is no question now of 
tribute to Chief Justice Marshall, or respect for 
the decisions -of the tribunal while he presided 
overiti ‘The Dred Scott decision is more noticed 
from its contrast with all that is good and greatin 
the decisions of other days. Itis hard that the 
tribunal whith had established such an authority 
among us should doan actby which all its author- 
ity-has been endangered. 

But this whole debate is in the nature of a di- 
version or a deviation, and therefore I bring it 
baek-to the precise point from which it started. 
The Senator from Maryland invoked the Dred 
Scott decision as a reason why Congress should 
not recognize colored personsascitizens. In the 
remark which I made it was my purpose to vin- 
dicate the right of Congress to interpret the Con- 
stitition without any constraint from the Supreme 
Court. Each branch of the Government must 
interpret the Constitution for itself, according to 
its own sense of obligation under the oath we 
have-all taken, And God forbid that Congress 
should consent to wear the strait-jacket of the 
Dred Scott decision! 

Mr. JOHNSON. This debate is not of my 
seeking, and | donot propose to continue it at any 
length. The honorable member from Massachu- 
setts is mistaken if he supposes | have attempted 
to criticise him or any other Senator, I always 
listen to him. with pleasure; and there is no man 
who is more logical, more powerful, more learned, 
and, above all, who exhibits upon all occasions 
such admirable taste. [have not attempted to 
vindicate the Dred Scott decision, E have ex- | 
pressed no opinionof my own. What Edo object 
to is that the honorable member should in this 
instance have departed from that rule of good 
taste which in the general almost ever character- 
izes him, and indulged in opprobrious epithets in 
relation to the decision and to the wibunal by 
whom the decision was pronounced. Ile, in his 
place, thought proper to tell the public that the | 
decision was a disgrace. ‘That is no comment 
upon the decision. ti may be wrong in the judg- 
menbof the enlightened Senator fron: Massachn- 
setts, who always seces truth just as she is, who 
never ean be wrong, perbaps, in his opinion, who 
certainly does not seem to think it possible that 
he can be wrong in this instance, The decision 
may be erroneous; but inthe judgment of a great 
many others it is barely possible—and I submit 
it tothe reflection of the honorable member from 
Massachusetts that when the reasoning of the 
Chief Justice and of the court by whom that de- 
eson was pronounced is held in the one hand, 
znd the reasoning, if it ean be called reasoning, i 
to which the honorable member from Massachu- 
setts has referred is held in the other—L say it is 
barely possible that very well-jadging mon may 
think thatthe weight of authority is in the right 
hand, {do not say that it is. fs 

The hovorable member has been a guest of | 
Chief Justiee Marshall, I um glad to hear it, 
hut somewhat surprised ‘that the teachings that 
he mast have had at thatstime have apparently H 
been so entirely forgotten. Did he ever learn | 
drom the lips of that man that itwas either wise, 
or prudent, or politic, or statesmanlike, to assail 
with viluperative epithets the decision of the | 
highest tubunalio the land? ‘That man was as- | 
sailed in his day and gencration. Fle who led | 
the Democracy, controlled by prejudice, under 
which, as i think, the honorable member from 
Massachusetts, more or less, now stands, pre- 
ceding and during the trial of Burr, and preceding 
and during the decision of the case, McCulloch | 
vs, The State of Maryland, denounced the Chief ! 
Justice in terms of biting severity, which, I have | 
no doubt, he regretted before he was called to his | 

account, Je charged Marshall with willfully 
dismissing the prosecution against Burr; and yet 
who now remembers, unless hisattention is called ii 
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to'it, the anathemas of Jefferson, and who has not 
always in fresh recollection, as one of the most 
cherished of the recollections of his life, the-high 
and spotless honor and matchless ability of Mar- 
shall? ; 

As to thecapacity of the present Chief Justice, 
let me say to the honorable member I am some 
years older than he is; itwas my good fortune to 
be' with the present Chief Justice and opposed’ to 
him while at the- bar, and almost-every day: for 
years# and for consummate ‘ability: in his profes- 
sion; for unsullied integrity in all the relations of 
life, while he graced and honored our bar, there 
was:no man in the Government, and no man in 
any other Government, acquainted with his char- 
acter, wlio would think himself at all disparaged 


by having Taney considered, in the judgment of || 


the men who knew him, hisequal. And without 
meaning to offend the honorable member from 
Massachusetts, and with all the personal regard 
which I feel for him, avd recollecting the courtesy 
that he has extended to me, and which I have re- 
ciprocated from the bottom of my heart, I say to 
him, without any purpose of offense, that if Lam 
obliged to aet upon the weight of authority upon 
all questions of constitutional law, I shall prefer 
holding to the opinion of Taney than holding to 
the opinion of the honorable member. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, i believe itis not 
a great many years since the Senate of the State 
of New York was a supreme court of errors, to 
revise the proceedings of the highest judicial tri- 
bunal of that State. I was not aware that such 
was our position, that the Senate of the United 
States was a court for the revision of the errors 
of the Supreme Court of the United States; but 
it seems to be so considered. Ido not propose 
to enter into this discussion, but simply to make 
a single remark, in which I am compelled to dif- 
fer with my honorable friend from Massachu- 
setts. Tle says thatthe Dred Scott decision was 
a disgrace ‘to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Ido not believe that I think any better 
of that decision than he docs: F think it was an 
outrage upon the civilization of the age and a 
libel upon the law; but f do not think it was a 
disgrace to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. (Laughter. | 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I feel bound to interpose. 
Itavas understood that this bill was not to be 
discussed; and unless the discussion ecases, | 
must call for the order of the day. Ifa vote can 
be taken, F have no objection. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Scerctary 
will call the roll on the passage of the bill, 

‘The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 8; as follows: 

YEAS—Mes: 


Brown, Clark, Collamer, Conness, Dix- 
on, Doolitt ssenden, Foot, Foster, Grines, Hale, 
Harlan, Harris, Hehdersou, Jtoward, Howe, Lane of tu- 
diana, Morgan, Morrill, Nesinith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sher- 
man, Sumner, ‘Pen Byek, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 


rs. Buckatew, Davis, Johnson, Powell, 
Riddle, Saulsbury, Van Winkle, aud Willey~2. A 


So the bill was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE JOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Lroyn, its Chief Clerk, announced that 
the Tlouse of Representatives had passed the bill 
of the Senate (No. 80) to provide for the better 
organization of Indian affairs in California. 

‘The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed a bill (No. 272) 
for the relief of Julia A. Ames; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed an 
enrolled bill (S. No. 108) relating to acting as- 
sistant paymasters in the Navy, and regulating 
the appointment of cadets in the Naval Academy; 
which was thereupon signed by the Vice Presi- 
dent, 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. No. 16) proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The joint resolution, as originally introduced 
by Mr. Henvarson, proposed the following arti- 
cles as amendments to the Constitution of the 
United States, whieh, when adopted by the Le- 


gislatures of three fourths of the several States, 
shall bé valid; to all intents and purposes, as part 
of the Coiistitution: © ~ 

Arr. 1. Slavery or involuntary servitude, except as a 
punishment for crime, shal not exist in the United States. 

ART.2. The Congress, whenever a majority of the mem- 
bers elected to each. House shall deem it necessary, may 
propose amendinents to the Constitution,.or, on the appli- 
eation ofthe Legislatures of a majority.df the several States, 
shall call a convention for proposing amendments, which 
in either case shali be valid; to all intents and purposes, as 
part of the Constitutica, when ratified, by the Legislatures 
of two thirds of the. several States, or by conventions in 
two thirds thereof, as the one or the otber mode of Fatifiea~ 
tion may be proposed by Congress. i 

“The Committee off the Judiciary proposed an 
amendment to strike out‘all after the resolving 
clause and insert the following: 

(Two thirds of both Houses coneurring;) That the fol- 
lowing article be proposed to the Legislatures of the several 
States as au amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which, when ratified by three fourths of said Le- 
gislatures, shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as a 
part of the said Constitution, namely: 

ARTICLE XIM. 

Sec. 1. Neitherslavery hor involuntary servitude, cxecpt 
as a punishment for crime, whereof the party shall have 
been duly convieted, shall exist within the United States, 
or any place subject to théir jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power to enforce this article 
by appropriate legislation. 

Yesterday Mr. Davis moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out all after the word 
“that,” and inserting: 

The States of Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont are 
formed into and shall constitute one State of the United 
States, to be calicd North New, England and the States 
of Massachusetts, Connecticut, and noae Telina, includ- 
ing the Providence Plantations, are forbed into and con- 
stitute one State of the United States, to be called South 
New England; and Congress shall pass all laws necessary 
and proper to give full eflect to this amendment of the Con- 
stitution. 3 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, the joint 
resolution now before the Senate, reported by the 
Committee on the Judiciary, proposes an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to provide that ‘neither 
slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a 
punishment for crime, whereof the party shall have 
been duly convicted, shall exist within the Uni- 
ted States, or any place subject to their jurisdic- 
tion.” Lengage in the discussion of this proposed 
amendment to the Constitution, not from any de- 
sire to treat of a subject not only distasteful to 
myself, but which I believe is distasteful tothe 
country, but from a sense of duty to those whom 
I represent, 

We have grown, Mr. President, vain enough 
to imagine that had we been the creators of the 
universe and of all things that exist thercin, we 
could improve upon the workmanship of the Al- 
mighty. Had such been the case, no Eve would 
have plucked the forbidden fruit; no Adam would 
have been doomed to earn his bread in the sweat 
of his brow; the earth would not have. been so 
cursed as to bring forth briers and thistles; the 
air would have been always balmy; the food 
of man would have been manna; every cedar 
would have been as those of Lebanon, and every 
twig as the majestic tree of the forest. No tor- 
nado’s blast, no earthquake shock would have 
affrighted or alarmed the world, or destroyed any 
partion of the human race, Vernal flowers would 
have bloomed throughout the year; nothing but 
happiness, universal happiness, would. have ever 
existed. But, sir, we were not the creators of the 
| universe or of existence anywhere, and we must 
look at questions in a practical light, view them 
according to the circumstances by which we are 
surrounded and by the light of current events. In 
that light I propose to view the question now be- 
fore the Senate. ` 

Slavery had existed under some form or other 
from the first period of recorded history. It dates 
back even beyond the period of Abraham, the 
father of the faithful, in whose seed all the na- 
tions of the earth were to be blessed. We find 
that immediately after the flood the Almighty, 
for purposes inscrutable tous, condemned a whole 
race to servitude: ‘‘Vayomer Orur Knoan Efet 
Afoatim Yeahio Le-echot:”? “And he said, Cursed 
be Canaan; slave of slaves he shall be to his 
brethren.” 

It continued among all people until the advent 
of the Christian era, It was recognized in that 
new dispensation which was to supersede the old, 
It has the sanction of God’s own apostle; for 
when Paul sent ‘back Onesimus. to Philemon, 
whom did he send? A freeman? No, sir, He 
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sent his dovdos, [doulos,] a slave,born as such, not 
even his andrapodon, who was such by captivity 
in war. Among all people and in all ages has 
this institution, if sach it is to be called, existed 
and had the countenance of wise and good men, 
and even of the Christian church itself until these 
modern times, up at least to the nineteenth cen- 
tury. It cxists in this country, and has existed 
from the beginning. 

Mr. President, in 1783 there existed on the 
Atlantic slope of what was once the United States 
of America, and which F trust will yet in the 
providence of God again become the United States 
of America, thirteen independent, free, absolute 
political sovercigntics. In the treaty between 
Great Britain and the colonies which recognized 
their Independence, those colonies were distinctly 
named, each one, and cach wasrecognized as an | 
independent and sovereign State. They had in | 
fact been independent since the 4th of July, 1776; | 
and before their recognition by the mother coun- | 
try they had entered into Articles of Confedeia- 
tion by which they were to be governed, Al- 

* though JT am no secessionist, and never have 
been, and never expect to be, it may be refresh- 
ing in these times to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate and of the country to one very important fact 
in this connection, and that is that the Articles of | 
Confederation were entered into not for any tem- | 
porary purpose; they were articles existing be- 
tween all the thirteen original colonies, and the 
Union thereby formed was declared to be a per- 
petual Union, and the faith of eachand of all was 
pledged to the maintenance and the preservation 
of that perpetual Union. Sir, weare sprung from 
a race of secessionists, however much we may 
discard the name now, and however excited may 
be our feelings toward those deluded brethren 
who have undertaken to assert the right of seces- 
sion and to act upon it, in our judgment without 
sufficient cause, unwisely for themselves, injuri- 
ously to us, injuriously to the world both now 
and throughout future time. In those Articles of 
Confederation it is declared thus: 

Whereas the delegates of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled did, on the 15th day of November, 
in the year of our Lord 1777, and in the second year of the 
independence of America, agree to certain articles of con- 

- federation and perpeinal union between the States of New 
Hampsbire, Massachusetts Bay, Rhode Island and Provi- 
dence Plantations, Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Caro- 
lina, South Carolina, and Georgia, in the words folowing, 
namely 2? 

Then, after reciting the Articles of Confedera- 
tion, the convention of ratification goes on to 
declare: 

“ Aud whereas it hath pleased the great Governor of the 
world to iuetine the hearts of the Legislatures we respect- 
ively represent in Congress to approve of, and to author- 
ize us to ratify, the said articles of confederation and per- 
petual union: Know ye, that we the undersigned delegates, 
by virtue of the power and authority to us given for that 
purpose, do by these presents, in the name and in behalf 
of our respective constituents, fully and entirely ratify and 
confirm cach and every of the said articles of confederation 
and perpetual union, and all and singular the matters and 
things therein contained; and do further solemnly piight 
and cugage the faith of our respective constituents that 
thes all abide by the determinations of the United $ 
in Congr assembled, on all questions which by the » 
Contcderation are submitted to them 3 and that the articles 
thercot shall be inviolably observed by the States we re- 
specuvely represent, and that the union shall be perpel- 
Uh. “7 

And yet, sir, in nine short years, in violation 
ofthe solemn stipulations contained in the Articles 
of Confederation, and in violation of that spirit of 
union to the preservation of which the faith of 
each and every one of those States, and of the 
people thereof, was pledged, what do we find? 
All the other States seceding from New York, 
Virginia, North Carolina, and Rhode Island. 
Have we followed the example which our fathers 
set us in treating of the great question which now 
agitatesand which for three years past hasagitated 
thepublic mind? Have we done asJohn Quincy 
Adams said would be wise, in 1839, in a public 
address in New York, that when the affections of 
the people of one portion of the country became 
alienated from the other, and nothing could keep 
together the alienated parts but force, then we 
should recur to the early precedents in our his- 
tory, follow those examples, endeavor to reunite 
the whole by peaceful and wise remedies? No, | 
sir, but war desolates the land, and nothing, it | 


planted from other shores, transplanted here to | 
a great extent against the- remonstrances of the 
colonies themselves. When the Declaration of | 
Independence was formed, which is often quoted | 
as evidence that these modern doctrines in refer- | 
ence to slavery are the correct doctrines, every 
one of the colonies which helped to frame that 
declaration was a slaveholding colony, afd most į 
of the men who were members of that Congress 
were slaveholders. Because they inserted in the 
beginning of that declaration a general specula- | 
tive truth that ‘all men are created equal,” it is 
said that was an acknowledgment by them that 
slavery itself was wrong. Why, Mr. President, | 
how absurd! The authors of the very instru- | 
ment, themselves slavcholders, declaring to the 
world that they were criminals, and up to the | 


age, continued to be criminals! No, sir. They 
were speaking pot ofthe rightsof the subject race 
in their own midst, batof those rights to free and 
independent government which distinct political 
communities had, and that as against other dis- 
tinct political communitics a separate people had 
arightto govern itself, and derived that right from 
| their Creator. It might with as much reason be 
contended that because in the preamble to the 
Constitution it is said “ We, the people of the 
United States,’’ that thereby is meant that the 
negro race, the slaves at that day, helped to form 
the Constitution of the United States because they 
are persons, Butin the sense in which the in- 
strument was formed they constitute no people, 
having no voice in the Government under which 
they live. F 

Slavery being transplanted to thiscountry, and 
the slave trade continued too in the Constitution 
of the United States by the framers of that instra- 
ment for twenty years, and that by the vote of 
some two or three of the New England States, 
we are told in the face of these facts that the fram- 
ers of the Declaration of Independence and the 
framers of the Constitution of the United States 
were opposed to the existence of slavery, that 
they bore testimony against it, and that the desire 
expressed now by some of us that it should not 
be interfered with isa departure from the wisdom 
and the policy of the fathers. 
| | Why, sir, inthatinstrumentthey not only con- 
tinued the foreign slave trade for twenty years, 
but they guarded and protected the right of the 
master to his slive by provisions which if they 
had been faithfully observed these unhappy times 
would not now be upon us. They provided for 
the return of the escaped fugitive, and in the lan- 
guage of Justice Story that provision was essen- 
tial to the formation of the Union, and unless it 
had been incorporated in the Constitution no 
; Union could have been formed. 

Bat, sir, the fathers left the matter not there; 
but during the first Administration, during the 
period that Washington was President of the Uni- 
ted States, to carry out in goed faith this provision 
of the Federal Constitution, the first fugitive slave 
act was formed. He, who among men was the 
foremost of all men, whose memory not only the 
people of this country have honored, but whose 
memory is dear to freemen everywhere through- 
out the world, gave the sanction of his great name | 
to the first fugitive slave law that was formed. 
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| isted iu every one of them. It had been trans- 


time of their death, by holding slaves in bond- |! 


| 


He did not profess to be wiser than the Almighty, 
nor better than Paul, who returned the siave to 
his master; and although men dare not, even in 
these deluded days,and amid the wild excite- 
ment which now rages through the North, arraign ; 
: his memory or stain his character, they cannot 
withdraw him from the class to which he belonged, 
i the class of slaveholders, and the attempt now to 
repeal the fugitive slave act is only an attempt to 
repeal that which, had he been living atthe pres- 
ent day, would have reccived his sanction, if we | 
can judge by his act when he signed the bill of; 
1793. l 
Mr. President, the question before the Senate 
is whether the resolution proposed by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary shali be adopted by this 
body and the proposed constitutional amend- 
merits be submitted to the States. Imay be about 
| to announce a heresy, butif it be heresy I firmly 
| believe in the truth of it, that if the Senate of the 


seems, but blood can satisfy the people. 


United States were to adopt this juintresolution, 


Mr, President,at the time the colonies declared Hi and were to submit it to all the States of this | 
; -p BE aan 2 Hi 
themselves free of the parent country slavery ex- i} Union, and if three fourths of the States should |: 


ratify: the amendment, it would not be binding on 
any State whose interest was affected by it-ifthat 
State protested against it. I know the popular 
doctrine‘is, that if a convention is called by two 
thirds of the States and proposesany amend ments 
whatever to the Constitution, which.amend ments 
are ratified by three fourths of the States, such 
amendments then become the supreme law of the 
land, and are binding on each and every State— 
those who had notassented tothem as welas those 
who had. Such is notthe opinion which Lenter- 
tain of this matter. I may be inerror; know my 
view is against the popular opinion; but let us.test 
it and see who is right and who is wrong. Who 
framed this Constitntion? Who made it? 

The preamble to the Constitution commences, 
“ We, the people of the United States,” and hence 
some say that this is a popular Government; 
and they would have you believe that it has the 
same effect as though the people in mass meeting 
had framed it. Sir, that clause of the Constitution 
is susceptible of a rendering perfectly legitimate 
which would do away with this idea, even if the 
preamble to the Constitution could govern its pro- 
visions, and that is,‘ We, the people of the States 
united,’? who are but the people of the United 
States. Sir, that Constitution was framed by the 
States, by the people of the States, who elected 
delegates to their conventions or Legislatures. It 
was submitted separately to each State. It never 
was submitted to the people of the United States 
as an aggregate body. It was not even submit- 
ted to the Congress of the United States elected 
by the people from the particular States. It was 
not submitted to a general convention of delegates 
elected in the different States, but it was submit- 
ted directly and immediately to the States. them- 
selves, It was to bind no State, and had' no effect 
in any State except those States which, in their 
independent and separate character, ratified it. 

Our seceding fathers withdrew not en masse from 
the old Articles of Confederation, The State which 
I have the honor in part to represent, although 
now one of the least populous in the Union, was 
the first seceder, New Jersey, Pennsylvania,and 
other States followed, until finally New Hamp- 
shire made secession complete from the other 
States by ratifying that Constitution. New York, 
Virginia, North Carolina, and Rhode Island were 


| left to determine the great issue of peaceable sep- 


aration or forcible opposition to it. They were 
left to try the power of military coercion or to 
exclaim that their wayward sisters might depart 
in peace. New York and Virginia soon seceded 
from the old Confederation and camein, and finally 
North Carolina; but Rhode Island would not 
whip them back again. 

Lam not going to discuss the question of the 
ower of the Federal Government to coerce States 
ack into the Union, This is not the time to dis- 

cuss any such question. It has been discussed 
heretofore. We are now engaged in war, and we 
must look to the great and momentous issues of 
war and to the circumstances by which we are 
surrounded, 1 do not propose to enter into any 
discussion of that character; but I will say this, 
as a historical and legal truth, that there was as 
much authority io Rhode Island and these other 
States, when the nine left them, to coerce them 
back and make them live up to their plighted 
faith, for the preservation of this “perpetual 
Union,” to which their honors were plighted, as 
there isin the Federal Government to coerce any 
of the seceded States back again. Those, how- 
ever, were practical days. Practical men lived in 
those days. They pursued a different plan, and 
a “more perfect Union’? was formed than that 
created by the Articles of Confederation. If out 
of all this terrible war and the struggies betwee! 


| the several States a more perfect Union shall be 


formed, a Union in which the rights of the citizen 
and of the States shall be respected, and in whieh 
civil liberty shall be preserved, no one will be 
more rejoiced than myself. 

But, sir, I denied the proposition that it was 
competent for three fourths of the States by an 


: amendment of the Constitution to say to any dis- 
: senting State, © This shall be your Constitution, 
: and you shall live in this Union notwithstanding 
: we have interfered with your independent control 
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over your domestic rights.” Let us test the doc- 


; trine. 


l shall not test it in reference to the subject of 
slavery; for notwithstanding what may be the 
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opinion: of some of my honorable friends ‘here 
and some portion of the people at large, for. the 
: question of slavery I care not. I any not so fond 
: of the principle of human bondage, or of bondage 
of any kind, that Í advocate it for the love of it. 
I have no:interest or very little in the institution 
of slavery. more than any member on this floor 
has. “Could I have had my way, could É have 
been the creator and governor of allthings, per- 
haps no‘bondman would’ have ever trod the soil; 
the infants, even, would have been cherubs, and 
the men would have beenarchangels. We vainly 
imagine that we could have made all things bet- 
ter. Llook at the subject of slavery’ only in a 
practical light and in ite legal constitutional as- 
ects. Convince me that your policy is author- 
ized by the Constitution of the United States and 
by the rights of the States, and will conduce to 
the advancement of the white race and the im- 
provement of the negro race, and 1 will support 
it.) Senators on the other side have as much 
fondness for the system of human slavery as I 
have, although we differ in our theories in refer- 
ence to it, Tlook at it in a practical light; they 
in a theoretical light. I regard it neither as un- 
constitutional, illegal, immoral, impious, or sinful 
in any aspect of the case, but in perfect accord- 
ance with the ways of Providence to man. 

Mr. President, if the ratification of your proposed 
amendment by three fourths of the States can give 
itthe validity of a constitutional provision, obliga- 
tory upon a protesting State, then would a ratifica- 

«tion by three fourths of the people in reference to 
any other matter, ¢xcept that simple one that cach 
State shall have two Senators, be obligatory. I 
know that the popular theory ig thata convention 
can frame a constitution, and if three fourths of 
the States ratify it it is obligatory in reference to 
anything and everything they do; that absolute 
sovereignty is with them, not only in reference to 
the purposes of gencral government, but absolute 
sovercignly in respect to every right which the 

- people of the States have. I have not so read 
either the Constitution of my country or the teach- 
ings of those who framed that Constitution. If 
that be so, then [ ask you, could three fourths of 
the States say that you should have no manufac- 
tories, that you should plant no corn, that you 
should not have property in anything else which 
is the subject of property? 

1 go further. If it would be competent for them 
to make such a provision as this the paramount 
law of the land, ag the constitution of that land, 
and if this theory be true, that omnipotent power, 
so far as the purposes of government are con- 
cerned, resides with three fourths of the States, 
then they could blot out of existence any State in 
this Union. Does any gentleman suppose that it 
would be competent for a convention to so frame 
the Constitution, and for three fourths of the States 
to ratify it, that property should not be held in 
any State of this Union, or thatall existing prop- 
erty should be swept away? Would it be com- 
petent for such a convention, with such a ratifica- 
tion, to provide that all the mills and factories of 
New England should never run more, and that 
no property should exist in anything which was 
the product or the manufacture of those mills and 
factories? 

Sir, property is not regulated and was not in- 
tended to be regulated by the Constitution of the 
United States, “Property is the creature of the 
law of the State, and whenever this Government 
undertakes, either by legislative enactment or op- 
erating through and by three fourths of the States, 
to say to the people of any State, “ We will say 
what shall be property and what shall not be prop- 
erty within your midst; that subject shall be reg- 
ulated by a Federal Constitution or bya Federal 
law,” they violate the purposes and objects for 
which the Constitution was framed, and do that 
which, if they had proclaimed had been their ob- 
ject in the beginning, would have prevented the 
formation-of that Constitution and of the Union. 

„Sir, my motives may be misinterpreted and my 
views may be erroneous. They are honestly en- 
tertained. It may be said that I wish to justify 
what has been done by the seceded States, and 
that I may want their example followed. It ist 
vain in these days for any man to attempt to de- 
clare what his own honest purposes are. A top 
willing public lends a too ready ear to miscon- 
struction and misrepresentation. f want secession 
toheimitated! What have I or my people to gain 


by any such thing as that? It was ruin and desola- 
tion to us. We were happy, contented, and free, 
in the enjoyment of all our constitutional rights, 
until it took place. Since then we have been 
bondmen; and such is the fate which threatens 
us in the future, if the policy of those now in 
power shall continue to govern this country. 
‘What, good could separation bring to us on the 
border, exposed to and in front of hostile people? 
We have never courted and never desired such a 
thing; but we are resolved, even amid the din of 
arms, to cling zealously to our constitutional 
rights, and to adhere to those fundamental prin- 
ciples of government which are essential to our 
safety. . 

But, sir, to recur again to the argument, I sub- 
mit to Senators this question: if you were to pro- 
pose an amendment to the Constitution in the 
form you do this, and that amendment should be 
ratified by three fourths of the States, that the 
State of Delaware and the State of Maryland 
should hereafter exist and be but one State, would 
that be binding upon the people of Delaware and 
the people of Maryland, unless they assented to 
it? L hold it would be a justifiable cause for se- 
cession. The popular theory would be that it 
migkt be done; foreven in the carlier moments of 
this great struggle, a Secretary of War, whom I 
never heard accused of looking into a law book, 
or reading the Constitution of his country, did 
devise a scheme in his first report for uniting Dela- 
ware and some portion of Maryland into one 
State, and some portions of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia into another. He was going to do the thing 
speedily; and therefore, inasmuch as he was hon- 
ored with the high position of Secretary of War, 
I presume there must be men in this country who 
think like him, and think that if such a thing is 
not competent by a simple act of the national 
Legislature it is competent by a national conven- 
tion, or by an amendment of the Constitution by 
the ratification of three fourths of the States, so as 
to effect that result, - 

The Constitution of the United States is a con- 
tract made for the government of the people of the 
whole United States. It is a contract to which, 
in the language of Mr. Madison, the States them- 
selves are parties, and itis to be construed justas 
any other contract is to be construed, by its own 
terms and by the surrounding circumstances 
showing the objects and the purposes for which 
it was formed. "What were those purposes? To 
form a union among the States for common pur- 
poses, not to give them the control over the do- 
mestic relations existing in the States, not to reg~ 
ulate the right and title to property in the States; 
but there were great common purposes to be sub- 
served by the formation of this Union which could 
be better subserved by the States in the aggregate 
than by the States separately. They were in- 
trusted with the interests of the States so far as 
intercourse with foreign nations were concerned, 
with thg regulation of commerce, with the coin- 
age of moncy, and*many other things. But the 
framers of that instrument show in it the object 
which they had in forming it, because they del- 
egate the powers which the Federal Govern- 
ment should have, and then declare that the pow- 
ers not therein delegated, and, not prohibited to 
the States, are reserved to the States respectively 
or to the people. 

Do any suppose ‘if, at the time of the forma- 


tion of that Constitution, it had been suggested 


Mthat, by allowing it to be amended by the ratifi- 


cation of three fourths of the States, a future con- 
vention would undertake to invade the rights of 
the States and to determine what should be prop- 
erty in the States, or to regulate the relation of 
parent and child, husband and wife, master and 
slave, within those-States, that the fathers would 
ever have entered into such an agreement? Why, 
sir, even with the omission from that Constitu- 
tion of the provision which provides for the ren- 
dition of fugitive slaves, we are told by so high 
an authority as Justice Story, the Constitution 
could not have been framed. Do you suppose 
that men who were so tenacious of their rights— 
men who had waged a long seven years’ war for 
the achievement or preservation of those rights, 
after all their experience in that bloody conflict— 
would ever have committed to any body of men, 
present or in the future, the power to regulate 
the relation of parent and child or husband and 


wife? 


Sir, if you can go into the States and attempt 
to regulate the relation of master and slave, you 
can go into a State and'attempt to regulate the 
relation between parent and child or husband and 
wife. If.you have a right to go mtoa Stat® and 
say that one particular species of property which 
has heretofore been property shall not in the fu- 
ture be property, you have a right to say that 
any other subject of property heretofore shall not 
be property in the future; and you have å right 
to say in that case, by way of amendment, that 
there shall be no such thing as property at all. 
It will not do to answer me by saying that no 
convention of the States would do this; that three 
fourths of the States could not be found to ratify 
any such provision as that. -Why, sir, the thing 
is just as likely now to be done in the future as 
it was likely, when that Constitution was framed, 
that in seventy-five years a dominant party in 
this country would attempt to invade a State to 
determine the question of what should be prop- 
erty by.abolishing an existing institution. | 

But, sir, this provision goes further, Itis not 
only prospective in character so as to affect future 
rights, but it absolutely proposes by an amend- 
ment of the Constitution to sweep away and blot 
out hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of prop- 
erty in the States. That is the destruction of 
property. It operates for the destruction of prop- 
erty, because if this amendment becomes incor- 
porated in the Constitution and is submitted to, 
that property ceases. Then I ask, where is the 
difference in principle between the destruction of 
thisamount of property invested in slaves and the 
destruction of thatamount of property invested in 
manufactures, in agriculture, or in the mechanic 
arts? 

Again, can a convention frame an amendment, 
or can Congress propose an amendment to the 
Constitution, which, being ratified by three fourths 
of the States, shall become the supreme law of the 
land, by which there shall be made an equal dis- 
tribution of property throughoutthe United States? 
Can they do that? Let it be known that it is 
within the power of three fourths of the States to 
do that, and a party may rise up in the country 
most clamorous for the exercise of that power. 
I apprehend, however, it will be admitted that a 
convention of three fourths of the States cannot 
propose an amendment, which, being ratified by 
three fourths of the States, can do any of the 
things that I have mentioned. ` 

But it may be said it can only be done in refer- 
ence to slavery. What more power has a rat- 
ification of a proposed amendment to the Con- 
stitution, by three fourths of the States, over the 
question of slavery than it has over any other de- 
scription of property? Show me the distinction, 
Slaves were as much property in the eye of the 
framers of that instrument, in the eye of the ex- 
isting Constitution, as any other species of prop- 
erty. Ifthree fourths of the States have a right 
to destroy property in slaves they have a right to 
destroy it in anything else. Their power is just 
as extensive, and no more, in reference to this 
species of property as any other; for 1 presume 
we are not to be asked to amend the Constitution 
upon humanitarian grounds. 

The sinfulness of slavery or the evil of slavery 
among those with whom it exists is not to bein- 
voked as affording power, in the absence of any- 
thing else, to make this proposed change. If 
that be the source whence is derived the author- 
ity to make this amendment to the Constitution 
itis an authority against which I cannot argue, 
for the simple reason that I and my antagonist 
nevercouldagree. In my judgment he advocates 
a sickly sentiment, I a practical question. He 
professes to be wiser than the Almighty, under 
whose providence this system of human bondage 
has been allowed to exist in all ages of the past; 
wiser than the Saviour of the world, who when 
he was on earth never interfered with the law of 
slavery, although he walked up and down the 
plains of Judea, where there were slaves, and the 
law of whose people recognized the existence of 
slavery—the law that was given to them from 
Mount Sinai, amid lightning and thunder, amid 
smoke and flame; and recognizing the existence 
not only of this relation but the rightfulness of it. 
Thou shalt not covet thy neighbor’s wife, his 
servant, (slave,) his ox, his ass, nor anything 
thatishis.’? What is the meaning of “ servant??? 
Among the people to whom that law was given 
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there were hired servants; there were bondmen 
and bondmaids. 


slave born as such, justas mugh as dovdos, [doulos,] 
in Greek, means a slave born as such, f cannot 
argue with such an antagonist, because he sets his 


judgementup against the history of the race and of | 


mankind in all past ages. 

I presume, therefore, that this amendment, if 
it is adopted, must be upon the ground thatin the 
opinion of Senators, three fourths of the States 
would have the right to ratify it and incorporate 
it in the fundamental law of the land. I have no 
right to question the honesty of the opinion of 
any Senator who so thinks, and I do not question 
it. J only claim for my own opinion the same 
honesty that I yield to others. 

But, Mr. President, we are told thatthe reason 
why this amendment should be made is, that sla- 
very has caused the present national difficulties; 
that if it had not been for the existence of sla- 
very there would be no war. The honorable 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee tells us that 
even if the present troubles have been brought on 
by the interference of northern fanatics with the 
institution of slavery, then if slavery had not ex- 
isted there would have been nothing for them to 
interfere with, and the rebellion would not have 
taken place; that if it was brought on by the de- 
sire of the people of the South to strengthen and 
encourage the institution, then if it had not ex- 
isted the rebellion would not have taken place; 
and he seems to think that to it we owe the loss 
of freedom of speech, freedom of the press, and 
most of the ills under which we are now suffer- 
ing. He therefore propose as the great remedy, 
I presume not only to beal our present troubles, 
but as a bond of peace in the future, that the in- 
stitution of slavery shall be wiped out by achange 
of the Constitution. 

If there had been no fire, so large a portion of 
the city of New York as was burned down in 
1835 would not have been burned down, If there 
was no water, there would be no overflowing 
floods. If there was no sun in the heavens, no 
man would fall prostrate to the earth and die from 
the heat of that sun. Let the Senator correct all 
the ills of life. Let him quench the fire that warms 
all the human race, and yo incendiary then could 
burn our dwellings; let him dry up the fountains 
of the deep and close the windows of heaven that 
there shall be no more water; let him pluck the 
sun from on high that his heat shall no more 
cause death. 

Bat, sir, I hold that if you adopt this amend- 
ment, and you could get three fourths of the States 
to ratify it, it would not be obligatory upon the 
others for another reason; and that is, that you 
cannot propose this amendment to all the States, 
as contemplated by the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. ‘There are confessedly some eight or 
nine of these States now out of the Union, over 
which the Federal Government docs not pretend 
to exercise control. What is the meaning of the 
clause thatthe Congress of the United States may 
propose amendments, which, when ratified by 
three fourths of the States, shall becomea part of 
the Constitution? It means that you shall pro- 
pose those amendments, not to a portion of the 
States, but to all the States, so that all the States 
may have the power to act upon them. T ask 
you, suppose we were at peace to-day; suppose 
this revolution had never occurred, and it had 
been considered proper and necessary by a ma- 
jority of the people of the United States to change 
their fundamental law by making amendments to 
the Constitution; suppose, in reference to this 
matter or in reference’ to any other matter, you 
had adopted a joint resolution proposing those 
amcndments, and you submitted them to three 


fourths of the States, and not to the other one | 
fourth, and that they had been ratified by three | 
fourths of the States, would you tel! me that they | 
would be a part and parcel of the Constitution | 
because they were ratifiéd by three fourths of the | 


States? 

Hence occurs the principle with which I started, 
that the Constitution of the United States is the 
same as any other contract, 


Madison, are parties to it, and the plain, evident, 
honest import of this clause of the Constitution 
giving the power of ratification to three fourths 


Efel, the original in the Fie- || 
brew language, which means a slave, means a jj 


It is a contract be- || 
tween the States, who, in the language of Mr. |! 


| of the States isand must be so understood by all 
right-thinking men, that all the States shall have 
the power of passing upon that proposed amend- 
ment, of ratifying or rejecting it, and that if any 
State is denied that privilege, if your amendment 
is not proposed to any State, it cannot operate 
upon that State, because it would be in violation 
of the just terms and fair interpretation of the 
Constitution. The correctness of this principle 
would not be denied at allin reference to a con- 
tract between parties in a court. 

Then I say you cannot propose to or have your 
proposition acted on by a portion of the States, 
because you have actually declared them a hostile 
power, and are engaged in a war with them. You 
have recognized as between you and those very 
States belligerent rights. This only shows the 
impropriety of this proposition at the present 
time. If you wish to make anamendment to the 
Constitution of the United States which shall be 
binding and obligatory in all future time upon the 
parties to that Constitution, why not wait till 
peace is restored; why not wait till passion ceases 
to inflame the breast and madness to warp the 
judgment and craze the brain of men? The fun- 
damental law of a great people should never be 
changed amid theshock of arms. Reason shouid 
sit calmly on her throne; judgment should be 
brought to the ‘line’? before acting on such a 
question. 

But, sir, E oppose this proposed amendment on 
another ground. It is impossible for it to be rati- 
fied by a vote of three fourths of the States. The 

enator from Hlinois, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, said it would require 
iwenty-cight States, and he named the States 
which he supposed would vote to ratify it. He 
| included all the adhering 
tion of my own, and he thought she could not 
stand against it. Let me tell the honorable Sen- 
ator that if the resolution is passed, I do not 
suppose my State will bein the way of it; not be- 
cause she will approve of it; not because the ma- 
jority of her people will not be honestly opposed 
to it and would not vote against it, but because 


The Senator said that Maryland had inaugurated 
this policy, and she would be in favor of it. I 
have some acquaintance with the people of that 
State. She will agree to it, just as the Senator, 
if met by a highwayman, solitary, alone, and un- 
armed, presenting a pistol at bis head and de- 
manding his purse, would agree to give it up. 
But he expects to receive accessions from Ar- 
| kansas, Tennessee, North Carolina, and Louis- 
| iana in favor of this proposed amendment. I 
appeal to the honorable Senator, would he have 
an amendment to the Constitution and get up in 
his place in the Senate of the United States and 


the people of Arkansas, Tennessee, North Car- 
olina, or Louisiana, if the election were to be held 
at the present time? Does the Senator believe 
that if the people of those States were free to act, 
and could pass upon his proposed amendmentac- 


be one man in ten who would vote to ratify it? 
It is impossible for the Senator so to believe. 
What is your government in Arkansas, in 
Louisiana, and in Tennessee? Take away your 
| soldiers, and there would be scarcely one man in 
fifty in either of those States that would cither 
approve your amendment or recognize your au- 
| thority. And yet the Senator would affect the 
rights of nearly one half of what was once this 
| Union by going through—I say it in no disre- 
i spect to the honorable Senator, but I say it be- 
| cause | believe it and think it—going through the 
farce of an election under military control and 
restraint, and then come in the presence of the 
Senate of the United States and before the people 


thé people of three fourths of the States of the 
Union, in the spirit which their fathers intended 
them to act and in the free exercise of their judg- 
ments and their opinions as guarantied to them 
by their fathers, have agreed to amend their Con- 
stitution and forever hereafter wipe out the foul 
blot ofslavery! . 


except one thing, and that you may accomplish. 
ii You may succeed by suchan amendment as this, 
i 


you do notintend that they shall ever act upon it. i 


declare that that was an amendment adopted by | 


cording to their wish or judgment, there would ; 


Mr. President, nothing is to be gained by this | 


tates with the excep- | 


of the country and of the world, and proclaim that |; 


by an election—no, not by an election, but by a H considered the provisions 
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farce enacted inthe border States and by a-worse 
farce enacted in some of the'seceded States~you 
may succeed in abolishing slavery in the States 
of Delaware, Maryland, Kentucky, and Mis- 
souri. That is what you cando. You'can sue- 
ceed in injuring those who ‘never tried to. injure 
you; but unless you conquer the South, unless - 
you gubjugate them, unless you make them pass 
under the yoke as you avow your purpose to.do, 
unless you take bodily hold of their slaves and 
draw them within your lines and keep them there, 
you have accomplished nothing. You have re- 
garded them as belligerents, and consequently the 
slave you take to-day from them and put your 
uniform upon, if he is recaptured by them; js not 
free, though proclamations and legislative enact- 
ments may so declare, but is a slave still, and not 
only a slave by reason of the fact that he is in 
possession of his original master, but, by asound 
principic of the law of nations, the jus postliminii, 
he reverts to his original owner. 

But, sir, I shall not pursue the speech of the 
Senator from Illinois, to which I have referred 
simply to show in a few words the unsoundness 
of the principle which he assumes, that because 
slavery exists and people intermeddle with it and 
have brought on this state of affairs, or because 
those who were interested in it were unreason- 
able in their demands and thereby contributed to 
such a result, that therefore slavery must be wiped 
out. There is nothing good in life which by that 
mode of argumentation and reasoning the honor- 
able Senator could not wipe out and abolish for- 
ever. The very food which man eats is often the 
agency which destroys life; and the reasoning 
would be just as sound to say that food must be 
destroyed because it has killed men as that slà- 
very must be abolished because intermeddlers 


| with it have brought about the present state of 


affairs. 

I believe that there has been wrong on both 
sides of this question; that the abolitionists of 
this country and what are sometimes called the 


fire-exters of the South, the secessionists per se, 


have been codperators and coworkers in the same. 
damnable cause; thathistory will judge them both 
criminal, and humanity in all ages of the world 
will curse their memory. Had political aboli- 
tionists refrained from intermeddling with the just 
rights of the South in respect to slavery, there 
would have been no secessionists. Abolitionists, 
therefore, are the real disunionists, and primarily 
responsible for our present troubles. But, sir, 
while discussing the authority of this measure, I 
do not mean to be led into a question of party 
polities. 

As was said in reference to another matter, the 
subject of military interference with elections, by 
the honorable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Howanp,] the time is unpropitious for such a 
measure as this. Wait in hope until the day of 
peace returns, and then, if it is found necessary 
or wise in the judgment of the people of this coun- 
try to attempt changes in their organie law, apply 
yourselves to that high office in the same spirit, 
with the same singleness of purpose, with the 
same honesty of intention, with the same fairness 
of disposition, and with the same lofty patriotism 
in which it was formed by your fathers. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I do not pro- 
pose to discuss at large the power of Congress to 
propose this amendment to the States. I find in 
the Constitution as it now stands this provision: 

“The Congr whenever two thirds of both Houses 
shail deem it necessary, shall propose amendments to this 
Constitntion, or, on the application of the Legislatures of 
two thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for 
proposing amendments, which, in eitbercase, shall be valid 
to all intents and purposes, as part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the Legislatures of three fourths of the several 
States,” &e, 

I understand that course to`be now proposed. 
I understand that Congress is about to propose 
to the States certain amendments to this Consti- 
tution. J understand that when those amend- 
ments shall be ratified, if they ever are, by three 
fourths of the States, they will be, in the language 
of the Constitution now, “ valid to all intents and 
purposes.” But, says the Senator from Dela- 


| ware, you cannot amend the Constitution in this 


particular; the framers of the Constitution did not 
anticipate that such an amendment would be pro- 
posed. Has the Senator from Delaware carefully 
of this Constitution? 


The framers of the Constitution said that you 
might amend it in this way and it should be valid 
to all intents and purposes except in three partic- 
wlars: one was in regard to the slave trade; an- 
‘other was in regard to thé capitation tax; and the 
third was in regard to the equal representation of 
the States in:this tianch of Congress. Why, sir, 
article five of this Constitution shows conclusively 
- that the framers of the Constitution had thé sub- 
ject of slavery directly under their thought and 
control when they said, you shall not amend it 
in regard tothe slave. trade for twenty years, but 
was silent as to everything else in regard to it, and 
you may amend it. ‘There is no provision here 
that.you shall: not abolish domestic servitude. 
‘There was and is a provision that you should not 
ouch the slave trade within twenty years, but 
‘you might abolish slavery. The implication is 
‘clear and forcible that you may do it whenever 
two thirds of both Houses of Congress sce fit to 
‘propose the amendment and three fourths of the 
tates to accept it. 

But, Mr. President, Ido not propose to pursue 
this constitutional argument., 1 propose to show 
that the great evils of slavery as it now exists in 
these United States have arisen from this very 
‘Constitution. Yes, sir, slavery in the United 
States owes its giant growth to the Constitution; 
not thatit was created by it, for it existed before, 
but thatit was planted in it, fenced round and pro- 

‘tected by it, so that no national power could weed 
‘it out short of an amendment to the Constitution. 
Sir, this fearful destruction of life, this devasta- 
tion of homes, this marching and struggling of 
Slaughtering armies, these graves by Manassas 
‘and Malvern Hill, by the Rappahannock and Rap- 
idan, by the Chickahominy and the Chickamauga» 
by Cedar and Lookout and South Mountains, at 
"Shiloh and Marfreesboro’, at Vicksburg and Port 
Fludson, at Wagner and James’s Island, at An- 
tietam and Gettysburg; these hospitals with their 
rows of sickened and maimed inmates; these dend- 
houses out of which is carted away the dead sol- 
dier, often unattended, to rest in the soil he gave 
his life to defend; these “ widows’ weeds,” these 
** orphans’ tears,” are but the terrible harvest 
from the immunities, the protection, and the cul- 
ture secured by the Constitution to the accursed 
institution. And there is another harvest, too, 
where by the shores, and in the bays, the rivers, 
and the roadsteads, in the caverns of the ‘deep 
blue sea,” lies many a sailor boy cut down by 
this terrible reaper, 

Mr, President, Iam not now about to call to ac- 

count or blame the founders of this Government. 
They were wise and patriotic men. They were 
statesmen of broad and patriotic views. ‘They had 
great difficulties to contend with, and in the main 
they managed them with admirable skill and judg- 
ment. They did the best they could, as well, per- 
haps, asany mencould then havedone. The form 
of government which they conceived and present- 
ed to the American people, with its admirable di- 
vision of State and national powers; with itsgrant- 
ed and reserved rights; its checks and its balances; 
its restraints and ample resources; its generally 
clearly marked division of legislative, judicial and 
excculive functions; ity protection of the liberties 
of the people, with its guards against the abuse of 
power, has excited the admifation of the world. 
Commentators have examined and illustrated it; 
natiois have copied it; generations have blessed it. 
It was one of the crowning glories of Washing- 
ton’s life that he presided over the Convention 
which devised and reported it to the people for 
their adoption. 

The geueral peace and prosperity of the eoun- 
try under its administration; the wonderful de- 
velopment of its resources, never half apprecia- 
ted until now; the expansion of its territory; the 
increase of its population; its advancement in 
intellectual and moral culture, as well as politi- 
eal power, all attest the value of the work they 
achieved. 

Still it was not perfect. Ttcould not beso. It 
was of human wisdom, looking sharply to the 
future, bul sometimes failing to ‘pierce the vail,” 
and unable to provide for all the emergencies 
which misdirected, combined, and hellish passion 
or ambition should create. Nay, it rather bore 
within itself the seeds of weakness and disease, 
and secured food and incitement to those very 
passions which it had most to dread, 


| human bondage into the charter of a free Gov- 


= : 

Mr, President, the honorable Senator from 
Maryland who sits nearest me, [Mr. JOHNSON, 
with great force and justice the other day declare 
that ‘four present difficulties were the awful retri- 
butions of Providence upon a stupendous crime.” 
They are so; but equally true is it that they are 
but the normal growth and harvest of our own 
planting. Had there been no recognition of slavery 
in the Constitution; had its idea and substance not 
been admitted or allowed there; had it received no 
countenance or protection from the national Gov- 
ernment; had the Constitution provided for its 
gradual extinction in the old States and its utter 
exclusion from the new, slavery would not now 
have sought the overthrow of that Constitution 
which has ever been its best and strongest pro- 
tector. i 

When Washington laid aside the robesof office, 
hebesought his countrymen to cherish the Union 
they had formed. Alas! that the section of the 
country in which he lived, his own Virginia, 
should have been the first battle-field with those 
in arms to overthrow it; and that his own home 
cannot now be safely visited by Union-loving men 
without throwing out a picket guard to protect 
their liberties and their lives. 

Alas! that in Richmond, the capital of hisown 
State, men should be imprisoned and starved till 
their eye-balls glare upon vacancy, because they 
will fight for the supremacy of that Constitution 
which he so counscled them to cherish and de- 
fend; and this, because in the very instrument 
which formed that Union there was wrapped up 
a very Pandora’s box of evil. 

Mr. President, certain things in the material 
world cannot exist together in the same place and 
atthe same time. Fire cannot dwell with water. 
Thrown togetber they hiss and sputter until one 
is extinguished or the other evaporates in steam, 
So of acids and alkaline salts. They foam and 
effervesce until one is destroyed or both are neu- 
tralized, In the moral and political world there 
is the same law of anlagonisms: vice repels virtue 
and virtue abbors vice; innocence precludes guilt 
and guilt shuts out the very idea of innocence; 
government represses anarchy and anarchy over- 
throws government; tyranny destroys liberty 
while liberty prostrates tyranny; freedom strikes 
at slavery and slavery seizes her chains and en- 
deavors to bind them upor freedom. Neither will 
nor can rest in the presence of the other. Both 
will struggle for the mastery until one or the other 
must succumb; and in the contest they are “Jike 
the troubled sea, whose waters cast up mire and 
dirt,” 

'The framers of the Constitution forgot, or over- 
looked, or disregarded this law in human affairs. 
They attempted to form a more perfect Union, 
and yet in that very bond of Union they admitted 
antagonistic forces which have well nigh rent 
that Union asunder. They established justiceupon 
a foundation apparently stable, but with a mate- 
rial in it so unfitted for the structure that it has 
well nigh toppled the whole to destruction, They 
thought to insure domestic tranquillity by plant- 
ivg together secds of discord, which have ripened 
toanawful harvest of civil warand blood. Seeking 
liberty to themselves and posterity, but denying 
it to an inferior and subject race, they have nearly 
lost it to both. 

t Can a man take fire in his bosom and not be 
burned??? No more can man admit the idea of 


ernment and not find it in the end a blackened 
seroll crumbling to ashes in his grasp. 

Sir, Mr. Madison, with scrupulous care, €x- 
cluded the word “slave” from the Constitution, | 
but by a fatal mistake allowed the thing itself to 
remain. He chased away the shadow but left 
the substance, with the same fatuity that would in- 
duce a parent to call an asp or a scorpion a pretty 
bird, and leave it to sting his offspring to death. 
True it may be and is that he and his compeers 
thought slavery would gradually dic out, but they 
little knew the terrific vitality of the fiend which | 
should so grow and strengthen that in seventy- || 
five short years of the nation’s life it should wind 
itself in and about it with the grasp of an ana- | 
conda, and with impious breath claim it was of |} 


t 


divine sanction and origin. : 

Here is the issue clearly made up and plainly 
stated. Slavery says, ‘ Lam of God and eternal i! 
and absolute right” Liberty cries, ‘ You are of 


your father the devil, and his. works you dop? 
Now, can these two warring forces exist together, 
and did not the framers of the Constitution when 
they admitted into. the charter of free govern- 
ment the idea of hUman bondage put into it an 
element of unrest, strife, and death? | 

Let us consider. “Slavery procures ite regop- 
nition and admission into the Constitution. It 
has achieved a great anid almost fatal work. It 
has nestled into the yery, bosom of.the nation’s 
life. Ithas sectived the nation’s protection, It 
has allied with its defense the nation’s arm. It 
has an anchorage-ground from which no political i 
gales can drive it; a fortress where no hostile arm 
can assault it, and whence it can go forth to se- 
cure new triumphs as the nation advances in ter- 
ritorial power. True, her name is notin the Con- 
stitution; but, alas! she is there—there in vigor 
and strength—and in the very first article of that 
instrument she provides for her representation in 
Congress, where her voice and her votes have 
been of signal potency. She gained ata bound 
the legislative hall, and ever since hag sat and 
hissed and writhed about the nation’s limbs. 
True, again, hername was not in the instrament, 
‘but her power was there. : 

For years before she had freighted ships from 
Africa to these shores, laden with human beings, 
to endure the tortures of the middle passage, and 
if they escaped those to be forever bondmen and 
bondwomen. She said these men ‘have no 
rights which the white man is bound to respect,” 
and she demanded in that instrument that this 
inhuman traffic should not be prohibited to her 
for twenty years and more, and that she might 
have time and leisure atid opportunity to fill the 
land with slaves before any prohibition beyond 
a nominal tax could be laid upon the trade. Was 
slavery to die out? So said and so I think be- 
lieved the fathers; but why, then, this provision 
for an unlimited supply of victims for twenty | 
years, upon which she could feed and fatten and 
increase? ‘True, again, her name was not in the 
instrument. But see, slaves willrunaway. Man, 
black or white, does not love bondage; God has 
made him free, and if chains are put upon him, 
upon opportunity given he will slip them off and 
escape. Who shall return him? Shall he be 
free? * In nowise,” says the Constitution; ‘he 
shall not thereby’’—that is, by running away 
to another State—‘* be discharged such service 
or Jaber, kut shall be delivered up on claim of 
the party to whom such service or labor may be 
due.” Deliveredup? By whom? By the United 
States, said those who iuterpreted the law. And 


| thus by this Constitution slavery assumed mon- 


strous functions and powers. She could sit by 
the sea-side, and, reaching her hundred arms 
across the Atlantic, sweep the wretched coasts of 
Africa and draw to herself the miserable beings 
whom she could seize and fetter. She could then 
turn inland, and ifany of her panting, sweating, 
bleeding victims escaped from her house of bond- 
age she could demand the aid of the Government 
with all its power to return the fugitive to her 
clutch; and then she could ascend into the halls 
of legislation to demand new guarantees and to 
lash with hert‘ scorpion’s tail all who questioned 
herright or spoke of her with other than the most 
obsequions respect. 

Such was slavery inand by the Constitution. 


| Such are now its provisions in regard to her, save 


that the time for her to carry on her cruel foreign 
slave trade has expired. 

Shall she keep her position? Or shall she be 
east out as a demon, and forever prevented from 
again entering the halls of justice, the Houses of 
Congress, or the national domain? 

To determine more fully and clearly this ques- 
tion I propose to examine for a little while the 
history of slavery in connection with this Gov- 
ernment; not to go into detail or particular acts, 
but into great national, historic transactions, 
which may serve to show how carefully she has 
used the power which @he gained by her revog- 
nition in the Constitution, 

And here I accuse her of divers and sundry 
grievous misduings for which she richly deserves 
to die, and for which now in the righteous retri- 
butions of Providence she must suffer, 

Slavery is intrinsically and by nature grasping 
and encroaching. . Her animus necessarily is hos- 
tile tọ freedom and free territory; and hence, 
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though the framers of the Government had ap- || 


propriated the territory of the United States to 
the erection of free Slates, no sooner was she in- 
stalled in the Constitution, and Vermont was ad- 
mitted as a free State, than she looked about for 
more slave States, and Kentucky was born of Vir- 
ginia, under the Constitution, a slave Sute. 

“To secure the blessings of liberty,” says the 
preamble, was the Constitution ordained and es- 
tablished. How did slavery then pervert its end 
and aim! And to-day there is no State among the 
non-seceding States so wedded to this institution 
as this first-born slave State Kentucky. Halt- 
ing in her patriotism, limping in her support of 
the Government, divided betwixt her love for the 
Union and her love for slavery, preferring to sac- 
rifice her white sons to subdue rebellion rather 
than put her slaves in the Army, she is a most 
melancholy spectacle, showing to the world how 
low this accursed weight could drag down the 
gallant eld State, how, torpedo-like, it could be- 
numb its energies, paralyze its efforts, and divide 
and arm its citizens against themselves. 

Look at these two States of Vermontand Ken- 
tucky in thisstruggle. How nobly did the Green 

` Mountaineers ‘march to the music and keep the 
step of the Union!’ How cravenly and unpa- 
triotically did the gallant Kentuckians mount the 
platform of neutrality, and leave the old flag to 
be borne and upheld by other hands! They have 
nothing to choose between patriots and rebels! 
Me. President, why was it, and why is it so? 
Plainly and simply because Vermont had no 
slaves, and Kentucky had. Amend the Consti- 
tution, make slavery impossible in Kentucky, she 
will be more patriotic, and will in the end rest 
happy, quiet, and prosperous in the Union, and 
receive an untold gain. 

If all the new States admitted after the forma- 
tion of the Constitution had been free States, sla- 
very never could have increased as it has, nay, 
must rather have diminished, and we should have 
escaped this cruel civil war. But underthe Con- 
stitution slavery rana race with freedom to secure 
a slave State as often as there was admitted a free 
State; yes, and more; for the first half century of 
the Government six free States were admitted and 
nine slave States: Vermontin 1791; Ohio in 1802; 
Jndiana in 1816; Hlinois in 1818; Maine in 1820; 
Michigan in 1887; Kentucky in 1792; Tennessee 
in 1796; Louisiana in 1812; Mississippi in 1817; 
Alabama in 1819; Missouri in 1821; Arkansas in 
1836; Florida in 1845; Texas in 1845. 

Mr. President, I would amend the Constitution 
and banish slavery from the United States for 
that. She has spread herself since the formation 
of the Constitution over millions of square miles 
and among millions of people. She has excluded 
from that territory free schools and those insti- 
tutions of learning which are accessible to the 
poor, and thus kept the people in comparative 
ignorance. She has degraded Jabor and increased 
poverty and vice, She has reared an aristocracy 
and trampled down the masses. She has denied 
oftentimes in those States to citizens of otherStates 


their rights under the Constitution, She has shut | 


up to them the liberty of speech and the press. 
She has assaulted them, imprisoned them, lynched 
them, expatriated them, murdered them, for no 
crime, but because they testified againsther. She 
has debarred from that territory most of the im- 
provements which mark a free people. She has 
perverted knowledge. 
of it the foreign slave trade, and obstructed the 
punishment of the kidnapper and the pirate. In 
other parts she has degraded the people to the in- 
famous business of raising negroes for sale, and 
living upon their increase, She has practiced con- 
cubinage, destroyed the sanctity of marriage, and 
sundered and broken the domestic ties. She has 
baund men, women, and children, robbed them, 
beat them, bruised and mangled them, bured 
and otherwise murdered them, ‘To their cries 
she has turned a deaf ear, to their complaints shut 
the courts, and taken from them the power to 
testify against their oppressors. She has com- 
pelled them to submit in silence and labor in tears. 
She has forbidden their instruction, and mocked 
them with the pretense she was christianizing 
them through suffering. 


She has devised and set up the doctrine of State | 


rights, denying that her people owed allegiance to 
the national Government, thus weakening their 
attachment to it and sapping its foundations. ~ 


She has opened in parts- 


f and to yield obedience to those only which she 
chose to obey. 


by the line of 360 30’, abided by it till she had ap- 
propriated the part assigned to her, then abro- 
gated it, and filled Kansas with fraud, violence, 
and blood to secure the rest, 


the Union, and made the nation pay the debts of 
the adventure. 

She made war again on Mexico for more terri- 
tory; and when California, a part of the territory 
obtained by the war, asked to be admitted as a 
free State, she refused her assent until appeased 
by new compromises. 

She went into the court, and, 

te Squat like a toad,” 

she whispered into the car of the Chief Magis- 
trate that the negro had no ‘‘rights which the 
white man was bound to respect.” She caused the 
court to deny him the rights of a citizen, and, 
breaking down the old landmarks, drive him from 
the justice-hall a castaway without aid and with- 
out hope. Failing to elect a President agreeable 
to herself, she prepared to revolt. She sent as- 
sassins to murder the Chief Magistrate-elect on 
his way to the capital. She tmptied the Treas- 
ury; she sent away the Army and the Navy; 
she transferred arms from the North to the south- 
ern arsenals, and stole them when they reached 
there; she beleaguered and assaulted and cap- 
tured the fortifications of the United States; she 
threatened the capital; she burned bridges to ob- 
struct the arrival of succor; she shot down Union 
| soldiers In the streets of Baltimore; she has set 
‘armies in the field, and she now seeks the nation’s 
life and the destruction of the Government. To 
this end she has waged this war of rebellion three 
long years, and will continue to wage it till sub- 
dued by superior force and arms. 

Mr. President, this rebellion is slavery in arms; 
and slavery is the ward if not the child of the 
Constitution. Right well has the guardian dis- 
charged the trust. But the creature thus pro- 
tected and warmed into life has stolen to the 
bosom of its protector and aimed its dagger at the 
i life of the Government. Sir, it is time this dis- 
i astrous relation should cease. Let the letters of 
guardianship be revoked. Reviewing this his- 
tory and recounting this catalogue of crimes, let 
Senators, Mr. President, tell me if slavery should 
longer be tolerated in our Government. Should 
it not cease to exist? Should not the Constitu- 
tion be amended so as to entirely forbid and pro- 
hibit it? Nay, sir, can any one for a moment 
suppose the wise framers of the Constitution 
would not have provided some means for its ex- 
tinction could they have anticipated the hideous 
proportions it would assume or the atrocities it 
would commit and the destruction it would 
threaten? 

And here let no one tell me that it is already 
dead, for it is not so. It is wounded, sick, and 
it may be of little value, but it is not dead; it is 
vital in every part, and cannot but by annihila- 
tion die. Jt exists in Virginia, it exists in Ken- 
tucky, it exists all through the States where it 
formerly existed, unless it has been extirpated by 
the action of one or two States—Arkansas, Vir- 
ginia, possibly, and Louisiana; but itis notdead; 
and if you do not make a final finish of it it will 
risc again to torment and to punish you for the 
loss of this opportunity. 


chusetts, smite it on every occasion, but, as the 


off its head with itsown sword. 
this rebellion as to finish it, and 1 would make 
its future existence forever impossible by the 
adoption of the proposed amendment of the Con- 
stitution. 


between the emancipation of slaves and the abo- 
lition of slavery. The act of Congress of the 
17th July, 1862, set free certain classes of slaves. 
The President’s proclamation of January 1, 1863, 
proclaimed freedom to those of certain districts. 
Both were measures of emancipation. ‘They con- 
cerned the persons of slaves, and not the institu- 
tion of slavery. 


ished the laws of scrvitude in any of the slave 


She has claimed to nullify the acts of Congress 


ree oe.) 4 > Sed 
She agreed to a division of the national domain |} 


She stole into Texas, caused it to rebel against |} 
Mexico, and then erected it into a slave State in || 


| in all her fields. 


I would not only, like the Senator from Massa- | 


son of Jesse did to the giantof Gath, I would cut | 
I would so fight | 


. | Constitution. 
There is, Mr. President, an essential difference || 


Whatever be their force and | 
extent, no one pretends they altered or abol- 
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| States. They rescued some of its victims,-but 


they left the institution. otherwise untouched: 


nothing but benefits and blessings. 


Even to old Virginia, beat down the rebellion 
and make her a free State, prosperity would re- 
turn. Her people would learn to labor, and she 
would respect its dignity. Commerce would cover 
her bays and glide into her noble rivers; products 
would fill her marts and luxuriant grains wave 
With amild climate,arich soil, 
abundant harbors, bays, rivers,and water-coursea, 


; with rich and undeveloped mineral resources, she 


would become the land of abundance, and on 
every hand would grow villages-and towns, with 
schools and churches, and all the stitutions of 
a higher civilization. 

Bat, sir, I am told that this is not the time for 
such an amendment of the Constitution. Pray 
when, sir, will it come? Will it ke when the 
President has issued more and-more calls for two 
or three hundred thousand men of the country’s 
bravest and best? Will it be when more fath- 
ers and husbands and sons have fallen, and their 


‘graves are thicker by the banks of the rivers 


and streamlets and hillsides? Will it be when 
there are more scenes like this [hold in my hand 
—an artist’s picture, a photograph of an actuality 
—of a quict spot by the side of a river, with the 
moon shining upon the water, and a lonely sen- 
tinel keeping guard, and here in the open space 
the head-boards marking the burial-places ofmany 
a soldier boy, and an open grave to receive another 
inmate, and underneath the words, “All quiet on 
the Potomac?” [Exhibiting a photograph to the 
Senate.] Will it be when such scenes of quiet 
are more numerous, not only along the Potomac 
but by the Rapidan, the Chickahominy, the Stone, 
the Tennessee, the Cumberland, the Big Black, 
and the Red? Sir, now, in my judgment, is the 
time, and the fitting time. Never until now could 
thisamendment have been carried, and now I hope 
and believe it can. ‘* Whom the gods would de- 
stroy they first make mad.” 

Maddened by its profits, its growth, and its 
strength, to preserve and perpetuate slavery, to 
found an empire on its hateful basis, eleven of the 
slave States have revolted from and armed them- 
selves against this Government. In theory and 
law no State can secede from this Union. ‘They 
are bound in indissoluble constitutional tics; but 
actually, and in fact, these States have broken 
away from the Union; they are practically out of 
it; they take no part in it,and we have nocontra! 
over them, exceptso far as we have taken and now 
hold the country by force of arms. They are 
revolted States. There remains to us the right 
to compel them to submit, to reduce them under 
the sway of the Constitution and the laws, and 
we mean to doit. But what has been the effect 
of this revolt and separation on slavery? 

Slavery’s strongest and safest guarantees were 
in the Constitution, and its supporters were mad 


| when they cast away and threw off those guaran- 
| tees. 


Remaining in the Union, no one would 
probably have moved for an amendment of the 
Loyal to the Government, hostile 
armies would not have set free their slaves, nor 
laws now necessary and expedient have authorized 
their employment against their masters in arms. 

But now, sir, every free State will gladly, it is 
hoped and believed, vote for the proposed amend- 
ment. Most would rejoice to do it; while num- 
bers of the slave States, aghast at the miseries of 
secession and the horrors of this cruel civil wary , 
recognizing slavery as the cause of all this dis- 
turbance and all these woes, would be among the 
foremost to sweep it forever away. 
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‘Now, sir, is the time todo it. And not only 
is now the time, but the necessity and the duty 
of doing it are upon us. We can have no per- 
manent peage nor restored Union until it is done. 

There arethose who cry ‘t The Union as it was 
and the Constitution as it is!’ But I am free and 
bold to. confess that I am fora Union without sla- 
very, and an amended Cohstitution making it for- 
ever impossible. This revolt was. to preserve 
slavery, and we shall fail of our whole duty if we 
do notremove the inciting cause. To restore this 

- Union with slavery in it when we have subdued 
the rebel armies, would-be again to build your 
house-on its smoking ruins when you had not put 
out the fire which burned it down. 

If the dire calamities now befalling us be the 
4 retributions of Providence upon a stupendous 
crime,’? what mad folly to lug that crime, and 
seek to avoid its future punishment! ‘ Let my 
people go.” But Pharaoh would vot let them go; 
and then came sufferings, and plagues, and the 
smiting of the first-born. Oh! how many of our 
first-born have been smitten and fallen. Let us 

ş be wise and heed the teaching. There is a Prov- 
idence in the great events now transpiring. The 
people see the hand. It points the way. They 
are filled with hope and faith. They follow the 
pillar and the cloud, and will struggle and endure. 

I know, Mr. President, that the suppression of 
the rebellion will necessarily wound and maim‘sla- 
very. I know that every victory over the rebels 
is a victory’dlso over the cause of the rebellion, 
and I know, too, that the arming of the slaves 
will make the future enslaving of these men and 
their kindred well nigh impossible; but slavery 
willstillexist, not in much vigor or strength, but 
in the root and principle. This amendment will 
dig out the root and repudiate the principle. 

r. President, in a quiet church-yard, near his 
home, is the grave of a soldier who returned to 
die. At the head of his grave is a marble slab, 
and on it these few but expressive words, ‘* Mus- 
tered out.” Let both Houses of Congress, by a 
two-thirds vote, recommend this amendment abol- 
ishing slavery, and let three fourths of the States, 
burying slavery by their ratification, come and 
write its epitaph on the Constitution, ‘ Musttred 
out. - 

I'he soldier was “mustered out,’ we trust, to 
enlist again in the shining cohorts in advance of 
earth’s extreme picket line, but let this be ‘ mus- 
tered out” to go, like Judas, to its own place. 

» The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Suer- 
MAN.) The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] to the 
amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. DAVIS. (withdraw thatamendment, and 
offer this one which L now send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
mentof the Senator from Kentucky as now mod- 
ified will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment to the amend- 
ment, which was to strike out all after the, word 
“namely,” in line eight of the committee’s amend- 
ment, and insert: 


No negro, or person whose mother or grandmother isor 
was a negro, shail be a citizen of the United States, or be 
eligible to any civil or military office, or to any place of 
trust or profit under the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS called for the ycas and nays, and 
thay were ordered, and taken with the following 
result: 


YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Davis, Powell, Rid- 
tite, and Saulsbury—6. 


NAY8--Messrs. Brown, Chandler, Clark, Cowan, Dix- 
on, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Hale, Harlan, Harris, 
Henderson, Howard, Lowe, Johnson, Lane of indiana, 
M cDougnli, Morgan, ý Marri, Mer Ramsey, Sherman, 
Bunner a byck, Trumbull, Van Winkle, Wade, and 

Mr.. JOHNSON (when his name was called) 
voted * yeas’’ but before the result was announced 
said: Iam not sure that I understood the propo- 
sition on which I voted in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itisa propo- 
sition to strike out the amendment reported by 
the committee, and to insert the amendment of 
the Senator from Kentucky in lieu of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I vote “nay.” 1 
thought it was an independent proposition, 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. I wish to state that 
my colleague [Mr. Witiey] has gone away, sup- 
posing that no vote would be taken this after- 
noon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER announced the 
vote—yeas 6, nays 28; not a quorum voting. 


at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of 
absent Senators. X - f 

“Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatisperfectly useless, 
let me suggest to the Senator, because they are 
not obliged tocome. It isnow after four o’clock, 
and I move an adjournment. - 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not think itis use- 
less, on the ground that the Senator from Maine 
suggests, that they are not obliged to come. Cer- 
tainly Senators will not wait to be compelled to. 
be brought to the Senate when they are notified 
that we are without a quorum. [should think 
when they were so notified they would attend. 
At any rate, we might as well make the effort to 
secure their attendance: i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maine submits a motion to adjourn; it is not 
debatable, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I renew it. 

My. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Michi- 
gan has hardly got the floor for that purpose, I 
think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Illinois is entitled to the floor. 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. lwil not persist in the 
“motion if there is an indisposition in the Senate to 
take measures to secure the presence of a quorum; 
but I think we ought to have an understanding 
that Senators shall stay here to transact the pub- 
lic business. If we be left every day without a 
quorum at this hour of the day, 1 do not know 
when we shall be able to get through. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. The only understanding 
we can have is the understanding that gentlemen 
shall stay here until the Senate adjourns, and not 
go away and leave us in this condition. We have 
no power to compel their attendance, and by the 
attempt to do so now we should only waste con- 
siderable time and then adjourn. [think the onl 
remedy is to call the yeas and nays, and let it 
appear on the record who are the absentees, who 
prevent the business of the Senate from being 
done, and then leave it to the sense of gentlemen 
at this period of the session whether they will 
remain or not. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I desire to address the Sen- 
ate upon the constitutional amendment which is 
proposed. It is too late in the day now, and I 
am so situated that I shall be unable to do it to- 
morrow, because l am under an engagement in 
the Supreme Court of the United States. I now 
move that the Senate adjourn, intending, if the 
Senate will permit me, to address them on Satur- 
day, if they sit on Saturday, or on Monday. 1 
move now that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


The Senator 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tirurspay, March 31, 1864. 
The House metattwelve o'clock, m, Prayer by 
the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 


. LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. ELIOT asked leave of absence for Mr. 


Demine for ten days after to-morrow. 
Leave of absence was granted. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. SHANNON. J ask unanimous consent to 
report back from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
a Senate bill (No. 80) having reference to Indian 
affairs in California, for the purpose of having 
the same acted on now. 

The bill was read for information. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not desire to make any 
objection to this bill being acted on now, if an 
opportunity is had for obtaining the necessary 
information upon which the Housecanact. This 
is a Senate bill. I desire to submit to the gen- 
tleman from California some inquiries in refer- 
ence: to the system which now prevails in that 
State. This bill provides for the organization of 
the State of California into a single district for 
the purposes of Indian superintendency. It then 
proposes to subdivide the State into four such 
sub-supcrintendencies, and the appointment of a 
superintendent for each one of those reservations; 
and fixes the salary of the general superintend- 
ent at $3,600 per annum, and that of the sub- 


superintendents at $1,800 per annum. I desire 


Mr: TRUMBULL. Imove that the Sergeant- || 


to know of the gentleman in what manner that 
region of country is now divided for the purpose 
of the superintendence of Indian affairs, and the 
salaries now ‘paid. R ra ` 

Mr. SHANNON. The State of California is 
now divided into two superintendencies, and there 
are two superintendents in the State, There are 
four reservations, and the agents and sub-agents 
mentioned in the bill now fill those places at the 
salary provided in this bill, $1,800. This bill pro- 
poses to consolidate the two superintendencies 
into one, giving one superintendent the control of 
all the Indianaffairs of that State, thereby saving 
to the Government one salary of $3,600 a year. 
Therefore the Government will save that amount 
of money; and the reorganization of the whole 
system of Indian affairs contemplated by thisbill 
will save a great many thousand dollars aside 
from that: It proposesto dispense with the pres- 
ent reservations and locate them in a different 
part of the State, more conducive to the interest 
of the Indians as well as to that of the white peo- 
ple. Those reservations will sell for more money 
than new lands will cost under the direction of 
the Land Office. Asa matter of fact the bill looks 
to the interest of the General Government in every- 
thing pertaining to Indian affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman tell me 
what is the present number of Indians within that 
State, and to what extent this measure is recom- 
mended by either the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or by the Secretary of the Interior? 

Mr. SHANNON. I cannotinform the gentle- 
man what the numberof Indians is. This bill, I 
understand, meets the approbation of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, and of the California 
delegation, who know something about the imper- 
fection and absurdity growing out of. the Indian 
system in California, as well as of a great many 
other places. We propose a reformation by this 
bill, and if it becomes a law it will be a reforma- 
tion in this Government so far as the saving of 
money and the interests of the Indians are con- 
cerned. I hope there will be no objection. 

No objection being made, the bill was reported, 
ordered to be read a third time, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANNON moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JULIA A. AMES. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts. I ask 
unanimous consent to report back from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensionsa bill (H. R. No. 272) 
for the relief of Julia A. Ames, widow of John 
E. Ames, late sergeantof the sixth regiment Mas- 
sachusetts volunteers, who died of injuries re- 
ceived in Baltimore on the 19th of April, 1861. 

The bill, which was read for information, di- 
rects the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
name of Julia A. Ames, widow of John E. Ames, 
upon the pension roll at the rate of eight dollars 
per month from April 19, 1861, to continue during 
her widowhood, 

Mr. HARRINGTON. I would ask the gen- 
tleman whether the reason for reporting this bill 
is because it is a special case, and because the 
sergeant was not mustered in? 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts. As the 
law now is, there is no way to cover this case 
except by a special law. This is the only case 
of the kind we have acted on. 

Mr. HARRINGTON, I have no objection 
then to the bill. 

No objection being made, the bill was reported 
back, ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts, moved 
to reconsider the vote last taken; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD TO NEW YORK. 


_ The SPEAKER. The business next in order 

is the consideration of Honse bill No. 307, to de- 

clare certain roads military roads and post roads 

and to regulate commerce; on which the gentle- 

man from Ohio [Mr. Garriexp] is entitled to the 
oor. 


Mr. STEVENS. I wish the gentleman from 


Ohio would let that bill go over, and let us go on 
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the currency bill at once and finish it. ‘This bill 
will come up next in order. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Does that meet the views 
of the gentleman who reported the bill? 

Mr. DEMING. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. STEVENS. Iwill move, then, that the 
House go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. R 

‘Mr. GARFIELD. Ido not quite understand 
what the gentleman desires to do, 

Mr. STEVENS. Togointo Committee ofthe 
Whole on the state of the Union on the currency 
bill. This bill will comc ‘up afterwards. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I would ask the Chair when 
it will come up? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would answer the 
gentleman from Ohio that if the currency bill 
should be finished in Committee of the Whole on 
the state. of the Union to-day and the House should 
conclude the voting upon it to-day, this bill will 
come up immediately afterwards. If not, it will 
come up on Saturday morning. 

Mr. ALLEY. | would like to inquire whether, 
if this arrangement is carried into effect, it will 
not interfere with other committees reporting? If 
so, I shall object. 

The SPEAKER., It depends entirely upon the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Garrieip.] If he 
surrenders the floor, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has a right to move to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STEVENS. I withdraw the motion, as 

< F understand the gentleman desires to go on now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have no personal desire 
in the matter; but that seems to be the wish of 
the friends of the measure. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. STEVENS. I desire to ask leave of ab- 
sence for my friend, Mr. Tussarn, of Connec- 
ticut, for one week after to-morrow. He is alit- 
tle doubtful about going away without leave of 
absence after what transpired on Friday last. 
(Laughter.] 

Leave of absence was granted. 


RECIPROCITY TREATY. 
Mr. WARD. [ask the gentleman from Ohio 


to give way to me for a moment, 

Mr. GARFIELD. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WARD. 1 desire to make a report from 
the Committee on Commerce in relation to the 
reciprocity treaty, with a view to have the joint 
resolution and report printed and postponed for 
some two or three weeks. 

Mr. ALLEY. | object. 


RAILROAD TO NEW YORK—-AGAIN. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, when this 
subject was last before the House, I submitted a 
few remarks, but the morning hour expired be- 
fore I concluded. I then undertook to show by 


the reports of the Quartermaster General and the | 


Postmaster General that our communications be- 
tween this city and the city of New York were 
notoriously insufficient for the wants of the Gov- 
ernment and thegeneral public. Thatstatement 
was demonstrated by quotations from official re- 
ports. f then made the point that if any State 
prohibited the construction of more than one line 
of communication, and that line was not sufficient 
for all the business required, it was pro tanto an 
inhibition of transportation across that State. I 


showed, I think, conclusively, that such was the 


fact in regard to transportation across the State 
of New Jersey, and that the prohibition which 
now exists is, in fact, a refusal to grant the ne- 
cessary rights of transit across the territory of 
New Jersey, and a direct interference with com- 
merce between the States. 

know that the gentleman who. preceded me, 
{Mr. Broosauy,] made the point that while he 
was in favor of an “air line’’ or direct route across 
the State of New Jersey, he was not in favor of 
an “elbow line” or circuitous route. I answer, 
if the route is a circuitous one, it cannot be com- 
petitive, unless transportation by the usual route 
is insufficient. If you allow that itis insufficient, 
why not permit the use of the circuitous route 
rather than cripple the commerce of the country? 
But the new road is competitive, because the old 
routes are not sufficient. The Government has 
transported over the “elbow route” during the 
past season, 31,394 United States troops, 620 
horses, and 108 car loads of baggage for the troops 


| thus transported. The road isa competitive route, 
and a New Jersey court has so decided. Why 
competitive? Because in railroad traveling time 
is a more important element than. distance, and 
the running time-of the new road between Phila- 
delphia and New York is ten minutes less than 
that of the Camden and Amboy between the same 
places. It is true, the distance is twenty-three 
miles greater, yet because of the sparsely settled 
country through which it passes, there are fewer 
stopping places, fewer hinderances to travel, and 
hence it is a quicker route. It does its business 
more rapidly and promptly than the Camden and 
Amboy. 

The monopoly complains because greater facil- 
ities have been afforded to the American people. 
The road itself has furnished testimony of its in- 
ability to meet all the demands of commerce. In 
a document which its directors have circulated 
among the members of this House they attempt 
to show that they have filled all orders promptly 
and thoroughly. One of their own witnesses, a 
captain in the Army, says: 

“(In answer to ihe several interrogations contained in 
the pencil memorandam which you handed me yesterday 
I have to state as follows, namely: 

“Pourth interrogation— Canten and Amboy railroad 
could have carried more troops at any time than were of- 
fered? I have no means of knowing how many troops 
could have been carried if the whole facilities of that road 
had been given tothe Government; but the demands at 
times bave been very heavy, probably more than any one 
road in this or any other country could have met without 
considerable delay, Troops have been often sentby steam- 
ers to Washington to relieve the raitroads. 

“D. STIMSON, 
Captain and Assistant Quartermaster.” 

I wish to ask this House who it is that com- 
lains of these increased facilities, who comes 
into court and claims to be aggrieved? His the 
Camden and Amboy railroad, and none other. 

l hold in my hand a book which ought to be 
called the Register of Greatness and Official Dig- 
nitaries, or rather the Blue Book of the State of 
New Jersey. It is a collection of the reports of 
the Camden and Amboy monopoly from the form- 
ation of the company to the present time, and F 
venture to say that such another book cannot be 
found in America as this. ‘The monopoly has’ 
taken New Jersey under its protection. It praises, 
admonishes, or censures New Jersey according 
as she follows or disregards the standard of the 
Camden and Amboy monopoly theory of polit- 
ical economy. I venture to say a parallel cannot 
be found in the history of the Republic to the 
records of this book. [will read a few passages. 
In 1846 the monopoly issued an address to the 
people of New Jersey. It tells them that New 
Jersey is vastly superior to her sister States in 
the management of public concerns; it goes on 
to say that Pennsylvania and New York have 
foolishly expended moncy in building public im- 
provements and developing their material wealth, 
and then concludes with an air of triumph, as 
follow 

« New Jersey has no coal lands or salt springs to be con- 
verted into monopolies; but she has a most enviable geo- 
graphical position in the Union, which it is her duty to 
improve for the benefit of ber citizens. She has done so 
in the manner deemed most advisable and profitable ; and 
has reason to be proud of the wisdom which dictated her 
policy,” 

She has ‘improved her geographical position” by 
creating a sweeping monopoly and taxing all 
freight and passengers between the great com- 
mercial cities of Pennsylvania and New York. 
The monopoly congratulates New Jersey on her 
cunning device to raise taxes without cost to her- 
self. 

This monopoly is sometimes as ‘t ’umble”’ as 
Uriah Heep, Padat others as proud as Lucifer. 
When it wants favors from the Legislature of 
New Jersey it is very humble, but when the State 
wanted favors from it, it has been exceedingly 
haughty. In 1860 the monopoly came before the 
country for a loan of $6,000,000. To secure this 
on reasonable terms it became necessary to ex- 
hibit the resources of the company. Iwill read a 
passage from another of the company’s proclama- 
tions to the people of New Jersey. 

Let it be remembered that this monopoly tells 
the people of New Jersey that it relies chiefy 
on New York and Philadelphia for the money it 
makes. Now, what has this company done? It 
exhibits its condition as follows: 


“J. The peculiar advantage of their geographical po- 
sition. 2. The extent and number of railway lines now 
belonging to the joint companies compared with their sin- 


gle line of sixty-one miles in 1834,°.3, The revenues of the 
companies now compared with the estimate of probable 
revenue in the infancy of their enterprise. , ae 

“rhe cities of New York and Philadelphia, which are 
connected -together by our canal and railways, are: still in 
advance of all other cities in the United States in. wealth, 
population, and commercial advantages. It has been upon 
their growth and prosperity that we have chiefly relied for 
revenue and its progressive increase. This reliance has 
not been indulged unwiseiy.? * + ek ® 

Tn 1834 the net income of the company-was $450,000. 
By reference to the annual sworn report of the Stite di- 
rectors, made in January, 1860, to the Legislature of New 
Jersey, it will be seen that the net income of the Camden 
and Amboy Railroad Company from their different through 
lines of railway was $911,242, and that of the canal eom- 
pany was $335,129; in all, $1,246,371; being nearly three 
times greater in amount than the original estimates of in- 
come in 1834.” * * * * * * * 

t The population of the United States doubles in a little 
over twenty-three years, and that of the cities of New York 
and Philadelphia in about eighteen years; but the revenues 
of the joint companies increase in a ratio exceeding that 
of the increase of the population of New York and Phila- 
delphia; and when in twenty-five years New York and 
Philadelphia may each contain two million people and the 
United States sixty million, the annual revenues of the 
joint companies may be safely estimated at $5,000,000. 

“ It is no exaggeration to say that there is not on the 
continent of North America any railway or canal franchise 
so valuable as that of the joint companies. They possess 
acapacious canal, itself worth more this day than the whole 
amount which we propose to borrow upon the security of 
the ‘united companies, s 

“ ‘They are proprietors likewise of one entire through tine, 
and of two thirds of a second line of railway connecting two 
great cities, the commercial emporiums, of the western 
world. ‘They have a controlling property also in a line of 
railway, more than one hundred miles in extent, reaching 
into the coal and iron fields of Pennsylvania, the produeta 
of which annually augment with the unbounded demand 
which is ever in advance of their supply. 

“The interest of the State of New Jersey is identified 
with that of the jpint companies as we havesaid before, 
and she is relieved from the necessity of imposing any State 
tax by the ample revenue which she derives from the com- 
panics. 

« New Jersey is distinguished for the conservative char- 
acter of her people and her legislation; and when her citi- 
zens have invested their capital in works designed for the 
public benefit, she has always refused to impair the value 
of a franchise devoted to such objects by the creation of a 
rival. Efforts indeed have within the past thirty years been 
sometimes made to induce the Legislature of New Jersey 
to grant charters for rival railroads, but invariably without 
success. What could not be done when, in the infancy of 
the companies, the revenue of the State derived from them 
was small, need excite no apprehensions now, when the 
whole expense of the State governmentis provided for from 
the income furnished by the business of our railroads and 
canal.?? 


There is a list of seventeen names appended to 


this official report of the company, and it em- 
braces a large share of the leading politicians of 


| New Jersey. The road toglory in that State ap- 


pears to be a railroad. Were Í a citizen of New 
Jersey and desirous of advancement among my 
fellow-citizens, I would pray all my friends to 


-get me appointed brakeman or baggage-master, 


and I might then hope to be promoted to Con- 
gress, and ultimately become a director of the 
company that controls New Jersey. 

Was there ever anything so burefaced? The 
monopoly comes here boasting of wealth unpre- 
cedented, of rights and franchises unprecedented, 
and that it draws its chief wealth from citizens 
outside of New Jersey, because that State has a 
geographical position which enables her to make 
money out of the cities of other States. And this 
is the party which comes here and asks us to for- 
bid the Raritan road to exercise the right of trans- 
portation between New York and Philadelphia! 

How have they managed their matters and 
made their money? The charter of their road 
prohibited them from charging more than three 
dollars passenger fare between Philadelphia and. 
New York, and yet from the year 1835 to 1849 
they charged four dollars in the face of the law. 
In 1842, however, the Legislature of New Jersey 
determined that one half of all the company 
charged above three dollars should be paid into 


| the treasury of New Jersey; in other words, they 


said to this company, “If you will steal give us 
one half the stealings; we really cannot help your 
doing it, but if you are bound to do it, give us one 
half the proceeds.” But they never did even that. - 
I will call the attention of the House to another 
fact. This line of roads between New York and 
Philadelphia is ninety miles long, and the pas- 
senger fare is now three dollars. I desire to com- 
pare this with some other rates of fare as I find 
them lately quoted in a dally journal: Camden 
and Amboy to Philadelphia, 90 miles, $3; Hud- 
son river to Rhinebeck, 91 miles, $1 80; Harlem 
to Albany, 154 miles, $3; Erie to Port Jervis, 87 
miles, $2 10; Lackawanna to Stroudsburg, 90 


4% 
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“miles, $2 55; New Haven and Hartford to Mer- 
iden, 94'miles, $2 34; New Haven and New Lon- 
“don to Guilford, 94 miles, $2 35. All the;routes 
save one åre longer than the: Camden.and-Amboy, 
and some of them charge but a little more than 
‘half'as mach. The road from Harlem to Albany 
ds one hundred and fifty-four miles Jong. and 
-charges just three dollars, while this New Jersey 
“monopoly charges the same ‘for ninety miles. 
“They have violated all the éommon laws of whole- 
Sale and retail trade. Itis generally understood 
i that if-D-buy.a pound of coffee it costs me more 
pro rata than if E buy a thousand pounds. Butif 
ou travel one mile in New Jersey youare charged 
dess per mile than if you travel ninety miles, ‘The 
local rates within the limits of the State-are not 
“half so great as the through rates from New York 
to Philadelphia or from’Philadelphia to New 
York. Itis by this kind of outrageous violation 
-of all the laws of trade that New Jersey has made 
her moncy out of this country. 

Now what does this monopoly ask that this 
new road.which has opened its route and has been 
transporting United States troops shall do? ‘Here 
is the prayer they made before the chancellor of 
New Jersey: 

“ My first point. was that the road had been nsed; by 
their own admission, for the transportation of soldiers and 
munitions of war; the fact that they allege as an ample 
and sufficient excuse is.that this was done by order of the 
Secretary of War. Linsist that, no matter by whose order 
‘twas done, it was a transportation of passenger.and freight 
by railway across the State and between the cities inevery 
sense of the words.” * * * “By which 
New Jersey is robbed of her tax of ten cents on each pas- 
senger.” > * * hj “Tsay it is no defense 
whatever if they have succeeded in obtaining an order of 
the Secreggry of War when we call upon them to give us 
the money they made by it; and that is one of our calls. 
They have no right to get an order to deprive the State of 
„New Jersey of the right of transit duty, which is her adopted 
policy.” 

In other words, this gigantic monopoly that 
reaches into the heart of Pennsylvania and other 
States and draws its life-blood from them de- 
mands that this new road which has served the 
Government in the transportation of troops and 
munitions of war should pay over to this monop- 
oly what it has received from the Government 
for those services. 

What answer did the chancellor of New Jersey 

-make to that demand of the monopoly? I have 
his answer here. Ee decided, in the first place, 
that the Raritan road was a legal structure from 
Camden to Port Monmouth—from the western to 
the eastern line of the State. Iu the next place, 
he decided that no passengers or freight could 
be taken over that route from Philadelphia to 
New York. What kind ofa decision is that? Is 
not New Jersey thus legislating for New York 
and Philadelphia? New Jersey says that a man 
may go by this route from one border of the State 
to the other, but he cannot go beyond her bor- 
der. Did any one ever hear of such a decision? 

«The road is a legal one, but no man can pass over 
it and go outside of the State because he will not 
pey the State the revenue which she derives from 

ner established arrangements! That is the de- 

cision of New Jersey; and if it is not legislation 
for New York and Pennsylvania, there can beno 
such thing as interference with the legislation of 
other States. Under the chancellor’s decision, the 
Raritan company has becn compelled to instruct 
its agents to sell no tickets to any one unless they 
know of their own knowledge that the party pur- 
chasing is not going through the State. The re- 
sult is to destroy at least one third of the local 
business; but the company is compelled to do it 
to save itself from further injunction. 

I ask again, what rights have we on this sub- 
ject? Why does this matter come here? Re- 
cause, in obeying the orders of the Secretary of 
Warin transporting troops and munitions of war, 
this road has been wronged; and it comes to the 
Congress of the nation for redress: The Mili- 
tary Committee has recommended that it shall 
have redress. I believe no gentleman here will 
deny that Congress has ample power to establish 
military roads, to establish post roads, to protect 
and preserve the Government, and feed its armies, 
But there is another power which should not be 
overlooked. I mean the power to regulate com- 
merce between the States. 


side exclusively in the Congress of the United 
States, and not in the Legislature of any State. 
lt was so decided in Gibson vs. Ogden, 9 W hoat- 


That power has been | 
declared over and over again by the courts tore- | 


on, and in the Passenger cases, 7 Howard, and 
in-the Wheeling bridge case, 18 Howard. It is 
‘a Gecision which has been so. frequently made 
that no gentleman of any legal learning will risk 
his reputation by a denial of it. _ ; 

But, Mr. Speaker, we have something more 
than the mere statement of the right. We have 
the admission of the State of New Jersey that 
Congress has this right; and if any person orany 
power on earth comes in to deny it, New Jersey, 
is the power that has no right to make that.denial. 
I call yourattention for a moment to a law of New 
Jersey passed February 4, 1831. In the sixth 
section of that act she says: à 

“Sec. 6. Be it enacted, ‘That when any other railroad or 
roads for the transportation of passengers and property be- 
tween New York and Philadelphia across this State shall 
be constructed and used for that purpose under or by virtue 
of any iaw of this State or the United States authorizing 
or recognizing said road, that then and in that case the said 
dividends shall be no longer payable to the State, and the 


said stock shall be retransterred to the company by the treas- 
urer of this State.” 


This law required the acceptance of the com- 
pany to make it valid, and the company did ac- 
ceptit. A solemn compact—New Jersey is ad- 
dicted to the use of that word—was thus made 
between New Jersey and the company, that when 
Congress shall see fit to authorize and establish 
a road, or to recognize one already established, 
the Camden and Amboy Company shall lose its 
special monopoly privileges. There the parties 
not only admit the possibility that Congress may 
do it, but they engage in a solemn compact in 
which that very action of Congress is acondition, 
And that, sir, is the thing I desire Congress now 
todo. When Congress uses that power the mo- 
nopoly will be dead forever. 

Not only so. New Jersey took another step 
in the same direction in 1854. She extended the 
monopoly charter ten years. The law by which 
it is extended is prefaced by the most extraor- 
dinary preamble [haveever seen. Itis instructive: 

“Whereas. the Legislature of New Jersey has granted 
to tbe Camden and Amboy Railroad Company special and 
exelusive privileges, in consideration of? ke., &e. * 
* * * “And whereas the extinguishment of these 
privileges is a matter of great publie importance: There- 
H tore, $ 

* Be it enacted,” Ke. 

Mark that! The extinguishment of these privi- 
leges is a mark of public improvement; therefore 
we extend this monopoly for ten years! 1 do not 
very much admire the logic of this law, but I do 
admire the preamble exceedingly. It acknowl- 
edges by the voice of New Jersey that it is a 
matter of public concern that this exclusive privi- 
lege shall be extinguished. 

[hope Congress will listen to this desire of New 
Jersey, and help her out of the difficulty by the 
extinguishment of these special privileges. 

My time is nearly exhausted, but | must hasten 
toanother matter. Since this bill has heen before 
us, and since I last had the honor to address the 
House, we have heard from the Governor and the 
Legislature of New Jersey in regard to this bill. 
{ask the indulgence of the House while 1 read 
some portions of the proclamation of his Excel- 
dency the Governor of New Jersey: 

“Tn the consideration of this question two inquiries 
urally arise: Fi vould the proposed action of Cougr 
i consummated, affeet the pecuniary interests of this Sta 
| Secondly, and chie 
sovereignty of the State 2??? 

& Jr is for you to jnguire whether the proposed action of 
| Congress would affeetthe interestof the State in the stock, 
i dividends, or transit duties derived from said companies. 

“ But the pecuniary interest of the Birate is of little im- 
i; portance in comparison with the principle involved, and I 
therefore direct your attention par 
inquiry, before mentioned. New Jersey isa sovercign State, 
and it is our duty, by every lawful menns, to protect and 
j! defend her sovereignty, and to transmit unimpaired to pos- 
terity all her rights as they were received by her from our 
fathers. fu the exercise of her rightful powers she may 
build, maintain, and manage lines ef pablie travel within 
her territory, and she may grant to others the right to con- 
tract works under such regulations and upon suck coudi- 
tions as she may see fit to impose. When the Statcs en- 
tered into the national compact th elded to the General 

zovernment the right to establish t roads for the con- 
veyance of mails, and power to construct military roads in 
I time of war, for the purpose of transportation of troops ; 
į; but even these roads must be operated hy the Government, 
and not through the agency or for the benefit of private cor- 
porations. A jaw of Congress to exceed the powe ranted 


at- 


* * * 


a 


tracts from the State Legislatures a portion of their right- 
a * > x o ok * 


il ful authority.?? i 


i 
il 


fie. an indignity upon our State, that while- New Jersey 


by the States infringes upon the reserved rights, and de- | 


would such action infringe upon the | 
* * 


arly to the second | 


“Let it be distinctly understood by those who would in- f 


i 
will comply with every legal obligation and will respect and |j are fighting in 


protect the rights of all, she. will not permit any, infringe- 
| ment of her rights without resorting to cvery lawful means 


to prevent it: JOEL PARKER.” 


Mr. Speaker, this lifts our subject above cor-. 
porations and monopolies to the full height of a 
national question; I-might almost call it a ques- 
tion of loyalty or disloyalty. [have only to say 
in regard to the language of this proclamation that . 
if his Excellency had.consulted Calhoun and his 
resolutions of 1833 he would have its doctrines 
stated much more ably and-elegantly.. He calis 
upon the Legislature of New Jersey to inquire 
-whether-this bill will take away any of the reve- 
nue of the State, and how it will affect. the sov- 
ercign rights of New Jersey. He says New Jersey 
is a sovereign State. I pause there for a moment. 
Mr. Coleridge somewhere says that abstract defi- 
nitions have done more harm in the world than 
plague and famine and war. I believeit. [believe 
that no man will ever be able to chronicle all the 
evilsthat have resulted to this nation from theabuse 
of the words ‘*sovercign”’ and ‘ sovereignty.”’ 
What is this thing called “ State-sovercignty??? 
Nothing more false was ever uttered in the halls 
of legislation than that any State of this Union is 
sovereign. Consult the elementary text-books of 
law and refresh your recollection of the definition 
of “sovereignty.” Speaking of the sovereignty 
of nations, Blackstone says: 

“ However they began, by what right soever they sub- 
sist, there is and must be in all of them a supreme, irresist- 
ible, absolute, uncoutrolted authority in which the jura 
summi imperii or rights of sovereignty reside.” 

Do these elements belong to any State of this 
Republic? Sovereignty has the right to declare 
war. Can New Jersey declare war? . It has the 
right to conclude peace. Can New Jersey con- 
clude peace? Sovereignty has the right to coin 
money. If the Legislature of New Jersey should 
authorize and command one of its citizens to coin 
a half dollar, that man if he made it, though it 
should be of solid silver, would be locked up in 
a felon’s cell for the crime of counterfeiting the 
coin of the real sovereign. A sovereign bas the 
right to make treaties with foreign nations, Has 
New Jersey the right to make treaties? Sover- 
eignty is clothed with the right to regulate com- 
merce with foreign States. New Jersey has. no 
such right. Sovereignty has the right to put 
ships in commission upon the high seas. Should 
a ship set sail under the authority of New Jersey _ 
it would be seized as a smuggler, forfeited, and 
sold. Sovereignty has a flag. But, thank God, 
New Jersey has no flag; Ohio has no flag. No 
loyal State fights under the ‘Jone star,” the 
“rattlesnake,” or the “palmetto tree,” No loyal 
State of this Union has any flag but ‘the banner 
of beauty and glory,” the flag of the Union. 
These are the indispensable elements of sover- 
cignty. New Jersey has not one of them. The 
term cannot be applied to the separate States 
only in a very limited and restricted sense, re- 
ferring mainly to municipal and police regula- 
tions. The rights of the States should be jeal- 
ously guarded and defended. But to claim that 
sovereignty in its full sense and meaning belongs 
to the States, is nothing better than rankest trea~ 
son. Look again at this document of the Gov- 
ernor of New Jersey. He tells you that the 
States entered into the “national compact.” Na- 
tional compact! J had supposed that no Gov- 
ernor ofa loyal State would parade this dogma 
of nullification and secession which was killed 
and buried by Webster on the 16th of February, 
1833. There was no such thing as a sovereign 
State making a compact called a constitution. 
The very language of the Constitution is decisive: 
“We, the people of the United States, do ordain 
and establish this Constitution.” The States did 
not make a compact to be broken when any one 
pleased, but the people ordained and established 
the Constitution ofa sovereign Republic; and woe 
be to any corporation or State that raises its hand 
against the majesty and power of this great na- 
tion. 

This proclamation closes with a determination 
to resist this legislation of Congress. This itself 
is another reason why lask this Congress to ex- 
ercise its right to rebuke this resurrected spirit of 
nullification, The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Broomarx] tells us that New Jersey is a 
loyal State, and her citizens are in the Army. I 
am proud of all the citizens of New Jersey who 
our Army. Theyare not fighting 
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for New Jersey, but for the Union, and when it 
is once restored I do not believe those men will 
fight for the Camden and Amboy monopoly. 
‘heir hearts have been enlarged, and there are 
patriotic men of New Jersey in the Army and at 
home who are groaning under this tyrannical mo- 
nopoly, and they come up here andask us to strike 
off the shackles that bind them, and I hold it to 
‘be the high right and duty of this body to strike 
off their fetters, and let them go free. ; 

Congress has done this before. They did itin 
the case of the Wheeling bridge across the Ohio. 
There is a still stronger case. A corporation 
spanned the Ohio river at Steubenville under a 
charter granted by the State of Virginia, but with 
conditions apperded which could not be fulfilled. 
The corporation came to Congress and asked that 
the bridge might be declared a legal structure and 
part of a post road. By solemn law Congress de- 
termined and declared it to be a post road; and 
no law of the State of Virginia or of the State of 
Ohio to the contrary should interfere with it. (See 
twelfth volume United States Statutes at Large.) 

We have used this power of interfering hith- 
erto, but we have never before been called upon 
to exercise it in any case so deserving as that 
which gave rise to this bill, 

Mr. PENDLETON obtained the floor, 

Mr. STEVENS. As the gentleman from Ohio 
cannot make his remarks before the morning hour 
expires, I suggest that we go into Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I yield to the gentleman 
to make that motion. 


COLONELS COMMANDING BRIGADES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting a reportof the number and names of colonels 
in the United States Army commanding brigades 
and the length of time such colonels severally 
have been so commanding; which was laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY. 

Mr. STEVENS. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
Flouse resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Rotums, 
of New Hampshire, in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration, as a special order, of the bill 


(EIL R. No. 333) to provide a national currency | 
secured by a pledge of United States stocks, | 
and to provide for the circulation and redemption | 


thereof, 
The CHAIRMAN stated that the committee 
had under consideration when last in session the 


thirtieth section of the bill, and that the pending | 
question, when the committee rose last evening, | 
was on the amendment offered by Mr. BEAMAN | 


to strike out the following clause: 


And in case a greater rate of interest than seven per cent. 
per anni has been paid, the person or pe 
same, or their legal rep DLaLiVes, Hay rece 
action of debt 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. STEVENS. I move to strike out the 
whole of the thirtieth section as it now stands 
amended, and to insertin lieu thereof the following 

Bro. 00. And beit further enacted, ‘Phat ever 
may take, receive, re y ad e 0 any loan or dis- 
count made, or upon 4 note, bill ¢ change, or other 
eviden debt, interest at arate not excerdin 
cept. p unum; and such interest inay be tale 
b the note, bill, or other 
Ya 
a rate of int 
Id and adjudged 


eviden 
regel 
than H 
ofthe entire ini 
of debt carries V 
thereon. And in cas 
paid, the person or 
representatives, ma 
twice the 
elation taking or receiv 
netion is commenced wit 
usurious transaction oceur 


agreed to be paid 
rate of inte 


dt, 


dbus p from the 
ner Py ded 
years from tl 


hat said 


ia : 
e ti 


pred. 
orsale ofa kona fide bill ofexchauge, payable atanother place 


thin the place o ch purchase, discount, or sale, at not 

more ihan enrrent ri f exchange lorsight drafts, in ad- 

dition to the inter ot be considered as taking or 
siving A greater mite of interest. 


šoejiation | 


wingiy taking, | 


which the note, bill, or other evidence | 


thas been | 


a) e the t 
aut the purchase, discount, | 


‘to take a less interest than seven per cent., but not 


| House who can hesitate to prefer the present sub- 
ii is any they will vote for it. 
| tem at all will consider this a test question. The 


| committee are willing to make it a test question, 
| If tbis section is to be mangled, of course the bill 


| like to know why this should be? 


: the gentleman from Pennsylvania which I think | 


Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to apointof order. 1 
understand the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to be in the exact language of | 
the original section of the bill which the House 
has amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. The language of the substitute is 
different. g 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
actly the same. 

Mr. STEVENS. [desire to say that there is 
a wide difference- between the section as it now 
stands and the substitute which I offer. The sec- 
tion as originally reported made the rate of inter- 
est absolute at seven per cent. The amendment 
now offered so modifies it as to allow the banks | 


I understood it to be ex- 


alarger, so that if they choose to conform to the 
State banks and take below seven per cent., they 
arc allowed to do so. There are also some other 
changes as to bills drawn on sight. 

The section asit now stands as amended by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bearne] conforms 
the rate of interest in each State to the rate fixed 
by the State law. In Maine it is six per cent.; 
in Iowa, I believe, it is ten; in Hlinois it is ten; T 
do not know what it is in California; Iam told 
they get two per cent. a month, or perhaps ten 
per cent, a month." 

Mr. COLE, of California. Formerly it used 
to be ten per cent, a month, now itis two percent. | 
a month. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then they have greatly im- 
proved. ‘This bill does not prevent individuals 
or private banks from loaning money atany rate 
they can get, but it designs to cut off from the 
national system the privilege to take more than 
seven percent. Six per cent. is the legal rate in 
Pennsylvania; seven per cent. in New York, 
This amendment proposes to reduce them to the 
same rate, so as to produce congruity; that is to 
say, they may take seven per cent., but notabove 
that; and if they choose to conform to the State 
law and take six per cent., nobody will object, 
and theconstituents of the gentleman from Maine 
who do not choose to give seven per cent. will go 
to the banks that loan at six per cent.’and get 
their money there. There is no part of this law 
which compels men to deal with these institu- | 
tions; but when they do deal with them they are 
to deal upon uniform principles. It was first 
amended on the motion of the gentleman from 
Maine,{Mr. Brarve.}] Thatleftitopen. Thenit | 
was amended by the more proper amendment of 
my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Hormaw,] which 
provided for inflicting penalties upon any person 
that loaned money at a rate above six per cent. 
Lam not aware whether that satisfied the gentle- 
man who has raised this difficulty by enlarging | 
the rate, or not. 

As the bill. now stands, you can loan it at six 
per cent., but nothing more; for when you go be- |; 
yond that it inflicts these penalties. The bill al- 
lows those who deal with the national banks to 
make the best bargain that they can. It allows 
the banks to charge seven per cent. without any |; 
penalty. J do not think there is-anybody in thts 


stitute for the section as it now stands. If there 


I wust that those whe are in favor of this sys- 


is worthless; and 1 hope that the House will vote 
understanding!y upon this matter, 

Mr. BLAIS Mr. Chairman, it is a great 
privilege that the amendment of the gentieman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens] leaves to the 
customers of the banks, that the banks shall have 
the right to discount at a Jess rate than seven per | 
cent. | It is a new feature in banking, that the | 
banks may take less than the legal rate. I would i 


"x 
< 


There is another feature of the amendment of 


10 
a- 


is not less objectionable. It says that those w 
want to pay seven per cent. can go to the n 
tional banks, and those who waut to pay SIX per 
cent. can go to the State banks. If this system 
is to become successful it will drive out the State | 
banks. If it does not drive out the State banks | 
it will not have strength enough to stand up to 
be knocked down. . It goes upon the plan of driv- 


! I will move. 


| percent., ft 


| land and all 
; ception of New York, have fixed the rate at six 


ing the State banks out of éxistones, : The Coni- 
mittee of Ways and Means must admit that.” 

Now, sir, I have a compromise for that which 
{take it that gentlemen mean ‘to 
amend the section as it was adopted “yesterday. 
I proposegpat the interest shall be at thie rate'és- 
tablished -by law in the State where the associa 
tion is located, not to exceed ‘seven percent. i 

For seventy years past the rate of interest in 
New England-has been six per cent: . Ig these 
severity years-there has never been a plethdra’ot 
money like that of to-day. In those seventy 
years the tendency of the country has never been 
so to throw power into the hands of the capitat- 
ists as now. Now, when the capitalists have 
their coffers overrun with money seeking for in- 
vestment, when the banks have’ money looking” 
for channels for investment, when the three miil- 
lion people of New England, who usea great deal 
of money for industrial and commercial purposes, 
want money, Congress declares to them that they 
shall pay one per cent. more for money than they 
have ever paid for it before. If thatis the bill, . 
upon the workingmen of New England and‘upon 
the workingmen everywhere, upon every com- 
mercial enterprise, it increases the prite of money 
to seven percent. It adds one sixth more inter- 
est than was ever paid before. Thatis the pre- 
cise effect of this bill. 

_ I hope the committee will stand where it stood 
yesterday, leaving the matter as it isin the sev- 
eral States. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
prognosticates a fearful calamity if that be done. 
He intimates unless the Committee of Waysand 
Means are sustained upon this point they will give 
up the bill. I believe the country will survive it 
the bill never passes. I believe the country will 
survive without this $300,000,000 of currency as 
we do now. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not understand that the 
| gentleman from Maine has offered an amendment 
to the substitute. I will therefore move to amend 
it by striking out “seven,” and inserting in lieu 
thereof ‘‘six,’’ so that the rate of interest shall 
| be six per cent. 

I think the gentleman from: Pennsylvania is 
tight when he says he regards this as a vital feat- 
| ure of the bill, and it is certainly very desirable 
| that we should settle this question of interest at 
ouce. I thought it was settled last evening by a 
j decided vote in favor of six per cent., but the 
| friends of high interest are not satisfied. I hope 
a direct vote will be taken, and that it will be un- 
derstood to bea test vote between the six percenta, 
as I propose, or the seven per cent. as proposed 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the pe= 
culiar friends of this bill; and if the House now 
determines to adopt thé rate of seven per cent. ine 
stead of six, that certainly ought to bean end of 
the controversy upon this point. 

I hope, sir, this decision will not be against the 
interests of labor, and only to the advantage of 
capital. Some respect should be had, in a gen- 
eral system of banking like this,to the general 
sentimentof the country, and above allto the just 
rights of labor. The rate of interest is fixed at six 
: tink, by a very large majority of the 
I believe mostof the States of New Eng- 
the States east of Ohio, with the ex- 


States. 


per cent. And that principle prevails mostly in 
the West, although in California, and probably 
in the States of Illinois, lowa, and one or two 
other States, the rate exceeds that. Butit may 
be said with great safety that the common judg- 
ment of the country is against a higher rate of 
interest than six per cent., and banking institu- 
tions, in view of their immense advantage over 
the individual citizen, have generally been espe- 
cially the subjects of careful restriction. Yet ne 
vigilance has prevented them from attaining ur 
justadvantages. ae 
But even at six per cent. we are fixing a high 
rate of interest. -These banks will receive their 
six per cent. of interest on their bonds deposited 
as their basis, and six per cent, om their circula- 
tion secured by these bonds. Thus you enable 
capital to realize’ the enormous interest of twelve 
per cent., all of which is a tax upon labor, a lax 
on industry for the benefit of capital; and yet you 
propose seven per cent, by this bili, in all thirteen 
per cent., six of which is paid in gold, and all 
paid by the actual labor of the country. And yet 
the six per cent., as I propose, is 8 higher inter- 


-THB CONGRESSION 


GLOBE. 


Mareh 31, 


“ext thancis paidin any. other civilized country. 
To confer upon a banking-system, that thay con- 
trol-for.all time to comé the. labor, the currency, 
“and the wealth of the country, the advantage of 
loaning money and transacting. business, atthe 
énormous: profit of seven per cent. esides the 
SiX per cent, paid by the Government, when the 
great body of States through their Legislatures 
have sought to protect their citizens. against the 
oppression-of capital and the cupidity of .corpo- 
ration’, is an. unexampled abandonment of the 
‘yights of labor and a monstrous concession to cap- 
Stal, There is no- disguising the fact that this 
monster’ bank, with its hundreds of heads and its 
$300,000,000 of capital, will control the financial 
‘affairs of the country; and whatever rate of in- 
terest. you adopt here will, from the very nature 
of the case, have to be adopted everywhere else, 
The same power that will control the capital will 
control the politics of the country; and if the rate 
‘of interest is not advanced in the States where six 


per cent. is now the standard, (if you adopt the 

| gentleman’s proposition,) it will be because the 
banking associations will prefera monopoly which 
gives them seven per cent. while every citizen is 
limited to six per cent. 

But without their interference, if you will al- 
low these banks to charge seven per cent., and 
the State Legislatures, persevering in their former 
policy, should decline to advance their rates of 
interest where it is now only six per cent., you 
will discriminate most unjustly in. favor of these 
grasping corporations and against private citizens, 
Take, for example, the gentleman’s own State, 
Pennsylvania, where there may be twenty of 
these banks established. “They, with their capi- 
tal, will be able to charge this rate of seven per 
cent., while private citizens will be limited to six 
percent. It will be a new feature in the history 
of ‘the legislation of this country when a mam- 
moth corporation receives rights and immunities 
which are denied or withheld from the citizen of 
the country, in matters, too, in which the enter- 
prise of the titizen should be at least equally fa- 
vored. 

And, sir, the very fict that the amount of cur- 
rency is to be largely increased by the 300,000,000 
to be issued through this agency alone, in addi- 
tion to the $450,000,000 of legal-tendcr notes is- 
sucd by the Government, ought to secure a re- 
duction instead of an increase of interest. The 
increase of currency, according to all the laws of 
trade, should diminish, and yet by your policy, 
you would, for the benefit of capital, increase 
its value, increase its production, and all this for 
the benefit of the banks—of voracious centralized 
capital, for, if nothing worse, the currency of 
your pet banks will drive out your legal-tender 
notes, which is a loan tothe Government without 
interest, and thus increase the interest-bearing 
part of the publie debt, or else inflate your cur- 
rency beyond all endurable limit. You ought to 
cheapen the price of money so as to favor labor 
at a time when it is called upon to bear such enor- 
mous burdens of taxation. But instead of that 
you propose to make interest, this cating canker, 
more and more oppressive upon the labor of the 
country, and that, too, for the sole benefit of 
banks, for out of the toil and sweat of labor the 
seven per cent., you now propose and the six 
per cent. paid on the bonds, which are the sole 
foundation of these banks, willbe wrung with re- 
morseless promptness by these instruments for 
centralizing the public wealth. Yet, sir, the toil- 
ing million. will have to pay it all. Labor ceases 
to have a voice in the public councils 

{Here the hammer tell.] 

Mr. KASSON. Lregret very much that this 
debate seems to have taken a turn that may in- 
cline some gentlemen to lose sight of the great 
objects of the bill in their desire to introduce into 
the bill their special view resulting from estab- 
lished systems in the different localities of this 
country. Sappose, sir, that on. my part | were 
to ask this House to adopt a condition of things | 
existing in my, own new State of lowa, and apply 
the system and rate of interest adopted there to 
control the rest of the country. 1 take it for 
granted that very few gentlemen in the House 
could sce in that any particular reason why the 
whole balance of the country should be subjected 
to the same system; and Í think that when the 
gentleman from Maine comes here and asks that 
the Representatives ofthe entire Union shall adopt 


arule that is adapted to the condition of things, 
as he thinks, in-his own State, he asks too much 
of the sound judgment of the House. 

Mr. BLAINE. -Wil the gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him? ` 

Mr. KASSON.. My time is so short that I 
prefer to say what E have. to say, and then, if I 
have, any time left, I will yield to the gentleman. 

In'my own State, sir, we allow. a rate of inter- 
est of ten per cent. per annum, and the banks.in 
that State are allowed a rate of interest of eight 
per cent. per annum, and where no contract at all 
is made the rate is six per cent. per annum.. I 
have been besought by the banking interest of my 
State to concur in this movement to allow the 
State Legislatures to regulate the rate of interest. 
J have protested against it on the ground, first; 
that this banking system is demanded by the 
whole country in the interest of uniformity. 

Now, sir, in respect to commerce and manu- 
factures, which furnish the very basis of banking, 
and tó facilitate which this very act itself is pro- 
posed—in respect to these two great interests there 
are no States in this Union; we are one country 
in respect to these interests; and by express pro- 
vision of the Constitution of the United States 
the inter-State commerce is put under the control 
of Congress, for the reason that whatever affects 
the commerce of the country you must not allow 
to be obstructed by State legislation or State lines. 
And now, when wecome here with a proposition 
to establish a currency to accommodate the whole 
country, gentlemen tell us, You must not make 
a uniform system of currency; you must still 
leave it dependent, in its application to commerce 
and manufactures, on State legislation.” IL beg 
gentlemen upon all sides of the House to look 
carefully at this question and sce whether it is 
safe for us to forego the privilege conferred by 
the Constitution, in the incidental relation of this 
question to the commerce of the country, by al- 
lowing the State Legislatures to come in at any 
time and interfere with the success of the mone- 
tary system of the country. Sir, you cannot do 
it with safety. You should not have interest on 
the one side of an imaginary line controlled by 


one system of laws, and on the other side con- 


trolled by another system of laws. 

You have different usury laws in the different 
States of this Union as well aa different rates of 
interest, A patron or an applicant to a bank on 
one side of a river, or of this invisible geograph- 
ical line, finds himself subject to one law in re- 
spect to usury and the rate of interest, and on 
the other side to another law; and even where 
cities on opposite sides of the line are intimately 
connceted in their business transactions, you find 
yourself embarrassed by this want of uniformity. 

Sir, if we have aright to establish an institu- 
tion of this kind at all—and I leave every gentle- 
man, of course, to vote on the final passage of 
this billas he thinks proper—I ask that at least 
you will perfect the bill in accordance with the 
views of those gentlemen who design to establish 
a uniform system of banking, and in accordance 
with the views I believe unanimously of both 
sides of the House, so far as represented in the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and if the ad- 
vantages of the bill as a whole do not exceed its 
disadvantages, vote it down; if they do, let us 
sustain it. 

The question being on Mr. Hotman’s amend- 


i ment, 


The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers; and ap- 
pointed Messrs. Horman and Kasson to act as 
such. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 25, noes 67. _ 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HIGBY. 1 move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the words ‘‘at a rate of interest 
not exceeding seven per cent. per annum,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘not execed- 
ing the rate established by law in the State in 
which the bank is established.’? Tam aware that 
a proposition of this kind was voted down yes- 
terday 

Several Mempers. No; voted in. 

Mr. HIGBY. Well, all the better. This isa 
new section proposed for the one passed upon. 
The gentleman from Lowa [Mr. Kasson] argued 
io-day—and I think | heard the same‘argument 
used yesterday—that the having different rates 
of interest in different States is not going to give 


us a.uniform. currency. Gold and silver is the 
established currency of the Government of the 
United States; yet in one State it may be worth 
eight per. centa year, m another ten, and in a 
third twelve per cent. - The vate of interest does 
not affect.the uniformity of currency throughout 
the United States: - The question of uniformity 
depends upon whether a dollar in one State will 
be received asa dollar in anotherState, or whether 
there will be a discount of.one -half, one, two, 
three, or five per cent..on whatever is presented 
as currency. The question of interest does not 
affect the question of the uniformity of currency. 

If my amendment shall be incorporated in that 
proposed by the distinguished member from Penn: 
sylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] allowing the banks un- 
der this system to have the benefitof.the rates of 
interest allowed by the laws of the different States, 
it does not go to the question of uniformity in the 
least. I donot know thatany one State is of any 
particular consequence. lam not particular as 
io this question of State rights or of the individu- 
ality of States. But as a business transaction, so 
long as it does not affect general policy, I think 
it a good plan to allow institutions of this char- 
acter to conform to the practice of the different 
States. 

The law, as it stands, will be tantamount to an 
exclusion of this banking system from the State 
of California.. There can be no bank under this 
bill in that State. 1 do not know that there will 
be any great objection on the part of the people 
thereto that result. The State of California does 
not tolerate the establishment of banks of issue ` 
atall. ‘Phere never has been one in the State, 
and the constitution does not tolerate it. There 
is nothing allowed there but banks of deposit. 
No bank can be established there unless under 
a general law of Congress of this character. Our 
State laws establish an interest of ten per cent. 
where nothing is said of interest in the agree- 
ment. But parties may agree to any rate of in- 
terest they please, three, four, five, six, oF ten 
per cent, From one and one half to three per 
cent.a month is the common rate of interest there. 
It goes down very seldom as low as one and one 
half percent. per month. Itis very evident, there- 
fore, that no banking institution can be estab~ 
lished there under this bill, I have myself paid 
that rate of interest, and am paying now two per 
cent, amonth. Itis the common rate of interest. 

[Here the hammer fell.] : 

‘Ihe question being on Mr. Hiesy’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, , ; 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hiesy, and 
Srereve of New York, were appointed. oa 

While the committee was dividing, f 

Mr. HIGBY withdrew his amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. PIKE. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the words “ata rate of interést 
not exceeding seven per cent. per annum,” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words: 

At interest not exceeding the rate established by law in 
the State in which the bank is established: Provided, That 
the rate does not exceed seven per eent. per annum. 

Thisisadopting the suggestion of my colleague, 
(Mr. Buaine,] made just now to the chairman of 
the Committee of Waysand Means. Itanswers 
the purpose of providing a uniform currency at 
a low rate of interest. ‘The rate cannot be under 
seven percent. unless by the lawof the State where 
the bank is established the rate shall be below 
that. In other cases it shall be seven per cent. 
I would make no endeavor to change the terms 
of this bill, under the intimation of the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means in regard 
to it, were I not firmly impressed with the belief 
that this bill is not in the Interest of the Goverh- 
ment. H the $300,000,000 additional is to be is- 
sued as proposed by this bill, I, for one, am in 
favor of having an additional issue of greenbacks, 
and not have the issue come from these banks and’ 
the profits go to them. 

As Ido not deem the bill to be in the interest 
of the Government, so itis very plainly manifest 
that in very large sections of the country it is not 
in the interest of labor. The contributions that 
labor makes to capital in the shape of interest are 
already largeenough. The experienced financier 
who reported this bill from the Committee. of 
Ways and Means, [Mr. Hoorer,] expressed his 
opinion that six per cent. was as high a rate of ` 
interest as‘should be paid to capital.. In that I 
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agree with him; but now, ata time when labor 
is to be taxed beyond all precedent in this coun- 
try, when taxes are to be increased or the Qov- 
ernment is to perish, we are called upon here by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to pass this 
bill and to tax labor, not in behalf of the Govern- 
ment, not to aid this Government in its struggle 
for life, but in behalf of bankers and capitalists, 
Were this bill or any part of it necessary to carry 
this Government through this great crisis, I would 
not say a word, But I have never deemed it so. 
T do not to-day. 

I liken this bill, in its efforts to carry this Gov- 
ernment along, to a maroverboard swimming for 
life and crying for dry clothes, when everybody 
sees that his first business is to get ashore, and 
when ashore he may clothe himself as he pleases. 
In my judgment, this whole system is as import- 
ant in the struggle in which the Government is 
engaged as dry clothes to the man struggling in 
the water, 

‘The amendment I propose does not vary the 
bill in a vital part. The bill itself is at variance 
with the existing law upon the subject, and is en- 
tircly in the interest of capital. Capital has been 
taxed by our income law, and gentlemen who 
have Jarge investments in banks are called upon 
to forego three per cent. of their earnings to sup- 
port this Government, and because of that they 
come here clamoring about the halls of legisla- 
tion, asking the Government to make up the loss 
to them by aiding them to tax labor one sixth 
more in the shape of interest. I, for ‘one, protest 
against it. 

Mr. ALLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose 
the amendment. If it be voted down I shall pro- 
pose the following: 

Provided, That no State shall have the right to reduce 
the rate of interest below seven per cent., as applied to any 
institution under this act, within the limits of said State. 

[think that that will satisfy the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Prge.] Tamsure that it will satisfy 
his colleague, [Mr. Buarve.] I think that it vir- 
tually covers the whole ground that is sought to 
be obtained by the provision which the gentleman 
has proposed to the committee. 
< Now, Mr. Chairman, Ido nòt believe any good 
will result in tinkering a bill in this kind of way, 
especially one that has come from a committee so 
able, so intelligent, and so careful as the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means; and I certainly 
would not offer a proposition of this kind in any 
other form than as a matter of compromise. I 
think it highly important that we should have a 
uniform rate of interest under this bill through- 
out the country; and itis perfectly evident that 
the committee has agreed in regard to this mat- 
ter. Tam in favor of six percent. The gentle- 
man who reported this bill, my colleague, [Mr. 
Hoorer,] has declared to this House and the 
country that he is in favor of six percent. Why 
has he introduced seven per cent. into this bill as 
the rate of interest to be established throughout 
the country, when he has declared to the House 
and the country that six per cent. is all that cap- 
ital ought to receive, and that it is all that the la- 
bor of the country can afford to pay? It is sim- 
ply this: because the bill could not be got through 
in that form, and the gentleman has yielded his 
convictions on that point to meet the wishes of 
gentlemen all around the House. Thatis the 
only reason. He had to surrender his own opin- 
ions to harmonize and reconcile all these conflict- 
ing interests. f 

If my provision is inserted in the bill it secures 
to New England all she can ask. Itsecures to her 
the privilege of reducing within her own borders 
the rate of interest to six percent. Butit requires 
additional legislation to effect that. If the State 
of Maine, where six per cent, is now the legal 
rate, wishes that to be the established rate in this 


bill, then all she has to do is to enacta law to that | 


effect, and under my provision only six per cent, 
can be taken. So with regard to Massachusetts. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PIKE, Iwish to say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that I did not allude to the 
State of Maine. We look upon Massachusetts 
as a capital State, and we are a labor State with 
the other States of the Union. 


Mr. ALLEY. Thegentleman knows thatfrom | 


time immemorial six per cent, has been the rate 
‘in Massachusetts as well as in Maine. And I 
believe it is the opinion of the capitalists of Mas- 


li national banks to three per cent., and leave the 


sachusetts, almost universally, that six per cent. 
is all that should be allowed. Now, I say that 
those gentlemen who are in favor of the rate of 
soven per cent, as Is the case with members from 
New York and many other States of this Union, 
ought not to make any objection to a provision 
of this kind, because it secures to them every- 
thing they can desire, and all the States in New 
England, at least where the legal rate is only six 
per cent, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The amendment to.the amendment was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. ALLEY. I now propose to amend the 
amendment by inserting after the words ‘ per an- 
num’? the words: 

Provided, That any State shall have the right to reduce 
the rate of interest below seven per cent. as applied to any 
institution under this act within the limits of such State. 

So that the clause shall read: 

Interest ata rate notexceeding seven per cent. per annum; 
Provided, That any State shall have the right to reduce the 
rate of interest below seven per cent: as applied to any in- 
stitution under this act within the limits of such State. 

As I indicated in my previous remarks, I pro- 
pose thisas a compromise and as a substitute for 
the proposition of the gentleman from Maine. If 
the gentleman from Maine does not choose toac- 
cept it as such, and it is voted down, it will be to 
my mind an indication of a purpose by the House 
not to attach any amendment of a similar char- 
acter to the bill. That would be entirely satis- 
factory to me, Mr. Chairman, because, as I said 
before, I believe this bill has been thoroughly ma- | 
tured by gentlemen abundantly capable of pre- 
senting to this House a bill which shall be as 
nearly perfect as it can well be made. After list- 
ening as they have to all the suggestions, ail the 
statements, and all the varying views of gentle- 
men representing every interest from every sec- 
tion of the country, I think it is fair to conclude 
that they have presented to us the very best bill 
they could. While there are some provisions in 
it which do not meet my approbation, and this 
provision of allowing seven per cent. interest is 
one, I am satisfied, after conversation with those 
-who framed and presented it, that they have done 
the very best they could under the circumstances, 
and that, though it doesnot in all respects reflect 
even their views and opinions, nevertheless, as it 
is the best bill which can be obtained, I am in 
favor of it as it is, and J would not offer this 
amendment were it not, as I stated before, forthe 
purpose of compromising a matter which it seems 
to me is of constderablainterest, and which may 
hazard the passage ofthe bill. It seems to me that 
while it secures to all New England all she éan 
rightfully claim, it does not seriously impair or 
violate the principle of uniformity sought to be 


Mr. STEVENS. That is. the: proposition’. 
which has just heen voted down, and 1t eannot be 
repeated. [think it has been voted on three times 
already. The House may just as well comè at ` 
once to the naked proposition. Ido not find fault 
with anybody who is opposed to this system. It 
is one about which men may very well differ in 
opinion; bùt if you are going to allow this sys- 
tem to exist at all, I thinkit should be established 
with uniformity. Iam not very anxious about 
the matter one wayor the other. ` Lét the bill be 
killed if the sense of the House is against it. and 
it is thought better that there should bene such 
system; but let us not mar its. proportions and 
make it very different from what it was designed 
to be, ‘ 

I hope, therefore, gentlemen will be content'to 
take a vote on the proposition. We all under- 
stand it well cnough. The substitute brings the 
question fairly up whether there shall be a uni- 
form rate of interest. If the House decide against 
it 1 shall be content and shall not complain. | It 
is not one of those things which we are going to 
quarret with or complain of anybody about, but 
let us have a fair vote on the naked proposition, 

Mr. ALLEY. I modify my amendment so as 
to read as follows: 

After the word “annum,” in line five, insert: 

Provided, That any State shall have the right to reduce 
the rate of interest below seven per cent. as applied to any 
institution under this act within the limits of such State: 
Provided further, The rate of interest so established shall 
not be less than the legal rate of interest in said State. 

The amendment was disagreed to—ayes 36, 
noes 56. am 

The question recurred» on Mr. Srevens’s 
amendment, 

Mr. BLAINE. I move to strike out the last 
word of the amendment. I want simply to state 
my understanding of the position of this question. 
The House yesterday, on a division by tellers, 
incorporated an amendment into this section of 
the bill providing that interest shall be at the rates 
established by the laws of the States where the 
associations are located. J am satisfied that that 
is the only proposition that can be carried as 
against the Committee of Ways and Means. It 
is now incorporated in the section. ‘The substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
bring the section back precisely where it stood 
yesterday before my amendment was adopted, 
with the addition of the great and magnanimous 
privilege that the banks may have the liberty of 
taking less interest if they are willing to do so. 
I suppose that will be a great boon to the banks. 

I think the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kasson 
stated my position very unfairly when he sai 
that I wanted to inflict upon the whole country 
the rate of six per cent. because that was the rate 
in Maine. Sir, I want to inflict. upon the whole 


obtained. 

Mr. PIKE. I wouldinquire of the gentleman 
whether his amendment is not open to the objec- 
tion that the Legislature of any State might fix the 
interest of one of these national banks at five per 
cent, when the general interest of the State would 
be six per cent. 
enable the Legislature of a State to kill off the 
national banks of that State? 

i Mr. ALLEY. I will answer the gentleman 
| that under thatamendmentit would; but Congress 
| has the remedy in its own hands, because it can 
| tax these State banks in their circulation to any 
| extentit chooses. 

Mr. PIKE. Would it not be better to modify | 
| the amendment so as to prevent such a result? 

Mr. STEVENS. I think the geneman from | 
Massachusetts has not well considered the effect 
of his amendment. | know the anxiety of the 


In other words, would it not | 


country the right of settling this matter within 
State limits, just as the majority in the State may 
decide. I have heard a great deal more said upon 
this side of the House about not allowing States 
to do anything in the regulation of their domestic 
affairs than I can entirely agree with. I think 
that in this matter of currency, before this un- 
-happy rebellion broke out, the country was get- 
ting along very comfortably, and each State was 
managing its own affairs in its own way. And 
while, perhaps, the very seed of all our present 
evils was the heresy of State rights, I think agood 
many gentlemen here, and foremost among them 
the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. ‘Kasson,] are 
running to the opposite end of the pole and re- 
ducing our States to the condition of counties, I 
think the States are entirely competent to the 
managementof this matter. They have managed 
it for seventy or eighty years with marked suc- 
cess. 


gentleman to perfect the matter satisfactorily, and 
indeed if that cannot be cffected the great objects 
of the bill will be defeated, and the bill had bet- 
ter not pass. As the proposed amendment now 
stands, Í have no doubt the State of Maine, as sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Maine, and from 
what I see here, would reduce the interest of the 
-State banks as the only banks there. But that is 
not the best way to get at this thing. : 
Mr.GOOCH. If my colleague should modify 
his amendment so as to provide that the rate of i 
interest for one of these banks should be the same 
as the rate fixed in the State for other banking in- | 
stitutions, as the general rate of interest, would he 
not remedy the defect which -he points out? i 


I do not wonder, sir, that the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoorrer,] the member of 
the Committee of Waysand Means who reported 
this bill, sticks so strenuously to this provision 
of the bill. He represents a district of capitalists. 
There is not a poor man in it. A poor man has 
no business there, and could not afford to live 
there. [Laughter.] But I say that representing, 
as i do,an agricultural and manufacturing district 
in the State of Maine, I should be ashamed to go 
home and look them in the face if by my vote they 
should be requircd hereafter, if they desire to bor- 
row a dollar, to pay one sixth more to thé capital- 
ists who live in my friend’s district than they have 
ever been called upon to pay before; and every 
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. pendeman from New England who represents an 

. agricultaral and manufacturing district will be 
held to the same accountability. ; 

'=néw, if the-committee will vote dowù the 
ainendment offered. by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, we will stand just 
where we stood yesterday, leaving each State to 
regulatethis thing justas it pleases. In Maine we 
have already regulated it, fixing itatsix percent. 
In New York itis seven per cent. “And we have’ 
had very large commercial connections with New 
York, and got along very comfortably and very 
prosperously to both, Let New York have her 
séven percent. Let Maine have her six percent, 
And if California wants her two per cent. per 
month let her have it. ` i 
“Mr: KASSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
but a single word more; and that not because of 
any “added argument by the gentleman from 
Maine, (Mr. Brains,] but because | had not fiu- 
ished what I had to say when my five minutes 
expired before. I wish to call attention to the re- 
markable logic on which the gentleman first pro- 
eceded, announcing a plethora of money in the 
State of Maine to-day, and arguing from that 
nlethora of money that the rate of interest would 

e increased by virtue of this act. Sir, youcan- 
not legislate an abundance of legal money into 
any State. The rate of interest, sabject to the gen- 
eral maxims resting on political morality, is de- 
pendent on the abundance of money. Why is it 
that we of the West to-day find capital concen- 
trated ini New York? Because capital goes where 
it can be best*placed. When capital realizes seven 
oe in New York and oniy six per cent; in 

owa, it will stay in New York. 

You cannot get a uniformity of system from 
the complex systems existing to-day under the 
various laws of the several States. You must 
equalize.the thing, I cannot get for my State 
éverything that I want to secure for it under this 
bill,” E do not ‘ask that everything that I want 
shall be given to my State. But I ask gentlemen 
on each side of the Honse, those representing two 
per cent. a month and those representing six per 
cont, per annum, to yield something for the great 
purpose of uniform currency contemplated by 
the Constitution and sought for by the fathers of 
the Government. To-day there are thousands 
and bundreds of thousands of dollars to which 
the people of my part of the country are subjected 
annually in the way of shaving these miscellanc- 
ous bank notes that come there all the way from 
Maine to Louisiana, ‘These notes are brought 
out there, and in order to get them back to whore 
they belong they have to be sold to bankers and 
brokers, What we want is uniform currency, 
that will be as good in Iowa as it will be in Maine, | 
and as good in Maine as it will be in Towa. 

‘Y earnestly hope that gentlemen will either vote 
against the bill as being opposed to the system of 
banking~as suggested by the distinguished gen- 
tloman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens}—or 
that they will favor the bill as being as perfect 
and uniform as possible, that we may at last se- 
cure for this country a system of currency, as 
long as we shall have paper money, that will be 
of equal value all over the country. 

[Here the Bammer folk] 

Mr. BLAINE withdrew his amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I renew the amendment to the 
amendment. I want to inquire whether, by the 
action of thé committee yesterday, an amendment 
was not adopted providing that the rates of inter- | 
est shall be regulated by the States. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] afterwards | 
offered an amendment imposing penalties forthe || 
exaction of a larger rate of interest than thates- 
tablished under the previous action of the com- 
miiliee, six percent. “Thatamendment was adopt- 
ed. Now, it strikes me that we are committing 
the singular absurdity of having first decided that 
the rate of interest shall be that established by 
the State, and afterwards attached penalties to 
the charging of more than six per cent. Now, 
we propose to introduce some additional legisla- 
tion, ‘That is the way the matter stands, if lam 
correct. $ 

I do hope from all the arguments made thatthe 
States will be Jeft to regulate that themselves, In 
the State of Michigan where I Jive we cannot sc- 


cumulate in our banks as large amounts of depose, 
its ag in the older States; and the banks cannot 


| afford tolend money quite as cheaply agit canbe 


lent by the banks of New York, ‘Boston, and 
Cincinnati. I know instead of helping the poor 
man it would be crushing him to the earth to say 
‘that he should not hiré money at a rate exceeding 
seven per cent. when’his interest is to be affected 
by it, to be judged of by himself, A hope it will 
be decided by the House to be left to be regulated 
bythe States. Are géntlemen afraid to trust the 
Legislatures of their States? As was well remarked 
by my friend from Maine, {Mr. Buaing,] we have 
got along well enough for sixty or seventy years, 
and I hope that it will commend itself to the good 
sense of the House to leave it to the State Legis- 
latures to regulate this matter. ; j 

Mr. PIKE. I want to say one word on the 
question of a uniformi currency. We have now 
a perfectly uniform currency. It isso uniform 
that a trader in my State said: *¢ What is the use 
of having yourgolddollar? Itisuponeday and 
down the next. Why nottake greenbacks, which 
are the same every day everywhere?” How, 
sir, can you have.a more uniform currency than 
that? What is the proposition? It is to. drive 
that uniform currency out, and substitute for it 
$300,000,000 of currency of local banks. Have 
you any belief that that will give a uniform cur- 
rency? Who will say that a bank bill issued by a 
bank in Colorado Territory, and redeemable at 
St. Louis, will pass in New York at par? “Does 
ahy one say that? Willa bill of the First National 
Bank of Idaho, redeemable in San Francisco, pass 
in Philadelphia without discount? Nobody be- 
lieves it; and yet this is the currency you will 
establish by this bill, and you call ita uniform 
currency. You will drive out the constitutional 
currency which we have established here to the 
extent of $450,000,000, upon which the Govern- 
ment does not pay one dollar of interest, for the 
establishment of such a currency as this, and call 
it uniform. 

I am entirely apposed to such uniformity as 
this; and as there is no other argument but that 
of uniformity, when that fails L think that the 
whole system ought to fail. 

Theamendmentto the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COLE, of California. I move to add the 
word “thereon.” Ihave moved that amendment 
for the purpose of suying a word, I regret that 
the members of the committee have not yet given 
us some reasons why the States should not have 
the regulation of the rate of interest within their 
own limits. Lam not aware that any complaint 
has come up to the Committee of Ways and 
Means from the States où that score. 

I heard it broadly stated that those who are in 
favor of restricting the rate of interest in this mat- 
ter are not in favor of auniform currency. Ido 
not sce the force of that argument. It seems to 
me that this can only be a uniform currency by 
establishing these banks. If the law is in such 
form as to preclude persons from putting capital 
in them, elearly to my mind the currency will be 
less uniform by far than if they were open to all 
persons to put their capital in asin any other un- 
dertaking. 

It was said by the gentleman who preceded me 


| that if money is not worth more in any commu- 


nity than the rate prescribed by this law, then 
persons will not avail themselves of the money 
offered by those banks, but will secure the money 
from some other source. What is the consist- 
ency or propriety of having two rates of interest 
established by law in the same community? 
What is the benefit of having two systems of 
usury in the same State? Here, while a transac- 
tion with one individual is lawful, with another 
it is unlawful. There.is a difference if done with 
one class from what there is if done with another. 
I cannot sce any propriety in it. 

Gentlemen say that this is the soul of the bill; 
that it will not be worth having if it is stricken 
out. It scems to me if there be no greater neces- 
sity for it, then it had better not become a law; it 
should be strangled at its birth. It seems to me 
if there were no restrictions upon these banks 
there would be greater facilities afforded. 

[Here the hammer fell-] 

Mr. COLE, of California.- I withdraw my 
amendment, 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I renew the 
amendment. 1 wish to say I am opposed to the 
leaving the regulation of this matter of interest to 
the several States. Ican understand a State bank 


| from Maine, [ 


systém, where the control is Jeft wholly to. the 
State: and 1 can also. understand a national bank 
ing system, the control of which belongs to the 
General Government in Congress; but Í cannot 
understand this mongrel system, partly national 
and’ partly. State. Y believe if you try to unite 
the two systems you will find they will clash ia 
every State, as the interests of the States may 
vary, and as the feelings of the different Legislas 
tures may be toward this national banking sys- 
tem. I know that in the State of New York the 
time has been when there was. soñe. prejudice 
against the national banking system on the part 
of the State banks; and do you propose to leave 
it to the Legislature of the State of New. York to 
cripple this banking system? I think it ‘unwise 
unless you mean to kill it. ne 

Lean readily understand why the gentleman 
r. Pixe,] who is evidently op- 
posed to the whole bill, should offer the amend- 
ments he does, because if he is opposed to. the 
whole bill he of course desires to kill it outright, 
and the proper mode of doing that is to proposé 
and adopt such amendments. Iam not prepared 
to say but there may be some force in the idea 
that the rate of interest should differ according to 
the circumstances of the different States, but [do 
insist that the power of regulating the interest 
should be left with Congress if you would have 
any stable national system of banking. ‘The adop= 
tion of any other idea will be fatal to it, B 

But let me allude to a point made by eastern 
men. They seem to have more fear than western 
men that you will make the interest seven: per 
cent. Gentlemen say it should not exceed séven 
per cent. Of course the proposition does not say 
you shall always have seven per cent. I do not- 
believe you could get seven per cent. in the New 
England States, or even in most parts of the State 
of New York, at present. 1 know that in my own 
district, a rural one, men have been borrowing, 
money for the last yeat for five and six per cent. 
You see this rate of seven per cent. is the max~ 
imum; the bill does not compel you to pay seven 
per cent.; it does not compel labor to’ pay seven 
per cent.; it does not tax labor at that rate, as is 
supposed by some. When money is as plenty 
as itis now, interest will not reach that maximum 
rate. When you are increasing the amount of 
money you will not have to pay these high rates 
of interest. If money is abundant the rate of_in= 
terest will be lower. _ 

Mr. STEVENS. Ido not think we can be en- 
lightened any further upon this question. Tmove 
that the committee rise, with a view to close dë- 
bate upon this section. [Cries.of “Question,’” 
“© Question. ”] Very wellsif gentlemen are ready 
to vote, I will not press the motion. 

The amendment to the amendment was with- 
drawn. . 

The amendment of Mr. Srevens was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the thirty- 
first section, in line nineteen, by inserting the 
word “its” before the word ‘‘lawful’’—~a mere 
verbal amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, HOOPER. I move to amend the same 
section by striking out the words ‘and available 
for the payment of the debts of an associations 
shall be estimated to the amount thereof asa part 
of the lawful money required to be kept on hand 
by such association,” and inserting in leu thereof 
the following: 

Shall be decmed to be lawful money in the possession 
of any association belonging to such clearing-house hokt- 
ing and owning such certificate, and shall be considered to 
bea part of the lawful money which such association is 
required to have under the foregoing provisions of this see 
tion. ` 


This amendment is merely to correct the lan- 
guage of the section and make the meaning more 
clear and distinct. It does not change the mean 
ing. : 

Mr. STEVENS. IfI understand the amend- 
ment, I am opposed to it. I would prefer to 
strike out, without inserting. I do not under- 
stand why these certificates between the banks of 
cities should become lawful money. Itis con- 
trary to my hotions. [know how itis that they’ 
make them circulate in the cities, but I am not. 
exactly ready to legalize them, and if the amend- 
ment of the gentleman prevails, I shall moveto. 
strike outthe whole clause. f 

Mr. HOOPER. Iwill move to strike out the 
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last word of the amendment merely to say to my 
friend that he is entirely mistaken as to the 
meaning of the amendment, or at least of the sec- 
tion. ‘These clearing-house certificates are not 
transforable, and are neverused as currency. It 
is not the certificate of a balance due froma bank, 
but the certificate of an actual amount deposited 
for the purposes of the clearing-house. I can 
speak of the practice in my own city, for exam- 
ple. The banks make a deposit of coin at one of 
the banks, which has generally been, before the, 
suspension of specie payment, about three mil- 
lion dollars, against which this bank issues cer- 
tificates representing that $3,000,000 in coin, 
merely to avoid the handling of the coin, and those 
certificates are made payable to the bank that 
makes the deposit, and are only eurrent among 
the banks for this purpose in settling balances 
with the clearing-house. It is merely to obviate 
the moving of coin from one bank to the other that 
they use certificates representing the coin instead. 
L think if my friend from Pennsylvania had not 
misunderstood the character of these certificates, 
he would not have objected to my amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS. `I do not know whether I 
fully understand it now. I did understand last 
year, when we were discussing the taxation of 
deposits, that these certificates were used as cur- 
rency, and really swelled the volume of circula- 
tion. Suppose a bank holding one.of these cer- 
tifleates from another bank buys anything with 
itin New York, docs it not circulate as currency? 
l may have mistaken the character of these cer- 
tificates. The gentleman says I have, and he 
ought to know better than I do; but I do not like 
the idea of dignifying them with the name of law- 
ful money. 


Mr. HOOPER. One word in explanation. 


This is not a deposit in the usual mode; it is @ | 


special deposit. 


Mr. STEVENS. Is it not acertificate of bal- 
ance when they settle during the day? 

Mr. HOOPER. No, sir; it isa certificate rep- 
resenting an amount of coin always on deposit, 
always left in the possession of this bank, and 
never paid out except to one of the banks, 

Mr. STEVENS. Suppose that of two banks 
one has a balance against the other, is not this a 
certificate given by the other bank, which may be 
used again in future settlements? 

Mr. HOOPER. Instead of passing over the 
coin they pay over the certificate. 

Mr. STEVENS, Well, fE am not willing to 
call that lawfal money, but if the House sees fit 
ldo not object. 

Mr. HOOPER. Inow withdraw the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. Lhave one or two other amend- 
ments which I desire to offer. I move to insert 
after the word Cincinnati,’ in the twenty-fifth 
line, the words “Detroit, Pittsburg, Cleveland, 
Albany; so that the proviso will read: 

Provided, That three fifths of said fitieen per cent. 
may consist of balances due to an association, available for 
the redeuiption of its circulating notes, from iations 
approved by the Comptroller ofthe Cu ency, organized un- 
der this act, iu the cjties of st. Louis, Lonis s Chicago, 
New Orleans, Ciucinnati, Detroit 
Albany 
San I 


Baltimore, Philadelphia, Boston, New York, and 
ISCO. 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope the gentleman will 
add ‘ Milwaukee.” 

Mr. HOOPER. I accept that modification, 

Mr. STEVENS, [tis desired, know, by some 
genticmen from that State, 

Mr. BROOKS. I have only to remark that 
that makes sixteen places of redemption of this 
‘uniform currency,” T have no doubt the gen- 
tleman bas provided a sufficient number of places 
in this bill to carry the arrangement through. 

Mr, HOOPER. There are only fifteen, [think. 

Mr. BROOKS, I count sixteen. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I would like the gentleman 
to include Davenport, lowa. 


Mr, Hooper’s amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HOOPER, I moveto strike outthe word 
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ittsburg, Cleveland, | 
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« those,” in the thirty-seventh line, and to insert 
will read: s 


may be 


added to the list of cities, in the national associa- 
tions of which other associations may kee 


p three fifths of 


troller of the Currency, the condition of the southern States 
will warrant it. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to insert after 
the word ‘ that,” in the twenty-fifth linc, the fol- 
lowing: 


balances due to said association on deposit in New York, 
Philadelphia, or Boston, and liable to draft at sight. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Allow me to call 


language of the bill is fifteen per cent, 


are required to keep twenty-five per cent. on hand. 
The provision of the bill is that three fitths of 
the fifteen per cent. to be kept in banks which 
are not in cities of redemption may be in these 
balances, The provision which I send to the 
Chair isintended to provide that balances in New 
York, Philadelphia, and Boston, lable to draft 
on sight, which is the most available means in 
which western men or western associations can 
have their money, shall constitute partof the bal- 
ance required to be kept on hand. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
reducing the strength of the banks, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Not at all. 

Mr. STEVENS. It requires them to keep just 
so much less on hand. 
that. 

The question being on Mr. Pexpixron’s 
amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. PENDLETON demanded tellers. 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Strike out all after the word “ enacted,” in the first line 
of section thirty-one, on page 25, down to and including 
the words ‘+ warrant it,” in the thirty-seventh line on page 
26, and insert in Hieu thereof the following + 

That every association organized under the provisions 


of the United States, an amount equal to at least twenty- 
five per cent. of the aggregate amount of its notes in 
circulation and its deposits. Aud whenever the lawful 
money of any association organized 4 


lation and depos such association shah not increase its 
liabilities by making any new loans or discounts otherwise 
than by discounting or purchasing bi sof exchange payable 
| sight, or make any dividends of its profits until the re- 
| quired proportion between the e amount of its de- 
posits and outstanding notes of circulation and lawtal 
money of the United states shall be restored, 

The object of this amendment, Mr. Chairman, 
is to compel banks to keep twenty-five per cent, 
of their deposits and circulation on hand at all 
times, As the section now stands it allows banks 
in certain localities to keep but fificen per cent. 
on hand. lt will be observed that three fifths of 
thisamount may bein eastern cites against which 
they can draw. ‘Phe practical efect of that ig jast 
this: a bank with a circulation of $100,000, and 
with a deposit line of 140,000, making an aggre- 
gate of $200,000 of liabilities, is required only to 
| keep $80,000 of that amount on hand, Three 
| fifths of that may be in some distant State. Three 
Il fifths of $30,000is 518,000; $18,000 deducted from 
$30,000 leaves $12,000; so that a bank will only 
have $12,000, w 


because the deposits are liable to be drawn atany 
hour. 


that in the New England States and in the cas 
ern portions of Pennsylvani 
this does not apply to the western States, and I 
submit whether a bank with $200,000 liabilities 
is safe with $12,000 currency und no more on 
hand. it may be replied that good banks will 
keep a sufficient amount of currency on hand to 


“í the southern ”’in lieu thereof; so that the proviso | 


Provided, That the cities of Charleston and Richmond | 


their lawful money, whenever, in the opinion of the Comp- į 


"Three fifths of said twenty-five per cent. may consist of ; 


the attention of the gentleman to the fact that the | 


Mr. PENDLETON. The provision which I | 
offer is intended to apply to those banks which į 


That would evidently be | 


I doubt the propriety of | 


Mr. PRICK. I offer the following amendment: ; 


of this act shall at all times have on band, in Jawfal money | 


id shall be | 
below the amount of twenty-five per cent. of its cireu- | 


vile it has a direct liability of | 
200,000, half of which is an immediate liability, || 


Lam aware that the objection to this view is, | 


a and New York, the | 
currency can be supplied at short notice. But | 


I answer to that, that we 
i do not make laws for honest men; that the checks 
ii in this bill are not intended for honest bankers, 
i| but for wild-cat bankers, adventurers, and spec- 
ulators. The objection to-banking in all ages of 
the world has been that men go into the business 
without money. It is to guard against this that 
it is provided that these banks shall have fifteen 

or twenty-five per cent, of their liabilities on hand 

atall times. There are such laws in existence 
in some of the States, and they have been found to 

| work well. If they have worked well in some 
places they will work well in others. No matter 
| how low the proportion required to be kept on 
H hand is fixed, these small bankers will always 
| come down to that line. If you require them to 
keep $1,000, that class of bankers will keep no 
more. 

This is an improvement on the old law, under 
which mencould establish banks without money. 
This bill proposes that they shall have some 
| money before they ean start à bank. Now it is 
| proposed that, after having the money and start- 
i ing the bank, they shall keep so much of it on 
| hand,so that when parties who have claims against 
|| these banks come in they shall beable to get their 
i| checks cashed, and not be told that they have 
| their money in New York. It is no answer to 
i| me, when f come with my check to be cashed, 
li to be told that I can have a draft on New York, 
|| because I may want the currency to use'it, There 
‘| ig no safety otherwise. 

|} Mr, HOOPER. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ik ment of the gentleman. This section has been 
|| prepared very carefully to meet the necessities of 
the banks in small places outside of the centers of 
| 


ij meet their liabilities. 


business. Bankers who have been consulted have 
generally agrecd thatit was more convenient to the 
public and the banks that they should hold their 
balances at these central points where redemption 
is required. It rarely occurs that a party would 
| go out to some distant place to receive coin. They 
i| would prefer to take a draft upon a central place. 
| Mr. PRICE. I want to say to the gentleman 


‘| right here, there is no coin in the bill, 
| "Mr. HOOPER. Lawful money isthe expres- 


sion, This billis not foraday. We trust there 
will be a resumption of specie payment, 

Mr. PRICE. I hope that my friend will live 
‘| long enough to see it. 
|| Mr, HOOPER.. I do not look upon it as so 
|| long off if we get the control of the currency for 
the General Government instead of leaving it to 
the Statesasnow. If the gentleman looks further 
in the bill he will see that all of these banks are 
required to select a bank in one of the central cities 
named to redeem its bills. 1 think that that will 
obviate the objection the gentleman has made. I 
hope the amendment will not prevail, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I move to insert, after 
* San Francisco,” “ thecity of Troy, New York.” 
I offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, for the 
reason that the city of Troy isan important bank- 
ing center. Although within a short distance of 
| Albany, (which has been added to places named, ) 
its business relations are to a great extent distinct. 
| Troy is connected by railway and other commu- 
i| nication directly and distinctly with the northern 
i part of the State of New York, with Vermont, 
j and with western Massachusetts, The banking 
| institutions in all this region to a great degree 
| correspond and keep their accounts with and re- 
i 
{ 
1 
| 


| deem at banks in Troy, and their interests and 
convenience will be materially subserved. I claim, 
Mr. Chairman, there are quite as decided reasons 
for adding this as in naming both Chicago and 
Milwaukee. I hope the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts who has the bill in charge [Mr. Hooper] 
will consent to the amendment. 

Mr. HOOPER, I believe that Troy is only 
about six or seven miles from Albany. New 
York has two redeeming places, and I think that 
is her full share. ; 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Troy is separate and dis- 
tinet in this regard. She has large commercial 
connections irrespective of Albany. 
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„Mr. HOOPER. If the gentleman. moved to 
substitute Troy for Albany it would be better. 

The amendment was rejected; there being, ona 
division—ayes 32, noes 42. 

Mr. BLAINE. I move to insert “ Portland, 
Maite.” 

In this bill there is only one point of redemp- 
tion eastof the city of New York for those States 
which lie in that direction. My amendment pro- 
poses to insert another. ; 

Mr. BROOKS. Do I understand the gentle- 
man from “Maine to say that there is only one 
place for the New England States—that there is 
no place east of Boston? 

Mr, BLAINE. One east of New York city. 
We ought to have another. 

Mr. BROOKS. So I say. 

Ona division, there werc—ayes #5, noes 41. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BLAINE and 
WINFIELD were appointed. 

The tellers reported—ayes 47, noes 39; no quo- 
rum voting, 

Mr. STEVENS. Let the amendment pass. 
Wegive itup. [wantto put in Stumptown next. 
{Laughter.] 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. FRANK. I move to insert Buffalo, New 
York. 

The amendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. WILSON, I move to amend by striking 
out all of the places named except New York, 

Mr. STEVENS. Include New York and I 
will agree toit 

Mr. WILSON. . This is for a uniform cur- 
rency throughout the United States. {know of 
no way by which we can establish that uniform- 
ity except by fixing one place of redemption. 
Then the notes of western banks would be at par. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the House 
reecived a message from the Senate, by Mr. Hier- 
EY, oncof their clerks, announcing that the Senate 
had passed an act (LE. R. No, 15) to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of Mon- 
tana, with sundry amendments; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The Senate insist upon their amendments dis- 
agreed to by the ELouse to the bill of the [Louse 
(No. 302) to amend section nine of the net ap- 
proved July 17, 1862, entitled “An act to define 
the pay and emoluments of certain officers of the 
Army, and for other purposes,” agree to the con- 
ference asked for by the Flouse of Representatives 
onthe disagrecing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Winson, Mr. Fosren, 
and My. Rippin the committee on the part of the 
Senate. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY—AGAIN, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. WILSON. [ was saying that by requir- 
ing all the banks to redeem their notes at New 
York, as well as at their ovn counters, the rate 
of exchange will bein favor of the western banks, 
and in that way we can secure a uniform system 
of currency, But if you allow the banks in the 
East to redeem in San Francisco, St. Louis, or 
Chicago, and the banks of the West have to re- 
deem atthe same places, the result will be that 
the notes of the western banks will not be worth 
as much as the notes of eastern banks; nor will 
the notes of castern banks which redeem in San 
Francisco be worthas muchas the notes of west- 
ern banks that redeem in New York. You can 
have no uniform sytem of currency unless you 
have the money center fixed upon as the place of 
redemption. 

Mr. HOOPER. 1 amopposed to that amend- 
ment, because I think itis far more important that 
every locality should have its place of redemption 
at the central point of its business than it is to 
make New York the great central point of the 
whole country. Such a provision would cause an 
immense accumulation of the funds of the whole 
country in New York. The gentleman says he | 
objects to the eastern banks redeeming at San 
Francisco. If he will look at the thirty-second 
section he will see that the approval of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency is required for the selection | 
of the point at whichabank will make its redemp- 


tion, and I think that willbe found to be suficient 
to prevent the trouble which the gentleman fears. į 


Mr. WILSON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts if he expects the Comptroller 
of the Currency to authorize banks to redeem at 
any other place that New York? 

Mr. HOOPER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. WILSON, Well, if heauthorizes western 
banks to redeem at St. Louis, will their notes be 
worth as much as if the redemption was in New 
York? ` . 

Mr. HOOPER. Iam inclined to think they 
would be, Atany rate there would be but a very 
slight rate of exchange. 


Mr. WILSON. The difference would be the 


rate of exċhange, and that is what we in the West 
do not want to have against us. 

Mr. HOOPER. I believe that if we make the 
circulation of the whole country redeemable at the 
places named, some fifteen of them, we will have 
taken a great step toward obtaining a uniform cur- 
rency. My impression is that when we have done 
that the banks in these places will find it for their 
interest to make the currency of their State parat 
New York. I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. BROOKS. In order to say a few words, 
I move that “ Brooklyn’? be inserted after ‘ New 
York.” I am happy to hear the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Iowa. It hasa 
business look, and isa practical proposition, and 
the only proposition which will give a uniform 
currency under this bjll, It is the rehabilitation 
in substance, so far as the currency of the United 
States is concerned, of the old United States Bank, 
which, through its branches redeeming all its is- 
sues, did in point of fact provide in effect a uni- 
form currency, And this, if carried, will produce 
a uniform currency, and this alone will do it. 

I wish to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Towa to a fact which occurred in his own West. 

Juta few weeks since, the banks of St. Louis, new 

Danks, were providing themselves with the cur- 
rency of the banks of Wisconsin, and those new 
banks issued the notes of the banks of Wisconsin 
in St. Louis, while the banks of Wisconsin were 
issuing the notes of the banks of St. Louis, and 
the brokers in St. Louis were redeeming those 
notes at one quarter and one half per cent. dis- 
count, This is already one of the practical op- 
erations of this banking law. There is no other 
monetary center but New York; there is no other 
place where a uniform carrency can be obtained; 
and if gentlemen of the Committee of Ways and 
Means desire to have a uniform currency they will 
strike out of this bill the seventeen bids which they 
have put in it for votes in other parts of the Union, 
and come to (he monetary center, New York. 

We in New York have no particular interest 
in this matter. The more the currency is de- 
ranged the more money we will make out of it. 
We are a people of bankers and brokers, and we 
know how to profit from the misfortunes of the 
country and we will profit by those misfortunes. 
But i repeat that if we desire to have a dollar here 
a dollar everywhere, there is no other means of 
obtaining it but that proposed by the gentleman 
from lowa. 1 withdraw my amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. CRAVENS. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting “Indianapolis” after the words ‘* New 
York.” 

Mr. WILSON. Is that offered as an amend- 
ment to my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. CRAVENS. Iwithdraw my amendment 
for the present. 

Mr. ALLEY. Is the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Wizson] now pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is, but debate is cx- 
hausted upon it. 

Mr. ALLEY. I move then to strike out the 
last word. I propose to say a few words upon 
the proposition ofthe gentleman from Iowa, and 
l would not say a word but for the fact that the 
proposition comes from a gentlemen who is gen- 
erally so sensible as the gentleman from Iowa, 
and but for the remarkable views also which he 
has advanced in supportofit. I fear, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the gentleman’s views might possibly 
prevail in this House. I fear that there are a 
great many western men who may agree with 
bim upon this proposition that the rate of cx- 
change will be greatly enhanced by the provision 
of the bill as it now stands, for if you grant his 
premises his conclusions are undoubtedly correct. 


Now, sir, I can hardly conceive of anything so 
absurd as to compare the state of things, so faras 
thé enrrency is concerned, which would exist un- 
der this bill with that which has existed in the 
West inthe past in regard toexchange. Itseems 
to me perfectly apparent on the face of it that this 
measure will secure so nearly a uniform system 
of currency that the exchangecan be nothing more 
than the insurance and cost of transportation of 
this paper money from one section of the country 
to another, which isa mere nothing. At the out- 
side it cannot be over one fourth of one percent., 
and I do not believe it need be one eighth per cent. 

When the bills are secured by bonds of the 
Government of the United States and are to be 
receivable for publie dues of every nature and de- 
scription, except custom-house duties, through- 
out the Union, can it be possible that it will be 
higher than that? 

The restrictions contained in this bill upon the 
circulation of the notes, compellingall the baksin 
the West—and the gentleman alluded to tliat sec- 


“tion of country more particularly—and all over 


the country, to secure this circulation by bonds 
of the Government, will prevent undue expansion 
and prevent an expansion beyond the actual cap- 
ital which they possess, This security will, of 
course, give confidence to every holder of these 
bills. It seems to me, sir, that nothing could be 
more utterly absurd than the view suggested by 
the gentleman from Lowathatthe rates ofexchange 
under the system proposed by this bill will be 
anything like what they have been intimes past, 
with a depreciated currency, sometimes five, ten, 
twenty, and even fifty per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, theadvocacy of the proposition 
of the gentleman from lowa by the gendeman 
from New York [Mr. Brooxs] is sensible, and 
mighthave been expected from him. Hejs a Rep- 
resentative of the city of New York, and it is 
his duty to protect the interests of that city; and 
of course he would like to have all the rest of the 
country tributary to the city of New York. We 
are obliged to be so in a great measure now; aud 
so far as Boston is concerned, it is tributary ina 
great degree in all its interests to the city of New 
York. That we are compelled to submitto, But 
we do not want to be compelled to redeem our cur- 
rency in New York when we can redeem itin Bos- 
ton as well; and so of all the other central points 
throughout the Union. The sole purpose of the 
gentleman from Towa, he says, is to protect the 
people af the West from those enormous rates of 
exchange so ruinous to western interests in the 
past. ‘This is all very well; but the gentleman and 
those who think with him misapprehend the mat- 
ter of exchange and the basis upon which itrests. 
Now, sir, the difference of exchange between 
Chicago and New York, upon the basis of coin, 
is the cost of transportation of that coin between 
those two points, and nothing more, except it may 
be insurance. ‘The same rule holds good with re- 
gard to paper; and this high rate of exchange in 
the past was owing to the fact that the paper de- 
preciated, and the exchange was nothing more 
nor less than a premium of insurance or guaran~ 
tee, differing in amount, according to the degree 
of confidence felt in the ability to redeem these 
issues. Under this system of currency no such 
result can follow to any extent, becausé these 
bills are all secured by Government bonds, and 
receivable fur most public dues. If there is any 
provision in this bill which more than anything 
else meets my approbation to the fullest extent, it 


į is that providing for several points of redemption. 


I hope that the amendment of the gentleman from 
lowa will not prevail. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- | 
man, l have stood here, at all times, resisting cen- 
tralization of the political power of the Govern- 
ment, and I so stand to-day resisting the financial 
centralization contemplated by theamendmentof 
the gentleman from Jowa, The practical effect of 
its adoption would be to cut off Philadelphia, and 
make it what New Yorkers allege it to be now— 
a village. I point with great pride to the nego- 
tiation of the five-twenties in the city of Philadel- 
phia, where the demand for those bonds was so 
great that the Government found itself advancing 
beyond the limit assigned in the law, to the ex- 
tent of $11,000,000. This is a practical answer 
to the proposition of the gentleman from lowa, 
an answer which a merchant or any sensible man 
would be quick to give. We have succeeded in 
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ating in Philadelphia 


nego $511,000,000 in five- 
twenty bonds. 
ability, and after the patriotism shown by the 
citizens of that city, why should there be an at- 
tempt made here to strike down Philadelphia In- 
terests? [trust that gentlemen from other sec- 
tions of the country will sce how the interests of 
their sections are also to be stricken at, and will 
give a quietus to the proposition of the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLEY. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. Irenewit. Imerely wish to 
state in reply to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that he cannotteach a western man anything 
in relation to the rate of exchange which they 
have to payin the West. He may theorize upon 
it, but we have the stubborn facts to deal with. 
We haverthe experience of past years. He says 
that we cannot expect the rate of exchange to be 
as great against the national currency as it has 
been against the currency of the western banks. 
That may be. We have had to pay as high as 
fifteen per cent, on western money. It may be 


that we will have to pay two or three per cent. 
| 


on the currency of the national banks, unless they 
are required to redeem at New York. 

Mr. ALLEY. Will my friend from Iowa an- 
swer me one question: whether there was any 
difference of exchange between the West and the 
East—beyond, say, one quarter or one half per 
cent,—that did not grow out of the depreciation 
of western money? 

Mr. WILSON. 
established on United States stocks that were just 
as safe, just as sound as the banks proposed to 
be established under this bill; and yet we had to 
pay two, three, five, or ten per cent.exchange on 
their currency. 
operating, probably not to so great an extent, 
against the currency of the national banks, for this 
reason: there will be still a currency in existence 


better than the currency of these national banks. | 


This bill provides for the issuing of $300,000 ,000 
of currency. That is not a sufficient amount to 
crowd out of circulation all the Treasury notes 
of the United States. These notes are legal 
tender for all public or private dues, whercas the 
notes of these national banks are not to be legal 


tender as between individuals. Consequently the | 


legal-tender notes of the Government wiil be bet- 
ter in all parts of the country than the notes of 
these national banks. That will create rates of 
exchange greater against the notes of the national 
banks than against the currency issued by the 
Government, We must guard against that un- 


less we wish the people of the western States to | 
be taxed unnecessarily. But we have within our | 


hands a remedy that will be ample and complete 
if we require them to-redeem in the city of New 
York. We will have then established as perfec 
a uniformity of currency in the country as can 
beestablished. Wemay have to allow oneeighth 
or one quarter per cent. to cover the cost of re- 
demption in the city of New York. That wil 
cover the entire rate of exchange that we will be 
subject to. I hope every western man will sup- 
port the proposition. ‘The argument made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 


against it is merely that of Jocal interest. L hope | 


that we shall look at the interests of the whole 
country, and allow no higher discount than wil 
cover the cost of redemption in New York. 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words “New York,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

And the notes of each nation sociation shall be re- 
ceived by every other national association at par. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this 
whole system o 
enough that every bank pays its notes where it 
promises to pay them according to the old sys- 
tem, and that there ought to be none of this dis- 
crimination. 

But I am wil 


ing that these notes shall go from 


one end of the country to the other at par, where |} 


ever they go, and that will be the effect if we com 
-pel each association to receive at par the notes of 


every otherassociation. And there is no danger in | 
l secured in the same way, by na- | J í 
i want to do beyond the ordinary benefit these 


it. They arc a 
tionalbonds. Thenagentleman starting from [owa 
with his pockets full of these notes, as my friend 
will some day start, when he gets to Milwaukee 


can exchange them at par for the money issued | 


Pete ae r > i 
After that exhibition of financial | 


We had in the West banks | 


There will be the same causes | 


I H 


central redemption. I believeitis |; 


there. He can go to New York, and they will 
be at par, as they will in every part of the Union. 
I am, however, opposed to requiring these na- 


other point than that where they are issued. 
‘Mr. MORRILL. When the proposition was 

first before the House I was against the adoption 

of the system; but the question now arises 


ments as will improve and perfect it in its opera- 
tions, or whether we shall allow it to remain with 
all the deformities which are acknowledged to 
exist in Jb. 

I believe that the proposition as originally re- 
ported by the Committee of Ways and Means, 
establishing a certain number of places where 
these notes were to be redeemed, was amply suffi- 
cient, and that the additions which have been 


adopted, possibly for the purpose of perfecting 
the bil, butrather for the purpose of destroying it. 

i very much fear that the amendment of the 
gentleman now pending, if adopted, will in effect 
put an end to the system, forthe reason that eapi- 
talists will not invest their money in the stocks 


management of all the other banks in the country. 
iL do not know whether the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania offered the amendment for the pur- 
pose of killing the bill or not, but I am afraid it 
| will be entirely fatal if it shall be adopted. 
Now, sir, I hope when we come to vote upon 
this bill in the House we shall vote down the 


have been voted in here, and that we shall simply 
include the places incorporated into the bill as 
originally reported. 

The question being on the amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. MORRILL called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Pike and 
Ena.isit were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 54, noes 54, 

The CHAIRMAN voted in the negative. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last word. I do it for 
the purpose of saying to the gentleman from Iowa 
that an amendment was prepared to be put into 
the next section, which F think will obviate his 
objection. Itis that it shall be at the option of 
| banks established clsewhere than in New York 


the House may choose tofixit. In other words, 
I propose to allow these banks throughout the 
country to make their redemption at New York 
I| instead of at these several points. 

Mr. WILSON. That does not meet the idea 


; leave itat their option to redeem them there. Sup- 
pose they determine not to redeem them there, 
how much will the gentleman’s amendment 
|| amount to? 

| Mr. HOOPER withdrew his amendment. 


ment, 
‘| provisions covered by the amendment are wise 
ones. We ail know that New York is the great 
i| center of the commerce of this country, and there 
| is no legislation that this Congress could adopt 
| which would prevent New York from remaining 
| that center. San Francisco, Chicago, New Or- 
i leans, and every other city in the country, has its 


Vast amounts of gold and paper are sold ip mar- 
ket, and the results of that sale in market are con- 


i 

| 

| 

| Congress cannot put a stop to those relations. 
| 

{ 2 + 

| centrated in the city of New York. 


i| which goes there for redemption. : 
‘| Taking that into consideration, there is no bard- 
| ship in providing that the banks may redeem in 


is an inducement held out to every bank in the 
i country to make its redemption there, because it 


its commercial relations with that point. All you 
i banks have by their collection in New York is 
| to give them what will cover insurance. One 
quarter of one per cent. is perhaps a fair price for 


tional banks to redeem their circulation at any | 


whether we shall adopt such necessary amend- | 


made here in a fit of good nature have not been | 


of these banks if cach is to be responsible for the ! 


amendments, inclading all the little places which i 


to redeem their circulation there at a discount of | 
a fifth or a quarter of one per cent., or at par, ag | 


| I had in viewatall. I wish to compel these banks | 
to redeem their notes in NewYork, and not merely | 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I renew the amend- | 
I do it for the reason that I believe the | 


commercial relations in the city of New York, and | 


‘These insti- | 
|; tations are always receiving paper in New York, |: 


New York at one quarter of one per cent. There | 
must of necessity by the laws of commerce have |) 


LS: 


that. Then you must remember that that is no 
more than every man is willing to pay as insur- 
ance on his own account. He gets his draft on 
New-York for one quarter of one per cent. He 
would prefer to pay that rather than transmit 
currency by mail. 
i Every consideration points to thejustice as well 
i as the expediency of this provision, Itis to the 
i; interest of the banks to redeem at New York. I 
tell gentlemen from the West that I have beenin 
most of the western States,and I say that where 
ever you find an institution of $100,000 or $200,000 
ou will find its redeeming and collecting agents 
in New York city. 1 do not know of a single 
bank throughout the broad West which is an ex- 
ception to that rule. It is to their interest to do 
so. Ifwegive them power to collect whatitcosts 
to put their funds there we will come the nearer to 
establishing a uniformity of currency than by any 
other course. 

Mr. BLOW. Tamastonished when I hear the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Winson] propose to 
concentrate everything in the great commercial 
capital of the country, the city of New York. fam 
not surprised when I hear other gentlemen make 
similar propositions, but I am astonished when 
I hear a gentleman from the West, the neglected 
West, offer to part with the privilege we have 
now to redeem at home. I say, sir, that I c&n- 
not withhold my astonishment that this proposi- 
tion should come from that source when the whole 
legislation of the country seems to be tending to 
he sea-board. When we havea system of bank- 
ing which allows to the banks of the West the 
privilege that is given to other banks, a west- 
ern Representative submits a proposition which 
makes us tributary to the city of New York. 

Mr. Chairman, I know something of banking 
in the West, l know something of banking in 
lowa and Minnesota, and 1 know that the people 
of those States have been shaved simply for the 
want of a uniform system of banking. Now, 
when we are to have a law that will protect the 
people th@™ from enormous losses, the moment 
we are abdut to accomplish that purpose, this 
proposition is moved by the gentleman from 
lowa. I hope that the amendment will not pre- 
vail, and that the places named in the bill will be 
| allowed to remain. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. 
amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, I renew it. Tam not surprised, 
: Mr. Chairman, at the remarks of the gentleman 
from Missouri. The fact that in the bill as re- 
ported by the committee St. Louis is fixed as one 
| of these points at which balances shall be kept 
and redemption may be had, isa sufficient expla- 
nation. I want to ask him what advantage it 
would be toa merchant in lowa to have the privi- 
lege of having Iowa notes redeemed at St. Louis 
when he wants to pay a debt in New York? I 
say now, as' l have said before, that experience 
is better than theory. I am not legislating for 
the benefit of St. Louis, but for the security of 
the people of the West; to secure to them a uni- 
form currency. By allowing the western banks 
to redeem at St. Louis, Chicago, and San Fran- 
cisco you will always have the rate of exchange 
against them, That ismy reason for my course, 
and it is clear enough to my mind to warrant me 
in asking this House to support the amendment 
which | have submitted, and which I believe, if 
adopted, will give universal satisfaction to the 
business men of the West, unless it may be those 
located at Chicago, St. Louis, and the points 
named in this bill where balances are to be kept 
and redemptionsare to be made. I withdraw my 
amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. W.J. ALLEN. I would like to inquire 
of the gentieman who has charge of this bill 
whether itis the object of those of his political 
iik to drive out of circulation all currency issued 
by State authority? Is centralization, monetarily 
considered, now to be thelaw? This movement— 
if such be the fact, and I suppose it is from what 
I have seen here to-day—is but the reinaugura- 
tion of the old national bank system under the 
auspices of Nicholas Biddle. Are we to be treated 
with the same plate of soup in this time of our 
direst trouble, which nauseated the stomach of 
the nation at the time when Jackson was at the 
: helm of State? We have no Jackson there now. 
'Thig mast be admitted by all. But we have a 
man at the wheel of power whose early education 
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ina financial point of view was. dreadfully neg- 
lected, as I suppose. Now, if itis the object upon 
the part of. those who have charge of this bill to 
drive outof circulation all notes issued under, State 
authority, let them say so. The remarks of the 
distinguished gentleman from Ohio, though sig- 
nificant, are not conclusive upon this point. If 
we are to have, in this time of tribulation, a re- 
suscitation of- the old national bank system, let 
that be understood. T-call upon these gentlemen 
who havea great deal of character throughout the 
country for financial ability, to.say what their 
object.isin regard to the subject-matter of this bill. 

Now [know quite as well as anybody that 
amachine is at work making money. We all 
understand that; but how long can it keep at 
work without some sort of aid at the bottom? 
My friend from Kentucky (Mr. Marxory] sug- 
gests greasing; I adopt the term, it is a good one. 
s not the circulation of the State bank notes at 
the present hour an adjunct to the national cur- 
rency? Lam no State bank man. I belong to 
that party which is opposed to all banks, and al- 
ways have been opposed to banks. I have been 
in favor of those commodities called gold and sil- 
ver, which are now away up in commercial cir- 
cles—almost out of sight. Even though | was a 
State bank man—which I said L was not—I could 
not favor this bill, Will not the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means be in favor of 
receiving State aid in reference to the national 
eurrenoy ? 

Vsimply throw out these suggestions because 
Lwantinformation. The country wants inform- 
ation, J want to be educated; I mean, financially. 
Lam inthe same condition about this matter that 
l think the President of the United States is, 

Mr. KASSON. IfI understand the effect of 
the amendment, it is to bring the proposition back 
to the cityof New York alone as the place of re- 
demption. Let me call the attention of the com- 
mittee tothe fact that while if was first proposed 
to establish the city of New York as the sole place 
of redemption, a farther discussion dfigplayed the 
fret that the place of redemption seeli follow 
the course of trade, Now, we thought in our ex- 
amination that in many. parts of the country the 
course of trade did not ee to the city of New 
York as the proper place of redemption, In New 
England, for example, the principal course of 
trade leads to Boston; in some parts of the South- 
west it has hitherto led to New Orleans; in the | 
Pacific States it leads to San Francisco. We ean- 
not, therefore, in this case, any more than in the 
other case which was recently so fully debated, 
attempt to accommodate byan absolute provision 
every porton of the United States. Mow, then, 
shall we accomplish the desired result? for our 
legisintion clearly should follow the ordinary 
course of trade and commerce and the necessitics 
of the community. We can do it by selecting | 
the leading foct of commerce and trade, the lead- 
ing centers to which the transactions of the com- 
munity tend, and establish several places of re- 
demption with a view to accommodate the com- 
munity dn that respect. 

But gentlemen may ask, “Flow can you pre- 
vent the bauks from selecting an inconvenient eity 
of redemption?” We prevent it by making it | 
subject to the approval of the Comptroller of the 
Currency, a disinterested public oficer, who will | 
himself direct such adtion on the part of the banks |] 
in selecting a place of redemption, and keeping 
their deposits there fur that purpose, as will ac- 


| ele blocks, and in other places in white-fish, 


commodate the laws of trade in the communities 
in which the banks are established. {submit to 
the committee that no other rule can be adopted 
which will so fully reet the wants of the commu- | 
nity in the different parts of this widely extended | 
country. Tf there be too many points established 
in the bill as it now stands, that, of course, can 
be corrected, But it is certainly due, L think, to 
the interests of the different sections of this very 
extended country that we should allow, subject 
to the approval of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, wio can be influenced by none other than 
the public interests, the selection of a city for the 
redemption of the curre: of banks in one part 
of the country different from that imposed on an- 
other. Į do not think, for instance, that Maine 
ovght to be compelled to redeem in Sau Francis- 
ev, nor San Francisco necessarily in New York, 
unless the channels of trade take the currency 
there. i 


: with 


i indu 


Mr. WILSON. : Will my colleague allow me 
to ask him a question? - 

Mr. KASSON. I will yield for that purpose 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask my colleague 
whether a bill drawn at Memphis on New Orleans 
is worth as much for the payment of a debt in 
New Orleans as a billdrawn in Memphis payable 
in New York? 

Mr. KASSON. That depends on the course 
oftrade. At certain seasons of the year exchange 
from New Orleans to New “York was, prior to 
this war, above par, and at other seasons below 
par. It varies according to the course of com- 
merce, and you cannot fix it by legislation. 

Mr. WILSON. Allow me to ask one other 


question. 

Mr. KASSON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. I would ask my colleague 
whether. a bill drawn in Burlington, Lowa, on 
Chicago is worth as much for the payment of a 
debt in Chicago as a bill drawn in Burlington on 
New York? 

Mr. KASSON. That again depends on the 
course of trade. 

Mr. WILSON. I would like to ask my col- 
loague whether he ever knew of a bill drawn in 
Burlington on Chicago worth ag much as a bill 
drawn in Burlington on New York? 

Mr. KASSON, [ am not a merchant; I can 
only say that on some occasions I found exchange 
in Chicago on New York at par, and on other 
occasions above par. 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on Mr. Wurson’s 
amendment, and it was rejected, 

Mr. PRICK. i move to amend by striking 
ont all the places named for redemption except 
New York, Philadelphia, and Boston. 4 wish 
gentlemen to understand the difference between 
the two sections—the one now under considera- 
tion and the one that follows it. The section 
under consideration does not compel a bank to 
redeem atalh Mark that, Itonly fixes the places 
where these banks may be allowed to keep three 
fifths of their fifteen or twenty-five per cent. We 
have been confounding the two sections. It is 
tbat which has led to the confusion. The next 
section is the one that compels the redemption. 
This only fixes three points where a bank may— 
not shall—keep a balance to be counted as money. 
Then you can compel them to redeem where you 
please. ‘Lhatis done by the next section. It is 
ime enough to consider that when we come to it. 

Mr. ELORIDGH. Mr. Chairman, I conceive 
that the gentloman from Lowa [Mr. Price] has 
hit on the position which Itbink is true in regard 
to this bill. Gentlemen bave made a great many 
arguments on the subject of redemption. But 
what I desire particularly to ascertain from the 
gentlemen having this bill in charge is, what is 


meant under the bill by the term “redemption ?”? | 


There was atime in the history of the country 
when we knew what the redemption of a bank 
bill meant. But we do not know it now. A 
gentleman beside me says that in Kentucky re- 
demption is the paying in whisky and tobacco. 
‘That may be so there. In Wisconsin they pay 
in some places in badgers, in other places in eat 
should like to have some gentleman who is posted 
on the subject to give us some information as to 
what is meantin this bill by the term ‘*redemp- 
tion.” L know that the gentleman from Massa- 
chasetts [Mr. Hooper] having the bill in charge 
said he hoped to live to see the time when redemp~ 
tion 
lawful money. Í think that gentleman’s 
hairs are altogether too white to authorize him to 
ge in any such hope. Ido not think that 
the youngest man in this House will live to sce 
the time when this paper currency will be re- 
deemed. i believe it has been said, Mr. Chair- 
man, of this character of paper, that it “ know- 
cth not that its redeemerliveth.”? 1 doubt whether 
any ofus can say that itever will have a redeemer, 
H gentleman can say when, how, and where, this 
money is to be redeemed, I wish in God’s name 
they would inform us. 

The question was taken on Mr. Pricz’s amend- 
ment, and it-was rejected. ae 

Mr. SPALDING. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


would take place,as it used to take place, | 


Mr. CRAVENS. I move to amend by adding, 
after the words “ New York,” the word *‘ In- 
dianapolis.”” , 

Mr. MORRILL, I move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing debate on this sec- 
tion. 

Mr. CRAVENS. [hopethe gentleman will let 
the vote be taken on my amendment before press- 
ing that motion. 

Mr. MORRILL. The vote can be taken on 
the amendment immediately after the House goes 
back into committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Rotiins, of New Hamp- 
shire, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the state of the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly,asaspecialorder, the 
national currency bill, and had come to no cone 
clusion thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that when the House 
resolves itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union all debate upon the pend- 
ing section be closed in one minute after the com- 
mittee resume its consideration, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole onthe state of the Union. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. Imove that the House do 
now adjourn. 

MONTANA TERRITORY. 


Mr. BEAMAN. Before the question is puton 
that motion, I ask the gentleman to yield to en- 
able me to ask consent to have a bill taken up, 
and a committee of conference appointed on it. 

Mr. J. C.ALLEN. I yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will first 
have to ask the gentleman from Vermont to yield 
before the Chair can put his request to the House, 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill yield to the gentleman 
for the purpose he has indicated. 

On motion of Mr. BEAMAN, by unanimous 
consent, the bill to provide a temporary govern- 
ment for the Territory of Montana was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, with the amend ments of 
the Scnate thereto. 

Mr. BEAMAN. I move to non-concur inthe 
amendments of the Senate, and ask a committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
LIouses on the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the motion that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


GENERAL ANDERSON. 


Mr. CHANLER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of New York relative to General Robert 
Anderson; which were laid on the table, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

The question recurred on the motion of Mr, 
Mornin. 

The motion was agreed to, 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itscifinto the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Roiums, of New 
Hampshire, in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 333, relative to the 


NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


The CHAIRMAN stated the question to be on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Cravuns.} 

Mr. HOOPER. 1 desire to make a single re- 
mark in reference to that amendment in the min- 
ute to which the debate is limited. IL desire to 
say that the Comptroiler of the Currency, who 
was from Indiana, asked me particularly not to 
insert Indianapolis. {Laughter.] 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to move to insert a ver- 
bal amendment in section thirty-two. I move, in 
jine ten, to strike out after the word * fail?’ the 
words “ for the term of thirty days,” and to in- 
sert the words ‘either to make selection or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, PRICE. IT move to amend the samo sec- 
tion in the third line by striking out the word 


named,’ by striking out also in the fourth line 
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the words ‘‘in the preceding section,” and by 
juserting the words “ Philadelphia, Boston, or 
New York.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the object of offering that | 
amendment is to provide that these national 
banks of the United States of America shall re- | 
deem their notes in New York, Boston, and Phil- 
adelphia, and not as the section would read with- 
out that amendment. Gentlemen will observe 
that we have now included in the preceding sec- | 
tion pretty much all the towns between the At- 
lantic and the Pacific where these banks are al- | 
lowed to keep balances on hand; there may be a | 
few villages of two or three hundred inhabitants 
that have not been included. 

Ifthis section be adopted, therefore, these banks 
will be permitted to redeem their notes atany one 
of these places, which, in my judgment, amounts 
simply to no redemption at all. 
will permit t 
the great commercial centers on the Atlantic sea- | 
board and at no other place. That will provide 
a practical plan of redemption. But as the sec- | 
tion stands the effect will be that when you go to 
one of these banks in Chicago with a note to be 
redeemed they would tell you that they were re- 
deeming their notes in San Francisco, or at some 
piate away off in the Rocky mountains perhaps. 

repeat that practically it amounts to no redemp- | 
tion atall. his redemption must take place at 
the commercial centers onthe Atlantic coast. A 
redemption that covers all creation is no redemp- 
tion at all. 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill suggest tomy colleague | 
whether the expression “a redemption that cov- 
ers all creation is no redemption at all” is strictly 
orthodox. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PRICE. ‘There would be a conditional 
redemption, but no absolute redemption provided 
for. Itisanabsolute redemption that my amend- | 
ment provides for. I do not propose that they | 

| 


T 
f 
| 


My amendment | 


shall be redeemed at some place that has no ex- 
istence. My object is to make these national 
banks of some account, to place them in such a 
position as will give confidence in them that they | 
will not be banks of straw, but banks having some | 
stability about them. 

if this amendment be adopted I would then be 
in favor of the amendment proposed by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means a | 
whilc ago, requiring all these banks to receive the | 
notes of all the other banks. That would make 
your national banks mean something and be worth 
something. That would give them a foundation 
upon which a superstructure could be reared that | 
wonid inspire confidence and that would not bea 
mere shadow, as unsubstantial as the 

«t Baseless fabric of a vision? 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely vise to oppose the | 
amendment, not because lam against it, but be- 
canse | think the House has already settled the 
question. 

On a division, there were--ayes 42, noes 50. 

Mr. PRICE demanded tellers. 

‘Tellers were not ordered, 

So the amendment was re 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 1 move to strike out the 
words ‘as aforesaid,” and to insert in lieu thereof | 
the words ‘in coin,” so that it will read: 


lie 
ne 


{ 
i 
j 
i 
i 


f 
go } 
Se | 


hese banks to redeem their bills at ji 


j 


Suc. 32. And beit further enacted, That each association 
shall select, subjact to the approval of the Comptroller of 
the Curren oclation in either of the cities named 
in the preeec n at whieh it will redeom cireu- 
Jating notes at par ive publie 
2 of the names of tire tasociatic at which 
redemptions are to be made by th iation 
ocjation in 
the association at which it wilt redeem ir any 
association shal fail for the term of thirty days to redeem 
its notes in coin, the Comptroller of tbe Curreney may, 
upon receiving satisfactory evidence thereof, appoint a 
receiver in th anner provided for in thi 
its affairs: Provided, That nothing in thi 
lieve any association from its lability to : 
lating notes at its own counter, at par, in lawful money 
on demand. 


Mr. Chairman, [ask the gentlemen on the other 
side of the House to tell us whatthey mean by 
redemption? Į understand what is meant by re- 
demption in coin, When gentlemen have made 
as much disturbance as they have to-day about 
this redemption, L should like to know what it 
means. Whatdoesitamountto? Lwantto know 
whether we are to get anything worth more or 
less? Are they to be redeemed in greenbacks? | 
1 want to know it if they are. l want to know 


when I present my billat these commercial centers 
what | am to receive by way of redemption. It 
is for that reason I have moved to insert the words 
“in coin,” : 

l kuow that it is a little odd to talk of coin. I 
know that it issingular to talk of specie. I know 
that itis a kind of redemption that has gone out 
of fashion. But I wantto know what Í am to 
receive in the way of redemption. J want to 
know, in short, what this redemption in the bill 
means. : 

Mr. SHANNON. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
pretend to be a financier or a prophet, and there- 
fore I cannot answer the gentleman’s questions. 
I propose, however, to adopt the Yankee ruleand 
answer by asking another question. If the gen- 
tleman will tell me when he and his Democratic 
friends will cease croaking and harping, weak- 
ening the confidence of the people in the stability 
of oursystem of Government, thereby aiding and 
comforting the enemies of the country, if he will 
tell me when they will cease as leaders to aid Jeff. 
Davis and turn in with that earnestness and per- 
tinacity to aid us in breaking down the enemy 
and closing this war, then Lean answer his ques- 
tion. It will be buta few yearsafterwards when 
we will be redeeming in gold and silver. I speak 
knowingly, sir, from fifteen years’ evidence upon 
the Pacific slope, that if this Congress will not 
impose any obnoxious laws to impede the devel- 
opment of the mineral resources of that coast, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts will have but 


a few more gray hairs in his head when the gold | 


there produced will redeem the debts of the nation. 
That region will produce between one hundred and 


one hundred and fifty million dollars of gold annu- | 


ally. There is the great basis. Give us railroads, 


give us population, and we will pay your debt in | 


less than ten years with our gold, silver, and 
copper, 

A Member. No copper. 

Mr. SHANNON. | mean the true, genuine 
article of copper, and not the spurious kind we 
have here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PRICK. 
with these words: “ one quarter of one per cent.” 
I do not propose to debate it. 

Mr, ELDRIDGE. 
oppose the amendment of the gentieman from 
lowa. The gentleman who has just taken bi 
seat has undertaken to give us some idea when he 
proposes to redeem this currency and to redcem 
in gold. Hoe tells us of some future period when 
he proposes todo that. Hesayshe will tell when 
if we will tell him when we will support the cur- 
reney of the country, 


currency. We will give bim our sympathy and 
our support if he will give us back the Consti- 
tution of the country, which he has taken away 
from us; we will give him our sympathy and 
supp 
ight 
respected them in the past; we will give hiin our 
sympathy and suppart when he gives us the right 
to go into the market and purchase as we pur- 
chased only a few yearsago, when he took charge 
of the Government; we will give him our sym- 
pathy and support the moment he gives his sup- 
port to the Constitution and the Union, 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurring on the amendment of- 
fered by Mr. Price, 

Mr, STEVENS raised the point that it was not 
in order, 


The CHAIRMAN decided that the point was | 


raised tao late. 
Mr. PRICE called for tellers on the amendment. 
Mr. STEVENS moved that the committee rise, 


Mr. RICE. While the committec is dividing | 


it is not in order to move that the committee rise 
The CHAIRMAN. 
now dividing. 
The motion of Mr, Srzvens was agreed to, 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker baving 
resumed the chair, Mr. RoLLixs, of New Hamp- 
shire, reported that the Committee ef the Whole 


Mr. Chairman, l rise to: 


I will answer that we will | 
support the currency when he gives usa good | 


ore whenever he respects the liberty and | 
of the people as the fathers of the Republic | 


The committee is not 


: ang ref 


on the state ofthe Union had, according to order, 
had the Union under consideration, and particu- : 


larly the bill (H. R. No. 333) to provide a na- 
tional curre 


soy 
ney, S 


ecured by a pledge of United Ë 
| States stocks, and to provide fur the circulation $ 


and redemption thereofjand had come to. no con- 
clusion thereon. f 
And then, on motion of Mr. COLE, of Califor- 
nia, (at four o’clock and fifty minutes, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. a 


IN SENATE. 
Fray, April 1, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday wasreadand approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill yesterday received from the House of 
Representatives (No. 272) for the relief of Julia 
A. Ames, was read twice by its tite, and referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Navy, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 28th of March last, information 
in relation to the deficiency of men in the naval 
service; which, on motion of Mr. Grimes, was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL presented a memorial of the 
president and other officers of the Galena and 
Chicago Union Railroad Company, remonstrat- 


|| ing against the extension of the Goodyear patent 
| for the manufacture of vulcanized India rubber; 


which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial of eiti- 
zens of Oneida, Madison county, New York, 


| praying for the immediate abolition of slavery, 
H and for such an amendment of the Constitution 


as will forever prohibit its existence in any por- 
tion of our common country; which was referred 
to the select committee on slavery and freedmen. 

Mr. RAMSEY presented a memorial from the 


7 i li Legislature of the Sate of Minnesota in favor of 
1 move my former amendment, | 


the establishment of a weekly mail route from 
Jordan, Seott county, to Cleveland, Le Sueur 
county, via Lexington and Le Sueur Center, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to 


| be printed. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a memorial. of 
the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, praying 
for a grant of Jand to aid in the construction of 
the Southern Minnesota railroad; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of the State. of Wisconsin in favor of an in- 
crease of the pay of non-commissioned officers 
and privates in the military service of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia, and ordered to 
be printed, 

He also presented a resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin in favor of the construction of 
a ship canal around the falls of Niagara; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and the Militia. 

He also presented a memorial from the Legis- 
lature of Wiscoasin in favor of the establish- 
ment of a tri-weekly mail route from the city of 
La Crosse, in La Crosse county, to Viroqua, in 
Vernon county; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented the petition of 


| James M. Confer, late surgeon of the twenty-ninth 


regiment Indiana volunteers, praying for.compen- 
salign for loss of property while engaged in theser- 
vice of the United States; which was referred to 


the Committee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HARRIS, it was 
Gréered, That the petition and other papers in the case 
of Hayne M. Saloman be taken from the tiles of the Senate 
erred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was re- 


ferred a joint resolution (H. R. No. 11) in 


relation to the claim of Carmack aud Ramsay, 
reported it with an amendment. 
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Mr. CLARK... The Committee on Claima, to 
whom was referred the petition of Charles Vin- 
son, praying for compensation for extra services 
asa clerk in the office of the Third Auditor, have 
had that matter under consideration, and directed 
me to make an adverse report. If there be no 
objection I move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, CLARK. The same committee, to whom 
were referred the papers in relation to the claim 
of George C. N. Roberts, for compensation for 
servicés as chaplain at Fort McHenry, have had 
that matter under consideration, and directed me 
to make an adverse report. I move that it be in- 
definitely postponed, if there be no objection. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Patents 


and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the 
annual report of the Patent Office for the year 
1863, have directed me to report the following 
resolution, providing for the printing of that re- 
port: 

Resolved, ‘hat there be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate five thousand copies of the annual report of the Patent 
Otice forthe year 1863, 

This resolution goes to the Committee on Print- 
ing, I believe, under the rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not necessarily 
under the rule, although perhaps it would be ap- 
propriate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be referred 
to that committee, 

SENTENCES OF COURTS-MARTIAL. 


Mr. GRIMES submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agroed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the President be requested to communi- 
eate to the Senate the names of all persons who have been 
sentenced by courts-martial for frauds or peculations against 
the Government and pardoned by him since the Ist of De- 
cember, 1263, together with the sentences from which his 
pardon relieved them; aud also the names of all persons 
likewise sentenced by courts-martial for military offenses 
other thau fraud or pecalation, and similarly pardoned. 


TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr, Lroyp, Chief Clerk, announced that the 
House of Representatives requested the return of 
the bill (H. R. No. 15) to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Montana, a mo- 
tion having been made to reconsider the vote and 
action of the House on the amendments of the 
Senate. 

On motion of Mr. WADE, it was 

Ordered, 'Thatthe Secretary be directed to return House 
bill No. 15, to provide a temporary government forthe Ter- 


titory of Montana, to the House of Representatives in pur- 
suanee of its request. 


HOUSE BILES PASSED. 


The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills 
and jointresolution; in which the concurrence of 
the President was requested: 

A bil (No, 371) for the relief of the settlers 
upon eertain lands in California; 

A bill (No. 373) to appoint an appraiser and 
assistant appraiser for the port of Portland, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (No. 874) to exempt certain vessels 
therein named from enrollment and license, and 
from the payment of tonnage duty, and for other 
purposes; 3 

A bill (No. 287) to change the name of the dis- 
triot and port of Presque Isle to the district and 
port of Erie; and 

A joiut resolution (No. 55) granting certain 
privileges to the city of Des Moines, in the State 
of Towa. 


? 


MESSAGE FROM TUE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Lroyp, its Chief Clerk, announced a 
the House of Representatives had disagreed to the | 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House | 
(No. 15) to provide a temporary government for | 
the Territory of Montana, asked a conference on | 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, | 
and had appointed Mr. Fervanpo C., Beaman of | 
Michigan, Mr. James M. Asner of Ohio, and / 
Mr. Jonn B., Srueve of New York, managers at 
the same on its part. 


ADDITIONAL ASSAY OFFICES. 


Mr. NESMITH. I movethat the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate hill No. 185. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
185) to establish assay offices at Carson City, in 
the Territory of Nevada, and Dalles City, in the 
State of Oregon, and for other purposes, was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

It is intended to provide by law that an assay 
office of the United States be located and estab- 
lished at Carson City, in the Territory of Neva- 
da, for the receipt, melting, assaying, and stamp- 
ing of gold and silver. 

For carrying on the business of the office the 
second section provides that there shall be ap- 
pointed, as soon as the public interest requires 
their serVice, upon the nomination of the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, one superintendent, one assayer, and one 
melter; and the superintendent is to employ as 
many clerks, subordinate workmen, and labor- 
ers, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as may be required. The salaries of 
those officers and clerks will be fixed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Director of the Mint; and to the sub- 
ordinate workmen and laborers such wages will 
be paid as may be determined by the superintend- 
ent of the mint, and approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

The third section provides that the officers and 
clerks, before entering upon the execution of their 
offices, shall take an oath or affirmation, before 
some judge of the United States or of the supreme 
court of the Territory, faithfully and diligently to 
perform the duties of their offices, and shall each 
become bound to the United States of America, 
with one or more sureties, to the satisfaction of 
the Director of the Mint or the secretary of the 
Territory of Nevada and of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with the condition of the faithful per- 
formance of the duties of their offices, 

‘The fourth section enacts that the business of 
the office shall be under the general control and 
direction of the Director of the Mintat Philadel- 
phia, subject to the approbation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and for that purpose it shall be 
the duty of the Director to prescribe such regula- 
tions, and to require such returns, and to establish 
such charges for melting, assaying, and stamping 
as shall appear to him to be necessary for the pur- 
pose of carrying into effect the intention of the act 
m establishing the office. 

The fifth section provides that the assay office 
shall be a place of deposit for such public mon- 
eys as the Sceretary of the Treasury may di- 
rect, And the superintendent of the office, who 
shall perform the duties of treasurer thereof, is to 
have the custody of such moneys, and also per- 
form the duties of Assistant Treasurer, and for that 
parpose he is to be subject to all the provisions 
contained in an act enutled ‘An act to provide 
for the better organization of the Treasury, and 
for the collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and dis- 
bursement of the public reyenuc,” approved Au- 
gust 6, 1846, which relates to the treasurer of the 
branch mint at New Orleans. 

By the sixth section it is provided that the 
owner or owners of any gold or silver bullion, in 
dust or otherwise, or of any foreign coin, shall be 
entitled to deposit the same in the office, and the 
treasurer is to give a reccipt, stating the weight 
and description thereof, in the manner and under 
such regulations as may be provided in like cases 
of deposits at the Mint of the United States with 
the treasurer thereof. And such bullion shall, 
without delay, be melted, assayed, and cast into 
bars or ingots, and a stamp be put upon each, of 
such form and device as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, accuratcly desig- 
nating its weight and fineness; and in this form 
the bullion will be returned to the depositor upon 
payment by him of the proper charges for melt- 
img, assaying, and stamping, or in lieu thereof, 
as he may choose, he shall receive a certificate 
issued by the treasurer, for the net value thereof, 
payable in coins of the same meta] as that depos- 
ited at the branch mint in San Francisco, which 
certificate shall be reccivable at any time within 
sixty days from the date thereof, in payment of 
all debts due to the United States at the port of 
San Francisco for the full sum therein certified. 
And if the deposit is of foreign coin, after it shall 


have been assayed and its net value ascertained, 
a similar certificate will be issued to the depositor, 
subject to the same conditions as in the case of 
bullion. And all gold or silver bullion or foreign 
coins deposited at the assay office, and intended 
to be converted into coins of the United States, 
shall, as soon as assayed and its net value certi- 
fied, be transferred to the branch mint ofthe United 
States at San Francisco, under such directions as 
shall be made by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and at the expense of the contingent fund of the 
branch mint at San Francisco, and shall there be 
coined. And the Secretary of the Treasury is to 
be authorized to make the necessary regulations 
for the adjustment of the accounts between the 
respective officers, upon the transfer of any bul- 
lion or coin between the assay office and the branch 
mint. 

By the seventh section all the laws and parts of 
laws now in force for the regulation of the Mint 
of the United States and its branches, and for the 
government of the officers and persons employed 
therein, and for the punishment of all offenses con- 
nected therewith, are to be in full force in relation 
to this assay office, as far as the same may be ap- 
plicable thereto. And by the eighth section the 
act approved March 3, 1863, entitled “An act to 
establish a branch mintof the United States in the 
Territory of Nevada,” is repealed, with the ex- 
ception of the eighth section thereof appropriating 
the sum of $100,000 to carry its provisons into 
effect, which sum, or so much thereof as may be 
required, is now to be considered as appropriated 
to carrying into effect the provisions of this act 
establishing this assay office. ‘ 

By the ninth section an assay office is to be es- 
tablished and located at Dalles City, in the State 
of Oregon, for the receipt, melting, assaying, and 
stamping of gold and silver, upon the same con- 
ditions and subject to the same regulations and 
provisions ag are set forth in the first seven sec- 
tions of this act; and the sum of $75,000 is appro- 
priated for carrying the provisions of this section 
into effect. 

Mr. NESMITH. I move to amend the bill 
by striking out the ninth section, and inserting 
what I send to the Chair. 

The words proposed to be inserted were read, 
as follows: 

Src. —. And be it further enacted, That a branch of the 
Mint of the United States be located and established at 
Dalles City, in the State of Oregon, tor the coinage of gold 
and silver, 

Suc. — And he it further enacted, ‘hat, for carrying on 
the business of said branch, the following officers shall be 
appointed, as soon as the public inicrest shall require their 
service, upon the nomination of the President, by and 
with the advice aud consent of the Senate, namely: one 
snperintendent, one assayer, one melter and refiner, and 
one ecoiner; and the superintendent shall employ as many 
clerks, subordinate workmen, and laborers, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, as may be re- 
quired, The salaries of the said oflicers shall be as follows: 
to the superintendent, the sum of $2,000; to the assayer, 
the sum of $1,800; to the melterand refiner, $1,800 5 to the 
clerks, subordinate workmen, and Jaborers, such wages and 
allowances as are cnstomary, according to their respective 
stations and occupations, 

Sre.—, And be it further enacted, That the officers and 
clerks to be appointed under this act, before entering upon 
the execution of their offices, shall take an oath or afirma- 
tion, before some judge of the United States or of the su- 
preme court of said State, faithfally and diligently to per- 
form the duties of their offices, and sball cach become bound 
to the United States of America, with one or more sure- 
ties, to the satisfaction of the Director of the Mint or the 
district judge of the United States for the distriet of Ore- 
gon, and of the Secretary of the Treasury, with the con- 
dition of the faithful performance of the duties of their 
oflices. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the general di- 
rection of the business of said branch mint of the United 
States shall be under the control aud regulation of the Di- 
rector of the Mint at Philadelphia, subjcet to the approba- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury; and for that purpose 
it shall be the duty of the said Director to prescribe such 
regulations and requiresuch returns periodically and occa- 
sionally, and to establish such charges for parting, a sing, 
refining, and coining, as shall appear to him to be neces- 
sary for the purpose of carrying into effect the Intention of 
this act in establishing said branch ; also for the purpose 
of preserving uniformity of weight, form, and finish in the 
coin stamped at snid branch. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That said branch mint 
shall be a place of deposit for such public moneys as the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury may direct. And the superin- 
tendent of said branch mint, who shalt perform the duties 
of treasurer thereof, shall have the custody of the same, 
and also perform the duties of Assistant Treasurer; and for 
that purpose shail be subject toall the provisions contained 
in an act entitled “An act to provide tor the better orgetu~ 
ization of the ‘Treasury, and for the collection, safe-keep- 
ing, transfor, and disbursement of the public revenue,” ap- 
proved August 6, 1846, which rolates to the treasurer of the 
branch mint at New Orleans. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, Thatthe superintend-— 
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ent of said branch mint be authorized, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, aud on terms to be pre- 
seribed by him, to issue in paynicut of the gold dust and 
ballion deposited for assay nnd cotuag rs, drafts or 
certifieates of deposit, payable at the ‘Treasury, or any sub- 
Treasury of the United States, to any depositor clecting to 
receive payment in that form. 

Sec. —. Andhe it further enacted, That all the laws and 
parts of laws now in foree for the regulation of the Miut of 
the United States, and for the government of the officers 
and persons employed therein, and for the punishment of 
all offenses connected with the Mint or coinage of the Uni- 
ted States shall be, and they are hereby, declared to be in 
full force in relation to the branch of the Mint by this act 
established, as far as the same may be applicable thereto. 

Seca. —. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
carry into effect the provisions of this act, aud to meet the 
expenses of the current year, and for the fiscal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1865. 


Mr. NESMITH. Mr. President, early inthe 
present session, impelled by a sense of duty to 
the State which I in part represent, I introduced 
the bill which has just been read; it was referred 


‘to the Committee on Finance for investigation. | 
That committee did my colleague in this body | 


and inthe other House and myself the honor to 
invite us before them to present such factsas might 
be within our knowledge bearing upon the ques- 


tion under consideration, and we were not with- | 


out hope thatthe reasons we then presented would 
induce the committee to give us a favorable report 
upon a measure of such vital importance to our 
State as well as to our neighboring Territories of 
Washington and Idaho. 

lt appears that the committee, deferring to a 


usage so antiquated as to havealmost become the j 


common law of the Senate, after listening to the 
representations of our delegation, who were sup- 
posed to know something about the propriety of 
the measure, referred the question to the decision 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, who tacitly ad- 
mitted that he had no information upon the sub- 
ject, and who in turn referred it to one James 
Pollock, Director ofthe Mintat Philadelphia, and 
who was the very man who knew less than any 
other party consulted or likely to be consulted 
about the question, and who has sent here a com- 
munication adverse to the establishment of the 
proposed branch mintin Oregon, and from which 
the following luminous extract was made: 

* Coinage is one of the highest and most important at- 
tributes of national sovercignty, and should be exercised 
and controlled in sueh a maimer as will tend to streneiien 
rather than weaken the national Government. It is re- 
speetrally suggested whether the providing of additional 
coinage establishments does not tend toward national dis- 
integration.” 

While the fate of the measure rested with the 
unbiased judgment of the honorable Senators who 
composed the Finance Committee, } had no ap- 
prehensions of anything buta favorable result; 
but when my bill wassent ona voyage of discov- 
ery, first to the casemates of the Treasury De- 
partment, and thence to the genius who presides 
over the parent Mint in the city of “brotherly 
love,” L was apprehensive that I should never 
agal 
offspring. My worst fears have been realized. 
My bil has returned from its peregrinations 
hawked at, torn, and dilapidated by the stupidity 
and ignorance of the company it has kept, and its 
mangled remains are now before mein the shape 
of a recommendation for an assay ofice, 

Before [had ever beheld the American Congress 
I was so verdant as to suppose that great ques- 
tions affecting the country, or any portion of it, 
were decided by the intelligence and good sense 
of the members, without reference to the narrow, 
contracted, and antiquated prejudices of some old 
fogy of some previous generation, whose views 
could only be valuable as an illustration of what 
mightbe said by an active, energetic, and success- 
ful candidate for the capital prize at a world’s 
fools? fair, 

My constituents are an eminently practical and 
unsophisticated sort of people. 
to them I shall be called upon to give an account 
of all the deeds and misdecds done by me in this 
body; and among other things I shall be called 
upon to explain why their prayer for a branch 
mint was not responded to. 
shame and confusion, i shall have to state that 
Mr. Pollock was opposed to the measure. ‘They 
will naturally enough say, We sent you to the 
American Congress to urge our claims, and can- 
not see what Mr. Pollock had to do with the 
question, You cannot imagine, Senators, how 
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behold the fair proportionsof my cherished | 


When [return ; 


Weil, sir, in my | 


i 


i 


| evils which our people in their simple credulity 
| have invoked upon their own heads, when again 


‘found time to draw his annual stipend with the 
| greatest regularity, but has devoted some of his 


| ceeds to suggest that “additional coinage estab- | 


! 


| 


those people, in their simplicity, will be startled 

and surprised when [ deliberately proceed to tell | 
them that before a branch mint can be established |! 
for the coinage of their gold the bill must be sent |) 
to one James Pollock for bis approval or disap- |; 
proval. If] am so fortunate as to convince them | 
that this Pollock is a codrdinate branch of this || 
great and glorious Government, they will very || 
naturally desire to know upon what grounds and 

upon what reasons he based his refusal to so just 

a demand. Then F shall be forced to unfold to | 
them the mighty, profound, and luminous reasons į 
of the philosophical, astute, and recondite Pol- 

lock, in this wise: “ Oregonians, you might have |! 
had a branch mint to coin your gold and your sil- 
ver at your doors, and thus save you from a loss || 
of fifteen or twenty per cent. of the precious met- |i 
als for which you so industriously delve in the 
earth, and of which you are daily being robbed, || 
either by speculators or by reason of the risk, ex- |; 
posure, and delay incident to sending your gold 
and silver thousands of miles away to be coined; 
but the truth is that by some recondite process be- 
yond my comprehension, and known only to great 
political alchemists, the profound Pollock, after 
submitting branch mints to the torturing process 
of decomposition and analysis, has discovered || 
that their component parts ‘ consist of treason, se- 

cession, withdrawal from the Union,’ abrogation 

of coustitutional compacts, denial of Federal au- į 
thority, disregard of oaths, usurpation of national 
prerogatives, stealing of public property, arson, 
and murder; all of which, when recombined into 
a modern branch mint, constitutes the essence 
of all these crimes latterly known as disintegra- 
tion!” Why, sir, after this lucid statementofthe 


the people of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho 
Territory petition you for the location of a mon- 
ster of such hideous mien in their midst, you will | 
be enabled to silence their clamors at once by the ! 
bare mention of “ Pollock Disintegration,” or | 
“ Disintegration Polock.” Why, sir, its effect 
will be as instantaneously soothing as the cabal- 
istic invocation of the * manatoma”’ which fright- | 
cns the young Indian to sleep, or the bare men- | 
tion of that devil in English which reduces white | 
urchins to a state of propriety if not of slum- | 
ber. Mr. Pollock, it would seem, has not only | 


leisure hours to an examination of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, upon which instru- | 
ment he assumes to become a commentator, and 
with the greatest self-complacency proceeds to 
inform us that coinage is one of the highest and 
mostimportantattributes of national sovereignty, 
and should be exercised and controlled in such a | 
manner as will tend to strengthen rather than 
weaken the national Government,” and then pro- 


À 7 Tae 5 as l 
lighmeuts tend toward national disintegration. | 


It is true, sir, that our forefathers w forming ji 


the Constitution of the United States did define | 
the powers of Congress; and among a variety 
of specified objects placed within its jurisdiction 
was that to coin money and regulate the 
value thereof; but Mr. Pollock is the first of 
the great commentators who has found jt neces- 
sary to raise his warning voice against a liberal || 
exercise of this, “ one ef the highest attributes of 
national sovereignty,” so essential to the pros- 
perity and general welfare of a great and powerful 
vation. His profound reasoning wonld seem to 
indicate that even the limited exercise of this 
great prerogative was only a safe experiment 
when conducted at the parent Mint at Philadel- 
phia, and under his own personal care and super- 
vision; and while no danger is to be apprehended | 
from “ disintegration’? upon the slip of land be- 
tween the Delaware and Schuylkill, yet, from 
some occult reason, the most dire and disastrous 
consequences were sure to follow the exercise of 
this wonderful power beyond those magic limits. 

The Constitutionalse authorizes Congress ‘to 
borrow money onthe credit of the United States,”’ 
and no one seems disposed to regard the unlimited | 
exercise of this power as at all dangerous. tty) 
also provides that Congress shall have power to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, Imposts, and excises; 
to regulate commerce with foreign nations and | 
the Indian tribes; to establish a uniform ruleof} 
naturalization, and uniform laws upon the sub- 


S 


i grist mill, blacksmith, hatter, and shoema 


ject of bankruptcy; to fix standards of weights 
and measures; to provide for the punishment of 
counterfeiting the securities and current coin of 
the United States; to establish post offices, and 


; post roads; to promote the progress of science 


and useful arts; to constitute tribunals inferior to 
the Supreme Court; to declare war and grant Jet- 


| ters of marque and reprisal; to raise and support 


armies. ‘These are but a few of the great powers 
confided to congressional jurisdiction, to be exer- ` 
cised for the prosperity and development of:a 
great and progressive people. dt has remained 
for Mr. Pollock to discover that at least one of 
these great powers cannot be exercised beyond 


| the boundaries of his own town. He might with 


the same propriety propose to restrict the exercise 
of all the rest within the same narrow limits. 
Congress having availed itscif of the constitu- 
tional grant to coin money and fix the value 
thereof, exercised this ‘highest and most imports 
ant attribute of national sovereignty” by determi- 
ining the mode by which the thing should be 
done. Its functions ceased for the time being when 
the Mint, or factory to execute its mandates, was 
set in motion for that purpose. No restrictions 
were placed upon the quantity of coin to be made, 
that being left to be determined by the quantity 
of material furnished for the purpose and the ea- 
pacity of the factory to work it up. No one but 
Mr. Pollock is impressed with the idea that every 
time he applies the necessary physical force to 
the lever to swedge a piece of nickel into the 
shape of current coin that he is any more exer- 


|| cising the ‘attributes of national sovereignty”? 


than is every day exercised by the stage-driver 
who cracks his whip over the team that draws 


| the mail, or the coal-heaver that stokes the fire to 
| generate steam for ils propulsion by water. 


All 
three are simply doing the physical Jabor neces- 
sary to accommodate the people with coins and 
mails, in pursuance of different acts of Congress 
predicated upon a fundamental grant of power. 
The stage-driver or the stoker could, with quite 
as much propriety, give us their disquisitions 
apon the constitutional power or the dangers to 
be apprehended from its exercise, by reason of 
“disintegration,” resulting from the establish- 
ment of new mail routes or increased speed upon 
the old ones, as Mr. Pollock has for his absurd 
attempt to prevent the people upon the Pacific 
slope from being accommodated with pieces of 
metal fashioned into money ata Government face 
tory by virtue of preéxisting authority. 

Mints and branch mints, notwithstanding all 
the mysterious dignity with which Mr. Pollock 


| attempts to surround them, are mere workshops, 


or factories, established by the Government for 
the accommodation of the people, aud should be 
located at points convenient to where the raw ma- 
terialis produced, in order that those engaged in 
that production should enjoy at least some of the 
benefits of the fabrication. The man who is so 
narrow-minded and selfishly prejudiced as to de- 


sire to confine thcir operation to a single and in- 
convenient pointin this great country, so abound- 


ing in the precious metals, might as readily urge 
that every iron-fvundery, brick-yard, saw and 
ker shop 
irty mil- 
he same 
endency 


necessary to accommodate more than th 
lion people should be established in t 
village, and thus check any incipient 
toward ‘‘disintegration.’? 

Why, sir, when the patriotic people of Ore- 
gon,and Washington and idaho Territories read 


Pollock’s letter, and comprehend that his report 
against their proposed branch mintis based upon 
his fears that so petty a consideration could shake 
their loyalty or induce them to become traitors 
to their country and their flag, tbey will simply 
ireat his absurd theories with the scorn and cone 
tempt they deserve. A public officer who,in the 
middie of the nineteenth century, could descend 
to indulge in such imputations against a loyaland 
patriotic people, under the guise of defending the 
Constitution, has about as much conception of 
that instrument as the grave-worm has of the in- 
tellect which once animated the body upon which 
it feeds. The author of such vagaries could not 


‘excite the anger of a sensible people, who if he 
3 


were present among them would be moved by 
the highestdictates of humanity aud philanthropy 
to cut him for the simples. 7 
Wercad in the Scriptures that Nebuchadnezzar 
fed upon grass, but there is no evigence that he 


gy we may 
infer that Pollock, though he directs and controls | 
a factory which he regards as embodying all the 
attributes of national sovereignty, will hardly ever 
attain a condition qualifying him for the proper 
exercise of those high functions. 

When my colleagues and myself went before 
the Committee on Finance to urge upon them the 
propricty of this measure, we found ourselves 
laboring under some embarrassment in the pro- 
duction of conclusive evidence in relation to the 
quantity of gold being produced and likely to be 
produced in the region of country to be accom- 
modated by the proposed branch mint. 

Owing to the great distance that we are sepa- 
rated from our constituents, the delays, diffical- 
ties, and uncertainties of communication with 
them, and in part to their own carelessness and 
neglect to forward the necessary data upon which 
to predicate our statements, we were only able to 
furnish an approximate estimate of the results of 
their industry in mining pursuits during the last 
year. With aconsciousness that we were within 
bounds we stated that our exportatious of gold 
for the last year amounted to more than an aver- 
age of one million dollars per month. When 
called upon by the honorable chairman of the 
committee to submitonr views in writing, we of- 
fured the following communication: 


Wasutnaron, January 20, 1864, 
sudwestion of the committee at its late meet- 
Ing upon the subject ef a branch mint proposed to be estab- 
lished at the city of Portland, State of Oregon, the under- 
signed submita stitement of facts wl have induced them 
ta ask the passage of the bill now before you. 

Preliminary to this we will remark that, owing to the fact 
that the Joeal situation of the mining region which will be 
wibutary to the proposed) branch tint, and tbat a large 
share of the treasure passes ont of it by privare hands, we 
cannot pretend (0 give accurate statistics of its mineral 
products. ‘fhe mines tie along the eastern borwnbiry of Ore- 
gon, and extend thence nord and into the British posses. 
mes and east to the suinmitof the Rocky mountains. "Chis 
region, embracing ali of Edaho on the western slope, and 
a darge share of the Territory of Washington and the state 
of Oregon, finds its outlet by way of the Columbian river, 
and draws its supplies by the same channel A mint lo 
eated at the ciry of Portland, whieh isthe commerciatmart 
of allie conntry drained by the Columbia, would neron 
moadate the whole of phis vast region, now rapidly dling 
with a population whose principal, ahnost exciusive, bast- 
hess as that of asinine, 

The ‘Perritory of idaho, organized last Mareh, did not til | 
within cightecn mouths contain fo exceed five hundred i! 
White persons. nthe month of October fast te census | 
taken by the United Stites marsha} showed a population | 
ot Wbirty-fonr thousiaud. Pais increase seems (o indicate | 
that che existence of rieh tad extensive mines is well es i 
tabished. A t nandid estimate OF the population ene F 
gaged in mining and to De aveoronodated Dy Chis measare |! 
would probably plice the nimbee at Giy thoasand. And | 
we may add that. in proportion to the tabor empfoyed, we jf 
believe no mines on the western slope yiell so well, | 

Much of the treastre taken from these mines finds its | 
Way out ofthe countiy ia the bands of private individuals, | 
Phere is no common place ot deposit for in where it ean 
be evedited tots souree, and making it almost iinpossible t 
to osti tits amount justly. ‘Phe various express com- | 

a e the aineunt whieh they transport, bin this | 
ap Ininense amount, whieb any oue Kuows to exist | 
who equated with the independent more in which a | 
wreak many persons transaet their business, thas entirety 
unaecowted for, Asan instance of this, alate Portland 
(Oregon) paper states that the express company brought 
dowu by the daily steamer of the Columbia riveront a000 Ji 
in gold dust, while the same Paper gives the names af two | 
passengers who had over (hree hundred pounds in their pos | 

iion, abd others mentioned had sadler amounts. W 
y therefore, that white the books and rec ipis of expr 
eonipantes show the only accurate statisties on tlie abject, 
they give no idea of the t reseurees in mineral of the 
pelot tae interests of which will be aecommodated by 
this mesure i 

Bach data as we have we now submit. 
privare voters in the city of Par 
receiver by them, as shown by their 
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aauary 15, 
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dying be n an Braneisea 
! mathe has transported from Port- | 
tand an average of from six toseven hundred thonsand doj- : 
i per month duringthe past suunner and autumn. Thi 
statementdoespotimelade the mipounts in the bauds of pas 
sengers, OF Which be Knew nothing, but which, owing to 
the high insurance, we must eoueiude were tarse, ; 
There being no regukuion at the branch mint in San i 
Vrancisco requiring the depositor of bution te designate 
from wheuce it came, there is no gther means of obtaining 
any jnst estimate thana by reports of tia kind to which we 
reler. The recently published reports from san Francisco 
made by a commercial board of that city of the amount of 
bullion received there for the past year, eredits Oregon and if 
British Columbia with a produetof five millions. This, of il 
course, is based upon the receipts by shipments aud through ii 
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anics, and leaves a vast amount—the whole 
reugh the mining region and that portion 
> circulation of business and agricultural 
parts of Oregau. aud that shipped in the hands of passen- 
gers—unaccouted for. This, we do not hesitate to say, we 
believe amounts to as much more. 

Ours is à growing State. Capital is finding many new 
avenues of employment and investment, and even as far 
back as 1860, wben our mining interest was in itsinfancy, 
the city of Portland was, in proportion tothe number of its 
inhabitants, the wealthiestcity in the Union. So the cen- 
sus of that year will verify. We might give many items 
showing that the mines tributary to the proposed branch 
mint are very productive, but we refer to only one, and that 
only because it came directly to the knowledge of one of 
the tndersigned. That was an instance where three men 
in six weeks’ time, with their own hands, dug out $180,060. 
‘These instances are not common, we admit, but they serve 
to show the exceeding riches ofsome portions of this north- 
ern region, aud indicate the wealth which niust soon there 
be developed. For the purpose of stimulating this devel- 
opment by providing the miner with a place for the assa 
ot his gotd without the loss of time, the risk of transmis- 
sion by sca to San Francisco, and the payment of express- 
age and insurance fees, and to preventthe swindling dealer 
in coin from robbing the miner of his fair earnings by his 
unjust discount, which many prefer to submit to rather 
than the inconvenienee just alluded to, we ask you to 
favorably consider the proposition. 

J, W. NESMITH, 
B. F. HARDING, 
JOHN R. MeBRIDE. 


Hon. W. P. FESSEXDEN, 
Chairman of Senute Finance Committee, 


As auxiliary to this statement, we laid before 
the committee the following extracts from well- 
known and credible Oregon newspapers relative 
to the production of gold solely within the State 
of Oregon: 

Tur Goup ann Sinver Mines. or Owvurr.—The news 
from the Owyhee mining district is sufficient to warrant 
the broad assertion that Oregon and Idaho Territory will 
soon be recognized as the richest countries in mineral 
wealth on the face ofthe gtobe. Mr. Luther Hasbrook, a 
geutenein who has jast returned from the Owyhee, called 
upon us on ‘Thursday fast and exhibited to us a sack full 
of quartz specimens, taken mostly from the Oro Fino, 
ning Star, Evening Star, and Noouday lodes. Con- 
to the swe custom of selecting the richest speciniens 
ay, Meo H. brought down witi bim every e “ter 
of rock which had been obtained in the Jode, from the rich- 
est to the poorest. A chemical analysis of that taken from 
the Ora Pino shows a valuation of 422,000 per ton, with 
the proportion of 33,000 per ton in silver. Prom the Morn- 
ing Stars SOC 411,000 in gold and $2,000 in silver 
een taken from a ton ofthe rock. ‘Che Evening Star 
iid to equal the Morning Star, while the Noonday, it is 
believed, will surpass aif the others in richne The 
above mentioned are all the fodes that have as yet been 
thoroughly prospected, tbough many others have been lo- 
cated and wilt be opened as soon as labor will accomplish 
it. Me. thesbrook could not rceuifect the names of al the 
different fodes whieh bave been claimed, burt mentions the 
folowing: Oro Mino, Moruing 
Whisky Gilel, Last Chance, Claremont, Igeh- 
tand, W North Pole, South Pole, New York, Em- 
pire, Silver Gray, and Moonlight. 

The above and at t number of others are found in a 
tes square, though Mr. Uiasbrook 
assures bal there is notthe slightest doubt of the entire 
Owyhee valley proving equally rich. Nor is the mineral 
wealth contined to the Owyhee exctusively, hut to the 
whole Country for fifty mites around. Aside trom the gold- 
bearing quartz lodes, several silver led 
cred which rival the richest of the y 
districts, 

if the above reports be true, (and ther 
son to doubt them,) we may rest assi taut the following 
season WHE witness the larg emigration to that rogiou 
ever yet known. W greal success of the miners during 
the past senson given encouragement to enterprising 
meu everywhere, aud instead of being regarded as a hum- 
pines the richness and extent of our mines is acknowledged 
ay ale, 


shoe or Esmeralda 


is very little rea- 


Monson Basin.—From Mr. Per 
spent the suniner in Mormon 


agentieman who has 


About two hundred 
and fity men bave been at work in the Basin during the 
stnunicr, and their average pay bas been sully up to the 
Boise standard. fudeed, itis tuoneht that if they bad an 
abnndasee of water in the Basin it would he the best min- 


jug Camp in the northern con Working with aro 
the by s work made was 33225. ‘Theaverage pay w 
ten sper day tothe hand. Phe gold is of a superior 


quuuity, and a over seventeen dollars per cimee. On 
Clark's creck, distautseveu miles trom tie Basin, one hun 
dred men have been at work, mi jod wages. Many 
of the miners have come out to winter, and it is thought 
that not more thau one buudred and fifty wen will winter 
in the mines. AH through the summer there v 
demand for men. To laborers five dollars per day was p 
aud considering the diference in the eost of living, this 
quite ax good as six dollars in Boise. bn the sp 
great demaud for hand ad itis not nn} 
Wages Wil go up to six dol Mr. Perry brou 


hte down 


With him several plethorie purses, filled with Mormon Basin 


ay 


di is coarser than thet trom Boise, and in the lot 


| that we examined there were many pieces hat would weigh 
Without doubt, Mormon Basin | 


í 


MR one to two dolars. 
a tich mining district, and with another year a large 
Amount ef treasure will be taken out.—Mountaineer. 
Tons or Gorp.—The Nez Percé Chief brought dow 
fast evening the richest freight that any steamer onthe Co- 
lumbia river cver bore, Wells, Fargo & Co. had 183 pounds, 


n Evening Star, Noon- j 


have been discov- | 


y We derive the foHow- | 
i ing in relation to this mining district. 


($35,000 5) one party of six miners had 800 pounds, ($150,- 
600;) another party of six men had 700 pounds, ($134,400 5) 
another party of two men had 300 pounds, (957,600 3) while 
oneman bad 150 pounds, ($28,000.) Thus we havea total 
of 1,959 pounds ($370,600) in the hands of fifteen “ honest 
miners,” and 183 pounds (935,000) in the hands of Wells, 
Fargo & Co. All of these fifteen persons our informant, 
who came down in the Chief, saw and conversed with. He 
also learned that nearly all the passengers had plenty of 
money. So it is fair to conclude that two tons of gold dust 
came down on the Chief last evening.—Dalles Journal, 

From our own personal knowledge of that 
country, and our acquaintance with gentlemen 
making these and similar statements, we are sat- 
isfied of their reliability. 

The region of country which will be accommo- 
dated by the establishment of the proposed branch 
mint extends from the forty-second to the forty- 
ninth parallels of latitude, and from the Pacific 
ocean to the Rocky mountains, embracing an area 
about eight times the size of the great State of New 
York, or about six times as large as the New Eng- 
land States. ‘Throughout the length and breadth 
of this vast region, with the exception of buta 
few localities, both gold and silver abound in in- 
exhaustible quantities, But a few short years 
since I saw it an uninhabited wilderness, except 
that portion occupied by the Indians, much of it 
apparently sterile and unproductive, and,as was 
then thought by many, perfectly valueless. To- 
day it contains two hundred thousand busy, en- 
terprising, industrious, and intelligent people, 
forming a nucleus around which millions will 
be found within a few brief years. During the 
last year its scattered and meager population, 
with but few conveniences or facilities, and with 
rude appliances, produced $15,000,000 in gold. 
This year that product will be more than trebled, 
and that ratio of production will continue in the 
proportion that an industrious and energetic pop- 
ulation is supplied from the older States and from 
forcign countries, until the production of the pre- 
cious metals of that auriferous region will amount 
to $1,000,000,000 per annum. Who, sir, would 
have had the temerity a few short years since to 
have predicted the vast revolution to be wrought 
in commerce, industry, national prosperity, and 
general enterprise by the discovery of gold upon 
the Pacific slope ? 

One morning in the year 1848, Bennett and Mar- 

shall, two individuals unknown to fame, picked 
up some pieces of yellow substance in Captain 
Sutter’s mill-race, on the American river, near 
Coloma, California. Those men, quite as uncon- 
scious of the magnificent results to flow from their 
discovery as was Columbus when he first beheld 
the glowing light upon the shore of America, held 
in their hands the germ that was to give a new 
impetus to the progress of the world. What has 
resulted from the discovery made by those two 
almost unknown men, though it has astonished 
and filled mankind with amazement, is but the 
precursor of whatis to follow when the vast min- 
Ing regions of Oregon, Washington, and Idaho 
have their mining resources more fully developed, 
As yet nothing has been accomplished upon the 
Pacific coast but a mere scratching of the surface, 
With machinery, capital, systematized labor, and 
good roads affording facilities for ingress and 
egress, and the cheaper transportation of neces- 
sary supplies, the production of gold and silver 
will be increased a thousand-fold, and the nation 
will have in its own public domain, so rich in 
precious metals, resources ample for the liquida- 
tion of our publie debt, even if we should be com- 
pelled to battle with treason and secession for 
another generation to come. 
It does scem to me, Mr. President, that the 
Government, instead of pursuing a niggardly 
policy toward the hardy pioneers engaged in de- 
veloping the region to which 1 have referred, 
should extend toward them all reasonable facili- 
tics for the successful promotion of an enterprise 
so fraught with the present and prospective inter- 
ests of the nation. 

The world changes, and he who attempts to 
oppose its mutations in place of accommodating 
himself to them can lay no claims to statesman- 
ship. When the Alleghanies were the western 
limit of the Union, and our annual gold production 
and coinage were about two hundred and thirty- 
three thousand dollars, as they were on an aver- 
age for the twenty-four years from 1793 to 1817, 
then, when Presidents, Cabinets, and members of 
Congress, together with the more respectable por- 
tions of mankind, refused to send messages by 
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telegraph, use postage stamps, or ride upon rail- 
roads, then the Mint at Philadelphia was at the 
hub of the American universe and in a central 
position, and could accommodate the nation, At 
present there is no more use or propricty in its 
being there than there would be in sending warm- 
ing-pans to the East Indies, temperance lecturers 
to the State of Maine, Christian missionaries to 
Massachusetts, or steam cotton-presses to Terra 
del Fuego. 

The little old man who so complacently sits 
in the little old Government workshop in Phil- 
adelphia, exercising “the highest functions of 
national sovereignty’? by coining $3,000,000 of 
gold a year, while the Pacific slope is producing 
$100,000,000 and wants it coined into a circulating 
medium, will eventually have to yield to the logic 
of current events and take his shop to the gold, 
for the reason that the gold will not come to his 
shop. 

his is a progressive world and a progressive 
people in a progressive age. Commerce, enter- 
prise, and the great interests of mankind will not 
be trifled with or retarded by the theories of a by- 
goneage. Those who are too prejudiced or too 
stubborn to yield must clear the track, or be 
crushed by the car of progress. The adoption 
ofa liberal and magnanimous policy on the part 
of Congress toward the remote States and Ter- 
ritories is calculated to cherish and foster the in- 
nate love of our people for our Government and 
institutions. No recipients of such generous 
favors are likely to regard themas an inducement 
to sccession or “f disintegration,” especially when 
the disturbing causes which have led to our pres- 
ent difficulties have no ¢eXistence with them. 
This is true of the States and Territories upon 
the Pacific. It is true that a branch mint was 
one of the institutions conferred upon the south- 
ern States by the liberality of Congress, and was 
located at New Orleans. That blessing, like any 
other conferred upon that region, was perverted 
and abused in the mad carcer of a people determ- 
ined to make slavery general and freedom local, 
but there is not a particle of evidence that it fur- 
nished any more inducement to the consummation 
of secession and rebellion than any other of the 
thousands of blessings that the southern people 
derived from their connection with the Union. 
This folly had its origin in other causes, promi- 
nent among which was the absurd claim that 
State sovereignty was paramount to national au- 
thority, The seeds of secession and rebellion, 
with all their concomitant curses and crimes, had 
been sown broadcast by prominent southern 
statesmen for a period of more than thirty years, 
under the fascinating designation of State rights, 
and were assiduously cultivated by pretenders | 
who claimed to be the embodimentof allthat was 
chivalrous. They are now reaping a bountiful 
harvest of their legitimate but accursed fruits, It 
has proven to be not only a troublesome but an 
expensive experiment not likely to be repeated 
anywhere. 

Mr. President, in order to refute the visionary 
theories of what I regard as an insane man, I have t 
thus been led to repel mere assertions which would 
not be of the slightest consequence were it not, un- | 
fortunately, for the official position which by acei- 
dent he happens tooceupy. I regret exceedingly 
that circumstances beyond my control have com- | 
pelled me to waste so much ammunition upon | 
such very small game. f 

It may possibly be urged, sir, with a parent | 

| 


Mint at Philadelphia, and a branch mint at San | 
Francisco, no more minting facilities are required, | 
and that gold will seck the locality where it can be 
coined the cheapest. I dispose of all such argu- 
ments by stating that during the last fiseal year the 
ranch mintat San Francisco by being worked to 
its utmost capacity was only able to coin goid to 
the amount of $17,510,963, while only $3,340,- 
931 74 reached and was coined at Mr. Poliock’s 
old curiosity shop in Philadelphia. [tshouid also 
be borne in mind that at Philadelphia the Govern- 
ment charge for “parting,” as it is technically 
called, was only five cents per ounce, while at San 
Francisco it was fourteen cents per ounce. These 
data prove conclasively that gold seeks the near- 
est mint for coinage, and that the extra charge of 
nine cents per ounce for * parting’? bears no sort 
of proportion to the expense and delays of trans- 
parting gold to the parent Mint at Puiladelphia. 
hen, besides, it is taken into consideration that i 


the Government Jevies and collects a tax upon 
all money coined at their establishments equal to 
the expense of coinage, I am unable to perceive 
how she can lose in a pecuniary point by the 
adoption of a measure which provides for reim- 
bursing her for all her outlay. Surely the amount 
asked for by the bill is a paltry sum. You ex- 
pend without a murmur a larger sum every month 
in what is called ‘* decorating?’ the subterranean 
passages of this building with gaudy daubs, in- 


tended, as I suppose, to represent mountains, cas- | 


cades, beasts, birds, and persons, who never ex- 
isted except in the distempered brain of the artist 
engaged in producing them 

‘The wealth, the population, and political power 
of this Republic are progressing westward with as 
much certainty and resistless power as causes the 
light and heat of the morning sun to fiow in the 
same direction, You can neither ignore the fact 
nor retard its consummation, but you may fora 
brief period embarrass it by a refusal to comply 
with the just demands of our people for the same 
national benefits conferred by the common Gov- 
ernment upon older and more favored portions of 
the country. 

Whatever may be the blessings of a paper cur- 
rency, our people upon the Pacific fail to discern 
them. Both California and Oregon have prohib- 
ited banks within their limits by their constitu- 
tions, and nothing is there known or recognized 
as money but gold and silver; nor can you com- 
pel a people whose principal production is gold 
and silver to recognize any other currency. Pa- 
per money there of all sorts and kinds is treated 
as a commercial commodity, and is bought and 
sold for its coin value. Itis true that the legal- 
tender clause makes it current at its face in the 
liquidation of judgments there as here, but he 
who recovers it can only dispose of itin the same 
way. 

Commerce and the ordinary transactions of life 
make it necessary to have in that country a large 
amount of coin in circulation. In order to send our 
bullion to San Franciseo for coinage we are sub- 
jected toa tax of about ten per cent.,in the way of 
express charges and insurance, in addition to the 
constant delay which occurs in the transportation 
andatthe Mint, which, upon an average, amounts 
to three months. Is there any just or sound reason 
why the people of that region should have a tax 


of millions per annum imposed upon them for the | 


mere purpose of enriching insurance and express 
companies or speculators, or for holding us ina 


| sort of commercial vassalage and as tributaries 


to a neighboring State? France, England, and 
other nations of Europe, as well as Mexico and 
the contigaous Statesof Central and South Amer- 
ica, have been keen enough to appreciate our 
wants in the way of currency, aud have at times 
flooded us with foreign coins, and have realized 
great profits by she trade. By the adoption of 
this measure you relieve us from all this enor- 


tate 
tate 


| mous and unjust taxation. 


i 
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i 
t 
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With a firm consciousness of the justice and 
propriety of my amendment, Í invoke the aid of 
Senators to procure its adoption. 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
the PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crank in 
the chair.) The morning hour having expired, 
the special order is now before the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the 

Mr. HOWE. 
sachusetts if this bill might not first be 
disposed of ? 

Mr. WILSON. Toughtnotto have given way 
when I made this motion before. Itis very ime 
portant to act on these generals to-day. | 

Mr. CONNESS. ‘Will the Senator withdraw 
his motion to allow me to make a motion for an 
adjournment to Monday? 

Mr. POWELL. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to yield until I can call up a resolution 
asking for Information? 

Mr. CONNESS. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetis gives way to me, and I move that when 
the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to take up the reso- 
lution that I offered yesterday morning calling on 


consideration ofexecutive business. | 
I will inquire of the Senator | 


| 


the Secretary of War for information. 1. will 
state to the Senate that I am preparing a Dillon 
the subject-matter of that resolution, and I wish 
to have the report of the Secretary before I intro- 
duce it. I suppose no Senator will object to the 
adoption of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
by the Senator from Kentucky to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution indicated by himi.: 

Mr. WILSON. I think we had better go,into 
executive session, and settle as many of these 
cases as we can. [t is very important to do it. 
The failure to act on these nominations is creat- 
ing the greatest trouble in the Army; and the rep- 
resentations are so strong that I do not see how 
we can postpone action upon them. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Tam perfectly willing to 
go into executive session and take up the nom- 
inations which are alluded to by the honorable 
Scnator if he will fix a day ahead for their con- 
sideration—I do not care how near it is—so that 
everybody may have notice thatthe nominations 
are to be acted on at that time. But to take them 
up suddenly, when we understand that some of 
them are to be contested by gentlemen who per- 
haps are not present, I do not think is exactly 
proper. 

I have heard this story, about the embarrass- 
ment of the Army with reference to a particular 
nomination, so many times that I have not quite 
the belief that military operations must necessa- 
rily stop unless we confirm some particular offi- 
cer in the space of five or ten minutes. I do not 


‘think a delay of two or three days can make any 


very particular difference when we know that 
their claims for promotion have rested for three 
or four months without any very great difficulty 
arising. - 

If the Senator will notify the Senate that he 
shall move to go into executive session at a par- 
ticular hour on some day next week with a view 
to take up these nominations, Ishall interpose no 
objection to the motion at the time appointed. 
He may fix it as early as he pleases. But | want 
all Senators to know when these particular nom- 
inations are to be acted upon, and then if they 
choose to be away and do not attend to them, it is 
their own fault, and we shall not be met by mo- 
tions to reconsider, &c., because they are not here. 
This is my opinion about it. Ifthe Senator dit 
fers from me, of course he can pursue his own 
course, 

Mr. WILSON. It seems to me the Sennte is 
fuller to-day than usual, and I do not see any 
reason why we cannot go into executive session 
and act on some of these nominations now. If 


i| there are any Senators absent who have expressed 


a desire to be present and vote on particular nom- 
inations, we can postpone those cases, We have 
got more executive business than we can do to- 
day. The Senator from Maine is well aware that 
whenever any effort has been made to act on these 
generals, for several weeks past, they have been 
put over, There has been a great deal said to us 
lately in regard to these nominations. The sub- 
ject has been pressed upon us, and within a few 
days with agreat deal of earnestness, for this rea- 
son: there have been qnite a number of changes 
in the generals of our armies, and especially in 
the army of the Potomac, as everybody knows. 
It is important that these nominations shall be 
acted on one way or the other. Their confirma- 
tion or rejection will affecta great many brigades 
and divisions where there isa great deal of trouble. 
The question whether a man shall command a di- 
vision or a brigade depends entirely on these con- 
firmations. The Secretary of War is very anx- 
ious for action, and | know that the generals who 
are reorganizing these armies are anxious for ac- 
tion on these nominations. I should like to go 
on with them as far as we can to-day. If there 
are any of these cases that any Senator now ab- 
sent desires to have acted onin his presence, and 
anybody knows it, I am certainly willing it shall 
lie over. There are forty-nine cases before us, 
and we cannot act on all of them to-day. 

Mr. HALE, I shall deem it my duty to- opr 
pose the motion to go into executive session, 
have been waiting nearly the whole session fora 
time when there should be some little lull in the 
business of the Committee on Military A@uirs, 
which | believe generally has ground out a bill 
a day daring the session, to present for the con- 
sideration of the Senate one or two measures for 
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the Navy, but I have been like the man standing 
on the steps of the Astor House waiting for the 
procession togetby. [Laughter.] It hasgrown 
thicker and thicker every moment. 1 hope the 
Senate will agree to devote some time or other to 
the consideration of a few measures relating to 
the Navy. I have in my hand Senate bill No. 
17, which is a very important bill, and which L 
propose to submitto the consideration of the Sen- 
ate as early as possible, and I should like to do 
it now. It is a bill that was passed by the Senate 
and by the House of Representativesalmost unan- 
imously at the last session, but it did not happen 
to pass within ten days of the close of the session 
and it did not become alaw. I shall move, as 
often as I can get the floor, to have that bill con- 
sidered, particularly as I see by the morning 
papers that the Secretary of the Navy, ina com- 
munication from his Department yesterday, com- 

tained of our legislation in regard to the Navy. 

shall have something to say on that matter when 
it comes up; but as now advised, I shall vote 
against taking up every measure except one or 
two of these little bills that I think ought to be 
considered; and if the Senate shall vote down the 
pending motion, I propose to move to take up 
bill No. 17 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts says that the necessity of the 
motion which he has made has been pressed for 
some time. It certainly has not been pressed on 
the Senate; I do not know how it may have been 
pressed on him by the Department; but we have 
not heard anything of it here. Ido not want to 
delay these nominations; I am ready to act upon 
them at any moment; and if the Senate are so 
disposed, E shall make no further objection to 
going on with them now. There ts nothing which 
Í want to press particularly now exeept the bill 
on which the honorable Senator from Oregon has 
addressed the Senate, and which ought to be 
passed speedily, if passed at all. That bill now 
has precedence of everything except the special 
order, which I understand is not to be pushed 
to-day; and E submit, therefore, whether we had 
not better go on with it, As to the resolution 
of the honorable Senator from Kentucky, Uthink 
no great harm will come to the public if it is suf- 
fered to rest for a day or two, Ido not think it 
is s0 pressing as to interfere with other public 
business, 

Mr. HOWE. [ should like to know what the 
question before the Senate is, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
before the Senate is on the motion of the Senator 
from Kentueky, to postpone all prior orders and 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution in- 
dicated by him. 

Mr. WILSON. I moved to go into executive 
session, but some Senators about me think we 
ought not to take advantage of the absence of 
some members. I think, however, we may as 
well go into executive session and act on those 
nominations that are generally agreed upon. I 
therefore make the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

Mr, HOWE. lhad proceeded so faras toas- 
eertain what the question was before the Senate. 
"Phe next inquiry | wanted to make was who had 
the floor upon it; I have not resigned it. E find, 
however, that the Senator from Massachusetts 
has somehow got the floor and got another mo- 
tion before the Senate. Lam not disposed to re- 
sist going into the consideration of executive busi- 
ness now, ifit be particularly important; but here 
is a bill before the Senate which it seems to me 
may as well be disposed of now as at any time. 
it will occupy but a few minutes. 
he no debate on it. Inasmuch as itis under my 
charge, | want to make a very few remarks and 


have a paper read in reply to the Senator from | 
Oregon; and I think the Senator from Massa- | 


chusctts can indulge me so far as that, and the 
Senator from Kentucky, who wishes his resolu- 
tion taken up, fam quite sure will withdraw his 
motion until this measure can be disposed of. 
Mr. POWELL. It is not my purpose to de- 
bate my resolution atall. I merely wished to in- 
dicate to the Senate that am preparing a bill on 
the subject, and I desire the information from the 
War Department for the purpose of enabling me 
to complete it, If we take up the resolation think 


BS 


There is to | 


we can pass itin less time than has already been 
consumed in making motions, and I hope the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts will withdraw his motion 
until the resolution comes up, and then I will go 
with him for an exccutive session. 

Mr. WILSON. I find everybody around me 
has some object to gain. Ido not wish to appear 
to be unfair in fixing a time and crowding these 
nominations on the Senate unawares. | know it 
is important to act at an early day, and for that 
purpose I give noticenow that on Tuesday morn- 
Ing at half past twelve o’clock I shall move to go 
into executive session and continue until we act 
on all these cases of appointments; that is, I 
mean to continue from day to day until we settle 
the question of generals, 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts withdraw his motion? 

Mr. WILSON. I withdraw it now. 

Mr. HALE. I move to postpone all prior or- 
ders and take up Senate bill No. 17. 

Mr. POWELL. | inquire if that is in order. 


I have alread ya motion pending to take up a par- į 


ticular subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isubmita privileged mo- 
tion. I move that we proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive busine I am satisfied that 
there are so many conflicting claims to preeedence 
that we shall do nothing this afternoon in open 
session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will 
remind Senators that a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business is a question 
that does not admitof extended debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the question is 
taken on that motion, E wish simply to make an 
inquiry. $ understand that if the motion prevail 
the resolution to amend the Constitution will be 
the business before the Senate at one o’cluck on 
Monday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatresolution 
is now before the Senate as the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday; and if the Senate now proceed 
to the consideration of executive business it will 
be the special order at the next sitting of the 
Senate. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. And on that question the 
Senator from Maryland, L believe, is entitled to 
the floor. LE merely want it understood that that 
will be the business pending, if we go into exec- 
ulive session now, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. It seems to me the Sen- 
ate will not hesttate to accede to so reasonable a 
request as that of the Senator from Kentneky. 
lle says that he wishes to prepare a bill, and 
needs the information called for by his resolution 
in order to prepare the bill. The suggestion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin is also certainly a 
very reasonable one. $ will support the moton 
of the Senator from Ohio to go into executive ses- 
sion as soon as those two litle matters are dis- 
posed of; and certainly there cah be no objection 
to doing what those two Senators ask. 

Mr. CONNESS. I have no objection that the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky shall pre- 
vail and the Senate proceed to consider his reso- 
lution; but to the passage of that resolution Ifor 
ene am opposed. Lam willing that it shall be 
voted upon, however; l have no objection to that 
course, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The question 


is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio thatthe Í 


Senate now proceed to the consideration of exec- 
ulive business. 

Mr. POWELL. [hope the Senator from Ohio 
will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. IfI do, the result will evi- 
dently be a debate as to what business we shall 
transact. 


lead to debate. 

Mr. CONNESS. Iwill say that I do not pro- 
pose to debate it when the question comes up. I 
simply propose to move that the resolution He on 
the table. 

Mr. POWELL. Ishall not debate it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
two votes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I insist on my motion. 

„The question being put, there were, on a di- 
Viston—ayes 18, noes 14; nota quoram voting, 

Mr. HARRIS and others called for the yeas 
and nays. 


The Senator from California has an- | 
nounced his intention to oppose the resolution of | 
the Senator from Kentucky, and hence it will 


But that is merely getting | 


Mr. POWELL, 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. [rise toa question of order. My 
question of order is by what right the motion to 


l move that the Senate do 


| go into executive session supersedes an existing 


motion which was under consideration. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It hasalways 


! been the practice of the Senate to receive at any 


time a motion to go into executive session, and 
it is perfectly in order like any other motion. 
Mr. HALE. Isuppose that is not a subject of 
extensive debate, as the Chair has said; but 1 want 
to give one reason why I shall vote against it. 
We are now in the fifth month of this session, 
and the session has been occupied thus far and 1 
cannot get the Senate to take up for consideration 
a naval bill, The Secretary of the Navy hassent 
a letter to Congress complaining that the legisla- 
tion of the two ELouses of Congress prevents the 
action of the Navy and prevents filling it up. I 
want simply to do what | can to forward it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Onthe motion 


to proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 


| ness the yeas and nays have been requested. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 wish to say that on the 
motion to go into executive session the Senate 
appeared to be without a quorum. ‘The only mo- 
tion, then, that could be made was a motion to 
adjourn, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
atived. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. 


That was made and neg- 


But we must first find 


i that we have a quorum before the motion can 


again be made to go into executive session. We 
can ascertain that by a vote on the question of 
adjournment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It appearing 
on a division of the Senate thata quorum was not 
voting, a call was made for the yeas and nays, so 
that the fact of the presence or absence of a quo- 
ram might beascertained. The call will show. it. 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. Very well. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 16; as follows: 

Vu Messrs, Brown, Clark, Collamer, Conuess, Doo- 
little, enden, Poot, Poster, Harris, Henderson, ow- 
ard, Lance of Judiana, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Powell, 
Ramsey, Shennan, Sumner, Ven Lyek, frambal, Van 


So the motion of Mr. Sureuman was agreed to; 
and after some time spent in executive session, the 
doors were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmay, April 1, 1864. 
The House metattwelve o’clock,m, Prayer by 
Rev. Rusu R. Simpren. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LANDS TO RAILROADS IN IOWA. 
Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, introduced 


Joint resolutions of the Legislature of lowa, asking 


an extension of time for certain railroad compa- 
uies in Towa to receive land grants; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 
DES MOINES COAL-BEDS. 
Mr. KASSON. Task unanimous consent to 


| introduce a joint resolution granting certain privi- 


leges to the city of Des Moines, inthe State of lowa. 

‘Lhe joint resolution, which was read for inform- 
ation, provides that the United States relinquish 
to the city of Des Moines all their rights and in- 
terests in the coal-beds which underlie the river 


| Des Moines within the limits of said city, provided 
i that no disposition or use thereof shail be made 


which shall obstruct the free navigation of said 


i, river, nor shall any one grant of the privilege of 
| mining the same extend for a longer period than 
į ten years, 


Mr. KASSON. I desire to say a word in ex- 
planation of the resolution. Ihave a letter from 
the city solicitor stating the factsand asking some 
action, Thecity have authorized certain persons 
to mine for a better quality of coal, believing that 
the vein which now underruns the river Des 
Moines to contain a superior quality to that found 
in the bluffs. On investigating the subject, they 
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fear that they might not be acting in entire ac- 
cordance with law, and that they have not the | 
sanction of law. According to the request of the | 
city, after consultation with the Commissioner of | 
Public Lands and the chairman and one or two 
other members of the Committee on Public Lands, 
whom I was able to see, | have prepared and now 
offer this resolution. I can discover no possible 
objection to it. Nor have either of the public of- 
ficers to whom I have referred found any objec- 
tion toit. Lask, therefore, that the resolution 
may be acted upon now. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. I desire to inquire of 
the gentleman by whom the soil is owned in which 
this coal is supposed to exist. I did not under- | 
stand the gentleman. 

Mr. KASSON. The coal underlies the mean- 
derings of the river, and therefore the land is re- 
tained by the United States, private property not 

i 


extending into the river, 

Mr. HARRINGTON. The resolution, then, || 
only applies to mines which underlie the body |} 
of the river? 

Mr. KASSON. That is all. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 
introduced, ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

REPORT OF COMMITLER. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, 
made a report from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in reference to a soldier found 
drowned in the canal; the subject having been 
referred to that committee. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire 
to have the report acted on now? f 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Thereis no necessity | 
foraction. Perhaps the report had better be read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is quite lengthy, and I 
move that it be Jaid on the table and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

At a subsequent period of the session, Mr. 
MORRIS, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew the resolution, | 


PRINTING OF LAWS. 


Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committce on Printing, reported the following 
resolution, on which he demanded the previous 
question. 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of Publie Printing 
shall cause to be printed one thousand copies of all laws 
and joint resolutions immediately upon their passage, for 
the use of the members of the Jouse, and shall in addition 
thereto cause to be printedand bound at the endof the ses- 
sion five thousand copies thereof for the above use. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts, moved to | 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution was 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PAY OF PRIVATE SOLDIERS. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With a view to obtaining | 
some time when the subject referred to may be | 
considered, I ask leave of the House to offer the | 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be di 
rected to report to the House the bill for the increase of the 
pay of the private soldiers of the Army, and that the same | 
be made the special order for to-morrow, and from thence | 
until disposed of 

The SPEAKER, That will require unanimous 
consent, and the Chair will state to the gentleman 
that the chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affuirs (Mr. Scrrencx] js not now in the Hall. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I believe that 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af 
fairs will be absent necessarily to-morrow. He 
may return on Monday; but perhaps not in sea- 
son to present the bill. I, for one, am anxious 
to have jt acted on as speedily as possible. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Then I shall ask permission 
to submit this resolution on Tuesday next. ! 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. | wish to say, | 
if I may be allowed, that the Military Committee 
are anxious to report this bill, and have been for |! 
some time, and that there will beno unnecessary |} 


delay. 


INTER-STATE COMMERCE. i 


Mr. WILSON. Lask the unanimous consent of 


Í 
ae : : i! 
the House to introduce a bill to regulate com- | 


| Joint resolution authori 


merce among the several States, for the purpose 
of reference on 


ly. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Jask that the bill be reported. | 


The bill was read. It provides that each and 


every railroad company in the United States be j; 
authorized to transport freight and passengers | 


passing from one State to another, anything in 
the laws of any State to the contrary notwjth- 
standing, 


Mr. PENDLETON. 
LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HIGBY. Lask the unanimous consent of 
the House to report from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands a bill for the relief of the settlers upon 
certain lands in California, Itisalocal bill, and 
I desire action on it now. 

Mr. ELIOT. I shall have to object to it if it 
will give rise to debate. i 

Mr. HIGBY. Ido not think it will give rise 
to any debate. 

Mr. ALLEY. 


I object. 


I call for the regular order of 


| business. 


Mr. HIGBY. I hope the gentleman willallow 
this bill to pass. It is reported unanimously by 
the Committee on Public Lands, and is purely of 
a local character. 

Mr, ALLEY. Iwill make no objection tothe 
reporting of the bill on condition that it gives 
rise to no debate. 

The bill was then reported from the Committee 
on Publice Lands by Mr. Higgy, received its first 
and second readings, was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HIGBY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WAR EXPENSES OF STATES. 

Mr. BLAINE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bili to provide for refunding to the loyal 
States certain sums of money expended by them 
in raising and organizing troops for the Union 
armies; which was read u first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Mr. ELIOT. 
of business, 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the reporting of bills of a public character 
from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ELIOT obtained the floor. 

RECIPROCITY TREATY. 

Mr. WARD. Lask my colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to yield to me fora moment. 

Mr. ELIOT. I yicid to the gentleman. 

Mr. WARD. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to report back a joint reso- 
lution of the Elouse (No. 3) to authorize the ap- 
pointment of commissioners to negotiate a new 
treaty with Great Britain for the British provinces 
of North America, based upon true principles of 
reciprocity, with an amendment in the nature of 
asubstitute, and alse to presenta report in writing. 
I move that they be printed, and that the joint res- 
olution be postponed for four weeks from yes- 


I now call for the regular order 


i| terday. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The following is the substitute reported by Mr. 
Warp: 


g the President togive the requi- 
site notice for terminating the treaty made with Great 
Britain on behalf of the British provinces in North Amer- 
ica, and to appoint comm 


principles of reciprocity. 


Whereas under the treaty made by the United States | 
with Great Britain, proclamation of which was made by the | 
| President of the United States on the 11th of September, | 
e iding reciprocal trade between į 


vf 


1854, for the purpo: 
the British Nort: riean colonies and the United States, 
nearly allthe artic which Canada has to sel are admit- 
ted into the United States free of duty, while heavy duties 


ofexeluding them from the Canadian markets; and whereas 
Te dent of the United States, in the first session of 
the Phirty-Sixth Congress, caused to be submitted to the 
House of Representatives an official report settin 
inequality and injustice existing in our present intercours: 
with Canada, subversive of the mue intent of the treaty, 
owingto the subsequent Jegislation of Canada ; and whereas 
filth article of the treaty provision was made that it 
should remain in fore: 
it should go into operation, and further until the expiration 
of Lwelve months after cither of the high contracting par- 


oners to negotiate a new | 
treaty with the British Government, based upon the true j 


are now imposed upon many of those articles which the | 
peopic of the United States have to sejl, with the intention | 


etting forth the | 


2 for ten years from the date at which | 


ties should give notice to the other ofits wish to terminate 
the same, each of thé high contracting parties being at HD- 
erty to give such notice to the other at the end of saidterm 
| of teh years, or at any timeė afterwards; and whereas by a 
| farther proclamation issued by the Presidentof the United 
States, bearing date the 16th day of March, 1855, it was de- 
clared that the said treaty should go into effect and be ob- 


i 
| 
i 


i 
1 
i 
| 
| 
i served on the part of the United States; and whereas it is 
i| desirable that iriendly relations should be continued be- 

| 

f 

| 

i 

! 

1 
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tween the United States and the British North American 

provinces, and thatcommercial intercourse should be here- 
: after carried on between them upon principles reciprocally 
; beneficial and satisfactory to both parties: Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the Senate and Houseof Representatives 
| of the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘hat 
the President of the United States be, and be is hereby, 
authorized and required to give notice to the Government of 
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland thatit isthe 
wish and intention of the Government of the United States 
of America to terminate the said treaty at the end of twelve 
months froin the expiration of ten years from the time when 
the said treaty wentinto operation as aforesaid; such notice 
to be given at the expiration of the Said term of ten years, 
to the end that the said treaty may be abrogated as soon as 
it can be done under the provision thereof, unless a new 
convention shall before that time be concluded between the 
two Goveruments by which the provisions shail be abro- 
gated or so modified as to be mutually satisfactory to both 
Governments, And that the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint three commis- 
sioners, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
for the revision of said treaty, and to confer with other 
commissioners duly authorized therefor, whenever it shall 
appear to be the wish of the Government of Great Britain 
to negotiate a new treaty between the two Governments 
and the people of both countries based upon the true prin- 
ciples of reciprocity, and for the removal of existing difi- 
culties. 


RULES FOR PREVENTING COLLISIONS. 


Mr. ELIOT, from the Committee on Com- 

; merce, reported back a bill (HT. R. No. 62) fixing 

! certain rules and regulations for preventing col- 
lisions on the waters. 

| The bill was read in full. 

Mr. ELIOT moved to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out the Ist day of June, and inserting in licu 
thereof the Ist day of September, so as to make 
| the bill take effect from and after the latter date. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. ELIOT. Mr. Speaker the object of this 
bill is the establishment of an international code 
for regulating the course of vessels on the water 
to prevent collisions and to protect property and 
life. The importance of such a code has been 
felt a long time by all parties interested. There 
is at this time no statule regulation of the matter 
by this Government. Theattention of the Gov- 
ernment was called to this question about a year 
ago in a note written from the legation of Great 
Britain by Lord Lyons, and submitted to the 
| Department of State. In Lord Lyons’s note he 
stated that the attention of his Government had 
been called to this subject, and that it had pro- 
vided a code of rules, a copy of which he trans- 
mitted to the Secretary of State, desiring that the 
attention of this Government should be given to 
the subject in order that a uniform code of regula- 
tions, international, might be as soon as possible 
adopted and put in force; and stating that the 
regulations thus submitted were to be in force in 
Great Britain after June, 1863. 

The code as it was submitted to the State De- 
partment was referred to the Navy Department; 
and by the Navy Department it was referred to 
a board which has given to the subject very care- 
ful examination. lt has also been recommended 
by the Treasury Department. Since the bill has 
been reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
when it was ordered to be recommitted and printed, 
copies of the bill have been sent to different parts 
of the country, and the attention of persons inter- 
ested in these matters was called to its provis- 
ions. In order that the House may understand 
somewhat the views that were entertained by the 
Government of Great Britain on this question, 
{ will send to the Clerk’s desk the letter of Lord 
Lyous that it may be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Wasuineron, January 10, 1863. 


Sir: I have received the orders of my Government te 
address to yon the following communication : 

The great increase which has lately taken place in the 
number of ships employed upon the ocean, the changes 
which are being made iu the build and character of those 
ships, and more especialy the introduction and rapid ex- 
tension of steam navigation, have for some time made it 
necessary to aker aud amend the rules and practice for- 
merly observed for tbe purpose of preventing collisions at 
sea. 

Certain improvements have consequently been made 
from time to time, both in the description of lights and sig- 
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at night, and also in the rules to 
“he observed. by vessels. when. approaching one. another. 
Some of ihese altérations, thosc,for example, whieh relate 
“to green and red side-lights, have already. been. adopted by 
‘most maritime nations; but even in these cases the adop- 
: “tion of the new system by each nation has, hitverto only 
“pad the effect.of a municipal law, while in otber eases the 
“rulesiand, practice adopted by different nations are incon- 
sistent and conflicting. ; ‘ $ 
“phat the law and practice ofall the maritime nations of 


nals to Þe used by vessels 


‘the world concerning the precautions to. be observed for 
preventing collisions at sea should be adapted to the ex- 
Ygencies of modern navigation ; that they should be consist- 
ent and uniform, without distinction of flag or of place; 
‘and that they should have the force of international mari- 
“time law, afe.objects the importance of which it is unne- 
cessary to. urge. 
Under. these circumstances, the Governments of: Great 
Britain and France have prepared a set of rules which will, 
they believe, if adopted by the maritime nations of the 
i world, fulfill the objects above mentioned. 
- These rules are to come into force on the Ist day of June, 
1863, They will (rom that date govern British and French 
‘ships, and will be capable of beiug enforced with regard to 
Buch, ships iti the courts of either country. To complete 
the work thus begun it is necessary to procure the coneur- 
rence of other nations, and for this. purpose I am charged 
hy her Majesty’s Government to communicate to you the 
inclosed copy of the above-mentioned rules, and Lo express 
the hope that the Government of the United States may 
see fit to apply them to its own ships, and. to signify to her 
Majesty’s Government its desire that such ships may. in 
any questions that may arise in British courts of law be 
treated accordingly. 
-Iler Majesty’s Government are the more ready to believe 
that this course will be willingly acceded to, sinec the 
rules in question have been so framed as to adhere as closely 
as the wants of modérn navigation will permit, to the es- 
tablished practice of the sea. 
J have only to add that a communication similar to the 
resent will be addressed on the part of the British and 
“French Governments to the Government of every matitime 
ativi, in the hope that the mules in question may thas be 
“universally adopted, and that they may become an integral 
part of the tuternational law of the world. 
{have the honor to be, with the highest consideration, 
air, your most obedient, humble servant, 
LYONS, 


Hon. Witrtam I. Sewarn, &e,, &e., ke 

Mr. ELIOT. It is evident, Mr. Speaker, that 
acode of this description is more or less useful in 
proportion to the extent of its adoption by other 
nations. If but one maritime nation adopted it, 
and no other maritime. Power availed itself of it, 
it could not. have, of course, the general utility 
‘which one uniform code regulating the course of 
vessels on the water would have. When this 

~ bill shall become a law, it will probably be found 
that all theleading maritime Powers of the world 
will have the same code regulating the course of 
vessels on the ocean, A copy of this bill was 
sent to the Boston Marine Society, and has been 
subjected to careful examination by that society. 
I will send to the Clerk’s desk the report made to 
the society on the subject, giving the views of 
gentlemen highly competent to judge on matters 
of this kind. J beg to say that the report notonly 
refers to the bill now before the Louse, bat to 
one which I shall report next from the committee. 
But the whole letter may be read. 
.. "The Clerk read, as follows: 
othe President und Trustees of Boston Marine Society: 
. Gunriemex: Your committee, to whom was referred a 
bill fixing certain miles and regulations (or preventing col- 
lisions on the water,?? and also a “ bill to regulate the ton- 
nage of ships and vessels of the United States,” have at- 
tended to the duty assigned them, and would respectfully 
report that we have carefully examined cach bill, and are 
unininous in the opinion thatthe bill to prevent collisions 
at sea isone of very great importance, and supplies a want | 
thar has over existed tor the safety of vessels at sca, and 
for. those. who navigate our lakes and rivers. 

Up tothe presentitime we, as a great commercial nation, 
have had no established rules of the sea upon a uniform 
basis, having the sanction of law, by which our navigators 
could govern themselves with any degree of safety, andby | 
which they could be held responsible for damage arising 
from the neglect ofthe same, Fo this respect we are very | 
far behind many othér nations whose commerce is smail 
when compared with our own. 

Tn establishing rules for the sea yourcommittee are aware 
that great care should be bad that they conform strictly to 
the. long-established rules of other nations. They have 
therefore carefully compared the bill submitted to them in 
all its ‘provisions, with the English established rules of the 
sca; which are nearly universally adopted by the nations of | 
Europe, and find they exactly correspond; exeept in-one j 
instance, which is in article ten, relative to fog signals for 
sailing vessels, where there is a sliglit discrepancy which 
your committee deem of much importance, namely: the vill 
before them provides that all sailing ships or vessels shaji, 
in foggy weather, use a fog horn, to be sounded every five 
minutes. The English rule is that when the vesse! is on 
the starboard tack a fog born shall be sounded every five 
minutes, but when on the port tack the bell should be rung 
every five minutes. In this particuiar your committee 
think the English rule is decidedly preferable, aud would 

prevent confusion, and consequently many cotlisions, more 
patticularly. in rivers and narrow channels. With that 
slight alleration they think thé bill a very good one, and 
would strongly recommend that it become a jaw.. 

With respect to the “ bill to regulate the tonnage of ships 


and. vessels,’’ your committee believe the present mode. of 
measuring and calculating the tonnage to be very imperfect, 
and very far from being uniform; for it is well known that 
while some ships will only carry their register tonnage, oth- 
ers will carry-nearly twice thatamount; and this fact alone 
fs sufficient to show the great imperfection of the present 


method of measuriug and calculating the tonnage. It also } 


offers a very strong inducement to sacrifice safety and speed 
for carrying capacity in the construction of ships, thus in- 
ereasing the risk of life and property. It also makes the 
tolinage tax or duty fall very unequal on ships and vessels, 
while justice and equity both clearly dictate that all prop- 
erty should be taxed in just proportion to its ability to pay. 

Upon a careful examination.and comparison of the bill 
submitted to them with the English rule for measuring and 
calculating the tonnage of vessels, your committee find 
they agree precisely ; and they are of opinion that itis a 
very great improvement upon the method now in use, and 
appears to be a rule for determining the actual capacity of 
vessels upon correct principles; and unless there are more 
weighty reasons against a change than your committee are 
at present possessed of, they are inclined to recommend 
the adoption of the bili subnifited for their consideration. 

E. DAVIS, 

ELIAS J. DAVISON, 

WILLIAM PERKINS, 

WILLIAM BRAMHALL; 

ERASTUS SAMPSON, 

Boston, March 1, 1864. 
The foregoing report was unanimously accepted and 

placed on the records of the Boston Marine Society. 

Attest: HENRY K. LORING, 

Secretary. 

Mr. ELIOT. It will be seen, Mr. Speaker, 
that there is a criticism in that reporton the tenth 
article of the bill. On receiving the letter in 
which it is stated that this provision varies from 
the English rule, I wrote at once to ascertain from 
what quarter these gentlemen in Boston had re- 
ecived the rules which they had examined, be- 
cause the code on which this bill was formed 
was the copy furnished officially from the Eng- 
lish Government. I found by the letter in reply 
that the copy which had been examined in Bos- 
ton, although printed in a recent publication, was 
the rule adopted in 1858. The rule embodied 
in this bill is the present rule governing English 
vessels. 1 believe that the whole bill, as it is 
reported, conforms with entire accuracy to the 
rules adopted in Great Britain, From the persons 
who have written to the committee on the subject 
there has been but onc opinion expressed, and 
that in favor of the billas it is reported. I believe 
it is as nearly perfect as it can be made; and un- 
less gentlemen desire to make inquiries about it, 
I will move the previous question. 

Mr. BROOKS. I was about to ask the gentle- 
man some questions at the beginning of his re- 
marks, but I believe he has met them all, and has 
explained the bill very satisfactorily to the rep- 
resentatives ofall the commercial classes. It seems 
to me that this bill ought to become a law, for it 


establishes a great international code of naviga- | 


tion on the ocean. L suppose that if Great Brit- 
ain and the United States adopt this law it wil] 
also be adopted by allthe maritime nations of the 
world. I also suppose that it has not only been 
submitted to the Marine Society of Boston, but 
to other marine societies. 
Mr. ELIOT. Yes, sir; all over the country. 
Mr. BROOKS. Lhope that it will be passed. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered; and under the oper- 
ation thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 


| the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ADMEASUREMENT OF TONNAGE. 


Mr. ELIOT, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back House bill No. 119, to reg- 
ulate the admeasurement of the tonnage of ships 
and vessels of the United States, with a substi- 
tute. 

The substitute was read. 

Mr. ELIOT. Mr. Speaker, I should not do 
my duty either to the committee or to the House 
if { failed to state briefly and distinctly the rea- 
sons which have operated upon the committee in 
reporting this bill to the House, and the objects 
which are sought to be attained by its passage. 
The bill which has been just passed providing for 
the prevention of collisions. upon the water was a 
bill which will contribute to the establishment of 
a üniform code of rules governing the.ships of all 


mations upon the water. The effect of this bill 


j 


will be. if itis passed, to contribute very materi- 
ally to the establishment of uniform rules for the 
admeasurement of the tonnage of vessels. ` 

I suppose the subject is one not interesting 
enough to the members of the House to make it 
probable that they will give me their attention 
while I state the character of the bill; yet I think 
they will be somewhat surprised when the fact 
is stated that we have got along in this country 
to the year 1864 without any mode of ascertain- 
ing what is the legal meaning of a ton as used in 
shipping, in registering the tonnage of vessels. Our 
ships are built by the ton; they are purchased 
and sold and chartered by the ton; they are taxed 
by the ton; they are dealt with by the ton in all 
respects; and yet, sir, there is no way to tell what 
aton means. The dead-weight ton we know the 
meaning of, for it is twenty hundred weight; but 
what is the meaning of the word as used in regis- 
tering vessels cannot be ascertained, because there 
isno definite unit of measurement, The ton which 
is used is not definite. If we were to be deprived 
of our unit of measurement of weight, of tine, or 
valuc, gentlemen would see what a chaos would 
be brought about at once. Yet it is of the same 
importance to the ship-owners and ship-builders 
and the merchants who -use ships upon the water 
that there should be a definite rule to determine 
the capacity of a vessel. There is none now. 

The history of the law providing for the ad- 
measurement of tonnage is very brief; and with 
the leave of the House I will refer to it. The 
first regulation upon the subject atall, dates back, ` 
I think—I speak only of the Government of Great 
Britain and our own; what the laws have been 
in the European continental nations I have not 
examined—in England, then, the first regulation 
goes back to the early part of the fifteenth cen- 
tury. In the year 1422 a very simple law was 
passed regulating the measurement of the keels 
of vessels used for the carriage of coal from New- 
castle. It was a simple rule, but a very good 
one so far as it went. The law required that 
these vessels should not carry more than ten chal- 
drons of coal each of fifty-three hundred pounds 
weight; that is to say, that they should not carr 
more than fifty-three thousand pounds. The dead- 
weight ton is two thousand, so that those vessels 
were permitted to carry twenty-six anda half tons. 
In order to ascertain whether the vessel had ob- 
tained the proper amount, the rule required that 
it should be loaded at the wharf with twenty-six 
and a half tons of lead or iron, Then the load- 
line was ascertained and marked by nails driven in 
the stem and stern on either side and amidships. 
‘Then it was designated to what depth the vessel 
would be sunk with a full cargo. That was the 
whole law, and it was a good one, as I said just 
now, simply because it was based upon truth, 
which is more than can be said of any other law 
since passed upon the subject, until the one which 
recently passed in Great Britain in 1854. That 
law of 1422 continued. until 1694, Lthink. It was 
then modified, and there was no other law until 
1720, at which time there was one passed in Eng- 
land concerning spirit vessels, vessels that carried 
wine. Thatlaw was very similar to the one which 
we now have. 

In 1773 there was a general law passed by the 
Parliament of Great Britain regulating the tonnage 
of all ships and vessels. It was the first gencral 
law ever passed; and that law is the same, word 
for word, we now have in this country, excepting 
that we have substituted as a divisor the sum of 
yar: instead of the English sum of ninety- 
our. 

Gentlemen will find the law by turning to the 
statute; but I will state it, and they will see at 
once wherein it is imperfect and unjust, and at 
the present time impossible of useful application. 
There is a line running from the fore part of the 
main stem to the after part of the stern-post of the 
vessel. The length of that line is the length of 
the vessel. The breadth of the vessel is taken at 
its greatest widtlracross the wales either above or 
below, and that is the breadth. _ Onc half of that 
breadth is said to be the depth, It is the legal. 
depth. Then from the length thus given. three 
fifths of the breadth of the vessel are deducted, 
and the remainder represents what is called the, 
tonnage-length of the vessel. That length is mul- 
tiplied by the full breadth, and the product is mul- 
tiplied by half of the breadth, which: is the depth, 
or. supposed-to be go. ‘The product so ascertained 
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is divided hy ninety-five, and the quotient so found 


is said to represent the tonnage of the vessel. 
But it does not represent the tonnage. When 
the law was passed in 1720, or made general in 
1773, alt vessels were built upon substantially the 
same model, just so long, just so wide, and just so 
deep, and to them the law might well apply. If 
the ordinary vessels were all built upon models 
proportioned in the same way, their tonnage could 
be thas ascertained, and the law would bea reason- 
ably just one, because it would furnish elements 
with which correct resulis might be ascertained. 
But the rule did not apply with accuracy to any 
vessel except vessels of that form. In those days 


it was more desirable to have vessels carry much į 


than sail fast. But by and by it became for the 
interest of commerce that ships should be so con- 
structed as to sail rapidly. Butthere was the law. 
Upon that law all the duties to the Government 
were ascertained and paid. Now it was easy 
enough to evade it by changing the model of the 
vessel, and so it was found, instead of the depth 
being properly represented by one half the breadth 
that ship-bnilders ran their vessels down, making 
avery greatly added depth, so as to give them a 
greater carrying power without at all affecting 
the registered tonnage. So when it was desirable 
to make vessels sail rapidly, the model would be 
so constructed as to insure greater speed without 
violation of the rule of measurement. 

This rule continued in force in England from 
1773 down to 1833, I think. Butduring that time 
many efforts were made to improve the rule. In 
1821 there was a commission, under the control 
of the Board of the Admiralty, appointed for the 
purpose of revising these rules for estimating ton- 
nage, and great pains were taken to ascertain some 
correct mode of measurement. But all efforts 
failed. ln 1833 another commission was ap- 
pointed, and it resulted finally in the establish- 
ment of a law by Parliament, which was called 
the new law, as distinguished from the other, 
which has been known from that time until now 
among the naval architects of Great Britain as 
the “oldlaw.’? The efforts ofthe commission re- 
sulted in the establishment of alaw which was not 
satisfactory, and very shortly afterwards other 
commissions were appointed, and between 1833 
and 1850 various attempts were made to improve 
the law and to get a good and correct system es- 
tablished. In 1854 the one which is now thelaw 
of Great Britain was passed by the British Par- 
liament, Lt will be found inthe ‘* Merchant Ship- 
ping Aet ” of 17 and 18 Victoria. 

Mr. George Moorsom was one of the early au- 
thors of the law, and his book, a very valuable 
treatise, which I have here upon my desk, goes 
at length into a description of the character of the 
law. The bill now reported is substantially a 
transcript of that. It is recommended by the 
Navy Department; it has the sanction of the 
Treasury Department; and it has been submitted 
to the different interests throughout the country, 
and L believe, with one exception, has not been 
criticised at all; it has found general favor. 


visable now. 


sengers, and the result of all the labor that has | 
been given to this subject has shown that the || bl 
| tabic, 


true way to determine the tonnage of a vessel is 


to ascertain by correct mensuration upon scien- 


tific principles the whole internal cubic capacity 


of the vessel, and that isthe purpose of this bill. | 
Itsimply provides that the entire cubical capacity | 


of the vessel shall be ascertained, and that divided 


by a hundred gives the tonnage: one hundred | 


cubic feetis declared to be a ton. 
In regard to the section of the bill which pro- 


vides for fees for measuring, I would say that it | 
has been prepared with a good deal of care, as | 


indeed the whole bill was, by the distinguished 


head of the Bureau of Construction, Mr. Lentball, i 
and has becn submitted to other gentlemen who | 
Itis barely pos- | 
sible that it will be found that this fee bill will | 
have to be altered, but the law will not go into | 
operation until the Ist of January, 1866, before | 


are familiar with these subjects, 


| five percent. ad valorem, and that no increased 
One || burden be placed on that branch of industry ;and 
gentleman, an American, Mr. William W. Bates, | 
who seems to have given great thonght to this | 
subject, has suggested that it may become neces- į 
sary to have another measurement for dead-weight | 
cargo besides the internal measurement which | 
this bill contemplates. Perhaps that may be need- | 
fal by and by, but itis notin my judgment ad- | 
The main profits from vessels are | 
found in their capacity to carry freight and pas- | 


i not pass, a bill (H. R. No. 129) to change the | 
| name of the brig Helfenstein; which was laid on || 
i the table. f 


| American consul general tothe British provinces, | 


! their further consideration, and that they be re-! 


which time it will have become practicable to de- | 
termine whether the rates are reasonable or not. 


and which are allowed in Great Britain. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have not said all I de- 
sired to say, but I cannot spend further time on 
this bill, and therefore, unless some gentleman 
desires to ask questions, I demand the previous 
question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ERIE COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. ELIOT also, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, bill of the House (No. 287) to 


| 
| 
They are less than the rates in the English law, i 
| 
| 


change the name of the districtand port of Presque |! 
H 


Isle to the district and port of Erie. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. | 

Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORTLAND CUSTOM-HOUSE OFFICERS. 


Mr. ELIOT also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill to appoint an appraiscr and assist- 
ant appraiser for the port of Portland, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ELIOT moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay | 
the motion to reconsider upon the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NIAGARA SUIP CANAL. 


Mr. ELIOT also, from the same committee, re- ! 
ported back the petition of James G. Overell and 
others, citizens of Ogdensburg, New York, pray- 
ing thata ship canal may be made around the falls 
of Niagara, and asked that the committee be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it 
be referred to the Committecon Roads and Canals. 

It was so ordered. 


DUTIES ON ARTIFICIAL FLOWERS. 


Mr. ELIOT also, from the same committee, || 


reported back the petition of manufacturers of 
artificial Mowers in the city of New York, pray- 
ing for an increase of duty on imported: manu- 
factured flowers, so as to make it at least seventy- 


asked that the committee be discharged from its | 

further consideration, and that it be referred to; 

the Committee of Ways and Means. 
it was so ordered. 


NAMES OF VESSELS. 


Mr. ELIOT also, from the same committee, |! 
| yet to have before us several appropriation bills— 
| the Indian appropriation bill, the miscellaneous 


Mr. ELIOT also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it do 


CONSUL GENERAL TO CANADA. i 
Mr. ELIOT also, from the same committee, | 
reported back papers relative to the arrest of the | 


and asked that the committee be discharged from | 


ferred to the Committee on Foreign A ffairs. 
it was so ordered. 


| 
| 
ENROLLMENT OF VESSELS. ' 
i 
4 


Mr. DIXON, from the same committee, re- | 
ported a bill to exempt certain vessels therein 


named from enrollment and license, and from the 
payment of tonnage duties, and for other. pur= 
poses; which was read a first and second time: 

The question being on ordering the bill to. be 
engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. DIXON moved to amend by striking out 
the Ist of April, and inserting the Ist of August; 
so as to make the law take effect from the latter 
date. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and-read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accords 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIXON moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Hay, his Private Secretary, an- 
nounced that the President had approved and 
signed an act making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1865; and an act to increase 
the pensions of the revolutionary pensioners now 


: on the rolls of the Pension Office. 


CHARLES A. PITCHER. 
Mr. BOUTWELL, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on the Judiciary, 


with a recommendation that it do not pass, joint 
resolution (S. No. 30) for the relief of Charles A. 


| Pitcher. 


The report was read, and the joint resolution 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 
Mr. PENDLETON. I hope the gentleman 


| from Massachusetts will give way for a moment 


until Í enter a motion to reconsider. ' 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can enter 
that motion, i 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to enter a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote of the House yester- 
day on House bill No. 15, non-coneurring in the 
amendment of the Senate, and asking for a com- 
mittee of conference. And pending that motion, 
l move that a message be sent to the Senate to 
return the papers to this House. 

The SPEAKER. The pendency of a motion to 
reconsider compels the House to send to the Sen- 
ate for the return of the bill, unless a motion be 
made to lay on the table the motion to reconsider. 
Such motion not being made the bill will be sent 
for. f 

o NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I suppose that 
it is the agreement on all sides of the House—and 
we have adopted a resolution to that effect—that 
Congress is to adjourn on the last day of May. 
In the present stage of public business, unless we 
make more progress than we have done in the last 
two or three weeks, we will be utterly unable to 
come up to time. J would make a motion, if as- 


i sented to onal] sides of the House, that all de- 
| bate in Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union on the special order shall terminate in 
one minute after we go into committee. We are 


appropriation bill, the tax bill, the canal bill, and 
other important bills. If gentlemen persist in 


! making motions and speeches on the currency 
i, bill, as they have done thus far, we will not get 


through the bill for some considerable time. If 
there be no objection I will move to terminate all 
debate on this special order in one minate after 
its consideration is resumed. That will not in- 
terfere with the offering of amendments. 

Mr. BROOKS. I cannot assent to that propo- 
sition. 

Mr. MORRILL. If there be objection then E 
withdraw the proposition, and move that all de- 
bate on the pending section be closed in one min- 
ute after the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union shall resume its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, MORRILL. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
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Union, to take up the national currency bill, which | 


is the special order. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest that we go into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar to consider private bills. 


an hour. 


The SPEAKER. The motion to go into Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- | 
endar, although this is Friday, will not take pre- | 


cedence,as the national currency bill is a special 
order from day to day until disposed of. 

Mr. Morriy’s motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. RoLLiNs, | 


of New Hampshire, in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration, as a special order, of the bill 
(EL. R. No. 333) to provide a national currency 
secured by a pledge of United States stocks, and 
to provide for the circulation and redempuon 
thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee rose last evening the thirty-second section 
of the bill was under consideration, to which the 
gentleman from lowa [Mr. Prica] had moved the 


following amendment; and that by order of the | 


House debate had been closed in one minute. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out the words “named in the preeeding section,” 
and insert in licu thereof, Philadelphia, Boston, and New 
York, at one fourth of one per cent. per annum 5” so that it 
will read: 

Sree. 32. And he it further enacted, That each association 
shall seleet, subject to the approval of the Comptroller of 
the Curreney, an association in eliber of the cities of Phil- 
adelphia, Boston, and New York, at one fourth of ove per 
cent. per annnm, at which it will redeem its circulating 
notes at par; and the Comptroller shall give publie notice 
or the names of (he associations so veted at whieh re 
demptions are to be made by the respective associations, 
and of any change thatimay be made by any 
the assaciation at which it will redeem ils notes. If any 
association shall fil for the term ot thirty days to redecm 
its notes as alore 
upon receiving satistaclory evidence thereof, appoin 
egiyer in the manner provided tor in this 


tin 


lieve any association from ita diahiity to redeem its cireu 
tating notes at its own counter, ul par, in tawul money ON 
demand. 


Mr. PRICE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 

Mr. HOOPER, Let me make n suggestion, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. HOOPER, Task unanimonrs consent. 

Mr, ELDRIDGE. bt object. 

‘The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. YEAMAN. | move toamend by striking 
out the words ‘an association,’ and in leu 
thereof to insert the words ‘fone or more asso- 
ciations.” 

The amendment was re 

Mr. PRICE moved to add the following to the 
end of the section: 

And provided further, That all banks whieh may be or- 


reted, 


ganized under this act, or that have been organized under | 


the aet to which t soan amendment, shall at all tines 
be compelled to receive at par, in all transactions at their 
counters, each others notes, tind to treat them ia all re- 
spects as their own, 


On a division, there were—ayes 21, noes 40; no | 


quorum voting. 
The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers, and Messrs. 
Pricx and Yeaman were appointed, 


The amendment was rejected; the tellers hav- | 


ing reported—ayes 41, noes 51. 
Aie A q 7 

_ Mr, DAVIS, of New York, moved the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Page 27, seetion thirty-two, line five, afrer the word 
tpar,” insert the followings 

Or an association in the city of New York, at which it 
will redeem its circulating notes at a discount not eaxceed- 
ing one fourth of one per cent. 


Mr. WILSON demanded tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Davis, of |} 


Yew York, and Exes, were appointed, 
he question was put; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 48, noes 39; no quorum voting. 


members failed ta answer to their names: 


3. Brown, Coffroth, Cox, Creswell, Dawes, 
Dawson, Deming, Driggs, Bdeu, Edgerton, Parnsworth,Pen- 
tons Ganson. Garfield, Gooch, Grider, Grinnetl, Harrington, 

atte 
William folruson, Julian, Kaibficisch, Francis W. Kellogg 
Kernas, Ki vazenr, Le Blond, Littlejohn, Loau, X 
vin, MoAllister, Me Dowel, Melndo 
ton, William H. Miller, Daniel Morr. 


N clon, Odell, Per- 


ider This is ob- | 
jection day, and it will not take more than half | 


oejation ti | 


id, the Contptrolier of the Curreney may, | 


r ret to wind up Í 
Hs atfhirs: Provided, That nothing in this scetion shall re- 


i fifty percent. 


M. Harris, Holman, Jobo H. Hubbard, Hatehins, | 


teKinney, Middie- + 


ry, Pravo, Radford, Samuel! J. Randall, John H. Rice, Rob- 
inson, Ross, Schenck, Sloan, Smith, Smithers, Starr, Wil- 
liain G. St , Wadsworth, Webster, Wheeler, Chilton A. 
White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, Benjamin Wood, and 
Fernando Wood. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Rottins,of New Hamp- 


| shire, reported that the Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union under consideration, and particu- 
larly the bill (H. R. No. 333) to provide a na- 
tional currency secured by a pledge of United 
States stocks, and to provide for the circulation 
and redemption thereof; and the committee finding 
itself without a quorum had caused the roll tobe 
called, and directed him to note the absentees and 
report them to the House. | 

A quorum having appeared the committee re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. WILSON. I move toamend the amend- 
ment by striking out “one fourth,” and to in- 
sert in lieu thereof “ one eighth.” 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HALE moved to insert after the words 
“New York”? the words Philadelphia and Bos- 
ton.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I accept that as 
a modification of my amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. Then I hope 
it will be voted down, 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to insert, “and all 
other cities named‘in the bill.” 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I move to strike 
out the words ‘ Philadelphia and Boston.” 
Vhe amendment totheamendment was rejected. 


Mr. Price ’s amendment was then rejected; the 
tellers having reported—ayes 47, noes 50. 

The Clerk read the thirty-third section,as fol- 
lows: 

See. B3. And be it further enacted, ‘Thatthe directors of 
any association may, semicuoually, each year, declare a 
dividend of so piteh of the profits of the aviation as 
they shall judge expedient; but each association shall, be- 
tore tbe declaration of a dividend, y one tenth part of 
its net profits of the preceding halt yeur to its surplus fund 
unti the sane shall amoantto twenty per cen ofits eapi- 
tal stack. 

Mr. LAW. I move to add the following: 


Provided, however, Ttun at no time shall the dividends of 
the net profits of said association execed the sum or ei 
percent, per oontinn afr tts surplus fond paid iu shall 
amount to twenty per cent. of j ital stock ; bat if the 
het profits of said association s xeced cight per cent, 
per annnm alter the surplus fund is paid in as provided in 
this section, said surplus dividend Of its met profits per an- 
vuw shall be paid inte the national Treasury tor the bene dit 


ofthe peasioncrs ofthe Goveruticut whose names are placed i 


on tie rolls of thè Pension Ofice. 

This section provides thatthe directors of any 
association may, semi-annually, each year, de- 
clare a dividend of so much of the profits of the 
association as they shall judge expedient; but each 
association shall before the declaration ofa divi- 
dend carry one tenth part of its net profits of the 
preceding half year to its surplus fund until the 
same shall amount to twenty per cent. of ils cap- 
italstock, ‘Lhe clear inference most undoubtedly 
is, that after the amount of profits paid inamounts 
to twenty per cent, they have the right to make 
such dividends as they please. They will have 
full power and authority to declare dividends of 
We all know the grasping power 
of these banks. f have been a directar of a bank 
myself, and [know how these things are managed. 


| The sole object is to make as much money out of 


the Institution as possible. Now, eight percent, 
3- D 


| is unquestionably a good dividend for any bank 


in tbese Umes or in any times. Unless this amend- 


ji ment is adapted the result will be that, instead of 


making dividends of eight per cent., they will 
make dividends of fifteen and twenty per cent, 


Now, what disposition should be made of these | 
i large profits, and to what object should they be 


We are taxing the people for the very 


applied? 
of establishing these very institutions. 


purpose 


ue _  # You are providing here for the establishment of 
The roll was then called; and the following || 


a bureau costing overa hundred thousand dollars 


fa year, and Lask, why should not these large 
James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Arnold, Baily, 1} 
2. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Jacob B.Biair, Bran- | 


profits beyond a reasonable dividend be applied 


| to the benefit of the people? 


My object is to perfect the bill. 


I bave no faith in it. Ido not believe any bank 
in the world predicated on paper ean succeed. I 
am perfectly astonished that the gentleman from 
Boston, (Mr. Hoopsr,] the hub of the universe, 


‘idea of the future value of these notes. 


. Mr. STEVENS. 
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I do not say | 
that I shall vote for itafter it is perfected, because | 


a place which probably has more specie wealth in 
proportion to its population than any other place, 
a hard money man as heis,should have thought 
to engineer this thing through the House. 
What was the necessity of getting up these in- 
stitutions? None atall. The Secretary of the 


i Treasury had authority to issue Treasury notes 


We tried a similar institution in In- 
diana and Illinois. It was predicated on State 
stocks; and what was the result? The institu- 
tion went down; and to illustrate the state of things 
there let me repeat an anecdote, as the President 
of the United States would say, to illustrate my 
A large 
stearmboat was coming down the Ohio, along the 
coast of Egypt,and the pilot told the captain they 
wanted wood. He told the pilot to put in at the 
first wood-yard. He did so, and as they turned 
into the shore they saw a fellow smoking his pipe, 
careless of what was going on. The captain called 
out to him, and asked if he was the owner of that 
pile of wood, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LAW. I will be through in a moment, 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. PRICE. I propose to let that fellow sit 
there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LAW. He asked, “How much do you 
ask for that wood??? “ Two dollars anda half a 
cord.”? ** Will you take Htinoispaper?’? “Yes.” 
“ Atwhatrate?” ‘Cord for cord.” [Laughter.] 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Isee the word * net” should 
be inserted before the word ‘ profits’? in the third 
line. 

Mr. HOOPER. Idoubt the propriety of mak- 
ing such an amendment. I think if we introduce 
the word ‘net’? the question will immediately 
arise, ‘net? of what? You remember that two 
years ago a Jong discussion arose upon the mean- 
ing of the word income’? in the tax bill, where 
the word “net”? was put before it. ‘The discus- 
sion was continued a long time, and it was finally 
decided that income” expressed more precisely 
the meaning than it would with the additional 


ad libitum, 


! word. 


Mr.STEVENS. Then I suggest that we should 
strike out “net” before * profits” in the fifth line, 
If retained in one place it should be in the other. 
I move the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GRISWOLD. I move to amend the sec- 
tion by adding thereto the words: 

No dividend shall be declared while such surplus does 
not amount to twenty per cent. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. Iï move to amend the thirty- 
fourth section by inserting after the word # Comp- 
troller,” in the tenth tine, the word * within 
a mere verbal amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. Tmove to amend that section by 
striking out of lines eighteen and nineteen the 
words, ‘or if there be no newspaper in the place, 
then in the newspaper published at the place near- 
est thereto.” We are authorizing the establish- 
mentof banks at places where there are no news- 
papers. f think there should be a newspaper 
before there isa bank. In this nineteenth cen- 
tury we should require that there should be a news- 
paper published in a town before it has a bank. 
l hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I would suggest to the gen- 
Heman from Pennsylvania that he offer an amend- 
ment to provide that no bank shall be allowed to 
be established in any town where there is not a 


; hewspaper, 


Mr, HALE. This will accomplish that object. 
There must be a newspaper in the town before a 
bank is established, if we strike this out. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsyivania if he eannot accomplish his 
purpose better by requiring each of these banks 


| to run a newspaper? 


Mr. HALE. If my amendment prevails this 


: Section will require that there shall be a newspa- 
i per in the place before a bank is established. I 
| call for tellers on the amendment. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. [lane and 


1864, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1391 


Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I move to amend the 
thirty-fifth section by inserting after the word 
“stock,” in the third line, the words ‘or the 
shares of the capital stock of any bank estab- 
lished under the provisions of this acl; so that 
the section will read: 

That no association shall make any loan or discount on 
the security of the shares of its own capital stock, or the 
shares of the capital stock of any bank established under 
the provisions of this act, nor be the purehaser or holder 
of any such shares, unless such security or purchase shall 
be necessary to prevent loss upon a debt previously con- 
tracted in good faith, &c. 

I offer that amendment simply for the purpose 
of preventing these banks from doing what is 
vulgarly called on Wall street “ kite-flying.”’ 
They may take the shares of one bank to another 
and receive the same complement of shares of that 
bank and Joan them on their own stock, If the 
object of establishing a bank is to facilitate com- 
mercial transactions by loaning money to persons 
who want to use it for legitimate purposes, that 
is one thing; but if itis for the express purpose 
of flooding the country with paper money and 
borrowing from Peter'to pay Paul, they should 
not be allowed to loan money upon any stock, 

The amendment was disagreed to, 


Mr. STEVENS. Imove to amend the thirty- 
sixth section by striking outin lines nine and ten 
the words, ‘against moncy actually on depositto 
the credit ofsuch association, or due thereto;”? so 
that the section will read: 

Sec. 36. And be it further enacted, That no association 
shall at any time be indebted, or in any way liable, to an 
amount exceeding the amount of its eapital stock at such 
time actually paid in and remaining undiminished by losses 
or atherwis: cept on the following accounts, that is to 
say: first, on account of its notes of circulation; second, 
on account of moneys deposited with, or collected by, such 
association; third, on account of bills of exehange or drafts 
drawn; fourth, on account of liabilities to its stockholders 
for dividends and reserved profits. 

I do not see why those words should remain in, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The thirty-ninth section was read, as follows: 

Src. 39. And be it further enacted, ‘That no association 
shall at any time pay out on loans or discounts, or in pure 
chasing dratts or bills of exchange, or in payment of de- 
posits, or im any other mode put in circulation the notes 
of any bank or banising association not authorized by this 
act, nor any notes which shall not at any such time be re- 
ceivable at par, on deposit, and in payment of debts by the 
association so paying out or circulating such notes; nor 
shall it knowingly pay out or put iu circulation any notes 
issued by any bank or banking association which atthe 
time of such paying out or putting in cireulation is not re- 
deeming its circulating notes in lawful money of the Uni- 
ted States, 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend that section 
by inserting after the word “ time,” in the second 
line, the words ‘after the 4th day of July, 1865.” 

Mr. BEAMAN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by substituting 1866” for “ 1865.” 

Mr. HOOPER. Jf accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. | move now to insert after the 
word “nor,’’ in the sixth line, the words shall 
it at any time pay out as aforesaid.’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. STEVENS. {now move to strike out the 
whole section, The committee will perceive that 
this section prohibits a bank instituted under this 
act from receiving, paying out, or doing busi- 
ness upon any other notes of any other banks, 
no matter how good they may be, 

Now, sir, I think, in the first place, that that is 
very unjust to all the other banks, and in the next 
plico it is very unjust to these banks themselves. 

do not believe that a bank established upon these 
principles can ever receive deposits to any large 
amount, or can ever do a business worth attend- 
ing to. Suppose there are two banks in the town 
in which I live, one anational bank and the other 
a State bank. A merchant takes in all the money 
which circulates as currency in that country. He 
goes in the evening to make his deposits in one of 


these national banks, and is told that the bills he | 
presents cannot be received, that the law prohibits | 
the national banks from receiving or paying out , 
The merchant would |! 


any such notes as these. 
at once say that he must go toa bank that will 
receive them on deposit; and he goes accordingly 
to the neighboring bank, taking away his busi- 
ness from the national bank and transferring it to 
a State bank not thus prohibited. Ido not be- 
lieve it possible for banks established under this 
system to do any business worth attending to. 
And such is the opinion of the principal bankers 
that I have seen since this has been published. 
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| tainly mistaken. 


Mr. HOOPER. I hope that the amendment of 
my colleague [Mr. Srmvens] will not prevail, I |] 
think he misapprehends the effect of this section. 
I have consulted with a great many bankers in 
regard to it, and I have found that they approve 
of the section. Its object is to prevent a bank 
paying out any notes that it is not willing to re- 
ceive. 

Mr. STEVENS. May I ask my colleague 
whether the banks are not confined, in this sec- 
tion, to the notes of the national banks? 

Mr. HOOPER. No, sir. 

Mr, STEVENS. Then the bill does not ex- 
press the gentleman’s meaning. 

Mr. HOOPER. As amended, the section does 
not confine them to the notes of the national 
banks. The prohibition is to their paying them 
out. The object is to prevent any bank from put- 
ling in circulation notes that it is not willing to 
receive. In the experience of past times we have 
seen banks, which generally have a premonition 
when a bank is getting into trouble, paying out 
its notes, notes which they knew would be, the 
next day, notes of a failed bank. By thus pay- 
ing them out and putting them into the hands of 
their customers they avoid loss themselves. The 
object of this section is to prevent any such prac- 
tice, 

Mr. PRICE. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts whether, under the sec- 
tion as amended, these banks cannot pay out, 
until July, 1866, all sorts of trash. 

Mr. HOOPER. We hope they would not 
do so. 

Mr. PRICE. But,as your colleague justly ob- 
served a while ago, it would be hoping against 
hope in this case. 

The question being on Mr. Srevens’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. STEVENS. I move toamend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last word. If I under- 
stand this section at all, it reads just as [ stated | 
before. These banks are not allowed to take any 
notes except the notes of the national banks, and 
they are not allowed to take all of them unless 
they are current. But they are allowed to take 
no other, nor to do business in any other, if ever 
so current, My colleague [Mr. Hooper] is cer- 
Ele forgets that the principal 
bankers of Chicago, Cincinnati, and other places, 
who were before us, protested against this sec- 
tion, and declared that they could do no business 
under it. My colleague, however, says that the 
principal bankers agreed to it. That must bean 
error of memory on his part. 

Mr. HOOPER. Will my colleague allow me 
to interrupt him? i 

Mr. STEVENS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOOPER. The first amendment that I 
introduced was to meet the objection of these 
gentlemen, and they gave their consent to it and | 
were entirely satisfied. 

Mr. STEVENS. That must have taken place ! 
in my absence. It did not take place before the | 
Committee of Ways and Means. ‘That is all I 
sey. J say that these banks should be allowed 
to deal in just such notes as other banks are al- 
lowed to dealin. Jftbey are willing to take them, 
and if others are willing to receive them, there 
should be no obstacles put in their way. Other- 
wise you will cripple these institutions and give 
all the benefits to State banks. I withdraw my 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I renew the amendment to the 
amendment, striking out the last word. The 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hooper] is an admission that he 
cannot getalong with the section as itnow stands, 
The section is not to operate until July, 1865, and 
fam sure that it mast be postponed indefinitely 
if these banks are to get along at all. That sec- 
tion would prohibit the receiving or paying out 
the notes of the State Bank of Pittsburg or of the | 
Chemica! Bank of New York. It would prohibit 
the issue ofall the notes of State banks, which con- 
stitute in my section of the country, and will for | 
years to come, nine tenths of the circulation. It 
amounts virtually to a repudiation of the State ; 
bank notes. A State bank may be as sound as any | 
bank in the country. The banksin my State, for | 
instance, organized under the laws of the State, 
are virtually repudiated by this section, and their |; 
credit will, to that extent, be impaired. ‘These |i 
banks, I repeat, are, under thissection, prohibited i| 


from paying out a solitary dollar issued by any 
bank in my State. 

Now, I submit that.such a provision ‘is not 
likely to carry into effect the objects for which 
this bill wasintroduced. If gentlemen will strike 
out this section, and have these national asso- 
ciations free to receive and pay out the paper 
of all banks, whether State or national; which re- 
deem their notes in lawful currency, that isasfar 
as we ought to go. I think we ought to author- 
ize these banks to receive and pay out all notes 
of banks which redeem their, notes.in lawful cur- 
rency, if the creditors of the- bank are willing to 
take such paper. The creditor may prefer to re~ 
ceive the paper of State banks, and yet by this 
section they are prohibited from paying that cred- 
itor in the currrency he prefers. Atallevents, I 
hope we shall allow the banks to pay their cred- 
itors in the currency which they prefer, 

I presume the object of this section is to reduce 
the circulation of the State banks, but I do not 
think it will have that effect. In my State the 
State banks receive and pay out the notes of all 
solvent banks within the State, and if this require- 
ment is made of the national banks it will require 
them to send special agents to all the little banks 
in the remote parts of the State to procure the re- 
demption of the currency of such banks which 
they may receive, making it impossible almost 
for them to do business at all under this law. I 
do hope, therefore, that this section will be so 
amended ag to give to these national associations 
the same privileges that are enjoyed by the State 
banks. 

I withdraw my amendment, 

Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the section 
by striking out the last-two words of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PRICE. I rise to a question of order. 
That amendment strikes out the “ United States.” 
That cannot be in order. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KASSON, I will restore the gentleman 
the United States in about two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. KASSON. I desire to sayin reply tomy. 
friend from Pennsylvania, who has just taken his 
seat, and others who have expressed like opin- 
ions, that perhaps they have not understood the 
usages which have prevailed in several of the 
States under which a necessity, in my judgment, 
exists for a restrictive rule at some time for the 
security of the currency. 

The section as it exists authorizes all the banks 
to be created under this law to receive whatever 
currency they choose, subject to only the general 
restrictions of banks in respect to the solvency of 
the banks whose notesare presented. Butit pro- 
hibits them from paying out such notes, and put- 
ting them into circulation, as are not fit for circu- 
Jation or redemption. They may take in any 
curreney they please. There is no restriction 
placed upon them in that respect. 

But what would be the effect of extending the 
same license to the notes they are to pay out? 
Every bank desires to keep its own currency out 
as long as possible, and it will therefore send its 
own currency to some remote portion of the Union 
for circulation, while it will pay out to its credit- 
ors In its own immediate neighborhood the notes 
of other banks, and thus place in the way of the 
redemption of its notes as much difficulty as pos- 
sible. It, in other words, places it in the power 
of these banks to extend their circulation Indefi- 
nitely. 

The result will be, if the section is adopted, that 
these banks will receive the notes of State banks, 


i and keep them on hand until a reasonably large 


amount has accumulated, when they will send 
them to the banks by which they were issued for 
redemption, With the provision now proposed, 
it will flow gradually, from time to time, back to 
them. We have the same system in the State of 
Towa. Cur State bank is authorized to receive 
whatever bank issues it pleases, but it is not 
authorized to pay them out. The effect is, that it 
takes currency that comes from distant places 
and sends it back to them. [understand from my 
friend from Massachusetts that that is the law in 
that State. [think it is the law in several other 


| States of the Union; and 1 know that it oughtto 
ibe the law where you want a solid system of 


currency. Itisforthis reason that, I understand, ` 
the Committee of Ways and Means have adopted 
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the same system here, that this currency, which | 
may be received by the banks, may gradually, 
from time to time, go back for redemption. 

"My. HALE. Is the circulation of ail the banks | 
received by any of the banks in the State of Lowa? 
‘Am | to understand the gentleman to make that 
statement? 

Mr. KASSON. There is only one bank there. 

Mr. HALE, I understood him to say that it 
is so in Massachusetts, and that the issues are 
received at any bank. 

Mr. KASSON. Perhaps there isa final reason 
forit, It gives the circulation in the community 
where the banks are, and their condition is known, 
instead of flooding each community with the notes 
of banks the character of which is not known; 
without which we will not be able to secure a uni- 
form currency, but will be flooded with the cur- | 
rency which is now prevalent all over the west- 
ern country. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, these banks 
are allowed to receive this money, and if their 
customers are willing to take that money on Joan | 
or discount, what kind of objection can there be to 
the banks using their capital in that way? What- | 
ever is good enough for them to receive, is good 
enough for them to pay out to their customers. 
If they cannot discount on this, then they can 
never get any deposits. That is out of all ques- 
tion. If these banks are to accumulate these 
notes and to send them back periodically every | 
week or ten days, it is easy to see how oppressive 
that would be on the ordinary banks. It would | 
be otherwise if they were allowed to pay out the 
currency that parties may be willing to take. 
Then all of the banks will have the same right. 
You may say that the State banks should not take 
one of these notes just as well as that they shall 
not pay them out. 

If you do this you will have the States retali- 
ating by passing laws that their banks shall take 
the notes of no other State or of a national char- 
acter, bat that they shall be confined in their oper- 
ations to their own State banks. It is as reason- 
able one way asthe other. I hope that the amend- 
ment will not prevail. 

Mr. KASSON, by unanimous consent, with- į 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. UPSON. I move to amend the section by 
striking out all after the word t‘ circulation” in 
the fourth line down to and including the word 
nor? in the sixth line, as follows: ‘ the notes | 
ofany bank or banking association not authorized | 


by this act, nor; so that the section will read: į 


Sec. 39. And be it further enacted, ‘That no association 
shall at any time pay out on loans or discounts, or in pur- 
chasing dratts or bills of exchange, or in payment of de- | 
posits, or in any other mode put in circulation any notes | 
which shall not at any such time be re ble at par, on 
deposit, and in payment of debts by the association zo pay- 
ing out or circulating such notes, Xe. j 


Mr. Chairman, if that amendment be adopted, 
it will be necessary to strike out an amendment | 
which has been adopted already. I think that 
then the object of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania will be accomplished. 

Mr. BEAMAN. Irise to oppose this amend- 


ment. Lam in favor of striking out this entire 
section, We must look at the condition of the ; 


country and currency as itis. In my State, and 
I suppose in most of the western States, the en- 
tire circulation is that of State banks. Now, it | 
follows we must have State bani notes or no | 
currency atall, I suppose the intention of the | 
gentleman from Massachusetts in excluding these | 
notes from cireulation is to build up and strengthen 
the banks to be organized under this biil, Instead 

of having that effect the effect will be to destroy 


those banks. No bank can go into operation in | 
my State and succeed against the State banka, be- | 
cause the State banks can do all of the business. | 
They have ail of the deposits and they willdoall 
of the business; and the result will be that the | 
national banks cannot be sustained at all. | 
The amendment was rejected. | 


Mr. MORRILL. [move to amend by insert- 
ing ‘unless such an association shall have issued | 
of its own circulation the amount limited by law.” ‘ 
With that restriction, | think the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania will not object to the retention of | 
the suction in the bill, [think that will place as | 
great a restriction as ought to be required. The | 
banks certainly should be allowed to get vid of į 
this money which they receive on deposit, and | 
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| out the last word of the amendment. 


i tained in any Jaw of Congre 


in some other way than by sending it home for 
redemption. 
Theamendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM TILE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and the House 
received a message from the Senate, by Mr. Me- 
Donaxn, one of their clerks, returning, agreeably 
to its request, a bill (H/R. No. 58) to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of Mon- 
tana. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY-——AGAIN., 


The committee resumed its session, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment offered by 
Mr. Stevens. 

The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers; and ap- 
pointed Mr. Morris. and Mr. Upson. ; 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 54, noes 36; no quorum voting. 

The call for a division being withdrawn, the 
amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I move to amend sec- 


tion forty-one by striking out the last clausc, 


namely, “and such tax or duty shall be in lieu | 


of all other taxes on such associations.” Į move 


the amendment in order that the section may not 

hereafter be construed to prevent States, counties, 

and cities from imposing a tax upon these banks. 

It strikes directly at the power of States and local 

governments to tax any of these institutions. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. GRISWOLD. I offer an amendment to 
this forty-first section at the request of my col- 
league, (Mr. Kernan,}] whois nowabsent. The 
amendment is to insert in line ten, page 32, be- 
fore the word “ taxes,” the word “ national;”’ so 
that the clause shall read, ‘and such tax or duty 
shall be in lien of all other national taxes on such 
associations; and also to add to the section the 
following: 

And the said associations or corporations shall severally 
be subject to State and mugicipal taxation upon their real 
and personal estate, the sue as persons residing at their 
respective places of Lusiness are subject to such taxation 
by State laws: 

Mr. HOOPER. 
not be adopted. 


I hope the amendment will 


fore the New York Legislature to tax these na- 
tional banks, and this is offered for the purpose 
of carrying out tbat object, as J understand, of the 
New York Legislature. 

Mr. KALBILEISCH. As I did not under- 
stand the gentleman from Massachusetts distinct- 
ly, I ask him to be good enough to repeat what 
he said in relation to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Then I move to strike 
I did not 
distinctly understand the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, but I understand that this clause of the 
bill is to anticipate any action upon the part of 
the Legislature of the State of New York. Now, 
if the gentleman means to commence by prevent- 
ing the State of New York from exercising its 
sovereign power, I hope the House will not fol- 
low his lead in that direction, The national banks 
should be subject to Siate and other taxes the 
same as individuals and otber banks. J withdraw 
the amendment to the amendment, 

The question recurring on the amendment of- 
fered by Mr. GRISWOLD, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE demanded tellers, 

Tellers were not ordered. - 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. TRACY. I move to amend the forty-first 
section by adding thereto the following: 

Provided, That no provision conta 
authorizing the bonds re- 


on of this act, shall be so 
ute from imposing such tax 


ferred to in the sixteenth 
construed as to prebibit any 
upon the divideuds of ths eral banking associations or- 
ganized therein, under vet, as shall to the Legislature 
thereof seem just and equitable. 

I hope that this section will not be the judg- | 
ment of this House as to the banking interest of | 
this country, for L take it to bea fact that the 
friends of this bill propose to make this the bank- 
ing system of the country. I suppose that itis the 
intention of the friends of this bill that the currency | 
which is proposed to be established by this bill į 
shall prevail throughout the Union; and, sir, E | 
hope it is not proposed that all this great interest | 
shall be released from taxation within the States. | 


I suppose itcomes from Albany, | 
where I understand they have a proposition be- | 


edjin thisact, or cou- | 


Sir,how can gentlemen answer, after this money 
shall have become the currency of the country, to 
the poor laborer, whose cow, whose oxen, whose 
horse are taxed for local and State purposes, if 
you allow the banker across the way, who fur- 
nishes the currency of the country, to escape en- 
tirely from taxation? I hope, sir, this Congress 
is not going in this way to override taxation and 
release these great moneyed interests of the coun- 
try from taxation and imposeitentirely upon other 
interests. I hope thatthisamendment will prevail. 

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
gentleman misapprehends the provision of the bill 
as it now stands. It does not exclude the States 
from taxing the personal property of an individ- 
ual which is invested in the bank, but simply pre- 
vents taxation of the bank itself. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I move toamend theamend- 
ment by striking out the last word. I look upon 
the proposition of this billas perfectly monstrous. 
The whole tenor and purport of the billisto drive 
the entire banking capital of the country under 
these national organizations, and then the bill 
proposes to relieve from taxation all of the capi- 
tal of the country by virtue of its being organized 
into banks under this bill. 

I thiuk the questions which were put by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Tracy] are 
very pertinent, and they are questions which will 
be put to every member of this House when tax- 
ation comes to be placed upon every individual 
and upon every article which every individual 
wears, and the whole banking capital of the coun- 
try is relieved from that taxation. I did not sup- 
pose that that was the object of the bill. Gentle- 
men tell us that this provision does not prevent 
taxation upon the personal property of the in- 
dividuals who may compose the corporation; but 
it must be perfectly apparent to the gentlemen 
having this matter in charge that we shall not be 
able to find the individuals. They may be lo- 
cated in a different place from the one where the 
| bank is located; they may be, for aught I know, 
| in foreign countries, where we cannot reach them; 
they may live in England, or Scotland, or Ire- 
land, or elsewhere; we cannot reach the individ- 
uals, and we cannot, therefore, reach their per- 
sonal property for the purpose of taxation. 

I repeat, therefore, that the proposition of this 
bill to drive all the banking capitalof the country 
into organization under this national banking sys- 
tem, and then to relieve it all from taxation, isa 
perfectly monstrous and outrageous proposition, 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I suppose 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House un- 
derstand this question, but I should not judge so 
from the arguments presented here. What are 
the facts? Why, that this capital is to be en- 
tirely composed of the bonds of the United States. 
Now, if we are to leave it at the option of the 
States to tax that capital, why we prevent the 
Government from getting any loan by the issuing 
of these bonds. It is not true that this capital is 
goingexempt from taxation in any other form than 
as indebtedness of the United States, It hasnever 
been conceded that the debt of the United States 
can be taxed by the several State governments. 

Now, in relation to the other part of the bil, 
which provides for the issuing of a circulation, 
thatis to be taxed by the national Government 
to the extent that Congress sees fit to impose a 
tax. Weare to tax the banks also on license; 
we are to tax them as a direct tax on their cireu- 
lation; and then, after all that, we are to tax them 
on their incomes. I submit that these banks are 
l-to be taxed, and taxed fully, and itis a fallacy 
| to argue bere that they are to go exempt. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE withdrew the amendment to 
the amendment. f 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. I renew the amendment 
to the amendment. I do it, sir, for the purpose 
| of entering my protest against this kind of legis- 
lation, that will enable a citizen of one of the 
| States to invest his entire capital in Government 
bonds, and in that way exonerate himself from 


saying his proportion of the State taxes. Iean- 
ying proy 


| not understand upon what principle of reason, 
morality, or justice, the Congress of the United 


States can exempt one particular species of prop- 
erty from taxation by the States, and leave all 
other classes of property subject to taxation, 

cannot understand why it is that when my neigh~ 
bor invests his money in the stocks of the General 
Government, and deposits them, under the pro- 
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visions of this bill, in a bank, as the capital upon | 


which he shall bank, he shall be exempt, by an 
act of Congress, from paying his proportion of 
“the State taxes upon that capital, while my other 
“neighbor is taxed upon every species of personal 
pre erty that-he possesses. The position cannot 

e defended on principles of reason or justice. It 
is but another efforg to enable individuals who 
are possessed of great wealth;and who invest it 
in this species of property, to exempt themselves 
from State taxation, while those who are not so 
fortunate as to be able to deal in stocks, deposit 
them in banks, and draw their dividends.on them, 
must pay more than their just share of taxation. 
I believe that every dollar’s worth of property, 
whether it be in mules, horses, cattle, or any 
other species of property, should be alike subject 
to taxation. It should be subject, not only to 
taxation by the General Government, if it resorts 
to that mode of raising revenue, but also to State 
and municipal taxation. 

This proposition creates an odious distinction 
between those who invest their money in these 
bank stocks, and those who, having but small 
means, invest it in other species of property. I 


know in my own neighborhood men who, for the © 


mere purpose of exempting their property from 
taxation, are investing it in bonds of the Govern- 
ment. This bill holds out inducements to others 
to invest their means in bank stock so that they 
may avoid their portion of the State taxation 
which should justly fall on every individual in 
the State according to the value of his personal 
property. Iknow no reason why the amendment 
should prevail. > 

Mr. GRINNELL. I supposed, Mr. Chair- 
man, it was a settled fact, and that the position 
would not be further controverted, that we were 
to make the attempt by this bill to save to the 
country thirty or forty or fifty millions a year. 

. The gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. Exprivcr} 
intimated that wè should be called to account, in 
our respective districts, for permitting the banks 
to go untaxed. Why, sir, every State has a 
common interestin the national currency. Ifyou 
leave it to the States to tax these banks as they 

lease, you may find some of the States taxing the 

anks out of existence. The men who. are op- 
posed entirely to this bill, and who are voting 
against it on this floor, claim, I believe, that they 
control the State of New Jersey; and that State 
would certainly tax out of existence any banks 
that might be established there under. this bill. 
If they gained power in other States the same 
result would follow. It could not be otherwise. 
The enmity and opposition manifested on this 
floor to the cause of the nation would lead them 
to depreciate and endeavor to destroy the credit 
and currency of the country. 

I know that there would seem to be something 
unfair in exempting from taxation the property 
invested in United States stocks. ` But 1 would 
call to the notice of gentlemen the fact that if we 
have not all money.to invest in these stocks we 
have all an interest in the currency and credit of 
the country, and we wish to save an annual in- 
terest of thirty or forty millions to the Govern- 
ment. I think that that isa full answer to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. I am prepared to 
stand before the people on that ground, 

Although it may appear that a few rich men 
will not be taxed so heavily as they would other- 
wise be, still it must be remembered that they in- 
yest their all; that they come forward and put 
their shoulders to the wheel, expressing confi- 
dence in the Government and in the payment of 
the national debt. : 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN withdrew his amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend the amendment by striking out the last 
two words. I do soin order to express my views 
in regard to this section as it now stands. It will 
be observed by every member of the Fouse that 
thé tax proposed is simply on the circulation. 
Now, it scems to me that with the debt resting 
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on this country that we have-to-day, we cannot 
exempt United States stocks from taxation. I 
know- that the ground has-been taken. that wwe 
ought to do so in order to encourage people to in- 
vest in:them. -Butas it appears that the greater 
portion of the investments of the country ate to 
be in these stocks, the freeing of all these stocks 
from taxation will increase that on.all other spe- 
cies of property. 

But the principal point to which I wish to direct 
the attention of the House isthat this section pro- 
poses to place atax upon circulation. 
of that clause will be to’ put upon the country 
banks, who furnish most.of the circulation, and 


who depend upon their circulation, the burden of | 


paying nearly all the taxes which you propose to 
impose, while your city banks, that have their 
millions of capital, and yet who have no interest 
in putting into circulation their own notes, will 
go free trom taxation. Yes, sir, under this bill 
the country banks, who furnish the community 
with bank currency, will be compelled to pay 
nearly all the taxes that are imposed by this bill, 
while the city banks, which have no circulation, 
but whose business is far more profitable than 
that of the country banks, will go almost en- 
tirely free of taxation. l believe that all bank 
capital should be taxed; then banks located in the 
city and banks located in the country, whatever 
may be their circulation, will be taxed alike, and 
no portion of-the capital so invested will escape 
taxation. i 

My friend from Vermont says that all the cap- 
ital of these banks is to be invested in United 
States bonds.. Now, sir, if | understand the law 
it requires that thirty per cent. of the capital of 
these banks shall be invested in United States 
bonds. Theargument ofthe gentleman therefore 
can have only a partial application. 

But, sir, I am opposed to giving to the States 
permission to tax the capital of those banks at 
all, because the inevitable effect will be to bring d 
the State jurisdiction into conflict with the juris- 
diction of the General Government upon that sub- 
ject. The proposition, as I understand it, is to 
make this a great national system, to make it re- 
sponsible to the national Government, to make it 
subject to any burdens and restrictions the na- 
tional Government may see fit to place upon it; 
and to carry out that object it will not do to place 
it in the power of the States, otherwise you place 
itin the power of any State which may be op- 
posed to the system to cripple and destroy its 
For instance, tf a majority of the Legislature in 
the State of New. York, or of any other State, 
were invested with the power of taxing these na- 
tional banks within its limits, they might so ex- 
ercise the power as to destroy these banks within 
that State. I believe, therefore, that the power 
of taxation in respeet to these banks should be 
confined to the General. Government. But £ be- 
lieve also that the true policy is for the General 
Government to tax them in such a manner as 
shall distribute the burdens you impose upon 
them in proportion to their capital, You cannot 
satisfy the community, you cannot satisfy the 
people at large in any other way. You do not 
reach the object at all in taxing merely the ċircu- 
lation, There isno reason why it should be taxed 
any more than there is why deposits should be 
taxed. But if you place your tax upon the cap- 
ital itself, then all the banks, whether in the city 
or in the country, will be placed upon an equality. 

Mr. STEVENS. It seems to me gentlemen 
have not properly reflected upon this proposition. 
I do not suppose there is any member of this 
House who is for violating our pledges made to 
the nation. Now, sir, these banks are to have no || 
circulation except what is based upon the bonds 
of the United States, and not quite to the amount 
of these bonds, but within ten per cent. of it, 

When these loans were taken and when these 
bonds were issued it was under the plighted faith 
of the nation that they should not be touched. | 


The effect || 


Sach a provision is in every one of these loan 
bills upon which any of the bonds have been is- 


sued; and. will gentlemen now. vote ‘that theca 
italists who have invested their money, apon tl 
faith of the nation, upon the laws that pow stang 
upon. the statute-books, shall not-have that faith 
kept to them? How can gentlemen, with, cons 
sciences.in-them. undertake to say:that they.may 
be taxed, when they.avere issued upon the pledga | 
that they should not be taxed, upon the pledge ~ 
that they should be free from taxation by State. 
or. municipal authorities? The General Govern- 
ment has reserved the.right to tax them itself.for 
national purposes. Butthey cannot, be taxed h 
State authorities unless gentlemen, are: willing to 
disregard the pledges solemnly given by the, Gay- 
ernment, he ` ya cee ES 

Bat, sir, I deny, that the banks.chartered. by the - 
Government can be taxed bya State. Ifthey can 
let them try it by leaving out this provision, It 
has been decided already that banks granted b 
the Government cannot be taxed) the States,’ 
appeal to the State of Maryland and to the State 
of Kentucky. 7 : 

A Mempen.. And the State of Ohio. 

Mr. STEVENS. And the State of Ohio too. 
What will be the result of the doctrine for which 
gentlemen now contend? Any State may. tax out 
of existence at its pleasure any one of the banks 
established by this Governmentif it were in their 


power. Did my colleague understand that when 
he made his motion? Lam sure it was heedlessly 
done. 


ae a 

Is this the faith we are to keep with the mon- 
eyed men of the country? When we wanted 
money to carry on the war we borrowed money 
and pledged our faith to them... When we have 
obtained $500,000,000 and want $500,000,000 
more, shall we violate our faith? L admire the 
courage thatcan make a proposition of this kind. 
I hope. that it will not prevail. i 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HOTCHKISS, 
ing the following: a oa : a 

Provided, That nothing herein shall exempt any associa. 
tion organized under this act from the sameState and munis 
cipal taxation imposed upon other corporations in the States 
wheré such associations are located. i 

Mr. Chairman, there is no existing Jaw. that 
exempts the banking business in any State from 
taxation. Ido not regard it as an answer to my 
proposition that these banks are founded upon 
nati¢nal bonds whichare themselves exempt from 
taxation. “There is no contract existing between 
the Government. and.the individuals who . hold 
these bonds, in case they invest them in the 
banking business, that that business shall also 
be exempt from taxation. 

1 offer this amendment, Mr. Chairman, that I 
may have an opportunity to place myself upon 
the record on the subject of taxation. . The sec- 
tion as it now stands Ì regard as unjust. It isune 
necessary as well as unjust, and if adopted will 
render the law odious to the.people. The State 
banks now pay in all of the Sigs; in most of the 
large towns, at least one fourth of the State and 
county, the corporation and school tax. The 
proposition is that the capital invested in the bank« 
ing basiness shall be exempted from taxation, and 
that these burdens shall be imposed upon labor. 
Should that system be adopted in the country. 
there would be an outcry on the part of the people 
and they would defeat the party that established it. 

The friends of the Administration, who are en- 
deavoring to give it credit and character by such 
a measure, are making a mistake. I know how 
sensitive the people are upon the subject of tax- 
ation. I know that they will not make the dis- 
tinction we make here, that these banks should 
be exempted from taxation because their capital is 
in the bonds of the United States. Itis an argu- 
ment that they will not understand. They will 
sty that, whereas heretofore the banks paid their 
fair share of taxation, thesé banks are now ex- 
empted;.that the effect will be that the rich will 
be exempted and the poor will have to bear these 
additional burdens. / wey 

Itis unnecessary. The idea of exémpting these 


I move toamend by add- 
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. bonds from tagation was to give them credit and 
currency with the people. If itistaken into view 
that when this war is over State indebtedness 
and individual indebteduess by bond and mort- 
gage will: be wiped out in the country and there 
will be no. other opportunity to make investment 
by capitalists except in the bonds of the Govern- 
‘ment, 1 take it that the’ friends of this measure 
will seethat it is unnecessary to exempt not only 
these bonds'but also the banking business from 
taxation. ‘There will be no other creditor but the 
Government. - 

. “Mr. WILSON, Can Congress delegate any 
art of its power to tax to a State or to the States? 
“he: power, in my opinion, to levy a tax upon 

these banks created by Congress under its power 
tò regulate commerce is one which must be exer- 
cised by Congress alone; and it cannot be dele- 
gated by Congress to the several States. I should 


like to ask the gentleman whether he thinks it | 


ean be, 


. 


Mr. HOTCHKISS. I wiil say that if you will i 


incorporate the word “ national” before the word 
“taxes,” as has been proposed, 1 will waive my 
amendment, and allow that question to be fairly 
tested. l tell gepemen thatthe objection which 
has been raiséd, that the States will tax these 
banks out of existence, is provided against in my 
amendment, which proposes that they shall im- 


ose no other taxes upon them than suchas they | 
f yi 


impose upon citizens and other corporations. 

Mr. BROOMALL.  [ observe that by the six- 
teenth section these banks are required to deposit 
an amount in Government bonds not less than 
one third of the capital stock put Mm; and E ob- 
serve they cannot take onta circulation up fo that 
amount by about one tenth, They therefore can- 
not be taxed under this section which we ade how 
construing for more than one third of their cap- 
ital, and not quite that much. fask the friends 
of the bill whether they propose to let the remain- 
ing two thirds of the capital stock of these banks, 
which is not invested ia United States stocks, en- 
tircly escape taxation? 

Mr. KASSON. Wieanswer to the gentleman I 
would say that if gentlemen who have not studied 
the bill, and do not know the intention of the 

4 framers of it, would be good enough to ascertain 
“the facts it would save the friends of the bill a 
good deal of trouble, This is not a tax bill at 
all. Not an item of taxation is proposed by the 
biH, The committee are preparing a bill which 
will tax the banks in various forms sufficiently 
heavy to satisfy the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. BROOMALL. Then there should be striek- 
en out of this section the Jast clause, which says 
that such tuxes shall be in lieu ofall other taxes 
upon such associations. If the committee ‘have 
such a taxation billthey ought not at lcast to pre- 
clude themselves from bringing it in by passing 
this law; for at least one or the other of these 
laws will be inoperative. 

This is a taxation section. It proposes to bean 
exclusive taxation section, and it proposes to tax 
éss than one third of the capital. Lam very glad 
to be informed that it is the intention of the com- 
mittee to propose a tax upon the remaining two 
thirds, and if they do intend it, {ask them to suf- 
fer that last clause to be stricken out. But T will 
say that before this billcan get my vote | wantto 
see the remaining two thirds of the stocle of the 
bank in process of being taxed. 

Mr. WINFIELD called for tellers upôn the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Winsen and 
Mr. Tracy were appointed. ; 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
mayes 42, noes 54, 

So the amendment was not agreed to, 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. T move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
by strikirig out the last two words. 

Mr, STEVENS. I desire to move that the 
committee rise for the purpose of Closing debate. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I cannot yield to that 
motion, 7 

I desire to say in relation fo this question that 
į shali not undertake to controvert the legal posi- 
tion the gentleman from Pennsylvania has as- 
sumed in reference to what the courts have decided 
as to the power of the States to tax national bank 
stock, for the reason that the bills establishing na- 
fional banks heretofore have eontained a provis- 


ion Similar to the one contained in this original 
bill. What we propose.to do is to insertinto this 
bill a provision which shall authorize the States 
to tax these banks. 
| courts upon that question was not made in refer- 
ence to the right of a State to tax any capital or 
species of property in that State, but only in refer- 
ence to the power of a State thus to impose a tax 
under the bill establishing the national bank. 

The point I make is this, that it is unjust to the 
tax-payers of a State, those upon whom the bur- 

dens of taxation will fall, to enable particular cit- 
izens of a State to exempt themselves from taxa- 
tion upon their capital by investing it in national 
securities and depositing it in-these national banks. 
It tends to build up a moneyed oligarchy wherever 
you have a national bank established, by enabling 
capitalists to invest their money in this class of 
securities, and then, by depositing them in one 
of these banks, to relieve themselves from their 
|| fair proportion of State taxation according to the 
wealth and property they use and enjoy. 

Sir, in imposing burdens for the support of the 
i national Government and for the purpose of sus- 
| taining the national credit, we ought not-to do it 
í for the advantage of a favored few and agthe ex- 
|| pense of those who are*not thus able tO invest 
i! their means, 

But it is said that we ought to encourage those 
who purchase the debt of the Government in these 
securities by exempting them from State taxation. 
| Sir, there ave other things besides Government 
bonds upon which the Government is dependent 
for its success and the maintenance of its credit. 
Why should we exempt one species of property 
necessury for those purposes and notanother? In 
order to sustain the credit of the Government, and 
maintain its integrity, you have to eall into the 
| military organization the horses and mules of the 
farmers of the country, You cannotsupport the 
Army without them, You have to feed your 
Army, and you cannot support it without calling 
on the farmers of the country for their beef and 
pork, and flour and corn, All these are essen- 
tial to the maintenance of the national integrity, 
If you have a right to exempt from taxation by a 
State one species of property, you have a right to 
exempt that other species of property which the 
L farmers of the West contribute to the aid of the 
Government, “That for which the Government 
is compelled to draw upon the farmers of the 
West is justas essential for its supportas the stock 

rurchased by the capitalist and deposited as the 
[isi of banking. 

L appeal to gentlemen of the House not to adopt 
this provision. I concur in what was said by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Tracy, | that 
the people of the country will inquire why it is 
that those who see fit to invest their money in 
Government stocks are to be exempt, not only 
from national taxation, but from State taxation 
also. {ask if itis wise or politic to array the 
great agricultural interests of the country, and 
those who are engaged in other branches of busi- 
ness, against the money power of the country by 
making this discrimination in favor of the latter? 

Sir, it is mostunjust, and J again enter my pro- 
test against it, I warn members of the House 
that itis a question into which the people of the 
country will inquire. ft is not just that those who 
! have wealth and see-fit thus to invest it should be 
exempt from taxation, while those who have not 
wealth, and thus are not able to go into the bank- 
ing business are made to bear the brunt of the 
burden of taxation, and are thus made the hewers 
of wood and drawers of water to the capitalists 
on Wail street, and those who speculate upon the 
misery and the sweat and toil of the people of this 
country. 1 withdraw the amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. KASSON. I rise for the purpose of mov- 
ing an amendinent, on behalf of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, to Which attention was 
called by the remarks of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Broomaut.] 
| “The CHAIRMAN: Thereis already anamend- 

ment pending. 
Mr. KASSON, 
| fect the original section at this stage. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no motion to 
strike out pending. ‘Phe amendment pending is 
to perfect the original text. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the committee 


= 


Now, the decision of the | 


_L believe it is in order to per- | 


rise for the purpose of closing debate upon this 
section. 

Mr. TRACY. I desire to say a word in reply 
to my colleague, and I hope the committee will 
not rise. . mt 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is not debat- 
able. * f : 

The question was taken, and the mouon.was 
agreed to. : 

So the committee rose; and the Spéaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Rorims, of New Hamp- 
shire, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had theUnion generally under consideration,and 
particularly House bill No333, to provide a na- 
tional currency secured-by' a pledge. of United 
Siates stocks, and to provide for the circulation 
and redemption thereof, and had come to np con- 
clusion thereon. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move thatall debatein the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the pending section of the bill under consider- 
ation close in one minute after the committee shall 
resume the consideration of the same. 

Mr. ANCONA, (at twenty minutes after four 
o’clock,p.m.) I move that the Tlouse do now 
adjourn. 

‘The question was put; and there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes 40, noes 51. cad 

The SPEAKER voted in the negative to make 
a quorum, and the motion was disagreed to. 

"he question recurred on Mr, Srevens’s mo- 
tion to close debate; and being put, it was agreed 
to—ayes 51, noes 41. ` 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 


| Eouse resolved itself into the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. ROLLINS, 
of New Hampshire, in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration, as a special. order, of the bill 
(H. R. No. 333) to provide a national currency 
sceured bya pledge of United States stocks, and to 
provide for the circulation and redemption thereof, 
all debate on the pending section (Noz 41) being 
closed by order of the Fouse in one minute. 

Mr. TRACY. I desire to say to my distin- 
guished colleague [Mr. Srevens] that I apprehend 
he has mistaken altogethertheobjectofmy amend- 
ment. itwas not for the purpose of taxing these 
bonds thatthis amendment was introduced. , [twas 
for the purpose of taxing the dividends on these 
banks, and I think Congress will do that. My 
colleague says that it has been decided on several 
occasions that that cannot be done. I think no 
such decision could be made under this bill. 

Mr.STEVENS. Thegentleman willallow me 
to correct him. J said it had been decided that 
Statescould not tax national banks, 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in 
order. 

‘The question was taken on Mr, Tracy’samend- 
ment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. KASSON. In order to perfect the section, 
I move to amend by striking out the words “such 
tax or duty,” and inserting ‘the taxes or duties 
imposed by Congress from time to time;’? so that 
it will read: ` 


“And the taxes or duties imposed by Congress from time 


to time shall be in licu of ali other taxes on such associa- 
tion. 


1 wish to say a single word - 
The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order, 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the forty-second section. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move thatthe committee do 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Rorrins, of New Hamp- 
shire, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according toorder, 
had the Union under consideration, and particu- 
larly the bill (H4. R. No. 333) to provide a na- 
tional currency secured by a pledge of United 
States stocks, and to provide for the circulation 
and redemption thereof, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MALLORY, (at 
four o’clock and thirty minutes, p: m.,) the House 
adjourned, i 


The House metat twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. = ` 
The Journal of yesterday was red and approved. 

. OVERLAND MAIL. : 

Mr. ALLEY. 1 desire to ask the House to per- 
mit Senate bill No. 194 to be taken from the Speak- 
er’s table and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, : 

There being no objection, the act (S. No. 194) to 
authorize the Postmaster General to contract with 
the Overland Mail Company for carrrying the 
{nail was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. i 


TERRITORY OF MONTANA, 


Mr. BEAMAN., Irise toa privileged question. 
L call up the motion made by. the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr, Pexpreron] to'reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments to House bill No. 
15, organizing a government for the Territory of 
Montana, were disagreed to. 

Mr, PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, my object 
in making the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate amendments were disagreed to 
was simply that I might call the attention’of the 
House for one moment to the character of those 
amendments, and that I might give the House an 
opportunity—if it were so disposed—to adhere to 
the provisions of the Louse billimmediately, and 
to show its disposition to refuse to entertain the 
proposition sent to it by the Senate. The House 
will recollect—and I state this by way of reason 
for having made this motion—that this bill was 
taken up by unanimous consent the day before 
yesterday, and the amendments of the Sénate non- 
concurred in, without being read, I believe, cer- 
tainly without the attention of the House being 
pardcularly drawn to the subject. 
pared to say certainly that the amendments were 
not read to the Fouse; they may have been. I 
am prepared to say that they did not arrest the 
attention of any gentleman who did not know 
what Uiey were from having followed the course 
‘of procecdings inthe other end of the Capitol. 

The prevision of the particular amendment to 
which I refer is intended, and I think it will be so 
admitted by all its friends, to give to negroes the 
right to vote at the first election in the Territory 
-of Montana, The amendment differs in its pro- 
visions from any bill organizing a Territory of 
the United States which has ever been passed 
by either House of Congress. It strikes out the 
words ‘*free white inhabitants,” and substitutes 
for them the words male citizens of the United 
States.” JfI may be permitted to allude to what 
has since been made public, the debates in the 
other ELouse, although attention was called to the 
fact that under the decision of the Supreme Court 
no man of the African race can be a citizen of the 
United States, yet the amendment was expressly 


intended to overrule that decision and to provide || 


that all persons, of whatever éclor, whioare other- 


wise qualified, shall have the right to vote in that | 


Territory. T only desire to state this proposi- 
tion to the House. 


the amendments sent to it by the Senate. I only 
desire them to understand that now, for the first 
time in the history of the Government, one of the 
branches of Congress has endeavored to estab- 
lish negro political equality. If they do so they 


can vote understandingly upon this proposition, | 


There have been passed, since this war com- 


menced, since Congress convened on the 4th of | 
July, 1861—1 say there have been acts passed since | 


then for the organization of, I think, five Territo- 
rics. In four of these, for Idaho, Nevada, Da- 


case of New Mexico, in prescribing the qualifi- 
cation of voters at the first election, the terms were 
used which the chairman of the Committee on 
Territories in this House adopted in preparing 
the bill for the organization of Montana. All 
those bills preseribed that the free white male in- 
habitants of the United States, who have been res- 


idents of the Territory for thirty days preceding | 


the election, shall be qualified electors atthe first 
election in organizing the Territory. And in the 


case of Colorado; the only exception to that rule | 


* 


I am not pre- | 


ĮI only desire that the House | 
shall be thoroughly informed of the character of | 


|; ate, as follows: 
kota, and Arizona, following the precedent in the |} 


States resident for thirty- days within the Terri- 
tory should be qualified clectors. These amend- 
ments sentto us by the Senate, ignoring-these pre- 
cedents, ignoring the precedents set by the party 
now in powerin organizing these Territories dur- 
ing the last Congress, provide not that the free 
white male citizens, not thatthe free white male 
inhabitants, but that all ofthe citizens of: the 
United States, be their color;what.it may, shall 
be authorized voters at the first election. = + 

We are making rapid strides, Mr. ‘Speaker. 
We are advancing rapidly beyond the positions 
laid down by the Republican party when they 
first came into power three years ago. I desire 
to call the attention of the House to it that they 
may vote understandingly upon this amendment, 
and determine now whether they are prepared to 
countenance—I'do not mean to say to agree to, 
Ido not mean to say consent to—but to coun- 
tenance a course of legislation which will lead ih- 
evitably, in the organization of the Territories, and 
after the organization of the ‘Territories in the 
carrying on of their governments, to the position 
that negroes shall have the same right of voting 
as white men. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me make an inquiry. 
The gentleman moves to reconsider the vote by 
which the House disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate, and asked for a committee of confer- 
ence. Now, after the motion to reconsider is 
agreed to, does he propose to strike this out, or 
to adhere to the bill as it went from the House? 

Mr. PENDLETON. If the House agrees to 
the motion to reconsider, | propose to move that 
the House shall adhere toits own bill. Lam aware 
thereare other privileged motions which willtake 
precedence, but the House, having the whole ques- 
tion before it, can determine whether it will adhere 
to its billand refuse to appointa committee of con- 


ference on this point,and thus show an disposi- | 


tion to entertain this proposition; whether it will 
put its foot upon this whole proposition, and de- 
clare that it will under no circumstances agree to 
the Senate amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House has already 
disagreed to the amendments of the Senate, and 
appointed u free conference on the disagreeing 
votes between the two Houses. That has been 
done. Now, if the question comes before the 
House again under the motion to reconsider, is 
there any other modg in which the House can ex- 
press itself further than it has done in disagreeing 
to the Senate amendments than by instructing the 
committee not to yield its disagreement. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I think that the more 
expeditious way will be to adhere at once with- 
out making any concessions on the subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That js a disagreement to 
the Senate amendments. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 
which permits no concession to be made on that 
point, It is an expression of opinion Which 


shows that there is no disposition on the part of | 


the House to recede. Ft does not place it in.the 
hands of a conference committee to control the 
action of the Ponse. ‘That is what I want to 
accomplish. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I wouldask the 
gentleman from Ohio whether the amendments of 
the Senate do not not only allow negroes the right 
of voting, but exclude persons of foreign birth 
who are inhabitants of the Territory from the 
right which the House bill gives them ? 

Mr. SPALDING. I would ask my colleague 
to let the obnoxious amendment of the Senate be 
read. I want to know what it is. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. 

The Clerk read the first amendment of the Sen- 


Strike out the wards “© white male inhabitants,” on page 


i] 6,in lines ten and eleven, and insert in lieu thereof, “every 


male citizen of the United States and those who have de- 
ciared their intention to become such.” 


Mr. HOLMAN, My only object is to havea 
distinct understanding as to what is to be the ef- 
fect of this vote. Dol understand the gentleman 
from Ohio to assume the position that if the House 
adheres to its own bill the proper policy then will 
be torefuse toappoint acommittee of conference? 

Mr. PENDLETON. if the House adheres it 
will be the proper course for the House to refuse 


It is a disagreement | 


tory to vote. - 


| for this reconsideration. 


| f ie ; 
| these negrocs are citizens if not here. 


eevee 


to-appoint a committee: of conference, an 
the bill -will go back to the Senate, and'te t 
ate will be-put the alternative whether i 
the bill fail or agree to the. proposition-éf thé: 
House. That isthe point to which I wish to 
bring the House. l desire to have the House 
now determine by its vote whether it ia-prepared: 
to stand immovably upon: the proposition that 
will not sanction politicabequality ‘on: th 
negroes, or enter’on a‘course of legislation WHICH 
indicates: a disposition finally to ‘yield upon th 
question, => ae : : Pe 
Mr, BROOMALE: I desire to askthe gentle- 
man from Ohio if he believes a hegro to bea citig 
zen of the United States? T seë thatthe bial 
lows only ‘citizens of the United States? tg vote} 
Mr. PENDLETON. Ifl had the determina- 
tion of the question who should vote under this 
bill as it comes to us fromm the Senate, J would 
have very little difficulty in determining that ne- 
grocs could not vote. But, sir, it does not rest 
on my judgment; it will not depend on my opin 
ion on that question; and J desire to express itso 


dihen 
Sen 


$ clearly “that no mait who' entertains a different 


opinion on the subject from myself shall havedt 
in his power to allow the negroes of that’ Perri 


Mr. BROOMALL. Will the 
me to ask him another question? ; 
Mr. PENDLETON. Yes, sir. - å i 

Mr. BROOMALL. I would ask the gentleman 
whether or not it has been jtdicially determined 
by the Supreme Court of the United States that a 
negro is nota citizen of the United States? 

Mr. PENDLETON. I belicve that it has been 
so determined, and I would like to ask. the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania whether he and hia 
party are prepared to bow to that decision and 
carry it out? If they are, and he can say go au- 
thoritatively, perhaps there will be no necessity 


gentleman allow 


Mr. BROOMALL. Ihave noright to answer 
for my party. I would probably agree to the dë- 
cision if the gentleman could point out tome where 
Are they 
still citizens in Africa? {Laughter.] But T would 
like to ask the gentleman whether or not it hag 
been decided by the Supreme Courtof the United 
States to his entire satisfaction that a negro is not 
a citizen of the United States, and whether the 
gentleman is not content to let that decision alone? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iwill ask the gentleman 
whether he thinks that it has been so decided? 

Mr. BROOMALL. I have so read. l 

Mr. PENDLETON. Are you content with 
that decision? : 

Mr. BROOMALL. I will answer that ques- 
tion when the gentleman answers mine. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Then I will answer the 
gentleman’s question. I think ithas been so de- 
cided, and Fam content with that decision; but 
the present Attorney General of the United States 
has advised the political departments of the Gova 
erument that that decision was wrong, and has 
adyised them-to act on his opinion, and not on 
that decision. 

Mr. BROOMALL. If thegentleman is satis- 
fied with that decision, I hope he will vote with 
me on this question. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Now, lask the gentle- 
man if he is satisfied with the decision of the Su- 
preme Court on that point? ` 

Mr. BROOMALL. When it is referred to me 
to review, if E can ascertain where these persons 
are citizens, if not here, I may affirm it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. fam perfectly. satisfied 
with the answerthat the gentleman gives. Tt was 
for him to decide whether or not he would answer 
candidly and explicitly the question which he said 
he would answer. . 

I have but a word more to say on this subject. 
The purpose I hadin view bas been accomplished. 


| It was to draw the attention of the House to the 


character of the amendment, It was to say te 
the House that this was the firstinstance in which 
such a provision has been attempted to be dn, 
grafted on a territorial bill, It was to call on the - 
House to-determine now whether it will utterly 
repudiate the idea of negro political equality im 
the Territories, or whether it will give countenance 
to the possibility of its conceding that point. J 
want the gentlemen who are to-day.in power in 
this House to tell us promptly by their action 
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on this bill, by their vote on this test question, 
whether they are prepared to stand where-they 
have professed to stand heretofore—on-the posi- 
tion that.they. were opposed to the enslavement 
cof the negro race, but were unalterably, opposed 
to give to it political or social equality. . 

_ Mr. BEAMAN.. Mr. Speaker, I shall not fol- 
low the gentleroan in his.argument.on this motion, 
because it, occurs’to. me that. the position heas- 
gumes is rather-an argument against the action of 
‘the Senate.than against the action of this House. 
I do not propose, at the present time, to discuss 
the question whether it is expedient to. give the 
glective franchise to. the colored race. E wish, 
however; that, the. House; may. understand pre- 
cisely what the question is, The Committee on 
Territories reported abill to this House to organ- 
ize the: Territory of Montana, That bill provided 
that all white male inhabitants should. be elect- 
ora there... The bill wags passed by this House 
and sent to. the Senate. There it was amended 

by striking out the words * white male inhabits 

ants, and substituting the words ‘all citizens of 
the United States.’’ Lt is insisted by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] that the effect 
of that amendment is to allaw colored men to 
vote. I shall not stop to inquire whether that be 
the effect or not. Nor,as Í before said, shall Iin- 
quire whether such legislation is expedient or not. 

Tt is enough for me to’say that the action of this 
House has precluded any supposition that negroes 
are to be allowed tqvote, because instead of adopt- 
ing the amendment of the Senate this House has 

non-concurred in it. 

n Now, howdo we stand here? We have passed a 

bill excluding cologed men from voting. That bill 

goes to the Senate andisamended. {tcomes back 
here, and we non-concur in the amendments; so 
that, as the matter now stands, this House has 
refused to consent to colored men voting. It 
seems to me that the argument of the gentleman 
is opposed to the position he assumes here. He 
says he is opposed to colored men voting. ‘This 

House says it is opposed to colored men voting. 

Tt has passed no bill and has adopted no amend- 

ment to allow colored men to vote, On the con- 

trary, it has refused to adopt that amendment. 

The gentleman stands up here, for what purpose? 

To argue against the action of the House? No, 

sir; but to argue against the action of the Senate. 

Tam ata loss to say what sort of consistency 

there is in the argument which he has assumed 
here. Has the non-coneurrence in the amend- 
ments, and the, appointment. of a committee of 
conference, the effect of allowing colored citizens 
to vote? Notatall, So faras the matter stands 
now, itisdirectly opposed to that. Itis not for me 
to say whataction the committee of conference will 
take. I bave no means of knowing what course it 
will assume on this question, Batt know thatthe 

Flouse hay said that it would net coneur in the 
Senateamendments, and has asked a committee of 
conference for the purpose of determining what 

shall be done in the premises. I therefore move 

to laytbe motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from: Michigan a question, if he will withdraw 
his motion to allo® me to do so, 

Mr. BEAMAN. Certainly, sir. 
the motion for that purpose. 

„Mr. COX. Who in the Territories would de- 

cide upon the qualification of these clectors ? 

Mr. BEAMAN. I donot understand the gen- 
tleman, 

Mr. COX. Suppose there is an ambiguity in 
this bill. Suppose we cannot tell here under our 
legislation who will be the electors, I ask the gen- 
tleman’s opinion, what is the tribunal and who 
are the persons who are to decide as to who shall 
be the electors ? 

Mr. BEAMAN. The judicial tribunals. 

Mr. COX. he judiciary of the Territory? 

Mr. BEAMAN. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER, The House disagreed to the 
three amendments of the Senate and asked for a 
committee of conference. Yesterday the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Prenpeton] moved to re- 

consider the vote by which the House disagreed 
to the Senate amendments and asked for a com- 
mittee ofconference. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Beaman] has moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 


Í withdraw 


. The yeas-and nays were ordered. - > 
© Thè: question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmaative—yeas 63, nays 49; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
ley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Francis P. 
Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, 
Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T: Davis, Dixon, Don- 
nelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, Gooch, Grin- 
‘nell, Hale, Higby, Hooper, Asahel. W. Hubbard, Jenckes, 
Julian, Orlando. Kellogg; Loan, Longyear, McBride, Me- 
Clarg, Moorhead, Morrill, Amos Myers, Norton, Charles 
O'Neill, Orth, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. 
Randall, Alexander IF Rice, Seofield, Shanon, Spalding, 
Stevens, Thayer, 'fraey, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Wil- 
liam B. Washburn, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
bridgé—63. % 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus ©. 
Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, James S. Brown, William G. 
Brown, Chanler, Clay, Cox, Dasson, Eden, Eldridge, Eng- 
lish, Finck, Grider, Griswold, Harding, Harrington, Ben- 
jamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Philip Johnson, Kalb-. 
fleisch; King; Knapp, Law, Lazear, Mallory, Marcy, Me- 
Kinney, Middieton; James R. Morris, Odell, Jolin ONeill, 
Pendleton, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson Rogers, James S. 
Rollins, Scott, John B. Steele, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, 
Whaley, Wheeler, Winfiéld, and Yeaman—49. , 

_ So the motion to reconsider was laid-on the 
table. : 

During the vote, 

Mr. THAYER stated that his colleague, Mr. 
L. Myers, was absent on account of illness in 
his family. , 7 

Mr. STILES stated that he was paired with 
‘Mr. Marvin; and that otherwise he would have 
voted in the negative. i 

Mr. HOLMAN stated that his colleague, Mr, 
McDoweLL, was paired with Mr. Melxor; and 
thatif present he would have voted in tHe negative. 

Mr. O’NEILL stated that Mr. MILLER, of 
Pennsylvania, was confined to his room by in- 
disposition. 

Mr. McKINNEY stated that his colleague, 
Mr. J. W. Wire, was detained from the House 
by illness. 


‘The vote was announced as above recorded. 
MILITARY ROAD. 
Mr. RANDALL, of Kentucky, by unanimous 


consent, submitted the joint resolutions of the 
State of Kentueky in relation to the construction 
of a military road; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed. 
BOUNTIES. 


Mr. YEAMAN, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill in relation to the payment of boun- 
ties in cases of persons who have enlisted and diced 
before being sworn into service; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PENITENTIARY FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported a hill. authorizing the construction.of a 
penitentiary, jail, and house of correction in and 
| for the District of Columbia; which was read a 
first and second time, ordered to be printed with 
the eecompanying report, and recommitted to the 
same committee. 


UNITED STATES JURIES. 


Mr. SPALDING, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agrecd to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be In- 
structed to inguire into the expediency of amending ex- 
isting Jaws in relation to juries in federal courts, so as to 
secure titir and impartial trials therein ; and said committee 
report by bill or otherwise. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. JULIAN. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that next Saturday be fixed for the 
consideration of business from the Committee on 
Public Lands. Thatcommittee has not been called 
for three months. a A: 

The SPEAKER. Saturday nextafter the morn- 
ing hour? 

Mr. JULIAN. Yes, sir. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

NEW POST ROUTE. 

Mr. BENNET, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: ` 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing a post route from Junction City; Kansas, to 
Denver City, Colorados i , 


CLERK FOR A SELECT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HIGBY.: bask unanimous consent to ins 
troduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That thre: select committee appointed under the 
resolution introdueed by Hon. F. P. Brain, March 23, 1864, 
to investigate, &¢., during their sittings have a clerk to 
take the testimony and keep the minutes of proceedings, 
the clerk to be paid four dollars per day for each day such 
committee shall be employed in taking testimony in said 
investigation. j 


Mr. STEVENS. I objects 
O RAILROAD TO NEW. YORK, 


“The SPEAKER. The business next in order 
is the consideration of House bill No. 307, to de- 
clare certain roads military roads and post, roads 
and to regulate commerce; on which the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Penpieron] is entitled to 
the floor. : 

Mr. PENDLETON being absent, the floor was 
assigned to Mr. Sweat. 

Mr. SWEAT addressed the House for an hour 
in opposition to the bill. [His speech will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix.) i 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE obtained the floor. 

The SPEAKER stated that the morning hour 
had ‘expired. ‘ ; 


NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. STEVENS moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, to 
take up the national currency bill, which is the 
special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. ROLLINS, 
of New Hampshire, in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration, as a special order, of the bill 
(H. R. No. 333) to provide a national currency 
secured by a pledge of United States stocks, and 
to provide for the circulation and redemption 
thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- 
mittee rose last evening the forty-third section of 
the bill was under consideration. 

The Clerk read the section, as follows: 


Sec. 43. And be it further enacted, ‘That ‘the Treasurer, 
on receiving from an association lawful money for the pay- 
ment and redemption of its outstanding notes, as provided 
for in the preceding section of this act, shall execute du- 
plicate receipts therefor, one to the association and the 
other tothe Comptroller of the Currency, stating the amount 


| received by him, and the purpose for which it has been re- 


ceived, Which amount shall be paid into the Treasury of 
the United States, and placed to the credit of such associ- 
ation upon redemption account. And it shall be the duty 
of the ‘Treasurer, whenever he shall redeem any of the 
notes of said association, to cause the same to be mutilated, 
and charged tothe redemption account of said association; 
and all notes so redeemed by the Treasurer shal), every 
three months, be certified to and burned in the manner 
prescribed for worn-out and mutilated notes in this act. © 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to strike out the words 
“for worn-outand mutilated notes,” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move tostrike out the words 
in the forty-fourth section ** shall be for the same 
sum as before,” and in lieu thereof to insert, 
t“ may be for the same amount, or as they were 
before the conversion;’’ so that it will read: 


And that it is authorized to commence the business of 
banking under it, the association shall have the sanie paw. 
ers and privileges, and shall be subject to the same duties, 
responsibilities, and rules, in all respects, except that the 
shares of stock may be for the same amount, or as they 
were before the conversion, as is prescribed in this act for 
other associations organized under it, and shall be held and 
regarded as an association under this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to add the following 
to the end of the section: 


And provided further, That any bank or banking asso- 
ciation now organized in pursuance of the laws of any 
State, under articles ofassociation which prohibit spocified 
changes therein, may be changed and converted into a nas 
tional banking association under the provisions of this act, 
without any such change in its articles of association as 
may be prohibited by the same, anything in this act to the 
contrary notwithstanding ; and its directors at the time of 
such change may continue in office, and their suocessors 
may from time to time be elected or appointed as provided 
by its articles of association. ; 


Mr.RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairs 
man, I desire to say a word or two in reference 
to that amendment, and in order that the House 
may have a thorough understanding of the whole 
matter I ask the Clerk to read the sixty-third sec- 


tion of the bill as a part of my remarks 
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The Clerk read, as follows 


Sec. 63. And be it further enacted, That the Bank of 
Commerce, in the city of New York, may, and authority 
is hereby granted to the said bank to, become a national 
association under this act; and in such case the articles 
of association, and the organization certificate required by 
this act, may be executed by a majority of the directors of 
said bank, And a majority of the directors, after executing 
said articles of association, and organization certificate, 
shall have power to execute all other papers and do what- 
ever may be required to make its organization perféct and 
complete as a national association; and the directors afore- 
said may be the directors of the association until others are 
elected or appointed, in accordance with the provisions of 
its present articles of association asa State bank; and the 
personal liability of the sharcholders for any contract, debt, 
or engagement of the association shall be the same as under 
its present articles of association as a State bank.. And 
when the Comptroller shall give to such association a cer- 
tificate, under his hand and official seal, that the provisions 
of wus act have been complied with, and that it is author- 
ized t 
said association shalt have the same powers and privileges, 
‘and shall be subject to the same duties, responsibilities, 
and rules, in all respects, except as aforesaid, as is pre- 
scribed in this act fur otber associations organized under 
it, and shall be held and regarded as an association undcr 
this act. ` ) 


Mr. RANDALL,of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, any. one who will carefully examine the 
section which has just been read by the Clerk, 
and the amendment moved by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hooper,] cannot fail to see 
that the latter is for the purpose of accomplishing 
all that was designed by the former. lt cannot 
be successfully denied. that’ this amendment, if 
adopted, will bring the Bank of Commerce of the 
city of New York under the provisions of this 
bill. What is accomplished by the sixty-third 
section, can in like manner be ‘accomplished by 
the amendment; and the conclusion is inevitable 
that the pending proposition was the result of the 


Committee of Ways and Means becoming satis- ° 


fied of the hostility in the House to this special 


and pet legislation. Now, sir, for the purpose of || 


showing what is the precise effect of this amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Hoorrr,] it will be necessary for me to refer to 
the powers and privileges of that corporation, the 
Bank of Commerce of the city of New York, and 
like corporations. I have only five minutes, and 
I will be compelled to be as brief as possible, 
with regard, however, to a clear understanding 
of the subject. In the first place,:the continuance 
of the bank is provided for until 1889. Then the 
directors hold office during good behavior, or until 
they cease to. hold one hundred shares of stock. 
You will observe that that makes it a close cor- 
poration. Itis provided, further, that the direct- 
ors shall continue in office and reélect themselves, 

What next? Why, sir, power is given to es- 
tablish the banking business in the city of New 
York or elsewhere. J call the attention of mem- 
bers particularly to that provision, It gives them 
aroving commission to establish themselves any- 
where as a banking association, That will be 
found in the third article, sixth section, of the 
charter of that bank, 

Then, sir, it is further declared that the stock- 
holders shall not interfere with.the directors. 

{Here the hammer fell.] Si 

Mr. GRINNELL. 1 move that the gentleman 
have leave to proceed. [Cries of “ Agreed !"] 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out the last 
iwo words. The stockholders and directors are 
exempt from all individual liability for any con- 
tract or debt or. 

Mr. STEVENS. I rise to a point of order. 
We must some time get through with this bill; 
and when gentlemen move to strike out the last 
word of a section or amendment, I shall insist 
upon their speaking to the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I am nearly 
through. 

Mr. STEVENS. [raise the point upon my 
colleague, because I mean to take thesame course 
with every gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I was say- 
ing that the stoekholders and directors are ex- 
empt from all individual liability for 

Mr. STEVENS. I call the gentleman to order, 
because he is not speaking to his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not 
moved an amendment. 

Mr.STEVENS, Then his time is cut, and he 
is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. He is speaking by unan- 
imous consent of the committees 


commence the business of banking under it, the- 


Mr. STEVENS. When-unanimous consent 
was asked I rose-and objected. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Thestock- 
holders : : 

Mr. BOUTWELL. rise to a point of order. 
It is that the comniittee cannot give unanimous 
consent. Jtisa rule of the House. aa 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania: What is 
the decision upon that point? : 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order, : : 

Mr. ALLEY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding to it the following: : 

Provided, however, That the stockholders of all other 
banking associations organized under this act shall not be 
personally table for an amount exceeding the value of their 
stock. i 

Mr. STEVENS. Perhapsthe gentleman from 
Massachusetts does not know that the question 
has not yet been taken upon his colleague’s 
amendment, . 

Mr. ALLEY. This is an amendment to that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is in 
order. i 

Mr. STEVENS. Thissame provision is now 
a part of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEY. Notatall. Thegentleman says 
that this same provision is now in the bill. On 
page 10, section twelve, is found this provision: 

The shareholders of each association formed under the 
provisions of this act, and of each existing bank or bank- 
ing association that may accept the provisions of this act, 
shall be held individually responsible, equally aud ratably, 
and not one for another, for alt contracts, debts, and en- 
gagements of such association to the extent of the amount 
of their stock therein at the par value thereof, in addition 
to the amount invested in such shares. 


The Chair sustains the 


The reading of that section shows that the gen- 
tloman from Pennsylvania is mistaken in his con- 
struction of the bill. J intended to have moved 
the amendment while that twelfth section was 
under discussion, but I happened to be out when 
that section was passed upon, and this is the 
earliest opportunity I have had to make the mo- 
tion ĮI now submit. And I will say that I do not 
object to theamendment of my colleague, provided 
thisadditional amendmentisadopted. If itts not 
adopted I am entirely opposed to hisamendment, 
for, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania has jj 
stated, it is but the repeal of the sixty-third sec- 
tion. That is allitamountsto. Now, whatisthe 
sixty-third section? That exempts the Bank of 
Commerce of the city of New York, an institu- 
tien with $10,000,000 of capital, I think, from this 
personal liability clause. 

The gentleman’s amendment also goes further, 
It exempts all similar institutions. In that i 
think it isan improvement on section sixty-three, 
which, of course, if his amendment prevails, will 
be stricken out. BatI think we should go fur- 
ther still, and exempt all stockholders from per- 
sonal liability beyond the amountof stock which 
they own. lam opposed to making any distinc- 
tion in favor of any class of stockholders, and I| 
belicve also this House is opposed to any such | 
proposition. Such manifestinequality and injus- į 
tice I cannot believe will be tolerated by this House. | 
I cannot believe this House will consent toexempt ; 
such a mammoth institution from such a provis- 
ion, and hold all the stockholders in all the 
smaller associations throughout the country to a | 
rigid adherence to that provision, But 1 am op- 
posed to the whole principle of stockholders’ lia- 
bility where the redemption of the bills is provided | 
for by ample security. lam opposed to holding | 
stockholders liable in any case except to protect |) 
bill-holders, because I believe it works gross in- | 
justice, and is a great hardshipupon stockholders 
generally. In my own State of Massachusetts 
we have a similar provision in our banking law, 
but it extends only to the protection of the bill- 
holders. It never was conceived of in that State 
that the depositors should be protected in this 
way by holding the property of the stockholders 
liable, for the stockholders have not as good.an 
opportunity for protecting themselves against the | 
mismanagement of the banks as the depositors 
have, for the reason that the depositors are gen- 
erally men of business and are conversant with 
the operations of the banks with which they deal, 
and know generally whether the banks are well | 
conducted or not, or at least they have an oppor- 
tunity te know. 

[Here the hammer fell} 


Mr: ALLEY; I will withdraw my a 
ment, : n ea: 

Mr. STEVENS. I object to’ its bein 
drawn, and Ishall object in faturé to th 
drawal of any amendments, I-want te get’ on 
with the bill, i vhs : eee 

Mr. J. C? ALLEN. ` Iam opposed ‘to: thé 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts; 
[Mr. ALLEY, not because I do vot consider it an 
imiprovement on the amendment of his colleague, 
[Mr. Hoorer,] but because, in my judgment;it 
strikes out of the original bill a feature which ig 
very important to the security of those who may 
be so unfortunate as to have’ any conndttiow with 
these institutions, or who may be sé fortunate àp 
to have mioney'that they desire to depòsit somés 
where for safe-keeping. I think the pröyision'of 
the original bill on this subject is nights “I bes | 
lieve that in a bill of this character we ought *t6 
make the shareholders in banks responsible not 
only to the amount of their stock but make them 
individually liable for the correct management of 
all the money that may come into théir ‘hands; 
we ouglit to. make them personally liable, not 
only for the redemption of their paper, but also 
for the safe-keeping of the deposits commiitted’to 
their care, and for all bills of exchange drawn 
upon them. ; : She 

Lam opposed, therefore, to the amendment“ of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ALLEY] 
for the reason that it reduces the extent of their 
liability; and for the same reason I am opposed 
to the amendment ofhis colleague, [Mr. Hoorex:} 
It proposes to confer upon certain ‘corporations 
privileges which will not be enjoyed by the great 
mass of the corporations that go to banking uns . 
der the provisions of this bills It istan indirect 
mode of obviating an objection which wascertain 
to arise against the sixty-third section of this bill. 
Sir, in many of these incorporations there are pro- 
visions which do not render the directors or share- 
holders individually liable for anything; and this 
amendmentof the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hooper] isan attempt to permit those bank- 
ing corporations that are protected by their arti- 
cles of association from this personal liability to 
come in and enjoy the benefits conferred by this 
bill upon those engaged in banking, and: atthe 
same time relieve them from the liability imposed 
on the great mass of the institutions that may be 
organized under this bill, or may come in under 
it,-organized' under the laws of the several States: 

I do not understand how the Bank of Com: 
merce, or any other bank of like capital, can have 
the hardihood to come into this House and ask 
that they may be permitted thus to enjoy the ben- 
efits of the bill without incurring the same liabil- 
ities that you impose upon other similar institu- 
tions throughout the country. : 

I repeat, then, that Iam utterly opposed to the 
amendment of thé gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr, Avuey,] which reduces this liability; and 
also to thé amendment of his colleague, [Mr. 
Hoorer,| which seeks to. enable the Bank of 
Commerce and similar institutions to enjoy the 
benefits conferred by this bill, while they are ex- 
empt from the liabilities that you impose upon the 
other banking institutions of the country. 

Mr. ALLEY. I propose to modify my amend- 


i ment by striking out the last clause of it, so that 


it will read: . 

“Provided, however, ‘That the stockholders of ail otber 
banking associations organized under this act shall not be 
personally liable, ` y 

The amendment to the amendment. was dis- 
agreed to., i 

Mr. BROOMALL. Lmoveto amend the amend 
ment of the-gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hooper] by striking out all after the wordt as- 
sociation” in the sixth line, and inserting in lieu 
thereof the following: 

And the provisions of the charters of such banks granted 
under State authorities shall be forthwith annulled 

Mr. Chairmiit; my- reason Tor offering this 
amendment is that lam perfectly willing to’ let 
the State banks become national banks, but I want 
to have them cease to be State banks the moment 
they become national banks. - Igo not want to 
have an association that shall be neither the one 
nor the other, but-such an admixture of the two 
that it will be dificult to see where to take hold 
of it when you want to do anything with it. it 
is financial miscegenation. [Laughter.] T n op- 
posed to that kind of amalgamation, and as at least 
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one half of the Elouse are opposed to all kinds of 
amalgamation, I suppose that half at least ought 
to; he opposed to this. . : . 

“Mr. HOLMAN. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether the effect of his amendment would 
not be to repeal the charters of these State banks, 
and, whether he recognizes the power in Congress 
to do that? 

Mr. BROOMALL. The operation of it is in- 
tended to be just this, that the momenta State 
bank becomes. national bank and is incorporated 
under the provisions of this bill, it ceases to be a 
State bank altogether, 

{ will give in short my reasons why I do not 
like this mixing of jurisdictions wad of laws. 
Any one who will reflect on the curious kind of 
compound such a bank would be will. see at once 
that:there is reason in my objection. Iam not 
willing that Congress shall enact a law which a 
State Legislature may repeal, and a State Legis- 
lature may repeal the charter of one of its own 
banks the moment that bank undertakes to be- 
come a national bank. l am anxious that we 
shall provide for its becoming wholly national, so 
that when the State leg is knocked from under it 
it may not fall. 

But I am opposed to the amendment on an- 
other ground, and a material ground. I wantall 
the national banks to be on the same footing. 
This section is intended to give special privileges 
to certain banks. I am unwilling to do that. 
While I want them. to be national banks I want 
them to be wholly so. 1 am not willing for them 
to come under our wing and become national 
banks, retaining whatever they choose of their 
own State privileges, as this amendment provides 
for, and as, indeed, the section in part scems to 
provide for. I am opposed to the section, but 
not if it be amended in the manner proposed by 
me. I want my amendment incorporated in the 
section in order that these banks may become 
wholly national banks, and may be on the foot- 
ing with all other national banks. 

r. PIKE, Mr, Chairman, when I made an 
effort the other day to lessen the rate of interest 
that these banks could take, so as to allow banks 
to take the rate of interest allowed by the States 
in which they are placed, I was told that it was 
contrary to the plan of this bill, which is to pro- 
vide a uniform currency, and that the currency 
could not be uniform unless every partand parcel 
of this banking bill, in all its operations, was uni- 
form, l suppose itis in pursuance of that uni- 
formity that the gentlemen who have this bill in 
charge propose now to incorporate associations 
in all the States as they happen to be made up, 
like the Bank of Commerce or any other banking 
institution, however exclusive its privileges may 
be or however obnoxious any of the provisions 
of its charter may be, or however long it may 
have been in operation. Whatever may be the 
condition of the association, it is incorporated, 
by this sweeping amendment, if understand it, 
in this banking bill; and if so, it would have as 
many colors as the celebrated coat of antiquity. 


sociation-no personal liability beyond the amount 
of the investment in the stock can. be put upon 
the stockholders.. Thatis one of the fundamental 
articles of the association. The bank eannot come 
in under any arrangement that increases the 
liability of stockholders. It, has a capital of 
$10,000,000 paid up, and I believe it to be useful 
to bring that bank under the provisions of this 
bill. 

“Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Then will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him one further question? 
Why does he not abide by the sixty-third sec- 
tion of the bill, which provides for this very bank ? 
Why does he not do that rather than attempt a 
general amendment, which implies upon ‘its face 
that there are other objects to which the legisla- 
tion of the House will apply? 

Mr. HOOPER. I will remark to the gentle- 
man that itis a mere matter of taste. My only 
reason for it was that this was a general law, and 
that this should be a general provision applying 
to any of the banks. As I have already stated, 
I am not aware that it would apply to any other 
than the Bank of Commerce. If it is adopted I 
shall propose to strike out the sixty-third section, 
which makesa special provision for that bank. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I am not dis- 
posed to doubt anything the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts says in regard to the merits 
of this particular bank; but for one, I believe in the 
principle established in this bill, of personal lia- 
bility, and I do not believe in any exceptions to 
be made toward any capitalists or any corpora- 
tion. 1 can select individuals whom | know per- 
sonally, to.whose mere word, to whose honor, to 
whose judgment and skill as bankers I would 
yicld more of respect, more of faith, more of 
credit, than I would to any corporation, without 
the individual liabitity clause, formed under this 
law. 

Now, sir, when Congress passes laws it passes 
them in regard to a whole class, It passes them 
witha view of reaching general interests. I think 
thus to establish a rule here which will apply to 
a great majority of individuals, and then to make 
an exception, will, by its very terms, seem to 
imply a censure upon all others who may come 
in aud claim the same degree of loyalty, the same 
degree of honesty, and the same degree of merit. 
l think it would be highly improper. 

Mr. STEBBINS. Lrise to oppose the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. Chairman, whatever doubt exists in regard 
to the merits of the law of 1863, it strikes my un- 
derstanding that there should be but little doubt 
in the future under a new system as to the pro- 
pricty of incorporating in the law of 1863 or in 
the bill now before the Elouse the amendment 
offered by my colleague on the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 

I understand the object of this bill to be to per- 
fect the existing law, the law of 1863,which during 
the past year has been shown to be ineffective 
and inoperative. The sixty-four sections of the 
bill. now before the FLouse-are the result of the 


It exists under the laws of the State of New York. 
It has a large deposit linc. It has a brilliant rec- 
ord in finance... It has a capital of $10,000,000, 
with. the right to increase it to $20,000,000, and 
further to $50,000,000. Therefore, if it 1s left out 
to operate undet the action of State laws, it is 
clear that in three or four years it may be found 
in a condition of antagonism to this system you 
are endeavoring to establish, and be a very heavy 
impediment in the way of this law. RE 

That is one of the reasons why I fecl it is the 
duty of Congress to gather within the provisions 
of this bill such a corporation as the Bank of 
Commerce. But 1 beg Teave to eall the attention 
of the committee tozone of the sections in its or- 
ganic law, the articles of association, to show, no 
matter what may-be the feelings of the Bank of 
Commerce, it would be utterly impossible for them 
to pass under the general law, and that it must 
necessarily pass into liquidation unless it is taken 
within the limits of thislaw. The article to which 
I particularly wish to refer is this 

{Here the hammer fell:] 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin, by unanimous 
consent, withdrew his amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. ALLEY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding thereto-the following: 

And that all the powers and privileges confesred by the 
sixty-third section of thisact upon the Bank of Commerce 
in the city of New York, on becoming @ national associa- 
tion, witlt the exemption from individual liability of share- 
holders, shalt be extended to all other institutions organized 
under this act; 

I concur in most of the remarks of the gentle- 
man from New York, but I would extend this 
provision to all other banks. I see no reason why 
this provision should be given to. the Bank of 


‘Commerce when it is impolitic or unwise to ex- 


tend it to other similar institutions. If the prin- 
ciple itself is wrong thenit ought not to be adopted 
and applied to the Bank of Commerce. My col- 
league said, or 1 understood him to say, that the 
Bank of Commerce was probably the only insti- 
tution that would be affected by that provision. 
He stated further that it was impossible for the 
Bank of Commerce to organize under this actun- 
less this provision is inserted. / Now, if it is im- 
possible for the Bank of Commerce to organize 
under this act without this provision, then I think 
there may be some force in the arguments which 
have been educed in favor of extending this privi- 
lege to that bank alone. But I do not so under- 
stand it. I understand the Bank of Commerce 
occupies preciscly the same position that any 
other institution does that is: already organized 
under State laws. That itis more important to 
that institution on account of its magnitude, on 
account of its complicated interests, on account of 
its extended connections, to have such a provision 
as this applied to it, f admit; but that it is abso- 
lutely impossible for that bank to organize under 
this hw 1 do not believe, any more than thatit is 


i impossible for other institutions of a similar char- 
acter to do it. 


Therefore Lam opposed to making 
this exception in favor of this. bank. 


The question was taken on Mr. BROOMALL’S 
amendment to the amendinent, and it was rejected, 
Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. | move toamend 
the amendment by striking out all after the first 
word. [wish to ascertain what the precise ob- | 
ject of the amendment is. I believe, so far as this | 


thoughtful deliberations and reflections of the 
Comptroller of the Curreticy for the past year. 
Ile submits them to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and the Committee of Ways and Means 
toa sub-committee. The sub-committee report, 
after thoughtful care, on these suggestions, and 


I believe that if the members of this House 
rightly apprehend the effect of this liability clause 
they would certainly repeal the provision ma- 
king stockholders Hable beyond the amount of 
their stock. Who are protected by the law as 
itstands now? Nobody but the depositors. You 


House is concerned, that the best way of moving 
toward any point is in straight lines; and when- 
ever au amendment is proposed, I think itis due, 
in candor, to the. committee, that those who offer 
it or sustain it will let us know its precise object. 
l would ask the genlenjan who. proposes this 
amendment what banks there are to which this 


amendmentapplies. Iftherearene banks to which | 


it ig to apply, it ts better not to have the legisla- 
tion. Ifthe gentleman will answer that question 
as to what banks this amevdment is toapply— 
he will afford me a piece of information which 
will perhaps affect my own action, and perhaps 
affect the action of others. 

Mr. HOOPER. I am, ready to give the gen- 
tleman any information l have on that subject. 
I know of no bank but the Bank of Commerce 
in New York that would be affected by it. That 
bank has been one of the most loyal institutions 
of the country. 
Government since the rebellion commenced than 
any other bank. Its directors are desirous of 
coming in under this law, but by its articles of as- 


| vote for the bill. 


It has done more to sustain the | 


arrive at the conclusion that in order to perfect 
the law of 1863, these amendments are necessary. 
I regard this bill, therefore, as nothing more than 
an act amendatory of that law to make it efficient 
and operative; and hence 1 have voted for every 


one of these amendments of the Committee of | 


Ways and Means, and shal! continuc to. do so, 
and if Lam here when the vote is taken, I shall 
J will not perpetuate a law in 
all of its recognized deformity. I willnot perpetu- 


ate alaw that arrays in direct antagonism to itself | 
another system—the present local State system į 
| —which is existing side by side and must con- 


tinue to exist with the other. © 


i can regard this in no other way than as an | 
| effort on the part of Congress to render efficient | 
| a law now inoperative; and hence I feel it to be 


my. duty to vote for it. It becomes necessary in 


order-to make it effective that the Jocal bank in- || 


terests shall be properly protected and concil- 
lated, One of the first difficulties we meet with 


is in regard to the Bank of Commerce. Itis a 


large and powerful corporation of $10,900,000. 


|| tected, 


have provided that the billholders are to be pro- 
Who ought to be protected but the bill- 
holders? You make the stockholders, who, inmy 
State, so far as the banking institutions are con- 
cerned, are more. than one third, as the statistics 
show, composed of widows, orphans, and trustees 
of trust funds, responsible and personally liable 
fox. double the amount of their stock under thislaw 
as it now stands. And to protect whom? The 
depositors, and nobotiyelse. And whoare they? 
They are the business men; the men who receive 
favors ftom those institutions; men who of all 
others have the best opportunity for knowing 
what is going on inside of banks and of protect- 
ing themselves if they choose todo so. And these 
innocent stockholders who have no voice in the 


| management of the bank, and who are not in any 


way responsible morally for the mismanagement 
of the institution, not only lose all their stock bat 
are compelled to pay double the amount for'the 
protection of these individuals. 

Now, I cannot believe that this House means 
to be so unjust to these innocent stockholders as 
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to compel them to make up the losses of depos- 
itors. It has been a cardinal principle, so far as 
the banks of Massachusetts are concerned, that 
the stockholders shall be liable for the protection 
of the billholders to the extent of the stock taken. 
That has been the understanding which has been 
carried out. by statutory enactments in the State 
of Massachusetts for many years. It compels 
the stockholders to protect the billholders to the 
extent of the stock by each holder, but nothing | 
beyond. 

Mr. STEBBINS, [understand the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to imply from his remarks 
that if he were satisfied that the Bank of Com- 
merce could not under its articles of association 
pass from a State into a national institution, he 
would be willing to withdraw his objection. to 
this provision so far asithat bank is concerned. 

Mr. ALLEY. The gentleman misunderstands 
me. I am willing to make the principle suggested 
applicable to all banks situated as that bank is, 
applicable to all State banks. But the particular 
potntto which I was speaking was that the stock- 
holders of these banks ought to be protected 
against the depositors, though not against the 
billholders. | 

Mr. STEBBINS. In tespect to the position 
of this particular bank, if the gentleman will listen. 
foramoment to the fourth section of article twelve 
of the articles of association, he will see that 
for all practical purposes it is entirely impossible || 
for the Bank of Commerce to comply with the 
terms of this bill and become a national institu- 
tion in consequence of its special provisions in 
regard to personal liability. ‘The section to which 
I have referred reads: 

“Sue. 4. No change shall he mate in these articles, not. 
shall the direetors consent to or accept any act of incor- 
poration, or fegisiative provision, whereby the rights, reme- 
dies, or security of the existing creditors òf the ussociation 
shall be weakened or impaired, or whereby any share- | 
holder shall be rendered liable in his individual capacity | 
for any contract, debt, or engagement of the association.” | 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these articles of assocja- 
tion were adopted about the year 1839. Every 
gentleman will sce that under this section it is | 
impossible for the Bank of Commerce by its į 
board of directors to accept of any change under | 

i 
i 


T: 


whieh the obligations of the stockholders shall be į 
changed, as they would be changed by accepting | 
the terms of this law, without the unanimous 
consent of all the stockholders, j 
‘This institution has been in existence now for |! 
about twenty-six years, and this is now its finan- 
cial condition, In the first place there-are over 
twenty-two hundred shareholders; about one 
third of the capital stock is held to-day in the six 
New England States; but there are shareholders 
allover the world; they arein England and France, 
in the British provinces, in Greece, in Asia, in 
Mexico, in South America, in twenty States and 
Territories of the United States, and in fact in 
every part of the globe. There are over seven | 
hundred female stockholders, widows, orphans’ | 
trusts, &c., in small sums, and toenable the bank | 
to accept the conditions of this law it would be j; 
{ 


compelled to dissolve and pay to its shareholders | 
every dollar of their investment, and then reunite | 
only by fragmentary portions of its old share- | 
holdęrs into a national bank, or to obtain the as- | 
sent of every shareholder. In the event, then, of | 
the adoption of any législation breaking down the | 
State institutions, itis perfectly clear that the only | 

| 

H 

i 


chance there is for this bank to continue to exist 
is under this law, and in the adoption of some pro- | 
vision such as is provided for under this section. 

Now, sir, I understand that the Bank of Com- ! 
merce is perfectly satisfied with its conditioti as | 
a State institution; there is no special desire on | 
the part of the stockholders to accomplish any | 
change, but that, at the-same time, they are will- | 
ing to pass into the new law. They are willing | 
to show by their example what they conceive to | 
be the value of this new national ‘system. So | 
that it is a question whether it is not for the in- ! 
terest of this Congress, in case they adopt such | 
asystem as to make it impossible for this insti- 

-tution to come ander its general provisions, te | 
make an exception in this instance by which they 
will obtaia the influence which‘such an institution 
would exert. 

There is another ground on which I present 
this question. ‘This bank presents such a history 
in respect to its balance sheets as no other bank | 
in this country, or perhaps any other in America, | 


wilshow. Its balance sheet for March 21, 1864, 
exhibits the following condition of it: =- 


Amount of loans and discounted bills..... $2,686,059 96 

Remaining part of New York State > 
stock. deposited with bank department . 
for redemption of old circulatin 
NOS, eos N $9,000 0d 

Less for such notes outstand- 


ENE reac cetera cetatoseee 


1,705. 00 


7,295 00 

Balances with bankers in London and Paris, 

exclusive of premium of exchange.:... 

Real estate, banking-house and lot........ 

Investments in United States securities, at 
par, namely: 

7 3-10 per cent. Treasury notes, con- 

yertiblc into 6 per cent. stack of 

USS] ete eeeeseeeeesses G4,246,000 00 

6 per cent. stock, payable 

in 1881, eTre reer 

6 per cent. stock, payable 


107,017 59 
300,600 00 


3,987,000 00 


in 1867 and 1868........ 152,000 00 
5 per cent. stock, payable 
LN ISGS. cee cece hicava 90,000 00 


5 per cent. interest-bear- 
ing legal-tender Treas- 
WY NOLCSesesse rreo sero 

5 per cent. certifientes of 
depos seresa nii 


4,426,000 00 


1,160,000 00 


14,061,000 00 

Cash items, namely: 

Notes of other banks and 
CHECKS cre ecccacrsecce rn 

United States Tegal-ten 
notes 

Clearing 


$6,062,904 50 


1,751,159 00 
120,000 00 


7,934,063 50 


Specie the 


belonging 
bank., e... e 81,122,530 00 
Specie belong- 
ing to depos- 
HOTS. eeo 


to 


sre 441,918 SL 
e 1,534,442 51 


Expenses since Ist January, 1864...5 0.0665 


9,468,506 07 
30t 91 


Capital stock. Full shares and ali paid up..9$10,000,000 U0 
Discount and interest since ist January, 
J86 and ProfIS cece sree ee ween 
Deposits. Individuals. ...... 81 
Do Of other banks... 


1,192,647 98 


15,419,203 19 
29,829 30 


Dividends mnpaldecccseccseeeeee ve 

At the present crurent market vale of the 
United Stat 
notes, the premiun on them may justly be 
estimated at an amount exceeding one mil- 
lion dollars, in addition to the pro: as 
shown in this statement, No preminni is 
estimated on the gold belonging to the bank. 


NRY F. VAL, Cashier. 

The amount of loans and discounted bills is 
about two million six hundred thousand dollars. 
Almost the entire balance of their capitaland their 
entire sinking fand and some portion of their de- 
posits to the amount of fifteen or sixteen million 


dollars are pow invested in Government securi- | 


ties, and they show themselves to-day to be ana- 


tional institution in the broadest and most gener- | 
ous sense, and that is a ting which E think this [: 
Tlouse ought to keepin view in setthng a ques- |; 


tion of this character, 
[Here the hammer fell.] 


‘The question was taken on the amendment to | 


the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 
The question recurred on the amendment. 
Mr. J. C. ALLEN. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding to it the following: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be so eon- 
strued as to exempt such ineorporati from general tia- 
bility under the thirty-sixth section of this bill. 


Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment simply | 
for the purpose of replying to the argument of the i 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Srenprys} in. 


favor of exempting the Bank of Commerce from 
the Habilities which this bill imposes upon all 
other State banks proposing to come in ander its 
provisions, His argument is simply this, that 
the Bank of Commerce has become a powerful ir 
stitution, controlling to a very considerable ex- 
tent, and to an extent equal to any other bank in 
the world, the finances of thecountry., He under- 
takes to show that the reason why it cannot come 
in under the provisions of this bill, subject to the 
liabilities imposed by it, is that the business of 
the bank has become so diffused and so extensive 
thatitis impossible for ther to get, under their arti- 
cles ofasseciation, the consent of the shareholders. 

Well, sir, if that be trac, itis no argument why 


the bank should be exempted from. the liabilities 
imposed upon other banksy. 5: es 


Mr. STEBBINS. Will the gentleman allow. 
me to say a word? piegi Be 
„Mr. JoC. ALLEN. Icannot yield; T have not 
time. 239% : aire Wie SP bee ede 


_ Sir, if the sharcholders reside in South Amer- 
ica, or in China, or in other parts of the world;. 
that is no reason why their assent to-this act cans 
not be obtained; provided the shareholders thems 
selves. are -willing.to incur the liability provided: 
for in this-bill. If they are not willing to incar: , 
that liability, and will not give theit- consent: to: 
the directors, then they ought not :to ‘be permit- 
ted to enjoy the benefits of this bill. Engel 
Sir, the bill is designed to hold owt-to these cori 
porations inducements to comein under this. sys- 
tem; and the bencfits it confers are. sufficient. to 
inducethe shareholders, whereverthey may live, 
to agree that the association. shall. come in and 
organize under it. : 
Ít is ho argument to say that by their articles 
of association they cannot come in without the 
consent of the shareholders. That consent cat 
he obtained if the sharcholders are williiig: to ins 
cur the responsibilities imposed by this bill. The 
question is not as tothe difficulty in obtaining the 
assent of the sharcholders; but’as to their readis 
ness to incur these respansibilities, because, I res 
peut, their assent can be obtained. It may: be 
somewhat difficult, and may put them to some 
trouble, to get the assent of the shareholders; but 
whether the shareholders be men or women, it 
ean be obtained in time. Let them bide their 
time, and take the necessary steps to obtain that 
consent, and then come in under the law, occu» 
pying the same position aš the other corporations 
| of the country occupy under the law. i 
i Itisno argumentin favor of ‘conferring upoñ 
| them exclusive privileges that, as the gentleman 
| says, they wield a capital of $20,000,000 now, 
i with the right to increase it to $50,000,000, to be- 
i; come a mammoth corporation controlling the 
Government and the whole monetary interests of 
the country. They get their dividends twice a 
| year and enjoy all the benefits and privileges 
which any other corporation enjoys, and you ins 
i vite them in under this bill, subject to the same 
i; liabilities that you impose on other corporations: 
{take it for granted that the fact that they wield 
such tremendous power, such an enormous eapi> 
tal, is no reason why they should come in with 
exclusive privileges under this bill and awallow 
up and break down all the smaller institutions of 
| the country, It is an argument which cannot 
i stand the testof reason: ‘It isan argument rather 
` that these hanks should not be permitted to conie 
iin herewith privileges which do not pertain to 
| other banking institutions in the country, 
: «Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, Mr. Chairman, I 
: think itis well to understand the precise character 
‘of the anendment that we are debating, and which, 
- Lthink, has been perhaps a little misapprebended. 
| itis not a provision of an exceptional character. 
|: iè is one to provide fora particular class of ca8es. 
| Every. case similar to that of the Bank of Com. 
i: meree is covered by the amendment. His not the 
| exception of the Bank of Commerce from the geu- 
f 
{! 
i 
| 


eral provisions applicable to other banks; it is the 
i! making a provision applicable toa class of cases. 
i Whether they are one or many is wholly imma- 
i terial to the question. It provides that when the 
Particles of any association prohibit a particular 
i article to be changed, that that article shall not be 
! changed by anything in this law, There happens 
ii to bern the articles of the Bank of Commerce one 
such provision. There may be analogous provis- 
ions in the articles of association of other banks. 


i Wherever there is such a prohibition on the di 
i| ¥ectors, to accept any act of Incorpors tion or make 
i any modification of their articies, that is protected 
| 


i by the amendment of thé gentleman from Massa- 
l! ehusctts, (Mr. Hooprr.] There is, therefore, no 
inequality, and there is no exception. Exception 
; means to take onc thing out of the class to which it 
belongs. : 

| The question, therefore, is whether, since the 
! Bank of Commerce cannot, under its existing ar- 
ticles of association, accept the benefits or assume 
the burdens of the national bank law, which we 
are about to pass, we will drive that corporation 
| into liquidation, thereby losing the benetits of its 
i immense power and.its immense capital as a sup- 
Íi port to the national organization that we are NOW 


e 
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creating; or whether, by a modification which 
does harm to nobody, we will allow it, and: all 
others similarly situated—without altering that 
"particular section—to take part in the benefits of 
the law.. I-confess I foresee a serious struggle to 
take place between the banks that we are provid- 
~ing for and the existing State organizations. It 
is impossible that the State institutions can be 
allowed to stand. side by side with those that we 
are about to create.: It is plain that either in this 
bill-or in the tax bill stringent provisions. willvbe 
adopted to-drive from existence the State institu- 
tions, unless;we mean that the increasing plethora 
of currency shall bring on a desolating revulsion 
like that of 1837. — If we are to have that contest 
Y believe it is'the part of wisdom to secure to our 
side the greatest and most powerful money. cor- 
oration in the United States. When we are 
aving war Lam for getting on my side all the 
allies. that it ia possible to get; and when Į can 
get this ally by simply providing for the whole 
class of cases to which it belongs, L think we 
should adopt that provision, unless there be some- 
thing inherently improper in it. 

Now, is there anything wrong in saying that 
when persons have formed an association and 
bound themselves not to allow a change in the rule 
asto personal liability that rule may be respected? 
Is there any such great necessity for insisting on 
personal liability of stock holdersas that weshould 
refuse to modify it in-a particular instance ? 

I agree with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, (Mr. ALLev.] Iam opposed myself to the 

rinciple ofindividual responsibility, [tisa need- 
ess trammeling ofinnocent persons. But whether 
right or wrong, | am willing to do anything that 
may be thought best in favor of strengthening this 
‘bill and the banks that are to be organized under 
it in the impending conflict with the State insti- 
tutions, 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN withdrew his amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of my colleague by adding to itas follows: 

That all the powers and privileges conferred by the six- 
ty-third section ofthis aet upon the Bank of Commerce, in į 
the city of New York, on becoming a national association, 
with the exemption from individu liability of sharchold- | 
ers and all other powers and privileges contained in the 
aricies of association of the said Bauk of Commerce, in | 
the city of New York, be grauted to and conferred upon all 
banks, banking associations, nnd corporations organized 
and doing business ander the kaw oF any State, Territory, 
or District of the United States on becoming associations 
as provided by this act. 


Mr. ALLEY. It will be observed that this 
amendment is very similar to the one which has | 
alreadyubeen voted on, though not precisely lke 
it. 1 offer it in this form because several gentle- 
men around me have said that they would have 
voted for that proposition if they had understood 
itcortectly. I did not think when the vote was 
taken that it was fully comprehended. F called 
for a division upon it, but was told that it was too 
late. | 

I will say, also, that 1 desire to see who in this 
House is in favor of granting this privilege to the 
Bank of Commerce and of refusing it to all other 
associations under this law. 

., 4 can conceive, of course, how gentlemen may 
be in favor of granting this privilege exclusively 
to the Bank of Commerce if they cannot do any 
better; but how any fair-minded man can now be 
in favor of extending that privilege to the Bank 
of Commerce and of refusing it to all other asso- | 
ciations of a similar character | cannot under- 
stand. It is for these reasons that I again offer 
in substance the same amendment, and call for a | 
division upon it when the vote is taken. 

Mr. PRICE. Idid not conceive, Mr. Chair- 
mean, when this proposition was first presented, |! 
that anything serious was intended by it. But |) 
finding that {wae mistaken I want gentlemen on || 
my right, who appear lo be so mach taken by the i 
proposition, to reflect for a moment on it. “The 
proposition simply is to establish two classes of | 

anks by virtue of the bill under consideration, 

Mr. ALLEY. 1 rise to a question of erder. 
The gentleman is discussing the amendment of | 
my colleague and not the amendment immediately i 
pending before the committee, 

Mr. PRICE. lam discussing the amendment 
now before the committee. 

Mr. ALLEY. My amendment involves no 
such result. . 

“Mr, PRICE. Irepeat, Mr. Chairman, that the 


4 osition which is before us. 


proposition now before us is to make two classes 
of banks under this bill. In the first place, f ob- 
ject to this proposition because it is based upon 
the supposition thatthe sixty-third section of this 
bill will pass the House; which I do not bekeve 
will ever occur. But, sir, if that section is not to 
be stricken out, then this proposition may come 
in properly as an amendment to it, and that is the 
only point in the bill where it can properly come 
in. If this favoritism is to be extended to one 
bank, the amendmentof the gentleman extending 
the same favor to other State banks may bea 
matter of justice as between it and them, 

But, sir, I ask gentlemen to consider the prop- 
We liave organized, 
or will have organized if we pass this bill, a class 
of banks, the stockholders of which are individ- 
ually liable to the extent of twice the amount of 
the stock held by them. This proposition is to 
give to aclass of banks now existing in the States, 
whose stockholders are held liable to only one half 
the proportionate amount, the same privileges. 

Now, I want to know if gentlemen are prepared 
to go before the country with a law incorporating 
a bank with a capital of $100,000, the stockhold- 
ers of which are individually liable to the extent 
of $200,000, and of organizing another bank on 
the opposite corner of the same street, with the 
same capital, the stockholders of which are indi- 
vidually liable to the extent of only $100,000? I 
am ata loss to understand how any such propo- 
sition can be seriously entertained. I desire to 
enter my solemn protest to be recorded here that 
it may appear hereafter against any such propo- 
sition as that. 5 

Again, sir, no man or woman is compelled to in- 
vest money in bank stock. No man is compelled 
to become a stockholder in a national bank, and 
therefore the question does not arise, as it would 
if they were compelled so to invest their money 
in these particular banks, as to whether we do in- 
justice by making them individually liable to the 
bill-holders and depositors of the banks, It is at 
their option how they shall invest their money, 
but I submit that Congress ought to provide that 
if they invest in these national banking associa- 
tions they shall be bound for their liabilities as 
any other man in any other business corporation 
is liable. g 

[ETere the hammer fell.] s 

Mr. STEVENS. This thing has “ run emp- 
teus” for some time, [Laughter.] I move that 
the committee rise for the purpose of closing 
debate. 

On a division there were yes 55, noes 44. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Rorrixs, of New Hamp- 
shire, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union under consideration, and particu- 
larly the bill (H. R. No. 333) to provide a na- 
tional currency secured by a plede of United 
States stocks, and to provide for tħe circulation 
and redemption thereof, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. ~~ 

Mr. STEVENS moved that when the commit- 
tce shall again resume the consideration of the 
special order all debate shall be closed in one 
minute on the pending section. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—-yeas 69, nays 42; as follows: 

YRAS—Mossrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
Jey, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Boutwell, 
Boyd, Broomall, William G. Brown, Atbrose W. Clark, 
Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, 
Gekley, Eliot, Frank. Gooch, Grinnell, Hale, Higby, 


| Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahet-W. Hubbard, Hulburd, Jenckes, 


Julian, Kasson, Francis W.Keltogg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, 
Longyear, MeBride, McClurg, Samuel F. Miller, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Amos Myers, Norton, Charles O'Neill, Orth, 
Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Ran- 
dail, Alexander H, Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Scofield, 
Shannon, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Van 
Valkenburgh; William B. Washburn, Williams, Wilder, 


| Wilson, Windom, and Woodhbridge—69. 


NAYS—Messrs. James C, Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Augustus C. Baldwin, Brooks, James S. Brown, 
Chanter, Dawson, Eden, Eldridge, English, Finck, Grider, 
Griswold, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Hol- 
nan, Philip Jebnson, Katbfleisch, Knapp, Law, Long, 
McKinney, Middleton, James R. Morris, Odell, John 


O'Neill, Pendieton, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, ` 


Scott, Stebbins, John B. Steele, Strouse, Sweat, Voorhees, 
Ward, Wheeler, Winfield, and Ycaman—42i 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENS moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the: 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

‘Phe motion was agreed. to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the staterof the Union, (Mr. ROLLINS, 
of New Hampshire, inthe chair,) and resumed the 
consideration, as a special order, of the bill (HE R. 
No. 333) to provide a national currency secured 
by a pledge of United States stocks, and. to pro- 
vide for the circulation and:redemption thereof.. 

Mr, RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chair- 
man; debate has-been ordered to be closed on the 

ending section in one minute, and in that time 
Levant to make one observation. for the informa- 
tion of members of the House. I think that we 
should not create a distinction between the banks, 
and in proof of the correctness of the position I 
have taken, I beg to refer to the petition of.forty- 
seven other banks in the city of New York ask- 
ing that this provision shall be extended to them 
under this act. Then, sir, this House must re- 
gard that petition as a protest against granting 
the privdege to the Bank of Commerce only. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has 
expired. 

Mr. ALLEY. I modify my amendment as 
follows: ; 

Provided, however, That the stockholders of the banking 
associations organized under this act shall not be person- 
ally Jiable, 

I demand tellers on the amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STEELE, of 
New York, and Auey were appointed. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was rejected; 
the tellers having reported—ayes 45, noes 52. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Hoorer’s 
amendment. tae 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
tellers. j 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hooper and 
J. C. ALLEN were appointed. r. 

The amendment was agreed to; the tellers hav- 
ing reported—ayes 49, noes 32. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to add the following: 

And provided further, That the individual liability pro- 
vided for in this act shall not be impaired. 

On a division there were—ayes 40, noes 53, 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HOLMAN 
and Beaman were appointed. 

The question was put; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 45, noes 46; no quorum voting, 

a The roll was then ca led; and the following 
members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Ames, Arnold, Baily, Francis P. Blair, Jacob 
B. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Brandegec, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Coflroth, Cox, Cravens, Creswell, Henry 
Winter Davis, Dawes, Demibg, Denison, Dumont, Edger- 
ton, Farnsworth, Fenton, Ganson, Garfield, Hale, Hard- 
ing, Benjamin G. Harris, Charles M. Harris, Holman, John 
H. Hubbard, Hutchins, William Johnson, Julian, Kelley, 
Kernan, Knapp, Le Blond, Litudejoin, Marvin, McAllister, 
McDowell, Meindoe, Samuel F. Miller, William H. Miller, 
Daniel Morris, Morrison, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Noble, 
Norton, Pendleton, Perry, Pruyn, Radford, Join H. Rice, 
Ross, Schenck, Scofield, Sloan, Smith, Smithers, Starr, 
Stebbins, William G. Steele, Sweat, Thomas, Van Valken- 
burgh, Wadsworth, Elihu B. Washburne, Webster, Chil- 
ton A. White, Joseph W. White, Benjamin Wood, and 
Fernando Wood. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed. the chair, Mr. Rariivs, of New Hamp- 
shire, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union under consideration, and particu- 
larly the bill (H. R. No. 333) to provide a na- 
tional currency secured by a, pledge of United 
States stocks, and to provide for the circulation 
and redemption thereof; and the committee find- 


| ing itself without a quorum had caused the roll to 


be called, and directed him to note the absentees 
and report them to the House. : 
A quorum having appeared, the committee re- 
sumed its session. 
The amendment was -then rejected; the tellers 
having reported—ayes 45, noes 57. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I move to insert the fol- 
lowing: ; 
And any State bank which is a stockholder in any other 
bank by authority of State laws may continug: to hold its 
stock, though either bank or both may be organized under 

the provisions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr: HOOPER. I move to amend the forty» 
fifth section by inserting after the word “ bonds,” 


1864, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


in the eleventh line, the words “‘ and otherwise,”’ 
so that the clause shall read: 

And. the Secretary of the Treasury may require of the 
associations thus designated satisfactory security by the 
deposit of United States bonds and otherwise for the safe- 
keeping, &e. : Eia 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman what the effect of that amendmentis. The 
security now required of these depositaries is the 
bonds of the United States; the gentleman from 
Massachusetts proposes to insert the words *‘ or 
otherwise” after the word “bonds; that is to 
say, the security shall either be bonds of the Gov- 
ernment or such other security as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may require. What other security 
does the gentleman from. Massachusetts refer to? 

Mr. HOOPER. By the present arrangement 
or rules of the Department, the Secretary requires 
a personal bond in addition to the deposit of Uni- 
ted States stock, and it was to cover that point 
that | offered the amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS. The words are “and other- 

‘wise,’’ not “ or otherwise.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.. HOLMAN. I move to amend the forty- 
fifth section by adding thereto the following: 

But the deposits made by the Secretary of the Treasury 
with any association shall not at any time exceed the par 
value of the bonds deposited by sueh association as secur- 
ity under the provisions of this section. 

If these banks are to be made depositories, it 
is very desirable thatthe security should be ample, 
and beyond the control of any officers of the Gov- 
ernment, It seems to me it would be very unsafe 
to allow a system of favoritism to grow up. The 
deposits of public funds in these banks should be 
onample security. Ifthe security is to be these 
bonds, well and good; but let the bonds at least 
be equal at par value to the amount of the whole 
deposit, This will be the great fault of this sys- 
tem, I apprehend. You make these banks the 
depositories of the entire surplus funds of the 
Government, and unless a rigid principle of se- 
curity is adopted a system of favoritism will in- 
evitably grow up. To avoid that the security 
should be ample. : 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin, Isuggest to the 

enteman that he modify his amendment so that 
it shall read: Bet 

Shall not exceed the par value of the bonds of the United 
States deposited by them, uuless the market value be less 
than the par valuc, and then shall not exceed the par value. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The objection to that would 
be this: the funds deposited would be based upon 
the bonds; and hence | think the par value alone 
should be taken into consideration, As a matter. 
of course, these bonds could not be below par 
value with reference to the currency; that is, un- 
less we should resume specie payment. Ofcourse 
itis hardly worth while to provide for that in 
this system, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, 
“currency?” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Legal-tender notes. 

The. CHAIRMAN ordered tellers on the 
amendment, and appointed Mr. Horman and 
Mr, Orru. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 29, noes 65. ` 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I move to amend the 
forty-fifth section by striking out, in lines three, 
four, and five, the words ‘shall be depositories 
of public money, except receipts from customs, 
under such regulations as shall be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and they may 
also,” and inserting “may be; also, in Jines 
seven and eight, by striking out the words ‘*de- 


What do you mean by 


positories of public moneys and financial,” and į 


inserting such;’? also, by striking out of line 
eight the words “of the Government;” also, by 
striking out of line ten the words ‘thus desig- 
nated,” and inserting ‘so employed;’’ and by 
striking out of lines eleven and tweive the words 
** for the safe-keeping and promptpayment of the 


public money deposited with them;”’ so that the | 


section will read: 

And he it further enacted, That an associations under 
this act, when designated for that purpose by the Sceretary 
of the Treasury, may be employed as financial agents of the 
Government, and they shall perform all such reasonable 
dutie such agents as may be required of them. Aud 
the Secretary of the Treasury may require of the associa- 
tions so cmployed satisfactory security. by the deposit of 
United States houds, and for the faithful performance of 
their duties as fihancial agents of the Goverument 


. The committee will readily. see what my object 
‘is in offering this amendment. -It is to take from 
the Secretary of the Treasury the power of mak- 
ing these institutions the depositories of the pub- 
lic money. In the first place we have in the sev- 
eral parts of the country. depositories now exist- 
ing, the. Treasury here at Washington, and the 
offices of Assistant Secretaries at different parts of 
the country. We can haveno better security for 
the safe-keeping of the public money. 


the committee is, that it inevitably locks up many 
millions of dollars—I cannot say how many mil- 
lions—and it will lead, 1 believe, to. political and 
financial corruption; and I-cannot.say when and 
how-much. And therefore. think,in organizing 
a great system of banking like this, we should 
adhere to a well-settled principle, and avoid ifwe 
may those evils which, in the experience of the 
country, have been found very serious. 

Now there is no reason why, in New Eng- 
land, when we have an Assistant Treasurer in the 
city of Boston, any banks should be depositories 
of the pubtic money. There is no reason in the 
State of New York orelsewhere. 1 believe that, 
as we need the revenue as fast asit is collected to 
reduce our interest and meet the daily expenses of 
the Government, weshould not deposit one dollar 
in these banks, but put it all into the Treasury 
and sub-Treasuries where it may be used by the 
Government. If it is to be withdrawn from the 
banks as soon as deposited, then it will be of no 
advantage to them. If it is to remain in the 
banks, then it will be an injury and an expense 
to the Government. My amendment leaves the 
section in such shape that the banks may be em- 
ployed as financial agents for the negotiation of 
bonds, or any other purpose for which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may require their aid; but 
the public money collected by taxes levied on the 
people for the purpose of paying the expenses of 
the Government should be deposited in the Treas- 
ury of the country, and applied to the public serv- 
ice. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think this a very perni- 
cious amendment. If a national bank, secured 
as these are to be, is nota fit and proper place 
for the collector of taxes in the vicinity to deposit 
his money until such time as itis to be drawn out 
by the Government for its use, we had better have 
no such banks at all. It seems to me that to re- 
quire that all these taxes shall at once be depos- 


country where they are collected would create 
trouble and inconvenience which ought. to be 
avoided. I hope the amendment will be rejected, 
as others less mischievous have been. 

Mr. WARD. 1 move to amend the amend-. 
ment by striking vut the last word. I desire to 
express my approval of the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bourweut.] If 
there is one point upon which the judgment of the 
| people has become confirmed itis in the approval 
of the sub-Treasury system. itis well known to 
this honorable body that there was a long contest 
between political parties as,to the proper depos- 
itories of the public money, and that it terminated 
in the triumph of that system which has since 
worked so well for the public interests. 

This section inthe billas reported by 
mittee of Ways and Means is virtually a repeal 
of the sub-Treasury act, by permitting the Gov- 


thus creating another prolific source of increased 
| loans, discounts, favoritism, centralization, and 


| 
| powcr; it proposes to revive substantially the State 
i 
| 


| bank system for deposits of Government money. 
| Its revival will be. attended by all the disastrous 
i results that followed the change from the United 
[| States Bank to the memorable scheme. which has 
ji hitherto served as a beacon and warning. 
I Mr. Chairman, it is well known that after the 
removal of the deposits in 1833 to the State banks, 
|| there was immediately an enormous inflation and 
| a great expansion in the number of banks and 
banking capital of the country. The history of 
| that period is extremely suggestive, and should 
| be borne in mind atthe present time. ‘The with- 
| drawal of the public deposits from the United 
| States Bank took place in October, 1833. In Janu- 
| ary, 1834, the bank loans and discounts amounted 
to §324,119,499, but at the corresponding date in 


i interim, they rcached the amount of $525,115,702, 


My objection to. this provision as.reported by- 


| ited in a sub-Treasury out of the way of the | 


by the Com- | 


ernment to deposit its fands with special banks, | 


| 1837, the pet bank system having prevailed inthe | 


f 


having increased in three years more: than; sixty: 
per cent. This extraordinary. expansion thus 
stimulated by the removal of. the. public deposits 
from the United States Bank to: the State. banks, 
led to a greatincrease in.importations, which rose 
up.from $108,118,311 in 1833, to $189,980,035.in 
1836. It-affected also the sales of the. public-and 
other lands... The receipts from the publiclanda 
in 1833 were $3,967,682 and in. 1836 $24,877,179; 
a period of over-trading and, speculation sensed 
which resulted in the. suspension of. specie: pay~ 
ments by the-banks.and a general. bankruptcy in 
1837. ltisa singular fact that after this revul- 
sion, which was precipitated by the * specie: gir- 
cular,’’ there was a gradual decrease in the loans 
and discounts from that time down, to 1843, when 
they were only $254,544,937, being less than half 
the amount six, years. before. Notwithstanding 
the great prosperity of the country at that time 
the luans and discounts never attained the. same- 
maximum as in 1837 for seventeen years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is proposed: here by: 
this section to revive that systém: of ‘public de: 
posits which ‘the public sentiment of the country, 
without. distinction of party, has condemned, 
We can have no better depositories than the subs 
Treasuries. They are safe and secure, and by 
having the public money in them it will not.be used 
for banking purposes, and we shall prevent. the 
inflation which under the other practice. must nes 
cessarily ensue. tae 

Iam opposed to the whole system of inflating 
the currency of the country by whatever means. 
Already the circulating medium isswollen by legal 
tender, bank notes, and floating evidences of pub- 
lic debts, to an extent much larger than is required 
by the necessities of the Government. and the peo- 
alee It is proposed by the bill to divert the capi- 
tal of the country from legitimate and productive 
investments, to create new banks with this neces- 
sary accompaniment of more loans and discounts 
and fresh issues of paper money. The section 
under consideration will, if retained, give addi- 
tional impetus to the most objectionable portions 
of the present financial system, and contribute at 
no distant period to produce results the most dis- 
astrous to our welfare and honor. yi ; 

[Here the hammer fell.] i i 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, the ashes of 
the old Bank and sub-Treasury controversy may 
be extremely interesting, butwe hardly have time 
for their enjoyment at this stage of the session. 
I therefore rise to oppose the amendment. |. 

Mr. WARD. They may rise up before the 
gentleman’s vision before many years, 1 with- 
draw my amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. Bourweu’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. $ : 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I move-to amend the 
section by striking out the word ‘ may.” and in- 
serting the word ‘‘ shall,” so ‘that the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall require this to be done, not 
Jeaving it discretionary with him, It is a very 
simple amendment. 

Mr.GRINNELL. As the gentleman remarks, 
it is a very simple amendment, and I desire to - 
oppose it for that reason, I think itis, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROOKS. ‘I move to amend the forty fifth 
section by inserting, in the fifth line, after the 
word “Secretary,”’ the following: 

And such depositaries shall, whenever required by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmit the circulating notes 
of the associations to the cities named in the thirty-first 
section of this act for redemption, and provide and furnish 
all other necessary facilities ror the conveyance of the pub- 
lie funds trom piace to place within the United States, and 
for disbursing the same in payment of the publie Habilities. 
without charging any commission or exchange thereon. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to 
the proposition, We. are creating here a system 
of banks with $300,000,000 capital almost with- 
out taxation, which will have no uniformity. in, 
the mode and manner of redemption, for there 
are eighteen or nineteen different places of redemp- 
tion. I desire that it shall be at least as good an 
institution as the old Biddle bank in the transfer 
of the public money. That institution transferred 
the public money without cost from St. Louis to 
Portland, Maine, and from Portland; Maine, to 
New Orleans, Whatever might be the difference 
of exchange, pro or con., the Government of the: 
United States paid nothing whatever forthe trans- 
fer of the public money. That was done under. 
a bank of $40,000,000. . I. desire the like to be: 
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done. under banks of $300,000,000. - I have sub- 
mitted: my proposition in good faith. It may be 
voted down as my other amend ments were voted 
down, and bya like sort of mechanism. - But we 
shall havea record hereafter, if not in ‘two or 
three yedrs,'then in five or six or seven years, 
if these banks shall have so long existed. i 
~The question being on Mr. Brooxs’s amend- 
ment, > bahi ; 

Mr. BROOKS demanded tellers. 
~ Tellers were not ordered. : 

The amendment was rejected; there being, on 
adivision—ayes 43, nocs ST. Í 

‘The Clerk read the forty-sixtl section. 

Mr. HOOPER. I-move to amend by inserting 
before the word ‘shall,’ the words ** whose 
notes ‘are presented for payment, or the president 


or cashier of the association at which the notes. 


are redeemable;’’ so that it will read: 


‘Sc. 46, And be it further enacted, That If any such as- 
sociation ‘shail at any. time fail to redeem, in the lawful 
money of ihe. United States, any of its circulating notes, 
when payment thereof shall be lawfully demanded, during 
thé psual hours of business, at the office of such associa- 
tion, or at its place of redétiption in one of the cities afore- 
said, the holder may cause the same to be protested, in one 
package, by a notary public, ynless the president or cashier 
of the association, Whose notes are presented for payment, 
or the president or cashier of the association of which the 
notes are redecmabte, shall offer to waive demand and no- 
tice of the protest, and shall, in pursuance of such offer, 
make, sign, and deliver.to the party making such demand, 
an admission in writing, stating the time of the demand, 
the amount demanded, and the fact of the non-payment 
thereof? 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the section 
by striking out the words ‘in one of the cities 
aforesaid,’ and inserting in licu thereof the words 
“in the city of New York or Philadelphia ór Bos- 
ton.’ 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. 1 move that the committee 
do now rise. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


The forty-seventh and forty-sighth sections of 
the bill were read. 

Mr. BROOKS. Lhope thatthe gentlemen who 
have charge of the bill will Ict us go home now. 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘Vhatisa very sensible prop- 
osition. [move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Rones, of New Hamp- 
shire, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union under consideration, and particu- 
larly the bill (H. R. No, 333) to provide a na- 
tional currency secured by a pledge of United 


States stocks, and to provide for the circulation | 


and redemption thereof, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. ANCONA, (at 
four o’clock and thirty minutes, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned till Monday at twelve, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 4, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a report of the Sceretary of War, communi- 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 


ate-of the 30th of March, information in relation | 


to a telegraphic dispatch or order from Major 


General Dix to Provost Marshal Dodge, of Balti- 


more, dated November 5, 1861, concerning clec- 
tions in the State of Maryland on the following 
day; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a report of the Attorney Gencral, commu- 


nicating, in compliance with the joint resolution | 


approved March 3, 1863, information in relation 
to property devised to the people of the United 
States by Captain Uriah P. Levy, deceased; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. WADE presented a memorial of the Board 
of Trade, ship-owners, and ship-masters of Mil- 
waukee, Wisconsin, praying forthe improvement 
of: Frankfort harbor, on Lake Michigan; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


f 


| Ist instant an act (S. No. 108) relating to actin 


Mr. BROWN presènted a petition of citizens 


of Missouri, prayingthat the officers and crew of | 


the iron-ciad gunboat Essex may be suitably rè- 
warded fertheirgallantry in capturing anddestroy- 
ing the rebel ram ‘Arkansas; which was referred 
to the Committee on. Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOWE presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin -in favor of the extension of 
the mail route No. 13184, from Ephraim to Wash- 
ington Harbor,:in Door county, in that State; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Of- 
fices and Post Roads.: - 

-Mr MORGAN presented a memorial of Al- 
pheus Fobes, of the city of New York, United 
States agent for the payment of pensions in that 
city, praying for the passage of a bill making pro- 
vision for the indispensable expenses of his office, 
to the end that pensioners may be promptly paid 
and the business thereof may be transacted in a 
suitable manner; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. BUCKALEW presented a petition of 
eighty-five merchants of Pennsylvania, praying 
for the taxation of the circulation ofall banks 
chartered by State Legislatures to such an extent 
as will compel them-to call in all their issue, and 
for a uniform national currency; which was-re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- 
ferred’a bill (S. No. 154) to provide for the better 
organization of the quurtermaster’s department, 
reported it with amendments. 

Le also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (EL. R. No. 187) to regulate the 


dismission of officers in the military and naval į 


service, submitted an adverse report, whizh was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred a bill (S. 
No. 191) forthe relicf of Baptiste Peoria, reported 
it adversely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (S. No. 198) to aid the Indian 
refugees to return to their homes in the Indian 
territory, reported it with an amendment; and 
notificd the Senate that, asthe bill was one of 
pressing importance, he would call it up to-mor- 
row during the morning hour. : 

CLAIMS FOR FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 

Mr. SUMNER, The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom were referred a petition of 
sundry citizens of New York presented at the 


| present session, and also numerous petitions and 
resolutions of State Legislatures and individuals, | 


taken from the files, asking just compensation for 
individual claims on France appropriated by the 
United States to obtain a release from important 
national obligations, have had the same under 
consideration, and have directed me to report a 


| bill (S. No, 213) to provide for the adjustment 
and satisfaction of clatins of American citizens for | 


spoliations committed by the French prior to the 
Qistday of July, 1861, with an accompanying re- 

ort, which Lask to have printed. 

The bill was read, and passed to a second read- 
ing, and the report was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. SUMNER subsequently said: [desire to 
complete a report which t made during the morn- 
ing hour from the Committee on Forcign Rela- 
tions. L have already reported a bill in reference 
to the French speliations; but I have been di- 


|! rected by the same committee to report back to 


the Senate a bill (3. No. 14) to provide for the 
ascertainment and satisfaction of claims of À mer- 
ican citizens for spoliauions committed by the 
French prior to the 3ist day of July, 1801, with 
a recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 


| poned; and I ask for ection on that now, so that 


the bill may be out of the way. 
The report was concurred in. 
BILL BECOME A LAW. 
A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mri Hay, bis Seeretary, announced 


that the President had approved and signed on the 


o 
S 


assistant pay masters in the Navy, and regulating 

the appointment of cadets in the Naval Academy. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 

by Mr. Lioyp, its Chief Clerk, announced that 


i 
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the House of Representatives had-passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which the 
concurrence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 62) fixing certain rules and regula- 
tions for preventing collisions on the water; 

A bill (No. 119) to regulate the admeasurement 
of tonnage of ships and vessels of the United 
States; and _ A 

A joint resolution (No. 58) relative to the sub- 
stitution of monarchical for republican govern- 
ment in Mexico under European auspices. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announéed that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed an 
enrolled bill (S. No. 80) to provide for the better: 
organization of Indian affairs in California, 


BILL INTRODECED. 


Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No, 
eeuw to the steamboat International on the 
Red river of the North; which was read twice by’ 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, | 
BUSINESS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Interior be directed 
to inform the Senate what number of eases were pending 
in cach circuit and district court of the United States the 
Jst day of January, 1864, and the number of cases 
menced in cach of said courts during the year ending on 
that day. 


LAW OF NEUTRALITY. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, ‘hat the Committee on Foreign. Relations be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of so amending 


| the neutrality law as to make itreciproeal to cach Govern- 


ment, extending entire neutrality to those which return the 
same, and to others the exact measure of neutrality that 
they extend to us. 


PRINTING OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr. SUMNER, it was 
Ordered, That the bill (S. No, 63) establishing a Bureau 
of Emancipation be printed. i 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following ‘bills and joint’ resolution, re- 
ceived from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 62) fixing certain rules and regula- 
tions for preventing collisions on the water—to 
the Committee on Commerce, 

A bill (No. 287) to change the name of the dis- 
trict and port of Presque Isle to the district and 
port of Erie—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (No. 119) to regulate the admessurement 


| of tonnage of ships and vessels of the United 


States—to the Committee on Commerce. 

“A bill (No. 373) to appoint an appraiser and 
assistant appraiser for the port of Portland, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. A 

A bill (No. 371) for the relief of the setildts 
upon certain lands in California—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

_ A hill (No.374) to exempt certain vessels there- 
in named from enrollment and license, and from 
the payment of tonnage duty, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Commerce, 

A joint resolution (No. 55) granting certain 
privileges to the city of Des Moines, in the State 
of lowa—to the Committee on Public Lands. 


TERRITORY OF MONTANA, 


The following message was received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Luoyn, its 
Chief Clerk: é 

Mr. President, Lam directed to inform the Son- 
ate that the House of Representatives has refused 
to reconsider its action on theamendments of the 
Senate to the bill of the House of Representatives 
(No. 15) to provide a.temporary government for 
the Territory of Montana, and’ to return the bilt 
to the Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill of the House (No. 15) to provide 
a temporary government for the Territory of 
Montana, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
Sentatives; and, 


THE C 
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On motion of Mr. WADE, it was 

Resolved, That the. Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the said bill disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, and agree to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thercon. 

Ordered, ‘That the conferees on the part of ihe Senate 
be appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Messrs. 
Wane, Lane of Kansas, and SPRAGUE. 

ENLISTMENTS IN THE SECEDED STATES. 

Mr. WILSON. Imove that the Senate take 
up for consideration House bill No. 261, which 
now lies on the table. 

The motion was agreéd to; and the Senate, asin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 

„the bill (H. R. No. 261) to provide for the vol- 
untary enlistment of any persons, residents of 
certain States, into the regiments of other States. 
It provides that any persons resident in the States 
of Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louis- 
iana, Texas, or Arkansas, who may voluntarily 
enlist.in the military service of the United States 
for the term of three years or during the war, 
shall be entitled to the benefits and privileges of 
existing laws, and such persons shall be mustered 
into the regiments or other organizations of what- 
soever State they may elect, or in the case of col- 
ored troops shall be assigned as now provided by 
law, and the States or subdivisions of States pro- 
curing such enlistments are to receive credit for 
such persons, in accordance with the laws in other 
cases; but such enlistments as are authorized in 
any State under the provisions of thisact are only 
to continue until such State shall have been made 
subject to a call for troops; and no enlistmeént is 
to be made of any soldier, cithcr in or out of any 
State, except those enumerated in the act, unless 
full credit is given to the State to which the en- 
listed soldier belongs. 

Mr. GRIMES. Mr. President, if this bill had 
been submitted to the consideration of the Senate 
to receive a final vote when it came from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, I apprehend that very 
few votes would have been recorded in its favor. 
I suppose that at this time it will Uae pars, 
for I know the amount of persuasions and im- 
portunities that have been addressed to members 
of the Senate in order to induce them to assent 
to its being passed; and indeed so strong and per- 
suasive have been the politicaland personal argu- 
ments which have been addressed to me, that 
there have been moments when I almost felt in- 
clined to let the bill pass by default. But, sir, I 
believe it to be my duty to put myself on record 
on this subject, that it may be known hereafter, 
when theevils thatare to spring from the passage 
of this bill shall be patent, that I had no part or 
lot in it, ` 

Now, Mr. President, what is the bill? A eall 
was made originally upon the States in propor- 
tion to the people, and now in proportion to the 
number of men who are capable of bearing arms, 
to rally to the standard of the country in its de- 
fense. Allthe States have patriotically responded; 
but some have been able to fill up their quotas 
completely, while others have not been successful 
in doing it, This bill proposes that those States 
which have not thus been successful in filling up 


their quotas under the President’s proclamations | 


shall be permitted to go into certain States in re- 
bellion and there secure the enlistment of colared 
men who have hitherto been slaves, induce them 


by bounties or otherwise to enlist In their behalf, | 


and apply the men thus enlisted upon their quotas, 

That is what the bill now under consideration 
is, and to that I have a great many insuperable 
objections. Inthe first place, if you pass this bill 
you will demoralize, in a great degree, your 
Army,and you will render ** confusion worse con- 
founded’? in every one of your armies along the 
line. Every State that is now in arrears, and 
many that are not in arrears but who anticipate 
a future draft, will send their agents into those 
several States for the purpose of recruiting in an- 
ticipation of future drafts, to be applied upon the 
quotas that are anticipated in those States. You 
will have a cloud of men rushing into your Army 
lines; they will be the representatives of States, 
subordinate to their States, but not subordinate 
to the military authorities within whose jurisdic- 
tion they may be. „The prices paid, for these en- 
listed men will be run up to exorbitant figures, 
precisely as the competition of your various agents 


RENA 


raised the prices of arms during the first twelve. 


months of this war, when they went to foreign 
countries to buy them; and Í suppose in the end 


a proposition will be made here, and doubtless at- 


some time or other will pass, to have the national 
Government assume the payment of all the boun- 


ties that are now to be paid by the States for the j 


purpose of filling up their respective quotas. 

We have acknowledged the belligerent rights 
of the rebels. One of the rights incident to that 
condition of things, I understand, is to recruit 
within their own limits. We have denied them 
the power of recruiting. within our limits, and 
hung two of their men because they were engaged 
in recruiting within the lines of our armies.. Now, 
what is to restrain the agents of Massachusetts 
or Iowa or Connecticut or any other State from 
going beyond our lines? If they happen acci- 
dentally to be caught beyond those lines and are 
hung by the rebels, is the Federal Government 
to become responsible for it and to establish a 
system of reprisal and retaliation? Who is to 
have control of these agents? How isit possible 
that you will be able.to control them yourselves? 
This bill had not passed the [louse of Represent- 
atives fifteen minutes before two citizens of my 
State came to me and desired me to assist them 
in procuring permission to go down into the rebel 
States to recruit men in behalf of my own State; 
and if I had not told them that 1 was utterly op- 
posed to the bill and did not believe it would re- 
ceive the sanction of the cool judgment of a ma- 
jority of the Senate, I presúme that even from that 
State, although its quota is more than ful, a cloud 
of men would have sought to be agents to go down 
South to recruit, in the anticipation of any draft 
that might hereafter be made. 

Now, let us see how fair this is to the States. 
Under the calls as they now stand—and I only 
use the States which I shall name by way of il- 


lustration—under the calls that have hitherto been- 


made, the State of Iowa has more than filled its 
quota, not counting the reénlisted men. So has 
the State of Vermont; so has the State of Con- 
necticut; so have several other States. Now, sup- 
pose that the large States of New York, Penn- 
sylvania,and Ohio have not filled their quotas by 
thirty thousand each, making a gross amount of 
ninety thousand; the Government discover that 
they want ninety-thousand more men. You al- 
low New York and Pennsylvania and Ohio-to go 
down South and recruit these men from this res- 
ervoir which we have in reserve with which to 
meet that call for ninety thousand men, and then 
there will be a call upon the State of Vermont for 
three thousand of that ninety thousand, upon the 
State of Connecticut for four thousand, and upon 
the State of Towa for six thousand. But if, on 
the other hand, you require of the States of New 
York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio to fill up their quo- 
tas as they best may, and the States of Vermont, 
Connecticut, and lowa have filled up their quotas, 
then here is areservoirto which the national Gov- 
ernment can come, and from which they can sup- 
ply the ninety thousand men that may be neces- 
sary to meet the requirements of the Government, 
Is it just that these States should be permitted to 


| go down and expend their wealth and recuperate 


their quotas by drawing into their forces these 
colored men that belong properly to all of us 
jointly? [think not. 

‘Suppose the State of Massachusetts—and I 
illustrate it by the State of Massachusetts only 
because the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs is right before me and represents that 
State—suppose the State of Massachusetts is now 
bchindhand in her quota of tweuty thousand men, 
and with her immense wealth she goes down into 
South Carolina and Louisiana and there fills up 
her quota from colored men. . [donot know how 
well the troops from Massachusetts reéulist; but 
suppose the men who enlisted less than a year 
and a halfago and who have not had an oppor- 
tunity to reénlist do not reévlist when the op- 
portunity is offered them, and Massachusetts con- 


| tinues to fill up her quota by enlisting colored men 


to supply the places of these outgoing men who 
fail to reénlist, what will be the condition of its 
troops before the end of two years? Why, sir, 
Massachusetts will be found fighting for the Union 
with an armed body of colored men by the side of 
my State furnishing as many troops as she does, 
if not more, but not one colored man, or not over 
a few hundred, and they allraised at home. Does 


| enter into northern. regiments. 


anybody suppose. there would. be.a-very amiabl 
and fraternal condition of sentiment in. the Arm: 
when it is known that. one State is represented: 
entirely, or almost entirely, by. colored. troops, 
bought up, to-our disadvantage, within the coun 
try that is ininsurrection against us, while we are 
fighting with the best blood that we have. within, 
our jurisdiction? -oC : Pa gees 
Mr. COLLAMER. Tf the gentleman willin-. 
duige me for a moment, Massachusetts may. fill: 
up, as he calla it, that is, obtain: black -troopg:to 
replace the white troops who. go. out, but: those 
troops will not be Massachusetts troops... They 
willbe officered by the United States Govern- 
ment and placed in the United States colored regi~ 
ments. ‘They will not be Massachusetts troops, 
but will be credited to her; so thatfinally we may 
be without Massachusetts troops altogether... ... 
Mr. GRIMES, [think the little circular which 
has been placed on our tables to-day by. the ad=; 
vocates and friends of this bill seems to‘convey, 
the idea that they are to be officered by the re- 
spective States in whose interest they are raised: 
Mr. COLLAMER. No; itis the other way, 
as I read it. They are notofficered by the State. 
Mr. SHERMAN, Undoubtedly they are.offi~; 
cered by the State, if white men in any.of thesg 
States enlist, because they go into any regiment, 
they select, for instance, a Massachusetts regi-, 
ment, and become a part of the quota of Massa- 


_chusetts; but if negroes are enlisted, they go into. 


the United States colored regiments and are offi- 
cered by the United States Goyernment, ; 

Mr. COLLAMER. Thestatement in this cir- 
cular is this: . , 


«Although the regiments thus raised on account of north- 
ern quotas will not be officered by the Governors of the 
.States to which they are credited, any disadvantage which 
may be thought to attach to that consideration will, it i¢ 
believed, be more than counterbalanced. by the fact. that 
they will be enrolled in the national Army,” &c. 


Mr. GRIMES. So faras I am concerned, it 
“matters not who furnishes the officers, of how 
they are furnished, or where they come from, It 
is enough for me to know that under the provis- 
ions of this bill a wealthy State can go, by its 
agents, into the States that are in rebellion, and, 
there, with the aid of its money, purchase sub- 
stitutes for its soldiers, while the citizens of my 
State, not being in a condition to.buy soldiers, 
are compelléd themselves to fight... co s; 

But it may be said that if we do not adopt this 
method, all these States that are now in arrears. 
will pay the $300 commutation money. Grant. 
it. Thatisbadenough; butit is agreat deal bets- 
ter that they should pay the $300, and we shail 
procure thesecolored men, that weshould become : 
responsible for them, that we should teach our 
people to feel an interest in them, that wé should 
protect and defend them, than it is that they should 
be considered, as they willbe, as the mercenaries 
of any State that sees fit to hire them. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from lowa 
in discussing this. bill seems not to draw a dis- 
tinction made here between the negro troops that 
may be enlisted by the agents of the other States 
and the white troops. Ifnegro troops are enlisted 
by the agents of the northern States, they enter 
into the regiments,of Ugited States colored troops. 
They are credited to the State holding out the in- 
ducement to them to enlist; but they enter into 
the regiments of United States colored troops. 
But if white men are enlisted in the southern 
States. by the operation of northern bounties, they 
Take the State 
to which the Senator has already alluded, or take 
my own State, for instance: if Ohio sendsagents 
into the southern States, under this bill, and en- 
lists white men, they will form partof our white 
regiments, to be officered by the Governor of the 
State of Ohio; but if Ohio bounties induce black- 
men to enlist, they enter into the United States 
colored regiments and are officered by the United 
States. . 

There is some justice in this bill when applied : 
to white men. There is no serious objection to 
allowing the agents of the northern States to go 
into the southern States where we. have no Gov- 
ernors, no officials to enlist. for us, and recruit 
white men to enter the service of the United 
States in northern regiments. There is no great 
harm in that. If there are loyal men:in those 
States who are willing to serve inthe Army, there ` 
is no organization in which they can enter unless 
they can ener into northern regiments, because 
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there areno State organizations of white men in 
- ¢he southern States, T believe, according to law. 
IfI am mistaken in this,1 shall be glad to be cor- 
Fected; but I understand there are no white Lou- 
i¥iana regiments, no white South Carolina regi: 
yients; no white North Carolina regiments, and 
consequently the only way in which a Joyal man 
in the ‘southern States, who chooses to do so, can’ 
énter the ‘niilitary-service of the United States, is 
to enlist in one of the northern regiments. ~ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will allow’ 
me, I should like to inquire if there are not in 
Fennessceand Arkansas regiments of white men? 
Mr. SHERMAN, Tennessce is not embraced 
in‘ this. bill; Arkansas is. I do not know that 
there are any white Arkansas regiments. : 
© Mr. TRUMBULL, I understood that’ there 
were some regiments raised in Arkansas. 

Mr. WILSON. Some regiments have been 
rdised in. Arkansas by Genéral Steele, commander 
of the department; but the officers, | suppose, 
have been appointed by the Government, 

Mr. GRIMES. I will state to the Senator that 
there are white regiments in Alabama, one of 
which was raised nearly a year ago, and is com- 
manded by a man from my State. 

.Mr. SHERMAN. As soon as these States 
are received back into the Union and are repre- 
sented on the floor of Congress, they cease to be 
embraced in this bill, as I understand the terms’ 
of it. The objection I have to the bill is, that it 
will allow agents from the northern States to go 
down into the southern States and enlist black 
men in United States regiments, and yet the credit 


of those black men is to be given to the State that’ 


enlists them. It will create a competition that 
will be discreditable, and I think injurious to the 
public service, ‘The State of Ohio, for instance, 
18 said to be deficient a certain number of men, 
aod she may have to enforce a draft in order to 
raise that number. We send our agents into 
Louisiana and into those other southern States 
for the purpose of recruiting black men. We 
meet there the agents from all the different States. 
It will create a competition which, in my judg- 
ment, will be injurious to the public service. T 
believe that all the black men who are enlisted in 
these seceded States ought to be entered by them- 
selves in United States regiments separate and 
apart from the State organizations. There is no 
reason in the world why the northern State that 
sends moncy to these southern States to recruit 
black men should be credited for the men recruited 
there. The bounties and inducements now held 
out by the Government to black men are sufficient 
to gct them into the service of the United States 
without inviling this codperation from State 
agents. 

In my judgment, every State ought to fill up its 
quota. If it cannot do it in any other way, let 
it be done by a draft, and not send competing 
agents to the southern States for the purpose of 
inducing black men to enter our service and hav- 
ing them credited to their quota. I think every 
State ought to be compelled to fill its quota. 

i I shall, therefore, vote against this bill unless it 
is confined to white men alone, I have no ob- 
jection whatever to the bilbif it is confined to the 
enlistment of white men. Where white men in 
the southern States choose to enlist inany of the 
northern regiments, I think the State to which the 
regiment belongs should be credited with those 
enlistments; butto extend that principle to black 
men, when there are United States regiments in 
which they can enter, L think would be unjust. 
Į shali vote against the bill unless that change is 
made. o 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know that I un- 
derstand one portion of this bill, I should like 
to inquire of the chairman of the Committee’ on 
Military Affairs what is meant by the provision 
in the tenth and eleventh lines that these colored 
troops ‘shall be assigned as now provided by 
law?” i 

Mr. WILSON, It means that they shall be 
assigned to the United States colored regiments 
officered by the Federal Government. By the 
existing law, the Government of the United States: 
enlists colored men and the President appoints 
the officers; and this bill provides thatif theStates 
shall enlist colored men they shall ge into such 


colored regiments as may be designated, and be 
That is 


officered by the Federal Government. 
the intention of that clause. » 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that the passage of this bill will have a very 


bad effect upon the public service of the country. 


As the Senator from Ohio has very justly re- 
marked, it is introducing a competition between 
the diferent States in the enlistment of these col- 
ored troops in the South; and itis also inaugu- 
rating a competition between the Government of 
the United States and the various States. 

I have thought from the early stages of this 
war that a very great mistake had been made in 
giving the large bounties that Nave been offered 
by towns and counties and States and the General 
Government for procuring soldiers. “I think it 
would have been much better if, when this rebel- 
lion commenced, we had passed a law forbidding 
the giving of these bounties to raise troopsin any 
of the States. In my judgment, it would have 
been much better if the people of the States had 
expended ‘the sum they devoted to bounties in 
providing for the families of the soldiers, in taking 
care of those who were dependent on the soldiers 
that volunteered or who were drafted into the 
public service of the country. But, sir, that policy 
has been adopted, and we have created a vast debt 
by giving these very large bounties—not only a 
national debt which is now pressing severely upon 
us and affecting the credit of the Government, 
leading to expansion in all directions, inflating 
the currency, and besetting us with many dan- 
gers, but the States and counties and towns have 
also incurred vast debts. ; 

It is now proposed to authorize the Statés which 
have not filled up their quotas to go down into 
the southern States where our armies march, and 
compete with each other and with the Federal 
Government in filling up the ranks of our armies 
by offering bounties. This will have no applica- 
tion to my State. Wehave furnished all the troops 
required by all the calls, and that without any 
draft in the State of Illinois; and almost every 
man who has gone to the war from that State is 
awhite man. ‘There has been an attempt to raise 
a colored regiment, and I believe a part of a col- 
ored regiment has been raised in Illinois; but we 
have more than furnished all the troops called for 
from that State from white persons. 

This measure will produce confusion. Ofcourse 
it will be the end of enlisting troops into the ser- 
vice of the country by the Federal Government if 
this bill passes, so far as the enlistment of the 
colored population of the southern States is con- 
cerned. Men are now enlisting and being brought 
into the service of the country there through the 
agency of the Federal Government. Pass this bill, 
and that will cease, because the States will pay a 
larger bounty than the Federal Government pays; 
which, as I understand it, does not propose to 
continue the bounties that have been hitherto paid 
for any considerable length of time. 

Mr. WILSON. They are stopped now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Whe payment of those 
bounties is stopped already, the Senator informs 
me. 

Again: as has been truly said by the Senator 
from’ lowa, you exhaust the fund, so to speak, 
which belongs to all the States; and if half a 
million men should hereafter be required, the 
State of lHlinois would have to furnish her pro- 
portion of that half million men; whereas, if 
this bill does not pass, there may be no occasion 
for a future draft, because the Federal Govern- 
ment may be ableto keep up its Army to the re- 
quisite standard by the enlistments which it may 
make in the southern States. The enlistments 
that are to be made under this bill will go to fill 
up the calisalready made. Itexhausts the num- 
ber of men from which the Government may 
draw by placing them in the ranks and crediting 
them to those States which have not furnished 
their quota. It seems ‘to me that this is unjust 
to the States that have furnished their quotas. I 


‘think the effect of it would be bad in every 


way. ‘Iam sure it would be bad in my State if 
we go home to Hlinois and tell the people of that 
State, who have sent their sons and the best young 
men of the State to aid in putting down this re- 


bellion, that other States have not furnished an 


equal number in proportion to their population | 
with the State of Illinois, but have taken their 
money and have gone down into the regions of | 
country conquered by our troops, and have hired į 
negroes to enter the service, and that they here- 
after are té-carry on tha war in company with 


these hired troops in the South afd not in coms 
pany with. the quotas furnished by the other 
States from their young men, as the State of Illi- 
nois has furnished hers. 

I can see nothing butevil in this bill. I seeno 

ossible good to result from it. Why pass it? 
What is the object of it? What are you to gain 
by it? Have we not already a law authorizing 
the Federal Government to. organize and arm 
these colored troops? I ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs what possible ben- 
efit can be derived from this bill? Do you dis- 
trust the Government? -Is not the Federal Gov- 
ernment competent to manage this thing, that 
each State must take hold of it? I cannot for. 
the life of me see what possible benefit is to accrue 
out of this bill, unless you assume that the Fed- 
eral Government is incompetent to discharge its 
duties and each State must go to work to raise an 
army for the Federal Government. The only. 
thing I can see about it is that it will enable cer- 
tain States which have not supplied their, quotas 
to fill up their quotas with money instead of with 
men. i think the effect of it would be bad. I 
hope the bill will not meet with the concurrence 
of the Senate. ; 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, this bill comes 
from the House of Representatives, having passed 
that body by a vote of about two to one. It was 
introduced into the House by a gentleman who 
has been in the military service, commanding a 
corps in the Southwest, and received the cordial 
support of several other gentlemen recently con- 
nected with the Army. General GarrieLD said, 
when the bill was pending, that hê believed it the 
best bill which had been introduced into Congress 
during the session, or words to that effect. The 
Senator from lowa tells us that if a vote had been 
taken at the time it came from the House few 
would have voted for it, although he thinks a ma- 
jority will vote for it now; and I hope he is right 
in his anticipation. But, sir, the Senator from 
Illinois does not see any good that can come from 
passing this bill. 

1 believe there are some twelve or fifteen States 
that have not filled their quotas, and the large 
bounties having now expired, they will have to 
draft to fill their quotas. It is an easy thing for 
the Senator from Ilinois and for a few Senators 
to speak in high commendation of the action of 
the people of their States in promptly responding 


| to the calls that have been made upon them; but 


I venture to say to the Senator from Illinois that 
several of the States that have not yet completed 
their quotas have quite as many men in the Army 
and in the Navy in proportion to the number of 
men liable to do duty as have the States of Illinois 
and Indiana. Those States have filled their quotas 
more readily than other States, and the reason is 
a very plain one 

Mr. GRIMES. 
Senator refers to? 

Mr. WILSON. I refer to several. 

Mr. GRIMES. To several that have more 
men now in the Army and Navy than their quota? 

Mr. WILSON. That have more than filled 
their quota? 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON. My pointwasthat States which 
it is said have not filled their quotas have really 
in the service, including the Army and Navy, : 
more men than some of the States that have over- 
filled their quotas, for the reason that the latter 
States have a vast number of young men. Take 
the States of Indiana and Massachusetts as an 
illustration. They have in the State of Indiana 
118,000 more inhabitants than Massachusetts, and 
of that 118,000 103,000 are males; and; it is so in 
most of these young western States. The young 
men of the country have thronged there. 

The vast number of foreign immigrants in the 
country counts against the old Atlantic States. 
Large numbers of that class of men are enrolled, 
but when you come to draft them they do not 
respond to it: they are not liable to do duty, 

Mr. HOWE. We have two to your one. 

Mr. WILSON. . You have a great many I 
know in some of your western States; but the for- . 
eign population, scattered over the agricultural 
parts of the country, go I think more readily into. 
the service than those in our large cities, and haye 
been more erithusiastic. in support of the war and 
the policy of the country. 

. The Federal Government has enlistod during 


I will inquire what States the 
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this war but very few:men. Nearly all the men 
that have been. put into the service have been en- 
listed by the States; andthe Federal Government 
does not know muchaboutenlisting men. Ithas 
done but very little ofit during this war and that 
at enormous expense. The States have raised 
most of the men who have gone into the Army. 
We authorized the Government nearly two years 
ago to raise colored troops, and they have I sup- 
pose seventy-five or eighty thousand men now 
raised in the country, and a great many of these 
have been raised by the influence and by the action 
of the States. . ; 

I do not believe that any confusion. will come 
from allowing the States to raise these troops. 

“As our armies advance into the rebel States we 
find poor Union men willing to enlist into the 
service of the country and take the bounties offered 
them. They need the bounties, their families 
need the bounties for support, for we are support- 
ing the families of thousands of Union men and 
some families of disunion men in the rebel States. 
We have enlisted some of these men in al! parts 
of the rebel States; but the State agents or State 
officers would enlist them much more ‘readily 
than any agents of the Federal Governmentcould. 
Then the Federal Government can only pay to 
these white men $100 bounty. Many ofthe States 
are paying three, four, and five hundred dollars 
bounty, ‘Then if the Federal Government raises 
these men it puts them into new regiments, and 
a thousand men raised and scattered through the 
old veteran regiments are worth for the coming 
campaign more than three thousand men put into 
new regiments. We can raise these white men 
and scatter them through our armies as they ad- 
vance into the rebel States; the poor white people 
will take the bounties offered them and go into 
the regiments, and the States paying the boun- 
ties will get the credit. We thus transfer the 
burden from the loyal to the disloyal section of 
the country, and in doing it aid the loyal poor 
white men of that section of the country, and the 
Senator from Ohio sees no evil in that. 

It is of great importance to put colored men 
into the service of the country, to reach out be- 
yond our lines and bring them in, and offer such 

ounties and such inducements as will bring them 
in. Every man takenfrom the rebellion and added 
to the cause of the country. weakens the rebellion 
and strengthens us. I believe if this bill shall 
pass, within one hundred days many thousand 
more men, black and white, in the rebel section 
of the country, will be put into the service than 
will go into it if the Federal Government alone 
is engaged in enlisting them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
tocallup the unfinished business of Friday, which 
is the joint resolution (S. No. 16) proposing 
amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States. : 

Mr. WILSON. hope the Senator who has 
the floor will consent to let that question go over 
temporarily, and let us see if we cannot dispose 
of this bill this morning. ‘ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
will not be laid aside. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. Coruamen] suggests that this bill will re- 
quire more debate.. L suppose, therefore, I must 
let it go over, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I move to postpone all 
prior orders for the purpose of taking up the bill 
making appropriations for the naval service for 
the next fiscal year. I will state that 1 make this 
motion without any objection on the part of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Jounson} who is 
entitled to the floor onthe specialorder. [le says 
it isa matter of indifference to him whether he 
goes on to-day or not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion made 
by the Senator from Maine is a motion which can 
be interposed only with the consent of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, who is entitled to the floor 
on the special order, which is now properly be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, I hope the Senator from 
Maryland will not consent to give way and have 
the special order go over. ‘It was understood that 
he was to have the floor to-day, and I was hoping 
we might come to a vote on the question. Ifan 


I hope the special order 
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appropriation: bill comes in now it will take a good 
deal of time probably... I believe it is the general 
naval.appropriation bill, which always takes time. 
L hope the Senator from Maryland, who is-enti- 
tled to the floor upon the special order, will go on. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I can only say thatL 
have delayed pressing this appropriation bill for 
some time, inorder that we might make progress 
in other matters which excite the speaking pro- 
clivities of Senators., . Lam not disposed to. urge 
itagainst the-wishes of the Senate; but I must say. 
that I expect that within a very sbort time the 
bank bill will.be upon us, and not long afterthat 
the internal revenue bill, and it is important to 
get some of these bills which are. absolutely es- 
sentfal out of the way. If gentlemen have any 
very strong desire to devote another day, in the 
first place, to the subject that is the special order, 
I shall give way; but J notify Senators that ‘to- 
morrow at one o’clock I shall move to take up the 
appropriation bill and go onwith it. Itis impos- 
sible that I can yield much longer to these. other 
matters. According to the ruling of the Chair, if 
the assent of the Senator from Maryland is neces- 
sary, of course I cannot urge my motion against 
his objection; and if he has any objection to it I 
certainly will not press the motion; but I suppose 
some other gentleman will have the floor for to- 
morrow, if the special order shall not be disposed 
of to-day, and I shall be in the same condition 
then. I give this notice now in order that if I 
make the motion to-morrow, no gentleman who 
may then be entitled to the floor may think ita 
discourtesy that I do so. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to submit to 
the Senator from Maine whether he does not 
think we shall get along faster with business if, 
when we havea measure of this kind up, we hold 
on to it and finish it. Of course, the appropria- 
tion bills have to be passed and will be passed; 
but as a mere matter of economy in point of time, 
shall we not gain by holding on to a measure 
which has been discussed for several days, and 
which there is very little probability of adjourn- 
ing without getting a vote upon in some way? 

think we shall have to vote at some time or 
other on this constitutional amendment. Myex- 
erience is, and I think he will find it to be his, 
if he will reflect, that when we discuss a question 
like this and occupy a week with it, and then post- 
one it for three or four days, we have about as 
ong a discussion afterwards before we can geta 
vote as if the debate was but. then commencing, 
while if we hold on to it when it is under discus- 
sion we shall get a vote much sooner and save 
time by it. Itis in that view, of course, that I 
make thisobjection. 1 do notexpectto interpose 
or try to interpose objections to taking up the ap- 
propriation bills; but I really think we shall get 
through with the appropriation bills and all our 
business sooner,if when we have on hand a meas- 
ure which will have to come to a vote at some 
time, we hold on to it until we get through. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. J donot feel disposed to 
urge my motion now; but there is never a time in 
the Senate when there ig not some measure under 


discussion, and something must give way neces- || 4 
j day. 


sarily for the passage of the bills which are abso- 
lutely essential. 1 would not have made the mo- 


tion but for my knotvledge of the situation and | 


what will be the situation of business with ref- 
erence to the Committee on Finance in a very few 
days, which will render it necessary that certain 
bills should be out of the way. 1 will yield for 
to-day; but I give notice that to-morrow I shall 
make a motion to take up the naval appropriation 
bill. Į withdraw my motion to-day. . 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I would cer- 
tainly withdraw my assent to taking up the ap- 
propriation bill mentioned by the chairman of the 

inance Committee, at the request of the honor- 


able member from Ilinois, if, inthe first place, I | 


had not already given it, and consider myself 
bound by having done so. And in the next place, 
if I was at liberty to do so, I think it more im- 
portant at present to the interests of the country 
that the appropriation bill should be passed than 
that we should dispose of the particular measure 
on which I propose to address the Senate. But 


the honorable member from Wisconsin. [Mr. . 


Howe] told me soon after I came into the Senate 
this morning that he was obliged to leave Wash- 
ington this evening, and as he was desirous to 
address the Senate on this subject he asked if it 
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/ emancipation in the State of Maryland, 


would make any difference to me whether he 
went.on now or.whether I should hold:the floor- 
this ‘morning... Í. told :him: with a great, deal-of 
pleasure that lhad not the. slightest objectién-te 
nis addressing the Senate, and L-waived.my right 
to the floor now. for.the purpose of, enabling: tha 
Senator from Wisconsin. to address the Senate 
_ Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 wish to say: one -w 
in order to ascertain whether I understood.the 
Chair correctly.. I suppose although theispeeial 
order may come.up, and on that special order.a 
Senator. be entitled to the floor on it, -yet another 
Senator is at liberty at any. time.to. move-tọ'poste. 
pone the’special order and.take up another bills 
otherwise 1t.would be impossible ever to introduce - 
anything if a bill went over from day tò day, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The understands 
ing of the, Chair is that.if the Senate adjourng 
with amember entitled to the floor, when that- 
business comes up as the unfinished business -the 
next day, the pergon entitled to the foor is entis 
tled to it, and no other member can get it upon 
that question, no.one can introduce’a motion te 
postpone it without the consent of the member 
holding the floor. ` fe ae Peale 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But that motion may be 
made, I take it, before the bill is actually taken 
up, even if the hour has arrived. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not 
sion of the Chair. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then by the application 
of that rule it would be impossible to interpoga 
anything if, when the Senate adjourns, a member 
is entitled to the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule has been 
so administered during all the time the present 
incumbent has been in the chair, and always, he 
believes, Ata particular moment of time the bill, 
which is the special order, is before the Senate; 
and when that is before the Senate the person en- 
titled to the floor on it can claim the floor, and no 
intervening motion canbe made. That has been 
the practice of. the Senate. ; 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. No. 16) proposing amendments to the Cons 
stitution of the United States... eas 

Mr. HOWE addressed the. Senate in support 
of the joint resolution. [His speech will be pub- 
lished in. the Appendix.] i RA 

Mr. FESSENDËN. ` 1 move that this joint 
resolution and all prior orders be postponed, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration. of 
House bill No. 151, which is the naval appropria- 
tion bill. I do not mean to go on with it this 
evening, but I want to give it'the preference fog 
to-morrow. f 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Had we'not better leave 
that matter to be decided to-morrow? . ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Somebodyelse may get 
the floor for to-morrow, and then I cannot get in 
my motion, as 

Mr. POWELL, If the Senator from Maine 
will allow me todo so, I desire to ask permission 
to take up the resolution which Loffered the other 


in the impres+ 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to have the naval 
appropriation bill taken up, and then it can go 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. POWELL. I have no objection to taking 
up the bill. ; 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Before the pending 
question is disposed of, I desire to ask the Sena- 
tor from Delaware one question. Hesaid to the 
Senator from Wisconsin that he had strong inti- 
mations that General Wallace proposed to have 
something todo with the coming Maryland elec- 
tion. I wish to know what order or act of that 
officer it was to which the Senator referred. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will answer the hon- 
orable Senator with pleasure. l referred to no 
order whatever; but General Wallace made a 
speech in the city of Baltimore the other evening 
in which he congratulated the people whe were 
present upon the efforts made to bring about 
and as- 
sured them of such aid as he could give. Iob- 
served also a correspondence between him cand 
one of the candidates in one of the counties, In 
which General Wallace put questions to that can- 
didate as to his political views and his political 
acta in the past; and.as to whether if he should 
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be-elected’he would take a certain oath prescribed 
by the laws of Maryland. It was from those acts, 
fot from any order which General Wallace had 
given; but from the declaration that he would give 
these men whatever -aid he could, and from: his 
- propounding qucstions'asa military officer to can- 
didates, he himself not being a citizen of the State 
and only there simply as a military commander, 
that I drew the inference stated. $ 
+ Mri LANE, of Indiana. General Wallace did 
put certain interrogatories to Mr. Kilbourn, first, 
whether le was a member of the Legislature 
which attempted to pass an ordinance of seces- 
sion, to which he responded in the affirmative; 
- and then he asked certain other questions, and’ 
finally asked that man if he could swear that he 
had given no aid and comfort to the rebellion; to 
which he said that he could not, and he volunta- 
“gily declined to run for the Maryland convention 
at the approaching election. General Wallace 
only said that'so far as he was concerned, with- 
out designating any policy which should govern 
him, he would say that hé did not believe a rebel 
and a traitor had any political rights, and I say 
here the same thing, and every patriot in the land 
says the same thing, that a rebeband a traitor in 
Maryland orany whercelse has no political rights; 
and he would be recreant to his duty if he did not 
exclude all such from the polls and all such from 
zandidacy in the State of Maryland. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 1 rise to make simply 
one remark, and not to occupy the time of the 
Senate. [think the Senator from Indiana mani- 
fests too mach sensitiveness in reference to Gen- 
eral Wallace. Nobody bas made any attack upon 
General Wallace. Lreferred simply to what [saw 
in the papers, aud the point of my remark was 
that he, being a military officer, not a citizen of 
Maryland, clothed by no Jaw with authority to 
propiound any interrogatories or do any other 
thing in reference to the elections in Maryland, 
I regarded it as an intimation that when an elec- 
tion should take place he would undertake to have | 
sorne supervision over that election. 

Mr. JOHNSON. [think the honorable mem- 
ber from Indiana perhaps does not understand 
the position which Geueral Wallace has taken, 
with which I find no fault. He put the interrog- | 
atories to the former member of the Legislature | 
of Maryland, referred to by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Indiana, and the answers which were 

iven he has stated very correctly. ‘here his | 
interference, so far at any rate, has terminated. | 
But thore is an clection to be held’in Maryland | 
during the poal week, and General Wallace 
very properly wrote n letter to the Governor of | 
the State asking what the law was in a certain | 
particular. He wanted to know whethera chise 
In the Jaw under which the convention election is 
about to be held authorized the judges of election 
to put any inquiries that they might think proper | 
in order to ascertain whether the party offering | 
to vote was or was not entitled to vote, and | 
whether his right or title to vote under that law 
would be affected by its turning out, either by his 
own answers or by proof aliunde, that he had | 
aided and comforted the rebellionduring the strug- 
gle. To the letter containing these inquiries, he 
received what he admitted to be a very satisfac- 
tory answer from our Governor. The Governor 
cited the sections of the particular statute under 
which this election is to be held, and one or two 
acctions of the general laws applicable to the same 
subject, and told him, and I have no doubt cor- 
rectly told him, that under those laws it was not | 
only the right bat the duty of the judges of elec- | 
tion to make the inquiry, and he added, what Gen- | 
eral Wallace I am very sure will admit to be per- | 
fectly sound, that the whole depended upon the | 
laws of Maryland, that they were abundantly. | 
able to keep the ballot-box from the pollution of || 


rebellious or traitorious votes, and that the judges |; 
are liable to an indictment if they do not faith- | 
fully discharge their duty, General Wallace in 
hig letter did not suggest that it was his purpose 
to interfere by using the military in any way 
` whatever, and J understand that in point of fact 
it is not his purpose in any contingency to resort 
to the military unless it shall become necessary 
to repress some tumultuous violence which the! 
civil authorities of the city or the State may be | 
unable to quell. ; Na | 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I renew my motion to 
take up the naval appropriation bill. 


| me, is exceedingly important. 


- Mr. TRUMBULL. [hope that will not be 
done. ` Let us go on and vote upon the proposi- 
tion before the Senate, if nobody is disposed to 
speak on it: < ; 

_ Mr, FESSENDEN. There are otliers who 
mean to speak on it. . ` pera 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ` Let ussee. There is no- 
body proposing to speak upon it now; aid there 
ig an amendment pending. H : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. Dayss] to the amendment, re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary. The 
Senator from Maine, however, moves to postpone 
thé present ordér and all prior orders for the pur- 
pose of proceeding to the consideration of thé bill 
muicated by him. ; : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that will not be 
done. I said all that Fean say about it when the 
matter was called up this morning. There are 
no new suggestions, that I know of to make. I 
stated to the Senator from Maine then, that I 
thought we should get through the appropriation 
bills and everything more speedily by finishing 
one thing when we have itup. This debate will 
come to a close before very long, | think, if we 
continue to hold on to the joint resolution, Sup- 
pose we sit here an hour or two longer to-night, 
and if persons desire to speak upon it we shall 
get through with the speaking’in the course of a 
day or two by holding longer sessions; and at 
any rate if everybody speaks we can get through 
in the course of two or three days more by keep- 
ing the subject before the Senate constantly. But 
if we take up another measure and hear a single 
speech a day, I do not know when we shall get 
through with thisif it be laid aside for other busi- 
ness. 

1 think the Senator from Maine will accom- 
plish the purpose.which we all have, to facilitate 
the business of the session and close the session 
sooner, by allowing this measure to be continued 
till itis finished. Lam willing to sithere at later 
hours, 1 hope the Senate will not postpone this 
for any other subject until we get a vote upon it. 
If the Senate does postpone it, of course L have 
no more to say in regard to it, 1 have made the 
statement to the Senate, and do not wish to take 
uptime in repeating. I think it is an economy 
of time to hold on to this joint resolution until it 
is finished. T hope the Senate will so think. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I can only say it is a 
matter of entire indifference to me. l have no 
interest in the matter any more than any other 
Senator present. My judgment is that in the state 
of the business which is now before’ and will 
soon be before the Committee on Finance, it is 
advisable to get one or, two of the appropriation 
bills out of the way, and I have several reasons, 
I should like to dispose of the naval bill and an- 
other appropriation bill, the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill, if I can. if 
will not place any very great reliance on my own 
judgment, but [think it is advisable, and with 
my notion and views of the business of the Sen- 
ate, f advise it tobe dong. If the Senate shall 
decide otherwise, | shall be quite content. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If I may be allowed to 
say a single word on this question, it seems to me 
that if the measuré which is now pending before 


| the Senate could be before the Senate to-morrow, 


which is Tuesday, and on Wednesday, with an 
understanding that we shall close the matter on 
Wednesday night, all the gentlemen who desire 
to speak can speak by that time, and it will be 
out of the way, and I shall be willing then to go 
with the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, to take up his financial bills and stand 
by him and keep everything out of the way until 
he disposes of them. Butthis matter, it seems to 
The discussion, 
I suppose, is nearly through; I understand the 
honorable Senator from Maryland (Mr. Jons- 


i son] is to address the Senate, and 1 do not know 


that there is any other gentieman who wishes to 
address the Senate, but there may be; atallevents 
to-morrow and the next day we can close this 
matter and allow it to go to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. f make that suggestion and shall 
govern my vote accordingly. 1 feel anxiety to 
go on in finishing these financial measures. T 
agree, they are the measures which must be at- 
tended to; but just in the present situation of af- 


fairs I hope the Senate will allow this resolution 


to goon to-morrow and: the next day, with the 
understanding that we come to a vote and close it 
on Wednesday. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
nays on my motión. ~~ 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted —yeas 20, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—_Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Buckdlew, Carlile, 
Clark, Collamer, Conness, Davis, Fessenden, Foot; Hard- 
ing, Howard, Johnson, Morrill, Powell, Ramsey, Saulsbury, 
Van Winkle, Willey, and Wilson—20. ~ 

NAYS—Messrs. Chandler, Doolittle, Hale, Harlan, Diir- 
ris, Lané of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Pomeroy, 
Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, and Wade—14. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote shows 
the want of & quorum, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
adjourn. 
© The motion was agreed to; and the 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, April 4, 1864. 
The House metat twelve o'clock, m, Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev, W. H. Cuannina. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


. CALL OF COMMITTEES FOR REPORTS. 


The SPEAKER stated that the first business 
in order was the call of committees for reports to 
go upon the Calendar, and not to be called back 
by a motion to reconsider, 

No reports were offered. 


BOUNTIES. 


Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be re- 
quested, if in their judgment advisable, to report to this 
House a bill so amending the sixth section of the act ap- 
proved July 22, 1861, relating to the granting of bounties to 
“any volunteer who may be received into the service of 
the Cnited States”? under said act, whereby the benefits of 
such amount of bounty may be extended to all volunteers 
(or their heirs) who enlisted prior to the passage of said act 
approved July 22, 1861, and who were killed or wounded, 
aud, in the latter case, honorably discharged from the ser- 
vice by ren of wounds received, the same to be paid in 
like mami tras is provided for in the act approved July 1H, 
1862. : 


I ask for the yeas and 


I move that the Senate 


Senate 


UNDISTRIBUTED BOOKS. 


Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts, from the 
Committee on Printing, submitted the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be directed 
to consider and report in regard to some feasible and proper 
method of distributing thé undistributed balances of books 
heretofore printed or purchased for the use of the members 
of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PRUYN. Does that embrace anything 
beyond the books published by the House of Rep- 
resentatives ? 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts, 
not. 

Mr. PRUYN. Task the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to make his resolution broader. There 
are now in the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. SPEAKER. If the resolution give rise 
to debate it must go over. If there be no objec- 
tion, the gentleman will be heard, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PRUYN. At the last Congress a resolu- 
tion was passed for distributing all the books left 
undistributed in the Department of the Interior. 
The resolution was imperfect, and the Secretary 
of the Interior found it Impossible to carry it out. 
It remains therefore for the present. Congress to 
give such order in regard to that distribution as 
they may see fit. I ask the gentleman to make 
his resolution broader, so as to cover the distri- 
bution referred to in the act passed atthe last ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts. [have no 
objection. A 

Mr. LAW. In regard to that resolution which 
I reported from the Committee on the Library I 
will say that there was found to be a great many 
broken sets of books, and the difficulty was in 
their distribution. í 

Mr. PRUYN. We can provide for that. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts; It jsa 
proposition that the Committee on Printing shall 
consider whether any feasible measure can be 
adopted for the distribution of all such books. I 
accept the modification of my resolution suggested 


It does 


J. S. AND E. A. ABBOTT. 


+ 


Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire, intro- 
duced a joint resolution in favor of J.S. and E.A. 
Abbott; which was read a first and sceond time, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, _ ,; i 

The SPEAKER stated the next business in or- 
der to be the calls on the Executive Departments 
for information which were laid overunderthe rule. 

. SLATE DEBTS. 

The first was a resolution submitted by Mr. 
Braxe on the Tth of Jantary last, directing the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury to report the amount 
of debt incurred in the several States in their ef- 
forts in suppressing the rebellion. 

Mr. BLAINE was not present, and the resolu- 
tion was laid over. 


PAYMENT OF TREASURY NOTES IN COIN. 


The next was a resolution submitted on the 
Tth of January last, by Mr. Scorreny, request- 
ing the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to inform this 
Fouse whether, under existing legislation, the 
geven-thirty.' Treasury notes will be paid in coin. 

Mr. SCOFIELD was not present, and the res- 
olution was laid over. 


STATE QUOTAS. 
The next was.a resolution submitted by Mr. 
Arworp on the lth of January last, directing 


` the Secretary of War to furnish a statement of 


the number of men called into the military ser- 
vice of the United States since March, 1861; the 


“quota of each State wéder each call; the number 


furnished and also the number tendered under 
cach call; the length of time for which they were 
accepted; what State or States furnished an ex- 
cess over its quota; and how many and what State. 
or States did not furnish its quota, and the naum- 
ber deficient. l 

Mr. STEVENS. It will take a long time to 


` do that work. 


Mr. ARNOLD. The substance of the inform- 
ation called for has already appeared in the news- 
papers. The object of the resolution was to 
ascertain what States were. behindhand in their 
quotas under the different calls. 

Mr. STEVIENS. Say, if not incompatible with 
the public interest. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I agree to that. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


MAJOR N. H. M'LEAN. 


The next was a resolution submitted by Mr. 
Peno_eron on January 18 last, requesting the 
President of the United States to communicate to 
this House the reasons why Major N. H. Me- 
Lean, lately stationed at Cincinnati, was ordered 
to report at Fort Vancouver; also, whether any 
charges affecting the capacity or fidelity to the 
Constitution of said McLean have been filed in 
any of the Departments. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to insert the words “ if 
not incompatible with the public interest,’? and 
demanded the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

‘The amendment was agrecd to; and then the 
resolution was adopted. 


ARREST OF A CONSUL GENERAL 


The next wag a resolution submitted by Mr. 
Ganrieip on the 18th of January, requesting the 


President of the United States to communicate to | 


this House such information as may be in the 
State Department touching the arrest of our con- 
sul general to the British North American prov- 
inces, and such official communications touching 
Canadian commerce ag may have been made by 
the Colonial Secretary, or other Canadian or Brit- 
ish officer, since the 15th of November, to our 
Government. p ; . 

A similar resolution having been already adopt- 
ed, the resolution was laid upon the table. 


SHELBY RAID IN MISSOURI. 


The next resolution in order was a resolution 
offered on the 8th of February by Mr. Kine, di- 
recting the Secretary of War to lay before the 
House the official report of Brigadier General E. 
B. Brown; of the department of Missouri, of his 
military operations in October last against what: 
was known as the Shelby rebel raid into Missouri. 

Mr. STEVENS. I moveto amend the resolu- 
tion by inserting the usual words, ‘ if not incom- 
patible with the public interest.” | 

The amendment was agrééd to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


AMOUNT OF COMMUTATION MONEY. 


The next resolution in order was: a resolution 
offered on the 8th of February by Mr. ELDRIDGE, 
directing the Secretary of War to furnish to this 
House information as to the amount of moneys 
received up to this time for commutation by draft- 
ed men; also, what disposition has been made of 
said moneys; if substitutes have been purchased | 
for drafted men, how many; where and who have 
been procured as substitutes; what sum has been 
paid for cach, and whether for white or black, 
and how much for each. : 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I demand the previous ques 
tion upon the passage of that resolution. ` 

Mr. STEVENS. [suggest to the gentleman 
the usual amendment by inserting the words ‘if 
not incompatible with the public interest.” 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I accept that modification 
of the resolution, 

Mr. STEVENS. This resolution will call for 
a great deal of labor, and unless theréis some use 
forit : 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
demanded, and debate is out of order, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I will withdraw it for a 
moment. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
resolution is. 
to answer it: 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Icannot see that the reso- 
lution calls for a great deal of-labor. 

Mr. STEVENS. Furthermore, it will furnish 
information to the enemy. If the gentleman will 
not consent to let it go over, I shall move to lay 
it on the table. 

‘Mr. ELDRIDGE. The resolution is so mod- 
ify that it does not require an answer if'it should 
be inconsistent with thé public interest, I de- 
mand the previous question: 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. å 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I demand the yeasand nays 
on that motion, ; 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; andit was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 60, nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Alley, Allison, Anderson, Amold, Ast- 


I cannot see of what use the 
It will require a great deal of labor 


ley, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Biow, Boyd, Broomall, Wil- į 
7, Clark, Cobb, Cole, Henry Win- | 


lian G. Brown, Ambrose V 
ter Davis, Thomas J". Da Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eliot, 
Prank, Grinnell, Wale, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel 
W. Hubbard, Jenckes, Jutian, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando 
Kellogg, Longyear, McBride, McClurg, Moorhead, Amos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Charies ONeill, Orth, Perham, 
Pike, William H. Randall, Alexander H, Rice, Edward IE. 
Rollins, Shannon, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, Tracy, Up- 
son, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. 
Washburn, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, 
and Woodbridge—80. : 

NAYS—Mes James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, James 8. Brown, Chanter, Clay, 
Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Eish, 
Finck, Grider, Griswold, Harrington, Benjamin G. {farris, 
Herriek, Holman, Philip Johnson, Katbflcisch, King, Law, 
Lazear, Long, Mallory, Marcy, McKinney, Middleton, 
James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Odell, Jobn O'Neill, 
Price, Pruyn, Robinson, Join B. Stecle, Strouse, Wheeler, 
Chilton A. White, Winfield, and Yeaman—46. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 

During the call of the roll, ; 

Mr. KERNAN stated that he was paired off 
with Mr. Morris, of New York. 

Mr. JOHNSON stated that his colleague, Mr. 


Srizes,had gone home on pressing business, and | 
was paired off with Mr. Marvin, of New York, | 


until to-morrow; that Mr, Srivzs,if here, would 
have voted in the negative. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN stated that Mr. HARRIS was 
confined to his room by sickness, and was unable 
to attend the sittings of the House. 

Mr. GRIDER stated that Mr. Harpine was 
absent on account of sickness. 


“Mr. O’NEIGE, of Ohio, stated that Mr: My 
-LER, Of Pennsylvania, was“ still confined to. his 
room by indisposition; = = POT Gia Tayy PA 

Mr. McKINNEY stated that Mr.J; W.W nire 
-was detained from the Housebyiliness i n n 

Mr. STROUSE stated that Mr: Cor FROTE WAS, 
detained- from the: House by-the-séevere illness*6f 
hie wife in Philadelphia, ee : 

The:result was then announced “as: 
corded: Seda dys Peep ed 


* 


above:-ré- 
NEGRO REGIMENTS. `} 
The next resolution in order was a resolution 
offered on the 8th of February by Mr. BROWN, 
of Wisconsin, directing the Secretary of Warto 
communicate to this House: 1. The number of 
regiments of negro troops already enlisted, the 
_time when each regiment was organized, and the 
«number of privates in each regiment... 2. The 
| amount paid for bounties, pay, and equipments 
of cach regiment, and all other. sums paid out in 
connection with their organization. 3. In what 
battles negro regiments have been engaged, and 
what regiments have been.so engaged, and how 
many belonging to such regiments have. been 
killed, and how many wounded in such battles, 
discriminating between the different battles. 7 
Mr. STEVENS. This is furnishing a mpster- 
roll to the enemy. I move.to lay the resolution 
on the table. : D pi 
Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I hope the geri- 
tleman will withdraw, his motion. The résolu- 
tion calls for information which is very necessary 
at this time. If the motion is insisted on, I de- 
mand the yeas and.nays on it, : 
The yeas and nays were ordered, ` Ai 
The question was put; and it was decided: in 
the affirmative—yeas 64, nays 42; as follows: ' 
YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Andérson, Ar- 
nold, Ashley, John, D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beainan, Blaine, 
Blow, Boyd, Broomall, William G. Brown, Ambrose W, 
Clark, Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Dixon, Donnelly, 
Driggs, Eckley, Bliot, Frank, Grinnell, Hate, Higby, Hooper, 
Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Orlando 
Kellogg, Longyear, McBride, McClurg, Sunter F. Miller, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Amos. Myers, Leonard Myers, Charles 
ONeill, Orth, Perham, Pike, Price, William Ik, Randall, 
Alexander H: Rice, Edward EL Roitins; Shannon, Spalding, 
Stevens, ‘Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu 
B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Whaley, Williams, 
Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge~64) °°! 
NAYS-«Messrs. James, C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, James S. Brown, Chanter, 
Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Fuglis 
Finck, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Phitp Jobin- 
son, Kalbfieiseb, King, Law, Lazcar, Long, ‘Matiory, 
Marcy, McKinney, Middleton, James R. Morris, Morrison, 
Nelson, John @Neill, Pruyn; Samuel J. Randall, Robin- 
son, Rogers, Joun. B. Steele, Strouse, Chilton A. White, 
Winfield, and Yeaman—42, e 


So the resolution was laid on.the table. 
SHELBY RAID IN: MISSOURI. 


Mr. KING. I move to reconsider the votè by 
which the resolution offered by myself in relation 
to the Shelby raid in Missouri was agreed to. I 
have no use for the report now, 

The motion to reconsider. was agreed, to. 

Mr. KING. I nowmoveto lay the resolution 
| on the table. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


CASE OF JAMES M. HUNT. 


The next resolution in order was one offered 
on the 7th of March by Mr. Morris, of Ohio, 
requesting the Secretary of War to communicate 
to this Fouse all the testimony and proceedings 
before a military commission which convened at 
Norfolk, Virginia, on the 28th day of December, 
1863, for the trial of James M. Hunt, late master 
-of transportation and superintendent of vessels‘in 
the quartermaster’s department of the depart- 
ment of Virginia. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. As I introduced a 
subsequent resolution which covered that ground, 
and which was adopted, I move to lay that reso- 
lution on the table. o 

The motion was agreed to. 


POLITICAL PRISONERS.. 


The next resolution in order was one offered 
on the Qist of March by Mr. Erparipge, request- 
ing the President of the United States, and direet- 
ing the Secretary of State and the Secretary of 
War, to report and furnish to this House the 
names of all persons, if any there are, arrested 
i and held in prison or confinement in any prison, 
‘fortor other place whatsoever, for political offen- 
ses, or any other alleged offense against. the Gov- 


lay 
glish, 


YEAS—Mesers. Aey, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Blow, 
Boyd, Broomall, William G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Thomas ‘IT’, Davis, Dixon, 
Driggs, Eckley, Biot, Frank, Grinnell, Bale, Higby, Hooper, 
Hotclikkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Francis 
W. Kellogg, Longyear, McBride, McClurg, Samuel P. Mil- 
ler, Moorhead, Morrill, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nor- 
ton, Charles ONeill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Price, 
Alexander H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Shannon, Spal- 
ding, Stevens, Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, 
BKlihu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Wilder, Win- 
dom, and Woodbridge—62. 

NAY S—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augnstus C. 
Baldwin, Bliss, Chanler, Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Deni- 
son, Eden, Eldridge, English, Finck, Grider, Griswold, 
Harrington, Herrick, Horman, Philip Johnson, Kalbfcisch, 
Law, Lazear, Long, Mallory, Marcy, MelCinney, Middte~ 
ton, James R. Morris, Morrison, John OONcill, Pruyn, Sam- 
uel J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, Jolu B. Steele, Wheeler, 
Chilton A. White, Winfield, and Yeaman—39,, 


So the resolution was laid upon the table. 


Mr. HOLMAN (during the roll-call) stated that 
his: colleague, Mr. McDowent, was still absent, 
and was paired with Mr. Melnpog. 


LAND GRANT TO WEST VIRGINI As 
Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia, by unani- 


mous covsent, and in pursuance. of previous no- 
tice, introduced a bill granting to the West Vir- 
ginia Central Railroad Company two million acres 
of the public lands on certain conditions; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Puble Landa. 


ae WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. WASFIBURNE, of INinols, 
leave was granted for the withdrawal from the files 
of the House of the papers relative to an increase 
of the pay of the collectors and deputy collectors 
on the northern and northwestern frontiers, for 
the purpose of reference to the Senate. 


MEXICAN AFFATRS. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to report from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs a joint resolution 
relative to our relations with Mexico. 

The joint resolution was read. Jt declares that 
the Congress of the United States are unwilling 
‘by silence to leave the nations of the world un- 
der the impression that they are indifferent specta- 
tors of the deplorable events now trangpiring in 
the republic of Mexico, and that they therefore 
think fit to declare that it does not accord with 
the policy of the United States to acknowledge 
any monarchical Government erected on the ruins 
of any republican Government in America under 
the aun of any European Power, 

Mr. BROOKS, ` Whatdoes the gentleman pro- || 

ose to do with the joint resolution? 

_ Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, I propose to put 
it upon its passage. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have no objection to the joint 
resolution if it be not a mere paper fulmination. 
I do object, however, to paper thunder. If it 
means anything I am in favor of the resolution; 
if not, | am opposed to it. 

Wo objection being made, the joint resolution 
was reporied from the Committee on Foreign Af- 

fairs. ` i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, 
whether it be a mere paper fulmination or not. de- 


pends upon whether the Congress ef the United 
Siates shall adopt it, and whether it represents; 


in adopting it, the opinions of the people of the 
United States, Itis a declaration simply as. to 

what our policy is to be respecting events which 

touch our interest very nearly. I take it that it 
is not a subject which anybody desires here: to 

discuss; and I-suspect that if there be a.dissent 

in this House itis about the only dissent that can 

be found in the United States-on this subject. 

. The joint resolution was read a firstand second 


‘time. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield my concur- 
rence to thatresolution reported from the commit- 
tee of which lama member, although I should 
prefer—as the members on this side of the House. 
would unanimously prefer—that it were more 
emphatic and decided in its expression as to the 
intervention of France on this continent.: Itisa 
little Jate in the day for the national Legislature to 
pass such a resolution. Iam aware that not only 
the present Administration but the preceding Ad- 
ministration have not been as vigilant as they 
should have been as to our continental relations, 
and the protection of our traditional policy in that 
regard. 
ratification of the treaty made by, Mr. McLane, 
in order that the United States might, in time, 
foil these very designs of France which have since 
-been developed to the disgrace of our Government 
and nation and of constitutional liberty on this 
continent. While I favor the resolution, I fear 
that it will be looked upon as a mere brutum ful- 
-men—-words, words, words—nothing more. 
we are in earnest, we ought to be ready to back it 
up by something physical. I think that is the 
way to back up resolutions ofall kinds, and, I may 
add, proclamations of all kinds. 

I believe the resolution ought to be more sig- 
nificant and more emphatic, especially at this 
time, when Maximilian (wha, E believe, is called 
the “rch Dupe of Louis Napoleon,) is about 
moving to this cantinent. We ought to be pre- 
pared not only to say, but to make it effectual, 
that no crown shall be established on this conti- 
nent. We shouldstand up to the old Democratic 
doctrine which always cherished a defiance of all 
foreignedictation, That doctrine, as enunciated 
by a Democratio statesman, is this: that the es- 
tablishment of a political protectorate by any one 
of the Powers of Europe over any of the inde- 
pendent States of this continent, or, in other words, 
the introduction of a scheme of policy whi¢h 
would carry with it a right to interfere in their 
concerns, is a measure to which the United States 
have Jong since avowed their opposition, and 
which, should the attempt be made, they will re- 
sist by all the means in their power. I believe 
that to-day the people of this country would back 
up an Administration that would give a proper 
defiance to this French intermeddling. They 
would sustain the doctrine of President Monroe, 
which has been since his time always hailed as 
the true continental policy of this Government. 
With these remarks, thanking the gentleman for 


L have to say. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I am sorry that 
my friend from Ohio should have felt compelled 


pecially as I understand him to say that he in- 
tends to support it. 

Mr. COX. [didnot make an argumentagainst 
the resolution; E shall vote for it. Only I wish 
that it were more emphatic, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Ido not know, 
Mr@peaker, how it could be more emphatic than 
to say that we wil] not recognize the Government 


on our southern frontier. I incline to think that | 
everybody acquainted with the conduct of foreign 
affairs will understand thata Government not rec- 
ognized by as, resting on our southern border, 
will have a very uncomfortable time and a very 
short time to live. Whether itis worth while to 
say, in so many words—what we are not pre- 
pared at this moment to do—that we mean, by 
force of arms, when the time shall come, and if | 
this warning be not effective, to prevent the ac- 
complishment of any such purpose, gentlemen 
may judge for themselves. 

When the gentleman from Ohio refers to the 
Democratic policy with reference to this conti- | 
nent, I beg leave very respectfully to remind him 
that France and England have more than once 


I stood here laboring, in 1860, for the | 


having yielded the floor to me, | conclude what | 


to make an argument against the resolution, es- | 


which European Powerscontemplate establishing | 


interfered jointly in collisions, in South Americas K. Asahel W 


passed from between their feet. * | 

The Democratic policy:in dealing with our-re- 
publican brethren in South America andin Mex; 
ico has been that of the wolf to the lamb. Their 


prey’ they marked for their own; they hectored, 


ing out the hand of républican sympathy to ap- 
pease their dissensions or consolidate their power. 

Mr. COX. I trust my friend from Maryland 
will not forget the services of a distinguished citi- 
zen of his State, Mr. McLane, who madea treaty 


not with a view of annexation, but with a view 
of extending our commerce, and with a view of 
turning $50,000,000 of silver from Mexico, which 
now gocs mostly to England, to our own coun- 
try, and which treaty was defeated by a unionof 
New England Senators and secession Senatorsin 
the Senate of the United States. I believe many 
of the party of the gentleman from Maryland ap- 
proved that treaty which was inaugurated by a 
Democratic Administration. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Isuppose the treaty 
of Mr. McLane was intended to smooth the way 
for the intrusion of the southern interests now in 
rebellion against the United States into Mexico. 
It afforded southern men the opportunity, after 
breaking away from the Union, to fasten them- 
selves upon Mexico. The provisions of that 
treaty, if I remember rightly, secured such aright 
of interference and intermeddling in the affairs of 
Mexicoas would have been contrary to the polic 


the further purpose of reducing Mexico to the con- 
dition of a province. 

If my friend from Ohio had expressed his re- 
gret at the failure of the ratification in the Senate 
of the treaty negotiated by Mr, Corwin, granting 
pecuniary aid tö the Government of Mexico, 
which would in all probability have prevented 
+ this European intervention, | should have heart- 
ily agreed with him. 

But, sir, that time has already passed. The 


usurper has placed his foot upon Mexican soil, 
to let him understand, whether he be of the house 
| of Austria or of the family which for the present 
disposes of the forces of France, both the well- 
known enemies of republican government, and 
the last now making war to overturn the repub- 
lican Government of Mexico and establish upon 
its ruins a monarchical Government, that that 
|| Government will not be recognized by us. 

| Our policy is very different from the Demo- 
| cratic policy. We wish to cultivate friendship 
i| with our republican brethren of Mexico and South 
America, to aid in consolidating republican prin- 
ciples, to retain popular government in all this 
continent from the fangs of monarchical or aris- 
tocratic power, and to lead the sisterhood of 
American republics in the paths of peace, pros- 
perity, and power. 

I move the previous question. ; 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

_Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, demanded the pre- 
vor question on ghe passage of the joint resolu- 
10n. ` 
. The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, called for the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas-and nays. were ordered. : 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 109, nays 0; as follows:: 


Y EAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Alley. 
| Allison, Ames, Ancona, Anderson, Arnold, Ashley, Aue 
gustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, 


| all, James S. Brown, William G. Brown, Chanler, Ambros: 
W. Clark, Clay, Cobb, Cole, Cox, Oivaa, H enry Winer 
Davis, Dawson, Denison, Dixon, Driggs, Eckley, Edens 
Eldridge, Eliot, English, Finck, Frank, Grider, Grinnelk 
Griswold, Herrick, Higby, Holman, Hooper, Hotchkiss 
» Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kaibfeisch, Franc 


growl was to frighten foreign wolves from the ' 


allied; and plundered them without even stretch- — 


that I know must have received his approbation, . 


of this Government to exercise, unless it was with - 


wat is going on, and we wish, before another. 


Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boyd, Brooks, Broom- . 
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W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, King, Law, Lazear, Long, 
Longyear, Mallory, Marcy, McBride, McClurg, McKinney, 
Middleton, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, James R. Morris, 
Morrison, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Norton, 
Charles ONeill, John ONeill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Pruyn, Samuel J. Randall, William 
H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, Rogers, Edward H. Rol- 
lins, Scott, Shannon, Spalding, Stevens, Strouse, Thayer, 
Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washbarne, William B. 
Washburn, Whaley, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Williams, 
Wilder, Wilson, Windom, Winfield, Benjamin Wood, 
Woodbridge, and Yeaman-—109. . 
NAYS—-0, 
So the joint resolution was passed. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the joint resolution was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed <o. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr.Forney, their Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate insist on their amendments, disa- 
greed to by the House, to the bill of the House 
to provide a temporary government for the Ter- 
ritory of Montana, agree to the conference asked 
for by the House, and have appointed Mr. Wave, 
Mr. Lawes, of Kansas, and Mr. Spraaue, as such 
committee on their part. 


NORTI PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. STEVENS. I ask the consent of the 
House to fix next Monday, after the morning 
hour, for the consideration, as a special order, of 
the bill reported fay a North Pacific railroad. It 
was the fifth bill reported to the House in the 
present Congress, and | think we should give it 
a hearing. 

Mr. WILSON. J object. 

Mr. STEVENS. I understand the gentleman 
from Lowa objocts to the special order, not to fix- 
ing that day for its consideration. 

Mr. WILSON. | object to the Committee of 
the Whole being discharged from its consider- 
ation, 

Mr. STEVENS. I move tosuspend the rules. 

The question was put; and on a division, there 
were—ayes 57, noes 13; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and appointed 
Messrs. Srrvens and Witson as such tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 75, noes 20. 

So the rules were suspended, two thirds hav- 
ing voted therefor. 

The motion was then adopted, and the bill was 
accordingly postponed and made a special order 
for Monday next after the morning hour. 


INDIAN DEPREDATIONS, 


Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported an act making appropriations 
for the payment of the awards made by the com- 
missioners appointed under and by virtue of an 
act of Congress entitled ‘An act for the relief of 
persons for damages sustained by reason of the 
depredations and injuries by certain bands of 
Sioux Indians,” approved February 16, 1863; 
which was read a first and second time, with the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed, and 
recommitted to the same committee, 


GEORGE THOMPSON. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, asked leave to submit 
the following resolution: 

Whereas Mr. George Thompson, late a member of the 
British Parliament, in a letter to John A. Murrell, dated 
March $8, 189 eclared “that the dissolution of the Union 
is the object to be kept steadily in view: Therefore, 

. Resolved, ‘bat the resolution heretofore passed granting 
the use of this Hall to said Thompson for the evening ot 
the 6th of April be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. GRINNELL objected. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, moved that the rules 
be suspended for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas.44, nays 56; as follows: 


son, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, English, Finck, Grider, Gris- 
wold, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Hoiman, 
Philip Johuson, Kalbfleisch, Law, Lazear, Long, Mallory, 
Marey, McKinney, James R. Morris, Nelson, Jolm O'Neill, 
Pruyn, SamuelS. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, Scott, John B. 
Stecle, Strouse, Elihu B. Washburne, Wheeler, Winfield, 
and Yeaman —44. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Anderson, Arnold, Ash- 
ley, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Blow, Boyd, Broomall, Wils 
liam G. Browna, Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas 
'F. Davis, Dixon, Driggs Eliot, Frank, Grinnell, 
Higby, Hooper, Hotchki W. Hubbard, Jenckes, 
Juiian, Franeis W. Kelit 
Miller, Moorhead, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, 
Charles ONeill, Orth, Patterson, Perbam, Pike, Pomeroy, 
Price, William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, Edward H. 
Rollins, Shannon, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, Upson, Van 
Vatkenburgh, William B. Washburn, Williams, Wilder, 
Wilson, and Windom—ié. 

So the rules were not suspended, two thirds 
not voting in favor thereof. 

Mr: HOOPER moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union on 
the special order, being the ñational currency bill. 

Mr. ALLEY. 1 ask my colleague to yield to 
me to move that next Friday after the morning 
hour shall be set apart for the consideration of 
business from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER. That day has already been 
assigned to a special order, __ 

Mr. ASHLEY. Until the bill reported from 
the select committee on the rebellious States is 
disposed of, I shall object to all special orders. 

Mr. ALLEY. Iwill say Friday of next week. 

Mr. ASHLEY. i object. 

Mr. ALLEY. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the 
floor to make that motion. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I suggest that the gentleman 
move that itbe made the special order immediately 
after the bill relating to the rebellious States has 
béen disposed of. 

Mr. STEVENS. J object. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY... 

Mr. HOOPER moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve ityelfinto the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
take up the national currency bill, which is the 
special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 


2 
hel 


House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Roxuiss, 
of New Hampshire, in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration, as a special order, of the bill 
(H. R. No. 333) to provide a national currency 


to provide for the circulation and redemption 
thereof. 


mittee rose on Saturday evening the fiftieth sec- 
tion of the bill was under consideration. 

The section was read. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to insert the words, 
« subject to the order of the Comptroller of the 
Currency,” so that it will read: 

Sec. 50. Aad be it further enacted, That on becoming 
satisfied, as specified in this act, that any association has 
refused to pay its circulating notes as therein mentioned, 
and is in default, the Comptroller ofthe Currency may forth- 
with appoint a receiver, and require of him such bond and 
security as he shall deem proper, who, under the direction 
of the Comptrotier, shall take possession of the books, rec- 
ords, and assets ofevery description of such association, col- 
lect all debts, dues, and claims belonging to such association, 


diction, may seli or compound all bad or doubtful debts, 
and, on a like order, seli all the real and personal property 
of suck association, on such terms as the court shall direct ; 
and such receiver shall pay over all moneys so made to the 


Comptroller of the Currency, &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. HOOPER. | moveto strike out the word 
*€s0,” and, after the word t“ proved,” to insert 
the words ‘to his satisfaction,” so that it will 
read: f 

And from time to time the Comptroller, after full provis- 
ion shall have been first made for refunding to the United 


YEAS—Messrs. Wiliam J. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, Chanler, Clay, Cox, Cravens, Daw- 
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States any such deficiency in redeeming the notes of such 
association as is mentioned in this act, shall make a rata- 


Longyear, McClurg, Samuel F. | 


The rules were accordingly suspended, and the | 


secured by a pledge of United States stocks, and | 


The CHAIRMAN stated that when the com- ji 


and, upon the order of a court of record of competent juris- į 


Treasurer of the United States, subject to the order of the | 


it 


| 


| el > ` 
bie dividend ofthe moneys paid overto him by such receiver. 


on ali such ciaims as may have been proved to his satisfac- 
tion, &e. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The fifty-eighth section was read, as follows: 

Sec. 58, And hett further enacted, That every person 
who shall mutilate, cut, deface, disfigure, or perforate with 
holes, or shall unite or cement together, or do any other. 
thing to any bank bill, draft, note, or other evidence of debt 
issued by any such association, or shall cause or procure 
the same to be done, with intent to render such bauk bill, 
dritit, note, or other evidence of debt unfit to be reissued by 
said association, shall upon conviction forfeit fifty dolars 
to the association who shall be injured thereby, to be re- 
covered by action in any court having jurisdiction. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to strike that section out, 
for the reason that no good can be accomplished 
by its retention. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move several verbal amend- 
ments to the sixtieth section; so that it will read 
as follows: 


Src. 60. And be it further enacted, That if any person 
shall make or engrave, or cause or procure to be made or 
engraved, or shall have in his custody or possession any 
plate, die, or block after the similitude of any plate, die, or 
block from which any circulating notes issued as aforesaid 
shall have been prepared or printed, with intent to use such 
plate, die, or block, or cause or suffer the same to be used 
in forging or counterfeiting any of the notes issued as afore- 
said, &c. 


The amendments were agreed to, 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to insert in the sixty- 
second section the words “ appointments made;’* 
so that it will read: 


Sec. 62, And be it further enacted, That the act entitled 
“An act to provide a national currency, secured by a pledge 
of United States stocks, and to provide for the circulation 
and redemption thereof,” approved February 25, 1863, is 
hereby repealed : Provided, That such repeal shall not affect 
any appointments made, acts done, or proceedings had, or 
the organization, acts, or proceedings ot any association or- 
ganized or in the process oforganization under the act afore- 
said, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move tostrike out the words 
“and may adopt a new name in place of or in ad- 
dition to its numerical designation,” and to insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

And with the approval of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency may, in lieu of the nanies specified in their respect- 
ive organization certificate, take any other name preferred 
by them and duly certified to the Comptroller, without prej- 
udice to any right acquired under this actand the act hereby 
repealed, but no such change shall be made after six montths 
from the passage of this act. 

So that it will read: 

That all such associations so organized or in process of 
organization shall enjoy afl the rights and privileges granted, 
and be subject to all the duties, Jiabilities, and restrictions 
imposed by this act, with the approval, &c. 

Mr. BROOKS. I would inquire if this amend- 
ment does away with the provision requiring that 
the banks shall be numbered one, two, three, &c., 
in the different States, and brings them back to 
the old names? 

Mr. HOOPER. That is the intention of it. 

Mr. BROOKS. [think itis an excellent amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HOLMAN. l move to amend the sixty- 
second section by adding thereto the proviso which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That all of the property and effects of the associations 
organized under this act (except bonds issued by the Uni- 
ted States and which may be ex ssly exempt from tax- 
ation) shall be subject to the same ation and for the same 
purposes as other property of the State in whieh the asso- 
ciation shall be organized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Without desiring to submit 
any remarks in favor of this proposition, I wish 
to inquire whether it would be in order to submit 
an independent section at this stage of the bill, bee 
tween the sixty-second aud sixty-third sections as 
they now stand? If it is, instead of offering this 
as an amendment to the sixty-second section I 
will offer it as a new section, to come in after the 
section now under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. It will bein order to do 
so at the end of the bill. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwill adhere to my amend- 
ment. 


Ed 


ke 


Mr. STEVENS. This is the very question 
over which we bad such a long debate the other 
day. lhope we shall adhere to the decision we 
then made. 

On a division of the committee there were— 
ayes $2, noes 40; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido notdesire to break up the 
committee, and I trust gentlemen will consent that 
this proposition may go before the House for the 
purpose of having a direct vote upon it. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. BLAINE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Srevens and 
Mr. Horman were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 44, noes 50. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend by striking | 
out the sixty-third section, as follows: 


Sec. 63. And be it further enacted, That the Bank of 
Commerce, in the city of New York, way, and authority 
ig hereby granted to the said bank to, become a national | 
ngsociation under this act; and ia such case the articles 
of association and the organizuti tiffeate required by | 
of the directors of | 
salterexecuting 
ion certificate, 


ever may be requ i: 
complete as a nationi assoc 
snidauay be the dircetors ort 
elected or appointed, in a 
its present articles of as 
personal lability of th 
or engageinentot ihe a 
its present articles oF associ: 
when the Comptrolicr igi 
tifieate, under his band and offteinl seal, thatthe provisions 
of this aet hive been comphed with, and that it is author- | 
ized to commence the business of banking tider ji, the 
said association shail have the same powers and privileges, | 
and shall be subject to tie same dut pousibil 
and rales, in all respects, except its i j 
seribed in thisact Dr other assuciations orga 
it, aad shall be beld and regarded as an association under 
this act, 

And inserting in Heu thereof the following: 

See. 63. And be it further enacted, That persous hold 
fng stock as exceutors inistrators, guardians, and trus- 
tees, shall not be pers y subject to any liabilities as 
stockholders 5 but tue ‘es and Ands in their haus shail 
be Hable in dike manner and to the saine extent as te tes- 
tator, intestue, ward, or person interested in such trast 
funds would be i{ they were respectively living and com- 
petent to act and held the stock in their own name. 

Mr. NELSON. | moveto amend the amend- 
ment by substituting therefor the following: 

Diudbe it further enacted, Mat the circulating notes now 
or hereafter issued by banking associations organized by 
or under the laws of any of the States, the redemption of 
which Iš secured solely by a pledge of the stocks of the 
United States, and to the sum entas the eirewaring 
notes issued by the banking as ations organized wuder 
the provisions of this act, shall be receivable for taxes and j} 
all Goverument dues except duties on imports and interest 
on the public debt; and the affairs of sueh State banks 
shall be subject to the inspection and examination of the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

The proposition which I have offered asa sub- 
atitute is highly important—to the State of New 
York, atall events. That State has a banking 
system which they consider perfect. Many of | 
the provisions of the act now before the House, | 
[ notice, are copied almost word for word from | 
the general banking law of the Siate of New York. 
a . mae 
Phe adoption of the amendment I have proposed 
van in nowise injure the Government. It will 
make a sale for the stocks of the United States; | 
and it merely places the State banks, which are 
secured solely by stocks of the United States, 
upov the same fuoung as the banks organized un- 
der the provisions ofthis act. Under the amend- 
ment I propose, if they have one dollar of the 

eae eye 
stock of any State of the Union, their bills can- 
not circulate the same as those issued by the bank- 
ing association established under the provisions 

f- H T 
of this act, Under the amendment 1 have pro- 
posed their issues must be secured by the stocks 
ofthe United States to the same extent as are 
those of banking associations organized under 
this act; and in addition to thatit is provided that 
these State banks shall be subject to the inspec- 
tion and examination of the Comptroller of the 
Currency. 

ft does one other thing. Tt allows the State J 
banks either to remain as they are, for instance, 
in the State of New York—institutions in which | 
the people of that State have unlimited confidence | 
~-or allows them to come under the provisions of |i 
this act. How? By virtue of the banking law ji 
of New York the banks must have to a certain ij 
extent a certain amount of State stock as the | 


tion perive 
weto 
tion MELEE or 
anee with the pr 
on asa State biu 


afre- lj 


deh association a cer- 


: to debate. 


foundation of their institutions; and if they cut 
loose from the law of the State and secure wholly 
by United States stocks, then they come under 
the provisions of theact. In my judgment, itwill 
do no damage to the Government. It will make 
all these banks interested in Government stocks; 
it will make them the basis of their banking cap- 
ital if they sce fits and it will leave intact and un- 
damaged, at all events to that extent, the moneyed 
institutions of the State in which the people of the 
State have confidence. ` , 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘I will merely read from the 
statement of the circulation of the banks of New 
York to show how this amendment will operate: 
“Bellinger Bank—capital, $10,000; circulation, 
872,000.” Thatis all 1 have to say. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I could not hear what 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania read, f would 
like to have it read by the Clerk. 

Mr. STEVENS. “I merely stated the amount 
of enpital and circulation of one of the banks of 
New York. The one was $10,000 and the other 
$72,000. 

Mr. KERNAN. Oh! you must be mistaken. 

Mr. STEVENS. That is the return. 

Mr. KALBPLEISCH. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not in order. 

Mr. KALBELBEISCIL. {am notundertaking 
[only want to know what the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania said. T desire that the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
when he states facts, shall state them so that they 
can be heard upon this side of the Louse. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. It seems that I cannot 
be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order. Debate isexhausted on the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a question of order. 
My colleague is not debating, he is only making 
an inquiry as to what was said by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevens.] The gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania consumed but two min- 
utes of his five minutes. He has three minutes 
left in which he can let my colleague make his 
inquiry. z 

PheGITAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania concluded his remarks and resumed his 
Seat, = 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Ele spoke in suchan 
inaudible manner that I could not hear him. 

The CLIAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. COX. [hope we shall not hurry this de- 
bate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no power 
but to enforce the rales. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. The Chair exercises a 
good deal of power, then, if he has not any. 

Mr. KERNAN. lask the consent of the com- 


: mittee to make a statement, : 
The committee cannot give 


Mr. WILSON. 
such consent. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
Jowa object? 

Mr. WILSON. No, sir; Lonly suggest to the 
Chair whether such consent can be given by the 
committee after the House has directed the debate 
to be closed. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. 


Does the gentieman from 


If there is no objection 


| the gentleman from New York will proceed. The 


Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. KERNAN. lL simply desire to state, in 
reference to the banking system of New York, 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania must be 
mistaken in saying that a bank in the State of 
New York issues more bills than it has deposited 
stock fur. We require by law that each bank 
shall have all their circulating bills countersigned 
by a State officer, and it is required to deposit 
with our bank superintendent dollar for dollar, 
for the bills which it issues, in United States or 


| State stocks, or in bonds and mortgages, and ten 
L per cent. besides. I know nothing about the Bel- 


linger bank, but f know that it cannot be that it 
has issued more bills than it has put up the re- 
quired security for. 

Mr. STEVENS. As F was not heard upon the 
other side of the House, | will only say that I 


spoke of the eapital and circulation of certain | 


banks in the Sue of New York. ‘The capital 
stock of the Bellinger bank, as itis returned to us 
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from the Department, is $10,006, and the circata- 
tion $12,000. ‘The capital of the Suffolk County 
bank is $20,000, and the circulation $82,000. te 
may be that what the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Kernan] says is correct; but I only read 
from the official statement. 

Mr. BROOKS. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I can give him a better statement than that. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROOKS. I hold in my hand the official 
statement of one of the national banks of New 
York—its third quarterly report. The capital 
stock is $300,000. The Secretary of the Treasury 
has deposited therein $1,431,791, which pays no 
interest. The loans and discounts of the bank 
amount to $518,516. A considerable portion of 
this isa temporary loan to the Government, on 
which Uncle Sam pays the bank five per cent. 
the loan being out of the Government’s own de- 
posits. In other words, the Treasury Depart- 
ment deposits $1,431,791 ina bank which has only 
$300,000 capital. Now, if the statement of the 
Bellinger bank is true, this national bank beats it 
all hollow. 5 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I know u little of the 
banks thatare organized under the law of the State 
of New York. ‘The very first step of a bank, be- 
fore it circulates any notes, is to deposit either 
bonds of the State or bonds of the United States, 
and it cannot commence business unless the cap- 
ital ig paid in. As to the Bellinger bank, I never 
heard of it before. We have to get the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] to tell us 
where it is located. I never heard of such an in- 
stitution in the State of New York. The law of 
the State requires the capital to be used in the 
purchase of bonds of the State of New York and 
of the United States, and these are to be depos- 
ited before there is any circulation of notes. E 
deny here, and challenge contradiction, that there 
is any bank in the State of New York which has 
a greater circulation than the athount of its capital. 

The question was taken on Mr. NeLrsox’s 
amendment to theamendment, and it was rejected, 

The question recurred on Mr, Hoopur’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. COX. Iam in favor of striking out that 
section, though 1 am not in favor of inserting 
whatthe gentleman from Massachusetts proposes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on 
the pending motion. 

Mr. COX. There has been no debate on the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts; the debate was on the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
trom New York. 

The CHARMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that debate is exhausted on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the last word. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts is to strike 
out the sixty-third section, which gives certain 
privileges to the already privileged corporation of 
the Bank of Commerce. 1am in favor of strik- 
ing that out; but for the same reason I am in favor 
of striking out the amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts on Saturday, to 
which my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
pati] addressed himself, My reason for it is 
this: this Bank of Commerce, whether it comes 
eo nomine or under the general clause such as 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts on 
Saturday, has certain special privileges in its ar- 
ticles of association which will give it a favor 
under this national banking law to which it is not 
entitled. If it gets that advantage, other banks 
should also have the same privilege. 

I make these remarks, Mr. Chairman, not be- 
cause I have any hope of defeating the proposi- 
tion adopted on Saturday, but for the purpose of 
calling the attention of the committee to the spe- 
cial privileges to be given to this Bank of Com- 
merce, I believe the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts will not say that the object of this movement 
is to have any other effect than in regard to this 
Bank of Commerce. Whatis this bank? My 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] could 
net in his five minutes explain it fully. 7 will 
send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read 
a memorandum explaining what this Bank of 
Commerce is and what its articles are. When 
this proposition comes to be voted on in the House 
I will ask to have the vote taken by yeas and 
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nays. M i ; 
traordinary privileges they are granting to this 


monster corporation. If they understand it fully 
they never will fix this Bank of Commerce under 
the general national banking law—never. If 
there be no objection, I will ask to have the meim- 
orandum read. 

There being no objection, the Clerk read as fol- 
lows: 

«The articles of association of the Bank of Commerec 
confer the following extraordinary powers and privileges, 
namely: 

“1. The continuance of the bank until the year 1889, 
being for fifty years Crom 1839. 

«2, Directors to hold office during good behavior, or until 
they cease to hold one hundred shares of the stock, This 
y close corporation. The directors appoint their 
successors, and full power is given to a majority, except 
for the removal of one of their body ; that requires a vote of 
two thirds of the directors. 

63., Poweris given to establish in the State of New York 
or elsewhere agencies or branches for the transaction of 
business. ‘he stockhoklers biud themselves not to inter- 
fere with the directors, 

“4, Stockholders and directors are exempt from allindi- 
vidual liability for any contract, debt, or engagement of 
the association, for any act, default, or neglect of any ofi- 
cer thereof, and have full excmption from liability con- 
ferred upon them. f 

“ Capital may be increased to $20,000,000 by vote ofa ma- 
jority of the directors, and $30,000,000 in addition may be 
subscribed by the United States, or by any or either of the 
States, at such price and upou such terms and conditions 
as a majority ol the directors may elect. 

“The board of directors may accept any additional pow- 
ers and privileges, may apply ror and accept any actor in- 
corporation upon such terms as they will accept, and may 
transfer all the assets of the bank to such corporation, pro- 
vided that the stockholders are not made liable individu- 
ally by such act of incorpuration.?? 

Mr. COX. I believe that the effect of this will 
be to create a great monster national institution 
in New York, with branches all over the country. 

{Tere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COX withdrew his amendment to the 
amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Hoorrr’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. WARD. I move the following as a sepa- 
rate section to come in before the lastin the printed 
bill, which last section is, | believe, merely a re- 
pealing section: 

Any State bank proposing to organize under this act in 
mauner herein provided shall withdraw its State circula- 
tion before such organization shall be completed and em- 


S 


powered to transact its business under the provisions herein. 


Mr. WARD, (his time being extended by 
unanimous consent.) Throughout all parts of 
the country there is a deeply seated apprehension 
that unless the undue expansion of our paper cur- 
rency be immediately checked the people will be 
burdened with debt and taxation exceeding in 
magnitude those of Great Britain contracted dur- 
ing a century of foreign warfare or inflicted by a 
Government which we have been accustomed to 
regard as extortionate and oppressive. 1 have 
already had occasion to express the belief that 
the issue of mere promises to pay, called paper 
money, instead of adopting prompt, vigorous, 


and adequate measures of taxation, has from the || 


first been no less injurious to the pecuniary inter- 
ests of the vation than to a just appreciation of 
the political crisisand revolution in which we are 
involved. I have never shrunk from voting all 
such supplies as the Government considered ne- 
eessary to overcome the rebellion, yet I have al- 
ways desired that while the citizens of the United 
States are growing poorer and poorer every da 

as long as the war continues, they should be de- 
luded by no fictitious appearance of prosperity, 
but those truths which they are sure to learn at 
last should be brought practically home to their 
minds and pockets from the beginning. Under 
such a system of taxation as I have advocated 
greater economy would have been practiced, our 
securities would have commanded in a greater 


degree the confidence of capitalists and thepeonle, | 


our national councils would have been more de- 
liberative, and we should have been stronger in 
the end. : 

Thad hoped there would be no division of opin- 
ion among us as to the inexpediency of contin- 
uing to increase the volume of such a curren- 
ey, and yet its amount is but little understood by 
the country. Until lately we have labored under 
chronic difficulties in the want of precise inform- 
ation as to our financial condition. During the 
last month one of my colleagues [Mr.Srenzins] 
stated that the amount of the circulating medium 


was $400,000,000, and quoted the opinion of the 


| September 30, 1863. 


Secretary of the Treasury that this was amply 
sufficicnt, that it could not be increased except at 
the hazard of swift destruction to the whole sys- 
tem, and that no increase ouglit’to be considered 
for a moment; while another, (Mr. Fenton,} in 
the same debate, and in support of the same en- 
actment, computed the governmental currency as 


being $608,600,268, and still another colleague- 


{Mr. Brooxs] says the currency issued March 
15, 1864, stands thus: 


Temporary loan. seceececeeenccess 847,207,545 
United States ‘Treasury notes.. « 449,073,616 
Fractional Currency ....ccees 19,173,320 
Interest-bearing ‘Preasury notes..seeeeeeeeee+ 130, 131,44) 


$64: 
Add certificates of indebtedness....ceceeeesee 134,09 


X $779,683,922 


On referring to the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury it appears that, including the vari- 
ous notes and certificates of indebtedness issued 
on behalf of the Government, the amount of this 
circulation outstanding on the 30th of September, 
1863, was $720,073,628. I include these certifi- 
cates in my estimate, because they are practically 
substitutes for legal tender, held on deposit or in 
private hands, and hence have the same effect in 
producing an inflation of the currency as if they 
were ordinary notes, and are entirely distinct 
from permanentloans. A furtheramount of $104,- 
934,102 was only lent temporarily, and was due 
upon ten days’ notice. Thus we had at thattime 
floating evidences of debt, make-shift expedients 
to avoid taxation, in all no less than 5,007,- 
730, incurred since 22d of June, 1860, and before 


fected daring the same time were less than five 
g 


| hundred million dollars, ($494 ,963,500;) Jess than 


the liabilities left unpaid and to mature early by 
more than three hundred million dollars—consid- 
erably more than sixty per cent. 

According to an official statement published 
more recently the amount of Government notes 
and fractional currency in circulation on the 15th 


instant was $598,571,636. Including one and two | 


year notes and certificates of indebtedness this 
paper money was $824,796,576, while the whole 
then duc by the United States, including a large 
sum in three-year notes, was $1,580,201 ,744, so 
that on this statement far less than one halfof the 
money already spent is permanently funded. 
During the forty-two days ending on the 15th 
March, the-issues of one and two-year notes aver- 
aged $2,000,000 every day. Between the 2d of 
February and the 15th of March $80,000,000 were 
added to the amount previously afloat, showing 
alike the difficulty experienced in selling the se- 
curities of the Government or funding its debt, 
and one of the reasons why gold continues to rise 


| in spite of legislation intended to arrest it. 


The amountof paper money thus in circulation 
in the loyal States alone is $992,369,376, exclu- 
sive of the §300,000,000 proposed by the banks to 
be created under the new national system. 
practical result will, I fear, be alike, whether the 
actual amount of currency shail be $1,300,000,000 
or much less. We are increasing It day by day, 
adding more to it than we raise by taxation or 
are able to borrow for sucha term of years as we 
shall inevitably require. X 

The bill under review, considered by itself 
alone, will stimulate the spirit of speculation to 
an extent not only without precedent in this coun- 


| try, but so great that it is hardly possible ade- 
| quately to realize its effects, 
; last reporton the condition of the finances that on 


It appears from the 
the Ist day of January, 1863, 


southwestern States) was......-.. 
Their circulation was.... 


While this law authorizes the issue of $300,- 
000,000 in currency, three times that amount, or 


not less than $900,000,000, may be added to the | 


banking capital of the country; and this direction 
of money is encouraged by exemption from tax- 
ation. Capital invested in agriculture, manufac- 


tures, or commerce, pursuits directly productive į 


and giving employment to the industrial masses 
of the peoples may be in various ways subjected 
to burdens for the support of Government in ad- 


The permanent loans ef- | 


The | 


dition to the income derived from it.. Under. the 
proposed system banking capital would be ig- 
creased from $297,791,630 to $1,197,791 ,630; the 
circulation from $167,572,810 to $467,572,810; 
and asthe average of loans and discounts by the 
banks is nearly seventy per cent. more than the 
capital, the amount of these would be $1,500,000,- 
000 in addition to $507,637,012 already existing; 
in all, $2,007,637,012 of loans and discounts. 

have no intention to exaggerate, but simply to 
point out the probable disastrous consequence of 
the measure under consideration. If 1 am in 
error as to the amount of new capital that can be 
created under this act and which must be em- 
ployed to be profitable, I desire to be corrected. 
Ít isa scheme without a parallel. The United 
States Bank with its capital of $30,000,000 sinks 
into insignificance. In some remarks upon this 
bill my colleague [Mr. Kernan] said: f 

« Under this Jaw all the wealth of the country, all the 
personal property can be put into the banks to the amount 
of $900,000,000—if fam wrong the gentleman from Massas 
chusetts will correct me—because the only limitation of 
this act is that there shall be bat 300,000,000 of currency, 
and for that eurrency there must be deposited United States 
stock. But no bank is required to put up stock beyond 
| thirty-three and one-third per cent. of its capital, Then 
we may organize a bank of $300,000, and we need put up 
but $100,000 of United States stock, but we may pay in 
and use for banking purposes $260,000 more. 

“Mr. Hooper. 1 think the gentleman narrows the limit 
too much. The only limit to the amount of the bank capi- 
tal is the amount of the public debt, and there may be 
capital of’three times the amount of the debt of the United 
States.” 

The public debt now exceeds $1,500,000,000; 
therefore according to the views of the honorable 
| member having charge ofthis bill, [Mr. Lloover,] 
| the capital may be not only the amount of the 
present and any future debt, butmay be extended 
three times the amount thereof. It is a scheme 
that must inflict permanent injury upon the future 
of the country. 

We have not, even of late years, been without 
practical knowledge as to the effects of financial 
experiments like those now proposed, although 
on a scaleof lessenormity. The currency of the 
| whole nation never before, except in 1857, when 
the ten southern and southwestern States were 
with us and the country was a unit, reached 
$214,778,822. The expansion of that year, then 
deemed so great, but really so insignificantin com- 
parison with the enormous sums now familiar to 
us by name but difficult for us to appreciate in their 
reality, was followed by acollapse, during which 
individual failures occurred amounting to nearly 
i three hundred million dollars; and itis believed that 
a depreciation ensued of no less than $500,000,000 
| in railroad stocks or securities, Results of this 
|| kind are not exceptions to the rule, but the nat- 
| ural and inevitable consequences of the financial 
system now in practice. Itis common to admit 
the traths I have stated. Few will attempt to 
| deny them. The observance of these imperative 
| laws is essential to the safety of the commercial, 
|i social, and political body, but in the blind eager- 
ness of partisan warfare they are as little regarded 
i as if they were long-forgotten errors. 

The amendment was disagreed to, 

| Mr. BLAINE. Imove to amend by inserting 
| the following as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the rate of seven per 
l cent. interest, fixed in section thirty, shall be deemed 
lawful in all States where no rate is established, but each 
| bank shall be bound by the State law regulating interest in 
the State where it is located, 

| Mr. Chairman, this amendment has been voted 
ron and defeated in this committee before, and it 
; is now introduced again for the reason that when 
i it was before the committee in two different forms 
| the objection was made that it would destroy the 
; uniformity of the bill. Thatissue was very clearly 
| presented by the gentleman from lowa and the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts. Since thattime, 
| however, by the actionof the committee, the uni- 
| formity of the bill has been dreadfully interfered 
i with, and [am constrained to believe that ag 
i| they have given way in two most important pare 
ticulars, they will also give way in this. Every 
single motion that has been made on this side of 
the House or that side of the House to make our 
national currency a uniform currency by estab- 

lishing some central point of redemption has been 

voted down. . 

The uniformity of the bill has also been inter- 
fered with, on motion of the gentleman who re- 
ported the bill and. under whose care it is, by the 
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adoption of the monstrous principle that down in 
tHe State where I live, if I deposit my money in 
one of these national banks, I may hold the stock- 
holders responsible for it; but if, unfortunately, 
T happen to have money on deposit in a national 
bank in the State of New York, there is no re- 
sponsibility on the part of the stockholders to se- 
cure my deposit. The billholders of that bank 
are secured by the responsibility of the stock- 
holders, but there is no responsibility for the de- 
positors there, while in my State they are respons- 
ible. That, sir,is uniformity with a vengeance. 
A man has to become acquainted with all the 
State laws on the subject before he knows whether 
he can safely deposit his money in a national 
bank. ‘There is no uniformity in the bill; all ap- 
parent uniformity is wiped out by the section in 
regard to the Bank of Commerce of New York, 
and all other benks which are similarly situated, 
and by theother section to which I have referred. 


Then, sir, the Committee of Ways and Means | 


having given way in these particulars, | hope 
will also accede to the prineiple that each State 
may regulate its own rate of interest. And upon 
that point I will state, though I do not often vote 
against the bills reported by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, yet in this particular instance, 
unless this to me insuperable objection be re- 
moved, Tam ready to unite with any and all to 
defeat the bill. 

What reason is there why this amendment 
should not be adopted? These gentlemen say 
the uniformity of the bill must be maintained. 
The rule used to be that in essentials tere should 
be unity, in non-essentials liberality. But, sir, 
they have destroyed the uniformity of the cur- 
rency by requiring the bills of these banks to be 
redeemed wherever they may be focated, from 
Maine to California; and that of itself, in my 
judgment, ought to be sufficient to defeat the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding, ‘ provided that the rate estab- 
lished shall not exceed seven per cent.” 

Upon the amendment to theamend ment 41 voted 
in the affirmative and 55 in the negative, 

Mr. WILSON called for tellers. 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

Upon the amendment of Mr. Barne 61 voted 


in the affirmative and 27 in the negative; no quo- | 


ram voting, 

The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers; and ap- 
pointed Mr. Bearn and Mr. Hooper. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—syes 69, noes 34. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. VAN VALKENBURGILL. 
following as an additional sectien: 

And be it further enacted, Uhat i 
be s0 construed as to prevent io» by the States of 
the capital stock of the banks wized under this aet the 


same as the property of other moneyed corporations tor 
State und municipal purpos 


I submit the 


ding in this act shall 


Usimply desire to say that I have heard no rea- 
son offered why the capital invested in these 
banks should not be taxed the same as any other 
property. I therefore submitthe amendment, and 
hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr, Chairman, the only ob- 
jection that can possibly be urged against the 
proposition of the gentleman frou: New York is 
that it does nof scem to exempt trom taxation the 
bonds of the United States, whieh are made the 
basis of this system of banking; the laws under 
which those bonds were issued having, as is as- 
sumed by gentlemen, exempted them from taxa- 
tion; and if this is true, of course the good faith 
of the nation must be preserved. But so far ag 
the general principle 


the great State Fin part represent upon this floor 
ig to be withdrawn from State taxation, county 
taxation, township taxation, and all species of 
municipal taxation—g900,000,000 of favored cap- 
ital, the earning or rather the spoils of contract- 
ors and speculators made out of this war, is to 
be relieved from the burdens of Government— 
§900,000,000 gathered together by stock-jobbers 
and brokers and favorite political managers are to 
be relieved from taxation, except only such as 
Congress may impose. Every other dollar of the 
national wealth must bear not only the tax you 


impose, but the tax which the necessity of the 
State may impose for State purposes, county pur- 
poses, municipal gurposes, but this §900,000,000 
shall be the object of your peculiar solicitude 
and care. Itdoesnot do for the gentleman to say 
that taxation from the national Government will be 
sufficient, that Congress will impose a tax suffi- 
ciently high to equalize this bank capital with 
other property. Why, sir, you may say the 
same thing of all property upon which you im- 
pose a tax. Congress may determine only what 
the national tax should be, but each State must 
also determine what taxes her exigencies require. 

The truth is, this pet system of banking, got- 
ten up for the benefit of capital, is intended to be 
exempted from national burdens. The handful 
of favorite citizens who will own this enormous 
wealth are intended to be protected from taxa- 
tion. The power and wealth thus created and 
protected at the very outset must become a fear- 
ful agent of absolute centralism,a power stronger 
than the Government, a protector of wealth, an 
oppressor of labor, a monster dangerous to pub- 
lie liberty. Why should this enormous amount 
of capital be relieved from the burdens which will 
be imposed upon the people? Is capital entitled 
to such peculiar favor? Is labor only to feel the 
grinding tax resulting from the war? Are all 
your favors and sympathies reserved for capital, 
for banks? The States have incurred debts as 
meritorious and as oppressive as a consequence 
of this as those incurred by the Federal Govern- 
ment. ‘The same subjects that you tax for na- 
tional purposes should be lable with all other 
property to taxation for State purposes. The 
several States must meet their engagements, some- 
body must meet the burdens, and yet you will 
give millions and millions of capital in the seve- 
ral States extraordinary advantages, enormous 


sources of profit, an interest withheld from your | 


citizens, an interest on your bonds payable in 
gold, an interest on their circulation, and yet you 
will not permit the States to tax them, and to re- 
lieve them from taxation you thus oppress labor 
for the benefitof capital. You willtax labor un- 
til you coin its very agony into money, and yet 
will relieve banks from taxation, You centralize 
capital for its own benefit, and exemptit from just 
burdens, One of the most fearful consequences 
of the war will be this system of banks, by which 
the politics, the wealth, and the labor of the 
country will be controlled for all time to come. 
It will control Congress. It will defy you to tax 
it in the future. 

l trust thatthe House willnot render any con- 
sent to this proposal to exemptthese banks fronr 
taxation. If there be oniy a minority in favor of 
an honest system of inxation, and opposed to the 
exemption of mon ies and the oppression of 
labor, | trust it wiii never consent to the passage 
ofsuch a billconiaining any such anti-republican 
and despotic features. I would resort to parlia- 
mentary means for delay until doomsday Deforo 
l would consent to its passage. 


1 submit as a substitute for the pending propo- | 


sition the following, to avoid the question of the 
taxation of the bonds: 
That itshall be jawñu for the 
to impose on the dividends 
declared on the stgek of 
Ntate, and on all of ths 


= 


Legistatnre of any State 
bh may from time to time be 
ion organized in such 
ts and property of such asso- 
ciation, (except the! aed by the United States ex- 
pressly exempt front fon,) the same tax that may be 
imposed by law on viher property of such State. 

Mr. PRUYN. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 
pose to discuss the question of State sovereignty, 
because f hope that this House will do nothing to 
bring up that question; but I wish to correct the 
mistake into which the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Horman] has fallen in reference to the char- 
acter of the proposed amendment, not the one of- 
fered by him, but the one upon which he made 
his remarks. We do not propose to tax the cap- 
ital of these institutions inany other way than as 
capital acting under the franchise granted by the 
Government. They do with their capital just 
what they please. These institutions invest itin 
such way as is most profitable, in buying gold, 
in bills of exchange, in discounting notes, in Gov- 
ernment stocks, or in any other way they choose, 
but the-tax which may be imposed upon them is 
atax upon the franchise which we have a right 
to tax in any way we please. Certain functions 
are to be conferred upon them by organization 
under this act, and if they choose to give up their 


= 


individual character and organize under this act 
and become possessed of certain franchises, we 
then tax them or permit the States to tax them; 


i that is, the same as other corporations, 


The court of appeals of New York decided last 
year -that legal-tender notes were constitutional; 
aud it has also decided that the act of the Legis- 
lature of New York for taxing the banks in that 
State did not exempt from taxation such portion 
of their funds as they chose to invest in Govern- 
ment securities.. And the intention of that pro- 
vision was to place the banks of New York upon 
the same footing upon which it is now proposed 
to place national banks under the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Van 
VaLkenzurau.} I hope, therefore, the gentleman 
from Indiana will see that the question of good 
faith is not at all involved inthat amendment, and 
that his own amendment is really unnecessary. 

Mr. HOLMAN withdrew his amendment to 
the amendment. ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to strike 
out the last word oftheamendment. Ifthe amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York be not 
adopted it will be conceded, I presume, by every- 
body in the House that the States can impose no 
tax upon any portion of the capital of the banks 
organized under this act. That is decided under 
the old Bank of the United States case. The pur- 
pose of the amendment is to withdraw these banks 
from the shield of that decision, and to subject 
them to the unlimited discretion of State taxation. 
If that be so, we might as well allow the bill to 
remain where itis without taking any further vote 
uponit. ‘The right of taxation in the States places 
the existence of these corporations at the mercy 
of the States. We are going, therefore, through 
the preposterous proces of attempting to estab- 
lish a system of uniforu national banking for the 
purpose of having a uniform national cartenoy, 
and in the same iaw giving each State the right 
of negativing ike existence of that system. 

Now, if the majority of the committee desire 
to defeat the billthey will adopt this amendment. 
If a majority of the House determine that the 
system shall at all go into operation, they will 
logically, in accordance with that purpose, vote 
down the amendment. There is no limitation 
imposed, and there can be none imposed, upon 
the discretion of State taxation if you allow them 
to exercise it; and the amendment in the formin 
which it is now proposed leaves the States to tax 
the banks one hundred per cent. upon their capi- 
tal or upon their dividends. It is, therefore, a 
question whether these institutions shall or shall 
not exist. 

Mr. KERNAN. Ido notunderstand the effect 
of the proposed amend mentas it is understood by 
the gentleman from Maryland. J would be op- 
posed to subjecting these institutions, or any class 
of individuals or corporations, to a discriminating 
tax against them. As I understand the amend- 
ment, the property of these corporations is to be 
liable to State and municipal taxation the same 
as other personal property c ing at the place 
where they are located. "Th e the State laws 
will operate upon the capita! of these banks pre- 
cisely as they do upon the personal property of 
individuals or any othe rporauion at the place 
where they are loca That will protect them 
from any unfair taxedon which would detriment- 
ally or destructively affect them. And that has 
been the struggle all through this discussion, as 
I understand, by those who are opposed to having 
the capital of these banks withdrawn from that 
taxation, They insist that the whole capital of 
these banks shall be liable to State and municipal 
taxation the same as any other personal property 
located at the place where banks are located, and 


w 


| it seems to me there is reason and justice in it. 


One of these banksis located ina certain city and 
State, for instance, and a tax has been levied for 
defraying the expenses of the city government— 
the lighting of the streets, sustaining the courts, 
&c. Now, is it right for the banking capital to 
have all the benefits of the municipal government 
and be excepted from all burdens? Nay, should 
they be exempt and the burdens all thrown upon 
other property in that locality? The object of 
the amendment is to provide that they shall be 
taxed the same as other property is taxed. 
Under the amendment the States cannot do 
what the gentleman from Maryland, if I under- 
stand the amendment, seemed to fear they might: 
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destroy these institutions by taxing them out of 
existence. They are only to be liable to the 
same burdens that other property there located 
is to be subjected to for Stateand municipal pur- 
poses. And there is no trouble about United 
States bonds. These banicsare to have one third 
of their capital in United States bonds, If indi- 
viduals holding those bonds are exempt from tax- 
ation, the banks will also be exempt, to the same 
extent; and the other two thirds will be, as it 
seems to me it should, liableto burdens the same 
as personal property held by individuals is liable 
for those purposes. 

' Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
amendment to the amendment. 

The question recurring upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Van VaLkensurgu— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, said: I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out the last Jine 
~—merely for the purpose of makinga remark. The 
argumentofthe gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Kerrnan,] who has just taken his seat, I think in- 
volves this scriouserror. Hesays that bank stock 
is merely to be liable to the same tax as other per- 
sonal property. In the first place, sir, thatis not 

the language ofthe amendment. Inthe next place, 
all personal property is not subjected to the same 
taxation. There is nothing to prevent a State 
from taxinga horse at one rate, a cow at another, 
a hog at a third, jnsurance companies at a fourth, 
manufacturing companies ata fifth, State banks 
at a sixth, and national banks at a seventh rate. 
There is no such thing as a uniform limit of tax- 
ation to which this section can refer. In some 
States there is a generalpro rata tax oneverything 
that a man is worth; in some there is an income 
tax; in some States there is a tax on lands at one 
rate aud a tax on personal property at another 

-rate. There is nothing in this amendment that 
limits or confines or defines the rate of taxation 
which a State may impose; and it is almost im- 
possible to prescribe a limitation which will be 
effectual. It therefore does, as I said, leave the 
banks subject to the unrestricted taxation of the 
State. 

Now, in reference to the question of justice, 
what in the world has that to do withit? If itis 
a matter of national moment that the Government 
of the United States shall havo a system of na- 
tional banks, then it is net « question of justice 
between money invest them and money in- 
vested in other indu enterprises. It is a 
qrrerion between the sovereign power of the 

nited States and tic necessities of the machinery 
that it creates and the necessities of the States 
that desire to tax them. 

If State necessity is to domineer over the na- 
tional necessities, and that is the generally pre- 
vailing Democratic view of the country, tending 
always to disorganization and the dissolution of 
the Confederacy, then adoptthisamendment. If 
the main thing be to make an effective and pow- 
erful national organization which will control and 
regulate the currency all over the country, then 
Jet the bill go through without this destructive 
amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. It seems to me that the dif- 
ficulty suggested by the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Priel Coal by theamendment of the 
gentleman from New York. Such oppressive and 
unequal taxation as he intimates cannot. be im- 
posed. In every State in the Union, although a 
cow may be taxed differently from a horse, and 
a horse differently from bank stock, yet I contend 
that in every State you are compelled to tax all 
cows equally and all horses equally and all bank 
stock equally. 

The amendment of the gentieman from New 
York simply provides—and provides properly, L 
think—that the property ese‘national banks 
shall be taxed by the Sta s the property ofother 
corporations is taxed. “Phat provision precludes 
the inequality that tie gentleman from Maryland 
apprehends whic} ht work injury and destruc- 
tion to these nati Institutions in the States. 

Sir, these banks do not seem to me, in view of 
the privileges conferred upon them by this bill, to | 
be especial objects of our regardand charity. [ re- | 
member the time when individuals and companies 
used to come to legislative bodies asking as a boon 
the privilege to bank on theircapital, and in many 
cases it was denied to them, because the privilege 
was thought to be too exclusive and too great for 
any particular set of men to-enjoy. And now, | 
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sir, this Congress of the United States goes beg- | 
ging to men and offers bonuses to individuals to 
engage in this potentscheme of banking by which 
itis proposed to control the whole currency and 
finances of the country. 

Let me point out some of the privileges con- 
ferred upon bankers by this bill. They bank 
upon the stocks of the United States, the bonds 
of the United States bearing interest at six per 
cent. Formerly they had to bank upon specie. 
Now they are tobank upon bonds of the United 
States bearing six per cent. interestas their capi- 
tal. When was it ever before known that the 
capital stock of a bank was loaned out at an in- 
terest of six per cent.? And in addition to that, 
that six per cent. interest is to be paid in specie, 
which, at the premium it commands now in the 
legal currency of the United States, makes the 
interest on this capite! equal, E believe, toat least 
ten per cent. per ann What more? On the 
basis of their capita! yielding this enormous profit 
they issue notes, they discount notes, and deal 
in bills of exchange, by which any set of shrewd 
bankers can reaiize at least twelve percent. more 
on their capita ck. That gives them power 
to make a profit of twenty to twenty-two per 
cent. on their capital stock engaged in business. 
And yet we are told that if we give to the States 
power to tax thes» institulionsat all we confer on 
the States power to destroy them, It seems to 
me that if we do not give the States this power, 
the banks will destroy the States. It seems to 
me that the whole purpose and object and scope 
and tendency of the bill is to prostrate State 
power and put it at the control of the great cen- 
tralized power to be established here; and I sub- 
mit that that may be the purpose of the gentleman 
from Maryland, (Mr. Davis.] I advocate the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Van VALKENBURGH.] 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, withdrew the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Irenewtheamendment. Mr. 
Chairman, it is perfectly obvious that if this 
amendment prevail the bill becomes an entire 
nullity, useless so far as perfecting the system 
which we adopted at the last Congress is con- 
cerned. It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that the 
proposition to allow States to tax any portion of 


w. 


the capital of these banks is just as absurd agit ji 


| would tax these banks vut of existence. 


estate and receiving an annual interest of eight or 
ten per cent.,is bound to pay into the State a cers 
tain tax on his investments Why a distinction 


| Should be made by this bill between him and the 


man who invests his $20,000 or $50,000 in bonds 
of the Government and who deposits them in. ons 


| of these national banks, drawing his six per cent. 


interest on the bonds and his profiton theinvest- 
ment—all of which is to. be exempt from. taxa- 
tion—is something that I cannot understand, 
There is nothing in the argument that the States | 
Their 
own interest, their own security, the desirableness 
of a uniform currency will operate against such 
an idea. : 
Again, in all the States of which I have any 
knowledge, the rates of taxation on particular 
classes of property must be uniform under their 
constitutions, They cannot impose a rate of tax- 
ation on bank stock higher than that imposed 
on other capital stock., They cannot impose.on 
the income of any man engaged in banking any 
more tax than they can impose on the income of 
one who is simply a money-lender, securing his 


| loans by mortgage on real estaté. The only thing 


that there is in the argument is that the bill gives 
to the Genera! Government the right to strikedown 
the power of States to tax their citizens, and 
places the States at the mercy of the moneyed in- 
terest which this bill is attempting to setup over 
the people of the country and over the States of 
the Union. Aside from that there is no reason 


| that has been urged entitled toa moment’s consid- 


eration. The simple reason that a man invests 
his money in United States bondsand then investa 
his bonds in a United States bank, drawing there- 
by six per cent. interest on his bonds and what- 
ever profits in addition may be made from his in- 
vestment, is no reason why he should be exempt 
from taxation upon the capital so invested. I say 
it is unjust to those who do not sec fit-so to invest 
their money, You give by this bill power to the 
capital of the country to grind the face of the 
poor while you deny to the States the power to 
exact their share of contributions for the main- 
tenance of their State governments. 
Mr. MORRILL withdrew his amendment. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York, submitted the fol- 
lowing as a substitute for the amendment: 


would be to allow the States to iax the public 
buildings of the United States or the ships of the 
United States. If they could tax them atall, they 
could tax them out of existence. When the ques- 
tion comes up, it will be in te power of Congress 
to levy all the burdens on these banks that justice * 
may require. I shall be ia favor of taxing them 
to the fullest extent of their ability to bear. Ibe- 
lieve that this Elouse will not let these banks go 
without bearing all tie burdens that they ought 
to bear. J scape taxation in the States, it 
is appareni that they should bear a higher pro- 
ortion of taxation than other personal property 
in the States. That portion of the capital of the 
banks which shail not be invested in United States 
bonds should be, as a matter of course, taxed 


hi ban that which is so invested. 
it, Mr. Chairman, that the best course 
for us is to allow this question to come up when 


the subject of taxation shall be before the House. 
Then gentlemen can, if they see fit, tax them even 
out of existence. But that will certainly be the 
fittest time to cousider how much they should be 
taxed. I repeat, Mir. Chairman, that so faras the 
power of the States is concerned, if we allow them 
to tax these banks atall, wemightas well not pass 
any bill. 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. [I rise to oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Vermont. L 
have listened attentively to the argument in favor 
of exempting this bank property from taxation, 
and I confess I have not been particularly struck 
with the force of the reasons presented by the 
gentleman from Vermont, {Mr. Morriti.] Why 
it is that a citizen of Illinoisor of any other State 
of the Union should be by a provision of this bill 
exempted from the payment of a State tax on his 
eapital simply because he may see fit to invest it 
in bonds of the United States or in any of these 
national banks is something that is entirely inex- 
plicable to me f 

Under our State laws the individual who may 
have $500 or $1,000 of surplus capital, and may | 
i desire to secure it by taking a mortgage on real 


1 


; mind. 


i taxation. 


And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, as soon as practicable afier the 
end of each fiscal year from aud after the passage of this 
act, to make out and transmit to the treasurer of each 
State a statement of all taxes which shall have been cot- 
lected in that State from each national bank organized 
therein during such previous year, and he shali with such 
statement remit to the treasurer of such State one fourth 
the amount thus collected from such association in cach 
State, to be disposed of in its discretion. 


{ offer that amendment simply with the idea of 
suggesting a principle on which it may be possi- 
ble for the Housetoagree. J for one am opposed 
to acknowledging, if these be national institu- 
tions, the power of the S:ates to tax them; and 
yet I am willing to entirely actede to the justice 
and equity of the capital which is invested in the 


| different States in the banking business under 
i this system, and which receives from the local 


and State authority the protection which is due 
to capital, being made to contribute in an equi- 
table degree to the maintenance of that Govern- 
ment which protects it, 

Therefore I believe that in this mode we may 
accomplish this result. Whether the exact pro- 
vision Í have suggested be the right one I am not 
certain. f have merely desired to suggest the 
crude idea. But, sir, there is justice in the prin- 
ciple, and I beg gentlemen when they come to 
reflect upon this subject to have that priheiple in 
t has been said that we are withdrawing 
$500,000,000 of the capital of this country from 
Thatis not so, This Government is 
issuing its bonds and its stocks. Is that property 
before itis issued? It is an obligation, it is net 
fixed capital; it becomes a credit by the action of 
the Government for the purposes of the Govern- 
ment at this time as a matter of national necessity. 
Now, upon the basis of these issues, we allow the 
banking institutions to conduct their business.. 
We protect their business, their property, and 
their circulation, and it would be entirely unfair 
to say that we would suffer the States to impose 


| taxes upon this capital thus invested in these 


banks, because it is not actual capital but it is 
Government obligations. 
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Sir, the. money which has gone into these Gov- 
ernment securities still remains in circulation. 
Of the $500,000,000 that have been issued there 
still remain in the country $400,000,000 liable to 
taxation by the General Government and State 
governments in its original form. If I invest 
$10,000 in the securities of the Government the 
Government take my money, give me my bonds, 
and pay out the money to somebody else, and the 
money which is represented by these bonds is 
still subject to taxation. There is no change in 
this regard. We have as much money in the 
country subject to taxation as before, and there- 
fore there is no valid reason why any heavy hand 
should be suffered to impose additional burdens 
upon this property. But there is.a reason why 
it should contribute for the protection afforded to 
it by local and State laws. 

Mr. STROUSE. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. Davis] to the amendment; and I entirely 
concur in the amendment offeted by his colleague, 
[Mr. Van Varkensuren.] 1 would like to ask 
the opponents ofthis amendment what particular 
exemption or privilege these moncy ed institutions 
are entitled to? In what particular do they dif- 
fer from business men generally throughout the 
States who are taxed not only by the national 
Government but by the States for State, county, 
or municipal purposes? 

Now, sir, we are told that this measure is an- 
tagonistic to the supremacy of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. There is nothing of the kind in this 
proposition, and I was pained to hear the distin- 
guished gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] 
bring in party politics. We nced be in no fear of 
a dissolution of the Union because of the propo- 
sition introduced by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Van Vangennuren.] We need be 
more in fear of that result on account of the very 
loose system of financiering which we are asked 
to inaugurate, 

1 stand here, sir, not asa party politician; I 
stand here upon this proposition as a citizen of | 
the United States anxious for the perpetuity of | 
the Union and to sustain the credit of the Gov- | 
ernment at home and abroad. 


But when we tax | 
the merchant, the miner, the laborer, everybody 
and everything which the ingenuity of man could 
search out, why is it that the money-lender, the 
modern Shylock, shall go free and be exempted 
from this taxation? [tis only right and honest 
that the States should derive some benefit from 
the aggregation of capital. 

Gentlemen say that they are national banks. 
How are they made up? By your money and by 
my money, by all those who buy stock. We buy 
it partly, out of patriotism, and agood many buy 
it because they think thatitisa good speculation. 
It is only right for us to take the bull by the horns 
and admitthat most people buy stock of the Gov- 
ernment because they believe it to be a profitable 
speculation. Why should we be so charitable, 
when men have loaned this money for the pur- | 
pose of making more, as to exempt them from | 
taxation? Gentlemen ought-to remember that the | 


States have contributed millions for the vigorous 
prosecution of this war, for the support of the | 
Government and its cause, for which they ask no | 
remuneration. The State of Pennsylvania, which | 
T have the honor in part to represent upon this | 
floor, has in the way of bounties, public and | 


private, by the action of the State Legislature and || 
of the citizens, expended some five or six million |} 


dollars. We ask no return forthat. While we | 
have to bear immense burdens, publicly and pri- 
vately, for the vigorous prosecution of the war, we | 
do protest against withdrawing, as is proposed, | 
such d vast amount of capital from taxaation in | 
New York, Pennsylvania, Minois, and the other | 


j} 
; | 
States) Recollect that the several States have done |! 


their entire duty, and this exemption from taxa- | 


tion should not be allowed, There need be no fear |! 


| 
that the States will tax these institutions to death. 
Every State has its statute Jaws on the subject. | 

[Here the hammer fell] , i 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. | move to add to the ori- 
ginal amendment the following: 

And ne State shali impose any lax upon said associa- 
tions or their capital, € ation, dividends, or busin at 
a higher rate of taxa than shali be imposed by the said 
State upon the same xaiount of moneyed capital in the 
hands of individual citizens of said State. 


Mr. Chairman, the object of that amendment 


gi 


|j real and only objection entertained by the ma- 
jority of this House againat the taxation of na- 


| try, your bill ought to be defeated. You ought | 


is to obviate the objection that the States will tax 
these institutions out of existence. 1 do not re- 
gard it as necessary, for I do not apprehend that 
the proposed banking system, providing a uni- 
form currency for the whole country, is going to 
be so odious that any State would be tempted to 
tax it out of existence. And I do not think that 
the friends of the measure offer a good recom- 
mendation for it when they rest. upon the objec- 
tion that there is danger the people will feel so 
outraged by this system in the States that they 
will go to work to tax it out of existence. They 


| forget that it is the only system we are going to 


have. The State of New York has a banking 
capital of $110,000,000. Bankers inform me that 
they must all come under this system. It is pro- 
posed that that $110,000,000 shali be exempted 
from State and local taxation. "Whatever effect 
the proposition may have here, in my State it 
will have the effect to render the system very 
odious indeed, and the people of the State of New 
York will submit toit with reluctance. The feel- 
ings of the psople of my State are well understood, 

The Legislature at the last session enacted a 
law which iniposed a tax upon these institutions 
equal to the amountof theirespital. They taxed 
them upon a sum equal to the amount of their 
capital. That is the language of the law. That 
law has been held by the court of appcals to be 
valid and constitutional, and I do not think the 
character of that court is to be questioned very 
lightly. Itisa court that gives law to this Union, 
and its decisions are respected by every other 
State in the Union, and by the Supreme Court of 
the United Statesalso. Fdo not propose to argue 
the question here; there is no time ina five min- 
utes’ speech to prove it. 

My district—ithe twenty-sixth congressional 
district of the State of New York, composed of 
the counties of Broome, Tioga, Tompkins, and 
Schuyler—has a banking capital of $4,000,000. 
We have raised our quota of men under every 
call which has been made by the President of the 
United States, and we have now a surplus of five 
hundred over all calls. We have raised local 
hounties ranging from three to five hundred dol- 
Jars, and besides that we have taken care of and 
provided for the families of our soldiers by town 
and local bounties; and we propose to have this 
$4,000,000 of bank capital do something toward 
paying the interest on the loans we have made to 
pay such bounties. 

{tere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, I have listened to the do- 
bate in hopes that I should sce some reason why 
these national banks should not be subject to 
local taxation, butitseems to me that no sufficient 
reason has been given. The gentleman from 


Maryland [Mr. Davis] I apprehend has made the 


tional banks. His objection was notagainst their 
taxation merely, but it was against their being | 
taxed by the States because they are national in- 
stitutions. He was opposed to their taxation by 
the States because he intended by this bill to create 
agreat national system, and because State taxa- 
tion would interfere with that system. 

It seems to me, therefore, that the whole object 
of the bill is to create a centralized national bank 
power which shall override and destroy the State | 
banking institutions. It seems to me that the ; 


gentleman admits in the outset that these banks 

are going to be unsatisfactory to the people; it; 
secms to me he admits that the bill itself ought; 
not to pass, because he starts upon the presump- | 
tion that every State where they shall be located | 


will be so hostile to those institutions that they || 
| will go to work and destroy them by taxation. 


Now, I say to gentlemen if you have intro- 
duced a system of banking, or if you propose to 
introduce a system of banking, that will meet | 
with the hostility of the entire people of the coun- 


not to pass such a bill, especially in these umes 
of great national trial; you ought not to attempt 
to adopt a measure which shall be hostile to the 
people. What object can the State have in tax- 
ing these banks out of existence? It must be 
because the people do not desire them. There can | 
be no other reason. The people will not tax in- | 
stitutions which are for their benefit; and if the 
national banking institutions are not for the ben- 
efit of the people, and are not to satisfy them, I 


ask the gentleman from Maryland what object he 
has in view in adopting this system. Are the 
people to have an institution to which they are 
opposed? Do you desire to create an antagonism 
between the national Government and the States? 
Is your object to create an institution which the 
States will not maintain and support? It seems 
to me the argument bears no other construction. 

Another gentleman tells us he proposes to tax 
these banks. He thinks they ought to bear more 
of the national taxcs because they are exempt from 
‘State taxation. How can the national Govern- 
ment tell what the local taxation is? Local prop- 
erty in a particular locality has to bear a tax uni- 
form with the tax upon all personal property. 
The national Government cannot know how to 
fix the tax upon this property so as to graduate 
it and make it equal to the local taxes. The lo- 
calities alone can know what taxes should be im- 
posed in order to make taxation equal and uni- 
form. It seems to me that noargument has been 
introduced here except one, and that is that the 
purpose of this bill is to create a national system, 
and that to allow them to be taxed by the States 
will destroy the national character of these insti- 
tutions, ~ 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. VAN VALKENBURGH. [accept the 
amendment of my colleague (Mr. Horcuxiss] as 
a modification of my own. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I move to strike 
out the last line of the amendment. We have 
listened to a very singularargument just now. It 
has been said that we are afraid to submit this 
bill to the will of the people, because we are mak- 


ing an instrument that is to be hostile to them., 


Now, if the gentleman means to say that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States must subject all its 
machinery to the will of any State under the pen- 
aity of having it thrust back upon us thatthe ma- 
chinery of the Government is hostile to the State, 
I suppose the absurdity of that argument will be 
sufficiently apparent. We are not to have an 
Army unless we will allow it to be forbidden to 
cross a State line; we are notto have a collector 
of taxes unless we will allow a State to say whether 
he shall collect taxes or not; we are not to have 
a marshal unless we will allow a State to say 
whether heshall serve processor not. But if the 
honorable gentleman means this, that we know 
from present experience that, whatever the aggre- 
gate mass of the people of the United States may 
think about the Governmentof the United States, 
there may exist hostility in particular States that 
would endeavor to paralyze the machinery of the 
Government, then Í mean to say that if that hos- 
tility is so developed we mean to paralyze it. 
And if the gentleman says that it interferes with 
State sovereignty,” I say we are dealing with 
t State sovereignty” now In Virginia, and when 
it is thrust across the track of the Government in 
any other State we are ready to deal with it just 
as well there. 

“State sovereignty’ is always the form which 


| every attempt to divide, break up, and paralyze 


the Government of the United States assumes, 
and it is the worst shape that can be brought be- 
fore the people of the United States at this day 
to cover any attempt to embarrass the Govern- 
ment, “ Elostile to the people,” because we are 
not willing to allow the people of a particular 
State to say whether a national bank shall or 
shall not exist within their limits? No, sir; but 
this is a Government that does not exist by the 
will of the people of the States; it exists by the 
will of the people of the United States, andthe peo- 
ple of the United States mean that no State shall 
have a right.to say, in any form, direet or indie 
rect, thata national system shall not prevail with- 
in its borders. In California, if I am not mis- 
informed, banks are net allowed at all. Where 
is your rule of taxation there? Do we notall 
know that in Missouri, in the earlier period of 
her existence, banks were forbidden? Do we not 
know that the mest intense political hostility in 
this country prior to the breaking out of the war 


| grew out of the question of allowing banks in the 


various States? And do we nat also know, by 
the spirit manifested in reference to this amend- 
ment that we are in view now of just such a 
financial war? Do gentlemen mean that this sys- 
tem shall be at the mercy of the States, so that a 
hostile State shall destroy it, or do they mean that 
it shall be paramount to the States and do the 
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work ofthe Government? How would the system 
fare with the Legislature of New Jersey at this 
day? How would it fare with any Legislature 
bent on embarrassing the financial schemes of the 
Government? How can we venture to trust to 
the judgment of any State a measure which has 


already been made the ground of attack on the 
Government because of its absolute unconstitu- 
tionality? Jf we mean to go through the child *s 
performance of passing a law here which is to do 
nothing and fall still-born, let us adoptthis amend- 
ment. If we mean the system to be alive, vigor- 
ous, and active one, let us tell ** State sovereignty” 
to take care of itself, and let us enforce the sov- 
ereignty of the United States. i 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, I admire 
the bold and candid declarations of the gentleman 
from Maryland, made in his usual bold and candid 
style. He has let us know distinctly to-day that 
he is opposed to this federated form of Govern- 
ment, and is for a central national Government 
here which is to control the States of this Union, 
and, I am afraid, the people of the United States 
of America. He docs not believe in State sov- 
ercignty. He does not believe in giving to the 
State the power of deciding upon any act of this 
Federal Government. Hedoes notbelievein giving 
to the State the power to tax an institution char- 


tered by the Congress of the United States. Lam 
afraid that the gentleman goes further. I am 


afraid that he is not for conceding to the people 
of the United States the power to control the le- 
gislation of the country, which he wishes to fix 
by this Congress in sucha way as to carry itout 
hereafter by force of arms and armies in spite of 
the people of the United States. 

The gentleman may be pardoned perhaps for 
arguing against State sovercignty; but when he 
comes to attack that other sovereignty, the sover- 
eignty of the people of the United States, E hope 
histheory may be met with thatstern rebuke which 
itdeserves, Whence this dread of allowing States 
to tax these institutions? Gentlemen haveargued 
on this floor that if you pass the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from New York, the pco- | 
ple of the various States of the Union will have 
the power to destroy these institutions. Why 
would they ever wish to exercise sucha poweras 
that? Would it not be because they bad found 
these institutions onerous and oppressive, and in- 
jurious to their interests? And when, after their 
deliberate and solemn conviction that these insti- 
tations ought not to exist, and after the people of 
all the States of the Union come to the conclusion ! 
that this sort of legislation docs militate against 
their rights and interests, in the name of God is 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Davis] for so 
tying the bands of the Government, and tying the 
hands of the State Legislatures, and tying the 
hands of the people, as to subject them manacled 
and chained, to the mercy of the legislation of 
Congress? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, Wil the gentle- 
man from Kentucky allow me to ask him a ques-- 
tion? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Docs the gentle- 
man from Kentucky contemplate that any one 
State Legislature shall have the power to prevent 
the existence of this system within the State ?- 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; no, sir. I have 
argued in favor of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, which gives toa State Legis- 
lature the power to tax these institutions, exactly 
as it has the power to and docs tax similar in- 
stitutions in that State. Fairness andequity and 
right require that. 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. Willthe gentleman from į 
Kentucky allow the section, as proposed to be 
amended, to be reported ? 

Mr. MALLORY. -I know what itis. Itmay 
be read after L am through. Now, Mr, Chair- 
man, l wish to say that if ever the time comes 
that the people of allthe States of the Union wish 
to tax these institutions, whenever they come to 
the conclusion that their best interests require that 
they shall be taxed, the right ta do so shauld re- 
main to them. lamno ultra State-rights man. 
1 believe that the Constitution of the United States 
of America, and the laws and treaties made in 
pursuance thereof, should be the supreme law of 
the land, anything in State constitutions or laws 
to the contrary notwithstanding. Is not thator- | 
thodox enough for the géntlemau from Maryland? | 


i 
| 
| 
i 
| 


| don; Iam a State-rights man, 


Is he for carrying out and legislating upon any 
other principle than that? Is he for destroying 
those rights which he knows are reserved to the 
States of this Union? Is he for conferring on the 
Federa! Government other powers than those 
which that sacred instrument, the Constitution, 
expressly and distinctly confers upon it, or which 
are absolutely necessary to enable it to carry out 
those granted powers? If he be, I take issue 
with the gentleman from Maryland, and I take 
issue with any man whoentortains such an opin- 
ion or who will advocate such a theory as that. 

Sir, it seems to me that the whole objection to 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York 
is based upon the fear on the part of this Con- 
gress to meet the American people. It is based 
upon the fear on their part to subject themselves 
to the verdict of their masters—the pcople—if 
they are your masters yet. I donot know what 
they may become when your armics shall have 
crushed out, all the liberty that remains in the 
United States. 

{Here the hammer fell] ; 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, withdrew the amend- 
rent to the amendment. 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. J ask that the amend- 
ment to the amendment may be reported. 

The Clerk read it. 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. [propose to amend the 
original section by adding as follows: 

Provided, further. Ihat no State tax shall be imposed 
upon any part of ie capital stock of such association in- 
vested in the bores of the United States, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment does notat all obviate the difficulties 
that I pointed out to the firstamendment proposed. 


There is no limitation placed upon theauthority of | 


the State to tax these banks tuany extent whatever, 
I think that is apparent from the reading of it, 
But what I desire especially to say is tocorrect 
some misapprehension into which the gentleman 
from Kentucky has fallen himself, and into which 
he may possibly have led others. He argafs 
thatif all the States or all the people of the United 


States were hostile to this measure, he wanted | 


them to have the power to break it down and de- 
stroy it. Thatwashisargumentas | understood 
bim, He was not, itis true, à State-rights man, 

Mr. MALLORY. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
y Lam for maintain- 
ing the reserved rights of the States to which they 
are entitled under the Constitution. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I entirely agree 
with the gentleman in that declaration. 

Mr. MALLORY. I knew my friend from 
Maryland would agree with me in that. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. And Idonotknow 
of anybody who does not; but when the gentle- 
man wishes to make the reserved rights of the | 
States paralyze the machinery ofthe United States | 
I take it that his reserved rights of the States are 
a usurpation against the United States. 

Nir, MALLORY. I made no such declaration, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The gentenan 
argued this, that if all the States were anxious to 


that this system shall go everywhere, and to be“ 
uniform it must go into every State. If it may be 
excluded from any State its whole usefulness is” 
paralyzed, 

Now, in reference to the observation of the gen 
tleman that this is a system of despotism to he: 
met by the people wherever it should exist with’ 
the scorn and contemptit deserved, L am sure the 
gentleman did not mean to say anything impolite 
to me. i 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I will say to the 
honorable gentleman that it is no part of this 
scheme that it shall go into operation in defiance 
of the people of the United States. It is intended 
for the mutual benefit of the people. To make it 
uniform it must go everywhere, and neither 
Maryland, Kentucky nor any other State should 
have the right as States to exclude it. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. I am opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland, I 
admit the authority of the United States in all that 
pertains to them under the Constitution, to estab- 
lish these institutions or to do any other act neces- 
sary to promote the general welfare. But it seems 
to me that the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House who advocate theexemption of these banks 
from taxation are constrained to assume a fact: 
which does not exist. They talk about stock in 
these banks being Government stock. They argue 
the question as though these banks were only es- 
tablished by banking stock and that the property 
in the banks was the property of the Government. 
Such is not the fact. When the bonds are pur- 
chased by the citizen of a State they cease to be 
the property of the Government. Tey become 
the property of those who see fit to speculate in 
them. 'Fhe Government is bound to redeem them, 
but when issued they cease to be the property of 
the Government and become the property of the 
individual holders. ‘The Government then has 
no right to prevent taxation by the State upon the 
property of its own citizens. For us to under~ 
take to exercise that authority is a usurpation 
onthe part of Congress against the reserved rights 
| of the States, f 
| As L have already said, we do not propose to 
l tax Government property, but we do propose to 

reserve to the States the right of taxing the prop- 
erty of its own citizens. Suppose that it should 
be ‘presumed that certain articles are necessary 
| for the General Government, such as horses and 
mules, would we have the right to declare that 
the States should not impose any tax upon them 
when held by. their own citizens? We have 
the same right in the one ease that we havein the 
other. We have the same right to say that no 
tax shall be imposed upou these bonds by the 


t 
| 
| 
| 


at 
Sn 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
i 


H States when in the possession of citizens of the 


i States. [tis in direct contravention of the rights 
i of the States, . 

Gentlemen say that it is necessary thus to eX- 
clude this elass of bonds from taxation when in 


get rid of this system he thought they ought to i] make the currency uniform, and sustain the credit 

have the rightto get vid of it, and one of the steps, i of the Government. There ix nothing in that 

E presume, by which he proposed they should |; argutent, “Che people of the States will not tax 

get rid of it was this taxation system, l) these banks out of existence under the pending 
i 


Now, sir, | suppose that if all the people of 
the United States represented in Congressare op- 
posed to the system they can defeat it nows If 
at any time during the next Congress they should 
he opposed to it, they can defeat it then. The 
point I desire to enforee is that the will of the 
majority of the people of the United States as cx- 
pressed by their Representiiives here shall be 
carried into effect. Lam now endeavoring toas- 
sert their rights, Tdesirs thatthe will of the sov- 
ercign majority—ofth cople ofthe United States 
~—shall not be paralyzed by the capriee or the an- 
tagonistic policy of any individual State. Take, 
for instance, the case of New Jersey, or of Mis- 
souri, or of any other State whieh may. happen ! 


aoa 


to be opposed te any banking system at all; take i 
| the case of California, in which | believe no banks 


are established; the introduction of this system | 


into those States might be against their local pol- |i 


icy, and yet will the gentleman allow them to cx- 
clude these national banks from their limits? 
Mr. MALLORY. I did not say that. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland.’ } do not wish to 
submit this question to their arbitrament. Ít is 
the right of the people of the United States to say | 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
H 
| 
i 
i 


' had the Union under consi 


Government securities and other classes of prop- 
erty. In that way you give moneyed monopolies 
notonly control over the States bul over Con- 
gross. You destroy the constitutional rights re- 
served to the States. 

[Here the hammer feil.J 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. 
the committee do now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

So thecommittee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hamp- 
i shire, reported that the Commiuce of the Whole 
Con the state of the Union had, according to order, 
deration, and particu- 
333) to provide a na- 
of United 


I move that 


‘larly the bil 
| tional currency secure 


i (H. R. No. 
d by a pledge 
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States stocks, and to provide for the circulation 
and redemption thereof, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. 

Mr. ALLEY. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to set apartnext Friday week after 
the morning hour for the reception of reports from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Objection was made. . 

Mr. ALLEY. I move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose indicated. 

And then, on motion of Mr, STEVENS, (at 
half past four o’clock, p. m.,) the House ad- 
journed, ; 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, April 5, 1864. 7 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday Wasread andapproved. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT signed the enrolled 
bill (S. No. 80) to provide for the better organ- 
ization of Indian affairs in California; which had 
heretofore reccived the signature of the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (FI. R. No. 58) relative to 
the substitution of monarchical for republican 
government in Mexico under European auspices, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foregn Relations. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, anda copy of a report from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs upon the subject 
of providing means of subsistence for the Navajo 
Indians of New Mexico, upon a reservation at 
the “ Bosque Redondo” on the Pecas river, and 
recommending an appropriation to effect the ob- 
jectcontemplated; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
communicating, in answer to a resolution of the 
Senate of the 10th of March, copies of papers on 
file in that Department relating tothe treaty with 
the Kickapoo Indians, concluded June 28; 1862, 
and the action taken by that Department to carry 
the treaty into effect; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILLEY presented the memorial of Fran- 
cis L Brooke, praying for compensation for cer- 
tain supplies furnished to the United States army 
under the cominand of Generals Banks and Pepe 
in Virginia in 1862; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

- Mr. CONNESS presented the memorial of the 
American Ethnological Society of New York, 
praying that a commission be sent to eastern 
Asia for diplomatic, commercial, scientific, and 
agricultural purposes, as proposed by Dr. D. J. 
Macgowan; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. SUMNER presented a memorial of the offi- 
cers ofthe Eastern and Fitchburg railroads in Mas- 
sachusctts, remonstrating against the extension of 
the patent of Charles Goodyear for the manufac- 
ture of vulcanized India rubber; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

He also presented a memorial of directors of 
the Boston and Lowell, and Nashua and Lowell 
railroads remonstrating against the extension of 
the patent of Charles Goodyear for the manufac- 
ture of vulcanized India rubber; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 171) 
further to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
collection of direct taxes in the insurrectionary 
districts within the United States,” and for other 
purposes, approved June 7, 1862, reported it with 
amendments, 

Mr. CLARK, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill 
(S. No. 217) for the relief of Warren W. Green; 
which was read, and passed to asecond reading. 


Mr. HARDING, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to whom was referred a petition of citi- 
zens of Contra Costa county, California, praying 
to be authorized by law to institute legal proceed- 
ings to try the validity of their titles to certain 
lands settled and occupied by them, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (H. R. No. 271) for the relief 


of the settlers upon certain lands in California,’ 


reported it without amendment. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of citizens of California, 

raying for the right to enter in the land offices 
in that State the lands upon which they are loca- 
ted, known as the Galbraith claim, reported a bill 
(S. No. 216) to grant the right of preémption to 
certain settlers on the “ Rancho Bolsa de To- 
males,” in the State of California; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. DIXON, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred a bill 
(S. No. 167) to incorporate an insurance com- 
pany in the city of Washington, reported it with 
amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 215) for the relief of the sufferers at Law- 
rence, Kansas, by the Quantrell raid of July 21, 
1863; which was read twice by its title and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


MARSHAL OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be instructed 
to inform the Senate if, since the passage of a law creating 
the ofice of warden of the jail in the District of Columbia, 
there has been any neglect or refusal of the marshal of the 
District to execute the Jaws of the District or judgment of 
the courts. 


SUPREME COURT DECISIONS, 


Mr. HARRIS. Lask leave, without previous 
notice, to introduce a joint resolution in relation 
to the publication of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and Í ask the indul- 
gence of the Senate for a moment, while I make 
a statement on the subject. An act of Congress 
passed in 1842 provides that a compensation of 
$1,300 per annum be paid to the reporter of the 
Supreme Court, provided the decisions of the court 
be published within six months after those de- 
cisions are made. The Supreme Court is about 
to adjourn. It has just appointed a reporter, and 
it will be almost impracticable for him to publish 
the decisions within the time limited by law. I 
therefore have prepared a joint resolution for the 
purpose of dispensing with that condition for the 
present year, and Í ask for the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to 
introduce the joint resolution (S. No. 39) relating 
to the publication of decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States for December term, 
1863, and it was read twice by its title and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides that so much of the act of Congress, ap- 
proved August 29, 1842, as declares that the re- 
porter of the decisions of the Supreme Court shall 
not be paid the compensation provided by that act 
unless he print and publish the decisions within 
six months after they shall have been made, shall 
not be held to apply to the decisions of December 
term, 1863, the present reporter not having been 
appointed until near the close of the term. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suggest to the moverof 
the joint resolution if there ought not to bea limit 
as to the time within which the decisions shall be 
published. Let the resolution say that the act 
referred to shall not apply to the decisions of the 
present term, but that they shalf be published 
within acertain time. If there was any occasion 
for the original law there ought to be atime speci- 
fied when the decisions of the present term shall 
be published. 

Mr. HARRIS. Ibad thought that for the pres- 
ent year the reporter might be allowed all the 
ume tbat he should find requisite. This resolu- 
tion only dispenses with the limitation for this 


year, and then leaves the law of 1842 to stand as 
itis. A new reporter has just come in, and he 
has not had the opportunity of hearing the argu- 
ments, and he undoubtedly will require a little 
more time, and I do not think it worth while for 
the present year to limit him. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If there was everany ot- 
casion for a limit and a requirement that the de- 
cisions should be published within a certain time, 
certainly the reason for that requirement exists 
in reference to the decisions of the present term 
as much as any other term. Manifestly, the joint 
resolution is very proper, to give him an oppor- 
tunity to prepare these decisions; but why not 
give him a year to do it in, or put in a limitation 
of six months from the present time? I think 
some limit should be fixed. I donot know why 
the original law was passed. 

I should suppose that the demand for the de- 
cisions was such as to induce the reporter to get 
them out at an early day; but it seems that some 
years ago Congress acted on the assumption that 
there was a necessily to provide that they should 
be published within a given time, and I think if 
there was any reason for thatlaw, we should, in 
extending the time for the present year, impose 
some other limit. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to limiting 
the time to a year from now, if the Senator from 
Illinois wishes that to be done. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I will move that 
amendment. 1 move to amend the joint resolu- 
tion by adding at the end of it the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That such decisions be published within one 
year from the passage of this joint resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The jointresolution was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, and was read the third time, 
and passed. 

PRINTING OF AN AMENDMENT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to a bill now before the Senate, and there- 
fore I will ask the Senate to take up the bill for 
the purpose of allowing me to offer it and move 
that it be printed. Itis the bill (S. No. 20) for 
the relief of justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in cases therein described. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The‘order to print 
will be made, if there be no objection, without 
formally taking up the bill. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN UTAH. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 moveto take up the bill 
(EL. R. No. 220) to vacate and sell the present In- 
dian reservations in Utah Territory, and to settle 
the Indians of said Territory in the Uinta valley. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bili. It requires the Secretary of the Interior 
to cause the several Indian reservations hereto- 


j fore made or occupied as such in the Territory of 


Utah, excepting Uinta valley, to be surveyed into 
tracts or lots notexcceding eighty acres each, and 
so situated as to best adapt them to the natural 
facilities of the country for the purposes of irri- 
gation, and upon the completion of such surveys 
he is to cause those tracts or lots to be sold upon 
séaled bids, to be duly invited by public adver- 
tisement, to the highest and best bidder, and ap- 
ply the proceeds of such sales to the construction 
of improvements upon the reservations which 
may be established under the provisions of this 
act, or by other lawful authority, or to the pur- 
chase of stock, agricultural implements, or such 
other useful articles as to him may seem best 
adapted to the wants and requirements of the In- 
dians; but no tract of land is to be sold under the 


| provisions of this section for less than its ap- 


praised’value in cash, to be duly ascertained by 
commissioners appointed by the Secretary of the | 
Interior for that purpose. The superintendent 
of. Indian affairs for the Territory of Utah is to 
be required to collect and settle all or so many of 
the Indians of the Territory as may be found 
practicable in the Uinta valley, which is to be set 
apart for the permanent settlement and exclusive 
occupation of such of the different tribes of Indi- 
ans of the Territory as may be induced to inhabit 
the same. For the purpose of making agricultu- 
ral improvements in the Uinta valley for the com- 
fort of the Indians, and to enable them to become 
self-sustaining by means of agriculture, the bill 
appropriates the sum of $30,000, which sum is to 
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be expended by the superintendent of Indian af- 
fairs for the Territory, under the instruction of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported the 
bill with amendments. The first amendment of 
the committee was in section one, line seven, after 
the word “each” to strike out the words ‘and so 
situated as to best adapt them to the natural fa- 
cilities of the country for the purposes of irriga- 
tion,” and to insert in lieu thereof, “under the 
direction of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section one, line twelve, after the word ‘t adver- 
tisement,’’ to insert: 

For a period not less thanthree months, in a newspaper 


of general circulation published in the Territory of Utah, 
and also a newspaper published in Washington. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section one, line fifteen, after the words ‘ best 
bidder,” to insert: . 

Said bids may be filed with the Governor of said T'er- 
ritory at the seat of government thereof, and with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior in Washington; such bids as may be 
received by said Governor shall, without opening the same, 
be forwarded to the Sceretary of the Interior, when the 
same, with the bids filed with bim, shal! be opened in the 
presence of the Secretary of the Interior, the Commissioner 
of Public Lands, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and any bidders who may choose to he presentat the open- 
ing thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
section one, line twenty-four, after the word “and”? 
toinsert the words “the Secretary of the Interior. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in and or- 
dered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read a 
third time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


APPROPRIATION OF CILURCH PROPERTY. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to take up the reso- 
lution F offered a few days ago asking the Secre- 
tary of War for certain Information. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is an occasion for 
an executive session for a few minutes on a mat- 
ter that needs immediate attention, I move that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration. of 
executive business, 

Mr. POWELL. Ihope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion to allow this resolution to be 
disposed of. 5 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It will not detain us long, 
and we shall be back in open session in a few 
moments. 

Mr. POWELL. It seems that every time I 
attempt to take up this resolution something clse 
is interposed to preventit, [thas already occurred 
five times. The Senator from Illinois is one of 
the Senators who did it the other day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should have no objection 
to allowing the resolution to be taken up if we 
could have a vote upon it, but 1 understand there 
is opposition to it and that it will take time, and 
itis necessary for us to have an executive session. 

Mr. CONNESS. The opposition will not in- 
volve debate. I do not intend to debate the-reso- 
lution. 

Mr. POWELL. Let Senatora vote it down if 
they choose after it is taken up. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifthere isto be no debate, 
I shall not object to taking up the resolution. 

The motion of Mr. PowELL was agreed to; and 
the Senate proceeded to consider the followin 
resolution submitted by him on the 31st of March: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate all orders that have been issued from his 
Department, or by generals of the Army of the United States, 
authorizing any person or persons to take possession of any 
church or churches, or house dedicated to the worship of 
God, or house or property belonging to any home or foreign 
mission society, or houses and property belonging to any 
denomination of Christians in the United States; and that 
he inform the Senate how many churches and how much 
property, and of what kind and description, have heen taken 
possession of in pursuance of said orders, and where the 
same is situated, and to what denomination of Christians 
the property so taken belonged. 


Mr. CONNESS. Ido not believe that the adop- 
tion’of this resolution will subserve any public 
interest, and therefore I move to lay it on the 
table. 

Mr. POWELL. 


I hope the motion of the 
Senator—— 


i further in regard to the postponment of the special 


Mr. HALE. Order! ane! 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not 
debatable. 

Mr. POWELL. Very well. Task for the yeas 
and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. F 

Mr. WILLEY. I received a note this morn- 
ing from Mr. Henperson desiring me to state 
that he was too much indisposed to be in his seat 
in the Senate to-day. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 11; as follows: l 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Collamer, Conness, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Harding, 
Harlan, Harris, Howard, Howe, Lane of Indiana, Lane of 
Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Cowan, Davis, 
Johuson, Pomeroy, Powell, Riddle, Saulsbury, Van Win- 
kls, and Willey—1l. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 
_ EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and after some time 
spent in the consideration of executive business, 
the doors were reopened. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 


of the day is the unfinished business of yester- 
day, being the joint resolution (S. No 16) propos- 
ing amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, the pending question being upon a mo- 
tion made by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fes- 
SENDEN] to postpone the further consideration of 
that resolution, and to take up the naval appro- 
priation bill. Upon that question the yeas and 
nays were taken yesterday, disclosing the wantof 
aquorum. The question now is upon that motion, 
and the yeas and nays will again be taken. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
yesterday | will further state with regard to the 
naval appropriation bill that itis important to pass 
it early. I have been urged by the Navy De- 
partment to ask for its early passage, because, 
until it is passed, they cannot make contracts, and 
itis important to pass it soon, or else they will | 
lose time. Besides it is very likely that the other | 
Louse will disagree to our amendments, or some 
of them, and time necessarily be spentbefore the | 
bill can be finally disposed of., This is the rea- 
son why | feel anxious that the bill should be 
acted upon as soon as possible. I have no other 
view in regard to it. it is a matter of as much 
indifference to me as to any other Senator what 
course of business shall be adopted by the Senate, 
1 know the importance’ of the joint resolution 
which is in charge of the Senator from Illinois; 
but in view of the condition of public business, I 
deem it my duty to press the naval appropriation 
bill upon the attention of the Senate at this time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should say nothing 


order if the Senate had been full yesterday when 
the vote was taken and had deliberately decided 
to postpone the order upon which the Senate has 
been engaged for several days past. My only 
object now is to call the attention of the Senate 
to the question which all are to decide, and I 
shall not trouble the body with resisting these 
motions to lay it aside if the Senate now delib- į 
erately decides that the measure under considera- 
tion ought to give way to others. I wish it to | 
be understood what that question is, and I con- 
fess that I was somewhat surprised by the vote | 
yesterday. i was particularly surprised that | 
gentlemen on the Judiciary Committee who in- 
structed me to report this resolution to the Senate | 
voted fur its postponement. 
portant measure that the American Congress has 
ever had under consideration. it is a proposi- 
tion forever to abolish slavery throughout the | 
United States, and to preventitsreéstablish ment. 
It is a question believed, as I suppose, by most | 
of us to lie at the foundation of this rebellion. i 
Now, sir, this great measure which can only | 
pass by a two-ihirds vote, a motion is made to 
postpone and lay aside for other business, and 
that, too, for an appropriation bill for the next 
fiscal year; not an appropriation bill to meet the i 


immediate wants of the Government, but an | 


rovide for the next fiscal | 


appropriation bill to 
If the Senate, | 


year after the Ist of July next. 


In addition to what I said | 


It is the most im- || the bi i 
| priations are they cannot make their contracts for 
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by its deliberate judgment, decides that this prop- 
osition to submit to the people of the States the 
question whether slavery shall.be forever abol- 
ished is one of such indifference that it ought to 
give way to the other current business of the 
session, let us know it. i 
Sir, if this measure cannot command a majority 
of the Senate.to keep it before the Senate, there 
is very little hope of its final passage by a two- 
thirds vote, and we need-not take up time about 
it. Ido not suppose, nor dol mean to intimate, 
that every Senator who voted yesterday or who 
shall vote to-day to lay aside this question and 
take up other business is opposed to the consti- 
tutional amendment. Ido notso believe; I wish 
to do no injustice to any one; but I do believe that 
such a vote of the Senate would indicate anin- 
difference to this great question. ft would show 
that a majority of the Senate are willing to give 
it the go-by for other business. It does notshow 
an earnestness for it; and without an earnestness 
for it on the part of Congress we never can have 
it ratified by the people. Unless a majority of 
the Senate are for this measure in earnest, it is 
of very little use to submitit to the people. Itis 
important, if it is to passat all, thatit should pass 
at an early day. It is the great question. Some 
of the Legislatures of the States are now in sess 
sion, and if we can pass this resolution at an early 
day and show a zeal and earnestness to amend 
the Constitution and be rid of slavery forever we 
may have the indorsement of some of the States 
whose Legislatures are now in session before their 
adjournment; but if this proposition is to go limp- 
ingly along through the Senate, if an indifference 
is manifested toward it, if itis to be laid aside 
to take up other business, and that business which 
is not pressing, but which is to have its effect after 
June next, itis saying to the country that there 
is verylittle heart in the measure in Congress; 
and it can never be adopted with such a feeling 
on the part of its advocates. cor 
Now, sir, I shall be satisfied (of course I am 
bound to be satisfied, however much 1 may regret 
that such is the feeling of Senators) to abide the 
vote of a full Senate showing that they are not 
disposed to hold on to this measure and pass it 
by the requisite vote. The yeas and nays, | be- 
lieve, have been called, and with what I have now 
said I am entirely willing to submit the proposi- 
tion to the Senate and let it be decided whether 
other business is to push this measure aside or 
not. 
I ought to say another word before I sit down, 
and that is this: it must be manifest to every Sen- 
ator who has been for any considerable time a 
member of this body, that we lose time whenever 
we take up a question and discuss it for several 
days and then lay it aside and take up some new 
measure. Itis no cconomy of time to break in 
upon a question which has had the consideration 
of the Senate for several days, with a new ques- 
tion, dispose of that, and then go back to the old 
| question again. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, as I stated 
| yesterday, I have no kind of feeling on this sub- 
i ject. | have delayed this naval appropriation bill, 
owing to certain circumstances, very much longer 
| than i intended to do, I have been pressed at the 
| Navy Department to take up the bill and have it 
| passed, for the reason, as I stated this morning, 
that it was important to the Navy Department 


i 
| 
i 
i that it should be taken up and passed at once. 
| 
{ 


After we have acted upon it here we shall be 
obliged to send it back to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and with such amendments probably 
as willcreate a non-concurrence on their part, and 
thus make new delay. The reason why the Navy 
Department is anxious for the speedy passage of 
the bill is this: until they know what the appro- 


the succeeding year, and time is all-important to 
them with reference to those contracts. It isim- 
portant, therefore, that the bill should be passed 
i at as early a day as possible. 

When Ihave said this to the Senate, and when 
| I have explained the grounds upon which my 


i| motion is predicated in addition to this, relating 


| to the business of the Committee on Finance, 
| which I stated yesterday, I have done my duty; 
i and if the Senate thinks it unwisé or inexpedient 
to iake it up at the present time and interpose it 
‘in the way of the present discussion, although 
probably we can settle it in one day withoutany 
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sort of difficulty, I am content with the decision 
that is to be come to by the Senate. 

But, sir, I cannot close the remarks which I 
have to make on this subject without calling the 
attention of my honorable friend from Ilinois, 
for whom | have not only great respect but very 
strong personal regard, as he knows, to the in- 
justice which his words, I hope not his thoughts, 
do to gentlemen who are his associates in this 
body and sitting on the same side of the Chamber. 
itis not the first time that from him and from 
some others in the Senate we have had intima- 
tions of precisely the same character, imputing a 
dereliction of duty and a dishonesty of purpose to 
those who are associated with him in this body. 
His words admit of no other construction. 

Here is a great question pending; a question 
the transcendent importance of which I feel and 
admit as much as he docs; a question that I beg 
leave to say to him I take as much interest in as 
he does. Ihave felt and said from the beginning, 
and for a longer period than this subject has been 
in this body, that in my opinion the only remedy 
for this great evil was an amendment of the Con- 
stitution, Such have been my opinions all along; 
they are so now. But what does my honorable 
friend say? I will not impute, said he, to all the 
gentlemen who vote to lay aside this question 
and take up another, that they are opposed to this 
amendment of the Constitution now under con- 
sideration, but I do impute to them an indiffer- 


ence upon the subject, a want of heart in it, al 


want of zeal in it—those were not his words, but 
his ideas—such as I feel and such as others feel. 

Sir, at diferent times in the Senate, when some 
gentlemen hesitated upon a measure on the ground 
of its constitutionality, whether it was not an in- 


fringement on the Constitution which we are | 


sworn to support, we have had intimations made 
that we were rolling constitutional logs in the 
way of the Government; and made, too, some- 
times by gentlemen to whom probably it could 
not be imputed that they would ever roll a con- 


stitugional log or raise a constitutional objection | 


on any oceasion, Sir, what we choose to say 
and what we choose to do in the course of our 


duty certainly ought to be looked upon with ref- | 


erence to our general characters and our general 
action with regard to these great questions, with- 
out these constant imputations in this sideway 
manner of a want of geal and earnestness in the 
great canse which we all favor. 

Sir, I do not yicld to my honorable friend in 
zeal and carnestness for the passage of this joint 
resolution which is now under consideration in 
the Senate; and I think itis particularly unkind 
and particularly unjust in him, because F, in the 
discharge of my duty and in the belief that that 
duty requires it, choose to make a motion when 
Ithink the time is pressing, when I think the 
subject under debate may go on for days—we do 


not know how long—and perhaps for woeks—we | 


cannot tell—to give me a day upon a bill which 
Į deem to be important to be passed now in the 
Senate, to impute to me that because I make thi 


motion therefore I am indifferent and 1 have no} 


zeal and earnestness in the great object which the 
4 ; i : q : ; 

Senator 19 trying to accomplish. l put it to him, 
is it just or generous to those who are associated 


to the country that he and his friends are better 
than we are because he is for pushing this measure 
on? 


Why, sir,it was only last week that the honor- ii 


able Senator from Maryland (Mr. Jonxsox] took 
the floor on this bill, but it was not conventent to 


account of the time. Tle acceded to it. “He let 


accommodating an individual Senator, There | 
was no imputation then upon anybody. Why Hi 


isit made now? 


I have said this in all candor and in all kind- i 


ness to gentlemen who perhaps may think they 
are more zealous and ardent in what they deem 


to be a great matter than others, in orderthat they | 
should make all allowances for the peculiar (Gf | 
you please to call it so) organization of men and | 


of different minds, and be willing to admit that 
although they may have a larger quantity of that 
kind of patriotism, yet that we honestly exertall 
we have and that we do feel just as much inter- 


est in this great question as they do, although 
we may vote to postpone its consideration for a 
day or two. : 

Sir, I have felt it my duty to say thus much, 
for I do not like to rest under such imputations, 
especially coming from a quarter which I so 
highly respect asi do anything that comes from 
my honorable friend fygm illinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I certainly tried, when I 
was up before, to be very careful not to say any- 
thing that should impute any wrong opinions to 
any one. Ofcourse, it is known to everybody 
that there are seme members of this body who 
are opposed to amending the Constitution so as 
to abolish slavery. Several Senators have avowed 
their opposition to any such amendment. When 
I said that others would vote to postpone this 
measure in order to take up another, lest 1 might 
be misunderstood, I took the pains to say at the 
time that I did not impute to them hostility to it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But you did impute in- 
difference, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe that many of 
those who will vote to postpone this measure, if 
we can get a vote upon it, will vote for this joint 
resolution. If I did not think so, I certainly 
should not try to keep it before the Senate, be- 
cause you cannot pass it by a two-thirds vote with- 
out their votes. Bat I thought they did not es- 
timate the importance of it and of its going with 
a strong indorsement of the Senate,and with the 
hearty concurrence of the Senate, to the people, 
as much as some others did, 1 thought that vot- 
ing to take up other business in the place of it 
showed a sort of indifference to this, which it 
seemed to me ought not to be manifested toward 
it. I was trying to satisfy those friends with 
whom J aet that it was important if this measure 
was to pass at all that it should scem to have the 
hearty and earnest coöperation of everybody who 
was friendly 4o it;'and that postponing it for other 
measures would give a different appearance to 
the country. Idid not do that for the purpose 
of impugning anybody’s motives; but, so far from 
that, L took pains tosay that L believed they were 
perhaps for it as much as f am, and may be as 
earnestly for itas Lamy; but I think, if the Sena- 
tor from Maine will allow me to say it, that the 
effect upon the country of postponing itis to show 
that the Senate is not very much in earnest about 
it. ‘(hat is the consequence of the vote—I[ will 
not say that Senators mean that—and I tried in 
the few remarks I made to the Senate to impress 
upon Senators the importanee of acting upon it; 
Ltried yesterday also to impress upon them the 
importance of acting upon jt as a saving of time; 


i but Senators may think there is no force in the 


suggestions that I make. ‘Lo me they seem to 
have much force, and therefore I insist on them, 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Ido not know, sir, that Í 
have failed during the time I bave had the honor 
of a seat on this floor in sustaining the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance in getting up his 
measures whenever*there has been a motion of 
this kind made. Etbink I have uniformly voted 
to take up the appropriation bills, because [know 
and feel how important it is that they should be 
passed, Without their passage within appro- 


: $ | priate periods of time, the wheels of Government 
with him to try to convey that sort of impression | 


must stop. [ do not, however, consider that it 
is-indispensably necessary that the bill which it 
is now sought to take up should be passed this 
day or perhaps to-morrow, Without intending 
to trench at all upon whatamay be considered the 


8] 


prerogative ofthe chairman of the Committee on 


t i the Judiciary, who has charge of the joint reso- 
him to speak on Friday, and he therefore moved | i 
that it be postponed till Monday, two days. Fhe l 
honorable Senator from Minois did not objecton | 


lution now hefare us, perhaps i may be allowed 
to say that for the last five years there bas hardly 
a day or aweck passed in this body in which the 


! subject-matter involved in that joint resolution 
two days go over, and merely for the purpose of | 


has not been before this body in some shape or 
other, either in the shape of speeches for or 
against, or in the shape of bills or resolutions, 
some of which I have thought were inexpedient 
and others expedient, some of which have 
thought were legal and others illegal, and many, 
if not the most of which, I have thought were IH- 
timed and misjudged. 

But now, sir, when we have arrived at this 


| point, when we can submit to the people of this 


country fairly and squarely for their decision and 
determination the question of the abolition of sla- 
very by a constitutional amendment, Lam in favor 
of holding on to that measure. No matter how 


important the appropriation bills may be, I con- 
sider this question as being a head and shoulders 
above them all, coming in the shape in which 
it does before Congress and the country; and ag 
I believe a firm adherence to the question now 
before the Senate, the continuance of it here will 
exhaust but a little more of our time, and will, 
by a proper degree of persistence, be brought to 
a vote perhaps within the period of twenty-four 
hours, E desire that that question may be contin- 
ued before the Senate. Itis in the shape in which 
I want it; it is in the shape in which I desire its 
itis a great measure which isto strike at this evil; 
it proposes to tear it up root and branch, and in 
a way pointed out by the Coustitution itself, Such 
being the importance of it, such being the import- 
ance of our immediate action upon it that it may 
be submitted to the Legislatures and to the people, 
I, for one, without desiring to antagonize with any 
one else upon any other measure, desire that this 
shall be kept contirfuously before the country, 
and that it shall be passed by a two-thirds vote 
of this body. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, nothing is 
more natural than that each committce having 
charge of a given subject-matter should feel the 
importance of the measures pending before them, 
and especially the chairman of the committee 
who is charged with carrying them into execu- 
tion. It is therefore the most natural thing in the 
world that the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance should feel pressed upon him from time 
to time the importance of pushing through the 
various measures which come from that commit- 
tee, and so that the chairman of the Committee 
on the Judiciary should feel this pressure also 
upon him. I myself believe, and it is from that 
conviction that E shall actin this case, that while 
the financial measures are of course among the 
most important measures that can come before 
the body, this measure which has already been 
before the Senate from the Judiciary Committec, 
which has been discussed, which I believe we 


‘can close to-day and to-morrow, and give way 


after that to the financial measures which are 
pressed by the Finance Committee, is of para- 
mount importance. I shall vote against post- 
poning the matter which is now pending, and 
which is before the Senate, and I would venture 
to appeal to my honorable friend who has charge 
of the measures of finance that he would consent 
to an arrangement or an understanding like this: 
that to-day and to-morrow be devoted to this 
measure with the understanding that we close it 
to-morrow. If it cannot be closed then, the ne- 


! eessity of the passage of the financial measures 
| which must pass will perhaps override this meas- 


ure. I fecl myself the very great importance of 
getting this out of the way. [think that we shall 
save time, we shalj accomplish the purposes ofboth 
these committees in carrying through the meas 
ure represented by my friend from Hinois, and 
carrying through the finance measure represented 
by my friend from Maine, It seemsto me it will 
be a saving of time. I hope that the Senate will 
take that view of it. Certainly in voting on this 
motion I wish my friend from Maine distinctly 
to understand that my course in the future will 
be as it has been im the past upon almost every 
occasion hardly without an exception; I expect 
to vote as I have heretofore voted with him when- 
ever he desires to take up the financial measures, 
but, from my deep conviction that we ought first 
to dispose of the pending measure, I feel con- 
strained on this occasion to vote against him. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Ido not think there is 
any necessity forany such understanding asthe 
Senator from Wisconsin desires. If weean stop 
men from talking, we can vote on this measure. 
There is not a man in this body whose mind is 
not made up upon it; there is not aman who by 
making a speech expects to changea vote. Why 
not go on, then, and vote, and stop this eternal 
talking on a subject that the Senate and the coun- 
try have made up their minds about? If the 
talking men will stop their talk, we can do the 
business which the country demands of us; un- 


j less they will, we cannot. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. If there can be an ami- 
cable understanding about this matter, I shall be 
glad. I hope Senators will do me the credit to 
belicve that I have only a desire to do my duty 
in this matter. I must have the naval appropri- 
ation bill disposed of by the Senate during this 
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week. Thatisessential. If the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on the. Judiciary thinks 
that to-day and to-morrow will suffice for his 
joint resolution, and is willing to try the experi- 
ment whether we can get through with it in that 
time, and will not feel that [shall be trenching on 
his prerogative on Thursday by insisting then 
upon our going on with the appropriation bill, 
I shall withdraw my motion so far as to allow 
this measure to go on to-day and to-morrow. Ido 
not wish to press my motion now against the 
sense even of a part of my friends. 1 would 
rather accommodate them all if I possibly could, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Of course I cannot tell 
how many Senators intend to discuss this ques- 
tion, or when we shall geta vote; but I can say that 
I will take no time upon it and Lwill try to brin 
it to a vote at the earliest moment possible; and 
I hope we may get a vote in the course of a day 
or two. Not knowing, however, how many per- 
sons may desire to speak upon it, it is impossible 
for me to say whether we shall be through with | 
it to-morrow or not. J hope we shall be, and | | 
gee no reason why we cannot get through with it 
then; but if to-morrow evening we should find 
that we were not through, but could finish it even 
in another day, I think it would be bad policy to 
lay it aside, and then perhaps spend a week upon 
itwhen we take it up again ten days or two weeks 
hence. - I think it better to hold on to itand bring 
it to a conclusion at the earliest moment we can. 
I see no reason why it should be protracted. So 
far as [ am advised, there are no persons who de- 
sire to speak upon it who will occupy more than 
to-morrow. in fact I do not know any persons 
designing to speak on it who will take up more 
than to-day; but there may be Senators who have 
not communicated with me on the subject. 

Mr. GRIMES. [am as much in favor of the pas- 
sage of the joint resolution to amend the Constitu- 
tion, I think, as anybody, and Ido not know but 
that Lam just as zealous for it as anybody; cer- 
tainly I am not indifferent to it; but still, ifthe vote 
is to be put, I shail vote to take up the naval appro- 
priation bill, and for this reason: the naval appro- 
priation bill probably will not occupy more than 
one day, and there are reasons why it should be | 
acted upon atan early day every session that donot | 
apply to any other appropriation bill. The laws | 
on your statute-book governing the Secretary of į 
the Navy and the heads of the different bureaus 
of that Department, require them to advertise a 
certain length of time before any contract can be 
made. ‘hey cannot advertise until they know | 
what appropriation is made. The rule does not || 
apply that the Senator from Illinois was so stren- | 
vous about enforcing on the Senate as an infer- | 

| 
i 


ence from the fact that this money isnotto beex- | 
pended until after the 30th of June next. Thatis || 
true; but they cannot make contracts to take ef- i| 
fect from and after the 30th of June unless they ij 
know whether they are going to have any money | 
to meet those contracts or not. Some of them re- ! 
quire four months’ advertisement, i 
_ The greaterror we have committed is in allow- | 
ing this appropriation bill to lie over as long as 
we have. idonotthink that because Ishall vote | 


show an indifference to the great measure which | 
the Senator from Ilinois has in charge. I think || 
it is necessary to keep the wheels of Government | 
moving while we are attempting to amend the | 
Constitution, and not to impose upon our ser- | 
vants who have charge of the Navy Department |i 
the necessity of violating the laws of the country 
that we have established for their government, and | 
that will be the effect of postponing the measure. | 

The question being taken by yeas and n 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 21; as follows: ! 

YEAS—Meesrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Carlite, Clark, Col- | 
farner, Conn Cowan, Davis, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, | 
Jofinson, Powell, Ramsey, Riddie, Saatsbury, Sherman, : 
and Yan Winkle—i8, 


RY Ss | 


sandléry Dixon, Doolittle, Hale, | 
g, Harian, rris, Howard, Howe, Lane of indiana, ! 
Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sprague, Sum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, Trumbill, Wade, Wiley, and Wilson—21. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from Maine is disagreed to. The joint 
resolution (S. No. 16) proposing amendments to | 
the Constitution of the United States is now be- | 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, | 
the pending question being on the amendment at 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] to the 


amendment reported by the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President—— 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. HARLAN. Ifthe Senator from Maryland 
will allow me, I desire to make a personal expla- 
nation before he proceeds. i 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARLAN. My attention has been called 
to a remark made by mea few days since in the 
Senate on the discussion of the bill to organize a 
territorial government for Montana, in which I 
alluded to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office in these words, as reported: 

“fit was his opinion that this consolidatton should not 
take place—that is, if he should carelessly throw out an 
intimation of that kind—T{i would account for itin this way: 
there are very few of the heads of Departments or bureaus 
that are willing to curtail the patronage of their offices. I 
remember now very well that when J proposed a year ago 
to consolidate the Dakota district with that of Kansas aud 
Nebraska or with that of Minnesota, ‘an objection was 
raised in the office, and when I came to inquire into the 
facts I found that a brother of the Commissioner was the 
present incumbent in Dakota; and supposing that men are 
influenced by the ordinary motives that sometimes sway 
the judgment of men, I drew the conclusion that that might 
possibly have a slight influence on his Judgment.” 

I understand that the Commissioner thinks this 
language may be so construed as to reflect on his 
integrity asa gentleman or asan officer. Icertainly 
did not so intend it; nor are the words here reported 
those that I intended to use. I intended to state 
that his brother was an incumbent in the office, 
and not to use words implying that he was the 
surveyor general in the office. I ought to state, 
I think, in this connection, thatin my intercourse 
with the head of that bureau, I have formed the 
opinion that he is aman of strict integrity,a very 
laborious, able, and efficient officer, andi one in 
whom Į would confide implicitly; and I did not 
intend to use language that could be differently 


construed. 


AMENDMENT OF TIE CONSTITUTION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
(S. No, 16) proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, 1 am fully 
conscious, in rising to address the Senate, of the 
great importance of the measure to which Tam 
about to speak. Indeed, in that respect it can- 
not be exaggerated. To manumitat once nearly 
four million slaves, who have been in bondage by 
hereditary descent during their whole lives, and 
who, because they were in bondage, and as one 
of the consequences of the condition in which 
they were placed, have been kept in a state of al- 
most absolute ignorance, isan event of which the 
world’s history furnishes no parallel. Whether 
if it succeeds it will be attended by weal or by 
woe, the future must decide. That it will notbe 
followed by unmixed good or by unmixed evil, 
is perhaps almost certain; and the only question 


l in my view that presents itself to statesmen is, 
| first, whether the measure itself be right, inde- 


pendentafits consequences;and secondly, whether 
those consequences may be such as render it in- 
expedient, because inhuman in other particulars, 
to do what is right, 

There was a period in our own time when there 
was but one opinion upon the question of right, 
or almost but one opinion upon that question. 
The men who fought through the Revolution, 
those who survived>its peril and shared in its 
glory, and who were called to the Convention 
by which the Constitution of the United States 
was drafted and recommended to the adoption of 


1 > 4 . 
li the American people, almost without exception 


thought that slavery was not only an evil to any 
people among whom it might exist, but that it 
was an evil of the highest character, which it was 
the duty of all Christian people, if possible, to re- 
move, because it was a sin as weil as an evil. 

I think the history of those times will bear me 
out in the statement that if the men by whom 


| that Constitution was framed, and the people by 


whom it was adopted, had anticipated the times 
in which we live, they would have provided by 


| constitutional enactment that that evil and that 


sin should at some comparatively unremote day 
be removed. During our colonial dependence, 
and immediately preceding the epoch when our 
fathers found it necessary to claim for themselves 
the freedom which was their right, one of their 


| over the body (Mr. Crarg in the chair) thought 


complaints against the Government from which 
they were about to disengage themselves was 
that that Government had, by its own power, 
and against the will-of the colonies, brought Afri- 
cans as slaves and settled them in the United 
States; and from the period that their numbers. 
increased so asto promise a still greater increase, 
almost every man of reflection at that time who 
looked to the future was satisfied that sooner or 
later the country would, because of it, be involved 
in trouble; and they also fondly looked to the 
period, not only with hope, but evidently with 
confidence, when, from a conviction of the danger 
as well as from a conviction of the sin of the in- 
stitution, it would be removed. Without reeur- 
ring to authority, the writings, public or private, 
of the men of that day, it is sufficient for my pur- 
pose to state what the facts will justify me in 
saying, that every man of them who largely 
shared in the dangers of the revolutionary strug~ 
gle, and who largely participated in the deliber- 
ations of the Convention by which the Constitu- 
tion was adopted, earnestly desired, not only upon 
grounds of political economy, not only upon rea- 
sons material in their character, but upon grounds 
of morality and religion, that sooner or later the 
institution should terminate. Its recognition in 
the Constitution, therefore, (for it ts idle, as 
I ‘think, to deny that it is there recognized,) 
the authority given by implication to a trade 
which might lead to its increase by immigration, 
was not because a large majority of the members 
of the Convention, and a large majority of the 
people of the United States in the mass favored 
the institution, but because they believed that 
without provisions of that description it would be 
dificult to have a Union adopted. Whether they 
were right or wrong, itis now useless to inquire. 
Judging by what was occurring at the time, it is 
possible, and perhaps even more than probable, 
that they were right; but if they made a mistake 
as to that fact, if the Union could have been 
adopted without the recognition of the institution 
inthe Government which formed it, if its gradual 
extirpation could have been provided for, no one 
who is a spectator of the scenes around us will 
now fail to regret that it had not been done, 
The opinion that I have, Mr. President, (and I 
only ask permission of the Senate to recur to it, 
not because it can have any influence except for 
the purpose of showing that that opinion has been 
uniform,) the opinion that I have of itnow I have 
entertained ever since I was capable in my own 
belief of forming a judgment upon human rights, 
But in the public situations in which I have been 
placed heretofore as well as in the one in which 
I now stand, I have deemed it my duty to recog- 
nize the binding and paramount authority of the 
Constitution, to yield my moral convictions to the 
obligation of that instrument, and not to esteem 
i myself as excusable or justified in construing it 
by any views of morality which 1 mightentertain, 
or in construing out of it any provisions that 
| might be found in it inconsistent with such views. 
| T have therefore in the past when the subject has 
| been before me for official action steadily main- 
| 
| 


| tained to the extent of whatever ability I might 
possess the binding authority of that instrument; 
and in what I am about to urge now in support 
of the measure which is upon your table, I am 
| not departing from the conviction that that au- 
| thority should be implicitly acquiesced in. I 
i am about appealing to the authority of the Consti- 
i tution itself as a justification for the vote whieh I 
i 
| 
} 


Í shali give upon this measure. | 

A word or two further by way of preliminary 
remark. My honorable friend who now presides 
| proper, and with it I find no fault, to charge 
j nearly all the calamities which the nation has 
| sustained in the past, whatever these may have 
| been, upon thisinstitution, However, in my judg- 
ment, the present war might have been avoided. 
| by a different course of public policy and of pop- 
| ujar sentiment from that which has prevailed, and 
however satisfied I may be oran that at least dur- 


| ing our times, the existence of the present gener- 
i ation, it might have been avoided if a different 
! policy had been adopted, I am satisfied now, and 
| ] was satisfied throughoutall the contests in which 
| that question has been presented, that sooner or 
| later the present condition of things was inevitable 
or something nearly like that. If there be jus- 


| tice in God’s providence, if we are at liberty to 
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suppose that He will abandon man and hisrights 
to their own fate, and suffer their destiny to be 
worked out by their own -means and with their 
own lights, | never doubted that the day must 
come when human slavery would be exterminated 
by a convulsive effort on the part of. the bonds- 
men, unless that other and better reason and in- 
fluence which might bring it about should be suc- 
cessful—the mild though powerful influences of 
that higher and elevated morality which. the 
Christian religion teaches. I concurred and con- 
cur still in the judgment of the great apostle of 
American liberty, the author of that Declaration 
which is to live through all time as the Magna 
Charta of human rights, that in a contest between 
the slave to throw off his thralldom and the master 
who holds him to it, the God of justice could 
take no part in favor of the latter. And as I have 
said to the Senate already, and alluded to it ona 
former occasion, my opinion upon the institution 
is not now for the first time announced. 

I participated in a debate in this body in 1847, 
when Mr. Calhoun was one of its leading spirits, 
aman of almost unparalleled ability, weakened, 
if weakened at all in its actual exercise, only by 
its acuteness. He tried to satisfy the Senate, as 
I have no doubt he had satisfied himself by his 
own sophistry, that republican freedom and hu- 
man African slavery could only exist together, 
and he proclaimed his devotion to the Union and 
to the principles of the Constitution upon the 
ground that those principles recognized the ex- 
istence of human slavery, and by its recognition 
enabled republican Government to stand. In re- 
plying to that truly great man—and in all the 
relations of life, at least in all the relations of pri- 
vate life, most excellent man—I expressed views 
which, with the permission of the Senate, I will 
now read. Flaving in the course of the debate 
denied the authority of Congress to annex to a 
territorial bill what was called the Wilmot pro- 
viso,and, under the then condition of the country, 
if the authority existed, the expediency of an- 
nexing it, (from which it might have been in- 
ferred, if I had stopped there, that I concurred in 
the remarks of the honorable Senator, and that I 
was one of the southern men who, departing from 
the teachings of their fathers, had become a con- 
vert to the institution itself as one net only war- 
ranted morally but guarantied almost as a reli- 
gious institution,) I said: es 

“Having expressed this opinion, it is due to myself, and 
to convictions long and unalterably fixed, to state the opin- 
fon I entertain upon the institution of slavery itself. I have 
no opinion which I wish to conceal upon any question, 
whether it arises prematurely or not, if it does arise. Lbe- 
lieve, and have ever believed since I was capable of thought, 
that it is agreat affliction to any country where it prevails; 
and, so believing, | can never vote for any measure caleu- 
fated to enlarge its arca, or to render more permanent its 
duration, {n some latitudes, and for some agricultural 
staples, slave labor may be, to the master, the most valua- 
ble species of labor, though this I greatly doubt. In others, 
and particularly in my own State, fam convinced that it 
is the very dearest species of labor; and in all, as far as 
nawional wealth and power and happiness are concerned, 
Tam suaded it admits of no comparison with the labor 
of freemen ; and, above ail, disguise it as we may, if the 
laws of population shall not be changed by Providence, 
or maws nature shall not be changed, it is an institution, 
sooner Or later, pregnant with fearful peril. It is unneces- 
sary and would be improper to enlarge on sneh a topie fu 
my own State, sir, Fam satisfied that, but for the move- 
ments of political abotitionists, slavery would scarcely now 
bave existed. The current of publie opinion was all set- 
ting toward its gradual extinction, Laws were passed to 
encourage and facilitate manumission, but these move- 
ments have changed this opinion, and caused laws to be 
modified, almost to the prohibition of freedom. 

t The opinion Ehoid upon thisinstitution isnot now for the 
first time formed or expressed by a southern man, ‘I'he his- 
tory afour country proves this. At the period ofthe Declara- 
tion of our Tndependence—at the period of the adoption of 
the Constitution—thercwas but one sentiment upon the sub- 
ject among enlightened southern statesmen. What i have 
said was, on every proper occasion, more forcibly said by 
them, and, as foremost among them, by Mr. Jefferson and 
Mr. Madison, and, as far as E know, their opinion was ever 
unchanged, Edo most earnestly hope, therefore, and Ebe- 
Neve that if the South is left to itselt—if the North does not 
interfere with us—before a century shall have passed, sla- 
very will cease to exist by gradual and peaceful emancipa- 
tion, and as its consequence, by increasing, instead of di- 
iniuishing, the wealth and power of the States where it 
now prevails. 

“Afier having said this much, it ts hardly necessary to 
aay that I differ with the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina as to the conservative influence of slavery upon 
our free political institutions, Edo not hold with him that 
they depead in any degree upon the existence of slavery, 
If I did, T should value them infinitely less than I do. fn 
my judgment, they rest upon the virtue and intelligence of 
the peuple, aud have their firmest support in the blessings 
whieh they impart.?’- Congressional Globe, Twenty Ninth 
Congress, second session, p. 534, 


‘With these impressions, Mr. President, I am 
called upon to decide for myself what is best to 
be done to get rid of an institution so pregnant 
with mischief, so full of peril. I shall not stop 
to inquire, as Lintimated just now, whether it has 
produced the war or not. One thing, in my judg- 
ment, is perfectly clear, now that that war Is upon 
u$, that a prosperous and permanent peace can 
never be secured if the institution is permitted to 
survive; and will it notsurvive unless a measure 
like that upon your table shall receive the sanc- 
tion which the Constitution requires? That brings 
me to inquire into the legality and the effect of the 
other means by which it is proposed to get rid of it, 

The honorable member from Ohio, [Mr. SHER- 
MAN, ] if [ understood him correctly, in thespeech 
made some weeks since to which we all listened 
with so much pleasure, and for myself with so 
much instruction, seemed to consider itas within 
the power of Congress by virtue of its legislative 
authority. There are many well-judging men, 
with the President at their head, who seem to 
suppose that it is within the reach of the Exec- 
utive; while, on the contrary, there are. some 
among us who express the opinion that it is not 
within the scope of either executive or legislative 
authority or of constitutional amendment. In my 
judgment, it can only be effected in the latter 
mode; but before I proceed to the consideration 
of the questions which belong to that particular 
inquiry, I will address myself to the other two 
ways by which it is maintained by some that the 
end may be accomplished. 

First, can it beaccomplished by the President? 
He does not claim for himself—he has not gone 
to that extent—the authority to abolish slavery 
except as an incident of the military power with 
which in the state of civil war in which we are 
engaged'he is vested as Commander-in-Chief of 
the Army. He maintains that it is a power in- 
cident to that command; and the honorable mem- 
ber from Ohio (for the remark is equally applica- 
ble to this ground of power as well as to the le- 
gislative ground of power) takes apparently the 
same view. He told us—and in the statement he 
was partly correct, but for his purpose, as I think, 
substantially wrong—that the Supreme Court of 
the United States at the last term had decided that 
there existed between the seceding States and the 
United States a condition of war which gave to 
the United States and the seceding States as against 
each other all the belligerent rights which be- 
longed to a state of war existing internationally. 

J think I speak it advisedly when I state that 
the Supreme Court, whatever may have been their 
language, designed laying down no such propo- 
siuon, They asserted, what cannot be denied, 
because your own legislation had recognized its 
existence, and because the fact, independent of 
that recognition, was apparent, thata state of war 
did exist; thatthe insurrection, however it might, 
in the first instance, have been arrested by means 
of the mere civil power of the Government, had 
culminated to a point which placed it beyond the 
reach of that power, and beyond the reach ofany 
other power butthe power of war with which the 
Government ofthe United States is clothed; but in 
so saying they only meant for the purpose of the 
particular cases which were before them, and in re- 
gard to the particular questions presented by those 
cascs, to rely upon the belligerent rights growing 
outof that condition of things in order to justify the 
conclusion to which they came, that goods cap- 
tured upon the high seas abroad from the territorial 
limits of the seceded States were to be considered 
as prize of warand to be determined by the prin- 
ciples applicable to prize law as known to the law 
of nations. But in so saying, and in meeting the 
objection that although in one senseit was a war, 
yet in another sense it was a mere rebellion in 
which each one ofthe parties concerned in the se- 
ceded States was committing from day to day, and 
as often as he denied the authority of the United 
States and attempted to maintain his denial by 
force of arms, treason, they said that these par- 
ties were not the less to be considered as enemies 
because they were traitors. 

_ The Supreme Court never pretended and never 
intimated, as 1 read their opinion, that the exist- 
ence of that belligerent relation terminated all the 
civil obligations which the citizens of the seceded 
States were under to the Government of the Uni- 
ted States; but, on the contrary, announced it as 


| the inevitable inference from the statement which 


| 
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I have just made, that in their view they were 
enemies although traitors; that although they 
were enemies, they were not less so because they 
were traitors; that in point of fact, as the parties 
then stood, there was due from each one of the citi- 
zens or inhabitants of the seceded States an alle- 
giance and an obligation to fulfill it, and of course 
to observe the laws and yield tu the authority 
of the United States, which,at the end of the war, 
if that end should be so successful as to reinstate 
the Government of the United States in authority, 
might proceed against them under the laws of the 
land as traitors, and in the sense of the Constitue 
tion which defined the crime of treason. 

It would be monstrous, Mr. President,as 1 
think, if it were otherwise. There are now—I 
think the number has been lessened, and it is 
due to truth,as I think, so to state, by the policy 
which has been adopted in the prosecution of the 
war—but there are now in the rebellious States 
hundreds and thousands of citizens just as de- 
voted to the Union as any member of the Senate, 
and just ag anxious to see its authority restored 
as any member of thisbody. These are entitled, 
therefore, to the protection of the Government, 
Their obedience in point of fact and their osten- 
sible obedience to the eye to the power which is 
around them, in itself a Government de facto, is 
an obedience which they have no power to resist, 
and upon the well-established principles of the 
laws of nations is an obedience in which there is 
no crime. f 

All that the Executive can do as the head of the 
military in this war is to be derived, and to be 
derived exclusively, from what is called the war 
power, The bringing into existence that power 
practically is a matter for Congress. The Pres- 
ident may, in the absence of an act of Congress 
declaring war, wage a war of self-defense; may 
receive war tendered by another nation before 
Congress shall recognize it. That was done in 
the case of the Mexican war. All that Congress 
did by the act which they passed in 1846, after 
the first battles of Palo Alto and Resaca de la 
Palma, was to recite, in the act of Congress which 
provided for the increase of the Army, and ap- 
propriated a sum sufficient for that purpose, the 
existence as a fact of the war brought about by 
the action of Mexico. The war power, there- 
fore, is in the Congress of the United States, sub- 
ject to their control, and the power of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, consequent upon the ex- 
istence of a war in point of fact, as a power derived 
from his right and constitutional authority to com- 
mand the armies of the United States, as far asa 
question of this description is concerned, is a 
power limited from day to day by the progress 
which the war may make. 

If it be true—and I shall not stop to inquire— 
that it is a legal exercise of a belligerent right to 
manumit the slaves of the enemy, one thing is per- 
fectly certain as a proposition equally applicable 
to a civil war, which in this aspect, with reference 
to the power which it confers on the President, 
stands precisely in the condition in which his 
power stands in the case of an international war, 
that he has no practical power to effect the man- 
umission of slaves belonging to the enemy where 
he has not the physical power to attain that re- 
sult. To proclaim freedom in Washington, or to 
proclaim it upon the confines of loyal territory 
before your armies have marched at all toward 
the subjection of the rebellion, toward the con- 
quent of the foe, of itself operates nothing. The 

resident never uttered a truth more absolutely 
sound than when he stated that a proclamation of 
manumission or of freedom could have just as 
much effect upon the slaves of the enemy as a 
popish bull would have upon the course of a comet. 
All, therefore, in my view, that can be accom- 
plished by means of presidential power derived 
from his being by the Constitution placed at the 
head of the armies of the United States in this 
war is, that if he can get the slave under the con- 
trol of the Union he can manumit him. 

Slaves are property in one sense. No one, I 
think, can deny that. That is to say, by the laws 
of the States where the institution exists they are 
property; and with reference to such laws there is 
no distinction at all between that species of prop- 
erty and any other species of chattel property, 
Everything that can be done in regard to every 
other species of property can be done in regard to 
this. That being the case, if the President of the 
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United States, by proclamation, can, by force of 
that proclamation alone, strike the chains from 
the limbs of these poor bondmen, take from the 
parties who are entitled to hold them the property 
which by the laws of the States they have in 
them, he can, by proc amauon operating propria 
vigore, take any other species of property and ap- 
propriate it to the use of the United States without 
going within the limits of the rebellious States. 
Nobody, | suppose, will contend that that can be 
done. 

In my view, therefore, it is just as futile, just 
as idle to seek to emancipate the slaves in the set 
ceding States by means of a proclamation with 
which the armies of the United States do not march 
from day to day, and practically execute by get- 
ting possession and control of the slaves, as it 
would be, futile and idle, if, by a proclamation, 
the President of the United States was to declare 
that all the soldiers in arms against the United 
States should be considered as captives. What- 
ever authority, therefore, may be the result of the 
war power with which the President is clothed, it 
ig an authority limited by the actual physical war 
power which he is exercising under the authority 
of the war power. 

If these slaves come to the standard of the Uni- 
ted States, or if that standard is carried within 
the territorial limits of the foe and the slaves are 
there within its control, discharged actually from 
the domination of their masters, the proclamation 
which declares them free may, and I am inclined 
to think will, have that effect. But just as sure 
as anything in the future can be said to be sure, 
igit, in my judgment, that if the war was to term- 
inate to-day, or whenever it shall terminate, with- 
out any provision being made forthe condition of 
the slaves who have not come within the actual 
contro] of the’ military authority of the United 
States, they will be decided by the courts of the 
United States to be slaves still. 

It is evident that the tendency of the Presi- 
dent’s own mind lcd to that result. In his proc- 
lamation of amnesty he says, I do not mean by 
the terms which I offer to you of the rebellious 
States to announce for myself that your slaves 
have been emancipated by force of any procla- 
mation which I may have issued;I think that that 
will be the result; Í think the proclamation may 
have an effect coextensive with your entire ter- 
ritory; that every slave within the limits of the 
seceding States, whether they have actually come 
or may come within the authority of the United 
States or not, will be, by force of that proclama- 
tion, made a free man; but when I offer to you an 
amnesty, coupled with the condition that you are 
to support not only the Constitution of the United 
States and the Jaws made in pursuance of the 
Constitution by Congress, but that you are to 
support any proclamations that may have been 
or may hereafter be issued by the Executive from 
time to time, Į am willing that you shall take that 
oath subject to the right of having that question 
decided judicially in the future. He, therefore, 


by the very terms of his amnesty evidently con- } 
sidered that it will be a question not decided if | 


these rebels shall return, will be open for contest; 
that he is willing, and he invokes them to come 
to the same mode of having the question decided 
finally, that it shall be decided as a judicial ques- 
tion by the courts who may have jurisdiction 
over it in the future. 
right. In the belief that the courts will so decide 
in the future, l think he is wrong with reference 
to that class of slaves who, if the war was to 
terminate to-day, will, in my judgment, be en- 
tirely unaffected by the proclamation and still as 
much slaves under the Constitution as they were 
slaves before the rebellion was instituted. 

Mr. President, if | am right in thinking ‘that 
the object cannot be attained by means of the 
presidential war power 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Willmy friend allow me 
to ask him a question? I do it simply because I 


wish to have his answerfor my owninformation. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What would be the effect 
of the proclamation, in his judgment, upon a ter- 
ritory not in the possession of the Government or 
of our Army at the time the proclamation was is- 
sued, but which, after that time, should come into 
our possession, so that the slaves within that ter- 
ritory would be under the immediate control of 
the Government or the Army? 


H be free in consequence of the proclamation if 


i| the slaves of another. 


In that, I think, he was | 
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Mr. JOHNSON. A Territory not a State at 
the time? i 

Mr.-FESSENDEN. I am speaking of terri- 
tory generally; a portion of the country, part of 
a State, if you please, which comes into our mil- 
itary possession after the issuing of the procla- 
mation. 

Mr.JOHNSON. WhatIlintended to say (and 
Tam glad that my honorable friend has put his 
inquiry to me) was, that in my view—and I state 
it with all the deference for the opinion of others 
which I sincerely entertain—if the rebellion was 
terminated to-morrow, and the authority of the 
United States was reinstated in every one of the 
States now in rebellion, the proclamation would 
have no influence at all upon the status of those 
bondsmen who were not brought antecedently 
under. the influence and contro! of the military 
power. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Antecedently tothe proc- 
lamation? 

Mr. JOIINSON. Antecedently to the procla- 
mation. Iam speaking of the proclamation. 

Now,a word or two only in reply to my hon- 
orable friend from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman.] He 
seems to think the objectcan be accomplished by 
means of the legislative war power, so to term it. 
In my judgment the difficulties. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Did the honorable Sen- 
ator understand me? I wish to know whether I 
understand him. Suppose, by way of illustra- 
tion, that before the rebellion ended we should 
overrun the State of Georgiaand that State should 
be within our military possession, so that every 
slave was in our possession, would those slaves 


nothing further was done? 

Mr. JOHNSON. If there is a right to eman- 
cipate slaves as a belligerent right, upon which I 
express no opinion. Mr, Adams, in his contro- 
versy with England, as I am sure the honorable 
member will recollect—I have got the State Pa- 
pers before me—took the broad ground that the 
state of war did not authorize a belligerent to 
emancipate the slaves of his enemy. I am not 
here to maintain or to deny the existence of that 
right. J rather incline to the opinion that Mr. 
Adams was wrong, and that the opinion which 
he subsequently expressed in a debate in the 
House of Representatives, [ think in 1836, that 
slavery might be abolished by means of the war 
power in a certain state of things was the better 
opinion. But that is a question full of difficulty. 

Mr. COWAN. Will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? i 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COWAN. The question decided by Mr. 
Adams was that, according to the terms of inter- 
| national law, one belligerent had no right to free 
That is neither here nor | 
i there as to the question I am about to put, and it 
| is this: suppose that by virtue of the paramount 
i authority of the United States requiring citizens } 
| of the several States for military service, she were 
to disturb fora time the relation which existed 
between the parent and child, the master and his 
apprentice, but not disturb it long enough to cover 
the whole period of the tutelage or apprentice- 
ship; what would be the effect afterwards upon the | 
discharge of the minor or the apprentice from mil- |] 
itary service? Would he fall back again into his 
natural place under the master or under the parent 
as before? Is there any authority in this Gov- 
ernment to prevent that return to his original 
status of owing service either to the master or the 
parent? 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the honorable member 
from Pennsylvania will excuse me, instead of an- 
ticipating what [ propose to say on that question, 
F will give an answer to him when I come to that 
part of the discussion to which I suppose the 
question properly belongs. i 

Mr. Adams, in one of his dispatches which he 
sent to the President of the United States on the 
22d of August, 1815, said, speaking of the taking 
by the British of our slaves and discharging them: 

“We considered them as deviations from the usages of 
war. Our object was the restoration of all property, in- 
: cluding slaves, which by the usages of war among civilized 
! nations ought not to have been taken. Slaves were con- 
| sidered private property. AN private property on shore 
| was of that description. It was entitied by the laws of war 
| to exemption froni capture”? 
| Mr. SUMNER. If ican have theattention of 
i thë Senator for one moment just on that point, I| 


i 
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would remind him that Mr. Adams on at least“ 
one occasion in the House of Representatives 
made the statement that he wrote dispatches, a8 
Secretary of State, under the direction of the Pres 
ident, in which he himself did not concurzin writing’ 
them he simply held the pen.- He did not say that 
that was one of the dispatches; but he did on anim- 

portant occasion make that statement; and, as the’ 
Senator well knows, on three different. occasions 

in the House of Representatives he undertook to: 
state his own individual views on that precise: 
question. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iam aware of that, sir. È 
do not know that the remark attributed——and no’ 
doubt correctly attributed—to Mr. Adams had ap~ 
plication to this particular subject. From what T 
had the honor to know of the character of that’ 
statesman I more than doubt whether it had. H 
there was any man in this land or in any other 
land who was devoted to human liberty more thar 
any other, it was Mr. Adams. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the honorable Senator per- 
mit me to ask him a question? Will he give the 
Senate the date of that dispatch of Mr. Adams, 
from whence it was written, and to whom it was 
directed? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I thought I did give the date, 

Mr. DAVIS. You did, but I wish you would 
give it again. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Itis dated on the 22d of Au- 
gust, 1815. 

Mr. DAVIS. Where is the dispatch dated? 

Mr. JOHNSON. From London, where he-was 
then minister. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then instead of being written 
under the direction of the President, it was writ- 
ten on the other side of the Atlantic to the Presi- 

ent. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; but he may have had 
instructions from the President about it, notwith- 
standing. 

Mr. SUMNER, It might have been written in 
London, but it was addressed to the British Gov- 
ernment. i 

Mr. DAVIS. I read very carefully the debate 
to which the Senator alluded, in which Mr. 
Adams made his declaration. I was present and 
heard it. Itdoes notaccord with my recollection 
that inrelation tothat dispatch Mr. Adams made 
the explanation to which the Senator alludes. 

Mr.SUMNER. The Senator will understand 
I do not say that he did mention this dispatch. He 
said that it had been his fortune in public life to 
hold the pen in order to state a case in which he 
did not concur, 

Mr. DAVIS. I will suggest that we all let the 
honorable Senator from Maryland alone and let’ 
him finish his speech in his own way, and then 
such gentlemen as choose to notice it can notice 
it in their way. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the Senate will acquiesce 
in the suggestion of my friend from Kentucky 
they will personally oblige me, that is, that these 
questions shall be put after I shall have concluded 
my remarks, and I will endeavor to answer them 
if Í can, rather than that they should be inter- 
posed in the course of my argument. To carry 
on a running fight with three or four Senators on 
the other side is rather more than I am equal to. 

I was about to say that from my knowledge of 
Mr, Adams, independent of the testimony which 
is certainly pregnant with information on the sub- 


ject to which the Senator from Kentucky refers, 


Í do not believeany man in the world could bave 
got him to announce any principle as a principle 
of national law that would prove practically 
injurious to human freedom. He not only an- 
nounced the doctrine for which I refer to his dis- 
patch of 1815, but when the subject of the obli- 
gation of England under the treaty of Ghent to 
pay for the slaves which her navy had taken off 


j was referred to the arbitrament of Russia in his 


correspondence as Secretary of State to our min- 
ister at St. Petersburg he took the same ground 
in even stronger terms; that is to say, that there» 
was no belligerent right to emancipate the slaves 
of an enemy. o 
My friend from Maine [Mr. Frssenven] is 


| under the impression that Í did not understand 


his inquiry. I did; and it would be my fault if E 
did not, because he always puts his points so as 
to make them clear almost to the dullest compres 
hension, His inquiry was, supposing the proc- 
lamation of emancipation to be inoperative upon 
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such of the States as were not at the time within 
the military possession of the United States, al- 
though it is dated at a long antecedent period to 
subsequent military possession, whether, if that | 
subsequent military possession isacquired while 
the proclamation remains unrevoked, the procla- 
mation will pot be as operative upon the slaves 
within the territory, the possession of which is 
thus subsequently acquired, as it would have been 
if it had been in our possession at the date of the 

roclamation? Itthink it will; butstill, although 

confess the leaning of my opinion, after a good 
deal of reflection, is to the affirmative of the in- 
quiry, Lam not to be understood as holding the 
very positive opinion that that proclamation would 
be operative. My impression is that it would be. 
I think that the view taken by Mr. Adams, in the 
House of Representatives, on the occasion ad- | 
verted to by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
is the sounder opinion. I believe that it is the 
rightful exercise of a belligerent power to eman- 
cipate the slaves of the enemy, if we can get pos- 
session of them, justas itisa rightful exercise of 
a belligerent right to take any other property be- 
longing to the enemy, which may be taken under 
the civilized rules of modern warfare, or as it is 
a belligerent right to capture any other person of | 
the enemy. 

Now, Mr. President, a word or two upon that 
subject before I leave it. L have had oceasion 
more than once to say—and that opinion I con- 
fidently entertain—that although by the Idws of 
the Slates, Africans are made property, under the 
Constitution of the United States they are, with 
reference to the war power of the Government, 
persons, may be used as persons, brought into the 
field to maintain the authority of the Government, 
to which as persons they owe allegiance. H they 
are persons subject to our military control, ifthey 
are persons adding to our military power, they 
are for the same reasons persons Goce the mili- 
tary control of the foe, and may increase the mili- 
tary power of the foe; and they are just as much 
within the control of the United States as any other 
thing in the possession of the enemy which may 
be used advantageously by the enemy in carrying 
on the war against the United States, 

Iwas about to say a word or two upon the sec- 
ond head, the legislative power, on which my 
friend from Ohio [ Mr. Sunerman) more or less re- 
lied. Itis true that the Congress of the United 
States by the Constitutionis clothed with an au- 
thority to declare war; and it is maintained that 
under the authority to declare war slaves may be 
emancipated. That may be true; but it may not 
be true so as to do away with the necessity of the 
measure upon your table. ‘They may be eman- 
cipated, quo modo? ‘Lhe power, like whatever 
emancipating power the President may be clothed | 
with under his authority as Commander-in-Chief 
executing the war power, is limited by the prac- 
tical exercise of that war power. How far do | 

our troops go? Against whom are they fight- 
mg? My friend from Ohio, as 1 understood him, 
seemed to suppose—and that is the view, E think, 
of one of the measures contemplated by the hon- 
orable member from Massachusetts—that Con- 
gress can by law not only manumit slaves in the 
seceded States, but slaves in every State, 

Now, first, as to the seceded States, how is it 
to be accomplished by legislative authority under 
the war power, except as subject precisely to the 
same limitadon with which itean beaccomplished 
by the President‘under the authority of the same 
power, that portion of it which by the Constitu- | 
tion is intrested to him? Can Congress by an 
act of its legislation declare all the slaves in the 
seceded States free, and if peace is made to-mor- 
row and the independence of those States is rec- | 
ognized, will they be free? I suppose nobody 
will contend that; and yet if to make them free is 
a part of the auke power of the Government 
it operates at once; and in poiat of law, should 
there be any tribunal who will decide upon the 
principle oflaw and justice, slavery will have been 
ended in every State, although we never should | 
reinstate the authority of the United States, but 
on the contrary the rebels should achieve their | 
independence. I suppose nobody will pretend 
that that would be the resultofa measure of that 
description; and ifnot, why not? Ifthe authority 
to emancipate is in the Constitution now and op- | 


erates now, they are free the very moment you | 
exert the authority. Power may bring them back 


jorities since this rebellion commenced—that with 


to slavery; or rather power may deny their free- 
dom; the violence which brought their ancestors 
from their native home may be renewed; but in 
the eye of justice, in the judgment of every en- 
lightened tribunal, if in point of legal operation 
a law passed now operates of itself to emancipate 
them all, although we should terminate disgrace- 
fully the war to-morrow by recognizing the in- 
dependence of those States, alltheslaves within the 
limits of those States would be free. If they would 
not be free—and I imagine my friend from Ohio 
will admit that it would not be soin point of law, 
as we know it would not be in fact—if they would 
not be free by theexercise of the legislative power 
in that mode, then there is a limitation of that 
power when exerted by the Legislature, as well 
as a limitation upon it when that portion of it with 
which the Constitution clothes the President is 
exerted by the President; and what limitation is 
that? The limitation of actual physical military 
power. Get the slaves under the-protection of 
your standard, and if you think proper then is the 
time, (and before then you are impotent to ac- 
complish it,) make them free; but until then the 
effort to accomplish it by the mere exercise of 
legislative authority, in my judgment is just as 
futile as the effort to accomplish it by the mere 
exercise of executive authority. 

Thatis notall. In order to gain the end which, 
in common with a majority of the Senate, | have 
at heart, the abolition of slavery by means of the 
exercise of this legislative war power, my friend 
must go a step further and show that itis a power 
which may be exerted over the loyal as well as 
the disloyal States. Will that proposition bear 
examination? The Constitution of the United 
States, as we all know, in a state of peace gives 
no power toany branch of the Government of the 
United States to interfere with slaveryin the States 
A few wild men carried away by some loose and 
undefined notions of human liberty with which 
the Constitutiondoes notdeal, think that they find 
in the principles of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and in the great principles which were the 
object for establishing the Constitution of the 
United States, principles so inconsistent with hu- 
man slavery that the Constitution not only does 
authorize the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment to put anend to it, but makes that the 
duty of the Government; or rather, that it is so 
inconsistent with the principles upon which the 
Government is founded that the judiciary, ifcalled 
upon to decide, will decide that there can be no 
human slavery. Iwill not stop to examine that. 
{ assume what, with the exception of a few per- 
sons to whom I have just alluded, has been the 
universal opinion—the opinion pronounced by the 
convention which nominated the present incum- 
bent of the presidential chair, over and overagain 
announced on the floor of Congress, announced 
upon the floor of Congress by overwhelming ma- 


the existence of human slavery in the States, the 
Constitution of the United States in a time of peace 
has nothing whatever to do. If it has not, and [ 
admit, for argument’s sake, or as | think is the 
law, that in time of war the Government of the 
United States may ina certain condition of things 
effect the object of freeing slaves, putting an end 
to the institution under the military power, it can 
only be in those cases and against those people 
against whom they have a right to exert their 
power. Because one or more States have seceded 
and have carried their secession to an extent that 
they have become belligerents in a certain sense 
toward the United States, what right have the 
United States, in the exercise of the power which 
they are authorized to wield for the purpose of 
putting down the rebellion and reinstating the 
authority of the Government, to interfere with 
the loyal States of Maryland, or Kentucky, or 
Missouri? Have they any right to declare war 
upon Maryland, or upon either of the other States 
that I have named? Certainly not; and if so far 
from having theauthority to carry on war against 
a loyal State, they are carrying on the war against 
the disloyal States by means of the power of the 
loyal States, including Maryland, Kentucky, and 
Missouri, it is a contradiction in terms thatin the 
exercise of that war power they can, as against 
themselves, against the Joyal States, exert anau- 
thority incident alone to the war power, when the 


war power itself is applicable alone to a state of 
war. 


I 


In my view, then, Mr. President, without 
troubling the Senate farther upon these two heads 
of inguiry, what we seek, or what I wish to have 
done, slavery abolished, cannot be done in either 
of those two modes. Then there is another, an 
amendment to the Constitution. Now it is said 
it cannot be done in that mode. The honorable 
member from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] if I under- 
stood him correctly, in the very elaborate speech 
which he delivered upon'the subject a few days 
since, full of all the learning which belongs to the 
question and pregnant with a very ingenious ap- 
plication of that learning, seems to think that there 
is something in the admitted sovereignty of the 
States which is inconsistent with the authority of 
the people of the United States to amend the Con- 
stitution so as to trench at all upon the existing 
authority of the States. ‘The honorable member 
from Delaware [Mr. Sauuszury] takes another 
ground, and that is, thatas slaves are made prop- 
erly by the laws of the States, that property, like 
every other description of property, is not the sub- 
ject of Government interference, except as that 
interference may be necessary for its protection. 
Now, a word or two upon each objection. 

The honorable member from Kentucky is right 
in saying that ina certain sense the States are 
sovereign; butif he means by that to say that the 
United States in another sense are not equall 
sovereign, he is mistaken, The school of whic. 
Mr. Calhoun was the head, and the antecedent 
school by whose teachings he professed to be gov~ 
erned, that which had for its head Mr. Madison, 
seemed to have been under the impression, and 
unfortunately succeeded in inculcating it upon the 
public mind too strongly for the peace of the 
country, the safety and prosperity of his own sec~ 
tion, that the only sovereignty was that which 
belonged tothe States. There never wasa greater 
political heresy. The States in the first place 
were never disunited. As one they declared in- 
dependence. As one they fought and conquered 
the independence so declared. As one, in order to 
make that independence fruitful of all the bless- 


| ings which they anticipated from it, they made the 
| Constitution of the United States. 


The Articles 
of Confederation suddenly prepared were found 
during the war, and for three or four years subse- 
quent to the war, to be not only not suited to the 
purposes of the men by whom those Articles were 
agreed upon, but to be destructive of the very 
purposes for which our fathers fought and bled 
and triumphed in establishing their independence. 
They met in convention, they adoptedthe Consti- 
tution in convention, and recommended it not to 
the States in the capacity of States, not to the 
governments of the States as governments, but to 
the people of the States for their adoption; and 
they could have submitted it in no other way. 
Any other mode of laying it before the country 
would have been inconsistent with the preamble 
to the instrument, which states that it is the work 
of the people as contradistinguished from the 
States. How the people were to assemble, where 
they were to assemble, what influences were to 
govern them in deciding for oragainst the Consti~ 
tution, is immaterial. When they once decided 
in its favor, the people of each State agreed as æ 
people with the people of every other State that 
that should be the form of Government. They 
consented in adopting the Constitution as a peo- 
ple that the Constitution, if adopted by the people 
of nine States, should be the Constitution of the 
people of those States in the aggregate. 

So said the Supreme Court of the United States, 
in the case of McCulloch vs. The State of Mary- 
land in the opinion given by Mr. Chief Justice 
Marshall. So said the same court in the opin- 
ion given, and it was the unanimous opinion, in 
the case of Booth vs. The United States by the 
present Chief Justice. -They both announced 
as the clear operation of the Constan and as 
a fact ever to be borne in mind in construing the 
Constitution of the United States, that it was the 
adoption of the people of the United States, and 
that the sovereignty of the United States to the ex- 
tent of the powers conferred upon the Government 
of the United States and the sovereignty con- 
ferred upon the governments of the States by the 
people of the States respectively, was precisely 
the same and no more than it would have been 
if they had been framed and adopted at the same 
time. That is to say, each State, except ao far 
as the people as a people had gone with other 
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people in depriving themselves of the powers 
with which they were antecedently clothed, had 
no authority, as long as that other Constitution 
remained, to take any step inconsistent with the 
powers conferred by that Constitution; or, in the 
language of the court, that cach, within the sphere 
of the authority with which it was clothed, was 
supreme. There was no absolute sovereignty; 
that is to say, there was no sovercignty coex- 
tensive with the whole scope of political power 
belonging to the government of either; but cach 
was invested with a portion of the sovereignty 
which the people might create, and each therefore 
within the extent of the portion allowed it wag to 
the extent of that portion supreme. 

That being the case, what is there in the ob- 
jection suggested by the honorable member from 
Kentucky that the States are sovereign? The 
answer to itis, so is the United States, and so 
were the people of the United States when they 
adopted the Constitution of the United States. 
What they have done is, except in the mode 
pointed out by the Constitution, irrevocably done, 
unless there should occur a state of things in which 
that other and paramount right, never recognized 
by constitutions of government, comes into exist- 
ence, the right of vindicating the rights conferred 
by the existing Government against oppression 
and tyranny—the right of revolution, ‘Thereisa 
letter—I have it not by me now—written in 1833 
by Mr. Madison to Mr. Webster, found in the 
first volume of Mr. Webster’s works, the edition 
by Mr. Everett, and in the biography prefixed to 
that edition, which states, as I think very clearly, 
as he ever stated any proposition before him, the 
character of the two Governments. Mr. Calhoun 
professed to follow the teachings of 1798 and Mad- 
iwonas at the head of the school by whom the 
doctrines of 1798 were taught. Madison, how- 
ever, the founder of the school, so to speak, de- 
nounced the conduct of South Carolinaas utterly 
inconsistent with the principles of the school of 
1798, and in the letter to which I allude compliment- 
ed Mr. Webster upon his speech in answer to Mr. 
Calhoun, as a triumphant vindieation-of the true 
nature of the Government, and as demolishing, in 
his judgment, forever the frightful and unconsti- 
tutional heresy of nullification and secession, 

Mr. President, if the people of the United States 
when they assembled together in their several 
States and adopted the Constitution of the United 
States were supreme, then it was their right and 
nobody else’s right.to provide how long the Gov- 
ernment should Jast, whether it should be changed 
at all, and if changed how changed. They did 
provide, ‘They were too wisé not to know in ad- 
vance that the circumstances of the country might 
change; the Constitution as it was then, admira- 
bly suited in their judgment to the wants of the 

eople as they were, might prove inadequate to 
its cherished end; and they therefore provided 
by the fifth article of the Constitution for the 
amendment of the instrument itself, and placed 
the-whole instrument subject to the power of 
amendment with exceptions, the exception as to 
the abolition of the slave trade until 1808, and the 
exception as to the taxing and representative 
clauses; but everything else was made subject 
to amendment in the way pointed out by the ar- 
ticle,and the article goes on to declare that when 


amended in the mode so pointed out the amend- | 


ment shall to ail intentsand purposes be a part of 
the Constitution, and of course be as valid as if, 
instead of coming into the Constitution hereafter 
by way of amendment, it was incorporated in the 
Constitution itself as it was originally adopted. 

Now, a word or two in answer to the honor- 
able member from Delaware. IIe says that this 
measure cannot be constitutionally adopted, be- 
cause the subject with which it deals, if E under- 
stand him, is not a subject for political action. 
That would be singular. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The Senator will pardon 
me for interrupting him. He will find no such 
remark in anything that I said as that the subject 
was not a subject of political government. Iad- 
mit that it isa very proper subject for State polit- 
ical government; but { deny the authority of three 
fourths of the States to take action to abolish sla- 
very in the remaining States, or to destroy prop- 
erty,to say what shall or what shall not be prop- 


erty, because that does not come within the scope, |} 
purposes, and objects that the framers of the | 


| 
| 


Constitution, and those who formed the Union, | 


| we seek to put an end to the institution, the amend- 


| was inserted info the instrament from a convic- 
| tion that the time would come when justice would 


| quillity; and when the sentiment of the world 


had in making the Constitution. That is the posi- 
tion I have taken. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I may have expressed my- 
self inaccurately for the purpose of conveying 
my own understanding of what the honorable 
member said; but1 did understand him precisely 
as he has stated now. He says that, with refer- 
ence to the Constitution of the United States, the 
institution of slavery is not within the amenda- 
tory clause, because, with reference to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, it is not a subject 
for political interference. Let me ask the honor- 
able member, and he can answer it hereafter if 
he thinks proper, could human slavery have been 
abolished by the Constitution originally? I sup- 
pose no one will doubtthat. If the framers of the 
Constitution had puta clause in it that slavery 
should not exist, that it should go out of exist- 
ence at once, or go outof existence at any period 
thereafter, instantaneously or gradually, would 
anybody doubt that it would have been legally 
operative? Certainly not. If it would have been 
within the power of the people of the United 
States, acting precisely in the mode in which they 
acted in adopting the Constitution as itis, to.have 
provided by an express article for the termination 
of human slavery, why is it thatit cannot be done 
by them now under the clause which gives to the 
people of the United States the authority toamend 
the Constitution? Itcan only be, not thathuman 
slavery is not in itself an object of government; 
that the honorable member admits not to be the 
case; it is not because it was not an object of gov- 
ernment in 1789; but that it bas been taken en- 
tirely out of the seope of governmental power, 
the scope of the political power of the people, be- 
cause it was not abolished by the Constitution. 
Why, Mr. President, what saysthe preamble to 
the Constitution? 

Remember, now the question is, can that insti- 
tution which deals with humanity as property, 
which claims to shackle the mind, the soul, and 
the body, which brings to the level of the brate 
a portion of the race of man, cease to be within 
the reach of the political power of the people of 
the United States, not because it was not at one 
time within their power, but because at that time 
they did not exert the power? What says the 
preamble? How pregnant with a conclusive an- 
swer is the preamble to the preposition that sla- 
very cannot be abolished! What does that pre- 
amble state to have been the chief objects that the 
great and wise and good men had at heart in rec- 
ommending the Constitution with that preamble 
to theadoption of the American people? That jus- 
tice might be established; that tranquillity might 
be preserved; that the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare might be maintained; and, last and 
chief of all, that liberty might be secured. Is 
there no justice in putting an end to human sla~ 
very? {s there no danger to the tranquillity of 
the country in its existence? May it not inter- 
fere with the common defense and general wel- 
fare? And, above all, is it consistent with any 
notion which the mind of man can conceive of 
human liberty? The very clause under which 


atory clause, may have been and in all probability 


call so loudly for the extinction of the institu- 
tion that her calf could not be disobeyed, when 
the peace and tranquillity of the land would de- 
mand in thunder tones the destruction of the in- 
stitution as inconsistent with such peace and tran- | 


would become shocked with the existence of a 
condition of things in the only free Government 
upon the face of the globe as faras the white man 
is concerned, and founded upon principles utterly 
inconsistent with any other form of government į 
than a Government which secures freedom—when | 
the sentiment of the world would be shocked by | 
the continuing existence of human bondage and 
we should become the scoff and scorn of Chris- 
tendom. i 
I am not to be told, Mr. President, that our | 
fathers looked to this race merely because they | 
differed in color from ourselves as not entitled to | 
the rights which for themselves they declared to | 
be inalienable. There was not one of them, from ! 
the most humble, intellectually and moray] 
| 


{ 
4 


there were any humble in that great body which 
formed the Convention that recommended the Con- 


stitution of the United States to the adoption of 
the American people~-who would not have been 
shocked if he had been told that there wasa right 
to make a slave of any human being. The ad- 
vocates of slavery now in our midst-—I.do not 
mean here, but in the South and in some of the 
| pulpits at the North——say that slavery of the black 

race is of divine origin. Scriptural authority for 
its existence and its perpetual existence from time 
to time, till,as I think, the moral mind has become 
nauseated by the declaration, has been vouched 
| for its sanctity and its perpetual existence. The 
Saviour of mankind did not put an end to it by 
physical power or by the declaration of any ex- . 
isting illegality in word. His mission upon earth 
was not to propagate His doctrines by force. He 
came to save, not to conquer. His purpose was 
not to march armed Jegions throughout the hab- 
itable globe, securing the allegiance of those for 
whose safety He was striving. He warred by 
other influences. He aimed at the heart princi- 
pally. He inculeated his doctrines, more enno- 
bling than any that the world, enlightened as the 
world was before His advent upon earth, had been 
able to discover. He taught to man the obliga- 
tion of brotherhood. He announced that the true 
duty of man was todo to othersas he would have 
others do to him, to all men the world over; and 
unless some convert to the modern doctrine that 
slavery itself finds not only a guarantee for its 
existeuce but for its legal existence in the Scrip- 
ture, excepts out of the operation of the influ- 
ences which His morality brought to bear on the 
mind of the Christian world the black man, and 
shows that it was not intended to apply to black 
men, then it is not true, it cannot be true, that He 
designed His doctrine not to be equally applica- 
ble to the black and to the white, to the race of 
man as he then existed, or as he might exist in 
all after-time. 

Is it to be supposed, because of the present con- 
dition of this degraded population, that they are 
not proper subjects for the enjoyment of human 
| freedom? Are they by nature, and in spite of what- 
evereducationtyranny may haveleftthem,so mene 
tally and morally deficient that they do not know 
whatare the blessings of human freedom? What 
do wesee? Wherever the flag of the United States, 
the symbol of human liberty, now goes, under it 
from their hereditary bondage are to be found 
men, women, and children assembling and craving 
its protection. Ig it because they expect greater 
physical comfort, and that they obtain it? The 
mere physical condition of theman,in many cases, 
while under the control of a master, was better 
i than that which he received after coming under 
the protection of our flag; but in the one the iron 
of oppression had pierced his soul, and in the 
other he is gladdened by the light of liberty. It 
is idle to deny, we feel it in our own persons, how 
with reference to that sentimentall men are breth- 
ren. Look to the illustrations which the times 
now afford, how in the illustration of that senti- 
ment do we differ from the black man? He is 
willing to incur every personal danger which 
promises to resultin throwing down his shackles 
and making him tread the carth which God has 
created for all as a man and notas a slave. Itis 
an instinct of the soul. ‘Tyranny may oppressit 
for ages and centuries; the pall of despotism may 
hang over it; but the sentiment is ever there; it. 
kindles into a flame in the very furnace of afflic- 
tion, and it avails itself of the first opportunity 
that offers promising the least chance of escape, 
and wades through blood and slaughter to achieve 
it, and whether it succeeds or fails demonstrates, 
vindicates in the very effort the inextinguishable 
right to liberty. 

Then, Mr. President, if, as all men, E think, 
must admit, who permit themselves to consider 
the question fairly, all prejudice apart, that slavery 
is a sin, is a wrong, cries for redress, should. be 
redressed, the only practical difficulty which 
stands in our way, in my judgment, is, can it be 
done without introducing worse evils than will 
result from its present continuance? In my judg- 
ment the continuance of the right and authority 
of this Union and Government, administrated 
upon the principles to be found incorporated in 
the Constitution of the United States, is much 
more important to the welfare of the human race, 
and to our own portion of the human race, than 
is the continuation of slavery. Can the two go 
on together now? 
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There was a time when I believed that for ages 
and ages they might go on, that the abolition of 
the institution would be the result of peaceful 
causes, influences, though silent, persuasive; but, 
as Í think, owing to misjadging philanthropy in 
one section, and to a traitorous purpose in an- 
other, that time, in my view, has passed. Let 
the institution be abolished, and the subject is 
taken from the political controversies of the day 
on which and in relation to which alone the south- 
ern people can be excited to madness by the 
traitors who may come into existence from time 
to time. Their first effort to destroy the Govern- 
ment was by the declared asserted oppressions 

_ of the tariff and its unconstitutionality. That 
failed thirty odd years ago, The present incum- 
bent of the presidential chair is elected, elected 
by a sectional vote, and the moment the news 
reaches Charleston where some of the leading con- 
spirators were, and here in this Chamber where 
others were to be found, it was hailed not with 
regret but with delight. Why? Because,as they 
thought, it would enable them to drive the South 
to madness by appealing to the danger in which 
such an event involved this institution which the 
people were made to believe was so essential to 
their power and to their happiness, and that will 
be repeated over and over again just as long as 
the institution is suffered to remain. Terminate 
it, and the wit of man will, as I think, be unable 
to devise any other topic upon which we can be 
involved in a fratricidal strife. God and nature, 
judging by the history of the past, intend us to 
be one. Our unity is written in the mountains 
and the rivers, in which we all have an interest. 

The very differences of climate render each im- 

portant to the other and alike important. That 

mighty horde which from time to time have gone 
from the Atlantic imbued with all the principles 
of human freedom which animated their fathers 
in running the perils of the mighty deep and 
seeking liberty here, are now there, and as they 
have said they will continue to say until time shall 
be no more: We mean that the Government in 
future shall be as it has been in the past, one, an 
example of human freedom for the light and ex- 
ample of the world, and illustrating in the bless- 
ings and the happiness it confers the truth of the 
principles incorporated into the Declaration of In- 
dependence, that life and liberty are man’s in- 
alienable right. 

Mischiefs may be the result of such a measure; 
but, as I think, they will be temporary; but mis- 
chiefs muat be the result of what has already oc- 
curred; the institution ts now fatally wounded; it 
can survive but to fester and to trouble us; and it 
would be a disgrace to the nation if we could 
suffer those Africans, whom we are now calling 
around our standard and asking to aid us in re- 
storing the Constitution and the power of the 
Government lo its rightful authority, to be re- 
duced to bondage again. Upon a question like 
that the heart gives the answer in advance of the 
mtelléet. ft proclaims at énce ina tone that would 
fill the land, carrying rebuke, stern and crushing, 
to whoever may deny it, “No,no, never; free- 
dom once enjoyed none but a brute in this age of 
the world would take it from its object.” 

Now, sir, a word or two more, and [shall be 
done. The honorable member from Pennsylva- 


nia [Mr. Cowan] inquired what difference there |! 


will be on the cessation of this war between the 
condition of an apprentice or a child who has 
been summoned into the service of the country | 
and the condition of a slave. All the difference 
in the world, all the difference imaginable. In 
the first, justice has nothing to plead, the mas- 
ter’s authority may be reinstated, the relation of 
apprenticeship restored, no wrong civil or moral 
perpetrated; but in the last, to restore the victim 
to slavery is a cruelty not less but more in degree 
than to take away hislife. [have always thought 
that. Terminate whenever the struggle may, 
whatever may be the condition of this race when 
it shall terminate, if it be, as | trust in God it will | 
be, a state of freedom, that is to be as permanent 
as is our own freedom. We are to share the 
same dangers, enjoy according to our power and 
our means and our ability the same prosperity, 
and when we die, die as men, and not as chattels, | 
The only practical mischief of the measure is 
the condition of the slaves. They are uneducated, 
If there was nothing in the teachings of morality 
which as I think belong toan unadulterated moral 
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constitution, showing the wickedness of this in- | 


stitution, showing how inconsistent itis with such 
principles and with religion, it might be shown 
by appealing to the conduct of the slave-owners 
themselves. 
in a state of absolute ignorance? Why is educa- 
tion, the most humble, denied them? Why are 
the Holy Scriptures kept from their hovels? Why? 
Can there be but one answer: that if they knew 
what knowledge imparts, if they knew what the 
gospel of our Saviour inculcates, they would be 
freemen, or sooner or later die in the effort to ob- 
tain it? 

Mr. President, I feel that I have taken up much 
more of the time of the Senate than I had a right 
to exact, and I conclude with saying, not a truth 
which every Senator here does not feel as strongly 
as I feel, but with saying what is indelibly en- 
graved upon my soul, that we owe it not only to 
ourselves and to those who are to follow us, but 
to humanity, to bring this war to a successful re- 
sult. All other considerations should,for a time, 
be forgotten. One single object should ever be 
before us—the restoration of the Union; and when 
it shall be restored,as I trustin Providence it will 
be, and unquestionably can be, if the power of the 
Government is exerted as it may be, we shall be 
restored, I trust, witha Government, national and 
State, in which human bondage has no place, and 
when we shall be able to say to the world, ‘‘ How- 
ever late we were in carrying out the principles of 
our institutions, we have at last accomplished it. 
The Union is restored, and slavery is terminated.” 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, the hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland in a portion of his 
remarks referred to a position which I assumed the 
other day, that it was not competent for the people 
of the States by ratification to make the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution obligatory upon 
any protesting State; and he was kind enough in 
that connection to put a question to meand to tell 
me that I could answer it hereafter. I shall not at- 
tempt, as it is now near the hour of adjournment, 
to answer that question this afternoon; but I will 
take occasion, before the debate closes upon this 
proposed amendment to the Constitution to give 
an answer to that question, and to propound per- 
haps one or two in reply in reference to some 
of the positions of the honorable Senator in his 
speech. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Davis,] upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS and others called for the reading 
of the amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
to strike outall after the word ‘* namely” in the 
amendment reported by the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, and to insert: 

No negro, or person whose mother or grandmother is or 
was a negro, shalt be a cit 
eligible to any civil or military office, or to any place of 
trust or profit under the United States, 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


| resulted—yeas 5, nays 32; as follows: 


YRAS—-Messrs. Buckalew, Davis, Powell, Riddle, and 
Sanlsbnr 5. « 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Conness, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, 
fiarding, Harlan, Harris, Howard, Howe, Johnson, Lane 
of Indiana, Laue of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, 
Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyek, Trum- 
bull, Van Winkle, Wade, Willey, and Wilson—32. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. DAVIS. 


to the amendment of the committee; it is at the 


end of section one of the proposed article to in- 


sert: 


But no negro, or person whose mother or grandmother is 
or was a negro, shall be a citizen of the United States, or 
be eligible to any civil or military office, orto any place of 
trust er profit under the United States. 


Mr. HALE. Can that amendment be amended 
further? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I should like to putin the great 
grandmother also. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is not that the same 
amendment on which we just voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has the 
impression thatit isa little different, but can only 
tell from recollection. 


It cannot; itisan 


Why are these poor creatures kept | 


Zen of the United States and be į 


I propose another amendment 
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Mr. DAVIS. This is the difference: the prop- 
osition upon which we voted before was a sub- 
stitute for the proposed constitutional amendment; 
this is an amendment to the amendment by add- 
ing to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is thisin the same 
words as the proposition just voted upon? 

Mr. DAVIS. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then, in the opin- 
ion ofthe Chair, it is not in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Let me suggest this: the first 
amendment I offered was as a total substitute for 
the amendment of the committee; I offer it now 
as an amendment to be appended to the commit- 
tee’s amendment, which, if adopted, will bea part 
of that proposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair, the amendment is in order. 

Mr. ANTIIONY. I hope we shall have the 
amendment of the Scnator from New Hampshire, 
(Mr. Hare,]} for although it is not in order to 
amend an amendment to an amendment, I have 
no doubt the Senator from Kentucky will accept 
whatever the Senator from New Hampshire may 
propose. That would be in order. f 

Mr. DAVIS. I did not hear the honorable 
Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from New 
Hampshire proposed to amend the amendment of 
the Senator from Kentucky, which the Chair de- 
cided to be.out of order; but I understand that if 
the Senator from Kentucky will accept the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Elampshire, it 
will be in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope the Senator from 
New Hampshire will state what his amendment 
was. 

Mr. POWELL. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. DAVIS. IT wonder what the Senator from 
Rhode Island has to do with any suggested 
amendment by the Senator from New Hampshire 
to my amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Merely to endeavor to rec- 
oncile the difficulty between the two Senators. 
(Laughter. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator might as well at- 
tend to hisown business. [Laughter.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kentucky [Mr. PoweLL] moves that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. POWELL. Task for the yeas andnays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; but four 
Senators seconding the call. 

The question being put, 

_ The VICE PRESDENT declared that the mo- 
tlon was not agreed to. 

Mr. POWELL. Lask for a division. 

The question being again put, there werc, ona 
division—ayes 4, noes 33; so the Senate refused 
to adjourn, 

The question was put onthe amendment tothe 
amendment; and it was declared to be rejected. 
Mr. DAVIS. { ask for the yeas and nays. 

Several Senators. Too late. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it is rather too late; the result has been an- 
nounced. The Senator can move his amendment 
again in the Senate when the joint resolution shall 
have been reported from the Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would as soon do it now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We have just had the 
yeas and nays on the proposition. 

Mr. DAVIS. The propositions are different. 
I do not care particularly when I have the yeas 
and nays on thisamendment; but I would as soon 
have them now as at any other time. 

Mr. WILSON, Let us give them now. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection on the part of any Senator, the Chair will 
see whether there is a second for the call for the 
yens and nays. 

Mr. FOO'Y. This joint resolution is now be- 
fore us as in Committee of the Whole, and the 
Senator will have the opportunity of moving his 
amendment when it shall be reported to the Sen- 
ate, and | ask him if that will not be entirely 
satisfactory. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
to the amendment is rejected. 


I move that the Senate do 


I have no objection to that 
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article: 


But no slave shall be entitied to his or her freedom un- 
der this amendment if resident at the time it takes effect 
in any State the laws of which forbid free negroes to re- 
side therein, until removed from such State by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

I ask for the yeas and nayson this proposition. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; but four 
members seconding the call. 

The amendment to theamendment was rejected. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the committee by adding at the end of 
the first section: 

No slave shall be emancipated by this article unless the 
owner thereof shall be first paid the value of the slave or 
slaves so emancipated. ; 

I should like to speak upon this amendment, 
but it is rather late now. f 

Several Senators. There is plenty of time; 
go on. 

Mr. POWELL. No; I content myself with 
asking for the yeas and nays upon my proposi- 
tion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 2, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Davis and Powell—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Carlile, Chand- 
ler, Clark, Collamer, Conuess, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Grimes, Hale, Harding, Harlan, Harris, Howard, 
Howe, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sum- 
ner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wan Winkle, Wade, Willey, 
and Wilson—~34. * 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iwill offer another amendment. 
I move to add at the end of section two of the 
proposed article: 

And when this amendment of the Constitution shall 
have taken effect by freeing the slaves, Congress shall pro- 
vide for the distribution and settlement of all the population 
of African descent in the United States among the several 
States and ‘Territories thereof, in proportion to the white 
population of each State and Territory to the aggregate 
population of those of African descent. 

I ask for the yeas and nays on this proposition. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; but three 
members seconding the call. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to make a remark 
before the vote is taken. Some of these amend- 
ments present very embarrassing questions to 

ersons who entertain the views that I do. For 
instance, the amendment just now voted down, 
providing for compensation to the masters of the 
slaves who may be emancipated, is one of that 
character. Itis, I believe, considered legitimate 
to vote for amendments by way of improving a 
bill, or with a view to defeat a bill. Itis evident 
that it is not possible either to improve this meas- 
ure or to defeat it. E have never voted for com- 
pensation since [have beena member ofthis body; 
and for the simple reason that | de not believe 
there is any constitutional authority in Congress 
in the first place to pass'such a proposition, and 
in the second placeto take money out of the public 
Treasury for such a purpose. Both 1 believe to 
be wrong. 

Now the proposition is to amend this resolution 
by distributing the persons whom you propose 
to make free among the different States according 
to their white population. If I could conscien- 
tiously vote for such a proposition, if I thought 
Congress had the power to do it, I would be very 
glad to transplant all these free negroes to that 
region of country where they seem to be so pop- 
ular and where there seems to be stich a love for 
them. But, sir, | cannot vote to give the power— 
if it is a question of bestowing power—thet Con- 
gress shall send any of this class of beings into 
my State. We have enough of them already. 
About one fifth of our whole population are free 


negroes set free by a supposed humanity on the | 
part of their masters, which I am satisfied now 
j 


was no real humanity, whatever may have been 
the motive prompting it. 


But, sir, | wish to have no more of this'elass ; 
ii duced a bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 


of beings within my State. While I do not be- 


Heve that Congress has the power to distribute 


| on this subject to-morrow. 
take up any time to-morrow myself. 
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them among the States according to their white 
population, and to say to the States that they 
shall reside in those particular States, I think that 
same kind feeling which prompts our northern 
friends to try to give them freedom should prompt 
them to take them home among themselves where 
they can have a personal supervision over them, 
and where they can sec that this long-oppressed 
race, whose oppression calls to Heaven, as we 
have been told to-day, fer vengeance upon the sins 
of a guilty land, are protected; where they can 
act the part of guardians. But I cannot vote for 
the proposition of my honorable friend from 
Kentucky, simply because I do not think the 
power exists in the Federal Government to make 
the distribation among the States of this class of 
beings which the amendment contemplates. 

Mr. DAVIS. I concede that the Federal Gov- 
ernment cannot make such a distribution without 
a change of the Constitution. Under the present 
Constitution and the powers which it confers upon 
Congress, [concede that no such legislation could 
legitimately take place; but 1 will remark to my 
honorable friend that this proposition, if adopted, 
would relieve his State from some of its negro 
population, and it is the proposition in substance 
which he himself made to Congress some twelve 
or eighteen months ago. : 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iwill ask my honorable 
friend from Kentacky whether he proposes this 
to be incorporated as a part of the amendment to 
the Constitution. 

Mr. DAVIS, Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I did not so understand 
it. [thoughtit was to be a part of the joint reso- 
lution, but no part of the proposed amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is a part of the amendment to 
the Constitution. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. That relieves it from the 
objection. F should be very glad myself to adopt 
any proposition that would enable us to get rid 
of some of this class of population. 

Theamendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate ad- 
journ. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before the Senate votes 
on that motion 1 wish to make a single remark. 
I understand that the Senator from Lowa designs 
making some remarks on this subject, and | am 
not disposed, for one, on a great question like 
this, unexpectedly to force a vote upon it. I 
hope the Senate will let us have a vote upon it 
to-morrow. If any other person designs speak- 


| ing further upon it he will be afforded an oppdr- 
tunity to do so after the Senator from lowa shall | 


have concluded his remarks. If we adjourn to- 
day with an understanding that we shall try to 


| get a vote to-morrow, L hope the Senators will be | 


present and let us have a vote ou that occasion. 
Mr.POWELL. [Lamexccedingly glad to find 
that the Senator from Illinois is willing to ex- 
hibit a little courtesy to the Senator from lowa. 
He was very anxious to have a vote when | moved 


an adjournment a few moments since, in order to | 


submit a few remarks on an amendment that I 
offered. 
adjourn to enable the Senator from lowa to speak 


The VICE PRESIDENT. All this debate is 


out of order. The question is on the motion to |; 


adjourn, which is not debatable. 


‘The motion was agreed to; there being, on a | 
division—ayes twenty-one, noes not counted; and } 
| the Senate adjourned. 
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The House metat twelveo’clock,m. Prayerby l 


the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 


The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved, | 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 
Mr. PEREA, by unanimous consent, intro- 


{ will cheerfully vote for the motion to | 


I do not expect to | 


confirm certain private land claims in the‘Terti- 
tory of New Mexico; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims. ae 


BRIDGES OVER THE OHIO. 


Mr. ARNOLD, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported back House bill No. 320, 
supplementary to an act approved July 14, 1862, 
entitled “ An act to establish certain post:roads, 
and for other purposes.” 

Mr. HOLMAN, Allow me to make a sug- 
gestion. My colleague [Mr, Cravens] who rep- 
resents the district upon the Indiana shore par- 
ticularly affected by the construction of these 
bridges, is not in his seat. Inasmuch as itaffects 
local rather than general interests, I would be 
glad if it were postponed until my colleague is 
present. i 

Mr. ARNOLD. This billhas becn printed for 
a long time and recommitted to the committee 
with a view to give gentlemen an opportunity to 
examine it, and as itis very important to the in- 
terests which desire to construct these bridges 
that it should not be delayed, and that the speedy 
action of Congress should be had upon it, Edo 
not feel at liberty to delay it. 

1 will state bricfly the character of the bill. 
It simply provides for the construction of two 
bridges over the Ohio river with a view of ena- 
bling the railroads of Illinois and Indiana to còn- 
nect with the railroads meeting them on the banks 
of the Ohio through the Suite of Kentucky. lt pros 
videsamplesecurity against the obstruction of the 
free navigation of the Ohio river. That object 
being secured, I apprehend there will be no ob- 
jection to th® passage of the bill. 

it is of great importance that these railroads 
running north and south through the State of 
Kentucky should have the greatest poxsible facil- 
ity of connection across the Ohio with the rail- 
roads coming from the Northwest to the Ohio, 
The military operations in Kentutky and Ten- 
nessee heretofore have been very greatly embar- 
rassed for the want of these bridges. The sup- 
plies for the armies which have been operating 
in Tennessee and northern Alabama have been 
very greatly embarrassed for the want of these 
bridges. And the fature operations of those armies 
in their progress toward the Gulf will be greatly 
facilitated by the construction of these bridges. 

The railroad companies which these bridges are 
designed to comiect are ready to proceed to their 
construction without cost to the Government, and 
to construct them in such a way as not to inter- 
fere atall with the navigation of the Obio. Lhope, 
therefore, on these accounts, there will be no objec- 
tion to the passage of the bill,and that it may be 
passed immediately, because thereis a very large 
amount of supplies for the Army delayed upon 
the banks of the Ohio for want of these bridges. 
Itis of great military importance, as well as of 
great commercial importance to those sections of 
the Union, that the bridges should be constructed 
immediately. 

There is another reason. Itisof great import- 
ance that communication between that portion of 
the country north and south of the Ohio river 
should be facilitated and made as ready and easy 
as possible. Therefore I hope the bill will pasa. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have very little to say in 
addition to what bas been said by the gentleman 
from Illinois except this: a law was passed and 
approved July 14, 1862, giving to the Steubenville 
Railroad Company authority to build a bridge 
over the Ohio river toenable theirroad to pass Over; 


; and the bill goes on to provide that bridges may 


be built ever the Ohio at any point above the 


ij mouth of the Big Sandy where it enters the Ohio 


river; but the bill omits to give that authority to 
any railroad company whose road crosses the 
river below the mouth of the Big Sandy. That 
is a most singular discrimination in the law.. if 
the Jaw had been general in its operation, we 


i should not have been applying now for the special 
| privilege asked for in this oul. 


The gentleman from Illinois has very correctly 
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stated that the construstion of these bridges will 
not obstruct the free navigation of the Ohio. Ob- 
struction to the river exists there now by the | 
fails of the Ohio. Boats can only pass over those || 
fails at certain stuges of the water and by certain 
chutes indicated by that bill. This bill provides 
that draws shall be built at the head of each one 
of those chutes, and these bridges will indicate 
the stage of the water over the chutes. So really 
the building of these bridges will facilitate the nav- 
igation of the falls of the Ohio, instead of being 

an obstruction. ý 

The gentleman stated truly the benefits which 
these bridges would confer upon the General Gov- 
ernment. Millions of money have been expended 
by the Government at those points ip conveying 
their troops, munitions of war, and war ma- 
terials over that river by the present ferry, and 
great delays have occurred there materially re- 
tarding the operations of the Army. There have 
been delays in the transportation of materials to 
the army in Tennessee and Alabama; which, if 
this bridge had been built two years ago, would 
not have ocearred. 1 tried then to get a bill 
through for that purpose. it passed this House, 
but it was at a iate period of the session, and the 
bill failed in the Senate for want of time. If it 
had passed, the Government would have saved a | 
million dollars. 

Mr. WASHBURNRE, of Minois. As the gen- | 
tleman from Kentucky seems to be interested in 
this bill, 1 would ask bim for a little explanation 
in regard to the second section. The bill pro- 
vides for the bridging of the Ohio river. [shall 
Jeave that question pretty much to those gentle- 
men who five above the falls of the Ohio. I 
know something of the effeets of buildinga bridge 
across the Mississippi at Rock Island, which has 
substantially destroyed the navigation of the river 
above the bridge. 

But what I desire now is anexpianation of the 
provisions of the bill, ‘The first section provides | 
for bridging the Obio river at thg. falls. Lhe 
second section provides that the act of Congress 
shall apply to certain other streams. Now, Ide- | 
sire to know what streams those are and the ne- | 
cessily of their being bridged by virtue of an net 
of Congress. 

Mr. MALLORY, I willstate for the inform- | 
ation ofiuy friend from Hlinois that the second | 
section gives authority tothe Maysville and Lex- 
ington Railroad Company to build a bridge across | 
the Ohio river at Maysville connecting with the | 
Pennsylvania Central when they shall have com- 
pleted their road; L do not know how long that | 
will be. The second section of the bill author- | 
izes that company, when they may think proper, 
to build a bridge across the Ohio river at that 
point. That provision was inserted at the in- | 
stance of my colleague, [Mr. Wapsworru,| and | 
the reason is this: as Í stated before, by the act 
of 1862, authority was given to an Ohio railroad 
company to cross the river by a bridge at Steu- 
henville, and then that act goes on and provides 
for permission to any railroad company to build 
a bridge at any lime at any point on the Ohio 
river above the mouth of the Big Sandy. My 
colleague (Mr. Wapsworru] thought that inas- 
much as this general privilege was given to rail- | 
road companies to bridge the river above the Big 
Sandy, the privilege should be given to the Mays- 
ville company to build a bridge below the mouth 
of the Big Sandy. F think, however, that the 
provision has no great efficacy, and | am willing 
that the second section shall be stricken out. All 
that we ask of the House is to give to the two 
railroad companies indicated by the bill the right 
to do below the Sandy river what any and every 
railroad company has a right to do above that 
pomt. 

I say again that the bridge provided for by this 
bil at the falls of the Ohio is the most important 
bridge for the Government that ean be constructed | 
across tliat stream. [tis one which the Govern. i 
ment hae needed heretofore, and needs especially | 
now. i 

Mr. Speaker, this matter has been discussed in Ht 
this House for some two or three sessions; and ! 
if there is no objection I will call the previous |; 

uestion on the passage of the bill. i 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I hope the gentleman will | 
not be se rash as to càll the previous question on 
go important a bill as this, proposing to obstruct 
the navigation of a river go importantas the Ohio. 


Mr. MALLORY. I retain the floor, but will 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. I want to know if the bill | 


is open to amendment. I want to offer some 
amendments. : 

Mr: MALLORY. I cannot yield the floor to 
allow amendments to be offered. I wish the bill 
to be tested on its merits as it stands; and if the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania cannot support it, 
i cannot help it. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 1 move to lay the bill on 
the table; and I hope the House willagree to that 
motion. 

Mr. THAYER demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. , 

_ The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 58, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, John D. Baldwin, Francis P. 
Blair, Blow, Boutwell, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cole, 
Dawson, Denison, Dixon, Driggs, Eliot, Gooch, Grinnell, 
Hate, Harrington, Higby, Holman, Hotchkiss, Jenckes, 
Kelley, Orlando Keliogg, Long, Longyear, Middleton, Sam~ 
uet © Miller, William H. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Amos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Odell, Charles O'Neill, Pendleton, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Samuel J, Randall, Alexander H. 
tiee. Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, -Shannon, 
Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Johu B. Steele, Stevens, Strouse, 
Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Wash- 
barne, Williams, Wilson, and Windom—s3. 

NAYS—M . Alley, Allison, Ancona, Anderson, 
Arnold, Ashley, Augustus C. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, 
Biaine, Bliss, Boyd, Brooks, Clay, Cobb, Cox, Thomas T. 
Davis, Dumont, Mdridge, English, Finck, Frank, Ganson, 
Garfield, Grider, Hall, Harding, Herrick, Asahel W. Dub- 
bard, Philip Johnson, Julian, Kalbfleisch, Kasson, Kernan, 
King, Law, Mallory, Marey, MeBride, McClurg, MeKin- 
ney, James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, John O’Ncill, 
Orth, Pruyn, Radford, William H., Randall, Robinson, Ro- 
gers, Scotl, Stuart, Voorhees, William B. Washburn, Wha- 
ley, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Wintield, Woodbridge, 
and Yeaman—6l, 

So the House refused to lay the bill on the table. 


Mr. MALLORY. I now insist on the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I hope the 
previous question will not be seconded, and that 
the gentleman from Kentucky will have the bill 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. MALLORY. That is equivalent to ask- 
ing me to have the bill killed. 1 call for tellers 
on the previous question, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of Hlinois, and Mr. Maxvory, were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 33, noes 70. 

So the House refused to second the previous 
question, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of [Ninois. I now move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union; and on that 
motion I move the previous question. 

Mr. MALLORY. [hope the gentleman from 
Ilinois will withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vions question, and let me move to recommit the 
bill to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I decline to 
withdraw it. 


Mr. MALLORY. 


Then I hope the House 


will not second it, in order that ] may make the | 


motion to reconmit. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I desire my colleague to with- 
draw his motion to allow me to move an amend- 
ment to the bill by striking out the second sec- 
tion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hiinois. I am radi- 
cally opposed te the whole bill and to the bridg- 
ing of all navigable streams. My own country 
has suffered too much by the Rock Island bridge. 

The question being on seconding the previous 
question, tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Moor- 
nean and Ma.Lory were appointed, 

Tbe House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 37, noes 57. 

So the previous question was not seconded, 

Mr. ARNOLD. As it scems to me that the 
bill is not fully understood, and as objections have 
been suggested to the second section, with a view 
of perfecting the bill so that the navigation of the 


= Ohio shall not be to any extent broken, | move 


to recommit the bill, and on that I move the pre- 
vious question, 

Vhe SPEAKER. The motion isin order, but 
will be reserved till after the motion to refer to 
the Confmittee of ihe Whole on the state of the 
Union is disposed of. That takes precedence, 
and is the pending motion. 


Mr. WASHB 


URNE, of Hlinois. As my col- 


league has moved the previous question, that will 
apply to both motions. 
The SPEAKER, It will. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


| main question ordered. 


The question was taken first on referring to the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union, 
and it was not agreed to. } f 

The question recurred on recommitting the bill 
to the Committee on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. MALLORY. With leave to report atany 
time. 

The SPEAKER. That would require unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say 
that when the committees are next called the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals will have another day 
to report. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
the committee in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot, under the previous 
question. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the bill was recommitted to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, moved tore- 
consider the vote by which the bill was recom- 
mitted ;and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. 

The latter raotion was agreed to. 


COINAGE. 


Mr. KASSON. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report, from the Committee ov a 
Uniform System of Coinage, Weights, and Meas- 
ures, Senate bill No. 183, in amendment of anact 


Is a motion to instruct 


| entitled “An act relating to foreign coins and the 


coinage of cents at the Mint of the United States,” 


| approved February 21, 1857. 


Mr. STEVENS, Does that report come in in 
regular order? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. Unanimous 
consent was asked to report back the Scnate bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. I object to it. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, allow me a mo- 
ment to say that the Director of the Mint has 
urged the importance of early action upon this 
bill. It is reported by the Committee on Coinage 
unanimously, without amendment, and I desire 
very much that it may beacted on as we are losing 
money every day under existing regulations. 

Mr. STEVENS. I desire that it may never 
be acted on. 


DRAWBACKS OF DUTIES. 


Mr. PIKE, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, consid- 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of reviving so much of the 
law ot 1799 as prohibits drawbacks of duties on foreign mer- 
ehandise exported to dominions of a foreign State imme- 
diately adjoining the United States, so that drawbacks shall 
not hereafter be allowed on foreign goods shipped to New 
Brunswick and Nova Scotia. 


DUTIES ON FOREIGN WOOL. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan, by unanimous 
consent, submitted the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be di- 
rected to inquire into the expediency of increasing the 


duties on foreign wool, and report to the House by bill or 
otherwise. g 


ANÆSTHETIO AGENTS. 


Mr. HOOPER, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agrecd to: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of reporting n bill 


to pay the proprietor thereof forthe use ofanwsthetic agents 
in tie Army aud Navy of the United States. 


MEXICAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to cast my vote on the resolution 
relative to Mexican affairs, submitted yesterday 
by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis.] 

Mr. PENDLETON made the same request. 

There was no objection, and their votes were 
recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest that all members 
who were absent yesterday shall have the right 
to record their votes on the same proposition if 
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they present themselves at the Clerk’s desk dur- 
ing the day. i 
it was so ordered. 


INCREASED PAY OF SOLDIERS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Elouse to submit the following reso- 
lution: - 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to report to the House a bill to increase the pay of 
private soldicrs in the Army, and that the same be madea 
special order for to-morrow, and from then until disposed 
of. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I move that that resolation 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. f have the floor; but this 
motion indicates the fate of this measure. 

Mr. Speaker, | will state the object of the res- 
olution. Unless some time is now fixed for the 
consideration of the bill it is not likely that it will 
soon receive the attention of the House. The sub- 
ject was brought to the attention of the ELlouse 
some days since, and was not acted upon in con- 
sequence of the absence of the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The House was 
informed by the chairmay of the Military Com- 
mittee some weeks since that a bill to increase 
the pay of the private soldiers would be reported 
at an carly day after. The subject has been re- 
ferred again and again to that committee, yet no 
such bill has been reported. The object is not 
only to require the committee to report the bill, 
but also to fix upon a time when it shall be con- 
sidered, 

In addition to the general argument in favor of 
this increase of pay, it may be urged in favor of 
early action on the subject that those who en- | 
tered the service upon small bounties are rapidly | 
reaching the termination of that service, and asan 
act of justice to them, if the pay of the private sol- 
dier is to be increased, it ought to be done at the 
earliest moment. Many of those itis true have 
retnlisted under the increased bounties, but many 
others, just as patriotic, worn outby the war, or 
controlled by other considerations, are unable to 
reénlist. The subject. has not been brought pre- 
maturely before the House. It was one of the 
first subjects to which the attention of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs was called. And now, | 
after four months, nota step of progress has been 
made. The Military Committee still decline to 
act. Ifthe House wishes to increase the pay it 
must instruct the committee. I hope that the 
House will not consent to a reference of the reso- 
lation. ‘Thatis buta defeat of the measure; every 
gentleman understands that. If the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs thinks that the 
subject cannot be acted on to-morrow, let bim sug- 
gest another day. I disclaim any intention to in- 
terfere with the business of that committee, or to 
censure its action. 

Mr. GRINNELL. Iask the gentleman to wait 
until we have ascertained what revenue we are to 
raise by the tax and tariff bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall wait for no such pur- 
pose. I have objection to postponing action on 
this subject for’one hour. You are increasing the 
pay of every class of officeholders, you are cx- 
pending millions for other purposes, and yet the 
gentleman from lowa proposes that before we ine | 
crease the pay of the private soldier we look after 
the subject of revenue. 

Mr.GRINNELL. Lam in favorof increasing 
the pay of the common soldier, but I am not in 
favor pf doing it until I know that the gentlemen 


on the other side are in favor of levying tax 
enough to sustain the credit of the Government. 
Let the gentleman state where we have increased | 
salaries. I deny that I ever voted to raise sala- | 
ries. J demand specifications. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Twould but berecapitulating 
the records of this House upon the subject of sal- 
aries if I were to refer generally to the subject of 
the increase of compensation of the officers of the 
Government. Ido not speak of the gentleman’s 
individualaction. Butthegentleman’s argument, 
strangely enough, is directed against the private 
soldier. When we increased the grade of colonel 
to that of a brigadier, the other day, and increased 
the pay correspondingly, in one of the pleasant 
official positions of this city, when we subse- į 
quently increased the grade of another culonel to 
that of brigadier ina similar position, and when we 
have been doing thatover and over again, and have | 
been passing bills appropriating many hundred | 


TE 


million dollars for all conceivable purposes, we 
heard nosuchargument in favor ofdelay; but when 
it comes to affect the private soldier who entered 
your service at thirteen dollars a month—a rea- 
sonable compensation at that time, but now grown 
totally inadequate by the inflation of the currency 
for the support of his wife and children—when it 
is proposed to increase his pay as an act of com- 
mon justice, when every element of expenditure 
has immensely increased, and when the soldiers 
who entered the service upon small bounties are 
rapidly reaching the time when their service ex- 
pires, strangely enough, sir, gentlemen who pro- 
fess to be the friends of the private soldier insist 
upon delay untilit is known whether we on this 
side of the House will impose a tax or not suff- 
cient to sustain the credit of the Government, 
This is a marvelous mode of expressing their de- 
votion to our soldiers. Our vote on the tax bill, 
then, is to determine whether the pay of the pri- 
vate soldier shall be increased! Have you not 
strength enough to both increase the pay and in- 
crease taxation? But for this purpose we will 
vote all the tax you may desire. 

I insist that this subject shall be fairly met. 
As a friend of the soldier, and fully appreciating 
the value of his sacrifices and services, as a friend 
of the Government, and seeing no other hope of 
maintaining its integrity except by the courage of 
the soldier and the pradence of your counsels 
and a vigorous prosecution of the war, | am not 
willing that in the midst of lavish expenditure on 
every hand this flagrant injustice to the soldier 
should be continued. IJfitis done, sir, no mem- 
ber on this side of the House will be responsible 
for it. Every member on this side of the House 
concurs in the necessity and justness of this in- 
crease, We have pressed it constantly on your 
attention. We have imposed no obstacle in the 
way of proper legislation, and yet we mect day 
after day the taunt that we are opposcd to the war, 
to the Government, and with those epithets op- 
probrious and well calculated to excite anger and 
unprofitable discussion, and all this for unworthy 
partisan purposes. In these miserable disputes 
you can consume unlimited time, but not a nio- 
ment to the just claims of the gallant private sol- 
dicr of your Army. I should be recreant to my 
duty to my constituents, to the gallant soldiers Í 
represent, to the wives and children, if I did not 
urge this matter upou the attention of the House 
and demand an early consideration of ifs merits. 

And yet, after having increased the salaries and 
grades of officers over and over again, It is left to 
the moment when the rights of private soldiers 
are brought to the atte:tion of Congress for gen- 
tlemen to rise and argue in favor of delay until 
we determine upon an imposition of taxes suffi- 
cient to maintain the public credit. We have 
heard enough ofthis. Ifgentlemen are notin favor 
of increasing the pay of the private soldier, let 
them say so by a direct vote. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Scuencx] pro- 
poses to refer this subject to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. We know what a sleep it will 
sleep there. We have had some experience in 
that way in respect to resolutions brought before 


| the House for the purpose of obtaining decisive 


and directaction, Every gentleman in this House 
knows that the only mode of obtaining action 
upon this subject is by requiring that committee 
to report, and fixing upon some day when the 
subject shall Tecvive the attention of the House. 


If gentiemen are willing to assume the responsi- | 
bility of.postponing the subject sul! further, while | 


the country demands that a just increase of pay 
should be made at once, let them do so openly, 
and not by some disingenuous pretense; but let 


them be forever hereafter silent on their hack- į 


neyed charge against the Democratic members of 
this House that they are hostile to the interest of 
the private soldier and opposed to the war for the 
restoration of the Union; for injustice to your pri- 


vate soldier, sir, is injustice to the country, and | 


weakens the foundations of your Army. The 
private soldier alone has made peculiar sacrifices. 
He alone, with his wife and children, feels the 
weight of this terrible war, with only the senti- 
ment of patriotism to sustain him; others enjoy 
the fruits and fame of his valor. 

Irciterate, sir, { would regard myselfasrecreant 
to every duty I conceive Í owe to my own con- 
stituents, to the wives and children of the men 
who are imperiling their lives in defense of their 


| 


country, who were the pioneers in the great con- 
test, if [were content to remain silent when month 
after month has been allowed to expire in miser- 
able partisan clamor before a subject so merito- 
rious as this is permitted to receive the consider- 
ation of Congress. ~ 

I therefore, with a view to understand whether 
the House intends to increase this pay, have pre- 
sented this resolution. | have purposely avoided 
saying anything about the sam which should be 
paid the soldiers, for we might differ in judgment 
upon that point, while we should“hot upon the 
question whether the pay should be increased. 
When the bill comes before the House we may 
determine the amount. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the gen- 
tleman from Indiana indicate his opinion of what 
the sum should be? 

Mr. HOLMAN, [think it ought to be eighteen 
or twenty dollars. I am in favor of no extrava- 
gantsum. I will vote with the gentleman, if we 
can do no better, for sixteen dollars a month; I 
will vote with him for eighteen dollars; but f will 
vote with more pleasure for twenty dollars, which 
will be just about paying the soldier what he was 
receiving at the time he first entered the service, 

But my object is not su much to fix the sum to 
be paid the soldier as to set apart some time for 
the consideration of the subject. I therefore call 
the previous question on the pending resolution, 

Mr. SCHENCK. lask the gentleman from 
Indiana whether, aftér making an appeal to the 
Military Committee and to its chairman, he is 
going to call the previous question without allow- 
meg any reference to the business before the com- 
mittee? Ifhedoes, 1 hope the previous question 
will be voted down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will certainly yield to the 
chairman of the Military Committee. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Is the gentleman through? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Ohio, but before I surrender the floor, 
if I am permitted to do so, I desire to call the pre~ 
vious question. i 

Mr. SCHENCK. As I propose to submit 
another motion, I Will not speak now but will rely 
upon the House to vote down the previous ques- 
tion in order that we may have this matter fully 
before the House and understand it, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move the previous 
question, and call for tellers upon it. ; 

Tellers were ordercd; and Messrs. SCHENCR 
and Horman were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported — 
ayes 37, noes 65. 

So the House refased to second the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. SCHENCK, Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 
man from Indiana proposes a resolution to in- 
struct the Committee on Military Affairs to report 
immediately, or perhaps to-morrow—I did not 
hear distinetly the exact phraseology of his res- 
olution—a bill to increase the puy of the private 
soldiers of the Army, and thatit shall be made 
the order of the day at some early date-—-to-mor- 
row, | think, is the time indicated—and continued 
as a special order until disposed of. 

I could not hear distinctly all that the gentle- 
man said in supportofsthat resolution, but I think 
I comprehended the general tenor of his remarks, 
He said he would feel dissatisfied with himself, 
and that he would be false to the duty which he 
owes to the country, and to this most respectable 
and excellent and deserving class of all the people 
of this country—the private soldiers—if he were 
not to make such a motion and insist upon ite 
adoption, and upon early action upon the subject 
by this House. Lam very glad that the peculiar 
friends of the soldicr, with the gentleman from 
Indiana at their head, upon the other side of the 
House, are movingin this matter. Of course the 
country will understand that that party is above 
all others in favor of sustaining the ' poor sol- 
dier” in the field, of protecting him generally in 
his rights and privileges, and permitting him ês- 
pecially to vote when he returns from the war to 
his family and his friends, orrevisits his residence 
at home ! 

Sir, how perfectly absurd all this is. What 
crocodile tears they are which are shed underany 
such pretense as that! . ; aie 

Now, sir, Jet me state the fact in regard to thig 
proposed increase in the pay of the common sol- 
diers, and what has been the action of the Com- 
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mittee on Military Affairs, of which complaint is 
made. 
ore them ata very carly day, have bestowed 
much anention upon it, and have framed with 
great care and consideration a bill for the purpose 
of increasing the pay, and have had it ready to 
report whenever an opportunity should present 
itself. A bill embodying the views of the com- 
‘mittee is now prepared. In the mean time, hav- 
ing had conference with the proper Executive 
Departments and with the Union members of this 
House, and looking to the necessity of first pass- 
idg a bill-for taxation, this bill has been for the 
present withheld. It is desired to ascertain what 
may be the disposition of members upon both sides 
of this House to sustain a thorough system of tax- 
ation which will enable us to pay the soldiers up 
to that point of liberality which we think they 


richly deserve and the country can afford. This | 


measure of compensation, too, it is proposed to 
date back, so that nothing shall be lost by delay 
of legislation. The committee intends to report it 


at an carly day, and at such time as the measure | 


can command practical action in the House, and 
they will then ask for its speedy consideration, 
and that it may be passed with as littie debate as 
possible. The committee believe that when they 
report the bill at the proper time it will receive 
pretty general and concurrent assent in this 
House. Ht will have favorable votes on this side 
of the House, because Union members here de- 
sire that the soldier shall be not only justly but 
generously paid whatever the country can afford 
to give him for the valuable services he renders in 

utting down this wicked, infernal rebellion; and 
it will receive support from that side of the House 
because one part of the tactics of gentlemen call- 
ing themselves Democrats ts to affect peculiar love 
for the soldier. 

But [ think that the soldier may safely be left 
to the care of his real friends, [am disposed to 


think that it may be deemed proper enough that | 


the majority who control the action of this House 
shall take care of the interests of those who are 
fighting in the Union eause up to the full ability 
of the Government at the proper time and in the 
proper way. We will be glad, of course, to have 
from gentlemen on the other side thetr sincere and 
earnest copeurrent action; and from some Repre- 
sentatives there we know we shall receive such 
support, But we will not be deterred trom taking 
the proper course in the matter by any affected 


friendship for the soldier and for the interests of 


the soldier which is not manifested or proved in 
other things, Tt will be hard to convince the sol- 
dier himself that those are really snd earnestly 
in favor of giving him a proper compensation for 
hig services und sufferings inthe field, who are pol 


for imposing those taxes and supplying those | 
means that are necessary toenabje us to give this | 


proper compensation, dt will be hardly believed 
by the solifier that those are his peculiar and best 
friends who, on every occasion, when he is called 
upon to take a part in the government of the 
country of which he is a citizen as weil as a sol- 
Hier, array themselves almost in a body against 
the exercise of such a franchise by him, and who 
then turn round and shed tears over him as if he 
and his concerns were their special care, and the 
subject of their amiable solicitude. 

But I do not propose to go into an extended ex- 
position of this subject. When the time comes 
itean be fully considered. But Lsay again, that 
[think it fiir to presume that so far as that class 
of our citizens isconcerned—the citizen soldier— 
they may safely be left in the care of their real 
friends, 
of the Committee on Military Affairs. 


A bul for that purpose is now in my hands. But 


as i dn not think it either right or proper to at- || 


tempt, in violation of these facts and of this pol- 
icy, to force that committee to report at once 
without teference to other matters of concurrent 
agul ueediul legislation, | move that the resolu- 
ton of the gentleman from Indiana be laid upon 
the table; and on that E move the previous ques- 
tion, 


Mr, WASIIBURNE, of Hlinois. I hope the 


gentleman will move to refer the resolution of the | 
n from Indiana to the Miltary Commit- | 


gention 
tee, as he at first proposed. 
Phe SPEAKER. The motion is not debatable. 


Mr. SCHENCK. Very well; E am not par- 


That committee, having the subject be- | 
’ g J 


i 
} 
i 
i] 


| communication between the Hudson riverand the ! 


| for the use of the House. $ 


1 have stated what has been the course | 


f the | : Í have |i 
stated its preparation to report at a proper tine. | 


ticular. It may take that course. I move to refer 
the resulution to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. COX. [hope my colleague will, after the 
speech that he has made, withdraw the previous 
question. g 

Mr. SCHENCK. No, sir. 

Mr. COX. To allow us to reply to the style 
of remark-indulged in by the gentleman. 

Mr. SCHENCK. There will be time enough 
for both of us. Remarks have now been made 
on both sides. . 

Mr. COX demanded tellers on the previous 
question. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
GanrieLp were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


ayes 64, noes 40. 


So the previous question was seconded, and the 


| main question ordered, which was on the refer- 


ence of the resolution to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 
Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered ; 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 75, nays 48; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, John Ð. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Bout- 
well, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Hen- 
ry Winter Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, 
Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, Garficld, Gooch, Grin- 
nell, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W, Hubbard, John 
H. Ilubbard, Senekes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Orlaudo Kellogg, Loan, Lougyear, McBride, Me- 
Chirg, Samuel F, Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Amos Myers, 
Odol, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, 
William H. Randall, John H. Rice, Edward A. Rollins, 
Schenck, Shannon, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Stevens, 


| ‘Thayer, ‘Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Bihu B, Wash- 


burne, William B. Washburn, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge--75, 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Brooks, James S$. Brown, Cox, Dawson, Denison, 
Eden, Fidridge, English, Finck, Ganson, Hail, Darrington, 
Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Hohwan, PhitipJohnson, Kalb- 
fleisch, Law, Lazear, Long, Mallory, Marcy, McKinney, 
Middleton, William E Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, 
Nelson, Jobn ONeill, Pendleton, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel 


| J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, Join B. Steele, Wiliam G. 


Stecle, Strouse, Stuart, Voorhees, Ward, Wheeler, Chilton 
A. White, Winfield, and ¥Yeaman-—48, 

So the resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCELENCK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was referred; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forxey, its 
Seeretary, announced that the Senate had passed 
anacl (EE. R. No. 220) to vacate and sell the present 
Indian reservations in Utah ‘Territory and to settle 
the Indians of said Territory in the Uinta valley, 
with amendments; anda joint resolution (S. No. 
39) relating to the publication of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court ofthe United States for Decem- 
ber term, 1863; in which he was directed to ask 
the concurrence of the House. 


REPORT OF ÇHARLES B, STUART. 
Mr. DAVIS, of New York, by unanimous con- 


| sent, submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the report 


of Charles B. Stuart, consulting engineer of the State of | 


New York, in reference to the improvement of her wa 


the West and Northwest, made March 27, 1864, be printed 


Mr. HOLMAN. T do not object to the reso- 


i lurnion, but F wish to know by whose authority 


that survey was made? 
Mr. DAVIS, of New York. It was made un- 
der the appointment of the Presidentin consulta- 


| tion with the Governor of the State of New York. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, under the 


rules. 
COLONY OF BLACKS. 
Mr, COX. | askthe unanimous consent ofthe 
House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State communicate to 
this House all correspondence between our consul at Aux 
Cayes and the State Department in regard to our colony 
of blacks at the Isle of à Vache, 


Objection was made. 
UNITED STATES COURTS IN NEW YORK. 


Mr. WARD, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill in relation to the United States courts 


| in the southern district of New York; which was 


read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


ABSENCE OF NAVAL COMMITTEE. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
I am directed by the Committee on Naval Affairs 
to ask the leave of the House for the absence ot 
that commitiee for ten days from Thursday next, 
for the purpose of visiting one or two of the pro- 
posed sites for anavy-yard upon the western wa- 
ters, I will state that this matter has been under 
consideration by the committee upon various pe- 
titions and memorials referred to it from different 
sections of the country; and the *committee are 
urgently invited to visit one or two places in the 
western country, Supposed to be especially eli- 
gible for a naval station upon the Mississippi river 
and its tributaries. If the committee have the 
consent of the House to visit those places for the 
purpose of making a personal inspection, they 
feel that they may report on the subject with more 
intelligence. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desiretousk 
the gentleman from Massachusetts what particular 
places in the West and Southwest he proposes to 
visit? 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. The sites which 
the committee are invited to inspect are upon 
the Mississippi and Ohio rivers in the immediate 
vicinity of the city of St. Louis. F will state that 
the committee have also been invited to visit Buf- 
fato, Pittsburg, Cleveland, Mound City, Cairo, 
and Milwaukee, but that it is not their intention 
to visit all of these places. -They propose to visit 
the sites at the confluence of the Mississippi and 
Ohio rivers. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
gentleman to state what information the com- 
mittee expects to derive from a personal inspection 
that they cannot derive from other sources. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I should not 
like to trench upon the privilege granted to me 
by my colleague by expending the remainder of 
the day in rehearsing the characteristics of the 
several eligible sites which will be submitted to our 
inspection in the western country; I have never 
had the privilege of traveling through that section 
of the country; and the claims presented here so 
eloquently by the Representatives of the West I 
have no doubt will be enforced by this proposed 
inspection, and that the committee will come back 
impressed with the importance of that section. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I need not re- 
mind the House that fora month past it has been 


j with difficulty we have been able to get a quorum 


to do business, and that many hours which ought 
to have been devoted to business have been ex- 
pended in getting a quorum. We ought first to-go 
on and do the business necessary to be transacted, 
and then there is business outside of the House 
which may be attended to, Yesterday, when 
every member seemed anxious to vote, there were 
only one hundred and nine members present. 
Now, every man who is acquainted with the at- 
mosphere here knows that when a member attends 
one day he cannot attend the next day. When 
we have scarcely enough to do business now, it 
is proposed to give leave of absence to nine of our 
best business men [laughter] to go into pleasant 
places from which they will return hardly im- 
proved in their capacity for business. [Renewed 
laughter.] Then it is suggested that guerrillas are 
prevalent in that section of the country. [Laugh- 
ter.] I have never been there, and if the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means were to see the fer- 
tility of that region I have no doubt that we would 
better know how to impose taxes. [Laughter.] 
{do not see but that we would gain more advant- 
ages by examining the statistics of the business 
of those flourishing places in the West than the 
Naval Committee. The most they could do 
would be to test the water and try its chemical 

ualities [laughter] and its aptitude for mixing. 
Renewed laughter.] That is all they can do. 
They willcome back not much wiser, They will | 
come back with very little information. 

But, seriously, I cannot but hope the gentle- 
man will withdraw this proposition, Ifa month 
hence, say in May or even in July, they desire 
to take that time, it will be much more pleasant 
to them, and more profitable to the House. I 
hope, therefore, the House will not grant the leave 
requested. 2. 


location of such an institution, then the result, 
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Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. The Committee | 
on Naval Affairs I have no doubt would be very |} 
happy to have the company of the distinguished 


chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, || 
though E doubt somewhat whether he would be ij 


able to enlighten us much upon the qualities of 
the waters of the country, if he should go, with us. | 

But I desire to say, in behalf of the committee, 
that we did not desire to take the responsibility 
of absenting ourselves withoutthe sanction of the 
Honse. They felt the importance of the business 
which is pressing upon the House; they feitalso 
the importance of the business which was spe- 
cially. committed to the investigation and charge 
of the committee. Andin fulfillment of that spe- 
cial trust they would make this visitif they could 
have the permission of the House. They will be 
governed entirely by the proposition now sub- 
mitted to have ten or twelve days of absence. 

The committee have made a visit to League 
Island, to Boston, and one or two other places, but 
they consumed butone working day of the House. 

Mr. MALLORY... | wish the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to permit me to say to hini that my 
vote will depend upon the answer he may make 
to an inquiry I propose to submit to him, Will 
the gentleman accept the proposition I made to 
him to inclade the city of Louisville in his trip? 
He and his committee would receive all the hos- 
pitality for which that city is celebrated. And! 
wish that committee more especially to visit that 
city and report upon the propriety and usefulness 
to the Government of the United States of con- 
structing that railroad bridge near the falls of the | 
Ohio, about which we had so much discussion 
this morning. [Laughter.] If he will do that, I 
think E will vote for his request. 

Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Illinois. 
order except by unanimous consent? 
The SPEAKER. His. Any gentleman has 
aright to ask leave of absence for himself or for 

his committee. : 

Mr. SPALDING. I think } may say advis- 
edly that the Committce on Naval Affairs have 
no desire to take themselves away from the ser- | 
vice of the House and the country unless leave 
is accorded to them freely, believing that their 
absence will not oceasion any inconvenience, I 
certainly, as a member of the committee, should 
not go unless the House can dispense with our 
presence here without inconvenience. 

1 would prefer to have the House act upon the 
request without any reference to any individual 
fecling, and decide it solely upon their regard for 
the public good. [know that those who have 
extended the invitation to us have done so seri- 
ously, and I know their hospitality at St. Louis 
and at intermediate points; and I wish not only 
that the Naval Committee bat the Ways and 
Means Committee, of which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevens] isthe distinguished 
chairman, could go with us. 

We now leave it altogether with the House to 
determine whether they can dispense with our | 
services here without inconvenience. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. J would ask | 
my friend from Ohio if he thinks it necessary, as | 
a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, to | 
go Westin order to get such knowledge as he 
desires in order to act ? 

Mr.SPALDING. In reply to the honorable 
gentleman | will say that I do not know how | 
can be impressed more favorably in respect to St. 
Louis and Cairo by making a thousand visits to 
those places than I am at this time.” 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I wouldask the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, the 
chairman of the committee, whether it is their 
intention to visit any places upon the lakes, and 
if so, what places; or whether they intend to con- 
fine their visit to the rivers? 

Mr, RICE, of Massachusetts, The committee 
must manifestly be governed, in respect to the 
number of places they will visit, by the length of 
time allowed them for their absence. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I will then sug- 

est to the chaigman of the Naval Committee that 
if the object of the visit is to select a site for a 
navy-yard or naval depot, unless that visit is ex- 
tended to all the places which are rivals for the 


Is this in 


instead of being beneficial to the public interests 
may be entirely the reverse. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I will say in 


lakes. Weare prohibited, 1 believe, by our treaty 
with Great Britain, from establishing a navy-yard 
or naval station on any of the lakes, or from keep- 
ing more than one vessel of six hundred tonsand 
one eighteen-pound gun on Lake Ontario and two 


on whatare knownas theupperlakes. ‘This visit 
has reference to the establishment of a navy-yard 
or naval station on one of the rivers of the West, 
with especial reference to the protection of the 
Mississippi river and its tributaries. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. _ | do not under- 
stand that the treaty with Great Britain has any 
such effect as the gentleman supposes. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. 1 do not under- 
take to decide that question at all. I simply say 
that the purpose of this visit at the present ume 
has no reference to the lakes. 

Mr. BLOW. I regret very much that the only 
proposition that has ‘been made to this Congress 
for an examination into western interests should 
meet with opposition, and that that opposition 
should come from a gentleman from the State of 
Pennsylvania, which has received so much at the 
hands of the Government, and from a gentleman 
from Liknois, who is directly interested in that 
portion of the country. 

Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Illinois. [can answer 
my friend from Missouri very readily. I believe 
that there is but one point on the Mississippi river 
suitable for a navy-yard, Cairo or Mound City, 
and L think the House perfectly understands that. 
ido not think it necessary to send a committee 
to the West to examine into the matter. 

Mr. STEVENS. The reason why I am op- 
posed to this visit is that we are all in favor of 
this project. 

Mr. BLOW. All I can say then is, that if gen- 
tlemen are in favor of the project, they have a 
most extraordinary way of expressing their feel- 
ings. Although we have a fleet of a hundred 
United States vesse!s afloat on the bosom of the 
Mississippi river, not one dollar has ever been 
appropriated by Congress for the establishment 
of a navy-yard there, or a station for the repairs 
of those vessels. 

Sir, I consider the objections made to granting 
leave of absence to this committee as absolutely 
frivolous and unworthy of my friends. There 
are one hundred and eighty-three members of this 
body. Fifty, sixty, and ‘seventy have been ab- 
sent all the time, and yet no voice has been raised 
in this House against their absence. Members 
have gene to League Island and all through the 
New England States and other States, on every 
possible errand, to their homes on business, and 
have been absent with leave and without leave, 
and who has objected? But now, when aques- 
tion affecting the interests of the great West and 
navigable streams of thousands of miles in ex- 
tent comes ap, and the question arises of allowing 
the committee at the same time an investigation 
of the wants of the great valley, among which is 
the removing of the obstructions to the free navi- 
gation especially of the Mississippi, which now so 
much incum bers the commerce leading to and from 
the very city in which my colleague trom Ilinois 
resides, the fear of inconveniencing members liv- 
ing pear their constituents and impeding the busi- 
ness of the House causes the proposal to be met 
with the wit and slurs of members. Why, Mr. 
Speaker, the greatest improvement that can be 
proposed, and one purely of a national eharacter, 
is the removal of the very rapids causing these ob- 
structions to the free navigation of a great stream 
necessary to the prosperity, commercial and agri- 
cultural, of ten western and southern States, Ire- 
gard this alone as a question of more importance 
than all your ship canals, and all these great in- 
teresis are met by objections which 1 can only 
characterize as frivolous and inconsiderate. 

I ask the House to grant permission to seven 
of the nine members of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to visit the West. I know thatafter they 
shall have visited St. Louis, stopping on the way 
at Pittsburg and Cleveland and other places on 
the route, no-gentleman having a proper regard || 
for the vast interests of the valley of the Missis- | 
sippi, and interests extending far beyond that 
valley, will ever regret having granted the leave | 


of absence now asked. e 
As to the difficulty of getting a quorum, set the jj 


telegraph to work and summon. the absent-mem- 
bers who have disregarded their obligations to; 
this body and to the country. -I hope-the leva 
asked wall be granted. ‘ es 
_ Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I wish to Bay. 
in reference to the remarks of thegenUeman dron 
Missouri, that I believe the people of the West 
will be better satisfied by every member of thig: 
House staying iu his place and attending to thé” 
business of the country. Members of Congress 
are paid a salary of $3,000a year by the Govern- 
ment for their time and'services; and there will be - 
time enough, after we shall have concluded the: 
business of the session, for the committees to visit 
the different points of the West and report to the 
House at the next session, | therefore hope that 
no consent will be given to the Committee on Nas 
val Affairs making this trip, or to the members. of 
any other committee leaving their places in this 
House; but that we will hold members, and go 
on with the public business. s 

Mr. DAWSON. I move tolay the motion on 
the table. ; 

Mr. KELLEY. Before that motion. be put I, 
desire to say a single word. Will my colleague: 
withdraw the motion? 

‘Mr. DAWSON. I withdraw for that purpose. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, 
from Missouri has drawn a comparison between 
the attention given by the House to the interests 
of the East and of the West. I think that all- 
such remarks are invidious, and that they lead to 
bad consequences. 1 want to say in this connecs, 
tion that no member of the House has been ab- 
sent from it a single working day or hour for the 
purpose of visiting League Island. The visits to 
that point have been made at seasons when the 
House was notin session, The Committee on` 
Naval Affairs bas visited more distant points;and 
even for that purpose has lost but one working 
day. So that there is not that contrast between 
the interest which that committee feels in ques- 
tions pertaining to the Eastand to the West which 
the gentleman would lead the people of the West 
tu believe. And I, for one, should the House de~- 
termine that the Committee on Naval Affairs shall 
not have leave now, will gladly, as a member of. 
that committce, devote the two weeks following 
the termination of this session to making this 
excursion proposed, if deemed necessary by the: 
committee, i i 

Mr. DAWSON. [renew my motion. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the request was laid on the table. 

CHARLES L. NELSON. 

Mr. BAXTER asked and obtained unanimous 
consent to have taken from the Speaker’s table 
an act (S. No. 197) for the relief of Charles L. 
Nelson; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


NAVAJO INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior, recommending 
an appropriation for the Navajo Indians in New 
Mexico; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY ACADEMY EXAMINATIONS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the’ House a 
letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 
papers in regard to a plan for competitive examin- 
ation of cadits for the Military Academy at West 
Point; which was referred te the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move that when the House 
shall have resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the special 
order, all debate in committee on the special 
order shall cease in one minute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make the point of order 
that that motion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. The motion cannot be made to clogs 
debate on the bill until after the last section is read. 

Mr. HOOPER. Then I move that all debate 
on the pending section and the various amend- 
ments thereto be closed in one minute after the . 
House shall have resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. HOOPER moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to 
take up the national currency bill, which is the 
special order. 

“The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. RoLLINS, 
of New Elampshire, in the chair,) and resumed 
the consideration, as a special order, of the bill 
(H. R. No. 333) to provide a national currency 
secured by a pledge of United States stocks, and 
to provide for the circulation and redemption 
thereof, all debate on the pending section and the 
various amendments thereto being closed by order 
of the House in one minute. 

The question was on the following substitute 
offered by Mr. Hooper to the sixty-third section: 

Sec. 63. And be it further enacted, That persons holding 
stock as executors, administrators, guardians, and trust- 
ees, shall not be personally subject to any liabilities as 
stockholders; but the assets and funds in their hands shail 
be liable in Jike manner and 19 the same extent as the test- 
ator, intestate, ward, or person interested in sueh trust 
fands would be if they were respectively living and com- 
petent to act aud hold the stock in theirown name, 

To which Mr. Davis, of Maryland, offered the 
following amendment: 

Provided, That no State tax shall be imposed upon any 

art of the capital stock of such association invested in the 
ends of the United States, 


To which amendments Mr. Davis, of New 
York, offered the following as a substitute: 


And be it further cnacted, That it shat be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, as soon as practicable after the 
end of each fiscal year from and after the p ge of this 
act, to wake out and transmit 10 he treasurer of cach Suite 
asiatement of all taxes which shall have been collected in 
that State from each national bank organized therein dur- 
ing such previous year, and he shall with such statement 
remit to the treasurer of such State one foarth the amount 
thus collected from such association in each State, to be 
disposed of in Its discretion. 


The question was taken on the substitute of- 
fered by Mv. Davis, of New York; and it was 
rejected, “ 

The question recurred on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by Mr. Davis, of Maryland; 
and it was rejected, 

The question recurred on Mr. Elooper’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPALDING. I move the following asan 
amendment to the amendment: 

And be it further enacted, That no part of the capital 
stock of any banking institution created or continued in 
existence by this act. so far asthe same is made up of Uni- 
ted States bonds, shall be subject to taxation by the govern 
ment of the State within the timityof which it may be sit- 
uated, 

Mr. Chairman, it seems necessary that some 
such amendment should be introduced; and Udo 
not know of any more unobjectionable than the 
one I now submit. 

Theamendmentto the amendment was rejected. 

The question then recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York, demanded tellers, 

+ 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Van VALKEN- 
BURGH and ELpripar were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 54, noes 50. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. [submit the following amend- 
ment: 

Ani be it further enacted, That no association organized 
under this act shall at any time pay out or put into cireula- 
tion in payment of any of its obligations any bank bills, or 
anything intended to cirentate as money, which at the time 
of such paying out or putting into circulation is not being 
received by such association at par. 


The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. BROOKS. 
but I do not wish to offer it to the section upon 
which debate has been closed. 

7 The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not now in or- 
er. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I move to 
strike out the enacting clause of the bill. Imake 
the motion for this reason 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Is the motion to strike out 
the enacting clause in order? 

Mr. BROOKS. | rise to a question of order, 
The enacting clause of the bill may be considered 
as prior to the first section of the bill, and [make 
the point of order that we cannot retrace our steps 

except by unanimous consent. 


I wish to offer an amendment, | 


Mr. COX. [ask what will be the effect of the 
motion of the gentleman from Illinois if it be 
adopted by the committee? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I understand 
the effect of the motion to be, that if the House 
does not sustain the action of the committee, the 
bill will be recommitted to the committee, and 
that if we sustain the action of the committee in 
striking outthe enacting clause it will kill the bill. 


Mr. COX. The gentleman is mistaken.. It 
only brings the bill before the House. It was 


the way in which the Kansas and Nebraska bill 
was brought before the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Illinois. [ask for the 
reading of the rule. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

«193, A motion tostrike out the cnacting words of a bill 
shall have precedence of a motion to amend ; and, if car- 
ried, shal} be considered equivalent to its rejection. When- 
evera bill is reported froma Committee of the Whole, with 
a recommendation to strike out the enacting words, and 
such recommendation is disagreed to by the House, the 
bill shall stand recommitted to the said committee without 
further action by the House.?? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the following as a 
substitute for the entire bill: 

That the act entitled “An act to provide a national cur- 
rency secared by a pledge of the United States stocks, and 
to provide for the circulation and redemption thereof,” ap- 
proved February 25, 1863, is hereby repealed: Provided, 
however, ‘Lhat any association organized under said act 
shal} have three years from the passage of this act to re- 


| tire their circulation and close up the business of such as- 


sociation, during which time and for the purpose aforesaid 
only the said act shall remain in full force. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question on the sub- 
stitute will be reserved until the bill has been 
acted on, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 64. And be it further enacted, That Congress re- 
serves the right at any time to amend, alter, or repeal this 
act. 


Mr. BROOKS, That is an excellent section, 
the only good one in the bill, and I hope that will 
pass. I move the following as an additional sec- 
tion: 


And be it further enacted, That all the gold and silver 
coin received by every association organized under the pro- 
visions of this act for the interest that may be paid on the 
stocks, bonds, or other securities of the United States de- 
posited with the Comptrotler, shall be retained and held 
by such association until the sum of such specie or coin 
shall be equal to at least six per eent, of the reserve re- 
quired to be held by associations Jocated other than in the 
cities o: SL. Lonis, Louisville, Chicago, New Orleans, Cin 
einnati, Baltimore, Philadelphia, Boston, New York, San 
Francisco, Ruffalo, Detroit, Portland, Pittsburg, Albany, 
Milwaukee, and Cleveland, to the amount of at Jeast ten 
per cent. of such reserve required to be held by the banks, 
atthe redemption places named in the thirty-first section 
ot this act. 

Mr. Chairman, I expect that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hooper] who has the 
custody of this bill will oppose it, and to fortify 
myself 1 have provided an argument which comes 
from the president of the Kagle bank, Boston, 


| Waldo Flint, Esq., which Lask the Clerk to read. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


«The present law, and the amendments as proposed by 
the Comptroller in bis new bill, now under consideration 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, do not require 
banks to hold any gold or saver coin while the suspension 
of specie payments continues. 
the most alarming features of the new system of banking— 
as it is directly opposed to all past theory and experience 
on this subject, and constitutes one of the strongest argu- 
ments against the change from State to national organiza- 
tion. 


“tis true that hank circulation may be ultimately safe, | 


by the protection afforded by public stocks, held as security 
by the Government; but there is a wide distinction be- 
tween security and convertibility,and in times of peace the 
comunity require banks whose circulation is amply se- 
cured to keep specie iu sufficient proportion to enable them 
to respond to sudden calls. 


itis impracticable for the Government or the banks to pay 
specie on demand, but the argamentis quite as strong which 
should require banks to hold the specie in their vaults as 
the trustees and custodians of the public, as visibic, tangi- 
ble security, convertible when the state of the country and 


its relations at home and abroad will admit of its being dove | 


with safety. 

“ But there are other reasons of controlling public policy 
which demand that specie shall be beld on public account 
and for publie benefit. 

t Suppose’Mr. McCulloch should succeed in compelling 
all State bank organizations to become merged under the 
new law in national institations ; what is to become of the 
millions of specie they now hold—are they to disappear? 
to be solid at a premium, the new banks getting the nom- 


We regard this as one of į 


inal advance and thus inflating the market value of their 
stocks? and who are to be the purchasers? Lither indi- 
viduals for the purpose of hoarding, or importers tempted 
by reduced prices to enlarge their orders for goods from 
foreign countries to compete with home mauutactures, or 
to pamper luxury and stimulate extravagancee.”? 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say 
that the $20,000,000 of gold in the New York 
banks, the $5,000,000 in the banks of Boston, and 
the $3,000,000 in the banks of Philadelphia, if this 
amendment be not adopted, will be withdrawn 
from State taxation. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BROOKS. I have two other amendments 
to offer as additional sections. They are amend- 
ments which meet the assent I believe of the asso- 
ciated banks of New York, with perhaps one 
exception, and which they are anxious to have 
incorporated in the bill. 

The first one provides the mode and manner of 
winding up these national institutions whenever 
in the opinion of two thirds of the directors itshall 
be deemed expedient not to continue the business 
longer. I move the following as an additional 
section: f 


And be it further enacted, That if at any time before the 
period fixed for the termination of any association organ- 
ized under the provisions of this act, the directors thereof 
cball deem it to be for the interest of the shareholders to 
discontinue such association, and shall have obtained the 
assent of two thirds of the shareholders, such directors 
may by the vote of two thirds of their number give notice 
to the Comptroller of the Currency of their intention to 
discontinue the business of banking, under the provisions 
of this act; and when such association shall have re- 
deemed and paid or secured the payment of their ont- 
standing circulation, and the payment of all their liabilities 
for deposits, and shall have paid or secured the paymentof£ 
all its other liabilities, to the satisfaction of the Comp- 
troller of the Curreney, he may declare by a public adver- 
tisement that it is no longer subject to the liabilities im- 
posed on associations organized under the provisions of 
this act. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. BROOKS. I have one other amendment 
to offer, and then my duty in relation to the per- 
fection of this bill will have been discharged. lt 
is for the purpose of preventing that wildcat sys- 
tem of banking which was so much in fashion in 
some portions of the country some years ago, by 
which banks having no capital secured depositors 
by becoming savings banks. | move the following 
as an additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That it shall not be lawful 
for any association organized under the provisions of this 
act to do business as a savings bank, or in any way to 
solicitor receive deposits as a savings bank, nor to pay any 
interest, compensation, bonus, or other consideration for 
deposits of muney received by it, or in any way to reecive 
deposits as a savings bank, or upon interest; and any 
association which shall violate the provisions of this sec~ 
tion of this act shall forfeit and pay to the United States 
the sum of $100 for every day such offense shall he con- 
tinued, to be sued for and recovered by any district at- 
torney of the United States, in any court of the United 
States, for the use of the Treasury of the United States 3 
and it shall be the duty of the Comptroller of the Curreney 
to proceed against any association which may violate this 
provision. 

Mr. HOOPER. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from New York whether the banks in 
his State are prohibited from becoming savings 
banks by any statute of New York? : 

Mr. BROOKS, Iam not sure whether I can 
answer the gentleman from Massachusetts satis- 
factorily. [know whatis the general opinion. 
I cannot definitely, in regard to law, because È 
have not examined. I know that some six or 
seven years ago some of these banks turned into 
savings banks in some portions of the country. 
But in New York, whether there is any specifie 
law or not, there is a power of opinion higher 
than law which would prevent it being done there. 

Mr. HOOPER. J understood that it was the 
constant practice. 

7 i 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendmentin the 


«Ihe same reason does not apply in time of war, when |; nature of a substitute for the bill offered by Mr 


FLouMAN. 

On a division, 40 voted for and 63 against the 
substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hotman 
and Hooper were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
—ayes 45, noes 63. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the Efouse. 

Mr. GANSON. Before the bill is reported to 


reported 


1864. 


the House I would like to suggest to the gentle- 
man who has charge of it thatsome change ought 
to be made in the twelfth section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee have no 
right to return to the twelfth section. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. Before the question is put 
on the motion that the committee rise I desire to 
ask a question. Several amendments have been 
adopted in committee. I desireto know whether 
we may have a separate vote upon each amend- 
ment in the House? 

Mr. STEVENS. Undoubtedly. _ 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. With that understanding 
I have no objection to the bill being now reported 
to the House. 

Mr. STEVENS. It is the right of any gen- 
tleman to have a separate vote upon any amend- 
ment. I ask that the vote may be taken upon the 
motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Roxuins, of New Hamp- 
shire, reported that the committee having, accord- 
ing to order, had the state of the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the bill (H. 
R. No. 333) to provide a national currency sc- 
cured by a pledge of United States stocks, and to 
provide for the circulation and redemption thereof, 
had instructed him to report the same back to the 
House with sundry amendments, and with the rec- 
ommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 

Mr. STEVENS. I moveto amend the bill by 
striking out the whole of it, and inserting the fol- 
lowing substitute. 

Mr. IIOLMAN. Asa matter of order I sup- 
pose the amendments reported from the Commit- | 
tec of the Whole on the state of the Union will 
come up first for the vote of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The vote will be first upon 
the amendments reported from the Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. COX, 1 would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania whether the substitute 
he has offered is the bill as amended by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

Mr. STEVENS. It is, with the exception of 
the seven per cent., which is restored the same 
as the original bill. 

Mr. COX. How about the State tax? 

Mr. STEVENS. That is left out also. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
ask the gentleman whether the provision is 
stricken out in regard to real estate security, and 
which allows the right of the banks to speculate 
in gold and silver? 

Mr. COX. Will not the gentleman allow the 
substitute to be printed over night, in order that 
we may examine it? 

Mr. STEVENS. Gentlemen will fnd that 
there are but one or two amendments differing | 
from the present bill; one restores the scven per 
cent. rate of uniform interest, and the other strikes 
out the State taxation clause. I believe there is 
nothing clse of importance. If any gentleman 
doubts about it, I do not want the bill acted on 
now. I sce my friend from New York [Mr. | 
Steer] is asking me to yield to him to make a 
few remarks, which I shall do with pleasure. 

Mr. COX. One more question. 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 would call the previous 
question, but I suppose [ may before that allow 
the gentleman from New York to occupy a few 
moments. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I ask the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to accede to. the re- 

uest, and allow the substitute to be printed. 

Mr. STEVENS. We have not yet done with 
the day’s proceedings, and we can decide that 
matter better by and by. 

Mr. COX. May it not be understood by gen- 
eral consent that the substitute be printed to-night 
and a vote be taken on it in the morning? 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not like to say that now. 
I cannot say what will turn up before we adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania call the previous question? 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 will not if the gentleman 
from New York will call it upon the conclusion 
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ents as seem almost to makt it obligatory upon 
me. The great kindness uniformly extended to 
me by my associates here makes me believe that 
my imperfect suggestions will be received with 
many degrees of allowance, and given, at least, all 
the consideration they deserve. 

My objections, sir, to this bill are mainly to 
the system it attempts to perfect and perpetuate, 
rather than to matters of detail, and therefore | 
preferred to reserve my remarks until such time 
as itshould be presented to the House for final 
action, And even now it is not possible to de- 
termine what precise form it will assume, as some 
of the amendments proposed by the Committce 
of the Whole are yet to be decided upon by the 
House. Yet I think it may be now safely as- 
sumed that most of the important provisions of 
the bill are settled as they will be submitted for 
| the final action of the House. 

It having been my lot to enter first upon my 
congressional duties after a most infamousattempt 
had been made by a formidable armed rebellion 
to break up and destroy the Union and to over- 
throw the best Government of the earth, it has 
been my constant desire from the beginning to 
give carnest and hearty support to every measure 
necessary or important to sustain the Government 
in these fearful times. And F will not concede 
that any one, even my distinguished colleague, 
who in his great speech on the gold bill made 
such an carnest, effective, and patriotic appeal to 
the Congress and the country, is influenced by a 
more anxious desire to do and to suffer everything 
needful for the success of our cause and the sal- 
vation of our country. 

Itis suggested that this is no new measure, but 
one already decided and entered upon, and con- 
sidered necessary by that Department of the Gov- 
ernment having charge of the finances, and there- 
fore it is unpatriotic to oppose it or point out its 
imperfections, ifithas any. Sir, it is not only 
the privilege but the duty of every Representa- 
tive carefully to examine and consider every im- | 
portantmeasure proposed for action here, whether 
original or amendatory, and if he believes it in- 
consistent with the genius of our institutions and 
subversive ofthe rights of the States or the people, 
then to oppose its passage with all the power be į 
can command, And Ecannotunderstand how the | 
fact that it is understood to be determined upon 


| by the dominant party can relieve one from such 
responsibility. 

At the time the bill for which this is sought to 
be substituted was presented for the considera- 
tion of the Thirty-Seventh Congress, it was urged 
as an imminent necessity; and realizing as we 
all did then, and do now, the importance to our 
national existence of the financial question, it is 
not improbable that the fear of doing a substan- 
tial injury to the country by its rejection did more 
to secure its passage than any deliberate convic- 
tion that in itself it was either wise or meritorious. 

The measure asit was adopted, either from its 
imperfections and absurdities, or because it was 
not generally acceptable, has been so litle used 
as to have served no substantial purpose in sup- 
plyingacurrency. In fact, statements were made 
upon this floor, daring the debate on Saturday 
last, that it was “ineffective and inoperative;”” 
and that, too, by a member of the Ways and 
Means Comunitteein favor of this bill, as follows: 


«I understand the object of this bilt to be to perfect the 
existing law, the law of 1883, which, daring the past year, | 
has been shown to be ineffective and inoperative. 

“Sean regard this in no other way than as an effort on | 


of his remarks. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. Iwill. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been with great reluctance 
that I have at any time asked the attention ofthe 
American Congress to any remarks of mine, And 


i 


the part of Congress to render efficient a law now inuper- ; 
ative.” i 

If this be so, then of course the object of this | 
substitute is to give vitality and effect to what is 


i 
t 
{ 


| now supposed to be ** ineffective and inoperative, it 
os 


Therefore itis quite-proper to discuss ity much the © 
same asif it were an original proposition. > 
A good while ago there grew up in this coun~ | 
try a national institution called the United States 
Bank. Old Hickory Jackson said it was of un-" 
lawful origin, contrary to the spirit of Gur insti? ” 
tutious, and dangerous to the liberties-of the peos 
ple. Tle swage by the Eternal, and it disappeared. 
And 1 shouldlike to know what the distinguished” 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chairman of 


: tbe Ways and Means, who not long ago prayed 


so earnestly for “ six months of the leadership of 
stern Old Hickory Jackson,’ thinks he would 

swear by now, if he should appear here and read 

this bill, knowing it was to pass by the recom- 

mendation and vote of that mortal who invoked 

his presence. The unprecedented popularity and 

indomitable will of the Hero of the Hermitage 

carried him safely through his attack upon that 
mighty monctary power, Yet we all remember 

well how the death-throes of the expiring mon- 
ster caused apprehension, embarrassment, and 
distress all overtheland. Sir,if that bank, with 
its $30,000,000 capital, was so dangerous to lib- 
erty, and required the wonderful energies of a 
Jackson to put it down, what shall be said of this 
mammoth institution, with its §300,000,000 cap- 
ital and its almost numberléss tributaries, to be 
established in every part of this vast country?’ 
Verily here is an instrument of executive patrons 
age and power worthy the conceptions of the loft- 
lest aspiraut. 

Nor does the magnificent scheme halt ‘with its 
present apparent proportions. One of the argu- 
ments, which meets with much favor among its 
advocates, is that the lezal-tendersystem although 
well enough in itself, was only intended as a tem- 
porary expedient, whereas the national currency 
system, as it is called, is expected to become a 
permanent institution and to supplant and take the 
place of all the other paper money of the country. 
Whenever the, State banks can be annihilated 
then its volume can be increased. So soon as all 
the legal tender can be withdrawn it can be again 
increased. As the country advances, and a fur- 
ther demand for currency can be created, then it 


i is to be increased again and again until the fertile 


imagination of the financial and political schemer 
and dreamer loses itself in the misty mazes of 
the distant future. And were it not that the ex. 
perience of the past, and the sober consideration 
of all practical, thinking financial men agree in 
the inevitable judgment that all visions of an un» 
limited paper currency not redeemable in coin aro 
delusive and every such system must eventually 
explode, there might be no end of the amountand 
volume to which this so-called national currency 
could be expanded. 

But even if it were possible that the vast miu- 
eral resources of the country could be developed 
to such an extent as to provide a specie basis for 
these untold millions of paper money, what would 
be the inevitable consequence of having these five, 
ten, fifteen, or any imaginable namber of hundreds 
of millions curréney all under the control of one 


: man? If money is power—and [ think most men 


; agination of its proj 


believe itis—then here is power, such as never yet 
existed on earth, except in the busy imagination. 

In this vision of monetary power, let some man 
appear at the head of affairs sufficiently able and 
wicked to direct skillfully this vast machinery 
with a view to control elections; what would be 
the consequence? Is not the answer apparent? 
Is it necessary to go further and consider exactly 
how he would pull the wires upon these millions 
of banks, and how with untold, fabulous sums of 


| money, and the thousand insidious influences that 


money can command, the election would be con- 
trolled? And at last, when it was apparent that 
the foundations of free government were being 
undermined and destroyed by this stealthy, irre- 
sistible, and ungovernable monster of our Own 


: creation, lot some enthusiastic, self-sacrificing pa- 


triot, with courage enough to speak out, call for 
a Jackson to overthrow it, and let a greater than 


| Jackson appear, and what could he do? I tell 


ksous would be impo- 


you a whole army of Jac 
f once advanced to 


tent against such a system, i ; 
that position pictured for it in the expanded ime 
sector. Lt would be impervie 
ous to political attack, and would only fall with 
faut. 


its own unwieldy weight or for the want o 
eient foundation. 


April , 


Experience has shown. often during this war 
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as I did upon this foor, some of my objections to 
it. As was anticipated by many of us, it turned 
out a practical failure, and was productive of the 
most alarming consequences, 

The present bill is not less dangerous to the 
permanent prosperity of free government than 
was that to the peace and good order of society. 
They are both calculated to subvert the liberties 
of the people and centralize, power in the General 
Government at the expense of the reserved rights 
of the States and the people. And both altke, 
having failed to answer the expectations of their 
supporters, are sought to be bolstered up and per- 
peluated by alterations and amendments which 
do not change their character or obviate the most 
substantial and important objections to their pro- 
visions, 

If this measure could be carried into success- 
fal operation, and the 300,000,000 currency pro- 
posed be substituted for the same amountof legal 
tender, it is difficult to understand bow the Treas- 
ury would experience great relief after paying 
interest on the money thus withdrawnand which 
it now has without interest, in addition to the 
very considerable expenses of the new system, 
and the cost and inconvenience of the change. 

Section one of the bill provides for the appoint- 
ment ofa Comptroller, &e., as follows: 

Ue shall be appoduted by the President, on the recom 
mendation of the Seereneg of the Treasury, by and with 
the advice and consent ol the Senate, and shall hold his 
office for the term of five years unless sooner removed by 
the President. by and with the advice and e nt of the 
Senate. Un stedt reecive an annual salary of 535,000. He 
shall havea competent deputy, appointed by the Seeretary, 
whose salary shali be $2,500, and who sath possess the 
power and perfor the duties attached by law to the ofice 
of Compicoller during a vaeancy iu saeh otee and during 
his absence or inability. He spall employ from time to time 
the weeessary ; to diselarge sneh duties as he shalt 
direct, which cle ball be appointed and classified by the 
Seeretary of the 'Proasary iu the manner now provided by 
law. 

Thus at the outset we havea permanent officer 
with a salary of 45,000 per annum, another at 
$2,500, aud a small army of clerks, unlimited in 
namber, in addition tothe expenses of providing 
the bills for eirentation and divers other things, 
all to be paid by the Government. 

If, however, it is supposed to be a sufficient an- 
swerto thisapparent expense and loss to the Gov- 
ernment to say that it is not for one unacquainted 
with the intricacies and mysteries of finance to 
question the wisdom of saperior knowledge, that 
will scarcely be accepted as a sufficient answer to 
important constitutional objections and the im- 
policy and unsafety of placing all the banks and 
the entire bauking capital of the country under 
the control of the executive department of the 
General Government or one of its branches. 

Itis not denied that it is the inevitable conse- 
quence of this system, if successful, to compel all | 
the State banks to suspend business as such, and | 
come under the new arrangement, or give place | 
to such as will. State banks are older than the l 

| 
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Government itself. hey have not only been ac- 
cepted and regarded as lawful State institutions 
by the authors and contemporaneous expounders 
of the Constitution, but have been repeatedly de- ij 
cided to be so by the Supreme Court of the Uni- | 
ted Stutes. i 

The great State of New York, the Empire State |i 
of this Union, and the district I represent, are f 
largely interested in this question. We have many || 
banks, founded upon a system which has served as || 
amodel forthe one now underconsideration., They 
have furnis 
Our people have confidence in them, so much so 
that they greatly prefer them to the national cur- 
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blow or alingering torture, to destroy such valu- 
able State institutions and substitute others, creat- 
ures of the national Government, and substan- 
tially exempied from local taxation. About one 
tenth of the entire taxable property of the State 
of New York is in the State banks, and in man 
localities a much larger proportion. Suppose this 
system to be perfected, and that amount of prop- 
erty relieved from local taxation; how are the 
other tax-payers to make up the deficiency in 
these times of alarming expenditure? And if 
lawful State institutions of such magnitude and 
importance to the States and the people can be 
directly or indirectly stricken down by Federal 
legislation, what safety is there for any local or 
individual right? 

And again, perfect your system; let capital- 
ists invest in these banks; establish a privileged 
class of moneyed men inevery vicinity exempted 
from local taxation: as taxes increase and be- 
come more and more onerous,a feeling of dissat- 
isfaction, discontent, and ill-will toward the class 
supposed to be unfairly protected from taxation 
will grow up among the masses of the people, 
likely to result in violence and blood, arson and an- 
archy. ‘ihere is not, itis true, in this bill any lan- 
guage which in terms disposes of the State banks. 
It will be well remembered, however, that the bill 
of the last Congress for which this is a substitute 
was speedily followed by another aiming a death- 
blow at the State banks by the way of taxation; 
and if we may argue of the future by the past, we 
have a right to presume this will be immediately 
followed by another taxing the State banks to 
such an extent that they cannot live as such. 

In the Committce of the Whole on the 2d in- 
stant the distinguished gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. Henry Winter Davis] said: 

e f confess { foresee a serious struggle to take place be- 
tween the bauks that we are providing for and the existing 
State organizations, It is impossible that the State insti- 
tutions ean be alowed to stand side by side with those 
we are about to create. It is plain that cither in this bill 
orin the tax bill stringent provisions will be adopted to drive 
trom existence the State institutions.” 


From this statement, made openly upon this 
floor, and not denied or commented upon by the 
friends of this measure, it seems to be generally 
conceded, and unless it is now denied by those 
who know, i shall assume that such is the case. 
The efforts and the sacrifices of the State banks 
to serve the Government in its time of need, and 
the fact that they have several times, and as often 
as called upon,come promptly to the relief of the 
Government in its extremity, was remarked upon 
by my colleague (Mr. Brooks] the other day; 
and 1 will not enlarge upon it now, except to say 
that in every instauce when money has been 
wanted to fill up the regiments and the quotas 
sent from the district I have the honor to rep- 
resent on this floor, our local banks, State insti- 
tutions, have immediately and voluntarily fur- 
nished al] the money required for such purpose; 
and under the last call some, if not all of them, 


| have done so to the extent of nearly one fourth 


of their entire capital. 

And it would seem that, aside from the fact 
that Congress has no constitutional right or au- 
thority to interfere with and destroy lawful State 
institutions, it isa poor return for such patriotic 
devotion and the most important services which 
have, more than once, saved the very life of the 
nation, to proceed deliberately and resolutely to 
cripple and eventually destroy them; especially 
when it is believed the Government could provide 
for its necessities even better by a continuation 
of the legal-tender system at prescnt in use, and 
that there can be no necessity for the proposed 
change, except for the purpose of establishing a 
pet system increasing executive patronage, and, 
by breaking down State institintions and weak- 
enihg the sovereignty of States in the manage- 
ment and control of their internal and local affairs, 
make another grand stride in the direction of a 
consolidated Government and the centralization of 
power. 

The old argument in favor ofa national bank, 
that of giving a uniform currency, is urged now, 
and yétit seems apparent that the legal tender 
has advantages over the proposed system. It is 
not to be supposed that all men will be able ta 


manage the business of banking successfully; and 
if not, then undoubtedly some of these banks will 
soon be compelled to go into liquidation; and 
whenever that occurs, no one can doubt that the 
delay in realizing, upon notes scattered, as they 
will be if used as currency, all over the country, 
will cause depreciation and distrust. Then, again, 
bills redeemable at a distance, cven if there is no 
other objection to them, will pass, if atall,ata 
discount. And instead of having a currency like 
the present legal tender, good alike in all the 
States, it will soon be found necessary to discrim- 
inate between the paying and the non-paying 
banks, and between those bills redeemable near 
at hand and at far-off places. 

In support of the proposition that the banks of 
this new creation will be entirely at the mercy of 
the Treasury Department, and therefore to that 
extent subject to its control and dictation, I de- 
sire to call attention to the following sections of 
the-bill. 

Section twelve contains the following: 


And the Comptroller shall have authority to witbhotd 
from an association his certificate authorizing the com- 
mencement of business, whenever he shall have reason to 
suppose that the shareholders thereof have formed the same 
for any other than the legitimate objects contemplated by 
this aet. 


Section thirteen, as follows: 


Provided, That by no such reduction shall its capital be 
brought below the amount of its outstanding circulation, 
nor shail any such reduction be made until the amount of 
the proposed reduetion has been reported to the Comp- 
troller of the Currency and his approval thereof obtained. 


Section seventeen provides for examination, 
report of directors, &c. 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That if, upona care- 
ful examination of the facts so reported, and of any other 
facts which may come to the knowledge of the Comptrol- 
ler, whether hy means of a special commission appointed 
by him for the purpose of inquiring into the condition of 
such association or otherwise, it shal] appear that such as- 
sociation is lawfully entitled to commence the business of 
banking, the Comptroller shall give to such association & 
certificate, &e. 

Two of these sections give a discretion to the 
Comptroller or Secretary which is unlimited, and 
may be exercised so as to prevent the organiza- 
tion of any association not desired by the head of 
the Department. And the other giv. authority 
to consent to or prevent the reduction of the cap- 
ital. 

Src. 45. And be it further enacted, That all associations 
under this act, when designated for that purpose by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, sball be depositaries of public 
money, except receipts from customs, under such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary; and they may 
also be employed as financial agents of the Government, 
and they shall perform ail such reasonable duties as de- 
positarics of public moneys and financial agents of the Gov- 
ernment ax may be required of them. And the Secretary 
of the Treasury may require of the associations thus desig- 
nated satisfactory security by the deposit of United States 
bonds for the sate-keeping and prompt payment of the pub- 
lie money deposited with them, and for the faithful per- 
formance of their duties as financial agents of the Govern- 
ment, 

Under this provision some can be benefited 
and others punished by the favors which can be 
extended to one and withheld from another, or 
changed from one to another, in the discretion of 
the Secretary. And any amountof deposits may 
be removed from one locality to another at any 
moment, thereby materially affecting the value of 
stocks and other property in different localities, at 
the mere will and pleasure of the head of the De- 
partment. As the sub-Treasury system is not, 
more than the State banks, directly attacked in 
terms by this bill, it may be claimed that there is 
no intention to interfere with it; yet itis difficult 
to understand what is to prevent its being sub- 
stantially abandoned under the provisions referred 
to. Itis not my purpose to enter into a discus- 
sion of the merits of that measure. It has been 
tried and approved by the judgment of the coun- 
try, and more than once indorsed by the people; 
and no one recently, so faras I know, has ven- 
tured to attack it openly, And it may not be amiss 
simply to say that, in addition to its safety, it 
would, if properly continued, prevent the mis- 
chievous consequences anticipated from large 
Government deposits with pet banks, and the 
changes from bank to bank and from place to 
place. 

Sec. 54. And be it further enacted, That the Comptrol- 
ler of the Currency, with the approbation of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as often as shal be deemed necessary or 
proper, shall appoint a suitable person or persons to make 
an examination of the affairs of every banking association, 
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which person shall not be.a director or other officer in any 
a 


association whose affairs he shall be appointed to examine, 
and who shall have power to make a thorough examina- 
tion into all the affairs of the association, and in doing so 
to examine any of the officers and agents thereof on oath 5 
and shall make a full and detailed report of the condition 
of the association to the Comptroller. And the association 
shall not be subject to any other visitorial powers than such 
as are authorized by this act, except such as are vested in 
the several courts of law and chancery. And every person 
appointed to make such examination shall receive for his 
services at the rate of five dollars for each day by him em- 
ployed in such examination, and two dollars for every 
twenty-five miles he shall necessarily travel in the perforni- 
ance of his duty, which shall be paid by the association by 
him examined. Ë: 

Under this power of examination any one of 
these institutions that happens to incur the dis- 
pleasure of the Departmentcan be broken down by 
gending persons “to make an examination of the 
affairs,” &c., which may be ordered by the Comp- 
troller with the approbation of the Sccretary, at 
any time; and if one set of persons appointed to 
examine as long as they choose, who must be paid 
five dollars a day each, and two dollars for every 
twenty-five miles traveled, by the institution un- 
dergoing the examination, and the discredit of 
heing subjected to such examination, and the ex- 
penses attending it, cannot break down the insti- 
tution the first time trying, itmay be repeated ad 
infinitum, until the desired result is accomplished. 
And who can doubt the influence that might be 
exerted in consequence of such power in the hands 
of one who chose to use it? 

It seems to have been forgotten, sir, in these 
days of much talk about liberty and continual 
practice of Federal usurpation, that this is a Gov- 
ernment of the people; that all the lawful au- 
thority of the governors comes from the consent 
of the governed; in other words, that the power 
proceeds from the people and the States to the 
General Government, instead of going from the 
General Government to the States and the people. 
If this is so, then it follows that all enactments 
reversing this order, or tending to impair the law- 
ful authority of the States within their own sev- 
eral jurisdictions, or to encroach upon the sov- 
ercignty of the people, are anti-democratic, anti- 
republican, 

And while I am for restoring and preserving the 
Union as we reccived it from our fathers and en- 
joyed it ourselves for many years, at any cost, 
at any sacrifice, short of a surrender of our lib- 
erties and our personal and local rights; and 
while { should have very little hope of liberty in 
a permanent Government of the people without 
the Union, I see no use of and have no desire for 
a Union without liberty; and if we must surren- 
der all our vested rights, and give up that liberty 
which alone made the old Union glorious, in or- 
der to purchase it back, then, I say, the price is 
too great. 

I will not concede, as did my colleague, (Mr. 
Brooxs,] that Massachusetts is supreme, yet I 
know she is mighty in these days; and I appeal 


to her to remember the teachings of her own great | 
statesman, and not sacrifice liberty even upon the || 
But give us “liberty and 


altar of the Union. 
Union, one and inseparable, now and forever.” 

Mr. STEVENS. I understand from what 
is said by gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House that they are anxious to have the whole 
substitute printed. All I have to say is thatthat 
will make a great deal of printing for a very little 
matter. The only difference between the bill as 
amended by the Committee of the Whole and 
that which is offered as a substitute is, that in the 
substitute the rate of interest is restored precisely 


to what it was before and as it was printed in the |) 


original bill, and the clause in reference to State 
and municipal taxation is inserted in the substi- 


tute. These are the only two items changed by ij 


the substitute from the bill as it now is. Now, 


if gentlemen think it will be sufficient to print | 


those two amendments, it will save a great deal 
of printing, 

Mr. COX. I would inguire whether the sub- 
stitute has in it the section in reference to the 
Bank of Commerce which was in the original bill? 

Mr. STEVENS. It leaves out the sixty-third 


the committee. 

Mr. COX. The general provision which em- 
braces all banks? 

Mr. STEVENS. The general provision as 
adopted by the committee is in the substitute. 


The substitute restores the uniform rate of inter- 
est, and leaves out the clause relating to State and 
municipal taxation of banks. But I have no kind 
of objection, if gentlemen desire to have the whole 
substitute gomed: Sa 

Mr. BROOKS. We have the bill now printed 
in the form in which it was laid before the House, 
and also in a quarto form. Now, as the type are 
probably standing, it will not cost twenty-five 
dollars to have the substitute printed. We.can- 
not act intelligently unless we have the original 
bill and amendments—the amendments in italics 
—and the proposed substitute printed. To the 
original bill there are thirty or forty amendments, 
and we cannot well consider them until they are 
printed. We have, in fact, trusted the honora- 
ble gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoorer] 
with the making of this bill, and I have no doubt 
he has made itas he thinks, well, but itis the 
right of the Flouse—as we intend to call the yeas 
and nays—to know upon each separate amend- 
ment what they are voting on. It will be easy 
for the Public Printer to lay this bill, either in this 
form, or in the quarto form, upon our tables to- 
morrow at one o'clock, 

Mr. STEVENS. I have no desire that the 
House shall act in the dark without time to ex- 
amine the matter. I made a suggestion to the 
House in reference to printing the two amend- 
ments contained in the substitute, because that 
would be a little less expensive, but to me it is of 
no importance which course is pursued on any 
other account. After I have moved the previous 
question and it is seconded, the gentleman who 
reported the bill [Mr. Hoopsr] will have an hour, 
and then I will move to postpone the bill and allow 
it to go over till to-morrow, and in the mean time 
the substitute can be printed. I do not myself 
intend to occupy much time to-morrow. If the 
substitute which substantially restores the original 
bill shall be adopted, it will be an improvement 
upon the old law as it now stands, It will give 
a uniformity of interest throughout the various 
States, and the question of taxation will be the 
same as it now is in the original bill. If the sub- 
stitute is adopted the only real amendment except 
sthose that are mainly verbal will be that of a uni- 
form rate of interest. If, however, the House 
does not desire to have a uniform system, then I 
see no kind of use in pressing this bill further. 
I shall consider the vote on the substitute as a 
test vote on the bill. 

Mr. COX. [ ‘would like to make one sugges- 
tion to the gentleman from Pennsylvania The 
members upon this side of the House desire sep- 
arate votes upon two or three of the amendments 
adopted in Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union. They are in fact contained in the 
substitute of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
or at least it involves the same questions. Thope 
that by unanimous consent the gentleman will 
agree to give us a vote by yeas and nays on the 
i| propositions about taxation, interest, and the 
| Bank of Commerce. 
| Mr. STEVENS. IfI understand the rules of 
|| the House aright, every gentleman has a right to 
| call for a separate vote on each amendment. 
| ‘The SPEA KER. There can bea separate vote 
|; on each amendment. The Chair will state, in or- 
| 


= 


| to-morrow, that if the substitute is moved to-day, 
- and the previous question is sustained upon the 
|| substitute, and the amendments reported from the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union, 
| then the previous question cannot be reconsidered 
until it is exhausted. If the House shall adopt 
a part of the amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union and reject a part, 
the substitute cannot then be altered. If, on the 
contrary, the previous question is demanded on 
| the amendments alone, it willexhaust itself when 
| the amendments are disposed of, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania can then move the sub- 
| stitute in any shape he sees fit. 

| Mr. COX. The vote will first be taken on the 
| amendments reported from the Committee of the 
! Whole on the state of the Union, 
f 
i 
| 


the original bill. i 

i Mr. STEVENS. I now call the previous ques- 

|! tion, and I suppose I had better do it only on the 

| amendments reported by the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROOKS. Will the gentleman from Penn- 


| der that the House may not be taken by surprise f 


The SPEAKER. Certainly, so as to perfect | 


sylvania allow mean äpportunity to saya word? 
because it isthe right and the duty of those of us 

who are opposed tothis whole business to explain 

what we are after. ai 

Mr. STEVENS. I yield for a moment to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BROOKS. Ouropposition to this meastire 
has been manifest. We know. that: the existing 
law will be the law of the country unless some 
farther legislation takes place. We are aware of. 
that; but if this bill is killed the original system 
will in the end, by the action of this Congress, be 
also killed, save as to the existing banks.. What 
we desire is to do away with the 300,000,000 of 
bank currency, and that if the Government de- 
sires more currency it be Jegal-tender currency; 
in other words, that the currency be made by the 
Government and notbythebanks. Thatis what 
we are after. 

Mr. STEVENS. The opnosinon of gentlemen 
upon the other side of the House is perfectly le it-. 
imate. They, of course, were opposed to this 
system from the start, and it is not at all surpris- 
ing that they are opposed to itnow. The gentle- 
men are pursuing a perfectly legitimate and con- 
sistent course in opposing the measures recom- 
mended by the Administration. 

Mr. HOOPER. I want to understand the state- 
ment of the gentleman from New York. I wish 
to know if he meant to include the circulation of 
the State banks algo, and to say that there shall 
be no circulation issued either by these banks or, 
by the State banks, and that the whole circulation 
shall be legal tender? 

Mr. BROOKS. I will explain to the gentle- 
man. My theory,and the theory, I suppose, of 
the gentlemen who are now associated with me, 
is that in this Federal Congress we have nothing 
to do with State banks; that that isa matter for 
State legislation and dependent upon the State 
governments. „We are not legislating for the 
States. What I mean to say is that if the Gov- 
ernment desires more paper money and deems it 
necessary we prefer it in the form of legal tender 
created by the Government rather than in a cur- 
rency created by the banks. 

Mr. HOOPER. What I wish to know is Tf the 
gentleman intends that the State banks shall share 
with the Government the right to furnish this 
circulation? 

Mr. BROOKS. I think I have answered the 
gentleman’s question. 

Mr. STEVENS. I myself would prefer legal 
tender to the circulation of these banks, either 
State or national. I will join with the gentleman 
from New York in a measure of that kind, for the 
issue of'what shall take the place of the circulat- 
ing medium of the banks of this country, 80 as to 
put the legal-tender notes ina better shape and 
make them more beneficial to the Government, 1 
should have some little fear that the gentleman 
from New York will not be able to take enough 
of his friends with him on that side of the House 
to countervail the few genticmen on this side who 
always think and act for themselves, and we 
should lose them both. Hence itis that I am for 
taking a vote on this first; and now I move the 
previous question on the amendments reported 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. COX. Í move that the bill and amend- 
ments, with the substitute of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr, Srevens,] be printed. 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘The substitute is not before 
the House, but if there be no amendment it can 
be ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection; and the bill andamend- 
ments as reported from the Committee ‘of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, together with 
Mr. Srevens’s substitute, were ordered to be 
printed, i 

The SPEAKER. ‘The substitute is received 
for the purpose of being printed, and also to be 
voted on as one of the amendments; but the pre- 
vious question will be exhausted before the third 
reading of the. bill is reached; and then if the gen- 


| tleman from Pennsylvania desires to amend it he 


can do so. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
four o’clock, p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Į move that the House 
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Prayer by Rev. J. J. Marke. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
presenta communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior.. The Chair will also state that the 
communication was received yesterday, but not 
in season to present to the Senate without an in- 
terruption of the ordinary business. 

- The communication was read, as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, April 5, 1864. 

:SırR: [have the honor to inform the Senate, in reply to 
their resolution of this date, that Lain not aware, nor have 
lany reason to believe, that since the passage of a law 
creating the office of warden of the jail in the District of 
Columbia, there has been any neglect or refusal of the mar- 
shal of the District to execute the laws of the District or 
judgments of the court; but, on the contrary, Lam appre- 
hensive that his coutinuing, since the passage of said act, | 
to detain persons in the jail may be regarded as being with- i 
out sufficient authority of law. : . 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, kr: USHER, 

Secretary of the Interior, 


Ion. HaxxiBan HAMLIN, President of the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. Let it lie on the table. 
It wag so ordered, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILKINSON presented nine petitions of 
citizens of Minnesota, praying for the amendment 
of the act of Congress granting lands to that State 
to aid in the construction of railroads, so as to 
allow the building of a road from Winona, via 
St. Peter or Mankato, to the Big Sioux river, 
south of the forty-fifth parallel of north latitude; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

RESOLUTIONS FROM CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. CONNESS. Iholdin my hand, sir, for 

resentation, concurrent resolutions of the Legis- 
ature of the Sute of California, They are some- 
what remarkable, Mr. President, in character, and 
1 shall be pardoned for saying a very few words 
upon their introduction. 

These resolutions relate to the condition of the | 
country, and give expression to the position of 
the people of California upon that great subject. 
They come, too, singularly, or with remarkable 
coincidence, at a time when this body is engaged 
in the consideration of a subject of the greatest 
importance that was ever considered by a delib- 
erative body. I mean the amendment to the Son- 
stitution of the United States providing for the 
expurgation from our political system of the poi- 
son that hasinfected it, providing for the abolition | 
of slavery. 

These resolutions, I say, come at this time as 
ifby a remarkable coincidence, as if prepared by 
the Almighty hand. They come from the farth- 
est-off State in the Union. They come from a 
State that but recently was represented, at least | 
in this body, by halting opinions upon the great | 
national question, ‘They express no mixed opin- 
ions, but are in accord with the progress of the | 
time and theage we livein. Inecd not say, sir, that 
they will be a sufficient expression of my senu- 
ments upon the great question before this bod y— 
I mean the amendment of the national Constitu- 
tion—and I indorse the sentiments and opinions 
they contain. 1 now present them, and ask that 
they be read, and ordered to be printed. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows 


Assembly Concurrent Resolutions, No. 13, 


Resolved by the Assembly, (tha Senate eoncurring,) J. 
That the people of the State of California are uncompro- 
misingly loyal; and that we repudiate the political h 
of State supremacy when brought in conflict with Federal ; 
authority, holding that each has its Ppropersphere; but that | 
in all national atairs the Constitution, and the laws of the | 
United States made in pursuance thereof, are the supreme 
law of the land, and which no State, either by legislation, | 
judicial decision, or otherwise, can disobey, coutrovert, or 
evade, without violating this great fundamental principle 
of our Government, for the maintenance of which the peo- 
ple ofthis State are prepared to die rather than surrender, 

2. ‘That the rebellion is a war of the southern slave-own- 
ing aristocracy against the democracy of the nation, and is 
a blow struck against all free government, 

3. That we indorse all the measures of the Administra- 
tion adopted for the purpose of subduing the present most 
wicked rebellion; and, first, we indorse the abolition of 
slavery in the Distriet of Colambia; second, we jndorse 
the act making free from slavery ali territory betonging to 
the United States; third, we Indorse the confiscation act; 
tourth, we indorse the conscription law; fifth, we indorse 


$ 


the suspension of the writ of habeas corpus; sixth, we in- 
dorse the enlistment of negro soldiers to fight in our na- 
tional armies; seventh, we indorse the noblestand taken 
by President Lincoln, that all who wear the uniform of the 
Union shall receive the same protection; eighth, we indorse 
the financial policy of the Government and the legal-tender 
law as the great administrative measures for successfully 
earrying on the war against the rebellion, and which we 
pledge ourselves to deftnd and uphold; ninth, we fiidorse 
the policy of establishing military governinents in the re- 
volted States, as necessary to enable the President to see 
that the luws therein are faithfully executed; tenth, we 
indorse the act admitting Western Virginia into the Union. 

4, ‘That we indorse the proclamation by the President of 
the United States of January 1, 1863, declaring the slaves 
in all the territory which it covers forever free ; and we hold 
that its operation is not contingent upon the oecupation of 
any territory by the national arms, but that il isset{acting, . 
and gives to each stave afull and complete legal title to free- 
dom, and we will never consent that they shall, for any 
purpose or for any end, be returned to their former condi- 
tion of bondage; but we pledge ourselves to stand by and 
support President Lincoln in his noble determination to 
maintain the plighted faith of the nation inviolate, as ex- 
pressed in his last message, when he says, “f shall not 
attempt to retractor modily the emancipation proclamation, 
nor shall I return to slavery any persou who is free by the 
terms of the proclamation, or by any act of Congress.” 

5. That we indorse the plan of reconstruction as set forth 
in the proclamation of the President, and appended to his 
last message ; first, because it establishes in the rebellious 
States now under the national flag, or that may come under 
it, a rallying point for the organization of all loyal men; 
second, because it guards and protects the emancipated 
slave against the possibility of reénslavement; third, be- 
cause it will enable the United States to practically guar- 
anty to every State to which it applies a repubtican form of 
government, and to protect each of them against invasion ; 
fourth, because it points out a mode by which the deluded 
masses of the rebellious States may return to their alle- 
giance with the restoration of all their rights, while it re- 
serves the right to punish the guilty instigators and leaders 
of the rebellion for the great erime they have committed 5 
fifth, because it provides for the support and protection of 
the freedmen of the rebellious territory A condition pre- 
cedent for pardon and the restoration of forfeited rights 5 
sixth, because it presents a mode by which the national 
authority over every loyal State government may be estab- 
lished, and the State thus restored to its place inthe Union; 
and seventh, bocause it precludes the possibility ofany peace 
which shaltacknowledge the existence or establishment of 
slavery in any part of the rebellious territories covered by 
the emancipation proclamation, 

6. ‘That the proposition of the copperhead members of 
Congress to send commissioners 10 Richmond to sue for 
peace from armed traitors, shonid consign their names to 
eternal Infamy 5 and he who would treat with armed treason 
is himself a traitor, and deserves a traitors punishment. 
California will accept no peace which is not based upon an 
unconditional surrender. 

7. That we indorse their construction of the confisca- 
tion law which has for its object the unconditional forteit- 
ure of the property of the rebels; and our Senators are 
hereby instructed and our Representatives in Congress re- 
quested to urge its adoption. 

8. That we tender our gallant Army and Navy, officers 
and men, the heartfelt thanks of the loyal people of the 
loyal State of California for their glorious achievements, 
for the renown Which they have given to the American 
name; and we guaranty to theim that while they are fighi- 
ing our battles, traitors at home shall not be permitted to 
deprive them of the teast of their civil rights, 


9. “Phat the Presidents proclamation of pardon, as ap- | 


pended to his message, is Hmited to the people of the 
bejlious States, as therein specified, and has no appli 
tion cither to prisoners of war, or to persons who have been 
tried, convicted, and sentenced by the courts of the country. 

10. "Phat the barbarous treatinent of Union prisoners by 
the rebels is without a parallel inthe annals of civili ation, 
and shonld bring down upon them the execrations of the 


whole civilized world; and we hail with delight the recent | 


action of the Government in placing the whole phalanx of 
rebel prisoners under the jurisdiction of General Butler, 
that gr rebel-tanier, and we carnestly invoke such a sys- 
tem of retaliation as will force the barbarism of slavery to 
yield to the humane rules of civilized warfare. 

11. ‘Phat in Abraham Lineoln, President of the United 


| States, we recognize purity of lite, singleness of purpose, 


the far-seeing, conscientious statesman, the uncompromis~ 
ing, Qasuilicd patriot, the aim of whose lile is the preser- 


vation of the Union and the restoration of peace upou the į 


immutable and eternal foundations of freedom, aud free- 


dom onty 5 that to his wisdow, sleepless watchfulness, un- | 


selfish patriotism, prompt action, and determined will to 
pursue the right and abandon the wrong, the people of these 
United States are indebted for the proud position which 
they this day occupy on the great map of nations; that 
when we consider the fiery ordeal through which this man 
of the people has passed unscathed and nntainted, it is not 
strange that public confidence in him should remain un- 
shaken; and that while we revere and honor other noble 
patriots who have performed so weil their several parts in 
this great drama, the people still look to Abraham Lincoln 
as the instrument selected by Providence to lead their 
country in safety through all its perils, and restore it agaia 
to a peace in which no element of discord shall be found, 
and that we do most heartily favor his re‘lection. 

12. Resolved, ‘That his Excellency, the Governor, be re- 
quested to transinit copies of these resolutions to the Pres- 
ident of the United States, and to each of our Senators and 


| Representatives in Congress. 


'The resolutions were laid on the 
dered to be printed, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


table, and or- 


A message from tbe House of Representatives, | 


by Mr. McPuenson, its Clerk, announced that 


lief of George W. Murray; in which the concurs 
rence of the Senate was requested. 


TRANSFERS FROM THE ARMY TO THE NAVY, 


Mr. GRIMES asked, and by unanimous cons 
“sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
218) to repeal a joint resolution therein named, 
| which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GRIMES. I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate while I state in one word the purpose of 
the bill which I have introduced, and then if any 
Senator thinks it ought to be referred toa commit- 
tee for further cousideration, I shall interpose no 
objection; but I think it is very important that it 
| be passed immediately, and I think there can be 
a perfect comprehension of the subject that is in- 
tended to be embraced in it, without any reference. 

It will be remembered that in the enrollment bill 
there are five sections that relate to the transfer of 
seamen from the Army tothe Navy, which passed, 
I believe, by the unanimous vote of both bodies; 
During the pendency of that bill, and before it was 
passed, a joint resolution was passed by Congress 
on the same general subject, supposing that the 
joint resolution would be able to reach the Presi- 
dent, and be approved before the enrollment bill 
could reach him. They were both, in fact, ap- 
proved on the same day; but the joint resolution, 
in some respects, conflicts with the enrollment bill, 
and prevents its being carried into execution, the 
result of which has been that not one seaman has 
been transferred from the Army to the Navy. ‘The 
purpose now is merely to repeal that joint resolu- 
tion, and let the whole matter stand upon the law 
| as embraced within the enrollment bill, to which 
I think there can be no objection on the part of 
any one. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know exactly what the 
object sought to be attained by this bill is; but I 
want now simply to make a statement in regard 
to this subject of procuring seamen. There does 
not seem to be an entire uniformity of opinionat 
| the Navy Department upon the subject. f was 
at the Department not many days ago, and the 
Secretary made to me substantially the same state- 
ment which he afterwards made in a letter ad- 
dressed to you, sir, as the President of ihe body. 
The next day—and all this occurred within ten 
days past—as I was coming up to the Capitol, I 
met a couple of gentlemen, members of the other 
House, one of whom I supposed to be upon the 
Naval Committee, but it turns out that he was 
upon the Ways and Means Committee, a mem- 
ber from the State of Iowa; and I mentioned to 
him this difficulty of the Secretary and expressed 
a wish that some speedy action might be taken 
by Congress in order to supply this deficiency. 
This was Hon. Mr. Kasson, Mr. Kasson re- 
marked to me that he had within a day or two 
received an application from the State of Lowa for 
| permission to open a naval rendezvous in Lowa, 
and that he thought there might bea considerable 
number of sailors recruited there; that he sent it 
| to the Navy Department, and it was referred to 
| the Bureau of Equipment and Reeruiting—L{ be- 
lieve that is the name of the bureau—of which a 
Mr. Smith at presentis the chief ad interim; and 
that Mr. Smith, as chief of the Bureau of Recruit- 
ing and Equipment, had written back word to him 
declining to give any such authority, and express- 
ing the opinion that the Department would have 
sailors enough under the recent enactment of 
Congress. 

I confess it was a matter of a good deal of sur- 
prise to me to learn that such a letter had been 
received by Mr, Kasson, and I addressed a note 
to the Secretary of the Navy asking for a copy 
of the correspondence. I reecived an answer that 
; the letter of Mr. Kasson making the application 
had been returned to him, and they had not got 
it; but the answer of the chief of the Bureau of 
Equipmentand Recruiting was sent, and was sub- 


it stantially what I have now stated it to be, declin- 


ing to make any appointment of a rendezvous for 
recruiting sailors inthe West, and expressing the 
opinion that under the existing legislation they 
would have sailors enough. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) Is there any objection to the present 
consideration of this bill?” ‘The Senator from 
lowa having introduced it has asked unanimous 
consent for its present consideration, If no ob- 
jection be interposed, it is before the Senate as 
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in Committee of the Whole, and open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. I object to its consideration this 
morning, . 

Mr. GRIMES. I hope the Senator will with- į 
draw his objection until | make a statement. _ 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr.GRIMES, Anerroneousimpression might 
perhaps be created by the remarks of the Senator | 
from New Hampshire without some explanation. 
My colleague in the House of Representatives like- 
wise told me that he had made an application to 
have a naval rendezvous opened at Des Moines, 
the capital of my State, one hundred and fifty 
miles in the interior, where not only there are no 
sailors but there are not even boatmen. ‘They 
might obtain landsmen by opening a recruiting | 
station there; but! do not suppose twenty sailors 
could be obtained in the whole State of Iowa. 
That is not the want of the Navy Department; 
it is not a transfer of landsmen that is authorized 
by either the enrollment law or the joint resolu- 
tion; it is the transfer of seamen and ordinary 
seamen, technical terms that apply to men who 
have been in the naval service or who have been 
mariners heretofore, and who have reached a cer- | 
tain degree of proficiency. 

The application of my colleague to have a re- 
cruiting office opened there, and the denial of 
Commander Smith who isin charge of the Bureau 
of Equipment and Recruiting, only applied, there- 
forc, to the subject of procuring landsmen, for 
nobody supposed they could get any sailors there, | 

Mr. WILSON. [Low many sailors are wanted? | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection has | 
been made to the present consideration of this 
joint resolution. i 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 understand from my friend 
who sits at my side [Mr. Fosrer] that the Senator 
from New Hampshire has no right to object to 
the consideration of this resolution, after having 
gone on and debated it; but I shall not raise that 

uestion, The gentleman is charged with the con- 
duet of. naval affairs by the Senate, and if he 
chooses to put the bill over, the responsibility is 
on him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The debate 
having proceeded so long without objection, the 
Chair must, if that point is raised, hold that the 
right to object was waived by the protracted de- 
bate which has taken place, and the billis before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
open to amendment. 

Mr.GRIMES. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asked me what is the number of sailors that 
will be required. I understand that they will re- 
quire about twelve thousand sailors; that there are 
now nearly forty vessels which are entirely pre- 
pared for sea and only waiting for their crews, and 
there are several thousand applications from men 
jn the Army who desire to be transferred to the 
Navy. The Vice President informed me to-day 
of some neighbors of his who have made appli- 
cation within a day or two to him to be trans- 
ferred. I hada Ictter a day or two ago from a 

entleman who is going out in command of the 

roquois, in which he said thata man who had 
been for twenty-one years a seaman in men-of- 
war was now ina New York cavalry regiment in 
the city of Baltimore, utterly disqualified for the 
erformance of the duties of a cavalry soldier, 
put well qualified for duties on board a man-of- 
war, One of Farragut’s gunner’s mates, who 
was on the Richmond at the taking of New Or- 
leans, is also in that cavalry regiment, and has 
applied to be transferred and wants to go on the 


| it was not made to the Naval Committee. 


Iroquois. But as it now stands we cannot get 
them transferred for two reasons: first, the joint 
resolution declares that no man shall be trans- 
ferred if it will reduce the complementof the com- 
pany or the regiment below its regular comple- 
ment; and second, it requires that the Sceretary of 
the Navy shall refund to the War Department the 
amount of bounty that may have been received 
by the reernit who seeks to be transferred, and 
the Secretary of the Navy has no fund from 
which thatmoneycan be paid. The whole thing 
is provided for in the enrollment law satisfactorily 
to all parties. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from lowa 
will allow me to suggest that I have read in the 
newspapers within a day or two what purported 
to be an order from the War Department rescind - 
ing previous orders that prevented the transfer. 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| i 
j 
| 
| 


| with Hon. Mr. Kasson. 


where the company would be reduced below a 
certain number. : 
Mr. GRIMES. I know it. f 
Mr. CONNESS. Those orders are the law. 
They cannot rescind the law by an order. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave seen an order pub- | 


lished rescinding the old orders. 7 
Mr. GRIMES. Ihave that order here in my 

hand now, but it is in exact conflict with the law; 

and I do not think we ought to eall on the Pro- 


| vost Marshal General to interfere with or Setaside 


a law of Congress. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. By no means. I do not 
think he has-any right to issue such an order, if 
that is so. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iunderstand it to be in oppo- 
sition to that act. I want to clear this thing up. 

Mr. CONNESS. Mr. President, I introduced 
the joint resolution which it is now proposed to 
repeal. I did it to facilitate the transfer of sailors 
to the Navy. A grenat deal of work preceded the 
introduction of that resolution. It was difficult 
to get the War Department to agree upon any 
terms to the transfer of sailors in the Army tothe 
naval service. I succeeded finally in bringing 
abouta conference between the Secretaries of those 
Departments. I stated, when the resolution was 
introduced, that it was the joint product.of the 
heads of those Departments. It contained the 
provision described by the Senator from Iowa, 
namely: that no transfer should be made which 
should reduce the company or regiment below its 
complement; and up to this time it has been en- 
tircly ineffective in obtaining men for the Navy. 
There are now not less than thirty ships waiting 
men, and I cannot conceive why there should be 
any objection to the repeal of that resolution, 
which stands in the way of it. The needs of the 
nation for seamen are great, very much greater 
than for soldiers. The men desire to be trans- 


ferred; and I believe all parties now agrec that it | 


should be done without delay. 
may be allowed to pass. 

Mr. HALE. In justice to myself I desire to 
say a single word. 

When this bill was mtroduced I objected toits 
consideration. The Senator from Iowa asked me 
to withdraw it to enable him to make an expla- 
nation, which I did, and then it was decided that 
it was too late for me to make the objection. That 
is the way it stands. I presume that is the strict 
enforcement of the rule, but it is different from 
what I had understood it to be. 

In regard to this matter, let me say that I think 
ordinarily the most correct mode for the Depart- 
ment would be to make their wishes known 
through the regular channels of communication; 
but if they see fit to adopt a different course it is 
not for me to find fault. The resolution now pro- 
posed to be repealed, I believe, was passed with- 
out being referred to the Naval Committee, and I 


I hope this bill 


do not know that it was referred to any committee. 


Mr. CONNESS. Notat all. 
Mr. HALE. When] saw thiscommunication 


| of the Secretary, made to the Vice President, I 


called upon the Secretary at that time, although 
We 
had previously received a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy, in which he informed 
us that there was a pending amendment in the 
House that he thought would answer all the pur- 
pose. When this letter was published I called 
upon the Secretary, and I told him, if there was 
any communication, or any suggestion, or any 
measure he wanted, if he would communicate it, 
he should have my ready and earnest coöperation 
in producing the legislation which he desired to 
effect this purpose. He expressed himselfunable 


then to say what he did want. It was on that | 
day or the next, on coming to the Capitol, that 


I had the conversation that has been referred to 
The letter from Mr. 
Smith, which I now have in my hands, is as fol- 
lows: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU or EQUIPMENT AND RECRUITING, 
W asmxerox, D. C., March 23, 1854. 

Sır: Tn reply to the inclosed letter from Mr. Jacks, fam 
directed to say that the Navy does not commission any per- 
son to obtain recruits. 

it is expected that under the caroliment act recently 


| passed enough men will be obtained to man our vessels, 


ent servant, 
A. N. SMITH, 
Chief of Bureau, ad interim. 


Hon. J. A. Kasson, House of Representatives. 


Lam, sir, respectfully, your obedi 


Mr. CONNESS.. Will the Senator.permit.me _, 
to say. one-word? - é : 
Mr. HALE. | Certainly. : 

Mr. CONNESS, That is precisely the opinion 
of the Department, that under the enrollmentact 
they can obtain the men; but the jointresolution . 
now proposed to be repealed by the Senator from.. 
Iowa stands in the way of the enrollment act, and 
the repeal of that joint resolution entirely coin ; 
cides with the opinion of all parties that then they. : 
will be enabled to obtain the number of men.re-> 
quired. : 

I may be permitted to say, with the permission 
of the Senator, that it is to be regretted if there 
is not an entire accordance between the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs and the Department, | will 
say no more ön that point; but the public service . 
ought not to suffer as it really is suffering at-the 
present time. 

Again, with the liberality of the Senator, I might 
state here very properly that but one vessel has 
yet beensent to the Pacific, and none can be sent 
there, where they are demanded, where there is 
an urgent need for them, for the want of men. 

Mr. HALE. All I can say is, that if there is 
any want of concurrence in action between the 
committee and the Department, itis not my fault. 
I called on the Secretary before I saw this com-: 
munication and expressed to him my full concur- 
rence in any measure he would recommend and 
my desire to do anything he wanted. In pursu- 
ance of that feeling I had this conversation with 
these two members of the House of Representa- 
tives as they were coming to the Capitol, and I 
was assured by them, to my utter astonishment, 
that the chiefof the Bureau of Equipment and Re- 
cruiting had said that under the enrollment act 
recently passed enough men would be obtained 
to man our vessels. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is very manifest from 
the discussion which has taken place here this 
morning that we have involyed ourselves and the 
public service in difficulty by the passage of hasty 
resolutions here which have not had the consid- 
eration of any committee of this body., The Sen- 
ator from California comes in here this morning 
and tells us that he gota resolution passed which 
it seems never went to any committee at all, and 
now he asks to have it repealed because it stands 
in the way of accomplishing the object which it 
is desired to accomplish. 1 think it should be a 
warning to us to avoid this hasty and inconsid- 
erate legislation, and to refer all these measures 
to their appropriate committees. I move that the 
proposition now pending be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. Letus act understand- 
ingly; not introduce a resolution and pass it one 
day and then come in another day to repeal it be- 
cause it is in the way of accomplishing the very 
object which it is desired to accomplish. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [agree with the Senator 
as to the propriety of the reference of bills in nearly 
all cases; but here when the Senator who intro- 
duced the joint resolution proposed to be repealed, 
and who is perfectly familiar with it, says that it 
has entirely failed to accomplish the purposes 
which he designed; and not only that but it stands 


| in the way of legislation which has been carefully 


prepared and agreed upon; that itis only a stum- 
bling block, and that is the opinion of the Navy 
Department and the Senator from Iowa who has 
introduced this bill, it strikes me there is no great 
danger in repealing the resolution, because it 
leaves the law to stand as it was designed to stand. 

I should not have interposed a word had I not 
been aware of this difficulty that has existed with 
reference to the transfer of men to the Navy, owing 
to this joint resolution, and that it was really in 
the way of legislation which was thoughtfully 
and deliberately provided in order to accomplish 
the great purpose,and were I notalso aware fur- 
ther of the extreme necessity, the very pressing 
necessity, that exists for immediate action in that 
particular in order to get our vessels to sea. What 
has been said by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire is perfectly consistent with that state of the 
case. Mr. Smith says simply that he objects to 
establishing a recruiting office up in the interior 
of Lowa,and he says it is expected that they will 
be able to obtain all the men needed under. this 
enrollment act. He does not refer. to this joint 
resolution, and he undoubtedly was not at the 
time aware of the effect of the joint resolution, 
and therefore expected; as everybody else. did, 
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and what everybody concedes will undoubtedly 
be the case, that under the enrollment act you will 
accomplish all the purposes which you designed 
to accomplish. 

Í therefore suggest to my friend from Illinois 
whether it is not best, under the circumstances, 
or whether it would not be quite safe to let this bill 
passat once, because the worst that can happen is 
to take out of the way a resolution whichall who 
were connected with its passage admit has entirely 
failed to accomplish the purpose designed, and 
leave the deliberate legislation of Congress on that 
point to its expected results and effects. I think 
we had better act upon it now. 

Mr. HOWARD. Ido not think that the pub- 
lic service will suffer by the short delay that may 
intervene between its reference and the report of 
the committee. It is-a matter manifestly of great 
importance; and the Committee on Naval Affairs 
appears to be the appropriate committee to have 
it under consideration. I hope, therefore, the 
motion to refer will prevail, and that the commit- 
tee will report upon it at an early day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
takes priority. The question is on referring the 
bill to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CONNESS. I regret toexpress any wish 
in opposition.to the desire of the Senator from 
Hlinois; but I really cannot see any purpose or 
result but delay and injury to the public service 
by referring this bill now. ł shall say no more. 
L-hope it will not be referred. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam a little surprised at 
the Senator from California, and the course he 
takes in this matter. He states that he came in 
here with a joint resolution, the joint product of 
the War and Navy Departments, and at his in- 

stance, without any reference to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, he got that resolution passed 
—just the thing they wanted. Now,sir, we-had 
that kind of legislation once. If that resolution 
had been referred, ag it ought to have been, we 
should not be in this difficulty. I haveno doubt 
the Senator from California supposed when he 
was urging the passage of the joint resolution 
which he now seeks to repeal, that he was ren- 
deving the best service he could to the country. 
He thought that joint resolution was the very 
thing necessary. He made us all believe so. He 
got it through this body, and through Congress, 
without any reference at all. Now, as it is the 
case with all of us, he finds he was mistaken. He 
thinks now that he is exactly right; that if we re- 
peal it, it will all come right. I hope he is cor- 
rect, and that he will now accomplish the object 
he desires by repealing that joint resolution, and 
that it was a mistake and nothing but a mistake 
when he got us to pass it the other day, 

But having been mistaken once in regard to it, 
itis barely possible that he may not be correct 
now. This is no way for us to legislate. Ifwe 
have a Committee on Naval Affairs, and meas- 
ures of this kind are brought in here, we ought 
to refer them to that committee. ‘Ihe matter may 
be reported back as soon as possible. Ido not 
wish to delay ita day. I would not delay ita 
moment, and am as anxious to promote the pub- 
lic service in this respect as the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia or any one else; but I think we shall pro- 
mote it best by doing business in the regular and 
ordinary way; am therefore L must insist on my 
motion to refer this bill to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. CONNESS. The effect of the Senator’s 
last remarks, as well as the evident purpose of 
them, was not so much to cause the reference of 
this subject now as to prove me inconsistent, 
hasty, and inconclusive in my attempt at legisla- 
tion. I think the Senator, were he in my place, 
conceding him all the distinguished ability that I 


do, could not at that time have done any better | 


than I did; and I do not think that I deserve the 
strictures of the Senator this morning. 

What were the facts then? The enrollment 
bill was hanging between the two Houses. Other 
questions were pressing upon Congress. There 
was no certainty of getting a vote upon-that bill 
within a reasonable time. The State that I in 
part represent here stood naked and exposed to 
any hostile ship that might come upon that coast. 
The Navy Department had waiting at Hampton 

` Roads a splendid new ship to send there wanting 
her complement by sixty men, and those sixty 
men could not be obtained by special requisitions 


that had been sent to all the cities on the Atlantic 
seaboard by the Navy Department. The War 
Department, up to that period of time, would not 
agree that any legislation should be had to trans- 
fer seamen found in the military service to the 
Navy. It was by my importunities perhaps en- 
tirely that they agreed to the form of legislation 
contained in the joint resolution, namely, that 
such a transfer might be obtained and made upon 
the payment by the Navy to the War Department 
of the bounty that the sailors had received when 
they had enlisted, and provided additionally that 
the said transfer should not reduce the number 
of men requisite to form the regular complement 
of a company or regiment in the service. 

These were the best terms that I could obtain 
at that time; and in view of the position that the 
enrollment bill occupied between the two Houses 
of Congress and the questions that were involved 
in it, whether we should conscript and draft negro 
slaves in the States or not, I felt it to be my prime 
duty toaimat the passage and obtainment of such 
legislation as could be obtained at that time to 
facilitate the transfer of men from the Army to 
the Navy. I appeal to the Senator and ask him 
whether I acted in the dark, whether I acted in- 
considerately, or whether I did not act as care- 
fully as he could have acted under the same cir- 
cumstances? 

I make this response to the Senator because the 
burden of his remarks was to show the Senate 
that I am inconsiderate, or was on that occasion, 
in my action and legislation. And now thata 
general principle shall be carried out, when it is 
clear to the mind of every Senator that there is 
nothing to be gained by the reference, the Sena- 
tor demands that the usual course in legislation 
be pursued, and that this subject be referred, when 
you have thirty ships lying idle and the enemy’s 
vessels—I mean the blockade runners—are going 
in daily and nightly to Wilmington. You have 
thirty ships lying at your wharves for the want 
of men, It is plainly stated by all parties that 
the conditions imposed by the War Department 
in that joint resolution which passed Congress 
now stand in the way, and they are willing to 
give way and allow the more liberal and proper 
legislation found in the enrollment bill to have 
force and effect. | 

Now, | ask Senators whether they are going 
simply to follow “red tape” far enough to send 
this subject toacommittee when there is nocarthly 
need of it, and the committee in the performance 
of their duty can but report it back and recom- 
mend its passage. Personally, it matters nothing 
to me what course the Senate may take in regard 
to this question beyond the deep interest that I 
feelas a Scnator and a citizen that this usefal 
and necessary work be done, and done at once. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no disposition cer- 
tainly to show any inconsistency of the Senator. 
I merely used the case that was before us as the 
best illustration I could think óf to show the im- 
propriety of this species oflegislation. The Sen- 
ator from California is not responsible for it alto- 
gether, I understand him to say that this was 
the joint production of the War and Navy De- 
partments. The heads of the Departments ap- 
proved it. 

Mr. CONNESS. And the best result that 
could then be obtained, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then it would seem that 
so far as he is concerned he took all the pains he 
could; but I think it would have. been much bet- 
ter if he had referred that joint resolution to the 
appropriate committee. | do not know that i 
understand the Senator exactly. He speaks of 


j the enrollment bill as hanging between the two 


Houses, and that this joint resolution was brought 
in at a time when the enroliment bill had not been 
passed, and it was not known whether it would be 
assed, and it was the best that then could be done. 
if the enrollment bill passed subsequently to the 


| joint resolution, as a matter of course the joint 


resolution is notinthe way of it. Thejointresolu- 
tion having passed before the enrollmentbill, there 
is no occasion to repeal it because of its interference 
with the enrollment bill, ; 
Mr. CONNESS. That is a question with the 
Departments. 
‘Mr. TRUMBULL. Therecan be no question 
about the construction, that the last law on any 
subject repeals and prevails over all former laws 


and joint resolutions that are inconsistent with it. 


Mr. GRIMES. They were approved the same 
day. = 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If they were approved the 
same day, then it appears that the joint resolution 
was not passed before. 

Mr.GRIMES. Allow me to say one word. 
When the Senator from California brought in his 
resolution, he stated to the Senate that it was for 
a temporary purpose, that the steamer Wateree 
was then lying at Old Point Comfort on her way 
to California, and lacked sixty men to complete 
her complement. He had the idea that he could 
pass that resolution that afternoon through both 
Houses of Congress, as he told me, andas | think 
he told the Senate, and that with the aid of that 
resolution they would be able to complete the 
complement of that ship. 

Mr. CONNESS. And she has gone. 

Mr.GRIMES. Expecting that the enrollment 
bill would stand as the permanent law of the land, 
he had the joint resolution passed asa temporary 
measure. Now, all that is asked is to repeal that 
joint resolution, which was only introduced and 

assed to accomplish a temporary purpose, and 
et the enrollment law stand. ° 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That may be very proper, 
and the Senator from lowa has examined it and 
thinks itis. I have very great confidence in his 
opinion about it. The Senator from California 
has examined it, and he thinks that is all that is 
necessary; but they both assume that the rest of 
us know just as much about it as they do. That 
is not so. I confess that I do not know much 
aboutit. I have confidence in their statements in 
regard to it, but I should be much better satisfied, 
and Í think the Senate would be better satisfied, 
to have’a proposition of this kind go to the ap- 
propriate committee; and I submit to those gen- 
tlemen, is it not proper that it should go there? 
I cannot understand why it is not. I know not 
why we have a Naval Committee if the matters 
appropriate for that committee are not to go be- 
fore it. It does seem to me that it is appropriate 
and proper that it should go there, and I think 
we had best not set such an example as to legis- 
late upon a bill of this kind, introduced and passed 
in the morning hour, withéut the consideration of 
any committee at all; not but that it may be right 
in this instance; but if the Senator from lowa 
does it to-day I may do it to-morrow upon some 
other question, and another Senator the nextday 
upon some other. The precedent is a bad one, 
It will occasion no considerable delay to let the 
bill go to the committee and be reported back, and 
the only reason that I referred to the action in 
regard to the other joint resolution was as an ex- 
ample to show the impropriety of this species of 
legislation, and not to make any point upon the 
Senator from California, whose patriotism I know 
and appreciate as much as any one, and whose 
earnest desire to serve the country is manifest 
upon all occasions where it is proper for him to 
speak. I only wish that business may be done 
in the appropriate manner, and that the proper 
business for our committees may go to the appro- 
priate committees, 

Mr. GRIMES. When I introduced this bill 
this morning I stated that if there was any ob- 
jection to its immediate consideration I would not 
press the bill at this time. There was no objec- 
tion, The Senator from New Hampshire says 
that he objected, but nobody heard him until after 
he had made a speech on the subject of the bill. 
1 then inferred that the bill was to be taken into 
consideration, 1 concur fully with the opinion of 
the Senator from Illinois that bills ought to be 
referred to committees, and I should have been 
perfectly content to let this bill -be referred if it 
nad not been understood that we were to go on 
with the consideration of it, although there is no 
particular reason why this should be referred ‘at 
this time, forit only repealsa joint resolution that 


i was acknowledged to be a temporary law to ac- 


complish a particular purpose, and let the general 
law on the same subject stand, that law which 
has been thoroughly digested and fully under- 
stood by everybody. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It can be reported back 
and come up in the morning. 

Mr. GRIMES. I am not certain of that. I 
have had several bills referred to the Naval Com- 
mittee which are slumbering there, and I do not 
know how long they will remain there. They have 
been neither reported favorably nor adversely. 
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Mr. HALE. Before the question of reference 
is put, as there has been an imputation made 
upon the committee, I want simply in justice to 
myself to say that if the Senator from Iowa thinks 
he has suffered from not having bills that he has 
had referred to the committee attended to, it would 
have been better if he had attended a single meet- 
ing of the committee himself, and not confine his 
discharge of duty to finding fault here on the floor 
of the Senate with what. the committee do when 
he has not favored them with his presence once. 

Mr.GRIMES. Asto myattention tothe com- 
mittee, that is a personal matter of which the 
Senator from New Hampshire has no jurisdic- 
tion. If I choose to serve on that committee, it 
is a matter that pertains to my own considera- 
tion. IfI do hot, I am not aware that the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire has anything to do 
about it. 


1 have only to say that on the 14th of Decem- | 


ber last I introduced a bill in relation to this sub- 
ject of transferring seamen, and it contained a 
provision allowing all the towns throughout New 

ngland to have their recruitments in the Navy 
credited to their military quotas; and after that 
bill had slumbered many weeks in the Naval Com- 
mittee, I got an opportunity to append it as an 
amendment to the bill introduced by the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wixson,], in regard to 
calling out the national forces. Several days after 
it had been incorporated into that bill, and become 
a part of it, the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs came in with my bill, and proposed 
to report it, when I gave him the information, 
which seemed to be the first time he had ever re- 
ceived it, that it had already, so far as the Senate 
was concerned, become a law. Here is another 
bill upon the same subject, and I am not in- 
formed that the Naval Committee will move with 
any greater celerity in reporting this bill back to 
the Senate than they did in reporting that bill back. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning 
hour having expired, it is incumbent upon the 
Chair to call up the unfinished business of yes- 
terday as the special order taking precedence of 
all other business, and that is the joint resolution 
(S. No. 16) proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, upon which the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Hartan] is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. CONNESS. I hope the Senator from lowa 
will yield to allow us to get a vote on this ques- 
tion, and dispose of it. There will be no more 
debate. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have no objection that the 
special order shall be passed over informally if 
the vote can be taken on this subject. 

Mr. CONNESS. I only want a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Chair will 
lay aside the special order if there beno objection. 
{[" Agreed.’’] The question is on the motion to 
refer the bill introduced by the Senator from lowa 
to the Committee on Naval A ffairs. 

The motion was agreed to; ayes twenty-three, 
noes not counted. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 
. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 


sumed the consideration of the joint resolution | 


(S. No. 16) proposing amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the pending ques- 


tion being on the amendment reported by the 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, the measure 
now pending proposes an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States. Before this joint 

resolution can become effective it must be passed 
by a two-thirds vote of each branch of Congress 
and receive the approval of the Legislatures of 
three fourths of the States. It cannot then be ob- 
jeeted to on constitutional grounds, for the Con- 
stitution itself provides for this mode of amend- 
ment, Nor can an objection be well taken to the 
action of the Senate at this time on accountof the 
rebellious condition of a majority of the people 
of some of the States of the Union, as has been 
urged from the other side of the Chamber, for it 
is not contemplated to exclude those States from 
account in estimating the majority of votes of the 
Legislatures of the States. ‘There are thirty-five 
States now in the Union, counting those that have 
rebelled, It is expected that three more may be 
introduced during the coming year, making thirty- 
eight in all. Three fourths of those, omitting 


$ 


fractions, would be twenty-nine. -There are now 
twenty-five States represented in Congress. fn- 
cluding the three new States that probably will 
be introduced we should have twenty-eight, and 


| we learn that the State of Arkansas, the State of 
Louisiana, and also the State of Tennessee are 


preparing to resume the seats that their Senators 
and Representatives vacated two or three years 
since, giving us thirty-one States in-all, two more 
than would be necessary to secure a constitutional 
majority of all the States, counting those that have 
rebelled. Others may also resume their accus- 
tomed places in time to vote on this proposition; 
in fact, all may do so if. they so-decide. But if 
any should not they would have no just right to 
complain; for such as might dissent agreed in en- 
tering the Union to abide by such amendments as 
three fourths of the States should desire, notwith- 
standing the objections ofa minority not greater 
than one fourth. Nor could they plead exemp- 
tion on account of disability to act occasioned by 
their own rebellion, for it is a settled principle of 
Jaw that no one has aright to plead or take ad- 
vantage of his own wrong. And if not, he may 
not plead a disability growing out of his own 
wrong. And it is contemplated that all shall be 


-counted as opposing the amendment who do not 


vote for it. If any of the disabled States would, 
if the disability did not exist, support the meas- 
ure, they could not complain of its adoption, and 
if they would in that case vote against It, and are 
counted against it, they would have no cause of 
complaint. Then, as it seems to me an argu- 
ment on the constitulionality of this measure 
would be misapplied, the simple question is pre- 
sented to the Senate of the propriety of the policy 
suggested by the amendment contained in the 
joint resolution, and it is on that question that I 
propose briefly to address the Senate. 

Ought this policy to be adopted by the United 
States? Ought the Constitution of the United 
States to be so amended as to abolish slavery or 
to prevent the existence of slavery in all the 
States of the Union? 

It is insisted from some quarters, and has been 
suggested in discussion here on the floor of the 
Senate, that any provision of a Constitution 
which would interfere with the rights of individ- 
ual members of the community to private prop- 
erty should be rejected; that the right to property 
does not originate in the Constitution or laws, that 
it existed preceding the organization of society, 
and that t 
society must have been to protect, among other 
things, the right of the individual to his private 
possessions. And I accede to the truth of this 
allegation. I have attempted to enforce it on the 
floor of the Senate when other questions were be- 
ing discussed. I do not betieve it would be good 
policy for the people of any State or any nation 
to incorporate a provision in their fundamental 
law that would abrogate the private rights of in- 
dividuals. Concede their power to do so, Í think the 
policy would be wrong. Hence I proceed to in- 
quire into the nature of the title to the kind of 
property which would be affected by the adoption 
of the amendment proposed in the joint resolution 
—the foundation on which the claim to property in 


the service of others as slavesis based ;and in doing | 


so it will not be amiss, { trust, to state that it is 
conceded, I think, by the writers on elementary 
law that property was originally the gift of God; 
that the title of the individual to property origin- 
ates in the labor and skill and toil which he uses in 
reducing it to possession and in enhancing its value 
after it may have been rightfully acquired; that 
each member of society has the right to go to the 
common storehouse of ocean and field or forest, 


and draw from the common supplies; thatall may | 


enjoy this right alike, but that when any individ- 


ual of society shall, by tbe application of labor ! 
of the 


and skill, acquire the possession of an l 
products of the sea, fields, forest, or of the air, 


so much as has been thus rightfully reduced to | 


possession becomes his personal private property. 
it is also conceded, 1 chile, by all that the in- 
creased value of those possessions growing out 
of labor and skill on the part of the possessor 
belongs to the person who has applied the labor, 
To assert the reverse would be equivaient to de- 


nying the tide of the Almighty to the workman- | 


“ship of His bands; for what better right can there 
be to property than the right of the creator to the 
thing which he has made? If the individual, then, 


Ee great object of the organization of 


| itwould be wrong to pun 


} 


| should no longer be maintained 


has:by hislaboror skill created an additional value 
to the thing rightfully possessed, his title ought to 
be considered absolute. i 
Now, Mr. President, this principle may beap- 
plied tothe title or right of individuals to the:ser- 
vice of another, whether claimed under am ex- 
press oran implied contract. That property ma 
exist in the services of others will hardly -be-sert- 
ously questioned. ‘The right of property in mañ, 
as such, is sometimes denied, but Lthink this-is 
rather a technical than a real objection. think 


-all admit that tide to the service of men may: be 


acquired by contracts both express and implied. 
It is certainly so with the title of the parent to 
the services of his children during the years of 
aheir minority. All people, savage, civilized, and 
enlightened, admit that the parent may rightfully 
control the services of his own offspring for'a 
given period; he may apply their labor for his 
own benefit, or he may contract for its perform- 
ance for the benefit of another. Butit is univer- 
sally admitted that this right of the parent to con- 
trol the services of his child grows out of the ap- 
plication of labor and skill and means on his part 
in providing food, raiment, and shelter, andin- 
struction for the child during the years of the 
child’s helplessness, and that having received this 
bounty from the parent the child is under obliga- 
tions to return an equivalent; he is under obliga- 
tions to serve the father and the mother until he 
shall have restored. to them an equivalent for the 
labor and means that they have applied for his 
welfare during the period of his inability to serve 
and_ protect himself. In this country itis sup- 
poséd that this obligation is discharged by the 
offspring in from eighteen to twenty-one years 
from the date of birth. I think in no civilized 
country is the period of minority extended be- 
yond the age of twenty-five years. When once 
this obligation shall have been discharged by the 
child and the period of his minority shall have 
been terminated, the reason for the obligation 
ceasing, the child acquires a right to contro} his 
own labor. The same principle, | think, is in- 
volved in the title of the community to the ser- 
vice of paupers and vagrants. Having provided 
him with shelter, food, raiment, and protection, 
the community acquires a right, a just title tothe 
service of the pauper or the vagrant until it shall 
have received in return a just ao for the 
means thus applied for his benefit. 

The same principle fs involved in express con- 
tracts. itis held, I believe, by all jurists that 
a contract without consideration is void; or at 
least it is voidable on proving the absence or fail- 
ure of consideration, Then there isno difference 
in principle between an express and an implied 
contract; the validity of both depends on the ex- 
istence of a consideration rendered. This leads 
me to inquire for the origin of the title of the slave- 
holder to the services of the slave. Whence did 
it originate? What has he done for his slaves 
that places them under obligations to serve him? 
If you press this question he will say that he 
bought his slave. Well, of whom did he buy 
him, and what title had the vender to the propert 
sold? He bought him of another, and so bac 


| in the chain of title until finally you will be told 


that he conquered him on the battle-field; he was 
a captive in war; and the conqueror on the battle- 
ficid acquired the right to control the vanquished, 
the prisoner; and according to the usage of civil- 


i ized nations this right would continue until the 


prisoner thus captured is fairly exchanged, or 
until the end of the war, when the prisoner would 
have toabide the conditions of the terms of peace. 

Now, I will suppose that the prisoners thus cap- 
tured aré never exchanged; that no termsare ever 
agreed upon; that the war never ends, or that in 
setting the conditions of peace the freedom of the 
prisoner is not included; and then it will follow 
that the title of the victor to the vanquished would 
continue during his natural life; but the captor 
could not,onany principles of justice with which 
we are acquainted, extend his claim beyond this 
period. And if not, whence his title to the ser- 


i vices of the captive’s offspring, from generation 


According to our ideas of justice, 
ish a child for the crimes 
of his father; it would be very cruel to visit on 
the offspring the misfortune of the parent. We 
are told by the divine writer that the saying 

in Israel that the 


nd that the chil- 


to generation? 


fathers have- eaten sour grapes 8 
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dren’s teeth are set on edge. Whence, then, the 
origin of the slaveholder’s title to the services. of 
the slave’s children? Here is the only answer 
that can be given: Partus sequitur ventrem. This 
is the whole title, the title-deed: the offspring 
follows the condition of the mother. 

But why is the offspring required to follow the 
‘condition of the parent? is the question at issue. 
On.what reason is this claim founded? To as- 
sert the existence of the custom, in law Latin, is 
not.an answer to the inquiry. Finding the alle- 
gation in the Latin tongue, or in the old Roman 
code, may be satisfactory proof of the existence 
of the custom of enslaving the children of slave 
mothers among the old nations. As a historical 
fact this may be admitted. It may be admittagl 
that this custom has been handed down to the 
Christian era, and to the present times, and is even 
now maintained in some of the States of the Union. 
But this does not answer the question as to the 
origin of the title, the reason by which it is sup- 
ported, or the justice of the claim. For polyg- 
amy has had an equal antiquity; it, too, existed 
among the old nations, including the Hebrews, 
who lived under a theocracy, and it too has been 
handed down from them to the new era and has 
been tolerated by some of the nations to the pres- 
-ent hour, and until within two or three years last 
past was tolerated by the local laws of a Terri- 
tory within the jurisdiction of the United States. 
If antiquity justified the one does it not equally 
justify the other? 

But again, sir, the immolation of human vic- 
tims and their sacrifice to idols made of stocks 
and stones and beasts and creeping things and 
imaginary deities, representing the basest pas- 
sions known to the human mind, had great an- 
tiquity; that custom, too, bas been tolerated from 
the beginning of history down to the present 
moment. [fantiquity of a custom justifies it, is 
not this abomination as equally well sustained as 
slavery? 

Ata very early period, we are informed in his- 
tory, men ate the flesh of those whom they van- 
quished in battle; and even that loathsome custom 
now exists in some of the populous islands of the 
southern seas. If antiquity of the custom justi- 
fies the enslavement of the children of the slave 
mother does it not equally well justify this hor- 
rible custom also? 

Butit may be said that the slave mother, owing 
all the service which she can reasonably perform 
to her master, can have no time or means to apply 
in the support of her own offspring, and therefore 
whatever of labor or means may be applied by 
her in providing for her children belongs to the 
owner of the mother, so thatthe offspring in that 
case would not owe service inreturn to the mother, 
but tothe mother’s owner. Admit this to be truc, 
and it will follew that the owner of the slave 
mother will acquire as good atitle to the services 


of the children as the mother herself otherwise | 


would have held had she not been a slave, and 
no bettertitle. But we haveseen amomentsince 


that her title cannot reach beyond the period of | 


the child’s minority. Just so soon as the child 
shall have returned to the mother an equivalent 
for the care and labor applied by her in the sup- 
port of the child during the years of its helpless- 
ness, her title ceases. Then if the owner of a 
slave mother takes the same title, and no more, 
the slavery of the children ofa slave mother can- 
not justly extend beyond the period of the child’s 
minority. ‘Then Ð inquire whence thé claim of 
tue to the services of the child of a slave mother 
after the period of its minority; after it shall 
have paid the cost of its keeping during the years 
of itshelpless infancy? To say that slaveholders 
treat their slaves well is no sufficient answer. 
This may or may not be true, with indifference, 
I suppose that in point of fact a good man who 
may become the owner of slaves would treat 
them well; but a bad man would treat them iH 
and the slaves have no redress. The question, 
however, is not a question of treatment; it is a 
question of title. Į inquire whence the origin of 
the tide of the slavcholder to the offspring ofa 
slave mother after the period of its minority? 
‘Po say that the slave is black or colored is no 
sufficient answer. This mayor may not be true, 
with perfect indifference; and where this law Latin 
originated, a majority of the slaves were, in point 
of fact, white, Slaves at Rome were not usually 
colored men of African origin. 


They were ins ii 


differently those whom the Romans conquered in 
battle and compelled to pass under the yoke. 
Color at Rome was not even a badge of degrada- 
tion. It had no application to the question of 
slavery. Avery large majority of the slaves that 
have existed during the past ages have been either 
Asiaties or of Caucasian origin. 

It cannot be claimed that the superiority of the 
owner of a slave is a sufficient answer; for here, 
too, the owner may or may not be the superior of 
the slave whose services he claims without affect- 
ing the question atissue. It is not a question of 
equality or inequality between the party claiming 
and the party supposed to owe service. The 
question Is one of right, not of relative excellence. 
If it were a claim for a debt, payable in coin or 
lands, and not in Jabor, who would be so crazy 
as to allege the superiority of the plaintiff in na- 
tive endowmentand acquirement to the defendant? 
Would he not plead and prove title, or valuable 
consideration rendered, and there rest? So it 
would be in a just claim for services. 

Nor is it a sufficient answer to say that the 
slave belongs to a pauper race, that he requires 
the guardianship of some one else to protect him 
from ill. This, too, may be true or not true, with 
perfect indifference. The question isnot whether 
those that are held to be slaves in this country 
have the capacity to provide for their own wants 
unaided by others. The question is a question 
of title to the services of the adult children of a 
slave mother. In point of fact, this incapacity 
does not exist. The allegation is refuted by the 
condition of this class of people around us here 
in this district in sight of the Capitol. “There are 
here probably fifteen or twenty thousand free 
colored people providing for their own wants, 
providing for themselves food and raiment and 
shelter, sustaining their own schools and their 
own churches, paying their own medical bills, 
and burying their own dead. There are in Ma- 
ryland to-day probably between eighty and one 
hundred thousand of these free colored people in 
alike condition, not dependent upon the white 
race for their support or guidance as guardians. 
There are in the free States probably to-day be- 
tween five hundred thousand and a million of free 
colored people in a like condition, providing for 
their own wants in every respect, a very small 
percentage of them being paupers or vagrants, 
or in any way dependent on the support of the 
white race. 


But again, sir, the churches a few years since | 
D > ? 


planted a colony of Africans at Liberia, on the 
African coast, ‘Phat colony gradually grew and 
expanded, increased in numbers and strength and 
wealth, until it was organized as a distinct and 
perfect civil government, with its executive, its 
legislature, and its judiciary, since which it has 
been increasing still more rapidly and subjugating 
and bringing within its contro] the territory of the 
tribes which surround it, just as our fathers ori- 
ginally subjugated the continent on which we live. 
This State thus organized, has grown in import- 
ance until its existence as an independent State 


has been acknowledged by the great nations of į 


the world, including the United States. 

In the face of these facts, is it proper for an 
American Senator to assert as a reason for the 
continuation of slavery in this country that these 
people are incapable of providing for their own 


wants? The allegation is refuted by the condi- | 


tion of multiplied thousands of colored men right 
around the steps of the Capitol. Itis refuted by 
the condition of tens of thousands of colored peo- 
ple in the State of Maryland, of which this Dis- 
trict was originally a part. It is refuted by the 
existing condition of between half a million and 
a million of this class of people in the free States 
ofthe North. Itis refuted by the present coudi- 
tion of an independent nation on the shores of 
Africa, 

But, Mr. President, if the allegation were true 
in pointof fact, it does not give title to the claim- 
ant to the services of the adult offspring of a slave, 
nor does it impose on the claimant or master as 
an individual any obligation to provide for the 
slave’s necessities, to become the voluntary guard- 
ian of his person or property. ‘Phe question of 
capacity is a question for the community to de- 
cide, and not for the creditor who claims the ser- 
vices of the adult slave asa debtor. Whether 
the party be compos or non compos is a question 
fit for a judicial tribunal to settle. If settled 


against the slave,a guardian should be appointed 
for his person ard property, just as you do when 
the party thus found to be non compos belongs to 
a different race. And here I may be pardoned 
for diverting far enough from the train of my ar- 
gument to state that | do not apprehend any in- 
terruption in society which could possibly flow 
from the immediate liberation of all the slaves in 
the United States. A vast majority of them are 
capable of taking care of themselves. It isa faet 
that needs no proof. They have demonstrated 
it before our eyes, they have satisfied your Army 
of this truth. 

Nearly every soldier and officer that is now 
serving, or who has been heretofore serving in 
the rebel territory, has become convinced that a 
vast majority of the colored people are enpable of 
providing for theirown wants. This fact has long 
since been demonstrated to the satisfaction of the 
great nations of the world, who have accordingly 
abolished slavery within their several dominions. 
But if this were not true, ifany considerable por- 
tion of them would probably become paupers or 
vagrants, society can protect itself from danger 
from this source by applying to them the same 
laws which are applied’ to paupers and vagrants 
of the whiterace. Thereisnotinthe Union proba- 
bly a single State that has not at this time well- 
digested laws on the subject, making itthe duty of 
the appropriate judicial officers to try the question 
of incapacity and vagrancy whenever it arises, 
and when found to be necessary, toappoint guard- 
ians, requiring bond and approved security for 
the faithful execution of the trust, to secure the 
application of the proceeds of the pauper or va- 
grant’s labor for the promotion of his welfare or 
the support of those legally dependent on him. 
This could not possibly occasion any shock to 
society, or endanger its peace and prosperity. All 
will be made secure by applying to paupers and 
vagrants of African descent the same principles 
and laws now in force and applied in every State 
of the Union to paupers and vagrants of Cauca- 
sian origin. All that can be necessary will be the 
application of just laws precisely as these laws 
are applied to members of the white race. f 

If then there is no sufficient title to the service of 
the adult children of a slave mother existing in 
the considerations that I have cited, I repeat the 
inquiry again, whence the origin of the utle; on 
what sufficient reason is it based? It is not found 
atcommon law. This is admitted by all jurists, 
all clementary writers on the subject. JT will not 
consume the time of the Senate with the argu- 
ment of this position. This is deemed useless 
where the authoritiesare uniform. I willcontent 
myself with making two or three citations only. 
In giving the opinion of the Court of King’s Bench 
in Sommersett’s case Lord Mansfield said: 

“The state of slavery isof such a nature that itis inca- 
pable of being introduced on any reasons, moral or political, 
but only by positive law, which preserves its foree long 
after the reasons, occasion, and time itself, from whence 
it was created, is erased fromthe memory; itis ofa nature 
that nothing can be suffered to support it but positive law.?? 

In the Dred Scott case, Mr. Justice McLean 
said: 

“For near a century the decision in Sommersett’s case 
has remained the law of England.» ‘The case of the slave 
Grace, decided by Lord Stowell in 1827, does not, as has 
been supposed, overrule the judgment of Lord Mansfield. 
Lord Stowell held that, during the residence of the slave 


in England, ‘no dominion, authority, or coercion can be 
exercised over him??? ba = k S s * 
“There is no otherdescription of property which was not 
protected in England, brought from one of its slave islands. 
Does not this show that property ina human being does not 
arise from nature or from the common law, bat, in the 
language of this court, ‘it isa mere municipal regalation, 
founded upon and limited to tbe range of the territorial 
laws? ‘This decision is not a mereargument, but it isthe 
end of the Jaw, in regard to the extent of slavery. Untilit 
shall be overturned, itis nota point for argument. It is 
obligatory on myself and my brethren, and on all judicial 
tribunals over which this court exereises an appellate 
power.” > 


And Mr. Justice Curtis, in the same case, said: 


“ Slavery, being contrary to natura! right, is ated only 
by municipal taw. This is not oniy plain in if, and 
agreed by ali writers on the subject, but it is inferable from 
the Constitution, and las been explicitly declared by this 
court. The Constitution refers to slaves as ‘persons held 
to service in one State under the laws thereof? Nothing 
can more clearly describe a status created by municipal 
law.” 


In Prige vs. Pennsylvania, (10 Pet., 611,) this 
court said: 


“The state of slavery is deemed to be a mere municipal 
regulation, founded on and limited to the range of territo- 
rial tawa.” * * t * * * 7 * 


1864. 
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« But we view this as aright existing by positive law of 
A municipal character, without foundation in the law of 
nature or the unwritten common iaw.”’ 

Justice Curtis remarks, after citing a list of au- 
thorities on this point: 

“ fam acquainted with no case or writer questioning the 
correctness of this doctrine.” 

The opinions of the courts of England and of 
this country, State and national, in the slave States 
as well as the free States, seem to have been uni- 
form throughout. It isnot a legal or judicial ques- 
tion, therefore, to be settled by the weight of au- 
thorities, butit is maintained by all alike. Hence 
slavery cannot have any supportat common law. 

I inquire in the next place if it has a legal exist- 
ence by virtue of any municipal or statute regu- 
lation. On that point I will content myself by 
reading from a speech delivered in 1850 on the 
floor of the Senate by Mr. Mason, of Virginia, 
then a member of this body, in reply to a speech 
made by Mr. Dayton, then a Senator from the 
State of New Jersey, when the bill to enact the 
fugitive slave law of 1850 was pending. Mr. 
Mason said: 

“Then, again, it is proposed ag part of the proof to be 
adduced at the hearing atter the fugitive has been recap- 
tured, that evidence shall be brought by the claimant to 
show that slavery is established in the State from which 
the fugitive has absconded.’?— * * * * “Such 
proof is required inthe Senator’s amendment; and if he 
means by this that proof shail be brought that slavery is 
established by existing laws, it is impossible to comply with 
the requisition, for no such proof can be produced, 1 appre- 
bend, in any of the slave States. Tam not aware that there 
is a single State in which the institution is established by 
daw.” 

If it docs not and cannot exist at common law 
and does not exist by virtue of any municipal or 
statute law, and cannot be justified by human 
reason, pray whence the origin of the ttle of the 
master to the services of the adult offspring of a 
slave mother? The only remaining law that can 
be cited for its support is the Levitical code. 
This code is sometimes cited for this purpose. 
These are the words usually quoted: 

© Both thy bondmen, and thy bondmaids, which thou shalt 
have, shall be of the heathen that are round about you; of 
them shall ye buy bondmen and bondmaids, 

« Morcover, of the children of the strangers that do so- 
journ among you, of them shall ye buy, and of their fami- 
lies that are with you, which they begat in your land: and 
they shall be your possession. 

“And ye shall take them as an inheritance for your chil- 
dren after you, to inherit them for a possession; they shall 
be your bondinen forever”? 

I remark in this connection that the Leviticat 
code or the Hebrew law contains a provision for 
the naturalization of foreigners whether captives 
of war or voluntary emigrants. By compliance 
with the requirements of this law they became 
citizens, entitled to all the rights and privileges 
andimmunities of native Hebrews. The Hebrew 
slave code applicable to enslaved Hebrews is in 
these words: 

“And if thy brother, an Hebrew man, oran Hebrew wo- 
man, be sold unto thee, and serve thee six years, then in the 
seventh year thou shalt let him go free from thee.” 

Here I request the attention of those who claim 
compensation for emancipated slaves to the text: 

s And when thou sendest him out free from thee, thou 
shalt not let him go away empty: 

«Thou shalt furnish him liberally out of thy flock, and 
out of thy floor?— 

Which means granaries— 


“and out of thy wine press: of that wherewith the Lord thy 
God hath blessed thee thou shalt give unto him.” * * 

“[tshall notscem hard unto thee, when thou sendesthim 
away free from thee ; for he hath beeu worth a double hired 
servant to thee, in serving thee six years.” 

These Hebrew statutes provide that the heathen 
might be purchased and held as slaves, and their 
posterity after them; that under their naturaliza- 
tion laws all strangers and sojourners, bond and 
free, have the privilege of acquiring the rights of 
citizenship; that all Hebrews, natives or natural- 
ized, might assert and maintain their right to 
freedom. 

At the end of six years a Hebrew slave thus 
demanding his liberty was not to he sent away 
empty; the owner, so far from claiming compen- 


sation from his neighbors or from the public treas- | 


ury for setting him free, was bound to divide with 
the freedman of his own possessions, to give him 
of his flocks, of his herds, of his granary,and of 
his winepress, of everything with which the Lord 
Almighty had blessed the master during the years 
of his servitude; and then the owner was admon- 
ished that he was not to regard it as a hardship 
to be required to liberate the slave, and to divide 


with him of hissubstance. The Almighty places 
the liberated slave’s claim to a division of his for- 
mer master’s property on theeternal principles of 
justice, the duty to render an equivalent for an 
equivalent. The slave having served six years 
must be paid for his service, must be paid liber- 
ally because he had been worth even more than a 
hired servant during the period of hisenslavement. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator from 
Towa allow me in this connection to ask hima 
question? What interpretation does he give to 
that passage of Scripture in which the Jews ar 
authorized to buy servants of the heathen roun 
about, with their money, and that they should be- 
come an inheritance to their children? 

Mr. HARLAN. [think the Senator was not 
in his seat when I discussed that point. I would 
prefer not to restate that partof my argument now. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I did not hear the Sen- 
atoralludeto that. I donot wish to interrupthim. 

Mr. HARLAN. If the justice of this claim 
cannot be found either in reason, natural justice, 
or the principles of the common law, or in any 
positive municipal or statute regulation of any 
State, orin the Hebrew code written by the finger 
of God protruded from the flame of fire on the 
summit of Sinai, I ask whence the origin of the 
title to the services of the adult offspring of the 
slave mother? Or is it not manifest that there is 
no just title? Is it not a mere usurpation with- 
out any known mode of justification, under any 
existing code of laws, human or divine? 

If it cannot be thus justified, is it a desirable 
institution? If the supposed owner has no title, 
is it the duty of the nation to maintain the usurped 
claim of the master to the services of his slaves? 
Are the incidents of slavery sufficiently desirable 
to justify such policy? Some of the incidents of 
slavery may be stated as follows: it necessarily 
abolishes the conjugal relation, This, I take it, 
needs no argument for its support on the floorof 
the Senate. We have the result of the fruits of 
the accumulated experience and wisdom of the 


ki 


fourths of a century before us in the character of 
their laws. Here may be found the culmination 
of their wisdom, the fruits of their ripened judg- 
ment, The honorable Senator from Maryland, 
(Mr. Jounson,] a few days since, when discuss- 
ing this subject, stated that in none of the slave 
States was this relation tolerated in opposition to 
the will of the slave-owner; and that in many of 
them, F think he said a majority of them, it was 
prohibited absolutely by their statute laws. This, 
Í take it then, is the matured, ripened opinion of 
the people of those States. In their opinion the 
prohibition of the conjugal relation is a necessary 
incident of slavery, and that slavery cannot or 
would not be maintained in the absence of such 
a regulation. 

The existence of this institution therefore re- 
quires the existence of a law that annuls the law 
of God establishing the relation of man and wife, 
which is taught by the churches to be a sacra- 
mentas holy in its nature and its designs as the cu- 
charist itself. If informed thatin these Christian 
States of the Union men were prohibited by pos- 
itive statute law from partaking of the emblems 
of the broken bod y and shed blood of the Saviour, 
| what Senator could hesitate to vote for their re- 
peal and future inhibition? And yet here one of 
those holy sacraments that we are taught to regard 
with the most sacred feelings, equally holy, in- 
stituted by the Author of our being, deemed to be 
necessary for the preservation of virtue in civil 
society, is absolutely inhibited by the statute laws 
of the States where slavery exists. The conjugal 


beings, who are thus driven to heterogeneous in- 
tercourse like the beasts of the field, the most of 
whomare natives of these Christian States. 
you continue slavery you must continue this ne- 
cessary incident of its existence. 

Another incident is the abolition practically of 
the parental relation, robbing the offspring of the 
care and attention of his parents, severing a re- 
lation which is universally cited as the emblem 
of the relation sustained by the Creator to the 
human family. And yet, according to the matured 
judgment of these slave States, this guardian- 
ship of the parent over his own children must be 
abrogated to secure the perpetuity of slavery. 

But again, it abolishes necessarily the relation 
of person to property. It declares the slave to 


people of the slave States fora period of three | 


relation is abrogated among four million human | 
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be incapable of acquiring and holding property, 
and that this disability shall extend: to. his off- 
spring from generation to generation throughout 
the coming ages. We sometimes shed tears over 
the misfortunes of men, and when by- food or 
storm or fire they are robbed of their earthly 
possessionscontributions are made to enable them 
to start again in their accustomed business pýr- 
suits; but the Senator who votes to perpetuate 
slavery votes not only to sweep away every 
shred of property that four million people can pos- 
sibly hold, but he votes to destroy their capacit 
to acquire and hold it and to impose this disabil- 
ity on their posterity forever. If successful in 
perpetuating it he becomes more disastrous to 
this multitude of people than storm and flood and 
fire; more disastrous than the sirocco or monsoon 
of the desert or the unchained pestilence. 

But it also necessarily, as an incidentof its con- 
tinuance, deprives all those held to be slaves of 
a status in court. Having no rights to maintain 
and no legal wrongs to redress, they are held to 
be incapable of bringing a suit in the courts of 
the United States; a disability as it seems to me 
that ought to shock the moral sensibilities of any 
Christian statesman. Robbed of alltheir rights, 
and then robbed of their capacity to complain of 
wrong; robbed of the power to appear before im- 
partial tribunals for the redress of any grievances, 
however severe! 

As an incident of this condition, they are robbed 
of the right to testify; and, as if to put the cap on 
this climax of gigantic iniquity, they are denied 
the right to human sympathy. Yes, sir, denied 
the right to receive the common sympathies of the 
human race! How frequently have some of us 
who have occupied seats on this floor for several 
years been jeered by brother Senators represent- 
ing slave States for an expression of sympathy 
for the oppressed, as if it were a crime to feel for 
another’s degradation; and éven yesterday the 
learned and able Senator from Maryland coupled 
a citation of sympathy in the North for a down- 
trodden race with the conduct of rebels in the 
South, as if philanthropy #nanifested for the Af- 
rican were equally guilty with treason. How 
does this accord with our ideas of the character 
of those emotions when mgnifested toward any 
other helpless class of our fellow-men? You find 
children in the community without parents, with- 
out natural guardians of person or property; you 
at once provide by law for their protection. You 
secure the appointment of guardians and the es- 
tablishment of orphan asylums. You find those 
who are idiotic and insane, or deaf and dumb 
and blind, and immediately the treasure and the 
wisdom of the State are taxed for the establish- 
ment of schools for their instruction and hospi- 
tals for their treatment. You find a feeble people 
along your frontier, and at once you take them 
under your guardianship as a nation, and pour 
out the public treasure by the million to provide 
for their welfare. And the churches take up col- 
lections all over this land to enable them to send 
teachers and books and apparatus for schools and 
churches in all heathen Jands in every quarter of 
the globe, including the ancestors and brothers of 
the Africans held here as slaves. Their fathers 
and brothers on the shores of Africa are fit ob- 


jects for human sympathy, for human commis- 


eration, and Christian and philanthropic effort. 
How is it then a crime to express for them the 
same compassion in this country in the bosom 
of Christian States? 

And then another incident of this institution is 
the suppression of the freedom of speech and of 


| the press, not only among these down-trodden 


people themselves but among the white race. 
Slavery cannot exist where its merits can be freely 
discussed; hence in the slave Statcs it becomes a 
crime to discuss its claims for protection or the 
wisdom of its continuance. Its continuance also 
requires the perpetuity of the ignorance of its vic- 
tims. Itis therefore made a felony to teach slaves 
to read and write. : 

It also precludes the practical possibility of 
maintaining schools for the education of those of 
the white race who have not the means to provide 
for their own mental culture. Itconsequently de- 
grades the white as well as African race. k also 
impoverishes the State, as is manifest by a com- 
parison of the relative wealth, population, and 
prosperity of the free and slave States of the 
Union. 
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If, then, none of these necessary incidents of 
slavery hre desirable, how-can an American Sen- 
ator cast a vote to justify its continuance for a sin- 

le hour, or withhold a vote necessary for its pro- 
hibition? The passage of the joint resolution, its 
adoption by the States of the Union, would not 


be injurious to slaveholders themselves. A care- t 


ful examination of this subject as it seems to me 
proves beyond all reasonable doubt that the 
wealth and prosperity of slaveholders would be 
augmented by a change of their system of labor 
from compulsory to voluntary. 4 
Its adoption will also increase the military 
strength of the nation, securing harmony and 
unity of purpose here at homeand furnishing the 


means to fill up our wasting armies and the crews | 


of our ships of war. 

It will also secure the sympathy and support of 
the nations of the Old World that seem now to 
be waiting fora favorable opportunity to intervene 
against our future unity. No one, I think, con- 
versant with our diplomatic history for the last 
three years can doubt that when in the most im- 
minent peril interposition was prevented by the 
President’s proclamation of freedom. 

If, therefore, by the adoption of this amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States you pro- 
hibit slavery and the possibility of its existence 
hereafter forever, you will secure the sympathy of 
the masses of the people of the Old World, and 
thus place it out of the power of despots to endan- 
ger the restoration of the Union. 

If I am right in my conclusions that slavery as 
it exists in this country cannot be justified by hu- 
man reason, has no foundation at common law, 
and is not supported by the positive municipal 
laws of the States,nor by the divine law, and that 
none of its incidents are desirable, and that its abo- 
lition would injure no one, and will do no wrong, 
but will secure unity of purpose, unity of action, 
and military strength here at home, and the sup- 
port.of the strong nations of the world, asit seems 
to me, the Senate of the United States ought not 
to hesitate to take the action necessary to enable 
the people of the States to terminate its existence 
forever, and I shall thus vote. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, it is not 
my intention to enter into any elaborate discus- 
-sion of thissubject. I have already spoken upon 
it. My purpose in rising is simply to respond 
to an interrogatory propounded to me by the 
Senator from Maryland (Mr. Jonnson] yester- 
day. i shall occupy the attention of the Senate 
but for a few moments, 
answer the argument of the honorable Senator 
from Maryland at length, nor shall I attempt to 
make any extended argument in reply to the 
speech of the honorable Senator from Lowa. 

The Senator from lowa, as I understand him, 
denies the right of the slaveholder to his slave as 
property. He referred in the course of his re- 
marks to the condition of the slaves and the title | 
to slaves among the Jews, and, as I understood | 
him, denied that slavery existed among that peo- 
ple for a longer period than a term of years; and 

e cited the passage from the Bible where the 
Hebrews were commanded, after their servants 
had served them six years, to let them go free. 
The honorable Senator from Jowa is well read in 
the Scriptures, and is presumed to know what he 
is talking about; but I submit to his considera- 
tion and ask him if this is not true, that among 
those people there existed different kinds of ser- | 
vants? They had their hired servants, and their 
bondmaids and bondmen answering to our slaves. | 
When I propounded the question to the honor- 
able Senator what interpretation he gave to that 
passage of Scripture which told the Jews that of 
the heathen round about them they might buy 

5 p d 
slaves, and they should be an inheritance unto 
their children after them, I received no response, | 
except that he had already referred to that passage. | 

_As an answer to the honorable Senator I will 
simply cite a passage from the most learned com- 
mentator of his own church, showing that his 
views are not correct; that slavery, slavery for | 
life, and slaves as an inheritance to their children, 
existedamong thatpeople. If I show this I show | 
that the proposition of the honorable Senator that 
there can be no title, no right to this species of 
property, is in conflict with the command of the | 
Almighty and with the practice of His chosen peo- | 
ple. itis no answer to me tosay that times have + 
changed, and that what was allowable according 


I shall not undertake to ! 


to the express commands of the Almighty at a 
former period is netto be allowed now. iknow 
that in these modern days it has been said by 
some that we must have an anti-slavery. Constitu- 
tion, an anti-slavery Bible, and an anti-slavery 
God. J trust that my honorable friend from Iowa, 
the greater portion of whose life, as I understand, 
has been-devoted to the study and exposition of 
the sacred Scriptures, has not found since he has 
become a Senator that it is necessary to discard 
the old Bible and the God that his fathers wor- 
shiped. Bat, sir, | do notintend to enter into this 
argument further than to cite a passage from the 
Commentaries of Dr. Clarke, a most learned com- 
mentator of the Senator’s own church, upon this 
subject. Speaking of Hagar, Dr. Clarke makes 
this remark: : 

« It must not be forgotten that female slaves constituted 
a part of the private patrimony or possession of a wife; 
and that she had a right, according to the usage of those 
times, to dispose of them as she pleased. The slave being 
the absolute property of the mistress, not only her person, 
but the fruits ef her labor, with all her children, were her 
owner’s property also. ‘he children, therefore, that were 
born of the slave, were considered as the children of the 
mistress. It was on this ground that Sarai gave her maid 
to Abram.” 

Why, sir, the passage of Scripture—and since 
preachers have become politicians, I presume there 
is no impropriety in politicians becoming preach- 
ers, and I may be allowed to refer to the Scrip- 
tures, and to the expositions which have been 
given by learned commentators on this subjec 
to which the learned Senator referred, that tlfe 
servant should serve six years, and onthe seventh 
should be allowed to go free, refers, and refers 
exclusively, as the honorable Senator must know, 
if he has studied that Book of books as he should 
have studied it, to those servants who were of 
Hebrew origin. It is true that by the command 
of the Almighty a Hebrew was not allowed to 
hold one of bis own race in bondage for a longer 
period than six years; in the seventh he was 
commanded to let him go free. 

Mr. HARLAN. PerhapstheSenator will prefer 
that I should explain now the point that he raised 
while I was speaking. I perceive that he did not 
hear my remarks, and consequently is firing a 
little wide of the mark. I cited the passage of 
Scripture to which he alludes, and read it in ex- 
tenso. Itis in these words: 

* Both thy bondmen, and thy bondmaids, which thou shalt 


have, shalt be of the heathen thatare round about yous of 
them shall ye buy bondmen and bondinaids,’? 


The next verse is as follows, and refers to a 
different class of persons: 

« Moreover, of the children of the strangers that du so- 
journ among you, of them shall ye buy, and of their fami- 
lies that are with you, which they begatin your tand : and 
they shall be your possession, And ye shall take them as 
an inheritance for your children after you, to inherit them 
for a possession; they shall be your bondmen forever.” 

This whole passage refers to slaves made of the 
heathen round about, the captives taken in war, 
or those that may have sold themselves into sla- 
very. I next stated that in the Levitical or He- 
brew code there was a naturalization law that pro- 
vided for the incorporation of all strangers, slaves 
and freemen, into the nation as Hebrews, and that 
when they became Esebrews by naturalization 
they acquired there, as they do here under our 
naturalization laws, all the rights of citizenship. 
They must thenceforward be treated as Hebrews, 
members of that nationality, controlled .by the 
Hebrew code and entitled to all its rights and 
privileges. 

I next cited the law of slavery in ‘relation to 
Hebrews or slaves that were made such of the 


Hebrew nation itself. That part of the law isin | 


these words: 


“ And if thy brother, an Hebrew man, or an Hebrew 
woman, be sold unto thee, and serve thee six years, then 
in the seventh year thou shalt let him go free from thee.” 


Then the lawgiver takes up the subject of com- 
pensation, a point of vital moment to the Senator 
from Delaware, and here it is: 


“ And when thou sendest him out free from thee, thou 
shalt not let him go away empty: 

“ Thou shalt furnish him Hberally out ofthy flock, and out 
of thy floor, and out of thy wine-press: of that wherewith 
the Lord thy God hath biessed thee thou shalt give unto 
him.” * * * * k 4 * * * 

“ ¥tshall not seem hard unto thee, when thou sendest him 
away free from thee; for he hath been worth a double hired 
servant to thee, in serving thee six years.” 


Here is the whole code on the subject of slavery: 
first, the heathen reduced to slavery might be held 


for life, unless he became a Hebrew under the 
naturalization laws, and his posterity might be 
held also according to the Roman code; but if he 
became a Hebrew by conforming to the natural- 
ization laws, the ceremonies of which were a little 
different from those applied in this country, yet 
were really effective in incorporating him into 
that nationality, then he became entitled to all the 
rights of a Hebrew, and asa Hebrew he must 
necessarily be discharged at the end of the sixth 
year withoutcompensation to the master;and, still 
more, the master must pay him for his services; 
he must not think it a hardship that he is required 
not only to set him free, but to pay him for the 
labor he has performed. 

This is the whole of the Hebrew code on that 
subject, not cited in extenso, but fairly cited. I 
stated that the custom of holding the offspring of 
a slave mother, and its operation from generation 
to generation, did maintain in the Hebrew nation 
as well as in the other old nations; but I was in- 
quiring for the title by which they were held and 
the reasonableness of the claim, and the law on 
which it was founded. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 1am gratified at the ex- 
planation of the honorable Senator, although I 
do not agree to the correctness of any position he 
has assumed in his remarks, The honorable Sen- 
ator has been studying the Bible all his life. I 
ought to have done the same thing. When I was 
young I did so, though not perhaps as well asthe 
honorable Senator. But the explanation of the 
honorable Senator affords me all the basis of an 
argument that I want, and that is this:. he admits 
that the Almighty did allow, did command the 
Hebrews to make slaves of the heathen round 
about them, and that those heathens should be an 
inheritance to their children. I shall not stop to 
inquire into the naturalization of the Hebrews ac- 
cording to their law; but the Senator himself ad- 
mits the principle for which I contend, and denies 
the principle asserted as I understood in the speech 
of the honorable Senator from Maryland yester- 
day, that slavery was asin. He admits that ac- 
cording to the Mosaic law a certain species of 
slaves might be held as slaves and be an inherit- 
ance to the children of the master. By whose 
authority were they so held? That people de~ 
rived their law from the Almighty, for He was 
their great Lawgiver. Then we find, even asad- 
mitted by the honorable Senator himself, that ac- 
cording to the law which God gave to His chosen 
people itwas nota sin under all circumstances at 
least to hold slaves, but they might be held not 
only during the lifetime of the master, but as 
property they might be transmitted to the children 
of the master. 

And yet, sir, in these days we hear it said 
everywhere that slavery, under any and all cir- 
cumstances, is a sin; and the passions of the peo- 
ple of the entire North (who I do not know are 
any more pious than people elsewhere, who I 
have not been taught to believe are more ortho- 
dox in Christian faith than people elsewhere) 
have been inflamed with the idea that away off 
from them, not in their midst butin other States, 
there exists an institution called slavery, sinfulin 
itself, and a crusade is invoked for the liberation 
of the captives in bondage. 

Now, sir, I will show from the same learned 
commentator of the church to which the honor- 
able Senator belongs that his interpretation even 
of the law of the Jewsis noteorrect. Iwillshow 
that it is not correct even under the Christian dis- 
pensation, and that the right to property in the 
slave is recognized in the Christian dispensation. 
I will show that, too, by the most learned com- 
mentator of the church to which the honorable 
Senator belongs. 

Upon that passage where Paul is said to have 
returned Onesimus to Philemon, Dr. Clarke com- 
ments thus: 

“The Christian religion never cancels any civil rela- 
tions; a slave, on being converted, and becoming a free 
man of Christ, has no right to claim on that ground eman- 
cipation from the service of his master. Justice, there- 
fore, required St. Paul tosend back Onesimus to his master, 
and conscience obliged Onesimus toagree in the propriety 
of the measure.” 

Dr. Scott, whose commentaries perhaps circu- 
late more extensively in this country than any 
other, and whose commentaries were written after 
the inauguration of abolitionism in England—I 
refer now to the edition published in this country 
in 1822—admits thataccording to the Jewish law 
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there were not only servants for the period of 
seven years, who were Hebrews, but that there 
were slaves for life, slaves that descended as an 
inheritance; and upon this very passage in the 
New Testament showing that that law under the 
old dispensation was not abrogated by the intro- 
duction of the new dispensation, he holds that 
Paul was bound in justice and right to return 
Onesimus to Philemon. Whom did he return? 
He returned a slave. Onesimus was Philemon’s 
slave. He had escaped from his master; he had 
become converted, had become a believer in the 
Christian religion, and in that epistle of Paul to 
Philemon Paul expresses a great desire to have 
Onesimus with him on account of the comfort it 
would be to him; but he returned him to Phile- 
mon because it wasa matter of duty and of right; 
he wag his property. 

But, sir, lao not propose to enterinto this the- 
ological argument, and I have only referred to it 
to show to the honorable Senator that even by the 
standard authority of his own church his- posi- 
tions are not tenable. Why, sir, there was such 
a thing as the year of jubilee among the Jews, 
when all that were held in bondage—I mean of 
Hebrew origin—returned to their own tribes and 
to their own inheritance; so that if aman had 
wasted his property, even if he had become a slave 
voluntarily, when the year of jubilee came, he re- 
turned to his own tribe and to his own inheritance. 
Was it ever heard, was it ever contended by any 
commentator on the Scriptures, will it be said b 
the honorable Senator, whom I take to be well 
versed in theological Jore, and for whose candor 
and whose honesty and whosecharacteras a Chris- 
tian gentleman I have the most profound respect, 
that a slave held under the Hebrew code was ad- 
mitted to the privilege, upon the return of the year 
of jubilee, of entering into the possession of any 
lands? Notatall. Such an idea has never been 
advanced so faras I have known—and while Lam 
not very well acquainted with these things, I have 
sometimes looked into them—no such idea has 
ever been advanced by any Christian writer, un- 
less it has been done in these late days, and the 
books now published upon such subjects I now 
never look into, because the children have become 
so much wiser than the fathers, and the modern 
Christians so much better than Paul, that I do not 
trouble myself very much with theirteachings or 
their opinions upon such subjects. 

Bat, sir, this was not my objectin rising to sub- 
mit a few remarks to the Senate on the present 
occasion. The honorable Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Jounson] yesterday propounded a ques- 
tion tome. J had stated in some remarks that I 
had previously made to the Senate that in my 
Opinion it was not competent for three fourths of 
the States by ratification to make the proposed 
amendment to the Constitution obligatory upon 
a dissenting State whose interests were affected 
by the amendment. If I had doubted the correct- 
ness of the position which { then assumed, before 
the specch of the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land, | should not doubt it now, for the simple 
reason that when no more has been said against | 
the soundness of that position than was said by 
him, I have a right to infer that all that could be 
said against it was said; and I know that no Sen- 
ator is more able to show its unsoundness than 
the honorable Senator from Maryland. - 

The honorable Senator’s question was’ this: 

. Was it not competent for all the States, when they 
formed the Constitution, to provide in that Con- 
stitution that slavery should not exist anywhere 
in the United States? My answer is, that it was 
perfectly competent for all States agreeing to the 
ratification of that Constitution to provide that 
slavery should not exist within the limits of any 
State agreeing to that ratification; it was compe- 
tent for them to provide that no State should be 
admitted into their Union unless they also would || 
agree to that as a condition of union; but it was 
hot competent for them to say thatany other State, 
as North Carolina, Rhode Island, New York, and | 
Virginia, should still be members of the Union 
with such = prohibition, against the ‘protest of 
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slavery in their midst. ; : 
The idea which the honorable Senator from 


Maryland seemed to entertain was, that because | 


it was perfectly competent for the original thirtech 
States to provide in the Constitution, if they had 
chosen to do so, that slavery should not, after its 
adoption, exist anywhere within the limits of the 
thirteen States, therefore it is competent for three 
fourths of the States, by ratification, now to do 
whatever the original parties to the compact might 
have originally done. I deny the soundness of 
that proposition. While I admit that it would 
have been perfectly competent for the original 
States to bind every party that came into their 
Union by such an agreement, Í deny that that pro- 
vision of the Constitution which empowers two 
thirds of the States to propose amendments, and 
three fourths of the States to ratify those amend- 
ments, gives to such two thirds or three fourths 
the power claimed for them by the honorable 
Senator. 

Let meillustrate. The members ofthis Senate 
are engaged in different pursuits in life. They 
live, if you please, in the same neighborhood. 
One is possessed of a farm adapted to grazing, and 
to grazing alone; another’s property consists en- 
tirely of water-power; another’s property is land 
adapted to a vineyard and tonothing else; anoth- 
er’s to growing grain, &c. For purposes common 
to themselves, regulating their intercourse and 
trade with the outside world, they agree to enter 
into written articles of agreement for a common 
purpose, to promote theircommon interests. They 
do enter into such an agreement as that. They 
agree also in those articles that whenever two 
thirds of their number think a change of those ar- 
ticles ofagrecment would be advantageous to them 
all they may propose such amendments, which 
amendments, if ratified by three fourths of the 
whole number, shall become binding, and consti- 
tute a portion of the articles of agreement. Sup- 
pose, sir, under those circumstances, that three 
fourths of the number should propose for the 
common benefit of the whole that your pasture 
land should be overfiowed by my water-power, 
so that your possession is rendered worthless to 
you, and that the vineyard of your neighbor 
should be destroyed or greatly damaged. Suppose 
that this amendment proposed by two thirds 
should afterwards be ratified by three fourths of 
the whole number. J ask you, sir, would you, 
whose entire possession hag been destroyed, or 
so affected as to become worthless to you, and 
would the owner of the vineyard whose posses- 


sion has been rendered worthless to him, be bound. 


against your and his protest to submit to any such 
conditions as those, simply because in the articles 
of agreement, and by force of the ratification of 
three fourths of the number, it had been so pro- 
vided? 

Sir, I submit it to you, to the Senate, and to the 
country as a question of law, whether, in the case 
I have supposed, if there was any attempt by the 
owner of the water-power to overflow your pas- 
ture lands, there ever did sit in this or in any 
other country a court of equity that would not 
grant an injunction against the exercise of such 
a power, on the ground that it was a fraud upon 
the contract, a thing not contemplated by the par- 
ties when they entered into the original articles 
of agreement, a thing foreign to the common pur- 
pose prompting the parties to enter Into such an 
agreement? I take it there can be but one answer 
to that question: that as a question of right, aris- 
ing too upon plain written articles of agreement, 
he who administers the law would say that such 
an attempt by three fourths wasa fraud upon the 
contract and not binding upon the protesting 
party. i , 

It was upon that principle I stated thata ratifi- 
cation by three fourths of the States of the pro- 
posed amendment would not give it the forceand 


was in fraud and in violation of the purposes and 


objects for which the Constitution was framed and | 
1 


the Union formed. 1 know of no rules of inter- 


‘validity of constitutional obligation because it | 


{ 


pretation in reference to: the Constitu i 

nited States except those ruldgof interprétation. 
which arise out of the nature of a contract 
interpreting that Constitution, the ternis of the 
‘instrument, the circumstances sariouhdihg ‘the 
parties to it, and the common purposes tandsob< 
jects which they bad in view: insite: formadom 
must all be taken into consideration in orderto 
arrive “at a just conclusion in references to the 
powers which it confers upon the Federal Gov 
ernment and which it denies to the States, or. 
which it confers upon a convention called: ander 
its own provisions. i á 

Then I ask in this connection whether thé 
proposed améndment would not be in fraud of 
the original agreement between the parties to the. 
Constitution; whether it would not, bè contrary 
to the common purposes and. objects. which the 
parties had in view in entering intocit. Tfeat. 
would be, then I hold that the attempt to ineors 
porate it into the Constitution would not be'bind3 
mg upon a protesting State, Otherwise the Cong 
stitution would be nothing buta trap and 'asnarey 
lt wil be admitted that before the Constitution. 
was formed you could not have compelled any of 
the four States that were out to enter into its bat 
you formed a contract, an agreement, a compact; 
a Constitution for cerlain avowed purposes, and 
provided a way to amend it, in order to get jntd 
your Union certain States who would not:other? 
wise have come in, and now you turn around, bee 
cause numerically you have the power, and, with- 
out placing those States in the position they were 
in before they entered into the Union, giving them 


| an entire disconnection from that Union withthe 


free liberty to act, you say, ‘ We will bind you, 
because you have entered in.” My answer is, 
t Per fraud;”? and although | am no secessionist 
—Ido not care what peuple think on that sub- 
ject, though: inthesedays I do notcourt the opii» 
ion of the populace in reference to the honesty ‘of 
my course or purpases, or the sincerity of thé 
views 1 express—yet I do hold`that such ati 
amendment would be the clearest cause of seces- 
sion that could possibly be furnished, or that ever 
has been furnished to any State in this‘ Union. à 

The honorable Senator from Maryland seemed - 
to think that this might be done because‘ we, the 
people,’’ made this Constitution, In one sense 
‘© we, the people,” did make it. The people of 
the States united, acting separately, however, did 
make it. In the language of Mr. Madison, the 
States are the parties, and the only parties, to the 
Constitution of the United States. It was the 
States that made the Union. It never was sub- 
mitted to the people en masse, or even to a con- 
vention of delegates from all the States, or to a 
Congress composed of representatives from all 
the States; butit was proposed to the States sep- 
arately, and it required. the separate ratification 
of the States before it became binding as a cove- 
nant of union between the States. 

But the honorable Senator from Maryland de- 
rived the power to incorporate this provision into 
the Constitution by way of amendment from the 
preamble of the Constitution. He cited that pre- 
amble in these words: 

“We, the people of the United States, in order to form 
a more perfect union, establish Justice, insure domestie 
tranquillity, provide for the common defense, promote the 
general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty??—~ 

The Senator stopped there. Certainly Ido net 
wish to misrepresent the argument of the honor- 
able Senator, and [ will not do so; but the infer- 
ence which I drew was, that fall and plenary 
power for the enactment of this measure by the 
Congress of the United States and a justification 
for its submission to the States arose from these 


j words of the preamble to the Constitution. “I 


shall not enter into any discussion of the ques~ 
tion how far the preamble toa written constitu- 
tion can govern its terms. {ft may be used, pers 
haps, in cases of doubt and uncertainty, as eX- 
planatory of what the parties meant; Lut where 
the terms of the agreement or the constitution are 
clear as in themselves, the preamble can have no 
more effect upon the legal interpretation of the 


. Séttolling the express, unequi 
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vocal language of 
the statute itself, where the languageis clear and 
unequivocal. 

“But; sir, for whose benefit did the framers of 
this instrament make it? For the whole world? 
Pid-they make it for all the nations of. the earth? 
Had they in. contemplation all the people that in- 
habit the continent of Africa, of Asia, or even of 
Europe? Had they in contemplation that the 
object of its establishment. was for that servile 
race which was in their own midst? Not at all. 
I know-it may be said that they may have had, to 
some extent, the people of Europe in their mind 
because they provided for naturalization. That 
ig true, and so far as they come into consideration 
in view-of the power of naturalization it was estab- 
lished for their benefit. But, sir, what says the 
preamble to the Constitution on that point? 


«& We, the people of the United States, in order to forma | 


more perfect union, establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quillity, provide for the common defense, promote the gen- 
eral welfare, and secure the blessings of fiberty fo ourselves 
and our posterityg do ordain and establish this Constitu- 
tion for the United States of America.” 


Then; sir, I submit, with all due deference to 
the honorable Senator, that because this Consti- 
tution was ordained ‘‘to form a more perfect 
Union, to establish justice, insure domestic tran- 
quillity, provide forthe common defense, promote 
the general welfare, and secure the blessings of 
liberty,” it does not follow that any such amend- 
ment as this can be made, because the instrument 
jtself shows for whom these blessings were in- 
tended to be preserved—to usand toour posterity. 
What connection had the slave population of the 
United States with the formation of this Consti- 
tution? Did they constitute any part of “< usand 
our posterity” in the contemplation of the framers 
of this instrument? Notatall. Without elab- 
orating this idea, I submit that no just or legiti- 
mate argument can be drawn from the preamble 
of the Constitution thatthe Congress of the United 
States have authority to propose this amendment, 
or thatit would become binding in consideration 
of the ratification of three fourths of the States. 

Neither is it necessary, aside from the question 
of constitutional power, for subserving any of the 
purposes contemplated in the preamble of the 
Constitution, ‘Che honorable Senator asked, is 
there no justice in it? Is itnot necessary for tran- 
quillity? Is it necessary for the common pros- 
perity? Myanswer is, “no.” Whence were we 
taught—I make this remark, however, not in ref- 
erence to anything the honorable Senator from 
Maryland has said, but in reference to that pop- 
war delusion which seems now at its height, aud 
which, E hope, will very soon hasten to its get- 
ting—whence do we derive the idea that in this 
abolition movement there is this great and god- 
like principle of justice? I profess not to be wiser 
than the Almighty, or better than the servants He 
has chosen to proclaim His word and His purpose 
to men—— 

Mr. HALE. That is modest. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. As iam reminded by a 
kind friend on the other side of the Chamber ha 
that is modest, | will say 1 wish my Republican 
friends were just as modest. 

í find that almost since the flood this relation 
has existed upon earth, I have been taught that 
a just God guverns this world; and E choose to 
consider this relation of life, which takes its origi 
back to tlie denunciation of the Most High through 
the patriarch Noah, asin the order of God’s prov- 
idence, without being committed to any of the fal- 
lacies that might arise out of the argument of some 
who discuss the question of the ‘divine institu- 
tion.” “I accept it as a fact in animal life, in the 
life of human beings with immortal spirits, just 
as I accept the facts in physical nature, where I 
gee inequality and diversity. 

The theory now. common seems to be that the 
law of God’s providence is equality and uniform- 
ity. Such a law never did pervade or regulate 
the works of God’s providence to man; but the 
law of His providence is inequality and diversity. 
t weat of this inequality of races, of human be- 
ings, precisely as L treat of the inequality which 
Lee dn inanimate and physical nature all around 
ime, Why isit? it may be asked. My answer is 
plains Edo net know; nor do you know. And 
who art chou, O man, says the sacred book, that 
thou shouldstask sucha question? Shalltheclay 
say to the potter Why haat thou made me zo? 


| was leftout, W 


Sir, there isa 


and that 
it better. 


Lask you, sir, 
Maker and Ruler over all, why is it that every- 
thing that has life is not created with immortal 
spirits and with the loftiest order of intellect? 
Why do you see the little ant? Why do you see 
the crawling reptile? Why do you see the least 
in the chain of being? From the lowest to the 
highest, the great God could have made them all 
alike. Had He been disposed todo so He could 
have made every member of this Senate a Clay, 
a Calhoun, or a Webster, and He could have 
given them minds infinitely superior, For pur- 
poses of His own He chose not to do so. He 
sould have made the infant as a burning seraph 
and the most humble being on earth asthe mighti- 
est archangel. He did not do so. 

My object in making these remarks is simply 
to call the attention of the Senate and the country 
to the great practical question. Itis time forus to 
quit theorizing on this subject and look at things 
as they are. 

Mr. President, I stated the other day,asT have 
stated again to-day, that the parties to this com- 
pact.of Union, form of Government, or Constitu- 
tion, whatever you please to call it, were the 
States. Í did not state it simply because it was 


my opinion, but E cited the express declaration 


of him who is frequently called the father of the 
Constitation, Mr. Madison himself. lunderstood 
the honorable Senator to deny, yesterday, that the 
States ever were independent. That, perhaps, was 
said incautiously, although the honorable Senator 
is not in the habit of saying things incautiousl y. 
The present Chief Magistrate, I believe, when he 
came into power, aunounced the same principle 
and said that the Union made the States. I shall 
not combat this idea, for | never heard anybody 
give in their adhesion to it. 

But, sir, were these States never separate and 
independent? What were they before the Revo- 
lution? ‘They were separate and distinct colonies. 
‘They were notunited colenies. ‘The Revolution 
came. What did they declare in the Declaranon 
of Independence? They sent delegates, itis truc, 
to a common Congress, justas the allied Powers 
in Europe would send delegates to acommon con- 
gress. Have the allied Powers of Europe ever 
jost their separate existence because they have 
sent delegates to a common congress? Not at 
all. So the colonies sent delegates to a Congress 
to consult together for common interests and to 
secure common benefits. 

What did those colonies, through their dele- 
gates in Congress, declare. on the 4th of July, 
17762 Did they declare that they were united, 
and as united entitled to be one nation? No, sir; 
but they declared “ that these united colonies are 
and of right ought to be free and independent 
States;?4 not an independent State, but independ- 
ent States, separate and distinct, ‘They thus con- 
tinued as independent States until they adopted 
the Articles of Confederation in 1777. Being free 
and independent States, did the fact that they en- 
tered into those common articles of confederation 
or agreement, as the allied Powers of Europe 
would do now incase ofcommon interests, deprive 
them of their separate independent existence? 
Not at all. 

Then, sir, toshow that they were separate and 
independent States, how was the present Consti- 
tution formed? They sent delegates to a com- 
mon Convention to form a Constitution, It was 
thereupon agreed that if nine of their number 
could be found to secede from the old Confedera- 
tion and set up a new Government, they sho 
become united for certain great common pur- 
poses. My State seceded right off; New Jersey 
followed; then Pennsylvania; and finally the State 
of my honorable friend from New Hampshire se- 
ceded, and made secession complete. They se- 


ceded separately as States, and as separate mde- i 


pendent States framed this Constitution. ‘Then 
if the States were never separate and independ- 
ent, f ask what became of Rhode Island? She 
ith whom was sheunited? North 
Carolina waslefcoat. With whom was she anited? 
New Yorkand Virginia were left out. New York 


uld į 


| 


| and Virginia soon seceded and united with the 


rest, and. then North Carolina; but there was 
Rhode Island standing out by herself, no part of 
the Union. I ask if she was nota separate and 
independent State? Was she bound by the Cors 
stitution before. she. ratified it? Certainly that 
will not be contended. Was she bound by the 
original Articles of Confederation? All the pars 
ties to it except herself had gone off and left her. 
If we never had any other independent State in 
what was once the United States of America, cer- 
tainly proud little glorious Rhode Island was sep- 
arate and independent, and had too much sense 
to go to war to force all the rest back. This is 
my answer. to that portion of the argumentof the 
honorable Senator from Maryland. s 
Mr. President, my object in rising was not to 
enter into anything likea speech on this question; 
because I briefly addressed the Senate once be- 
fore on this same subject. I oppose this amend- 
ment, not because my people are particularly in- 
terested in the question of slavery; wè have no 
slavesinourmidstto make itof any importance to 
us and no such consideration therefore governsmy 
action; but it is from a high sense of duty tomy 
country; because I believe, in the first place, that 
if you were to submit it to three fourths of the 
States, and they were honestly, by a majority of 
their votes, to declare in favor of the ratification, 
and they should ratify it, as you do not propose 
it to the other fourth whose interests will be af- 
fected by it, and to whom you cannot submit ‘it, 
it would not be binding upon them; secondly, be> 
cause I believe the time is unpropitious. The 
great fundamental law of a free people should 
never be altered in times of high excitement like 
these, It is no time to change your organic law 
while war israging, We should waituntil peace, 
heavenly descended peace, shall again bless the 
land, when the judgments of men shall be calm, 
when reason shall resume its throne, and when 
a common sense of the common interests of the 
whole people will influence your action, f 
I oppose it again, sir, because L honestly bes 
lieve that even if reunion should be now barely 
possible, the adoption of this amendment would 
‘prolong this war beyond the lifetime of any inem- 
ber of this Senate. I know it is said that the 
South are doing all they can, I presume thatis 
so. Others are more buoyantin hope in refer- 
ence to the future than fam. L have never 
dreamed from the commencement of this struggle 
that it was the child’s play that it was attempted 
to make the people of this country believe. The 
promises of its suppression in sixty days, in 
ninety days, in a year, in two years, in three 
years, I alwaysthought promises idly and incon- 
siderately made. The history of the world does 
not show in all the annals of past time where so 
many people scattered over thatextentof territory 
have been conquered in two or three years. Adopt 
this amendment in addition to your acts of legis- 
lation already passed by the Congress of the 
United States, your confiscation bills, and your 
laws for the punishment of treason, and whatin- 
ducement have they to retarn? The alternative 
presented to them ig submission, and to be de- 
spoiled of everything and hung, or to fight to the 
last with the possibility of saving something. 
From the commencement of this wholestruggle 
l have been opposed to all this species of legista- 
tion, I know that my motives have been miscon- 
strued. {care as much for that as I do for the 
idle wind which I regard not. I believe thatin the 


policy been pursued, had the Constitution and the 
rights of the people of the adhering States been 
respected, had there not been a manifestattem pt to 
make every freeman bow in submission to this Ad- 
ministration, had the struggle been prosecuted in 
accordance with those high and elevated principles 
of moral and constitutional law which should 
characterize the struggles of a great people, when 
southern men saw that their rights, their lives, 
liberty, and property could be better protected in 
the old Union than out of it, a revulsion ip south- 
ern sentiment and opinion would have taken place, 
and in course of time reunion might have been 
had. Bat, sir, pursue this system of legislation, 
and in my honest judgment—though itmay not 
be entitled to any very great respect—you and Í 


i 
i will molder in the dust before the Union of these 


| States is reéstablished. 


Again, sir, why should this amendment be 


commencement of this struggle, had a different ` 
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attempted now? This is not a proper time for an- 
other reason: I presume the people of this coun- 
try, that portion of them among whom slavery 
docs not exist, do not wish to havethis amendment 


‘ adopted right or wrong, whether three fourths of | 


the States agree toitor not. I presume the Senate 
and the House of Representatives honestly wish 
thatif it shall be ratified it.shall be ratified by the 
honest vote of the people of three fourths of the 
States. [submitit to you, Senators, is there a pos- 
sibility thatif you submit it to the people under the 

resent circumstances that vote can be had even 
in the States professedly and knowingly. in. the 
Union? Lask you, do you believe that he who 
is your chosen chief, with an army of a million 
and a half of men, is going to allow men who are 
athousand-fold better Union men than-he is to 
vote? No, sir; that is not his purpose, in my 
opinion; and I judge of his purposes in reference 
to the future by bis acts in the past. 

Then, sir, without entering any further into a 
discussion as to military interference, I ask you 
whether, if you want this amendment honesty 
adopted, it would not be better to wait until there 
can be a free exercise of the voter’s right? Do 
that, and the. people of those States which give 
at their sanction certainly can have no just cause 
of complaint as a practical question, and can only 
question it in reference to its obligatory character 
as an amendment of the Constitution. 

With these remarks, I will not detain the Senate 
longer. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I had not sup- 
posed until within a very short period that there 
were any possible circumstances that could in- 
duce meto make a speech, even a shortone, upon 
the question now before the Senate. I say with- 
out any arrogance, or affectation, or anything 
that is unbecoming, thatl have made as many 
speeches upon this question as I ever thought 1 
should make, agreat many years ago, some dozen 
or twenty ycars ago nearly. I do not know that 
any practical good can result from anything I am 
going to say now, which Lhope will not be much; 
but I was admonished once by an incident in my 
own expericnee that we do not know precisely to 
what uses the speeches that we make may come. 

Some eighteen years ago I was traveling ina 
„private carriage in a retired part of the State of 
Maine, My horse became somewhat weary, 
and about five o’clock on a Saturday afternoon | 
found it inconvenient to proceed any further, and 
stopped at a small hotel in Penobscot county, I 
think on the Passadumkeag river. [found that I 
had to spend thatevening and all day Sunday there. 
I looked around to sce if E could find something 
to read, something to amuse me. I went to the 
landlady and told her I should like even an old 
almanac of last year, if she had nothing else. She 
looked around, and at last she came to me with 
a large sheet, an extra of some newspaper there, 
and upon opening it I found it contained a speech 
made by John P. Hale in the New Hampshire 

. Legislature, on the abolition question, a year or 
two previous; and that was all the reading that 
that house contained, and the best. [Langhter.] 
It occurs to me that it is possible some of the 
speeches on this question may amuse the solitary 
hours of some lonely traveler at some wayside 
inn in some future years, and therefore | am in- 
duced to say a few words. 


In the first place, let me say a word to our | 
friends who oppose thisresolation. They die hard, | 


very hard. 1 remember reading that when the 
British Parliament sat in judgment upon Charles 
J, and sentenced him to lose his head, they were 
apprehenaive that when it came to the last, and 
he was actually required to bow down and put 
his bead under the ax, he might resist, and the 
Commons, with great prudence and prescience, 
had prepared pulleys and machinery by whichif 
he resisted he should actually be drawn under the 
ax, and his head severed from his body. That 


is history that I think is not without its teaching | 


in the present day. I think that the judgment 
has gone forth that slavery must die. ‘Thecom- 
mons have passed. that sentence; and F tell you, 
sir, if slavery is refractory, and does not quietly 
submit, the commons will prepare pulleys by 
which to bring the victim under the ax.” 

Mr. President, permit me to say that this is 
a day that I and many others have long wished 
for, long hoped for, long striven for. Itis ada 
when the nation is to commence its real lifey orif 


A 


itis not the day, it isthe dawning of the day; the 
day is near at- hand. The day is to come when 
the American people are to wake up to the mean- 
ing of the sublime truths which their fathers ut- 
tered years ago and which have slumbered dead 


letters upon the pages of our Constitution, of our | 


Declaration of Independence, and of our history— 


a day when the nation is to be disembarrassed of | 


the inconsistencies which have marked its history 


and its career, patent to the world and to our- || 


selves when we have had the courage faithfully, 
fairly, and-boldly tó look the. truth in the face. 

Sir, what is the truth? We have had upon the 
pages of our public history, our public documents, 
and.our public records some of the sublimest.truths 
that ever fell from human lips; and there never 
has been in the history of the world amore strik- 
ing contrast than we have presented to heaven 
and earth between the grandeur and the sublimity 
of our professions and the degradation and in- 
famy of our practice. Thatday is to pass away, 
and to pass away, I trust, right speedily. 

Iam glad that the conduct of the theological 
branch of this discussion has been handed over 
toa man who can so ably handle it as my dis- 
tinguished friend from lowa, [Mr. Harvan;] but 
let me congratulate him that in conducting that 
theological discussion very great progress has 
been made. Alittle whileago a man who argued 
this scriptural question had to begin with “ cursed 
be Canaan,” at Genesis. We have got by that; 
Genesis is laid aside; and we have got so far 
through the Bible that we have actually finished 
the reading of the epistle of Paul the apostle to 
Philemon. (Laughter.] Weshall soon get through 
the Testament when we have got thus far. If my 
honorable friend takes up that question, and ac- 
cepts the challenge that is thus made to him, I 
suppose he will illustrate some differences that 
may be found in the slavery to which Onesimus 
was sent back and that which we are about to 
abolish that are somewhat curious, Butl will 
not dwell upon that subject. 

But I desire to say a word, in all sincerity and 
in all kindness, to those gentlemen who still linger 
here, the representatives, or rather theeadminis- 
trators de bonis non, of what was once the old 
Democratic party. [Laughter.] They pretend 
to think—and I am not the man to stand here and 
say they do not believe what they pretend to be- 
lieve—that it is in their power, if they had the 
control, to save the country and restore the Union, 
I am willing to concede, for the purposes of all 
that E have to say, that they actually believe it; 
that that is their faith; and Lapprehend from some 
things that have fallen from some gentlemen even 
in this neighborhood, that my honorable and ven- 
erable friend from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] is not 
fav from entertaining similar opinions, that the 
Democratic party might, by some possibility, save 
the country and save the Union; and whatis more 
than all that, save themseives, too. Sir, it isa de- 
lusion, an utter delusion. Let me ask their atten- 
tion for a moment or two to some considerations 
which induce me to believe that it is au utter de- 
lusion. eos 
low can they do it? Patrick Henry, the great 
orator of the Revolution—no offense to Massa- 
chusetts, [laughter,J—said that he knew of no 
other lamp to guide his feet but the light of ex- 
perience. Taking that as a maxim or as a text, 
let me ask what there is in the history of this 
Democratic party that gives countenance to the 
idea that by any possibility, even if they bad 
everything their own way, they could save the 
country and save the Union? This rebellion, 
revolution, or whatever you please to call it—l 
believe it has been judicially decided that we are 


| not at war—commenced under James Buchanan, 


a Democratic President. They had a Democratic 
Senate, a Democratic House of Representatives, 
a super-Democratic Supreme Court of the United 
States, and a large majority of all the officers of 
every organization, moral and physical, in the 
country, including the Army and Navy and min- 
isters; I mean taking the whole country. They 
had a large majority of the States, of the Gov- 
ernors of the States, the representatives of the 
States, and they had majorities everywhere that 
majorities were worth counting. They could not 
keep the peace with all that. ‘They lostit, Nay, 
more than that, they had a little love feast of their 
own down at Charleston; there was no abolition- 
ist, no Federalist there ta vex and plague them; 


| every man his own 


save themselves. ; ae VEE 
I do not desire to argue this question, but 
merely to suggest the palpable, prominent, indis- 


putable facts of history. It is said to. be/a. hard 
thing for an individual to find out when his mew» 
tal faculties begin to fail him. It is not difficult 
for him to find out when his physical. strength 
fails him, but it is very rare that a man finds.out 
when his mental vigor begins tofail him. Jssupr 
pose what is true of individuals is true of parties 
| and of collections of men. But let me ask my 
| friends, do they not feel in their own experidnee 
when they read the newspapers, do they not be- 
| gin to find some indications that the day of the 
i strength of the Democracy has departed, that it 
| has gone or is going? It seems to me that they 
must. | appeal, then, to all who hear me, is it 
| not the part of wisdom to submit to what is in- 
| evitable? Charles I did not compel the Com- 
| mons to put the pulleys on to haul him under the 
| ax; but when he found the ax was up and that 
| the Commons had decreed that his head should 
go under it and the ax should. come down, like 
| a sensible and well-bred gentleman as he was, he 
|| put his head under. If royalty could learn.: that 
: lesson from coming events, and: could learn tonet 
i with becoming prudence, is it too much to ask 
the Democratic party when the ax is upand the 
inevitable sentence from which there is no escape 
has been pronounced, like that good Christian 
gentleman, Charles I, quietly to put their beads 
| under and submit to what must come? : 
Mr. President, what is to be cannot be avoided; 
| and if there is any one thing which, it seers to 
| me, the indications from every side everywhere 
teach us, it is that the day of this power is over; 
and there is ne indication more indicative of it, 
more satisfactory, more conclusive to my own 
mind, than the Christian and statesmanlike effort 
made by the honorable Senator from, Maryland 
yesterday. When from such quarters and from 
such sources, such exhibitions of true and inevi- 
table consequences are portrayed befare the peo- 
| ple of this country, there is no great difficulty in 
i anderstanding the signs of the times or predicting 
what is speedily to follow. Laskeverybody who 
| hears me, do you not rejoice that the day has 
come? Are you not glad that this nation, blind 
| and deaf so Jong to the teachings of history and 
the commands of God, has at length aroused it- 
self from its lethargy, listened to the voices which 
| heaven and earth, God and nature, are proclaim- 
i ing, and is preparing to patitself in alliance with 
the Power which cannot be resisted and whose 
| fiat will most surely be executed. 
Sir, wher the great founder of the Dutch re- 
| public, William the Silent, [think he was called, 
| after losing his armies, his treasure, his finances, 
and everything but his own indomitable courage 
and his Christian faith, counseled his followers 
again to rally and again to strike for freedom, 
they asked him, “ Ilave you secured any alli- 
ances? Arc there any of the potentates and Pow- 
ers of the earth that you could associate with, that 
| will aid you in thestraggle in which you propose 
to engage?’ His answer was, “ Yes; L have 
allied myself to the King of kings, and in His 
strength Į invite you to go to battle.” Sir, that 
i isthe position and the only position this naton 
can occupy. If we cannot do that, if we cannot 


| put away from us the great sin and the great 
| crime which has separated. us not only from the 
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sympathiss‘of the Christian world, but from the 
blessings of the God of the Christian world, then 
indeed is our cause hopeless and our struggle des- 
perate. : i T g 

But, sir, whenever unconditionally and without 
équivocation we come up to the mark and place 
ourselves on the high standard of Christian duty 
and resolve that despite of all extraneous circum- 


stances, of all doubtful contingencies, ofall ques- | 


tionsof expediency, we will place ourselves firmly 
upon the everlasting rock of duty and our action 
shall be in accordance with our conscientious con- 
victions, then, and not till then, will that pillar of 
aloud’ by. day and fire by night which led the 
chosen people from the house of bondage to the 
land-of promise be ours. Then we shall indeed 
and in trath be worthy of our genealogy and our 
histoty, Then'the sublime teachings of the Pil- 
giim fathers who lefteverything behind them that 
they might come hither and plant in this wilder- 
ness a temple of liberty and throw wide open its 
doors for the oppressed of earth to enter and be 
at rest—then will all that be realized. Then with- 
out shame, without reproach, and without apol- 
ogy, we can stand in this nineteenth century, 
soldiers of the new civilization and of an old 
Christianity, going forth to battle with every im- 
pulse of our hearts and every purpose that we 
entertain in full accordance with the best wishes 
and hopes of the good on earth and of the God 
in heaven; when we take this position and take 
it firmly and ably, then and not until then shall 
we triumph; then and not till then shall we see 
the beginning of the end. 

Sir, 1 do not read papers very often; but I tell 

ou that yesterday and to-day [, forone individual, 
i. felt more confidence, more hope, more as- 
surance that we were on the right way, that we 
were on the way to victory, to peace, to honor, 
to safety, and renown than I ever have since this 
rebellion commenced. 

Mr. President, let me say one word more, and 
Tshall not detain the Senate longer. When the 
Saviour of man with the sympathy and pathos 
with which Efe loved the chief city of His native 
land wept over Jerusalem His lamentation was, 
if thou hadst known in this thy day the things 
that belong to thy peace”? Sir, thatis what this 
nation ought to know; that is what the nation 
ought to understand. It is what I believe; and 
by a vigorous prosecution of this measure we 
shall evidence to heaven and carth that we doun- 
derstand and mean to perform the things which 
belong to our nation’s peace. When we have 
done that, and not till then, can we look forward 
with any confident hope to the termination of this 
war. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. President 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Ifthe Senator prefers to 
speak in the morning, as itis late now, E shall 
move an adjou rament. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from California yield the floor to the Sena- 
ator from Indiana for the motion indicated ? 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Iam willing to consult 
the pleasure of the body. 
to go on in the morning as now. 
to say, 

Mr. HENDRICKS, 
do now adjourn. 

‘Tie motion was not agreed to. 

“Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. President, it is not 
my purpose to undertake an elaborate discussion 
of a subject that has been worn threadbare for 
twenty years, but rather to define my exact po- 


Ihave notmuch 


I move that the Senate 


sition in relation to the question presented to the 
| 


Senate. 
We have had now three years of war, terrible 


war; more than one hundred thousand of our | 


friends and brethren have gone down on the red 
battle-field; there are circumstances attending 
about this present question that should challenge 
grave consideration, and not permit of the loose 
jest; and it has scemed to me that the Senator 
from New Hampshire, in his jibing discourse, 
commencing with comedy and ending with tra- 
gedy, changing the role of the administration of 
the theater, has been playing fantastic tricks be- 
fore high Heaven that should make angels weep. 
This question is no question for loose debate, It 
is no question for jest, [tisa 


consideration. Lam surprised that gentlemen 


getup loosely in their place in thia Senate Hall- 


and talk of settling this controversy by the pas- 


It will suit me as well | 


uestion for grave | 


sage of a series of resolutions, when ‘we have 


own fastnesses, behind their own defenses, an 
army equal to our own. They should know, if 
they remember history, how a few Indians in 
Florida: resisted the American arms; and that a 
great power in the South is not a power to be 
frifed with, nor to be made the subject of com- 
mon jest. “These things are too grave for jesting, 
and-demand the grave consideration that was 
supposed in ancient times, and. in the better days 
of our own Republic, to be the characteristic of 
Senators. : 

We have engaged in a war that now has em- 
ployed our armies for three full campaigns. We 
have achieved as yet no great success. Richmond 
is not yet ours. Some question whether we com- 
mand the current of the Mississippi. We have 
got a great war before us. I eame into this Senate 
Chamber at the opening of the last Congress, 
willing to lend my aid in maintaining effective 
war, and I asked for.a million men and full ap- 
propriations. That was not the opinion of the 
other side of this Chamber then; and consequently 
the war has lingered on, hundreds and thousands 
of millions have accumulated as the debt which 
we have to pay as well as its current interest. 
These are grave things, independent of the blood 
that has flowed from. our kindred, and demand 
grave consideration. 

I thought when I came here that the business 
of the Federal Congress, the business of the Ex- 
ecutive of the Federal Union, the business of this 
Government, was by the exercise of its full power 
to put down the rebellion; but what has been the 
fact? From the time I took my place here until 
this day, until these last ten minutes, hardly a 
quarter of an hour has passed that has not been 
occupied by discussing the status of negroes in the 
southern confederacy. 
finances, our legitimate business, our foreign re- 
lations, have ali been ignored. 

1, as I said on rising, do not propose to discuss 
this question here: my argument is an affirmation 
that we have no business with meddling with so 
grave a question of fundamental and elementary 
law while we have a war to maintain for the pur- 
pose of reéstablishing the Republic. I have from 
the first protested against the continuous discus- 
sion of this question not belonging to armies, not 
belonging to forees, bat belonging to a sentiment 
or opinion which could not be made use of for 
any legitimate purpose in the controversy before 
us. [have asked the Senators on both sides of 
the Chamber to assert the strength of the Repub- 
lic and compel obedience to the Constitution and 
the laws, and so I shall say as long as I occupy 
my place in this Chamber; but I protest against 
oceupying the time of the Senate of the Republic 
of North America entirely in discussing subjects 
that have nothing to do with the reéstablishing of 
the Republic that has been disintegrated by hos- 
tile forces having no faith in the system as it ex- 
ists. 

I shall myself, and I would were I alone, vote 
agitftst these amendments, not because I am not 
in.favor of freedom, but because they have no 
proper office at this time in this body, and their 
tendency is toaggravatethe war. Iam confident 
that this provision being passed it will add twenty- 
five or fifty per cent. to the vital forces of the 
southern confederacy. We have been inviting 
those accumulated forces ever since the war com- 
menced. I have opposed that policy. Is it pos- 
sible, with this measure passed, that the men of 
the South will not fight to extremity; and if they 
fight to extremity when will they be compelled to 
yield? Itis said that Rome did not take the men 
of the north of Britain with all their defenses. 
Itis said that neither Edward I nor any of the 
succeeding kings of England with three times the 
force ever conquered the fastnesses of the north, 


tish king in order to secure peace between those 
two departments of a single island. Now itisa 
vain thought and a vain hope that by this system 
of subjugation, by this system of force, we can 
compel the men of the mountains of the Allegha- 
| nies as they extend south, through South Caro- 
lina and Georgia and through Alabama, and as 


The men of the mountains will maintain the land 
against us. This a vain thought that the result 
at which we aim can be accomplished by this 


E 


against us in arms, in their own country, in their | 


Our home policy, our 


It is history that England had to accept a Scot- | 


they radiate through the country, to yield to us. | 
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pressure of legislation, What strength is there 
in any Senator’s arm? Whatcan he compel and 
what is the force of your resolution? It achieves 
nothing that tends toward victory, it only arouses 
the fierce animosity of now a present violent foe. 
There is no peace 1h this. There is no triumph 
in this. There is no settlement in this. And as 
things tend now, we shall have to leave to our 
children, and perchance to ourchildren ’s children, 
a legacy of war. I eame -here unwilling to leave 
the legacy of controversy to my children, and I 
have done my best to maintain a- strict course of 
policy that peace might be established in the land 
and leave no legacy of that kind on my part. 

I am compelled to say, Mr. President, that as 
the year has rolled round, I have seen but little 
to afford us hope. Only once did I read that mel- 
ancholy poet who said: 

«c Let the heavens be bung in black 
And let the earth put mourning on.?? 
And in my judgment it may well be said of us: 
“Let the heavens be hung in black 
i And let the earth put mourning on,” 
for in the history of no free people, since the time 
the Persians came down upon Athens, have I 
known as melancholy a period as this day and 
year of our Lord in our history; and if we can 
y the blessing of God and by His favor rise 
above it, it will be by His special providence and | 
by no act of ours. I shall vote against the reso» 
lution. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
Is the Senate ready for the question on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on the Judiciary? 

Mr. POWELL. I have an amendment to of- 
fer to the amendment, to come in asan independ- 
ent proposition at the end of the proposed article: 

Arr. 14. The President and Vice President shall hold 
their offices for the term of four years. The person who 
has filled the oflice of President shall not be reéligible. 

This is a proposition which I hope will meet 
with the approval of the Senate. It will be ob- 
served that it is independent of the amendment 
proposed by the committee. If it shall be ap- 
proved by the Senate and by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and ratified by the proper number of 
States, it will of course become a part of the Con- 
stitution; but it will notin any way interfere with 
the proposition of the committee, One may be 
ratified by the necessary number of States, one 
may be rejected, or both’may be adopted. It ia 
not necessary, and I shall not at any very great 
length, state to the Senate the reasons why this 
provision should be incorporated into the Con- 
stitution. I believe that no man has been in the 
presidential office for the last twenty years, who 
has sought a reélection, but has used, to a greater 
or less extent, the power and the influence of the 
office for the purpose of securing his reélection, 
A free nation must protect itself by the virtue and 
the force of its own laws, otherwise it will sooner 
or later perish. When we clothe a citizen of this 
Republic with the office of Chief Magistrate he 
should not be tempted to use the power of that ' 
office for the purpose of securing a reélection. 
Whenever he does so he prostitutes the high of- 
fice he holds. The Chief Magistrate should de- 
vote his whole time to the duty of administering 
the laws of the country and to seeing that they are 
faithfully executed. He should not be diverted, 
by any hope of future position, from the single 
purpose of promoting the good of the country 
over which he presides. i 

I suppose every Senator in this Chamber must 
have witnessed at some period of his life the evils 
resulting from the executive office being used for 
the purpose of securing the reélection of jts in- 
cumbent. Such efforts always result in evil, and 
are never promotive of good. We find now on the 
lips of almost every person who is not in favor 
of the reélection of the present incumbent the as- 
sertion that he is using his office for the purpose 
of securing a reélection. Itis said thathe hawks 
offices about, and bestows patronage here and 
patronage there on unworthy and sometimes cor- 
rupt individuals in order to secure their aid to. 
promoté his desire for a renewal of his. term of 
service. The same charge has been made against 
every man who has filled that office and who has 
sought a reélection, since I have had any knowl- 
edge of public affairs. I believe we can have no 
man in the presidential office who, if he desires a 
reelection, will not use the office to a greater 0 
leas extentto secure thatresult. Our fondamenta 
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daw should be so: formed as ito -prevent such’ a 
prostitution of power by forbidding it absolutely. 

The amendment that I propose cannot affect 
the one reported by the committee.. It cannot: 
affect the reélection :of the. present incumbent of 
the office, for we all know that before the amend- 
ment can be approved by the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, and be: ratified by the States 
-by the constitutional majority, the next: presi- 
dential election will have transpired. “ped 

Iam opposed to any amendment of the Consti-. 
tution at this time; butif we are to'enter upon that. 
work, let us exhibit to the world that our ideas’ 
are not restricted to one... The speeches and ar- 
guments which have been made and the amend- 
ment which has been proposed by-the Judiciary 
Committee, have reference to but one single ob- 
ject, and that is the subject of African slavery, 
although there are others admittedly démanding 
a corrective. Letus while we are engaged in this 
work do something that will be of permanent ad- 
vantage, something that will secure, or tend to 
secure, at least an honest administration of our 
public affairs in the executive office. When we 
clothe a citizen with the functions of that office, 
let him understand distinctly that he has been 
highly exalted, that he has high duties to dis- 
charge, that virtue should distinguish the posses- 
sion of power, that the administration of justice 
and of law involves the well-being of the millions 

‘of his fellow-citizens who. have intrusted their 
dearest interests to his care, and hence that he is 
expected to concentrate every faculty of his mind, 
and the best sentiments and affections of his heart, 
on his great responsibilities; that if he barters of- 
fice and prostitutes justice to gratify ambition he 
is edged about by the Constitution which forbids 
his reélection, and will overwhelm him with shame 
and disappointment; thatif he desires to transmit 
his name to posterity as a wisc, virtuous, great, 
and good man, he can only do it by fidelity and - 
patriotism, 

One part of the platform announced a few days 
since by the Senator from Kansas, (Mr. Pome- 
noy,] I heartily approved, while others I thought 
were very bad indeed. He approved the one-term 
principle. I never knew a state of political affairs 
In this country when the “ outs” did not. The 
“ins,” who want reélection, are only for it in 
theory. : 

The one-term principle was a favorite one with 
General Jackson; and if I am not mistaken he 
recommended that the Constitution be so changed 
in one of his messages or inaugural addresses; 
but even that stern old Roman chicf, a man of 
high, noble, Roman virtue, after his installation 
into that office not only received, but, it may be 
supposed, sought a reélection. I have no idea 
thatthe old hero of the Hermitage used that office 
in such a manner as to prevent his reélection; on 
the contrary, L suppose he used it to promote it. 
All have done go, all will do it; and as wise men, 
as patriotic men, as men devoted to the perpetuity 
of their country, if we commence amending the 
instrument we should correct some of the many 
evils that we know do flow from such an exercise 
of the executive office as promotes the reélection 
of the incumbent. Let the man that we hereafter 
put there know that there is no possible hope of 
a reélection, and thathe must depend on an honest 
and faithful and patriotic discharge of the duties 
of his office for his reputation in all future time. 

Put this provision in the Constitution, and when 
aà partisan President—and all of them are partisans 
to a greater or less extent—is clothed with the of- 
fice he can afford to lay down the partisan robes 
and execute the office faithfully, justly, and hon- 
estly, and like a judge on the bench decide ac- 
cording to right and justice. He will know that 
he cannot, by catering to this or that wing or fac- 
tion of party followers, ask or receive future pro- 
motion. Consequently, he will dismiss all such 
from him, and he will enter upon the discharge 
of the duties of the office with a single purpose 
to promote the public good. At least, I hope that 
will be the result. 

Senators cannot say that it will interfere with 
the proposition before the Senate as reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary. It isa separate. 
and distinct article; but if it be adopted by the 

Senate we can remove all doubt about it by pro- 
viding that the States may ratify one or all of the 
ropositions presented by the constitutional ma- 

jority, and the portion ratified shall become part 


-of the Constitution. “But without that-provision. 


| 


I hold thatif we-were to pass one, two, three, fout, 
or ten separate and: distinct-articles, the States 
could ratify one article without ratifying the rest.. 


(GLOBE 


Mr. FOSTER. -If the honorable Sénator from: | 


Kentucky will extend-the period: of service for. 


-these several officers—President and: Vice Presi-; 


dent—to six years, I will vote with him for:the: 
amendment. en 

Mr. POWELL... I have no objection to that.: 
I first drew the amendment so as to fix the term: 
at six years, but at the suggestion. of. a: friend J. 
struck out. six’? and put it at-“ four.” Iwill 


‘accept the amendment of the Senator from Con-' 


necticut. 
objection. : nE 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - Does the Sen- 
ator so modify his proposed amendment to the: 
amendment? s 

Mr. POWELL. Ido, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
form of the amendment proposed. to the amend- 
ment. 


If the Senate prefer “six,” L have no 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The proposition intro-: 


duced by the Senator from Kentucky, Í am sat- 


isfied, meets the approbation of many members of | 


the Senate, I am inclined to think it would be an 
improvement of our present Constitution not to 


allow the Executive to be reélected. “But we have | 
now got before us one distinct. proposition.to so | 


amend the Constitution as to prohibit slavery. 
That question has been discussed. This propo- | 
sition now offered by the Senator from Kentucky 
isa new-one. I do not know but that it would 
command a majority of the Senate or two thirds 
of the votes of the Senate; but there are differ- 
ences of opinion in regard to it. It will opena 
new discussion, I think we had better not adopt 
itin connection with this great, grand idea of mak- 
ing this Republie free and our Constitution a Con- 
stitution to protect free men alone. I wang that 
proposition to go solitary and alone to the Amer- 
ican people, and let them pass upon it. 

I hope, therefore, that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, if he thinks proper to offer this amendment, 
will, after we shail have disposed of the present 
question which has been discussed, offer it as a 
separate proposition. It may be done to-morrow 
or any day after we shall have voted upon this 
and it shall have passed out of the way,and Iam 
not aware but that I shall vote with him. I think 
there is much force in the suggestions which he 
has made, but I do not like to have the proposi- 
tion which we have been discussing for several 
days, and upon which the Senate is now about 
ready to acty mixed up with another one which 
will open a new discussion, and perhaps extend 
this debate for weeks. 

For this reason alone I shall feel compelled, in 
the present condition of things, in the present con- 
dition of the debate, if the proposition is persisted 
In, to vote against it, 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, the reasons 
suggested by the Senator from illinois do not 
strike me as being very sound. He desires this 
amendment presented as an independent, distinct 
proposition. Itis so presented. Itis a separate 
and distinct article in no way connected with the 
amendment proposed by the Judiciary Committee 
of which the honorable Senator is chairman. It 
is perfogtly competent for the Senate to pass, by 
a two-thirds vote, the proposition of the Senator 
from Illinois from the Judiciary Committee, and 
also by a two-thirds vote to pass the amendment 
that I propose. Itis then also equally compe- 
tent, if these two amendments go out together and 
are submitted to the States, for three fourths of 
the States to adopt the amendment that I propose 
and to reject the one proposed by the Judiciary 
Committee, or to adopt both, or to adopt the one 

roposed by the committee and reject the one 
propose. When the Constitution was first 
amended, I think there were ten amendments or 
more proposed, most of which were adopted, but 
some were rejected. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iamaware of that. That 
was not the point which I made. lam aware that 
where several articles are submitted to the States, 
the States may adopt one and decline to adopt 
another; but the point which } made, if there was 
any force in it, was this: that we had had one of 
these subjects under consideration for some time, 
that the Senate was about ready to come toa vote 
upon it, and now that there ia proposed another 


| 


other.: The Senator is quite: right about that: 
Mr. POWELL. : The Senator admite all that 
I contended for upon that point; but'we have now 


cunder consideration the-question.of amending the 


Constitution. “Iam opposed, to'the amendment 
‘proposed by the Judiciary Committee, and: shall 
not cast my vote for it. Ido not think this:is 
the proper time for us-to enter upon thé-work of 
amending the Constitution; butas we: have: the 
question before us, as amendments.are proposed, 
as Congress seems determined to submit amend- 
ments to the people for their rejection or ratifita» 
tion, let us send out the amendment which Ipro- 
pose if Senators think it a good amendment. My 
Opinion is that the amendment which I proposé 
will be: ratified: by every State in the Union, if it 
shall be submitted to the States; but:if it be! un- 
popular, it will not in ‘the ‘least jeopardize ‘the 
adoption of the amendment proposed by the Ju> 
diciary Committee, if the two ‘Houses send them 
both out together. ` ge APEE A ais 
Mr. HOWE. 1 wish to ask the Senatora 
question, the answer to which will guide my vote 
on his proposition. J am utterly.opposed to mak 
ing the specific amendment to the Constitution 
which the Senator proposes; but I have not'the 
slightest objection to submitting such.an amend» 
ment to the people; and Lam- inclined to vote to. 
do so unless there is some objection to it on this 
side of the House that I have not heard yet,if in 
return the Senator from Kentucky and his friends 
in the two Houses will vote to submit.to the peo- 
le the proposition which we make. . L suppose; 
owever, that if the proposition which we have 
been debating should go to the people. he would 
probably oppose its adoption by the people——; 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President- eaii 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. . Does the Sen» 
ator from -Wisconsin yield the foor? > i 
Mr. DAVIS. I call the Senator to. orders- $ 
do not think it isin order to makea proposition 
of bargain and sale between Senators. oo goxi 
Mr. HOWE. Things ofno value, like Senators 
and Representatives, I suppose can. be bargained 
and sold. I was simply saying to the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. PowgLL] ‘that ‘I supposed 
he would oppose the adoption of the amendment 
which we have been debating here for sevéral 
days,as I should certainly vote against:adopting 
the amendment proposed by him. But I have 
no objection to submitting his amendment.to the 
people, and will vote to do so if the main propos 
sition will thereby go to the people with. more 
force. If we can in that way get his vote and 
the votes of his friends to submit the main propo- 
sition, I shall be very willing todo it, and 1 hope . 
the Senator from Illinois who has charge of thig 
measure will consent to. it. : 3 
Mr. POWELL. I cannot accept the, propo», 
sition of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin, 
I am no political trader; I never have trafficked.in 
thatway. Throughout my life I have acted politz 
ically independent, I have advocated or. opposed. 
measures as I thought they were meritorious, 
wise, and constitutional, or the opposite. . Il have 
never yet so tarnished my political reputation ax 
to vote for or against a measure merely on parti« 
san grounds, I stated distinctly to the honorable 
Senator that I was opposed to the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on the Judiciary. I 
shall vote against it here, and if T shall have any 
influence in other places I willexertitthere ageing: 
it. Ihave presented my proposition, and F hope 
it will prevail on its own merits. If-the Senate 
do not think it a wise provision to pun the: Con- 
stitution, if they do not think it will result in. prac- 
tical good, it is the duty of Senators. to. vole it 
down. If they think itis wise, and will promote 
the public interests, then, as honcst men, and not 
as political traders, E demand their votes for it. 
It can in no way injure or mar the-amendment 
proposed by the adicias Committee. I present 


irag, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL: GLOBE. 


April 6, 


i - 


Jtasan independent-article, and. for the very rea- 
Bon that I do.not wish to:-have. around. its neck 
the millstone, that I think, the'amendment of ‘the 
Judiciary, Committee would. prove-to!-be to it. 
While J mast decline all political trading, I hope 
that no Senator who. believes: the amendment I 
„propose is wise and proper will vote against it be- 
cuse; k decline.to enter into. a political traffic. 

ew Mr. ANTHONY. Irise to. ask-a parliamentary 
question. L understand that the proposition of 
Abe Senator from Kentucky is offered: by way of 
amendment. to: the amendment reported by. the 
committee. Therefore, ifhis motion prevails, the 
squestion: will then be upon the amendment as 
amended. Is it not so, air? 7 
«Mr. POWELL. Itis presented as a separate 
and distinct article; numbered differently. 

ie Mc, ANTHONY. . But it is an‘amendmentto 
the amendment of thé committee. : 

+. Mr. POWELL. It is an amendment to the 
proposition, but: not an amendment of the article 
proposed by the committee. 

-4:Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky cannot vote for his own amendment ulti- 
mately as I understand, unless ‘he votes for the 
proposition that: comes from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, because hisamendment, if adopted, 
is ingrafted on that. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky has several other amendments to propose, 
as I understand, and if we adopt them the result 
may be that we shall have several constitutional 
amendments combined, each of which would com- 
mand separately the vote of two thirds of the 
Senate, hut the whole would be rejected. 

Mr. POWELL, As I understand it, each ar- 
ticle will be voted upon separately, asif it were a 
separate and distinct bill, ‘The Senate certainly 
have the power to do that.: I offer this as a sep- 
arate and distinct proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Scnator 
offers itas an amendment to the pending amend- 
ment, On the question of order the Chair has no 
doubt. 

Mr. COLLAMER, 
pending amendment ? 
ter? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Thatdoes not 
raise a question of order for the Chair to rule it 
out on the ground of a want of congruity. That 
only furnishes a reason to the Senate to vote 
against it for wantof congruity, butdocs not raise 
a question of order for the Chair. 

r. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator from Ken- 
tucky says he offers it as an independent propo- 
sition. ifso, t submit that it should go through 
the regular form, and reccive its various distinct 


But is it germane to the 
Is itnot independent mat- 


readings. 
Mr. POWELL. I offer it as an independent 
article, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. [tis offered as 
an amendment, by way of additional article, to a 
pending amendment. There is but one mode of 
treating it. Thereis no difficulty about the ques- 
tion, There is one plain mode of treating it: it 
is an amendment to an amendment, and must be 
go treated; if adopted, the question will then re- 
cur on agreeing to the amendment ns amended. 

Mr. HOWE, I understood the Senator from 
Kentucky to offer itas an amendment to the 
pending proposition, and } supposed he knew, 
and J suppose still he knows what he meant b 
it. As | saw him apparently desirous of amend- 
ing this proposition, | wanted to know what he 
was disposed to do with it after he should have 
got it amended; whether he was disposed then to 
vote for the proposition as amended. lt was 
therefor that Eput the inquiry, Lam answered 
satisfactorily; I understand that he will not vote 
for the proposition. T cannot see the force of the 
reason which he assigns, which is that he is not 
a political trader. Really, I did not assume that 
the Senator was of that character when I put the 
question to him; | simply wanted to know whether 
whet he got the pending proposition amended to 
suit him, he would then vote for the proposition 
as amended, vote to submit these two constitu- 
tional amendments to the people of the United 
States. The Senator seems to think that isopen- 
ing up a bargain. It may be so 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin allow me to make a sug- 


gestion? 
Mr. HOWE. Certainly. 
‘Mr. SAULSBURY. I think these questions 


are divisible; and for one, while Iwill not.vote 
.to amend the Constitution according to the first 
amendment proposed,:I will vote for the-amend- 
ment proposed by my honorable friend from Ken- 
ctucky, if Lean vote upon’ it as a distinct propo- 
«sition. I presume that when the vote is‘taken, it 
will be inorder to call for a division of the ques- 
tion, and: we may-vote for the first proposition or 
against it, and then for oragainst the second. If 
that be true, I shall vote in favorof the last prop- 
osition and against the first. . 

: Mr. HOWE. We can have that vote on this 
‘as.an independent proposition to-morrow or the 
next day, whenever it shall be brought forward 
by itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis compe- 
tent for the Senator from Kentucky, or any other 
Senator, to move it as an additional amendment; 
the proposition is separate and independent from 
the one contained in the pending amendment re- 
ported by the Judiciary Committee; but inasmuch 
as itis offered asan amendment to an amendment, 
it will, if adopted, combine both propositions in 
the question upon agrecing to the amendment as 
amended. It would come in more appropriately 
if offered asa separate amendmentafter the Senate 
should have acted on the pending one reported by 
the committee. 

Mr. HOWE. I am very anxious that the 
amendment which we have been considering shall 
be submitted to the people. If I can get any ad- 
ditional votes for submitting it to the people by 


voting to submit another proposien to them I 
will do it; but if I cannot, as 1 understand I can- 
not, of course I will not vote to submit to the 
people a proposition to amend the Constitution 
in a particular in which I do not wish to have it 
amended. 

Mr. WADE. I wish to inquire whether this 
amendment will require a two-thirds vote or a 
majority vote for its adoption? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As anamend- 
ment to an amendment, in the judgment of the 
Chair, a majority will carry it. 

Mr. POWELL called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. ‘The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Buckannw] desired me to say that 
he was so sick as to be compelled to leave the 
Senate. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Davis, Foster, Grimes, Hen- 
dricks, Nesinith, Pomeroy, Powell, Riddle, Saulsbury, 
Wade, and Wilkinson—~12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Conness, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Hale, 
Harding, Harlan, Farris, Henderson, Howard, Howe, John- 
son, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Me Dougall, Mor- 
gan, Morrill, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Saimner, ‘Tea 
Eyck, Trumbull, Van Winkle, Willey, and Wilson—32. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. R ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
have the 44th rule of the Senate-read in reference 
to the vote required in order to carry an amend- 
ment, or any proposition short of the final ques- 
tion, It does not require a two-thirds vote, 

‘The Sceretary read the 44th rule, as follows: 

“44, When an amendment to be proposed to the Consti- 
tution is underconsideration the concurrence of two thirds 
of the members present shall not be requisite to decide any 
question for amendments, or extending to the méfits, being 
short of the final question.” : 

Mr. POWELL. I have another amendment 
to be added to the amendment of the committee 
as an additional article: 

Ary. 14. The principal officer in each of the Executive 
Departments, and all persons connected with the diplomatie 
service, may be removed from office at the pleasure of the 
President. All other officers of the Executive Departments 
way be removed at any time by the President or other ap- 
pointing power when their services are unnecessary, or tor 
dishonesty, incapacity, inefficiency, niisconduct, or negleet 
of duty, and when so removed, the remoyal shali be re- 
ported to the Senate, together with fhe reasons therefor. 

Since I have had any knowledge of public 
affairs here it has struck me that the manner in 
which the sub-officials in the Executive Depart- 
ments are removed with every incoming Admin- 
istration ig very detrimental to the public service. 
Tf this amendment shall be adopted, the President 
will have the power to remove without cause the 
heads of Departments andail the diplomatic corps; 
but no other civil officers can be removed except 
for cause; and then when the Senate shall meet, 


the power that removes must report the names of ! 


those removed and the causes for which-they were 
removed: Head Thee Sa ee E 
We know what a most lamentable thing it is 
to see the emasculated forms of the office-holders 
shere wheran incoming Administration makesits 
appearance. : They hardly have any politics; the 
poor ‘creatures: look as if there was very. little 
manhood about-them. To be sure, there are ex- 
-ceptions to that rule. “We know since the time 
of General Jackson, whenever an: Administration 
comes: into: power almost every Department is 
‘swept of the officers; faithful, honest, capable men 
ar@turned out to give place to political support- 
ers of the successful party. ` : SON 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I know my honorable 
friend from Kentucky will pardon. me for inter- 
posing a suggestion. The most distinguished, the 
ablest man my State ever produced, was John M. 
Clayton. He madea speech in this body against 
removals-from office, and the gravamen of his 
-charge was that-five hundred men, including post- 
masters“and all the subordinates, had been re- 
moved under General Jackson’s administration, 
I therefore ask my friend to except from his gen- 
eral animadversion the administration of General 
Jackson, because according to the statement of 


Senator Clayton on this floor in the master speech 


of his life—the speech on Foot’s resolution—he 
estimated those removals throughout the United 
States to amount to five hundred. Do not com- 
pare the present Administration to General Jack- 
son’s! : 

Mr. POWELL. Iam not comparing it with 
General Jackson’s, and God forbid that I should; 
I merely meant to indicate that about that period 
of our history this system of ‘turning men out of 
office commenced, as I] understand. The evil that 
I propose to correct is a great one, an alarming 
one, as every Senator here must know. What 
does the country want in the way of a public 
official? -lt wants a man who is honést, who is 
capable, who is vigilant inthe discharge of the 
duties of his office. When you get that you have 
promoted the public service as much as you can 
do so through the agency of an official. But we 
do know—and I do not charge it alSne upon the 
Republican Administration — that under Demo- 
cratic Administrations and under Whig Admin- 
istrations, in many instances, honest am faithful 
men have been turned out merely because they 
differed from those then in power in politics; men 
who were honest, who were vigilant, and who 
were educated to the discharge of the functions 
of their office. I wish to prevent that. I know 
that the proposition that 1 propose, if it shall pre- 
vail, will not inure to the benefit of my political 
friends; for the offices are now held by those op- 
posed to me politically; but I never would pro- 
pose an amendment to the Constitution to effect 
any party interest. If it shall be amended, the 
amendment will stand perhaps as long as the Gov- 
ernment. But we know that the spoils” sys- 
tem is a very great evil; we know that honest, 
faithful, capable, educated men in their business 
have been turned out of office, and men utterly un- 

tried and inefficient, and very often dishonest, put 
in their places. 

The public interest does not demand that. The 
public interest demands the very contrary. All 
the country has a right to ask is that the public 
offices be filled by men of integrity, capacity, and 
industry, and when you get that you promote the 
public interest; and if you turn such men out to 
give place to politicians, cross-roads politicians 
often, who have no capacity to discharge the func- 
tions of the office, you absolutely do great harm 
to the country. It should hot be done. I hope 
the amendment I have offered will be passed. I 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I rise merely to say that 
I shall vote against this proposed’ amendment 
without particular regard to its merits, for the 
reason already indicated by mein stating why I 
voted against the other amendment, 

Mr. WILLEY. I simply desire to say thatin 
casting the vote which I shall give I wish. to be 
understood as not condemning the principle incor- 
‘porated in the proposed amendment. If it were 
a distinct proposition put in proper form, I should 
like to-see it made a part of the Constitution; but 
I do not desire to embarrass this other great and 
leading question by any such matters at this time. 
While I am up I will take the occasion to say that 
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tn voting against the other proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, did so not because. I was 
not in favor of the one-term principle, but because 
in that instance, as in this, Edid not wish to em- 
barrass the main question by any other matter. 
I am alittle surprised, however, that a Senator 
who. is so hostile to proposing amendments to the 
Constitution in this particular condition of the 
country, seems so anxious to introduce so many 
of them. : 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I cannot agree with the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, and my reason is this: we want an Exec- 
utive, and he must have authority in his own de- 
partment, or we shall have no Government. I 
would rather go, as the gentleman suggested by 
his previous-amendment, for extending the term 
and increasing the power of the Executive than 
diminishing it at this day. The Executive ought 
to have authority over his sub-executives; it is 
a necessary authority; otherwise there is.no Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. POWELL. The honorable Senator from 
West Virginia thinks it strange that if l were op- 
posed to bringing in propositions to amend the 
Constitution at this time | should ‘offer so many 
amendments myself. I will state to the Senator 
that so far as the Senate is concerned I sce it is 
determined to propose amendments to the Con- 
stitution, and while it is engaged in that work, 
I deem it a patriotic duty to offer any and every 
amendment that F think will promote the public 
interest; and it is for that reason that I havc of- 
fered this amendment; it is perfectly satisfactory 
to myself. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 6, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Davis, Hendricks, Powell, Riddle, 
Saulsbury, and Wade—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chander, Clark, Col- 


lamer, Cowan, Conness, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, | 


Poster, Grimes, Hale, Harding, Harlan, Harris, Henderson, 
Howard, Howe, Johason, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, 
McDougall, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Yan 
Winkle, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—38, 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. ; 

Mr. POWELL. Ihave made several efforts 
to get in some wise and salutary amendments, 
and { propose now to offer one other. I have no 
idea that Í shall beable to getit through; but I will 
make the effort. 1 offer this to come inas a sepa- 
rate article at the end of the amendment of the 
committee: 


Arrt. 14. Every law, or resolution having the force of | 


law, shall relate to but one subject, and that shall be ex- 
pressed in the title, 

I think I have beard almost every Senator on 
this floor complain of a species of legislation that 
is very common here at the close of every ses- 
sion, For instance, or appropriation bills an 
amendment will be stuck in by one House or the 
other that is in no way germano to the subject- 
matter; and by that means a great deal of legis- 
lation finds its way on- the statute-boole which 
would not otherwise have been passed by either 
House. The constitution of the State in which 
I live was once in that respect as the Constitution 
of the United States now is, and we encountered 
these difficulties as we do here. In 1849 we had 
a convention which made a new constitution, and 
put in it a provision similar to that which [ now 
offer, and we all saw at once the wise working of 
it. [donot think there is a Senator in this Cham- 


ber who, if he were asked the question privately, | 


would not say that hethinks such a provision as 
this would promote the purity of legislation. It 
would prevent a great deal of legislation which 
could not be passed on its own merits, but which 
yet finds its way upon the statute-book, 

A few days ago I was told by a Senator that 
an amendment was put upon an appropriation 
billsome years since giving somebody apension; 
and upon some money bills, and other bills of 
importance, may be found clauses giving land 
grants to railways. 
forbidden by a wise people. 


its own merits, and not be carried because of the 
peculiar surrounding circuyistances in which, 
owing to the condition of the public service, a 
vital measure must be lost or extraneous matter 
carried through by it. To prevent this state of 
things hereafter, Í have seen fit to present this 


All these things should be | 
e. Every proposition | 
thatis enacted into a Jaw should go through upon | 


amendment; and‘I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. . 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 6, nays 37; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Cowan, Davis, Hendricks, Powcll, Rid- 
dle, and Saulsbury—6. 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Con- 
“ss, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
e, Harding, Harlan, Harris, Henderson, Howard, Howe, 
Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Laue of Kausas, McDougall, 
Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, 
Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Van Winkle, 
Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—37. 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. i : 

Mr. DAVIS. I offer as an amendment to the 
amendment an additional article, which } send to 
the Chair. 

The Secretary read the words proposed to be 
added, as follows: 

The President and the Vice President of the United States 
shall be elected in the following manner: each State may, 
within thirty days next before the time appointed for the 
election of President, in any mode adopted by the State, 
nominate to Congress one candidate; and on the first Mon- 
day of February next before the expiration of each pres- 
idential term, the two Houses of Congress shall mect to- 
gether as a convention, in the Hall of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and all the candidates nominated by the States 
Within the preceding thirty days, not eXteeding one from 
each State, whose nomination shall have been authenti- 
cated to Congress, shall be before l convention as can- 
didates for the Presidency ; and thercupon said convention 
shall procced, under the supervision of the Presiding Off- 
cers of the two Lfouses, to vole by open ballot from amoug 
all said candidates for President, and when any one shall 
have received a number of votes equal to the number of 
members, elected and appointed, ot both Houses of Con- 
gress, he shall be declared by the President of the Senate 
to be electéd President of the United States. Jn all cases 
where the balloting shall have continued in this mode 
through fivedays, and no election shal! have been effected, 
on the sixth day it shall be resumed, and after each ballot 
the officers presiding shall drop the candidate who has re- 
ceived the smallest number of votes, or two or more can- 
didates who have received an equal number of votes, and 
less than all the others; and the balloting shall be so eon- 
tinued among the remaining caudidates until one shall re- 
ceive the majority aforesaid; and thereupon the President 
of the Senate shall announee him to be elected President 
of the United States. The convention shail then proceed 
in the same manner from the remaining candidates to 
elect a Vice President of the Wnited States. Whenever 
it may occur in the voting for President or Viee President 
that all the candidates but two. bave been dropped, the 
balloting betweenthem may, if necessary to make an elec- 
tion, continue two days longer; and if then no candidate 
shall have received the required number of votes, the offi- 
cers presiding over the convention shall report the state of 
fact to the Supreme Court of the United States, and it 
shall thereupon pronoince which of the two candidates 
shall fill me office. And no Senator or Representative who 
shall have voted for the candidate that may be elected Pres- 
ident, or for the candidate for the Vice Presidency who 
may have been elected to that office, and upon whom the 
Presidency may have devolved, shall be nominated or ap- 
pointed to any office by the incumbent of the Presidency 
for whom he may have voted. 


Mr. DAVIS. My own reflection has convinced 
me that the two great infirmities of our system 
of Government are the power of removal, which 
has produced the spoils system, and the mode of 
electing the President and Vice President. It is 
the selection of our king, and it is regarded of 
such paramount importance thatit absorbs every 
| other election, general and local, in the United 
| States. It in truth divides the whole community 


tion or of politics general and local, but it divides 
the entire community in all its interests, social, 
religious, political, and business. lt absorbs the 
mind of the people of the nation, and it excites 
that mind to such an extent thatthe billows which 
it raises in one presidential contest are not allowed 
time to subside until they are taken up in the en- 
SUIS one. 

I think if gentlemen would read the amendment 
carefully for themselves, it would commend itself 
to their own reason and judgment, those espe- 
cially who have experience, as most of them have, 
i in relation to presidential elections. 

Anything that would prevent the whole country 
from taking up a presidential controversy, and 
continuing it until the election, and immediately 
after the President clected has been installed into 
office, or within avery short time afterwards, pre- 
cipitating the country into another canvass, in my 
judgment would be productive of an immense 
amount of good to the country, and to the proper 
workingofthe Government. {will state that this 
amendment would cut off entirely what is called 
the presidential campaign, which is eminently ex- 
citing, eminently corrupting and mischievous in 
is results, Within a very short time before ihe 
presidential term begins, it permits every tate 


not only upon the subject of a presidential elec- | 


i 


lowing article be proposed to the Legis 


that may choose to: do’so'to present a candidate, 


it does not compel any State to presenta cand 
date; but cnough States would be willing.to pre- 
sent their candidates to have plenty inthe fields 

The amendment prescribes that on-a day 
February the two Houses of Congress sliall get 
together in convention, and that the two Houses 
in that convention shall procced to make the se- 
lection in the mode provided in the amendment, 
which I will not attempt to explain. I feel as- 
sured at any rate that if this mode be adopted it 
will result in relieving. the country entirely from 
the excitement and thé corruptions of presiden- 
tial canvasses; it will present the very best men 
of each State before the joint convention for 
the two offices of President and Vice President; 
each State will have the privilege of presenting 
but one name,and when the President shall have 
been selected, the Vice President will be selected 
from the residue of the persons named by the va- 
rious States. It provides for a mode of election 
that would secure the choice of both officers within 
afew days, and in my judgment would secure 
the election of better men, and much better men, 
for both offices than we are in the babit of getting, 
because it would secure a choice from among the 
very best and most competent and most virtuous 
men among the whole people of the United States. 

Theamendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The question recurred on the amendment Fe- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary, which 
was tostrike outall of the original resolution after 
the resolving clause, and insert the followings, 

(Iwo thirds of both Houses concurring,) That the fol- 
latures of the several 
States as an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which, when ratified by three fourths of said Begis- 
latares, shall be valid to all intents and purposes as a part 
of the said Constitution, namely: 

Arties XUL 
Src. l. Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except 


| as punishment for crime whereof the party shall have been 


duly convicted, shall exist within the United States, or any 
place subject to their jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. Congress shati have power to enforce this article 
by appropriate legislation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended, $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committeo of the Whole. j 

Mr. SUMNER.. 1 made no objection to the 
amendment in committee, but I wish to call the 


j attention of the Senate to the language of the 


amendment before it is finally acted upon and. 
gets beyond our reach, 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, Itis properly 
open to amendment now, and will not be after it 
shall have been concurred in, 

Mr. SUMNER. I 80 understood, and reserved 
what I have to say to this moment. Of course, 
in placing a new textin the Constitution we can- 
not be too careful, and especially when that text 
is of such transcendent importance. Now,.if I 
can have the attention of the Senate 

Several Senators. Let us adjourn, 

Mr. WILSON. It Is evident that we are not 
to bave a vote on this question to-night, and E 
should like to make a report from a committee of 
conference and to have it disposed of at once. 

Mr. SUMNER, 1 give way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


If there be no 


| objection, the conference report will be received. 


PAY AND PENSION OF CHAPLAINS. 
Mr. WILSON submitted the following report: 
The commitice of conference appointed to take into con- 
sideration the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 


amendincuts to the bill CH. R. No. 302) to amend section 
uine of the act approved July 17, 1862, entided “An act to 


| define the pay and emoluments of certain officers of the 


Army, and for other purposes, Y having met, after full and 
ree conference have agreed, and do recommend to their 
sspective Houres to agree, as follows: 

Thet the House of Representatives reecde from their 
disagreement to the first amendment of the Senate, and 
agree tothe same, with the following amendments, to wit: 
first, after the word “chaplain,” in the first line of said 
amendment, insert the words © without command 3? sec- 
ond, atter the word “surgeons,” in the fourth line of said 
ainendment, insert the words # and shall wear sue uniform 
as is or may be preseribed by the Army Regulations,” and 
thatthe Senate agree to the said gimendwents, os 

That the Hanse of Representatives recede trom their dis- 
agreement to the third section of the amendments et the 
Senate, and agree ta the sams with the following amend, 
ments, to wit: first, after the words “Adjutant General, ®™ 
in the fourth line of sald section, insert the words ‘of the 
Army through the usual mHimry channel?’ sceond, after 
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the word “condition,” in the fourth line of said section, in- 
seri-thewords.‘‘and general history ;’? and that the Senate 
agree to the said amendments. - 

“That the House of Representatives recede from their dis- 
agreement to the fourth section of the amendinents of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with the following amend- 
ment, to wit: add at the end of said section. the words 
yrhen practicable,” and that the Senate agree to the said 


‘amendment. a 
4 ` HENRY. WILSON, 
L.E. S. FOSTER, 
‘GEO. READ RIDDLE, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate. 
J. A. GARFIELD, 
M; F. ODELL, 
; N. B. SMITHERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis manifest that we can- 
not understand that report from the mere reading 
efit, . L-hope the chairman will explain ib. 

Mr. WILSON, 1 will very briefly explain the 
report. It provides-for amending our firstamend- 
Mentsoasto provide that chaplains shall not have 
command. Itonly makes clear what was intended, 
that they shall have assimilated rank but not 
command. It is also provided that they shall 
„wear the uniform provided for in the Army Reg- 
ulations. 

Another ainendment of ours provided that chap- 
Jains shall report to the Adjutant General the moral 
condition of their regiments. It is proposed to 

amend that by providing that they shall make 
their reports through the proper military chan- 
nels—through the commanders. That is a mere 
matter of form. It is also provided here that in 
their monthly report of the moral condition of the 
regiment they shall also include its general his- 
tory—a brief statement. 

. Another Senate amendment provided that reli- 
gicus services should be held at least once every 

abbath, This puts in the words “ when prac- 
ticable.” When an army is on the march or in 
the face of the enemy, of course that cannot be 
done, 
~ The report was concurred its 


VOLUNTEER NAVAL APPOINTMENTS: 


Mr. HALE. Before the Senate adjourne; | 
wish to have a little matter disposed of. Some 
time since the Senate passed a bill (S. No. 76) 
relating to appointments in the naval service and 
courts-martial. The House of Representatives 
made amendments to the bill, which were referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. The com- 
mittee now report in favor of non-concurrence, 
and I want the matter acted on at once so that 
the bill may go back to the House of Represent- 
atives, 

The amendments were non-concurred in, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
(No. 380) for the relief of George W. Murray 
waa read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENT TO TILE CONSTITUTION, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 


before the Senate is on concurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole to. the 
joint resolution No. 16. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE., [understand that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. Henverson,] who in- 
troduced the original proposition which was sent 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, has been sick 
and confined to his room for two or three days, 
and he is prepared and expects to speak on this 
question to-morrow. 1 think itis due to him that 
he should have the opportunity, and for that rea- 
son I for one am willing toconsent to an adjourn- 
ment. But for that fact I should be entirely op- 
posed to an adjournment until we settled this 
question; and if we adjourn now, Í think it should 
be with the express understanding that we shall 
close this question to-morrow. fÍ do not know 
any persons inthe Senate who have intimated a 
disposition to speak on the question, with the ex- 
ception of the honorable Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. HenpeRson] and the honorable Senator 
from Indiana, [Mr. Henprices,] except that I 
understand the ‘honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Sumner] desires to propose some 
amendments to the Senate for its action. 

Mr. HOWARD. I hope that no such under- 
standing will be had. I trust the measure before 
the Senate will undergo a full and thorough dis- 
cussion, that every member of the Senate who de- 


sires to say- a word upon it will have a. full and 
fair opportunity; beeause I, for one, regard-it.as 
of the utmost importance not only to us but to 
our country and. our posterity. _Lhope there will 
be no such understanding as that, 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. l beg the Senator not to 
misunderstand me. ‘I did not desire to say that 
any Senator should not have an opportunity to 
be heard; but sg far as I had heard expressed 
among Senators about the Chamber, I was not 
aware that any other persons desired to speak but 
those whom I stated; and it was therefore that 1 
was willing to consent to the adjournment. 

Mr. HOWARD. [understood the Senator to 
press upon the consideration of the Senate the 
necessity of bringing this question to a final vote 
to-morrow. I understood that to be the under- 
standing which he desired to have entered into. 
For one, I object to any such understanding. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. As the Senator from 
Wisconsin has alluded to me, I desire to say, lest 
it might be misunderstood, that I expect to oc- 
cupy the attention of the Senate for buta very 
short time, if I shall fee] Well enough, to-morrow. 
I was not well enough to-day, or I should have 
said what I desired to say to-day very briefly. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate ad- 
ourn, 

3 The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, April 6, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 


bythe Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


JAY COOKE AND CO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House acom- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in answer to a resolution of the House, in regard 
to the services of Jay Cooke & Co. in selling 
United States securities, &c.; which was laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 


CABINET OFFICERS IN THE HOUSE. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Lask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a report from the select 
committee on House bill No. 214, providing that 
the heads of the Executive Departments may oc- 
cupy seats upon the floor of the House of Rep- 


| resentatives,. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that that sub- 
ject ought to be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PENDLETON. i only want the bill and 
reports printed; and | do not propose to call it 
up except on due notice, and to suit the conven- 
ience of the Flouse. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that 
no motion to reconsider shall be made. 

Mr. PENDLETON. | desire to make a mo- 
tion to reconsider in order to select a proper time 
for taking up the subject for action. I do not 
propose to have any hasty action. 

There was no objection; and the bill was re- 
ported back with the accompanying majority and 
minority reports, ordered to be printed, recom- 
mitted to the select committee, and a motion to 
reconsider entered, 


NEW POST ROUTE, 


Mr. McBRIDE, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was read, 
considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be directed to Inquire into the expedicnoy of 
establishing a post route from Dalles City, in the State of 


Oregon, via Cafion City and Independence, to Boise City,” 
in the Territory of idaho. 


NOME LACKEE RESERVATION. 


Mr. COLE, of California, presented the joint 
resolutions of the Legislature of California relat- 
ing to the Nome Lackee reservation; which was 
ordered to be printed, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 


THE REBELLION. 


Mr. COLE, of California, also presented joint 
resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Cali- 
fornia, in reference to the suppression of the exist- 
ing rebellion and the measures necessary thereto; 
which were laid upon the table,and ordered tobe 


printed. 


GEORGE W. MURRAY. NT 
Mr. PERHAM, by unanimous consent, from 


| the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a bill 


for the relief of Géorge W. Murray; which was 
read afirstand second time,ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time;and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed... -~ 

Mr. PERHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which-.the-bill was. passed; and also. moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. : e A ` ; 

The latter motion was-agreed tos ; ; 

Mr. STEVENS. [ask leave to presenta bil 
regulating the pay of certain officers in the Army 
of the United States. - : : 

Mr.CHANLER.  [object. 5 

Mr. STEVENS. I merely want to refer it to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHANLER. I object. 

Mr. SPALDING. I demand the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not yet come 
from the printer.: ` 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Massachusetts. I ask 
leave to report from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions a bill grantinga pension of eight dollars 
a month to Harris Welch. i 

Mr. ANCONA. I object. z 


ENROLLMENT ACT. 


Mr. DRIGGS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a joint resolution repealing the last clause 
of section sixteen of the enrollment act, approved 
March 3, 1863; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to report from the Com- 
mittee of Claims a joint resolution for the relief 
of A. S. Clark, postmaster at Harrison, Ohio. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I object. 


NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. SPALDING. | I call for the regular order 
of business, * ; 

The SPEAKER stated the regular order of 
business to be the consideration of House bill No. 
333, to provide a national currency secured by a 
pledge of United States stocks, and to provide for 
the circulation and redemption thereof, reported 
from the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, with sundry amendments, and an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute moved by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr.Srevens,] 
on which the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Hooper] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, it is not my in- 
tention to discuss the provisions of this bill, with 
which the House is already familiar; but I wish 
to ask attention to some of the reasons, that are 
conclusive to my mind, why the paper circulation 
of this country should be under the control of a 
national law; believing as I do that the condition 
of the country, growing out of the exigencies of 
this war, renders the regulation of the currency by 
Congress absolutely necessary for the purpose 
of strengthening and upholding the Government. 

In addressing the House last week I said that I 
looked upon the system of State banks as having 
outlived its usefulness—considering them as in- 
stitutions connected with the growth and pros- 
perity of the country—that they were uncqual to 
the exigencies of the present time, with the de- 
mands which this war is making on the resourcea 
of the country. This remark seems to have 
shocked the sensibilities of some gentlemen on the 
other side of the House. It has been said that I 
must have forgotten the great services rendered 
to the country by the State banks during the 
revolutionary war; which I certainly had over- 
looked, and have yet to learn that they rendered 
any service or were in existence during that pe- 
riod. i 

In the war of 1812 it was different. The State 
banks did then play an importantand unfortunate 
part, and a strong effort has been made to give 
them now an opportunity to repeat it. But the 
history of their action, and its effects during the 
war of 1812, and of the inconvenience and trou- 
ble which were caused by using the notes of the 
suspended State banks then for the currency of 
the country, has not been forgotten. f 

Soon after the commencement of the war of 
1812 all the banks suspended specie payments, 
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except some in New England; and the Govern- 
ment was induced, most unwisely as it proved 
aferwards, to use their irredeemable notes for 
cürrency. “By the urgent advice of Mr. James 
Gallatin, who was referred to by the honorable 
member from New York as * the representative 
man of a great class of financiers in this coun- 
try,” the banks in the city of New York decided 
in December, 1861, to suspend specie payments; 
and their example was promptly followed through- 
out the country. The Secretary of the Treasury. 
was then strongly urged to adopt the same course 
as in 1812, but he positively refused to receive 
and circulate their notes, even for the balance that 
was still due from the banks on account of the 
Government loans they had taken. This was the 
cause, and, in my opinion, the only cause, of the 
contest which was at once begun by Mr. Gallatin 
and others against the Secretary and against the 
financial measures of the Government. 

Mr. Gallatin was foremost, as.“ the represent- 
ative man” of a great class of financiers, ‘in this 
contest. The honorable gentleman from New 
York states, as coming from a pamphlet Mr. Gal- 
latin recently published, that if Mr. Chase had 
administered the finances of the country as they 
had been hitherto administered by other Secreta- 
ries “the State banks could have gone through 
the crisis, successfully administering this Govern- 
ment as á hard money Government to carry on a hard 
money wir.’? But the Secretary of the Treasury 
obstinately refused to give the State banks that 
opportunity to administer the Government. 

Atthe timethe loan was made in New York on 
the seven and three tenths Treasury notes Mr. 
Gallatin opposed it at a meeting of the bank man- 
agers, and insisted upon Congress being again 
called together to raise the rate of interest. After 
deciding not to take the seven and three tenths per 
cent., Mr. Chase addressed the meeting, also Mr. 
Stevens, the president of the Bank of Commerce, 
and the vote was reconsidered; and it was finally 
agreed to take the Treasury notes with interest at 
the rate of seven and three tenths per cent. With- 
out the influence of the Bank of Commerce that 
loan could nat have been negotiated then. The 
action of this bank has beenatall times favorable 
to whatever the Secretary of the Treasury recom- 
mended, and it has rendéred invaluable assistance 
in‘all the negotiations. of the Departments with 
the banks. 

Atthe meeting of bank managers in the city of 
New York in December, 1861, Mr. Gallatin suc- 
cessfully urged the suspension of specie pay- 
ments; he declared to the meeting that the Gov- 
ernment must suspend specie payments or the 
banks must; that it was only a question of time 
which should suspend firstand keep possession of 
the specie; and that if the Government obtained 
possession of it the whole amount would soon 
be expended or hoarded. 

The action of the Secretary of the Treasury in 
declining to receive and circulate as currency the 
notes of the suspended banks wasat first attrib- 
uted by Mr. Gallatin and others to the want of 
financial knowledge and experience; they en- 
deavored to persuade him that he did not under- 
stand matters of finance; but afterwards Mr. 
Gallatin, at least, must have changed his opinion 
on that point, for subsequently, in a published 
letter, he said substantially of the Secretary, that 
‘he knew the right but sull the wrong pursued,” 
because he had himself, by letter, informed the 
Secretary what the right was. It is possible, 
however, that the Secretary may have been so 
occupied with the pressure of his official duties 
that he never read the letter. If my memory is 
correct it was a very long letter, and it informed 
the Secretary what Mr. Gallatin considered right 
in regard to many other matters than those of 
finance; among other things he informed him that 
the wrong men had been sent abroad to represent 
this Government in foreign countries, In early 
life Mr. Gallatin had béen connected with the 
diplomacy of the country, Í think daring the 
greater part of the warof 1812; and this may ac- 
count for his wishing to see repeated in this war 
whatever was done then. 

Failing to persuade the Secretary to adopt his 
recommendations, Mr. Gallatin seems to have 
gone mad upon the absurd idea that all pay ments 
of the Government should be in coin, and that the 
State banks should make a hard money war and 


administer the Government... I regret,to notice 
that some members of this House. seem. to be 
affected in the same way. ` eet, 3 

I have been familiar with and have carefully. 
studied the works of the honored father..of this 
gentleman, and I feel quite sure. that in view. of 
all the evils that_resulted from the unwise. finan- 
cial course of the Government during the war of 
1812, he would, if living now, have supported the 
financial measures of this Administration, Albert 
Gallatin was one ef the soundest and most able 
writers on finance of this or of any country. After 
the war of 1812 he used all his powers to promote 
-the resumption of specie payments, and exercised 
great influence in restoring a sounder and more 
substantial system of currency than had existed 
even before that war commenced. The trouble 
with the son appears to be in the proper applica- 
tion of the financial precepts of his father. If I 
may be excused for using a hackneyed. but apt 
illustration, l should say that he seemed some- 
times ‘to put the saddle on the wrang horse,” 
by applying the principles and precepts of his 
father very differently from the way the father 
would have applied them. For example, before 
this war, the son was one of the stanchest sup- 
porters of the system of bank notes for the cur- 
rency of the country; now, in the midst of this 
war, he advocates carrying it on with specie; in 
both cases, as it seems to me, having the saddle 
on the wrong horse. 

It appears to me also that my friend, the hon- 
orable gentleman from New York, who referred 
with such kind compliments to some former works 
of mine on currency, sometimes falls into this 
same error in applying principles differently from 
what I should apply them. Those humble efforts 
of mine to which he referred were intended to 
urge the importance of using some portion of the 
wealth which was pouring into the country, ina 
season of peace and unexampled prosperity, to 
secure a sounder condition of the currency, instead 
of using it, as was the case, to expand the cur- 
rency by increased issues of the credit of the 
banks. The arguments I used are as sound now 
as they were toen, but the issues before the coun- 
try are somewhat different. I will take the lib- 
erty of calling the attention of the honorable gen- 
tleman to one short extract on the 87th page of 
the volume published in 1855, which he left at 
home. Itis as follows, and I wish him to con- 
sider it as the key-note to all I have ever said or 
written on currency: 

“ [f paper money is ever useful to a conntry, it can only. 
be in great emergencies; anditshould be reserved as a re- 
source to supply the means for the defense of the country 
when other resources are exhausted. At such a time it 
may be used for the business transactions within the coun- 
try to refease the coin from that service, so that jt may be 
used by the Government in the exigency for the common 
wellare.?? 2 

I think the gentleman from New York must be 
credulous and too easily imposed upon by the | 
statements of designing men, for I am sure he 
would not intentionally state anything in this 
House that conveyed a false impression, even if 
he thoughtit would weaken the confidence of the 
people in this Administration. The statement 
he made yesterday in regard to a national bank į 
having $1,500,000 to the credit of the Govern- 
ment, and at the same time a small amount on de- 
posit with Mr. Cisco, the Assistant Treasurer, in, 
the “temporary loan’’at five per cent., was all 
true; but it was only the naked outline of the 
truth, which some designing person probably 
communicated to him for the purpose of produ- 
cing a false impression upon his mind, with the 
hope that he would communicate it to the House 


as be did. JA 
The facts in the case were that this bank had 
been active in negotiating the five-twenty loan, 
and had received for it a million anda half of dol- 
lars in greenbacks, of which it notified the De- 
partment, requesting that it might be transferred to 
the Assistant Treasurer, asit was inconvenient to | 
hold this large amount of greenbacks in their 
bank. Until that transfer the bank was in the 
position described by the gentleman from New 
York. | 
‘hen there is that‘ stock story” of the gentle- 
man about the fraud atihe Treasury Department, 
son the authority,” as he repeats each time, 
“of your own investigating committee.” The ; 


Mr. Clark referred to was a Democrat appointed 


in. Mr. .Buchanan’s. Administration «and. wag 
in: the: Treasury- Dey bby 
The affair occurred. the 
ministration. . Probably, 
mittee were too ready to. believ 
against the honesty.of one. retained: in-office who 
had: served under an Administration that encour- 
aged stealing in so many ways, The examina- 
tion of the facts referred to by the investigating 
committee ‘not only exonorated Mr. Clark, but 
showed that he had been the means. of prevent- 
ing this payment. It was in connection with a 
curious contract for stone, so worded. that the cons 
tractors were entitled to and claimed $35,000 for 
the two large stones on the buttresses of the platy 
form of the new entrance to the Treasury builds 
ing, The claim was finally. compromised by the 


payment of about five thousand dollars, |, 

hen the banks suspended. specie payments 
in December, 1861, in the midst of a most expens- 
ive wat, it seemed. to me one of those great emer 
gencies for which I had said ithe: use of pa 
money should be reserved; I was therefore satis 
an 


in advocating its issue by the Government; 
claim now, without fear of contradiction 
has been an invaluable. resource to. supply :the 
means for the defense of the nation.  It-of- course 
must inflate the currency; but. it appears to me 
disloyal and wicked“for private corporations. to 
insist upon their right, at such a time as this; ta 
add to their inflation for their own profit. i 
The consequence of the suspénsion of specie 
payments by the banks in 1812 was an enormous 
depreciation of the currency, varying in-propot= 
tion to the expansion of the banks of each of 
the different States; and the depreciation gener 
ally increased as you went toward the South, 89 
that any.one starting from Boston.to. visit Wash-. | 
ington, with money enough to pay for his journey | 
there and back, found his money increase in ! 
amount as he increased his distance from Boston 
by the time he reached Washington he had more 
money than he started with, notwithstanding he 
had paid all the expenses of the journey, and 
traveling was far more expensive then than. now. 
The journey back produced avery different result, 
One may imaging what effect. this, condition, of 
the currency would have onal! the financial mease 
ures of the Government. Hs securities were sold 
at prices much below par,:and were paid: for. in 
different State currencies that were still more dee 
preciated. The degree of depreciation varied in.al- 
most every State, so that when the Government 
made a loan at sixty: to seventy for a hundred, it 
was paid for with currencies of different values, 
in some places depreciated to such an extent that 
often less than-an average of fifty per cent, of 
the value in coin was realized for the loan. Mr. 
Calhoun, of South Carolina, said in a speech. de- 
livered at that time in this House, that the Gov» 
ernment issued its paper: bearing six per cent. ine 
terest, and took in exchange. for every. hundred 
dollars of it sixty dollars of State bank paper 
equally depreciated and bearing no interest. 8 
suggested as a remedy for this that the Govern- 
ment should issue its own notes and make then 
a legal tender, and that it should exercise its only 
constitutional powers against the notes of State 
banks—taxation to drive them out of existences 
Members from the State of New York have re~ 
ferred with great satisfaction to the present cone 
dition of the bank currency of that State; butt 
wish, without any disrespect, to remind them that 
after the suspension of specie payments in De- 
cember, 1861, the Government could not receive: 
the bank currency of the State without receiving: 
the notes of every other State in the Union. All 
bank notes in circulation then were, by law, Illés 
gal, irredeemable notes of suspended banks; and: 
New York bank notes stood no better, in the eye 
of the law, than the notes to which the bank man- 
agers of that State often refer under the designas: 
tion of “ wild-cat currency; which I havealways: 
understood to mean irredeemable bank notes. 
The New York bank Jaw contains many excel= 
lent features, and to my mind some that are obé 
jectionable. The banks in that State, outside, of: 
the cities of New York and Albany, are authors 
ized to redeem their circulation in those cities ak: 
a quarter percent. discount, and are not required 
to redeem their notes in specie until. fifteen daya 
after demand. E a as i 
The following list exhibits the. circulation of: 
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twenty-five banks, selected as specimens to show 
what may be done and whatis doing by the banks 
itt the.way-of furnishing: circulation: ed 


Statement of certain, Banks having a Circulation in excess 


of Capital. 
: toni 
: oe 
£ gs 
E T 22 
& 5 FE 
F 2. J3 
D,; 5 aÒ 
fiampden Bank, N. Y.. f $100,000 | $313,220 | 3.13 
Bellinger Bank, N.Y... 10,000 76.280 | 7.62 
Lyons Bank, Ne Yo... 30,000 112,150 | 3,73 
Pe Ra Westial’s Bank, ` 
SON. E A 25,000 107,796 | 4.92 
Suffolk County Bank, tae ee 

NOY csegsdvees ve seas 20, 000 62; 540 | 4,19 

wank: of Orangetown, 

INE EE tte hci MGs 30,000 Í ~. 89,999 | 3.93 

se 20,000 82,602 | 4.13 
‘Anthracite Bank, Pa... 99, 800 298, 149 | 2.98 
Bank of Gettysburg, Pa. 145, 150 421,810 | 2.90 
Farmers Bank of $ ; . 

© S¢luylkill, Passies 100, 000 304,836 | 3.04 
Farmeéts’ aid Drovers? : 

Bank of Waynesburg, 

RAvisecyeevereeroese os 150,000 495,500 | 3.30 

Shore Bank, Pa.. 754150 221,257 | 2.94 
Lewisburgh Bank, Pa.. 100, 000 324,677 | 3,94 
Lock Haven Bank, Pa.. 110,000 311,650 | 2.83 
Mount Joy Bank, Pa... 54,710 171,179 | 3.12 
Octoraro Bank, Pa se.. 57,970 169,315 | 2.92 
Union Bank of Reading, : 

E i EOAR ta eee OTET 100, 009 * 298,425 | 2.98 
West Bruich Bank, Pa. 100,000 299, 109 | 2:99 
York County Bank, Pa. 125, 000 395,275 | 3.16 
Bank of Chambersburg, 

„Pūsesseseasososososo 256, 838 751,525 | 2,92 
Bank of Newark, Det. 50, 000 139,887 | 2,79 
Exchange Bank of 
~ Greencastle, Ind... f -50,350 173,056 | 3.43 
Bank of Geauga, Ohio., 50,000 139,826 | 2.79 
Merchants? Bank of 
~ MasihHon, Ohio. s.i.. 50,000 142,844 | -2.85 
Bank of Delaware, Ohin. 23,000 65,171 | 2,53 

$1,932,968 | 85, 998, 088 


sient wa =e 


It will be noticed that of the banks on this list 
six are in the Stateof New York organized under 
the boasted general law of that State, which, I 
understand, containg no limitation in regard to the 
capital of the bank, nor to the amount which any 
bank may circulate. Here are twenty-five banks 
willy an aggregate capital of $1,932,968 issuing 
circulation to the amount of $5,998,088. 

: ‘Any one who remembers the condition of the 
currency during the war of 1812, or who haa read 
of it, must feel grateful to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the country will appreciate his 
firmness in resisting the pressure of the banks and 


inaugurating the financial measures which have į 


D 3 e g e i 
thus far met with such marked success, instead 


of inflicting again upon the country the compli- 
cated evils which resulted from the different course | 
of the Government in the war of 1812. 
‘Lrepeatwhat Lsaid the other day, thatthe issue 
of legal-tender notes was not only a wise meas- | 
ure, but that it was the only measure that could 
have been adopted with safety; and if the Gov- 
ernment had, instead of it, depended on the State 
banks and used their notes for currency to carry | 
on this war, it would have proved an utter fail- 
ure. The loan bill, including the issue of legal- 
tender ‘notes, the national bank act, and the tax 
law, were recommended by the Seeretary of the 
Treasury as the three measures to be relied upon 


| ing'the ten years that preceded this war than would 


to carry the nation through its financial difficul- 
ties,- The last Congress enacted them, and itis || 
the duty of the present Congress to do all in its j! 
power to perfect them. They certainly have |! 
worked successfully thus far; and I trust any i 
i 
H 
H 


[ 
| 
1 
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attempts to perfect them will meet a generous | 
support from this House. | 
The gentleman from New York stated the other |! 
day in his speech that the very best section of this i 
bill was the one which repealed the law of last i 
year, and thereby condemned it as unendurable iF 
after only the brief experience of a single year. 
Nothing can be further from the truth. So far | 
q 

i 

t 

i 

t 

| 

t 

i 
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from condemning that law, the sole object of this 4 
billisto amend and perfect it) Like ail new meas- | 
ures, that bill was putin the best shape at the | 
time to insure its passage. lt was in fact a good | 
bill; not perfect in all its details, but still a good i 
bill, Its passage established a most important |! 
principle, and the brief experience of a single year | 


| when demands are pressing on the Treasury De- | 


i disposal of the Secretary; and I would also ask 


has been satisfactory. The friends of that law 
are row endeavoring to-give more complete effect 
to its principles by mtroducing this bill to perfect 
its details, and to give more effective action to the 
banks whicl have been and are now rapidly or- 
ganizing underit. Itis a novel idea that any bill 
amending an c¢xisting law is a condemnation of 
the original law. i se 

The constant denunciation from certain quar- 
ters of the financial measures that were adopted 
in the last Congress, and of the action of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, remind one of the robber 
crying ‘stop thief” to divert attention from him- 
self. It is,in my opinion; the State banks which 
arc now doing the most to depreciate the currency 
of the country, and they are deriving large profits 
fromit, Twenty and even thirty per cent. on the 
capital has not been unusual as annual profits of 
some of them during the past two years, They 
use the legal-tender currency as the basis for ex- 
tending their own issues and inflating the cur- 
rency, and then complain of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and of the financial measures that have 
been adopted, as the cause of the depreciation. 

That the banks are doing this is not a matter 
of opinion, but of fact, well known to gentlemen 
from New York, and patent to anyone who will 
take the trouble to compare the present amount 
of the loans of the New York banks, or of the 
State banks generally, with what they were be- 
fore the suspension of specie payments in Decem- 
ber, 1861. 

When the great influx of gold from California 
commenced a few years since, it was supposed 
by many that it would strengthen the currency, 
but, instead of being used for that purpose, the |i 
banks made itthe basis for extending their issues, 
and they continued to inflate the currency until the 
suspension of specie payments occurred in 1857. 

It may, with almost as much propriety, be said 
that the inflation of currency which culminated in 
the suspension of specie ‘payments in 1857, was 
caused by the gold from California, as to say 
now, in face of the fact of the great extension of 
issues and expansion of the State banks, thatthe 
present depreciation of the currency is to be solely 
attributed to the action of the Secretary of the 
Treasury and the effect of the financial measures 
of the last Congress. 

More gold was exported from the country dur- 


have sufficed to supply coined money for the 
whole currency of this country; but the gold, in- 
stead of being used to strengthen the currency, 
was made a basis for extending the issues of the 
banks; and it was no sooner Janded at New York 
than it was transferred to a steamer for Europe, 
to be sentabroad to pay for the excessive imports 
of foreign merchandise, which was induced by 
the inflated condition of the currency of the coun- 
try. This misuse of the gold'from California was 
favorable forstock-jobbing and other speculations, | 
but was a positive injury to all the industrial in- 
terests of the country. 

The same use is now being made of the legal- 
tender currency, which the necessities of the war 
have obliged the Government to issue, in the ab- 
sence of any other legal and suitable currency 
that could be used in the great emergency of the | 
war. The State banks are issuing the legal-tender 
notes as a basis for an enormous inflation of the 
currency by the extension of the amount of their 
issucs and of their loans. 

As I said before, this statement is nota matter 
of mere opinion, but of fact, that is patent to any 
one who willexamine the subject, and compare 
the present condition of the State banks with their 
condition in the summer of 1861. 

The gentleman from New York, [Mr. papare] 
in hisremarkslast week, said the Secretary should 
retrace his steps and diminish the issues of Gov- | 
ernment paper. ButI would ask him, in all frank- 
ness, if he thinks this a suitable time to fund the 
legal-tender currency and to diminish its amount 


parunent that cannet be met without availing of 
all the resources that Congress has placed at the 


what other effect it could have, if the Government 
should now fund and retire its Issues of legal- 
tender notes, than to give greater opportunity to | 
extend the issues of the banks. As the Govern- 


| at the West. 


meiit withdrew their legal-tender notes the banks 


would issue so much more of their irredeemable 


er. 
Mp js useless forthe Government to do anything 
to diminish the volume of the currency so long as, 
the State banks exercise the right, and are watch- 
ing for every opportunity to extend their cireu~. 
lation; and it is impossible for anything to be 
done to correct the depreciation, so long as the 
State banks are permitted, without any restraints 
of law, to fill all the channels of commerce with 
theirown notes. In. no other country, civilized 
or uncivilized, does the power exist with private 
corporations or individuals to exercise such a con~ 
trol over the currency of the country. Nowhere: 
but here is the sovereign and irresponsible power 
delegated to individuals and to private corpora- 
tions of furnishing and controlling the currency, 
which measures the valuc of all the property of 
the country. The cost of paper is only the ex- 
pense ofthe paper and engraving and the trouble 
of preparing and signing the notes; but wherever. 
itis used it regulates the price of all the salable 
property in the community. Mr. Webster in 
one of his Speeches said, in referetice to the cx- 
cessive issues of the banks, thatit was ‘the most, 
effectual of inventions to fertilize the rich man’s 
field with the sweat of the poor man’s brow,” and 
“that, banks should be restrained from issuing 
for circulation bills or notes ander a given sum, 
say ten or twenty dollars; this would diminish 
the circulation, and consequently the’ profits of 
the banks; but it is of less importance to make 
banks highly profitable institutions to the stock- 
holders than that they should be safe and uscful 
tothe community.” How much more important 
is this now than at the time it was uttered by Mr. . 
Webster; now, when the life-blood of the nation. 
isheing exhausted by adding the excessive issues 
of the State banks to what the Government is 


| obliged to issuc to sustain itself! 


I understand Mr. Webster to have meant that 
whon a sturdy pioneer in one of the new States 
of the West is induced to borrow money on the 
pledge of his land at three to five per cent. a 
month, he usually finds, after two or three years 
of toil, that he has received no benefit from his 
labor; that the land he has cleared and cultivated 
has by law become the property of his aceommo- 
dating but shrewder neighbor, and thereby it has 
become the rich man’s field, fertilized by the 
sweat of this poor man’s brow. Ido not wish 
to be understood as saying that this occurs only 
The sanie thing is constantly go- 
ing on in the eastern States. The popular delu- 
sion that business is so profitable in this country 
that men can afford to pay one,or two percent. a 
month for money tempts enterprising men to €X- 
tend their operations and to engage in new un- 
dertakings, and in the majority of cases with 
precisely the result illustrated by this pithy ex- 
pression of Mr. Webster. It is to prevent the 
national banks from making such loans that.we 
limit the rate of interest, nor in any case to €x- 
ceed the rate of seven per cent. per. annum; and 
this rate was selected because it is the legal rate 
in the great commerejql State of New York. 

The banks authorized under this national law 
are restricted and controled in regard to the 
amount of currency they can issue and the rate 
of interest on their loans. In none of them can 
the amount of currency excced the amountof the 
capital; and the whole amount of currency to be 
issued is limited to $300,000,000. ‘The provis- 
ions of the law contain every suitable privilege 
that should be granted to any banks; every in- 
ducement is offéred to organize the capital of the 
existing State banks under its provisions by offer- 
ing every facility to make the change, and to bring 
in their circulation asa part of the €300,000,000 
which this law establishes as the maximum of 
the circulation of bank notes. 

If anything is to be attempted by Congress to 
control the present depreciation of the currency, . 
the right must be assumed to regulate the issues 
of notes that furnish the currency of the country; 
and the circulation of aby notesas money that are 
not sanctioned by this national law must be pre- 
vented by the enforcing of some stringent enact- 


iment. So long as the Stale banks are allowcd to. . 


sue their notes without restraint to be used as 
money, any actidiy of Congress or of the Treasury 
Department to prevent the depreciation of the cur- 
rency is useless, It is just as wrong and just as 
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indefensible in principle to issue a piece of paper 
money without the sanction and impress of the 
Government as itis to issue a piece of metallic 
money without that sanction and impress. I 
know no good reason why laws regulating theis- 
sues of paper money should not declare the issue 
and circulation of any other notes to beas greata 
crime as to issue and pass counterfeits of the coin 
ofthe country. > ; 

LI have said that the national banking system 
was not inimical to the interests of the State banks, 
but that the object of this law was to‘offer every 
facility and inducement to the State banks to 
come in and avail of its benefits and be subject to 
its control, I think that no one can misunder- 
stand that my object in supporting the bill to es- 
tablish a national banking system has been to 
bring all the banks that issue’ notes for currency 
under it; that the currency of the country may bé 
within the control-and regulation of a national 
law applicable to the whole country, instead of 
being controlled and regulated by State law-as it 
has been heretofore. 

If Congress has not the power to regulate and 
control the circulation of notes for currency in 
this great emergency, which requires the exercise 
ofall its powers for national self-preservation, 
except, as Mr. Calhoun ‘has said, through. its 
power to tax any other currency that interferes 
with and depreciates its established measures of 
value, l hope it will exercise the power of taxa- 
tion to its fullest extent; that it will decline to 
share any longer with States, or corporations, or 
individuals the sovereign right of furnishing and 
controlling thecurrency which measures the value 
ef all the property within the country. {believe 
the existence of the nation is at stake upon this 
issue; that the present necessity requires the use 
of every legitimate means to sustain the credit of 
the Government; the national credit is the basis 
on which the future prosperity of the country de- 
pends. Inno other way than by the wise and 

rudent exercise of the sovereign power to regu- 

ate the currency can those other important meas- 

ures to sustain the Government—the loan bills 
and the revenue bills—be made effective. [appeal 
to the members of the House, and { ask them if 
they can excuse themselves to their constituents 
and to posterity if they sacrifice the great inter- 
ests that are now at stake to the comparatively 
petty interest of local banking. 

If this waris to be continued until its great ob- 
ject—the overthrow of this rebellion and the cause 

of it—has been accomplished, the people who re- 
main at home must enter upon the work of sus- 
taining the war with more earnestness. We have 
reached the point where sacrifices are required to 
be made; the people must submit to largely in- 
creased taxation; instead of increasing the sala- 
ries of Government officials we must increase the 
valuc of the moncy in which the salaries are paid 
by checking the depreciation of the currency. To 
my mind, there can be no better example of sac- 
rifice than for the State banks to yicld to the na- 
tion that control over the currency which, so far 
as it now prevails, is for their corporate advant- 
age, and not for the public good.. Without this 
control by the Government all efforts to check the 
depreciation of the currency are useless: Those 
who complain of inadequacy of pay must con- 
sider it as their part of the sacrifice which they 
_ are called upon to make in this war; and must 
geek relief by joining in the attempt to create a 
public opinion in favor of all measures that will 
raise the value of the currency in which salaries 
are paid. A. bill will soon be introduced from | 
the Committee of Ways and Means largely in- 
creasing the taxes; but this will be insufficient for | 
the purposes to be accomplished unless we can | 
have some power to secure the currency against | 
depreciation, | 
Fhe question has been asked by my friend from ! 
t 

} 

i 

i 

t 

i 

i 


Iowa, why any banks should be authorized to 

furnish notes to be used as currency, instead of į 
confining that right to the Government, and | 
thereby giving to the people all the benefit and | 
advantages, without cost for interest, of the fund 

obtained by supplying thecirculation of the coun- || 
try, This question, from those in the interest of | 
State banks, would seem to me a specious one. | 
They know full wethat State banks haveso long || 
exercised the right to furnish the currency, that | 
any attempt to interruptit would be made the pre- 


į of the country. 


tense to excite prejudices in regard to State rights |i 


behind which the State banks could shelter them-- 
selves against any direst action of Congress which 
affected their interest. aa Smii vous 

The object of the national bank law is-neither 
to destroy capital invested in the State banks nor 
their circulation, to which:the people are accus- 
tomed; its only object is to bring under the control 
and regulation of one uniform. national Jaw, ap= 
plicable to every State of the Union, all the State 
banks, and make their circulation a part of the 
$300,000,000 which this law authorizes as the 
maximum amount of bank circulation in this 
this country. : ; 

When this object is accomplished Lam ready 
to join with the gentleman from New York, or 
others, on either. side of this House, in favor of 
such practical restrictions of the Government is- 
sues as will prevent the depreciation of the cur- 
rency; and unless defeat and disaster.attend the 
military operations, I believe that specie prices 
and specie payments might be restored within the 
coming year. 

Another reason why I think the currency of 
the country should not consist entirely of the 
issues of Government paper is, that I have more 
faith in the power and stability of this Govern- 
ment than many on the other side and some few 
on this side of the House. The restoration of 
the currency and the resumption of specie. pay- 
ments do not seem to me so far off as others 
appear tothink it; and believing that the resump- 
tion of specie,pay ments is desirable and not im- 
possible within no very distant period, it seems 
to me it may be necessary, when that time comes, 
to withdraw the Government notes from circula- 
tion, so that specie may again be the only ‘‘law- 
fal money” of the country. 

I see no way in which the Government notes 
could be redeemed in specie; and I fear that any 
other legal tender than coin could not well exist 
with specie payments. Therefore, to confine the 
right of issuing paper for currency to the Treas- 
ury Department would seem to be a permanent 
arrangement foran irredeemable currency. When 
the act was passed authorizing the issue of the 
legal-tender notes no one advocated it as a per- 
manent measure, but only as a temporary expe- 
dient to meet the emergency that existed after 
the banks suspended specic payments at the close 
of the year 1861. 

One more reason I will state, which tomy mind 
is very important: that a Government cannot issue 
paper as money from its Treasury, and give it 
active circulation in the channels of trade and 
commerce throughout a great country, because 
its only means to accomplish that objectis through 
its payments to publiccreditors. Whenever those 
payments are less than the amount required for 
the circulation, the currency must be insufficient 
for the business of the country, and may be di- 
verted temporarily into channels where it is not 
available for the general purposes of the business 
lt follows necessarily from this 
that no Government paper can be advantageously 
maintained in circulation as the money of the 
country without the Government assuming the 
functions of a bank by loaning its notes to be used 
for currency; and the objection to this is too man- 
ifest. No Government can perform the functions 
of a bank by loaning money without becoming 


| corrupt and progressively arbitrary and despotic. 


Thestatement that this bill withdraws the prop- 
erty of individuals from State and municipal tax- 
ation is not correct. ‘I'he property of any indi- 
vidual invested in these banks is taxable, like any 
other of their property, for State and ‘municipal 
purposes. While the United States Bank was in 
existence the shares of stock held by any one in 
that bank and the dividends received from it were 
counted in as constituting a part of the property 
and income for which such person was subject to 
taxation under State law. Butthe Supreme Court 
decided that the bank could not be taxed by State 
law. Chief Justice Marshall in rendering this de- 
cision stated, as one of the reasons for it, that 
such power to tax was a power to destroy an in- 
stitution created by the national Government, 

Togive to the States the power to tax the banks 


established under this law would destroy their | 


character as national institutions. If the amend~ 
ment giving that power to the States is adopted, 
I should cousider the law of last year preferable 
to this, ard should, therefore, be opposed to the 
passage of this bill. ` 


i The amendinénts ceported by the Committee of 
the Whole:on the state:ofthe Unionapon which. 
nospecial vote. was requested: were then agreedito. 
: Fourth amendment: ; 

‘Add to the seventh Section the'following provis : 
> Provided, Phat banks with a ‘capital ofinet léss than AY 
thousand. dolars -may,-with the approvalof the Secretary 
of the Treasury, be organized-in any place tbe population 
of which does not excced six thousand inhabitants, eee 
' Mr. BROOKS. Lask for.a special vote upon 
this amendment.. wee D E gener 

Mr. WILSON called for.tellers,; o ode sio 
Tellers:were ordered; and. Mr: Wiusowand Me, 
Brooxs were ‘appointed. - feed ph ssh Se 
The House divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes 64; noes 54.00 iio o L At b reni 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Sixteenth amendment: = 0, 7 i 
_ Insert in section twenty-two, after the words “ denom- 
inations of,” the words “one dolar, two dollars, three ‘dot- 
lars ;??.s0 thatthe clause will read as follows: i 4 
In order to furnish suitable:notes for circulation, the Compe 
trolier ofthe Currency Is hereby authorizedand required, uns 
der the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to causé 
plates and dies to be engraved, in the best: manner to guard 
against counterfeiting and: fraudulent alterations, and ‘to 
have printed therefrom, and numbered, such. quantity of 
circulating notes, in blank, ofthe denominations of one dol~ 
lar, two dollars, three dollars, five dollars, ten dollars, twenty 
dollars, fifty dollars, one hundred dotlars, five hundred dol- 
lars, and one thousand dollars, as may, be required, tg sup- 
ply, under this‘act, the associations entitled to receive the 
same. z j Papy 
Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the yeas and naya 
upon this amendment. ; ; ween 
The yeas and nays were ordered.. 5 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 76, nays 545. as follows?’ ^: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alluy, Allison, Amés, Anderson, Ashleyy 
John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaing, Blow, Bouts 
well, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, 
Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, Ganson, 
Gooch, Grinnell, Griswold, Hale, Hotchkiss, Asahel: Wa 
Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, 
Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, . Goan, 
Longyear, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Samuet ts Miter, 
Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leon- 
ard Myers, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, 
Pomeroy, Price, Pruyn; Radford, William Bi: Randall, Alex- 
ander H. Rice, John H Ricc, Edward HH. Rotlins, Schenck, 
Scofield, Shannon, Spalding, Starr, Stevens, Thayer, Up- 
son, Van Valkenburgh, Elibu B. Washburne, William i. 
Washburn, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom ` 
and Woodbridge—76. ee eo oe ; 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Ath ” 
cona, Baily, Augustus C. Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, James Se 
Brown, William G, Brown, Chanter, Cox, Dawson, Denie 
son, Eden, Eldridge, English, Finck, Grider, Herrin glans 
Herrick, Holman, Philip Johnson, William Johnson, Kalb: 
flcisch, Kernan, Law, Long, Mallory, Marcy, MeKiuney, 
Middleton, Willian H. Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, 
Nelson, Jobu O'Neill, Pendleton, Samuel J. Randall, Rob- 
inson, Rogers, James S. Rollins, Scots, Jobn B. Steele, Wile 
liam G. Steele, Strouse, Sweat, Thomas, Voorhees, 
Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, 
Benjamin Wood, and Yeaman—94. | oa 


So the amendment was agreed td." 


During the call of the roll, aia 
Mr. HARRINGTON stated that Mr. HARD- 
mG was confined to his house by sickness. < `. 


Thirty-first amendment: ` i 


Strike out section thirty; andinsert in Heu thereof the. 
following: h 

And be it further enacted, That every association may 
take, receive, reserve, and charge on any Joan or discount 
made, or uponany note, bill of exchange, or other evide 
of debt, interest at-a rate npt.exceeding seven percent, per 
annum; and such interest may be taken in adyance, reek- 
oning the days for which the note, bill, or other evidence 
of debt has to run, And the knowingly taking, receiving, 
reserving, or charging a rate of interest greater than ‘afore- 
said shall be held and adjudged a forfeiture of the entire 
interest whieh the uote, bill, or other evidence of debt car- 
ries with it, or which bas been agreed to be paid thereon. 
And in case a groater rate of interest has been paid.the per- 
son or persons paying the same, or their tegal representa- 
tives, may recover back, in any action of debt, twice the 
amount of the interest thus paid, from the association tak- 
ing or receiving the same: Provided, That such action is 
commenced within two years from the time. the usurious 
transaction occurred, But the purchase, discount, or sale: 
of abona fide billof exchange, payable at another place than 
the place of such purchase, discount, or sale, at not more 
than the current rate of exchange for.sight drafts, in addi~ 
tion to the interest, shall not be considered as taking: or re- 
ceiving a greater rate of interest. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise toa point of order upon 
the amendment now being read by the Clerk.’ I 
hold in my hand the printed bill, which I suppose 
is the same now being read. . ‘Phis section was 
aménded by the Committee of the Whole in two 
respects: first, on the motion-of the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Biainn,] by fixing the rate of 
interest the same as that prescribed by the Legis- 
latures of the several States; and second, by pros 
viding that wherea larger rate of interest than six 
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per cent: was received the banks which received 
the same should be Hable-to refand- the monéy. 
Those two amendments were adopted, and then 
the gentleman from Massachusetts | Mr. Hooper] 
proposed a substitute, which was adopted.. My 
yointof order is that the amendment as reported 
y the Clerk is not the amendment adopted by 
the Committee of the Whole. : 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read from 
page 63 of the Digest. 
The Clerk read the followings 


“If the commitice shall amend a clause, and subse- 
miently strike Ont the clase as amended, the ‘first amend- 
ment thereby falls, and cannot be reported to the House and 
voted on,?? 


The SPEAKER. Afterthesection wasamended 
the committee struck it all outand inserted a sub- 
stitute. That substitute ig the only one that can 
be reported to the House. 

“Mr. HOLMAN. Theamendment as reported 
is to strike out the section and insert another one: 
L rise to inquire whether the question is divisible, 
fist upon striking out, and then upon inserting? 

The SPEAKER. Therules specially prohibit 
such a division. The motion to strike out and 
‘insert is indivisible. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Fortieth amendment: 

Amend section forty-one by striking out the words “such 
tax or duty,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ the 
taxes or duties itnposed by Congress from time to time 3”? so 
that the section will read: 

“ind be it further enacted, That the plates and special 
dies to be procured by the Comptroller of the Currency for 
the printing of such circulating notes shall remain under his 
coutrol anddirection, and the expenses necessarily incurred 
in executing the provisions of this act, rexpecting the pro- 
curing of such notes, and all other expenses of the bureau, 
shall be paid out of the proceeds of the taxes or duties now 
orhereatter to be assessed on the circulation, and collected 
from associations orgenized under this act; and the taxes 
or duties imposed by Congress from time to time shall be 
in lieu of all other taxes on such associations. 


Mr. KERNAN. Upon that amendment I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 72, nays 61; as follows: 


YEAS—-Messrs, Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Blow, 
Boutwell Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, 
Thomas D. Davis, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, Etiot, 
Frank, Gooch, Grinnell, Hale, Hooper, Wotehkiss, Asahel 
W. Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, 
Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Longyear, 
Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, 
Charles ONeill, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, 
Afexandec If, Rice, John I, Rice, Edward H. Rollins, James 
S, Rotting, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Spalding, Stevens, 
Thayer, Upson, Van Vatke rgh, Elihu B. Washburne, 
William B. Washburn, Whaley, Wildér, Wilson, Windom, 
and W ood bridge—~72, 

NAY5--Megsrs. James C. Allen, William J, Allen, An- 
cona, Augustus O. Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, James S. Brown, 
William G. Brown, Chanler, Clay, Cox, Cravens, Dawson, 
Denison, Uden, Eldridge, English, Finck, Ganson, Grider, 
Hall, Benjamin G. Garris, Herrick, Holman, Phitip Johnson, 
Wittiam Johnson, Kalbfleiseh, Kernan, Law, Lazear,Long, 
Mallory, Marcy, McKinney, Middieton, William H. Miller, 
James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, John O'Neill, Orth, 
Pendleton, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, William H. 
Randall, Robinson, Rogers, Scott, John B. Stecle, William 
G,.Stecie, Strouse, Sweat, Tracy, Voorhees, Ward, Chilton 
A. White, Joseph W, White, Winfield, Benjamin Wood, 
and Yeaman—61. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

During the call of the roll, ; 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE stated that Mr. Hres Y 
was detained from the Hall by sickness. 

Forty-fifth amendment: 


Add to section forty-four the following proviso : 

And provided further, That any bank or banking asso- 
ciation now organized in pursuance of the laws of any 
State, under articles of association which prohibit specified 
changes therein, may be changed and converted into a na- 


tional banking association, under the provisions of this act, 
i 


without any such change in its articles of association as 
may be prohibited by the same, ahything‘in this act to the 
coutrary notwithstanding ; and its directors, at the time of 
sich change, may continue in office, and their successors 
may from time to time be eleeted or appointed in the man- 
ner provided by its articles of association. 
_ Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays on agree- 
ing to the amendment. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 65, nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS—Mevssrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
ley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Biow, 
Boutwell, Boyd, Ambrose W, Clark, Cobb, Cole, Thomas 
T. Davis, Dixon, Donncily, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, Gooch, 
Grinuell, Hale, Hooper, Hotchkiss, John H. Uubbard, 
Fenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Or- 
lando Kellogg, Loan, Longyeat, Marvin, McBride, Me- 


Clurg,; Samuel t. Miler, Morrill, Dantel Morris, Amos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Charles O?Neill, Orth, Patterson, 
Perham, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Alexander 
H. Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, James $. Rol- 
lins, Shannon, Spalding, Starr, Stevens, Thayer, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, William B; Washburn, Wilder, Win- 


$ dom, and Woodbridge—65. =. = 


NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Augustus C.. Baldwin, Bliss, Broomall, James 8. 
Brown, William G. Brown, Chanter, Clay, Oox, Cravens, 
Dawson, Denison, Driggs, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Gan- 
son, Grider, Hall, Harrington, Herriek, Holman, Philip 
Johnson, William. Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Kernan, Law, 
Lazear, Long, Mallory, Marcy, McKinney, Middleton, 
William H. Miller, James R. Mortis, Morrison, Nelson, 
Jobn O'Neill, Pike, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, Robin- 
son, Rogers, Schenck, Scofield, Scott, John B. Steele, 
William G. Steele, Strouse, Sweat, Tracy, Voorhees, Elihu 
B. Washburne, Whaley, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, 
Joseph W. Whitè, Wilson, Winfield, Benjamin Wood, 
and Yeaman—63. ` 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JULIAN, during the roll-call, stated that 
Mr. Arnotp had left the House in consequence 
of indisposition, 


Fifty-niath amendments 


Insert the following as an additional section t . 

Sec. 64. And be it further enacted, That the rate of seven 
per cent, interest fixed in section thirty shall be deemed the 
jawful interest in all States where no rate isestablished ; but 
each bank shall be bound by the State law regulating in- 
terest in the Stute where it is located. 


Mr. BLAINE demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was talcen; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 89, nays 43yas follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Alten, ANI- 
son, Ancona, Augustus ©. Baldwin, Blaine, Francis P. 
Blair, Bliss, Brooks, Broomall, James 8. Brown, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Chanter, Clay, Cole, Cox, Cravens, Daw- 
son, Denison, Donnelly, Driggs, Eden, Eldridge, English, 
Finck, Ganson, Grider, Grinnell, Hail, Herrick, Holman, 
Hotehkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, Philip Johnson, William 
Johnson, Julian, Katbfleisch, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, 
Law, Lazear, Loan, Long, Mallory, Marey, McKinney, 
Middleton, William H. Miller, Morrill, James R. Morris, 
Morrison, Amos Myers, Nelson, Odell, John O’Neill, Orth, 
Patterson, Pendicton, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, 
Prayn, Samuel J. Randall, John H. Rice, Robinson, Rogers, 
James S. Rolins, Schenck, Scofield, Scott, Smithers, 
Spalding, Starr, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Strouse, 
Sweat, Thayer, Tracy, Van Valkeiburgh, Ward, Wheeler, 
Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, Benjamin 
Wood, and Yeaman—s9, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Ames, Ashley, John D. Baldwin, 
Baxter, Beaman, Blow, Boutwell, Boyd, Ambrose W. 
Clark, Cobb, Thomas Å. Davis, Dixon, Eckley, Eliot, 
Frank, Gooch, Hate, Hooper, John H. Hubbard, Jenckes, 
Kasson, Francis W, Kellogg, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, 
McClurg, Samuel F. Miller, Daniel Morris, Leonard Myers, 
Charles O'Neill, William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, 
Shannon, Thomas, Upson, Bibu B. Washburnc, William 
B. Washburn, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge 
42, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Sixtieth amendment: 


Insert the following as an additional section t 

Src. 65. And be it further enacted, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to prevent the taxation by States of 
the capital stock of banks organized under this act, the 
same as the property of other moneyed corporations, for State 
or municipal purposes; but no State shall impose any tax 
upon such associations or their capital, circulation, divi- 
dends, or business, at a higher rate of taxation than shall 
be imposed by such State upon thesameamount of moneyed 
capital in the hands of individual citizens of such State. 


Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 78, nays 56; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs.James C. Allen, William J. Allen, An: 

cona, Baily, Augustus C. Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, Broom- 
all, James S. Brown, William G. Brown, Chanter, Clay, 
Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, English, 
Finck, Ganson, Grider, Griswold, Hall, Harrington, Ben- 
jamin G. Harris, Berrick, Holman, Hotehkiss, Philip John- 
son, William Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Orlando Kellogg, Ker- 
nan, Law, Lazear, Long, Mallory, Marey, McKinney, 
Middleton, Samuel F. Miller, William H. Miller, James 
2. Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, Nelson, Odell, John 
ONeill, Orth, Pendleton, Pike, Pomeroy, Pruyn, Radford, 
Samuel J. Randall, William H. Randall, John H. Rice, 
Robinson, Rogers, Scotield, Scott, Starr, John B. Steele, 
William G. Stecle, Strouse, Sweat, Tracy, Van Valken- 
burgh, Ward, Whaley, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph 
W. White, Windom, Winfield, Benjamin Wood, and Yea- 
man—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
ley; John P. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Blow, 
Boutwell, Boyd, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Thomas 
'T. Davis, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, Prank, 
Gooch, Grinnell, Hale, Hooper, Asahei W. Hubbard, John 
H, Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. 
Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Mor- 
rill, Danict Morris, Leonard Myers, Charles ONeill, Per- 
ham, Price, Alexander H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, 
Schenck, Shannon, Smithers, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, 
Upson, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, and 
Wilder—s6. = 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


© Mr. SCOTT’ stated, during the roll-call, that 
his colleague, Mr. Kine, was confined to his room 
by indisposition. i ; i 

Sixty-first amendment: i 

Add the following as an additional section: ' 

Suc. 66. And be it further enacted, That no associatlon 
organized under this act shall at any time pay out, or put 
in circulation in payment of any ofits obligations, any bank 
bills, of anything intended to circulate as money, which, 
at the time of such: paying out or. putting in circulation, is, 


not being received by such association at par. 


Mr. COX. Irise to.a question of privilege. i 
rise on behalf of Lindley Murray, Esq., born in 
the same county of Lancaster with the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Stevens,] the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. Section 
sixty-six does not use the English language in 
the proper way, and as George Thompson is. to 
speak in this Hall this evening on English mate 
ters, we ought to be correct in. using the English 
language. ‘The section reads, ‘any bank bills?’ 
s js not being recejved.’’ I propose to strike out 
«is not being,” and in lieu thereof to insert “ are 
not.” ` 

Mr. STEVENS. The grammar is quite as 
good as the rest of the bill. [Laughter] E 

Mr. COX. On that admission I withdraw-my 
suggestion. [Laughter.] 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The question then recurred on the substitute 
moved by Mr. Stevens. . 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to state in what respects the substi- 
tute differs from the original bill. Otherwise I 
must ask it to be read. 

Mr. STEVENS. The substitute provides for 
a uniform rate of interest at seven per cent., and 
withdraws these national banks from State tax- 
ation and leaves them to be taxed by the national 
Government. ‘Those are the only differences. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. one 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 59, nays 78; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
ley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blow, Boutwell, 
Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W: Clark, Cobb, Cole, Thomas 
T. Davis, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, 
Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Hale, Hooper, Jobn TL. Hubbard, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Loan, 
Longyear, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Morrill, Daniel Mor- 
tis, Leonard Myers, Charles. O'Neill, Patterson, Perham, 
Alexander H., Rice, Bdward H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, 
Shannon, Spalding, Starr, Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Up- 
son, Wiliam B, Washburn, Wilder, Windom, and Woods 
bridge—59. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Alien, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Baily, Augustus O. Baldwin, Blaine, Bliss, Brooks, 
James S. Brown, William G. Brown, Chanler, Clay, Cox, 
Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, English, Vinck, 
Ganson, Grider, Griswold, Hall, Harrington, Benjamin Gu 
Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hotehkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, 
Philip Johnson, William Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Orlando 
Kellogg, Kernan, Law, Long, Malory, Marcy, McKinney, 
Middleton, William EH. Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, 
Amos Myers, Nelson, Odell, John O'Neill, Orth, Pendle- 
ton, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Ran- 
dail, William H. Randall, John H. Rice, Robinson, Rogers, 
James S. Rollins, Scott, Smithers, Stebbins, Jolm B. Steele, 
Strouse, Sweat, Tracy, Van Valkenburgh, Ward, Elihu B, 
Washburne, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W.W hites 
Wilson, Winfleld, Benjamin Wood, and Yeaman—78, 


So the substitute was rejected. . 
Mr. COX moved to réconsider the vote by - 
which the substitute was rejected; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 

table, , 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

Mr. SPALDING offered the following amend- 
ment to the original bill to come in as an addi- 
tional section: 


And be it further enacted, That each and every banking 
association, created underand by virtue of this or any other 


f act of Congress, shall receive in payment of its debts the 


circulating notes of all other banks deriving their powers 
from the same source, without depreciation or discount 
from. their nominal value. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENS demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. A 

Mr. COX moved that the bill. be laid upon the 
table,bat subsequently withdrew the motion, ` 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrd®ked, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays on the, 
passage of the bill. 


1864, 
$- 


The yeas and nays were ordered. j 

Mr: STEVENS moved that the bill be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. £ , 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 90, nays 44; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, 
Alley, Allison, Ames, Ancona, Ashley, Augustus C. 
Baldwin, Baxter, Bliss, Boyd, Brooks, Broomall, James 
S. Brown, Chanter, Cox, Cravens, Thomas T. Davis, 
Dawson, Denison, Dounelly, Driggs, Eden, Eldridge, Eliot, 
English, Finck, Ganson, Gooch, Grider, Griswold, Hale, 
Hall, Warrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, 
Hooper, Philip Johnson, William Johnson, Julian, Kalb- 
fleisch, Kelley, Francis W, Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, 
Kernan, Law, Loan, Long, Longyear, ‘Mallory, Marcy, 
Marvin, McBride, McClurg, McKinney, Middleton, Wil- 
liam H. Miller, Daniel Morris, James R. Morris, Mor- 
rison, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Odell, Charles O'Neil, John 
O'Neill, Pendleton, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, 
Robinson, Rogers, Edward H. Rollins, Shannon, Starr, 
John B. Steele, Stevens, Strouse, Thayer, Thomas, Ward, 
Elihu `B. Washburme, Whaley, Wheeler, Chilton A, 
White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, Benjamin Wood. 
Woodbridge, and Yeaman—90. 

NAYS—Messry. Baily, John D. Baldwin, Beaman, Blaine, 
Boutwell, William. G, Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Clay, 
Cobb, Cole, Dixon, Eckley, Frank, Garfield, Grinnell, 
Hotchkiss, Asahel W, Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, Jenckes, 
Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Amos Myers, Orth, Pattcrson, 
Pérham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Alex- 
ander H. Rice, John II. Rice, James S. Rollins, Schenck, 
Scofield, Smithers, Spalding, William G. Steele, Tracy, 
Upson, Van Valkenburgh, William B. Washburn, Wilder, 

ilson, and Windom—44. 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 


During the vote, 

Mr. STUART said that he had paired with 
Mr. Davis, of Maryland; otherwise he would 
have voted in the afirmative. 

Mr. SCOTT stated that he had paired with Mr. 
Brow. 

The vote wasthenannouncedas above recorded. 


Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid upon the table; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTION IN NEW MEXICO. 


i SMITHERS, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, to whom was referred the contested-elec- 
tion case in New Mexico, made a report, accom- 
panied with the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That the petition of Jose M. Gallegos, asking 
further time to take testimony in the matter of his contest 
of the right of Francisco Perea to a seat in this House as 
a Delggate from New Mexico, be not granted. 

Résolved, That the Committee of Elections be discharged 
from any further consideration of the memorial of contest. 


The resolutions were agreed to, 


Mr. SMITHERS moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

“The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. LONGYEAR. I desire to ask leave of 
absence for Mr. Daicas until day after to-morrow. 

Leave was granted. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask leave of absence 
for Mr. Buow for two weeks from to-morrow. 

Leave was granted. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO IOWA. 


Mr, ALLISON, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands a bill 
to amend an act entitled “An act making a grant 
‘of land to the State of Iowa, In alternate sections, 
to aid in the construction of certain railroads in 
said State,” approved May 15, 1856; which was 
read a firstand second time, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


- REPORT OF COMMITTEE OF CONFERENCE. 


Mr. GARFIELD, from the committee of con- 
ference, to whom was referred the disagreeing 
votes of the two Tlouses upon the bill of the 
House No. 302, made the following report: 


The committee of conference appointed to take into 
consideration the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments to the bili (H.R. No. 302) to amend see~ 


tion nine of the act approved July 17, 1862, entitied “An 
aet to define the pay and emoluments of certain officers of 
the. Army, and for other purposes,” having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed, and do recommend to 
their respective Ifouses to agree, as follows: : 
That the House of Representatives recede from their dis- 
fgreement to the first amendment of the Senate, and agree 
the same, with the following amendments, to wit: first, 


Fy 


after the word “chapin,” fn the first line of gaid'aimerid- 
ment, insert the words“ withontcemmand 3” seevid,; atter: | 
the word‘ surgeons,” in the fourth line ofxaid amendment, 
insert.the words “ and shall wear such uniform asis or may. 
be prescribed by the Army Regulations,” and that the Sen- 
ate agree to the said amendments. a eae 

That the House of Representatives recede from their 
disagreement to the third section of the amendments of the 
Senate, and-agree to the same with the following amend- 
ments, to wit: first, after the words “Adjutant General,” 


in the fourth line of said section, insert the words * of the {| 


Army through the usual military channels; second, after 
the word “ condition,” in the fourth line of said section, in- 


sert the words “and general history,” and that the Senate | 


agree to the said amendments, 

‘That the House of Representatives recede from fheir dis- 
agreement to the fourth section of the amendments of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with the following amend- 
ment, to wit: add at the end of said section the words 
“when practicable,” and that the Senate agree to said 


amendment, f ; 
HENRY WILSON, 
L. F. 5. FOSTER, 
GEO. KEAD RIDDLE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. A. GARFIELD, 
M. F. ODELL, 
N. B. SMITHERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was agrecd to. 


And then, en motion of Mr. COX, at (four 
o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, April 7, 1864. 


` Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of 
Charles Rumney, a soldier of the war of 1812, 
praying to be allowed arrears of pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of Colonel 
John G. Hudson and other officers of negro troops 4 
stationed at the post of Helena, Arkansas, pray- 
ing that negro soldiers may be placed on the same 
footing as to pay and emoluments as other soldiers 
in the Army of the United States; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


TRANSFERS FROM THE ARMY TO THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE, I wish to call theattention of the 
Senate for a single moment to a personal matter. 
I. find myself, in the proceedings of the Senate 
yesterday, charged with a misstatement, a false- 
hood. I will read it from the Globe: 

“Mr.Grimes. When Lintroduced this bill this morning, 
J stated that if there was any objection to its Immediate 
consideration I would not press the bill at this time. There 
was no objection, ‘The Senator trom New Hampshire says 
that he objected.” y 

Ido not ask anything. I simply want to call 
attention to this breach of parliamentary privilege 
and of the rules of the Senate, and having done 
that I have done. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has made a personal explanation as to a 
matter in which I am involved, and I desire to 
say a single word. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator from New Hampshire yield? 
. Mr. HALE. I wish to make a report first. 
The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was | 
referred yesterday a bill (S. No. 218) to repeal a 
joint resolution therein named, have had thesame 
under consideration and instructed me to report 
it with an amendment. As I presume, from what | 
oceurred in the Senate yesterday, it is the inten- | 
tion of the Senate to proceed with the considera- 
tion of this bill, I move that the Senate proceed | 
to its consideration now. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iobject. I wantto go through 
with the morning business. g 

Mr. HALE. I present areport on the subject 
which I ask to have printed. 

The motion to print was agreed to. 

Mr.GRIMES. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has called attention to the alleged. fact that 
I charged him yesterday-with stating an untruth. 
I did_not intend to make any such charge; and it 
seems to me it would have been very well if the 
Senator had read all that I said on the subject. 
When I introduced the bill yesterday, E did state | 
that if there was any objection to its immediate 
consideration 1 would not press it at that time. 
The Chair did not hear any objection made, and 
I think I express the opinion of every Senator 

‘Within the sound of my voice when I say that no 


Does the Sen- 


| one of ‘then héard any sudh obj 


had‘a‘right ‘therefore'to ‘itifer, as the ‘Chair didy 
that no objection had been niade, ON 
¥from New. 


I stated afterwards that the Senato 
Hampshire said that: he had made an objecti 
but nobody heard him. “We then‘ went of with! 
| the consideration of- the-case, and ‘the Senator 
made a speech; and: what was the speech? “EaI 
leged, what had-been alleged by the Secretary’ of 
. the Navy in his communication’ to: the’ Senate; 
what had been’ published in all thé newspaper: 
what was known to every man ‘it the Senate ari 
every man outsideof the Senate; that there W: 
so great a deficiency of seamen and ordinary se 
men in the public service that the armed vessels 
of the country could not be manned. Tt was 
known. to every man here that it could nöt be 
otherwise, because all the machinery of the Gow! 
ernment had been used. to draw men into the 
Army to the exclusion of the Navy, because 
bounties had ‘been paid to men enlisting in “the 
Army and not to men enlisting in the Navy, bee 
cause the men who'were recruited in thë various. 
localities into the Army were credited upon thë 
Army quotas, and: those that enlisted: into’ the. 
Navy were not credited upon- the- quotas of their 
respective States. : we PE et 

It was known to every one else,.and might 
have been known, and doubtless was known,.to 
the Senator from New Hampshire who has charge. 
of the conduct of naval affairs in this body, that 
there are twelve ships belonging to the Army as 
Army transports running out of the city of New 
York alone, the seamen upon which receive from 
thirty to forty dollars a month, while we are pay- 
ing our seamen on board naval vessels fourteen, 
sixteen, or eighteen dollars a month, and charge 
them with their clothing. It was known, of 
might have been known, by every man in this 
body that seamen at the city of New York are 
receiving $100 the round trip between that oo 
and the port of Liverpool or London. The result 
was, as everybody knows, that there is a great 
scarcity of seamen. 

When it was known that there was consideras 
ble trouble growing out of the passage of those 
two laws which were both approved on’ the same 
day, the 24th of February last, I waited from 
that time until this for somebody to introduce a. 
bill to repeal that joint resolution. No bill of that . 
kind was introduced’ by anybody. It was al 
leged in the Senate yesterday that I introduced’ 
the bill which I did introduce, at thé instance of 
the Navy Department. The Senator from New 
Hampshire was greatly mistaken. ` 

Mr. HALE. I did not say that. x 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator insinuated so. 
He said that if the Navy Department saw fit to 
have communication with some other person than 
with the chairman of the Naval Committee, he 
was not responsible for it, thereby conveying the 
impression that I had been induced to introduce 
that bill at the instance of the Navy Department.” 
Why, sir, the Vice President of the United States, 
the Presiding Officer of this body, was the man 
who suggested to me yesterday morning to intro- 
duce that bill and secure its passage. 

When the bill was introduced, knowing the 
facts in regard to the scarcity of seamen, what 
did the’ Senator from New Hampshire do? With- 
out making an objection that I heard, or that was 
heard by the Presiding Officer of this body, he: 
got up here to make a speech; and what was it? 
It seems that in riding in the cars he accidentally 
came in contact with a colleague of mine in the 
other branch of Congress. He learned from him 
that that colleague had applied to have a naval 
rendezvous opened in the capital of my State, in 
the interior of that State; that that communica- 
tion had been very properly directed by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to the chief of the Bureau of 
Recruiting and Equipment, and the chief of that 
bureau had written in reply to Mr. Kasson that 
he did net choose to appoint any one to open a, 
recruiting rendezvous in Lowa, and then said that 
he anticipated a sufficient number of seamen and 
ordinary seamen would be securéd to the Navy 
under theenrolimentlaw. The Senator from New 
Hampshire fortified himself with that communt- 
cation made by the chief of the Bureau of Re- 
cruiting and Equipment, and brought it to the 
Senate to prove, what? To prove either that there 
were plenty of seamen, and hence there was no 
necessity for the passage of any law, or else that 


the Seeretary.of the. Navy. failed to avail himself 
of the opportunity to raise seamen by-establish- 
ing a recruiting rendezvous in the State of lowa, 
when the Senator, might have known, as wellas I 
know that there is not. one seaman or an ordi- 
nary, seaman to. every: hundred thousand of the 
people.of the State of Iowa... There are not ten 
seamen in the State; and the chief of that bu- 
xeau.very properly. decided that he would not go 
to.the expense.of establishing a recruiting ren- 
dezvous.in Lowa for the purpose of-raising lands- 
men, when there could be plenty of landsmen se- 
cured at the recruiting rendezvous already estab- 
lished... It was not landsmen but seamen and 
ordinary scamen, professional trained sailors, that 
they wanted. - 

» After he- had made: this speech, then was the 
first time that I heard, or that anybody in this 
body, so faras I know, certainly the. first. time 
that the Presiding Officer of the body knew that 
he had raised any objection; and 1 stated what 
was the fact, that nobody so far as I knew had 
heard him raise an objection to the consideration 
ofthe bill.. I can only repeat what I then said or 
intendéd to say, that I did not hear him make the 
objection; and so far as I know no one heard him 
make it at the time. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


~ Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred a petition 
of citizens of Oregon and the Territory of Wash- 
ington, praying that the two Indian superintend- 
encies of Oregon and Washington Territory may 
be consolidated, and that that State and Territory 
muy constitute one Indian superintendency, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a petition of the confederate bands 
of Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Piankeshaw In- 
dians, praying that provision be make for the pay- 
ment of the arnount alleged to be due them under 
the treaty of May 30, 1854, asked to be discharged 
fromits further consideration; which wasagrecdto. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
memorial of Carlislé Doble, praying compensa- 
tion for services rendered and expenditures made 
in transporting the United States mail between 
Taylor’s Falls, Minnesota, and Superior, Wis- 
consin, from April to November, 1857, submitted 
a report accompanied by a joint resolution (S. 
No. 40) for the relief of Carlisle Doble. 

The joint resolution was read and passed to a 
second reading, and the report was ordered to be 

rinted. 

My. HALE. The -Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred a petition of staff ofi- 
cers of the Navy, praying that the retired officers 
of the staff of the Navy may be placed on an 
equality in regard to pay with the retired line off- 
cers of the Navy of the same relative rank, have 
instructed.me to ask to be discharged from that, 
because they have made provision for that prayer 
in a general bill which has been reported. 

The motion to discharge the committee was 
agreed to, 

‘Mr. BALE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 

. fairs, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. No. 
370) to appoint eertain officers of the Navy, re- 
ported it with amendments. 

He also, frora the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (S. No.165) in relation to na- 
val supplies, submitted an adverse report; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Garrett R. Barry, 
& paymaster in the United Status Navy, praying 
to be relieved from all responsibility as bonds- 
man for Paymaster John De Bree, for losses in- 
curred in consequence of the disaster to the Uni- 
ted States frigate Cumberland, submitted a report 
accompanied by a joint resolution (S. No. 41) for 
the relief of Garrett R. Barry, a paymaster in the 
United States Navy. The joint resolution was 
read and passed to a second reading, and the re- 
port was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the following bills and joint resolu- 
tions, reported them severaily without amend- 
ment: 

A bil (H. R. No. 297) fixing the date of the 
loss of the United States brig Buinbridge, and for 


! Printing: 


‘the relief of officers, seamen, and marines of the 
same, and for other purposes; 

A bill (HL. R- No. 300) for the classification of 
the clerks to paymusters in the Navy, and grad- 
uating their pay; in > : G f 

A: bill. (HR: No. 303) to amend an act entitled 
sAn act to establish ‘and equalize the grade of 
line officers ofthe United States Navy,” approved 
July 16, 1862; Se Ea A o 

-A joint resolution (H. R No. 13) tendering the 
thanks of Congress to Admiral Porter; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 21) relative to 
the accounts of the. petty officers, seamen, and 
others of the crew of the United States gunboat 
Cincinnati; ` 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 54) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to sell at publie auc- 
tion lot No. 13 in the village of Sackett’s Har- 
bor, New York; and 

A joint resolution (S. No. 35) to compensate 
the sailors on the gunboat Baron de Kalb for loss 
of clothing. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. 
No. 367) to provide for the collection of hospital 
dues from vessels of the United States sold or 
transferred in foreign ports or waters, reported it 
without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (H. R. No. 374) to exempt 
certain vessels therein named from enrollmentand 
license, and from the payment of tonnage duty, 
and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment, j 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 228) confirming the title of Joseph Ford 
to certain lands in Rice county, in the State of 
Minnesota, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and direct me to report it back favorably; 
Pand as it will occupy but a moment, I ask thatit 
may be considered now. 

Mr. DAVIS. I dislike to object, but I must 
do so. 1 want the morning business to be gone 
through with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being 
made, the bill will go upon the Calendar. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move to postpone all 
prior orders and take up Senate bill No. 198, to 
aid the Indian refugees to return to their homes, 
in the Indian territory. Itis all-important that 
it should be immediately acted upon. It will not 
take ten minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS. I object to taking up any busi- 
ness until the morning business is concluded. 
‘The morning business has not been gone through 
with, I believe. I dislike to make objections of 
this character, but I feel compelled to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will be onthe motion of the Scnator from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Gentlemen all around 
me are appealing to me to allow the morning | 
business to be gone through with. If they can | 
get through with the morning business, the pre- 
sentation of reports, introduction of bills, &e., | 
without taking up the whole morning hour, | 
have no objection to waive my motion for a time; 
but I give notice that before the morning hour 
expires I shall feel called upon to renew this mo- | 
tion. It isimportant that this bill should be acted | 
onto-day. I withdraw the motion for the present. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION REPORT. 


olution; which was referred to the Committee on | 


Resolved, That three thousand additional copies of the 
report on French spoliations prior to 1801 be printed for | 
the use of the Senate. 


WASILINGTON AQUEDUCT REPORT. 


olution; which was referred to the Committee on 


H 
Mr. JOHNSON submitted the following res- i 
i 


2 a | 
Mr. MORRILL submitted the following res- |j èe 
l! oris not confined in the penitentiary of New York, situated 
i in Albany, or some other prison, by and under the sentence 


Printing: 

Resolved, That one thousand extra copies of the report of | 
the engineer of the Washington aqueduct be printed: five | 
hundred, for the use of the interior Department and five | 
hundred for the use of the Senate. 


i 
DISTRICT JUDICIAL EXPENSES. ! 

Mr. TRUMBULL submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous | 
consent, and agreed to: | 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed i 


to inform the Senate what amount of foes and emoluments 
of every kind and charaeter were received by the attorney 
and marshal of thé United States for the District of Co- 
lumbia respectively, and. by the clerks otthe several courts 
for said: District, during the year ending December 31, 
1863, and what amount was allowed to each of said offi- 
cers for deputies, clerks, office rent, and other incidental 


| expenses during the same period. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Luoyn, its Chief Clerk, announced thatthe 

ouse of Representatives had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 302) to amend section nine of the 
act approved July 17, 1862, entitled “An act to 
define the pay and emnolorments of certain officers 
of the Army, and for other purposes.” ` 

The message also announced that the House of 
Representatives had passed the following bills of 
the Senate: 

. A bill (No. 79) to incorporate Providence hos- 
pital in the city of Washington, District of Co- 
lumbia; 

A bill (No. 82) concerning notaries public for 
the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (No. 163) to authorize the Columbia In- 
stitution for the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind to 
confer degrees. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills 
of the Senate, with amendments to each; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 126) to amend an act to incorporate 
the inhabitants of the city of Washington, passed 
May 15, 1820; and 

A bill (No. 155) to incorporate the Union Gas- 
Light Company of the District of Columbia. 


BILLS BECOME-LAWS. 


The message further announced that the Pres- 
identofthe United States had approved and signed, 
on the Ist instant, the following acts: 

An act (H. R. No. 34) making appropriations 
for the support of the Military Academy for the 
year ending June 30, 1865; and 

An act (H. R. No. 312) to increase the pension 
of the revolutionary pensionérs now on the rolls 
of the Pension Office. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, in pursuance of pre- 
vious notice, asked and obtained leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 219) for the reliefof the Wea, 
Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Piankeshaw Indians of 
Kansas; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ARREST OF WILLIAM YOCUM. 


Mr. DAVIS. I desire to call up the resolution- 
referring the case of William Yocum to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in 
the chair.) The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to postpone all prior orders and proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution indicated by him, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. [| inquire whether it will 
lead to debate, 


Mr. DAVIS. I do not propose to debate it 


myself. Ido not know whether anybody else 
does. $ : 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Is it a resolution for ref- 


erence to the Judiciary Committee? 
Mr. DAVIS. That is all. i 
Mr.COLLAMER and Mr. TRUMBULL. Let 
it be read. ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion will be read. . 
The Secretary read the resolution, which wa 
submitted by Mr. Davis on the 29th of March, as 
follows: ; 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 


and report to the Senate whether or not William Yocum, 
a citizen of the United States, late a resident of Cairo, is 


ofa military court, for which the said William Yocum hag 
reeeived the full and unconditional pardon of the President 
of the United States; and that the said committee have 
power to send for persons and papers. 

Mr. GRIMES. { propose to amend it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first ques- 
tion is on taking up the resolution, | 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 perceive this will evi- 
dently lead to debate; and I will say tothe honors 
able Senator from Kentucky that 1 feeleonstrained 


Be 


1864, — 


to oppose its being taken up in the morning hour. ° 


‘The bill to which I have called attention is very 


important to be acted on in the morning hour. If 
he desires to have this matter merely referred, I 
have no objection to that. ~ i 

The motion to take up the resolution. was agreed 
to. : : 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to amend the resolu- 
tion by adding: ; ; 7 

And that the committee report to the Senate all the facts 
fn regard to the charges against said Yocuni, and the pro- 
ceedings in his trial, and all the facts in relation to such 
pretended pardon. 

Mr. DAVIS. I accept the amendment asa 
modification of the resolution, with the consent of 
the Senate. ; : i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the resolution as modified, i 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It strikes me that thatin- 
volves the examination into a judicial question 
whether Yocum is confined, as I understand it, 
in a penitentiary, after having received the par- 
don of the President. If he has been pardoned 
by the President, let him sue out his writ of ka- 
beas corpus and be discharged by the courts. The 
Judiciary Committee is not the proper committee 
to investigate questions of this character, or rather 
it is not a legislative question. Ifthere is a per- 
son illegally held in confinement in the peniten- 
tiary at Albany who has been pardoned by the 
President, it strikes me there is no difficulty in 
his case. Why not bring his case before the 
proper tribunal and have'it decided and let him 

e discharged? Suppose the Judiciary Commit- 
tee should be of the opinion that he was improp- 
erly confined after he had been pardoned, Ido not 
sce what legislative action we could take. ‘I'he 
laws are sufficient to reach his case now; and if 
some person in the State of New York, the warden 
of the penitentiary, is holding a party who is le- 

ally entitled to liberty, I do not see what legis- 

ation is to be based upon the fact. 

Mr. COLLAMER. l cannot perceive what 
this body or its committees have to do with such 
a question. Whether this man is imprisoned or 
not is a matter of fact entirely within the knowl- 
edge of the Executive. Whether he has had an 
executive pardon isa matterof factentirely within 
the knowledge of the Executive. It seems to me 
the inquiry should be ofthe Executive whether 
such a man is in prison, and whether he has had 
a pardon. Let us know what the fact is about it. 
Ido not see how any legislation is called for in 
relation to itany way. l think this mode of at- 
tempting to ascertain how the fact is is a wrong 
one. The method should be the other one which 
T have indicated. If the other should fail, if the 
Senator could not get at the knowledge of the 
facts which are desired in the proper manner, it 
might lay the foundation for some legislation to 
enable him to get at the facts. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iconcur with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont that there is but one proper 
mode of reaching this matter, and that mode has 
already been resorted to without any avail, Be- 
fore I offered the resolution which is now under 
consideration, I presented to the Senate, and the 
Senate passed, a resolution asking for informa- 
tion from the President of the United States in 
relation to Yocum’s case, and that resolution has 
never received any attention at all, I will now 


to be. 
- Yocum was a citizen of Cairo, Illinois. 


dinate, something like a trust, as I understand, 
over what are called contrabands. 
resident of the State of Kentucky, a Union man, 
that is as well vouched for as any Union man 
could be, who hada slave that escaped and got 
to Cairo, and reached the rendezvous of slaves of 
which Yocum had the charge. 
is a Union man, and is strictly loyal, and more 
loyal than the President of the United States to 
the Government, The owner of the slave had his 
case prepared in conformity to the fugitive slave 
law, and took his testimony to Yocum. Yocum 


heard the case, and did. not detain the slave, and į 


the owner of the slave took him across the river. 

For this acquiescence in the act of the owner 
Yocum was arraigned there before some military 
court. He was ordered to report te Memphis or 
to Paducah, I do not recollect which. He did so 
feporfi His case was not considered there, and 


Yocum himself | 


aes 


There wasa | 


charged him. I nev 
‘taken into custody, and was brought to this.city, 


he returned to his residence.. He was ordered so 
to report again at Paducah or Memphis, but-1 
think it was Paducah. He did report, and noat- 
tention was paid to him on hissecond trip to that 
point. - He then returned to Cairo, and some mil- 
ltary @fficer.took cognizance of the case, and dis- 
fter he was ‘discharged he was 


and confined in the Old Capitol. While he was 
therein prison four Representatives from the State 


_of Kentucky took testimonials of the loyalty of 


Yocum, of the loyalty of the owner of the slave, 
and evidence that that slave belonged. to.that 


owner, to the President of the United States, and 


the President granted to Yocum.an unconditional 
pardon, as one of the gentlemen, a Representa- 
tive from Kentucky in the other House, informed 
me. That gentleman took the pardon to the War 
Office, and filed it with one of the principal ofi- 
cers of the Secretary of War, and the next day, 
or the second day afterwards, the Secretary of 
War ordered him to be sent, as a felon and a pris- 
oner, to the city of Albany, to be confined in the 
penitentiary, and he is there retained. : 

I am informed upon authority to which I give 
the fullest faith that these are the facts of the case. 
If they are not, the authorities that have charge 
of Yocum ought to be disabused. If they are 
true, a more oppressive and outrageous case was 
never brought to the attention of any authority. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I would desire to see the 
gentleman’s former resolution to which he has 
alluded 

Mr. DAVIS. I shall have it read directly after 
I make aremark or two further. Mr. President, 
we are told that a man once traveling anywhere 
upon theearth and declaring himself to bea Roman 
citizen was by that declaration protected against 
all wrong, We have sometimes iustituted a similar 
boast in this country; but a condition of things 
has been reached when to be an American citizen, 
a loyal American citizen, free from crime, free 
from offense or culpability of any character what- 
ever, is no protection. 

The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary says that we ought to bring this 
man’s case before a judge upon a writ of habeas 
corpus. What is the writ of habeas corpus worth 
now? Where is the judge that is authorized or 
that has the liberty to perform his duty upon the 
writ of habeas corpus in this Government of ours? 
The Chief Justice of the United States cannot do 
it. Everybody is subordinated to and is enslaved 
by a factitious and accidental military power, 
T'he majesty of the Constitution and of the lawsand 
of the great writ of liberty, the writ of habeas cor- 
pus, is all stricken down beforé a sct of military 
subordinates that give no heed to it. I suppose 
that if a judge in Albany orany where else was to 
direct a writ of habeas corpus to the keeper of the 
penitentiary there to have the person of this indi- 
vidual brought before him, and was to take steps 
to make the offieer of his court execute it, he and 
the officer of the court would both be turned into 
the military prison also, and kept there. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [inquire then of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky what good he supposes legis- 
lation will do. The laws of the land authorize a 
judge to issue a writ of habeas corpus, and I ap- 


| prehend that any judge applied to upon a proper 
| state of case would issue that writ. 
state the facts of the case as I understand them || 


. He | 
received from some military oficer, some subor- | 


‘The existing 
law, I know, providesthat in case the officer hav- 
ing the party in custody makes a certain return, 
the judge shall not further proceed, but the writ 
is to be issued whenever applied for, and Jam not 
aware that judges refuse to issue the writ of habeas 
corpus when a proper case is laid before them. At 
any rate, I should like to bave that tested; and if 
they do refuse to do it when the law makes it 
their duty, the Senator from Kentucky will ac- 
complish little by having othcr laws passed. 

Mr. DAVIS. Does uotthe honorable Senator 
from Ulinois know that Judge Leavitt, of the dis- 
trict court of the United States for the southern 
district of Ohio, refused to issue a writ of habeas 
corpus? But that is not the point Iam getting 
at. The point is this: I ask the Senator, and Í 
ask any lawyer, whether, if the facts as I have 
related them are true, the Secretary of War has 
not committed a high offense? If the uncondi- 


tional pardon of this man by the President of the | 


i 


United States was placed in the hands of the Sec- | 


retary, and he disregarded it and seutthe man off 
to prison, he committed a high crime—not a mis- 


Hi 


power, nor.is itright-that they sh 


| crop the present season, $18,000, 


demeanor, but.a h igh. crime and, 
ought-to-be- punished. css crpi > 
Ladmit that. the: Senate: have no 


the-case. .J-have not prejudged. this-gas 
I do not. know. thatthe facts are 
them; but.J believe:theni:to be.so 
so, they-amount:to.a high.of onl 
the Secretary of War,and the impeaching po 
of this Government. ought to institute.a proceed- 
ing to have him brought to justice and made. an 
example of. : ORS Cet ASE 
Mr. DOOLITTLE.: I move to postpone: this 
resolution and all prior orders for the purpose: wf 
taking up Senate bil No.. 198.0000 tii ; 
The motion was agreed to. : 
RETURN OF REFUGEE INDIANS.“ ~ eee 
The Senate accordingly, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S.No. 198) 
to aid the Indian refugees to return to their homes 
in the Indian territory. | : i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 


be read, 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. It is not necessary foread 
the original bill. The Committee on adian Af 
fairs have reported a substitute for it, Let that 
be read. ` ae : oer 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | If theré beno 
objection, that course will be pursued. The Cam- 
mittee on Indian Affairs report an amendment to 
strike out all of the original bill after the enact- 
ing clause and insert what will be read... 0) 

Lhe Secretary read the words to be inserted, 
as follows: i are 

That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, fog the 


| removal and temporary retief of the refugee and destitute In- 
| dians in the southernsuperintendency, namely: tor expenses 


of transportation and subsistence by the way to the Indian 
territory, $52,000; for temporary subsistence in the Indian 
country of refugee and destitute Indians tothe close of the 
present fiscal your, $153,000; for seeds, plows, and ne- 
cessary agricultural implements to enable them to raise a 


Mr, DOOLITTLE. Perhaps it is due to.the 
Senate that I should occupy their. attention : for 


| about five minutes by way of explaining this bill 
| and its necessity. About two years since, asia 


consequence of the war in which we are engaged, ` 
the Indian territory was also‘in what may. be 
denominated a civil war. The Choctaws, the 
Chickasaws, a small portion of the Seminoles, 
about one half the Creeks, and one fourth, per- 
haps, of the Cherokees, were induced to unite 
their fortunes and become allies with the rebels, 
In the military operations which followed, the 
loyal Creeks, the loyal Cherokees, the loyal Sem- 
inoles, and the loyal Chickasaws were driven-out 
in the winter from their homes, in the midst.of 
great suffering and destitution, into the State of 


| Kansas, and they took refuge tha, where since 


that time they have been living, supported by the 
Government out of those annuities which belong 
to all the Indian tribes in the Indian territory. 
Those annuities have enabled the Government to 
provide for these refugees in Kansas and the 
Cherokee country up to about the Ist of Aprilof 
the present year. 

In consequence of our military successes in that 
section of the country, it is believed both by the 
War Department and the Interior Department 
that we may safely attempt to send these refa- 
gees back to their homes 1n their own countrys 
and in order to do so, and that they can raise a 
crop the present season, it is necessary that this 
should be immediately undertaken. ‘The whole 
number of refugee Indians in Kansas is eight 
thousand and thirty-one. There are inthe Chero- 
kee country refugees also driven from their homea 
to the number of seven thousand five hundreds 
It is also estimated that there has been an in» 
crease, since the actual official cnumeration, ofone 
thousand five hundred more, making in all about 
seventeen thousand Indians. It was cstimated by 
the Department that if these refugees were to be 
removed and to remain upon our bands fer one 
hundred and eighty-three days the whole expense 
of their removal and their support would amount 
to the sum of $473,000. The committee have de- 
termined to recommend tlie appropriation of about 
one half that sum, believing that while we have 
reported what is necessary for their removal and 
subsistence on the way and have reported what 
isasked for by the Department in furnishing them 
supplies, plows, and the : necessary agricultural 
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implements with which to commence raising their 
crops, it is not necessary that the Government 
‘should provide for their subsistence beyond a 
“period of ninety days. - We believe that they can 
return to the territory in the course of those 
‘pinety diys‘and can-begin to raise‘something for 
their own support, The estimate made by the 
Department as to the expense of supporting them 
Gs at the low sum of ten cents per day per head. 
The committee look upon ‘it as a very reasona- 
Ale estimate; and recommend that the bill should 
assin its present shape as proposed to be amended 
vy the committee. I hope therefore that the amend- 
‘ment will:be adopted and that we shall have'the 
immediate action of the Senate upon the bill. 

I will say to the Senate that from all I have 
heard and read, the sufferings of these refugee In- 
dians in Kansas for their loyalty to the 
States are beyond anything I have read of any 
‘people in connection with the present war, They 
‘were driven out of their territory and compelled 
to flee to Kansas in the winter, in the midst of 
snow, destitute of covering, and many of them 
perished from want. Iam told by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs that in consequence ofthe 
fimbs that were frozen during that terrible flight 
three hundred amputations had to be performed 
by surgeons upon these suffering refugee Indians. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 
one o’clock having arrived, the Chair will call up 
the order of the day, being the joint resolution 
proposing amendments to the Constitution, which 
is now before the Senate. 

~My. DOOLITTLE. 
ally laid aside by unanimous consent to enable us 
to take a vote on this bill. 

` The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
will be adopted, unless there be objection. The 
Chair hears none. ‘lhe question is on the adop- 
tion of the amendment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, and was read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution (S. No. 16) proposing amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States is now before 
the Senate, and the question is on concurring, in 
the Senate, with the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. President,as I said 
to the Senate yesterday evening, I do not intend 
to occupy the attention of the body but fora few 
moments; and | would not have been induced to 
say one word ofa political character except for 
the suggestions made by the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Harej in his speech yesterday 
afternoon, He took occasion, in arguing the sub- 
ject before the Senate, to makea very grave charge 
against the Administration of Mr. Buchanan, and 
to say that during that Administration the war 
commenced, or at least eleven States were lost to 
the Union, Sir, | am no extravagant admirer of 
Mr. Buchanan. I think he departed from the 
principles upon which he was clected President 
of the United 
great loss upon the Democratic party, and per- 
hape some evil upon the country; but Į am not 
willing in the Senate to hear so grave a charge 
made against him and make no reply, when I 
think the charge cannot be well maintained. 

In the first place, the Senator was mistaken as 
to the number of States that seceded during the 
Administration of Mr. Buchanan, During the 
last few months of that Administration seven 
States seceded: the States of South Carolina, 
Florida, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia, Louis- 
jana, and Texas. After the incoming of the pres- 
ent Administration four more States seceded, to 
wit: Virginia, Tennessee, Arkansas, and North 
Carolina. There is a very serious mistake made 
by the Senator upon the question of fact. 

But, although not-making the charge directly, 
he allowed it to be inferred from what he said that 
the Administration of Mr. Buchanan was respons- 
ible to a very considerable extent for the com- 
mencement. of hostilities. I do not agree with 
the Senator. What had the Administration of 
Mr. Buchanan to do with the commencement of 
hostilities? Me. Holt and Mr. Stanton were both 
members of his Cabinet during the last months 


nited - 


I move that it be inform-. 


States; and that departure brought | 


' the fathers, 


‘of that Administration, and one of them is now 
a member of the present Cabinet and the other 
holds a high office, and both are regarded as very 
potential inthe present Administration. But, sir, 

claim for the Democratic party that it did all 
that it could do to avoid the commencefnent of 
these hostilities. 1 shall not go ever that subject 


-in detail, for itis well-understood bythe Senate, 


except to call the attention of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to the fact-that during the ses- 
sion of Congress immediately preceding the com- 


-mencement of the present Administration, the 


Democrats in this body and in the other House 
did all in their power to adjust the differences be- 
tween the North and the South, and to avoid the 
calamitous war that has come upon the country. 
Can the Senator from New Hampshire say so 
much for his party? : 

It was stated by Senator Douglasin the presence 
of the Senator, that if the Republican party of thìs 
body, and of the other branch of Congress, would 
do as much as the Democrats would doin the way 
of adjustment and compromise, there need be no 
trouble—the conflict of the sections might be 
avoided; and the Senator did not deny the allega- 
tion of that distinguished Senator. Itstands asa 
statement then undisputed in this body, that if the 
Republican portion of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives had been willing to do 
as much as the Democrats would do, we could 
have adjusted the questions in dispute between the 
two sections, and have avoided this calamitous 
war. When the proposition of adjustment and 
compromise came to a vote in this body, I believe 
every Democrat then occupying a seat here voted 
for it, while every gentleman in this body belong- 
ing to the other party voted against it. The same 
is substantially true of the history of that propo- 
‘sition in the other branch of Congress. 

Then, sir, I think the Senator cannot well say 
that Mr. Buchanan’s Administration or the Dem- 
ocratic party, at that time, were responsible for 
the failure of the efforts to adjust the questions 
in dispute between the two sections. I will not say 
that the South had cause for the course they pur- 
sued. Secession had not justification in the fact that 
a northern party succeeded and that a sectional 
President had beenclected. But will the Senator 
deny that if a sectional party had not succeeded, 
and a sectional President had not been elected, 
this trouble would not have come upon the coun- 
try? While I do not justify the course that has 


| been pursued by the South, but utterly condemn 


and repudiate it, I say that if a sectional policy 
had not been pursued on the part of the North, 
encouraged and participated in on the part of the 
leaders in the South, we need not have had the 
present troubles, which are so calamitous to the 
country. ` 

The Senator also said that the Democrats were 
indulging the delusion that if their party could 
succeed they might bring peace and prosperity 
again to the country. Sir, I do indulge such a 
hope, and [thinkitis notadelusion, Itisa hope 
based upon the experience of thepast. Tam not 
ashamed of thatparty. I believe the Senator him- 
self once did honor to that party by advocating its 
principles and fighting for its organization, I may 
be mistaken, but ł think that was the case. Lam 
not ashamed of the history of that party. It 
fought for the Constitution and the doctrines of 
It resisted sectional organizations 
and the triumph of sectional sentiments, and while 
that Democratic party was in powcr in this coun- 
try we had no sectional troubles that could not 
easily and speedily be adjusted. 

The Senator referred to the few Democratic 
Senators in this body, and said that when they 
spoke it was ‘like the voice of one crying in the 
wilderness.” I thank the Senator for the illus- 
tration. That voice was the voice of John the 
Baptist. His voice was to prepare the way of the 
Lord in the wilderness, and to make straight a 
highway in the desert. If it should be the for- 
tune of the few Democrats who are in this body 
and of the Democrats in the country to prepare a 
highway in which the people may again walkin 
prosperity and union and in harmony, I shall re- 
Joice in such a result. 

The Senator also referred to the taking off the 
head of Charles }, and he said that the Demo- 


crats might as well good-naturedly place their 
heads under the ax and let them fall. The Sen- 
ator did not do well to depart from his first figure. 


should we lose our heads? 
ify a king upon the 
his presence, let the 
sin; but if we have but fought for the right, if we 
have but contended for the doctrines which have 
brought such prosperity and greatness to our 
country, I think we shall not lose our heads. 


Ay, if it is to grat- 
petition of a dancing giri in 
head be taken if we have done 


The gentleman ridiculed and joeren at the pos- 
sibility of a Democratie triump in the future. I 
am not going to discuss the possibility or impos- 
sibility of sucha result. I pray for it. The con- 
dition of the country cannot be worse than it is 
now. If the Democrats succeed in securing an 
election, they can but fail in their efforts to re- 
store the Union upon the basis of the Constitu- 
tion. We can try,and it is certain thatany change 
is better than the present condition of affairs. 
Liberty cannot be less secure, our institutions 
cannot be less permanent under some other Ad- 
ministration than under the present. 

The Senator, I thought rather unguardedly, said 
that this was the day he had long desired, the 
day he had long prayed for. I have heard that 
sentiment from pulpits, and seen it in the columns 
of fanatical newspapers, but I had not before heard 
it in the Senate of the United States, a body in 
which men are expected to express well-matured 
and considered opinions. What does the Senator 
find in the present condition of his country at 
which heshould rejoice? Is it inthe factthat we 
are engaged. in a war upon the most stupendous 
scale that the eye of man has ever witnessed ? 
Is it the fact that we have called into the field 
above two million men from the North, andthat, 
in proportion to their population, a larger force 
has been called into the field in the South? Is 
itin the fact that one tenth. of the people of the 
North have been called from the pursuits of in- 
dustry to the pursuits of war, from the business 
of producing to the business of consuming and 
destroying? Is it in the fact that instead of pro- 
ducing and adding to the wealth of the country 
we are cousuming and destroying it? [sitin the 
fact that of these two million two hundred thou- 
sand men that have been called into the field from 
the North during the past three years more per- 
haps than two hundred and fifty thousand of them 
occupy the green graves along the border? Is it 
in the fact thatin two-hundred and fifty thousand 
homes there ig mourning and sadness instead of 
joy and rejoicing? Isitin the fact thatinstead of the 
mothers and wives of the land being happy and 
rejoicing they are clothed in the weeds of mourn- 
ing? Is itin the fact that we see upon every side 
ofus our returned brothers and friends, one with 
an arm gone, another with another limb gone, 
health destroyed, and happiness departed from 
them? Are these the sources of gratification to 
the Senator and the party he represents? Is itin 
the fact that during the past three years and the 
year that is to come we have imposed upon the 
people of the United States adebt of $4,000, 000,- 
000? The Secretary’s report will not show so 
much, but I think it is known to Senators that 
when this war is closed, if it be closed within the 
coming year, our national debt must be. nearly 
$4,000,000,000. What is the proportion of that 
debt to the property of the country? I turned 
my eye this morning to the fact as stated in the 
late census: 

“The marshals of the United States were directed toob- 
tain from the records of the States and Territories respect- 
ively, an account ofthe value of real and personal estate ag. 
assessed for taxation. Instructions were given these officers 


to add the proper amount to the assessment, so that the ree 
turn should represent as well the true or intrinsic value ag 


the inadequate sum generily attached to property for tase 
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able purposes. The result of this return by all the census 
takers will be found in table No. 34, whereby it will appear 
that the value of individual property in the States and Ter- 
ritories exeeeds the sum of sixteen thousand million dol- 
Jars, representing an increase of one hundred and twenty- 
six and a half per cent. inten years in value in the aggre- 
gate, and an increase of sixty-eight per cent. per capita of 
the free population.” 

Then the value of the personal and real prop- 
erty of the people of the United States, North and 
South, is stated in the census to be $16,000,000,- 
000, and our debt at the end of another year will 
be $4,000,000,000, -being one fourth the entire 
property of the people of the United States, North 
and South; and there is to be added to this the 
enormous debt incurred by States, by counties, 
by cities, by towns, and by townships. What 
they will add to the burdens of the people of the 
United States I shall not underfake to estimate. 
Perhaps | might say one half of the general debt 
of the United States. Then, sir, against the prop- 
erty of the people of the United States, North and 
South, of $16,000,000,000, we have an indebted- 
ness by the General Government, by the States, 
by the cities, by the counties, and townships, of 
$6,000,000,000, more than one third of the prop- 
erty of the United States. Does the Senator con- 
template with pleasure, that upon the people of 
the United States there will be at the end of the 
coming year a burden of debt such as is not borne 
in comparison to their property by any people 
upon earth ? 

I suppose the gratification of the Senator arises 
not from the effects of this calamitous war upon 
the people of his own race. He knows there is 
no happiness, no prosperity to come to them from 
that. He knows that there is but misery, death, 
destruction, embarrassment, debt, bankruptcy to 
the men, women, and children of his own race. 
But I suppose he is gratified when he contemplates 
the effect upon the four million negroes in the 
South. Is the Senator right sure that it is going 
to add to the happiness and prosperity of those 
people in the South? Is he sure that the four mil- 

-Hons who, at the commencement of this war, had 
masters to take care of them, if turned loose and 
made dependent upon their own efforts for their 
subsistence and their prosperity, will be happier 
after that state of things than they were when they 
were taken care of by their masters in the South? 
Lam not sure that it is going to be so. 

The Senator contemplates that they will be free, 
that they will go when and where they please; but 
when they come into the northern States among 
a people not accustomed to them, and commence 
to crowd the free white labor of the North, these 
unfortunate people will come in contact with a 
northern prejudice that will be hard upon them 
and upon their prosperity. But, sir, with all the 
calamities and misfortunes that have befallen 
twenty-six million white people, the Senator is 
gratified when he contemplates the happiness that 
may possibly by chance come upon four million 
negroes. : 

Does the history of the last year and a half 
justify the Senator’s exultation and joy? Let 
him go along the Mississippi, and instead of find- 
ing the negroes there happy and industrious, he 
will find them without protection, and, as the re- 
ports are, without provision and almost without 
clothing, and a large number of them prematurely 
dead. TheSenator from Kentucky {Mr. Davis] 
suggests to me that at least two hundred thou- 
sand of them havealready perished prematurely. 
And yet with this state of facts before the Sena- 
tor he expects a good time for these unfortunate 
people yet to come! 

Are they to remain among us? I can say to 
the Senator that they never will associate with 
the white people of this country upon terms of 
equality. It may be preached; it may be legis- 
lated for; it may be prayed for; but there is that 
difference between the two races that renders it 
impossible. Ifthey are among us asa free people, 
they are among us as an inferior people. The 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Sauuspury] most 
happily expressed it, that this difference between 
the races is not chargeable upon us; it is not 


92 


chargeable upon our institutions; it is not charge- 
able upon the condition in which these people have 
been kept for many generations past; it was the 


pleasure of God to mark that difference upon the | 


races; a difference in intellect, in tastes, in all the 
qualities that enable a race to go upward and on- 
ward, which God himself has made and impressed 
upon them. ; 

I will ask the Senator if he can refer to the ne- 
gro in any land, in any age, in which his condi- 


tion was better, in which his physical comforts | 


were secured to a higher degree, in which his in- 
tellectual and moral elevation was promoted in a 


higher degree, than in his connection with the | 
white people of the United States since he was | 


brought to America. What was his condition 
before he was brought here? 
then that were respected even by the rulers of 
his own race? He was brought here a slave, 
a barbarian, knowing no rights to himself, enjoy- 
ing no rights, ignorant of that religion which has 
been taught him in this country. 
elevated, so faras he could be elevated, by his 
contact with the whiteman. Ido not believe in this 


notion that the negro is going to elevate himself | 


if the influence of the white man is removed from 
him. His tendency has been downward when 
notin contact with our superior race. Then, sir, 
I find nothing in: the past history of this race, 
their history in Africa, their history in the islands 
near by our own coast, their history in the free 
States, their history in the southern States, to en- 
courage the sentiment that gratifies the Senator 
so much, that they are to be so much blessed and 
elevated by the change thatis to be made in their 
condition. 

Mr. President, I will not vote for the resolution 
that is before the body. I do not intend to dis- 
cuss the merits or demerits of the proposition of 
general emancipation, That question has been 
sufficiently discussed, perhaps, by other Sena- 
tors. In the first place, I will not vote for the 
resolution because l think the times: are not au- 
spicious. Itis not a favorable time for us to lay 
our hand upon the work of the fathers. Our Con- 
stitution was made after the war of the Revolu- 
tion was closed, when peace had returned, when 


there was but little party prejudice and strife in | 


the country—a time most favorable for laying the 
foundations of government. Our fathers were 
statesmen, taught in the scenes of the Revolu- 
tion. They laid the foundations of government; 
and, for myself, I am not willing to disturb them 
in these times of excitement and strife, 

Ought not the people deliberately to consider 
any proposition for an amendment of the Con- 
stitution? Ought it not to be considered more 
deliberately than any ordinary measure of gov- 
ernment or of administration? 


of the people are greatly excited. 


argument and reason as they do upon the pas- 
sions of the hour. Task Senators whether a time 


like this is favorable to consider amendments of 


the organic law? 

Besides that, there are many of the States that 
are especially in no condition to consider amend- 
ments to the Constitution. Three fourths of the 
States must agree by their Legislatures or by con- 
ventions to this amend ment before it shall become 
apart of the organic law. 
tion of Senators to the condition of a few of the 
States that must assent to it before this measure 
can become a part of the Constitution, It may 
be that twenty-one States could deliberately con- 
sider this question. 


Minnesota, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
’ p 


York, Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode Isl- į! 


and, Vermont, Wisconsin, and Western Virginia 
may be in something of a condition to consider the 
proposed amendment of the Constitution. Those 
are twenty-one States, not two thirds, much less 
three fourths. {ask Senators, then, in what con- 


| dition are Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, Flore 


* 


Had he any rights | 


He has been i 


Sir, what is our | 
condition? We are in astate of war. The minds | 
They come to | 
conclusions now not so much upon reflection and | 


Let me ask the atten- | 


It may be that California, | 
Connecticut, Hlinois, Indiana, Towa, Kansas, | 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, 


ida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Tennessee, Texas, and Virginia to con’ 
sider amendments to the Constitution? Is this to’ 
be their Constitution as well as ours? Is this to 
be a Constitution for Louisiana as well as [ne 
diana, for Florida as well as New Hampshire? 
Then, sir, if itis to be their great law, to which: 
they will owe allegiance. and render obedience, 
shall they notbe ina condition to consider so im- 
portant an amendment before it is proposed to 
them? 

Mr. HOWARD. Will the Senator from In- 
diana allow me to ask him a question on this par-. 
ticnlar point? , 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOWARD. If those States to which he 
refers are not in a condition to participate in the 
amendment of the Constitution, as ‘is contems- 
plated hy this joint resolution, whose fault will it 
be? Cana partyin that attitude take advantage of 
his own fault, of his own wrong? - 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I will ask the Senato 
before l answer his question, whether it bea fault 
or no fault, can this Constitution be amended un- 
less three fourths of the thirty-five States agree to 
it? Three fourths of the thirty-five States must 
agree to it, and it is not a matter of so much im- 
portance when we come to the question ] am now 
discussing whose fault itis. Ihave said whose 
fault it was. Ihave said that these States hadno 
just and sufficient cause for secession. Lrepudi- 
ate the act. Lam against it, and from the first 
have condemned it. But I ask the Senator, is it 
not to be their Constitution as well as ours, and 
must not this amendment be considered by them 
and acted upon by them, so as to secure three 
fourths of the thirty-five States, before it becomes 
a part of the Constitution? — 

Mr. HOWARD. I will answer the Senator. 
It is their duty to take it into consideration when 
submitted to them; butif,in violation of that con- , 
stitutional duty, they have placed themselves in 
such an attitude that they will not participate in 
it, it is their fault and not the fault of the other 
States. They have an opportunity to-day, the 
same opportunity possessed by other States, and 
may with just as much ease as other States par- 
ticipate in the amendment of the Constitution, 
Nothing but their own stubborn wills, nothing 
but their own rebellious spirits, nothing but their 
open treason prevents them from doing so, if it 
can be said that those causes prevent them, which 
I deny. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I shall now insist upon’ 
the Senator answering my question. The ques- 
tion which I asked him is, can this proposed 
amendment become a part of the Constitution of 
the United States unless as much as three fourths 
of the States agree to it? 

Mr. HOWARD. Of course, I suppose, there 
must be a concurrence of the constitutional num- 
berofStates,which number would be three fourths 
of the States of the Union, or, in the language of 
the Constitution, in the Union. 

Mr, COLLAMER,. Will the gentleman in- 
dulge me with a single suggestion on that points 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Certainly. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If those States were voting 
and were in favor of the amendment, they would 
vote for it and would be satisfied with it, if it 
were adopted, and if they were opposed to itthey 
would vote against it. Now, in counting the 
thirty-five States so as to get three fourths to 
agree to it, those States that have not voted at all 
are counted the same precisely as if they had 
voted against it. i 

Mr. HENDERSON. Without reflecting upon 
the proposition of the Senator, I should think he 
is right, ifl understand him correctly. His propo 
sition is that if twenty States votein favor of the 
proposed amendment and fifteen States fail to vote 
atail, the fifteen States shall be counted as voting 
against it, 

Mr, COLLAMER. If they did not vote at: 
all, in counting up, as we must have three quare 
ters of all the States, they are to be counted the® 
same as if they voted against it. 


E 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: _ 


April 4, 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Precisely so. 

ator, | believe, docs not question that three fourths 

of the States must vote affirmatively in favor of 
the amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER, [believe they will. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The Senator sayshe be- 
lieves they will. Itis possible they may. 

Mr. WILLEY. With the leave of the Senator, 
aa that is an interesting point, I desire to know 
whether if they are not prepared to vote this year, 
they may not be next year? Will not the time 
come when they will be ina condition to vote? if 
within ten years from this date, for instance, those 
States that are in the condition to which the Sen- 
ator alludes should, as I hope they will, be placed 
in a condition fairly and peaceably to express 
their opinion on the subject, would it not be com- 
petent for them to do so, and thereby adopt the 
proposed amendment of the Constitution ? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I cannot undertake to 
answer the Senator, because it is nota question 
that I have considered. ‘Phoamendment is pro- 
posed to the Legislatures of the States at the pres- 
ent session of Congress. It goes before them all. 
‘There are sessions of the different Legislatures. 
Some act upon it,and some do not. If, say, twenty 
of them have adopted it, does it remain an open 
question for action by the other Legislatures for 
ten years following, or twenty or thirty years? Í 
am not prepared without further reflection to say 

` thatthe question would remain open, as the Sen- 
ator suggests. ` 

But, sir, take the old State of Virginia, that con- 
tributed so much to the formation of the Consti- 
tution as we now have it; the State that passed 
the resolution in her Legislature which called to- 
gether first five States, and those five States ap- 
pealed to the other States to meet them in conven- 
tion, and in pursuance of thatappeala convention 
was held; Virginia, that had so mach to do with 
the deliberations of the body; Virginia, that has 
contributed so much to the construction of the 
Constitution by the expositions made by her great 
and learned mou—shall Virginia have no full and 
free voice in the amendmentof this Constitution? 

It may be said that Virginia is a State in the 
Union, and that she has her Legislature meeting 

at Alexandria, Will Senators say that that Le- 
_gislature in such sense represents the people of 
Virginia as that it ought to control that State in 
agrecing to an amendment of the Constitution ? 

Battake Arkansas. ‘That State is now claimed 
to be almost within the Union again. — It is said | 
Arkansas is taking steps under the Presidents 
proclamation to come back again. She may eleet 
a Legislature perhaps; buthow? Under the prop- 
osition of the President, that one tenth of the 
people may eleet a State government, may elect a |i 
Legislature, may make laws, and may agree to an 
amendment of the Constitution. Will Senators 
say that that is such an approval by the people 
of a State as ought to be regarded as sufficient to 
adopt an amendment to the Constitution? Surely 
not, sit. Our fathers were very particular on this 
subject. ‘They required that two thirds of this | 
body, and two thirds of the other Tlouse of Con- 
gress, should agree to the proposed amendment 
Defore it shonid go before the people, and then 
that three fourths of the States should agree to the 
amendment before it should become a part of the 
Constitution, contemplating the fullest consider- 
ation of the subject and the largest approval of 
the amendment before it should become a part 
of the organic law. Are we to say that this plan 
of the President shall be sufficient not only to 
make a new State government, but that it shall be 
sufficient to agree toa change of the Constitutions 
that one tenth of the people of a State, according 
to the presidential proclamation, may not only 
change their own constitution, but may agree to || 
a change ofthe Constitution of the United States, l 
when this Constitution contemplates that all the | 
people of the country should take part in the de- f 
liberations upon that subject? ii 
Take Louisiana also, in which an effortis now i 

being made to form a free State. If the people ji 
of Louisiana, acting through a convention prop- j 
i 
i 
|! 
i 


i 
i 
i 
| 
l 


erly selected, shall make that State a free State, 

If the people 
ofany State see fit to change their constitution so 
as to make their State free instead of siave, Í shall | 
be very glad of the result. Then itis properly į; 
done. But, sir, | am not willing to see our in- '| 
stitutions come to that condition which would be I! 


Í shall be very happy to hear it. 


| States never agrecd in the original compact shoutd ! 


States. 

Can there be in the States that I have men- 
tioned, or in any considerable number of them, | 
that deliberation which is necessary when we pro- 
pose to change the organic law? Take the State 
of Kentucky, so ably represented in this body: is 
Kentucky in a condition to-day to say whether 
she wants her Federal Constitution changed or 
no—Kentucky, that one week is invaded by-rebel 
troops and the next week under the control of 
Federal troops—Kentucky, that can lay no claim 
to a free clection? Take Maryland, that has no | 
free election; or Delaware, that is controlled, as 
was illustrated in the able speech of her Senator 
[Mr. Saurspury] the other day, by provost mar- 
shals appointed the Sunday night before the elec-*; 
tion. Is this the condition in which this country 
ought to be when we propose to change our Fed- | 
eral Constitution? I say not, sir; and without 
reference to the merits of the proposed amend- 
ment, I say we are not ina condition in any of 
the States, and especially in the States to which 
I have referred, because of the excitement caused 
by the condition of the country and the state of 
war, for a deliberate consideration of the ques- 
tions involved on the part of the people. 

One more suggestion, sir, and I have said all 
that [ desire on this subject. I am not satisfied 
that this proposed amendment is one that can be 
made to the Constitution. ‘The institution of 
slavery is a domestic institution. lt exists, not 
by virtue of the Federal Constitution, not by vir- | 
tue of any law passed pursuant to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, but it had its existence 
before the formation of the Federal compact, be- 
fore the establishment of the Federal Constitu- 
tion. It was an institution of the colonies. I 
will not diseuss with the honorable Senator from | 
Iowa (Mr. Harran] the question whether the 
slaveholder has a good title to his property. it 
is enough to know that this institution existed 
before the Revolution in the colonies; that it con- | 
tinued during the Revolution; that it came with | 
the colonies into their state of independence and 
separate sovereignty ;and when the colonics came į 
into the Federal compact they did not submit that 
institution, or their other domestic institutions, | 
to the control of the Federal Government. The 
Federal Government has had nothing to do with | 
the institutio of slavery, except so far as b 
compromise it Was protected and respected. i 
was a basis of representation in the other House; 
it is a basis of taxation in a certain contingency; 
and a fugitive escaping from one State to another | 
shall be returned without respect to the law of 
the State into which he escapes. 

These are the connections of the Federal Gov- 
ernment with the institution of slavery, bat no | 
State in the formation of the Federal compact | 
agreed to lay that institution or any other insti- | 
tution of a domestic sort at the foot of Federal | 
authority. Lam not satisfied (although I have | 
notexamined that subjectas matarcly as I would | 
desire if | intended to discuss it at length) that | 

| 
1 
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this isan amendment which it is competent to | 
make short of the agreement of all the States of | 
the Union; and then that amendment thus agreed 

to would have its force not because it was a part 

of the Constitution, but because each State for | 
itself had agreed to abolish slavery. Wheneach 

State agrees to it, it is settled. A!l of our great : 
menand jarists have held that this institution cx- | 
ists by virtue of State law. That State law may | 
be the common law of the State, the usage of the | 
State, or it may be that system of statutes which || 
recognizes and regulates the institution; and l; 
take it that it is a very grave question whether | 
three fourths of the States can take bold of an | 
institution in the remaining fourth, without the | 
consent of those dissenting States, which those | 


| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
be under the control in any way of the Federal | 
Government. | 

Bat, sir, my main objection to the adoption of | 
this measure now is that the people ave notin a | 
condition to consider proposed amendments to 
the Constitution. [his year we are to have the | 
excitement of a presidential contest, perhaps a į 
very bitter one. Men will take their sides ac- i 
cording to party relations. I submit te Senators | 


whether a time like this, when the mind of the ii 


people is wrought as the sea is by the storm, is 
a suitable time to lay our hands upon the funda- 
mental law of the Government, and to change the 
foundation-stones of that Government; whether 
we had not better let these times pass by, and 


| when peace shall come, as it was in 1787 and 1789, 


when our fathers considered the original Consti- 
tution, then consider the proposed amendments, 
If the people of the United States shall then de- 
cide to abolish slavery, and it is found that itisa 
question that may be controlled by three fourths 
of the States, I shall have no objection to it. H 
slavery passes away | shal! not be found regret- 
ting It. : 
_ I suppose I have less personal knowledge of the 
institution of slavery than almost any Senator in 
thisbody. 1 have never spenta whole day scarcely 
in my life upon slave soil. My life has been 
spent among the free people of the State of Indi- 
ana. f have no attachments to the institution; 
but I have an attachment to the compacts and 
agreements of our fathers. I was taught as a part 
of my politics and morality to stand by what was 
agreed to. The moral question of slavery Ihave 
never discussed before the people. Ido not in- 
tend to discuss it here, because with the moral 
question of slavery. the Federal Government bas 
nothing todo. ‘That is a question for the consid- 
eration of the States that regulate the institution, 
the States that allow it, the States by whose au- 
thority it exists; and by no other authority does 
it or can it exist. 

Although I voted with my friend from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Powen.]in favor of his three amend- 
menis, still if it had come to a final vote, separate 
from the amendment now before the Senate, 
whether we should submit those three proposi- 
tions, which I should like to see in the Constitu- 
tion, I should, upon the final vote, have voted 
no,” for the reason that at this time Į would not 
submit any proposed amendment to the people. 

I would agree asa Senator to submitan amend- 
ment of the Constitution to the people fur but one 
reason. If I could become satisfied that a pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution would put 
an end to these hostilities, would restore this 
Union, and bring peace again to the country, Í 
would vote for any amendment that was consist- 
ent with the right and honor. IfSenators could 
satisfy me that the adoption of this amendment 
was right and within the power of three fourths 
of the States, and that it would promote an ad- 
justment and settlement of the difficulties between 
the sections, I should vote for it, but for no other 
consideration. On the contrary, sir, L believe 
that this amendment if adopted will be in the way 
of final adjustment and the restoration of this 
Union. What good can it do? Just the same 
good precisely that the President’s proclamation 
did. The President by his proclamation sad, 
« We have set yournegroes free; we leave youno 
inducement to come back to live under the Con- 
stitution as your fathers agreed to it; we cut off 
hope; we give youan incentive to fight to despe- 
ration.” And now the Senate propase to say to 
the people of the South, ‘You cannot come back 
upon the basis of the Constitution as it was; you 
cannot come back and enjoy your institutions as 
they were. If you do come back, we Jeave in 
your midst in many localities of the South a ma- 
jority of the population black; we make it im- 
possible for you to reside there.”? Therefore this 
proposition says to the people of the South, “Fight 
on; give up never; never hear a proposition of 
adjustment; but resist until you can resist no 
longer;”’ and that is one objection I have had to 
this Administration. lhas gone upon that policy. 
Instead of hoiding out those motives that ordi- 
narily influence men, this Administration has 
said to the South, * We intend to subjugate you, 
and we will listen to no terms, we will offer no 
terms.?? Gentlemen can easily see the result of 
such a course of policy. Now we are going to 
make it impossible that they shall come back and 
stand upon the Constitution as it was. We are 
going now, if this proposition can carry, to say i 
to the people of the South, * We will take away 
from you this property for which you commenced 
this struggle,” 

Again, Í say 


this is in violation of the plighted 
faith of the Senate. Did not the Senate, three 
years ago,in July, 1651, by their reselution, and 
did not the other Houscsay that this war was not 
for the purpose cf subjugation, not for the pur- 
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States, but simply and solely for the purpose of 


r 


storing the Union and the authority of the Con- 
stitution? Can it be pretended that this is a war 
measure? You must conquer the South before 
this can have force there; and when you have 
conquered the South, of what service is it as a 
war measure? It is like the President’s procla- 
mation in that respect. Can you send a procla- 
mation in advance of the troops? Can you send 
the amendment of the Constitution in advance of 
the Army, and make an impression on the people 
in that way? No,sir; you have gotto overcome 
the people, and establish your amendment of the 
Constitution as you would establish the other por- 
tions of the Constitution. ‘It is a war measure 
after the war is aver! And while the war js con- 
tinuing itis a hinderance to an adjustmentand the 
restoration of peace. 

These, in a few words, are the objections that 
I have to the measure before the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. President, I dislike 
very much at present to undertake to argue the 
question that is now before the body, for the sim- 
ple reason that Senators must be tired of its dis- 
cussion. Atone time l thought it might possi- 
bly be necessary for me to say something in behalf 
of the measure, inasmuch as Í was perhaps one of 
the earliest who introduced a proposition of this 

ieharacter; but now, at a period when Senators 
expect, and reasonably expect, that the discussion 
ought to close and the vot be taken, I dislike very 
much to obtrude any remarks upon the Senate; 
and | should not do so but for the faet that L in 
partrepresenton this floor one of the border States 
of the Union, and I deem it my duty to say some- 
thing in order that gentlemen from the non-slave- 
holding States, like my honorable friend from fn- 
diana who hasjustspoken,[Mr. Hynpricks,] may 
better understand the position that we of the bor- 
der slavehoiding States now occupy. 

I do not desire to get outside of the question be- 
fore the body; I desire to keep myself closely to 
it and to occupy as little of the time of the Senate 
as may be necessary to enable me to state what 
Ldeem it proper to urge in favor of the passage 
of the measure; and in order to save time aud to 
keep myself within proper bounds, | have com- 
mitted to writing the most of what{shallsay. I 
know that this is a practice of which older Sen- 
ators do not approve, and perhaps I ought not to 
resort to it; but I do not feel that I have the right 
upon all occasions to inflict upon this body re- 
marks without thought. 

Í have already intimated that the Union men in 
the slaveholding States have pretty much made 
up their minds as to what course they intend to 

ursue in regard to the institution of slavery. 
Whatever may have been their opinions at a pre- 
vious date, those opinions have undergone im- 
portant changes, This proposition is to mark an 
epoch in the history of our country if it shall be 
adopted, and I take occasion now to express my 
sincere wish that it may become a part of the 
Constitution of the United States. ‘The State 
‘which Tin part represent had in 1860 one hun- 
dred and fifteen thousand slaves, and it may be 
supposed that that State is deeply interested in 
the proposition now pending before the Senate; 
bal, sir, Gur great interest, as lovers ofthe Union, 
is in the preservation and perpetuation of the 
Union; and what I shall say to-day will be chiefly 
directed to northern men. 

‘This war has wrought a wonderfal change in 
the opinions of Union men in the slaveholding 
States. Heretofore a majority of the people of 
the North have been opposed to interfering with 
the Institution of slavery where jtexisted. They 
opposed it because they believed the South de- 
sired to retain the institution—and that seems to 
be the opinion of my fiend from Indiana—and 
so long as this desire lasted they properly held it 
to be a breach of faith to disturb it. So strong 
was this fecling that even after the commence- 
ment of practical secession northern Representa- 
tives, anti-slavery in their sentiments, with almost 
entire unanimity in both branches of Congress 
adopted and presented for acceptance by the States 
a constitutional amendment, irrepealable in its 
character, whereby the power of interference was 
to be forever removed. By it no State could be 


deprived of the privilege of slaveholding except | 


with its own consent. In January, February, 
and March, 1861, such an amendment to the or- 


B 
a 
GJ 
2 
© 

< 
z 
2 
ng 
a 
5 
a 
rc) 
a 
oe 
= 
3 

ae 
n 
o 
3 
ice 
®© 
> 
= 
S 
(ea 
5 


ter that tnumphed, if anything anti-slavery tri- 

umphed atall, in the canvass of 1860, was founded 

on the purpose to exclude slavery from the Terri- 

tories, and this exclusion was only to last while 

they were Territories. It did not deny the rightof 
the people, after their Territory had been admitted 

as a State, to adopt the institution ofslavery. The 

corruptions of Mr. Buchanan’s administration 

gave success to the Republican party. ‘The op- 

position to slavery, even at the outbreak of the 

rebellion, had not become so radical as to deny 

that a slaveholding State might be republican in 

its form of government. It was admitted thata 

State might cither institute or abolish slavery; that 

whatever might be the true boundary line between 

State rights and Federal authority this subject 

was one of local control, and Congress could not 

legitimately interfere. ‘To what extent this disin- 

clmation to meddle with the institution yet per- 

vades the non-slavehoiding States, I, of course, 

do not know. It cannot be doubted by any ra- 

tional and reflecting mind that our forefathers, in 

the adoption of the Constitution, whatever may | 
have been their individual opinions, determined j 
to leave the subject of slavery with the several 
States. They found itthen, as we haveever found 
it since, & dangerous and impracticable ques- 
tion. The importance of union was then para- 
mount. Union could not he sceured except by 
remitting the whole subject to State authority, | 
Congress retaining only the power to enforce the 
surrender of slaves escaping from one State to 
another. 

This view of the Constitution, though not con- 
ceded to be correct by what has been called the 
abolition party, was accepted, however, by alarge 
majority of the people in the’ North. Remem- 
bering the compromises of the Constitution, they 
remembered their duty under them, and wished 
to comply with the bond. Whatever their indi- 
vidual convictions as to the immorality and im- | 
policy of slavery, they have generally disearded į; 
the dogma that the obligations of moral law were 
superior to those of the municipal law, or that the 
whisperings of conscience could excuse the viola- 
tion of the statute. J care not what may now be 
the prejudices against. this institution of slavery 

rhow ignoble this former obedience to law on 
the part of the northern people may appear ata 
time when our passions are aroused by the war 
that party ambition, m the name of slavery, is 
waging against us, the cooler judgment of the | 
more peaceful future, whenever it comes, will | 
again approve their conduct as essentially patri- 
otic, Governments are not moral codes. ‘They | 
cannot be such. Each individual upon entering 
into society must agree to yield something of his 
own opinions to the opinions of others. Lf any | 
one man’s opinions be the law, the Government 
is a monarchy; if the opinions of a few shall gov- 
ern, it is an aristocracy or oligarchy; if the opin- 
ion of each is a Jaw unto himself, it cannot be 
other than anarchy. Hence the mass of opinion, 
ina Government republican in form, must con- 
trol. That opinion, expressed according to the 
forms of law, must be the rule of action. He that 
yields to that expression and obeys the law, so 
Jong as it stands unrepealed, is not only the best 
citizen but the most effective promoter of public | 
morals and also the best teacher of private virtue. | 

A simple adherence to this principle would 
have prevented the present rebellion; indeed, it | 
must eventually drive out every heresy in gov | 
| ernment and establish the right. To deny this ji 
proposition is to deny the virtue of self-govern- 
ment. If human slavery be wrong, human reason, 
under the operation of this principle, is left free | 
| to combat it, and slavery must die so soon as 
reason can obtain expression under the forms of | 
law. It cannot die suoner, for the achievements | 
of the sword, if against reason, last generally no | 
longer than while the sword is drawn. Whenit | 
is sheathed, reason takes the place of force. Ideas | 
of private interest and considerations of publie | 
good, combined with convictions of religiousduty, 

| 
j 


i 
i 


uninumidated by fear, are left free again toshape | 
governmental policy. 

The people of the non-slaveholding States gen- 
erally were willing to trust the solution of slavery 


| to peaceful times. ‘They, like the founders of 


the Republic, generally hoped for its ultimate ex- 
tinction. They did not believe that the desola- 
tions of war would ever be required to show its 
injustice, or that war should be waged for its ex- 
termination. They had found it within’ certain 
limits, and there they left in It was local, and 
they who lived in its midst were left to its enjoy- 
ment and held responsible forits existence. They 
felt it to be their duty to leave italone. The 
would aid us to rid ourselves of the blighting in- 
fluences when we might wish to. remove it, but 
until then we must keep it, with all its good, if 
any it had, and all its evil. This, sir, wasright, 
and under similar circumstances their conduct 
should be the same as heretofore. But things 
have now materially changed. 

A few words only in reference to the causes and 
effects of that change. For three quarters of a 
century this feeling of comity, this reverence of 
the letter and spirit of the organic law, this over- 
powering desire to preserve the national unity, 
had, notwithstanding the existence of slavery, 
given us peace and prosperity, both public and « 
private, unparalleled in the growth of nations. 
The genius and industry of the North gave value 
to the great southern prodaction in the discovery 
of the cotton-gin and the erection of improved 
machinery to convert this production into aseful 
fabries. The nartherners were early thrown upon 
their own exertions, and, taught ta rely upon 
those exertions, they became an active, industri- 
ous, inquiring, intelligent people, The southern- 
ers, | mean the more favored, enjoying a monop- 
oly in the cotton culture, and finding that slave 
labor not only brought them large profit but that 
exemption from toil which, however coveted by 
men, never fails to corrupt them, soon abandoned | 
themselves to pleasure and the lighter accomplish- 
ments of life. These frivolous accomplishments 
obtained in preference, because easily obtained, 
to the more solid acquirements, combined with 
this exemption from labor, soon created a feeling 
of superiority. They imagined themselves rich 
and powerful, and like all people under similar 
circumstances, they became first proud of them-. 
selves and then proud of their ancestry. They 
invested their Cavalier fathers with the same he- 


; roic virtues and nobility of soul that Virgil in the 


palmy days of Roman greatness ascribed to the 
founders of the imperial city. In both cases per- 
haps much unreal greatness was thrust upon the 
dead thatthe pride of the living might be exalted. ` 
The first difficulty that presented itself to the 
southern people was to satisfy themselves that 
slavery is morally right; and the second! was te 
satisfy the people of the North that. they could 
not legally interfere with it except in their own 
States, and further that the Constitution imposed 
on them the duty to protect the South in the en- 
joyment of it. Tt was southern statesmen who in 
the earlier periods of our history bad most fiercely 
assailed the institution. Itwas Washington, Jef- 
ferson, Madison, Marshall, Mason, Martin, Wil- 


: fiamson, and others in their own land who had 
i stamped slavery with the most decided digappro- 
; bation, 


But a change was to be wrought in some 
way. Thesedenunciations ofthe institution were 
to be put aside and a new dispensation pro- 
laime, Through the influence of South-Caro- 
lina and Georgia alone, slavery had secured a 
footing in the compromises of the Constitution, 
and upon these compromises the South relied for 
legal protection. ‘Po calm the conscience, reli 

ious denominations ransacked the Scriptures, 
and finding the institution upheld unde tiie Teie] 
theocracy, and not assailed by Christ and His 
apostles under the Christian dispensation, this 
was readily accepted as sufficient. The Senator 
from Delaware thinks it sufficient éven yet. As 
the production of cotton increased, the canviction 
ofthe morality of slavery increased in the same 
ratio, [ts divine character was inculeated in re- 
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nish it.. They had nothing else to do. 


While | 


the slaves produced cotton their masters discussed | 


politics. The whole South was turned into a de- 
bating society. Every man was a politician. 
Every court-house and cross-roads became an 
arena for political gladiators. The alpha and 
omega of every discussion was slavery, and every- 
body was on the same side. If some old fogy, 
some believer in the docttines of the past, hap- 
ened to express doubts of the sacredness of the 
institution, suddenly many voices were joined to 
greet him as Paul was greeted at Ephesus. While 
the northern people built manufactories, railroads, 
bridges, and canals, erected cities, opened farms, 
constructed ships, and founded institutions of 
learning, the South was discussing the negro ques- 
tion. As in all attempts to vindicate crror, they 
fell into the most glaring contradictions, seen by 
everybody except themselves. They claimed to 
be fierccly democratic. Holding one half of the 
population of their States in abject slavery, they 
clamored loudly for the largest liberty. The 
privilege of the writ of habeas corpus denied to 
every man held by them in bondage, they insisted 
that republican government would be instantly 
lost if the writ were suspended for a moment in 
the case of a white man. Claiming that the in- 
stitution was local, deriving its vitality from 
the States, and that Congress could exercise no 
power over it at all, they yet insisted that Con- 
gress should plant it upon all the national do- 
main. Adopting a false theory of State rights, 
originally designed for the protection of slavery, 
which rendered the Constitution powerless on all 
other subjects, they yet found authority within 
its grants of power to establish and perpetuate 
slavery against the will of the local government. 
Looking only to the preservation of that one in- 
stitution, they adopted any and every theory that 
seemed available for the purpose. They advo- 
cated the Missouri Compromise, and afterwards 
ostracized as abolitionists all who did not favor 
its repeal. They opened the Territories to popu- 
lar sovereignty, and so soon avit failed to bring 
a slave State into the Union, the doctrine was dis- 
carded, and he who did not at once repudiate it 
became unto them as the heathen and the publican. 
In the mean time the northern people, thor- 
oughly convinced of the immorality and inutility 
of slavery, began to take its denunciations into 
the pulpit and the school-room, At this point 
the divergence between the North and the South 
commenced. Congregations of Christians who 
had formerly worshiped at the same allar met 
and quarreled and separated. Then commenced 
this idea of two distinct civilizations, this notion 
thatthe two races, the one inhabiting the North, 
the other the South, were not the same; that they 
were different in origin, different in manners, dif- 
ferent in pursuits, and different in ideas of gov- 
ernment. Extreme men on both sides urged these 
reasons in favor of political separation and the 
establishment of separate governments. Theone 
extreme said the Union could not, must not sub- 
sist with slavery; with the other slavery was the 
sine qua non of Union. Politicians at once seized 


i 


upon this state of feeling, and, instead of pouring į 


oil ou the troubled waters, for selfish purposes 
they added to the agitation. They who became 
the representatives of the people seemed to look 
rather to the promotion of party interests than to 
the substantial welfare of the country. fn other 
words, too many of our statesnien became dema- 
gogues. Falsehood was admitted and acted upon 
simply because the pionccrsin reformation are sel- 
dom honored; they scarcely ever get to Congress. 

The country finally became divided into two 
great parties, The true cause of division, with 
a majority on each side,is to be found, no doubt, 
in the construction given by them respectively to 
the Constitution, the one confining the powers of 


Congress to expressly delegated grants, leaving | 


the States sovercign in all other respects; the 
other finding in the instrament warrant for the 
exercise of powers decmed necessary ‘for the 
common defense and general welfare?’ of the Uni- 
ted States, 

The southern people being an agricultural peo- 
ple, looking chiefly to a foreign market for the 
sale of their surplus preductions, not engaged in 
the carrying trade, believing free trade to be bene- 
ficjal to their interesis, and not feeling the same 
necessity with the people of the North for im- 
proving the jakes, rivers, and harbors of the 


| truth, and challenged its denial. 


South, very generally accepted the limited, or 
what has always been termed the strict, con- 
struction of the Constitution. From precisely 
the opposite considerations sprang the party of 
liberal or latitudinarian construction. It is plain 
to see that the pro-slavery men of the South 
would naturally fall into the ranks of the former 
party, because the theory of strict construction 
furnished the best protection for the institution. 
If Congress could not attack it, it might, in their 
opinion, retreat from State to State, if attacked 
by local authority, and thus gain time to fortify 
its defenses. For the opposite reason, again, the 
zealous anti-slavery men of the North joined the 
otherparty. Inthe latitude of construction, their 
assaults upon the institution might be made ef- | 
fective; from State action they had no hope. 

‘As it has always been—and it is as much so 
now perhaps as ever—eXtreme men on either side 
gave tone to party action. The more moderate 
were controlled by them, They seemed to have 
no power of resistance. They drifted like floats 
upon the current. They knew what is right, 
but they had not the moral courage to pursue the 
right. Fna short time, party platforms became 
a mere string of dogmas on the subject of slavery. 
A foreigner secing them would naturally suppose 
that we had no other interests in this country than 
slavery. 

But why isit that the extreme men in this case, 
as they have done in others, succeeded in control- 
ling their respective parties? I ascribe it to the 
fact that extreme men generally start with an un- 
deniable truth. They boldly challenge refuta- 
tion of that truth, They seek controversy, and 
controversy gives them strength. Truth needs 
but be repeated, and the assent of reason is finally | 
given, The anti-slavery men asserted the propo- 
sition that slavery is wrong; that itis condemned in 
morals, and anti-republican in its very nature; that 
itis unjust to the slave and prejudicial to his mas- | 
ter; that it is corrupting in its social relations, and 
deeply injurious to the economical interests of the 
country. This proposition could not be denied. 
To oppose it but established it the more firmly. 
The history of the country itself brought new 
arguments to its support, The great disparity in 
the material development of the two sections as 
time passed on gradually strengthened the con- 
victions of anti-slavery men, and struck down the 
arguments of their opponents. The earnest men | 
of the anti-slavery party who stuck to the one ; 
idea of their faith, and demanded its recognition | 
in political platforms,as well asin religiouscreeds, | 
though branded as zealots, abolitionists, disturb- | 
ers of the pablic peace, yet stood upon the one | 
If this truth had 
been acknowledged and acted on by the other | 
side we should have had no war. While they | 
were obtaining the almost universal recognition | 
of this truth, however, in the northern States, and 
its partial recognition in the South, the fiery con- 
flict through which they were passing unfortu- | 
nately aroused the fiercest passions. Religion 
and politics brought their influences to inflame, 
Many of them became maddened as with frenzy, 
and struck atslavery without skill,asthe wounded | 
gladiator strikes at his adversary. 

‘The arguments used to satisfy others thatsla- | 
very is wrong had satisfied themselves that no 
jaw, human or divine, standing in the way of its | 
destruction, was obligatory on the citizen. The 
extremist of the South, too, was not without his 
truth—an equally undeniable truth—for the erec- 
tion of his party. His truth wasthe one to which 
I have already alluded. It was that, however in- 
defensible slavery might be as an abstract propo- 
sition, the very bond of Union, the Constitution, 
left it under the exclusive control of the States 
interested; that Congress could notabolish it; and 
that every aet of interference with it where it ex- 
isted was without authority. He claimed, and | 
truthfully, too, that unless its existence had been 
left free from congressional legislation no Union 
could have been formed. This became his con- 
trolling idea, It was his strong point, his fort- 


ress; and to it he retreated when the moral ques- |) 


tion was urged. Fle must have it inserted in 
every platform of principle. ‘Those of the South | 
who looked forward to the final extinction of 
slavery soon lost courage to assert the truth which 
lay behind this, and were constantly driven to the 
assertion of political tenets that stood in the way 
of such consummation. 


Upon this truth sophistry built a thousand 
errors. Threats of interference by northern ex- 


stimulate southern pride, in 
f slavery was to be forgotten 
round taken by pro-slavery 
men of the South, and resolutely adhered to, they 
gradually put forward and developed the princt- 
ples of that new faith which asserted the divinity 
of slavery, taught the doctrine of State suprem- 
acy,and enforced the heresy of nullification and 
secession.. 

The northern Democracy never, believed in 
these heresies. Theyadopted the strict construc- 
tion theory of the Government without reference 
toslavery. If theapplication of what was thought 
to be a sound principle of construction inured to 
the protection of the institution, they yet would 
not abandon the principle. They did not believe 
slavery to be ordained of God or productive of 
human good; indeed, they believe ita curse. They 
acted with the southern Democracy for two rea- 
sons: first, they condemned what they termed the 
fanatical heresies of the abolitionists, who, they 
thought, in their pursuit of a moral principle 
would rush to anarchy; and secondly, their re- 
spect for the great constitutional truth to which I 
have alluded dominated their moral convictions 
aguinst the institution. Hence, when secession 
came, the northern Democracy were found on 
the side of the Government. They have given 
their blood and their treasure to the prosecution 
of war, intended for therestoration of the Union. 
At this point it may be suggested that the diffi- 
culty of amending the Constitution added se- 
riously, in my judgment, to our troubles. Why 
was the power of amendment inserted at all? It 
was to utilize the experience of the future, to cor- 
rect error in the Government. The Senater from 
Indiana is very much mistaken when he says 
that the Constitution cannot be constitutionally 
amended in reference to slavery. It is provided 
that it shall not be amendable in only one particu- 
lar, and that is, “that no State, without its con- 
sent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the 
Senate.’? Inno other respect is there now any 
limitation whatever upon the power of amend- 


tremists helped to 
which the injustice o 
From this vantage-g 


ment. Up to 1808 there were two other clauses in- 
the Constitution that could not be amended, the » 


one in regard to the importation of Africans into 
this country, and the other in regard to capitation 
or other direct taxes. The power to amend was 
a part of the contract; it was a part of the bond of 
each State when we entered into the Union; and 
we have clearly and indisputably the power to 
amend it in reference to slavery. 

As I have said, the power to amend was in- 
serted to enable us to utilize the experience of the 
future and correct error, It was designed to let 
deliberate and matured convictions of public policy 
take a place in the organic law. It was to be the 
safety-valve of our institutions. Ours was to be 
a Government of the people. Their opinions are 
the motive-power. When I speak of opinions I 
mean the satisfied judgment, not the mere senti- 
ment or passion of the hour, If these opinions, 
rarefied and expanded by the heat of truth,are con- 
fined, explosion comes. It had become the settled 
conviction of three fourths of the people that sla- 
very is wrong. That conviction could find no 
place in legislation, because it would conflict with 
the Constitution. Jt could not find place in the 
Constitution, because the ratification of three 
fourths of the States could not be obtained. With 
thirty-five States in the Union it requires twenty- 
seven to carry this amendment, lt matters not 
what may be their population, one tenth or one 


| twentieth of the whole, the remaining cight may 
! exclude it. This may be a wise provision, but I 


have been led to doubt it, and hence my propo- 
sition as introduced originally was to remove a 


| part of this difficulty in future cases, to facilitate 


amendments to the Constitution. Iam aware of 
the danger on the other side, but the recent expe 

rience of our own and that of the English Gov- 
ernment for centuries, inclines me to think that 
the greater danger lies in damming up public sen- 
timent until it gathers force to break away its bare 


li riers and desolate the country. Indeed, if minis- 


ters would leave their posts in our Government 
when public opinion condemns them, the change 
would be forthe better. The Judiciary Commit- 
tee, however, have disagreed to this proposition 
and to their better judgment I submit, 

But I was saying that the northern Democracy 
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are now acting against those with whom they re- 
cently acted. Why do they thus wage war upon 
those with whom so recently they acted polit- 
ically? It cannot be because the South is defend- 
ing slavery against actual aggression, for under 


the Constitution they had a right to defend it if at-- 


tacked. Shall I be answered that the South made 
the war before the institution was attacked, and 
that their only wrong consists in this? The South 
declares that the rebellion was inaugurated to pro- 
tect slavery against northern aggression. Then 
the northern Democracy at the least must admit 
that such is the character and influence of the in- 
stitution that it drove the southern people into 
unnecessary war before it was jeopardized by the 
action of Government. They mustadmit that the 
groundless fears of those whom they have defended 
in the enjoyment of slavery heretofore, not upon 
principles of eternal justice, but because it was 
thought to be the hard conditions of the contract, 
have brought upon us the innumerable miseries of 
this strife. If such be the character of slavery, 
let us examine the propriety of retaining it. 

The war is upon us. The Union is severed in 
thenameof slavery. The civilized world regards 
slavery as the remote or proximate cause of the 
war. I discard the question of who is responsi- 
ble for it—whether the North or the South. [look 
at things as they.are, and ask what is now our 
duty? Nine tenths, perhaps, of the loyal men 
of the conntry conscientiously believe that sla- 
very is morally wrong and an evil in government. 
If they were to-day constructing a new Govern- 
ment, they would prohibit slavery. This I as- 
sume to be an admitted proposition. 
on the other hand assert its morality, and have 
established a government whose foundation-stone 
is slavery. Inthe interest of slavery they claimed 
the right to sever the Union. They have done 
so, to the extent of their power. e have de- 
nied this assumed right, and the issue is involved 
in the pending war. The rebels declare that sla- 
very cannot longer exist under our Government; 
that the two things, slavery and the Federal Union, 
have become incompatible. In this alleged belief 
was found the motive for secession, and in it to- 
day consists the strength of secession. 

But while so large a majority of our people be- 
lieve slavery to be wrong, perhaps but a small 
number, comparatively, believe that Congress 
possesses the power to abolish it. In other words, 
they confess that the moral law condemns it, but 
that the Constitution tolerates it. As an original 
preposition they think it should never have ex- 
isted, but being in existence when the Govern- 
ment was framed, they think our forefathers may 
have adopted the wisest policy in regard to it, 1f 
its adoption bad been followed by peace. 

The sum total of our present position is that a 


great wrong, in a moral and social point of view, | 


was admitted into the organic law, under a sup- 
posed necessity for union, ‘Those opposed to 
slavery were willing to bear its evils in consider- 
ation of the blessings to be derived from a union 
ofthe States. If those evils had continued to be 
compensated by the blessings of peace, prosper- 
ity, and repose, which union would have given, 
the same reasons that influenced the framers of 
the Government originally might now be urged 
in its defense with some show of propriety. 

But the friends of slavery in its name have de- 
stroyed our peace and given us war; they have 
taken away our prosperity and given us debt and 
taxes; they have broken our repose and given us 
the calamities of a civil strife; in fine, they have 
rudely severed the bond that bound them to the 
Union, and now defiantly mock the faith that once 
gave them protection. 

Mr. President, all will admit that if slavery be 
responsible for our condition, there are but few 


circumstances of mitigation to be urged in its fa- | 
With bloody hands and devilish visage it : 


vor. 
craves no mercy yet, but points to new fields of 
carnage and destruction. Its friends have been 
appalled at its wickedness. The predictions of 
its enemies 


crucities of the Persian minister. 


Then we all admit that slavery is wrong, and ii 


that its friends have driven the country to unne- 
cessary war, If they made war once, they may 
make it again. We cannot remove anti-slavery 
convictions. Therefore the restoration of slavery 


is a restoration of political strife. History will 


The rebels | 


have been verified as fully as were | 
the prophecies of Elisha in regard to the future |; 
|; to war upon their Government, the now quick- | 


| 
| 
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i, fore the war it cannot be safe hereafter. 


repeat itself. New wars will come. The inno- 
cent will suffer again. Shall we then lcave sla- 
very to fester again in the public vitals? Even 
its foolish fears have well-nigh ruined the na- 
tion. They have sent to untimely graves thou- 
sands of men, yea, hundreds of thousands. They 
have clothed the country in the weeds of mourn- 
ing, and inflicted burdens under which far distant 
generations must toii and groan. If slavery has 
committed this great iniquity once, what guar- 
antee can it give of future forbearance and peace? 
It has none to give; and if it had a thousand guar- 
antees, it would not give one. The friends of 
slavery staked its existence upon the result of this 
rebellion. If rebellion fails, the most sanguine of 
those friends expect slavery to cease. They do 
not thank their old Democratic associates of the 
North for this clamor which demands *‘ the Union 
as it was, the Constitution as itis.’? They would 
nothaveeither. Ifso,whythis rebellion? They 
had them both before itcommenced. They might 
have had them to-day, but they cast them aside, 
making a constitution and a union for themselves, 
differing from the old only in that it builded on 
slavery. In support of their position they have 
staked their lives, and never have they asked for 
peace on any terms that do not involve a dissolu- 
tion of the Union. 

The following comment of the Richmond Whig 
on the recent speech of Mr. Voornsges, of In- 
diana, in the other House of Congress, | know 
to be the sentiments of the secessionists without 
exception. J desire to read it for the benefit of 
my northern Democratic friends: 

“Yet Mr. VoorHEEs, representing those who claim to 
be the ‘peace party? of the North, the old Democracy, 


| the peculiar friends of the South, warns us, with a de- 


lighuul simplicity, not to Jook forward to separaiion and 
independence. He ecounnences by saying that a nation 
which onee toses its liberty vever regains it. fle proves 
that the Yankees have lost their liberty, and then saysthat 


į the next presidential election will put an end to war and 


death, and bring a constitutional union of the States. He 
says that the Constitution is-overthrown; that justice is 
anuihilated; that the guarantees of public liberty are dis- 
regarded 3 that the Governmentis ruined and bankrupt; 
its civil agents corrupt and wieked, and its military agents 
brutal and infainous. And le amiably invites the South 
to participate in these unequaled and unparalicled bless- 
ings. He beckons us on to this delightful entertainment, 
assuring us that in the coöperation ofthe conservative men 
of the North we have a basis of per security for our 
rights and institutidus. Jt would really seem to be time 
that these ‘conservative men? had abandoned all such 
pucrile delusions, and admitted the indisputable fact that 
the South is fighting for independence of the Yankee 
Union, and that what they call our rights in the Onion are 


precisely what we do not waut. Itis time they understood 
that we have waged three years of bitter wartare, that we 


have fought a hundred battles, given up our sons and our 
brothers to the slanghter, and submitted to the desolation 
of our homes, the de ation of our fields, and the bom- 
bardment of our citie: ot by any means that the end of 
all should bea new alliance with the northern Democracy, 
a recurrence to the intrignes and corruptions of the old 
Union. Jt is time that they saw clearly that we wish 
neither a repetition of the humiliating partisan alliances 


slavery of the present. We have got happily rid of the one, 
and we are determined uever to submit to the other.” 
That is the sentiment to-day of every secession- 
istin the South. Whether weshall conquer them 
or not is another question; we shall not, I fear, 
unless we unite. If they intended this war in de- 
fense of sacred rights violated by us,and no other 
redress was available, they are justified by the 
teachings of human liberty in this work of rev- 
olution, and the Democracy are recreant to every 
principle of their faith so long as they refuse them 
recognition. If the Democracy vote money and 
men to continue this war against rebellion, they 
either admit the war on our part to be just, or 
themselves to be hypocrites and knaves. If the 
South be right, every blow we give is a blow 
against the right, and we are but burdening our- 
selves with debt to incur the contempt of poster- 
ity. Ifthe South be wrong, the wrong springs 
as they say from slavery. ‘They themselves give 
no other cause for their withdrawal. If slavery 
be not antagonistic to our institutions, why wasit 
not safe under the Constitution? If not safe be- 


apprehension of attack was sufficient in times of 
profound peace and prosperity to drive its friends 


ened prejudices against it will render them still 
more restless and uneasy in case the Union with 
slavery be restored. If the moral conflict proved 


! to be unceasing befure the war, it will be truly 


irresistible hereafter if slavery remains. Oppo- 
sition to slavery will die when slavery itself dies. 


and conflicts Of the past nor a participation in the Yankee | 


if mere | 


It will not die sooner, for, slavery being a wrong, 
the moral sentiments are in constant revoltagainst 
it. His prejudicial to the public interests, and 
therefore considerations of public good condemn 
it. A majority of the people, whatever may be 
the fact, believe itis responsible forthe sufferings 
of the present war, and the desire to punish it ag 
the chief architect of ruin is natural enough. In 
all its relations, it heretofore conflicted. with our 
ideas of justice. It now stands associated with 
barbarity and all uncharitableness. Therefore, 
humanity and reason and instinct tell us to re- 


ject it. 


It is sometimes said the Republican party is 
dead, and the Democracy can restore peace to the 
country by bringing back the old régime. Asan 
organization the Republican party may be dead, 
but the principle of anti-slavery is not dead. A 
deep conviction of the injustice and impolicy of 
slavery yetlives. That convictionis now stronger 
than ever. It has been made so by the many 
crimes recently committed in the name of the in- 
stitution. In my honest judgment, Mr. Presi- 
dent, slavery and rebellion, by the action of par- 
ties, by the course of events which none of us can 
now control, have become so closely and inti- 
mately allied that they must share the same fate. 
If the rebellion succeeds, slavery for many years 
may be a cherished institution in the South, If 
it fails, the rebels themselves will be found too 
honorable toaskits continuance. Ifmy positions, 
then, be correct, the following propositions are 
true: first, slavery, being detrimental to public 
and private interests, anti-republican in its tenden- 
cies, and subversive of good government, should 
now be abolished; second, the Constitution as it 
now stands confers upon Congress no power to 
abolish it; and third, to attain the ends which are 
essential to the establishment and maintenance of 
peace, a change in the Constitution, the peaceful 
and effective mode of governmental reform wisel 
provided by our ancestors for throwing off suc 
evils as now afflict us and for utilizing the experi- 
ence of history as developed in national progress, 
should at once be made. 

Our ancestors acknowledged the truth when 
they proclaimed the inalienable right of liberty 
untoall men. That declaration gave them liberty. 
It fired the world and enlisted the sympathies of 
civilization, Sosoon as they obtained it for them- 
selves, however, the false counsels of expediency 
came to refuse it to others. When the test of 
practical government was to be applied, they were 
content to declare in the preamble of the Consti- 
tution one of its objects to be “to secure the 
blessings of liberty’? to themselvesand their pos- 
terity. In the body of the instrumentthe liberty 
of the African is not secured. His return to sla- 
very isenjoined. In this contradiction is the ele- 
ment of strife. Truth and error cannot be recon- 
ciled. Right and wrong cannot dwell together 
in peace. This effort to reconcile antagonisms 
was vain. It first brought political convulsions; 
it then brought war. In the kingdom of nature, 
volcanic disturbances follow the union of fire and 
combustible material. From various causes the 
disturbances may be unfelt for many years, but 
eventually they return, and cease not till the ma- 
tevial is consumed. This thing of slavery is a 
heresy. The fire oftruthis upon it, and the moral 
world will be convulsed until itis consumed. The 
strong desire for peace may induce some new con- 
cession in its favor. This might smother the 
flames for a few years. Such peace would not be 
permanent. In process of time our cities would 
again be blasted by its upheavings; our fielde 
again scorched by its burning lava. 

Mr. President, the country may not yet be pre- 


| pared forthe announcement, but I am free to say 
j but two alternatives in this matter present them- 


selves to my mind. There are but two sides te 
the question. Theone is Union without slavery; 
the other is the immediate and unconditional ae- 
knowledgment of the southerrconfederacy, To 
thisend must itcome atlast. Forthe expression 
of this sentiment I shall be called a fanatic. 

cannot help it; itis my opinion, and it is my duty 
to say it. If it be fanaticism, itis only that spe- 


| cies of fanaticism that springs from conviction. 


It results not from any sudden abhorrence of sla- 
very, for I have been in its midst all my life. It 
does not spring from hatred of slavehoiders, for, 
whether in honor or shame, I am a slaveholder 
to-day. 


é 
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It may be said that the expression of such sen- |i When anarchy comes we are overwhelmed alike. | the southern leaders, who had so long domineered 


timents tends to weaken the Union cause. Such 
is not my opinion, If mencan be made disloyal 
by the overthrow of slavery let them take their 
position at once, If they intend to defend the in- | 
stitation in preference to the Union, letitbe known. | 
The alternative will come, and such men will yet | 
carry reinforcements to the enemy before the war 
closes. The alternative cannot beavoided. We 
cannot save the institution if we would. We | 
ought notif we could. Therefore lct the elements | 
of opposition at once combine so that the friends 
of the Union may determine upon the best course 
to secure peace. If those elements are too strong 
to be subdued except at the expense of our own 
liberties and the loss of every good for which the 
Government was established, the sooner we know 
the fact and act upon it the better. If northern 
men wish any longer to stand as sentinels and 
guards for this institution of slavery, and intend | 
to oppose the Government unless it be protected, | 
let us know it. [fit become evident that the 

friends of slavery are strong enough in this coun- 

try to resist all reasonable efforts to subdue them, 

Ushallact uponit. Lam notprepared to ruin the 

country in a vain effort to do what cannot be 

done, Shall this war goon forever? Is this com- 

mon cry of ‘the last man and the last dollar” | 
poetry, patriotism, or braggadocio? Should the 

war go on until the public debt equals the entire 

wealth of the ebuntry? Should the whole capi- 

tal of the people be forced into Federal securities, 

and these securities made the basis of an irre- 

deemable paper circulation? Should it go on until 

misery broods over the whole land; until the civil 

authorities shall become impotent, and all rights 

of person and property stand at the mercy of mil- 

itary power? Should it go ou until the members 

of the Senate and Elouse of Representatives shall 

owe their places here to the bayonet instead of 

the ballot-box; until they become as contempti- 

ble as the Ramp Parliament that so long enacted 

the bidding of military usurpation to the over- 

throw of the English constitution, to be finally 

expelled from place by the power they had so 

basely served? Should it go on until corruption 

and fraud, the necessary concomitants of civil 

war, shall have crept into high places and paton 

the garb of patriotism; until officers become so 

numerous that official patronage may quarter one 

half of the people upon the other half, and give 

them the means of perpetuating their own power? 

Should it continue until, exhausted, the nation 

would welcome the coming of a Cromwell or a 

Bonaparte; until provost marshals with military 

police shall be stationed at every village in the 

northern States, displacing the civil authority, 

issuing orders for governing people heretofore 

supposed to be able to govern themselves, teach- 

ing how God shall be worshiped, prescribing 
new and strange offenses, and punishing them by 
courts-martial? Should it continue until finan- 
cial ruin brings misery, aud misery rushes into 
anarchy, when no hope but despotism is left? 

Mr. President, a few years more of civil war, 
and the outlines of this picture will be seen. It 
cannot be otherwise. Tt is the necessary result 
of along civil strife. Peace parties will spring 
up; the war party will denounce them as traitors; 
the publication of newspapers will be suppressed, 
and freedom of speech denied; mobs will retaliate; 
the blanders as well as the corruptions of the wart 
party will tend te strengthen the convictions of 
the peacezparty; the period being one of violence 
each party appeals to violence, the one to hold 
the other to obtain power; the ballot-box be- 
comes a mockery, a cheat; instead of proclaim- 
ing the voice of a free people it speaks the sub- 
dued language of base subserviency or the bold 
tones of mililary despotism, 

Such is history. We are not exempt from the 
passions and frailties that wove this web of his- 
tory for others, Party pride, blinded vanity, may 
think so. These have driven many nations from 
the enjoyment of liberty to the profoundest depths 
of tyranny. ‘To prevent this state of things we 
are all interested; one party not more than an- 
other, for when it comes,.all parties will suffer 
alike. When the Roman legions had subdued 
Carthage, the enemies of Hannibal, who in party 
blindness had compassced his defeat, shared the 
rame fate with his friends. Party revenge may 
be satisfied when politica! enemies come to grief, 


| was a party of progress. 


bat this is no compensation for a rained country. 


The Girondist and the Jacobin followed each 
other in rapid succession to the guillotine. The 
Royalistand the Republican, the Presbyterian and 
the=Leveler suffered alike when party divisions 
sacrificed the blessings of the revolution, and es- 
tablished a despotism for England more loath- 
some than Charles had ever proposed. 

In this moment of danger let all parties aban- 
don the prejudices of the past, and resolve to follow 
the dictates of right. Whatever establishes jus- 
tice tends to restore the Union. Whatever per- 
petuates wrong will continue to disturb our peace. 
Let us unite to restore the Union, and if that be 
impracticable, let us abandon the war. The Dem- 
ocratic party in its better days was strong. It 
was irresistible, because the principlesit professed 
were right. It advocated the largest liberty. It 
If our Government 
should ever again be restored to be permanent, the 
principles that gave existence originally to that 
party cannot be disregarded—lI niean the princi- 
ples of Jefferson and Jackson, and not those ac- 
cursed heresies brought into it by renegade Whigs, 
apostatized _Know-Nothings, and southern sla- 
very fanatics of the Yancey.scbool. When they 
came into it they changed its whole character as 
thoroughly as the Goths and Vandals changed the 
face of southern Europe. It was they who brought 
feudalism into the party. Then itlostits language, 
and soon forgot the rituals of its ancient worship. 
During the administration of Mr, Buchanan it be- 
came too corrupttolivelonger. Upon its dissolu- 
tion, those favored leaders who had fattened upon 
public plunder during the last daysof its success 
knew their conduct had so far disgraced the party 
as to prevent its early regeneration, and, like all 
selfish and unprincipled men, they determined to 
look after their own supposed interests without 
regard to the public good. If the Union were 
dissolved, and a new Government established af- 
ter years of bloodshed, their deeds, deserving eter- 
nal infamy, would necessarily become hallowed 
by the success of the revolution. Without rebel- 
lion sustained by force of arms the acts of Floyd 
would have been without defenders, He who has 
violated the law has but to overthrow the law in 
order to avoid punishment. He that has become 
infamous has only to induce others to indorse the 
deeds that led to his infamy, and suddenly the 
stain is removed. 

The tendency of our Government now is to 
centralize power, to destroy the powers of the 
States and make a nation supreme in all things. 
This may do in war, but if tried in peace it will 
bring war again. On this subject the Democratic 
party is right, and when it shall cease to be the 
advocate of African slavery its zeal in behalf of 
the liberty of the white man and the true princi- 
ples of Government will be properly appreciated. 
So long as it comes to minister with unclean hands 
the people will not credit the sincerity of its de- 


yotions. Condemning four million blacks to eter- | 


nal servitude, in which the alphabet, the Bible, 
and the wages of Jabor are denicd them, the De- 
mocracy will be without favor and shorn of all 
power for good. 

The plan now proposed to get rid of slavery 
should be without objection to that party. It 
surely is not unconstitutional to amend the Con- 
stitution. Ifadopted by the requisite number of 


States every good citizen must receive it as the | 


law. The larger proportion of the Union men 
in the border States are for it, Those who are 
opposed to it will at once acquiesce because it is 
law. The Union men in the seceded States will 


be rejoiced, for it is ovly upon an anti-slavery | 


platform that they hope for ascendency in the 
State governments. 
those States years of political excitement and 
party feuds that would end in emancipation at 
last. The freedom of the slave is “the logic of 


events,” and no party can withstand its irresisti- | 
ble force. No party ought to be able to with- | 


stand it. 


Mr. President, the party in power should re- || 


member the past. The responsibility of the pres- 
ent occasion is momentous. Will. they be able 
to save the Union, and if so, will they save any- 
thing else that is desirable? These are plain ques- 
tions, and they ought to be discussed in all can- 
dor. L have never doubted that the rebellion could 
be crushed if the proper course of policy were 
pursued. But I have always feared that when 


It will save the people of | 


| over the minority, left these Halls, the political 
i pendulum would sweep too far to the other side. 
Every wrong had been previously committed in 
ithe defense of slavery. It was but reasonable 
that thereafter some wrongs might be committed 
in the name of anti-slavery. In the days of Louis 
XV the French people had been oppressed inthe 
name of the Church. When oppression had been 
thrown off, they not only sought and worshiped 
the ashes of Voltaire, but mocked the emblems 
of the true religion. A 

l once before stated, and I now repeat the opin- 
ion, that if the people of the seceded States were 
all united as men are united when inspired by a 
just cause, when urged on by convictions of duty 
to self, to country, and to God, they could never 
be conquered. History furnishes no example of 
such athing, and I saw nospecial reason why the 
general current of experience should be broken 
in this case. J thought, however, they could be 
conquered, because | did not believe they were 
united. Theaid of the slaves might save them, 
but to secure that aid they must free them, and 
I did not think the leaders would adopt ite Many 
of the southern people thought that slavery was 
wrong and wanted it removed; many were imdif- 
ferent as to the fate of slavery but had a passion- 
ate regard for the Union; while others attached 
to slavery loved the Union bétter than slavery, 
and would sacrifice it if demanded. No one of 
them brought complaint of wrong against the 
Government itself. ‘The violent had armed them- 
selves, avd the peaceful had to submit. In the 
beginning it was only necessary for us to have 
armed the Union men, slaveholdersand non-slave- 
holders. To do so, it was necessary to march 
armies into the seceded States. Instead of do- 
ing so, we have undertaken to surround the re- 
bellion with along and attenuated line of troops 
which an active foe has often cut and will as ofters 
cut again. The Union element, protected against 
violence, would have snatched their State organi- 
zations from rebel control and the Union would 
have been restored. The armies of the loyat 
States might have returned home and left the 
loyal men in the seceded States to erush slavery 
and treason together. This plan was notadopted. 
Whether it ever will be or not I cannot say. Is 
would succeed even yet. For twelve months I 
once labored to get it adopted in Arkansas, and 
nearly ruined my political hopes in doing so. The 
success, however, of the movement will he my 
vindication. 

Mr. President, we have expended two thou- 
sand millions of treasure; we daily expend three 
millions more. The daily destruction of property 
well-nigh equals the daily expenditure, thereby 
decreasing our means of payment in the same 
ratio in which the burdens of indebted ness are in- 
creased. The border States have been ravaged, 
desolated, and now their population is Aying to 
the wilderness Territories of the West to escape 
the curses of what we call American civilization.. 
They seek peace, in order that when alt else has 
been lost the future rewards of labor may be pre- 
served for the comfort and support of their fami- 
lies. To the holy purpose of restoring the Union 
we have given a million of lives,anda halfmillion 
brave soldiers now stand ready to add their blood 
to the sanguine lake that knows no filling. Re- 
hellion is confronting us yet. Is it weaker than 
it was? Public opinion says yes. Take the 
newspaper press of our country and add up for 
yourselves the reported desertions of rebel troops 
for the last two years, and it equals the original 
militia strength of the South. The sameauthority 
tells us that the rebel armies are in a state of star- 
vation, and in the same column reports the de- 
struction of commissary stores on the outskirts 
of rebeldom sufficient to subsist their armies for 
three months. We are told by the reports of 
chief engineers and major generals in command 
that forts have been leveled by our artillery, have 
become a mass of shapeless ruins and unavail- 
able for defense. These forts, for six months 
thereafter, have held in security confederate gar- 
risons, and they yet frown defiance at our ivon- 
clad navies. 

For three years the armies of the rebellion have 
defied our power. In April, 1861, the Executive 
and his advisers thought that seventy-five thou- 
sand men could suppress the outbreak in three 
months. In July, 1861, the Congress supposed 
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that five hundred thousand men would soon com- 
plete the work, Withanarmy of many hundreds 
of thousands now in the field, the same authorities 
regard it necessary to add seven hundred thou- 
sand more to our present force. 

Who is the man that thinks the rebellion weaker 
to-day than it was onc, two, or three years ago? 
It is easy to say we think it weaker, Indeed, it 
may not be so strong; but our actions give no 
evidence that such is our opinion. lf deceiving 
others be excusable, it is scarcely so to deceive 
ourselves. 

In the mean time Congress keeps up the old 
theme, devising ways and means to cripple sla- 
very. Weact as though a presidential procla- 
mation against slavery would end the rebellion. 
A diseased and-morbid sentiment on the subject 
has spread abroad. We want something done, 
after which no doubt remains that slavery is dead. 
This restlessness leads us intomany errors. Some 
of us measure the capacity of officers in the ficld, 
not so much by successful strategy against the 
enemy as by their activity in freeing slaves. In 
our cageriess to accomplish an end we lay a pre- 
cedent which under change of circumstances may 
place our own rights at the mercey of military 
power. An illegal proclamation against slavery 
comes like a mantle of charity to cover a multi- 
tude of faults. Itis as the waters of the Jordan, 
washing out the taint of leprosy, He who is 
known to be anti-slavery may drive ten thousand | 
men to unavailing slaughter. The country la- 
ments the dead, but honors the hero. Why not? 
Cæsar lost Dyrachium; Hannibal lost Zama; 
Napoleon lost Leipsicand Waterloo. The coun- 
try may bleed, but the heart of our hero is right. 
He that is thought to be doubtfal upon this ali- 
absorbing question is under constant suspicion. 
Ten nor twenty successful battles can save him, 
The tale of an idiotagainsthim isbelieved. We 
suspect his patriotism, and 

e Trifles light as air, 
Are, to the jealous, confirmations strong 
As proofs of holy writ”? 


When pro-slavery men had power they urged- 


in defense of slaveholding that the negro could | 


not take care of himself; that he needed a guard- 


jan to direct his steps. This argument was made į 


in face of the fact that for two hundred years the 
negro had not only supported himself but his 
master’s family. Anti-slavery men then insisted 
that the shackles of slavery being removed the 


negro would secure his own competency. Noth- 
ing was asked but his freedom, that he might be- 
come theartificer of his own fortune, That frec- 
dom is now given to thousands at a period when 
the mere ability to labor is riches. He who will 
labor now seldom needs the help of charity. But 
many ofour anti-slavery friends have forgotten the 
good sense of the past, and demand that a deple- 
ted ‘Treasury shall furnish rations to the poor con- 
trabands.”? Gencral Banks adopted a system of 
labor by which the freedom of the negro might be 
recognized, his wants supplied by his reasonable 
laborand the Treasury saved from a burden which 
would soon drive Mr. Chase to the desperation of 
M. Neckerin the management of French finances 


Suddenly General Banks ischarged with apostasy | 


to the cause of freedom. Ifhe had fed the negroes 
from the public cémmissariat he had not lost hi 
reputation. ‘The laudable exertions of General 
Stecle recently made to revive Union sentimentin 
Arkansas met with the charge of disloyalty until 
the result of his conduct placed its wisdom beyond 
dispute, Party spirit is relentless, It has al- 
ways been so. It cannotnow be exacting except 
at the expense of the country. Let this amend- 


treated asa treeman,. 


doctrine of State suicide and territorial reorgan- 
ization may be safely abandoned. The motive | 
for such legislation is to be found in the great 
desire to which [ have alluded—to get rid of sla- 


rights. 
for defending it to the last. 
a blessing. Therefore let it go. 
very men have been so much accustomed to rely 
upon territorial exclusion for the ultimate over- 
throw of slavery that they naturally resort to it 


i forth not to be considered subjects for future col- 
| onization by any European Power. 
This determination to abolish slavery in |} 
; must supy 


| knew in 1846 that same foreign Power would in- 


| That difficulty may be removed as the House of 


| company they are forced to keep. ‘The argu- 


' politicians tell us that it will actas a stimulant in 
| patting down the rebellion. 
ment be adopted, and thereafter let the negro be |: 
I insist that the poor white | 
man may be treated with the same consideration. ji 

When the amendment has been adopted this li 
l tinents, by the free and independent position which 


now. The difficulty is to-territorialize the States. | 


Commons in England once removed the House 
of Lords as a part of the Government—declare 
the thing done, and then act upon it. They say 
that the ordinances of secession are void, but in- 
vest them with sufficient validity to destroy the 
State. They claim that our Government is a 
Government ofthe people; that it is national, and 
not Federal, each individual being responsible for 
his own treason, and yet they hold the State in 
some way responsible for the acts of the conspir- 
ators. They call the rebels traitors, and hold 
the loyal men as public encmies because of the 


ment admits that sluvery cannot be abolished by 
Congress in a State, but insists that it can be in 
a Territory. The trouble is over when the State 
is-destroyed. Let us see the absurdity of this 
position. 

New Jersey, I see, is putting herself in the way 
of the public good by confining corporate fran- 
chises to but few railroad companies within her 


limits. The Camden and Amboy road isa mo- 
nopoly. Whether Congress, under the power to 


regulate commerce between the States, can char- 
ter new road companies in a State may be ques 
tioned, but the end may be easily accomplished 
in another way. If she obstinately persists in 
sin, let others build a road, and Congress will 
call it a military road. Ovcea military road, al- 
waysa military road. If New Jersey complains, 
she may be territorialized. Why uot? she is 
nothing but a disloyal State, anyhow. Who, 
then, will deny to Congress the power to charter 
a road over the public domain? Such things are 
now said. . 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I desire to say mone word | 
that the declaration that New Jersey is ‘a dis- 
loyal State anyhow,” is founded in error and 
not in truth. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman will un- 
derstand that Lam only quoting; my language is 
not declaratory of the fact, but Tam using it to 
point an argument, 

Mr. TEN EYCK. It was hardly necessary 
for the purpose of the Senator’s argument that he 
should either infercntially or in any other way 
slander the fair fame of a State which has acted 
during this rebellion as nobly as any other State 
in the Union, however much that otlier State may 
boast of its loyalty. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope my friend will 
take back that word ‘slander,’’ because really 
my intention was to declare that, in my opinion, 
New Jersey is a loyal State. THe certainly does 
not understand whatlLam about. I believe New 
Jersey is a loyal State. I cannot believe other- 
wise when she sends the Senator who has just į 
taken his seat here to represent her. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Of course I withdraw the 
observation that b made, on the disclaimer of the 
Senator, but E understood him distinctly to de- 
clare that New Jersey was a disloyal State. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Senator misappre- 
hended me. Let us sce more of this absurdity. 
Sir, when slavery has been put aside the West 
will take control of the Government. The cot- 
ton States once had it; the Bast now has it. When 
the time comes, why not pass such laws as will 
make our institutions and our labor systems har- 
monious? Repeal the tariff, and make war with 
England and France. There is no trouble in this, 
for we can certainly whip the world. Our news- 
paper press assures us jt can be easily done. Our 


The sooner then we 
deelare the war the better. 

We have to assert the Monroe doctrine, too. | 
Our character us a nation depends upon it. In 
1823 Mr. Monroe said that the “American con- 


they have assumed and maintained, are hence- 


2» A Presi- | 
dent of ours said this, and the American people 
sorttheir Presidents. To prevent France | 
from stealing ‘Texas, we stole it ourselves, and | 
now France has a much better chance for stealing 


it than ever. Texas is willing to be stolen. We 


vade Mexico from the previous mysterious move- 
ments of France in regard to Texas. To prevent | 
Europcan colonization we asserted the American 


prerogative, and colonized a large portion of Mex- 
ico ourselves. Wetook more territory, however, 
than we could colonize, and Jike a practical peo- 
ple we quarreled over the privilege of- taking 
stolen men into what I was about to cali a stolen 
wilderness, into which no sane man would have 
ever taken them, until we lost eleven States by 
secession, four of them being of the original 
thirteen. This reminds me that we are quar- 
reling over reconstruction before the States are 
conquered, France finding this a favorable op- 
portunity, comes again to attach sufficient real 
estate to satisfy a debt of $90,000,000. To this 
must be added the costs of suit. Mexico is, 
therefore, swallowed up, for it never was worth 
half the money. But money, we all know, never 
was a consideration with the American people; 
they alwaysact from principle. We cannot allow 
our Mexican cousins to be sold out in this way. 
We must expel the French and reinstate Juarez 
or Santa Anna. While we are doing this we shall 
not lose exceeding eight or ten more of our pres- 
entStates, and thatisa small matter when weighed 
against our duty to principle. Among these eight 
or ten States finding cause of complaint from a 
long and destructive war,we shall likely fnd New 
England. ‘fhe war of 1812 drove her into the 
Hartford Convention. If two years of war fol- 
lowing the embargo and non-intercourse acts were 
sufficient to shake her loyalty, ten years of this 
new war to be waged for glory alone will drive 
her back to Hartford. How easy, then, to terri- 
torialize these six little States, send up a military 
governor from Arkansas or Louisiana, and, so 
soon as the people may be safely trusted, vead- 
mit the Territory as two States under a proposi- 
tion which will be most cheerfully prepared by 
the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Daviıs.] If 
Kentucky, however, preferring to have Louisville, 
Maysville, and Lexington treated as Paducah was 
recently treated, and her loyal men expelled 
rather than be defended by negroes, shall secede, 
| the Senator from Delaware will scarcely fail to see 
the importance of such division, 

But, Mr. President, in all seriousness [ do pro- 
test against this indirect way of accomplishing an 
object which in itself may be good. Ever since 
I have been in the Senate we have acted upon the 
idea thatthe States are all in the Union. We have 
carried this to such an extent that we refuse to do 
business without the presence of thirty-six Sen- 
ators, a majority of all if the Senate were full. 

Again, L insist that if the seceded States be out 
of the Union, the very proposition we are now 
considering may be proposed by two thirds ofa 
bare majority of the members elected to the two 
Ilouses of Congress, and may be ratified by eigh- 
teen States, which is barcly a majority of the 
whole. Thus the Constitution would be amended 
without consulting a State in the Union to be af- 
fected by it or the citizen of any such State. Tf 
| they are in the Union and the slavery question 
shall be setted by constitutional amendment, re- 
ceiving the sanction of twenty-seven States, the 
question will be settled beyond all judicial cavil. 
Tbe publie mind will rest in the conviction that 
i slavery is abolished, To abolish it in any other 
way must be attended with doubts of its legality. 
Tho Democratic party, numbering nearly half of 
the northern people, do not believe in the valid- 
lity of the President’s proclamation, The plan of 
territorializing the States would meet with no bet- 
ter fate. To consider the seceded States out of 
the Union and take the sanction of three fourths 
of the remainder will be attacked for unconstitu- 
tionality. 

Tam not prepared to say that the State govern- 
ments in the seceded States have ceased to exist, 
forsuchisnotthe fact. It may not be correct to 
say they have ceased to be republican in form, 
simply because the State officers are not sworn 
to support the Coustitation of the United States. 
That there are State governments, existing gov- 
ernments whose acts must have validity now and 
hereafter, admits of no doubt in my mind. If 


i the Union should be restored, shall we declare all 


rights accrued during the rebellion in those States 
forfeited? Will the Federal courts reject the pro- 
bate of a will because it was proved and recorded 
under a law enacted after secession and before res- 
toration? Will the laws of descent enacted by 
allegiance to the Union be 
of inheritance lost? But 
acis made 


| Legislatures rejecting i 
disregarded and the rights ofin 
to make the case stronger, will notcontr 
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under such legislation be upheld by our courts? | 
Shall banking companies and railread corpora- 

tions lose their franchises and take nonsults in 

cases involving their rights, simply because the 

acts of incorporation may have been passed bya 

Legislature assembled under the Richmond gov- 

ernment? Will notall local legislation passed by 

the law-making powers of the respective States in 

‘rebeHion be suffered to remain on their statute- 

books, and even be recognized by us, unless it 

should be found to contravene the Constitution of 
the United States? The same would be true, in- 

deed, if the States had never seceded. However 

loyal they might be, their legislation in conflict 

with the Federal Constitution would be void. 

In my view of the subject the act of secession 
is void. Iltis void only because it conflicts with 
the Constitution, Acts of a subsequent date are | 
likewise void if subject to the same objection; 
if not unconstitutional they are valid. One un- 
constitutional act cannot destroy a government for 
local purposes. -Every act, I admit, passed by 
the State with a view to promote the interests of 
the southern confederacy, to compel the citizen 
to give ‘it aid and support, is certainly invalid. 
We should give it no countenance. Butlam not 
prepared to say in such cases that rights of third 
persons already acquired in the enforcement of 
such legislation should be disregarded after the 
restoration of peace. So far as the legislative 

ower of the State may have been exercised dur- 
ing the rebellion for local purposes within the 
bounds of its limited sovereignty the Federal 
courts will have no jurisdiction to interfere with 
it. Congress cannot repeal it, because no such 
power is given in the Constitution. Any execu- 
tive interference with such legislation would be 
simply usurpation. It is idle, then, to declare the 
State dead, for it not only lives, but lives beyond 
our control, It is true that the Constitution di- 
yecty that the officers of the State government shall 
be sworn to sapport that instrament.  Itmay be 
urged that this provision was intended to add the 
obligations of an oath to the duties of the citizen, 
to insure official action in harmony with the Con- 
stitution; that the failure thus to be sworn 
should no more destroy the State government than 
the passage of an act of secession by a legislative 
body thathad been sworn, Incither case it would 
be bata violation of the Constitution, The latter 
of itself is much worse than the former, forin that 
ease there is an aet inflicting an injury; in the 
other case there might be a violation or disregard 
of the Constitution withoutinjury. For instance, 
the legislative body, though not sworn, may pass 
no act in conflict with the supreme law. Their 
duty as citizens may be sufficient to constrain 
compliance with the law. Suppose the nextad- 
ministration of State officers in New York should 
neglect to take this oath, but proceed in the dis- 
charge of their duties, the Legislature enacting no 
law in conflict with the Constitution; would 
that constitute a reason for interference by the 
federal authorities with legislation purely of a 
Tocal character? 

But it is argued that the United States shall 
guaranty to every State in. this Union a repub- | 
lican form of government. Thatis true; butT hope 
this war may not be justified under this provision. 
The definition of this provision may be that the 
State government sliall be one in which, in form 
at least, the power shall be lodged in the people; 
agovernment not monarchical noraristocratic, but 
a democracy cither pure or representative in char- 
acter. If there are two governments in a State, || 
Congress may recognize cither as the true gov- 
ernment. Both might be republican in form,and 
the interference would not be to change the one 
or the other, but could only arise under other pro- | 
visions of the Constitution. If one were repub- 
lican in form, and the other were not, the former 
should be recognized. 

If the form of government in the seceded States | 
were republican before secession, it is so yet. 
Their constitutions, I believe, are generally un- | 
changed, even under the usurpation, If there be 
any change it is to be found in the ordinances of 
secession, which, being void, could work no valid 
change. It is true thatthe revolutionists, for the 
time being, have silenced the loyal sentiment, and 
transferred the allegiance of the seceded States to 
the rebel government at Richmond. Even that 
overnment, whatever may be its ultimate designs, 


‘The women and children of Massachusetts are 


is modeled after our own. The people elect their 


rulers in the same manner as prescribed in our 
Government. i 

When rebellion shall have been suppressed in 
the respective States, the constitutions and laws 
stand ready made for the loyal clement to act. 
They can elect the members of Congress who 
will come to Washington instead of going to Rich- 
mond. The members of their General Assem- 
blies will elect Senators who will come and take 
their seats in this Hall. ‘I'he whole machinery 
of government will go on as before. The Fed- 
eral Government will protect the loyal element, 
and punish the disturbers of the public peace by 
taking from them political power. 

On the score of expediency I cannot butaccept 
the wisdom of this policy. There is a natural 
pride of State which we all entertain, exhibitions 
of which we daily see in Congress and elsewhere. 
To retain the old State lines and the State govern- 
ments as far as possible will naturally stimulate 
that pride. The opposite course would neces- 
sarily wound it, Again, the power of the Fed- 
eral Government has been excluded from the se- 
ceded States for three years. During that time 
some sort of government was & necessity, and 
great changes have taken place in property rights, 
Many men who are now sincerely for the Union, 
if any doubts existed as to the stability of those 
rights, would hesitate long before taking action. 
To return to the Union would unsettle rather than 
confirm rights. It might produce anarchy where 
there is now some order atleast. To accept the 
present condition of things, as far as can be done 
without jeopardizing future peace, to disturb as 
little as possible the status brought about even 
in the absence of Federal authority, will, in my 
judgment, smooth the road to restoration. 

But 1 am at once answered that by this plan 
rebels may take part in theelections and vote the 
State out again. |answer, by no means, if Con- 
gress will do its duty. The question of citizen- 
Ship of the United States is a question in the 
discretion of Congress. The power of naturaliza- 
tion isin ourhands. If one is nota citizen, the 
terms of his citizenship may be prescribed by 
Congress. The rebels were citizens of the United 
States. ‘The question is, can Congress, in the 
proper exercise of its powers, take away that cit- 
izenship; in other words, “denationalize” the sub- 
ject? Whatever doubts may have formerly ex- 
isted in regard to the right of “expatriation,”” 
jurists everywhere now concede the right with 
the consent of the sovereign. The American doc- 
trine always conceded the right. if, then, by ex- 
patriation, the sovercign and the subject both 
conseming, the rights of citizenship may be re- 
linquished, why with the same consent can he 
not be ‘denationalized?’? In the one case he 
leaves the country, in the other he remains in it. 
In both cases he elects to withdraw his allegiance 
from the United States and transfers it to another 
power. ‘That expressed wish on the part of the 
citizen, coupled with the consent of the sovereign, 
is sufficient, whether he remain in the country or 
leave it, and by similar reasoning it will not mat- 
ter whether he elects to transfer his allegiance to 
a government de jure or de facto. 

Many of the States, perhaps all of them, have 
on their statute-books laws which practically 
“ denationalize” the citizen, so far as concerns 
his rights under those States, These are gen- 
erally Jaws punishing felony, which the citizen 
voluntarily commits. Congress has passed sim- 
ilarlaws. Ourstatute of treason disqualifies from 
holding office. 

Now, it is a fact known to us all that at the 
outbreak of the rebellion the constitution of each 
seceded State required that the voter should not 
only be a citizen of the State, but also of the Uni- 
ted States. If this provision has been changed 
by ordinances of secession, or by subsequent at- 
tempts to amend the constitution, it amounts to 
nothing, for such acts in aid of the rebellion, I 
have already said, are void. Then the State re- 
mains there. This thing we call the State Lap- 
prehend does not consist of voters alone. It may 
be viewed ina civil as well as a political sense. 


a part of the State, though they are not voters. 
Massachusetts may further restrict the elective 
franchise, attaching a property qualification, and 
those excluded would be a part of the State, en- 
titled to representation in Congress, but without 
political influence. 


i many. 


Now, cannot Congress under these principles 
legally and constitutionally remove all difficulties 
in the way of reconstruction? A portion of the 
people of the South have thrown off their allegi- 
ance. They haveelected to withdraw their rights 
as citizens under the United States. Why can 
we notconsent to that forfeiture? They certainly 
will have no right to complain. Itis their own 
choice. It will be observed that we have not yet 
given that consent. We have not undertaken to 
separate the traitor from the loyal man. The 
President from mere necessity has undertaken 
it, but he certainly has no power to ‘6 denational- 
ize,” and hence those conflicts at the polls between 
the citizens and the military. Those conflicts 
will go on until Congress shall separate the true 
citizens from the inhabitants, the mere denizens 
or denationalized traitors. He who has volunta- 
rily taken up arms against the Federal Govern- 
ment, and persists in withholding his allegiance, 
asserting that it is legally transferred to another 
power, should not exercise the right of voting. 
He should be stripped of the privileges of citizen- 
ship under our Government. This is but just, 
and the rebel himself will so recognize it. He 
ought to be denationalized, and so remain until 
Congress shall see fit to enfranchise him, in other 
words to naturalize him. Itis the supremest folly 
to assert the right to put down rebellion in a State, 
whatever be the numbers engaged in it, if we allow 
the traitors to usurp the civil government. 

If these positions be correct, why cannot Con- 
gress apply the needed remedy? If we can con- 
Sent to this forfeiture of citizenship on the part of 
the rebels, we can adopt the measures necessary 
to ascertain who they are. ‘Then why not pass 
a registration law requiring all persons in the se- 
ceded States within a given period (the time may 
be different, as circumstances demand, in the re- 
spective States) to come forward and file with 
commissioners an oath of allegiance or loyalty to 
the United States? Those who do so, and who 
are voters under the State constitutions as they 
existed when secession took place, are the polit- 
ical power of the State. They who refuse may 
be ‘*denationalized.’? They lose their citizenship 
at their own instance. They have asked to with- 
draw their allegiance. The Government consents. 
The State constitution under which they live re~ 
quires that they shall be citizens of the United 
States before exercising the elective franchise. 
They therefore cease to be voters. The adop- 
tion of this simple rule would have saved all elec- 
tion trouble in Maryland, Missouri, and Ken- 
tucky. It will save much blood in the future. 
The satisfactory settlement of the coming presi- 
dential election may depend upon this action of 
Congress. 

But at this point it will be objected that these 
rebel States in this manner will get back into the 
Union with full political power in Congress and 
in the selection ofa President. Itis already urged 
that this plan of reconstruction is anti-republican, 
that it enables the few in the State to control the 
Has not this always been the case in the 
States? New York hasa population of near four 
millions. We say suffrage there is unrestricted. 
How many voters are there? A little over half 
a million. Missouri hasa population of one mil- 
lion one hundred thousand. „Its voting popula- 
tion has never exceeded one hundred and sixty- 
five thousand. Of the others some are citizens, 
some are not. New York may adopt a property 
qualification which will disfranchise half of her 
present voters. Somay Massachusetts. So may 
Rhode Island. Can Congress object? Their do- 
ing so would not lessen their political power here 
Representation is not based on the voting popula- 
tion, not on political strength, but on the strength 
of the society, ‘on their respective numbers, 
which shall be determined by adding to the whole 
number of free persons, including those bound to 
service for a term of years, and excluding Indians 
not taxed, three fifths of all other persons. ”? 
What matters it to us if the voting strength be 
great or small? The numbers are there. We 
can tax those numbers. Wecan make them bear 
arms in defense of the country. ‘They are an ele- 
ment of strength in every other respect except in 
the use of political power. In that they have 
been an element of weakness tous. This power 
being legally taken away, the State remains inits 
full vigor, retaining its political influence in the 
Federal Government, as Massachusetta would 
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retain hers after limiting the political power to one 
fourth of her present voting population. 

But I have not time nor inclination to pursue 
this subject further. I have perhaps said enough. 
Letthis amendmentbe adopted,and letslavery agi- 
tation, with allits errors and its consequent curses 
to the country, cease. That agitation has brought 
upon us untold miseries. It has given us a war 
which we cannot bear to have repeated. Ít may 
be that the money to be expended by us must 
equal the amount wrung from the sinews of the 
slave; it may be that the anguish and tears of this 
war must equal the anguish and tears of the Af- 
rican in his long captivity. If the measure of our 
iniquity was full, let us hope the measure of our 
retribution is also full. Let the iniquity be cast 
away. The cup of misery may be at once with- 
drawn. Itcan be no worse. I confess I see no 
probability of restoring the Union with the insti- 
tution of slavery remaining. I wish the Union 
restored, but I confess also I do not desire the 
perpetuation of slavery. I will notbe intimidated 
by the fears of negro equality. ‘The negro may 
possess mental qualities entitling him toa position 

eyond our present belief. If so, I shall put no 
obstacle in the way of his elevation. There is 
nothing in me that despises merit or envies its 
rewards. Whether he shall be a citizen of any 
one of the States is a question for that State to 
determine. If New York or Massachusetts or 
Louisiana shall confer on him the elective fran- 
chise, it is a matter of policy with which I have 
nothing to do. The qualification of voters for 
members of Congress is a question under the ex- 
clusive control of the respective States. What- 
ever qualifications are prescribed by the States 
for electors of the lower branch of the State Legis- 
latures, the same are constitutionally prescribed 
for electors of members of Congress. Senators 
are chosen by the State Legislatures, and the 
people of each State determine the qualifications 
of voters for both branches of the Legislature. 
The manner of choosing presidential electors is 
left to the Legislatures of the States. Soin pass- 
ing this amendment we do not confer upon the 
negro the right to vote. We give him no rightex- 
cept his freedom, and leave the rest to the States. 

1 will not be deterred from doing an act of sim- 
ple justice from fear of the consequences. Jt is 
impossible that great evil should spring from such 
acts of justice. We may not be able now to solve 
the many problems that universal emancipation 
may present. No more can we solve the very 
difficult one presented by slavery in this war. 
The evils of amalgamation and consequent. dete- 
rioration of race are often presented as insuper- 
able objections to the proposed amendment, Such 
evils may be great, but unless it be certain that 
the freedom of the slave will increase these evils, 
no such objection can be well sustained; but if 
that fact were certain, it must yet be settled that 
these evils will be greater than those of this cause- 
less and bloody rebellion. When the miscegen 
race shall bring civil war of three years duration 
upon the country, I for one shall be willing to 
prohibit amalgamation by law or constitutional 
amendment. Until then I shall disregard any such 
objections. 

Hoping, Mr. President, that this measure may, 
in the providence of God, bring about the speedy 
reunion of a dissevered and ‘Dleeding country; 
that it may lay the foundations ofa lasting peace, 
upon which national freedom may be built in na- 
tional strength; and that it may prove to be the 


era in our history from which to date the begin- | 


ning of a’ more perfect Union’’—a Union ce- 
mented in the affections of the people—I leave it 
with Congress and the States. 

Mr. WILSON. It is nearly four o’clock, and 
I think it desirable to have an executive session 
to-night. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before my colleague moves 
that the Senate go into executive session, I should 
like to say a word. 
the Senate that I have made more than one prop- 
osition bearing on this subject, which are nowon 
the table of the Senate. I had no purposeat first 
to take any part in the debate more than simply 
to move the amendments of which } have already 


given notice; but as the debate has gone on, its |i 


interest bas increased, and I confess a desire to be 
heard upon it before it closes. I would rather 
not go on this afiernoon, and,as Lunderstand my 
colleague has business which he wishes to call 


It will be remembered by | 


| knew of; but still, when the evening came, some 


| during the last few days, aud it is probable that, į 


up in executive session, I content myself with ex- 
pressing my personal desire to go on to-morrow 
at one o'clock., 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Under ordinary circum- 
stances I should not object to the honorable Sen- 
ator having another day in which to take part in 
this discussion; but we all know that on the fruit- 
ful topic which has been discussed upon this joint 
resolution, it is very easy for a gentleman who 
has a speech that he desires to deliver to deliver 
it on some other occasion. The occasion will not 
be lost. I feel, for one, after all that has occurred 
in the Senate on this subject and the part taken 
by the friends of this measure—and in that I be- 
lieve my honorable friend from Massachusetts 
joined—that it is wiser for us to close this matter 
to-night. ` 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Before that motion.is put, 
I wish to say that individually | should certainly 
be very glad to accommodate the Senator from 
Massachusetts personally, but I shall be governed 
by the vote of the Senate. Inthe position which 
l occupy, having pressed this matter on the Sen- 
ate, I cannot myself vote to lay it over in this 
way from day to day. If, however, the Senate 
think proper to do so, I must acquiesce in it, 

Mr. SUMNER. There is nothing to prevent 
a vote to-morrow, so far as I can sec. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is nothing so far 
as the Senator from Massachusetts knows. There 
was nothing to prevent a vote the day before 
yesterday so far as I knew. There was nothing 
yesterday to prevent our getting a vote that 


one desired to speak. I was not aware the day 
before yesterday that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts desired to speak, and it seems he did not 
then, 

Mr. SUMNER. I did not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Probably his speech may 
draw out others to-morrow; I do not know. IJ 
have no personal feeling about the matter. If 
the Senate think proper to suffer the resolution 
to go over, very well. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Will the Senator from 
Massachusetts, who makes this motion, allow 
me to offer a resolution which I shall desire to 
call up to-morrow morning? Ido not wish to 
say a word on it now, but to offer it and give 
notice that I will call it up in the morning for 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It requires 
unanimous consent to receive a resolution now. 

Mr. WILSON. Lunderstand objection is made 
to taking up anything else until we settle the 
point of going into executive session, and then 
it will be casy enough for the Senator to offer his 
resolution, 

‘The question being put on Mr. WiLsoxn’s mo- 
gon, there were, on a division—ayes 16, noes 13; 
io quorum voting. 

Mr. DOOLI'TTLE and Mr. FESSENDEN 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were or- 
dered. 

Mr. HOWARD. I hope we shall extend to i 
the Senator from Massachusetts the usual court- 
esy of availing himself of this occasion to express 

his views on this most important measure. l; 
confess I do not see any necessity for pressing 
this matter so warmly through the Senate. tt 
will certainly pass, I have no doubt, and for one, 
1 confess, 1 am anxious to hear all that can be said 
and all that gentlemen desire to say on this most į 
important subject. l hope the utmost liberty of | 
debate will therefore be granted. f know very 
well that the Senator from Massachusetts has į 
had many important engagements on his liands | 


like many of thé rest of us, he has not had time | 
thus far sufficiently to prepare himself to ad- | 
dress the Senate on thissubject. I hope the Sen- | 
ate will extend him this courtesy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like simply to ; 
understand from the Senator from Massachusetts 
whether he is prepared to go on now. 

Mr. SUMNER. [do notlike to throw myself | 
on the Senate; but I should not have made the || 
suggestion if, upon the whole, I bad felt that it i 
would be convenient for me to go on to-night. i; 

Mr. SHERMAN. i think thatif the Senator | 
desires to speak generally on the proposition, he 


| will have an opportunity at some convenient time |i 


undoubtedly to speak on this or.a kindred meas- 
ure when he can discuss the general subject. . It 
is very important, as the Senator from Maine 
properly said the other day, thatcertain bills now 
pending should be acted on. If we postpone this 
subject, it will come up again to-morrow, and- per- 
haps not be concluded to-morrow. The Senator 
had the floor this morning, I think, at one.o’clock. 
Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s pardon: 
the floor belonged to the Senator from Indiana. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I feel for one that on our 
side of the Chamber, with those who favor this 
measure, there has been expressed on several oc- 
casions a strong disposition to bring the question 
toa close and to a vote, and I think that when 
those who favor the measure have so earnestly 
pressed it, as it has been pressed by this side of 
the Chamber, and Dressed patkealariy on those 
who oppose the measure, with the expectation 
and determination of bringing it to a vote, those 
who favor the measure ought not to ask to have 
it further postponed for the purpose of speech- 
making. Yesterday I consented for one that it 
should then be postponed and not brought toa 
vote yesterday, because the Senator from Mis- 
souri, who introduced the original proposition 
which was referred to the committee, and which 
was reported upon by the committee, had been 
sick and confined to his room for several days, 
and therefore it was impossible for him to go on 
yesterday. But my honorable friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, who is almost always ready to speak 
on these important occasions, can certainly ex- 
press his views upon the great question of sla- 
very on various other measures that are pending, 
and I do not feel that | am wanting in courtesy 
to him when’ I say that for one I feel as if we 
ought to come to a vote on this question to-night. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Witson] that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Buckalew, Collamer, 
Conness, Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Foot, Bale, Harlan, Mar- 
ris, Hendricks, Howard, Howe, Jolson, Morgan, Pome- 
roy, Powell, Ramsey, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sprague, Sumner, 
Van Winkie, Wade, Willey, and Wilson—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Clark, Doolittle, Foster, Grimes, Hard- 
ing, Henderson, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Nes- 
mith, Sherman, Ten Eyck, and Trumbull—12. 


So he motion was agreed to. 
PRAYERS OF THE CHAPLAIN. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. - Before the doors are 
closed I wish to offer a resolution, and togive no- 
tice that I shall call it up to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
receive it, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the resolution, 
but before concluding it Mr. Howarp rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
will be suspended, 

Mr. HOWARD. Irise toaquestion of order. 
I supposed we were in executive session, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The resolution 
can only be reecived by unanimous consent while 
the doors are being closed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Nobody objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Nobody ob- 
jected to it at the time it was offered; but it had 
not then been read for information. It should be 
first read for information, so that Senators may 
know whatitis, and a Senator rises to object when 
he learns the character of the resolution. 

Mr. GRIMES. Let us hear it all. 

Mr. HOWARD. Whatisit? A resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A resolution 
which the Senator from Delaware proposes to sub- 
mit. 

Mr. WILSON, Mr, FESSENDEN, and others. 
Let it be read through. 

a Mr. HOWARD. Judging from certain pas- 
sages in it, it strikes me to beathing not fit to be 
received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any 
objection to the reading of the resolution? The 
Chair hears no objection, and the resolution will 
be read. 

The Seeretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Chaplain of the Senate be respect- 
fully requested hereafter to pray toand supplicate Alaughty 
God in our behalf, and not to lecture Him, inform Him 
what to do, or state to flim, under pretense of prayer, his 
(the said Chaplain’s) opinion in reference to His duty as 
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the Almighty; and that the said Chaplain be further re- 
quested as aforesaid not, under the form of prayer, to lec- 
ture the Senate in relation to questions before the body. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Js there any 
‘objection to the reception of the resolution? 

Mr. HOWARD. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection be- 
ing made, the resolution cannot now be received. 

‘Mr; SAULSBURY. Then I give notice that 
I-shall offer it to-morrow morning. A minister 
of the gospel should not make use of his office 
to 


{“Order!?] 

Mr. HOWARD. I object to the resolution; it 
is unworthy of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The whole 
matter is out of order at the present time. The 
resolution is not reccived. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The doors were closed; and after some time 
spent in executive session, the doors ‘were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 7, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
MESSENGER TO THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. WHALEY asked unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
requested to inquire into the propriety of increasing the 
pay of the President’s messenger to $1,200 per annum, and 
that wey report by bith or otherwise, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I feel compelled to object. 

POST OFFICE BUSINESS. 

Mr. ALLEY. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to assign Friday of next week, after 
the morning hour, to, the consideration of Post 
Office business from the Post Office Committee. 

No objection being made, the request was 
granted. 

Mr. ALLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which Friday of next weck was set apart forthe 
consideration of Post Office business, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD IN MICHIGAN. 
Mr. ENGLISH, by unanimous consent, intro- 


duced abillextending the time for the completion 
of the Bay de Noquet and Marquette railroad, 
and the Marquette and Ontonagon railroad of the 
State of Michigan; which was read a first and 
second ime, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. ENGLISH moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken, and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMISSIONED OFFICERS DISMISSED. 


_ Mr. GARFIELD asked unanimous consent to 
introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘Phat the Sceretary of War be requested to in- 
form this House how many commissioned officers have 
been dismissed from the military service of the Unit 
Stites by authority of the President, without a trial 
court-martial, since the beginning of the present war, anc 
how many such dismissals have been revoked. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I hope my colleague will 
modify bis resolution so as to include the names. | 

Mr. GARFIELD, [Twill modify the amend- 
ment so that it will read, “the number, names, | 
and rank,” &c. I demand the previous question, 

Mr. SPALDING. 1 move to amend by in- 
serting the words ‘if not incompatible with the 
public interest.”’ 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will state that I was in- 
structed by the Committee on Military Affairs to 
introduce this resolution, A bill recently passed 
this House, not yet become a law, taking away 
from the President of the United States the power 
of summary dismissal without trial by a court- 

martial, and as a communication has been sent to |! 
one branch of Congress from the Executive De- 
partment in regard to the bill, itseemed only just | 
to the Military Committee that the facts in reja- | 
tion to this bill should be before the House. Iti 
is for ibat reason that the committee desires the | 
passage of this resolution. | 


i 


ii provisions of the Constitution, enabling it to reg- 
ulate commerce among the States, to establish | 


| monopoly calied the Camden and Amboy Rail- 


| simply because both of the gentlemen from New | 
Jersey, [Messrs. Rocrrs and Prerry,] the gen- || 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
made the motion, but the Chair did not entertain 
it untilafter the previous question wasdemanded. 

The SPEAKER. The matter got somewhat 
tangled up,and the Chair was trying to straighten 
it out. The Chair thinks the amendment is in 
order. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered, being first upon Mr. 
Sparpine’s amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I hope that will not be 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I hope not. 

Mr. Spaipixe’s amendment was rejected, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. HARRINGTON. I rise to a question of 
privilege. On Monday last, a resolution in rela- 
tion to Mexican affairs was reported by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. | voted in the 
affirmative upon that resolution, but my name is 
omitted from the Journal. If it be in order, I de- 
sire that my name may be recorded. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The ecntleman’s name will 
be recorded, as the House gave consent yesterday 
to any gentleman who was absent, even, to record 
his vote on that question. 


RAILROAD TO NEW YORK. 

Mr. BEAMAN called for the regular order of 
business, 

The House resumed, as the regular order of bus- 
iness, the consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 307) 
to declare certain roads military roads and post 
roads, and to regulate commerce, upon which the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. W oopnringe] was | 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker,I hope I 
shall not detain the House a great while in sub- 
miiting the observations which I decm it proper to 
make on the matter under consideration, There 
are but two inquiries involved. The first is, has 
Congress the constitutional power to declare the 
Delaware and Raritan railroad a lawful structure 
and public highway ofthe United States? And the 
second is, is itexpedient todo so? Tagree with 
the gentleman from Mainc [Mr. Sweat] that in 
considering this subject we should divest our- 
selves of all political and party prejudices. Ido 
not know nor care what effect the passage or de- 
feat of the bill may have upon the political con- 
dition of New Jersey. As an individual } deem 
its present condition as bad as it ean be, and. 
judging from the resolutions which have passé 
her political conventions, I fear that her day of | 
grace is sinned away and her repentance scarcely j 
to be hoped for. 

I had not supposed, when this bill came before | 
the House for consideration, that the question of 
the power of Congress would be seriously doubted. 
The decisions respecting similar questions have | 
been collected in the able report of yourcommit- 
tee, and they have been accurately stated. 

The power of Congress, sir, rests under the 


post routes, and to provide for the military estab- | 
lishment of the Government. Under one or all 
of those enumerated powers I have come to the 
conelusion, after candid consideration, unbiased 
and unprejudiced, that it is not ouly within the 
power of Congress, but that itis the duty of Con- 
gress to so legislate that this protected, legalized 


| 
| 
i 
1 


road Company, which, in my judgment, impairs 
the commercial intercourse between the States, 


imposes undue burdens upon the people, and |} 


cripples the Government in the performance of | 
its duties, shail be destroyed. | 

Bat, sir, { shall devote a few moments to the | 
consideration of the constitutional question, and | 


tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Broomaxn,] and | 
the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Swear,] who | 


have opposed this measure, have based their op- 


„has the right to increase them. 


position upon a denial of the right of Congress to 
pass this bill. 

In addition, we have had a very singular docu- 
ment presented here from New Jersey, called a 
proclamation of her Governor, claiming that.Con- 
gress has no power to pass this bill upon two 
grounds: first, that it will be injurious to the finan- 
cial interests of New Jersey; and second, that 
Congress has not the power to interfere, because 
it would infringe upon the sovereignty of the State 
of New Jersey. In other words, the doctrine of 
thatdeclaration is simply this: New Jersey has by 
her own cnactments established the Camden and 
Amboy railroad a perfect and protected monop- 
oly; and now, no matter what the circumstances 
may be, inasmuch as New Jersey is a sovereign 
State, and under that sovereignty had a right to 
establish this monopoly, Congress has no power 
to declare that another already existing line shall 
be a lawful structure, because by so doing itim- 
pairs the interest of New Jersey and tramples on 
her sovereign rights, 

By the law of New Jersey the Camden and 
Amboy Railroad Company imposes, in effect, a 
tax of ten cents upon every person who passes 
over the road, and of fifteen cents per ton on 
freight. If the Legislature of New Jersey hasthe 
right to impose these burdens, it is clear that it 
It is not the 
amountof the tax, itis the principle involved. And 
if the ten and fifteen cent tax is legal, then the 
Legislature of New Jersey has a right to impose 
five dollars per passenger and five dollars per ton 
of merchandise, whereby the-entire commercial 
intercourse between New York and Pennsylva- 
nia would be absolutely destroyed. 

And yet we are told,in view of these facts, by 
the Governor of New Jersey and by gentlemen on 
this floor, that Congress, to which the Constitu- 
tion gives the power toregulate commerce among 
the States, has no power to declare another ex- 
og line a lawful structure, whereby the com- 
merce between these two States may be carried on. 

Sir, I will for a moment look at this question 
in the light of decisions. The gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. Rocers] says that this is not 
a case similar to the Wheeling bridge case; that 
there was a mere abatement of a nuisance, and 
that here is an existing line, and cannot be estab- 
lished as a lawful structure without infringing on 
the solemn rights of the State of New Jersey. 

Now, what was the Wheeling bridge case? The 
State of Virginia had authorized the Wheeling 
and Belmont Bridge Company tò build a bridge 
at Wheeling across the Ohio. The corporation 
had fall power to build this bridge unless it were 
an infringement on freecommercial intercourse be- 
tween the States. The bridge was built, The State 
of Pennsylvania brought her complaint against 
thiscompany, and it was sustained by the supreme 
court of Pennsylvania, and the bridge declared a 
nuisance. The case came before the Supreme 
Court ofthe United States, and the Supreme Court 
of the United States sustained the decision of the 
court in Pennsylvania. Pennsylvania came into 
court and said, what? * This bridge interferes 
with the navigation of the Ohio river. Inasmuch 
as it interferes with that navigation it works in- 
jury to the public interests of the State of Penn- 
sylvania in her railroads, her public works,and 
canals which had been constructed between Phila- 
delphia and Pittsburg.” The Supreme Court of 
the United States, after a thorough examination, 
decided that the bridge did interfere with the nav- 
igation of the Ohio, which had been protected by 
Congress. And hence it affirmed the decision of 
the supreme court of Pennsylvania. In the mean 


ist 


| time the bridge company came to Congress, and 


after a hearing Congress declared that this bridge 


| across the Ohio at Wheeling was a lawful struc- 


ture. The bridge company did not obey the de- 
cree of the Supreme Court. The State of Penn- 
sylvania then complained through its attorney 
general, the present Secretary of War, praying 
for a writ of assistance to enable the decree to be 
executed. ‘The judge who delivered the opinion 
in effect says that Congress having the exclusive 
power to regulate commerce among the several 
States, it is not for the court to decide whether 
in this instance it is properly executed or not. 
Congress by its act is clearly within its constitu- 
tional power; and inasmuch as Congress has de- 
clared the bridge to be a lawful structure, the 
motion for assistance is declined, 
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Now, sir, the gentleman from New Jersey says 
that that is no parallel to the case under consid- 
eration in point of principle. Let us see. The | 
State of New Jersey says that the Camden and 
Amboy Railroad Company shall do all the carry- 
ing trade between Philadelphia and New York. 
Another!ine is inexistence running between those 
two points which might do a portion of the com- 
mercial business. The Raritanand Delaware Bay 
Company comes here and asks Congress that its 
road may be declared a lawful structure whereby 
it will have the legal power and right te do this 
business. Congress having the power to regulate 
commerce between the States, has the power to 
say that this road is alegal structure, as it did in | 
the case ofthe Wheeling bridge. That structure 
was opposed by the State of Pennsylvania on the 
ground simply and solely that by reason of its 
interference with the navigation of the Ohio it | 
did absolutely and positively interfere with and 

‘prejudice the public works of the State of Penn- 
sylvania. 

The State of New Jersey comes here and says, 
«We have given this monopoly to the Camden 
and Amboy Railroad Company, and they pay 
us for the privilege which they have; therefore if 
Congress grunts to this other road the power ofdo- 
ing this through commercial business, then itim- 

airs or inflicts an injury upon the State of New 

ersey, and tramples upon her sovereign rights.” 
Are not the decisions exactly consonant and sim- 
ilar in principle? Can any lawyer upon his rep- | 
utation as a lawyer say that the point involved in | 
the Wheeling bridge case is not preciscly and | 
identically the point involved in this case? Can 
it be said that it is not within the power of Con- 
gress to regulate commerce between the States 
here as much as in the Wheeling bridge case it 
was within its power to regulate commerce by the 
establishment of that bridge ? Itis equally within 
its power to pass this bill. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Sweat] takes 
another view of this case. He says, in the first 
place, there is no necessity for passing this bill, 
that there is no necessity for it because the Gov- 
ernment has the power under existing laws to 
take possession ofthis road as a military necessity; 
and secondly, that it has the power of taking 
possession of this road as a post route. I agree 
with the gentleman from Maine that the Govern- 
ment has this power; but can the Government in 
good faith, in honesty and integrity of purpose, 
after the decision of the chancellor of the State of 
New Jersey, exercise that power? What would 
be the result? All the money paid to this road 
as compensation for doing the business, the chan- 
cellor of New Jersey decides, should be paid over 
to the Camden and Amboy railroad, the monop- 
oly which we are told New Jersey is bound to 
protect, That is a power with a vengeance. ft 
1s a power which will enable the Government to 
take possession of my horse for its purpose and | 
pay the money to my friend from Maine. The || 
same is the case if the road be taken as a post 
route. By the law of New Jersey no through 
business, of whatever character, can be done by 
the Raritan road. The postal money, by the de- 
cision of the chancellor of New Jerscy, must be | 
pai into the hands of this Camden and Amboy | 

ailroad Company. 

But the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Rocers} rather declines to discuss the main ques- | 
tion. Ihave no doubt he isa good lawyer; he | 
has that reputation. He says that the only true 
ground upon which we can place this is the right 
to reguiate commerce among the States. LHe | 
says, if I understood him, aud 1 listened to him 
with great attention, that the regulation of com- || 
merce docs not apply to the regulation of rail- | 
roads. Under the gentloman’s definition, what 
is commerce? . It is merely trade, purchase, bar- 
ter, exchange of commodities. Ig that the sig- 
nification of the word commerce? ft is true that 
commerce does mean traffic, but it also means 
something more. It means intercourse, 

Now, sir, the gentleman will recollect that this 
point is discussed in 9 Wheaton. I will refer to 
itforamoment. Itisthe Ogden case. The Legis- 
lature of the State of New York had given to Ful- | 
ton and Livingston exclusive tightto navigate the 
waters of New York by steam. ‘Their right was | 


Í construction can be given to the matter than that 


finally assigned to Ogden, the complainant. 
What was the decision of the court? They 


say that the exclusive grant interfered with the 
commerce between the States, and that upon that 
ground it was unconstitutional. They must have 
put their decision upon the ground that a grant 
of an exclusive privilege, being a monopoly, isan 
interference with the free commereial intercourse 
between the States. 

Mr. Justice Johnson, in discussing this case, 
declares that “the grant to Livingston and Ful- 
ton interferes with the freedom of intercourse 
among the States. ”? 

He also says ‘that commerce in its simplest 
significance means an exchange of goods; butin 
the advancement of society, labor, transporta- 
tion, intelligence, care, and various mediums of 
exchange, become commodities, and enter into 
commerce.”’ - 

Now, it does seem to me upon every principle 
of Jaw, founded upon reason, independent of this 
decision, Congress has the legal right to pass this 
bill. 

But, sir, when we come to the decisions of sim- 
ilar cases giving construction to the clause in the 
Constitution in relation to the regulation of Con- 
gress, we find that the courts have gone the whole 
Tength claimed by the friends of this measure, and 
it seems to me as a matter of law to be a settled 
question that Congress has a legal right to pass 
this bill. 

Now, sir, thereis another question here which 
has given me more difficully—for L confess I have 
investigated this matter without prejudice—and 
that is as to the expediency of Congress applying 
this power to the case under consideration. If 
the Camden and Amboy railroad, in other words, 
if the present means of transportation between 
New York and Philadelphia are not sufficient to 
do the business of the Government, if by reason 

of any act of the State of New Jersey there isa 
restriction upon free commercial intercourse be- 
tween the cities of New York and Philadelphia, 
then it is the duty of Congress to interfere. 

Sir, what is a ‘monopoly? Sir, it implies re- 
striction. You cannotthink of amonopoly with- 
out thinking of itas a restraining influence and 
restraining power, and an interference with other 
interests. ‘hat isa monopoly. It is an exclu- 
sive privilege, and an exclusive privilege rests 
upon the fact that no other person can enjoy the 
privilege which is secured tothe monopoly. Now, 
sir, | contend that per se, that inand of itself, the 
mere existence of the monopoly of this Camden 
and Amboy railroad is an impediment to free 
commercial intercourse. Here is another road 
which desires to do the through business ora por- 
tion of it, butit cannot do it, and why? Because 
the law of New Jersey prevents. ls it, then, not 
a restriction? Is there not here an attempt to do 
that business which cannot be done by reason of, 
and by virtue of, this monopoly which exists? 
This monopoly existing, and other partics desir- 
ing to do the business which interferes with that 
monopoly, I would Jike to know how any other 


itis in and of itself a restriction to the frec com- 
mercial intercourse between the States. 

But there is something more. E do not know 
whether what I hear is true, but I understand that 
gentlemen can get from New York to Philadel- 
phia, by paying a local fare within the State of 
New Jersey and then another local fare to Phil- 
adelphia, for $2 20, while the through fare from 
New York to Philadelphia is three dollars. 1s 
not this a restriction upon free intercourse? If 
the through fare is three dollars, and the local 
fares added together are only $2 20, then there are 
eighty cents which are taken from every passenger 
by reason of the power of this New Jersey mo- 
nopoly to tax everybody who passes through the ! 
entire borders of the State. i i 

Sir, how is it so far as the Governmentis con- 
cerned? I learn from the report of the committee 
that the Quartermaster General has written to a 
committee of this House saying that the facilities 


between the capital of the nation and its commer- 
cial emporium for transportation are inadequate. 
It also appears that Government had largely used 
the Raritan read for transportation previous to the | 
decision of the chancellor, and would have used | 
it still further but for that decision, and that it | 
has been obliged to resort to transportation by | 
water to accomplish its business. _ | 

Mr. BROOMALL. I desire to inquire of the | 


il 


It says to this road, ‘* Do this: business if you 
dare, and carry the supplies for the Government 
if you will; transport munitions of war, and the 
soldiers of the Government, and take the Gov- 
ernment money if you please, but we, by our 
chancellor, will see to it that you put that money 
into the hands of the Camden and Amboy Rail- 
road. Company, to enrich that monopoly.’? Con- 
gress has the power, and now I want Congress 
to exercise the right whereby New Jersey andits 
contemptible legislation shall not say that no por- 
tion of the business of Government shall be done 
over the Raritan route. 

Mr. BROOMALL. Will the gentleman allow 
me to say a word? 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. I cannot yield further. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I only want to say that 
that is not true. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. I have aright to my 
construction of the law, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BroomaLL] hasa right to his 
construction. : The House must judge between 
us. 

Now, sir, if the Government, by its own show- 
ing, admits that it has not facilities for doing the 
business which is imposed upon it by reason. of 
this war, can it be said, the power of Congress be- 
ing conceded, that it is not expedient to declare 
another existing route a lawful structure whereby 
the facilities may be measurably increased; a line, 
sir, which is ready and willing to do the business 
of the Government, and is only prevented there- 
from by this unjustifiable legislation of the State 
of New Jersey? Sir, if the business of the Gov- 
ernment alone cannot be done over one line of 
road, how much more shall it be said that the fa- 
cilities now existing are not sufficient when we 
add the great commercial business of the coun- 
try. Why, sir, there is New York upon the 
north, the great commercial and financial empo- 
rium of this nation. By her hundred railroad 
arteries she stimulates and develops the manu- 
factures of New England. There is el a 
on the south, which, by the Pennsylvania Cen- 
tral railroad, penetrates and opens up the great 
Northwest. And there is Baltimore a little further 
south, which, by the Baltimore and Ohio railroad, 
penetrateg and opens up the great Southwest. 
The markets of New York and the manufactures 
of New England must furnish the exchange for 
these vast productions of the West; and the State 
of New Jersey isso peculiarly situated, as is set 
forth in one of the reports of the Camden and 
Amboy Railroad Company, from which extracts 
were read by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD,] that she must furnish across her whole 
domain the means of transportation for those vast 


| products. And, sir, when this war is ended, when 


the southern States shall have returned, as I trust 
in God they will, to their allegianceand integsity, 
then the whole Atlantic seaboard from Maine to 
the Gulf must seek this avenue for its entire means 
of intercommunication, 

Why, sir, who that appreciates the present, 
who that sees the vast expense and the vast busi- 
ness relations of this country, who that sees the 
already existing commerce between the two great 


' cities of thisnation, Philadelphiaand New York, 


and who that considers the necessary and certain 
development of the future, shall say that one pal- 
try railroad through the State of New Jersey is 
sufficient to do the commercial business between 
these two great cities which branch off into the 
remotest limits of the nation? Sir, the idea is 
simply absurd. 

It docs seem to me, upon the proof, that the 
expediency of this bill cannot be questioned. 
Upon the proof of the wants of the Government, 
upon the present and prospective condition of the 
country, I think every gentleman will say, if he 
looks at the case through an honest heart and a 
clear head, that there is a necessity for increasing 
the facilitics of transportation. 

Sir, I do not like to descend to the argumentum 
ad hominem. Such arguments are generally ad- 
dressed to the passions rather than the reason, and 
1 will only say that in my judgment this Camden 


1468 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 7, 


and Amboy Railroad Company is as good as any 
other monopoly of the same magnitude and power 
which has received the sanction and protection of 
State legislation and State courts for so many 
years. 

Why is it, sir, that we hear everywhere, on all 
the corners of all the streets, north and east and 
west and south, that this Camden and Amboy rail- 
road is an unmitigated nuisance? Why isitthat 
we hear that in general railroad arrangements 
this company never will come into the pro rata 
divisions, but holds itself aloof, separate and 
apart from the arrangements of the companies 
that connect with it at either end? Why is it, sir, 
that when you leave your home in Indiana for 
Washington you find your fare nearly double 
after reaching New York? Why is itthat on the 
baggage which you brought free of extra charge 
from Indiana to New York you are compelled, 
when you come to the Jersey City ferry, to com- 
ply with the exorbitant demands of some bag- 
gage man, and pay extra charges? And why is 
it that you are told that you must haul yourown 
trunk to the very door of the baggage car or else 
itwillnot betaken? I haveseen a memberof this 
House, after having paid for having his baggage 
brought to the ferry, and paid three dollars extra 
charge for it to Washington, told that he must 
drag his own trunks to the door of the baggage 
car or they would not be received. Why isit that 
when you enter the cars on the New Jersey road 
they are crowded? Why is it that in summer 
they are badly ventilated, and in winter scarcely 
warm? Why is it that when you enter a civil 
protest, you are at once met with the indignant 
frown of some conductor, or with an insolent re- 

ly from this hireling of aldermanic proportions? 

hy is it that wherever you go the people can- 
not tolerate this monopoly? Sir, I will tell you 
why it is. ‘The monopoly has waxed fat. It 
has grown rich. It has risen above the people 
whom it was created toserve. Itpours its money 
into the lap of New Jersey. New Jersey pro- 
claims that this railroad is her king and shall rule 
forever. And yet for all these reasons, I would 
not apply the power of Congress to this matter 
did 1 not believe that the commercial interests of 
the different States require it, Did I believe that, 
in spite of this monopoly which is arrogant, aris- 
tocratic, and anti-republican, the business of the 
country could be carried on by means of a free 
ang y nrestmeted intercourse, I would vote against 
this bill. 

Mr, WASHBURNE,.of Ilinois. Will my 
friend from Vermont tell the Fouse what State it 
is that now has a bill before its Legislature fining 
a man $500 or imprisoning him six months for 
enlisting a colore man to aid in putting down 
this rebellion? 

: Mr.WOODBRIDGE. Ihave understood, Mr. 
Speaker, that it is the State of New Jersey; and 
1 understand that New Jersey has done another 
thing. I understand that since this bill was brought 
before Céngress, which, by the statement of its 
Governor, is going to trample on its sovereign 
rights—those rights which are devoted and con- 
secrated to freedom, which are now all used for 
the benefit of the freedom of this Government, and 
to carry out the generous and noble impulse of 
the men of the North, as indicated by the remarks 
of the gentleman from New Jersey—the Legisla- 
ture of the State has introduced a bill to repeal 


and take away the charter of the Delaware and 
Raritan Railroad Company, 


j 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Will the | 


gentleman from Vermont allow me to correct 
him as to a statement of fact? He says the Le- 
gislature of New Jersey has introduced a bill to 
repeal the charter of the Delaware and Raritan 
Railroad Company. It was only a member of 
the Legislature that introduced the bill. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, a man 
may generally be known by the company he keeps. 
It is true that the repealing bill was introduced 
by a member of the Legislature of the State of 


New Jersey, and I have no doubt, from what I | 


hear, that that Legislature represents the interest 
of the Camden and Amboy railroad. Why is it, 
air, that one man, independent enough in the Sen- 
ate of New Jersey to break away from the tram- 
mels of this monopoly, is denounced by that dic- 
tatorial, domineering power? Why is it that we 
are told, in his speech, that which leads us to be- 


lieve that this monopoly interferes with the pri- 
mary elections in the State of New Jersey; that 
it designates who shall be legislators; that it ap- 
proves or taboos the bills brought before the Le- 
gislature; that it nominates candidates to Con- 
gress, and elects them, too? Why do we hear 
this? Itis, sir, because of this copartnership be- 
tween the State of New Jersey and this Camden 
and Amboy Railroad Company. The railroad 
company makes New Jersey rich, and New Jer- 
sey says, “ Iwill protect you to my latest breath, 
even to the sending of a respectful protest to Con- 
gress to intimidate them from trampling upon 
your rights and upon our sovereign soil.” 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask the gentleman to permit 
me to interrupt him. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE, Certainly. 

Mr. ROGERS. Does the gentleman from 
Vermont undertake to say that the Camden and 
Amboy Railroad Company elect members of Con- 
gress from New Jersey? 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. I think that that is the 
belief. 

Mr. ROGERS. I only want to say that there 
is not a word of truth in that declaration. If he 
is a gentleman he ought not to get up here and 
make a remark of that character. That assertion 
is false. The company has nothing to do with 
the election of members of Congress from New 
Jersey. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. I have respect for the 
gentleman from New Jersey. He comes here 
under the broad seal of that State which he says 
|| is so sacred that we ought to respect it. He has 
come here, I have no doubt, to act as an honor- 
able gentleman. I have no doubt he does so act. 
He is quitea young man yet,and I take his state- 
mentas true to the bestof his information and be- 
lief. -I have information which I consider equally 
good as thatof the gentleman from New Jersey. 
It comes from a gentleman who states the facts to 
me that I have stated to the House: that the con- 
ventions which nominate members of Congress in 
New Jersey are attended by the representatives 
|, of the Camden and Amboy Company, and that 
they put their foot upon this man or raise up that 
| man as he may best subserve the purposes of the 
monopoly. That I believe to be true. 

Now, sir, I will not detain the House. I know 
that they do not wish to hear any more on the 
subject. I have discussed the legal point. Iam 
satisfied in my own mind of the power of passing 
the pending bill. I am satisfied of its expediency 
on my integrity as a member of the Elouse; and 
believing, as I do, that Congress has the power, 
and that the interests of the Government require 
l its passage for free commercial intercourse be- 
tween the great States of New York and Penn- 
| sylvania, 1 shall give it my support, 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I know 
nothing of the facts connected with this bill ex- 
ceptas they appear in the papers which have been 
laid upon our tables. I feel no interest in it ex- 
ceptas a question involving the power of the Fed- 
eral Government, and consequently the reserved 
powers of the States. I shall not, therefore, touch 
upon some of the questions which have been dis- 
cussed at large by the gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me as to the action of the State of New 
Jersey in the present war, nor as to the wisdom 
of the action of her Legislature in regulating 
the railroad companies within her borders. I will 
not inquire whether private interests will be sub- 
served by the passage or the defeatof the bill. Į will 
not inquire into the motives of the parties outside 
| of the House who originated and actively press 
i the bill; nor yet will } seek to know whether it 
is, in fact, the State of New Jersey, as it appears 


| uses the name of the State to protest so loudly 
against its passage. 

Mr. BEAMAN. The morning hour will ex- 
pire in a few minutes, and [ ask the gentleman 
| whether he would not prefer to make his speech 
on Saturday next? 

Mr. PENDLETON. _Itis entirely immaterial 
tome. I will yield to the wish of the House. 
Does the gentleman propose to call up the special 
order when the morning hour has expired? 

Mr. BEAMAN. Ido. . 

_ The House then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the special order, being matters relating to 
the District of Columbia. 


| to be, or the Camden and Amboy railroad, which | 


PROVIDENCE HOSPITAL, DISTRICT COLUMBIA, 


. Mr. BEAMAN, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, reported back, witha recom- 
mendation that it do pass, an act (S. No. 79) to 
incorporate the Providence hospital of the city of 
Washington, District of Columbia. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third times 
and P was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 
j Mr. BEAMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEAF AND DUMB AND BLIND INSTITUTION. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York, from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, reported back, 
with a recommendation that it do pass, an act 
(S. No. 163) to authorize the Columbia Institudé 
tion for the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind to con- 
fer degrees. i 

Tbe bill was read in extenso. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third lime; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. : 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter mution was agreed to. 


HOME FOR FRIENDLESS WOMEN, ETC. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York, from the Commit- 
tee on the Districtof Columbia, also reported, with 
a recommendation that it do pass, an act to incor- 
porate the Home for Friendless Women and 
Children. 

The bill was read a first and sccond time by its 
title; was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 


| also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 


table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NOTARIES PUBLIC IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. DUMONT, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, also reported back, with a rec- 
ommendation that it do pass, an act (S. No. 82) 
concerning notaries public in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third times 
and t was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. DUMONT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


STEAM FIRE-ENGINE. 


Mr. DUMONT, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, also reported back, with an 
amendment, an act (S. No. 168) providing for the 
purchase of a steam fire-engine. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates out of the 
Treasury the sum of $4,000 for the purchase of 


| a steam fire-engine for the Columbia fire com- 


pany, to be kept in efficient condition by such 
company or by the corporation of the city of 
Washington without further charge to the Gov- 
ernment. 

The amendment which was recommended by 
the committee provides that said engine shall be 
under the general direction and control of the 
municipal authorities of the city of Washington, 
and that nothing in the act shall be construed in 
any way to impair the authority of the city gov- 
ernment of Washington over said Columbia fire 
company, or of Congress over the control of said 


| engine. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to con- 
sidering this bill in the House at this time? 

Mr. THAYER. I object to its being consid- 
ered in the House at this time unless an oppor- 
tunity be given to amend it, If it is before the 
House for action now į move to amend the bill 
by striking out the words ** Columbia fire come 
pany,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“ fire brigade established by Government”? 

I believe we all know that the Government, un- 
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der the supervision of the War Department, has 
established a fire brigade in this District, and 
which, I understand, isa very well organized and 
disciplined body. I think if the Government is 
to be called upon to appropriate $4,000 for the 
purchase of a new fire-engine, it would be better 
that that engine should be under the charge of the 
regular fire brigade. 

Mr. DUMONT. Iwil take the responsibility 
of withdrawing the amendment proposed by the 
committee, and accept the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent. Isthereany objection? The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. Ido not know 
that I want to object, but I do not think this thing 
is- precisely understood. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I desire to object 
to the withdrawal of the amendment reported by 
the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Bothamendments will then 
be considered as pending, although to different 
parts of the bill. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I was going to 
ask whether, as we shall have to go into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union to- 
day to consider the District of Columbia busi- 
ness, it would not be well enough to allow this 
bill to go there. : 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order if 
the gentleman makes it. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I would suggest 
to the chairman of the committee whether it would 
not be as well to allow this bill to be postponed 
until the Fouse has disposed of the other bills. 

Mr. DUMONT. Very well. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I move, then, 
that the bill be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, 

The motion was agreed to. 


CORPORATION OF WASHINGTON, 


Mr. STEELE, of New York, from the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia, reported back 
Senate bill No. 126, to amend the act to incorpo- 
rate the inhabitants of the city of Washington, 
passed May 15, 1820, with amendments. 

The amendments were severally read, and 
adopted. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; and was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
also moved to Jay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNION GAS-LIGHT COMPANY. 


Mr. TRACY, from the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, reported back Senate bill No. 
155, to incorporate the Union Gas-Light Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, with are com- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. PRUYN. Is itin order to move to re- 

commit that bill? 
_ The SPEAKER. The motionis in order, but 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania reporting the 
bill is entitled to the floor to move the previous 
question on the bill if he desires so to move. 

Mr. TRACY. I move the previous question. 

Mr. PRUYN. I should like to explain my 
reasons for wishing to have the bill recommitted. 

Mr. TRACY. I will withdraw the motion for 
that purpose. 

Mr. PRUYN. I observe there is a clause in 
this bill which requires this company to furnish 
gas of a supertor quality to that manufactured by 
the old company atareduced price. Now, Í take 
it for granted that the principal object in incor- 
norating this new company is to carry out that 


intention; and if it be so intended it strikes me | 


that the clause is very carelessly and loosely 
drawn to accomplish that object. 

Mr. FRACY. I will state that the purpose 
named by the gentleman from New York is the 
abject of the bill. 

Mr. PRUYN. Iso understand, and for that 
reason [ desire that the bill may be recommitted 
and so amended as to carry out that object. I 
take it that the present company has sufficient 


capital and sufficient. facilities to supply the peo- |! 


pleof Washington with gas—and Congress too,a 


| gentleman in my rear suggests. [Laughter.] I 
did not know that Congress came into competition 
with this gas company in that respect. Now, it 
seems to me that the provisions of this bill are 
not drawn with sufficient care to carry out that 
object. I think itshould therefore be committed 
to the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
and its provisions more carefully considered and 
drawn. 

Mr. TRACY. [ do not understand in what 
particular the bill is loosely drawn. The com- 
mittee supposed the bill as it was drawn was 
ample for the accomplishment of the purpose the 
gentleman suggests. 

Mr. PRUYN. I canonly say that from hear- 
ing the bill read at the desk it occurred to me that 
it was very indefinite in its character, Itprovides 
no tribunal by which the quality. of this gas is to 
be determined. ‘There is no method provided by 
which this forfeiture is to be made applicable. 
That is all. I know nothing about the old com- 
pany or the new company. 

r. TRACY. l suggesttothegentieman from 
New York that he could not have listened attent- 
ively to the reading of the bill, It provides mo 
distinctly that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
be satisfied of these facts before they shall be 
allowed to connect with the mains of the Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. PRUYN. Task the Clerk to read again 
the tenth and eleventh sections of the bill. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the said com- 
pany is hereby incorporated upon the express conditions 
that it shail furnish gas to all consumers thereof containing 
fifty per cent. more illuminating power than that whieh 
is now furnished by the Washington Gas-Light Company, 
and at a cost not excecding $2 50 per thousand cubic feet; 
and a failure to comply with these conditions shall operate 
as a forfeiture of this charter. 

Seo. 11. And be it further enacted, That the said com- 
pany shall not be authorized to sell gas until it shall have 
produced to the mayor of the city of Washington and to the 
Secretary of the Interior satistactory evidcnce that it has 
secured orlaid down, in a properand workmanlike manner, 
in the avenues and streets of the said city, gas mains of an 
average diameter of at least six inches and a total length of } 
{ not less than twenty-five miles; norshall the said company 
connect its gas mains with the pipes supplying the Capitol 
and other public buildings belonging to the United States 
until it shall have produced to the Sceretary of the Interior 
satisfactory evidence that it bas erected and in operation 
good and substantial works and holders capable of manufac- 
turing and storing a quantity of gas, of the quality aforesaid, 
sufficient to supply the consumption at all times required in 
the Capitol and public buildings aforesaid. And unless the 
said company shall have complied with the requirements 
and conditions in this section prescribed within two years 
from the passage of this act, the said act shall be null and 
void: Provided, however, ‘Chat said company shall have the 
privilege, at any time, of supplying with their gas and light- 
ing therewith any streeta distance not exceeding one mile, | 

Mr. PRUYN. [submit thatthatdoes not touch 
the question at all. : 

Mr. TRACY. Isubmitto my friend from New 
York that it does coverevery point. The condi- 
tions are prescribed in the tenth section that the 
gas shall be fifty per cent. atleast superior in qual- | 
ity, upon the failure of which the charter itself į 
is to be forfeited. Then in section leven the com- 
pany is required to furnish evidence that is en- 
tirely satisfactory to the Secretary. ofthe Interior. 
I submit to my friend from New York that it does | 
cover the entire ground, 

Mr. PRUYN. The statement of the gentleman 
only shows how the committee have been misled 
in regard to this matter. Ido notmean purposely 
misled, of course; but they have overlooked the 
connection between the language used in the lat- 
ter portion of the eleventh section and thatin the 
preceding part of the section. 

The first part of the section Is thatthey may go 
on andlay down these pipes for twenty-five miles, | 
but shall not connect them with the pipes leading | 
to the public buildings until the Secretary of the 
Interior shall be satisfied, &c.; but the satisfac- | 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior has nothing | 
to do with the supply of gas to the citizensalong 
these lines of pipes. It does notapply to thatat 
all, $ 

Mr. TRACY. They are not permitted at all 
to connect with the public buildings until the 


they have complied with the terms of their charter. | 

Mr. PRUYN. Certainly. 

Mr. TRACY. And one of those conditions is 
that the gas to be made shall be at least fifty per 
cent. better than that now made here. Unless: 
they comply with that condition they cannot have | 


| this privilege. 


Mr.PRUYN.. Butthe company may goonang 
lay down twenty-five miles of pipe and supply 
the inhabitants with-gas without complying atall 
with these conditions. Itis true that they must 
comply with them before they apply for permis- 
sion to. connect with the pipes leading to the pub~ 
lic buildings, but suppose they do not apply? 
They may supply the citizens of the city with» 
out any such necessity. My only object is that 


the bill shall carry out the object expressed: -If 


the company expect to carry it out in good faith, 
as I suppose they do, it seems tome that some 
changes should. be made in the phraseology of 
the bill. : 

Mr. TRACY. I must say that in my judg- 
ment, if the gentleman from New York ail èx- 
amine the bill, he will find that as it now stands: 
this company could not furnish or sell gas to the 
inhabitants along the lines of these twenty-five 
miles of pipes. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will suggest to the gentle~ 
man who has charge of this bill that it had better. 
be recommitted and examined into carefully. 
There does seem to be some doubt about its con- 
struction, 

Mr. TRACY. It seems to me to be perfectly 
clear. I do not understand how words could 
make it more intelligible. 

Mr. STEVENS. But it does not seem so to 
others. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I confess I am not able 
to see the pertinency of the objections of the gen- 
tleman from New York to this bill. 

This bill has been for some time before the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, and it 
provides that this gas cannot be used until it has: 
been tested and approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior and the mayor of Washington. 

I will say furthermore that this gas has already. 
been tested by such men as Professor Silliman, 
of New Haven, and has met with his approba- 
tion. It has also been tested by the chief en- 
gineer at Brooklyn, New York, and has met with: 
his approbation. It seems to me, I say, that un- 
der these circumstances there is no pertinency in 
the objection of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. TRACY. I will say in addition that this. 
bill was reported unanimously by the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. They believe that it: 
is already guarded as amply as it is in their power 
to guard it, and it will be useless, therefore, to. 
recommit the bill. - 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. The gentleman, . 
l take it for granted, means to be correct in the: 
statement he makes that the Committee for the. 
District of Columbia reported this bill unani- 
mously. I can say in reference to one member 
of that committee that | was not present when the 
bill was authorized to be reported, but there were 
certain provisions contained in another bill which 
the committee had before them which I thought 
were to be incorporated in this bill; and among 
them one which covered the point suggested by 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Prouyy.] 
That provision designated the superintendent of 
the coast survey and the secretary of the Smith- 
sonian Institution to test and determine the quality 
of this gas. I supposed that was provided for in 
the Senate bill, but it seems it is not. Another 
provision which I supposed was in the bill was 
that nothing but money should be received in the 
payment of any subscription ofthe capital stock, 
and which I thought wasa proper, wise, and safe 
provision, I understood that that provision was 
in the bill. I certainly thought it was assented 
to by the committee, 

Mr. TRACY. I can hardly see how my friend 
from New York has been led into thiserror. The 


| provision leaving this question to the president of 


the Smithsonian Institution and the other gentle- 
man he has named was never in thé bill. It was 
proposed, I believe, by the gentleman from New 
York, but itwas never inserted in the bill, fun- 
derstood that the committee supposed that a bet- 
ter tribunal was the Secretary of the literior; and 


S ; Free Taito Ls been Geel ed i that if the Secretary of the Interior wanted the 
ecretary of the Interior has been satisfie 


aid of the scientific skill of these gentlemen he 
would call them to his aid, But I do not under- 
stand that that provision was ever put in the bill, 
or that it was the intention of the committee to 
putit there. I had supposed, up to this time, that 
the gentleman from New York gave his entire 
accord to this bill. 


Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Let me say one 


1, 


Pennsylvania. 
the committee-room when the vote was taken on 
this bill, but I understood this morning that this 
bill contained certain provisions which the com- 
mittee had incorporated in an independent bill 
which had been discussed before them, and one 
of those provisions was that the quality of this 


I stated thatd was not present in 


gas should be determined b 
I have named. 

Mr. TRACY. I would say to the gentleman 
that that provision was not even in the independ- 
ent bill to which he refers. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. I supposed it was, 
and I think it was so understood by the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I have no doubt that 
the language of the eleventh section of the bill ad- 
mits of the construction given to itby the gentle- 
man from New York on my left, [Mr. Pruyy.] 
But if we limit or put arestriction upon this new 
company that they shall lay down twenty-five 
miles of mains before they shall be allowed to 
charge for theirgas, itscems to me that we might 
leave it to the gas-consumers to decide whether 
they will purchase that gas or not. That isa 
sufficicnt restriction upon the new company, and 
a sufficient guard to the old company. We then 
provide, forthe protection of the public interests, 
that before this company connect their mains with 
the pipes in the Capitol and other publie buiid- 
ings, the gas shall be of the quality specified in 
the: tenth section. Certainly the citizens can pro- 
tect their own interests, and judge whether they 
will purchase this gas or not. But itis for us to 
say, as guardians of the public interests, that we 
wil} not purchase this gas until it has been tested 
and proved to be of the quality that they claim it 
to be. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman speaks of connecting the mains of this new 
company with the pipes which now supply the 
Capitol and other public buildings. F would like to 
inquire of him whether there is not danger that 
this gas will not mix properly with the gas now 
supplicd?. It will be a sort of miscegenation. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Tam not much ac- 
quainted with this gas question. It is a gassy 
subject at best. 
lic buildings are the property of the Government, 
and they can be disconnected from the mains be- 
longing to the present gas company and connected 
with those of the new company whenever the 
Government sees proper. It seems to me that 
requiring this new company to lay down twenty- 
five miles of mains before they charge anything 
for their gas is imposing a suficient burden upon 
the company, and that the consumers nity de- 
termine the question for themselves whether the 
gas furnished by the new company has fifty per 
cent. more illuminating power than the gas now 
furnished, 
committee is correct. 

Mr. DUMONT. If this billean by unanimous 
consent be amended by three words, it would re- 
move the objcetion of the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Pruyy.] [tis to insertafterthe words 
‘United States,” in theeleventh section, the words 

“orsel gas,” 

Mr. PRUYN. Ido not care much about it, 
but I thought I would call attention to it. 

Mr. DUMONT. I move the amendment which 
I have suggested: so that the section will read: 


y the two gentlemen 


Brc. ll. And be it further enacted, That the said com- 
pany shall not be authorized to sell gas until it shall have 
produced 10 ne mayor of the city of Washington and to the 


Seeretary of the Potcrior satisfactory evidence that it ha 
secured or laid down, in a proper asd workmanlike man- 
ner, in the avenues and streets of the said city, gas mains 
of an average diuneter of at least six inches and a total 

7 ali the said 


ration good wtial works and holders 
capable of manatacty and storing a quantity of gas, ot 
the quality aforesaid, s ificiontto supply the consumption 
at all umes required in the Capitol and publie buildings 
aloresaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRACY, Inasmuch as we have amended 
the bill, I move to amend further by striking out 
the word ‘© of”? and inserting the word “in,” a 
mere verbal amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The pipes icading to the pub- į 


I think the bill as reported by the į 


| command of the guard, to the Sanitary Comm 


i Colonel Georg 
deecased belong 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. ‘TRACY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDECENCY TO A DEAD SOLDIER. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, made a report on the 
resolution of inquiry adopted by the House, 
March 15, 1864, as to the neglect to bury a de- 
ceased soldier found in the canal, near the corner 
of Third street and Missouri avenue, on the 
morning of March 12, 1864, and asked that it be 
laid on the table and printed in the Globe. 

It was so ordered. 

The report is as follows: 

Mr. Morris, of Ohio, from the Committee for the Dis 
trict of Colunibia, submitted the following report as the 
resuit of the inquiry demanded by a resolution offered by 
Mr. Harrineron, and adopted by the House, March 15, 
A. D. 1864; 

a The resolution was as follows: 

tae Whereas on the morning of the 12th of March, 1864, the 
remains of a deceased veteran soldier, of a Pennsylvania 
regiment, were found in the canal in the city of Washing- 
ton, District of Columbia, and were before eight o’clock 
a.m. of that day removed from the mud and water to the 
bank of the canal, and about one hundred feet from the 
corner of ‘Third street and Missouri avenue, and in plain 
view of passers by; and whereas the face and breast of 
the corpse were covered with a dirty, ragged straw mat; 
and whereas a curonuer’s inguest was held on the body on 
the morning ofthesame day; and whereas the body of the 
deceased was left lying in that condition in the sun, uu- 
watched and uncovered, and liable to mutilation, all of that 
day and until after night: 

“Resolved, That the Committee forthe District of Co- 
lumbia are directed to inquire and report to this House who 
is responsible for this gross neglect and horrid indecency 
toward the remains ofa deceased soldier? 
committee have endeavored to arrive at the facts in 
e, and in order to do so have had examined, under 
vath, some six or seven witness from whose testimony 
it would appear that on the morning of the 12th ultimo, 
about cight o'clock, the body of a deceased soldier was dis- 
eovered in the tnearfhirdstrect, As sGon as a police 
officer was noufied of the fact a messenger was sent to 
Georgetown for the coroner, who in due time held an in- 
quest and the jury retarned a verdict of “death by acci- 
dental drowning 3? the body in the mean time lying in the 
care of a policeman. On the person of tie deceased soldier 
were found sixteen dollars and fifty cents in moucy, two 
combs, a pocket-knife, and a goid ring. On the ring was an 
inscription in these words: Anthony Deaver, Co. O, 56th 
Penn. Vet. Vols.” At about twelve o’elock, m., tbe in- 
quest was concluded. "Phe regiment to which the deecased 
belonged was at the “ Soldiers? Resi” near tbe depot, and 
the foregoing fets were made kuown to its officers. Tbe 
“officer of the day’? for the regiment detailed a corporal 
and three privates to go and take charge of the body, which 
they did, promising to attend to it immediately, and also 
stating that they would take the body home with them, 
Phe jury donated their fees, amounting to six dollars, for 
the purpose of assisting in Gefraying the expenses of such 
removal, whic s paidoverto Corporal Henry W. Drake 
and his receipt taken therefor. be police officer then 
lelt the body in the care of his former comrades. About 
half past four o'clock officer Pendel, of the metrepotitan 
poties, found that the body had not been removed as had 
been promised bim, and no oue in charge of it. Hic imme- 
diately reported the fact to Captain Moore, corner of F 
and Tweuty- Pirststrects, who directed a clerk to take down 
his statements and give immediate attention to the case. 
Atnine @elock at night, however, the body was still inthe 
same place where te inquest had been held. Officer Pier 
being informed of the fact.went immediately to the r 
road depot and reported to Captain Camp who was in charg 
there. Captain Camp furnished officer Pierce with tive 
men and a streteher, and sent Captain Ripley, who was in 

sion Lodge 
to make arrangements forthe reception of the body. ON- 
cer Pierce and the soldiers took the body to (he dead-house 


i of the Jodge and left it in charge of one of the employés. 


The ring, combs, and knife, were delivered to Lieutenant 
B. Osborne of the regiment to which the 


The committe nfarmed and believes that if informa- 


| tion bad been conveyed to Captain Moore at any time be- 


fore five o’clock, the remains of the deceased would bave 
been properly and decently interred in the cemetery at the 


been sent to the bospitals. Early the next morning the 
body was so interred. ý 

The committee propose reaction in the premises, ax the 
members of the police were misled by the promises of the 
comrades of the dece 
body and have it conveyed to Pennsy!vania, 

The coroner informs the committee that the Heutenant 


eoloncl of the regiment to which the deceased belonged | 


was examined as a witness, and that said colonel agreed 
to see the body properly cared for; that he, the said coro- 
ner, told the colonel where a coffin could be procured at 
the expense of the Government. ‘Phe coroner further says 
that in addition to notifying a police officer to inform the 


officers of the regiment of the death of said soldier, he also i 


directed him to notify Captain Moore. ‘fhe committee 
have no information that this was done prior to five o'clock. 

The committee have no excuse to offer for Captain Moore 
for not having removed the body after being notified, except 
that given above, nor for the police in not notifying Captain 
Moore before five o’clock. 


ays? Home; but at that hour ajf the ambulances bad | 


d that they would take care of the | 


BE. 


April 


The fact that the body was left as above deseribed, was 
a gross Outrage upon public decency, but as there seems to 
have been a misunderstanding in the case, the committee 
ask to be discharged from the further consideration of, the 
subject. : 
PENITENTIARY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, reported back a bil 
to provide for the erection of a penitentiary in the 
District of Columbia, with amendments. 

Mr. PRUYN. I understand that that bill makes 
an appropriation, and must be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. It appropriates $250,000 for 
a penitentiary in the District. ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Fonwey, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed an act (No. 198) to aid the Indian refu- 
gees to return to their homes in the Indian Terri- 
tory; in which he was directed to ask the con- 
currence of the House. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I move thattherules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Pixe 
in the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration, 
as a special order, of the business of the District 
of Columbia. 

STEAM FIRE-ENGINE. i 


The first bill in order was an act (S, No. 168) 
providing for the purchase of a steam fire-engine. 

The bill appropriates $4,000 for the purchase 
of a steam fire-engine for the use of the Colum- 
bia fire company, to be purchased and kept in 
efficient condition by the company or by the cor- 
poration of the city of Washington without fur- 
ther charge to the Government. 

The Committee for the District of Columbia re- 
ported the following amendment: 

Add to the bill the following new section: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said engine 
shall be under the general direction and control of the mu- 
nicipal authorities of the city of Washington, and nothing 
in this act contained shal) be construed as in any way im- 
pairing the authority of the said Government over said 
Columbia fire company, or of Congress in the control of 
said engine. 

‘Fhe amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THAYER, J move to amend the first 
section by striking out the words * Columbia 
fire company ” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words “fire brigade established by the Govern- 
ment.” Mr. Chairman, it is a matter of public 
notoriety that the Government has established a 
fire department here, which is ordinarily denom- 
inated the fire brigade. It seems to me to be an 
absurdity for ug to be appropriating $4,000 for a 
volunteer association to buya fire-engine, instead 
of increasing, if it be necessary to Increase, the 
capacities of the organization established by the 
Government. Why should we vote $4,000 for a 
volunteer association which may be abandoned 
in six months? 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Let me say to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that this Columbia 
fire company was chartered in 1810, that itis the 
first fire company ever organized here, that its 
buildings are partly owned by the Government, 
that they are Jocated in the immediate neighbor- 
hood of this Capitol, and that it is the special 
province of the company to protect Government 
property, and particularly this Capitol, The 
members-of this company have a fine library. 
The idea of giving a fire-engine to a brigade or- 
ganized without authority of law, and which may 
be dismissed at any time, is absurd. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, in regard to 
what- has fallen from the gentleman from Ohio, 
I can only say that I know nothing of the his- 
tory or antecedents of this voluntary associa- 
tion, the Columbia fire company, and | therefore 
know nothing to its prejudice. But, sir, it does 
seem to me that when we have herean organized 
body under the control of the Government for 
this express purpose, which is in actual service 
and successful operation, and when that organ- 
ization. is a Government creature, that if addi- 
tional conveniences are wanted for putting out 
fires, every dictate of common sense requires that 
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we should enlarge the capacities of that Govern- 
ment organization, rather than expend the money 


of the United States upon a voluntary associa- | 


tion for the same purpose. . g 

The gentleman says, suppose this organiza- 
tion, created by the Government for a mere Gov- 
ernment purpose, should be abandoned; if that 
should be the case, of course the property would 
revert; or rather, I should not say revert, for it 
never would have left the control of the United 
States. It would remain where it is now, if this 
appropriation should be made, the property of the 
United States. It is quite a different thing from 
donating the same amount for the benefit of a vol- 
untary association, which may be abandoned at 
any time. 

Mr. JOIINSON, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman will allow me to ask a question. The 
gentleman speaks of this fire brigade as a Govern- 
ment organization, and of the Columbia fire com- 
pany as a voluntary organization. I desire to call 
his attention particularly to this point, and to ask 
him whether this fire brigade is not also a volun- 
tary association. 

Mr. THAYER. WNo,sir. AslIunderstand, it 
is an organization formed under the auspices of 
the Secretary of War, At the breaking outof the 
war the facilities for putting out fires were so very 
few, and there had such a vast amount of Govern- 
ment property accumulated here, rendered inse- 
eure by the lack of these facilities, that the neces- 
sities of the case, and a proper consideration for 
Government property, required that the Sceretary 
of War should provide increased facilities for put- 
ting out Gres in this city. 

Mr. JOLLNSON, of Pennsylvania. Has there 
ever been any legislation of Congress in regard 
to that organization? 

Mr. THAYER. Iam notaware that there has 
been. Tam perhaps not perfectly well acquainted 
with the history of this organization, perhaps not 
go well as my colleague, [Mr. Kerrey] and who 
I sce is on the floor, who L expected would give 
the House some information on this subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. recollect 

no legislation upon the subject during the last 
Congress, and I never heard of it before. 
“Mr. THAYER, I am not stating that there 
has been any legislation on the subject. 
not aware that there has been. But Ido know 
the fact, and I presume everybody knows the fact, 
that such an organization has been created, and 
that it is under control of the officérs of the Gov- 
ernment, and I say that that being the case, it is 
better that we should spend this money ina way 
in which Government shall certainly derive the 
benefit of it, rather than that we should expend 
it upon a voluntary association which isnot un- 
der the control of the Government. 

Mr, MORRIS, of Ohio. I understand that this 
fire brigade is simply Hibernia Company No. 3, 
from Philadelphia. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. No. 1. 
<Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Exactly, No. 1; 
brought here by Secretary Cameron, and paid a 
very high price for protecting the property of the 
Government, bringing with them their own en- 
gine. Now, asa matter of course, as soon as the 
war is over, this company will retarn to Phila- 
delphia, while this Columbia company is a per- 
manenlinstitution here, the Government now 
owning its engine, owning the building in which 
they keep it, and which, to all intents and pur- 
poses, isa Government company; while the other 
consists of mere volunteers for a particular exi- 
gency, and, between the two, is the company to 


be relied on for the protection of Government j 


property. Fs it not, then, better to supply an 
engine to this company, located in this capital, 
rather than to a company brought here from 
another city for a mere temporary purpose? 
Mr. THAYER. Thope the gentleman from 


Ohio will wait until Ihave concluded what [have lj 


to say. I supposed that he rose to make an. in- 
quiry and nota speech. [have taken up mere 
time than I expected on this comparatively un- 
important subject. 

Now, in regard to what has been stated by the 
gentleman from Olio in reference to the Columbia 
fire company. That company is now in occu- 
pation ofa building owned by the United States. 

suppose he will scarcely expect us to believe 
that the ownership of the building willearry with 
itthe ownership of the engine? 


I am. 


Mr. BEAMAN. Let the amendment be read; 
I think that it is misunderstood. - 

‘The amendment’ was again read. 

Mr. THAYER, Itis truc, and Í suppose that 
is the object of the gentleman from Michigan in 
having the amendment read, that this company 
is under the control of the District authorities. 
But.that does not control the right of property 
transferred to this company in a steam-engine by 


the first section of the bill. On the contrary, it 
simply gives the District authorities a control as 
it controls all other fire companies which are sub- 
ject to the local municipal regulations. So much 
for that. The first section of the bill gives the 
property to the company. 

Now, in regard to what the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Morris] stated in regard to the fire 
brigadeyand about it consisting of steam-engines 
coming from Philadelphia, 1 suppose the gentle- 
man can scarcely be unacquainted with the great 
celebrity of the fire system of Philadelphia, and 
the famous character which it has acquired. 
throughout the country for efficiency, and will 
not therefore be prejudiced by the fact that the 
engines now used come from that city. I presume 
that no higher recommendation could be given to 
this organization under the authority of the Gov- 
ernment, and no higher hope of its efficiency could 
be inspired in the minds of any one who knows 
anything in reference to the history of this fire 
brigade than to state that both the engines and the 
firemen come from the city of Philadelphia, a city 
in which fire companies have gained a reputation 
which I do not think is exceeded by that of that 
description of organization in any other city of 
the United States. š 

But 1 do not intend to take up the time of the 
House by prolorging the discussion on a matter 
of no great magnitude. Itdoes seem to me, how- 
ever, to involve a principle which ought to be ad- 
hered to and that is, where we are called upon to 
appropriate money for any purpose the Govern- 
ment should employ the agents and means to ex- 
ecute that purpose. Itis our duty to appropriate 
money in that way which will keep it ander the 
control of the Government, so as to inure to itss| 
benefit and advantage rather than to leave the 
matter to a company which may have a fluctua- 
ting and uncertain existence. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Mr, Speaker, 
I have seen a great many curious bills brought 
into this House, especially from the Senate, but 
l have never seen any more singular than the one 
now pending. ‘Phe gentleman who has just taken 
his seatseems to have addressed his remarks more 
particularly to the amendment than in opposition 
to the bill. Jam opposed to the amendment as 
well as to the bill; and I desire the attention of 
the committee for one moment to the character of 
this proposition under which we are asked to ap- 
propriate $4,000 of our constituents’ money to 
buy a fire-engine for the city of Washington. 

It appropriates $4,000 ‘out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated’? (1 do 
not think there is any large amountin the Treas- 
ury not appropriated at the present time) for the 
purchase of a steam-cngine for the use of the Co- 
lumbia fire company of Washington city. The 
amendment proposes to strike out the words 
“Columbia fire company,” and to insert in lieu 
thereofthe words “ fire brigade established by the 
Government,” which is a sort of institution not 
clearly defined, so far as Ihave been able to learn 
in this debate. 

Mr. THAYER. Allow meto say that! thought 
I had clearly defined it. It is an organization 
created by the Secretary of War outof the neces- 
sities of the Government and under the control of 
the War Department for the purpose of adding to 
the facilities for putting out fires in Washington. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. That must 
rest upon a slight basis. It is an organization 
established by the will merely of the Secretary of 
War,and can be disbanded whenever he pleases. 

Mr. THAYER. The property remains in the 
custody of the agent of the War Department. I 


; do not want to be considered as the especial ad- 


vocate of this measure. I simply stand here to 


i say that it is better to appropriate toan organiza- 


tion under the control of the Government than to 
an irresponsible association. 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of IHinois. Idiffer with 
my friend in regard to that. fan appropriation is 
to be made for this purpose {prefer thatit should be 


made to one of the fire companies of the District, 
rather than to this fire brigade, such as I under- 
stand ittobe. The bill further provides thatthe 
engine shall be purchased for and kept in efficient 
condition by the Columbia fire company or by 
the corporation of the city of Washington with+ 
out further charge to the Government. i 

I now call the attention of the-committge to the 
proposed amendment, It provides that such en- 
gine shall be under the general direction and con- 
trol of the municipal authorities of. the city of 
Washington, or, if the section is amended as pro- 
posed, the fire brigade established by the Govern» . 
ment, and that nothing in the act shall be con- 
strued in any way to impair the authority of the 
city government over such fire company, or of 
Congress over such fire-engine. . 

The long and short of the whole matter is that 
we are called upon to vote $4,000 to a fire com- 
pany in the city of Washington, and I say we 
have no more right to do that than we have to-vote 
$4,000 for an engine company in the city of Ga- 
lena, or in the town which has the honor to claim 
my distinguished friend from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TuHayer] as one of its citizens. We are asked, 
notwithstanding all we have done, notwithstand. 


ing all we are doing for the city of Washington, 


to appropriate $4,000 to one of its fire companies. 
There is no end to the greed of this city. We have 
paved their streets, we have lighted them, brought 
water into the city at an expense of $5,000,000; 
and yet this city of one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand inhabitants refuse to sprinkle the streets by 
the water Congress has brought to their doors, 
and if that is done at all, it will have to be done 
by Congress. ; ; 

fam opposed to this whole thing. I say let 
the city raise their taxation, and take care of their 
fire companies and their streets, and make them 
decent and passable, and if they desire to make 
those companiesa present of fire-engines let them 
do it themselves, and not call on Congress to com- 
pelthe people of the United States to foot the bill. 
The ground upon which it is urged that this pur- 
chase of an engine should be made for this fire 
company is, that itis to protect the property of the 
Government. If the public buildings cannot be 
protected without such an appropriation as this, 
I say let the public buildings go. Iam opposed 
to this whole bill, and all like bills. 

Mr. PATTERSON, I am surprised to see so 
large an amount of eloquence expended upon so 
small a matter. It'is said by the gentleman who 
last addressed the committee that there is no more 
reason why we should appropriate $4,000 to buy 
a steam-engine for a fire company in Washing- 
ton than there is that we should spend $4,000 to 
buy an engine for a company in Galena, Fought 
to be remembered that the Government itself has 
something like $30,000,000 of property in this 
city to be protected from fire. In that fact we find 
reason why the Government should appropriate 
something for the protection of that property 
from the flames. Weshould remember also that 
there is about an equal amount of property in 
this city belonging to the citizens of Washington, 

I wish to know why a fire-engine company, be- 
cause it is efficient, should be brought from Phil- 
adelphia to protect the property of the citizens of 
Washington? There may be very efficient com- 
panies in Philadelphia and in New York and in 
Boston; but I find no reason in that why they 
should be brought here to protect the property of 
the citizens of this District, and to be paid more 
than the city pays its firemen in this city for pro- 
tecting its property. 

Mr. THAYER, J would inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether the want of efficient facilities here 
for properly protecting the property of the Gov- 
ernment from conflagration would not, in his 
opinion, be a sufficient justification for bringing 
here an efficient fire company and their apparatus 
from New York, Philadelphia, or any ether place. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Isay itis yet tobe shown 
that there 1s a Jack of efficiency inthe fire depart- 
ment of this city. Letters were put into the 
hands of the committee from Professor Bache, 
and other gentlemen of this city, stating that the 
fire department here js one of the most efficient 


| which they have ever known. 


Mr. THAYER. Ifthe gentleman will permit 
me, I would like to ask him whether he does not 
know that it was a matter of public notoricty at 
the time this fire brigade was created that the 
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facilities for putting out fires in Washington were 
entirely inadequate to the exigencies of the case. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Even if that were so, 
sir, we find no reason in it why a company should 
be transported from Philadelphia here, and be 
thrown as a public burden upon the Government 
and paid outof the public Treasury. It would be 
far better to organize an efficient corps of firemen 
in this city; and, as I understand it, this fire 
brigade was organized without law, simply under 
the authority of the Secretary of War. Now I 
apprehend it would be better to organize a fire 
brigade, if you please, or a fire police, in the city 
of Washington under law, and have the property 
used by that fire brigade the property of the Gov- 
ernment, as it will be if we appropriate this $4,000 
for the purpose of securing a steam fire-engine. 

The argument of the gentleman from Hlinois 
{Mr. Wasusurne] goes against all appropria- 
tions; and I have been struck in the short ex- 
perience | have had in this House with this fact, 
that when a very small appropriation is called for 
some matter of the utmost importance, why then 
there is great opposition to it; but if a ship canal 
ora steamship, or something else that calls for 
millions comes before the House, it is rushed 
through here as a thing of the least importance. 
then our economy looks to the appropriation of 
those large amounts and we are called upon in the 
name of patriotism to make the appropriation; 
but when a man has an honest claim against the 
Government, or some small appropriation like 
this is called for, the economy of the House is 
always brought up here against its passage. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, I think that this appropriation is entirely 
unnecessary, and that in the present state of the 
finances of the country the House would not be 
justified in making it. desire, however, to say 
a word respecting the merits of these companies. 
The gentleman asks why this Philadelphia com- 
pany came here. They came here at the wish of 
the Secretary of War. They came here ata ino- 
ment’s notice. They came here preparad to do 
their duty from the beginning to the end, and the 
sequel has shown that they stand high in that re- 
spect. 

I repeat that this appropriation is not neces- 
sary,and I think the bill ought nottopass. Iam 
perfectly willing to establish, as far as we are able 
to do so, uniform and exact regulations as to the 
control of the fire department of Washington, 
but I am at the same time unwilling to send this 
company into the fire department of Washington 
with free foot to do as they please without rhyme 
or reason. 

As to the appropriation of the money, I have 
nothing to say about that. Ifthe majority of the 
House think that they can waste this amount of 
money, they are welcome to doit. The respons- |} 
ibility does not rest upon me, for I resist the 
needless expenditure of this amount of moncy. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr, Chairman, lam opposed 
to the bill now before the House granting this 
money to the fire brigade or to the company 
named; both to the original bill and to the amend- 
ment. Lam not going to discuss the merits of 
the Philadelphia fire department, or of any other; | 
but I want to recur briefly to the condition of | 
thingsat the time at whieh that steam-engine was 
introduced into the city of Washington. The || 
Government was aggregating here immense 
quantities of military stores. The fire depart- 
ment of the District—whatever may be said of 
the conduct of this particular company at the 
time this Capitol was burning—was certainly nei- 
ther very complete in its apparatus nor very effi- 
cient in the performance of its duties; and more 
than that, there was great question as to what 
might, under certain circumstances, be the fidel- 
ity of the department. [ had, shortly before that |; 
time, seen one of the volunteer companies of the 
District marched into the space In front of the | 
War Department to be sworn into the service of 
the United States for the protection of this city, | 
and had seen more than half of them refuse to 
take the oath. Out of a company of seventy- || 
eight men, forty refused to take the oath; and it 
was not safe to leave the charge of the public 
stores toa volunteer fire department made upvery | 
much of the same materials that constituted those 
volunteer companies. It was important that an 
engine or engines more efficient than the little 


| to forty million dollars of stores, I think it should 


| and I presume I shall not vote for any for which 


| lantic coast, 


| of Charlestown saw it to be a swindle and sent a 
|| committee heretoexposeit. The gentleman from 


hand engines of the District should be at hand, 


The then Secretary of War procurèd a steam-en~ 
gine and an efficient company, and stationed it, 
as I understand, where it is most convenient for 
the protection of Government stores, which were 
in frame buildings, easily inflammable, which had 
been constructed for the temporary shelter of 
those stores. 

I do not think it belongs to Congress to organ- 
ize a fire department for the city of Washington. 
I think that is a pretty important part of munici- 
pal duty. I know that we of Philadelphia have 
had as efficient a fire departmentas, perhaps, any 
other citizens, and one that for a series of years 
gave us as much trouble as any other organiza- 
tion in that or any other city. I know thata fire 
department, to be organized here, should be or- 
ganized uder municipal control, with adequate 
restraints, and therefore I am opposed fo appro- 
priating any money toany volunteer fire company. 
But, on the other hand, remembering, as I do, 
that the Government has here now from twenty 


not be restricted to the one steam-engine that it 
has here, but that it would be judicious, asa tem- 
porary measure, to provide one or more addi- 
tional ones. But that is a question for those who 
have charge of the Government stores. 

The point that I want to impress on the House 
is that I do not think we ought to organize a vol- 
unteer fire department and give it a steam-engine. 
And I do not think that we ought to give to what 
is called the fire brigade here such a sum of money 
to expend—for it is a mere temporary arrange- 
ment—a body of men and an apparatus brought 
here to be used by the Government during what 
we hoped would be a brief exigency. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Mr. Chair- 
man, I would not trouble the committee with any 
further remarks if it had not been for the lecture 
that my distinguished friend from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. Parrersoy] has read me, all in good 
temper, and which J received in the same good 
spirit. It was not necessary for the gentleman 
from New Hampshire to tell me that any member 
of the House who runs athwart private interests 

and the projects of individualsis not particularly 
popular with parties interested, both out of this 

Jouse and in this House. The gentleman from 
New Hampshire insinuated, rather than stated, 
that while I could be very eloquent over these 
small things I was very ready to vote for larger 
appropriations; and he spoke of ship canals and 
other measures. I believe I have not voted for 
any ship-canal project this session of Congress, 


the gentleman himself will not vote when the 
question comes up. And on the same principle 
I shall vote for that project as I have voted for 
other military measures connected with the de- 
fense of the country, and particularly on the At- 
I am willing to leave to the country 
my record in regard to all my votes on our ap- 
propriations. l wish there were more gentlemen 
to go with me in trying to stay some of these 
wasteful and extravagant appropriations, even 
some of the smallest, for it is these many small 
appropriations that make, in the aggregate, a 
large sum. 

Mr. Chairman, let me go a little further. As 
the gentleman has seen fit to lecture me in regard 
to my course in resisting what I believe to be un- 
necessary appropriations, I wish to ask him how 
he has been found when these questions of appro- 
priations have been before us? remember some 
of the votes given by my honorable friend. When 
the naval appropriation bill was in Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, l attempted 
to defeat the appropriation of $135,000 for the pur- 
chase of a piece of property'at the Charlestown 
navy-yard. I opposed it first on the ground that 
it was unnecessary, and secondly on the ground 
that the sum named was enormous and extrava- 
gant, and in fact that it was reported to beaswin- 
dle, as it has turned out to besince. The people 


New Hampshire would not go with me in my 
vain attempt to get the committee to strike itout, 
but he voted, if I rightly remember, to keep itin 
the bill. It was a little thing, only $135,000—a 
mere bagatelle, and I “grew eloquent over it,” 
as the gentleman would say, and he refused to 
vote against the appropriation. 

There was a bill before the House the other day 
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which will result, I undertake to say, in taking 
$100,000 from the Treasury, to be paid into the 
hands of some patent-right man, and the gentle~ 
man [Mr. Parrerson] was found voting for that. 
He went with the majority of the House, and the 
majority of the House is, of course, much wiser 
than I profess to be. I am willing to compare 
records with my friend from New Hampshire in, 
regard to these votes. Ihave been, unfortunately, 
too long in Congress, and I know how these things 
are brought here. I know the arguments; Tknow 
the pressure; and I know how much easier it isto 
yield and let all these matters go through than to 
resistthem. But I believe there is such a thing 
as duty to the country in these times, and no mem- 
ber of this House, who is rigid and persistent in 
his opposition to every dollar of appropriation 
which is not absolutely necessary, need have any 
fear of his record when submitted to the scrutiny 
of his constituents and the country. 

But, sir, in these times, when Congress has ap- 
propriated tens of millions, hundreds of millions, 
yes, sir, thousands of millions, as we have since 
ihis rebellion broke out, I would appeal to all the 
members of this House as the guardians of the 
rights and the purses of the people, that we should 
guard still more vigilantly all the appropriations 
that are to come before us. That is the platform 
upon which I stand in all this matter of appropri- 
ations, both great and small, and therefore oppose 
this bill and all kindred bills. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I ask the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Dumonr,] who is entitled to the 
floor, to allow me to ask the gentleman from Ni- 
nois a question. 

Mr. DUMONT. [yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wantto ask the gentleman 
if he has made his statement asa mere rhetorical 
flourish, or whether we have actually appropri- 
ated these thousands of millions of dollars? 
have been aware that the appropriations made by 
this Congress were exceedingly large, but I did 
not know how much we had appropriated. Lt 
seems to me as if he had spoken the truth, but I 
should like to know from him whether itis really 
the fact. 

Mr. WASEIBURNE, of Ilinois. Itseemsthe 
gentleman did not ask the question for informa- 
tion, then. 

Mr. DUMONT. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I cannot 
agree to allow a triangular fight of this kind to go 


on. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I merely 
desire to say this: the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin has access to the records, and I have nodoubt 
without referring to them knows how many ap- 


| propriations he has voted for himself to carry on 


the war and putdown the rebellion. He can per- 
haps now state to the House and the country 
how many appropriations he has sustained to put 
down Jeff. Davis’s rebellion. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I believe I have voted for 
them pretty much all, but can the gentleman tell 
me how much they amount to? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. The gen- 
tleman, I presume, would like to know; for I am 
not aware that he has voted for a single appro- 
priation or asingle measure necessary for putting 
down this rebellion. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. J trust: that I 
shall be permitted a single word. Charlestown 
has not entered at all into the controversy, and I 
must protest against that portion of the remarks 
of the gentleman from Illinois which denounces 
the appropriation of $135,000 in the naval ap- 
propriation bill for the purchase ofland to increase 
the usefulness of the Charlestown navy-yard as 
aswindle. Ido not believe there are any facis in 


i the possession of the gentleman from Mlinois that 


will justify him in making the declaration here 
that it was a swindle. 

Mr. DUMONT. I really must go on with 
what I was saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diane will proceed without interruption. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I hope the gen- 
tleman will allow me to conclude what 1 was 
saying. 

Mr. DUMONT. Very well, go on. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I submit, sir, 
that there was not one particle of evidence sub- 
mitted either to the Committee of Waysand Means 
or to the Committee on Naval Affairs, or to the 
House of Representatives, from the time that bill: 
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was framed until it passed the House—not one 
single fact submitted, or a particle of evidence of 
any description, that there was a fraud or swindle 
connected with that purchase. Iam not aware 
of any informatiom whatever that casts even a 


shadow of suspicion of there being any swindle | 


connected with it. Itmay be merely a question 
of difference of judgment, that is all, and the gen- 
tleman is entitled to his opinion. 

Mr. DUMONT. I must insist upon having 
the floor. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. But he has no 
authority to denounce it as a swindle. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts will come to order. (Cries of 
“ Order P? and confusion. ] 

“Mr, COX.. I rise to a question of order. I 
do not see. any connection between the Charles- 
town navy-yard and a fire-engine. [Laughter.] 
ĮI see no relevancy between the two; and besides 
that 1 want these brethren on the other side of the 
House to dwell together in unity, [Great laugh- 
ter. 

i r. RICE, of Massachusetts. 
the floor. 

Mr. DUMONT. No, sir; I decline to yield 
the floor any further about that matter. I yield, 
however, to my colleague on the committee, [Mr. 
Davis.] 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. When this bill 
was first introduced I felt very indifferent as to 
its fate, but this discussion has convinced me that 
we need an efficient fire company here to extin- 
guish the fire among members, think my friend 
from Illinois, [Mr.WasuBurne,} who has become 
utterly inflamed ought to be put out in soine way 
or other, (Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. Agreed. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. Now, sir, it seems 
to me we are making a great discussion about a 
very smail matter. ‘Ihe information which came 
before our committee was such as induced the 
conviction in my mind that this was an appro- 
priation which ought to be made inthe way which 
the bill provides for. Whether we have a fire 
brigade under the War Department or not] doubt 
whether this is the most efficient organization we 
can have in thiscity. { doubt, although it is said 
we have an organization called the “fire brig- 
ade,” under the War Department, whether- that 
is the most efficient organization which we can 
„have in the city of Washington. We want the 
companies on the ground. We want prompt fire- 
meu who understand their business, whether they 
come from Philadelphia or clsewhere. Iam in 
favor of having efficient firemen, and from the 
representations made to the Committee for the 
District of Culumbia by Professor Bache and 
others, we can have no more efficient firemen than 
the members of this Columbia fire company. 


I believe Ihave 


They are represented to be able and efficient fire- | 


men, as much so as those imported from Phila- 
delphia some time ago. And inasmuch as my 
friend from Philadelphia | Mr. Prayer] has stated 
that those men came here two years ago, at a 
moment’s notice, E take it that they must be 
anxious by this time to return to their homes. 
Therefore [| presume there can be no objection on 
their part, especially as we can fill up -their places 
by men from this city, who are citizens, and by 
long experience thoroughly. acquainted with the 
extinguishment of fires. 

Mr. DUMONT. I beg leave to say that [have 
no doubt my friend from Hlinois is right in ref- 


erence to some incidents referred to by him; but | 


{hardly think he understands the exact nature 
ofthe pending proposition. In my judgment he 
has totally misunderstood the provisions of the 
bill. Itmakes no appropriation to any fire com- 
pany whatever. He takes ground radically 
against the bill; he strikes at the root of the meas- 
ure, and declares that itis an appropriation for a 
fire company. 
interpret the bill, [do not so understand the lan- 
guage of the bill, 1 do not so understand the 
character of this appropriation, I understand 
when the Government of the United States appro- 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not so | 
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priates money for the purchase of asteam-engine, 
or anything else, the custody of that property 
must be'committed to some human agent. Sts 
in this case as it has been in all like cases. We 


|| propose to appropriate $4,000 for the purchase of 


a steam-engine, and for the purpose of affording 
greater facilities for the extinguishment of fires at 
this capital. Now, some one has to take charge 
of this property, and the question is who shall 
that custodian be? The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, on my left, introduces an amendment 
that this steam-engine shall be committed to the 
custody of a Philadelphia fire company tempo- 
rarily in this city. I haveno doubt that company 
came to this city on a righteous errand. I have 
no doubt that they have done good service since 
they have been here. I have no doubt of the ef- 
ficiency of that company, and that itis an excel- 
lent institution inthis city. They were brought 
here because of the necessity of the times, and 
they will remain here only temporarily. They 
do not pretend to be a permanent institution of 
Washington. They are incorporated by no law 
of the land. They have been brought here to 
answer a temporary emergency, and that, too, 
under no legislation by this Congress. They may 
be here to-day and in Philadelphia to-morrow. 
They are evanescent and uncertain, they do not 
belong here, and we want men who are associ- 
ated in a permanent organization in this city. 


| Now, shall we appropriate $4,000 for the purchase 


of a steam-engine and give it inte the custodgeof 
a body of men which is acting under no act ofin- 
corporation at all; a body of men skilled to be 
sure in exunguishing fires, but who may be here 
to-day and off to-morrow? ‘ 

Mr. THAYER. I wish to correct the gentle- 
man from Indiana. The “fire brigade” isa re- 
sponsible association. ‘The gentleman must have 
an imperfect knowledge of the subject, or he could 
not be led into such an error as to allege that it 
is not. 
War, and is at this moment under the charge of 
General Rucker. Under General Rucker there is 
an engineer. ‘here is no voluntary association 


of personsaboutit, They stand toward the Gov- } 


ernment in the relation of agents employed by 
the Government for a certain purpose. 

Mr. DUMONT. There is as much perpetuity 
in the institation asin the existence of a butterfly. 
That is all you can Say of it. ‘The question is 
whether we shalf submitthe custody of this steam- 
engine, when it is purchased, to this temporary 
association of firemen, or to the Columbia fire 
company, which has been in existence here for so 
many years. “Che real estate now occupied by the 
Columbia fire company is owned in part by the 
Government and in part by the company itself. 
It is joint stock, so to speak, in reference to real 
estate. ‘That is one substantial reason. 

But there is another reason, and that is, that 
the location of this fire building and company is 
contiguous to the publie buildings. Now L have 
no more interest in this matter, nor have thé mem- 
bers of the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, than everybody else. The question of the 
expediency ofappropriating $4,000 for this engine 
has been investigated by two committees which 


have the interest of the public property of this. | 


District in charge. The engine, after it is bought 
and committed to the custody of thiscompany, 
stil] belongs to the Government toallintents and 
purposes. We are not donating a single dollar. 

This company is located contiguous to the pub- 
lic buildings. Itis an efficient institution, organ- 
ized in 1810, and entitled to as much credit as 
any one of a similar character in the city. Per- 
haps that is not a very exalted eulogy, but all 
we have to do is to do the best we can. Lam in- 
clined to think that this city does demand at the 
hands of this Congress, and has demanded of 
past and will demand of future Congresses, u 
great deal thatis not incumbent upon us to grant, 
But I do not know that this appropriation is to 
be made at ali upon the demand of this city. 1 
think the committee having charge of the safety 
of the public buildings in the District of Colum- 


It was organized by the Secretary of 


„under consideration. 


bia have brought this bill: forward-with a view 
to protect thepublic property, and notte accom- 
modate the District of Columbia or. the citizens 
of Washington. ate ee 

The amendment offered by Mr. Toayer was 
not agreed to. ` 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I move that 
the bill be reported to the House, witha recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. wae 

Mr. WILSON.” Upon that I demand’ tellers. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I will with- 
draw my motion. The bill will have to be rë- 
ported to the House anyway, to be voted on 
there. 

The bill was laid aside, to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


PENITENTIARY FOR TIIE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The next bill on the Calendar wasa bill (H.R. 
No. 169) authorizing the construction ofa peniten- 
tiary, jail, and house of correction in and for the 
District of Columbia, for which the committee 
for the District of Columbia had ‘offered a substi- 
tute. ` 

The substitute was read. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I proposeto have read 
by the Clerk the report of the committee accom- 
panying the bill. I think it embodies in brief, 
perbaps, all I ought to say relative to the matter 
I ask the Clerk to read it. 

‘The report was read, ` 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I donot know that I 
ought to add anything further, after having’ had the 
report read from the Clerk’s desk. But as the 
Committee for the District of Columbia, in the 
substitute reported to-day, have proposed some 
amendments differing somewhat from the report 
and from the bill as printed, perhaps I ought to 
call the attention of the committee to those amend- 
ments. By reference to the substitute as ‘printed it 
will be seen that it provides that all these buildings 
should be located upon contiguous territory. Inthe 
substitute reported by the committee to-day, the 
words “upon contiguous territory” have been, 


‘stricken out, and the selection-of the site’ or sites 


of these buildings is left to the Seeretary of the 


| Interior, the judges of the supreme court of the 


District, and the mayors of the cities of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown. ` 
The bill further provides that before a contract 
is entered into for the erection of these build- 
ings, this board, consisting of the Secretary, 
judges, and mayors, shall decide upon a plan and 
specifications for the erection of these buildings, 
or such portions of them as may be deemed neces- 
sary for the present wants of the District. After 
the board has decided who is the lowest responsible 
bidder, and after the contract is entered into, itis 
provided by the bill that the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall have a general supervision over the 
erection of the buildings. ‘The committee bave, 
in their substitute, amended (hat in this particu- 
Jar: they have associated with the Secretary the 
mayor of Washington and the Commissioner of 
Publhe Buildings. it now provides that after the 
site or sites of such buildings and the plans and 
specifications have been agreed upon, the Secre- 
tary, and the mayor of the city of Washington, 
and the Commissioner of Public Buildings shall 
have a general supervision of the construction of 
the buildings. ‘They have altered the fourth sec- 
tion, which provides that convict labor shall be 
employed at $1 50 per day, by striking cut‘ fifty” 
and inserting “twenty-five,” so as to make the 
amount allowed by the contractor §1 25 a day. 
These, Mr. Chairman, are about all the amend- 
ments that have any particular importance, or to 
which I think it necessary to call the auention of 
the committee. The bill providesthat there shall 
be assessed on the cities of Washington and 
Georgetown and on the county of Washington 
the sum of §100,0U0. The committee believe that 
these buildings ean be erected for the sum of 
$250,000. If, as is required by the bill, thissum 
of $100,000 is paid into the Treasury by the cities: 
of Washington and Georgetown aad the county 
of Washington, there will be but $150,000 to be 
S; 
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appropriated by Congress for this purpose, which 
is but one twentieth part of one day’s expenditure 
of this Government. Itis but a seven thousandth 


art of theannual expenditure of the Government, | 


And yet I have heard it objected that in a time 
like this, when the country is being oppressed 
bya great national debt, this appropriation should 
net be made. Is it possible, Mr. Chairman, that 
in view of the fact that there is no place in the 
District for the confinement of petty offenders, 
the seven thousandth part of the annual expendi- 
ture of the Government will not be made to erect 
a house of correction in which juvenile offenders 
may be reclaimed? | 

_ Mr. BLAINE. Mr. Chairman, Edo not rise to 
oppose this appropriation because itis asked for in 
war times. l should equally oppose itin times of 
profound peace, if there was an overflow of coin 
in the national Treasury. I oppose it for this 
reason: 1 happened some five or six ‘years ago Lo 
be designated by the Gavernor of Maine toexam- 
ine into the condition of State prisons through- 
out the United States, with a view of reporting 
whether some reformation might not be made in 
the conduct of ourown prison. fn nearly all, cer- 
tainly in a very large proportion of seventeen in- 
stitutions that I visited, there was a large annual 
deficit., Among the very worst that I found in 
that respect was the penitentiary of the District 
of Columbia, I do not hesitate to say thatifthe 
building asked for by this bill were erected and 
furnished to the Government free of cost, the insti- 
tution could not be carried on short of an annual 
deficit of twenty to twenty-five thousand dollars. 
And that is assuming it to be equal, in point of 
economy, to the average of State penitentiaries. 
Every one knows that one of those institutions 
located here and conducted on the general prin- 
ciples of extravagance that operate in Washing- 
ton would fall very far behind the average in re- 
gard to economy. In the State of Maine, where 
economy is understood perhaps as well as itisin 
the District of Columbia, I found that if in 1822 
the State had accepted the offer of Massachusetts 
to take all her criminals,and had paid at the rate 
of $2 50 per week for each of them, the State 


would have saved from five to eight thousand 


dollarsa year for the whole time. 

There is not the slightest difficulty in having 
all the convicts of the District of Columbia sent 
to and keptin a State penitentiary at the rate of 
$1 25 per week. [Phey need not ail be sent as 
faras. Albany. ‘There are two large penitentiaries 
in Pennsylvania, one in New Jersey, and one in 
Maryland, Their expense, even if transporta- 
tion be taken at fifty dollars apiece, which is an 
extravagant calculation, would be jar less than 


the expense of maintaining a penitentiary here. | 


In saying that, Fam allowing the average cost of 
similar institutions to be taken. Although the 
$250,000 asked for the erection of a penitentiary 
here is, considering the population of the Dis- 
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‘that these men are takén ten or twenty together. 


They are chained, atid they go in company of a 
single officer, or might, and it cannot properly cost 
more than ten dollars for each prisoner taken there. 

Now, sir, iu regard to this expenditure of sixty- 
five dollars a year for a single prisoner, knowin 
several States of this Union that the prisoners ac- 
tually bring in an income to the State. It has been 
so in my own State. It is so in the State of New 
York,and otherStates, The prisonersare net only 
nota charge to the State, but are actually a source 
ofrevenue. Thereports say that. Sir, let the Gov- 
ernment here propose to the States of this Union 
to take its prisoners by contract. I will guar- 
anty,and I would be willing to enter into bonds, 
and find good bondsmen to go with me, that the 
convicts of the District of Columbia shall be taken 
care of without any expense to the Government. 

But I have another objection. The appropri- 
ation that we are called upon to provide for is 
altogether out of proportion to the Government 
property of the District. Is it to be said thatthe 
Government owns one third of the property in 
this District? Whatisitin? Whereis itr There 
is no truth in it. | The facts do not justify any 
such presumption. The Government does not 
own one tenth of the property in this District, 
and never has. And now we are called upon to 
provide for two thirds and more of the expense 
to be incurred in the establishment uf this peni- 
tentiary. 

Sir, this is no time for us to appropriate this 
greatsum of money. I repeat, that the prisoners 
here can all be maintained without any expense 
to the Government or to the District. They can 
be maintained away as well as they can be here. 
And, besides, itis a well-known fact, as the his- 
tory of all the public buildings in this District 
shows, that when you have appropriated two hun- 
dred or five hundred thousand dollars fora build- 
ing, you have bat just begun, Look at this Cap- 
itol. . Look atthe Treasury extension, and all the 
public buildings in thiseity, The first appropri- 
ation is always merely an entering wedge. Some 
gentleman says that was under another Adminis- 
tration. Well, sir, E condemn that Admivistra- 
tion, and Į find fault with this Administration in 
regard to the appropriation of money when it 
squandcrs. If you appropriate $200,000 now for 
this building, you will have only a foundation. 
You wil) be called upon next year to make an- 
other appropriation, andagain the next year, and 
soon. Itisa desire to expend money, extrav- 
agance, and nothing else, when in fact the prison- 


ers of this District can be taken care of without | 


expense to the Government. 


Again, sir,even if the appropriation were to be | 


made atany time, £ could not justify myself in 
bringing on here now fancy architects, a swarm 
of butiders, stone-cutters, and mechanics, to swell 
the price of living, when people are sweltering for 
room. Living is enormous in this District now. 


| whom there is no house of correction. 
i gentleman whether he would rather save the 
i money appropriated by the bill than save these 


Mr. GRINNELL. I refer to the condition of 
things in my State two years ago. I know from 
the facts which | have heard that the people of the 

tate of New York would be glad to take, free of 
cost, all the prisoners of the District of Columbia 
forthe next five years. Itis a paying institution 
with them;and the more prisoners they have, the 
larger is their profit. : 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Tam glad to learn, 
Mr. Chairman, from the statement made by the 

entleman from Lowa, that the prisoners in that 
State are self-sustaining. That of itself is a 
strong reason in favor of the pending bill and for 
the erection of a penitentiary in this District. lf 
they are self-sustaining in Towa, I see no good 
ground for the belief that they may not be made 
self-sustaining inthe District of Columbia. lam, 
therefore, in favor of building this new peniten- 
tiary instead of paying $21,000 annually for keep- 
ing the convicts of this District in the city of 
Albany. 

The gentleman says that the amount of prop- 
erty owned here by the Government is not one 
tenth part of the property of the District. I un- 
derstand the value of the Government property 
in Washington to be between thirty-three and 
thirty-four million dollars, and the value of private 
property between thirty-eight and forty million. 

Mr. GRINNELL. That depends upon the 
time the assessment was made. According to the 
value put upon private property in the District of 
Columbia at this time that would be a superficial 
valuation. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. It has also been esti- 
mated, Mr. Chairman, that three fourths of the 
present transient population of the city of Wash- 
ington have been brought here by the exigencies 
of the times and because this is the seat of Gov- 
ernment, and therefore three fourths of the ex- 
pense of administering the laws of the District 
have been incurred through and by the Govera- 
ment of the United States. The committee have 
assessed $100,000 on the District. They believe 
it to be its just proportion. It is for infringe- 
ments of the laws passed by Congress thata penis 
tentiary and house of correction are now needed. 
It is because the people of this District have no 
voice in the election of the judges, or in the pas- 
sage of the laws which they are compelled to 
obey, that this Government ought, £ think, to 
bear a fair proportion of the expense incident to 
the erection of these buildings, 

Whether itis a proper time to now act upon this 
measure, | have only to say that in conversing with 
the judges of this District they have informed me 
that boys of ten and twelve and fourteen years 
are brought before them accused of petty crimes, 
whom they would not send to Albany, and for 
lask the . 


trict, out of all proportion, yet no gentleman on 
this floor ean believe that that sum will be ade- | 
quate to complete it. Lt will only be the entering | 
wedge. Itwillouly dig the foundations and lay the 
corner-stone, Next session there will be another 
$250,000 asked, and then another $250,000, and 
soon, We ought not, asa measure of economy, 
to throw away this three quarters of a million of 
dollars ina fruidess attempt to get up a well-man- 
aged penitentiary in the District of Columbia. 


I am opposed to this bill throughout; for this is 
the time for fighting, for economy, and not for | 
laying cornerstones here preparatory to expend- | 
ing $1,000,000. i| see them sent tothe Albany penitentiary. If sent 
Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Ithink the gentleman || to a house of correction they might be reclaimed, 
from fowa has offered a very good reason why || and finally become good citizens. If sent to the 
this bill should pass. He says that in his State || Albany prison we must fear the worst. 
the penitentiary is self-sustaining. Itisnot quite | In order that the matter may be brought toa 
so in Ohio, but approaches it, I thivk it pays, || speedy decision I move that the committee rise 
perhaps, about four fifths of the expense. Weil, | and report the bill with a recommendation thatit 


that the Government should pay this $259,000 for 
tlie erection of a house of correction, with a view 
to the reclamation of juvenile offenders, than to 


| young offenders? For myself, sir, 1 would rather 
| 
1 


Mr. GRINNELL. Mr. Chairman, Lam op- 
posed to the bill. In the first place 1 think the 
appropriation too large, judging from what is ex- 
pended for penitentiaries ia other States. In lowa, 


with a population of three quarters of a million, | 
we did not expend more than half of that called ; 


for in this bill for a penitentiary building. 


Now, sir, the figures which my friend presents || 
here for the purpose of showing the necessity of |! 
For | 
instance, he suys it costs fifty dollars to take a | 
man. to Albany. Who believes that? ‘These men | 


building this prison are entirely at fault. 


do not cost more than ten or fifteen dollars each. 


Ten or a dozen of them go in charge of an officer. li 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. 


The gentleman will 
allow me to correct him. 


oners heretofore sent to Albany. 
Mr. GRUNNELL. Then I have only to say 


States, and Lam opposed to robbery, whether it 
is. by this Administration or any other. I repeat, 


That amount has act- | 
ually been paid for the transportation of all pris- |; 
© than Ido. 
i present. 

that itis a robbery of the Treasury of the United || 


sir, if a penitentiary can be self-sustaining. in 


Iowa, why should it not be self-sustaining in the | 


District of Columbia ? * 

Mr. WILSON. With the permission of the 
gentleman, { wish to state that the people of lowa 
will be very happy to hear that the penitentiary 
of that State is self-sustaining, because they have 
never yet found it out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRINNELL. Dol understand my col- 


league to deny that statement? 


Xir. WILSON. Oh no; but I think my col- | 


league was a little mistaken. 

Mr. GRLNNELL. 
that was the case when | knew something about 
the penitentiary. 


iowa now, and 1 suppose knows more about it 


I spoke of one period in the past. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will state to the gentle- 
man from Lowa that itis not only self-sustaining 
in New Hampshire, but there is a surplus. 


I merely wish to say that | 
‘| section. 


But my esteemed colleague | 
happens to represent the penitentiary district of 
| mentas yet. 
{ presume, therefore, he is correctat.; 


pass. 

Mr. PRUYN. Ihave anamendment to offer. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. 1 will say to the gen- 
tleman from New York that when the bill gets 
into the House F do notpropose to cut off amend- 
ments. I merely make the motion to expedite 
business, 

Mr. PRUYN. I prefer to offer my amendment 
at this time. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Very well, then; but 
I hope that we will be permitted to get the bill 
into the Elouse at as early a momentas possible. 

Mr. PRUYN. I move to strike out the fourth 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Ido not understand 
thatit has been read section by section for amend- 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
committee is in the nature of a substitute, and it 
is in order for the gentleman from New York to 
movean amendment to any part of it. 

Mr. PRUYN. I desire to move to strike out 
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the fourth section which provides for the employ- 
ment of convict labor in the erection of these 
buildings. l do not propose to discuss uow the 
propriety of gndertaking at this time the con- 


. struction of the three buildings provided for in |! 


the bill, [t may be important to build a house 
of correction, while it may not be important to 
build a penitentiary. I believe that the expense 
of carrying on a penitentiary together with the 
interest on the cost of the building will lead the 
Government into an expenditure every year of 
three, four, or five times the amount they arenow 
paying. ; 

In 1862 or 1863 an act was passed by Congress 
which contained a provision authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to contract with the manager 
or superintendent of a suitable prison located in 
some convenient place for the imprisonment, sub- 
sistence, and proper employment of all persons 
who should be convicted by the crimina) court of 
this District. By the last section of that act it 
was provided that whenever a suitable peniten- 
tiary should be erected in the District, and com- 
pleted for the reception of prisoners, it should be 
the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to cause to 
be transferred tø such penitentiary all persons who 
shall be then imprisoned outside of the District of 
Columbia under the sentence of sach court. 

Under the authority so conferred, the Secretary 
of the Interior, after conferring, as [ believe he 
did, with a large number of officers of prisons, 


at any rate after doing all he believed it to be his | 
duty to do, made a contract with the manager of | 


the penitentiary at Albany, New York, for the 
confinement and imprisonment of convicts there 
at the small expense of sixty-five dollars a year 
each. The penitentiary at Albany is under the 
direction of Captain Pillsbury, formerly of Con- 
necticut, who is known. throughout the United 
States as the best prison manager in ihis country. 
I think [am safe in asserting that; and L believe 
the prison at Albany is the only onein this coun- 
try, or any other, that has ever fora long series 
of years, fifteen at least, continually supported 
itself, Connecticut and New Hampshire may 
also have done so; but it is at any rate the only 
one out of New England that has ever accon- 
plished that great aud much desired end. "The 
New York prisons at Auburn and Sing Sing have 
perbaps, at certain times, and under particular 
administrations, taken care of themselves. But 
the New York Legislature has continually up to 
the present year been compelled to make large ap- 
propriations for their State prison institutions; yet 
the penitentiary at Albany, with convicts who 
are sent there for comparatively short periods of 
ume, ten, twenty,and sixty days, hastaken care 
of itself. 

Now, it became necessary in consequence of 
that contract with the Government, under which 
some one hundred and forty prisoners were trans- 
ferred from this city to Albany, for the officers of 
that institution to very much enlarge the build- 
ing, and they have gone toa very large additional 
expense for the purpose of taking care of these 
prisoners, Now, it is proposed by the fourth 
section of this bill, notwithstanding the express 
language of the sixth section of the act to which 
I have referred, providing that these prisoners 
should not be removed unul a penitentiary in the 
District should be completed, to take them away 
from Albany in violation of the agreement made 
by the Secretary of the Interior, and put them to 
work upon the construction of these proposed 
buildings. Itis against the violation of that con- 
tract that I here protest, and therefore ask that 
this fourth section be struck out of the bill. 
have stated facts here which I believe are uncon- 
tradicted. 

The warden of that penitentiary appeared be- 
fore the Commtttee for the District of Columbia 


and produced the contract made by the Secretary | 


of the Interior in conformity with that statute, 
and I must express my surprise, after that was 
done, that this section should have appeared in 
this bill, Whether it was the unanimous act of 
the committee, or ofa majority, I do not know. 
But here it is, and it is in utter violation of every 
principle of good faith applicable to this contract 
between the Secretary and the managers of that 
Institution, under which they have spent a large 
sum of money to take care of those prisoners. 

These are the reasons which have induced me 
to move to strike out the fourth section. 


I; 


‘i Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. The penitentiary at 
i Albany is a county prison under the control of 
i the supervisors of Albany county, and not under 
the contro! of the State authoritics of New, York 
at all, and that county is making, in my humble 
| judgment, a very good thing out of this.contract. 


i 
! 
i 
i 
f i 
j i 
: | 
| : $ 

| Lam not surprised that my friend from New | 
i 

t 

j} 


| 
| 
i 
t 


|i York [Mr. Pruyn] should be found in this mat- 
i ter protecting the interests of his constituents. 
Lam not surprised that he should object to a propo- 
| sition which would deprive them of the profits 
i they now enjoy, for the pay which they receive 
| from the Government, and from profits of the 
labor of the convicts of the District of Columbia. 
But | ask whether it is. not in the power of Con- 
gress to annul any contractthat the Secretary of 
the Interior may have made, whenever it deems 
it proper to do so. 

Mr. NELSON. I think the gentleman from 
Ohio (Mr. Morris] misapprehends the position 
of my friend from the Albany district, [Mr. 
Proyy.] That position is that a contract has been 
made for the care and support of these convicts 
at the Albany penitentiary, fora given time, and 
itis not right or just that Congress should do 
anything to revoke thatcontract. Every-one fa- 
miliar with the Albany penitentiary knows that 4 
the authorities there contract not only with the 
authorities at Washington, but with the author- | 
ides of different counties in the State of New 
York, and ic is well known that the rates vary in 
proportion to the length of time the contract is- 
for. If the convicts are to be kept for thirty days 
there is a certain rate paid; if for sixty days a cer- 
tain less rate; if for ninety days a still less rate, 
and soon. And undoubtedly when the warden 
made this contract with the authorities at Wash- 
ington, he had an eye to the time that it would | 
require for the completion of the penitentiary of 
the District of Columbia, and fixed the rate ac- 
cordingly. The county of Dutchess, in which I 
reside, although possessing a county jail and 
county poor-house, sends her convicts to Albany 
penitentiary as a matter of economy, and as the 
cheapest way to dispose of them. Is it right or 
| just for Congress to revoke the contract made 
| under those circumstances? The question is not 
| whether Congress has the power to do so, but 
whether itis fair dealing to do so, 

Mr. MALLORY. 1 wish to inquire of my 
friend from New York [Mr. Nevson] and from 
the gentleman from the Albany district, how long 
this contract between the warden of the Albany 
penitentiary and the authorities at Washington 
was to last? 

Mr. NELSON. Till the penitentiary build- 
ing for the District of Columbia should be com- 

lected. 

Mr. MALLORY. I donot see, then, how this 
bill conflicts with the contract. The convicts 
will remain where they are till the building here 
| is ready for them. 

Mr. NELSON. The fourth section of this bill 
proposes to take away the convicts and set them 
to work at the building. There is no objection 
to the building of one or of ten penitentiarics 
here, but the Government should keep to the con- 
tract it has made. 


| of the contract are that when the District of Co- į 
lumbia provides for these prisoners they arc to be | 
taken from Albany. ‘There is no time specified. 
Whenever the authorities here are ready to take 
them, they have a right, under this contract, to 
take them. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. The sixth section of 
the act under which these convicts were seni to 
Albany provides that whenever a suitable peni- 
| tentlary shall be erected in the District of Colum- 
bia, and completed for the reception of prisoners, 
| it shall be the duty of thé Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to cause to be transferred from such peni- 
| tentiary all prisoners who, under its terms, are 
imprisoned outside of the District of Columbia. 
This bill provides that as soon as arrangement 
can be made for the care and safe-keeping of the 
prisoners in this District, they shall be employed 
in the erection of these buildings. 1 do not see 
anything very incompatible between the provis- 
ions of this bill and the terms of the contract. 

li was claimed in the discussion of the bill pr 
viding for the purchase of a steam fire-cngine, í 
j and ł think it has been claimed by the genleman 
| from Towa, [Mr. Grinnexr,] in the dis mof: 


s 


Mr. MALLORY. I understand thatthe terms f 


EB. 


this bill, that. the citizens of Washington ough 
to. provide all. these things for themselves, . i 

Mr. Chairman, as the law now:-is,;-the citizens 
of Washington are not paying one cent forthe. 
maintenance of these prisoners. It is to the ih- 
| terest of the people ofthis city that this bill should 
not pass, because their prisoners: are now kept 
at the sole expense of the General Government. 
But we.propose to tax them $100,000, believing 
that by the passage of this bill we can maintain 
thé convicts of this District cheaper than to. send 
them to Albany, We believe that there is an im- 
perative necessity fora new jail andfora house of 
correction for juvenile offenders. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I ask. the 
gentleman to yield to me for a moment to enable 
me to call his attention to the law on this subject 
of January 16,1863. The first section of that act 
provides: 

“ That all persons who shall hereafter be convicted by the 
criminal court of the District of Columbia of any offense, 
the punishment of which by Jaw shall be confinement iù 
the penitentiary, shall be confined during the term for ~ 
which they shall be sentenced by said court in some suit- 
able prison in a convenient State, where they can be em- 
ployed at suitable labor, to be designated by wife Secretary 
of the Interior.” 


Then the second section goes on to say: 

“That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to contract with the managers or superintendent of a suit- 
able prison in some convenient State for the imprisonment 
and snbsistenee and proper employment of all prisoners 
who shall be convicted in said court of such offenses, on 
the best terms that he can; and he shall, ouor before the 
first day of each term of the eriniinal court of the District 
of Columbia, inform said court in writing of the desigua- 
tion and location of the prison in which heshall bave made 
provision for the confinement and supportof prisoners ; and 
said court shall sentence all persons who shall, during said 
term, be convicted of such offenses, to confinement at hard 
labor in the prison so designated.” 

Now, it seems to me we have no authority to 
change these sentences that have been pronounced 
under this law, confining men inthe penitentiary, 
designated by the Secretary of the Interior under 
the authority of the second section of this act 
which | have read. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. We took that 
responsibility, when we sent them to Albany, of 
changing the sentence. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Very well. 
But it was not tested then, and therefore does not 
change the question now, It iscertainly a ques- 
tion whether, by changing their place of confine- 
ment, we do ugt release them from the sentence 
confining them ina particular place. : 

Mr. TRACY. Task the gentleman if this Con- 
gress has not the power of repealing that law, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. This Con- 
gress, l take it, has wot the power of passing an 
ex post facto law changing the sentence of a crim- 
inal pronounced in due course of law; an ex post 
i facto law being one which fixes a penalty to an 
| act after.it is committed, or changes the penalty 
| from what it was at the time the act was com- 
mitted. : 

Mr. BROOMALL. The gentleman will allow 
| me to ask him this question: suppose the peni- 
tontiary were burned down, and another built a 
mile off, would we have any power to remove the 
convicts there? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. That would 
be an entirely different question. This peniten- 
tiary, | believe, has not been burned down, It 
| remains in Albany, as it did when the prisoners 
were sentenced. 

Mr. BROOMALL. Does that alter the ques- 
tion? 2 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. It does alter 
; it materially. 

1 Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. As this is the only 
day set apart for the District business, I hope we 


| 
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' shall dispose of this bill, and uniess the question - 


' can be taken now, I will move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing the debate. 

The motion to strike out the fourth section of 
the bill was disagreed to. 

The substitute reported by the Committee for 
the District of Columbia for the whble bill was 
adopted. . 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I move that the com- 
mittee rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
chair, Mr. Pixe reported that the 


resumed the ‘ k 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Unton 
had, according to order, had the Union generally 
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ünder consideration, and particularly Senate bill 
No: 168 and House bill. No. 169,and had instructed | 
him to report the same back to the House with 
amendments, and with the recommendation that 
they do pass. 

Mr: WASHBURNE, of Hlinois.- I move that 
Senate bill No. 168, making an appropriation for 
a fire-engine, be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 56, noes 40. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was laid on 
the table; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. ‘ 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr.. MORRIS, of Ohio. The question now 
comes up on_the other bill in relation to the pen- 
itentiary, &c. If the House will assign another 
day for the consideration of the District of Co- 
lumbia business I would-have no objection toad- 
journing and allowing this bill to go over. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope this 
bill will be passed upon, and then that the House 
will give unanimous consent to the assignment of 
another day to the District business. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I propose that two 
weeks from to-day be assigned for the consider- 
‘ation of the business of the District of Columbia. 
-~ Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I will not 
object to that, after the House takes action upon 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman object now? 

Mr. WASHBURNGE, of Illinois. Ido. 

Mr. PRUYN. lask whether it is not the posi- 
tive order of the House that this bill be disposed 


of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
already announced that this bill is before the 
House for its action. 


DISTRICL OF COLUMBIA PENITENTIARY. 


The next was House bill No. 169, authorizing 
the construction of a penitentiary, jail,and house 
of correction in and for the District of Columbia, 
reported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union with a substitute. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Nevson] authorizes me to take back 
the entire speech which he made against that bill, 
He admits that he was mistaken in his premises. 
(Laughter.] 

Mr. TRACY moved that the bill be recommit- 
ted to the Committee for the Distsictof Columbia. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Illinois, moved that 
the bill be laid upon the table. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Vhe House divided; and there were-zsayes 51, 
noes 45. g 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. W ASIBURNE, 
of Ilinois, and Exormar, were appointed. y 

‘The House again divided; and the, tellers re- 
ported—ayes 63, noes 40. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

And then (at ten minutes before five o’clock, 
p.m.) the House adjourned. 


Does the gen- 


es 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, April 8, 1864. 
Pi yer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
Phe Journal of yesterday wasread andapproved, | 
TAXATION IN WASHINGTON. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
the amendments of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. No. 126) to amend an act to inco! 
porate the inhabitants of the city of Washington, 
passed May 15, 1820. 

.GRIMES. Lmovethat those amendments 


be referred to the Committee on the District of | 


Columbia. i 


| Hine twenty-one, on the same page, to strike out 


Ni i j | struction of a pier in Little Sodus bay, on Lake 
ite motion was agreed to, E 


UNION GAS-LIGHE COMPANY. 

The VICEPR 
she amend 
ta the bil 


ST DEN'T laid before the Senate 
of the House of Representatives 


a. 155) to incorporate the Union | 


The 
were abt 


the am 
wo, on 


pdments, whi 
p after the 
gas: aud in 


any of the District of Cobymbia. | 


i diciary, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 131) 


: as in Committee of the Whole. 


William G. Brown the sum of'ninety-nine dol- 


the word in’? and insert  of.”” 

Mr. WILLEY. Those are merely verbal 
amendments, and I move that the Senate concur 
in them. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECULIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of War, communi- 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 22d of March, a statement showing the 
number of nine months’ volunteers and militia 
raised under the act of July 17, 1862, and what 
portion of those troops received the bounty of 
twenty-five dollars; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOWE presented a memorial of the Le- 
gislature of Wisconsin in favor of the passage of 
an act requiring the issue of patents for land pur- 
chased from the Stockbridge Indians, in conform- 
ity to an act of Congress, approved March 3, 1843, 
and for the sale of the unsold lands of the Stock- 
bridge reservation, and that the price he fixed at 
$1 25 per acre; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented seven petitions 
of citizens of Minnesota, praying for the passage 
of the joint resolution amending the act of Con- 
gress granting lands to the State of Minnesota to 
aid in the construction of railroads therein, ap- 
proved March 3, 1857, so as to allow the build- 
ing of a road from Winona, via St. Peter or Man- 
kato, to the Big Sioux river, south of the forty- 
fifth parallel ofnorth latitude; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. . 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of Wisconsin in favor of 
the passage of an act requiring the issue of patents 
for lands purchased from the Stockbridge Indians, 
inconformity with anactapproved March 3, 1843, 
and recommending the sale of all unsold lands of 
the Stockbridge reservations, aud that the price be 
fixed at $1 25 per acre; which was referred to the 
Committee ov Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred a memorial of con- 
tractors and builders of the side-wheel gunboats 
known as the double-enders,” praying that they 
may be allowed extra compensation on their con- 
tract, asked to be discbarged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 


to consolidate into ove district, for judicial pur- 
poses, the northern and southern districts of Cal- 
ifornia, and for other purposes, reported it with 
an amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee onthe 
Judiciary, to whom was referred a resolution pro- 
posing a new rule of the Senate in relation toex- | 
ecutive nominations, reported adversely thereon, 


WILLIAM G. BROWN. i 


Mr. HENDRICKS. The Committee on Claims 
to whom was referred the bili (EI. R, C. ©. No. 
116) for the relief of William G. Brown, have 
directed me to report it back and recommend its 
passage, and as the bill is for the payment of but 
a small sum of money, Ninety-nine dollars, and 
to carry outa judgment of the Court of Claims, 
I suggest that, if it be the pleasure of the Senate, 
it be passed now. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered 
lt proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 


lars in full for stone or other materials used by 
order of the agents of the Government in the con- 


Ontario, in the year 1853. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DARIUS $. COLE. | 
Mr. HENDRICKS. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bil (A. R. C. C. No. | 
115) for the relief of Dariug S. Cole, bave also | 
sied me Lo report favorably upon it; and as | 
miliar bill ta the othe ending ou the | 


r 


goder 


ji s 


ame state of facts almost, and also carrying ovt 
a judgment of the Court of Claims, 1 ask that 
it be put on its passage. g f 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to Darius S. Cote the sum of $2,224, in 
full for materials furnished to the United States 
for the construction of the pier in Little Sodus 
bay, Lake Ontario. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know if 
there isany report accompanying the bill. A 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The facts are stated in 
the finding of the Court of Claims, and therefore 
the committee thought it was not necessary to 
make a detailed report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will inquire simply if 
it is recommended by a judgmentof the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
Court of Claims. . 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I have no objection 
to it, $ 

The bill was reported to the Senate withou 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DANIEL WORMER. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. TheCommitteeon Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. C. C. No. 
114) for the relief of Daniel Wormer, have also 
instructed me to report it back favorably; and 
as it isof the same class, carrying outa judgment 
of the Court of Claims, | desire to have it put 
upon its passage now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Com- 
mittee of the W hole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to Daniel Wormer the sum of $1,778 36, in full 
for all percentage retained by the Government on 
pamena heretofore made to him, and for alltim- 

er or other materials furnished by him in the 
construction of the pier at Little Sodus bay, on 
Lake Ontario. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


NAME OF A COLLECTION DISTRICT. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
287) to change the name of the district aud port 
of Presque Isle to the district and portof Eric, 
have directed me to report it withan amendment, 
and Lask for its present consideration. It is very 
short and will Jead to no debate. 

There being no objection, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committec of the Whole. The amend- 


Itisthe judgment of the 


| mentof the Committee on Commerce was in line 


three, after the words ‘¢ Presque Isle”? to insert 
the words ‘in the State of Pennsylvania.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was corcurred in. ‘The 


| amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the 


bill to be read a third time, and it: was read the 
third time, and passed, 


CUSLOMS OFFICERS AT PORTLAND. 


Mr. MORRILL. Lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to whom was referred a bill 
(H. R. No. 373) to appoint an appraiser and us- 
sistant appraiser for the port of Portland, and for 
other purposes, to report the same back favorably, 
and f ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole, Its purpose isto 
authorize the President of the United States, with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
an appraiser and assistant appraiser for the purt 
of Portland, Maine, whose duties shall bethesame 
as those of similar officers in other ports; and to 
amend the ninth section of the act of May 7,1822, 
entitled “An act further to establish the com pen- 
sation of officers of the customs, and toalrer, cer~ 
tain collection districts, and for other parposes,”’ 
by adding Portland to the ports therein enu mer- 
ated. And the deputy collectors, not exceeding 
three in number, and the appraiser of the port are 
each to receive the compensation of $2,000 per 
annum, and the assistant appraiser $1,300 per an- 
num, 

The bill was reported to the Senate withnut 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. : 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. l 

Mr. HOWARD. 1 move to take up a bill of 
the House of Representatives, No. 206, entitled 
“A bill in addition to an act for the establishment 
of certain arsenals. ”? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the Senator allow me 
to offer a resolution of inquiry first and ask for its 
present consideration ? ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The introduction 
of bills is first in order. j 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask leave to introduce a 
bill, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand the Senator 
from Michigan to move to take up a bill. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I hope the Senator will al- 
low ug to introduce bills. 

Mr. HOWARD. I have moved to take up 
House bill No. 206. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stood the Senator.to yield the floor. 

Mr. HOWARD. ‘No, sir, I did not. I wish 
to take up this bill, and then of course I will ac- 
commodate other gentlemen. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the resolution that I of- 
fered, and which was under consideration yester- 
day morning, will come up, merely for the pur- 
pose of having a vote upon it. I do not desire to 
say a word further in relation to it. Imerely ask 
the Senate to take a vote upon it and I shall tres- 
pass upon them no more. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Michigan to 
take up the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD. Now, the bill being up, 1 
will give way to allow morning business to be 
received for a few minutes, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr.GRIMES asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 220) to 
provide for the establishment ofa County and Dis- 
trict of Columbia Industrial Normal] School, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 

Mr. HOWARDasked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
221) for the reliefof Robert Wagstaff; which was 
read twice by its tite, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob- 
tained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S, 
No. 42) to extend the time for the reversion to 
the United States of the lands granted by Con- 
gress to aid in the construction of arailroad from 
Pere Marquette to Flint, and for the completion 
of said road; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORRILL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtaineds leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
222) extending the jurisdiction of district cour 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent o 
taincd, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 223) to 
regulate the foreign and coasting trade on the 
northern, northeastern, and northwestern front- | 
iers of the United States, and for other purpose 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 


to 
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Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following re 
olution; which was considered by unanimous co 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expedieucy of placing the pro- 
fessors of Ethics, of Spanish, and of Drawing,at the Naval 
Academy, on the same footing with the other professors, 


ARRESTS AT ALEXANDRIA. 


Mr. WILSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: : 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of War be directed to com- 
municate to the Senate any information in his possession 
touching the recent arrest of Captain C. B. Ferguson, quar- 
termaster United States Army, and Captain William Stod- 
dard, assistant quartermaster of volunteers, lately in charge į 
of the military depot at Alexaudria, Virginia, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAVIS. J ask that my resolution in re- 
gard to Yocum’s case be taken up now; and it can 
be passed by informally to allow gentlemen to in- 
terpose other business. 

Mr. HOWARD. | will agree to that if it does 
not displace my bill that is now before the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES. I hope the Senator from Ken- 
tacky will permit the bul that the Senator from 
Michigan bas under consideration to be proceeded 
with. It will take up just about the morning hour. 
It is a very important bill, I know. 

Mr. DAVIS. lf my resolution is taken up, | 
merely to be before the Senate at any time that I 
choose to call it up, I will give place to this busi- 
ness, or any other business that may be offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
permit the Chair to suggest that if the Chair un- 
derstands the desire of the Senator, if the bill be- 
fore the Senate should consume the whole of the 
morning hour, he would not accomplish his ob- 
ject, for that would be the actual pending question 
at the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to the reso- 
Jution being superseded by this bill in that way. 
If the bill has the effect to supersede it, I will ac- 
quiesce cheerfully; but I move to take up the res- 
olution, and if it be taken up 1 will then consent 
that the bill desired by the Senator from Michigan 
shall be taken up, and that my resolution shall be | 
overslaughed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill of the 
Senator from Michigan has been taken up on the 
vote of the Senate, and is now before the Senate. 
All these other motions have intervened by the 
unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HOWARD, Lhope we shall proceed with 
the bill. 


S- i 
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ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (11. R. 
No. 206) in addition to an act for the establish- 
ment of certain arsenals is before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, aud will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, ft recites that it 


| is necessary that the Government of the United | 


States should at an early day, for the purpose of 
the arsenal at Rock Island, in the State of Ilinois, 
provided for in the act passed July 11, 1862, ob- 
tain the possession of and titie to certain lands, 
now the property of private persons, upon which 


to locate the arsenal, with the grounds and build- 


the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARLAN asked, and by unanimous cop- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
225) for the relief of certain friendly Indians of | 
the Sioux nation in Minnesota; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. i 

vy NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. SHERMAN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (5. No. 
224) to provide a national currency secured bya 
pledge of United States stocks, and to provide 
for the circulation and redemption thereof; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Before that bill is referred, 
Twill state that the bill now introduced by me is 
the same bill that was perfected in the House of 
Representatives, but by a misunderstanding or | 
disagrcement of the friends of the bill was defeated 

| 
i 


the other day. Lintroduce it now in its perfected 
form, and ask its reference to the Committee on 
Finance. 

‘It was so referred, 


ings needful for and to make a part of the same; 
and it therefore empowers the Secretary of War 
to take and hold fall, complete, and permanent 
possession, in bebalf of the United States, of all ? 
the lands and shoves of the island of Rock Island, | 
in the State of Illinois, the same, when so pos- 
sessed, to be held and keptas a military reserva- 
tion by the War Department, upon which shall 
be built and maintained an arsenal for the con- | 
struction, deposit, and repair of arms and muni- | 
tions of war, and sach other military establish- 
ments as have been or may be authorized by law 
to be placed thereon in connection with such ar- 
senal. 

if it shali appear upon examination by the At- 
torney General of the United States of the titles 
of the lands on Rock lsland taken and occupied 
by the Secretary of War for an arsenal and other 
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military purposes, that any part or parcels thereof |! 
are now the property of, andare rightfully pos- |: 


sessed by, any individual or corporation as his 
or their own private property, the value of the 
private property so taken, and a just compensa- | 
tion for any damages caused by the taking, shall, | 


shall notagree with any 
of land go taken for the 


| usc of the United States for military purposes, or 
if any such owner or owners shall refuse to ace 
cept the sum to be paid to him or them by: the 
Secretary of the Treasnry as the true value, or 
shall from any other cause neglect or fail-for the 
space of twelve months after the taking to exe- 
-cute and deliver.the deed or deeds needful, inthe 
opinion of the Attorney General, to convey to 
the United States the title ofthe lands taken, there - 
shall forthwith be selected three compéte at. per~ 
sons, who shall be named and appointed bythe 
President and constituted.a board of commission 
ers, whose duty it shall be to hear the parties.in- 
terested, who may appear before.them upon rea= 
sonable notice of time and place, and ascertain 
the true value of the land taken, and of the‘sev~ 
eral parcels thereof that shall not have been coñe 
veyed toor paid for by the United States, and the 
names and tues of the claimants thereof, if more 
than one, and their respective interests therein, 
and what compensation for the taking of their 
lands is due to each claimant. The board ofcom- 
missioners is to report as early as practicable after 
| their appointment.to the circuit court of the Uni- 
ted States within the district in which the lands 
are Situated; and in case of a difference of opin- 
ion in the board as to the matters referred tothem, 
| the report of a majority of the commissioners is 
to be held to be the report of the-board. 

The circuit court, upon the return and exam~- 
ination of the report of the commissioners, shall, 
for the parcels of land taken, as to which there 
appear to be no conflicting claims for compensa- 
tion, by decree order the sums awarded by the 
commissioners in their report to be paid ta the 
person or persons who shall, according to the re« 
port, be entitled thereto, and who shall apply 
therefor, and who shall, by writing filed in the: 
court, waive his or their right to an appeal from 
the determination of the board of commissioners, 
and agree to accept the sum awarded, in full sat- 
isfaction of his or their claims for the lands taken 
by the United States; but if the party so entitled 
and applying or filing a complaint, as is subse- 
| quently provided in the bill, shall have an estate 
for life only in the land, or any estate less than 
a fee simple, or shall be a married woman, ora 
minor, OY non compos menlis, the court shall, in 
its fiual judgment or deerée, make such order for 
i the payment of the compensation to the party or 
for its payment into court; and as to the invest- 
ment of the principal and dispusal of the income, 
or interest thereof, as shall be just and equitable, 
and for the protection of the riwhts of those inter- 
ested, in accordance with the rules and practice 
of courts of equity, in cases where a fund in court 
is to be divided and administered 

Provision is made to adjust the cases of those 
who may be dissatisfied with the decisions made, 
through various courts, with a right of appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States; and in 
all cases of final judgments or decrees by the cir- 
cuit court, or, on appeal, by the Supreme Court, 
where the same shall he affirmed in favor of the 
claimant, the sum due thereby shall be paid either 
to the claimant or into the circuit court, as the 
judgment or decree may determine, by the Uni- 
ted States, out of the money appropriated for the 
construction and maintenance of the arsenal, on 
presentation to the Secretary of the Treasury of 
a copy of the judgment or decree signed by the 
| presiding judge, and certified by the clerk of the 
; circuit court. Such payment is to be a full dis- 
charge to the United States for the compensation 
and damages due for the taking of the lands, in 
respect of which the judgment or decree was ren- 
dered or made, and to forever bar any further 
claim or demand against the United States arising 
outofthe taking ofsuch land. Every claim against 
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lie’ use as authorized in the bill, is to be forever 
‘barred unless within three years from the time of 
-such taking the ektim for compensation therefor 
shall be adjusted by agreement with the Secre- 
tary of War, or be settled by an award of the 
board of commissioners; or presented by com- 
plaint or petition to the circuit court of the Uni- 
“ted States in the district in which the land is sit- 
uated; but the claims of persons who at the time 
of the taking shall be under the age of twenty- 
one years, married women, idiots, lunatics, or 
insane, or beyond seas, shall not be barred if their 
petition of complaint be filed in the court within 
three years after the disability has ceased, but no 
disability other than those enumerated shall pre- 
vent any claim from being-barred, nor shall any 
of thy said disabilities operate cumulatively. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs and the Militia was in section 
eight, after the word “land,” in line sixteen, to, 
insert: 


And such payment, or the lawful tender thereof, shalt 
operate as and shall be deemed and held to be a full and 
complete conveyance of the parcel or parcels of land for 
which it was made to the United States. 


Thé amendment was.agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. Ifí understand this bill it in- 
volves a new principle in the practice of this Gov- 
ernment, and one which, according to my recol- 
lection, has never been attempted to be practiced 
from the earliest period of the Government to” 
the present time. Ido not speak with certainty 
when I say that that is so; but such is my im- 
pression. 1 think there has been no instance of 
an attempt on the part of this Government to take 
private property ina State for public uses against 
the consent of the owner, I should like to hear 
the learned gentleman from Michigan, who | 
know is a profound lawyer, on that subject. It 
strikes me to be a new exercise of power. 

Mr. HOWARD. ‘This bill passed the House 
of Representatives on the 18th of February last. 
The object is to enable the Government to acquire 
the title to the whole of Rock Island, in the State 
of Hlinois, for the purpose of an arsenal, that 
place having been selected by act of Congress of 
1862, among others, for the purpose of establish- 
ing an arsenal in the West, It is a small island 
in Rock river, and very commodionsly situated 
for. such a purpose; and with the exception of 
aboutone hundred and ninety acres of land lying 
on the island, it belongs entirely to the United 
States, the title never having been transferred by 
the United States; and no controversy can arise 
so far as is now seen under this bill, except as to 
that portion of the land which is now owned by 
private persons, those persons being only two 
in number. Whether they are willing to sell to 
the United States the lands which they own on 
that island 1 do not know; but the object of the | 
bill is to acquire the title to the whole island, their 
Jands included. 

The Senator from New Hampshire puts the 
question whether it is competent for the United | 
States to take the property of private persons for 
public use without the consent of the State Legis- 
lature 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. HOWARD. I should hike, then, to un- | 
derstand the question which is put by the Sena- 
tor more distinctly than I do. | 

Mr, HALE. Í stated that L believed this Gov- 
ernment had never attempted to take for publie 
use private property in a State without the con- 
sent of the owner. 

Mr. HOWARD. Whether it has or has not 
exercised that power is a matter of very little 
consequence. ‘The only question of any import- 
ance before the Senate is whether the Govern- 
ment has power in this manner to acquire the title 
to private property for public use. As to that 
question F can entertain no doubt whatever. Cer- 
tainly the Constitution, by the plainest implica- | 
tion, authorizes the Government of the United | 


States, whenever they shall see fit to take private |; 


property for the public use, to do so upon mak- 
ing just compensation. This is in one of the 
amendments to the Constitution adopted afterthe 

main body of the Constitution had been tn oper- | 
ation for several years. I cannot doubt it; and 
until the Senator from New Hampshire shali call 
to my attention some clause in the Constitution 
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tain no sort of doubt. 

There is but one amendment suggested to this 
bill, that which hasjust been read, and it is added 
for the mere purpose of cutting off for the future 
all controversies as to the title of the property 
which the Government may thus take upon mak- 
ing due compensation, and placing the title be- 
yond:all dispute in the United States. , 

I will say further in respect to the bill, that in 
case of any controversy that may arise between 
the Government and a private person under this 
bill, the private person has a right to resort first 
to commissioners, next tothe circuit court of the 
United States, and if he sees fit have the value of 
his property assessed by a jury regularly called 
and impanneled; and then, if he is unsatisfied with 
the proceedings, he has aright to appeal the whole 
case from the circuit court of the United States 
for that district to the Supreme Court of the United 
States; so that 1 am not able to see any objection 
to the bill growing out of the suspicion of injus- 
tice being done to any private person. I hope the 
bill will be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. POWELL. Irise to inquire of the Sen- 
ator who reports this bill, in what State Rock-Is!- 
andis? Is it not in Hlinois? 

Mr. HOWARD. It is in Illinois. 

Mr. POWELL. Is there any provision to get 
the consent of the sovereign State of Illinois to 
the transmission of this property to us? Has 
the Legislature of Linois taken any action on 
the matter? 

Mr. HOWARD. I am not aware that the 
Legislature of the State of Illinois has taken any 
| action in the matter. J do not know how that is. 

Mr. POWELL. I concur with the Senator 
from New Hampshire, if I understood the point 
he made a few moments ago, that we cannot do 
| this thing unless we have the consent of the State. 
The universal custom from the beginning of the 
Government has been, if the General Government 
wishes to obtain property in a State for the pur- 
pose of erecting a fort or arsenal or hospital, to 
procure a law from the State giving the United 
States jurisdiction. 

Mr. HOWARD. I do not believe it to be 
| necessary that the Legislature of Hlinois should 
| give its consent to the proceeding which the bill 
| has in contemplation, because, as E have already 
| remarked, I have no doubt as to the power of the 
t 


|} Government of the United States to take private 


| property, no matter of what quality, whether per- 


compensation therefor, 


jurisdiction. Our practice has been to get a ces- 
sion of jurisdiction from the State in all such 
cases. 

Mr. HOWARD. The question of jurisdiction 
does not arise at this stage of the proceeding. It 
will be sufficient to discuss that question when 
there shall bea conflict of jurisdiction between the 
State of Ilinois and the Government of the Uni- 
ted States in respect to this island. 


is aware that the policy of the Government of the 
| United States is well established, not to take lands 
to be used in this way In the States unless there 


ii is a cession of jurisdiction by the States where | 


Mr. HOWARD. I am quite aware that there 


| 
i 
| the lands He. 
| been made by States to the Government of the 
United States. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. There isa general law 
on the subject, F 
Mr. JOHNSON, Will the memberfrom Michi- 
gan permit meto make a remark? 
Mr. HOWARD. Certainly. : 
Mr, JOHNSON. There are two_questions, 


which seems, in his opinion, to prohibit us from 


i suppose, presented by this bill, The first is 


sonal or real, for the public use by making just į 


| My. FESSENDEN. But that does not confer | 


are numerous instances in which cessions have | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator, I suppose, || 


| 
| 


whether we can authorize the condemnation of 
property and acquire title to property in that way; 

and the otheris whether, it we get the tide in that 

way and nothing elseis done, the United States 

would have jurisdiction over it. The proposi- 

tions are entirely independent of each other. I 

suppose with reference to tlre first point, it would 

be very clear, if there was notin the Constitution 
the particular provision to which Iam about to 

refer, that, as an incident of sovercignty, the right 

of eminent domain belongs to this Government, 

I mean the right of eminent domain with refer- 

ence to the powers conferred upon the Govern- 

ment by the Constitution. The member from. 
New Hampshire and the member from’ Kentucky 

are mistaken in supposing that this power has 

never been exercised. The United States some 

years ago were very anxious to obtain a site for 

a fort at the entrance to a harbor in California, 
and they were charged as they supposed a very 
extravagant price, some one hundred or two hun- 
dred thousand dollars for what in point of fact, 
as they supposed, was worth only some fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars, and they proceeded to 

condemn it. Whether the proceedings were con- 
summated or not, that is to say whether the Uni- 

ted States got title under the proccedings or not, 

Lam not so certain. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘The proceedings were in 
a State court under a State law. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iknow that; butby the Uni- 
ted States. Now, notonly, as I think, is the right 
of eminent domain incidental to a Government like 
the United States, and every other Government 
that can be imagined, as faras relates to its powers, 
where these powers may be beneficially exercised 
by exerting the right of eminent domain, but one 
of the amendments to the Constitution necessarily 
implies that in the judgment of the people of the 
United States, by whom it was adopted, and the 
framers of thoseamendments, the right did exist, 
The fifth amendment to the Constitution, adopted, 
as we know, soon after the Constitution itself was 
adopted, provides: 

* Nor shall private property Le taken for public use withe 
out just compensation.” 

It assumes necessarily that private property 
may be taken for public use, and the provision 
which I have just read was intended to limit what 
it was supposed might be the unjust consequences 
of the exertion of that power; and so it did not 
take from the Government the power to appre- 
priate private property to public use, but limited 
the right to acquire by directing that it should 
only be done on the payment of just compensa- 
tion. Just compensation, therefore, being pro- 
vided for, the right exists to apply private prop- 
erty to public use; and this provision in the Con- 
stitution of the United States, as it now is, has 
always been held, and properly held, to be appli- 
cable exclusively to the Governmentof the United 
States. It is a limitation of the power of Con- 
gress. It has nothing to do with the constitutions 
of the several States. That being the case, itseems 
to me to be very clear that according to the true 
meaning of the Constitution there is a right'to 
take private property for public ise, subject to the 
restriction that compensation Is to be made. 

But there is another objection. The right of 
eminent domain is an ulterior right, and should 
never be exercised, and is never exercised by any 
Government except for the purpose of obtaining 
title. If you fail to get it by contract because the 
party who owns it is unwilling to give it upon 
any reasonable terms, or because there is no per- 
son to be found with whom the agreement can be 
made, you get it by exercising the right of emi- 
nent domain. Where you get it by the exercise 
of the right of eminent domain, and the Govern- 
ment that exercises it has jurisdiction coextensive 
with the territory, and exclusive jurisdiction, 
nothing more is necessary to be done than to get 
the title, jurisdiction existing antecedent; but that 
is not the case with the Government of the United 
States. The jurisdiction over all the territorial 
limits within the several States is in the govern- 
ment of the States 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The Chair is obliged to appeal to the Senator to 
suspend his remarks fora moment. The rule of 
the Senate is imperative, and makes it incumbent 
on the Chair, the morning hour having expired, 
to call up the special order of the day, 

Mr. HOWARD. We can get through with 
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this bill in a very few moments, and I hope that | 
the order of the day may be passed over inform- | 
ally for a moment. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By common į 
consent the special order will lie for the time 
being, that the further consideration of the bill 
now before the Senate may be continued; and no 
objection being made, the Senator from Maryland 
will proceed with his remarks. a 

Mr. JOHNSON. I was about to say, Mr. | 
President, that in our form of government, or 
rather, forms of government, the jurisdiction over 
the lands, as far as those lands are within the gov- 
ernment of the States, is a jurisdiction in the 
State;.and although it is not absolutely necessary, 
or necessary at all,as I think, in order to get title 
tolands within the State in the United States, yetit 
is necessary or advisable in a case of this descrip- 
tion, at least, that if title is to be obtained in that 
way, it should be followed by also having united 
with the title exelusive jurisdiction. It is more 
particularly necessary if the property is to be ap- 
propriated to public uses. It ought not to be 
subject to the jurisdiction of the States. lt seems 
to me, therefore, it would be very desirable, or, 
to state it differently, most desirable, before pro- 
ceeding to occupy this site for that purpose by 
excercising the right of eminent domain under the 
provisions of this bill, that it should be preceded 
by an agreement on the part of the State of Ii- 
nois that she would cede jurisdiction over it to 
the United States, 

Mr. HOWARD. Ido not apprehend thatany 
difficulty will grow out of the objection which the 
Senator from Maryland has presented against the 
bill. Itis a well-known fact that in the new States 
there are immense tracts of land the title of which 
now is in the United States, lying within the 
limits of the States. There is no doubt that the 
jurisdiction of the new States for the punishment 
ofall crimes, the enforcement of contracts, and for 
all the purposes of State government, extends over 

he lands thus bejonging to the United States. It 

ts hardly conceivable how a collision could arise 
between the authority of the State and the author- 
ity of the United States upon those lands. {f do 
not see, I confess, any reason for supposing that 
there will be any difficulty arising in reference to 
this particular island which would not be likely 
to arise elsewhere in the State of Ilinois upon the 
public lands. It may be conceded perhaps, for 
the sake of the argument, that the jurisdiction of 
Ilinois for political and civil purposes will ex- 
tend over this island as it does now, and that the 
United States'will be simply the owner of the 
property for the uses and purposes ofan arsenal, 
{t will not follow, however, that the government 
of Illinois has any right whatever, and it would 
have no right, to interfere with the operations of 
the Federal authorities there in carrying on the 
affairs of this arsenal. Everything will go on just 
as harmoniously as if the United States had ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over the island. 

Sir, bam not sure that it is possible under our 
Constitution to give tothe United States an exclu- 
sive political jurisdiction over this island, though 
1 do not propose to spend any time in discussing 
the question. The old Constitution before it was 
amended provided that Congress should have 
power 

TO exe sive legislation in all cases whatso- 
ever over such d t, &e., and to exercise like authority 
over all places purchased by the consent of the Legislature 
of Une State in which the same shall be, forthe erection of 
forts, magazines, arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful 
buildings- Z 


T do not know that under that clause Illinois 
might not concede exclusive jurisdiction; but Ij 
do not deem it necessary that she should do so. 
There will be perfect harmony there between the 
State authorities and the Federal authorities. All) 
that the Government wants of this island is the 
use of it for the purposes of an arsenal, and for 
those purposes undoubtedly the laws of Hlinois 
will be asufficient protection for the United States, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
is on ordering the amendment to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Irise toa question of or- 
der. I must insist upon going on with the order 
of the day W this bill is to lead to discussion, as | 

| 


I presume it will, The Senator from Wisconsin |! 
designs discussing it, I believe. 


| tions to the amendment. t 
proper to make this announcement in advance, | 


Mr. HOWE. 
mit on this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I must insist on the 
special order, This bill was only continued after 
one o'clock by unanimousconsent. Itis not with 
‘a desire to interfere with the remarks of the Sen- 
atorfrom Wisconsin at all, but because I consider 
it my duty, having charge of the other subject, 
which is the special order, to insist that it shall 
be taken up. : ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin yield the floor for that 
motion? 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the spe- 
cial order of the day is before the Senate, upon 
which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sum- 
NER] is entitled to the floor. 


TRANSFERS FROM THE ARMY TO THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to take up for consideration Senate bill 
No. 218. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts yield the floor for that 
purpose? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; I have his permission 
to make the motion. It is the bill which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs the day 
before yesterday, proposing to repeal a certain 
joint resolution, The committee reported it back 
yesterday morning with an amendment, which 
grants substanually all that is asked. It is said 
to be of pressing importance to the Government 
that it should be passed at once; and L therefore 
ask the Senate to take it up now and pass it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will it lead to debate? 

Mr. HALE. Tdo not think it will. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ifa vote can be taken on 
the proposition ef the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire without debate, as it is a matter of import- 
ance, I shall not object. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. No. 218) to repeala joint resolution therein 
named; which was reported by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs with an amendment, after the word 
“that,” in line three, to insert the words “ the 
first section ofp” so that the bill will read: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the first section of the joint res- 
olution entitled “A joint resolution relative tothe transfer 
of persons in the military service to the naval service,’ 
approved February 24, 1864, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, was read the third 
ume, and passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT subsequently said: 
The Chair desires to call the attention of the Senate 
to a bill which was passed by the body this morn- 
ing repealing the joint resolution named in it. 


I had some observations to sub- 


The bill as originally introduced was to repeal 7 
b 


the whole joint resolution, but as amended it re- 
peals only the first section of that resolution, and 
yet the title reads “A bill to repeal a joint reso- 
lution therein named.” It should read, “A bill 
to repeal the first section òf a joint resolution 
therein named,” and it will be so amended if 
there be no objection. Tho Chair hears none. 
i AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The special order of the day, whichis the jointres- 
olution (S. No. 16) proposing amendments to the 
Constitution of the United States, is now before 


the Senate, and the question is on concurring in | 


the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. That amendment is in the form of a 
substitute for the original resolution, and is open 
to amendment before the question of concurrence 
is taken, 
if they do concur, in that amendment, the text of 
the joint resolution, the amendment itself being 


amendment. Amendments then can only be of- 
fered in the form of provisos or additional sec- 
The Chair deems it 


that no misapprehension may be entertained. 
Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, if an angel 

from the skies or a stranger from another planet 

were permitted to visit this earth, and to examine 


| tion to freedom and close it to slavery. à 
|| object of the Constitution is announced to be “in 
if order to form a more perfect union, establish jas- 
| tice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the 


| by which the sacrifice was commanded. 


its surface, who can doubt that his eyes would rest 
with astonishment upon the outstretched extent 
and exhaustless resources of this Republic. of.the 
New World, young in:years, but. already rooted 
beyond any dynasty in history?. In proportion 
as he considered.and understood all those things 
among us which entet into and constitute the na- 
tional life, his astonishment would increase, for 
he would find a numerous people, powerful be- 
yond precedent, without a. king or a noble, but 
with the schoolmaster instead. ` And yet the as- 
tonishment which he confessed, as all these things 
appeared before him, would swell into marvel as 
he learned that.in this Republic, which had ar- 
rested his admiration, where there was neither 
king nor noble, but the schoolmaster instead, there 
were four million human beings in abject bondage, 
degraded to be chattels, under the pretense of 
property in man, driven by the lash like beasts, 
despoiled of all rights, even the right to knowl. 
edge and the sacred ght of family; so that the 
relation of husband and wife was impossible and 
no parent could claim his own child; while all 
were condémned to brutish ignorance.. Siartled 
by what he beheld, the stranger would naturally 
inquire by what authority, under what sanction, 
and through what terms of Jaw or Constitution; 
this fearful inconsistency, so shocking to human 
nature itself, continued to be upheld, But his 
growing astonishment would know, no, bounds, 
when he was pointed to the Constitution of the 
United States, as the final guardian and conserva- 
for of this peculiar and maty-headed wickeduess. 
“And is it true,” the stranger would exclaim, 
“that, in laying the foundations of this Republic, 
dedicated to human rights, all these wrongs have 
been positively established??? Fle would ask to 
see that Constitution and to know the fatal words 
‘Phe 
trembling with which he began its perusal would 
be succeeded by joy as he finished it; for he 
wouid find nothing in that golden text, nota single 
sentence, phrase, or word, even, to serve as origin, 
authority, or apology for the outrage. And then 
his astonishment, already knowing no bounds, 
would break forth anew, as he exclaimed, ‘Shame- 
ful and irrational as is slavery, it-is. not more 
shameful or irrational than that unsupported in- 
terpretation which undertakes to make your Con- 
stitution the final guardian and conservator of 
this terrible and unpardonable denial of buman 
rights.” ; 
Such a strangerasT have described, coming from 
afar, with eyes which no local bias had distorted, 


land with understanding which no local custom 


had disturbed, would naturally see the Constitu- 
tion precisely as itis in its actual text, and he 
would interpret it in its true sense, without pre- 
possession or prejudice. Of course he would 
know, whatall jurisprudence teaches and all rea- 
son confirms, that human rights cannot be taken 
away by any indirection or by any vainimagin- 
ing of something that was iniended but wus not 
said, and, as a natural consequence, that slavery 
can cxist—if existit can atall—only by virtue of 
a positive text, and that what is true of slavery is 
truc also of all its incidents; and the enlightened 
stranger would insist that, in all interpretation 
of the Constitution, that cardinal principle must 
never for a moment be out of mind, but must be 
keptever forward as guide and master, that slavery 
cannol stand on inference, nòr can any support of 
slavery stand on inference. Thasinformed, and 


in the light of a pervasive principle, 


“ How far that little candle throws his beams i” 
he would peruse the Constitution from beginning 
to end, from its opening preamble to its final 
amendment, and then the joyful opinion would 
be given. 
There are three things which he would observe: 
first and foremost, that the dismal words “slave” 


|| and “slavery”? do not appear in the Constitution; 
After the Senate shall have concurred, |) 


so that if the unnatural pretension of property in 
man lurk anywhere in that text, it is under a 


ii feigned name or an alias, which of itself is cause 
in the form of a substitute, will not be open to |) 


of suspicion, while an imperative rule renders its æ 
recognition impossible. Next, he would consider 
the preamble, which is the key to open the whole 


i succeeding instrument; but here no single word’ 


can be found which does not open the Cone 
he 
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common defense, promote the general welfarc, 
and secure the biessings of liberty to outselves 
and ovr posterity ;’’ all of which, in every par- 
ticular, is absolutely inconsistent with slavery. 
And thirdly, he would observe those time-hon- 
dred, most efficacious, chain-breaking words in 
the Amendments: ‘* No person shall be deprived of 
life, Hberty, or. property, without due process of 
law.” Scorning all false interpretations and 
glosses which may. have been fastened upon the 
Constitution as a support of slavery, and with 


these three things before him, he would naturally | 


declare that there was nothing in the original text 
on which this hideous wrong could be founded 
anywhere within the sphere of its operation. 
With astonishment he would ask again by what 
strange delusion or hallucination the reason had 
been so far overcome as to recognize slavery. in the 

_ Constitution, when plainly itis not there, and can- 
not be there? The answer is humiliating, but itis 
easy. 

People naturally find in texts of Scripture the 
support of their own religious opinions or preju- 
dices; and, in the same way, they naturally find 
in texts of the Constitution the support of their 
own political opinions or prejudices. And this 
may not be in either case because Scripture or 
Constitution, when traly interpreted, supports 
these opinions or prejudices; but because people 
are apt to find in texts simply a reflection of them- 
selves. Most clearly and indubitably, whoever 
finds any support of slavery in the Constitution 
of the United States has first found such support 
in himself; not that he will hesitate, perhaps, to 
condemn slavery in words of approved gentleness, 
but because from unhappy education or more un- 
happy insensibility to this wrong he has already 
conceded to it a certain traditional foothold of im- 
munity, which he straightway transfers from him- 
sclf to the Constitution. In dealing with this 
subject, it has not been the Constitution, so much 
as human nature itself, which has been at fault. 
Let the people change, and the Constitution will 
change also; for the Constitution is but the 
shadow, while the pore are the substance, 

But under the influences of the presentstruggle 
for national life, and in obedience to its incessant 
exigencies, the people have already changed, and 
in nothing so much asslavery. Old opinions and 
prejudices have dissolved, and that traditional 
foothold which slavery once possessed has been 
gradually weakened until now it scarcely exists. 
Naturally this change must sooner or later show 
itself in the interpretation of the Constitution, But 
it isalready visible even there, in the concession of 
powers over slavery which were formerly denied. 


Lhe time, then, has come when the Constitution, | 


which has been so long interpreted for slavery, 
may be interpreted for freedom. ‘This is onestage 
of triumph. Universalemanecipation, whichisat 
hand, can be won only by complete emancipation 
of the Constitution itself, which has been de- 
graded to wear chains so long that its real character 
1s scarcely known, 

Sometimes the concession is made on the ground 
of military necessity. “he capacioys war powers 
of the Constitution are invoked, and itis said that 
in their legitimate exercise slavery may be de- 
stroyed. ‘There is much in this concession; more 
even than is imagined by many from whom it 
proceeds. It is war, say they, which puts these 
powers in motion; but they forget that wherever 
slavery exists there is perpetual war—that slavery 
itself isa state of war between two races, where one 
is for the moment victor—pictured accurately by 
Jefferson when he described it as ‘ permitting one 
half of the citizens to trample-on the rights of the 
other, transforming those into enemies, aud these 
into despots.” Therefore, wherever slavery ex- 
ists, even in seeming peace, the war power may be 
invoked to put an end to a condition which ig in- 
ternecine, and to overthrow pretensions which are 
hostile to every attribute of the Almighty. - 

But it is not on military necessity alone that the 
concession is made. There are many who, as 
they read the Constitution now, see its powers 

ver slavery more élearly than before. he oid 
“superstition is abandoned; and they join with 
Patrick Henry when, in the Virginia convention, 


he declared that the power of manumission was | 


given to Congress. He did not hesitate to argue 
against the adoption of the Constitution because it 
gave this power. And shall we be less perspica- 
cious for freedom than this Virginia statesman 


| 
| 
i 
i 
| 
f 


| was for slavery? 


j the general welfare? 


Discerning this power he con- 
fessed his dismay; but let us confess our joy. 


We have already seen that slavery can find no 


support in the Constitution. Glance now at the 
positive provisions by which it is brought com- 
pletely under the control of Congress. R 

1. Firstamong the powers of Congress, and as- 
sociated with the power to lay and collect taxes, is 
that “ to provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare.” It has been questioned whether this 
is a substantive power, or simply incident to that 
with which itis associated. Butitseems difficult, 
if not absurd, to insist that Congress should not 
have this substantive power. Shallit not provide 
for the common defense? Shall it not provide for 
g If it cannot do these things 
it had better abdicate. ‘In the discussions on the 
Constitution in the Virginia convention, Mr. 
George Mason, one of its most decided opponents, 
said, ‘That Congress should have power to pro- 
vide for the general welfare of the Union, Igrant.” 
(2 Eliot’s Debates, 327.) But the language of Pat- 
rick Henry, to which allusion, has been already 
made, was still more explicit. He foresaw that 
this power would be naturally directed against sla- 
very, and he said: 

« Slavery is detested. We feel its fatal effects. We de- 
plore it with all the pity of humanity. Let al! these consid- 
erations, at some future period, press with full force on the 
minds of Congre Let that urbanity which, E trust, will 
distinguish Americans, and the necessity of national de- 
fense—tet all these things operate on their minds; they 
wili search that paper (the Constitution] and see if they 
have the power of manumission. And bave they not, sir? 
Have they not the power to provide for the general defense 
ånd welfare? May they not think that they call for the 
abolition of slavery? May they not pronounce all slaves 
free? And will they not be warranted by that power? This 
is no ambiguous implication or logical deduction. The 
paper speaks to the point. They have the power in clear and 
unequivocal terms, and will clearly and certainly exercise 
it.’—Eliot’s Debates, vol. 3, p. 590, 


Language could not be more positive. To all 
who ask for the power of Congress over slavery, 
here is a sufficient answer; and remember that 
this is not my speech, but the speech of Patrick 
Henry, who says that the Constitution “ speaks 
to the point.” 

2 
have power.to declare war; to raise and support 
armies; to provide and maintain a navy.” A 
power like this is from its very nature unlimited. 
In raising and supporting an army, in provid- 
ing and maintaining a navy, Congress is not re- 
strained to any particular less orcolor. It may 
call upon alland authorize that contract which the 
Government makes with an enlisted soldier, But 
such a contract would be in itself anact of manu- 
mission; fora slave cannot makeacontract. And 


if the contract be followed by actual service, who | 
can deny its completest cflieacy in enfranchising 


the soldier-slave and his whole family? Shak- 


| Speare, immortal teacher, gives expression to an 


instinctive sentiment when he makes Henry V, 
on the eve of the battle of Agincourt, encourage 
his men by promising, 
& For he to-day that sheds his blood with me, 
Shailbe my brother; be he ne'er so vile, 
This day shal! gentle his condition.’? 

3. There is still another clause: “ The United 
States shall guaranty to every State in this Union 
a republican form of government.” There again 
is a plain duty. But the question recurs, what is 
a republican form of government? John Adams, 


| in the correspondence of his old age, says: 


|“ Lhe customary meanings of the words republic and com- 
monweallh have been infinite. ‘They have been applied to 


every Government under heaven; thatof Turkey and that | 
of Spain, as wellas that of Athens and of Rome, of Geneva | 


and San Marino.’—JoAn Adams’s Works, vol. 10, p. 378, 
But the guarantee of a republican form of gov- 

ernment must have a meaning congenial with the 

purposes of the Constitution. If a Government 


i like that of Turkey, or even like that of Venice, 


could come within the scope of this guarantee, it 
would be of little value. it would be words and 
nothing more. Evidently it must be construed 
so as to uphold the Constitution according to all 
the promises of its preamble, and Mr. Madison 
has left a record, first published to the Senate by 
the distinguished Senator from Vermont, (Mr. 
CoLLamER,] the chairman of the Committee on 
the Library, showing that this clause was origi- 
nally suggested in part by the fear of slavery. 
The record is important, disclosing the real in- 


į tention of thisguarantee. But no American need 


R | 
Next comes the clause, ‘Congress shall 


ji 


i 


elements of a republic according to the idea of 
American institutions, These will be found, first, 
in the Declaration of Independence, by which it 
is solemnly announced ‘that all menareendowed 
by their Creator with certain unalienable nights; 
that among these are life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness.” And they will be found, sec- 
ondly, in that other guarantee and prohibition of 
the Constitution, in harmony with the Declara- 
tion of Independence; * no person shall be deprived 
of life, liberty, or property without due process of 
law.” Such are some of the essential elements 
of a ‘republican form of government,” which 
cannot -be disowned by us. without disowning the 

ery muniments of our liberties; and it is these 
which the United States are bound to guaranty. 
But all these make slavery impossible. Itisidle 
to say that this result was not anticipated. It 
would be, then, only another illustration that our 
fathers “builded wiser than they knew.” | 

4, But, independent of the clause of guarantee, 
there is the clause just quoted, which in itself is 
a source of power: “no person shall be deprived 
of life, liberty, or property without due process of 
law.” This was a part of the amendments to the 
Constitution proposed by the First Congress, un- 
derthe popular demand fora Billof Rights. Brief 
as it is, itis in itself alone a whole Billof Rights. 
Liberty can be lost only by t‘ due process oflaw,”? 
words borrowed from the old liberty-loving com: ` 
mon law, illustrated by our master in law, Lord 
Coke, but best explained by the late Mr. Justice 
Bronson, of New York, in ajudicial opinion where 
he says: ` 

«The meaning of the section then seems to be, that nto 
member of the State shall be disfranchised or deprived of any 
of his rights or privileges unless the matter shall be adjudged 
against him upon trial had according to the course of com- 
mon law. ‘Fhe words ‘due process of law’ in this place 


cannot mean less than a prosecution or suit instituted and 
conducted according to the prescribed forms and solenmi- 


| ties for ascertaining guilt or determining the title to prop- 


erty.°—4 Hill's Reports, 146, 


Such is the protection which is thrown by the 
Constitution over every ‘‘person,’’ without dis- 
tinction ofrace or color, class orcondition. Theré 
can be no doubt about the universality of this 
protection. All, without exception, come within 
itgscope.. Its natural meaning is plain; but there 
is an incident of history which makes it plainer 
still, excluding all possibility of misconception. 
A clause of this character was originally recom- 
mended as an amendment by two slave States, 
North Carolina and Virginia, but it was restrained 
by them to freemen, thus: ‘ No freeman ought to 
be deprived of his life, liberty, or property but b 
the law of the land.” But when the recommend: 
ation came before Congress the word “ person” 
was substituted for ‘freeman,’ and the more 
searching phrase ‘due process of law” was sub- 
stituted for ‘the law of the land.” In making 
this change, rejecting the recommendation of two 
slave States, the authors of this amendment re- 
vealed their purpose, that no person wearing the 
human form should be deprived of liberty with- 
out due process of law; and the proposition was 
adopted by the votesof Congress and then of the 
States as a part of the Constitution. Clearly on 
its face it is an express guarantee of personal lib- 
erty and an express prohibition against its inva- 
sion anywhere. 

In the face of this guarantee and prohibition— 
for it is both—how can any “person” be held 
as a slave? But it is sometimes said that this 
provision must be restixined to places within the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the national Government, 
Let me say frankly that such formerly wagmy own 
impression, Often avowed in this Chamber; but I 
never doubted its complete efficacy to render slave- 
ry unconsitutional in all such places, so that “no 
person’? could be held as a slave at the national 
capital or ‘In any national territory. Constitu- 
tionally slavery has always been an outlaw where 
ever that provision of the Constitution was ap- 
plicable. Nobody doubted that it was binding 
on the national courts, and yet it was left unexe- 
euted—a dead letter, killed by the predominant 
influence of slavery, until at last Congress was 
obliged by legislative act to do what the courts 
had failed to do, and to put an end to slavery in 
the national capital and national territories. 

But there are no words in this guarantee and 
prohibition by which they are restrained to any 
exclusive jurisdiction, They are broad and gen- 


be at a loss to designate some of the distinctive || eral as the Constitution itself; and since they are 
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in support of human rights they cannot be re- 
strained by any interpretation. ‘There is no lim- 
itation in them, and nobody now can supply any 
such limitation, without encountering the venera- 
ble maxim of law, Impius ac crudelis quì libertati 
non fave-—* Impious and cruel is he who does not 
favor liberty.” Long enough courts and Congress 
have merited this condemnation. The time has 
come when they should merit it no longer. The 
Constitution shoald become a living letter under 
the predominant influence of freedom. Itis this con- 
viction which has brought petitioners to Congress, 
during the present session, asking that the Con- 
stitution shall be simply executed against slavery 
and not altered. Ah! sir, it would beaglad sight 
to see that Constitution, which we have all sworn 
to support, interpreted generously, nobly, glori- 
ously for freedom, so that everywhere within its 
influence the chains should drop from the slave. 
If it be said that this was not anticipated at the 
adoption of the Constitution, 1 remind you of 
the words of Patrick Henry at the time when he 
said, ‘¢ the paper speaks tothe point.” No doubt. 
It does speak to the point. Cicero preferred to 
err with Plato rather than to think right with 
other men. And pardon me if, on this occasion, 
when my country is in peril from slavery, and 
when human rights are to be rescued, I prefer to 
err with Patrick Henry, the contemporary of the 
Constitution, rather than to think right with Sen- 
ators who hesitate against slavery. 

Mr. President, thas stands the case. Thereis 
nothing in the Constitution on which slavery can 
yest, or find any the least support. Even on the 
face of ihat instrument it is an outlaw; butif we 
look further at its provisions we findat least four 
distinct sources of power, which, ifexecuted, must 
render slavery impossible, while the preamble 
makes them all vital for freedom: first, the power to 
provide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare; secondly, the power to raise armies and main- 
tain navies; thirdly, the powerto guaranty toevery 
State a republican form of government; and fourth- 
ly, the power to secure liberty to every person re~- 
strained without due process of law. Butall these 


provisions are something more than powers; they | 
And yet we are constantly and 


are duties also. 
painfully reminded in this Chamber that pending 
measures against slavery are unconstitutional, 
Sir, this is an immense mistake. Nothing against 
slavery can be unconstitutional. It is only hesi- 
tation which is unconstitutional. 

And yet slavery still exists—in defiance of all 
these requirements of the Constitution; nay, 
more, in defiance of reason and justice, which ean 
never be disobeyed with impunity—it exists, the 
perpetual spoiler of human rights and disturber 
of the public peace, degrading master as well as 
slave, corrupting society, weakening Govern- 
ment, impoverishing the very soil itself, and im- 
pairing the natural resources of the country. 
Such an outrage, so offensive in every respect, 
not only to the Constitution, but also to the whole 
system of order by which the universe is gov- 
erned, is plainly a national nuisance, which, for 
the general welfare and in the name of justice, 
ought to be abated. But at this moment, when 
it menaces the national life, it will notbe enough 
to treatslavery merely asa nuisance; foritis much 
more. ltisa publicenemy and traitor wherever it 
shows itself, to be subdued, in the discharge of sol- 
emn guarantees of Government and of personal 
rights, and in the exercise of unquestionable and 
indefeasible rights of self-defense. All now admit 
that inthe rebel States it isa public enemy and trat- 
tor, so thatthe rebellion may be seeninslavery,and 
slavery may be seeninthe rebellion. But slavery 


throughout the country, everywhere within the | 


national limits, isa living unit, one and indivisible— 
so that even outside the rebel States it is the same 
public enemy and traitor, lending succor to the 
rebellion, and holding out “blue lights”? to en- 
courage and direct its operations. But whether 
regarded as national nuisance or as public enemy 
and traitor, itis obnoxious to the same judgment, 
; and must be abolished. . 

If, in abolishing slavery, any injury were done 
to the just interests of any human being or to any 
rights of any kind, there might be something “ to 
give us pause,” even against these irresistible re- 
quirements. But nothing of the kind can ensue. 
No just interests and no rights can suffer. It is 
the rare felicity of such an act, as well outside 
as inside the rebel States, that, while striking a 


| blow at the rebellion, and assuring future tran- 
quillity, so that-the Republic shall no longer bea 
house divided against itself, it will add at once to 
the value of the whole fee simple wherever sla- 
very exists, will secure individual rights, and will 
advance civilization itself. 

There is another motive to abolish slavery at 
this time, Embattled armies now stand face to 
face, on the one side fighting for slavery. ‘The 
gauntletthathas been flung down we have yettaken 
uponlyinpart. In abolishing slavery entirely we 
take up the gauntlet entirely. Then can we look 
with confidence to the blessings of Almighty God 
uponaurarms. So long as we sustain slavery, 
so long as we hesitate to strike at it, the heavy 
battalions of our armies will fail in power. Sir 
Giles Overreach found his sword, as he attempted 
to draw it, “ glued with orphans’ tears.’’ Letnot 
our soldiers find their swords “glued?” with the 
tears of the slave. 

There is one question and only one which rises 
in our path; and this only because the national 
representatives have so long been drugged and 
drenched with slavery, which they have taken in 
all forms, whether of dose or douche, that, like a 
long-suffering patient, they are not yet emanci- 
pated from its influence. I refer, of course, to 
the question of compensation under the shameful 
assumption that there can be property in man. 
Sir, there was a moment when I was willing to 
pay money largely, or at least to any reasonable 
amount, for emancipation; but it was as ransom, 
and neveras compensation. Thank God ! thattime 
has now passed, never to return; and simply be- 
cause money is no longer needed for the purpose. 
Our fathers under Washington never paid the Al- 
gerines for the emancipation of our enslaved fel- 
low-citizens, except as ransom, and they ceased 
all such tribute when emancipation could be had 
without it. Such must be our rule now, Any 
other rule would be to impoverish the Treasury 
for nothing. The time has come for the old toc- 
sin to sound, ‘* Millions for defense, nota cent 
for tribute.” Ay, sir; millions of dollars—with 
millions of strong arms also—to defend our coun- 


to slave-masters, 

But if money is to be paid as compensation, 
clearly it cannot go to the master, who for gen- 
erations has robbed the slave of his toil and all 
its fruits, so that, in justice, he may be regarded 
now as the trustee of accumulated earnings with 
interest which he has never paid over. Any 
money paid as compensation must belong every 
dollar of it to the slave. If the case were 
audited in Eleaven’s chancery, there must be 
another allowance for the dental of inestimable 
rights. The loss of wages may be estimated, 
but where is thegariff or price-current by which 
those other losses which have been the lot ofevery 
slave shall be determined ? Mortal arithmetic is 
impotent to assess the fearfulsum total. In preg- 
ence of this infinite responsibility the whole 
question must be referred to that other tribunal 
where master and slave will be equal, while in- 
finite wisdom tempers justice with merey. 

But the proposition of compensation is founded 
on the intolerable assumption of property in man, 
an idea which often intrudes into these debates, 
sometimes from its open vindicators and some- 
times from others who reluctantly recognize it, but 


law must be observed; but if an outburst of in- 
dignant hisses were ever justifiable in a parlia- 
mentary assembly it ought to break forth atevery 
mention of this proposition, whatever form it may 
-take—whether of daring assumption, or the mild- 
est suggestion, or equivocation even. Impious 
toward God and insuiting toward man, it is dis- 
owned alike by the conscience and the reason; 
nor is there any softness of phrase or argument by 
which its essential wickedness can be disguised. 
The fool hath said in his heart that there is no 
God; but it is kindred folly to say that there is 
noman. The first is atheism, and the second is 
like unto the first. 


the secretary of Oliver Cromwell and the author 
of Paradise Lost. Cradled under a lawless roy- 


il 
il 


i Commonwealth, while in all that he wrote he 


try against slave-masters; but nota cent for tribute 


allow it to influence their conduct which is thus | 
t“ sicklied o'er” with slavery. Sir, parliamentary | 


Foremost of all persons in history who have : 
vindicated human liberty, and associated their | 
names with it forevermore, stands John Milton, | 


alty, he helped to found and support the English |; 


pleaded: for human tights, now in-defense’ of? tha 
English people, who had beheaded their king, and 
now in immortal poems which show how wisely 
and well he loved the cause which ‘he had made 
his own; Nowhere haa this.assumption of pirép- 
erty in man been encountered more: completely 
than in the conversation between. the archangel 
and Adam, after the former had pictured. a hun 
whose game was ‘‘ men, not beasts: z 
O execrableson! so to aspire = 

Above his brethren, to himself assuming * 

Authority usurped, from God not given $ > 

He gave us only over beast, fish; fowl, 

Dominion absolute; ttiat right we hold 

By His donations but man over rien 

He made not Jord, such title to Himself 

Reserving, human felt: from human free.”? 

Paradise Lost, Book Twelue—64-73. 

But every asserter of property in man.puts hime 
self in the very place of this hunter of ‘men, not 
| beasts,” who is described as ‘‘execrable son so 
toaspire.’? Thelanguage is strong; but not too 
strong. ‘¢Execrable’’ is the assumption; “ ex 
ecrable”? wherever made; ‘execrable’? in all ite 
forms; “execrable” in all its consequences; es+ 
pecially ‘‘ execrable” as an apology for hesita- 
tion against slavery. The assumption, where 
ever it shows itself, must, like Satan himself, in 
whom it has its origin, be beatendown underour 
feet. ; : i 

Again, we are brought by learned Senators: to 
the Constitution, which requires that there shall 
be. “just compensation’? where private prop= 
erty” is taken for publicuse. Bút plainly on the 
present occasion the requirement of the Consti+ 
tution is absolutely inapplicable, for there is no 
“ private property” to take. Slavery ‘is. but a 
bundle of barbarous pretensions, fram which cet. 
tain persons are to be released. At what price 
shall these pretensions be estimated? How much, 
shall be paid for the controlling pretension of 
property in man? How much shall be allowed 
for that other pretension to shut the gates of 
knowledge, and keep the victim from the book of 
life? How much shall be expended to redeem 
the pretension to rob a human being of all the 
fruits of his toil? And, sir, what “just compen- 
sation” shall be voted for the renunciation of that. 
Heaven-defying pretension, too disgusting to pic- 
ture in its details, which despoils the slave of 
wife and child, and bands them over to Just or 
avarice? Letthese pretensions be renounced, and 
slavery ceases to exist; but there can be no ‘just 
compensation” for any such renunciation. “Phe 
human heart, reason, religion, the Constitution 
itself, rise in judgment against it. As well vote 
“just compensation’? to the hardened offender 
who renounces his disobedience to the Ten Com- 
mandments and promises that he will cease to 
| steal, that he will cease to commit adultery, and 
| that he will cease to covet his neighbor’s wife. 
Ay, sir, there is nothing in the Constitution to 
sanction any such outrage. Such an appropria- 
tion would be unconstitutional. 
| Putting aside, then, all objections that have been 
| interposed, whether proceeding from open oppo- 
sition or from lukewarm support, the great ques- 
tion recurs, that question which dominates this 
| whole debate, Pow shail slavery be overthrown? 
The answer is threefold: first, by the courts, -de- 
claring and applying the true principles of the 
Constitution; secondly, by Congress, in the ex- 
ercise of the powers which belong to it; and, 
thirdly, by the people, through an amendment te 
the Constitution. Courts, Congress, peopie, all 
may be invoked, and the occasion will justify 
the appeal. 

1. Let the appeal be made to the courts. But 
alas! one of the saddest chapters in our history 
has been the conduct of judges, who have lent 
themselves to the supportof slavery. Injuncdons 
of the Constitution, guarantees of personal lib- 
! erty, and prohibitions against its invasion, have 
i} all been forgotten. Courts which should have 
been asylums of liberty have been changed into 
barracoons, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States, by a final decision of surpassing infamy, 
: became the greatest barracoon of all. It has been 
part of the calamity of the times, that, under the 
i 
h 


nfluence of slavery, justice, ike Astrea of old, 
ad fled. But now at last, in a regenerated Re- 
| public, with the power of slavery waning,and the 
| people rising in judgment against it, let us hope 
: that the judgments of courts may be reconsidered, 
i; and that the powers cf the Constitution in behalf 


i 
i 
i 


| 
i 
i 
| 
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i 
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of: Liberty maybe fully exercised, so that the | 
blessed condition shall be fulfilled when 
4.3 “Ancient frauds shati fail, 

Returning justice lift aloft her scale.” 
ug Sir, no- court can afford to do an act of wrong. | 
fis business is justice;and when under any apol- | 
ogy it ceases to-do justice, it loses those titles to | 
reverence: which otherwise are so willingly be- 
stowed. There are instances of great magistrates 
who have openly declared their disobedience to 
Jaws “against common right and reason,” and | 
their names are mentioned with gratitade in the 
history of jurisprudence. There are other in- 
stances of men holding the balance and the sword, 
whose names have been gathered into a volume, 
as “atrocious judges.” {four judges, who have 
cruelly interpreted the Constitution in favor of sla- 
very, do not come into the latter class, they clearly 
can claim no place among those others who have 
stood for justice, like the rock on which the sea 
breaks in idle spray. Doubtless the model decis- 
ion of the American bench, destined to be quoted 
hereafter with the most honor, because the bold- |} 
est in its conformity with.the great principles of 
humanity and social order, was that of the Ver- | 
mont judge, who refused to surrender a fugitive | 
slave until his pretended master should show a title- | 
deed from the Almighty. 

But the courts have nolonger any occasion for | 
such boldness. They need not step outside the 
Constitution, It is only needed that they should 
follow just principles in its interpretation. Let 
them be guided by a teacherlike Edmund Burke, 
who spoke as follows: 


* Men cannot covenant themselves out of their rights and 
their duties; nor by any other means ean arbitrary power 
be conveyea toany man. Those who give to others such 
rights, perform acts that are void as they are given.” * x» 
x" æ Those who give and those who receive arbitrary 
power are alike criminal, and there is no man bat is bound 
to resist it to the best of his power, wherever it shall show 
its face in the world, Tris a crime to bear it where it can 
be rationally shaken off.’—Speech on Impeachment of War- 
ren Hastings. . 

Or let them be guided by that other teacher, 
Lord Chatham, when he said: 

“ With respect to the decisions of the courts of justice I 
am far trom denying their dne weight and authority; yet 
placing them in the mostrexpectable view, E will consider 
them, not as law, batas an evidence of the law; and be- 
fore they can arrive even at that degreo of authority, it 
must appear that they are founded in, and confirmed by, 
reason; that they are supported by precedents, taken from 
good and moderate times; that they do not contradict any 
positive law; that they are submitted to without reluctance 
by the people; that they are unquestioned by the legisla- 
ture, (whieh is equivalent toa tacit confirmation ;) and 
what in my judgment is by far the most impartant, that they 
do not violate the spirit of the constitution.” — Speech of 
Lord Chatham in 1770, with regurd to the proceeding onthe 
Middlesex election. 

If courts were thus inspired, it is casy to sce 
that slavery would disappear under their righteous 
judgments, 

2. But unhappily the courts will not perform 
the duty of the hour, and we must look elsewhere. 
An appeal must be made to Congress; and here, 
as has been fully developed, the powers are ample, 
unless in their interpretation you surrender in ad- 
vance toslavery. By a single brief statute, Con- 
gress may sweep slavery out of existence. Pat- 
rick Henry saw that in the maintenance of the 
general welfare’? and under the influence of a 
growing detestation of slavery this could be done, 
even without resort to those capacious war pow- 
ers which proclaim trumpet-tongued that it ean 
be done. 

OF course we encounter here again the “ exe- 

os t * 

crable’’ pretension of property in man, and the 
claim of“ just compensation” for the renunciation 
of Eleaven-defying wrongs. But this pretension 
is ho more applicable to abolition by act of Con- 
gress than to abolition by an amendment of the 
Constitution; so that if the pretension of ‘just 
compensation”? can be discarded in one ease it can 
be in the other. But the votes that have already 
been taken in the Senate on the latter proposition 
testify that it is discarded. Sir, let the “ exe- 
crable’* pretension never again be named, except | 
for condemnation, no matter how or when it ap- | 
pears or whai the form it may take, | 

But even if Congress be not prepared for that | 
single decisive measure which shall promptly put i 
an end to this whole question and strike slavery 

s 


| 


| 
to death, there are other measures by which thi | 
end may be hastened. The towering Upas may | 
begirdled, even ifit may not be felled at once to the |! 
earth. s i 


- The fugitive slave bill, conceived in iniquity 
and imposed upen the North asa badge of sub- 
jugation, may be repealed. 

The coastwise slave trade may be deprived of 
all support in the statute-book. 

The trafic in human beings, as an article of 
t commerce among States,” may be extirpated. 

And, ubove all, that odious rule of evidence, so 
injurious to justice and discreditable to the coun- 
try, excluding the testimony of colored persons 
in national courts, may be abolished. 

Let these things be done. In themselves they 
will be much. But they will be more as the as- 
surance of the overthrow sure to follow. 

3. But all these will not be enough, ‘The peo- 
ple must be summoned to confirm the whole work. 
{t is for them to put the ecap-stone upon the sub- 
lime structure. An amendment of the Constitu- 
tion may do what courts and Congress decline to 


do, or, even should they act, it may cover their ! 


action with its panoply. Such an amendment in 
any event will give completeness and permanence 
to emancipation, and bring the Constitution into 
avowed harmony with the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. Happy day, long wished for, destined 
to gladden those beatified spirits who have labored 
on earth to this end, but died without the sight. 
And yet let us not indiscreetly take counsel 
of our hopes. From the nature of the case such 
an amendment cannot be consummated at once. 
Time must intervene, with opportunities of op- 
position, It can pass Congress only bya vote of 
two thirds of both branches. And when it has 
assed both branches of Congress it must be 
adopted by the Legislatures of three quarters of 
the States. Even under the most favorable cir- 


cumstances it is impossible to say when it can | 


become a part of the Constitution, ‘Too tardily, 
I fear, for all the good that is sought. Therefore 
I am not content with this measure alone. It 
postpones till to-morrow what ought to be done 
to-day; and I much fear that itmay be made an 
apology for indifference to other measures, 
«To-morrow, and to-morrow, and to-morrow, 

Creeps in this petty pace from day to day, 

To the last syHable of reeorded time; 

And al] our yesterdays have lighted fools 

The way to dusty death.” 


For myself let me confess that, in presence of 


the mighty events of the day, I feel how insig- | 


nificant is any individual, whether citizen or Sen- 
ator; and yet, humbly longing to do my part, I 
cannot consent to put off till to-morrow what 
ought to be done to-day. Beyond my general 
desire to see an act of universal emancipation that 
shallat once and forever settle this great question, 
so that it may no longer be the occasion of strife 
between us, there are two other ideas which are 
ever present to my mind as a practical legislator: 
first, to strike at slavery wherever I can hit it; 
and secondly, to clean the statute-book of all ex- 
isting supports of slavery, so that it may find 
nothing there to which it may cling for life. To 


| do less than this at the present moment, when 


slavery is still menacing, would be an abandon- 
mentof duty. 

So long as a single slave continues anywhere 
beneath the flag of the Republic T am unwilling 
to rest. Too well I know the vitality of slavery 
with its infinite capacity of propagation, and how 
little slavery it takes to make a slave State with 
all the cruel pretensions of slavery. The down 
of a single thistle is full of all possible thistles, 
and a single fish is said to contain two hundred 


million of ova, so that the whole sea might be | 


stocked from its womb. 

The founder of political science in modern 
times, writer as well as statesman, Machiavelli, 
in his most instructive work, the Discourses on 
Livy, has a chapter entitled, ‘* To have long life 
in a republic, it is necessary to draw it back often 
tor its origin;” and in the chapter he shows how 
the original virtue in which 
founded becomes so far corrupted, that, in the 
process of time, the body-politic must be de- 
stroyed; as in the case of the natural body, where, 
according to the doctors of medicine, there is 
something added daily which perpetually requires 
cure, quod quotidie aggregatur aliquid, quod quan- 
doque indiget curatione. He teaches under this 
head that republics are brought back to their ori- 


gin,and the principles in which they were founded, | 
by pressure without or prudence within, and he 


affirms that the destruction of Rome by the Gauls 


a republic was į 


T 


was necessary that the republic might have a new 
birth, and thus acquire new life and new virtue; 
all of which ensued when the barbarians had 
been dtiven back. The illustration, perhaps, is 
fanciful, but there is wisdom in the counsel, and 
now the time has come for its application. The 
Gauls are npon us, not, however, from a distance, 
but domestic Gauls, and we, too, may profit by 
the occasion to secure for the Republic a new 
birth, that it may acquire a new life and new vir- 
tue. Happily, in our case the way is easy, for 
itis only necessary to carry the Republie back 
to its baptismal vows, and the declared sentiments 
of its origin. There is the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence: let its solemn promises be redeemed. 
There is the Constitution: let it speak, according 
to the promises of the Declaration. 

But the immediate question now before us is on 
the proposition to prohibit slavery by constitu- 
tional amendment; and here J hope to beindulged 
for à moment with regard to the form which it 
should take. A new text of the Constitution can- 
not be considered too carefully even in this re- 
spect, especially when it embodies a new article of 
freedom. Here for a moment we are performing 
something of that duty which belongsto the con- 
ditores imperii, placed foremost by Lord Bacon 
among the actors in human affairs. From the 
magnitude of the task we may naturally borrow 
circumspection, and | approach this part of the 
question with suggestion rather than argument. 

Let me say frankly that I should prefer a form 
of expression different from that which has the 
sanction of the committee. They have selected 
what was intended for the old Jeffersonian ordi- 
nance, sacred in our history, although, let me 
add, they have not imitated it closely. But I 
must be pardoned if I venture to doubt the expe- 
diency of perpetuating in the Constitution lan- 
guage which, if it have any signification, seems 
toimply that ‘slavery or involuntary servitude” 
may be provided “for the punishmentof crime. ” 
There was a reason for thatfanguage when it was 
first employed, but that reason no longer exists, 
If my desires could prevail, I would put aside the 
ordinance on this occasion, and find another form, 

I know nothing better than these words: 

Ail persons are equal before the law, so that no person can 


| hold another asa slaves and the Congress shail have power 


to make all laws necessary and proper to carry this declara- 
tion into effect everywhere within the United States and 


į the jurisdiction Whereof, 


The words in the latter part supersede all ques- 
tions as to the applicability of the declaration to 
States. But the distinctive words in this clause 
assert the equality of all persons before the law. 
The language may be new in our country, but it 
is already well known in history. And here let 
me show how it has grown to its present, place of 
authority. We must repair for a moment to 
France. 

The first constitution adopted by France, Sep- 
tember, 1791, in the throes of revolution, was 
preceded by a Declaration of Rights, which, after 
setting forth that “ignorance, forgetfulness, or 
contempt of the rights of man are the sole causes 
of public evils and of the corruption of Govern- 
ments,” undertakes to announce “the natural 
rights of man, inalienable and sacred, to the end 
that this Declaration, constantly present to all the 
members of the social system, may without cessa- 
tion recall their rights and duties; to the end that 
the acts of the legislative power and those of the 
executive power capable at each instant of being 
compared with the object of every political insti- 
tution, may be more respected; to the end that 
the claims of citizens, founded on simple and in- 
contestable principles, may turn always to the 
maintenance of the constitution, and the happiness 
of all.” After this too elaborate preamble the 
Declaration begins with the following article: 
` “Arr, 1. Men are born and continue free and equal in 
rights? 

Here is a generality of expression not unlike 
that of our own Declaration of Independence. 

Next came the constitution of June, 1793, 
which, after a preamble, sets forth. a series of ar- 
ticles, beginning with three, as follows: 

KART. L The object of society is the common happi- 
ness. Government is instituted to guaranty to martheen- 
joyment of his natural and impreseriptible rights. 

“2. These rights are equality, liberty, security, property. 

“23. AU men are egual by nature and before the Lap? 

Here this declaration begins to show itself. 

This same constitution concludes with what 
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is called a guarantee of rights, in the following 
articles‘ 

KART. 122. The Constitution guaranties to all French- 
men equality, liberty, security, property, the public debt, 
the free exercise of Worship, common instruction, public 
assistance, the indetinite liberty of the press, the right of 
petition, the right to assembie in publie meetings, the en- 
joyinent of all the rights of men.’? 

Then came the constitutional charter of June, 
1814, following the restoration of the Bourbons, 
which begins with the following article: 

“ART. 1. Frenchmen are equal before the law, whatever 
may be otherwise their title and ranks,?? 

This is followed by another, as follows: 


“An. 4. Their individual liberty is equally guarantied, 
so that nobody can be prosecuted or arrested, except in 
cases provided for by the law, and inthe form which it pre- 
seribes.”? i 

The constitutional charter of August, 1839, at 
the installation of Louis Philippe as king, with 
La Fayette by bis side, contains the articles al- 
ready quoted from that of Louis XVII, in the 
same words, placing the declaration of equality 
before the law in the front. 

And this article has been adopted in the char- 
ters of Belgium, Italy, Greece; so thatit isnowa 
well-known expression of a commanding princi- 
ple of human rights. 

It will be felt at once that this expression, 
* equality before the law,” gives precision to that 
idea of human rights which is enunciated in our 
Declaration of Independence. | The sophistries of 


Calhoun, founded on the obvious inequalities of i 


body and mind, are all overthrown by this sim- 
ple statement, which, though borrowed latterly 
from France, is clder than French history. The 
curious student will find imthe ancient Greek of 
Herodotus a single word which supplies the place 
of this phrase, when he tells usthat ‘* the govern- 
ment of the many has the most beautifal name of 
tgovopia,”’ or equality before the law. (Book 3, p. 
80.) The father of history was right, The name 
is most beautiful; but it is vot a little singular 
that, in an age when equality before the lew was 
practically unknown, the Greek language, so re- 
markable for its flexibility aud comprehensive- 
ness, supplicd a single word, not to be found in 
modern tongues, to express an idea which has 
been authoritatively recognized only in modern 
times. Such a word in our own language to ex- 
press that equality of rights which is claimed for 
all mankind might have superseded some of the 
eriticism to which this Declaration has been ex- 
posed. 

Enough has been said to explain the origin of 
the words which are now proposed. Ft will be 
for the Senate to determine if it will adopt them. 

Should the Senate notincline to this form, there 
is still another which 1 would suggest, as follows: 

Slavery shall not existanywhere within the United States 
or the jurisdiction thereof; and the Congress shall have 
power to make all laws necessary and proper to carry this 
prohibition into efect. 

This is simple, and avoids all language which 
is open to question, The word ‘slavery’? is ex- 
plicit, and describes precisely what itis proposed 
to blast. 

But if the Senate is determined to adhere to the 
Jeffersonian ordinance, then J prefer that itshould 
be the ordinance actually, and not as reported b 
the committee. And I would complete the work 
by expelling from the Constitution all those words 
which have been the apology for slavery, by an 
amendment as follows: 

There shall be neither slavery nor involuntary servitude 
anywhere in the United States, or within the ju evion 
thereof, otherwise than in the pupishimentoferimes whereof 


the party shall have been duly convicted ; and the Congress | 
may make all Jaws which shall be necessary and proper į 


to enforce th 

But while desirous of seeing the great rule of 
feeedom which we are about to ordain embodied 
ina text which shall be like the precious casket 
to the more precious treasure, yet I confess that 
I-feel humbied by my own endeavors, And what- 
ever may be the Judgment of the Senate, Lam con- 
soled by thethoughtthat the most homely textcon- 


is prohibition, 


al 
aa 


taining such a rule will be more beautiful far than i 


any words 


of poetry or cloquence, and that it will 
endure to 


se read with gratitude when the rising 


dome of this Capitol, with the statue of Liberty | 


which surmounts it, has crambled to dust, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in theamendment which was made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr.SUMNER. I move to amend the amend- 


ment by striking out the words of the proposed 
article, and inserting the following: 

All persons are equal before the law, so that no person 
can hold another as a slave; and the Congress may make 
all laws necessary and proper to carry this article into 
effect everywhere within the United States and the juris- 
diction thereof. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, it was not 
my purpose a day or two ago to make any re- 
marks upon the main question; but I beg leave 
now to trespass on the Senate for a short time 
while I reply very briefly to some of the remarks 
that have fallen from three honorable Senators 
from New England, two from New Hampshire, 
and one from Massachusetts, who has just taken 
his seat. 

I do not believe it was ever designed by the 
founders of our Government that the Constitution 
of the United States should be so amended as to 
destroy property. [do notbelieve it is the prov- 
ince of the Federal Government to say what is 
or whatis not property. [ts province is to guard, 
protect, and secure, rather than to destroy. If 
you admit the principle contended for by the gen- 
tlemen who urge this amendment, logic would 
lead them to the conclusion that the General Gov- 
ernment could, by an amendment to its Constitu- 
tion, regulate every domestic matter in the States. 
If it, by constitutional amendment, can regulate 
the relation of masterand servant, it certainly can, 
on the same principle, make regulations concern- 
ing the relation of parent and child, husband and 
wife, and guardian and ward. If it has the right 
to strike down property in slaves, it certainly 
would havea right to strike down property in 
horses, to make a partition of the land, and to 
say that none shall hold land in any State in the 
Union in fee simple. Itisnotmy purpose, how- 
ever, to discuss the question in that light, for it 
has been elaborately discussed before. 

I do not think, Mr. President, that those who 
are now urging this constitutional amendment 
have acted in good faith toward the adhering slave 
States. If you will trace their history from the 
very beginning in connection with this whole sub- 
ject of slavery in the States, | think you will find 
that they have not acted with that directness and 
candor that should characterize bold, honest, and 
fearless men. Why, sir, do you suppose that 
such propositions would have been proposed here- 
tofore? Notatall. We were told by the Govern- 
mentin every form in which it could speak, at the 
beginning of this revolution, that whatever might 
be the result, the institutions of the States would 
remain as they were. 
augural address, announced that he had no con- 
stitutional power to interfere with the institution 
of slavery in the States, The Secretary of State 
announced it in a communication whigh be sent 
abroad. Congress, by a resolution, announced 
virtually the same thing when they declared that 
the object of the war was to restore the Union as 
it was and to maintain the Constitution as it is. 

All these measures and promises have been 
utterly repudiated by the party in power. It 
seems as if their sole object was to deceive in 
order to obtain power, and the moment they ob- 
tain power they exercise it. 
by circumstances that cause these valiant knights 
to think they can do this with impunity, and at 
once they go to work. Heretofore they have said 
that not only they had not the power, but what- 


ever might be the result of the present contest, | 


the status of this institution would remain as it 
was. Ido not mean to say that they said they 
had no power to passa constitutional amendment; 
but this portion of my remarks is directed to 
other policies that have been advocated and other 
laws that have been passed or are now proposed 
in this Chamber. I think it must be admiticd by 
all candid men that the border States have been 
dealt with in bad faith. The Government has 
not kept faith with them. All candid, all truth- 
ful, all honest men must know it and must ad- 
mit it. i 

But, sir, they tell us that slavery is the cause 


of all our difficulties; and the honorable Senator | 
from New Hampshire (Mr. CLARK] read an awful | 
indictment against slavery. He said it was the | 
case of all our woes; that there was no ill inthe t 
land but must be attributed to slavery; and hence, |) 
With great deference to the |: 
learned Senator, I do not think slavery has been | 


he said, it mustdie. 


the cause of allour difficulties. In my judgment 


The President, in his in- | 


We are surrounded | 


| the want of faith that has been exhibited toward 


the border and adhering slave States and the bad 
faith in not executing and carrying out the laws 
of the country isthe source of our ills; If those 
who now act with that Senator had ‘carried-out 
in good faith the Constitution and the laws’made - 
in pursuance thereof on this’ subject, we never 
should have been engaged in this most ‘unfortu- 
nate and cruel and disastrous civil war.’ “The. bad 
faith of the abolitionists has done more ‘to bring 
this war about than all the efforts of the fire-caters 
of the South. I admit that those menin’ the 
South acted unwisely and foolishly; but Ido hot 
think the one could well have produced: such res 
sults without the other... There were fanaties at 
both extremes, and those miserable factions have 
brought this once great and glorious country: to 
its present unfortunate condition, Historians 
in after times will give that as the cause of our 
troubles. It was the eternal intermeddling with 
this institution that aroused the spirits of the 
southern men, and they in turn committed the 
greatest indiscretions and follies. Had there:been 
no abolitionists North there never would’ hav 
been a fire-eater South. ` 
But it is said slavery is the cause of the war, 
and because it is the cause of the war it'must die. 
If that is the kind of logic on which honorable 
Senators act they would destroy almost every- 
thing that is pure, good, and holy in the world. 
The blessed religion of our Saviour has’ been the 
pretext of more wars perhaps than any othersub- 
ject. Why notstrike down the Christian religion 
because it has been the subject-matter about which 
throats have been cut, cities sacked, and empires 
overthrown? ‘There have been furious wars about 
territory and territorial boundaries, and there will 
continue to be such wars as long as the cupidity 
of man prompts him to make conquests. Why 
not destroy all tenure in land? Ferocious wars 
have been waged about women. In Homeric 
verse we have the historic record of a ten years’ 
contest for frail Helen. “Why not destroy the 
loveliest of God’s handiwork? Why, sir, the 


| proposition of the Senator to destroy slavery be- 


cause it is the cause of the war (which F utterly 
deny) if carried out logically would destroy every- 
thing that is grand, beautiful, lovelyyand greatin 
the world. I will not dwell upon that proposi- 
tion. Itis so illogical, sò irrational, that [ do not 
think it can influence the judgment of any sane 
man. $ 
1 oppose the proposition now pending before 
the Senate, in the first place, because 1 do not 
think we should enter into any such legislation 
at this time for the reasons that I have briefly 
stated. In the second place, I oppose it because 
i desire the Union to be restored, restored as it 
was with the Constitution as it is; and I verily 
believe that if you pass this amendment to the 
Constitution it will be the most effective disunion 
measure that could be passed by Congress. As 
alover of the Union I oppose it. Adopt this 
amendment, say to the people of the southern 
States that they are to be deprived of their prop- 


| erty and the earnings of their Jabor, that their 


whole domestic policy is to be overthrown, and 
four million of miserable blacks turned loose 
among them, if you please, and do you think 
they will yield while they have arms to strike? 
Never, sir; and in my honest judgment {E al- 
ways speak plainly what I think) those fanatical 
gentlemen on the other side of the House who 
desire the passage of this measure, intend to do 
one of two things—either to destroy the instita- 
tion of slavery or to destroythe Union. ifthey 
can make'the preservation of this Union a pre- 
textby which they can be enabled to strike down 
slavery, they will do so. If they find that they 
cannot, in my judgment they will be willing to 
recognize the South. Their whole policy indi- 
cates that to my mind. Pass this amendment 
and you make an impassable chasm, as if you 
were to puta lake of burning fire between the ad- 
hering States and those who are out. You will 
then have to make it a war of conquest and ex- 
termination before you can ever bring them back 
under the flag of the Government. There is no 


: doubt about that proposition. 


Why, sir, suppose you were to propose and 
pass an amendment to the Constitution laying 
your hand upon the property interest in New 
England, I will not say equal but half equal to 


| the property interests of the southern States which 
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you now propose to strike down; does any man 
believe thatal New England would not be in 
revolution to-morrow? ‘Yes, sir, one half of the 
violation of their property rights by: an. attempted 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
Statesinflicted upon them would put all New Eng- 
land in revolt.to-morrow. Ido not stand here 
ta: denounce our Yankee brethren of the North, 
but everybody knows. that.cupidity and love ef 
gain is. their. strongest characteristic. . That is 
known over the whole world and acknowledged 
by: themselves. . 

- Knowing that this. will be the best ‘disunion 
measure that was-everadopted, and desiringas Ido 
a-restoration of the Union asit was with the Con- 
stitution as itis, I oppose it, and shall oppose it 
here and everywhere, with all the power that } 
have. . Those whe favor it donot wish the Union 
to-berestored asit was. Theyare willing, tsup- 
pose, to let the southern States come in as con- 
quered provinces, bereft of all their property and 
all their rights, social and political. 

The-honorable Senator from New Elampshire 

Mr. Cuarx}-has leftus no doubt upon that point, 

nthe very cloquent speech that he made the other 
day he scouted the idea of the Union as it was and 
the Constitution as itis. He did not want that 
Union, and he had the manhood to. tell us so in 
hig place in the Senate. Would the Senator have 
said that three years ago? Ivery much doubt it, 
Į do want the Union as it was and the Constitu- 
tion. asitis,and in that I differ from the honorable 
Senator. He wants: the Union, he says, without 
slavery.. iwant the Union with-all the institu- 
tions that our fathers ordained; and I desire to 
leave.to-each State the control of its own domestic 
policy, and the choice and management of its do~ 
mestie institutions; and that was, until very re- 
cently at least, the doctrine of the party to which 
the honorable Senator belongs. That was in their 
Chicago platform; bat platforms with everything 
else are overturned now. That platform in very 
many particulars was very offensive to me; but 
such ag it was, the party in power used it merely 
as a-scaffold by which to mount to power, and 
when they had attained the summit they threw 
it to the ground and trampled. upon it. “It is in 
keeping with the bad faith they have exhibited to 
the border States during this controversy. 


| 
I 


The Senator from New Hampshire is now zeal- 
ous for a constitutional amendment. The time 
was when the Senator was fired with no such 
holy zeal. When the propositions offered by my 
then venerable colleague, Mr. Crittenden, were 
before the Senate, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire thought no amendment of the Constitution 
necessary, All that was wanted, in bis opinion, 
was the execution of the Constitution we had, | 
That Senator was then the most active agent in 
proventihg constitutional amendments, when the 
whole world knew that if thoge constitutional | 
amendments were carried out, it would have |) 
avoided this miserable warand saved the country 
asa whole. But it did not suit the ideas of the 
Senator to favor constitutional amendments then, | 
and hence he proposed his celebrated resolution 
as a substitute for the Crittenden amendment. 
Then, sit, when those amendments of the Con- 
stitution, whicli it was avowed on all hands, even | 
by Davis and Toombs and the whole of the | 
southern leaders, would save the Union, were un- | 
der consideration, no Republican Senator came | 
forward and voted for them. Then, when patri- |; 
otic men throughout the whole land desired to | 
avert the impending storm that has resulted so | 
disastrously to the country, morally, religiously, | 
politically, and in every other respect; the gen- | 
tlemon who are now such hotzealots for constitu- | 
tional amendments were opposed to them. The 
withheld amendments, and the mad people of the 
South went off; but now, when this war is upon 
us and has well-nigh ruined the country, consti- 
tutional amendments are their last specific. 

Would it not be better that those in power 
should execute the Constitution as it is before 
they scek to amend it? Every vital provision 
of the Constitution as it is is violated, and you 
complain net; and now you propose to amend it 
solely forthe miserable negro, after rejecting every 

amendment proposed that was calculated to secure 
the liberties of the white man, 

When L proposed an amendment to confine the 

office of the President to oue term, and thus to 
terminate the infamous spoils system, it was voted 


: fuse when the country called to give the blood of 
: her sons to carry that flag in the midst of the en- 


: sent more men to the Mexican war than all New 


i 
down. When another amendment was proposed 


to prevent the kicking out of office at the incom- 
ing of every Administration of the sub-officials 
in the Executive Departments, no one said it was 
not a good amendment; and Senators voted it 
down. Every other amendment that is calculated 
to give perpetuity and virtue to the Government 
you discard.. You seem to care for nothing but the 
negro. That seems to be your sole desire. You 
scem to be inspired by no other wish than to ele- 
vate the negro to equality, and give him liberty. 
I have offered various amendments to this proposi- 
tion, but they have ail been rejected. Ihave offered 
them because I thought that while we were at this 
work we might do something for the white man, 
for I believe this Government was made by white 
men and for whitemen; andif it is ever preserved 
it must be preserved by white men. Ihave never 
made a speech in this body on the subject of the 
negro; I have alluded to him incidentally only; 
but I would ask Senators who are so zealous for 
the negro to point me to a place on the earth where 
he has been so civilized, so humanized, so chris- 
tlanized, so well cared for as he is ina state of 
slavery in the United States of America. He has 
existed, I suppose, as long as the other peoples of 
the earth; but if you were to-day to strike from 
existence every thing that the woolly-headed negro 
has given to art, to science, to the mechanic arts, 
to literature, or to any of the industrial pursuits, 
the world would not miss it. He is an inferior 
man in his capacity, and no fanaticism can raise 
him to the level of the Caucasian race. The white 
man is his superior, and will be so whether you 
call him a slaveor an equal. It haseverbeen so, 
and I can‘see no reason why the history of all the 
past should be reversed. 

But the negro absorbs your every thought. For 
him you will destroy the country; for him you 
will allow the liberties of the white man to be 
stricken down,and every sacred guarantee of lib- 
erty in the Constitution put under foot without 
a whimper ora censure. That is a lamentable 
fact which has exhibited itself during this war. 

Not contented with proposing legislation to 


i equalize and to clevate the negro, and with failing 


to censure cven in the mildest and most diluted 
form those who overthrow the liberties of the 


white man, you step out of the way to assault in 
every conceivable manner the slaveholding States. 
The border slave States are kicked and cuffed 


here with as litte ceremony as if they were dis- | 


loyal criminals or outcasts. The Senator from 
New Hampshire (Mr. Crarg] undertook the 
other day to run a parallel between the State I 
have the honor in partto represent here and one 
of the New England States, in which he doubted 
the patriotism of Kentuckians and elevated that 
of the Green Mountain State of Vermont. Sir, I 
will not so far degrade Kentucky as to contrast 
her in military achievements with any of the New 
England States. Wehavehad wars before this. 
We had a war with a mighty Power across the 
water in 1812, when Kentucky was a young and 
comparatively a feeble State; but did she ever re- 


emy? No,sir. Inthat war of 1812she furnished 
more men then were demanded; no draft was ever 


executed in that proud old Commonwealth; she if 


never went abroad with money-bags to hire men 
to fill her quota. 

After the battle of the River Raisin, when the 
heroic Governor of Kentucky, her first Governor, 
Governor Shelby, the hero of King’s Mountain, 
called for volunteers, more flocked to his standard 
than he could take, and the young men went back 
home weeping because they could not beallowed 
to go in the army against Proctor, Tecumseh, 
and their cruel hosts. She protected all the North- 
west from the tomahawk and the scalping-Inife 
of the ferocious savage, and the equally ferocious 
Briton, when our soil was invaded. 

Since then we have had a war with Mexico. 
What was the condition of Kentucky then? She 


England put together; more of the gallant sons 
of that proud old Commonwealth of Kentucky 


went to that war than of all New England; and yet if 


the Senator twits Kentucky about her patriotism 
and her devotion to the country! Allow me to 
tell the Senator thatin the war with Mexico no 


draft was ever executed in Kentucky, and the rolls | 
in the adjutant general’s office at her capital now | 


show that over fifty regiments voluntecred more 
than were wanted, and they were not allowed to 
go;and but for that news getting out among the 
people, twice fifty regiments would have been 
ready to strike for their.country in a foreign war, 

The Senator has glorified the patriotism of New 
England during the presentcontest. Ladmit that 
New England has been rampant in the Senate 
Chamber for this war; but I deny, and I deny 
most emphatically and most truthfully, that she 
has exhibited that spirit at home. No draft 
has been executed in Kentucky; she has hereto- 
fore furnished her quota; she has filled it under. 
every call, and I believe that will be made mani- 
fest in a few days. We have the misfortune to 
be divided in this strife; we have perhaps thirty 
thousand of our young men in the rebel army; 
but notwithstanding that we have promptly filled 
our quota so far, and we have to-day one half of 
the fighting population of our State under the 
Union flag; and it is a matter of gratulation to 
every son of Kentucky, though he may regret 
that her people have gone South, that no regiment 
from that proud old State on any field, whether 
in the rebel or the Union service, has ever shown 
the “ white feather.” They fight like true sons 
of a proud mother, and that they will ever do, for 
Kentucky is not the land that breeds recreants 
and cowards. How is it with New England in 
this war? They sometimes call it a New Eng- 
land war. It is the first war since the war of the 
Revolution that has had the cordial coöperation 
of New England. We have had wars with Great 
Britain; we have had a war with Mexico; but 
New England then came up coldly to the work; 
she had no stomach for those fights. How is it 
now? In the Senate Halland the pulpit, wherever 
there isa New England fanatic, he is talking about 
war, blood, carnage; but do their sons respond 
and fill up the ranks? I admit that in one or 
two of the New England States itisso. [believe 
it is so in the State of Vermont; but how is it 
to-day with Massachusetts?—and Massachusetts 
sometimes has the audacious impudence to callita 
Massachusetts war—do they give their sons to the 
battle-field? Has Connecticut done it? Their 
representatives try to pass laws through here 
almost every day to allow them to go with their 
money-bags down South and the world over to 
buy substitutes to fight in a war that they pro- 
claim is a New England war. 

But the other day there was an officer from 
Connecticut offering high bounties to negroes in 
the gallant State of Indiana, within ten miles of 
my home,a State so ably represented by m 
friends, [Mr, E[enpricks and Mr. Lane,] ad t 
understand that Governor Morton ordered the 
Yankee to pack up and clear out, Yes, sir, they 
are going about with their money to buy the bones 
of the western people to fill up their ranks in the 
Army; they are so unpatriotic as not to go in 
themselves. I was very glad that my neighbor’s 
State through its officials ordered that man away. 

Fow is it with Jndiana, with Hlinois, and the 
other western States? Those gatlant States of 
the West in the main have filled their quota, 
They do not go abroad with money to hire a ne- 
gro there or a foreigner yonder. They do not 
send abroad to import men to be put into their 
ranks, No, sir; western courage is far above 
that. But through the instrumentality of the most 
iniquitous tariff laws that were ever on the statute- 
book of any free and honest people, you fill your 
coffers with the wealth drawn from the bard prod- 
ucts of honest industry in the great valley of the 
Mississippi, and with that you go into their midst 
and try to buy the muscle and bones of their peo- 
ple to fill your quotas in the Army that you have 
not got the patriotism and the courage to fill your- 
selves. That is the truth. No man can deny it. 
You are attempting almostevery day to slip some 
law of that kind through. The chairman of the 
Military Committee has tried it twice, and I was 
delighted when the Senator from Ilinois exposed 
and defeated ita few dayssince. If you are really 
for the war as you say you are, give your people 
to the strife; do not send out your money-bags, 
your ill-goiten gains wrung from the hard labor 
of the western people, for the purpose of buying 
that people todo your fighting, | wantro see the 
regiments of Massachusetts and of Connecticut 
filled with Massachusetts and Connecticut men, 
not with South Carolina negroes, or Germans, or 
Irish. Kentucky has filled her quota {rom her 


We have no hoards of wealth which | 


own sons. 
high ‘protective laws have wrung from the labor | 


of other people. We have given so far our chil- 
dren to the strife. So has my gallant neighbor, 
Indiana. So have Ohio, Hlinois, and the whole 
West; but New England men come here and talk 
against the patriotism of other States and about 
their divided allegiance! I scorn that Kind of 
interest in a war that will not send men to the 
field. f 

‘By this kind of clap-trap here you may lead 
the world to believe that you are the great cus- 
todiens of the country; but brave and honest men 
will look to the muster-rolls to see how many are 
in the ranks from your States, and how many | 
you bought over the Canada line and in neigh- 
boring States, and how many you are getting |i 
from the rice-fields of Louisiana. The world will 
not believe that you are in earnest until you come 
up to the work. l hope Congress will not pass 
a law to allow Yankee cupidity to buy western 
patriotism or southern slaves to fill up their ranks. 
There are few States, to their honor be it said, 
that have not filled up their quotas. 

The other Senator from New Hampshire, the 
facetious and witty, and I may add eloquent Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Haxe,] made, 
I think, the most remarkable speech I ever heard. 
T had thought that distinguished Senator was 
filled with humanity, with kindness, with char- 
ity; but he talked as flippantly about blood and 
thunder, and cutting off heads, as a child would 
abouthistoys. lHeadvised the Democratic party | 
to submit quictly and gracefully, as did the royal 
monarch to the severing of his head from his 
body. Te said the decree had gone forth, the 
Commons had decreed that pulleys be placed 
about his royal person in case he resisted, to pull 
him to the block. Ah! and he advised us like 
that king to come up and gracefully put our beads 
on the block; and I suppose the Senator would 
glory in being the exetutioner. Allow me to tell 
him that he was most unfortunate in his simile. 
Charles I was beheaded because of encroachments 
upon the constitution and Jaws of the country 
over which he reigned, The illustration of his 
case cannot apply to a party who are feeble in 
numbers in this Chamber and weak iw the other 
Flouse, though stronger there than here, who 
stand forth manfully resisting the encroachments 
of tyranny, and batiding against the usurpations 
of those in power. If he had instanced the case 
of the first Charles to tell the wicked men in ex- 
ecutive office that they had better lie down and 
have their heads severed because of their ruthless 
overthrow of the Constitution of the country as 
in the ease of that king, the simile would have 
been apposite. 

The Senator from New Hampshire thinks that 
king was rightfully beheaded. L will not enter 
into that controversy. In history it is a vexed 
question, That he committed many grievous 
wrongs, Cadmit, but I am gentle and kind in my 
nature, and E think that perhaps it would have | 
been better if his judges had decreed some milder | 
punishment. The Senator from New Hampshire | 
does not think so; he thinks Charles was right- 
fully executed; he has told us so more than once. | 
Lundertake in this Chamber to declare to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that if he will take up | 
the history of that unfortunate, and I will say 
guilty king, for he did commit violentinfractionsof 
the constitution of the British empire, and if he will 
tate the infractions committed by Charles of the 
constitution and laws of England, I pledge myself 
asa gentleman anda man of honor to give him 
two for one, and those more flagrant infractions, 
committed by Abraham Lincoln upon the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States of America, 
and I defy that Senator or any other Senator who 
chooses to enter the lists to ran the historical par- 
allel. Let -him present well-authenticated his- 
torical infractions by Charles i of the constitu- | 
tion and Jaws of the British nation, and I pledge 
myself to furnish two instances for one of viola- 

- tions of our Constitution and laws committed by |i 
the present Executive; and I venture to say that 
no Senator will attempt to ran the parallel be- |} 
tween the two cases. But, sir, f shall not talk of || 


putting pulleys upon the President, for really | 
while | think the President has committed great |; 
infractions of the Constitution of the country, | 
while I honestly believe he ought to be impeached ii 
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and turned out of office, I have no such. blood- 
thirsty feeling as to want to see ‘the poor.man’s 
head chopped off. : 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that 
we had better die gracefully. He comes in asa 
kind of amateur to give us that advice. I sup- 
pose the Senator was ferocious on the day he 
made that speech, and wanted us to come like 
lambs to the slaughter, so that he might exevute 
the functions of chief executioner. Let me tell 
him that the Democracy are not dead, and by the 
blessing of God they will not die. They havea 
proud office to fill; they bave a glorious mission to 
execute, and I think they willexccute it; and that 
is to rescue the Union from the dangers by which 
it is surrounded, to save our imperiled Consti- 
tution from the stabs of domestic traitors who 
now assault it, and to let the eyes of men once 
more behold this glorious country with the Union 
restored, the Constitution unimpaired. That is 
our mission, and that by the blessing of God we 
will achieve. f 

The Senator need not mock us because we are 
few in numbers here. Sir, we have forces in the 
rear, we have the people at our backs, not only 
those who have heretofore been Democrats but 
under our glorious banner we will rally all the 
conservative and honest men in the country. We 
call beneath the folds of that glorious flag all who 
are in favor of constitutional liberty, all who are 
opposed to public plunder and robbery, and under 
that sign we expect to drive the Goths and the 
Vandals from the capital and to execute the laws 
over the whole people from the cataract of Ni- 
agara to the Gulf of Mexico, from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific, and we will never cease until we 
accomplish that most desirable object. 

But now let me show you what the Senator him- 
self said sometime ago. Two years ago he stood 
out proudly in the list of patriots. Atthat epoch 
all his instincts were in the right direction, and 
I thought we should have his aid in correcting 
abuses and in driving public plunderers from high 
places; but now, so far from continuing in that 
line, he wishes those who resist these encroach- 
ments, those who desire to drive the rogues from 
their places of plunder, to licdown and have their 
heads chopped off without resistance. Listen to 
what the Senator said about two years ago when 
speaking of a little transaction of the Secretary of 
the Navy giving his brother-in-law in New York 
a fat contract: 

«J donot know but I may over-estimate, entirely over- 
estimate the character of this transaction; but] telj you, | 
sir, I believe, and L declare it upon my responsibility asa 
Senator of the United States, that the liberties of this coun- 
try are in greater danger to-day from the corruptions and 
from the profligacy practiced iu the various Departments of 
this Government than itis fromthe open enemy in the field.”? 

And about the same period another distinguished 
Republican, a Representative in the other House 
from the State of Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawzs,] 
sald: 

“ Inthe first year ofa Republican Administration, which | 
eame into power upon prot ons of refon aud retrench- 
ment, there is induhitable evidence abroad in the land that 
somebody has plundered the public Treasury well-nigh in 
that single yearas much as the entire current yearly Cx- 
penses of the Government daring the Administration whieh | 
the peuple hurled trom power because of its corruption.” 

Thus spoke those two distinguished leaders; | 
but now the few of us here who resist such things 
and who seek to prevent public plunder are treated 
by the honorable Senator as worthy of the block. 
l had hoped that he would adhere to his own good 
words; his speech from which I have just read an 
exuract was made about two years ago; and since 
then the robberies that have taken place are a 
hundred to one to those that had then occurred. | 
The transaction of which he then complained was į 
but earnest of what has since been done. We 
hear of these things every day; they areallaround | 
us. Since then almostevery vital principle of the 
Constitution has been overthrown, not by the 
rebelin arms, but by the domestic traitor at home. j 
And yet the Senator wants to decapitate those o 
us who stand up and resist these wrongs. The 
Senator talked earnestiy two years ago, and he | 
had good reason, I think, for making the speech 
he then delivered; but if he thought then the lib- |) 


erties of the people were in more danger from the |! 
corruptions of the Departments here about Wash- | 
ington than they were from the public enemy 
what must he think now? Our arms have ad- 3 


vanced since then, it is true, but public robbery |; 


T wishes to decapitate those of us who stand 


| their Representatives, apply the correctiy 


and theft have increased... Where one,dollar.- was 
stolen. then, hundreds. and thousands have been 
stolen since, and yet he seems quietly. to have, 

ielded the contest, to have left the field, and,now 


against rogucs and usurpers! Paget 

I regret to say thatinstead of continuing toex+ 
pose those breachesof the public faith as the bon- 
orable Senator, did in the report and speech. he 
made on the occasion to which I have alluded, 
we find him now acting with those’ who..try to 
prevent all investigation. But the other day. 
offered in my place a resolution. calling. for ins 
formation of the Secretary of War, asking him to 
send to the Senate the. orders that he had issued 
empowering certain persons to take possession of 
churches and church property, and the orders is- 
sued by his major generals on the. same subject. 
I wished that information in order to frame bill 
to prevent those abuses; but the Senate laid my. 
resolution on the table, and among those who 
voted thus to kill it was the Senator from New. 
Hampshire. Would any man five years ago 
have supposed that the Secretary of War would, 
without warrant of law and in violation of the 
Constitution of the country, undertake to transfer 
a church to a minister of a different religious faith 
from that to which it belonged? That he woukt 
send ministers through the whole valley of the 
Mississippi to take possession of churches be- 
longing to a certain denomination of Christians, 
and install them as ministers to preach the. gos- 
pel to perhaps an unwilling people?.. Would it 
then have been supposed thatthe time would ever 
arrive when a major general of the United States 
would undertake lo clothe provost marshals with 
the power to appoint ministers of the gospel and 
to levy taxes on congregations to pay. them, all 
subject to the general’s approval? I did not 
suppose that an American Senate would ever be 
convened which, when a resolution was offered 
calling for information on sucha subject, most 
delicate to every free people, would prevent the 
Secretary of War from returning such public 
orders for their investigation. But, sir, such. is. 
the fact. It stands on record upon the Journal, 
and there it will remain, in my judgment, tothe 
discredit of those who placed it there. iea 

Mr. President, although the Senate may not 
allow that information, to be. sent. here. officially. 
we all know that the fact exists, There is evir 
dence before us that the War Office is tampering 
with religion, taking houses of religious worship, 
not for the purpose of using them temporarily. as 
hospitals for the sick and wounded—that would, 
be proper—but for the purpose of installing min- 
istera in them to preach to perhaps an unwilling 
people, Thatis uniting Church and State, con- 
trary to the Constitution of the country, and I 
think the Senate ought not to refuse to. call for 
information upon such a subject. If the party 
friends of the Administration expect to hide these 
things from the people they are very much mis- 
taken. Some of these orders haye already beon 
published. Not only have houses.of public wer- 
ship been taken, but I have evidence that orders 
have been issued, appointing certain men belong-. 
ing to the Baptist Llome Mission Society in the 
city of New York to go down throngh the valley. 
of the Mississippi and take possession of property 
belonging to the Baptist. churches of that region, 
Everybody knows that the Baptist church is a 
very republican kind of institution; each church 
is separate and distinct in its jurisdiction, unlike, 
other denominations in that respect. 

I have always been of opinion that ina repub- 
lican Government like this, all the acts of our 
public functionaries, except those which were 


| necessarily secret in the way of diplomatie rela- 


tions, should be open to the inspection of the peo- 
ple. Itis the people’s Government. ‘They are 
in theory, and until these unfortunate times they 
have been in fact, the sovereigns; and througi. 
their Representatives they havearight to demand: 
the public official orders of their servants who are. 
in power for the time being. Let the. people see. 
what is being done, so that they can, through 
ive, ifthey 
think it is wrong, and if they think it is right, 
give their plaudits and their approval. to faithful 
public servants. ; 
I have thought that this kind of secrecy was. 
only fit for the cabinets of princes and potentates 
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and tyrants, and ill became this country of ours. 
Such, however, does not seem to be the impres- 
sion here now. 

' F tell Senators the people will see these orders, 
and they might as well agree to let them come 
here in proper form. Nothing you can do will 
hide the truth long. We should have it in more 
authentic form if we got it under the sign-manual 
of the parties who issucd these orders; but the 
people will have them anyhow. Tf you give 
them to us in an authentic form it will be mach 
better, and no objection can be made then that 
we misstate them. When the Senate here solemn- 
ly decree that we shall not have a view of the 
publie acts and orders of our public officials that 
are not inany way secrct, or ought not to be so, 
the world will think there is rottenness and wrong 
being hidden which it is desired to conceal from 
the public. That will be the result; and I think 
you will only injure your own cause by with- 
holding the information. I give that advice gratis, 
and L hope it will hereafter be acted upon, 

But, sir, | have said that the great conservative 
party of this country has a high mission to accom- 
lish, That party consists of old Democrats, old 

Whigs, and Republicans who are ready to leave 
you, sceing that you have not fulfilled your prom- 
Wes. If you will give us free speech, a free press, 
and free ballot in November next, we will drive 
you from power as the hurricane sweepsa feather 
in its course. But will you give us them? Will 
you pass laws punishing your officers and those 
in authority for striking down free ballot? Will 
you pass other laws punishing by the harshest 
punistiment those who attempt to overthrow the 
iberty of the press? “Will your Executive strike 
off from his rolls those within his control who 
raise their hands to imprison citizens who exer- 
cise the constitutional right-of free speech ? 

[tell you, Senators, that your only hope is to 
strikedown free speech, a free press, and free bal- 
lot, m order to maintain your power. Fence it 
is that, although we hope, we do not much ex- 
pect that you will do anything io the right direc- 
tion. Your past action does not convince us that 
you will, Give us these three great conservative 
peacefulagencies; itis all we want. Letus freely 
canvass your administration of public affairs; let 
us freely investigate the conduct of your men in 
power; let us, through the press and the tangue, 
on the stump and in every cabin, say what we 
think; let the newspapers go forth pointing to the 
fact, and showing to the people clearly and dis- 
tinctly that you are overthrowing the Constitu- 
tion; that you are plundering them of their treas- 
ure; that you are unworthy of trust, and your 
political days will be numbered. I tell the con- 
servative men, the Democracy, the old Whigs, 
the honest Republicans, every where—and | wish 
to Ged my voice could extend to the remote parts 
of this dduntry—to be of good cheer; and if those 
in power attempt to enslave them, to pat chains 
upon their limbs, to prevent their free tongues 
from wagging in words of honest and burning 
censure against those who are striking down their 
liberties, if the minions of power attempt to in- 
terfere with the freedom of the press, I would ad- 
vise the people throughoat the length and breadth 
ofthe land to insist on freedom, and give their lives 
in its defense. Lam forJaw and for order; I beg, I 


n > 
implore, | entreat, that we may have these great 


constitutional agencies without blood; but before | 


God, | shall advise the people every where, rather 
than submit to the degradation of having free 
speech, a free press, and free ballot taken from 
ihem, to strike the usurpers to the ground. Ifa 
free people will not fight and give their blood for 
these three inestimable blessings they are unwor- 
thy to live as freemen, and the best thing for them 
would be to die, for they will have to do that or 
live as slaves. 

I hope we shall have hereafter the perfect froe- 
dom of elections everywhere; that we shall have 
free speech,a free press, and free ballot. These 
are all the weapons we ask. 


conservative men in every State of the Union to 
fight for them; Ido not mean to go outof the Union, 
but I mean to fight for the ballot, and fight under 
the Constitution and laws of their country, and 
defend themselves by striking to the earth those 
who attempt to prevent them excreising these 
inestimable blessings of a free people. 


i But if they are de- į 
nied us, I shall advise the Democracy and the 


The Senator from New Hampshire will have | 
to see that. free speech and free press and free bal- | 
lot are destroyed before he can kill the Democ- 
racy. They arenotdestructiblearticles. Strike 
down one by crue] and bloody tyranny, and a 
thousand will spring up. You may cause some 
of the timid to be silent; you may cause them to 
be afraid to go to the polls and vote; but the love 
of truth and of constitutional liberty ‘is in their 
breasts; the bold will speak it, and they will strike 
for it; they will vindicate it with their blood, not 
in seceding, but in fighting at their own hearth- 
stones, as it were, for the liberties given them by 
their fathers; and we should be unworthy de- 
scendants of the noblest sires the world ever saw, 
unless we did stand thus boldly for our rights. 

Mr. President, I had intended to notice in a 
very brief manner the most.remarkable effort of 
the Senator from Massachusetts this morning. 
I have heard that Senator, ever since 1 have been 
| in the Senate Chamber, reading his long, illogi- 
cal rhapsodies upon slavery. They are all of 
them much alike; all speak of the barbarism and 
cruelty of slavery. They are filled with a good 
deal of encyclopedia learning, with scraps of quo- 
tation here and there. Without meaning any 
disrespect to the Senator, I must say that they 
remind me of the rhapsodies of a man who basa 
nightmare. They remind me of an expression 
of Shakspeare: 


“Tris a tale, 
Told by an idiot, full of sound and fury, 

Signifying nothing? i 
In the first hour of his speech to-day, the Sen- 
ator gave us a kind of rehash of the report he 
made from the committee on freedmen (1 believe 
that is its name) touching the repeal of the fugi- 
tive slave law, in which he treated of the question 
of constitutional power. 1 will do the Senator 


lent; he does write good English; but I must also 
i| say that his report is the most illogical and un- 
lawyerlike paper J ever read‘in my life coming 
i} from a gentleman of such learning and reputation. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuckaLew] 
| put the subtle knife of truth and logic to it; he 
|| exposed its sophistry, its want of candor, its want 
|| of historical and constitutional truth; in a single 
i} charge he scattered it to the four winds; but we 
have had a rehash of it here to-day. I shall eater 
into no constitutional argument for the purpose 
of overthrowing such kind of rhapsodies. If I 
had any inclination to do so, the report of my 
friend from Pennsylvania has relieved me of the 
trouble. Llis very searching, potent, though short 
analysis is on your table, and it disposes of the 
question, 


V 

The Senator from Massachusetts to-day has 
quoted from Patrick Henry, and he has eulogized 
him very much. Certainly he docs not fee} any 
more admiration for that distinguished orator than 
Ido. Does not the Senator know that an amend- 
ment to the Constitution has been adopted since 
Patrick Henry made that speech, which says that 
private property shall not be taken for public uses 
except on just compensation? and that js an an- 
swer to his whole quotation from Mr. Henry. I 
do not believe Mr. Henry was right in the posi- 
tion he assumed in the speech from which the 
Senator quoted. Mr. Henry was engaged at that 
|| time in making an assault on the Constitution in 
i| a slave State; he wished to reject it; he did not 
| like it; butevenif what he then stated were true, 
| 


of the Senator’s argument on that branch of the 
case, and Mr. Henry’s argument along with it. 
‘But the Senator bas said that the way to pre- 
serve the Republic is to carry itback to the prin- 
ciples of its bapusmal font—a beautifal expres- 
sion, but what appropriateness is there in it in 
li the way in which the honorable Senator uses it? į 
‘| What did our fathers do when they formed thé 
f Government? What wastheirstatus? What was 
|| their condition? When they stood around the} 
H 
| 


baptismal font and proclaimed the birth of the 

Constitution that carried joy and gladness to the | 
hearts of liberty-loving men throughoutthe world, 
every minister at that altar, save those. from one 
State, was a representative of a slave State, and 
four fifths of them were slaveholders. They were 
i the men who gave us the Constitution so much 
vaunted to-day by the honorable Senator, I| 
would to God we could go back to those days 


j 
{ 
] 


the justice to say that his language was excel- | 


the amendment since adopted explodes the whole | 


when men were honest and had regard for prop- 
erty rights, when men were patriotic and exerted 
themselves in the cabinet and the ficld for the 
promotion of the best interests of their country, 
when ourstatesmen were wise and philanthropic, 
prudent and capacious, and took in their broad 
view the whole interests of the country. None 
of them were ted off by this miserable one-idea 
fanaticism in regard to negro slavery or any other 
“ism.” They were men of extended catholi- 
cism in all thefr political views. Unfortunately 
for us, those wise, those good, those virtuous, 
those great men have departed, and we now have 
succeeding them a set of men who are governed 
entirely by a single idea, and who would re- 
nounce any theory they had ever held in order 
to carry out that idea. 

I have heard the Senator declare in this Cham- 
ber that under the Constitution we had no power 
to interfere with slavery in the States. To-day 
he tells us that it is constitutional to strike and 
crush slavery wherever we can find it. 

The Senator swears to support the Constitution, 
and declares in his place that he would not assist 
in the execution of the fugitive slave law, a law 
made in obedience to the command of the Consti- 
tution. The Senator disregards the Constitution, 
his oath of office, and everything that should bind 
the conscience of a good and just man, to carry 
out his abolition schemes. 

The Senator from Massachusetts talks as glibly 
about war as if he had all his life had the harness 
on, as if nothing had ever delighted his eyes but 
hacked and bruised armor and broken blades. 
He has talked about this war as being righteous 
and right; he has advocated it throughout; he has 
voted all the men and all the money they wanted, 
and to-day he culogizes war. Now, whatdo you 
think has heretofore been the tenet of that hon- 
orable Senator? As I before said, those who have 
but one predominant ideaare not wise counselors. 
The Senator has changed the whole current of his 
thoughts within the last few years on this subject 
of war. Let me read from a most elaborate ora- 
tion, very handsomely written, and replete with * 
all the encyclopedia learning for which that Sen- 
ator is so eminent, made some yearsago. Letus 
see what the Senator then said of peace; and if 
everybody in this Chamber who has witnessed ` 
his conduct here does not say that he has run coun- 
ter to the principles laid down by himself I will 
admit that 1 have not capacity to see the truth or 
to state it. Here is an extract from an oration, 
made by. Fon. Cuartes Sumner, entitled The 
Grandeur of Nations, a few years ago. 

Mr. SUMNER. What is the date of it? 

Mr. POWELL. The 4th of July, 1845, and 
I would rather have it dated back at that time than 
now, because it expresscd the Senator’s ideas 
when everything was cool and calm and quiet, 
and there was not the excitement of civil war. I 
have a right to use it as a weapon against him. 
He ts using this war as an instrument to destroy 
slavery. ‘That is his whole object; he has none 
other; and I think he wil get up and avow that 
to be the case. Jam sure he will not deny it, 
Now, sir, let us look to what he said on war in 
that address: 

“ In our age there can be no peace that is not honorable 3 
there can be no war that is not dishonorable.” 

And those words are put in capital letters. Ac- 
cording to his own tenets, the Senator is now 
urging on a dishonorable war. I donot say that 
that is what the Senator is doing; but I say that 
if he uttered the truth when he made the speech 


| from which I have just read, he is now advo- 


cating a dishonorable war, because in that speech 
he said there can be no war that is net dishonor- 
able. 1 suppose the Senator in the course of his 
life has had two ideas, a war idea and a peace 
idea; and when he was un the peace idea he 
thought nothing under heaven was good but peace. 
ido not concur with the Senator in that senti- 
ment, for l think there are times in the affairs of 
nations when itis right to go to war. I read it 
merely to show the Senator’s inconsistency. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will allow me 
to say that at the time I made that remark [ had 
very little idea of the barbarism of slavery. 

Mr. POWELL. Ihave no doubt of that, and 
if the Senator would look into himself he would 
find that he is more barbarous than perhaps any 
slaveholder that ever lived. The Senator is the 
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perfect embodiment of barbarism—the barbarism | 
of fanaticism. Iama slaveholder; and if I be- 
Heved that I had about me half the barbarism the 
Senator has, I should be disposed to hide from 
the civilized world. Bat, sir, let. me go on with 
the speech from which Iam quoting: 

. “War is utterly ineffectual to secure or advance the ob- į 
ject at which it professes to aim. The misery which it 
excites coutributes to no end, helps to establish no right, 
and therefore in no respect determines justice between the 
contending nations.” 

Why does the Senator carry on this war? Just 
for the love of blood, havoc, publie plunder, and 
the destruction of human life? He boldly and 
clearly and most perspicuously declared in 1845 
that it never will effect its aim. Yet we find the 
Senator in that most ridiculous attitude, at war 
with himself, That is the barbarism that fanat- 
icism teaches. Itbrings him into most striking 
contradiction. But I will read alittle farther from 
the honorable Senator’s most elaborate speech. 
He says: 


“Christianity forbids the whole custom of war.” 


Is the gentleman, in order to carry out his one 
idea of destroying negro slavery, not only to 
overthrow the fixed and firm principles of his life, 
but is he to overthrow Christianity? The whole 
system of Christianity is to go by the board bes 
cause the Senator wishes to effect through thein- 
strumentality of arms one single object—the abo- 
lition of slavery. He is willing to forego not only 
his former principles about human affairs, but to 
Overthrow the religion of the blessed Saviour 
himself, to bring about that, to him, most desira- 
ble of all objects. 

The honorable Senator from Massachusetts fur- 
ther says on this subject of Christianity and war: 

“Tt was uot until Christianity became corrupted that its 
followers became soldiers, and its priests learned to min- 
ister at the altar of the God of battles.?? 

_ ladmit with the Senator that many of the clergy 
in his region of country have become very much 
corrupted, because they preach war and nothing 
else; but I suppose the honorable Senator is will- 
ing to see not only the church and the clergy, but 
everything else, corrupted to carry out this one 
idea. I have sometimes fallen in among that de- 
scription of preachers who deliver nothing but po- 
litical essays. T never heard one of thatdeserip- 
tion but once, When Igo intoa church and the 
minister commences preaching in that way, I sit 
and listen out of the respect I have for the name 
of Christianity. I do not rise and Icave because 
the thing is offensive to me, bat I remain until 
the services are concluded. But, sir I never go 
back to that church again; for I think the Chris- 
tian minister that doesnot preach Christ and Him 
erucified pollutes the pulpit in which he stands, 
and isan unworthy servant of that blessed Mas- 
ter who is the King of peace. i 

But, sir, let us go on a little further in this ad- | 
dress of the Senator. Here is an extract upon | 
civil war. The Senate wiil remember that these 
extracts that I read fromthe honorable Senator’s | 
speech are general propositions. He says: 

“The soul trembles agifast as we contemplate fields | 
drenched in fraternal gore, where the happiness of homes 
has been shivered by the unfriendly arms of neighbors, and 
kinsmen have sunk beneath the steel nerved by a kins- 
man’s hand, This is civil war, whieh stands aceursed for- 
ever in the calendar of time.” | 


Great God! the Senator from Massachusetts | 
says that civil war stands accursed in all the an- 
nals of time. Why, sir, he sometimes speaks of 
this asa war of Massachusetts. To continue: 


“But the muse of history, in the faithful record of the 
future transactions of nations, inspired by a new and loftier 
justice, and touched to finer sensibilities, shall extend to 
the general sorrows of universal man the sympathy still 
profusely shed for the selfish sorrow of the country, and 
shall pronounce international war to be civil war, aud the 
partakers in it as traitors to God and enemies to man? 


Here the Senator declares that those who par- 
take in these civil wars, or in international wars, 
which he says are civil wars, are traitors to God | 
and enemies to man. Whyy,sir, to take the Sen- 
ator’s own position here as true, he stands to-day 
a traitor to God and an enemy to man. And yet 
that Senator is forever prating about the barba- 
rism of slavery. Had it not been for the eternal 
ringing of that word in my ear I would not have 
put the Senator to the cruel torture of quoting to- 
day his principles which he now stands up and 
openly violates, | 

The Senate will bear me witness that this is the |! 


first time since I have been a member of the body | 
that I have attempted evento resist or east back 
these accusations upon the section of country 
from which leame. They are distasteful:to me; 
bat, sir, there. is a point beyond which forbear- 
ance ceases to be a virtue, and I think we have 
reached that point. f 

Let me read one other sentence from this ad- 
dress. . The Senator says: 

“A man is higher thau the beasts of the field; as the an- 
gels are higher than man 3. as Christ is higher than Mars; 
as he that ruteth his spirit is higher than he that taketh a 
eity, so are the victories of peace higher than the victories 
of war.” : . 

That is very handsomely said, and ‘in the main 
itis very true. The Senator then goes on to in- 
veigh against standing armies. He speaks of the 
vast expense of maintaining them, and quotcs a 
table of expenses of other countrics; and yet that 
Senator is engaged here ina war. When I say 
he is engaged in a war I will do the Senator the 
justice to say that he only advocates it on his 
lips; he advocates it here by word, by speech, by 
letter. He attempts to fire the hearts of the peo- 
ple everywhere to join in this crusade. The hon- 
orable Senator does not go where he would hear 
the rattle of small-arms or smell gunpowder. Were 
I for this war as ferociously as that Senator is, I 
think J would take up a musket and go into the 
field. But i am opposed to the war (though I do 
not intend to discuss that) for the reasons I have 
so often stated here. 

I have not much faith in the sincerity of those 
who always preach warand never fight. It would 
be better for them to fight a little, and then people 
will think they are in earnest. The Senator is 
willing that other people’s blood shall be shed. 
-He is willing thata million of the young men of 
the country shall be sacrificed. He is willing that 
the whole land shall be laid in mourning, thatthe 
weeds of the widow and the tears of the orphan 
shall everywhere be seen. Heis willing thatthe 
hard earnings of the laboring man, though his wife 
and children may bé starving, shall be wrenched 
from him by the ruthless hand of the tax-gatherer 


in order to defray the expenses of this war, and | 


to pay the interest on the immense debt that is 
accruing. All these things he is willing to see for 


the purpose of carrying outa fanatical idea. That | 
he boasts of; that he gloats over; but, sir, he | 


never seeketh the battle even afar off. He does 
not go within sound of the drum and fife; nor is 
he like the war-horse that smelleth the battle afar 
off. Trepeat I have not mach confidence in the 
sincerity of that description of patriots. 

Mr. President, I have said all 1 intend to say 
on this matter. It was not my purpose to open 
my mouth onthisamendment. Thad determined 


to contentmyself with the very elaborate speeches | 


made by my colleague, the Senator from Dela- 
ware, [Mr. Sauussury, | and the Senator from In- 
diana, [Mr. [Lenpricks;} but, sir, such were the 


inconsistencies of the Scuators from New England | 
to whom E have referred, such were their assaults | 


upon the Democratic party, such were their as- 
saults upon my own State, that I felt called upon 
to say a word in their vindication. In doing that 
thoughtit butrightthat I should allow the Senator 


from Massachusetts to look into his own mirror, į 


and hence I have held up the speech he made some 
time ago to his vision. 

Mr. HARLAN. Before the Senator’s mind is 
diverted from this subject, I desire him to reconcile 


a vote that he gave not long since, with the very i 


remarkable passage of his present speech in which 
i S F 


= [i 
he denounced very severely, if t understand the 


purport of his language, supposed infringements 
of the freedom of speech. In the Congressional 
Globe for the first session of the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress, part three, page 1937, 1 find the follow- 
ing: 

“Mr, TARLAN. 
Mississippi, I prop 
resohition of the se 
lowing: i 

“ But the free discussion of the morality and expediency 
of slavery shall never be interfered with by the laws of any 
State or of the United States; andthe freedom of specch 


With the conseut of the Senator from 
se LO offer ai anendment 10 the se oud 
s, by inserting at the end of it the fol- 


and of the press, ov this and every other subject of domes- | 


tic and national policy, should be maintained inviolate in 
all the States.” 

On page 2821 of the same volume of the Globe 
I find the following: 

“The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. 


HanLaxN by yeas and nays, resulled—ycas 20; nays 36; as 
follows: 


i 
t 
i 
i 
| 
i 


I will read the negative votes : ; 
‘Nays—Messrs. Benjamin, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Brown, 
Chesnut, Clay; Clingman; Crittenden; Davis, Fitzpatrick, 
Green, Gwin, Hammond, Hemphill, Hunter, Iverson; Jobn 
son of Arkansas; Jobnson of ‘Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, 
Latham, Mallory, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, Polk, Powell, 
Pugh, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Thomson, Toombs} Wighall, 
and Yulee—36,? ety asd 
The language is as I have read: 


“But the free discussion of the morality and expediency 
of slavery shalt never be interfered with by the laws of 
any State or of the United States; ‘and the’ freedom of 
speech and ofthe press, on this and every other subject of 
domestic and national policy, should be maintained inyio- 


late in ali the States.” 


And the Senator voted “nay.” Every Democrat 
in the Senate, including the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, voted in the negative. ‘ ha 

Mr. POWELL. There isa very striking dif- 
ference. between the object of that resolution and 
the free discussion of political acts. The scope 
of that resolution would have been to. send: per- 
sons down into the slave States to preach insure 
rection to their slaves. I suppose that actuated 
every man who voted against it. I would vote 
“nay” again on that resolution. I voted right, 
- Mr. SAULSBURY. I wish to offer.an amend- 
ment to the proposed amendment of the Consti- 
tution as a substitute. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question be- 
fore the Senate is on agreeing to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts, 

Mr. SUMNER. I merely wish to have Sena- 
tors understand that amendment, and, as I have 
said, I make it rather in the form of suggestion 
than proposition. If] understand from my friend 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee thathe 
is strongly inclined against it, I certainly have 
no desire to press it. If the Chair will be good, 
enough, I should like to have it read for. the ine 
formation of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, [It will be read. 

The Sceretary read the amendment, to strike 
out the first and second sections of article thirteen 
as reported by the committee, and to insert: 

Sec. 1. All persons are free [equal] before the law, so 
that no person can hold another as a slave; and the Con- 
gress may make all Jaws necessary and proper to carry this 
article into effect everywhere within the United States and 
the jurisdiction thereof. Fete dee ae 

Mr.SUMNER. Now, Mr. President, the state 
of the question is this. The Senator from Mis- 
souri (Mr. Henperson] offered a proposition in 
this form: 

ART. l. Slavery or involuntary servitude, except as a 
punishinent for crime, shall not exist in the United States, 

Arr. 2. The Congress, whenever a majority ofthe mem 
bers elected .to each Elouse shall deem it necessary, may? 
propose amendments to the Constitution, or, on the appli- 
cation ofthe Legislatures ofa majority of the several States, 
shall calla convention for proposing amendments, which 
in eithe se shall be valid, to all intents and purposes, as 
part of the Constitution, when ratified by the Legislatures: 
of two thirds of the several States, or by conventions in 
two thirds thereof, as the one or the other mode of ratifica- 
tion may be propused by Congress, . 

It will be obsérved that this proposition of the 
Senator from Missouri is twofold: the first ar- 
ticle applies to the matter which has been under 
discussion in this debate, the prohibition of sla- 
very; the second, to a proposition which is not 
necessarily associated with it. I believe, from what 
has occurred, the Senate is agreed in confining 
what we do now to the first proposition. I must 
say I accept that idea completely. 1 think the 
first proposition should be acted upon absolutely 
by itself alone, and therefore however much I may 
be tempted by other propositions,as I must con- 
fess I was by onc or two of the prepositions of the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PoweLr] the other 
day, yet I was not disposed to be diverted or 
turned “aside from that great original proposition 
which it should be now our objeet to introduce 
into the Constitution. 

[ make this comment on the first proposition 


i which we have before us, that of the Senator from 


Missouri, in’ order to explain why I should be. 
against that in the form ia which it stands; but 
if we should go to the first article of the proposi= 
tion of the Senator from Missouri, I am free to 
say that in some respects { think it better than 


i the article proposed by the committee. Itis as 


follows: 

Slavery or involuntary servitude, except as a punish- 
ment for crime, shall not exist in the United States. 

It is simpler than the proposition of the com- 
mittee, to which I now come. Thatisas follows: 

Art, 13, Sec. LL X 
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It will be observed that itis in two sections— 
Neither slavery norinvoluntary servitude, except as a pun- 
ishmont for:crime, whereof the party shall have been duly | 
couvicted—~ © 

Which I must say I think here is verbiage en- 
tirely. » There is no need of having it in a consti- 
tutional. proposition— 
shal exist within the United States, or any place subject 
to their jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2, Congress shall have power to enforce this article 
by appropriate legislation. 

On the face of that article. I object to it, first, 
inasmuch as it is in two sections when I think it 
ought to be in one. I have already before men- 
tioned that in this respect it goes against the pre- 
cedent ofthe Constitution itself. In article four of 
the Constitution we have section one as follows: 
~ «© Pull faith and credit shall be given in each State to the 
public acts, records, aud judicial proceedings of every 
State, and the Congress?”— 

It will be observed that the Constitution speaks 
of Congress as “ the Congress,” putting the arti- | 
ele before it— : 

“and the Congress may by general laws prescribe the 
manner in which such acts, records, and proceedings shal 
be proved and the effect thereof.’ : 

{t seers to me, in point of form, that it is bet- 
ter that these two sections should be molded into 
one. 

But then my objection to itis, further, if this 
amendment in this first particular, which is com- 
paratively unimportant, be secured, it seems to 
me the language is not happy. Ido not know 
that I shall have the concurrence of other Sena- 
tors. in the criticism which I make upon it; but I 
understand that it starts with the idea of repro- 
ducing the Jeffersonian ordinance. I doubt the 
expediency of reproducing that ordinance. It 
‘performed an excellent work in its day; but there 
are words in it which are entirely inapplicable to 
our time. That ordinance I will read. It is as 
follows: 

“There shall be neither slavery nor involuntary servi- 
tude inthe said Territory otherwise than in the punishment 
of crimes whereof the party shall have been duly con- 
victed.”? 

‘This ordinance, in precisely these words, was 
reproduced at a later day, in the very important 
act by which Missouri was admitted into the 
Union, containing the well-known prohibition 
which afterwards caused such debate. 

There are words here, I have said, which are 
entirely inapplicable to’our time. ‘They are the | 
limitation, ** otherwise than inthe punishment of | 
crimes whereof the party shall have been duly 
convicted.’’?’ Now, unless i err, there is an im- 
plication from those words that men may be en- 


slaved as a punishment of crimes whereof they | 
‘There was a |; 


shall have been duly convicted, 
reason, I have said, for that at the time, for I 
understand that it was the habit in certain parts |; 
of the country to convict persons or to doom them || 
‘as.slaves for life as a punishment for crime, and i 
it was not proposed to prohibit this habit. Bat | 
slavery in ourday is something distinct, perfectly | 
well Known, requiring no words of distinction | 
outside of itself. Why, therefore, add ‘ nor in- | 
voluntary servitude otherwise than in the punish | 
mentof crimes whereof the party shall have been | 
duly convicted??? To my mind they are entirely 
surplusage.. They do no good there, but they 
absolutely introduce a doubt. 

In placing a new and important text into our 
Constitution, it seems to me we cannot be too 
careful in the language we adopt. We should 
consider well that the language that we adopt here 
in this Chamber to-day will in all probability be | 
adopted in the other House, and it must be adopt- | 
ed, also, by three fourths of the Legislatures of | 
tbe States, Once having passed this body, it is 
substantially beyond correction. Therefore, it | 
seems to me, we have every motive, the strongest | 
inducement in the world, to make that language 
as perfect as possible. 7 

I say, therefore, that I object to the Jeffersonian 
ordinance even if it were presented here in its 
original text. Butnow I am brought to the point 
thai the proposition of the committee is not the | 
Jeffersonian ordinance, except in its bad feature. 
In other respects, it discards the language of the 
Jeffersonian ordinance and also its collocation of |! 
words. The language of the committee is as || 
follows: i 

Neither slaver 


nog involuntary servitude, except as a 


punishment for erin, whereof the party shall have been 1 
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duly convicted, shall exist within the United States, orany 
place subject to their jurisdiction. = ES 
The Senate will observe what to my ear is a 
discord, the introduction of those two * shalls” 
so near together; but that is not of great import- 


ance. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. They are both in the Jeffer- 
sonian ordinance. 

Mr. SUMNER. But they are further apart, 
and the whole effect is entirely different. As I 
have said already, the language of the ordinance 
is, “There shall be.” Mark the beginning as 
compared with that of the committee. The com- 
mittee say, ‘‘ Neither slavery nor involuntary 
servitude,” &c. The ordinance says, ‘There 


shall be’’—the word of prohibition coming first, | 


at the outset-—‘neither slavery nor involuntary 


| servitude in the said Territory otherwise than in 
the punishment of crimes whereof the party shall 


have been duly convicted; whereas the com- 
mittee say, “Neither slavery nor involuntary 
servitude, except as a punishment for crime, 
whercofthe party shall have been duly convicted, 
shall exist within the United States, or any place 
subject to their jurisdiction.” 

If Senators desire the Jeffersonian ordinance, Í 
say let us take it in its original formas it appears 
in that ordinance, and was subsequently repro- 
duced in the Missouri statute; do not let us take 
itin this modified form, which, while pretending 
to be the Jeffersonian ordinance, is not the Jeffer- 
sonian ordinance except in that feature which I 
think, if Senators apply their minds to it, they 
will see is clearly objectionable. 1 refer to the 
words “except as a punishment for crimes, 
whereof the party shall have been duly convict- 
ed.” Thave already said that for myself I should 
prefer the form which I have sent to the Chair, 
and on which the question is now to be taken; 
but I offer it as a suggestion, and if Senators do 
not incline to it, | bave no desire to press it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, atan early 
stage of the session, the Senator from Missouri 
introduced a proposition to amend the Coustitu- 


| tion of the United States so as forever to prohibit 


slavery. Thatresolution was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. Ata Jaterday,a month 
or two afterwards, the Senator from Massachu- 


setts also introduced a proposition to prohibit | 


slavery. The committee had both those propo- 
sitions before them. ‘They considered them. 
There was some difference of opinion in the com- 
mittee as to the language to be used; and it was 


| upon discussion and an examination of both these 


propositions, the one originally introduced by the 
Senator from Missouri, and subsequently by the 


Senator from Massachusetts, that the committee |! 
came to the conclusion to adopt the form which |; 


is reported here. Ido not know that I shoul 
have adopted these precise words, buta majority 
of the committee thought they were the best 
words; they accomplish the object; and [cannot 
see why the Senator from Massachusetts should 
be so pertinacious about particular words. The 
words that we have adopted will accomplish the 
object. If every member of the Senate is to sc- 
lect the precise words in which a law shall be 
clothed, and will be satisfied with none other, we 
shall have very little legislation. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have already said I shall 
be perfectly satisfied with what the Senate do. I 


am making a sincere effort now to contribute as | 


much as Í can toimprove the proposition in form. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Undoubtedly in the opin- 
ion of the Senator from Massachusetts it would 
improve the proposition. If had had my pre- 
cise way in the committce, very likely it would 
have improved the proposition to have had the 


il language as I wanted it; but a majority of the 
D D J 


committee agreed upon these words; and although 


| the Senator from Massachusetts may satisfy him- 


self that the words he has suggested, copied from 
the French Revolution, are the best words for us 
to adopt, I am notatail sure ofit. I think there 
is nothing historical about them, nothing in the 
source from whence they come to commend them 
particularly tous. I wauld not go to the French 
Revolution to: find the proper words for a consti- 
tution. Weall know that their constitutions were 
failures, while ours, we trust, will be permanent. 
I therefore am not inclined to accept the gentle- 
man’s suggestions, and I hope he will withdraw 
them and let the Senate come to a vote upon this 
subject, 


; ation of it, 


: a clause of the Constitution. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the Senator from Hii- 
nois will allow me for a single moment, it is said 
that men’s first impressions are sometimes the 
best, and it seems that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts when he introduced his proposition used 
in it the very words of which he now makes such 
complaint, “ otherwise than in the punishment 
of crime whereof the party shall have been duly 
convicted.*? f : 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
The first proposition J introdueed was a month 
or six Weeks before that; butyafter the committee 
made their report, when I examined it and found 
that they had undertaken to give us the Jefferso- 
nian ordinance, and I saw that it was not the Jef- 
fersonian ordinance, I then prepared that propo- 
sition with a view to embody: the Jeffersonian 
ordinance precisely, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iwasvery much tempted 
to reply to some of the remarks that have been . 
made in opposition to this proposed amendment, 
and am strongly tempted also to reply to some of 
the remarks which have fallen from the Senator 
from Massachusetts, who in an elaborate argu- 
ment has attempted to show that no amendment 
of the Constitution is necessary; but, sir, if we 
can have a vote on this subject 1 will forego mak- 
mg any reply to what has been said, and will 
content myself with the passage of the resolution, 
which is the object I have in view, to abolish sla- 
very and prevent its existence hereafter. The 
language as reported by the committee will ac- 
complish these objects; and although it may not 
be the best possible form to the mind of every Sen- 
ator here, I wish him to reflect that it is impossi- 
ble for us all to agree upon the language. We 
have discussed this matter in committee. As to 
its being now embodied in two sections that is a 
matter of taste; there is no importance in it, Per- 
haps it would be just as well in one, 

Mr.SUMNER. Why notalter itin that way? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir, I will not alter 
it. Icannotalter it, The committee considered 
this subject and deliberately agreed upon this 
form. {have no authority ta consent to an alter- 
The Senate can alterit. Ifeach Sen- 
ator thinks he can find better words and proceeds 
to offer other words, it will be for the Senate to 
determine what words they will adopt. 

Mr. HOWARD. I believe the proposition now 
before the Senate is the amendment offered by 


| the Senator from Massachusetts, and on that ques- 
| tion I have one word to say. 


Mr. SUMNER. TheSenator will allow me to 
make a remark. Jeannot resistthe appeal of my 
friend, the chairmain of the committee, and there- 
fore shall not pursue any of the propositions, and 
l wish to withdraw them. I merely wish to put 
myself right with my friends. I offered them 
sincerely with a desire to make a contribution to 
perfect the measure. [now withdraw them. 

Mr. HOWARD. I must object to the withe 
drawal of the amendment, as I have the floor. F 
desire, as Į said before, to say one word on the 
subject of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. The language of it is this, 
that all persons are free before the law. 

Mr. SUMNER. “Al persons are equal 

Mr. HOWARD. Wil the Secretary be good 


Lea 


enough to read it? 


The Secretary read, as follows: 


Sec. 1. All persons are free before the law, so that no 
person can hold another as a slave, &c. 

Mr. SUMNER. That is a mistake. 
equal.” 

Mr. HOWARD. Itiswritten inthe handwrit- 
ing of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr.SUMNER. his“ equal,” and not“ free.” 

Mr. HOWARD. I regard it as very imma- 
terial whether the word “ free’? or “equal ’’ is 
used in that connection. What I insist upon is 
this, that in a legal and technical sense that lan- 
guage is utterly insignificant and meaningless as 
I should like the 
Senator from Massachusetts, if he is able, to 
state what effect this would have in law in acourt 
of justice. What significance is given tothe phrase 
‘equal’ or * free ” before the law ina common- 
law court? Itis not known at all. 

Besides, the proposition speaks of all men being 
equal. I suppose before the law a woman would 
be equal to a man, a woman would be as free as 
aman. A wife would be equai to her husband 
and as free as her husband before the law. 


Tt is 


THE OFFICIAL 


SS, PUBLISHED. 


BY 


i m 


Tamry-E 


PROCEEDING 


IGHTH CONGRESS, Ist Session, 


The learned Senator from Massachusetts, 
apprehend, has made a very radical mistake in 
regard to the application of this language of the 
French constitution. The purpose for which this 
language was used in the original constitution of 
the French republic of 1791, was to abolish no- 
bility and privileged classes. It was a mere po- 
litical reformation relating to the political rights 
of Frenchmen, and nothing else. lt was to enable 
all Frenchmen to reach positions of eminence and 


honor in the French Government, and was in- | 


tended for no other purpose whatever, It was 
never intended there as a means of abolishing 
slavery atali. The Convention of 1794 abolished 
slavery by another and separate decree expressly 
putting an end to slavery within the dominions 
of the French republic and all its colonies. 

Now, sir, I wish as much as the Senator from 
Massachusetts in making this amendment to use 
significant language, language that cannot be mis- 
taken or misunderstood; but I prefer to dismiss 
all reference to French constitutions or French 
codes, and go back to the good old Anglo-Saxon 
language employed by our fathers in the ordi- 
nance of 1787, an expression which has been ad- 
judicated upon repeatedly, which is perfectly well 
understood both by the public and by judicial 
tribunals, a phrase, I may say further, which is 
peculiarly near and dear to the people of the 
Northwestern Territory, from whose soil slaver 
wasexcluded byit. [think itis well understood, 
well comprehended by the people of the United 
States, and that no court of justice, no magistrate, 
no person, old or ‘young, can misapprehend the 
meaning aud effect of that clear, brief, and com- 
prehensive clause. 1 hope we shall stand by the 
report of the committee. 

Mr.SUMNER. My proposition is withdrawn, 
the Chair understands. - 

Mr. DAVIS. I was going to make one remark 
in relation to the proposed verbiage of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I think that that Senator 
and all Senators ought to be very guarded in the 
terms they adopt when they take $500,000,000.of 
property from other people, in which they have 

“no interest themselves, and propose to give them 
no compensation for it. When the Parliament of 
England liberated the slaves in the West Indies 
they appropriated £20,000,000 as compensation 
to their owners. 

Sir, the owners of no property of that value ever 
voluntarily dispossessed themeelies ofit. When- 
ever any such legislation as that has taken place 
in the world the legislation has been of a power 
and by a people that did not own the property. 
If at the commencement of the war of 1812 a 
proposition had been made, by legislation or by 

„a change of the Constitution, to take all the ship- 
ping interest of New England, and the other States 
had been strong enough to carry such a meas- 
ure in the form of legislation or amendment of 
the Constitution, there did not live a man within 
the States of New England at that time but what 
would have been in open revolt against it. 

Here are these gentlemen, uninterested in slave 
property, and, with the exception of one or two 
in this body, having no interest whatever in it, 
who actually come up and propose to amend the 
Constitution and take that property from a great 
number of people more loyal than themselves, 
more true to their Government, more true to the 
true principles of the Constitution and the Union, 
without making them one cent’s worth of compen- 
sation for that property. Everything isas smooth 
as a marriage bell when men who do not own the 
property propose to take it from those who do own 
it. Jt makes no odds whatthe amount of it is, or 
in what manner it is to be done, if itis justin ac- 
cordance with their will. Whatever may be the 
origin of that willitisall fair, all proper, all politic. 

Mr. President, the proposition that Lassume | 
believe to be irrefragably true; that the power of 
amending the Constitution dues not authorize the 
abolition of slavery. I deny that the power of 
amendment is illimitable. I deny that it carries 
‘every power which the amending power may 
éhoose to ‘@xercise. I deny that the power of 
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amendment carries the power of revolution. It 


iş an absurdity to say that this power of amend- 
ment will impart the power to change the Govern- 
ment and to establish a monarchy if the different 
departments and authorities authorized to enact 
the amendment choose to adopt it. Itcannot be 
done, legitimately at any rate, 

Mr. President, if the men who are to pass this 
amendment were as much-interested in this prop- 
erty as those who are opposing it here and else- 
where, there is not one of them but would be 
found in opposition to it. It isa very beautiful 
operation, to be sure. They say to us, “We 
will take from you your property; we will make 
you no compensation for it; and we will do itun- 
der the power to amend the Constitution.” Sir, 
property is a matter of State or domestic institu- 
tion. The General Government have not legiti- 
mately, and were never intended to have, any ju- 
risdiction or authority over the subject of prop- 
erty. Whatsubjects should constitute property, 
how it should be regulated, whether it should 
exist and continue in one subject or be discon- 
tinued in another subject, are questions which 
were never intended to be intrusted to the Gen- 
eral Government. That is a great and fanda- 
mental feature of our Federal and State system 
of governments. The proposed amendment takes 
that principle to be true in relation to but one sub- 
ject of property; butif it strikes at it in relation to 
one subject of property, it may in relation to all, 

The power of amendment as now proposed to 
be exercised imports a power that would revolu- 
tionize the whole Government, and that would 
invest the amending power with a faculty of de- 
stroying and revoldtionizing the whole Govern- 
ment. In my judgment, it is absurd to say that 
the power of amendment, which is simply a power 
to reform, a power to improve, imports and au- 
thorizes the exercise of a power to destroy, 

I think, if gentlemen are determined to abolish 
the property in slaves, they have as much right 
so to amend the Constitution as to make com- 
pensation to the owners of the property as they 
have to deprive the owners of that property of 
them. Ifthey think the abolition of slavery and 
the depriving of so many loyal-owners of such a 
large amount of property is such an exercise of 


authority as that the permanent good of the na- | 


tion requires it to be done, they ought to have 
the grace, the justice, the magnanimity to make 
provision for a reasonable compensation to the 
owners of that property which they take from 
the owners. They have as mach power to make 
the compensation as they have to take the prop- 
erty from them. 

But, sir, in a closing word, I make my protest 
against men who have no interest in such a large 
amount of property as the slave property owned 
by the loyal people of the United States, under- 
taking to seize this property without any com- 
pensation, ruthiessly, unjustly, and in defiance 
of the guarantee of property and of justice that the 
Constitution and Government of the United States 
gave to all its people. Although I know that the 
protest of an angel would not be heard, much 
less the protest of as feeble a worm as I am, 1 
make my last protest against a class of gentle- 
men, against a portion of the people of the United 
States, against the great preponderating sectional 
power of the United States, depriving loyal own- 
ers of millions of property, without having the 
justice, the magnanimity, or the grace to make 
the least provision for compensation, as the Eng- 
lish Parliament did to the slaveholders in the 
West India islands. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I should be glad if I had 
the time to reply to some of the remarks of the 
Senator from Kentucky; but I will forbear doing 
so, hoping that we shall now come to a vote, On 
some future occasion | may answer him, 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator from 
Massachusetts may withdraw his amendment, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. Itis entirely within my power, 
ag the yeas and nays have not been ordered, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. [ft is within the 
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province of the Senator to withdraw it without: 
the consent of the Senate, as no vote has been, 
had upon it, and the yeas and nays have not been 
ordered. The amendment is withdrawn. -= 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 1 wish to know whether 
the amendment I sent up some time since is now 
in order. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be in 
order asa substitute; but all the other amend- 
ments‘are first in order. ` 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I offer mine as a substi- 
tute for the whole. 5 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so un- 
derstood the Senator. If no otheramend ment be 
offered the Senator from Delaware proposes to 
strike outall of the words reported by the commit- 
tee, and to insert what will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Arricie XIII 


Sec. 1}. Alt persons shal! have the right peaceably toas- 
semble and worship God according to the dictates of their 
own conscience., : 

Sec. i. : use of the publie press shall not be obstruct- 
ed; but criminal publications made in one State againstthe 
lawful institutions of another State shall not be allowed. 

Sec. 3. The right of citizens to free and lawful speech 
in publie assemblies shall notbe denied. Access of citizens 
to the ballot-box shall not be obstructed either by civil or 
military power. ‘The military shallalways be subordinate 
to the existing judicial authority over citizens. Phe priv- 
ilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall never be suspended 
in the presence of the judicial authority. . 

Sec. 4. The militia of a State or of the United States 
shall not be employed to invade the lawful rights ofthe peo- 
ple of any of theseveral States ; but the United States shall 
not be hereby deprived of the right and power to defend 
and protect its property and rights within the-limits of any 
of the States. 

Sec. 5. Persons held to service or labor for life, in-any 
State under the laws thereof, may be taken into any Ter- 
ritory of the United States south of north latitude 36° 30! 
and the right to such service or labor shall not be impaired 
thereby, and the territorial Legislature thereof shali have 
the exclusive right to make and shall make al) needful 
rules and regulations for the protection of such right, and 
also for the protection of such persons; but Congress or 
any territorial Legislature shal! not bave power to i:npair or ` 
aholish such right of service in the said Territory while in 
a territorial condition without the consent orai the States 
south of said latitude which maintain such service. 

Sev. 6. Involuntary servitude, except for erime, shall 
not be permanenuy established within the District set apart 
for the seat of Government of the United States; but the 
right of sojourn in such District with persons held to ser- 
vice or labor for life shall not be denied. 

Sec. 7. When any Territory of the United States south 
of north latitude 36° 30 shall have a population equal to 
the ratio of representation for one member of Congress, and 
the peopte thereof shall have formed aconstitution for a 
republican form of government, it shall be admitted as a 
State into the Union, on an equal footing with the other 
States; and the people may insuch constitution either pro- 
hibit or sustain the right to involuntary labor or service, 
and alter or amend the constitution at their will. 

Sco. & The present right of representation in section 
two, article one, of this Constitution, shall not be altered 
without the consent of all the States maintaining the right 
to involuntary servicc.or labor south of latitude 36° 30', but 
nothing in this Constitution or its amendments shalt be 
coustrued Lo deprive any State south of said latitude 36° 30! 
of the right of abolishing involuntary servitude at its witi. 

Sec. 9. The regulation and control of the right to labor 
or service in any of the States south of latitude 36° 30 is 
hereby recognized to be exclusively the right of each State 
within its own limits; and this Constitution shall not be 
altered or amended to impair this rightof each State with- 
out its consent: Provided, 'Fhis article shall not be con- 
streed to absolve the United States from rendering assist- 
ance to suppress insurrections or domestic violence, when 
called upon by any State, as provided in section four, 
article four, of this Constitution. 

Sec. 10. No State shall pass any law in any way inter- 
fering with or obstructing the recovery of fugitives from 
justice, or from labor or service, or any law of Cougrass 
made under article tour, section two, of this Constitution; 
and all laws in violation of this section may,on complaint 
made by any person ar State, be declared void by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. 

Sec. Ll. Asa right of comity between the several States 
south of latitude 36° 30 the right of transit with persons held 
to involuntary labor or service from one State to another 
shall not be obstructed, but such persons shall not be 
brought into the States north of said latitude. 

Src. 12. The traffic in slaves with Atriea is hereby for- 
ever prohibited on pain of death and the forfeiture of all 
the rights and property of persons engaged therein p am 
the descendants of Africans shall not be citizens, 

Sec. 13. Alleged fugiti from labor or service, on râ- 
quest, shall have a trial by jury berore being returmed, 

Sec, 14, All alleged fugitives charged with erime com- 
mittedin violation of the laws of a State shall have the 
right of trial by jury, and ifsuch person claims to be a citie 
zen of another State, shall have a right of appeal or of a 

“writ oferrortothesupromeConrt ofthe United States, 
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"Spo. 15. All nets of any inhabitant of the United States 
sending to incite person ld to service or labor to insur- 
rection Or acts of domestie violence, dr to abscond, are 
hereby. prohibited and declared to be a penal offense; 
ahd all the courts of the United States shall be open to 
suppress and puuish such offenses at the suit ot any citizen 
of tie United States or the suit of any Suite. 

“Sec, 16. All conspiracies in any State to interfere with 
lawful rights. in any other State or against the United States 
shail be suppressed; and no State or the people thereof shall 
withdraw trom this Union without’ the consent of three 

. fourths ofall the States, expressed by an amendment pro- 
posed and ratified in the manner provided in article five 
of the Constitution, 

Sec. 17. Whenever any State wherein involuntary ser- 
vitude is recognized or allowed shall propose to abolish such 
servitude,and shall apply for pecuniary assistance therein, 
the Congress may in its diserction grant such relief not ex- 
ceeding one-hundred dollars for each person liberated. But 
Congress shall not propose such abolishment or relief to 
any State. 

Congress may assist free persons of African descent to 
emigrate and colonize Africa. 

Sec. 18, Duties on imports may be imposed for revenue; 
but shall not be excessive or probibitory in amount. 

Sec. 19. When all of the several States shall have abol- 
ished slavery, then and thereafter slavery or involuntary 
servitude except as a punishment for crime shall never be 
established or tolerated in any of the States or Territorics 
of the United States, and they shall be forever free, 

Sec. 20. The provisions of this article relating to invol- 
untary labor or ade shall not be altered without the 
gonsent of all the States maintaining such servitude. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. In offering these pro- 

osed amendments to the Constitution of the 
Gaited States, I wish to say that there are cm- 
bodied in them some things which, as n private 
citizen, I would not approve; some things that do 
not meet my personal approbation; butconsider- 
ing the sitaation in which we are placed and the 
state of the country, E have been willing to meet 
the great questions involved in the controversy 
in the spirit of compromise and concession, Ior 
instance, as an original question L would not have 
agreed to any prohibition with reference to sla- 
very inthe District where the capitalof the United 
States ig situated; but knowing the feelings en- 
gendered and excited on that question, I have 
waived my personal opinions, and offer this 
simply as a compromise. [shall make no specch 
in behalf of these propositions. They were ma- 
tured by men more learned in the law than my- 
self, and submitted to me for my approval. | 
have consented to offer them to the Senate of the 
United States as a peace offering. L offer them 
in that spirit, Without attempting to enter into 
any argument to enforce them upon the consid- 
eration of Senators, Twill content myself simply 
with their presentation and let the Senate vote 
upon them, 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to; there being, ona division—ayes 2, nocs 
not counted, 

The amendment made ag in Committee of the 
Whole was concurred in, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed fora third reading, and was read the third 
time, 

Mr. POWELL. The Constitution requires us, 
I believe, to take the question on the passage of 
such a resolution as this by yeas and nays. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Before the final vote is 
taken [think it due to myself to make a few re- 
marks, so that my exact position in regard to this 
whole question can be understood, 

Tt may be known to at least one or two gentle- 
men upon this floor that for more than a quarter 
of a century I have been the friend of freedom 
and free institutions in the Republic of which I 
amacitizen, [tdoes not become any man to boast; 
but I have the right to say that in the far West, 
when to favor free institutions was regarded by 
the populaceas criminal, in the very year in which 
Lovejoy was killed at Alton, f, a stranger to all 
those consequences, entertaining the opinions | 
now entertain, and which opinions | have not 
ehanged, did myscif march upon fifty rifles of 
Fast ‘Tennesseeans and Kentuckians, mad with 
wine, who were undertaking to mob afew young 
gendemen from Massachusetts and New Hamp- 
shire because they had signed a petition to abolish 
slavery in the District of Columbia, and I quelled 
that mob. I did it alone. 

l was born ia the North; I early went to the 
West, and became acquainted with these contro- 

versies, maintaining the opinions of my youth, 
Į maintain them now, and have done go since | 
came into this Senate Chamber. [tis convenient 
for men whe seek to ran with the current of the 
stream, or to float with the tide, to espouse doc- 


trines when they may become convenient to them. 
That has not been my course of policy or my 


habit of conduct from my youth upward in the |] 


various States in which 1 have lived. I say this 
much,and there are men of the Republican party 
high in office to-day who might not have been weil 
in health at this timc had it not been for my main- 
taining them in their young manhood when it 
happened to be my opportunity. Therefore I 
shall not be set down in any place by any man as 
a person who does not love freedom in all its 
forms. 

I have protested, as I did a few days since, 


‘against these controversies that are not germane 


to the business of the Federal Congress or to the 
Government as it is to-day with the legitimate 
offices on its hands. I do not believe that from 
Maine, or Vermont, or New Hampshire, or Mas- 
sachusetts, or Connecticut, or Rhode Island, or 
from any northern or eastern State there comes a 
man who is more attached to the establishment 
and maintenance. of free institutions than I am 
myself. But I was told in my youth that it was 
the duty of a lad to speak the truth, and it grew 
into my manhood, and { dare maintajn it here as 
I have maintained it always, as far as my best 
judgment and-my highest conscience permitted. 
I think with regard to these movements that 
weare by them doing our countrya great wrong. 
I say it not because l please to say it, for Tsay it 
with a sense of pain. Weare doing our country 
and our people a great wrong, and then we are do- 
ing toanother peoplea great wrong, Theevening 
„after we passed the bill to abolish slavery in the 
District of Coiumbia, | went to my lodgings, quite 
Inte in the evening. A colored man who was the 
dining-room servant, anda very polite man, waited 
upon me alone at the dinner table. He was evi- 
dently enjoying what he seemed to regard a tri- 
umph for bis people. Lsaid to him, ‘ Mrederick, 
do not be rejoiced; itmay happen asa consequence 
of this act and other things that will follow this 
presentaction that they might as well take you 
to the. Potomac and drown you.” [looks upon 
this policy as being a policy for sacrificing the 
whole of the colored people now occupying parts 
ofthis Republic. It has fallen within my own 
experience to sce a beautiful valley, E think the 
most beautiful in the world, the valley of Napa. 
It is from ten to three miles in width; itis about 
thirty miles long. In the valley of Napa grow 


up the tallest oaks that I have ever seen or wit- | 


nessed in my time, beautiful groves, a country 
such as is notin my judgment (and Lam so told 
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by men who have traveled throughout the world, ; 


which I have not done) paralleled in Spain, or | 


kaly, or France, About the time that [ first 
found myself on the western shores of this con- 
tinent, there were twenty-five thousand native 


population; they may be called in one sense free | 


American citizens. When I left my home to come 


here into the Federal Senate, there were not two | 


hundred of them, ‘They had been destroyed by 
our own people, by our vices, our luxuries, and 
our violence. : 

L have no doubt the Senator from Indiana was 
correct when he stated yesterday that two hun- 


dred and fifty thousand of the people of African | 


descent in this country had been prematurely de- 
stroyed. This policy will inguif them, It isas 


simple a truth as has ever been taught by any | 


history. The slaves of ancient time were notthe 
slaves of a different race. ‘The Romans compelled 
the Gaul and the Celt, brought them to their own 
country, and some of them became great poets, 
and some cloquent orators, and some accom- 
plished wits, and they became citizens of the re- 
public of Greece, and of the republic of Rome, 
and of the empire. This is not the condition of 
these persons with whom we are bow associated 
and about whose affairs we undertake to estab- 
lish administration. ‘They can never commingle 
with us. It may not be within the reading of 
some learned Senators, and yet it belongs to dem- 
onstrated science, that the African race and the 
Europeans are different, and I here now say itas 
a fact established by science that the eighth gen- 
eration of the mixed race formed by the union of 
the African and European cannot continue their 
species. 
octoroons reproduction is impossible, It estab- 
lishes as a law of nature that the African has no 


roper relation tothe European, Caucasian blood. 


p 
{ would have them kindly treated. In the expe- 


Quadroons have few children; with | 


rience of my life and in my practices, I will not 
allow any person to say that he has been more 
kind to the people of that race than have I been 
myself, and I have seen much of them. 

But we are undertaking now here to antagonize 
them, and with what? To antagonize them with 
immediately the ascendant white race of the South 
where they belong; and what must be the result? 
We hear what is said now with regard to their 
present position. ‘It comes from those persons 
who go as missionaries and who go as agents by 
theemploymentof the Government into the South 
for the purpose of taking care of these people. 
Along the shores of the Mississippi they are 
wanderers without a roof under which to ‘rest, 
without food to support theiranimal system, lost 
people, men, women, and infants, These are 
facts that have thrust themselves upon thecoun- 
try, and with which every man in the Senate is 
conversant. It may be within our pleasure to 
make these evils more complete. It may be within 
the pleasure of our ignorance to say these things 
are true and just and right; but nature revolts at 
the affirmation; truth gives it a firm denial. I 
will not admit that I am less the friend of the peo- 
ple of the African race than any other gentleman 
on this floor, even the champion from Massachu- 
setts, {I would be their friend, 1 would protoct 
and preserve them, as I would the men who oc- 
cupied our groves and fields and hills before the 
Pilgrims landed at Plymouth Rock; but it must 
be done by just and wise policy, and not by any 
of these extravagant measures not asked for or 
demanded by the day, but sought for by agreedy 
appetite which, maddened with a present sense 
of power, seeks to accomplish to-day what they 
fear may not be within their grasp to-morrow. 
Against all such policy and all such conduetl 
shall protest as a man, in the name of humanity 
and of law and of trath and of religion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question is 
on the passage of the jointresolation, upon which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary procceded to call the roll, 

Mr. HENDRICKS, (when Mr. BucKkarew’s 
name was called.) Idesiretosay that Mr. Buck- 
ALEW ig not able to be in his seat to-day, and he 
expresseda wish that I should say that if he were 
present he would vote against the proposition. 

The call of the roll having concluded, the result 
was announced—yeas 38, nays 6; as follows: 

YEAS—Moessrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Conness, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harding, Harlan, IFarris, Henderson, 
Howard, Howe, Jouuson, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, 
Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, 
Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, "Trumbull, Van Winkle, 
Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—v3. 

NAYS—Messrs. Davis, Hendricks, McDougall, Powell, 
Riddle, and Saulsbury—6. 

The VICE PRESIDENT announced that the 
joint resolution, having received the concurrence 
of two thirds of the Senators present, was passed. 
Its tide was amended to read: A joint resolution 
submitting to the Legislatures of the several States 
a proposition to amend the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Irise simply to say that 
I now bid farewell to any hope of the reconstruc- 
tion of the American Union. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. [desire to ask a ques- 
tion for the purpose of understanding a ruling of 
the Chair. The ruling, | understand, is that the 
vote as it stands now has no relation to the States 
not represented on the floor. I think our vote 
now being a final vote should have relation to all 
the States as recognized under the Constitution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair rules 
that a majority of all the Senators is a quorum, 
and two thirds of the number voting, provided 
a quorum votes, is sufficient to pass any resolu- 
ion proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I only desire the privi- 
lege of saying that such is not the opinion I en- 
tertain. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
On motion of Mr. GRIMES, it was 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day, ft be to 
meet on Monday next. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Luorn, its Chief Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the fol- 
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lowing bills and joint resolutions; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 383) to incorporate the ‘ Home for 
Friendless Women and Childrens” 

A bill (No. 388) for the relief of Jesse Wil- 
liams; 

A joint resolution (No. 60) to refer the case of 
James H. McCulloch to the Court of Claims; 

A joint resolution (No. 61) referring the case 
of Charles Wilkes to the Court of Claims; and 

A joint resolution (No, 62) for the relief of A. 
S. Clark, postmaster at Harrison, Ohio. 

The message further announced thatthe House 
of Representatives had passed the billof the Sen- 
ate (No. 12) extending the time within which the 
States and Territories may accept the grant of 
lands made by the act entitled An act donating 
public Jands to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for the benefit of ag- 
riculture and the mechanic arts,’’ approved July 
2, 1862. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message furtherannounced thatthe Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; which thereupon received 
the signature of the Vice President: 

A. bill (S. No. 79) to incorporate Providence 
hospital in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (S. No. 82) concerning notaries public 
for the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. No. 155) to incorporate the Union 


Gas-Light Company ef the District of Columbia; 
A bill (S. No. 168) to authorize the Columbia 


Institution for the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind 
to confer degrees; 

A bill (H. R. C. C. No. 114) for the relief of 
Daniel Wormer; 

A bill (H. R, C. ©. No. 115) for the relicf of 
Darius S. Cole; 

A bill (I. R. C. C. No. 116) for the relief of 
William G. Brown; 

A bill CEL. R. No, 802) to amend section nine 
of the act approved July 17, 1862, entitled “ An 
act to define the pay and emoluments of certain 
officers of the Army, and for other purposes;”’ 
anil 

A bill (H. R. No, 373) to appoint an appraiser 
and assistant appraiser for the port of Portland, 
and for other purposes, : 

On motion of Mr. LANE, of Indiana, the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, April 8, 1864. 

The House metat twelve o’clock,m.. Prayer by 
the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. 

The Journal of yesterday was readand approved. 

MISSOURI CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. GANSON. Irise to a question of privi- 
lege. I submit a report from the Committee of 
Elections in the case of contest between John P. 
Brooks and Benjamin F. Loan, from the seventh 
congressional district of Missouri, and ask that 
the resolutions be read, and that the report be laid 
upon the table and ordered to be printed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Benjamin F. Loan is not entitled to a 
gent in this House as a Representative from the seventh 
congressional district of Missouri. 

Resolved, That John P, Brooks is not entitled to a seat 


Re 
in this House as a Representative from the seventh con- 
iet of Missouri. 


gressional ¢ 
I submit the views of the mi- 


Mr. UPSON. 
nority of the committee, and ask that the resolu- 
tion which accompanies them be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Benjamin F., Loan is entitled to retain 
his seat inthis House as a Representative in Congress from 
the seventh congressional district of Missouri. 

The several reports were laid upon the table and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GANSON. Lask that this case be set down 
for Wednesday of next week. 

The SPEAKER, itis a question of privilege, 
and the gentleman can call it up at any ume, 

TAXATION OF STOCK SALES, ETC. 

Mr. ODELL, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; whieh was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: : 


Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
Austructed to Inquire into the expediency of reporting a bill 


| providing fer an ad valorem tax upon al! sales of bonds, 
stocks, specie, real estnic, merchandise of every descrip- 
tion, also upon receipts of all ratroads, coal, gas, ferry, and 
all other incorporated companies.’ P 


PENITENTIARY FOR THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER stated the business in order to 
be Honse bill No, 169, authorizing the construc- 
tion of a penitentiary, jail, and house of correction 
in and for the District of Columbia, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union with a substitute, the pending motion being 
to lay upon the table made by the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Wasuburne.} 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Task the gentleman 
from illinois to withdraw that motion so that I 
may move to strike out the fourth section. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. The bill pro- 
vides for the erection not only of a penitentiary, 
but a jail and house of correction. Now, I do 
not know but it may be necessary to make an 
appropriation by Congress for a jail and a house 
of correction. If the Committee for the District 
of Columbia will agree to report back the bill in 
that way I will withdraw my motion to Jay upon 
the table. 

Mr. TRACY. T have a motion pending to re- 
commit which has that object in view. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. Gentlemen can 
move instructions to the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. I withdraw 
my motion to lay upon the table with that un- 
derstanding, : 

Mr HUBBARD, of Iowa. 


ing instructions: 


I move the follow- 


Strike out all that relates to a penitentiary and reporta 
bill appropriating for a jail and house of correction. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I do 
not think I would be doing my duty if I did not 
ask that the question of a penitentiary should be 
acted on in some way or other. If the House 
refuses to make an appropriation for that pur- 
pose i should be satisfied. If 1 were to consent 


striking out of all that relates to a penitentiary [ 
do not think I would be doing my duty. 

If itis proposed to make this a test vote, and if 
the committee are to understand that this Flouse 
will not build a jail, and will not build a peniten- 
tiary, but. will build a house of correction, then 
the committee will know what to do. But I think 
it imperative: upon me, and upon the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, to insist that there 
shall be some action which will indicate to them 
that this House will not make an appropriation 
for a penitentiary and jail. 

Mr. TRACY. With the permission of the 
gentleman, | desire to say thatif this proposition 
sbould be adopted by the House I should con- 
sider it an instruction to the committee to bring 
in a bill providing for the erection of a house of 
correction, 


had nothing else to consider. It would not be 
our province to consider whether the matter was 
proper or not proper to be done, but I should re- 
gard it to be our duty to bring in abill fora build- 
ing of that sort, 

Mr. SPALDING. I move to amend the in- 
st uctions so as to instruct the committee to report 
al itl for the construction of a house of correction. 

The SPEAKER. That is the nature of the 
instructions now pending. 

Mr. PA’PFERSON. When this matter was 
up yesterday it was stated by one gentleman upon 
this floor that the General Government had ap- 
propriated $5,000,000 for private purposes in the 
city of Washington. Now, sir, that was not 
original with the gentleman who uttered it. 1 
remember that in 1858 Mr. Johnson, of Tennes- 
see, stated the same thing in the other end of the 
Capitol, and, sir, the position which he took was 
thoroughly refuted by Senator Wilson and Sen- 
ator Seward at that time. ‘There bad been 
$5,000,000 appropriated by the Government of 
the United States for general purposes in the city 


of that also was taken a large amount for im- 
provements of the Mall, and another part was 
taken out for improvements of the triangular res- 
ervations within thecity. These are all for pub- 


to the recommittal of the bill with a view to the | 


I should deem ita specific instruc- | 
tion upon that point, and should consider that we | 


of Washington; but out of that was taken a suf- | 
ficient amount to pave Pennsylvaniaavenae; out j 


private in- 


lic purposes, and: not simply for. the 
terests of the city of Washington, < ae ; 

It was also stated that not more than one tenth 
of the property in this city waa owned by the 
Government. “Now, I believe, and it has so been 
stated by the highest authority, that a litle more 
than one half ofall the propefty in the city of 
Washington is owned by the General Govern- 
ment. Not onë cent of taxis ‘laid upon that 
property for the purposes of this city, The tax . 
which accrued in 1858 upon the private property 
of this city was near two hundred thousand dol- 
lars. Now, there is here an equal amount of 
pre perty belonging to the General Government 
whch is untaxed. Is there any impropriety or 
injustice in having that property tad for the 
purposes set forth in this bill, the punishment of 
criminals and the correction of juvenile offenders? 

We should remember that many of these crim- 
inals we brought here by the circumstance that 
this is the capital of the nation and the rendez- 
vous of the Army in its passage south ward and 
westward. Such characters congregate here as 
they do at the capital of every State and of every 
great nation. Is there any injustice in having a 
part of the funds of the General Government 
appropriated, and that a very small portion, for 
the purpose of the correction and punishment of 
crime thrown largely into thig District by these 
cireumstances? I believe the constitutional ques- 
tion has been settled, and it-now is only a ques- 
tion of policy, shall we appropriate $300,000 at 
this time for this purpose, when the country is in 
this great war to secure supremacy of the Govern- 
ment and theindependence of the people? 

It must be remembered that at the present time 
all of the expenses of the trial and punishment 
of these criminals are defrayed by the General 
Government, This bill proposes that $100,000 
of the whole amount required shall be taken from 
the taxes laid upon the people of this District to 
build this penitentiary, so that the expense shall 
be divided. But if it is the judgment of this 
Jouse that this is not the proper time for put- 
ting up these buildings, 1 can heartily acquiesce 
in that judgment. I have no great earnestness of 
feeling upon the subject. Bat there were one or 
two remarks uttered yesterday by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Wasuperne] to which I do 
wish to call the attention of the House. It was 
admitted by himself that a large part of his re- 
marks was simply a figure of speech, a soft of 
Oriental picture, no doubtresulting from hishaving 
his nativity downeast., Ishallnotattemptin these 
brief remarks to answer his eloquent frenzy, for 
I i ave not the physical force todo that. A man’s 
brains ought to lie in his knuckles in order to do 
that appropriately. But there are two points to 
which Í desire to call the attention of the House, 
l find in the morning papers these remarks: 

“Mi. Wasnnorne, of Lilinois, after saying that the gen- 
teman from New Hampshire (Mr. Parrersony had read a 
lecture to the committee, asked where thòse fetters had 


found; and, among other things, remarked that the 
iticman had voted for a swindle—for an appropriation of 
35,000 to enlarge the Charlestown navy-yard.?? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois. W here does 
the gentleman find that report of my remarks? 

Mr. PATTERSON. In the Morning Chron- 
icle, and the statement corresponds with my rec- 
ollection of the gentleman’s remarks. 

Mr. WASHBURN E, of Illinois. My remarks 
are published in the Globe, which, I believe, is 
the official organ of Congress, 

Mr. PATTERSON. {remember and will an- 
swer to my recollection of the gentleman’s re~ 
marks, and he was understood by other members 
of this House as I understood him, and I believe 
the disting tished chairman of the Naval Commit- 
tee replied to the accusation that that committee 
had brought in here a “swindle” and asked the 
members of this House to vote for it. i 

Now, all T have to say is that if I voted for a 
“swindle” on the Government of $135,000, I 
had a great deal of very good company. I had 
some of the most respectable and intelligent mem- 
bers of this House to bear me company in that 
watter; and, sir, | think it was hardly courteous 
to this House or to any member of it for the gen- 
tleman to rise in his place and aceuse another 
member of having voted for a swindle of $135,000. 
I followed in that matter the lead of the bigh- 
minded and. distinguished chairman of the Naval 
Committee, [Mr, Rice, of Massachusetts.) That 
committee had given this matter a thorough ine 
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vestigation, and they brought forward this prop- 
osition, and said that the demands of the country 
were such that we should vote for that appropri- 
ation. Before voting upon it I also asked the ad- 
vice and opinion of the distinguished member of 
the Committee of Waysand Means from Massa- 
chusetts, (Mr. Hooper.] He said that he regarded 
it as a fair compensation for what might, be re- 
ceived. He said also that now was an opportunity 
which we might never have again for enlarging the 
operations ofthe navy-yard at Charlestown. And 
1 though “that this was very good authority for 
me toactuponin the absence of personal knowl- 
edge of the facts. I had no idea, under such cir- 
cumstances, that I was voting fora ‘* swindle’? on 
this Government; and yet ‘the gentleman from 
Illinois comes forward and accuses me of so-vot- 
ing. Why, sir, I called to mind in giving my vote 
that this navy-yard lies just at the footof Bunker 
Hill. Lremembered, sir, that the shadows of the 
shaft that ‘rises on that glorified summit are cast | 
across that ancient receptacle of naval power; and 
I remembered also that it is appropriate that the 
Operations of that navy-~yard should be extended 
sons to be made commensurate with the proud 
history of that splendid State—a history that can 
never be forgotten to the ‘last syHable of recorded 
time.” 

Again, the gentleman said that I had voted for 
another “swindle” in this House; that I had 
voted to withdraw nearly one hundred thousand 
dollars out of the Treasury of the United States 
for shells and percussion caps. I must correct the 
gentleman in that matter. That proposition was 
brought up by the distinguished member from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Moornean.] He moved that 
the claim be referred to the Court of Claims. 
Now, sir, I knew nothing about that claim. It 
must he remembered that I am a new member 
upon this floor, L believe that the proposition 
had been before. the House at the last session of 
Congress, I supposed that the Court of Claims 
wasthe proper tribunal to investigate such claims, 
and I therefore voted for it. ‘Ihe gentleman, if 
he will take the trouble to look in the record, will | 
find my vote recorded in favor of referring the 
claim to that court. Was there anything im- 
proper in that? Now, sir, I was somewhat as- 
poping that a gentleman of his experience on 

his floorand of his repatation for ability through- 
out this country should find it necessary, in 
order to defend his own position before his con- 
stituents and the country, to come in here and | 
mar my brief political record of four months upon 
this floor, Was it necessary for him to mis- 
represent the trath in order that he might place 
binself right before the country? 'Fhis is the 
fact in relation to this case, and nothing more and 
nothing less can be made of it. Itisa misrepre- 
sentation of facts, 

Mr. KASSON. Task the gentleman from New 
Uampshire to yield to me for a single moment to 
say, as I was one of those gentlemen who enter- 
tained doubts originally as to the propriety of the 
purchase of this additional ground at the Charles- 
town navy-yard, that those doubts were removed 
by subsequent personal inspection, I have been 
on the ground since that vote was taken, and I 
not only regret that a general charge against itas 
aswindle has been made on the floor of the Tlouse, 
but F desire now to say emphatically that after 
thal inspection and after inquiring of gentlemen 
on the ground, I am satisfied that this purchase 
was needed for the use of that navy-yard, and 
that the price paid wag as nearly whatit is worth 
as could possibly be arrived atin almost any busi- | 
ness transaction between man and man for the 
purchase of property. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Sir, I may have been 
very generous and a little too credulous, perhaps, 
in voting those appropriations, but the gentleman 
must pardon something to the fact that lama 
novus komo on this floor, Thave but lately en- 
tered the field, sir, and may make some mistakes 
in my votes here. But the gentleman saw fit to 
drag up my brief record and hold it up here in an 
invidious comparison with his brightand glorious 
career of ten years on this floor; and there let it 
stand. Fan willing to abide the judgment of m 
peers upon this floor or of my peers outside of 
this House on any vote which [ have cast or ma 
cast here. Sir, perhaps after I shall have had a 
little more experience in legislation I shall bring 
my votes to accord more exactly to the popular } 


standard. of economy marked out by the gentle- 
man, but until I have had that experience the 


‘gentleman must pardon any indiscretion on my 


part. ‘Time will cure all that. 

All that I have to say in relation to this matter 
is simply this—and I wish to make the remark as 
a general one, and as not referring particularly to 
the gentleman from Illinois—that if any man on 
this floor dares to charge me with having willfully 
voted here a corruption fund, or voted for a fraud 
of $135,000, I hurl back the infamous charge with 
ineffable scorn and contempt into his teeth. It 
was an insult not to myself alone, but to all the 
gentlemen on this floor who voted for that meas- 
ure, 


. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed, without amendment, an act (H. R. C. C. 
No. 114) for the relief of Daniel Wormer; 

An act (H. R. C. C. No. 115) for the relief of 
Darius S. Cole; 

An act (H. R. C. C. No. 116) for the relief of 
Wiliam G. Brown; and ; 

An act (H. R. No. 373) to appoint an appraiser 
and assistant appraiser for the port of Portland, 
and for other purposes. 

Also, an act NEN R. No. 287) to change the 
name of the district and port of Presque Isle to 
the district and port of Erie, with an amendment, 
in which he was directed to ask the concurrence 
of the House. 

Also, that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S, No. 155) to in- 
corporate the Union Gas-Light Company of the 
District of Columbia. 

PENITENTIARY FOR THE DISTRICT—AGAIN. 

Mr. WASHIBURNE, of Illinois, I must con- 
fess, Mr. Speaker, that Lam somewhat surprised 
that my distinguished friend from New Hamp- 
shire should, after resting on it during the night, 
have come into the House this morning to deliver 
himself as he has done on the little episode that 
took place here yesterday. He need not have told 
us, sir, that he was a new member, because | 
think if he had been a little older member he 
would not have taken this little matter quite so 
much to heart. Iam sorry he is disturbed. I did 
not intend to disturb him or to reflect upon him 
in any way. 

But the gentleman will remember that this isa 
matter of his own introduction. Because I saw 
fit to oppose a bill proposing to take out of the 
Treasury $4,000—that pitiful little sum—to buy 
a steam fire-engine for the city of Washington, 
the gentleman from New Hampshire addressed 
the committee conveying the idea that I had be- 
come very eloquentona very small matter. Now, 
sir, | never become eloquent ona very small or on 
avery big matter. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I wish to say, sir, that 
l did not speak of the gentleman. My remark 
was a general one; and the gentlemen from IHi- 
nois saw fit to take it up for reasons best known 
to himself, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I understand 
that, sir. The gentleman undoubtedly meant to 
referto me. He does not deny it, and he cannot 
escape in that way. The gentleman insinuated 
that while 1 grow eloquent on these very little 
things | was willing to vote for the largest and 
most extravagant appropriations, and particularly 
the ship canals. Of course that did not mean me. 
{Laughter.] I looked upon all this very good- 
naturedly. I did not suppose that there was any- 
thing intended butas mere badinage, which I took 
from my distinguished friend from New Hamp- 
shire with all the grace and good nature which he 
and everybody else knows belongs to me. [Laugh- 
ter.] As to the matter of larger appropriations 
to which the gentleman referred, l thought it ap- 
propriate and just to refer a little to the record of 
my friend, to which he takes so much exception. 
I merely say to my friend, with all my good na- 
ture, that when I say a thing understandingly I 
generally stand to it. And notwithstanding that 
my distinguished friend from lowa [Mr. Kasson] 
bas come to the rescue of my no less distinguished 
friend from New Hampshire, [Mr. Parrerson,] 
I intend to stand by my position in regard to this 
Charlestown navy-yard. 1 stand to-day just 
where | stood yesterga . Isaw that my friend 
had voted—-for what? ie does not deny it; that 


he had voted against striking out an appropria+ 
tion of $135,000 for the purchase of a piece of 
land for the Charlestown navy-yard, at a price 
that was not only.extravagant and enormous, but 
that has since been charged to have beena “swin- 
die.” I had information about the facts and I 
tried to get the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole to my information. When the report of 
the debate in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union reached Boston, a letter waa written 
to me by one of the most distinguished citizens of 
Charlestown, Massachusetts, and its statements 
were afterwards corroborated by the mayor of 
Charlestown, whom I saw. These men charged 
in the first place that this piece of ground was not 
necessary for any of the purposes of the navy- 
yard, and in the second place that the price charged 
to the Government was enormous. And why? 

Mr. SPALDING. Irise to a question of order. 
I ask whether it is in order on this bill for the 
gentleman from Illinois toimpeach the good name 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. In what respect? 

Mr. SPALDING. In their recommending an 
appropriation to this House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Itis the first 
knowledge I have had that the Committee on 
Naval Affairs recommended anything of the kind. 
I hope my friend from Ohio, who generally votes 
with me on everything, will let me go on. . 

Mr. SPALDING. In regard to this appropri- 
ation for a navy-yard | wish to say to the House 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs had the mat- 
ter before them for two weeks, and carefully in- 
quired into the value of this land. I myself, at 
first, was doubtful in regard to it. After that in- 
quiry we considered the evidence furnished to us 
was to the effect that the price was a fair one for 
this land, and we recommended its purchase. 

Mr. WASHBUORNE, of Hlinois. I wish the 
gentleman would let me go on. . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist 
on his point of order? 

Mr. SPALDING, My friend from Ilinois re- 
ceived his letter from a private individual which 
he submitted to me. I then said to him that wa 
might have been imposed upon, I still think that 
the price for the land was not too great. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman makes a 
point of order he cannot angue the question. 

Mr, SPALDING. I withdraw my point of 
order, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I am glad 
that the gentleman has withdrawn his point of or- 
der. He knows that there was no reflection upon 
him, upon the Committee on Naval Affairs, or 
any other committee, or upon any member in this 
House. But I was just coming to that point in 
regard to the value of this land. A short time 
before this matter was reported to the House the 
owners of this land were not anxious to sell it,as 
they had no occasion for the money. But they 
were persuaded, however, to sell it from what 
they considered the very large price offercd for 
it, some one hundred and twenty-five thousand 
dollars, I believe, at most one hundred and thirty 
thousand dollars, for the whole land. Now the 
Government comes in and pays $135,000 for one 
half of it. Gentlemen of the House can judge for 
themselves whether, under these facts, it was not 
‘a swindle,” an imposition on the Government, 
as the people of Charlestown have charged. 

I referred merely to the fact that the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr.Parrerson] had voted 
for it. He had charged me, by innuendo at least, 
with having voted for large appropriations, while 
I wasgrowing “ eloquent” upon these little things. 
In return I pointed to him as having voted for an 
appropriation which I considered extravagant and 
outrageous, and that those who were acquainted 
with the subject had denounced as “ta awindle.’® 
So much in regard to that. 

In respect to the other matter the gentleman 
misunderstood me. Iam surprised that he should 
cut outa little slip from the Morning Chronicle 
of the associated press report and base his re- 
marks on that. He can see my remarks fully 
reported in the Globe when it comes up this morn- 
ing. He alleges that I charged him with having 
voted for anotherswindle, I did not refer to this 
bomb-shell bill as a swindle. I stated what I 
believe to be true, that the bill for which he voted 
would in the end oT 000 outof the Treasury. 
That is all there is of that. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, Lam surprised that the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, a gentleman of his 
distinguished ability and character, should come 
in here and make such an ado over the little affair 
we had here yesterday. ‘There was no reflection 
on him. He knows me, and knows that I know 
him. I know him too well to suppose that he 
would have been guilty of having voted know- | 
ingly for any swindle. But when he undertook to 
challenge my votes, he must have known that with 
the same propriety I could challenge his votes. 
Of their justice and propriety he is the judge. 
He is not responsible to me or to my constituents, 
and Lam not responsible to him or his constit- 


uents. 

Mr.PATTERSON. The gentleman disclaims 
any design to charge me with having voted for a 
corruption fund, and I-exonerate him fully. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of illinois. The gentle- 
man never heard me say ‘corruption fund.” 

Mr. PATTERSON. Fraud. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. No, sir; I 
said he voted for a matter since charged with 
being a swindle. à 
* Mr. STEELE, of New York. I have not 
wished to interrupt this little discussion, but jt 
seems to me it has gone far enough, and I raise 
apoint of order that the business before the House 
is the bill reported from the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 
© Mr. MORRILL. I desire to occupy a few mo- 
ments in reference to the action of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, which has been referred to. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I thought I was en- 
titled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yielded the 
floor to his colleague, and when his colleague had 
concluded his remarks, the gentleman from Ohio 
was not in his seat, and the Chair assigned the 
floor to another member. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a word to re- 
lieve the Committee of Ways and Means from 
the inputadon that might possibly be cast upon 
them that they did not fully investigate the mat- 
ter of appropriating this $135,000 for the enlarge- 
ment of the Charlestown navy-yard. It is a 
matter which has been before the committee for 
several years. Ithad already been examined and 
recommended to us by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. They had before them, as the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means had, Admiral Smith, H 
with all the documents, maps, and plans neces- 
sary to an understanding of the case. Ifthere is an 
honest man any where inany of the Departments of 
the Government in reference to appropriations of 
public money with a view to economy and the 
true interests of the country, in my judgment it 
is Admiral Smith. He came before us with all 
his documents, and stated to the committee that 
more frontage was demanded for the navy busi- 
ness at the navy-yard, and that for want of it 
they were constantly committing trespasses upon 
the rights and lands of others. Certain parties | 
had land there to scll, and the proposition was 
that if they could procure or purchase some other 
adjoining lands which they did not possess, but 
which were wanted, if any were tobe purchased, 
the Government would buy the entire parcel and 
pay the proposed price forit. The parties made an 
arrangement by which they purchased that other 
lot, and they sold that to the Government, as I 
understand, for precisely or about the same they 
paid for it. Ofcourse they realized a profit upon 
the premises they owned, so far as any increased 
value was concerned, and I do not now under- 
stand that they got more for the land than it is 
now’ worth. 

I make this explanation in justification of the 
action of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Do I un- | 
derstand the gentleman from Vermont to say that | 
the parties sold that land at the same price they | 
paid for it? 

Mr. MORRILL. Not what they had for some 
time owned themselves, but what they purchased 
in order to accommodate the Government. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 1 know | 
the gentleman from Vermont knows something | 
about this matter, and I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman if one half of the property bought, 
some three months since, was not sold to the Gov- | 


| Mr.MORRILL. 


ernment for more than they paid for the whole? || 


Ido not so understand, ex- 
cept by the letter which the gentleman from Hli- 
nois himself has privately shown to me. i 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. Idesire to modify 
my instructions so as simply to-direct the com- 
mittee to inquire into the expediency and pro- 
priety of proposing a bill for the erection of a 
house of correction. I do this because Í under- 
stand there is a bill before the committee relating 
to that subject, and Ido not wish to make my 
instructions imperative. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I will detain 
the House but a single moment. It will be re- 
membered that this bill which has been reported 
from the committee was also reported by the 
committee last year. Yesterday was made a sort 
of gala. day here, and it seems to be generally 
thought that whenever reports are made from the 
Committee for the District of Columbia that is a 
time for everybody to make their remarks in re- 
gard to the expenses of the Government for the 
benefit of the District of Columbia, and the grasp- 
ing disposition of the people of the District to get 
everything they can outofthe Government. Now, 
I do not propose to make any particular defense 
of the people of the District of Columbia, but I 
do ask gentlemen upon the other side of the House 
to recollect the fact that in the short ptriod we 
have had the honor of sitting in Congress, they 
have passed a law abolishing slavery in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and that almost all the prop- 
erty holders in the District were slaveholders, 
and that they have suffered very considerably, if 
not in the way of direct taxation, yet in the loss 
of property. Now, when we propose to tax them 
$100,000 for the building of this jail and peniten- 
tiary, and the General Government $150,000, I 
think the proportion is fair. And notonly have the 
criminal courts been filled in consequence of the 
abolition of slavery in the District, but this has 
been a sort of “ city of refuge” for men who have 
flocked here from all quarters. 

Mr. GRINNELL. | desire to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. If the gentle- 
man will wait a moment he can then have the 
floor, I cannot yield to him, because the time of 
my colleague on the committee from Ohio (Mr. 
Morais] Í apprehend is up, and I desire to yield 
the floor to him. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I will yield for a mo- 
ment to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. GRINNELL. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Steere] made the remark that the 
slaveholders, who were the owuers of property 
in this District, had been impoverished by the 
action of the Government. } wish to inquire of 
him if it is not the truth that the real estate of 
these slaveholders has increased in value more 
than a hundred per cent., and that these same 
men are richer now by thousands, if not millions, 
than they were before slavery was abolished. I 
think the facts will show that. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. If I under- 
stand the matter, the real estate of the District 


has only increased in value just as much as gold | 


has, and from the same cause. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I answer that every gen- 
tleman who has known about property in the 
District of Columbia, and I have known some- 
thing about it for ten or twelve years, having 
friends here, knows that those persons who held 
property here when slavery existed thought them- 
selves comparatively poor, but now regard them- 
selves as rich. | believe that the Government be- 
friended them by taking away slavery from the 
District of Columbia, and the assessments of the 
city will sustain my assertion that property inthe 
city is worth now, according to the assessment, 
millions more than it was when slavery existed 


| here. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Ihave no disposition 
to occupy the attention of the House at this time. 
My only object is to arrive at a decision, so that 
the Committee for the District of Columbia may 
know what is the pleasure of the House, and 
what action they desire the committee to take. I 
hope the question will be taken on the instruc- 
tions offered by the gentleman from lowa, [Mr. 
Hoszarp.|} 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I wish to makea 
single remark. 1 have become satisfied, from 
all I have heard upon this subject, and from the 
information I have in regard to it, that it is not 


expedient for-us.to build. a penitentiary here:sat 


the present :time;-but I am also satisfied, onthe 
other hand, that there issome demand for a house 
of correction; and for the: purpose.of having that 
matter investigated by the committee I have: of- 
fered the instructions which are now pending. be- 
fore the House, and I hope that they may be 
adopted by the House in order that. the matter 
may. be fully and fairly investigated. I under- 
stand that the adaption of these instructions by 
the House will in effect instruct the. committee 
that the House is opposed to the building-of-a 
penitentiary at this time, and in favor, partially . 
at least, of the building of a house of correction. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. The bill provides for 
the building of a penitentiary, a jail, and.a house 
ofcorrection. The gentleman’s instructions say 
nothing about the jail. p 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. Iwill modify my 
instructions so as strike out both the penitentiary 
and the jail. : : 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. ‘Well, if-it is under- 
stood that by the adoption of these instructions 
the House will express its determination not to au- 
thorize the building of a penitentiary and a jail, I 
am satjgñed that the vote shall be taken now;-I 
am as Eady to take the vote now as.1 shall beat 
any other time. $ 

Mr. TRACY. As the gentleman. desires:to 
have this question determined now, I withdraw 
my motion to recommit. x 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I withdrew 
the motion to lay on the table on condition that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania would make 
that motion. I now renew the motion to lay on 
the table. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. There is one 
verbal modification which should be made in my 
instructions. ` 

The SPEAKER. The instructions have fallen, 
and are not before the House. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. Tracy] has withdrawn 
the motion to recommit, and the instructions fall. 
The gentleman from Hlinois (Mr. W AsHBURNE] 
moves now to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. 1 appeal 
to the gentleman from Hlinois to withdraw. that 
motion for a moment, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Is the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania a member of the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia ? a 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania.’ No, sir; 
not on any committee but one that seldom meets, 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I wish to ask the. gen- 
tleman from Illinois to withdraw his motion, and 
let the bill be recommitted with the instructions 
moved by the gentleman from lowa, [Mr. Hus- 
BARD,} and let that be considered a test vote on 
this question. Perhaps the House may be pre- 
pared to vote twenty-five or thirty thousand dol- 
lars for the building of a house of correction for 
juvenile offenders, while it may not be willing to 
vote an appropriation for a penitentiary and jail. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of illinois. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Jounson] has ap- 
pealed to me to yield the floor to him one moment, 
‘The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Brane] wants 
it also; and therefore 1 withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw the motion unconditionally? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I withdraw 
it unconditionally for that purpose. [Laughter:] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I want to 
call the attention of the House to a-single fact 
which, so faras I have observed, has not been 
stated in this debate. During the last Congress 
the Government applied to this House for per- 
mission to use the penitentiary which formerly 
belonged to the District of Columbia. That per- 
mission was granted, and this arrangement. of 
sending prisoners to the State penitentiaries was 
made, and the Government has been using this 
penitentiary building as an arsenal ever since. 

Now, this brings the question home to us, as a 
simple matter of fact, whether, before the war 
broke out, a penitentiary waa needed in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia so much more than itis needed 
now, with all this increased population ofa mixed 
and variouscharacter. Ihave nothéard that pomt 
referred to by gentlemen here. The debate has 
taken so wide a range that I supposed the House 
had forgotten this; to me, important fact. My 
impression is that if ever in the history of this 
city and this District a penitentiary of yery larga 
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capacity was needed it is now; and as the Gov- 
ernment has taken the old building and is using 
it for the purposes of an arsenal I do not see why 
we should not appropriate a sufficient sum to build 
another. : 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. Speaker, lwant to make 
a single explanatory remark. f was yesterday 
among those members who opposed this appro- 

tiation for the erection of a penitentiary. and 

ouse of correction together. The gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Wasusunne} moved to lay the bill 
upon the table. This morning, in conversation 
‘with: him, he expressed his willingness to with- 
draw that motion and: make no opposition if the 
Committee for the District of Columbia would 
withdraw this bill and report another bill for the 
erection of a new jail and house of correction. 
The points of objection to the building of a 
penitentiary are, in the first place, that it neces- 
sarily involves a large expenditure of money, and 
in the second place, that the convicts from this 
District can be better taken care of in northern 
penitentiaries, and at a vastly cheaper rate. The 
objection does not apply at all to the question of 
erecting a house of correction for juvenile offend- 
‘ers in the District, and so far as I knoyg the op- 

osition on this side of the House does hot touch 
that atall. But the gentleman who reported the 
bill insists on a vote on the original proposition, 
and therefore the gentleman from Ilinois insists 
on his motion to lay the billon the table. The 
understanding on which the gentleman from Hli- 
nois withdrew his motion seems to have been 
entirely lost sight of, and hence the necessity of 
renewing it. Jf the proposition for the erection 
of a penitentiary be withdrawn, { take it that there 
will be no objection to making an appropriation 
fora house of correction and new jail. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa, I now renew my 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, with instructions to 
strike out all relating to a penitentiary and jail, 
and to inquire into the propriety of reporting a 
bill appropriating ¢—— for the erection of a 
house of correction; and on that I move the pre- 
vious question, 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I appeal to the 
gentleman from lowa to yield to me for a single 
moment, 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. 
previous question for the present, 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. I appeal to the 
gentleman trom Jowa to yield to me for a moment 

< to make a statement. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Tawa. 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 

‘the Committee for the District of Columbia have 
no sort of feeling on this matter. It has been 
pressed upon them last year and this year, be- 
cause of the great importance of having a peni- 
tentiary and jail in this District. Al we ask is, 
that the House shall take the responsibility of 
meeting the question fairly and decide it, If the 
House does nat want to build a penitentiary and 
jail here, the committee have no desire they should 
do so, but only desire they shall take the re- 
sponsibility of voting on that subject, 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. | renew, the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 63, 
noes 33. - 

So the bill was recommitted to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, with the instructions 
indicated, 

Mr. H UBBARD, of lowa, moved to reconsider 
the vote just taken; and also moved that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid upon the table, f 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ENROLLED BILL, 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled an act (HL. R. No. 302) to amend 
section nine of the act approved July 17, 1862, 


I withdraw the 


1 yield to the gen- 


entitled ‘An act to define the pay and emolu- 


ments of certain officers of the Army, and for 
“other purposes; when the Speaker signed the 
same. 
REPORT OF CITIARLES D. STUART. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution, and 


demanded the previous question on its adop- 
tion: 
Resolved, That five thensand copies of the report of 


| Charles B. Stuart, consulting engineer, in reference:to the 


improvement of water communication between tbe Hudson 
river and the lakes of the West and Northwest, made March 
29, 1864, be printed for the use of this House. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


main question ordered; and under the operation’ 


thereof the resolution was adopted. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 


| vote just taken; and also moved that the motion 


to reconsider be laid upon the table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


0. F. JOUNSON. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of C. F. Johnson, of 
Alabama; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. ; 


BENJAMIN GRATZ. 


Mr. HALE, from the same committee, also 
reported a bill for the relief of Benjamin Gratz; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


NUGI LEDDY. 


Mr. HALE, from the same committee, also re- 
ported a bill for the relief of Hugh Leddy; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the bill be put on its 
passage. : 

Mr. ANCONA. I object. 

The bill was referred to the Committee of tho 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM JESSUP. 

Mr. HALE, from the same committee, made 
an adverse report on the petition of William Jes- 
sup for damages sustained by an encampment 
upon his premises of several companies of volun- 
teers; which was laid upon the table, and ordered 
to be printed, . 

JAMES I. MCULLOCIL 

Mr. HALE, from the same committee, also 
reported a joint resolution to refer the case of 
J. H. McCulloch to the Court of Claims; which 
was read a first and second time, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES WILKES. 


Mr. PRUYN, from the Committee of Claims, 
reported a joint resolution to refer the case of 
Charles Wilkes to the Court of Claims; which 


| was read a first and second time. 


Mr. WILSON. What is the nature of this 
claim? 

Mr. PRUYN. Itgrows out of a change in the 
grade of the streets in this city. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The joint resolution does not 
give the court jurisdiction if it has not jurisdiction 
already. ` 

'Thejointresolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PRUYN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passcd; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SOLOMON PARSONS. 


Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia, from the 
Committee of Claims, reported a bill for the re- 
lief of Solomon Parsons; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay, out of any money iv the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to Solomon Parsons, of 
West Virginia, the sum of $125 in full payment 
of twenty-four hundred pounds of beef furnished 
to the United States troops at St. George’s station, 
Virginia, by order of Captain Kellogg, com- 
mander of. the post: 


a 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. I wouldin« 
quire why this amount was not paid upon the 
vouchers given? 

Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia. Because it 
was not reported by the proper officer to the De- 
partment. The beef was furnished on an emer- 
gency, as the certificate of the officer will show. 
it was called for by a company of Ohio men sta~ 
tioned at St. George’s. 

' Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I cannot 
permit this bill to pass now, as it is but one of a 
large class of similar claims. : 

The bill was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed, 


A. S. CLARK. 


Mr. HOLMAN, fromthe Committee of Claims, 
reported a joint resolution for the relief of A. S. 
Clark; which was read a first and second time. 

‘The resolution directs the Postmaster General 
hereafter, in adjusting the accounts of A. S. 
Clark, postmaster at Harrison, Ohio, to allow 
him a credit of $523. 69, being the amount of 
money and postage stamps taken from his pos- 
session belonging tu the United States by the 
rebel forces commanded by John H. Morgan,en | 
the 3d of July, 1863. 

Mr. WILSON. What proof had the com- 
mittee that the money taken by Morgan’s men 
belonged to the United States? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The proof consisted in the 
first place of Clark’s own affidavit, very minute 
in its details; and also the statement of the Post- 
master General and the proper accounting officer 
of the Post Office Department, as to the amount 
of money and postage stamps which were in his 
hands at the time. tt occurs that the two state- 
ments are exactly alike; that is, the statement of 
Clark himself in regard tothe matter is fully cor- 
roborated by the statement of the Department. 

The amount of money taken is reasonably well 
determined by two citizens of Harrison living 
there at the time. Clark, at the time of the ap- 
proach of Morgan’s men, was at dinner. Assoon 
as he heard that the rebels were approaching he 
rushed to his office, seized the money and the 
postage stamps, and endeavored to escape by the 
backdoor, The fact of the taking possession of the 
office, and the seizure of the money and stamps, 
is established, the committee say, with reasonable 
certainty. They do not pretend that it ia estab- 
lished with that absolute certainty that a case dif- 
fering from this in character might admit of. 

I would state further that Mr. Clark, the post- 
master, is well known by several gentlemen upon 
both sides of the line, the town of Harrison being 
upon the boundary. The committee have been 
led to believe, from the testimony before them, 
that there is a reasonable certainty that he had 
the amount of money. Itisan absolute certainty 
that whatever money he had was taken, and that 
he ought to have bad this amount of money and 
postage stamps in his possession. 

Mr. WILSON, [understand there isno proof 
how much money he had upon his person at the 
time the rebels took it away from him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No,sir; no positive evidence 
as to the exactamount. The amount he had in 
his hands is shown by the report of the Postmas- 
ter General. Mr. Clark’s own statementis very 
minute, 

The case comes within the well-known princi- 
ple that where a person loses property under such 
circumstances, even in private transactions, that 
the knowledge of the existence of the loss must 
be with himself alone; that for the purpose of es- 
tablishing the amount his own affidavit may be 
received. The gentleman will remember that that 
principle is well established in ordinary contro- 
versies between citizen and citizen. 

Mr. WILSON. Does Mr. Clark state the 
amount? . 

Mr. HOLMAN. He makes a minute andex- 
act statement, 

Tam not, as gentlemen very well know, very 
much inclined to regard private claims against the 
Government favorably, but I regard the facts in 
this case us well established by evidence as prob- 
ably in any ease brought to the consideration of 
the Committee of Claims. 

Mr, HARDING. I desire to say that a va- 


riety of petitions have been presented exactly cov- 


ering the case which the gentleman has 


brought 
up here to-day. 


AU of those petitions have been 


1864.: 
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referred to the Committec on the Post Office 
Post Roads. That committee have instructed 
me to report a bill covering all such cases. I 
the gentleman will yield for me to introduce my 
bill, which I have been waiting to report for sev- 
eral days, it will exactly mect his case and every 
similar case. I propose to offer it asa substitute 
for his bill, . 

. Me. HOLMAN. That cannot be done under 
the rules. You cannot substitute a general bill 
for a private bil. 

The SPEAKER. 
the rules. ; . 

Mr. HARDING. I think the gentleman from 
Indiana will be satisfied himself, when he looks 
into the number of cases of this character, that it 
is altogether improper to take them up separately 
andlegislate upon them, There are various well- 
established cases where postmasters have been 
robbed; and E have prepared a bill, whichI have 
been instructed to report, which meets all these 
cases, referring them to the Postmaster General 
for settlement; and when the evidence is suffi- 
cient to satisfy him that a postmaster has been 
robbed in any case, he is authorized to give him 
credit for the amountof which he may have been 
robbed. It is altogether improper to take upany 
separate case and legislate upon it now. While 
there may be an individual ortwo in Indiana who 
‘has suffered in this way, the raids in my State 
have been so repeated and frequent that there 
are, perhaps, fifty cases there to every one case 
in his State. ‘The bill which I desire to present 
has been prepared under the special recommend- 
ation of the Postmaster General; and it will em- 
brace the case of the gentleman from Indiana as 
well as other cases, referring the whole matter, 
however, to the Postmaster General for him to 
setile and allow credit when the evidence is suffi- 
cient to satisfy him that the postmaster has becn 
robbed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall certainly give my 
very cordial supportto the gentleman’s bill when 
it is properly before the House. I am not re- 
porting anything that runs counter to the gentle- 
man’s bill. 

Mr. HARDING. Then let me report it now. 

Mr. HOLMAN: Ihave not the slightest ob- 
jection, but it cannot be substituted for this bill, 
as the Chair has stated, for this is a private bill. 
This claimant brings himself clearly within the j 
rule that the House has established in its action 
on this subject. This bill creates only another 
argument in favor of the very bill which my friend 
will report. I trust that an exception will not 
be made in this particular case. Ladmitthe ne- | 
cessity and propriety of general legislation on this 
subject. Let us pass a gencral bill; but in the 
mean time, if parties have brought themselves 
within the rule of Congress theirciaims ought not 
to be deferred. 

Mr. THAYER. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana whether the postmaster referred to | 
has settled his accounts and been obliged to pay 
this money? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir, he has paid the 
money to the Department; and all I am proposing 
is that hereafter, in the settlement of his accounts | 
for the money which he may receive as post- 
master, he shall be allowed the amount of money 
which he has been compelled to pay over. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I rise toa | 
point of order. F submit that this bill makes an | 
appropriation, and must have its first consideration 
in a Committee of the Whole House. 

TheSPEAKER. [tis notan appropriation bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania, It author- 
izes an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The sum would come out 
of the Post Office revenues, which are appropri- 
ated in a specific appropriation bill, his is not, 
therefore, an appropriation bill, under the usage 
of the Flouse. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must insist now on the 
previous question on the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Peunsylvania. Lhope the 
gentleman will not do that, after he has said all 
that he desires to say and no gentleman has been 
heard on the other side. 

Mr. HARDING. If it is in order I move to 
refer the bill to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER. Itis notin order during the 
demand for the previous question. 


That cannot be done under 


and || 


Mr. HOLMAN. | I will yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. Sa 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. It is very 
evident that we are to have a great many claims 
of this character. J took occasion in the last Con- 


gress to speak against the introduction of special | 


pension. bills, because it is impossible for this 
House to undertake to judge of the merits of cach 
particular case, and the passage of such special 
bills depends more upon the fact whether the par- 
tics have a Representative on the floor here to ad- 
vocate their claims, than it docs on the particular 
merits of the claim.. I am, therefore, opposed to 
all these special bills. We can reach all these 
cases by general measures, and I favor the course 
proposed by the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. I can sce no reason why this bill. 


a similar character, and 1 therefore move that 
this bill be referred to the Committee of the W hole 
on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 did not yield the floor for 
any such purpose. I yielded it to the gentleman 
as an act of courtesy. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Can I get 
the floor for any purpose without having to ask 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not within my hout, and Í 
shall move the previous question before the hour 
expires, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. 
very accommodating rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | do not desire to debate the 
subject, as no gendeman can have a doubt of its 
being a meritorious case. Í thercfore move the 
previous question. 

The question being on seconding the previous 

uesiion, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Marrory 
and Orrin were appointed. 

The Llouse divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 80, noes 14. 

So the previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third times; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, 


That is a 


Mr. COLE, of California, moved thatthe joint | 


resolution be laid upon the table; and called for 


tellers on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Core, of 
California, aud Expnince were appointed. 

The House divided; aud the tellers reported— 
ayes 23, noes 79. 

So the House refused to lay the jointresolution 
on the table. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved the previous question 
on the passage of the joint resolution. 
"The previous question was seconded, and the į 


muin question ordered, 


Mr. COLE, of California, called for the yeas 
and nays on the passage af the joint resolution. | 


She yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; aud it was-decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 86, nays 30; as follows: 

YLEAS—Moessrs. Augustus © Baldwin, Johu D. Baid- 
win, Biaive, Bliss, Boyd, James S. Brown, William G. 
Brown, Chanier, Ambrose W. Clark, Clay, Cobb, Cox, 
Dixon, Driggs, Dumont, Eideidge, Eliot, Baglisb, 
Finck, Grider, Grinnell, Hale, Harrington, flolmian, Hote 
kiss, Asabe) W. Hubbard, Willian Johnson, Jwian, Kalb- 
ficiseh, Kelley, Francis W., Kellogg, Kernan, Law, Long, 
Longyear, Mallory, Marcy, Marvin, Me Allister, ic Bride, 
McClurg, McDowell, Middleton, William Tf. Miller, James 
R. Morris, Morrison, Leonard My Nelson, Charles ; 
ONeill, Jolin O'Neil, Patt : 
Pomeroy, Price, Prayn, Samuel J. Randall, William U. 
Randall, Alexander H. R Robinson, Ri s Ross, Scot, | 
Smithers, John B. Steele, W 


arson, Pendleton, Perham, Pike, 


Myers, Orth. John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Seoticid | 
Shannon, Spalding, ‘Pracy, Upson, Elihu B. Washburne, | 
Williams, aud Wilson— 


So the joint resolution was passed. 

m ` i 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which the joint resolution was pd assed: and also ! 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider onthe table. | 
The Jatter motion was agreed to, 


i 
PRESIDENT’S MESSENGER. i 


Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee of Claims, | 


presented an adverse report on the petition ef | 


i Louis Bargdorf, praying 


j 


| compensation, for ser- 
| vices as messenger to the President of the United 
States; which was laid upon the table. 7 
a CRIERS AND BAILIFES. { 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committee ‘on the 
Judiciary, presented an adverse reporton thêpe- 
tition of E. M. Denison an® others, of the Dis 
| trictof Columbia, criers and baitis; for inereased 
compensation for their services; which was laid 
on the table. a Ea ` Cous 


© | JESSE WILLIAMS. ' E 
Mr. THAYER, from, the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of 
Jesse Williams; which was read a firat and- sec- 
ond time. ee 


LI! The bill directs the Commissioner of the Geu- 
should have preecdence over many other cases of | 


‘eral Land Office to issue a patent to Jesse Wil- 
liams, of Jefferson county, lowa, for the west 
| half.of the northwest quarter of a section of land 
| in the State of fowa; provided that no rights äg- 
i quired by other persons shall be thereby affected. 
| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, called for the 
reading of the report. 

The report was read. 

Mr. "QhIAYER. The House has been very 
| attentive to the reading of the report, and as the 
facts are fully set forth in it I have nothing, fur: 
| ther to say, except to state that Lam. ready to 
answer any question that may be asked of me. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. THAYER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
i lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr, COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
| Bills, reported as truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
! Jowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (H R. C. ©, No, 114) for the relief of 
Daniel Wormer; 

i Anaa (H. R. C. C. No. 115) for the relief of 


|| Darius S. Cole, 


An act (H. R. C. C. No. 116) for the relief of 
William G. Browns and 

An act (HL R. No. 373)to appoint an appraiser 
and assistant appraiscr for the port of Portland, 
and for other purposes. 


MAJOR N. I. M’LEAN. 


| The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 
| sage from the President of the United States, 
transmitting, in compliance with the resolution of 
! the House of Representatives of the 4th instant, 
a report from the Secretary of War in relation to 
Major N. H. McLean. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved that the papers be 
referred to the Committee on Military A Pairs and 
also that they be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TARIFE. 
o Mre. MOORHEAD, by unanimous consent, 


| from the Committee on Manufactures, submitted 
| a report on the tarif; which was referred to the 
i Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
| be printed. 

» REPRESENTATIVES OF JAMES KRENAN. 

Mr. DAWSON, by unanimous consent, from 
he Commitee on Foreign Affairs, reported a 
oint resolution, accompanied by a report, for the 
rcliefof the legal representatives of James Keenan, 
deceased, late consul at Hong Kong, China; which 
was laid wpon the tabic, and ordered to be printed. 


t 
} 


i+ Mr. ALLISON, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, reported a bill granting lands to the State 
of lowa in alternate sections for the construction 
of railroads in said State; which was ordered to 


' be printed, and recommitted to the same com- 


1 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 
j GRANT OF LANDS TO IOWA. 
| 
| 
i 
| 
l 
i 
f 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES, 
Mr. HOLMAN. 1 call for the regular order 
of business. i s 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of basi- 
ess, the morning hour having expired, is the 
onsideration of the special. order, being Senate 


l States and Territories may accept the graut of 
| lands made by the act entided “An act donating 
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public lands to the several States and Territories 
which may provide colleges for thé benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts,” approved July 
2, 1862, to which several amendments are pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Theamendments which have 
been proposed to the bill have been printed with 
the bill, and laid upon the desks of members. 
One.is an amendment submitted by myself, and 
the others are amendments offered by the gentle- 
man from [linois, (Mr. Wasupurne,] and the 
gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr. Winpom.}] For 
the purpose of covering the whole ground, with- 
out designating Indiana or any particular State, I 
will submit a substitute, ; 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move 
a substitute for the whole bill? 

_ Mr. HOLMAN. No,sir. My pending amend- 
ment is as follows: i ' 

Provided, however, That the State of Indiana, instead of 
appropriating the land, land scrip, or the proceeds thereof, 
to which that State shall be entitled by accepting the pro- 
visions of said act, to the purposes specified in said act, 
may, in the discretion of its Legislature, apply the same to 
the education of orphan children of soldiers and seamen of 
said State who have died or may hereafter die from wounds 
received or sickness contracted in the line of duty while in 
the military or naval service of the United States during 
the present war, in such manner as the said*Legislature 
may provide, it being the intention of this provision to en- 
able the said State to apply the land, land serip, or the pro- 
ceeds thereof to either of the purposes aforesaid, but to no 
otber purpose whatsoever; and if applied to the purpose 
specified in the act aforesaid, it is not intended by this pro- 
vision to relieve the State from any of the conditions of 
said act. 

I withdraw that amendment, and for it propose 
the following: 

Provided, however, That any State or Territory, instead 
of appropriating the land, land serip, or the proceeds thereof, 
to whieh such State or Territory has or shall become en- 
titled by accepting the provisions of said act, to the pur- 
poses therein specified, may, In the discretion of its Legis- 
lature, apply the same Or auy part thereof to the support and 
education of orphau children of soldiers and seamen of such 
State or ‘Territory, who have died or may hereafter die from 
wounds received or siekness contracted in the line of duty 
while in the military or naval service of the United States 
during the present war, in such manner as the Legislature 
of such State or Territory shall provide, it being the inten- 
tion of this provision to enable any State or ‘Territory to 
apply the land, land serip, or the proceeds thereof, to either 
ofthe purposes aforesaid, butto no other purpose whatever 3 
and if applied to the purposes specified inthe act aforesaid 
the provisions thercot’shall he strictly complied with, 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the 
amendmentotMr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, to in- 
sert lilinois, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Ilinois 
is not in his seat, and if my substitute be-adopted 
his amendment becomes u nuecessary. [ bave 
withdrawn my originalamendment. Ifthe House 
be not willing to adopt ageneral proposition, em- 
bracing all the States, I shall again submit my 
original proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman withdraws 
his original proposition, then theamendmentof the 
gentleman from Mlinois (Mr. Wasipurne] falls. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, { had forgot- 
ten that this bill had been made aspecial order for 
this day. 1 trust a motion so Important as that 
how proposed will receive at least the attention 
and carnest consideration of the few gentlemen 
now present. {tis to be noticed that on so sim- 
ple a proposition ag this, a mere proviso to a 
proper but unimportant bill of the Senate, the 
whole system upon which public lands were 
granted fur the establishment of agricultural col- 
leges, witha View to the instruction of the indus- 
trial classes of the country, is to be narrowed and 
confined merely to those. who, unfortunately, 
happen to be the orphans of men who have fallen 
during the present war. Ido notunderstand that 
the orphan children of those who have fallen dur- 
ing the present war are excluded under the pro- 
visions of the original act. They are certainly 
those who will be most likely to receive some 
benefit from the law as it now stands. 


‘This, sir, was an appropriation originally made | 


for a great and benevolent object. It was for the 
improvement of the great industrial classes of our 
people engaged in agriculture and the mechanic 
arts, to enable them to get in this way a solid, 
practical, and substantial education, and to getit 
when they could not in any other way, because 
of the cost of the classical schools of the country, 
Trise to call the attention of the House to the 
proposition now submitted for the withdrawal of 
the proceeds of that grant and diverting it to any 
purpose the Stales may see fit. Itis now national 
In its scope and ought not to become local. I 


“House is not prepared to interfere with the action 


‘Hic lands for the purpose of agricultural educa- 


‘in passing the original bill. | 


i 


trust the agricultural and mechanical interests of 
the country, having been for once acknowledged, 
are not to be ignored and set aside at so early a 
day. If the gentleman from Indiana desires to 
make an appropriation for this particular class, 
let him bring in a separate bill properly matured, 
so that we may consider it upon its special mer- 
its, and then he will encounter less opposition. I 
trust we are not to give the donation already made, 
and so worthily made, and upon which several 
States have already acted, establishing agricul- 
tural colleges, which are now in successful oper- 
ation, a side-blow to destroy them in this way, 
though one or more States should ask it, and I 
do not understand that any State yet has so asked, 

Mr. HALE. I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the 


of Congress appropriàting a portion of the pub- 


tion. ‘This was a portion of the public domain 
set apart for the express purpose of the improve- 
ment of the agricultural science of the country 
and of the mechanic arts. It wasa national meas- 
ure, and national property was appropriated for 
that purpose. And if we are to authorize one 
State to divert their portion of this fund to another 
object, another State will come here asking us 
to permit it to divert theirs to another object, 
and another to another object; and in this way 
we shall defeat, to a great extent, the purpose of 
Congress in passing the bill. 

Now, I submit to my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Hotman,] and to all others who are in favor of 
this proposed amendment, that the orphans of 
soldiers and sailors who die in battle are now en- 
tided, if that State shall determine that that par- 
ticular class of persons are more deserving than 
any other, to reccive the benefits of that act. 
They may, if they see proper, provide that that 
class shall exclusively enjoy the benefits of this 
education. All we ask is that this public prop- 
erty so appropriated shall be applicd in good faith 
to the benefit of agricultural education. 

Sir, there is no more important branch of ed- 
ucation certainly than that relating to agriculture, 
and there is no better service that can be rendered 
by the State of Indiana, orany other State, to the 
orphan children of those falling in battle than to 
give them a scientific agricultural education. It 
is the great interest of the country. It is the best 
education you can provide for these orphan chil- 
dren. If the State of Indiana, therefore, choose 
to provide that this class of orphans shall have 
the preference over all others in reaping the ben- 
efits of this appropriation, they have a perfect 
right so to do; but 1 protest against this proposed 
legislation on the part of Congress to divert this 
fand from the great object for which it was origin- 
ally intended. It breaks in upon the consistency 
of the system when we allowa gentleman, for the 
purpose of popularity, or for any other purpose, 
to divert this fund to any other object than that 
for which it has been set apart. And if you give 
that privilege to one State there will be no end to 
the scramble that will take place in Congress | 
upon this subject. . 

It is certainly the part of wisdom, as it seems 
to me, that we should keep the law upon this | 
subject as it now stands; and if, in the judgment į 
of the authorities of any State, one class of per- 
sons is more meritorious than any other, there is 
nothing in the law to prevent them from enjoying 
the benefits of this appropriation of land exclu- | 
sively. If any State thinks proper to entitle any | 
portion of its citizens to enjoy this exclusive 
privilege, itis perteetly competent for them to 
do so. But let us not here in the national Con- | 
gress divert this fund from the purpose for which 
it was originally intended. 

I hope all these amendments, therefore, will be 
voted down. Itis perfectly right that the time 
fixed by law for the acceptance of this grant 
should be extended. If any State has not hith- 
erto been in a situation to avail itself of the bene- 
fits of this law, it ought to have the time extended 
to enable it to do so. But I repeat that I do ob- 
ject to the legislation now proposed, the effect of 
which will be to destroy the great object we had 


My own State has now in successful operation 
an agricultural college where we educatea young | 
man for $100a year. We board them and furnish | 
them with the best instruction the country affords | 
in all branches of an agricultural, scientific edu- 


a 


cation, as well as a practical knowledge of agris 
culture. 

Now, I submit to my friend from Indiana 
whether his State can do better than to provide 
an education for the orphan children of soldiers 
and seamen who may be slain in battle at that 
low price. That is much better than to appro- 
priate a sam of money directly to them, especially 
when it will resultin so much benefit to thé ag- 
ricultural interests of the State. . 

i hope, therefore, that the time for accepting 
this grant will be extended, and that these amend- 
ments will be voted down. 

Mr. SPALDING. Irise simply for the pur- 
pose of entering my protest against diverting these 
lands from the purpose Congress had in view 
in making the original grant. That object was 
the benefit of the great agricultural interests of 
the country. I donot know a more laudable ob- 
ject. And we ought to hold these lands in good 
faith for that purpose. If we commence under 
these specious and plausible pretexts to divert 
them for the benefit of the children of soldiers 
who have been killed in battle in one portion of 
the country, what is to prevent a further diver- 
sion for any- other charitable object? 

If it be necessary to institute and organize 
schools and colleges for the benefit of the off- 
spring of our gallant soldiers, let us have an ori- 
ginal bill for that purpose; I will give itmy hearty 
support. But do not let us do injustice to the 
laboring classes of our country; do not let us 
divert from them the means of acquiring a whole- 
some education, for the purpose of giving these 
lands forany other purpose whatever. I ask the 
attention of both sides of the House to the sub- 
iect, for it is only necessary that the vote should 
be given understandingly to put down this project 
decidedly. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. If this general proposition 
does not meet the approval of the House I hope 
at least that such States as may desire the bene- 
fits of this provision may be permitted to have 
it. Iam unable, as a matter of course, to speak 
for other States. I believe I understand what are 
the views and wishes of my constituents upon 
the subject, and I think 1 know what would be 
the wishes of the people generally of the State of 
Indiana, But of course I cannot speak for gen- 
tlemen representing any other State, or their con- 
stituents, 

In submitting, however, this general proposi- 
tion, applicable alike to all States and Territories 
in lieu of the proposition as it originally stood, I 
sought to recommend the measure to the favor of 
gentlemen who might oppose different policy for 
the several States. The gentleman from Ohio 
talks about the question of good faith. There is 
no question of faith at all involved in this mat- 
ter. There is no agricultural college the rights 
of which are to be impaired. In any event, it is 
purely discretionary with the Legislature whether 
they can appropriate the lands better to the found- 
ing of agricultural colleges than to the mainten- 
ance and education of that large class of children 
that must be thrown upon either the justice of 
the States and nation or upon the charity of the 
country. For one, Iam not in favor of throw- 
ing this class of children, daily becoming more 
numerous, upon mere public charity. I wish to 
see them placed in a position that they shall re- 
ceive what they have aright to demand, justice 
at the hands of the several States, equality of ed- 
ucation with all the other children of the country. 

I do not know that Congress can understand 
the interests of any particular State so well as her 
Legislature. I do not understand that half a 
dozen or a dozen gentlemen re resenting a grent 
State can understand as well the interest of that 
State and the purposes to which these lands 
should be applied as the two or three hundred 
gentlemen composing the State Legislature, drawn 
together from every community within the limits 
of that State. I do not believe that the appropri- 
ation of these lands to the endowment of agricul- 
tural colleges will ever amount to anything. We 
haye seen something of the result of attempts to 
found literary institutions through the patronage 
of State and national Governments. We have 
seen one tenth part of the same amount of ex- 
penditure, under private control, produce bene- 
ficial results great in comparison with the bene- 
fits reccived through the agency of these State 
and national institutions 
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The people have a right to demand, so far as 
the elements of eddéation are concerned, a unie 
versality of the principle. But the establishment 
of one or two of these colleges in a State must 
always result to theadvantage of those who least 
need the fostering care of the Government. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hare] talks 
about the benefit agricultural colleges are to be- 
stow, whereby through the expenditure of $100 
a year an agricultural education is to be obtained. 

But you will have in every State thousands and 
tens of thousands of these children who ought to 
be regarded as the children of the nation, who 
never will receive, unless it be at the hand of the 
nation, the benefits of that elementary education 
which will fit them for either an agricultural col- 
lege or any othercollege. In my own State the 
amount of this grant will be three hundred and 
ninety thousand acres. I can see well many 
modes by which an intelligent Legislature can 
apply that land to the benefit and support of those 
children; but I see but little benefit either toa 
State at large or to the more deserving population 
by the endowmentof collegesof any kind. Such 
institutions should be left to private enterprise, 
but the elements of education should be universal, 
and furnished by the governments of the several 
States as a matter of universal concern. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hare] 
says the Legislature may appropriate these lands 
to the especial benefit of the children of deceased 
soldiers, and can do so consistently with the pres- 
ent law. Ifthe gentleman is correct, that accom- 
plishes the end which is proposed by this amend- 
ment. What objection, then, existstoit? But I 
apprehend my friend is mistaken. But there can 
be noargumentagainst the amendment if the same 

ower can be exercised under the existing law. 

think the gentleman, however, is mistaken about 
that, and I think that these children will have 
ceased to be able to receive the benefits of our 
bounty or our justice long before these agricul- 
tural colleges will be able to disseminate any of 
their blessings throughout the country. You have 
got to appropriate these lands directly; you have 
got to predicate upon them State credit in some 
shape or form to make this fund available, and 
these children of the nation now demand its care 
and its protection. Sir, I repel here any intimation 
coming from any quarter, that this measure is 
either brought forward or will be supported with 
a view to any unworthy popular motives. I 
simply ask that the State of Indiana and other 
States, if their Legislatures think that they can 
better appropriate these lands for the support and 
education of the orphan children of the gallant 
dead of this war, may devote these lands to that 
purpose instead of devoting them to the endow- 
ment of agricultural colleges; that they may do 
either the one or the other as their own judgment 
may suggest or their local interests require. 

Mr. DUMONT. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor 
of the amendment of my colleague. There isa 
peculiar reason, so far as my State is concerned, 
why this amendment should be adopted, and it 
may not be equally applicable to States repre- 
sented by other gentlemen. 

A few years ago, when this appropriation of | 
lands was made, the act making the appropriation | 
required that it should be accepted within two 

ears of the date of the act. Many ofthe States 

have accepted the benefits of that act in accord- 
ance with the original enactment for agricultural 
purposes. I do not understand the amendment 
of my colleague to interfere with the wish of other 
States inthis regard. Any State that prefers that 
this appropriation shall be carried out in accord- 
ance with the original actcan carry itoutaccord- | 
ingly. Owing to reasons which it is not necessary 
to detail here, the State of Indiana did not accept 
the benefits of the act; the Legislature could not 
legislate, the wheels of legislation became so cor- 
roded that they would not revolve, and thus it 
becomes necessary to bring forward a bill to ex- 
tend the time so far as Indiana is concerned. If 
it had not been for that necessity, I presume that 
no proposition would have been made to divert 
this appropriation from the original purpose in- 
tended. It becomes necessary, however, so far 
ag Indiana is concerned, to extend the time. ‘The 


time expires in July, and unless it is extended |; 


Indiana cannot get the benefit of the actat all, as | 
her Legislature will not again assemble until after 
that time. We therefore ask that, so far as In- 
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diana is cofiterned, the time be extended so as 
to enable the State Legislature to accept the ben- 
efits of the act. 

Now, I believe theamendment of my colleague 
to be that the Legislature of the State of Indiana, 
or of any State, may determine whether this land 


shall be appropriated for the purposes of the 


original act, or whether it shall be applied to the 
support and education of the orphan children of 
persons who have died or been killed in the mili- 
tary service. Both of these objects are highly 
beneficial and commendable; they are both good 
objects, and the simple question is whether we 
shall give the Legislatures of the various States 
the right to say to which of those objects the land 
shall be appropriated. The amendment does not 
authorize the appropriation of the land to any 
other objects. It indicates two objects, and gives 
the Legislatures power to say to which of these 
objects it shall be devoted. This thing of agri- 
cultural colleges is an experiment. IfI had aboy 
that I wanted to send to an agricultural college, 
the best agricultural college I know of is to send 
him, at eight dollars a month, to some good 
farmer. That would be the best thing to do with 
him, because then he would thus acquire the best 
scientific acquirements that I know of on that 
subject. It may turn out that agricultural col- 
leges can be established, that professorships can 
be founded, and that some useful information can 
be inculeated; but it is an experiment, to say the 
least of it, but one doubtless very worthy of being 
tried; still,so far as this country is concerned, it 


‘ig an experiment. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, we know one thing, and 
about that there is no dispute: that the orphan 
children of those who die in attempting to. put 
down this rebeilion stand in an attitude that places 
them before the American people as a most meri- 
torious class of persons. ill we not regard the 
children of the man who goes into the service, 
who abandons his home and endures all the totis, 
dangers, and privations of the tented field, nay, 
who gives up his life in defense of the country 
and leaves his wife a widow and his children or- 
phans—will we not, I say, regard the children 
of such with favor? Who will daresay that they 
have no claims upon us? 

The gentleman from Ohio is not bound to ap- 
propriate these lands to the education of these 
orphan children. Ifthe does not want them edu- 
cated, if he and his State desire to confer the pe- 
culiar benefits of this grant upon the children of 
the rich, the most wealthy class of the commu- 
nity, and those best able to send their children to 
college, there is nothing in the way of his State 
doing it, but so far as 1 am concerned I am will- 
ing that my State may, ifitseem to her best, pursue 
a different policy. 1am willing to trust the peo- 
ple of my State in regard to this matter, and that 
is all thatthe amendment proposes. For my part, 
I am willing to give the benefits of this measure to 
the most humble classes of society, because, dis- 
guise itas you may, after all, the rank and file of 
the Army is made up of poor but noble men. You 
will find shoulder-straps upon another class of 
men; but after the whole thing is told, the rank 
and file of the Army is made up of classes of poor 
and patriotic men; and after they have laid their 
bones on the tented field where battles are lost 
and won, it is not for gentlemen to sneer at the 
children they leave behind them, and to say that 
it is more important to be consistent than it is to 
be just. 

Now, what do they say? They say that if this 
amendment of my colleague’s be adopted, it will 
divert this donation of the public lands from the 
purposes originally intended. Supposing it does. 
Why, sir, I have spent all the days of my life in 
regretting to-day the errors of yesterday. I have 
spent all the days of my life in making the sec- 
ond sober thought the better thought of the two. 
That may have beena very proper appropriation 
at the time it was made; but the country has un- 
dergone a change. Nobody, three years ago, 
could have dreamed of the change that has come 
over the country. I had heard people talk about 
disunion ever since I was a child, and believed it 
was a simple ‘raw head and bloody bones,” a 
bugaboo to frighten children to sleep. But it 
turns out to be a terrible and stern reality. It 
throws on our hands, and on the consideration 
of the American people, thousands and hundreds 
of thousands of orphan children. We now hear 


the moan of the widow and orphan: from- ocean: to 


ocean, and from the lakes to the gulfjand-God 
forbid that we shall turn a deaf ear. : 


_ MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
_ A message from the Senate, by Mr. FORNEY, 
its Secretary, announced that: the Senate -had 
passed an act (No. 218) to repeal the first section 
of a joint resolution therein named; in which he 
was directed to ask. the concurrence of the House. 
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Mr. DUMONT. I was about saying, Mr. 
Speaker, that one of the-arguments against the 
amendment proposed by my colleague is that. it 
changes the original features of the bill. Well, 
itis simply changing its original features in such 
localities as the people may desire to change 
them. It will not change them in the State of the 
gentleman, (Mr. Morrit1;] where the propie 
can pursue just what course they please. e 
may represent a wealthy constituency; he: may 
represent men who are well to doin the world, 
and feel that they alone are to be cared for. Lam 
entirely willing that he shall represent that class 
of men, I have no prejudices against them; but 
I am a laboring man myself. I eat bread in the 
sweat of my brow. I have no other means of 
supporting my wife and children, or of making 
a living. And yet l am not willing, on consider- 
ations of mere selfishness, to disregard the claims 
of others. 

Take the States of Ohio and Indiana. The 
State of Ohio embraced the benefits of that act. 
This cannotchange the matter. Itdoes not change 
it one single particle. It docs not divert these 
lands from the purpose for which they were ori 
ginally intended. Itcan have no such effect, and 
is not intended for any such purpose. Indiana 
did not do so. Itis not necessary to go into the 
reason; for the very instant | should go into the 
reason, one of my colleagues on the other side 
would not agree with me one single inch. The 
wheels of legislation got locked and would_not 
revolve; and in the absence of legislation the State 
of [ndiana loses its benefits altogether. All that 
this amendment does, is to say that Indiana may 
appropriate these lands to one of two objects. 
My friend, the chairman of the Committee: of 
Claims, (Mr. Haxe,]j said that if we throw the 
doors wide open, one State would be appropri- 
ating these lands to one purpose and one for an- 
other purpose. There is no such proposition, 
The amendment involves no such thing as that. 
It simply specifies two subjects to which these 
lands may be applied. I defy any gentleman to 
stand on this floor and show for one single mo- 
ment that the object to which the amendment per- 
mits the States to appropriate these lands is not 
a meritorious one. The original purpose was n 
good one, and I do not consider the amendment 
as at war with the original bill, and think that for 
all practical purposes they may and will be made 
to harmonize. Lama friend to the noble pursuit 
of agriculture, am a farmer myself, and would be 
the last man to aim an unfriendly blow at that 
interest. J eat my bread in the sweat of my brow, 
and respect others who do the same. 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, if this had 
been a partition of these lands among the several 
States, I should be the last man to prevent Indiana 
from giving her share to any purpose she might 
select; butas Indiana as yet has no right to these 
lands, they belonging to the United States, or to 
those States who have signified their acceptance 
of the grant, under the act of Congress for the 
purpose of establishing agricultural colleges, I 
must object to the diversion proposed by the pend- 
ing amendments. The State of Indiana has not 
signified its acceptance under the grant, Hence 
if these lands, by the change now sought to be 
wrought by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Doemonv,] be given to that State for the purpose 
of educating the orphan children of deceased sol- 
diers, then we are making what is tantamount to 
an original grant from Congress for that purpose. 
We would be granting to Indiana these lands for 
the purpose of educating the children of deceased 
soldiers, These lands were set apart by Congress 
for a different purpose. I do not speak to-day 
for Ohio, because she has taken the lands under 
the terms prescribed by the act of Congress for 
the purpose of establishing an agricaltural col- 
lege. If Indiana has not done 80, or if any other 
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State has not taken ‘advantage of the privilege, 
no-one. doubts but that the time ought to be ex- 
tended in order that the States that have not may 
do so. Any member who asks for extension of 
time can have it. What we object to is the chang- 
ing of the tenure. and terms of the grant. This 
is changing the purpose intended by Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not want gentlemen 
to think that 1 am opposed to the interests of our 
soldiers, or-of the descendants of our soldiers. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dumont] has 
stated to the House that he himself is a farmer, 
that he makes his living by the sweat of his brow, 
Eeommend him for it. T have been told. that the 
gentleman himself has had straps upon his shoul- 
-ders, and:worn them worthily upon the field of 
battle. ‘ Lam told, further, that he has.done ser- 
vice to the country in another line, that he has a 
family of some nineteen children. [Laughter.] 
Tf those children are to be educated in the Indi- 
ana agricultural college, it is because they are 
the children ofa farmer, His children cannot go 
-into'an orphan college, but they may go into an 
agricultural college. Lam, therefore, advocating 
the cause of his family, and not of Ohio. I fully 
believe that no more honest man can be found on 
this earth than he who earns his livelihood by the 
sweat of his brow, and, for the reasons I have 
stated, L hope the amendment will be rejected, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. | have a 
few words to submit on this measure, I find my- 
self constrained to oppose these amendments: for 
reasons which I will briefly state. I believe I op- 
posed the passage of the original bill as it now 
stands on the statute-book, upon grounds stated 
at the time by various gentlemen of the House. 
It was my desire and the desire of others that 
these lands should be retained for the purpose of 
sustaining the public credit, and to furnish boun- 
ties for our soldiers, But that being now the law, 
I am in favor of the passage of the original bill as 
it stands, and Lam opposed to the amendment. 
I am opposed most especially to the amendment 
which proposes to make this a general law and to 
allow the Legislatures of the several States to ap- 
ply the proceeds of these lands to the purposes 
stated, because that will affect my own State. The 
State of Pennsylvania has expended already some 
two hundred thousand dollars in the erection of 
an agricultural college, andher Legislature has 
been engaged for some weeks past in disposing of 
‘the proceeds of these lands, cither to this one ag- 
ricultural college—that was the proposition pend- 
ing—or to other colleges, for agricultural pur- 
poses, And I do not wish to see the Legislature 
divided upon that question by the adoption of this 
amendment. 

Let us look at the matter fora moment, What 
will be the quota of each State of the proceeds of 
these public lands? I have no means of making 
any calculation how far it will go toward that 


purpose; bat 1 suppose that the proceeds of these | 


public lands, which will come to the respective 
States, will not educate one fiftieth part of such 
children of the several States, 

Suppose then we pass this amendment, and 
hand theseproceeds over to the several States, what 
steps would they have to take to educate those 
children? ‘Lhey would have to establish some 
kind of a bureau; they would have to put these 
Jands into the market, and commence selling them. 
If they put them up for sale at auction, it is not 
probable they would get a large sum for them te 
start with, Ff they should wait and sell them 
from year to year, as they could sell them to the 
bestadvantage, they will hardly getenough money 
from them to keep the officers of the bureau 
going. 

Then, again, there are some facts to be ascer- 
tained in regard to these children; such as to as- 
certain who are the orphan children of soldiers 
and seamen. The records relating to all these 
facts are here in Washington city. They are not 
in the archives of the several States, and conse- 
quently this bureau would have to be enlarged 
considerably, and made something like a pension 
office in each State, to decide those matters. Ap- 
plications fur admission into these colleges would 
have to be made formally for this class of scholars, 
These applications would have to be acted on; 
and it would have to be shown that the applicants 


were the children of one of these meritorious | 


‘classes of persons. i 
“It seems to me, therefore, that the adoption of 


undertake to carry them into effect in the several 
States, would have a tendency to fritter away the 
money upon public officials, so that the public 
would. never have any. benefit from it. 

: As to whether it would be better to educate the 
children of soldiers and seamen in the ordinary way 
or to educate them in agricultural pursuits, that 
question hasalready been acted upon by Congress 
by a bill which has heretofore passed; and the 
several States have been engaged in considering it, 
and so faras my observation has gone I think the 
people of the several States are very well satisfied 
with the law as it stands. I have always been 
of opinion that the farmer ought to be educated 
as wellas any other person; and I have been. of 
opinion that there were ignorant farmers as well 
as ignorant persons in other professions and oc- 
cupations. But my principal objection to this 
amendment is that the sums of money accruing 
to the several States will be found to be so small, 
especially if the land should be put up and sold 
at auction, that by the time you had established 
a bureau to decide upon the parties who were 
entitled to receive this bounty, and by the time 
you had got the machinery in motion, the money 
would all be expended. 1 cannot fora moment 
believe that the proceeds of the land would begin 
to cducate one twentieth part of the class of per- 
sons named in the bill—the children of the soldiers 
and seamen. 

I think, therefore, that we had better adhere to 
the original proposition and pass the bill of the 
Senate extending to such States as have not ac- 
cepted the provision, and to West Virginia, of 
course, their quotas of the public Jands under 
the original act, and vote down the amendments. 

Mr. MORRILL. I offer the following as a sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Houman:] 

Provided, however, That any funds or bonds due from 
the United States to any Indian tribes who have been in 
actual hostility to the United States since the date of any 
treaty by whieh such fands or honds were set apart or stip- 
ulated to be paid to any such Indian tribes, shall be de- 
voted to the support and education of orphan children of 
soldiers and semen of the several States, 

Mr. WINDOM. I rise toa question of order. 
I submit that that amendment is not germane to 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it is ger- 
mane if the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana is germane. ‘Phe amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana provides that these lands 
shall be used for the beucfit of the children of de- 
ceased soldiers. Thegentieman from Vermont pro- 
poses to make the same disposition of other lands. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ob, no; it has no reference 
to lands. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. It relates to bonds, 

Mr. MORRILL. I will modify my amend- 
ment by inserting after “bonds” the words “or 
lands.’” 

Mr. HOLMAN. Have the Indians any lands? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, we have given them 
lands in exchange for their own. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, on examining 
ji the amendment, doubts whether it is in order. 
The titlcof the bill is “An act extending the time 
within which the States and Territories may ac- 
cept the grant of lands made by the act entitled,” 
&c. The amendment, therefore, should be ger- 
mane to that. ` 
io Mr. MORRILL. Iwill not insist on the amend- 
j ment, but will try to make my speech in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
ij amendment read, and supposed that it referred to 
| something about jands. 

i Mr. MORRILL. | offered the amendment 


i| merely jn order to show to the gentleman from 
i| Indiana that he might accomplish his object, if he 
|| is really sincere in the purpose of devoting any- 
i} thing to these orphan children of soldiers, as I 
I| hope he is, without inflicting damage upon the 
| children of the agriculturists and mechanics, 

i The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Joun- 
| son] has very well exposed the impracticability 
i| of the gentleman’s proposition, but it was hardly 
| necessary that it should be exposed. We can all 
| sec that his purpose is not what he is apparenily 
|! driving at, but that it is hostility to a measure 
|| which bas already been passed by Congress. He 
H 
j 


$ 
i 
d 
| 
4 is coming here like the lawyer after the decision 
| of a court, not for the purpose of arguing the 
1 


i question, Lut of damning the decision. 


the provisions of this amendment, if we should | 


Now, sir; after the purpose of the gentleman 
has been developed—that @ is a hostility to the 
whole principle of a higher education for the in- 
dustrial classes of the country—I have no appre- 
hension that the House will adopt this amends 
ment. . 

I hope the House will vote down all amend- 
ments to the proposition which comes here from 
the. Senate to extend. the time to the States for 
their acceptance of the grant, That is just and 
proper; but FE trust it will not be the sense of the 
House to adopt the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana, the avowed purpose of whichis to 
divert the fund because. he has no confidence in 
the plan of education proposed by the original act. 
About that gentlemen may differ. We have yet 
to try it. We know that it is an experiment, but 
we also know that it isan experiment which has 
succeeded admirably wellin other countries, and 
thatif properly managed will succeed well in this. 
If it does not succeed, it will be because the right 
men are not placed in the proper positions to con- 
trol and manage the institutions. I have faith 
that men in all the States will be found with suffi- 
cient ability to vindicate the propriety of a cheap - 
but thorough education of those in whose hands 
the destiny of our country now is and must be 
for coming ages. s 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ipropose,aftera slight mod- 
ification of my amendment, to call the previous 
question on the pending amendments. Before 
doing so, however, | wish to make a statement, 
1 do notdesire to speak for the constituency of any 
other gentleman upon this floor, but I desire to 
speak for my own constituents. Lam not afraid 
to leave the question of the appropriation of these 
lands to the Cegislaiate of my State. Iam anx- 
ious, on the contrary, to do so. Ido not think 
they will have any faith in the beneficial results 
of agricultural colleges, and I think they will de- 
sire to exercise the prerogative of deciding between 
the two plans of disposing of this fund—the sup- 
port of agricultural colleges on the one hand, or 
us appropriation for the benefit of the children of 
dead soldiers and seamen on the other. I trast 
gentemen do not think that the country will fail to 
see the pointinvolved here, Itis not whether these 
lands shall be diverted from agricultural colleges, 
but whether it shall be left in the discretion of the 
State Legislatures to appropriate them to one of 
two objects, Admitting even that those objects 
are equally meritorious, then the only question 
that springs up is, are we ourselves, as Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, better able to decide upon 
the question as to the comparative merits of these 
appropriations than the people themselves directly 
represented in their Legislatures ? 

Mr. HALE. I wish to know, Mr. Speaker, 
if the State of Indiana is not now at liberty, if it 
chooses, to confine the benefits of this act to the 
orphan children of those who have died in the ser- 
vice of the country? Theonly restriction‘on that 
is, that these children shall be educated in the sei- 
ence ofagricultureand the mechanic arts. Itdoes 
not prohibit their education in all other branches 
of a good education. That is the Jimit of the 
whole bill. And if the people or the Legislature 
of Indiana choose to confine the benefits of the 
bill to that class of people, they are perfectly at 
liberty to do so now. ‘Therefore I protest against 
the idea that we are legislating against a class of. 
people, when we reject this amendment, so meri- 
torious—as the gentleman says, and as Í admit 
—as are the orphan children of those who fallin 
the service of the country. All that we require 
under that act is that they shall have a good ag- 
ricultural education, or an education in the me- 
chanicarts, not excluding the benefits of education 
in all other branches. Can any better education 
than that be provided? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania certainly must know that an agricul- 
tural college cannot be organized so as to be effect- 
ive short of fifteen or twenty years, Does the 
gentleman propose having a single institution in 
a State like Pennsyivania, or two or three, and 
then talk about these little children who have not 
yet received the benefits of the elements of edu- 
cation going to these colleges? T'he whole thing 
turns merely on the question whether we are 
more able to decide on this question than the peo- 
ple or Legislatures of the respective States, 

IfI were proposing to divert these lands from 
the purpose of agricultural colleges the point 


1864. 


might be well made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Hare, forthe gentleman from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Mornitr,] that it was out of hostility 
to the idea of agricultural colleges. Instead of 
that, we are proposing that one or the other of 
two plans—one for the benefit of those already 
partially educated, the other for the maintenance 
and education of those who have the strongest 
claim on the sympathy, the justicc, and the sup- 
port of the American people—shall be adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a question ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman’s proposi- 
tion cither diverts these lands from the original 

urpose, or it does not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It does not. It leaves the 
Legislatures of the States the power to divert 
them if they think proper. If the Legislatures 
do not think proper todo so, the grant is accepted 
under the original law. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand that. Con- 
gress docs not divert-them, but it empowers an 
agent to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MORRILL, And what an agent does, 
the principal does. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It empowers the people 
through their representatives to appropriate these 
lands to the one or the other of these objects. I 
am very anxious about this matter. So far as it 
affects my own State, I am not afraid to trust her 
people or her Legislature. 

Now, for the purpose of avoiding the difficulty 
which gentlemen may urge—that in some of the 
States they may not desire to have this diversion 
‘made—I wish to offer again the proposition that 
I originally offered, allowing the Legislature of 
the State of Indiana to apply these lands to either 
of these two objects. 1 so offer it. 

Mr. SMITHERS. Iask the gentleman from 
Indiana to withdraw that, and insist on his origi- 
nal amendment. It was at the suggestion of my- 
self that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Winvom] sodrewit. As he drewit in that way 
I will support it. I cannot support the amend- 
ment referring only to the State of Indiana, Ifit 


be left to the option of all the States to divert the į 


lands to the education of orphan children of sol- 
diers, or to use them according to their original 
dedication by the act, I will vote for it. I concur 
entirely in the line of observations made by the 
gentleman from Indiana. 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 79) to incorporate Providence 
hospital in the city of Washington, District of 
Columbia; 


An act (S. No. 82) concerning notaries public | 


for the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. No. 155) to incorporate the Union 
Gas-Light Company of the District of Columbia; 
and 

An act (S. No. 163) to authorize the Columbia 
Institution for the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind 
to confer degrees. 


AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES-—AGAIN. 


Mr. WINDOM. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Indiana, | will renew the amend- 
ment the gentleman has just withdrawn as an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I yield for that purpose, and 
I now call the previous question on my amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that if 
the previous question be ordered it will exhaust 
itself when the amendment to the amendmentand 
the amendment shall have been voted on. 

Mr. PRUYN. It will not apply to the other 
sections of the bill? 

The SPEAKER, Itwill not. Itapplies only 
to the amendment and the amendment to the 
amendment. i 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Upon the amendment to the amendment 21 
voted in the affirmative and 71 in the negatige. 

Mr. WINDOM called for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 


So the amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed. to. : 

The question recurred upon the amendment 
submitted by Mr. Hormax; and being put, 38 
voted in the affirmative, and 65in the negative. 

Mr. HOLMAN called forthe yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, : 

Mr. MORRILL demanded the previous ques- 
tion upon the third reading of the bill. i 

Mr.PRUYN. Ishould like to be heard upon 
the amendment still pending to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order pend- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question recurred upon the following 
amendment reported by the Committee on Agri- 
culture: 5 

At the end of the first section add: 

Andany State or Territory which has heretofore accepted, 
or may bercafter accept, the provisions of the said act, shall 
be authorized to tocate the lands, or any part thereof, to 


which they may respectively become entitled under the 
said aet, 


Mr. PRUYN. I desire to inquire whether with 
the consent of the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture I can offer a substitute for that amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. Not at this time, the pre- 
vious question having been ordered upon the bill. 

_Mr. CLAY. I will then modify my proposi- 
tron. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question hav- 
ing been ordered upon the bill and amendment 
the gentleman can only modify his amendment by 
unanimous consent. If the gentleman asks the 
unanimous consent of the House for that purpose 
the Chair will put that question. 

Mr. CLAY. fLask unanimous consent to offer 
the following ag a substitute for my amendment: 

Provided, The first and second provisos contained in the 
second section of the said act, approved 2d July, 1862, are 
hereby repealed, and the several States to which tand scrip 
has been issued, or may be issued, under said act, may at 
any time locate the lands so granted to them respectively, 
either wholly or in part, as they may see fit. i 

Mr. JOHNSON. I object to that, 

Theamendment was disagreed to—ayes thirty- 
one, noes not counted. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. COLE, of Washington. Task the consent 
of the House to submit an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. [object. [demand the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


. The SPEAKER stated thatthe business next 
in order was the call of committees for reports of 
a private nature. 

PRESIDENT’S ANNUAL MESSAGE. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union upon the Pres- 


ident’s annual message; and move, to enable the 
committee to have that under consideration, that 
all special orders in committee be postponed. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. 
for the vote on going into committee, 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resdived itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bourwen, 
in the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the President’s annual message, upon which Mr. 
Lone was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I speak to-day 
for the preservation of the Government, and al- 


I now ask 


though for the first time within these wails, I i 


propose to indulge in that freedom of speech and 
latitude of debate so freely exercised by other 
gentlemen for the past four months, and which 
is admissible under the rules in the present con- 
dition of the House. But for what I may say 
and the position } shall occupy upon this floor 
and before the country F alone will be responsi- 
ble, and in the independence of a Representative 
of. the people I intend to proclaim the deliberate 
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convictions: of my judgment in this feerfukhour 
of the country’s peril: Soe een 

And now, Mr. Chairman, as we'are in Con- 
mittee of the Whole-on the state:of the Union, 
let us inquire how. stands the Union to-day) “A 
litle over three years ago the present occupant 
of the Presidential Mansion at the: other :end:0f 
the avenue came into this city under: cover iof 
night, disguised in plaid-cloak and Scotch caps 
lest, as was feared by his friends, he might-have 
received a warmer greeting than would have been, 
agreeable, on his way through’ Baltimore, atthe 
hands of the constituents: of the honorable gen 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis.] “On. the 4th 
of March he was inaugurated, and in his address 
deprecated civil war, using that ever-to-be mema- 
rable language: ; : paras 

é Suppose you goto war, you. cannot fight always, and 
when, atter much loss on both sides, and no gain on either, 
you cease fighting, the identical old questions as to terms of 
intercourse are again upon you.”? 


Seven States had up to that time seceded from 
the Union. All believed that war would be 
averted. At the conclusion of the address the 
lamented Douglas, who had closely watched every 
word as it escaped from the fips of the Prest- 
dent, turned to a friend, and, with teats in his 
eyes, ‘thanked God that after all the election of 
Abraham Lincoln would not involve the nation 
i > A secret meeting of the Governors of a 


in war. 
number of States was soon after lield in this city. 
A scheme was devised and a vessel sent oul, un- 
der pretense of furnishing provisions to the troops 
with Major Anderson in Fort Sumter. On ar- 
riving in Charleston harbor the people of that 
city fired upon the fort. The telegraph bore the 
news to this city, and on its first mention to the 
President he exclaimed, ‘I knew they would do 
it;? which to my mind is conclusive that it was 
intended expressly for that purpose. Seventy- 
five thousand men were immediately called for; 
war was inaugurated; twenty days were given 
the insurgents to lay down their arms; an ad- 
ditional five hundred thousand men were soon 
called for; hostilities commenced; the rebellion 
was to be crushed inside of sixty days; more 
troops were called for; the Union was to be re- 
stored with all the rights, equality, and dignity 
of the States unimpaired. No man was permitted 
to question fora moment the right of the Govern- 
ment to coerce the States back into the Union; 
to doubt the right or question the speedy sup- 
pression of the rebellion and restoration of the 
Union was to be denounced as a traitor to. the 
Government and a sympathizer with the South, 
Thus, sir, was the war inaugurated. The first 
year passed away; the second came and passed 
in like manner; so of the third; and now, sir, let 
me again inquire, how stands the Union to-day? 
The brief period of three short years has pro- 
duced a fearful change in this frec, happy, and 
prosperous Government—so free in its restraints 
upon personal liberty, and so gentle in its de- 
mands upon the resources of the people, that the 
celebrated Flumboldt, after traveling through the 
country, on his return to Europe said, © The 
American people have a Government which you 
can neither sce nor feel.” So differentis itnow, 
and so great is the change, that the inquiry might 
well be made to-day, ** Are we not in Constanti- 
nople, in St. Petersburg, in Vienna, in Rome, or in 
Paris??? Military governors and their provost mar- 
shals override the laws, and the echo of the armed 
heel rings forth as clearly now in America as in 
France or in Austria; and the President sits to- 
day guarded by armed soldiery stationed at every 
approach leading to the Executive Mansion. So 
far from crushing the rebellion in sixty days, 
three years have already passed away; and from 
the day on which the conflict began up to the pres- 
enthour, the confederate army hasnot been forced 
beyond the sound of their guns from the dome of. 
the Capitol in which we are assembled. The 
city of Washington is to-day, as it-has been for 
three years, guarded by Federal troops in all the 
fortsand fortifications with which it is surrounded 
to prevent an attack from the enemy; and.as an 
evidence of the despondency of the Administra- 
tion, and the unsuccessful opening of the spring 
campaign of the fourth year in the progress of the 
war, the Morning Chronicle of this city, the Pres- 
ident’s organ, inan editorial a few mornings since 


said: : 
t Charleston has not been taken; Lee maintains a bold 
front on the Rapidan; the Florida expedition was & fail- 
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ure; the Sherman expedition has. not been a success, and 
the rebels have everywhere shown more vigor than they 
were supposetl to possess,” ` 

Although the same paperand others in support 
of the Administration have told-the country from 
time to time during the past winter that the re- 
bellion was crushed and slavery was dead, that 
the confederates: were deserting in whole regi- 
ments at a time, coming within our lines, taking 

the oath and describing the most horrible suffer- 
ing and demoralization from want of food, cloth- 
ing, and ill-treatment, yet at the very time the 
people have been so deceived and misled from day 
to'day, the President calls for five hundred thou- 
‘sand more troops, and in a few weeks follows it 
with an additional call for two hundred thousand 

“more, making seven hundred thousand since the 
‘Ast of January, and over two million five hundred 
thousand out of the three million five hundred 
‘thousand who voted in the so-called loyal States 
at the last presidential election, since the com- 
mencement of the war, when scventy-five thou- 
sand militia were to end itin twenty, or, atmost, 
in sixty days. 

Mr. Chairman, I have thus made a very brief 
statement of facts asto the condition of the Union 
to-day, and for doing which I have no doubt the 
usual charge of “ encouragement for the rebels,” 
“the prolongation of the war,’’ the rebels are 
aided by their friends upon this floor,” and the 
like charges will be repeated again by gentlemen 
on the opposite side of the House, and as Ihave 
heard such charges so repeatedly during the past 
four months, I say now and here, that the real 
friends of the confederates, those who give them 
aid and encouragement and enable them to carry 
on the war, are on the opposite side of the House 
and in the control of the Government. Yourcon- 
fiscation resolution, voted for and passed by the 
friends of the Administration, by which you pro- 
pose to thrust your hands into the coffin of the 
deceased father and take all he may have left at 
his death to his widow and innocent and unof- 
fending children, is worth more than fifty thou- 
sand men to the confederate army. The order 
issued by the President to General Saxton, divid- 
ing up and parceling out the State of South Caro- 
lina among the negroes and enterprising Yankees 
of Massachusetts, gives courage, energy, and en- 
thusiasm to the men now in arms in the confed- 
erate States. The order of the President to his 
military commanders in Louisiana and Arkansas, 
and the order issued in pursuance thereof by Gen- 
eral Banks to the people of Louisiana, in which, 
by a single dash of his pen, he strikes outof ex- 
istence the constitution and organic law of the 
State, and by virtue of the power vested in- him 
as a major general proceeds to call and hold an 
election and inaugurate State officers, and set up 
a State government, and the legislation consum- 
mated and proposed by Congress and speeches 
made upon this floor, in support of radicalism, 
is strengthening the confederacy and prolonging 
the war, Herein, sir, is where they find strength; 
the true friends of the confederacy in the North 
are the radical abolitionists and the radical press 

` goading on the President to issue proclamations 
and military orders, which provide food, raiment, 
strength, and support for the confederacy. 

If Mr. Lincoln had made a gift of Millions 
of greenbacks to Jefferson Davis to be used as 
bounty money in recruiting the confederate army, 
he could not have done better service to the cause 
of the South than he has done by his silly, absurd, 
and insulting amnesty proclamation, and his 
equally absurd attempt-to create State govern- 
ments by dictatorial power, He has, in effect, 
anid to the southern people, “ You shall not re- 
turn to the Union exceptunder such lecal govern- 
ments as I and my military officers dictate,’ and 
with the aid of his friends in Congress he is en- 
abled to add: ‘In the event of your submission 
and return, your estates shall be confiscated, your 
property, personal and real, shall be taken from 
you; your children shall be disinherited and left 
homeless and penniless to starve, under the scorn 
and hatred of northern fanatics; your lands and 
manor houses shall be parceled out among our 
retainers; the negro (wREpMAN) and the adven- 
turer shall sit and rule at your hearthstones; and 
you, beggars and outcasts, shall be forbidden 
representation in our national counctla, and be 
shut out forever from all.offices of trust and 
honor.” -Such is the language in which Mr. 


Lincoln and: this Congress and the. preceding 
Congress have spoken and are speaking. to the 
people of the South. And now, sir, with sucha 
prospect before thenr as the sequel of submission, 


| outlawry, disfranchisement, social, moral, and 


political degradation, penury for-themselves and 
their children, decreed as their portion, will they 
throw down their arms and submit to the terms? 
Who shall believe that the free, proud American 
blood, which courses with as quick pulsation 
through their veins as our own, will not be spilled 
to thelast drop in resistance? Thisis the source, 
sir, from whence comes encouragement, strength, 
support, and sustenance for the confederates; here- 
in lies the secret of the unity of their action, the 
prolongation of the contest, and the desperation of 
the conflict, produced, not by anything said or 
measures proposed by gentlemen upon this. side 
of the House, or by any measures proposed or 
policy advocated by the Democratic party, but 
by the acts of the gentlemen who make the 
charges, and the President and his military com- 
manders, who issue the proclamations and mili- 
tary orders. 

Mr. Chairman, I have deemed it proper thus 
to advert to the charges of encouragement to the 
confederates so repeatedly made upon this floor, 
and I again recur to the consideration of the 
Union. Can the Union be restored by war? I 
answer most unhesitatingly and deliberately, No, 
never; ‘war is final, eternal separation.’’ My first 
and highest ground of opposition to its further 
prosecution is, that it is wrong; it is in violation 
of the Constitution and of the fundamental prin- 
ciples on which the federal Union was founded. 
My second objection is, that as a policy it is not 
reconstructive but destructive, and will, if con- 
tinued, result speedily in the destruction of. the 
Government and the loss of civil liberty, to both 
North and South, and it ought, therefore, to im- 
mediately cease. 

In order, Mr. Chairman, that we may know 
what views were entertained upon the right, as 
well as the expediency, of coercing States into 
submission, by some of the departed as well as 
living statesmen of the country, previous to the 
commencement of the present war, I propose to 
call the attention of the House and the country to 
a few extracts which, to my mind, are worthy of 
consideration at this time. 

In 1827, during the administration of Mr. John 
Quincy Adams, when the Legislature of Georgia 
had passed an act setting aside the laws of Con- 
gress regulating intercourse with the Indian tribes 
within her limits, the messages of the President, 
of the Sth and 8th of February, 1827, in relation 
thereto were referred to a select committee of the 
Senate, of which Colonel Benton was chairman, 
and of which Martin Van Buren and General 
William H. Harrison, both afterwards President 
of the United States, were members. The com- 
mittee in their report (Senate Documents, second 
session Nineteenth Congress, Document No. 69) 
gay: 

“Tt is believed to be among those axioms, which ina 
Government like ours no man may be permitted to dispute, 
that the only security for the permanent union of these 
States. is to be found in the principle of common affec- 
tion, resting On the basis of common interest. The sane- 
tions of the Constitution would be impotent to retain, in 
concerted and harmonious action, twenty-four sovereign- 
ties, hostile in their feelings toward each other, and acting 
under the impulse of a real or imagined diversity of interest. 
The resort to force would be alike vain and nugatory. Its 
frequent use would subject it, with demonstrative certainty, 
to ultimate failure; while its temporary success would be 
valueless for all purposes of social happiness. In such con- 
testa, however unequal, and however transient, the seeds 
of disunion would be thickly sown, and those who may be 
destined to witness them will speedily thereafter be called 
to lament the destruction of the fairest prospect of civil 
liberty which Heaven in its merey has vouchsafed to man.” 
* x z * «The committee willnotenlarge upon 
the frightful consequences of civil wars. They are known 
to be calamitous to single Governments, and fatal to con- 
federacies.”? 

The prediction of the committee of the destruc- 
tion of the fairest prospect of civil liberty which 
Heaven in its mercy has vouchsafed to man, is 
already in great danger of being realized; and 
every hour the war is continued only widens the 
separation and increases the danger. 

ut, sir, I propose to introduce the opinion of 
another departed statesman of the school of poli- 
tics to which the gentlemen on the opposite side 
of the Chamber belong, and for whose political 
opinions they entertain the highest regard, That 
profound statesman, after the experience of many 


years in the most exalted positions of the nation, 
and with a perfect knowledge of the subject upon 
which he spoke, said: 


“Nations acknowiedge no judge between them upon 
earth ; and their Governnieuts from necessity must, in their 
intercourse with each other, decide when the failure of one 
party to a contract to perform its obligations absulves the 


other from the reciprocal fulfilment of his own. But this 
last of earthly powers is not necessary to the freedom. or 
independence of States connected together by the immedi- 
ate action of the people of whom they consist. To the peo- 
ple alone is there reserved as well the dissolving as the con- 
Stituent power; and that power can be exercised by them 
only under the tie of conscience, binding them to the retrib- 
utive justice of Heaven. A 

“With these qualifications we may admit the same right 
as vested in the people of every State in the Union, with 
reference to the General Government, which was exercised 
by the people of the united colonies with reference to the 
supreme head of the British empire, of which they formed 
a part; and under these limitations have the peoplé ofeach 
State in the Union a right to secede from the confederated 
Union itself. iT 

“Thus stands the niont. But the indissoluble link of 
union between the people of the several States of this con- 
federated nation is, after all, not in the right but in the 
heart. If the day should ever conie—may Heaven avert 
it!—when the affections of the people of these States shall 
be alienated from each other; when the fraternal spirit 
shall give way to cold indifference, or collisions of interest 
shall fester into hatred, the bands of political association 
will not long hold together parties no Fonger attracted by 
the magnetism of conciliated interests and kindly sym- 
pathies; and far better will it be for the people of the dis- 
united States to part in friendship from each other than to 
be held together by constraint. ‘(hen will be the time for 
reverting to the precedents which occurred at the formation 
and adoption of the Constitution to form again a more 
perfect Union by dissolving that which could no longer 
bind, and to leave the separated parts to be reunited by 
the law of political gravitation to the center.”? 


Thus, Mr. Chairman, spoke John Quincy 
Adams in an address delivered before the New 
York Historical Society, on the 30th of April, 
1839, in commemoration of the fiftieth anniver- 
sary of the inauguration of Georgé Washington 
as President of the United States. Mr. Adams 
was a believer in the doctrine therein set forth, and 
the leaders of the party to which he belonged 
shared in that beliefand continued to do so until the 
commencement of the present unnatural civil war. 
If it was sound doctrine before secession took 
place and the war began, what is there, in either, 
to change the principle? 

Andrew Jackson, in his farewell addresy to the 
American people, has solemnly warned them that 
the citizens of one section of the country arrayed 
in arms against the other would be the end of the 
Union and an end to the hope of freedom, Hesays: 


“If such a struggle is once begun, and the citizens of 
one section of the country are arrayed in arms against 
those of the other, in doubtful conflict, let the battle result 
as it may there will be an end of the Union, and with it 
an end of the hope of freedom. ‘he victory of the injured 
would not secure to them the blessings of liberty; it would 
avenge their wrongs, but they would themselves share in 
the common ruin. ‘fhe Constitution cannot be maintained 
nor the Union preserved in opposition to public feeling by 
the mere exertion of the coercive powers confided to the 
Government.” 


But this opinion that the Union cannot be pre- 
served by the coercive powers confided to the 
Government was not confined to the departed 
statesmen of the country. William H. Seward, 
in his lettet of April 11, 1861, to Mr. Adams, 
our minister to England, said: 

“ For these reasons, the President would not be dis- 
posed to reject a cardinal doctrine of theirs, [the rebels,] 
namely, that the Federal Government could not reduce the 
seceding States to obedience by conquest, even though he 
were disposed to question that proposition. But in fact 
the President willingly accepts it astrue. Only an imperial 
or despotic Government could subjugate thoroughly disaf- 
fected and insurrectionary members of the State. This 
Federat republican system of ours is, of all forms of gov- 
ernment, the very one whichis most unfitted for such la- 
bors.” 

Such was the language of the Secretary of State 
in April, 1861, three days before the Sùrday on 
which the President wrote his proclamation call- 
ing out seventy-five thousand troops, but after 
seven States had seceded from the Union. The 
Secretary shared in the fears of the President, 
that the attempt to subjugate the South would destroy 
the Government. Three years of civil war, in a 
vain and fruitless effort at subjugation, attestand 
prove to-day the correctness of the opinion then 

eld by the President: 

“Only an imperial or despotic Government could sub- 
jugate thoroughly disaffected and insurrectionary members 
of the State.” id a $ *, “This Federal re- 
publican system of ours is, of all forms of government, the 
most unfitted for such labor,” 

Who does not believe it? If there is truth in 
the Declaration of Independence, and the gentle- 
men on the opposite side of the House will cer- 
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tainly not dispute it since they incorporated it in 
the Chicago platform, which became a law unto 
the President, who, I ask, can deny the conclu- 
sion of the Secretary of State, having in view al- 
ways, as he and the President undoubtedly had, 
the great cardinal truth underlying all republican 
Governments, ‘* which derive their just powers 
from the consent of the governed??? If the Presi- 
dent and his Secretary of State gave utterance to 
trath in 1861, is it any less a truth to-day? Has 
not rather the experience of three years of war 
confirmed it? I believed it then, I believe it now. 
But, sir, I have still other witnesses to call, 
The honorable Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Waneg,]} 
as reported in the Congressional Globe, third ses- 
sion Thirty-Fourth Congress, page 25, said: 
“You cannot forcibly hold menin this Union, for the 


attempt to do so, it seems to me, would subvert the first 
principles of the Government under which we live.” 


On the 10th of June, 1846, Congressional Globe, 
page 94, the present Chief Magistrate of the na- 
tion said: 

“Any people, anywhere, being inclined and having the 
power, have a right to rise up and shake off the existing 
Government, aud form a new one that sults them better.” 
a * * * “í Nor is this right confined to cases in 
which the people of an existing Government may choose to 
exercise it. Any portion of such people that can may rev- 
olutionize and may make their own so much of the terri- 
tory as they inhabit. More than this, a majority of any por- 
tion of such people may revolutionize, putting down a mi- 
nority intermingled with or near about them, who may op- 
pose their movements.” 

But, sir, I propose to call another witness to 
testify against this coercive policy, who also spoke 
in advance of the war. Edward Everett, in his 
letter of May 29, 1860, to Washington Hunt, ac- 
cepting the nomination as Vice President of the 
Union party, of which, I believe, the distinguished 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Henry Winter 
Davis] was a member, and for whom a number of 
gentlemen upon this floor voted, then said: 

“The suggestion that the Union can be maintained by 
numerical preponderance and military prowess of one sec- 
tion exerted to coerce the other into submission is, in my 
judgment, as self-contradictory as it is dangerous. Itcomes 
loaded with the death. smell from fields wet with brothers? 
blood. It the vital principle of all republican Government 
Sis the consent of the governed,? much more does a union 
of couqual sovereign States require as its basis the harmony 
of its members and their voluntary coöperation in its or- 
ganic functions.” 

It will no doubt be said Mr. Everett has changed 
his views upon the subject; that may be so, but 
I have not; I believed it sound doctrine in 1860, 
before secession occurred or coercion began, 
Three years’ experience in attempting ‘ by nu- 
merical preponderance and military prowess of 
one section exerted to coerce the other into sub- 
mission’’ has convinced me more thoroughly that 
itis “ as self-contradictory as itis dangerous;”’ 
contradictory, because it violates the great prin- 
ciples of free government which ‘derive theirjust 
powers from the consent of the governed,” and 
dangerous because by its exercise, especially when 
wielded by a weak, vacillating, and unscrupulous 
man, it destroys instead of maintaining the Union. 
Constitutions and organic law, civil liberty and 
personal security are forced to yield to what is 
claimed to be a military necessity, and the Gov- 
ernment itself, in the brief period of three short 
years, is to-day verging onthe very brink ofruin. 

Lam well aware, sir, that the cry of disloyalty, 
want of patriotism, and lack of devotion to the 
Government, which is in every place and at all 
times raised against those who have the independ- 
ence to disapprove of any of the acts of Mr. Lin- 
coln, as well as an inordinate desire for Govern- 
ment patronage, from the building of a steamship 
and a shoddy contract down to the insignificant 
position of taking charge of a mutilated and de- 
preciated greenback in the Treasury building, has 
changed the opinions of many men, but the fixed 
principles of free government as well as the rules 
of right, reason, justice, and truth, are unchange- 
able; and although it may be unpopular, and even 
at the risk of personal liberty in times like the 
present, to advocate them, they are nevertheless 
eternal and immutable. 

The distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. Srevens,] who stands upon this floor 
and beforethe country as an acknowledged leader 
of.the Administration party, has had the honesty 
and independence, in a specch delivered at an 
early part of the session, to announce what he 
holds to be the trae position of the confederate 
States. He says: 

ë Some think that these States are stil in the Union and 


entitled to the protection of the Constitution and the laws. 
of the United States.” a 

This idea he at once repudiates, and then boldly 
affirms that-which he holds to be the true doc- 
trine: p 

«í Others hold that having committed treason, renounced: 


their allegiance fo the Union, discarded the Constitution 


and laws, organized a distinct and hostile government, and 
by force of arms have risen from the condition of insurgents 
to the position ofan independent Power de facto, and having 
been acknowledged as a belligerent both by foreign nations 
and our own Government, the Constitution and the Union 
are abrogated so faras they.are concerned, and that as be- 
tween the two belligerents they are under the laws of war 
and thelaws of nations alone, and that whichever Power 
conquers may treat the vanquished as conquered proyinces, 
and may impose upon them: such conditions and laws as 
it may deem best”? : 


Tn answer to any objections that may be raised 
to this position he says: 

.But it is said that this must be considered a contest 
with rebel individuals only, as States in the Union cannot 
make war. ‘That is true so long as they remain in t 
Union. But they claim to be out of the Union, and the 
very fact that we have admitted them to be ina state of 
war, to be belligerents, shows that they are no lounger inthe 
Union, and that they are waging war in their corporate ta~ 
pacity, under the corporate name of the confederate States, 
and that such major corporation is composed of minor cor- 


porations called States acting in their associated character.” 
* 2 * * * * * * * * 


“ When an insurrection becomes sufficiently formidable 
to entitle the party to belligerent rights it places the con- 
tending Powers on precisely the same footing as foreign 
nations at war with each other.” * * * 4 = 

“í No one acquainted with the magnitude of this contest 
can deny toit the character of a civil war. For nearly three 
years the confederate States have maintained their decla- 
ration of independence by force of arms.” * > * x 

“ What, then, is the eifect of this public war between 
these belligerent, these foreign nations? Before this war 
the parties were bound together by a compact, by a treaty 
called a ‘Constitution.? ‘hey acknowledged the validity 
of municipal Jaws mutually binding on each. This war 
has cut asunder all these ligaments, abrogated al} the obji- 
gations.”? 

Now, sir, for once, at least, I agree with the 
distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, that 
the confederate States are outof the Union, occu- 
pying the position ofan independent Power de facto, 
have been acknowledged as a belligerent both by 
foreign nations and our own Government, main- 
tained their declaration of independence for three 
years by force of arms, and that the war has cut 
asunder all the ligaments and abrogated all the 
obligations that bound them under the Constitu- 
tion. So far I agree with him, and however un- 
willing we may be to accept such position as the 
actual condition of the confederate States, the 
history of the past three years, the law of nations, 
the genius of our Government, and a regard for 
truth compel me, at least, to accept it and my 
judgment to approve it, and if the charge of dis- 
loyalty is brought against me for this opinion | 
have only to shield myself under the broad mantle 
of the distinguished leader of the Republican party. 

At the commencement of the war England and 
France both declared the confederate States to be 
belligerents, the United States has treated with 
them as such in the exchange of prisoners, and the 
Administration is to-day, without the honesty or 
independence of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia to avow it, doing precisely what he proposes 
to do under his war of conquest waged against the 
confederate States as a foreign nation. Itis not now 
even pretended that the waris carried on having 
for its object the restoration of the Union. ‘*Recon- 
struction,” “consolidation,” ‘* centralization,” 


« with an entire change in the Constitution,” are 


the terms employed in speaking of the Govern- 
ment that is to exist hereafter. To speak of the 
Constitution as it is and the Union as it was isan 
offense, subjecting an officer in the Army to pun- 
ishment by dismissal from the service, and con- 
clusive evidence of disloyalty in the citizen. 

If the time ever was when the Union could have 
been restored by war (which I do not believe) it | 
has long since been dispelled by emancipation, į 
confiscation, amnesty, and the like proclamations, 
military orders annuilling State constitutions, set- 
ting aside State laws, obliterating State lines, and 
attempting to organize and set up a form of State | 
government in their stead in which one man out 
of ten who shall turn abolitionist, take and sub- | 
scribe an oath to execute and obey the will of 
Abraham Lincoln, whatever it may be, shall 
govern and rule over the remaining nine who 
refuse to beeome abolitionists, These follies of 
the Administration, and others of like character, 


have, instead of“ crushing the rebellion,” crushed | 
out whatover Union sentiment may have remained 


among: the southern people. It is possible that: 
in-districts. of country.occupied by the Army oc-: 
casionally a man may be found whd, seeing noth< 
ing before hint but:ignominy~and death’, his wife- 
and innocent children appealing -to him ‘for prow 


-tection with all the ties of filial affection, his prop- 


erty to be confiscated: and. hia: family to become: 
outcasts and beggars in the world—that such a: 
man, in order for the time being to save himself; 
save his family, and save his property, may take 
the oath, but the effect produced by-it will be like 
that of Galileo, who invented the telescope and 
who first taught. the rotary motion of the’eartlh. 
That noble old Italian, after many. years of labor 
in the study of science, and when he had ag» 
vanced to the extreme age of seventy, was sum= 
moned before an inquisition, tried, condemned, 
and imprisoned ina dungeon for teaching a heresy. 
Subsequently he was brought out and offered: 
liberty on condition of his renouncing his heret 
ical doctrine. The effect of once more beholding 
the glorious light of the sun, and breathing again 
the pure air of heayen, as. contrasted. with the. 
loathsome dungeon in. which he had been cast; 
and to which he had to return if he did not. re~ 
nounce his belief in the earth’s motion, so far. 
overcame his humanity that he consented to com- 
ply, and upon his bended knees, with his hands on 
the Gospels, he abjured his belief in the Coperni+ 
can doctrine. Part of his abjuration ran in.these. 
words: f 

s With a sincere heart and unfeigned faith, I abjure, 
curse, and detest the said errors and heresies, (namely, that 
the earth moves, &e.3] I swear that I will never in future 
say or assert anything verbally or in writing which may 
give rise to a similar suspicion against me.” 

Rising from his knees, with his eyes still fixed . 
upon the earth, he whispered to a friend, “E pur 
si muove.” “ki moves for all that.” 

So it will be with the man whọ is forced to take 
the amnesty oath, to save himself, his family, and 
his property: he may take it, but in his heart 
he will detest and despise the authority that re- 
quires it. Will such a man be devoted to or 
make a good citizen of the Government in which 
he lives? Who shall believe it? The history of 
Poland, of Hungary, of Italy, and of Ireland fur- 
nishes an answer to the question. If imperial 
Governments are not able to hold in submissive 
obedionce small portions uf a vast empire, once 
in revolt, how much less a Government having: 
for its basis ‘the consent of the governed P? 

But, Mr. Chairman, “subjugation’’is the watch- 
word, Liberty and freedom for the slave and sub- 
jugation or extermination for the master is the 
popular cry. ‘Meet them, fight them, crush 
them,’? says the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Smiru.] Sir, that is easily said upon this floor, 
and is popular with those who from day to day 
fill the gallery of this House; but even the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky as well as a number of 
other military gentlemen were-quite willing to fore- 
go the pleasure of the performance and exchange 
their commissions as generals in the field for a 
certificate entitling them\to a seat upon this floor; 
and were I to judge by the willingness with 
which it was done, the tenacity with which they 
hold on to it, and the efforts some of them are 
making to return here again, instead of the war 
spirit they breathe within these walls, I should 
strongly suspect them of being in sympathy with 
the peace party. 

Mr. Chairman, I am no military man, and 
therefore incompetent to give advice or advance 
an opinion in military affairs, but 1 have often 
been forcibly struck by the remarks of Marshal 
Ney in reply to Napoleon, as related by Headley. 
in his Napoleon and his Marshals: 

“One day, at Madrid, Napoleon entered the room where 
Ney and several officers were standing, and said in great 
glee, ‘Everything goes on well; Romania will be reduced 
in a fortnight; the English are defeated and will be unable 
to advance; in three months the war will be finished.’ ”? 

The officers to whom this was addressed made 
no reply; but Ney, shaking his head, said with 
his characteristic bluntness: 

tí Sire, this war has lasted long already, and our affairs 
are not improved. The people are obsilnate, even their 
women and children fight; they massacre ourmen in detail. 
To-day we cut the enemy in picces, to-morrow we have te 
oppose another twice as numerous, It is not an army we 
have to fight, it is a whole nation. I see no end to this 
business.’ 

í Bonaparte followed his own inclinations, and was. 
eventually defeated.” 


Mr. Chairman, is there not instruction in the 


blunt yet forcible reply. of the-old..French: mar- 
shal to:his superior officer for us? Have we not 
had: from time to time the predictions of Napoleon 
during the past three years, but without a Mar- 
shal: Ney to say, ‘(1 see no end to this business?” 
But, Mr. Chairman, how do we’ stand in the 
eyes of the civilized world to-day-in waging a war 
of subjugation and conquest against the confed- 
erate States. which. have seceded: from us and set 
up agovernment of their own? . Are we not incon- 
sistent with all our former acts?. Have we not, 
heen early to admit this proper with regard to 
others? “There bever was:a people on the face of 
earth: that demanded an independent Government 
that did not have the: sympathy of the American 
people, and ought we now to shrink from the doc- 
trine we have been so willing to apply to others? 
My earliest recollection is the appeal made by 
Clay -and Webster in behalf of Greece, in 1824, 
when they so eloquently declaimed in that behalf, 
on this floor and in the other branch of Congress. 
Whether it was Greece or the States of South 
America, or Poland, or Hungary, or Italy, or Ire- 
land, the fact thata large country, for any cause, 
demanded a distinct and separate Government, 
always received the warmest sympathy and sup- 
ortofthe American people, irrespective of party. 
Even as late as December, 1860, after Mr. Lincoln 
was clected, and after tbe preliminary steps for 
secession had been taken, the paper having the 
largest circulation of any in the Republican party, 
and having more influence than any other in the 
formation of Republican opinion, declared that it 
could see no reason. why, if three million colonists 
could separate from the British Crown in 1776 
that five million southerners could not separate 
from usin 1861. l have been as much puzzled as 
the distinguished Republican editor, Mr. Greeley, 
to find—looking at it asa revolutionary right—the 
difference ih position. Ought we to shrink from 
the application of a doctrine to ourselves which 
we have been so willing to apply to other nations, 
such as Austria, Russia, and Spain? If we do, 
what will be the judgment of impartial history? 
How much better it would have been for usand 
for the caust'of Democracy throughout the globe, 
whata splendid tribute it would have been to a re- 
publican Government, if we had parted in peace 


with our dissatisfied sister States, as Mr. Everett | 


recommended as late as February, 1861, sustained 
by such leading Republican journals as the Cin- 
cinnati Commercial, New York Tribune, Indian- 
apolis Journal, Chicago ‘Tribune, New Haven 
fee unecieys) Palladium, Columbus Journal, and 

almon P, Chase, now Secretary of the ‘Treasury, 
and many others of that school. What in mo- 
narchical countries had required along and bloody 
war would have been accomplished by demo- 
cratic principles and a republican sense of jus- 
tice, What a splendid proof it would have 
afforded of the capacity of the people for self- 
government! What a noble lesson it would have 
conveyed to the whole civilized world! The fact 
that we could rise superior to all prejudices and 
eee and to have conquered ourselves, would 
nave been the highest triumph that we had ever | 
achieved, 

I regretas much, Mr. Chairman, as any gentle- ! 
man upon, this floor, that any of our sister States 
should have desired to cat asunder the ligaments | 
that bound them tous. None would be more will- 
ing than myself to make any redšonable sacri- 

ce to induce them to return to their partnership 


trine taught by the fathers of the Republic and 
Bo fairly expressed by Mr. John Quincy Adams, 
that our Government was, after all, in the heart, 
and that it would be better, severe as would be | 
the: pang of regret, to part in friendship rather | 
than to bold sovereign States pinned to us by the 
bayonet, as Mr. Greeley expressed it in 1861. 
What advance have we made in the science and 
principles of government? 

Mr. Chairman, if we cannot rise above the 
Austro-Russian principle of holding subject prov- 
inces by the power of force and coercion, what 
becoines of the Declaration of Independence, and 
ofall our teachings for cighty years? After all, 
Mr. Chairinan, it is not the extent of territory | 
which should be the object of our desires, Bei- | 
ter sacrifice even nine tenths of the territory than 
destroy our republican form of government. 
What our people desired in 1861, and which I 


t 
] } i] unite. 
with us; but stillrecognizing the truth of the doc- | 


f 


| struction of our Government. 


| the proposition demonstrates its absurdity. As 


honored, though I regarded as mistaken, was the 


preservation of the Government and the retention 
of our jurisdiction of the whole territory. They 
were rightly willing to-sacrifice every material 
consideration for that\purpose. Landis nothing, 
Mr. Chairman, compared to liberty. Weexisted 
as a Republic when the mouth ofthe Mississippi 


ing west of that river; when Florida was held 
against us; and we could exist again, if by the 
chastisement of Heaven we should be curtailed to 
our old.territorial dimensions, For $15,000,000 
we purchased the whole of that immense terri- 
tory; and were it a hundred thousand times as 
valuable its preservation would not be worth our 
admirable form of government, 

Pride of territorial ambition is a vulgar and low 
i ambition of national greatness. Russia, and even 
| China, can vie with us in that, but who would 
| not rather reside in one of the cantons of Switzer- 
| land, or in Great Britain, than in those countries? 

Å is not in the extent of territory we possess, but 
in the manner in which we govern it that renders 
| us respectable. Many gentlemen seem rather to 
| look at the quantity than the quality. All re- 
publics have been destroyed by the thirst of terri- 
| torial aggrandizement and the lust of conquest. 
The great object of our Government shouid be 
to develop and cultivate the internal resources 
of those friendly to its jurisdiction, rather than 
to extend it over hostile and foreign peoples. . It 
is in that character that true patriotism is to be 
cultivated and true national glory found. Espe- 
cially should all republics cultivate the arts of 
peace, since itis by the war power that free Gov- 
ernments are commonly overturned. 

The charge has been made that democracy is 
turbulent, warlike, and aggressive, but if so, it 
is a terrible misconception of its truc interests, for 
upon the people fall the awful calamities of armed 
collisions. An eminent poet (Lord Byron) has 
said that war was a game which, if the people 
| were wise, kings and princes would never play 
at. The venerable Dr. Franklin, at the close of 
his illustrious career, remarked that there never 
was a good warand a bad peace. We have made, 
Mr. Chairman, by this war, eight million bitter 
enemies upon the American continent. While 
time shall last the recollections of this bloody strife 
will never fade from the memories of the people, 
North and South, but will be handed down to the 
i latest generation, The words Shiloh, Antictam, 
| Gettysburg, Murfreesboro’, Richmond, Vicks- 
burg, and tort Donelson, are words of division 
| and disunion, and will serve to bring emotions of 
eternal hate. Ifit was true, as was suggested by 
a distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wane] 
in a specch in Portland in 1855, that he believed 
|  thatno two nations on carth hated each other as 


| much as the North and South,” how much more 


true is the remark now after they ‘have been ar- 
rayed in such bloody contests. 
{Here the hammer fell. 


J 
Mr. WASHBURNE,of Ilinois. As the speech 


| of the gentleman from Ohio is the key-note ofthe 


Democratic party in the coming election, I hope 
there will be no objection to his finishing hisspeech. 
[Cries of  Order!”] It means recognition of the 
confederacy by foreign Powers, and peace upon 
terms ofdisunion. [Renewed crics of “Order ”] 

No objection being made, 

Mr. LONG procecded: It is the object of the 
sword to cut and cleave asunder, but never to 
‘What union is there between Russia and 
Poland, between Austria and Hungary, between 
England and Catholie Lreland, where the sword 
and the bayonet for centuries have been employed? 
Instead of conferring national strength, they are 
sources of weakness to the countries thathold them 
in subjection;and which would this day bestrong- 
er without them than with them. 

Mr. Chairman, these lessons of history are full 
of warning and example. Much better would it 
have been for us in the beginning, much better 
would it be for us now, to consent to a division 
of our magnificent empire and cultivate amicable 
relations with our estranged brethren, than to 
seek to hold them to us by the power of the sword. 

Here let me advert to the common yet perfectly 
glaring and apparent error, that to purt with our 
jurisdiction over cleven States involves the-de- 
The statement of 


| well might one say, who had a farm of two hun- 
i 


-dred acres of land, that he had Jest his title deed 


washeld by aforeign Power, whowwe had noth-_ 


3 _THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 


to-all-of it because by some misfortune he had 
parted. with fifty. In losing the South, not one 
function of our Government over us is surren- 
dered. It remains over us as completely sover- 
eign as it ever did. Here let me say on the ex- 
perience of my individual belief, that<if it had 
been -understood in the North as inthe South 
that by the terins of the Federal compact a State 
had a right to seeede-from the Union, this disrup- 
tion would never have occurred.. Had the North 
so understood the matter, there would have been 
upon its part a forbearance from the exercise of 
extreme measures, and a desire not. to force the 
southern States to the wall that would ever have 
maintained the confederacy unbroken. It was 
the prevalerice of the idea of the consolidationists 
in the North, that the southern States bad no 
right to and would not secede, that tempted them 
into that fatal policy that has sundered the con- 
federacy. 

{tis said that no confederacy can exist by a 
recognition of this principle; but such was not 
the view of the fathers of the Government. It 
was not the view of Jefferson and Madison in 
their immortal resolutions of 1798 and 1799. 

It has been said, Mr. Chairman, that it would 
make a confederacy a rope of sand; but if so, it 
is strange that the southern confederacy, where 
it is recognized, should hold together through 
such a bloody pressure as we have applied to it 
for the last three years, It is a strange rope of 
sand that endures all that. 

But to return, Mr. Chairman. As will be judged, 
perhaps, by the tenor of these remarks, I am re- 
luctantiy and despondingly forced to the conclu- 
sion that the Union is lost never to be restored. 
[regard all dreams of the restoration of the Union 
which was the pride of my life, and to restore 
which even now I would pour out my heart’s 
blood, as worse than idle. I see, neither North 
nor South, any sentiment on which it is possible 
to build a Union. Those elements of Union which 
Mr. Adams described have, by the process of time, 
been destroyed. Worse, yea,worse than that, Mr. 
Chairman, I am reluctantly forced to the conclu- 
sion that in attempting to preserve our jurisdic- 
tion over the southern States we have lost our 
constitutional form of governmentover-the north+ 
ern. What has been predicted by our wisest and 
mosteminent statesmen has come to pass; in grasp- 
ing at the shadow we have lost the substance; in 
striving to retain the casket of liberty in which our 
Jewels were confined we have lost those precious 
muniments of freedom. . Our Government, as all 
know, is not anything resembling what it was 
three years ago; there is not one single vestige of 
the Constitution remaining every clauseandevery 
letter of it has been violated, and I have no idea 
myself that it will ever again be respected; revolu- 
tions nevergo backward to the pointat whieh they 
started. There has always been a large party in 
this country favorable to a strong or monarehical 
Government, and they have now all the elements 
upon which to establish one: they have a vast 
army,an immense public debt, and an irresponsi- 
ble Executive. Ambitious to retain power, he is 
a candidate for reélection, and, as Commander-in- 
Chief, it is charged (whether true or false I shall 
not undertake to decide) that he has already uscd 
the Army in the Florida expedition to advance his 
chances of success. One of the generals he has 
decapitated (General Frémont) has entered the 
field to dispute his claim to a continuance in power; 
and if the Chronicle of this city, the President's 
organ, is correct in its construction of the sugges- 
tions of the New York Herald, speaking of Lieu- 
tenant General Grant, the question is already 
mooted whether he, in certain contingencies, at the 
head of the Army, would not be justified in assum- 
ing the reins of Government. 

The very idea upon which this war is founded, 
coercion of States, leads to despotism. To preserve 
a republican form of government under any con- 
stitution, under the prevalence of the doctrines 
how in vogue, is clearly impossible. These con- 
victions of the complete overthrow of our Govern= 
ment are as unwelcome and unpleasant to me as 
they are to any member of this House. Would 


| to God the facts were such that I could cherish 


other convictions, I may be denounced as dig- 
loyal and unpatriotic for entertaining them, but 
itwillonly be by shallow fools and arrant knaves, 
who do not know or will not admit the differ- 
ence between recognizing a fact and creating its 
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existence. A man may not desire to die, but 
nevertheless his belief will not alter the fact of 
his mortality. 

I shall not, in these remarks, recur to the un- 
pleasant and acrimonious controversy. of who is 
responsible for the death and destruction of our 
Republic. I do not see that any such discussion 
now would be productive of good. I entertain 
clear and strong convictions upon that point, con- 
victions that | have no doubt will be shared in by 
the impartial historian of the future; for the pres- 
ent I am willing to let the. past with all its recol- 
lections rest, provided we can snatch from the 
common ruin some of our old relics of freedom. 

I do not share in the belief entertained by many 
of my political friends on this floor and elsewhere, 
that any peace is attainable upon the basis of union 
and reconstruction. If the Democratic party were 
in power to-day I have no idea, and honesty com- 

els me to declare it, that they could restore the, 

nion of thirty-four States. My mind has undét- 
gone an entire change upon that subject; and I 
now believe that there are but two alternatives, and 
they are either an acknowledgment of the inde- 
pendence.of the South as an independent nation, 
or their complete subjugation and extermination 
as a people; and of these alternatives I prefer the 
former. 

Mr. Chairman, I take little or no interest in the 
discussion of the question which many of my po- 
litical friends would make an issue, as to how this 
war shall be prosecuted, its manner and object. 
I regard that as worse than trifling with the great 
question, I do not believe there can be any pros- 
ecution of the waragainst a sovercign State under 
the Constitution, and L do not believe that a war 
so carried on can be prosecuted so as to render it 
proper, justifiable, or expedient, An unconstitu- 
tional war can only be carried on in an unconstity- 
tional manner, and to prosecute it further under 
the idea of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Srrvens,] as a war waged against the con- 
federates as an independent nation, for the purpose 
of conquest and subjugation, as he proposes, and 
the Administration is in truth and in fact doing, L 
am equally opposed. 

I say further, Mr. Chairman, thatif this war 
is to be still further prosecuted, I, for one, prefer 
thatit shall be done under the auspices of those 
who now conduct its m@hagement, as 1 do not 
want the party with which I am connected to be 
in any degree responsible for its result, which 
cannot be otherwise than disastrous and suicidal; 
let the responsibility remain where it is, until we 
ean have a change of policy instead of men, if 
guch a thing ts. possible. Nothing could be more 
fatal for the Democratic party than to seek to 
come into power pledged to a continuance of the 
war policy. Such a policy would be a libel 
upon its creed in the past and the ideas that lay 
atthe basis of all free government, and would 
lead to its complete demoralization and ruin. l 
believe the masses of the Democratic party are 
for peace, that they would be placed ina false 
position if they should nominate a war candidate 
for the Presidency and scek to make the issue 
upon the narrow basis of how the war should 
be prosecuted, 

For my own part, as I have already indicated, 
I fear that our old Government cannot be pre- 
served, even under the best auspices and with | 
any policy that may be now adopted, yet I de- 
sire to see the Democratic party, with which I 
have always been connected, preserve its con- 
sistency and republican character unshaken. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I should 
be obliged to you if you would direct the Sergeant- | 
at-Arms to bring a white flag and plant it in the 
aisle between myself and my colleague who has 
just addressed you. ’ | 
_ Irecollecton one occasion when twogreatarmies | 
stood face to face, that under a white flag jast 

lanted I approached a company of men dressed 
in the uniform of the rebel confederacy, and 
reached out my hand to one of the number and 
told him I respected him asa brave man. Though 
he wore the emblems of disloyalty and treason, 
still underneath his vestments I beheld a brave 
and honest soul: 

I would reproduce that scene here this after- 
noon. I say,were there such a flag of truce—but 
God forgive me if I should do it under any other | 
eixcumstances !—I would reach out this right hand 


and ask that gentleman to take it; because 1 honor 


jast fallen from his lips is the honest sentiment of 


| great contest was opened between the mother 


| shattered in the contest, are sadly awaiting the 


his bravery and his honesty. Lbelieve what has | 


his heart, and in uttering it he has made n new 
epoch in the history of this war;.he has. donca | 
new thing under the sun; he has donea brave 
thing. Itis braver than to face cannon and.mus- 
ketry,and I honor him. for his candor and frank- 
ness. Le : 

Bat now I ask you to take away the flag of truce; 
and I will go back inside the Union lines, and 
speak of what he has done. I am reminded by 
it of a distinguished character in Paradise Lost. | 
‘When he had rebelled against the glory of God 
and “led away a third part of heaven’s: sons, 
conjured against the Highest, when after terri- 
ble battles in which mountains and hills were | 
hurled by each contending host “ with jacula- 
tions dire;’? when at last the leader and his hosts 
were hurled down ‘nine times the space that 
measures day and night,” and after. the terrible 
fall Jay stretched prone on the burning lake, Satan 
lifted up his shattered bulk, crossed the abyss, 
looked down into Paradise, and, soliloquizing, 
said: 

“Which way I fly is hell; myselfam hell.” 

It seems to me in that utterance he expressed 
the very sentiment to which you have just list- 
ened; uttered by one no less brave, malign, and 
fallen. This man gathers up the meaning of this 
great contest, the plfilosophy of the moment, the 
prophecies of the hour, and, in sight of the para- 
dise of victory and peace, utters them all in this 
wail of terrible despair, “ Which way 1 fly is hell,” 
Fle ought to add, “ Myself am hell”? 

Mr. Chairman, l am reminded of two charac- 
ters in the war of the Revolution as compared 
with two others in the war of to-day. 

The first was Lord Fairfax, who dwelt near 
the Potomac, a few miles from us. When the | 


country and the colonies, Lord Fairfax, after a 
protracted struggle with his own heart, decided 
that he must go with the mother country. He 
gathered his mantle about him and went over 
grandly, solemnly, and impressively, and joined 
the fortunes of Great Britain against the home of 
his adoption. 

But there was another man who cast in his lot - 
with the struggling colonies, and continued with 
them till the war was well-nigh ended. Butina 
day of darkness, which just preceded the glory 
of the morning, that other man, deep down in the 
damned pits of his black heart, hatched the treason 
to surrender forever ail that had been gained tothe 
enemies of his country. Benedict Arnold was that 
man, 

Fairfax and Arnold find their parallel in the 
strugele of to-day. 

When this war began many good men stood 
hesitating and doubting what they ought to do. 
Their doctrine of State rights, their sympathies, 
all they had ever loved and longed for, were in 
the South, and after long and painful hesitation 
some of them at last went with the enemies of the 
nation, 

At that time Robert E. Lee sat in his home 
across the river here doubting and delaying, and 
going off at last almost tearfully to join the ene- 
mties of his country. He reminds me in some re- 
spects of Lord Fairfax, the stately royalist of the 
Revolution, f 

But now, when hundreds of thousands of brave 
souls have gone up to God under the shadow of 
the flag, and when thousands more, maimed and 


deliverance of death; now, when three years of ter- 
rific warfare have raged over us, when our armies 
have pushed the rebellion back over mountains 
and rivers and crowded it back into narrow limits, 
until a wall of fire girds it; now, when the uplifted 
hand of a majestic people is about to let fall the 
lightning of its conquering power upon the rebel- 
lion; now, in the quiet of this Hall, hatched inthe 
lowest depths of a similar dark treason, there rises 
a Benedict Arnold and proposes to surrender us 
all up, body and spirit, the nation and the flag, its 
genius and its honor, now and forever, to the ac- 
cursed traitors to our country. And that prop- | 
osition comes—God forgive and pity my beloved 
State !—it comes from a citizen of the honored and 
loyal Commonwealth of Ohio. | 

Limplore you, brethren in this House, not to 
believe that many such births ever gave pangs to 


| of cternal war, 


my mother State such as she suffered when that 


traitor wag born, [Suppressed applause and sen- 
Sation.] I beg you nat to believe that on.the soil 
of that State another such. growth has. ever de- 
formed the face.of nature and. darkened. the Jight 
of God’s day. [An audible whisper,“ Vallan- 
digham.’?] ‘Butah,-I am reminded that there.are 
other such. My zeal and love for Ohio have cat- 
ried me too far, ` I retract., Lremember.that only 
a few days since a political convention met atthe 
capital of my State, and almost decided to select 
from just such material a Representative for. the 
Democratic party in the coming contest; and to- 
day, what-claim to be a majority of the Democ- 
racy of that State say that they have been cheated 
or they would have made that choice. I there- 
fore sadly take back the boast I first uttered in be- 
half of my native State. ce 

But, sir, I will forget States. We have some- 
thing greater than States and State pride totalk of 
here to-day. All personal or State feeling aside, 
I ask you what is the proposition which the en- 
emy of his country has just made? What is it? 

For the first time in the history of this contest 
it is proposcd in this Hall to give up the strug- 
gle, to abandon the war, and let treason run riot 
through the land! I will, if I can, dismiss feel- 
ing from my heart, and try to consider only what’ 
bears upon the logic of the speech to. which we 
have just listened. : 

First of all, the gentleman tells us that the right 
of secession is a constitutional right. I do not 
propose to enter into the argument. I have ex- 
pressed myself hitherto upon State sovereignty 
and State rights, of which this proposition of his 
is the legitimate child. 

Butthe gentleman takes higher’ ground—and 
in that I agree with him—namely, that five mil- 
lion or cight million people possess the right of 
revolution, Grant it; we agree there. If fifty- 
nine men can make revolution successful, they 
have the right of revolution. lfone State wishes 
to break its connection with the Federal Govern- 
ment, and does it by force maintaining itself, it is 
an independent State. If the eleven southern . 
States are determined and resolved to leave the 
Union, to secede, to revolutionize, and can main- 
tain that revolution by force, they have the revo- 
lutionary right to do so. Grantit. I standon 
that platform with the gentleman, 

And now the question comes, is it our consti- 
tutional duty to let them do it? That is the ques- 
tion, and in order to reach it 1 beg tocall yourat- 
tention, not to an argument, but to the condition 
of affairs which would result from such action— 
the mere statement of which becomes the strong- 
est possible argament. What does this gentle- 
man propose? Where will he draw the line of 
division? If the rebels carry into successful se- 
cession what they desire to carry, if their revolu- 
tion envelops as many States as they intend it 
shall envelop, if they draw the line where Isham 
G. Harris, the rebel Governor of ‘Tennessee, in 
the rebel camp near our lines, told Mr. Vallan- 
digham they would draw it—along the line of the 
Ohio and of the Potomac—if they make good their 
statement to him that they will never consent to 
any other line, then I ask what is this thing that 
the gentleman proposes to do? 

He proposes to leave to the United States a tere 
ritory reaching from the Atlantic to the Pacific, 
and one hundred miles wide in thecenter! From 
Wellsville on the Ohio river to Cleveland on the 
lakes is one hundred miles. lask you, Mr. 
Chairman, if there be a man here so insane as to 
suppose that the American people will allow their 
magnificent national proportions Lo be shorn to 
so deformed a shape as this? 

_ Ltell you, and I confess it here, that while 4 
hope I have something of human courage, I have 
not enough to contemplate such a result. Las 
not brave enough to go to the brink of the preci- 
pice of successful secession and look down into its 
damned abyss, If my vision were keen enough 
to pierce to its bottom, I would not dare to look. 
If there be a man here who dare contemplate such 
a scene, | look upon him either as the bravest ot 
the sons of women or as a downright madman. 
Secession to gain peace! Secession is the tocsin 
There can be no end to such a 
war as will be inaugurated if this thing be done. 

Suppose. the policy of the gentleman were 
adopted to-day. Let the order go forth; sound 
the * recall’? on your bugles, and let it ring from 
Texas to the far Atlantic, and tell the armies to 
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come back, Call the victorious legions back over 
the batile-ficlds of blood, forever now disgraced. 
Call them back over the territory which they have 
conquered. Call them back, and letthe minions 
of secession chase them with derision and jeers 
as theycome.. And then tell them that that man 
‘across the aisle, from the free State of Ohio, gave 
birth to the monstrous proposition. 

"Mr. Chairman, if such'a word should be sent 
forth through the armies of the Union, the wave 
of terrible vengeance that would sweep back over 
this land could never find a parallel in the records 
of history. Almostin the moment of final victory 
the “recall”? is sounded by acraven people not 
deserving freedom! We ought every man to be 
made a slave should we sanction such a senti- 
ment. 

The gentleman has told us there is no such 
thing as coercion justifiable under the Constitu- 
tion. Task him for one moment to reflect, that 
no statute ever was enforced without coercion. 
“It is the basis of every law in the universe—God’s 
law as well as man’s. A law is no law without 
coercion behind it, When aman has murdered 
his brother, coercion takes the murderer, tries 
him, and hangs him. When you levy your taxes 
coercion secures their collection; it follows the 
shadow of the thief and brings him to justice; it 
accompanies your diplomacy to foreign courts, 
and backs the declaration of the nation’s rights 
by a pledge of the nation’s power. But when 
the life of that nation is imperiled we are told 
that it has no coercive power against the parri- 
cides in its own bosom! Again, he tells us that 
oaths taken under the amnesty proclamation are 
good for nothing. The oath of Galileo, he says, 
was notbinding upon him. fam reminded of an- 
other oath that was taken; but perhaps it too was 
an oath on the lips alone to which the heart made 
no response. 

L remember to have stood in a line of nineteen 
men from Ohio on that carpet yonder on the first 
day of the session, and I remember that with up- 

: tified hands before Almighty God those nineteen 
took an oath to support and maintain the Consti- 
tution of the United States. And I remember 
that another oath was passed around and exch 
member signed itas provided by law, utterly re- 
pudiating the rebellion and its pretenses. Does 
the gentleman not blush to speak of Galileo’s 
oath? Was not his own its counterpart? 

He says the Union can never be restored be- 
cause of the terrible hatred engendered by the war. 
To prove it he quotes what some southern man 
said a few years ago, that he knew no hatred be- 
tween peoples in the world like that between the 
North and the South. And yet that North and 
South have been one nation for cighty-cight years! 

Have we seen in this contest anything more 
bitter than the wars of the Scottish border? Have 
we seen anything bitterer than those terrible feuds 
in the days of Edward when England and Scot- 
Jand were the deadliest foes on earth? And yet 
for centuries those countries have been cemented 
in an indisgolublé union that has made the British 
nation one of the proudest of the earth! ` 

I said alittle while ago that accepted the prop- 
osition of the gentleman that the rebels had the 
right of revolution; and the decisive issue between 
us and the rebellion is, whether they shall revo- 
lutionize and destroy, or we shall subdue and pre- 
serve, We take the latter ground. 
common weapons of war to meet them; and if 
these be notsuffttient, | would take any element 
which will overwhelm and destroy; I woutd sac- 
rifice the dearestand best beloved; | would take 
all the old sanctions of law and the Constitution 
and fling them to the winds, if necessary, rather 
than let the nation be broken in pieces and its 
people destroyed with endless ruin. 

What is the Constitution that these gentlemen 
are perpetually flinging in our faces whenever we 
desire to strike hard blows against the rebellion? 
It is the production of the American people. They 
made it, and the creator is mightier than the ereat- 
ure. The power which made the Constitution 
can also make other instruments to do its great 
work in the day of its dire necessity. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man a question. I want to know if he did not 
just say that with nineteen others he stepped for- 
ward to the Speaker’s desk and swore to support 
the Constitution ? 


Mr. GARFIELD. I did; and I am very happy 


We take the | 


i 


| camp are organized and ready for 


the gentleman has reminded. me of it at this times 
and 1 remember in the very preamble of that Con- 
stitution it is declared to be ordained for the pur- 
pose of promoting the general welfare and pro- 
viding for the common defense; and on that very 
ground, based on that very statement of its de- 
clared object, I not only lifted up my hand to 
awear to support that Constitution before God, 
but it makes me now sorry there had not been a 
sword in it when I lifted’ it up, to strike down 
any and all who would oppose the use of all the 
means God has placed in our power for over- 
throwing the rebellion forever. 

I am reminded here of a fact. which I had 
well-nigh forgotten. Last summer I remember 
a Union spy came to our camp bringing two let- 
ters addressed to ‘‘Major General John C. Breck- 
inridge, C.S. A.” They were letters ofintroduc- 
tion stating that the bearer desired to obtain a 
commission in the rebel army, and commending 
him as a gallant and reliable man whom Breck- 
inridge could trust. „One of these letters was 
signed by a man who lately held a seat in this 
House! {Cries of Name him!” from the Demo- 
cratic side of the House.] 

Mr. GARFIELD. 1 will produce the letter in 
due time. It isnot here with me. The other let- 
ter was froman associate of his, prominent in the 
local Democratic politics of the State of Indiana. 
I am responsible for producing those letters. 
{Cries of “Name!”’] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will give 
the names now. 

Mr. GARFIELD. When I produce the let- 
ters any further testimony that may be called for 
can be had at my hands. 

Mr. Chairman, let me mention another class of 
facts in this same connection. We were com- 
pelled last year to send our secret service men to 
ferret out the insidious work of that organization 
known aa the “Knights of the Golden Circle,” 
which was attempting to corrupt the Army and 
destroy its efliciency; and it was found that by 
the most subtle and secret means the signs and 
passwords of that order were being made known 
to such men inthe Army as were disaffected, or 
could be corrupted. Witness also the riots and 
murders which their agents are committing 
throughout the loyal North, under the lead and 
guidance of the party whose Representatives sit 

onder across the aisle; and now, justas the time 
is coming on when we are to selecta President for 
the next four years, one rises among them and 
fires the beacon, throws up the blue-light which 
will be seen and rejoiced over at the rebel capital 
in Richmond as the signal that the traitors in our 
their hellish 
work. 1 believe the utterance of to-day is the 
uplifted banner of revolt. lask you to mark the 
signal that blazes here, and see if there will not 
soon appear the answering signals of traitors all 
over the land. If kam wrong in this prediction 
I shall be thankful, but Lam only too fearful of 
its truth. 

Let me say in conclusion, if these men do mean 
to light the torch of war in all our homes; if they 
have resolved to begin the fearful work which 
will redden ourstreets and this Capitol with blood, 
the American people should know itat once and 
prepare to meet it. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I desire but a 
very few minutes to reply to my colleague who has 
seen proper to call inquestion very seriously what 
I have said this afternoon. E stated, sir, very dis- 
tinctly when I commenced that I spoke for my- 
self, and that I alone would be responsible for 
what { said. J am well aware of all that } did 
say. [have said it deliberately. ł have said it 
because my conscience told me it was right and 
my judgmentapproved it. Ihave said it because 
when | walked down with my colleague to the 
front of that desk to take the oath required of me 
in becoming a member of this House, i held up 
my hand, as he raised his, before Heaven and 
took upon myself a solemn oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States; and so help me 
God, fearless of all the charges that can be made 
against me by that gentleman or any other, or by 
all the minions of power in the land, I never will 
violate that oath, or shrink from the responsibility 
which I then assumed. 

I have never, sir, belonged to a party which 
took that oath with a mentalreservation. I never 
took the oath with a determination not to obey 


-the authorities that 


a part of the laws of the land. I remember the 
districtofeountry from which my colleague hails, 
the conventions that have been held there, and 
the forcible resistance to the enforcement of the 
law that have been made there. I remember when 
the party now in power undertook to set aside a 
solemn act of Congress and appealed to the su- 
preme court of our State to override the Consti- 
tution of. the United States. Sir, | have never 
been guilty of that.crime. I have never, I repeat, 


belonged to a party that takes this oath witha 


mental reservation. lt seems to me that if my 
colleague had desired to stand right before the 
House and before the country, before he assumed 
the responsibility of charging me individually 
with being disloyal, he should have remembered 
i brought before the House, 
and when he branded me as disloyal would have 
recollected that the leaders of his own party and 
the organs of his own party, from the New York 
Prsibune down to the Columbus Journal of the 
State in which he and I live, have advocated the 
doctrines that I have promulgated here to-day, 
and that the Secretary of the Treasury, hailing 
from our State too, advocates this identical doc- 
trine. 

Then, sir, if that be treason, all these men are 
traitors. I preferred to get my authority from 
the party to which my colleague belongs when 
I put myself before the House and country as I 
have done to-day. I then say, ‘if that be trea- 
son, make the most of it—make the most of it.” 
I have brought here the authorities. In my judg- 
ment they are correct and sound. I have not, 
perhaps, had the opportunities of some other gen- 
tlemen on this floor, but my earliest inspirations 
were those of Jove and admiration for my coin- 
try, and for the distinguished statesmen who have 
adorned the pages of her history. I have not 
been an unconcerned spectator of what has taken 
place. When I read the eloquent appeals of Clay 
and Webster, when | read the eloquent oration of 
John Quincy Adams, when I read the report 
which | have produced to-day of Thomas H. Ben- 
ton, Martin Van Buren, and William H. Harrison, 
when L referred, as 1 have, to what the Secretary 
of State said three days before the Sunday when 
the proclamation for seventy-five thousand men 
was issued, and to what Edward Everett said be- 
fore cocrcion had com#genced, when I referred to 
what was said by a Senator from Ohio (B. F. 
Wape] and the present occupant of the presi- 
dential chair, when 1 referred to all these, I knew 
that they were all leaders of the party to which 
gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber be- 
long. Then, sir, if Lama traitor, equally so are 
they! All that] ask is that I may be credited 
with honesty and sincerity of convictions, and 
for independence in declaring them in this Flouse 
and before the country. IT am willing to abide 
the consequences and take the responsibility. 

Now, sir, as to the charge in respect to Knights 
of the Golden Circle, Lhaveno knowledge of any 
such thing. So help me God 1 never had, and 
with God's help 1 never will have—never! Tam 
a member of no political secret organization. l 
have never been a member of any except one 
which was known as the Miami tribe in thecounty 
where I live. I defy the world to point toa single 
instance in nfy life where 1 have ever had any 
connection with or any knowledge of any other 
secret political organization. So much for the 
gentleman’s charge against me on that score. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I did not 
charge the gentleman as belonging to the Knights 
of the Golden Circle. If 1 were so understood 
I here distinctly disavow any such intention. I 
think 1 did not say so. I only said that such an 
organization existed; and I regarded it as under 
the protection and direction of the Democratic 
party. t : 

Mr. LONG. Such an organization may exist 
for aught I know, but I have no knowledge of it, 
and no communication with it, Ido not know 
that any such organization exists; 1 trust in God 
that it has no existeice. I carry no banner; | 
sound no key-note; I speak for no party. I know 
that I utter sentiments which those on this side 
of the House disapprove; but I say what I be- 
lieve to be true, and what my judgment dictates 
to be right. 1 have said it because it meets the 
approval of my own judgment. I stand upon it. 
I believe there is‘no power under the Constitution 
to coerce sovereign States in the Union. Follow- 
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ing the lead of the distinguished gentleman from. | 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevews,] 1 am opposed to | 


coercing.them out of the Union. I referred to 
authorities. sustaining me in that position, and. if 
the.gentleman [Mr. ee were so quick in 
his response to the doctrine, L ask him why he 
did not rise in his place and make the same de- 
nuncion against the leader of his own. party [Mr. 
Stevens} when he made his speech at an early 
day of the session in reference to the position of 
the southern States? . 

Mr. GARFIELD. ‘Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him? : 

Mt. LONG. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 
tothe speech on confiscation which I had the honor 
to deliver, he will see that I dissented from the 
doctrine of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in 
very pointed and precise terms. 

Mr. LONG.: That is all very true. I have 
read the gentleman’s speech. I think I also heard 
him say upon another occasion that he would 
leap over the barriers of the Constitution to put 
down this rebellion. [think I heard that escape 
from his lips during this session. ; 

Mr. GARFIELD. [said what I did say upon 

that occasion with great circumspection and care, 
andall I ask is that the gentleman will fairly quote 
me, as | presume he intended to dos In reply to 
the gentleman from the central district of Ohio 
(Mr. Cox] who.is not now in his seat, when he 
asked me if I would break the Constitution, I 
answered that I would not break the Constitution 
at all unless it should become necessary to over- 
leap its barriers to save the Union. I did notsay 
then, as I do say now, that on such an occasion 
1 would overleap the barriers of the Constitution, 
but I would leap into the armsof a willing people 
who made the Constitution, 
. Mr. LONG. Then I give my colleague credit 
for honesty and frankness. The difference be- 
tween him and me to-day is that while he would 
violate that oath which he took before that desk 
the'first day of the session, and would overleap the 
barriers of the Constitution which he has sworn 
to support, I choose rather to stand on this floor 
and be denounced asa traitor for keeping my obli- 
gation tomy country, to my own conscience, and 
tomy God. Thatis the difference between my 
colleague and myself on that point. 

I know my colleague replied in his speech to 
the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Srevens,] but he did not reply in the tone, 
the manner, in the style, nor with the force with 
„which he has replied to me to-day. He made a 
regular common, plain, set speech, dissenting from 
the vie ws of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but 
he nowhere in any part of his speech, as I recol- 


lect it, denounced him once as a traitor, or dis- 


Joyal, or faithless to his Government. 

Mr. GARFIELD. In the remarks the gentle- 
man has just made he has mistaken me again. 
Though I have no personal pride for what I did 
gay, | wish the gentleman not to understand that 
I made a set speech. I will say to him here that 
I had not one note other than what I took while 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fincx] was speak- 
ing who preceded me. It was not a set speech, 
but made for a particular and specific purpose at 
the time. 

.Mr. LONG. I accord to the gentleman the 
fall benefitof hisexplanation. I supposed it was 
a set speech; but lam perfectly willing that he 

_ should put himself right before the House. He 

` certainly was sincere in what he said then, and 
he is certainly sincere to-day when he says he 
would leap over the barriers of the Constitution. 
There must be sincerity on the part of my col- 
league when he puts himself in that position, 
Upon that point I have done. : 


I choose rather to consult my own conscience | 


and judgment than to follow his lead in the ranks 
of a party that is always ready to take the oath to 
support the Constitution. with a mental reserva- 
tion. IT have never so taken it, and, so help me 
God, I never will. I will support the Constitu- 


tion despite the threats which may be brought: 
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lam willing to trust to.time. I am_-willing to 
awaititsarbitrament. Iflam mistaken, sv much 
the better for me, the gentleman, and the country, 
Would to God I were mistaken, Would to God 
I could cherish other convictions than these I have 
uttered. My earliest aspirations have been for the 
glory of my country. l have admired its institu- 
tions, I have gloried in its statesmien;. they have 
been the pride of my heart. I would, make any 
sacrifice to restore the Union as it was before that 
unhappy day for this people when the gentleman’s 
party came into power and. destroyed the fairest 
prospects of liberty that Heaven in its mercy ever 
vouthsafed to man. I would do it, sir, to restore 
the Government; but I cannot see restoration by 
the powerofthe bayonet. Looking atthe history 
of such struggles in the Old World and in South 
America and elsewhere, I can see nothing butruin, 
destruction, and the final overthrow of free gov- 
ernment in a continuance of our present policy. 
I have raised my voice, feeble and bumble as it 
is, against it, because I believe that its continu- 
ance will destroy liberty both North and South. 

I think, however, my colleague was notentirely 
honest in the construction be put upon what I 
said; but he may have misunderstood me. Iut- 
tered no sentiment looking to a separation that 
should be a division from the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi to the head of the Ohio river. J uttered 
no such sentiment. I gave utterance to no such 
expression. What 1 did say—and what I said is 


written out and can be read—was, that when the | 
Governnient was formed we were not owners of 


the mouth of the Mississippi, and that we did not 
own the territory west of the Mississippi river. 
I did not say that we did not own the Ohio river 
and the State in which the gentleman and I live; 
but that we owned no territory west of the Mis- 
sissippi, and that Florida was held against us. | 
did then say thatif, by the chastisement of Heaven, 
we should be curtailed to our old territorial dimen- 
sions, we could stil] exist as a free people, and 
have our republican form of government again. 
I supposed the gentleman was familiar enough 
with the history of his country; I supposed that 
even he, although he has spent part of his time 
in the Army and left it for a seat upon this floor, 
knew that the northwestern territory extended 
beyond the Ohio river, was held by Virginia, and 
formed part of the original territory when the 
Constitution was adopted. I thought, therefore, 
that the gentleman did me intentional injustice in 
the position he ascribed to me. Ie may not have 


done so; but if not, he must certainly be very | 


ignorant of the history of his country and of the 
amount of territory we possessed when the Gov- 
ernment was formed. B 

Mr. Chairman, I have detained the House 
much longer than I intended when I rose. I 
should have been loth to make any response to 
my colleague if he had not indulged in a personal 
attack upon me. I should have been reluctant to 
detain the House at this late hour if he had not 
seen proper to do what has not been done before 
on any occasion since the commencement of the 
session, to get up and denounce me as unfaithful 
to the Government. Sir,I hurl back the charge. 
I say that the men whoare destroying this Gov- 
ernment, destroying these fair prospects ofliberty, 
are the men now in power. They i 
thors and originators of all our present difficulties 
They first uttered the sentiment that this Govern 
ment could not exist as our fathers made it; tha 
there was an “ irrepressible congiet” which would 
result cither in the overthrow of the institutions 
of the States on the anc side or the overthrow of 


the Goverament of the United States on the other, | 
They inaugurated the conflict which has produced | 


were. the aun- |: 


assail me. That duty ill becomes a:man:belong 
ing to a party that has‘always taken the | 
support the Constitution with.a mental reservé 
tion,.and has declared before the country and bes. 


founded, could not exist as they madeit in the be- 


ginning, withall its compromises. I believe that 
the fathers of the Republic were as good as we 
are. I believe that they were as good Christians 
and as truc patriots. They looked at the inatitys 
tion of slavery not in. the light in whieh thes 
gentlemen look at it now.. When they came 
the communion table to partake of the sacrament. 
they did not push men away because they held 
slaves, God prospered them. in the Revolutio 
and in the formation of the Government. It was 
a good Government, good enough forme, good 
enough for my children, and Lam willing'to m 
any sacrifices to restore it. Bind te ee 

But, sir, we heard these gentlemen of the Re- 
publican party in this Hall the other night, ap- 
plauding to the echo the sentiments of a man=— 


| George Thompsen—who has gloricd: over the 


tearing to pieces of our Constitution, the man whe 


| originated this separation of the States and this 


destruction of our civil and political liberties. 
Such a party I must discard, who thanked God. 
that the hour of compromise was passed and that 
we were freed from the shackles of the Consti- 
tution, I will plant myself, even ifitbe single and 
alone, in opposition to a party which plots the dé- 
struction of the Government, the overthrow of 
liberty, and which applauds.George Thompson 
and his sentiments. F wonld rather live inthe 
State in which the gentleman and I live, with 
liberty, with a free Government, under the Con- 
stitution of our fathers, with my rights political, 
social, and civil, than live in a great empire under 
an overshadowing despotism.. Give me liberty, 
even if confined to an island of Greece or a canton 
of Switzerland, rather than an empire and a dés- 
potism, as we have here to-day. 

Mr. ALLISON obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Obio [Mr. Garro] bas spoken of 
two remarkable letters written to a rebel major 
general, one of them by an Indiana politician. I 
should be glad to hear what eftizen of Indiana has 
been guilty of the crime of treason. 

[Loud cries of “ Order !”’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from in- 
diana is potin order. 
Mr. MORRILL. 

do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Bourwe reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the Union. 
generally, and particularly the President’s an- 
nual message, and had come to no conclusio 


I move that the committee 


| thereon. “ 


And then, on motion of Mr. MORRILL, (atfiv: 
minutes before six o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, “April 9, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 


i by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 


The reading of the Journal of yesterday was 


i by unanimous consent dispensed with. 


PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER. 


Mr, COLFAX, the Speaker, (Mr. Roruws, of 
New Hampshire, in the chair as Speaker pro tem- 


pore.) Lofferasa question of privilege the fol- 


lowing preamble and resolution: ; 
Whereas on the 8th of April, 1864, when the House of 
Representatives was in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, ALEXANDER Lone, a Representative 
from the second district of Obio, deetared blnself in favor 
af recognizing the independence aid natlouality of the so- 
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ealied.confederacy pow in arms: against the Union ;.and |) ence and-nationality of this confederacy,.which, blood, perhaps; they eould come here with no 
sinéreag the gaid so-called confederacy, thus sought to be’ |] within your own walls, under your own flag, by || blood,as soldiers, upon their skirts; but they may 


recognized and established on the ruins of-a dissolved or 
destroyed Union, has as its ehief officers, civil and military, 
those who have added perjury to their treason, and who 
seek to obtain success for their parricidal efforts by the kill- 
‘ing of. the loyal soldiers of the nation who are seeking. to 
gaye it from destruction; and whereas the oath required 
of-all members, and taken by the said ALEXANDER Lone on 
the first day of the preseut Congress, declares © that [ have 
voluntarily. given no aid, countenance; counsel, or encour- 
agement-to. persons engaged in armed hostility to the Uni- 
ted States,” tliereby declaring that such conductis regarded 
as inconsistent with membership. In the Congress of the 
United States: Therefore, $ 
Resolved, That ALEXANDER Lone; a Representative from 
the seconddistrict.of Ohio, having, on the 8th of April, 1664, 
declared himself in:favor of recognizing the independence 
. ‘and-nationality of the so-called confederacy now in arms 
against the Union, aid thereby “ given aid, countchance, 
and encouragement to persons engaged in armed hostility 
to thie United States,” is hereby expelled. 

Mr: Speaker, before presenting this resolution 
T reflected, as it was my duty to do, seriously on 
the obligations under which, in consequence of my 
position, I feel E am placed. T recognize that 
thera is a double duty incumbent on me; first to 
the House of Representatives whose kindness has 
placed me in its principal chair, to administer the 
duties of that chair and the rules of the House 
faithfully and impartially to the best of my ability 
andjadgment. That, Loan say sincerely and con- 
scientiously, I have endeavored to do, and shall 
so endeavor until this Congress expires by its con- 
Stitutional limitation, But I feel that I owe still 
another daty to the people of the ninth congres- 
gional district of Indiana, who sent me here as 
their Representative to speak and act and vote 
in their stead, Jtisin conformity with this latter 
duty to those who cannot speak here for them- 
selves and who, I believe, would indorse the sen- 
timent of this resolution, that I have felt it my 
duty to rise in my place as a member of Congress 
from the State of Indiana and offer this resolu- 
tion. 

t need scarcely say to gentlemen on the other 
‘side of the House, or to my own fellow-members 

near me, or to that one particularly referred to 
in this resolution, that itis prompted by no spirit 
of personal unfriendliness toward him, My ve- 
lations with him personally have been cordial 
during the entire time that we have occupied seats 
asmembers. Nothing has marred those relations. 
Bat L rise to offer this resolution in the perform- 
ance of a high public duty which [felt I could not 
myself shirk or evade, Itisa duty I owe, not 
only to those of my constituents who are at home, 
but to the many thousands of them who are in 
the tented ficlds meeting the armies of the con- 
federacy in deadly conflict and exposing their 
lives for the safety and perpetuity of this imper- 
iled Union. Nay, more, sir, Lowe it tothe many 
widowed and orphaned families in my district 
whose natural protectors have been stricken down 
by the bloody hand of treason, aud lost to them 
in this world forever. 

l believe in the freedom of specch. I have not 
heard anything on this floor during this Congress 
that would have prompted me to offer this reso- 
lution except the remarks made yesterday by the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Lone.] He declared 
distinctly, in so many words, that he was in favor 
of the recognition of this so-called confederacy, 
and recognition is the recognition of its independ- 
cce and its nationality as one among the nations 
‘of the earth. The flag of this confederacy was 
thus boldly unfurled here by a gentleman who bad 
taken the oath at the opening of Congress—and 
I have no doubt trithfallythat up to that time 
he had not given any aid, countenance, or entour- 
agement to those who are engaged in armed hos- 
tility against the United States. Believing that 
that oath shows that. those who.do thus give aid 
and countenance and encouragement to those en- 
gaged in armed hostility against the United States 
are not worthy of membership here in a Congress 
of the United States, I felt it my duty at least to 
ask the House of Representatives to pass their 
judgment upon it. ; 

I have offered this resolution not as the result 
ofa consultation with any persons upon the floor 
ofthis House, but upon my sole and entire re- 
sponsibility; and I say here deliberately and 
solemnly that if what fell from the lips of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone] yesterday is to pass 
unrebuked by this House, then you have no right 
to complain of any foreign Government on the 
face of this earth that recognizes the independ- 


j 


| Ohio, [Mr. 


“one associated with you in the Government of 


this country, was publicly avowed as his prefer- 
ence and. his conviction. 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] the col- 
league of the gentleman 
this resolution, I see claiming the floor. opposite; 
and I havethisto say before Í close my remarks, 
which I shall not extend to much length, that if 
any gentleman from the other side of the House 
fecls it woyld be more proper for any of them, 
having becn in the same political affiliation with 
the gentleman from Ohio, to show his disappro- 
bation of these remarks by offering a resolu- 
tion of this kind, 1 will gladly withdraw mine 
and allow them to offer it. History, sir, with its 
impartial pen willstate hereafter, if not now, that 
it would be more fitting and more appropriate they 
should have done here (but what none have seen 
fitto do) what I have thought my duty—offer 
this resolution. * 

Now, sir, if by the quietand tacit assent of this 
House as a House of Representatives this senti- 
ment is to go unquestioned by the Representatives 
of the Unted States of America here assembled, 
then I say youshould stop shooting your desert- 
ers from the Army, for they have not turned their 
backs upon the obligation which they have as- 
sumed any more influentially by their leavin the 
flag which they had bound themselves to sustain 
than has a gentleman who will rise in his place in 
Congress and state that he is in favor of the men 
who seck the destruction of this land and the dis- 
solution of the Union by recognizing them as one 
of the nations of the carth. Nay, more, You 
should call no more soldiers into the field to en- 
deavor by the peril of their lives to save this coun- 
try, because itis a solemn mockery to do if from 
this Hall shall go forth words of encouragement 
to strengthen those arrayed against them in an 
unholy and parricidal work, 1f we allow this to 
pass here unquestioned and unrebuked, how can 
we deny to others abroad the right to recognize 
the establishment of the so-called southern con- 
federacy among the nations of the earth? Can 
you propose to go to war with any foreign nation 
who may do this and yet, by opposing this reso- 
lution, justify and indorse the open avowal of a 
similar desire in this Fall? ` 

Mr. Speaker, we have seen since this rebel- 
lion opened the other branch ofthe Federal Con- 
gross, at the opposite end of the Capitol, expelling 
a Senator from my own State. What for? For 
sending a letter of introduction by a gentleman to 
the rebel chief who presides at Richmond, For 
that letter of introduction, thus giving aid and 
comfort to those in armed hostility to the United 
States, the Senate of the United States expelled 
him by atwo-thirds vote. J have nothing to say 
in regard to the politics of my own State, but [ 
have this to say, that a Legislature sat afterwards 
in my State of the same political views with the 
expelled Senator, and they had the power to elect 


two United States Senators, one for the long term | 
A majority of 


and another for the short term. 
that Legislature, sir, recorded their votes of ap- 
proval of the action of the Senate by refusing to 
send—although they had the power—that Sena- 
tor back to his seat in the United States Senate. 

One or two years ago, perhaps less than one 
year ago, Ohio was excited by the arrest of a for- 
iner member of Congress for declaring in swong 
language his hostility to a military order. His 


| friends went before the people in that State on 


the issue of the injustice done him, and by a ma- 
jority of one hundred thousand they declared their 
approbation of that act of military authority, and 
the highest court of judicature in our land, the 
Supreme Court of the United States, refused the 
other day to reopen or review that judgment. 
Mr. Speaker, I have but a word more.to say, 
when I will leave the floor tothe gentleman from 
Cox,] who seeks it.. If this boldand 
frank avowal, for bold and frank it was, bya 
member of Congress representing a free distrigt 
in a loyal State, if this is to go unrebuked by this 
House, I ask you how you are to close these 
doors against those who are now sitting at Rich- 
mond in the confederate congress, thuse who have 
not been in arms against the United States but 
have been sitting in that congress giving aid a 
comfort to the arms of the rebellion against the 


United States? Their hands are stained with no i 


(Mr. Lone} named in | 


nd | 


seek to come here; if this is-to be the law of this 
Congress, fresh from the conclave of this confed- 
erate congress, saying to us, “ We have done no 
more at Richmond than’ has. been done upon this 
‘floor by the member from the second district of 
Ohio in your presence, unrebuked upon the ivor 
by Congress.”’: ci eee sr 

Butit is because of its effect abroad that I have 
offered. thig resolution. ‘If-there is-any danger 
threatening our imperiled: Union after the valor 
of our soldiers has caused the area of the rebel- 
lion to become ** small by-degrees and beautifully 
less,” it is the recognition of the confederacy by 
foreign nations. On a motion of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Davis] the other day; this 
Fouse by a unanimous vote, in which I believe 
the gentleman from the second. district of Ohio 
participated, declared that we would not allow 
any foreign country to planta nation on the pros- 
| trate ruins ofa republic any where upon the Amer- 
ican continent; and yet, sir, when we assent by 
our silence to a proposition to recognize this con- 
L federacy, we not only assent to the planting ofa 
foreign nation upon the soil of this continent, but 
one upon the soil of our own beloved Union. 
Nay, more than that, when he has seen, when I 
have seen, when you have seen, and every mem- 
ber upon this floor has seen the emissarics of this 
rebel confederacy bowing the knee to every sov- 
ereign in Europe, asking an alliance with them, 
and saying in their confederate congress that they 
would prefer allegiance to a foreign prince than to 
remain part und parcel of this Union, do nat we 
know that when their independence is acknowl 
edged-and recognized. there will be an alliance, in 
their weakness, to make them stronger, with an 
foreign nation, power, or potentate that secs fit 
to enter into treaties with them, and then upon 
that soil, once belonging to the United States, 
foreigh armies will be landed and their forces 
joined to thae of those traitors to invade ourown 
country and destroy our armies and even the lib- 
erties of our people? You have no right to pass 
resolutions like that offered by the gentleman trom 
Maryland, warning foreign nations, if upon your 
own floor and by your- deliberate assent and vote 
you declare and avow the sentiments uttered here 
yesterday by refusing. to rebuke and condemn 
them. I have now performed my duty, and leave 
the rest to the House. 

Mr. COX. 1 approach this matter with be- 
coming seriousness, The extraordinary spectacle 
is presented of our Speaker descending from the 
chair to make a motion toexpel one of the mem- 
bers of this House for words spoken in debate. 
The occasion calls for more than the usual gravity 
of deliberation. I was not present when my col- 
league [Mr. Lowa] made the remarks which have 
callcd out this resolution. Iam told by members 
around me that his remarks do not bear the ins. 
terpretation given to them by the speech and res- 
olution of the honorable Speaker. Before a res- 
olution of this startling nature was introduced we 
should have had the official report of those re- 
marks in the Globe. If action be demanded for 
the expulsion of a Representative of the people, 
for the exercise of his constitutional right of free 
| debate, we should have the most authentic record 
‘| of that debate. As I am informed, the language 
of my colleague was so qualified as to make it 
far less objectionable than the statement of itin 
the resolution. Still, sir, it may be obnoxious, 
and yet there may be no just ground for this pro- 
ceeding of expulsion. . . 

Had I been in my seat yesterday, with all due 
respect to my colleague, 1 should have promptly 
risen and disavowed, on behalf of all the- delega- 
tion from Ohio with whom | have.conversed, any 
sentiments uttered by him or any one else, look-. 


|| ing to the recognition of the confederate govern~ * 


' ment as an independent Power. So far as I can 
| learn, there is not a member acting with this side 
of the House, unless it be my colleague, who is 
| not opposed in every conceivable view, directly 
or indirectly, to such recognition. 
I speak earnestly and consciously of this, be~ 
| cause an attempt was made yesterday to make 
partisan capital for the other side out of the specch 
of my colleague. But it should be borne in mind 
that he said that he spoke only for himself, and 
not for his party. He was frank, true, and honest 
in that avowal. He did not speak, nor propose 


1864. 


“ernment. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


te speak, for his party. He did not speak for his 
Democratic colleagues. 7 

Very recently weave had a convention of the 
Demoeratic people of Ohio, representing over one 
bundred and eighty-five thousand voters. In that 
convention, sir, no- sentiments were uttered and 
none would have been tolerated like those to which 
exception has been taken. On the contrary, the 
only person whose name was presented to that 
convention as a delagate to the Democratic na- 
tional convention, who avowed sentiments look- 


ing toward the recognition of the confederate 


States, and who printed a learned and able pam- 
phlet to circulate among the members ofthe con- 
vention, in exposition of his views, received but a 
few votes among several hundred in that conven- 
tion; showing that the Democrats of Ohio, for 
whom Í speak, are not prepared in any shape, 
however plausible, to accept the disintegrating 
doctrine to which this resolution refers. On the 
contrary, the Democratic people of that State, 
when the war came, which they endeavored but 
failed to avert, rallied to the defense of this Gov- 
They sustained it in every emergency. 
We, the members upon this side of the House, 
had and yet have our brothers and our friends in 
the Army doing battle for the Republic, although 
they do not agree with the peculiar African pol- 
icies pursued by this Administration. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of illinois. Abyssinian. 
{Laugiter.} à . 

Mr. COX. I think that idle pleasantry of my 
friend over the way is nearly worn out. It was 
very stale when it was started here by him, and it 
does not become the gravity ofthis occasion, how- 
ever much it may accord with his instincts. It 
proceeds rather from the brains which were lo- 
cated by a brother member in his knuckles, than 
from any other brains which he has. (Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Better have 
brains in you knuckles than no baains at all. 
{Cries of  Order!} 

Mr. COX. Ido not wish to be disturbed any 
‘more by that gentleman. He has not any sense 
of decent debate, or he would not interrupt me in 
this manner, without rising or without my per- 
mission, I doubt whether he has any sensc at all 
when he touches the negro question, or he would 
not drag in his old joke, so unseemly under cir- 
cumstances ag grave as the present, 

I referred to the position of the Ohio Democ- 
racy with pride, because of the imputations thrown 
upon them by my colleague on the other side, 
{Mr. Garrretp.] He followed the speech of my 
colleague from the second district, [Mr. Lowe,] 
and strove to make political points for his party, 
not by misrepresenting him so much as by mis- 
representing the Democracy. 

Now, | propose to show that if the sentiments 
attributed to my colleague are unpatriotic and 
treasonable, the prominent men of the Repub- 
lican party are amenable, for similar sentiments, 
to the same condemnation. ‘T'here is scarcely a 
leading member of the opposite party, from the 
Executive down, who is not committed in doc- 
trine if not in practice to the separation of these 
States. F shall show that members opposite de- 
serve expulsion by thesame rule whichthey would 
mete out to my colleague. 

I pass over for the present the sacred, consti- 
tutional right to free debate in this Chamber of 
American Representatives, and proceed to show 


that this resolution comes with a bad grace from | 


that quarter in which so much sedition and rev- 
olution has been expressed and acted. 

And first, I desire to ask of the Speaker if he 
had forgotten when he penned this resolution that 
in last Congress a most acute member of the Re- 


publican party, in good standing and sweet felldw- | 


ship—Judge Conway, of Kansas—not only made 
aremarkable speech in favor of the recognition of 
the South, but offered solemn resolutions affirm- 
ing the heinous doctrine. Ifthe honorable Speaker 
has forgotten the fact, let him turn to the Journal 
of the House of December 15, 1862, page 69, and 
he will find the following resolutions offered by 
Mr. Conway. [quote such of them as bearon the 
points in discussion: 


t Resolved, That freedom and slavery cannot coexist In 
the same Government without producing endless strife and 
civil war; that ‘a house divided against itself cannot 
standy’ and that’ this nation must be ali free orall slave.? 

“ Resolved, ‘Phat the American Union consists of those 
States which are now loyal to the Federal Constitution. 


t 


“ Resolved, That the restoration of the Union:as it-ex- 
isted prior to the rebellion would be a greater calamity than | 
the rebcilton itself, since it would give new Hfe to the ¢ir- 
repressible conflict, and entail upon the nation another 
cycle of bitter contention and civil war. 

“ Resolved, That the seceded States can only be put 
down, ifatall, by being regarded as out of constitutional re- 
lations with the Union, and by being assailed upon princi- 
ples of ordinary warfare as between separate nations. 


“ Resolved, That it is a matter for serious reflection |! 


whether another election of President must not supervene 
before the rightful authority of the nation cau be established; 
and whether in the mean time itis nota flagrant waste of 
our energies to continue the war. 

“ Resolved, That unless the army of the west shall have 
swept through tbe valley of the Mississippi to its mouth, 
and the army of the Potomac annihilate the legions of Lee 
and Jackson, thus subverting the military power of the re- 
bellion within a reasonable time, the best interests of the 
country and humanity will require a cessation of hostili- 
ties. 

“ Resolved, That the States of the North composing the 
American nation, and wieiding its powcr, must ever re- 
main one and indivisible on the basis of freedom for aH, 


‘without distinction of race, color, or condition; that their 


mnissian must ever be to extend their own civilization over 
the entire continent, aud that whatever derangements, dif- 
ficulties, cheeks, or defeats they may encounter, they must 
forever cherish and pursue the inspiring idea of nationality 
and continental dominion.* 

From which it will appear that, after affirming 
the irrepressible conflict, it was resolved that the 
American Union consisted only of those States 


that the restoration of the old Union would be a 
greater calamity than the rebellion itself; that the 
seceded States should be regarded as out of con- 


sUtutional relations with the Union; that until the |: è 
i; of the war; in the second place, he holds that all 


election of another President it was a flagrant 
waste of our energies to continue the war. Docs 
the honorable Speaker remember that those reso- 
lutions recognized that only the States North 
composed the American Union? Tf be did, why 
did not this sensitive gentleman, (Mr. Cotrax,] 
who was not thenin the chair butupon the floor, 
come forward with a resolution forthe expulsion 
of his friend Mr.Conway? task the Speaker to 
respond to that question. Why did you not do 
it, sir? Is sucha resolution fair toward a member 
on this side and unfair toward a member ow the 
other? You were for free speech and free resolu- 
tion then; Lam for itnowas then. Why do you 
pursue my colleague to disgrace him when you 
did notlisp a word about expelling one from your 
own ranks who was in favor of disparting the old 
Union and recognizing the nationality of the south- 
ern confederacy? The Speaker does not, for he 
cannot,answer. I will yield to him to respond, 

Mr. COLFAX. ‘The gentleman from Indiana 
claims the floor whenever he sees fit to claim it, 
and declines speaking in the midst of the speech 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is distinguished as 
well for his prudence as for his sagacity. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio if he believes that Mr. Conway ought 
to have been expelled from the last Congress un- 
der the circumstances? 

Several Members. Oh, that isnot the question. 


Mr. COX. When the gentleman on the other jj 


side answers my question I will answer him. L, 
will do it anyhow. [do notthink that he should 
have been expelled any more than we should ex- 
pel the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. Stevens] for his speech in favor of re- 
garding the confederacy.as a de facto government, 
and that war should be carried on against it, ac- 
cording to the law of nations, as an independent 
Power established by its arms and recognized by 
the nations. ‘fhe member from Pennsylvania, 

(Mr. Srevens,]j if [remember his speech on that 
subject, quoted Vattel in favor of his policy, which 

he predicated upon the idea of the independence 

of the southern government, Ay, and my col- 
league, (Mr. Ganrizip,] who is a fair debater 

generally, has-taken the same ground as the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, holding that an insur- 


| rection as formidable as this requires the Jaws of 
war to be applied as between two distinct and | 


independent sovereigntics. “The men who hold 


that doctrine are not the men to expel another į 
| member who holds to the same doctrine. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Will my colleague yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. COX. With great pleasure. I would not 
do my colleague any injustice. 

Mr. GARFIELD. My colleague does do me 
injustice in what he has just uttered. If he will 


do me the honor to read my speech on confisca- fi 


-which are now loyal to the Federal Constitution; |) [M ! 
is in favor of prosecuting the war tọ the: utter= 


| 


f 
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tion, on this: particular he will find. that 
most decisive ground against the position 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and therein 
in toto the doctrine that these aré.a-foreign peor. 
ple. On the contrary, [ therein claim. that th j 
are in the Union, and that all thevobligation 
the Constitution overhang them. “Butin putting 
down this rebellion we have: been told: by the 
Supreme Court that we are to pursue them hy the 
laws of war, the same as the laws between for- 
eign nations, but rot thereby admitting that they 
are a foreign nation. eae ee 
Mr. COX.. Well, I cannot understand:that 
distinction, but J accept it, and then Lask my.col+ 
league, if he holds that the confederacy isnot an 
independent ‘nation, and if he thus antagonizes 
the position of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
why is he-not in favor of expelling that gentla- 
man for holding. that’ doctrine and avowing it 
openly. Did 1 anderstand.thatmy.colleagae does 
not follow the leader of his party.in-this Houge 
apon this doctrine? I pause if my colleague will 
favor me with a reply. : he 8 : 
Mr. GARFIELD. | I draw a most marked and 
broad distinction between the opinion of thedis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania and the 
opinions of my colleague from the second distriet, 
(Mr. Lone.] The gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania 


i most to bring back these revolted States... The 


member from the second district of Ohio.is ‘op- 
posed, in the first place, to all farther prosecution 


compromise is impossible; and in the third place, 
he declares openly in favor of throwing up the 
white flag and acknowledging that they have con- 
quered us and are independent, and-that we will 
call back our armies and make no attempt, either 
by conference or by war, to restore the Union. 
There is the difference. 

Mr. THAYER. L wish to make a statement. 
Tam sure the gentleman from Ohio will not ob- 
ject. 

i Mr. COX. I will yield to the gentleman one 
moment. : 


Mr. THAYER. I simply wish to remind the 


| gentleman from Olio that my colieague to whom 


as a dome 


he has referred [Mr. Srevens] isnot in bis seat, 
being detained therefrom by sickne&s.. 1 think, 
therefore, it is better not to. indulge in‘ these re- 


i marks in regard to himin his absence, 


Mr. COX. Oh! Mr, Speaker, the remarks of 
the distinguished gentleman from PennsyJania are 
as well known as his great capacity. ‘They are 
printed, Iwilldohim no injustice, but quote them 
here: 


“it is, however, essential to ascertain what relation the 
seceded States bear to the United States, that we may know 
how to deal with them in reéstablishing the national Gov- 
ernment. There seems to be great confusion of ideas 
and diversity of opinion on that subject, Some thinkthat 
those States are still in the Union and entitied to the pro- 
tection of the Constitution and Jaws of the United States, 
and that they, notwithstanding aul tey have donc, may 
at any time, without any jegistation, come back, send 
Senators and Representatives to Congress, and enjoy al 
the privileges and immunities of Joyal members of the 
United States. ‘Phat whenever those ‘ wayward sisters? 
choose to abandon their frivolities and present themseives 
at the door of the Union and demand admission, we must 
receive them with open arms, and throw over them the 


| protecting shield of the Union, of which it is said they 


bad never ceased to be members. Otirers hold that, hav- 
ing committed treason, renounced their allegiance to the 
Union, disearded its Constitution and laws, organized a 
distinct and hostile government, and by force of arms bav- 
ing risen from the condition of insurgents to the position 
of an independent Power ide facto, and having been uc- 
knowledged’ as a belligerent both by foreign nations and 
our own Government, the Constitution and laws of the 
Union are abrogated so far as they are concerned, and 
that, as between the two belligerents, they are under the 
laws of war and the laws of uations ajone, and that whieh- 
ever Power conquers muy treat the vanquished as con 
quered provinces, and may impose upon then such Con- 
ditions and Jaws as it may deem best.” 

Again he says: 

“Ts the present contest to be regarded as a public war, and 
to be gove i d by the rules of civilized warfare, or only 
ic insarreetion, to be suppressed by eriminal 
prosecutions beture the courts of the ecuntry 2? . 

I need not tell the House how the member 
from Pennsylvania answered this quesdon. He 
founded upon it his argument in favor of confis- 
eation by the laws of nations and of war. He 
quoted from Jadge Grier to prove the war a pub- 
lic war, and not a domestic insurrection, He 
constructed an argument to show that this: waa 
not a contest with individuals, but with States— 


known under. the corporate name ofthe *¢ con- 
federate States.” He held it to be idle to regard 
individualsas making wav. “t Waris made,” said 
he, “‘by-chartered or corporate communities; by 
‘nations or States.” i 5 : 

z4 When an insurrection becomes sufficiently formidable 
to entitle the, paity to belligerent rights, it places the con- 
tending Powers on precisely the same footing as foreign na- 
tlons at war with each other.” x * * * 

hute No onë acquainted with the magifitude of this contest 


seandeny to it the character of acivilwar. Fornearly three 


-years the confederate States have maintained their decla- 
ration of independence by force of arms.” s 
* * * * * * k. * 


“se what, then, is, the effect of this publie war between 
these belligerent, these foreign nations? Before this war 
athe’ parties were bound together by a compact, by. a treaty 
„cated a * Constitution? ‘They acknowledged the validity 
of municipal laws mutually bindingon each, This war has 
cut asunder ail these ligaments, abrogated ‘all the obliga- 
tions,” © Aj ; 

“What, then, is the effect of this: public war 
between these belligerent, these foreign’ nations 2?” 
Foreign nations! Foreign? Why? Because not 
under our Constitution, but alien from it-by the 
maintenance of their independence by force of 
arms. Nations?’ Having all the autonomy and 
independence of a belligerent Power in Europe. 
Yet for these sentiments, who had the courage to 
question, censure, or propose to expel the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania? Ab! heisa Republican, 
and has a dispensation from the higher powers 
to recognize by his logic (which my colleague 
unhappily followed) the existence of the South 
asa separate nation. Heis the leader of that side 
of the House, and may debate without question 
these momentous issues. My colleague [Mr. 
Lowe] followed him in his premises, although he 
drew another conclusion. The only difference 
was between a Democrat and an abolitionist. 

Now, l ask my colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] 
whether he did not vote foragenteman in Ohio for 
Lieutenant Governor who held the same doctrine 
of recognizing the southern.confederacy? [refer 
to LieutenantGovernor Stanton, who announced 
that doctrine on this floor. He never was ex- 
spelled for ity No one sought then to abridge his 
free debate. I heard his remarks. I will send 
them up to be read before my colleague answers 
the question. 

Mr, GARFIELD. Ifthe gentleman will allow 
me, they can aa well be read afterwards, 

Mr. COX. Letthem be read now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Mr Speaker, when there were fifteen staveholding 
States acknowledging allegiance to the Federal Govern- 
ment, and therefore having in their hands the power to 
protect themseives against any invasion ot their rights on 
the partof the Pederal Government, it was a matter of very 
little consequence whether such an amendment as that was 
fneorporated in the Constitution or not. But the state of 
te country is wow radically and essentially changed, B 
or eight Stites now deny their allegiance to this Govern- 
meat, have organized a separate confederacy, aud bave 
declared thelr independence of this Government. Whether 
thut independence is to be maintained or not is with the 
future, If they shall maintain their position, and sustain 
vhe authorities there fora year or two Lo come, so as to show 
that nophing but a war of subjugation and conquest can 
bring: then baei, K, for one, am disposed to recognize that 
independence -Congressional Globe, February 23, 3861, 
page: 1285, 

Mr. COX. Iwill now yicld to my colleague 
to say whether le did not vote for that man as 
Lieutenant Governor of Ohio after it was known 
throughout the State that he thus favored the in- 
dependence of this confederacy ? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Lanswer my colleague that 
I did Not vote for that gentleman nor for any can- 
didate'on the ticket that fall, for the simple reason 
that I was inthe Army. IfI had been in Ohio I 
should have voted for that gentleman, and I do 
not excuse myself on any other ground than the 
simple lack of being present at the time of the 
election, 

“Now, allow me to say that there was a large 
class of men on both sides of the political ques- 
tions of that day, who in the beginning of this war 
felt a doubt whether it was not better to Jet these 
people alone for a time, hoping that reason might 
return them by delay, There were others who 
said *‘wecannotleavethemalone;’’andtothatclass 
belonged a number of distinguished gentlemen in 
the parties on both sides. Thatisone thing. But 
now, after that question has been adjudicated, 
after the great American people hasdetermined on 
war and determined on putting down the rebel- 
lion, after three years of war have passed, and 
when. we are almost in the hour of daylight and 
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victory, to arise now and throw up the contest is 


treason. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker; 1 only asked the 
gentleman to answer my-question, not to go off 
intoa definition of what is treason in his judg- 
ment. © I would rather take the constitutional 
definition of treason. I do not think. my friend 
takes the Constitution as his authority, for he 
has said twice on this floor that he would over- 
leap that Constitution. When you talk of treason, 
and in the same breath talk of overleaping the 
Constitution, you are the traitor, if there besuch 
a traitor in this House. — i 

Mr.GARFIELD. ‘Will the gentleman tell me 
what question it is that he desires I shall an- 
swer? 

Mr. COX. Ido not ask the gentleman any 
more questions. Iam satisfied with his position. 
It is enough that I have shown that he is not the 
man to vote for the expulsion of any member for 
expressing sentiments in favor of the recognition 
of this southern confederacy. Itis not for him who 
would have voted for a man who was in favor, 
in advance of war, of the recognition of the south- 
ern confederacy—and who thus encouraged the 
rebels to proceed in their rebellion when it was 
in its bud—to reflect upon gentlemen on this side 
of the House who have voted against secession, 
against recognition, and in favor of sustaining 
the war’ for the Union upon the proper policy. 
Itis notforhim to censure or expel my colleague, 
when he has declared that he himself would in 
some cases overleap the Constitution. 

Mr. GARFIELD... I only desire to say that 
my colleague misrepresents me, I presume unin- 
tentionally, when he says that I have on two dis- 
tinct occasions declared my readiness to overleap 
the Constitution. ‘That I may set myself and him 
right on that question, } will say, once for all, that 
i have never uttered such a sentiment. What l 
have uttered is this: when asked if I would, under 
any circumstances, override the Constitution, L 
said this, and this only—premising, as I believed, 
that the Constitution was ample enough of itself 
to put down this rebellion, that its powers were 
most capacious, and there was no need to over- 
ride it—that if such a time ever should come that 
the powers of the Constitution were not sufficient 
to sustain the Union, if that impossible supposition 


should ever prove true, [laughter from the Dem-: 


ocratic side of the House,}then 1 would say that 
we have aright to do our solemn duty under God 
and go beyond the Constitution to save the cre- 
ators of the Constitution. - 

Mr. COX. Iam informed by the members 
around me, and I think that the report of my 
colleague’s remarks will show it in the Globe, 
that he put no condition like that he makes now. I 
ask gentlemen on both sides whether my colleague 
ever qualified his remarks by saying that it would 
be forever impossible in the future for the Con- 
stitution to be infringed by making war, Why 
make the statement of overleaping the Constitu- 
tion if it be forever impossible todo itin carrying 
on this war? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Will the gentleman allow 
me? . 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I said so in answer to the 
question of my colleague now upon the floor. I 
said so, secondly, in answer to the gentleman from 
IHinois, and put the same question to him. Iex- 
plained it in the same way. The gentleman is at 
liberty to look at the manuscript, which I have 
not yet seen, and may quote from it. 

Mr. COX. I have only the Chronicle’s report 
of the debate of yesterday. Perhaps it is good 
authority for the members on the other side. I 
will quote from its report: 


“Mr. GARFIELD then controverted his colleague’s po- 
sition. T'he issue was now made up. We should use the 
common weapons of war. If with these we should not 
succeed, he would take means, as he would against the 
savage who attacked himself or family. -He would resort 
to any element of destruction, and, if necessary, he would 
fling all constitutional sanctions to the winds rather than 
Jose his country.” 


Is there anything about “‘ impossible” conditions 
there? y 
Mr. GARFIELD. 
the condition. 
Mr. COX. No, sir, it is not there. 
Mr. GARFIELD. It is there. 
Mr. COX. No, it is not there. 


“Tf necessary;’’ there is 


Mr. GARFIELD” I appeal to the Speaker 
whether it is not upon his lips hot and wet? 

‘Mr. COX. . That is in régard to the last sen- 
tence. [Laughter.]. There is nothing about the 
impossibility of the Constitution proving insuffi- 
cient to put down the rebellion, and in which case 
alone he would overleap it.. Overleap.an impos- 
sibility! IT would like to see the performance.’ 

Another question. lL remember that my col- 
league, on the confiscation bill, said that he would 
under-certain cireumstances-overleap the Consti- 
tution. Whatdid he mean then by that? ‘In that 
debate his language was precisely this: 

“ T wouid not break the Constitution at all, unlessit should 
become necessary to overleap its barriers to.save the Gov- 
ernment and the Union.” - : 

Nothing about the impossibility of ever break- 
ing the Constitution, not a word or syllable, for 
he contemplates its breach for certain purposes. 
My colleague cannot escape from the dilemmain 
which he is placed. And yet he undertakes to 
make political capital out of the speech of my col- 
league from the second district after such decla- 
rations! If hé does not gentlemen on that side of 
the House do. They are, I learn, subscribing 
for that speech by hundreds and thousands to dise 
tribute it for partisan purposes; and yet they have 
advocated the very heresies upon which they 
ground the present accusation, and give them cir- 
culation by sending out the speech of my col- 
league. 1 want it understood that the Repub- 
lican members who have favored recognition and 
favored the men who favored it, are now striving 
to expel a member for the same license of speech 
which they have indulged; that at home they ` 
have favored for high offices a public character 
who took ground in favor of recognizing the ree 
bellion if it should maintain itself ‘ for a year or 
two.” I might well ask my colleague, in view of 
his position, whether he did not know that those 
were the sentiments of Governor Stanton when 
he would have voted for him if he had been 
at home? To come to the question; was he not 
thus committed to the policy of dissolving the 
Union if the rebellion could sustain itself for a 

ear or two? Then I ask him, how much better 
is he than the member whom he seeks to expel? , 
Wherein does he differ from that member upon 
this subject of recognizing lawlessness? More. 
than that; the gentlemain’s party in Ohio favored 
Benjamin Stanton for Lieutenant Governor know- 
ing his sentiments to be similar to those attributed 
to my colleague. More than that; they elected a 
man Senator from Ohio who had uttered the same 
sentiments as the sentiments of that party. He 
is the personaland political friend ofmy colleague. 
I mean Senator Wane. 1 will send his remarks 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read, that we may know 
who are in favor of dissolution and recognition. 
- The Clerk read as follows, from the Congres- 
sional Globe of the third session of the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress, page 25: 

“í But southern gentlemen stand here, and, in almost all, 
their speeches, speak of the dissolution of the Union as an 
element of every argument, as though it were a peculiar 
condescension on their part that they permitted the Union 
to stand at all. If they do not feel interested in upholding 
this Union, if it realy trenches on their rights, if it endan- 
gers their institutions to such an extent that they cannot 
feel secure under it, if their interests are violently assailed 
by means of this Union, [ am not one of those who expect 
that they willlong continue under it. I am not one of those 
who would ask them to continue in such a Union. It would 
he doing violence to the platform of the party to which I be- 
long. We have adopted the old Declaration of Independ- 
ence as the basis of our political movement, which declares 
that any people, when their Governinent ceases to protect 
their rights, when itis so subverted from the truc purposes 
of government as to oppress them, have the right to recur 
to fundamental principles, and, if need be, to destroy the 
Government under which they live, and to erect onits ruins 
another more conducive to their welfare. I hold that they 
have this right. T will not blame any people for exercising 
it, whenever they think the contingency hascome. J certainty 
shall be the advocate of that same doctrine whenever I find 
that the principtcs of this Government have become so op- 
pressive to the section to which E belong that a free people 
ought not longer to endure it. You will not then find me 
backward in being the advocate of disunion; but that con- 
tingency never having come, I have never yet opened my 
mouth in opposition to the Union. I have never enter- ` 
tained a thought disloyal to this Union. But I say, for’ 
Heaven’s sake, act, not talk, Tam tired of this eternal din> 
of € dissolution of the Union? which is brought upon all oc- 
casions and thrust into our faces ag though we of the North 
had some peculiar reasons for maintaining the Union that 
the southern States have not. TI hope the Union will con- 
tinue forever. I believe it may continue forever, I see 
nothing at present which I think should dissoive it; but if 
the gentlemen see it, E say again that they have the same 
interest in maintaining this Union, in my judgment, that 


we of the North have. i 
so. You cannot forcibly hold men in this Union; for the at- 
tempt to do so, it seems to me, would subvert the first prin- 


“You cannot forcibly hold men in this Union— 


If they think they have not, be it 


ciples of the Governmerit under which we live.” 

Mr. COX. Now, there is the broadest doctrine 
laid down in favor of the right of revolution and 
against the right of coercion. ‘‘It would be do- 
ing violence to the platform of the party to which 
I belong,” says the Republican leader of Ohio, | 
“to ask the South to continue in sucha Union.” 


it would subvert the first principles of the Govern- 
ment.” Ah! you reélected him Senator after those 
avowals, and now would you expel men for the 
same avowals? If they are treason in a Repre- 


_ sentative what are they in a Senator? 


` thority which the gentleman himself I think ac- 


Miaj thus absolutely sacrificing the end to the means.—Jef- 


-prevalent in South Carolina, I doubt if Jefferson 


I ask my colleague if he did fiot sustain that 
Senator? Did he not vote for him for Senator, 
or would he not have voted for him? 

Mr. GARFIELD, I had not the pleasure of 
voting for the distinguished Senator from north- 
ern Ohio, but it would have given me great pleas- 
ure, and had I had that privilege 1 should have 
enjoyed it and acted upon it. : 

r. COX. Does the gentleman approve of Sen- 
ator Wape’s doctrine? 

Mr.GARFIELD. Will the gentleman allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. COX. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I wish to send to the desk 
to be read 

[Cries of “No!” “No! J 

Mr. COX. If it does not come out of my time 
Iwill not object. [Cries of ** Wellt?“ Wollt” 
and “No!” “No!” 

Mr. GARFIELD. J recall the paper. 


Mr. COX. Will the gentleman indicate what 
itis? 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will only say in refer- 
ence to this colloquy that if I cannot make m 
part of the colloguy as I choose, I will make it 
when the gentleman has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman can have the paper 
read if he pleases. I shrink from no responsibil- 
ity in this debate. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I desire to have read an au- 


knowledges. It is upon the same point that has 
just been in debate between us, and when it is 
read I have only a word to say. 

Mr. COX. Who is the authority? 

Mr. GARFIELD. Thomas Jefferson. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Jefferson, in a letter to J. B. Colvin, Sep- 
tember @0, 1810, says: 

* The question you propose, whether circumstances do 
not sometimes oceur which make it a duty in officers of 
high trust to assume autlorities beyond the law, is easy of 
solution in principle, but sometimes embarrassing in prac- 
tice. A strict observance of the written Jaws is doubtless 
one of the highest duties of a good citizen, hut it is notthe 
highest. The laws of necessity, of seli-preservation, of 
saving Our country when in danger, are of higher obliga- 
tion. To lose our country by a scrupulous adherence to 
written law would be to lose the law itself, with life, lib! 
erty, property, and all those who are enjoying them with 


ferson’s Works, vol. 5, p. 542. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I have only to state that 
that paper states, more ably and more eloquently 
than í can, the very doctrine which I have uttered, 
and for which the gentleman condemns me. 

Mr. COX. Now, ! do not know as to the au- 
thenticity of that quotation presented by the gen- 
tleman, but if the gentleman quotes it for the pur- 
pose of vindicating the lawlessness against the 
United States authorities which has been rampant 
in that part of Ohio where he lives, just as it was 


would have sanctioned such a pernicions and dis- 
organizing practice. I know the gentleman and 
his party are in favor ofa higher law than the Con- 
stitution, or the laws made in pursuance thereof, 
when, in their opinion, those laws impinge upon 
their consciences, But I deny all sich seditious 
and anarchical doctrine. Notwithstanding every 
authority, whether it be from Jefferson, Wade, 
or my colleague, I deny utterly the right of any 
one, secessionist or abolitionist, to infract or nul- 
lify any law of the United States or any clause of | 
its Constitution, for any purpose. I am in favor 
of the enforcement of the laws every where equally i 
upon every citizen of the United States. Butmy 

colleague takes the other ground, and quotes Jef- 

ferson to sustain it. But with such a lawless | 
programme how can he vote for the expulsion of 


my friend from Ohio because, as it is alleged, he i 


maintained the same principle? : How- cana de- | 


fender of :law-breakers-expel another for recog- 
nizing the breach of the very fundamental law of 
the Union? 

But I asked my colleague a question to which 
he-did not respond. It was whether he was in 
favor of the sentiments of Senator Wade in refer- 
ence to the right of revolution and against coer- 
cion. He said he would. have voted for him. 
Where does that place my colleague? Inthe cate- 
gory of my friend from Cincinnati, according to 


‘theallegation. How, then, can my colleague vote 


for the expulsion of a man who agrees with him 
and with this Senator; and who agrees with an- 
other and the principal light of the Republican 
patty? Horace Greeley in his paper states what 
{ will send to the Clerk to be read for the informa- 
tion of the gentleman. 

The Clerk read the following from the New 
York Tribune of the 2d of March, 1861: 


“ We have repeatedly said, and we once morc insist, that 
the great principle embodied by Jefferson in the Declaration 
of Independence, that Governments derive theirjust powers 
from the consent of the governed, is sound and just; and 
that, if the slave States, the cotton States, or the Gulf States 
only, choose to form an‘ independent nation, they have a 
moral right to do so 1” 


Mr. COX. Now, I ask my,colleague whether 
he favors that doctrine of Horace Greeley? He 
has been hitherto very prompt to answer. Ihave 


given himevery chance. He has no excuse now, 


and I beg my friend of the Abyssinian joke [laugh- 
ter] not to interrupt him. Task my friend if he 
agrees with Mr. Grecley in the doctrine which he 
laid down? i 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iwillsay to the gentleman 
that Í did not attend to the reading. s 

Mr. COX. My colleague is generally very 

sharp in hearing everything that falls from this 
side of the House. ; 
’ Mr. GARFIELD. I hope my friend will not 
intimate in any way whatever that I am not per- 
fectly willing to answer every question he sees fit 
to propound to me. 

Mr. COX. I will have it read again for the 
benefit of my colleague, for { have respect for the 
opinion of my colleague. 

The article was again read. , 

Mr. COX. Iask my colleague whether he be- 
lieves in that “ moral right of the Gulf or cotton 
States to make an independent nation?” 

Mr. GARFIELD. Iam perfectly willing to 
answer the gentleman, if he will proceed with his 
own remarks, and I can then get the. floor. I 
would prefer to answer him categorically then. 

Mr. COX, 1 will give the gentleman a chance 
to answer as I go along. Itisso much more in- 
teresting. [ like that dramatic and vivacious form 
of debate. My colleague is so apt and ready in 
debate. i 

Mr. GARFIELD. 
gentleman is through. 

Mr. COX. I am afraid people will draw a 
wrong conclusion from my colleague’s refusal to 
answer. Hie may not get a chance to answer to- 
day. But as he seems unwilling, I ask the priv- 
ilege of printing a few more extracts from the 

prey ae : 
great editorial light of his party, Mr. Greeley, 
in reference to letting the southern States go. No- 
body ever attempted to expel him out of the Re- 
publican party for such sentiments. 

“Tf the cotton States shall become satisfied that they can 
do better out of the Union than in it, we insist on the let- 
ting them go in peace, ‘Theright to secede may be a revo- 
lutionary one, but it exists nevertheless.?* * * * 
“ We mustever resist the right of any State to remain in the 
Union and nullify or defy the lawsthereot. To withdraw 
from the Union is quite another matter ; whenever a consid- 
erable section of our Union shail deliberately resolve to go 
out, We shall resist all coercive measures designed to keep 
itin. We hope never to live ina republic whereof one sec- 
tion is pinned to another by bayonets,”’—Tribune of No- 
vember 9, 1860. : 

+£ Tf the cotton States unitedly and earnestly wish to with- 
draw peacefully from the Union, we think they should and 
would be allowed to do so. Any attempt to compel them 
by force to remain would be contrary to the principles 
enunciated in the immortal Deciaratlon of Independence— 
contrary to the fundamental ideas on which human liberty 
is based’— Tribune, November 26, 1860. * 

“Tf it (the Declaration of Independence) justified the 
secession from the British Empire of three million coto- 
nists in 1776, we do not see why it wonld not justify the 
secession of five million southrons from the Union in 1861.” 
Tribune, December 17, 1860. 


I prefer to wait until the 


*¢ Whenever it shall be ciear that the great body of the | 


southern people have become conclusively alienated from 
the Union, and anxious to escape from it, we will-de our 
bestio forward their views.”—Trilune, February 23, 1861. 


Can it be possible that such opinions have been 
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uttered and the paper not suppressed? 
that members who ‘read-it-approvingh 
day, seck to expel a member. of th 
copying its worst features? Why w 
Constitution ‘ overteaped?? to suppress that 3 
nal and ‘exile-its editor =. Gentlemen: opposite 
take this journal and swear-by it.as the'gospel of 
emancipation and the exponent of Republican pol- 
icy. ‘They cannot get along without it, Why, 
then, are they: so sensitive when it ig alleged that 
a Democrat is going ‘in the direction pointed out 
by their own shining beacon? 09%“ ; 
<Mr. Speaker, I need not: ask; my colleague 
whether he voted for Abraham Lincoln for Pres: 
ident. I know that he did. “r do not:know 
whether he favors: Mr. Lincoln. or General Erë 
mont for the next Presidency, but I know thatsg 
far asthe ‘past is concerned ‘he is committed tò 


day 
juse fot 


: Mr. Lincoln and to his record and sentiments; 


L-propose to have read, for the information of my 
colleague, an extract from a speech-made by Mr. 
Lincoln, of Minois, on the 14th of February, 1848, 
and printed by Gideon & Co. especially: forcir- 
culation among such gentlemen as my.colleagné, 
Here: is the extract, and todit: I solicit -his atten» 
tion. Task him if he approves of the doctrine: 
If he does, he cannot consistently vote forthe exs 
pulsion of my colleague. The Clerk will read 
from the original and: genuine document. s 
The Clerk read as follows, from the pamphlet: 
“Any people, anywhere, being inclined and having thé . 
power, hive arightto rise up and shake off the existing Gop- 
ernment and form a new one,that suits them better.” 
Mr.COX. 1 may be allowed, before the Clerk 
reads any further, to call the attention of the dis- 
tinguished Speaker to thatextract. He voted for 
Mr. Lincoln. - Nobody knows whether he is för 
{Laughter.] I want to ask hith 


him or not now. f 
whether he approves of the doctrine, 06 00 
The Glerk read, as follows: -> Ps 
“This is a most valuable, a most sacred right, a Nght 
which we hope aud believe is to liberate the world. Nor 
is this right confined to cases in which the whole people of 
an existing Government may choose to exercise ite Any 
portion of such people that can, may revolutionize and ma: 
make their own so much of the territory as they inhabit. 
More than this, e majority of any portion of such: peopto 
may revolutionize, putting down a minority intermingled 
with or near about them who may oppose their move- 
ments.”—January 10, 1848, AAA nee eae 

Mr.COX. 1 get no response from the Speaker, 
He must approve of the revolutionary sentiments 
of the. President and be disgusted with his own 
resolution of expulsion. Perhaps he will:move 
to lay his resolution upon the table, or else vote 
to impeach Mr, Lincoln. i : : 

Mr. COLFAX. Wil the gentleman from Ohio 
yield to me? 

Mr. COX. . With the greatest pleasure. 

Mr. COLFAX. In reply to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Ohio, I have to repeat that the 
gentleman from Indiana upon this side of the 
House does not speak in the midst.of another 
gentleman’s speech by his courtesy, liable to'be 
stopped by him as the gentleman stopped his col- 
league recently. He speaks when he obtains the 
floor, and has no secret about his opinions in. res 
gard to any. subject. ; f : 

Mr. COX. Oh! Mr. Speaker, when the lead- 
ing man of this House comes down fromhishigh 
position to offer a resolution to expel a member 
who. comes here by the same right that he does, 
he cannot escape on account of his peculiar dig+ 
nity. When he descends to this floor, the còm- 
mon platform of us all, and condescends to mingle 
with us in debate, he cannotand shall not escape: 
Is he oris he notin favor of the doctrine laiddown 
by the President in the extracts which have-been 
read? ‘That is a very simple question. You :will 
lose no dignity, sir, by answering it now. [Laugh- 
ter.} We will look upon you with pride:and 
pleasure as the Speaker of this House if you-will 
condescend to delight us by evincing your opinion 
upon that subject. I pledge myself that youshall 
not be interrupted, 8 

Mr. COLFAX. In reply only to the personal 
remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, Laay this 
to him: that when I appear upon: this floor I do 


i not condescend from that chair.: The position of 


a member upon this floor is as exalted: and res 
sponsible as the position of him who-sits in that 
chair to administer your rales, The gentleman 
brings a reproach.upon himself and-upon his fel- 


| low-members upon this floor-when :he sneers at 


me and speaks of me, when Il appear upon this 


April 9, 


foor as the representative of my constituents, 
performing my duty sas condescending. The high- 
est position:a man ean hold in this House is that 
of a representative of one hundred and fifty. thou- 
sand people, sent here by their willing votes, and 
not by a mere majority of votes elected here as 
the Presiding Officer of this body. ah, 
Mr. COX... Mr. Speaker, I did not make any 
personal remarks in -regard to. my distinguished 
friend. Farbe it from me to throw any stain 
upon him for his condescension, 1 admire him 
too ‘much for his fairness and justice in presiding 
over our deliberations to reproach him. Never 
has he beard-a word of that kind from me. But 
when he comes ‘down from his exaltation to this 
floor and. undertakes. to engineer ‘a resolution 
through this. House for the expulsion of a brother 
member, he must take the consequences of the 
debate which. he inaugurates, : 

:Mr. COLFAX. I am willing to do so, per- 
fectly willing, 

Mr. COX. My friend. ‘does not seem now to 
be willing to do it. He shall not be interrupted 
if he answer whether he stands by Mr. Lincoln 
or not in these traitorous sentiments which I read 
from his speech. I am opposed to all such sen- 
timents, opposed to secession, opposed to revo- 
lution, and opposed to any change of our Gov- 
ernment, except in pursuance of the Constitution 
by the amendment thereof, That is the position 
_ of. the members on this side. But Mr. Lincoln 

was elevated to the Presidency by that lawless 
party on the other side, knowing his sentiments 
to be. in favor of secession and revolution, in favor 
of “any portion of the people that can, revolu- 
tionizing and making their own so much of the 
territory as they inhabit.’ I ask gentlemen, if 
my colleague deserves expulsion, does vot the 
President deserve impeachment? 

Bat if gentlemen say these questions are gone 
by, then | come to the condition of things since 
the war and press the question which was not 
answered, why did you notexpel Mr, Conway 
last Congress? 1 received no reply. I now ask, 
why notexpel the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr 
Joutan,} the colleague of the Speaker, for his 
apeech on the homestead law, wherein he cx- 

ressed sentiments which, if carried out, would 

ring about in the North the very convulsion and 
anarchy which we now unhappily have in the 
South. 

- The gentieman from Indiana, [Mr. Jurran,] on 

the }8:h of March, 1864, held these sentiments: 

“Congress must repeal the Joint resolution of last ycar 
which protects the fee of rebel landholders. ‘The Presi- 
dent, as Fam well advised, now stands ready to join us in 
such action. Should we fail todo this, the courts must 
80 interpret the joint resolution as to make its repeal ueed- 
Jess, Should both Congress and the courts stand in the 
way of the nation’s life, then ‘the red lightning of the peo- 
ple’s wrath? must consume the recreant men who refuse to 
execute the popular will, Our country, united and free, 
must be caved, at whatever hazard or cost; and nothing, 
not even the Constitution, must be allowed ta houl back the 
uplifted arm of the Government in blasting the power of the 
rebels forever.” : 

. Now, Mr, Speaker, we on this side of the 
House, in our simplicity, were taught last session 
of Congress by a patriotic and learned member of 
the opposite party from Massachusetts, (Judge 
Thomas,) that there could be no Union without 
the Constitution; that there could be no war car- 
ried on except in pursuance of the Constitution; 
that in using the appliances for subduing the re- 
bellion we are acting within the pale of the Con- 
atitution; that we seek domestic tranquillity alone 
by the sword the Constitution has placed in our 
hands; that in the path of war, as of peace, the 
Constitution is our guide and our light, the cloud 
by day, the pillar of fire by night; that in preserv- 
ing the Union and.the Constitution we vindicate 
in every part the indivisible Republic in its su- 
preme law; thatin seeking to change the Consti- 
tution, to break or overleap it, we become the 
rebels we are striving to subduc; that all ourla- 
bors and sacrifices for the Union of our fathers 
are for the Constitution, which is its only bond; 
that to make this a war, with the sword in the one 
hand to defend the Constitution, and a hammer 
in the other hand to break it to pieces, is no less 
treasonable than secession itself; and that outside 
of the pale of the Constitution the whole struggle 
is revolutionary. 

If these sentiments be true, sir-and no one 
will question them-—-why was not the gentleman 

from Indiana {Mr. Jurian] expelled for the trea- 
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sonable sentinients: I have quoted! Why was 
not a similar resolution to this moved in relation 
to him? . We on this side do not do it.. Weare 
in favor of the largest liberty of debate by the 
popular Representatives. We. understand that. 
the Constitution guaranties such debate. We did 
not disturb. your Judge Conway last session for 
his resolutions.. We did not vote for his resolu- 
tions; but you are responsible for his continuance 
in his position till the end of the last Congress. 

If it were a reproach to the country, as-our 
distinguished Speaker has stated, that a man 
should express himself here in favor of the rec- 
ognition of the southern confederacy; if it dis- 
honors and weakens us abroad and impairs our 
energies and discourages our efforts at home; #fit 
were equivalent to allowing members of the Rich- 
mond congress to come here and take part in 
our deliberations, (as the Speaker has alleged,) 
why was not the expulsion of the member from 
Kansas proposed by him? Ah! his case was of 
a different hue then. It was of a darker shade 
then. Now you are in favor of expelling a man 
from our midst who was sent here by the people, 
because he utters the same sentiments which this 
side repudiates, and which one of your own side 
uttered last session, and which you never sought 
to repudiate by the grave process of expulsion. 

3ut the Speaker did not resume his seat until 
he had made a fling at the Democracy of my 
State for supporting Mr. Vallandigham. Mr. 
Speaker, I took some part in the last contest for 
the Governorship of Ohio. -I did not fully agree 
with the gentleman who is now in exile, as mem- 
bers know, iv his votes on this floor, nor in re- 
gard to his peculiar Views of policy or peace. l 
upheld sadly but firmly the sword, after it had 
been unsheathcd, lest a worse alternative should 
ensue—the disunion of our beloved country. 

Mr. JULIAN. Will the gentlemnan yield to 
me for amoment? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. JULIAN. Thegentieman from Ohio read 
only a portion of a paragraph from the speech 
which E delivered in this House, and E wish he 
would allow me to have read at the desk the en- 
tire paragraph which L have marked. 

Mr. COX. If the members on the other side 
of the House will agree to extend my time I will 
yield for that purpose. F willinsertitin my speech 
when itcomesto be printed. I cannot yield now, 
as I have very little time left. 

Mr. JULIAN, Itis only a brief paragraph. 

Mr. COX. As I have said, I will yield if my 
time is extended, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. 
the extension of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. COX. I will insert in my speech what 
the gentleman desires, butas the extension ofmy 
time is objected to, Í cannot yield to him. The 
gentleman does notdeny that I have quoted him 
fairly so far as I have gone. Did not the gentle- 
man say that he was in favor of breaking down 
the Constitution to save the country? 

Mr. JULIAN. It is a perversion of what I 
did say. - 

Mr. COX. I would rather have it from your 
own lipsthan from any report. Are you in favor 
of breaking down the Constitution? 

Mr. JULIAN. I will answer the gentleman 
from Ohio. 1 said explicitly in the paragraph of 
my speech which I have asked the gentleman to 
allow to be read, that there was no necessity in 
the world for breaking down the Constitution in 
any of its parts to put down the presentrebellion 
inthe South. That is my position. 1 said the 
Constitution was made for the people, not the 
people for the Constitution; and that our fathers 
were not fools but wise men, who armed the nation 
with the power to crush its foes as well as to pro- 
tect its friends. 

Mr. COX. If that necessity existed? 

Mr. JULIAN. Ifit were necessary to save the 
life of the nation to depart from the letter of the 
Constitution I would, as I said in my speech, 
blast the power of the rebellion forever by the 
strong hand of war. 

Mr.COX. 1, too, would blast the power ofthe 
rebels by the strong hand of war; but f regard the 
life of the nation as bound up with the Constitu+ 
tion, and that to blast the Constitution you blast 
the Government. And by destroying the Con- 
stitution you do not put an end to this war nor 
suppress the rebellion. 


I object to 


Mr, JULIAN. Let me ask the gentleman a 
question.” . 

Mr. COX. - Certainly. ; 

_ Mr. JULIAN. lask the gentleman whether, 
if the salvation: of the nation’s life required the 
violation of the.letter of the Constitution, the gene 
tleman would be willing to save the life of the 
vation at that cost. . ` 

Mr. COX. I regard it as utterly impossible, 
under God, ever to save the life of the nation by. 
tearing out its vitals—its heart and brain. The 
Constitution is the frame in which the Govern- 
mentis enshrined. Lknow no other Government 
except that embodied in the Constitution. This 
is the Government which you are sworn to sup- 
port; not sworn to support, sir, in acertain emer- 
gency; not sworn to destroy, if necessary to save 
the life of the country, but unconditionally to sup- 
port at all times ani in all places, as if that life 
were bound up withit forever. You have taken 
upon your soul the oath to sustain that Consti- 
tution, Now you say on certain conditions you 
would break your oath! Whatis moral treason? 
What is moral perjury? Ido not charge these 
upon the gentleman; but I beg him to reconsider 
and call back his words. 

Mr. JULIAN. Will the gentleman yield to 
me right here? 

Mr. COX. I will, if the gentleman thinks I 
have done him injustice. 

Mr. JULIAN. Lhavetakenthat oath,and J have 
asserted publicly that there is no necessity in the 
world for violating it, But the gentleman has not 
answered the interrogatory which I propounded 
tohim. { wish him to state explicitly whether, 
if the Jife of the nation could only be saved by a 
violation of the Constitution, he would be willing 
to save it in that way. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side of the House.] 

Mr. COX. 1 willanswerthe question. lam 
used to laughter from that side of the House. It 
does not distract me, for laughter is not logic. 

What is the life of the nation, sir, of which we 
hear so much? [know no other life of the nation 
except that incarnate in the written Constitution, 
which protects property, person, home, con- 
science, liberty, and life. Take away these, and 
there is no nation. Society is stagnant and dead. 
The gentleman regards liberty as the life of the 
nation—a sort of ill-defined liberty for black and 


white, I suppose. I regard the Constitution as 
the embodiment of constitutional freedom in this 
country, the very body, life, and soul ofthe Union. 
That is the Constitution of the United States. 
When you strike that down you strike down the 
life of the nation. Therefore we, on this side, 
have determined, in order to save the life of the 
Government, to save the Constitution from de- 
struction. eae 

Mr. JULIAN. Will the gentleman aliow me 
to ask him another question? 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman is not fully an- 
swered | will say this, THAT UNDER NO CIRCUM- 
STANCES CONCEIVABLE BY THE HUMAN MIND% 
WOULD I EVER VIOLATE THAT CONSTITUTION FOR 
Any PURPOSE. [Criesof Thats it P? e That’sit t? 
fromthe Democratic side ofthe House.] As Judge 
Thomas has said, ‘*{ would cling to it as the 
bond of unity in the past, as the only practical 
bond of union in the future; the only land lifted 
above the waters, on which the ark of the Union 
can be moored. From that ark alone will go out 
the dove, blessed of the Spirit, which shall return 
bringing in its mouth the olive-branch of peace.’” 
To compass its destruction as a probable or pos- 
sible necessity, is the very ‘gospel of anarchy, 
the philosophy of dissolution.” 

- Mr. JULIAN. I wantto ask the gentlemana 
question. ‘ 

Several Memsens on the Democratic side ob- 
jected. f 

Mr. COX. T there be any man in this Cham- 
ber who holds or. utters any other sentiment in 
reference to the Constitution and his oath than 
this which [have éxpressed, I say to him that 
language has no term of reproach, and the mind 
no idea-of detestation, adequate to express the 
moral leprosy and treason couched in his lan- 
guage and clinging to hissoul. I will not desig- 
nate such utterances by any harsher language in 
% parliamentary body. : 
~ When interrupted by the member from Indi- 
anal was about to goa little further in answer 
to what the Speaker said in reference to the De~ 
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moeracy of Ohio. r: Speaker, 1 took a partin 
the campaign of last year, as 1 said, not because: 
lapproved.of the peculiar peace notions. of my 
former colleague. It was well known in Ohio 
that my votes here did not always coincide with: | 
his, and that my sentiments did not agree with 
his altogether; but when by an arbitrary arrest, 
without warrant, without a fair trial, in defiance 
of the Constitution, in defiance of a law passed 
by ourselves, in defiance of English and American 
traditions, petitions, and bills of right, he was ar- 
rested and exiled, the Democracy of Ohio raised an 
issue in favor of fair trial, freespeech, the immuni-. 
ties of personal freedom, and an honestand lawful 
administration of public affairs. That was our 
only issue.. | took ground everywhere in favor 
of the liberty of the citizen and the integrity of 
the Constitution: Disagreeing always with the 
peculiar tenets held by him in relation to coer- 
cion, I held that he had the same right to spealg| 
for peace as the soldier to fight for it. But 1 will 
say this for him, that nowhere, here or at home, 
did:he ever utter a sentimentordo an act looking 
to the recognition of the southern confederacy. 
He said in his place in this House, again and 
again, and quoted Mr. Calhoun’s opinions on the 
Mexican war in his justification, that he would 
not oppose the voting of men and money tocarry 
on this. war, the responsibility for-which he did 
not covet. nor bear., But, sir, he never would 
consent to a peace based upon recognition. He 
soisaid in the North, and he said the same in his 
exile in the South. 

We were defeated in Ohio on account of the 

issue made on the peacesentiment. I bowed to 
that decision. But, sir, while there are some in 
our party opposed to coercion and in favor of a 
peace indiscriminately, without regard to conse- 
quences, the great body of the Democratic people 
inour State and in the North have never gone 
beyond one conclusion; and that is, they are for- 
ever opposed to curtailing the limits of our empire 
by the recognition ofa new nation carved outof our 
territory and. made up of our States and people. 
Come war, come peace, come anything, we would 
bring about a restoration of the old Government, 
with the old order. Our determination is to fol- 
low the line of duty laid down by the distinguished 
Governor of New York, Horatio Seymour, to 
superadd to force the policy of conciliation; not 
to: withdraw our forces from the field and yield 
to the South independence, but to superadd one 
‘other element of Union—kindness and Christi- 
anity. If gentlemen cannot understand how two 
such ideas are compatible in the same mind with 
each other and with patriotism, I cannot teach 
them. » While we have been ever ready to sustain 
our gallant soldiers in the field by our money 
and our men, we have been also ready at every 
hour of our triumph and at every opportunity for 
compromise to extend an honorable amnesty to 
the erring; not the jugglery of the exccutive am- 
nesty, based upon a proclamation of abolition 
which is a lie, but an amnesty which shall bring 
back the great. body of the people South—if it be 
yet possible—to their old allegiance. We desire 
to make ‘our victories consequential by the reha- 
bilitation of the States as they were, and to make 
out of them and.not out of illegitimate States—the 
offspring of a corrupt Executive—the old Union, 
ane and indivisible! 
+ Thisis the policy of the northern Democracy. 
‘Upon that platform weintend to contend in the No- 
‘vember election. Whoever may be our candidate, 
that will be our doctrine, and you cannot (as the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wasunurne] tried 
to do yesterday,) give ita different interpretation, 
because of the speech of my colleague,[Mr.Lone,} 
or because of the partisan attempt to expel him 
for the sentiments he has uttered. 

We accept as our platform the integrity of the 
‘Union. Upon that platform we will never, in 
any emergency of this Republie, yield up this 
country and its Constitution to secession, and 
to its baleful counterpart, abolition. “Amid all 
‘the darkness, the thick darkness around us, we 
will cling tothe single, simple, sublime issue—the 
Constitution, and the. Union ef which it is the 
bond; the old Union. God bless the old Union, 
and the wrath of the Lamb of God shrivel to 
their very sockets the arms lifted to destroy it; 
not in vengeance, but in mercy to them and toall 
mankind.” 


f does he vote by himself and alone? 


Mr. KELLEY, We have witnessed, to accept 


the language of the gentleman who-has just taken 
his seat, [Mr..Cox,] two extraordinary spectacles 
this morning, for one, the earlier, of which-Lam 
deeply gratetul. We have seen the Spealser of 
the House. leave his chair and move-what, in my 
judgment, is a very appropriate resolution of-ex- 
palsion; and we have beheld. a member. of the 
[Louse attempt to justify by indirection that which 
he-dare not vindicate, the language and purposes 
of his colleague whose expulsion has been pro- 
posed. is the gentleman in favor of the doctrines 
uttered yesterday afternoon by his colleague, or | 
does he disavow any of them? . In a brief pass- 
ing phrase he makes a disavowal, but the remain- 
der of the hour he gave to a justification of his 
treason. : À 

Sir, he talks of 1861, and attempts to justify his 
colleague by raising false issues and irrelevant 
questions. More than a century of ordinary his- 
tory intervenes between the days of which he 
speaks and the hour in which he makes his plea 
for impunity for the utterance of treason on the 
floor’of Congress. He says that the Licutenant 
Governor of Ohio, who was elccted last fall, once 
entertained doubts of the right to coerce a State 
that might attempt to secede. What if he did? 
What has that to do with the question.before the 
House? But where did Mr. Stanton stand and 
what was his attitude when he received the suf- 
frages of so large a majority of the people of Ohio? 
It was on a war platform, as a friend of the vig- 
orous prosecution of the war, as a friend of the 
Union, urging by voice and example the people 
of Ohio to sustain the Government in all its ef- 
forts to maintain its supremacy over every inch 
of our broad territory; and it will not do to tall 
of what his abstract opinions may have been three 
years ago, before the rebels had begun the war, 
any more than it would to impugn the patriotism 
of General Butler by referring to his votes in the 
Charleston convention. We were then at peace. 
Now we are involved in bloody war, 

Sir, the question before us is a question of Jaw, 
The member whose expulsion is moved has sworn 
and subscribed the oath } hold in my hand, and 
in which are these words: 

“As I will answer under the pains and penalties of per- 
jury, I will support and defend the Const®ution of the Uni- | 
ted Slates against all enemies, foreign and domestic 3 I will 
bear true faith and allegiance to the same; 1 take this obli- 
gation freciy, without any mental reservation or purpose of 
evasion; and J wih weli aod faithfully discharge the duiics 
of the office on which I am about to euter.”? 

Sir, this test oath had not been incorporated 
into the law of our country in 1861, and it is un- 
der that oath that the gentleman’s colleague is 
arraigned; nor can the plea of abstract opinions 
of the construction of the Constitution be raised | 
in vindicationgf. his treason. The whole subject 
is res adjudicata. The Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, by which the gentleman on the other 
side of the Mouse used to stand, has passed upon 
the question, That court, in the prize cases re- 

orted in 2 Black, decided that this Government 
is Involved in a war, a territorial war, and is 
quired by the law of nations and by the Consti- 
tution of the United States to treat the people of 
the rebellious territory as alien or publie enemics, 
or at least thatthe Government may eleet between | 
its belligerent powers and its sovereign powers; 
nay, need not elect between them, but may exer- 
cise them all in order to bring the war to a speedy 
and successful close. 

Wilinot the gentleman or some of his colleagues 
utter a living voice and not.croak from the tomb 
of 1861? Are there no men upon that side of the 
House who remember the oath they have taken, 
apd who find a decision of the United States laws | 
binding on their conscience? The gentleman says 
that his colleague speaks for himself alone. Sir, 
Is his voice 
Did 


the only one that utters such sentiments? 


not the distinguished leader of his party, the gen- į! 


tleman from New York city, [Mr. Fernanvo | 


| Woop,] tell us early in the session substanually 


what he toldus yesterday, while carefully guard- 
ing himself so as to keep his expressions within 
the limits of the law? Dig he sot tell us that it 
was impossible to conquer an agricultural people 
of the numerical force of the rebels? That our war! 
was wicked, cruel, and a waste of human Hie? | 
That it could never bring an-alfirmative result? | 
And are there not alwaysa body of men ready to | 
vote, let the question be what iumay, with him i 
who yesterday so frankly pleaded the cause of | 


do. the key-note t 
ruling spirits of the Democratic par 


the rebels? No, hedid-n 

individual. Heechoed—nay, | 
he uttered more boldly than ot 
that guides th 


and throughout the countrys En, 
find the key to that concert of actionwhich + 
them.all-upon every proposition thatma 
rass. the Government in. any of ils depar hiss. 
l speak. of the Jeading and rūling minds of the” 
other: side of the House, for my. eye rests tipou, 
gentlemen who often rise above party and vote, 
with the country. a ee ae 

Bat the geatleman:spoke for that solid phalanx 
whieh is the vertebre, muscle, and nerve:of t 
Hemocratic party, and gives it character through- 
out-the country. -+f Our brothers,” said the gen= 
tleman, [Mr. Cox,] ‘our brothers in the Army: 
stand by the country, but do not approve of ‘the , 
Africanized policy of the Administration.: Now, 
sir, if this be true, and wall their brothers in the 
army are to be found. among the nen who voted 
against the Administration in. the Ohio election, 
whati have to say of them is that they are hardly: 
numerous enough to talk about.. If the gentle- 
man’s assertion be trac, there is hardly a brother’: 
apiece to the members of this House in the Army s, 
but God auly knows, certainly L do not, how 
many thousands of Ohio soldiers. voted against 
the gentleman’s peace doctrines and. peace caiz, 
didates and in favor of what he is pleased to 
term “the Africanized policy of the Administra- 
tion.” I do not think that of the soldiers’ of 
Pennsylvania you will find one in five hundred 
that would not be ready to brain the gentleman 
from the second district of Ohio if he would utter 
in their camps the doctrines that he uttered here 
and for which his colleague pleads for impunity. 
Gentlemen, make up the roll of your brothers in 
the Army whoare opposed to the Administration 
and its policy. Parade them, that we may teach 
our children to know just how large a delegation 
the peace parly has in the Army of the United 
States. They will call the volt as a matter of 
amusement as they sing ‘the House that Jack 
built,” or other lullabies. 

This is a fine time for gentlemen opposite toas- 
sail my distinguished colleague, [Mr. STEVENS] 
who is detained at home by sickness. ‘ When 
the cat is away the mice will play.” [Laughter.} 
They have hada delicious time at the expense of 
my venerable colleague this morning, but Í advise 
them to keep in their holes after he resumes his 
seat. It was a brave sight to see the freedom with 
which his arguments, or rather their perversions 
of his arguments, were put before the House to- 
day. Who dare associate his hame with that of 
the traitors in arms against the Government? 
None with impunity when he is present; and these 
gentiemen would no morchave dared to make their 
assaults on him in his presence than they would 
have dared attempt to scale the walls of high’ hea- 
yen. He pleads throughout his able argument 
foran earnest prosecution of the war. Tle founds 
his theory on the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, and asks the Government to 
exercise all the power with which it is armed 
against the rebels—to treat them as ‘ public ene- 
mies’? whose lands, whose ships, whose every 
item of wealth, yes, whose very lives, are at the 
mercy of the Government of the nation against 
which they war. And shallne, holding doctrines 
so sustained by theory and absolute decision, and 
impelled by such patriotic purposes, havebis name 
associated with that of one who comes before the 
nation and cries, “ Heaven bless the traitors and 
curse my country,” for that was substantially the 
prayer of the gentleman from the second district 
of Ohio? ; 

As to Judge Conway’s resolutions, and. the 
tone of his speech, they found no approval on this 
floor. The resolutions were iabled by a vote of 
one in the negative, and every other voice in the 
House in the affirmative. I well remember the 
occasion; the motion was made by our lamented 
friend from Mlinois—Lovejoy, the earnest soul. 
There was no voice to sympathise with them or 
their author, Bat what was Judge Conway’s 
drift? It was that from the way the war was 
then dragging along, and from what he regarded 
as the inefficiency of the military administration, 
we would never conquer the South; but that if 
separation took place, the Union, would be reés- 
tablished by. the conquest: northern ideas and 


srificiples' would achieve over the ‘people of the 
uth.’ “He lad vot taken the oath that binds the 
gentleman ftom Obio, nor had the Supreme Court 
then defined the character of the’ war, and his 
quer was as to the best ‘and surest. means of 
making liberty and Union one and inseparable 


forever,” 

But what was thë political action produced by 
his action? - The Kansas Legislature, if I am 
correétly informed, condemned his doctrine and 
invited him to resign, and Judge Conway, pure 
man and earnest’ patriot as he is, will regret to 
the latest day of his life that influenced by any 

_ train of reasoning he had permitted himself to be 
brought to such a-conclusion.” Bat I again ask’ 
ou to remember'that what he did was done be-’ 
‘ore the adoption of the test oath and before. the 
decision by the Supreme Court in the prize cases 
which gave us the law for this case. Sir, it was 
no sudden impulse that moved the gentleman, to 
whom the resolution relates, to speak as he did. 
His purposes, when he took the oath of office as 
a member of this House, were what they are to- 
day. His convictions pledged him to act, in all 
things and by every vote he should give, in favor 
‘of the rebellion and against his country. -Con- 
trolled by the opinions he uttered yesterday he 
could not give a vote that.would be, in good 
faith, either for the maintenance of the Constitu- 
tion or the support of the country, Andif he lie 
in an. unmarked grave it will be because his own 
fond dreams of a southern confedaracy shall never 
be realized. . For to no northern man is that con- 
federacy more deeply indebted than to him who 
proclaims to a nation that, in its service, he is 
willing to ‘wear perjury as a garment, and do the 
daily work ofa porjured man. He is in favor of 
recognizing the South, Ele is in favor of giving 
them their independence. He believes that we 
can survive if our territorial limits were reduced 
to their original proportions. Is this Constitu- 
tion which | hold the one he swore to support? 
Is itin conformity with Rs preamble that he would 
+ surrender to an enemy at war with us half of our 
country and nearly half of the States? That pre- 
amble reads; 

H We the people of the United States, in order to form 
amore perfect Union, establish justices, insure domestic 

| drauquiillty, provide for the common detense, promote the 
general welfare, aad sccure the blessings of fiberty toour- 
selves and our posterity, doordain and establish this Con- 
stitution for tbe United States of America.” 
_ Was it, Task, the Constitution of which that 
is the preamble that the gentleman swore tosup- 
por? [fit was, you will bear me witness that 
my language has not been unjustly harsh. Isit 

“under the Constiotion, of which section four of 
article four reads as follows, that he proposes to 
acknowledge the independence of the so-called 
confederate States and let them go? 
. {Phe United States shall guaranty to every State In this 
Union a republican frn of government, and shall protect 
each of them dgainst invasion.” 

Does his colleague and friend say that when he 
took the’ oath he meant to stand by and maintain 
the Union, preserve domestic tranquillity, and 
guaranty to every State a republican form of gov- 
ernment? [le disavowed the whole theory yes- 
terday, and defended the right and fact of seces- 
sion. What will he do with the infant giant, West 
Virginia, when helets the rebellious States go out 
of the Union? Will he surrender to the rebel 
leaders and their tender mercies—to the men who 
mined the Libby prison with nine hundred Union 
prisoners in it, and prepared to blow it up—will 
he surrender to ‘thejr tender mercies the people of 
West Virginia, and send them back to make part 
of the Old Dominion? What will he do with the 
people of Missouri who have dared to emancipate 
theirslavesand make Missouri a free State? Shall 
they be compelled to leave their homes, gather up 
and reénslave such of their former -chattels as 
they can, or be themselves erislaved by the des- 
pots of the man-owning oligarchy? How will he 
dispose of Arkansas, her new constitution, and her 
free people, white and black. Does the gentleman 
mean to hand them over to an auto da f? And 
the people whe have made the free State of Lou- 
isiana, what will he do with them? I hope he 
will give us a constitutional reply to these ques- 
tions. His areument will reduce them all to sub- 
mission to Jefferson Davis and the infernal crew 

who since they began this war have filled nearly 
a-quarter of a million graves with the best aad 
bravest of our land. h, can it be that the soil | 
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of any norther State gave birth to one who would: 


crawl through the blood of his murdered brothers . 


aid beg ‘their assassins to pardon and pity him? 
This is what the gentleman from the second dis- 
trict’ of Ohio hag expressed his desire to do, and 
what be'urges the men of this House to do in th 
name of our common country. : 
I will not follow him in'hisargument: - I arose 
simply for the purpose of exposing the mean petti- 
fogging of his champion on this floor, and hop- 
ing to bring from among: the brave men: of that. 
side of the House some one who would avow the 
doctrines upon which we descant, or boldly disa- 


_vow them in the name of his party. 


Mr. DAWSON, ‘In answer to thatremark of 
my colleague I wish to say, right here, that the 
gentleman from Ohio was candid enough to de- 
clare in the speech referred to, that he spoke for 
himself, and himself alone, and not for the Dem- 
ocratic party. That ought to be a sufficient re- 
ply to my colleague, and I trust that it is satis- 
factory. 

While I am up I have one further remark to 
make. ‘The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] yesterday, in speaking of the order known 
as the “t Knights of the Golden Circle,’? declared 
that “it was under the protection and fraternity 
of the Democratic party.” Now, there may be 
such a society as the * Knights of the Golden 
Circle.” For myself, as a Democrat, I declare I 
have no knowledge of any such order. 

Mr. COX. Nor has anybody else on this side 
of the House. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
i Democratic party in Pennsylvania and every- 
where else, and in my intercourse with Demo- 
cratic members in this House, I have scarcely 
ever heard any reference made to that order. I 
know nothing of its being under the care and 
protection of the Democratic party, and I repudi- 
ate the charge in the roundest terms. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
L have but a word to say in reference to the ques- 
tion now under discussion. [have as much re- 
gard, sir, for the Constitution of the United States, 
and the laws made in pursuance thereof, and all 
the oaths here taken by me to support the pro- 
visions of that instrument, as any man upon this 
floor. But Lrise now simply for the purpose of 
centering a solemn protest against the lectures upon 
patriotism, fidelity to oaths, and the truthfulness 
of members upon this side of the House, made 
by my colleague from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ker- 
LEY,} who stands upon the record now in my 
hand with having stated upon this floor an utter 
and deliberate falschood, He is not the man to 
tall about perjury. He is not the man to talk 
about fidelity to oaths. He is nohe mar to talk 
about candor and truthfulness. 

Lam not here, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of 
indorsing the sentiments of the gentleman whose 
name is now so prominently before the House. 


I disagree with many sentiments uttered by that 
gentleman, Butit ill becomes my colleague, and 
it ill becomes the members on the other side of 
the House, to be so sensitive of the faithful dis- 
charge of their duty under the oaths they have 
taken. For I remember who, on the 4th of March, 
1861, before high Heaven, and with uplifted hand, 
swore to maintain, support, and: preserve invio- 
late the Constitution of the United States. It was 
the only oath he was required to take. We have 
had Mr. Lincoln himself in the exercise of his 
discretion pushing that sacred instrument aside, 
Power was never given him to say that, under 
certain circumstances, the Constitution should be 
suspended. That is the doctrine of the gentlemen 
on the other side. With them the Constitution 
is pliable, and can be made to bend whenever it 
is required to bring it down to the level of their 
views. That is the prime feature of their creed, 
and that doctrine has pervaded the entire legisla- 
tion of the present Congress. lt has no basis 
other than that of prejudice and fanaticism. 
Now, sir, I cannot be drawn into this discus- 
sion. 1 cannot be induced to indorse all the sen- 
timents uttered by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Long.] But if the other side of the Houge are so 
sensitive upon the subject of a faithful discharge 
of duty, of fidelity to the obligations we were re- 
quired to take when we came to occupy seats upon 
this floor, why did they not commence one year 


eras 


In my intercourse with the 


F made an allegation in regard to my colleague, | 


and T presùme it-is-of so serious a nature thaty:: 
though he may consider me personally worthy: 
of. io notice, thequestion under consideration js? 
one which he cannot entirely afford to disregards | 
He said ‘the other day that. my lamented ‘father’ 
had éongratulated him upon his success over thes 
ruin of broken pledges, and upon ‘his having obi: 
tainéď a majority of ten thousand votes as an in- 
dorsement of the breaking of that pledge, when» 
my father had been in ‘his grave: for fourteen: 
months, i j pei A 
I have said this much in defense of the memory“ 
of aman whose memory. that man should have. 
respected, and not have had him ‘figuring here: 
upon this floor as'an indorser of that which. he; 
during his whole life, long despised, - ahi 
Mr. KELLEY. My colleague has notstartle 
me nor my friends around me by the announces’ 
ment he has made. If he has surprised. us, it is 
By the length of time it seems to have taken him: 
to discover the fact that in speaking of his father 
as having lived to 1851, 1 had mistaken one man 
for another. Yet while in my direct assertion I 
was not accurate, my statement was substantially 
true. ‘ i 
l am sorry tobe dragged thus personally before: 
the House, but the affection borne me by my cole. 
league and one.or two of his associates will oce 
casionally give me prominence. He-has opened: 
somewhat of a story, for even he shall not by 
innuendo lead any man to believe that‘‘a would- 
be traitor” is a proper epitaph for his father, the: 
late Jesse Miller, of Pennsylvania.. I.ought:to 
speak respectfully and affectionately of that la- 
mented gentleman, for he was my friend through 
a long series of eventful years. He was secre- 
tary of State to Francis. R. Shunk, Governor 
of Pennsylvania, who was elected to that office 
in the autumn of 1844. Governor Shunk’s ad- 
ministration did me the honor, young as I then 
was, especially in my profession, for I had been 
in the workshop until twenty-five years of age, 
to make me assistant attorney general, as will 
appear by the records of the cousts of Philadel- 
phia and the archives of the State. TE 
The secretary of the Commonwealth was my 
valued friend. During thatadministration I ceased, 
by resignation, on the incoming of Hon. John M: 
Read as attorney general, to be assistant attorney 
general. ] remained out of office about four months, 
when by the solicitation of the administration I 
resumed its duties, and at the end ofa few months, 
without intimation to me, that same administrar 
tion, Jesse Miller being of its councils, appointed 
me judge of the court of common pleas of Phila- 
delphia. a oy 
During all the period to which I refer and until 
his death there was an intimacy between that gen- 
tleman and myself, J may almost say as close and 
as. affectionate as between his son and. him. The 
great struggle now upon us is but the result: of 
what had been going on within the bosom of and 
around that administration. The slavery ques- 
tion was then doing the terrible work which was 
to result in this rebellion. Governor Shunk and 
his cabinet and friends rallied around him who 
was then the brave young spirit of our Keystone 
State, David Wilmot. They sustained him. ih 
the matter of the proviso, while James Buchanan 
and those who adhered to him, opposing the. State 
administration, strove to bring Pennsylvania to 
the feet of the slave power by committing her in 
public meetings, in Stateconventions, and through 
the Legislature, to the extension. of the Missouri 
line to whatever might be or become the wester 
boundary. of the country. t “hy 
- In all the councils held upon that subjeet.the 
gentleman’s father and. I were in unity, and every 
man surviving the administration of Francis R. 
Shunk, who was living at the last presidential 
election voted. for Abraham Lincoln. They are 
allof the Republican party to-day; they are all of 
the party, and. my colleague will admit the fact... 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. . Willmy 
colleague allow me to set him right? He is cer- 
tainly mistaken. Thechief clerk in the ‘office of 
the secretary of the Commonwealth i 
Mr. KELLEY. Ido not pretend to say. bit 
what there may be some messengers or other very 
subordinate officers who do not belong to the Re- 
publican party. k 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Who are 
the officers of that administration but-the geere- 
tary of the Commonwealth and his assistants ? 


T864. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. . Whoofthe 
administration to which the gentleman refers ‘was 
alive on the day that Abraham. Lincoln was 
elected? : dae oth ee 

oMr. KELLEY. Benjamin Champney; and he, 
this day is a Republican. Sask wie 

‘Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. . Is that all?: 
--Mr. KELLEY. John Laporte was living. at: 
that time. : ex hi 
Mr. MILLER, of. Pennsylvania. . He did not 
vote at that election.” He was sick in his bed. 

Mr. KELLEY. . I do not know how that may 
have been; but I do know that a more- earnest 
and laborious Republican the State of Pennsyi- 
vania did. not contain. It may be possible that 
he was unable to be-carried to the polls on that 
election day. Will the gentleman deny that he 
was a leader of the Republicans? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I do not 
hesitate to say that he did coéperate with the Re~ 
publican party this latter day of his life., My 
object is simply now to state this to the gentle- 
man, which he knows fully as well as myself, 
that. with that exception, and one other to which 
he has referred, there is nota vestige left, and was 
not on the day of Mr.Lincoln’s election, of Gov- 
ernor Shunk’s administration. And when he un- 
dertakes to invoke the spirit of that great man 
asan ipdorsement of the principles he is advo- | 
cating here to-day, he is doing injustice to the 
memory of a man who was a patriot and a sup- 
porter of the Constitution. : 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman’s earlier ref- 
erence was not to 1860. The vile spawn of Rob- 
ert Tyler that he brought before the House relates 
* to 1851. There were a good many members of 

that administration alive then; and all who were 
alive were my friends in that contest. My col- 
league even will not dispute this. 
` Kane, who had first called me to the office of as- 
sistant attorney general, was especially my warm 
friend. I say this while he has sons, one ef them 
being Brigadier General T. L. Kane, who can con- 
firm or contradict it. Hon. John M. Read and 
_ Hon. John M. Purviance, who are also survivors 
of Governor Shunk’s cabinet, are, like their 
former colleagues, war men, and voted for Mr. 
Lincoln. Under the excitement of debate, remem- 
bering the whole mass of things; remembering the 
long years of intercourse and correspondence, of 


friendly and social intercourse; remembering that | 


in all that time no division line had parted Mr. 
Miller and myself, I confounded him with Hon. 
John Laporte, and so made the mistake, But E 
affirrn that did Jesse Miller live to-day he would 
be, asevery surviving member of thatadministra- 
tion is, for the war and the Government. My 
colleague proves the fact that other hereditary 
qualities than gout skip a generation in the line 
of descent. His father was a man of intellect and 
principle, and would have been on the side of his 
country in this sedson of her trial had he lived. - 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I was ab- 
sent from the House on yesterday when the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone] made the speech to 
which allusion has been made to-day. I know 
not what he said, nor what his speech contained; 
but I confess, sir, I was somewhat surprised this 
morning, after the organization of the House, to 
see the Speaker descend from his chair to the floor 
and offer a resolution to expel a member of this 
House for words spoken in debate. I. know of 
no parallel case in the history of our Government. 
I had imagined that, under our Constitution, Rep- 
resentatives upon this floor had a right to express 
their opinions upon any public question that 
might be under discussion here. It is a right 
which I believe has not been seriously questioned | 
until now. : 

But, sir, perhaps I ought not to have been sur- | 
prised, perhaps I ought to have been prepared for 
this, since the spirit of revolution is abroad and 
political and social systems are stirred to their 
foundations. It is, in such times, perhaps not 
strange that members of this House may not be 
permitted to express their honest opinions when 
those opinions happen to conflict with those of the 
majority here; perhaps I ought not to be surprised 
that a motion should be made immediately for the 
expulsion of the member. i i 

Sir, I do not commit myself to anything which | 
the gentleman from Ohio said in his speech yes- | 
terday, for I know not what he did say save | 
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Hon. John K. | 


from what has been developed in this discussion. 


independence of the so-called: southern confeder- 
acy, inthat he expressed a sentiment from which 
I dissent, one that T do not now feel: and: never 
have felt. Butif that-is hishonest sentimentand 
conviction l take it that he had a right-to express 
it as a member upon -this floor; and when we 
arrive at the point when members upor: this floor | 
are-not permitted thus to express their opinions 

we shall have reached a point when the majority 

of this House will have becometyrants and can 

crush out all opposition in spite of the Constitu- 

tion, in spite of law, and in spite-of the rules of 

this deliberative body. i Ges 

Sir, I was no advocate of the secession of the 
southern States; I am not to-day, nor am I will- 
ing or ready to admit. their independence; but if 
gentlemen honestly entertain different opinions 
they have a right to express them, and if in ex- 
pressing them they are in conflict with the opin- 
lons of their constituents, their constituents will 
change their repwesentatives and remedy the in- 
justice done to them bya legal and constitutional 
method. 

I believe that the resolution of the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. Cotrax] is based upon the 
ground that the speech of the gentleman from 
Ohio gives aid and encouragement to the enemy. 
Well, sir, that may be so, and yet an act which 
violates the privileges of a member upon this 
floor will also be calculated-to give aid and com- 
fort to the enemies of the Government, since they 
will see in it that revolutionary spirit whieh por- 
tends the overthrow of the constitutional liber- 
ties not only of members of Congress, but of the 
people of the northern States. Suppose his re- 
marks are calculated to give aid and comfort to 
the enemies of our Government, to the rebels in 
arms against it, are we for that reason bya reso- 
lution to exclude him from this House in con- 
tempt of its rules, in contempt of his constitu- 
tional rights and the constitutional rights of his 
constituents? By so doing we bring into con- 
tempt to that extent the Constitution, the rules of 
the House, and the law by which he holds aseat 
upon this floor. We surrender up these consti- 
tutional guarantees and place ourselves at the 
mercy ofa remorseless majority, who would over- 
ride the rules of the House, override the Constitu- 
tion, and wreak their vengeance on members of 
the Opposition on this floor. 

They say that the declarations of the gentleman 
from Ohio are in violation of his obligations under 
the oath which he has taken when he took his 
seat on this floor, and that in that way he gives 
aid and comfort to the enemies of the country. 
If a discussion of constitutional obligations is cal- 
culated'to give aid and comfort to the enemies of 
the country, there are others in high places who, 
during this Administration, have been giving aid 
and comfort to the enemy—others, too, who had 
bound themselves by solemn oaths to observe the 
Constitution and preserve the rights of the States. 
When the President of the United States took the 
oath of office, he took upon himself the obligation 
to administer the law and to execute it in the spirit 
and according to the letter of the Constitution, | 
Let us see whether he has not, not only in one 
instance by a public expression, but by an official 
act, violated not merely the letter but the spirit 
of the Constitution, and thus given aid and com- 
fort to the enemy. 

When the President of the United States took 
that oath of office he pledged himself to the coun- 
try that all the rights which pertain to the United 
States should be respected by him. He bound 
himself under the solemn obligations of an oath 
thus to execute his official trust. But under the | 
plea of public necessity he has, once and again, 
violated the letter and the. spirit of the Constitu- 
tion; yet the getitlemen who are so tender on this 
subject have not submitted resolutions of censure | 
against him.. He violated a provision of the | 
Constitution by suspending the writ of habeas 
corpus. He violated the Constitution by sus- 
pending that writ in the States that were not in 


LL. GLOBE: 
“1 f-he proclaimed-his readiness to ackhowledgethe 


‘took away from: thé eitiz 
tional right; which declares tha’ 


| sir, Lalso love the Constitution. 


Insurrection or invasion, and where the public 
necessity did not demand its suspension. He 
violated his oath when he declared all the States 
of the Union under martial law, putting them in 
a position where he placed it out of the power of | 
the courtsewhen applied to by a victim of malice 
to issue their writ and inquire into the quse of 
his commitment. In doing this he gave aid and 


corn fort to: the rebelii 


“nd person skatt 
be punished except upon presentment and ine 
dictment by a grand jury, and upon tridlin open 
court before a jury of the country. “And thus 
he gave aid and comfort to the eréiiigs: of: thé: 
ee aaah BOS Stes atl Se : 
os it said that these-wcts were all. necessary? 
How necessary?) When was it that your juries’ 
in New England-and in the northern States were. 
either incompetent or atiwilling to discharge the: 
functions of their office? “When wasit, in New: 
England or in the northern States, that the course’ 
of justice was impeded ‘either by insutrection or 
invasion? Not certainly’ during the: history of 
this rebellion. If, then, the courts were open, if 
the judges were’ willing and able to administer 
justice, was there any necessity for the President 
of the United States thus attempting to render 
the military power independent of and superior: 
to the civil power? In doing this‘did he not give 


| aid and comfort to the enemy, showing them that 
he, in the highest seat of power, was: disregard- 


ing his constitutitnal rights as a. citizen in thud 
declaring martial law and: closing thé courts to 
those who were'cliarged with trimé? = 5 Rak 


The President has thus, in-‘my judgment, vios 
lated his constitutional obligations, and yet gen- 
tlemen are as silent as the grave on these acts of 
usurpation on his part. it is not until a huni: 
ble member of the House, in the exercisé of what 
has been conceded to be his right as a member 
on this floor, addresses the Committee of the 
Whole on public questions that the fears and 
jealousies of that side of the House are so sud- 
denly aroused. The President of the United States 
not only struck down the writ of habeas corpis, 
leaving the victims of jealousy or hate’ to: be in- 
prisoned for months and years, buthe took away 
the óld right of trialby jury. He took away the 
presentment and the indictment and the safe- 
guards which the courts of the country: throw 
around those charged with crime., For the wars 
rant of a magistrate he substituted the mandate 
ofa provost marshal; for presentment or indicts 
ment by a grand jury he substituted the specifi- 
cations of a judge advocate; for the jury of his 
country ‘he gave the accused a military court; and 
for a speedy public trial- in the State or distri¢t 
where the offense was charged to have been com> 
mitted he substituted a long imprisonment, with= 
out the accused being informed of the charge on 
which he was arrested or the cause of his im- 
prisonment. ; A eae seen a ae 
Gentlemen talk about the free expression of 
opinion. They tell us the utterances of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. were treasonable; according to 
their opinion, and their indignation has-been 
aroused to such an extent that they cannot wait 
to have the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings . 
read to the House. Immediately we met, the 
Speaker comes down fromhis position as Presid- 
ing Officer, comes down upon this floor avid heréi 
offers a resolution for the expulsion of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio for words used in debate. ‘I 
remarked that there was a spirit of revolution 
abroad. It has manifested itself most unmistak- 
ably here to-day. These gentlemen would ex= 
clude a member of this House from his seat upon 
this floor for the expression of his sentimentag 
When this proscription has once commenced who: 
can tell where the ax will next fall? I do not: 
know but the ax may fall upon me, devoted as 
I have always been to this Government and anx-' 
jous for its success. While J hate the rebellion, 
I love it because’ 
it covers the citizen, high or low, with its panos 
ply of strength and security, againstany infringe= 
ment of his rights, It is because | love it en that 
ground that I declare my intention to set my 
face against those whose ucts look toward rey- 
olution, come they in whatever shape they may. 
I cannot be mistaken in reference to the right of 
this House, that we have no right to expel a’ 
member for the expression of his opinions in thik’ 
House on public questions. To concede that we 
have any such power would enable any Admin- 
istration when they had the majority to expel the 
members of either branch.of Congress who hap- 
pen to differ from it in political sentiment. “Now, 
without indorsing the views ex pressed bythe gen= 


| Ueman from Ohio—indeed Ido nov know what 


they are, for } was not present when he made his 
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` speech; ang: i have-not even seen: the; meager re-. 
ort which- haye been told by-gentlemen may 
found:in the-morning papers-—without, theres: 
re, indorsing the views of the gentleman from: 
_Qhio, Lenter my solemn protest-against the pas- 
sage of the resolution for hisexpulsion now pend- 
ing before the House. se 


“Mr.GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, Ishalldetain 
the Flouse buta few moments; I would-notspeak 
at.this time but that.1 promised. my. colleague 
[Mr. Cox] that when he concluded I would answer 
the categorical questions he putto me. . L-willtake 
buta moment.to- respond to those questions, and 
then direct.my. remarks to the resolution itself. 
Mr.GRIDER, 1 would remind the gentleman 
from:-Ohio that his colleague does not appear to 
be in bis seat. ait ; 

Mr. GARFIELD. My colleague is here. 
Mr: COX... Here Lam. ; 

Mr GARFIELD.. Mr. Speaker, this is a part 
of the tactics employed this morning to turn the 
mind of the Hlouse aside from the issue in debate. 
A resolution has been introduced here, in solemn 
form of law, to expel a member from his scat 
upon this floor, and the first effort in opposition 
has been to rake up the history of men not here 
and men not belonging to this House to find what 
they have said or written -on certain occasions, 
Gentlemen have been called upand catechisedas 
to. their opinions of these sentiments. We have 
been carried away into:the individual quarrels of 
Pennsylvaniaand of other States. . We have been 
drawn into a general ranning debate.on the opin- 
ions of men here, there, and everywhere through- 
out this country. L desire to call the Flouse 
back to the proposition before it, and I tell the 
gentlemen on the other side that they must meet 

the issue. We intend to compel an expression 
of opinion in the solemn form of a vote on the 
proposition whether gentlemen are in favor of 
sustaining the Representative from the second dis- 
trict. of Ohio who expressed the sentiments yes- 
terday which called forth this resolution, and will 

vote that he shall retain his place in this House. 

We will let their votes rather than their opinions 

answer. But I have promised to answer three 

questions, and I willdo so before I proceed to the 
argument. My colleague first quoted from the 

speech of Senator Wane, and E was asked if I 
agreed to its sentiments. His next quotations 
were from Mr. Greeley, and I was asked the same 
question. Elis third was from the message of the 
President of the United States, and the question 
was repeated, -My colleague said that those 
three gentlemen advocated the right of revolution, 
t which,” says he “ L hold to be the same as the 
right of secession, and I in toto deny both the 
right of secession and the right of revolution.” 

«Mr. COX. I never denied the right of revolu- 
tion-generally. I denied the right of revolution 

_ ip this country under our peculiar form of Gov- 
ernment, where our Constitution can be amended, 

Ldenied. the doctrine referred to inthe President’s 
message. 

--Lhold that no revolution-is justifiable except 
for gravé grievances, and which these men South 
have never had; and unless,in the second place, 

there is a reasonable probability of a successful 

termination of their insurrection. And in that 
view J stand against the right of revolution as 
practiced by these men South, just as 1 stood 
against the, right of revolution practiced by the 
abolitionists onthe Western Reserve, when they 
sought to override the authority of the United 

States there. f ; 

Mr. GARFIELD. Thegentleman may put on 
all the qualifications -he desires. . I will not hold 
him to the strict and unlimited utterances which 
he made here, if he disavows them. Butiamai 
little amused at his attempt to draw the Jine be- 
tween a general right of revolution and a particu- 
Jar right of revolution.. Headmits that generally 
peoples have the right of revolution, but he says 
that in this country they have no such right, I 
had supposed that the people of this country had 
the same rights that belong to human nature gen- 
erally. It was well expressed by Jefferson in 
the Declaration of ludependence, He bases the ` 
American Revolution on that right, and claims i 
as the inherent right of people every where, 

think that single statement. clears up all the 
questions of the gentleman in reference to the three 
persons Í have named. As American statesmen 
they clearly admit, and ave always admitted, the 


right-of-revolution.. . And I-say to-day.that if the: 
State of Ohio. can. successfully rebel against the 


Government of the United States and throw, off: 


her allegiance to it, and maintain herself in-that: 
declaration, she becomes an-independent :nation. 

This is the right of revolution; but the right of 
secession is as wide from that as light from dark- 
ness, Secession is proposed to bea constitutional 
right growing out of State rights; itis proposed 
that States are sovereign, and that in their sover- 
eign capacity they. entered into a compact which, 
having. no common superior to sit as umpire, 
each State can break at will; hence nullification, 
secession, utter annihilation of the General Goy- 
ernment follows as:a necessary result. Between 
that and the right of revolution the difference is 
so great that no man with halfa brain can fail to 
see and appreciate it. 

But now I turn to the resolution before the 
House. Itis the expulsion of a member from 
his seat here for words spoken in debate. And 
T grant you at the first view of the case the right 
of free speech would seem to-be decisive in his 
favor, and against the resolution. ‘The right to 
say in debate what is in his heart would, without 


-any counterbalancing reason, be supreme, and 


sufficient to acquit him, and to reject this resolu- 
tion, 

But, Mr. Speaker, the question of right and of 
duty in human affairs isa relative one. What 
might have been said with propriety and with 
loyalty three years ago cannot be said with pro- 
priety and loyalty to-day. Truth, as a gentle- 
man near me says, is eternal; but [ answer him 
that man is finite, the conditions of humanity‘are 
finite and changeful as the varied circumstances 
andevents of life. If] owned a house and should 
makea rule that no man with nails in the heels of 
his boots should enter it I would seem to be un- 
reasonable, and if other parties had some rigbt to 
enter the house L would be a tyrant and usurper 
in keeping them out by such arule; but when I 
convert my house into a powder magazine then 
the necessity for the safety of myselfand my prop- 
erty makes it not only proper but my right and 
duty to make and enforce such a rule, 

Who does not admit that the existence of war 
in this country has greatly limited and restricted 
individual rights? [ive years ago 1 might bave 
traveled at wilf from one end of the Union to the 
other. Willit be called tyranny now because | 
must apply to some provost marshal for permis- 
sion to cross some river or to enter some village 
in the territory of the United States? These rules 
are the inevitable necessities of war. These are 
proper and just beyond question. 

When this struggle was opening, men might 
well doubt, as they did, what line of policy we 
should adoptand follow, and express thosedoubts, 
but when at last the nation had settled its policy, 
decided upon war, and entered the field In pur- 
suance of its plan, all the moralitiesand legalities 
of free speech were strikingly modified by that 
decision. 

I may justly vote against a declaration of war, 
though all my compeers oppose me. But when 
war is once declared, the enemies of my country 
are my. cnemies, intercourse with them is illegal, 
to aid and abet them is treason, even though I 
was opposed to the war and its cause... This is 
the law of nations and the law of war. 

This nation has been solemnly declared in a 
state of war,a class of citizens have been declared 
its enemies, and for three years we have proceeded 
upon that declaration, We have legislated and 
fought on thateondition, and the utterance of yes- 
terday isa very different thing from what the same 
sentiment would have been three yearsago.. This 
House has committed itself in many ways, by 
votes almost unanimous, to the work of putting 
down the rebellion. We are not only a nation 
with an Army in the field, but a nation fighting. 
Every citizen, in whatever capacity he may at 
present be serving, is In: some sense a soldier. 

Suppose we were in fact soldiers in the pres- 
ence of the enemy; suppose his lines of bayonets 
and his hostile banners were in sight; and. sup- 
pose in the very moment when our plans of battle 
were matured, and the movement about to begin, 
some one of our number should inform the enemy 
that there was division in our camp, and we could 
not conquer; suppose that one should himscif 
throw down his arms, refuse to fight, and ex- 
hort his fellow-soldiers to follow his. example. 


By the laws of-wary as old as Sesostris, that man. > 
would be shot.without trial. as ek 
Now, sir, althoughwe are not in the field as 
enlisted soldiers, yet we are as a nation, and es. 
pecially as. the -Congress.of the nation, in the field 
and inthe presence of the enemy. The campaigit- 
is-about opening;-and-we are only wailing for the 
next flash -across the wires ‘to tell us where the 
signal of battle will sound. The very silence-of: 
the telegraris this morning indicates that the work 
may have began to-day. And now, at such’: 
moment, there rises in our camp.a man who, lidv- 
ing recorded his oath that he has-never given aid: 
and-comfort to the rebellion—which oath, though: 
retrospective in terms, yet in its spiritand meaning 
is prospective—that man rises. in. his: place and’ 
throws:up.the white flag im token of surrender 
that man rises in his place and refuses to fight, and’ 
exhorts others to follow his example;. that man 
rises in his place and declares against the possi- 
bility or the policy or the justice of prosecuting 
the war to a successful termination. We are actus 
ally in the field; the justice of law and judgment 
of mankind would order him shot. Dare we do 
less than to expel him‘from this place? 

He has said no less than Jefferson Davis would 
say were he here to-day; there is nothing that: 
should be added to’ his speech to:make Davis’s: . 
opinion perfect and complete in its expression): 
except that Davis fears that the rebellion will fail; 
my colleague does not. If 1 would vote to retain 
him in his seat, I would vote to admit Davis tova 
seat beside him. If there be anything in the 
whole scope of human action that can aid, abet, 
and give comfortand encouragement totheenemy, 
the speech of my colleague is that thing. E 

What hope have the rebels? They know that 
our armies are superior to theirs; they know that 
we have gained steadily upon them; they know 
that we have. pushed them beyond the great 
mountain wall; they know that we have crowded 
them back from the great river, and cut their tere 
ritory in twain; they know that our Navy en- 
circles and blockades their coast; they know that 
the campaign now opening must be decisive un- 
less—unless. what? Unless their one last: hope: 
shall be realized, that there will be division ‘in: 
our councils, and that enemies will arise along 
our lines to break our strength and force us to’ 
give up the contest. Their emissaries are at 
work through the Knights of the Golden Circle. 
The riots in New York were Jed by rebel emis» 
saries from the South, assisted by the rebel sym-. 
pathizers who live among us. They are at work. 
in Ilinois, where they collected and secreted arms 
with which to: shoot down soldiers in the streets; 
they are at work in Indiana, where their foot- 
steps are marked with the blood of citizens; they 
are at work in my own State, both in convention 
and in bloody riots. 

Mr. EDEN. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
yield to me? s 

Mr. GARFIELD. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. 
tiom. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I cannot yield now. 

Mr. EDEN. I merely wish to say that thegen- 
tleman’s statement in regard to Ulinois is not true. 

Mr. GARFIELD, These are. means, Mr. 
Speaker, which they are now using in codpera- 
tion with the rebels.in arms. « Beyond doubt there’ 
ig a correspondence and understanding between 
rebel officers in the field and. leading rebel poli- 
ticians in the North; they understand each other’s 
movements, and assist each other by giving and 
receiving information. ; 

lf we are resolved to put down the rebellion 
we must strike it where its vitality and power of 
resistance reside. And first ofall we must strike 
itin this Chamber where yesterday, forthe first 
time since the seats of the southern members were 
vacated, open and avowed treason was uttered, 
not in. the heat of debate, but’ written, conned’ 
over, committed to memory, and pronounced” 
calmly and deliberately; 

I refuse to'be led ‘aside by the inquiry whether 
he expressed the views of the Democrati¢ party 
ornot, challenge gentlemen to meet the ques- 
tion on its ewnemerits, not for the Democratic 
party, but for the country,and against the guilty 
man himself. tishe whom we arraign in this 
resolution, It is a-solemn proposition, and no” 
evasion or side issues will avail. 

We ask gentlemen to meet the issue. 


I cannot yield now. 
I rise to a personal explana- 


If they 
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indorse the doctrine promulgated by my colleague, 
{Mr. Lona,] if they believe that its utterance here 
is not “aiding and abetting”? the enemies. of the 
country, let them vote against expulsion. Ire- 
` gret that some patriotic gentleman.on that side of 
the Chamber did not move the resolution. Lregret 
that they did not themselves feel-it their duty to 
remove this foul blot from their party escutcheon. 
In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, let me say that 
this contest has risen above parties and above 
men. Itis a conflict in which are involved. the 
destiny of the present and the hopes of future gen- 
erations. We fight not for to-day alone, but for 
the grand future of this great nation.’ The battle- 
field is spread outbefore us; the armies are upon 
it; but there are armies besides those that carry 
- bayonets, On one side are gathered the invisible 
legions of evil, while on the other are the benign 
angels that watch over the better destiny of man. 
We can almost hear a voice from heaven sum- 
moning these powers to the conflict, saying to the 
one: 


. “Gather you, gather you, hounds of hell, 
Famine, and plague, and war; 
Slavery, tyranny, cant, aud misrule, 
Gather, and fall in the snare! 
Hireling sand mammonites, pedants and knaves, 
Crawl to the battle-field, sneak to your graves, 
in the day of the Lord at hand.” 
And to the other: 
. Gather you, gather you, angels of God; 
Freedom, and merey, and truth 
Come, for the earth has grown coward and old; 
Come down atid renew us her youth. 
Wisdom, self-sacrifice, daring, and love, 
Haste to the battle-ficld, stoop from above, 
To the day of the Lord at hand.” 


Letus see to itthat weare worthy of that“ day 
of the Lord.”’ 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. I came late into 
the House, and have not had the opportunity of 
listening to the greater portion of the debate on 
this resolution. But, sir, £ listened yesterday to 
the language which fell from my fon feom Ohio, 
[Mr. Lone,] and I indorsed every sentiment that 
he uttered. And I deem itmy duty, though others 
may quake, though others may shrink from his 


side, to indorse here every sentiment that he | 


uttered. ; 

Mr. MALLORY, Will my friend from Mary- 
land yield to me fora moment to enable me to 
inquire of the gentleman from Indiana whether 
itis his purpose to press a vote upon this resolu- 
tion to-day? ofS 

Mr. COLFAX. Itis not. It is my wish to 
allow reasonable time for debate and time for con- 
sideration. If the gentleman will allow me I will 
say that I offered that resolution, notas a matter 
of pleasure, but as a matter of duty. I desire 
every gentleman to calmly consider the whole 
question before he comes to a vote upon it, and I 
shall not, therefore, call the previous question 
upon it to-day. 


Mr. MALLORY. My object in making the- 


inquiry was this: I am very unwell to-day, hardly 
able to be in my seat. I desire to be heard upon 
this resolution before the vote is taken upon it. 
I wished, therefore, to know whether it was pro- 
posed to press the resolution to a vote to-day. 

Mr. COLFAX. That is not my purpose. 

Mr, KELLOGG, of Michigan. If the gentle- 
man will allow me, E wish to say that as this is 
a question which requires consideration, and as 
I presume many gentlémen desire to speak upon 
it, | hope it will be as soon as possible postponed 
until some day next week, and that we shall have 
a chance to proceed with the regular order of 
business for to-day. : 

Several Mempers expressed dissent. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. We cannot 
have ‘a vote to-day. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, 
I shall not detain the House very long. But, sir, 
I could not sit here and see an attempt made to ty- 
rannize over one who entertains sentiments which 
- I dià not know he entertained until yesterday, but 
sentiments which I have long entertained, and en- 


tertaining I intend to stand by his side for weal 


or. for woe. 

Sir, when the honorable gentieman from Ohio 
[Mr. Garro] replied to his colleague from Ohio 
who first spoke (Mr. Lone] he said that he had 
the courage of a lion, that he had the courage to 
face the cannon and the-rifle. It was a-compli- 


ment to my friend, but no. compliment to this} 


House, the intolerance of which has made it a 


necessity for. my. friend in speaking his honest 
sentiments in debate to have the courage to face 
these implements of war. aes 

Another thing which the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Garrre.p] avowed led me to suppose that 
he would not be found in support of such a.reso- 
lation as this was, that he believed: his colleague 
{Mr. Lone] sincerely and honestly entertained 
these sentiments. ; 

Now, I would like to know. what the reason is, 
when a man gets up here and avows his senti- 
ments upon a question of public policy, upon: a 
measure which would, in his mode of thinking, 
lead to a termination of this disastrous war, one 
of the only modes by which it can. terminate, and 
does it in sincerity, that he is to be denounced.as 
having spoken treason, that he designed treason, 
and at the same time avow the belief that he was 
sincere and honest in his statement? Sir, I am 
willing'togo with my friend anywhere you choose 
to send him upon such an issue. If there is any 
honesty in any party in this country they will 
defend us, they will protect us, they will rise like 
a hurricane and sweep away the vermin race of 
politicians that are preying upon the very vitals. 
of American liberty. 

But, speaking upon the issues before the coun- 
try. Whatis the issue? Is not peace an issue? 


‘Cannota man protest against carrying on or favor- 


ing a war to the extermination of a whole race of 
people? Cannota man get up and say, we do not 
admire your tactics; we would rather have peace 
than such a war; we think it is better peace 
should come; it will save the lives of our people 
on both sides; it will save the money of the men 
who are now oppressed with heavy burdens of 
taxation to carry on this war? Cannot aman say 
it is better to have peace than war, and especially 
when he brings authority to show that the posi- 
tion he takes is sustained by the ablest men, by 
men who advocated your own principles, by men, 
sir, who governed this country? When the gen- 
tleman from Ohio brings here the opinions of such 
men to back him up, you say that he must discard 
all such opinions. Why, not one of you, yes, 
sir, not one of you can be called a fifth-rate man 
compared with those from whom the honorable 
gentleman quoted yesterday. (Laughter.] 

Mr. GARFIELD rose. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. No, sir, I can- 
not yield to the gentleman at this time. 

Mr. Speaker, when I came here at this session 
of Congress I was solitary and alone. I could not 
say for some time whether anybody sympathized 
with me; | felt myselfsolitary and alone. Those 
who were here around me were war Democrats. 
They never invited me to their caucus.. Those I 
knew would never let me go into their caucus, and 
I never intended toapply. I would starve among 
them. Iama peace man, a radical peace man; 
and Lam for peace by the recognition of the South, 
for the recognition of the southern confederacy; 
and I am for acquiescence in the doctrine of se- 
cession. [Sensation and laughter.]: Laugh as 
you may, you have got to come to it. I thought 
l was alone. I began to take the advice of Cato 
to his son, 

“When vice prevails and impious men bear sway, 

The post of honor is a private station.’? 

I felt like giving up my seat and leaving this 
place. I stood here solitary and alone on this 
floor; but now, thank God! there is another soul 
saved. [Laughter.] I fecl that we can baptize 
my honorable friend from Ohio, [Mr. Lone,] and 
Jam glad to have such able aid. . I shall not go 
home now. When Cato gave that advice he had 
fought his last battle, and had yielded to the for- 
tunes and ambition of Julius Cæsar, great as he 
was. He was about to take a victory over him- 
self bya Roman’s death, because he saw his cause 
was hopeless. Not so ours. I feel yet there is 
a hope in this House. I feel through the rust- 
ling of the winds there is a tornado coming that 
will sweep away the present majority from power 
and give it into the hands of men who will settle 
the affairs of this country; men who have some- 
thing like humanity; men who have regard for 
the principles of our forefathers. Ay, I recollect 
how my blood curdled when I heard the discus- 
sion on the confiscation bill. The gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Garren] said, let them be ex- 

atriated like the Tories of the Revolution. The 

ories of the Revolution had the mother country 
to run to, and were protected there. But where 


-everything that constitutes men of-honora: 


would:the gentleman send those whom, hc 
expatriate, from. the South, as gallan 
race as ever.-walked upon. the. éarth; 


“Me 


and me 
of-principle--gentlemené .. Sir, you -would ex pas 
triate those people, their wives and children, aad’ 
send them among, strangers. to starve... Another: 
memberfrom Ohio, [Mr. Spaupine,] was not only, 
for confiscating their property in fee; he, sir, went 
through the-catalogue. . He was for confiscation: 
he was for expatriation, and he was. for exterm=, 
ination... (Laughter.] - He pmphasized every syle: 
lable of that word; and when he.did.so,1 looked 
at-his countenance, and I felt.as if E-werein aden, 
of hyenas. a i E RR sf 
- I am not here for war, and. will not be here:for 
war, so long.as [have a heart humaneand Chris- 
tian, when war. is. carried on upon, such: princis, 
ples. No, sir, war never did and never will. bring 
your Union together in-such ;manner as. to ‘be, 
worth one cent. I am for peace and Iam for: 
Union, too. Tamas good.a.Union manas any of 
you. {Laughter.] Lama better Union-man than 
any of you. [Great Jaughter.]. I am- a Union 
man, and have thrown up my head—no, J have: 
not fost that yet—I have thrown up my-hat: for: 
the cause of the Union, and .cheered at its suer 
cess. I felt as. anxious for. its. success as any 
man upon this floor. ; I Jook upon war. as.dis« 
union. I look upon continued war as. actdally. 
keeping off the Union to a still: later period, and: 
I scarcely believe that peace would accomplish. a 
Union. And surely, if anything will, it is that 
sweet angel of peace. She may unite the cords: 
which have been severed by the hand of war, and. 
may tie them more tightly together than. ever. 
before; but if we are to have. dissolution, in. the: 
name of God let us have it. Let us have. it, and 
instead of having one great consolidated Govern- 
ment, one imperious Government, one splendid 
Government, letus at least have on this continent 
two happy Governments. But, as I said before, 
I look to peace as the harbinger of the Union, if, 
there is apy harbinger for it. i ai 
But, sir, I am a slaveholder. That is. to say, 
I was until Ben. Butler stole my slaves all away. 
[Laughter.] Asan old Democrat, I used to ad- 
mire him very much;. but of course I haye not 
much admiration for him now. . His course only: 
shows what healways was. J amaslaveholder;’ 
and I have sat here patiently hearing you insult, 
me every day with your assertions that slavery 
was asin and the sum of all villainies; for I-do 
not consider thata man can participate in. the sum. 
of all villainies without. being himself a villain. 
I have borne all these things, and I have looked 
upon you as frantic upon the subject. ; I have 
really compassionated you. [Laugiter.] Nowy 
sir, if slavery.isasin, I am willing to bear the re~ 
proach. Butas you refer me to God Almighty 


‘for my title, I can show you that it is sanctioned 


by His word, You declare this institution to bea 
crime; you declare it.to be the sum of all vil- 
Jainies; but I tell you that whoever says my father 
was a villain because he held slaves—and he had 
slaves and died a Christian; whoever says that 
my constituents whom I represent are villains 
because they hold slaves—I know them to be 
honest and. upright men, doing their duty as 
Christians as much so asanybody,; whoever says 
these things is a Har. I will let no man write. 
such an epitaph upon the tomb of my father.. I 
will let no man say such a thing to me herein 
my presence without calling him to responsi- 
bility. You may consider it a sin as between 
you and your God, but you shall not use, in- 
sulting language upon sucha subjectas that withe. 
out being called to account. ; SES 
Sir, thé Union is dissolved and:there is a gulf 
of blood lying between the two sections; butupon 
my honor, upon my soul, Į repeat that every drop 
in that gulf ison the souls of the northern people: 
I do not think that any candid man who. looks at 
the history of this affair can come to any other 
conclusion. From the beginning of the Govern 
ment, from the time of the adoption of the Consti- 
tution down to thetime of the election of Abraham 
Lincoln, you have been using terms.of insult and 
terms of Irritation, and-you have beci'doing every- 
thing you could to bring about the very result 
which is now upon you, Look atthe history of 
this matter. I shall not tepeat it; ibis toofamil- 
iar and has been too often repeated. At first you 
only cultivated the ground, but when. that old 
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scold and wraiigler, the worst nién that everlived® 
in this country, even not éx¢epfihg Aarof Burr; 
when thatold scold and wrangler, John Quincy 
Adains, declared that by thë war power you could 
emancipate all the slaves and ‘sell the States which 
had slaves to a foreign Power, that was the day 
when you commenced to exert all your powers 
to excite this people: to: rebellidn, ‘Then: it was 
you said you would not live with them, that the 
Government was a compact with hell, and that 
one of the most agréeable things in the world 
would:be to part with the South and slavery. 
That: was the announcement of your public men 
everywhere, that they could not live with youin 
peace. Well, they separated*from you, and asked 
to liveon ternis of péace With you. What did 
you do? You immediately howled out, ‘ They 
aré'traitors; we will hang themall; and when we 
hidve hung them we will take all their property 
and divide it among ds.” And, sir, all this was 
to be done, according to your great ** higher-law”’ 
apostle, William H.Seward, In the course of sixty 
days!) No doubt the facility with which he 
thought it could be done was a great incentive to 
begin the work, espécially as there were landsin 
the South and many other benefits that they”ex- 
pécted to get hold of very easily down there. 

Well, a gréat many of the Republican leaders 
went out to Bull Run in July, 1861, to witness 

- the perfect overthrow of the poor southerners. 
The lamented gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Love- 
joy)-[think went out there, and one member of 
this House from Massachusetts went out | think, 
and one from New York. They carried their 
pic-nic with them, ‘spring chickens and cham- 
pagne, [Laughter] They thought they were go- 
mp to have a very happy time of it poriping 
off-their champagne cans amid.the blood and 
gore of the slaughter of the southerners. One 
of them I think went to Richmond rather faster 
than he expected. [Laughter] One of them came 
back howling for mercy, having offered, I have 
heard, $500 to be driven out of the reach of the 
t“ black horse” of Virginia. > 

“You see, gir, that these things were all to have 
been done in a very short time, but instead of 
that they have not been done yet. Instead of 
seventy-five thousand men: doing the work, you 
have had to get a million and a half, and the mil- 
lion and a half will not do it. Those you have 
sent South have been “welcomed with bloody 
hands to hospitable graves.” You had’ an idea 
that the “ poor white trash’’ of the South, as you 
called them, were the mere dregs of the people, 
and could easily be conquered. Why, sir, you 
do not know them as well as [ do. A bolder, 
braver, more honorable set of men do not live on 
the face of God’s earth. And when you attempt 
to elevate the negro to an equality with these 
southern white men, or even say that he is no 
better than the negro, he will strike though he 
may die immediately. All the attempts to pūt 
the negro on an equality with the white man, to 
give bhim an equal suffrage at the Ballot-box, to 
give him a place upon the wittiéss-stand to tes- 
tify against the life or the honor of the white 
man, or to give him any office that will inflict 
dishohor upon the white man or run any risk of 
not keeping up the inequality that now exists be- 
tween the races, will be resisted to the death by 
every southern white man. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, who was it after all that 
brought this institution of slavery here and estab- 
lished it among us? The Puritans were first-rate 
men. They had some peculiarities, but they were 
honorable, brave, and patriotic men. ‘They ap- 
proved of slavery: They looked in every corner 
ofthe Old Testament, andin every line of the New 
Testament, and they could find nothing against 
it, and they approved of slavery. Why, itis said 
that the very schooner whichbrought the Pilgrim 
Fathers to this continent, atid landed them at Ply- 
mouth, returned to Africa for a cargo of ‘slaves. 
[Laughter.] 1 do not blame them for it, But, 
sir, they brought them here, and they kept them 
as long as they could use them profitably. Then 
they sold them to the South. And many a man 
who looks me now in the face is the son or de- 
scendant of one who made his fortune on the deck 
or in the cabin of a slaver, by the importation of 
those very Africans whose descendants they are 
now so anxious to advance in life. They took 
these slaves to the South and sold them to my an- 
cestors, and the ancestors of men. there. They 


turn around and: say that they will deprive the 
people of the South of this property. “Ido not 
believe that the Puritans would sanction any such 
doctrine as that. They were honest and straight- 
forward; and I am sorry to see that their sonsare 
so. thoroughly degenerate. If I were guilty of 
such an act politically, personally, or morally, I 
should consider myself degraded and disgraced. 
Yes; sir, there is not one of you who pretends to 
hold up his hand and say that he will vote to pay 
back the money paid for these Africans. They 
consider that it would be bad policy. ‘The politi- 
ciansaréagainstit. Against what? Against honor 
and honesty. Sir, are we a disgraced ‘people? 
Are’ wéa people who have no sense of honor? 
You shall not so slander the Anierican people. I 
shall wait for that returning good sénse that will 
be able to judge of the merits of the case. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what were the views ex- 

resséd by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone?) 

hat the war must not be continued forever; that 
it must stop sometime; that itis a horrid war, and 
that itought tostop. Whoistosay when itshall 
stop? Havewe not that power? Oris that right 
confined entirely to the party represented on the 
other side of the House? Isay thatif youattempt 
to carry out the principle of this resolution it will 
open the eyes of the people, and although my 
friend [Mr. Lone] would be a martyr, he would 
bé a martyr inagloriouscause. The people would 
rally around him, and would come up and ex- 
terminate the politicians who dared to raise their 
ruthless hands against the great right which he 
yesterday asserted, i 

Mr. Speaker, in the early part of this gecession 
movement tliere wasa resolution offered pledging 
men and money to carry on the War. My prin- 
ciples were then and are now against the war, I 
stood solitary and alone in voting against that 
resolution, and whenever a similar proposition is 
brought here it will meet with my opposition, 
Not one dollar nor one man, I swear by the Eter- 
nal, will I vote for this infernal, this stupendous 
folly, more stupendous than ever disgraced any 
civilized people on the face of God’s earth, If 
that be treason, make the most of it. 

It is the right of the commoner of England to 
say that he will not intrust the money. to carry 
on a war to the king, who has the entire war 
power. Ido not know that a commoner of the 
American House of Representatives ever lost that 
right. That proposition meets with my approval. 
If you will not make peace in any other way, 
and if I have the casting vote here against furnish- 
ing the sinews of war, you shall nothave them. 

The South asked you to let her go in peace. 
But no, you said you would bring them into sub- 
jugation. Thatisnotdone yet, and God Almighty 
grant that it never may be. I hope that you will 
never subjugate the South. If she is to be ever 
again in the Union I hope it will be with her own 
consent; and I hope that that consent will be ob- 
taiñed by some other mode than by the sword. 
“Jf this be treason, make the most of it.” Iam 
as good a Union man as you are, but-we differ 
as to the best means of preserving the Union. 

And now, after giving an expression of my sen- 
timents to you of the Republican party, I will 
turn to the representatives of the northern Democ- 
racy. Abraham Lincoln has proved himself unfit 
to be trusted an hour. 

Mr. TRACY. I désire to ask the gentleman 
from Maryland—— 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Iwill not yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Maryland declines to yield, and will proceed 
without interruption. 

Mr. TRACY. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Maryland ; 

[Shouts of ‘t Order and much confusion, in 


| which the remainder of Mr. Tracy’s remark was 
‘not heard by the reporter.] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania is out of order, and will re- 
sume his seat. 

Mr. TRACY. I rise toa question of order. 
My point of order is this: I desire to know 
whethér in these Halls the gentleman from Mary- 


land invoked Almighty God that the American | 


arms should not prevail? 
‘Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. 


The SPEAKER pro témpore. 


os Is thata ques- 
tion of order, t should like to know? i 1 


Aprik 9; 
In the opiniot’ 
of the Chair it is nota question of order. i 
Mr. TRACY. i 3 


Well, if it is not a question of 
order, I désire to know whether such language ig: . 
not treason. | {Cries of ‘Order!’ on the Demos 
cratic side of the House.] ` ae p 

The SPEAKER pro têmpore. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania Is out of order. s : 
Mr. TRACY. Is it in order to talk treason in, 
this Hall? © [Shouts of" Order!’ from the Demos 
cratic side of the House, and much confusion.) ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman. 
from Pennsylvania will take his seat, and the 
gentleman: from Maryland will suspend his re- 
marks until the: House comes to order. coated 

Mr. WASHBURNE; of Illindis. I rise toa: 
question of order. Task that the language of the 
gentleman from Maryland, referred to by the gen* 
tleman from Pennsylvania, shall be taken down 
at the Clerk’s desk. 3 ae 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The language 
will be reduced to writing. F hie 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I rise to 
a question of order upon that. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No other point 
of order can be entertained until that before the 
House has been disposed of. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask that , 
the language of the gentleman from Maryland, 
which has been taken down by the Clerk, may be 
read, 

The Clerk read the language, as follows: 


“I'he South asked you to let them live in peace. But, 
no; you said you would bring them into subjugation. That 
is not done yet. God Almighty grant that it never may be. 
Lhope that you will never subjugate the South.” ` 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. That is all rights: 
I indorse every word of that. 

Mr. THAYER. 
rules may be read. 

The rules were read, as follows: 

“61. If any member, in speaking or otherwise, transgresa” 
the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member 
may, call to order; in which case the member socalled to 
order shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to ex- 
plain; and the House shall; if appealed to, decide on thé 
case, but without debate; if there be no appeal, the decis- 
ion of the Chair shall be submitted to. If the decision be 
in favor of the member called to order, he shalt be at lib- 
erty to proceed ; if otherwise, he shall not be permitted 
to proceed, in case any member object, without Icave of 
the House; and if the case require it, he shall be liable to. 
the censure of the House. i : 

«62, Ifa member be calicd to order for words spoken in 
debate, the person calling him to order skal repeat the’ 
words excepted to, and they shall be taken down in write 
ing at the Clerk’s table; and no member shall be held to: 
answer, or be subject to the censure of the House, for words 
spoken in debate, if any other member has spoken, or other 
business has intervened, after the words spoken, and bes 
fore exception to them shall have been taken.?? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair vite 
derstands the gentleman from Minois calls the 
gentleman from Maryland to order for the words 
that have been read. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Yes, sir,and 
I am preparing a resolution to offer in connection 
with it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion, 
of the Chair the words spoken by the gentleman 
are not in order, . 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Well, Mr. 
Speaker-——- —- Re ee 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The Chait 
has decided the gentleman out of order; and ute 
der the rules he cannot go on without the permis- 
sion of the House, if any member objects. And’ 
for one, I protest against any man uttering such 
language on this ficor. 
_ Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. You mean you- 
are afraid of it. à 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I ask that. 

the rule may be again read, and that it may bè 

enforced, 

The rule was again read, 

__ Mr. A. MYERS. - I would like to ask the Chair’ 
if itis in order to include the name of the gens: 
tleman from Maryland inthe resolution offered by 
the Speaker this morning? X ; 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not be 
in order at this time. Under the rule that has 
been read the gentleman from Maryland cannot 
proceed, objection being made, ; 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman from Kepe 
tucky a few minutesagoasked me whether it wä ` 
the intention to press this resolution to a vote to<_ 
day. I replied that I did not intend to call tha’ 
previous question to-day. I do not intend myself 


PREE 


Lask that the 61st and 62d 


i 


ki 18 64. 


e Kentucky to quote the whole language of the 


not myself call the previous. question, 1 cannot 
say what the action of the House may be in that 
regard. 


Mr. MALLORY obtained the floor. 


Mr. TRACY. Lask the gentleman to allow 
me to say. : j 
Mr. COX. Icall the gentleman to order. : I 


move that the House do now adjourn. i 
“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois.. The gentle- 
man from Ohio has not the floor to make that 
motion. : i 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The gentleman 
from: Kentucky has the floor, and may proceed 
without interruption. 

Mr. MALLORY. I regard the question now 
presented by the resolution before the House as 
a very grave and solemn question, as one which 
should not be determined until after the most ma- 
ture deliberation. This is no question to be de~ 
cided by a party vote. It is not a question to be 
decided under excitement. It is a great question 
involving the privileges of membersof the House, 
and therefore the rights of the American people. 
What has been regarded so sacred in the past as 
that freedom of speech which has been always 
allowed in the Halls of Congress? No man, un- 
der the Constitution, is to be held liable for words 
uttered in debate. No man is subject to a crim- 
inal prosecution for what he may say in this Hall. | 
Heretofore the most extended discussion has been 
allowed on all questions affecting the American 


people. . 
Mr. SCHENCK, I ask the gentleman from 


Constitution. In section six, article one, it is 
rovided, ‘‘ and for any speech or. debate in either 
ouse they,” that is, the members of Congress, 
**shall not be questioned in any other place.” I 
hope he may quote it all the next time. 

r. MALLORY. I said that a member was 
not liable to a criminal prosccution for words 
spoken in debate.- I will remark, Mr. Speaker, 
never in my recollection of congressional debates 
has the freedom of speech been attacked in former 
times but on one memorable occasion, andthat was 
whenacitizen of Kentucky, a Representative upon 
the floor of Congress, one of the most able and 
brilliant men of that State, offered a resolution for 
the expulsion of John Quincy Adams because 
he had offered a petition for the dissolution of the 
Union, signed by a large and respectable body of 
citizens in the northern States. Mr. Adams, 
who stood up very properly for the right of free 
debate, presented that petition, and Mr. Marshall 
moved his expulsion. The excoriation the lat- 
ter received, and the vindication of the right of free 
speech in this House made by that distinguished 
man from Massachusetts, I hope wil long remain 
to be consulted as authority by those who urge | 
action upon the resolution now submitted by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Cotrax.] 

I will not go into the discussion of the ques- 
tion now. My condition will not allowit. fam 
suffering from a chill to which I have been subject 
all the morning; and would not, were it not for the 
urgent necessity, in my estimation, of protesting 
against this proceeding, have obtruded myself 
upon the House at all. 

Why is it proposed to expel this member? 
What is the charge as made by the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana? There 
shave been members expelled for dishonorable, 
disgraceful conduct, men who embezzled or stole 
the public money, who used their place of trust 
and honor for self-aggrandizement. Such men 
have been expelled. But never before in the his- 
tory of this Union has a resolution been moved 
against any member of this House because of 
sentiments uttered in debate. What is the charge 
made against the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Loxne?] What is the accusation upon which this 
resolation for expulsion is founded? It is that in 
asserting in his speech yesterday that the people 
of the southern confederacy ought to be acknowl- 
edged, and peace ought to be now made on the 
basis of that recognition, he was guilty of using | 
treasonable language. . 
- Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Ifthe honorable 
gentleman from Kentucky will permit me, I will 


| tleman from Ohio. 


read to the House the language used from the 


gentleman. from Ohio. It is notas stated: by the 
gentleman from.Kentucky; and in many speeches 
made on this. question to-day, including that made 
by the mover of the resolution, the language, the 
idea, of the gentleman from Ohio has not yet been 
properly stated. = 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ulinois. “Was the | 


gentleman present when that speech was made? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I hold in-my 
hand the identical manuscript from which the 
gentleman from Ohio ‘made his speech... If the 
gentleman from Kentucky will permit me I will 
read from it., I think it is due to the gentleman 
from Ohio, as well as to the House itself, which 
is now called to act upon this resolution. 

Mr. MALLORY. I yield to the gentleman for 
that purpose with a great deal of pleasure. 

.Mr. BROOMALL. Let me interrupt the gep- 
tleman for one moment. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I hold ‘the floor 
by the courtesy of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
I was not present in the House yesterday to 
hear the speech of the gentleman from Ohio. | 
came into the Hall this morning, making my ap- 

earance for the first time in many days, havin, 
een confined to my bed by severe sickness. 
applied personally.to the gentleman from Ohio 
to know what he did say, and whether I could 
stand up and indorse the sentiments which he had 
uttered, or be compelled to agree to a vote of 
censure upon him. Ile gave methe identical pa- 
per from which he made the speech which has 
called forth this most extraordinary resolution. 
He asked me after I had read the manuscript 
whethey I was ready to vote for his expulsion. 
I said no. The only recognition of the southern 
confederacy was this. It was presented as an 
ulternative of evils to the country. ‘The gentle- 
man from Ohio said as the choice of alternatives 
he would accept recognition. That is all there 
is ofit. The language is: 

“T now believe there are but two alternatives, and they 
are either the acknowledgment of the independence of the 
South as an indepéndent nation, or their complete subjuga- 
tion and extermination as a people; and of these alterna- 
tives I prefer the former.” i 

Sir, as a choice of evils, rather than see the 
whole southern people exterminated, men, wo- 
men, and children put-to the sword, he would 
accept a recognition as an alternative of these two 
unfortunate and dreadful results. 

And, sir, I desire to say that if he is to be ex- 
pelled for the utterance of that sentiment, you 
may include me in it, because I concur fully in 
thatsentiment. [Cries of “Agreed!” “Agreed !”’] 

Mr. MALLORY, I will be through in a few 
moments, and then gentlemen can proceed with 
this debate. 

I must be allowed to say that as I understood 
the general scope of the speech of the gentleman 
from Ohio I do not concur in the sentiments ex- 
pressed by him. As I understood the general 
tenor and scope of his speech, it was an indication 
of feeling against the prosecution of this war from 
the beginning. My votes and speeches in this 
House have exempted me from the suspicion, F 
suppose, of concurring with the gentleman in that 
opinion, withoutany declaration of that fact being 
now necessary. 

I was proceeding to inquire what the offense is 
for which you propose to proceed against the gen- 
The gentleman from Indiana 
has charged that he is guilty of treason, or trea- 
sonable language. Well, sir,in the name of high 
Heaven what is treasonable language? I have 
heard so much talked about it upon this floor, | 
have seen so much written about it, that 1 would 
like to have some man skilled in philology give 
me some definition of treasonable language. Is 
treasonable language the utterance ofa declaration 
of intention upon the part of aman to commit 
treason? Why, if you give it that construction 
the gentleman from Ohio has uttered no treason- 
able language. 

The Constitution of the United States defines 
treason to be levying war against the United 
States, adhering to its enemies, and giving them 
aid and comfort. The gentleman from Ohio did 
not say in his speech that he intended to join the 
rebels in levying war against the Government of 
the United States. He cannot be charged with 
having uttered treasonable language by such an 
expression as that. But the forced inference 
against the gentleman from Ohio is that by say- 


g woul 


independen 


Mr, COLFAX. . Will it be agreeable: to. 
gentleman to allow. me to correct him right here? 

Mr. MALLORY. Of course. ooro ong 

Mr. COLFAX. . The passage read by the; 
tleman from New York (Mr. Ferwanp ) 
is one passage of the speech. My luton iş 
based -upon the. entire speech which. J hadithe 
misfortune to hear, and I will give-the gentleman 
an abstract of that.speech. ©“ 2 ey 

In the first place the gentleman took the ground 
that there: was no constitutional power. to. coerce. 
a State. The.gentleman will not deny that. In 
the-second place he took thé ground that it waa 
impossible, at any. rate, to subjugate the South, 
Ig not. that correct? ; M e es” 

Mr. LONG. I deny that. ee 

Mr. COLFAX.. I so understood the gentle- 
man, but aş he denies it.I will take that back, 
The gentleman assents to the first part, that there 
was no constitutional ground to coerce a State. 
The gentleman also, if understood him correctly, 
and Tthink I did, had this remark in -his-speech: 
‘¢ Let them go,” Is that correct? I desire tos 
that the speech, though in writing, for some rear 
son or other does not appear in the Globe of this 
morning, and I can only speak from memory.” 

Mr. LONG. I have had the original ‘manus 
scriptofmy speech written for the last four weeks, 
but it was not handed to the reporter Jast night 
in consequence of his own suggestion, but. that 
speech, with what I subsequently, said, and all 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ganrièeo] 
said, can appear in the Globe on Monday. 
have that written speech. here word for word, 
without the change of a syllable or word. f 

Mr. COLFAX. I do not believe the gentle 
man would change a solitary word; and if the 
gentleman. from Kentucky [Mr. MarLory] will 
yield to me Į will move to postpone this matter 
until Monday, when we can have the speech be- 
fore us. ara EE ; 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. EE 

Mr. COLFAX. I will proceed with what I 
was saying. The gentleman took the ground 
that there was no constitutional ground to coerce 
a State. From that it followed that when they 
raised their armies and resisted as States they 
must be let go. He then stated, in conclusion, 
that there were but two alternatives, either a rece 
ognition of the confederacy or their subjugation 
byarms, . He did not say that he took the former 
as a choice of evils, but he said ‘I prefer the 
former.’ F think those were his very words, , 

I now move to postpone the further considera- 
tion of the resolution until Monday next, at two 
o’elock, and on that motion { demand the pre- 
vious question, ee ee 

Mr. LONG. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman, I desire to say a word. ; 

Mr. COLFAX. I yield to the gentleman, of 
course. 

Mr. LONG. I desire to explain the reason 
why my speech did not appear in the Globe of 
this morning. lt was withheld at the suggestion 
of one of the reporters at the desk, who came to 
me and suggested that inasmuch as they could 
not prepare last night what I had said subsequent- 
ly, and what my colleague [Mr. Garriero} had 
said, it would be better to withhold all of it until 
Monday. ae 

Mr. COLFAX. Thatstatementis entirely sat- 
isfactory. ; 

Mr. LONG. The manuscript of my speech I 
will at once hand over to the reporters, and it 
shall appear just as it is here and justas I read it 
yesterday. ft will pass out of my hands. now 


“without the alteration of a single word. 


Mr. COLFAX. Thatis entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. BLISS. Will the gentleman allow me to _ 
make a single suggestion? : 

Mr. COLFAX. Certainly. 

Mr. BLISS. I desire to. suggest, what the 


| gentleman will bear witness to himself, that upon 


our side of the House but one gentleman has been 
heard in opposition to this resolution. I wish to 
submit some remarks upon the subject in justice 
to myself and my own position, and also in jug- 
tice to my colleague and in reference to the merits 
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of the propdsition to-expel my colleague: F'wish 
to be‘allowed a few moments for that purpose, if 
the generosity of the Efouse will accord me that 
` ptivilege. = 7 EEU nea = 
Mre COLFAX. Twill say to the gentlerian 
that while F donot think this debate ought to be 
prolonged so as to intérfere with the business of 
the House,’ I will not myself call the previous 
question on the resolution yntil gentlemen shall 
‘have hada redSonable'time for discussion. 

I nowdemand the previous question on the mo- 


+ 


tion to postpone: 

Mr, COX. ‘That is not’necessary. “No one 
objects to'the postponement: : 

Mr. COLFAX, Then withdraw the demand 
for the previous question: © 

The further consideration of the resolution was 
then postponed until Monday nextat two o’clock. 
“Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I rise toa 
question of privilege. Pir 
_ Mr. COX. I move that the House do now ad- 
ourn. 

f Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
man has not the floor for that: purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentleman 
from Illinois has the floor and will state his ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr: WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I rise toa 
privileged question. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: è 
* Whereas Hon. Bensanin G, Harris, a member of the 
House of Representatives of the United States from the 
State. of Maryland bax on this day used the following lan- 
guage,.to wit: “he South asked you to let them go in 

ace. But, no; yousaid you would bring then into sub- 
ection, 'Thatis not done yet, aud God Atmighty grant that 
it never may be. E hope that you will never subjugate the 
South? And wheres such language is treasonable, and 
is a gross disrespect of this House: ‘Therefore, 

Be it resolved, ‘hat the said Bensanin G. Harnis be 
expelled from this Tfouse. à 

Does the Chair entertain that asa question of 

rivilege? 
-The SPEAKER pro tempore, Yes. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. On that res- 
olution 1 demand the previous question, 

Mr. PENDLETON. I raise the pointoforder 
that the resolution is not, under the 62d rule of 
the House, in order, The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Tracy] rose to a point of order on 
tho gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Flarnis,] 
which was overruled, and Mr. Farris was al- 
lowed to proceed. Then the gentleman from IHi- 
nois (Mr. Wasunurne] rose to a point of order 
on the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Harnis,] 
and called for the reading of the 62d rule. The 
words uttered by the gentloman from Maryland 
were required to be taken down at the Clerk’s 
desk. They were taken down and were read from 
the Clerk’s desk, and the gentleman from Mary- 
land was taken from the floor. Efe was not al- 
lowed to proceed, under the Gist rule of the House, 
without unanimoug consent, and the gentleman 
from Hlinois interposed his objection. That oc- 
curred after the words were uttered, for which he 
seeks now to introduce this resolution of expul- 
sion, Other gentlemen have since taken part in 
the debate, and other business has intervened, 

A Now, this is a resolution of censure, a resolu- 
tion of oxpulsion—=the highest kind of censure— 
and my point of order is that under the 62d rale 
of the House itis notentertainable after business 
has intervened. The gentleman from Mlinois will 
not fail to remember a notable circumstance of a 
similar kind that occarred at the last session of 
Congress when a colleague of mine (Mr. Vallan- 
digham) was called to order, and a resolution of 
censure offered next morning, which was decided 
by the the Speaker (Mr, Grow) to be out of or- 
der under this rale. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. I merely 
desire to say one word in reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio on his point of order. I say thag in | 
this cage the rule of the House has been distinctly | 
and specifically complied with. After the gen- | 
tleman from Maryland had made his remarks the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr, Tracy] first 
raised the point of order, but he did not conform 
to the rule which the gentleman from Ohio has 
ad verted to, and then I made the point oforder and 
had the words taken down at the Clerk’s desk be- 
fore any other business had intervened. But it 
ig a matter of utter indifference whether thatis so 
6rvot. This resolution is just as much in order 
as was the resolution to expel the gentleman’s į 
tolleague, [Mr. Lone.] 


Mr: COX: I give notice to' the House that on 


Monday when the matter comes up! shall make | 
‘the Same point of order in respect to the case of 


my colleague, [Mr. Lone.} . 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hinois. The gentle- 
man is entirely too late. 


Mr. COX. We will argue that at the time. I 


| desire'to say in reply to the gentleman from Hli- 


nois—— : 

Mr: WASHBURNE, of Mlinois. I do not 
yield the floorto the member from Ohio. Mr. 
Speaker, there is but one word more=——— ` 

Mr. ANCONA. I object to the discussion of 
the point of order. i 

Mr.WASHBURNE, ofillinois. Mr. Speaker, 
Thave the floor. : f 

Mr. COX. Feall the gentleman to order. [Cries, 
of “ Order”? “Order!” from the Democratic side 
of the House.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, I call the 
gentlemen‘on that side to order. `I introduced the 
resolution, and am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. COX. I object to debate upon a question 
of order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Ido not pro- 
pose to discuss the question of order. [Loud calls 
to order from the Democratic side of the House.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Nlinois. I have the 
floor on the resolution. 

Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir. I have the floor 
on my point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
decide the point of order, In the opinion of the 
Chair, the gentleman from Maryland in his re- 
marks was entirely out of order. The objection 
was made in time, The language was taken down 
as speedily as possible, and the rules of the House 
werecomplicd with, ‘The Chair, therefore, over- 
rules the point of order, ‘The Chair will further 
state that the rule which has been read applies 
to a motion tocensurea member, while this reso- 
lution is for his expulsion. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House adjourn, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. ‘The gentle- 
man from Ohio has not the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. COX, Task the Chair to put my motion. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. {Å call the 
gentleman to order. I have the floor. 

Mr. COX. I addressed. my motion to the 
Speaker. ‘Che gentleman from Mlinois is not 
Speaker of this Housejust yet, and could not be 
elected. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. And the 
gentleman from Obio is in the same category. 


| [Renewed laughter.] Idemand the previous ques- 


tion on the preamble and resolution, 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. I desire to appeal to my 
colleague to withdraw his demand for the pre- 
vious question, This isa very important question, 
and the gentleman will remember that there has 
been no discussion whatever on this resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. I object to the withdrawal. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. The gentle- 
men all aroand me object to the withdrawal of the 
demand, and 1 decline to do it. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. COX. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. [do not want to vote upon a matter of 
this sort without some deliberation. 

‘The motion was disagreed to—ayes 58, noes 70. 

Mr. ANCONA. I move thatthe resolution be 
laid upon the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is 
now upon the adoption of the preamble and res- 
olution, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, 

Mr. SCHENCK. Laskif the question isupon 


f the preamble and resolution, or only upon the 


resolution ? 

Mr. ANCONA. Icall the gentleman from Ohio 
to order. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. ‘That is true; but the ruleg 
of the House are not to be violated. $ 

The SPEARER pro tempore. The question will 
be first upon the resolution. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative-—yeas 81, nays 58; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar- 
nold, Ashley, Baily, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, 
Blaine, Francis P. Btair, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Wil- 


liam.G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dixon, Don- 


l nelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, Garfield, 


Gooch, Grinnell, Hale, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel 
W. Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, 
Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Mars 
vin, MeGride, McClurg, MeIndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Mors 
rill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Orth, 
Patterson, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Ed- 
ward H- Rollins; Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smithers; 
Spalding, Starr, Thayer, ‘Thomas, Tracy, Upson, Van Vais 
kenburgh, Blihu:B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, 
Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, - 
dnd Woodbridge—81. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustus Gi 
Baldwin,- Bliss, James S. Brown, Chanler, Clay; Cox, Cra- 
vens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, English, Finck, 
Ganson, Grider, Harding, Harrington, Herrick, Holman, 
ffutchins, Phitip Johnson, William Jobngon, Kernan, Law; 
Lazear, Le Blond, Long, Mallory, Marcy, MeAllister, 
McDowell, McKinney, Middleton, William H. Miller, 
James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Odell,, Pendleton, 
Pruyn, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, James S, 
Rollins, Ross, Scott, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, 
Strouse, Sweat, Voorhees, Ward, Chilton A. White, Jo- 
seph W. White, Winfield, and Fernando Wood—58, 


So the resolution was not adopted, two thirds 
not having voted therefor. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. L. MYERS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
O’ Nxt, was at home on account ufsickness, and 
had paired with Mr. STUART. i 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, stated that 
his, colleague, Mr. Norron, was detaiñed at his 
room by sickness. : 

Mr. BOUT WELL stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Rice, was detained by important business, 

Mr. THAYER stated that Mr. Moorunap had 
paired with Mr. Sriies. , 

Mr. DRIGGS stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Loncyean, was absent on important business. 

The vote wasthen announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore stated that the res- 
olution having failed, the preamble fell as a matter 
of course. g g . 

Mr.SCHENCK. Thatresolution having failed, 
I now offer what I send to the Clerk’s desk, and 
upon itsadoption demand the previous question: 

Resolved, That BENJAMIN G. Harris, a Representative 
from the fifth district of the State of Maryland, having 
spoken words this day in debate, manifestly tending and 
designed to encourage the existing rebellion and the ene- 
mies of this Union, is declared to be an unworthy member 
of this House, and is hereby severely censured. : 

Mr. COX. Irise to a question of order, ‘E, 
submit that itis too late to raise that point of order, 
other blsiness having intervened since the lan- 
guage was used. i 

Mr. SCHENCK. That makes no difference. 
If it had been uttered months ago I should offer 
the resolution. 

Mr. COX. 
up to time. š ; 

Mr. SCHENCK. Icall my colleague to order. 
The resolution itself not being debatable, the point 
of order is not debatable, 

Mr. COX. I call for the reading of the rule, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the question of order. 

Mr. COX. The Chair has overruled me before 
I had the rule read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair. is 
familiar with the rule. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to--ayes 49, noes 78. 

Mr. ANCONA called for the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 21, nays 82; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Bliss, Cox, 

Finck, Harding, Holman, William Johnson, Law, Lazear, 
Marcy, Middleton, Morrison, Nelson, Pruyn, James S. Rol- 
tins, Ross, Strouse, Ward, Joseph W. White, and Fernando 
Wood—-21. 
_ NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar- 
nold, Ashley, Baily, John Ð. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, 
Biaine, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, William G. Brown, 
Ambrose W, Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Cravens, 
Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Dixon, Donnelly, 
Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, Frank, Gooch, Grimmell, 
Hale, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W., Hubbard, Jolm 
H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W, 
Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Marvin, McBride, Me- 
Clurg, McIndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Danici Morris, 
Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Odell, Orth, Patterson, Per- 
ham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Edwara 
H. Rollins, Sehenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smithers, Spald- 
ing, Starr, John B. Steele, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, 
Van eee B. Washburne, William B, Wash- 
burn, Webster. haley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, and 
Windom—82, ” : ; 3 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


I think my colleague is not quite 


GLOBE. 
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‘The question reeurring on the adoption of: the 
resolution, $ : : 
Mr. THAYER called for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. 
tion on the tableyand upon that I demand the 
yeas and nays. : 
Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Before that-ques- 
tion is.taken, appeal to gentlemen on the other 
-side to modify the resolution, s 
2° [Cries of “ Ordert”’] ; a 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 23, nays 80; as follows: - 


YEAS—Messrs.. James C. Allen, Ancona, Bliss, Chan- 4 


Jer, Clay, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Herrick, Philip Joha- 


son, William Johnson, Law, LeBlond, William H. Miller, | 


Morrison, Pendieton, Pruyn, Samuel J. Randall, Rogers, 
Ross, Strouse, Chilton A. White, and Fernando Wood—23, 
NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, Baily, Augustus ©. Baldwin, John Ð. Baldwin, 
Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T, Davis, Dixon, 
Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eckjey, Bliot, Frank, Gooch, 
"Grinnell, Bale, Harrington, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, 
Asahet W: Hubbard; John H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, 
Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, 
Loan, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Melndoe, Samuel F. 
Miller, Morrill, Daniel. Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard 
- Myers, Orth, Patterson, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William IZ. 
Randall, Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, 
Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, Biba B. Washburne, William B. Wash- 
burn, Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, and 
Windom—-80,, 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. . 

Mr. PENDLETON. I rise to a privileged 
question. I desire to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the message of the Pres- 
ident of the United States was referred to the Mil- 
‘itary Committee yesterday. 

The motion was entered. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I now move that the 
House adjourn, inasmuch as the previous ques- 
tion is seconded upon the resolution, and I sup- 
pose it is immaterial to gentlemen whether the 
vote be taken to-night or Monday. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to adjourn, 3 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was pul; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 23, nays 80; as follows: 


YEAS-—Moessrs, James C. Allen, Ancona, Augustas C. 
Batdwin, Bliss, James S. Brown, Chanler, Clay, Denison, 
Eden, Eldridge, Herrick, Philip Jolmson, Law, Long, 
Marcy, Middleton, William H. Miller, Morrison, Pendle- 
ton, Pruyn, Strouse, Joseph W. White, and Pernando 
Wood—23. è 

NAYS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, Bally, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, 
Francis P. Bhir, Routwell, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose 

. W. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter 
Davis, Thomas’). Davis, Dixon, Donnelly, Dri Dumont, 
Eliot, Gooch, Grinnell, Hale, Harrington, Highy, Hooper, 
Hotehkiss, Asahel W., Hubbard, Joba H. Hubbard, Jenckes, 
Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kel- 
logg, Loan, Marvin, McBride, MeCturg, Mcindoe, Samuel 
P. Miller, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard 
Myers, Odell, Orth, Patterson, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Wil- 
tiam. H. Randall, Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Seoficld, 


Scott, Shannon, Smithers, Starr, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, | 
Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Kliha B.Washburne, William B. j 


Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, 
Windom, and Winfield—e80o, 


So the Fouse refused to adjourn. 


During the call of the roll, 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, stated that 


Mr. Farnswortu had been obliged to leave the | 


Hall on account of illness. 

The question recurring on the passage of the 
resolution, 

Mr. THAYER demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I rise toa priv- 
ileged question. [ask to be excused from voting 
on the ground that I applied to gentlemen on the 
other side to modify the resolution so that itshould 
express simply a censure, and they refused. 

Mr. ANCONA. On the motion to excuse, I 
call for the ycas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division on ex- 
eusing the gentleman from Wisconsin, 

Several Memnurs. Too late. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No,sir,£am not toolate. I 
call for a division. 


The question was put, and one member voted |; 


in the affirmative. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not desire to leave the 


House withouta quorum, and therefore withdraw | 
the call for a division. My only object was to | 


I move to lay-the resolu- | 


7 


| ground as the gentleman from: Wisconsini: 
Mr. ANCONA. [renewthe call for a division. 
The Housé divided, and the motion was dis- 
agreed to—ayes 8, noes 88. > pi 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. I move to excuse.the Chair- 
man of the Committee on “Military Affairs from 
voting upon this question. [Laughter]: =; 
‘Mr. SCHENCK.: The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs does not-ask: to be ex- 
cused from any vote, and he does not dodge: 
Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in-order to ask thegen- 
tleman who offered the resolution. to modify it? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore... It is notin order; 
.the previous question having been ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 93, nays 18; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, Baily, Augustus ©. Baldwin, John, D. Baldwin, 
Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, 
Broomall, James S. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman 
Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Cox, Henry Winter Davis, Thomas T. 
Davis, Dixon, Donneily, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eliot, 
English, Frank, Ganson, Garfield, Gooch,. Grinnell, Hale, 


bard, Johi H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, Loan, 
Marvin, McAllister, McBride, McClurg, Melndoc, Mid- 
dieton, Samuel F, Milter, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelson, Odell, Orth, Patterson, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William Uf. Randall, Edward H. 
Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Smithers, Spalding, 
“Starr, John B., Steele, William G. Steele, Thayer, Thomas, 
Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, 
William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wil- 
der, Wilson, Windom, aud Winfield—93, 

NAYS—Mes James U. Allen, Ancona, Bliss, Chanler, 
Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Law, Le Blond, William H. Mil- 
ler, Morrison, Pendleton, Pruyn, Samuel J, Randall, Ross, 
Strouse, Chilton-A. White, and Fernando Wood—18. 


So the resolution was adopted. é 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. THAYER stated that Mr. Moornean had 
paired with Mr. STILES. 

Mr. J. ©. ALLEN stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Harris, was detained at his room by illness. 

Mr. PENDLETON stated that his colleague, 
Mr. Norg, was confined to his room by indis- 
position. 

Mr. SCHENCK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

And then, (on motion of Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of Illinois, at five o'clock and twenty minutes, p. 
m.,) the House adjourned until Monday next, at 
i twelve o’clock, m. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 11, 1864. 


Prayer by Rev. Cuarres M, Tyrer, of Mas- 
sachusetts. ' 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The Secrerary called the Senate to order and 
said: The Secretary has received the following 
letter from the Vice President: 

Vice Presipent’s CHAMBER, 
WASHINGTON, April 9, 1884. 
Srk: Eshan be absent from the city on Monday next. 
Please communicate information of this fact to the Sen- 


| ate on Monday morning. 
Yours, very respectfully, H. HAMLIN. 


i} Hon, J. W. Forney, Secretary of the Senate. 


i} Mr. WILSON. I submit the following reso- 
lution: 

i Resolied, Thatin the Absence of the Vice President, Hon, 
So.omon Foor be appointed President pro tempore of the 
; Senate. 

| ‘The resolution was agreed to unanimously, and 
Mr. Foor took the chair as President pro tempore. 
| The Journal of Friday last was read and ap- 
| proved. 

| PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


| Mr. GRIMES. Mr. President, I rise for the 
| first time, and L trust it will be the last time, to a 
personal explanation, 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Towa asks unanimous consent to make a per- 
sonalexplanation, No objection being made, the 
leave is granted. 

| Mr.GRIMES.. Mr. President, doubtless Sen- 
ators have observed upon their desks this morn- 
ing what purports to be a report of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, and to have been presented 
to the Senate by the chairman of that committee 
on the 7th of April last. H has been distributed 


| state that I-desire tobe excused oñ the-sanie:| 


Harrington, Higby, Holman, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hub- 


for the first time this ‘mornings 
tains the following paragraph : 

“Your committee caniiot consent te ler this subject p. 
from the consideration of the Senate without “Hriefly dd- 
vetting tothe cireumstances under which this.bill-was te- 


ance.of the wholesome o 
and they seemed impatientihat’ i 
tors were not as well a¢qnafuted with the subject as they 
themselves: were; Indeed, the ‘very’ stiggestion’ of refer 
ence to the Committee on Naval: Affairs. was’seized: upon 
by one member of the committee for asevere.reprimand to 
his colleagues on the committee for the manner in which 
they performed, or rather neglected, their-duties: “‘Indevd, 
so earnest was the purpose to pass the bills without refer- 
ence, that those who insisted upon the-ordinary course of 
legislation in this case, were undoubtedly looked upon as 
obstinately, if not factiously, opposing asimple act of legis- 
lation which the immediate and pressing emergencies of the 
country seemed absolutely: to domand shoutd be prompuy 
andimmediately passed;.and it was nottillafter the morning 
hour had expired, and the subjeet had passed from the con- 
sideration of the Senate, that by the courtesy of an honor 
able member of the Senate, who never fails to- respond ‘to 
¿any appeal to his courtesy, kindness, generosity, or sense 
of justice, Hon. Mr, Haran, of Towa, the subject was:by 
‘him permitted to be voted on after pe had the Moor ornan- 
other subject. And when the bill under these extraordinary 
circumstances was thus referred, the committee, tie. first 
moment they cast their cyes upon the joint resolution thas 
summarily sought to be repeated, found that this bill would 
not anly repeal the obnoxious resolution obstructing, the 
operation of the enrollment act, but would algo repeal än- 
other provision of law which, in their opinion, ought not to 
be repealed, butthe repeal of which would retard and hinder 
the object which we all wish to effect, namely, the filing - 
up of our Navy with able seamen.” 


Mr. President, I have taken the trouble to’ as- 
certain, and I find that this isa genuine document. 
It was presented to the Senate by the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs as emanating 
from that committee, was printed at. the public 
printing press, and is filed among the archives of 
the Senate. Itis not, therefore, { can assure the 
Senate, like another document which they may 
have had their.attention called to, printed at pri- 
vute instance at a private press, in imitation of 
the type, heading, and size of a Senate document, 
to which were appended imperfect extracts of tes- 
timony and a. letter of a client to his attorney, 
which did not tell the. truth, ~ Unfortunately: for 
both client and attorney, that client did not escape 
the ordeal through which he was passing quite as 
safely as he represented. But although this. re- 
port purports to come from:the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, no member of the Naval Committee 
ever saw it until it was presented tothe Senate. 
If any member of the committee did see it, let 
him now state that he saw it, ; 

As I receive no response, Linfer that Tam re- 
peating correctly what each member of that com- 
mittee has told me. Butalthough this report was 
not shown to the members of the committee, it 
was shown, before it was presented to the Senate, | 
to other gentlemen than the members of the com- 
mittee. 

The reportsays that when the “eyes of the com- 
mittee”? were first cast upon the bill, they discov- 
ered that there were two provisions of law which 
it sought to repeal, leaving us to infer that.the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who 
is the author of this production, and who is to be 
held solely responsible for it, was not aware at 
‘that time that there had been any legislation upon 
the subject of advance pay to the sailors who en- 
listed into the public service. I can inform the 
Senator and the Senate that we had at the time 
that resolution was passed a law which author- 
ized an advance of three months’ pay. 

This report says that “ this last provision??— 
that im regard to advance pay—‘‘is believed to 
be eminently wise, and well calculated to aid in 
filling up the Navy with just that class of seamen 
that are now wanted in the service.” It is barely 
possible that if the distinguished author of this 
report had known that that section of the joint 
resolution was adopted at my instance, he would 
not have spoken so favorably of itin the report 
as he has done. 

Mr. President, if it be intended to be asserted 
that any Senator assured the Senate in the debate 
that was had on the introduction of the bill, upon. 
which the report purports to be made, that noth- 
ing was meant but a repeal of that part of the res- 
olution which related to the transfer of men, it 


asserts whatis not true. I have taken the trouble 
to read that entire debate again to-day, and no 
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Senator: who'spoke arponsthe’ subject made any 


such assertion. What were the tacts? i intro- 
docela bill- to repeal: the whole: resolution; and > 


the question. before. the Senate was not whether 


Btahice as well as the one proposed by the Sena- 
tor from. Gali A, because. i found that it was 
creating confusion: at: the Navy Department and 
confusion ‘among: the men who wished: to be 
transferred and ‘wished to enlist into the naval 
upérvice. Here. was an old law which allowed 
three months? advance pay, and here was a new 
law which allowed. three ‘months’ advance pay, 
Putto be returned to the Federal Treasury out 
of any prize-money that the sailors might be en- 
titled to; and the idea’ had been propagated by 
‘foen' in New ‘York and Philadelphia, and was 
‘being ‘received as true by sailors, that these two 
provisions were intended to cover. the same ad- 
vance, and would only entitle them to one three 
months? advance pay, which would have to be 
returnéd out ofthe prize money as well as out of 
their legitimate pay; and I thought it was better 
to incorporate all the legislation on this subject 
in'some other bill, soas tomake it perfectly cledr 
and patent to the dullest comprehension. 
+5 \tas true thatthe resolution of the Senator from 
California, (Mr.’Connzss,} which was sought to 
be repealed, was intended to be passed merely for 
a temporary purpose. No other design was èx- 
pressed by him; but in order to facilitate the mat- 
ter at the'lime, and as I thoughtitmight possibly 
“atimulate recruiting at the different naval rendez- 
vous, 1 proposed to add the section which I of- 
fered às an amendment.. When I found that it 
was not answering the purpose which was con- 
templated, and when Lfound, whathas beenshown 
by the experience of the last ten days, that in 
consequence of the enrollment bill, which allows 
avery locality along our Atlantic coast to be cred- 
ited with the seamen who may enlist into the na- 
val service upon their military quotas, sailors 
were beginning to comein, 1 did not think it was 
necessary that this additional three months’ ad- 
vance pay should be continued on the statute- 
book. If the Senate had decided to consider the 
bill, 1 should have attempted to convince them of 
that fact, and I have no doubt 1 should have suc- 
ceeded in doing so. 
This report asserts that 
The very suggestion of reference to the Committee on 
Nayni Afairs was stized upon by one member of the com- 
Mittee for a severe reprimand to bis colleagues on the com- 
mittee for the inanner in which they performed, or rather 
Heglected, their duties? i 
Why, Mr. President, I never had the most re- 
mote idea of reprimanding the Naval Committee. 
J knew too well by three years’ experience how 
the business of the Naval Committee is conducted. 
I know that the Senator from New Hampshire 
considers himself the Naval Committee. I know 
that he calls up bills whenever he chooses, and 
disposes of them about as he chooses} and I was 
perfectly well aware, as is evidenced by the fact 
IN connection with this report, which has heen 
submitted tothe Senate without having been sub- 
mitted to a’single member of the committee, that 
he was the man who was solely responsible for 
the conduct of naval affairs. 
Let me gay here one word in connection with 
my, service on the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
J have been for three years a member of that com- 
mittee. I never sought to. be placed upon it. 
Every member of the party of which Lam a mem. 
ber who has been on the committee to designate 
members of the committees of this body will bear 
testimony that at every session | have sought to 
be detached from that committee. It was un- 
pleasant for me to be on that committee. I never 
asked for any position on any committee, and 
simply desired that I might be detached from that 
“committee. Why did fnotdesire to serve on it? 
For the reason I have stated, that it was unpleas- 
ant to me. The Senator from New Hampshire 
seemed to imagine that because he was chairman 
ofthe committee, he had the entire control of it, 


‘He-told-the-Sesate herein his place that at the’ 


commencement’ of this session he ‘went?to-the 


Senator from New York (Mr. Morean] and pro- 


posed to him to-make him the chairman of the 
Naval Committee. Why, sir, eighteen hundred | 
years ago there was a case somewhat similar, 
when: the Saviour ôf men was taken upon the 
Mount and offered all that-he beheld if.he would 
only fall-down and worship. «There was just 
about the'same power to bestow the gift-in the 
one ¢ase -as:inthe other; and I am happy to-say 
that in each case both the temptérand the.tempt- 
ation.were spurned, - Saree oa aes : 

‘Mr. President, I have'no desire to serve on this 
committee, because I believe thatthe Senator from 
New Hampshire, the chairman of the committee, 
is the most unrelenting, determined, persistent 
enemy of the Secretary of the Navy,and of the 
Navy Départment, that there is in this country. 
If there has been any opportunity when he could 
assail the. Department and thereby the public ser- 
vice, either in public conversation or in private, 
and he has not availed himself of it, I should like 
to. know when it was. He has been appointed by 
this Senate to protect and guard and defend the 
Navy Department, and he has protected and de- 
fended and guarded it; butit is the protection that 
the wolf extends to the lamb. : 

Mr. President, there is another report on our 
tables, pxesented at the same time from the same 
distinguished source, on the subject of the naval 
supply bill, which I had the honor to présent to 
the Senate, and which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. ‘This report says: 

“The system?— , 

That is, thesystem of proċuring naval supplies 
present 

r. CONNESS. 
report that is? 

Mr. GRIMES. It is Senate report No. 45, 
distributed this morning and laid on the desks of 
Senators: i 

“The system sought to be overthrown has been in opera- 
tion, as betore stated, for more than half a century, and, 
in the opinion of your committee, has operated well, and 
is well calculated to effect the objeet sought to be attained, 
naiiely, supplying the Navy at reasonable prices with the 
best articles demanded for the service, 

“The committee are not aware of any inconveniences 
to the service by the operation of the present system that 
ean be remedied, or even ameliorated, by the proposed 
ehange.”” i 

1 undertake to say thatifany gentleman on the 
Naval Committee saw this report, and saw that 
which | have read, only one member of the Naval 
Committee saw it except the chairman of the 
committee. 7 

What was the bill that I introduced, and what 
is the presentsystem? At the instance of a friend 
of mine, a member of this body, I undertook to 
draw up a bill which I thought would obviate 
some of the troubles in connection witht the Navy 
Department and abolish some of the corruptions 
that I knew were prevailing in connection with 
the furnishing of supplies under naval contracts. 
I called to my assistance those men in the Navy 
Departmentand out of it, with whom I had con- 
versed before and at the time that I drew it, who, 
as l knew, had the most experience. After it 
was drawn the bill was sent to prominent mer- 
chants in Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, 
and from them | received replies and suggestions 
in regard to amendments. ; $ 

There was one point in connection with that 
bill upon which there was a diversity of opinion 
among those with whom I conversed, and that was 
whether the purchase of naval supplics should be 
confined to naval officers, including officers of the 
live and the staff, or whether they should be made 
as they now are, through Navy agents who were 
political appointees. Some of the gentlemen, and 
among them the chief of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, were in favor of appointing civilians to 
these offices, but connecting them with the Navy 
Department as the naval constructors are now 
connected with it. Edid not concur in that view. 
I believed that the safest and best way was to ap- 
point naval officers of some grade, either of the 
line or staff, to fulfill these duties, and I reasoned 
from analogy as well as from experience. What 
would be thoughtof selecting quartermasters and 
commissaries to supply your Army from civil 


at 


I will ask the Senator what 


life alone, not making them military officers at 
all, giving them no commission, not making them | 


| responsible before a military tribunal for any of | 


“theirconduct?: And what, pray, isa Navy agent 


buta quartermaster, and what is a naval store- 
keeper but an ordnance’ or military storekeeper, 


-each-of whom is subordinate ‘and subject to. mili- 


tary law for their conduct? oe . 
There being a difference of opinion on this sub- 


_ject-between myself. and those with whom Icon- 


sulted; I concludéd:in ‘this respect to. carry out 
my own view. Butthat. was the matter of small- 
est consequence in the whole bill: ‘The eighth 
section of thé bill:is in these words: 

That all laws and parts of laws requiring bids to bs made 


in classes of articles of supply, or that require all of tha arti- 
cies enumerated in a class to be accepted as.an entire bid, 


_be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Under the present system bids are submitted 
in classes. Suppose the Government wants a 


large quantity of vaiious descriptions of iron. An- 


order comes from the Navy Department to the 
commandant of the yard to know how much and 
what descriptions of iron will be needed at that 
yard for the next year. The commandant says 
to the master blacksmith, ‘* Fill out a schedule of 
these articles and a description of them.” Thecon- 
tractor goes to the master blacksmith and cor- 
rupts him. He bribes him, and gets him to make 
a schedule certifying that he will need, for in- 
stance, a thousand pounds of one inch square 
iron, and ten thousand pounds of two inch square 
iron. Thecontractor thereupon bids for the largest 
article the smallest amount; for instance, a quar- 
ter of acent; for that of which the smallest amount 
is to be furnished he bids eight cents, the average 
price of iron being four cents. Having this per- 
fect understanding with the master blacksmith, 
when the contractor is required to. fill his con- 
tract, and to go on as they are required. to do, 
and fill, in addition to the amount originally stip- 
ulated in the contract, any more of that descrip- 
tion of iron that is required, only a very small 
portion of this quarter cent iron will be called for, 
while-enormous quantities of the eight cent iron 
will be called for, Thus the Government is đe- _ 
frauded. So it is in regard to Iumber, and so it ` 
is inregard to every article of supply that is fur- 
nished to the Navy Department. ; 

Why, Mr. President, { have had an opportu- | 
nity within a few days of looking into this sub- 
ject. Ihave seen how these naval contractors, 
under the present system, corrupt the officers of 
the Government—l mean the subordinate officers 
of the Government; I mean the master workmen 
in the various navy-yards of this country—by 
presents and by promises. I have seen, in the 
handwriting of a contractor, a statement of the 
amount that he received in one single item ofcop- 
per, where, by collusion with the master me- 
chanic, the Government had been charged an over-* 
weight by which there was received upward of 
$1,000, and that was divided into three parts be- 
tween the men who were in collusion to corrupt 
the officer and to cheatthe Government. Butthe 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs re- 
ports to the Senate that there is no necessity for 
any change of this description of dealing. This 
bill goes on to declare: ; 

That if any contractor for naval supplies shall defraud, 
or attempt to defraud, the Government by false coum, 
measure, weight, or quality of the article to be supplied, 
or procure, or attempt to procure, the same tp be done, or 
shail directly or indirectly give, or offer to give, to any off 
cer, employé, or servant ‘of the Navy Department cor- 
nected with the purchasing, inspecting, and custody of na- 
val supplies, or to any member of the family of any such 
officer, employé, or servant, any bribe or present of an 
kind or deseription, for any purposé whatever, or shall of 
fer, promise, or threaten to procure the removal, transfer, 
or promotion of any such officer, employé, or servant, ho | 
shall, on conviction before a naval court-martial, be im- 
prisoned at hard labor in some penitentiary in the United 
States for a period not exceeding five years, and fined in a 
sum not exceeding $10,000, 

This bill also proposes to repeal the law an- 
thorizing the appointment of Navy agents; and 
why? Ï do not know. bat there may be honest 
Navy agents; 1 will not say but that there are; I 
hope and believe that there are some; but I sa 
that under the present system we have no possi- 
ble control over them, and I would get control of 
theminsomeway. We have no control over our 
haval storekeeper, and I would secure control over 
him. Iam one of those who believe that a life 
commission and the epaulets on the shoulders 
ofa man who has been reared to believe that honor 
is the highest consideration of any man and offi- 
cer, is a greater guarantee to the Government than 
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all the bonds that you could pile into the Capitol 
of the nation, / 

Under the present system if anything is wanted 
ata navy-yard the Navy agent directs the con- 
tractor to procure it, For instance, there is the 
article of Massey ’s logs that are used on our ships, 
and which are manufactured at New York. The 
place where they are sold ison Broadway. They 
are sold there at the price of twenty dollars. 
When we wanted some of them the order to fur- 
nish them was given to a man by the name of 
Scofield, and they were furnished to the Govern- 
ment at the price of thirty-six dollars. The Naval 
Committee do not think it necessary to abolish 
the system under which this is done! 

The article of pressed hair, which the manu- 
facturer and patentee offered to furnish to the 
Governmeut for ten cents a pound, was furnished 
to the Government by one of these naval con- 
tractors who are to be protected by the action of 
the Naval Committee, or rather by its chairman, 
at nineteen cents a pound, 

The bill which 1 introduced required that all 
articles such as.oil should beanalyzed. During 
the last two years and a half we have been pay- 
ing from $1 75 to $2 50 a-gallon for sperm oil. 
T honestly beheve we have not had in the public 
service a gallon of s 
time. It has turned out by an investigation that 
has been gone into that a portion of the oil for 
which we paid $1 69 was procured by the contract- 
or at cighty cents, and was almost entirely lard 
oil mixed with a little sperm, 

Bat the Committee on Naval Affairs, or rather 
its chairman, does notthink that the present sys- 
tem should be abolished! He thinks that the 
wesent system has operated well, is well calcu- 
feted to effect the objects sought to be attained, 
namely, ‘supplying the Navy at reasonable 
prices with the best articles demanded for the ser- 
vice 1”? 

There is another provision in this bill that T 
think ought to be adopted, and that is in relation 
to corrupting agents and employés of the Gov- 
ernment: 

That ifany officer, employé, or servant conneeted with 


or in tue employmentof the Navy Department, or any officer 
or agent thereof in any navy-yard or elsewhere, shall de- 


fraud, or attempt or be privy to any attempt to defraud said 


Department by false count, measure, weight, quantity, or 
of naval supply, he shall, upon conviction thereof 
i naval court-martial, be fined in any sum not €x- 
eecding $10,000, and be imprisoned in some penitentiary 
in the United States not exceeding ten years. 


The extensive house of Phelps, Dodge & Co., 
oneof the largest houses in the United States, said 
that untila few days ago they were utterly unable 
to furnish tothe Navy Departmenta single article 
in their lines; and why? They proposed to fur- 
nish the article of tin at the lowest figure that it 
could be bought for anywhere. 1 think at one 
time they proposed to furnish it at twenty-nine 
cents. A naval contractor came to them and 
bought that same lot of tin at twenty-nine cents, 
Ie turned itinto the Navy at the navy-yard pro- 
fossedly for twenty-seven cents. How did he 
make his profic? By corrupting the agent who 
was to receive it, the master mechanic who was 
to receive it, aud cheating the Government in false 
weight. What control has the Government over 
these master mechanics? None whatever. They 
can be dismissed from the public service, but they 
have their ill-gotten gains in their pockets, and 
they set us at defiance. I propose by this bill to 
put them under martial law, and to declare that 
if they are convicted of any such offense as that, 
they shall be incarcerated in the penitentiary in 
addition to being dismissed. But the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs says that 
ght to be overthrown has been in oper- 
ed, for more than half a century, and, 
ür the opinion of your committee, has operated well, and 
is well calcwla touffeet the object sought to be attained, 
namely, supplying the Navy atreasonable prices with the 
best articles demanded for ihe service’? 

Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire rose the other day in his place and said: 


“The system so 
ation, as before 


t1 wisi to call the attention of ihe Senate for a single j 


moment to 8 personal matter. J find myself, in the pro- 


perm oil during that whole | 


| of Iowa. 


ecedings of the Senate yesterday, charged with a.misstate- 
ment, a falschood. I will read it from the Globe: 

te Mr, Grimes. When { introduced this billth 
ing, l stated that if there was any objection to its . 
diate consideration 1 would not press the bill at this time. 
There was no objection. ‘The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire says that he objected.’ 

“¥ do not ask anything.” 


Oh, no; he did not ask anything. Jam only 
astonished that at this place, in imitation of his 
great prototype, Uriah Heep, he did notutter some 
of his usual declarations of extreme humility. 

«E simply want to call attention to this breach of parlia- 
mentary privilege and of the rules of the Senate, and having 
done that, I have done.’? 

Mr. President, when I rose in my place to reply 
to the Senator, by a sort of sharp practice he re- 
fused to give way to me until he had submitted 
a large quantity of documents as reports. Now, 
what were the facts? What I did say and what 
the Senator pretended to quote was this: 

t When I jutroduced this bill this morning I stated that 
if there was any objcetion to its immediate consideration 
I would not press the bgp at this times ‘There was no ob- 
jection, ‘he Senator from New mpshire says that he 
objected, but nobody heard him J alter he had made a 
speech on the subject of the bill,” 


The Senator cuts one of my sentences in two 
in the middie, quotes the first partof it and does 
not quote the qualifying part; a specimen of pet- 
tifogging that would do credit to the most acute 
practitioner at the Old Bailey bar. Did I telf the 
truth,ordid I not? I asserted that “the Senator 
from New Hampshire says that he objected, but 
nobody heard him untilatter he had made aspecch 
on the subject of the bill? That was the fact, 
and the record shows it. I introduced the bill 
and explained it; stated that if there was any ob- 
jection to its immediate consideration Í would not 
press it. The Senator rose in his place and then 
commenced one of his usual attacks on the Scc- 
retary of the Navy, by attempting to prove that 
there, was either a sufficient number of seamen 
or else that the Secretary of the Navy was dere- 
liet in his duty in not procuring them, by telling 
us about Mr. Kasson’s having applied for the 
opening of a recruiting rendezvous in the State 
After he had got through, the Presid- 
ing Officer said, “Is there any objection to the 
present consideration of this bill??? 

Mr. Wane. I object to its consideration this morning. 

“Mr. Grimes. I bope the Senator will withdraw his 


objection until I make a statement. 
“Mr. Hars., Certainly.’ 


I then commenced to explain why it was that 


| the Secretary of the Navy had declined to allow 


a recruiting rendezvous to be opencd in the State 
of lowa. While I was speaking, my friend on 
my right, the Senator from Connecticut, (Mr. 
Foster,] suggested to me that the Senator from 
New Hampshire had no right to object at that 
stage of the proceedings, because he had gone on 
and debated the bill. F said to the Chair, * L un- 
derstand from my friend who sits at my side, (Mr, 
Fosrer,] that the Senator from New Elampshire 
has no right to object to the consideration of this 
bill after having gone on and debated it.” There- 
upon the Chair decided, E think the same Presid- 
ing Officer who now occupies the chair, that ‘ the 
debate having proceeded so long without objecs 
tion, the Chair must, if that point is raised, hold 
that the right to object was waived by the pro- 


| tracted debate which has taken place, and the bill 


is before the Senate asin Committee of the Whole, 
and open to amendment.”’ . 

To show that 1 was correct in saying that the 
Senator did not object until after he had made his 
speech, I will eall the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire himself upon the stand, and his testimony 
may be taken for whatever Senators may deem It 
to be worth: 

“Mr. HALE. 
gie word. 


Whe this bill was introduced, [objected toits consid- 
eration. The Senator from fowu asked ine to withdraw it.” 


In justice to myself, I desire to say a sin- 


Withdraw the objection after he had made his 


that he made any objection at any other time. 
tF objected to its consideration, 


No, 96. 


Towa asked me to withdraw itto enabie him to make iiw 
explanation, Whieb Edid, and then it was decided thatit 
was too late for ne to make the objection.” 

Too late after he had made hisspeech.. I then 
said that nobody heard him object until after he 
had made the speech. Fle does not himself prè- 
tend that he did make the objection until after.be 
had made the speech. Butin order. to raise an; 
issue with me, the Senator comes in here und 
rises to a personal explanation and garbles and 
cuts in two one of my sentences, That specimen 
of management, that conduct if done by the pen, 
would be regarded as moral forgery. Having 
been uttered here in the Senate, it perhaps does 
not become me to apply the epithet that L think 
belongs to it. aa 

Mr. President, I am done now, I trust forever, 
with the Senator from New Hampshire. Lhope 
that I shall never have occasion to notice him 
again; but it would be well for that Senator to 
remember hereafter that non-resistance is not one 
of the tenets of my faith. J will make another 
pledge to the Senate that hereafter, with the ex- 
ception of one amendment which 1. propose. to 
offer to the naval appropriation bill, | will not 
annoy them with anything connected with naval 
matters, but will content myself with recording 
my votes upon subjects of that kind, 

Mr. HALE. I have read somewhere, I do 
not know exactly where, that sportsmen having 
colts in training for the race, take them. out aud. 
exercise them around the course in the morning 
so that they may be fit for the more. arduous 
duties of the race when it comes on. The Sena- 
tor from Jowa seems to have ‘subjected himself 
to such discipline as that in regard tome. He 
hardly thinks he is fit to go on with the duties of 
the day until he has had a tilt at me. Iwill leave 
him ail he makes by it. 1 have but very. little to 
say in reply to this labored effort.. When the 
Senator’s bill which he lauds so much comes up 
l shall endeavor to defend the report of the com- 
mittee as well as Lmay. No doubt the Senate 
and the country will exceedingly regret that the 
Senator is not to make any more speeches on 
these subjects. I hope, however, that the coun- 
try will survive it, and that the rebellion will be 
squelched, notwithstanding. ; 

One word, sir, in regard to the personal attack 
which he makes upon me with reference to the 
report made the other day, in regard to whicly he 
intimates that he has polled the- committee. The 
bill was submitted to the Commitice on Naval 
Affairs at a meeting when there was a majority 
present, though the Senator from Iowa was ab- 
sent, and the committee came to a unanimous con- 
clusion and instructed me to draw the report, and 
I drew it in accordance with the unanimous vote 
of the committee. Fam not aware that it is the 
practice when such a course as that is taken for 
the report always to be submitted to the commit- 
tee after the committee have come to a conclusion 
and instructed a member to draw a report. In 
that, however, I may be mistaken; but in this 
matter I was a little more careful than that, not- 
withstanding the asseveration of the Senator from 
Iowa. I drew up about half the report and read 
it to the committee. , After it was all finished f 
then submitted it to another member of the com» 
mittee, who asked me if there was anything dif- 
ferent from what was read before, and I told him 
not, and he declined to read it, 

So much for the manner in which the commit- 
tee have been treated by me. I had supposed 
that the Naval Committee, if their rights were 
agerieved by any assumption of the chairman; 
were competent to take care of themselves. I 
have stated the fact, the simple fact; and the dif 
ficulty in that report, and the only difficulty in it, 
is that it is true every word of it; and the reason 
that the facts were presented to the Senate was 
simply this: after Leame to this result I desired 
to present to the Senate a brief argument against 


; ` x ii a course of legislation which I thought was im- 
speech. Neither the record nor himself pretends | 


provident, irregular, and unwise, and upon look- 


li ing it over I thought | could best do H bya sipi 
‘Fhe Seuater from | 


ple narration of the facts which occurred in the 
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April ll, 


Senate Chamber, and that is the reason why I | 
did it: a 

Now, sir, I have found out one thing this morn- 
ing which is some. rehief to me, and I am glad to 
find it out; and that is the.cause of offense which 
has prevented the country, the Naval Committee, 
the Senate, the Congress, aid the cause of the 
county from receiving. the distinguished ser- 
vices of the Senator from lowa tipon the Naval 
Committee. Itis that he did not have sufficient 
influence upon the committee; that the chairman 
was: overbearing, usurped the whole, and did 
everything his own way, and of course therefore 
the Senatorfrom Lowa did nothave that consider- 
ation to which he was entitled. Notwithstand- 
ing the vituperation with which he has assailed me, 
notwithstanding the covert attacks—no, hardly 
covert, the open attacks upon my veracity, the 
various flings he has made, and the exhibition of 
good temper and amiability which he has given 
this. morning, I want to say that when the Sena- 
tor was upon the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and met there, so far was I from engrossing the 
affairs of the committee, that the most important 
changes that were made in the naval laws during 
the last Congress, and they were very important, 
were made by bilis introduced into the Senate and 
which I never saw or heard a word of until after 
they were introduced; and even in some cases, 
where matters had been specially referred to a 
joint committee of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, and I was at the head of the com- 
mittee, | was not even there consulted, and when 
T came to call the committee together I found that 
they had agreed on their bills and reported them, 
and I never saw some of them until they were in- 
troduced into the Senate. { believe the Senator 
from lowa did not exhibit anything more than 
his, usual modesty in the discussions of the naval 
bills; and | would stand or fall by the assertion 
of every member who was on the committee that 
there was more consideration paid to thé views of 
the Senator from Towa than all the other mem- 
bers put together. 

One word, sir, in regard to what I thought was 
not very assuming. At the commencement of 
this session, when the matter of organizing the 
committees: was under discussion, 1 went to the 
distinguished Senator from New York [ Mr. Mor- 
Gaw) and told him that I thought, considering the 
size of the State of New York, its commercial in- 
terests, its relation to the Navy and to allthat was 
to be protected by the Navy, it was due to his 
State that he should have the place of head of that 
committee, and that if he would accept it T would 
padly withdraw and use what little influence | 
had to give him the place. Butthe Senator from 
Towa looks upon that act as an act of atrocity 
aecond only to the attempted corruption of the 
Saviour of the world by the enemy of souls. It 
seems to me that he must have had rather an ex- 
aggerated idea of the consequence that was to be 
attached to what I proposed to do and the man- |! 
ner in-which I proposed to do it. 

Mr. President, L regret this as much as any- 
body; but while that venom existed in the heart 
of the Senator it was better that it should come | 
out, and come out asit has this morning, openly, 
and before the Senate and before the world. But, 
sir, the Senator was not content with all that, and 
was not willing to let this thing go with such an 
exhibition as this without winding up with a 
threat, J can tell the Senator that I value his |} 
nuroni iuei exactly as much as I do his speech; 
and if f thought it could influence nie to utter a 


word or to hold my tongue from the utterance of | 
a single syllable, F should look upon myself as 
the meanest wretch that ever crawled into this 
place, No, sir, his thrent—I will not characterize 
it nor designate it, Ido not know that it is not 
becoming the decorum of debate and the propric- 
ties of the place, and in entire accordance with |) 
what he considers due to goad taste and the de- | 
corum and propriety of the-body. Fie gives no- 
lice that with me he is done. T am glad of it 
entirely glad of it. If thereiaa man on this broad 
footstuol of God that has cause of offense against | 
me, itisof his seeking, If there isa human beine 
that has ever suffered wrong at my hand, let it 
have been ever so unintentional, that I have not: 
been anxious and earnest and prompt to redress, 
ldo not know it. Phe Senator may choose his 


own position and keep it; f shall pursue mine, I i 


é ner 
shall not descend or condescend to personalities, | 


i 


_ ten cents per pound be levied upon all wool of 
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let them be heaped upon meas they may; and if 
in the course of the session the Senator’s moral or 
mental health should be such as to require such 
another ebullition as he has given this morning, I 
shall content myself with letting it pass in silence. 

One word more, sir, before | sit down. The 
Senator and I disagree in regard to another report 
that I made. The Senator thinks that there is 
great corruption inthe Navy Department, So do 
I.. We agree there. Where does he think it is? 
He thinks it is among the mechanics, the black- 
smiths, and the employés taken from the middle 
classes. Mr. President, when the truth comes to 
be known, when the facts come to be seen, it will 
be found that you will have to go a little higher 


| than blacksmiths, carpenters, or mechanics to 


reach the guilty parties. I will go further, and 
say that when you examine the contractsthat have 
been made, those that have been. made in the regu- 
lar course of business by the Navy Department in 
the legitimate channels through the Navy agents, 
and compare them with those that have been made 
by the Department outside of the regular channels, 
you will find that the cost ofthelatter purchases has 
been at least fifty per cent., I think, in advance of 
those that have been madeé where the regular course 
of the law has been followed. But, Mr. President, 
I will not be premature in discussing that subject. 
When it comes up | shall gdeavor to stand by 
the report of the committee? 


ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 


Mr. HOWARD. 
bill No. 206. ; 

Mr. COWAN. I hope we shall be allowed to 
present petitions. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The morning hour is now 
passed, and I desire, after the long delay which 
has been interposed, to be permitted to take up 
the naval appropriation bill to-day. l must ob- 
ject to the taking up of any other bill, but I am 
willing to allow a few minutes for morning basi- 
ness, 

Mr. HOWARD. It will take buta short time 
to dispose of the bill which I wish to take up, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What is the bill? 

Mr. HOWARD. It is the bill in relation to 
the establishment of the arsenal at Rock Island. 

Mr, FESSENDIEN. Of course there will be 
debate on that. ‘Phere was the other day, 

Mr. HOWARD. There will be but a very 
short debate, I think, 

Mr. PESSENDEN. 
tion. 

‘Lhe motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will receive petitions. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. COWAN presented a memorial of the 

members of the Legislature of the State of Penn- 


sylvania, a memorial of the officers of the Phil- 
adelphia, Wilmington, and Baltimore Railroad 


I move to take up House 


E must object to the mo- 


The Chair 


i Company, and two memorials of citizens of Phil- 
pany, 


adeiphia, remonstrating against the extension of 
the patents of Charles Goodyear for the manu- 
facture of vulcanized Lndia rubber; which were 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 

Ife also presented a memorial of the Board of 


| Trade of Philadelphia, praying for the construc- 
| tion ofa suitable pier at Lewes, in the State of 


Delaware; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Phil- 
adelphia, praying for increased railroad facilities 
between the cities of New York and Philadelphia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs and the Militia. 


Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of the 


: Adams Express Company, praying for the issue 
t=] 


of Treasury notes in the place of ‘Treasury notes 


i lost by that company by the sinking of the 
| steamer | 


3io Bio at New Orleans on the 22d day 


of March, 1863; which was referred to the Com- 
3 3 


' mittee on Finance. 


He also presented three petitions of citizens of 
Michigan, praying that a duty of not fess than 


foreign production imported into the United 
States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER presented two petitions of wo- 


t 
| 
! 
men of Farmington, New York, praying for the | 


abolition of slavery throughout the United States, 
and the adoption of measures for so amending the 
Constitution as forever to prohibitits existence in 
any portion of our common country; which were 
referred to the select committee on slavery and 
freedmen. oe i 

He also presented a petition of women of On- 
tario county, New York, praying for the eman- 
cipation of all persons of African descent held to 
involuntary service or labor in the United States; 
which was referred tothe select committee on 
slavery and freedmen. oe 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented the petition of Jon- 
athan Ball, praying for an extension of his patent 
for an improved mode of coating the interior side 
of metallic water-pipes with hydraulic cement; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. ; 

Mr. MORGAN presented a petition of citizens 
of New York, praying for the creation of a new 
district court of the United States to be held at 
the port of New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. y 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of citizens 
of New York, praying for the creation of a new 
district court of the United States to be held at 
the port of New York; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. i 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. Eliza 
Donnelly, the mother, and Miss Sarah Donoelly, 
the sister of Colonel Dudley Donnelly, who was 
killed at the battle of Cedar Mountain on the 9th 
of August, 1862, praying for a pension; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILLEY presented the petition of Alfred 
A. Belknap, a paymaster in the United States 
Navy, praying to be relieved from all responsi- 
bility for a certain sum of money belonging to 
the United States which was stolen from him at 
the city of New York on the 11th of April, 1863; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. NESMITH presented the petition of Wil- 
liam Napoleon Walton, praying that aid may be- 
given to him in the construction of a pneumatic 
ærograph from the waters of the Missouri river 
to San Francisco, California, or Portland, Ore- 
gon; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. WILSON. I present to the Senate the 
first annual report of the National Academy of 
Sciences, and move that five hundred copies be 


printed, . ; 4 
‘The motion was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. ` 
Mr. FOSTER. I present the petition of Brain- 


erds& Co. and others, residents of Portland, Con- 
necticut, representing that they are interested ia 
the business of quarrying and transporting Con- 
necticut freestone to various sections ofthe Union; 
that by the present reciprocity treaty, which will 
continue in force until September, 1865, and lon- 
ger unless notice be given, crudestone and marble 
is introduced into the United States from Canada 
free of daty; and that under that treaty also, by 
a misapprehension of its terms, stone which is to 
a certain extent worked is also introduccd free 
j of duty in a condition for building purposes. The 
petition prays that that treaty may be abrogated 
and that steps may be taken to abolish the pres- 
ent practice under it. I present also the petition 
of E. M. Muhland and othefs, of Middlesex 
county, Connecticut, on the same subject. I move 
their reference to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills and joint resolutions from 

the House of Representatives were severally read 


twice by their titles, and referred as indicated be- 
low: 


| 
| 


A bill (No. 383) to incorporate “the home for 
friendless women and children?’—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

_A bil (No. 388) for the relief of Jesse Wil- 
jams—to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

A joint resolution (No. 60) referring the case 
of James H. McCulloch to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on Claims: 

À joint resolution (No. 61) referring the case 
of Charles Wilkes tothe Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A joint resalntion (No. 62) for the relief of A. 
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REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairsand the Militia, to whom was referred 
a bill (H. R. No. 251) to organize a regiment of 
veteran volunteer engineers, reported it without 
amendment. i 

Mr. WADE. The committee on the conduct 
of the war, who were instructed to inquire into 
the causes of and circumstances attending the 
recent military expedition into Florida, have in- 
structed me to make a report and to ask that the 
report and accompanying evidence be printed. 
Ag it will be for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and for the Senate also, I move that 
five thousand extra copies be printed. 

The usual number was ordered to be printed, 
and the motion to printextra copies was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. $ 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting a copy of a communication from the Sec- 
retary of War, and a copy of a report from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, upon the sub- 
ject ofproviding means of subsistence for the Nav- 
ajo Indians of New Mexico, upon a reservation 
at the Bosque Redondo, on the Pecos river, and 
recommending an appropriation to effect the ob- 
jects contemplated, reported a bill (S$. No. 226) 
to aid in the settlement, subsistence, and support 
of the Navajo Indian captives upon a reserva- 
tion in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read, and passed to a second reading. 

LICENSES TO INDIAN TRADERS. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: | 

Resolved, 'That the Committee on Indian Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of abolishing the 
present system of licensing Indian traders, to report by 
biil or otherwise. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Nicoxnay, hisSecretary, announced 
that the President of the United States had ap- 
proved and signed, on the 8th instant, the follow- 
Ing acts: ; 

An act (S. No. 79) to incorporate the Provi- 
dence hospital of the city of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; ’ 

An act ($. No. 80) to provide for the better 
organization of Indian affairs in California; 

An act (S. No. 82) concerning notaries public 
for the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. No. 155) to incorporate the Union 
Gas-Light Company of the District of Columbia; 
and 

An act (S. No. 163) to authorize the Columbia 
Institution for the Deaf and Dumb and the Blind 
to confer degrees. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN, the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 151) making appropri- 
ations for the naval service for the year ending 
June 30, 1865. i . 

The first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to strike out the clause in lines eleven 
and twelve: ** For the construction and repair of 
vessels of the Navy, $26,300,000,” and in licu of 
these words to insert the following: 

For repair and maintenance of vessels of the Navy, la- 
bor, materiais, and stores, $11,500,000, 

For the completion of sixteen fast steam screw steam- 
ships -of-war, $7,200,000, 

For the purchase, construction, and repairs of vessels, 
materials, and labor, for the western waters, $4,000,000. 

Fer the purchase and charter of vessels for naval and 
blockading purposes, 33,000,000. 

For extra Inbor, expense of repairs, &c., on foreign 
stations, $500,000, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will say to the Senate 
that these items are simply a specification of the 
various amounts included in the gross sum ap- 
propriated by the Flouse of Representatives, It 
Is making the appropriation specific. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert the words | 


For the completion of armored-piated vessels, $3,600,080, 3! 


The amendment was agreed to. 


houses in the navy-yards.”* 
The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment was to reduce theappro- 
priation for contingent expenses of the Bureau of 
Equipment and Recruiting, from $1,500,000 to 
$1,250 ,000. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. - 


The next amendment was in line one hundred 
and forty-nine, after the word ‘quarters’? to 
insert in the barracks,” so as to make that 
item “ furniture for officers” (of marines) ‘‘quar- 
ters inthe barracks.” : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line one hundred 
and seventy-one, to strike out the word “moving” 
before the word * piers,” and insert the word 
‘“nooring.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. There is another little 
amendment needed in thatitem to make the mean-, 
ing clear. It now reads *‘ barracks and guard- 
house, Seavey’s Island.” The comma after 
“ house’ should be stricken out and the word 


“on” inserted, so as to read ‘‘barracks and guard- | 


house on Seavey’s Island.” g 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amend- 
ment will be made. 

‘The next amendment was to reduce the appro- 
priation for the diferent objects at the New York 
navy-yard from $719,315 to $669,315, and to 
strike out the words “and for commencing wet 
basin on cob dock.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. An appropriation of 
$50,000 was recommended for commencing acob 
dock, which it will probably take a considerable 
number of years to complete, 

The committee thought it was not advisable to 
commence a work of that description at the pres- 
ent time, and have therefore reported this amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out from 
the objects of appropriation for the Washington 
navy-yard “marine railway in west ship-house,” 
and to reduce the appropriation from $229,465 to 
$149,465. 

‘The amendment wag agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the appro- 
priations for hospitals the following: 

Mare Island, California: 

For completion of hospital, $75,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I willstate to the Senate 
that $25,000 has been heretofore appropriated 
for the commencement of a haaditat at Mare 
Island, and a communication was reccived by the 
committee from the head of the Bureau of Med- 
icine and Surgery recommending that $75,000 
more be appropriated in order to complete the 
hospital. His idea is to put up a brick building, 
one that will notcasta great deal of money, or be 
very expensive, but which will,in his judgment, 
answer the purposes of the service, There is no 
hospital there now. They have heretofore had 
possession of a vessel, butthey have been turned 
out of that, and it would seem as if there should 
be some naval hospital on that coast. The com- 


mittee thought it advisable to make this appro- | 


priation in accordance with his recommendation. 
‘he amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was 
in lines two hundred and ninety-three and two 
hundred and ninety-four, to strike out the words, 
“this appropriation is made upon the basis of 
no increase of salary,” and to insert in lieu 


thereof, “and the salary of the constructing en- |; 


gineer at Mare Island, California, shall be $3,200 
after the close of the present fiscal year;’’ so that 
the clause will read: 


For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, and all | 


ablisbments of the several navy-yards and sta- 
9.688, And the salaryof the constructing engi- 


the civil 
tions, $1 


| neerut Mare Island, Califoruia, shail be $3,200 after the 


elose of the present fiscal year. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [think it would be well 
to amend that amendment by inserting the word 
“annual? before “ salary.” [make that motion. 

Theamendmentto theamendment wasagreed to, 

Mr. HALE, I hope that amendment will not 


be pressed, : F think the chairman: of the -Com- 
mittee on Finance can accomplish everything he 
desires by striking out of the clause proposed to 
be inserted the word “and,” and ‘inserting the 
word ** provided.” It will then read: Ae 

This appropriation is made upon the basis of no Increase 
of salary: Provided, The annual salary of the constructing 
enginecrat Mare Island, California, shall be $3,200 after the 
close of the present fiscat year. Saeed 

That will leave the section just as he desires to 
leave it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is no need of the 
word “ provided” there atall, The word “and” at 
the beginning of the sentence is perfectly proper; 
‘Sand the salary of the constructing engineer,” 
&c. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the chairman of the com- 
mittee will consent to have that portion of the 
amendment rejected proposing to strike out that 
proviso, and that he will let the words * this ap- 
propriation is made upon the basis of no increase 
of salary’? stand as they are. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The objection to that | 
was a matter of taste.’ We thought it sounded 
rather like a stump speech. We appropriate a 
sum of money to cover a certain class of estimates, 
according to the estimates. We do not specify 
anything, and we do not provide specifically -by 
those words that no salary shall be increased; but 
here it is proposed to say that the appropriation * 
is made upon that basis. It is rather an expla- 


‘nation which we thoughtasa matter of good taste 


sa ould be out of the bill rather than in it, The 
woids have no legal signification whatever. If 


| the Senate attach any particular importance to 
them of course I do not‘care anything about it. 


Mr. HALE. I can state to the Senate and to 
the chairman of the Finance Committee what I 
am told is the fact. There are some employés in 
the navy-yards who are appointed within the dis- 
cretion of the Department or of the head of a bu- 
rean whose compensation is not regulated by law. 
It is proposedas I understand to raise the salaries 
of some of those employés and possibly to leave 
out some of them, ‘The committee of the House 
of Representatives thought it was better to leave 
the salaries as they are. 1 am not very particu- 
Jar as to the form of the proposition, Ìt was put 
in by the House, i i 

Mr. JOHNSON. The words proposed to be 
stricken out will notaccomplish the object, ifthat 
is the object, because they may pay just what 
they please out of their whole appropriation; but 
it seems to be a little singular that we should put 
such a provision in this bill. F understand’ the 
Senator to say that the compensation which is 
now being paid may be increased, and the object 
of putting this clause in was to exclude the idea 
that these appropriations were intended to be used 
for that purpose. 1 do not sce what there is in 
the words proposed to be stricken out which 
would prevent the superintendent from paying 
that money among his several employés just 
as he thought proper. You do not fix by the bill 
what the superintendent is to get, what the con- 
tractor is to get, or what other persons employed 
under them are to receive. Ttappears to me that 
the clause amounts to nothing, and I agree with 
the Senator from Maine that itis rather in bad 
taste, certainly itis novel, to insert a provision 
like this in the bill, It is really saying to the 
people of the United States that we do not mean 
to spend more money for the purpose of salaries 
than has heretofore been spent; but yet we give 


jas much money as is needed. The amountisthe 


thing in which the country has an interest, and 


f not the manner in which that amount is distribu» 


ted as between the different employés. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment proposed by the committee 
as it hus been amended on motion of the Senator 
from Maine by inserting the word “annual”? be- 
fore “salary.” 

Theamendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was 
after line two hundred and ninety-seven to strike 
out the following words: 

For pay of clerks inthe ordnance department at the sev- 
eral nayy-yards in Heu ofthe present per diem pay, namely : 

For salary of one clerk at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 
wee ee ene clerk at $1,200, and one at $1,000 per 


annum, at Boston navy-yard, $2,200. 
For salary of one cietk at the Pilladelphia navy-yerd, 


81,000. 
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.. .Fot-salary of ebief elerk at. $1,899; one clerk at $1,008, 
aud ouc draughtsman at $1,800 per angum, at Washington 
yavy-yard, $4,600. 

Mr JOHNSON. I willask why that is pro- 
posed to be stricken out? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The reason.for striking | 
it gatis simply this? heretofore the clerks of the 
ordnance. department at. the several navy-yards 
have been paid like all the other clerks employed 
in the navy-yards, a per diem as their. services 
were needed. 
ordnance department on a different basis, which | 
is considered unwise. Let them all remain on | 
the same basis as heretofore, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in | 
line three hundred ‘and sixteen, page 14, under 
the heading of ‘ Naval Observatory,” to strike 
out “three? and insert “ four,’’ and inline three 
hundred and seventeen, after the word “ dollars,” 
to strike out the words, and $4,000 thereof shall 
be equally divided among the three aids as their | 
salary;’’ so that the clause will read: 

For pay of assistant astronomer, four aids, and clerk, | 
$8,000. i 

The amendment was agreed lo, 


The next amendment af the committee was in 
line three hundred and forty, page 15, after the 
word “photographer,” to insert the words “for 
ordnance bureau;’’ so that the clause will read; 

For pay of photographer for ordnance barean, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
Strike out the second section of the bill in the fol- 
lowing words: 


. 

Seg 2. And beit further enacted, That forthe purpose of 
building a floating dry dock for monitors at the New York 
navy-yard, and also at the navy-yard at Phil 
price not exceeding $260,000 each, the sum of ; 
and the same is hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of the 
appropriation of $750,000 fur a floating dry-doek at nav 
yard New York, provided tor by the act making appropr 
ations for the naval service of the United States, approved 
March 3, 1863; and the balance of said appropriation be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I move to amend that sec- | 
tion by striking out the word “ floating”? before | 
“dry-dock,” leaving it at the option of the De- 
partment to make it either floating or permanent, 
as they see fit. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The proposition of the 
committee is to strike out the whole section. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If that motion of the com- 
mittee is fost, will it still be open to amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be open 
to amendment; and itis now open to amendment 
oy modification before the question is patou strik- 
ing out. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose there will be no 
objection to striking out the word * floating.” 

Mr, FESSENDIEN. I wish to make a short j 
statement in regard to the amendmentof the com- 
mittee to strike out this section. ‘Che committee 
were in very great doubt about it. We made an 
appropriation, I think, of $760,000, for building a | 
large floating dry-dock atthe New York navy-yard 
last year, ‘That will take some time to build. "The 
pressure is pretty strong for a floating dry-dock 
for monitors and iron vessels, and it was recom- 
mended, I think, by the Department—I have been 
trying to find it, but it may possibly have been 
recommended after the report was madc—no part 
of that money having been expended at the New 
York yard, that instead of building one there, 
two small docks should be built in shorter time 
aud at a less expense, I think $260,000 apiece, at 
these diferent points, That was carried in the 
louse, and the residue of the appropriation for į 
adarger floating dry-dock repealed. 

‘Phere are two considerations connected with | 
this subject, and the committee thought it best to | 

{ 


j 


submit them for the congideration of the Senate. 
Tt would take some time to build a large d 
though nota very long period, longer, however 
than it would take to build two small ones: but 
if you build these small docks they are for small | 
vessels, and you cannot geta large one into them. 
Ti would seem to involve by and by the necessity 
and will necessarily, of building a large one in 
addition. Asis obvious, you can geta smal! ves- || 
sel into a large one, when you eannot get a large 
vessel into a small one. ‘Therefore, it we build | 
these two we shall only have them forthe smailer | 
class of vessels, while our large jron-clada will be | 
left comparativaly unprovided for. The com- | 


ry-dock, 


This is an attempt to place the |f 


mittee therefore thought on the whole it was best 
to submit the question to the jadgment of the Sen- 
ate on the motion to strike out, which would leave 
the appropriation of last year for one dry-dock 
at New York to sstand, and that is simply the 
question. i 

Mr. JOHNSON. Jf this section is stricken 
out as. proposed by the committee, as I under- 
stand there will then be an appropriation by the 
law of last session for a dock in New York only, 
and none in Philadelphia? 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Yes, sir, an appropria- 
tion of $700,000. ‘The law will then stand just 
as it was before with reference to that matter. 
New York isthe only place we now have where 
a dock of that kind can be built. Itis a matter, 
of course, of judgment and discretion, ‘Ihe com- 


| mittee have no strenuous opinion with regard to 


it, but the weight of our opinion on the whole, 
on considering it, was that it was best to leave 
the appropriation to stand as it was. It is, how- 
ever, for the Senate to decide, 

Mr. ANTHONY. [| move to amend the sec- 
tion proposed to be stricken out by striking out 
„the word “floating” before the words “dry-dock.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I should like to hear some 
reasons for that. It is against the judgment of 
the Department and of the engineers connected 
with in They want a floating dry-dock. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If that is their judgment 
they can make it a floating dock. This amend- 
ment does not compel itto be a floating dock, but 
leaves it at the option of the Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The word 
“floating” occurs twice in the section, ‘The Chair 
will inquire of the Senator from Rhode Island 
which he moves to strike out? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Both. I wish to leave the 
Department at liberty to constructa floating or 
other dry-doek as it sees fit. Ifthe Department 
desires a floating dock, of course a floating dock 
will be constructed; but I do not sce why we 
should restrict them to a floating dry-dock. I 
move to strike out both. 

Mr. JOLANSON, The word ‘floating’? may 
be stricken outin the second line where it first 
oceurs; butin tie eighth line where it occurs again 
it relates to an appropriation already made fora 
flontiug dock, and it should not be stricken out 
there. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
seribe it suiicieatly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question 
will first be taken ou striking out the word * float- 
ing’? In the second line of the section proposed to 
be stricken ont. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [hope that will not be 
agreed to. ‘Phe Department have made their own 
proposition in regard to it. They want a floating 
dock. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If they want it they can 
haveit. ‘Lhisamendment to the amendment will 
pot prevent them from having a floating dock. 
it merely removes the restriction on the Depart- 
ment, and allows them to have either in their dis- 
erection, . 

‘Theamendmentto theamendment was rejected. 

‘Pheamendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The amend- 
ments reported from the Committee on Finance 
are now disposed of, 

Mr. HALE. 
on Naval Affairs to propose several ameudments 
to this bill. J move to amend the bill by adding 
the folowing: 

For compensation of petty officers, scamen, and others 
of the erew of the United es steamer Monitor, lost at 
sea, December 30, 1862, 33,000. 

For couipensition af petty olficers, seamen, and others 
ofthe crew of the United Stites steamer Cairo, tost in the 
Yazoo river, December 1853, G8250. 


A “dry-dock” will de- 


Resolutions have passed Congress to pay this 
money, but no appropriation has been made. 
This amendment proposes simply to make an 
appropriation for that purpose, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 will ask the Senator 
whether this comes from his committee? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir, fromthe committee and 
from the Department both, 

Mr, ANTHONY. EL believe there are two or 
three other gunboats in precisely the same situa- 
Hon, A 
gestion of that kind, Ought they not to be pro- 


vided for, also? 


I am directed by the Committee } 


lthink the Senator from lowa made a sug- | 


i 
i 
H 


i 


| Key West, Peus 


Mr. GRIMES. There are two or three others 


i that have been Jost, but bills to cover these cases 


were passed at the last session, but Congress 


| failed to make an appropriation. 


Mr. ANTHONY. This is to carry into effect 
an existing law. 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have another amendment to 
offer that is recommended by the Department 
and also by the Committee on Naval Affairs. It 
is on page 10, after line two hundred and twenty- 
nine, to insert these words: 

For machinery and meterials for the repair of vessels at ' 


| Pensacola, Ship Island, and New Orleans, $100,000, 


Mr. FESSENDEN.* I should like to have the 
Senator explain where that comes from. 

Mr. HALE. I will read the communication 
from the Navy Department on the subject. It is 


as follows: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, April 4, 1864, 


Sir: I have the honor to tnetose herewith a communi- 


| cation from the chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 


ant, relative to the want of freilities at 
ola, Ship Istand, and New Orleans, for 
ring the vessels of the Gal? squadrons, 


dated the 2d in 


coaling and rep 


| and suggesting that provision be made in the naval appro- 


priation bill now under consideration to supply the wants 
at th places, Estimates for improvements and altera- 
tions at Key West and letters from Rear Admiral Parragut 
and Acting Rear Adiniral Bailey accompany Rear Admiral 
Smits communication. Tcarnestly invite the attention 
of Congress to the subject. 
Very respectfully, &c., 


GIDEON WELLES, 
Secretary of Navy. 
Hon. Joun P. Wane, - 
Chairman Naval Committee United States Senate, 

Then there isa communication from- Admiral 
Smith recommending $100,000 as the sum. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Anything that comes 
from Admiral Smith is sufficient. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. ‘Tam directed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to offer another amendment, to 
insert after line three hundred and fourteen, page 
14, the following: 

For constructing coal wharf at Key West, Florida, 
$32,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Thatis recommended by 
the Department, I suppose. 

Mr. HALE. It is recommended by the De- 
partment, | have their recommendation here, 
which can be read if desired. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 


Mr. HALE. F have another amendment to 
offer from the Committee ou Naval Affairs, to in- 
sert, after line three hundred and fourteen, page 
14, the following: 

For altering coal depot to storehouse at Key West, Flor- 
ida, $18,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, J tale it, all these amend- 
ments come from the Navy Department, and are 
approved by the Committees on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. Every one of them is recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy, and alse 
by the Committee on Naval Affyirs, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On the same page, after line three 
hundred and fourteen, I move to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

For eonstrueting railroad from naval wharf to coal yards 
at Key West, Florida, $10,000, 

Mr. FESSENDE I should think that 
amendment wanted a little explanation. 

Mr. HALE. Well, sir, I have it here, 


The 


| documentis rather long. The Navy Department 


sent out an oficer to make an examination on 
this subject. "The officer was John J. Philbrick, 
who madea pretty voluminous report. The es- 
timates are made in detail;.and that is the exact 
sum that he reports. It is recommended by the 
head of the bureau and by the Secretary of the 
Navy. Ifany Senator desires it, the report can 
be read, Ir is a pretty long document. Theap- 
propriation is only $10,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator can state 
the substance of the document. 

Mr. HALE. The substance of it is this: the 
engineer who made this report states that the 
prices charged at Key West by the draymen, 
&c., for moving the coal from the wharf to the 
sture-house are very enormous, and altogether 
beyond anything like what prudence would jus- 
ufy them in paying. There are only two modes 
suggested of remedying this evil: one is, that the 
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Government shall buy and use their own drays 


and horses; and the other to build a railroad for 


avery short distance—[ do not remember the cx- 
act distance—atan expense of $10,000. The De- 
partment thought, and so did the committee, that 
the cheapest way would be to build the railroad. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I know the location very 
wells and it would be a great deal better to have 
the railroad. . 

Mr. HALE, Itis so thought by everybody 
who has had anything to do with it. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HALE. On the same page, after line three 
hundred and thirty-two, the committee recom- 
mend the following appropriation: 

For the purchase and preparation of a site fora cemetery 
for the Navy and marine corps near Philadelphia, $20,000. 

The communication from the Navy Department 
on that subject is very short, and I will read it. 
It is from Rear Admiral Smith: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 


Bureau or Yarns ano Docks, | 


April 2, 1864. 


Sir: The circumscribed area of the grounds of the Naval | 


Asylum and Hospital at Philadelphia will notadmit of the 
extension of the burial ground. The war has brought so 
many siek and caused so many deaths there that it is ab- 
solutely necessary to procure a tot for a cemetery for the 
Navy near Philadelphia, and I therefore request that you 
wil ask Congress for an appropriation of $20,000 for the 
purchase and preparation or a site for a cemetery for the 
Navy aud marine corps, A site can probably be purchased 
for twelve or fifteen thousand dollars, and the fencing, &c 
for $5,000, but if the appropriation be made a commission 
should select the site. 

I have the honor to be, with 
servant, : 


Bh 


great respect, your obedient 
JOSEPH SMITH, 

Chief of the Burcau. 
Hon. Gipron Weuves, Secretary of the Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have another amendment to 
propose by the direction of the Committee on 
Nasal Afairs. [tis on page 8, line one hundred 
and seventy-nine, to strike out all after the word 
“ kinds”? down to the word ** thousand,’ jn line 
one hundred andeighty-two. To make the amend- 
ment intcHigible, | will state that this clause now 
reads as follows. 


Boston: 

Vor additional amount for joiners? shop, additional 
amount for coal- house, extension of shear wharf, railroad 
tracks, and repairs ofall kinds, and for extension of water 
frout by purchase of two lots adjoining uavy-yard ata prico 
not exceeding $135,000, g319,500. 


The committee propose to strike out these | 


words: 


And for extension of water front by purchase of two lots |) 


adjoining uavy-yaid, at a price not exceeding $135,000. 


And then to subtract $135,000 proposed to be | 


stricken out from the aggregate, $319,500, leaving 
the amount $184,500. The item will then read: 

For additional amount for joiners? shop, additional 
amount for coal-house, extension of ar wharf, raiiroad 
tracks, and repairs of all kinds, 418 1,500. 

Mr. JOHNSON, Why are these words pro- 
posed to be stricken out? f 

Mr. HALE. Iwill state; and [ shall be glad 
if I can get the attention of what few Senators 
there are present, 

Some two or three years ago, I think in the last 
Congress, application was made to Congress to 
extend the navy-yardat Charlestown, onthe west 
side, by the purchase of a lot of ground of Oak- 
man & Eldredge at the price of $120,000. After 


a tong discussion, the Senate refused to agree to | 
it, but finally by a report of a committee of con- | 


ference it was adopted, and the land was bought, 
That land had formerly been owned by a Mr. 


White, who testificd that for ten years previous | 


he had been trying to sell it to the Government 
for $75,000, but he could not do it. Hethen sold 
itto Oakinan & Eldredge for $66,125. Immedi- 
ately afterwards, or within a few months—I can- 
not state the precise time, but very soon after- 
wards—these gentlemen, Oakman & Eldredge, 
who bought of White, sold the land to the Gov- 
ernment for $120,000. Nothing more was heard 
of itup to the commencement of this session. 
There was no estimate made for any additional 
purchase; no claim made thatany more purchase 
was desired; but Oakman & Eldredge made so 
good a sale during the Jast Congress that they 
went on and bought two additional lots in the 
same direction, still further west. One of those 
lots they bought since this Congress has been in 
session, to wit, on the 18th of December. Of the 
two lots which they thus bought, they now pro- 
pose to sell to this Government a little more than 


H 

| half. They gave $104,000 for the whole of the 
two lots. ‘They propose to sella little more than 
half of them to the Government for $135,000. In 
| other words, they propose ta ask of the Govern- 
ment $31,000 for a little over a half, more. than 
they gave for the whole. 

The city of Charlestown, where this land is lo- 
cated, is very small in territorial limit, and they are 
very much opposed to this proposition. They 
have passed resolutions on the subject. They 
believe that the Governmentdo not want this land, 
and they are unwilling to- bave this property taken 
out of their taxable propérty and their mercantile- 
facilities. There isabundantevidence—and I sup- 
pose it has been submitted to the Committee on 
i Finance—that, in point of fact; the Government 
| now own on the cast side of the yard agreatamount 
of property that might be made availableat a much 
easier and cheaper rate than by buying this land 
of Oakman & Eldredge, who have bought it for 
the purpose of selling itto us. The water front 
of the land which the Government owns on the 
|| east side of the yard, and which is not filled up, 
j| is about three thousand four hundred feet. It is 
i; not so deep as on the east side, but the land on 
| 
f 


| the east has been bought by private gentlemen, 
who have eleared it out, dredged it, and made it 
available for the purposes of navigation, The 
| Government proposes to buy that, while, by neg- 
| lecting their land on the east side, the deposits 
| in the river are coming down and filling it up. 
| 


There is various evidence that if the Govern- 
ment will improve their own land they ean do it 
ata much more reasonable price, and have better 
i| property, than they can get by buying this land 
i at this exorbitant rate. f have before me quite 
| an amount of tesumony that has been submitted 
|| to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and also a 
|i plan of the land, which any gentleman who de- 
i sires to do so can examine. The Naval Commit- 
tee believe this thing is entirely unnecessary, and 
such is the opinion of the most practical men 
there. I shall not read much of it, but I ask the 
indulgence of the Senate fora moment while I 
read one picce of testimony. I propose to read 
li the testimony of William L. Hanscom, who is 
the Government constructor at the Charlestown 
|| navy-yard: 
|| Commonwealth of Massachusetts : 

i E William L. Hanscom, of Boston, in the county of 
H| Suatlotk, on my oath say that i am naval constructor 3 ibat 
Llrave held said office ten years, aud forfour years last past 
I| bave been stationed atthe Charlestown uavy-yard 3 thatthe 


i} fects thatalarge portion ofsaid frontage is pow unimproved, 
which might be improved to great advantage for wharf pur- 
poses by the extension of piers, without detriment, but, on 
| the contrary, With great benefit fo the yard. 
WILLIAM L. JIANSCOM, 

Thatis the tesumony of the Government officer 
who is there in charge. I have here also the tes- 
timony of Mr. White, the man who owned the 
land that we bought two years ago, which } will 
read. tis as follows: 
|| Commonwealth of Massachusetts : 


| Middiesex, on my oath say that {have lived in said city 
| twenty years 5 that {have owned wharves within the same, 
ang have done business thereon; as tenant and owner t 
occupied the wharfnext adjacent tu the navy-yard for about 
eighteen yours; it contains about one huudred and fifteen 
thousand superficial fect. fn 1860 f tried to seli it ta the 
United St and offered it for §75.900 to them, or rather 
ii this offer was made with my concurrence by a joiutowner 
| Darrow, but a sale could not be effected, and 


1 
i} with me, M 
|| we afterwards sold it fof a less price to Messrs. Oakman & 
| Eldredge, wbo, after laying out over twenty thousand doj- 
| jars thereon, sold it to ie United States. 

> 
They sold it for $120,000. 
i Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the honor- 
able Senator one question. Who was the agent 
of the Government who refused to purchase that 


rice? 
price? : 
| Mr. HALE. That I cannot say, but I think 
| the Senator can getall the information at the Bu- 
i reau of Yards and Docks. Í am not conversant 
with the factand was not. But this testimony of 
White continues: 

“ Within the yard E am certain the Government can con- 
į Stract many valuable wharves without deutinenr to any 
if Interest therein, which would be guite as valuable as any 
[other wharf property in the eity, and particularly to the 
l| United States, as they wonid be within the limits of their 
| 


own yard.” 

Besides, there are a great number of affidavits 
here from men who know the property; men who 
il have for many years been assessors of property 


water frontage on Mystic river isabout thirty-four hundred | 


1, George W. White, of Charlestown, in the county of | 


| property from White at a reduced price, and who | 
i purchased it afterwards at such an exorbitant | 


i 


i 
i 


i 
i 
i 
Í 
i 
H 
i 
| 
i 
| 
i 


in the city of Charlestown, who estimate the value 
of this property for. which we are asked to. give 
$135,000 at $60,000. There is among the papers 
also evidence that the portion that Oakman & 
Eldredge would reserve to themselves after this 
sale to the Government would be worth quite: aa 


j much as that which they sell to the Government. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. They offer the whole for 
only $25,000 more than this piece. %@ pa 

Mr. HALE. [cannot say how that is. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Their offer is $135,000 
for this piece, or the whole for $160,000. p 

Mr. ANTHONY. What did they give? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They gave $104,000. 

Mr. HALE. I think the ratio is about eighty 
to between fifty and sixty. [ propose now to 
read the resolution of the mayor and aldermen of 
the city of Charlestown on this subject: 

CITY OF CHARLESTOWN, 


IN BOARD OF MAYOR AND ALDERMEN, 
February 29, 1864. 
Whereas negotiations are in progress whereby certain 
agents of the United States Government propose to cause 
the United States to purchase Caswell’s and Brintnall’s 
wharves, so called, in this city: It is therefore í 
Ordered, (in concurrence,) That bis honor, the mayor, 
be directed to take such steps to prevent the transfer of 


| said property by appearing before a committee of Congress, 


by counsel or otherwise, as he may deem necessary. 
DANIEL WILLIAMS, 
City Clerk, 

T have here also the deeds, but I suppose there 
will be no dispute about them. One of them was 
dated in September, 1863, and the other last De- 
cember, some eighteen days after this Congress 
had been in session, to Oakman & Eldredge. 
I will now read the testimony of Edward Law- 
rence: 

Commonwealth of Massachusetts : 

I, Edward Lawrence, of Charlestown, in the county of 
Middlesex, on my oath say, that Timothy T. Sawyer, Esq., 
and mysclf were tenants in common and owners of Cas- 
wells wharf, so called, in said city, prior to last Septem- 
ber. J have been a resident of said city nearly forty years, 
have been constantly in active business pursuits, bave been 
in its city government for several years, and have, during 
the last fifteen ortwenty years atleast, been well acquainted 
with the situation, value, and condition of the reai estate 
thercin. 

In September last we sold said Caswell’s wharf to Messrs. 
Oakman & Eldredge for $49,000. We thought it beter 
to self it for that than to hold it and let it, Before selling 
it, Mr. Sawyer and myself canvassed the question whether 
the Government would be likely soon, or within any rea- 
sonable time, to need it. But upon what we knew and 
learned we concluded the Government could have no oc- 
casion to buy it. j 

This wharf we considered to be more valuable by some 
thousands of dollars than Brintnall’s wharf, so catled, then 
owned by Mr. Hintinger. Ttseemed to us then, and it seems 
to me now, if the Government needs more wharf that it 
ean better make itin its unoccupied spacesin the yard than 
to buy outside thereof. And Lo now think the whole ora 
part of this purehase money, if expended within the yard, 
would produce far better wharf facilities than will result 
from this purchase. f 

My acquaintance with the business ‘affairs of this city 
teaches me that the withdrawal of this from the bands of 
private ownership will be a misfortune in several respects, 
aud particularly that our trade and commerce need it, ine 
asmuch as very few wharves now remainin private hands, 
so that there are not facilities offered forthe carrying on 
of any very considerable mereantile enterprises requiring 
eularged wharf facilities. Besides, it operates as a bard- 


| ship upon our small cit? of about six hundred acres of real 


estate to take more of its land from taxation. 

But both these considerations and all others T shoula 
readily yield if T could see any reasonable exigency on the 
partgt the Goverument for this property. 

I shall not read any more of these affidavits, 
some of which are from gentlemen who have been 
assessors of property in Charlestown for a good 


| many years, and who say that $60,000 is the ut- 


most that the property is worth. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, This subject of purchas- 
ing a small piece or a large piece of Jand; if you 
please adjoining the Chariestown navy-yard,and 
thereby cularging the yard, has been a matter that 
has occasioned considerable debate in Congress, 
and in one form or another has been under con- 
sideration for several years. I regret that the 
Senate is not ina condition to settle the matter 
understandingly. On looking around the Cham- 
ber I see but about a dozen members present, I 
suppose the proper business of the Senate, the 


: making of appropriations, is not of much conse- 
| quence in reality to the country by the way in 


which we appropriate millions of dollars; and this 
matter must be left to take its course accidentally, 
and result well or ill as may happen. . 
My attention has been called to this matter in 
one shape or another fora considerable period of 
time. With regard to the first purchase that was 
made, it was of a piece of land lying between this 
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land and the navy-yard, and consequently this 
laid, however much it might be offered, could 
not be purchased to advantage, and would be of 
house to the navy-yard until the other had been 
purchased. `- Previous to the war, and while we 
had comparatively a small need of space, it was 
notdeemed particularly advisable to press thelarge 
extension of the yard; but the piece of water front 
which ea purenased some two or three years 
ago—l do not remember the exact time—for 
$120,000, if that was the price, was a matter that 
was absolutely essential to the carrying on of 
business at the yard. Admiral Smith had been 
urging it upon Congress for eight years, and try- 
‘ing hard-to persgade Congress to buy it. 

My friend from Kentucky inquired who was 
“the agent for the purchase. Congress was the 
only agent for the purchase. dt was recom- 
mended by different persons to purchase, but the 
Navy Department could not purchase it untilthey 
obtained authority from Congress. The purchase 
of the piece of land which 1 speak of, which is 
now owned by the Government, was urged by 
the chiefofthe Bureau of Yards and Docks for sev- 
eral years upon Congress at atime when he could 
get it cheaper, lt was continually rising, and 
Congress was continually refusing or omitting to 
purchase, on the same ground that objection is 
made to it now—that it was an exorbitant price. 
Congress would not authorize its purchase until 
it finally fell into the hands of these men, Oak- 
man & Eldredge, who carried on a large coal 
business there, ‘Phe navy-yard was so situated 
with regard to water, its principal works being in 
that particular portion, that when they laid a ves- 
sel at their own wharf it projected over this other 
piece of ground that we afterwards bought: They 
got leave at one time fromthe owners to lay their 
vessels there and to make some work there; and 
after they got leave the admiral informed me it 
was so absobitely essential that they could not 
let it go, and they held on to it. Although these 
men had made large improvements there, they 
told them the Government must and would hold 
on to itat any rate, for they could not do without 
it, [t was obvious to everybody that looked at 
it, that in order to carry out the operations of the 
yard at that particular point, it was absolutely 
essential to purchase that piece of property. But 
Congress, with the fashion that prevailed for a 
great many years, of opposing everything which 
required an expenditure of money for public 
works while the matter wag in the hands of cer- 
lain gentlemen whose notions of economy were 
anything. but economical, refused until this pe- 
riod, when these men bad purchased, when they 
had made large improvements upon the land, aud 
when being so annoyed by the continuous pos- 
session of the Governmentand the refusal to give 
it up, they offered to sell it, ‘There was a great 
debate about the price, but they would not go 
below the sum at which they finally offered it, 
and Congress agreed to buy. That was the case 
with reference to that particular portion of land. 

Now, what made that purchase essential was 
this: at that particular point of the water front is 
the deep water. It is where the current of the 
river comes directly in frontof the navy-yard aud 
eweeps out into the stream, 
in the harbor is at that point. [tis something 
over thirty feetdeep, There is also situated there 
all the principal works belonging to the navy- 
yard. That deep water was essential to them, 
or else they must take another course: carry out 
a sca wall for a large extent of their works down 
to the deep water and build out on-to it, or else 
consiruct piers over the shallow water, and that 
would necessitate a continual dredging to keep a 
sufficient depth of water. It was deemed by the 
naval officers, and by Admiral Smith, who was 
perfectly familiar with it, having been in com- 
mand there for a long period, that it was better 
and cheaper and in fact actually essential to pur- 
chase the piece of land that was there, 

Things went on in that way for some time, 
We obtained that fand, These gentlemen, Oak- 
‘man & Eldredge, have been. in possession of all 
these wharves lying alongside of the navy-yard 
for many years. ‘They have expended a great 
deal of money on that land. They carry ona 


The deepest water | 


very large and valuable business, making a large | 


income. They coal vessels. ‘They are the owners 
of the deep waters of the harbor just at the outlet 
I think of the Charles river, and where itis al 


„requisite depth of water. 


ways kept clear by the current, and where there 
is no necessity for dredging. They had been 
holding this property under lease, and finally 
purchased it. Having purchased it, we are now 
placed in this situation with reference to the mat- 
ter, as I understand: we have now a very large 
business there; we have a very large number of 
vessels there; many of them are obliged, if they 
will bear it, to be removed off into the stream. 
We have a very small water front containing the 
We have, to be sure, 
several hůndred feet of shallow water, but you 
cannot get within a long distance of the works of 


the navy-yard without doing one of two things: 


either making a sea-wall down to deep water, and 
then filling up to it—and that is the only proper 
mode of doing it, but it cannot be done, as I said 
before—or by building out piers, which would 
necessitate a continual dredging, and which is not 
the best mode. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Finance a 
question, If it is necessary for the convenience 
and interests of this navy-yard and the interests 
of the Government that this land should be ac- 
quired, why is it not acquired in the mode in 
which private land is generally appropriated for 
public use? Why is nota jury summoned to go 
upon. the premises and assess its value, and then 
let the Government take it at its value according 
to the assessment? 

Mr. FESSENDEN., Simply because Congress 
has nefer passed a law to authorize any such 
thing to be done. 

Mr. DAVIS. [think it is high time sucha 
general law should be passed. 

Mr. FESSENDIEN. That has been said here 
repeatedly when a proposition has been made to 
buy land, The argumentalways is, why do you 
not take it? The answer is, that Congress, who 
ask the question, do not provide any mode for 
taking it aud never have. If such a law were 
passed, there would be very good reason why it 
should be done in that way. 

But I was about to state that the number of 
vesselsatthat yard atthe present timeis very large. 
‘They are obliged to hire wharves; they are obliged 
to hire docks. They cannot accommodate the 
vessels that are there. The works of that yard 
are very great. Some might ask, why not go 
down to Portsmouth, where you can get deep 
watercnough? You may go to Portsmouth; but 
you mnst go there for a limited quantity of busi- 
ness, because- Portsmouth has not the appliances 
necessary to make repairs and construction to so 
great an extent, and it involves time and labor to 
extend them. Undoubtedly thereis room enough 
there, all of which we need and shall need, and 
more too, 

‘This land thus standing in that point of view, 
precisely in that situation, the Government necd- 
ing it immediately, these men, Oxkman & Eld- 
redge, wio have been spoken of by the Senator, 


became possessed of this property. They pur- į 


chased it very recently, and after the estimates 
had been submitted to Congress. Being thus in 
possession, and the fact coming to the knowledge 
of the chief of the bureau, a negotiation was en- 
tered into to see for how much they would sell 
what the Government wanted. It is about two 
hundred andeighty feet front, if Trecollectaright, 
of the best water in the harbor, all deep water, 
and just at that part of the river where itis kept 
entirely clear by the current continually, and no 
dredging is needed. They gave $104,000 for it; 
but, as one of them said before us, they bought 
one piece of itata bargain. I believe they gave 
$55,000 for it when they considered it worth 
$75,000. The other portion that they bought 
they did not bay at so much ofa bargain. They 


professed a readiness to sell the whole of it, upon | 


which, however, they had placed, as it had been 
in their possession for a considerable time under 
a lease, about thirty thousand dollars? worth of 
improvements.. i 
Mr. HALE. On this same piece of land? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir, on this same 
picce of land that they had purchased; and they 
proposed to sell the whole for $160,000; but the 
Government does not need the whole. We pro- 
pose to buy all the water frontexcept about thirty 
feet, over two hundred and cighty feet water front, 
leaving them about thirty feet for passage way 


= . =e 
down. Then it rans at an angle so that the part 


which they retain is mostly upland, ruuning up 
to the stream. Itis only the water front that we 
want. = 

Another thing: all that was wanted onthe part 
of the Government with reference to that pur- 
chase was to strike a line at right angles so as to 
clear the yard, get the front, and, so far as the 
current is concerned, get the yard into proper 
shape; and the Navy Departmentthoughtit wiser, 
although this other piece was of considerable ex- 
tent, in the proportion of fifty or fifty-five to 
eighty, to save the $25,000, because money ex- 
pended for what is not needcd is always wasted; 
and that was the proposition. Oak man & Eldredge 
retain what is entirely insufficient for their busi- 
ness, and cannot be made sufficient for their busi- 
ness at the present time; and doing, as they are,a 
very large and very profitable business, itinvol ves 
giving up the whole and finding a new place of 
business for themselves. As Mr. Oakman—t{£ 
think that was the man who was before the com- 
mittee—said, they calculated to make a profit; 
they would not sell it if they did not make a profit 
onit; butin his judgment, considering theamount 
of expenditure, what they sold of it, and what 
they would retain, it was not anything unreason- 
able. To denominate it a swindle, as it has been 
denominated, is a perversion of terms. 

Mr. HALE. I did not do it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. I know you did not do 
it; but it has been said elsewhere. 'There is no 
swindle about it. Itis a plain business proposi- 
tion. Everything in regard to it was distinctly 
understood by everybody engaged in the nego- 
tiation. ' 

The matter derived some forcein my opinion 
from the fact that the chiefof the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks thinks it very important, because the 
moment the Government came in possession of 
it they have completed the yard, and have the 
best water in the harbor near to their important 
works. They are not obliged to wait for new 
constructions of any kind or description, and 
they obtain what is exceedingly valuable. The 
chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks remarked 
to me in relation to this matter: “f have no ur- 
gency about it so far as I am concerned. It ig 
my opinion decidedly that it would be best for 
‘the Government to buy it. It may be a high 
price; it may be more than it is worth in the 
market; it may be giving, although on examina- 
tion } do not think it very unreasonable, more 
than anybody else would give, or could be ex- 
pected to give; but the question in my opinion 
1s, is it worth that money to the Government, 
and, if they cannot get it for less, is it not a value 
able and important purchase to be made in the 
existing state of things??? About that he had no 
doubt; about that the Secretary of the Navy had 
no doubt; about that the Naval Committee of 
Congress, which went on and examined the spot 
and looked at the whole thing, had no doubts 
about that neither of the Representatives from 
Boston, Mr. Hooprr and Mr. Rice, whoso 
judgment we may rely upon, and whose Integrity 
is beyond all question, Màs any doubt. Neither, 
I believe, has cither of the Senators from Massa- 
chusetts, ifthey have examined the question. 

Now, then, the simple question is this: we have 
connected with that yard a large extent of water 
front, three thousand four hundred feet I believe, 
beyond this on the other side, but it is all low 
water. You cannot get a vessel any where near 
itatall. It is of no value as water front unless, 
as I said before, you do one of two things, either 
go down to the deep water and build a sea-wall 
and fill up until you come to it, or else throw out 
your piers at different places and use them. The 
objection to the latter, as I understand, is the con- 
stant dredging that would be necessary in order 
to keep it clear. This portion of the water front 
that has been bought is kept clear by its own 
motion, by its own effect. ; : 

I have a plan here, which any Senator can ex- 
amine who sces fit to do so, in which the depth of 
water is marked all along, showing what'l have 
stated to be entirely correct and true with refer- 
ence to it. Butif you rely upon the water front 
which you have, it involves, in the first place, a 
considerable time before it can be made available; 
it involves a large expense before it can be made 
available; and then it involves, it is understood, 
a continual recurring expense in order to keep it 
available, unless you build the sca-wall that I 
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spoke of; and that is a matter that would take | 
many years, and would notanswer our first pur- 
pose at all; but that would’ be the only correct | 
mode. : 

As to the testimony that has been read, there 
is something very peculiar about the testimony of 
Mr. Lawrence. He is an inhabitant of Charles- 
town. Ele says in the first place that he wanted to 
sell this land to the Government, but the Govern- 
ment would not buy it of him; and finding the 
Government would not buy it he sold it to these 
men.. In the same affidayit he tells us that it will 
not do to sellit to the Government because it will 
injure Charlestown so much. After trying hard, 
according to his own statement, to sell it to the 
Government, and finding he could not, he sells it 
to these men, and then he turns around and says 
it will not do to sell this land to the Government; 
it will bea great injury to Charlestown. It seems 
that his love of his city did not interfere with his 
love of pelf so far as the original sale was con- 
cerned, 

My friend from New Hampshire has read the 
testimony of Mr. Hanscom, the naval constructor. 
Whiy did they not take the testimony of the en- 
ginecr of the yard? Mr. Hanscom may bea very 
good naval constructor; he may know all about 
building ships; but about the expense of making 
this alteration, and about the necessity of it, it 
would seem that the testimony of the engineer of 
the yard was the proper testimony to be taken; 
but that is avoided. They took the testimony of 
three or four master workmen, four of whom are 
aldermen of the city of Charlestown, and the testi- 
mony of the naval constructor, who did not know 
anything about this particular business, and omit- 
ted taking the testimony of the engineer, and, lam 
told, omitted to do so when they knew his testi- 
mony would be unfavorable in regard to it, and 
the testimony of the commandant of the yard. 
The commandant was Admiral Stringham, who 
has been urging it very strongly as a matter that 
was necessary for the wants of the Government. 
I have no faith in these statements—I do not dis- 
pute the integrity of the men—and in the kind of 
testimony that has been got up here. 

They have got the testimony of a considerable 
number of Charlestown men, the aldermen, &c., 
and | am told that the opinion of a very large por- | 
tion of the people of Charlestown is that itis a 
matter of no great consequence to them. Why, 
sir, Charlestown lives by the naVy-yard. What 
would become of itif it were not for the great 
expenditure ofmoncy there onthatspot? Charles- 
town is nothing without the navy-yard in any 
shape or form; and.for a city of that limited area 
to come in and object to proper facilities being 
afforded for a public work by which they live, 
and upon which they live, and which makes them 
all they are substantially would seem to be alittle 
singular. ' 

My friend has talked about going to the other | 
end of the yard and improving there. The mayor 
of the city, who has been here, Mr, Stone, isa 
man who is deeply interested in filling up landat 
the other end of the yard, which, as Lam told, 
he does not pretend to deny that at some time he 
would like to sell to the Government, where itis | 
now shallow water, at the mouth of the Mystic, 
and I am told, instead. of doing good, very much 
injuring the water front in consequence of the 
changes he made. But of that E know nothing. 
I cannot speak of my own knowledge but only 
frora hearsay. 4 | 

With regard to this matter I feel just exactly 
as the Navy Department feels or professes to feel, | 
and I have no doubt does feel, and that is this: | 
we do notany of us want to expend money un- 
necessarily, { believe I am as much averse as 
my honorable friend from New Hampshire to | 
expending money for any purpose where it can | 
be avoided; butit is miserable economy not to | 
buy where the Government is absolutely in need 
ofhaving a place, Iam disposed rather to trust || 
to the testimony of sucha man as the admiral || 
in command of the yard, of the engincer, of the || 
officers there, of the chief of the Bureau of Yards || 
and Docks, of the Secretary of the Navy, of the | 
two Representatives from the city of Boston, and | 
of the House Naval Committee who have been | 
upon the ground and examined it, and recom- | 
mended it after seeing it, than to those affidavits |j 
that are got up by interested parties giving their 


opinions of whatoughtto be done and what might i: 


be done. I have not the slightest feeling in the 
world as to whether this succeeds or fails. [ 
would uot turn my hand over on that considera- 
tion merely to’settle it one way or the other, but 
the Committee on Finance, after hearing both 
sides, having had Admiral Smith before. them, 
having had the commandant of the yard before 
them, having bad Mr. Stone before them, and 
the papers and documents and plans, and look- 
ing at the question carefully, after hearing both 
sides, came to the conclusion all but unanimous 
(I think the vote stood 5 to 2, if F am at liberty 
to speak of that) that it was advisable for the 
interest of the Government, whether this was a 
high price or not, tò purchase this piece of water 
front. Itisthe bestin the harbor. It gives sym- 
metry to the yard itself which now wants it very 
much; it furnishes what we want in the way of 
deep water, gives us facilities for which we have 
immediate and pressing necessity, and settles all 
the troubles we have had there before. If, how- 
ever, on the mere ground that the price is more 
than ought to be given for it, and that the men 
who propose to sell it will be making money out 
of it, the Scnate think it advisable to reject the 
opportunity that is offered them, I shall be per- 
fectly content if that is their decision. 

Mr. SUMNER. It seems to me that I ought 
not to let this question pass without saying a 
word about it, especially as the Senator from 
Maine has referred to the opinions of the two 
Senators from Massachusetts, and also the two 
Representatives from Boston in the other House. 
I confess my embarrassment about this question. 
I do not think the duty ofthe Senate in regard 
to it is clear either way,'and Í was very much 
struck with the inquiry of the Senator from Ken- 
tueky. It seems to me that perhaps that inquiry 
points to the very course which we oughtto take. 

My embarrassmentis precisely this: how shall 
we here undertake to determine the value of this 
property in the face of the positive difference of 
testimony on the subject? Are we enough of a 
court seriously, enough at leisure litle enough 
preoccupied, to undertake to hold the scales and 
determine the value of this property? If there 
was no conflict of testimony, of course the way 
would be easy; but the difficulty here is that there 
is a very serious conflict of testimony. f$ have 
had in my drawer—I shall not read them—these 
depositions, [uxhibitinga bundle.] Ido notknow 
how many there are, but there is a large number 
of them, all relating to thissubject, and all going 
to show very strongly that this sum should not 
be paid. I have had an abstract of these depo- 
sitions made, showing the following results: 

The facts established by the aflidavits are, first, 
exorbitant price. The price asked is $130,000. 
The least valuable of the two wharves was bought 
by the present proprictors last September for 
$49,000, which would make the value of the two 
wharves $98,000. But only one half in value is 
to be sold, making the price asked $130,000; the 
price paid by the present owners is $49,000, The 
assessors state the value at $84,000, which would 
make the value of the part proposed ta be sold 
$32,000, as against $130,000 asked. Other esti- 
mates place the value of the part to be sold at 
$55,000 to $65,000. According to builders’ es- 
timates, the part proposed to be sold, seventy- 
eight thousand feet, would cost at present prices, 
if builtin the best way, $1 00 to $1 50 per foot, 
that is, $78,000 to $117,000, but the wharf needs 
heavy repairs; one builder says it will need to be 
rebuilt at an expense greater than the building of 
a new wharf. 

Second, there are at least eqtially good facili- 
ties in the yard itself. A large part of the water 
frontage in the yard on the Charles and Mystic 
is unoccupied. “Three wharves at least might be 
built, with positive benefit to the yard. For the 
proposed purchase money, or less, better wharf 
facilities now might be had in the yard. g 

'Third, the need of the wharf proposed to be 
purchased for the purposes of trade and taxation, 
Government holds from two thirds to three fourths 
of the water frontage below the bridges, and this 
purchase would injure the city’s trade. The city 
has only six hundred acres of land, and as the 
taxes come principally upon that, the withdrawal 
of any real estate is deprecated. 

That is an abstract of these affidavits; but on 
the other side are the statements which the Sen- 
ator from Maine has presented from the Navy 


Department, from officers there familiar with:th 
subject, and I may say also that [have hada con: 
versation with the owner of.thisland, . He did 
me the kindness to call on me, and after å con~. 
versation with him l confess that E was- strongly 
impressed at the time by the advantage ofthe 
proposed purchase to the Governmeut.. But thei 
when I recurred to these affidavits, coming all of 
them from well-known persons in the neighbor- 
hood, I again said to myself, “Am I so circums : 
stanced here that I caw decide this question, of 
value?” and itevidently has become a question in 
which there isa great deal of local feeling, : 
In regard to the character of the parties who 
have testified, the Senator from Maine has referred 
to them, and particularly referred to the mayor of 
the town and some supposed bias that he might 
be under. I have a letter in my hand that I have 
received from a very valued friend, not a specu 
lator, resident all his life in Charlestown, of per- 
fect integrity. I will read some of the passages 
from it! Writing to me under date of April 2, 
he says as follows: - i . 


“The mayor of our city has shown me some depositions, 
of several persons relative to the purchase of wharf prop. 
erty adjoining the navy-yard by the Government. T have 
no personal knowledge relative to the necessities of the 
Government for the use of the property in question, If 
they need it, of course they ought to purchase it if they 
cau do so ata fair-price. H they cannot so purchase they 
ought to take it by virtue of eminent domain, and pay its 
appraised value according to law. My object iu writing to 
you about the matter is to give you the benefit of what 
knowledge I have, in the hope that it-may be of service to 
you when the question comes before the Senate. 

GI know personally very well most of the gentlemen 
whose depositions E refer to, (copies of whieh 1 understand 
you bave seen,) and I Know them all by reputation. They 
are men of large property and character. ‘They are ina 
position in society such as removes them entirefy from the 
suspicion of being improperly iuflueneed in this matter. 
Their large experience as property-holders and their well- 
known sound practical judgment in business matters Will 
not be questioned anywhere under circomstances admite 
ting of a cross-examination of the guestiouer. ‘The depo- 
sitions of these men are absolutely conclusive as to the value 
of ihe property in question, and they would so stand before 
any tribunal in the world fit te decide upon the question, 
This being so, the proposed transaction bears upon its face 
the marks of a speculation by which the Treasury is to be 
robbed of some seventy-five thousand dollars, With such 
a sun) ag this as the stake, it is easy to see tbat the parties 
in interest can well afford to pay considerable sums to dē- 
ecive and befog the officers of the Government. But with 
the above-named depositions as a part of the record of the 
case, the Administration which makes such a purchase as 
is proposed would be utterly without defense in relation to 
it, if its opponents should choose to use it against them be- 
fore the people. 

«ff the Government really need the wharves, it will be 
far better for them to take what they want and have its 
value appraised. But as to the necessities or convenience 
of having the property at all, it seems to me the depositions 
are pretty conclusive against the proposition,” 

It will be seen, therefore, that this writer in ad- 
vance comes to the very conclusion of the Sens 
ator from Kentucky, that the Government had 
better have it appraised and pay for it according 
to the judgment of a jury. ow I come to the 
mayor of Charlestown, in regard to whom the 


Senator from Maine made a suggestion, My cor- 
respondent goes on to say: 


“ But the point which I more especially desire to call 
your attention to, and whieh has induced me to write to 
you about this matter, is the attempt to befog the case by 
auributing motives of rival interest to Mayor Stone in his 
opposition to this purchase by the Government, It is said 
that he is interested in Jands on the Mystic river, on the 
other side of the uavy-yard, which he is desirous to sell to 
the Government, instead of having it buy the proposed 
wharves. i bappento he in a position to know the designs 
and prospects of the owners of the fands on Mystic river 
referred to. They are owned by the Mystic River Corpo- 
ration, which comprises all the riparian owners on the shore 
of Mystic river between Malden and Chelsea bridges. ‘Phe 
same parties, besides their corporate property in the flats, 
own large estates adjoining in their several private capaci- 
ties. Therefore it is that the chardcter of the use to which 
the corporate flats shalt be devoted is of much more con- 
sequence to them than the price for which the corporate 
flats shall be sold. They have a most important plan for 
the improvement of this property which lias been prose- 
cuted by them for years with great persistence, and which 
i can, from my peculiar point of view, see is about to ba 
accomplished. The consummation of thisgreat plan would 
be completely defeated by a sale ofa portion of te corpo- 
rate lands to the Government. [ know, therefore, that they 
do not want to sell to the Government, and that they would 
be very unwise to do so at any price. On the contrary, it 
would be manifestiy for the interest of the owners of the 
Mystic river property to have the Government buy the other 
wharves, and thus take wharf property out of the way of 
competing with them for business purposes.” 


This is what this writer says in regard to the 
mayor of Charlestown. i WR 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What is the writer's 
name? 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator can have the let- 
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ter, but I do not wish it to go into the discussion 
with the name, as it is written to me as a private 
letter. l : ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Whatisthe writer’s oc- 
cupation? ane 

“Mr. SUMNER. The Senator from Maine in- 
quires as to the occupation of my correspondent. 
I calinot precisely answer that question now, but 
Tecan say that he has been repeatedly a member of 
the Legislature from Charlestown,a man of saga- 
city and tried integrity, and great familiarity nat- 
urally with the home of his youth and of his life 
ina small place, as Charlestown is. T call atten- 
uon now particularly to his very positive state- 
went thatthe mayor of Charlestown who has been 
brought into this question can be under no per- 
sonal influence to testify against the purchase of 
this wharf property. My correspondent concludes 
as follows: ~~ ; 

“This matter is feltby citizens of Charlestown who have 
no special jnterust in the profits of a speculation, to be a 


pretty important one. Ihave no doubt it will receive your 
earctul consideration.” 


Under the circumstances, considering the sum 
involved, considering the diversity of opinion on 
the question especially of value, considering also 
the local feeling which seems to have been started 
it) the matter, I must say that I have my doubts 

“about the expediency of the Government under- 
taking to make the purchase in thé way proposed. 
F therefore think that it would be better for the 
Senator from Maine, the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, to introduce a proposition authorizing 
the Government to take this lind by virtue of its 
eminent domain at the value which shall be as- 
sessed by a jury. Letitbe done in that way, and 
then these various protestants against the pro- 
posed purchase will have no ground of complaint. 

Mr. CONNESS. ‘The last sentence spoken by 
the Senator from Massachusetts proves how fair 
he is on this subject. It shows that he, at least, 
hag no motive at variance with the possession of 
the property spoken of by the Government, be- 
cause he announces himself as ready and willing 

and recommends the introduction of a measure 
for the condemnation of this property to. public 
use, In my opinion, if his correspondent were 
equally fair with the Senator he would not have 
written the letter that he has written. 

The Senator has said, and we have experienced 
the fact in and out of the Finance Committee of 
this body, that there has been a great deal of feel- 
ing gotten up on this subject relating to the pur- 
chase of this property. ‘Lt is a matter, perhaps, 
of interesting inquiry to know why there has been 
so much feeling at the city of Charlestown as to 
a matter involving the purchase of §130,000 worth 
of property by the Government at that place, 1} 
do not understand, nor do 1 wish to place the Sen- | 
alor from Massachusetts in the position of making 
è contest against this purchase, Ho has said 
what he has said more in the way of suggestion 
probably, but I ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether there is another city in the Union, 
in his opinion, where the Government would pro- 
pose to purchase $130,000 of wharf property, 
water front, that it might be added to a navy- 
yard located there, where the people would have 
troubled themselves so much, busied themselves 
s9 much, interested themselves so deeply to pre- 
vent the “plunder”? of the Government as his 
correspondent says? Is there another city in the 
Union that would have developed the samé amount 
of public feeling to prevent the plunder of the 
Government that has been developed in the pure 
and immaculate city of Charlestown? 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘This is under the shadow of 
Bunker Ei, I would remind the Senator. 

Mr. CONNESS, It is a great pity, taking the 
Senator’s explanation, that Bunker Hill is not so 
high that it should cast a shadow over the entire 
land. Oh, whata country we should have if all 
were ag pure ag the people of the city of Charles- | 
town! 

Mr. President, it is not my business to enter 
into a defense of this purchase. Laman humble 
member of the Committee on Finance; and the 
explanations connected with the views reported 
by that committee here come properly ad legit- 
imately from its distinguished chairman, where 
we generally leave it; but with others I sat with 
that gentleman patiently, day after day, consider 
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setts and those stated.in the memorandum that 
Ihave taken from his desk; and we arrived at 
the conclusion that the property was needed by 
the Government if the yard should continue at 
Charlestown, and that as a consequence the Gov- 
ernment could not do better than to buy it. 

Just think of such a reason as this furnished 
by the citizens of Charlestown as a ground why 
the Government should not- add by purchase to 
the navy-yard located’ at that place, ‘the need 
of the wharf proposed to be purchased, for pur- 
poses of tradeand taxation!’’? What does it mean? 
What is the explanation of that? If the Govern- 
ment shall make this purchase, the taxes formerly 
derived from this property will be added to the 
taxes on the property of the Senator’s constitu- 
ents at the city of Charlestown, which rests ‘* un- 
der the shadow of Bunker Hill,” and we know, 


according to the Senator’s statement, what influ- | 


ence that shadow. has exerted over the land. 
‘The Government holds,” this paper con- 
tinues, © from two thirds to three fourths of all 
the water frontage below the bridges;’? and yet 
it is stated to you by the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, and it is an incontrovertible fact, that 
whenever the Government moored a ship there, 
they diu it with nearly one half its entire length, 


if the vessel was of any considerable size, reaching | 


across private property, and preventing its use 
otherwise. ‘hey have another alternative; and 
whatis it? Itis to take the ship into the stream 
and anchor it there with four anchors. But the 
Charlestown people, purified by “the shadow of 
Bunker Hill,” say hat the Government holds 
from two thirds to three fourths of the water front- 
age below the bridges, and this purchase “ would 
injure the city’s trade.” It is not my province 
and perhaps it would not be proper for me to dis- 
cassa question involving whether the mayorof the 
ciy of Charlestown is interested, or to what ex- 
tent he is interested, in opposing this purchase, 
1 dismiss that part of the case with this remark, 
thatin my opinion if he were less interested in 
lands in that vicinity, neither he nor anybody 
from him woud have appeared here to prevent 
the passage of this appropriation and the pur- 
chase of this property. Lam clearly of that opin- 
ion as to what the mayor’s caurse would be if 
he were less interested in making land an anchor- 
age for ships inand about the city of Charles- 
town, which “rests in the shadow of Bunker 
Hil? 

e The city has only six hundred acres of land; 
and as the taxes come principally upon that, the 
withdrawal of any real estate 1s deprecated,” 
Justthink of thatsir, for a reason! el vever would 
vote forthisappropriation to purchase the property 
involved, if it were not that the withdrawal of the 
Charlestown navy-yard from Charlestown would 
ve a great loss to the Government; but I would 
withdraw that pavy-yard and put it somewhere 
else, and see how they would like*that; see how 
the city of Charlestown, luxuriating morally and 
purely “fin the shade of Bunker [ill,?? would 


carry onits government without the great expend- | 
itures which have built up their city, in the main 


made by the General Government there. 

Why, sir, if I were a citizen of the city of 
Charlestown, living under the shade ofthat ven- 
erable monument, [ would be ashamed to come 
here to Congress to say to the Government, 
“You must not pay $130,000 for the property 
thatis there necessary to your possession, because 
if you do it will impose upon us an additional 
barden in supporting the government of our city.” 
{would de ashamed of it, to teil you the truth, 
Mr, President; and if I represented that constit- 
uency I would take care, for the time being, that 
they should have no representative here. They 
do a meaner thing than that, though that is mean, 
enough forall purposes. Living under the shadow 
of that venerated monument, and desiring to live 
chexply there evidently, and notto be overtaxed, 
and taking care that the Government should not 
ouy this property that the Government wants and 


Government shall not be plundered, which it 
will be if it buys, and they set forth that this 
property has been purchased at a lower price, 
very much lower than the Government is now 
required to pay for it. I should like to try the 


ing every objection that has been made, inclad 
ing those stated by the Senator from Massachu- 
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mayor of Charlestown, or any other of the pure 


inhabitants living under the shadow of Bunker | 
Hil, as the owners of this identical property, to | 


f 
i 
| 
| 
j 
| 
} 
i 


! the subject. 


į waters in Charlestown harbor or the be 


see how much less they would take for it if they 
had it. Tam very mach inclined to think that 
they would get the last farthing for it, notwith- 
standing where they have their abode and the 
advantages they derive from that. | : 

It would appear as if the Finance Committee of 
the Senate were in favor of dealing extravagantly: 
with the public money,as they have recommended 
the pur :hase of this property, asis proved by the 
letters and papers read here from the mayor of 
Charlestown and the great body of its citizens, 
whoare deeply moved for fear Government should 
be plundered, and as another consequence their 
taxes shovld be increased by taking this property 
away from taxation. 1am inclined to think that 
if 1} ved under the shadow of Bunker Hill in, the 
city of Charlestown, I should neither want to be 
mayor of the city nor continue to reside there until 
they changed their modes and presented other 
arguments than those found here in opposition to 
this purchase. 

The Finance Committee have considered and 
examined every shade and view of this question 
The need of the Government is great. If you 
continue the yard, you must have this property. 
you cannot do withoutit. These men have go 
upa great dispute as to how it may collaterally 
affect other property, with which we have noth. 
ing to do. 1 think it is assuming a great deal for 
either thein orany one else when it is assumed that 
the Finance Committee, of which my honorable 
friend from Maine is the chairman, would recom- 
mend the expenditure of a dollar of the public 
money that could be avoided at this time or at 
any other time. I very much incline to think 
that, notwithstanding the advantages of residence 
that this pure constituency have as stated by the 
Senator, they would have done themselves much 
more credit by remaining at home and allowing 
the Government through its proper agencies to 
make such purchases as upon close investigation 
are found most profitable and necessary to the 
public service. 

Mr. DAVIS, I think the proper course to be 
pursued by the Senate in relation to this matter 
is very plain. I know nothing of the parties tha 
have manifestly an interest in the purchase of this 
property, and I care nothing about them, whethey 
they be the owners of the property, or the people 
of Charlestown generally; but I Know one fact, 
that the Government in an infinity of instances 
has been mostegregiously swindled and plundered 
by such transactions, and all for the want ofa gen- 
eral law which Congress could pass very readily, 
I suppose in the course of a week or ten days, 
When the Government needs real estate in 
Charlestown or any where else, for'forts, arsenals, 
dock-yards, or other public works that are neces- 
sary for the operations of the Government, tha 
Government has the right to go upon the prop- 
erty and to havea judicial assessment of its value 
made, and to takeit atits value. All thatis need- 
ful to produce such a result is a general law on 
Ifa general law to this end had been 
passed forty years ago, the Government would 
have saved millions and millions of dollars that 
have been extorted from it in the most extrava- 
gant a ‘dq fabulous prices it has paid for property 
that it needed, 

The United States havea necessity for the deep 
st water 
in any other harbor: there is a plain and simple 
mode by which they may get the water und a 
Shore upon the water. It is to pass a law au- 
thorizing a judicial*procceding that shall result 
in the appointment of commissioners or the em- 
pancling of a jury to go and examine the prop- 
erty and ascertain and assess its value, and the 
Government is then entitled to the property ab 
hat value. i 

Mr. GRIMES. Allow me to state that the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. CotiamEn] hasjust 
made a suggestion to me, and perhaps the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky can answer it. Itis this; sup- 


J ment | pose such a law to be passed, would the Govern- 
needs, they allege that their motive is that the | 


ment acquire jurisdiction over the property? 
Would it be exempt from taxation? ; 
Mr. DAVIS. It might not be exempt from 
taxation, 
Mr. G? IMES. But be liable to be taxed for 


: State and corporation purposes ? 


_ Mr. DAVIS. Suppose they were, what would 
it amount to? 
Mr, GRIMES, Will the Senator allow me, 
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further to suggest what kind of government we 
should have in the yard without having jurisdic- 
tion from the State ceded? How would you gov- 
err. the men in the yard? : 

Mr. DAVIS. The Government could have 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Notunless the State chose 
to grant it. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Government could not have 
exclusive jurisdiction unless the State would re- 
lease; but it could have concurrent jurisdiction 
with the State government and with the State au- 
thorities.. It could have-jurisdiction sufficient for 
all th, purposes of anavy-yard. I admit that it 
is most convenient, and probably would be most 
for the harmony of the working of the two jurisdic- 
tions, that where this Government acquires prop- 
erty of this kind there should be such a release 
as would pasg to the Government of the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the land. Would 
there be any difficulty in obtaining such a release 
of the jurisdiction of the State? I suppose not. 
it has been obtained in hundreds of other places 
from the various States; and there will be just as 
httle difficulty in getting it from Massachusetts 
as from any other State, I suppose. 

I have no doubt, fromeverything I have heard, 
that this property is offered to the Government for 
too much money; the price asked is too large; it is 
snore than the intrinsic value of the land; it is 
more than the United States ought to pay for it; 
butitis only one casein a thousand. The United 
States very scldom purchase property in the way 
of real estate for such a purpose that it does not 
pay two or three prices for it. Ifa general law 
porting out the mode in which property should 
De assessed that the Government needed for its 
convenience or its operations had been passed 
fifty yearsago, millions upon millions would have 
been saved to the Treasury in getting property at 
a fuir assessed value, and preventing the swin- 
dling and plundering operations to which the Gov- 
ernment has been made to submit. A policy of 
this kind ought to be introduced at somo time, and 
now js just as good a time to begin as any other, 
F believe this appropriation ought not tobe made 
but ought to be voted down, and the Committee 
on the Judiciary ought to introducea general law 
regulating the mode in which private property 
may be taken, at its value assessed, for public 
use. Such a law could be passed very speedily, 
and I suppose in the course of three or four months 
this picce of property or any other property the 
Government might need anywhere could be 


brought under the operation of such a law, and | 


paid for and acquired by the Government in that 
mode. 

I think that is a very plain policy and an im- 
perative one. It is necessary to prevent extor- 


tion, and Tam amazed that such a law was not | 


passed years and scores of years ago. Every 
State has such a law, I presume. My State has 
it,and it never submits itself to be extorted and 
plundered from by private individuals in their 
attempt to compel the State to pay the price which 
the owner of any property may ask for that prop- 
erty where it is necessary to appropriate it to the 
public use. We have a general law upon the 
subject. We appoint commissioners or we sum- 
mon ajury. The commissioners or the jury go 
upon the premises and assess the value of the 
land, They do it judicially; they do it upon an 
investigation of the subject, upon hearing proof 
ofits value. ‘They make their report, and theirre- 
port passes under the revision and judgment of 
n court. If there is any error in it of fact or of 
law of sufficient moment, the report, whether it 
be by a jury or commissioners, is set aside and a 
new proceeding is had. But itis upon this mode 
of proceeding, that is perfectly fair and just be- 
tween the Government and the owners of private 
property, that the assessment is made ahd the 
property is transferred from the owner to the 
State forthe publicuses anditsecms tome asplain 
asthe case put by the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts, the other day, that two and two 
do not make five, that such a system as this 
ought to be adopted, and that now is avery good 
time to adopt it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As [was not able to con- 
cur with the majority of the Committee on Fi- 
nance as to the necessity of this appropeigtion, 1 
will very briefly state the reasons why I could not 
concur with them. Asa general rule I am op- 


| posed to the 


purchase of any real estate or other 
property by the Government during a time of war, 
unless the necessity of itis madeapparent. The 
appropriations of money ina time like thisshould 
be confined simply to the purposes of war unless 
the necessity is apparent and clear. There is no 
estimate for this appropriation in the regular es- 
timates. I believe it was not submitted to us 
in that way.. It came in the form of a recom- 
mendation from the head of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, Admiral Smith, who appeared before 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and it was 
inserted by them inthe bill, Admiral Smithand, 
I believe, Admiral Stringham came before. the 
Committee on Finance and made their statements. 
I listened to every word they had to say, and 
also to what was said by those who: opposed this 
appropriation, and I was notconvinced of the ne- 
cessity for it. 

The United States own a large tract of land in 
Charlestown, embracing, [ think, over three thou- 
sand feet of water front. A portion of this is 
deep water, and a portion of itis shallow. From 
an examination of the question I was not satis- 
fied but that, by cribbing, the United States might 
acquire deep water front on its own ground ata 
far less expense than would be required by the 
purchase of this land. 

But there was another view that made an im- 
pression on my mind. It seems that for several 
years Admiral Smith desired to purchase a piece 
of land adjacent to the navy-yard, then belong- 
ing to the firm of which Mr. Eldredge was one. 
After a good deal of delay he prevailed on Con- 
gress to buy that land adjoining the navy-yard. 
During all that*time there was no suggestion 
made, so far as I could see, that any more land 
was necessary except that particular piece then 
owned by the firm of Oakman & Eldredge. There 
was no allegation that more land besides that was 


needed, that land still further west was needed, 


and the pressure was made upon Congress to buy 
that particular piece of land, and after some delay 
Congress appropriated $120,000 to buy that land 
of Eldredge. There was no suggestion at that 
time, as [ have said, that we wanted land still 
further west and adjacent to the purchase then 
made,’ That land could have been purchased, ac- 
cording to the testimony before us, at a far less 
sum than is now proposed to be paid for it; but 
there was noclaim or pretense then made to Con- 
gress that more land was needéd. The purchase 
was made of Eldredge for $120,000 and paid for 
two years ago, in the summer of 1862, since this 
warcommenced, It was purchased on the ground 
that we were then compelled sometimes to extend 
our vessels beyond our lines and to front on the 
land of Eldredge. Thatargument prevailed, and 
Congress bought that land. 

What occurred then? Shortly afterwards El- 


dredge bought the adjacent land to that which we 


had purchased, two pieces containing about three 
hundred feet of water front, and about as much 
land fronting on a street in the town of Charles- 
town, for $104,000. Then for the first time after 
this firm purchased this land the suggestion was 
made that the Government of the United States 
wanted a portion of the water front. I looked at 
the dates, and that created an impression upon 
my mind, 

If two years ago, when we wanted as much 
water front as we do now, for all that appears, 
when we were engaged in the war, if this land 
that is now about to be purchased was needed, 
why was not the demand for its purchase made 
then upon Congress? ‘The whole of it could then 
have been purchased for $104,000; but no sugges- 
tion of that kind was made. Eldredge bought it 
for $104,000; and now he proposes to sell to the 
United States less than one half of itin territorial 
extent, but nearly the whole water frontage, as 
the Senator from Maine says—all “i think but 
thirty feet of water front—an angle including most 
of the water front, but none of the back front on 
the streets of Charlestown, less, I say, than one 
half the territorial extent of the ground 

Mr. FESSENDEN. More than one half. 
The proportion is eighty to fifty. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Senator is a good 
mathematician, and he can calculate it forhimself 
very readily. ‘This piece is an irregular parallelo- 
gram. 
get none of the back front. Ido not know, then, 
what kind of shape it is by which we can get 


We do not getall the water front and we į 


more than half the territorial extent of the Jand, 
and yet not get all the water front and nope, of 
the rear, But take the Senator’s Statement: we 
propose to. pay them $130,000 for a portion. of-a 
tract of land that they paid $104,000 for.only lagt 
fall, and that, too, when we.boughta piece of land. 
from them two yearsago withoutany suggestion 
that it was necessary for us to buy this adjoin= 
ing piece, which we certainly could have bought 
as low as Eldredge bought it. f 

The impression made on my mind was un- 
favorable, and I paid some attention to the matter. 
This land _is-of no value to us unless we.can get 
from the State of Massachusetts the right of emi- 
nent domain. I presume the Government of the 
United States would scarcely purchase. it unless 
the State of Massachusetts would cede jurisdic- 
tion tous. Here isa local opposition from the 
city of Charlestown to our purchase. Is it not 
likely that local opposition will be carried: into 
the Legislature of Massachusetts and thata con- 
troversy will come up there as to ceding to the 
United States the right of eminent domain? 

Under these circumstances, with these doubts, 
ought we to appropriate the money? 1.do.not 
regard itasa matter ofany very great moment, but 
simply asa matter of dollars and cents, a business 
transaction. It seemed to me, first, that the ne- 
cessity for the purchase was not fully established; 
second, that the price was unreasonable, as ig 
attested by the fact that within so short a time 
the whole of the property, of which this is a part, 
was bought for a less sum; and third, that there 
did not appear to be any reason why the land 
already in the possession of the Government 
could not, by sribbine, be made available for the 
purposes of this navy-yard. Those are the con 
siderations that induced me to vote against the 
proposition in committee, 

1 will state another consideration that itis. well 
enough forus to reflectupon. A great many very. 
horsh and probably unjust statements have been 
made in the Fouse of Representatives about this 
purchase. If the necessity of the purchase was 
made manifest, I would disregard them; but un- 
der the circumstances I should prefer that this 
purchase at least should be postponed until we 
can have a fuller investigation about it; That 
certainly will not create any great embarrassment 
to the Government, because if it be necessary 
they can take this part of the property by paying 
whatever is necessary even for its use or occupa- 
tion. It will be no harm to the Governmentand 
no detriment to the public service to postpone the 
matter until next winter, and perhaps forever. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 do not feel disposed to 
argue the question over again, Irise merely to 
suggest that we cannot get possession of this land 
for use or occupation, because these men occupy 
it themselves, and carry on their own very large 
andimportantbusiness there. Ifthe Government: 
choose to buy it, very well, they will go some- 
where else to do their business; but they will not 
let itto the Government and break themselves up. 
We must either buy itornotbuy it. Lf we want 
to use it, we must purchase it. , 

An important. consideration in regard to the 
price was mentioned by one of the gentlemen who 
was before us, and I thought there was a great 
deal of justice in it, Hesaid thatthey did avery 
large and profitable business there,and would be 
compelled if they gave it up to go out of business 
until they could find some other placein which to 
establish themselves, and they calculated that loss 
ag matter of dollars and cents in connection with 
the value of the land. 

If I looked on this transaction merely as a 
question of value, how much the property was 
actually worth at the present time if sold in the 
market to anybody but the Government, I should 
say probably that the price was too high, more 
than the property is worth to the Government; 
but my own beliefis that in the course of a year 
or two the Government would lose more by the 
want of these facilitics than the amount. that is 
asked for this land. 

A word now in reply to the honorable Senator 
from Ohio. Men’s minds are differently constt- 
tuted. When I believe men to be high-minded 
and honorable officers of the Government, L take 
it for granted that they have acted honestly and 
honorably unless the contrary appears. My friend 
from Ohio seems to be constituted differently and 
to understand or tò be disposed to think that 
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although we have no reason to suppose that such 
menas Admiral Smith and Admiral Stringham 
are anything but honorable men, yet as they have 
not purchased this land before, and it seems from 
some testimony that it might have been done, 
therefore suspicion is to be cast: upon their mo- 
tive and their action! They have no more inter- 
est in it and feel no more except as the Govern- 
ment is concerned than the honorable Senator and 
myself. Hemight justas well impute dishonora- 
ble: motives to me. Ldo not think the Senator 
meant to impute them to anybody. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inot only did not mean to 
say anything against Admiral Smith and Admiral 
Stringham, but I expressly disclaimed it. - 

“Mr. FESSENDEN. So | supposed; but still 
the tendency of the Senator’s remarks would be to 
create an impression of that kind, because he pat 
the question, why was not the purchase made 
before? I gave the explanation. Admiral Smith 
tried for years to buy that one piece of land ad- 
joining the yard, which was owned by Oakman 
and Eldredge. He could not get leave to buy that. 
Of course he could not buy and did not think of 
buying the land beyond that unless he could get 
that, because he would be cut off in the middle. 
He found it almost impossible to persuade Con- 
gress to buy that small piece which everybody 
now admits was absolutely essential, and which 
we could not get along without. In consequence 
of the great increase of business, the great num- 
ber of vessels sent to the yard to be repaired, it 
has become manifest that the advantage of the 
Government demands that we should have more 
land there if more can be had. 

The Senator says this land was for sale before 
and the Government might have bought it. Per- 
haps the Government might, but it was not of- 
fered to them, although the gentlemen who owned 
it say they held it and would have been glad to 
sel] it to the Government. That is what Mr. 
Lawrence said; but it did not appear until it was 
purchased by these men and they came forward 
and offered it. It having been ascertained that 
it would be to the advantage of the Government, 
they are disposed to sell if they can sell on terms 
sufliciently advantageous to themselves. If they 
can, very well. If they cannot, so be it, 1 feel | 
no interest in the matter. Lappeal to the hon- | 
orable Senators from Massachusetts on this ques- 
tion, inasmuch as their colleagues in the other 
House have expressed their decided opinion, and 
I felt rather inclined to be bound by them and put 
the responsibility on them, The honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts who has spoken lives in | 
the city of Boston close by Charlestown. If he 
feels inclined to take the responsibility of advis- 
ing that the Government shall not have these 
privileges there which the Government thinks it 
ought to have in order to do the business of the | 
‘yard, IE am not going to stand here to quarrel 
with him about what lies at his own door. He 
and his colleague may, if they see fit, take the re- 
sponsibility of advising against it. Lam content 
with the result. I only want the responsibility 
to rest where it properly belongs | 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask leave to give notice that I | 
shall prepare and introducea hill providing a gen- | 
eral law for assessing the value of real estate that | 
the United States may need to take for public pur- | 
poses. 

Mr. SUMNER, Since the appeal has been so | 
precisely made to me, I will answer. I do live | 
in Boston and I know this roperty; that is, as | 
one livingal ways in its neighborhood might know | 
it, not pretending, however, from my experience | 
in life to have any particular competency to judge 
of the value of such property, and therefore per- 
sonally I give no opinion on its value. Ido see, 
though, very well how important the property 
may be to the general interests of the town, for 
the Senate must not forget that Charlestown ig 
really a very small place; some of these papers say 
six hundred acres only; and all that part of the 
town that has the best water facilities has been 
already oceupied by the Government. I presume 
that that adds to the sensibility of the citizens 
when itis proposed to take the greater part of | 
what remains of the city so far as it fronts upon | 
the water, ` 

I come back, I must say, after listening to the | 
Senator from Maine, to the suggestion with which 
I started, that the Senate is not the body to audit 
Buch a question, Weare not masters in chan- | 


cery or auditors; and since a question has been 
thrown into this case with regard to the value of 
this property, we had better, I think, devise some 
way of determining that question. For one, Ido 
not want to determine that question, though I 
have advantages which some other Senators may 
not have, from my familiarity with the locality, 
and also the character of these witnesses. Yet, 
sir, I do not want to determine that question; 
especially I do not want to determine it against 
the Government. I desire that the Government 
should have all that it wants. Iam not behind 
tlie Senator from Maine in that respect, eitheyin 
my Votes or in the expression of my opinions. 
At the same time I come back to where | was at 
the beginning, that all things considered, taking 
into account the local sentiment there in the im- 
mediate neighborhood of this property, it would 
be better upon the whole that the Senate should 
adopt some other way of arriving at the result. 
They might follow the suggestion of the Scnator 
from Kentucky. 

As for the opinions of our colleagues in the 
other Ifouse I am not aware of them. One of 
them, to whom the Senator from Maine has re- 
ferred, Í took the pains to ask to come to see me 
and confer on the question, and I found that he 
referred me tothe party in interest. Atthat time 
he had made no special inquiry into the facts him- 
self, He handed me over absolutely to I think 
itis Mr. Oakman, the party in interest, and I was 
very glad to see Mr.Oakman. J found him agree- 


able and intelligent, and 1 must say that while he’ 


was with me it seemed to me that his case was 
almost irresistible. It was only when again I 
came to review the evidence and read over these 
affidavits that it seemed to me there was a doubt. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This Mr. Oakman, l 
think, stated befure the committee that he had no 
anxiety about it, that he did not care particularly 
about selling the land 

Mr. SUMNER. So he said to me. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. And said he, “If they 
doubt about the price, just let the Government 
select twenty men in the city ef Boston who are 
acquainted with the value of such things and 
know the whole circumstances and understand 
my business. { do not want Charlestown'men, 
because they are committed on the subject, but 


men in the city of Boston, and I will take three |: 


outof the twenty who may go onand bwillabide 
by their decision and sell it for what they say I 
can afford to sell it for.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 


is on agreeing fo the amendment moved by the ;f 


Senator from New Hampshire from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 
Mr. FESSENDISN called for the yeas and 


nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, | 


resulted—yeas 23, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Davis, Dixon, 
Hale, Harian, Harris, Henderson, Hendrie Howe, Lane 
of Kansas, Morgan, Pomeroy, Powell, Ramsey, Sherman, 
Sprague, Sumner, ‘Pen Kyek, Trumbull, Willey, Wilson, 
and Wright—23. 

NAYS—Me 
den, Foot, Post 
Wade). 


e Chandler, Collamer, Conness, Fessen- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no | 
quorum voting, and the Senate is disabled from | 


proceeding with the public business for the want 


of a quorum. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monvay, April 11, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. E. P. Hare. 
The Journal of Saturday was read. 
CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I rise to a question of order 
in reference to the Journal of Saturday, which 
has just been read. 
in stating the language made use of by the gen- 
Jeman from Maryland, [Mr. Harnis,}] makes 
use of the word “subjection,’? when the word 
made use of was “ subjugation.” 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is informed that 
the original report is in the hands of the Clerk at 
present. The reporter instrueted the Clerk to 


Prayer 


y Grimes, Howard, Johuson, Riddle, and | 


My point is this: the record, | 


‘| derstood the resolution at the time. 
i! to be a change, I desire to give another vote. 
|| The SPEAKER. 
ji the resolution which was passed had the word 


| change the word “subjugation” to “ subjection.” 
| The last words are, “I hope you will never sub- 
| jugate the South.” Where it first occurs it is 
| changed by the reporter’s authority to “ subjec- 
tion.” 

| Mr. HOLMAN. Was not that done after the 
| vote? 

| The SPEAKER. Itwas done before the vote. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. The language was read from 
‘the Clerk’s desk, and the word used was ‘‘ sub- 


Mr. HARRINGTON. As I understand, the 
vote was on the word “subjugation.” Bo lun- 
If there is 
The Chair is informed that 


| “subjugation; ” that is, the resolution of censure. 


i| The resolution of expulsion was the one that was 


|| corrected by the authority of the reporters. In re- 
i gard to the resolution which was adopted by a 
vote of 93 to 18, the word “subjugation”? was in 
ithe original. The resolution which failed con- 
ii tained the words as taken from the reporters. 
| They afterwards authorized the Clerk to change 
: subjugation”? to subjection.”? One ofthe gen- 
tleman’s colleagues was notified of that change 
before the vote, 


| “subjection,” I understand the Chair to say. 


gation,” but it was corrected 


1 


ij by the reporter. Tn the resolution of censure 
there was no change. 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. All of us voted 
on the question of expulsion, with the under- 
standing that the word was “subjugation,” and 
not “subjection.” 

The SPEAKER. When the resolution came 
to the hands of the Clerk it read as itis in the 
Journal. 

Mr, ELDRIDGE. J submitto the Chairthat 
the Clerk is not authorized to alter the statement 
taken down at the time in writing, and when the 
gentleman sought to be expelled assented to the 
language as it was read. Ít cannot be changed 
[on the authority of anybody. The language 
‘must stand as it was written down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | suppose a motion is neces- 
sary to correct the Journal, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the attention 
j of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Wasu- 
Buane.] ‘The Journal clerk is under the impres- 
sion that when the resolution was offered the word 
was ‘subjugation,’ and that when it was voted 
on the word was changed to “subjection” by 
the authority of the reporter. The Speaker was 
notin the chair at the time, 


|. Mr. WASH BURNE,of Illinois. I know noth- 


ing further than that the gentleman from Mary- 
| land [Mr. Hannis] used the word « subjection ;” 
and l made the point in open House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order was made 
on the particular language used by the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr, Hanrrs,] and the Speaker 
decided the point of order to be well taken, and 
thercupon the gentleman uttering the words took 
his seat. I move to strike out the word.“ sub- 
jection” and to substitute for it « subjugation,” 
as.the resolution stood originally. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chairis inclined to sus- 
tain the point of order, the reporter having taken 
down the word “ subjugation,” and that having 
been accepted by the gentleman from Maryland, 
The Journal will be corrected accordingly, 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I rise to a cor- 
| rection of the Journal in regard to the request I 
tare on Saturday to be excused from voting. 
| The language I used was that I wished to be ex- 
| cused, because, with a view to secure a full sup- 


port to the vote of censure, I asked the gentle- 
man who moved it to amend it. 7 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, Lask thatthe 
Journal be read, so that we may see what the 
| gentleman desires to have corrected, 
The Journal, which was read, simply stated that 
Mr. Brown asked to be excused from voting. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
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neither the reason for asking to be excused from 
voting nor any other debate is ever entered upon 
the Journal. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. That is a part 
of my motion. IT now move to correct the Jour- 
nal by adding to what is entered there the fol- 
lowing: 


For the reason that with the view of securing a full sup- 
port to the resolution he had asked the gentleman who in- 
troduced it to modify it by striking outa certain word so as 
to make it purely a vote of censure. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
there is no such instance known in his experience, 
or in that of those near him, in the Journals of 
Congress; but the Chair has no doubt of the right 
of the gentleman to make the motion, the same as 
he would have to move to have his whole speech 
inserted inthe Journal, ifhecan obtain avote for it, 

The question was put on the motion to amend, 
and it was decided in the negative. 

Mr. HARRINGTON, lask unanimous con- 
sent to make u statementof my vote upon the res- 
olution of censure of Saturday, as it was reduced 
to writing and voted on, 

Mr. WILSON, 1 object. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. I should have voted 
differently if the language had been so changed. I 
voted for the resolution based on the language as 
it stood before correction this morning. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Michigan. l notice that 
my name is not recorded on the vote of censure. | 
voted in the affirmative. I ask to have the record 
amended accordingly. 

The correction was made accordingly. 

Mr. HOOPER. My name, I find, is not re- 
corded on the’ same vote. 1 voted in the afirm- 
ative, and ask that the correction be made. 

The correction was made accordingly. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the House, copies of the report of Major 
General U. S. Grantof the battle of Chattanooga, 
andall the reports of sub-commanders which have 
been received; which was laid on the table, and 
ordered to be printed, 

The SPEAKER procecded, as the regular or- 
der of business, to call the committees for reports 
to be referred and notto be brought back by mo- 
tions to reconsider. 


DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILE, 


Mr. STEVENS, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported back an act (H. R. No. 40) 
making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
lomatic expenditures of the Government for the 
year ending 30th June, 1865; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole Tlouse, and ordered 
to be printed. 

AMASA HOLDEN. 


On motion of Mr, PRICE, the Committee on 
Military Affairs was discharged fromthe further 
consideration of the petition of Amasa Holden, a 
revolutionary soldier asking for a pension; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. i 


MRS, SILIRCLIFF. 


Mr, WHALEY, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Mary 
Shirclif; which was read a first and second time, 
and referred 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

EMILY A. LYON. 

Mr. WITALEY, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Emily 
A. Lyon; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM BURNS, 

Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of W il- 
Nam Burns; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 

EDWARD WILLIAMS, 
Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of | 
Edward Williams; which was-read a first and sec- | 
ond time, referred to the Committee of the Whole | 


House, and ordered to be printed. 


to the Committee of the Whole | 


Wf 


‘officer of this House. 


PETER NAVARRE. 


Mr. WHALEY, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Peter Navarre; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tò the Committee of the Whole 
House, and ordered to be printed. 


MARY SCALES ACEARDI. 


Mr. WHALEY, from: the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of 
Mary Scales Aceardi; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and ordered to be printed. s 


CALL OF STATES. 


The call of committees having been concluded, 
the Speaker proceeded, as the business next in 
order, to call the States for resolutions “ga, bills 
for reference, commencing with the State of Maine. 


NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


Mr. HOOPER introduced a bill to providea 
national currency, secured by a pledge of United 
States bonds, and to provide for the circulation 
and redemption thereof; which was read a first 
and second time, and ordered to be printed, and 
its consideration postponed until Saturday next, 
after the morning hour. 


MERCANTILE MARINE. 


Mr. ELIOT introduced a resolution, which was 
read, considered, and agreed to, instructing the 
Committee on Commerce to inquire what legisla- 
tion, ifany, is expedientto secure for the mercan- 
tile marine service of the United States educated 
and competent officers and seamen; with leave to 
report by bill or otherwise. 


NAYVY-YARD ON TILE DELAWARE. ° 


Mr. BROOMALL introduced a resolution re- 
questing the Committee on Naval Affairs to report 
abill for the locating and building a pavy-yard and 
naval depot on the Delaware river in Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Isit in order 
to move a reference of the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. RICK, of Massachusetts. I move its ref- 
erence to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. WILSON. [rise to debate the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Then it goes over, under the 
rule. 


DEATH OF JOUIN C. RIVES, 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, we have all 
heard, I suppose, of the death ofa very amiable 
Although [never move or 
vote for au adjournment of the House to attend 
any funeral unless the deceased is connected with 
the House, yet, Mr. Rives being an officer of this 
body, I deem it proper to move that when the 
Louse adjourns to-morrow it adjourn to meet on 
Thursday next, so as to give the members and 
employés of the House an opportunity to attend 
the funeral of John C. Rives. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can only be 
made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I hope there will be 
no objection. 

Members on both sides of the House. No ob- 
jection. Agreed. ; 

The SPEAKER, The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and by unanimous consent it is ordered that 
when the House adjourns to-morrow it adjourn 
to meet on Thursday at twelve o’clock, m. 


BOARD OF NAVAL ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, introduced a bill to 
establish a board of navaladministration; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 

Mr. SCHENCK offered a resolution instruct- 
ing the Committee on Rules to inquire Into the 
expediency of amending the 31st rule of this 
House by adopting therefor the following; and to 
report at as early aday as practicable, by rule or 
otherwise: ‘ 


And ifany member, present within the bar of the House | 


when a vote by yeas and nays is taken, shali neglect or re- 
fuse to answer to his name when called, he not having 
been previously excused by the House, and that fact shall 
be brought to the notice of the Speaker by any member im- 
med ly after the reading of the vote by the Clerk, the 
Speaker shail then direct the name of the member not vot- 
ing to be called again by the Cierk, and if said meupber still 
declines to answer, the Speaker shall thereupon submit to 


the House for its consideration and action asa question.of 
privilege what order shall-be taken ‘in the case of such res 
ensant member; and no other motion or business shall be 
entertained tll the case is disposed of. 


Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I rise to debate the reso- 
lution. ESS 
The SPEAKER. Then it goes over, under the - 
rule. . ; 
AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


Mr. CRAVENS offered the following resólu- 
tions, and moved the previous question on their 
adoption: . ` 

Resolved, That in the present condition of the country, 
when the passions of the people are inflamed and: their 
prejudices are excited, it is unwise and dangerous ‘to at- 
tempt to alter or amend the Constitution of the United 
States 3. that ample power is contained within its limits ag 
it now exists to protect the national life, and the exercise 
of power not warranted by its provisions would be to enter 
the field of revolution, and dangerous to the liberties of 
the people, tending to the establishment of military despot- 
ism and the final overthrow of free government in Anierica, 

Resolved, That any attempt by Congress to reduce States 
to the condition of Territories is as odious and as revolu- 
tionary in its character and tendency as secession itself, 

Resolved, That itis the duty of the Government to listen 
to and consider any proposition for reconciliation that may 
be offered by the insurgents which does not involve the 
question of separation. 

- Resolved, That the thanks of the nation are due, and are 
hereby tendered, to the officers, soldiers, and seamen who 
have so gallantly borne our flag in this hour of peril to our 
country. 


The previous question was not seconded. 
' Mr. WILSON. I rise to debate the resolu- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. Then the resolutions go over, 
under the rule, 


PUBLIC LANDS IN IOWA. 


Mr. MORRISON offered a resolution calling 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury to furnish to 
the House at as early a day as possible informa- 
tion showing, first, the amount received into the 
Treasury of the United States from the two.per 
cent, fund, arising from the net proceeds of the 
sales of public lands made in the State of Ulinois 
since January J, 1819, and reserved in her ena- 
bling act for road purposes; giving the dates from 
time to time when so received, and the respective 
amountof cach payment opposite such dates; sec- 
ondly, whether anything is charged inthe T'reas- 


i ury Department against any fund, orany offsets 


exist against itthere, and if so, when and how did 
such charges occur or were'such offsets made, and 
upon what basis, stating particularly the amounts 
and dates of said charges or offsets, and the re- 
spective times, mode, or manner in which such 
two per cent. fund was expended, and where, if 
at all, and the evidence of such expenditure, and 
the authority therefor. 

The SPEAKER. This being a resolution call- 
ing for information from one of the Executive De~ 
partments, requires unanimous consent. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ASHLEY: I object. 

The SPEAKER. Then the resolution lies over, 


| under the rule. 


BREVET RANK. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH offered a resolution in- 


| structing the Clerk of the House to communicate 


to the President of the United States the copy of 
a resolution passed by this House on the 29th of 
January last, requesting him, if not incompatible 
with the public service, to give certain informa- 
tion as to the conferring of brevet rank on officers 
of volunteers, and respectfully to call the atten- 
tion of the President to the fact that no answer 
has yet becn made to the resolution; and moved 
the previous question on its adoption. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the resolution was agreed to. z 


PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. DRIGGS offered a resolution stating that 
Saturday last had been setapart for consideration 
of reports from the Committee on Public Lands 


; and had been consumed by other business, and 


resolving that Saturday next be set apart after the 


morning hour for the consideration of bills from 


the Committee on Public Lands, | 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
tires unanimous consent . 
The SPEAKER. Yes; or a two-thirds vote 
after the morning hour has expired. y 
Mr. DRIGGS. I will alter the resolution by 
fixing Thursday, instead of Saturday. 


That re- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


April 


1, 


yee 


There being no objection, Thursday next was 
fixed for that purpose. 

WIDOW OF ALFRED M. LYON. 

Mr. KASSON introduced-a’ resolution, which 
was read, considered, and agreed to, instructing 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions to inquire 
whether a pension ought not to be allowed to the 
widow of Altred M. Lyon, of Des Moines, lowa, 
late a sutler in the Army of the United States, 
who joined his regiment ag a soldier in the cam- 
paign against Vicksburg, in the spring of 1863, 
and was killed when fighting with the regiment at 
Black river; with leave to report by bill or other- 
wise. Ai 

. COURTS IN WASHINGTON. TERRITORY. 

Mr. WILSON introduced a bill concerning 
thè courts and judicial districts of the Territory 
of. Washington; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

INTER-STATE COMMERCE. 

Mr. WILSON also introduced a bill to regu- 

late commerce among the several States; which 
, and referred to 


was read a first and second time 
the Committee on Commerce. 


NORTHERN INDIAN SUPERINTENDENCY. 


Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa, introduced a bill to 
abolish the Northern Indian su perintendency; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Jndian Affairs, 


NAVAL DEPOT ON THE LAKES. 


Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin, introduced a res- 
olution authorizing the President (the Senate con- 
curving) to appoint a commission of three com- 
petent officers of the topographical corps to ex- 
amine the different harbors on Lake Champlain, 
with a view to select a proper site for a naval 
depot, and to reportat thecarliest time; and moved 
the previous question on, its adoption, 

r ARNOLD, I ask the’gentleman to in- 
clude the other lakes in that resolution, 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. E have no ob- 
jection to that. 

Mr.GRINNELL., — ask thegentleman to in- 
clude the Mississippi river. L think itis perfectly 
proper that it should be included. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. 
ferent object entirely. 
Jndion whieh the gentle 
for that purpose, 
tion, 

Mr. SCHENCK. There is no topographical 
corps; it has been merged into the engineer corps 
of the Army. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. 
engineer corps of the Army. 

Mr. SCHENCK. IF it were open to debate | 
would say that there ought to be a naval officer 
on the board; but itis not open to debate, and I 
do not say this. [Laughter. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Hlinois. If the gen- 
tleman is going to have this commission appointed 
lask him to embrace Cairo, Illinois. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. 1 cannot do SO, 
because itis on a different subject, 

Mr. WASHBURINE, of Illinois. A naval 
depot is in contemplation at Cairo, IHinois. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin, L demand the 


previous qaestion. 


That isa dif- 
L will support any reso- 
man from lowa may offer 
1 demand the previous ques- 


I make it the 


The House divided on seconding the demand | 


for the previous q 
50, noes 30. 

The SPLABER (no quorum having voted) or- 
dered tellers; and apy 
Wisconsin and WASHBURNE of IHinois. 

‘The previous question was seconded, the tellers 
having reported ayes Seventy-one, hoes not 
coumed, 

‘Lhe main question was then ordered. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


PAYMA STER GENERAL. 


uestion; and there were—ayes 


Mr. MeIN DOE introduced a bill regulating the 
appointment of the Paymaster General; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Afairs. 

CALIFORNIA POST ROUTES, 
Mr. COLE, of California, submitted the fol- 


omedd Messrs. Brown of | 


| H 


lowing resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing a mail route from San Buena Ventura, in Cali- 
fornia, via Revenna City and Big Meadows on the Mobare 
river to the sink of the Mobare river; and thence to Fort 
Mobare on the Colorado river; and tience to Fort Whip- 
picand Santa Fé, New Mexico. 


NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. PEREA presented memorials of the Ter- 
rilory of New Mexico in reference to territorial 
matters; which were referred to the appropriate 
committees, and ordered to be printed. _ 


WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. COLE, of Washington, introduced a bill 
amendatory of the organicact of Washington Ter- 
ritory;*Which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


DEBTS OF TIIE STATES. 


The SPEAKER stated the next business to'be 
resolutions calling for information lying over 
under the rule. 

The first was a resolution submitted January 
Tth last by Mr. Brarxeg, directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to report the amount of debt in- 
curred in the several States in their efforts in sup- 
pressing the rebellion. 

Mr. BLAINE. [understand the object of my 
resolution is accomplished by a bill before the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and I ask it to 
lic over. 

It was ordered accordingly. 


PAYMENT 1N COIN, 


The next was a resolution submitted January 
7th last Ly Mr. Scorrexp, requesting the Secretary 
of the Treasury to inform this House whether, 


ury notes: will be paid in coin, 
Ar. FENTON moved that the reselution be re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 


The motion was agreed to. 
EVACUATION OF CUMBERLAND GAP. 
Lhe next was a resolation submitted on Jan- 


wary 18th last by Mr, Cox, directing the Secre- 
tiwy of Warto communicate to this House copies 


W. Morgan to Adjutant General Thomas, dated 
Mount Vernon, Ohio, June 6, 1863, the same 
being in re 
of Major General Halleck relative to the evacu- 
ation of Cumberland Gap. 

The resolution was Jaid over, . 

The SPEAKER stated the next business in 
order to be resolutions where debate has arisen 
and which were laid over under the rule. 


DICTIONARY OF CONGRESS, 


14th last by Mr. Deming, to print the regular nnm- 
ber of copies of a work prepared by the librarian, 
entitled A Dictionary of the United States Con- 
gress, for the usc of the members of the Flouse. 
Mr. DEMING withdrew the resolution. 
OBJECTS OF THE WAR, 

The next was a resolution submitted by Mr, 
Finex on December 14th last, declaring that the 
present war shall be waged without feeling of mere 
resentment, oppression, or subjugation, bat to de- 


tion. 
Mr. FINCK. 
| reference to that resolution on January 28th last. 


the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr, ASHLEY moved to lay the resolution upon 
i the table. 
| Mr.COX. Lask my colleague to withdraw the 
| motion to lay upon the table. This is the Crit- 
| tonden resolation, which has been adopted by the 


House once already. i 
Mr. ASHLEY., I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. WILSON renewed it. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


l Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays. 
| 
i 


i) the affirmative—yeas 81, nays 64; as follows: 


| YEAS—Mesers. Alley, Ailison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
| Ashiey, Jolm D. Baldwin, B xter, Beaman, Blaine, Bout- 
well, Boyd, Broomall, Wiliam G. Brown, Ambrose W. 
Clack, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Henry Winter 
i Davis, Thomas T. Davis, Deming, Driggs, Dumont, Eck- 


under existing legislation, the seven-thirty Treas- | 


of a communication from Brigadier General G. | 


ply to that portion of the official report | 


The first wasn resolution submitted December | 


fend and maintain the supremacy of the Constitu- 
I have said all I desired to in | 


Mr.COX, J demand the previous question on | 


a : ; 
i ley, Eliot, Farnsworth, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, 


Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asabel W. Habbard, John H. 
Hubbard, Jeuckes"Tulian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W, 
Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Marvin, McBride, Me- 
Clurg, Samuel FP. Miller, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, Charles O?Neill, Orth, 
Patterson, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, 
Alexander H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Schenek, Sco- 
field, Shannon, Sloan, Smith, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, 
Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Bli- 
bu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Whaley, Wil- 
liams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—81, 

NAYS—Mes ames Č. Alion, William J, Allen, An- 
cona, Augustus C. Baldwin, Francis Pe Blair, Bliss, James 
3. Brown, Chanler, Clay, Coffroth, Cox, Cravens, Daw- 
son, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Bnglish, Finck, Ganson, 
Grider, Hale, Harding, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, 
Herriek, Holman, Philip Johnson, William Jobuson, Ker- 
nan, King, Knapp, Law, Lazcar, Long, Marey, McAllister, 
Mebowell, McKinney, Middleton, James R. Morris, Morri- 
son, Nelson, Odell, Pendleton, Perry, Pruyn, Samuel J.Ran- 
dall, Robinson, Rogers, James S. Rollins, Ross, Scott, Jobn 
B. Steele, Willian G. Stecle, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Voor- 
hees, Webster, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. 
White, Winfield, and Pernando Wood—64, 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, stated that Mr. 
Branvecer, of Connecticut, who was on his way 
back from Connecticut to Washington, had been 
| called back by information of the death of a near 
tt relative. 
| Mr. GRINNELL stated that Mr. Yeaman was 
confined to his room by indisposition, : 

Mr. BLAINE stated that Mr, Ricx, of Maine, 
on the vote to-day, as well as on the important 
votes of Saturday, was paired off with Mr. Rap- 
FORD. : 

Mr. WINDOM stated that Mr. DonneLLY was 
detained from the House by sickness. 

Mr. THAYER stated that Mr. Srines was 
paired off with Mr. MOORHEAD. 

Mr. HOLMAN stated that Mr, EDGERTON was 
confined to his room by sickness, 

Mr. McKINNEY stated that Mr. Nosuz was 
detained from his seat by sickness. 
|} The result was then announced as 
corded, 
| Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM TNE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forver, 
|| their Secretary, notified the House that the Sen. 
ate,in the absence of the Vice President, had 
chosen Hon, Soromon Foeras President protem~ 
pore of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER announced that the morning 
hour had expired, : 

TAX BILL, 


Mr. MORRILL, 1 ask the unanimous con- 
sentof the Llouse to have the tax bill, new before 
the Committee of Ways and Means, printed for 
f the use of the Committee of Ways and Means. 


above re~ 


|| I isa long and very important bill, and a more 
careful examination can be givenitand with much 
|| greater facility in print than in manuscript, I 
| hope there Will be no objection, 
| Mr. PRUYN. Is that merely for the use of 
the committee? 
Mr. MORRILL. Yes, 
| Mr. PRUYN. I move to amend the motion 
by adding that the usual number be printed for 
the use of the House. There are many members 
here who desire to see it. ` 
Mr. MORRILL. T hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon that. Itis quite unusual. The 
bill is simply yet before the committee, not pêr- 
fected, and not ready to be reported, 
Mr. GANSON. “Will this motion 
volve any additional delay?’ 
Mr. MORRILL... None at all. 
facilitate the bill. 
Mr. PRUYN. 
amendment, 


The motion to print for the use of the commit- 
tee was agreed to. : 


LEAVE TO VOTE. 
Mr. SMITH. I ask unanimous consent to 
record my vote upon the resolutions of Saturday 
in reference to the gentleman from Maryland. 
No objection being made, Mr, Surv recorded 
his vote in the affirmative on both resolutions, 
Mr, NORTON. Iwas confined to my room 
on Saturday by severe sickness, and } ask the 
consent of the House to record my vote upon the 
several resolutions of Saturday. 


to print in- 
It will rather 


1 will not insist upon my 


1864. 


No objection being made, leave was granted 
accordingly, and Mr. Nortox recorded his vote 
tn the affirmative on the several resolutions. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I was called out of the 
House on Saturday on the last vote by sickness, 
l ask leave to record my vote. 

Leave was granted accordingly, and Mr. Voor- 
Hees recorded his vote in the negative on the 
resolation of censure, 

Mr. TLUBBARD, of Connecticut. I ask to be 
excused from further service upon the Committee 
on Patents. My impaired health makes it de- 
sirable that F should abstain from the labors of 
that committee, 

No objection being made, Mr. Hupsarp was 
excused accordingly. 

Mr. SLOAN. Task unanimous consent to re- 
cord my vote upon the two resolutions of Satur- 
day in ref rence to the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr, ANCONA, [object in reference to the 
first resolution. 

Mr. SLOAN. Then I ask leave to record it 
upon the second resolution. 

No objection was made, and Mr. Stoan re- 
corded his vote in the affirmative on the vote of 
censure. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. I ask the permission 
of the House to record my vote on the resolution 
of censure of Saturday. “Iwent out of the Hall 
upon a matter of indispensable importance, and 
did not return in time to record my vote. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Lobject to any further votes 
being recorded. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. IT willsay thatI would 
have voted for the resolution of censure. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri, stated that had he 
been present on Saturday he would have voted 
for the resolution of censure, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, stated that had 
he been permitted to vote, he would have voted 
in the affirmative upon both the resolutions of 
Saturday. 

Mr. STUART. I desire to say, in consequence 
of what the gentleman from Pennsylvania hassaid, 
that if I had voted at all, f would have voted in 
the afirmative on the resolution of censure. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

The SPEAKER stated that the business next 
in order was the Lill (H. R. No.5) granting pub- 
lie lands to the Pacific Railroad Company to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line to the Pacific coast by the northern road. 

Mr. STEVENS, Mr. Speaker, with thespe- 
eialorder before the Louse to-day there will be 
no time to make any progress with this bill; nor 
am] sufficiently well to attend to it. F desire to 
have it go over until to-morrow; or if that be ob- 
jected to, E will move to postpone it till this day 
week, 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not desire to object, but 
I would state to the gentleman that I would pre- 
fer to have it postponed till next Monday. 

Mr. STEVENS. Very well; it makes no dif- 
ference. [ thercfore move tat it be postponed 
ull next Monday. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I have no objection to the 
postponement, but | object to its being made a 
special order, f 

Mr. STEVENS. It is a special order now. 
Fdo not ask it to be put in a different position to 
that which it now occupies. 

The question was put on the postponement of 
the bill ull Monday next; and it was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Calendar is now ex- 
hausted of all the business pertaining to Monday. 

PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER. . 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Ilinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I believe that the question which was pending on 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Cotrax] on Saturday was postponed 
until two o'clock to-day. As there seems to be 
nothing now before the Tlouse I move that by 


unanimous consent the question be now taken up. | 


There being no objection, (Mr. Rots, of 
New Hampshire, taking the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore,) the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolation offered by Mr. Courax on 
Saturday last to expel the gentleman from Obio, 
(Mr. Lone.} 

Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, E trust that after 
the quiet and sober meditations of the Sabbath 
which has intervened since the last discussion of 
the question uaw before the House, we shall be 


ableand disposed to regard each side of the prop- 
osition inthe light of its merits and attendant cir- 
cumstances, and to dispose of it in the cool blood of 
unexcited passion. : 

I cannot but think that the worthy Speaker of 
this House, instead of hastily introducing this res- 
olution in amoment of excited sentiment, should 
have taken time to deliberate upon the subject 
and have made himself better acquainted with the 
facts upon which his accusation is founded. 

The first clause of the preamble of the resolu- 
tion of expulsion alleges that— ` 

On the 8th day of April, 1864, when the House of Rep- 
resentatives was in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, ALEXANDER Lona, a Representative in Con- 
gress from the second district of Ohio, deelared himself in 
favor of recognizing the independence and nationality of 
the so-called confederacy, now in arins against the Union. 

And after two other clauses of allegation comes 
this resolution: i 

Resolved, That the said Atexaxper Lona, a Repre- 
sentative from the second district of Ohio, having on the 8th 
of April, 1864, declared himself in favor af recognizing the 
independence and nationality of the so-called confederacy 
now iu arms against the Union, and thereby given aid, coun- 
tenanee, and encouragement to persons engaged in armed 
hostility to the United States, is hereby expelled. 

The words of the gentleman from Ohio princi- 
pally relied upon to sustain the charging part of 
the resolution are the following: 


“J now believe that there are but two alternatives, and 
they are either an acknowlcdgmeut of the independence of 
the South as an independent nation, or their complete sub- 
jugation and extermination as a peopic, and of these alterna- 
lives L preter the former.?? 


These words are said to be treasonable, show- 
ing a state of mind prejudiced against the cause 
of our Government and partial to the cncmy 
with whom we are at war. If such be the import 
of the words, their utterance cannot be tolerated; 
but it seems to me, upon a fair consideration of 
the words and their connections,and of the whole 
speech, that the mover of this resolution was 
much mistaken in the estimate which he putupon 
the substance of the thought which my colleague 
expressed, I do not understand my colleague to 
have expressed here a desire for the success of 
the confederate cause over the arms of the United 
States. I did not understand him to have ex- 
pressed any want of sympathy with the cause of 
the Union. But I understood him to have ex- 
pressed simply an opinion of his, an opinion 
formed from his own reflection, formed, perhaps, 
from the interpretation which he has placed on 
the history of the times and on the events which 
since the institution of this war have transpired, 
and to have come to the conclusion that the ex- 
penses and disasters attendant upon the war to 
subjugate the confederate power area greater evil 
than the acknowledgment of the independence of 
the confederate States. { do not understand him 
to rejoice in such a result or sucha state of things; 


i but l understand him to express as his judgment 


under ail the circumstances that the lesser evil of 
recognizing the so-called confederate States might 
be judiciously adopted by the Government. 

itis scarcely necessary for me, Mr. Speaker, 
to say that f do not assent to the opinion thus 
promulgated by my colleague. However his 
judgment may be formed, it docs not agree with 
mie. It does not, as | understand the facts, agree 
with the sentiment of those l-represent upon this 
floor; and it does not concur with the sentiment 
of his other colleagues belunging to the same party 
in our State. I have always put myself upon the 
record, sir, when I have had the opportunity of 
briefly presenting my views in Unis House on na- 


tional affairs—I say | have always put myself || 


upon the record to the contrary of the sentiment 
which is complained of in my colleague’s re- 


marks. A few days ago I had occasion to declare | 


my views in reference to the question which is 
now under consideration, and with reference to 
the great considerations which have produced this 
vast, unusual, and almost unexplainable excite- 
ment in this House. I had occasion to refer toa 
doctrine advanced by a distinguished individual, 
once a Representative upon this floor, and ‘now 
President of the United States. 
respectfully to differ with the sentiment advanced 
by him, and F declared te the House what I be- 
lieved in reference to the rights and liabilities of 
those States and citizens who, in violation of the 
unity of the Confederacy, have seceded and re- 
volted from the Union. in these remarks I used 
this language: 

‘This view ofthe President carries the doctrine of revetu- 


I took occasion ij 
| should become increased, and finally involve, by 
' reasons of contingencies which perhaps we have 
| not comprehended and cannot foresee, the opin- 
‘ions of a large portion of our community, and 
| enough of us should conie to that conclusion to 
| give weight and force to that sentiment in the 
il councils of the nation; would it bé treason for a 
‘i member of this House, or for an American citi- 


tión considerably further than Deniocrats arë willing to go. 


: That a nation of people of a province andèr the oppression 


ofa wicked Governaient may, in the opinion of the world 
and before God, be justified in.resorting to revolutio! 
me purpose of achieving independerce and liberty, T 

eve. 


i But that foreible revolution fs the unconditional 
right of a portion of the people of à natibh or tite depend- 
ency of a nation, to be exercised at their mére pleasure; 
do not believe. ‘Fhe justification ofthe American Revolu- 


tion which resulted in our national independence wasmot 
put upon any such ground. “Secession t beiteve to bé ño 
more nor less than revolution. -fn-the Anierican. sense of 
the term, itis the exercise of whatis claimed to be theire- 


‘served rights of a State in the Federal Union to withdraw 


itself from the Confederacy whenever the peoplé of such 
State may elect to do so, with or withotit any otier Feason 
than their desire for complete independence. “T-do not ad- 


‘mit the existence of any such right, nor assént to dts as- 


sumpuon. If regard the General Governmentof the United 
States in its sphere as a unit, as verily sueh as the goverti- 
ment of a State, and wat all the people ofthe Blate owe tt 
allegiance which it is not at their option to revoke.” 

That, Mr. Speaker, T declare to be the coni- 
mon sentiment of the party to which I belong. If 
there are exceptions to-day they are few and uñ- 
influential in molding the principles or organiza- 
tion of my party. But Ido not know, on any 
other question than that involving the ‘vital prin- 
ciple and the law of the Republic, by what right 
I can claim to insist that other men’s views 
shall conform precisely and specifically to mine. 
God has given to me no warrant to assume an 
infallibility of judgrnent and to maké my own 
opinion the standard for other meh. If I believed 
that my colleague had come into this House with 
a disposition, or init had manifested a disposi- 
tion, to espouse and maintain the cause of dur 
pobile enemies, and to remit his good faith and 
ris allegiance to the Government, I would regard 
him as unworthy of hig seat. If he has erred in 
judgment I am disposed to look upon him with 
charity. To make that a ground of expulsion 
would empty all the seats in this House. What 
is it that gives the right to fallible and misjudging 
man to exact uniformity of opinion from his fel- 
fow-beings when the sources of opinion are s0 
various and adverse? f 

Now, it is pertinent to the justification of my 
colleague from the Cincinnati district (Mr. Lone] 
to say that he utters no novel opinion here when 
he signifies that in his judgment peace is the bet- 
ter policy. I say that it is not a new idea. Itis 
not so new to the Republican party. We have 
had the same sentiments from men who occupied 
position as statesmen, and were affiliated with 
that party. They have said that if the southern 
confederacy could maintain its independence for 
a year or two, then it would be wise and just to 
let it go. Who can tell where such seed sown 
upon the human understanding may have taken 
root and generated the sentiments of to-day? 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that this House, 
in a moment of passion, ina paroxysm of anger, 
should expel a member, or should put a tarnish 
upon the character of a member because he en- 
tertains and expresses an opinion in the freedom 
of debate, as it has ever been practiced in the 
Hall of this House without dissent, not com- 
porting with the sense of a majority of those who 
listened to him. The speech of my colleague 
contains nothing significant of any purpose on 
his part to advance an opinion here to aid the 
cause of the adversary, or to smother any one’s 
sympathy for the success of his country. He 
was sent here by his constituents and to express 
their opinions so far as their sentiments, in the 
nature of instructions, may be known to him, but 
beyond that he has occasion for the exercise of 
his intelligence and his own judgment, and ac- 
cording to them he must speak and think and act 
asa Representative in this Hauze, where contend- 
ing and adverse opinions may be expected to be 
made manifest on all important questions, even 
on the war. . 

If he therefore be guilty only oferror, and not 
of intentional crime, why it 1s useless now to 


i stand here and contend that his language was 


treasonable, and that it ought to receive that con- 


{| struction from his fellow-citizens. 


Suppose, Mr. Speaker, that this sentiment 
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_zen-any where else, to. propose that negotiations 
diplomatic should ‘be resorted to for the purpose 
of settling this controversy and closing this war, 
atid restoring peace upon the basis that the gen- 
tleman Suggested in his speech upon this flooron 
Saturday? Would he bedeemed.a traitor? No, 
sir, certainly not; and itis only because there is 
but httle prevalence of a sentiment of that kind, 
which at the first thought gives it the appearance 
ofso much guilt upon the part of the gentlemen 
whotake exception to the giving of opinion in 
debate. i $ 

I wish, as a matter of privilege, during the few 
moments | may occupy upon this floor, for I have 
no idea of consuming the whole hour allotted to 
me, to explain the motives with which I have 
acted, and. which have also been the inducement 
of friends who have acted with me, in what we 
have done during the consideration of this sub- 
ject. 1 voted against the resolution of yesterday 
to censure the gentleman from Maryland, and | 
voted against hisexpulsion. I voted against it be- 
cause, although I entirely disapproved of the sub- 
stanceand also of the manner of the remarks which 
he made in debate, I believed with reference to him, 
as I do with reference to my colleague, that it was 
not within the jurisdiction ofthis Llouse, or within 
the propriety of its action, if it were technically 
within its jurisdiction, to expel a member of this 
House for the utterance of a sentiment, and sucha 
sentiment as he would be very likely, on account 
of his associations and habits, to entertain as a 
memberof this House. He is the representative 
of a slave State. Te declared himself to bea 
aslavenolder. I did not suppose he was imbued 
with the antagonist sentiments which characterize 
some men in reference to the institution of negro 
slavery, {did not suppose that be found in it 
that wickedness and infamy which its opposers 
here are in the habit of imputing to it. it would be 
more natural to suppose otherwise. And when 
he came here to express his sentiments and 
opinions upon this floor, T did not expeet them 
to correspond with the sentiments of my colleague 
from the Cleveland district, [Mr. Spatpoe.] In 
honest blood, but in a fearless and ineautions 
way, le gave expression to what he deemed tobe 
just and true, Admit him to be as badly mis- 
taken about it as my colleague from the second 
district of Ohio--Cincinnati. F voted against the 
resolution of censure of the gentleman from 
Maryland, not because L approved of his senti- 
ments, but because I thought the resolation intros 
duced by my colleague from southwest Ohio, [Mr, 
Scnencx,} was in itself a violalion of the rules, 
and a breach of the privileges of this Louse. 

If, as 1 understand the rales, objection be 
taken to words used by a member in debate, he 
may be censured. Such is the language of the 
rule, and it is competent for the Tlouse, having 
convicted him of the fact ofa breach of privilege 
in the use of improper language, language for- 
bidden by the rules in debate, to censure him. 
For what? For his act in violating the rules. 

But my colleague (Mr. Screncn]} introduced a 
resolution here declaring the gentleman from Ma- 
ryland (Mr. Harris] to be “an unworthy mem- 
ber of this House,’ and the conclusion is that 
“he is severely censured.” For what? Not for 
violating the ralos of the House; not forany spe- 
cife thiog; but for being, characteristically, an 
unworthy member of the House. I believe that | 
if the question of order had been raised, the reso- | 

„lution would not have been entertained. Lis not 
to be said it cannot be known how gentlemen on 

House would have voted if the 


this side of the 
request made by the geneman from Indiana, aud 
concurred in by many other gentlemen, had been 
granted, and the resolution had been so changed as 
to include simply a censure against the gentieman 
from Maryland for the violation of order with 
which he was charged. But it was a vote ex- 
acted on a wrong principle, unauthorized by the 
rules of legislation here; and no gentleman could 
vote rationally and consistently ou the proposi- 
tion without voting in the negative. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I promised to be brief in 
the remarks that } wished to make, and as tt] ink | 
1 have expressed the substance of my thought on 
the subject before us, and have given the reason 
why [cannot give my vote for the passage of the 
resolution now pending, for no other offense than 
the expression of an opinion whieh, as a citizen 
of what was and should be now a free Govern- 


ment, my colleague had a right to introduce and 
communicate to his fellows at his pleasure. He 
exercised his right of free speech under the pro- 
tection of the clear guarantee of the Constitution, 
and to undertake to punish him for it is to ruth- 
lessly assail the fandamental principles of Amer- 
ican liberty. 7: : 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I will occupy 
the time of the House but a single moment. The 
state of my health does not permit me to make a 
speech, and I should not trouble the House now, 
had I not learned from some editorial remarks that 
on Saturday last an effort was made by members 
of this House to connect the position which I as- 
sumed at the beginning of the session with the 
position occupied by the member from Ohio, [Mr. 
Lone:} IL contended that the corfederate States 
had de facto seceded from this Union; that in doing 
so they have committed a great crime which should 
be punished, not only by the extreme rights al- 
lowable in all cases by the laws of war, but that 
they had outlawed themselves from all protection 
under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States; that they had abrogated the laws and the 
Constitution of the Union so far as they were con- 
cerned, so that they could invoke the protection 
of neither to save them from the vengeance which 
should be inflicted by the Union; that in addition 
to the ordinary laws of belligerents, we ought to 
confiscate all their property so far as the leaders 
were concerned; that we ought to take from them 
their real and personal estate and treat them asa 
foreign enemy subjugated by the arms of this na- 
tion; that they could claim no rights different from 
those ofa conquered foreign enemy waging a most 
unjust and cruel waragainst the Government; and 
that their rights were none other than were ac- 
corded by the laws of war in its extremest extent. 
l vomendod that they had de facto —as is undeni- 
ably truc--committed the crime of secession; that 
they stood in that attitude, therefore outlaws and 
aliens from the protection of the Constitution and 
the laws of this Government, and that they could 
invoke the aid of neither for their protection; and 
then E went on to show the kind of punishment 
whieh 1 believed an alien enemy, composed of 
traitors, should receive; that they were a belli- 
gerent occupying the position of a foreign nation 
with regard to their rights under the Constitution, 
but worse than a foreigu nation, because they 
were composed of traitors to their Government, 
and that their panishment should be pursued by 
fire and sword to their utter subjugation. Indeed, 
so much did Linsiston extreme punishment being 
awarded to them, thata certain portion of this 
House scemed to be struck with horror at the ex- 
tremity of the vengeance which I asked should be 
visited on them, -And yet Eam told that a posi- 
tion assumed in this Mouse, that having by their 
own crime become de facto a secession power—as 
undoubtedly they are-~they shall be permitted to 
remain so without punishment, aud that this Gov- 
ernment shall extend to them the right hand of 


fellowship, in the shape of newotiation, to with- 
? Db > 


draw our armies antl allow them to maintain the 
attitude which, through their great crime, they 
had acquired, is to be assimitated to the position 
which f had assumed. Gentlemen on this floor 
have chosen to assimilate the two positions—the 
position of offering to recognize the rebellion as 
an independent power, as independent not only 
de facto but de jure, and entering into a treaty with 
them as an independent nationality of right, and 
the position which F assumed. 

Mr. COX. With the permission of the gentle- 
man 1 desire to say a word. I suppose he must 
have referred to certain remarks which | made 
heré upon Saturday, though | do not know that 
he does so. 

Mr. STEVENS, 1 did not; for I have not been 
able to read the debates of this Fouse. All that 1 
learned was from some editorial remarks inane ws- 


paper. I have notread the speech ofany member, | 


‘Mr. COX. Allow me, then, to correct the gen- 
tleman in reference to one conelusion whieh be 
draws. 
present on Saturday, I could not go as fully as I 


would like to have done into the peculiar tenets | 


held by the gentleman from Pennsylvania upon 
this subject. Indeed, I was cautioned on Satur- 
day not to go into the matter at all in the absence 
of the distinguished member. Bul, sir, we upon 
this side of the House undertook upon Saturday 
to run a parallel between the opinions of the dis- 


As the gentleman was unfortunately not | 


tinguished member from Pennsylvania end the 
opinions expressed by my colleague, and it was 
simply this: we held here upon this side of the 
House that my colleague was no better and no 
worse than the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
beeause he took the identical premises laid down 
by the gentleman, alihough he may have drawn 
different conclusions. 

Mr. Speaker, T hold in my hand—and asa mat- 
ter of fairness | have inserted it into my remarks 
made on Saturday—the very remarks madeby the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania upon this subject, 
in which he took the ground that the southern 
States were a foreign nation. 

Mr. STEVENS. I willexcuse the gentleman 
from Ohio from anything further, as I was not re- 
ferring to him, and do not even know whether he 
spoke at all on Saturday. 


Mr. COX. The geneman said he read it in , 


a paper. 

Mr. STEVENS. I saw it in some editorial 
remark that my position wis likened to that of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone.] 

Mr. COX. Ifthe gentleman will allow me to 
finish my remark, my colleague from Ohio, in 
the very speech which is now declared to be ob- 
noxious, himself based his argument upon what 
he quoted from the speech of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, in which hedeclared these south- 
ern States to be an independent nation for certain 
purposes—for the purposes of war and for the 
purposes of confiscation. 

Mr. STEVENS. I willexcuse the gentleman 
from anything further. 

Mr. COX. 1 hope ‘the gentleman will permit 
me to finish my sentence. 

Mr. STEVENS. L know perfectly well how 
easy it is for the devil to undertake to quote 
Scripture and pervert it. [Laughter, hisses, ap- 
planse, and confusion on the floor and in the gal- 
levies, 

Mr. COX. Ihave not misquoted the gentleman 
nor perverted his remarks. I quoted him cor- 
reetly. [Shouts of “Order!” from the Republican 
side.] The gentleman from Pennsylvania charges 
me with perversion, and I have the right to in- 
terrupt him, . 

Mr. STEVENS. Ihave not begun any per- 
sonalities, and I will not yield to any. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Nicoxay, his Private 
Seerctary, notifying the House that he had ap- 
proved and signed bills of the following titles: 


An act (H. R. No. 302) to amend section nine | 


of the act approved July 17, 1862, entided “An 
act to define the pay and emoluments of certain 
officers of the Army, and for other purposes;” 

An act (H. R. No. 114) for the relief of Daniel 
Wormer; 

An act (EI. R. No. 115) for the relief of Darius 
S. Cole; and 

An act (EI. R. No. 116) for the relief of William 


G. Brown. 


PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER—AGAIN. 


Mr. COX. I now ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. WILSON. Iobject, unlessthe gentleman 
will obey the rules. į 

Mr. COX. I have not asked 
gentleman from Towa, ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
tleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. STEVENS. I hope the gentleman will 
excuse me. | have not said anything about him, 
and do not intend to. i 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I can easily understand 
how it may have been that the gentleman from 
Ohio, who made his speech on Saturday, [Mr. 
Lona,] took the position which f asserted, that 
the confederate States were a belligerent de facio, 
as everybody knows they are; but instead of fol- 
lowing out what Linferved from that, that they 
were a belligerent through crime and treason, de- 


any favor of the 


Does the gen- 


| serving to be punished by fire and sword and con- 


fiscation, as alj traitors should be, I understand 
him to have proposed that they should be admitted 
as a power de jure, that their independence should 


‘be acknowledged by acommission {rom this Gov- 


ernment. If I have been misinformed—for I have 
not read his speech—then my remarks are mis- 
applied. 


Y 
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But, sir, that position was assumed, as I un- 
derstand, by a gentleman in this House. I refer 
to no one; and [see that the member from Ohio 
who spoke on Saturday, [Mr. Lone, }] and whose 
speech has just been handed to me, undertook to 
assimilate his speech to my posiuon. Why, sir, 
no honest man could assimilate them to each 
other. I would as soon be hanged in chains 
alongside of a gibbeted traitor as to be thus con- 
nected with a moral carcass before the House. 
[Laughter] It will bear no such construction. 
| took then, as Ido now, a certain attitude for the 
purpose of justifying the extreme exaction of the 
laws of war against these traitors and rebels who 
had assumed this position. 

Now, sir, [ have not, as I have said before, 
seen from the papers who assumed this position. 
I have no strength to examine now or to pursue 
the subject. „lam glad E do not know the names 
of those who undertook thus to link me with an 
infamous proposition. I say noman who heard 
my speech, or read it, thought so who wag nota 
fool or a knave, and perhaps both. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, lam 
sure that the country will read with profound re- 
pret the proceedings of this House on Saturday’ 
ast. Ata time when ourarmies are standing still 

in the face of a powerful enemy, when our Treas- 
ury isempty, when its legitimate receipts are less 
than one tenth of the expenditures, when labor 
is paralyzed and borne down by oppressive tax- 
ation and inadequate compensation, when those 
who produce everything get nothing, and those 
who produce nothing get everything, for the 
House of Representatives in this condition of the 
country to be trifling with its time on a subject 
beyond its jurisdiction, arraigning a member for 
the exercise of a constitutional right, will be 
viewed with profound regret. For bis opinions 

“the gentleman [Mr. Lone] is responsible to his 
constituents, 

_ I regard the position of Speaker of this House 
to be the highest civilian known to the country. 

In England the like office is recognized as that 
held by the first gentleman of England. Now, 
that the Speaker should descend from this ex- 
alted position and enter into this gladiatorial arena 
of partisan combat for the purpose of arraigning 

a Representative for exercising the right which 

God and his constituents gave him is to be de- 

plored. Sir, I have the highest regard personally 

for the Speaker of this House. Differing as I do 
from him upon all the leading publie questions 
of the day, I take this occasion to say that he 
has discharged his responsible duties with ability 
and with impartiality. I regret that he should 
for the first time have committed anvact which 
must materially affect his usefulness hereafter in, 
the discharge of those duties, Fe has taken a po- 
sition in this proceeding which no man can sus- 
tain who recognizes constitutional and individual 
rights, Leaving the Speaker’s chair, he takesaseat 
upon the floor and presents to the Houseand coun- 
try a resolution of expulsion againsta gentleman 
representing the sccond districtof Ohio. Expul- 
sion for what? For the honestavowal of opinions 
he entertained, and for which he was responsible to 
no other power or authority than to that he rep- 
resented in this Efouse, his constituents. He had 
declared that in a certain contingency, which he 
stated, he would prefer recognition, “As between 
annihilation and recognition he preferred the lat- 
ter. Ís it criminal so todeclare? None of us are 
in favor of taking human life, and yet all of us are 
prepared to doitin self-defense. When sach an 
alternative is presented either of us would kill. 
This is an analogous case. The gentleman de- 
clared, substantially, he was in favor of recogni- 
tion rather than to see every man, woman, and 
child in the southern States put to the sword. He 
thought every humane and Christian man would 
indorse this sentiment, thus presented. But the 
gentleman was arraigned because, it is gaid, his 
speech gives aid and comfort to the rebels. If 


this were so, the other side of the House have no | 
The Republican party have | 


right to complain. 
been feeding the flame of rebellion ever since its 
existence, 

It is tobe observed that in the resolution of ex- 


pulsion no quotation is given of the offending lan- | 


guage. Sir, it is the first time in the history of 
the Government that any proceeding of a like 
character has been taken when the language or 


the offense clearly and definitely expressed, to 
which exception is taken, is not quoted in the 
resolution. The resolution does not pretend to 
give the language used by the member arraigned. 
repeat, sir, that the author of this resolution does 
not pretend to quote the language used by the 
gentleman from Ohio; and. I will go further and 
say that he does notin any fair sense give the 
substance of that language.. 1 stated on Saturday 
what the gentleman did say. He declared that the 
alternative was presented to the country whether 
we will subjugate and annihilate the southern peo- 
ple or recognize them as an independent power. 
Rather than exterminate, destroy, rid of existence, 
extinguish the men, women, and children of the 
South, he was willing to recognize their inde- 
pendence. In the exercise of his constitutional 
right, in a calm, able, statesmanlike manner, he 
discussed the whole question of this war. After 
showing that even if prosecuted for the restora- 
tion of the Union (which it is vot) it had proved 
a failure, and if continued must end in annihila- 
tion, he-declared that, as a choice of evils, he was 
for peace by recognition. 

Sir, the Speaker of the House of Commons did 
not descend from his chair and arraign Edmund 
Burke, when that patriot and statesman used 
stronger language in favor of our independence 
than this. Nor did the Chancellor of England, 
presiding over the House of Lords, come down 
from his high position and arraign Lord Chatham 
for declarations in favor of our recognition asa 
nation at thetime we were struggling for liberty. 

But the Speaker said upon Saturday, when his 


attention was called to the identical language used | 


by the gentleman from Ohio, that it was for the 
character of his whole speech that he sought to ex- 
pelhim. Sir, he is cstopped from taking that po- 
sition now. Tle arraigned the gentleman from 
Ohio, in the language of his own resolution, for 
the declaration that he was in favor of the recog- 
nition of the independence of the South. I defy 
him or any other gentleman to refer to any por- 
tion of that speech that makes a stronger allusion 
to the question of recognition than that to which 
Í have referred. And so far as the resclation it- 
self is concerned, it proposes to expel the member 
only because he expressed himseif in favor of rec- 
ognition. 

But we are told that the whole speech gives aid 
and comfort to the enemy. If that be true, who- 
ever else may take exception to giving aid and 
comfort to the enemy, it ought not to come from 
that side of the House, or from gentlemen who 
represent that party. Their whole political career 
since the commencement of this war, official and 
otherwise, has given aid and comfort to the en- 
emy. In six months from the firing on Fort Sum- 
ier, under a different policy, under an Adthinis- 
tration conducted upon other principles, this war 


would have been closed, with the expenditure of | 


one half of the money and the loss of one half of 
the lives which it has cost. ft has been the fanat- 
icaland destructive course pursued by the Admin- 
istration and the utter disregard of the common 
principles of humanity and patriotism; it has been 
the declaration and practical effort to carry fire 
$ “di house ; Sout! 
and sword into every household of the South, anc 


by confiscation, emancipation, and annihilation, | 


leaving the South no alternative but resistance or 
death, that this war has been prolonged, and is 
likely to be prolonged until tie men who now 
rule the country shail have ceased to hold polit- 


ical power. This is ** the aid and comfort”? which | 


has been given to the enemy, and it came from 
the men who affect now to be indignant at the 
expressions of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Sir, shall he be expelled for saying he was in 
favor of a dissolution of the Union by men who 
daily act in favor of it? 


spirit of disunion. I had the honor of holding 
a scat here twenty-two years ago, when Jobn 
Quincey Adams, the founder and author of the 


dogmas now beld by the Republican party, in- | 


troduced in my presence a petition for the disso- 
lution of the Union. And Joshua Giddings, now 


| holding a high official position under this Admin- 


istration, in the same Congress presented a me- 
morial from his constituents of the Western Re- 
serve of Ohio in favor of dissolution, 


Why, the Republican | 
party was conceived and brought forth in the: 


Mr. Hare, | 


i 
j 


lution of the Union; and the-votes are recorded 
of Senator Seward, of New York, and Senator 
Chase, of Ohio, in favor of the reception of that 
petition. And, sir, since the commencement. of 
this rebellion the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, acting in his official capacity as a member 
of the present Cabinét, seriously and’ formally 
advocated the recognition. of the southern con- 
federacy, ata time, too, when it had buta pro- 
visional government at Montgomery, Alabama, 
and before the South, using the language.of the 
distinguished gentieman from Pennaylvania, (Me. 
STEVENS,] had arisen to iis present position as a 
de facto government, or had been acknowledged 
as a belligerent by any nation of Europe. 

Mr. ASHLEY. [deny the gentleman’s state- 
ment so far as the Secretary of the Treasury is 
concerned, ` Ñ 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 
tothe gentleman, 

Mr. COX. lask the gentleman to allow me 
to say a word in reference to this matter. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Ifthe gentleman 
from Ohio upon the other side of the House does 
not intend to speak upon this subject, I will yield 
to him a moment, ` 

Mr. ASHLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from New York to state where the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in any official act of his, 
advocated the recognition of the southern States 
as an independent nation? 

Mr. COX. With the permission of my friend 
I will give my colleague the proof. If the gen- 
tleman will look at the National Intelligencer of 
April 22, 1861, he will find a speech reported, 
made by the mayor of Baltimore, in which he 
said in a full meeting, on the 19th day of April, 
that Secretary Chase had told himthat. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side of the House.) This 
came from the mayor of Baltimore, and never has 
been denied, and my colleague knows very well 
that Governor Chase never will deny it, 

Mr. ASHLEY. Sir, Idenyitforhim. Iknow 
he has never officially orin any published letter or 
speech advocated the recognition of the southern 
States as an independent power. 

Mr. COX. ‘The gentleman should not deny 
anything before he hears what itis. He is too 
prompt to put in a general issue before he knows 
what I charge, The extract reads thatalthough 
he (Mr, Chase) opposed the right of secession, 
yet when independent and powerful States had 
gone out of the Union, and were determined not 
to return, he was for telling them to go in peace, 


I refuse to yield 


That was announced to the people of Balti- 
more in a public meeting by an official character, 
and has never been denied. 

Mr. ASHLEY. 1 deny it now; and deny the 
authority from which it comes. 

Mr. COX, [ask the gentleman what author- 
ity he has for that denial? 

Mr. ASHLEY. l answer the gentleman, b 
the character of the man, and my intimate nowt 
edge of his opinions upon all questions. 

Mr. COX. Then the gentleman does not 
speak by authority at all. If I were to judge of 
a man by his character, [should say that the geu- 
tleman was not authorized to deny anything for 
anybody. f , 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. AsuLer] may deny 
the fact, but the Secretary of the Treasury him- 
sclf does not deny it. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. ‘Will the gentleman give 
way fora question? I only wish to ask the gen- 


i tleman a question in order that the House may 


understand his position. 

Objection was made by several members. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 
am surprised that there should be any such de- 
nial here now. It is as well understood as-any 
declaration that has been made officially or other- 
wise by any gentleman connected with this Ad- 
ministration; and when any member of this House 
wiil produce an authorized denial from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury himself, the country will 
believe him, and not before. 

But, sir, 1 have said that the Republican party 
had its existence ina spirit of disunion, that its 
fathers and great leaders came into political being 
sn that sentiment. This Administration could 


a Senator from New Hampshire, at a much later |; not hold together forty-eight hours except by 
period, presented a memorial in favor of a disso- |! that horrid dogma of destruction, acting m collu- 
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sida With corruption. T have sonie few extracts 
from the recorded opinions of the meh who rule 
the country; were it necessary, I could prove 
like treasonable utterances on the President and 
each member of his Cabinet. > But by their acts 
shall-they be judged Itis not necessary in their 
case to refer to éxpresstons—their official conduct 
speaks louder and plainer than words. f 
J.Q. Adams presents a petition for dissolution: 
-&Qn the Mih of February, 1842, John Quincy Adams 
“presented a petition Im the House of Representatives signed 
ya large number of citizens of Haverhill, Massachusetts, 
far a peaceable dissolution of the Union, ‘assigning as one 
of the reasons the inequality of benefits conferred on the 
different sections.’ *—Blake’s History of Slavery, p. 524. 


J. R. Giddings presents a petition for dissolu- 
tion: ‘ 

& On the 28th of February, 1842, Mr. Giddings presented 
a petition from a large number of abolitionists of Anstin- 
Buig, ih his district, praying for a dissolution of the Union 
and a separation of the slave from the free States.” —Ibid. 


In their State convention of 1851, the radicals 
of Massachusetts, on whom the mantle of the 
(Hartford Convention had fallen, and animated by 
the same purpose, 

* Resolved, That the Constitation whieh provides for a 
slave representation anda slave oligarehy in Congre 
which ltegalizes slave catching on every inch of American 
soils which pledges the military and naval power of the 
country to keep four millions of chattel slaves in their 
chains, is to be trodden under foot and pronounced .ac- 
eursed, however uncxceptionable or valuable it may be in 
its other provisions.” . É 

‘That the one great issuc before the country ts the dis- 
solution af the Union, in comparison with which all other 

 isstes with the slave power are as dust in the balance 
therefore we have given ourselves to the work of annul- 
Hng this covenant with death, as essential to our own 
Innocency and the speedy and everlasting overthrow of the 
slave power? 


In 1856 the same party passed the following in 
convention: ; 


“ Resolved, 1. ‘That the necessity of disuuion ts written In 
the whole existing character and condition of the two sec- 
tions of the country, in theirsocial organization, education, 
habits, and laws; in the danger of our white citizens in 
Kansas, aud our colored men in Boston 5 inthe wounds of 
CMARLES SUMNER and the laurels of bis assailants; and uo 
Goverment on earth wae ever strong enough to bold to- 
gether such opposing forces. 

% Resolved, 2. That this movement does not merely seek 
disuoion but the more perfect imion of free States by the 
expulsion of the slave Stites from the confederation in 
whieh they have ever been an clement of discord, danger, 
and disgrace. 

t Resolved, 8. Mat it is not probable that the ultimate 
severance of the Union willbe anactofdeliberation ordi 
eussion ; bat thata tong period of deliberation and diseus 
son Must precede it, and here we meet to begin the work, 

© Resolved, h, Phat hevectorward, instead of regarding 
it ds an objection to any system of policy that it will fead 
to a separation of the States, we will proclaim that to he 
the highest of all recommendations, and the greatest proot 
of statesminship, and with support politically such men 
and med Appear tò tend most to this result.” 


Mr. Garrison made a speech in 1856 in which 
ho declared: : 


“F have snid, and Y say again, that in propartion to the 
growth of disuniouism willbe the growth ot Republican- 
ism? * 7 x ie The Union isa tie. The 
Ameriean Union is an imposture and a covenant with 
death and an agreement with hell? x ¥ * $ 
“E am far jts overthrow.” * $ “Up 
with the flag of disunion that we may bave a free and glo- 
rivas Union of onr own? 


* * 


Ata Republican convention held at Monroe, 
Green county, Wisconsin, in 1856, the following 
resolution was passed: 


* Resolved, That it is the duty of the North, in ease they 
fail in electing à President aud Congress that will restore 


freedom t0 Kansas, to revolutionize the Government.” 


Anson Burlingame made a speech in 1856 in 
which he blasphemously said: 


The Montrose Democrat of May 10, 1856, suid: 

ï Wo recollect that over a year ago we heard Me, Wil- 
mot make the folldwing declaration: 

“6s Pam determined to arouse the people to the import- 
anecof the slavery issue and get apan organization through 
which they can get the control of the Government in 1850. 
And if Ð become satisfied that these efforts will fail and | 
that the people will not assert their rights, then TH be d—d I 
if I don't join the party that I think will Send the country | 
to h=} ue quickest? ? 


Horace Mann on one oceasion said: 


“Tn éonelasion, Phave only to add that such is my solemn 
and abiding conviction of the charneter of slavery, aud 
under a full s e of responsibility to my country and my 
God, | deliberately say, better disauiodu, better a civil or 
servile war, better anything that God in His providence 
ghall send, Unto an extension ofthe bonds of slavery.” 

“Y have before ddelared chat the path of duty was elear | 


i 
i 


| as to the fugitive Slave act, ahd that I am bound to disobey 
| it.?—Charles Sumner, September, 1854. i 

l- On the 7th day of February, 1859, Jobn P. Hale in- 
i sisted upon, and along with Chase and Seward alone, voted 
| to receive, refer, and considera petition demanding of Con- 
gress an immediate dissolntion of the Union, becattse a 
Union with slaveholders is violative of divine lawand liu- 
| man rights.” > 

“ John P, Hale, on the 23d Marcli, 1848, presented a batch 
of eight petitions at once demanding-the dissolution of the 
Union.” 

«No man has a right to be surprised at this state of 
things. It is just what we abolitionists and disunionists 
have attempted to bring about. There is merit in the Re- 
publican party. ltis the first sectional party ever organ- 
ized in this country. It docs not know its own face, but 
cals itself national; but itis not national : it is sectional. 
The Republiean party is a party of the North pledged against 
the South.”—Wendell Philips. + 

“If the Republicans fail at the ballot-box, we shall be 
forced to drive back the slaveocrats with fire and sword.” 
| —James Watson Webb. 

_ The True American, a Republican organ in 
Erie county, Pennsylvania, in commenting upon 
a speech delivered at a Democratic meeting, says: 

“This twaddle about the Union and its preservation is 
too silly and sickening for any good effect. We think that 
| the liberty ofa single slave is worth more than ali the Unions 
God’s universe can hold’? 

Rurus P. Spaupine, now an Administration 
member of this House, and a member of the con- 
vention thatnominated Frémout, said in that con- 
vention that— 

“In the case‘of the alternative being presented of the 
continuance of slavery or a dissolution of the Union, Tam 
for dissolution, and I care not how quick it comes.?? 

Mr. SPALDING. I pronounce that false, let 
it come from what source it may. 

Mr. PATTERSON. lask to say asingle word, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The gentleman 
! ean reply after my hour expires. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman per- 
| mit me to ask him a question? 

y ‘ s 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I must decline 
| now. : 

In 1854 the abolitionists of Massachusetts and 
of other States sept petitions to Congress, from 
which the following is an extract: 

- ` 

“We earnestly request Congress at its present session to 
take initiatory measures for the speedy, peacelut, and equi- 
table dissolution of the existing Union asthe exigencies of 
the case may require,” 

Henry Ward Beceher says: 

“A great many people raise a ery about the Union and 
the Constitution, as if the two were perfectly identical; but 
the truth is, itis the Constitution itself that is the cause of 
every division which tbis vexed question of slavery has 
ever oveasioned inthis county. Ft bas been the toandation 
of our troubles by attempring to bold together as reconciled 
two Opposing principles whieh will not harmonize nor 
agree.” 

Salmon P. Chase says: 

“Slavery in the States wonid not continue a year after 
the agecssion of the anti-slavery party to power,” { 

Fred. Douglass says: 

E Erom this time forth 1 conscerate the labors of my life 
to the dissolution of the Union, and { eare not whether the 
bolt that reads it shall come from heaven or from bel,” 

1 quoe from the New York ‘Tribune, which 
was laid upon the mentbers’ desks just befote the 
passage of the Kansas-Nebraska act: 

“Weurge, therefore, unbending determination on the part 
of northern members hostile tô this intolerable outrage, 
and demand of them iv behalf of peace, in bebalt of free- 
dow, in behalfof justice and bamanity, resistance to the 
last. Better that confusion should ensac—hetter that dis- 
eord shoukl reign inthe national couucils—better that Con- 
gress should break up in wild disorder—nay, better thazthe 
Capitol itself should blaze by the toreh of the ineendiary, 
or falt and bury all its inmates beneath its erumbling ruins, 
than that this perfidy and wrong should be finally accom- 
t plished.” i 
General Banks said: 

“fam willing in a certain contingency to let the Union | 
| slide.” ji 

< 2 . f 
1 Rev. Dr. Bellows, president of the sanitary com- 
| mission, in one of his public discourses in the city 
| of New York, disgraced the pulpit by uttering the 
following: 


“ft is no Jonger a war in defense of the Union, the Con- | 
stitution, and the enforeement of the laws. It is a war to 
| be carried on no longer with the aim of reëstablishing the 
Union and the Constitution with their old compromi 
! God means nof to let us off with any half-way work. Lam 
| now convineed and] consider it the most Dumane, the 
| most economical, and the mos manlike now to take 
the most radical ground possible; to me that this is a 
war for the subjugation or extermination of ail persons who 
Wish to maintain the slave power; a war to get rid of sla- ji 
very andslavehoiders, whether it be coastitutional ornot?? |: 


Wendell Phillips again says: 
“The Constitution of our fathers was a mistake, 


: 
i 
| 
| 
i 


| 
Tear || 


itin pieces and make a better. Don’t say the machine is 
out of order it isin order; it does- what its framers in- 
tended—protects slavery. Ouraim is disunion, breaking up 
the States.. I have shown you that our work cannot be 
done under our institutions.” 


Again he said: 

No act of ours do we regard with more conscientious 
approval or higher satisfaction, none do we submit more 
confidently to the tribunal of Heaven and the moral verdict of 
mankind, than when, several years ago, on the 4th of July, 
in the presence of a great assembly, we committed to the 
flames the Constitution of the United States.” 


The American Anti-Slavery Society passed the 
following resolutions: ; 

t Resolved, That secession from the United States Gov- 
ernment is the duty of every abolitionist, since no one can 
take office or deposit his vote under its Constitution with. 
out violating his anti-slavery principles, and rendering him- 
sci an abettor to the slaveholder, and committing a sin. 

“ Resolved, ‘Phat years of warfare against the slave power 
have convineed us that every act done in support of the 
American Union rivets the ehain of the slave; that the only 
exodus of the slave to freedom, unless it be one of blood, 
inust be over the remains of the present American church, 
and the grave of the present Union. 

* Resolved, That the abolitionists of this country should 
make it one of the primary objects of this agitation to dis- 
solve the American Union.” 

The present United States Treasurer (Spinner) 
said during the Frémont campaign: 

“Should this (the election of Frémont] fail, no trae man 
would be any Jonger safe here from the assaults of the ar- 
rogant slave oligarchy, who then would rule with an iron 
hand; for the tree North would be left the choice of a 
peaceful dissolution of the Union,a civil war which would 
endin the same, or an unconditional surrender of every 
principle held dear by treemen.”? 


James S. Pike, long editorially connected with 
the New York Tribune, and now minister. to the 
Netherlands, said: A 

“I have no doubt that the free and slave States ought to 


separate. The Union is not worth supporting in connec-- 
tion with the South.?? 


John W. Forney, editor of the Philadelphia 
Press, over the nom de plume of Occasional, writing 
to his paper, said: ‘ 

& Let us unite the North by any means. When men no 
longer volunteer let there be conscription. Silence every 
tongue that docs not speak with respect of the cause and 
flag. Do away with polities, with luxuries, with com- 
Let us cease for the present to speak of laws and 
restrictions and what are ealled sateguards.?? 


Mr. Seward, at Boston, foreshadowed the pur- 
pose of the abolition party: 

« What a commentary upon the history of man is the fact 
that eighteen years after the death of Jolin Quincy Adams 
the people have for theirstandard- bearer Abraham Lincoln, 
confirming the obligations of the higher law which the sage 
of Quiney proclaimed, and contending for weal or woe, for 
life or death, in the irrepressible conflict between freedom 
and slavery. I desire only to say that we are in the last 
stage of the eouillet before the great triumphant inauge- 
ration Of this policy into the Government or the United 
States?” 


+ a e-d + 
Mr. Seward, in the Senate, threw this firebrand 


| at the South: 


“Then the free States and slave States of the Auautic, 
divided and warring with each other, would disgust the 
free States of the Pacific, and they would have abundant 
cause and justification for withdrawing from the Union, 
productive no longer of peace, safety, and liberty to then- 
selves,” &e. 

In the Republican convention of Chieago, 1860, 
at which Mr. Lincoln was nominated, the follo w- 
ing occurred among the proceedings as published 
. y rye: ey à 
in the New York ‘Tribune of May, 1860: 

“Judge Jessup said that he desired to amend a verbal . 
mistake jn the name of the purty. It was printed in the 
resolution ‘National Republican party. He wished to 
strike out the word ‘national,’ as that was not the name 
by which the party was properly known.” 

N. P. Banks, in a speech in Massachusetts in 
1856, thus predicts a “ military dictatorial gov- 
ernment:”? j 

“F ean conceive ofa time when this Constitution shall 
not be in existence, when we shah have an absolute mili- 
tary dictatorial government transmitted from age to age, 
With men at its bead who we made rulers by military com- 
Mission, or who clainia hereditary right to govern those 
over whom they are placed.” 

Mr, Schurz, in 1860, said: 

“ May ihe God in human nature be 
the very soul of out bation with an energy that shall sweep 
as with the-besom of destraction this abomination (slavery4 
from the land, You call this revolutions it is, In this we 
need revolution. We must, we will have it. Letiteume 1 

On the 12th of July, 1848, Jonx P. Hare said: 

* All the terrors af dissolution £ ean look steadfastly in 
the face before { could jook to that moral union which must 
fall upon us, when we can sa far prostitute ourselves as to 
become the pioncers of slavery in the Territories,” 

_ In the Senate, February 26, 1856, Mr. Hare, 
in speaking of thé conflict, said: 

"Good! Good! Sir, I lope i will eames and if It 
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tomes'to blood, let it. come. No, sir, 
come, let itcome; and it cannot come too soon.” 


Mr. SPALDING. I desire to know from the 
gentleman from New York whether that is a new 

- edition of the “ Gogpel of Peace.” [Laughter.] 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I decline to yield. 
Mr.SPALDING. I certainly have a right to 
know from what book the extracts have been 


read, j ; 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I will not detain 
- the House by the reading of any more extracts 
[cries of * Oh! read them??] to prove the allega- 
tion which I made, that the Republican party, 
which now rules this country, was conceived and 
born in a spirit of disunion, and that whoever else 
may rebuke my friend from Ohio, (Mr. Lone,] 
that side of the House should take no exception 
to any language that may be used looking to dis- 
unton or recognition. 

Sir, l am not in favor of recognition, I have 
held but one language and assumed but one posi- 
tion since the breaking out of this unfortunate rev- 
olution. Lam opposed to recognizing, in any 
contingency, until after the exhaustion of peace- 
ful negotiation, the independence of the southern 
government; and I do not concur with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone,] in his belief that 
the alternative has been presented of annihilation 
or recognition. I believe that if this Government 
would, in good faith, make an honest effort to 
restore this Union by peaceful negotiation, if 
it will guaranty the constitutional rights of the 
southern States, I believe that even now the Union 
could be restored without firing another cannon. 
‘Aud until we have exhausted and failed in these 
negotiations, I, for one, will not allow myself to 
think of, much less speak of, a contingency so 
dreadful as that of dissolution. 

And it is proper that I should say, on this occa- 
sion, that I dissent from the sentiments uttered 
by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Harris,] 
on Saturday. If I understood him correctly, he 
declared in favor of not only the right but the 
policy of secession, I differ from him entirely 
and altogether. And although I voted against 
the resolution of censure, I did it because I deny 
the right in this House to censure any man for 
the expressiow of any sentiment he may enter- 
tain. Notwithstanding the provision of the Consti- 
tution that a mémber is not to be called to account, 
out of the House, for anything that he may do 
here, I deny the right of this House to deprive the 
Representative of forty thousand people of the li 
erty of expressing his sentiments, and probab 
their sentiments, upon any public question 
the day. J 
=; Ewill not vote to abridge the expression of sen: 
timent in this House, lam willing to accord to 
every man, even to thoseon the other side of t 
House, the largest liberty of debate. But, sir, I 
am not in favor of a dissolution of this Unio 
Tam notin favor of recognition, Lam notin favor 

` of secession. But Iam in favor of peace. [am 
in favor of doing justice to the southern people. 
Lam in favor of making an effort, th rough negotia- 
tion, for a final determination and adjudication of 
this question in some way, as the Government has 
always done under like circumstances. 

This war cannot restore the Union. I believe 
the Democratic party, as faras this immediate 
question is concerned, cannot be an abolition 
war party. Therecan be no such thing as a war 
Democrat; because when a man is in favor of 
the war, he must be in favor of the policies of the 
war ag itis prosecuted by the party in power, 
with its unavoidable tendency to destroy the 


of 


Constitution and the Union. Hecannot bea Dem- | 


ocrat and be a disunionist also. Ido not wantto 
see the Democratic party brought into power an- 
der such policies or on any such platform as that. 
if the war is to go on, { want the Republican 
party to carry iton, They caused it, and letthem 
take the responsibility. They get the plunder, 
let them take the consequences, 

Now, sir, can there be such a thing as a con- 
-servative Republican? No,sir, a man cannot be 
a modern Republican and be conservative. Re- 
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if that isse must 


| this floor. 


publicanism, as now understood practically, -is 
destructive, fanatical, and ruinous. -Conservatism 
is to protectand preserve life and property. There- 
fore I say there cah be no such: thing as. a war 
Democrat or a conservative Republican. _ Until 
the American people return to the sober second 
thought, and realize the inevitable tendency and 


conclusion of the war, | believe that the disease- 


will run its-course, and that the Republican dis- 
unionists in power may carry out their doctrines 
to their bloody and reéientiess results, 

George Thompson was sent an emissary by the 
British Government thirty years ago to sow the 
seeds of dissolutionin America, He now returns 
as the guest of his fellow-disunionists, the ruling 
party, to see the reaping of the bloody harvest, 
Union, sir, Union with this doctrine of fell de-. 
struction and annihilation, where every man, 
woman, and child is to beput tothe sword, where 
their country is to be laid waste, where their State 
institutions are to be subverted, where. freemen 
under your Constitution, standing, with equal 
rights with ourselves, are to be made slaves or 
die! Why, sir, men who talk of such a Union 
under our system have never read the Constitution. 
In the elegant language to-day of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] they are 
“either fools or knaves.”” 

Sir, there can be no such Union. Civil war is 
dissolution, destruction, extermination. And 
therefore I am opposed to it, and in favor of mak- 
ing a peaceful effort for the settlement of this great 
question. I am in favor of bringing back the 
southern States into a condition of fraternity and 
brotherhood with the North. I am in favor of 
the compacts and compromises of the Constitu- 
tion. lam in favor of this galaxy of beautiful, 
independent powers being once more gathered 
under a common Government, entitled to equal 
rights, equal privileges, and equal exemption from 
central usurpation and tyranny. 

That, gir, is my position. { do not agree with 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Harris] in 
favor of secession. J do not agree with the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone] that the alternative 
is even yet presented to the American people of 
annihilation or dissolution, Bat {do believe that 
if the President of the United States would ap- 
point cominissioners clothed with power, as has 
been done under like circumstances by his pre- 
decessors from the days of Washington down to 
the present time, and those commissioners. would 
proceed to Richmond, while 1 do not think that 
peace would immediately be restored, | do think 
there would be a commencement of the end of 
this war, which would lead to a restoration of 
the Union either by reconstruction or otherwise. 

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I pray God that, not- 
withstanding the fell spirit of destruction North 
and South, notwithstanding the evils which so 
beset us, He will speedily put an end to this 
bloody conflict,and in the infinity of His wisdom 
restore this bleeding land to its former condition 
of peace, fraternity, and prosperity. 

Mr. SCHENCK. - Mr. Speaker, a stadent in 
natural history would have much to learn upon 
Some specimens of the snake family 
are so slippery that it scems impossible to classify 
them or to hold them to any place. 

I find myself at great loss to understand what 
ground is occupied by the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Fernanpo W oop,] who hasjusttaken 
hisseat. Heavowsthathe disagrees to the position 
taken by the member from Maryland, [Mr. Har- 
ris,] who wag yesterday visited with the censure 
of the House; he dissents from the arguments and 
propositions of my colleague, [Mr. Lona,] whose 
casc we are now considering; and yet he says to 
his fellow-copperheads, those, if any there be, 
who crawl with him, that there is no such thing 
as a war Democrat, for a creature of that kind is 
anomalous. [Laughter.] 1 may be pardoned, 
therefore, if | have difficulty in comprehending 
his own nature or knowing exactly where in the 
scale to place him. 

But at the close of his remarks the gentleman 
from New York seemed in some small degree to 


develop his -peculiar:views:. & arposesy ie 
has Jaid down something like the ‘same: platfords 
in- resolutions which he’ early ins the session off”. 
fered in this: House: Being néither: against the. 
war-nor forthe war, hè would-send commissione 
ers to Richmond to treat with those: arrayed: in’ 
arms against: the country to: offer: themterms-of 
peace. He. preaches a “new. gospel of peate)? _ 
of which he is the great.apostle. tag Opi 

How many others on his side of the House.may 
agree with lim I know not. But Ido know:this,. 
whenever any such propositions‘of. northern: Dem- 
ocrats have appeared in public. print, or their-of 
fers or suggestions of peace-have:.been) made in 
any form, hey have invariably ‘been received by 
the rebels at Richmond with scoffing and repellét 
with scorn. Their rebel friends have not hesitated 
to declare that such advances and the entissaries 
who might convey them could only be.entertained 
by them with fingers holding their offended arise 
tocratic noses. [Laughter.]-Thatonly isthe way 
they would receive Democrats who ecame:to offer 
them peace. You must not “come between the 
wiad and their nobility.” eeiiy 

he gentleman and his friends, then, are willing 

and propose to crawl on their bellies to the feet 
of rebels and insurgents in arms, and looking, 
up piteously to say * Oh, our masters, notwith~ 
standing all your scoffing and scorn, and though 
you may spurn us from your presence, we im- 
plore you to say whether you will not graciously 
agree to make some terms with us.’ I cannot 
comprehend this abasement in any other way... 

Thank God,.1 belong to no such party as that. 
For the sake of manhood and humanity, I would 
trust there are few who do. f never will make 
peace with armed rebels, . Iam for concludingno 
treaties, holding no conferences’ with. insurgent 
States claiming to be an independentand separate 
nationality. [Suppressed applause.], I believe 
that the only safely for this country consists. ip 
fighting out this war to the end and suppressin, 
this rebellion; in taking care to put itdown.so ef- 
fectually that its hydra head will never be raised 
in the land again. 1 think that that too may be 
assumed as the sentiment of this House, and. ita 
resolved purpose. : OR 

Let me refer to what was the action here on 
some propositions I had the honor myself to subs 
mit some time ago in a series of resolutions.. In 
order to refresh the recollections of members on 
both sides of the House I beg to recur to the.offi- 
cial record. I find by the Journal. of the 29th of 
February last that I moved the adoption of three 
resolutions, of which the first was in these words: 

“Resolved, ‘That the present war which this Government 
is carrying on against armed insurrectionists and others, 
banded together under the name of “southern confeder- 
acy,’ was brought on by a wicked and wholly unjustifiable 
rebellion, and ali those engaged in or aiding or encouraging 
it are public enemics, and should be treated as such.” 

How was that resolution received? It passed 
without objection; not one dissenting voice; no 
opposition whatever, not even a call for the yeas 
and nays. By general consent the Representa- 
tives of the people of the United States accepted 
thatas one plank in the platform upon which they, 
as a component part of the Government, were 
willing to stand in their efforts to put down thia 
wicked and infamous rebellion. 

The next resolution is in these terms: 

€ Resolved, ‘That this rebellion shall be effectually put 
down, and that to prevent the reeurrence of such rebellions 
in future the causes which led to this oie must be perma- 
nently removed,?? k 

Some gentleman upon the other side of the 
House called for a division of the question, and 
asked that a vote might first be taken upon the 
proposition ‘ that this rebellion shall be efect- 
ually put down.” Upon that one hundred and 
twenty-five gentlemen voted in the affirmative, and 
not one in the negative. It passed unanimously. 

And here, in passing, | may remark that among: 
that_one hundred and twenty-five was my. col- 
league, [Mr. Loye,] whose case is now under 
consideration. He then-voted his opinion as a 
member of the House of Representatives that this 
rebellion ought to be effeetually put down. kris 
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red neile aif it be: 
Ty made by 


re remains nothing for-us-but-to-recognizethat 
ectionary pretended government and ‘to ac- 
rasore of the nationalities of the world: 
Caor i maining clase ofthat second résolution” 
wos likewise carried bythe unanimous consent of 
the Housel Gentlemen: upon:the other side -af- 
fected ‘to: believe “that the causes ‘of-the rebel- 
na’iwere: not what 'L plainly intended—slavery 
and theslave power, and:the.slave influence in 
thik: country;santl so we-united, they construing 
‘the-language. ofthe resolution in one way, and t 
Apdal the Union members here in another. By 
that. motion, then, perhaps ‘nothing was taken. 
Under such: subterfuge gentlemen escaped the 
jastie Tprésented.. 
“But there remained another resolution, the third 
gnid last of the series: 

24 Resotved, That in this struggle which is going on for the 
goving of our conntry.and tree Government, there is 10 
middle, ground on whieh any good citizen or true patriot 
an stands neutrality, or indifference, or anyihing short of 
W Hearty support of the, Government, being a crime where 
the question is between loyalty and treason.” 

‘Phat resolution also passed this House by a 
Unanimous vote, Fhe gentleman from New | 
York [Mr: Fernanpo Woop} was not present, 
and some who were present did not vole; but one 
Hundred ‘and. nine, being all that. did vote upon 
the question, recorded their. names in the afirma- 
tive. Again there was hot one’ negative. My 
edlleague, whose case we have now before us, was 
‘here. Fle had voted on the previong resolution 
but'declined to answer upon this, With some 
fifteen other gentlemen upon that sido of the 
‘House he preferred to dodge the issue, and they 
avoided Being brought to'a test whether they be- 
Neved in such middle ground or not: - Upon this 
middleground, upon which it was agreed no patriot 
Or trad Man can stand, the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Finnanno Woop] selects his uncer- 
tii footing, ttis the dark, oozy, unwhalesome 
gbil, between the solid earth on either side, over 
‘which unclassified copperheads do creep, and 
mark their slimy and doubtful track, 

© But what assurance have we that the member 
from New York is going to occupy hereafter and 
‘sonsistently even the ground he has assumed to- 
day? Fle says he is no disunionist. He declares 
against lie war; he is forcompromise; fornego- 

‘tiation’ with rebels; for peace to be acquired in 
that way. Yet unlike my-colleague [Mr. Lone] 

he would not think of giving up the integrity of 
the Union, But whatare his antecedents? Where 
“stood he at the beginning and after the beginning 
of this wreat struggle for the life of the nation? | 

will'tarn aside here for a moment to consider as 
sone of the remarkable passages in the specch of 
my colleague [Mr. Lone] the account he has 
séught to impose upon the country of the com- 
“mencement of the war; aud then L will see if we 
ean find what position was in that earlier day 
Anken by the geneman from New York. 

“My collengae [Mr. Long} in the speech forthe 
utterance of which le is now held to account be- 
fore the House hats ‘said that hostilities against 
ithe Governmentof the United States did not com- 
monce until afier the inanguration of President 
«Lincoln, Flo declares that those hostilities were 
brought on by the desire of the President of the 
United States; and the country being drawn into 
Jtby atrick the war proceeded and from that point | 
has been progressing. ‘That I may not be sup- | 


-posed to misrepresent his language £ wili read i; 


from the report of his speech as L have it now be- | 
fore me: ° } 

“Axecret mee4ng of the Governors ofa number of States 
wag soon after held in this city A sebene was devised 
and a vessel sent out, under pretense of faruishi 


On arriving in Charleston harbor the people of thar city | 
fired upou the fort. ‘The telegraph bore the news to this 
ety, and on its first mention tothe President he exclaimed, 


that it was intended expressly for that purpose, Seventy- 
five thousand men were immediately called for; war was 
Jinaugaruted; twenty days wer 
down their ans; Qu addition: 
were soon called for; hostilities commenced"? i 

That, Mr. Speaker, professes to be history; | 
and yeta more gross, more unwarrantable, bolder : 
perversion and misrepresentation of facts was ; 


| 
. R { 
‘I knew they would do ity’ which to my mind is conclusive i 
i 
I 
t 


e given the insurgents to tay i 


never perhaps presented to the public ear. Hos- 3 


tities commenced! When? After Mr. Lincoln | 


five hundred thousand men): 


4 pateh to Gooryia rey 


i; inaugurated; he gays; and not until iher 
f had been sent tothe garrison at Fort. 


porpose on the banks of the Mississippi river by 
order o 
States? Is it not known to all that in January; 
1861, an ocean steamer, the Star of the West, 
‘bearing our flag, was fired upon as she entered 
the harbor of Charleston and compelled to turn 
and put to sea, as from a hostile port. And yet, 
my colleague here, in the face of these and other 
notorious facts, as I have heard others equally 
reckless elsewhere, dares, for the-sake of patting 
his own Government in the wrong, to aver that 
not the traitor rebels but our own authorities in- 
augurated civil war; fixing its commencement 
months after these events had transpired. 

But to return. Lsaid | would refer to this with 
a view to the former position of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Fernanpo Woop.) When- 
l ever and however hostilities commenced, where 
then was he, and what was his relation to the 
great rebellious movement by which was sought 
to ‘be destroyed the integrity and unity of his 
country ? 

When our difficulties with the South were ripen- 
ing into war, when hostilitics were actually com- 
menced, when it was hot known how far disaf- 
fection mightextend throughoutthe several States 
of this Union, there was a mayor of New York 
who proposed that that city should secede from 
the Government of the United States, and set up 
for jtself as a “ free city,” on the pattern of inde- 
pendent political communities of that sort known 
on the Inuropean continent, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Obio yield to the gentleman from New 
York? 

Mr. SCHENCK. I cannot heinterrupted, sir, 
but will continue as the gentleman insisted on 
doing when others sought to interrupt him. 

Not that alone, sir; the same mayor of New 
York, after rebellion was already rampant, when 
boxes filled with arms were stopped by the loyal 
city authorities on the wharves of New York, and 
not permitted to go South, that weapous might Le 
put into the hands of those iufornal scoundrels 
who were sceking to overthrow the Government 
and the country; that same mayor, on being tel- 
egraphed to, replied that he regretted he had no 
power over the matter, or he would gladly prevent 
any interference with such transmission of these 
munitions of war. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SCHENCK. Yes, Í know that that has 
f been denied here, a short time ago, by that gen- 
tleman on this floor, and without hearing him 
now, I give him the benefit of that denial. But 
i he shall also have the benclit of the positive proof 
produced and published widely in the papers of 
New York a few days afterwards, nailing upon 
him the falsity of the denial which he presented 
to this House. 

Mr, FERNANDO WOOD, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr, SCHENCK. fam not to be interrupted 
i by that member, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 
states what is false. 
| Mr. SCHENCK, f have met rebels before, 
| when they had something move than tongues with 
| which to contend, and Lam not to be interrupted 
| or put down by the member from New York. As 
hat gentleman has entertained the House by the 
reading of some precious extracts, I propose aiso 
to send something to the Clerk’sdesk to be read. 
| [tis an extract from a paper recently published 
in his own city. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


The gentleman 


l had been stopped in Ne ži 
i pateh related to merenandise oaty. Here urethed 
į MILLEDGEVILLE, Jantary 
i Fo his Honor Mayor Woon: 

{s it true that any arms intended for and consigned to 


the Bate of Géor, 


-York should inno way 


ia have been seized by public authorities- 

in-New York: our answer isin portant tó us and to New 

York: Answer af onec. Re TOOMBS. .<< 
iTo this the mayor returned the following answer: 

Hon. Roper’ Toons, Milledgeville, Georgia: 

In reply to your dispatch I regret to say that arms in- 
tended for and cousigned to, the State of Georgia have been 
seized by the police of this State, but that the city of New 
be made responsible forthe outrage. 

As. mayor L have no authority over the police. IFI had 
the power TF shoul sammarily punish us heal of this, 
illegal a njustifiable seizure of private property. 
megu, se usy 2 PERNANDO Woon. 


« Now what excuse will Mr. Woon-have:to offer to the 
House??? i : 4 aE T : 

Mr. SCHENCK. That will dos ‘Twill ask 
the question myself; ask.it, too, undér the hight 
of the further fact that six days. before that ate 
tempt to give comfort to rebels in arms, Georgia 
had solemnly declared her secession from the 
Union, and set herself up by that solemn act in. 
open rebellion, It was an “ outrage” not to send 
arms, and he is no war Democrat! Sir, he is a 
war Democrat, but what kind of a war Democrat? 
His “war Democracy” consists inan indorsement 
of a war by his fellow-rioters, led forward under 
the influence of his teachings in New York, who 
foully and cruclly murdered, among others, even 
one of the officers of your noble Army while wear- 
ing the national uniform! 

-Oh, no; probably he slunk away in the midstof 
that riot. Probably he was not seen in the street. 
Probably he held no weapon in his hand and ap- 
plied no‘ torch to any dwelling. ‘Bat who does 
not know that it was the uniform teachings of: him 
and his school that roused that angry, that unre- 
flocting, that ignorant populace into deeds of vio- 
lence, of ruin, of'rapine, of murder, in which it 
indulged? . f ` NEn 

And now he stands here talking smoothly about 
peace, and about being no war Democrat? 

But, sir, | have another reminiscence for him. 
‘There wasa time when he was a war Democrat 
—ay, anda war Democrat of the true stripe, too— 
nota war against defenseless women and children 
in the streets of New York. After he had pro- 
posed the secession of the city of New York, after 
he regretted that he could not help. Georgia with 
arms, he became, about the 17th or 18th of A pril, 
1861, alarmed by the roused indignation. and 
swelling voices ofa then whole, united loyal peo- 
ple, and met and addressed that people at their 
great meeting in Union square. And there he 
pledged himself to assembled. thousands that he 
was for the war, and was for the Union. I ap- 
prehend he found it convenient to have it under 
stood then that he was a war Democrat, just like 
those whom he now denounces around him, i 

Perhaps he will deny this too. Let him, Fiap- 
pening to be presentin New York, and invited, 
1 spoke on that occasion—you may call it honor 
or dishonor, as you will—from the same stand 
with him to those assembled thousands. Thad 
no acquaintance with him, but 1 stood near him 
while he was thus delivering himself and making 


those loyal pledges and avowals, 


I say, therefore, that I do not know what kind 
of a war Democrat he may be hereafter, whether 
he will be against his own people and the Gov- 


| ernment of the United States, as he is now, or 


against the insurgents, as he was then. His 
present profession is to be neither, but to crawl 
along on the border between the two and try” 
neutrality, which has never yet been attempted 
by any State or people that it has not proved their 
curseand ruin. - But, sir, he would propose terms 
of peace, and that peace he would offer to those 
who scorn him. He would propose terms of 
peace to those who will extend to him no hand 
of welcome at hiscoming. But still he will press 
upon his southern friends his good offices, reluctant 
asthey may be. : 

Sir, he sings this siren song of peace for the ef- 
fect he hopes it may. have at home. [ask him 
again, what mode of seeking peace is thatexcept 
to crawl prostrate to the feet of insurgents in arms 
and say to them, “ Do with us as you will, tear 
from the flag of.our glorious Union half its gleam- 
ing stripes, blot out as many of those starsas you 
can reach and extinguish, only join usagain that 
you may help us to save the Democratic party, 
so that we may hereafter, as heretofore, enjoy 
power and the offices together, For these we will 
so humble ourselves as none of God’s creatures 
ever humbled themselves before.’?. [Laughter] 

Mr. Speaker, the member from New York has 


i 


been occupying the time of the House with the 
B f 8 i 

reading of a ereat numberof extracts to show the 

Position of certain men prior to this war, or about 


the time of its commencement.. Some of these ex-. 


tracts are attributed to abolitionisis, some to men 
of other parties, but he strings them ail together, 
secking thereby, if he can, to fill his. magazine 
‘with weapons of assault against the Government 
and against this side of the Chamber. 

I did not listen. to much that was read, I care 
little for it for the purposes of this argument. 
“Bat I did observe in the course of that reading 
that when it happened in two or three instances’ 
that he gave what purported to be the sentiments 
or declarations of certain members of this body 
now here present, those extracts were promptly 
denounced as forgeries, indorsed though they 
were by the reputable member from New York. 
It is not unlikely that these spurious specimens 
indicate the character of the whole collection. 

But, sir, Lam not here to defend any man. I 

am not here to inquire whether this man or the 
other was an abolitionist, a Democrat, a Whig, 
or a Republican, or-what may have been their 
utterances, prudentor imprudent, wise or unwise, 
patriotic or unpatriotic, on any other or former 
occasion; whether they were rightor wrong then; 
that hàs all gone by. Men might very widely 
differ and differently express themselves on the 
eve of such a convulsion. They might widely 
‘differ, too, asto whatcourse was most expedient 
to be pursued jn order to avert the great calamity 
of war from the land. 
“Three years have now gone by. We are in the 
midst of that war. Armies are confronting ar- 
mies; bayonets are crossed with bayonets. The 
arguments now to be used and the only argu- 
` mëntsto be used are the incisive, cutting reason- 
ings of the sword, the sharp-pointed remark of 
the bayonet, the knock-down conclusion of the 
Bursting bombshell, lt is in the midst of such 
fierce and practical debate as this that the gentle- 
man from New York gomes forward and proposes 
to yield to the arrogant and insolent demands of 
parricide rebels, bearing in his hands as. prece- 
dents his collvetion of extracts, genuine or other- 
wise, culled from what may have been written in 
other times and under other circumstances. If 
he made those quotations for any purpose at all 
it would only have been to show that others had 
stood upon his ground. But the difference of 
occasion is as wide as heaven from hell. Admit 
that those men were wrong, admit that they were 
allat fault in proposing, if they did do so, any 
such expedients. It only follows that they did 
not then as now understand the true character of 
our people, orthe power ofself-preservation which 
rests in ourGovernmeut. What parallel is there 
between such hesitation then and the concessions 
which would be made by this man here now upon 
this floor, and almost in the very presence of the 
public enemy? 

Mr. Speaker, I can understand how, in the 
Revolution, when these States, then colonics, 
brokcaway from the mother country, many aman 
who was attached to monarchical institutions, or 
fearful of rushing upon the untried experiments of 
a new form of government to be reached through 
the horrors of war, might have shrunk back and 
been a Tory of that day. J 

But how, after the better part of a century has 
gone by, and this great Government, under the 
Constitution adopted at the close of that Revolu- 
tion, has gone on prospering aod to prosper, when 
it bas made its mark high on the roll of nations, 
and the hopes of a world have clustered around 


it, how any one with this history and triumph be- | 


fore him can to-day doubt or distrust or bargain 


away his country’s nationalily,-ismorethan [ean | 
I-declare, sir, that in my opinion | 


comprehend, 
the worst ‘Tory of the Revolution wag a patriot 


and a gentleman compared with a copperhead of | 


1864. [Applause.} 

Mr, Speaker, we are, as I have stated, in the 
presenceofthe enemy. Every manin this Union 
Is lo-day, iu one sense, a citizen soldier, 
people are either inthe lines of the Union Army 
in front facing and fighting the foe, or they are 
in the rear striving by every means possible to 
strengthen and advance the common canse. 

_ T repeat, every man isacitizen soldier; and wo 
who are here no less go than others. Now, when 


Oar: 


a soldier is marching with the Army toward the 


| member of this House. 


! debate in either Llouse.? 
| sertion, Í took oceasjon then to remind him that 


j Or inimical to the liberties of this country; noth- 
ing which might tend to give up or abandon or ; 
ido, 


enemy, or holding his place in line-of battle ready 


to.mect the onset or.to- make the-charge;:if: that || 


soldier—and E beg pardon of our honest, bravè 
fellows inthe field for even making- such a- sup- 
position—if that soldier, instead of attending tò 


his stern and given purpose, to the consideration | 


how he shall best acquit himself in the deadly 
struggle before him, and to the duty which lies 
present there for him. to do, should turn ‘to. his 
comrades about him, saying to one, * We can- 
not beat the enemy ’’ to another, ‘ We hsd bet- 
ter lay down our arms; to another, ‘*Our cause 
is wrong; we never can conquer;”? and to an- 
other, ** Let us demand of our commanding offi- 
cer to stop shedding blood, and have a truce be- 
tween the two armies’’—if a soldier at such a 
time should talk thus in the ranks, What would 
you do withhim? You would shéot him! 

And isacitizen soldier who undertakes to breed 
distraction in the country, who claims that we 
cannot put down the rebellion, who insists that 
the rebellion, in his view, is altogether right and 
jusufiable, who would compromise, who would 
temporize, who would have his Government de- 
based to the condition of begging peace from: in- 
surgents, is. he less deserving of execration and 
punishment? Though we may not execute such 
a man on the appropriate gallows erected for crim- 
inals, yet, thank God, there is a gibbet of public 
opinion where we can hang him high as Haman 
and hold him there, the.scorn of all nations and 
of the world. [Applause.} 

A few words now more directly to the resolu- 
tion before the House. IT wish I- had. as much 
strength—having just risen from a sick-bed—as 
l have desire to go on a little further with this ex- 
amination. 

The resolution proposes the expulsion of a 
It proposes expulsion 
for the usc of language in debate upon this floor. 

The first objection taken to this resolution is 
that its passage would be a dangerous interfer- 
ence with the liberty of speech. You must not 
abridge the freedom of debate in these Halls, de- 
voted to the discussion of great interests upou the 
right adjustment of which the future prosperity 
of our country depends. 

And, sir, there is something plausible in that 
objection, Freedom of speech in a free Govern- 
ment isindced important; and the full privilege of 
fearless and unrestrained debate isnowhere more 
important than in these Halls of legislation, where 
weare mecting and settling the gravest and deep- 
est questions. ‘This principle was not overlooked, 
we are to believe, by the fathers who framed our 
national Constitution. 
Kentucky, {Mr. Mantory,} who quoted the Con- 
stitution yesterday on this point, most strangely 
omitted a material and significant portion of the 
clause which he cited. He rose in bis place and 
called solemnly upon the country—called upon 
you and called upon this Llouse—to witness that 
here wasan attempt to mazzica Representative of 
the people, and that, too, in violation of our or- 
ganic law, which in very terms provides that + no 
menber shall be questioned for any speech or 
> Surprised at such as- 


that was by no means all the Constitution says 
upon that subject, Fn treating of the powers of 


Congress, it provided, among ether things, that | 


Senators and Representatives 
“ Bball in all cases, except treason, felony, and breach of 


the peg be privileged from arrest during their attendance 
at the on Of their respective Houses, aud in going to. 


and returning from tH ame; and for auy speech ar de- 
bate in either House, they shalt not be questioned in any 
other place.” 

Ah, sir, “in any other place.”? While the fram- 
ers of this sacred instrument were taking care 
jealously to protectand hedge around this freedom 
of debate so that the Representatives of the peo- 
ple might be left to speak fearlessly and without 
favor here on all subjects and free from any lia- 
bility to be ealled to account for such speech else- 
where, they with equal wisdom took care to put 
in a condition that each House was expected to 
see to and preserve iisown purity and character, 
The Elouse was to take care that there should be 
nothing said or done here, here above all other 
places, which should be prejudicial to good order 


break down the very Government itself, 


Yet the gentleman from‘ 


i 


i 
‘ 
i 
i 


‘not wonder that. gebtlemen engaged in th 


perate ‘cause of defending. treason 
on. this floor shouldbe ‘onwilling uote 
whole language of the Constitdiony but glit 
garble, clip; travesty. it-and. keepout'o 
which:was put: there by wise: foresig! 
exactly such cases as this in hand. 
But gentlemen make another defense: They say 
the words of my colleague were not treasonable 
utterances. In-one sense they are right Treason 
is defined by Jaw and by the Consutation: “It 
consists not in language, but in certain overt acts, 
and it-can be proved only by cértain-:measure and 
degrees -of testimony: = Butitdoes not necessarily 
follow that-when. youcare. arraigning & member 
for language improper.to be-used, or acts improp- 
er to be done, upon this-floor, you must try him’ 
only as if by the strict forms and rules of Jawin 
ajudicial court, Lean conceive-many instances 
in which offense might. be given: here, requiring 
the intervention of the House and calling for its 
severest punishment, where there has been noth: 
ing even savoring of treason: “Acmember ‘might 
make an indecent exposure of his’ person; be 
might use language'so: profane and: obscene and 
offensive in character as to require that hoshould 
he instantly. expelled, and no more and no longer 


ibe permitted to remain as. one of our body; and 


yet not be guilty of treason or of any other crime 
defined by the statutes of. the country. ap 

I am not, therefore, in supporting this resolu- 
tion, driven to the necessity of taking the ground 
that treason has been committed. And when f 
say that the language used was treasonable, I 
mean to be understood in this qualified sense, that 
while there may not have. been a crime commit- 
ted for which he. might be held to account before 
the other Gibunals.of the coantry, yet such words 
being uttered here and at this particular time, fla- 


i grante bello, with the rebel force at our very doors, 


they become in their tendency and effect encour- 


| agement to the rebellion and an instigation’ to the 


enemies of the nation to 
to overthrow it, us 

Now, gir, I was not present when my colleague 
[Mr. Lone] delivered his speech. 1 was in my 
room, unable by reason of illness ‘to be in my 
place. But I havea fall, official, and authorized 
report of that speech; and to satisfy me that he 
deserves the heavy punishment proposed, 1 ‘do 
not need to look any further than to passages in 
it which strike my eye now as L hold it here in 
my hand. 1 will read: ao 

“ Mr. Chairman, I have deemed it proper thus to advert to 
the charges of encouragement to the contederates: so re~ 
peatedly made upon this floor, aud Lagain recur to the con- 
sideration of the Chion, Can the Union be restored. by 
war? f answer most uhhesitatingly and delibermely, No, 
never; ‘war is final, cternal separation? ” 

Again, in speaking of the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevens,]) and in 
trying to ally those opinions to his—-with what 
want of success the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has most triumphantly shown—he says: ` 

“The confederate States are out of the Union, occupy- 
ing the pasition of an independent Power de facto, have 
been acknowledged as a belligerent both by foreign nations 
and our own Government, muintained their dcejaration of 
independence for three years by force of arms, and that 
ibe war has ent asunder all the ligaments and abrogated all 
the obligations that bound them anderthe Constitution”? 

Here, sir, I propose to make one single remark 
in reference to my own view of this subject—of 
the rights of these seecding States and of the peo- 
ple of those States. | belong to that class ofthe- 
orisis—for we all have theories on these subjects 
—who believe that the rebels by their insurrec- 
tion and making war on their Government have 
forfeited, if we choose to enforce that forfeiture, 
all their rights as citizens of this country,and yet 
have not released themselves from a single one of 
their obligations. And Lhold, therefore, that we 
must press them with fire and sword in order to 
bring them back again into subjection to the law 
of the land, and to their places as good-and law- 
abiding citizens, asif they were foreigners; and at 
the same time we have the right, because they are 
not foreigners and have not rid themselves of their 
obligations under the Constitution, to treat them 
as traitors under the law. In other words--to 


go onin their attempts 


use a homely figure—we pursue them with a 


double-barreled gun, Wemay shootthem as bel- 
ligerents, or we may shoot them as traitors. They 
are subjects, on the one hand, for the sword, be- 
cause they have themselves taken the sword and 


broughtthe curve-thua upon themselvesyand:they 
i on theother hand, thesubjécis also of hemp, 
to -bètaised to the elevation:which only-properly 
belongs; to. such:trajtors, se =a r 
But:my-colleagué; [Mri Lono; ] in these re- 
markable- atterances:of his, says thatthese peo- 
ple are. entirely free, and thatthe war. has cut 
‘asunder all. the ligaments -and abrogatdd:all the 
abligations which bound-them under the: Consti- 
tution: Mark-that dict us pause a moment more 
on thats. They have cut themselves free-from all 
jigaments, andall obligationsare abrogated! Then 
there-is-no..such thing’ asa traitor in this land. 
Then Jeff. Davis-is an ‘honest and patriotic citi- 
gen, entitled tothe right-hand of fellowship. He 
ag. freed himself::from ‘every’ obligation. He 
“pwes no-daty tothe. law. : He: owes nothing to 
the-Conatitution.: There is no possibility of par- 
suing himeand. bringing him to punishment with- 
out doing hima wrong. And this is the doctrine 
preached herein an American Congress! And we 
are. expected: not:to say that the man who thus 
talke:in his place here is. unfit. to hold a seat in 
this Housel: a 
A. colleague of mine, [Mr. Garrienp,] replying 
to that. other: colleague, [Mr. Lowne,| spoke of 
him äs a braves. bold man, I agree with him. 
Ue spoke of him, also,jas.an honest man. Well, 
he may. be hanest. :.\"Thatis between himself and 
his God. But Lfind itdifficultto understand how 
a.tnan, intelligent and able as this speech proves 
its.author to be, can be so dangerously wrong, 
and ;yet: with innocent. purpose. ` This speech 
was made, not on the spur of the moment, but 
after long weeks.of careful preparation, of prun- 
ing and fling; and it will not do to let him off on 
the supposition that it isa mere misapprehension 
or mistake on his part. I accept the issue which he 
presents... Bither be is all wrong and bad on this 
subject, andis siding with the encmics of his coun- 
try, arwearedll wrong, ‘The member from New 
York suys we are thé disnnionists. Lf so, sir, we 
have-waingular way of showing it. 
unionists on this side of the House; we, who up- 
holdthe Government; we, who vote men, money, 
means, all the men, all the money, all the means, 
all the appliances for carrying on the war to 
crush ibis unholy rebellion; we the disunion- 
ists, and he, forsooth, the Simon Pure patriot of 
tha land! 
< Well, there is aichiss-of people in this country 
who have almost persuaded themselves, by fre- 
Woe repetition, that they are in favor of the 
nion, while at the same time by their speeches, 
their votes, and. their actions, they refuse to do 
anything to sustain it; men who even proclaim 
that they are in favor of a vigorous prosecution 
of the war, too, and yet vole against every prac- 
tical measure for sustaining. our armies in the 
field. Aud then these men turn upon us and say, 
Wo are with yous we aro in favor of putting 
down this rebellion; we believe that it can only 
be effectually crushed by the strong arm of power; 
hat. we donatiike the way in which you are seek- 
Ing. toaccomplish your just object. 
pend.the habeas corpus, you indulge in arbitrary 
arrests, you suppress freedom of speech. When 


the robber is in your house, you will not sitdown | 


with us rnd count the cost, to see how much it 
will take to tura him out. When the murderer is 
in your home, with his knifeat the throat of your 
wife and-shildreu, you do not ask him to wait, 
as you should, till you ean run to the nearest 
Justice of the peace, male an affidavit, and have 
him regularly arrested according to law, and there- 
fore we cannot go with you.in your measures.” 

There is one classical precedent tor them in 


We the dis- | 


You sus- | 


4 


these extraordinary positions which I beg to com- | 


mend to gentlemen upon the other side, and } 
know there are a good maby of them distin- 
guished for their knowledge and familiarity with 
the English and other eiussies. If they will look 
into Gailiver’s Travels shat admirable and popu- 
larsatireof Dean Swift,and see whatjudgment wae 


passed upon the great Man Mountain by his Hittle | 


Gilliputian friends upon the occasion of his ex- 
tinguishing the James which were destroying the 


i 
i 
j 
i 


queen’s palace, they will comprehend the rea- | 


aonableness of their objections, Ht was a good 
thing to stop the conflagration, but very bad to 
apply the wroug means for doing it, [Great 
laughter] 

Bat T have been drawn away from asking your 
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attention -tó “further most: objectionable portions 
of thé‘speech:on which my colleague is arraigned. 
Tread again: AS STEE Mate E : 
-As will bejudged; perhaps, by the tenor of these remarks, 
Lam reluctantly and despondingly forced to the conclusion 
thatthe Union is. Jost never to be restored.” 

Again, he says: : 

ii What has been predicted by our wisest and most emi- 
nent statesmen has come to pass : in grasping at the shadow 
we have lost the substance; in striving to retain the casketof 
jiberty in which ourjewels were confined we have lost those 
precious muniments of freedom. Our Government, as all 
know, is not anythingresempbling whatit was three years ägo; 
there is not-onesingle vestige of the Constitution- remain- 
ing; every clause and every letter of it has been Violated, 
and I-have no idea myself that it will ever again be re- 
spected.” f i 

And again: 

«Mr. Chairman, | take little or no interest in the dis- 
cussion of the qnestion wbich many of my political friends 
would makean issue, as to how this war shall be prose- 
cuted, its manner and object. I regard that as worse than 
trifling with the great question. Ido not believe there can 
be any prosccution of the waragainst a sovereign State un- 
der the Constitution, and I do not believe that a war so 
carried on can be prosecuted so as to render it proper, jus- 
tifiable, or expedicnt.” 

Then, according to this, we are engaged in a 
war which is improper, unjustifiable, inexpedient, 
and which cannot be prosecuted without result- 
ing in its consequences in the destruction of our 
Constitution and the overthrow of all free gov- 
ernment in the land, Must these and other like 
expressions pervading the whole of this elaborate 
argument in favor of secession and against pre- 
serving the integrity of our nation go anhecded? 
l trust not; and [shall greatly have mistaken the 
patriotism and dignity and sense of justice of this 
House if they do. 

Sir, I desire lo say in conclusion, in relation to 
this whole matter of the war and our country’s 
trials, that believing strong remedies for desperate 
diseases may be properly resorted to, considering 
that constitutional power may sometimes have 
been strained, but that it has not been exceeded, 
when gentlemen speak with such holy horrorof the 
possibility of “overleaping the Constitution in or- 
der to save the country,” i confess that {do not see 
anything so terrible in that figure, What is the 
Constitution? The form and framework of our 
system under and through which the people may 
carry on their Government. It is, after all, the 
form only, and not the life itscif. Mark this dif- 
ference. ‘The builders of this our framework 
have provided in jtsetfthe mode of its own amend- 
ment and renovation; but no such change was 
ever contemplated forthe nation, The Constitu- 
tion may undergo alteration, but the nationality 
for which it was made must be one and eterual, 
‘Lo those, then, who talk idly of permitting this 
nation to be destroyed rather than see any pro- 
vision of the Constitution in the least exceeded, 
lL say that under the pretense of saving the Con- 
stitution they are making war, or encouraging 
those who domake war, upon the very existence 
of the nation; while we who stand by the Gov- 


| ernment would try all the powers of that Consti- 


tution to the utmost that the nation itself may live. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, my health is 
not such as to permit any extensive participation 
in this debate. f do not, however, feel at liberty 
to allow so importanta chapter in the history of 
the country to be written without recording my 
earnest convictions upon the great question which 
is under discussion. During the brief space of 
time I shall oceupy the floor t shall not allow my- 


| self to be drawn to any great extent, at least away 


from the principle which is involved in the motion 
to expel the gentleman from Ohio. had notthe 
pleasure of hearing the gentleman from Ohio, nor 
have I yet read hisspeech. ‘I'he position, there- 
fore, which I assume to-day has no reference to 
the merits or demerits of hissentiments. Istand 
upon the naked right of an American Represent- 
alive in.Congress to utter his own views, Hvis 
not here to utter my views. He is not here to 
utter your views, He is here to utter his own, 
responsible in a political sense alone to the peo- 
ple who sent him here, and ina moral sense to 
the God before whom we all hasten. And when 
{ find a man seeking to become the judge of his 
brother in a matter of private conscience, I find 
one who would have burned John Rogers at the 
stake and have piled the fagots around the shriek- 
ing victims at Emithfieldy The gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Scuznex,]} ho has just taken his 


‘herent and immortal privilege. 


‘seat, would have led the mob that ‘pelted the Sa- 


tiowr for the freedom of his opinion. He would 
have stood among the Scribes and Phariseesbefore 
the tribunal of Pilate, shouting, “Release Barab- 


bas,” batas to the- Nazarene, ‘ Crucify hi? 


Crucify him P’ Free speech was as odious at 
that timé on the hills of Judea asitisnow in these 
Halls; and had the gentléman from Ohio (Mr. 
Scuencx] lived then hé would have been its 
enemy as he is to-day. A 4 

Mr. Speaker, this isañ old question. There. 
is nothing new about it. The whole history of 
the world is written over in letters of blazing light 
with the cherished deeds of the champions of free 
speech. Thé same great record contains the etér- 
nal, withering, blasting infamy which forever 
clings to those who, as the champions of dës- 


potism, are to-day seeking to strike it down, `I 


determine whether I indorse a man’s 

opinions. I indorse his right to utter them here 

and everywhere. The man who will not do itis 

himself a coward, and deserves to bea slave. Sir, 

such mer are fit instruments to crush out liberty, 
and in the hands of a tyrant to make slaves of the 

people. R ee 

Let me read from an authority before which 
the puny light of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Scuenck] pales like that of a rush candle heldup | 
to the sun at its fierce meridian. I read from 
Daniel Webster, whose great intellect is almost 
a full atonement to the country for all the faults of 
New England: : 

“ When this and the other House shall lose the freedom 
of speech and debate; when they shall surrender the right 
of publicly and freely canvassing allimportant measures of 
the Executive; when they shall not be allowed to matn: 
tain their own authority and their own privileges by vote, 
declaration, or resolution, they will then be no longer free. 
representatives of a free people, but slaves themselves, and 
fit instruments to make slaves of others? j 

Sir, I take my stand on this doctrine. I will 
defend it in behalf not only of any man upon this 
side of the House, but justas readily in behalf of 
a politicalopponent. In my opinion I have heard 
from the opposite side of this Chamber, during 
my service m Congress much of treason, No, 
not treason, I withdraw the word; treason con~ 
sists notin language, butinacts; but I have heard 
much that was calculated to destroy and disrupt 
the Government; much that was calculated to 
weaken the ties that bind us together as one peo- 
ple; much that tended to the extinction of liberty 
and the oppression of the citizen; much that I 
firmly. believe is aimed at the destruction of the 
Constitution and the erection of an absolute des- 
potism. I donot, however, propose to expel mem- 
bers for uttering those outrageous sentiments, 
They exercise an unquestionable right in giving 
them expression, And on the other hand I wil 
allow no man to callin question my exercise of 
asimilarright, lam alone responsible to my con- 
stituents. Whois to be my judge, who is to be 
the arbiter here? Who is to say when I shall 
speak, and when I shall be silent; what I shall 
say, and what I shall not say? 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuener,] 
when J, supposing he had concluded his remarks, 
rose to address the House a few moments ago, 
shouted back, ‘Be silent?” Be silent! Sir, he 
little dreams of the consequences if he expects to 
crack his whip as the satrap of this Elouse, here 
or elsewhere. There are a million and a half of 
Democratic voters in this land who will be còn- 
vulsed with an agony of irrepressible rage when 
it is proposed that their Representatives shall be 
silent at the bidding of an insolent party, bloated 
with unlawful power and steeped in the blood 
and tears of the nation. 

Sir, I again ask who is to judge the principles 
held by a Representative? Who is to be the ar- 
biter upon thisgreat question? There can be but 
one—his constituents. He stands upon the Con- 
stitution. By it his freedom of opinion and of 
speech is made secure. Itcannot be abridged or 
disturbed. He can defy the world, as we here.defy 
you to lay the weight of your finger on this in- 
; We yield to you 
your rights, and you shall yield to us ours, or it 
at once becomes a question of physical conflict. 
I tell you not for a moment to suppose that a gag 
can be placed upon the mouths of the free Ameri 
can people without blood running, from the hills of 
New England to the mouth of the Columbia— 
all over the northern land. It is the last bulwark 
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of liberty; it is the hope of freedom. Give us 
free speech; give us a free press; give us a free 
ballot-box, and we will stand all else and respond 
to every call made upon us. Seek to strike these 
down, and the last hope of the country will go 
down in blood and darkness. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. ‘Will the gen- 
tleman 

Mr. VOORHEES. No, sir. No, sir. 

Mr. MORRIS, of New York. I only wish to 
say that the gentleman misunder8tood the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scnenck.] 

Mr. VOORHEES. | decline to yield. 

Mr. GARFIELD. The gentleman from Ohio 
did not say ** Be silent.” i 

_Mr. VOORHEES.. This may be as good a 
time as any to attempt to silence the representa- 
tives of the Democratic party. 

Mr.GARFIELD. Mycolleague never said it. 
_ Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman from Ohio 
is notin command of this department, [laughter.] 
Sir, | desire and intend to discuss this great ques- 
tion in a proper temper. I have laid down the 
reasons why [ do not feel myself called upon to 
vote toexpel any man from this House for the dec- 
orous expression of a political opinion, Neither 
will L vote to censure him for such an act. Let 
me state this issue clearly and properly. I hold 
thatthe rules of the House protect its decorum, its 
personal relations, and, whether men are gentle- 
men or not, enforce a strict regard for gentlemen 
in whose presence they are and with whom they 
associate. l hiold thata man observing those rules 
has a right under the Constitution to express his 
political sentiments with the utmost freedom. 

This is all I understand the gentleman from 
Ohio has done. You ask me to expel him. Is 
he my Representative? Am 1 responsible for 
him?’ Are you? Another people sent him here. 
With that people I leave him, He is their mouth- 
piece. What is this Government? A represent- 
ative Government means the voice of the people 
speaking here by every member upon this floor, 
The voice of your people of New York speaks 
through you, tte Mr. Fernanpo Woon;]and the 
voice of the constituents of my friend from Cin- 
cinnatispeaks through him, The peopleare here 
in their majesty, speaking through their Repre- 
sentatives. Ask your people to make war upon 
the people of my district, and we will meet you 
at the threshold. Let any Representatives seek 
to silence the Representative whom my constit- 

ents send here, and it is their insult as well as 
mine. The principle of representation is imme- 
diately destroyed by such a course. A large por- 
tion of the American people, perhaps a majority, 
are at once disfranchised. ‘Their voice is hushed 
in the halls of legislation, and they are simply 
allowed the poor privilege of paying taxes and 
fighting at the bidding of a master. 

Sir, Í do not expect to agree with every man % 
sentiments, but is that a cause for me to seck to 
purge this Elouse of all contrary opinion? ls that 
a cause for me to arraign men for the political 
scaffold? Is that a cause for me to follow in the 
wake of a modern Robespierre on asmall scale in 
intellect and on a large scale in venom—the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx]—who says 
men should be shot,on account of their opin- 
jons? I know nothing in the character, nothing 
in the civil or military career, including his 
movement on Vienna, which gives him the right 
to assume superiority over the members on this 
side. of the House. I listened to his low talk 
about copperheads creeping out of their holes. It 
was not language becoming the place where he 
stands; it was becoming the precincts rather of 
a bar-room political gathering. Indeed, to judge 
from his allusions to Gulliver’s travels, he would 
be more at home there than he is in the society 
of gentlemen. Sir, he volunteers this assault on 
this side of the House. We have not sought it. 
Every man who has served with me in Congress 
knows that I dislike and avoid personal contro- 
versy with my peers on this floor. But the tenor 
and tone of the remarks of the gentleman from 
Ohio seem to invite, to challenge, to provoke un- 
pleasant controversy. So far as I am concerned 


and those who sit around me, we respond with | 


defiance. 

Mr. Speaker, the general principles which f 
have thrown out on the subject of freedom of de- 
bate apply toevery person. Lam discussing now 
not mercly the right of a Democrat on this floor; 


Fatt discussing the right of every Republican on 
this floor. I go further. 1 am discussing the 
right of the hamblest citizen of America, the right 
to escape the galling yoke of tyranny and op- 
pression; the last right, what Mr. Webster prop- 
erly called a homé-bred right, a fireside privilege, 
on the extreme boundary of which he declared 
he stood, and which should not be called in ques. 
tion anywhere. We are asked, to strike that 

down. Ruh your mind’s eye back over the his- 

tory ofthe world. The dark spirit of bigotry and 

intolerance once chained down Galileo for saying 

that the world moved, laid him on the damp floor 

of a dungeon, as the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 

Scuenck] would do with his political opponents. 

Opinion was divided. Some said that Galileo was 

right; some said he was wrong. So it will be as 

to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone.] But 

while he lay in his festering irons.on the floor of 
the dungeon, he exclaimed to himself, ‘The 

world still moves.” Chaining his person did not | 
chain his thought, could not control his opinion, 

nor contradict the fact which he had discovered. 

Thought is boundless, eternal, and cannot be. 
chained nor controlled. You are making a vain 

attempt. You are committing a sacrilege against 

the divinity of human nature. You invade the 

very holy of holies with unclean feet, the in- 

most recesses of man’s nobility, the right to think 

for himself. You are actuated by the same fell || 
spirit which a few years ago struck down men | 
because they worshiped God according to the dic- | 
tates of their own consciences, because they wor- | 
shiped Him with a crucifix of their Saviour in i 
their hands. Itis the same murderous 'and pro- | 
scriptive spirit which in Puritan New England | 
whipped, scourged, branded, and seared men and 
women of the Quaker persuasion. Itis the same 
infamous and damnable-spirit which has stamped 
undying, condign, loathing, and abhorrence for 
all succeeding ages, on all the names that were 
ever connected with an attempt to crush the free- 
dom of thought and the freedom of speech, 

But, sir, let me go a little further in this con- 
nection. [have a kind regard for the Speaker of 
this House, (Mr. Courax.] Nothing but per- 
sonal kindness and acts of personal courtesy have 
ever passed between him and me. I regret ex- 
ceedingly, however, that he has placed himself in 
the attitude of public accuser on this occasion. 1 
think on a short review of the antecedents of bis 
own political history he will come to the conclu- 
sion that I did when I heard he had fathered this 
prosecution, thisaccusation—I thought thata little 
charity would well become him, a little of the 
kindliness of his natural nature, if 1 may be al- 
lowed to use a tautological expression. 1 remem- || 
ber that at atime when this country was all at |i 
peace, when it was moving on a happy, almost 
unrafiled sea, a piratical craft was suddenly 
launched on the political waters by one Hinton 
Rowan Helper, who, if lam not mistaken, now ! 
holds office as consul to Buenos Ayres under the 
Administration you so much love. His book of || 
infamous notoriety, recommended assassination, 
recommended cowardly murder, recommended 
that slavebolders be killed by strychnine admin- | 
istered by their slaves, recommended the torch to, 
the roof and ile knife to the throat of men, women, | 
and children, declared total exterminating war || 
against slaveholders in express terms. If any- | 


j 


i 


f 
i 
i 


hody disputes this] have the book hereto convince i 
them. Ilamented, I bowed my head with grief, || 
when that incendiary book appeared with some} 
sixty-eight names of the Republican members of 
this House appended, and the name of the present 
distinguished Speaker at the head of the entire || 
list. it was reéommended by these signers as a 
work of very great public merit, and approved for | 
general circulation. But I would not expel him || 
for that. No, I would not even censure him for 
that, except to differ with him as one member may 
differ from another. I would argue the question 
with him, ` I would tell him that he gave his name 
in a time of profound peace for war; that when 
the smoke and carnage of battle were not ascend- 
ing, when the sky was clear and the. sun was 
shining, he gave his voice for strife and desolation | 
—for the war of John Brown—of servile insurrec- | 
tion; notan honorable war, not a civilized war, | 
buta war ofmurder, of barbarism, ofthe slaughter į 
of women and children in their beds. Such was | 
the voice of the present Speaker of the House at | 
that time. i 


| ab 


! even that expression of their senti 


“The same gentleman now can} 
‘gentleman from Ohio; no, he canno 
gentleman from Ohio. His virtuous 
stained. patriotism is shocked; and he rusbes 
his Speaker’s chair, springs to the floo 
anybody else can getin aresolmtion, wi 
pearance of saying, ‘tI cannot be held i 
ger; this thing will not-do.?” «And yet 
gentleman whose voice was for dishou 
when the country. was in a condition of 
peace! The gentleman, 1am. sure will no 
plain at’this lite episode-in his politi 


-Those who are swift to accuse should n 
plain if their own deeds make retort upon th 
I would be the last man to throw, my. colleague 
tegut in his face but for the spirit-he has shown . 
here. iy oh cee 
Sir, let him compare faith and works.upon the. 
subject of the Union, upon the subject of peace, 
upon: the subject of fraterhity, upon the subject, ` 
of the preservation of our Government, with the. 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone] and he wil 
have no ground to, hurl.the first stone The ad-., 
monition of the Saviour comes with. p ‘fo 
to an indorser of the Helper book, toan incite 
of riot, blood, war, and disunions.. Let him that: 
is without sin cast the first-stone atthe gentleman: 
from Ohio for daring to express his sentiments 
upon this floor, IF that Ayanciion had been, : 
obeyed, my colleague would have stayed: his; 
hand, and remained in the Speaker’s chair. o; 
But let me inguire a little. further in regard to. 
the right of my colleague to deal harshly with the, 
political frailties of his fellow-members. This Hall, 
was a few evenings ago given up to the great Eng- 
lish abolitionist and disunionist, George Thomp~ 
son. I do not know whether the Speaker prér,. 
sided on that occasion, as he did upon:a former, 
„occasion of a somewhat similar character, but I, 
have no doubt he gave the light of his handsome, 
his amiable, and most beneficent countenance. , 
Still he cannot endure that the gentlemen from 
Ohio and Maryland should have their utterances . 
upon this floor from their own seats, whatever. 
they may be. My distinguished colleague, the. 
Speaker, says they were for disunion, Forthe, - 
sake of the argument, suppose they were. | Letus 
see what kind of company the gentleman himself, 
keeps; let us see who it was to whom he gave aid. 
and encouragement in, his work of destruction: 
Į hold in. my. hand the: 


and career of infamy. , ; 3 
resolutions of the American Anti-Slavery Society. 


passed some time about the year 1850, and. two. of ; 
them read as follows: f 


“Resolved, That while we would express our deep gråt 
itude to all those earnest men and women who find time 


Som 


| and strength amid their labors in behalf of British reform 


to study, understand, and: protest against American sla- ' 
very, to give us their sympathy and aid by munificent con- 
tributions, AND BY HOLDING OUR UNION DP TO THE CON: : 


| -remrr or Burore, we feel it would not be invidious to 


mention William and Mary Howitt, Henry Vincent, and 
Groree Tnompson, as those to whose untiring advocacy 
our cause is especially indebted in this country, as well as: 
for the hold it bas gained on the hearts of the British people. 
“Resolved, ‘That the discriminating sense of justice, the” 
steadiast devotedness, the generous munificence, the un- 
tiring zeal, the industry, skill, taste, and genius with which- e 
British abolitionists have coïperated with us for the ex 
tinction of slavery, command our gratitude. From the: 
litichists of England, Scotland, and Freland, we bave 
ed renewed and increasing assurances and proofs of. 
r constant and enlightened zeal in behalfofthe Amer 
an slave. Liberal gifts (rom all of these countries, falte» 
ing behind none of the most bounteous of former Ppearsy. 


th 


|! helped to fill the scanty treasury of the slave.” 


Muster round him you men of the latter day. 
Your love of. the Union is a modern invention, 
It comes to you late in life, ltisa thing intended. 
to deceive. You may as well stand by your old 
digunion colors. Rally, I say, round this Eng-, 


i lish standard-bearer of the American abolitionists, 


of the American Anti-Slavery Societ , who holds 
up our Union to the contempt and. derision of- 


| Europe, and receives public thanks forit. 


Oh! how would the authority and power which 
these men now invoke roll back upon them if it 
were proposed to punish them for their disunion 
principles! But f would not punish them for . 
ments. Not at. 
all. If you want a monarchy, you have the right 
to say so. If you want disunion, say £0, 2nd 
discuss it like men. Truth is never afraid when 
left free. Error is never a dangerous element 
when truth is left free to.combat it, So I say to 
you here, what you have to say, sayit; but de: 
notenjoy your right thus to speak your sentiments 
and then meanly deny to others the same right. 
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The Speaker, however; is doubtless satisfied 
With the political company he Keeps, and I have 
nd right to complain... If George ‘Thompson, of 
Engiaiid; and Wendell Phillips, of America, suit 
hia tastes, he is only accountable for that sort of 
patriotism to those whd sent him here. “It he 
wishes hug to his bosom these two.unrighteous. 

sof disunion aid civil War it. is no con- 
cérn of mine. “And, indéed, it May ‘meet with 
warm ‘approval in northern Indiana.” It may be 
that ie is-correctly representing his-constituents. 
I differ from him ‘widely, and in doing so L am 
perfectly sure that I properly represent the prin- 
ciples of the district mY which T live. According 
to the views of the Speaker, however, the people 


ohio sent whe hére are somewhat old-fashioned in 


3 


ibelr ideas, “They live in a beautiful and froitful 
country: ‘They are ‘settled in one of the oldest 
atid richést portions of our great State. The old 
men were familiar with Harrison and Taylor, 
who both fought Indians on the fertile banks of 
the’ Wabash and both died in the mansion of 
Presidents.’ They have seen the country prosper 
atid become great under the old Constitution and 
pritciples of the fathers. They do not think that 
you cah improve the work of 1789. They do not 
think that Abraham Lincoln can make a better 
Government than the one which suited George 
Washington. They are content with what they 
have. You think you can do better than Jeffer- 
son, Hancock, Madison, and Adams. The people 
I represent do not think you can. If they are to 
choose between forms of government they would 
take that of Washington instead of that of Lin- 
coln. i ro . 

Sir, 1 too hold, and shall to the last, to the 
Constitution of my fathers. Its great principles 
sustain me while standing here in the face of a 
tyrannical, insolent majority, clinging, like a mar- 
iner atsea with hope almost fled, at times in despair 
for my country, distracted with the darkness 
overhead and the storm around, still clinging to 
and willing to perish on that Constitution, nn- 
changed in letter and spirit, believing that it will 
better restore this Union, if duly administered, 
than any other instrumeut which the wisdom of 
man can give this downtrodden people. 

You cannot come to me with your charges 
about the war. | have done my duty. No dol- 
lar of money has been paid out to feed and clothe 
the soldiers for which Lhave not voted, unless 
detained by sickness from my seat. f did vot 
want this war, itis true. [thought it might have 
been and ought to bave been avoided, F think 
iey that peaceful remedies will better restore 
the Union than the prosccution of war under our 
presentAdministration, But while weare in war 
I'stand by the soldier in the field. The domi- 
neering gentleman from the third district of Ohio 
(Mr. Scnencr] cannot say as much. f will now 
attend to him for a few moments, 

Mr, Speaker, E will send to the Clerk’s desk 
tobe read a curions paper which shows how the 
gentleman from the Dayton district gave aid and 
comfort to the enemy in time of war ata former 
period of our history. Clow violent was that 
gentleman a while ago! How unsparing his de- 
nunciations! How fiercely he glared upon this 
side of the Elouse! I he had the power to wreak 
the wishes that were inflaming his soul he would 
have waged a more dangerous war upon us here 
than he has ever been able to wage upon the 
enemy in the feld. How savagely ke menaced 
this side of the House! Aidand comfort to the 
enemy ! 1 will prove the geneman himself guilty 
of thatcrime by his own statements. 

You say that speaking against war gives aid 
-and comfort to the enemy. You say that voting 
against supplies gives aid and comfort to the 
enemy. Iwill send to the Clerk’s desk a series of 
resolutions offered by the gentleman from Ohio in 
1847, one month before the glorious battle of Buena 
Vista was fought, one month, sir, [to Mr. Cra- 
vews | before you and other gallant gentemen upon 
this floor charged the enemy through a hail of 
death on that field, a battle-field which gavea Presi- 
dent to the Republic. 

it will be seen that whether or not the genile- 
man from Ohio had a Mexican face, he had a 
Mexican heart at that time in his breast. He was 
then on the side of the enemies of the coùniry. 

He offered resolutions to withdraw our Army from 
Mexico, to be torn, harassed, and scourged by 
thé enemy hanging upon its rear, We were fight- 
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‘ing a foreign. Power then. Are the southern 
people worse thana foreign people? Wilk you | 


wage a more relentless war upon them than upon 
foreigners? Aro Mexicans better than the peo-. 
ple of Virginia, Tennessee, Louisiana, and the 
other southern States? At the expense of being 
declared disloyal, | say that { would be willing 
to take them back into my fraternal embrace un- 
der the terms of the otd Constitution. Ay, sir, 
gladly and fondly, I would rather make peace 
with them than with the filthy, broken, fragment- 
ary, diluted race of Mexicans. ` I ask the Clerk 
to read the resolutions. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That, in 
order to terminate the war unhappily existing between We 
United Statesand Mexico, with due regard to the rights and 
national existence and independence of the two republics, 
aud with a view to bring about an honorable peace, the 
President of the United States be requested to withdraw all 
troops and military forces of the United States now west of 
the Rio Grande in Mexico to the east side of that river. 

“That all volunteers now in the service of the United 
States be discharged, taking due care, in the order of dis- 
charge, that provision be made for the return of all such 
volunteers to their respective homes, or to the States in 
which they were mustered into the service of the Govern- 
ment- 

« Phatthe President be requested and advised to keep all, 
or such portion as he may dcem necessary for that purpose, 
of the regular Army under his command, along or near the 
western trontier of the United States, prepared to repel or 
prevent any encroachment or depredation by Mexican citi- 
zens or soldiers, on the territory, property, or people of this 
Union, while any ques shall remain un- 
settled between the Governinents of Mexico and the Unite 
States: Provided, That this shail not be construed to mean 
that the Presidentis advised against retaining possession of 
the disputed country between the western limit of the State 
of ‘Cexas and the Rio Grande, untit such time as a treaty 
settling adefinitive boundary line between the United States 
aud Mexico shail be concluded between the two Govern- 
ments, if the President, in his discretion, shall deem that 
such continued forcible possession of tbat disputed territory 
will tend to promote the making of such treaty. 

“Phat the President be advised and requested to prose- 
cate the existing war against the Goverument of Mexico by 
effectually blockading or seizing and retaining, with every 
proper security, the harbors, ports of @ury, and custom- 
houses of Mexico, on the Gulrot Mexicoand on the Pacilic 
coast of that country; and to bold the same until such time 
as a treaty of peace may be made and ratified between the 
Governments of Mexico and the United Statey, establishing 
a permanent borndary line between the territories of the 
two countries, liquidating and adjusting, and paying or 
securing to be paid, all justindemnities for spoliations com- 
mitted by Mexico or her citizens upon the persons or prop- 
erty of the citizens of the United States, and settling all 
other questions or causes of controversy between the two 
Governments, 

«Phat duties shall be levied upon goods, wares, and mer- 
ehandise imported into Mexico, at the ports of entry and 
wto houses that any be held in possession by the author- 
ities of the United States, at the same rate and collected 
in like manner ag such duties are levied and collected for 
the Lime being at the custom-bouses of the United States, 
and the proceeds of duties, so collected in Mexico, shall 
constitute and be made a fund, to be held as security against 
Mexico until she shall agree to and conclude a treaty as 
aforesaid. j 

That no further increase of the present regular Army of 
the United States shall be made by emistment or otherwise 5 
but, as fast as the terms of enlistinent of soldiers now in 
service may expire, the Army shail be reduced until it is 
brought to the number that was in service on the Fst day of 
January, 1847. 

“ And be it further resolved, Tat it is against the policy 
and interest of this Government to wage a war forthe con- 
quest of territory, and there shoald not be acquired, by any 
treaty to be negotiated and concluded between the Govern- 
ments of fhe United States and Mexico, apy territory what- 
ever additional to the territory now lying legally and properly 
within the present Jimits of the United States, or within 
the boundary of any now existing State of this Union, 


“And be it further resolved, ‘Phat no application of any j 


money appropriated, or to be appropriated, by act of this 


Congress, for carrying on the existing war with Mexico, ory 


for tnereasing, strengthening, or in any way supplying the 
military or naval defenses or forces of this Governinent, 
shal] be made, nor is any expenditare thereof authorized, 
except such application and expenditure he strictly in ne- 


| cordance with the declaration and provisions of these res- 


olutions.”” 


Mr. VOORHEES. The House has heard the 
resolutions that I have sent upto beread. Ihave 
simply to say in regard to them that if members 
upon this side of the House are traitors In con- 
sequence of their opinions antagonisuc to the 
present war, the gentleman from Ohio was a tral- 
tor in January, 1847, when he introduced these 
resolutions. If there is aid and comfort to the 
rebels in arms in the position of any gentleman 
here, then there wasaid and comfort thrice over to 
the Mexicans in the resolutions just read. Every 
Mexican lancer that murdered our wounded men 
hailed the name of the gentleman from Ohioas his 
friend. Every guerrilla that preyed upon our 


trains, struck down and murdered weak escorts, | 


cut off supplies from our starving soldiers, hailed 


| tent when a wayfaring man came by. 


éxpelling the American Army from Mexico... The: 
Mexicans were worlting to get our Army out of 
their country, and-the gentleman from Ohio was: 
working to the same end. i 
Sir, Ohio seems unfortunate. If the gentleman 
whom you seek to expel (Mr. Lone] be unfaithfal- 
to his country in-time of war, he has very ilus-; 
tious precedents in the former history of bis State. 
Her voice has been heard in the other branch of 
Congress in tores, forever memorable. Aidcandy: 
comfort to the enemy !. Corwin stands high with: 
this Administration. He is very properly, a win-. 
ister to Mexico. He invoked the soldiers of Satta 
Anna to murder our gallant troops and lay them: 
in hospitable graves in a foreign land. To the 
very best of their ability they obeyed his bloody: 
instructions. ed 
Such was the position of these. distinguished 
friends of the Administration from Ohio duringa 
war with a foreign foe—Mr. Corwin in the Sensi 
ate, and the gentleman from the Dayton district: 
[Mr. Scnenex] in the House. They were cos 
operating together. ` By voice and by vote they: 
were encouraging the Mexicans to fight, and.to: 
fight on; and while our troops were met in front by 
Mexicans, they were assailed in the rear by these: 
distinguished allies. - By the Jast resolution just 
read at the desk no money was to be paid to our: 
troops except in accordance with the provisions: 
of those resolutions; that is, upon condition that 
they should be withdrawn from the enemy’s 
country. No pay was to be given. them while 
they were there. The meanest vote that any many: 
in my judgment, ever gave is a vote to stop the: 
rations of the soldier. It matters not whether 
the war be right or wrong, the soldier must bet 
paid. To starve him is no statesmanlike plan by, 
which to stop an unjust war, Yet that was pre- 
cisely the vote given by the gentleman from Ohio: 
who now delivers a lecture to the House upon 
the subject of American patriotism, There: it 
stands recorded. ‘There is a Nemesis of politics: 
which comes back to avenge injustice and inè. 
iquity. It comes now to torment and plague the: 
gentleman from Ohio. Itavenges the wrong and 
outrage which he seeks to inflict upon his col- 
league; it comes now in the face of the soldiers. - 
of this war, and tells them that the gentleman 
from Ohio would leave them to beggary and want 
if he should become dissatisfied with this war:as. 
he was with the war against Mexico. What 
man has done man will do again, à s 
Sir, L accept no lecture upon the subject of pa» 
triotism from such a source. But at the same 
time I freely admit that the gentleman from Ohio. 
had.the right, the moral, legal, and political rights- 
to introduce the resolutionsin regard tothe Mex- 
ican war ifthey embraced his sentiments, I would 
have neither expelled nor censured him for his 
action. They were wrong in my judgment, bat 
if they weré riglit in his then he was right in-of- 
fering them. [am for toleration in all matters of 
opinion, We cannot all think “alike. God did 
not make us so. You remember the parable, 
sometimes thought to be taken from Scripture. 
but said to have been uttered by Benjamin Frank 
lin, on this great question of freedom of opinion. 
Aram was sitting one evening at the door of his 
Aramin- 
vited him to ge in and sup with him, The way- 
farer did so. Aràm asked him to bless before he. 
broke bread.. The wayfarer said no, that was 
not his way of thinking. Immediately Aram 
arose in wrath, took his stick and beat the stran- 


the gentleman from Obio asa coworker with him in, 


| ger, wounding and bruising him, and driving hirm 


from the shelter of his roof. Inthe silent watches 
of the night, however, the voice of God came to 
Aram, asking him,“ Where is the stranger?” 
“Why,” said Aram, “J asked him to bless. and 


| return thanks before he partook of bread, and he 


refused, so | drove him hence.” “ But,” said the 
voice of the Almighty, “ L have borne with that 
man, I have known hisopinions, I have allowed 
him to live; I bave never beaten him and sent him 


forth into the wilderness. Go, Aram, and find 


| the victim of your miserable conduct, bring him 


back, and pour oil into his wounds, feed bim, and 
lay him on your best bed, and take care.of him 
antil he is well”? 

Such is the voice of Divinity in favor of free- 
dom of speech, freedom of thought, freedom of 
private conscience. I implore gentlemen not to 
attempt to strike it down. Let the errer, if error 
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it bep exist:so long as truth is left free to combat 
it. In the beginning of. time these two principles 
were made. ‘Phey have walked theearth together 
eversince. They have roamed the earth for six 
thousand years. ‘Truth and error have been com- 
bating on fields of reason, on batile-fields, every- 
where. You of the abolition party go back thirty 

cars to. the beginning of your own organization. 
What was it you then most.warmly contended 


for?.. What but the right, the immortal right, to, 


speak your sentiments, to denounce. your polit. 


ical accusers, and to stand before the. world asfree- 
men? Suppose this gag-law, this instrument of 
tyrants, this odious relic of barbarism, again re- 
vived in this Hall, had beenapplied to some men 
now sitting around me! ; 

I protest before the living God that] never knew 
a man wearing the shape of man whom I would 


notstand by and protectin his right of free speech | 


were he to utter his sentiments in a decorous and 
becoming manner. 
where on its banners ‘‘free speech.” Deny it 
to-day if youdare. Trample itin the dust. Spit 
upon it and despise it, if you will. The world 
will despise you when you do the act. History 
will rake up the deed and preserve it, and the his- 
torian will despise youas he writesit down. Pos- 
terity. will despise this day in all the calendar of 
time as the one on which liberty was murdered 
in the Capitol, The heart and judgment of the 
world will execrate you for the deed, justas it to- 
day execrates the memory of the bloody monster 
Robespierre, justas it recalls the memory of Marat 


23 


to curse it, just as it recalls the form of St. Just | 


to loathehim. Thereare your models. Go back 
further. Nero was an early founder of your school 
of politics. Some one man, I suppose, is to do 
all the thinking here. So Nero thought. 
blood-stained monsters of the French Revolution 
thought. So the odious tyrannical bigots of the 
‘English revolution of 1640 thought. These are 
our examples. | implore you to discard them. 
alk out in the light of liberty, and appeal to 
the people. Tell them you will trust them, What 
a commentary on the intelligence of the people! 
You will not allow the gentleman from Ohio to 
speak. Perhaps next you will not allow me to 
speak, other gentlemen from Ohio, the gentleman 
from New York, and others around me. Why? 
Are you afraid you cannot meet us in argument? 
Are you afraid the people will not be just and 
true? Are you afraid they will not have intelli- 
gence cnough to see that youarerghtand we are 
wrong? Are you afraid they have not virtue enough 


to follow the right and to discard the wrong? | 
You must believe they have not that intelligence, | 


or that they:will not be true to their own judg- 
ment, or you would be willing to trust them to 
discriminate between right and wrong. Sir, I 


trust the people. I challenge you before that great | 
Lam willing to stand or fail by its de- | 
If you crush me 


tribunal. 
cision, and always have been. 
before the American people, before that tribunal 


where free speech has full sway, 1 will go down ! 


without a murmur, If Fean drive you from place 


and power in the same arena by the same means, | 


if you are bonest men you will submitalso with- 
out complaint. 


Butif you think because you have the power | 


to-day that you can gag me, that you can tie my 


tongue, that you can deny to me the right to speak, | 


then woe to this nation. When you undertake 
to carry that purpose into effect, the day of doom 
will be upon us. It cannot be done; you know 


itcannot be done withoutaconflagration thatshall | 


light up the very arches of the sky from ocean 
to ocean. Are you ready for this issue? Do you 
want it? 
pulsion of the gentleman from Ohio. ‘This will 
no longer bean American Congress. We willbe 
chained slaves, and the next question to determ- 
ine will be whether as men of honor we ean re- 
main and wear the yoke. 

Sir, this is a painful theme to me. I feel more 
of sorrow than of anger over such an issue, Let 
me appeal to the sense of justice which I know 


animates some breasts on the other side of the | 


Chamber, Let usnot misunderstand each other, 
Let us deal with each other as honest men, striv- 


ing for a common pupone restoration of our | 


unhappy country: ou may have your views of 
what policy is most conducive to that end; you 


have the right to your opinions; I have the right | 
to minc; but because of this difference of opinion i 


| 
\ 


Your party inscribed every- | 


So the | 


If you do, it can be made by the ex- | 


in: regard’ to: accomplishing the same object, by. 


all that we hold dear jn- the preseat, and-by-all 
our hopes of the future, letus nottut each other’s 


throatsand precipitate strifeand violence here and "|| 


all over the land. The civilized world would cry 
shame upon such a scene, and -the latest genera- 
tions of our posterity will heap reproaches oa. our: 
memory.: ©. 8 ce Poa pot eer aise 

Mr. ORTH obtained the floor. fon 

Mr. SCHENCK. Lask the gentleman from 
Indiana to yield to me in reference to‘some per- 
sonal points, ~. ih, 

Mr. ORTH. Certainly. - : 

Mr. ROBINSON. I object unless the gentle- 
man from Indiana yields unconditionally. — . 

Mr. ORTH. | yield unconditionally to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio. . 

Mr. SCHENCK. 1 thank my friend from In- 
diana for his courtesy in yiélding me the floor: | 

As I have said, Mr. Speaker, l asked it for the 
purpose of noticing one or two matters purely 
personal which have made a part of the remarks 
of the gentleman who hes just taken his seat. 

Mr. ROBINSON. LI risé toa point of order’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: State it. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It is this: the gentleman 
from Ohio cannot make two specches on the same 
point. ; 

Mr. SCHENCK. The point of order comes 
too late. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Let me make my statement. 
The genticman from Ohio cannot speak again 
until other gentlemen who have not spoken have 
been heard. F raise the point under the rules 
against the gentieman from Ohio. 

Mr. SCHENCK. That would have been a 
good objection, but nota liberal one, if made in 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Llinois. : 

Mr. SCHENCK. Mr. Speaker, I was not 
present during the first portion of the remarks of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Voorures.] 
I understand, however, that in the course of those 
remarks he took exception to language which he 
imputed to me and which he denounced as dicta- 
torial and offensive. His statement, as it is re- 
ported to me, was that he undertook to get the 
floor while | was speaking, and that I said to 


him, ‘Be silent.” The gentleman strangely mis- || 

1 was not even aware that he j 

had made any attempt to get the floor. Possibly, j 
£ Ys 


understood me, 


as Lam a litte near-sighted, that may account 
for it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
ing under a mistake. 
to say, * Be silent.” 

Mr. SCHENCK. I did not say so. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I misunderstood the 
gentleman. Lis word on that point is sufficient. 
~ Mr. SCHENCK. I used no such language 
toward any one, vor did I directany remark to 
the gentleman from Indiana. My reference was 
tothe gentleman from New York, (Mr. FERNANDO 
Woon,] whosought to interrupt me but who had 
not permitted any one to interrupt him. When 
he rose more than once during my remarks I de- 
clined to yield, and on one occasion said “not yet.” 

Mr. GAREFIFLD. I wish to say that I at- 
tempted three or four times to inform the gentle- 
man from Indiana that what he said was not ac- 
cording to the fact, and he utterly refused to allow 
me. i 
Mr.VOORHEES. I was notaware of the pur- 
pose for which the gentleman rose. The cries of 
order around me prevented me hearing him. 

Mr. SCHENCK. Thatis past. ‘he gentle- 
man from Indiana later in his speech, and m that 
portion of jt which I did hear, in order to prove 


Then F have been labor- 
l understood the gentleman 


i that I had been at a former time adverse to my 


country’s interests and guilty of a want of pa- 
triotism, referred to certain resolutions found of 
record offered and moved inthis House during 
the war with Mexico. I think he said that I of- 
fered those resolutions. Very likely, but I had 
almostor quite forgotten them until reminded now 
by their reproduction. They presenta somewhat 
long and claborate series of proposition’, and Í 
hope gentlemen ‘listened to them as they were 
read at the Clerk’s desk. They appear to have 
been very carefully framed—weli drawn, indeed, 
though I say it myself. {t was many years ago 
and | was therefore much younger thau Lam nov 


aids: must-coafess i feel rath 
formance, i 


believed-the 
wat ought-to- have been broaght.on as: 
hor thatthe causeassigned for it by lhe then, 
ident and his southeriy party was sufigient 
true one. But whew init I tought itshould b 
fought through. Therefore f voted: for all appray 
printions of men.and:- money tovearryconthatswar 
—all- that were.considered necessary for that puts: 
pose by the war-directing power Pack he 

These-resolutions which have “been: read eni 
bodied aplan by whieh I proposed. to bring bos: 
lilities to a favorable close. The: proposition ke 
made was in brief to withdraw:our troops to thi 
Į side of the fiver; to retain as many in the fiddas. 
were necessary; and: to post them along: the be 
ders to prevent incursions or depredations by tha 
enemy; to blockade strictly the ports‘of Mexito,; 
to seize all.her custem-houses, both onthe Gulf: 
and Pacific coasts; to.raise money enough from: 
import duties to pay expenses. and. all our just: 
claims against her; and to hold also what, was: 
thus seized until à treaty should be concluded sete. 
tling satisfactorily the boundary line betweensus.: 
I still think it was a reasonable proposition 
good way to bring the war to a profitable ends; 
it was my plan for conducting and closing the: 
war. That wasall.. And there might well be dif- 
ferences of opinion as to the best mode of doing. 
thatand “ conquering a peace,’ J hope the gen- 
tileman will incorporate the whole of the resolu-. 
tions as they were read into his speech: I think: 
they will constitute the best part of ite ua vsa 

If the gentlemen on the other side of the Elouse, 
if any gentleman anywhere, can.find any parallel, 
between that and the refusal to furnish men and: 
money to carry ou a war to put down an organ- 
ized band of traitors who are seeking to overthrow, 
their country, they are weleome to the benefit of. 
the discovery. ‘To my mind the cases are totally: 
and utterly different. 1 was opposed to going 
into that war, but being in it, | desired to con- 
duct it to the best advantage to my country. Buty: 
God help me, l hope I shall never. be found en- 
listing on the side of domestic traitors or encour- ` 
aging them in their nefarious, horrible attempt to’ 
destroy the integrity of our nation. - ETE 

Now, sir, there is another matter to which Lam: 
told the geneman referred. While 1 was outof 
the Hall bo made some allusion toimy conduètin 
the affair of Vienna, a military event whicly oc- 
curred at an early period of this war. I desire to 
know of him what his criticism was upon that 
| movement, and Task him for the reason. that 
f there has been agreat deal of misrepresentation 
indulged in in reference to that matter in public 
prints and by various persons which i have not 
| heretofore ever thoughtit proper for me to notice, 
because they were never repeated or indorsed by 
anybody in my presence. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not know that Fam 
competent to criticise a military movement at all, 

I simply soid, and I repeat it now as nearly as J 
recollect the language; that I knew of nothing ip 
the character of the gentleman from Ohio, either 
public or private, either in a civil or military ca- 
pacity, not even includiug bis miltaryschieve- 
ment at Vientia, which gave him a right to crack- 
‘his whip as a satrap over this side of the House. 

Mr. SCHENCK, What was that military 
achievement at Vienna to which the gentleman 
refers obviously with a design to make it a slar 
and a disparagement? | am determined to know 
if | can from an authentic and responsible source 
what isaverred inregard to that affait that i may 
| speak of the facts. ‘ 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have repeated as nearly 
as ] can the language which 1 used. It may not 
be exactly what | said, but the substance was 
| that I did not know of anything, even including 
that affair, that gave the gentleman the right. to 
order me to be silent, or to stifle the fall and free 
expression of his peers upon the floor ‘of this 
Fouse. As to the details of that affair, E know 
nothing except as | saw it described in the hews- 
papers as a case of disaster. If the details are 
desired by the gentleman from Ohio, he doubtless 


sites. 


| can give them better than T can. 
H g 
i 


All that relates to the dic- 


Mr. SCHENCK. 


| tatorial character of my remarks, which the gene 
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‘Heman has already admitted he misunderstood, | 


hasbeen before disposed of. Butthegentleman’s 
allusion tothe achievement at Vienna he now 
refisesto explain with ‘that ‘ingenious boldness 
with which he usually expresses himself upon-all 
subjects, «It ig all idle to-pretend that it waa not 
intended asa sneer and a'slur. The same attack 
onw Me: has “been ventured by one or two other 
members. of this House, but not here; and this 
ig ‘the first time that anybody has ever done it in 
amy presence or where there was: an opportunity 
toreply orccorrecte osn i ; 

a.) wish now, once forall, tospeak of this matter 
myself; and:the House will excuse the egotism 
which the circumstances force upon me. 

“Barly inthe war, in June, 1861, happening to 
bethe first brigadier general of volunteers ordered 
acroya. the Potomac, 1: proceeded: with my bri- 
gade under those order's to a point where I estab- 

_lished:my-camp:on the Loudoun and Hampshire 
railroad, south ofthis city, and a few miles above 
Alexandria. 

. Brigadier General Daniel Tyler, of Connecticut, 
soon afterwards arrived and encamped in the same 
neighborhood. He was ordered a few days after- 
wards, by our commanding general, to proceed 
with a force of four hundred men up the railroad, 
in a train of cars, and did so, extending his re- 
connoissance not only to, but some distance. be- 
yond,Vienna,. The next day, or the second day 
after, | was directed to send, by similar convey- 
ance, one of my regiments up the road to go as 
faras that point, picketing the line of road by 
leaving companies at intervals along it, and after- 
wards to establish the regiment at a crossing on 
the road tò Fall’s Church some seven miles be- 
low-Vienna, A train was sent to me for that 
purpose from Aloxandria. When the cars arrived 
at my camp, the colonel commanding the regi- 
ment (the first Ohio volunteer infantry) which I 
had detailed for that service not having returned 
from this city, where he was forthe day on leave 
of absence, though he sabsequently overtook us 
on the road, | took myself the command of the 
regiment and proceeded on the duty. 

When we slowly approached Vienna, having 
then still three or perhaps four companies remain- 
ing, we found a largely superior force of the rebels 
had taken position ata bend of the railroad, who 
delivered their fire on us with three pieces of ar- 
tilery, They were brought there probably from 
Centreville, in consequence of the alarm given by 
the expedition of the day before. 

Tho enemy’s force was subsequently ascer- 
tained to.consist of two regiments of infantry, a 
body of cavalry, and three picces of artillery. 
At that time we had neither artillery nor cavalry 
attached to our Union brigades. By the rebel fire, 
although at first itwas believed and was reported 
thatthe loss was greater, the casualties proved to 
be eight. killed and four wounded, two of them 
mortally. None of us, officers or men, had ever 
been under fire before. Bat I had no reason to 
complain of the conductof any. Our troops were 
ordered from the cars, rallied, formed, and after- 
wards, the night then coming on, fell slowly back, 
marching along the railroad to the point or cross- 
ing six or seven miles below, which we afterwards 
continued to hold. All the wounded bat one were 
brought away. So far as my conduct in that mat- 
ter is conterned, it is not forme to comment upon 
it, The -Eouse, I hope, will pardon me for re- 
lating, however, thatthe noble and venerable Gen- 
eral Scott took occasion kindly to say to me, a 
day or two afterwards, when I was at his head- 
quarters; “My friend, I consider you worth a 
hundred per cent. more than before this occurred. 
Fon poe now learned how you can stand under 

re. 

As to the further allusion of the gentleman from 
Indiang to my military career, 1 have nothing to 
say. According as I had opportunity, I did what 
J could; and whatever i did is of record. It does 
not become me to speak of my conduct or my ca- 
pacity. That belongs to others, I will say this 
much only, that while I have been so fortunate as 
to receive the commendations of all my command- 
ing officers—of Scott, of MeDowell, of Rose- 
erans; of Frémont, of Pope, of every general un- 
der whom I have served in the field, tt will not 
concern me much to find that I have not secured 
the approbation of those who assail me, either in 
their ignorance or maliciously, with only misrep- 

resentation, falsehood, or slang. 


i 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinvis, (at five 
o’clock, p.m) imove 
adjourn. PESEE Sete, 2 GTA 

Mr. COLPAX...I desire-to state tothe House 
that it was myintention.and hope that the House 
might come to a vote on the resolution this even~ 
ing; butas it is the manifest desire of the House 
to adjourn new, and as we have resolved to ad- 
journ from to-morrow till Thursday, I shal} feel 
it my duty to ask the Efouse-about three o’clock 
to-morrow to come to-a vote. 
~MregOX. [will say to my friend from Indi- 
ana that the vote cannot be taken at that time. 

Mr. COLFAX. Then, Mr. Speaker, E hope 
the House will remain in session. That is why 
I wanted. now to have an understanding. . 

Mr. COX. ‘The House may do as it pleases. 
I only say to the gentleman that the vote cannot 
be taken at the time he suggests. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois. Isitthe pur- 
pose of the gentleman from Indiana to proceed 
with the discussion to-night? 

Mr. COLFAX. As the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Cox] has given notice in language that 
scemed like a threat that the House shall not come 
to a vote at three o’clock to-morrow, and as the 
desire of the House is evidently foraction, I hope 
the House will remain in session. Our soldiers 
in the field are fighting the enemy nightand day, 
and we ought to be willing to sit and do our duty 
here. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I presume 
there can be an understanding as to when the 
vote may be taken without any unpleasant feel- 
ing on the subject, 

Mr. COX. I want to say to gentlemen on the 
other side of the House that in my remark there 
was no threat made orintended. My remark was 
predicated on the fact that there are at least a 
dozen gentlemen on this side of the House who 
desire to debate the matter more thoroughly than 
it has been debated. Krisa matter of such an ex- 
traordinary character that the Speaker himself, 
my honorable friend, knows that it requires more 
than an ordinary discussion. It is the greatest 
question we can have. lt would be better to have 
some time fixed for the future of this discussion, 
and not compel us to stay here at night. 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Illinois. 1 think the 
House can come to an agreement as to when the 
vote shall be taken without any ill-feeling. Ipro- 
pose that the entire of to-morrow shall be devoted 
to the discussion of this question, and that on 
Thursday morning, when every member can be 
resent, we shall take the vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘This isa question that has 
heen thrust on this side of the House, Itig one 
of those questions that do not come up inordinary 
legislation. We will make no terms, so far as | 
am concerned, about when a vote shall be taken. 
l apprehend, however, in good faith, that when 
every gentleman on this side has said what he 
desires to say on the great: principles involved a 
vote may then be had. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. I withdraw 


the motion to adjourn. - 


Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, it was not my in- 
tention, until after I heard the remarks of my col- 
league frofh the ‘Terre Haute district, (Mr. Voor- 
nees,] to take any partin the discussion upon the 
resolution now under consideration. As one of 


| the new members of this House | have felt that 


that was at least a becoming modesty in being a 
silent participator in our proceedings; but there 
are times whensilence would be criminal. I have 
the honor of representing, in part,a State that has 
felt a peculiar interest in this war, and which has 
responded with alacrity to every demand which 
has ever been made upon her patriotism. For 
years Indiana has been compelled to submit to a 


slanderous charge brought against her brave sol- | 


diers for alleged misconduct upon the bloody field 
of Buena Vista. That charge originated with the 


chief of traitors, Jeff. Davis; and when this re- | 
bellion was inaugurated by him and his cocon- | 
| spirators, the people of Indiana, in addition to their 


devotion to our Government, and their desire to 
maintain its integrity and supremacy, felt that 
now the hour had come when she could vindicate 
her fair fame, and wipe out in blood the foul slan- 
der which had thus been attempted to be fastened 
upon her. a 

What son of Indiana, proud of hor prestige and 


high destiny, will ever forget the scene witnessed 


that the House do now: 


by thousands of our pcople, when the gallant 


eleventh regiment under command ‘of Colonel: 


(now Generat} Wallace were drawh up in front 


of the State capitol to receive their national colors: — 


on the eve of their departure for the field of con- 
flict? Those colors were reeeived, and thatentire: 
regiment upon bended knee, imploring the divine 


protection of Almighty God, vowed in His pres» 


ence that they would defend that flag, and that in 
every.conflict with the enemy they would remember 
Buena Vista. Such has been the feeling and senti- 
mentofall our Indiana soldiers; and knowing this, 
I would be-derelict in my duty to that State and 
her brave soldiery did Inot rise here and meet 
the issue which has been tendered by the votes 
of my Democratic colleagues since this discus- 
sion has commenced. oe 
The position of my colleague from Terre Haute 
is well understood here, and by the country at 
large. Whatever other.merit or demerit may be 
attached to his action here or elsewhere, in ref- 


erence to this‘war and all the questions growing ` 


out of it, he is at least entitled to the credit of con- 
sistency. On the 10th day of April, 1861, while: 
the guns of an insurgent foe were preparing to 
open upon Fort Sumter, and the eyes of all Ameri» 
can people were turned toward Major Anderson 
and the soldiers under him, my colleague attended 
a meeting of those who sympathize with him-at 
the village of Greencastle in our State. Head» 
dressed that meeting, as we were told by the pub- 
lished proceedings, in a speech of “ thrilling elo- 
quence” for an hour anda half, That meeting 
adopted this resolution: z 


“ Resolved, Thatas citizens we shall be always prepared 


to defend Indiana, or our sister States, from ‘foreign ag-’ 


gression or domestic violence ,? we acknowledge this-.to. 
he a duty to the cause of well-reguiated liberty, and claims, 
of our country ; but we deny the right of the General or 
State Government to embroil us or our fellow-citizens in 
intestine war or internal strife with the people of the co- 
States of this Union; and having time and again warned. 
the members of the party now in power of the fatal tend- 
ency of their insane course, and implored them to abandon 
the stubborn and unwise policy of anti-slavery agitation, 
we here take for our motto, ‘Not one dollar and not one 


man from Indiana with which to subjugate the South and, 


inaugurate civil war.’ ?? 


Mr. Speaker, that may be regarded as the ini- 
tial point in the course of my colleague in regard 
to the conduct of this war. And, sir, the records 
of Congress and the records of the political can=: 
vasses in my own State, and the State of Ohio in 
the last canvass, will bear me out when I say that 
he, at least, has been consistent in all his con- 


duct, public and private, with the sentiments, 


enunciated at that meeting. I do not desire to 
quarrel with that gentleman. I know the issues: 
that were made in my own State during the dark’ 
hours of 1862, when he and my other colleague 
and myself were returned as members to: this. 
House. 1 know that in his own district that is- 
sue was not made, but elsewhere throughout the 
entire length and Breadth of the State of Indiana, 
the issue was made by the Democratic party that 
they were in favor of a more vigorous prosecu- 
tion of the war. Their position was that this Ad- 
ministration would never bring the war to a close, 
because it did not prosecute it with sufficient. 
vigor, with that vigor which would be the con- 
sequence of the success of the Democratic party. 

Now, then, upon the record, which we all un- 
derstand in Indiana, and which my Democratic 
colleagues upon this floor will not controvert, I 
desire to meet them. The feeling in favor of a 
vigorous prosecution of the war was not then con- 
fined to what gentlemen are pleased to style the: 
“ black Republican party ” in Indiana. It wasa 
feeling which pervaded all classes and all parties 
in that State, 

Now, sir, with that feeling animating the peo- 
ple of Indiana, we find in the canvassof 1862 the 
people of that State sending seven Democratic 


| members to this House and four Union men— 


seven and four, reversing the delegation as itthen 
stood. Every one of these gentlemen, with the 
single exception of my colleague from the Terre 
Haute district, came here, sent by the Democratic 
party, pledged to a vigorous prosecution of the 
war then in progress, They were in favor of a 
more vigorous prosecution of the war. That was 
the position assumed by the Democratic party in 
1862, in a State which occupies the noble position 
of never having failed to respond to the calls of 
the President on every occasion. 


Mr. SPALDING. With the consent of the: 


‘ 


1864. 


gentleman from Indiana, who has the floor, I move 
that the House take a recess until seven o’clock 
this: evening. 


‘Mr. COX. I hope that it will be understood: 


by gentlemen that no vote will be taken to-night. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. We agree tothat 
if you will agree that the vote shall be taken to- 
morrow. 

Mr.COLFAX. The gentleman from Ohio sug- 
gests that no vote shall be taken to-night, but that 
the evening session shall be devoted to debate only; 
‘another gentleman on this side of the House sug- 
gests the acceptance of that, provided the vote 
shall be taken to-morrow. 

Mr. COX. We could not make that arrange- 
ment now; our friends are not here. The ar- 
rangement could not go further now than thatthe 
session to-night shall be for debate. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will make any arrangement 
to secure justice to all sides of the House. 

Mr. WHALEY. If the object be to cut off 
debate except to a few individuals, I give notice 
that I will to-morrow call up the special order on 
which I have the foor. 

_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a ques- 
tion of privilege, and takes precedence ofall others. 

Is it the understanding that no vote shall be 
taken to-night? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

At twenty minutes past five o’clock, p. m., the 
House took a recess until seven o’clock, p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

At seven o’clock, p. m., the House resumed its 
session. 

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, when the House 
took a recess this afternoon Í had stated what the 
issue had been in Indiana during the campaign 
of 1862. Upon that issue our people voted; and 
the result of thatelection placed in this Hall seven 
Democrats and four Union members, 

Now, then, on béhalf of the loyal people of my 
State I claim the right to speak; nay, it becomes 
my duty to doso. I know something of the sac- 
rifices they have made to sustain the Govern- 
ment, sacrifices equal at least to those of the Joyal 
people ofany State inthe Union. Inthought and 
prayer they have followed their soldiers where 
ever the exigency of war has sent them, whether 
to the Potomac, to the Mississippi, or the plains 
of Texas. In sickness or in penta, wherever 
the hand of mercy or the voice of patriotism could 
reach them, our loyal men and women spared no 
effort to reach the soldier. This devotion isdue 
to those who have gone to the tented field to risk 
life and health that this nation may live. 

Remembering these things, I cannot do other- 
wise than lift my voice against the scenes I have 
witnessed within the last forty-eight hours. My 
Democratie colleagues have taken it upon them- 
selves to say that they were the friends ofthe sol- 
diers. They have told you time and again that 
they were in favor of increasing the pay of the 
common soldier, They have told you that their 
affection for the common soldier was so great that 
they were ready to pay him in gold and silver. 
These are the professions which they have made 
upon this floor. Iam nothere to impugn the mo- 
tives of any man, and least of all those who are 
associated with me in daily official intercourse. 
But with facts I havea right to deal; with faets 
itis my duty todeal. Solong as these gentlemen 
were consistent in a manner with their professions 
i did not raise my voice against their action. I 
was willing that they should have the benefit of 
their professed affection for the soldier. 

I come now to speak of the votes of my Dem- 
ocratic colleagues on the resolution pending in this 
House on Saturday for the expulsion of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Harris,] a self- 
convicted sympathizer with rebellion, and to con- 
trast such votes with the issue upon which they 
obtained their seats on this floor, and the profes- 
sions of love for the soldier in which they arein 
thehabit of indulging so freely. “Thatgentleman, 
[Mr. Hanats,] with satanic coolness, referring to 
our soldiers, said, in the presence of this House 
and of my colleagues, that— 

* Your soldiers have gone South to conquer the southern 
people, but they have been welcomed with bloody hands 
to hospitable graves.” 


+ t 
Not only that; he told you he was a secession- 


ist and in favor of acknowledging the nationality 
of the so-called southern confederacy. With the 
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gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Harris] J have 
no desire to quarrel. In passing I might proba- 
bly say that if the heroic Andrew Jackson occu- 
pied the White House to-day that gentleman, in- 
stead of being iw his seat to-night, would be in 
the Old Capitol prison, where he deserves to be. 
[Applause in the galleries.] . 

Mr. HARRINGTON. I move that the gal- 
leries be cleared on that side. : 

Mr. ORTH. I think there.is no necessity for it. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. [am not.willing to sit 
here and be insulted by the galleries. 

Mr.NELSON. That raises but one question 
here, and that is whether the House has a right 
to enforce its rules. 

Mr. MORRILL. I trust the gentleman will 
not ask that the galleries be cleared until the 
Speaker shall have given those in the galleries 
the notice which was given to-day. I presume 
there is a new audience here this evening. 

Mr.NELSON. It willbe satisfactory to those 
upon this side of the House. if the Speaker will 
now give notice to the galleries that they will be 
cleared at the next disturbance. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
endeavor to enforce the rales. The rules of the 
House wiil require the Chair to order the galleries 
to be cleared if there are any further demonstra- 
tions of approval or disapproval. 

Mr. C. A WHITE. IL give notice now that I 
shall insist upon an enforcement of the rules upon 
the first infraction of them. x 

Mr. ORTI. The gentleman from Maryland de- 
clared boldly in his seat, in the hearing of the mem- 
bers of this House, that he was for peace, for rec- 
ognition,and for secession. He declared further 
what was stated in the resolution,and which ought 
to have resulted in his expulsion, and which did 
result inasevere censure, and of a declaration upon 
the part of a large majority of this House that 
he wasunworthy of being amember of this House, 
What is the language? I desire to call attention 
to it for the purpose of showing to this House, to 
my constituents, and to the State of Indiana the po- 
sition which the Indiana delegation, on both sides 
of this Elall, occupy upon that resolution. The 
gentleman from Maryland stated that— f 

The Sonth asked yon to let them live in peace. Butno; 
yousaid you would bring them into subjection. Thatis not 
done yet; aud God Almighty grant that it never may be. I 
hope you will never subjugate the South.?? 

Fearlessly and traitorously upon this floor he 
implored high Heaven that we might not gain 
victories by the men we have sent to the field. 
Such is the language uttered in this Hall, and 
uttered by a man who is a declared secessionist. 

Mr. PRICK. Idesire to make a suggestion to 


the gentleman from Indiana, which is, that it is 


written in the Good Book that the prayers of 
the wicked are an abomination in the sight of the 
Lord. . 

Mr. ORTH. I thank the gentleman for the 
quotation; butitis not with the Scriptures but with 
the imprecations of the gentleman from Maryland 
that I have to do now—Maryland, that glorious 
State, who, by her noble vote within the last ten 
days, set her seal of condemnation upon traitors, 
secessionisis,and secession sympathizers, and de- 
clared that henceforth she will take her stand in 
favor of universal liberty. His language is trea- 


| sonable in itself, calculated to distract the people 


of the North, to thwart them in the prosecution 
of the war, and to give aid and comfort to the 
rebela in arms, and to their confederates. in the 
Richmond congress. 

l have no desire to be uncharitable to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, and hence I will not adopt 
the suggestion of a friend near me that probably 
the only reason why the gentleman holds a seat in 
this Congress rather than in the congress at Rich- 
mond, is because greenbacks are better currency 
than confederate scrip. . 

When that language was uttered it was promptly 
reduced to writing, and the gentleman from Mary- 
Jand was called to order, The gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Wasupurne,} as was his duty, of- 
fered aresolution of expulsion. That resolution 
was brought to a vote before the House, and 
among the yeas, among those from Indiana who 
were in favor of passing that resolution, those 
who were in favor of turning that traitor from out 
this Hall, were Mr. Dumont, Mr. Jurian, and 
Mr. Orth. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Irise toa point of order. 


Tunderstayd thè gentlema 
applied: to a membe 1 
“traitor.” I have desired an opp 
several occasions to-day to make 
upon gentlemen who call epithets 
first opportunity and fair occasion I have hi 
‘that purpose. [now call the gentleman to: 
and ask the Speaker to.decide if such epithets 
in order. Gilet a 

Mr. ORTH. | Yes, sir; T acknowledge. t s 
called the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. HAR- 
RIS] a traitor on the floor of. the House, 2 ~ 

- Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland. Tsay. you atéa_ 
liats and you are a coward if you do. not-resent” 
that. ee i hayes 

Mr. PENDLETON. ` I desire that the: worda 
shall be taken down‘at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. UPSON. 1 make the pointof order that, 
under the rule, the gentleman must himself repeat 
the words to which be makes exception. oe 

Mr. PENDLETON, ‘I will repeat them. T 
ask the Clerk to take down the word traitor,” 

Mr. KASSON. Icall the ‘attention of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio {Mr: Penpieron] to a point of. 
order involved in the proposition which was taken 
yesterday; that is, that according’ to the rule no 
other person shall have spoken between the utter- 
ance of the. words objected to and the demand to 
have the words reduced to writing. The gentle~ . 
man from Maryland [Mr. Harris] has spoken. 

Mr. PENDLETON. The gentleman. from 
Maryland interrupted me, and was speaking out 
of order. : 

Mr. OR'FH. Before action is taken on the point 
of order, I ask for the reading of the resolution 
adopted on Saturday. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I object to any*further 
debate until the point of order is decided, 

Mr. ORTH. Iam not going to debate it, but 
i ask that the resolution of the House censuring 
the gentleman from Maryland may be read. 

Mr HIGBY. I hope thatthe gentleman from 
Ohio will be allowed to take down the words to 
which he takes exception. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will 
read the words objected to. aah . 

Mr. ORTH. Fcall for the reading of the reg- 
olution. ee We 

Mr. PENDLETON, Iobject. Iaskto have 
the words read that were taken down at my re=.. 
quest. I object to anything intervening until the 
point of order is determined. f 

The Clerk read as follows, from the remarks. 
of Mr. OrTH: ae . 

“Among the yeas, those who were in favor.of passing that. 
resolution, those who were in favor of turning that traitor 
from out this Hall, were Mr. Dumont, Mr. Juran, and Mr. 
ORTH.” : 

Mr. PENDLETON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I 
make the point of order that these words are not 
in order. ; 

Mr. ORTH. I ask for the reading of the res- 
olation censuring the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I make the point of order 


th 


at 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. There isa point 
of order already pending. 

Mr. PENDLETON. A point of order cannot 
be made upon another point of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK. We havea right to know 
what is the character of thisman. [Calls to order 
fromthe Democratic side of the House.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a point 
of order already pending. i 

Mr. SCHENCK. Precisely; and we want the 
resolution referring to the member from Mary- 
land read. [Loud calls to order.] That resolù- 
tion shows [vociferous calls to order from the 
Democratic side of the Hall] what he is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentle- 
man from Ohio object to the reading of the reso- 
lution? f 

Mr. PENDLETON. <1 do, until the point of 
order is decided. = 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In view of, the 
action of the House on Saturday, the Chair will 
overrule the pointof order. [Applause and laugh- 
ter from the Republican side of the House.] 

Mr. ORTH. Mr. Speaker, before alluding to 


i the yeas and nays on this resolution, probably 


the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Harris] 
thinks | ought to pay my respects to him for hig 
attempted insult on this floor a few momentsago. 
I can only say that the foul slabberings of a self- 


. THE: CON( 


April 11, 


vicléd and self-condemned sympathizer. with. 

iw fall Darmless at my feet o os o. n 
Now, Mr. Speaker, U hold inmy hand the -res- 
olution which my aniable friend from Ohio [Mr., 
PexpieTon]. would not allow. to` be read, and 
fi-lshall read. as part of'my.speech. He will 

ear it from meas he was not willing to. hear it 
réad from the Clerk’s desk: oe 

W heroas lion. Bessanrn_G. Harris, amember of the 
House of Representatives of the United’ States froni the 
Stave cof Maryland jhas'on this day ised the following lan-- 
guage, namely 2 The Souths asked you to: dct them live in 
peace, “But nou; you said-you would briüg them ‘into.sub- 
jection.” That is not done yet; and God Almighty grant 
tHALTE never nidy be. -E hope you will never subjugate the 
South. And whereas such language is treasonable and 
grossly insulting to the House: Therefore; 

& Be it resolved, That the said Bensamin G. HARRIS be 
expelled froni this House.” 

'Thave-alréady stated that on the adoption of 
this. résolution the voice of Indiana was uttered 
here in tho ‘affirmative by Mr. Dumont, Mr. Ju- 
Liaw, and Mr. Orru; my colleague, the honorable 
Speaker, being excused from, voting by the rules 
of the House. You will thus perceive. that our 
State, which bas sent one hundred and thirty- 
thousand: men into this war, a State which is in 
mourning for the loss of ten thousand of her brave 
sons slaughtered by the rebels, a State which has 
been represented, and gallantly, heroically rep- 
resented, on every battle-ficld in this accursed re- 
béllion, has but three votes in favor of expelling 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Harris] for 
the atrocious and treasonable language he uttered 
in this House. £ A 

“In the negative of the proposition, in favor of 
rétaining this foul-mouthed ‘sympathizer in his 
seat, where he insults our soldicrs, and votes, as 
he daily docs, to embarrass our efforts and to 
prolong the war, you will find the names of Mr. 
Cravens, Mr. LLannmveroy, Mr. Law, Mr. Mc- 
Dower, and Mr. Voonness. My colleague from 
the Port Wayne district (Mr. Exannron] was 
confined to his room by sickness, It is not for 
nio nor for any one to suppose how he would have 
voted, Suffice it for me and for the people of In- 
diana to know thaton the partof their Democratic 
Representatives upon this floor there is not patri- 
otism enough to rid this House of the presence 
of such a man as that; men, too, who came here, 
as J have stated, on the direct issue that they 
were in favor of a more vigorous prosecution of 
thé'war than we were. Is this the love of my 
Democratic colleagues for the soldiers? Is this 
the manner in which they desire to vigorously 

roseeute this war when they suffered treason to 

è avowed and to go unrebuked upon this floor? 

dam willing to accept this issue, I am willing 
to go to my Stale and to ask the hobest men there, 
without distinction of party, whether they are 
willing to sanction such conduct as this. If we 
are to sit here day after day,and hour after hour, 
to listen to reasonable utterances, then let us 
withdraw from the tented field the soldier who has 
gone there that the nation may live. If we can | 
say amen to a man who calls upon God, hoping 

He may grant nothing but reverses to the Army, 


| of American liberty, 


ances of rebel sympathizers in this House; Js it. 
beeause we associate with members oa-the other:H 
‘side of the House who, with a few noble excep- 
tions, are insympathy with treaspn? I pray that: 


the words of the poct may not prove true, that 
i “ Vice is a monster of so frightful mien, 
As, to be hated, weeds but to be seen; 
But'seen too olt,-familiar with her face, 
We first endure, then pity,then embrace.” ; 

Is that our condition here? Is it because we 
have been. compelled toassociate in an official ca- 
pacity with men holding sentiments like those of 
the gentleman from Maryland and the gentleman 
from the second district of Ohio, whose case is 
now under consideration? We have lostin some 
ways l fear, the mesmeric influence of the people 
who sent us here and who are for the vigorous 
prosecution of the war and the overthrow of this 
rebellion. 'To the eternal disgrace and shame of 
the Thirty-Eighth Congress be it said that we 
failed to secure a two-thirds vote for the resolu- 
tion expelling aman who insulted the House, 
who insulted the soldiers, who insulted the loy- 
alty and patriotism of this land. After this fail- 
ure to expel, my distinguished friend from Ohio 
{Mr. Scuencx] submitted a resolution of censure 
in these words: 

* Resolved, That Bexsaman G. HARRIS, a Representative 
from the fifth district of the State of Maryland, having 
spoken words this day in debate manifestty tending and 
designed to encourage the existing rebellion and the ene- 
miles of this Union, is declared to be an unworthy member 
‘Of this House, and is hereby severely censured”? 

Thisresolution was adopted by a vote of ninety- 
three to eighteen, nearly ‘five to one, including 
every member present on this side of the House. 

By this vote the House have declared what they 
thought of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Hargis.) Jt wasa solemn declaration of ninety- 
three sworn members of the American Congress 
thatthe gentleman from Maryland, in consequence 
of treasonable words spoken here, words the ef- 
fect and design of which were for the cncourage- 
ment of the public enemy, is an unworthy mem- 
ber of this House. : 

Ilow stands the record of Indiana on this res- 
olution? fn the affirmative Messrs. Dumont, 
Lannincron, Hormax, Junian, and Ortu. Two 
of my Democratie colleagues voting with us, [Mr. 
WTarnrincron and Mr. Horman,j} and declaring 
by their votes that the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. TLannis,} in consequence of bis trea- 
sonable langnage, is an unworthy member of this 
House,” yetboth gentlemen voted that this un- 
worthy member” should still retain his seat, to 
contaminate with his traitorous presence this Hall 
This action may be recon- 
cilable; if so, I doubt not the loyal men of the 
third and fourth districts would be glad to sce the 
process by which it can be reconciled. : 

An the negative we find the names of Mr. Law 
and Mr. Voonseres; the rest of the Democratic 
delegation from Indiana [Mr. Cravens and Mr. 
McDower.t] having retired, for reasons best 
known to themselves. 

Here, then, is the record made by the delega- 
tion from Indiana; and so far as I am concerned 


the existing rebellion. and the public enemies of 
this nation.” This. amounts to treason, andin: 
speaking of it I preférred.to use the plain Anglo- 
Saxon word. ‘traitor?’ A 


Lamin the habit—it is probably.a faalt of mine 


—of calling things.by-their right names. When E 
am dealing with a man convicted of stealing, I call 
him a thief; and Į prefer, when talking ofa treason- 
able act, to call it treason.: lt may be a matter of: 
bad taste, it: may. not suit the peculiar taste of thes. 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Penpteron,] but it 
suits me, and [believe it will suit my consutue-- 
ents. That gentleman [Mr. PENDLETON} was à- 
devoted follower of the lamented Judge Douglas, 
and he must pardon. me if in these discussions 1: 
adopt the designation which that distinguished 
man himself used in the last speech of his life. 
Speaking of this rebellion, Judge Douglas said in 
his Chicago speech; 

** Every man must be on the side of the United States or 
against it. There can be no neutrals in this war. There 
can be none but patriots or traitors.” . : 

Hence, in the language of Judge Douglas, the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr, Harris] is either 
a patriot or a traitor, The gentleman from Ohio. 
{Mr. Penpieron] may regard him a patriot... I 
have already stated in which category I place him 
and all others who entertain his views. 

My colleague [Mr. Voornuxs] has declaimed 
most eloquently in favor of free speech. To him 
and those with whom he sympathizes this ig a 
somewhat recentzoal. When throughout the slave 
States for years and years the gag was constantly 
applied to all who did not fall down and worship... 
the god of slavery; when northern: men were. 
maltreated, imprisoned, murdered for the expres- 
sion of their opinions throughout the slave fe- 
gions of the country, this cloquent tongue was 
silent. When Sumner was murderously assaulted 
in the Senate Chamber for words spoken in de- 
bate, was any word of rebuke heard from that 
quarter? While Jeff; Davis and his co-conspira-. 
tors are trampling under foot the right of free 
speech and free press it does not in the least dis- 
turb the equanimity of gentlemen on the other, 
side, or call forth their indiguant disapproval. I 
am for free speech, but when it degencrates into 
biatant treason I arn for stopping it, and will stopit . 
whenever I have the power of doing it; nor will, 
Theed the “constitutional” appeals ofgentlemen, 
when they use “ free speech”? only for the purpose 
of destroying that Constitution.” We are living 
in peculiar times, and aresurrounded by peculiar , 
circumstances. The enemy is withina few hours’ 
march of this very Capitol, the gtound on which 
we stand is threatened by hisinroads, and weare 
permitted to occupy our seats here simply be- 
cause a cordon of loyal bayonets in the hands of 
a loyal and brave citizen soldiery surrounds us. 
While these soldiers are abused and vilified by 
members on this floor L cannot consent that such 
abuse shall shield itself under the specious guise ` 


| of free speech. 


A man is free to speak so long as he speaks | 


for the nation; when he speaks against the nation 


the sooner we bring that Army from the tented |j 
field the better for us. | 
Sir, if my Democratic colleagues are correct, 1 {| 
have been iu the wrong in calling upon my neigh- if 
bors and constituents to go to the batile-field. Ir |! 
they are right in sanctioning by their votes this 
impious language, then Fand those who act with | 
me, have committed heinous crimes in sending | 


i be shall not, with my consent, do so with im- 
panity on this floor, 

Two large armies now confront each other in 
hostile array. One is marsbaled under the time- 
honored flag of the Republic; the other under the 
rattlesnake flag of secession and treason. If we 
cannot legislate here as men and as patriots; if 
we cannot rise above the paltry bickerings of ~ 


—and I think | speak for my colleagues upon this 
side of the Llouse—we are ready, and our people 
are ready, to meet the issue which those gentle- 
men have tendered tous. Ifthe people of Iudiana 
desire that this war shall not be prosecuted any | 
further, they desire that the blessings of Heaven 

jo shall vo longer rest upon our arms, if they desire 


our soldiers to the field, and in aiding them to’) 
i 


erush this rebellion. i 
Lmast be pardoned if I exhibit some carnest- 
ness on this occasion. [ seldom pass along the | 
strects of my own town that I do not meet the | 
mainied and crippled soldier, or the widows and | 
orphans made so by this war. Ihave followed | 
on more than one occasion my friends and neigh- 


that, inthe language of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, her sons shall be ‘ welcomed with bloody 
hands to hospitable graves,” why, in God ’s name, 
let the sons of Indiana be withdrawn from all 


| along the lines of ourarmics which now stand as 


a wail of fire between you and the rebel hordes. 
In the hurry of this debate I had almost for- 
gotten to pay my respects to the gentleman from 


party; if we cannot faithfully discharge the high 
and important trust committed to our hands in 
this most trying hour of our nation’s history, in 
God’s name let us adjourn; let us go to the re- 
spective camps of these two armies; let each select 
the flag which most nearly represents his views 
and feelings; enroll our names under the chief- 
tain we most admire; and thus enrolled, when 


bors to their last resting place—men who had fall- i the Cincinnati district, [Mr. Pexpieton,}] who 
en in this waratthe hande of traitors with whom || felt it his duty to come to the rescue of his friend 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr, Harnis]sym- |} from Maryland, (Mr. Harris,] and to call me to 
pathizes; and who he lien to God may suc- ‘| order for using the word * traitor” in speaking of i 
ceed in this rebellion. I have felt ever since this | his langnage on this floor. He exhibited a good 

Congress met there was less patriotism right here ii deal of sensitiveness and not a litle technicality. |] 
than in almost any other place throughout the © The honorable gentleman occupying the chair, 
length and breadth of the land. [have felt time [Mr. Rouss, of New Elampshire,] however,very 
and again that we who are sent here to repre- promptly and very properly decided that I had not 
sent the loyal and patriotic masses of the coun- | violated the rules of the House. A solemn vote 


the drum beats “to arms,” Jet us say, 

a “Lay on, Macduff, 

And damned be him that first cries, Hold, enough 1? 

How often have we been regaled with the false 
and unblushing assertions that this is an ‘abo- 
lition wary”? that the men engaged in restoring 
the Government, in quelling treason, and in de 
manding the just punishment of traitors, are 
‘black Republicans.” These charges can haveno 
other effect (they may be designed for this very 


if 


; A i 
try, who are making sacrifices such as no people © 


ever made before, are recreant to our duties in: 


i 


has affixed upon the geneman [Mr. Harris] the 


€ : c į Opinion of this House, that he had used words 
not crushing more speedily the traitorous utter- |! 


“manifestly tending and designed to encourage 


purpose) than to create divisions in the North, to 
array men against cach other on false issues who 
otherwise would stand together, shoulder to 


shoulder, as- in the commencement of this war. 

We are told, and told almost daily, that the Con- 

stitution is violated and the dearest rights of 
the citizen trodden under foot by the ‘black 

Republicans,” for the sole purpose-of abolishing 

slavery; and in this category truth compels me to 

assigu to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox]a 

prominent, probably the most prominent position, 

According to his logic, men are thrust.into dun- 

geons, into ‘ American bastiles,’’ for mere opin- | 
ion's sake. If any error has been committed by 

the Administration in this matter, that crror has 

been on the side of lenity; for my opinion is, if 
ten of these persistent sympathizers with. treason 

had beenincarcerated where but one has received 

such attentions, it would have been better for the 

country. 

The lamentations of the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. Cox] over the case of his friend Vallandig- 
ham are gricvous in the extreme: like some one of 
old, he ‘‘refuses to be comforted.” Itshould be 
some consolation to him at least that his friend 
Vallandigham in all his troubles was in the hands 
of old Democrats, Democrats of that good old 
school who love their country too well to see it 
destroyed by traitors. Vallandigham wasarrested 
“by order of a Democrat, General Burnside, a loyal 
son of Indiana. He was tried and convictéd by 
a court-martial, almost every member of which 
wasa Democrat; and that trial and conviction was 
fully examined, revised, and confirmed by a Dem- 

_ocratic judge, one who received his appointment 
at the hands of Andrew Jackson, and who is a 
firm believer in the Jackson doctrine of dealing 
with traitors, While“ waiting and watching over 
the border,” he cannot say that his banishment 
is the work of abolitionists, , 

Mr.Speaker, youknow,and the country knows, 
that old and true Democrats are found in every 
position, civil and military, battling for the coun- 
try. We have them in the Cabinet, on the floors 
of Congress, at the head of the Army, in the ranks 
ofthe soldiers, in the walks of private life, giving 
their aid and their support to the Government. 
My friend from the Toledo district [Mr. AsuLry] 
calls my attention to the remark of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Fernanpo Woop,] that 
there can be no such a person as “a war Demo- 
crat”? Ihm aware that this remark was made 
to-day by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Frernanpo Woop,] and I feel satisfied that the 
country will mark that extraordinary assertion. 
I know it to be untrue, and my colleagues on both 
sides of this Chamber will bear me witness that 
in. indiana hundreds and thousands of men who 
have been Democrats alt their lives, up to the 
firing of the first gun at Fort Sumter, are now un- 
conditional supporters of the Government, and 
these men, had they been called upon to vote on 
the resolution for the expulsion of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Flarnis,] would have given 
an emphatic affirmative vote, Sir, E hold in my 


handacopy ofa memorialand resolutions adopted | 


by the officers and soldicrs in the Indiana regi- 
ments in the army of the Cumberland, and sent 
to our Legislature during the session of 1863. 
will read a portion of it: 
“To the General Assembly of the State of Indiana: 
“Phe undersigned officers and soldiers of the Indiana vol- 
unteer regiments, submitting with patriotic self-denial to 
the polie denied us a voice in the late election, and 
approving the wisdom ot that feature of our Government 
which sceures the civil freedom from the influence of the 
military power, nevertheless desire to participate in the pre- 
liminary couneits which are to shape the popular ideas of 
the State, and consequently to control the actions of its 
Representatives in the Gencral Assembly. We speak, as 
soldiers, because our tives are staked upon the issue of the 
present struggle; as citizens, boeause, at ne distant day, 
those of as who survive are to share with you the responsi- 
bilities of citizenship, and to experience, in common with 
the people at home, the results of your present delibera- 
tions. k * * . * k Je * * 
ti conclusion, we propose the following resolutions to 


be adopted by the Legislature of Indiana, and to esnsti- | 


tute the basis of all those aéts | 
involved ia the foregoing addr 
“4, Resolved, That we are unconditionally and determ- 
inedly in favor of tie Union. 
“2. Resolved, That in order to the preservation of the 
Union we are in favor of a vigorous prosecution of the war. 
“R Resolved, That we wilt in our State and Federal 


ring upon the interests 


authorities, with money aud supplies, in all their efforts to | 


sustain the Union and prosecute the war, 

“4, Resolved, That we will discountenance every faction 
and influence tending to create animositics at ome, or to 
afford consolation and hope to our cnemies in arms, and 
that we will coäperate only with those who will stand by 
tie Union and by those who are fighting the battles of the 

WHO 


I! 


| 


Here is the voice of forty thousand of the brave. 


sons of Indiana giving their opinion of this war.‘ 


Hundreds of these men were always Democrats; 
and do you suppose that if the humblest of them 
had been: occupying a seat on this floor last Sat- 
urday, he would have been found voting with my 
Democratic colleagues to retiin in his seat a man 
who boldly proclaimed that he hoped-** God Al- 
mighty would nevergrant success to our soldiers?” 

But, sir, | have another document here, signed 
by some of the most active and prominent Dem- 
ocrats of my State. My Democratic colleagues 
are familiar with the names of Hovey, Spicely, 
McLean, McGinnis, and Slack, appended to this 
address. These are names that will live in his- 
tory when the names of sympathizers with treason 
will beremembered only with scorn and detesta- 
tion. i 
To the Democracy of Indiana: 

The following stirring appeal has been addressed to the 
Democracy of Indiana by their companions in annsin Ar- 
kansas: 

Having a deep interest in the future glory and welfare of 
our country, aud believing that we occupy a position in 
which we can see the effects of the political struggles at 
home upon the hopes and fears of the rebels, we deem it 
to be ourduty to speak to you openly and piainly in regard 
to the same. 

The rebels of the South are leaning on the northern 
Democracy for support, and it is unquestionably true that 
unjustifiable opposition to the Administration is “giving 
aid and comfort to the enemy.?? While it is the duty of 
patriots to oppose the usurpation of power, itis alike their 
duty to avoid captious criticisms, that might create the, 
very evils which they attempt to avoid. i 

The name of Democrat, associated with all that is bright 
and glorious in the history of the past, is being sullied and 
disgraced by demagogues, who are appealing to the lowest 
prejudices and passions of our people. We have nothing 
to expect from the South, and nothing to hope, without 
their conquest. They are now using their money freely 
to subsidize the press and politicians of the North, and 
with what effect the tone of some of our journals and the 
speeches of some of our leaders too plainly and painfully 
testify. 

We sec, with deep solicitude and regret, that there is an 
undercurrent in Indiana tending toward a coalition of the 
Northwest with the South against the castern States. Be 
uot deceived. Pause, for the love you bear to your coun- 
try, and reflect. This movement is only a rebel scheme 
in disguise, that would involve you, alike with themselves, 
in the crime of rebellion, aud bring to your own hearth- 
stones the desolation of a French Revolution. Separation 
on either side, with peace in the future, is impossible, and 
we are compelled by self-interest, by every principle of 
honor, and every impulse of manhood, to bring this unholy 
contest to a successful termination. 

What! admit that we are whipped? That twenty-three 
milion northern men are unequal to nine millions of the 
South? Shame on the State that would entertain so dis- 
graceful a proposition! Shame upon the Democrat who 
would submit to it, and raise his cowardly voice and elaim 
that he was au Indianian! We, and such dastards, with 
their offspring, are fit “ mud-sills?? upon which"should be 
built the Jordly structure of theirsouthern aristocracy! And 
with whom woald this unholy alliance be formed? With 
men who have forgotten their fathers, their oaths, their 
country, and their God; with guerrillas, cotton-burners, 
with those who force every maie inhabitant of the South 
capable of bearing arms in the field, though starving wives 
and babes are left behind! Men who persecute and hang, 
or drive from their lines, every man, woman, and child 
who will not fall down and worship the southern god. And 
yet free-born men of our State will sympathize with such 
tyrants, and dare even to dream of coalition! Indiana’s 
proud and loyal legions number at teast seventy thousand 
effective men in the field, and, as with one great heart, we 
know they would repudiate all unholy combination tend- 
ing to the dismemberment of our Government. 

In this dark bour of our country’s trial there is but one 
road to success and peace, and that is to be as firmly united 
for our Government as the rebels are against it. Small dif 
ferences of opinion amount to nothing iu this grand strug- 
gle for a nation’s existence. Do not place even one straw 
in the way, and remember that every word you speak to 
encourage the South verves the arm and strikes the blow 
which is aimed at the hearts? blood of our brothers and 
kindred, 


ALVIN P. BOVEY, Brig. Gen. 
WILLIAM ‘I. SPICELY, Col. 34th Indiana. 
WILLIAM E. McLEAN, Col. 43d Indiana. 
GEORGE F. McGINNIS, Col. 11th Indiana, 
JAMES R. SLACK, Col. 47th Indiana. 

HELENA, ARKANSAS, February 2, 1863. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my time is nearly exhausted, 
although the theme is inexhaustible. I shall vote 
for the resolution introduced by my friend and 
colleague (Mr. Corax] for the expulsion of the 
gentleman trom Ohio,f{Mr. Lonc.] The country 


will not only sustain but thank him for this act. | 


I shall vote for the resolution because I believe the 
times demand that this House shall take a bold 
and decided stand with reference to these treason- 
able utterances in this Hall. I shall vote for the 
resolution beeause if unrebuked it well lead to 
demoralization in our Army, to divisions, blood- 
shed, und riots allover the jand. I shall vote for 


| the resolution because the member from Ohio 


[Mr. Lone] has declared in favor of the recogni- 


tion of the so-called confederacy, and hé 
worthy of a'seat‘on this floor.) Phé re 
the confederacy ts the destruction of. 

and by no vote, sentiment, or act of mi 
ever receive my approbation: | 

“We are told; Mr. Speaker, By” these 
that they are for peace. So are wé for 
Thereis nota mat.on-this side of the House 
whom | have the honor of acting où this floor; 
“who is not likewise in favor’ of peace; but : 
until the rebels yield obedience to our laws. Tant 
in favor of peace, Mr. Speaker, but vot until the’ 
last' armed rebel bites the dust: “Iam in favor of! 
peace, but not until the cause of this rebellion: 
shall be utterly exterminated, not -until’ the last 
shackle shall fall fromthe limb of ‘the last slavey 
I am in favor of peace, but not until that starry’ 
flag of ours and this Constitution shall beacknow!l- 
edged and obeyed over every inch of American® 
soil. i 

‘Mr. KERNAN. Mr. Speaker, the question 
before the House is whether one of the Represent=’ 
atives of. the people from the State of Ohio shall 
be expelled from this body for views whith “he 
entertains, and in support of which he argued at 
length on the floor of this House. It certainly, 
sir, isan important question—one of great imi- 
portance in itself, and of grave ‘importance to this 
body as a precedent, -lt is one which calls upon” . 
us to examine it with coolness, with firmness, and: - 
with deliberation. The proposition to‘turn out 
of this Hall one of the Representatives sent here” 
by the people to act and speak for them is one of 
great importance in reference to the Representa- 
tive himself, to the rights of his constituents, to 
this House asa deliberative body, and to the prin- 
ciples upon which our Government is based. 

In the remarks which I shall submit, nothing, | 
I trust, can move or induce me to. indulge to any 
degree in the bitter partisan and personal denun- 
ciations which have characterized so much of 
the debate to-day. Is there a person within this 
Hall who, when he remembers the condition of 
our country, surrounded ag it is with dangers ` 
which threaten its destruction, when he thinks of 
our soldiers in the field, and of our sorrow-stricken 
and anxious people at home, believes that we, in ` 
the council of the nation, have done or tended to 
effect any good to the country, or done anything © 
toward preserving that Union which we profess’ 
to Jove so much, by the debate which has oc- 
curred ta-day? Isay this not in disparagement ' 
of any gentleman here, and in no spirit of criti- 
cism; I speak honestly that which has pressed 
upon my mind as I have heard bitter and vindic- 
tive epithets applied by one member to another 
in this Hall. 1 only allude to it to say that I shall 
not on this occasion allow myself to speak one 
word of like character toward those from whom 
I may widely differ. I shall confine myself to 
those questions which seem to me to pertain prop- 
erly to the matter under consideration, stating ~ 
my views in regard to the sentiments put forth 
by the gentleman from Ohio whom it is proposed 
to expel, and my reasons for the vote which I 
intend to give on the resolution for his expulsion. 

In order to obviate misconception as to the rea- 
sons for my action on this question, it is proper 
that I should state that f differ entirely from the 
member from Ohio, [Mr. Lone,] both as to his 
premises and his conclusions, as stated by himin 
the remarks he submitted to the House,and which 
are now under consideration. In this speech, as 
reported in the Globe, he says: 

“My first and highest ground of opposition to its [the 
war’s] farther prosecution is that it is wrong; itis in viola- 
tion of the Constitution and of the fundamental principles 
on which the Federal Union was founded.” y 

He proceeds to give his reasons and arguments 
for this opinion, citing various opinions of others 
which he claims sustain this position, and finally 
says: 

I now believe that there are but two alternatives, and 
they are either an acknowledgment of the independence of 
the South as an independent natios or their complete sub- 
jugation and extermination as a people, and of these alter- 
natives | preferahe former.” ` 

If there is no constitutional power in the Gov- 
ernment to prosecute the war, to suppress the 
rebellion and maintain the Union, then there is 
nothing extraordinary in his being opposed to 
its further prosecution. But I am of the con- 
trary opinion. In my judgmentthe Federal Gov- 
ernment is sovereign and supreme within its 
constitutional limits or sphere, and the State 
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government is sovereign and: supreme. as: to. all 
matters as to which authority is not: granted -by 
the Constitution to- the Federal.Government. or 
rohibited to:the States. ‘Ehe Constitution of the 
United States and the. laws:made. in pursuance 
thereof are the supreme law of the land and must 
be obeyed, notwithstanding any State law.or con- 
stitution.to: the contrary... This is. the letter of: 
the Constitution, and this understand. to be the.) 
. teaching: of the- founders of the. Government.. 
The Federal Government has the right, and it is 
the: sworn. duty. of those intrusted with its. ad- 
ministration, to enforce the. Constitution and laws, 
to. suppress resistance and compel obedience. to 
them: within. the. entire territory of the United 
States, .1f-ten men combine to resist and endeav- 
or to, set their- authority at defiance, it is the 
right.and duty of the Federal Government, under 
and.in.accordance with the Constitution, to sup- 
preas the resistance of these ten men, compel them 
to obey, and punish them for their disobedience; 
and it-has authority to useall the force necessary 
to-éffect this object. So, if a million or any other 
number of the citizens of one or of several States 
combine and resist and seek to. overthrow the 
authority of the Constitution and laws of the 
United es the Federal Government has the 
right and it is the duty of those exercising its 
authority to employ the requisite force to sup- 
i prem the rebellion and enforce. obedience. The 
tate authorities, or the people of a State act- 
ing by or through the State government, can- 
not by State constitution or law shield one citizen 
of the State in setting the United States Constitu- 
tion and Jawg at defiance, or screen him from 
anishment for disobeying them; nor can they 
justify the entire people of the State in disobeying 
or resisting the authority and jurisdiction of the 
Federal Government or in rebellion against it, 
because the Constitution of the United States and 
the laws made in pursuance thereof are the su- 
preme law of the land, and every person within 
the United States is bound to submit to and obey 
them, 

As to all matters of government, all local mat- 
ters, over which jurisdiction and authority are not 
granted by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment, the people of the States and the State 
governments they form are supreme; the Pederal 
Government cannot rightfully interfere with these, 
because “the powers not delegatedto the United 
States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by itto 
the States, are reserved to the States respectively, 
or to the people.” That is my understanding of the 
Constitution; and as to the rightful authority of the 
Federal Government and thoseadministering it to 
suppress rebellion against its authority, touse the 
power of armies and navies to defend and main- 
tain its jurisdiction, I state this my conviction 
respectfully’ toward those who may differ from 
me, but earnestly deepened and strengthened as 
it is by all the reflections I have been able to be- | 
stow upon a question of so much importance un- 
der the circumstances in which the country has 
been, for the last few years, placed. 

It is often said in reference to the question of 
using armed force to suppress the rebellion, | 
“ You have no rightto coerce States.” Why, sir, 
the United States has nothing to do with coercing 
States, It deals with individuals who resist the 
Constitution and laws. It commands them to 
submit to the law; if they refuse, it enforces 
obedience and punishes them for disobedience. In 
doing this, nay, in using armed force to sup- 
press those in rebellion against its authority, it 
does not intrench upon the rightful jurisdiction or 
reserved rightsof the States. In doing this we are 
dealing with individuals who owe obedience to | 
the Federal Government and its laws. 

Ihave said thus much to show how widely I 
differ from those who have doubts as to the au- 
thority of the Government of the United States 
to defend itself and maintain the authority of the 
Constitution, and thus preserve the Union by em- 
ploying the necessary armed power to suppress 
the existing rebellion; and I will add that I re- 

ard itto be my duty to sustain those in authority 
in all needful constitutional measures to bring 
those in rebellion to obedience. 

It is often said, and in my judgment it is true, 
that the policy of the Administration, as to the 
mass of the people in rebellion, and in carrying 
on the war, is not the true one to speedily sup- 
press the rebellion and to defend and restore the 


“Union... Many of the purposes. sought to beef- 
fested by.the party in. powerin waging the war 
l entirely disapprove of. -I differ from the Ad- 
ministration as to many of its measures, and very 
much, of its policy; nevertheless I donot mean to 
be placed in an attitude. of hostility to the Gov- 
ernmentof my.country. For the present the ad- 
ministration of the Government ‘has been, in ac- 
‘cordance with the Constitution, intrusted to the 
party in power. The President and his chosen 
advisers can alone now wield its powers, and they 
and the political party which sustainsthem decide 
as to policy and measures, Under these circum- 
stances: I deem it to be my duty, as-a citizen and 
as a Representative, to give to them the necessary 


thority of the Constitution and to put down the 
rebellion, holding them responsible and account- 
able to the people for the use they make of them. 
If I believe their policy or measures wrong, I 
have the right to remonstrate against them, to 
point out wherein they are erroneous or unau- 
thorized, to advocate a different policy or differ- 
ent measures; and I trust I will never be intimi- 
dated from doing so in a proper spirit, and on all 
fitting occasions, by any denunciation of my acts 
or imputations upon my motives. If Iam, Ido 
not deserve the liberty our institutions were in- 
tended to secure to our citizens, and am not worthy 
of a seat here as a Representative, 

The remedy under our form of Government for 
the misconduct of those administering it, is by an 
appeal to the electors, who can displace them 
and indicate the policy they prefer and will have 
pursued, The remedy, if their policy be wrong, 
is not in withholding from those intrusted with 
the administration the necessary means to carry 
on the Government; is notin a fuctious opposition 
or illegal resistance to them; but the remedy is 
to displace them at the elections. In answer to 
the argument that we have no right to carry on 
this war to put down the rebellion and maintain 
the Union, my platform may be stated in few 
words. I with every other citizen have a right 
to say the Government founded upon the union 
of the States under the Constitution is my Gov- 
ernment; its preservation and perpetuation is 
essential to my liberty, peace, and prosperity, 
and to that of my descendants; therefore i have 
a right and it is my duty to defend it against 
those who seek to destroy it, whether they come 
from abroad or arise in our midst. When a 
portion of our own people array themselves in 
arms, resist the rightful authority of the consti- 
tuted authorities of the Federal Government, and 
declare that the Union under the Constitution is 
to be severed, deeply as I regret the necessity, 
nevertheless 1 will stand with those who are in 
favor of compelling submission by the use of all 
the armed force which is required to suppress 
resistance, and to restore the authority of the 
Constitution and the laws made in pursuance 
of it. 

Mr. Speaker, entertaining these views, I regard 
it proper to make a few observations in reference 
to remarks made this morning by one of my col- 
leagues from New York, (Mr. FERNANDO Woop,] 
who expressed views different from those which 
I have just expressed. I make no complaint that 
he holds the opinions which he has expressed in 
reference to this rebellion; but I have a right to 
point out errors he has fallen into as to others. 
He said there is no such thing as a war Dem- 
ocrat; that this was a contradiction in terms. If, 
as I understand him, he means by this those of 
the Democratic party who hold that it isthe right 
of the Government of the United States to sup- 
press by force of arms those who are now In 
armed rebellion against its authority, with the 
avowed purpose of establishing an independent 


that the Federal Government has by and under 
the Constitution authority to employ the neces- 
sary armed force to compel those in rebellion to 
; submit to the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, and that those administering the Govern- 
ment should be sustained in all proper constitu- 
tional measures and efforts to effect this object, 
| then I certainly ama war Democrat, and I believe 
| the great mass of the Democratic party are war 
Democrats, 

In the State of New York that party, by each 
of its State conventions held since the rebellion 
| broke out, has in its declaration of principles de- 


men.and means to defend and maintain the au- | 


confederacy in the southern States, and who hold” 


“nounced secession, declared its unalterable attach- 


ment to.the Union under the Constitution, and: 
that itwould-sustain those in authority in all con- 
stitutional efforts to suppress the rebellion and 
restore and: preserve the Union, I-do not assume- 
on this floor or elsewhere to speak for that party. = 
It is a bold and patriotic party, and always atthe 
proper time and by its.Representatives selected: 
for that purpose declares. its. principles and indi- 
cates the policy which it advocates, and which if: 
in power it would pursue. . I have simply stated: 
my own views-and the position occupied by that’ 

arty in the State of New York. Thatparty hasj 
i believe, contributed its full quota to the Army: 
which has been summoned to the field, andi its.” 
members have not been outdone by others in pris: 
vate or public efforts to encourage the soldier by- 
providing for his family and alleviating the hard- 
ships which he endures. The members of that | 
party as a whole are, as I believe, earnestly and 
determinedly in favor of preserving the Union of 
these States under the Constitution. To that end 
and for that purpose they are in favor of employ- 
ing the necessary force to overthrow the military 
power of the so-called confederate States, and to. 
compel the people to submit to the Constitution 
and laws. So far as it is necessary, they are in 
favor of using force to restore and preserve the 
Union; but they believe that wisdom, statesman» 
ship, and the best interests of our country ro- 
quire that moderation and conciliation should be 
superadded to the power of the sword to restore. 
the country to unity and peace. 

Thegentleman from New York (Mr. FERNANDO. 
Woop] says he is for peace. I desire peace.: 
When we look around and see mourning in every: 
neighborhood, and sorrow and anxiety produced 
by this unnatural war at almost every fireside, 
who does not wish for peace? But, in my Jude: 
ment, itis idle to talk of peace with the Union 
preserved until we have defeated the armies mar- 
shaled to destroy it. It is useless to talk of sending 
commissioners to treat with the rebel authorities 
now, because they have declared over and over: 
again that they will not negotiate except upon the. 
basis of separation, of a dissolution of the Union, 
Peace upon such a basis would be of short dura- 
tion, while it would be purchased by the destruc. 
tion of the present Government. Makfng such. . 
a peace, where is to be the division line? How 
many of the States, after such a peace, will ree 
main united under the Constitution, and how 
long? No; we must break the military power of 
those engaged in this rebellion before we can have 
any peace, except as a condition of separation.. 
Are we prepared for that? For one, terrible as 
is this war, lamentable as are its consequences, 
Jam not. In my judgment, the evils which will 
flow from the dissolution of the Union require 
that we should make every effort to restore and 
preserve it. Fence, in sorrow rather than in pas- 
sion, [ feel that we cannot desist now from the 
further prosecution of this war. It should not 
be prosecuted for the purpose of carrying out any 
peculiar idea, or to compel the people of the South 
to regulate their local institutions or conform 
their State constitutions to the ideas of the people 
of the northern States. It should be prosecuted 
solely for the purpose of vindicating the author- 
ity of the Constitution, reéstablishing the juris- 
diction of the Federal Government, and restor- 
ing the Union of States under the Constitution; 
and when this is accomplished there should be 
peace. This is my opinion. I do notspeak for 
others; but I believe it is substantially the opinion 
of the mass of the thoughtful, patriotic, and con- 
servative citizens of the country. 

Sir, I r pardon of the House for occupying 
this much of its time in alluding to these ques- 
tions. But I deemed it notimproper to do go, in- 
asmuch as I differ so widely from the views of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone] whose opin- 
lons are under consideration; but, nevertheless, 
shall vote against the resolution to expel him. 
I trust that no member willbe awed by the man- 
ifestations which we have seen and heard in the 
galleries from maintaining the great principle of 
free speech and fearless debate in this Hall. Our 
form of government, the rights of the people, 
and the character of this body demand that the 
Representative should be at liberty to proclaim 
and advocate here his views on questions of a 
public character freely and fearlessly, whether 
they chance to be popular or unpopular. Ihave 
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regretted to observe that while this important 

uestion was under consideration, while we were 
eliberating whether we should expel a Repre- 
sentative of the people for expressing in respect- 
ful language his opinions on public questions here, 
there were American citizens in this Hall so dead 
to what is- due to the place and to the question as 
to manifest in clamorous applause their approval 
of the proposition for suppressing free debate 
here, Let not the lessons of the French Revolu- 
tion be lost upon the American people. The 
Chamber of Deputies intended, doubtless, at 
the outset to relieve the French people from seri- 
ous burdens and give them a free Government. 
But by yielding to passion: and popular clamor it 
soon became nota deliberative body to guide and 
control, but a body to register the decrees of the 
excited populace. They gave neither freedom nor 
peace to the French people, but-a despotism arose 
out of the disorder which ensued, beneath which 
liberty was crushed, and the sons of France were 
dragged at the will and to subserve the ambition 
of one man over Europe, drenching it with their 
blood, and leaving mourning in every household 
in France. Let us and our people take warning 
of the danger of giving way to passion, excite- 
ment, and undue partisan feeling in times like 
these.. For the sake of our free system of gov- 
ernment, and that free discussion among the peo- 
ple, and free debate in our legislative bodies, 
without which our institutions and liberties can- 
not long be maintained, let us disregard popular 


clamor and partisan feelings in deciding whether | 


a Representative of the people shall be expelled 
for expressing here inan orderly manner opinions 
upon public questions. Heaven forbid that this 
Government, under whichevery citizen has been 

rotected in his rights and been prosperous and 

appy until this rebellion broke out, should be 
overthrown, as many a thoughtful man begins to 
fear it may be although his hope and prayer is 
that it may not; butif that should. be its fate I 
for one desire to have the consolation of having 
decided every question according to my judgment, 
unbiased by the fear of unpopularity’ on the one 
hend or the hope of clamorous applause on the 
other. , 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone] in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
the President’s message being under considera- 
tion, on an occasion when it was entirely proper 
for him to express his views as to the war, did 
so. The question is, have wea rightto and shall 
he be expelled for doing so? { beg of members 
to recollect that we are not to pass upon the cor- 
rectness of his opinions, or whether we deem 

‘them wise or patriotic. Asa Representative, and 
honestly entertaining them, had he not a right to 
express them here? Had he not a right to try 
to convince his fellow-members that his views 
were correct and that they were wrong? If not, 
then this is not a deliberative body, and debate 
here is a farce; no opinions can be expressed 
and maintained here unless they are in accord- 
ance with the views of the majority. A Repre- 
sentative believes the policy which the majority 
ig pursuing is destructive of the best interests of 
the people, that it will lead to no good result, and 
here in the council of the nation, where it is his 
rightand duty to speak, he proposes and advocates 
a different policy: Conceding that he is wrong, 
should he be expelled? Has a majority or two 
thirds of this House a right to expel him because 
they think his views ¿erroneous or unpatriotic? 
If so, what becomes of the freedom of discussion? 
Where are the rights of minorities here or among 
the people? His erroneous views should be con- 


troverted by arguments, but we have no right by | 
expelling to silence him or to attempt to stifle the | 


voice of his constituents if he speaks their senti- 
ments; and whether he does or not is a question 
between him and them. 

If one citizen or a hundred send to this body a 
respectful petition praying for precisely what the 
member [Mr. Lone] has argued, we are bound 
toreceive it. Ata former period, when the coun- 
try was peaceful and happy, when there seemed 
to be no reason for talking of dissolving this 
Union and no possible contingency to warrant 
agitation for that purpose, petitions by citizens of 
Massachusetts, praying for a dissolution of the 
Union, were sent to Mr. Adams, a Representative 
in this body; he presented them and moveda com- 
mittee for their consideration; and when there was 


an attempt madeto expel or censure him those who 
made it were abached and cowed by the excoria- 
tion which they received as the eloquent old man 
vindicated the right of petition in the citizen and 
the right and daty of the Representative to pre- 
sent his petition here. If a petition to dissolve 
the Union then could be presented, surely it may 
be now; and if the people have a right to present 
a petition they have a right to send a Represent: 
ative here to advocate their views in proper ternis; 
and we have no right to expel him for doing so. 

But without regard to precedents, upon the prin- 
ciples that underlie the Government and which 
must be recognized in thisas a deliberative legis- 
lative body, examine the question. The country 
is engaged in a war to suppressa rebellion. It has 
become a fearful war in the destruction of life and 
property. A Representative of a portion of the 
people who are waging this war, ona suitable oc- 
casion forthe consideration of the question, argues 
to this body that the war should not be further 
prosecuted; that it will not be successful in re- 
storing the Union of the States, and that the in- 
dependence of the insurgents should be acknowl- 
edged, and peace thus secured. We think his 
proposition unwise and unpatriotic. But the ques- 
tion is one of the questions to be decided by this 
House. . Every time we vote supplies to maintain 
the Army we decide in favor of continuing the 
war to put down the rebellion, and try to restore 
and preserve the Union under the Constitution. 
Is the member from Ohio [Mr. Lone] to be ex- 
pelled for differing from the majority, or even for 
differing with every other member on this ques- 
tion which comes properly before us for decision? 
If so, it will occur that in exciting times, in re- 
gard to vital questions of public policy, the Rep- 
resentative who feels bound to advocate unpop- 
ular views will not be overborne by reason and 
argument, but will beexpelled and thus silenced. 
You will have no debate except that which runs 
in the one groove, the majority silencing by mere 
numerical power all who oppose them. I do not 


wish to see such a state of things in this country. 


within or without this House. 

Take, for instance, the last war with Great 
Britain. We wentto war, the whole nation went 
into that war, in the right spirit, saying that we 
would carry it on until Great Britain gave up the 
claim she made of taking our sailors from beneath 
our flag because they were born upon her soil. 
We carried on that war for the purpose of forcing 
her to acknowledge that our flag protected those 
beneath it. We believed, and we had the right 
to believe, that it was due to us to carry on that 
war until our flag should be respected. Yetif a 
man had come into this Hall and advanced the 
argument that we had better let them take our 
sailors from beneath our flag rather than further 
to carry on the war, although such an argument 


| would have been strongly against the popular 


feeling, although the people believed it to be un- 

patriotice and wrong, yet could you expel a man 

for arguing that which he believed to be right? 
During that war | recollect a man by the name 


j of Jeremiah Mason, one of the ablest lawyers sent 


from New England to the Congress then sitting 
inthis Capitol. I read a speech made by him not 
long since, in which he alleged that the then pro- 
posed conscription act was unconstitutional and 
tyrannical; that he believed the people would re- 
sist it, and that they ought to resist it. Yet no- 
body attempted to expel him. It might well have 
been claimed that this language was seditious, 
especially in time of war. T do not refer to these 
illustrations as precisely parallel cases. I merely 
refer to them for the purpose of saying that 
whether this Representative [Mr. Lone] is right 
or wrong, whether we think him patriotic or oth- 
erwise, whether we think him one way or the 
other as to loyalty, the question is, and the only 
question before us is, can we expel a member 
here because he believes acertain policy wise and 
gets up in this Hall and advocates it? 

Mr. Speaker, if that shall come to be the rule 
of action in representative bodies like this, then, 
believe me, the reign of faction, clamor, and dis- 
order will follow. Not thatsuch isthe intention, 
or that such will be the immediate result, but we 
shall have stricken down that honest and fearless 
discussion which isthe lifeof liberty. Why, sir, 
if the members of this House are to be intimi- 
dated for advocating a course of policy which they 
believe to be right, from fear of expulsion or from 


‘in debate. | Although ‘he may express what l-b 


this body, then the min 
will have surrendered all their rights, or, 1 
do not, there will be siothing but efforts x 
them. I bélieve it should-be a very remirka 
case to justify us in passing censure ‘upon à 
gentleman occupying a seat upon this floor, sent 
from any constituency within a loyal State, fo 

words decorously spoken expressing his opinion 


Heve to be wrong, what I believe to be most un: 
patriotic, what I believe to be against the bestin 
terests of the Government, and contrary ‘to our 
duty as Representatives, 1 would not censuré him 
for the expression of such. opinion. TI would 
rather bear the evil which may result from the ex 
pression of improper sentiments, than to inaugu: 
rate heré the principle that because two thirds of 
us differ with a Representative we will drive him 
out of the Hall, instead of arguing and voting him 
down. That is not the theory or practice which 
I have supposed wise to inaugurate under our 
Government. I have supposed that as long as 
members were debating subjects under consider- 
ation, no matter what views they might express 
asto the policy of the Government, it was not 
wise or right for us to censure or expel them for 
the expression of erroneous or improper opinions, 

The Constitution declares that tt Congress shall 
make no law abridging the freedom of spéech or 
of the press.” If the opinions of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Lone] can be expressed or dis- 
cussed anywhere in the country, they certainly 
may be here. Can werightfully prohibit the people 
at home, far away from the Army, where they 
cannot create any special injury, from express- 
ing the opinions expressed here by him? Cer- 
tainly not. Upon what principle then can we 
expel him foruttering them here? Thisis the body, 
to decide upon questions of peace or war, upon 
all questions of public policy; and is‘a Represent- 
ative to be expelled or punished by a resolution 
of censure for expressing his opinions on these 
subjects? Mr. Lincoln himself said there must 
be an end of all wars; that we could not fight al- 
ways. 1l trust the time will never come when we 
must surrender the hope of restoring and preserv- 
ing this Union. But unless we shall beable to 
bring this war to a successful close within areas 
sonable time, no man doubts that the question of. 
having peace upon other terms than the restora> 
tion of the Union under the Constitution will have 
to be discussed and decided. I hope that by suc- 
cess in the field and wisdom in our councils such 
a question will-be avoided; that we shall succeed 
inreéstablishing the authority of the Constitution 
and bring those in rebellion under its authority, 
But I do not believe it will tend to that result to 
expel a member for holding a different opinion 
from ourselves. I do not think we shall restore 
the Union by occupying the time of the House 
in turning Representatives of the people out of 
this Hall for opinions expressed on a subject 
under debate. 

Mr. DAVIS, ofMaryland. Mr. Speaker, since 
a disposition has been manifested to avoid the 
question before the House, | desire to call your 
attention to that question before I follow the gen- 
tlemen on the other side in the rather irrelevant 
discussion in which they have indulged. Itis 
not whether in the House of Representatives of 
the United States of America freedom of opinion 
is secured by law, nor whether the freedom of 
speech and of the press is the constitutional right 
of the American citizen, but whether the gentle+ 
man who delivered the speech now in question 
isa fit and worthy member of this House; not- 
whether, out of doors, in his private capacity, he 
would be entitled to eittertain and asan individual 
to express the opinions which he has uttered here, 
but whether as a legislator charged to protect the 
interests of the people, sworn to maintain the Con- 
stitution of the United States, he has not avowed 
a purpose inconsistent with those duties, a reso- 
lution not to maintain but to destroy; a determine 
ation not to defend but to yield up undefended, 
to the enemies of the Ur ited States what he was 
sent here to protect. ‘That is the question, and 
that is the only question which has not been dis- 
cussed by the defenders of the genldeman from 
Ohio. 

They tell #s words cannot be the subject of ani- 
madversion under the. rules of this House, nor 
under the Constitution ofthe United States! What 
becomes of the resolution declaring the member 
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from Maryland [Mr. Harris] to be ap unworiby: 
member of this House, adopted by their votes on 
Saturday? What becomes .of the solemn adjudi- 
cation. back as: 1842, when a majority of 
this House asserted the right to, censure: Joshua. 
R: Giddings, not forintroducing. à petition to dis- 
solve the Union, but for. offering resolutions for 
the. consideration of this House declaring: that 
the mutineers of the Creole were -not responsible 
for any. criminal act under the Jaws of the United 
-interpreted by the. resolution..of censure 
a justification of mutiny and murder? .- 
It isthe judgment ofthis House, and therefore 
necessary to be arguéd by me, that words may 
prove.-criminality, when. they reveal a. criminal 
putpose; and, if they: are sufficiently. criminal, 
that they may be visited first by censure, and, if 
they judge it only an. adequate punishment, by 
expulsion fram the House. Í do not envy the 
gentlemen, wlio refused to expel the gentleman 
trom Maryland ‘for language uttered in the pres- 
ence ofus all, which they immediately after voted 
to declare tended and was designed to give aid 
and encouragement to the public enemics of the 
nation, and therefore he was an unworthy mem- 
ber of the House. Sir, it would seem to have 
been the logical conclusion that if he is an un- 
worthy member. of the House he ought not tobe 
suffered to.remain in it, and that gentlemen who 
go thought would have so said on the first vote for 
expulsion. How gentlemen will reconcile that 
glaring inconsistency to their constituents, how 
they who have declared the gentleman from Mary- 
land an unworthy member but that he should re- 
main a member, who asserted the right to punish 
by. inflicting punishment but refused the only 
adequate penalty for the offense of which they 
voted him guilty, will justify themselves in the 
face of their own votes, it is hi them to consider. 
It would be crue) to aggravate their embarrass- 
ments by any observations, Ab hac scabie tene- 
anus unguis. ` ; 
., But it remains conceded by the votes of our op- 
ponents that ia spite of the Constitution of the 
. United States, in spite of the conceded freedom 
of opinion, in spite of the conceded freedom of 
speech, words are and may be here, not out of 
doors, but here in this House, bere upon a sub- 
ject before the House for consideration, here where 
every body bas the right to express his views upon 
every measure before the [louse, words are and 
have been adjudged by the votes of our opponents 
to be crimiual, may be punished, and have been 
punished within two days. 

The measure of judgment is a matter of discre- 
tions The Constitution says that with the con- 
sent of two thirds either House may expel a mom- 
ber, and that means noteapriciously but for some 
Wrong, for misconduct, for acts, for words, for 
purposes, for avowals Inconsistent with his duty 
ov this floor, tending to show that he is nota safe 
depositary of the great powers of a Representa- 
tive; and the only constitutional criterion of what. 
is and what is not adequate. cause of expulsion is 
the Judgment of two thirds of this House. 

H that be so, the only further question we have 
to ask is, whether the gentleman from Obio, re- 
spectable as he is in his private relations, respect- 
able as has been his conduct in this House, hon- 
estly as his convietions may be entertained, has 
not placed himself beyond the pale of that pro- 
tection which this House accords to freedom of 
speech, not by speaking as he ought not to have 
spoken, but by avowing himself in favor of the 
destruction of the nation. 

Now, whatis the charge azainst him? That 
Kis judgment is that there are but two alterna- 
lives: one, the extermination of the enemies of 
the United States, and the other the destruction 
of the United States itself, which he puts in 
the form of a recognition of the southern. States 
asan independentGovernment. And not resting 
on that mere declaration of opinion, and the al- 
ternative resting in his own mind, he goes further 
and says that of the two he preferred the latter. 
That means, ‘I, here, a Representative, charged 
and sworn to the exteut of my whole inflaence in- 

the legislation of this House to protect and main- | 
tain the integrity of the nation, bhava come to the 
conclusion, in the midst of a great war, when the 
existence ofthe nation isat stake, that, ratherthan | 
exterminate the enemics of the nation, | will ex- 
terminate the nation.” He proclaims himself the 
friend of the enemies of the nation, aud an enemy 


himself of the United States. _He-avows it his 
purpose to destroy it..at.the first opportunity, to 
the extentof his vote. The rebel chiefs proclaim 
independence. or. eXtermination the only. alterna- 
tives.. The gentleman from Ohio declares exterm- 
ination or independence the only alternatives. 
The rebel.chiefs prefer the recognition of their 
independence to their extermination... The gen- 
tleman from Ohio. avows himself for recognition. 
and against extermination; and recognition. of the 
southern confederacy. means the dissolution. of 
the United States. ‘The Constitution proclaims 
the perpetuity of the Union; and that Constitu- 
tion recognizes no dissolution, no end ofits exist- 
ence. Sworn to maintain that Constitution, he 
now says: ‘In violation of a solemn- oath, in 
spite of the duty I am sent here to discharge, 
rather than maintain it to the extent of extermin- 
ating its enemies, I will destroy it.” 

Now, that is the case stated in plain language. 
It has not been stated here before to-day. And 
the question which we are bound as gentlemen 
and as legislators to determine is, whether a gen- 
tleman, acknowledged to be respectable, believed 
to be sincere, entertaining and avowing purposes 
which do not differ from those of the chief of the 
rebel confederacy, or of the men in armed array 
beyond the Potomac bent on ejecting us from this 
Hall, is the fit companion of gentlemen here, a 
fit depositary of his constituents’ vote,a safe per- 
son to be intrusted here with the secrets of the 
United States, a worthy guardian of the existence 
of the Republic, Are we tobe seriously told that 
the freedom of speech screensa traitor because he 
puts his tressonable purposes in words? Does 
the Constitution secure the right of our avowed 
enemies to vote in this Hali? May a manimpu- 
dently declare that his purpose here is so to vote 
as to promote the success of the rebellion, to em- 
barrass and paralyze the Government in its sup- 
pression, to secure its triumph and our overthrow, 
to bring the armed enemy to Washington, or ar- 
rest our Army lest it exterminate that enemy? 
Then why do not the congress at Richmond ad- 
journ to Washington, push us from our stools, 
and by parliamentary tactics, under the Consti- 
tution, arrest the wheels of Government? You 
could notexpel them! Sir, thatpicture is history, 
recent history. {n 1860 that side of the House 
swarmed with the avowed enemies of the Repub- 
lic. One after one, as their stars dropped trom 
the firmamentof the Union, they went out; some 
with tears in their eyes over the miseries they 
were about to inflict; some of them with exulta- 
tion over the coming calamities; some of them 
with contemptuous lectures to the members in the 
Hall; some stayed behind to do the traitor’s busi- 
ness in the disguise of honest legislators in both 
Houses as long as they dared. One disgraced the 
Senate for one long session after armed men were 
soaking their native soil with their blood, and 
now he is in the ranks of our enemies. 

Are we to be told that gentemen, entertaining 
not these opinions but these purposes, resolved 
to the extent of their power to paralyze the Gov- 
ernment, and only limited in what they can do by 
what it may be safe to do, must be allowed uot 


| merely to be members of the House, but to rise and 


insolently fling in our faces the avowal of their 
enmity, and invoke the Constitution of the United 
States in order that they may stab itto the heart? 
Shall men rise here and be allawed to express, 
whether in one form of phrascology or another, 
as may best aid the public encory, their desire 
for the triumph of the rebel cause, and that, being 
too tender-hearted to wish that the enemies of the 
United States may be exterminated, they prefer 
our ruin? And is it to be said that that comes 
within the broad shicld of the freedom of public 
opinion, the rightof debate, the freedom of speech? 
Why, sit, itis pot opinion that we complain of. 
lt is not liberty of speech that we wish to restrict. 


On the contrary, I thank the gentleman [Mr.. 


Lone] for his speech, for it revealed an enemy, 
and anu avowed is more respectable than a con- 
cealed foe, He is more frank than the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Ferxanpo Woop,] 
who, with similar sentiments, concealsthem. He 
is more manly than that gentieman from New 
York, whoon Saturday rose before the Fouse with 
a paper in his hand, declaring it to be the identical 
sheet from which the gentleman from Ohio read, 


read it flauntingly in the face of the House, and 
declared. that he concurred in every word of it, 
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from Ohio is called in question. 


i 


and that if the House expelled the gentleman from 
Ohio it-must-expel him also, but to-day, fright= 
ened bythe explosion:of the indignation of the 
Honse on the head. of the gentleman from Marys 
land, was- careful to say that he did not at all 
agree with the opinious fer which the geneman 
Commend me; 
sir, to an open adversary; Tean respect the one; 
I cannot have so. much respect for the other. H 
is not for the freedom of the avowal, it is the 
entertaining the. judgment which he does avow; 
itis not that- he violated the orders of the House; * 
it is because he violatesthelaw of the country for 
his purpose to destroy it, that the gentleman from 
Ohio is arraigned. We do not punish him by 
saying what he did, we punish him. for: means 
ing what he declares he does mean to do. And 
that is what we are called upon todo by the high 
est considerations of public policy, the plainest 
dictates of patriotic duty. Be 

Oh! but we are told that it touches the rights 
of his constituents, Let his constituents have an 
opportunity to pass upon that, after this declara- 
tion of purpose. But we must have mutual con- 
sideration for each other! Why, certainly, sir. 
Bat how far? Is there no end.to patience? Is 
there no avowal showing criminal. intent which 
wisdom requires we should guard against before- 
hand? What do you suppose would be the fate 
ofa man sitting in the capitol at Richmond who 
should arise there and propose to recognize the 
supremacy of the United States?, Do you sup- 
pose that the freedom of debate which gentlemen 
have enjoyed on this floor would have been tol- 
erated, even if desired by anybody? Is it not 
certain that he would have been expelled, if he 
lived Jong enough for the vote of expulsion’ to be 
taken? < Suppose that in the’ French Assembly, 
when the life of France was at stake, as the life 
of this nation is now. at stake, and when heroic 
men were struggling to maintain it, some one had 
arisen and proposed to call back the Bourbons, 
and place the reins of Government in their hands - . 
—how long would he have remained a member 
of that body? Suppose. that the day before the 
battle of Culloden, or the day after the battle of 
Preston Pans, some Jacobite had arisen in the 
‘House of Commons of England and declared him- 
self of the opinion that the Pretender could not be 
expelléd without the extermination of the Jacob- 
ites, and that therefore they should place him on 
the throne of England! Do you think the tradi- 
tional liberty of speech in England would have 
saved him from summary expalsion? Do you 
think there is any law in England that could have 
stood between him and, notexpulsion, but death? 
Would not the act have been considered a crime, 
aud the declaration of itin Parliament have been 
considerc but an aggravation of the crime, de= 
manding his expulsion? Would not the vote of 
that body have been instantaneous, and his exe- 
cution swilicr than that vote? 

Are we to be told here that men are to rise in 
this Hall, where the guns of the impending bat- 
tle will echo in our ears, when we only sit here 
because we have one hundred and fifty thousand 
bayonets between usand theenemy; when Wash- 
ington isa great camp, the center of thirty miles 
of fortifications stretching around us for our pro- 
tection; are we to be told that here, within this 
citadel of the nation, an enemy may beckon with 
his hand to the armed foe, assuring him of friends 
within the people’s Hall, at the very center of 
power, and we cannot expel him? 

Sir, let me say to this House that if it were a 
constitutional right so to speak, in my judgment 
this is one of those cases which so far transcends. 
the ordinary rules of law, one of those cases 
which carries us so near to the original right of 
self-defense, one of those cases which appeals so 
directly to the inalienable right of self-protection, 
that without law and in spite of law the safety of 
the people requires his expulsion, and [ would be 
one todo it. Bat sir, i do not think the Consti- 
tution does confer the right soto speak. I think 
we are within the limits of written law which the 
wisdom of our forefathers gave us with which to 
protect ourselves in every emergency, and this’ 
among others. And the only question is whether 
the patriotism of this House goes to the extent 
of two thirds of its members to rid it of the pres- 
ence of an avowed publicenemy. That, and that 


| alone, is the question. 


But, Mr. Speaker, we are told that this is a 
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question of opinion. Tt may be such. If it be, 
it is one of those questions of opinion that no- 
body in this country has a right to be on more 
than one side of. On one side is patriotism, duty, 
and an oath. On the other is treason, crime, and 
perjury... Is it our duty for the protection of a 
iman in his opinion to allow him to destroy the. 
nation we are trying to defend? Wheres inthe 
record of nations, do you find an illustration ‘of 


that position? By what examples in history do. 


you defend it? By what precedent of statesman- 
ship? The great name of Chatham has often been 
invoked in this debate, and:his wordsas often mis- 
- quoted. The great name of Chatham is invoked 
and desecrated to cover thisavowal of preference 


for the-enemy over the country. His example is - 


wretchedly misunderstood. Doubtless his voice 
was lifted in warning tones against taxation with- 
out our consent, and still fiercer against war to 
enforce it. His example might be pleaded for 
moderation and respect for the rights of our south- 
ern fellow-citizens; but they have not been vio- 
lated. But never, never to sanction a divis- 
ion of the Republic. Elis example is the bitter- 
est reproach to those who claim its protection, 
After years of war unjustly begun and weakl 

waged, when exhausted England sank before the 
combined arms of America and France, and the 
Duke of Richmond rose in the House of Lords 
to move for peace with America, the patriotic soul 
of Chatham was stirred within him at the thought 
of the humiliation and division of that empire 
“whose limits he had expanded and whose name 
he had decorated; and, frail and dying, his legs 
swathed in flannel, his crutch in his hand, he was 
borne to the House of Lords in the arms of his 
great son to lift his last voice in exccration of the 
‘folly which had brought England to such humil- 
iation, and to enter his dying protest against the 
‘recognition of American independence, already 
secured in fact by the sword. Fis English heart 
had no fear of exterminating the enemies of Eng- 
land iv the holy work of maintaining the integrity 
of her empire. Sir, accept the example, and f 
commend it to the consideration of the patriotic 
gentlemen on the other side of the House. I beg 
them to read a little farther than they seem to 
have,done, the history of this English statesman. 
Freedom of opinion! Surely, sir, opinion is the 
life of our nation. It is the measure of every 
right, the guarantec of every privilege, the pro- 
tection of every blessing. It is opinion which 
creates our rulers. Tt is opinion that.nerves or 
palsies theirarms. Itis opinion which casts down 
the proud and elevates the humble. Its fluctua- 
tions are the rise and fall of parties; its currents 
hear the nation on to prosperity or ruin. Its free 
play is the condition of its purity. His like the 


ocean, whose tides rise and fall day by day atthe | 
fickle bidding of the moon; yetitis the great scien-" 


tific level from which every heightis measured — 
the horizon to which astronomers refer the mo- 
tion of the stars, But, like the ocean, ithas depths 
whose eternal stillness is the condition of its sta- 
bility. Those depths of opinion are not free, and 
it ig they that are touched by the words which 
have so moved the House. Men must not com- 
mit treason and say its guilt is matter of opinion 
and its punishment a violation of its freedom. 
Men cannotswear to maintain the integrity of the 


nation ahd avow their intention to destroy it, and | 


cover that double crime by the freedom of speech. 
That is to break up the fountains of the great 


deep on which all Government is borne, and to } 


pour its flood in revolutionary ruin over the land. 


fo punish that is nota violation of the freedom | 
It is to protect its | 
normal ebb and flow, its free and healthy fluctu- | 
ations, that we desire to relieve it fromthe oppro- | 
brium of being confounded with the declarations | 


of opinion or its expression. 


of treasonable purposes here in the high and sol- 
emn assemblage of the Union. 
The free expression of opinion! 


those now arraigned, can extenuate their guilt or 


shield their author from the indignation of the | 
ifhe | 


House. Their guilt is not his innocence. 
imitated their guiit, let him fullow their repent- 
ance, 


icated to indurating his error and accomplishing 


[am at a |) 
loss to know how the opinions of Abraham Lin- | 
coln, or Horace Greeley, or Wendell Phillips, or | 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Scuuncx,] or Mr. | 
Chase, if truly quoted, and equally criminal with | 


The time which they have devoted to | 
atoning for error by patriotic services he has ded- : 


i 


his unpatriotic purposes.. But i am not ¢én- 


-cerned to vindicate in therm what È condemn in 


him. Í execrate the avowal equally in every 
mouth; and if their guilt is- beyond my jadg- 


“tent that of the gentleman from Ohio is fot: ` 


Tecan well understand how such examples may 
serve to vindicate the Democratic- party or to de- 


‘lude‘an ill-informed: crowd and teach them that 
-treason is error of opinion and not a crime; ‘but 


they. cannot be successfully urged’ here before the 
gentlemen of the House of Representatives’ to 


can- it vindicate the Democratic party from. the 
charge of more sympathy with the enemies of the 
country:than with the country itself. The péo- 
ple will laugh at this attempt to impeach thé Toy- 
alty of the friends of the Administration. They 
will see in this zealous defense of the gentleman 
from Ohio only another proof of Democratic sym- 
pathy with his views and purposes, hitherto in- 
variably manifested wherever they have been in 
power, Where have they had power that they 
have not exhibited their sympathy with the en- 
emies of the Republic? Ladmit there are honor- 
ableexceptions. Tadmitthere are cases of honest 
delusion. 
scioussympathy. Fcannot doubt the prevalence 
of acriminal interest in the triumplrof the rebels. 
I shall not discriminate one from the other, I 
speak of the party and its conduct. Where, since 
the war broke out, from the time that James Bu- 
chanan disgraced the American name by his mes- 
sage declaring, as gentlemen on that side of the 
House declare now, this war is waged in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, there is no power to 
coerce a sovercign State, down to this day, is there 
a Democratic Governor or Legislature which, 
until warned by the indignant voice of the peo- 
ple, has not tried to embarrass and discredit the 
Government and to give aid and encouragement 
to its enemies ? 

The disavowals of individuals cannot extenu- 
ate the conduct of Legislatures and Governors. 
The prudence or cunning of caucuses or Congress- 
men, since the chastisement of 1863, cannot make 
the people forget the conduct which provoked it. 
Will they ever forget the Legislature of Indiana 
and its votes on the resolutions for armistice and 

eace, which swarmed before it; or the Legis- 
ature of Illinois and the bill to strip the Gov- 
ernor of his just military authority; and the res- 
olutions for an armistice and a ‘convention at 
Louisville of western and rebel States, to dictate 
terms to the United States, actually adopted, I 
think, by one House; or the New Jersey Legis- 
lature, which sent Wall of Fort Warren to the 
United States Senate, and was ready to adopt 
peace resolutions, but for an accidental adjourn- 
ment which enabled the members to gather the 
whisperings of their indignant constituents ? How 
have they expressed their sympathies on the side 
of the United States, unless by attempting to 


| array the State authorities against the United 


States, to excite the prejudices of the people against 
the necessary suspension of the habeas corpus, to 
represent the assertion of the supremacy of the 
United States courts and officers inthe enforce- 
ment of United States laws as invasions of the 
rights of the States? What Democratin Pennsyl- 
vania did not vote for Woodward?) What Dem- 
ocrat in New York did not vote for Horatio Sey- 
mour? What Democratin Connecticut did not 
vote for Seymour of Connecticut? What Dem- 
ocratin Ohio did- not vote for Vallandigham? It 
is vain to attempt to conceal it. The history of 
that party during the war proves the declaration 
made on this floor that there is no such thing as 
a Democratic party for the war. There is the 
greatest variety of judgment at this time from 
those who, like the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Kennan,] havea love for the Union and fal 
when he comes to vote on it, down to those who, 
like the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Harnis,} 
glory in the failure of the armies of the United 
States to conquer the States in rebellion, 

The gentleman from New York (Mr. Kernan] 
who last spoke, and whose earnest tones all must 
have felt, declared himself ready to do all'in his 
power to suppress the insurrection, and yet failed 
to voae for the conscription bill, the indispensable 
condition to the prosecution of the war. 
the type of the war Democrat! Very earnest in 
vague-gencralitics for the war, equally earnest in 
decrying the policy of the Administration, but, 


I suppose there are cases of uncon- 


-vindicate the gentleman from Ohio; nor even; sir, | 


That is i 


‘case that gentlemen on the other side can present. 


having exhang' 
jes; are sõ ù nany 
themselves away, from part 
etrateđ: with valetudinariat 
judgmentson the Constitution oft 
that their aid is more embarragsi 
positiona i Leer ore 
Mr. W.J. ALLEN: I ask tom 
T want to know what the “gentler 
against the Hlmois Legislature? 
Mr. DAVIS, of ‘Maryland. The 
must pardon me; I'cannot yield now. - 
“Mr. Speaker, if it be said'thata tine ma 
when the question of recogtizing thes 
confederacy will have to be answered, I ad 
and it is answering the strongést and tlie: 


Tadmit it. “When.a, Democrat shall darken the ` 
White House and the land; whén a Democratic 

majority here shall proclaim that freedom ofspeech 

secures impunity to treason and declare recogni- 

tion better thun “extermination of traitors; when 

McClellan and Fitz John Porter shall have again 

brought the rebel armies within sight of Wash- 

ington city and the successor of James Buchanan 

shall withdraw our armies from thé uhconstitu- 

tional invasion of Virginia to the north of thé Po- 

tomac; wherexultant rebels shall sweep over t 
fortifications and: their bomb-shells ‘shall crash 
against the dome of the Capitol; when thousands 
throughout Pensylvania shall seek refuge on the 
shores of Lake Erie from the rebel invasion, 
cheered and welcomed by the opponents of ex- 
termination; when Vallandigham shall be Gov- 
ernor of Ohio, and Bright Governor of Indiana, 
and Woodward Governor of Pennsylvania, and 
Seymour Governor of Connecticut, and Wall be 
Governor of New Jersey, and the gentleman from 
New York city sit in Seymour's seat, and. thus, 
possessed of power over the great center of: the 
country, they shall do what they attempted in 
vain before inthe midst of rebel trrumphs—to, ar- 
ray the authorities of the States against those of 
the United States; to oppose the militia to the 
Army of the United States; to invoke the habeas 
corpus to discharge confined traitors; to deny to 
the Government the benefit of the laws of war, 
lest it exterminate its enemies; when, the Demo- 
crats, as in the fall of 1862, shallagain, with mare 
permanent success, persuade the people of the 
country that the war should not be waged till the 
integrity of the territory of the Union.is restored, 
cost whatit might, but that such a war violates the 
spirit of free institutions, which those who advo» 
cate it wish to overthrow, it should stop, for the 
benefit of the Democratic party, somewhere this 
side of absolute triumph, lest there be no room for 
a compromise; when gentlemen of that party in 
New York shall again, as in November, 1862, 
hold illegal and criminal negotiations with Lord 
Lyons, and avow their purposes to him, the rep- 
resentative ofa foreign and unfriendly Power, and 
urge him to arrange the time of proffering media- 
tion with a view to their possession of power.and 
their preparation of the minds of the people to 
receive suggestions from: abroad; and when me- 
diation shall appear, by the event, to be the first 
step toward foreign intervention, swiftly and 
surely followed by foreign armed enemies upon 
our shores to join the domestic enemies; when 
the war in the cars shall begin, which was men- 
aced at the outbreak of the rebellion, and: the 
friends of Seymour shall make the streets of New 
York run with blood, on the eve of another Get- 
tysburg less damaging to their hopes; when the 
people, exhausted by taxation, weary of sacri- 
fices, drained of blood, betrayed by their rulers, 
deluded by demagogues into believing that peace 
is the way to union and submission the path of 
victory, shall throw down their arms before: the 
advancing foe; when vast chasms across every. 
State shall make apparent to. every eye, when too 
late to remedy it, that division froin the South is 
inauguration of anarchy at the North, ahd that 
peace without union isthe end of the Repablic— 
THEN the independence of the South will bean 
accomplished fact, and gentlemen may, with- 

out treason to the dead Republic, rise in this mi- 
gratory House, wherever it may then bein Amer- 
ica, and declare themselves for recognizing their 
masters at the South rather than exterminating 
them! Until that day, in the name of the Amer- 
ican nation; in the name of every house in the 
land where there is one dead for the holy cause; 


ruin absolute or absolute triumph, that we now 
are what we are; that the banner of the Republic 
“still pointing onward floats proudly in the face of 
the enemy, that vast regions are reduced to obe- 
dience to the laws, and that a great host in armed 
‘arfay now pen with ‘steady step into the dark 
regions of the rebellion. It is only by the earnest 
and abiding resolution of the people that whatever 
shall be our fate, it shall be grand as the Ameri- 
‘can nation, worthy of that, Republic which first 
trod the path of empire and made no. peace but 
“ander the banners of victory, that the American 
people will survive in history. 

‘And that will save us, e shall succeed and 
not fait. [have an abiding confidence in the firm- 
ness, the patience, the endurance of the American 
peoples and, having resolved to stand in history 
‘on the great resolve to accept of nothing but vic- 
‘tory or ruin, victory is ours. And if with such 
heroic resolve we fall, we fall with honor, and 
transmit the name of liberty committed to our 
keeping untarnished, to go down to future gen- 
erations, The historian of our decline and fall, 
contemplating the ruins of the last great Repub- 
lic, and drawing from its fate lessons of wisdom 
on the waywardness of men, shall drop a tear as 
he records with sorrow the vain heroism of that 
people who dedicated and sacrificed themselves 
to the cause of freedom, and by their example will 
Keep alive its worship in the bearts of men till 
Happier generations shall learn to walk in her 

aths: Yes, sir, if we mast fall, let our Jast hours 
e stained by no weakness, If we must fail, 
let us stand smid the crash of the falling Repub- 
Nie and be buried in its ruins, so that history may 
take note that men lived in the middle of the 
Niveteenth century worthy. of a better fate, but 
chastised by God for the sing of their forefathers. 
Let the ruins of the Republic remain to testify to 
the latest gencrations our greatness and our hero- 
ism.” And let Liberty, crownless and childless, 
sit upon these ruins, crying aloud in a sad wail 
to the nations of the world, “I nursed and brought 
up children, and they have rebelled against me.” 
{Great applause on the floor and in the galleries.] 

Mr. FINCK obtained the floor, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the 
fentleman yield to me for a motion to adjourn? 
“ No, never! never!’ from the Democratic side 

of the ince 

Mr. FINCK, I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Mlinois, (atten o’clock, 
p.m.) L move that the House do now adjourn, 

Mr. SCHENCK. {hope the House will not 
adjourn, 

Mr. COLFAX. Lhope not. T hope that the 
motion to adjourn will be voted down. 

The question was taken; and there were, on a 
division—-ayés 49, noes 74. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. FINCK. Mr. Speaker, it is not my pur- 
pose to detain the House very long. But there 
are some questions to which I wish to direct the 
attention of the House and of thecountry. Ido 
not regard the question of this resolution as in- 
volving the approbation or disapprobation, by the 
House, of the positions assumed and discussed by 
my colleague. (Mr. Lowe.) It is altogether a 


' 


different and distinct quest 
-not myself; Mr: Speaker, concur, as | undérstand | 
my colleague, in all the views and positions as- 


on, fiom, that. Ido 


sumed and-expressed by him last Friday. «lam 
to-day, as 1 have been: from the beginning, op- 
posed to secession. - I donot believe thatany such 
right.exists..under our form of Government. I 
am to-day, aa I have been from the commence- 


so-called confederate States. I hold. to-day, as 1 
have held from the beginning—in direct conflict 
with the distinguished: gentleman from Perinsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Srevens]—that these. confederate 
States are not outside the Union, and do not con- 
stitute a distinct and foreign nation, f 
My colleague from the second district, ina man- 
ly, open, frank, and candid manner, stated distinct- 
ly to the House and to the country, that he but ex- 
pressed his own viewsand opinions when he spoke 
tothis House. I believe, sir, ] know, that my own 
constituents are opposed to secession, or to a rec- 
ognition of the so-called confederate States. I be- 
lieve that the Democracy of the great Northwest, 


| and the great Democratic party of the country, 


are not to-day, and have not been from the be- 
ginning, in favor of the recognition of the con- 
federate States. And although I believe that this 
unfortunate war could have been avoided by fair, 
just, and honorable compromises between the two 
sections of the country; that the only obstacle 
which prevented that compromise came from the 
Republican. members of Congress; and that to 
them is to be charged the defeat of the compro- 
mises offered by the lamented statesman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Crittenden,) yet, sir, great 
armies are in the field; they now confront each 
other, and we are on the eve of terrible battles, 
and I trust that whenever these battles do take 
place, the armies of the North shall be successful, 
and that the old flag may be carried in victory 
wherever it goes. But, sir, candor and frankness 
require me to state, that Ido not believe—and J 
declare it before Heaven and the country—that 
force alone can preserve the Union or restore 
those States; that to the sword must be added 
conciliation—to the sword must be added prudent 
and wise statesmanship, alas!such statesmanship 
as has not yet been exhibited by this Adminis- 
tration. ‘The people of this country require the 
inauguration ofa system of conciliation by which 
both peace and the Union may be restored, 

Sir, I have stated that the question under de- 
bate is not the question as Í understood it to have 
been stated by my colleague from the nineteenth 
district the other day, [Mr. Ganrrexp,] that those 
who vote against the resolution for expulsion 
vote to indorse the views and sentiments ex- 
pressed by my colleaguc, [Mr. Lone.] That is 
too narrow and restricted a position to be assumed 
on this resolution. 
question far below its true dignity and signifi- 
cance. It involves considerations very different 
from that.’ Itinvolves a principle, Mr. Speaker, 
which lies at the very base of our institutions. 
Itis a question whether the people’s representa- 
tives in this Hall have the right to discuss, un- 
trammeled, all the public measures that are the 
subject of legitimate discussion. ‘Thatisit, noth- 
ing less,enothing more. 

Are we to be told, Mr. Speaker, that the grave 
questions of peace and war cannot be discussed 
here? What questions, Lask, are of greater im- 


“ment of. this unfortunate difficulty, opposed. to |, 
an acknowledgment of the independence of the 


his view would sink tbe | 


nortanee to the people than questions of peace j 
I I 


and war? Thereis nothing which so deeply affects 


a Governmentas the questions of peace or war,and | 


especially in this Louse where we are called upon 
day after day to vate upon questions relating to 
this war and to the nolicy of the Administration, is 
it most important that the broadest liberty and 
freedom of debate should be awarded to every 
member upon this floor, 

Mr. Speaker, the day when this great right of 
the people shall be stricken down in this Hall will 
be one of the saddest days in American history. 
Why, sir, there is something most strange in the 
conduet of gentlemen upon the other side of the 
House in relation to this question. On last Fri- 
day, when my colleague [Mr. Lone} was pro- 
ceeding with his speech, the hour expired,and by 
unanimous consent be was allowed to go on and 
conclude his remarks; and who, I ask you,made 
the motion toextendthe time? Why, the distin- 
guished gentleman from the Galena districtof Hl- 


‘nois, (Mr. Wasupurne:] Thatgentleman sprung 


to his feet to ask. that the time: of my colleague 
might be extended.” ` ae 
- And, sir, the country ought to know another 
fact which occurred within. this Hall, while these 
outbursts of patriotism have been uttered. and 
sent. abroad from the other side of the House 
while they have been. boiling over with patrioue 
indignation at what they are pleased to designate 
as the treasonable sentiments uttered by my col- 
Jeague. I find that théy have been most liberal in 
their subscriptions for that speech. One of my 
colleagues on that side [Mr. AsHLey] has sub- 
scribed for five hundred copies. ‘Ihe distin- 
guished gentleman on: the Military Commitite 
{Mr. Garriztp] subscribed for one hundred cop» 
ies. Js not that most strange and: inconsistent? 


Well, Mr. Speaker, I have-an idea of this kind 


—a little secret—which I think I will speak to the 
House and tothe country. Lrather suspect that, 
mixed up with all this patriotic Fourth of July dee- 
lamation on the other side of the. House, there is 
an undercurrent of partisan. feeling and purpose. 
Do not you think so, sir? Why, sir, when my 


colleague from the nineteenth district [Mr. Gak- . 


FIELD} arose and called for a white flag to be 
brought down the aisle agd placed between him- 
self and my colleague from the second district, I 
did not know but that some grand tragedy was 
about to be enacted. | thought so when he quoted 
Milton’s Paradise Lost; but when I learned he 
had subscribed so liberally for that speech, my 
apprehensions of a tragedy vanished. 

f that speech gives aid and comfort to the en- 
emy, why do gentlemen on the other side of the 
House give so much aid and comfort to the speech? 
l want the country to know and understand these 
facts, 

Well, sir, I want the country to know another 
thing, During the last Congress, on the 27th day 
of January, 1863, while armies were confronting 
each other, maintaining about the same relative 
position as now, our brothers, our sons, our 
friends were in the Army of the North, and I be- 
lieve the opposing army was then nearer the cap- 
ital than it is to-day, and what was the scene 
which was then witnessed in this House? A gen- 
tleman upon the other side of the House rose in his 
place and proposed to stop the war at once and 
to ‘recognize the independence of the confederate 
States. Was there any indignation upon the 
other side of the House on that occasion? Yet 
upon that day, as I have said, a member-of this 
body on that side of the House proposed delib- 
erately that this war should terminate at once, 
and that the President should be authorized at 
once to open negotiations with the confederates 
for the purpose of their recognition, Where is 
the evidence of the outburst.of patriotic indigna 
tion on that occasion? It is perhaps a calamity: 
that the distinguished gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Davis] was not bere then to have poured out 
his denunciations upon the gentleman who made 
that proposition, 1 wonder, lam surprised, why 
some patriotic gentleman on the other side did not 
arise in his place and ask for the immediate ex« 
pulsion of the gentleman from Kansas, (Mr. Con- 
way.) Why, sir, were not these speeches—par- 
tsan speeches, unworthy of a deliberative assem- 
bly—made then? Now, what did Mr. Conway 
say and propose in thatspeech of the 27th of Jan- 
uary, 1863. I beg the attention of the House whilé 
I quote from that speech. He saya: 

& Nevertheless TL cannot refrain from expressing my in- 
dividual opinion that the true policy of the North js to term- 
inate this warat once. The longer its continuance the worse 
our situation becomes. Let the two Houses of Congress 
adopt the following resolutions: 

t Resolved bythe Senate and House of Representatives, Se. 
That the Exceutive be, and he is hereby, requested to issug 
a general order to ali cominanders of forces in the several 
military departments of the United States to discontinue 
offensive operations against the enemy, and to act for tiie 
future entirely on the defensive. j 

“ Resolved, That the Executive be, and he is hereby, 
further requested to enter Into negotiations with the au- 
thortties of the confederate States with reference toa cs- 
sation of hostilities based on the following propositions: 
1. Recognition of the independence. of the confederate 
States. 2. A uniform system of duties upon imports, 3, 
Free trade hetween the two States. 4. Free navigationof 
the Mississippi river. 5. Mutual adoption of the Monroe 
doctrine.” 

There, sir, is a direct proposition for the recog- 
nition of ihe independence of the confederate 
States. Where, let me ask, were the gentlemen 


then with their resolutions of expulsion? Is itnot- 


most strange, Mr. Speaker, thata year ago, while 
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opposiag armies were in the field, while the rebel 
forces were nearer Washington than they are to- 
Gay, a gentleman ceeld rise on that side of the 
House aud makea proposition stronger than that 
ef my colleague from the second district, [Mr. 
Loxe,] and there was no outpouring of virtuous 
indignation against him? Where is your record 


of expulsion? Where is your record of censure? 

But Mr. Conway, abolitionist as he was, had 
the maniiness to sayin that speech that the Dem- 
ocratic party was opposed to the recognition of 


Let 
He says: 
“The Democrats will not, of course, listen to separation 
for an instant. Such a suggestion, in their eyes now, is 
son, à proposition to dissolve the Union, for which one 
it to be banged. 

Chey expect the question whether the Union shall be 
restored by force or con promise to be submited tothe peo- 
ple in the next election, and upon that to carry the eoun- 
try, ‘Their plan is to oppose the Administration simply on 
its anti-slavery policy. They put in issue the confiscation 
act, the Missouri emancipation act, and the Presidents 
Proclamation ot emancipation. ‘hese measures they pro- 
nounee unconstitutional, deny their validity, and every- 
thing done or to be doue in pursuance of them. in addi- 
tion ta this they attack the Administration on account of 
its suspension of the writ of habeas corpus, false imprison- 
ment, corrupuon, tinducHity, &e., and a thousand other in- 
eidents, Bat on the war and the integrity of the Union 
they are Hike adamant itself. They elaim to favor the war 
for the sake of the Union, but to be for compromise rather 
thau war, "Phey say very truthfully that tie Repubticaus 
have tried foree for two years, and exhausted the country, 
and upon this claim the adoption of their method as all that 
is Jett to be done.” 


I tell you, sir, the country, after the exhibi- 
tion which we have in this House to-day, will de- 
mand an answer to the question, why did you not 
censure or expel Mr. Conway? ‘The gentleman 
from tndiana, (Mr. Cotrax,] who presides over 
this Klouse with so much ability, and who moved 
the pending resolution of expulsion, was a mem- 
ber of this body when the resolutions which į 
have read were proposed. Why did he not move 
a vote of expulsion or censure on that occasion? 
Does it so happen that the present indignation 
has been aroused because my colleague from the 
second district does not belong to the party rep- 
resented on the other side of the House? I say 
to you, Mr. Speaker, that the people of the United 
States are in favor of “ fairplay,” and they will 
understand this matter. If an abolitionist can 
make a proposition of recognition, and norebuke 
is visited upon him by the other side of the House, 
Fask why a man not claiming to belong to that 
side may noton hisown individual responsibility 
make the same proposition? 1 declare itas my 
deliberate opinion and conviction that no man who 
was in this Fouse one year ago and heard the 
speech and propositions of Mr. Conway, and did 
notvote to censure orexpel him, can now vote for 
the pondingresolution without sooner or Jater be- 


the independence of the confederate States, 
me quate further from that speech. 


ing visited with the withering indignation of a fair | 


and candid publie opinion. We may as well un- 
derstand at once whether this is really the House 
of Representatives of the American Congress. Í 
wish it distinctly understood, so far as Lam con- 
cerned, humb 
claim to be youreguals on this floor, nothing more 
and nothing less; and if we have the manhood 


aboutus to representourconstituentsas weshould, | 
we will never yield up that privilege or surrender | 


any of our rights. Is it, sir, because you happen 
to have a majority on this floor that we are to be 
denounced ? 
stand from the remarks of gentlemen on the other 
side of the House, that the interests of the country 


ke 


| voive of a free peop 


e, inexperienced as Í am, that we | 


is it true, as we are led to under- j 


was opposed to a dissolution. But he need not 
have announced that fact. The Democratic party 
is as old as the Government itself, and itis a party 
which hag at all times stood by the Constitution 
and the Union of the States. But, Mr. Speaker, 
that I may exhibit to you the freedom of debate 
which is allowed in one of the highest deliberative 
assemblies on the face of the earth, I ask the 
Clerk to read what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Tf it become evident that the friends of slavery are 
strong enough in this country to resist all reasonable efforts 
to subdue them, F shakll act upon it. Lam not prepared to 
ruin the country in a vain effort todo what cannot be done. 
Shall this war goon forever? Is this common cry of ‘the 
last man and the last dolar? poetry, patriotism, or bragga- 
docio? Should the war go on until the public debt equals 
the entire wealth of the country? Should the whole cap- 
ital of the people be forced into Federal securities, and these 
securities wade the basis ofan irredeemable paper circula- 
tion? Should it go on until misery broods over the whole 
land; until the civil authorities shall become impotent, and 
all rights of person and property stand at the merey of mil- 
itary power? Should it go on until the members of the 
Senate and House of Representatives shall owe their places 
here to the bayonet instead of the baHot-box; until they 
become as contemptible as the Rump Parliament that so 
long enacted the bidding of military usurpation to the over- 
throw of the English constitution, to be ually expelled 
trom place by the power they had so basel) Should 
it go on antil corruption aid fraud, the necessary concom- 


itents of civil war, shail have crept into high places and put 


on the garb of patriotism; until officers become so numer- 
ous that official patronage nay quarter one half of the peo- 
ple upon the other balf, and give them the meaus of per- 
petuating their own power? Should it continue until, 
exbausted, the nation wonld welcome the coming of a 
Cromwell ora Bonaparte, nnti provost marshals wirhonil- 
itary police shall be stationed at every v mwin the north 
ern States, displacing the civil authority, issuing orders for 
governing people heretofore supposed to be able to gov- 
ern themselves, teaching how God shall be worshiped, 
preseribing new and strange offenses, and punish tbem 
by courts-prartial? Should it continue neti Gaaucial ruin 


brings misery, and miscry rushes inty anarchy, when no | 


hope but despotism is tef 

« Mr. President. a tew years more of civil war, and the 
outlines of this picture will be anot be other- 
Itis the nee ry resultot strii Peace 
s Will spring up 3 the war party nounet them 
as traitors; the pubiteation of newspapers will be sup- 
pressed, and ‘recdomofspeech denied; mobs will retaliate; 
the biuuders a he corruptions of the war party will 
tend to strengthen the convictions of the peace party; the 
period being one of violence cach party appeals to violence 
ke one to hold, the other to obtain power; the batlot-hox 
mes amoekery, a cheat; instead 
it speaks the 


e ol 


ubdued k 


base subs n 
e Npehis history. ms 
and friiftiesthat wove this web of history for other Party 


may think so. ise have driven 
10 enjoyment of liberty to the pro- 
‘To prevent this stare of thi: 
than another, for 
When the Ro- 
nies of Hanni- 
d bis de 


pride, blinded vanity 
many vations from 

foundest depths of tyranny. 
we are all interesti one party pot mi 
When it comes all parties will suffer alike. 

man legions had subdued Carthage, the ene 
bal, who in party blindness 
sbared the same fate with bi ty revenge m 
be satisfied when political enemies come to 
is no compensation fora ruined country. 
cones we are overwhelmed alike, "Phe Gir 
Jacobin followed each other in rapid succes 
tine. The Re st and the Republican, the Pre 
and the Lev aered alike when party divis 
ficed the biessings of the Revolution, and iblished a dvs- 
potis 
proposed. 

t in this moment of danger let alf pa 


ilo- 


abandon the 


| to amend the Constitution of the United States, 


latives assemble. 


of proclaiming the 


at, | public servant? 


all these questions right, 


i for England more loathsome than Charles had ever ; 


souri, who is not now acting with the Democracy, 
[Mr. Henperson.] Was he censured? . 1 ask 
whether he did not discuss more fully the evil 
consequences of the continuance of the war than 
was discussed by my colleague from the second 
district? 

The distinguished Senator discussed the ques- 
tion ably; and can it be possible thatif a gentle- 
man upon this floor believes, in his own judgment, 
sincerely and honestly, that recognition is the 
best course lo be pursued by this Government, he 
may notso state it to the House and to the coun- 
try? And while Lam opposed to recognition, as 
l have already stated, yet I claim here as a right 
that belongs to a Representative of the people, that 
my colleague had the right as a member on this 
floor to discuss that question, and to discuss it 
without fear of censure or expulsion from. the 
House. Ifwedo notagree with him we have the 
right to meet his argument by fair and manly ar- 
gumentalso, Wecannotall agree in our opinions 
in this Louse. But is that any reason why 
any gentleman should be censured or expelled? 
Why, sir, we do not concur with you on that 
side of the House on many questions of grave 
importance. If we are wrong in our views, 
I beg you to use the strong weapons of argument 
and truth to convince us of our error; and if you 
are wrong in your views-—as I believe you are 
upon many questions of public policy—we will 
endeavor to enlighten you, although I fear our 
efforts will be unavailing. 

This is the Hall where the people’s represent- 
Let them act as become the 
representatives of freemen. Letus discuss every 
public measure in that manly spirit which should 
characterize the representatives of a free people. 
Sir, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] 
has appealed to public opinion, We also propose 
to appeal to public opinion, We do not believe, 
and we are earnest in that belief, that the policy 
of this Administration can restore the Union. 
We believe that the policy of this Administration 
is destructive of the best interests of this country. 


i We intend to appeal to that public opinion to 


which the gentleman has referred. We are de- 
termiued to resist, by every legitimate means 
within our power, ail efforts, let them come from 
what quarter they may, to break up this Union, 
or pull down the pillars of the Constitution, 

Sir, I repeat it, we expect to appeal to publie 
opinion, and atthe ballot-box to sce to it, that this 
Administration shall be turned out of power and 
men placed in the power of the Government who 
will administer it in obedience to the Constitu- 
tion. That is to be our mission in appealing to 
public opinion. Sir, have you ever considered 
the power and the force of public opinion? Elave 
you ever read in history how it has branded with 
disgrace and infamy the corrupt and unfaithful 
Have you ever read in history 
how it wreathes the brow of the faithful servant 


l with the plaudits and approbation of a grateful 
; people after he may have been stricken down by 
the hands of power? Sir, Fam willing 


fo trust 


to public opinion. Sooner or later it will settle 


Sir, if } mistake not the signs of the times, this 


| publicepinion, at the next November election, will 
1, vindicate one of the truest, one of the bestand nd- 


i 

į 

of | blest men of this country, who has been most un- 
: to restore the tf"  & oe 'y, who has been mos 

inge todis- | gratefully treated by this Administration. Sir, we 

| Have you 


are alone confided to their care and management? 
Do you not know, and it would be well for gen- 
tlemen to remember, that we have as much in- i 
terest in the honor, the glory, and the prosperity |j that be impracticable, let us abandon the war.” 
of this country as you can possibly have? Do! Mr. FINCK. Now I ask how much more | : abe 
you not know that we represent a combined con- |! has my colleague said than that? And Lask this |i indeed who is beneath it. It penetrates through 
stitucney, whose political opinions concur with | House the question who they suppose delivered f doors of ouk and bars of iron into the secret chani- 
ours, of over one million and a half of voters? || that speech. Wasita‘ copperhead,” as we are į; bers of kings and princes, where its voice, if not 
And, sir, there is no other million and a half of |! politely termed by my colleague, the chairman of | obeyed, is at least feared and respected. lt whis- 
men who have more interest, moral, social, polit- | the Military Committee, [Mr. Scurncx?] it was || pers the words of warning and admonition into the 
ical, or material, than they have in the preserva- |] a Senator in the Senate of the United States, ad- | ears of the ruler, who in the silent watches of the 
tion of this Union and the maintenance of our | yocating on last Thursday the passage of a joint © night tosses with sleepless anxiety on his couch, 
system of free government. Aud we would be f resolution to submit to the States a proposition || to ponder upon jts meaning. H is to that searche 
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ie opinion that we intend to 
ee A a 
present the acts of the Administration and of this 
Congress, and I warn you to beware ofthe record | 
‘you makehere. Let it be such a one as shall be 
sanctioned by the Constitution, and you need not 
fear the ordeal of public. opinion. 
Buton. this great. question of the rights and 
duties ofthe Representative, I ask to read from 
p , 


House, where the rights of the people shah have 
been. stricken down. 

Mr. DUMONT obtained the floor, but yielded 
temporarily to the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginta, [Mr. Wuacey.] 

Mr. WHALEY. Mr. Speaker, holding the 
floor for a few moments by the courtesy of the 
gentleman from Indiana, and not being permitted 


the same. great speech which was quoted from 
to-day by my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Voor- 
HEES.] : 
In a speech which Mr. Webster delivered in 
the Senate of the United States-in 1834, he thus 
describes the duty of a Representative: 
o K But, sir, if the people have aright to discuss the official 
conduct of the Executive, so have their Representatives. 
We have been taught wo regard a Representative of the 
pédple as a sentinel on the wateh-tower of liberty, [s he 
to be blind though visible danger approaches? 1s he to be 
deaf though sounds of peril fill the air? Ls he to be dumb 
while a thousand duties impel him to raise the ery of 
alarm? Is he not, rather, lo cateh the honest whisper 
which breathes intention or purpose of encroachment on 
the public Jiberties, and to give bis voice breath and utter- 
anee at the first appearance of danger? Is not his eye to 
traverse the whole horizon with the keen and cager vision 
of an unhodded hawk, detecting, through all disguises, 
every enemy advancing in any form toward the citadel 
which he guards? 
“Sir, this watch 


fulness for public liberty, this duty of | 
foresceing danger and proclaiming it, this promptitude and 
boldness in resisting a tax on the Constitution from any 
quarter, this defense of established landmarks, this fearless 
resistance of whatever would transcend or remove then, 
all belong to the representative character, are interwoven 
with its very nature, If deprived of them, an active, in- 
telligent, faithful agent of the people will be couverted 
iuto an unresisting und passive instrument of power, A 
representative body which gives.up these rights and duties 
ives itself up. [tis arepresentative body nolouger, It 
has broken the tie between itself and its constituents, and 
henceforth is fit only to be regarded as an inert, selfsacri- 
ficed mass, from which all appropriate principle of vitality 
has departed forever.” 

Sir, this is a right which we cannot, dare not 
surrender, the right of unrestricted, free debate in 
‘this Hall of the people’s Representatives. And 
i say again, the day when that right shall be 
stricken down in this Hall will be among the sad- 
dest days in American history, We intend here, 
as become men having due regard to the rights 
of our fellow-members on this floor, on all proper 
occasions within the rules of the House, to dis- 
cuss all questions that may pertain to the interests 
of the people; W hat, sir, is left to a free people 
when they do notenjoy the right of free speech and 
the right of being heard in the halls of legistation 
through their Representatives? Strike down that 
great right, and you have no other left worth bat- 
tling for ina free country, On this subject 1 can- | 
not read anything so cloquent, so forcible, and so 
appropriate as that splendid declaration made by 
Daviel Webster in reference to the right of free 
speech. He says: 

Ut le the ancient and undoubted prerogative of this peo- 
le Lo canvass public measures and the merits ofpublie men. 
tisa‘tiome-bred right,’ a fireside privilege. kt hath ever | 

been enjoyed in every house, cottage, wad cabin in the na- 
tou. this uot to be drawn in controversy. It is as uu- 
doubted as breathing the air or walking on the earth. Be 
longing to private lite as a right, it belo to pubjie life as 
a duty, and it is the last duty whieh those whose represent: 
ative | am shall find moe toabaudon., Aiming at all times | 
to be courtcons and temperate in its use, EXCEPT WHEN THE | 
RIGHT ITSELF IS QUESTIONED, [ shall pli myself on the | 
extremt boundary of my right and bid defiance to any ann | 
that would move me from my ground, 

ie This high constitutional privilege I shati defend and ex- 
ercise withio this House and in wl places; in time ot peace 

and at all times. Living | shall assertit; and should 1 leave i 
no viher inheritance to iny ehildren, by the blessing of God | 
í will leave theni the iuheritanes of free principles aud the | 


example of a manly, independent, aud constitutional de- 
fense of them? 


I desire here tosay that I most fully adopt these | 
noble sentiments of the great defender of the Con- | 
stitution, The maintenance of this great right of | 
free speech is the last duty which those whose 
Representative I am shall find me to abandon. 1 
honor that brave old defender of the Constitution 
because he uttered that language, which was the 
language of a free, untrammeled spiritin the dis- 
charge of a high duty. 


to discuss this most important question at length, 
I simply desire to repel the assertion made by 
the distinguished gentleman from New York,{Mr. 
Fernanpo Woep,] that there is no such thing as 
a war Democrat. Coming, as I do, from a new- 
born State, I wish to say that we have raised 
twenty regiments and four batteries of artillery 
composed largely of Joyal Democrats—Jackson 
Democrats, Douglas Democrats, who will stand 
by the Government and by the Administration. 
l wish also to reply to a remark of the gentleman 
from Ohio, and to ask him whether there is a sin- 
gle gentleman on this side of the House calling 
himself a Democrat who has not been elected 
strictly on a war platform? Have you not, every 
one of you, been elected on a war platform? If 
you had expressed at home, during the canvass, 
treasonable sentiments, if you had opposed the 
war, if you had expressed to your people such 
treasonable sentiments as the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Harris,] do you suppose your 
constituents, as war Democrats, would have per- 
mitted you to come here? Not one of you. 
Why, sir, at the very time. thegentleman from 
Maryland was delivering his speech, pouring out 
his sentiments of treason, | was in my seat read- 
ing a letter from a patriotic citizen of my district, 
whose wife had been murdered by guerrillas, led 
on by these traitors of the southern confederacy ! 
Sir, if this is to be the creed of the Democratic 
party, I want nothing to do with that party in 
future, If the distinguished gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Ferwanno Woop] is to be recog- 
nized as the leader of the Democratic party in 
this House, 1 do not desire to be counted as one 
of his followers. What the country wants now 
is action aud not talk, Let us legislate for the 
good of the country. Let us fight traitors North 
and South, in the Army and oatofthe Army. Let 
us sustain the glorious Army that has gone out to 
fight the battles of the country, Let us prose- 
cute this war until the star-spangled banner shall 
be waved upon every hill, in every valley, and 
until it shall dip its folds in the waves of the blue 
and decep Pacific. [Applause in the galleries.} 
Mr. DUMONT. I confess, Mr. Speaker, that 
I do notrise to participate in this discussion with- 
out trepidation and fear, For me to mingle in 
discussion in connection with the gentlemen who 
have spoken upon this resolution seems to be al- 
most presumptuous, And ifit were not for the 
fact that L regard my constituents as equally in- 
teHigent with and as equally entitled to be rep- 
resented upon this floor as the constituents of any 
gentleman in this House, | would not undertake 
the task. But, sir, my constituents have the right 
| to be heard here, even though they may be so un- 
fortunate as to havea feeble representative. They 
have just as dear an interest in this country as the 
constituents of any other man. They have just 
as strong an interest in preserving the Constitu- 
tion of the country as the constituents of the man 
of the most exalted intellect that ever stood upon 
i this floor, If that Constitution by the conduct 
of bad men is made to bleed in every pore, they 
suffer as much as if they were represented by a 
Daniel Webster or a Henry Clay or the distin- 
guished and brilliant gentleman from Maryland, 
{Mr. Davis.] ‘Therefore itis that, although I am 
young upon this floor, and although the older I 
get the more hesitation 1 have in appearing before 
the public, I feel it to be my duty on this occasion, 
and not only my duty but my privilege, to sup- 
erinduce afew remarks upon the question before 
i the Elouse. Though the body may be weak the 
spirit should be strong. And {should be able to 


I will detain this Elouse no longer. Ihave tres- 
pagsed already too long on its patience. Sty, in 
defense of the right of my colleague to freely de- 
bate and discuss all public questions without ex- 
pulsion or censure, ] hold up before him and 
against this resolution of expulsion, the senti- 
ments so eloquently expressed by the great Web- 
ater and the principles of the Constitution of my 
country. If through these he shali be pierced and 
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fall, he will be but a common vietim in this | 


stand erect likea man, and with a degree of holy 
boldness, if l may so speak, utter in the language 
of truth what may be properly spoken. 

Sir, we cannot see into a buman heart. The 
human heart isinvisible, and therefore itis, when 
| we are trying one of our fellow-men, as we are 
doing now—for although we are a legislative body, 
yet for this purpose we are acting judicially —al- 
though, I say, we cannot see into the heart, yet, 
t while passing upon the conduct of a fellow-man, 


arraigned here upon a grave charge, it becomes 
our duty to judge of his conduct and his purposes 
by those external signs and tokens th rough which 
alone one human being can judge of the intentions 
of another. 

Now, suppose I were to stand here and say 
there is no God; that the Scriptures, the word of 
divine truth, is a lie; that I believe man has no 
soul; that I believe when he dies he perishes like 
a brute; I believe there is no such thing as virtue; 
that it is right to steal, to commit rape, arson, 
perjury, and murder, and, going through the whole 
catalogue of crime, declare that I believe that he 
who is most rampant in the commission of these 
crimes is entitled to the greatest consideration, 
would not everybody, instead of marching up to 
me and giving me the hand of fellowship, instead 
ofsaying tome, ** admire your independence,you 
talk like an honest man,” be more likely to say, 
You do nottalk like an honest man; you give evi- 
dence ofa wicked, depraved, and abandoned heart; 
you seem to stand before us asa sample of moral 
depravity??? That, Mr. Speaker, is the reflection 
which presents itself to my humble mind and to 
my humble intellect when | hear gentlemen slath- 
ering the defendant all over with their praise for 
his independence, while they condemn his words 
and admit them almost as flagrant and monstrous 
as those I have repeated. 

Sir, I do not understand any such sentiment. I 
would just as soon take aslimy reptile or a deadly 
viper tomy bosom. Nevertheless, sir, | entertain 
no unkind feelings toward this gentleman aside 
from those engendered by theabhorrentsentiments 
thathe has uttered. J have lived within twenty 
miles ofhisresidence much of my life. My former 
district adjoins his, and 1 do not know whether he 
recollects itor not, that many years ago we met at 
a little village on the borders of the two States, 
but on his side of the line, as antagonists ina pro- 
fession then common tous both, We then parted 
in kindness and friendship, and T have not met 
him since until 1 met him on this floor and found 
him on the side of the enemy, battling againsthis 
native land,and attempting to trample under foot 
the flag of his native country, sympathizing with 
and pursuing a course well calculated to giveaid 
and comfort to the enemy. 

Sir, E say a man may utter sentiments in seem- 
ing sincerity so monstrous and infamous as to 
afford an index to his own soul, and to prove it 
to be wicked, corrupt, and debased. Suchas he, 
does notinspire me with that sentiment of respect; 
no matter how much candor he may affect, no 
matter how many hypocritical tears he may shed, 
Ido not feel inclined to take him to my arms, 
I feel with the gentleman from Ohio, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, [Mr. 
Scnenck,] who was assailed for something he 
did during the Mexican war. He is in the range 
of my vision and brings the matter to my recol- 
lection. Tle was assailed for some resolutions he 
offered during the Mexican war in regard to the 
way in which itshould be prosecuted, Tborea part 
in that war, as did my colleague, (Mr. Cravens,] 
who fought gallantly in that struggle. L bore a 
humble part, too, and he will bear me witness 
that the men who were then engaged in fighting 
for the country were sensitive in reference to any 
one who gave aid and comfort to the enemy. I 
say now before God that I have no recollection 
of any soldier, from the humblest in the ranks up 
to the major general, as ever having arraigned 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scaznex] for op- 
position to, the Mexican war. I understood itas 
he understands it, that he had his own opinions 
in regard to the way in which the war should be 
prosecuted. Whether they were the precise opin- 
ions to be brought forward is not the question. 
That war was satisfactorily terminated by the 
noble efforts of the American soldiers who car- 
ried the flag, Mr. Speaker, which now floats 
above you, through many victorious battle-fields. 
Thank God, sir, that flag was never during that 
war trailed ignominiously in the dust. 

I witnessed a strange sight here on yesterday, 
I also witnessed a strange sight on Saturday last. 
There is something peculiar in the human intel- 
leet, that you cannot think of one thing without, 
comparing jt with another, What I then wit- 
nessed turned my mind into thoughts like these. I 
supposed this a mountainous country, like Switz 
erland, orthe South American States, or Mexico; 
and asinall mountainous countries hiding places 


1864. 


THE 


1555 


| 
were afforded for bands of robbers and acute pro- |} 


fessional men of that character, [laughter,] I | 


supposed that somewhere in the neighborhood of f 


Washington there was a band presided over by 
a chief, and 1 supposed a thief were to apply for 
membership into the fraternity, and imagined how 
he would go about it. That he would go outinto 
one of their caves and apply for admission into 
the band asone of the robbers. What would be 
the question which the master of ceremonies 
would propound to him when he said, ‘I want 
to join this band; l want to unite my destinies 
with yours; I want to ply my professional avo- 
cation with you??? What would be the ques- 
tions the chief would propound in order to ascer- 
tain whether the applicant would makea worthy 
member and Jearn what crimes of a deep, dark, 
and damning character he had committed? Why, 
sir, be would ask, ‘ What crime have you com- 
mitted? How many robberies have you perpe- 
trated? How many times have you committed 
perjuries and arson? Who have you assassin- 
ated? Who have you murdered? Give me alist 
of the crimes you have committed in your brief 
life.” He would go through the catalogue of 
crimes to ascertain whether the applicant was so 
steeped in sin asto bea worthy member, whether 
he was base enough to be trusted. Į admit that 
the parallel is not perfect, perhaps not good at all. 
All | say is that the two things came up in array 
before me. [do not contend that it is a perfect 
parallel, but simply that one transaction brought 
the other to my mind, and [ am not to blame for 
it, for E could not help it to save my soul. | tried 
to think of something else but could not. 

Į understand that itis unparliamentary to make 
use of the name of a member in discussion. Ido 
not presume, however, that it is unparliamentary 
on this occasion to call the gentleman from Ohio 
“ Mr. Lone,” for I have a right to use any lan- 
guage which is contained in the pending resolu- 
tions and by doing it I shall be the better under- 
stood. ‘The resolution calls him Mr. Lone. Now, 
how stands the case? He applics to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Fernanvo Woop] to 
come to bis rescue, We may infer this from 
what the gentleman from New York said. And 
the funniest part of it is that the gentleman from 
New York tried to make the House believe that 
before he would consent to defend Lone he re- 
quired Lone to exhibit to him his speech, (as he 
had not heard it,) in order that he might see that 
it was all right, and such as a good patriot could 
make; and that he would not consent to come to 
his defense until he had examined it carefuily, 
and found it O. K. In- view of the gentleman ’s 
own acknowledged sentiments, and in view of | 
his own traitorous utterances upon this floor, 
this is a rich and racy joke, the best of the sea- 
son. Tam prone to think that the interview De- 
tween the two was more like that in the cave; and 
that poor Mr. Lona, before he could enlist the 
gentleman, was compelled to answer a list of in- 
terrogatorics not unlike in one sense those that 
we findin the mouth of the presiding chicfalluded 
to. Ido not presume be was examined as to 
his proficiency in that particular kind of crimes, 
or those particular villainies, or that he was com- 
pelled to establish the same kind of moral excel- 
lence; but I confess that I did and do fancy that 
he was required to show himself as void of patri- 
otism and love of country as the other was ofj 
moral principle. That is all I mean, and hercin 
admit the parallel is not perfect. 

We have no direct evidence that such language 
was passed between the gentleman from New 
York and the gentleman from Ohio; but when we 
cox ider the antecedents of the gentleman from 
New York and the character of Mr. Loxe’s 
speech, we must come to the conclusion that the 
gentleman from Ohio would be compelled to show 
by the speech sentiments verging close upon those 
of a traitor, kindred sentiments to those thathave | 
been uttered by the gentleman from New York į 
himself before he would consent to stand as his 
advocate and come to his rescue. Some sup- 
pose that if Lone wanted to win a warm place in 
the affections of the gentleman from New York 
the shortest road would be to prove himself wor- 
thy of a halter; but that is not charitable, and 
seems in conflict with the intimation we have had 
from the gentleman himself to the cffect that it 
was his purpose to drop the defendant like a hot 


j 


potato, or say to him as uncle Toby did to the 


i standing 


fly, if he had not shown a clean record. If that 
is so, Longis a fortunate man to have at hand so 
good a speech, making so clean a record to ex- 
hibit to his immaculate friend. It seems to me 
to have been a happy coincidence, a kind of prov- 
idential interposition, and is an additional proof 
that we should all heed the lessons taught in the 
words, “I have been young, and now am old; 
yet have Inotscen the righteous forsaken, nor his 
seed begging bread.’’ Now, sir, I would not be 
regarded as censorious, or as making biting and 
cruel remarks unsupported by evidence. Such 
remarks always recoil as they should upon their 
author, and therefore I call upon the Clerk to read 
the language used by the gentleman from New 
York on this floor but a few days ago. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“This war must cease, I care not how or from what 
cause, Whether by exhaustion on either side, by southern 
submission or success, by mediation, or by northern mag- 
nanimily, oc by northern sense of seif-preservation. ‘The 
warmusteease, There must be an end of it sooner or later 
from one cause or from another. [think afl will concede 
thi Admitting, theretore, this conclusion, the next in- 
quiry is, how and when? ‘These are the proper ques 
for this Congress to determine. When shall this war 
cease??? 

Mr.DUMONT. Then weare not surprised at 
all, after a declaration of that kind, that it should 
be followed so speedily by a kindred declaration, 


when he had the hardihood to declare on this | 


floor yesterday that there was no such thing es 
a war Democrat. We all recollect his making 
use of this language upon this floor in reference 
to the attempt to put down this rebellion and in 
reference to attempting to rescuc this Governmnt 
from the hands of Vandals. We believe this a 
ighteous cause and a righteous war, in which 
every man of us is willing to take his dearest 


friend and lay him upon the country’s altar, or 


to offer up his ownlife. The mothers of the land, 
who regard their noble sons as the jewels of thar 
hearts, are willing to bring them forward and lay 
them upon the country’s altar. It is a noble 
sacrifice we believe, no less than that the good old 
patriarch Abraham was willing to make when he 
obeyed the command of his heavenly Father and 
brought Isaac to the altar. And yet, notwith- 

we labor under this terrible delusion, 
the patriotic gentleman (Mr. Fervaxpo Woop] 
ashorttime since characterized this waras a hell- 
ish crusade of blood and famine. 

Now, in determining whether a man ought to 
be expelled or censured, it Is a very legitimate 
inquiry, (in my bumble opinion,) and i would not 
give my opinion for any mau’safier l had heard 
everybody else’s opinion and exiracted what I 
belicved to be correct and according to Gunter. 


R? 


| [Laughter.] I say it is a legitimate inguiry to 
ascertain What he may say as an index to his 
heart. f was very much amused to hear the 


speech of my friend over the way, from Illinois, 
[Mr. J. C. Atiex,] who spoke at an early stage 
of this discussion. He rose with immense dig- 
nity, and addressed the Flouse with that clear, 
ringing, trumpet-toned veice of which he alone 
is masier, And he arraigned the members of 
this LTouse, (or what? For calling a member to 
account for words used in debate, and he really 
put no other qualification to it. 

Has it come to this? The most contemptible 


| justice of the peace, of the most contemptible | 
township, of the most contemptible county, of 


the most contemptible State in the Union, has the 
right to protect himself in his own little eight by 
ten office from insult; butthe American Congress, 
the most dignified body of men, regarding both 


Houses, and giving to this [Louse what sne lacks | 


and what the Senate can spare, on the face of 
the carth, has no such power. Every other de- 
partment of Government ean defend itself against 
unworthy members. 1 go into a court presided 
over by ajudge no better than myself, discharging 
his duty, wearing the judicial ermine, and I am 
guilty of contempt by calling his intelligence or 
Integrity in question, or of contempt in some other 
way, but he does not run out to make an affidavit 
against me, he does not call upon the military 
authority to protect him, but he protects himself. 
He is the accuser, he is the judge that tries the 
case, and he inflicts the punishment. Let a man 


gointo a military camp andattempt to excite mu- | 
tiny among the men, and every officer, from the | 
major general down, will know that it is his duty 


to arrest him instantly and to bring him to jus- 


; of the burden on the small of her back, 


j, atility of inte 


tice. And yet it isadvocated upon this floor that 
if a man seems to be sincere, and does not turn 
himself into a monkey in making a declaration, 
and puts on a long face, he may superinduce the 
most monstrous doctrine, and show himself capa- 
ble of the most damnable crimes against his coun- 
try without being called to account. 

In the discussion of this question, and in de- 
termining whether a member is a worthy or un- 
worthy member, whether he ought to remain here 
or be expelled or censured, it is pertinent to in- 
quire what members are here for. They are here 
as trustees of the people to protect the Constitu-, 
tion and the Government of the country, a trust 
that ought to be carried out, and if not willing to 
do this, the trustee ought to be removed, when- 
ever that unworthiness is discovered by the utter- 
ance of such monstrous and traitorous sentiments 
as the member has spoken. lL admit that if we 
were sent here simply as political gladiators, that 
would not be a legitimate inquiry; then it would 
depend somewhat on men’s lungs and brutality; 
but thank God this nation is not yet sunk into so 
deep and foul a pit as that, 

I want to come back to my colleague, [Mr. 
Voornezs,] a most excellent gentleman. I like 
him very much indeed, but I donot like some of 
his ways. He is a very clever man of the kind, 
but devil take the kind. [Laughter.} My col- 
league must pardon me; 1 mean no wrong. 
only object to the kind on account of its political 
aspect, which I confess I consider no better than 
it ought to be. But I mean no unkindness. If 
sometimes find myself betrayed into a mischiev- 
ous chaunel without malice. My colleague has 
treated me civilly, and my words must not be 
construed in any offensive sense. I want to ad- 
vert for a few moments to the remarkable dex- 
terity and adroitness which he manifested in de- 
fending the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lona. 
I confess that it reminded me, as old Abe woul 
say, of an anecdote, it reminded me of scenes 
which 1 have witnessed on the plaiusof Mexico. 
The transportation in that country of all sorts of 
merchandise—lumber, mill-stones, brick, tim- 
ber, and everything else—is done on the backs of 
mutes from the Atlantic to the Pacific, from the 
east side of the republic on the Gulf of Mexico 
to the western shores on the Pacific. I have seen 
thousands of these little animals under their heav 
burdens, driven by two or three or four merry fel- 
lows called mulcteers. They would occasionally 
halt to let the wearied animals rest. And Lhave 
been struck with astonishment at the remarkable 
sagacity manifested by these animals on occasions 
of that kind, A mule witha véry heavy pack on 
her back that pressed too heavily on her withers 
would find a little declivity and turn her head up 
hill during the rest, in order to throw the weight 
Another 
mule, whose burden had galled the small of her 
back or further to the rear, would find a declivity 
and turn her head down hill, with a view of throw- 
ing the burden on her withers, [Laughter.] You 
know there is an old adage, that ‘the galled jade 
winces.”? Now this is the kind of sagacity that 
my friend [Mr. Voornres) exhibits in defense of 
his client on this occasion. I mean no disparage- 
ment to him. Ido notintend to be severe orany- 
thing of that kind. 

We are frequently very much astonished, in- 
deed, to seeas much sagacity in the human species 
as we sce in what we call the unreasoning part 
of creation. To illustrate: some think talent (I 
confess I don’t know; it is too abstruse a subject 
for me) is nothing more than the possession of a 
large number of animal instincts or characteris- 
ties, or, more properly speaking, the instincts of 
alarge number of animals concentrated in one of 
the genus homo. We call it talent, genius, vers- 
lect, &c. For instance, it is said 
that he who would combine the courage of the 
lion, the ferocity of the tiger, the pluck in deadly 
grip and fearful tug of the bull-dog, the cunning 
of the fox, the stealthiness of the cat, the gos- 
tration of the cock, and the hypocrisy of the *pos- 
sum, would make a great military captain; that 
with the lion’s courage he would be brave in bat- 
tle, with the tiger’s venge would follow up R 
victory and reap its fruits, with the bull-dog’s 
pluck would never know when he was whipped, 
and consequently never would be whipped, with 
the fox’s cunning would be greatin strategy, and 


“with the stealth of the cat would be constantly 
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stealing‘a march on the foe, catch him napping, 
and win victory by surprise, with the blustering 
gostvation of the cock would scare the enemy to 
death without a fight and :save his powder, and 
erow the survivors out of countenance after a 
battle no matter who was the victor, and with the 
hypocrisy of the’ possum would be greatona feint. 
[know not how all this is, and simply allude to 
it to show that I mean nothing wrong by resort- 
ing to animated -nature for my illustrations and 
homely metaphors. We frequently, when we 
would commend the good qualities of a fellow, 
says.‘ Heis as brave.asa lion,’ “as cunning 
as, a fox,’ having, I suppose, eaten a great deal 
of fox meat,” *Cas:sly as a cat,” “as faithful asa 
dog,” &c.,and yet.we mean no harm, but simple 
commendation. 

‘Fhe gentleman [Mv. Voorners] wasdefending 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lona.}] He was 
contending that this resolution ought not to be 
adopted. He was contending that the gentleman 
from: Ohio was as good as any other citizen, if 
nota little better. The constitution of Indiana 
is against certain privileges, and declares some- 
thing like this: that no privilege shall be granted 
to one that may not to another; and my elegant 
friend the judge, [Mr. Houman,] I think it was, 
who, as a member of the constitutional. conven- 
tion, offered an amendment to it, to add this: “Be- 
eause one man is as good as another, if not a little 
better.” (Laughter.] It was touching it off in 
good style for a Democrat; there is always logic 
in wit, and wit that is not an argument is no wit 
at all. 

My colleague [Mr. Voonnees} says that the 
gentleman from Ohio ought not to be expelled, 
that the resolution ought not to be adopted; and 
the first reason he gives is that he does not know 
exactly whathe said. Hedocs not know whether 
it was patriotic or unpatriotic, whether the gen- 
tleman from Ohio was for the country or against 
the country, for the Constitution or against the 
Constitution, for the rebellion or against the re- 
bellion, for the traitors or for the land of his birth, 
Butit was words used in debate. And we may us 
well, he says, surrender up our liberties, trample 
on the flag that floats above us, abandon 

“Freedom's soil beneath our feet, 

Aud freedom’s banner streaming o'er us,” 
as punish a member for any words spoken in de- 
bate, no matter what they may be. But he could 
not stand long by this monstrous position; it 
touched his withers a little, and we beheld the 
wincing of the galled jade, The load must he 
shifted. He seems to have concluded that it 
would relieve the agony that he was required to 
suffer by defending unbridled licentionsness, un- 
der the plea of liberty of specch and liberty of 
opinion; I say he coneluded it would soothe his 
pain a little to shift his ground and throw the 
weight of the burden upon parts not so tender 
by lighting upon the Speaker for daring to quit 
the chair, descend to the floor and move the reso- 
lution now under consideration, as though his 
constituents must lose the benefit of havinga Rep- 
resentative because they had sent one whose tal- 
ents and noble qualities had elevated him to the 
Speaker’s chair, 

This position is so absurd as a defense for the 
accused thatit hurt the small of his advoeate’s back 
and endangered his spinal column, and it beeame 
necessary to shift his ground and throw the weight 
of the load toward his withers to find relicf. So 
after harping upon the Speaker’s improper con- 
descension a while he came to the conclusion 
that there was nothing wrong in Mr. Loxa’s 
speech, that it was all right, and just such a ove 
asa patriot ought to make; though if I mistake 


not he said he did not hear it, and had not up to. 


that time read it; and finally he further coneluded 
that if it was unpatriotic, obnoxious, and abhor- 
rent, other people had been unpatriotic too, ut- 
tered sentiments just as bad, and therefore Mr. 
Lone should not be censured; in short, the various 
parts of his defense were in utter conflict with 
each other; like the plea in the ‘ kettle case,” in 
which the defendant was sued for cracking a bor- 
rowed kettle. He pleaded, first, that he did nat 
borrow the kettle; second, it was cracked when he 


borrowed it; third, it was sound when he taok it | 


home. Bat, Mr. Speaker, afterall [donot know 
that I have it in my heart to blame my colleague; 
it was a terrible load to stand under, almost the 
last pound that broke the camel’s back; and who 


kd 


knows if he had undertaken the feat. himself he 
might not have staggered or wavered to and fro, 
like. the young heart sorely tempted, between 
vice and virtue. Look at the absurdity; an in- 
dividual member has a right to say what he 
pleases, utter sentiments the most atrocious, and 
may not be questioned therefor, because the lib- 
erty and freedom of speech demand it; but no 
matter how flagrant the sentiment and rampant 
the treason may be, the House may not place 
upon it the seal and stamp of reprobation with- 
out trenching upon God-given rights. The 
whole House is made up of its parts, and the 
parts are to have rights, according to this logic, 
which are to be withheld from the whole body. 

The whole body is not to possess the freedom 
of specch and opinion that an individual member 
has if it may not pass this resolution and thus 
condemn his sentiments, and show to the world 
that such sentiments are not the sentiments of 
the whole body. [am one of those who believe 
that mere error of opinion may be tolerated while 
truth is left free to combat it; but how is truth 
left free to combat it if the thing may not be con- 
demued; and is it mere error of opinion? Might 
we not more truly say thatit is evidence as strong 
of the truths of Holy Writ of a wicked and 
abandoned nature of which the gentleman has 
favored us with a manifestation? 

But the Speaker came down from his exalta- 
tion to mingle with the common herd, we are told, 
and has thereby, forsooth, forever destroyed his 
influence, and he is to be an outcast now, hence- 
forth, and forevermore, amen! because he came 
down from the exalted position to which gentle- 
men had aided in elevating him, and attempted to 
procure the expulsion or censurc of an unworthy 
member, 


Now, [ admit, Mr. Speaker, that if a fellow- | 


member on the other side, on this side of the 
Louse, or on any side of the Efouse—and I do 


not like this thing of talking about this or the otber | 


side of the House; I believe it was the entering 
wedge of this infernal rebellion; I believe that the 
fell spirit of party is really at the bottom of this 
thing, and that, like Noah’s water-cure establish- 


ment, it has killed more than it has ever cured, į 


[taughterJ—I say I admit that if a gentleman, in 
the heat of debate, makes use of declarations that 
nobody would make use of deliberately, abhor- 
rent to the feelings of every man, and if it is sim- 
ply an unhappy expression, like one Lmight make 
use of now, and for which I would ask pardon 
should I so forget myself, [laughter,] I would no 
more hold hintto arigid responsibility for it than 
L would a man who had taken the life of a fellow- 
man by an unfortunate blow on great provocation 
and aggravation, when the crime of marder had 
never entered his soul. T do not think we ought 


to do it. And hence it is that if a particular clause | 


of the gendeman’s speech were simply alluded to 


in the resolution, although that particular clause | 


might be as bold-faced and obnoxious as you 
could declare it to be, yet, if the speech, in its 
general scope and bearing, in its general meaning 
and intent, was not the speech of a traitor or of a 
bad man, if we saw that he loved his country by 


examining his whole speech, by searching it as | 


you would search the Seriptures, then Í say ac- 
quit him. [de is not to be convicted for an un- 
fortunate expression used in the heat of debate. 
Gentlemen have talked about the words uttered 
by the gentleman from Ohio as being in the heat 
of debate. L should call it rather a cold-blooded 
debate. He says he wrote his specch more than 
a month ago, and has not altered a word of it 
since. Well, sir, he got up here with great de- 
corum and delivered his speech with as much 
coolnessasany mau could do. I heard the speech, 
and confess his tone was solemn, sentimental, 
and unctuous. It reminded me very much of a 
scene | recollect witnessing in a court of justice, 
when | was quite a young man, between people of 
the very lowest walks in life. Two brothers were 
atlaw, and their father wasa witness. All three 
were ignorant, low, degraded men. The old man 
came upon the stand, and one of the boys, a man 


some fifty years old himself, drew close up to him | 
by degrees, as a cat steals upon a mouse, so as to | 
be able to whisper in his ear when he began his | 
tesUmony, for fear he might testify against him, | 


and putting his mouth to his ear, said he, ** Dad, 
go it on the sentimental.” [Laughter.] Now, f 
think thatis whatsome gentiemen here have come 


to.the conclusion they must harp on in order to ac- 
quit their cliènt, and, to induce this House to give 
him-a public dinner, they must contend that he 
went it on the sentimental; that is to say, they 
must contend that he was-sincere in what he said, 
spoke in good faith, and if so he must be acquitted, 
no matter what he said nor how disastrous may 
be its tendency or malign its influence. ; 

It is all right, provided he went it on the senti- 
mental, his defenders would try to persuade us; 
but I am a disbeliever, and in that respect I sup- 
pose a heretic. Disguise itas you may, the gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] pat this ques- 
tion in its true attitude. It is not a question as 
toan insult perpetrated on this House. No, sir. 
When he is tried before this judicial tribunal you 
are bound to inquire into his motives, not simply 
whether he was guilty of indecorous conduct or 
not. The gentleman from Maryland, when he 
addresses the House, usually exhibits in their true 
light mere pretenses, and he shoves them aside as 
unworthy of consideration. With the grasp ofa 
giant he seizes the turning point of the case, and 
his statement comes in the shape of an irrefutable 
argument. He says we are to inquire what the 
man is here for. Is he here for the country? Is 
he here to protect the country? Is he here tosus- 
tain our armies? Is he here to put down the en- 
emy? If his speech answers all these questions 
in the negative, if he bas performed none of these 
meritorious services, and is unwilling to perform 
them, then beyond a doubt he is unworthy, and 
liable to animadversion and censure. 

Itisas the gentleman trom Maryland has stated, 
that we feel as secure here in this Capitol as we 
would have done ten years ago, if we had been 
here; and yet ahundred thousand rebels in deadly 
hostility, who would take the life of every one of 
us, are within two hours’ ride of where we now 
stand; and we are only permitted to occupy seats 


i in this Hall because we are surrounded by a cor- 


don of our own stalwart men to keep the enemy at 
bay. 

Now itmay be important that this enemy should 
not be let in, Suppose we were in a walled city, 
and depended on those walls and upon iron gates 
and upon iron bars to. keep the enemy out. Sap- 
pose we had one in our midst, a man who con- 
tended that the Government was doing nothing 
right. Suppose we found aman making decla- 
rations which would induce us to believe that he 
was ready at any moment, at the given signal, to 
open one of the gates,and to let in the enemy to 
our destruction; what then? Mr. Speaker, I do 
not propose to continue this discussion much 
longer, and Ido not propose to have anything 
more to say on this point than that the man I have 
referred to would have a short shrift and a quick 
punishment for his treason. A commander of a 
vessel does not wait untilamutineer consummates 
his villainy by the mutiny of the crew, nor until 
he senttles the ship; but when satisfied by clear 
proof that such is the intent, he hangs him at the 
yard-arm, and saves the vessel,and brings it and 
its crew safely into harbor, and the world com- 
mends him,and Heaven commends him; but we 
may not even censure a mutincer when his hellish 
intent and diabolical purposes are discovered lest 
we trench upon the liberty of speechand the free- 
dom of debate. Lt is mere words, it ts said; but 
from the abundance of the heart the mouth speak- 


eth, and from his words we may learn that he is 


base enough to part the holy raiment woven in the 
loom of the Revolution. The letter of Arnold, 
whereby his treason was discovered, was mere 
words too, and yet, if they had not been heeded, 
the base patricide would have surrendered the no- 
blest army thatever shouldered a musket, and the 
bravest men that ever carried a knapsack or ral- 
lied around the flag of their country, to the tender 
mercies of a remorseless encmy. 

It has been said that the member from Ohio 
[Mr. Lone] putthe matter in the alternative, that 
he said that sooner than see the rebels subjugated 
he would acknowledge their independence that it 
was that or absolute subjugation, and that of the 
two he preferred the former. That simply means 
that he prefers the subjugation of the Union to 
the subjugation of the rebels, because if the reb- 
els are not subdued the Union must be. Ibisnow 
pretended that subjugation is aterrible word, that 
it is equivalent to murdering every man, woman, 
and child in the South, butit means no such thing; 
it simply means to bring into obedience and sub- 
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mission to the laws. Judge Perkins, of the su- 
preme bench of Indiana, never Madea dictionary, | 
but he has a good deal of law and abused and j 
berated the Government as soundly as any man 
living or dead, and criticised the war as severely || 
asitisinthe power of cither good or conscientious || 
flesh and blood to do. Sull he professes to be ji 
a war Democrat, and is after his fashion, which 
I consider a pretty bad fashion, and he talks 
about subjugation without sceming to think there 
is any harm in the word, and says: 

“Fam, then, gentlemen, as I have been, most earnestly 
opposed te Mr, Lincoln's ¢ administration, believing it | 
to be controlled by the radical Republicans; but Lam for i 
continuing to give afi iy and efticient support to the vigor- | 
roseculion of the war, as prosecuted; and to thatend, | 
1 for aiding the Governinent, by all reasonabie and | 
proper mear nr ng the ne wry Volunteer sold j 
and in providing tbe funds required to promptly and lib- | 
erally pay them—inore liberally than the private soldiers are |} 
now paid. {do this because I wish to save what cau be | 
saved of the Union, and believe that the war is the only in- 
atrumentality of which we are now permitted to avail our- 
selves in attempting to accomplish that ohicet, aud wilt be 
the only instrationuuity during the existence of the present 
Administration. 

“a have said that I believed the war, as now prosecuted, j 
the only dustramentaity left us with which to attempt the 
salvation ot any distinet part, in its integrity, of the Union, 

“7 think a brief statement will satisfy any reasonable 
man of the truth of this proposition. 

“Well, the job first on hand, then, disguise it as we may, 
is to subjugate the South; this is the point of progress we | 
have reached ; and this is one of those jobs which, accord- 
ing to the old adage, is weildoue if it be done quiekiy. H: 
is mercy to tbe South that it be done quickly. "14 


ne more 
dispatel) the executioner uses the less the sufferings of the | 
victim,” 


> |i 


i 
t 

IfI were willing to go through with the speeches |, 
made on the other side of the Louse I would have li 
no difficulty in finding much, whether so intended || 
or not, that gives aid aud comfort to the rebels in || 
arms. 

My colleague [Mr. Voornees] and other gen- 
tlemen have resorted to a novel defense of the ac- |} 
cused. I have sometimes known it resorted to 
in bad cases in courts of justice, but have never 
known it to be sanctioned by an upright judge, 
and have seldom known it to prevail. [tis in 
substance that others have been unpatriotic and 
given utterance to treasonable sentiments, aud 
they have attempted to prove the assertion by 
sending to the Clerk’s desk and having read long 
extracts from speeches, newspapers, yellow ‘kiv- 
ered”? pamphlets, and other kindred literature, 
wherein before the war Tom, Dick, or Harry, as 
the case might be, had expressed a willingness to | 
let theenemy go. The Helper book has been rung 
in. They forget thatevery tub should stand on its 
own bottom, and blind and stolid indeed must he | 
be that canuot see the difference between senti- | 
ments that might be uttered before the war and i 

i 


those that may be spoken now to give aid and | 
comfortto the enemy. L would not, Mr. Speaker, 
utter an unkind word. What Ihave said or may |] 
say that may look Jike itis more in sorrow than | 
in anger. ‘Ihe Scriptures of divine truth enjoin | 
it upon us toanswer a fool according ta his folly, | 
and teach that wesometimes rightfully make unto | 
ourselves friends of the mammon of unrighteous- ' 
ness. Pursuant to the first clause of this injine- 
tion Í presume I may rightfully read from news- |) 
papers too, and adduce similar testimony. OF! 
course I do not nor cannot apply the epithet, but i 
only adoptthe pcinciple iuculcaied. “Lhe epithet i| 
applies not to any gentleman to whom l refer. | 
Gentlemen sometimes u words that, unforta- | 
nately for themselves, cut both ways, and itissaid | 
to be a poor rule that wont work both ways. i 
I read an extract from Richmond papers some- | 
time ago which stated, according to my recolice 
tion, that my colleague from the Terre Hante dis 
trict [Mr. Voonness] had madean unanswerable | 
argument; that he had gathered together all the | 
arguments that could be made tn behalf of the re- 
bellion. F have not read the speech of my col- 
league [Mr. Voonunns] alluded to by the Rich- 
mond paper, and do not know whether the strict- 
ures are just or unjust. f heard the speech, it 
is true, bit not with that distinetness that! could 
have wished, notwithstanding it was uttered in 
clear and distinct tones. The distance between 
i would not state my colleague 


So 8 


ed way down in Dixie, and that he may pause 
and consider whether, however well for bun- 


i mmus ofthe Parthenon, or the majestie ruins of Palmyra. 
; > J y 


¿a dying people, he tert us the infercuee that Wwe 
i ple norfittolive; thatif they have lostthe 


| its new and remarkable features— 


Pots yok 


f tion int 
i bappily rid of the on 
! submit to the other’?--Rickmond H 


“ YANKEE Linerry.—Mr. Voorness, of Indiana, in a 
recent speech in the United States House ef Represent- 
atives, reminded his hearers of a fact which history has 
demonstrated, but which appears to be always forgotten at 
the very moment when it ought to yield the most impres 
sive le Ie said that ‘liberty, once lost, has never, in 
the history of (ie world, been regained by the same peo- 
ple? {tis use to attempt to account for this phenoin- 
enon, With any w of removing its causes. The fact re- 
mains indisputable. From the days of Philip to the days 
of Napoleon, bistory in this respect presents, if not identi- 
eal at least cGnsimilar features, ‘he death of public lib- 
erty has never been followed by surrection. ‘Phe falen 
temple of freedom bas never been reconstructed. After 
os Wonder at its udeur, and mours jtyoverthrow, just 
s the traveler looks with sad delight on the broken col- 


Bar the goddess deserts the fallen temple, aud abandons 
her worshipers to the fate they haveinvited. With some 
natious liberty appears to have been an era of transition; 
with others, of culmination. Some have enjoyed it for 
w} with others it has been no sooner won than lost. 
But nose that bave suffered it to slip from their grasp have 
succeeded in regaining it. 

ches us any lesson at all, it is that 
s ever lost it, When Mr 
nen exhibit the spe leor 
t peo- 
they are 
apablicof winuingit back. Mr. 
cb reiterates all that the south- 


no longer Hitto enjoy it, or 
Voorusesisright. His 


subversion of the Consti- 
tution, Ofthe anpibikuion of the rightsof the States; of the 
uetion of ali the principles on which their republican 

s supposed to be founded. Nor was this resutt 
ing. The course of events inthe United States 
has many paravels in histor Bat it sHouvithstanding, 
atures Which represent 
a deeper degeneracy, a more sudden lapse into despotism, 
u have evercbaracterized any uation, H required gen- 
erations of corrrption to bend the Roman people to the odi- 
\ of Tiberias, or the despicable tyranny of Viteilus; 
but the Yankees plunge headlong from the height of dem- 
ocratic license into the profoundest aby of tyranny. 
Historians bave deplored the fall ot the Athenian common- 
wealth; but the Athenian commonwealth was subverted 
by the ability of Philip and the genius of Alexander. The 
admirers of freedom have mourned over the falt of the Ro 
man republic; but the Roman republic yielded to the 
greatest statesman and the greatest captain of bis age. Ha | 
short, whenever, iu preecdiug ages, republics have becu 
overthrown, or commonwealtis ibverted, they have str- 
rendered to the ability of the statesman or the sword of the 
hero—to a Pericles, a Cæsar, a Cromwell, or a Napoleon, 
Bat the Yank ink at once into the depths of slavish 
submission, and gladly yield their rights and their liberties 
to fourth-rate lawyers and third- əldiers; to Lincoln 
and Burnside, and Schenek and Grant, 

“Ifany justification were needed for the course of the 
South in separating from the North, it would be furnished 
by the cotemporanecous history of the United States, ‘The 
causes which led to secession were strong cuough to con- 
stitute an ample reason; but the causes which forbid re- 
construction are infinitely stronger. {the Yankees, before 
the war, bad shows themselves unfit to be our relates, 
the traits that they bave developed sinee the war prove that 
they are far more unfit to be our masters. ff we were un- 
willing to live ir nion withthe Yankees when they stil 
elaimsd to be a tree people, it must be absolutely impe 
ble for us to retam to them when they bave become the 
volunta ubjects Of ae 
We refused to ke theirs 
sent to become iheir fi 

“YouMr. Voor 
be the * peace party 
weuliar iyiends of tl 


$ ing those who claim to 
of the North, the old Democracy, the 
Routh, with a delighttul 
sparation and iudepes 
pation which on 


Jated, 
garded; that 
civil agents 
rual and iun- 
e South to participate 
ings. He beckons 
ment, i that in 
ve men of the North we j 
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nae UNECE 
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independence of the Yank n and that what they 
call our rights in the Uuiou are precisely what we do not 
want [tis time they understood that we have waged three 
s of bitter warfare, that we have fought a bundred ir 
given np our s and our brothers to the slaughter, 
and submitted to the desolation of our homes, the d 
tion of our fields, and the bombardment of ovr ci 
by any means that the end of all should be a new all 
with the northern Democracy, a recurrence to the ints 
aud corruptions of tie old Union, H is tinme that H 
elear hatwe wish neither a repetition of the he 
par 


1 
ud we i ined never to | 
arch 10, 1854. | 
1 
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ttothe gentleman j 


spo Woon,| who 


Now, to return for a momen 
from New York, [Mr. Ferx 


ayr inrmeemm ar repr er 


says we may include him if the gentleman from 
Ohio is to be punished for his utterances. Look 
at the Toombs letter. What do you think ofthe 
gentleman standing here and defending Mr. Lone 
who wrote that Toombs letter, or rather the re- 
ply to it? “Is it true that arms’—and this 
was after the firing was opened on Fort Sumter, 
it was after the dogs of war were turned loose 
—‘‘is it true that arms belonging to Georgia 
were seized in the city of New York? An 
early answer is important not only to Georgia 
but to New York.” Such is the language of the 
traitor Toombs to the patriot Woop. There is 
an innuendo. What does it mean? Does it mean 
an understanding between them in days gone by? 
“An early and satisfactory answer is important 
to Georgia and New York!” What did the gen- 
tleman from New York reply? It is true that 
arms have been seized belonging to the State of 
Georgia. The police of New York are not con- 
trolled by the mayor of New York, Ifthey were 
I would inflict upon the perpetrators of this out- 
rage most summary punishment.” There was 
aman by the name of Jesse D. Bright; he was 
and is not, and yet God did not take him. In 
that respect there is a distinction between the case 
of Jesse and Enoch. He gave one of his friends 
a letter of introduction to Jeff. Davis on the sub- 


ject of fire-arms, [He wanted to put fire-arms into 


the hands of the rebels to assasssinate the Union. 
So did this man. They are two precious brothers 
together—par nobile fratrum. Lovely in their 
lives, indeath they should not be divided. [Great 
laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Scnencx] told 
us that the gentieman from New York [Mr. FeR- 
wanpo Woop] did make a patriotic speech in 
New York after the rebellion had broken out, in 
which he declared his willingness to aid in patung 
down this rebellion. The gentleman told usthat 
he sat beside him and heard him make the speech. 
It has been said if he was unworthy to occupy 
that stand the gentleman from Ohio ought not to 
have sat there and heard the speech; that in doing 
so he was particeps criminis. But I don’t see how 
that can be said when the speech being made was 
patriotic and the thing was right. That I sup- 
pose was one of the gentleman’s [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woov’s] repentant moments, He has had such 
at long intervals and semi-occasionally. I donot 
know how to account for them. 

Perhaps the gentleman from Ohio pursued the 
rightpolicy. Hamlet, when seeking to wreak his 
vengeance upon the assassin of his futher, unfor- 
tunately found him at prayers, and would not kill 
him then, because, as he said, his soul might go 
straight to heaven when he wanted to sénd it to 
hell. He said he would wait until he found him 
drank or in his adulterous bed, or engaged in 


| something that had no relish of salvation in it. 


Then, said he, PH 
“Prip him, that his heels may kick at heavens 
And that his sout may be as damned, and black, 
As hell, whereto it goes.” 

Hamlet waited his time, and the gentleman 
from Ohio has bided his time, and now, with 
amazing dexterity, trips the gentleman, and 
makes his hecls fly in a direction antagonistic to 
gravitation. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE obtained the floor, but yielded 
to 

Mr. HOLMAN, who moved that the. House 
adjourn, 

‘he motion was agreed to, and (at a quarter 
past eleven o’clock, p.m.) the House adjourned. 
IN SENATE. 

Tuespay, April 12, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND.” 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
communicating, in gompHance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 3ist of March, an account 
of the money expended, the number of officers 
appointed, and the salaries paid the same, for the 
collection of direct taxes in insurrectionary dis- 
tricts, and a statement of the amount received 


i from direct taxes and the quantity of lands sold 


for taxes in those districts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed, 


1558 _ 


April 12, 


‘THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


“He also laid beforethe Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
in answer to a resolution of the Senate of March 
22, copies of reports made by a commission ap- 

- pointed in 1861 to inquire into Indian affairs; which 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
He also laid before the Senate'a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
additional papers upon'the subject of providing 
means of subsistence for the Navajo Indians of 
New Mexico upon a reservation at the ‘* Bosque 
Redondo,”on the Pecos river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also taid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a 
report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
and. the accounts of the superintendent of Indian 
affairs and Indian agents of the southern super- 
intendency, in pursuance of the act of March 3, 
4863; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. JOHNSON presented a petition of watch- 
men of the navy-yard at Washington, District of 
_ Columbia, praying for an increase of their pay to 
_ the same standard as the men doing similar duty 
in the Executive Departments; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. COWAN presented the memorial of Fred- 
erick Watts, president of the Cumberland Valley 
Railroad Company, remonstrating against an cx- 
tension of the patents of Charles Goodyear for the 
manufacture of vulcanized India rubber; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. 

Mr. GRIMES presented the memorial of Henry 
O’ Rielly, for increasing and cheapening telegraphic 
correspondence among the American people, and 
between them aud the nations of the Old World; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to present the 
memorial of Perry MeD. Collins, a citizen of the 
United States and a resident of California, stat- 
ing the fact that he has formed an arrangement 
with the Government of Russia for the construc- 
tion of a telegraphic line by the Government of 
Russia to the mouth of the Amoor river; that he 
has also made arrangements with the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, by which be is authorized 
to construct a telegraphic line through the British 
possessions of America on the north western coast 
of America, and stating various reasons why the 
United Statos are deeply interested, commercially 
and otherwise, in aiding in the construction of 
this telegraphic line which shall conneet the tele- 
graphie system of the United States with the tele- 
graphic system of all Europe and Asia. Fask, 
as this memorial is upon a very important sub- 
ject, one of the most important that can be pre- 
sentedin the present state of society and of the 
world, the question of telegraphic connection be- 
tween this continent and the continents of the Old 
World, that the memorial which is short may be 
printed, and that the memorial with the accom- 
panying papers may be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

It was so referred; and the motion to print was 
agreed to, 


ADMISSION OF NEBRASKA AS A STATE. 


Mr. WADE. I move to postpone all prior 
orders, and take up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. No. 14},) to enable the people of Nebraska 
to form a constitution and State government, and 


for the admission of such State into the Union on 
| 


an equal footing with the original States. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not mean to oppose | 


that motion;'but I wish to say to the Senator from 
Ohio and other Senators that at one o’clock | 
shall insist upon going on with the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. WADE. 
that time. f presume wecan pass it long before 
that hour arrives. It is precisely like the bills 
we passed some days ago to enabie other Ter- 
ritories to become States. If the people are to 
organize under this bill, it is time it should be 
passed. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. The 
proposed State ts to consist of all the territory in- 
cluded within the fuiiowing boundaries: commen- 


I shall not press this bill after 


cing at a point formed by the intersection of the 
western boundary of the State of Missouri with 
the fortieth degree of north latitude; extending 
thence due west along the fortieth degree of north 
latitude to a point formed by its intersection with 
the twenty-fifth degree of longitude west from 
Washington; thence north along the twenty-fifth | 
degree of longitude to a point formed by its in- 

tersection with the forty-first degree of north lat- 

itude; thence west along the forty-first degree of 

north latitude to a point formed by its intersec- 

tion with the twenty-seventh degree of longitude 

west from Washington; thence north along the 

twenty-seventh degree of west longitude to a 

point formed by its intersection with the forty- 

third degree of north latitude; thence east along 

the forty-third degree of north latitude to the 

Reya Paha river; thence down the middle of the 

channel of thatriver, with its meanderings, to its 

junction with the Niobrara river, thence down 

the middle of the channel of the Niobrara river, 

and following the meanderings thereof, to its 

junction with the Missouri river; thence down 

the middle of the channel of the Missouri river, 

and following the meanderings thereof, to the 

place of beginning. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. HARLAN. There is an unusual provis- 
ion in the twelfth section of the bill to which I 
desire to call attention. It is as follows: 

That five per cent. of the proceeds of the sales ofall pub- 
lic lands lying within said State, which have been orshall 
be sold by the United States prior or subsequent to the ad- 
mission of said State into the Union, atter deducting all the 
expenses incident to the same, shall be paid to the said 
State for we support of common schools. 

It is not usual to grant the five percent. on the 
sale of lands preceding the admission of the State. 
I call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee and the Senate to it. The usual provision 
is to give five per cent. of the proceeds of the sales 
of all public lands after the admission of the State. 

Mr. WADE. This provision was in the bill 
as it came to us from the House of Representa- 
tives,and as those sales do not amount to much 
anyhow, we thought we might be generous to this 
State, and that it was not of sufficient importance 
to strike it out and make an amendment. There 
has not been a vast deal of land sold there; but 
the gentleman knows more than I do about the 
quantity. 1 suppose it will be somewhat ex- 
pensive to erect a State government there, and I 
should be willing to extend this privilege to them, 
though Lamnotstrenuousaboutit. If the Senate 
think it would be generous now to strike it out, 
they can do so. F prefer the bill as it is, but I 
shall not resist such an amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
what was the population of Nebraska when the 
last census was taken, and whether there has 
probably been any increase of population since 
that time or not. I know that in these days it 
is regarded as avery small matter to make a State. 
It used to be considered a matter of some consid- 
erable importance; but now we can make a Ter- 
ritory into a State in the morning hour without 
anybody searecly listening to the bill when it is 
read. I have not looked at the census with a 
view to this question this morning; but my rec- 
ollection of the population of Nebraska is that 
there are some twenty or thirty thousand people 
there. If Congress think proper to admit every 
twenty or thirty thousand people they can find 
anywhere as a State, they will multiply States 
very rapidly. The number of inhabitants neces- 
sary to send a Representative to the Congress of 
the United States in the old States is about one 
hundred and twenty-five thousand, I think. 

Mr. DAVIS. One hundred and twenty-seven 
thousand. 

Mr. ‘TRUMBULL. This Territory, I sup- 
pose, has not got twenty-seven thousand, Iim- 
agine not, though I do not know what its popu- 
lation is. 

Mr. DAVIS. Twenty-eight thousand and a 
fraction. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ken- | 
tucky, who has looked into the subject it seems, 
says thatthe population is twenty-eight thousand | 
and a fraction. Lam not disposed to take up time 
in opposition to the bill; but I think it is rather 
an important matter to be disposed of inthe morne | 
ing hour without any consideration. i 


Mr. FOSTER, I should like also to inquire 
whether even this small population of twenty- 
five thousand or twenty-eight thousand have 
asked to be admitted asa State. It seems to me 
if they have it is a very strange fact. For all 
practical purposes a territorial government is a 
State government, allowing the people substan- 
tially the rights and privileges which they would 
have if the Territory were a State; but as they 
are now situated, all their territorial expenses are 
paid by the national Government from the na- 
tional Treasury. If twenty-five thousand people 
in that far-off region are desirous of p&ying the . 
expenses and bearing the burden of a State gov- 
ernment, it seems to me wonderful. I should like 
very much to know how many of the population 
of ihat Territory have asked to be made a State. 
For one, I should not wish to impose upon them 
the burdens of a State government without their 
asking for it. It will make taxation very heavy 
to sustain a Stategovernment there. It is true [ 
shall not have it to pay,and my constituents will 
not; and the Treasury of the United States will 
be relieved of supporting a.territorial governments; 
but I should hesitate a little before incorporating 
this Territory into a State without very substan- 
tial evidence that they wanted the incorporation. 

It is very easy to conjecture how there may be 
apparently a desire in a Territory to be made into 
a State. In the first place, a Territory is not rep- 
resented in this body, and a State has two rep- 
resentatives here. Then again there are various 
offices in a State which are not filled while the 
territorial condition continues. Some half dozen 
influential and ambitious men who aspire to be 
Senators and members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and district judges may very easily get 
up an apparent desire In the population of a Ter- 
ritory to be made intoa State. Buthow far, out- 
side of the men who aspire to these offices, does 
this desire extend? How far does itextend among 
the mass of the people? Who is it living in a 
Territory that would not prefer to have it con- 
tinue a Territory until it had assumed the size 
and proportions of a State, than to have it made 
prematurely into a State? Who, except the men 
who expect to hold these important offices? They, 
itis true, might feel ambitious and desirous of, 
changing the territorial condition into that of a 
State; but I apprehend few besides themselves 
would be actuated by that feeling. Ido not, for 
myself, believe that if the question were put to the 
people of that Territory to-day, one half of them 
would be in favor of changing their territorial 
condition into the condition of a State. Tam at 
a loss to imagine on what principle those who 
would vote for the change would so vote. What 
would they gain by it, and how much do they 
clearly lose? 

If these people are desirous of being incorpo- 
rated into a State, [ certainly shall not withhold 
my vote from it, although I confess the amount 
of the population seems to me altogether too small, 
altogether too insignificant, to be madcinto a State. 
Sull, if they desire it, and itis the sense of the 
Senate, I shall not oppose it; but I shall want 
first to be satisfied beyond a peradventure that 
the great majority of the people themselves desire 
this change. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, I am a little sur- 
prised that an objection should be raised to the 
enabling of the people of Nebraska to form a State 
government, when no such objection has been 
made to the other enabling acts that have been 
passed during this session. I believe this Terri- 
tory has as many inhabitants as the other Terri- 
tories that we have already authorized to form a 
State government. 

The first objection of the Senator from Illinois 
is that the population of Nebraska is not sufi- 
cient; that there ought to be population enough 
there for a representation in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. That has never been the rule in the 
organization of these Territories. J hardly know 
of one that has been admitted that had population 
enough at the time of admission to demand a rep- 
resentation in the House of Representatives under 
the apportionment. Some of them may have 
had sufficient undoubtedly, but they were very 
few. Why, sir, Florida existed as a State fora 
great many years before it had sufficient popula- 
tion to entitle it to representation. lowa,also, I 
think—— 

Mr. GRIMES. No, sir. 
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Mr. WADE. Iwill not be sure about that; 
but you may take Florida, Arkansas, and Texas, 
and not one of them had the popalation requisite 
to entitle a State toa Representative. Texas had 
two Representatives assigned to her when she 
had nothing like population enough to entitle her 
to one. That has not been the rule upon which 
we have proceeded. Where a Territory was fill- 
ing up fast with population, and was immediately 
to assume an important position in the Confed- 
eracy by reason of the fertility of its lands and 
the rapidity with which it was being peopled, I 
suppose that constituted pretty much the reason 
why we have not insisted on any such rule. Cer- 
tainly a rule that we have never applied to other 
Territories should not be applied to this. 

The next objection is that we are about to im- 
pose a State government on a people against their 
will. Ishould be as much opposed to that, sir, 
as the gentleman from Connecticut, He demands 
of me to know whether it is the wish of these 
people to be enabled to form a State government. 
That is the purpose of this bill. It is only to cn- 
able the people there, if they see fit, to meet in 
convention and there determine either to have a 
State government or not. Do they wanta State 
government? They havea Delegate in the other 
-House, who, I suppose, fairly represents their 
will and their wishes. He was there advising 
the passage of this bill. He ought to know 
whether they want it or not, and I have no doubt 
he does. Lhave no question that he fairlyrepresents 
the people there; but whether he does or not, we 
only present to the people the power to mect and 
take upon themsclves a State government, and 
relieve the Government of the United States from 
supporting their government if they see fit to do 
so. The Senator is afraid that we shall burden 
them with the expensesof carrying ona State gov- 
ernment. Ido not believe they would thank the 
gentleman for that kind of advice. I have no 

oubt that they areable to take care of theirown 
concerns; they are intelligent; they do not want 
any counsel on that subject from without, I pre- 
sume. Ifthey do not want a State government 
they are not obliged to have it. The bill only 
enables them to have it if they want it. Then 
that objection falls to the ground. 

I know of no objection in this case that has not 
been overcome in every instance where such a 
bill has been presented; and certainly there is no 
reagon existing against enabling these people to 
form a State government that has not existed in 
every case of this kind that has been presented 
since I have had a seat on this floor, Itis alarge, 
fertile Territory, nggvy, under the operation of 
your homestead law, filling up with population 
beyond all previousexample. Why then should 
we now adopt a rule to prevent their exercising 
their will and having aState if they wantit? ‘The 
reasons are all the other way. We have invited 
men to go into our Territories and take up land 
and get a title to it under the homestead law. 
That policy has increased greatly the settlement 
of our fertile Territories lying contiguous to and 
of easy access from the old peopled part of the 
country. I have no doubt that this Territory 
will have a population amply sufficient for a Rep- 
resentative by the time they get a State govern- 
ment formed and are ready to elect their officers. 
Therefore I see no reason why we should not 
follow the rule of all the rest; but I do not wish 
to take up time in speaking. 

Mr. DAVIS. Permitme to make a suggestion 
to the chairman of the committee, particularly as 
itis apparent there is not a quorum present, that 
this measure be laid over informally, so that the 
morning business may be gone through with. 

Mr. WADE, Ihave no objection to that. I 
do not wish to press it; but I wish to have it 
passed in such time that if the people see fit to 
form a State government they can do it before 
the next election. 

Mr. FOSTER. Before the matter passes from 
under consideration, | wish to say a word in re- 
ply to the suggestion that I am undertaking to 
give advice to the people of this Territory, they 
being, as the honorable chairman of the commit- 
tee suggests, abundantly competent, in his opin- 
ion, to decide their own matters for themselves.. 
That is the very principle which I was advoca- 
ting; and | only asked—and asked what has not 
been answercd—whether the people had requested 
by petition here—which is the only way they can | 


saying that if they had asked it I was ready to 
give it to them. ‘That was the position in when 
I was giving “advice.” 

Mr. WADE. Whether they have asked itby 
petition or not, I do not know.. There was no 
petition sent to our committee; there may have 
been petitions sent to Congress. I rely on their 
representative in the other House. 

Mr. FOSTER. If the representative is in- 
structed by his people to ask this, it is all right, 
but unless that representative is instructed to ask 
for the admission of the Territory as a State, I 
submit to the honorable chairman whether he 
and his committee, and the Senate, if this bill 
passes, are not advising the people of this Terri- 
tory, calling upon them to come together, and say 
whether they will not be made into a State, It 
is I who am standing here upon the principle of 
letting the people manage their own affairs in 
their own way, and when they want to be made 
a State, to say so. The gentleman goes over the 
ground of calling them together and asking them 
if they will not be made a State. I think thatis 
rather dictating, or, at all events, giving advice, 
instead of waiting patiently for the people to ex- 
press their own wishes. 

Mr. WADE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. 

Mr. WADE. We wish to give them the right, 
the privilege, of doing as they please on this sub- 
ject; and car they do as they please on this sub- 
ject without our action, provided they want a 
State government? They cannot have it without 
our action if they want it. 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly they cannot; but the 
doors of the Senate are open, the doors of the 
House of Representatives are open, and if they 
want a State government it is pretty easy for the 
people of the ‘Territory to make their voice heard 
bere and let usknow that they want it. Itscems 
to me officious, to say the least, for us to pass a 
bill inviting them to come together and express 
their views on this question. 1 think the people 
are abundantly competent to say, ‘* When we want 
a State government we will ask you to give us 
one.’ f 

Mr. HARLAN. H the chairman of the com- 
mittee does not intend to insist upon a vote on this 
bill this morning 1 move that it be postponed, and 
that we take up for consideration Senate bill No. 
208. 

Mr. WADE. I give notice that shall call up 
this bill to-morrow morning, for I wish to get it 
through in a reasonable time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The further 
consideration of the bill will be postponed until 
to-morrow. The bill is postponed. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SUMNER, from the select committee on 
slavery and freedmen, to whom were referred 
petitions praying that something may be done to 
amcliorate the condition of persons who have been 
freed from slavery by the present war, reported 
a bill (S. No. 227) to establish a Bureau of Freed- 
men; which was read, and passed to a second 
reading. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 55) granting certain privileges to 
the city of Des Moines, in the State of Iowa, re- 
ported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of C. Mullohan, of Gal- 
lipolis, Ohio, praying that additional time be given 
for the location of land warrants of soldiers of 
the war of 1812, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. No. 228) providing for satisfying 
claims for bounty lands, and for other purposes. 
The bill was read and passed toa second reading, 
and the report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. 
No. 149) concerning certain school lands in town- 
ship forty-five north, range seven east, in the State 
of Missouri, asked to be discharged from its fur- 
ther consideration; which was agreed to, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred a bill (S. No, 
215) for the relief of the sufferers at Lawrence, 
| Kansas, by the Quantrell raid of July 21, 1863, 
Í asked to be discharged from its further considera- 


ition; which was agreed to. 


: 1 
request it—that a State government be formed, 


= 


He also, from the same-committee, to: whom, 


` was referred a memorial of the proprietor of the: 


New York Sun, praying for the remission of the 
Government tax on the paper, to be given: to the 
New-York sanitary fair, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which was agreedl: 


to. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred a bill (S. 
No. 160) to grant aid for the construction of cer- 
tain railroads in Wisconsin, reported it with an 
amendment. : 

Mr. HARDING, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to whom was. referred a bill (S, No. 
166) authorizing the archives in the office of the 
recorder of land titles in the State of Missouri 
to be delivered to said State, reported it with an 
amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a memorial of the Legislature of 
Kansas, in favor of agrant of lands to that State 
in lieu of the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections 
sold for the benefit of certain Indian tribes, asked 
to be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DAVIS, in pursuance of previous notice, 


“asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 229) to regulate the mode of ascertaining the 
value of lands or other real estate that may be 
taken forthe public use of the United States; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent ob~ 
tained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 230) to 
prevent the assembling of, and trial by, courts- 
martial, of capital or otherwise infamous crimes 
not arising in the land or naval forces of the United 
States or in the militia when in actual service in 
time of war or public danger; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
931) concerning the subsistence and pay of the 
Army; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on 


Military Affairs and the Mi- 
litia, and ordered to be printed. " Sa f 


RAILROADS IN IOWA AND MINNESOTA. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN, the bill (S. No. 
208) making a grant òf lands to the State of Jowa 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Me- 
Gregor to some point on the Missouri river, and 
certain lateral roads to connect with railroads in 
the State of Minnesota, was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill proposes to grant to the State of lows 
for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a 
railroad from the town of McGregor on the west 
bank of the Mississippi river in the State of Iowa, 


| thence extending westward Dy the most practi- 


cable route on or near the forty-third parallel of 
north latitude to some point on the Missouri river 
between Sargent’s Bluffs and the northern bound- 
ary of that State; also to aid in the construction 
ofa railroad commencing at Cedar Falls in that 
State, thence along or near the vailey of the Ce- 
dar river to the northern boundary thereof; in the 
direction of Mankato, in the State of Minnesota; 
also to aid in the construction of a railroad from 
Sioux City, in that State, to the northern bound- 
ary thereof, in the direction of Mankato, every 
allernate section of public land of the United 
States, not mineral, designated by odd numbers, 
to the amount of five alternate sections per mile 
on each side of the railroads on the line thereof, 
within the State of Iowa. But in case it shall 
appear that the United States have, when the line 
or route of the roads is definitely fixed, sold, ap- 
propriated, reserved, or otherwise dis posed ofany 
sections or any part thereof thus granted, or that 
the right of preémption or homestead settlement 
has attached to the same, then it isto be the-duty 
of the Secretary of the Interior to select, in alter- 
nate sections or parts of sections, from the public 
lands of the United States nearest to the specified 
tiers of sections, so much public land of the United 
States, not mineral, as shall be equal in amount 
to such lands as the United States have sold or 
other wise appropriated, or to which:the rights of 
preémption or homestead settlement may: have 
attached; which lands thus sclected , in lieu of 
those sold, reserved, or otherwise appropriated or 
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disposed of, or to which the right of preémption 

moy have attached, together with the. sections 

and parts-of sections designated and appropriated, 

ate tobe held and. disposed of by that State for 

the prescribed use and purpose. But the land to 

be sosélected is in no case to be located furtherthan 

twenty miles from the lines of the roads; and the 
lands thus granted are to be exclusively applied 
tthe construction of the roads, and for no other 
purpose whatever, and are to be disposed of only 
às the work progresses through the same. All 
lands heretofore reserved to the United States by 
any nct of Congress, or in any other manner by 
competent authority, for the purpose of aiding in 
any object of internal improvement, or for any 
other purpose ‘whatsoever, are reserved to the 
United States from the operations. of this act, ex- 
cept so far.as it may be found necessary to locate 
the routes of the roads through such reserved 
lands; in which case the right of way only will 
be granted, subject to the approval of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. Nothing in this en- 
actment or in any existing law is to be so con- 
strued as to prevent the junction of the railroad 
first named with the Dubuque and Sioux City 
railroad, at a point west of the Des Moines river, 
and the construction and use of a common trunk 
thence to Sioux City, on such terms and condi- 
tions as may be prescribed by the State of Iowa, 
and the application of that portion of the lands 
thus granted, and heretofore granted for the use 
and benefit of the Dubuque and Sioux City rail- 
road, pertaining to that part of each road west of 
the point of junction, to aid in the construction 
of the common trunk road, as if no junction were 
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made. 
The State, in addition to the grant heretofore 
mentioned, is also to be authorized to locate the 
roads over any public lands of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, reserved, or disposed 
of, and the right of way over those lands of the 
United States for that purpose is granted to that 
State to the width of one hundred feet on each 
side of the roads as located. The sections and 
parts of sections of land which by such grantshall 
remain to the United’ States within ten miles on 
each side of the roads are not to be sold for less 
than double the minimum price of the public lands 
when sold, nor are any of the lands not hereto- 
fore offered for sale according to law to become 
subject to sale at private entry until they shall 
have been first offered at public sale to the highest 
bidder at or above the minimum price. But act- 
nal bona fide settlers under the preémption laws 
of the United States may, after due proof of set- 
Hement, improvement, and occupation, as now 
provided by law, purchase the same at the in- 
creased minimum price; and settlers under the 
provisions of the homestead law who comply with 
the terms and requirements of that act are to he 
entitled to patents for an amount not exceeding 
eighty acres each. ‘Phe lands thus granted are 
to be subject to the disposal of the Legislature 
of lowa for the purposes specified and no other; 
and the railroads are to be public highways for 
the uso of the Government of the United States, 
free of all toll or other charges upon the trans- 
portation of any property or troops of the United 
States, 
When the Governor of that State shall certify 
to the Secretary of the Interior that any ten con- 
secutive miles of cither of the roads are completed 
in good, substantial, and workmanlike manner as 
a first-class railroad, the Secretary of the Interior 
is to Issue to the State patents for the land oppo- 
site to and coterminous with the completed sec- 
tion; and also on the completion of each succes- 
sive section of ten miles until the roads or either 
of them are completed, when the whole of the 
lands thus granted will be patented tothe State 
for the uses mentioned and none other. But if the 
roads are not completed within ten years no fur- 
ther patents will be issued to the State for the lands 
and no further sale of the lands will be made b , 
the State, and the lands unsold will revert to tl 
United States. 

As soon as the Governor of Iowa shall file or 
cause to be filed with the Secretary of the Interior 
maps designating the probable routes of the roads, 
it will be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to withdraw from market the lands embraced 
within the provisions of this act. 

The United States mail is to be transported on 


ie 


, 


i moved by 


the roads under the direction of the Post Office 


Department, at such prico as Congress may by 
law provide; and until such price is fixed by law, 
the Postmaster General is to-have power to fix 
the rate of compensation. 

The bill also proposes to grant to the State of 
Minnesota, to aid in the construction of a railroad 
from Mankato, in that State, to the southern 
boundary thereof, so as to connect with and be- 
come a partof the railroad mentioned in the first 
section of this act, to be located from Cedar Falls 
to the northern boundary of Iowa, in the direc- 
tion of Mankato; also from Mankato to the 
southern boundary of the State of Minnesota, so 
as to connect with and become a part of the rail- 
road mentioned in the first section of this act, to 
be located from Sioux City, in the State of Iowa, to 
the northern boundary thereof, in the direction of 
Mankato, every alternate section of public lands 
of the United States, not mineral, designated by 
odd numbers, in like quantity per mile of the rail- 
roads situated in the State of Minnesota, and on 
conditions and with limitations in every respect 
the same as those attached to the grant now to 
be made to the State of Iowa. : 

Mr. WILKINSON. In line thirteen, of seq 
tion one, E move to strike out the words “in the 
direction of Mankato,” and to insert “so as to 
connect with the Minnesota Central railroad.” 

Mr. HARLAN. I have no objection to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

Mr.. WILKINSON. In line seven of section 
eight, E move to strike out the words “in the di- 
rection of Mankato,” and to insert “so as to con- 
nect with the Minnesota Southern railroad.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing, and was read the third time, and passed. 


DEATH OF JOHN C. RIVES. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I move that when the Sen- 


ate adjourn to-day, it be to meet on Thursday 
next. I make this motion in order to give Sena- 
tors an opportunity to attend the funeral of Mr. 
tives, who was an officer of this body. A sim- 
ilar motion has been agreed to in the House of 
Representatives unanimously. 

The motion was unanimously agrecd to. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Lroyp, its Chief Clerk, announced that 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed an enrolled bill (S. No. 12) extending the 
time within which the States and ‘Territories may 
accept the grant of lands made by the act entitled 
“An act donating public lands to the several 
States and Territories which may provide ‘col- 
leges for the benefit of agriculture and the me- 
chanic arts,” approved July 2, 1862. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 
The message also announced thatthe President 


j of the United States had approved and signed, on 


the 9th instant, the following acts: 

An act (H. R. C. C. No. 114) for the relief of 
Daniel Wormer; 

An act (H. R. ©. C. No. 115) for the relief of 
Darius S. Cole; 

An act (H. R. C. C. No. 116) for the relief of 
William G. Brown; and 

An act (H. R. No. 302) to amend section nine 
of the act approved July 17, 1862, entitled “An 
act to define the pay and emoluments of certain 
officers of the Army, and for other purposes,” 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning 
hour having expired, the unfinished business of 
yesterday, as the special order of the day, takes 
precedence of all other business. The bill (H. 


| R. No. 151) making appropriation for the naval 


service for the year ending June 30, 1865, is now 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, 
the pending question being upon an amendment 
the Senator from New Hampshire, 
[Mr. Hais,] by direction of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. That amendmentis to strike out 
of the clause making appropriation for the navy- 
yard at Boston, in lines one hundred and seventy- 
nine, one hundred and eighty, one hundred and 
eighty-one, and one hundred and eighty-two, the 


i words, “and for extension of water front by pur- 


chase of two lots adjoining the navy-yard ata 
price not exceeding $135,000, three hundred and 
nineteen,” and insert ‘one hundred and eighty- 
four; so as to make the clause read: 

For additional amonnt for joiners’ sbop, additional amount 
for coal house, extension of shear wharf, railroad tracks, 
and repairs of all kinds, $184,500. 

Upon this amendment the yeas and nays have 
been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 11; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Buckalew, Davis, 
Dixon, Hale, Harding, Harlan, Harris, Henderson, Hen~ 
dricks, Howe, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Pomeroy, Powell, 
Ramsey, Riddle, Sherman, Sumner, Tén Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Conness, Cowan, Doolittle, Fessenden 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Howard, Johnson, Sprague; and 
Wade—tll. 


So the amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. HALE. I offer anotheramendment from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. I move to strike 
out in lines seventy-one and seventy-two the 
words “ for furniture for Government offices and 

Dousesin the navy-yards,” and to reduce the ap- 
propriation in lines seventy-eight and seventy- 
nine from $1,370,000 to $1,358,500. 

This amendment is to strike out the appropri- 
ation for furniture for Government offices and 
houses in the navy-yards, and to lessen the total 
appropriation for contingent expenses of the Bu- 
reau of Yards and Docks by the amount estima- 
ted for that purpose; and I will make a brief state+ 
mentas to the fucts. After the passage of the 
law of 1835, regulating the pay of officers of the 
Navy, and raising it considerably, there was a 
provision, which gentlemen will find in the older 
editions of the Navy Register, declaring that that 
should be in full of all allowances of all kinds 
whatsoever, except actual travel, when officers 
of the Navy were ordered to travel, It cut off all 
allowances which had before been made for other 
objects. Notwithstanding that, the Department 
continued to make a small allowance for furni- 
ture up to the close of the Thirty-Second Con- 
gress. The attention of Congress was called to 
the subject, and to the provisions of law; and at 
the Thirty-Third Congress, commencing in 1853, 
the appropriation for that purpose was stricken 
out. Noappropriation was made by the Thirty- 
Fourth Congress, the Thirty-Fifth Congress, the 
Thirty-Sixth Congress, or the first session of the 
Thirty-Seventh Congress. During all that time 
no appropriation of that kind was made, simply 
because it was against the express provisions of 
the law. 

At the second session of the last Congress, the 
appropriation found its way into the appropria- 
tion bill again, for the first time for about a dozen 
years. By some means or other, that clause which 
had been omitted for so many years from the ape 
propriation bill got in, and under it there was 
spent, in 1862-63, at the Washington navy-yard, 
$74; at the Norfolk navy-yard, nothing; at the 
Pensacola navy-yard, nothing; atthe Mare Island 
yard, $800. ‘These were all the expenses Jast 
year, | think—very trifling. ‘his year, for the 
Washington yard, where there was $74 expended 
last year, they ask for $5,000; at Norfolk, where 
there was nothing spent then, they now ask for 
$1,000; at Pensacola, where there was nothing 
spent then, they ask for $500; and at Mare Island, 
where $800 was then expended, they now ask for 
$5,000; showing that while last year avery sinali 
amount was expended, this year a great deal 
larger amount is to be expended if the appropria- 
tion shall be made. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs think that if 
it is necessary or proper to make this allowance 
and they have no opinion now to express on that 
point—it should be added to the compensation of 
officers, and had better be done by a jaw whieh 
shall be made universal, applying to all officers, 
and not leave it to the arbitrary discretion of the 
officers at the Department having charge of the 
expenditure of the money. Congress, after much 
deliberation, determined as long ago as 1853 to 
drop this appropriation, and it bas never been 
made since until the last Congress. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let me ask the Senator 
if ho makes a distinction between the Government 
offices and houses, or does he propose to strike out 
the whole? 

Mr, HALE. Iam willing to strike out ently 
the Government houses, í 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. Then how much do you 
leave in of the appropriation for offices? Have 
you looked at the estimates? Í 

Mr. HALE. I believe they are not separated 
in the estimates. I have the estimates before me 
now. 

_ Mr. FESSENDEN. And does the Senator. pro- 
pose to strike out the whole amount of the esti- 
mate for this item? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then the Senatorallows 
nothing for the offices. 

Mr. HALE. Jt is impossible to distinguish 
them in the estimates. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Because they are made 
together. I supposed the honorable Senator in 
making such a motion would take pains to inform 
himself how much was needed for the offices, and 
not strike out the whole appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know but what it will 
do to strike out simply the words * and houses.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That would leave too 
much for the offices. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose they would net abso- 
lutely feel bound to expend all the money. Let 
the proposition be simply to strike out the words 
Sand houses,” 

Mr. CONNESS. I should like to ask the chair- 
man ofthe Committee on Naval Affairs whether 
he expects officers to carry the furniture of their 
quarters around with them, and how furniture is 
to be provided where new quarters are being built, 
as at Mare Island, California, where there are no 
houses for officers, but where they are now being 
built and prepared? Whodoes he expectto buy 
the furniture for these houses? Does he expect 
the officers to do it, and then sell it out atauction 
when they change thcir places and are superseded 
by other officers? 

Mr. HALE. That is not for me to answer. 
All Lask is that the law be carried out. 

Mr. CONNESS. It does appear to me that 
itis for the Senator to answer, The law gives a 
certain salary to these officers. An old law that 
the Senator has hunted up may declare that that 
compensation shall be the only compensation they 
shall receive; but I think it is for the Senate to 
ascertain whether furnishing their quarters with 
necessary. furniture for their accommodation has 
anything to do, properly, with the allowances 
made to the officers by law. These officers live 
in the navy-yards, reside there, houses are prop- 
erly built for them there; that is where they be- 
long; they are required to be furnished. Appro- 
priations of tens of thousands of dollars are made 
necessarily to build quarters for officers Does 
the Senator intend thatthey shall not be furnished 
with necessary appurtenances and furniture? It 
does appear to me that it is for him to answer. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I was prepared to give 
an explanation in reference to this matter; but 
my friend from California has in a degree antici- 
pated me, though not entirely. When the sub- 
ject was before the Committee on Finance, I had 
great doubt whether it was not best to strike out 
of this clause the words ‘and houses,” as sug- 
gested by the Committee on Naval Affairs in the 
amendment now proposed; but on making in- 
quiry and looking into the matter, I rather came 
to the conclusion that it was not advisable. Ft is 
true, as the Senator from New Hampshire has 
said, that for a considerable period of time this 
item was omitted from this annual appropriation 
bill, That, however, was at a time when furni- 
ture had been provided for most, if not for all, 
houses that were occupied, and it was not there- 
fore absolutely necessary. The Senate know that 
an officer of the Navy who is situated at a navy- 
yard is usually kept there buta very few years. 
Most of his time he isafloat. Occasionally he is 
sent to anavy-yard for a year or two. He goes 
into the occupation of a house there. Hf he is 
obliged to live at the navy-yard, as he is by the 
regulations, he must have furniture for the house. 
It will readily be perceived that, with the salary 

-) we have been paying to our naval officers, it would 
~ be pretty hard on them to compel them to furnish 
houses in the style in which an officer is expected 


to live and be comfortable and respectable, to |i 
slay there perhaps for one year, perhaps for two | 


years, perhaps for three years, or perhaps, though 
not often, a little longer, and then be compelled 
to sell the furniture at auction ata sacrificeand go 
to sea. They must live in the yard; under the 
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regulations they are obliged to Jive there to’ pro- 
tect the public property, &e., and therefore the 
policy was introduced by the Navy Department 
of recommending an allowance for this purpose. 
There is no positive law on the subject, except 
such law as arises from the appropriation, and a 
small appropriation was made from time to time 
to furnish these houses to a certain extent. 

Formerly considerable money was spent, but 
they adopted a system of rules by which they 
limited the number of rooms that could be fur- | 
nished by the Department in the houses and also 
the kind of furniture to be furnished, and adopted 
a very strict system, spending but little money. 
I have the printed reguiations of the Department 
now before me showing precisely the system 
which was adopted. ‘These regulations were es- 
tablished by Mr. Dobbin, and have been followed 
since. The Department under them furnishes a 
parlor, a dining-room, a hall, a kitchen, and cer- 
tain chambers with certain kinds of furniture. 
For instance, fora parlor the furniture is one 
dozen chairs, one sofa, one pier or center table, 
one looking-glass, one pair andirons, one fender, 
one set shovel, tongs, and poker, one carpet, and 
onehearth-rug. The regulations prescribe the 
furniture for the different rooms, limiting the 
number of rooms, furnishing only the absolutely 
necessary articles, and also limiting the price so 
as to have them of avery plain description. The 
prices are all given here; I need not read them. 
Then the regulations go on to state the rules, 
which are very strict, and if the Senate will ex- 
cuse me I will read some of them: 


& On receipt of this order the commandants at the sev- 
eral navy-yards wil) cause an inventory and inspection to 
be made, by competent persons, of every article of furni- 
ture in the houses and offices on his station belonging to 
the Government, whether made in the navy-yard or pur- 
chased in open market; which inventory shal} be compared 
with the Navy storekecper’s book, a copy sent to the Bu- 
reau of Yards and Docks, and the amouut thereof returned 
to the bureau monthly, as other stores are. After the in- | 
ventory, as above stated, shal! have been taken, every of- 
ficer occupying a Government house or office shall receipt 
to the Navy storekeeper for cach article at its cost; and 
when officers shall be detached or leave the houses, the 
commandant shali order a survey and inventory of the fur- 
niture, and report, stating its condition, and missing articles, 
if any, a copy of Which report shall be forwarded to the Bu- 
rean of Yards and Docks. They shall deliver over to the 
storekeeper every article, and according to the last receipt 
by them given. Any wissing article must be accounted for 
to the commandant. On delivery of all the furniture, as 
above stated, the officer’s receipt will be canceled. When 
commandants assume the command ofa navy-yard or sta- 
tion, or officers and others who may be entitled to occupy 
ouses report for duty, they will receipt to the Navy store- 
keeper for every article of public furniture delivered to 
then then, aud afterwards for such other articles as may 
be purchased by the United States or made in the yard for 
them, when delivered; a copy of which reccipts will be 
forwarded to the bureau. 

“Noarticle of furniture shail be allowed to be condemned 
and replaced which has not been in use over five year. 
after it shall have been that Jong furvished and is consi 
ered unfit for use,a survey may be asked for and held upon 
it. Jf reported as requiring cepairs, let it be repaired ac- 
cording to the report; if condemned it must be returned to 
the Navy storekeeper, with a copy of the report of con- 
demnation stating the cause. ‘The storekeeper will credit 
the officer returning it atthe price at which it was charged ; | 
then it must be sent to the Navy agent, who is hereby di- 
rected to advertise it forsale in like manner as other con- 
dem ned stores are advertised, and tosell itar public auction 
tothe highest bidder, and deposit the proceeds of sale to 
the ereditof the ‘Treasurer of the United States under the 
head of ‘Conting 
articles similar to those condemned, if allowed under this 
regulation, may be made by the occupant of the house, to 
be forwarded by the connnandant to the bureau, and, if 
approved by it, may be purchased by the Navy agent, 
passed through the Navy store like other stores, and en- 
tered on the books aud charged to the officer receiving 
them, and receipted for by him at cost; at which price 
they are to be continued in all transfers until condemned 
by survey. No new article of any kind, however, is to be | 
purchased or made in the yard until the quantity of furni 
ture in the bouse shall be reduced by condemnation ii 
number and kind to the table herein prescribed. Tn the i 
purchase of furniture under this regulation, no comimuta- 
tion or transfer of any part of the amount hereby aliowed 
for an article not named, or from one articie to another, is 
to be made either direetly or indirectly, The articles 
named are to be made or purchased on the best terms, for 
and within the limited price, and in no case to exceed it. 
All articles made in the navy-yards for persons occupying 

Jovernment houses are to be charged at cost, and passed 
through the Navy store in the same manner (except the 
inspection) that furniture purchased outside of the navy- 
yard does, and to be so returned and accounted for. 

“The Navy storekeeper will be charged with, and held 
responsible for, all furniture, as he is for all other stores. 

“A copy of this regulation to be furnished to each officer | 
occupying a house in the navy-yards: also to the purser of | 
the yard, the Navy agent of the s i 


y tion, the Navy store- i 
keeper, and the master mechanics ofeach department ina | 
navy-yard, including the boatswain, gauner, carpenter, and | 
sailmaker.?? 


| 
i 
; 


I am-informed by the gentleman at the “Head of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks ‘that so.far'as We 
knows—and he lids been at the head of that bui 
reau for a good many years—this matter has bee 
administered “with great caution, with Father 
severity of caution, in reference to futnishi 
the articles, ‘The articles themselves, as gentlé- 
men will see from the prices, are plain, and ‘the 
rules are strict abd stringent. Under ‘the ¢ircum= 
stances, looking at it with reference to the officer - 
and the uncertainty of the time he remains ‘ata 
navy-yard, the houses themselves being’ owned 
by the Government, and he being compelled to 
reside there, it strack me that it was unreasonable 
to expect him to furnish his house, with the prob- 
ability of being obliged to sacrifice a very:con+ 
siderable amount by selling it at the termination 
of his service there, whereas now when he goes 
away he leaves the furniture for his successor 
whoever he may be. ; 

In regard to the question of the amount to be 
expended, that is easily explained. Fora long 
time we gotalong with very smal] amounts; but 
at certain navy-yards, for example at the one 
near San Francisco, new houses have been put 
up, A large amount is called for at the navy» 
yard here owing to the fact that the suldiefts were 
in possession of the yard for a long time and oc- 
cupied the houses as barracks, and the furniture 
became worthless and a large portion of it was 
destroyed, and that renders it necessary to re- 
place the furniture în poini of fact. i 

Mr. CONNESS. The chairman of the Finance 
Committee will permit me to call his attention to 
the fact that the Government is now erecting 
buildings at Mare Island which are required. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is acomparatively 
new yard, and new houses are going up, and that 
explains fully the occasion for the large expend: 

“jture there. The explanation that I have given 
shows the reason why the appropriation for this 
year proposed to be made by Congress is neces- 
sarily large. Itis owing to the peculiar circam- 
stances of the case, the furniture having been de- 
stroyed. Probably very little will be required 
next year. I am satisfied that the fund has been 
faithfully administered. The Department ofcourse 
has no feeling aboutitexcept the same that I have 
expressed, that it would seem to be unjust to of- 
ficers to be compelled to go to large expense in 
furnishing houses at the navy-yards, when the 
probability is that it will involve a large sacrifice 
when they come to go tosea again. ‘Thatismy 
opinion, and for that reason I did not suggest the 
striking outof the appropriation, Itis, however, 
for the Senate to decide. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not deny the propriety of 
any of the suggestions which the honorable Sen- 
ator has made; and if it fs necessary to make 
these appropriations any larger than they are, or 
as large again, I am willing to do it; but I want 
the thing done by law. 1 do not want it left to 
the discretion of an officer to say who shall have 
houses and who shall have furnitureand who shall 
not, and what shall be the amount. I want to 
read what the law is on the subject, and Senators 
will see how plain itis. The second section of 
the act of March 3, 1835, to regulate the pay of 
the Navy of the United States, is in these words? 


“SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That no allowance 
shall hereafter be made to any officer in the naval service 
of the United States for drawing bills, for receiving or dis- 
bursing money, or transacting any business for We Govern- 
ment of the United States; nor shall he be allowed ser- 
vants, or pay for servants, or clothing or rations for them, 
or pay for the same, nor shall any allowance be made to 
him for rent of quarters, or to pay rent for furniture, or for 
lights or fuel, or transporting baggage. Tt is hereby ex- 
pressiy declared that the yearly allowance provided in this 
act is all the pay, compensation, and allowance that shall 
be received under any circumstanees whatever, by any 
such officer or person, execpt for traveling expenses when 
under orders, for which ten cents per mile shall be al- 
lowed.” 


Tf the necessities of the. service are such that 
these allowances ought to be made, I am perfectly. 
willing to make them, if they are made by alaw, 
and not submitted to the discretion ofthe chiefofa 
bureau to give what he pleases and to whom he 
pleases. It will be remarked that this law ex- 
pressly provides that there shall be nothing paid 
to officers for rent of furniture; and how singular 
and anomalous the construction of the law would 
be if they should not be allowed anything for rent 
of furniture, but still they might-have,the furni- 


ture itself bought for them. i have uothing fure 
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ther.té say about these allowances, except that if 
theyare mado they ought to be regulated bylaw. 

“Mr. PESSENDEN.  Itis-very clear that that 
statute does not apply at all... We do not allow 
anything for the rent of houses or rent of furni- 
ture, or. anything of that kind. We do not allow 
bills to be brought in for furniture, nor do we give 
them any. furniture.. ‘The only question is, when 
you compel them:to live in a Government house 
at a.particular place, whether you will compel 
them to buy furniture for that house, which they 
must do unless. the Government chooses, to a cer- 
tain extent, to furnish its own house. The law 
is notin the way, and does not cover the case or 
apply to itin any shape or form. ft is precisely 
in. the:shape in which a dozen other things are 
done for the Government, not for the officer; and 
that is to give them a small sum to meet what they 
conceive to be an expense which the Government 
ought to be at with reference to it. I do not sce 
any difficulty about it. The officer has nothing 
to do with it. 

Mr. CONNESS. If this appropriation shall 
be. made it will be the law, and as much the law 
as the statute read by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. If any other law is ne- 
cessary governing this subject, the Senator during 
the long period that he has been chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs should have provided 
such a law, It would be better for him to do that 
than to come forward here without any facts or 
any reason and oppose an appropriation which ts 
as necessary as one to pay your per diem, sir. I 
should like, if the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs were competent, to make him a 
naval officer fora while. I rather think he would 
expect that his quarters should be furnished, and 
would not petition against it. I am inclined to 
think he would petition for it. 

Mr. FOSTER. It seems to me that there is 
the same necessity for the Government furnish- 
ing a house, when it requires the officer to tive in 


it, as there is for furnishing a ship when the Gov- 


ernment puts the officer on board the ship and 
requires him to do duty there. Why do we not 
require the officer to furnish the cabin furniture 
of the ship, the tables and the chairs, and every- 
thing thatis necessary in the cabin ofa ship? If 
there is anything in this law on the subject it for- 
bids the furnishing of the cabin of the ship as 
wellas the Governmenthouse. Why not? Where 
is the difference? It seems to me the cases are 
precisely parallel; andif we require an officer to 
furnish the furniture for a Government house, 
we should require him to furnish the furniture 
for the cabin of a ship. 

Mr. HALE. = [| will not insist upon the amend- 
ment if it does not accord with the ideas of the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [hope the Senator will 
not withdraw it on that account. 

_ The PRESIDENT protempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I have onc more amendment to 
offer, to come in immediately after the provision 
for the support of the Naval Academy, after line 
three hundred and fourteen, on page 14. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. You have got a dozen 
amendments in there now, 

Mr. HALE. ‘This is another one to come in 
at the close of all the amendments that have been 
adopted at that point. It is to insert the follow- 
ing: 

Provided, That no money hereby appropriated for the 
support at the Naval Academy shall be applied to the sup- 
port of any midshipman hereafter appointed not in strict 
conformance with the provisions of the law for appointing 
injdshipmen to the Naval Academy. 

This is precisely similar toan amendment that 
was placed on the Military Academy appropria- 
tion bill, and it is the law of the land in regard 
to the Academy. It is prospective entirely, and 
simply provides that no portion of the appropria- 
tion shall be applied to the support of any mid- 
shipman not appointed according to law, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Naval Affairs to offer the follow- 
ing amendment as a new section: 


“nd be it further enacted, That there shall be added three 
professors to the number of profes 
author: 
sloued us new provided by law, aud who shall bea professor 


rs of mathematics now | 


cd by law, who shail be appointed and commis- | 


of Ethies and English Studies, a professor of Spanish, and 
a professor of Drawing at the Naval Academy. 

This does not increase the number of profess- 
ors or their pay; it merely gives to all the pro- 
fessors the rank that is now enjoyed only by some 
of the older ones, precisely the same as at West 
Point. It is asked for, 1 believe, by all those 
who are familiar with the Academy, the Superin- 
tendent, and the academic board. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to inquire 
if it has been recommended by the Department. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It comes from the Naval 
Committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does it come from the 
Department? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It does not come officially 
from the Department, but I am informed that the 
Department is in favor of it. The Senator will 
see that it merely places these three professors 
on the same grade with the other professors. It 
merely gives them a commission. It does not 
increase their pay. It frequently happens that 
young gentlemen who have been educated at the 
Academy go there as instructors, but they go 
there with their grade as commanders or captains, 
and they rank the professors who have instructed 
them. ftis considered essential to the discipline 
and the efficiency of the Academy, and in order 
that these professors may have the respect of 
their pupils, thatthey should have a commission 
and be entitled to wear the uniform. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will ask the Senator if 
any communication has been had with the Super- 
intendent of the Academy on the subject? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have had no official com- 
munication with the Superintendent of the Acad- 
emy; but I am quite sure he is in favor of it. I 
understand that all the professors there, and also 
the academic board, arein favor ofit. I think the 
Senator from Iowa, and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs also, can bear witness to 
that fact. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [donot know anything 
about it. What position do they hold now? What 
is their title? 

Mr. GRIMES, There are three gentlemen at 
the Naval Academy who have been fora long 
time connected with it: one the professor of ethics 
and English studies; another the professor of 
drawing; and another the professor of Spanish. 
They are civil professors, without assimilated 
military rank. They are vow receiving, I think, 
precisely the same salary that they would receive 
if the amendment proposed by the Naval Com- 
mittee should be adopted. ‘The only difference, 
therefore, thatthe adoption of this provision will 
make will be that it will make them professors, 
give them an assimilated rank, and give them a 
commission, in place of being civil officers. 

Among the arguments that have been urged in 
favor of this measure are those suggested by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. Itis not unfrequently 
the case, in fact it is the case all the time, that 
young gentlemen who graduate at the Naval Acad- 
emy, having completed their four-year course, are 
returned there as assistant professors, and they 
rank these men who have been atthe Academy for 
a long time, one of whom I know has been there 
for fourteen years, and under whose charge this 
young man bas graduated. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Whatis the consequence 
of ranking? 

Mr. GRIMES. It would not be anything with 
the Senator and myself. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Isit anything more than 
that one takes precedence in going into a drawing- 
room or something of that sort? 

Mr. GRIMES. It is more than that in the 
Navy. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
trivial matter. 

Mr.GRIMES. Itisavery small matter to civil- 
ians, but to a naval or military man itis a matter 
ofconsiderable consequence. Butthe great point, 
J apprehend, is that this amendment gives them 
a commission and makes them officers of the 
Navy, whereas now they are only tenants at will 
of the Secretary of the Navy. The purpose of 
the amendment is to make them professors pre- 
cisely as others are now, and with the rank of a 
professor, and that is the corresponding rank, I 
think, of a lieutenant commander, but gives no 
increase of salary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


It appears to be a very 


Mr. GRIMES. If the Committee on Naval 
Affairs are through with their amendments I have 
one that I desire to propose. It is to add as an 
additional section: 


Arid be it further enacted, That the United States Naval 
Academy shall be returned and established at the Naval 
Academy grounds in Annapolis, in the State of Maryland, 
before the commencement of the academic year 1865. 


I ask the indulgence of the Senate while I very. 
briefly refer to the history as well as to the pres- 
ent condition of the institution about which I ask 
for legislation, 

The idea of establishing a Naval Academy ori- 
ginated with Alexander Hamilton, and was first 
suggested in his letter to Oliver Wolcott, written 
on the 5th of June, 1798. Ina letter from Hamil- 
ton to Mr. McHenry, then the Secretary of War, 
dated November 23, 1799, his ideas on this sub- 
ject were elaborated. He proposed thatan acad~ 
emy should be established to ‘ consist of four 
schools; one to be called the foundation school, 
another the school of engineers and artillerists, 
another the school of cavalry and infantry, and 
the fourth the school of the Navy.” He sug- 
gested that naval and military cadets should be 
instructed in the foundation school for two years 
in those branches of mathematics and science that 
are common and fundamental to both professions, 
and that such should then be instructed two years 
longer in those branches of scientific and practi- 
cal knowledge thatare peculiar to their respective 
professions. Te even specified the branches of 
learning that he considered it desirable to be taught 
to naval cadets, and what is singular is that they 
are substantially the branches taught to-day. Mr. 
Hamilton immediately inclosed to General Wash- 
ington a copy of hisletter to Mr. McHenry; andon 
the 12th of December, 1799, only two days before 
his death, that great man wrote to Hamilton, and 
the last letter I believe that he ever wrote on pub- 
lic affairs, approving of his plan and saying that 
“the establishment of an institution of this kind 
upon a respectable and extensive basis has ever 
been considered by me an object of primary im- 
portance to this country.” This was before any 
naval school had beenestablished by any nation, 
and so faras I know before it had anywhere been 
proposed to establish one. 

In 1802 the Military Academy at West Point 
was established, but no provision was made for 
the naval school that Hamilton had proposed 
should be connected with it. In 1808 Mr. Jeffer- 
son transmitted to Congress, with his approval, 
the recommendation of General Williams, the 
Superintendent of the Military Academy, that 
that institution should be enlarged so as to include 
naval cadets who should be instructed in nautical 
astronomy, navigation, &c., but the proposition 
failed to meet the approval of Congress. 

In 1813 the Seerctary of the Navy was author- 
ized to appoint a limited number of naval school- 
masters, who were detailed as a part of the ship’s 
company on board of the larger class of the ves- 
sels of war, and required to instruct midshipmen 
in the rudimental learning of their profession. 
Of course, the scholastic training and education 
acquired on shipboard was of the most meager 
character, By the act of 1842 these schoolmas- 
ters were dignified with the title of professors of 
mathematics. Of this system of instruction on 
shipboard Mr. Upshur, in his annual report in 
1842, said, ‘Through a long course of years the 
midshipmen were left to educate themselves and 
one another. Suitable teachers are now pro- 
vided for them, but their schools are kept in the 
midst of a thousand interruptións and impedi- 
ments, which render the whole system of little or 
no value;” and hence he repeated the recom- 
mendation of Secretaries Jones, Thompson, 
Southard, and Paulding, and of President John 
Quincy Adams, that a naval academy should be 
established upon a proper basis. 

1 will not take up the time of the Senate to re- 
peat the arguments of those eminent men, and of 
committees of this and of the other House of Con- 
gress, in which they demonstrated that it was the 
highest dictate of economy, honor, and duty to 
give to ournaval officers, who are our represent- 
atives abroad, the armed embassadors of the na- 
tion, the highest professional education possible. 

Finally, in 1845, by a mutual understanding 
between Mr. Bancroft, the Secretary of the Navy, 
and Mr. Marcy, the Secretary of War, and with 
the assent of President Polk, Fort Severn, on the 
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Severn river in Maryland, was transferred to the 
Navy Department, and the midshipmen then afloat 
were ordered there for instruction. There has 
never been any act of Congress positively estab- 
lishing a naval academy, but there have been nu- 
merous acts recognizing its existence, at the place 
I have mentioned. 

The ground upon which Fort Severn was 
erected was purchased by the Government in 1808, 
and the fortifications were built under the direc- 
tion of the present General J. G. Totten, the first 
labor, I believe, of that eminent officer and faith- 
ful public servant. The original site included 
only seven acres. Since it was transferred to the 
Navy Department by purchases made in pursu- 
ance of the acts of March 3, 1848, and March 3, 
1852, the grounds have been enlarged to forty- 
seven and a half acres, furnishing ample parade 
and exercise grounds of every description re- 
quired, the whole surrounded by a high brick 
wall. A more favorable position could not be 
found for a naval academy and more satisfactory 
accommodations for the students could not be de- 
vised than existed at Annapolis at the breaking 
out of this rebellion. Its immediate proximity to 
Chesapeake bay, the quiet retirement of the city 
in which it was established, the salubrity of the 
climate, and the length of the seasons in which 
out-door military exercise could be indulged, all 
tended to make Annapolis, in my opinion, a better 
place for the concentration of youths for nautical 
combined with general instruction than any place 
within my knowledge in the whole country. 

More than half a million dollars have been ex- 
pended in the erection of an observatory, dormi- 
tories, recitation halls, mess and library halls, 
officers’ houses, hospital, &e«., &c., and the entire 
expenditure in buildings, in the purchase and dec- 
oration of grounds, &c., exceeds eight hundred 
thousand dollars. 

Lthink { hazard nothing in saying that no iv- 
stitution for professional training was anywhere 
ever conducted with more eminent success than 
was the Naval Academy at Annapolis. Itrealized 
al] of the expectations of its founders and furnished 
to the country the most accomplished naval offi- 
cers to be found in any navy, the benefit of whose 
services the nation is now enjoying. 

The Academy was in the full tide of successful 
operation when the present rebellion broke out. 
When the way to the capital from the northern 
cities was interrupted by the Baltimore riots in 
1861, General Butler proceeded with his command 
to Annapolis, took possession of the Academy 
grounds and buildings, and the institution was 
turned adrift. From that time to this the Acad- 
emy property has been held by the Army, first 
as a military depot and latterly as a military hos- 
pital, for which purpose it is no longer necessary 
to the Government. 

It is unnecessary for me to take up the time of 
the Senate in detailing any of the facts in connec- 
tion with the removal of the Naval Academy to 
Newport, where it now is, although I happened 
to be one of the witnesses of that removal and had 
some connection with its being sent to its present 
location. When it was removed the idea was en- 
tertained by the then Superintendent, who is the 
present Superintendent, and the officers who were 
connected with him, that the Academy might be 
established within the walls and upon the grounds 
adjacent to Fort Adams, near Newport. After it 
was taken there it was discovered that there were 
‘no accommodations foritat Fort Adams, It then 
became necessary to plant it somewhere else. It. 
was taken to the city of Newport, in the State of 
Rhode Island, where it now is. F 

‘There are a great many inconveniences and 
drawbacks connected with its present location, 
which L think imperatively demand thatit should 
be taken from Newport. If taken from that place 
I think it should be taken back to Aunapolis. 
Newport unites all the disadvantages of a water- 
ing place with a manufacturing town, and the as- 
sociations and temptations are such it is impos- 
sible for the officers of the Academy to keep up 
that kind of discipline that is necessary ata naval 
academy. Itis inthe midst of a large city, The 
climate is not as good as at Annapolis. Daring 
the whole time, and 1 think it was there fourteen 
years, that the Academy was at Annapolis there 
were but two deaths. f have the testimony of 
the officers that since it has been transferred to 


Newport there have been several, the number I 
do not know. ‘The records show that the pro- 
portion of ill-health at Newport in proportion to 
the number of students at the Academy has been 
much greater than it was at Annapolis, or as one 
to four. 

It is true that many of the disadvantages that 
would naturally arise from Newport being a wa- 
tering place are not felt so much by the students 
while they are at the Academy, because their 
practice trip generally occurs in the months of 
June, July, and August, which is the time that 
the watering season is at its height; but there are 
cireumstances connected with its being a watering 
place that are regarded by those who are most fa- 
miliar with the institution as exceedingly delete- 
rious to young men. 

I would not say, and I would not have it in- 
ferred from anything I may say or do, that the 
Academy has not been conducted since it has 
been at Newport as successfully as it possibly 
could be under the existing circumstances. I know 
the worth of the Superintendent and of the com- 
mandants, and other officers, pastand present, who 
have been connected with the School. I know 
they are men of intelligence, as well as fine officers. 
I am perfectly well aware, and I think the parents 
of all the young men who have been there, or who 
are there now, recognize the assiduity and the ef- 
forts of those gentlemen to discharge their duties 
fully to the country and to the young men under 
their charge. But 1 am only speaking of the sen- 
timent entertained, as I shall show hereafter, by 
those very officers themselves on this subject. 

I know that the Academy, even at Newport, is 
more successful than any similar institution in the 
world. [have a letter in my pocket, written by 
an English officer toa distinguished citizen of this 
country, after he had been at Newport; had re- 
mained there some days thoroughly inspecting the 
School; had heard the boysat their recitations; had 
seen them at their gunnery practice, and other 
exercises, and at their exercise on board ship, 
and he pronounced that opinion. But still the 
Academy has not reached that degree of perfec- 
tion which the naval officers connected with it 
think that it ought to reach, and which I think it 
ought to attain. 

We cannot guard the morals and preserve the 
health of the young men who are committed to 
our care as our duty requires of us. 

The allurements and temptations at the Naval 
Academy are such that we are losing from the 
service many of our best young men, It is utter 
folly to suppose that you can establish any rule 
or any artificial line in a city across which there 
are temptations to allure young men who are be- 
tween the ages of fourteen and eighteen years 
which they will not*sometimes transgress and 
pass over. The fact that they do pass over for 
the purpose of securing some temptation that is 


forbidden, may not of itself be an evil and a wrong | 


except that it is a violation of the law of the 
Academy; and one of the first things thatis taught 
to an officer at the Naval Academy is the duty of 
perfect’obedience; for it is one of the axioms of 
that profession that no man is fit to command 
until he bas learned to be commanded. 

Two classes at the Academy are kept on ship- 
board. Those ships, I believe, are the Constitu- 
tion and the Santee. Theyare dismantled; they 
are nothing more nor less than barrack ships. 
One part of the deck is assigned to a schoo}]-room, 
where the young men study ina common school- 
room; another to a dormitory, also one common 
room. On board of these ships none of the ad- 
vantages can be derived that could be secured by 
being on board of aregular, properly manned and 
properly furnished man-of-war. These ships are 
moored about three fourths of a mile from the 
shore, and the only connection that the young 
men or the officers on board these ships have with 
the shore or their teachers who reside ashore is 
by means of a tug that is constantly kept, at con- 
siderable expense, plying between the shore and 
the ships. ‘The other two classes are kept ina 
hotel in the midst of the city. ‘The officers, in- 
stead of being within the walls as at Annapolis, 
and immediately associating with the young men, 
oceupy houses, one in one portion of the town 
and another in another. Hence they can main- 
tain none of that kind of police or guardianship 
over the young men that they would at Annapo- 


lis or'at any other properly established and well- 
regulated school. ‘The result ofall this, as Esaid® 
before, is that a perfect system and discipline can- 
not be obtained there, and: in consequence of it: 
the service is losing many ofthe mest promising: 
youngsters who enter the School, losing many of 
the young men who would make admirable, dash+ 
ing, movies glorious sailors, bat who-cannot be: 
restrained from violating some of those ‘minute 
regulations of the Academy which are necessary 
to be established and to be obeyed. aa 

There is no hospital connected with the Acad+ 
emy at Newport. At Annapolis there was a hos+ 
pital large enough to accommodate all the sick. 
There is no observatory and no library at New- 
port. Ido not know whether at this moment the 
library is now open and occupies a house or nots 
but for a long time it was kept boxed up in one 
of the casemates at Fort Adams. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator will allow 
me, the students of the Naval Academy have the . 
free use of the Redwood library, which is infi- 
nitely superior to the library at the Academy in 
all departments—one of the oldest and best Hbra- 
ries in the country. : 

Mr. GRIMES. Then, Mr. President, as to the 
question of expense. At Annapolis we have our 
own grounds, our own dormitories, recitation 
rooms, observatories, library-rooms, and means 
for imparting all the essential and necessary 
branches of education to naval officers. At News 
port we have none of these. We are obliged to 
rent houses for our officers and students to occupy, 
and to maintain ships at large expense, which are 
constantly needing and undergoing repair, and 
which we shall be obliged to break up in a little 
while. We are compelled to keep a tug plying 
constantly between the ships and the land at con- 
siderable expense. I suppose the additional ex- 
pense of keeping the Academy at Newport over 
keeping it at Annapolis would not be less than 
$100,000 a year, although on that subject lam not 
well informed. 

Then in regard to climate: the instruction in 
gunnery, in infantry tactics and in artillery tac- 
tics, in seamanship and naval tactics, is all per- 
formed in the openair. Iam told-by those who 
are familiar with the subject that there is at least 
one month more in the autumn and one month 
more in the spring when these exercises can be 
performed at Annapolis than at Newport. 

What are the objections to removing the Naval 
Academy back to Annapolis? First, itis said that 
it will be brought back into immediate proximity 
tothe Army. {twill be observed that the amend- 
ment which I propose does not seek to bring back 
the Academy until the commencement of the aca- 
demic year 1865, which will be in September of 
that year. I do not seek to disturb the Army at 
this time. I understand from the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs that the Secretary 
of War deems it important to the interests of the 
public service that the Army should keep pos- 
session of Annapolis for the present; and I did 
not intend to be put in the attitude of throwing 
any impediment in the way of the War Depart- 
ment, or of the proper prosecution of the affairs 
of that Department. I have therefore proposed 
in this amendment, in order to give all parties 
ample time, that the Academy may remain at 
Newport until September, 1865. 

An objection was made when this proposition 
was under consideration a year ago to the return 
of the Academy to Annapolis because of the al- 
leged disloyalty of the people of Maryland. I 
trust, after the recent developments in that State, 
that that argument will not be urged to-day. 

Now, Mr. President, what are the opinions of 
others on this subject who are familiar. with it 
and capable of judging? 1 propose toread a letter 
from Admiral Charles H. Davis, who is at the 
head of the Bureau of Navigation in the Navy 
Department, under whom this Academy is placed 
by Jaw. I need not tell the Senate who he is, 
and that thereis no man in the country, certainly 
none who has not been immediately connected 
with the Academy as a Superintendent or a com- 
mandant of midshipmen, who is better able in 
every point of view to give correct information 
and good advice on this subject. than Admiral 
Davis. He says: 

“The most obviousargument for the removal ofthe Naval 
Academy from Newport back to itë original site in Agpap- 
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olis ig thatthe Jatter is a complete establishment, built and 
prepared for the express. purpose, containing all the build- 
ings, such as dormitories, lecture and recitation-rooms, 
Bhiapel, fbrary, observatory, hospital, &c., &e., and con- 
taiuing atsosuitable residences for the Superintendent, pro- 
fessors,.and instractors-of all classes. This argument is so 
bviows and so weighty, that in order to be overcome it 
éhoald be met by some counter argument equally conclu- 
give, But the truth is that there is not a single consider- 
ation; with one exception which will be noticed hereafter, 
Oiat-is notin favorof Annapolis ratherthan Newport as the 
seat of the Naval Academy. 

“Among these considerations we may enumerate as one 
of the most important the comparative hrealthiness of the 
two'situations. ‘In this respect experiénee is entirely in 
favor. of Annapolis, During the Jong residence of the School 
atthe latter place no such instances have occurred of en- 
demje diseases as have once or twice created the most se- 
rious alarm: at Newport and threatened to break up the 
School... {tis worth whileto inquire into the nature of these 
diseases, or to ask whether they spring from the very hu- 
mid climate of Rhode Island in the spring, or from the man- 
Wer in which the midshipnien are lodged. It it should be 
argued that these sicknesses have been the result of the mid- 
‘shipmen?s living on board ship for so long atime, this very 
statement is a reason for the return of the Academy to An- 
napolis, Where, with suitable additions to the present build- 
ings, only the junior class would have to live on board ship, 
thd that only for one year. 

« Another of the important considerations referred to is 
the seclusion and freedom from interruption and from 
temptation afforded by the old Academy grounds. This 
faa consideration which is entitled to the deepest reflec- 
tion. It comes home immediately to the most serious anx- 
ities of parents, and of legislators, who in this case stand 
in loco parentis toward midshipmen. What parent would 
willingly subject his child in the progressof bis education, 
and during his tender years, to such temptations and dis- 

lays of luxury and wealth as dazzle the eves and excite 
the-fancy of the young men at Newport, leading them to 
form very false ideas of wwhat constitutes real usefulness 
and honorin life?) What would be thought of a deliberate 
proposition to remove the Military Academy at West Point 
from its present situation, and fromall its ccumulated ad- 
vantages of buildings aud grounds, to a fashionable water- 
ing plice, putting the cadets into a hotel built of wood, in 
Neu of their present excellent accommodations? And the 
‘ease is precisely similar in respect to the Naval Academy, 
for the removal to Newport at the beginning of the rebel- 
lion was merely regarded as a temporary expedient. Noth- 
ing whatever has becu done to give to its residence there 
the eharacter of a permanent establshment; on the con- 
trary; several large ships have been sent there to receive 
the midshipmen, and the hotel, in which the two upper 
classes reside, has only been rented by the year; and when 
the present tease expires (about a month hence) it will be 
rented by the month. 

Another of the important considerations to be kept tn 
view is the superiority of the climate of Annapolis over 
that of Newport, in respect particularly of the duration of 
the winter, We do not speak of this on the score of health, 
which has already been tonched upon, but with relation to 
ity effect upon the education of the midsbipmenu, In con- 
avqnence of the greater mildness of the climate of Annap- 
otis, the period of all kinds of out-of- door exercises ismuch 
fonger, and the exposure attending then is very much toss. 
When ie is considered that’. mostimportant partof the in- 
struction of the midshipmen in the art of seamanship, in 
the tacties of single ships, of squadrons, and of fleets, and 
also a great deal of instraction in naval gunnery, must take 
phice on the water, it will rendily be understood that the 
quiet waters of Chesapeake bay, inclosed, and yet aitord- 
‘dng the amplest field for all Kinds of naval exercises and 
evolutions, are very preferable to those of a more northern 
climate aud less protected situation. 

« Phese three considerations ofthe superior healthiness of 
Annapolis, its seclusion and remoteness, and the mildness 
ol its crimate, added to the fact that all the material ac- 
commodations, iustruments, and means for conducting the 
Sehor are on the spot, cannot tail to conduct an unbiased 
aniod.to the conclusion that the School ought to be restored, 
at the end of this term, to its original and proper seat; for 
these are the main considerations, and Whe only important 
considerations. Anything that may be said in favor of New- 
port may be said with mueh more reason in favor of many 
situations on Long Island Sound 3 and yet what would be 
thought of a serious proposition, instead of making yse of 
the public buildings at Annapolis for the purposes for whieh 
they were constructed, to spend $500,000 in ting the 
sane buiidings elsewhere, and in a less suitable place? 
Newport is thought of as the place for the Naval School 
simply beeause the Naval School took refuge there in time 
of trouble; but the truth is that the result of this experi- 


ment, which bas now lasted nearly three years, is entirely 
adverse to keeping the institution at Newport. Whatever 


may be said in favor of other places, experience has proved 
that nothing can be said in favor of Newport. itis a faet 
worth mentioning that the Department bas thought it ue- 
ary to instruct the Superintendent not to allow the 
practice ship Marion to go to the southward of Point Ju- 
dith, that vessel being in an unseaworthy condition, No 
euch restriction would be necessary at Annapolis, 
¢ There are some minor conslderations in favor of Annap- 
olis which it may be worth while to touch upon. One is 
the ceonomy of living—a inost serious question to the pro- 
fessors and other officers of the institution who have houses 
at Annapolis, and are enabled to live there much more eom- 
fortabiy npon their salaries, {t would be a real act of hu- 
manity to them to allow them to return to their otd qu 
ters. Another of the minor considerations is the evils arising 
from the extreme inconveniences of the preseut situation 
ofthe Naval Schocl One of the innnediate consegne 
of these inconveniences is that all the advantages arising 
from the use of the observatory, and from free access to the 
exeellontiibrary of the institution, are suspended, aud in- 
deed entirely lost to those of the idshipmen whose edu- 
extion.is begun and completed at Newport, 
© A third of these minor considerations 
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s ([donotknew i| Secretary of the Navy, will, I think, satis 


but that Fam wrong in calling it a minor consideration) 
that a great deal of that puuctuality, precision, and uni- 
fortnity of discipline, which belong to a separate establish- 
ment, alid a distinct inclosure, are unavoidably omitted 
in such a place as Newport. Annapolisis so situated that 
nothing interferes with the order and routine of the School ; 
there is no interposition of a public opinion, or sentiment, 
or of any influence that is foreign to the interests of the 
institution. ‘The Naval School is there a distinct commu- 
nity, having its own laws, and its own appropriate senti- 
ments. It is needless to undertake to show by any labored 
argument how much more easy it must be to conduct the 
education of young. men under these circumstances than 
amidst the bewildering distractions of Newport and its vi- 
cinity. 

s I promised in the beginning to notice one exception, 
which is taken against Annapolis, and which at one time 
might have been allowed to have some moment. ‘This ex- 
ception is the want of loyalty and Union sentiment in that 
place.” © 

This letter was written before the recent elec- 
tion in Maryland. 


«Tn the beginning of the rebellion this consideration was 
an important oue on many accounts ; it threatened to exer- 
cise a corrupting and disorganizing influence on the School; 
but when the Academy returns to Annapolis the very re- 
verse Will be the case, because it is filled now exclusively 
by young men in whose breasts all the circumstances of 
this accursed rebellion have created the most passionate 
seutiments of Joyalty and attachment to the Union. So far 
from there being reason to apprehend that the present mid- 
shipmen, or those who are to come after them, can imbibe 
any taint from the traitors or southern sympathizers that 
may be Jucking in that city, they, on the contrary, will ex- 
ercise supreme moral control in the opposite direction, and 
Will render treason afraid to show itself and fearful of the 
sound of its own voice. Besides, this would be a charge 
against Maryland which it would be exceedingly unbecom- 
ing for any one to urge in the present highly patriotic atti- 
tude of that State,” 

That is the opinion of Admiral Davis, the gen- 
tleman who has the general charge of the Naval 
Academy. He has thoroughly investigated the 
whole subject. He has visited the Academy for 
the purpose of informing himself before he made 
that communication to me. 

1 will now read from the report of the visitors 
to the Naval Academy in 1862. This board of 
visitors was composed of Commodore Stribling, 
Commodore Sands, Commodore Glynn, the de- 
ceased Commodore Lludson,Commodore Wilkes, 
and Commodore Harwood. They say: 

“ft is scarcely necessary to refer to the causes which 
Jed to the removal of the Academy; under the circum- 
stances sueb removal was unavoidable. Coming here 
without any previous preparation, the difficulties to be 
encountered were great aud not to be easily overcome, 
Expedients had to be adopted, and in many ways the Su- 
perintendent and other officers of the institution werent a 
loss bow to proceed so as to prevent the studies of the 
acting midshipmen from belog materially interrupted, For 
the want of proper rooms, inconveniences are still ex- 
pericuced whe ral classes are reciting at the same 
time. ‘The library is in boxes at Fort Adams, and appears 
to be in goo condition now, but the board does not think 
that such valuable books should Jong be keptin a casemate, 
Doubtless dampness is there, which, in time, will injure 
or destroy them. Besides, it is important the library should 
be in a condition foruse, Atthe hotel building there seems 
to be no suitable accommodation for it. Phe board is of 
opinion that as soon as cau be done with safety, the Acad- 
emy shoul be returned to Annapolis, where every facility 
s for the improvement of the students and for the com- 
ble accommodation of all connected with the insti- 
tution.” 

This report is concurred in by all the commo- 
dores whom I have mentioned and who composed 
the board, except Commodore Sands. He does 
not dissent from it, but expresses the opinion 
that it was hardly proper for that board to make 
any intimation at all on the subject, either in fa- 
vor of retaining it or sending it away from its 
present location. 

I will now read a portion of a letter from the 
very excellent officer and distinguished geneman 
who is now at the head of the Naval Academy— 
I mean Commodore Blake. In a letter written 
to me dated on the 18th of March he says: 

“The disadvantages of the presenttersporary location of 
the Naval Academy are very greatindeed, aad no one can en- 
tertain a doubt of the nee! 
established somewhere atthe earliest possible moment. We 
now punber over four hundred midshipmen, two hundred 
and seventeen being in a building erceted for hotel pur- 
poses, in the heart of a city of fifteen thousand inhabitants, 
aud the rest quartered on board two frigates lying at a 
small island in the harbe nearly a mile distant from the 
building, communication being keptup with them by means 
of asmall steam-yacht of about orty tons. ‘This is the best 
arrangement (deficient as itis) which we have been able 
to make here. Two boards of visitors, the presidents of 
both former Superintendents of the Academy, have in- 
spected it with the utmost care since we have been thus 


ity of its being permanently re- 


established, and J beg you to look over their reports, par- | 


tieularly that of the last board, of which Rear Adiniral 
Goldsborough was president. its investigations were ofa 
most searching character, and their report, which is ane of 
the decuments secompanying the last annt l report of the 
y you that we 


have done the best we could under the circumstances” "The 
inconveniences whieh we are contending with are abvions 
to everyone. In the first place, itis extremely difficult fo 
guard the morals of so large abody of youths, and hotd them 
under proper military. discipline, situated as weare ; though 
I believe that every intelligent person who has inspected 
the establishment admits that. we have succeeded in this 
respect better than could have been expected. In the see~ 
ond place, a great deal of most valuable time is Jost in. pass- 
ing from one part of the establishment to the other for drills 
and exercises; and the operations of the commissary, ag 
well as all our domestic details, are, under such circum- 
stances, very difficult to manage.” ~ 

I have also a communication from Commander 
Rodgers. Ineed not tell the Senate who Captain 
C.R. P. Rodgers is, the third in a line of descent 
of naval heroes, and himself one of the most ac- 
complished officers of our own or of any navy. 
He was the commandant of the midshipmen at 
Annapolis at the time the Academy was removed. 
He went with it to Newport and remained there 
until the expedition of Admiral Du Pont to the 
southern coast was organized, when he was se- 
lected for a position infinitely above his rank, 
although perfectly corresponding with his merits, 
to command the flag-ship Wabash. Let mesay 
furthermore that Captain Rodgers is a Newport 
man; at any rate his family resides in Newport; 
and therefore, if he had any local interests that 
would govern him informing any opinion on this 
subject, it would seem to be adverse to the opin- 
ions that he expresses in this letter and the views 
which I entertain. He says: 


UNITED STATES STEAMER Iroquois, 
Barri{ore, March 1}, 1864. 

My pear Sir: I have received to-day your letter of the 
10th instant, in which you do me the honor toask my opin- 
ion as to the expediency of sending. the Naval School back 
to its old site at Annapolis. } have no hesitation in say- 
ing that I think it of the utmost importance that it should 
be sent thither at the carliest possible moment. 

I was the commandant of midshipmen when the Nayal 
Academy was removed from Annapolis, and before I gave 
up that position to take more active service J became con- 
vinced tbat Newport was not well adapted to become the 
location of a great naval training school, Itis, T think, the 
most agreeable residence in the country, and the officers 
and prolessors of the establishment could not fail to enjoy 
the genial hospitality aud the cultivated society for which 
the place is so deservedly famous; but Newport is not only. 
a fashionable watering place, and the perinanent home of 
a gay and fuxurious society, but is, moreover, a factory 
town, and abounds in every allurement calculated to dis- 
tract Ue minds of students and afford them facilities for 
dissipation. 

lrisalso one of the most expensive places in the country, 
The climate is delightful during the summer months, but 
during those months the midshipmen are absent either on 
their practice cruise or on furlough. Fhe winter climate 
is cre aud the rigors are protracted duting the whole of 
spring, affording uo fachities for those military exercises ` 
which must be acquired in the open air, under a more 
genial temperature than Newportaffords before June, These 
exercises are of the highest importance and cannot be dis- 
pensed with, 3 

The School is now chiefly quartered in a hotel, in the 
ecoter of Newport, without even a police wail about it, 
‘The junior class is still more badly quartered on board bar- 
rack ships, the tendencies of which, L think, are very per- 
nicious. ‘hese vessels must not be considered as ships-of 
war; they are simply bad floating barracks, where the mid- 
shipmen are herded together, without any privacy, between 
low and over-heated decks. ‘The babitand routine of these 
ships is academic and not naval, 

On board of them the us of a ship-of:war in com- 
mission cannot be enforced or exhibited, and the habits 
acquired are in no degree those whieh will be demanded of 
the midshipmen when they shall graduate and pass into 
active servi 

1 ounce thought well of quartering the junior class on 
board the Constitution, but subsequent observation has 
changed my opinion, aud I now consider it of great import- 
ance that the members ofthe entering class should be lodged 
like the other midshipmen, on shore, under the influence 
of the senior cla sin suitable rooms, where they may 
find some degree of privacy, and be shielded froin the de- 
moralizing influences inseparable from the practice of mass- 
ingin one open space the well disposed and those with 
vicious propensities. i 

Annapolis was the first seat of our navat training sehool; 
it is the alma mater of all its graduates; it already has as- 
sociations that are dear to many naval officers. Upon its 
grounds and buildings much thought and labor and treasure 
have heen expended. The location is very beautiful, the 
grounds are cheertal and well adapted to their purpose, 
The winter is short, the spring far more genial than that 
of Newport, as the much earlier vegetation will ateste 
‘Che period of confinement in heated rooms, and depriva- 
tion of out of door sports, much more brief. © 

‘The cost of food and attendance is moderate. The town 
itself is small and quiet, and not likely to increase, "Phe 
urracks for the students, the quarters for the oflicers and 
professors, the mess hall, recitation hall, chapel, observa- 
tory, hospital, and the like, are already built. A moderate 
sum will put everything in good condition, and the Naval 
School cau soon be placed on a frm and satistaetory foot- 
ing; its walls can shut it in fram too much intercourse 
with the neighborhood, and it will be shielded from the 
allurentents whieh now distract it. X 

Should it remain in Newport its habits of study wuust 
languish, ho matter how devoted may be the effors oF thase 
intrusted withits coutrol and instruction, and its tone must 
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be greatly lowered. T'he money which is now spent upon 
it serves only n temporary purpose, and effects no perma- 
nent improvement in its matériel. When the day of severe 
retrenchment shail arrive it may be found still quartered in 
a hired hotel and in barrack ships, and it will be very dif- 
ficult to obtain an appropriation to place its establishment 
upon a substantial basis. 

All the officials of the School with whom I have eon- 
versed have seemed to think it of great importance that it 
should return to Annapolis at an early day. 

J firmly believe that the rank our Navy will take here- 
after among the navies of the world will depend ehiefly 
upon the efliciency of its training school. - Nautical skill is 
no longer the sole requirement in a naval officer. | 

Ir he is to compete with forcign officers he must be a 
man of disciplined mind and scientific training, and to be 
this he must seek knowledge with unswerving diligence, 
aloof from the resorts of gayety and luxurious pleasure. 

The succeeding commandant of midshipmen at 
the Naval Academy at Newport, after Captain 
Rodgers was detached, was Captain Simpson, 
now the commander of the Nantucket in Charles- 
ton harbor. He was the assistant executive offi- 
cer of the Academy fora year or two at Annapolis 
before it was removed to Newport. I havea let- 
ter from him of the same tenor ag that which I 
have read from Captain Rodgers and that which 
{shall read from the present Superintendent, Cap- 
tain Fairfax, but I failed to bring it with me to 
the Senate Chamber, And, sir, let me say here, 
that although my acquaintance with naval officers 
is somewhat extensive, | have never seen and | 
have heard of but one single naval officer who was 
notin favor of returning the Academy to Annapolis 
at the earliest possible moment. 

Í hold in my hand a letter from Captain Fair- 
fax, who is known by reputation at least, if not 
personally, to many of the Senators present. He 
Bays: 


NEWPORT, March 21, 1864. 

Duar Sin: The United States Naval Academy is com- 
posed of two parts, a contracted hotel, becoming very di- 
lapidated, not at all adapted for its purposes at the present 
lime, and the two school ships Santee and Constitution, 
lying across the harbor, moored to wharves on Goat island, 
separated by nearly three fourths of a mile, consuming val- 
uable time passing to and fro, both of the line officers and 
professors, ‘Phe ships are, in my opinion, miserable places 
to study. Tmagiue on board of cach vessel, as was tse case 
at the commencement of the term, October, 1863, one hun- 
dred and thirty youngsters promiscuously thrown together, 
undressing aud dressing together, no privacy whatever, ail 
sizes and dispositions, from the F and the West, living 
in this condition fora vear and a baland sometimes nearer 
two years; and why?) Simply because the quarters on 
shore will not admit of more than a half of onr whole nuni- 
ber. [ii this state of things, with our instructors and the 
fine Officers living at different parts of the city—some a 
mite from the Academy-—--we lose half or more than half the 
services ofall in maintaining discipline. Often when re- 
quired they cannot be found, as they bave no academic 
Mimis todive ing ‘Phe trouble of keeping the cridshipmen 
within imaginary bounds is mueh greater than a casual 
observer would suppose. itis almost impossible to Keep 
up very fine discipline. The youngsters on shipboard when 
on liberty from the restraints of a week on hoard a con- 
fined vesse]—the only change a contracted island, present- 
ing nothing attractive to the eye--break through all pro- 
prict The cily pand 
yor must remember it is: ing pace. {merely 
tell you a few of the disadvantages, for at this time, wator- 
tunately, Lam pressed for time, 

ifthe Academy is not moved soon it with be 
make several important additions to our p 
ments Lomect the fiercase in numbers OF (ose y 
will be properly entided to come from the skips 
do numerous repairs to our present building, One import- 
ant feature that ought to be taken into consideration is die 
want of hospital roon—aecommoditions for any s 
sick, ‘Ibe question is, what shall we do? Can we 
yor Will Congress do it? Tf not, and 
were they dis ad to, how long will it take, where Io- 
cate it? We must take into consideration Ue climate, for 
our work is principally daring the winter mout Our 
exerci in seamanship, gunnery, ariillery, i 
tactics require out-door work. "EPhis elima 
and very cha So fi Lean see nothing o 
favorable as Anmapol ny aH the requisite build- 
ings, fine, large grounc y inelosed, and a wharf 
next tO them tO moor Ve s for siudy or p ico—with 
everything concentrated >the Academy una Ul of 
our foree is available, | tel, even with thë objectionable 
sturoundings growing outor a large Army post and paroled 
prisoners? camp, our dis wonld be improved at th 


ary to 
nge- 
re or 
al ales 


iO 


to builda new Academy 
SC 


tas 


latter post; but with the withdrawal of sick and other sol- 


e most desirable place for a School Jam not aetuated 


by any feeling sive Wat ofthe best interests ofthe Academy. 
So far as Į ami personally concerned, T vastly prefer living 


here. For me it will ever bed teiul mingling with any 
of those who are iniluenced by southern scetional feeling. 
You know my position as a strong Union man, and yet a 
southerner by long line ol ancestry. But my tiinestops me 
here as the mail is about closing, and already i have been 


too long answering your letter. i 
Very respectfully and truly, D. M. FAIRFAX. 


lion. Mr. Grimes, United States Senate. 

I have also a letter from General Lockwood 
of the United States Army, who was for many 
years, and isat this time, one of the professors at 
the Naval Academy, although detached for mili- 


Annapolis could be rendered, with ihe Jeastexpense, | 


tary purposes, written on the 20th-of last month. 
He says: ` 
HEADQUARTERS MIDDLE. DEPARTMENT, 
Erentn Army Corrs, 
BALTIMORE, MARYLAND, March 20, 1864. 

Sir: Having been connected with the Navat Academy 
from its origin in 1845 till-A pril, 1861, when it-was removed 
to Newport, Rhode Island, in consequence of the breaking 
out of the rebellion, aud being stilla professor in the United 
States Navy, and naturally iuterested in its prosperity, Í 
am gratified to learn that an effort will probably be made, 
during the present session of Congress, to return the School 
to Annapolis, which place I regard as a far more suitable 
location, for the following reasons: 

1. The mildness of the climate which enables out-door 
exercises, so essential a feature of the course of instruction, 
to be prosecuted one month longer in autumn and to be 
resumed one month earlier in spring, thereby duplicating 
the time devoted to these exercises at the Academy. 

2. ‘Phe sajubrity of the climate. It imay appear strange, 
hutis nevertheless true, established hy experience, thatthe 
pupils enjoyed far better health at Annapolis than they do 
at Newport. Being absent during the summer and early 
autumn, the autunmail discascs, the only ones seriously af- 
fecting the Chesapeake locality, are not felt, and the ca- 
tarrhai and asthmatic affections of the North are not known 
to any great extent in this locality. The ratio of mortality 
and some cases of disease in the two places, as shown by 
the experience of the Academy, are as one to four. 

3. Expense of living. This is found to be a serious draw- 
back at Newport, felt not only by the midshipmen, but by 
the professors, officers, and emplorés, and rendering it ex- 
tremely difficult for either to live within their pay. 

4. Disciptine. irom a variety of causes it is found ex- 
tremely dificult, yea impossible, to maintain a rigid disci- 
pline at Newport. Among these causes may be named the 
influences of fashion in a gay, aud of corruption in a man- 
ulacturing and seaport city, and the ready access of vice 
and liquor to the pupils in consequence of the barracks be- 
ing within the city of Newport. 

5. Unperfeet accommodations, as affecting not only the 
health and discipline, but the facilities for instruction 3 sep- 
arating the School into remote parts, and placing superior 
officers so far removed from the pupils that their infiuence 
is in a measure lost. 

Finaliy, having recently returned from the post at An- 
napolis, and baving as department commander carefully 
inspected the buildings, &c., of the Naval Academy hospi- 
tal, Lam enabled to say positively that a very smal) sum 
of money would suffice to restore things there to the state 
quo antebellum; that the buildings within the Naval Acad- 
emy walls are notabsoluiely required (or the present wants 


of the military service; thatthe St. Jaln’s College build- | 


ings are pronounced by the surgeons much better adapted 
to and are entirely suflictent for the sick now there or ex- 
pected; that nny possible deficiency cru be supplied by hos- 
pital tenuts, Which tbe surgeon in charge ts now using in 
preference to buildings, because he avers his convalescent 
patients recover more rapidly 3 that the commissary and 
quarterinaster departinents are bow being renioved withcat 
the walls as of more ready access; and thatan expenditure 
ofa (éw hundred doviars will construet wharfage without 
the walls far more convenicut than that within. 

I have the honor to he, very respectfully, vour obedient 
servant, ENRY HW, LOCKWOOD, 
Brigadier General commanding Department, 

and Professor United States Navy. 
Hon. Mr. Grimes, United States Senate. 


I have read these letters to the Senate because 
they were written by men well known in their 
profession and favorably known to the general 
public. They are from officers familiar with the 
subject about which they write, each of them 
being now or having been recently attached to the 
Academy in an official relation. They know its 
wants, its dangers, ils opportunities. Mach of the 
letters I have read is an argument of itself, anda 
far better one than { could make. 

I have several other communications from naval 
officers, all of the same tenor. They are from men 
who have been intimately connected with the 
Academy. They know its wantsand its policy, 
and the policy of the country. They are from racn 
of no party and no section but the party of their 
country. But I will not take up the time of the 
Senate with reading. I believe, myself, that the 
best interests of the Academy and of the service 
require that it should be removed at the carliest 
possible day. 1 am not disposed, in consideration 
of what the chairman of the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs has said to me to-day, to force it 
baek to Annapolis against the wishes of the War 
Department at this time, although I have uo doubt 
that, as Gencral Lockwood says, who was com- 
mandant of this post at the time he wrote me this 
letter, with a very small expenditure of money 
the Army could be accommodated at Annapolis 
without the walls quite as well as within them, 
and then surrender the Academy grounds to the 
Academy proper. I do not doubt that it oughtto 
be removed to Annapolis at the beginning of the 
next academic year. 

Ail I want at present is to give both the War 
and the Navy Departments to understand, and to 
let the parents of the young men who are at the 
Academy understand, that it is not the policy of 
this Government to keep the Academy where it 


i 


now is; that it-is not-our policy: to subject theit 


| sons and their protégés to the temptations towhich 


they are now. subjected at Newport; that it is rot 
our policy to encourage them to put their:sons 
into the public service; and then, after furnishing 
them temptations by. which they will be allared 
from the path of duty, ignominiously to dismiss 

them from the public services because they have 
yielded to those temptations. Having done my 
duty, I leave the issue to the Senate. : ray 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, if Phaidnot 
been aware of the intention of the Senator from 
Iowa to: bring forward this proposition L should 
be surprised to meet it here upon an appropria- 
tion bill. It has not been, called: for bythe De- 
partment, and we have no evidence before us that 
the Department deems it advisable. Indeed, we 
have strong negative evidence that the Department 
is content with the Academy where it is,and has 
no disposition toremoveit. If the location of the 
Academy were fixed by law, if the President, or 
Secretary of the Navy acting under him, had not 
the power to remove it without the direction or the 
assent of Congress, there might be a propriety in 
conferring the authority, or even in indicating 
the opinion of Congress on the subject. But no 
such power on the part ofthis Deparment islack- 
ing. The Academy is not atid never has been 
fixed by law in any place. In fact, it was not 
created by any special law. Mr. Bancroft, when 
he was Secretary of the Navy, wisely determined 
that instead of instructing the midshipmen on 
shipboard by professors, it would be better to 
collect them at one place, to subject them all to 
the same discipline, to give all of them the advant- 
ages of all the professors, and to subject them all 
to the healthful stimulus of associated study and 
generous competition. With no other authority 
than what he found in existing statutes, he car+ 
ried his project into execution, and collected the 
young gentlemen at Annapolis, where he organ 
ized a plan of instruction and discipline. ‘The 
measure met with the approbation of Congress, 
and appropriations were made for larger instruc- 
tion, for wider range of study, and for comforta- 
ble and convenient accommodations for the pupils 
and their professors. Thus started and thusgrew 
up the NavalAcademy which is doing for the Navy 
what West Point has done for the Army, which 
has taken such a strong hold on the public re- 
gard, and to which to-day thousands of promis- 
ing young men are looking as the goal of their 
young ambition and the starting point of their 
manly career. 

When the rebellion broke out and a mob of 
armed traitors attempted to seize the Academy 
and to destroy the old ship Constitution, the 
Academy was hastily and not without much dan- 
ger removed to Newport. An arrangement was 
made between the Seeretary of the Navy and the 
Secretary of War for the occupation of Port Ad- 
ams by the Academy, and in this arrangement 
the Senator from lowa was largely instrumental, 
Fort Adams was found to be inadequate for the 
comfortable accommodation of the pupils, and 
they were transferred to the Atlantic House,a 
great hotel, with large, airy rooms, beautifully 
situated, in one of the healthiest places in the 
world. 

Now, whenever it is found that Newport is 
less desirable than Annapolis or than any other 
place for the Academy, the Secretary has the same 
power to remove it that he had to establish it ori- 
ginally at Annapolis and that he had to remove it 
from Annapolis to Newport. Certainly the Seo- 
retary, with the advice of the officers of the Acad- 
emy and with the counsel of the Navy at his com- 
mand, is better qualified to judge than we can be 
here of the necessity of the change. We might 
as well direct him where he shall build his ships, 
how he shall make up his fleets and squadrons, 
what vessels he shail station on the Atlantic, what 
inthe Gulf, and whom he shall detail to command 
them, as to interfere in this matter of executive 
business. Surely the Secretary can be trusted 
in this matter, as he is in affairs of equal import- 
ance in his Department; and it seems to nie that 
it is hardly respectful toward himand toward the 
President thus to direct him ina matter where he 
has full power and which he necessarily must 
understand better than most of us can. ‘ 

The argument of the Senator from Iowa is 
directed not against Newport but against re- 
taining the Academy ina building where there is 
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ree : a = 
jnsufficient. protection from outside influences, 
where discipline isnot so easily maintained, and 
where the distractions from study: are numerous 
and. strong»: Thatisto say, there should be large 
and permanentaccommedations erected.. No one 
will deny this. The question is, where shall they 
be-erected? For we have notsuch buildings now 
at Newport or at Annapolis. ‘The buildings at 
Annapolis were insufficient for the accommoda- 
tion of one hundred-and eighty pupils. Some of 
them were. obliged: to live on shipboard. The 
School has now. increased to four hundred. Every 
man.-familiar with building can tell something of 
the relative cost of repairing and enlarging and 
adapting old buildings and of constructing new 
ones on the most improved plans and with all the 
advantages ofexperience. Every one knows, too, 
the comparative value of the two when completed. 
‘The entirely new building is generally the cheap- 
‘est and always the best. A man who repairs and 
enlarges an old housealmostalways wishes, when 
it is finished, that he had laid the foundation ofa 
Mew one. T'he accommodations that have been 
erected a little ata time and patched the new upon 
the old for the accommodation of one hundred and 
eighty pupils, cannot be profitably stretched out 
for four hundred. The wisest plan would be to 
erectentirely new ones, even if they should be built 
atAnnapolis. Not only the large number of pupils 
but the larger range of study, the expansion of the 
whole system demands this. Moreover, the build- 
ings at Annapolis, erected originally upon the site 
of a military fort, are now oceupicd and needed 
for military purposes, for hospitals, and for other 

urposes, ‘Che corps of General Burnside, which 
ts to be recruited up to fifty thousand, and which, 
Í understand, has already reached about forty-five 
thousand men, is to be organized at Annapolis. 
Other military expeditions will doubtless be 
formed at that point, and at this time, and so long 
as the war may last, the Government property at 
Annapolis will doubtless be more valuable for 
military purposes than for the education of naval 
officers. 

Now, when we deduct from the $800,009 esti- 
mated by the Senator from lowa to have been 
expended at Aunapolis—and IL think the estimate 
a large one-—-the amount that has been paid for 
property worn out and useless, the amount rep- 
resented by movable property that would be as 
valuableat Newport as at Annapolis, the amount 
that would be as valuable for military as for naval 
purposes, I have no question that the balance 
3s not equal in valuc to that of the island which 
the city of Newport has offered a free gift to the 
Government for the site ofthe Academy. Onthe 
ground of economy, therefore, nothing is to be 
poe by removing the Academy. It may then 

o treated as an original question whether New- 

port or Annapolis be the most desirable place for 
the institution. Andalthough fam not unwilling 
to discuss this question, and although E have no 
doubt where the balance of advantage would be 
found, Isubmit that Congress ought not to be sat- 
isfied, that the country will not be satisfied, with 
anything short of a full examination by a com- 
petent board of officers, If this amendment pre- 
vails, the place of the Academy will for the first 
time be fixed by law. The discretion of the Ex- 
ecutive to locate it will for the first time be taken 
from him, and we shall assume the grave respons- 
ibility of ordering the Academy to be removed, 
when there may be the strongest reasons, military 
or naval, or both, why it should be retained, for the 
present, at least, where itis. Now, lask Sena- 
tors if they are prepared to do this; if they have 
sufficiently informed themselves on the subject 
to be ready to take it out of tho hands of the Sec- 
retary. lam willing that there should be a res- 
olution of inquiry, Lam willing that an inquiry 
should be made by a board of officers; but I pro- 
test against making the change without inquiry, 
and compelling it without leaving anything to the 
discretion of the Secretary. If it be true that all 
the officers of the Navy are in favor of it, as all 
of those whom my friend from Iowa has consulted 
appear to be—I know some who are not= 

Mr. GRIMES. Who? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I donot think thatthe pres- 
ent superintendent of the Academy is in favor of 
removing it. 

Mr. GRIMES. He was here last week, and 
expressed himself much stronger in conversation 
with me than he did in his letter which I read. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The letter of Commodore 
Blake only wentto show the disadvantages of hav- 
ing the Academy in a hotel and the importance 
of having permanent accommodations. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iwill state to the Senator that 
he expressed himself to me—and I state it here 
publicly, so that he may see it in print—much 
stronger in conversation than he has in his letter 
in favor of the removal. ` 

Mr. ANTHONY. Butin his letter he does not 
express himself in favor of a removal from New- 

ort 
p Mr. GRIMES. Then I will put it in other 
words. He expressed himself to me in favor of 
the removal in the most unqualified terms. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I dare say he ex- 

ressed himself in favor of the removal because 
he 


Mr.GRIMES. The question I asked the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island was, who were the officers 
who expressed themselves in favor of retaining the 
Academy atNewport. Istated that 1 knew of one, 
and only one, Lcan give him the name of the one. 

Mr. ANTHONY. IL think two of the board 
of examination, at the last examination but one, 
were in favor of its being retained at Newport. 

Mr. GRIMES. No, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the renortso shows. 

Mr. GRIMES. Thereportshows that no one 
of them was in favor of retaining it; but Commo- 
dore Sands—! have his report here, and he said 
only: 

“Tn che main I concur in the views presented by the 
foregoing report, bat respectfully take leave to dissent from 
that portion of it which would seem to reflect on the mo- 
lives and conduct of members of Congress who by law are 
authorized to offer candidates for examination.” * * 
* * “Further, the present juncture of affairs having 
rendered it necessary to remove the Naval Academy to 
Newport, Rhode Island, the suggestion thatit be returned 
lo Annapolis, at any race lor sole time to come,is uncalled 
for. 

He said the suggestion of his associates was 
uncalled for, vot that he was for it or against it. 
The other members of the board were Commo- 
dores Stribling, Glynn, Hudson, Wilkes, and 
Harwood, and all in favor of it. 

Mr. AN'TLHIONY. 1t cannot have escaped the 
notice of the Senate that every letter that was read 
from naval officers by the Senator from lowa fa- 
vored the removal of the Academy not from New- 
port to Annapolis but from insuflicient to sufficient 
accommodations; and because there were sufficient 
accommodations for one hundred and eighty pu- 
pils only at Annapolis, some of them favor that 
location. J listened attentively to the letters read 
by the Senator from lowa, and therë was noth- 
ing in them from which it could be inferred that 
proper acconunodations at Newport would not be 
as good as proper accommodations at Annap- 
olis,except the climate. 1 never expected to have 
to stand up here and defeud the climate of New- 
rort. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The objections were as 
to the health, the society, the exposure to tempt- 
ation. 

Mr. ANTHIONY. That more pupils out of 
the number of four hundred have died at New- 
port than died at Annapolis in the same period 


| out of the number of onc hundred and fifty or one 


hundred and eighty may be very true. 

Mr. GRIMES. No,sir. General Lockwood 
gives us the exact figures, and he says that the 
proportion was as one to four. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not believe there is 
upon the face of the earth a place where there is 
greater healthfulness or greater longevity than 
Newport. Nobody thinks of dying there under 
eighty-five, and when a man dies at sixty they 
speak of him as a promising young man, and if 
he dies at seventy-five he is “ cut off inthe prime 
of his life.’? It is true there was a lite dis- 
ease there last summer, to which I suppose the 
allusion is made, a sort of summer complaint, 
that frightened some people, and the newspapers, 
I think, feeling rather proud that they could get 
up a sickness at Newport, which they had never 
had there before, made a good deal more of it 
than the facts justified. Itis, Mr. President—and 
for that 1 would appeal to the vital statistics—as 
healthy a place as there isin the country or in the 
world. Nor can I agree with the Senator from 
Iowa that out-door exercises can be continued 
one month longer in the fall and commenced one 
month earlier in the spring at Annapolis than at 
Newport. 


Mr. GRIMES. Thatis not my statement, but 
the statement of the commandant of the midship- 
men who-has been commandant at both places, 
Captain Rodgers. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Idonot think that out-door 
exercises need be interrupted for two months of 
the whole year at Newport. 

Mr. GRIMES. Iam not the author of the 
statement. It comes from a gentleman who has 
had experience at both places. g 

Mr. ANTHONY. Astothe present condition 
of Annapolis for military purposes, andits value 
for a military depot; as to the serious inconven- 
ience and the large expense that would be occa- 
sioned by surrendering it to the Academy; as to 
the effect of carrying on the Academy in the midst 
of a vast camp, surrounded by all the influences of 
a great military organization,and especially ofan 
organization composed largely of fresh recruits, 
I hope we shall hear from the chairman of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. Iam confident, 
from the enlightened and enlarged view which he 
takes of our combined military and naval neces- 
sities, he will not favor this proposition, at least 
not till the war is over. 

If there be nothing gained on the ground of 
economy by returning the Academy to Annapolis, 
and if the two harbors are to be estimated on their 
respective merits, | have no apprehension that the 
change will be made. If 1 were speaking to na- 
val men, to experienced mariners, in any part of 
the world, I should think ita work of the bald- 
est supererogation to extol the harbor of New- 
port. It has been celebrated for its unsurpassed, 
in some respects its unrivaled excellences, ever 
since.it was discovered. I have had occasion be- 
fore, in this Chamber, to recapitulate some of 
them. [ts great depth of water; its capacious size, 
large enough for a fleet to maneuver under sail; 
its great facility of access; its abundant supply of 
fresh water; its excellent anchorage, ‘perfectly 
safe’’—I quote from the report of the commis- 
sion of 1830—** from winds, waves, storms, or 
floating ice;’’ its facilities for rapid communica 
tion with a dense population, skilled in mechan- 
ical pursuits, and of martial character; the re- 
markable salubrity of its climate—all commend 
it for naval purposes. Cortiers Harbor island, 
which the city of Newport has tendered to the. 
Government a free gift for the Academy, is a 
smallisland of about one hundred acres in ex- 
tent, well diversified. It contains a plain of 
twelve acres admirably caleulated for purposes 
of drill. It is connected with the mainland of 
Rhode Island by a causeway which can be closed 
by a gate, giving to the site theadvantages of iso- 
lation and of free communication. The water is 
so deep that a line-of-battle ship can lie along- 
side, The situation is very healthy. The value 
of this island I think bas been cstimated atabout 
two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. And that, 
in my judgment, is more than the value of the 
property which the Government would neces- 
sarily abandon in giving up Annapolis. 

Mr. GRIMES. What is the price of land on 
the mainland adjacent ? 

Mr. ANTHONY. [do not know. It dou- 
bles every month or two. This wasestimated at 
$250,000 when my colleague and myself were at 
Newport about six months ago. 

Mr. GRIMES. Admiral Davis, I think, ina 
conversation with me the other day, told me that 
when he was there the land adjacent on the main- 
land was worth $100 an acre. I suppose thein- 
ular position of this tract gives It an-additional 
value. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘There is a building upon 
it that is about as suitable for the purposes of the 
Naval Academy as the buildings at Annapolis. 

Mr. GRIMES. A poor-house? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir,a poor-house. We 
have good poor-houses in our country. The Sen- 
ator from fowa referred to one other objection 
against having the Academy at Newport; and 
that is the superior economy of living at Annap- 
olis. Ifthe Academy be sent back to Annapolis, 
it will be found that the cost of living there now 
is greater than it was before the removal. One 
of the professors of the Academy said to a friend 
of mine that the opportunity of giving to his chil- 
dren as good an edueation as the country could 
afford, and without cost, in the free schools of 
Newport, more than balanced the difference in 
the expense of living between Annapolisand New- 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


port. The fact that‘the library is packed away 
in casemates does not reflect credit on those who 
have charge of it. 1do not know why the library 
has not been brought to Newport; but I suppose 
the reason is that there is a much better library 
there, one of the best and oldest in the country, 
free to the professors and pupils; and the profess- 
ors found probably that there was no necessity 
for removing their own little brary to Newport. 
I hope the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs will give the Senate his views upon 
the subject from a military point of view. 

Mr. WILSON. The form the amendment has 
assumed modifies, to some extent, my opposition 
to it, although I think we had better not act upon 
the subject until the next session. If we were 
through the rebellion, I have no doubt that[ should 
vote to remove the Naval Academy to Annapolis. 
I believe it would be for the interest of the insti- 
tution to remove it, but it is certainly of vital im- 
portance to’ the country that the present military 
position at Annapolis should not be interfered 
with, The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Iowa gives us an opportunity at the next 
session to arrest the execution of the law. So 
long as the war lasts, so long as, at any rate, the 
evemy occupies Virginia, Annapolis is important 
as a military post, and it is one of the most im- 
portant military posts the Government now oc- 
cupies. We have expended at Annapolis $250,000 
to fitand prepare it for the military uses of the Gov- 
ernment and fora parole camp. Itis the point 
which men by land and by water can reach. 

We have had several thousand men there much 
ofthe time. Five hundred sick men were brought 
there in one ship the other day and put into the 

‘hospitals. A great military expedition is fitting 
out there at this time. We may have to fit out 
half a dozen expeditions before this war closes. 
In the grounds we have erected buildings for the 
purposes of the Government. We have extended 
the wharves; we have built railroads upon them 
going to the buildings established by the Govern- 
ment; we have erected additional hospitals, and 
they ought not to be interfered with during this re- 
bellion. [may say that the Secretary of War be- 
lieves the place is ove of the most important mil- 
itary places occupied by this Government, and is 
growing more important every day. If we were 
through the war, I should vote, without any hes- 
itation, to bring the Academy back to Annapolis. 
I believe it will go there in theend. I believe its 
interests require that it should go there. Iac- 
knowledge the force of what the Senator from 
Jowa has said in regard to the location at New- 
port—the temptations to the young men at New- 
pott—but I do not think Congress ought to force 
the school back there against the interests of the 
Government. I think we might just as well let 
the matter go over until next session, and then, 
if we are in a proper condition, pass it, Ht seems 
to me that would be the wiser course, although 
the amendment, in the form im which the Senator 
from Iowa hag put it, is far less objectionable, 


because a session of Congress intervenes, and, if 


the interests of the Government require it, we can 
then repeal so much of this act as requires the 
removal, 

Mr. ANTHONY. If this amendment is to 
pass—which is not necessary, for it may just as 
well be passed at the next session—the War De- 
partment must immediately begin to prepare for 
the evacuation of the premises. 

Mr. GRIMES. Why so? 

Mr. ANTHONY. They cannot extend their 
buildings or increase their accommodations there. 
They cannot provide for anything permanent 
there. According to the amendment they are only 
to remain there fora year; and Ido notsee, there- 
fore, that the postponement of the time for the 
amendment to take effect renders it any more ac- 
ceptable, except that it gives us an opportunity 
to repeal it at the next session; that is to say, we 
may pass a law now for the sake of repealing it 
at the next session, when we may as well pass it 
at the next session and not repeal it, if it should 
be passed at all. 

Mr. GRIMES, A great deal that has been 
said by the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs applies to the city of Annapolis, but 
does not apply to the Academy grounds. A large 
amount of the money that he has mentioned as 
having been expended by the War Department 
at Annapolis was notexpended within the Acad- 


| these two different places. 
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Academy. 


emy grounds. The parole camp is not in the 
Academy grounds. ‘The War Department has 
built along through the Academy grounds a rail- 
road, and built it at comparatively. little expense. 
it has built a large amount of quartermaster’s 


buildings, which are of a very temporary char- | 


acter, and I suppose the lumber would be worth 
one half as much when taken down as it isnow, 
and could be removed at comparatively little ex- 
pense. They have been making some very tem- 
porary, and but very few, hospitals outside of the 
Academy buildings, and, as was said in the letter 


that I read from General Lockwood, the surgeons ` 


are about transferring the men from the Academy 
buildings into the outside hospital and into the 
tents, instead of keeping them inside. 

But what I want the amendment adopted for 
is, to give notice to all persons that it is notto be 
our policy to keep the Academy where it now is, 
and that we are not going to tempt, to allure into 
the public service the finest young men in the 
country and send them where they are to be 
tempted from the path of rectitude, and then ig- 
nominiously dismissed from the public service, 
and bear reproach the rest of their lives. 

If it were not for the presentexpedition that is 
being got up, I apprehend that nobody at the 
War Department would be opposed to the change. 
I happen to know that most, if not all, of the 
bureau officers are in favor of surrendering it, or 
were four weeks ago, for 1 had conversations 
with several of them, and they did not deem it at 
allessential to the public service that Annapolis 
should be retained asa military post. Since this 
new cxpedition of General Burnside has been 
projected, I can very readily see that there are 
reasons why it should be retained in charge of 
the military authorities, and lam therefore will- 
ing to abandon the original proposition that J in- 
tended to move, to send it back atthe commence- 
ment of the academic year next September, and 
say it shall be sent back at the commencement of 
the academic year a year from next September. 
Then all parties will have fair notice and can gov- 
ern themselves accordingly. 

Mr, TEN EYCK. Ido not mean to enter into 
the debate so far as regards the relative merits of 
Taccord with the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, and also the Senator 
from Rhode Island, in relation to the impropriety 
of fixing this matter now and at this ime. [ do 
not consider that it is expedient or perhaps judi- 
cious. It is admitted on all hands that the loca- 
tion for the Naval Academy has never yet been 
fixed by Jaw, but thatit has been fixed by the nom- 
ination or the selection of the Department having 
charge and control of that matter. 

Now, sir, at this time, without being certain 
or knowing that the way will be clear hereafter 
for us to carry this Naval Academy back to An- 
napolis, arising from the continuation of the rebel- 
lion, why should we now fix upon that point by 
law, when it has never heretofore been considered 
necessary that it should be denominated a place 
by law for this Academy? It may be that the 
present accommodations at Newport are unfit, I 
am inclined to think so. It may be that the at- 
tractions surrounding that place are unsuitable for 
the young men who are collected there for the 
purpose of a naval education. It is most likely 
that they will not be able, in time to come, even 
under the restraints and discipline imposed upon 
them, to resist the temptations and allurements 
by which they are surrounded, tending to interfere 
with the proper course of theirstudies. Batif we 
determine by law that this Academy shall be car- 
ricd back to Annapolis at the time designated by 
the Senator from Iowa in his proposed amend- 
ment, we are by no means certain that it will be 
suitable and proper that the removal should take 
place at that ime. The ground at Annapolis is 
occupied now for other purposes, as is said, and 
cannot be used for the purposes of the Naval 


But, sir, | had another view in rising. It will 


| not perhaps be forgotten that about two years 
| since, when this matter was under discussion and 
| came up asa distinct proposition, | had the honor 
Í to present anumber of petitions signed by highly 
! respectable gentlemen, and also resolutions of a 
| State Legislature; requesting Congress to select 


another site entirely different and distinct from 
the two now involved in this amendment, New- 
port and Annapolis, and that was a position upon 


ito Annapolis until a 


the Raritan bay at Perth Amboy, which vas supe 
posed and believed to possess’ greater. qualifica» 
tions and advantages forsuch a Schoolias this than 
either of the two places contended for by the-zival 
parties on this floor on the present occasion...“ 

As this School is designed for the benéfit.of the 
public service in the naval branch, and as all these 
considerations are very important, inasmuch as 
the Naval School has been dislodged: from its 
former position and been compelled to take flight 
in consequence of this rebellion further North, it 
would seem to.be judicious and highly. proper 
that an opportunity should be afforded for the se- 
lection of a site which will combineall the advant~ 
ages that are necessary and desirable for such an 
institution. And if we undertake now withouta 
moment’s warning to direct the removal to Annap- 
olis we know not what may be the consequence. 
The Senator from lowasays that by adopting this 
amendment all parties will have notice and willbe 
prepared to get ready for this change. Why, sir, 
the change as proposed to be made by him now 
is without a moment’s notice. We propose by 
law to fix this point and this spot only,and that 
by way of amendment upon an appropriation bill, 
when those persons to whom I have referred and 
when the country at large have had no notice that 
any such attempt would be made on this occasion 
and in this way to remove the Naval Academy 
from the place where it now has a lodgment: to 
the spot which it originally occupied. 

For myself} should greatly prefer thatthe course 
should be taken with respect to this matter that is 
taken in regard to the selection of sites for arsenals 
and navy-yards: that a commission should be 
raised and that an opportunity should be afforded 
through the agency of scientific men whose at- 
tention can be directed to the subject, and whose 
judgment will enable them to decide which posi- 
tion in the country will be the most desirable and 
beneficial for a school of this description. Butif 
we adopt this amendment, it is a foregone con- 
clusion unless, as the Senator from Rhode Island 
says, we next year repeal the act which we may 
pass to-day. 

I see no immediate necessity for incorporating 
this amendment on this appropriation bill. 1do 
not say that I may not vote eventually for the 
restoration of the Academy to Annapolis, if I 
shall be in the Senate at the time when that vote 
shall finally be taken; but I think it is greatly 
amiss at the present time to fix that as the spot 
andthe only spot, when these other considerations 
are apparent to every person who has thought 
upon the subject. I recollect that there was an- 
other site proposed in the State of Connecticut, 
and it was considerably urged by the Senators 
from that State, two years ago. Whether they 
have abandoned that, or whether they shall see 
fit on this occasion, or any other to pressit, I know 
not, but it isa matter within my memory. 

Mr. FOSTER. The Senator will pardon me 
for saying that as our friends in Massachusetts 


i seem very little inclined to keep the navy-yard 


at Charlestown, and as New London affords ex- 
cellent facilities for a navy-yard, we perhaps will 
waive our claim for the Naval School, expecting 
by all means to have the navy-yard at New Lon- 


i don, thatat Charlestown being given up, the peo- 
| ple there not wanting it, 


{Laughter.] 

Mr. TENEYCK. It is very manifest thatthe 
country, interested not only locally in their own 
behalf, but interested in the public service and in 


| pointing out suitable and appropriate and advan- 
| tageous locations for institutions of this kind, is 
| unprepared at this time to have this matter defi- 
| nitely and decisively fixed. 
' gained by pressing the matter now. The Senator 
! from Iowa says he is willing to amend his amend- 


I see no object to be 


ment so thatthe Naval School shall not be removed 
2 ear after next September. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis the way it stands 


i now. 


Mr. TEN EYCK. 


I was not aware that the 


| amendment had already been so modified. That 
i is a long time ahead, and we do not know what 
| contingencies may arise or what circumstances 
i may spring up rendering it highly improper and 
| objectionable that it shouid be located there. 


I shall vote against the amendment under the 


: views which I have stated; not declaring by any 


means that if it shall be discovered that there is 
no more desirable site than Annapolis F shall not 


| vote cheerfully and frankly for ite restoration to 
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that place, because I know (and. that would over- 
come alllocal. feeling that I might have, or any 
pride of my-own State) that in voting to have it 
restored there, because of the expenditure already 
made: for, the accommodation of the School, I 
should vote for putting it in a loyal State. Mary- 
kind has shown that by recent action, and I be- 
lieve she will continue to-show her loyalty.and 
devotion to the Union, and I should rejoice in 
secing hey restored to the position she occupied 
prior to this rebellion; and this would be one of 
the recognitions of her loyalty by reéstablishing 
the Naval School within her limits and confiding 
‘it-to her care. . 

Mr. SUMNER. . Mr. President, the Senator 
from New Jersey has said so well what was in 
my mind to-say“that perhaps it is almost super- 
fluous for me to undertake to say anything. It 
seems tome that this whole question is in a nut- 

_ shell. If the Senate is not ready to vote that 
the Sehool shall go to Annapolis now, how can it 
vote now thatit shall go there next year? Itseems 
‘to me that the same facts and the same evidence 
that will enable it to decide in one case will en- 
able it to decide in the other case, 

Now, sir, I do not mean to suggest that I should 
be against the return of the School to Annapolis; 
and especially L would not suggest that the School 
should be permanently continued at Newport; but 
the Senate will understand that the question may 
be presented in various forms: first, shall the 
School continue at Newport; secondly, if not at 
Newport, shall it go to Annapolis; or, thirdly, 
may there not be some other place to which it 
should go, neither Newport nor Annapolis. Is 
the Senate prepared to pass on that question? 
The Senator from Lowa, in his proposition, post- 
pones the return for more than a year. Why? 

t must be from some idea, or understanding, or 
conception that at this moment we cannot act 
definitively on the mutter. If we cannotact defin- 
itively on the matter, if we are obliged to postpone 
final action for more than a year, why do we 
touch it atall at this date? 

It seems to me nothing is gained by it. Sena- 
tors are driven to say that if anything should oc- 
cur during the coming year which should cause 
a change of desire on the part of Congress, that 
might be expressed by a repeal of this provision. 
Is that good legislation? [doubt whether it is. 
Let us legislate when we have made up our minds, 
and notlegislate in such a way that we may during 
the coming year have to change our legislation; 
especially do not let us legislate on the theory 
that within the coming year we may change il, 
Let us wait till the time has come when all the 
facts are so clear before us that we may say pre- 
cisely where the School ought to be placed; and 
then if it were better that itshould be returned to 
Aunapolis, let it be returned there. For myself, 
1 must say that when this question wag formerly 
discussed, I doubted whether it would be expedi- 
ent for the School ever to be returned to Annapo- 
lis. { cannot say that I continue of that opinion. 
My present impression is, that ultimately the 
School must swing back to its original moorings; 
but L do not think Congress is now in a condition 
to Say so, 

Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. President, if I supposed, 
asthe member from Massachusetts who spoke 
first [Mr. Witson] stated, that the removal of 
this School back to Annapolis would interfere in 
any way with the public interest, I should be as 
far from ay ees it as any other member of the 
Senate; but Lam notof that impression, and fam 
unable to conceive upon what ground the public 
Interests, as far as any other service of the Gov- 
ernment 18 concerned than the Navy, will be af- 
fected atall. I think there isa misapprebension 
with sume of the members of the Senate, and a 
misapprehension on the part of the Executive, and 
perhaps in that misaprephension the honorable 
member from Lowa participates, in supposing that 
the School is not now established at Annapolis in 
point of law. 

The first appropriation was made when I was 
a member of the Senate, in 1845 or 1846, of some 
three or four thousand dollars; and from that 
time to this appropriations have at every recur- 
ring year almost been renewed until we have ex- 
pended some cight or nine hundred thousand dol- 
Jars;and the expenditure has been, as stated in the 
appropriations themselves, for the Naval Acad- 
emy at Annapolis. Congress, therefore, during 


a. series of years have by their legislation con- 
sidered the Academy as at Annapolis, and they 
have. spent their money and erected the buildings 
which are now to be found within the limits of 
the lines of the Academy, and have enlarged the 
limits of the Academy itself for the purpose of 
having the Academy there, and my impression 
has always been and is still that there is no au- 
thority in the Navy Department, or in the War 
Department, or in the President of the United 


States acting as the controlling power over both, 
to take away the Academy from Annapolis and 
locate it anywhere else, except that authority 
which is to be found in what is termed military 
necessity. I have no reason to find fault, and f 
do not find fault with the removal of the Acad- 
emy as it was under the circumstances in which 
it was at the time the removal was ordered. The 
State then was in a condition of great disquiet. 
It is unpleasant for me to recollect how deep the 
feeling of hostility toward the United States on 
the part ofa portion of the people of Maryland 
at that time was; and serious apprehensions were 
entertained thatthe Academy would be taken pos- 
session of by mob violence, by traitorous mach- 
inations, and held as against the Government. I 
have some reason to believe that Captain Blake, 
who was the Superintendent at that time as heis 
still, shared somewhat in that apprehension, and 
that the authorities here also were influenced by 
it; and in order to guard against the possibility 
of such a result, they thought it better to remove 
the School at once to a State in which disloyalty 
did not exist at the time, and, to her honor, has 
never existed, so far as I am advised. 

General Butler, when he came with his troops 
to Annapolis, without any authority than that 
which was in him as commander of that com- 
mand, took possession of these grounds, and from 
that day to this they have remained in the pos- 
session of the War Department, the present Sec- 
retary of War and his predecessor having exer- 
cised exclusive jurisdiction (of course under the 
authority of the President) over the grounds as 
if the grounds did not belong to the Navy proper. 

Tam not now for the first time advised by the 
letters which my friend from Iowa hag read, that 
in the opinion of alarge majority, if not of the en- 
tire, number of the officers of the Navy, it is to 
the interest of that branch of the service that the 
School should be returned to Annapolis. It would 
be fatiguing the Senate unnecessarily to state the 
reasons on which that opinion is founded. They 
have been stated by many of the officers them- 
selves more clearly than I should be able to state 
them if | were to make the attempt. But the fact 
is clear beyond all doubt that every officer of dis- 
tinction in the Navy is of opinion that it would 
be much better forthe naval service that the Schoo! 
should be returned to Annapolis. Mr. Secretary 
Stanton, however, during the whole period of his 
administration of the War Department—tor the 
subject is not now for the first time placed before 
him—has been under the impression that the mil- 
itary service of the United States requires the pos- 
session of the naval grounds at Annapolis, that he 
cannot get along without them. itisa very great 
mistake. ‘There are some forty-seven acres of land, 
attached to the Naval School. There are some 
seven or eightor ten buildings which can be used 
by the War Department; but comparatively speak- 
ing the conveniences furnished to the War De- 
partment or to the Army by the buildings that 
are inside of the walls of the Naval Academy are 
trifling. They have erected others. The parole 
camp, in which most of the troops are, is some 
two miles from the Naval Academy. Where the 
troops that General Burnside is said now, and no 
doubt correctly ,to be collectingat Annapolis, some 
forty or fifty thousand men, are, is three or four 
miles from the NavalAcademy. The possession 
of the Academy is of no possible use whatever to 
the collection or to the management of those troops 
ivn any way. But the Secretary with that fond- 
ness, perhaps not peculiar to bim, but which 
seems to belong to every man who is In posses- 
sion of power, thinks that having once got pos- 
session of the School, it is due to himself almost 
that he should hold on, and without reference to 
the Injury that by holding on he inflicts on an- 
other branch of the service. I do not know that 
he knows the fact now, but when he is told, as 
he will be told if he recurs to the debate, that the 


officers of the Navy almost with one voice, at 


least. such of the officers ag stand high in the public 
esteem, including the Superintendent himself, who 
has been there for several years, all concur in the 
opinion that the good of the Navy demands the 
return of the School to Annapolis, I have that 
confidence in his judgment and patriotism that he 
will very cheerfully yield to the conviction which 
as Í think testimony of that sort will fix upon his 
mind. 

But whether it is so or not, Mr. President, if 
we are Satisfied that that branch of the service 
will be benefited by the removal of the School, 
why should we suffer the opinion of the Secretary 
of War to stand in our way? We are as compe- 
tent to judge as he is, provided we have all the 
evidence before us that he has before him, and 
that is certainly true. How does he know what 
mischief is not being done to the Navy by having 
the School where itisnow? How does he know 
what would be the extent of the benefit which 
would be conferred upon the Navy by returning 
the School to Annapolis more than we do? Not 
atall; and it isa branch of the service that we 
ought, in every possible mode that we can, to 
foster, and especially at this time. I think it im- 
probable, but itis by no means certain, that we | 
may not in a short time, and a comparatively 
short time, be involved in a war with some mari- 
time nation. Then especially shall we want this 
arm of the public service to be as strong as it can 
be made; and if it be probable in the least degree 
that the education of these young men who are 
being trained now to carry our flag the world over 
as the fit representatives of the nation whose flag 
it is, can be better prosecuted by their being sent 
to Annapolis, under all the circumstances that 
willattend them there, compared with those which 
are attending them now in Newport, than by suf- 
fering them to remain at Newport, why should 
we not send them to Annapolis? Because the 
War Department want one or two buildings in- 
side of the walls of the Naval Academy for hos- 
pital purposes! What do we see all around this 
city? We see hospitals spread all around us, 
erected at a cost comparatively trifling, almost 
nothing to the Government, and as far as the site 
is-concerned, which in the judgment of the Secre- 
tary may render it necessary to have hospitals at 
Annapolis for the safety of the troops that he may 
be obliged to collect there from time to time, there 


-is land enough at Annapolis—I was about to say, 


and my friend from Rhode Island will not take it 
amiss if I shall say, almost as much land there 
to build hospitals upon as there is in the whole 
State of Rhode Island. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know, and I 
should very much regret if I even suspected it, 
that there exists in the mind of any member of 
the Senate, or of any member of the executive 
department, an unwillingness to return this School 
to Annapolis because of the supposed disloyalty 
of the sons of Maryland. ‘Ihe State has already 
spoken upon that question, and she has spoken 
in a way which noone, Lam sure, who feels any 
fraternal affection to loyal brethren, or those who 
ought to be loyal brethren, will doubt the sia- 
cerity of; and she has not only spoken so as to 
satisfy the whole world that she is loyal to the 
Government and to the Union, but that she ig 
loyal to the cause of human freedom; that she has 
made up her mind thatthe last badge of servitude, 
as far as her limits are concerned, shall be term- 
inated; that ber soil shall only be trod by the 
feet of freemen, without regard to complexion or 
to race, and she desires and hopes to see the time 
when her wish may be accomplished; she desires 
to be and to remain forevera State of a Union in 
which there shall be no other servitude than that 
servitude which belongs to an honest and patri- 
otic obedience to the laws, 

The honorable member from Rhode Island inti- 
mates thatit is rather disparaging to the Navy De- 
partment, rather a reflection upon the Navy De- 
partment, that the School should be by law fixed 
anywhere. I suppose that there is no difference 
in that opinion between the Navy Departmentand 
the War Department. Was the War Department 
originally disparaged, and is it to be considered 
as now disparaged, by the fact. that the Military 
Academy is located by law at West Point? Cer 
tainly not, Is there not precisely the same neces- 
sity, looking to the interest of the Government, 
to have the Naval Academy located at a particular 
placefinally,except subject to contingencies which 
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cannot, at all times, be anticipated, as there is that 
the Military-Academy should be located perma- 
nently? The only question, therefore, upon a 
proposition like that before the Senate, is not 
whether the Academy should not be located per- 
manently, but whether it should’ be located per- 
manently in Annapolis, or in Newport, or any- 
where clse. If we are called upon to form a judg- 
ment founded upon evidence, throwing aside all 
partiality, all local partiality, awd all the prejudices 
which more or less belong and grow out of local 
partiality, is it not very obvious that it is the in- 
terest of the service, and therefore the interest of 
the United States, that the Academy should be 
permanently located at Annapolis? We may hope 
to have in the future what we have enjoyed in the 
past by such alocation; we may hope to have these 
young men educated-under circumstances as fa- 
vorable, and educated as completely, as ever was 
the case with any other school of the same kind. 

The Secretary of War, as I understand the 
chairman of the Military Committee, thinks that 
he cannot do without the Naval Academy grounds 
and its buildings at this time. The objection is 
‘met by the form of the amendment as it now is 
proposed by the honorable member from Iowa. 
‘le postpones the. return of the School for a, year, 
and onc of two things will be certain: the first I 
think, certainly hope, is certain, that as faras the 
War Department is concerned the necessity of 
the grounds for the War Department will not 
exist at that time, because the war will be ata 
successful termination at that time; but secondly, 
if it shall not have terminated, it gives an abund- 
ant opportunity to the Secretary of War to pro- 
vide all the buildings that he may deem it neces- 
sary to provide in and around the Academy orin 
the neighborhood of Annapolis, answering the 
same purpose for which he is now appropriating 
afew of the buildings that are inside of the walls 
of the Academy. 

Mr. GRIMES called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment, and they were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ir this was a proposition 
to locate the Naval School permanently at some 
place I should be inclined to vote forit. I am 
willing to vote for a permanent location of the 
Naval School. [ think what has been disclosed 
here to-day shows that the aécommodations for 
the Naval Academy where it now is are not what 
they should be; and the objections which. have 
been made to its remaining at Newport, as has 
been very truly remarked, grow chiefly out of the 
insuficient accommodations there. A portion of 
the young men are placed on shipboard, and an- 
other portion in a hotel, at some considerable dis- 
tance from each other, and great inconveniences 
grow out of this. It seems that there is a difi- 
culty in enforcing the proper discipline there; that 
the young men are subject to temptations which 
makes it difficult to drill them; and there are ob- 
vious reasons why some better provision should 
be made for the Naval Academy, if it is to be con- 
tinued, 

Bat, sir, this is not a proposition to make any 
provision for it, but to leave it in this unsettled 
way,and to legislate a year and a half in advance 
that the School shall then be removed to Annap- 
olis, and not to make provision for its accommo- 
dation when it gets to Annapolis. ‘The buildings 
and grounds once appropriated at Annapolis for 
the use of the Naval Academy have been taken 
possession of by the War Department and con- 
verted to other uses; and if it is to go back there, 
improvements must be made. The School is much 
larger than when it was at Annapolis, and larger 
accommodations will of course be necessary. 

For myself | should greatly prefer some prop- 
osition that would make provision for the Naval 
School for the coming year. Vacation is soon to 
occur there—in June, I believe—and the students 
will reassemble about the Ist of October. There 
is abundant time to make some suitable provision 
for the accommodation of the midshipmen between 
thisand October, and I think it ought to be made; 
and instead of coming forward here with a prop- 


So far from it, it leads to expense, unnecessary 
expense, for the provisions of a temporary char- 
acter to accommodate the large number of mid- 


shipmen nowin the Naval Academy must be very | 
considerable, whereas if we make them perma- || 


nent they will not be occurring from year to year. 
I shall therefore vote against this proposition, 


hoping that some better ‘provision may be made | 


for the School than is now provided for the next 
year and a half. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I believe I am in a con- | 


dition to speak upon this subject without any very 
great feeling, for I do not know that the Legisla- 
ture of my, State has suggested that the Academy 
be removed to Portland or any place in that vicin- 
ity, and therefore I do not feel any particular per- 
sonal interest with regard to it. It is perfectly 
manifest how this question arose. The Naval 
School was established at Annapolis; we spent 
nearly a million dollars there. lt was found to 
be an admirable place, suitable in point of cli- 
mate, suitable in point of water, suitable in point 
of retirement, and in every way admirably fitted 
for the purposes for which it was selected. No- 
body madeanycomplaintaboutit. It was found, 
however, atthe brëakking out of the rebellion, that 
it was necessary temporarily to remove it, and it 
was removed to Newport, in the State of Rhode 
Island. Forthwith Newport wants to hold on to 
it; the State of Rhode Island deems it very im- 
portant, evidently, that it should remain there, 
and is making efforts to have it remain there, be- 
cause it is manifest that unless it is to remain there 
permanently, there is no wish on the part of Rhode 
{sland or Newport that it should remain there for 
a year or two. That is of no advantage; but the 
object is clearly, as any one can see, to keep it 
along until, having been there several years, it 
may by accident finally be fixed there. 

Next comes in the State of New Jerscy. It 
has got a beautiful place at Perth Amboy; and 1 
do not knoy how many other places may be sug- 
gosted, for the reason that accidentally it is driven 
from the place of its location, which everybody 
agrees to be fit. Ido not think much of this kind of 
the game of grab with regard to a great public mat- 
ter. I do not think it is creditable to the places 
that move it; and I do not think it is consistent 
with correct views of the public good and whatis 
for the public service. . 

The only question then is, ought not this mat- 
ter to be settled? Is it well to leave it open, and 
to have this continual debate year after year 
whether the Academy shall go back to its original 


„place, or whether it shall be afloat, with this State 


and that State and another State seeing if they 
cannot find a place suitable for it, and asking that 
it may be put there? 1 deem it to be important 
to scitle the question, to have Congress decide 
one way or the other, that it is either to go back 
to Annapolis, that that is to be considered the 
permanent, fixed place for it, or else settle it the 
other way. There has not been even arattempt to 
show that the place originally fixed is not a most 
admirable one in all particulars, and one which 
cannot in any way be objected to, and there has 
been an attempt to show that Newport of itself is 
not just about one of the worst places that it 
could be fixed at, not because Newport is not one 
of the best placcs in the world as a general prop- 
osition, but because it is one of the worst places 
for a school of boys situated ag these are, owing 
to the very nature of its socicty and its tempta- 
tions and everything connected with it, 

Then the question comes back as a simple one, 
ought we not to settle the question and put_an 
end to these constant struggles and these differ- 
ences of opinion? ‘The only objection that is made 
to that is that the War Department wants at 


Osition to remove the School from where it is a ll present the use of the Academy buildings and 
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If it is necessary for the great purposes of Our 
Naval School, important as they are for the edu- 
cation of these young mén, and for the betiefit of 
this great arm of the service, that the Schodl should 
ġo back there, it is certainly not too much to say 
to the War Department, ‘ You may give up forty 
or fifty‘acres to the Naval School, and move-out- / 
side of them;” and it is, in'my judgment, a mast 
unreasonable proposition that the great intere 
of this very important, oneof the most imp 
arms of the service, are to be sacrificed for a 
length of time simply for the greater accommo- 
dation of the War Department, which can fiid 
accommodations outside of these grounds with- 
out the slightest difficulty... Maryland is large 
eriough, the place itself is large enough for that 
purpose, as explained by the honorable ‘Senator 
from Maryland. ; an te 
The grounds on which I place-my vote for this 
amendment are that I want’to put‘an end to thts 
debate about whether the Academy is to be ‘at’ 
Annapolis or not, and not have this continual 
quarrel, which Senators I know would not engage 
in if they did not feel that their people at home 
had got up alittle excitement about the matter, 
and therefore that it was necessary for them’ to 
make a show on the subject. I should fal 
relieve my honorable friend from Rhode Istand 
and take it out of Rhode Island politics; and- $ 
want, to relieve my honorable friend frém N vy 


Jersey and take it out of New Jersey politics; 
and if my friend from. Illinois thinks of Roek 
Island or any place up there for it, want to rè- 


licve the politics of the State of Illinois in the sume 
way, though I know he does not intend. it, ‘and 
therefore my remark as to him is merely a joke. 
Under these circumstances I shall vote for the 
proposition. Se 
Mr. HALE. I simply want to state, in asingle 
word, the reason why I shall vote for this Te- 
moval. Being from New England I may be ex- 
ected to vote for retaining the School at Newport; 
ut I believe that the Academy was substantially 
located at Annapolis, that an emergency occurred 
requiring that it should be carried, away, and it 
was carried to Newport. ‘That emergency has 
passed 5 
Mr. SUMNER. Has it passed? That is the 
question. k ` i 
Mr. HALE. If that is a question, nothing is 
settled. Is Massachusetts a loyal State? I say 
the emergency has passed,and 1 think good faith 
requires that the Academy should be carried baek 
to Annapolis. There is another thing... I think 
that although we should avoid as much as pos- 
sible any sectional considerations ona question of 
this kind, justice to all sections requires that as 
this institution was placed in Maryland it should 
now go back there. That will govern my vote. 
Mr. TEN EYCK. I do not mean to prolong 
the debate, but I rather feel called upon to notice 
a remark made by the Senator from Maine, inas- 
much as he distinctly referred to me and to my 
State. I think it was rathera severe criticisnron 
the part of the Senator (though I may not be the 
proper person to judge of that: matter) when he 
supposed that Senators on this floor must necessa- 
rily be influenced by the action of their States and 
by political feeling in their States. , 
Mr. FESSENDEN, 1 judge other‘men by 
myself. ree ‘ 
Mr. TEN EYCK. I may be more or less. 80 
like the Senator from Maine, who admits that he 
is. Ido not think, however, it was exactly the 
thing, unless it was meant by way of joke, as it 


“warimrelation to the Senator from. Hiinois: -$ 


understood. the Senator from Maine to-say that } 


because this Academy had been removed it there- 
fore became a matter of grab game as to the place 
where it should.:be: located, or that. because the 
Legislature.of my. State adopted. resolutions call- 
ing: the attention,of Congress to the fact that there 
“WAS, ible site for the Naval Academy within 
the limits of my State, therefore, of necessity, I 
was to. go for it, right or'wrong... Edo not see 
itean enter into. politics.in any. way: so as to 
influence me; and L ought to say bal the resolu- 
dions. of my State. to which I refer were passed 
two. years ago, and under somewhat different cir- 
“eumstances fram those which are now prevalent. 
The position of Maryland was very different two 
poate ago from what jt is now on the question of 
loyalty... The removal of this Academy had then 
hut a short time before taken place. There was 
some. effort, not a scramble, nat a grab, on the 
‘part of.the States of the North on the seaboard 
fo.procure.the location of the establishment within 
their borders, because of a proper feeling on be- 
half of the Government and of the public-service 
that if a new. site were to be selected public at- 
tention should be called to those sites. In that 
view and under those circumstances my State did 
pass a resolution calling upon Congress to notice 
the. fact that there was such a position as Perth 
Amboy, ¢ligibly situated and admirably adapted 
for the purposes of the Naval School; but that 
does not. tie my hands or manacle my limbs. | 
remember, and it may be within the memory of 
Senators on this floor, that on a question of far 
anore importance, a very important political ques- 
tion, soon after I took my scat on this floor, I 
took the liberty.of voting coutrary to the express 
declared will of the Legislature of my State; and 
Tshould do the same thing again to-morrow if the 
will of the Legislature did not accord with my 
judgment. How far such things may influence 
the mind of the Senator from Maine, I can assure 
him. that. [have endeavored to preserve myself in 
times past from such influences, and I trust l 
shall continue to be able to do so, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I desire before the vote is 
taken to remind the Senate that this is a propo- 
gition to direct the Secretary of the Navy to do n 
thing which he has fall power to do now.” Ibis 
to insteact him upon a question on which neces- 
sarily he must have much better means of in- 
formation than we can have. It is to direct a 
thing to be done a year and a half hence which 
itis admitted on all hands it is improper to do 
now. A session of Congress intervenes between 
the present time and the future time when it is 
proposed to order this.change to be made, and at 
the next session of Congress we can pass upon 
this subject with a great deal more light and in- 
formation than we have now. F 
_ Farther, [ wish to remind’ the Senate that the 
only objections of any weight whatever brought 
against Newport are the insufficiency of the tem- 
porary accommodations in which the School is 
established, and that the accommodations at An- 
napolis are about as insufficient as those at New- 
port, the School having increased since its re- 
moval from one hundred and eighty pupils to 
over four hundred, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. My honorable friend from 
Rhode Island seemsto think that the Secretary of 
the Navy now has power to move the School back 
to Annapolis, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Unquestionably. 

_ Mr, DOOLITTLE... But that, “unfortunately, 
is not the fact.. The War Department seized the 
School at Annapolis, aud hold it; and the instruc- 
tion which Congress is to give is to the Secre- 
tary of War to let go, and that is just the point in 
the case; unless you give the instruction by 
Congress in the law that the Seeretary of War 
shall prepare to abandon these premises, and let 
the Secretary of the Navy have control, the Sec- 
retary of War, who controls the forces on land, 
holds it by the strong hand, and the Secretary of 
the Navy cannot help himsclf.. That is just the 
condition of affairs. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Allow me to ask the Sen- 
ater from Wisconsin if he is prepared, against 
the remonstrances of the Secretary of War, who 


certainly can have no interest in the matter, and | 


without the request of the Secretary of the Navy, 
to order the removal? 


Mr, DOOLITTLE. In relation to that, the 


question. ; 

The Naval School was established at Annap- 
olis, and it was one of the institutions. of the 
country, like the Military Academy at West 
Point. This war intervened, and the rebels, threat- 
ening to break up this Government and to break 
up all our institutions, temporarily compelled us 
in fact to take the Naval Academy away from 
Annapolis and put. it ia New England. While 
it is conceded that Annapolis is just as good a 
placeas can be found in the United States for the 
Naval School, I have this sort of feeling that I 
am bound to restore the institutions of this coun- 
try so far as the good institutions are concerned, 
and Iwill put them back to. the place where they 
belong in spite of rebellion, in spite of this war. 
That is the feeling which, to a certain extent, op- 
erates on my mind; and when it is conceded that 
this is the place where it was located} when itis 
conceded on all hands thatit is just as good a 
place as can be found, how is it that gentlemen 
can say that the question is open where the 
School belongs? It belongs in Annapolis; ipis 
established there; only temporarily the War De- 
partment has seized the place, turned the School 
out, and now we want by law to instruct the 


War Department to prepare itself by the end of 


the next academic year to leave these premises 
and let the School go into possession, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I beg to correct the Senator. 
The War Departmentdid not turn the School out. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Substantially that was the 
fact. General Butler seized the premises. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The School was driven 
from Annapolis by a traitorous mob. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator from Rhode Island 
is altogether mistaken about that. I was at An- 
napolis when the Naval Academy was taken away 
from there. It was never charged that there was 
a mob there that drove away the Academy; but 
it was said there was an engincer on board of the 
Maryland, a steam ferry-boat that. ran between 
Perryville and Eavre-de-Grace, and taken with 
troops to Annapolis, that would not perform his 
duty, and some excitable man drew a pistol and 
held it to his head,and told bhim that if he did not 
work the engines properly he would blow his 
brains out. That is as near as itcameto a mob. 

Mr. ANTHONY. l expect next to hear it 
denied here that there has been any rebellion. I 
do not kuow of anything that is more satisfacto- 
rily proved thanthat the Naval School was driven 
away from Annapolis by a traitorous mob. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There never was a mob 
there. ° : 

Mr. GRIMES. Nevera mob there at all. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understood the Senator 
from Maryland to say so himself when on the 
floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I said they were afraid of it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will state what was said 
by the newspapers at the time. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 


If they aré Rhode Island newspapers they tell 
the truth, no doubt. [Laughter.} 

Mr. ANTHONY. It was in all the news- 
papers. 

Mr. GRIMES. I was there myself. 

Mr. ANTIIONY. I understand the Senator 
to admit there has been a rebellion. 

Mr. GRIMES. Yes. - 

Mr. ANTHONY. I want to start on some 
COMMON ground. 

Mr. GRIMES. I had as much instrumentality 
in removing itas anybody else. [came here with 
one of the younger officers sent up by Commo- 
dore Blake-—an officer who is now Commander 
Simpson—and visited the Secretary of War and 
the Secretary of the Navy before one of them was 
out of his bed in the morning, so as to aid in get 
ting permission to take the School to Fort Adams, 
thinking that Fort Adams at that time would af- 
ford sufficient accommodation for the young gen- 
tlemen and their professors. There was no mab 


i should doubt their accu-- 
| racy unless they were Rhode Island newspapers. 


but General Butler had taken. possession of. the 
ground, and troops were concentrating there, and 
| they knew it was incompatible with the proseca< 
tion of study.and the discipline of the Academy to 
allow it to remain there while military forces oc- 
cupied a portion of the Academy grounds and the 
rooms that the students had been. occupying as 
barracks, and ‘hence. they proposed to.send it to 
Fort Adams. The students were pe: on board 
the Constitution. Esawthem go on board myself. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I willread what those who- 
were on the spot.said at the time. ; 

Mr. GRIMES. I was there. .- . 

Mr. ANTHONY. This is by telegraph to 
the associated press, dated Annapolis, April 24, 
1861: > 


+ Tọ anticipate the treasonable intentions ofan organiza- 
tion in the vicinity, which had formed a plot to seize the 
United States frigate Constitution, which lay moored at 
the wharfof the Naval Academy, Captain Devereaux, with 
his company, was ordered to take possession of her, which 
was promptly done, and she was towed out several miles 
from the town. ` On Sunday morning, the 21st, the steamer 
grounded, and the troops were unable to effect a-Janding 
till the morning of Monday. They were joined during the 
iuterval by the seventh regiment. Somce.evil-disposed peo- 
! ple upon the shore made preparations at this time to erect 
i a battery to command ihe ship, but they were prevented 
from completing their work.”? 


Here is an account from the New York Times . 
af the arrival of the frigate Constitution. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. What is the use of read- 


ing all that? 


Mr. ANTHONY. Tread it because gentlemen 
say there was no mob there that drove away the 
Naval School. : : 


Mr. FESSENDEN. We have the statements 
of members of the Senate who were there that 
there was no such mob, and that ought to be suf- 
ficienteven against the intimations in newspapers. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Whatis the Senator reading 
from? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam reading from the New 
York Times, and I shall get through sooner if I 
am not interrupted. ; 

Mr. GRIMES. I was told that there was.a 
reporter in Philadelphia who telegraphed in rè- 
gard to affairs occurring in Washington, be all the 
time remaining in the city of Philadelphia. It 
is very possible that some of these dispatches were 
sent by bim. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This is not a dispatch, but 
an editorial article in the New York Times, and 
written from information obtained from the offi- 
cers of the Constitution: : 

“The United States frigate Constitution, from Annapo- 
lis, arrived last night, in tow of the serew steamer Consti- 
tution, bringing one hundred atid fifty-one midshipmen 
| fromthe Naval Academy, andtwenty-five seamen. Saied 
on Friday a.m. Has had strong southerly winds to the 
bar. After the secession of Virginia, the demonstrations 
of the secessionists became so apparent that itwasdecmed , 
of the greatest importance to get lier out over the bar. Her 
crew of twenty-five men and officers had been at theirquar- 
ters with shotted guus night and day for four days. ‘froops 
were driliing on the shore; signals between them were 
constantly made; large parties were around the shipte find 
out her assailable points. She had fouranchors and seven 
chains out when the ofder came, at seven a, m., to get her 
over the bar.” 

Mr. GRIMES, Does that showany mob ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. It shows that the officers in 
charge of the Academy, who certainly were not 
men to be unnecessarily frightened, thought there 
was so much danger from a mob that the vessel 
should be taken away. : 

Mr. GRIMES. There were fears of a mob. 
There is no doubt about that, 

Mr. ANTHONY. Thatisa greater admission 
than I expected to get from the Senator. 

Mr. GRIMES. But the allegation of the Sen- 
ator was that there was a mob. There was nota 
mob. There were not twenty-five men congre- 
gated, so far as I was able to learn. : 

Mr. ANTHONY. Let me reada little more 
of this article: . 

“The ‘captain, pilot, and engineers of the Maryland, 
which had been seized by General Butler, were very averse 
to do their duty, and it was only by putting them undera 
guard with revolvers that they would proceed with the 
vessel,” 

t will not go on any further. I think that ig 
about as well proved as anything can be. 

Mr. WILSON. There was certainly some- 
thing of a violent character at Annapolis at that 
ume. Who destroyed the railroad from Annap- 


olis to the Junction? Who destroyed the engines 
SR A ; F 
iin thait town? There were demonstrations of vio- 
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lence ‘there, and E have no doubt the Academy 
and the shin Constitution would have been cap- 
tured if General Buder had not arrived there 
with his troops when he did. I was there on the 
a4th-and 25th of April, 1861, and left Annapolis 
in the steamer that carried some of the professors 
and their families to New York. I went on to 
New York, at the request of General Butler, to 
obtain some heavy guns to defend the place against 
armed men in the neighborhood, anil teven huge 
guns were sent to General Butler to protect and 
defend the place. To the eighth Massachusetts 
regiment was assigned tlie duty of fixing up the 
railroad, the railroad house, and the engines, and 
putting. the railroad to the Junction in order, and 
when that work was done, the seventh regiment 
of New Yorkand theeighth Massachusetts passed 
over the road to Washington, 

But, sir, all that is now passed away and has 
hothing to do with the question before the Senate. 
Maryland is now a loyal State, and will soon be 
a free State. I have no doubt that this Academy 
will ultimately be taken baci to Annapolis, and 
ifthe war was over I should very cheerfully vote 
to put it there now. The only objection I bave to 
fixing the time now is, that we may possibly ced 
that place as an important military post, though 
Tapprehend that if we pass this amcndmentas pro- 
posed by the Senator from Lowa, putting off the 
return of the School for a year, and the Govern- 
ment needs the place then as they need it now, 
the enforcement of the act will be arrested in some 
form. ` 

Allusion has been made to the wishes of the 
Secretary of War on this subject, and E think it 
was suggested that his opposition to it was un- 
reasonable. The Secretary of War certainly has 
taken but little part in the matter. He has ex- 
pressed quietly, but firmly, the opinion that An- 
napdlis isa most important position for certain 

urposes. Twill read the facts in connection with 
lt, as they are stated in the letter to me from an 
officer of the Government. ‘The writer says: 
see hi the great depot for the location of the paroled 
prisoners iving from the South, and about one third of 
the number are either sick or wounded and require hospi- 
tal accommodations the moment they arrive. On the ar- 
rival of the last boat from City Point nearly five hundred 
had to be sent to the hospital buildings of the Academy. 
The War Department has, at the cost of about one hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars, bad built up an extensive 
establishment for paroled meu, and to take away the build- 
ings of the Academy now used as hospitals would necessa- 
rily ineur a heavy outlay to either remove the parole camp 
elsewhere or build hospitals. This department has also, 
ereeted large and extensive buildings on the grounds of the 
Academy for the storage of quartermasters? and commis- 
sary stores for the use of the paroled men. ‘These would 
all have to be removed. And they have also, at a heavy 
expeuse, carricd out into the harbor from the Academy 
grounds large wharf accommodations for the landing of 
these stores, with railroad tracks leading directly to Camp 
Parole for the transportation of these stores. Ali these jm- 
portant works will have to, be abandoned if the operations 
ofthe Naval Academy are returned now, A 
“tn view of these important facts, E think, as a great 
military necessity aud safety, tosiy nothing of the immense 
outlay it Woald cost the Government at this time to make 
this change, that ifthe operations of the Academy could be 
dou where itis now located until things are more 
quiet and the rebellion crashed, it would be good policy on 
the part of the Government to delay this change. A large 

expedition is now fitting out from here, which requires the 
use of these wharves built by. the War Departinent.?? 

Mr. GRIMES. That is all satisfactory. 

‘Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that one of two courses ought to be fol- 
lowed bere. We should cither vote against this 
proposition in its present form, or we should 
amend it so as to remove the Academy back to 
Annapolis at the commencement of the next aca- 
demic year. understand that the academic year | 
commences about the Ist of October, 

An objection is made by the chairman of the 
Military Committee to the removal of the Acad- 
emy for the next few months. Nobody would | 
desire that. The time to remove the Academy | 
would be during the vacation. i 

Itis said that General Burnside is gathering a | 
large force at Annapolis. Does anybody sup- 
pose that the force now gathered by General | 

3urnside is gathered there to remain there perma- | 
nently? Wi it not have left there before Oc- | 
tober? 

Mr. WILSON. Suppose they want another 
force then? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If they wantansther force 
there why legislate at this time? What is the 
necessity of legislating now in regard to a matter | 
that is to transpire six months after the next ses- 


sion of Congress? We meet here next December 
and will remain in session until’Mareh? “If ‘ito 
step is to be taken in regard tothe removal of the 
Academy until a year and a half from this time, 
or nearly so, why legislate about it now? “The 
Senator from Massachusetts says the Army may 
want it hereafter. It seems to be conceded by 
the honorable Senator from Iowa, who has offered 
this amendment, that the military necessities of 
the country are such at this time that the Acad- 
emy cannot go back to Annapolis. ` 

Mr. GRIMES: No, sir. [said I would not 
stand in the way of the Military Department. I 
do not know anything about it myself; but after 
the representations made to me by the. chairman 
of the committee I would not put myself in an- 
tagonism to the express wishes of the chairman 
of the Military Committee and of the Secretary 
of War. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Theamendment itself con- 
cedesit. {tdoes not propose to remove the Acad- 
emy back to Annapolis until a year from next 
September or October. It is placed in that form. 
Now, so far as there are any military expeditions 
collecting at Annapolis at this time, they will all 
be out of the way before the close of the present 
academic year in all human probability. If other 
expeditions are to be organized there, they will 
bein the way next year, and it will be time enough 
to legislate about that next year. : 

It seems to me-that we should provide now, so 
far as we can, for the permanent location of the 
Naval Academy, and {am willing to vote for it 
to go back to Annapolis next October. Thereis 
not anything which the chairman of the Commit- 
tec on Military Affairs has disclosed to militate 
agaihst that any more than against the removal 
a year from next October, Heis informed by the 
Seeretary of Warthat fora few months they need 
possession of the buildings which were occupicd 
by the Naval Academy at Annapolis. Is thatany 
evidence that they will need them next October; 
or if itis, is that any evidence that they will not 
need them a year from next October justas much 
as next October? It ddes seem to me that we 
ought to locate this School somewhere, in view 
of What has been, disclosed here to-day in regard 
to the insufficient’accommodations for it at New- 
port; but I cannot see that we gain anything by 
this amendment at alf. Itis legislating in regard 
to a matter that we can legislate upon at the next 
session of Congress much more advisedly than 
we can now. 

Mr. GRIMES. Offer your amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL..I will offer an amendment 
to strike out the words “ academic year 1865,” 
and insert, next academic year of said Acad- 
emy;’’ so that the amendment will read: 

That the United States Naval Academy shall be re- 
turncd to and establish the Naval Academy grounds in 
Aunapolis, inthe State of Maryland, before the commence- 
ment of the next academie year of said Academy. 

Theamendment tothe amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. ‘The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator. from 
fowa, on which the yeas and nays have been or- 
dered, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted-—yeas 20, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS.—Messre. Collamer, Conness, Cowan, Davis, 
Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, 
Harris, Hend n, Hendricks, Johnson, Nesmith, Powell, 
Riddle, Sherman, aud W illey—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Chandler, Dixon, 
Howard, Lane of Lansas, Morgan, Pomeroy, Ramsey, 
Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, Wilson, and Wright—l7. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mi. POWELL. J havean amendment to offer 
as an independent section: 

And be it further enacted, That from and after the Ist day 
of July, 1864, all acts and parts of acts granting allowances 
or bounties on the tonnage of vessels engaged in the Bank 
or other cod fisheries be, and the same are hereby, re- 
pealed. . 

I desire this amendment to be adopted in this 
bill, and I have no question but that a majority 
of the Senate are in favor of it.. I have many 
times attempted to get a direct vote on this prop- 
osition in the Senate. | have during the last two 


years introduced bills for the purpose of effecting | 
During an entire session of the last | 


this object. 
Congress I had a bill of that kind before a com- 
mittee of this body.. They kept it snugly away 
and never would report it back. F offered it dur- 
ing the last session as an amendment to a revenue 


bill, and some Senators who de 
were in favasol 
amendment to a 
they would vote 


t 
9 


sion and sent it to another committee, becdus 
Committee on Commerce kept it all the] 


” 


sion. : 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I will explain to the Sén- 
ator the “hocus pocus.” Ido’ not know what 
he means by that expression, ©, 

Mr. POWELL. Tdo not mean any feflection 
on the Committee on Finance. Vorly mean that 
1 do not know how it got away from that’ corii 
mittee to the Committee on Commerce. 0 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Committee. on Fi- 
nance reported the bill back’ with a recommenda- 
tion that it be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. The honorable Senator was sitting in his 
seat when I made that. report, and made “no 
jection and no comment. ` got Sa ne 

Mr. POWELL. Really I did not know that 
the motion was made or I should havé made ob- 
jection. , I am not, however, censuring the Com- 
mittee on Finance for what they did., But, sir,.¥ 
think that this isa proper bill upon which to place 
thisamendment. {called upon the Committee on 
Commerce, asthe chairman will bear me witness, 
some dozen times tosend us the bill back at the last 
session, } told him, ‘ If you are against it, report 
it back adversely; but l could notgetit reported . 
back, and I believe it has now gone to that com: 
mittee for the purpose of being held there. until 
the session is closed, The committees are not go 
organized in this Chamber as to allow favorable 
action to the measures. of other sections, of the 
country outside of New England, °°.” 

This.is a small matter, Senators say. It has 
heretofore taken some half a million dollars añ- 
nually outof the public Treasury for ‘the purpose 
of paying these bounties to the vessels in the Bank 
and other ‘cod fisheries, and, in my judgment, 
withoutany benefit whatever to the country. The 
people of the great West and the other parts of the 
country are taxed to pay this amount of money, 

Mr. President, I have looked into this subject 
of the organization of the committees a little. 
We have in the Senate represented now twenty- 
five States. There are twenty-two standing com- 
mittees; there are three joint committees; there 
are two select committees; and.one joint commit- 
tee on the conduct and expenditures of the war, 
They are all virtually standing committees. New 
England is here with twelve Senators; twenty- 
five States are represented in the Senate; and New 
England has fourteen chairmen of those twenty- 
cight committees, 

Mr. POMEROY. You say there are only 
twelve Senators from New England? 

Mr. POWELL. [know there are only twelve 
Scnators from New England; but every Senator 
from New England, save and except the Senator 
from Maine, [Mr. MorriLL,] is chairman of a 
committee; and there are three Senators. from 
New England who are chairmen of two commit- 
tees. Kansas has no chairman of a committee. 
Sir, is thata proper distribution of the committees 
of this body? New England, with a poputation 
about equal to that of Pennsylvania, and less than 
that of New York, L believe, has half the chair- 
menofcommittees in the Senate Chamber. What 
do yougive to the great State of New York? My 
friend, the worthy Senator from that State, [Mr 
fTarris,} is chairman of the Committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims—a committee from whom I 
never heard a report but once since I have had 
the honor of a seat in this Senate, now about five 
years, and [ doubt very much whether that hon- 
orable Senator’s committee bas ever met. ..The 
great State of Pennsylvania, so ably represented 
in this Chamber—a State that has nearly as much 
population as all the States of New England to- 
gether—has but, one chairman of a committee, 
and that is the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office, while New England has the chair- 
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le Senators inthis Chamber.: There is no 
trman ofa committee from the whole Pacific 
st. « Flow is it with the: great West that fur- 
tie menin this war, and from: whom the 
žes will be wrang to pay the vast debt incnrred 
2) Are any of the Senators from the West 
‘men of these important committees? No, 
How is it with the adhering slave States, 
ya land, Kentucky, Missouri, West Virginia? 
Not one of them has the chairmanship of a com- 
mittee... I believe there never wag a body that 
mitlees so. organized from one small sec- 
tion’ of the country before on the face of the earth. 
It is no wonder, with committees thus organized, 
that we have matters of great moment to other 

people, in which that section of the country is in- 
` tetestcd, that we cannot get before the Senate in 

proper form. Sir, I am sick and tired of it. If 

they will report my bills back, even adversely, I 

shall have a chance of testing the opinion of the 


Ay 


Senate upon them; but that they do notdo. ‘This | 


measure in particular hag been strangled there 
long enough, “I think it is time for them to learn 
that there are men outside of New England, 

“Tt. cannot be said that the distribution of these 
committees is made becausc.of the party politics 
of Senators here, It has not been the usage of 
the Senate to give the minority the chairmanship 
of committees, [do not expect it; I do not ask 
it, [know it was not the custom of the Demo- 
ératic party when they held a majority here; and 
Ido not expect any Democrat to be made the 
chairman of any one of these committees. No- 
body has a right to complain of the Republican 
majority on that- account, and I make no com- 
plain gt that, because the precedent has been set 
them by the Democratic party to appoint none but 
members of the majority chairmen of the commit- 
tees. But, sir, there are Senators here from the 
Pacific coast who hold the same political views 
with the majority; there are Senators here from 
the adheringslave States who hold the same polit- 
ical sentiments with them; there are Senators here 
from the great West who hold political sentiments 
in common with them; there are Senators from 
New York and Pennsylvania also agrecing with 
them politically, In my judgment there never 
waa such an organization of committccs on the 
face of the earth, . 

It may be said that the chairman of the Com- 
miee on Commerce that holds my bill is a west- 
eyn man. He is, but when I speak to him about 
it he tells me, See Mr. Morri,” who ison that 
committee, i 

They cannot escape from the charge of absorb- 
ing the chairmanship of all the committees in that 
section of the country on the ground that they 
are given to them by seniority. [know it has 
been sometimes the custom in the Senate not to 

ive new Senators the chairmanshipofeommittees; 

out I observe here that a Committee on Manufac- 
tures was organized at this session, and a new 
Senator peor yine a seat in this Chamber for the 
first time made its chairman, although there were 
eminent Senators here who had served in this body 
for years and years, Senators of their own party, 
who were not the chairmen of any committees. 

Mr. CONNESS, Ifthe Senator will permit me, 
as Í have not been in the Senate before this ses- 
sion I will ask him, for information, if he will 
yield it, whether it was his habit to make this 
complaint a little while ago when the chairmen 
of the committees of this body were almost ex- 


clusively made up from the South? 
Mr. ANTHONY. All but one. 


Mr. CONNESS. I desire to inquire whether 
the Senator was in the habit of making this com- 
plaint then, and if so, how did the lords of those 
times take it? i 

Mr. POWELL. I never had any occasion to 
make it, When the Democratic party was in the 
majority here I was not the chairman of any 
committee and do notexpecttobenow. Ithought 
the Senator rose to make an inquiry in regard to 
the bill that I introduced. 
> Mr. CONNESS. 
not understand my inquiry, I did not understand 


e 


Although the Senator did 


the Senator as complaining that he wasnot made 
the head of a committee. I asked him this ques- 
tion, as to whether it-was his habit when the com- 
mittees of this body had their chairmen made up 
almost exclusively from the South to make equal 
complaint. a . 

-Mr. POWELL. Iam not in the habit of mak- 
ing complaints; and while Lhave noticed this thing 
from the beginning, I have never said anything 
about it, and would not now but for the fact that 
bills that interest all the other people in the coun- 
try, but strike down a small interest-of a portion 
of New England, cannot get reported in this Sen- 
ate. That-is the reason why I make this com- 
plaint, and why I have taken this occasion to ex- 
pose the formation of these committees. A 

Mr. WILSON. Whatcommittee/has the bill? 

Mr. POWELL. The Committee on Com- 
merce, the chairman of which is a western man 
but of New England birth, and when [interro- 
gate him about it he sends meto Governor Mor- 
RILL—I beg pardon; I should say the Senator from 
Maine—who is deeply interested in this matter. 
I am glad to see the honorable Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Cuanpier] in his seat. He 
knows how persistently L asked him to report this 
bill at the last session. 

Mr. President, the amendment that I propose 
is eminently proper. Some thirteen million dol- 
lars have been paid out of the public Treasury for 
these bounties. I have heretofore laid before the 
Senate a report from the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury showing that about one half of it was ob- 
tained by fraud. Until the last year or two—I 
have not looked at it since this war commenced, 
and I do not know how it may be now—the an- 
nual amount of these bounties was between five 
and six hundred thousand dollars or thereabouts; 
sometimes greater and sometimes less perhaps. 
There is no reason why the earnings of a great 
laboring class of this country should be taken for 
the purpose of paying these bounties. 

They say these bounties are necessary to en- 
courage a nursery for seamen. Iknow theargu- 
ment that has been employed heretofore and will 
be employed to-day, if there is any argument on 
the subject; but, sir, with our immense mercantile 
marine we want no such nurseries for seamen, 
The Secretary of the Treasury in the time of Mr. 
Pierce said it was rather a nursery for fraud and 
falsehood and fulse swearing than for seamen. 
Our people are now being taxed heavily to pay 
the cnormous expenses accruing from this war, 
and we should retrench at every point. I know 
very well that the hard earnings of the great la- 
boring interest of this country will have to pay 
the amgant of money paid for these bounties, and 
it nearly all gocs to Maine and Massachusetts. 
Is it right, is it equitable, is it just? It certainly 
is not. 

I hope my friends from the West, who really 
are in favor of this proposition, will not cast a vote 
against it because | propose it as an amendment 
to this bill. Jt is eminently proper, in my judg- 
ment, that it should be placed here. They know 
how faithfully I have tried to get a separate vote 
upon it. 

Our people now are taxed as much as they can 
bear, and do not let us increase it by throwing 
away the public money in these bounties to en- 
rich afew people in New England. Ltis not right; 
it is not creditable; it is not Just. We might just 
as well give the farmers of Kansas or Ilinois a 
bounty for raising pigs or for plowing potato 
patches, as to give these men these bounties on 
the tonnage of their vessels engaged in this cod- 
fishing business, or in any of these Bank fisheries. 
You may as well give a miller in the West or in 
any other portion of the country a bounty for the 
power, he employs in his mill to grind the grain 
of the people. N . 

I am not going to take up the time of the Senate 
in discussing this proposition. I have made this 
explanation of the reasons which induce me to 
offer it as an amendment to this bill, and I hope 
the Senate will adopt it. My friend from Lowa 
(Mr. Grimes] bas very properly placed upon this 
bill an amendment to locate the Naval Academy. 
I hope that every Senator in this Chamber who 
is really friendly to this measure will vote to place 
it here. Jt will be the surest and best means of 
getting clear of the unjust and obnoxious law au- 
thorizing these bounties. If the law ever had any 
virtue jn it, that time has long since passed. We 


certainly have plenty of nurseries for seamen now, 
without hiring. such kind of training as they have 
in these Bank fisheries. ; : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I am very anxious to 
finish this bill. to-night, and on those appropria- 
tion bills generally 1 do not allow myself ever to 
be drawn into a debate; but really the train of 
remark which has been adopted by the Senator 
from Kentucky is so very singular that I feel it 
a sort of duty to say a word upon the subject, .. 

This is not the first time he has taken occasion 
to attack New England. Hedid it the other day 
in his speech. I believe he did.not exactly say 
that New England soldiers and officers were all 
cowards, but he seemed to intimate sucha thing. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Maing 
will allow me to say that I never said the New 
England people were cowards. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir; he did not say 
that; but he seemed to intimate that they did not 
amount to much any way. : ue 

Mr. POWELL. I do not think so. If the 
Senator will allow me, I think the men of New 
England are as brave as any other men. 

Mr. FOSTER. 1 wish tosuggest to the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky that I happened to be in the 
chair temporarily or T would have noticed it at’. 
thé time, and the Senator from Kentucky took 
occasion to say distinctly that he would not dis- 
grace Kentucky by comparing her soldiers with 
those of any State in New England. : 

Mr. POWELL. If theSenator willallow me, 
he is mistaken even in that, : 

Mr. FOSTER. I-think Ihave got the exact 
words. p 

Mr. POWELL. I said this: that I would not 
degrade Kentucky so far as to contrast her mili- 
tary achievements in the wars we have had. with 
any State in the Union. 

Mr. POSTER. Her soldiers. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator used very. 
offensive language in regard to it. I did not 
listen to his speech, and therefore I did not at 
the time hear it. I will say to the Senator I am 
not in the habit of listening to his speeches, for 
the simple rcason that I think they are made,.not 
with reference to any questions before the Senate 
or any rights or interests of the people, but sim- 
ply with an intention to make some political cap- 
ital and to produce political effect; and to such 
speeches 1 do not think it-worth while to attend. 

Whatever the honorable Senator may have said 
about New England then, or whatever imputa- 


‘tions he may cast upon her now, I shall not un- 


dertake to defend her. l cannot help saying 
that I will not degrade myself by attempting to 
defend New England against anything that. the 
Senator from Kentucky chooses to say. . She ig 
as far above the reach of any words he may use 
as heaven is above.the earth. He cannot touch 
her proud record either in ‘the days of the Revo- 
lutian or in any days subsequent; and, to use a 
quotation which F believe he recited the other day, 
his words on that subject are simply 
“t Fuil of sound and fury, 
Signifying nothing.” 

With regard to this question of the fishing boun- 
ties, if the Senator in his remarks had confined” 
himself simply*to that, and not made the whole 
subject a matter of imputation upon the majority 
here, and especially upon the section of country 
that I represent, I would nothave said a word; 1 
would have left the Senate, I would have left my 
friends from the West, or any gentlemen here, to 
decide for themselves upon the propriety of put- 
ting a measure of that kind upon the tail of a gen- 
eral appropriation bill providing for the Navy. 
If there isany Senator on this floor from any sec- 
tion of the country who thinks it a matter of such 
pressing importance that he would place it upon 
a bill ofthis description, standing as it does be- 
fore the Senate, he would vote so; and no words 
of mine would convince him of the propriety or 
impropriety of it. I take it, there is no Senator 
from any section of the country who, if he chose 
to vote so, would have any apprehensions that 
he could not defend his vote in relation to the 
matter. 

Sir, | never have made in this Senate or out of 
it a sectional appeal or a sectional remark. By 
“ sectional”? I mean as between ourselves and the 
West, In oid times I used to have some hoteon- 
tests with gentlemen from the South upon the sla- 
very question; bat, as I said, | have not madé a 
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sectional appeal ora sectional remark certainly 
with regard to. the representatives of the great 
-West on this floor;and why?. For the simple 
reason that I have found them always liberal and 
manly in their action and disposed to be magnan- 
imous and to do justice, and perhaps. to-do even 
more than justice in their magnanimity. Though 
on some occasions they would make side-way re- 
marks in the heat of the moment, yet- I: have 
-found when they came to voting and to action 
that they were mere words of heat and signified 
nothing, and-consequently I had nothing to lay 
up against anybody. 

The Senator thinks unquestionably that he may 
make something out of this. I do not know but 
he may in Kentucky. I never have been the man 
to say a word yet against Kentucky or her action 
even at the present day, I know the position in 
-which her people have been. placed, and I know 
the very different.circumstances under which ske 
stands at the present moment from those under 
which New England stands, and I make all due 
and proper allowance for her condition and situ- 
ation, and consequently for those who represent 
her. There never has been a day when I have 
not honored the State of Kentucky in view of 
whatshe has been. I lament her fatal attachment 
toa deadly institution. I think that attachment 
has led, and is leading, a great portion of her peo- 
ple into error; but, as I said before, | make all 
due allowance for them. I have not gone so far 
inany case as to makean appeal to create an ex- 
citement especially among those who are laboring 
for a common cause. 

Sir, I cannot give that credit to the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky. He claims to be labor- 
ing for the same cause that we are, and it is not 
for me to dispute that it is so; but his whole lan- 
guage and demeanor and argument here are cal- 
culated to effect anything but union and to accom- 
plish anything but the common object which we 
all have at heart. Everybody knows that. 

What is the object of this speech? If he sim- 

ply wants to repeal this law, why not confine 
himself to that? Why make an attack upon the 
section of country where the law operates? Why 
appeal to Senators on this side of the Chamber 
who act with us and endeavor to inflame them, 
and even the Senators from the Pacific coast, on 
a political matter? If the subject of the repeal 
of the fishing bounties is to be. presented, argue 
it, vote upon it, but do not endeavor to inflame 
the prejudices and passions of Senators, and see 
if they cannot be excited one against the other, 
and to see if one section cannot be excited against 
the other. 

Sir, so far as those fishing bounties are con- 
cerned, although they affect my State in a very 
considerable degree, rather than create even the 
slightest feeling between that section and the West 
or any other considerable section of the country, 
I would say sweep them out of existence; let them 
not stand in the way of perfect unanimity of feel- 
ing. F have no question that when Senators from 
other sections have voted to retain them, it has 
been not so much for other reasons as for that 
simple thing; and that is, that in the present con- 
dition of things in this country we will do nothing 
that bas an angry or illiberal or unkind look. £ 
give them credit for entertaining precisely the 
same sentiments in relation to the matter that 1 
entertain myself. The whole subject is too trivial, 
the merest trifle, the shadow of a shade, in con- 
nection with the questions with which we are 
engaged. Why, then, should these appeals be 
made? 


With regard to this Committee on Commerce | 


itis made up of seven gentlemen. There are two 
from New England, 1 think, on the committee, 
two from the Democracy, and three from other 
sections of the country. New England does not 
control that committee. Those in favor of the 
fishing bounties proper, or those who represent 
the people who derive benefit from them, do not 
control that committee. Numerically, they are 
an insignificant portion of the committee. They 
are buttwooutofseven. Why, then, should that 
be imputed as a fault? Why did the Senator 
make the remark he did with reference to the 
t hocus pocus”? with which the thing was shuf- 
fled from the Committee on Finance to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. To be sure, he disclaimed 
anything offensive to the Committee on Finance; 
but it all has the same tendency. Ican tell him 


-the reason why it wasdone. It-was siniply:be- 


cause. the bill related to commerce: more:partica- 
larly; itis a question that has always been con-: 
sidered as relating to commerce, and we therefore 
chose to disburden ourselves of it.and:send it.to 
the committee. that has had the consideration. of 
such subjects in charge. The Senator was‘in his 
seat as well as other géntlemen when that motion 
was made, and if there was. any objection tobe: 
made to that reference, and it was desired ‘to send 
it anywhere else, the objection could. have: been 
stated at that time. : 

Then the Senator says New. England: hasas- 


-sumed too. much here, and. he inquires. how are 


the committees madeap? The query that was 
put by the Senator from California was a very 
pregnant one. Let us look at the committees of 
the Thirty-Six th Congress and see how they were 
composed. OF the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions Mr. Mason was chairman; on Finance, Mr, 
Pearce was chairman. 

Mr. CONNESS. If the Senator will permit 
me, [ have that list before me, and I desire him 
while he calis them off to accompany the name of 
each with the pertinent inquiry as to where they 
are now. He will find thata great majority of 
them are with the rebels. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is very well under- 
stood. Of the Committee on Finance, Mr. Pearce 
was chairman; on Commerce, Mr. Clay chair- 
man; on Military Affairs, Mr. Johnson of Ar- 
kansas chairman; on Naval Affairs, Mr. Mallory 
chairman; on the Judiciary, Mr. Bayard chair- 
man; on Post Offices and Post Roads, Mr. Gwin 
—not representing a slave State, but everybody 
knows that slavery never had a meaner worshiper 
—was chairman. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator will allow 
me, Mr. Yulee was chairman of that committee 
until he seceded. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is so; and when he 
went off Mr. Gwin was made chairman. Of the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, Mr. Nich- 
olson was chairman; on Public Lands, Mr. John- 
son, of Arkansas, chairman; on Claims, Mr. 
Bragg chairman; on Private Land Claims, Mr. 
Polk chairman; onthe District of Columbia, Mr. 
Johnson, of Tennessee, chairman. I believe I 
have not found a northern man yet; every one of 
them was from the South. On Indian Affairs, 
Mr. Sebastian was chairman; on Patents and the 
Patent Office, Mr. Bigler, from Pennsylvania, 
chairman—there is the first northern man; on 
Pensions, Mr. Thomson chairman; on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, Mr. Bright chairman. 
There are three northern Senators chairmen of 
three comparatively unimportant committees. On 
Territories, Mr. Green was chairman. Mr. Doug- 
las had formerly been chairman of that commit- 
tce, bat he was put off and Mr. Green put in 
his place. On Engrossed Bills, Mr. Lane was 
chairman; to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate, Mr. Johnson, of Ten- 
nessee, was chairman; on Printing, Mr. Fitch 
was chairman; on Enrolled Bills, Mr. Saulsbury 
was chairman; on the Library, Mr. Pearce was 
chairman. There are four unimportant commit- 
tees on which the great portion of the body com- 
ing from the free States were allowed to be chair- 
men of committees. Well might the honorable 
Senator from California inquire of the Senator 
from Kentucky if he or any of his friends raised 
his voice against the outrage. Why, sir, he and 
his friends with him were as silent as the grave. 

Now, how did all this happen? In most cases 
generally as it has happened during this Con- 
gress; that is to say, the men who were appointed 
chairmen of committees had been here fora great 
many years, comparatively. It was the fashion 
of the southern States to keep their Senators here 
Congress after Congress, and term after term, 
until they became the oldest members of the Sen- 
ate, and it was always considered a matter of 
courtesy to allow them to remaia upon the com- 
mittees on which they. were first placed and to go 


Sa | 
up regularly and take positions as chairmen ac- | 


cording to their age. That was unquestionably 
the exposition of it in most cases. 

Now, sir, how was it here in this case? Cer- 
tainly the Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
ber have nothing to complain of. On Foreign 
Relations Mr. Sumner is chairman. 
NER, I believe, was, save one, the oldest Senator 


iin the body, and that one, I think, is the Senator 


Mr. Sum- | 


4 


-the Senate will pardon it. 


| much better filled undoubtedly by others. 


lace? Should he“havegiven ‘his: place 
‘honorable «friend: from- Wisconsin; {M 


TITTLE ;} because he: is from. the: great: State of 


Wisconsin? -Would not -nyy-friend “fro ïa- 
consin have scorned:to take tt?) oiii Dyn i 
T had been a: member of the Senate for sight 


‘years, and had the misfortune to be the onlynemm- 
-ber:on the Committee on-Finance whohad-been 
-there before. The Senate saw fit to- make: me 
chairman of that committee, notwithstanding: 


I 
had the misfortune to come from New Engtan 


am sorry, I have regretted it since, thav-alchougti 


my honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] 
who stands: next to me came into the ‘Senate at 
the very time’l was made chairman, I idid not 
reflect (fat Maineis-a small and unimportant State, 
and yield my position to the representative of the 
great State of Ohio. It was a mistake. I:hope 
He is much more.emi- 
nently fitted for the position thanlam; butitwas 
owing to the fact that I happened tobe here for 
eight years and he not at all that I was placedsin 
that position. : . EEL piga 

The same remark may be made of all the:com- 
mittees. lt was the case with my honorable friend 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wiison,] whois dhait- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
my honorable friend from New Hampshire, [Mr. 
Hate,} who is chairman of the Committee: on 
Naval Affairs. The honorable Senator from Hli- 
nois [Mr. TrumpuxLi] was made chairman of the 
Committee on the Judiciary because the place be- 
longed to him. My honorable friend, the other 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Wanps,] took the posi; 
tion of chairman of the Committee on Territories, 
Other Senators took other positions. “But it so 
happened that most of the Senators from New 
England had been here for many years, had served 
on these very committees, and in most cases were 
the only men in the Senate who had served upon 
them at the time they were made the chairmen, 

Although it would have been well and modest 
in us to consider that we did not represent’ the 
great States but came from small ones, and there- 
fore decline to serve on the principle that. chair- 
men of the Senate committees were made not-of 
men but of States, yet it so happened. that our 
friends from the West who belong to the same 
political party with us and hada hand in; making - 
the committees did not take that view of the sub- 
ject. They seemed to think that it was advisable 
and proper to follow the recognized. rule of ‘the 
Senate and allow gentlemen’ who had been here 
for years and who were the only ones who had 
been on the committees to take the places that 
belonged to them and not refuse them those po» 
sitions simply because they happened to Rome 
from New England. They were not troubled 
with that exquisite sense of right and wrong, of 
propriety and impropriety, which seems to work 
so hardly upon the mind of the honorableSenator 
from Kentucky. 

All I have to say with reference to this subject 
is, that although mistakes are sometimes made in 
regard to it, Senators are aware that all these 
things are within. the control of the body. : The 
Senators from New England are a minority and 
avery small minority, comparatively, of the mem- 
bers of the majority here. They are not respons» 
ible for what is done in this regard. It is in the 
power of the Senate to change its committees at 
any moment; and certainly ifanybody feels him- 
self aggrieved—I know nobody does on this side 
of the Chamber—no one is more ready than my- 
self, and I trust than other gentlemen, to yield the 
places which we occupy and which can’ be wee 

ual, 
sir, [do not want to have it said that New Eng- 
land has placed herself in these positions; for it 
is not so in any way; nor do I wish to have it 
said that she assumes anything with regard to 
this organization, for she has not the power to 


assume it, in the first place, and, secondly, she has 


not the disposition. > 

I bave said thus much simply that this matter 
may be sct right. My -honorable friend from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Hare] stated the other 
day that out of deference to the great State of 
New York he offered the chairmanship of his 
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-committes,-so-farcas he owas concerned, to. the 
chonorable.Senator: from New York, [Mr. Mor- 
an] Phat Senator did: not. choose. to take it. 
Lsuppose he thoaght it would-be hardly modest 
him,as:he bad just:come.into this body, to 
sume a place ‘ofthat particular description. and 
„importance overia Senator who:had been here for 
ysome twelve -years, though he had the misfortune 
_to.come from thé stall State of New Hampshire, 

> Notwithstanding what has been said about the 
-outeages to the Pacific. coast, there is but one gen- 
„Heman here from. that eoast who calls. himself not 
.& Democrat, or who regards. himself as not be- 
longing to. the Democratic party, and I really be- 
lieve :that.if you were to: propose. to my honora- 
‘ble-friend from:California to take the chairmanship 
of the Committee on Finance he would decline it 
Orda 5. : 

: Mr. CONNESS, | I certainly should. 

o Mr FESSENDEN... And he does not feel that 
Galifornia has been injured, or insulted, or out- 
raged by the fact that he:was not made chairman 
of that committee on first coming into the Senate, 
simply because he came from the Pacific coast; 
and yet that is one of the grievances! I do not 
think my honorable friends from Oregon have 
thought of complaining on that subject. No, sir; 
it ig nothing but political talk, intended for polit- 
ical effect, The Senator from Kentucky knows 
the people of Kentucky better than Edo. Eshould 
think that if they had a tolerable judgment and 
education they would turn up their noses at an 
argument of that sort; buthe knows their caliber 
and their power of judgment so much better than 
I do, that.L-leave him to make such arguments to 
affect them as be thinks will be suitable. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. POWELL. [hope the Senator from Ohio 
will yield to let me make a reply to the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from 
Ohio will. give way to me. The committee of 
which { have the honor to be chairman, and my- 
self, have been assailed. í 
. Mr.SHERMAN, The Senators will have suf- 
ficient time to be heard. I wish to say a few 
words, and I will not insist upon saying them 
now unless the Senator from Maine wants to fin- 
ish the bill to-night. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
the bill, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would not at this hour 
of the day occupy the Senate a moment but that 
I desire, since allusion has been made to the form- 


I prefer to go on with 


ation of the committees, to remove some misap- | 


prehensions, lest those misapprehensions may be 
carried on to the stump in political life. 

The Senator from Kentucky endeavors to in- 
cite a prejudice against New England, and his 
declarations here to-day will be repeated by his 
political associates on the stump, under circum- 
stances likely to mislead and deceive honest peo- 
ple and to create a prejudice against a portion of 
the country. I wish, therefore, to explain ex- 
actly how the committees were organized, because 
it s0. happened that I was one of those who aided 
in forming. the committees at the present session 
of Congress. The fact that New England had 
nearly all the important chairmanships had been 
made known and stated often enough, notonly by 
the Senator from Kentucky, butby many persons 
who were complaining, ‘he New England Sen- 
ators themselves, in the conferences which led to 
the organization of the committees, called atten- 
tion to the fact, and said promptly that they were 
willing to give way at once and apportion the 
chairmanships of the committees among the sev- 
eral States according’ to geographical position. 
The proposition was distinctly made, and the 
question came up before a committee organized 
for the purpose of arranging the standing com- 
mittees, It was not a question between ourselves 
and our political adversaries, because it is admit- 
ted on all hands that we have treated our political 
adversaries with a @teat deal more deference than 
they ever treated us. ‘Tbe Senator from Ken- 
tucky cannot say that the few men of his politi- 
cal opinions who are here have not been fairly 
represented. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Ohio will 
allow me to say that I made no complaint of that 
kind. [said distinctly that 1 did not expect a 
Democrat to have a chairmanship. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Then itisacomplaint made, 


ifat all, about the distribution of the chairman- 
ships among political associates. What was the 


-condition of affairs? Nearly all the Senators from 


the western. States here are new Senators, who 
have recently come upon the floor. The few 
ameng us who have been here for a-number of 
years are very handsomely provided for, and I 
believe are all chairmen of good committees. The 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. CHANDLER,] who 
has been here a number. of years, is chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce. My colleague 
{Mr. Wape] is chairman of two committees, the 
Committee on Territories and the committee on 
the conduct of the war.. , The Senator from fowa 
{Mr. Grimes] is chairman of the Committee on 
the. District of Columbia. The Senator from Il- 
Jinois, [Mr. Trumpuxx,] who has been here for 
some years; is chairman of one of the most im- 
portant committees, the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary.. The Senator from Iowa {Mr. HARLAN] 
is chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. 
The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Dooxrrrie] 
is chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Every Senator from the western and the middle 
States who has been here more than two years, 
is therefore chairman of a leading important com- 
mittee. The western Senators arc in many cases 
chairmen of committees distinctly connected with 
their region of county, such as Indian Affairs, 
Public Lands, and Territories. 

Then take the new members who have come in 
here recently. I came here two years ago, and I 
was assigned, notat my request or desire, to serve 
upon the Committeeon Finance. { ask the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, or any fair-minded man, 
whether I would have consented to displace a 
gentleman of superior abilities and fitted for that 
position? I could not for a moment think of it. 
Without saying anything about the Senator from 
Maine, everybody admits his conceded abilities 
not only as a debater, but as a business man con- 
nected with the departmentto which he has been 
assigned, [ certainly would not assume the in- 


vidious task of appearing before the Senate as’ 


chairman of that committee, when he hud been 
here six years before me setving on the same 
committee, Soof the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire (Mr. Haze] who isat the head of the Naval 
Committee. He had been here for ycars, an old 
Senator. The next Senator on the committee was 
the Senator from lowa [Mr. Grimes] who was 
admirably adapted for the position of chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs. There is 
no doubt about that; but I ask fellow-Senators 
whether we could, as a committee, strike from the 
head of that committee a gentleman who had been 
here some twelve or fourteen years, who had been 
one of our political associates, who had been de- 
nounced by our political adversaries? [could not 
reconcile it with my sense of duty and ofright 
to strike his name from the ‘head of that com- 
mittee, even to give the place to a gentleman so 
well qualified to perform its duties as the Senator 
from lowa. So too with the Military Committee, 

In arranging these committees, however, we 
have so arranged them that the natural course of 
time will remove all these inequalities. Perhaps 
it may be five or six years hence, when the pres- 
ent Senators from New England may have passed 
away and their places be filled by others. Then 
the West, from the present arrangement of com- 
mittees, will have nearly all the important com- 
mittees, because if you look over the list you will 
sce that the next name to the chairman in nearly 
every case is a western man who hascome in here 
recently, and who, In duc course of time, unless 
displaced by his constituents or by other causes, 
will assume the position now held by a New Eng- 
land Senator. 

1 state this much in justice to the New England 
Senators, that the committee that reported upon 
the organization of the standing committees was 
composed of gentlemen who bad it in their power 
to strike off the chairmen of these important com- 
mittees and assign others for those positions. The 
caucus or convocation of Senators had it in their 
power to displace these New England Senators, 
but I believe and say it heartily that there was not 
a single member of the political party to which I 
belong that desired thus to strike off a Scnator 
simply because hecame from New England. They 
would rather meet the taunts and innuendoes and 
declarations made on the stump by the Senator 
from Kentucky and his political associates. 


Mr. President, I-might end here, but I wish to 
say a word further in regard to the subject-matter. 
In my judgment, the New England Senators, and 
not only the New England Senators but all of us 
ought at this session to repeal the fishing boun- 
ties. I will notstop now to discuss that question, 
but Iwill state why I-cannot vote for the pending 
proposition. Thë reason upon which these boun- 
ties were originally granted by the-Government 
has now disappeared. There is no longer any 
necessity for the United States to provide a school 
for seamen. Our-commerce is now so expanded 
that it-is a school for seamen`in ‘itself; and if 
these bounties were not paid we should have the 
best naval school in the world in our commercial 
marine. Therefore, not as a question of geogra- 
phy, but as a question of taxation, these, fishing 
bounties ought to be abandoned as no longer 
necessary to carry out the purpose of their foun- 
dation. I have voted in one or two cases to at- 
tach the repeal of the fishing bounties to appro- 
priation bills, but I do not think itis a wise plan 
to do it. The. appropriation bills ought to be 
kept-distinct, and as a general rule important 
measures of this kind ought not to be attached to 
them as amendments. I am therefore now in- 
clined to vote against the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, although I heartily approve 
it in itself; and I give due notice now that when 
the revenue bill comes up, a bill to provide rev- 
enue—a bill in which we shall be called upon to 
tax all classes and all sections of our people—if 
no other Senator does it, I will move by a care- 
fully-considered amendment to repeal the fishing 
bounties, and I shall expect the New England 
Senators to come up and help me to support it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has seen fit to arraign the 
Committee on Commerce and its chairman. I will 
read thenames of the members of that committee. 
They are Mr. MorriiL, Mr. Ten Eycx, Mr. 
Morgan, Mr. Spracur, Mr. Sauuspurny, Mr. 
Lane, of Kansas, with myselfas chairman. I will 
simply say to that Senator that the Committee on 
Commerce requires no defense from any assault 
that he can make upon it. ‘Without any dispar- 
agement to any other committee, it is equal to the 
best—all but the chairman. F 

But the Senator has gone further. He has ar- 
raigned me individually, because I happened to 
be bornin New England. Sir, 1 am not respons- 
ible for that; but I want to tell that Senator that 
[ am proud of my birthplace. I thank God that 
1 was born in a State, and that I now representa 
State, neither of which has ever farnished a rebel 
traitor to fight against hiscountry. J was in this 
body asa member of the Committee on Commerce 
with the Senator from Kentucky when Mr. Clay 
was chairman of thatcommittee—the traitor Clays 
the particular friend of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky; the man who drew up in the room of the 
Committee on Commerce the original ordinance 
of secession for the State of Alabama, while he, 
a rebel traitor, was drawing the pay of this Gov- 
ernment, Jt was drawn up.on Government pa~ 
per, written with Governmentink, and copied by 
a clerk drawing six dollars a day from this. Gov- 
ernment. I found it in that room, and l have it 
now. I never heard a word of complaint from 
the Senator from Kentucky against that commit- 
tee at that time in regard to this or any other 
matter, 

The question of the repeal of the fishing boun- 
ties has been agitated for a long time. It was 
regularly before the Committee on Commerce 
during the time that Mr. Clay was its chairman, 
and the Senator from Kentucky was in this body 
for two years while his party had forty-four 
members against twenty who codperated with me. 
Why did he not then arraign the Committee on 
Commerce? Why did he not then arraign its 
chairman? Why did he not then arraign this 
body and Congress? Ah! sir, he was then as 
quietasalamb. He had his friends, the traitors, 
chairmen of almost every committee ofthis body, 
men with whom he coéperated then, and with 
whom he codperates now. 1 do not care to de- 
fend the Committee on Commerce, and I will not 
defend it. It requires no defense from me, or 
from any other man; and whatis more, I consider 
ita high honor to be arraigned by that Senator, 
either as chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce or as anything else that is loyal and true 
to the country. 
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‘than once, and asked him to report it back even | 


Mr.POWELL, The Senator from Michigan, | 
if I understood him, said that I was now the | 
friend of traitors. f wish to understand, distinet- 
ly and categorically, whether I understood him 
properly? . | 
"Mr. CHANDLER. You did understand me 
properly. You have been the friend of traitors, 
and I voted to expel you as a traitor from this 
body. 

Mr. POWELL. Do I understand you to say 
that Iam now the friend of traitors and treason? 
That is my question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I simply say that you 
codperated with traitors, sir; and | have fever 
known you to cast a vote that was notin favor of 
the rebellion. If you ever have, I wish you to 
state when and where. 

Mr. FOSTER. I call the Senators to order. 
Personalities are not in order, 

Mr. POWELL. I put the question to the Sen- 
ator from Michigan whether I understood bim to 
say that [ am now the friend of traitors. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator 
from Connecticut rises to a question of order. 

Mr. FOSTER. I submit to the Chair that per- 
sonalities are not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The point of 
order is well taken. itis a violation of the rules 
and of the decorum and good order of the body 
to indulge in personalities. Senators will please, 
restrain themselves in that regard and to that cx- 
tent. 

Mr. POWELL. I only desire to say that if 
the Senator from Michigan did state, as I under- 
stood him—} did not hear him very distinctly, 
and consequently Í repeated the question—that } 
was the friend of traitors, he says what is untrue, 
The statemientis false. That is all I have to say 
upoh that subject, 

The Senator from Michigan says that I did not 
complain of Mr. Clay, who was chairman of the 
Committee on Commerce, for not reporting this 
bill. Why, sir, Mr. Clay was the advocate of 
the repeal of the fishing bounties. Mr. Clay re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce a bill 
to repeal them, and advocated it here in a most 
elaborate speech. | could have no reason to ar- 
raiga Mr. Clay for anything he did concerning 
this question, for it is well known that Mr, Clay 
was in favor of repealing the fishing bounties. 
He tried to do that after I came into the Senate, 
and before I came into the Senate he made a re- 
port and an elaborate speech on the subject. 

Bat the Senator from Michigan, in order to get 
clear of the charge of negligence on the partof the 
committee of which he is chairman, undertakes 
to talk about traitors and treason, and he docs not 
deny what I have said about the Committee on 
Commerce not reporting the bill to the Senate at 
the last session of Congress. The Senator knows | 
very well that I could not get him to report the 
bill back in time to have action upon it by the Sen- 
ate during the last session of Congress. The Sen- 
ator knows that I went to him personally more 


adversely, so that it might be before the Senate; 
butit came back from the committee near the close 
of the session, when there was no opportunity to 
have action upon itin the Senate. : 

Now, sir, for most of the gentlemen upon the 
Committee on Commerce I have very high per- | 
sonalrespect; butallow me to tell the Senator from | 
Michigan that he is not one of those for whom I 
have personal respect. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky yield the foor to the Senator 
from Michigan? 

Mr. POWELL. No,sir. Ido not yield toa 
Senator who speaks of me as he has done. The 
reply } have made to the Senator is of such a 
character that a gentleman and a man of honor 
cannot respond to itin this Hall, 

Mr. President, I was very much astonished | 
that my remarks should have excited to so great | 
an extent the ire of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. | 
Fessenpen,] for whom | personally have respect. | 
He ‘got into a flurry of passion and said that I; 

| 


had been assaulting New England, but that I pos- | 
sessed no power to injure New England. Isup-! 


| ocrats were in power. 


will bear me witness that I have not made as- 


saults upon. any section of the country.» It has | 


not been my habit or my custom, -Lhave not 
assaulted or spoken uncourteously of individual 
Senators, except in my own-defense. How came 
it that | spoke of New England the other day? 
While I sat here the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CLARK] arraigned my State and con- 
trasted it most unfavorably with one of the New 
England States: He impeached the loyalty:of 
Kentucky. He made a speech most disparaging 
to my State, contrasting it all the while dispar- 
agingly with one of the New. England States. 
His colleague [Mr. Hare} a few days afterwards 
made a vigorous assault upon the few of us here 
who are from slaveholding States. ‘Phe Senator 
from Massachusetts, of whom I spoke on that 
oceasion, [Mr. Sumner,] the very hour before I 
spoke denounced all slaveholders as being barba- 
rlans, knowing that there were some of us here 
who were slavebolders and had slaveholding con- 
stituents, 

Now, I put it to the honorable Senator from 
Maine, if afterall these assaults, aimed directly in 
one case’at my State by name, | was not right in 
repelling those charges. I certainly was right. 
If a Senator here will not defend his own con- 
stituency when they are assaulted, if he has not 
the courage and manhood to resist such aggres- 
sions, I think he had better leave his seat and let 
his constituents send somebody here who will de- 
fend them. z 

Mr. HALE. Task the Senator if I assailed 
any State or any individual personally? 

Mr.POWELL. J will do the Senator the jus- 
tice to say that he did not; but he assailed a class 
of people, and he advised us to put our heads on 
the block gracefully and die with composure. But 
his colleague did mention my State, and mention 
it mo®t disparagingly, too, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts prated of the barbarism of slavery, 
as he always does, knowing that there were here 
men who were-slavcholders, though but very few 
ofthem. It was in repelling these assaults that I 
took occasion to speak of New England, but I did 
not accuse New England even in that speech. t 
distinctly stated that it was not my object to do 
so; but in reply to those assaults, as the State 
of Kentucky had been contrasted with the New 
England States in this war, and with the action 
of one New England State in particular, I did 
run a parallel between the action of Kentucky and 
the action of the New England States in the war 
of 1812 and the war with Mexico, and I spoke of 
the action of the western States and of New Eng- 
land in this war, and it was perfectly legitimate 
that I should do so. Iam not going now to be 
drawn into an abuse of New England. Itis not 
my province here to abuse any section of the 
country. I will speak of the abuses that [ think 
certain individuals coming from particular sections 
may wish to continue in practice in the Govern- 
ment, and when they assail others I think it just 
as well to tell them a little of their own sbort- 
comings. That is all I did, and that I will do 
agai. 

Let me tell the Senator from Maine that there 
is not strength enough in his feeble arm either to 
reach meor Kentucky. Doesheexpect by a kind 
of jeer at me to bridle my tongue? If he does, he 
is deceived. He saysthat my speeches are never 
on matters of public interest, but always for po- 
litical effect. The amendment that } now pro- 
pose isone that I think the people of Maine, who 
receive the larger of those bounties, will regard as 
something of business, and hence it is that the 
Senator flies into such a passion on the subject. 
The Senator does not wish to see a law repealed 
that fills the pockets of his constituents. with 
money unjustly wrung from the hard earnings of 
the laboring classes of othef sections of the coun- 
try. 

I spoke of the organization of the committees, 
as I had aright todo. It is admitted that they 
are organized as I stated. So manifest is the un- 
justness of the organization ofthe committees that 
the Senator from Maine cannot bear the subject 
mentioned without Josing his temper. The Sen- 
ator’s rage will not prevent the Senate and the 
country from secing the facts as they are. But 
the Senator from Maine contrasts them with the 
committees as they were formed when the Dem- 


the chairmen came from the slaveholding States, 


I admit that then most of | 


“matters. 


herent that time from other sections.of the couns 


try, but then so many .chairmaziships-were. not 
confined toa Jitde:patch of country, asmaliarea; 
such as New-England- occupies. They were scat- 
tered frony Maryland and: Delaware to ther Gulf. 
Itisnot my purpose, Mr. President, to-entet.into 
any lengthy debate on this subject, -I have said 
enough in reply to the personal allusiens-of the 
Senator from Maine, : So far asche has referred 
to the questions about which I speak here, he haa 
aright to his own opinion. :Lam in favor ofthe 
most perfect freedom of speech; butifaSenatorat+ 
ters sentiments toward me and those:whom1 have 
the honor to represent that I consider unjust, Í 
will repel them in a proper manner. J think the 
Senator is perfectly. justified.in repelling-any-as+ 
sault on his section of the country; but I assure 
him that I will assault no section of the country 
unless the. people | represent or myself. or my sec» 
tion is first assaulted. I have heard-but little else 
in this Hall for three years except assaults on the 
region of country from which Icome, and think 
I have borne-them with a great deal of Christian 
fortitude, but J will bear them no: longer; I-will 
repel them, come from what quarter they may, I 
can assure the Senator that I will never inaugu» 
rate that kind of debate. If it is thrust upon me 
Į will meet it. ee Lpy 
l have said enough, sir, in regard to. personal 
I hope the law authorizing these fish- 
ing bounties will be repealed, and J trust my friend 
from Ohio will reconsider his motion of putting 
the provision for the repeal upon the revenue bill 
and vote to put it on the bill under consideration 
I hope that every Senator who is in favor of the 
proposition I have moved will vote to attach itas 
an amendment to this bill. ; 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky has told the Senate that he 
has great respect for some of the members of the 
Committee on Commerce, but not for its ehair- 
man. i thank the Senator for that remark, forif 
there is any man on the face of God’s earth whose 
respect l neither desire, nor will have if i can help 
it,itis the Senator from Kentucky. $ wishto 
assure him that the feeling is mutual. [have not 
and,bave not bad any respect for him since this 
rebellion broke out, aud 1 never shall. be 
Mr. POWELL. One word. Ido not intend 
to reply to the Senator from Michigan, -~ Lthink 
the issue between him and me is so plainly be~ 
fore the Senate that nothing more need come from 
me. : paa 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, in the 
year 1850, for the first time in my life, 1 visited 
the city of Washington. The Senate then sat in 
its old Hall. I-had read the utterances of the great 
men who preceded us as members of the Senate, 
and so overpowered was I when quite a young 
man in ascending the steps that led to the galleries 
of the Senate Chamber, that L forgot in the mo- 
ment of my excitement to take off my hat. I 
looked around to see the vencrable forms of Clay, 
and Webster and Calhoun, the great men who 
then held seats in the Senate. Some eight years 
afterwards | was honored by my State with a seat 
on this floor, and | entered it in this new Tall, 
thinking it-the highest object of youthful ambi- 
tion, 1 witnessed the scenes that occurred in the 


‘Senate after I came here. I found these sectional 


feelings at their height. I found them indulged 
in by gentlemen from different sections of the 
country. | found that-on one side representatives 
from one portion of the country said to represent- 
atives from another that they were devoid of that 
courage, of that spirit of manhood that would 
cause them to meet their enemies on the honora- 
ble field of personal conflict. T found on the other 
side, and IT remarked the spirit evinced, “ You 
think yourselves above us because you are slavē- 
holders,” and I found a denunciation of the sin of 
slavery. [saw this sectional feeling exhibited: 
On the one side I was reminded of the barbarism 
of slavery, and on the other I heard the retort. 
Sir, I have thought in my quiet home that our 
present troubles had much of their origin in this 
spirit of sectional feeling, in this spirit of reproach 
that came first from one.section. and then’ from 
the other; and I believe to-day that whatever may 
have been the exciting causes of the present war, 
if members of the Senate and the House of Rep- 
resentatives could so far have restrained their feel- 
ings as to rise above all-such considerations ag 
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those; we should not nowibein the unhappy state: {| 


“iwich we are; and I believe that:if we could 


forget:these-feelings now, andif we could look at 
the great: issues ‘of this: national debate ia.that 
gpiritof fraternal kindnessin which we are bound 
tolédk-at it, wemight come to a commen under- 
standings) oo no 4! R 


and Fmean:to'take.nospartin it, Ido notiknow 
who was right'and who was wrong init, :P-hope 
that-in-the fature we may forget these feelings 
which have been: engendered in the school of the 
past,and’that if: wé-do come from different sec- 
tions ofthe country;.we shall recolleet that the 
great, system’ of government-which was formed 
for our benefit, and for. the benefit of those who 


: may come after us, was formed by patriotic sires, 


from:all sections of the country, and that in the 
apirit-of compromisein which they acted. we may. 
act, and forgetting the petty jealousies which have 
influenced us in the past, as a band of brothers 


` wio may look at the present unhappy state of our 


country and act as becomes American statesmen 
who fill the seats of the greatest statesmen the 
world ever saw. 

i Mr. POWELL. 
on-my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I shall vote for 
the amendment of my colleague. Whenever I 
have been in a position heretofore to support the’ 
policy of these fishing bounties. Ihave voted for 
their continuance. Many years ago I was taught, 
goession after session, by.gentlemen répresenting 
the New England States, that these fisheries were 
the best. nursery of scamen on the globe, and 
whenever our country should be involved in war 
these adventurous and hardy seamen would be 
ready-trained sons of Neptune to man our ships- 
of-war and privatcers, and bear our flag in tri- 
umph against all comers through the battle and 
the breeze, and in that way would compensate the 
‘country for the cost it paid for thcir tuition in the 
form.ofithese bounties. My own State cherished 
the laurels won by our gallant tars upon’ oceans 
and Jakes with as truc national pride as did New 
England, and she voted without grudging these 
largesses that our country might have the. first 
geamanship of the world. = 

The principles and policy of my State, too, as 
her people were imbued by her great statesmen, 
were to regard every section and every State as 
equally partof our common country, and entitled 
in their leading interests to the same protection and 
fostering care from the General Government, Until 
since New England has become wholly sectional- 
jzed and selfish, we had cultivated for her feelings 
cof fraternal pride, conceding that she contributed 
her full share to our national greatness and glory, 
and we sustained the measures and policy that 
developed her industry, wealth, and power, not 
only as a duty, but with a generous and proud 
satisfaction. We felt that whatever was aggrand- 
izing New England wasat the same time bearing 
aloft the United States; and we so regarded every 
section and every State. 

We had been taught by New England states- 
men to consider the seamen formed in those fish- 
eries and sustained by these bounties did not be- 
Jong to that or any other section, but, like the 
graduates of West Point, to be the property of the 
nation at large; and that when they took post on 
the decks of our ships of war they were not to be 
credited to New England or any State, but to the 
United States. But since the States of New Eng- 
land have, during this civil war, unanimously 
claimed and cach is to receive the benefit of hav- 
ing her seamen computed in the quota of soldiery 
she is to furnish to the war, one of the chicf argu- 
ments for the continuance of these bounties is re- 
moved. 

Another cogent one when they were first cs- 
tablished was, that our mariné, both military and 
mercantile, was then in its infancy, and these 
bounties were necessary stimulants to foster it 
against the severe competition of other maritime 
Powers, This argument was then entitled toand 
received much consideration, but time and the 
great growth of our Navy have shorn it ofall force. 

But the present political position of New Eng- 
land, whic 
for many years, until at length she is absorbed 
by it, is what chiefly determines me to vote for 
the repeal of these fishing bounties. The Federal 


I ask for the yeas-and nays 


| concessions and. compromises between the north- 


2: ¥didneothear the commencement-of. this debate i 


she has been gradually approaching | 


Constitution wasformed upon several important | 


ern and southern States, without: which it.would 

have been impossible to have formed a Constitu- 

tion. Than this there is-no-fact in history better 

established. New England adheres, as. is her ; 
right and. her duty, to.all the compromises in her | 
favor; but-those beneficial to the South, to my 
section: and State, she has been for many years 
fiercely assaulting, against the spirit and Ictter.of 
the Federal Constitution, until:shé has become 4 
anit, and in a spirit of destructive frenzy is bent j 
upon the subversion of the Constitution and the, 
Union which -it formed, to expunge all the com- 
promisés that protect the rights of the slave States. 

There is no principle of our complex system 
of national and State governments more import- 
ant or more dear to the great mass of the people 
of the United States than that all the local and 
domestic. institutions, polity, affairs, and rights 
of each State are in no form, extent, or manner 
within the jurisdiction or power of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, but are as whoRy and 
exclusively, except in the few matters expressly 
named inthe Constitution, under the control, di- 
rection, and government of the States respect- 
ively and their people, as though there were no 
Federal Union or Government. Each State has 
for itself the sovereign and exclusive right to de- 
termine for itself in what subjects property shall 
or shall not exist, and to make every law and 
regulation of property within its own limits. 
Neither the Government of the United States nor 
any other State has a particle of right or power 
to interfere with property in another State. This 
principle has been fully conceded by every Amer- 
ican jurist and statesman until this day of mental 
and moral insanity. 

Whatright, or legitimate power, has New Eng- 
land to abolish slavery in Kentucky, oran other 
State? The States of New England, each for 
itself, established slavery, continued the institu- 
tion during its pleasure, and abolished it when 
they respectively chose to do so, without being 
interfered with by the United States Government, 
or any other State. Would New England ac- 
guiesce in the reéstablishment of slavery in her 
six States by an amendment of the Federal Con- 
stitution? Ifitwere to be adopted in the requitéd 
forms, it would not be an amendment, but a rev- 
olution, a destruction of State sovereignty, a sub- 
version of our system of Government, and without 
the pale of the power of amendment. The pro- 
posed amendment to abolish slavery in the States 
is no less revolutionary and unauthorized. The 
Chicago convention that nominated Mr, Lincoln 
inserted this plank in its platform: 

& Resolved, That the maintenance inviolate of the rights 
of the States, and especially the right of cach State to order 
and control its own domestic institutions, according to its 
own judgment, exclusively, is essential to that balance of 
power on which the perfection and endurance of our polit- 
ical fabrie depend.” 

His party in the House of Representatives, 
lith of February: 1861; with but two or three 
negative votes, passed these resolutions: 

t Resolved, That neither the Federal Government nor 
the people or governments of the non-slaveholding States 
have a purpose or a constitutional right to legislate upon 
or interfere with slavery in any of the States of the Union. 

¢ Resolved, ‘That those persons in the North who do not 
subseribe to the foregoing proposition are too insignificant 
in numbers and influence to excite the serious attention or 
alarm of any portion of the people of the Republic, and that 
the inerease of their numbers and influence does not keep 
pace with the increase of the aggregate population of the 
Union.” ; 

When the Senators and Representatives from 
New England observe no rules of fraternity, lib- 
eral policy, or justice toward my State and other 
States, but, driven on by prejudice against slavery, 
hate against slave-owners, and a selfish purpose 
to take advantage ofa frenzied state of public opin- 
ion, to obtain for herself undue power and enor- 
mous advantages in the administration of the Gov- 
ernment, she overleaps all the limits of the Con- 
stitution to annihilate property in $150,000,000 | 
worth of slaves in Kentucky, she must expect | 
retaliatory measures until she comes to a better | 
performance of her own duties and obligations, 

But New England not only disregards all the 
claims of comity and justice toward many other 
States, including my own, but, to indulge her ma- | 
levolence to slave-owners, and for the ends of ava- | 
rice and ambition, she has combined in manifold l 
and the most alarming infractions of the Constitu- | 
tion. Fhe Government as now administered is | 


practically subverted, and for that limited, free, and 
constitutional one established by our ancestors, 
Mr. Lincoln and his party have substituted a most 
oppressive military despotism. ‘The people of no 
State have been. more truly and steadily devoted 
to “liberty and Union, now and forever, one and 
inseparable,” than: have-been the: people of Kena 
tucky,. Butitis the liberty and Union” estab- 
lished and formed by the Constitution. If New 


| England and the party which now holds possés- 


sion of the Government will; as they seém re- 
solved, sunder liberty and Union, Kentucky’ will 
choose liberty for her patt. Our'Government and 
Union were formed, notato ingulf- liberty at the 
time or in its futureadministration, but to secure 
its priceless blessings to those who made them and 
their posterity. When the Governmentand its: 
powers are perverted by bad men who have charge 
of them to enslave the people, before that slavery 
shall become fixed and permanent, let the Union, 
the Government, and thosc who make itan engine 
of oppression, all perish. Before the present or 
any future usurpers shall consummate their work 
of the demolition of the Constitution and the sub- 
version of popular freedom, let the Union be shiv- 
ered into as many fragments as there are States; 
and the people, instructed by terrible experience, 
will form another and still more perfect Union. 
But whether Kentucky is to form one of a glorious 
galaxy of States, or is to occupy the position of a 
lone star, may liberty dwell with her forever, or 
may she maintain a never-ending battle for it. 
Never were men guilty of a greater ar more flagi- 
tious abuse of trust and power than those who 
are now in place. They have disturbed and dis- 
organized the Government, the Constitution, the 
rights, liberties, and privileges of the people, all 
that is valuable or desirable in social organiza- 
tion; butthose inappreciable blessings are not yet 
irretrievably lost. ‘There isa power thatcan still 
rescue and preserve them. That power is the 
sovereign people. In their freedom of speech, 
the freedom of the press, and the freedom of elec- 
tions, there is deliverance. If. they will arouse 
themselves to this great work it will be done, 
There is no other hope! . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment moved by the-Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. PoweLL.}] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 20; as follows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Cowan, Davis, Harding, 
Harlan, Henderson, Iendricks, Lane of Indiana, Lane of 
Kansas, McDougall, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Powell, Sauls- 
bury, Trumbull, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wright—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandicr, Conness, Doolittle, 
Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harris, Howe, 
Johnson, Morgan,’ Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Wade, and Wilson—20, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I see from the character of 
the vote in regard to the fishing bounties thatmy 
vote will change the result.. As I am in favor of 
the object of the amendment, and hope we shall 
get rid of this controversy, I move again the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, as the bill is now before the Senate. Ido not 
wish to say a word about it.. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be in 
order after the Senate shall have acted upon the 
amendments made asin Committee of the Whole. 
The first question is on concurring in the amend- 
ments madeasin Committee of the Whole. The 
question will be put on all the amendments in the 
aggregate unless a separate vote is desired by a 
member. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Jask to have the one ex- 
cepted in regard to the removal of the Naval 
Academy. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘There is an amendment 
also in regard to the purchase of ground for a 
cemetery. I call for a separate vote on thal, so 
as to ask a question in regard to it of the Senator 
from New Hampshire who is chairman of the 
Naval Committee. 

The PRESIDENT prò tempore. Those two 
amendments will be reserved for scparate votes. 
The question is on concurring in the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole, with the 
two exceptions indicated. + 

‘She amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move thatthe Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. ` 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 12, 1864. 
` The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. 
i Phe Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


` Mr. ELIOT. Mr. Speaker, I ask the House 

for leave of absence from Thursday of next week. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered ac- 
cordingly. . 
REQUEST TO VOTH. 


Mr. CRESWELL. I ask the consent of the 
House for leave to record my Vote in the affirma- 
tive on the resolution offered on Saturday last by 
the gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. WASHBURNE,} 
and the resolution submitted by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [MreScuencw,] in reference to the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Harris.] 

There was no objection, and it was ordered ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr, ROBINSON. I give notice that I shall 
object to any other member having his vote re- 
corded on those resolutions. If I had heard the 
request of the gentleman from Maryland in time 
I would have objected to him. 


STENOGRAPHER TO A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. HIGBY, by unanimous consent, submit- 
ted the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, Thatthe selectcommittee to Investigate charges 
against Hon, P. P. BLAIR, jr, be authorized to employ a 


stenographer, at the rate of compensation paid for reporting | 


the proceedings of the House for the Congressional Globe. 
GRANT OF LAND TO WISCONSIN. 


Mr. McINDOB, by unanimous consent, intro- | 


duced a bill granting land to Wisconsin to aid in 
the construction of railroads in said State; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


BOUNTIES TO SOLDIERS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania, by unan- 
jmous consent, introduced a bill relative to the 
payment of bountics.to soldiers; which was read 
a first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


COURTS IN NEW YORK. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, the Committee 
on the Judiciary was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (HI. R. No. 379) in rela- 
tion to the United States courts in the southern 
district of New York; and the same was referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


DEPRECIATION OF CURRENCY, 


Mr. STEVENS, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee of Ways and Means 
a bill to prevent the depreciation of the currency; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and its consideration postponed for 
one week, 

MODE OF SURVEYING. 


Mr. JULIAN, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill to authorize a departure from the 
established mode of surveying in certain cases; 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

8. V. PENDERGRAST, 

On motion of Mr. WASHBURN, of Massa- 
chusetts, the Committee on Naval Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the 

etition of Mrs. S. V. Pendergrast, widow of the 
ate Commodore G. J. Pendergrast, of the Uni- 
ted States Navy, for an increase of pension; and 
the same was laid on the table. 


PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER. 


The House then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution for the expulsion of Mr. 
Lone, (Mr. Rorys, of New Hampshire, in the 

“chair, 

My ELDRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I come to the 
discussion of this question with feelings of awe 
and sorrow; of awe because of its magnitude and 
importance, and sorrow because in my judgment 
itis wrongfully and unnecessarily brought here 
at this time for our consideration. Its only effect 
is to delay important legislation and stir up bit- 
terness, strife, and party feeling at a time when 
good fellowship and unanimity of sentiment ought 


t 
I 


i 


| of two thirds expel a member. 


| gree with him. 


| to his conclusion honestly. 


to prevail. “Fhe resolution to expel the gentleman 
from Ohio for opinions entértained and expressed 
in debate on the floor of this House; in my judg- 
ment presents one of the most important ques- 
tions ever presented here or in any other delibera- 
tive body. It involves the sacred right of free 
speech in general, and the right of free parliament- 
ary debate. It seeks by lawless and arbitrary 
power to control or suppress the representative 
voice of the people. It is a high-handed attempt 
of a domineering and insolent partisan majority to 
deprive an individual member of this body of the 
right to represent faithfully the will of his con- 
stituency; and, sir, if it shall succeed, it will de- 
stroy the character and usefulness of this House 
asa representative body. Itis another blow aimed 
at the Constitation and the liberties of the people. 

Sir, there is no constitutional warrant for this 
proceeding; it is entirely without the jurisdiction 
of this Llouse to expel a member for opinion’s 
sake. The second section of article one of the 
Constitution provides the qualifications of a mem- 
ber of this House. He must be twenty-five years 
of age,and have been seven years a citizen of the 
United States, and an inhabitant of the State in 
which he shall be chosen. Section five of article 
one provides that the ‘* House shall be the judge 
of the election returns and qualifications of Its 
members;’’ and that the House may determine 
the rules of its proceedings, punish its members 
for disorderly behavior, and with the concurrence 
» Sir, it will be 
perceived that opinions are not among the qual- 
ifications provided for. The right to membership 
does not depend upon the opinions that may or 
may not be entertained. The power or jurisdic- 
tion to punish or expel is for disorderly behavior 
only. The jurisdiction to determine the quali- 
fications of a member by his opinions was for 
wise purposes withheld by the framers of the 
Constitution. If it be the opinions entertained 
by the member which qualify or disqualify him 
for a seat in this House, then the House has ju- 
risdiction to determine his right to a seat, based 
upon his opinions when he comes here from the 
sages in the first instance. If he can beexpclled 
he may be rejected on account of his opinions. 
Opinions which would disqualify a sitting mem- 
ber would prevent his taking his seat, 

Sir, the doctrine that we can expel a member 
for the opinions he entertains is monstrous, 1 
was amazcd at the position taken by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Maryland{Mr. Davis] 
last evening, that itis not for his opinions that it 
is sought to expel him, but for his judgment 
formed and delivered. It is difficult to perceive 
the distinction between opinion and judgment in 
this instance. But ifa Representative has a set- 
tled judgment upon the public affairs of the coun- 
try, has he not the right, is it nothis duty to pre- 
sent that judgment for consideration? An honest 
man cannot change his convictions by his own 
will or the will of any other man. Honest con- 
victions are above the control of force or power; 
they are above the jurisdiction and control of this 
House. Members are sent here to represent dif- 
ferent views and opinions. It isacts, “disorderly 
conduct,” and not the expression of opinion, for 
which this House may expel or punish. 

But, sir, what is the offense of the gentleman 
from Ohio? He has stated what he believes to be 
a fact, and I and a majority of this House disa- 
He says: 

“I now believe that there arc but two alternatives, and 
they are, either an acknowledgment-of the independence 
of the South as an independent nation, or their complete 
subjagation and extermination asa people; and of these 
alternatives I prefer the former.” 

Mr. Speaker, I have not yet come to the con- 
clusion of the gentleman from Ohio. I have not 
come to the conclusion that secession is a fixed, 
unalterable fact. I have not come to the conclu- 
sion that these two alternatives of the gentleman 
are the only alternatives presented to this country. 
It is possible they may be. ‘The gentleman may 
be right, and I may be wrong. He has come to 
his conclusion “ reluctantly and despondingly, 
that the Union is lost, never to be restored.” He 
“regards all dreams of the restoration of the 
Union, which were the pride of his life, and to 


restore which even now he would pour out his 


heart’s blood, as worse thanidle.”? He has come 
Las honestly, I be- 
lieve, hope that I am right and he is wrong. I 


| tion of this Jouse; at the proper time an 


- earth. 


cannot ‘agree ‘with him’ er the gentleman’ from 
Pennsylvania, whom he ‘quotes ‘as. authority; that 
the confederate States'aré-out of the Union. Buti 
sir, itis the high right, prerogative, and privilege 
of these gentlemen, and-every gentleman: on ‘thie 
floor, to entertain and present fot the considers 
nthe 
proper mannér, such opinions-upon the stateand 
condition of the country as their judgment and 
conscience dictate.’ He'can'as an honest man ef+ 
tertain no other, and with’ that this House has 
nothing to do. woe pas 

I say, therefore, there never: wasa more dan- 
gerous or alarming proposition: presented to any 
deliberative, representative body, than. that of 
expelling one of its members for opinions he may 
entertain. Sir, this quostion rises infinitely higher 
than the right or wrong of the opinions ‘them 
selves. It involves the whole question ‘of the 
right of minorities to representation, and individ- 
ual liberty of conscience. To concede the powet 
or right of expulsion in this case would concede 
away that prerogative for which the immortal ex- 
pounder of the Constitution so eloquently cons 
tended in those ever-to-be-remembered words: 

“Tt is theanclent and undoubted prerogative of this peo- 
ple to canvass public measures and the: merits:of publie 
men, itis a homebred right, a fireside privilege. It hath 
been enjoyed in every house, cottage, and cabin in, the nas 
tion. It is not to be drawn into controversy. Tt is as- un- 
doubted as the right of breathing the air, or walking’on the 
Belonging to private life as a right, it belongs to 
public life as a duty, and it is the last duty which those 
whose representative I am shall findime to abandon, Aim- 
ing at all times to be courteous and temperate in its use, 
except when the right itself is questioned, I shall place myself 
on the extreme boundary of my right, and bid defiance to 
any arm that would move'me from my ground. ‘This high 
constitutional privilege I shall defend and exercise within 
this House and in all places; in time of peace, in time of 
war, and at alltimes, Living, 1 shall assert it, and should 
I leave no other inheritance to. my children, by the blessing 
of God I will Jeave them the inhefitance of free principles 
and the example of a manly, independent, and constitu- 
tional derense of them.?? 


But, sir, gentlemen profess to believe that there 
is danger now because we are engaged in war, 
Webster asserted the right as cxisting at all times, 
“in war as well as peace.” If the opinions of 
the gentleman from Ohio are so clearly and fla- 
erantly wrong, where is the danger? Who fears 
that the truth will not prevail? : R 

Jefferson, in his first message, speaking on this 
subject, said: : , Ena 

“And Ict us refiect that, having banished from our tand 
that religious intolerance under which mankind so Jong 
bled and suffered, we have yet gained fittle if we counte- 
nance a political intolerance as despotic, as wicked, and 
capable oC as bitter and bloody persceutions,’? * o x 
“tf ibere be any among us who would wish to dissolve 
this Union, or to change its republican form, let them stand, 


| undisturbed, as monuments of the safety with which error 


of opinion may be tylerated where reason is left free to 
combat it? 

There can be no danger for truth in such a 
contest. Jt is error only that is fearful and intol- 
erant. Wrongand oppression would shrink from 
a fair, open, and manly warfare. 

But, sir, there is nothing in the opinions of the 
gentleman from Ohio but what, if he believed 
them, he had a right, as a Representative, to utter 
in any event. Nay, it was his solemn duty to 
bring the subject before this House and present 
it to the country. This is a Government of the 
people, and they are entitled to the information, 

Some of the Republican papers of the country 
are frank and manly enough to see and declare 
the folly of this farce. The New York Times 
of yesterday, which 1 hold in my hand, says: 

“Tn our judgment, the Speaker’s zeal outruns his dis- 
cretion, His resolution is neither right nor expedient.” 

The New York Evening Post, also a Repub- 
lican paper, says: 

“ Dut there is more than a question of mere party ¢x- 
pedicacy in this matter. Mr. Lone’s was a periectly 
legitimate expressionof opinion. Hethinks that the rebels 
must be allowed to go in peace or be extirpated; and he 
stated his thought calmiy and respecttully, in proper 
words.?? ta * * 7 “Truth has never any- 
thing to fear from an open and face-to-face encounter with 
falschood.?? 

Mr. Speaker, I did hope that this resolution, 
so manifestly wrong, would ere this have found 
some opponent on the other side of the House. 
I did hope there was.some good lawyer; some 
bold, honest Republican on. this foor, who, pre~ 
ferring freedom of speech, and desiring to pre- 
serve the dignity and character‘and privileges of 
the American House of. Representatives, would 
have proposed.the withdrawal of the resolution. 


By 
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geim greater freedom. and latitude. of de- 


lege:which they bave enjoyed.. Are gentlemen 
willing by their action on-this resolution;to pass 
sentence of condemnation.and censure. upon their 
own-conduct in. this House?. Will you, forthe 
purpose of gratifying mere party malice or hatred, 
abridge: the privilegesand bring dishonor upon 
the American. Congress? fr 
ESiry if you.desice. to, prevent mischief and the 
giving of aid and ,comfort to the enemies of the 
country, if you would not-injure the cause of the 
Govern ment, let noact of ours show to the rebels, 
the country, or the world, that in the House of 
Representatives there is a smothered sympathy 
with rebellion, which can only be kept down by 
the restrictions put upon debate, and the fear of 
punishment andexpulsion, .Whatis.there in the 
entleman’s speech that can comfort the rebels? 
fie declares. that he speaks for himsclf, and more 
than admits that he stands alone, differing with 
the party with which he had been identified. He 
declares his love and attachment for the Union, 
his willingness to lay down his life to preserve it. 
If he does doubtits restoration, he doubts as much 
the recognition of the confederates, and holds out 
to them with no less doubts the alternative of 
subjugation and extermination, I have said Ido 
notagree with the gentleman: [cannot say, how- 
éver, that he has. no reason to doubt the restora- 
‘tion, of the Union... Many of the best men in the 
country have believed that war would result in 
disanion.. Hon. Robert J. Walker, who is now 
in the employment of this Administration, once 
said: š 
«Will civil war pregerve or restore the Union?” x 
* *  * Cana vanquished State, even if she can 
be vanquished, ever again become a member of the Fed- 
eral Union? No, my countrymen; Jetus learn, ere it be 
too late, that this never can be a Union of victor aud van- 
quieta De sovereign and ‘subject States, but must be a 
nion of equals, whieh is the Union ot’ the Constitution. 
It must be a cordial and fraternal Union, founded on inter- 
est and cemented by affection. This was the Union 
founded by Washington and Franklin and the patriots and 
statesmen of the Revolution; and that is the only Union 
that-ean be pre dand perpetuated. You might per- 


ave 
haps, by superior foree, drench in blood tbe fields of a sis- 
ter State; you might perhaps wrap her villages in flames 5 


hat you could never afterwards restore such a State to the 
Union established by the Constitution, No, tellow-cit- 
dizens, when the star of the State is extinguished in blood, 
it can never beam again in the banner of the Union, for it 
will no longer be an equal, a sovereign, or a sister State.” 


Look at the references which the gentleman 
makes to-your own partisan orators to the same 
purport, and is it strange that he doubts the res- 
toration of the Union? And in view of the fact 
that leading Republicans on this floor have de- 
clared themselves opposed to the restoration of 
“the Union as it was,” is it crime deserving ex- 
pulsion that he fears you may prevent it? 

Mr. Speaker, I greatly fear, although F enter- 
tain sentiments of personal respect for the gen- 
tleman, who introduced this resolution, that 
there is something beyond mere sense of duty 
that prompted this movement in this House. l 
give him full credit for his explanation. But 
there are some grounds for suspecting that these 
proceedings were to be taken; that they are not 
impromptu; that they were not alone from the 
cogitations of one night. 

Hon. John W. Forney said not long ago, 
through the Philadelphia Press: 

« Silence every tongue that does not speak with respeet 
ofthe cause and the flag. Do away with Inxuries, with 
politics, with comforts. Let us cease for the present to 
gpeak of laws and restrictions, and what are called safe- 
guards.” 

And the Boston Commonwealth, previous to 
this session of Congress, said: 

«Ohio, with its ninety thousand Republican majority, 
will be represented by five Republicans and a dozen or 
mors copperheads, Ft is fitilug that this misrepresentation 
of popular sentiment in the great State of the West should 
be offset, if necessary, by a foyal delegation from Delaware 
and Maryland, won even at the expense of military interfer- 
© (flaws are silent, amid the clank of arns we must 
ta care that the aggregate public opinion of the country 
oitains recognition somehow or other.” 

Major General Halleck, in April, 1863, wrote 
to the Union square meeting in New York that— 

“Phe Army will cre long crush rebellion in the South, | 
und then place their heels upon the heads of sneaking traitors | 
in the North.” 


There is a deep significance in this proceeding 


-censure of the gentleman from Kansas? 


in-the. desire. to: equalize, the representation of the 


State of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
the. second district of Ohio is not without a prece- 
dent for his speech on the other side of the House, 
Hon: Mr. Conway,a member of the last Congress 
from Kansas,on the 12th day of December, 1862, 
wrote a letter.in which. he declared: 

“ For. one, I shall not vote another dollaror a man for the 
war untilit assumes an anti-slavery basis.” 

Following up that declaration, this: same gen- 
tleman, in January, 1863, -when'the country was 
in pretty much the same situation thatit was when 
the gentleman from Ohio made the speech upon 
which this resolution is predicated, rose in his 
seat and made. aspeech which, I have no doubt, 
had its influence upon. the gentleman from. Ohio 
in producing his. There isa remarkable simi- 
larity in thetwo. Mr. Conway says: 

“The war which has come in between the North and the 
South fur the past two years bas made a revolution. This 
is the fact, and the fact in such a matter is the important 
thing. Itsettles the law. No technicality in such a mat- 
ter can stand. ‘The war has utterly dissolved the connec- 
tion between the North and the South, aud rendered them 
separate and independent powers in the world.?? 

This abolition gentleman says further: 

* The Democrats will not, of course, listen to separation 
for an instant. Such asuggestion, in theircyes, is treason 5 
a proposition to dissolve the Onion, for which any one ought 
to be banged.” 

And this same gentleman introduced a resolu- 
tion— 

“That the Executive be, and he is hereby, requested to 
issue a general order to alt commanders or forces in the 
several. military deparunents of the United States to dis- 
continue offensive operations against the enemy and to act 
in the future entirely on the defensive: And that the Ex- 
ecutive enter into negotiations with the authorities of the 
confederate States with reference to a cessation of hostili- 
ties, based on the following propositions: 1. Recognition 
of the independence of the confederate States.*? 

Mr. Speaker, here we have the proposition for 
recognition of the confederate States distinctly 
made by a Republicau member of Cougress who, 
before the session, had declared his purpose not 
to “vote another man or another dollar for the 
war.” Our present worthy Speakerand the gen- 
tileman from illinois [Mr. Wasusurne] are both 
inthe House, and neither of them presents resolu- 
tions of censure or expulsion. Fle is not even 
called to order. If patriotism and duty required 
the rebuke and censure of the gentleman from 
Ohio, did it not equally demand the rebuke and 
Will 
gentlemen who then passed by the speech of a 
Republican without condemning it vote now to 
expel or censure the gentleman from Ohio for en- 
tertaining and expressing like opinions? Where 
is their consistency? But, sir, the venerable gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] 
whose will is the law of this House, whose au- 
thority goes unquestioned by his own party, and 
whose wit and sarcasm always save him when 
beaten in argument, has on this floor uttered sen- 
timents ten times more abhorrent and treasonable, 
if words can be treasonable, than even the gentle- 
man from Kansas. When the bill for dismem- 
bering Virginia was pending in the House he de- 
clared: 

“I will not stultify myself by supposing that we have 
any warrant inthe Constitution for this proceeding. This 
talk of restoring the Union as it was and puder the Consti- 
tution as itis, is one of the absurdities which [lave heard 
repeated until f have become sick of it. There are many 
things which make such an event impossible. This Union 
never shall, with my consent, be restored under the Constitu- 
tion as itis.” 

Mr. Speaker, it would seem as though there 
must be treason in the heart to prompt such an 
utterance, If words can be treasonable, are not 
those words treasonable? The war then raging, 
the whole strength and force of the country en- 
gaged in a death-grapple against an enemy seek- 
ing to destroy the Constitution and the Union, 
and this venerable leader of the Republican party 
declaring, ‘* This Union shall never be restored with 
my consent !’? The gentleman from Ohio states only 
what he believes to be a fact, and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania tells you what are his own 
purposes, and that they are against our cause, 
against his country, against the Union. I know it 
issaid that the gentleman from Obioisa Democrat, 
and that Democrats sympathize with rebels. 1 
have scarcely patience to deal fairly and dispas- 
sionately with such a charge, but I tell gentle- 
men upon the other side, you do not yourselves 
believe the charge is true. You make it against 


the party for mere wicked “partisan purposes. 
You could not prosecute this war with sut the aid 
of the Democracy. Ifthey were in sympathy 
with rebels or-the rebellion you could not carry 
on the war for twenty days. What! nearly one 
half of the people of the North against you and 
all the South, and you prosecute this war? On 
your consciences, on your honor as men, youdo 
not believe it. The charge is too low for a states- 
‘man; it is scarcely fit for a politician. Its only 
effect is to stir up and engender party hatréd and 
party strife, and alienate and make enemies of 
those who ought to be friends. — - 

Sir, from the declarations of the leader in. this 
House, and from those of your other prominent 
men, and from the policy you are pursuing, the 
gentleman from Ohio has come to the conclusion 
that his two alternatives of recognition or exterm+ 
ination are all that is left to ust He doubts the 
restoration of the Union, and for one I can neither 
vote to expel or censure him for these doubts or 
for the expression of hisopinion. The President 
in the beginning, and in his first two messages, 
pledged the country that the war should be car- 
ried on for the restoration of the Union under the 
Constitution, to be administered as intended by 
those who made it. The honorable gentleman 
from Indiana, on the 14th day of January, 1862,in 
a speech delivered in this House, and which isre- 
ported in the Congressional Globe, says: 

& Cases may arise in which patriotism itself may demand 
that we trample on the most vital principles of the Consti- 
tution, and this has been done already by the present Admin- 
istration under the exigencies of the war.” 

Mr. COLFAX. Willthe gentleman from Wis- 
consin state what genteman from Indiana said 
that? ' 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I supposed it was against 
the rules of the House to speak of gentlemen by 
name, but f do not know the number of his dis- 
trict. It was Mr. JULIAN. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvanie [Mr. Sre- 
vens] says, ‘The Union shall never be restored 
with my consent.’? The rebels in the South say 
the same thing, and are in arms fighting to prevent 
it. Who is most treasonable, the man who agrees 
with the rebels, or the man who fears or believes 
the rebels may prevent the Union from being re- 
stored? Is not this the issue? 

What quarrel bad we with the people of the 
so-called seceded States, except that they were 
wickedly striving to break up the Union and de- 
stroy the Constitution? lrepeatit, sir, and I pro- 
claim ithere and now to the country; itis truc, and 
history will so record it, the war was consented 
to and engaged in and supported by the true 
men of the North to maintain, preserve, and de- 
fend the Constitution and the Union of the States 
with the dignity and equality of each unimpaired, 
just as our fathers formed and established them. 
lt was for that purpose, and that purpose only, 
that the noble-hearted, patriotic soldier gave up 
the comforts and endearments of home, of family 
and friends, and rushed into the Army. It was 
for that purpose, and only for that purpose, that 
a generous people poured in uncounted millions 
their treasure into the hands of the President. It 
is that purpose, and that only, that can justify, 
or in any manner authorize, the sacrifice of an- 
other life, or another dollar of money, in the pros- 
ecution of the war. : 

Sir, we are in the midst of revolution. The 
party of the Administration, however individuals 
may differ among themselves as to the manner 
of accomplishing their present designs, is essen- 
tially a revolutionary party, not alone in its the- 
ories but in its practices. The very strength it 
acquired by its promises of truth and fidelity to 
the Union and the Constitution is now being used 
to overthrow and destroy both. The very prin- 
ciples it avowed as essential to the endurance of 
the Republic it now denies. Itis idle to think of 
preserving the Union without the Constitution. 
‘The subversion of the one is the destruction of 
the other. They must stand or fall together; and 
the man or party who is false to the one is false 
totheother. This is equally true of every clause 
and provision of the Constitution. He who would 
support the Constitution must stand by all of tis 
provisions. He cannot hold to one and reject the 
other, . p 

But, sir, the party in power has disregarded it 
in all its essential particulars. What one princi- 
ple of civil Hberty intended to be secured by the 
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Constitution can any man boast that he enjoys 
to-day? Is there a State in the Union where the 
rightoftrial by jury hasnot been denied? Is there 
one where the right of free speech and the liberty 
of the press have not been invaded ? Can any man 
feel, if the hand of power were Jaid upon him, 
that the liberty of his person is safe, and, if wrong- 
fully imprisoned, thatany court or judicial officer 
ean issue the writ of habeas corpus to iñquire the 
cause? Can any man tell how many of our citi- 
zensare confined without anthority of law, groan- 


ing and languishing in the forts, prisons, and bas- | 
tiles, arrested without warrant, held without trial, 


and in utter ignorance of the cause of their con- 
finement? Oris there any lawyer or statesman 
who can tell you how you can ascertain? Twice 
during this session of Congress I have myself in- 
troduced a resolution calling upon the President 
and Scerctarics of State and of War to give to Con- 
gress and the country information as to how many 
and who are now under arrest and iniprisonment 

„for political offenses, together with the cause of 
such imprisonment, and the partisans of the Ad- 
ministration quickly, and without even allowing 
a vote upon it, suppressed the resolution. Who 
thinks of these living burials, these tombs of liv- 
ing men? Whose turn may it be next, and how 
long shall these things continue in this land where 
the rights and liberties of the people are secured 
by a written Constitution? 

But, sir, this party of the President, under the 
name of ‘Union party,” and “ Unconditional 
Union party,” is striking its most venomous and 
fatal blows directly at the heart of the Union itself. 
As the Union cannot be preserved without the 


Constitution, so neither can it be preserved with- | 


= 


out preserving the States composing the Union. 


The destruction of the States is the destruction of | 
the Union. They, too, muststand or fall together. | 


Strike but one of the States from the Union and 
the Union is destroyed, Destroy the dignity and 
equality of one State, degrade one State in the 
‘Union of coequal States, and the endurance and 
erfection of the political fabric are gone. Sir, the 
resident so understood it, so declared, and stands 


upon the record and history of this country so ; 


recorded. 

But, sir,in violation of the Constitution,in vio- 
lation of his solenm and oft-repeated pledges, 
he issued his proclamation, intended directly to 
interfere with the institution of slavery in the 
States; pledging, at the same time, the Army and 
Navy of the country to carry out and enforce that 


proclamation. I will not argue the validity of that 
proclamation. ‘The President himself, by argu- 


ments never refuted, dented his right to issue it. 
Every lawyer knows itisan absurdity. 
party are notagreed upon it,and the distinguished 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] tells us it 
is not worth the paper on which it is written, It 
matters not, however, whether it be valid or in- 
valid, legal or illegal, the Army and Navy are 
pledged to maintain it. What right had be to 


pledge our brethren, our sons, our citizen soldiery | 


to maintain that unwarrantable and illegal procla- 
mation? 

But, sir,-all these plans of reconstruction, un- 
der whatsoever plausible names they are called, 
whether itis the plan of the President prescrib- 
ing a new and unheard-of oath to support and 
abide by the illegal acts and usurpations of the 
President, both in the present and future, or the 
plan of the gentleman from Maryland to provide 


for the rebellious States a republican form of gov- | 


rer case the Constitution is dis- 
regarded. In all those cases it is the bold, reckless 
work of the revoluuonist, overthrowing the con- 
stitution of government. The gentleman from 
Maryland tells us it would be well to amend the 
Constitution, and reach his purpose in that way, 
bat that would be slow, and he is not quite sure 


ernment, in eit 


that it would carry, but Congress has the power | 
Y í The genticman } 
from Pennsylvania hesitates atnothing, but bold- | 


and can do it now and quickly. 


ly ignores the Constitution and the Union, With 


him “ the Union as it was and the Constitation || 
He would strike | 


as it is is an atrocious idea.”’ 
tbe whole fabric down at one fell blow. And, sir, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania also tells us that 
the President’s plan is wholly outside of and 
unknown to the Constitution.” The President, 
he says, ‘© may not strike as direct a blow witha 
battering-ram, but with his usual shrewdness and 


His own | 


I 
| 
i 
| 


joints, until eventually the whole tower will fall.” 
A distinguished and eloquent Senator the other 
day inquired, “ Who now cares for the Union of 
the past??? The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Juitan] tells us: : : 

*€ Now is the time to begin this work ; we must not only 
cut up slavery root and branch, but we must see to it that 
these teeming regions shall be studded over with small farms, 
and tilled by free men”? 

Again he says: 

“Should both Congress and the courts stand in. the way 
of tbe nation’s life, then the red lightning of the people’s 
Wrath must consume the recreant who refuses to execute 
the popular wili.” * k * £ t Not even the 
Constitution must be allowed to hold back the uplifted arm 
of the Government.?? 

Sir, is not this revolution; bold, daring, reckless 

revolution? Is not this destruction of the Con- 
stitution, overthrow of the States, subversion of 
the Government? Ido notinquire in regard to 
slavery as an institution. Lam no defender nor 
apologist of slavery; it may be already dead, or 
dying, amid the conflict of arms; it may survive 
or perish; itis exclusively a State institution, sub- 
ject to the control of the people where it exists, 
and with which the President has repeatedly de~ 
clared, in the most solemn manner, he bad no 
purpose nor right to interfere. If it wereslavery 
only, ifit were one institution of a State, or one 
Stace of the Union that is to beoverthrewn, silence 
might be pardoned. , But it is the destruction of 
the right of property, itis the revival of Roman 
agrarianism, it is the destruction of the Union, 
it is the overthrow of the States, it is the subver- 
sion of the Constitution and the wreck of civil 
liberty. Is it strange that the gentleman from 
Ohio is disheartened? Sir, it is not rebels, nor 
rebel sympathizers, who must suffer in the con- 
summation of such dogtrines and purposes; there 
would not be left to ay of us the shadow or 
semblance of the Republic, of the Constitution. 
In the place of well-defined written constitutions 
and written laws, protecting the individual lib- 
erty and rights of the citizen, and controlling him 
by the mild influence of self-government, you 
will have the consolidated power of empire, ex- 
erting itselfin the name ofthe popular will, which, 
undefined and undefinable will soon come to mean 
only the power of the action or party accidentally 
in possession of the purse and the sword. 

l know it is said the people of the rebellious 
States have broken the Constitution, have sought 
to destroy the Government formed by it, and that 
thereby they have forfeited all rights under it. 
{tis true they refuse to render obedience to the 
Constitution, and deny their obligation to do so; 
and it is for this very reason that we prosecute 
the war against them, to bring them back to their 
allegiance. We fight to preserve the Constitu- 
tion, not to be revenged for its viol&tion; to pre- 
serve constitutional government, not to destroy 
it. Buti deny that they have no rights under the 
Constitution. 
their violation of it,and the measure of that guilt 
is to be determined by it. .Jt is the penalty at- 
tached to a violated) Constitution, and not the 
vengeance of infuriated passion, which they have 
incurred. ‘Ube Constitution isnota mere contract 
between two parties, where the breach of the one 
relieves the other from his duty to keep or abide 
by it. The duty and obligation to support and 
abide by the Constitution are continuing duties. 
No one man or number of men can relieve or dis- 
charge another. Livery citizen owes allegiance 
to itand has a right to demand the allegiance of 
every other. And every one is as much inter- 
ested in its being kept by himself as by another. 
The duty to defend and preserve it is not a mere 
selfish duty, but it is one we owe to the dead and 
the living, to the past and the future, to the pa- 
triots who conscerated it with their life blood, and 
to the unborn millions for whom it was made. 


Their guilt is the consequence of | 


But if those who have been loyal and faithful | 


to its provisions are alone entitled to claim its ben- 
efits, then the obligation rests upon all who would 
preserve their fidelity to see to it that every man 
who has remained faithful and true shall not be 
despoiled of his right. “Phat there are some who 
bave remained amid all their trial and sufferings 
loyal to the Constitution and Union, no man can 
doubt. Indeed, we have the highest authority 
for so believing. In his message before referred 
to, the President himself says: 


it may weli be questioned whether there is to-day a 


caution he is picking out the mortar from the || majority of the legally-quaiified voters of any State, except, 


| 


perhaps, South Carolina, in- faver of. disunioni: There-is 
much reason to beHeve'that the Unionmen are-the majore 


ity in many if not in every other one of the so-called se- 


ceded States,” The contrary has not-been demonstrated itt 
any oné of them. Itis ventured to afirm this even of Vite. 
ginian and Tennessee; ‘for the:resnitof an eleetion held: 
military camps, where the bayonets areali an one side of, 
the question vated upon, can scarcely. be considered. as. 
demo) g popular seutiment.?? te ee 


_ Again, in February, 1862, Mr. Seward, wris 
ting to Mr. Adams by authority of the President, 
says: co ; 

‘ Notwithstanding the protestations ofthe insurgents that 
the people of the insurgent States are unanimous inthe de- 
termination to overthrow the Government, wehavethe-most 
satisfactory evidence that the Union will be hailed In. every 
quarter as fast as the Army shall emancipate the people 
from the oppression of the insurgent leaders.” ae 


But we need not: multiply evidence upon ‘this 
point. Ifit be true (and no one doubts the fact) 
that any portion.of the people of the rebcltious 
States are or were at the time of the issuesof the 
proclamation loyal to the Constitution, they are 
entitled.to its benefitsand protection, Upon what 
principle of justice or good government are their 
rights ignored? Whatis their crime or wrong? 
Is it that amid trials and sufferings that would 
have put to severest test the patriotism of the most 
loyal man in the North they have remained :firm 
and unwavering in their attachment and fidelity 
toa Government that has been unwilling or unable 
to protect them? Is ita crime in them against 
their Government that they have been overborne 
and oppressed during long years by a power that 
neither they nor their Government have been able 
to overthrow? In my judgment if there are in 
any State in rebellion loyal men who have not 
bowed the knee to treason they are entitled, not 
only to the enjoyment of all the provigionsof the 
Constitution, but to be protected in it by the whole 
force and power of the Government, 

Itis the first and ‘highest duty of the Govern- 
ment to protect and defend these loyal people 
from the despotism by which they have been 
crushed and overborne. To protect the weak 
against the strong is the purpose for which it was 
instituted; to guaranty, notto overthrow, the gov- 
ernments of the States is the requirement of the 
Constitution. To have done this would have 
kept inviolate the oath of the President and pre~ 
served the pledges and obligations of himself and 
his party to the country. Tt would hiave fostered 
and preserved the Union sentiment in the con- 
federate States. It would have won those who 
had gone astray back to their allegiance, and 
weakened, ifit had not destroyed, the rebellion, 


| It would have saved millions of money and thou- 


sands of lives. It would end the war, when it 
shall end, in the preservation of the Constitution 
and the Union. ; 

Sir, many, most, of the embarrassments and 
complications in which the Administration and 
the country are now involved, most of the bitter- 
ness of party feeling, are the consequence of the de- 
parture from the Constitution and from the plain, 


| simple principles to which the President pledged 


himself in the beginning in the conduct of his 
office and the prosecution of the war. While it 
was supposed he was adhering to his originat 
avowed policy, the entire people of the loyal 
States, except the ultra abolition fanatics and a 
few who may have doubted his sincerity, were 
ready to stand by him. Party spirit and party 
bickerings and dissensions were almost forgotten, 
‘The restoration of the Union and the Constitution 
was the animating and inspiring cry throughout 
the length and breadth of the land. There was 
no necessity for arbitrary arrests, or for suspend- 
ing the writ of habeas corpus in the loyal States, 
or denial of the right of trial by jury; no con- 
scriptions to enforce and no riots to quell; no'in- 
terference with the freedom of speech or the press 
or parliamentary debate; no mock military trials 
of civilians, or banishments for epinion’s sake. 
All these things came with the departure from the 
Constitution and his pledges. lt was when the 
President bound himself to the demands and mad 
schemes of the abolition fanatics and became the 
mere leader of a party, seeking only to secure and 
perpetuate party power without regard to: the 
Constitution, and in violation of his. promises, 
that it became necessary to ignore the rights of 
the States, and to trample under foot State con- 
stitutions, State sovereignty, and State laws. 
Till then it needed no executive military proc- 
lamations proclaiming: void the constitutions of 
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tho insurgents and prolong. the war. 
_ thé rebéllion, break up the war power of the ene- 
wy, destroy its army,and if there be but five loyal 
men, five irue-men, in cach State, who, through 
_-aiibthe fiery trials to which they have been sub- 
jected, have maintained theit fidelity to the Con- 
stitution:and the Union, they are entitled to their 
State rights, their State constitution, arid the in- 
stitutions of their States unimpaired. These, with 


such as are willing to return to their allegiance, . 


and such, as.ought to be forgiven, could soon, un- 
der the policy pledged by the President, set the 
State machinery in motion, wheel the: old State 
into line, and let her: march, and again ‘keep step 
to. the music of the. Union; and this, too, with- 
couteny actof Congress creating a new State gov- 
ernment, Any other course is revolution. Any 
other courseis State annihilation, The President 
mor: Congress: has anyother power. Neither the 
President nor Congress has. power to make or to 
annul a State. constitution. The President with 
the Army may suppress. the rebellion, may over- 
throw the armed power-of the rebels, relieve the 
inhabitants of the States from the military des- 
potism. that now: rules them, but he has no power 
to establish civil governments.” His war power 
ceases when the war ends. When the civil au- 
thority can assume control, the war authority 
must cease. The war power was not given to 
create or make new constitutions, new govern- 
ments, for the States, but “ to protect, defend, and 
preserve” the old ones. This is all the recon- 
struction that-is constitutional, all that is needed, 
all that the loyal people of the country desire. 
And this theloyal people of the insurgent States, 
of the United States, have a right to demand. * 

-L know this is not now the policy of the Pres- 
ident, his party, or this Congress. Neither has 
any idea of restoring the Union under the Con- 
stitution.. The purpose now is to change the 
entire form of this Government; to centralize, 
consolidate, and build-up a vast central power, 
which. shall overshadow all the States, and con- 
trol and govern the whole territory under the 


power and dominion of empire. They are ful- 


filling the prophecy gf Daniel Webster: 

oaf the infernal fanatics and abolitionists ever get the 
power in their bands, they will override the Constitt ion, 
get the Supreme Court at defiance, change and make laws 
to-suit themselvés, Jay violent bands on those who 
Avith them in their opinions, or dare question their iufalll- 
bility, and finally bankrupt the country, and deluge it with 
hlaod? 

But it is said slavery is the cause of the war, 
and the cause must be destroyed. Let not gen- 
tlemen deceive themselves. If slavery beacause, 
jtisnotthe only cause of war. The honorable 
gentleman from dudiana (Mr. Joran] gave us 
another cause. Ife tells us this is a * landhold- 
ers’. rebellion; and proposes to carry the war 
on till that cause is destroyed. He proposes to 
divide up large estates among the freedmen for 
the purpose of a better religion, and to prevent 
war, Sir, who can believe that such a policy 
will destroy the cause of war, or ever end-the pres- 
ent? How long after our division and partition 
of estates before another willbe demanded? Who 
will be declared rebels next, for the purpose of 
another division? When and where will it end? 
When greed and avarice are the motives, causes 
of war will not be wanting. 

I pray gentlemen to stop and consider. What 
has this struggle already cost? Has it not brought 
mourning and sorrow into every house and to 
every fireside? Fave we not loaded ourselves 
and posterity with debt ant taxation for all time 
to come? And what have we gained? Is it be- 
lieved that we can, or desirable that we should, 
subjugate or put to the sword the entire people of 
the insurgent States? The gentleman from Indi- 
ana {Mr. Juzian] tells us the most terrific fight- 
ing of the war is yet to come, that we shall in- 
evitably win, and that we shall divest the rebels 
of three fourths of ail the cultivated lands in-the 
rebellious States; and these estates are to be par- 


titioned up and distributed among the former ser- 


warfare that is being waged. No sane. man can 
believe that. permanent peace can ever be obtained 
by such a policy. Six millions of the Anglo- 
Saxon race to.be so. conquered and subdued as to 


entire estates in the hands and possession of their 
former servants, and those servants a black and 
servile race!. Sir, we may conquer their armies 
and scatter their war force, but we can never have 
peace by such a policy. Remember the six hun- 
dred years of Ireland’s struggle; remember her 
confiscated estates and the fate of their occupants. 
Six million people—of white people—were never 
subjugated. To subjugate the people of the in- 
surgent States will desolate, will destroy the North. 
How are they to be kept in subjugation, and to 
whom? Itwould require a standing army for all 
time to come of a million men. Will the people 
consent to the expense, the taxation, the suffer- 
ing, the trials that will be required to drive three 
fourths of the people of the rebel States from their 
homes, their fircsides, their estates, and defend 
the freedmen in them? Sir, the ‘ reconstruction” 
which the people of this country will demand 
when the military power of the insurgent States 
is removed, will be the reconstruction of the State 
authority under the State constitution. Negro 
freedom, and negro equality will soon be lost sight 
of in the mighty effort wliich a people accustomed 
to the enjoyment of their Jiberties will put forth 
to regain and save their own. 

I know the President tells us in his last message 
that he shall not retract his proclamation of free- 
dom to the negro; that “it would bean astound- 
ing breach of faith’’to do so. Itwasan astound- 
ing breach of faith toward his own race,.his own 
fellow-citizens, when he pledged the Army and 
Navy to maintain a proclamation issued in viola- 
tion Of law, the Constitution, his pledges, his oath, 
and which, according to his own friends on this 
floor, was nòt worth the paper oy which it was 
written. His administration has been an ‘ astound- 
ing breach of faith” from the beginning. Which 
was the most sacred and binding, which ought 
now to rest with most force upon the heart and 
conscience of the President, the pledge of faith 
which he gave to the whole American people that 
he would not interfere with the institutions of the 
States, or the pledge which he gave in the procla» 
mation to overthrow and destroy them? The peo- 
ple cannot always be deceived; the sober second 
thought will come at length, when this Adminis- 
tration, this party in power, will be called to an 
account, The people, the masses of this country, 
desire the restoration of the Union as our fathers 
made it. The rulers, the party in power, do 
not. Coverup your wicked purposesas you may; 
call your party by what names you will, Union, 
unconditional Union, loyal, or any other, your 
designs are the destruction of the Union of the 
fathers, overthrow of the State and national con- 
stitutions, And, sir, you may strengthen and 
increase your power by the overthrow of State 
banks, the creation of agigantic Federal moneyed 
power, your ‘ Freedmen’s Bureau,” and all your 
other schemes of empire, the day will come when 
the people will demand back their Constitution, 
and will demand, too, that the highest as well as 
the lowest shall render obedience to it. 

You must not expect to prevent this just and 
reasonable demand of the people. They have 
remained quict and hopeful, resting their faith 
upon the right and purity of the elections. That 
faith is shaken but not destroyed. It will bea 
sad, a calamitous day when they feel no longer 
any confidence in the justice of the clective fran- 
chise. To the ballot-box the people now look, 
not without fear and misgivings, but with hope. 
Destroy not that hope. Impose no more rulers 
or governments upon us by force, oppression, or 
fraud, Let us have a free, pure election, Let 
not Congyess, the Executive, or the sword dic- 
tate the form of the Government. Respect the 
rights, the intelligence, the sovereignty of the 
people to be governed if you would preserve the 
| State. Stifle not the voice of their Representa- 
tives though they would appeal to you in hope or 
despair, in joy orinsorrow. Let this Hall resound 
with free debate where truth and not force shall 
overthrow error, where reason and not power 
shall bear sway. : 

Sir, the Democratic party stand now where they 


vants ofthe rebéls. . This is now the constitutional | 


settle down in quietude, in-peace, and see their | 


did when the President congratulated himself and 
the country that there was butone party. They 
will support the Administration in every consti- 
tutional measure. to put down the rebellion andre- 
store the Union. It is an unconditional Union 
party; it is in faet and in truth the only party that 
is to-day and at.all times for restoring the Union 
asour fathers madeit. We spurn with utter scorn 
and contempt all your false charges of sympathy 
with rebels, of disloyalty to. the Government and 


the Union. We willsubmit to taxation, and cheer- ., : 


fully bear all the burdens necessary to ‘sustain 
and pay our noble, patriotic Army and Navy, 
now iñ the service òr hereafter to. be called. We 
will shrink.from no duty, but we will consent to 
no destruction of the Federal Union of these States 
either by secession or consolidation. And,as you 
shall find, we will not neglect our representative 
duty, nor surrender withouta struggle our right of 
free parliamentary debate on this floor. 

Mr. SMITH obtained the floor. 

Mr. SPALDING. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a few moments? g 

Mr. SMITH. Yes, I will give him ten min- 
utes of my time. : 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, man’s fond- 
ness for notoriety, when not well regulated and 
restrained, becomes as dangerous a propellant in 
the moral as the expansive power of steam in the 
physical world. Under the influence of this pas- 
sion, the master works of art have been destroyed 
by the torch of the incendiary, and the lives of 
warriors and statesmen have been terminated by 
the poniard of the assassin. In order tliat man 
may become famous, he will consent to become 
infamous. It is upon this principle that I acquire 
a solution of the otherwise inexplicable conduct 
of the member of this House, from my own State, 
which is impugned by the resolution now under 
consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, I have carefully read and consid- 
ered the obnoxious speech of the member from 
Ohio, and, although from past associations [ was 
prompted to extenuate, | feel bound to affirm that 
there are no palliativesin orabout it. Why, sir, 
he commonces his wild harangue by announcing 
his intention ‘ to proclaim the deliberate convic- 
tions of his judgment;’’ and these ‘* deliberate 
convictions?” were carefully committed to writing 
days and weeks before their enunciation in this 
Hall. Nothing unpremeditated was suid, and 
nothing was said under excitement. And yet, in 
the very commencement of his singular tirade, the 
member takes occasion to make a vile fling at our 
Chief Magistrate by saying that— 

“A little over three years ago the present occupant of 
the Presidential Mansion at the other end of the avenue 
came into this city under cover of night, disguised in plaid 
cloak and Seotch cap; lest, as was feared by his friends, 
he might have received a warmer greeting than would have 
been agreeable on his way through Baltimore,” , 

Thus the assassination of the people’s Presi- 
dent would, in the ‘deliberate judgment” of the 
member from the-second district of Ohio, have 
been “a warmer greeting than would haye been > 
agreeable,” 

But when the member came to speal of his 
country and Government the virus sti} more dis- 
tinctly appears. After citing a remark imputed 
to the celebrated Hlumboldt— the American peo- 
ple have a Government which you can neither 
see nor fecl?—he proceeds in this wise: 

“ So different is it now, and so great is the change, that 
the inquiry might well be made to-day, ‘Are we not in Con- 
stantinople, in St. Petersburg,in Vienna, in Rome, orin 
Paris? Military governors and their provost marshals over- 
ride the laws, and the echo of the armed heel rings forth 
as clearly now in America as in France or in Austria.” 

And then, as to the war, he says: 


t My first and highest ground of opposition to its further 
prosecution is, that if is wrong; it is in violation of the 
Constitution and of the fundamental principles on which 
the Federal Union was founded.” 


As to the Union: 


«As will be judged by the tenor of these remarks,’ he 
says, } am reluctantly and despondingly forced to the con- 
elusion that the Union islost never to be restored, Lregard 
all dreams of the restoration of the Union, which was the 
pride of my life, and to restore which even now I would 
pour out my hearts blood, as worsethanidie, I see neither 
North nor South any sentiment on which it i ssible to 
buiida Union. Those elements of Union which Mr. Adams 
described have, by the process of time, been destroyed. 
Worse, yea,worse than that, MrChaimman, Tam relnetantly 
foreed Lo the conclusion that in attempting to preserve our 
jurisdiction over the southern States we have lost our con- 
stitulional form of government over the northern. “Phere is 
not one aingie vestige of ae Constitution remaining. Every 
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clause and every ictter of it has been violated; and I have || 


“no idea myself that it will ever again be respected.” 
. As if to “cap the climax,” he says: 

“7 do not share-in the belief entertained by many of my 
political friends on this floor and elsewhere, that any peace 
is attainable upon the basis of Union and reconstruction. 

“if the Democratic party were in power to-day, I have 
no idea, and honesty compels me to declare it, that they 
could restore the Union of thirty-four States. My mind has 


Aundergone an entire change upon that subject; and I now 
-betleve that there are but two alternatives, and they are, 
either an acknowledgment of the independence of the South 
AS AN INDEPENDENT NATION, Or their complete subjugation 
nud extermination as a people; and of these alternatives, 
I prefer the former.” 

Mr. Speaker, these sentiments, so utterly dis- 
paraging of the Government of the people, and 
so pregnant with political infidelity, were uttered 
upon the floor of Congress after the loyal citi- 
zens of the Republic had laid upon the altar of 
patriotism two hundred thoeSand lives and had 
expended untold sums of money to defeat the 
machinations of the mightiest conspiracy against 
natural and constitutional rights that the world 
has ever known. They were published within 
seventy miles of the Rapidan, upon whose banks 
are encamped two hostile armies, who only wait 
fora few sunny days to prepare the way for a 
death-struggle that will help greatly to solve the 
long-mooted question whether man be capable of 
self-government. : 
While this Congress, in obedience to the will 
of a patriotic people, is heavily taxing every in- 
terest in the land to defray the enormous expenses 
of the war; while they are, by means of large 
public bounties, filling up the wasted ranks of 
the loyal forces in the fuld; yea, now, while 
our gallant sons are baring their bosoms to the 
balls and bayonets of the rebellious foe, and are 
in hourly expectation of the deadly contest, a 
voice comes up to them from the American Con- 
gress: “The war is wrong; it is in violation 
of the Constitution. I favor the acknowledg- 
ment of the independence of the South as an in- 
dependent nation’? Must language like this go 
unrebuked, lest, forsooth, we may be obnoxious 
to the charge of abridging the freedom of speech? 
On the contrary, I hold it to be a criminal licen- 
tiousness of speech, which, if not restrained, will 
do more to sap the foundations of our Republic 
than the armed cohorts of the southern rebellion. 
‘The only safe criterion for “ free speech” in these 
Halis is the old Roman caveat: ‘ See to itthatthe 
Republic take no detriment thereby.” It will 
not do fora member on this floor to point out in 
his speech the way for General Lee to move his 
army into Washington under the claim that he 
has a right to speak freely. The nature and ob- 
vious import and effect of the speech is subject 
to the criticism of the constitutional number of 
his felow-members, always and under all cir- 
cumstances. The ‘illustrious exile,” as my 
friend from the Columbus district calls him, is 
“ waiting and watching over the border” because 
he indulged in too much license of speech. And 
go it wast be, from the necessity of the case, in 
Congress and out of Congress. No citizen can 
be permitted to utter sentiments, in time of war, 
that shall distract and dishearten our own soldiers 
or strengthen the handsand hearts of the common 
enemy. ; 

For these reasons I amin favor of the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 


Before I take my seat I wish publicly to deny | 


the allegation in reference to myself which was 
read on yesterday from a book sent to the Clerk’s 
desk by the member from New York, (Mr. Fer- 
Nando Woon.] J was represented as having 
said in a speech at the Frémont convention in 
Philadelphia that “ the Union might go; no mat- 
ter how soon,” or words to that effect. It is suf- 
ficient for me to say that I made no speech at 
Philadelphia on that, and, I think, on no other oc- 
casion. Sure lam that the sentiment imputed 
to me was never entertained and never uttered 
at any time nor in any place. 

So fur from advocating or desiring a digssolu- 
tion of the Union, | have already during this 
Congress assumed the last of the allernatives of 
the member from Ohio as my peculiar doctrine: 
exterminate the rebels rather than acknowledge 
them as an independent nation. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 


Bills, reported that they had examined and found 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before: the 
House a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, in relation to an appropriation for the 
Navajo Indians in New Mexico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 


ordered to be printed. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore, also, by unanimous 
consent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in 
reply to various resolutions of the House, in- 
formation in regard to armored vessels, their effi- 
ciency and capability, and the services which may 
have becn performed by them, especially in the 
operations in the harbor of Charleston; which 


was laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 


PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER-—AGAIN. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, in consequence 
of my absence Friday last I did not hear the speech 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lose and 
therefore cannot judge of the feeling that accom- 
panied the sentiments of thatspeech. After read- 
ing it, however, and carefully examining it; I have 
come to the conclusion that there is scarcely a 
sentiment or a word emanating from that gentle- 


| man, whom I regard personally very highly, that 
| I can, as a representative of a portion of the peo- 


ple of the United States, in any wise indorse, nor 
do I believe they are sentiments such as should 
be uttered in this House; for whatever may be 
the political prejudices of men, however much 
they may cling to parties, however much men 
may adhere to that party known as the Demo- 
cratic party, or to any other party in the United 
States, there is no justification, under the circum- 
stances by which we are surrounded, for them to 
utter a single sentiment or breathe a word or en- 
tertain an opinion or feeling that is detrimental to 
the interests of the Government, or in any wise 
giving aid and comfort to the rebels in arms. I 
have been forcibly struck with the persistency of 
gentlemen upon the other side of the ELouse to 
throw the whole responsibility of this war upon 
the people of the North, and to charge upona 
certain class of men in the North that but for them 
there would have been no war and no rebellion. 
There may bea degree of honesty about the whole 
matter, but I rather judge there is, beyond the ut- 
terances of these men and their professions of loy- 
alty to the Government and a determination tp 
appropriate every dollar and every man to the 
subjugation of the rebellion, a purpose and a de- 
sign above loyalty, to get the “ins” rather than 
hold on to the ‘touts. ” 


I believe, sir, that if there were no clections, if | 
i there were no high offices to be filled, if there was 


no money to be distributed, there would be a 
stronger evidence of patriotism than is manifested 
here to-day. Now, sir, upon every question of 
national importance there are two sides, and I 
beg that genulemen, while they consider the char- 
acter of one party, and bring out their long bills 
of indictment against them, will but remember 
that there is one upon the other side that is as 
dark and as black and as damnable as treason, or 
hell itsclf. L arraign that party to-day; I charge 


i that party with being the chicf organ and instru- 


mentality in bringing on this rebellion. J charge 
that but for them there would have been no war, 
and that but for them the crisis would not have 
assumed the attitude it does to-day, nor would it 
have assumed the magnitude it now has. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fer- 
wanpo Woop] sent to the Clerk’s desk yesterday 
alot of paragraphs from speeches of men from 
the North to be read for the edification of this 
House, and for the purpose of making a political 
document. They were from the speeches of four 


or five men from the North, proclaiming that | 
they were in favor of the disunion of this Gov- | 


ernment. I have before me a much larger list of 
disunionists—a list of men who were in high 
places, and who bave been sworn, solemnly sworn 
at the altar of the Government, to sustain the Con- 
stitution and maintain the integrity of the Union, 


and who, in. evéry -sedtence “iittered by. ‘them, 

avowed themselyes.in favorvof: tréasony im’ favor 

of disunion, and in favor of war. 
Before proceeding further gentlemen will 


‘alow 
me to say that whatever my political opinions 
may be.to-day, however I may think upon: the 
questions now involved, I have been in the. past 
associated with and identified: with the Democratic 


party. : F TEE 

I know, although I do not personally remem- 
ber it, of the time when-southern people cameup 
to the Congress of the United States asking-for 


the passage of a law making a line: between. the 


North and the South, and saying thus far shall 
slavery go and no further... remember well:the 
condition of the country at the time of the adop- 
tion of that compromise.in 1820. -I rememberthe 
peace that it gave to the country. L remember, 
also, that with the exception of a few men atthe 
North, who were considered fanatical, and who 
were opposed to law and order, and who were ar 
much denounced by the North as they were by 
the South, all parties cast their votes almost unan- 
imously in favor of that compromises: Theéré 
were, it is true, certain fanatics ‘at the South who 
hated this Governmentas muth:as did these men 
at the North, but the people generally acquiesced 
in that compromise as a just, a fair, and awhole- 
some settlement of the question. j a 

I remember, Mr. Speaker, distinctly, that ‘in 
a convention of the Democratic ‘party, subse- 
quent to this time, the great question was agi- 
tated whether the doctrine of non-intervention 
should be established as one of the planks of our 
platform. It was in 1856, or perhaps in 1850, 
when that man who is gone to his long:home, 
and against whom I will say nothing to-day ex- 
cepting what the record authorizes me to say——I re» 
fer to William L. Yancey-—came before the Dem- 
ocratic convention and said that all the people of 
the South demanded was that the doctrine, of 
non-intervention should be one of the cardinal 
principles of the Democratic party in the United 

tates. How did that conventionact? The peo 
ple of the North came up and said, ‘* You asked 
us for compromise, and we gave it to you. . You 
ask us now to repeal that compromise, and you 
allow the doctrine of non-interventioh to prevail, 
so that men from North and South may go into 
the Territories with whatsoever property-they 
may possess.” The North gave them that. They 
were numerically stronger. They had the elec- 
toral votes; and yet with a magnanimity. une- 
qualed in the history of the country, so far ‘as 
politics are concerned, they came up and gave 
the South this great right. Then came the diffi- 
culties in Kansas, and in Nebraska too. The 
South proposed to establish slavery there. The 
North proposed that it should not be permitted 
to go there. It was an open field and a fair fight. 
The compromise line had been withdrawn at the 
suggestion of the South by the Democratic party. 
And yet, when the Democratic convention metat 
Charleston, they determined that they would not 
nominate the man whom they had put forward 
in Congress to carry out that scheme. 

Mr. W.J. ALLEN. Do I understand the 
gentleman from Kentucky to include the whole 
Democratic party in that remark? And may I 
ask him further, if he coöperated with the Douge 
las Democratic party in 1860? 

Mr. SMITH. The gentleman from Illinois 
asks me if I include the whole Democratic party. 
I say no. He asks me if I codperated with the 
Douglas Democratic party in 1860. I say yes. 
In acting with that party, I codperated with the 
party whose platform and whose candidate 
pledged them to the Union, the Constitution, and 
the enforcement of the laws, and to the defeat-of 
traitors at home and abroad. [Applause-in..the 
galleries.] - Because a portion of that party. dare 
to abandon its platform, as did the southern, peor 
ple, and because a portion of that party North 
chose to go in sympathy and collusion, and cón- 
cert with the men of the South who were diss 
posed to break up and destroy this. Governments 
that was no reason why I, asa Douglas Democrat, 
should do it. The moment that I observed, and 
that the true men of the country who had before 
been Democrats observed, that there was an ef- 
fort made at Charleston to divide the Democratic 
convention, and to put Johu C. Breckinridge on 
a platform as a sectional candidate South, while 
they charged, that Abraham Lincoln was a sece 
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tional ‘candidate: North; I then determined to sup- 

port: Douglas asa national man, and- tothe prin- 
` ciples of. Douglas I adhere:tosday: -Siry-l:reécho 
the glorious-sentiment uttered by him; that there 
sare but"two parties ‘in ‘this-country: to-day—pa- 
aviots and traitors: : [Loud applause in-the galle- 
miesje: DR beet wy RATE i 
©The SPEAKER protempore. . Demonstrations 
in the galleries, whether of approval or disap- 
-proval, must be.dispensed with, -It- will be the 
duty: of the Chair ‘to order-the galleries. to be 
-clearediunless.order is preserved: =. ae 
si Mare SMITH. Mr: Speaker, in 1856, one Mr. 
‘Keitt;-of South Carolina, whois well known to 
ahat side of:the House, and who has since: fig- 
ured conspicuously in this rebellion, in Virginia, 
Mage these remarks: 

Ete you now, that if Frémont is elected, adherence 
tothe Union is treason to liberty.: [tell you now, that the 
southern map. who. will submit to his election is a traitor 
and a coward? | é ; A 
< This-speech was fully indorsed by John B. 
Floyd, who afterwards became Buchanan ’s Sec- 
retary of. War. : 

_. What does that mean? You. talk of freedom 
of speech; freedom of thought, freedom of the 
press, freedomof action! Listen to the slang of 
_avile traitor; a man who would trample freedom 
of thought, freedom: of speech, freedom of the 
press, freedom of opinion, under his unhallowed 
and treasonable feet; and yet ‘he is one of the 
Jeaders of this abominable and damnable rebel- 
dion, who.would butcher you and me, and make 
this, beautiful and glorious country a waste and 
adesart. 

_. Following that, Mr. Preston S. Brooks, of 
South Carolina, who, in making a speech to his 
countrymen, uses this language: 

4 We have the issue upon us now; and how are we to 
meetit? | tell you, tellow-citizens, from the bottom of my 
heart, that the only mode which I think availible for meet- 
‘ing itis just to tear the Constitution of the United States, 
trample it under foot, and form «southern confederacy, every 
Shute of which willbe a slavcholding State. X 

« L believe it as Estand in the face of my Maker, T believe 
Ón iny responsibility to youas your honored Representative, 
‘that the only hope of the South is in the South, and that the 
ionly available means of making that hope effective is to cut 
asunder the bonds that tie us together, and take our separate 
‘position in the family of nations, ‘These are my opinions. 
‘Phey have always becu my opinions. I hace been a dis- 
unionist from the time I could think. 

s“ Now, fellow-citizens, L have told you very fraukly and 
Mndisghisedly that [believe the only hope of the South is in 
dissolving the bonds which connect us with the Government— 
tn separating the living body from the dead cayeass, TP Twas 
the commander of an army I never would post a sentinel 
who. would not swear that slavery is right. 
ree} speak ou my individual responsibility. Jf Frémont 
be elected President of the United Slutes Tum for the people 
in their majesty rising above the Law and leaders, taking the 
power into their own hands, going by concert or nol hy con- 
cert and laying the strong arm of southern freemen upon the 
Treasury and archives of the Government.”? 


Monstrous idea, unprovoked, unpardonable, 
and notonly villainous but superlatively treason- 
able; a disunionist ever since he could think, and 
with infamous and treacherous words inculcating 
his sentiments among the people, counseling and 
advising them to resist by force the laws of the 
Government, tear the Constitution and trample it 
under foot, and mareh as thieves and robbers to 
the capital of the nation and steal the money of the 
people and possess the archives of the Govern- 
ment. -And if he were the commander of an army 
he would never post-a sentinel who would not 
swear. that slavery was right. Then he would 
not place as a sentinel my honorable friend from 
Ohio, (Mr. Cox,} who, in his speech the other 
day, declared. that the Democratic party North 
was an anti-slavery party. Fie would not place 
him on the watch-tower of the southern confed- 
eracy, but would denounce him as a traitor anda 
coward, because he was notin favor of the exten- 
sion of slavery. 

Mr.COX. To what gentleman from Ohio does 
the member from Kentucky refer? 

Mr. SMITH. I refer to you, sir. ` i 

Mr. COX. The gentleman misrepresents my || 
remarks, and I know he will allow me to correct |! 
him. I-never held the doctrine here, or at any | 


Douglas. 


j fairly 


time, that the Democratie party was an anti- |; 
slavery party. | said distinetly that it was neither |! 
anti-slavery nor pro-slavery, but that it was in | 
favor of the very doctrine enunciated by the gen- |) 
t 
j 
i 


tleman from Kentucky, of non-intervention by 
Congress or the Federal Government with that 
business, leaving the people of the States aud Ter- 
ritories the full control of their domestic affairs: 


“Fhe gentleman, I-know,- would not misrep- 
resent me.: In that 1-differed- with the southern 
secessionists; in that l never had any affiliation 
withthe men from whom ‘he quotes, and he isin 
the same category precisely that f am-in that re- 
gard, unless he has changed his opinion since he 
voted against’ Abraham Lincoln and for John 
Bell, who is now in rebellion. 

Mr. SMETH. .1 beg the gentleman’s pardon; 
I did not vote for Beh.. . Š 

Mr. COX.. Then you must have voted for 


Mr. SMITH.. Idid. on. 

Mr. COX. That makes, the case stronger 
against the gentleman, for he is attacking now 
the men. who stood by. Mr. Douglas here, and 
who have been fighting the abolitionists of the 
North and the secessionists of the South. "Why 


-did not the gentleman vote for Abraham Lincoln? 


Mr, SMITH. I feel, sir, that the spirit of Ste- 
phen A. Douglasis hovering around me now, and 
that he is indorsing every loyal sentiment that I 
utter. He issaying to the gentleman from Ohio, 
“ Woe be unto you; you have departed from the 


truth.” - [Laughter and applause in the galle- 
ries.] 
Mr. COX. I did not know that the gentleman 


was one of the executors of Stephen A. Douglas, 
nor do I know by what peculiar authority he 
speaks for him. i, 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I cannot yield for 
a speech. 

Mr.COX. ‘The gentleman has been very kind 
and courteous, and 1 would not take the liberty 
of making aspeech during his time. I only want 
to know what peculiar authority he has to speak 
for the spirit of the departed statesman of Illinois. 
If he gets it from any peculiar relations he held 
with Judge Douglas, 1 would like to know it. I, 
sir, have indorsed the doctrines of Mr. Douglas 
in times of peril here, when the gentleman was 
not here to assist us. E made the first speech in 
this Hall against these secessionists, backing him 
upall thetime. {have never departed from them, 
and the gentleman knows that; and when he rep- 
resents me otherwise he does not represent me 
„or those Democrats who parted with the 
southern men for the purpose of holding the Gov- 
ernment together by all the means in their power. 

Mr. SMITH. The gentleman asks me by what 
authority I can state that I am incommunication 
with the spiritof the departed Douglas. [ under- 
stand from the good Book that all good, honest, 


and liberal spirits communicate with one another, 


1 believe in the doctrine; and I believe also that 
there is an impassable gulf between the good and 
the bad, and hence Tam not surprised that the 
gentleman has never heard from Stephen A. Doug- 
das since he departed.  [Laughter.] 


Now, sir, | come back to the question, Ido 


| not intend to misrepresent my friend from Ohio, 


for heis a good and amiable gentleman, and I like 
him much. I tried in 1863 to meet him on the 
stump in Ohio, when he was canvassing for Mr. 
Vallandigham, when I wasspeaking for Brough, 
in order that 1 might stop him in his mad career 
and bring him back to the truth. But he was so 
swift I could not overtake him. Sir, I understood 
him to say clearly, in the speech he made the other 
day, that the Democratic party North was not a 
pro-shivery party. 1 so understood him, and I 
ask him now if I do not quote him correctly. 
Please answer yes or no. 

Mr. COX. {said it was neither anti-slavery 
nor pro-slavery. 

Mr. SMITH. Ah! Mr. Speaker, E see that 
same old Democratic spirit is in him. He is dis- 
posed to dodge onall occasions, and you cannot 
bring him up to the point. 

Now, sir, whatever has been, or may be to- 
day, the opinion of that party at the North, I 
know what the opinion of the southern Democ- 
racy has been for years, and whatits allies atthe 
North are to-day. In 1856, Mr. Butler, of South 
Carolina, said: 

When Frémont is elected we must rely upon what we 
have, a good State government. Every Governor of the 


| South should cali the Legisiature of bis State together, and | 


have measures of the South decided upon. Tf they aidnot, | 
and submit to the degradation, they would deserve the fate of 


| slaves. Ishould advise my Legislature to go at the tap of a 
i drum? 


This man held a high place in the councils of 
the nation. A Senator from his State in Congress, 
and yet with bold and defiant words advising re- i 


sistance to his Government and the secession of 
his State. 

Notenly did Representatives of the South thus 
speak, but-the papers of every description taught 
their treason. Listen to the language of the 
Charleston Mereury, the recognized organ of the 
South Carolina Democracy. It says: 

“Upon the policy of dissolving the Unipn, of separating 
from her northern enémies, and establishing a southern 
confederacy, parties, presses, politicians, and people are a 
unit. There is not a single public man in her limits, not one 
of her present Representatives or Senators in Congress who 
is not pledged to the lips in favor of disunton.”” 

All the members of Congress in the Senate and 
the House pledged as far back as 1856 to dis- 
union, and sworn to il. 

Again, sir, during the presidential campaign of 
1856, the Washington correspondent of the New 
i Orleans Delta wrage as follows: 

“It is already arranged in the event of. Frémont’s elec- 
tion, or a failure to clect by the people, to call the Legis- 
latures of Virginia, South Carolina, and Georgia, to concert 
measures to withdraw from the Union before Frémont can 
get possession-of the Army and Navy and purse-strings of 
Goverumpnt. Governor Wise is already actively at work 
in the matter. The South can rely on the President in the 
emergency coutemplated.”? 

Who was President at that time? Franklin 
Pierce,of New Hampshire! And yet this writer 
says they can rely upon the President in the event 
that Mr. Frémontis elected to seize the Treasury 
and the archives of the nation, and involve this 
country in civil war, secession, and rebellion. I 
have read the evidence against you. : 

Butagain, Judge Daily, of Tennessee, advising 
the dissolution of the Union, said: 

“ During the presidential contest Governor Wise had 
addressed letters to all the southern Governors, and the 
one to the Governor of Florida had heen shown him, in which 
| Governor Wise suid he had an army in readiness to prevent 
| Frémont from taking his seat if elected, and asking the co- 
operation of those to whom he wrote.” 


| Now, where are the men who spoke of freedom 
of thought, of freedom of the press, and freedom 
of action? Here are the men who denounced it, 
and who allege that if the American people shall 
say that this man or that man or the other man 
| shall be President of the United States then will 
they go into. rebellion, and then will they sever 
every tie that has bound them to the Government 
of their fathers, Is that anything. less than the 
| suppression of free thought, free action, and the 
| constitutional right of the American people to be 
governed by the men of their choice? It has been 
| the great theory of the American people, up to 
this time, that whenever we elected a President 
| the minority would submit. When the Demo- 
cratic and Whig parties were. in vogue, if the 
| Whig party succeeded the Democrats always sub- 
mitted, and if the Democrats succceded the Whigs 
submitted. But now we are told. by these gen- 
tlemen that this thing has been brought upon us 
| by tbe abolitionists of the North; that but for the 
| abolitionists these questions would never have 
| been sprung upon us; that Chase and Seward 
l and Frémont and Lincoln were abolitionists, and 
| 
j 
| 
i 
i 
i 


| therefore sectional men, and therefore that neither 
; of them ought to be permitted to take the place of 
! Chief Exeecutiveof the American nation, Ifthey 
| are abolitionists, what made them so? Before I 
i answer that question allow me a word, These 
gentlemen say that the abolitionists prolong this 
war, and if there had been no abolitionists there 
l would have been no rebellion. Admitthat. Then 
| if there had been no slavery there would have 
been no abolitionists. If slavery is the cause of 
abolitionism, and abolitionism is the cause of the 
| rebellion, then slavery is the cause of the rebel- 
| lion. I say to you, sir, I say to this House, I 
| say to this country, that | believe as solemnly as 
| Tam standing here to-day that slavery is the cause 
! of this war, and consequently [am for removing 
that cause. [Loud applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. VOORHEES. | trust that the present ot- 
cupant of the Chair will not any longer attempt 
to deceive the House by his calls to order, No- 
| body can be deceived in that way. The:side of 
the Elouse to which I belong is sick and tired of 
the pretenses of the person who now occupies the 
Chair to keep order. 

Mr. GRINNELL. [call the gentleman to or- 
der. He has no right to reflect upon the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
i from Indiana is not in order, and will take his 
seat. 


"Mr. SMITH. Thope,sir, if 1 haveany friends 
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in the gallery they will keep their feet still and 
their hands in their pockets till E finish my speech. 
Icharge upon the Democratic party that while 
it was in power, and while it controlled the des- 
tinies of this nation, it initiated this rebellion. And 
in addition to the evidence alread y adduced, | will 
cite a paragraph from a confederate paper, pub- 
lished in Alabama, which says: 
“No one can be deceived as to what are the objects of 
the Charleston convention. Listen to. what their men say: 
i want the cotton States precipitated into a revolu- 
tion’— W. L. Yancey. 


“éLeh had the power 1 would dissolve this Government 
2, H 


intwo minutes? —J. T. Morgan. 
f <Let us Dre 
Government.’— George Gayle. 
“4 Resistance! resistance to death against the Govern- 
ment is what we want now.’—David Hubbard.” 


There can be no misunderstanding of this lan- | 


guage, and how earnest they were has only been 
roven by the troubles, secession, and war of the 
fast three years and now. : 

But farther, sir, Mr. Curry, of Alabama, a 
meémber at that time of this House, with the oath 
‘warm upon his lips to support and defend the 
Constitution and Government, said: 

However distasteful it may be to my friend from New 
Hampshire, (Mr. Cuanrx,] howevermuch itmay revolt the 
public sentiment or conscience of this country, I am not 
ashamed or afraid publ 
William FE Seward, or Salmon P, Chase, orany other such 
representative of the Republican party, upon a sectional 
platform, ought to be resisted to the disruption of every tie 
that binds this Confederacy together? 

_ All thePresidents from the organization of the 
Government had been of the Democratic party 
with but few exceptions; all of Congress for nearly 
the whole life ofthe country had been in the posses- 
sion and control of this party; the courts and all 
the foreign ministers, together with the tremen- 
dous patronagg; yet with all this, and while all 
these mento whom [ have referred, with hundreds 
ofothers, were bere and over the North and South 
making their vile and rebellious speeches, their 
ideas of the liberty of speech and the press and 
the largest liberty of debate, now so eloquently 
reflected by the fragment of that party here, 
never admitted or dreamed of admitting the can- 
didate for the Presidency, Mr. Frémont, much 


less Seward, or Chase, or Lincoln, ov any other | 


man of their political faith, to any of these privi- 
leges they now so loudly claim, anywhere south 
of Mason and Dixon’s line. No, sir, freedom of 


specch and the press was hushed in that section of | 


country and attempted to be beaten down here in 
the Capitol of your nation. But the time is com- 
ing and fast approaching when, thank God, there 
will be all over this land freedom of speech, of 
the press, and the largest liberty. Mr. Frémont 
was defeated, Buchanan elected; this gave the 
party four years’ time to prepare for the more 
perfect dismemberment of the Government, upon 
which they had already determined. With the 
election of Mr. Buchanan there was acquiescence 
on the part of Whigs, Americans, Republicans, 
and Abolitionists; no forts were taken, no States 
seceded, na mints robbed, no soldiers of the Re- 
public held as prisoners and enemies, no citizens 
slaughtered or Imprisoned. No, sir, noteven did 
those men referred to by the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Furnanpvo Woop] as disunionists 
raise au arm or offer the slightest resistance. 
Buton the other hand, how different in 1860, 
when another presidential election took place, 
and one which resulted in the election of aman 
not more sectional, but far more patriotic (L beg 
pardon for the comparison) than the favorite can- 
didate of the South, John ©. Breckinridge. Long 


before Mr. Lincoln was inaugurated President | 
of the United States, ay, on the very day it was | 


announced to the American people that he was 
elected President, it was telegraphed from South 
Carolina to Washington that the secession of that 
State was a foregone conclusion. Notonly that, 


but December 20, 1860, South Carolina seceded; 


January 7, 186], Florida seceded; Mississippi | 
went out January 9; January 11 Alabama se- i 
ceded; on the 16ch of the same month Louisiana | 


seceded; Georgia on the 18th of January: Ar- 
kansas May 6; North Carolina the 21st of May, 
and Tennesssee the Istday of May; Texas Feb- 
ruary 5; Virginia April 17. Look atthis record, 


gentlemen, and blush for the party you claim to- | 


day to. be the only salvation for the country, and 
the action the leaders induced the people of the 
States to take, nearly all of them before Mr. Lin- 
coln was Inaugurated. 


in 


i 
k up this rotten, stinking, and oppressive 


to avow that the election of | 


p 


| the Constitution. 


But let us go further and see what these south- 
ern people did while they yet had all the power 
in the Government, the Treasury, archives, Army 
and Navy... These States went into rebellion on 
the days | have given, and began their dceeds.of 
capture and plunder, as was their plan. January 
2, 1861, South Carolina troops took possession of 
Fort Johnson; Fert Pickens December 27, 1860. 
This fort costthe Government $53,8U9. Anderson 
was compelled to evacuate Fort Moultrie Decem- 
ber 26, 1860. January 3, 1861, Fort Pulaski, in 
Georgia, was seized, costing the Government as 
it did $988,859. Fort Jackson, costing the Gov- 
ernment $182,000, was occupied January 3, 1861. 
Fort Clinch, Amelia Island, Florida, cost $170,000, 
in January, 1861. Fort Marion, St. Augustine 
Island, Florida, January 7, 1861, cost $51,000. 
Fort Barrancas, Pensacola, January 12, 1861. Fort 
MeRac cost $444,426. Pensacola seized January 
12, 1861. Fort Morgan seized January 4, 1861, 
cost $1,242,552. Fort Gaines was seized January 


4, 1861, cost $221,500. Fort on Ship Island Jan- | 


uary 20, 1861. Fort St. Philip, near New Or- 
leans, seized January 10, 1861, cost $258,734. 
Fort Livingston, seized January 10, 1861, cost 
$362,379. Fort Brown, Texas, March 5, 1861. 
Fort Smith, Arkansas, taken April 21, 1861, with 
stores, &., valued at $300,000. Nearly the whole 
of this unlawful and rebellious work had been 
done while the Democratic party was in power. 

The then President of the United States, as 
abominable a traitoras cver trod God’s footstool, 
held that no State had a right to secede, but that 
there was no power under the Constitution to 
coerce a State that did secede. Tle thus fulfilled 
the prediction of Brooks, of SouthCarolina, when 
he said that Pierce would conform to their wishes 
and Jet them go. 


And not only that, Mr. Speaker, but while he’ 


was President of the United States and had his 
Cabinet here to maintain the Constitution and en- 
force the laws, he allowed that man Floyd to steal 
from the Government of the United States over 
seventy-five thousand stand of arms, and to dis- 
tribute them throughout what now constitutes the 
“southern confederacy.” Seventeen thousand 
were sent to Charleston, twenty-six thousand nine 
hundred to North Carolina, twenty-two thousand 
to Augusta, Georgia, thirty-one thousand to Ba- 
ton Rouge. He had distributed the arms all 
through the South. He had sent our Army out 
to Utah to “ subjugate”? Brigham Young because 
he had forty-five wives more than he had. And 
so it was with the Navy. Our ships had been 
distributed over every ocean, sothat when the act 
of secession came we had neither Army vor Navy 
to bring these men back to obedience to the laws. 
And yet men rise upon this floor and declare that 
these are merely erring brethren, and the only 
way to bring them back is, in the language of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop,] by peace, glorious peace! Go, if you 
please, to the butde-fields of Gettysburg, of Chat- 
tanooga, of Chickamauga, of Shiloh, of Donelson, 
of Chancellorsville, and Fredericksburg, and there 
count the hundreds of thousands of graves of men 
from New York and Pennsylvania, and from all 
the loyal States ofour country, and weep jn shame 
for the utterance here of sentiments in favor of 
treating with the men who have thus butchered 
your sons and brothers with malice and premed- 
HALON. 

Sir, men talk about reconecillation with the South. 
Why, sir, whenever you have spoken of.reconcili- 
ation they have scorned your advances. When- 
ever a southern man has dared to utter a sentiment 
of loyalty to the Government of the United States 
he has been driven out, naked and homeless, to 
find a shelter only among those who are loyal to 
Go count to-day the hundreds 
who lurk in the mountains of East Tennessee, try- 
ing to escape from the guerrillas of the southern 
confederacy. Go ask your Maynard, who stood 
on this floor in advocacy of the Government and 
the Union, and the enforcement of the laws, and 
the protection of the rights and privileges of the 
southern people, how he was driven from his home 
and hunted by blood-hounds—ay, by hell-hounds 
—to bring him, as they said, to justice for the com- 
ission of treason against this odious and damna- 
ble rebellion. Goask the old grandsires who have 
been driven out naked aud hungry from their hum- 
ble homes upon the hill-sides and in the valleys, 
what story they have to tell of this “southern con- 


| gress of the United States. 


federacy,”’ and its. sympathizers:and: minions in 
the North. .Go ask them of all. the crimes that 
have heen committed against them, then come with 
that long catalogue of crime and infamy;.and ask 
me to take counsel with-oxr to recognize those meni 
who would propose their recognition} And-yet 
the gentleman from Ohio, in all his long. speech} 
and with all his denuhciation of Abraham Lincoln 
and the policy of his Administration, had io word 
to utter against the man who now sits-at the head 
of ihe southern confederacy, and who issued ħis 
proclamation saying that if within forty days the 
people of that country did not come within. thejus 
risdiction, obey thelaws.of the.“ southern confeds 


| eracy,”’ and.take the oath of allegiance to it, then 


their property-would be confiscated ;and they must 
leave.the lines of the ‘southern confederacy:??. 
Nota word was uttered against him when: he ute 
tered his sentiments on the report of the commits 
tee of thirty-three, composed of abolitionists,:if 
you choose to call thein, so, proposing'to amend 
the national Constitution in such way thatslavery, 
that vexed question, should be confined: to the 
States and never more interfered with, and thatthe 
Constitution in that respect should be unamend+ 
able. These men of the South rejected these over» 
tures and spurned their offer, and in choosing res 
bellionin preference to thiscompromiseand union, 
they found men at the North who sympathized 
with them. ` My honorable friend from Ohio [Mr 
Cox] clectioneered for, all over the State of Ohio, 
and indorsed the gentleman who declared upon 
this floor by resolution that he was in favor of 
dividing this country into four parts. I remem- 
ber to have heard General Sigel, the gallant Qer- 
man who is now ip command in West Virginia, 
say ina speech in New York, “The only solu- 
tion I can give to the matter is, that he wants to 
divide the country into four ‘leetle empires’. that 
he may be ‘leelle emperor’ of one of them.” 
{Laughiter.} 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have no friendship what» 


| ever for the political opinions of the gentleman 


from Ohio on my left, [Mr. Lone,] but I have a 
high regard for him personally. [think he isa 
very clever gentleman. He made his speech in 
my absence, and he made it from my seat,-sir, 
[Laughter.] He left his own seat where: he con- 
cocted all the badness that is in that speech, and 
all that was in it that is abominable, and came 
over to my seat to utter it, Was there ever such a 
desecration of a loyal seal on the face of the earth? 
{Laughter} And- he not only took my seat in 
my absence, but he referred to me as one who, 
having been once in the Army, had very willingly 
and anxiously resigned my position in the Army 
to take a seat in the Congress of the United States; 
and he not only referred to me but to other gen- 
eral oflicers. now on this floor. Sir, I did resign 
my position in the Army to take a seat here; and 
I did it for the reason: that the loyal people, the 
war people of my district, sent me here. They 
knew that the Cincinnati district in Ohio might 
send here a man who would not favor a suppres- 
sion of the rebellion, and hence they sent me to 
counteract his influence, and, thank God, I have 
been willing to doit. The gentleman says that 
i was willing, more than willing, to quit my place 
in the Army to take a seat in this House, and in 
another place he says that he is willing to pour 
out his life’s blood for the salvation of this Union. 
How much blood did heever spill? Notan ounce, 
nota drop. He never heard a cannon fired.. He 
never saw a battery in the field in his life. When 
he has been in the field for two years and a half 
as l have been, it will be time, and only then the 
lime, for him to talk about saving this country 
with his life’s blood. He saysalso that these men 
are peculiarly anxious to be reélected tothe Con» 
Lam inclined to think 
that the loyal people of Cincinnati will. not.be 
anxious to prolong liis congressional career, for, 
having twice since his election repudiated the doc- 
trines upon which he stands, they will-send an- 
otber and a better man in his place. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have been an observer, 
to some extent, of the history of this war and 
the position gentlemen have taken; and I desire 
to say now that I have come to the conclusion 
that the members from the North who, in spite 
of the taunts and jeers and insults thathave been 
heaped upon them by. this. southern: confederacy, 
still pander to the interests of the South, and are 
not to-day willing-to subdue it.and bring it back 
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to the Government; are either traitors in: theit 
heats -or cowards; {Suppressed applause.] 
<Mr Speaker, men may differ as to-the policy 
dfthis Administration: They may think that 
this measure -or that measure -is-wrong. /Fhat 
is'pevfectly legitimate: They: have ree to-do 
that;andd accord to them thatrighte But there 
isadifference between policy-and truth and princi- 
ples The old Democratic and. Whig parties dif- 
fered only: as to policy: There was no difference 
asto principle: ‘They had both believed, or de- 
elnred, whether- they ` believed-it or not, that it 
was the duty of the Government to:maintain it- 
gelf; thatit was the duty: ofall to submit-to the 
‘powers that were; whether in peace or war, to 
‘pustain the Government. - Our motto, brother 
- Democrats—or rather those who-were my brother 
Democrats in-1646—was, ‘Our country, right or 
wrong.” We went into the -field under that 
‘motto. But “to-day, while we may disapprove 
of and ‘abhor. the policy of the Administration, 
our great. duty is to sustain and uphold the Gov- 
ernment and to put down this rebellion; to sub- 
jugate the: rebel States, if need be; to extermin- 
ate those in armed rebellion against the Govern- 
faent, and to populate the country with a better 
‘people. 
Pe ow, sir, we hear a great deal of talk about 
subjugation. ‘The word subjugation, as I under- 
stand it, only means to bring within the power 
of the Government, by force, those who are inre- | 
bellion. Why, sir, under the laws of your States 
and municipalities, you bring to the gallows a man 
for the commission of murder. Shall you not 
bring-him to the same sentence and judgment for 
the commission of treason? For in the commis- 
sion of treason hecommits many murders, and 
should be punished. ; 

{Here the hammer. fell.] 

Mr, PENDLETON obtained the floor. 

Mr.SMITH. I hope the House will allow me 
afew moments more. I think I yielded. fifteen 
minutes of my time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iwill with the greatest 
pleasure yield to the gentleman if there be no ob- 
jection. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. SMITH. [have but a word more to add. 
In times like these the feeling of the American 
people, and, above all, the feeling of this Con- 
gress, should be in perfect unison for the putting 
‘down of this rebellion. Do you expect to have 
peace until this rebellion is put down? The gen- 
tleman from Ohio on my left [Mr. Lone] would 
recognize the southern confederacy, Does hesup- 

pose that we would give up the Mississippi river? 
‘oes he suppose we will give up ‘Tennessee and 
Virginia? Does he suppose we will give up all 
the territory which we have conquered from this 
so-called southern confederacy? If he does, | 
believe from the very depth of my heart that he 
is. a fit candidate for Jeff. Davis’s cabinet. All 
men who believe in the recognition of the south- 
ern confederacy should define their position like 
men and go there. Let the men who believe in 
the recognition of the southern confederacy say 
so boldly, and not by their actions and votes and 
conduct give aid and comfort to the rebellion, 
and yet live under the protection of our Govern- 
ment and. armies. 

_ Mr. Speaker, is it better to suppress this rebel- 
lion and subjugate, if you please, those who are 
in arms against the Government, and make a 

- great.and glorious Unien of all these States; or is 
it better to let them go, and have our country 
separated into small divisions and subdivisions, 
with its various powers conflicting with one an- 
other? No man who is a patriot, no man who is 
a statesman, no man who is a philanthropist can 
look upon the one side without mortification and 
sorrow, or upon the other without a determina- 
tion to prosecute this war to a successful termin- 
ution in the restoration of the whole country to 
the Government of the United States. I have 
looked in days gone by upon this Government, 
with. its thirty-four States, as a beautiful, power- 
ful, grand, intelligent, and magnificent Govern- 
ment, stretching from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
slope, and from Maine to Florida, with its beau- 
tiful prairies, and its uplifted mountains kissing || 
the clouds that God has lowered over them, and || 
with all of its people free, glorious, and benevo- | 
lentin sentiment and feeling, as one of the grandest į 
and-sublimest spectacles en the face of the earth. { 
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Sir, looking down through the vista of time, 
methinks I see one hundred free States, such as 
we have to-day, with three hundred million free- 
men within their limits, with none to call them. 
slaves, who acknowledge no master but the God 
who made them and breathed into their souls the 
breath-of life; with such a country, with our in- 
stitutions free and independent, with churches 
upon. every hill-top, and school-houses in every 
valley, with our people mingling together as one 
people, speaking one tongue, and with one feel- 
ing of desire for the perpetuity of our glorious 
institutions, then, indeed, can all of us gather 
together, and our children and our. children’s 
children gather together, and unite in the beauti- 
ful and elegant words: 

s¢Pjag of the free hearts’ hope and home, 

By angel hands to valor given, 


Whose stars have lit the welkin dome, 
And ali thy hues were born in heaven. | 


« Forever float that standard sheet! 
Where breathes the foe but falls before us; 
With freedom’s soil beneath our feet, 
And freedom’s banner waving o’er us.” 


God grant that that may be the destiny of the 
American people! 

Mr. PENDLETON obtained the floor. 

Mr. COX. Will my colleague yield to mea 


few moments for a personal explanation in refer- 


‘ence to remarks made by the gentleman who has 


just taken his seat, [Mr. SmitH?] 

Mr. PENDLETON. It will give me great 
pleasure to do so if the House will concur in it. 
1 do not ask any addition to my time. 

Mr. GRINNELL objected. 

Mr. COLFAX. My impression is that the 
gentleman has a right to yicld to another fora 
personal explanation, under the rules. 

Mr. COX. | will not take up the time of my 
colleague now. I perhaps may have an oppor- 
tunity to respond to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Kentucky at another time, and I shall doit 
then more triumphantly after more preparation. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I have purposely re- 
frained till this moment from taking part in this 
discussion. I desired to wait until gentlemen upon 
this side and upon the other side of the Chamber 
should have said all they thought proper to say 
by way of criticism on the speech of my friend 
and colleague, [Mr. Lone.] 1 desired that gen- 
tlemen upon the other side of the Chamber, the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] my two 
colleagues from Ohio, [Mr. Scuencx and Mr, 
Sravina,] and the gentlemen from Indiana, [Mr. 
Ortn and Mr. Dumont,] should have poured 
out the vials of their wrath upon the Democratic 
party. I desired that the vocabulary of invective 
and vituperation should be entirely exhausted. I 
knew it was inevitable. I desired that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Surry] should have 
made his speech, in which, though it wasan hour 
long, he did not once allude to the question 
which is pending. I desired that all the side is- 
sues should have been made, that every attempt 
to draw off attention from the only question be- 
fore us should have been fully tried; and then I 
intended to ask the House to come back to the 
consideration of this resolution. 

E, sir, shallnot follow those gentlemen. I shall 
reply to none of their partisan crirainations, 
They do not touch the marrow of this question. 
They are unworthy of the dignity of this debate. 
I shall not express my opinion as to the sound- 
ness or unsoundness of the views of my col- 
league. I will be Jed into no side issues; I will 
be diverted inno respect from the question before 
us. Its solution depends in no degree upon the 
opinion of any gentleman as to the soundness of 
the views of my colleague, or as to the wisdom 
or propriety of their utterance at this time. 

This question rises to a higher dignity. It is 
important to my colleague personally; it is im- 
portant to every member of this House in his 
personal relations; but it is far more important 
inasmuch as it touches the organization of this 
House, the organization of the Government itself. 
Ishall therefore neither participate in partisan 
discussion, nor retort the partisan allusious which 
have been made. I shall confine myself, as nearly 
as I can, to the question involved in the resolu- 
tion of the Speaker. I shall endeavor to rise to 
the height of this great subject, and if 1 shall not 
be able to do justice tothe argument, I will atleast 
do justice to myself and to. my own appreciation 
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of the -spirit in which it ought to be discussed: 


And as Ishall not discuss the soundness of the 
views of my colleague, so I desire to say that no 
person who has spoken had authority to do so for 
me. I shall notin thisdebate assent to nor dis: 
sent from those views. -I-have attended no caus 
cus called either to indorse or repudiate them. F., 
do not know thatany such has been held; certainly 

none has been held with my concurrence. 7 

Where are we? In a ‘deliberative assembly 
whose chief function is discussion. Why were 
we brought here? Primarily that we might rep- 
resent the views of our constituents; and next, 
that by comparison of opinions, by argument, by 
persuasion, by addressing the reason and con- 
sciences of each other, we might be brought into 
accord and devise a system of legislation which 
would contribute to the welfare of the people, — 
and, by consequence, to the perpetuation and the 
glory of the Government. What questions are 
brought before us? What questions are now 
pending upon your table? Conscription, confis- 
cation, taxation, recruiting, the reconstruction of 
State governments, and amendments of the Con» 
stitution, and underneath them all lies the great 

uestion of the further prosecution of this war. 
The President of the United States, in his mes- 
sage at the beginning of this session, told us that 
he had issued a proclamation of emancipation, 
and that so Jong as he remained in his present 
position he would neither recall nor modify it. 
And yet we all know that proclamation is as 
worthless as the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Davis] declared it to be—as the paper on which 
it is written, unless enforced by the power of our 
armies. The President told us-that he hadissueda 
proclamation ofamnesty, that those who will take 
the oath of allegiance and swear obedience to his 
proclamations shall have authority to reorganize 
the State governments, even though they be but 
one tenth part of the population, and that he will 
maintain those State governments by all the 
“power of our arms. 

Following immediately upon that message 
came a call for three hundred thousand men,and 
afterwards a call for two hundred thousand more. 
As a direct consequence, inevitably, we have had 
here conscription bills, a deficiency bill of more 
than a hundred milliondollars, and regular appro- 
priation bills for the Army for $500,000,000, for 
the Navy for $150,000,000, and for miscellaneous 
purposes $200,000,000 more. Taxation is neceg- 
sary to raise this money, and we have tax bills. 
Loans are necessary, and we have loan bills, 
Greed of gain must be satisfied, and we have con- 
fiscation bills. Those bills are pending. They 
are before the House, My colleague must con- 
sider them; he must vute upon them. His duty 
and his oath require it, The solution ofall these 
questions, the propriety and necessity of passing 
these bills, depend upon the single question 
whether or not this war shall be further prosecu- 
ted, and ifso, in what manner and for what pur- 

ose? This lies at their very foundation. It is 
the base of the pyramid of legislation which ia 
sought to be built up. 

My colleague (Mr. Lone] at the time appro- 
priated for debate, at the only time when by the 
rules he could do so, rose in this place and deco- 
rously, decently—violating none of the proprietiea 
of debate—with calmness and moderation and 
dignity, witha sincerity which has not been ques- 
tioned, appealing to God for the purity of his mo- 
tives, and to his constituents for the wisdom of 
his views—proceeded to discuss that question 
without the consideration of which none of the 
measures now pending before you can ke honesdly 
developed or fairly decided. 

He said that he belicves this war to have been 
begun uncoristitutionally, to have been prosecuted 
in an unwise and improper manner. He said 
that the experience of three years had led his 
mind to the conclusion that it can never result 
in a restoration of the Union, butonly in the de- 
struction of our republican system at the North; 
that it ought to cease immediately, even at the ex- 
pense of recognizing the independence of the con- 
federate States; and he enforced his views by ap- 
peals to your reasons, to your judgments, to the 
highest-motives by which legislators can be gov- 


! erned; he asked you to weigh hisarguments and 


if you could honestly agree with him toassentto 


his conclusions. Willany gentleman tell me that 
this is not legitimate debate? Will any gentle- 
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man tell me that these are not legitimate consid- 
erations and pertinent to the matter before the 
House? Will any gentleman who has enjoyed 
that freedom of debate which has alwaysreigned 
in this Hall and throughout this country tell me 
that my colleague should be limited toa narrower 
scope? 

Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to be misunder- 
stood. The House has ample power to preserve 
decorum in debate. It has power to expel a 
member who, by reason of crime or personal 
turpitude, has rendered himself unfit to perform | 
the duties or enjoy the immunities of member- 
ship; but it is not within the constitutional power 
of the House to expel a member for the expres- 
sion of any opinion upon any political question, 
when such expression of opinion is pertinent to 
the measure before it. This doctrine is essential 
to the character of this House as a deliberative 
body. Ifit were notso, we of the minority would 
hold our opinions subject to the will of the ma- 
jority. e would be compelled, at the risk of 
being expelled from this Flouse, to express them 
insuch delicate terms as would not offend the sens- 
itive organization of your loyalty. Sir, delibera- 
tion would bea farce, discussion would be asham, 
the pretense of debate ought to be done away with, 
and this House assume its appropriate position 
asa mere registry of the predetermined purposes 
and preconceived opinions of a majority of its 
members, 

And yet gentlemen will say, as they have re- 
peatedly said, that while this freedom of debate 
ought to be allowed in time of peace, when the 
country is in a state of profound repose, it must 
be curtailed when war exists. I take issue with 
them on that point. The time of war is the 
very time when we should consider these ques- 
tions; then our highest wisdom should be invoked. 
When great dangers threaten the Republic, the 
people, exasperated by the passions which war 
excites, or alarmed at the impending peril, are 
ready to surrender their powers into the hands 
of their rulers. They are embarrassed, anxious, 
longing for peace, hoping success, fearing disas- 
ter. They cannot bear the uncertainties of their 
condition; they desire more vigor, more efficiency, 
more rapidity of action, and they believe they 
have attained them when they heap power on 
their favorites, Then this House should exercise 
the largest liberty of discussion; then it should 
probe to the bottom the policies and motives of 
parties and of men. Were it not so the condi« 
tion of war would perpetuate itself—it would be 
eternal, It would be treasonable in any man to rise 
in his place and say that he was in favor of peace 
upon any other terms than those upon which 
peace might have been originally maintained. 

And why should there not be this free discus- 
sion? We have lost our true appreciation of the 
character of this body. We forget thatarguments 
here are addressed to each other. We are so in 
the habit of magnifying ourselves that we think 
every speech made in this Hall will reach the ear 
of the country. Thatisa mistake. Debate is for 
the members. It is for convincing the judgment 
and influencing the voteof members, The speech 
made by my colleague (Mr. Lone] was addressed 
to you. Are you afraid that his arguments will 
convince you? Are you afraid that they will per- 
suade you to vote with him? Were they so co- 
gent that you fear to trust yourselves? Are you 
afraid that they will produce an effect upon the peo- 
ple? Are youafraid to trust the people? Are you 
afraid to trust the power which is behind you and 
which after two years will fill your places on this 
floor? Why, f repeat, should this speech not be 
heard? Gentlemen have said if—and if, and if— 
somegreatharm might be done to the Government. 
Buthas great harm ever been done by the freedom 
of debate in this Hall? Have you really any fear 
af results injurious to the country? Or is this 


only a pretense under which is vailed your de- | 


termination to gather in and consolidate the opin- 
ion of the country and prevent its wandering, in 
the least degree, from the paths in which you 
intend, if possible, to conduct it? 
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i have said, Mr. Speaker, that the expression 
of an opinion in. this House under the circum- 
stances which I have described, proper in time, 
pertinent to the subject of discussion, is not the 
subjectof punishment. Over it the House has no 
power either of expulsion or of censure or of crit- 
icism. The history of this body, the history of 
all free deliberative assemblies, with almost abso- 
lute uniformity, shows that Iam correct. If there 
are exceptions they are but milestones which mark 
the progress of free debate to its present perfec- 
tion. ‘hey point a moral—I beg gentlemen not 
to forget it now. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] 
told us yesterday that it was not for the expres- 
sion of an opinion, not even for entertaining it, 
that he proposed to exercise the punitive powers 
of the House. He told us the existence of that 
opinion and the evident intention of carrying 
it into effect by his votes on pending questions 
showed that my colleague was unfit to bea mem- 
ber of the House. Indeed! is that true? J had 
supposed opinions were for constituents. I had 
supposed that constituents were to decide whether 
they were wise and sound. [had supposgd that 
the Representative spoke their voice; that his 
place upon this floor was their place, his rights 
their rights, and that the immunities given tohim 
were given for their benefitand protection and not 
for his own. The entertaining of an opinion and 
being willing to express it here! itis tbat which 
makes my colleague an unworthy member of the 
House is it? Suppose his constituents send him 
back, will you again expel him? Will you enact 
again the farce of the British House of Commons 


in the case of Wilkes, and which after years of 


trial it was ébliged to give up? Entertaining 
opinions makes him an unworthy member! 
Why, sir, the opinions of one hundred thousand 
citizens are entitled to your respect; they are en- 
titled to be represented here whether you respect 
them or not; and the man who is chosen to rep- 
resent them holds a seathere as your peer. When 
you expel him you disfranchise them. When 
you expel the Representative you deprive the 
constituents of their voice. And are they to be 
disfranchised until they clecta man whom you 
may designate forthem? This question ig notto 
be evaded. We are not to beded from it by a false 
issue. Weare not to be told this party or that 
party is in the wrong, these conclusions or those 
conclusions are not to be tolerated. I gay this 


House of Representatives must—I speak the word | 


advisediy—must receive the member whom any 
constituency willelect to represent them. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] 
having announced his opinion of the course of my 
colleague, and the reason why he should be pun- 
ished, contented himself with citing twoexamples 
in which the House had exercised this power. 
One was the case of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Harnis,] upon whom a vote of cen- 
sure was passed day before yesterday. This res- 
olution was moved by the gentleman from Hii- 
nois, [Mr. Wasnpurne,] who at the time called 
the previous question. ‘I'he gentleman from Ma- 
ryland [Mr. Davis] is too much of a lawyer to 
think that a case is of much authority when it is 
decided without opportunity for argument. The 
other case, and the only other case to which he 
alluded, was that of Mr. Giddings. In 1842 he 
introduced a resolution in reference to the mutiny 
on the Creole, whereupon a gentleman rose in 
his place and moved that he be censured by the 
House, and he was censured. Does the gentle- 
man think that was a fair case in which to exer- 
cise thispower? Does he approve of the censure? 
Does he believe the casc was fairly within the 
jurisdiction of the House? Ifnot, he willscarcely 
cite it as authority for the exercise of the same 
power in this case, . 

The gentleman will pardon me if I say that he 
diminished very much the force of his argument 
when in conclusion he told us that this was such 
acase that with law oragainst law, under the Con- 
stitution or against the Constitution, he would ex- 
pel my colleague. Ifthat bethe position on which 
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the resolution is placed, if that be the ground u 
which it is offered, if gentlemen abandon all.pre- 
tense that it is according to law, thatit is accord- 
ing to the Constitution, we will meet them on that 
ground also. For the present we prefer to believe 
the House sits under the Constitution; that it is 
organized by the Constitution; that it exercises 
functions which the Constitution. prescribes, and 
that ite powera are limited by tiie Constitution. 
We prefer to leave violations of the Constitution 
to disunionists, whether they be South or North, 
whether they be off or on this floor. ; : 

My colleague from the third. district [Mr. 
Scuencx] places his support of this resolution 
upon another ground. He says that the Consti- 
tution of the United States provides that for sen- 
timents uttered in this House no member shall be 
called in question jnany other place. Ay, itdoes; 
and then, as I would draw the conclusion, theex- 
pression of an opinion in this House upon a sub- 
ject of legislation is, @ fortiori, protected by: the 
| greatest sanctions. A member shall not be called 
in question for a libel uttered upon this floor, nor 
for any offense against private rights. Heis.not 
to be intimidated by fear of the law, whether in- 
voked in the criminal or civil courts of the coun- 
try; and, @ fortiori, he is not to be called in ques- 
tion here by the Flouse itself for the free expres- 
sion of opinion in fair debate. 

You may punish a man for disorderly conduct 
in the presence of the House. The Constitution 
expressly says so. There is the limit to your 
power. You must bring the offense fairly within 
that definition. The construction of those words 
isnottobetoo narrow. Usage has given to them 
a very large scope; necessity, perhaps, has com- 
pelled it; precedent has confirmed it. Yet, after 
all,the offense, unless ithea crime, must be brought 
fairly within the meaning of those words. I take 
it upon myself to say that by no stretch of the 
imagination can the decorous, candid, honest. ex- 
pression of opinion upon a matter of legislation 
pending before the House be construed into dis- 
orderly conduct. D 

Mr. BOUTWELL. If the gentleman will per- 
mit me to interrupt him, I desire to ask a singlo 
question for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
we understood him correctly. Did he say. that 
the power under the Constitution to expel.a mem- 
ber was limited to the cause of disorderly conduct? 

Mr. PENDLETON. | Yes, sir, I said it was 
so limited. {said that every case in which the 
power of censure or expulsion could be invoked 
and exercised by the House for acts done in its 
presence mugi be brought by some latitude of con- 
struction, whether more or lesa broad, within a 
fair interpretation of the words “ disorderly con- 
duct.” ` 

Now, sir, just here I am reminded that two 
gentlemen from Indiana and one gentleman from 
Maryland undertook yesterday to ask us what 
rights of free debate were enjoyed in the congress 
at Richmond. ‘That, sir,is entirely immaterial 
tome. 1 donot know. I do not propose to cite 
them as authority for any purpose. 1 do not pro- 
pose to limit or measure our rights of free debate 
by any rule which they may adopt. It is noth- 
ing to me what their rules allow or their prac- 
tice tolerates. They may be as tyrannical as the 
gentleman from Maryland or the gentlemen from 
Indiana would have us suppose them to be. They 
may be as tyrannical as either of those gentlemen 
would make this House. Do you mean to fol- 
low their example? Do you mean to make thie 
House conform in its rules of order and debate 
to the practice of the congress in Richmond? 

I said a moment ago that the uniform practice of 
deliberative bodies sustained the position which F 
assumed, and that if there were exceptions. they 
were so distinct, so well known, that they served 
| only to mark the progress of legislative bodies 
toward the perfection of free deliberation. 

How was it when John Quincy Adams. pre- 
sented a petition in this House for a dissolution 
ofthe Union? I beg gentlemen to understand that 
I do not introduce this example or others for the 
purpose of comparing the views of my colleague 


a 


off 


‘into ‘the armies of the confederates. Do you not 
‘eall that disorderly conduct? 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. Thatisthe 


‘the resolution on the table. 
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avitl,.the views which were then expressed. I 
adduce it merely as a striking illustration. That 
proposition went tothe very foundation of. the 
Government. It struck at the very root of the 
whole governmental: system.* Yet not in defer- 
ence to the opinions either of Mr. Adams or the 
petitioners, but in deference to the right of free- 
‘dom of debate, the House refused to censure him. 

‘Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I do not 
know whether I understood ‘the gentleman. “I 
‘understood. him to state that under'the Constitu- 
tion, in his judgment, this House had no power 
to expel a member except for disorderly conduct, 
“Mr. PENDLETON, Iwill tell the gentleman 
‘exactly what [ said: I said that to give this 
House jurisdiction to expel a member, the offense 
‘must, by a greater or less latitude of construction, 
be fairly brought within the meaning of the ex- 
pression ‘disorderly conduct.” 
_ Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I believe 
‘that in the last Congress two gentlemen were ex- 
pelled from this House. If T am not mistaken | 
‘the’ gentleman from Ohio voted for their expulsion. 
“Was that for ‘disorderly conduct” in the House? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Who were they? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Mr. Bur- 
nett and Mr. Reed. 
“" Mr. PENDLETON. I voted for their expul- 
sion because they left their places here and went 


gentleman’ definition of disorderly conduct, and 
accept it: x 

Mr. GARFIELD. I dislike to interrupt the 
gentleman, but I wish to ask the gentleman a 
question, not to interfere with the course of his 
argument, but to draw him outupon this subject. 
Suppose Í, in a decorous manner, should rise in 
my plaee and introduce a resolution against the | 
approaching campaign and plans of Grant about 
to be adopted on the Potomac; suppose J, having 
knowledge of those plans, in supportof my argu- 
ment should tell what his plans were in this Elonse, 
should expose them, should state the number of 
men; that one column was going in this direction, 
and another in that; suppose 1, by my speech, 
made in the most becoming manner, as far asstyle 
is concerned, should tell the entire plans and op- 
erations of the campaign just about to commence, 
that would not be discourteous or indccorous; yet 
I ask the gentleman if that would be an offense | 
‘for which I eould be censured or expelled ? 

Mr. PENDLETON, 1 will answer my col- 
league. [fhe obtained these facts and details and 
plans from public newspapers, if they were mat- 
ter of public notoriety, it would be perfectly right 
to use them, and it would not be within the power 
of the House to expel him for their use; if he 
went to the War Department and obtained the | 
knowledge of the facts in confidence from those 
charged with their execution, if heobtained them 
‘surreptitiously, if he obtained them as a member 
of Congress under the seal of confidence which 
exists between officers of the same Government, 
and coming here, having a right to ask this House 
to clase its doors to receive a communication of 
that kind, he should notdo that, bat should make 
his speech the means of communicating informa- 
tion to the enemies of the country, it would be | 
disorderly conduct in the highest possible degree. 

I was about to say'that Mr. Adams in 1842 pre- 
sented a petition for a dissolution of the Union. | 

{t was sent here from Haverhill, Massachusetts. 
Mr. Adams presented it, and asked its reference to 
a solect committee, and immediately Mr. Gilmer, 
of Virginia, and subsequently Mr. Marshall, of | 
Kentucky, moved a resolution of eensure. frec- | 
“ollect the scene. f remember where the old man 
stood in yonder Flall. 1 recollect he rose in his 
place all trembling with excitement, and in one of 
those historic speeches which will live as long as 
the history of the English language shall remain, 
vindicated the right of the people to petition for a 
redress of their grievances, and the right of Repre- | 
sentatives to present their petitions on this floor, | 


And he argued the question against all comers; the | 
liste-were kept open day by day, until, ashamed of | 
the efforts they had made to repress this freedom | 
of debate in the American Congress, the majority, | 
who had at first persistently refused, at last laid | 

an 2 


Gentlemen will say to me this proposition to 


dissolve the Union was made in time of peace. 


Thomas Corwin. in 1847 attacked the Adminis- 


tration upon the policy, the conduct, the origin, 
and the justness of the Mexican war. The ma- 
jority did not agree with him; they abhorred his 
views; but in deference to this great right of free 
debate in a representative body they permitted it 
to pass uncensured. 

Again, in 1856, a Senator from Ohio, Mr. WADE, 
in time of peace, speaking of this Union which 
you now affect so much to revere, used this lan- 
guage: : 

« But southern gentlemen stand here and in almost all 
their speeches speak of the dissolution of the Union as an 
element of every argument, as though it were a peculiar 
condescension on their part that they permitted the Union 
to stand at all. Ef they do not feel interested.in upholding 
this Union, if it really trenches on their rights, if it endan- 
gerg.their institutions to such an extent that they cannot 
feel sccure under it, if their interests are violently assailed 
by means of this Union, J am not one of those whoexpect 
that they will Jong continue under it. [am pot one of those 
who would ask them to continue in sucha Union. It 
would be doing violence to the platform of the party to 
which I belong. 1 see nothing at present whicir I think 
should dissolve it; but if other gentlemen sce it, I say 
again that they have the same interest in maintaining this 
Union, in my judgment, that we of the North have. if 
they think they have not, be itso, You cannot forcibly 
hold men In this Union, for the attempt to do so, it seems 
to me, would subvert the first principles of the Government 
under which we live.” — Congressional Globe, third session 
Thivty-Fourth Congress, vol. 34, p. 25. 

Did Senatorsagree with him? Did they think 
he was correct? ‘Did they believe that there was 
no power of coercion, and that any attempt at co- 
erciow would destroy the principles of the Gov- 
ernment under which we live? Yet the American 
Senate did not think itself called on to passa vote 
of censure or expulsion. 

Again, sir, my venerable colleague on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Srevens] said from his place in this House, 
on the 9th of December, 1862, upon the question 
of the admission of West Virginia: 

«Now, these rebellious States being a power by the ac- 
knowledgment of European nations, and of our owu na- 
lion, subjectand entitled to belligerent rights, have become 
subjectto allthe rmes of war, t bold tig Constitution has 
no longer the leasteffect upon them.” vi * * x 
“ftenee I hold that none of the States now in rebellion 
are entitled to the protection of the Constitution, and I am 


grieved When I hear those high in authority sometimes taik- | 


ing of the constitutional difficaltios of enforcing measures 
against this belligerent power, and the next moment disre- 
garding every vestige and semblance of the Constitution 
by acts which alone are arbitrary.” Ea ka 7 id 

This talk of restoring the + Union as it was under the 
Constitution as itis, is one of the absurdities which I have 
heard Gi i have becomesick of it. his Union can never 
be restored as it was. ‘Phere are many things which ren- 
dersuchaucventimpossible. ‘lhis Union shall never, with 
my consent, be restored under the Constitution as itis, with 
slavery protected by it.’—Congressionat Globe, vol. 47, 
part dy p. do 


That was the Janguage of the gendeman from 


Pennsylvania. I do notcite his language to crit- | 
icise it. 1 will institute no comparison between 


his views and those of my colleague. The gen- 


tleman knows that I entertain for him the kindest | 


personal feeling, and that 1 would say nothing 
offensive to his feelings. Did the House agree 
with him? Did any one ever venture to offer a 
proposition to expel him? He believed it hon- 


estly, he said it legitimately, in the exercise of a 


constitutional right. Sir, I honor him for speak- 
ing it boldly, and I honor this House for not 
having presumed to violate his right to speak it. 
Ang yet E call the attention of my honorable 
friend from Ohio, [Mr. Garririp,] who is so loud 
in his denunciations of our colleague [Mr. Lone] 
for having uttered these sentiments in time of war, 
that evenat the moment when the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania spoke, the hosts were marshaled for 
the fight at Fredericksburg, that even then the 
pause in the click of the telegraph wire which he 
told us was the certain signal that the dread con- 


test of arms had begun, was so distinct that its | 
It was | 
then, when you had sent your soldiers to that field | 
under pretense of maintaining the Union and sap- | 


very silence was heard all over this land. 


porting the Constitution, that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania rose and told you and them and the 
country that the Union never could be restored, 
and that with his consent it never should be. 


On the 11th of February, 1861, Mr. Craige, of | 


North Carolina, introduced a resolution into this 
House requesting the President to acknowledge 
the independence of the southern confederacy, to 
receive its embassadors, and to adjust terms of 
commercial intercourse. By the concurrence of 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Corax] it was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


ci 


Did we have any resolution of censure or expul- 
sion? No member dreamed that it was his duty 
to offer one. 

Need I dwell longer upon this subject? I had 
intended to go back to those splendid demonstra- 
tions of English liberty which occurred at the 
time of our Revolution. I had intended to recall 
to you the words of Lord Chatham uttered time 
and again in the British Parliament against the 
then pending war in America. The inexorable 
hour rule bids me be brief. In January, 1776, 
he said: 

“ The gentleman tells us America is obstinate, America 
is almost in open rebellion. {rejoice that America has re- 
sisted. ‘Three million people so dead to all the feelings of 
liberty as voluntarily to submit to be slaves would have 
been fit instruments to make slaves of the rest.’? 


In November, 1777, eighteen months after the 
Declaration of Independence, after two years of 
war, he said: 


“As to conquest, my lords, I repeat, it is Impossible. 
You may swell every expense and every effort stil more 
extravagantly—pile and accumulate every a nee which 
you can buy or borrow; traffic and barter with every littie 
pitiful German prince that selis and sends his snbjecis to 
the shambles of a forvign prince-—your efforts are forever 
vain and impotent. Jf [were an American as Tam an 
Englishman, while a foreign troop was Janded in my coun- 
try L would never lay downiny arms, never, never, never. 

« But in such a war as this, unjust in its prineiple, im- 
practicable in itsmicans, and ruinous in its consequences, 
¥ would not contribute « single etort nora single shilling.” 


And Mr. Burke, in 1781, after the surrender of 
Yorktown had secured thedefeat of the British in 
America, exclaimed: 

s The noble lord said the war was not disgraceful; it 
was otly unfortunate. For my part p must continue to 
call it disgraceful, not unfortunate. F consider them all 
alike, victories and defeats; towns taken and towns evacu- 
ated; new generals appointed and old generals recatled 5 
they are all alike calamities; they ah spur us on to this 
fatal business, Victories give us hopes; defeats make us 
desperate ; and both instigate us to go on.” i #5 a. 
s “ Give us back our torce nor protract this burdensome, 
disgraceful, for it is not au unfortunate war” 


And yet, were they censured? Did the * first 
gentleman of England ” leave the Speaker’s chair 
to move a vote of censure or expulsion? 

But why go so far back? Within this year, 
in the French Chamber, ‘Thiers, returning after 
twelve years of exile from office and honors, 
raised his voice for the liberty of France: ‘ Give 
us a free press; give us free ballot; give us free 
debate in these halls—these are the essentials of 
free government—and J will be a grateful and obe- 
dient subject of the empire. If you will not, I 
warn you, that as the dauphin did not sueceed 
Louis XVI, as the Duke of Reichstadt did not 
succeed the great Napoleon, as the sons of Louis 
Philippe are now in exile, so neither will this 
imperial prince succeed to the throne of his father 
and perpetuate the dynasty of the second Napo- 
leon.” And when, in thesame debate, Count Mor- 
ny, the President, rudely assailed a speaker who 
uttered like sentiments, and a Councilor of State 
followed it up by the use of the word “ traitor,” 
the indignant members with one accord rose in 
their places and with irresistible authority de- 
manded that the insolent menial of despotic power 
should recall and apologize for the offensive 
word, 

And shall it be said that in the American Con- 
gress there is Jess freedom of debate than in Eng- 
land under the house of Hanover, or in France, 
when she lies a helpless victim, scarce palpitating, 
in the grasp of a Bonaparte? 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mrs Davis 
told us Jast night, in terms of eloquence which 
cannot emulate, that when Lord Chatham, aged, 
feeble, wrapped in flanneland suffering from dis- 
case, came resting upon the arm of his still greater 
son, to address for the last time the British 
House of Lords, and to die upon the floor, he 
came to speak against the dismemberment of the 
British empire. It is true,and what did he say? 
“I told you this war would be disastrous; I pre- 
dicted its consequences; I told you you could not 
conquer America; I begged you to conciliate 
America; you would not heed my advice, You 
have exhausted the country; you have sacrificed 
its men; you have wasted its treasures; you have 
driven these colonies to declare: their independ- 
ence; you have driven them into the arms of our 
ancientand hated enemy, and now, without strik- 
inga blow, without firing a shot, cowardly under 
difficulties as you were traculent in success, you 
propose to yield through fear to France what you 
have refused as justice to America.” Did it not 


other Chatham may come to this House and hurl 
against those who are now in power these bitter 
denunciations because they bave shown them- 
selves unable to make an honorable peace even as 
they bave been unable to make a victorious war? 

The gentleman from Maryland besought the 
House neverto be swerved from its fixed purpose 
to prosecute the war ‘with the last dollar and 
the last man.’? Sir, his reading told him such 
stinging exhortation would full soon be needed. 
In November, 1781, after Cornwallis had surren- 
dered Yorktown and the last battle of the Revo- 
lution had been fought, the House of Commons 
in its address to the throne assured his Majesty 
that it would vote all the resources of the empire 
to suppress rebellion in America. In March of 
the next year, in theearly spring, in less than six 
months, that same House of Commons voted those 
were enemies to the vealm who advised the fur- 
ther prosecution of the war. And here this House 
this morning voted down. the Crittenden resolu- 
tion, which less than three years ago was passed 
with only two dissenting votes. 

The gentleman from Maryland paid a splendid 
tribute to the power of public opinion. He com- 
pared it to the sca, whose tidal waves obey the 
fickle bidding of the moon, and roll and swelland 
sway with restless and resistless force, and yet 
constitute the level from which all height is meas- 
ured. “ But, like the ocean,” said he, “it has 
depths whose cternal stillness is the condition of 
its stability. Those depths of opinion are not 
free.” Did he forget what 

ower Wood the slimy bottom of the deep 
And mocked the dead bones which lay scattered by??? 


* * * * * K * * * * 
6 What sights of ugly death within mine eyes! 
Methought I saw a thousand fearful wr 
ale id k k HE: * * * * k 


<¢ AN scattered in the bottom of the sea,” 


Sir, if there be depths of public opinion where 
eternal stillness reigns, there gather, even as fes- 
tering death lies in those ocean depths, the de- 
caying forms of truth, and right, and freedom. 
Eternal motion is the condition of their purity. 

. Did he think this resolution would for one tostant 
retard its progress? Did he not know that the 
surging waves would wash away every trace of 
its existence? Did he suppose this puny effort 
would avail him? The rocks of the eternal hills 
alone can stay the waves of the ever rolling sea. 
Nothing but the principles of trath and right can 
stay the onward progress of public opinion in this 


our country as it swells and sways and surges in į 


this mad tempest of passion and sccks to find a 
secure resting place. 

The gentleman exhorted his friends to accept 
the issue, absolute victory or absolute ruin; and 


then he painted the absolute ruin of this Govern- | 


Te | 


ment. Jéven he could conceive it possible. 
described this home of liberty deserted; this tem- 
ple reared by our fathers destroyed; its grace and 
symmetry and beauty gone; its pillars fallen; its 
valls thrown downs and 

n?’ those who accept this 
incd, tearful, sorrowing, overwhelmed with it in 
a common fate. Ee exhorted his friends in this 
Houscand in the country—he expressly excluded 
you, my tel 
——to accept this alternative. Do it, be exclaimed, 


and let the world know that this age has produced | 
if lian. 
on the other side of this House again proposing | 
i! to pay the soldiers and seamen in gold, the hext 


heroic children upon whom Heaven has visited the 
sins of their fathers.. 

Sir, I trust in God the catastrophe may never 
come, 
not thus be called to pass judgment on the men 
ofthese days. But, ifit must be so, my imagin- 
ation pictures another scene. When your work 
shall be accomplished, when your mission shall 
be executed, when our Constitution is dead, when 
our liberties are gone, when our Government is 


destroyed, when these States—no longer held se- i 
cure in their proper position by the powerof our | 


matchless Constitution, so that they emulate in 
accordant action ihe stars, as by the divine decreg 
they encircle in their mysterious courses the foot- 
stool of the eternal throne, and extract from the 
harmony of conflicting elements the true music 
of the spheres—shall have given place to * States 
discordant, dissevered, belligerent, to a land rent 
with civil feeds and drenched in fraternal blood,” 


sue, brave, determ- | 


low Democrats, and your constituents | 


I trust that the ages, as they roll on, will | 


amid ‘this chaos of i| 


| 
| 
| 
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t hands? 


| source will be that they are 


of the past, departing from the ways of pleasant- 
nessand peace, rebelling against the wisdom and 
beneficence of the Almighty, with hearts filled 
with pride and souls stained with fanaticism and 
passion, struck the matricidal biow, and at the 
same moment indignant and outraged Heaven 
wreaked upon them the just retribution of their 
terrible and nameless crime. 

Mr. A. MYERS. Mr. Speaker, I hardly 
know whether to say that this is a glorious ora 
sad day for the Republic. I make use of that ex- 
pression because we may think it a sad day for 
this country when men can arise in this Hall and 
announce doctrines such as are contended for by 
traitors in arms. But, sir,it may be a glorious 
day for us,in this, I had almost said the darkest 
hour of our nation, to know who here sympathize 
with treason. This knowledge will serve to unite 
all patriots of every party. I beheve that the 
scenes Which we have witnessed here for the last 
two or three days, and the declarations that have 
been made, are to be among the things which will 
aid in leading us to vietory, because the country 
will sce who are its friends and enemies. 

We have had brought into this discussion 
eminent men living, and bad exhumed for our 
admiration the opinions of the eminent dead. 
When F heard men who have ability, on that side 
of the Chamber, speak of the patriotism of a Pitt, 
and others inthe English Parliament,and wish to 
assimilate their positions to that assumed by de- 
elared treason on this floor, I considered it a 
double insult--an insult to the memory of the 


. . . 1 
English patriots, and an insult to the memory of 


the fathers ofour revolutionary struggle. 

I propose, Mr. Speaker, to look at this matter 
not as a politician. We have had too many po- 
litical stump speeches on it already. There is a 
great difference between the case of Pitt and Chat- 
ham and that of the honorable member from Ohio. 
lt is, perhaps, not right for me to refer to the 
other gentleman who was an honorable member 
of this Flouse until by the vote of censure he be- 
came a dishonorable one. Sir, to compare Wil- 
Ham Pitt and Chatham, who stood up for the col- 
onies fighting because they were taxed without 
representation, to a man who is giving aid to 
rebel States which are fighting against a Govern- 
ment which had given them while slave States 
and in the Union representation without taxation, 
the attempt to make cases like these parallel, is an 
insuit to the dead as well as to the living. 

We have before this high court aman charged 
with crime—not the crime of overt, but of ex- 
pressed treason. Must this House wait before we 
can expel a man until he has his weapons in his 
Shall we delay action until tbe gentle- 
man from Ohio, who is now charged before this 
flouse, is caught with a revolver in his hand in 
the service of Jeol. Davis? Are we bound to 
wait until be enters the rebel army before we can 
exclude or censure him? That, sir, would em- 


pnatically be “locking the stable door after the | 


horse bad been stolen. ”? 


i We have on several oceasions had gentlemen i! 
upon the other side of the House, from time to 


time, but always at the wrong ume, bringing for- 
ward propositions to pay our soldiers and sea- 


; men in gold, and among these patriotic gentlemen 


was the one whose case is now under considera. 
After this, whenever we hear gentlemen 


declaration we may expect to hear from the same 
iu favør of a recog- 
nition rather than the subjugation of the southern 
confederacy. te 

I am somewhat surprised to hear opposition 


Constitution of which it has been guilty in ca 
rying on this war. Why, sir, we bear men tal 


upon this floor as though the present Administra- 


tion had violated the Copstitution in every article, 
in its letter and in its spirit too. Do they not 
know that in times of war ypu cannot always be 
governed by the same rules as in times of peace? 
Do they not know or have they forgotten that in 
the State of Pennsylvania the man they loved so 


| members from the State of Pennsylvania speak |; 
| with indignation of the usurpations,as they say, 
of this Administration and the violations of the | 


well and of whose private character “they ma 
perhaps be so‘justly proud, who was ‘their stand- 
ard-bearer Jast fall, that heten years ago declared 
that doctrine in substance?) Yes, sirs this same 
candidate declared deliberately in a-decision' de- 
livered by him on the beach of the supreme court 
of Pennsylvania—and [call tlie. attention. of the 
House to.it+that . wells 
{Tn adequate emergencies martial aw suspends the wit 
of hakeas corpus, inflicts suninary punishment, appropri- 
ates private property without regard to the guarantees, of - 
the Constitution; inter arma silent leges.??-—Shavpless VS. 
Mayor of Philadelphia; 9 Harris, 178. aes eae 
There, sir, you have the doctrine of ohe of the 
able men of the Democratic: party. of our own 
State. And we hear gentlemen upon: this floor 
in every debate speaking of the violation of the 
Constitution upon the part of this Government 
by confiscation, by a suspension of the writ of 
habeas corpus, by the arraignmentand trial of men 
without jury, and sending Vallandigham within 
the rebel lines. ie eee 
But, sir, these things are only indirectly perti- 
nent to the question before the House. Shall we 
expel this member? I have not read the tale of 
this House which requires that you must draw 
up an indictment with ten or fiftcen counts init 
before you can try and expel a member... Gen- 
tlemen upon the other side of the Chamber seem 
to think that when the Speaker arraigned. this 
member he should have. drawn an elaborate 1n- 
dictment with guasi-charges and counts in it, As 
I understand our rules and our Constitution, they 
require no such thing, The only form whichis 
necessary for this Fouse to expel’a member for 
the utterance of an objectionable sentimentis sim- 
ply to state briefly the ground of objection in the 
resolution, Sir, plain Saxon would suit me and 
my constituents in such cases; bat the clegant 
diction of the Speaker I have no doubt is better 
suited to this body. The men who are fightin 
our battles would come to the point very mauah i 
sooner and dwell upon it more briefly than law- . 
| yers would. Were the matter given them to de- 
| cide, their only resolution would be: “Resolved, 
That the member from Ohio be taken’ peck and 
heels and thrown out.” That is about the way 
a soldier would express il; but it would not do in 
this House. The Speaker knew such words would 
not be exactly parliamentary, and therefore he 
adopted the language of the resolution before us. 
Now, sir, | propose to prove what the resolu- 
tion charges from the gendeman’s own speech. in 
the few moments in which I shall trouble. the 
Elousc, and Fdo not propose to trouble the gallery. 
I| These galleries seem to be a nuisance to some mem- 
bershere. Lknow notwhy, unless it be from the fact 
that their applause accompanies the debate upon 
only one side of this question, and thatis not from 
| the quarter over the way. No wonder, when we 
| see so many blue coats occupying the space bee 
i hind us, that they have no approbatory feet of 
| joy atthe expression of sentiments such as we 
i 
i 


i have heard on the other side of the House. F will 
i call no man a traitorin this House. It wonld be 
| hardly polite. Pt would certainly not be partia- 
|} mentary, unless it were Justat such a poiat where 
i my honorable friend from Indiana [Mr. Orta} 
i caught the word jast night. f purpose showing 
that the honorable gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Loxe,] whose case we have under consideration, 
feels like a traitor, speaks like one, and enters 
tains their opinions. When a man feels ikea 
traitog, when aman talks like a traitor, and when 
a man boldly expresses the sentiments of a tai- 
tor, he has no right to a place upon this floor, 
You may judge hin by bis own declarations. A 
man who falls into the guiltof crime never reaches 
| that pointatonce. He may be innocent at first. 
, He may delay at first. Wheu, however, he hat 
| got haif way he does coolly and deliberately what 
| be would have shrunk from with horror at the 
| beginning. 

My honorable friend from Obio [Mr. Sparo- 
ing] anticipated some of my points. Lam glad 
toagree with my honorable friend who has grated 
the Judicial bench, fam happy to reach the same 
conclusion as does a gentleman of such ability, 
į would not be understood to aay that great minds 
; ran in the same channel so far as Tam concerned, 
! How does the gentleman from Ohio open his 
argument? He says: : 
i} 


6 A little over three years.ago the present occupant of 
| the presidential mansion, at the other end of the avenue, 


| eame into this city under cover of night, disguised in piatd 
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eloak-and Scotch cap, test, as was feared by his-friends, 
he, might have received a warmer greeting than would have 
been agreeable on his way through Baltimore atthe hands 
ofthe constituents of the honorable gentleman from Mary- 
Jand, [Mr. Davis}? 

Pask every man in this House, Mr. Speaker, 
to notice the premeditation and the sneering grat- 
fication with which the gentleman from Ohio says 
these things. Before I came to that Fshould have 
stated that this effart of his was not an extempo- 
raneous one. We have the record on that. On 
Saturday. last the Speaker. drew out the gentle- 
man from Ohio to make a statement on the sub- 

ject... He said that he had had the manuscript 
vprepared. for more than four weeks, For four | 
weeks he had sat in his room, while the moon 
had waxed and waned, while the sun had risen 
above.and,gone below the horizon thirty times, 
pondering over the manuscript of his speech. 

“Yes,” he says, “ I have looked over it and de- 
liberated upon it.”?, He cannot therefore ask us 
not to give his language its full effect. His speech 
is not the emanation of a heated contest when the 
blood is up and words are hastily uttered and 
language incautiously used. Whatever excuse 
might be offered under such circumstances can- 
not be suggested in favor of a man who has 
waked and slept four weeks upon his well-ma- 
tured speech. 

Why so unkind a fling at the honorable gen- 
tleman from Maryland? Is it because that glo- 
rious old State bas recently declared that she de- 
sires .no slaves to tread her soil? 

In the words which L have read you find the 
disposition with which the member from Ohio 
(Mr. Lona] starts out. He has this lurking in 
his heart, J will show you where he gives us.an 
insight as to how he took the oath of allegiance 
inthis House. He does not say that in reference 
to himself, but he states that Galileo, after he had 
been in prison, after he had been almost starved 
to death, after he had been forced to abjure bis 
belief in the Copernican system, as he rose from 
the ground said, ‘The earth still turns round, not- 
withstanding,” He goes on to say: 

“So it will be with the man who is forced to take the 
oath to save himself, bis family, and fits property. He may 
‘take it, but in his beart he will detest and des > the au- 
thority that requires ite Will sucha man be devoted to or 
make a good citizen of the Government in whieh he lives? 
‘the history of Roland, of Hungary, of Lretand, and of Italy 
furnishes an answer to the question, M imperial Govern- 
ments Are Not able to hold in submissive obedience small 
portions of avast empire, once in revolt, how much less 
a ve vernvent having for its basis the cousent of the gov- 
erned.’ 

Ie was forced to take the oath in order to get 
a seat in this Congress and draw greenbacks in- 
stead of rebel rags, iv, the leaders, I know, 
would do just so; aud the leaders in the rebel ranks 
this side of the Union lines do the same thing. 

Sir, aman can picture his own case very well 
by.stpposing another. It shows me the dispo- 
sition that actuated the member when be cane at 
last to make the other declaration which he did. 
You tellme youcan conviet aman ofcrime withont 
circumstantial evidence, without a chain of testi- 
mony. Tlnow that positive proof is often brought 
against a criminal, but more frequently it is cir- 
cumstantial. Fle generally takes the night-time, 
seeks secrecy, whispers not his intention to those 
around him, but atthe proper time he may mutter 
the true feclings of hisown heart. Now, I say in 
those declarations we find the disposition. THe 
charged the Government with being despotic. 
He says? : 

“The brief period of three short years has produced a 
feartu ange in this free, happy, and prosperous Govern- 
menti so free in its restraints upon personal liberty, and 
fo gentle in its deinauds upon the resourees of the people, 


that the celebrated Humboldt, after traveling tirough the 
a iam 


eountry, ou his return to Europe said, ‘The American peo- 
ple have a Government whieh you cau neither see nor 
Meet’. So different is it now, and so great is the change, 
that the inquiry might well be made to-day, are we not in 
Constantinople, in So Petersburg, in Vienna, in Rome, or 
in Paris? Miliary governors and their provost marshals 
override the laws, and the echo of the armed heel rings 
Jorth as clearly now in America as in Prance or in Austr 
and the President sits to-day guarded by armed soldier š 
stationed at every approach leading to the Exeentive Man- 
sion.?? 

What, sir, compare our Government with those 
despotisms! There is the language. And why 
do I contend that evinces the disposition and heart 
ofa traitor? [contend so because thatis the very 
language of those who have rebelled, or did all but 
rebel so long as they were permitted to occupy 
seats upon this floor and in the other end of the 
Capitol. 


What is the next pointofevidence? He then, 
speaking with reference to,the subjugation of the 
South, and in relation to language used. by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, gives another insult to 
the loyalty of the nation. “i say these little straws 
of testimony also show which way the wind of 
the feelings of that man’s opinions blows. He 
must give these listening galleries a specimen of 
his uneasiness, knowing as he does that they but 
represent the loyal sentiments of the country. He 
“says? ; 

“ Bat‘ subjugation’is the watchword. Liberty and free- 
dom for the slave, and subjugation and extermination for 
the master, is the popular ery, Meet them, fightthem, crush 
them, says the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Smiru.] 
Sir, that is easily said upon this floor, and is popular with 
those who from day to day fill the gallery of this House.?? 

Oh, how some of us hate popular opinion when 
that popular opinion all runsina popular current! 
We hear the argument that because the last Con- 
gress did not expel Mr. Conway, therefore this 
Congress cannot expel aman who says his feel- 
ings are more with Richmond than with Wash- 
ington, Because that Congress failed to do its 
duty, is this one to follow in the same channel? 
And yét how isthat argument taken up upon the 
other side of the House? Did you ever, Mr. 
Speaker, hear so many conflicting reasons for the 
same conclusion? Nearly all of them must rise 
in their places and say that they disavow the sen- 
timents of the member from Ohio, [Mr. Lone.] 
Why? GreatGod! if they who vote as they gen- 
erally do must disavow these sentiments, who 
but rebels would sustain the man who utters them? 
Why, sir, Lask gentlemen on the other side, what 
is there wrong in the opinions of the member from 
Ohio? If you cannotagree with those sentiments 
there must be some error. What is the error? 
Sir, itis that terrible error which gives aid and 
comfort to the enemy. They seem delighted to 
find the expressions of a few persons who before 
or at the incipiency of the rebellion had carelessly 
declared * Let the Union slide,” or some such in- 
cautious sentiment. T believe it is claimed that 
a Senator from New Hampshire once offered a 
petition to the Senate for a dissolution of the 
Union. Sir, 1 do not recollect that any such pe-’ 
tition was ever offered by that Senator, I deny 
it, and the man who affirms such a thing must 
bring the proof. : 

Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for the expulsion 
of this member for the reason that F believe from 
his own declarations here before us and in the 
face of the foe, it is a conclusive fact, so far as 
he can externally manifest it in such a place, 
that he has deliberately, premeditatedly, and by 
words and actions manifestly shown thai he pre- 
fers at this time the recognition uf the southern 
confederacy to its subjection. Now, sir, some 
men talkaboutthe words * subjection?’ and “sub- 
jugation;” ana there is a doleful howl over that 
word “abolition.” How harmoniously that word 
chimes upon the ears of Democrats! They tell 
us that everybody who does not vote the Demo- 
cratic ticket is an abolitionist, Before this war 
commenced who were the abolitionists? A few 
persons away up North who were trying by the 
power of moral suasion and religion to introduce 
churches, schools, and freedom among the south- 
ern people. That was all they tricd to do—these |! 
| few menawayup North. Did these abolitionists 

affect the institution of slavery? Sir, they af- |; 
fected it just as much asa large humble-bee could 
affect the skull ofa darkey through its curly ton- 
sorial luxuriance. [Laughter.] 

lonce heard of an incident happeningin a Dem- |} 
ocratie county in Georgia which may be applica- j! 
ble herc, -An old colored man and his boy were 
working ina feld. The boy noticed that as the 
old man wus ’poing along hoeing corn or weeding || 
‘cotton a humble-bee alighted on his head, and was 
working away with all its industry, energy, and 
power, Hs long sting excited to its utmost capa- 
city, every nerve in its brilliant body strained to 
its utmost tension trying to reach the old man’s ! 
cranium, but nevertouching that institution. So, 
sir, before this war broke outa few persons in | 
the North were trying to sting the institution of | 
slavery. But the boy, not knowing thatthe old | 
man was perfectly secure, and feeling very so- 
licitous for paternal safety, seized a stick about 


four feet long and two inches in diameter, and 
saying, “ Daddy, stand still,” brought it down 
with a flail-like motion on the old man’s head, 


ji 
pay | 
missing the humble-hee and nearly killing the old | 


man. [Laughter.]. So it has been with the abo- 
litiowists and slavery. These secessionists saw 
a few abolitionists at the North whose arguments 
and language never came within the confines of 
the slave States. Why? Because those States 
‘were governed by Democrats, and were in favor 
of “free speech !’? They undertook to break the 
head of the humbile-bee of abolition with their 
club ‘of secession, and they have knocked the 
brains out of slavery, while the bee ofabolition has 
flown over,and is taking the circuit of the Union, 

What can you expect. from a man whois a 
traitor? Is that parliamentary, sir? I have not 
said yet that he is altogether a traitor. He has 
not gota pistol in his hand; he has not presented 
Jeff. Davis with a flag; he has not carried any 
contraband goods that 1 know of down South; 
butmust we wait until that time, and, sitting here, 
listen to and witness everything but that? 

Sir, gentlemen grow eloquent over the liberty 
of speech. Has this House no right to say who 
are worthy members of this body? Have we no 
right to purify this Hall and to exclude members 
for the utterance of treasonable sentiments as well 
as for bad character? The gentleman from Ohio 
rises in his place here, and this is the culmina- 
tion of his ideas: ` 

“I believe that there are but two alternatives, and these 
are, either an acknowledgment of the independence of the 
South as an independent nation, or their complete subju- 
gation and extermination as a people; and of these alter- 
natives I prefer the former.” 

We may admire the boldness of the utterance. 
He who comes out thus plainly on the side of the 
rebels shows more courage than the man who 
gets up and says he does not agree with those 
reasonings, that it is a little nearer treason than 
-he will go, butthat he will still vote to retain such 
a member in this House. 

They tell us we are afraid of public opinion, 
Yes, sir, we are afraid of loyal public opinion; and 
the man who has not learned to be afraid of it 
may live to see the day when it may return on 
his head, or else his children may curse the da 
when he was their father. Gentlemen are horri- 
fied at the phrase ‘‘ subjugating the South,” and 
would have the people believe that it means some- _ 
thing very terrible, as if there was no such thing” 
as Webster’s Dictionary in the country, and asif 
the people did not know that “ subjugation” or 
‘t subjection’? means no’such thing as the slaying 


{ of all the men, women, children, and Democrats 


of the southern States, [Laughter.] The word 
has no Such meaning, It means the bringing 


into legal submission and subjection to authority. 


Louisiana has been subjugated; but has slaughter 
come upon the women and children? No, sir; 
Louisiana is coming back. Arkansas and other 
States are beginning to hold up their hand. Other 
States are being also subjugated in the same sense; 
| and so the work will go on. 

` They tell us we are making a political question 


i of this, and ask us why it is that, if we do not 


approve of the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, 
| we subscribe for it. I will tell honorable gentle- 
| men why we subscribe for that speech. It is for 
the purpose of showing our constituents why we 
vote to expel the member from Ohio. When they 
read that speech they will say “Amen” to our 
action, 

We have had everything dragged into this de- 
bate by gentlemen on the other side. I wasal- 
most afraid that they would bring to bear upon 
it a prayer of the Chaplain to the Senate who, it 
is said, prayed God the other day to give that 
body ‘more brains; more brains.” [Laughter.] 
I expected to have had that brought in as evi- 


; dence that the Union party was lost. [Laughter.] 


Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. Broomaty] 
has asked me to yield him a portion of my time, 
and T now do so with pleasure. f 


Mr. COLFAX. As no gentleman claims the 


j floor, I will move that the House take a recess 


till seveno’clock. I will state that I desire to ask 
the House to come to a vote upon this resolution 
this afternoon. Gentlemen on the other side of < 
the House, several of them, remarked to me yes; 
terday that if the debate continued during the day ; 
sand evening, and during to-day, they would think 
that would be a fair range of discussion, and that 
they would assist in coming to a vote before the 
adjournment over until Thursday. ae 
“While up, I will say also in this connection 
that when I shall rise to close the debate and move 
the previous question, while the rules would give 
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me the right to make the closing speech, I donot 
desire to avail myself of that privilege. 1 desire 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lone} shall 
have the privilege accorded to him of closing the 
debate after I have submitted the remarks | may 
have to make. I wish to do him full justice, and 
I shall ask the House to accord to him that cour- 
tesy, with this reservation, that should the gen- 
tleman in the course of his observations depart 
from the merits of the controversy and indulge in 
remarks personal to myself, I shall ask the priv- 
ilege of reply. 

Mr. NOBLE. Thope this question willnot be 
pressed to a vote to-night. I myself have been 
for a week confined to my room, and I do not 
want to be compelled to remain here during a 
night session, and I do not desire that such a 
question as this should be voted on without the 
privilege of being present. 

Mr. COX. I will say to my friend, the dis- 
tinguished Speaker, that there are scveral other 
members who propose to speak, and I think there 
areseveral gentlemen on this side ofthe Louse who 
are willing to speak this evening and before we 
takearecess, I think the best arrangement, there- 
fore, if any arrangement be madc at all, would be 
to take a vote on this resolution on Thursday, 
and that when we come together on that day it be 
taken without further discussion. 

Several Mempuns addressed the Chair, desiring 
to speak. 

Mr. SMITH. [rise to the point of order that 
every member in the House nearly is standing 
upon the floor, and it is almost impossible to hear 
what is going on. 

Mr.COX. Including the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. SMITH. I submit the question of order, 
and ask the Speaker to recognize it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of or- 
der is well taken, and the business will not pro- 
ceed till the House comes to order. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Iam willing to yield 
the floor for the purpose of a recess, if it is de- 
sirable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [hope we shall take a recess 
until seven o'clock without any further under- 
standing as to anything beyond. ` 

Mr. COLFA The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Cox] made the suggestion that the debate 
be allowed to goon until Thursday, and the vote 
be taken then without further debate. I feel ita 
duty to ask the House to come to an early vote 
upon this resolution, and as I have the matter in 
charge I must designate the time when I propose 
to move the previous question. I am willing, 
however, to say that if there be a unanimous un- 
derstanding that we shall close this debate at half 
past twelve o’clock on Thursday, subject to the 
speaking of myself and the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Lone,] I will consent to that. 

Mr. COX. Let me say right here, that the 
gentlemen on this side cannot consent to that, 
and I therefore withdraw any proposition | have 
made. Gentlemen here do not consent toit. They 
do net know how many may wish to debate this 
question, whether half a dozen or a dozen. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to say to gentlemen 
upon the other side of the House, that there are 
gentlemen over here who are ready to go onat this 
moment, and who would rather go on now than 
to be cut off from expressing their views upon 
this question. 

Mr. SMITH. Lask the gentleman from In- 
diana to allow me a single word. I hope the 
gentleman from Indiana nor no other gentleman 
from that side will insist upon an early vote upon 
the question. I want each man on this side and 
on the other side to be heard who desires an op- 
portunity. F think it will be for the benefit of 
the country, and for the progress of truth and 
right, that this discussion be full and ample. I 
hope, therefore, that gentlemen will not insist 
upon a vote until all have been heard. 

Mr. CRAVENS. {hope the House will ac- 
cord to the sentiments uttered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky. I know that there are many 
members here who desire to be heard upon this 
resolution. It is a matter of the utmost import- 
ance that they should be heard, and I hope that 
no arrangements for closing this debate will be 
made at this time. I do think, however, that 
there is a propriety in taking a recess; and I hope 
my colleague from Indiana will propose that, and 


then let the debate go on without further arrange- 
ment, 

Mr. COLFAX. After my friend from Ken- 
tueky has been here as many yearsas some older 
members of the House he will entertain a differ- 
ent opinion. He will find that if it be proposed 
to let the debate run until every member who de- 
sires to shall have spoken on the subject, it will 
be months before we can come to a vote. Such 
atleast has been my experience. There have been 
more names proposed already to speak than can 
be accommodated in two or three days, and if it 
be proposed that the debates shall continue until 
every member has had an opportunity to speak 
—and every member can speak and will be will- 
ing to speak—this matter will go on to the exclu- 
sion of all public business. : 

Now, sir, I will conclude what I have to say. 
I will withdraw my motion for a recess, as gen- 
tlemen desire more time for speaking, and as we 
are informed there are other gentlemen on that side 
of the House who are ready to go on now with- 
out recess. J will not demand the votes on the 
propositions to-night, but F give notice that at 
half past twelve o’clock on Thursday next I in- 
tend to ask the House to come to a vote on the 
propositions subject to the two speeches I have re- 
ferred to. Then F will desire to test the question 
as to the sincerity of gentlemen on the other side 
of the House who told me they wished the de- 
bates to be closed for reasons which they stated 
—not concerning the merits of the questions one 
way or the other, but in order to proceed to the 
consideration of the public business. If the de- 
bates were suffered to continue to-day they told 
me that they would aid me in closing it at half 
past twelve o’clock on ‘Thursday next. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that 
discussion would have been closed on this reso- 
lution to-night, and that consent would have been 
given all around for that purpose. I trust that 
the offort of the gentleman from Indiana to close 
itat half past twelve o’clock on Thursday next 
will be successful. The country demands that 
we should proceed to the consideration of other 
questions which are prevented from coming before 
the House by this discussion. It is time, sir, that 
we should dispose of the other great public ques- 
tions which are before us. ‘The tax bill is pend- 
ing and ought to be acted on. The country de- 


mands that we should dispose of that important | 


measure, The finances of the country arc at this 
time staggering. Gold is rising to an unprece- 
dented extent. akt is due to the people and to the 
Government that we should proceed at once to the 
consideration of the public business. 

Mr.GANSON. Is thercany tax bill before the 
House? das it been reported from the Committee 
of Ways and Means, or is it ready to be reported? 

Mr. FENTON. The committee will be ready 
to reporta tax bill if this matter now pending is 
disposed of at the time indicated by the gentleman | 
from Indiana, ‘The bill is prepared and already | 
printed. 

Mr. GANSON. Then I am opposed to spend- 
ing any more time in making buncombe speeches 
if we can proceed to the consideration of legiti- | 
mate business. 

Mr. KNAPP. I ask the gentleman from Indi- 
ana whether he will call fora vote on this resolu- | 
tion to-night in any event? 

Mr. COLFAX. I will not. 

Mr. KNAPP. Then I will help the gentleman 
“to close debate on the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that we take a re- 
cess until seven o’clock. 

Mr. COLFAX. J have already informed my 
colleague that I do not propose to take the vote 
to-night, and I hope that no recess will be taken. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Indiana, 1 will move 
that the House take a recess. ce | 

Mr. HARRINGTON. I yield forthe purpose | 
of taking a recess, but for no other purpose. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. L move that 
the House take a recess until seven o’clock this 
evening. 


Mr. COLFAX. 


I am willing to sit here with 


out a recess, if there are gentlemen on the other || 


side who desire to continue the debate at this time 
Mr. HARRINGTON. 1 do not care whether 
there is a recess or not. 
Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. Then I with- 
draw my motion. 


5 
i 
i 
i 
j 
i 


Mr. HOLMAN. I renew it, 
The motion was disagreed tos- `- oon Oe 
Mr. HOLMAN. f move that the House take 
a recess until six o’clock this evening. ~~ i 
The motion was agreed to, ET 
And then (at half past four o'clock, p. ni.) the 
House took a recess until six o’clock p. mi © 


EVENING SESSTON. ae 
The House resumed its session at six o'clock, 


m. 

P Mr. HARRINGTON 
floor, yielded to ; 

Mr. CRAVENS, who said: I thank my col- © 
league for the courtesy he has extended to, me on 
this occasion, for itwill enable me to make ‘a few . 
remarks which perhaps otherwise I should nat 
have the opportunity to offer. The Speaker an- 
nounced to the House this evening before the re: 
cess his determination to move the previous ques- 
tion on to-morrow, which will close the debate 
after this evening except ond or two speeches. 
There are a number of gentlemen on this side of 
the House who desire to speak on this question 
before the debate isclosed. I had intended if the 
discussion was continued to have spoken more at 
length than I shall now feel at liberty to do, I 
cannot do more now than state very briefly my 
position on the subject before us. Under the cir- 
cumstances I would not even do that if I did not 
feel that this was a most important question, one 
involving the fundamental principles upon which 
the Governmentiscstablished. I feel thatit is my 
duty to enter my protest against the passage of 
the resolution if I do no more. ae 

I regret the introduction of the resolution to 
expel the honorable member from the second 
district of Ohio. I regret that my colleague (the 
Speaker of this House) should have felt it incum- 
bent on himself to offer the resolution of expul- 
sion. That work might have been assigned to 
some member less conspicuous with great pro- 
priety, if it had to be doneatall. {was not pres- 
ent when the gentleman from Ohio made his 
speech, but I have read it carefully since its pùb- 
lication, and I do not indorse it. I think ita 
speech that ought not to have been made under 
all the surrounding circumstances. I thought so- 
before it was delivered, and so stated to the hon- 
orable member from Ohio, who had the frank- 
ness to tell me that he was going to take in his 
speech the position he has taken; but, sir, while 
1 doubted ihe propriety of his making the speech, 
{have not nor dol now doubt his perfect right 
tomakeit, Heis responsible to his constituents, 
and to no one else. 1 do not believe that there is 
anything in the speech which should subject the 
honorable member to either censure or expulsion. 
I believe that if it was calculated to do harm to 
the Union cause the importance given to it by 
this resolution of expulsion will increase that 
harm a hundred fold. 

The gentleman, after revicwing the progress 
for the last three years in the prosecution of the 
war, comes to the conclusion that we have to ac- 
cept cither one or the other of two alternatives; 
thatis, we must acknowledge the southern con- 
federacy or we must subjugate and exterminate 
the soutbern people. Of the two he prefers the 
former. Now, sir, 1 do not agree that we have 
to accept either of his alternatives. 1 hope we 
may never be compelled to acknowledge thé 
southern confederacy, and [ can think of nothing 
more abhorrent to my mind than the idea of èx- 
terminaling all the men, women, and children of 
the South. Ido not believe itis possible to do it, 
and if it were I would not accept it as an alterna- 
tive. My humanity revolts at the thought of blot- 
ting out in blood cight millions of our own people, 

Sir, I have been astonished to hear gentlemen 
on the other side talk so flippantly about oxterm- 
inating the South, and populating that country 
with a better people; I think all such talk idle and 
foolish. lam not surprised that this question 
has excited the public mind to the extent it has, 
for it rises in importance far above any personal 
bearing it may have on the gentleman from Ohio; 
it touches every member, it reaches home to. the 
people, it goes to the very foundation of your 
Government. You strike down the freedom of 


„who was entitled. te the 


: debate here, and you will do the same thing with 


the people. How are the people to be heard here 


' except through their Representative? Close hig 


lips, and what redress have they? None, except 
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that which is always open to them for their 
escape from tyranny, and that is the. right-of 
revolution. The next move that will be made will 
be to have a committee appointed whose duty it 
shall be to examine the speeches of members be- 
fore they are delivered, and determine what shall 
and what shall notbe said. It, is coming to that, 
if we do not assert our right under the Constitu- 
tion to the freedom of debate. 
: Now’ is the time when we ought to indulge the 
largest liberty of debate. We are in a terrible 
war, daily drawing on the blood and treasure of 
the people to keep itup. New questions are daily 
presented. to us for discussion, and new issues are 
constantly before us. We have to meet these 
issues, and we must be free to doit. We will not 
be free if you establish a censorship over us. I 
regret to witness that spirit of proscriptive intol- 
eranee which is manifested by the dominant party 
on this floor and elsewhere toward those who 
differ politically with them. 

Sir, in this great contest it will require the aid 
and support of every loyal man of the North to 

ut down armed rebellion and restore the Union. 

hose who are responsible now fot the restora- 
tion of the Union, if they could comprehend the 
task before them, would see at once that they 
could not ignore'a million and a half of Demo- 
cratic electors atthe North. They must have the 
assistance of that element of national strength if 
they succeed, and yet they seem entirely indiffer- 
ent toward them.” You are swift to denounce 
every man a traitor or a copperhead who dees not 
agree with you in all your political dogmas. You 
are vehement in your denunciations of every man 
who does not to the fullest extent indorse your 
present war policy; when there is not one man 
among you of the mostcommon intelligence who 
does not know that you have entirely changed the 
policy of the war, and you know that we honestly 

elieve that that change is unwise, if not ruinous, 
to both North and South; yet we have made no 
factious opposition to the Administration; we have 
given you all the men and all the money you have 
asked for, and if you bave not succeeded it is not 
the fault of the Democracy. We have no faith 
in you, but we have faith in the Army if your 

oliticians will let it alone. And we have faith 
inthe people. Their sober second thought can 
hardly fail to be right. 

{ find that Iam trespassing on the time of my 
colleague. I should like to have replied to some 
remarks of my colleague from the cighth district 
[Mr. Orta] mado on last evening, in which he 
referred to the Democracy of our State, and es- 
peeiniy to the Democratic members from the 

tate, whom he said were elected on a war plat- 
form; he referred to the Democratie Legislature 
of the State, and to the soldiers who had pub- 
lished an address to the Democracy of the State. 

I have not time to make any comments now 
upon his speech more than to say that he bas not 
done justice to the Democracy of the State. [ 
will, as soon as I can have an opportunity, vindi- 
cate my own position and those who agree with 
me on the war question in my own State. I 
shall vote against the resolution, believing it to 
be one of the evidences that mark our tendency 
to centralization of power and to despotism. For 
the present I can only express the hope that our 
gallant Army in the field may be successful in 
putting down armed rebellion, that the Union 
may be restored, and that peace and prosperity 
may once more bless the land. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, before 
entering upon what I desire fo say with reference 
to the extraordinary resolution now before the 
House, it may not be improper for me to make 
my acknowledgment to my colleague, the Speaker 
of this House, for the courtesy he has extended 
to me in giving me the floor on this occasion. 
However Í may differ with him with reference to 
the policy which he may pursue and which he 
has pursued upon this occasion, I trust Lam not 
so bigoted in my notions that J cannot extend to 
him an appreciation of the courtesics which he 
has extended to me; and in the remarks which | 
shall make in reference to the position which my 
honorable colleague occupies in reference to the 
resolution before the House, I shallallude only to 
his political position, for it is that and not his in- 
dividual position that appears before the country, 
Fam aware, as has been stated by my colleague, 
that we are in the midst of a war and revolution 


which are exercising the mind and energies of 
the nation. Iam aware that not only my col- 
league and his friends, but myself and every other 
member who has at heart the interests of our 
country, are sorely exercised on account of the 
rebellion that now distracts our country. Iam 
not, sir, one of the number that has ever given one 
silent thought or one word of encouragement or 
countenance to the rebellion that would tear 
asunder this once happy country and leave the 
people, whose prospects were so bright, and who 
bade fair to overshadow the nations of the earth, 
in danger of an absolute destruction of the in- 
stitutions under which they live. 

1 was surprised, Mr. Speaker, when I entered 
this House on Saturday last to find my colleague 
not in the usual place which has been assigned 
to him by a majority of this House, and which 
he has filled with satisfaction, I believe, to this 
side of the House; I know he has done so as far 
as I am concerned, and I have no doubt he has 
done so to the satisfaction of the entire House. 
I say I was surprised when I found him on the 
floor as the prosecutor and accuser of. a brother 
member, offering a resolution of expulsion. I felt 
that his position would give eclat before the coun- 
try to the charge he had made. I did not ques- 
tion bis right to take the step; but, sir, I do ques- 
tion the propriety of our worthy Speaker turning 
prosecutor and common informer, instead of leav- 
ing the matter to other gentlemen upon the floor, 
who were certainly as able and willing to assume 
these duties, and retaining his position as Speaker 
in the chair. In that respect I believe the reso- 
lution that bas been introduced for the expulsion 
of the gentleman from the second district of Ohio 
has a feature of which there is no record in the 
annals of this House. 

Having said this much with reference to the 
nature of the prosecution, and withoutimpugning 
at all the motives of my colleague, I will simply 
add this remark, that I regard this proceeding as 
partisan, and notas one prompted by patriotism, 
It is a partisan movement to send before a dis- 
tracted country, which already recls and staggers 
beneath an accursed rebellion, one more cause of 
dissension for political ends, the ends of the party 
to which my colleague belongs—a party which 
would baptize the nation in blood, provided that 
from that baptismal font they could rise triumph- 
antin the coming election. I may do injustice to 
the gentleman, but express my opinion honestly 
and without reserve, 

Having said this much witlh*reference to the 
nature of this prosecution and the intention which 
I believe exists on the other side of the FIouse 
to build up the Jacobin party to which they be- 
long, I pass on to address myself for a moment 
to the remarks of my colleague from the eighth 
district. 

I was somewhat struck when I came into the 
Ilouse last evening and saw my colleague (Mr. 
Orry] in a perfect exhibition of contortions, his 
hands and fingers flying like a thousand streamers 
from a pleasure-boat, defining the position which 
I and other Democrats of Indiana had occupied 
in the canvass of 1862. I do not question his 
right to do so, but I must say that after listening 
to my honorable colleague, who until I formed 
his acquaintance in this House was to me a 
stranger, the rhodomontade was pretty much all 
there was of it. He presented himsclfas the ex- | 
ponent of the issues in Democratie districts in thdl 
State of Indiana, and claimed that he had a thor- |} 
ough knowledge of the principles upon which my- |} 
self and other members on this side were elected | 
in the fall of 1862. 1 wish to call the attention of 
the House for a few moments to the issues in the 
third congressional district. J will not speak of 
the seventh; the gentleman from the seventh dif- 
fers from myself on some points. 1 cannot and 
will not speak for the second or fourth congres- 
sional districts; the members from those districts 
can speak for themselves; they are in their seats, 

My colleague says that the issue in all the dis- 
tricts that are now represented by certain Demo- 
crats on this side of the House in the fall of 186 
was that we were fora more vigorous and ultra 
prosecution ofthe war than the Republicans them- 
selves. 

Mr, ORTH. Iexcepted the Terre Haute and | 
Evansville districts, but in all the other Demo- 
cratic districts of the State that was the issue as 
I understood. 


Mr. HARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I am 
glad my colleague did except these districts, for 
really I do not know what the issues were in the 
others. But he includes my district, which is the 
third, and says he understands that the issue was 
in substance this: that the Democracy were fora 
more ultra and vigorous prosecution of the war 
than the Republicans, and that therefore my op- 
ponent, Hon. Mr. Dunn, was defeated. The 
gentleman jis slightly mistaken. On the 8th of 

anuary, 1862, a State convention was held at In- 
dianapolis, at which I had the honor of being a 
delegate, representing in part the county of Jef- 
ferson. : 

The gentleman [Mr. Orta] is well aware that 
in the canvass of 1862 he attacked the platform 
of that State convention. Mr. Speaker, I voted 
for that platform and indorsed it. My competitor, 
Hon. William McKee Dann, charged upon me 
in the canvass that though he believed I was Joyal 
to the country at heart, and though he acknowl- 
edged my services at the breaking out of the war 
in assistife to raise forces to overcome this rebel- 
lion, still į had the stigma upon me of having 
been a member of that convention. I never 
avoided the point, and preferred to meet the issue 
fairly. Isaid in the canvass to those who heard me 
that Lwasa member of the 8th of January conven- 
tion; that I voted for each plank in that platform; 
and thatif they could not indorse that, of course 
they would not indorse me. That wasthe ground 
I took before the people at every hustings, for 
we had a joint debate throughout the district of 
eight weeks. 

What was in that platform? Among other 
things was a resolution declaring that we were in 
favor of a war for the purpose of maintaining the 
Union—the Union as it was and the Constitution 
as it is—but that we were opposed to a war for 
the purpose of subjugation. That was in the 
platform, and it was read and rung by my com- 
petitor on every stump. I was fora prosecution 
of the war within the Constitution, and for the | 
sole purpose of overcoming resistance to the 
execution of the laws, and maintaining the con- 
stitutional rights of all and the integrity of the 
Union. I know the temper of the people whom Ï 
represent; they have furnished their quotas with- 
out draft from the first to the last call of the Pres- 
ident, as they intended for the purposes I have 
indicated. [do not speak of this boastingly, but 
to show the folly and madness of those on the 
other side who think that God has vested in them 
all the patriotism, manhood, and decency of the 
country 

That platform, Mr. Speaker, was not only in- 
dorsed by me upon the stump, but was made a 
part of the congressional platform upon which I 
acecpteda Democratic nomination, After declar- 
ing for a prosecution of the war, in favor of which 
I now am, (hoping as I do for a change of Ad- 
ministration,) it also declared that— 

“ We hereby adopt as a part ef the present platform the 
platform of the Democratic convention held at Indianapo- 
lis, in the State of Indiaua, on the Sth of January, 1802? 

Having said this much in reply to him—I know 
my colleague will not deny the statements I have 
made—I desire to present another question with 
regard to the canvass In the third district. In that 
canvass I declared myselfin favor of the prose- 
cution of the war, in favor of furnishing white 
troops and money for that purpose; and I pledged 
myself to my constituents that I would never vote 
a dollar to put the black barbarian in the Army 
beside the scar-worn veteran soldier, nor for the 
purchase of his emancipation, This was and isa 
matter upon which the citizen and the soldier in 
and from my district are extremely sensitive. [ 
pledged myselftothem,and I have keptthat pledge 
faithfully, and will keepit. Pointto your records 


i and you will find that when you have attempted 


to raise negro soldicrs, and you have tried to 
get my vote for that purpose, it has been given 
against it. LT repeat that l pledged myself against 
itto my constituents, and had I betrayed them and 
voted for it upon this floor and return to my con- 
stiuency, I ought not to have been permitted to 
remain in my district for an hour. l believe I 
would bave been driven out by violence. Eknow 
n such case I would be an object of disgust to a 
patriotic and overburdened people. . 

Sir, my constituents are ready to give you 
white soldiers to put down the rebellion, but they 
want nothing to do with the negro soldiers who 
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have been introduced into our armies for the pur- 
pose of freeing them under the abolition pretense 
that they are expected to fight the battles of the 
country, when itis known they will give no fight- 
ing strength to our Army, but will be the cause of 
a humiliating annoyance to our western soldiers. 
While on the stump during the canvass in my 
district in 18621 asked my competitor whether he 
wasin favor of the emancipation of the slaves and 
the taxing of white men to pay for them, and 
whether he was in favor of bringing the negroes 
into the Army to share with the white men of my 
district the glory of fighting the battles for freedom 
andthe Constitution. When I put that question to 
him he said, No, I am in favor of using them to 
fortify and dig tvenchesand save our soldiers from 
such labor. To this I had no objection. Lundertake 
tosay thatany man who would come into that dis- 
trict and advocate the enlistment of negro soldiers 
and taxation of the people for emancipation would 
lose half the Republican vote, certainly would lose 
a large portion of it, and the districtis Democratic 
by fifteen hundred votes. Indiana wants no 
negroes to fight her battles, I am aware that 
another feeling prevails in another section of the 
country. i know that the people at home in 
New England want negro soldiers, because the 


people urhome have no stomach for the fight; they . 


want the negro to fight battles forthem. [Hisses 
in the gallery.] Sach demonstrations do not dis- 
turb me. They are the men who hang about to 
disturb a deliberative body and want negroes to 
fight their battles or at least fill the quotas of their 
States. Indiana andthe West send white men to 
the armies of the country, who with their own 
strong right arms hurl the bolts of war against the 
enemy with a prowess that adds a noble fame to 
the arms of the country. 

So much for the canvass in the third district of 
Indiana, LE thought this much was due to my 
constituency. I have said it with no feeling of 
disrespect for my colleague, because | know him 
to be too honest a man to misrepresent me or my 
people or any people knowingly. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. With the assent of the 
gentleman {desire to ask if he has any evidence 
on which be bases the remark that the soldiers 
of Now England have no stomach for fighting? 

Mr. HARRINGTON.  [ did not say soldiers, 
sir, but the people at home in some of those States. 
Of those men I can only judge by their Repre- 
sentatives upon this floor, who vote for negroes 
to fill their quotas. We have no need of negro 
soldiers in Indiana. Indiana has always filled 
up her quota on every call promptly with white 
soldiers. The gentleman asks in reference to 
New England soldiers. J did not speak of New 
England soldiers; i spoke of New England Rep- 
rescutatives and citizens who do not go into the 
Army. 

Mr. BOUT WELL. I call the attention of the 
FIouse to the words of the gentleman, that New 
England soldiers had no stomach for fighting. 

Mr. HARRINGTON, Not the soldiers, the 
people who do not fill her quotas. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. What evidence has the 
gentleman that the people of New England have 
no stomach for fighting? 

Mr. HARRINGTON. The evidence of their 
representatives who came to Indiana to recruit 
negro soldiers to fill their places, 

Mr. BOOTWELEL. Iwill ask the gentleman 
whether he has any evidence that any recruiting 
officer from New England has gone to Indiana to 
recruit negro soldiers? 

Mr. HARRINGTON. There is no doubt of 
the fact of Governor Andrew having such re- 
eruiting agents in Indiana. I know it by circu- 
lars which were issued there, and from the fact 
that negrocs in my own town and district were 
recruited and sent to join Massachusetts regi- 
ments. Jt was done openly. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I wish to say-—— 

Mr. HARRINGTON. SL hope the gentleman 
will not take up all of my time. 

Mr. BOUTWEDLL. Í desire not to take all 
the gentleman ’s time, but 1 wish to ask the gen- 
tleman to point to any vote of any Representa- 
tive from New England, upon this floor or else- 
where, to justify the remark made by him. Sir, 


no portion of this Union would have suffered so | 


little from peaceable secession as New England. 


Yet, sir, having contrel of one balf the maritime | 
power of the country, she rallied to the cause |i 


of the Republic. She has sent her men without 
stint; she has poured out her blood from first to 
last in defense of the Union. J know ofno actof 
her Representatives to justify the remark that her 
soldiersr her people bave no stomach for fighting. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Isay it of your people 


at home, because you want negroes to do your. 


fighting for you, and their Representatives have 
this session voted for enlisting negro slaves inthe 
Army. Indiana has never hada draft. She has 
filled her quotas by volunteer white men. Can 
the gentleman say as much for his State? You 
have had a draft there. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Very likely there will be 
no draft there, but | will say that if an enrollment 
is ordered it will be carried into effect, and sub- 
mitted to without the intervention of any mob to 
prevent it. [Applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. HARRINGTON. We have no mobs in 
Indiana, but the loyal white men volunteer and 
fight the battles of the country, and do not go 
round seeking for negroes to do it for them. [Hiss- 
ing in the galleries. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, I rise toa question of order. 
I think we have suffered sufficiently from the 
manifestations of New England men in the gal- 


i levies. [Cries of “ Order P’ from the Republican 


side of the Fouse. 

Mr. GRINNELL., Lobject to ay man saying 
here without authority that New England men 
alone create disturbances in the galleries. [Cries 
of “Order? from the Democratic side of the 
Tlouse.] 

Mr. ELDRIDGE.. Lrise toa point of order, 
and have aright to be heard. 

Mr. GRINNELL. 1 call the gentleman to 
order. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I believe that New England 
men in the galleries are making these disturb- 
ances. [Cries of * Order!” “ Order!?] You can 
call order as much as you please, but { have the 
floor. I make the point of order, and | repeat it, 
that I believe it is New England men who are 
making these disturbances in the galleries; and if 
the House has any respect for itself it ought to 
put a stop to their interference with its delibera- 
tions. [Cries of  Order!”? “ Order °] 

Mr. ANCONA. I think the noise is made by 
shoddy contractors. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Whoever is making this 
disturbance ought to be excluded from the gal- 
leries. Tinsist that the Chair shall preserve order, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair will 
endeavor to observe the rules of the House. The 
Chair will have the rule read for the information 
of the galleries, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chairisarmed with am- 
ple powers to preserve order in this House, and 
l hope he will exercise it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
exercise it when it becomes necessary to do so. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Lgive notice that ishall 
move to clear the galleries if another disturbance 
is made. 

Mr. GRINNELL. J hope that this motion 
will notbemadeatthis time. Let the gentleman 
give notice that he will make that motion if the 
disturbance again occurs, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, That is what I proposed 
to de, and I will insist én the motion if the galle- 
ries undertake to show approval or disapproval 
of what occurs upon this floor. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, 
that—— 

Mr. HARRINGTON, 
gentleman from lowa. 
Mr. GRINNELL. 
that New England men 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. [call the gentleman to or- 
der. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 


‘he Chair will 


I cannot yield to the 


I do not wantit to go out 


from Lowa is out of order, and will take his seat. 


the Clerk will read the rule, for the information 
of the galleries. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


“9. In ease of any disturbance or disorderly conduct in ; 


the galleries or lobby, the Speaker (or chairman of the 
Comuitsee of the Whole Louse) shall have power to orde 
the sume fo be cleared’? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair gives 
notice that he will enforce the rule of the House. 
Doorkcepers are directed to remove from the gal- 
leries any person who makes any disturbance 
whatever. ; 


H 


| 


eighth district. 


1! better, 


| 


j 
1 


i lease of power? 


Union men. They are Uniou men, The very 
fact of their volunteering without a draftand With- 
out forec is the best evidence that may be asked 
that they were Union men, Butthen, Mr. Speaker, 


when I have heard during this sessiot on that’ 


side of the House that our Army is an abolition 
Army, | know,as far as the gallant soldiers from 
the West are concerned, it isnot true. They feel 
bitterly the fact that by the power of the Admin- 
istration and under an act of Congress the negro 
is to be placed alongside of them, and to be in the’ 
same mess, according to the strict rule of military” 
discipline. I say the armies of the country are 
not abolitionists so far as the West is concerned, 
and you will find it out sooner or later. They 
hate abolition. They hate. the abolition leaders 
inthis House. Hundreds and hundreds of letters 
have poured in upon the members on this side 
of the House from western soldiers, from officers 
and men, denouncing the abolition sentiment on 
that side of the House. Whoever says the sol- 
diers of Indiana are abolitionists, that they are’ 
willing to share the same camp and to mess with 
negroes, slandersthem. 1 know whatI say when 
1 make this statement. They are for the Union. 
Why should they peril their lives unless they are 
for the defense of the Union and the rights of all 
under the Government of our fathers? . 

In the opinion of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Davis,] in the opinion of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stevens,] no one 


has helped to suppress the accursed rebellion | 


which has shot athwart the Union the red light- 
ning of this war but their party and the devotees 
of fanaticism. Let me tell you that the soldiers 
will hurl back this cry of yours to fall upon your 
heads like the bolts of Heaven. They will do it 
at the ballot as citizens and free electors when the 
proper time permits. i 

So much, then, for the gallant soldiers of En- 
diana; I do not wish to consume the time of the 
House further in reply. 

Í have said that the resolution which is now 
before the House was not prompted by patriot- 
ism, but by a desire for party advantage, and 
from mere petty partisan motives, inmy opinion. 
Why, the best evidence I have of that is that the 
gentlemen who are horrified at the remarks of the 
gentleman from the second district of Ohio, [Mr. 
Lone,} and of the gentleman from Maryland, 
[Mr. kLarnis,] have been subscribing largely for 
their speeches to circulate among their constitu- 


-ents and over the country. While the gentleman 


from Maryland was speaking I saw anexhibition 
which I never expected to see in a deliberative 
body. Almost the entire members of that side 
of the House crowded around him, looked bim 
in the face, grimacing and laughing immoderately, 


> 


las if they desired to betray him into passion and 
| into some indiserect remark. Why this? You felt 


your fortunes were failing; you thought that 
something was necessary to retrieve what you 
have lost and are losing before the country; you 
hoped you could Jay the charges against the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. fJarrrs] at the 
threshold of the doors of gentlemen upon this 
side of the House and the party they represent, 
and that you could go before the country and 
charge thatthe sentiments of that gentleman, and 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lone,} were the 
sentiments of the Democratic party. Your labor, 
gentlemen, isin vain; your tricks have beer two 
long before the people for any such shrewd oper- 
ation to succeed. : 

The gentleman from the Galena district of Hli- 
nois [Mr. Wasnnurne] rose in hisseat, and with 
considerable dignity and with a great deal more 
bluster than dignity, said that this speech of the 
gentleman from Ohio was the key-note of the 
canvass! The key-noteof the canvass! He knew 
He knew that upon this side there were 
but four members who by act or vote had enun- 
ciated such doctrines. Do you think you can 
toy and play with the people in this manner and 
thas vote your Presidentor yourselves into anew 
Key-note! Look upon the votes 
given upon this side; four men at the outside reck- 
ning are all who are in favoro f such sentiments. 
The Democratic party upon this floor represent 
a million and a half of clecters. Such misrepre- 


Mr. HARRINGTON, One further remark in’ 
regard to the speech of my colleague from thé 


He stated that forty thousand 
soldiers mustered into the Army were decided 
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sentations may do for you; they may answer as 
playthings for children, but the people will not 
take to your bantling. This act of our worthy 
Speaker, supported by those upon that side of the 
ouse, instead of being the impulse of patriotism, 
in my judgment is a piece of charlatanism in 
order to make votes before the people at the com- 
ing election. The people understand you and 
will read your motives; will understand your in- 
ordinate love of power and the means by which 
you would gratify it. ` 
Lhave said thus much in reference to my opin- 
ion of the causes which prompted this resolution, 
and it now becomes my duty to address myself 
more directly to some remarks made upon the 
matter involved in this resolution by the honor- 
able gentleman from the Baltimore district, [Mr. 
Davis,] whom I donot see ip hisseat. In his re- 
marks of last evening he spoke of this side of the 
House as too tender-hearted to exterminate—that 
was the language—ourenemy. Exterminate, sir! 
Are we engaged ina war of extermination? Is 
it no longer a glorious conflict of arms? Have 
we unsheathed the sword to slay the child at the 
mother’s breast, to kill defenseless women, to drive 
beyond the borders of the rebellious States those 
who are not combatants, the defenseless and in- 
nocent with the guilty? 1s thatthe opinion of the 
entleman from Maryland, (Mr. Davis ?} If it is 
ean tell him at once that while I would fight the 
armies of the rebellion, and fight them at every 
hazard, Lam not the man to slay a babe at its 
mother’s breast, or helpless women, or drive 
the innocent and defenseless wanderers in exile. 
God made me not such a man. The gentleman 
from Maryland, if be desires and be sincere, may 
monopolize the glory pertaining to the work of 
extermination, Lam no barbarian. I would not 
recede in civilization to the dark history of a re- 
Mote past. Conquer the armies of the rebel States, 
and you have accomplished all. Conquer them ! 
The gentleman has no purpose to do that; ‘he said 
he would exterminate, Lt is cowardly to exterm- 
inate an enemy’s population. Brave men fight 
battles, win victories, conquer armies, but no na- 
tion in this age of the world will dare enter upon 
the mission of blotting out and destroying a whole 
people. itis impossible, sir, I propose to give 
wy aid to overcome the armies of the rebellion. 
hen that is accomplished, sir, our present 
troubles will end, if we continue to conduct the war 
upon principles required by the civilized world. 
T know that gentlemen upon the other side of 
the House seem to think that all the patriotism 
and valor and glory of the country are vested in 


them, Well, if military commissions make it, 


they are right; but if patient and disinterested 
patriotism make it, you are a great way out of 
our reckoning, +‘ Lixterminate ! exterminate P? 
That means to massacre, to drive from roof and 
shelter, and from home and country. I say to 
you that I have never read in history .of an 
Instance in which eight million human beings 
have been exterminated, but I have heard where 
they have been conquered by vanquishing their 
armies, Lam for conquering the rebels, but ex- 
termination is the wild frenzy and fanaticism of 
the other side, and, in this age of the world, im- 
possible. Why, sir, extermination has been tried 
on the continent across the water, but Poland still 
resists the power of the legions of Russia, and 
Ireland still protests against the extermination of 
her children, What i complain of is that Rep- 
resentatives in this body have adopted this un- 
called -forery ofextermination, which, forany good 
purpose, would render a war on either side fruit- 
Jess. You may conquer, you ought to have con- 
quered long ago, and you would have accom- 
pamira that end had the energies of the country 
een directed to the one object, to save the Union 
and the laws and Constitution of the country. 
‘The gentleman from the Baltimore district {Mr. 
Davis} took occasion to say Jast night, by way 
of a fling at the Democracy, that the city of New 
York ran red with blood as the result of mob 
violence. It ig true, sir, that mob violence did 
prevail there during the past year; but it does not 
lie with the gentleman from Maryland to make 
such acharge. ‘The firsttime he appeared in this 
House he floated upon the ebb and flow of a tide 
of blood from Baltimore to Washington, He 
appeared here as the Representative of the Plug- 
Uglyism of Baltimore. It does not lie with him 
to make capital of chargesof that character against 


the city of New York, for he came here under 
that reign of terror which prevailed in Baltimore 


when men were stricken down for their religious 


opinions and because of the accidental country of 
tneir birth. 1 do not refer to this with any dis- 
respect, buf merely to show that men when their 
minds are much engaged upon a topic forget the 
rules of consistency and charge upon others errors 
and faults that may be found at their own doors. 

Having said this much, I desire now to address 
myself directly and very briefly to the question 
in controversy. 1 pass over the resolution which 
was introduced to expel, and the subsequent res- 
olution to censure, the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Harnris;] that has been passed upon, 
and yet, surprising as it may appear, gentlemen 
on the other side have spent more time in this 
debate on the gentleman from Maryland than they 
have upon the gentleman from the second district 
of Ohio, because, I presume, they thought him 
more vulnerable. This is another evidence of 
the fact that partisan purposes are in view and not 
au intention to expel a gentleman for any wrong 
done legally authorizing expulsion, I will send 
the resolution now pending to the Clerk’s desk, 
and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution: 

Whereas on the 8th of April, 1864, when the House of 
Representatives was in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, ALExanper Lona, a Representative 
from the second district of Ohio, dectared himself in favor 
of recognizing the independence and nationality of the so- 
ealled confederacy now in arms against the Union; and 
whereas the said so-called confederacy, thus sought to be 
recognized and established on the ruins of a dissolved or 
destroyed Union, has as its chief officers, civil and military, 
those who bave added perjury to their treason, and who 
seek to obtain success for their parricidal etforts by the kilt- 
ing of the toyal soldiers of the nation who are seeking to 
save it from destruction; and whereas the oath required 
of all membérs, and taken by the said ALEXANDER LONGON 
the first day of the present Congress, declares “ that Lhave 
voluntarily given no aid, countenance, counsel, or encour- 
agement to persons engaged in armed hostility to the Uni- 
ted States,” thereby declaring that such conduct is regarded 
as inconsistent with membership in the Congress of the 
United States: "Therefore, 

Resolved, That ALEXANDER Lona, a Representative from 
the second district of Ohio, baving, on the Sth of April, 1864, 
declared himself in favor of recognizing the independence 
and nationality of the so-called confederacy now in arms 
against the Union, and thereby “ given aid, countenance, 
and enconragement to persons engaged in armed hostility 
to the United States,” is hereby expelled. 

“Mr. HARRINGTON. During the pendency. 
of that resolution, another was introduced for the 
expulsion of the gentleman from Maryland ,which 
failed. A resolution to censure that gentleman 
was then introduced, and for that resolution of 
censure I voted. In reference to the resolution 
now under consideration L will say that [ believe 
the language used by the gentleman from Ohio 
was substantially this: that in his opinion there 
were but two alternatives, cither the destruction 
or annihilation of the people of the so-called 
southern confederacy, or an acknowledgment of 
their independence, and that of the two he pre- 
ferred the latter. 

Now, sir, Lam willing to assume, for the pur- 
poses of this debate on the resolution of expul- 
sion, that the gentleman stated positively, and not 


has a mere matterof opinion, that there wereonly 


these twoalternatives. [do notagree with the gen- 
tleman from the second district of Ohio. [think 


| that when he enounced these words in this House 


he did injustice to the conservative clement of the 
Northwest, and also to the conservative clement 
of the central and eastern States. f amnot bere 
to justify him for the language he used, for 1 tell 
you here without qualification that I condemn and 
repudiate his notions. 1 say that there is another 
hope than the alternative stated, which I trust 
may be realized. 1 believe that we can conquer 
the armies of the so-called confederacy, and by 
vanquishing armies enforce the laws. But to ex- 
terminate is to apply the torch virtually to our 
own temple of liberty. To exterminate ts to im- 
itate the example of the blind Samson who pulled 
down the pillars of the temple, and while destroy- 
ing his enemies himself perished beneath the 
ruins. I desire to see free government maintained 
in the States that are now honest in their fidelity 
to the Constitution. I would not pull down one 
pillar in the edifice of constitutional liberty. None 
but a fanatic would do it. I desire to see liberty 
under the Constitution in the rebel States; and it 
will again be there enjoyed as well as here if the 
madness of a majority does not destroy it. 

I then do not agree with the honorable gentle- 


man from the second district of Ohio, and I be- 
lieve he does’ not-represent the sentiment of his 
district. 1 do not know that he does not, but I 
believe he does not. F felt pained as much as- 
you gentlemen on that side when he uttered these: 
sentiments, ay, more than you, for [saw a gleam 
of pleasure on that side of the House. 1 marked 
the pleasure that was shown on the other side,: 
such as the tiger shows when he crouches to 
spring upon his victim. I felt sad.that any man 
who had been identified with the conservative 
sentiment of the country should, in this delibera- 
tive body of the nation, while war and all its 
calamities were upon us, take such a position as 
he has done. I did not agree with the doctrine 
enunciated by the gentleman from Maryland, 
[Mr. Harris.] Butthis question was presented 
to me, “© Will you expel the Representative ofa 
free people under the Constitution for the utter- 
ance of sentiments which are nat only disagree- 
able to you but painful??? There, sir, again ad- 
dressed itself to me a principle—an importat one 
—that I regard as a constitutional obligation. 
While I condemn the sentiments, and while [ 
voted to censure him, J felt that it would be con- 
trary to the Constitution and to the genius of our 
institutions to give my vote for the expulsion o 
the gentleman from Maryland. i 

The other gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Davis] says we cannot reconcile our vote of rep- 
rimand or censure with the vote against expul- 
sion. I find in the Constitution of the United 
States that two thirds of the members of the 
House can expel a member without assigning 
cause, and I find another provision that a member 
for disorderly conduct may be censured. The 
censure, at most, implies a decided difference of 
opinion in the body in support of which a dis- 
approbation of the individual opinion or conduct 
is expressed. Now, here was the trouble in my 
mind in regard to the resolution of expulsion: how 
do I know that the gentleman from Ohio, as a 
matter of fact, does or does not represent the sen- 
timents of his constituents? I have no means of 
knowing. The genius of our institutions is fotinded 
on the idea that every portion of the country is 
to be represented on this fioor, Thisis a funda- 
mental right. For that purpose the States are 
divided into congressional districts. We are 
called a deliberative hody; how can we deliberate 
unless we debate? How can we come to a con- 
clusion here unless everybody is free to speak his 
opinion, if within the rule, subject to censure, to 
be sure, which isa mere matter of opinion, in the 
House? 1 grant that language may be used dis- 
tasteful to you and to me, and yet at the same 
time I ask who shall determine the dividing line? 
What is legitimate debate, and what a ground for 
disfranchising the people of a district? ; 

Ig a representative body supposed to agree on 
all points? But gentlemen on the other side sa 
we must agree on vital points. Who, Lask, shall 
judge of the vitality? Will you letthe gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] who is for exterm- 
ination, for blotting out men, women, and chil- 
dren? l would as soon have let Robespierre judge 
forme, if he mean all his words import. Has our 
Government become so weak that the expression 
of opinions by two members on this floor is dan- 
gerousand likely to ruin the country? Have the 
people of this country become so degenerate that 
the expression of two opinions here endangers our 
political fabricand freedom? Ifso,then we might 
as well break up our institutions, for we have 
nothing worth retaining. 

Sir, I sce no other way than to allow men to 
utter their sentiments here, whatever they may 
be, and meet them in debate and denunciation if 
necd be. In the battle between error and truth, 
truth is sure totriumph. Thatis the way I would 
meet the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Har- 
ris.} That is the way I would meet the gentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Lona.] I would battle their 
arguments with connter reasons founded upon 
history and principle, and ask the people to judge 
of the right and the course of duty to be followed 
by their Representatives, 

Ah! but, says the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Davis,] our Government is made up of public 
opinion, and therefore there must be no expression 
here which contravenes public opinion or which 
may demoralize it. Ideny the night of any man 
to act as censor of public opinion or to withhold 
from the public the opinions of any Representa- 
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tive. Is there danger of public opinion being de- 
moralized by two gentlemen on this floor? Is 
public opinion so weak that it can be overthrown 
and turned aside from the channel in which it 
ought to be directed by the language and argu- 
ments of such men? Ifso, then public opinion 
is not worth preserving and representative gov- 
ernment is gone. I tell you, sir, that were there 
a serried phalanx of steel in this Hall I would 
not surrender one jot or tittle of free expression 
of opinions in debate in this presence; for the mo- 
ment you have surrendered that you have sur- 
rendered the vital principle of free government. 
Neither would I approve or indorse a sentiment 
detrimental to the interests of the country. I 
would battle it here as becomes a man and Rep- 
resentative; battle it face to face. I would place 
the fiat of my condemnation upon it, and trust to 
the intelligence ofa patriotic people and the events 
of time to decide the controversy, Any other 
will allow a majority to practically disfranchise 
the minority of the country. 

Why, sir, the gentlemen upon the other side, 
who seek now to put down the debate in this 
House by means quasi forcible, know the weak- 
ness of their cause or their fanaticism. ‘Their 
cause is not weak if they are for their country, 
but their fanaticism is intolerable; it abandons 
reason and leans to force. Sir, you may pros- 
trate the body, you may fetter it, but he who 
undertakes to prostrate the human mind by force 
undertakes to walk over the decrees of God. 
Mind must battle with mind, and if left free for 


the conflict, right and justice will prevail. Force, | 


quasi force, cannot overcome the human mind, 
and any attempt to accomplish the object by that 
means will result in disaster. 

We on this side claim the right of free discus- 
sion. My opinion was, and is still, that the con- 
stituents of any gentleman on this floor have the 
right to demand that he retain his seat, and even 
though he utters sentiments disorderly, senti- 
ments distasteful toa majority of the House, sen- 
timents that may be injurious in their tendency, 
injurious to the country at large, you cafinot dis- 
franchise the constituency who sent him here. 
When he goes back and asks for their suffrages, 
if he has abused their trust he will not receive 
their vote. If he is, however, indorsed by them, 
then he faithfully represents his constituency, 
and you have no right to say that the second dis- 
trict of Ohio shall not be heard upon this flor. 
When you require by a vote that he and they 
shall be silent, we are no longer a representative 
body; you will have become an oligarchy, the 
few in this House controlling the masses of the 
people and sitting in judgment upon what shall 
or shall not be public opinion. 

Mr. BROOMALL. [rise for the purpose of 
offering an amendment to the pending resolution, 
and when it shall have been read, I desire the 
floor for a short time for the purpose of giving 
_ my reasons for offering it. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Whereas ALEXANDER Lona, a Representative from the 
second district of Ohio, by his open declarations in the na- 
tional Capitol and publications in the city of New York, 
has shown himself to be in favor of a recognition of the 


so-called contederacy now trying to establish itsel€ upon į 
the ruins of our country, thereby giving aid and comfort to | 


the encmy in that destructive purpose—aid to avowed 
traitors in creating an illegal government within our bor- 
ders, comfort to them by assurances of their success and 
affirmations of the justice of their cause; and whereas 
such conduct is at the same tine evidence of disloyalty 
and inconsistent with his oath of office and his duty as a 
member of this body: ‘Pheretore, 

Resolved, That the said ALEXANDER Lona, a Represent- 
ative from the second district of Ohio, be, and be is hereby, 
declared to bu an unworthy member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 

Resolved, ‘That the Speaker shall read these resolutions 
to the said ALEXANDER Long during the session of the 
House. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. Irise to a point of order; 
and I ask, in order to ascertain whether this is a 
proper time for raising it, whether the gentleman 
offers what has been now read as an amendment 
at this time. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I offer that as an amend- 
ment now, but do not desire a vote upon it till 
Thursday, p. m. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then my point of order 
should be now raised. If it is the desire, how- 
ever, of gentlemen upon the other side of the 


House, I am willing the Chair should reserve | 


his decision, and that the vote, if any should be 
had upon it, may be reserved until another period. 


I raise the point now, before it shall be too late, 
and before any laches shall occur on this side of 
the House to prevent it. 

My point of order is this: that the speech of the 
gentleman from the second district of Ohio was 
made in Committee of the Whole, and that if ex- 
ceptions were to be taken to that speech, they 
should have been taken in committee and reported 
to the House. The remarks to which exception 
was taken-should also have been taken down in 
committee, and should have been read to the com- 
mittee before any other business was done under 
the rules of the House. 

I then take this further point of order, that after 
the committee rose, even if this point of order was 
not available in committee, as | suppose it was, 
then it should have been immediately taken on 
the report of the chairman of the committec to the 
House, and the words should have been then taken 
down, then read, and then entered upon the Jour- 
nal, or the point of order could never be made 
available. {ask the Clerk to read the 61st and 
62d rules of the House. 

The Clerk read the rules called for, as follows: 

«61, Ifany member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress 

the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member 
may, call to order; in which case the member so called to 
order shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to ex- 
plain; and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the 
case, but without debate: if there be no appeal, the de- 
cision of the Chair shall he submitted to. If the decision 
be in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at 
liberty to proceed; if otherwise, he shall not be permitted 
to proceed, in case any member object, without leave of the 
House; and if the ease require it, he shall be liable to the 
censure of the House. 
2, Hf amember be called to order for words spoken in 
debate, the person calling him to order shall repeat the 
words excepted to, and they shall be taken down in writing 
at the Clerk’s table; aud no member shall be held to an- 
swer, or be subject to the censure of the House, for worde 
spoken in debate, if any other member has spoken, or other 
business has intervened, after the words spoken, and be- 
fore exception to them shall have been taken,” 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I make this point of order: 
that what could not be presented as an original 
proposition could not be presented as an amend- 
ment at this time. That no proposition as an 
amendmentcould be entertained now which could 
uot have been entertained at the time the words 
were spoken, and that the words not having been 
taken down and other business having intervened 
without any exception being made, the House 
cannot receive the gentleman’s substitute. 

Mr. BROOMALL, I have no objection to dhe 
gentleman going on as long as he pleases, i? it 
does not come out of my time. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. A point of order cannot 
come out of the genuleman’s time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of 
the opinion that the point of order does not apply 
to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
order. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I reserve my right to take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has 
not entirely stated its decision. The preamble of 
the resolution here offered docs not propose to 
censure the gentleman from Ohio for any partic- 
ular speech, but by reason of declarations in the 


I rise to another point of 


Capitol of the nation and publication made in the | 


city of New York. The Chair therefore over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I shall reserve my right to 
appeal from the decision of the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Nowis the time 
to take an appeal. . 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I shall reserve it until after 
the deman from Indiana has stated his point 
of order. : 

The SPEAKER protempore. No pointoforder 
can be received. until the pending one has been 
disposed. of. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then I now take an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. SMITE demanded the yeas and nays on 
the appeal. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. 
grounds of the Chair’s decision? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theamendment 
is ruled to be in order, because it does not propose 
to censure the gentleman from Ohio for any par- 
ticular language, but for utterances in the national 
Capitol, and publications in the city of New York. 
Does the gentleman insist on his appeal? 


What are the 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I certainly.doi ; 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. I did net- hea? 
my colleague’s point of order, and I want to hear 
it, to Know whether I shali vote for oragainst the 
appeal. og 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair:un= 
derstands the gentleman from Wisconsin to ob- 
ject to the amendment because the words of the 
gentleman from Ohio were not taken down at the 
time. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Because the words were 
not taken down at the time the speech was made, 
and reported from the Clerk’s desk; and further, 
because, when the committee rose and reported to 
the House, the words were not reported, and busi= 
ness intervened, i 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order to avoid making 
these points separately, I make the point that the 
amendment is not germane to the original resolu- 
tion. [ask that by unanimous consent these points 
shall be laid over. 

Mr. BROOMALL. Until Thursday morning? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 1 make the props 
osition for the purpose of saving time and trou- 
ble. If my point of order is sustained, all others 
are of no moment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. . The Chair will 
now state, for the information of the House, that 
he is of the opinion that the amendment is ger- 
mane to the original resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to state my point 
of order in a few words. 

Mr. BEAMAN. [ object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point is this:-that the 
original resolution proposes to expel a member 
from his seat upon this floor, while the amend- 
ment only proposes to censure the gentleman from 
Ohio. I make the point of order that one is not 
germane to the other, 

Mr. BEAMAN. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is one 
point of order now pending. 

Mr. BEAMAN. Then I ask to makeastate- 
ment. I think it was the understanding on both 
sides of the House that there should be no voting 
to-night. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the original-proposition 
only. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I think that to carry out 
the understanding in good faith there should be 
no vote taken to-night. Į therefore ask that the 
points be reserved until Thursday next. 

_ Mr.HOLMAN. I bad nò such understand- 


ing. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If, however, the 
statement made on the floor of the House was that 
there should be no voting, the Chair will reserve 
the point of order. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the proposition is not 
consented to. 7 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has the floor. Does the gen- 
tleman yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BROOMALL. No, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN, [ rise toa point oforder, then. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One pointof or- 
der is already pending. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That point is abandoned pn- 
less my friend has it acted on now. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. No, sir; the Speaker has 
reserved it, and my appeal also. 

Mr. HOLMAN. deste to raise a point of 
order and have the matter reserved. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I object to this and claim 
the floor. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Indiana rises to a point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point of order is that 
the proposition submitted now is not germane to 
the original proposition, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
be reserved. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I offer thatamendment, not 
because I am opposed to the original resolution, 
but because when I can do one thing and cannot 
another, I prefer to do that which I can do, even 
though it may not be that which I most de- 
sire todo. By a vote in this House on last Sat- 
urday upon a similar question arising in respect 
to the gentleman from Maryland, Í see very: 
plainly that we are not going to get a constitu- 
tional majority to expel the gentleman from Ohio, 
I am confirmed in that opinion by the remarks 
which have fallenfrom gentlemen upon the other 


The point will 
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side, and I ami forced: with some reluctance tothe 

conclusion that there are at least one third of the . 
members of this. House who either :are of the 

same opinions with the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 

Lone] and the. gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 

Harris} or who are under the influence of those 

who are of those opinions, or who-aré so used to 

run in the old Democratio harnegs:and on the 

old Democratic track that it will require some- 
thing more than we can urge upon this side of the 
floor to switch them off of that track. 

Knowing thata mere majority of this House is 
sufficient for the purpose of my amendment, I offer 
itas the best that.can be done to show to the peo- 
ple of thecountry the utter abhorrence with which 
we contemplate the sentiments of both of those 
gentlemen. I would have been glad if we could 
rid: the House of: sentiments of that kind; but I 
find we cannot,and I am not willing, in the effort 
to do that which we cannot, to lose the chance 
of doing that which we can. We can censure; 
we can declare such members here unfit to rep- 
resent constituencies who are citizens of the 
United States; but I am forced to the conviction 
that we. cannot get two thirds of this House to 
concur with us in both those opinions. 

I have said I desire this House to express its 
abhorrence of the opinions entertained by those 
gentlemen in the strongest language and in the 
strongest way it can under the rules. I had the 
satisfaction. of hearing the speech of the gentle- 
man fram Ohio, [Mr. Lona.] I sat within three 
or four feet of him during all the time he was de- 
livering.it, 1 plead guilty to one other thing 
which has been charged upon this side of the 
floor: I subscribed for one huvdred copies of that 
speech, to send, not to the army of the Potomac, 
not to Richmond, not to the court of St. James, 
but to those of my constituents who have not 
yet found out the entire fullextentof the rebellion 
with which we are engaged, i 

I may admit also in listening to the speech of 
that gentleman I was gratificd thathe should com- 
mit himself to the full length to which he did 
commit himself, and I say further, if we had suc- 
ceeded in expelling these gentlemen, my opinion 
is. we would have had left worse men than they 
in this body. {will not say whether upon this 
side of the [louse or the other, but we would 
have left worse men than they within this body. 

I believe the Democratic party, as at present 
organized, has drifted to the position of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Mary- 
land. f have been forced to that conviction re- 
luctantly, but I think some gentlemen upon the 
other side of the floor do not know themselves nor 
the party to which they think they belong. I 
was gratified with this honest, open, and avowed 
expression of what I conceive to be modern De- 
mocracy. 

Some gentlemen upon both sides of the House | 
seem to have forgotten that that great exponent 
‘of modern Democracy, Mr. James Bachanan, 
laid down the same doctrine expressed by the 
member from Ohio in his speech before the House. 
They seem to have forgotten that this avowal of 
James Buchanan stands upon record against ihe 
* Democratic party, wholly disavowed up to this 
time; and that avowal was, in the spirit of the 
language of the gentleman from Ohio, that we 
have no right to coerce into good behavior those || 
who undertake to overthrow the Government of 
our country, 

Mr. Buchanan did not go to the full extent of 
the doctrine of the gentleman from Ohio; he did 
not come to the additional conclusion that we 
not only have not the right but that we have not 
the power. He denied the right; and 1 have vet to 
see the proceedings of the first Democratic meet- 
ing or convention held since that time that has 
repudiated that idea. Sir, it stands as a plank 
of the modern Democratie platform to this day, 
and if the gentleman from Ohio shall feel him- } 


self aggrieved by the action of this {louse,in case 
they should-expel bim, or adopt my more active 
though perhaps less offensive amendment, he will 
have the consolation of knowing that at least one | 
fellow-citizen of mine, one gentleman from my 
State, really concurs with him in one of his opin- 
ions upon this question. : 

I have said that there are gentlemen upon this 
floor—or rather, perhaps, have implied it—who 
agree with the gentleman from Ohio. Iam satis- 
ficd of that, although few such have spoken. To 


the credit of gentlemen upon the other side of the 
floor, most of those who have addressed the House 
upon this subject have repudiated that doctrine. 
lt is ‘a wholesome fact. It shows that at least a 
portion of that party isadvancing, is taking warn- 
ing from the signs of the times; that the great 
Democratic truth enunciated by James Buchanan 
during the few last months of his presidential term 
has been outgrown by the country. They are be- 
ginning to believe we have power under the Con- 
stitution to coerce evil-doers into good behavior. 
I am glad to sce this, and I for one am not sorry 
this discussion has arisen, because it shows tous 
that the dividing line is to be drawn, excluding 
from the Democratic ranks all who will not sub- 
scribe to the sentiments of the gentleman from 
Ohio. Ihave looked upon some fifty odd gen- 
Jemen in this House who habitually vote together 
as actually sympathizing with the rebellion, and 
I always regretted it. I also am of opinion that 
many gentlemen on the other side of the House 
do not know exactly.where they stand. This dis- 
cussion will bring out the ideas of gentlemen, and 


show who it is that agrees with James Buchanan’ 


and Jeff. Davis—because he is of the same opinion 
—and who it is that agrees with us, the defenders 
of the country. 3 

Sir, I listened to the speech of the gentleman 


from Ohio with great attention, and when it was. 


concluded I remarked to him, as I shall now re- 
mark to the House, that he had taken a position 
diametrically opposed to gentlemen on the other 
side of the House; that there are but the two 
sides, and that his fellow Democrats must either 
go to him or come to us. 1 did not add, as I will 
here, that I believe about one third of them will 
go to him, and the remaining two thirds to us; 
and the sooner that occurs the sooner will this re- 
bellion be crushed. It is impossible to tell thus 
far, at least, who it is that agrees with the gentle- 
man from Ohio to the full extent of his language. 
But one gentleman on last Saturday seemed to 
agree with him. I allude to the gentleman from 
New York, not the one I see immediately, before 


me, [Mr. Keryan, ] but that other gentleman from | 


New York who occupied a prominent position in 
the city of New York at the same time that the 
Governor of Georgia, then a seceded State, occu- 
pied a prominent position in thatState, [Laugh- 
ter.] That gentleman from New York had some 
correspondence with the Governor of Georgia, 
and that correspondence is in evidence here. | 
understand in that correspondence he regretted 
his inability to assist the rebels in their under- 
taking by sending to them the arms then stopped 
in transitu by officers of Government. Ido not 
know whether the gentleman is present or nots 
but if he or any of his friends undertake to deny 
this, L will give thema chance. That gentleman 
from New York, immediately after South Caro- 


lina had seecded, and while secession looked as | 


if it might become popular and Democratic, ad- 
vised the city of New York to set up for itself, 
to imitate South Carolina and inaugurate a little 
secession there, and become a great city, compar- 
able with Venice and other free commercial cities 
of the Old World in the olden time. 

That gentleman agrees with the gentleman from 
Ohio—it is not to be wondered at—in the idea that 
the people of the United States have no power, in 
their collective capacity, to make men behave 
themselves. And the gentleman from New York, 
thinking probably that notoriety is the next best 
thing to fame, if not quite as good or a little bet- 
ter, asks this House to put him into the same 
resolution with the gentleman from Ohio. There 
probably would be little objection to this from any 
quarter. That far the gentlemen on the othggside 
seem to be committed to the doctrines of Mr. Bu- 
chanan. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I rather admire bold trea- 
son. I have a respect for my enemy when he 
comes out and tells me that the very next oppor- 
tunity he gets he will cut my throat. That ts at 
least honest, even if itis criminal. ‘Therefore it 
is that I say if these genUemen were expelled by 
this House for their reasonable utterances worse 
men than they will be left behind. The utter- 
ances of these gentlemen are the rattles of the 
snake. They are that which gives us warning; 
and we have the same degree of respect for the 
snake that warns us beforehand as we have de- 
testation for the sneaking copperhead that attacks 
us unawares without giving the smallest notice. 


Thave said I believe this tobe modern Democracy, 
and I have said that.there are gentlemen on the 
other side of the House whe have not yet found 
it out. > 4 . 

Mr. Speaker, I heard with a good deal of sat- 
isfaction the speech of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Kernan.] I must say that with the 
exception of the conclusions at which he arrives 
Tecan most heartily coincide with him in what E 
heard, without saying that there may not have 
been something in his speech which I did notap- 
prove. I wonder that the sagacity of that gen- 
tleman has not shown him where the party with 
which he is acting is dragging him. Heis not 
the man to raise constitutional quibbles. He is 
not the man to shelter himself behind the sup- 
posed barriers of the Constitution in his efforts 
to prevent traitors being struck at. Many times 
during his speech I thought of what I had heard 
said of him a day or two ago: that he speaks the 
best and votes the worst of any member on the 
other side of the House. [Laughter.] 

1 listened also with a good deal of attention to 
the speech of the gentleman from Ohio. Iam 
somewhat embarrassed by the rules of the House, 
which forbid alluding to amember by name. As 
there are many Representatives on this floor from 
the State of Ohio, | will endeavor to distinguish 
by saying I allude to that gentleman from Ohio 
| who can tell by the smell the distinction between 

an Abyssinian and any other negro. [Laughter.} 

Probably that is not understood in this House. 

[Renewed laughter.] I suppose it is not a suffi- 

cientdesignation. I willtry itagain, Lalludeto 

that gentleman from Ohio who was a follower of 

Judge Douglas, as long as Judge Douglas played 

into the hands of the pro-slavery party; but who, 

as soon as that statesman saw the necessity of 
repentance and amendment, and turned round to 
assist the Government of the country against 
armed rebellion, deserted him. L do not know 
whether that is a sufficient designation. If not, 

Lhave no other way of designating him, inasmuch 

as the rules of the House would prevent my men- 

tioning Hts name. 

That gentleman, [Mr. Cox,] during his sin- 
gular discourse the other day, took delight in put- 
ting questions intended to be awkward to gentle- 
men on this side. One favorite question of his 
was whether gentlemen could be induced under 
any circumstances to violate the-Constitution for 
thé good of the country. He put that question 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Garrinp.] 
He put it to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

Jurian] and to others. These gentlemen answered 

the question boldly and nobly, each in his own 
way. I will answer it probably in a different 
mauner, If that gentleman were present I would 
like to propound to-him the question which the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Jurian] propounded 
to him the other day, and which l took occasion 
to write down, ‘ Would you violate the letter of 
the Constitution in some small particulars if it 
were the only way to save our country from de- 
struction??? The gentleman from Indiana put 
that question four or five distinct times, and on 
every occasion it was cvaded except one, and that 
brought this response: Under no cireumstanecs 
conceivable to the human mind would 1 violate 
the Constitution for any purpose whatever.” 
That is the published answer. Now, all that 
sounds very nicely. We have all taken an oath 
to support the Constitution and we intend to keep 
it. There is no doubt about that. But Jet us 
follow out the gentleman’s position to some of 
itsconclusions. ‘The Constitution prevents aman 
from being a member of this House before the 
age of twenty-five years, Suppose a gentleman 
of the age of twenty-four should be elected to 
this body and claim a seat here, and suppose to 
give him a seat should be the only possible way 
to save the country from destruction, would the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] vote for the ad- 
mission? If it would increase the Democratic 
vote in this body [ might guess what the answer 
would be, Bat the answer might not enlighten 
me. Itmight be of less importance to save the 
country than the Democrate party. In some 
other parts of the countzy I have found gentlemen 
apparently laboring under the same conviction. 

By the Constitution we cannot adjourn for a 
longer period thana year. Suppose by this body 
adjourning for more than a year and joining the 


army of the Potomac the country could be saved, 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1595 


and that should be the only way it could be saved, 
how would the gentleman vote upon that ques- 
tion? _Esuppose he would vote againstit. Tsup- 
pose he would look upon the Constitution as of 
more importance to him than the country. 

- Let me remind him again that the Constitution 
prohibits this body from adjourning over more 
than three days without the consent of the Sen- 

-ate. I am at liberty to suppose cases, because 
the gentleman says that in no conceivable case, 
under no conceivable circumstances, would he 
allow himself in the smallest degree to violate a 
single letter of the Constitution. I will therefore 
suppose that the armies of the rebels were be- 
leaguering the city of Washington and it was 
demonstrated to a certainty that this body could 
disperse them and save the country, and that un- 
less that was done it was also certain the whole 
Government and people would be overwhelmed 
in one common destruction; I would like to ask 
him how he would vote upon an adjournment of 
four days to do it. Isuppose he would not go for 
it; he would not save the country in that way. 
Ohno! The letter of the Constitution would pro- 
hibitit. If the Senate should not give its con- 
currence, it would not do to give four days to the 
country. 

Again, the Constitution prohibits doing business 
in this body with Jess thana quorum present. It 
may be a question whether we are not withouta 
quorum at this moment, without I hope doing any 
great damage by it. Butsuppose it were demon- 
strated that if ten men only remained in this 
House and the action of the House were required 
to be immediate in voting supplies for the Army, 
would the gentleman insist on the roll to see if 
there was a quorum present that he might not 
violate the Constitution in saving the country? | 


I think it is likely the gentleman would insist i 


uponit. I thinkitis very likely he would say the 
country is a good thing in its place, a very nice | 
thing, but what is the country without a Constitu- 
tion? Whatisthe country withouta habeas corpus ? 

Again, the Constitution requires that the people 
of the free States shall deliver up to the people of | 
the slave States fugitives from service; in other 
words, slaves. 1 would like to put another case 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] though I 
am afraid he is not present, for I do not remem- 
ber any speaker being allowed to go on for this 
length of time without interruption when he was 
oresent. I will put my question, however; for 
if he is not here he ought to be. Ele had notice. 
I say, then, suppose a runaway negro, Abyssin- 
ian or othsrwise, were to escape into the gentle- | 
man’s own State, the Constitution would require 
him to aid the marshal in returning that man beck 
into slavery; but suppose by a violation of that 
clause of the Constitution, by refusing to return 


the negro, he could save the country from destruc- 
tion, what would be do—let the country go and 
eatch the negro, or let the negro go and save the | 
country? I myself would esteem the country | 
cheaply saved by the loss of the negro. Probably 
the gentleman would not. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me if there be | 


any moral treason in this body, it isin those who 
stand upon nice points when the country is in| 
danger. What folly to cavil about the rules for | 
governing a family while the house is on fire! 

l have no evasion on this thing. Ihave taken 
an oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States, and I intend to do it, as [have done here- | 
tofore. The Constitution requires me to do all | 
that is in my power to preserve my country, | 
and whenever a given thing is shown to me to be | 
necessary to save the country from destruction, [| 
will do it, and in so doing I will claim I am car- | 
rying out the Constitution, even if some phrase | 
in that instrument may seem to conflict. 

Mr. Speaker, I have already said that I be- 
Neved the Democratic party proper to he drifting | 
rapidly toward the position occupied by it dur- | 
ing the last few months of the term of James Bu- 
chanan, having only apparently left that position 
and never “having repudiated it. { have heard 
this rebellion characterized as a rebellion for the 
institution of slavery, as a slaveholders’ rebellion, | 


I will not deny that the slaveholders have been 5 
concerned in it; mainly instrumental in carrying `i 


iton. Iwill not deny that slavery has been the 
greatieading principle. Yet I believe it to be a | 
rebellion of the Democratic party. I cannot for- 
get that wherever the Democratic party has beea 


in the ascendent this rebellion has culminatedtinto 
civil war. 1s not that so? Look at the election 
for President in 1860. Tell me a single State 
where the vote was cast for the Democratic party 
that has not been in open rebellion orin such 
imminent danger of it as to require the power of 
the Government of the United States to prevent it. 
I pause for an answer if there be any such State. 
It was an ingenious thing for the Democratic 
party when setling up the standard of rebellion 
in the South to leave a portion of their body be- 
hind to embarrass the action of the Union men 
by setting up constitutional quibbles. It was in- 
genious, and the conduct of-a few gentlemen on 
the other side of the House has justified me in 
saying that those gentlemen are performing that 
part in this rebellion. 

But I am departing from the immediate ques- 
tion. I have been led to do so partly by follow- 
ing the example of others and partly because I 
desired to say what I firmly believe, and what I 
now repeat. The Constitution of the United 
States requires us to take all necessary measures 
for sustaining the Government. ‘To decide that 
a measure is constitutional I have only to know 
that it is necessary for the preservation of the Gov- 
ernment. I will now come to the immediate ques- 
tion. The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Lone] in 
his speech laid down three propositions: one is 
that there is no right in the Government of the 
United States to coerce the rebels; another was 
that the Government of the United States and the 
people of the United States have no physical 
power to do it; and the third, that it is time for 
us to withdraw and let the rebels have all they 
want. ldo not misrepresent the gentleman; all 
this will be found in his speech. It is avowed 
upon our side of the House that this is giving 
aid and comfortto the enemy. Is it not giving 
aid and comfort to the enemy to say that our 
armies are wrong? Is it not giving aid and com- 


| fort to rebellion to say that every soldicr in the 


Union ranks who points his gun at the rebels 
and pullsa trigger is a murderer? because that is 
the cnly conclusion to which we can come on 
the genticeman’s premises. Again, is it not giv- 
ing aid and comfort to the enemy to say that the 


| Government of the United States is not strong 


enough to put down the rebellion? What greater 
aid and comfort can you give? 

Let, us look at the final proposition. Does the 
gentleman know that the South claim all south 
of the Potomac? ‘They claim the old line between 
freedom and slavery. They ask to have Mary- 
land restored to the South, a State which has de- 
elared she loves the country better than slavery. 
They ask us to restore Western Virginia, born 
and baptized in the blood of patriots. They ask 
us to restore to them Louisiana; they ask us to 
restore to them Missouri; they ask us to restore 
to them Tennessee. Look how monstrous the 
proposition is when you come to entertain itin 
its full length and breadth. And yet, that is the 
proposition put forward in this House, and which 
is justified upon the ground that it is merely the 
exertion of the proper and legitimate freedom of 
speech. I would have gentlemen to know that 
thereare some luxuries which can only be enjoyed 
while the country is at peace, and that the fullest 
license of speech is one of those luxuries. Ah, 
the freedom of speech is a great thing, and I 
would be sorry to abridge it; but I must confess 
the time may come when for the good of my 
country I will bridle my tongue, or will consent 
to have it bridled for me. 

Let me illustrate. Suppose the gentleman were 
on board a ship atseain a storm, and suppose he 
entertained an honest difference of opinion from 
the captain about the particular rope to be pulled, 
or the particular direction in which the helm 
should be moved; and svppose, while the danger 
was imminent, and the breakers ahead, the cap- 
tain should give a certain order, and suppose that 
gentleman should countermand the order, and rea- 
son with the sailors that it was notright to do so; 


| that that was the certain road to destruction, what 
i would be done with him? ‘The captain and the 


sailors would not shoot him. Mycolleague (Mr. 


Again, suppose the capital of the country were 
besieged, and suppose. the gentleman were to ins 
dulge freedom of speech, the great right secured’ 
to us by the Constitation, by the Bill of Rights, 
by the Magna Charta and all those sacred old 
things, to publish and talk about at the corners 
of the streets and upon the battlements, and’ tell 
where the weak points of the defense were; what 
do you suppose the people of Washington and: 
the authorities would do then? Would they re- 
spect his right of speech, his constitational right, 
his freedom of speech which must not be inter- 
fered with? What would they do? Precisely 
what the gentleman from Indiana proposes to 
do. 'They would throw him over the walls among 
the rebels where they would naturally suppose 
hë belonged. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, is there anything further 
to be said upon this subject? It isénough tosay 
that liberty of speech is not license of speech; that 
the liberty of speech justifies no man‘in imperil- 
ing the safety of his country; that liberty of 
speech is a luxury to be enjoyed to its fullest ex- 
tent only in atime of profound peace. And I ask 
the gentleman why it is that he and the few—for 
l hope they are few upon the other side of the 
House who agree with him in opinion—why it 
is that he and they cannot cordially come to our 
rescue and assist us in bringing about that pro- 
found peace when even the gentleman can ‘talk 
such things as he has been talking here, with full 
and entire freedom, and with safety to his coun- 
try? 

Shall it be said in the army of the Potomad 
that a member from the State of Ohio, from that 
State which repudiated Vallandigham by so over- 
whelming a majority, arose in his place upon this 
floor and deliberately told us we were too weak 
for our enemies; we had no right to kill them; de~ 
liberately asked us to yield all they demanded of 
us? Shallit be told there that this was done, and 
not denounced by every other member of this 
body? What would be the effect of this on any 
army to which it was told? lt would paralyze 
their efforts; the weapons would fall from the 
hands of the loyal soldiers; the hesitating would 
desert, and in all human probability a defeat of 
our, arms would be the result. And yet we are 
deliberately told here that all this comes within 
the frecdom of speech. Ali! sir, if the gentleman 
honestly entertains these opinions, knowing the 
danger of expressing them, he should have locked 
them up in his ownbosom. He should nothave 
told them even to his wife, lest somebody else 
should catch from him the infection. H is for 
uttering them here that | want this geneman 
to be punished, and the only way in which he can 
be punished without the constitutional majority 
of this House is by such a censure as will show 
to the country that at least we, the majority of 
this House, are in favor of putting down this re- 
bellion to the full extent of extermination if need 
be. Uf need be the enemies of America must be 
absolutely crushed. 

It is their fault if they carry their resistance 
to such an extent as requires it. But they must 
be crushed, whether that crushing goes to the 
extent of extermination or not. ee. 

Mr. Speaker, [speak as one having some feel- 
ing on this subject, because my own State has 
been invaded by the armies of these rebels. Twice 
has the sacred soil of Pennsylvania been invaded 
by the cohorts of rebellion, and twice have they 
been driven back beyond the Potomac, and that, 
too, mainly by Pennsylvanians. Sir, | have al- 
ways felt proud of my State when 1 have remem- 
bered that she is the State first north of Mason 
and Dixon’s line that has never for a moment 
listened to the counsels of rebellion. 

My friend asks me where James Buchanan was 
during the last raid into Pennsylvania. 1 really 
do not know, but I do know that the convention 
of his party which met at Harrisburg about that 
time to nominate Judge Woodward as their can- 
didate for Governor, knowing that he sympa- 
thized with Vallandigham, seemed to have no 
fear of the rebels, and I suppose they had norea- 
son to fear them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I have 
anything further to say in support of my amend- 
ment. f sincerely hope it will be adopted. I 
ask gentlemen upon this side of the FEouse to sus- 
tain me in endeavoring to do that which ‘we can 
do, rather than lose that which wecan get, in the 
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vain attempt to get-what.we cannot. Every one 
can sec from the demonstrations we have wit- 
nessed from the other side ofthe House that we 
cannot carry the pending resolutions by a two- 
thirds.majority... Lask you then toaid me in sub- 
stituting my amendment for it, in order that this 
moral treason—I was going to say, but probably 
that would-not be ‘in order—this: infamous con- 
duct, shall not go wholly unpunished. 

Mr. WINFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I had in- 
tended when I was honored by the constituency 
whom I represent with a seat upon this floor to 
remain, at least for the present session, a silent 
spectator of the deliberations of this body, par- 
ticipating only so far as its votes were concerned 
in its constitutional action, But there are occa- 
sions when even our wisest resolves must yield 
to the exigencies. and necessities of the hour, and 
it has seemed’ to me that this @fscussion which 
has been sprung upon this. House, that the cast 
it has taken, that the attitude which has been as- 
sumed by certain members of the party to which 
I:belong, that some declarations which I regret 
to have heard made upon this floor, have rendered 
it necessary for even so humble an individual as 
myself to recede from that resolution which I 
had formed, and to ask the attention of the House 
for a brief period while 1 defined my position with 
regard to some of the absorbing questions of the 
day. 

Sir, I was elected here after a nomination bya 
political convention, a convention of that party 
to which I have belonged all my life, whose his- 
tory is intimately interwoven with the history of 
this Government, and which, if I have under- 
stood its position, has always been the true friend 
to the Government and of the Union. Having 
received the support of that party, and having 
encountered the untiring hostility and opposition 
ofa large majority of the party represented by 
gentlemen upon the other side of the House, 
while I feel that my first great duty is. to the 
country whose Representative in part I am, I can- 
not forget that I owe some debt of allegiance to 
the party which sent me here. 

But, sir, it is due to patriotism that that allegi- 
ance shall yield to the higher and holier claims of 
country whenever it shall appear that the attitude 
of that party, its professions, its tendencies are 
running counter to the greater interests of our 
common heritage. If I supposed for a moment 
that it had become the settled creed of that party 
that the great work of restoring this Union and 
putting down this rebellion was to encounter the 
stern and unfaltering opposition of that party, I 
must necessarily cease to be its adherent here or 
elsewhere. Jf I supposed for a moment that that 
party, forgetful of all its past traditions, unmind- 
fal of all its past professions, was about to falter 
in the high duty which it owes to the country in 
this its hour of peril, 1 should feel that my confi- 
dence in it had been misplaced, that Lhad misun- 
derstood its precepts, its teachings, and its prin- 
ciples. 

Mr. Speaker, ] am led to this course of remark 
by. some observations which fell froma colleague 
of-mine (Mr. Fennanvo Woop] representing one 
of the districts of the city of New York. That 
géntleman, in the course of his speech made yes- 
terday, declared among other things that there 
was no such thing as a war Democrat. I do not 
know whether that remark was intended to apply 
to the attitude of individuals or of the party at 
large to-day in this emergency, or was intended 
to recount the history of the party in the past or 
was designed to reach over and establish a plat- 
form for party action in the future. But whether 
it was the one or the other, I am here to say that 
there is, there always has been, and there will be 
after that gentleman and myself shall have passed 
from the stage of action and shall have ceased to 
participate in theaffairs of this Government, sucha 
thingasa war Democrat. There will be war Dem- 
ocrats whenever the honor of the country is in dan- 
ger. Whether the blow is to be struck from with- 
out, or whether itis to fall upon us from treachery 
within, there has been, there will be, and there 
ought to be such a party of patriotism asa war De- 
mocracy. When our national honor, our national 
integrity, or our national flag has been assailed in 
all the past, it has been the boast of the party which 
has sustained the gentleman who made thatremark 
that it was always on the side of the country and 
in favor of maintaining its honor and dignity by 


arms’to the extent of the last dollar and the last 
available resources of the nation. Such I believe 
to be its position now. This war has not, inmy 
humble judgment, been precipitated on this aa- 
tion from any misconduct or misconception of 
duty on the part of the Democratic party or its 
members. -They have,so far as I am acquainted 
with their history, sustained their country’s honor 
and have adhered to the Union by profession, by 
precept, and by practice. 

Bat, Mr. Speaker, this war is uponus. Itis 
upon us in consequence (1 suppose I am at liberty 
to say so) of the election of the Chief Magistrate 
who now presides over the destinies of the nation, 
and of the unwillingness on the part of the seced- 
ing States to accept him as our constitutionally 
elected chief ruler. Itisuponus in consequence, 
as I am free tosay here, in my humble judgment, 
of the unwarrantable act of those who, unmind- 
ful of their constitutional obligations, withdrew 
from membership under the Federal Constitution 
and defied the authority of the Constitution and 
laws. It is upon us in consequence of unjustifi- 
able, illegal, unholy rebellion; and when the fact 
became patent that it was so upon us, not only 
the party who are represented on the other side 
of the House but the party that has its represent- 
atives on this side of the House had its duty to 
perform in reference to the war. The Govern- 
ment was not, in my judgment, in a position to 
yield to the exactions of rebellion. It was not 
well, in my judgment, to surrender the integrity 
of this Union, or to fill this land with the clamor 
that there was no power under the Government 
to bring back her rebellious citizens to obedience. 
We were to meet this question as became those 
who revered the Constitution, as became those 
who had professed to love the Union, who under 
the lead of the gallant old hero of the Hermitage 
had declared thirty years before that this Union 
must and shall be preserved. That was the tra- 
dition of the party, that was the course to which 
the party had been pledged. It was the course 
they did pursue, and itis too late to say now that 
at the inception of this rebellion, and when it was 
deterniined to meet forcible desertion by forcible 
opposition, there were no war Democrats in this 
land. We have claimed from that hour to this 
that our Army has been largely filled up by war. 
Democrats, and that every call made by the Pres- 
ident was largely and gloriously responded to by 
the generous, Union-loving Democracy of the 
land; and it is too late to say or insinuate that all 
men who advocate the honest prosecution of this 
war by constitutional means and for constitu- 
tional purposes have forfeited their allegiance to 
the Democratic party. 

I believe this rebellion was in every aspect of 
it unholy and unjustifiable. After it was inau- 
gurated an effort was made by wise and patriotic 
citizens to adjust and accommodate our national 
difficulties. That effort failed, and the failure 
was, in my judgment, mainly the fault of those 
who would rather have war than peace with sla- 
very. Still, I believe, in marring the good work 
so patriotically attempted, these ultraists had 
ready and willing assistance from extremists at 
the South, who preferred war rather than to abate 
a parucle from their demands with regard to 
slavery and its extension, or to submit to the 
rule of the Chief Magistrate elect. Who was at 
fault for the fact that negotiation did not secure 
reunion cannot in any way relieve us from our 
terrible position or its responsibilities; the effort 
failed; the South set our Jaws at defiance, ignored 


our Constitution, defied the power of our Govern- | 


ment, scized our property, and finally fired upon 
our flag. ` 

The question of duty then presented itself, and 
it came home with peculiar interest to the under- 
standing and conscience.of the Democracy of the 
nation. More than thirty years before, seces- 


| sion, with white lips and chattering teeth and 


bated breath, had fearfully whispered its parri- 
cidal purposes. The old lion of the Hermitage 
then trod the quarter-deck of the ship of State 
and governed and guided its movements. Would 
to Heaven that in his then maturity of mind, 


matchless judgment, and indomitable will and | 


energy, he could once more take the helm. 
“ Like an cagle in a dove-cote he’d flutter the 
voices’? of these malcontents, and we should out- 
ride this storm and enter in safety the haven of 
Union and peace. But the lessons taught by Gen- 
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eral Jackson to treason at that time are, and 
ought tobe, perpetual law with the party then sup- 
porting him. ‘They were hailed with delight by 
the now living as wellas those who have since 
gone to their account. They understood what 
the man of iron meant when he said, ‘* The Union 
must and shall be preserved,” and they approved 
the declaration, They knew and we know that 
the very moment a citizen or a collection of citi- - 
zens, however formidable in numbers or influence, 
committed the overt act-of resistance to the Fed- 
eral law, General Jackson intended to hold them 
guilty of treason, and, if necessary, invoke the 
whole military power of the nation to bring them 
to justice and submission. There were war Demo- 
crats in those days; and it would have been a 
sorry day for my colleague had he been hon- 
ored with a seat here at that crisis, if he had 
stood up to declare in his place that no Democrat 
would support the President in any attempt to 
coerce South Carolina. The duty that Democrats 
owed their country then they owe it now. Itis 
due to patriotism, and, what is a minor consider- 
ation, to party consistency, due to the memory of 
their glorious old leader, now sleeping, “after life’s 
fitful fever,” beneath the very tread of rebellion, 
that they should reiterate and keep everywhere 
and always his solemn oath, that ‘The Union 
must and shall be preserved.” 

In choosing the part~a very humble and un- 
important one—which I have taken in relation to 
this rebellion, I have followed, as I believe, as I 
know, the traditions and teachings of the great 
party which has so long administered our Gov: 
ernment, and you cannot wonder, sir, that I felt 
startled to hear myself read out of the party for 
believing with General Jackson that when citi- 
zens defied the laws to compel submission was 
our obvious duty. To submit our differences to 
the arbitrament of war was a dire necessity; but 
I have always understood that our party was 
pledged, even to the extent of war, to maintain 
the Union in its integrity. We favored negotia- 
tion, and believed in concession and peaceful ad- 
justment; but I think I can safely say that the 
majority here North did not intend to concede 
anything, and the majority South did not intend 
to accept anything short of separation. At all 
events negotiation failed; both parties armed, one 
to take the South out of the Union and the other 
to hold the Union together. I was called. upon 
to elect which plan 1 would favor, because, Mr. 
Speaker, it is certainly true that at the stage of 
this affair to which I now allude the choice was 
between recognition and war to prevent it. And 
I caunot yet believe that I have forfeited the pub- 
lic confidence because I cannot assent to the doc- 
trine that there is no remedy but persuasion for 
treason and rebellion. 

Well, sir, at this juncture we all chose our 
parts in the contest plainly approaching, and, with 
an unexampled unanimity, the entire North pre- 

ared to fight for the Union. Even my colleague 

Mr. Fernanvo Woop] spoke in favor of armed 
resistance, and devoted his time and talents and 
contributed his money to raise and equip a regi- 
ment to ‘fizht rebellion down.” Three years 
have expired, and we are again reviewing this 
question of duty. I am free to confess that the 
policy of this Administration has failed to satisfy 
me. Iam compelled, but sorry, to declare that 
the manner in which the President has treated 
and disposed of certain questions of policy, collat- 
eral to and growing out of the war, has not com- 
mended itself to me as wise and statesmanlike, 
To repeat what has been often and better said 
before, the presidental plan has, in my judgment, 
greatly disappointed the conservative sentiment of 
the North, while it has concentrated and strength- 
ened the purposes of the rebellious South. 

So long as the Executive proclaimed that sub- 
mission to the Constitution and laws was all he 
sought, and that submission should end the war, 
the South were fighting for a shadow, and the 


| leaders of the rebellion could not, in the judgment 


of the wisest and best men of the land, have kept 
up the masses to their support in so aimless and 
fruitless a strife; but when we contemplate the 
present attitude of the belligerents, when we com- 
pare what the South is compelled to fight for now 
(if she fights at all) with what she chose to go 
to war for at first, no man can fail to discover 
the magnitude of her present stake on the result, 
or fail thence to conclude that her desperation 
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Will be increased in a correspondingtone. Time 
would fail me to enter into a critical analysis of 
the Administration war policy; but can any man 
doubtthat the changes it has undergone from time 
to time have wrought a change in the temper and 
purposes of the peopleand armies opposed to us, 
or that that change is unfavorable to an early and 
peaceful adjustment? I hope I offer no injury to 
the cause of my country when [add thatthe Ex- 
ecutive has not, in my judgment, strengthened 
the cause of the Union by the manner in which 
he has treated questions which have arisen from 
time to ime more immediately affecting our own 
rights and interests as Union citizens of the North. 

{ have not and shall not cease to protest against 
the infractions of civil liberty which have been 
perpetrated under the auspices of the present Ex- 
ecutive and for which war necessity has been the 
uniform but in my judgment insufficient excuse. 
Freedom of speech and of the press, and free and 
unrestrained suffrage, are just as sacred and val- 
uable in war as in peace, and that they have been 
ruthlessly and repeatedly invaded during the last 
three years, under presidential sanction, is an un- 
doubted fact. These departures from constitu- 
tional land-marks, togcther with the sweeping and 
radical change of policy toward the seceding States 
and their citizens, before referred to, have doubt- 
less caused some men to wonder and to doubt as 
to duty in the present aspect of affairs; they afford 
the excuse for whatever of hesitancy is to be found 
inthe North as to the course proper to be pur- 
sued in the future. 

Again, grave men and good patriots complain 
that the war has not thus far been prosecuted 
with the skill and good judgment which would 
have secured success. There is no instance to be 
found in the world’s history where a generous 
people have poured into the lap of Government 
so much of treasure or placed at its disposal more 
or braver men than this people have given to this 
Administration since the war began. Every call 
has been promptly and generously met, and it 
certainly cannot be attributed to any remissness on 
the part of the people if the seceding States have 
not been reduced to submission. For one, I am 
unwilling to concede that the fault lies with our 
soldiers. They have fought bravely, skillfally, 
heroically, on every field where they have been 
tried, and our want of success must not be laid 
to their charge. If the fault lies with the Gov- 
ernment, it certainly calls for early correction, 
and this brings me to cousider a second proposi- 
tion submitted by my colleague [Mr. FERNANDO 
Woop] in his speech of yesterday, which was to 
the effect that if this war was to continue he 
wanted to sce the present Administration party 
continue in power to carry it on; and in entering 
my protest against this proposition I shall define, 
in my poor way, the position which, in my judg- 
ment, the Democracy of the nation should assume 
and maintain. 

Speaking for myself, I protest against this trans- 
fer of the Democracy to the fold of Republicanism. 


While I will not despair of the Republic, I sce | 


no reason why the great party that has stood by 
the nation, and under Providence saved it from 
every danger, forcign and domestic, which has 
assailed it in the past, should turn away now, in 
gloom and despair, without a final and united 
effort to take the Government by the peaceful 
means of the ballot-box from the hands that hold 
it and then to enter upon the great work of re- 
storing the Union and saving the national honor 
and integrity. 

If great success should attend our arms during 
the approaching summer campaign, success suf- 
ficient to warrant the conclusion that the power 
of the rebellion was broken—and Heaven grant 


thatit may be so !—the success of the Democratic | 


party might be less essential to the welfare of the 
nation; butif, on the other hand, with ali the means 
for the vigorous prosecution of the war now at 


their disposal, with vast armies of veteran soldiers, | 


commanded by our most skillful generais, the Ad- 
ministration fails to make a decided impression 
upon the enemy now, it seems scarcely possible 
that the popular judgment should fail to discern 
the necessity ofa change of rulers. And whom in 
this emergency will the people trust; to whom 
will they confide theif armies and navies and the 
great work of the salvation of the Government 
and nation? This war will stillexist. My col- 


league says, ‘*If the war is to continue.” It-will 
continue. Does he or any other reasonable and 
sagacious man believe that the Ist of November 
will find the war closed up and peace inthe land ? 
and if not, we return to the inquiry, who willthe 
people trust in such an emergency ? 

I give it as the conviction of my judgment, that 
if the Democratic party shall place itself upon the 

latform built by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Loka] indorsed by the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Harris,] and also as I understood him by 
my colleague, we shall have a recurrence of past 
misrule for the four years to come and whatever 
of disaster which may accompany its infliction. 

That policy which would withdraw our armies 
from the ficld and trust the work of reunion to the 
hazard of negotiation alone with a power thathas 
declared repeatedly and always that we could not 
name the terms upon which they would reunite 
with us, willnot, in my judgment, receive the pop- 
ular sanction, but will on the other hand be sig- 
nally condemned in the approaching canvass if 
any party advocating such a policy arises to ask 
for popular support. A vast majority of this 
people believe that we can and we ought to put 
down this rebellion, and that having gone almost 
to the limit of the nation’s resources to accomplish 
it, there is nothing but humiliation in the propo- 
sition that we shall retire first from the field where 
so many thousands of brave men have fallen to 
secure whatin their judgment will be lost forever 
by the withdrawal of our armies. 

It is sll wise, itis right, therefore, for the Dem- 
ocratic party, in my judgment, conformably to 
its past professions, consistently with all its past 
history and tradition, to continue to insist that 
they who have rebelled against this Government 
aud are sceking its destruction must return to their 
allegiance, must submit to the authority of the 
Constitution, must lay down the arms they have 
taken up to defend themselves in their position of 
outlawry, and in default of their doing so, that 
they shall be visited with all the consequences 
and punishments of overt treason. 

Í would not prosecute this war in a spirit of 
bloodthirstiness, conquest, orextermination. Nor 
would I fail to embrace the first opportunity for 
an hénorable peace, based upon the Constitution 
as it is and the Union as it was. 

Whatever may have been, or may yet be, the 
consequences of this war upon the institution of 
slavery, they are upon the head of the party who 
rebelled for slavery’s sake. Manifestly the re- 
bellion, whenever it ceases, has weakened if not 
destroyed that institution. Slavery, in the lan- 
guage of the rebel press, has, by going to war, 
“ stabbed itself to the heart.” But with that, in 
the prosecution of the war, or in its termination, 
we have nothing todo. And this people will never 
sanction a war carried beyond the point where a 
peace can be honorably attained, with the Union, 
well and safely restored, merely to accomplish 
the purposes of abolition fanaticism, or to force 
any new form of government upon any of the 
States ofthe Union. While standing up, there- 
fore,todefend by ourarms our Governmentagainst 
its treasonable assailants, let us be prepared to 
receive and act upon the first overtures which 
promise an honorable peace. I confess that I 
have as yet seen no indications of pacific wishes 
or intents upon the part of the rebellious South, 
nor do I anticipate the discovery of any such until 
more signal success shall attend our arms, and 
their resources be limited and impaired. When 
that point is reached the popular heart of the suf- 
fering South, without regard to the views of am- 
bitious leaders, will rise up against this war and 
an element be stirred which, when dealt with in 
a spirit of conciliation and kindness, will bring 
ourarmies rest from this work of carnage and our 
people a welcome and joyful peace. Till thattime 
comes, suing or begging for peace by ourselves 
will only protract and prolong the period of its 
attainment, give to the enemy false notions of our 
own spiritand powers and resources of resistance, 
and bolster his own pride and arrogance. 

Some weeks ago allusion was made by my col- 
league to a proposition for a peace commission, 
then pending in the rebel congress, and I under- 
stood him to say that it embraced an offer of ad- 
justment upon the basis of the old Union; and 
in that view, if 1 mistake not, he was sustained 
by the very able gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox.] 
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I did notso read or interpret this so-called peace 
proposition. The object of this commission, as 
indicated by the resolutions, was to ascértain, ‘ 

“1, Whether the United States and the confed- 
eracy could agree upon the terms of an amicable 
separation, . 

2. Incase that could be effected, to ascertain 
whether terms of a readjustment and reunion 
could be agreed upon; and if not, 

3. To agree upon treaties offensive, defensive, 
and commercial, Eoo Ai ` 

Ihave not these propositions as debated in the 
rebel congress before me, but they were substan- 
tially as quoted, and careful: consideration has 
failed to disclose to my mind anything in them 
but disunion. It is purely and simply a propo- 
sition to divide ourselves into two nations, and 
establish convenient relations between us incident 
only to such a state of separation to be maintained 
for all the future; unless, perchance, in our sepa- 
ration we should under some unaccountable, un- 
anticipated impulse or influence, agree to undo 
immediately what we had just done in so formal 
and solemn a manner. And even this proposition, 
so deceptive, soinfinitely short of anything which 
could or would be listened to here, was I believé 
promptly rejected by the rebel congress, and we 
may thence infer, as has been before stated, that 
there is yet a great change to be wrought in’ the 
public mind in the rebellious States before the 
peace opinions lately expressed upon this floor 
will meet with any encouraging response from 
them. i 

I have thus, Mr. Speaker, without the premed- 
itation which a subject of such immense import- 
ance demands, given the reasons by which I have 
been governed in my present and past position 
relative to our national difficulties. I have also, 
yet upon no authority but my own judgment, 
stated what I believed would be the attitude of 
the Democratic party with relation to the war in 
the approaching autumn, if the war continue, as 
there is every reason to fear it will. ` 

Jn that event I suppose the sympathies of my 
colleague, in accordance with his declaration be- 
fore alluded to, will be with the party arrayed 
against us. I commend him to our long-time po- 
litical adversaries as a bold, skillful, eloquent, 
and industrious worker and leader, and I have no 
doubt of their ability to turn his talents to excel- 
lent account, 

A Voice. We don’t want him. 

Mr. WINFIELD. You had better acceptin 
thankfulness what the gods send you, without 
being too particular about the motives which 
prompt the accession. —_ 

Before concluding these discursive remarks, I 
intend a hasty review of the course pursued by 
gentlemen on the other side of the House since 
the commencement of this session toward the 
Democratic members on this floor and their Dem- 
oeratic constituencies, Scarcely a day has passed 
since we came together that some Administration 
member has notcharged usin some phrase or other 
with want of patriotism and fealty to the Govern- 
ment, and these charges have been preferred in 
terms the most insolent and insulting that their 
authors could possibly have selected. 

I protest against such a course, Mr. Speaker, 
first, because ofits manifest injustice. There may 
be, there doubtless are, men jn every section of the 
country, and attached to every party, who. have 
failed to discharge fully the obligations due to their 
country’s cause in the perilous times through 
which we are passing; but I utterly deny—and I 
speak particularly for my own State, as I feel no 
disposition or right to speak for others—that the 
Democratic party has set its facc against our coun- 
try and Government in the exigency which is so 
sorely trying us. Ihave mingled much in assem- 
blies and in private circles where plans were being 
devised and consummated to aid in the great work 
of putting down the rebellion; have some knowl- 
edge of the instrumentality by which soldiers and 
the money for paying them have been raised, and 
I assert here positively that, so far as my obser- 
vation extends, the Democracy of the State of 
New York have not stood back from the dis- 
charge of their duty in this crisis, but have given 
to the war their full and ample share of the men 
and money which that State has furnished. Col- 
lectively the party has, through its conventions, 
always declared for the war to be prosecuted con- 
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Stitutionally, and for constitutional ends; having 
adopted at.every State convention held since its 
commencement as the State platform the Critten- 
den.resolution, which, if I remember rightly, at 
aformer session of Congress passed: this House 
unanimously; and now, if.only the facts have been 
stated in relation to our connection-with the great 
questions of the day, why is it that gentlemen 
arise in their seats day after.day and hiss offen- 
sive epithets and unfounded accusations into our 
faces? Such ascourse can only serve a present 
party purpose.. It may.doa work of mischief for 
which a party success will be no equivalent. Are 
not gentlemen convinced that a large share of the 
almost unconquerabie hate which now exists be- 
tween the belligerent parties in this war has been 
engendered by the same sort of reviling, crimina- 
tion, and recrimination which are being daily prac- 
ticed in the Halls of Congress now? We want a 
united North, say you. Shall we have it in this 
way? Good men will not be driven to treason by 
the abuse of irresponsible persons; but when the 
well-meaning and patriotic are told day after day 
that they are traitors, in league with their coun- 
try’s enemics, upon whom the arms of their coun- 
try’s soldiers are to. be. turned when the enemy in 
front is subdued, it takes away that heart fora 
good cause so essential to its successful advocacy 
and support, k 

And how think you, Mr. Speaker, all this de- 
-nunciation is operating. upon the minds and cour- 
age of those in arms for the rebellion? If the four 
or five gentlemen upon this floor who seem to 
have this work of defamation principally in charge 
succeed in satisfying Jeff. Davis and his cabinet 
and congress and armies that rebellion has. for 
its sympathizers and supporters the entire Dem- 
ocratie party North, and that its members only 
seck a favorable opportunity to declare aiid fight 
for secession, how soon, think you, shall we find 
evidence of that waning confidence in their cause, 
that gloom and despair which must precede the 
surrender of their opposition to the Government? 
I fully. believe, sir, the blatant oratory of this ses- 
sion aboutcopperhead Democracy, the unfair and 
ungenerous denunciation of the whale Democratic 
party which we hear constantly ringing through 
this Hall, tending as they do to revive the fading 
hopes of the enemy, are doing more to prolong 
the war than all the peace speeches which have 
been made since its commencement. 

Upon two occasions since the commencement 
ofthe session, when measures having in view the 
good of the service and the welfare of our sol- 
diery were under discussion, aud when gentlemen 
on this side of the House were pledging them- 
selves to support the Administration in all its ef- 
forts to raise, supply, aud render efficient armies 
to defend our nationality, we have been supereil- 
iously told in effect that the gentlemen over the 
way had that matter in charge, that the elections 
had rendered our aid and support a matter of no 
consequence, and that we had as well carry out 
our mission of opposition to the end. f 

Let me say to the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Davis] and to the gentleman from Peunsyl- 
vania (Mr, Kurrev] that however large a space 
they may fill in the public estimation, however 
important the ‘f mission” in which they may be 
engaged, neither of them is of sufficient influence 
or consequence to justify his coming between the 
humblest member on this floor and the discharge 
of his duty, Mission! Sir, we were all sent 
here on the same mission—to legislate honestly 
and wisely, as we know how, for the good of our 
country and to save her from rain, so far as our 
official action could induce such result. And 
although we may differ as to the details of legis- 
lation, what power is there that authorizes the 
member from Maryland or the member from 
Pennsylvania to elbow any Representative bere 
from his place at this council-board of the nation 
with the declaration, ** This is our business, and 
you have neither part nor lotin it??? Who estab- 
lished them censors of other men’s conduct or 
opinions, with the power of saying who shall 
and who shall not discharge the duties imposed 
upon him by his oath according to the dictates 
of his conscience and his judgment? Sir, this is 
neither the time nor the place for this affectation 
of superiority. Conceding to the gentlemen re- 
ferred to all that they can reasonably claim on 
the score of talent and experience, they “ feed on 


no such meat” as enables them to “get the start 
of this majestic world, and bear the palm alone.” 
Our places here are held by at least as perfect a 
tenure as theirs; our responsibilities are as sacred, 
and as we have no particular account to render 
to them we protest against the legislative snob- 
bery and effrontery which prompts this. twaddle 
about what they will or will not allow us to do. 

While I have the greatest admiration for the 
talent and ability of the gentleman from Mary- 
land, and have been‘ a delighted listener to several 
of his confessedly great logical and oratorical ef- 
forts on this floor, there is still another course of 
remark which he has on two several occasions 
indulged in here, against which, as one of the 
Representatives of New York, I feel it my duty 
to protest. I allude to the, unfounded and un- 
generous imputations against the patriotism of the 
Executive of our State, and the specious effort to 
connect him,as aider and abettor, with the recent 
conscription riots in the city of New York. It 
may serve a partisan purpose just at this time 
to revile and vilify Governor Seymour; but I 
greatly over-estimate his rare qualities of heart and 
mind, and the many and important services he 
has rendered his State and country, if his memory 
is not held in grateful remembrance by a justand 
generous people long after his enemies and perse- 
cutors shall have passed off the stage and been 
forgotten. Ihave watched with no common in- 
terest his career as a public man, have some 
knowledge of his views and feelings with reference 
to this rebellion and the manner of treating it, and 
all that L have seen and know of him fully au- 
thorizes the assertion which L here make, that 
there is not in public or private life-a sincerer 
patriot, or one who is prepared to go further or 
make preater sacrifices to subdue and bring back 
to constitutional obedience our domestic enemy, 
and to restore the Union to its ancient integrity. 
In the splendid efforts he made before the people 
pending his election, and pacitonlarly in his mem- 
orable Brooklyn speech, he declared boldly fora 
vigorous prosecution of the war to restore the 
rightful authority of the Government, and I cer- 
tainly know of no occasion since his election 
where he has been found wanting in prompt and 
generous coöperation with the Iederal Govern- 
ment in times of peculiar danger and alarm to 
secure such aresult. His promptness and energy 
on the occasion of the raid of last summer by 
General Lee and his army into Maryland and 
Pennsylvania will long be remembered by all 
whose natures are capable of gratitude, and will 
pass from the memory of such only as are in- 
capable of doing justice to a political adversary. 
When called upon by the Executive, at that hour 
of gloom and peril, for aid in repelling an invasion 
so threatening to the Union cause and to the safety 
of our sister State, he responded with a prompt- 
ness and energy and with such success as finds 
no parallel in the individual history of any man, 
either soldier or civilian, who hasbeen connected 
with this war. His preparations were far in ad- 
vance even of Pennsylvania herself, and in an 
incredibly short space of time fourteen regiments 
of troops, as good and as brave as ever faced a 
foe, were sent, fully armed and munitioned, to con- 
front the advancing encmy, to save the beautiful 
valleys of Pennsylvania from pillage, her towns 
from destruction, and her citizens from slaughter. 
If I remember rightly, ks prompt and patriotic 
response to the call of the Government on that 
occasion elicited the thanks both of the Executive 
and Secretary of War, and so highly did the latter 
official appreciate his noble and generous efforts 
that he extended to him a pledge of future per- 
sonal friendship. 

On the occasion of the President’s recent call 
for additional troops Governor Seymour was the 


| first of all the State Executives to urge a prompt 


response to the call, and his eloquent appeal has 
greatly aided in enabling New York to send her 
full quota to the field under every call thus far 
made, as she wiil certainly do. 

l have never known where or upon what un- 


| founded pretense originated the idea that Gover- 


nor Seymour was in the smallest degree respons- 
ible for the murderous conscription riot in New 
York. The charge which is made, with no proof 
to sustain it, needs only a flat denial. Andi here 
assert that no act or utterance of his, then or ever, 
incited man or mob to riot or resistance to lawful 


authority. Quoting from the Governor’s speech 
at the city hall, and drawing from the elegant 
literature found in “the New Gospel of Peace,” 
the gentleman from Maryland speaks of * Gov- 
ernor Seymour’s friends, the Pahdees.’’ The im- 
pression sought to be made is, doubtless, that 
upon the occasion referred to Governor Seymour 
addressed the excited mob in terms of friendly 
encouragement rather than in language of defiant 
power and authority. It will be borne in mind 
that the speéch in question was made at an hour 
of the day when the up-town residents of New 
York, embracing thousands of its worthiest, busi- 
ness men, were passing down to their places of 
business, and these had surrounded their friend 
and favorite, intensely anxious to know what he 
proposed in that hour of extreme danger. Wh 
should he not address them as his friends? Suc 
they were, and had recently proved their friend- 
ship in a way that filled his generous heart with 
tenderest emotions as he stood among them once 
more to take counsel for the public safety. 

I deny that upon that occasion * he paltered in 
a double sense’’ with riot and crime. He asserted 
firmly the supremacy of the law, and declared 
firmly his intention to enforce it; and, unsup- 

orted as he was by military power, (for let it be 

orne in mind that he had stripped his own State 
almost entirely bare of soldiers in aid of Pennsyl- 
vania,) he went as far as any man living would 
have gone in defying and threatening the despe- 
rate men he had to deal with. 

The Representatives on this floor from the city 
and State of New York are ata loss to know why 
riots and rioters in New York should become the 
so frequent subject of animadversion by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland. ‘There are places under 
the sun where riots are quite as frequent and 
bloody and irrepressible as in New York. If the 
gentleman will recur to the last twenty years’ his- 
tory of his own city, he will find that mobs and 
their cruel and bloody orgies have been an almost 
yearly disgrace to her historic annals; lawless 
violence has there become an almost chronic dis- 
order, and organizations of “ Plug Uglies” and 
t“ Dead Rabbits’’are almosta Baltimorean institu- 
tion. It recurs to me now thatatthe outbreak of 
this civil war, when Massachusetts had sent her 
brave sons to protect the capital, after they had 
been warmly and generously welcomed in ever 
city and town through which they had passed, 
they were assailed, beaten, maimed, wounded, 
and some of them killed in the streets of the gen- 
Uleman’s own city by a mob of traitors, lacking 
patriotism to fight for their country and too cow- 
ardly to take up arms against her; and itis a fact 
worth remembering, that before the work ofshed- 
ding of blood commenced, on occasion of the late 
riot in New York, the proportions of the mob had 
been largely increased b7 accessions from Balti- 
more, Philadelphia, and Boston, brought there by 
their lust for plunder and natural appetite for 
blood; and it is said that among those ‘subse- 
quently slain by the officers of the Jaw were found 


| some who had been trained for the lives they led 


and fitted for the deaths they ded in Baltimore 
city. Ifthe gentleman will accept the suggestion 
in the same kind spirit which prompts it, | would 
advise him to stretch his reforming hand over his 
own city before coming to New York to preach 
‘peace on earth and good will toward men.” 
Before yielding the floor I desire to notice briefly 
the course of remark indulged in a few days ago 
by the gendeman from Ohio, [Mr. Scnencg,]} 


| pending a proposition originating on this side of 


the House to increase the pay of our brave sol- 
diers. By good management or sharp practice the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
managed to secure the floor on this resolution, and 
thus to get control of the motion for the previous 
question, This enabled him to arraign, accuse, 
and abuse this side of the House without stintand 
with perfect impunity; and, refusing to give way 
for explanation or denial, he availed himself fully 
of his secure perch to shower down upon the 


| heads of gentlemen on this side of the House the 


grossest charges of insincerity in their profes- 
sions of friendship for the soldier and demagogue- 


| ismin their efforts to increase his pay. The only 


true friends of the Army were modestly claimed 
to be those seated on the other side of the Hall, 
while we on this side were stigmatized as “sham,” 
“ professed,’ and “ pretended’ friends, and finally 


told, in effect, that this matter of doing jastice to the 
soldier was under grave consideration in the Mil- 
itary Committee, and it was no part of our busi- 
ness to be harping upon it or urging it up in the 
House. ; 

Now, sir, speaking for myself, I shall allow no 
man, however important may be the position he 
occupies, or however exalted his talents or influ- 
ence, to impugn or question the sincerity of my 
friendship for the soldiers who are fighting our bat- 
tles and shedding their blood for the restoration 
of the Union without meeting his unjust and most 
false accusation with an indignant denial. If, any- 
where in this land, there can be found a class of 
citizens deserving the deep reverence and perpet- 
ual gratitude of us all, it,is the brave men who 
have rallied, with such alacrity, around our in- 
sulted flag, and braved the dangers of this bloody 
and destructive war. Better soldiers, with the 
same experience, the world never saw, and ingrat- 
itude is no name for the sin of him who withholds 
from them that reverential regard their many sac- 
rifices for us merit at our hands, But the soldier 
cannot live and support his family on praise and 
gratitude alone, Considering the depreciation of 
our currency, and the increase in the price, of 
every necessary of life, members on this side of 
the House have felt, since the commencement of 
the session, that an carly movement should be 
made to increase the soldier’s pay. So clear was 
our sense of the propriety of such a step, that we 
even dared to move inthe matter without waiting 
to ask leave to do so of the Military Committee; 
and this act of indiscretion bas brought upon our 
devoted heads the ire of the formidable chairman 
of that committee. 

Now, I propose to examine in reference to this 
very question of increase of pay whether all sin- 
cere friendship for the soldier is found with the 
gentleman from Ohio and his friends. That gen- 

*tleman knew long before he took his seat upon 
this floor that the soldier’s pay of thirteen dollars 
per month was grossly inadequate to bis support 
and that of his family, and that every month that 
he receives only such compensation his family 
either suffers for the necessaries of life or is de- 
pendent upon the world’s cold charity; yet nearly 
five months of this session have been allowed to 
pass by the chairman and his committee, and while 
a vast deal of legislation upon other subjects has 
originated with that committee, has been perfected 
and passed through this House, no movement that 
the outer world knows of has been made in behalf 
of the soldier, and when resolutions providing him 
tardy justice are offered on the floor, resolutions 
so clearly rightin themselves that they could be 
and should be passed at once, they are voted to 
the Military Committee by those who, lacking tie 
courage to kill them openly on the floor, send 
them there for perpetual imprisonment or sceret 
assassination, 

The gentleman from Ohio was pleased to in- 
form us for the first time, in his speech the other 

‘day, that his committee had under consideration 
the question of increasing soldiers’ pay, and that 
to that end a bill would some day be reported; 
but he also said they wanted to see how liberally 
this side of the House would vote taxes to meet 
the increased burdens upon the Treasury before 
they brought forward their measure of relief, 
Sir, that pretext for delay will hardly serve the 
gentleman’s purpose. Ile will not, at all events, 
deny his confidence in the justice and patriotism 
of his own side of the House, and he knew that 
their dear working majority, both in the Senate 
and here, insured just such tax legislation as 
might be made necessary by any increase of 
soldiers’ pay Congress should vote. But, sir, the 
question of soldiers’ pay was not a question of 
the sufficiency of the revenue. In the face of his 
just demands and his distressing necessities, we 
could not, and ought not, plead the poverty of 
the Government. This was the last point at 
which retrenchment should have been tried; to 
attempt itelsewherc might have been injudicious; 
here it was cruel; andalthough our brave herocs 
will go on and do their duty like true men, yet 
many a shudder will they give at the reflection 
that farnine’s wolf may be prowling at their doors 
at home. 

Reverting to this charge, made without cause 
and inaspiritof such gross injustice, of unfriend- 
liness to the soldier on this side of the House, I 
add that it is impossible and unnatural that we 


should cherish toward him the sentiments attrib- 
uted to us. My own district, sir, has sent five 
thousand men to this war. I do not know the 
exact number, but what I have named: is an ap- 
proximation sufficient for the purposes of these 
remarks. They have gone off singly, in squads, 
with batteries, by companies, and by regiments. 
They were collected from every town and bamlet 
of the district; hundreds of them were my warm- 
est and most intimate friends; they were going to 
servein a cause which I believed a just and right- 
cous one; they were making great sacrifices and 
braving extremest dangers that our Government 
might be saved from destruction.. Is there aman 


who deserves the name of such whose heart would. 


not have yearned toward them with affectionate 
admiration? | have watched their career with min- 
gled emotions of anxiety, pride, and sorrow. 
They were untried and unpracticed in scenes of 
blood; and as men have sometimes faltered while 
passing through the fiery ordeal of battle, we were 
not without anxiety for our friends until we knew 
they had been tried, and then our hearts swelled 
with emotions of just and honest pride that every 
man had faced danger and death like a hero, and 
no coward was found among them all. I know 
of no battle-field of this war where the sons of 
Orange and Sullivan have not fought and where 
some of them have not fallen, sealing in blood 
their devotion to the cause in which they had 
enlisted. The archangel’s trump, not glory’s, 
shall awake them, but 
& When spring returns, with fingers cold, 

To deck with Jowers their hallowed mold, 

She then shall deck a sweeter sod 

Than faney’s feet have ever trod.” 


For those of them who shall survive this war 
there is in store as warm a welcome home as ever 
awaited a soldier’s return. We know how they 
have fought; we know that for not one instant 
have they faltered in the discharge of their perilous 
duties; and we of the localities from whence they 
have gone feel honored by their noble bravery. 
We shail watch their career till its close with affec- 
tionate solicitude ; and when they come back, who 
are spared to do so, they shall be clasped to warm 
and grateful hearts. 

Mr. Speaker, it was not my purpose in getting 
the floor to enter into an extended discussion of 
the particular subject before the House: I had, 
however, intended to present one or two points 
which were, in my judgment, pertinent to the 
issue, and which had not been alluded to; but 
for that, even, there is not now the time left to 
me; aud I shall content myself with saying that 
while I dissent entirely from the tone, sentiment, 
and substance of the speech of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Lone,] E cannot discover in his case 
such a breach of the privileges of this House ag 
gives me the constitutional right to vote for his 
expulsion, 

Mr. GRINNELL. I did notanticipate a few 
hours since taking any part in this debate, and I 
shall not detain the Elouse long now, as I have 


į agreed to divide a portion of my hour with a gen- 


tleman who will address the House upon this 
question. 

3efore I proceed with my remarks on the ques- 
tion, allow me to say that the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat (Mr. Winriexp] has not even 
hinted at the question under discussion, which 
was his right, and 1 conclude that the speech has 
been laid away long prepared, and that the first 
opportunity for bringing it to light was this occa- 
sion. Hoe left me entirely ignorant in regard to 
bis position upon the question now under discus- 
sion. He has not informed the House how he 
shall vote, and | mast remark that this question 
has brought up disclaimers, apologies, and Jec- 
tures of the most uncommon character. Why, 
sir, every other gentleman that has spoken on that 
side has been called upon to make a disclaimer in 
behalf of some political brother; and a family of 
feuds that must be now—anything but a happy 
family, judging from the lectures they have seen 
fit to give one another during the two or three 
days past. Ido not propose to go into the family 
for the purpose of arranging any of their difficul- 
ties, which | know are of a very serious charac- 
ter, Their troubles are chronic, and I do not 
propose to offer medicine to men so sick as the 
Democratic party—‘ the sid man” of 1864—too 
far gone for the use of any known medicines. 

While I have listened to this discussion, there 
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has come to -my mind, considering the protests 
and discordance, language which Lthought might 
properly be used, in Macbeth. I.quote a few 
lines, perhaps disjointedly: 
“ Fillet of a fenny snake, ` trek 
In the caldron boil and bake: 
Eye of newt, and toe of frog, 
Wool of bat, and tongne of dog, 
Adder’s fork, and biind-worm’s sting, 
Lizard’s leg, and owlet’s wing, 
For a charm of powerful trouble, 
Like a hell-broth boil and bubble? 
The flames of semi-treason rising, let 
& Fire burn and caldron bubble.” 


That is the bubbling of that harmonious Demo- 
cratic party, in the language of the witches, in 
April, 1864. . 

The gentleman has seen fit to place upon this 
side of the House the honorable gentleman from 
New York. I cannot designate him otherwise 
than the ex-mayor. Ibeg the gentleman’s par- 
don when he says “whom the gods send we 
must accept.”? Ah, sir, I take it-upon myself in 
behalf of this great and this glorious party for 
the war and the Union to. deny that the gods 
have so sent; that the Almighty has not permitted 
us to live to this late day to suffer such an afic- 
tion as that of that gentleman upon this party; one 
who declared in the early part of this session that 
this war was “a hellish crusade of blood: and 
famine,” and now gentlemen propose to transfer 
him to the Union party, He declared that peace 
must come, and he did not care whether it came 
by ‘southern submission or by success.” And 
when he said it, I felt like saying he belonged 
—not over on that side, for there are good Dem- 
ocrats over there, I trust—but that he belongs in 
Richmond, yet here minister resident, a peace 
man. We shall not attempt to transfer to you 
gentlemen who are free thinkers but for the war 
and the Union, from this side, and we will not 
permit it from you. ; 

I cannot proceed tó the consideration of the 
question under discussion for a moment. The 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Harrineron,] 
who spoke at an early hour this evening, went 
out of the line of legitimate discussion in an un- 
becoming manner to traduce and malign the. de- 
fenders of their country. He spoke dispara- 
girly. l trust thoughtlessly, of the sons of New 
England, by saying that the soldiers of New Eng- 
land had no stomach for the fight. f 

Mr. HOLMAN. My colleague is not in his 
seat; but he stated distinctly to the gentleman 


j from Massachusetts [Mr. BourweLL] that he did 


not say the ‘soldiers’? of Massachusetts, but the 
citizens of Massachusetts, as represented upon 
this floor. 

Mr. GRINNELL. If the gentleman says he 
did not say soldiers, I say he did, with all defer- 
ence, ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman labors under 
a mistake, 

Mr.:GRINNELL. He said the soldiers of 
New England had no stomach for the fight, 

Mr. HOLMAN. He. expressly disclaimed the 
language. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I will net allow the gen- 
tleman to utter slanders against New England 
unnoticed and then leave his seat in the Hall. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | simply wished to avoid in- 
justice being done to a gentleman not here.. { 
heard the remark distinctly, and when it was 
repeated by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. BourweLL] I at once discovered the difer- 
ence of the phraseology of my colleague and that 
made use of by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, As soon as my colleague heard the terms 
made use of by the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts he corrected the Janguage and said he did 
notsay ‘soldiers ’’ of Massachusetts, but citizens 
of Massachusetts as represented upon this floor. 

Mr.GRINNELL. Weil, I will do no man 
any injustice. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I appeal to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Beurwext] himself to 
say whether the correction was not at once made 
by my colleague, (Mr. Harrineron.]. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. My understanding of the 
words used by the gentleman from. Indiana first 
was this: that the soldiers of New England had 
no stomach for the fight. I asked him what evi~- 
danee he had, and I repeated the words I undere 
stood him to have used. He then said he did not 
say the soldiers of New England had no stomach 
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for the fight, but that the people of New England 
‘had no. stomach for the fight; and the evidence 
© consisted of these two facts, that the Governor of 
Massachusetts had sent agents into Indianato en- 
list colored men; and the: conduct of the Repre- 
sentatives upon this floor. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I desire.to ask the gentle- 
man from Massachusetis—for I sat near him at 

_ the time—if the gentleman from Indiana did not 
say. the ‘* Representatives”? of Massachusetts? 

Mr. GRINNELL. That is just as gross a 
slander, if he did. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 1 appeal to the gentleman 
-from Massachusetts if that was not what my 
~ friend frorn Indiana said? ` 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The gentleman from In- 
= diana utters the truth in what he says, but that 
` does not qualify what I have stated. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. My inquiry of the gentle- 

man from Massachusetts was whether the gen- 

` teman from Indiana in his explanation did not 
gay that his remarks applied to the Representa- 
tives of Massachusetts? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. If the gentleman from 
Towa will allow me I willrestate the matter from 
my recollection as now refreshed. 

Mr.GRINNELL. I wilk yield for that ex- 
planation. : f 

Mr. BBUTWELL. I understood the gentle- 
man from Indiana to say, first, that the soldiers 
of New England, not of Massachusetts, had no 
stomach for the fight. I then put the question to 
him, “ What evidence have you that the soldiers 
of New England have no stomach for the fight?” 
“He then said that his words were that the people 
of New England had no stomach for the fight. 
Upon being pressed as to the evidence on which 
he based that statement, he then said that he sup- 
ported it by the two facts to which I have referred, 
the fact that the Governor of Massachusetts had 
gent men into Indiana to recruit colored soldiers 

` for the Massachusetts quota, and the conduct of 
the Representatives of New England upon this 
floor; and then he finally said that the Represent- 
atives of New England upon this floor had no 
' stomach for the fight. 

Mr.GRINNELL. I will say to my friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. Hotman,] who is so fertile in 
objections and so prone to explanations, that his 
colleague did say—and I am borne out in it by a 
dozen members—first, that the soldiers of New 
England had no stomach for the fight, and then 
he backed out of it, in what I should callelse where 
a very slippery way, by saying that the Repre- 
sentatives of the people of New England had no 
stomach for the fight. Bat, sir, as it is said that 
towers are measured by their shadows, and great 
men by their calumniators, [ think the people of 
New England will not feel much grieved over his 
calumnious assertions, yet for the soldiers I repel 
then. ; 

Sir, lam proud to own I was born in that New 
England, although now a resident of the prairies; 
and I will never allow a man to speak in defama- 
tion of the land where I was born, that holds the 
dust of my fathers or of the mother that bore me, 
unrebuked. 
belief of the soldiers of the West: that the soldiers 
of New England have fought as well during this 
war as the soldiers from any other portion of the 
country. The soldiers of the East and of the 
West have slept in the same tents; they have 
fought side by side, moistening many a battle- 
field with their blood; and whenever they have 
been led by generals worthy to lead them and 
determined for victory, you have found the sol- 
diers of New England, whether at Bull Run, in 
the swamps of the Chickahominy, with spade or 
gun, or fighting above the clouds on the mount- 
ains of Tennessee, true to the flag, true to their 
ancestral fame, and true to their God: 

* Right in the van, A 
Ou the red rampart’s slippery swell, 
With hearts that beat a charge, they fel 
Foeward, us fits a man.” 

I could not listen to insults to their character 
and reproaches to the brave dead and be silent. 

We heard threats and semi-traitorous: propo- 
sitions a year or two ago, during the western cam- 
paigns, about Union, but leaving New England 
out in the cold—New England, the home of the 
agitators, the abolitionists, and Puritans. THe 
simply proposed to cut off the head of the body- 
politicand leave out New England wealth, brains, 


And I will here state what is the | 


and history, with Concord and Lexington and 
Bunker Hill, and all the memories of this war— 
New England, which sent her soldiers first to fight 
our battles, to save this capital, and to fall by the 
hands of traitors in the streets of Baltimore on 
the 19th of April, 1861. They are the brothers 
of my constituents, noble soldiers who sleep un- 
coffined on the great battle-fields of the West, and 
are alike enthroned in the great heart of the nation. 

l love New England and her soldiers, and am 
proud of her early and later history. 1 believe 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bout- 
WELL] is to get the floor to-night, and I will leave 
their further defense to him. 

I now come to the question under discussion. 
We propose to censure the gentleman from Ohio 
because he has shown that he is not a friend of 
the Union, and has delivered in this Hall a speech 
which has given aid and comfort tothe enemy in 
arms, and violated his oath. Itis said, first, it is 
an abridgment of free speech, and we. have no 
precedent for such acourse. We have Democratic 
precedent at least. Ít will be recollected that in 
1842 Mr. Giddings,a member of this House from 
the State of Ohio, introduced certain resolutions 
in regard to the slaves on board the brig Creole,a 
vessel bound from Virginia to New Orleans. For 
the introduction of such resolutions the House 
censured Mr. Giddings; every Democrat in the 
House at that time voting in favor of the resolu- 
tion to censure him. 1 will send to the Clerk’s 
desk and ask to have read the material portion of 
the proceedings of the House on that occasion, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


* Resolved, That slavery, being an abridgment of the 
natural rights of man, can exist only by force of positive 
municipal law, and is necessarily confined to the territo- 
rial jurisdiction of the power creating it. 

‘Resolved, That when a ship belonging to the citizens 
of any State of this Union Jeaves the waters and territory 
of such State and enters upon the high seas, the persons on 
board cease to be subject to the slave laws of such State, 
and thenceforth are governed in their relations to each other 
by, and are ainenabie to, the laws of the United States. 

& Resolved, ‘That when the brig Creole, on her late pas- 
sage for New Orleans, left the territorial jurisdiction of Vir- 
ginia, the slave laws of that State ceased to have jurisdic- 
tion over the persons on board said brig, aud such persons 
became amenable ouly to the laws of the United States. 

“ Resolved, 'Thatthe personson board the said ship, in re- 
suming their natural rights of personal liberty, violated no 
law of te United States, incurred no legal penalty, and are 
justly liable to no punishment. 

t Resolved, That all attempts to regain possession of, or 
to rediistave, said persons, are unauthorized by the Consti- 
tution or the laws of the United States, and are incompat- 
ible with our pational honor. 

“ Resolved, That alt attempts to exert our national influ- 
enee in favor of the coastwise slave trade, or to place this 
nation in the attitude of maintaining a ‘commerce in bu- 
man beings,? are subversive of the rights and injurious to 
the feelings and the interests of the free States; are unau- 
thorized by the Constitution and prejudicial Lo our national 
character.”? 


These were the resolutions of censure: 


“ Whereas Hon, Josuva R. Gippixes, the member from 
the sixteenth congressional district of the State of Ohio, 
has this day prese o aserics of resolutious 
touching the most important interests connected witha 
large portion of the Union, now a subject of negotiation 
between the United States and Great Britain of the most 
delicate nature, the result of which may eventually involve 
those nations and perhaps the whole civilized wordin war; 
and whereas itis the duty of every good citizen, and par- 
ticularly every selected agent and representative of the peo- 
ple to discountenanee all efforts to create excitement, dis- 
satistaction, and div n among the people of the United 
State suchatime and under such circumstances, whieh 
is the only effect to be accomplished by the introduction of 
sentiments before the legislative body of the country hos- 
tile to the grounds assumed by the high functionary having 
in charge this important and delicate trust; and whereas 
mutiny and murder are therein justified and approved in 
terms shocking toatl scuse of law, order, and humanity: 
‘Therefore, w 

Resolved, That this House holds the conduct of the said 
member as altogether unwarranted and unwarrantabic, and 
deserving the severe condemuation of the people of this 
county, and of this body in particular.” 

Mr. GRINNELL. Here, Mr. Speaker, is a 
Democratic precedent, made at the behest of sla- 
very, with the spirit of tyrants, while we act for 
an imperiled country. Mr. Giddings was bold 
enough to declare that the slaves on board of the 
Creole on the high seas were justified in resum- 
ing their inherent rights which the God of nature 
gave them—a proposition so plain that none but 
the obtusest intellect would dissent from it; and 
he who would fear to utter it in this Hall is fit 
for a slave. Yet he was censured by the vote of 
a Democratic House of Representatives. After 
that action Mr. Giddings resigned his seat. He 
was nothing in the world but a “ poor, despised 
Yankee,” transferred to Ohio, born in‘ that land 


whose people, according to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Harrineton,] have no stomach 
for fighting. But what did he do? 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Will the gentleman 
yield to me for a moment? 

Mr.GRINNELL. Iwill yield with very great 
pleasure after E am done. [Laughter.] What 
did Mr. Giddings do? He resigned his seat and 
went home, and the people of his district sent him 
back here to represent them. Contrast that case 
and the ground of action with the one we have here 
before us, and nòte the action of 1842 and 1864. 

The House on Saturday last passed: a vote of 
censure upon a member of this House,(Mr. Har- 
ris, of Maryland,] declaring that he was an un- 
worthy member. Heisa gentleman who boasted 
here of being a slaveholder—one of the last of that 
memorable nobility, not a fossil exactly, a rep- 
resentative of thechivalry. And yet he does not 
seem inclined to follow the proud example set him 
by- Mr. Giddings, a Yankee, the subject of so 
many jeers. He is not inclined to resign hisseat. 
I will not allude to himas a traitor, although the 
Chair did decide last night that the use of that 
language was not unparliamentary as applied to 
him. I will simply allude to him as “ the un- 
worthy member.’? {Laughter.] By a vote of 
the Heuse he wascensured. That vote was sup- 
ported by many of the political adherents of the 
member. Some twenty or thirty members on that 
side happened to be absent at the time. Perhaps 
they had gone to dinner, or gone somewhere else. 
1 do not know, not being their keeper, At all 
events they were fortunate enough not to be here 
when their names were called. [Laughter.] It 
will be recorded that so many members of the 
t unterritied’’ Democratic party stood by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, so many voted against 
pa and so many dodged the question. [Laugh- 
ter. 

But the ** unworthy member ”’ from Maryland 
persists in. holding on to his position here, not- 
withstanding his censure by the House and by 
members of his own party; while Mr. Giddings, 
the ‘‘grasping, spiritless Yankee,” resigned his 
seat on being censured without a hearing, and on 
the basest pretenses thathe had impaired the value 
of slave property in Virginia, that mother of slave 
breeders as well as of presidents. So much for the 
representatives of the chivalry who never take 
an insult. They are high-toned, but not so very 
high-toned but that they will retain their seats 
after their fellow-members have proclaimed them 
unworthy of association with them on account 
of treasonable language. An abolitionist goes to 
the people and they send him back indorsed with 
a fresh commission; a vaunting slave-owner, cen- 
sured, remains here like 

& The Jast rose of summer, 
Left blooming alone.” 

When I listen to lectures about New England 
or Yankees, | thank God that the time is past or 
drawing near when we shall hear no longer taunts 
and insults in this Hall—when the crack of the 
slaveholder’s whip will not be heard in this Flall 
as it has been in the past. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Harris] | 
says further—and I hope he, will not come any 
nearer to me than he is—[he comes over toward 
Mr. G.]—that if a man calls his father a traitor 
he will do something, I do not know what, some 
terrible thing,and as I do not want some terrible 
thing to befall me, E will not call him a traitor. 
But when the gentleman says that he will answer 
for all his sins as a slaveholder, Í tell him there 
is a dark and terrible future for him; that every 
one of his slaves. has a note against him bearing 
compound interest, and that note will be pre- 
sented in that great day, when J fear that that 
gentleman will not be able to cash it, or meet the 
consequences of protest at the bar of the Eternal. 
He will hear, ‘ Behold the hire of the laborers 
who have reaped down your fields, which is of 
you kept back by fraud, crieth; and the cries of 
them which have reaped are entered into the 
ears of the Lord of Sabaoth.’ And it is because 
those who have gone before us, and have satin 
this Chamber, have listencd without rebuke to 
the abuse of these slaveholders, that I believe in 
God this country has come to what it has, hav-. 
ing slavery everywhere. . 

Sir, great justice, late if not early, will be heard. 
These men who voted to reprimand and insult 
John Quincy Adams living, when he was dead 
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could not find words to express their reverence | 
for his memory. And the same thing has taken | 
place during the present winter in reference to one 
of the leading abolitionists in this country. You | 
called him in his lifetime a keeper of an under- | 
ground railroad. You exhausted the catalogue 
of vile epithets to hurl against him. And when 
he was dead you mourned for him as for one who 
had stood up for the truth before God; now the 
Parian marble is not white enough for his monu- 
ment. . 
| would not, sir, have thus digressed in re- 
marks butthat I may never again liftup my voice 
dn this Chamber, and I desire to have it known by 
my children and men who come after me that one 
descendant from those who for three hundred | 
years have struggled and suffered for rational | 
liberty never heard a slaveholder boast of his 
mastery and take pride in his defense of traitors 
without standing up to rebuke him, to say with full 
voice to his face, “ Get thee behind me, Satan.” 

Now, sir, when I use this language in reference 

to slaveholders, 1 do not mean to include all in 
this House who may fall within that category. I 
do notullude to all these gentlemen from the border 
States. L do notinclude all those gentlemen. Ay, 
sir, and my heart warms toward them when | | 
think of that State that has recently given her | 
voice in favor of emancipating her slaves. Your | 
heroism commands the admiration of the coun- | 
try, denouncing the wrong, and being ready to | 
give your-slaves, and let them go to fight the bat- | 
tles of the country. And I could almost forgive the | 
boastings of the member from Maryland when he 
told usthat he had been aslaveholder, but that bis 
slaves had all run away. I wasglad when I heard 
that he, like myself, was obliged to cultivate a 
few acres of land by hired and paid labor. And 
when he said the patriarchal relation had been 
destroyed by General Butler} | said to mysclf, 
“Thank God for General Buter P? 

By this proposed censure we are charged with 
inconsistency because we did not expel Mr. Con- 
way, of Kansas, for the introduction of certain 
resolutions which he offered Jast winter. What 
was the crime of Mr. Conway? What did he 
say by speech and resolutions? ‘The substance 
of his proposition, the amount of his resolutions 
was, that if this country was to be controled by 
slavery again, or by the Democratic party with 
all its propagandism, with its old associations, 
with slavery, the fugitive slave law and all, the su- 
preme law, he preferred there should be a dividing 
line, all south of which should be devoted to sla- 
very, and all northof which should be absolutely 
free. Sir, under the circumstances, | do not won- 
der thathe used that language. He spoke asour 
soldiers would. Te used the words ofa man who 
was praying night and day for the success of our 
Army, voting money, and only fearful, like mil- 
lions of others, that after the shedding of a sea of 
blood there would be a compromise with tyrants. 

He did not invoke God Almighty to prevent our 
subjugating traitors. 

Mr. KELLEY. J ask the gentleman from 
Jowa to permit me to read the resolutions. 

Mr. GRINNELL. Certainly. IL yield to the 
gentleman with pleasure, j 

Mr, KELLEY. The following are the reso- | 
lutions submitted by Mr. Conway: | 

“Resolved, That ur 
swept through the valley > ts mouth 
and the army of the Potomac annibi : legions o 
Lee and Jackson, thus subverting the military power o 
the rebellion within a re nahle time, the best interests 
of the country aud bumanity will require a cessation of 
hostilities. 


* Resolved, That the Sintes ofthe North, eon 
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"est shall have 
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forever cherisiiand pursue the inspiring idea of nationality 
and continental dominion.” 

He did not hoid to reducing the country to its 
primitive dimensions, buti—— 

Mr. CRAVENS. Have the second of the res- |} 
slutions read. 
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Mr. GRINNELL. 

glad to have that as well as all the Democratic 
platforms read to the House. 
a portion of my hour to another gentleman. 


If I believed the Democratic party, under the’ 


lead of men that could be mentioned, was to have 
the control of the party, to reéstablish it in all-of 
its grandeur of pro-slavery guilt, in allits power 
for enforcing the fugitive slave law,and corrupt- 
ing the fountain of public justice, | would say a 
thousand times rather would I see the country 
divided, the South to go their way, all slave, and 
the North to go their way, all free, than to see 
the country once more under Democratic rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [call the gentleman to order. 
I ask that the gentleman’s language may be taken 
down and reported by the Clerk. ee 

Mr. GRINNELL. I knew the gentleman 
would object before I got through with my re- 
marks. 

Mr. HOLMAN. UWatil the words have been 
taken down and read by the Clerk, I object to 
anything being done. 

Mr. SMITH. ‘The House is now transacting 
business of grave importance, and | hope mem- 
bers will be required to keep their seats and not 
crowd into the aisles and the area in front of the 
Speaker’s desk. . [Cries of ‘Order!?*] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Gentlemen are required to 
keep their seats, and no business is in order until 
the offensive words have been taken down and 
reported to the House by the Clerk. 

Mr. SMITH. Lrisetoa pointof order. [Cries 
of “Order!” Order!” from the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, 1 ask the gentlemen on 
this side of the House to listen to the gentleman’ 
from Kentucky. He extended great courtesy to 
me to-day, aud I myself feel under obligation to 
make the proper return. [Cries of ‘ Order!” 
i Order !”?’} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will 
report the language of the gentleman. from lowa 
to which exception has been taken by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I wish to make an appeal 
to members on behalf of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. [Cries of “Order!” © Order ”?] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, .The gentleman 
is not in order. 

Mr.GRUNNELL. Can’t I tella short story? 
{Langhter.] 

The Clerk read Mr. Grinvexr’s language, as 
follows: 

«i wonld say, a thousand times rather would I see the 
country divided, the South to go their way all slave and the 


| North their way all free, than to see the couuuy once more 


under Democratic rule.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point oforderis this 

The SPEAKER protempore. One point of or- 
der is already pending, and in the opinion of the 
Chair another one is not in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is clearly within the 
definition of treasonable language, and 1 make 
the poiat that the gentleman was notin order in 
using it. 

Mr. COLFAX. I wish the House to under- 
stand this question. On Thursday next when I 
quote the remarks of the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Lone,} which I mean to do, 1 may be called 


to order with the same justice that the gentleman | 


from Jowa is now called to order for quoting in 
general terms the language of another person. 
{Criesof “No! No!’ **That is not the point,” 
from the Democratic side of the House. j 

Mr.GRINNELL, I was speaking atthe time 
with Mr. Conway’s statement before me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman 
used the language which has been read as hisown 
he certainly was not in order. The Chair, how- 
ever, understands the gentleman from Iowa to say 


Yhat he was quoting Mr. Conway’s language. 


Mr. GRINNELL. Thatis really what 1 was 
doing, in substance if not in exactness. 

The SPEAKER protempore. If the genticman 
from lowa was quoting from the language of an- 
other, in the opinion of the Chair he is in order, 


Mr, HOLMAN. The words read at the Clerk’s 


I have promised 


If I had time I would be 
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desk do not show that he was quoting from the 
language of another. ee: 

Mr. KELLEY | Let me read the language. of 
Mr. Conway, so- that it may be compared with 
the language used by:the gentleman from Iowa. 
It is as follows: ; : 

“ Resolved, That if any person in the employment of 
the United States, in either the legislative or executive 
branches, should propose to make peace, or should aecept 
or advise the acceptance of any such proposition’ on any 
basis which would restore the stave power to its former 
supremacy in the Government, or by any new compromise 
or amendment of the Constitution to recognize slavery as 
an element of power, such person will be guilty of a high 
crime.”? i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Maryland, I understand the 
Chair to decide that the gentleman from Towa is 
not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Iowa merely cited a quotation from Mr. 
Conway’s speech, and is therefore in order, 

Mr. GRINNELL. Now,! wish to say that 
I dissent-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise to a point of order. 
It is that the words for which the gentléman was 
called to order shall be reported at the Clerk’s 
desk. And i desire to know whether the gentle- 
man says that those very words were quoted 
from anybody. * 

Mr. GRINNELL. I call the gentleman to 
order; he is raising points of order twice upon 
the same subject. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point is that the genile- 
man willnotsay that the words read at the Clerk’s 
desk were quoted by him from anything. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from lowa attributes the words to Mr. Conway. 
Mr. GRINNELL. [adopt that language. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the 
words again.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
if there is no objection. 

Mf. NORTON. 1 object. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman says he 
that language. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I say I do not sdopt the 
language of Mr. Conway. N i 

Mr. IIA RRIS, of Maryland. Then you speak 
your own language. [Laughter.] 

Mr, GRINNELL. l hope the ‘ unworthy 
member” will not intrude on'me, [Langhter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I press my point of order. 
It is that the gentleman has not said that he 
quoted the very language which has been re- 
ported from the Clerk’s desk. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does 
not understand the gentleman from Indiana as 
raising a new point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | press the same point. The 
gentleman does not say that he quoted from 
Conway the very words read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Jowa says he attempted to quete the lan- 
guage of Conway—— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. He did not 
say any such thing. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. And upon that 
statement the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr.GRINNELL, When | was interrupted I 
was stating what 1 understood to be the language 
of Conway which he had with me in general con- 
versation, as well as language used in this extract. 
{n addition to what was said in his speeeh he did 
say—and it was said to me less than two months 
ago—he would rather a thousand times now see 
the Union go to pieces and all the South be slave 
and ail the North free than to see the Democratic 
party, headed by-its base leaders, come into power, 
That was the Janguage of the gentleman; and if 
gentlemen had not interrupted me L should have 
stated that this was said in conversation connected 
with this disavowal of secession sentiments con- 
tained in the slip I cut from the New York Times, 
which f hold in my hand. 

dissent from his position in regard to that 
thought. I would consider it one of the most 
grievous inflictions which the Almighty could 
send upon this country. Next to its division, 


It will be done 


adopts 
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wauld-be to have it ruled over by those who are 
like to Pierce and Buchanan. Does the. gentle- 
man from Indiana’ want to ask a question. upon 
that?..1 knew the gentleman would rise to dis- 
sent, and | was only going to ask, that if I was 
condénined and to be hung with a hairhalter, they 
would give me the gracious privilege of having a 
hemp halter, provided the hemp was not raised 
on the soil. which has reared so many bloody 
traitors'jnarms.: ‘ a = 

The gentleman’s interruption is.so accordant 
withhishabits! | Why, sir, he would not live in 
good- health, and his days. would be shortened, 
he'would reach an untimely grave, had he notthe 
blessed opportunity of rising to object to some- 
thing suggested by.gentlemen who have been in 
the habit of using free speech in the Hall and out 
of it, : ; 

Now, sir, I think I have done with that. Mr. 
Conway was not censured, he was not expelled. 
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member from Jowa if he did-not hear me say, 
when questioned by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Bourwext,| that I referred to the 
people of New England, and if he did nothear me 
give as evidence the action of Governor Andrew 
and the conduct of the Repressatatives of New 
England upon this floor? 

Mr. GRINNELL. I will say to the gentleman 
that all that has been explained in his absence 
from the Hail. His very faithful and worthy 
friend, [Mr. Hotman,] general objector to un- 
parliamentary remarks, explained that matter 
entirely. i i 

Mr. HARRINGTON. The gentleman wil 
pardon me for one moment. . 

Mr. GRINNELL.: I will yield if it is not to 
come out of my time. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. One word only. I 


wish to do justice to all portions of the country, 


But I say there was then something likea good 
yeason for indulging such sentiments as he ut- 
- tered, although T did not justify their utterance 
ayearago, At that time the Democratic party 
was ŝo strong that they had elected the Gov- 
ernorof New York, and it seemed asif they were 
about to carry the whole country by the misfor- 
tunes of our Army; and the fear was entertained 
that slavery, with all its desolating woes and 
damning disgrace, would be spread over the land 
by compromise. How different is the position 
of affairs to-day, when the gentleman from the sec- 
ond district of Ohio gets up to propose. that we 
divide the Union, and yield all to traitors and sla- 
very. Where is the rebelarmy and where isthe 
Democratie party? The rebel army is reduced, 
and our Army is strong and confident, having 
conquered whole States. Where is the Demo- 
cratic party? Go, sir, into the old Hall of Rep- 
resentatives near us, and what do you see there? 
You will find in marble the form ofa corpse hold- 
ing the hatchet, lying upon a dark pall. It is 
the dying Tecumseh. ‘There upon his breast you 
see two serpents worshiped by ‘the braves,” as 
if about to stinghis life away. That is an illus- 
tration of the position of the Democratic party to- 
day. Its representative is prostrate and dying, 
It is labeled, ‘ Do not touch it; donot handle it.” 
Thus it is with the gentleman from Indiana; he 


would label his dying party also, “ Do nottouch, - 


do not handle it.”? 

Sir, I cannot accept his advice at present; | 

shall handle the Democratic party; 1 shall speak 
of it; I shall approve of the course of those of 
its members who are true to the country, and con- 
demn the course of those who are not. I donot, 
sir, attack all the Democratic gentlemen upon that 
side of the House. There are men there who I 
believe are true war men; but I do include those 
gentlemen whose sympathies are with the rebels, 
“who have made grumbling a profession, and who 
are continually upbraiding this side of the House 
as abolitionists, to divide our people. ‘hat, sir, 
was the decree which went forth from Jeff. Davis, 
that hereafter we should all be called abolition- 
ists. The gentleman from the Columbus district 
of Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] early in the session charac- 
terized us as abolitionists and miscegens, and 
when asked what would become of the negroes 
when set at liberty, said they would run over to 
this side of the House, a deliberate insult to men 
who have declared against slavery, and amalga- 
mation, its accompaniment. 
_ Lnever understood until of late what the mean- 
ing of miscegenation was. L have found out 
now that it means the mixing of negro blood with 
the blood of the traitors, one species of Demo- 
erat, and I will say for the benefit of the gentle- 
man from Ohio I think the negro blood is greatly 
vitiated thereby. {Laughter.] i 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Wilt thè gentleman 


from lowa allow me to ask him a question now? |! 


Mr. GRINNELL. Certainly; i could not be 
ungentlemanly if I shouid try. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Idesire to ask the gen- 
tleman from lowa to whom he refers when he 


uses in substance the language that a member | 


from Indiana stated that the New England sol- 
diers had no stomach for the fight. 

Mr. GRINNELL. My recollection is some- 
what indistinct, but fam under the impression 
that the gentleman who is now questioning me 
.made that remark. Ido not know but I alluded 
to him. I said go. 


aud I hope the gentleman will not object to my 
saying a word. 

Mr. GRINNELL. 
man’s explanation. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Ionly desire to say 

Mr. GRINNELL. Oh! l cannot allow a 
speech. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Only one sentence. 
The gentlemen is mistaken as to what I said. I 
did not intend, nor did 1 by my words reflect 
upon New England soldiers. I believe they are 
as brave as any soldiers in the field. I spoke of 
the Representatives of New England, and I think 
the gentleman ought to have known that, and 
ought not to have represented my remarks dif- 
ferently. 

Mr. GRINNELL. Mr. Speaker, I think I 
have demonstrated my fairness to the gentleman. 
I now wish to reply in a few words to the gen- 
tleman from the Cincinnati district always fair 
and able, [Mr. PenpLeton,] who maintains that 
we have no power to censure orexpel a member 
except for disordesly conduct, explained as vio- 
lent acts or personally offensive words. I have 
looked forthe definition of the word disorderly; 
it means ‘irregular, deviating from established 
rules.” Are these words of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Lone] outoforder? Is he notin speech 
against the country? If I wished to find an ex- 
planatory use of the word disorderly, | might 
perhaps go to the writings of St. Paul, where we 
have a fuir translation of words inspired, and I 
should not make apology for quoting from that 
Book of books even here. He says, “ Withdraw 
yourselves from every brother that wallceth disor- 
derly;”? * for we behaved not ourselves disorderly 
among you.” I maintain that by a fair and le- 
gitimate construction of this word in these con- 
nections we can expel or we can censure a mem- 
ber. It certainly was not meant that it should 
only apply incase of theft or in case of profanity. 
It did not mean grossness, but a walk unchristian, 
against, in allcases, the order of the church. The 
law of order here is for the sacred cause ofourarms, 
and I contend that the gentleman from Ohio does 
nothing less than destroy that order. He is for the 
enemy, designedly or not, with deliberate speech. 
He took the oath to support the Constitution, and 
yet has given aid and comfort to the enemy, pro- 
claiming bimself in favor of giving up the contest 
and yielding to traitors in arms. He is in favor 
of declaring a dividing line between the Union 
and the confederacy. He would say to our sol- 
diers on the eve of battle, ‘ You will shed your 
blood for naught.” He is in favor of saying to 
| those who have lost friends in the ranks of the 
Union Army, ‘ Your sons, your brothers, your 
fathers have died in vain,” and the cause is hope- 
less. In this way he has lent encouragement to 
the enemy, and, so far as his words go, paralyzed 
our Army by the declaration that this war is 
against the Constitution. { submit that his case 
comes within the meaning of the word disorderly 
|i as used in the Constitution. I believe that in- 
strument gives us every power to deal with those 
who are opposed to the country and in favor of 
separation, and to say to them by vote, moved 
by considerations of self-protection, we believe 
you to be unworthy of a seat on this floor. 1 
would trample on no rights, but guard free speech 
when it did notencourage traitors and jeopardize 
our cause. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been subject to so many 


1 will accept the gentle- 
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Mr. HARRINGTON. I desire to ask the i 


H 
i 


interruptions that I must leaye unnoticed points ! 


| four years but for the next forty years. 
| could save the Government from destruction, it 


į pel the honorable member from Ohio. 


| gentleman from O 


which could be made in defense 
action of censure. 

In the light of Democratic precedent (poor, tad- 
mit,) I haveshown that we have full justification, 
and that the Union. men in this Chamber could 
not expel Mr. Conway, who, by every. word and 
act, showed himselfa patriot, however indiscreet, 
and under the Constitution we may use our privi- 
lege of censure or expulsion in rebuke to disloy- 
alty on this floor and in encouragement to our 
Army. ; 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 


of our proposed 


i man from Missouri [Mr. Roturs.] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has but three minutes left. - 
Mr. GRINNELL. But for my interruptions 


The gentleman 


' I should have given the gentleman fifteen min- 


utes of my time. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
feel a good deal embarrassed, because I shall not 
be able to make a very interesting speech in the’ 
course of the three minutes assigned to me; and 
unless 1 can draw on the time of my friend from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Rogers,] who I believe is to 
get the floor next, I shall claim from the courtesy 
of the Speaker on Thursday morning the oppor- 
tunity of submitting a few remarks. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, from the demonstrations 
we have had here to-night, the heart of every 
patriot in this House and in these galleries ought 
to be filled with hope and assured with confidence 
that the country is safe! Certainly no man after 
the broad, liberal, patriotic, and antt-partisan views 
which we have heard expressed here to-night can 
have a shadow of doubt that we shall be able to 
suppress this rebellion! 

To be serious, Mr. Speaker, I must confess 
that my heart is filled with sadness at the con- 
tinued notes of party, party, party, which I hear 
sounded. It seems to me it is all for party and 
| none for country. It seems to me that on both 
| sides of the House it is a continual small attempt 
to obtain some advantage for party, not to pro- 
mote the great interests of the country, but to 
promote the interest of party for the next presi- 
| dential election. f 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ELDRIDGE [hope the gentleman shall 
have leave to go on. ` 

There was no objection. i 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
if I could save this country from destruction, I 
would be willing that this side of the House or 
that side of the House should select the man to 
preside over its destinies, not only for the next 
wi 


would beasmall matter to me whether Abraham 
Lincoln or George B. McClellan, presided over 
the destinies of the country. : 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to express my opinion 
regarding the resolution proposed by the honor- 
able Speaker of this House, I shall not vote for 
the expulsion of the member from Ohio. I think 
that resolution is the most ill-timed that has been 
proposed in this House during the present session. 
If the speech of the gentleman from Ohio contains 
poison, which is likely to produce disease in the 
body-politic of the country, the honorable Speaker 
could not have selected a more efficient mode of 
infusing that poison in the public heart of the 
country than by introducing a resolution to ex- 
Except 
for that resolution, I venture to say thatthe speech 
of the gentleman from-Ohio would not have been 
read by perhaps a thousand persons in the Uni- 
ted States; but as itis, it will be read in every 
State, in every village, in every mansion, and in 
every cabin from one corner of the land to the 
other. If it had pot been for the resolution the 
honorable Speaker has offered, the speech of the 
io would have fallen still-born 
from his lips. It would have passed like the 
speeches of other gentlemen delivered here into 


| the political historical rubbish of the country, and 


most of us would have forgotten within a few 
weeks or months that it had ever been delivered. 

I repeat, sir, if that speech contains political 
poison, the censure for disseminating it must fall 
upon the head of the honorable Speaker of this 
“House. If it be a dagger aimed at the national 
heart, it is the strong hand of the Speaker that 
wields it and drives it toits fatalaim! And, sir, 
if this speech is capable of doing the injury 
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which seems to be attributed to it, the country 
wiil be indebted for the injury far more to the 
Speaker than to the gentleman from Obio. 

But, sir, I do not apprehend any serious injury 
from thatspeech. If the cause of the Union and 
the cause of the country is to beshaken by such a 
speech as that, it ought to perish; andif one hun- 
dred and eighty-three members of the House are 
not competent, morally and intellectually, to meet 
the honorable gentleman from Ohio, in his argu- 
ment, and show that he is wrong; if they can- 
not furnish the antidote for the poison, then I say 
we are unworthy to represent a free people ina 
greatcrisis like this. We aredoing but poor jus- 
tice to the intelligence and patriotism of the peo- 
pleof this country if we suppose for a moment 
thataspeech like that could shake their confidence 
in the stability of the Government and in the per- | 
manency of our free justitutions. 

For myself, sir, L have no fears of the effect of | 
that speech. f rely upon the discriminating in- 
telligence of the great masses of the American 
people to correct in their own minds the gross | 
errors with which it abounds; and for the utter- 
ances of that speech { would not expel or even 
censure the gentieman. I would not do it because 
l am in favor of the largest liberty of debate, es- 
pecially in times like these. In my judgment the 
wisdom of our ancestors has been no better illus- 
trated than in that provision of the Constitution | 
which says that no member shail be expelled ex- | 
cept upon the vote of two thirds of the members 
of this body. We sce the importance of the rule 
on this occasion. We see the lengths to which 
party spirit would run. We see daily in the busi- 
ness that occurs upon the floor of this House that 
questions of the utmost importance are not de- 
cided upon their merits, butare decided invariably 
according to the strength of the party on this side 
or that side of the House. And while 1 do not 
mean to throw a slur upon any, member here 
in connection with this question, yct in conse- 
quence of the hold which party has taken upon | 
the minds of members here, it would be just as | 
easy to expel a man upon any question that might 
be presented. Itis a question of party, and Ido 
not pretend to say that under like ciréumstances | 
the same thing would not be attempted for party || 
purposes by this side of the House. Itis onc of | 
the evils of party spirit under a Governmentlike 
this. Itis one of those baneful, poisonous influ- 
ences which we oughtto resist, especially when, 
as in the present time, the country is struggling 
for existence. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I go for the largest latitude 
of discussion upon all questions, and while | dis- 
avow the sentiments uttered by the gentleman 
from Ohio in the speech in question, while L say | 
to him and to the House that I think it wasa most 
ill-timed, injudicious, and, I might add, consider- | 
ing the circumstances in which it was delivered, 
unpatriotic speech—while I say all this, yet, tol- | 
erating as I do the largest liberty of debate, the |} 
utmost freedom of discussion, I would not cen- | 
sure him for it. I do not believe that thatspeech 
will be as productive of as much harm as many 
gentlemen suppose. It merely expresses the opin- | 
ion the gentleman entertained, from bis view of | 
the circumstances which now surround. us, and | 
much as I condemn the sentiments, and him for | 
speaking them, I would not expel or censure him 
for his great indiscretion. Sir, if every member | 
who makes indiscreet, unwise,and, I might add, | 
foolish speeches on this floor, was expelled or 
censured, how long would there be lefta quorum, 
and how little of legislation would command our 
attention here, exceptin discussing resolutions of 
censure? He bas merely followed the opinion 
and example of his great leader, Vallandigham, 
who delivered substantially the same speech in 
the last Congress, which members around me | 
heard, and yet no movement was made to expel 
him for much stronger language than that used on 
Friday last by the gentleman from Ohio. It was 
a remark of ‘Thomas Jefferson, that great apostle 
of American liberty, ‘that error ceases to be dan- 
gerous so long as reason is left free to combat it.” 
And the first amendment made to the Federal Con- 
stitution after its adoption is as follows: 

t Congress shall make no law res 
ofreligion, or prohibiting the fi thercol; er abridge |) 
ing the freedom of speech or of the press; or of the right of || 
fhe people peac scurbic and to petition the Govern- j 


} 
| 


i 
i 
i 


setingan establishment 


i 
| 
ineng fora regress l 


| pelling a member from his seat for words spoken 


is almost in open rebellion, I rejoice that America has re- i 


If, sir, we cannot pass a law without violating i 
the Constitution, in abridging the freedom of tbe | 
press or of speech, how cautious should we be in 
adopting another mode of punishment unknown to 
the Constitution and utterly violative of its true 
spirit! In despotic Governments the first blow 
always struck at the liberty of the citizen is in | 
muzzling the pressand abridging the sacred right 
of free discussion—a right inestimable to freemen 
and formidable to tyrants only. Sir, it is of the 
very essence of liberty, to form our. opinious and 
to express them according to the dictates. of our 
own consciences. And to this sacred privilege, 
gradually left unrestrained, as the world emerged 
from the dark period of the middle ages, to the 
dawn of light of the last few centuries, we are 
indebted for the wonderful advancement which 
we now behold in religion, in science, in govern- 
ment, and in civilization, Talk as you may, sir, 
but a despotic Government would nowhere be 
found on the face of the earth, amidst a virtuous, 
enlightened, and educated people, with a free 
press and freespeech! Anda greatand free peo- 
ple will not be in danger of losing their liberties 
so long as these sacred rights are properly guarded | 
and vindicated, 

For many years past. it is well known, that one 
great complaint of the northern people has been 
that they were not allowed without violence to 
printand to speak their sentiments with freedom 
south of acertain line, and on a particular subject. 
And shall we now, sir, after all that has been said 
on this subject, make a retrograde movement, and 
here in the very Hall of our national Legislature | 
strike down the right of free discussion by ex- 


in debate? Sir, for one I am prepared for no 
such work as this. Let us answer and expose 
the pernicious views of the honorable member, as 


l 

i 

| 

s 1 
I take it we are fully competent to do, and thea; 


let us turn him over to the tender mercies of his 
outraged and patriotic constituency, to dispose of 
his case as to them may seem most proper and 
right. But let us not desecrate this temple dedi- 
cated to the cause of liberty and free discussion 
by assailing one of its chief bulwarks in striking 
down the right of free speech. It may be that’ 
erroneous and dangerous doctrines may be taught 
here, and 1 can well suppose a case where the 
cause of the Government might be temporarily 
damaged, but this would be of short duration 
under the searching operation of free discussion 
in this representative Chamber. 
‘Truth crushed to earth will rise agains 
The eternal years of God are hers 5 
Put error, wounded, writhes in pain, 
And dies amidst its worshipers. ’? 

And, sir, in my view, the cause of this Gov- 
ernment and of the American Union is the cause 
of truth, and however much it may be assailed | 
by the puny and traitorous arms of those who 
would tear it down, or by the still weaker words 
of those men of faint hearts and vacillating hopes 
who in the midst of this mighty and unparalleled 
struggle for national existence would give up all 
s lest; while I am neither a prophet nor the son 
ofa prophet, I but speak my own earnest faith, 
that sooner or later the national authority will be 
vindicated, the enemies of the Government will | 
be driven back in shame and disgrace, those who 
have spoken or dreamed of recognition will take 
back their injudicious words, and will be made 
happy inonce more kneeling with all the children 
of the Republic around the altar of a still un- 
broken and blessed Union! 

l wish I had time on this occasion to go intoa his- 
tory of the discussion of public questions not only | 
here butin the British Parliament, where the ut- | 
most freedom of discussion has been allowed, tol- ! 
erated, and encouraged. During the war of the 


Revolution, when the infant colonies of this 
country were struggling for existence, every mem- 
ber upon this floor knows what terrible anathemas 
were hurled against the British Government by | 
Burke, Fox, Chatham, and other distinguished | 
orators in the British Parliament. The language 
used by them in its severity has nothing to equal 
it inanything that has ever beensaid by any mem- 
ber on this floor, and yet who ever heard of a res- | 
olution introduced for their expulsion? | 

To show how far these men went I will quote | 
one or two short extracts: | 

“The gentleman tells us America is obstinate, America | 
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sisted. 
liberty as voluntarily to. submit to be sinves would pave 
been fit instruments to make slaves. of the rest. = Lord 
Chatham, in 1776. . tae 


In November, 1777, eighteen months after the 
Declaration of Independence, after two years of 
war, he said: 


“As to conquest, my fords, I repeat, it is impossible. 
You may ewell every expense and every effort still more 
extravagantly—pile and accumulate every assistance which 
you can beg or borrow, trafe and barter with-every tittle 
pitiful German prince that sells and sends. his subjects to 
the shambles ofa foreign prince—-your efforts are forever 
vain and impotent. If T were an American as I am an 
Englishman, while a foreign troop was landed in my ‘coun* 
try Í would never Jay down my arms ; never, never, never. 

“But in such a war as this, unjust in its principle, im- 
practicable in its means, and ruinous in its consequences, 
I would not coutribute a single effort nor a single shibling.?* 

“The noble lord said the war was not disgraceful it 
was only unfortunate. For my part I must contihue te 
call it disgraceful, not ‘unfortunate. I consider them all 
alike, wictorics and defeats; towns taken and towns evac- 
uated; new generals appointed and old generals recalled; 
they are all alike calamities; they all spur us on to this 
fatal business. Victories give us hopes 3 defeats makeus 
desperate; and both instigate us to goon? * * + w 
“ Give us back our force, nor protract this burdensome, dis- 
graceful, for it is notan unfortunate war. ”—-Edmund Burke, 
in 1781. $ 


Said Fox: G 

“Phere is not an American but must reject and resist the 
principle and the right.” $ i 

I quote, from Mahon ’s History of England, vol- 
ume seven, page 135, the language of the younger 
Pitt in favor of Fox’s motion for a committee on 
the American war in the year 178]. I now read 
what he said: : 

“For my part, I am persuaded and will affirm, that it is 


| a most accursed, wicked, barbarous, cruel, unnatural, un- 


just, and diabolical war. It was conceived in injustices 
it was nurtured and brought forth in folly; its footsteps 
Were marked with blood, slaughter, persecution, devasta- 
tion.” 

Again, sir, no member here can have forgotten 
the memorable language of Mr. Corwin, of Ohio, 
in the Senate of the United States, during the 
Mexican war. He said: 

“Were fa Mexicanas lam an American I would wel- 
come these invaders with bloody hands to hospitable 
grayves,?? i 

Yet no one ever dreamed of either expelling or 
censuring Mr. Corwin for this remarkable utter- 
ance, and based upon sentiments hostile to the 


ji war then being waged on the part of our country 


against Mexico. 


And yet, sir, in a free country like ours 18 not 
a latitude of debate to beallowed? Is not discas- 


| sion to be as broad as it is under a monarchical 


Government in the Parliament of Great Britain? 
Sir, there is no subject on which a free people are 
more sensitive than that of free speech, tis re- 
garded, and justly so, as one of the bulwarks of 
freedom, and any attempt to abridge it, and es- 
pecially in these Halls, must, as it ought to, be 
coudemned by the American people. And to-day, 
sir, if this House commits the great blunder of 
expelling the member from Ohio by the passage 
of this resolution, mark my predietion, he will 
rally around him a formidable party, not that the 
people indorse or sympathize with him in the sen- 
iments contained in his speech, but in vindica- 
tion of the sacred right of free speech in the Rep- 
resentative Hall of the national Legislature. 

But, Mr. Speaker, L-only rose for the purpose 
of Saying to the House that L, for one, could not 
and would not vote for the resolution of expul- 
sion which has been offered here by the honora- 
ble Speaker of the House of Representatives; and 
to add, that I think he has done the very worst 
day’s work he could possibly have done by in- 
troducing a resolution expelling the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Loxe.) I rose also for another 
purpose; and that is to express my dissent from 
every position taken by the gentleman from Ohio 
in that speech. 1 differ with him “toto cao.” 
He is for giving up the struggle. He is for dis- 
union, Heis for the recognition of the southern 
confederacy, now,at once. It occursto me if the 
view of the gentleman from Ohio was carried out 
it would be the saddest day ever the American 
people would be called upon to witness. Who 
that bas an American heart in his bosom can tol- 


Three million people so dead to all the feelings of 
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ance. and confidence thatit will result in our suc- 
eéss, and that we will recover authority: over 
every inch of territory belonging to the United 
States. operon I dissent wholly and entirely 
from the gentleman from Ohio justas well as from 
the gentleman from Maryland. ~ 
-L-believe, sir, that this rebellion will be over- 
canje; not that the southern people will be ex- 
terminated or subjugated, but. E believe their mil- 
itary power willbe broken; and when it is broken 
F have confidence in their good sense that-they 
will return to their allegiance and submit to such 
Hibetal terms as I doubt not will be proposed. It 
has:often been. reiterated that this rebellion is 
wholly without excuse or justification. This is 
tre to the letter. No people on earth, prior to 
this.civil war, ever enjoyed a higher degree of lib- 
erty or a larger amount of happiness than the peo- 
ple of thé-southern States. And itis right that 
they should be continually reminded that Ris re- 
bellion is the offspring of the violent and ungov- 
ernable passions of their leading men. In proof 
of this I desire to quote two extracts from speeches 
made by Mr. A. H. Stephens, of Georgia, the vice 
president of the confederate States. Ln a speech 
delivered before the Legislature of Georgia on the 
A4th day of November, 1860, after the election of 
Mr, Lincoln, he used the following language: 
‘Phe first question that presents itself is, shall the peo- 

„ple of the South secede from the Uniou in consequence of 
the election of Mr. Lincoln to the Presidency of the Uni- 
ted States? My countrymen, [ tell you fraukly, candidly, 
and earnestly, Urat I do not think that they ought. In my 
judgment, the election of no man constitutionally chosen 
to that high office is sufficient cause for any State to sep- 
arate from the Union. It ought to stand by and aid still 
fn maintaining the Constitution of the country. To make 
A point of resistance to the Government, to withdraw from 
it because a man has been constitutionally elected, puts 
usin the wrong. We are pledged to maintain the Consti- 
tution, Many of us have sworn to support it. Can we, 
therefore, for the mere election of amanto the Presidency, 
and that, too, in accordauce with the preséribed torms of 
‘the Constitution, make a point of resistance to the Gov- 
ernment without becoming the breakers of that sacred in- 
strument ourselves, withdraw ourselves from it? Would 
we not be in the wroug? Whatever fate is to befill this 
country, let it never be laid to the charge of the people of 
the South, and especially to the people of Georgia, that we 
were untrue to our national engagements. Let the fault 
and the wrong rest upon others. Ifall our hopes are to be 
blasted, if the Republie is to go down, let us be found to 
the last moment standing on the deck, with the Constitn- 
Hon of the United States waving over our heads. Letthe 
fanatics of the North break the Constitution if such is their 
fell purpose, Let the responsibility be upon them. [shall 
speak presently more of their acts; but let not the South, 
let us not be the ones to commit tie aggression. We went 
iuto the cleetion with this people. The result was differ- 
ent from what we wished ; but the election has been con- 
sulutionally held. Were we to make a point of resistance 
to the Government and go out of the Union on that ac- 
count, the record would be made up hereafter against us.” 
Speech of Alexander H. Stephens before the Legislature 
of Georgia, delivered November 14, 1860. 


_And subsequently, in the secession convention 
of Georgia, in January, 1861, he spoke as follows: 


“ Thia step [of secession] once taken can never be re- 
entied; and all the baleful and withering consequences 
that must (How will rest on the convention forall coming 
ume, Whenwe aud onr posterity shall see our lovely 
South desotated by the demon of war, which this act of 
yours will inevitably invite and call forth, wheu our green 
fields of waving harvests shall be trodden down by the mar- 
derous'soldiery aud fiery car of war sweeping over our 
Jand, our temptes of justice laid in ashes, atl the horrors 
and desolations of war upon us, who bat this couvention 
will be held responsible for it; aud who but him who shat! 
have given lis vote for this unwise and ill-timed micasure, 
as 1 honestly think and believe, shall be held to strict ae- 
count for this suicidal act by the present generation, and 
probably cursed and execrated by posterity for all coming 
time, for the wide and desolating ruin that will inevitably 
follow this act you now propose to perpetrate? Pause, L 
enireyo”? »# bs s * * * kd x 

“Whiu rigbt has the North assailed 2 Wrhatinterest of the 
South bas been invaded? What justice has been denied, 
and what claim founded in justice and right bas been with- 
held? Can either of you to day naine one governmental 
act of wrong, deliberately and purposely done by the Gov- 
ermnent at Washington, of which the South has a right to 
coniplaiu? 1 challenge the answer,” x * x 

t We have always lad the control of the General Gov- 
ernment, and can yet if we remain in it and areas united 
as we have been. We have had a majority of the Presi- 
dents chosen from the South, as well as the contro! and 
management of most of these chosen from the North, We 
have hid sixty years ofsoutbern Presidents to their twenty- 
four, thus controlling the executive department, So of 
the judges of the Supreme Court, we baye bad eighteen 
trom the South, and but eleven from the North; although 
nearly four fifths of the judicial business has arisen in the 
free States, yeta majority of the court has always been 
from the South. ‘This we have required, so as to guard 
against any interpretation of the Constitution unfavorable 
to In like mauner we have been equally watchful to 


guard our interests in the legislative braneh of Govern- | 


mean Dy eho the presiding Pre idents (pro tempore) 
af the Senate, we have had twenty-four to their eleven. 
Speakers of the House, we have had twenty-three and they 


tae 


twelve. While the.majority of the Representatives, from 
their greater population, have always been from the North, 
yet we have so generaily secured the Speaker, because he, 
to a ‘greater extent, shapes and controls the tegislation of 
the country.”-  *# d = z “Attorney generals 
we have had fourteen, while the North have had bur five. 
Foreign ministers we bave had eighty-six; and they but 
fifty-four.” *. * = -+ — © Wehave had the prin- 
cipal embassies, so as to secure the world markets for our 
cotton, tobacco, and sugar, on the best possible terms. We 
have had a vast majority of the higher otfices of both Army 
and Navy, while a jarge proportion of the soldiers and sailors 
were drawn from the North. Equally so of clerks, audit- 
ors, and comptroilers, filling the Executive Departments. 
Phe records show for the last fifty years that of three thou- 
sand thus employed we have had more than two thirds of 
the same, while we have but one third of the white popu- 
lation of the Republic. ?  * = * =  * $A fraction 
over three fourths of the revenue collected for the support 
of the Government has uniformly been raised from the 
North, Pause now while you can, gentlemen, and con- 
template carefully and candidly these important items.” 
* * * * * * * * * * 


“ For you to attempt to overthrow such a Government as 
this, under which we have lived-for more than three quar- 
ters of a century, iù which we have gained our wealth, our 
standing asa nation, our domestic safety while the elements 
of peril are around us, with peace aud tranquillity accom- 
panied with unbounded prosperity, and rights unassailed, 
is the height of madness, folly, and wickedness, to which 
Į can neither lend my sanction nor my vote.” 

Now, sir, if the question were put to me when 
l would abandon this struggle, atwhat particular 
time, 1 would answer, in the language of the great 
Kentucky orator, ‘Never, never, never!” If 
asked again, ‘Shall we abandon the struggle??? 
I would answer, When the last dollar isexpended, 
and the last man raised for the prosecution of 
the war for putting down this causeless, this in- 
famous, and this unjustifiable rebellion. Not 
until-the credit of the Union is lost and in irre- 
trievable ruin would I give up the struggle to 
maintain the supremacy of the law and the au- 
thority of the Constitution over our entire soil. 
Not until the germ of patriotism has withered and 

tted in the national heart would I yield up the 
struggle. Not until the last vestige of respect 
was lost for that proud and beautiful banner, the 
emblem of Iberty.and of law, which decorates 
your chair, Not, sir, until the thrilling memo- 
ries which cluster around tbe actions of those im- 
mortal men, Washington and La Fayette, whose 
images adorn these walls shall have entirely died 
away inour hearts. Notuntil the last pulsation of 
patriotism shall have ceased to beat in the Amer- 
ican heart would I yield the struggle in which our 
people are at present engaged for the national ex- 
istence and of free institutions. Lam for the Union 
first, last, and all the time. Whatever stands in 
the way of the Union I say let it perish, 

My friend from Ohio, if he will allow me to 
designate him as such, seems to me when he will 
get out of the war by recognizing the southern 
confederacy to be only plunging the country into a 
war that will continue so long as the endless ages 
of time shall run their ceaseless course. For the 
sake of peace the gentleman from Ohio would dis- 
solve the Union and stop the war! Sir, I answer 
him that for the sake of peace, permanent peace 
on this continent, I would preserve the Union, 
and in order to preserve it 1 would continue the 
war. Whatever might have been accomplished 
before the war, it seems to me, sir, now, that 
there is but one way to terminate the struggle 
consistent with the idea of national unity, and 
that is by effectually overcoming and patting 
down all who stand opposed to the maintenance 
of the authority of the Government of the United 
States, - H is idle to talk about the Government 
having no constitutional power to coerce sov- 
ereign and Independent States. The Constitution 
provides that the President shall see that “ the 
laws are faithfully exccuted;’’ and how can these 
laws be executed when either people or States 
stand in the way of their execution, without ap- 
plying the necessary force in putting and keeping 
them in operation? 

Talk about coercing States! Sir, what would 
a Government be worth which had not the au- 
thority and energy to preserve its own existence? 
Suppose the Union was dissolved to-morrow, 
and the State of Ohio determined to secede from 
the northern Government, what would the gen- 
tleman say? Would he say let her go in peace, 
and upon the ground that her people were not 
bound under the Constitution to submit to the 
national authority? Sir, where would this doc- 
trine terminate? Suppose, sir, every other State 
determined to secede, and set up an independent 
government for itself? if the rule is to be toler- 


ated: in-one case it must govern ‘in all. 


Why 
not?.. And is the gentleman from Ohio prepared 
to see as many different and independent govern- 
ments set up on this continent as there are now 
or may hereafter be States inthe Union? Under 
the prevalence of such a doctrine | would ask 
him what isto become of the national debt? Who 
is to pay it? Whatis.to become of the Army 
and of the Navy? .Who is to defend the sea- 
board? Who is to protect our commerce upon 
the seas?. Who is to own the Territories? Who 
is to represent the American name abroad? 
Who is to defend us against foreign aggression? 
The very suggestion of these questions shows 
the absurdity of the position assumed by the 
gentleman from Ohio in his speech, and a’ hun- 
dred other questions of a similar character would 
overwhelm and confound him and all others whe 
think like him. No, sir, there can be no two 
separate Governments on this continent. We 
are bound to live under the same Constitution; 
this is our only safety, and those people who 
will not do so peaceably must be made to do so 
forcibly. 

In regard to coercion I might add that all Gov- 
ernments, whether democratic or monarchical, are 
but different systems of coercion. No Govern- 
ment could stand a day without the principle 
of coercion. Without it, not only. Governments 
would be broken up, but society itself would be 
dissolved. In one of his great speeches in the 
Senate of the United States, Henry Clay used the 
following language: 

“Irany one State, or any one portion of the people of 
any State, choose to place themsleves in array aghinst the 
Government of the Union, I am for trying the strength of 
this Government. F am for ascertaining whether we lave 
a Government or not, practicable, efficient, capable of 
maintaining its authority, and upholding the powers and 
interests which belong toa Government. Nor, sir, am f 
to be alarmed or dissuaded from any such course by inti- 
mations of the spilling of blood, If blood is to be spilt, by 
whose fault is it to be spilt? Upon the supposition 1 mairi- 
tained, it will be the fault of those who choose to raise the 
standard of disunion, and eudvavor to prostrate: the Gov- 
ernment. And, sir, when that is done, so long as it pleases 
God to give me a voice to express my sentiments, or an 
arm, weak and enfeebled as it may be by age, that voice 
and that arm will be ou the side of my country, for the 
support of the general authority, and for the mmintenanee 
of the powers of the Union.” se a PETA 

“If Kentucky to-morrow unfurls the banner of resist- 
ance, E never will fight under that- banner; F owea para- 
mount allegiance to the whole Union—a subordinate one 
tomy own State.” — Henry Clay, in the Senate, 1850. 

But, sir, admitting for the sake of the argument 
that there could be two independent Governments 
established here, each composed of different 
States, and based upon the right of secession, I 
might well ask the gentleman from Ohios how 
long would they last? And to-day, sir, he talks 
seriously about a dissolution of the American 
Union! If the thing were possible, how would 
he go about it?) What would be the first step? 
Would be withdraw the splendid Army under the 
command of the brave and invincible Grant to 
the north side of the Potomac? And whataspec- 
tacle would this be for the American people to 
look upon at this stage of this momentous strag- 
gle! What next? A line of separation is to be 
established. Where? Where is this boundary 
to run if we recognize the southern confederacy ? 
Can the gentleman from Ohio answer the ques- 
tion? Letit be remembered that these insurgents 
claim all the southern States. Let it not be for- 
gotten that all the southern States, with the ex- 
ception 1 believe of Maryland and Delaware, are 
represented iv the Richmond congress. Who is 
to take Washington city? is yonder monument, 
commemorative of the virtues and the great ac- 
tions of him who was “first in peace, first in 
war,and first inthe hearts of his fellow-citizens,’”? 
to stand upon the soil of a government estab- 
lished upon the ruinsof the great Republic? And > 
is that sacred spot, Mount Vernon, with all the 
glorious associations that cluster around it, with 
its precious relics, with the sacred ashes that tie 
beneath its soil, with the old mansion, with its 
beautiful walks, with its stately trees, with ils 
evergreens and its fragrant flowers, planted by 
the hand of Washington, to belong to a hostile 
people? Is the home of the Father of his Coun- 
try to be denationalized and American citizens be 
no longer permitted to kneel at bis tomb? God 
forbid! Who is to occupy this splendid and mag- 
nificent Capitol? Where is Missouri to go, that 
young and giant Commonwealth that I have the 
honor in part to represent on this floor? What 


è age ay 
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| operate with tenfold power on usin restoring that 
which we had well-nigh lost. The- feelings ‘of 
prejudice and of hate cannot last always;: these 
will wear away with time, and both partieshaving 
; learned the prowess and strength of cach other, 
i will in the finits cultivate in a -higher degree 
Ai those sentiments of mutual respect and forbear- 
| ance which are so essential to the peace. ofthe 
i fragments ofa ouce glorious Union; on States dissevered, i sae aud oe ol oriler or pet 
| discordant, belligerent; on a land rent with civil feuds, or || 1, SU, y ae world, 
| drenched, it may be, in fraternal blood! Let their last fee- |; body for peace, and ye 
ble and lingering glance rather behold the gorgeous ensign ii war. 


is to become of her Union people, who have sac- | 
rificed so much in the cause of their country? If 
recognition takes place is her broad domain, an 
empire within itself equal to all New England, | 
and perhaps with natural wealth superior to any © re us, for us and eyo l 
oE Sute ii- tiea Unions Ianehe tobe made east atento Aay Aot iae T Coo une meee 
the tail end of the southern confederacy, whose |) hever may be opened what lies behind! When my eyes 
chief political doctrine is the right of secession, |: shall be turned to behold for the last time the sun in heaven, 
and whose main corner-stone, in the language of |; may I not see him shining on the broken and dishonored 
Mr. Stephens, of Georgia, is ** African slavery??? | 

And where is Kentucky, the Festing-place of Clay 
and of Crittenden, to go? Will the gentleman 


Id... Every- 
A t men engaged in perpetual 
Other nations have had the same trials: as 


from Ohio consent that the flourishing city that | of ihe Tepublie now Kuown ant nonoted tiroughout the || those which are now unhappily upon us. They 
cee A PE A AS i earin, sti ulnigd advanced, its arms and tropaie ream- i; ee pans p 
he and his distinguished colleague represents on | ? ipe erased or pollated, | have been rent and torn by civil wars. But at 


i 
, : x |i ing in their original luster, not a 
this floor shall be located upon the immediate || nor arial i 


border of a foreign and hostile country, separated 
only by a narrow river? Upon the theory of 


last the powerful motive of ‘self-interest has con- 
trolled, and peoples apparently forever alienated 
have united and lived happily together. ‘The 
States of ancient Greece after many civil. wars 
did not hesitate to unite to drive back the Persian 
invader. The border wars between England and 


| nor a single star obscured, bearing for its motto no such | 
i miserable interrogatory as ‘What is all this worth? nor 
those other words of delusion and folly, ‘Liberty first and 


op aie is “ iroinin 22 |: Union afterwards,’ but everywhere, spread all over in char- 
recognition, whut is to become of Old Virginia, | acters of living Jight, blazing on all its ample folds, as they 
that magna mater virum? Who is to de- 


n ADs: u i float over the sca and over the tand, and in every wind 
cide? The people of Virginia? Sir, will her 


! nutter the whole heavens, that other sentiment, dear to 
loyal inhabitants, and the loyal people of Mary- |) every true American heart— Liberty and Union, now and 
land, and of the other loyal States ever consent j 
that these two great States shall be lost to the ii 
American Union? Does not the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Lone] sce that the first step at nego- 
tiation would be a failure? That it is “war to 
the knife and the knife to the hilt,” except upon 
the condition of the national integrity and unity ? 
Does he not see that the withdrawal of our troops 
would ouly be a withdrawal for the purpose of i 
renewing the struggle at once and afresh, until | 
one or the other of these Powers is overcome? pn 
say to the gentleman from Ohio thatthe southern 
confederacy will be established and this Govern- 
ment go down, or this Government must assert |! 
its authority, maintain its jurisdiction, and crush 
the rebellion. ‘The two cannot exist side by side, : 
aud entertaining this view, L am on the side of | 
the Government. In the language of the im- | 
mortal Clay, my paramount obligation is to the | 
arent Government and uot to the State in which | 
lead born or in which I Jive, li 
tion? What? i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


What docs the gentleman propose by recogni- || 
Task him where he woald run 

the line? 1 have seen no man who could answer |, 
that question. The very suggestion of a line 
brings along with it the idea of continuous war. | 
What is to become of the Territories? Who is 
to take them; the people of the loyal States or 
the people of the pretended confederacy? ‘Ihe | 
controversy itself started originally mainly about i 
the Territories, and who is take them iu theevent |! 
of recognition? Look at the sea-coast, reaching || 
from the Chesapeake around to the mouth of the 
Rio Grande, three thousand miles, with all its I 
bays and harbors, aud nearly all of them in the f 
possession of the Government of the United States. | 
Shall we surrender these? And what about the i 
commerce of the great rivers of the West, andes- |} 
pecially of that great inland sea, the Mississippi? 
Who is to command and control the commerce | 
which floats upon its broad bosom into the Gulf 
and hence to the sea?’ Are we to give that up? |) 
And yet that follows recognition! Dogentlemen 
expect to obtain peace by dissolution? Vain de- 
Jusion! Look back at the teachings and warn- 
ings of the fathers of the Republic in regard to | 
this mighty question. Let the gentleman from 
Ohio drink into his heart the inspirations of 
Washington when the foundations of free gov- 
ernment were laid upon this continent. Let him 
study well the opinions of Clay and Websterand | 
Jackson, and of the great men whose hearts were i 
| 


often overwhelmed with anxiety in the midst of | 
the great political contests which took place in | 
this Capitol in reference to the fate of the Ameri- 
can Union. They had no desire to lift the vail | 
and look beyond the destruction of the Govern- 
ment. 'To their inspired vision the cause of lib- 
erty and of progress was identified with the con- 
tinuance and perpetuity of the Union formed by 
our fathers. There was no hope beyond this. 
To them all was uncertainty and doubt and dark- 
ness and despousm. In that grand peroration 
of the noblest effort of his life, and which will be 
read with admiration as long as the English lan- 
guage is spoken among men, Mr. Webster said: 


E have not allowed myself, sir, to look beyond the 
Union, to see what miglit lie hidden in the dark recess be- 
Hind. $ have not coolly weighed the chances of preserving | 
liberty when*the bonds that unite us together shall be bro> 
ken asunder. f have not aecustotned myselt’to hang over 
the precipice of disunion, to see whether, with my shert i, 
sight, [ can fathou the depth of the abyss below ; nur could 
l regard him as a safe counselor in the affairs of this Gov- 


| 


j other. 
|| liberty must hang together with this Government, 
ji in my humble opinion. 
| in gratitude to a noble ancestry, we owe it to. the 
posterity which is to succeed us that this bright 
casket of liberty shall be transmitted to them un- 


patriot ancestors. 
i; pered under it,and had become, up to the break- 
, Ing out of this rebellion, one of the proudest and 


us. 


i forever, one and inseparable P” 


The .one is inseparably connected with the 
The cause of civilization and of human 


We owe it to ourselves 


impaired. This free Constitution of ours was 
framed after a long and bloody struggle by our 
We had grown up and pros- 


most powerful nations on the face of the earth, 


: And damned to everlasting perdition be the de- 


generate sons of noble sires who would permit 
such a bright and lovely heritage to pass from 
them. [Applause in the galleries.] 

Bat, sir,itis not only for ourselves and for our 
posterity who are to come afier us upon this con- 
tinent that we should 
Where, sir, is the hope of the world? Follow 


' the course of the sun in his annual circuit around 


the heavens; go to the benighted portions of the 


i world; go to the civilized and Christian parts of 
| the earth, where the people are downtrodden by 


strong and arbitrary Governments, and where do 
they look for a model of imitation and for help 
and succor in the days of their trial? Where but 
to our own hitherto happy country, the United 
States of America; ay, sir, the Unirep States! 
This has been to them the beacon-light, the 


“bright particular star,” which, like the star in | 
the East that appeared over the babe of Bethle- | 


hem, is guiding the oppressed of all the earth to 
the safe and secure resting-place of liberty. 

Sir, we owe it not only to ourselves and to 
our posterity, but we owe it to humanity every- 


; where, in every country, beneath every clime, 
that we maintain this struggle against traitors | 


armed for the purpose of destroying the Govern- 
ment, until we can come out of it with the stars 


galleries.] 


I am, then, sir, for war, in order that when | 


peace does come it may be permanent and lasting. 
Better to fight to preserve our national unity than 
to go to picces and have thereafter a thousand mul- 
tiplied causes of waramong ourselves. The unity 
of the nation once settled, the Constitution and 
laws vindicated and obeyed, and there will be no 
longer auy causé of strife and contention among 


| ourselves and our posterity. We shall not fall a 
ii prey to the great Powers of the earth, but feeling 


that consciousness of strength which unity always 
inspires, practiced in the artof war as our people 
will be, and chastened and subdued by the terrible 
ordeal through which we have passed, our Gov- 


| ernment and our people will then beable to stand 


the test of time and defy the world in arms against 


a 


Nor let it be said that there can be no Union after 


the end of this cruel and unnatural civil war. Na- 
| tions, like individuals, are at last governed by 
their own best interests, and the war once term- 
inated there will be a thousand considerations of |! 
mutual interest to bind us indissolubly together, 


The same motives which prompted our fathers to 


naintain this struggle. |) 


Scotland lasting for centuries were finally settled 
in peace and in union, and under the same mon- 
arch. The bloodiest page of English history is 
the fierce struggle recorded between the houses.of 
York and Lancaster, yet these wars at last term- 
inated, and the white aud red roses were happily 
blended together. Similar illustrations ‘may. be 
found running all through the history of our race, 
among the Jews, the Romans, the Spaniards, the 
Germans, and nearly all carrying along. with it 
the encouraging idea that civil wars are not ne- 
cessarily fatal to the peace of those who are en- 
gaged in them, nor to union and harmony when 
i these unhappy conflicts have ended, 

Mr. Speaker, I am well aware of the discon- 
i nected nature of the remarks which Lam address- 
i ing to the Fouse on this occasion, and L willde- 
tain the House buta few moments longer. How 
shall the Union be restored when we shall. have 
broken the military power of the confederate 
States? We heara great deal about extermina- 
tion. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Smita) ie 
has spoken of “subjugation, emancipation, ex- 
termination’? These ‘harps of a thousand 
strings ’*have been played upon pretty extensively 
j here. We have heard, too, -of confiscation not 
only of the property of the rebels, but. of their 
children, and of that other doctrine of & misce- 
genation,’’ [Laughter.] l-believe that is what 
they call it. 

Mr. Speaker, I have entire confidence not-only 
in the patriotism, but also in the liberality and 
the wise statesmanship of the people of the loyal 
States of this Union; and in making this remark 
l apply it to all parties. I believe that when the 
military power of the rebel States is broken, the 
most liberal terms will be offered to the southern 
people consistent with our duty to the Govern- 
ment whose authority and integrity we are de- 
i| fending, and consistent with those just responsi- 
bilities and burdens which must fall and rest upon 
those wicked men who have been instrumental in 
inaugurating and carrying on this most causeless 
and unholy rebellion, I have never believed that 
this war would resultin the extermination or deg~ 
radation or exile of the masses of the people of 
the South, or the robbery of their property; nor 
have [ ever believed that it would result in uni- 
versal emancipation, without providing ample and 
liberal compensation to loyal owners of this de- 
scription of property, and in giving them full time 
į to dispose ofan institution long established among 
them, and the sudden annihilation of which might 
| lead to the most disastrous cousegeences both to 
j| the white and to the black race. I speak of the 
| masses who have been misled; for I believe that 
all parties agree that the leaders in this strife, the 
| 
l 


; men who set on foot this rebellion, should be 
, brought to condemnation and punishment, either 
i in meting out, to them the full penalty of thelaw, 
| or by forcing them to leave ihe country, 

| But, sir, the work that we have first to dois 
| to break and destroy their military power. Until 
| this is accomplished it is idle to talk about res- 
| toratfon. his is the first thing to be done,-and 
| there ought notto be two opinions upon that ques- 
| tion between any two loyal men, no matter what 
| party they may belong to. Were it not for a dis- 
| position ou the part of individuals to promote 
| the interest of this or that party, of this or that 
candidate to the presidential office, there is: no 
good reason why eight tenths of the members of 
this House should. not agree upon a liberal, en- 


i 
i 
i 


establish a common Government and Union, will | lightened, statesmanlike, and constitutional policy 
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for the. purpose: of overthrowing this’ rebellion 
sand-reéstablishing the authority of the Govern- 
‘ment. ‘ 
«4 Ehere may be some peace men on this side of, 
the House, as. the gentleman: from Ohio [Mr. 
sence] has avowed himself to be, and as the gen- 
-tleman from New York [Mr. Fernanpo Woop] 
has avowed himself to be, There may be some 
‘mon (I cannot designate them myself) who are, 
‘per se, disunionists, and have been. these many 
syears; because we know that there are such in the 
«North as well asin the South; and we know that 
ithére are some men who claim now to be, par 
“excellences; THE Union men of the country, who 
‘doubt the loyalty and patriotism of every man 
who happens to differ with them; and yet buta 
few years ago they were ‘singing psalms”? to 
«disunion. But a few years ago they were pray- 
ing for disunion, simply because there happened 
to-exist in the country an institution that was ob- 
noxious to their sensibilities, and their opinion 
-of right. Sir, I have no confidence in the Union- 
ism of such men; and when I see them sneaking 
around this Capitol, with the blood of this rebel- 
lion smelling upon their garments and dripping 
from their skirts, | cannot repress that indigna- 
tion which every true patriot ought to feel against 
all those who have been in any way instrumental 
at any time in INCINS, promoting, orinany way 
“encouraging this rebellion. 

Sir, I refer to-the radical abolitionists of the 
Jobn Brown and Phillips school, who have never 
manifested any respect forthe laws or any love for 
the Constitution of their country, and I take this 

occasion to say that the country has almost as 
much to fear from the example and teachings 
of these radicals as from the rebels who are in 
armsalmost within sightof this Capitol. Sir, we 
have traitors in the North as wellas in the South. 
But I thank God I have believed and still believe 
that they are few in number outside of the rebel- 
lion. The Republican party proper I have looked 
upon as an anti-slavery party in the just sense 
of the term, and according to those principles 
which were avowed hy such men as Washington, 
Jefferson,and Madison,and other fathers of the 
Republic when they laid the foundations of free 
governmenton this continent. They were anti- 
slavery then; they regarded the institution of sla- 
very asa great evil, and under the Constitution 
and according to the forms of law they looked to 
and desired its gradual extinction in this country. 
But they were willing to leave this question to 
the patience, the sound judgment, and the patri- 
-ousmoftheir posterity; and but for those pestif- 
erous men, the radical abolitionists of the North 
and the secessionists of the South, so long work- 
ing in coöperation, and aiming at the same ob- 
ject, our unhappy country might have been saved 
this bloody ordval, endangering the very exist- 
ence of the Government, causing so many tears 
to flow and so many hearts to bleed in every nook 
and corner of the country. 

But the great middle class, of which we are the 
Representatives, the middle men of all parties, 
Republican and Democratic, in the loyal States, 
ay, and in the disloyal States too, are true to the 
core. They can come up to the dignity of the 
subject, They can appreciate and do appreciate 
the importance of the restoration and salvation of 
the Government. All that they desire is more of 
broad and liberal statesmanship on the part of the 
leaders of their respective parties, to unite, come 
together, and pull up by the roots this accursed re- 
bellion, and restore peace to the land. 

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a document 
which i believe I will read before [ take my seat. 
it is from the pen of the present Chief Magistrate 
of the nation. I know he is not regarded as very 
good authority with some.of my friends around 
me,and I cannot say that heis the best authority 
with me onall questions. But | think this is one 
of the soundest papers that he has written since 
he came into power. I thought so at the time I 
first read it. I think so yet. And I do not see 
why every loyal man may not come up to this 
standard. It isa letter addressed to Horace Gree- 
ley some eighteen monthsago. I know that mat- 
ters have advanced considerably since this letter 

was written, Though not being a very progres- 
sive man, still I have kept advancing “ step by 
step to the music of the Union,” and { have at 
all events, I believe, got up to this letter. I will 
read it for the benefit of my Demoeratic friends, | 


-who seem to be listening to me with such patient | 


attention: : 
- EXECUTIVE MANSION, —_ 
: WASHINGTON, August 22, 1862. 

Dear Sir: Ihave just read yours of the i9th. addressed 
to myself through the New York Tribune. If there be any 
statements Or assumptions of fact which. I may know to be 
erroneous, I do notnow and here controvert them. If there 
be in it any inferences which I may believe to be falsely 
drawn, 1 do not now and here argue against them. If 
there be perceptible in it an impatient and dictatorial tone, 
I waive it in deference to an old friend whose heart I have 
always supposed to be right. - ; 

Asto the policy b‘tseem to be pursuing,’ as you say, 
I bave not. meant to leave any one in doubt. I would 
save the Union. I would save it the shortest way under 
the Constitution. The sooner the national authority can 
be restored the nearer the Union will be ‘the Union as it 
was.” If there be those who would not save the Union 
unless they could at the same time save slavery, I do not 
agree with them. If there be those who would not save 
the Union unless they could at the same time destroy 
slavery, J do not. agree with them. My paramount object 
in this struggle is to save the Union, and is not either to 
save or to destroy slavery. If I could save the Union 
without freeing any slave E would do it; and if I could save 
it by freeing all the slaves I would do it; and if I could 
save it by freeing some and leaving others alone, I would 
also do that. What I do about slavery and the colored 
race, I do beeause f believe it helps to save this Union; 
and what I forbear, I forbear because I do not believe it 
would help to save the Union. T shajl do less whenever I 
shall believe what lam doing. hurts the cause, and Ishall do 
more whenever J shall believe doing more will help the 
cause. I shall try to correct errors when shown to be 
errors; and E shall adopt new views so fast as they shall 
appear to be true views. 

L have here stated my purpose according to my view. 
of official duty; and E intend no modification of my oft- 
expressed personal wish that all men everywhere could be 
free, 

Yours, A. LINCOLN. 
Hon. Horace GREELEY. 

l believe I might put that to the vote of my 
honorable friends around me, and that with the 
exception of the honorable gentleman from Mary-- 
land, {Mr. Harris,] and perhaps the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio, whose case we have under 
consideration, it would get a universal ‘ ay.?? 
l do not think that my friends on the Republican 
side will back down from so broad and liberal a 
policy as is indicated in that letter. 

Mr. Speaker, one word further, and I am done. 
I have referred to the immense interests at stake 
in the struggle that is now going on between this 
Governmentand those whoare in rebellion against 
it. Defeat to us is eternal, everlasting disgrace, 
and dishonor to ourselves and our children. We 
must succeed. It cannot be otherwise. 

fn the mighty struggle which we suppose is 
now impending, when a more terrible crash of 
arms will be felt than any that bas yet taken place 
during this terrible strife, suppose that accom- 
plished general, the most accomplished, perhaps, 
of all the generals on either side, at least equal to 
any in military skill and prowess, Robert E. Lee, 
should beatdown our forces and drive them back 
across the Potomac; whatthen? Are our hearts 
to sink within us, are we to give up the struggle 
in despair? Suppose this capital is taken, sup- 
pose the President, at the other end of the avenue, 


- is compelled to remove a few hundred miles fur- 


ther North,and this Congress is compelled to go 

elsewhere for the purpose of holding its sessions. 

Suppose the Potomac is crossed, the Chesapeake 
reached? Suppose Baltimore is taken? Suppose 
they march to the Susquehanna, and pass vic- 
torious through Maryland and Pennsylvania, will 

you then be contented to give up the struggle?’ 
Never, never! Stand by your flag! Stand by 

yourConstitution! Rally the powerand strength 

of the loyal States, that have not yet exhibited 

themselves. Bring out your middle classes; bring 
out your gray-headed and gray-bearded men, and 

put the Union at last upon its real trial. 

Will it take a year longer; two years longer; 
five years longer? What are years in the history 
of a nation; what is time; what is money; what 
is blood, compared to the preservation and sal- 
vation of a Government like this? Will you | 
say that we have already lost $2,000,000,000; | 
that we have already lost five hundred thousand 
men,and that youare therefore ready to acknowl- 
edge the effort to save the Union a failure? Str, here 
are five hundred thousand more of our sons to be 
sacrificed, and here is a Government to be saved. 
Which is of most value, $2,000,000,000 and five 
hundred thousand men for putting down this rebel- 
lion, or this Government? Will you weigh these 
sacrifices against the preservation of liberty and 
free institutions, for ourselves, our posterity, and 


all who shall make America their happy home? 


God forbid! God forbid! We will not give it up, 
let the war last five years or ten years. We will 
continue it as long as any power remains in this 
Government. And if ] could send the same spirit 
to those’ beautiful children with which God has 
blessed me, it would descend to them from sire to 
son, until that flag which is now streaming from 
the dome of this Capitol shall wave over every 
portion of this once happy country, as the flag 
of a free; powerful, happy, and redeemed people. 

Sir, if we do not bring ourselves out of these 
troubles, if we are so degenerate as to permit a 
Government like this to die; if we are such de- 
generate-sons of noble sires as to shrink from and 
give up such a contest, we shall deserve all the 
curses that will fall upon us. Let us fight on, 
trusting in that Providence which sustained our 
ancestors. We are in His hands, and if we are 
so unworthy of the trust that bas been placedin 
us as basely to surrender it up, God will see to 
it that this nation was not born so soon to die, 

Look at the bright destiny that awaits this 
country if we can get over the dark and stormy 
sea that lies before us. Lookatthe West, atthe 
father of waters, upon which it is my good for- 
tune to live, and a larger, brighter, and richer 
heritage than that which lies cast of that mighty 
stream is beyond. Even during the present ses- 
sion of Congress we have admitted three new 
States which the enterprise and energy of our 
sons have-already rendered populous, extending 
tothe base of the Rocky mountains. In Nevada 
and Colorado and California are to be developed 
untold riches, which of themselves will be the 
means of relieving us from the burdens which 
will have been brought upon us in consequence 
of this cruel and unnatural war. Let us come 
out of it, and let the angel of peace once more 
spread his bright wings over the continent, over 
a free and united people, and the energy of our 
masses will he revivedanew. Like a young giant 
they will spring up at a bound; their energies 
renewed, their hopes inspired, their prospects 
brightened, they will go forward in the enjoyment 
of peace, of free institutions, and with a success 
altogether unknown to them in our previous his» 
tory. 

(Here the hammer fell.} : 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask but a minute or two longer. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. There is no objection on 
this side of the House to the gentleman havihg 
the additional time he asks. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I will not detain the House at this late hour, That, 
sir, is the bright day to which I look. That is 
the question to which my vision turns, | want 
to see this disastrous war brought to an honor- 
able close, and these difficulties adjusted free from 
prejudice, and by a liberal, enlightened, wise, and 
philanthropic policy that will enable the people 
of all the States to meet once more in counsel to- 
gether upon terms of fraternity and equality, and 
consult dispassionately and sensibly in regard to 
the true interests of themselves and their poster- 
ity. Burying in oblivion the sad memories of the 
last few years, purified by the misfortunes and 
calamities which unhappily have overtaken us, 
and relying with unshaken confidence upon that 
good Providence who watched over the great Re- 
public in its infancy, and a bright destiny still 
awaits the American people. Our American na- 
tionality preserved, and with a name known and 
honored as heretofore throughout all the earth, 
our Government will be at once the envy and ad- 
miration of mankind. Beneath the broad aegis 


| of a free Constitution-and equal laws, with: the 
| States and the General Government working in 


harmony under the influence of well-adjusted and 
appropriately balanced powers, our country will 
be the home and the asylum of all who seek to 
cast their lot where men are protected in all their 
rights, and where all the avenues to honor, to 
fame, and to usefulness are open to the humblest 
citizen who has energy and virtue and talent to 
recommend him. 

Let our watchword be upward and onward, 
and even during the present generation of men 
we shal! behold our Government the first among 
the nations of theearth. Wearing the proud ttle 
of Ameriean citizen, the rights of the humblest 
man will be respected in every part of the habit- 
able globe. And looking to our hitherto unpar- 
alleled advancement in all the elements of national 
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power, in population, in wealth, inthe intelligence 
of the masses,in mechanical skill, in agricultural |) 
industry, and the day is not far distant when that |; 
bright and beautiful banner, the emblem of west- i! 
ern civilization, will have gathered upon its ample 
folds one hundred stars, representing that number 
of independent States stretching across the conti- 
nent from the Atlantic to the Pacific sea, wearing 
the proud motto, ‘*E pluribus unum,” and resting 
secure within the American Union, giving to all 
that consciousness of strength which will ever 
enable us to strangle treason at homeand to repel 
invasion from abroad, and reassuring the world 
that at last the United States of America is 

“ The land of the free and the home of the brave,” 

[Applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. ROGERS obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. HOLMAN, who moved that the House 
adjourn, f . 

Mr. COLFAX. I wish to give notice, as the | 
debate on this question has gone to an extent that 
every gentleman must agree has been liberal, and 
as, in the last vote in the House, when the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, Mr. Giddings, was censured 
and virtually expelled, he was not allowed an op- 
portunity to speak, I will, as soon on Thursday 
as I get the floor, call the previous question. 

The mation to adjourn was agreed to. 

And then (at half past eleven o’clock, p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. . 
Tuurspay, April 14, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of ‘Tuesday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The VICE PRESIDENT signed the enrolled |; 
bill (H. R. No. 12) extending the time within 
which the States and Territories may accept the 
grant of lands made by the act entitled An act 
donating public lands to the several States and 
Territories which may provide colleges for the 
benefit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’ ap- 
proved July 2, 1862; which had previously been 
signed by the Speaker of the House of Represent- | 
atives. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter of the Sccretary of the Interior, com- 
municating a report of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs of the estimated amount required to 
defray the liabilities incurred for the subsistence 
of the Sioux and Winnebago Indians removed 
from Minnesota to Dakota, and recommending 
an appropriation agreeably to the estimates for 
that purpose; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a report of the 
Secretary of the Navy, communicating, in com- 
plianee with a resolution of the Senate of the 17th 
of December, 1863, information in relation to arm- 
ored vessels, their efficiency, capability, and the 
services which may have been rendered by them, 
and especially as to operations in the harbor of 
Charleston; which was referred to the committee | 
on the conduct of the war, and ordered to be | 
printed without the accompanying documents, | 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the memorial of the 
Buffalo and State Line Railroad Company, re- 
monstrating against the extension of the Good- 
year patent for the manufacture of vulcanized 
India rubber; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents and the Patent Office. | 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of women || 
of the United States, praying for the emancipa- 
tion of all persons of African descent held to in- 
voluntary service or labor in the United States; 
which was referred to the committee on slavery 
and freedmen. : 

He also presented the memorial of the president | 
and directors of the Fitchburg and Worcester 
Railroad Company, remonstrating against the ex- 
tension of Goodyear’s patent for the manufacture 
of vulcanized India rubber; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patentsand the Patent Office. 

Mr, FOSTER presented a memorial of the 
president of the New London and Northern Rail- 
road Company,a memorial of officers of the New 
Haven and Northampton Railroad Company,and | 


a memorial of the Norwich and Worcester Rail- 
road Company and Norwich and New York 
Transportation Company, remonstrating against 
the extension of Goodyear’s patent for the manu- 
facture of vulcanized India rubber; which were 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office. th 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the memorial of 
the Chicago, Burlington, and Quincy Railroad 
Company, remonstrating againstthe extension of 
Goodyear’s patent for the manufacture of vulcan- 
ized Indiarubber; which wasreferred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. DIXON presented the memorial of the 
president of the Naugatuck Railroad Company, 
and a memorial of the president of the Hartford 
and New Haven Railroad Company, remonstrat- 
ing against the extension of Goodyear’s patent 
for the manufacture of vulcanized India rubber; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented the petition of 
Thomas J. Galbraith, agent for the Sioux Indians 
of Minnesota, praying to be relieved from all re- 
sponsibility for property destroyed by the Sioux 
Indians on the 18th of August, 1862, and that the 
accounting officers of the Treasury may be au- 
thorized to adjust and settle bis accounts upon 
the principles of equity; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. MORGAN presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of New York in favor of the pay ment 
of a bounty of $100 to the two years’ volunteers 
from that State; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of the president 
of the Northern Railroad Company of New York, 
remonstrating against the extension of Good- 
year’s patent for the manufacture of vulcanized 
India rubber; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee ou Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. CLARK presented four petitions.of citi- 
zens of Stratham, New Hampshire, praying for 
the abolition of slavery,and such an amendment 
of the Constitution as will forever prohibit its 
existence in any portion of our country; which 
were ordered to He on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY presented a memorial of Jobn 
Beeson, L. F. Peaslee, and A. D. Ruggles, a com- 


mittee appoinied at a public meeting held in the 
city of Washington, District of Columbia, pray- 


ing for the adoption of measures to insure justice 
in the administration of Indian affairs, and to pro- 
mote the welfare of the various Indian tribes; and 
recommending that commissféners be appointed 
to attend Indjan councils to be held at important 
points, to bear from the various Indian tribes a 
statement of their grievances; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the 
president of the Cleveland, Columbus, and Cin- 
cinnati Railroad Company, remonstrating against 
the extension of Goodyear’s patent for the man- 
ufacture of vulcanized {udia rubber; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents aud the 
Patent Office, : 

He also presented a memorial of the president 
of the Sandusky, Mansfield, and Newark Rail- 
road Company, and, the president of the Sane 
dusky, Dayton, and Cincionati Railroad Com- 
pany, and a memorial of the president of the 
Central Ohio: Railroad Company, remonstrating 
against the extension of the Goodyear patent 
for the manufacture of vulcanized India rubber; 
which were referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Mr. HOWE presented a memorial of the Le- 
gislature of Wisconsin in favor of an appropri- 
ation to improve the entrance into Fox river from 
Green bay; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented a memorial of the 
president of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company, remonstrating against the extension of 


| Goodyear’s patent for the manufacture of vulcan- 


ized Indiarubber; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens 
“of Bath, Maine, praying for such an amendment 


of the Constitution as will forever prohibit the 
existence of slavery in any portion of our coun- 
try; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Charles A. 


* 


Pitcher, praying for compensation. for the use in 
the penitentiary in the District of Columbia of 
a valuable patent belonging to-him; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. g 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a letter of W. B. 
Shubrick, chairman of the LightHouse Board, 
communicating estimates of amounts required to 
be appropriated to complete the light-house works 
at Racine and Milwaukee, Wisconsin; which waa 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CLARK presented a memorial of the dis 
rectors of the Wilton Railroad Company; remon- 
strating against the extension of the Goodyear 
patent for the manufacture of vulcanized India 
rubber; which was referred to the Committee òn 
Patents and the Patent Office. ` 
_ Mr. COWAN presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying for increased rail- 
road facilities between the cities of New York and 
Philadelphia; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. COWAN. A few days ago I presented 
a memorial from the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, praying for the erection of a pier at Lewes 
in Delaware, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. J now move that that 
committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of that memorial and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, as I understand 
that another memorial of a like character hag 
heretofore been referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADMISSION OF NEBRASKA AS A STATE, 


Mr. WADE. I move now to take up the bill 
to enable the people of Nebraska to form a State 
government. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lobject. Idesire tohavea vote 
upon the resolution introduced by me some time 
ago in relation to the case of Yocum; and if the 
Senate will come to a vote upon that resolution E 
think itcan be done withoutdebate. I shall have 
no objection to any course that the honorable 
Senator or anybody else may propose. 

Mr. WADE. J suppose the bill will not take 
long; we had it up the other day and discussed it, 
I do not think there will be any further debate 
upon it. My opinion is that the Senate is ready 
now to pass the bill without discussion, and if the 
Senate will let me get it up l think ‘it will soon 
be gotoutof the way. If the people of Nebraska. 
are to be authorized to form a State government 
the authority ought to be given soon, in order to 
enable them to do it in season. E 

Mr. DAVIS. ldislikeexceedingly to interfere 
with the request of the honorable Senator; but I 
move to take up the resolution to refer the case of 
Yocum to the Committee on the Judiciary merely 
for a vote, and when that is disposed of by a vote, 
without another word of debate | promise the 
honorable Senator and all other gentlemen that E 
will not interfere with them. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion of the 
Senator from Ohio is firstin order unless he with- 
draws it. 

Mr. WADE. Ido not think I ought to withe 
draw it, because I feel certain the bill will take 
| very litle time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
144) to enable the people of Nebraska to form a 
constitution and State government, and for the 
admission of such State into the Union on an equal 
footing with the original States. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed. g 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. DOOLITTLE, it was 


Ordered, That the message of the President of the United 
States, communicated at the third session of the. Thirty- 
Seventh Congress, in relation to Indian barbarities in Min- 
nesota, be taken from the files of the Senate and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. i 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. FOSTFR, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred. a bill ($. No. 127) 


to authorize the transfer of indictments from the 
district to the circuit courts of the United States, 


reported adversely thereon. . 
Mr. TEN EYCK „from thë Committee on the 
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Judiciary, to whom was referred a bill. (H. R. 
No: 306) to amend an actentitled “ An act: pre- l 
šeribing the times and places for holding terms 
of the circuit courts for the districts of lowa, Min- 
nesota, and Kansas,” approved January 13, 1863, 
yeported: adversely thereon. 

“Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred a bill (H.R. 
No. 62) fixing certain rules and regulations for 
preventing collisions on thé water, réported it 
‘without amendment. . 

“Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to. Whom was referred a motion to print five 
thousand additional copies of the report of the 
committee on the conduct of the war in relation 
to the Florida expedition, reported in favor of the 
“motion, and it was agreed to. : 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee o 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the me- 
‘horial of Louis Roberts, praying for indemnifi- 
cation for goods destroyed, submitted a report 
accompanied by a bill (S. No. 234) for the relief 
of Louis Roberts. The bill was read and passed 
to'a second reading, and the report was ordered 
to be printed. 

a RAILROAD GRANT TO KANSAS. 

. Mr. HARDING. The Committee on Public 

Lands, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 101) 

amendatory of the actentitled “An act fora grant 

of lands to the State of Kansas, in alternate sec- | 
tions,@o aid in the construction of certain rail- 

roads and telegraphs in said States” a bill (S. 

No. 124) to amend an act entitled “An act fora 
grant of lands to the State of Kansas, in alternate 
sections, to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads’ and telegraphs in said State,” approved 
March 3, 1863; a bill (S. No. 182) to amend an 
act entitled “An act for a grant of lands to the 
Sute of Kansas, in alternate sections, to aid in 
the construction of certain railroads and tele- 
graphs in said State;” and a bill (S. No. 200) for 
agrant of lands to the State of Kansas to aid in 
the construction of the Osage and Cottonwood 
Valley raitroad in said State, have directed me to 
report a new bill as a substitute forall of those 

ills. > 

The bill (S. No. 233) making an additional 
grant of lands to the State of Kansas toaid in the 
construction of railroad and telegraph lines was 
read,and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas, J have certain amend- 
ments that 1 shall propose to that bill when it 
comes before the Senate for consideration, which 
Task to have printed. 

The motion to print was agrecd to. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS REPORT. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a motion to print three 
thousand additional copies of the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations in regard to the 
French spoliation claims, have directed me to re- 
port in favor of the motion, and to ask for its 
Present consideration, The reason why I want 
it acted on now is that the type is standing, and 
unless the order be made at once the Government 
will beat the expense, by and by, of resetting it, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. ` 1 wish to inquire of the 
Senator what report that is. | 

Mr. ANTHONY. Itisa motion of the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Jounson] to print three 
thousand extra copies of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations upon French spoli- 
ations prior to 1801. ; 

The Senate proceeded to consider the motion. 

Mr. HENDRICKS., Lam not ableto see that 
there should be printed extra copies of an ordi- 
bary report.upon a private claim or a number of 
private claims. Itis nota question of such general 
interest that exti copies ought to be published, 
it seems to me. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Well, sir, whatever dis- 
position the Senate please to make of it, I shall 
be satisfied with. The committee thought, as it 
was asubject of so much interest, that the report 
ought to be printed. It is not by any means a 
private claim, but a treaty claim, and there are 
many persons all over the commercial parts of 
the country who are deeply interested in it, I 
only want to have the matter disposed of, 

Mr. BUCKALEW called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr, CONNESS. Before the vote is taken 


Senator the reasons why three thousand copies 
of this report of a coramittee on the question of 
the French spoliation claims should be printed 
for the use of-the Senate. It appears to me to 
be an act of liberality not very wise, to say the 
least of it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. `I offered the resolution, 
which has been favorably reported upon by the 
Committee on Printing, from a conviction that a 
great many of the people have an interest in the 
subject, but particularly because the questions 
themselves are of very great interest. The ques- 
tions in regard to the obligations of the United 
States to make good the losses sustained by those 
who suffered from what are called spoliations by 
France prior to 1801 are very important ones, 
They ‘involve the.construction of a treaty be- 
tween the two countries, and they involve also 
the consideration of very many important ques- 
tions of national law. Upon these questions 
differences of opinion have prevailed in the coun- 
cils of Congress in the past, and with persons of 
different parties. Most of the reports, however, 


‘that have been made in each branch of Congress 


upon the subject, have been in favor of the pay- 
ment of these claims. The obligation of the 
United States to pay them js upon the ground 
that they being at that time claims upon France, 
were abandoned by the United States in the treaty 
of 1801, in order to obtain on their part a release 
from the obligation, or alleged obligation, under 
which the United States were by virtue of ante- 
cedent treaties, 

The report is quite an elaborate one, drawn up 
with all the fullness which characterizes papers 
of this description prepared by the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. He has 
collected together, very accurately, I have no 
doubt, all the facts connected with the claims. 
He has given the history of the proceedings in 
Congress and the proceedings of the Executive, 
and has examined very fully all the principles of 
law applicable to the questions which the claims 
present. The amount proposed to be allowed is 
$5,000,000, payable in stock; I forget the partic- 
ular periods at which the stock is to be payable. 
F think it is duc to ourselves, particularly in the 
present condition of the country, when we are 
recommending an appropriation of so large asum 
as $5,000,000, that we should place ourselves right 
before the country, and I do not know that we 
can do it sò effectually as by laying before them 
such a report as is the one made by the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations. Weare 
in the habit of prigting reports from the different 
committees upon questions of much less general 
interest, as Í think, than those which belong to 
this subject, and I therefore thought when I of- 
fered the resolution (but it seems I was mistaken) 
that there would be almost a unanimous agree- 
ment on the part of the Senate that some addi- 
tional copies, if not to the extent of three thousand 
to some greater extent than are usually printed, 
should be published of this report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, 1 do not propose to enter 
into the discussion of the ability ofthis report, as 1 
‘have not read it, or of the propriety of paying these 
French claims which have been before Congress 
for a generation, and perhaps two or three gene- 
rations, and have been discussed here repeatedly. 
But this is a question of printing, not the usual 
number of copies which are always printed of 
every report, and which will be printed of this re- 
port, I presume. Some fifteen hundred, I think, 
are printed for the use of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, and halfa dozen copies or more 
for each Senator and Representative. The only 
object of printing extra copies of any of the 
public documents or reports is to circulate them 
among the people. Now, doesanybody suppose 
there is a demand in thiscountry from the people 
for extra copies of the report of the committee in 
relation to the allowance of these French claims? 
Does anybody suppose that these extra copies 
will be read? 
them from my constituents. Probably the French 
claimants who are pressing these claims, and who 
have been pressing them for two or three genera- 
tions past, would like to see the argument made. 
in favor of their allowance, It may be compii- 
mentary to them to send them copies of this re- 
port, but so far as legislation is concerned, we 
shall have copies of the report, as many as any 


on this motion, I should like to hear from some | 


of us want, and we can all read it and understand 


I do not expect any demand for | 


it. I trust the Senate will not vote to print extra 
copies of this report. T'can see no occasion for it, 
It is a small matter, it is true. I do not stppose 
it will cost a great deal, but there has been very 
much said about the extravagance bf printing since 
L have been a member of Congress. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is only one con- 
sideration which, in my judgment, would justify 
the printing of this extra number of copies. These 
are old claims, as stated by the Senator from Hli- 
nois; and I can say to the Senate that I have the 
fortune or misfortune to be personally interested 
in them; that is to say, a portion of one claim of 
the kind comes down to me in the position in 
which I stand undera will. Ihave examined the 
claims, and I have no question that they are as 
just and honést claims as ever were presented to 
any Congress. They have been reported upon 
favorably some eighteen or twenty times in dif- 
ferent Congresses at different periods, and al ways 
kept alive. I believe there never were more than 
one or two reports against them. The bill for 
their payment has passed both Houses of Con- 
gress several times, but only twice at the same 
session, and in both those cases the bill was ve- . 
toed -by the Presidents on grounds which they 
stated, one becauseitdid not make sufficient pra- 
vision, and the other because he thought we had 
not money enough, 

Here is another report made. The ‘matter has 
gone out of the public mind. Nobody out of Con- 
gress, and very few in Congress, except the heirs 
of persons interested, now know much about 
the subject. The bill proposes to appropriate 
$5,000,000. I think that if the bill is to be acted 
upon and passed, it would be well that the public 
prints should have possession of the facts, that 
they should know what the facts are on which the 
bill is founded, in order that the public may 
understand it, J think that is the only way in 
which they can be got to understand it; and if 
Senators think it right, and I believe the Senate, © 
if they come to hear it and discuss it will pass the 
bill, it would be well to have a copy of the bill 
and report furnished to the different presses of the 
contry in order that the question may be under- 
stood. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Would not the ordinary 
number be enough for that? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, the ordinary num- 
ber would not be enough for that. Thatis the 
only ground on which Tact. Idonotthink asto 
anything else it is of theslightest consequence in 
the world, because it is of interest to nobody but 
the claimants. If the Senate think it worth while 
to print any particular number for the purpose I 
have stated to put in the hands of the press, in 
order that the matter may be understood and ex- 
plained, very well. There is no other reason for 
itin my judgment, 

Mr. ANTHONY, Thecost of this printing will 
be less than $300. The gentlemen from the west- 
ern States are not aware of the great interest that 
is felt in this matter in most of the commercial 
States. I could send twenty copies of this report 
to my constituents in my little State who are in- 
terested in the matter; and certainly if men think 
they have, as I believe they have a just claim on 
this Government, it is at least fair to let them 
know what a committee of one branch of Con- 
gress has decided upon the subject. This re- 
port is exceedingly elaborate and able. There 
have been a great many reports written on the 
subject heretofore; and this contains all the in- 
formation and all the facts and all the law, and 
is the starting-point from which tke question will 
be discussed. It ought to be put into the hands 
of the people; and I do not think that any report 
has been printed at this session that wil have a 
greater Interest to those who are concerned in ity 
and they are a very respectable and very consid- 
erable number of people. I think we have wasted 
time enough on this matter; and 1 hope the Sep- 
ate will dispose of it. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, 


I was astonished when 


| the proposition was made to print extra copies of 


this report. Ihave no doubt the Senator from 
Maryland is quite right in saying that itis an 
elaborate report, at least itis a lengthy report. I 
understand that it is a very lengthy report, and 
to my mind that would be some objection to print- 
ing extra copics, because the length of itincreases 
the cost.of printing. 

- Mr. RIDDLE. If my friend will-allow me, I 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1609 


will state that I bave acopy of the report in my. 
hand. It only embraces forty-four pages. The 
typeis set. It has been the custom, I think, to 
print extra copies of important reports like this; 
but Imay be mistaken. I feel sure that in the 
other House itis done, Asit embraces but forty- 
four pages, it can hardly be called a lengthy re- 
port, and the printing cannot, 1 think, involve 


even the expense the Senator from Rhode Island. 


supposes. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Forty-four pages is not 
a very short report, to say the least of it, though 
it might possibly be longer. Butthe question is 
this: does it relate to a matter of such public in- 
terest as to justify us in sending it before the coun- 
try at the expense of the Government? I can con- 
celve of many cases in which it is proper to pub- 
lish extra copies of a report, such a reportas was 
made the other day by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Sumner,} and the minority report 
made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Bucxatew.] Extra copies of that should prop- 
erly be published, because it relates to a proposed 
change in the policy of the Government, the aban- 
donment.of the fugititive slave laws, their repeal, 
a declaration that the provision of the Constitu- 
tion on that subject is no longer to be respected. 
That is of such general concern that as a matter 
of course extra copies ought to be published, that 
the public may be informed what the Senate is 
doing on that public matter. But here isa private 
claim, It amounts to five millions, itis true, but 
the report relates to a private claim and not to a 
policy of the Government, and I cannot see the 


propriety of its publication to so great an extent. | 


l know that the parties interested in the claim 
would like to read the report, but they are pre- 
sumed to know the merits of theirclaim in advance. 
Will the Senators who advocate the publication 
of an increased number of this report say that the 
claimants themselves are now ignorant of the mer- 
its of their claim, that they want to be informed 
by the report of the Senator from Massachusetts? 
lt isto be presumed that they knew in advance 
what their claim was, and I cannot conceive that 
any other parties are interested in the controversy 
except the public so far as the amount to be ap- 
propriated is concerned, 
The fact that similar reports have been pub- 
lished at other sessions is an argument against 
publishing this, for Edo not presume it will be 
claimed that this report can-be much other than 
a compilation of ald reports. Are new facts in- 
troduced? Do Senators. say that new facts have 
been brought to the attention of the Senate, or 
that a new view of the law of the case has been 
presented by the Senator from Massachusetts? 
That is hardly to be presumed when this question 
has been discussed for a quarter of a century in 
this body and report after report has been pub- 
lished. We want this report, as Senators, to vote 
upon the question. Why we should send out 
extra copies to the country Lam not able to see. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 19; as follows: 
Messrs. Anthony, Davis, Dixon, Fessenden, 
Foster, Harris, Henderson, Howe, Johnson, Morgan, Mor- 
rill, Nesmith, Ramsey, Riddle, Santsbury, Sprague, Sum- 
ner, Van Winkle, Wade, Wilkinson, Willcy, Wilson, 
and Wright—2¢ 

NAYS—Mes 


Brown, Buckalew, Carlile, Chandler, 


Collamer, Conness, Cowan, Grimes, Hale, Harding, Har- | 


fan, {leadricks, Howard, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kan- 

sas, Pomeroy, Sherman, Ten Eyck, and Trumbull—19. 
So the motion was agreed to. 

TREATY RELATIVE TO HUDSON'S BAY COMPANY. 


Mr. SUMNER. Iask the Senate to be good 
enough to proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 187, to carry into effect a treaty with 
her Britannie Majesty, reported by the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. I am sure it will not 
occasion debate. I move that it be taken up. 

The motion was agrecd to; and the bill (S. No. 
187) to carry into effect a treaty between the 
United States and her Britannic Majesty for the 
final settlement of the claims of the Hudson’s 
Ray and Puget Sound Agricultural Companies, 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. . 

It provides for the appointment by the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, of a commissioner, 
whose duty it shall be, conjointly with the com- 
missioner appointed by her Britannic Majesty ’s 
Government to investigate, adjust, and determ- 
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ine the claims of the Hudson’s Bay Company 
and of the Puget Sound Agricultural Company 
against the Government of the United States, pür- 
suant tothe terms of a treaty signed at Wash- 
ington on the Ist day of July, 1863; and the com- 
missioner may appointa clerk, witha compensa- 
tion at the rate of eight dollarsaday. Thecom- 
pensation of the commissioner is to be $5,000 in 
full for his services and personalexpenses. The 
commissioner on the part of the United States, 
in conjuction with the commissioner on the part 
of Great Britain, is to make all needful rules and 
regulations for conducting the business of the 
commission; such rules and regulations not con- 
travening the Constitution of the United States, 
the provisions of the act, orthe stipulations of 
the treaty. The Secretary of State is to trans- 
mit to the commission such papers or records 
relating to the business of the commission as he 
may deem proper or as may be called for by the 
commissioner; and at the close of the commis- 
sion, and of the duties of the umpire, all the rec- 
ords, documents, and all other papers which may 


have been presented on behalf of the United 


States are to be returned to the Department of 
State, - 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 
232) in addition to the several acts concerning 
commercial intercourse between loyal and insur- 
rectionary States, and to provide for the collection 
of captured and abandoned property, and the pre- 
vention of frauds in States declared in insurrec- 
tion; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Commitiee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 


# 


PRINTING OF BILLS. 
On motion of Mr. MORRILL, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 222) extending the juris- 
diction of the district courts, and the bill (S. No. 223) to 
regulate the foreign and coasting trade on the northern, 


northeastern, and northwestern frontiers of the United | 


States, aud for other purposes, be printed. 
WILLIAM YOCUM. 

Mr. WILSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 


port to the Senate the papers in the ease of William Yo- | 


cum, bow confined in the penitentiary at Albany, New 
York, together with the record of the court before which 
the said Yocum was tried and sentenced to imprisonment, 


LIGHUT-IIOUSES IN WISCONSIN. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE submitted the following 


resolution; which was considered by unanimous | 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be re- 


quested to inquire and report what additional appropri- į 


ations may be nee 
at Milwaukee and 
RETURN OF REFUGEE INDIANS. 
Mr. LANE, of Kansas, submitted the follow- 
ing resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


iry to complete the Jight-house works 
acine, in the State of Wisconsin. 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- | 


quested to communicate to the Senate the reasons, if any 
exist, why the refugee Indians in the State of Kansas are 
not returned to their homes. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (HI. R. No. 151) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending June 30, 1865. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) Two amendments adopted as in 
Committee of the Whole have been reserved for 


a separate vote, the other amendments made as | 


in Committee of the Whole having been already 
concurred in by the Senate. ‘The first of the two 
amendments upon which a separate vote has 
been asked will now be read. 

The Secretary read the first reserved amend- 
ment, to insert after line three hundred and thirty- 
two the following clause: oe 


For the purchase aud preparation of a site for a cemetery 
for the Navy and marine corps near Philadelphia, 920,00 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I asked for a separate 


vote on that amendment in order that I might put | 


a question to the chairman of the Committee on 
I ask him whether 


$20,000 is nota large appropriation for the’ pür- 
chase of land for this purpose? “I do not know 
how near it is to be to the city of Philadelphia. 

Mr.HALE. [have not examined the subject, 
and know nothing about it except from the letter 
of Admiral Smith. He says it will cost $15;000 
to buy a lot and $5,000 to prepare it. 9 °= 

Mr. FESSENDEN.  It'strikes me that thisis 
a- pretty large sum to expend fora cemetery: -I 
had hoped that the chairman of the Naval Com- 
mittee would be able to give us some information 
on the subject. : 

Mr. HALE. I know nothing about it extept 
from the statement of Admiral Smith. He says 
that owing tothe war and the great number of 
sailors and marines that go to the Naval Asylum 
at Philadelphia and die there, their present ac- 
commodations for a cemetery are altogether insuf- - 
ficient, and they want a new one, and he thinks 
that $15,000 will be as little as they can get a lot 
for, and that it will tike’$5,000 more to prepare 
it, to build walls, &c. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think we had betterre. 
duce the appropriation $5,000. : 

Mr. HALE. Ihave notthe slightest objection 
to that, and I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out.‘ $20,000, ? and inserting $15,000,” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to, and the amendment, as amended, was ‘con- 
curred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next re+ 
served amendment will be read. 

The Secretery read the amend ment, which was 
to insert as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the United States Naval 
Academy shall be returned to and established at the Naval 
Academy grounds in Aunapolis, in the State of Maryland, 
before the commencement of the academic year. in 1865, 

Mr. ANTHONY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out all after its enacting clause, 
and inserting: 

That the Secretary of the Navy shall appoint a board of 
five naval officers to examine and report upon the most 
suitable place for the Naval Academy. 

The amendment which was adopted in Com- 
mittee of the Whole proposes, for the first time, 
to establish the Naval Academy at a particular 
place. It never was established by Jaw at. An- 
napolis. It did notrequire avy law to remove it 
to Newport. [tdoes not require any law to carry 
it back to Annapolis. The Secretary of the Navy, 


| acting under the President, bas fall authority to 


do that now. The amendment proposes, how- 
ever, not only to carry it back to Annapolis, but 
to establish it there. Now, sir, if we mean to 
establish the Naval Academy at any particular 
place, we ought to know where is the best place, 
l dare say that you, Mr. President, [Mr. Fosrrr 
in the chair,] and your colleague, may think 
New London the best place; and the Senators 
from New Jersey may think Perth Amboy the 
best place; and l have no doubt that Newport ts 
the best place; butlet us ascertain where the best 
place is before we go to the very great expense 
of removing the Naval Academy, so that the ques- 
tion may be ended, and, as the Senator from 
Maine has said, we may be all relieved from its 
discussion. I wish that Senator, who stands at 
the door of the Treasury as the angel at the 
portal of Paradise with a flaming sword in bis 
hand, to understand thatif the amendment be 
adopted, will take $500,000 out of the Treas- 
ury. There will be the destruction of $250,000 
worth of military property, as appears by the 
letter of the Secretary of War, read by the chair- 
man ofthe Military Committee the other day; 
and I undertake to say that it will cost just as 
much to establish accommodations at Annapolis 
for four hundred pupils, the number now in the 
School, as it will to erect such accommodations 
in the city of Newport. But still Lam willing 
that the whole question shall be submitted to 
those who know most about it; we certainly can- 
not profess to understand so much about a ques- 
tion of this kind as the officers of the Navy, and 
the Secretary of the Navy has the whole naval 
corps to take into his counsels upon this subject. 
If all the naval officers are, as the Senator from 
Iowa thinks, in favor of the Academy going back 
to Annapolis, then it will go back’ there under 
my proposition, 

It willbe understood, Mr. President, that the 
adoption of the sabstitute Í have offered will not 
delay the action contemplated in the original 
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amendment. an hour.. The amendment,-as it was 
adopted in Gommitiee of the Whole, proposes to 
remove the Academy from Newport to Annapolis 
six, months after. the adjournment .of the next 
session of Congress. Now, fask that before the 
next-session.of Congress we may have all the 
light upon the-subject thatthe Navy Department 
is. able.to. throw upon it; and if it-shall then ap- 
pear,.as the Senator. from Lowa thinks, honestly, 
Lam. sure, that the Academy had better be re- 
moved back to Annapolis, we shall. be deprived 
of all- argument on the subject here; and the Sen- 
ator from: Maine will accomplish his object of 
taking it out-of our discussions. 

Me. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator give 
me his opinion as to how much it will cost to 
erect proper accommodations at Newport for this 
large School? ; 

cMr. ANTHONY. I do not know whatit will 
cost; but. F think it will cost no more there than 
it will cost at Annapolis, because the accommo- 
dations at Annapolis were actually insufficient for 
more than one hundred and eighty. pupils, and 
now itis necessary to have buildings for four hun- 
dred. My. own little experience in building is, 
that I would rather build a new house for four 
hundred than enlarge an old one for one hundred 
and eighty so as to accommodate four hundred. 

Mr. GRIMES. Mr. President, this is simply 
another proposition to keep the Naval Academy 
upon wheels, and to have it constantly before 
Congress at every session to be. log-rolled about 
and managed, and, in the mean time, to allow the 
pours men to remain at Newport, where they are 
iable to all the temptations which were pointed 
out here the other day. 

Ihave taken the trouble to ascertain something 
about the buildings at Annapolis that the Senator 
speaks of. The quarter of a million of money 
expended by the War Department at Annapolis 
is not on buildings within the Naval Academy 

rounds. All the work that has been done at 

onapolis within the Naval Academy grounds 
is the building of a railroad, the running out of a 
wharf into the river at a small expense, and the 
building of some quartermaster’s storehouses 
which could be transferred to a locality outside of 
the grounds at an expense of certainly not more 
than $20,000. I have the report of the naval car- 
penter who was sent down to Annapolis by au- 
thority of the Navy Department, and who reports 
that all that will be necessary to put the Naval 
Academy buildings into complete order for the 
restoration of the institution there is between 
seventeen and eighteen thousand dollars. All 
that it will be necessary to build, in addition to 
whatis already there, in order to accommodate four 
hundred pupils in place of one hundred and eighty 
that could be accommodated before the School 
was transferred from Annapolis to Newport, is 
another dormitory. We have the recitation 
rooms; we have the chapel; we have the observ- 
atory; we have thé hospital; we have all the 
other buildings that are necessary except the ac- 
commodation for the students that will be fur- 
nished by an additional dormitory. Therefore 
all that it will be necessary to do will be to erect 
a building that will accommodate perhaps sev- 
enty-five or vighty additional students if we allow 
only the junior class to be kepton shipboard, and 
not the two lower classes as they are now kept. 

The proposition of the Senator is, that-a board 
of, naval officers shall be appointed to go around 
the country and sce where the Academy can best 
be located. When are they to report? To the 
next session of Congress, I suppose. He says 
that I shall obtain my end just as soon by getting 
the Academy moved to some other place, as | 
would by the adoption of the amendment which 
was agreed to by the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole. Notatall. The amendment which 
1 proposed is, that the Naval Academy shall be 
restored to Annapolis before the commencement 
of the academic year in 1865. It makes it abso- 
Jute that it shall go back atthattime. Ihave not 
any doubt that in the course of the coming fall the 
Secretary of War will discover that he can, without 
any detrimentto the public interest, surrender these 


| local interests against the public good. 


grounds at Annapolis, and that the Academy will 
be restored to Annapolis before the expiration of 
the present year, before the incoming of the next 
academic year. As soon as Congress shall settle || 


and show to the country that its opinion is that | 


' 
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the Academy should be restored to its old place, bs: 


am. Satisfied..the. Secretary of War or the Presi- 
dent of the ‘United States will direct that it shall 
be restored at the earliest possible moment, and 1 
have no idea that itis going to remain at New- 
port until September, 1865. - 

Really, 1 think that it does become the Senate 
to take some affirmative action on this subject; 
and- I think that it would be a grateful tribute for 
this body to pay to the State of Maryland, under 
the circumstances; and I do not very much ‘ad- 
mire the persistency with which it is attempted 
to retain the Academy at Newport, when it was 
only driven there by stress of weather, as the 
Senator himself admits, and whenall of the naval 
officers who have been connected with it or are 
connected with it now, every man who is at all 
familiar with the institution, says that Annapolis 
is the very best place where it can be. , 

Let me say further, Mr. President, that the ex- 
pense of keeping the Academy at Newport is to 
this Government more than one hundred thou- 
sand dollars a year greater than it could be main- 
tained for at Annapolis; and let me say in addi- 
tion, that if you had the ground anywhere else 
upon which to erect your buildings, you could 
not erect as good buildings as you have now at 
Annapolis, and decorate your grounds as well as 
they now are for $600,000. Therefore, every 
principle ofeconomy, duty to the Government, to 
the naval service, and to the young men put under 
our charge, and to whom we hold the relation of 
guardians, it seems to me should induce us to re- 
ject the amendment of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, and to concur in that which was adopted 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CONNESS. I would ask the Senator 
from Iowa what force all the argument that he 
summed.up in the last few sentences of his ad- 
dress have when Rhode Island wants to keep an 
institution of this kind, having obtained it by 
accident? 

Mr. GRIMES. That depends upon whom the 
arguments are addressed to. 

Mr. CONNESS. I apprehend there can be 
no mistake as to whom the arguments are ad- 
dressed. The Senator from Rhode Island seems 
to think they are addressed tohim. It appears to 
me to be the clever thing, the proper act on the 
part of the Senators from Rhode Island, to say 
‘* Let this institution go where it should go; let it 
go back whence it came; let it go from the con- 
taminating influences of a city; let it go back to 
the State that, whether it was disloyal or not at 
one time, to-day sets the highest example to every 
part of the country that it is possible could be set 
by any State in the Union.” 

l do not wish to suggest a policy tothe Senators 
from Rhode Island, but under the circumstances 
it appears to me that I would not rise here and 
advocate the retention of the institution there. 
Let not this institution be put out to the highest 
bidder. Let us not go all over the Union ‘to as- 
certain where we may establish it. Letitgo back 
to Maryland where it did belong, where it now be- 
longs, and where it may be properly established. 

i do not wish to enter into the discussion of 
this question. I do not desiregind do not attribute 
motives to the Senator from Rhode Island beyond 
whatare palpable, namely, that. he desires to keep 
this School at Newport, it having reached there 
by chance and accident. I hope that he will not 
make any further contest in this matter, and that 
we shall come to a vote upon it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from Califor- 
nia assumes that I am arguing against my con- 
victions of the public good from local consider- 
ations. I do not think it necessary to reply to 
that, 

Mr. CONNESS. Oh, no; I did not say that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I certainly understood the 
Senator so. 

Mr, CONNESS. I think it isentirely consist- 
ent, entirely possible for both to agree. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Well, sir, they do agree in 
this case. I do not stand up here to advocate 
I stand 
up here to ask of the highest naval authorities an 
inquiry, an investigation, and a report as to the 
place where the Academy ought tobe. Iam not 
arguing for the retention of the Academy at New- 
port. Lamarguing for the ascertainment of the 
best place for the permanent location ofthe Acad- 
emy, and Senators reply that Lam arguing for 
Newport. ‘Po be sure, E think Newport is the 


best place, but I desire to have the opinion of those 
men who know-more about it than F do,and, 
with great deference to Senators in this Chamber, 
who know moreaboutit than any ofuscan know, 

Nor shall I go into the question of the loyalty 
of different States. J.have said nothing about the 
loyalty of Maryland. |} admire as much as any 
Senator the position which Maryland holds be- 
fore the country to-day; but if this question is to 
be decided upon considerations of loyalty, | think 
a State that has always been loyal is as well en- 
tiled to it as a State that has just: become so, 
But that is a question I do not care to go into. 

Mr. CONNESS. If the Senator will permit 
me, I understood him in the discussion here the 
day before yesterday to introduce the question of 
the loyalty of Maryland as one of the reasons for 
the change when made; and in introducing that 
feature into the discussion I thought I was but 
referring to a subject already introduced by the 
Senator. 

Mr. ANTHONY. A Senator said in the de~ 
bate the day before yesterday that the Academy 
had been seized by the War Department. I said 
no, the Academy had been driven away by a 
traitorous mob, The Senator from lowa denied 
that there had been any mob in Annapolis. I 
read from the newspapers of the time to prove 
that there had been; but I made no remarks and 
shall make no remarks in disparagement of the 
State of Maryland. 

Now, sir, | think the amendment I have offered 
is a fair compromise of this whole matter,‘and I 
hope Senators will give me a. pretty unanimous 
vote in favor of it,as the Senate seems to be very 
good-natured at present, and refer this question 
to those men who know all about it. . Then, if 
they decide against Newport, we shall be entirely 
disarmed of our argument; and if they decide 
against Annapolis, l think the other side will be 
disarmed. : 

Mi. TEN EYCK. Every one here can under- 
stand and appreciate the loftiness of the sentiment, 
of the Senator from California when he claims 
that the present position of Maryland entitles her 
to have this Academy restored within her limits. 
That is a lofty, just, and true. sentiment; and if 
everything else were equal, it should prevail. The 
Senator from Lowa insists that we ought to restore 
this Academy to that spot; that we have there 
buildings and all the accommodations which he 
has enumerated for.the purpose. Why, sir, if I 
understand the matter correctly, we have none of 
these things there now. i 

Mr. GRIMES. Where? 

Mr. TEN EYCK. At Annapolis. I mean 
they are not within our control atthe present mo- 
ment; and it would, be highly improper, perbaps, 
to dislodge the War Department from the posses- 
sion of that locality at this time, for the reasons 
which have been iterated and reiterated during 
this debate. 

Mr. GRIMES, Ifthe Senator will allow me, 
I will inform him that the Secretary of War is 
entirely satisfied with the proposition that wag 
adopted in Committee of the Whole on the day 
before yesterday. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Of course I have had no 
access to the Secretary of War and have not in- 
quired about it, and I have no doubt that the in- 
formation as given by the Senator from Iowa is 
correct. But, sir, ] can see no objection whatever 
to the adoption of the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island. It does not follow, 
because the Naval Academy has been at Annap- 
olis and because we have some buildings there, 
selected as that, location was withoutauthority of 
law, that we must forever continue those build- 
ings in that spot. I would do so,and would con- 
tinue the Academy there if everything else were 
equal, if there were no advantages possessed by 
any other place. I do not believe it will occa- 
sion any very great injury to the public service, 
or any very great expense during the time which 
is to be allowed by the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from lowa—the period of eighteen 
months, during which it is not proposed to oc- 
cupy the grounds at Annapolis—to have a board 
of examiners to look into the merits of different 
localities on our seaboard and theirsadaptation 
and qualifications for the establishment of a Naval 
School of this description, and to have it fixed per- 
manently by the enactment of a law. : 

I say here frankly that if no other spot can be 
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found along ourseaboard possessing superior ad- 
vantages for the purposes of such a School, I shall 
be willing, and prompt, and ready, as an acknowl- 
edgment to the present position of Maryland, to 
restore that Academy back to its ancient place. 
l think it would be honorable, | think it would 
be just to do so; and I think it would be an act 
that would be properly appreciated. But, sir, we 
ought not to do this thing blindly, in pursuance 
ofa mere sentiment. We ought not to do injus- 
tice to the public service. We ought not to ex- 
pend large sums of money in one spot when the 
expenditure of the same orsmaller sums of money 
in another locality would be greatly more to the 
advantage of such an institution and the Navy at 
large. {t is in this point of view that I intend to 
sustain the Senator from Rhode Island in the 
amendment which he has offered, and which is 
now before the Senate. Nothing can be lost by 
adopting it. We can act at the next session of 
Congress in relation to the fixcd location of this 
Academy as well as we can now. We should 
consider also that by adopting the proposition 
of the Senator from Lowa, we may do now what 
we may be required next winter to undo, upon 
the happening ofsome contingency unforeseen and 
unexpected. I think, therefore, we had perhaps 
better suffer the matter to remainas itis, with the 
passage of an amendment constituting a board of 
Inquiry to determine upon a suitable spot for the 
location of this School. , 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I holdin my 
hand'a sentence which I cut out from a newspa? 
per this morning, Itis part of our morning news, 
J will read its — 

“ General Grant visited Washington again at a tate hour, 
on Monday night, was in consultation with the Seerctary 
of War on ‘Tuesday, and departed for Aunapolis on Tues- 
day evening.” - : 

* Itdoes notappear what General Grant has gone 
to Annapolis for. He certainly has not gone 
there for pleasure or pastime. That is not his 
habit. He has gone there for work, for military 
work in defense of the Republic. And now, sir, 
coming to the Senate I ara met by the question 
whether the Senate, by its vote, will order the 
Naval Academy to be transferred to Annapolis 
where the papers of the day announce the com- 
mander of the armies of the United States has been 
actually in the performance of his military duty. 

I come back to the position which [ teok the 
other day in this debate, that this is not the time 
for Congress to pass upon this question. I do 
not mean to suggest that the Naval School should 
not ultimately be brought back to Annapolis. I 
say now,as Í said the other day, the inclination 
of my opinion is that it should be brought back 
there; but I do say that Congress is not now in a 
situation to pass upon the question. Who knows 
what may occur between now and next year: 
whether Anuapolis will be at that time upon the 
whole the best blace for the Naval Academy? I 
cannot venture to pronounce upon that question; 
and yet the proposition of the Senator from lowa 
asks the Senate to pronounce definitively on that 
question. 

Then Senators interpose by the argument, 
“Let us take this whole question out of the pol- 
ities of different States.” Sir, permit me to say 
this is a strange way to take this question outof 
the politics of different States. By a proposition 
which is prospective, open to repeal during the 
coming Congress, you positively keep it in the 
polities of different States. 1 borrow an expres- 
sion which has been used on this floor. If you 
wish to take it out of the politics of different 
States, there are but two ways of doing it: one is 
to decide that it shall be at Newport, and the other 
is to decide that it shall be at Annapolis; but the |; 
proposition of the Senator from Rhode Island does 
not pretend to decide either way. It leaves the 
whole question open for eighteen months; thatis, 
for eighteen months it hands it over to the polities 
of different States. Senators will becharged mean- 
while with acting under local prejudice with a 
view, perhaps, of obtaining it for their respective 
States, That charge mustcontinue until the whole 
question is definitively settled. As weare not in 
a condition to settle it definitively, | say do not let 
us undertake to settle it at all. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, there may be 
considerable force in the argument of the Senator 
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from Massachusettsin one view of the case, and 
that is, that General Grant had gone to Annapolis 


for some purpose, [laughter;] but the paper this 


morning informs us that the general has got back; | 


so I think that argument ceases. 1 hold in my, 
hand the important news that— f 

“ Lieutenant General Grant returned to Washington 
yesterday evening from a brief visit to Annapolis.” 

I am opposed to the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Rhode [sland to go around and scour 
the country to hunt up a place to put this insti- 
tution in. I understand that the place where, it 
was formerly located, to wit, Annapolis, was en- 
tirely satisfactory to the country and advantage- 
ous to the School. If that be so, f submit it to 
the good sense of Senators, why should we now 
appoint a commission to go around and find 
another place when we have a perfectly good one? 
Navy officers say that it is so, and experience 
demonstrates it to be true. It is convenient to 
the capital, remote enough for the good of the 
School, and was every way acceptable to the 
country before the breaking out of this rebellion. 
There being a disturbance at that time in Mary- 
land it was deemed advisable to carry the School 
to Newport, lt was transferred there; but New- 
port I understand is found not to be a good place 
for the School. I do not understand the School 
to be flourishing there or conveniently located, 
and it is found to be desirable to remove it some- 
where. The proposition of the Senator from 
Rhode Island seems to concede that, when it pro- 
poses, instead of keeping it at Newport, to form 
a commission to go around and hunt up a place 
at which to put the institution, 

Now, sir, if we have a good place let us re- 
turn it to that place; and I may say here—I say 


it cheerfully, I say it gladly—l am happy to be. 


able to givea vote to return this institution to the 

tate of Maryland. It is true she was disturbed 
at one time; but she never swerved away or 
swept from her mooring. She always kept true to 
the Union in this regard, that she wever scecded. 

She was peculiarly placed upon the borders of 
the rebel States and the loyal States; but there 
were loyal people enough in that State to hold 
her to the Union. I would see to it that those 
loyal people should notsuffer. I would not pun- 
ish the loyal people of Maryland for their exer- 
tions to maintain their State in the Union. | 
would give this institution back to them at the 
earliest possible moment; and if now is the proper 
time—the Senator from Massachusetts says it is 
not the proper time; I think it is the proper time 
—I would vote to return it to Maryland. ‘There- 
fore [am against the proposition of the Senator 
from Rhode Island to appoint a commission to go 
around the country to find a place forit. I do 
not want to find another place. If Annapolis is 
a good place—and it is conceded to be—I want to 
give it back to that place. f want to restore it to 
the place it had before this disturbance; and | 
shall be happy to give a vote for it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Senator from New 
Hampshire I think misapprehends the amend- 
ment that was adopted in Committee of the 
Whole. ft does not propose to send the Acad- 
emy back to Annapolis at present, and not until 
six months after the expiration of the next ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senatoris mistaken. He 
inverts the language. The amendment does not 
say that the Academy shall not be sent back until 
after such a time, but it says that it shall be sent 
back before sucha time. . 

Mr. ANTHONY. I take the interpretation 
which I understood the Senator from lowa to put 
on his own amendment on Tuesday, when the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
read a letter from the Secretary of War showing 
that $ 

Mr..WILSON. The letter was not from the 
Secretary of War, but from a high officer of the 
Army. 

Mr. ANTHONY. [I beg pardon; I thought it 
was from the Secretary. The Senator read a let- 
ter from an officer in the Army which showed 
that the military expenditures which would have 
to be sacrificed if the School was carried back 
now would amount to $250,000; and he dwelt 
upon the great importance of Annapolis, which, 
in the opinion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
was the most important military point in the 
country. Then the Senator from lowa said: 
Oh, weare not going to remove the School back 
now; we are not going to remove it for over a 


year: Now he says they will take-it right back 
again. Pe $ ` oak 

Mr. GRIMES. Ido not know how the Sen- 
ator isin the habit. of dealing with people, and 
what he means by his Janguage exactly.) Ihave 
not conveyed any such idea as I understand him 
now to attribute tome. I: have not said thatit 
wanted to force it back at anytime. I do not: <I 
leave it optional with the authorities of the Gov- 
ernment to bring it back at any time between:now 
and the commencement of the academic year 1865. 
The President, who commands both the War and 


the Navy Departments, if he sees fit to bring it 
-back between now and that time, can do its but it 


must come back by the commencement of the 
academic year of 1865. That is the ground I 
took in the debate on Tuesday, and the ground 
I occupy now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. But, Mr. President, an 
amendment was proposed by the Senator from 
Iinois [Mr. TrumsuLL] to remove the Academy 
to Annapolis forthwith, and that was voted down 
by the Senate. The Senate, therefore, has de- 
cided that it does not desire to have the Academy 


-put back now; and the Senate having decided that 


they do not desire the Academy to be removed 
back to Annapolis now, the question before the 
Senate is, shall we order it to be removed’ six 
months after the expiration of the nextsession of 
Congress? i $ 

Mr. CONNESS. Icall for the reporting of the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment, to strike 
outall of the amendment adopted in Committee of 
the Whole after the word “that,” and to insert: 


The Secretary of the Navy shall appoint a board of five 
naval officers to examine and report upon the most suit- 
able place for the Naval Academy. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Let us have the yeas and 
nays upon it. , f 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—ycas 12, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Chandler, Dixon, 
Harlan, Morgan, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wade, Wil- 
kinson, and Wright—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Carlile, Clark, Collamer, Con- 
ness, Cowan, Davis, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harris, Henderson, Hendricks, Howe, Johnson, Lane 
of Indiana, Morriil, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Powell, Riddle, 
Saulsbury, Trumbull, Van Winkle, Willey, and Wilson—28, 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. f 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ihave another amendment 
to offer to the amendment adopted in committee. 
lt is to add at the end of the amendment the fol- 
lowing proviso: 4 

Provided, That in the opinion of the President of the 
United States the public interests will be promoted thereby. 

I hope the Senate will at least give me this 
amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What for? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Because if it is not in the 
opinion of the President of the United States for 
the publicinterest, I do notthink we should want 
to have it done. A A 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
recurs on concurring in the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to strike out 
“ 1865 and to insert t 1864’? at the end of the 
amendment. 

Mr. GRIMES. I appealto my friend to with- 
draw his amendment. ‘The amendment adopted 
in committee Says that the school shall be returned 
before such a time. Iam very well satisfied that 
if the War Department can with any sort of 
convenience surrender the Annapolis Academy 
grounds before that time, it will be done, after 
this expression of sentiment on the part of the 
Senate; and as a friend to the Academy and to 
the service I hope the Senator from Illinois will 
not force us to vote on his proposition, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I cannot possibly see the 
use of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
as it stands. Itis a proposition to do something 
which is not to take place until after another ses- 
sion of Congress. If it is advisable to. move the 
Naval Academy it is advisable to move and fix 
it before the next academic year. No reason at 
all has been given in the Senate why it may not 
just as well be removed this year as next. . The 
fact that we have forces at Annapolis now is no 
evidence that we shall have them there next Oc- 
tober, or if it be evidence that they will be there 
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ext October; itis jast as much evidence that they 
will be there a year from nextOctober. I can see 
no‘possible good in legislating in that way in ref- 
erence toa matter. thatis to take place a year and 
ashalf hence. . If we are: to remove the Naval 
Academy.and fix it permanently, which I agree 
sought to be done—that is, that it should be located 
jpermanently some where—I think we should make 
that. arrangement for the next year. 
eMr. GRIMES: The. proposition as it now 
stands before -the Senate leaves it discretionary 
with the Government of the country to send at 
backat an earlier. day than the commencement of 
theacademic year 1865, ifthe public interests will 
pdt of it. 
‘argument that is urged in opposition to the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Minols by the War 
Department is that it will take some months to 
yemove.the buildings and the materials.that they 
have accumulated on the Academy grounds. I 
‘am not prepared to say that that is not so. 

Ifthe Senator says we are anticipating the legis- 
Jation ofthe next session of Congress, when we 
meetat the next-session, if we do not take any 
affirmative action now on this subject, we shall 
‘be. met precisely as we are now, by being told that 
-the War Department is in possession of these 
grounds, that they have got valuable improve- 
‘uments there, and we must not subject them to the 
expense and inconvenience of immediately remov- 
dng them in order to make way for the restoration 
of the Naval Academy. ‘But, as my friend from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Crank] suggests to me, 
this proposition serves as a notice to the War 
Department not to go on and make additional 
improvements, but to be gradually moving them 
off asfast as their interests and convenience will 
admit of. 

I certainly have no interest in connection with 
this Naval Academy, except the interest that I 


have in the naval service and in the country. No, 


man is more anxious than Lam to have it returned 
to Annapolis at tho earliest possible moment, but 
Tam entirely satisfied with the proposition as it 
now stands before the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. $I certainly did not mean 
to impugn the motives of any one. 

Mr. GRIMES. I did not so understand the 
Senator, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not suppose any- 
body had any other interest in this matter than 
the promotion of the public interest. Lcertainly 
have none other. I have assented to the argu- 
ments that have been made here, showing that 
the Academy is not properly provided for. | 
know some little about it, not very much, and | 
think that that is true; that better arrangements 
ought to be made for the accommodation of the 
midshipmenat the Naval Academy. It is because 
I so believe that F think it desirable that we should 
locate it sooner than a year from next October. 
The reasons that have been suggested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 

‘have not struck me with any force. The fact that 
General Burnside is assembling a force at An- 
napolis preparatory to some expedition does not 
militate against establishing the Academy at An- 
napolis next October, for nobody supposes that 
he is assembling forces at Annapolis for an ex- 
pedition. which is not to start for six months. 
Nobody anticipates that. 'The forces that he is 
assembling at this time will have left there long 
before that. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment-of the Senator from Illinois, to 
strike out 1865” and insert “ 1864’? in the 
amendment adopted in committee, 

Theamendmentto the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ANTHONY. F should like to have the 
yeas and nays on that question. 

The ycas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 10; as follows: — 

YEAS~—Mes Brown, Carlile, Clark, Collamer, Con- 
ness, Cowan, Davis, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, 
Hate, Harlan, Harris, Henderson, Hendrieks, Howe, John- 
son, Laue of fodiana, Lane of Kansas, Morriti, Nesmith, 


Pomeroy, Powell, Ramsey, Riddle, Sautsbury, Van Winkle, 
Wille nd Wilson—3d. 

N —Mesers. Anthony, Buckalew, Chandler, Dixon, 
Morgan, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Wilkinson, and 


g 
Wright—ld. 
Bo the amendment was concurred in. 


I am willing toleave it there. The’ 
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Mr. POWELL. I desire now to renew the 


amendment I offered in Committee of the Whale 


It is to insertas 
koa 


to repeal the fishing bounties. 
a new section the followihg: 


And be it further enacted, That from and after the ist 
day of Jniy, 1864; all acts and parts of acts granting allow- 


„auces or bounties on the tonnage of vessels employed in 


the Bank or other cod fisheries be, andthe same are hereby, 
repeated. a 

I ask for the yeas and nays upon this amend- . 
ment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish simply to say that 
I hope the Senate will not put this measure on 
this bill, whatever they may conclude to do with 
it afterwards. 

Mr. HARRIS. When this proposition was 
before the Senate in committee I voted in favor 
of it, and I am now in favor of repealing these 
bounties. I regard it as improper, in the present 
state of the country and the present condition of 
our finances, that the Government should be pay- 
ing nearly half a million dollars for these boun- 
ties. But L felt when I voted for it, and I feel 
now, that there is an unfitness in attaching this 
proposition to this appropriation bill; and upon 
the assurance of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Suerman] that if the bill providing for their ré- 
peal shall not be reported by the Committee on 
Commerce atan early day he will introduce the 
proposition in another places I shall vote against 
this amendment now, 

Mr. POWELL. I% not my purpose to enter 
into any discussion on the subject; but I think 
thisis an eminently proper place to put thisamend- 
ment. This is the naval appropriation bill, and 
it isa matter touching vessels. I do not think 
there is an appropriation bill on which it could 
be placed more properly than this. 

Mr. POMEROY. I sustained this amendment 
the other day because I thought the measure a 
good one; but there is some inconsistency, to my 
mind, in placing it on an appropriation bill, and 
as the chairman of the Finance Committee resists 
any such legislation E shall not vote to put it on 
the appropriation bill, but { shall sustain the meas- 
ure at some other time. 

Mr. BROWN. ‘The Senator from Kansas has 
anticipated the remark that [desired to make. I 
should vote for the repeal of these bounties, but 
in deference to the judgment and the opinion and 
the expressed wish of the chairman of the com- 
mittee who has the conduct of this bill, I shall not 
vote to attach itto the present measure. I desire 
to make thisexplanation, as | was not here when 
the vote was taken on Tuesday. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. | do not secany more pro- 
priety in placing this amendment on the present 
bill than there was in placing the amendment 
upon the present bill which we have just put on 
about removing the Naval Academy back to An- 
napolis. It seems to me they both stand on the 
same footing, and both are liable to the same ob- 
jections, I voted, however, against the repeal of 
the fishing bounties, and I shall volte so now, 
though there seems to be a different rule applied 
to different amendments. 

Mr. GRIMES. I shall adopt what has been 
said by the Senator from New York, (Mr. HAR- 
nis,] the Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Brown,] 
and the Senator from Kansas, [Mr. Pomeroy, |} 
as my sentiment, I voted in favor of repealing 
the fishing bounties at previous sessions of Con- 
gress, and [shall avail myself of the first oppor- 
tunity I have to do so now. I hope, however, 
that the Senate will permit me to say, in reply to 
the suggestion of the Senator from New Jersey, 
that there is a vast difference between this prop- 
osition and that adopted by the Senate in regard 
to the Naval Academy. Here it is sought to 
overturn the settled. policy of the Government for 
sixty years in connection with the subject of the 
fisheries, and to do it by independent legislation 
apon an appropriation bill, to which, in the first 
place, the subject is not germane, and in the next 
place it isa question that has been committed by 
the Senate to one of our committees, and that 
committee has not reported upon it; what its re- 


port may be I do not know and do not intend to | 


predict. The other proposition, which we have 
just adopted, was merely to do that- which has al- 
ready indirectly been done by Congress, for, al- 
though there may not have been any legislation 


in past years affirmatively and absolutely estab- | 


lishing the Naval Academy at Annapolis, it has | 
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been- virtually established there by being recog- 
nized as in existence there when we have made 
appropriations. ; 

Mr. ANTHONY. So at Newport. 

Mr. GRIMES. The word ‘Newport’? has 
never been inserted in any of the appropriation 
bills, and if the Senator will refresh his memory 
he will find that we have had one or two contro- 
versies on that subject. Ibelieve'l have succeeded 
in having the word ‘* Newport ” stricken out. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It was stricken out in the 
“enple but notin the House of Representatives J 
think. K ; 

Mr. GRIMES. - The Senator is mistaken. I 
am confident as to that, But that is a past ques- 
tion. I only say that I shall avail myself of the 
first opportunity that I have to vote to repeal the 
fishing bounties, and I understand that the Sena- 
tor from Ohio has pledged himself that he will 
move this amendment upon a bill to which it will 
be germane, namely, that in regard to taxation, 
which must necessarily come before the Senate, 
so that, although the Committee on Commerce 
may not report the repealing bill back to us, the 
question is bound to come before us for consider- 
ation within the next ten days. 

Mr. WILKINSON. From the vote that was 
taken the other day, and from the remarks that 
are made here this morning, itis very evidentthat 
a majority of the Senate are opposed to allowing 
these fishing bounties; that is, opposed to taxing 
the people at large to pay about a half million 


- dollars annually to a certain class of people who 


are employed in the fisheries; and yet Senators 
are opposed to voting for it here because they say 
itis out of place. ‘This proposition has been be- 
fore the Senate ever since | have been here, | think, 
in some form i 

Mr.POWELL. Will the Senator from Min- 
nesotaallow mea moment? Iknow heis friendly 
to this proposition, ‘There area number of Sena- 
tors who voted with us who declare that they will 
not vote for it on this bill. If he will allow me I 
will withdraw the amendment, and let the Senate 
know that I shall move it to the revenue bill, I 
do not wish to embarrass the friends of the meas- 
ure. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Before that is done, I 
wish to say a word. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I only wish to say one 
word, and that is that I shall vote for this amend- 
ment, unless it is withdrawn, here or anywhere 
else that my vote will tend to repeal the law grant- 
ing the fishing bounties. 

Mr. POWELL. I so understood the Senator; 
but others seem to think this is not the proper 
place, and I will reserve it for the revenue bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [simply want-to make 
a remark before the amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. POWELL. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Lam very sorry to hear 
so many of our friends expressing themselves as 
they have done on this subject; but it is ‘ suffi- 
cient for the day” if I accomplish one good ob- 
ject, and that is to keep legislation of this kind 
off the appropriation bills, which I believe very 
important and necessary in the business of the 
Senate. But I will say to my friends who have 
avowed that their minds are tending in a partic- 
ular direction in regard to the proposition itself, 
that when the proper time comes perhaps we 
may be able to persuade them that there are two 
sides to the question, and that they have expressed 
their opinions a little prematurely on the subject. 
I hope they will hold themselves open to convic- 
tion. 

I will also say that I think it a little unkind that 
our friends should be very anxious for this repeal 
when the honorable Senator from Kentucky {Mr. 
Davis] avowed yesterday that he had always 


| been in favor of these fishing bounties, but he 


was now, although in favor of them as a general 
principle, in favor of taking them off, because 
New England, and particularly Massachusetts 
and Maine, had behaved so very badly on the 
slavery question, ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stands that the amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. POWELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1I wish to offer an amend- 
ment from the Committee on Navat Affairs: 

For the pay of mileage of visitors to the Naval Academy, 
$2,000. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. [Ifthe Committee on Na- 


1864. 
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‘val Affairs have examined the subject, of course 
1 bave nothing to say.. i 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed 
and the bill to be reada third time. It was read the 
third time, and passed. On motion of Mr. Fes- 
SENDEN, the title was amended by adding ‘and 
‘for other purposes.”’ 


LOSS OF THE BAINBRIDGE. 


Mr. HALE. I move to postpone’ the prior 
orders, and take up' House bill No. 297, fixing the 
date‘of the. loss of the brig Bainbridge. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 297) fixing the date of the loss of the United 
States brig Bainbridge and for the relief of the offi- 
‘cets, Secamen, and marines of the same, and for 
‘other purposes, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. For the purpose of fixing the time at 
which shall commence the pensions, under exist- 
ing laws, of the widows and orphan children of 
the officers, seamen, marines, and others in ser- 
‘vice who were lost in the United States brig Bain- 
‘bridge, as well asthe time to which their pay shall 
be. allowed, the bill provides that the 21st day of 
August, 1863, shall be deemed and taken to be 
the day on which the brig Bainbridge foundered 
at sea. It ig further provided that the widow or 
child or chien, and in case there shall be no 
widow or child or children then the parent or pa- 
rents, and if there be no parents, the brothersand 
sisters of the officers, seamen, marines, and others 
in service who were lost in the Bainbridge, shall 
be entitled to asum equal to twelve months’ pay 

of their respective deceased relations, in addition 
‘to the pay duc to the deceased ‘at the date of the 
‘loss of the vessel. The bill atso directs the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to settle the 
accounts of Charles C. Walden, late acting assist- 
-antpaymasterin the Navy,who waslostin the brig 
Bainbridge with all hisaccounts and vouchers for 
expenditures and payment made by him, and with 
ull the money, stores, and supplies procured for 
_the use of the vessel, and to allow hima credit 
“for whatever sum appears to be due from him on 
‘the books of the Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 

toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF A LOT At! SAGKETT’S HARBOR. 


Mr. HALE. l move now to proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
54) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to sell 
at public auction Jot No. 13 in the village of 
‘Sackett’s Harbor, New York. 

fhe motion was agreed-to, and the joint res- 
olution was considered asin Committee of the 
Whole. [tauthorizes the sale of the lot, as it is 
not wanted by the United States. 

‘The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, | 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Rs OF THE BARON DE KALB. 


‘On motion of Mr. HALE, the joint resolution 
(5. No. 35} to compensate the sailors on the 
gunboat Baron de Kalb for loss of clothing was 
cousidered as in Committee of the Whole. H 
proposes to authorize the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury, in settling the accounts of the | 
petty officers, seamen, sailors, and others of the | 
crew of the United States gunboat Baron de Kalb, 
to allow to each a sum not exceeding fifty dol- 
lars as a remuneration for the damage they may | 
have sustained in the loss of their clothing by | 
the destruction of the vessel. 

Mr. CHANDLER. | desire toask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs if it has 
been the practice of the Navy Department to 
make allowances for clothing lost in this way. 

Mr. HALE. It has not been the habit of the | 
Navy Department to make such allowances; but | 
it has been the habit of Congress to appropriate | 
the money in such cases. ‘he amount appro- | 
priated in this resolution is the amount that was 
fixed last year. i 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will remark that the 
Committee on Commerce have had under con- 
sideration a similar application from the men on 
board a revenue cutter which was seized by the 
rebels, and rejected it on principle. 

Mr. HALE. Congress have passed several of 
these resolutions at this session appropriating 
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money to pay for clothing lost by the destruction 
orhe vessel, not exceeding fifty dollars to’ each 
sailor. 

Mr. GRIMES. Let mesay to the Senator 
from Michigan that it has been the settled prac- 
tice of the Government ever since we have had 
a Navy to make these allowances, not to the offi- 
cers, for we never pay themanything of the kind, 
but to the petty officers and-seamen-who are not 
considered as responsible for the loss of the ves- 


sel in consequence of defective nagivation, or 


anything of that kind. ` 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then we made an error 
in our committee on the subject. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate. 

Mr: TEN EYCK. I should like to know 
something about the circumstances under which 
this loss took place, I know that there has been 
some objection to allowing payment for losses 
under somewhat similar circumstances, and I 
know itis the understanding of the Departments 
that such allowances cannot be made. I have 
personal knowledge that that is the understand- 
ing; but I do not know how far it extends, I 
recollect one case since I have been here where 
there was an allowance made to the sailors on 
board the Varuna, which was sunk in the attack 
upon New Orleans, and under very peculiar cir- 
cumstances, in the midst of the fight. There was 
an allowance made in that case to persons who 
were not in commission, the ordinary sailors. 
But there is a rule existing here somewhere, and 
I have heard it distinctly from one of the De- 
partments, that at least so far as the revenue cutter 
service is concerned, such allowances are not 
proper, and 1 have understood that the reason 
why itis considered improper is that it tends to 
encourage carelessness and indifference to the 
public service, 

I have no knowledge of this particular case, but 
if the circumstances are such as clearly to show 
that these persons were engaged and exerting 
themselves in the line of their duty, and that this 
loss arose from no neglect or inefficiency of service 
on their part, there might be some reason for the 
passage of the joint resolution; but it is very im- 


| portant, Eshould think, that eyery person on ship- 


board-as well as on land should be held respons- 
ible himself individually for the loss of his cloth- 
ing and his arms and accouterments, Why not 
apply the principle to the soldiers who lose their 
arms upon the field of battle, and who cast away 
their knapsacks in the midst of the fight? Why 
not allow them for the loss of those arms, with 


| which I understand they stand charged when the į 


captain comes to settle with the War Department 
far the affairs of his company? Why should not 
soldiers in the field of battle who are exposed tó 
as much danger and as much hardship as. sailors 
on shipboard, be relieved from the consequences 
of losses under such circumstances? It seems to 
me that the two stand upon the same principle, 
and if there is any difference whatever between 


| the charaeter of the service rendered during the 
i last two orthree years, the services of those upon 


i taken, 


land have been much more arduous and attended 
with much more danger to life and limb than ser- 


vice on shipboard; atall events toa much greater j 


extent so far as numbers are concerned, 

I make this inquiry for the purpose of being 
satisfied on the subject, because ]-have under- 
stood that the contrary practice from that indi- 
cated in this resolution prevails. [recollect but 
one case of an allowance of this kind, and ‘that 
was the case I have before stated of the Varuna, 
commanded by Captain Boggs, which was sunk 
at New Orleans. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is altogether mis- 
We have at this session, within a very 
few days, made an appropriation of this kind in 
the case: of two vessels’ where the act was passed 


suggested by the Senator from lowa, it has been 


the practice of the Government always to make | 


these appropriations, and I do not know how 
many of them have been made since I have been 
a member of the Senate, but certainly there have 
been a great many. No such allowance is ever 
made to the officers, because the responsibility is 
imposed on the officers of conducting the vessel 
properly; but when the sailors lose their clothing 
by the loss or destruction of the vessel, it has 


at the last Congress, but by inadvertence without | 
making an appropriation of the money. As was | 


matter, because the Senatorfrom New Jersey: 

inquired as to the circumstances:of this: partica» 
lar:case of the sinking of the:Baren:de-Kalb. oft 
‘so happens that I:know something ‘about!the:his~ 
‘tory’ of that-vessel, and know the‘man-who' com- 
manded ‘her at the time she -was ‘blgwnup.: A 
‘shall not spealr-of him particularly, beeausevheis 
atownsman and relative of mine. She-was.the 
‘original St. Louisyand:wasrechristened the:‘Baron 
de Kalb, composing a part-of Foote’s fleet, then 
of Davis’s, and then of Portes. She wasa'ves- 
sel that lay within sixty yards-of the embrasures 
‘of Fort Hindman, and if anybody wants to know 
how she was-manageéd then,-when she: was ander 
the command of the same'officer.who commanded 
her when she was blown-up, he can refer: to the 
report of Admiral Porter.) She was then:sent up 
the Yazoo river, and on the third expedition she 
made up there she passed overa torpedoand was 
entirely blown up, completely destroyed. There 
was no allegation óf any want of. good seaman- 
ship or of proper ‘conduct onthe part of any. of 
‘the officers or men- on board. The men lost ev- 
erything they had; I believe they recovered noth- 
ing, and so of ‘the officers; but it has never been 
the policy of the Government to allow he. offi- 
cers'anything in such cases, whether of the line 
or of ‘the-staff, because they are considered: as be- 
ing responsible for the management, and evenif 
an accident befalls them, as.in this case, which 
was unavoidable, which they could not have fore- 
seen, I know of no case in which ‘an officer has 
been paid; bat. to the men, who -generally have 
their all embarked in the little kit they have on 
board, it has-been the practice of the Government 
to pay the sum of fifty dollars each, » 1 remember 
that the first winter Iwas here, five years ago, wy 
attention was called to it. “Phe Government lost 
a sloop-of-war in the Pacific—her name does not 
occur to me at this time—and we made:the allow- 
ance in that case, and similar allowanceshave 
been made frequently since.. -It-was. madeto' the 
sailors of the Cumberland and-the Congress :and 
the monitor. Ericsson, and ‘all, the vessels: that 
have gone down, I-cannot say what the rule is 


Lin the revenue marine; I have ‘néver had my at- 


tention called to that... 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Before the Senator takes 
his seat, I wish to ‘ask‘himif he knows thereason 
of the distinction between the case of those‘wHo 
are on shipboard inthe navalsetvice of the United 
States and those privates who are-in-the military 
service of the country on land? Why should a 
soldier, who, as I understand, is novonly charged 
with his knapsack and with his gun, that may be 
lost in battle, but’who'is charged with any‘cloth- 
ing that he may have Jostin the midst of battle, 


| not be remunerated’ as well as a sailor? 


Mr. GRIMES. ‘For the ‘same reason thatwe 
do not pay officers of the Navy. “We do ‘not 
pay an officer when‘a vessel is lost for his cloth- 
ing, because be is held responsible for the vessel 
and responsible for his own property. The sol- 
dier on land is responsible for his own garments 
and his own gun, and everything that he has; but 
on shipboard, when everything goes down, and 
the responsibility as we consider rests with. the 
commander of the vessel or his immediate:subor- 


| dinates who hold commissions, surely: the com- 


mon sailor who suffers oaghtnotto be held respon- 


| sible. 


Mr. CHANDLER. As I-am informed by 
military men, it is eastomary for soldiers. before 
going into battle to do what they call ‘strip. for 
action; they throw off. their blankets; their 
knapsacks, in fact all. their -incumbrances except 
perhaps their haversack andthe cartridge-box 
and musket. in case of defeat and- disaster, cer- 
tainly the common soldier is not responsible for 
that defeat. [am told that frequently oursoldiers 
lose almost everything they have, and yet they 
are not paid forit. Lask the Senator from Iowa 
if he can see any reason why a soldier losing his 
clothing in consequence of a defeat, or in conse- 
quence of being compelled to strip for action, 


; should not be-paid as well as a sailor. 


Mr-GREMES. Itis altogether voluntary with 
the soldier whether he strips ér not. ft is per- 
fectly involuntary with the sailor; he cannot pre- 
vent the ship from-going down. We place: the 


T 
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aeapobaib upon the oficer:aùdinot upon. the: 
man: [will.not undertake.to say thatif a mili- 
‘tary officer.directs. all-hisamen to strip, and then 


‘et whipped sn-that they cannot recover 


back ‘atsoine othr. place, the: Government ought 
ni be:résponsible; and E will not: undertake to 
hat:-we:ought notto pay’ the soldiers: in-all 
asesithat have. been put by the Senator from 
Yow: Jersey and the: Sénator from-Michigan.:: 
am only speaking ow as.to what: has been“ th 


“practice hitherto, and. .thepritciple on which I 


understand that it hag-always-been based. J only 
know thatiit wasa tradition that! had been: long 
dn existence, as. Lcunderstood, when I took my 
place here:insthe Senate, that we. always: paid, I 
“think, originally. sixty, dollars (and it has been 
‘reduced since the rebellion broke. out to fifty dol- 
ars) toall those scameb whe lost property where 
the. vessel went: down; in-other. words, we, made 
good their kitse scn p i a so’ ; 
=» Bat then there tsianother thing which we should 
atakeinto consideration... We pay oursailorsfour- 
teen orsixteendollarga month, and we make them 
“pay for their owmclothing outofit, ‘Thatamounts 
estovover eighty dollars a: year; Lhaye a:statement 
-in'my:desk showiig theexact amount. But you 
spay your soldiers the stipend that you agree to 
-pay them,iand givethem clothing in addition. “If 
‘they. are-stripped. before the battle, and the: battle 
is lost, aad: they. are.not able to :-recover their 
‘elothing, who makes it up? : 
< iMr, CHANDLER. | The soldier 
- with i i i 
0 Mr GRIMES: bdo not know how that is. 
“The jointresolution was ordered tabeéngrossed 
fora third reading, and ‘was read the third time. 
Mr TEN. EYCK. This .is.an important ques- 
“tion,and as I can foresee that millions of dollars 
“may <be dependent upon-it growing out of all 
‘this, T.should like: to have the expression of the 
Senate oui: the subject, and L therefore ask for the 
“yeas and nays on the final passage of the joint 
-resolution.. Lad of 
: "The: yeas andinays were. ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 6; a9 follows: 
YEAS — Messrs, Anthony, Brown, Buckalew, Clark, 
v Collamer, Conness, Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Fes- 
.keuden, Poster, Grimes, Hale, Harding, Harinn, Harris, 
“Howe, Johnson, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Pomeroy, Pow- 
ell, Ramsey, Riddle, Sumner, Trumbull, Van Winkle; Wil- 
itey; arid Wilson—30. <> ee 
oo NAYS—Messrs. Chandler, Henderson, Howard, .Shar- 
v man, Sprague, and Ten Eyck-—6. ., 


l. So the joint resolution was passed, 
THANKS TO ADMIRAL PORTER. 
On motion of Mr, HALE, the joint resolution 


is charged 


(H.R. No. 13) tendering thanks of Congress to 


Admiral Porter was considered as in Committee 
“of the Whole. It tenders the thanks of Congress 
‘to Admiral David D. Porter, commanding’ the 

Mississippi squadron, for the eminent skill, en- 
: durance, and gallantry exhibited by him and his 

squadron, in coöperation with the Army, in open- 

ing the Mississippi river. ` 
‘The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, 
ordered to.a third reading, read the third time, 

, and passed, . 
i LOSS OF THE CINCINNATI. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 21) relative to the accounts of the 
petty officers, seamen, and others of the crew of 
the United: States gunboat Cincinnati, was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro-} 


poses to authorize the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury, in settling the accounts of the 
petty officers, seamen, and othérs of the crew of 
the United States gunboat Cincinnati, to allow to 
each of them all back pay and a sum not ex- 
ceeding fifty dollars for loss of clothing and other 
property, by the sinking of the vessel in the Mis- 
sissippi river, near Vicksburg, on the 27th of 
May, 1863. 

<- The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


VOLUNTEER NAVAL APPOINTMENTS. 
On motion of Mr. HALE, the bill (H. R. No. 


370) to appoint certain officers of the Navy was | 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. Ithad 
been reported from the Committee on Naval Af- 
ofaies with two amendments, the firstof which was 


gi d 
perty that-he:has caused: them ‘to.:leave. 


injthefirs: section; to strike outin lines three and 
four the swords “Secretary of the Navg, and in- 


sert the words * President, by and with the ad- 
sent of. the Senate; so: as to make 


vice and oei 
the s@etion-read: i : 
: That-for and during the present- 
dent, by and with the advice and, con: 
bereby authorized to app 

‘commanders, who shall hav: e Si 
“tow as is alowed ‘to Officers otsimilar. 


e rate of compensa- 
gřáde-in the Navy. 


ond and third sections of the bill, ag follow 
Sec. 2.. And be it further enact-d, That the, proviso in 
section ten, chapter one hundred and eighty-tbree, of an 
aet tò establish and equalize the grade of ling officers of the 
United States Navy, approved July: 18, 1863, be; and the 
game is hereby, repealed, and tbat said-section shall-read. as 
follows: i Í e 
` Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That any perso who 
shall have received, or shall hereatter receive, a temporary 
‘appointment as acting volunteer lieutenatt-or acting mas- 
ter inthe Navy, from civil life, authorized by:act ot Con- 
gress of July 24, 1861, may be confirmed in sa d appoint- 
ment in ibe Navy and placed in thë fine of pronyotion from 
the date Of said confirmation, if, upon tbe recommendation 
‘of the President, be receives the thanks of Congress for 


„highly meritorious conduct in coniéliet with. the enemy. 


Scamen distinguishing themselves in battle, or by, extiaor- 
dinary heroism in tue line of their profession, may be pro- 
motèl to forward warrant officers oracting masters? hiates, 
as:they may be-best qualified, upou the recommeéndation of 
their counnanding ollicer, approved by the flag-officer and 
the Department. Upon such promotion they shall receive 
i gratuity of $100, and a nyedal of honor, to be prepared by 
the Navy ‘Department. i ; 


Mr. HALE. The tenth section of the act of 
July 16,1862, isas follows: 

“And be it further enacted, That any person’ who shali 
have received, or shall hereafter receive, a temporary ap- 
pointment as:acting volunteer lieutenant, oracting master 
intl avy, from civil life, authorized:by the aétof Con-. 
gress of July 24, 1861, may be confirmed in’ suid appoint- 
mentin the Navy, and phicedii the line of promotion from 
the date of said confirmation, if, upon the recommendation 


< 


i OF the Presidenty he receives the thanks of. Congress for 


highly merftorions conduct in coufliet with. the enemy: 
‘Provided, The number oF officers aliGwed in’ each grade by 
Uhis act shall not be increased thereby. Seamen distin- 
guishing themselves in batue, or by extraordinary heroism 
Jin the line. of their profession, may be promoted to forward 
warrant officers or acting masters’ mates, as they may be 
èst qualified, upon the recommendation of their com- 
manding officer, approved by the’ flag-officer and the De- 
partment. Upon. sugh promotion ‘they shall receive a 
gratuity of $100, andr medal of honor, to be prepared by 
the Navy Deparunent,?? 

The Naval Committee thought unanimously 
that that clause had bettér stand as it was in the 
original bill, and therefore they recommend the 
striking out of these sections. The proposed 
change is to strike out the proviso preventing 
such an appointment unless there isa vacancy in 
the grade. 

The amendment was agreed to. $ 

Mr. GRIMES, I move to strike out in the 
first section of the bill the words “and acting com- 
manders.” The billas it now stands, without 
the adoption of the amendment which I propose, 
authorizes the appointment-of acting lieutenant 
commanders and acting commanders... I do not 
think there is any necessity for authorizing the 
creation’ of this grade of acting commanders, At 
ptesent there is no higher acting appointment than 
an acting ligutenant.. If the amendment which I 
propose be adopted, the bill as it will then stand 
will give the President the power to appoint act- 
ing lieutenant commanders—one higher grade of 
acting appointments than can now be appointed, 
ldo not think there is any necessity for going 
another grade beyond that. 

The present pay of a lieutenant commander 

when at séa is $2,343, when on shore $1,875, and 
when doing nothing $1,500. An acting. officer 
when promoted to the grade of lieutenant com- 
thander, and doing nothing, will get as much as 
a master gets atsea, I think the tendency of the 
passage of the bill as it stands will be probably 
to.create. trouble in the Department. - It will su- 
thorize the creation of acting commanders who 
will rank- lieutenant commanders in the regular 
Service, who have been in the service ever since 
1839. The oldest lieutenant commanders that we 
have now have been in the service since 1839— 
twenty-five years; Ido not think there is any 
propriety in putting these acting officers over men 
who have been twenty-five years Serving their 
country. ; j 


Mr. HALE. -Ihave no fecling about this mat- 


iter, but I will state the views that governed. the 


committee. The Department have found them- 


eps foe te 
nants and acting: 


ng 
on 


mittee thought upon the whole they had better 
adopt this section of it. 0 OT is 

: Some two years ago the Secretary of the-Navy 
_sent tothe Senate a large list of officers who had 
„resigned from the Navy,and who were reinstated 
in the regular. Navy... He nominated them for 
-the positions from which they had resigned, and 
after a long contesi—the matter was before the 
Senate two or three.times—the Senate finally con- 
firmed them, . To that course! was opposed, and 
1 believe ‘the Senator, who.moves this amend- 
iment was opposed to it; butitwas finally carried. 
J trast lam not offending against, the: proprieties 
of the Senate when. | Say that. similar nomina- 
-tions are now pending before the body. pe eee 
|. The difficulty is, that no matter how meritori- 
. ous these officers are, how gallant#hey are, how 
much they distinguish themselves, there is no 
chance open to them for promotion. higher than 
a lieutenant, or, if the bill be amended as now 
proposed, a lieutenant commander, L.do.not know 
that there can be any serious difficulty growing 
‘out of the fact that one of these volunteer officers 
may command a junior. who is in the regular 
Navy, because that thing occurs in the Army ` 
‘every day; volunteer officers are appointed brig- 
adier generals of volunteers and command officers 
of the line who have been in the service.a great 
while. If, however, the Senate think differently, 
„I have not the slightest feeling on earth.in regard 
to it, and the Senate may take their own course 
in relation to it.) 00 ae 

Mr. GRIMES. In the Army. we do. not. put 
a volunteer officer and Jet him take command 
over a senior regular officer'in the same regiment. 
It will be obscuved by the Senate that the Army 
and Navy are very differently organized. The 
Navy stands as one regiment—the’ Army as di- 
vided up into regiments. You never promote a 
man from a lower rank ina regiment to the high- 
est rank in the regiment tö. command his seniors 
in the service. You sometimes promote him and 
make him a general officer, but: then he is taken 
out of the regiment; so that there is no analogy 
between the organization of the Army and. the 
Navy. But this proposition, as I understand the 
bill, is not to authorize the appointment of these 
men into the regular Navy, but it merely confers 
authority on the President of thè United States 
to make these acting appointments of higher 
grades. Now, is there no necessitygr it? Has 
i the Navy Department ever asked for it? If the 
bill shall be passed as I propose to amend it, it 
will authorize the appointment of a higher grade 
than any of them have been entitled to, and will 
give those so appointed a pay of nearly twenty- 
five hundred dollars-a: year when at sea. Is not 
that enough? Can we afford to do, better for 
them than that? 

When the bill comes up which proposes to take 
these volunteer officer into the Navy propery. I 
shall be prepared to vote to transfer them to the 
regular Navy, under proper restrictions and regu- 
lations, after they have gone through a proper 
examination, But that is not the question now. 
‘The question now is, whether we shall authorize 
the appointment of acting volunteer officers of a 
higher grade than that ofa lieutenant commander. 
| I have no interest init, and have no feeling in it, 
| as the Senator has said. that he has none; but I 
-do not believe there is any necessity for that, aud 
think that the bill as it was originally proposed 
only included lieutenant commanders, but by 
some amendment in the House of Representa- 
tives, at the instance of one‘gehtleman, the words 
‘and acting commanders” were inserted. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ido not understand that 
this bill requires any appointment. of acting 
commanders, and if trouble would arise in the 
Department, as the Senator suggests, the Depart- 
ment can protect itself by not making the appoint- 
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‘ments, The bill merely confers authority to | 1862, may present themselves for examination, | 


make them, Ido not see why they should not 
have the authority; ang if it is inconvenient, the 
very place where the inconvenience would first 
be seen would be the Department. 

Mr. GRIMES.. The very place where the in- 
convenience would be first seeh would be right 
here on the floor of the Senate. Every member 
‘of the Senate will be importuned to sign recom- 
mendations for tbis man and that man to be pro- 
moted to thå grade of an acting commander, and 
there will be a pressure made upon the President 
of the United States to appoint all the men who 
‘have been acting lieutenants to be aéting com- 
manders. tehas been the policy of the Navy De- 
partment—l! do not say whether properly or im- 
properly—to put volunteer offices 1 command 
of blockaders and require the regular officers to 
serve on board fighting ships. The result is that 
a good many blockade vessels have been captured 
by the acting officers, and the newspaper report- 
ers immediately trumpet these officers to the coun- 
try as the most accomplished, and daring, and 
courageous officers in the world. They have their 
friends here, or if they are not here they will come 
here, and they will make applications to the De- 
partment and to the President to appoint them to 
the grade of acting commanders, and it will be 
impossible for“them to resist their applications, 
It is for us to decide whether it is necessary that 
this grade should be created, and not for us to 
create it and then leave it to the executive offi- 
cers to determine whether they will fill it or not. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. ‘The 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed and 
the billto be read a third time. ‘The bill was read 
the third time, and passed. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. I move to take up for consider- 
ation House bill No. 303, toamend an act entitled 
An act to establish and equalize the grade of 
line officers of the United States Navy,’’ approved 
July 16, 1862. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

_ Itprovides that no line officer of the Navy, upon 
the active list, below the grade of commodore, 
nor any other naval officer, shail be promoted to 


a higher grade, until his mental, moral, and pro- | 


fessional fitness to perform all his duties at sea 
shall be established to the satisfaction of a board 
of examining officers to be appointed by the Pres- 
ident of the United States. The board is to have 
power to take testimony—the witnesses when 
present to be sworn by the president of the board 
mand to examine all matter on the files and rec- 
ords of the Department in relation to any officer 
whose case shall be considered, The examining 
board is to consist of not less than three officers, 
senior in rank to the officer to beexamined. Any 
officer to be acted upon by the board may be 
present, if he desires it; and his statement of his 
case, on oath, and the testimony of witnesses, and 
his examination, are to be recorded. Any mat- 
ter on the files and records of the Department 
touching each case as may, in the opinion of the 
board, be necessary to assist them in making up 
their opinion, is, together with the whole record 


and finding, to be presented to the President for | 


his approval or-disapproval of the finding; and 
no officeris to be rejected until after such public 
examination of himself and the records of the De- 
partment in his case, unless he fails to appear be- 
fore the board after having been duly notified, 


No officer in the naval service is to be promoted | 


to a higher grade upon the active list until he has 
been examined by a board of naval surgeons and 
pronounced physically qualified to perform all his 
duties at sga. 
been acted upon by the boards, and who shall 
not have been recommended for promotion by both 
of them, are to be placed upon the retired list; 
and if the disqualification of any officer so re- 
tired occurred in the line of his duty, or in con- 
sequence of his honorable fulfiliment of the term 


active service prescribed by jaw, he is to be placed | 


upon the retired list one grade higher than that 
from which he was retired. A 

All officers not recommended for promotion 
under the fourth section of the act of July 16, 


All officers whose cases shall have | 


j 


{ 


according to the provisions of this bill, and if 
found duly qualified, and such finding be approved 
by the President, they are to be promoted to.the 
| same grade and place as ifthey had-been recom- 
mended by the board, and to receive. the: corre- 
' sponding pay according to the service which they 
l have performed from the date of theirrank to tbat 
! of their promotion. And no further promotions 


i 
i 
| 
i 
ł 


| 


|| are to. be made upon the active list until the nüm- 
ber in each grade is reduced to that provided by | 


i law. 


naval service, by and with the advice and con- 


ceeding thirty numbers, in his own grade, for 
distinguished conduct in battle or extraordinary 
heroism. The President may appoint paymas- 
ters of the fleet and engineers ‘of the fleet in the 


as fleet surgeons; and the retired pay of surgeons, 
paymasters, engineers, and other staff officers in 


officers of the line of the Navy with-whom they 
have relative rank. 

Mr.GRIMES. Ihave no objection to the bill; 
but I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
one fact. Issuppose that if the bill shall pass, it 
will create thirty or forty rear admirals, and the 
question is whether that is the intention of the 
Senate. 

Several Senators. How is that? 

Mr. GRIMES. It retireseverybody who may 
be retired, to a grade higher than he occupies on 
the active list, and itis retrospective so as tu apply 
to those alveady retired or on the reserved list, as 
ĮI understand it, ] 
haps I ought to say from twenty to forty. 

Mr. HALE. 
Senator refers? 

Mr. GRIMES. The fourth section. Ido not 
wish it to be understood that I interpose any ob- 
jection to the bill, but I only want the Senate to 
know what it is. The fourth section reads as 
follows:. 


No officer in the naval service shall be promoted to a 
higher grade therein, upou the active list, until he has been 
examined by a board of naval surgeons, and pronounced 
physically qualified to perform all his duties at sea. And 
all officers whose cases shali have been acted upon by the 
aforesaid boards, and who shall not have been recommended 
for promotion by both of them, shall be placed upon the re- 
tired list. And if the disqualification of any officer so re- 
tired occurred in the line of his duty, or is in consequence 
of his honorable fulfillment of the term of active service pre- 
seribed by law, he shall be placed upon the retired list one 
grade higher than that from which he was retired. 


That would place afl the retired commodores, 
if they can go before a board—and I understand 
‘that by the provisions of the bill they are to go 
before a board—on the retired list as admirals, 
because there 


the board that was convened under the act to 
which this is an amendment. 
Mr. HALE. [t occurs to me that that difficulty 


section a proviso like this: ‘* Provided there is a 
vacancy in that grade existing by law.” 

Mr. GRIMES. it might be donein that way; 
but if it is desired to change it, would it not be 
better to say, “No one shail be retired to a grade 
higher than that of commodore?” 

Mr. HALE, Ihave no objection tothat. Either 
amendiment would obviate the difficulty. - 

Mr. JOHNSON. Let me ask what is the dif- 
ference between the pay of a commodore and a 
rear admiral on the retired list? 

. Mr. HALE. [have not got the pay list here, 
but there is a difference. . 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very little, I think. 

Mr. HALE. No; it is considerable.” 

Mr. GRIMES. The difference of pay is nom- 
inal. 

Mr. JOHNSON. So I thought. 

Mr. GRIMES. A rear admiral on the retired 
list draws $2,000 year,and a commodore on the 
retired list $1,800. 

Mr. JOHNSON. A difference of $200 only. 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘These commodores, though on 
the retired list, are not actually retired, because 
they are allio employment, but they are in em- 
ployment on shore, and probably will continue 
to be. The real difference, therefore, would be 
the difference between the shore-duty pay of a 
rear admiral, which is $4,000, and the shore-duty 


sent of the Senate, may be advanced, not ex- 


same manner, and with the same rank and pay i 


the Navy is to be the same as that of the retired | 


I do not know the number; per- | 


is another section making this pro- | 
*vision retrospective, and to apply to the action of | 


It is further provided that any officer in the | 


i 
i 


What is the section to which the | 


can be avoided by putiing at the end of the fiftin |. 


| at sea. 
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pay of a commodore; which is ¢3,200—a-differ- 
ence.of 4800:a year in the case of each ionene 
Mr. JOHNSON. The promotion under: this 
bill, ifitshall pass, of the number of commodores, 
or of any commodore, only arises, ‘asd-under- 


standit, where the party has been.by' service, in 


war disqualified from going upon the‘active list. | 
Mr. GRIMES... Not in wars: by-.continue: 
Se@rviC@. oe on oa P Sr Ss 
Mr. JOHNSON... That would be in:war orin 
peace. ~The language of the section is: weit 
And if the disqualification of any officer: so retiredsoc- 
curred inthe fine of his duty, or is in-sconsequence of Dis 
honorable fulfillinent of the term of active service prescribed 
by law, he shall be placed upon the retired list one grade 


: higher than that from which be was- retired.‘ 


I was about to say that after an officer has 
served with distinction faithfully throughout the 


i whole period of time he has been in the Navy up 
‘to the time when his disqualification in conse- 


quence of that service commences, it would seem 
to be treating him with somewhat of severity to 
deny him promotion, Thesé officers, [think, value 
more the promotion and the rank than they-do 
the pecuniary compensation which the rank may 
carry. A commodore who may be disabled. by 
wounds in battle—for it applies to him as wellas 
to any such officer who from any other cause 
turns out to be disqualified for active service—is 
to go on the retired list, and he would feel him- 
self, I think, seriously injured in reputation if he 
was not given the higher rank of rear admiral. | 

Mr. GRIMES.. There are none promoted on 
retirement now. fine 

Mr. JOHNSON. I know that; but.this is to 
provide. for it. My friend from Iowa suggests 
the difference in pay (which is comparatively 
nothing) if they remain on shore duty after being 
put upon the retired list; but that is by no means 
the difference which there will be if they are put 
upon active duty on the ocean; and he supposes 
that a good many of these officers who may not 
be able to stand the test which they are to be sub- 
jected to before the board may still be’ perfectly 
capable of doing full duty on.shore or full duty 
Now, to such [suppose it would not, be 
anything bat right togive them the rank that this 
bill proposes in that case to give them. . You 
ought not to make them during life remain still 
as commodores, although they may up to the 
period of the termination of life, whether that 
occurs by reason of disease or in battle, be able 
to do the duty of the higher rank. Personally, 
therefore, I should prefer, out of regard to those 
officers and for the good of the service, that the 
bill should stand as itis. : 

Mr. GRIMES. [have no desire one way or 
the other about this matter. - I do not believe, 
however, in the idea that when you do retire a 
man you should retire him to a grade above that 
which he had before, It was with a great deal 
of difficulty that we carried through a retiring 
bill here at all, and now we are advancing, ac- 


: cording to the provisions of this. bill, one step 


further, and not only giving him the retired pay 
of the grade to which he belonged at the time he 
was retired, but we are going to retire bim with 
the pay ofa grade higher than that to which he 
belonged at the time he was retired. It is very- 
easy for anybody to see, who will refer to the 
Register, that all these retired officers, or nearly 
all ofthem,are employed; they are in the perform- 
ance.of shore duty; and therefore when we come 
to estimate what the difference is between their 
present pay, or what their pay would be if they 
were retired in the grade in which they now are 
and the pay they will receive when retired to the 
grade next above that in which they now are, 
you must calculate the difference between the 
shore-duty pay of those two grades. ‘Thediffer- 


“ence between the shore-duty pay of a commo- 


dorcand an admiralis $8000 year. The number on 
the retired list, according to the Register of last 
year, of these: commodores who may become 
rear admirals under the operation of this bill, if it 
shall be enacted, istwenty. This bill I have not 
paid much attention to, and itonly occurred, to 
me while it was being read that this would be 
the effect of it. 

Then on the retired list there are cleven cap- 
talus who have been in the service long enough 
to be added to the twenty commodores, who under 
the retrospective section of the bill may also be- 
come admirals. Then we shall have under the 
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Operation6f the bill:ass[-anderstaind: it,’ 


"Mr: GRIMES.” Then the loss to the Govern- 
“ment io salary is, as I said before, just the differ- 
“Ende between the shore-duty pay. of the grade he 
now occupies and that to which he has’ been ad- 
“vanced, and that is $800 a year. i 
Mr. HALE, ` To meet the difficulty, I propose 
“to amend the fourth section by adding at the erid 
“of it these words; which I hope will obviate the 
‘difficulty: ee ecw 
~ Provided, Phere he a vacancy ‘in the next higher grade 
“as now ‘established by lèw to whieh he may be promoted. 


“Mr; TRUMBULL. ` I ‘think’ that proviso re- || 


“Tiéves the bill from what would seem to me to be 
a very great objection.” I know very little about 
“this bill or about naval matters, but JI was very 
much struck with this feature when it was first 
vead. ‘Itis a premium offered fora man to be re- 
tired from the Navy. A man-whv is retired is 
retired toian advanced grade. “That is -ai very 
‘strange provision. The man’whoremains in the 
“service: doing his duty and in active ‘service is 
sOutranked. by a personwhoris rétired; and a: man 
“awhous retired not because of any distinguished 
‘gervices but ifhe:has remained-in the service the 
“Jength of time requisite, without performing any 
“remarkable deeds, he is'to be retiredstand- on be- 
ving retired isto be advanced one-gratle. «A com- 
“mander becomes.a captain, a captain becomes a 
‘eommodere, a commadore'becomes an admiral, if 
“he ear manage to be, retired. -It seems to me that 
“that is a very strange provision. ‘I should sup- 
“pose the promotion would be in behalf of those 
“who performed serviec-and remained inthe ser- 
“vies, and that an inducement: would: be held out 
“to: those:in active service, It would never occur 
“torme that -the ‘proper way.to promote the effi- 
«tiency ofthe Army or the Navy would be to offer 
“areward for men to be retired.” 1 hope certainly 
‘the amendment will be-adopted. 

There is another suggestion that [wish to make 
“while I am up, The sixth section, if I under- 
stand it, contains a limitation that ought not to 
“be adopted by Congress. It provides “that any 
‘officer iù the naval service, by and with the ad- 

vice and consent of the Senate, may: be advanced 
“not excecding thirty numbers in. his own grade, 
‘for distinguished conduct in battle or extraordi- 
nary heroism.’ Why limit it to thirty numbers 
in hisown grade? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will-allow-me, I 

sowill-state:that. by the ninth section of the exist- 
ing'taw, which is not repealed by this bill, it is 
“provided “that any-line officer of the Navy or 
omarine corps -may be-advanced one grade, if, 
upon recommendation of the President by name, 
he receives the thanks of Congress for highly dis- 
tinguished conduct in conflictwith the enemy, or 
for extraordinary heroism in: the line of his pro- 
-fession.”’. ‘The provision ofthis bill to which the 
Senator refers is Put inas a reward: of merit not 
quite'equal to an-advance of-one grade. It does 
not-repeal the Jaw | have just read. 
“Mr, TRUMBULL. Unquestionably it. re- 
~peals that law, because it provides—and. 1 was 
“just going.to make that point—that “any: officer 
“anethenaval service ”——that applies to aH officers | 
=~“ may be advanced not exceeding thirty: num- 
bers in his own grade.” - Surely that is a lmit- 
ation Open advancing him-more:than thirty num- | 
bers.in his own grade, ot advancing him from one 

. grade to another. l.was going to inquire. how. it 
would be if:a person atthe head of his grade, 


being one or two numbers from the:head of that | 


particular grade, performed: some distinguished 
-gervice, how could he obtain promotion at.all? 
- There.would be no thirty numbers in the grade up 
-whieh he could go, and. you could net. promote 


Mr: GRIMES. -You could put him atthe head 
s gades Se r te os eS 
oMr TRUMBULL. - 1f -ne-was:at the head.of 
“his grade; -then-he could -not-be.promoted fordis- 
-tinguished:services; but:the other act is: repealed 
-by this bill. This provides:that ‘any offieer.in 
‘the maval:service”’—-thatvembraces:all in: all the 
igrades—‘Smay ‘be advanced ?’—-how ?-+“ not-ex- 
-eoeding: thirty: numbers:in.his own.grade.?? Will 
Jt: be said that:that does not repeal:a-law that-au- 
-thorizes the advancing from one.grade to.another? 
It strikes me that it does. Any law inconsistent 
swith this provision'that allowsan ad vance exceed- 
ing thirtynumbersineparticulargradeis repealed 
by this, because if a:man:goes from one grade.to 
another -his advance: may: be more than: thirty 
numbers. “Why :the Hmitation anyway? -If an 
officer has :distinguished :' himself: greatly in- the 
naval service; whynot, by the nomination.of the 
vPresident and the-advice:and consent-of.the-Sen- 


the: opiniansof the Senate, the: President,.and the 
country, he:mey:beientitied:to?-. In the Army we 
pave taking men whorwere at the: commencement 
of this rebellion in the position of-lieutenants:and 
captains; and making them brigadier generals.and 
-major:generals, because they: have: distinguished 
: themselves.in-the line: of their. duty, and.shown 
themselves.qualified forthese high positions: Why 
mot do the:same thing in the Navy? Ido notlike 


like the idea of offering a reward:to men to be 
retired; and therefore, if it is:in order, I move 
to-strikke out the:Jatter-part of the fourth section, 
-allafter the word ‘list’? in.the eighth line. 

Mr.HALE. .I think my. honorable friend from 
Nhnois.is: mistaken. ;Here are two. provisions, 
and they are. provisions of a different class. In 
the ninth -seetion:of. the act approved: July 16, 
1862, it is provided that— 

“Any line:officer-of the Navy. or matine: corps may be 
advanced ong grade, if, upon recommendation of.the Fres- 
ident by. name, he’ receives the thanks of Congress for 
highly distinguished conduct in conflict with the enemy, 
or for extraordiuary-heroisin in the line of his profession”? 

And under that we have promoted two officers, 
I think, at this session, Rodgers and ‘Rowan. 
The sixth section of this bill provides’ that any 
officer in the naval service, by and. with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, may be advanced 
not exceeding thirty numbers in his own grade, 
for distinguished conduct,” and that without re- 
ceiving the thanks of Congress, The twoare per- 
fectly consistent with each other. This billcontem- 
plates that there may bean officer in a subordinate 
situation who may so distinguish himself that he 
is entitled to some promotion, while at the same 
time he has notso greatly distinguished himselfas 
to be entitled to a vote of thanks from Congress, 
and therefore for this line of conduct the officer 
may be promoted ‘thirty numbers in his grade, 
leaving the other section providing for a promo- 
tion of one grade in certain cases in full force. 

In regard to the amendment proposed by the 
‘Senator from Illinois, | am far from certain: that 
itis not a wise one, and thatis to strike out all the 
fourth section after line eight; and I am the more 
inclined. to consent to that for the reason that there 
is a provision that they may be promoted on the 
retired list after they are put there. ‘I shall not 
object to the amendment. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Did the Senator 
from Hlinois submit a motion? 

Mr. HALE. The Scnator from Hlinois moves 
to strike out of the fourth section all after the 
word “ list,” in the eighth line. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I propose to strikeout all 
of section four after the eighth line. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The impression 
of the Chair is that the “first question ‘is on the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshite. 

Mr. HALE, I withdraw that-amendment. 
|l. The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the question 
ison the amendmentof the Senator from Illinois, 
to strike out ‘ail of the fourth section after the 
word * Hist’? in the eighty line. The words pro- 
: posed to be stricken out will be read. 

-The Secretary read the words proposed to be 
stricken out, as follows: 3 

And if the disqualification of any officer so retired oe- 
curred in the line of his duty, or is in consequence of his 
p honorable fulfilbnent ofthe. term of active service pre- 


scribed by law, he shall be placed upon the retired list one 
„grade higher than that from whieh he was retired. 


sfrom.one grade to-another. 


“The amendment was agreed to. 


ate, tet him be, placed in-any. position:which,:in | 


the limitation in the sixth section; and I. do not: 


ai Phe bill-was reported to the Senateas amended, 
sand the amendments: were concurred in. The 
amendments: were. ordered to ,be engrossed and 
the bill. to be:read-a third itime. - The bill was 
read the third .time;.and passed. : ; 
eee JOSEPH FORD. i 

“Mr. HARRIS, -1 move tbat the Senate pro- 
_eeed.to the. consideration: of, House bill No, 228, 
_for.the relief.of Joseph. Ford... : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Dhatis.aprivate bill, and 
there isa. public bill here of. some ifiportance that 
the Senator. from Michigan: [Mr. Howarp]. has 
tried for.a week to get.action upon; but:he has 
-been-so,unsuccessful that Ibelieve he has with- 
drawn-and_ pretty much given up trying to get the 
‘floor at.all. {1 hope the-Senate. will allow. him.to 
take it.up and. pass it. ; . 

‘Mr. HARRIS. This ‘bill might have been 
passed in ihe. Lime the Senator..from Hlinais has 
-beenoccypying. Ihave. been trying for a week 


|. to. dispose. of. ats 


The motian.of Mr, Hanus was.agreed to; and 
_the.Senate,.as in Committee of the. Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R., No.. 228), con- 
firming. the title of Joseph Ford to certain lands 
„in Rice county in the State.of Minnesota. It 

provides that the title of Joseph Ford in and to 
the .south..half of the northeast quarter,.and the 
southeast quarter of the northwest quarter, and 
. the-northwest quarter. of.the. southeast quarter of 
section. six, in township one: hundred and eleven, 
of range nineteen, in..Rice. county, „Minnesotas 
containing onc. hundred and, sixty, acres, shall be 
fully and-absolutely confirmed; and that.a patent 
be issued.to him. p ` ih 

Mr. TRUMBULL. “It seems to me thatis a 

_very singular bill. | It-does not protect the rights 
of third parties if there is any controversy about 
thisland. 1 do not know whether there is or not. 

Mr. HARRIS. None at all. i 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. Butthe character of these 
bills. usually is to transfer the Government title 
to:the lands. This bill as it. reads absolutely 
grants the land to this man, iI f-it.is public land 
and there is no dispute about it, very «well. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iwill state ina word howitis. 
Joseph Ford some six or-eight-years ago-entered 
on this land and filed the usual claim of preémp- 
tion. Hesubsequently purchased, aland-warrant 
and located. that land wartani upon this land: 
That warrant was:a genuine warrant, but he was 
deceived in regard to it, inasmuch, as the warrant 
had been obtained upon fraudulent or forged pa- 
pers, The warrant was subsequently rescinded 
and canccled. Mr. Ford occupies the land, has 
gone on and improved it, and is now a soldier in. 
the Army. Under these circumstances the House 

| of Representatives has passed this bill establish- 
ing his title. : 

Mr HARLAN. Lwillask the:Senator from 
New York if there.is anything to. prevent. this 

gentleman ‘from. buying. another Jand-warrant 
„and locating it.on the sameland. ¿That privilege 

is always, | :think, granted to.those who have 

|. made-Jocations on a fraudulent warrant, and I 
know of no. case heretofore: in which Congress 
has intervened to give the land to a.man because 
he had unfortunately bought a frauduient. war- 
rant, 

Mr. HARRIS. There is.a report of the com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives on this 
subject stating the Circumstances of this man; that 
he is poor, that he is a soldier in the service. of 
the country.and has been for a.year and a half; 
that he bas a-large family in very indigent cir- 
cumstances on this land; and under these circum- 
stances they passed the bill. That is the whole 
case. 

Mr. HARLAN. It will be a precedent I sup- 
pose, if established, that. will entitle every. soldier 
who is poor toa quarter section of land. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 suggest to the Senator from 
New York that he let this. bill go. over until we 
can get the report. 

Mr. HARRIS. The report ishere, butI have 

-no objection to its going over. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The. bill will: be 

-postponed. until to-morrow, 


TERRITORY: OF MONTANA. 


Mr. WADE, from. the committee. of confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes ofthe two, Houses 


on the:amendments to the, bill (H.R..No., 15) to 


D. ©. 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONG 


Tum 


The committee of conference appointed to consider the 
disagrecing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 
15) entided “An act to provide a temporary government 
for the Territory of Montana,” having met, after a fulland 
free conference have agreed to report to their respective 
Honses and recommend as follows: 


That the House recede from their disagreement to the || 


first amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 
That the Senate recede from their second amendment. 
‘Phat the House recede from their disagreement to the 
third amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 
B. F. WADR, 
J. H. LANE, 
W. SPRAGUE, 
Managers on ihe part of the Senate. 
F. C. BEAMAN, 
J. M. ASHLEY, 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


The report was concurred in. 


ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL, 


Mr. GRIMES. I move to take up House bill 
No. 206. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 

* 206) in addition togn act for the establishment of 

certain arsenals. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the billto be read athird time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


MASONIC HALE ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. WILSON. 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SUMNER. Before my colleague makes 
that motion [ ask the Senate to take up a bill so 
that it shall be in order to-morrow atone o’clock. 
It is Senate bill No. 141, to repealall acts forthe 
rendition of fugitives from service or labor. 

Mr. WILLEY. That bill will very likely oc- 
cupy a good deal of time, 

Mr. SUMNER. My colleague proposes to 
move an executive session, and E wish to leave this 
bill pending. 

Mr. WILLEY. I have a little bill here that 
will not take long, and it is very desirable that it 
should be put upon its passage this evening. The 
bill to which the Senator from Massachusetts al- 
ludes will evidently lead to a good deal of discus- 
sion if taken up to-night. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The Senator will understand 
that I make the motion because my colleague has 
already announced his purpose to move an exec- 
utive session; and my idea was to have this bill 
taken up and be pending when the motion for an 
executive session was adopted, 

Mr. WILLEY. [hope the Senator willallow 
the bill for the charter of a Masonic Hall associa- 
tion in Washington to be taken up and passed. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. Lam willing to 
accommodate the Senator. 

Mr. WILSON. Lam anxious to have an ex- 
ecutive session, but I will withdraw the motion 
for the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. WILLEY. Then I make the motion to 
take up the bill to which I have referred. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 130) fora charter of Masonic Hall 
Association, in Washington city, District of Co- 
lumbia, 

Mr. WILLEY. The bill has been read once, 
and was then recommitted. I suggest, therefore, 
that only the amendments be read now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the reading of the bill will be dispensed 
with, and only the amendments reported by the 
committee will be read. 

The first amendment of the committee wag in 
section one, after the name of B. B. French, to 
strike out the letters “ K. T.;” after the name of 
Robert McMurdy to strike out the letters “R, 
A.” and to insert“ Royal Arch;’? after the name 
of George C. Whitingto strike out the words, 
‘ofthe S, P. R. S., thirty-second degree, A. A. 
R.;” after the name of E. L. Stevens to strike out 
the letters “A.A. R., after the name of Z. D. 
Gilman to strike cut the letters “K, T.;?? after 
the name of W. P. Partel to strike out the let- 
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I move that the Senate pro- || 


Smith to strike out the letters “(R. A.,”? and to 
insert “ Royal Arch,” after the name of W. G. 
Parkhurst to strike out the letters “R. A.,?’ and 
to insert “ Royal Arch;” and after the name of 
James Steelle to strike out the letters “ R. A.” 
and to insert “ Royal Arch.’”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section one, after line twenty-five, to strike out 
the words, ‘recognized hereby asa board of trus- 
tees,” and to insert ‘* and their successors to be 
appointed in the manner hereinafter declared.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section two, line five, after the word “ appointed,” 
to insert “in the manner hereinafter declared.” 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert at theend of the second section the follow 
ing proviso: 

Provided, ‘That said corporation shall take and hold no 
more Jard than is necessary for a site on whieh to erect a 
Masonic hail suitable and convenient for the transaction of 
the business of the association and the promotion of the 
principles and purposes aforesaid. But this provision shall 
not prevent the said corporation froin constructing suitable 
rooms and off n connection with the said half, to rent, 
and renting the sume, and receiving rent therefor, to be 
applied to the promotion of the principles and purposes 
ator i; nor shall it prevent said corporation from se- 


curing debts due to it, nor the payment of money loaned by | 


it, by mortgages on real estate. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section four, line seven, to strike out the word 
“ corporation’? and insert * corporators, or a ma- 
jority of them;” in line nine, to strike outthe word 
+‘ corporation” and insert ‘ corporators, or a ma- 
jority of them;” in line fifteen, after the word 
‘‘corporators,’’ to insert ‘ora majority of them;”’ 
in line sixteen, after the word “by,” to strikeout 
the words “the rules of said corporation, ’’and to 
insert ‘said corporators or a majority of them;”? 
and in line twenty-seven, after the words ‘ per- 
sonal notice,” to strike out the word “ of,” andin- 
sert ‘served on.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
section five, line two, to strike out the word 
“company”? and insert © corporators;”? in line 
four, after the word ‘*stockholders,’’to insert the 
words ‘on the first Monday of December in each 
year;”? and in line seven, after the word ‘ap- 
pointed,’ to insert the words “in the manner 
hereafter declared ;’? so that it will read: 

That the government and direction of the alm 
corporators shall be vested in a byard of dit 


rs of the 
five in 


number, elected by the stockholders on the first Monday of | 


December in eaeh year from among the corporators named 
in the first scetion of this act, and their successors, clected 
or appointed in the manner hereinafter declared by the ma- 
sonie bodies they represent, Who shall hold thcir office for 
one year and until others are duly clected and qualified to 
take their places as directors,” Ke. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section five, lines thirteen and fourteen, to strike 
out the words ‘board of trustees’? and insert 


**corporators aforesaid,’ in line fifteen to strike i 
out the word “ company’? and insert ¢¢corpora- | 


tion,” and in fine sixteen to strike out the word 


“company” and to insert “ corporation; so that i 


the clause will read: 


Aud the said directors shall elect one of their number to i 
be president of the board, who shall also be president of i 


the company, and shalt elect a secretary from among their 


own nuinber, or from the corporators aforesaid, who shall | 
y shall also : 
rety to said | 
corporation, in such sun as the said directors may require, | 


also be seerctary of the corporation, and the 
choose a treasurer, who shall give bonds with s 


for the faithful discharge of his trust. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in | 
section five, line twenty-four, after the word “ ap- | 
pointed,” to insert the words “in the manner | 


hereinafter declared.’? 
The amendment was agreed to. 


ters *U.D. K. T.;” after the name of W.M. 


iin 


i in those 
The next amendment of tle committee was in | 
i Section six, line five, to strike out the word “ com-- 


pany’? and insert “corporation;”? and in ‘line 


eight to strike out the word company” and to 
Insert ‘f corporation.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out the seventh section in’ the following 
words: . ; 

Sec. 7, And be it further enacted, That the officers 
and members of the several masonic bodies named in the 
first section of this act are hereby created and made, 
separately and individually, bodies politie and corporate, 
and by their individual name, as given in said first section, 
may sue and be sued, plead and be impeaded, inany court 
of law or equity of competent jurisdiction, and shalt be 
capable of taking and holding real and personal estate, and 
may have and use eacha common seal, and may change 
the same at pleasure, and be entitled to use and exercise, 
separately and individually, all the powers, rights, and 
privileges incident to such corporation. And the said ma- 
sonic bodies shall have power to make and prescribe such 
by-laws, rules, and regulations as they may deem needful 
and proper for the disposition and management of the 
stock, property, estate, and ettects belonging tu or held by 
tbe said masonic body in its individual capacity, not con~ 
trary to the charter, or the laws of the United States, or the 
ordinances of Washington city, and shall have power to 
alter oramend the same as the interests of the said masonic 
body, in its individual capacity, may require. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
8 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out the eighth section after the enacting 
clause in the following words: 


‘That the several persons composing the board of trustees 
named in the first section of this act shall hold their offices 
for the period of one year from and after the passage of thia 
act, and until their successors are duly eleeted by the sev- 
eral masonice bodies they represent. And it shall be the 
duty of the said several masonie bodies namedin the said 
first section, on or before the expiration of the year, and 
annually thereafter, to meet, and in their separate and in- 
dividual capacity clect, by ballot, one of their number as 
their representative in the said board of trustees, and the 
said representative shall be a trustee for said masonic body, 
and shall have charge of its stock, property, and effects, in 
trust, under such rales and regulations as may be prescribed 
by said masonic body: Provided, That should any one of 
the several masonic bodies named in the said first seetion 
surrender or forfeit its masonic charter or warrant, or ecase 

st, it shall not be entitled to a representative in We 
aforesaid board of trustees. 


And to insert in lieu thereof: 


That each masonic body or organization named in the 
first section of this act shall be entitled, during the month 
of November, 1864, and annually thereafter, 10 meet and 
select, by ballot, one of its members as a successor to-tie 
person then or last representing it as member of this ċor- 
poration, whose annual term expires next thereafter, or 
Which may have expired next betore that time, so that said 
corporation shall forever consist of one corporator from 
each of the said masonic bodies named in the first section 
ofthis act: Provided, however, That shouid any of the 
said several masonic bodies, named in the first section of 
this act, surrender or forfeit its masonic charter or war- 


| rant, or from any cause cease to be recognized by the Or- 


der of Free and Accepted Masons, it shall not thereafter 
be eutitled to any representation in said corporation, nor 
aJi the continned corporate existence and rights of this 
association be m anywise affeeted therchy, so long as there 
remain five corporators qualified to act as such, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section niuc, line twa, after the word *consist- 
ory” to insert “now in existence;’’ in line five, 
to strike out the words ‘‘ board of trustees,” and 
to insert **corporators named in the first section, 
or their successors;” in line six, to strike out the 
word “ board” and to insert “ corporation:?? and 
in line eight, after the word ‘act,’ to strike out 
the words, ‘and shall enjoy all the powers, rights, 
and privileges granted to said masonic bodies, 
collectively or individually, by the several sec- 
tions of this act;’’ so that the section will read: 


Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, “Phat any masonie 
€, chapter, council, commandery, or consistory now 
xistence or that may hereafter be instituted in the Dis- 
triet of Columbia, may, hy and with the consent of. two 
thirds of the corporators nained in the first section, or thelr 
sucecssors, be admitted to a representation in said corpo- 


Jo. 


| ration upon an equal footing with the several masouic bodies 
named in Lhe first section of this act. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I shouid jike to inquire 
ofthe Senator from West Virginia who has had 
charge of this bill, whether it has been changed 
features to which objection was made 
when it was before the Senate heretofore, 


Mr. WILLEY. {+ lias. 
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“Mr. DOOLITTLE. It provides for only one 
corporation, as | understand it now. 
` Mr. WILLEY. Que corporation with provis- 
ions to authorize other masonic bodies to appoint 
corporators; but there is only one corporation. 
incorporated. ; 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. . Fam satisfied. ns 
¿Mro COLLAMER.: ‘Lobserve that there is in 
the bill a provision purporting to be a prohibition 
against this corporation holding any land further 
than is necessary to build this hall, That is all 
well enough; but then it. goes on to provide that 
nothing in this act, however, shall prevent them 
from securing debts due to them by mortgages on 
Yeal: estate. ‘To my. mind, as I understand the 
operation of mortgages, that is nothing more nor 
Jess.than saying that they can buy as rhuch land 
as they please, . Suppose, for instance, they wish 
to-buy apiece- of land and the awner of itis willing 
tosellto them. They say, “ Weare notat liberty 
to.buy it; our. charter prohibits us from buying 
any land except what our hall covers; but we will 
tell you what we can do: we will lend you $5,000 
and you can give us a mortgage on that piece of 
land, and then we will foreclose it, and thus own 
the land,” They could. go on in that way from. 
time to timeand buy as much land as they pleased. 
Ido not say that there is anything very import- 
ant in it; but Ido not like to have the bill read 
as if we meant to restrict this corporation in the 
purclinse of land and then did not restrict them at 
all, Itamounts to that practically. I therefore 
move to strike out that part of the bill relating to 
mortgages, They do not need to deal in mort- 
veg, ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Will the Senator 
indicate the section? 

Mr, WILLEY., Lunderstand the Senator from 
Vermont to propose to strike out these words in 
the second section: 

‘Nor shatlit prevent eald corporation from securing debts 


due to tt, or the payment of money loaned by it, by mort- 
ages on real estate, 


Mr. COLLAMER. That is the part I wish 
to strike out. 

Mr, WILLEY. The same suggestion was 
made to my mind in drawing this proviso to the 
second section; but it will be remembered by the 
Senator that when this bill was before the Senate 
prior to its recommitment this very proviso was 
neted apon by the Senate and maden part of the 
bill, lt was not considered proper by the com- 
mittee to whom the bill was recommitted, after 
the Senate had acted on that part of it, to ignore 
the action of the Senate, 

_ Mr. COLLAMER, That is asufficient reason 
as to why the committee did not make this amend- 
ment, but it is no answer to my objection. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, 1 will ask the Senator 
from Vermont one question. One portion of the 
bill prohibits this corporation from holding lands 
on unconditional title, but it goes on to provide 
that it may hold them as mortgagee, Will that 
ees them to buy up on foreclasure and hold 
m fee? 

Mr. COLLAMER, I know that this matter 
will attract differently the minds of lawyers from | 
different States where they have different modes 
of proceeding. The fact is that at common Jaw 
the mortgage, when the pay-day has expired, is 
an absolute title in the mortgagee. There is, 
nevertheless, an outstanding equity of redemp- 
tion, A bill in chancery being filed in such a 
case before the court, they fix the time for fore- 
closing that equity of redemption, and if the 
money is not paid in, according to that decree, the 
mortgagee owns the land in law and in chancery 

_ without any sale. That is the common law of 
mortgages, i 

I know that in many States they have statutes 
which require, on the foreclosure of a mortgage 
a sale of the land.. Some of them make it pay 


the debt pro tanto. Some of themallow possession 
to be taken before this proceeding, and some after | 
it. They have diferent statutes in different States | 
aboutit, Bui] take it thathere the law of mort- | 
gage stands on the common law of mortgage, I | 
am not acquainted particularly with the statutes | 
ofthis District, but I suppose it does, Ifthat'be | 
80, the mortgagee owns the land upon the pay- | 
day expiring in law, and upon the foreclosure jin | 
chancery he is absolute owner. I repeat, there- 
fore, what 1 before stated, that when you author- 
< ize this corporation to take security on land for | 


debts; you just do away with fhe prohibition of 
their owning lands; because on these mortgages 
and foreclosures they can buy any quantity of 
land they please. The exception you make covers 
the. whole ground. Therefore, I say, 1 would 
either take off the limitation about the amount of 
land they may hold, er I would make it effective 
by saying that they should not hold it any more 
on. mortgage than anything else, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
to strike out the following words at the end of 


the second section: 


Nor shall it prevent said corporation from securing debts 
due to it, or the payment of money loaned by it, by mort- 
gages on real estate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FOSTER. I propose to amend the bill by 
adding the following as an additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That this act may be altered, 
amended, or repealed at the pleasure of the Congress of the 
United States of America. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No.. 
141, to repeal all laws for the return of fugitives 
from service or labor, in order to leave it as the 
order of the day for one o’clock to-morrow, as 
my colleague proposes to move an executive ses- 
sion, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, If it is intended by tak- 
ing up that bill now to go on with it to-morrow 
at one o’clock, I must object, for there are several 
bills now before the Senate coming from the Com- 
mittee on Finance, which I must ask the Senate 
to go on with to-morrow. [have yielded repeat- 
edly, until itis now getting late in the session. 
We shall have the bank bill upon us in a day or 
two, and we must dispose of some of these other 
bills now. i 

Mr. SUMNER. Would itnot be satisfactory 
to the Senator to start with his bills next week? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No,sir. We have lost 
one day already this week by an adjournment 
over. There are several bills from the Commit- 
tee on Finance which should be disposed of as 
soon as possible, and there is one about to be re- 
ported by the Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Suer- 


MAN,]} which it will be necessary to act upon just | 


as soon as it can be printed. Then there is the 
executive, legislative, and jadicial appropriation 
biH, which i must ask the Senate to go on with 
and get out of the way as soon as possible. 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Scnator expect to 
go on with that bill to-morrow? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My colleague on the 
Committee on Finance, the Senator from Ohio, is 
about to report a bill from that committee upon 
which he must necessarily ask immediate action 
—not to-day, because it ought to be printed, but 
as soon as it can be printed, early to-morrow 
morning. After that is disposed of I must ask 
the Senate to go on with the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

SPECULATION IN GOLD. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the Com- 
mittce on Finance, to whom was referred a bill 
(S. No. 106) prohibiting speculative transactions 
in gold, silver, and foreign exchange, and for other 
purposes, to report it back with an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute. I give notice that 
I shall call itup to-morrow for action. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and after some | 


time spent in the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, the doors were reopened, and the Senate 
adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 14, 1864. 


The House metatiwelve o’elock,m, Prayer by | 


the Chaplain, Rev. W. HI. CHANNING. 
The Journal of Tuesday was readand approved. 
EVENING SESSIONS. 
Mr. WILSON. 


T ask the unanimous consent 


$ 


J in the affirmative. 


| of the House to submit the following. resolution 


for its adoption: 


Resolved, That until otherwise ordered this House will, 
on each day, take a recess from half past four o’clock until 
seven o’clock, p. m., for the purpose of holding night ses~ 
sions for the transaction of business. : 


Mr. ROBINSON. I object. . 
LEAVE TO VOTE. 


Mr. YEAMAN. lLask the unanimous consent 
of the House for leave to record my vote on the 
resolution censuring the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Harris.] I ask to have it recorded 


There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 


PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER, 


The House then proceeded (Mr. RoLLiNs, of 
New Hampshire, taking the chair as Speaker pro- 
tempore) to the consideration of the resolution of- 
fered by Mr. Cotrax on Saturday last to expel 
Mr. Lone, on which Mr. Rogers was entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 
with great attention for several days to the dis- 
cussion of this grave and important subject, one 
in which the people of this country are more in- 
terested than in any other that has agitated this 
House during this session. It is a quéstion 
whether the right which God breathed into man 
when he placed Adam in theggarden of Eden, the 
right to speak his honest sentiments upon national 
subjects, shall be permitted in the Congress of the 
United States. Because the apostles of old pro- 
claimed to the world that man should repent and 
be saved, the high priest rose up and all that were 
with him, and were filled with indignation, and 
laid their hands upon them and put them in the 
common prison, but the angel of the Lord by night 
opened the prison doors and brought them forth, 
and said: : 

* Go, stand and speak in the temple to the people all the 
words of this lire.” 

© Then spake the Lord to Paul in the night by a vision, 
Be not atraid, but speak, and hold not thy peace.” 

Thus sneaks divine revelation in behalf of this 
inherent right. Remember that the Lord and 
Saviour of the world was crucified upon Mount 
Calvary by the enemies of free speech, because 
He would preach in the temples and synagogues 


i the words of eternal life; and F doubt not that the 


radicals of the partyin power would have, ifthey 
had lived in that day, cried out with the rabble, 
“ Cracify Him,” and would have taken a hand in 
placing Daniel in the Jion’s den and the three in- 
nocents into the fiery furnace. 

In some countries it is even to this day a crime 
to speak on any subject, religious, philosophical, 
or political, anything contrary to the conceived 
ideas of the Government, however laudable may 
be the design and motive. It is extended so far 
that to question the conduct of public men in terms 
of truth has beenand stillis considered a scandal 
upon their stations and characters, and subjects 
the party to grievous punishment, The Govern- 
ments in some countries control the printing of ` 
all books and shackle the press and allow it to 
speak only in such Janguage as the Governments 
license for publication, ‘Phe common inheritance 
of the world, which is the Bible itself, has been * 


| put entirely under the control of some Govern- 


ments, and not permitted to be read except ina 
language unknown to the common inhabitants of 
the country, The art of printing was once, even 
in England, to-day the freest country in the world, 
controlled by the Crown and considered a mere 
matter of-state, and was regulated by the king’s 
proclamations, prohibitions, charters of privilege, 
licenses, and at last by thedecrees of the courtof 
Star Chamber, which limited the number of print- 
ers and presses and prohibited new publications 
without proper licenses;and the Long Parliament 
of Charles Í in 164] exercised, after their rapture 
with him, the same powers of the Star Chamber 
upon the subject, and issued their ordinances 
founded upon a Star Chamber decree of 1637. 
After the restoration of Charles H they passed a 
statute upon the same subject nearly copied from 
the said ordinances. ‘Mhis act expired in 1679 
and was revived and continued a few years after 
the revolution of 1688. The Government made 
desperate efforts to keep itin force, buton account 
of its violent resistance by Parliament it expired 
in 1694 and has never since been revived. At 
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this very hour the liberty of free speech and the 
press in England is free from all power to restrain 
- it, although it bas never constituted an article in 
her billsofrights. These rights are well sustained 
byauthority. now read from Story ’s Comment- 
aries on the Constitution, volume three, section 
one thousand eight hundred and seventy-eight: 
“ Every freeman bas an undoubted right to lay whatsen- 


timents he pleases before the public; to forbid this is to |i 


destroy the freedom of the press.” 
Lalso quote from the constitution of Massa- 
setts, which reads as follows: 


“The liberty of the press is essential to the security of 


freedom in a State.” 

I apprehend the gentleman will not question 
the authority of this abolition State. I hold in 
my hand the first volume of Kent’s Commentaries, 
lecture twenty-four, in which, after a targe sur- 
vey of the whole subject, he does not scruple 
to declare the following language: 


“Yt has become a constitutional principle in this coun- 
try that every citizen may freely speak, write, and publish 
his sentiments upon all subjects 3”? * i h % 
“and that no Jaw can rightfully be passed to resirain or 
abridge the freedom of the pres 


T also read from second volume Kent’s Com- i 


mentaries, page 17, as follows: 

“Phe liberal communication of sentiment and entire 
freedom of discussion, in respect to the clitracter and con- 
duct of public men, and of condidates for publie favor, is 
deemed essential to the judicious exercise of the right of 
suffrage, and of that control over their rulers which re- 
sides in the free people of the United States.” 


l also read from 4 Blackstone’s Commentaries, | 


page 152, as follows: 

“Every freeman has an undoubted rightto lay what sen- 
timents he pleases before the put 
stroy the freedom of the press.” 
Which is the same language used by the learned 
Story. Even Junius, with his sevére and bitter 


assaults upon established authority and doctrines, | 


utters the following language: 

& The liberty of the press is the palladium of all the civil, 
political, and religious rights of an Englishman.” 

k is a right recognized and guarantied by the 
common law of England so far back that the 
memory of man runneth not to the contrary. lt 
has been so carefully guarded there that ifa man 
by word of mouth charge another with the crime 


of murder, he cannot be arraigned except before | 


a jury of the country ina civil action for dam- 
ages. No indictment or other criminal proceed- 
ing can be sustained against any person at com- 
mon law for verbal slander, however false may 
be the charge or heinous the crime. 

However base it may be fora man to speak his 
sentiments and libel his neighbors, outside of the 
Halls of Congress, he cannot be arraigned by a 
criminal prosecution for any invasion of charac- 
ter. By the common law, where a person was 
prosecuted for slander he could plead but one 
plea, either a denial that he made the charge ora 
defense admitting that he made it, and justifying 
it upon the ground of its truth; andif he pleaded 
the general issue, and the speaking of the words 


was proven, although the plaintif was guilty of | 


the offense, the defendant was not allowed to 
prove it. Libel or written slander is indictable at 
common law; and upon the trial of the indict- 


ment the defendant was not permitted to prove || 


that the person was guilty of the offense charged; 
and it was jast as criminal to charge a man in 
writing with the commission of a crime, although 
he was guilty, asif he wasinnocent; but in this 
country, the wisdom of our fathers was such 
that the constitutions of most or all the difer- 
ent States allow the defendant in a criminal pro- 
ceeding for libel to give the truth of the libel in 
evidence; and the Legislatures of the several 
States have authorized the defendantin an action 
for slander to plead both the general issue thathe 
did pot utter the words charged, and also that the 


words charged are true, thereby allowing the | 
defendant, if he fails upon the general issue, to | 


prove that the wards are true. 


Although Eygland has been satisfied with the | 


negative establishment of this fireside right, the 
people of America have not been willing to rest 


upon such an uncertain foundationas the pleasure | 


of the Government might dictate. As soon as it 
was discovered that the organic law of this coun- 
try had not provided sufficient guarantees of free 
Speech and press, lond complaints were made, 
and most of the States instructed their tcpresenta- 
tives to secure an amendment; and this sentiment 
was so prevalent throughout the country that the 


publie; to forbid this ia tode- | 


| first session proposed anamendment,since adopted 
by all the States, and made a part of the organic 
Jaw, that “ Congress shall make no law abridging 
the freedom of speech or of the press;’? and the 
convention of Virginia which ratified the Consti- 
tution of the United States declared, in article six- 
teen of the bill of rights then agreed to— 

“That the people have a right to the freedom of speech 
and of writing and publishing their sentiments; that the 
freedom of the press is one of the greatest bulwarks of lib- 
erty, and ought not to be violated? * * * * 6 'Phat 
among other ntial rights, the liberty of conscience and 
of the press cannot be canceled, abridged, restrained, or 
modified by any authority of the United States.” s 

But notwithstanding the guarantees given to 
these home-bred rights, the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States in July, 1798, under the Administra- 
tion of John Adams, passed a law whereby it was 
enacted that 

“If any person shall write, print, utter, or publish any 
faise and malicious writing against the Government of the 
United States or either House of Congress or the President, 
with intent to defame them or either of them, or to bring 
them or either of them into contempt or disrepute, or Lo ex- 
cite against them or either of them the Hatred of the good 
people of the United States, then such person, being thereof 
convicted before any court of the United States having 
jurisdiction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceed- 
ing $2,000 and by imprisonment not exceeding two years? 

The consequence of which act was that itcreated 
great dissatisfaction among all the people of the 
United States except those of whom the present 
party are the disciples, and brought forth the cel- 
ebrated Kentucky and Virginia resolutions which 
from that day to this constitute the platform of 
the Democratic party upon the principles of which 
they wentinto power and so continued for twenty- 
four consecutive years. The voice of Gad speaks 
j tous from the fountains of heaven, ** What shall 
| it profit a man if he gain the whole world and lose 
i hisown soul??? And the spirits of the mighty dead 
who died for the liberties of this country interro- 
gate us from the bourne of eternal life, What will 
it profit us if by war we restore our Union and 
thereby forever lose liberty? 

I am nothere for the purpose of vindicating 
the doctrines which the gentleman from Ohio de- 
clared, as I am well known to be opposed to any 
recognition of the so-called confederacy. Burl 
Fdo stand here to vindicate the rights of free 
speech, and standing here asa Representative of 
the people, I will, before God and the nations of 
the earth, declare my sentiments upon the great 
questions of the day, although prison doors and 
bastiles may open to receive me the moment they 
are uttered. Men in this country must be allowed 
to exercise the right of free speech or we may bid 
good-bye to liberty and to the grand fabric of hu- 
man freedom on which the hopes and destinies 
of the whole civilizéd world are founded, and we 
shall go down into the Jow depths of anarchy, 
despotism, and tyranny, where our position will 
be more like that of the serfs in Russia than free- 
men of America, The object of this resolution, 
| if I understand it, is that no man in this House 
shali be permitted, whatever may be the result of 
the war, although the most dreadful calamities 
may come upon the nation, and the proud pillars 
of liberty may be sinking beneath the iron heel of 
despotism, to raise his voice in the Halls of this 
Congress, and even pray Almighty God to stop 
i this war, without the strong arm of despotism 
shall drive him from his seat. ‘The rights of free 
speech are principles of liberty that are laid down 
in the Declaration of Independence and in the 
Constitution of my country. Sir, without liberty 
the Union is worth nothing. Į want no such 
Union as that. It is not such a one as our fathers 
made, it is not such a one as the patriots and 
Statesmen of the times that tried men’s souls 
established and consolidated for the protection 
and defense of the liberties of the white race of 


not a Union of fraternal independent States, each 
legislating for itself its own internal policy. It 


freedom to exercise the constitutional right of 
free speech, that right which has been guaran- 
tied to us by the laws of God and man. Itisa 
Union without freedom from those unconstita- 
tional, outrageous, and Lyrannical acts which have 
characterized the Administration in power. 

Ab! gentlemen, L ask you to pause and reason 
with yourselves as men. This is no party ques- 
tion. {tis a question affecting the destinies and 


the liberties of the country. It is a question 
whether the Representatives of my own native 


America. Itisa Union of despotism and tyranny, | 


is a Union without freedom of debate, without | 


| State shall be permitted to come here and exere 
cise the right of free speech fearlessly before God 
and man, in conformance with the rules laid down 
in the organie law of the land. .I am surprised 
that no man on the other side of the House has 
shown the noble heart which God gave him, and 
raised his voice in defense of free speech, his 
country, and liberty, and battled forthe bulwarks 
upon which the foundations of the Government 
rest. 

The Constitution says that each House shall 
determine the rules of its proceedings, and may, 
for disorderly behavior, by a vote of two thirds 
of its members, expel a member. ‘The true con- 
struction of those words when all taken together 
is that the member can be expelled only for dis- 
orderly behavior. He cannot be expelled forthe 
exercise of any right guarantied by the Constitu- 
tion, and it is not disorderly behavior to calmly 
discuss any question, when the Constitution 
makes provision forthatright. Butif thereis any 
question about the true meaning of the organic 
law in Gonstruing that part of it, as though there 
was no other provision in itin relation to free 
speech, there can be none when we take into con- 
sideration all the provisions upon the subject. Af- 
ter our fathers had framed the Constitution, fearing 
that despotism might at some future time attempt 
to take the place of liberty, they added to it several 
amendments, commonly called the Bill of Rights, 
in the very first article of which it is provided that 
“Congress shall make no law respecting an es- 
tablishment of religion, or prohibiting the free 
exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of 
speech or of the press;” in addition to the clause 
in the sixth section of the Constitution which de- 
clares that the Senators and Representatives, for 
any speech or debate in either House, shall not 
be questioned in any other place. 

Vhe Constitution must be so construed as to 
conform to the intention of its makers, and its 
reason and spirit, taking into consideration all 
“the provisions upon the subject, and construing 
one with the other so that they will all be con- 
sistent with each other and the object and inten- 
tion of the makers, upon the well-settled princi- 
ples of the construction of statutes, constitutions, 
and contracts, that the whole contract, statute, or 
Jaw must be taken into consideration to arrive at 
its whole scope and meaning. Can any man in 
his sober senses pretend that it was theintention 
of the Constitution to authorize two thirds of this 
House to abridge the freedom of speech by ex- 
pelling a member for the exercise thereof, and 
thereby not only abridge but entirely destroy that 
right, and at the same time expressly prohibit 
the Congress, including both Houses and all the 
members in both branches, and not merely two 
thirds, from passing any law abridging the free- 
dom of speech or the press? What was the object 
of that article which declares that Congress shall 
make no law abridging the freedom of speech or 
of the press? “ Was it that the people in their 
usual industrial avocations should have the right 
of free speech guarded and more strongly upheld 
‘than their Representatives in the Congress of the 
United States??? Did the framers of the organic 
law intend to guaranty to the common drankard, 
murderer, or thief, in the prison or bar-room, 
rights of free speech that members of Congress in 
the sessions of the Houses could not be permitted 
to exercise? Yet snuchis the case if two thirds of 
the members of one House can expel a member 
‘for words spoken in debate in a calm, solemn, 
and decorous manner, No man in this House 
will pretend that it is (reasonable or unlawfal in 
i the sense of the Constitution for a person in the 
newspaper or in a public speech outside of Con- 
gress to argue that there is no power in the Con- 
stitution to coerce a State, and that, in his opine 
jon, the Lest interests of his country demand that 
secession shall be acquiesced in. Why is it not 
unlawful? Because the Coustitution declares that 
Congress shall make no jaw abridging the free- 
dom of speech or of the press. Yet this course 
of the party in power would not allow a Repre- 
sentative of the people who was sent here by his 
constituents to represent their views, and al- 
though he was petitioned and instrucied by every 
| voter in his district to advocate upon the floor of 
Congress their views, which were that they be- 
lieved the best interests of their Government de- 
manded that the southern confederacy should be 
recognized and the Government acquiesce in ses 
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cession, to expresstheir views in the councils of 
the nation, whith they are guarantied in express- 
ingin the press or public speech, thereby leaving 
those people who sent a member here to.represent 
thèm without. any representation of their views 
inthe legislation-of the country. 
IE itis treasonable or unlawful now to advocate 
-such:doctrine it will be equally so- in the future, 
thoagh: the’war should’ continue “ten or twenty 
years longer. If four fifths or all of the States in 
the Union should, in one-year henee, instruct and 
petition their Representatives in Congress to ad- 
vocate. secéssion, and a member in the Senate 
sliouldin:a speech ad vocate-that doctrine, and the 
Senate should be, as itis now, largely abolition, 
according to the precedent which some in this 
House would establish that man would. necessa- 
rily be éxpelled for giving aid and comfort to the 
enemy... Lt will not do forlawyers like Mr. Davis, 
Of Maryland, to attempt to argue, as he has, the 
right toexpel a man for debate like tiris upon con- 
atitutional grounds; and I would advise those who 


advocate this power to no longer claim it as con- | 


@litutional, but-exercised under their war power. 
What is the object of that portion of the Consti- 
tution which says that ‘for any speech or debate 
ju either House they shall not be questioned in 
any other place??? Does it mean that although 
their constituents, when they go home to answer 
for their course in Congress, shall not question 
them for any speech or debate in either House, 
itat the same time allows the members of other 
States to-expela member for that same speech or 
‘Jebate for which his constituents could not ques- 
tion him, although his debate or speech may have 
repregented the views of nine tenths of his con- 
stituents? Yetsuch would be the result of the con- 
struction given to the organic law by the learned 
gentlemen upon the other side. The Constitution, 
under the construction of the gentlemen upon the 
other side, would be entirely inconsisteit, one 
part being entirely in conflict with the other, and 
showing our fathers who formed the instrument 
to have so. drawn it as to destroy the whole object 
and intent of the law upon the question of speech 
and press. If this doctrine of the other side of 
the House is to be the true construction then the 
people can never, under. this Constitution, utter 
their sentiments through their Representatives in 
this Hall unless they are in the majority. The 
Constitution says that no law shall be passed 


> abridging the freedom of speech; and to show that 


they intended that that freedom should not only 
not be prohibited but that it should not. be even 
abridged, | will give from Worcester’s Dictionary 
the definition of that word: 

WAbridge—to make shorter in words, still keeping the 
substance; to epitomize; to curtail; to reduce; to con- 
tract; to diminish.” 3 
» Pheexpulsion of the honorable gentleman from 
Ohio would not simply abridge the freedom of 
épeech, but would deprive him entirely from ut- 
tering here one single word. twill not insult the 
House and the country further with argument 
upon so clear a case against the expulsion; but it 
is proposed in case of a failure of expulsion to 
punish him by a censure. There is no more au- 
thority in this House to censure for this debate 
than to expel, because to censure would, within 
the meaning of the Constitution, abridge the free- 
dom of speech; and to prevent even the censuring 
of a-member for freedom of speech, the framers 
of the Constitution used the word “abridging” 
instead of the word “prohibiting.” It is said’ 
upon the other side that the ground taken by the 
gentleman from Obio is treasonable, because, as 
they say in the resolution, it gives aid and com- 
fort tothe enemy. But the Constitution declares 
that “ treason against the United States shall con- 
sist only in levying war against them or in ad- 
-hering to theirenemies, giving them aid and com- 
fort; that “no person. shall be convicted of 
treason unless on the testimony of two witnesses 
to the same overt act;’’ and to constitute treason 
or treasopable language the party must not only 
give the enemies aid and comfort, but must ad- 
here to them and commit an overt act, And itis 
so well settled in the law books that mere words 
uttered in debate cannot constitute treason that I 
will not detain the House longer upon that part 
of the cage; in fact it is not seriously pretended 
that the words are treasonable, Treason in Eng- 
land isan offense. particularly directed against the 
person of the aovercign, and consists In compass- 


| 


| to have our liberty, 
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ing the death of the king or queen or their eldest 
son and heir; in violating the king’s wife or eldest 
daughter unmarried, or the wife of the heir ap- 
parent; in levying war against the. king in bis 
realm} in assisting the king ’s enemies in the realm 
or elsewhere; in counterfeiting the king’s privy 
seal; in filing, clipping, “or counterfeiting the | 
king’s money, or having coining tools in posses- 
sion, or importing false coin from abroad; and in |; 
slaying the Chancellor or other high judicial | 
magistrates. i f 
_ These are the different kinds of treason defined |; 
by the Jaw of England. Yet, since the time of 
Edward I, when hesent his file of soldiers into the | 
British Parliament and arrested the five members 
for their outspoken principles of liberty, not a 
single individual has been attempted to be ex- 
pelled from, or censured by, the British Parlia- | 
ment for the exercise of free speech, although in 
the war between Great Britain and the American 
colonies members rose in their seatsin Parliament | 
and declared the war upon the part of Great 
Britain to be accursed, wicked, barbarous, and 
diabolical. I quote, from Mahon’s History of 
England, volaumeseven, page 135, the language of |! 
the younger Pitt in favor of Fox’s motion for a j 
committee on the American war in the year 1781. 
I now read what he said: 

« Por my part, T am persuaded and will affirm, that it is 
a most accursed, wicked, barbarous, cruci, unnatural, un- 
just, and diabolical war. Tt was conceived in injustice 5 
jt was nurtured and brought forth in folly; its faotsteps 
were marked with blood, slaughter, persecution, devasta- j; 
tion.” 

1 quote also the language of Lord Chatham, as 
expressed by him in the British Parliament in 
1777 upon the war with Great Britain and the 
American colonics: 

“I say again this country bas been the aggressor, You 
have made descents upon their coasts; you hi ye burnt their | 
towns, plundered their country, made war upon the inhab- |! 
itants, econfiseated their property, proscribed and inipris- | 
oneg their persons. Ido therefore affirm, my lords, that į) 
instead of exacting unconditional submission from the col- i 
onies, we should grans, tbem unconditional redress, i 
have injured them; we bave endeavored to euslave and |) 
oppress them,” ‘<3 bs x w = ¥ $ | 

& As to conquest, therefore, my lords, I repeat, it isim- |} 
possible. You inay swell every expense and every efi tsuh j} 
more extravagantly-~pile and necumukite every a aneo’ | 

| 
| 
i 
i 
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you ean buy or borrow 5 trafic and barter with every little 
pititi German prince that selis is subjects to the shambles 
of a foreign prince; your efforts are forever vainand impo- 
tent—doublyse from this merecnary aidon which you rely 3 
for it irritates, to an incurable resentment, the minds of i 
your enemies—to overrun eur with the mercenary sons 
of rapine and plunder; devoting them aud their pe 
to the rapacity of hircling cruelty! Pf Lwere an Ame 
as { am an Englishman, while a foreign troop was lauded 
in my country, L never would Jay dows my grig—never— 
never——never.??—Chatham’s Life, vol. 3, pp. 158, 166, 167. | 

Now, I ask you upon the other side of the 
House whether you are willing to say by your 
votes thatin America, which has been said to be 
the “land of the free and the home of the brave,” 
you will deprive an American Representative in 
Congress of that liberty of free speech which is 
allowed and guarantied to an Englishman by the 
monarchical Power of England? Has my friend 
from Ohio stood in his place and declared that 
this is a most accursed, wicked, barbarous, cruel, 
unnatural, unjust, and diabolical war, as did Pitt |! 
in the Parliament of England, in the rebellion of 
the American colonies against our mother coun- 
try? No, sir,asa freeman, asonof Ohio, and an 
American citizen, he proclaimed his views in con- 
formity to what he believes to be constitutional 
liberty, for which the fathers of the Revolution 
fought a bloody seven years’ war. 

Will any man pretend that when Pitt stood up 
in the Parliament of England and uttered such 
language, that in this country, which was free 
before this party came into power and despotism 
ruled, the Representative of a free constituency 
has not the right to advocate such doctrines as 
he believes will better secure the blessings of }ib~ 
erty to ourselves and our posterity? We intend 
although it may afford us no 
wider a home than the grave! 

Lelaim that under the Constitution no man can 
be expelled or censured for the expression of opin- || 
ions in a free debate like this upon a great national 
question, which we all may have to meet in the 
same language in which it has becn met by the 
learned gentleman from Ohio, This doctrine of 
the honorable gentleman is no new dactrine; we | 
have the precedents of the abolition miscegenation 
and amaigamation party in Congress to sustain 
him upor the right to advocate dissolution or se- 


| 
u 


| free press are unworthy of the 


cession, as well by their voting upon the question 
as by a resolation offered by one of their apostles. 
I refer to the resolution offered in the House of 
Representatives on the lth day of February, 
1861, after several-of the States had seceded, by 
Mr. Craige, of North Carolina, and upon his mo- 
tion referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
while the honorable Speaker [Mr. CoLrax] was 


i a member,and in his seat: 


‘Whereas the States of South Carolina, Florida, Ala- 
bama, Georgia, Mississippi, and Louisiana have seceded 
from the Confederacy of the United States, and have estab- 
lished a government under the name of “ the Contederacy 
of the United States South ;?? and whereas it is desirable 
that the most amicable relations should exist between the 


| two Governments, and war should beavoided as the great- 


est calamity whieh can befal them— 

& Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the President of the United States be, and is hereby, required 
to acknowledge the independence of said government ns 
soon as he is informed officiaily of its establishment; and 
that he*receive such envoy, embassador, or commissioner 
as may or shall be appointed by said goveruimentfor the pir- 
pose of amicably adjusting the matters in dispute with said 
government.» — Congressional Grobe, Meirty-Sieth Con- 
gress, second session, page 854, 


Lalso refer to the resolution offered by Hon. Mr, 
Conway, of Kansas, on the 27th January, 1863, 
in the House of Representatives, upon which the 
honorable Speaker’s vote is recorded, and twenty- 


' one months after the war had commenced: 


& Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, Ye., 
That the Execative be, and he is hereby, requested to issue 
a general order to all commanders of torees in the several 
military departments of the United States to discontinue 
offensive opvrations against the enemy, and to act for the 
future entirely on the defensive. 

“ Resolred, ‘That the Executive be, and he is hereby, fur- 
ther requested to enter into negotiations with the authori- 
ties of the confederate States with reference to a cessation . 
of hostilities, based on the following propositions : l. Rec- 
ognition of the independence ofthe confederate States, 2, 
A uniform system of duties upon imports. 3. Free trade 
berween the two States. 4, Free navigation of the Missis- 


! sippi river. 5. Mutual adoption of the Monroe doctrine? 
| Congressional Globe, 


Thirty-Seventh Congress, third session, 
Appendix, p. 66. $ 

Why did not the honorable Speaker then move 
for theexpulsion of Mr. Conway. he reason is 
obvious: Conway was an abolitionist and a dis- 


‘unionist, while my friend from Ohio is a Dem- 


ocrat. No person offered to expel or censure 
Mr. Conway or Mr. Craige for offering resolu- 
tions to divide and break up the Union. In Jan- 


| uary, J8L1, Josiah Quincy, speaking on the ques- 


tion of the admission of Louisiana, said: 

s“ tfthis bill passes, itis my deliberate opinion that itis vir- 
tually a dissolution of the Union; ehat it will tree the States 
from their moral obligations, and, as it will be the right of 
all, so it will be the duty of some, definitely to prepare fora 
separation, amicably if they can, violentiy if they must? 

Mr. Poindexter called Mr. Quincy to order, 
and requested the decision of the Speaker whether 
it was consistent with the propriety of debate to 
use such language. he Speaker (Mr, Varnum) 
decided that the first clause of the sentence was 
admissible, but the latter contrary to the order of 
debate. Mr. Quincy appealed from this decision, 
and it was reversed by the House. 

The lamented Stephen A. Douglas declared in 
one of his speeches in the Senate that war was 
disunion, eternal and final separition, and I be~- 
lieve that, as carried on by the party in power, 


| it is disunion, eternal aid final separation, but 

that it would and still will restore the Union if 
| carried on in pursuance of the Crittenden reso- 
| lution which passe 


d both Houses of Congressand 
was signed by the President. Gentlemen, the 
time may come when you on that side of the 
House may be in the minority. Remember that. 
“'Pime at last scts all things even 5 

And if we do but wateh the hour, 

There never yet was human power 

That could evade, if unforgiven, 

The patient scarch and vigil long 

Of him who treasures up a wrong.” 

I hope to see the Democratic party again in 
power, and if they should attempt to sufle free 
speech they would receive my most just indig- 
nation. I would diseountenance them, and be al~ 
most induced to leave the embrace of sach a party 
and seck embraces with some other. 

Those who would destroy free specch and a 
name of freemen, 
Those who would thus destroy the safeguards of 
liberty—whether they be Democrats, Republic- 
ans, or Aboltionists—are not only unworthy of 
therame of freemen, butare despots, sycophants, 
and tyrants. I do not justify che Democrats who 
censured Joshua R. Giddings. The Speaker ot 
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this Ilouse, who administers ils rules so impar- | 
tially, certainly ought not to come here now and 
say that this precedent should be followed. He 
should not follow a precedent set by a party which 
he condemns, which is denounced on that sideas 
disloyal, traitorous,and rebellious; copperheads, 
We ought to stand by the great principles of lib- 
erty that have been handed down to us from gen- 
eration to generation, We are freemen, and sup- 
porters of the right of freedom of speech and 
freedom of the press. 

The gentlemen upon this side of the House 
love their country and its institutions, and would, 
ifnecessary, lay down their lives upon the altar of 
patriotism, and I ask the majority on the other 
side, inthe name ofourancestors, ourcountry, our 
lives, our property, our history, and our families, 
whether they are going to do an act by which the 
Thirty-Highth Congress will be made everlast- 
ingly Infamous, and that is to deny a great body 
ofthe people being heard through their Represent- 
ative upon this floor? The gentleman from Ohio 
came here and expressed the thoughts of hisown 
soul; his profound and conscientious convictions 
ona public question. J give him credit for inde- 
pendence and manliness, and while Edo not de- 
fend the doctrines he has uttered, | defend him in 
the exercise of the great right of free speech, 

The abolition party have established some pre- 
cedents during this war which are dangerous. The 
honorable Speaker quoted the case of Hon. C. L. 
Vallandigham asa precedent for this attempted cx- 
ercise of despotic power, I do notagree with bis 
doctrines, yet I say his arrest and exile are un- 
worthy of the dascendants of revolutionary sires. 
He was arrested by men who went to his house 
in the dead hour of night, when he was there with 
his wife and children who were looking up to him 
for protection, 1 say the general and parties who 
caused that arrest, without warrant of law, and 
exiled him for bis expression of his sentiments, 
struck a deadly blow at the rights of the free people 
of America, Ido notenvy them their glory. ‘These 
suppliant tools of despotism are worse than mid- 
night assassins. Thedomicile of no citizen is free 
from their pollating presence. God bless the poor 
downtrodden exile, his wife and children in their 
days of mourning over the downfall of American 
liberty! These fanatics, despots, and tyrants, 
like Burnside and thesycophants who follow in 
his trail, willgo down to their graves loaded with 
the just indignation of their countrymen. 

Precedents like these are dangerous things. 
They will hereafter be cited for authority. Re- 
member the language of the immortal Daniel 
Webster upon the very rights for which I now 
contend, He said: 


“When this and the other House shall lose the freedom 
ofspeceh and debate; when they shall surrender the right 
ot publicly and frecly canvassing all important measures of 
the Executive; when they shall vot be allowed to ninintain 
their own authority and their own privileges by vote, decla- 
radon, or resolution, they will then be no foager free repre- 
sentatives of a free people, but slaves themselves, aud fit 
dustruments to make slaves of others,” 


Gentlemen, if youexpel this man Esay that this 
is then no longer a country of republican liberty, 
but a monarchy, a despotism, and a tyranny, 
worse than that of France or Russia. No king of 
England would have dared to exercise such a power 
as this, Sir, I do not want it said that there were 
a majority of the Representatives of the people in 
this House who would expel a man for daring to 
say, in his place here, that rather than have a war 
of extermination and subjugation he would go for 
a dissolution of the Union. Sir, I would go for 
a dissolution of the Union in preference to a war 
of extermination, “If that be treason, make the 
most of it.” Ft would be an uncivilized warfare, 
and would call down upon us the condemnation 
ofthe whole Christian and civilized world. What 
isa war of extermination? Itis one that extin- 
guishes all the men, women, and children at the 
South. f have looked in the dictionary to see 
what the term means. It means to extinguish, to 
destroy, to blot out, to putaway forever. In the 
name of God, has it come to this, thata man is 
to be expelled for daring to stand up here in the 
American Congress and exercise the great con- 
stitutional right of free speech? His opinions 
are net the opinions of a majority of those whom 
I represent, but have no hesitancy in saying that 
there are men in the Democratic party who be- 
lieve with the late Mr. Douglas, that war is eter- 


nal and final separation. [have myself, for the 


course | have pursued upon this floor in standing 
up for the country and voting you supplies, been 
denounced by some of my own party. This 
shows that there are some men in the Democratic 
party who are honestly of opinion that the war 
had better be stopped now than that it should be 
continued another day as you are prosecuting it, 
hoping that a reconstruction of the Union will fol- 
low when reason is no longer controlled by pas- 
sion, and humanity has its sway. 

Tam for the Union with slavery as it is; butif 
ĮI cannot have it entirely as it was, give it to me 
without slavery. ‘Fhe. Union is the uppermost 
idea in my mind, 

I do not honestly believe that the gentlemen 
on the other side, when they sce what their own 
papers say about this case on trial, when reason 
resumes its sway, and when prejudice and passion 
subside, will be willing to record their votes in 
favor of expelling the gendeman from Ohio, or of 
infringing upon the right of free speech by brand- 
ing the utterer of that speech as an unworthy 
member of this House. The gentleman from 
Ohio was born as you were born. He is blood of 
your blood and flesh of your flesh. He is nota 
slave. He is a free American citizen. Fle comes 
here in the habiliments of his rights. He comes 
here in the vigor of his intelligence. Fle comes 
here as the representative of Ohio, the home of 
the exile and of the patriot who now looks upon 
our shores from a foreign land, upon this dying 
nation. All that he asks of you is that you shall 
extend to him the same rights that you claim for 
yourselves, 

Suppose thé day comes when all will see that 
there is no possible salvation for the country by 
war, will you not stand up and declare that the 
power of the enemy has been too much for our 
Government, and that, rather than have the rebels 


exterminate us, we had better settle with them on | 


some terms? J would rather divide the great 
rivers, the principles of the Constitution, and 
American liberty, and have one spot on this con- 
tinent for the resting-place of human liberty than 
have a Union where a man is not permitted in 
the Congress of the United States to express his 
sentiments en so grave and important a subject 
as this. 

Do you not recollect that a few years ago abo- 
littonism and disunion were preached from the 
pulpitand thestump? Audalthough these preach- 
ers were uot the disciples of heaven buat of hell, 
they were permitted to go around the country and 
sow the seeds of disunion; and no law of the 


United States except the law of the old tyrant | 


John Adams has ever attempted to intrench upon 
the right of free speech. Remember that Jesus 
Christ, in that divine sermon on the mount, de- 
elared, “ Blessed are the peacemakers, for tbey 
shall be called the children of God.” You all 
know my views upon this war, that I have been 
willing and have voted for menand money to crush 
the rebellion. Tam here for that purpose, and as 
there is a God in heaven, J declare here that my 
heart beats in rapture at the glorious achievement 


of our soldiers, who, Í hope, will live to see this Í 


proud fabric of haman liberty standing firm and 
unmoved, and that when they die it may be in- 
seribed upon their tombstones that they died for 
the liberty of their country. ; 

I shail now procecd to answer some of the 
cowardiy charges and slanders used in this de- 
bate by the other side of the House upon General 
McClellan, Governor Parker, GovernorSeymour, 
the State of New Jersey, and the whole Demo- 
cratic party, and Í shall not spare the assassins 
of our loyalty, characters,and party. 1 would 
not be fit to represent the gallant State of New 
Jersey did 1 not denounce her base calumniators, 

I give the gentleman from Maryland [Mr, Da- 
vis} credit for his learning and his ability as a de- 
bater. -But he has not made a speech during the 
last four weeks in which he has not attacked the 
State of New Jersey, that little State which at the 


last election rolled back the tide of despotism and | 
tyranny, that little State whose gallant sons have | 


been so freely laying down their lives upon the 
altar of their country, that gallant State whose 
citizens are for the Union, “ one and inseparable, 
now and forever,” Task you, sir, how you can 
charge a man like Governor Parker with being 
disloyal, who has stood by the Government and 
shown the purest and noblest patriotism, and-al- 
ways stood by the old landmarks of the Consti- 


t 
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tution, and by his extraordinary exertions sus- 
tained the Government in every way in-his power? 

General McClellan is the noblest-hearted pa- 
triot that lives. He twice saved this kingdom 
and throne of yours from the grasp of the rebels. 
He is the most abused man on earth. He is the 
great expounder ef Christian warfare, He is gov- 
erned by humanity and Christianity. He was 
relieved from command because he would not 
countenance despotism, abolition, and tyranny, 
and for fear that his saving the nation might make 
him President to exercise the authority of aser- 
vant of the people instead of the authority of a 
king, monarch, czar, or sultan, as is now exer- 
cised by the present inéumbent. His whole soul 
is bound up in the Union and the liberties of his 
country. He loves the soldiers, and his whole 


' ambition is to share with them the trials and dan- 


gers of battle; but his honor, integrity, Christian 
character, love of country, and friendship for the 
old’ Union are repugnant to every sense of des- 
ponsm. 

Reputation for loyalty is a tender thing, and 
ought no more to be violated than property or 
life, and they who attack and blacken it. are as 
vile offenders as they who rob and steal, and 
there is a just God who knows the patriotism of 
our human hearts, who will visit upon the viola- 


| tors of our loyalty the iniquities which they justly 


deserve. TL invite them to stop such bickerings 
and sacrifice them upon the altar of true patriot- 
A new language must be invented before I 
can attempt to express the baseness of such con- 
duct; and although the full vials of despotism 
have been poured upon many of our heads, and 
bastiles, banishments, and ostracism have been 
many patriots’ doom, yet | challenge the plodding 
Israelite, the idiotic African, the downtrodden 
Chinese, or the imbecile Turk, to equal usin tame 
submission to the powers that be, f cannot be 
disloyal to my country, because it is that coun- 
try which has allowed me to rise from the roof of 
humble parentage and poverty to the bigher grades 
of life,and to hold this position which Lcould 
hold in none but a free country, To that cradle 
and land of my birth, among the mineral hills of 
old Sussex, in the noble State of New Jersey, 
where the roaring of cannon, the groans of the 
dying,and the ratte of musketry have been heard 
as an echo of the bravery and valor of her sons 
and fathers who have borne arms in the contest 
now raging for the defense of liberty, law, and, 
order, Ladd to the glory that they have achieved 
the aspirations of my heart warm with the love 
of my country, and my invocations to Heaven 
for is tudissoluble union shall be fervent and 
unremitting while I continue to breathe and my 
heart to beat; and when I die my prayer shall be 
for its eternal duration, prosperity, and freedom. 
I stand by the gallant officers and soldiers in the 
field. I have uscd my utmost energies to induce 
you upon the other side of the House to increase 
the pay of the poor soldier, but alas! although I 
offered a bill in this House at the commenecment 
of this session to inercase the pay of soldiers and 
non-commissioned officers, giving to privates of 
the second class thirty dollars a month, and others 
of higher grades pay in proportion, no more than 
they can getat home for ordinary labor, and al- 
though four long months have elapsed, and the sol- 
diers have been compelled to take thirteen dollars 
a month, payable inshinplasters worth sixty-five 
cents on the dollar, you have nat had the man- 
hood to even report the bill er any other increas- 
ing their pay. You are no friends of the soldiers. 
Youare the friends o! the public plunderer, shoddy 
contractor, and fatofice-holder, Ifan Army offi- 
cer’s wife isdying and he is compelled to go home 
to bury her, you deduct from his pay one half of 
bis wages. How ridiculoug it is for such men to 


j talk about being the friends of the soldiers! You 


are the friends of the black blood of the African 
race, while we are the friends of white soldiers and 
officers, white men and white women. 

One of the honorable gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House said in his speech upon this 
question that the figure of dying Tecumseh was 
in the halls of this building, representing the 
death of the Democratic party. The thought 
comes upon me that that figure of dying Tecum- 
seh is within this magnificent structure, which 
was once the august and beautiful temple, whose 
dome of liberty seemed to pierce the very clouds, 
within whese marble walls the blessings of law, 
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liberty, and order, such as were never before 
guarantied by God to man, were by our fathers 

romulgated and sastained, where they once 
sowed with devout and grateful hearts, and. con- 
secrated and dedicated themselves to the protec- 
tion and. maintenance of those immortal principles 
òf ihe Constitution upon which the banners of 
our civil liberty were once upheld and sustained, 
which was then dedicated to patriotism and truth. 

Ifthe gentleman will look there he will see the 
statue of General George Washington, the Father 
óf itis Country, appearing in all the majesty of 
his national greatness, hovering over the scene of 
disunion, fanaticism, amalgamationism, and abo- 
lidonism, which is now being enacted around his 
colossal figure, uttering from the tomb his fare- 
well address to the people of this land, in which 
he, in: his lifetime, foreshadowed the radicalism 
and disunion of this hour. I wish Washington’s 

noble spirit would rise from the grave and haunt 
the party in power with the noble sacrifices which 
first cemented the old Union, and command his 
children, North and South, to quell the spirit of 
passion and revenge, and, by the compromises by 
which he founded the old Union, restore and con- 
struct its foundations upon a base that the com- 
bined powers of earth and hell could never shake, 
‘and stop this civil war whose infuriated and flam- 
ing visage is now appalling the nations of the 
earth. ‘here are the portraits of Jackson, Clay, 
‘and Webster, whose spirits are now bright con- 
stellations in the sky. ‘When they lived, and 
reason, humanity; and Christianity ruled, this 
nation was united in principle, purpose, and 
movement like ancient Greece and Rome in the 
best period of the history of the world; and un- 
der their rule the nation won the highest confi- 
dence and gratitude of the toiling millions. ‘They 
‘bore aloft on its banner the sacred words, ‘ Free 
speech, frec press, and equality of the States.” 
he Constitution was their shield and their sword, 
and liberty was their watchword. No citizen 
was then subject to be driven into exile for opin- 
ion’ssake, orarbitrarily arrested and incarcerated 
in military bastiles. No brothers and fathers of 
American and adopted citizens then wasted their 
lives and fortunes in bloody, civil strife, upon 
amnesty conditions which would place the black 
Ethiopian upona level and equality with the An- 
glo-Saxon. No doctrines of abolitionism and 
amalgamationism then caused a civil war to sweep 
like the raging tempest of death and hell over 
divided families, ruined fortunes, blood-stained 
fields, stricken homesteads, widowed women, or- 
phan children, homeless mothers, decrepit fath- 
ers, weeping and mourning sisters, feeble and 
unprotected mothers, lonely graves of noble sol- 
diers, where no board or tombstone marked the 
spot, pale and emaciated young brides, wan and 
woe-stricken children, and a dismembered, bleed- 
ing, violated, and shattered Constitution. I charge 
that the accursed one-idea doctrine of abolition at 
the North lighted up the fires of revolution at the 
South, and caused to be enacted in this land every 
horror, wrong, and outrage [ have just portrayed. 

Although those doctrines have made humanity 
wail,all nature mourn, and angels weep, yet Lam 
not willing to consent to any arrangement ex- 
cept that by which this great Union, which is so 
dear to us und posterity, and upon the restoration 
of which hangs the downfall of the monarchies of 
the Old World, and the peace, comfort, liberty, and 
happiness of ourselves and children depend, shall 
be restored and maintained. The great contest 
which is soon to be fought at the ballot-box isa 
contest between disunion, radicalism, despotism, 
_tyranuy, perjury, abolitionism, amalgamation- 
ism, and usurpation, on the one side, and con- 
servatism, liberty, truth, Union, the Constitution 
and Jaw, on the other; and the resultof that con- 
test upon the side of the latter will be more im- 
portant to the people of this country and the 
nations of the earth than was the controversy be- 
tween Persia and Greece decided by the battles of 
Marathon, Platæa, and Salamis, which gave as- 
cendency to the genius of Europe over that of 
Asia. 

Before proceeding further, let me make one ap- 
peal to the conservative Republicans of the land. 
Í implore you to look back to the promises that 
were made to induce you to vote for the Admin- 
istration in power, and the gross and outrageous 
violation of every such promise and pledge. 
Upon your action all depends. You are charged 


; our happiness, our homes, our property, our coun- 


with high responsibilities by. a patriotic aud 
confiding. Democracy. You, in this dreadful 
érisis in the history of the nation, in an evil hour, 
hold in your hands the destinies and liberties. 
of this noble nation and this great country. 
You are governed by honorable considerations, 
and desire the harmony and unity of this once 
happy people. I implore you in the name of 
our God, our families, our children, our liberties, 


try, and our lives to help us save this nation at 
the ballot-box. Linvoke Almighty God to give 
you wisdom to save this people from all impend- 
ing thralldom. I would gladly join you in any 
organization that would save our bleeding coun- 
try, but you have none; abolitionism and amalga- 
mationism have swallowed itup. I know of none 
but that of the Democratic party.’ There is no 
other political organization known in heaven, and 
there is none onearth, by which the precious ben- 
efits of the organic law and liberties guarantied to 
us by our fathers can be restored and maintained, 
Let me also say that those men in the South 
who reared the gigantic head of secession upon 
the walls of Fort Sumter and attempted to haul 
down and trail in the dust that proud banner, 
whose glory was destined to wave over the mon- 
archies of the world, violated every obligation 
dear to man and deserve the condemnation ofevery 
patriot, and especially of the Democratic masses, 
whom they, by leaving the Halls of Congress, 
so egregiously and outrageously wronged and 
brought upon them all the banishments, misery, 
and woe which they have since endured, for 
standing by the landmarks of the organic law of 
the land. The Constitution gave them no right 
to secede; they violated their solemn oaths of 
office when they withdrew from the councils of 
the nation, and by force and fraud they carried 
with them the loyal masses of the South, upon 
a charge of oppression which could have been 
easily removed had they staid in the Union. I 
believe the Constitution gives the power to this 
Government to coerce them back. Iam for using 
the strong arm of the Constitution to compel them 
to return, with the sword in one hand and the 
offer to them of every honorable compromise and 
conciliation by the other, without degrading or 
unconstitutional conditions, as the stake is so 
great that no trac lover of his country ought to 
throw one single impediment in the way ofa re- 
construction, Butalas! for my country, itis sink- 
ing under the radical policy of the party in power, 
who are strangling it to death, and driving all 
hopes of reunion from the true patriot’s breast. 
Lam in favor of filling up ourarmies and using 
every measure of wise policy and conciliatory 
statesmanship to bring this sanguinary strife toa 
successful close before national and financial ruin 
shall overtake us; and I now solemnly charge 
that from the day the President’s amnesty edict of 
despotism was announced, the war was no longer 
directed against armed rebellion, but against peo- 
ple, property, and local institutions, for the pur- 
pose of stripping States of all political rights; 
but I prefer to submit to this despotism and fur- 
nish men and money, upon the hope that at the 
election this fall the Republic will be baptized by 
the never-failing waters of Jiberty, and some one 
will be elected President that will listen to the 
warning voice of reason and set at defiance all 
usurpations of power. If we do notgo back to 
the solemn pledges made in the commencement, 
national ruin must be our fate, and we will have 
a consolidated despotism or monarchy built upon 
the ruins of our Republic. Let us use our armies 
to uphold the Constitution, restore the Union, 
break down armed rebellion, temper force with 
mercy, compromise, and conciliation, until we 
bring back the seceded States. Our whole failure 
is chargeable to a lack of statesmanship, and not 
to the wantof the bravery and patriotism of our 
Army, for their valor and bravery have already 
astonished the civilized world. Let us stand by 
our noble defendersin the field, by showing them 
that their blood shall not be spilled except in de- 
fense of our organic Jaw; that their victories are 
to bring peace, and that the dignity and magna- 
nimity of the nation shall be identified with their 
patience, fortitade, and bravery, and the generous | 
and humane policy of Christian warfare interposed | 
for the purpose of restoring a lasting reunion of | 
intercourse and fraternal regard; and that the | 


patriotic memories of this second revolution shall 


cluster around the annals of better days. Let 
the act of treason that would destroy the rights 
of free speech and“deface the proud fabric of hu- 
man liberty be left to the unworthy descend- 
ants of our revolutionary sires, who first fired 
upon their glorious flag. Let us go back to the 
solemn declaration of both Houses of Congress 
and the President of the United States, * that 
this war is not waged in any spirit of oppression 
or for any purpose of conquest or subjugation, 
or purpose of overthrowing or interfering with the 
rights or established institutions in those States; 
but to defend and maintain the supremacy of the 
Constitution and to preserve the Union, with all the 
dignity, equality, and rights of the several States 
unimpaired; and thatas soon as these objects are 
accomplished the war ought to cease.”” 

Under the garb of Commander-in-Chief, impe- 
rial functions are to be performed as arrogantly 
as ever was performed by Cæsar toward the bar- 
barian Gauls. On the Ilth of January last the 
machinery of despotism was set in motion by 
a proclamation from Major General Banks, as- 
suming sovereignty over the State of Louisiana, 
and giving orders for the erection of a new gov- 
ernment for the State, to be molded according to 
the President’s will, not only recreating the State, 
but canceling the constitution and: Jaws that ex- 
isted previous to the rebellion. He says: 

tSo much of the said constitution and laws of Louisiana 
as recognize, regulate, or relate to slavery are hereby de- 
clared to be inoperative and void.” ae 

This is the despotic mandate of a Federal offi- 
cer not acitizen of the State nor entitled to a vote. 
And by another edict he declares that all who will 
not take the President’s amnesty oath and vote 
shall be banished, and their property confiscated, 
although the constitution of Louisiana forbids 
the imposition of a test oath by Federal author- 
ity. To see the nation thus die is so revolting to 
the spiritof republicanism that patriotism shrinks 
from itin despair. 

The party that are libeling and assailing every 
Democrat and trying to destroy our liberties are 
men who openly proclaim that the Constitution 
is a covenant with death and a league with hell; 
that the Union as it was is man-stealing; that the 
insurgent States shall not retarn unless they set 
the dear negro free and comply with conditions 
and degradations at which human nature shud- 
ders; men who crawl and cringe.around the foot- 
stool of despotic power, and falsely putting on 
Union principles asa disguise, have procured for 
themselves offices of official emoluments and na- 
tional trust, and cheated and defrauded honest 
conservative Republicans while they have been 
engaged in their usual avocations to carn their 
daily bread; who, in common with the radical 
secessionists of the South, have been the means 
of overthrowing this greatand glorious Union; 
men whom the people will yet consign to odium 
and oblivion for prostrating the Constitution, 
breaking down the Union, and destroying the 
rights and liberties of the people of America; men 
who have used the fratricidal arm of military des- 
potism, usurpation, and tyranny to strike down 
the liberties of the people and trample upon a 
bleeding and desecrated Constitution, and by their 
acts driven from the land where the bones of 
Washington and Jefferson repose all emotions of 
love, gratitude, and admiration for the old Union; 
men who have cried traitor and copperhead into 
the ears of every man who has invoked the aid 
of a just God in our efforts of compromise to re- 
store national unity and peace; and have by their 
conduct imitated the bloody treason of John 
Brown, who proclaimed from the fatal battlements 
of Virginia the doctrine of one portion of the party 
in power, whose first lust for blood was satiated 
at Harper’s Ferry’s first bloody scene; men who 
have allowed their cowardly and heartless satel- 
lites to fatten upon the wealth coined from the 
blood and misery of the land, and afterwards 
walk boldly and fearlessly among the people they 
have robbed and wronged; who by their legisla- 
tion are inflicting upon the people of the border 
States, who have suffered the most in this con- 
test and shown the noblest and purest patriotism 
under the terrible trials through which they have 
passed, further and deadlier evils at the hands of 
this Government which they are struggling to` 
uphold; men who have closed their eyes to frauds 
which have nearly, in some instances, destroyed 
our armies, and for some minor offense against 
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military law permitted a poor son or father to be | 
sentenced to death; men who have allowed and | 
causéd loyal citizens, some of whom were at the 


wife, to be seized without authority of law and 
dragged to distant prisons, bastiles, and dun- 
geons, and there incarcerated without trial or re- 
dress,and without granting them that which two 
thousand ‘years ago was the birthright of every 
Roman citizen, the right to know the offense with 
which he was charged; men who have dared to 
proclaim in defiance of the Constitution an insult 
to the majesty of the law, and have caused great 
political trade sales to be opened, and intrigue and 
corruption to’ put on their repulsive and despotic 
robes, in which they have caused to be sold the 
offices of the Army and nation, like the board of 
a public auction, to the highest bidder; men whose 
aliment is radicalism and passion, and by their 
conduct, with their allies in the South, arrayed 
State against State, man against man, father 
against son, brother against brother, destroyed 
all feelings of kindness and charity between the 
people of these United States, and from such con- 
taminating approaches caused the proud spirit of 
liberty to flee, and war to silence the voice of dis- 
putants while men are wrestling on fields of blood; 
men who have boldly proclaimed through the 
bloody edict of their President, in violation of the 
organic law, that men are not capable of self-gov- 
ernment, and that nine tenths of the people shall 
be disfranchised and represented by such men as 
the panderers and parasites to despotic rule, to the 
number of one tenth, shall by their votes determ- 
ine; whohave deprived the people from worshiping 
“Almighty God according to the dictates of their 
own conscience, and turned congregations out in 
the streets for refusing to pray for Abraham’s 
‘royal highness, deprived the people of the precious 
rightof suffrage by armed interference at the bal- 
lot-box, and kidnapped and stolen the slaves of 
loyal masters; men who have countenanced and in- 
cited armed soldiers to burn and destroy the presses 
and property of loyal citizens because they were 
Democrats; men who have suspended the writ of 
habeas corpus throughout the whole United States, 
and set the courts of the country at defiance, that 
great writof publicand private liberty which the 
monarchy of England has not suspended in two 
hundred years; men who in their mad efforts to 
achieve power and revolutionize the noble insti- 
tutions bequeathed to us by our fathers have 
drenched the land in fraternal blood, shaken the 
temples of American freedom to their foundations, 
denounced the sacred and fundamental covenants 
of the Constitution, broken in letter and spirit its | 
plainest precepts and vital principles, and pro- 
claimed undying hostility to the Union as it came 
from its framers; men who, by the mock trial of 
drum-head court-martial, have consigned to dun- 
geons and banishments the noblest citizens and 
purest patriots of the land; men who have procured 
to be passed an odious conscription law, which 
places the life of every able-bodied citizen of the 
land in the hands of a one-man kingly power, in | 
derogation of the rights of the States; men who 
have mortgaged the property and resources of the 
whole pedple to a system of unbounded paper 
currency and a reckless and unbridled extrava~ 
gance; men who have violated State rights in the 
partition of the Old Dominion} men who have 
overthrown by proclamations the whole domestic 
institutions and social organism of the States, and 
have openly changed the whole objects of the 
war; men who have draped the land in mourn- 
ing, hurried hundreds of thousands to premature | 
graves, and have brought us to the verge of finan- 
cial and national ruin; men who have established 
a host of spies, common informers, and secret 
police, who are prowling about the land seeking 
whom they may devour; men who have sent | 
among the people great swarms of office-holders | 
inimitation of King George, of England, toward | 
the American colonics, to eat out the substance 
sof the people; men who, in both Houses of Con- 
gress, to a man, voted down the celebrated Crit- 
tenden compromise, which, if passed, would have 
saved the Union and relieved us from this dread- 
ful war; whe at the commencement of this ses- 
sion boldly ignored the divinity of Jesus Christ, 
“in the election of a Chaplain, by a strict party 
vote; who have attempted to make the ‘Treasury 
a mock-auction and Peter Funk shop for the pur- 
pose of buying and selling gold, with a sign over 
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the door that uncurrent funds are boughtand sold 
here; who have established agreat national bank 


| scheme, depriving the States of the power of taxt 
„death-bed of a dear friend and the grave ofa dead jj 


ing millions of capital invested therein; who have 
caused the jewels, the flowers, the diamonds, and 
the laces of the daughters of the public plan- 
derers to turn the night of death to the poor into 


| the gay festive scene, while the patient, sad-eyed 
| daughters of Jabor and suffering have hunger in 


their eyes, their hands worn and hard with cease- 
less labor, their checks wan with care, disap- 
pointment, and despair, in their fierce, relentless, 
unremitting efforts to grasp with their thin frail 
fingers their scanty bread, asking only to be suf- 
fered to keep body and soul together, and save 
enough to keep an aged mother, a helpless father, 
an orphan household of brothers and sisters from 
the wolf of hunger that prowls about the door; 
men who have used the people’s money to buy 
the freedom of the slaves to make them equal 
with the poor white. - 

‘The spirit of the people is too great to weep, 
and their grief too mighty to be uttered, although 
iniquity has been exalted, the Constitution trodden 
under foot, the laws perverted, and the ‘righteous 
and true depressed and banished. ‘This attempted 
expulsion and gagging free speech are great tabla- 
tures of the horrors of tyranny, of the scandal and 
infamy of servitude and debasement. 

in proof of how far human malice or ambition 
is an overmatch for human wisdom, laws and 
constitutions framed by the best and wisest men 
have become the sport and conquest of the worst 
tyrants, Could wise laws have insured the sta- 
bility of a Government, thatof Rome would have 
been immortal, because besides adopting all the 
best institutions of the free States of Greece, her 
principal straggle and employment for some cen- 
turies was the securing of domestic liberty by 
wholesome laws, and for laws and arms she was 
the wonder and glory of the earth; butshe, whose 
force and policy no power could withstand, vot 
even that of Greece or Carthage, fell by the cor- 
ruption, perfidiousness, and violence of her own 
representatives. The only sword that could hurt 
her was her own; with that she trusted Cæsar, 
and with that he turned upon and enshived her. 
Power of itself makes men wanton and cruel, 

The most of the Roman emperors began their 
reigns well, as Nero, Claudius, and Caligula. 
Cesar was generous and humane to affeetation, 
but every passion and every sentiment will yield 
to the ardent last of ‘power, and had it not been 
for his great and acceptable qualities he could not 
have introduced public bondage. The hero and 
the orator hid the usurper, and palliated at least 
the usurpation, ‘The acquiring and exercising of 
power uncoustitutionally is tyranny, and if such 
usurpation is to be countenanced then there is an 
utter end ofall rightand wrong, publicand private, 
and every usurper will be a kmg or emperor, 
and every magistrate will be a lawless tyrant. 
I charge that the destruction of free speech and 
press is a violation of every Ue that can bind the 
humansoul, of oaths, trust,and law; ofeverything 
dear to human kind; of peace, liberty, rights, and 
possessions; but the very sound of the abolition 
of slavery, the superstitious reverence paid to that 
doctrine, its employments, ils victories over the 
rights of the white race and itsgreat usurpations 
are all pompous images that dazzle the eyes and 
givea false luster tothe blackestiniguity, tyranny, 
and despotism, But the severest oppressor can 
never tie the hands of all the oppressed nor place 
chains upon their resentments. The bulwarks of 
liberty have been daily broken down and the peo- 
ple lulled to sleep, until the best acts of radical- 
ism have been but the sunshine of tyranny. Cru- 
elty inspired by hunger is assuaged, but power 
created by usurpation is never satiated and kuows 
no bounds. Government is a sacred thing and 
justly claims all reverence and duty, but in the 
idea of government is implied that of public pro- 
tection and security; but when what was govern- 


' ment ceases, and those who control it become op- 


pressors, and the power is swayed by evil doers 
to the destruction of those who do not agree with 
their policy; when law, liberty, and order are ban- 
ished, property violently seized without constita- 
tional law, and lives wantonly destroyed to en- 
force the doctrines of abolitionism, and iniquity 
and radicalism prevail, itis nolongeragovernment 
of law, but one of despotism and of tyranny, en- 
forced by the kingly idea ofa one-man power. The 


listinted power and the rules of law. 


| French historiansobservethat the worstand weake 
est of their kings were fondest of dominion and 
| power, and their best aud wisest contented with 
i Lewis AL 
i trampled upon the laws of his kingdom and op-- 
| pressed his people, but he died in great misery and 
| terror, and his life, death, and memory were equal- 
ily. detestable; while Henry 1V, who was bern 
| with a soul greatand generous, never violated nor 
distrusted the laws. : 

| ‘I fear that before the people of the South will 
| be subjugated and exterminated, our conduct will 
invoke the interference of the civilized world, or 
cause them to cede the States to some European 
| Power. The governor of Louisiana,in his inau- 
gural address of the 25th of January last, says 
that before they will submit to such terms they 
will, inconventionassembled,withouta dissenting 
voice, cede the State to any European Power, 
Where controlling power is arbitrary, the ops 
| pressed people are aptto think that no change can 
make their condition worse, and will often risk 
civil war to be revenged on the Power, Such was 
the temper of the Romans upon the revolt of 
| Sacrover, who rejoiced init, and in hatred to Ti+ 
berius preferred success to a public enemy. No 
country governed by mere will was ever governed 
well, because passion governs the will, and the 
measure of right and wrong and power without 
the control of law are not safe to be trusted to any 
| man. This power claimed by the party in power’ 
is loo mighty forthe soul of. man, and fit for none 
| but God, who cannot act unwisely or passion- 
ately. To govern by mere will is to govern by 
| violence, and invites the people to the same course 
as did King James, who, paying no attention to 
law, nor the rights of the people, put himself in 
| a posture of war against his subjects, so that when 
they had recourse to arms they used them for 
their own defense. Therefore the least attempt 
upon public liberty is alarming; it willbe repeated 
often; afew repetitions create a habit, and habit 
| will claim prescription and right, as the nature 
of man is such when pablic affairs are once dis- 
concerted, it is almost impossible to restore them 
to their first firmness, because numbers become 
engaged in the corruption and will use all their 
arts and power to support it, and as it grows gen- 
eral and extensive the publie will sometimes es- 
pouse and defend it, of which we have had an ex- 
ample,and the torrent will become so strong as 
to bear down authority itself. History is full of 
instances where great and good men have fallen, 
and drawn down upon themselves a tragical doom, 
| while striving to restore the State, 

Charles V held itto bea greater hanorto be Count 
of Catalonia than Kiug of the Romans, because the 
Catalons were free men and the Romans monk- 
ridden, slaves of despotism aud tyranny. Flad 
such as were champions for the exaltation of 
| Cesar and Augustus foreseen what their race and 
descendants were to suffer under the successors 
i of those usurpers, stooping and groaning under 
| despotic bondage, they would have quenched their 
zeal and been struck with horror. ‘The laws of 
war are claimed to vindicate the subversion of the 
| civil law, aud the holy gospel of peace and love is 
urged in defense of persecution and tyranny until 
we are compelled to observe the strange inversion 
of order and liberty, dignity debased, infamy ex- 
alted, the functions of the Government prostituted, 
the glorious name of America defiled, the orna- 
ments of liberty trampled under foot,and the ad- 
| ministrators of justice corrupted. Rather than 
| support such violations of our organiclaw, | will 
| invoke the charitable Judgment of the civilized 
i; world and let posterity pronounce the calm vers 
| dict of a not far distant future upon my integrity 
| in dissenting from the blind injustice of partisan 
| rage, and that posterity will judge those who now 
| have their Praetorian guards, and pervert the laws, 
and through the vile breath of informers make 
i 


1 


charges of treason against the Democracy of the 
i North and border States, as sanguinary tyrants 
! and oppressors of liberty and humanity. 

i. [Here the hammer feil.] 

Mr. ROGERS, l ask further time, 

i 


There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS.” We were told by General 
Burnside, in his answer in the habeas corpus case 
of Hon. C. L. Vallandigham, that the Army 


i could not be induced to assist in the overthrow of 
i the Government and Jaws. That they are noble 
! and tree I well know, but history informs us that 
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C#omwell’s conquest of his country was made by 
troops the most sober and best disciplined that the 
world had then seen, and that with the best of all 
the Roman armies Cæsar established. himself ty- 
rant upon the throne. - 

The honor and oaths of men cannot be trusted 
where it is in their power to control millions of 

eople. Henry HL signed, sealed, and solemn- 
y swore to observe the great charter with many 
terrible execrations upon himself if he broke it. 
Yet he violated his oath and bid open defiance to 
all oaths, all charters: and laws, had recourse to 
avowed-oppression, but gained: nothing in the end 
but the just recompense of such enormous meas- 
ares, shame, scorn, and: beggary. It shows that 
power is a brutal and hideous thing when not 
tempered by reason and law. It is enough to 
mortify.and grieve any candid man or woman who 
wishes well to humanity to see this great nation 
die, its liberties overthrown, human nature so pit- 
ifully debased, and human understanding so fa- 
- natical. I give warning to those who have violated 
their solemn obligations and destroyed our liber- 
ties and laws that we intend to be freemen in spite 
of their wicked attempts to enslave us. 

We are.told by the gentleman from Kentucky 
{Mr. Saari] that the South shall be exterminated 
and peopled with better people, and their lands 
sold to. pay the expenses of the war; but! inform 
those who advocate that doctrine that the Ro- 
mans found more opposition from the little free 
State of the Samnites tha» from all the absolute 
princes in the world. Such is the mighty differ- 
ence. between freemen and slaves, and between 
men who act for themselves and nen who breathe 
and act at the mere mercy of another. The Lace- 
deemonians andRomans for many ages, on account 
of their inviolable attachment and support of their 
constitutions, were so remarkable, enlightened, 
prosperous, and happy; and it was through the 
violation of the organic law and the decay of na- 
tional integrity that Athens was near being de- 
astroyed in the Peloponnesian war. This resolu- 
tion of expulsion and programme of this party are 
made up of causes similar to those that oceasioned 
those Jong and desperate civil wars which almost 
destroyed the great and powerful kingdom of 
France. [tis private ambition carried on under 
public pretenses. The preservation of the Union 
is the outward appearance and pretension, but 
the selfish attachinents of the abolition fanatics 
to the higher law is the secret spring that pro- 
duces their pernicious edicts and despotic acts 
‘which are weakening and impoverishing the na- 
tion and debauching the nobler principles of the hu- 
man mind and thus sacrificing the interests and 
the very being of the nation to the low, narrow, 
and ambitious designs of furious factions, ‘and if 
sanctioned by the people at our coming election 
must sap the vitals of our political existence and 
crumble this glorious fabricin.the dust. Isit con- 
ceivable that such gross violations of the organic 
law, apparent to the common understanding of 
all mankind, shall be suffered to be enforced un- 
questioned and reccive that honor and confidence 
which their authors in the zenith of their good 
fame had placed upon them by the esteem of their 
countrymen? Will the assembled people of the 
land receive with calmness and indifference the 
fiats of usurpation until the mighty strides of des- 
potism shall overwhelm them, and see the lives 
and fortunes of millions, and the safety of pres- 
ent and future ages jeopardized, or will they go 
to the ballot-box and redeem their country from 
all impending tyranny ? 

if this usurpation of the Constitution be not 
stopped it will lead to the debauchment of our 
Army, the plunder and devastation of our lands, 
homes, and firesides, the irredeemable dissolution 
of our Union, and, I fear, an interminable civil 
war among the people of the North. Let us re- 
deem thecountry at the ballot-box and vote from 
power those who are forging chains to fasten us 
to the car of the abolition Juggernaut, and by bal- 
lota repel that despotism which would wrest the 
inestimable gem of liberty from us, Let us no 
longer give ear to the siren voice of pseudo-phi- 
lanthropy. Itis a cursed delusion, adopted by 
fanatics and recommended by sycophants. 

The Athenians ruined their State by a madand 
expensive war upon Sicily, they having such an 
ambition of conquering her that they refused all 
offers of compromise, the result of which was that 
they exposed themselves to the attacks of the 


Lacedemonians, to the revolt of their own sub- 
jects, to domestic disorders, and the change of 
their Government, and were at last conquered 
entirely by Lysander, the States subject to them 
get at liberty, and themselves subjected to the 
dominion of thirty tyrants, so that they never 
after recovered their former glory. The Lace- 
demonians afterwards fell into the same folly and 
met the same kind of a fate. By lording over 
Greece they drew upon themsclvesa combination 
of Greek Cities, which together, especially the 
Thebans under the famous Epaminondas, de- 
spoiled them of their authority soon after their 
triumph over Athens. ‘The Muscovite, by falling 
upon the King of Sweden, roused a tempest that 
came near overturning his throne, and by refus- 
ing the most honorable terms of peace, and urg- 
ing his revenge, taught his enemies that bravery 


and discipline which nothing could teach them: 


before, and he had his own brave army routed 
by forces he despised; he was driven from his 
dominionsa fugitive in a country of infidels, and 
his provinces were cantoned out among his ene- 
mies, who before had offered to compound with 
him for a moiety of.their own dominions. 

It only proves how foolish is the reasoning of 
passion, and that it leads men to throw away 
strength to gain weakness. If this Union-can be 


| restored by an honorable compromise it will be 


no ordinary triumph, and those who have been 
the means of bringing it about will be proud to 
claim the glory. ‘Ihe flashing eye of liberty will 
then glance from the upturned face of despotism 
and disunion to the scenes of thase heroic achieve- 
ments which the spirits of our revolutionary sires, 
at the commencement of this contest, invoked us 
to emulate, and instead of beholding the equality 
and mixture of the white and black race in one 
common blood, will look beyond the gulf of nb- 
olition and the plains of amalgamation to the tow- 
ering columus of the Constitution, whose base 
broke the waves of radicalism, and saved the na- 
tion in its dying agonies. We must not forget 
that the land of Attica, whose sword shook and 
whose civilization conquered the world, had the 
superficial arca and about one third the agricul- 
tural productiveness of a moderate-sized count 
in the State of New Jersey; and I warn the aboli- 
tionists of this land that, though they may be 
the greatest congucrors that ever trod the earth, 
they can never amalgamate the white and black 
races; and ifabolitionism and amalgamation are to 
be conditions toa restoration of the Union, (which 
both clearly are to the abolitionists, and the one 
is expressly made so by the amnesty proclama- 
tion,) the Union will never be restored, and those 
who are now such conditional Union men will 
meet the same disapprobation of the civilized 
world that Napoleon did for bis wanton rage upon 
the rights of God and man; and although he was 
the Gallic Cæsar who led his armies over shat- 
tered kingdoms, whose armed power shook the 
world, decimated Europe, caused millions of man- 
kind to perish, until there was scarcely a habita- 
tion, from the polar seas to the Mediterranean, 
where the voice of lamentation was not heard 
over slaughtered kindred to swell the conqueror’s 
strength and glory, yet France fell back to her 
ancient limits, and Napoleon died a repining cap- 
tive upon a rock of the ocean; and while Napo- 
leon was refusing all overtures of peace and char- 
ity, one of the fathers of Democracy on this side 
of the ocean was seeking to aggrandize his coun- 
try by conciliation, compromise, and peace. He 
used no armies, shed not a drop of human blood, 
caused not a tear of human woe, and without im- 
posing a single act of despotism upon his people, 
and with the hounds of consolidationism and war 
lapping at the life blood of the nation, and advocat- 
ing precisel ythe same doctrines that are now ad vo- 
cated by the party in power, he acquired by com- 
promise permanenily for his country more fertile 
domains than the sway of Napoleon ever owned 
or the glory of his plume ever floated over. The 
advocates of compromise and peace were then 
met by a party who used the same arguments that 
are now used, that it was dishonorable to offer 
terms of peace to a determined foe, and that the 
dignity of the nation required war, who leaped 
from oue inconsistency to another; acrid, pharisa- 
ical, and controlled by aselfish partisanship, they 
resisted the settlement, acquisition, and compre- 
mise desperately to the last. 


Those who haveand do advocate an honorable 


compromise will not have their souls steeped in 
the blood of those who have and will yet be 
slain for want of it, and the spirits of the gallant 
officers and soldiers who have been sent te an un- 
timely grave have borne to the bar of divine jus- 
tice no accusations against them. I shall nothes- 
itate to advocate an honorable compromise, based 
solely upon a restoration of the Union, nor hesi- 
tate or swerve from the great purposes and true 
interests of the country, notwithstanding the 
yelpings, howlings, and snarlings of the hungry 
pack who are living upon the blood and misery. 
of the-land, and hunting down every man who 
dares develop their purposes, because, when i 
reflect upon the awful and solemn events which 
surround us, I can but weep for the unity and lib- 
erties of my country, and 1, in these once sacred 
Halls of Congress, raise my humble voice and call 
upon every man, woman, and child in this land 
and entreat them to advocate some reasonable 
compromise before our country’s doom shall be 
forever sealed. My soul sickens at the radi- 
calism and fanaticism of the age, unnecessarily 
squandering away our resources, wasting our pub- 
lic treasure, and spilling the people’s blood. An 
honorable compromise will snatch from the rude 
hand of usurpation the violated Constitution of 
our country; it will preserve that instrument in 
form, substance, and spirit, a precious inheritance 
for gencrations to come; and as the furnaces of 
Egypt lighted Israel to the land of Canaan, and 
Moses by divine command led the children of Is- 
racl out of the house of bondage through the Red 
sea into the land of liberty, so will the spirit of 
conciliation and compromise lead us to the enjoy- 
ment of liberty and a united Union. 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, I rise to de- 
mand the previous question; but, sir, I under- 
stand that a point of order has been before made 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr. Ex- 
privee.) If I can surrender the floor for the de- 


„cision of that point of order I will do so. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Lask the gentleman from 
Indiana to hear me for a moment before he calls 
for the previous question, 

Mr. COLFAX. 1 will hear what the gentle- 
man has to say. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I only desire to say to 
the gentleman from Indiana that there are three 
or four gentlemen on this side. of the House who 
desire to express their views on the subject. 
They feel that it is an unusual thing for gentle- 
men to be called on to exercise the plenary power . 
of the House without expressing their views on 
the particular case in which itisinvoked. ‘They 
think it is a very hard thing, when the question 
involves free speech, that the power of the pre- 
vious question should be brought to bear to prevent 
the exercise of free speech on the question. ‘There 
is no disposition, as the gentleman well knows, 
unnecessarily to prolong the debate or to stray 
into matters not connected with the pending prop- 
osition. I feel it to be the best plan for the gen- 
tleman to adopt, as the most in consonance with 
the feelings of the Elouse and justice, to allow the 
debate to go on until these gentlemen have been 
heard. . : 

Mr. COLFAX. If I consulted my own feel- 
ings I would yield to the request made by the 
gentleman from Ohio; but my duty to the public 
business and to the public interest compels me to 
insist on my demand for the previous question. 
This debate bas run toa length that every gen- 
tleman must be satisfied has been fair and ample. 
It has extended from Saturday morning last up 
to this time. 1 was asked by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House to call for the previous 
question on this question on last Tuesday; but L 
was anxious to give as large an opportunity for 
discussion as could be fairly asked. f have al- 
ready subjected myself to the censure of the pa- 
pers,and perhaps fought to have called for the 
previous question on Tuesday evening last. It 
was debated all day on Tuesday, and ‘Tuesday 
night, and Tuesday afternoon I gave notice thay 
I should ask the House, at half past twelve o’clock 
to-day, to second the demand for the previous 

uesuion, 

If this debate be allowed to be further continued 
we do not know whereitistostop. I understand 
there are fifteen members whose names are upon - 
the list asking to speak, How many more will 
feel it to be their duty to be heard if the previous 
question isnot moved Icannottell. Sometwenty- 
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five or twenty-six speeches have been made al- 
ready on the subject,and I feel compelled as a 
duty to the House to call for the previous question. 

As I have already stated, this debate presents a 
strong contrast to the proceedings in this House 
on the case of Ifon. Joshua R., Giddings, from the 
same State as the gentleman who has made this re- 
quest. He was censured by the House, which he 
considered as equivalent toexpelling him. That 
was done without debate. This debate has been 
prolonged until it may be considered ample. 

Mr. PENDLETON, Idesireto make two sug- 
gestions. 

Mr. COLFAX. T will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will make two sug- 
gestions. The necessity for prolonging this de- 
bate does not proceed from this side of the House. 
The subject was not introduced here by them. 
‘Phe next consideration is this: since this debate 
has been commenced this side has not yet moved 
an adjournment or to takea recess. We have been 
willing to sit here so long as the majority of the 
House were willing to let debate go on. Weare 
willing to do it now, and to continue it as many 
hours as the House may think fit. 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman has made two 
statemenis and two mistakes, He says this ac- 
tion did not originate from that side of the House. 
I think it did, and I shall prove itwhen I come to 
make my speech. ` 

In the second place, he says that no gentleman 
on that side of the House has moved an adjourn- 
ment or a recess. I think my colleague [Mr. 
Houtman] did, and if I consulted the Journals 1 
might find other instances. 

E will state that 1 understand that on Tuesday 
night, at a quarter past eleven o’clock, the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, who has just spoken, ob- 


tuined the floor, but declined to go on at that 


hour, and yielded the floor to my colleague from 
the Lawrenceburg district, [Mr. Houman,] who 
moved that the House adjourn until Thursday. 
In that manner the debate was arrested at a quar- 
ter past eleven o'clock. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to say that I 
stand corrected as tu the latter part of my remark. 
The gentleman from Indiana is right and 1 am 
wrong, 

Mr. COLFAX. 
accede gracefully. 

Mr. ROSS. [ask the gentleman from Indiana 
to yield to me. 

Mr. COLFAX. I feel compelled—not out of 
any discourtesy to the gentieman—to ask the 
House to second the previous question now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is 
first upon the appeal of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Exvpriper] from the decision of the 
Chair made on ‘Tuesday last. 

Mr. ROSS. ] appeal tothe gentleman from In- 
diana to allow me to make a suggestion. 

Mr. COLFAX. Iam compelled to decline. 

Mr. ROSS. Lknow the suggestion will accord 
with the views of the gentleman. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will hear it, then. 

Mr. ROSS. My suggestion is that we are losing 
nothing by this discussion, The Speaker has 
seen fit to remark that we are losing time which 
ought to be devoted to public business. Now, I 
think we are gaining time by this discussion. The 
public business will not be retarded by the con- 
tinuance of this discussion, These speeches will 
have to be made sometime during the session. 
Our constituents expect them at our hands. 

Mr. COLFAX. The suggestion does not ac- 
cord with my views. Ithoughtit would not, and 
therefore I decline to yield any further. 

Mr. NORTON, I desire to appeal to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. COLFAX. I will hear the gentleman’s 
suggestion. 

Mr. NORTON. Trose before the gentleman 
from Indiana answered the gentleman from Hii- 
nois, [Mr. Ross,] to ask from him the courtesy 
of allowing me a few moments. I have not oc- 
cupied the time of the House one half hour dur- 
ing the whole session in the way of debate. I 
have desired to express my views briefly upon 
the question before the House. It is an import- 
ant question, and J have to record my vote on it. 
I have tried to get the floor. Now, what I pro- 
posed to ask the gentleman from Indiana, before 
he declined to yield the floor to the gentleman 
from IHinois, [Mr. Ross,] was to yield.to me a 


I knew the gentleman would 


short time before he calls the previous 
to express my views upon the subject. 
Mr. COLFAX. I amatfraid that my character 
for veracity will suffer in the House if 1 do not 
comply with the terms I made with the House 
on Tuesday. Iam reluctantly compelled to de- 
cline, and to say tomy friend that if he had seen 


have spoken to the present oceupant of the chair, 


make his speech. 

Mr. NORTON. r 
day and unable to leave the house, and it is for 
that reason that F appeal to the gentleman from 
Indiana now. i 

Mr. COX. I desire to correct one remark 

Mr. COLFAX. No corrections; excuse me. 
Twill take back anything I have said rather than 
have any words with the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. COX. [do not wantthe gentleman to take 
back anything. 

Mr. HARRIS. Irise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. One point of 
order is already pending. ‘he gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Corax] moved a certain pream- 
ble and resolution; the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BroomaLL] moved to amend the pre- 
amble and resolution by siriking ont and inserting; 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ELpRIDGE] 
raised the point of order that the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was not in order. 
The Chair overruled the point of order, and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin appealed from that 
decision. The question now before the Fouse is, 
“Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 

ment of the House?” and upon that the yeas and 
| Days are demanded. 

Mr. COX. [call for the reading of the rules 
pertinent to this subject. 

The Clerk read rules 61 and 62, as follows: 

«sl. Ifany member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress 
the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member 
way, call to order; in which case the member so culled to. 
order shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to ex~ 
Main; and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the 
ease, but without debate : if there be no appeal, the deeision 
of the Chairshall be submitted to. If the decision be in 
favor of the member called to order, he shalt be at liberty 
to proceed; if otherwise, he shall not be permitted to pro- 
ceed, in case any member object, without leave of the 
fiouse ; and if the case require it, he shall be liable to the 
censure of the House. . 

«62, Ifa member be called to order for words spoken in 
debate, the person calling him to order shalt repeat the 
words. excepted to, and they shall be taken down in writing 
at the Clerk’s table; aud no member shall be held to an- 
swer, or be subject to the censure of the House, tor words 
spoken in debate if any other member has spoken, or other 
business has intervened, after the words spoken, and be~ 
fore exception to them shall have been taken.” 


Mr. COX. Will it be in order to ask the ques- 
tion whether the proceedings of this House show 


ing of the gentleman and the taking down the 
language and the introduction of the resolution of 
censure? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
| ruled the point of order, on the ground that it 
was not governed by the 62d rule. The resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvaniais based 
on the ground of the declarations of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, of the second district, made in 


New York. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. g 
the publication in New York, as I understand the 
Speaker. ` 

Mr. COX. The Speaker held that the rule did 
not cover the case, as I understood him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. ITwish to ask one question 
of the Speaker. Isthere any evidence before the 
House that the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Lone] 
caused the publication of his speech ina New 
York paper? a 

Mr. BROOMALL. There is such evidence 
when that question comes up. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. ‘That is the question now. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. That is not a 
question for the Chair to answer. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 66; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alicy, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
ley, John Ð. Batdwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Bout- 
wel, Boyd, Broomall, Wiliam G. Brown, Ambrose W. 
Clark, Cobb, Cole, Cresweil, Dawes, Deming, Driggs, Du- 
mont, Eckley, Farnsworth, Frank, Garfield, Guoch, Grin- 
! nell, iligby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, 


fit on entering upon this debate last Saturday: to | 


> rtuni ince to | l 
he would have had an opportunity long since j| Chanter, Clay, Coffroth, Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, 


I was sick in bed on Satur- £ 


that business did not intervene between the speak- i: 


The Chair over- |] 


the national Capitol and published in the city of | 


Itis upon the ground of || 


ctl 
question i 


Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Long- 
year, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, MeIndoe,. Samuel F. 
Miller, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard: My- 
ers, Norton, Charles ONeill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Alexander H. 
Rice, John H. Rice, Shannon, Sloan, Smith, Smithers, 
Spalding, Starr, Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, Wiliam B. Washburn, Webster, 
Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, Wood- 
bridge, and Yeaman—79. ` : 
NAYS—Messrs, James C. Allen, William J. Alen, An- 
cona, Baily, Augustus C. Baldwin, Bliss, James S. Brown, 


Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Ganson, Grider, Hall, Harding, 
Darrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hutéh> 
ins, Philip Johnson, William Jobnson, Kalbfleiseh, Kernan, 
King, Kuapp, Law, Lazear, Malory, Marcy, McDowell, 
McKinney, James k. Morris, Neison, Noble, Qdell,. John 
O'Neill, Pendieton, Perry, Pruyn, Radford, Samuct J, Ran- 
dail, Robinson, Rogers, James S. Rollins, Ross, Scott, 
Stebbins, Jobn B. Steele, William G. Steele, Strouse, 
Stuart, Sweat, Voorbees, Ward, Wheeler, Chilton A. 
White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, and Fernando Wood 
—66. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained as 
the judgment of the House. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. FENTON stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Wapsworrn, but that if he had beenatlib- 
erty to vote he would have veted in the afirma- 
tive. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa, stated that he was 
paired upon all these questions with Mr. Mib- 
DLETON. : 

Mr. WINDOM stated that his colleague, Mr. 
DonnELLY, was confined to his room by sick- 
ness, : 

The result of the vote was announced asabove 
recorded. i 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, as the amend- 
ment moved by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BroomaLL] will accomplish the same 
purpose as my original resolation, registering 
the solemn condemnation of the Flouse of the 
gentleman from Ohio’s views, and as it isevident 
that gentleman upon the other side of the House 


| will not vote for the resolution of expulsion, [ 


accept the amendment and demand the previous 
question on the resolution as thus modified. I 
doit with the understanding that although Ihave 
the right, after the previous question shall be 
sustained, to close the debate, the gentleman from 
Ohio who is named in the resolution shall have 
an hour to reply tome; and if he shall make any 
remarks of a personal character in his reply to 
me I shall ask to be allowed to reply to him. 

Mr. COX. I move to lay the resolation upon 
the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Corrax,] who offered the 
original resolution, is entitled to the floor 

Mr. COLFAX. This is rather an extraordi- 
nary time for the gentleman from Ohio to pro- 
pose to move to lay the resolution upon the table, 
as that would cut off my right to close the debate. 

Mr. COX. Ido notintend to cut off my friend’s 
right to close the debate. 

Mr. COLFAX. That would be the cffect of 
the gentleman’s motion. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw it, then; but I give no- 
tice that at the proper time 1 will make that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. F rise to a point 
of order. I desire to know whether it is compe- 
tent for the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cor- 
rax] to modify his resolution at this stage of the 
discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of 
opinion that the gentleman from Indiana has a 


| right to modify his resolution. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Then I desire-to 
say thatif the previous question be not sustained I 
shall renew at the first opportunity the original 
proposition, and shall ask to have a vote on the 
question of expulsion. f 

Mr, COX called for tellers on the previous ques- 
tion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cox and 
CoLFax were appointed. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported— 
ayes 76, noes 71. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN called for the ycas and nays 
on ordering the main question. : 

Mr. COLFAX, As gentlemen are going to 
cause delay by voting by the yeas and nays, | be- 
lieve 1 will proceed with my remarks now. 


Mr. COX. We do not desire to cause delay, 
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but it is important, in the interest of free speech, 
to have.a vote on closing debate. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

“The question was iaken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 75, nays 71; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Anderson, Ashley, John 
D: Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Boyd, Broomall, 
‘Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Dawes, Deming, 
Driggs, Dumont, Bekley, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, 
Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Jolin H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Ju- 

_ Han, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, 
Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, McIndoe, 
Samuel F. Miller, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, 
Leonard Myers, Odell, Charles ONeill, Orth, Patterson, 
Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Alex- 
ander H. Rice, John IT. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, 
Shannon, Sloan, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Stebbins, John 
B. Steele, Stevens, Thayer, Thomas, Upson, Van Valken- 
burgh, William B. Washburn, Webster, Wilder, Wilson, 
Windom, and Woodbridge—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Baily, Augustus C., Baldwin, Bliss, Boutwell, James 
S. Brown, Willian G. Brown, Chanter, Clay, Coffroth, 
Cox, Cravens, Henry Winter Davis, Dawson, Denison, 
Eden, Eldridge, Farnsworth, Finck, Ganson, Grider, Hali, 
Harding, Harrington, Benjamin G, Harris, Herrick, Hol- 
man, Hutchins, Philip Johuson, William Johnson, Kalb- 
fleisch; Kernan, King, Law, Lazear, Mallory, Marcy, 
McDowell, McKinney, James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, 
Noble, Norton, John O'Neill, Pendleton, Pruyn, Radford, 
Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, James S. Rollins, 
Rass, Scott, William G. Steele, Strouse, Stuart, ‘Tracy, 
Voorhees, Ward, Elihu B. Washburne, Whaley, Wheeler, 
Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Williams, Winfield, 
Fernando Wood, and Yeaman—71. 

So the main question was ordered to be now 
put. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. FENTON stated that. he had paired off 
with Mr. WanswortH. 

Mr. HOOPER stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Exior, bad been called from the House and had 
paired off with Mr. Mc ALLISTER. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. COLFAX. ‘Where are we??? was the 
emphatic question propounded by the eloquent 
gentleman from the first district of Ohio, [Mr. 
Penpueron,] on Tuesday last. I answer him, 
we are in the Capitol of our nation. We are in 
the Hall where assembles the Congress of this 
Republic, which, thank God, in spite of conspir- 
acy and treason, still lives; in spite of enemies 
open and covert, within and without our lines, 
with and without arms in their hands, still lives, 
and which, thanks to our gallant defenders in the 
field, will live as long as time shall last. ** Where 
are we??? said be. 1 will answer him in the lan- 
guage of his colleague, [Mr. Lone, ] whose speech 
is under review: 

“From the day on which the conflict began up to the 
present hour, the confederate army has not been forced be- 
yond the sound of their guns from the dome of the Capitol 
in which we are assembled. ‘The city of Washington is 
to-day, as it has been for three years, guarded by Federat 
troops in all the forts and fortifications with which it is 
surrounded, to prevent an attack from the enemy.” 

And yet, sir, while we are thus placed ‘in this 
fearful hour of the country’s peril,” asthe gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Lona] says in the opening 
paragraph of his speech; while the scales of na- 
tional life and death are trembling in the balance, 
while our veterans are in the front seeking to 
save the life of the country, and willing to seal 
their fidelity if need be with their hearts’ blood, 
with the enemy almost at the very gates of your 
capital, at such a time as this the gentleman from 
the second district of Obio rises in his seat and 
declares that our Governmentis dead; nay, more, 
that itis destroyed; and then, having thus con- 
rigned it to death. and destruction, he avows 
boldly that he prefers to recognize the nationality 
of the confederacy of the traitors which has caused 
this alleged death of the Republic to any other 
alternative that remains. : 

It was on that account that I felt it my duty to 
bring this resolution before the House. The gen- 

_tleman from Ohio would lower the banner of 
beauty and glory that floats above us to-day, be- 
tokening that the Congress of the United States is 
in session; he would pluck from the brilliant gal- 
axy that glitters in its azure field eleven of its 
stars; he would allow in that diplomatic gallery 
some Mason, some Wigfall, or Beauregard, as 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary 
from a foreign nation planted, over the graves of 
our murdered sons and brothers, upon soil that 
belongs to the United States. Nay, more than 
that, he would allow the heights of Arlington to 
frown with hostile batteries, menacing our delib- 
erations as we sit here in the Capitol. 

The gentleman’s colleague from the Columbus 


i gress for the 


district, [Mr. Cox,] on Saturday last, said my. 
course was ‘‘extraordinary,”? and that remark 
seemed to be the key-note of most of the speeches 
that followed from that side of the House. But 
there isa parallel and a justification. . I call the 
gentleman from Ohio himself to the stand. On 
last Saturday he rose in his place and said, allud- 
ing to his colleague, [Mr. Lone:] 

« He did not speak for his Democratic colleagues. They 
met this morning in caucus for the purpose of disavowing 
any such sentiments as those which are attributed to him. 
‘They have authorized me so to declare to this House, in 
justice to them and their constituencies.” , | 

Sir, it was “extraordinary”? when a speech had 
been delivered here—nay, it was unprecedented — 
for the colleagues of the gentleman who delivered 
it, of his own political faith, to regard it as their 
duty to their party to hold a caucus and authorize 
one of their number solemnly to disavow and re- 
pudiate it upon this floor. If thatcan be done for 
the interests of party, should I he criticised for 
asking this Efouse to condemn itsolemnly to save 
the country and the country’s cause from its dele- | 
terious effects? Is the country to be cared for less 
than the interests of party? 

Mr. PENDLETON rose. 

Mr. COLFAX. Icannot yield unless my time 
can be extended, for I ovly have an hour to an- 
swer the speeches on the other side, and to analyze 
the speech now under review. But I do not wish 
to decline to yicld if the gentleman says that I have 
made a misstatement of his position. 

Mr. PENDLETON. lask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a moment to correct a mistake, 

Mr. COLFAX. I yield for that purpose, though 
anxious for all my time. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I only wantto say that 
my colleague did not speak in my behalf in mak- 
ing that statement, and, so faras | know, there was 
no caucus of the Ohio delegation, 

Mr. COLFAX. I quoted from the Globe. 

Mr. COX. Lask to say a word, 

Mr. COLFAX. 1 will yield if the House will 
agree to extend my time. [Cries of “Agreed!” 
“Agreed!” from the Democratic side of the 
House.] 

Mr. COLFAX. Iwill yield, then, of course. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. COLFAX. I mustproceced, then, without 
interruption. 

The gentlemen on the other side, every onc, 
indeed, who have referred to it atall, have been 
kind enough to speak of my impartiality as the 
Presiding Officer of the House. [thank them for 
this testimonial, which I have endeavored to de- 
serve. But at the same time most of them have 
expressed “ regret” that 1 leftthe Speaker’s chair 
and came down upon the floor of the House. I 
have, however, no regret; noteven denunciations 
of the press, nor the strictures of members upon 
this floor, to which I have listened in respectful 
silence without interrupting them, have caused 
me a moment’s regret. I did itin the perform- 
ance of what seemed to me an imperative duty, 
from conscientious conviction, and from no per- 
sonal unkindness toward the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Lone.] Ihave no personal unkindness 
toward. him or any human being who lives upon 
the earth. And if it had been understood when, 
as a Representative from the ninth congressional 
district of Indiana, your kindness and confidence 
placed me in the Speaker *s chair, I was togo there 
fettered and- tongue-tied, and to leave the people 
of that district disfranchised, that for all time to 
come during this Congress I should not speak 
for my country, [ should have thanked you for 
your election, but would have rejected and spurned 
the commission. 

I stand upon this floor to-day by no “ conde- 
scension”’ from that responsible position, No, 
sir. In that chair Lam the servant of the House 
to administer its rules, but on this floor the equal 
of any other member, no more, no less. H 

Duty is often unpleasant, sometimes distasteful 
and repulsive; but, sir, the man who will not fear- 
lessly discharge his duty is not fitto be in pub- | 
lic life. If my brother, under the solemnity of 
the stringent oath taken by members of this Con- | 
first time since its enactment, had 
made this speech which now lies before me, I 


t . 
would have done the same toward him as toward 


the gentleman from Ohio, not that I loved him 


less, but my country more. As I stated in the 
opening of this debate, if the House did not re- 


buke and condemn this sentiment, you would have 
no right to complain of foreign countries recog- 
nizing this rebel confederacy, which the gentle- 
man from Ohio was willing to recognize. Nay, 
more, if this was the support which you gave to 
the soldiers whom you have sent to the field, if 
this was the aid and comfort you gave them they 
would have the right to turn upon us, and say, 
“ You called us forth to fight the battles of the 
Union, while you in the Capitol allow men to make 
speeches which will be quoted with joy in the con- 
federate congress, which willstrengthen the arms 
and sinews of the men we have to meet in battle 
array, while they paralyze and discourage us.” 
~The gentleman from Wisconsin {Mr. Ero- 
RIDGE] the other day appeared to doubt my state- 
ment thatthis resolution was introduced upon my 
own responsibility, and said he could not but be- 
lieve there had been some consultation, I repeat 
the statement that I conferred with no member. 
Knowing it was a grave responsibility to assume 
I proposed to take italone. The only member of 
this House to whom I stated my intention was 
the gentleman who now occupies the chair as 
Speakerpro tempore, [Mr. Rouiins, of New Hamp- 
shire,] who was notified but five minutes before 
twelve o’clock that day that I intended to occupy 
the floor. Not even the gentleman from. Iowa, 
(Mr. GRINNELL,}] who moved that day to dispense 
with the reading of the Journal, which has been 
regarded on the other side as part of the arrange- 
ment, knew anything about it; and he will. bear 
witness to it. 
Mr. GRINNELL. I knew nothing of it. 
Mr. COLFAX. But 1 did consult with one 
life-long friend, and after telling him my purpose 
he said, “ Do you not know you will make your- 
self the target of attack??? “I told him, yes, I 
had counted the cost, and was willing to be made 
the target of attack for the sake òf my country 
and for the sake of the thousands of my constit- 
uents who have gone into the terrible arena of 


| struggle on the battle-field, and who now them- 


selves are the target of attack for the sake of the 
country they love. I would have done it had I 
lost thereby the honorable privilege of occupying 
that chair to which your partiality elevated me, 
or if it had driven me into private life, because it 
was my duty to do it. 

On Saturday morning, after the reading of the 
Journal was dispensed with, E rested a moment, 
as may be remembered, and it- was to. sce if any 
other member would offer the resolution—for I 
would have been glad to have seen it come from 
the other side of the House—but as none did, I 
took my place upon the floor as a member and 
offered it. ‘ 

I desire before proceeding to analyze this speech 
of the gentleman from Ohio, in which its exact 
language shall be quoted, to review rapidly a few 
personal remarks which have fallen from gentle- 
men upon the other side of the House. 

The gentleman from Ohio, from the Columbus 
district, [Mr. Cox,] was pleased to speal—al- 
though he bore testimony to my fairness—of my 
“condescending” to come down from that chair 
to offer this resolution. But there is an illustrious 
example in one whose shoe-latchet I may not be 
worthy to unlooge; and who in times gone by,in 
times of war, filled that seat. [allude to him, * of 
lion heart and eagle eye,” whose name is closely 
associated with a large part of our past history, 
and who during our last war with Great Britain, 
when he represented the Lexington district of 
Kentucky and was Speaker of this House, came 
down from that chair, and frequently upon this 
floor entered into the debates of this House, | 
have looked at the history of those times, for I 
desired to protect myself against any charges of 
departing from the privileges of this body. 

Mr. MALLORY rose. - 

Mr. COLFAX. I cannot yield unless my time 
is to be extended. 

[Cries of “Agreed. ”] 

Mr. MALLORY. ‘The gentleman I suppose 
will not object to my relating in detail an event 
inthe history of our country, when Mr.Clay, who 
in 1812 was Speaker of this House, descended 
from bis place as Speaker to the floor to reply to 
remarks made by Josiah Quincy, of Massachu- 
setts. I wish to®observe to the gentleman from 
Indiana that those remarks were very intemperate, 
I will not say treasonable, because, deeming there 


is no treason in this case at all, comparisons 
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could not be instituted between the two, but the 
remarks made by Mr. Quincy were very objec- 
tionable, and Mr. Clay descended from the chair 
to reply to those remarks, but not to move a res- 
olution. i 

Mr. COLFAX. My friend from Kentucky 
isa much abiler and older man than myself; but 
he is not quite as well posted in the history of 
that Congress as I happen to be at this time. 
That distinguished man whose history is the his- 
tory of the nation came down from the Speaker’s 
chair during the Congress of 1812-13, nine dif- 
ferent times to make speeches, and at the next 
session made six speeches more. 

Mr. MALLORY. Did he ever move to expel 
a member? 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman will have his 
portion in due season, if he will allow me to get 
through with my remarks, Mr. Clay came down 
from thechair and made nine different speeches at 
one session, and six more at the next; and if the 
gentleman doubts it, let him go to that library and 
he will find it is so. They were on the side of 
his country, and in those speeches he did not 
hesitate about words. He used words which | 
shall not copy to-day. 

Mr. DAWES. If my friend from Indiana 
proposes to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Marrory] to state what language of the ven- 
erable Josiah Quincy he feels justified in com- 
paring to the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Lone,] | have nothing to say. But unless 
he does that, I think it is due to the character of 
that distinguished gentleman that the member 
from Kentucky be called upon to state what lan- 
guage of Hon. Josiah Quincy, then a Repre- 
sentative upon this floor, justifies him in making 
the remarks he has made, 

Mr. MALLORY. Will my friend from Indi- 

- ana yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. COLFAX. I will just this once; but am 
anxious for my full hour. [Cries of “ Agreed t”? 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not recollect the pre- 
cise words used by Mr. Josiah Quincy to which 
Mr, Clay took exception. 

Mr. COLFAX. Please be brief. 

Mr.MALLORY. If the gentleman will allow 
me to answer the gentleman from Massachusetts 
in my own way, i will do so. If not, I must de- 
cline to do so at all, 

Mr. COLFAX. I only asked the gentleman 
to be brief, bat I take back the remark. 

Mr. MALLORY. I spoke from my general 
recollection of Mr. Quincy’s speeches. I re- 
member that in the specifie speech to which Mr. 
Clay replied, he denounced the war then being 
waged by this country against Great Britain as 
causelcss, as being hostile to the interests of 
Massachusetts, and asa war to which he and 
his people were opposed. That is my general 
recollection of the language to which I refer. I 
will not quote any newspaper excerpts from his 
speeches, but rely upon the statement 1 have made 
as to the general tenor of the remarks indulged 
in by himself and by other members from Massa- 
chusetts during that memorable discussion. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to mingle in 
this debate at all, nor to consume the time of the 
gentleman from Indiana, but it is due to one of the 
purest, most venerable, and most esteemed patri- 
ots in this]and that he should be vindicated from 
any such innuendo or covert attack as has been 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky. 1 know 
that he was opposed to that war, but that he was 
a lover of his country and a true patriotis as true 
as that the sun shines. 

Mr. COLFAX. Now,sir, [shall not get Ken- 
tucky and Massachusetts into collision again. 

Mr. MALLORY, ‘The gentleman cannot get 
Kentucky and Massachusetts into collision. 

Mr. COLFAX. lam very glad to hear it. I 
meant the members from those States. 

T have said that Mr. Clay came down from the 
Speaker’s chair, and made nine speeches in the 
first session of the Twelfth Congress, and used 
most distinct and emphaticand partisan language, 


too; and, during the second session of that Coun- | 


gress, he followed that up by coming down upon 
the floor,as the Representative of bis district, and 
making six speeches more. That was the time 
when he had the debate with Mr. Quincy, to 
which reference has been made. But if Mr. 
Quincy had said—as he did notsay—that he was 


a foreign Government to be planted upon our own 
soil by traitors, building their traitorous fabric 
upon the oaths they had forsworn, the impetuous 
old chieftain of Kentucky would undoubtedly have 
moved his expulsion. on the spot, and the mem- 
bers of that Congress would have acceded to his 
motion. ; 

The gentleman from New York across the way 
—itis not parliamentary to call members by name, 
but I allude to the gentleman who was once the 
mayorof New Yorkcity [Mr. Ferwanpo Woop] 
—alluded to my ‘‘ having descended to this glad- 
jatorial arena as a partisan.” The gentleman did 
not know the place to which he was commis- 
sioned. This is now no ‘*gladiatorial arena.” It 
may have been so in former times, when men with 
wéapons in their hands sought to prevent others 
from expressing their sentiments. That day has 
passed away. This is the Hall where assemble 
the Representatives of the various States of this 
Union, but not as gladiators, They assemble here 
as gentlemen, as public men, as statesmen, to 
guard faithfully the Interests of their country 
which are committed to their charge, and to which 
they are solemnly sworn before they enter upon 
their duties. F did not suppose that that gentle- 
man would indorse my resolution. He will not 
think it unkind of me for quoting from a speech 
made by him last autumn at Bergen, New Jersey. 
In that speech he said: 

‘There is no such thing as rebellion under the institu- 
tions upou which the Government ofthis country is fonnded. 
Suppose New York chose to secede, who dare attenipt to 
prevent her? Virginia bas the same right as New York.” 
* * = x “Itis the duty of the peopte now to 
refuse to give another mau or another dollar for the pur- 
pose of carrying on the war.” 

t“ Suppose,” said the gentleman, ‘that New 
York chose to secede, who dare attempt to pre- 
vent her?” 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr. COLFAX. I will yield if the gentleman 
will say that that is a mistake; but cannot yield 
for him to argue it. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire to say 
that it is not only a mistake, but that there is not 
the slightest foundation for the statement attrib- 
uted to me by the gentleman. 

Mr. COLFAX. I read it in the New York 
Herald, which I supposed was good authority; 
and find it copied in Harper’s Weekly lately. 
However, I take the gentleman’s word for it, as 
I always take the word of members here. He 
says his speech was incorrectly reported. Letit 
pass. 

My colleague from the Terre Haute district 
[Mr. Voornses] also paid his respects to me. 
He declared himself in favor of unlimited freedom 
of speech. It was a pretty broad assertion. If 
aman should rise in his place here and counsel 
the assassination of the President, would my col- 
league stand by his doctrine of unlimited freedom 
of speech? I sincerely trust he would not. And 
yet the inference and teachings of the speech of 
the gentleman from Ohio were not only to en- 
courage the assassination of the Republic, but 
to encourage the rebels to continue their assas- 
sination of the soldiers of the Republicalso. My 
colleague quoted the inculcations of the Saviour. 
To them I have always bowed with respect and 
as authority. But when we turn to the sacred 
record and look for the doctrine laid down by my 
colleague, that unlimited freedom of speech is | 
divine and God-given, we find the Saviour himself 
limiting free speech, prohibiting and condemning 
profanity as contrary to His law. My colleague 
had something to say also about the Helper book. 
That is an old story, dug up from the relics of 
the past. [ was asked if I would give my name | 
to recommend a bock contrasting the industrial 
results of the North and the South, and I said yes. | 
That is the whole of it. Among the supposed 
extracts read from the book in the ensuing cam- 
paign in Indiana, years ago, Í found some which 
on examination proved to be forgeries, and my 
constituents reélected me, after all the charges, 
by over three thousand majority; so that that 
charge is barred out by the statate of limitations. 
Let it go. 

The gentleman from New York, from the Utica 
district, [Mr. Kerwan,] to whom we always 


listen with interest, also criticised me. He said | 


| national limits? 


portant points went on the wires all over the land. 
Nay, more, ithas been borne through the lines of 
the enemy into the rebel camp, where, before 
now, it has given joy and exultation to ‘¢ the ban- 
ditti of man-stcalers in Richmond.” Ithas gone 
forth to strengthen the rebels in their work and to 
make them feel they are right. 

It is contended by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Kernan} that the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio does not encourage sedition. 
Yes, sir, it does. The riots in New York city, 
in Illinois, and in other parts of the country have 
been encouraged by just such inculcations as these, 
and unrebuked it would sow the seeds of more. 1 
do not say that that result was intended, for we 
cannot look into the heart of any one; but there 
isthe speech; itspeaks foritself. The gentleman 
from New York also says that a member (and I 
took down his words as they fell from his lips) 
“ has the right, if in favor of the dissolution of the 
Union, to express it here; and if we expe! him for 
it we would violate free discussion.” Ideny that 
position. To advocate the triumph of the rebel- 
lion and the destruction of the Union isin defiance 
of the oath we have all taken. And to all this 
talk about Mr. Conway let it be remembered in 
reply that he was not then under the obligation 
of the new oath prescribed by the last Congress 
to forbid any such infidelity to our trust; and, as 
we all know, this is the first Congress in which 
members have been under the weighty obligations 
of this oath, so wide and broad in its scope and 
so stringent in its patriotic requirements. The 
oath declares— f 

That I have voluntarily given no aid, countenance 
counsel, nor encouragement to persons engaged in armed 
hostility to the United States; that F have not yielded a 
voluntary support to any pretended government, authority, 
power, or constitution within the United States hostile or 
inimical thereto.” 

And this is plainly a continuing oath, binding 
on us every day we sit here; so that if we violate 
itto-day we ought not to sit bere, under that oath, 
to-morrow. Now comes the part of the ‘oath 
which looks to what we shall do in the future: 

“That to the best of my knowledge and ability I will 
support and defend the Constitution of the United States 
against all enemies, foreign and domestic; that I will bear 
true faith and allegiance to the same,” &c, 

I deny that a man who is in favor of a disso- 
lution of the Union can rightfully sit here under 
that oath. He does not bear true allegiance to 
the Government against all enemies, foreign and 
domestic, if he declares in favor of a dissolution 
of the Union. 

Mr. Speaker, it was gratifying to hear the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. Rocers] speak of 
his devotion to the right of free speech. It is 
good to hear that his party is to be hereafter in 
favor of free speech. I pass over all the sad rec- 
ord of the past. Can we forget the virtual cx- 
pulsion of the venerable gentleman from Ohio, 
Joshua R. Giddings, from these Halls for offering 
resolutions expressing his opinion as to whether 
American slavery did or did not exist in Ameri- 
can ships on the high seas outside of our State or 
Thatwasall. He was censured 
for this expression by a vote of the House, but 
he felt that he was virtually expelled, and he ree 
signed. ‘Phat was done under the previous ques- 
tion, Can we forget the bludgeoning of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. 
Sumyer, in the other end of the Capitol, because 
he stood up there, and in debate spoke freely his 
opinions ? Can we forget the Democratic votes 
in this Hall against expelling or censuring the 
members who had inflicted this barbarity upon 
him? Henceforth we are told we are to have a 
different creed in the Democratic party. Let us 
all hope gentlemen on the other side will not con- 
fine their new doctrine of free speech to those who 
shall speak in favor ofa dissolution of the Union 
only, which seems just now exclusively the case. 

Mr. ROGERS. ‘ask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. COLFAX. 
time. 

Mr. ROGERS again rose, and was prevented 
from speaking by calls to “Order.” 


I cannot now, for lack of 
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Mr. COLFAX. I comenextto the gentleman 
from the Gincinnali district, [Mr. PenpLeron,} 
who spoke so eloquently, as he always does, and 
T believe without an unkind remark to. myself— 
at least I heard none. é 
' Mr. ROGERS, Let me ask the gentleman a 
uvestion. [Criesof t“ Order!’ “ Order !’’ from the 
“Republican side of the House.] + 

Mr.COLFAX. I would rather yield. But per- 
hapa L’can anticipate the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. ROGERS. Was Mr. Giddings censured 
ot expelled ? 

Mr. COLFAX, He was severely censured, 
which he regarded, however, as a virtual expul- 
sion, by-a vote of 129 to: 65, about a two-thirds 
vote, and hë resigned. : 

The gentleman from Ohio read from the New 
York Times. Iam glad that gentlemen on the 
other side regard it as good authority to cite here, 
‘and bope they will regard it as such on all other 
questions, as its editorials now find such favor in 
their eyes. It spoke of the attempt to expel the 
gentleman from Ohio as “a disgrace and an out- 
rage.” | say to that paper and to this House, 
that if my course is a disgrace, you can fix the 
brand on my forehead and 1 will wear it through 
life, nor do E want any prouder epitaph on my 
tombstone than that I dared fearlessly to stand up 

‘bere and do my duty according to my convictions. 
[Great applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I desire that the rules of the 
House forbidding applause should be obeyed. 
Gentlemen on the other side have been dis- 
pleased with the galleries during the past few 
“days. We have sat here, sir, when those gal- 
leries glowered with hate in their cyes upon those 
who spoke for freedom, and applauded to the echo 
those who spoke for slavery, and never were they 
cleared but once, to my knowledge. It is un- 
seemly in this House for the gallerics to indulge 
in applause or censure of what occurs upon the 
floor; and T would rather have the ‘ God bless 
you” of some poor soldier’s widow who had seen 
in her desolate home that E stood up for the cause 
for which her husband fell, or the ‘*God bless 

ou” of the soldier on his dangerous picket duty 
in front of our Army, guarding the sleeping host 
with hisown life, than the applause of these gal- 
leries, crowded as they are with talent, heroism, 
and beauty. 

The gentleman from Ohio, as wellas the New 
York Times, compared the speech under review 
with that of Chatham’s,in the British Parlia- 
ment, when he opposed the war against the Amer- 
ican colonies. When he used the language which 
has been quoted here, what was the war in 
which Great Britain was engaged? The prov- 
inces upon this continent were then outlying and 
distant colonics of Great Britain; they were not 
integral parts of the British empire. Indeed, 
they went to war with the mother country at first 
because they were not; because they were taxed 
without representation, The man who had risen 
in the British Parliament and advocated the rec- 
ognition of Canada daring the “Patriot war,” 
or the recognition of India during the Sepoy in- 
aurrection, would not, I grant you, have been 
subject to a resolution of expulsion. The cases 
are not parallel with. the one before us to-day. 
Let me present a parallel one, Suppose an un- 

provoked and wicked insurrection should break 
out in the southern counties of England, upon 
the very shores of the British Channel; suppose 
the people of those counties had gathered armies 
to make war upon the nation; suppose they had 
taken possession of that sea-coast and had put 
out the eyes of commerce, the light-houses there; 
suppose that insurrection claimed the whole of 
the country from the Channel to the Thames, 
seeking to make that river the boundary of a new 
and hostile nation, as it was formerly, before the 
time of Alfred, and again in the seventh century, 
a boundary of one of the former subdivisions 
of the British isle; and then suppose that a man 
had risen in the British Parliament, with its win- 
dows looking out upon the region thus claimed, 
and advocated the recognition of the nationality 
and independence of thatinsurrection: Lask you 
how Jong such a man would have been allowed 
to remain in Parliament? 

The gentleman also says that ** when our Con- 
stitution is dead, our liberties are gone.” His 
colleague says the Constitution is dead now. 
Thon if you believe him, our libertics are gone 


i ing. 


now. Butthe gentleman says that we propose 
to expel his colleague from Ohio for words spoken 
in. debate, and he talks about the freedom of 
speech. Sir; the reason for this expulsion is that 
those words show a complicity with this conspir- 
acy and a willingness that it shall triumph. Our 
oaths require us to maintain our Government, 
Low can one legislate for its maintenance when 
he declares that it cannot. be maintained, and that 
it is dead already? 

My colleague from the Madison district [Mr. 
Harrineton] talked of my appearing here as a 
prosecutor., { think when I have agreed to allow 
the gentleman from Obio to have the last word, 
when the rules allow me to close the debate, and 
have done it willingly and not at the suggestion 
of any gentleman, 1 might have been spared that 
taunt, 

Bat, sir, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Roxuins] on Tuesday evening gave me some in- 
structions. I thank him for them. f receive 
with all proper deference instructions from any 
gentleman who sees fit to constitute himself my 


‘schoolmaster. I know right well that I have 


much to learn, for every year we live we find that 
there is much tolearn. After informing me what 
ought and what ought not to be done, he said: 

“If the cause of the country can be shaken by any such 
speech as the one of the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Lona,] 
it ought to be shaken”? i 

It is to be hoped he will analyze that sentence 
and think over itand modify it before his printed 
speech goes to the country. For no reason ought 
the cause of the country to be shaken. He went 
on to say that the speech of the gentleman from 
Ohio was a most indiscreet, injudicious, and un- 
patriotic speech under the circumstances, but that 
he would not expel or censure him for it. Of 
course he would not. Although he heard the un- 

atriotic remarks of the gentleman from Mary- 
and [Mr. Hargis} he voted against expelling 
him, and when the question came up on censuring 
that gentleman the vote of the member from Mis- 
souri was not found recorded either in the affirm- 
ative or negative. Of course, then, he would not 
vote either to expel or to censure the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

He said, furthermore, that the gentleman from 
Ohio had only followed the lead of Vallandigham. 
I have a witness upon that subject, the gentleman 
from the Columbus district of Ohio, (Mr. Cox.] 
We have been asked why did we not move to ex- 
pel Vallandigham? Lanswer, in the language of 
the gentleman from the Columbus district, in that 
part of his Saturday’s speech referring to Mr. 
Vallandigham: 

«But E will say this for him, that nowhere, here or at 
home, did he ever utter a sentiment or do an act looking to 
the recognition of the southern confederacy. He said in 
his place in this House, again and again, and quoted Mr. 
Calhoun?s opinions on the Mexican war iu his justification, 
that he would not oppose the voting of men aud money to 
carry on this war, the responsibility for which he did not 
covet nor bear. But, sir, he never would consent to a peace 
based upon recognition.”” 

He insists, you see, that Mr. Vallandigham 
never advocated the recognition of the rebel na- 
tionality, which his present colleague so boldly 
avows. ` 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri, rose. 

Mr. COLFAX. Really I cannotspare the time, 
unless the gentleman says he bas been misstated. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of Missouri. 1 desire, with 
the permission of the gentleman, to say, in ex- 
planation of the sentence which he has quoted 
from my remarks the other evening, that 1 do not 
believe that the expressions of any man or that 
any speech from any individual in this House, 
however powerful he may be intellectually, can 
shake, for one moment, the strength and perma- 
nency of this Union. 

Mr. COLFAX. Lunderstand the gentleman’s 
view; he stated it at some length the other even- 
l insist that the uncondemved advocacy 
here of such views as those of the gentleman 
from Ohio weakens, to that extent, the nation *3 
sacred cause. 

The gentleman from linois [Mr. J. C. Arzen] 
also spoke on this subject, and here are his words. 
He said: 

“ Suppose his words do give aid and comfort to the 
enemy? Are we to exclude him for his rights? It would 
be in contempt of our rules and of the Constitution.” 


Why, sir, what a doctrine is that! That ifa! 


gentleman’s words do give aid and comfort to our 
enemies, we cannot, according to our rules or 
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under the Constitution, do anything with them., 
Sir, after the utterance of that sentence early in 
the debate, it must excite no wonder to see gen- 
tlemen opposite with shields locked over and 
around the member from ‘Ohio to protect him 
and to say that he shall bave the. privilege of ad- 
vocating the recognition of treason on this floor; 
that he shall have the-privilege of paralyzing the 
energies of our soldiers in the field, by telling 
them that their Government and Constitution is 
dead; that he shall have the privilege of nerving 
to new struggles and to new energies the traitorous 
armies of the confederacy, which our own gallant 
troops have becn pressing closer and closer, both 
upon the Atlantic seaboard and upon the Gulf. 
What support to our imperiled country is this! 
Ah! sir, what words of encouragement are these 
to.go to the army of the Potomac, which in a 
few days is to meet the enemies of the Republic 
in, perhaps, the Waterloo of this great contest. 
If we permit this, then lift your blockade, be- 
cause you are sending to the rebel camps what 
will do more to strengthen them than the mu- 
nitions of war, which by that blockade y ou seek 
to exclude. 

Mr. Speaker, I must hasten on, lest my time 
should expire, unless indeed the House will ex- 
tend my time, ag they have promised, to the length 
of the interruptions to which l have submitted. 

Mr. COX. I object to the gentleman’s time 
being extended, unless I am allowed to make a 
personal correction. 

Mr. COLFAX. Iam surprised that the ob- 
jection should come from that side of the House 
after yielding to it over ten minutes of my time 
already on that express understanding, and con- . 
ceded to the gentleman from Ohio the close after 
me. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman refused to yield to 
me after he had given way to others. > 

Mr. COLFAX. I was willing then and am 
now to yield to the gentleman, and bope all ob- 
jection will be withdrawn upon this side of the 
Fouse. 

Mr. CRESWELL. No,sir; I objected at the 
time, and I object now. 

Mr. COLFAX. {come now to the speech of 
the member from Ohio (Mr. Lone] itsclf, and 
am going to do it justice, quoting its very words 
asl comment on it. I pass over his allusion to 
the President’s ** coming through Baltimore under 
cover of night, disguised in a plaid cloak and. 
Scotch cap, lest, as was feared by his friends, he 
mighthave received a warmer greeting than would 
have been agreeable at the hands of the constitu- 
ents of the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Da- 
vis.]” He ought to have said ‘at the hands 
of the enemies”? of my friend. And it is to be re~ 
gretted that when he alluded to that he could not 
have atleast rebuked, even faintly, that plot which 
was the cause of the Chief Magistrate’s coming 
through Baltimore in that way. But the gentle- 
man is entitled to choose his own words. 

He then goes on to speak of the opening of this 
war, and says, after the inauguration: 

“A secret meeting of the Governors of a number of States 
was soon alter held in this city. A scheme was devised 
and a vessel sent out, under pretense of furnishing provis- 
ions to the troops with Major Anderson in Fort Snuoter. 
On arriving in Charleston harbor the people of that city 
fired upon the fort,- The telegraph bore the news to this 
city, and on its first mention to the Prosident he exclaimed, 
‘Thnew they would do it; which to my mind is conclusive 
that i was intended expressly for thal purpose? * * * 
“© Thus, sir, was the war inaugurated.” 

Sir, itisscarcely necessary to vindicate the truth 
of history, except to suy that every one knows 
thatit wasin January 1861, two months beforethe 
inauguration of Mr. Lincoln, that the provision 
vessel intended to supply our troops in Fort Sum- 
ter, the Star of the West, was fired upon by the 
batteries on Morris island in Charleston harbor. 
Nay, more than that, we all know that when, after 
that time, Mr. Lincoln stood upon the steps of 
this Capitol to take the oath which made him the 
Chief Magistrate of this nation, although on the 
18th of February Jeff. Davis had declared at 
Montgomery that the day of compromise was 
passed, and that now the North must smell south- 
ern gunpowder and feel southern steel, Mr. Lin- 
coln, witha kindness of heart which did honor 
to him, said in reply, ‘There shall be no blood 
shed unless you yourselves commence it? He 
said it in the hope that their fell purpose might 


be set aside and that our country might not be 
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compelled to drink the bloody dregs of the cup of 
civil war. Bat, sir, thirsting for blood, and ata 
time when they could have obtained possession 
of Port Sumter in two days by the exhaustion 
of the supplies of its beleaguered garrison, they 
opened their batteries on that fort—guns forged 
under the flowing folds of the stars and stripes, 
and trained by men who had received their educa- 
tion at the nation’s expense at West Point—guns 
aimed atthe very heart of the American Republic. 
And not even then was war declared on our side. 
But when the telegraph brought us the rejoicing 
epecch of the rebel secretary of war, Walker, in 
which he declared that the next month would find 
their armies inthis capital and that by May they 
would dictate peace to us in “Independence Hall 
at Philadelphia,” then, and not till then, did Mr, 
Lincoln lay aside the olive-branch of peace and 
appeal to the people to. draw the sword of war, 
and tosave the country which they had committed 
to his charge. Then, and nottill then, were sol- 
diers called for to resist the triumphal march of 
the rebel army already in the field, and armed 
with the nation’s guns sent to them by Floyd. 

But, sir, that is not the history of the opening 
of the war which the gentleman from Ohio gives. 
On the contrary, in this paragraph he seeks to re- 
lieve the assassins of his country from the dam- 
ning guilt of having plunged this country into the 
horrors of civil war. ‘That cause, abhorred of 
man as it will be in the future, abhorred of God 
as I believe it now is, that rebel cause, steeped in 
shame and scarred with crime, floating a flag black 
with treason and red with blood, the most wicked 
cause that ever outraged the justice of God or 
stained the annals of men, has bad no such vin- 
dication before as it has now in the speech of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

But he goes on and says, speaking of these trai- 
tors in arms: 

“And now, sir, witli such a prospect before them as the 
sequel of submission, outlawry, disfranchisement, social, 
moral, and political degradation, penury for themselves and 
their children, decreed as their portion, will they throw dowu 
their arms and submit to the terms? Who shall beticve that 
the free, proud American blood, which courses with as 
quick pulsation through their veins as our own, will not be 
spilled to the last drop in resistance Y? 

Why not send them an appeal tocome back to 
their allegiance which they have forfeited and for- 
sworn? No, sir, that is not the appeal which 
comes from these walls torebelsin arms. On the 
contrary this member says for them, as if the 
wish was father to the thought, that they will 
spill the last drop of their blood in resistance! 

What does that mean? It means that when 
they appear in arms against the soldiers of the 
Union they are to be justified and encouraged by 
such arguments in spilling their last drop of blood; 
and that means the murdering of your brothers, 
your fathers, and your sons in the field, who are 
faithful to the allegiance which these traitors in 
arms have repudiated, 

Let me quote again from the gentleman, In the 

same column he says: 
* Can the Union be restored by war? I answer most wm- 
tetingly and deliberately, No, never ; ‘war is final, cter- 
poration? My first and highest ground of opposition 
to its further proseention is, that itis wrong ; it isin viola- 
ton of the Constitution, and of the fundamental principles 
on which the Federali Onion was founded.?? 

Mr. Speaker, that declaration that the war to 
save the nation’sJifeis ‘in violation of the Con- 
stitation,’? is the very echo of the language of 
Jefferson Davis himself. 

The gentleman goes on further; he refers to the 
views expressed by the distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens.] That gen- 
tleman came here from his sick-bed to repudiate, 
with indignant eloquence and emphasis, the idea 
that he had given his adherence to any such views; 
that, on the contrary, he c 
double right to war on them, as foreign enemics, as 
they claim they are, and as domestic traitors also. 

Siili more of the very language of Jeff. Davis 
is found in. the following extract from the gentle- 
man’s speech: 


ee iu attempting ‘by numerical 
ot one section exerted 
wm? bas convinced me 
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it violates the great prin- 
A ‘derive their just powers 
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of free government,” the rebels are right and we 
are wrong, our soldiers must be murderers, and 
we a conclave of tyrants when we vote maney 
to keep them in the field. And if I believed as 
does the gentleman from Ohio, I would not sit 
here with such associates a moment longer. 

The gentleman warms with his theme as he 
progresses, and says: 

“ Tf the time ever was when the Union could have been re- 
stored by war (which I do not believe) it has long since been 
dispelled by emancipation, confiscation, amnesty, and the 
like proclamations, military orders annulling State consti- 
tutions, setting aside State laws, obliterating State lines, 
and attempting to organize and set up a form of State gov- 
ernment in their stead in which one man out of ten who 
shall turn abolitionist, take and subscribe an oath to exe- 
cute aud obey the will of Abraham Lincoln, whatever it 
may be, shall govern and rute over the remaining nine who 
refuse to becoine abolitionists.” 

I cannot stop to expose at any length this per- 
version of the President’s plan, but draw atten- 
tion to this sentence in order to show that the 
gentleman declares here that if ever the time was 
when the Uniort could be restored by war or by any 
other means, that time bas passed on account of 
the emancipation proclamation, &c. Itneed only 
be said in regard to the President’s proclamation, 
that it is not anassumption of dictatarial powers, 
but their abdication. It transfers the care of the 
State to the ballot-box of loyal citizens instead of 
ruling it by the bayonet, and his plan should not 
thus be perverted. Nay, more, the very oath 
which the President requires sets out that the 
persons taking it shall not be bound by it if the 
Supreme Court of the United States shall declare 
that proclamation unconstitutional, 

What wrong is there in that? If that procla- 
mation is constitutional and in force, then every 
good citizen should give it obedience; and if the 
highest court of judicature shall declare it un- 
constitutional, then the oath will not rest upon 
them asingle moment. Butthe paragraph quoted 
can only be intended as an argument to these 
rebels not to retarn to their allegiance. Let us 
come to the concluding part of his speech where 
he speaks of the amnesty. It will be seen that 
the objections to this speech do not rest on a sin- 
gle paragraph, like the following resolution of- 
fered by the gentleman from Illinois in regard to 
the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Harnis,] 
but on the whole speech: 


“ Whereas Hon. Beszanin G. Harris, a member of the 
House of Representatives from the State of Maryland has, 
upon this day, used the following language, to wit: (Phe 
South ask you to let them live in peace; but, no, you said 
you would bring them into subjection. ‘hat is not done 
yet, and God Almighty grant that it never may be. I hope 
you will never subjugate the South.’ And whereas such 
language is treasouable and a gross contempt of this House: 
Therefore, 

é“ Be it resolved, That the said Bensamtn G. Harris be 
expelied trom this House.” 


After making a historical citation of Galileo, he 
says: 

«So it will be with the man who is foreed to take the 
amnesty oath, to save himself, bis family, and his property 5 


| he may take it, but in his heart he wiil detest and despise the 


authority that requires it.” 
Let the gentleman from Ohio goa out toward the 


| front, and there he will find men lurking in am- 


bush for the purpose of murdering our brothers 
who stand as sentinels against the advance of the 
enemy. They are men who have taken the oath 
for the purpose of having the protection of the 
Government, and obtaining supplies sometimes 
for their starving families. They are farmers in 
daytime and guerrillas at night. When our troops 


! capture one of those men and prepare to punish 


himasa skulking and foresworn murderer, he can 
present the speech of the gentleman from Ohio 
and say, ‘ By the counsels of a speech made in 
your Hall which you refused to rebuke, 1 was 
told if i was compelled to take this oath in my 
heart he would expect me to hate and despise the 
authority which requiredit.”? Isthat advice “ true 
allegiance to the Government,” and t maintain- 
ing and supporting it against all enemies, foreign 
and domestic ?”? 

But to go on. He says: 

But, Mr. Chairman, kow do we 
civilized world to-day in waging a 
conguest against the confederate stat 
‘yom us and set up u go tment of their own 
inconsistent with all our former nets? Lave we not been 
early to admit this proper with regard to others? Phere 
never was a peaple onthe faccof the earth that demanded an 
independent government thet did net have the sympathy of 
the American people, and ouzit we now to shrink from the 
doctrine we have been so willing to apply to others 2”? 

Sir, if thawmeans, as it says, to give “ sympae 


e seceded 


Are we not | 


read. Let me ask your attention, however, to this, 
significant confession of how long he has enter- 
tained these Views: 

“ What our people desired in 1881, and which T honored 
though I regarded as mistaken, was the preservation of the 
Government and the retention of our jurisdiction of the whole 
territory.” 

From 1861 till now he has regarded “ the preser- 
vation of the Government and the retention of our 
jurisdiction of the whole territory ” asa mistake. 
“Why did not the gentleman say so when, in the 
month of December, he came here and took an oath 
that he would bear true faith and allegiance to the 
United States against all enemies, forcign and do- 
mestic? If he regarded the preservation of the 
Government and the Union, and its retention of 
jurisdiction over the whole country as an error, 
then he could not, it seems to me, honorably take 
that oath, which requires true faith and allegiance 
to the whole Union and hostility to all its ene- 
mies. We must pass rapidly over these. things. 
He goes on to say: 

“Phe great object of our Government should be to de- 
velop and cultivate the internal resources of these friendly 
to its jurisdiction, rather than to extend it over hostile and 
toreign peoples.” 

No, sir; the great object of our Government ia 
to maintain to the latest syllable of recorded time 
our government over every foot of land which 
belongs to this Union, every rood and jota of it, 
It is doubly sacred now; sacred by the sufferings 
and death of those who established this Union; 
sacred by the blood that has flowed upon every 
battle-field, and by the graves of our soldiers scat- 
tered all over the sunny South. Jackson did not 
say in 1832 that we must yicld the Union at the 
demand of “ hostile people,” but that “the Union 
must and shall be preserved.”’ 

He says further: 

«The words Shiloh, Antietam, Gettysburg, Murfrees- 
boro’, Richmond, Vicksburg, and Fort Donclson are words 
of division and distinion.”? 

Oh, no, sir; they are bonds of union. They 
are battle-fields we can never surrender, For 
again, sir, our noble banner, not a star dimmed, 
not a stripe erased, shall wave over every battle- 
field and court-house and spire throughout the 
entire South, with none to dare do it despite or 
dishonor, i 

The gentleman from Ohio gives us his counsel 
as he draws toward a close, as follows: 

“ Mr. Chairman, these lessons of bistory are fall of warn- 
ing and example. Much better would it have been for us 
in the beginning, much belter would it be for us now, to con- 
sent to a division of our magnificent empire and cultivate 
amicahle relations with our estranged brethren, than to seck 
to hold them to us by the power of the sword? 

What a summing up is this! We should ‘ con- 
sent to a division of our magnificent empire, and 
cultivate amicable relations with our estranged 
brethren.’? Nota word of condemnation for the 
fiends who have covered the land with slaughter. 
No syllable of sympathy for a bleeding country, 
The dead and wounded, failen on a hundred bat- 
tle-fields, grappling with the banded murderers 
of liberty, arouse no sensibility. But these in- 
grates and parricides are our ‘estranged breth- 
ren,” toward whom we should feel “amicable,” 

We have all heard before of these “ estranged 
brethren” of ours. On the bloody field of Bull 

Zun our heroic soldiers, who had laid down their 
lives for the country founded by Washington, 
were dug up from their graves by these our 
“ brethren,” theirskulls converted into drinking- 
cups,and their bones into ornaments to be paraded 
throughout the South. Nay, more. Often this 
winter I have met at my own residenee here and 
elsewhere in Washington a gallant young officer, 
whose heroism, though costing hima limb, had 
won forhim honorable fame. How he was beloved 
by those who knew him youalldo know. Manly, 
warm-hearted, brave in baitle, and generous in 
victory, with a patriotism and devotion worthy 
of himself, he left bere with a heart-full of sym- 
pathy for his gallant comrades pining in the pris- 


| ons of Richmond, and forgot that he was crippled 


in the ying day and nighi rides of Kilpatrick’s 
7 y = ` Ww r 
raid on the rebel capital. Latlude to Colonel Ul- 
rie Dahlgren, young in years, but oneof nature’s 
noblemen in deed. He was ambushed and slain, 
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Our “estranged brethren,” with whom we are 
to. cultivate “amicable relations,” whoareall inthe 
right, while we are all in the wrong, left his dead 
body in the road to be eaten by hogs; and when 
at last it had been buried in the field near which 
he fell, they dug it up and carried itto Richmond, 
and after exhibiting it like barbarians, his remains, 
which death might have saved from-insult, were 
tumbledinto some unknown pit,and the Richmond 
papers. declared with fiendish and malicious re- 
joicing that he had died the death and received the 
burial ofa dog! Contrast this with our treatment 
of O; Jennings Wise, Garnett, Zollicoffer, &c. 
These’ men, whose hate ends not at the grave, 
are our “estranged brethren,” with whom the 
getitleman from Ohio tells us we are to cultivate 
“amicable relations,” besides dissolving our 
Union: at their command. Sir, I felt itto be my 
duty to ask the House whether they would send 
-the member’s speech abroad to the country with- 
out expressing their solemn condemnation of it 
in this fearful hour of our nation’s peril, Those 
who vote against rebuking it may take that re- 
sponsibility. 

If you wish to know more of these “ estranged 
brethren”? go with me to Belle Isle, and there re- 
ceive the hospitalities which they award to pris- 
oners of war. The picture is too saddening and 
fearful to dwell upon. If you want to sce more, 
then go to East Tennessee, where women, for 
loving the Union, have been outraged so that they 
longed for the day of their death as they did for 
the day of their bridal, and where Union men 
have been hanged by the neck for no other crime 
than fidelity to that allegiance to which all of us 
here are sworn. Shall we cultivate “amicable 
relations”? with such men as these? No, sir, the 
sword of the Government will never be sheathed 
except over the grave of treason, But the gentle- 
man goes on to say: 

“Those clements of union which Mr. Adams described 
have, by the process of time, been destroyed, Worse, yea, 
worst: than that, Mr. Chairman, F am reluctantly forced to 
the conclusion that in attempting to preserve our jurisdic- 
tion over the southern States we have lost our constitutional 
form of government over the northern. 

«Wiat bas been predicted by our wisest and most emi- 
nent statesmen has come to pass; ingraspingatthe shadow 
we liave tost the substance ; in striving to retain the casket 
of Mberty in which our jewels were confined, we have lost 
those precious muniments of freedom Our Government, 
as all know, is not anything resembling what it was three 
years ago; there is notone single vestige of the Constitution 
remaining ; every cluuse andevery lettor orit bas been vio- 
lated, and Lhave no idea myself that itwill ever again be 
respected; revolutions never go backward to the point at 
which they started.?? 

If there is no Constitution left, what did the 
gentleman swear to support when he stood at that 
desk? If there was not a vestige of the Consti- 
tution remaining, then his oath was, in his own 
opinion, a nullity and a dead letter, and he knew 
that when he took it. Ee says further: 

tt To preserve a republican form of government under any 
constitution, under the prevalence of the doctrines now in 
vogue, is clearly impossible. These convictions of the com- 
plete overthrow of our Government are as unwelcome and 
Unpleasant to me as they are to any member of this House.” 

+ * * x * * * 


“J shall not, in these remarks, recur to the unpleasant 
and acrimonious controversy of who Is responsible for the 
death and destruction of our Repubiic.” 

Sir, if that Constitution is dead, if the Republic 
is dead and destroyed as he states, if the Govern- 
ment is overthrown as he avers, there is no other 
constitution left in this land save the Montgomery 
constitution framed by these rebels. The gentle- 
man does not tell us that, but he says that a gov- 
ernment has been organized there, and we ail 
know they claim they have a constitution. With 
the recognition of the traitor government, we rec- 
ognize their constitution’’asan existing factalso. 
And ours being all destroyed, as he says, that one 
will be the only living one on these shores. Are 
gentlemen on the other side ready to say that this, 
too, should not be condemned most severely here? 

But when he asserts that the Constitution is 
destroyed, [ answer him from the speech last Sat- 
urday of his colleague, [Mr. Cox.] Said-that gen- 
teman: 

t What is the life of the nation, sir, of which we hear so 
much? { know no other life of the nation except that in- 
earpate in the written Constitution, which protects prop- 
exty, person, bome, conscience, liberty, and life. ‘Lake 
away these, and there is no nation. Society is stagnant 
and dead.” l 

And then, after this declaration that the life of 
the nationisincarnatein the Constitution, and that 
it protects ull of us and all our rights, he goes on 


to say that “under no circumstances conceivable 
by the human mind, would he ever violate that 
Constitution for any purpose,” and applies his 
reasoning on these two points, as follows: 

«Jf there be any man inthis Chamber who holds or utters 
any other sentiment in reference to the Constitution and 
his oath than this which [have expressed, I say to him that 
language has no term of reproach, and the mind no idea of 
detestation, adequate to express the moral leprosy and trea- 
son couched in his language and clinging to his soui.” 


His colleague, [Mr. Lone,] asshown just now, 
«holds and utters another sentiment in reference 
to the Constitution,” when he declares that it is 
dead, destroyed, not a vestige of it remainmg; and 
L leave him to the denunciation of his own col- 
league, [Mr. Cox.] 

Mr. COX rose. . 

Mr. COLFAX. I cannot yield, having quoted 
the gentleman’s own words from his speech, and 
having but little time left. ; 

Mr. COX. That language of mine was used, 
as the gentleman will see if he reads the context 
properly, with direct reference to & remark made 
by my colleague who sits near him, (Mr. Gar- 
FIELD,] that he would under certain circumstances 
overleap the barriers of the Constitution, and also 
with reference toa remark made by one of the 
gentleman’s own colleagues, (Mr. Juvran,] that 
under certain circumstances he would ‘ blast the 
Constitution.’? I said that was moral treason, - 

Mr. COLFAX. Sir, I am quoting the gentle- 
man’s own emphatic language of denunciation and 
reading from his own speech. [avoid the use of 
language of that kind myself, but am applying his 
language, intended, itis true, for others, to the sen- 
timents just quoted from his colleague’s speech, 

But the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lona, ] after 
all this argument, at last boldly declares for rec- 
ognition of rebel independence and nationality 
as his choice of all alternatives remaining to us. 
And here are his words: 

« y do not share in the betief entertained by many of my 
political friends on this floor and clsewhere, that any peace is 
attainable upon the basis of union and reconstruction.” If the 
Democratic party were fn power to-day f bave no idea, and 
honesty compels me to declare it, that they could restore 
the Union of thirty-toar States. My mind has undergone 
an entire change upon thar subject; and T now believe there 
are hut two alternatives, and they are either an acknowledg- 
ment of the independence of the South as an independent 
nation, or their complete subjugation and extermination as 
a people, and of these alternatives L prefer the former. 

“Mr. Chairman, Ltake little orno interestin the discussion 
of the question whieh many of my political friends would 
make an issue, as to how this war shall be prosecuted, its 
manner and object. I regard that as worse tian trifling 
with the great question. 1 do not believe there can be any 
prosecution of the war against a sovereign State under the 
Constitution, and Edo not believe that a war so carried on 
can be prosecuted so as to render it proper, justifiable, or 
expedient, An unconstitutional war can oniy be carried on 
in an unconstitutional manner,?? &c., Ke. 

Before I proceed to comment on this extraor- 
dinary declaration, let me understand if my time 
is to be extended, as has been promised when I 
yielded to these repeated interruptions from the 
other side. i 

Mr. CHANLER. I object to any extension. 

Mr. COLFAX. Jexpected the objection would 


-come from that side of the House, although I have 


voluntarily given the gentleman from Ohio an 
hour after me, which he had no right to claim. 
But I ask no favors. 

Mr. COX. Iclaim the right to withdraw the 
objection 1 made a while ago to the extension of 
the genUeman’s time. 

Mr. COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, I shall resume 
my seat and submit the case to the House. ` 

Mr. LONG obtained the floor. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I rise to a point of order. 
Ibelieve the understanding was that the gentleman 


| from Indiana was to have all the time he desired. 


Mr. COLFAX. 1 will not accept any exten- 
sion of my time while gentlemen upon this floor 
object, as I saw the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cuancer] object. 

Mr. McKINNEY. The gentleman yielded 
seven or cight minutes of his time to this side ot 
the House. Now I hope he will go on. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. It was distinetly under- 


| stood on this side of the House that he was to 


have that right. 

Mr. DAWSON. I think the gentleman ought 
tobe allowed to proceed without interruption, 
and I trast there will be no objection from this 
side of the House. 

Mr. ANCONA. I rise to a point of order. 
Unanimous consent was given, as I understood, 


to our honorable Speaker to proceed beyond his 
hour, and it is too late to object now. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has pro- 
ceeded beyond his hour seven minutes. 

Mr. ANCONA. No time was indicated. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. He'was to have all the 
time he wished 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Lone] has the floor. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I wish it to be distinctly 
understood that I am no party to this objection 
raised against the gentleman from Indiana pro- 
ceeding. : 

Mr. CHANLER. I wish toassume the whole 
responsibility of the matter, 

Mr. COLFAX. And 1 am willing the gentle- 
man shall assume the whole responsibility. - 

Mr. LONG. I appeal to my friend from New 
York to extend the courtesies of the House to 
the Speaker and allow him to finish his remarks. 
I hope he will do it from considerations personal 
to myself. 

- Mr. COLFAX. Let me end this discussion, 
No repentant concession of the member from New 
York will I accept. [Applause.] 

Mr. CHANLER. I simply want to say that 
I desire to yield to the request of my friend from 
Ohio. [Loud shouts of “Order!?’] 

Mr. LONG. I regret this occurrence ver 
much. [had hoped that thegentleman from Indi- 
ana would be allowed two hours, if he wished, and 
I regret very much that this objection has-been 
made by my friend from New York. 

Before proceeding, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent of the House that the gentleman from Indi- 
ana be allowed to print the balance of his speech. 

Mr. COLFAX. Thegentleman from Indiana 
prints no words that he does not utter here, and 
especially none in regard to a matter like this, 
The genteman makes the proposition in courtesy, 
but I cannot consent to it myself. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I should have been 
glad to be rclieved from the necessity of making 
any remarks upon this most extraordinary oc- 
easion. I should have preferred not to address 
the House on a matter so personal to myself; but 
the extraordinary circumstances by which I find 
myself surrounded, the peculiar manner in which 
this discussion has been conducted, and. the im- 
portance of the occasion tome individually, seem 
to demand that [ should make a brief response to 
some of the remarks which have been made by 
gentlemen on the opposite side of the Flouse. 

Sir, | was surprised when I entered the doors 
of this Hall on Saturday Jast. The first sound I 
heard was the clear shrill voice of the Clerk read- 
ing aresolution for my expulsion, I was amazed 
when I learned that the Speaker of this House 
had left his exalted positionand moved that reso- 
lution. Nor was I less astounded when I heard 
the speech which he made in its support. 

J do not complain of his having offered the reso- 
lution. [do not propose to arraign him for having 
offered it. I shall indulge in no personalities to- 
ward him, or toward any gentleman on this floor. 
Let me say now that, with one or two exceptions, 
I have been treated by all who have participated 
in thisdebate with regard and consideration; and 
whatever may be the resultof the vote which the 
Flouse is about to take upon the question of per- 
mitting me longer to occupy a seat here, I shall 
always recur with gratification to the manner in 
which I have been referred to personally in the 
course of this discussion. 

My acquaintance with thesgentlemen on the 
other side of the House is limited, There are 
but few of them, comparatively, with whom I 
have become intimate. Butall of them, with few 
exceptions, have referred to me in terms of re- 


i spect and kindness. They have not impugned 


my motives; they have not found fault with the 


|| manner in which I have expressed mysclf. 


Now, sir, for what am I arraigned, for whatam 
I on trial? In whathave I offended, that I amno 
longer to be regarded as worthy of membership 
in this body? In what, that lam an unfit associ- 
ate of gentlemen on this floor with whom I have 
been so pleasantly connected for the last four 
months? What is it? Have I done aught incon- 
sistent with that honorable position to which my 
constituents elected me? Have | conducted my- 
self on this floor ina manner unbecoming the dig- 
nity ofa Representative of the people? Have I 
been indecorous or disorderly, or in an unseemly 
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manner occupied the time or asked the attention 


of the House? Have Í committed any crime? 
No, sir, no such charge has been broughtagainst 
me. Buton the contrary I have been highly com- 


plimented for the manner in which I have ex- į 


pressed my opinions. 

What, then, is the offense for which I am ar- 
raigned and to be expelled from this floor? It is 
this: that in this hour of our country’s peril, 
when we are engaged in a war of such magni- 
tude, invalving such vast consequences, affecting 
not only ourselves and our constituents but the 


cause of free government throughout the world; | 


at this hour, when we have an Army in the field 
which for numbers, prowess, and expensiveequip- 
ment is unequaled in the history of the world; 
at this-hour,when the war has lasted three years, 
and when we are daily called upon to vote ap- 
propriations of both men and money for its far- 
ther continuance; when we are urged to harass 
the people by heavier and multiplied taxation, 
and to drag them from their homes by repeated 
conscriptions; that in this hour, believing that a 
further continuance of the struggle will notonly be 
fruitless but will ultrmately destroy the Republic, 
and with it the liberties of the people, exercising 
my right as the Representative of a free constit- 
uency, moved solely by a desire to prevent an 
unnecessary and therefore wicked waste of treas- 
ure and a further cffusion of blood in what I 
deem to be a fruitless strugzle; moved solely by 
my desire to preserve the liberties of the people 
and to maintain the principles and form of otr 
Government, even if we could not preserve all its 
territory, having no sympathy with and no de- 
sire to aid its cnemies, I have spoken my honest 
convictions according to the ability which God 
has given me. 

That isthe sum and substance of my offending. 
[have gathered together materials which the mas- 
ter-workmen of the Republican party have pre- 
pared ready for my use. Lwasuotobliged to go 
either to the quarry or to the forest for my mate- 
rial. [found it already prepared by the hands of 
skillful and experienced workmen, and without 
the use of ax, hammer, or any tool of iron I have 
joined it together; the workmanship is that of the 
leaders of the departed and living statesmen of 
your party. and the leading journals which mold 
and shape Republican opinion. I have justified 
my position by the authority of those master- 
workmen, the statesmen ofthe old Whig and Re- 
publican parties. They have prepared the mate- 
rials for me, shaped them in the most delicate 
manner, and with the utmost skill, and with the 
greatest powers, They have supplied the argu- 
ments which [ collected and from which I drew 
certain conclusions and presented them to the 
House. Why, sir, I have studied the statesmen 
whose political sentiments you profess. I have 
quoted from your present Chief Executive, from 
the Secretary of State, from men in authority of 


equal ability. They have maintained certain prin- | 


ciples in regard to the administration of the gov- 
ernment in time of warand the coercion of States, 
and from them I have drawn my conclusions. 
They forced themselves upon my mind, and I 
could not resist them. They were that two alter- 
natives only remained to us; neither of them is 
agreeable to me, bat between them I must choose, 
and for choosing that which I believed to be the 
least_fruitful of evil I am to be expelled from this 
House, 

Now, gentlemen, I ask you to approach that 
question with care and deliberation, 
before you pass a vote of expulsion or censure 
upon me, to consider the circumstances in which 
we are placed and by which we are surrounded 
to-day. It isan importantoccasion. Lexpressed 
my convictions; my colleague [Mr. GARFIELD] 
replied to me immediately. Many of my own 
friends did not agree with me. They havetaken 
occasion to say so. My colleagues on this side 
have, with few exceptions, hastened to express 
their dissent. ‘hey were speedy to confirm my 
statement that I did not undertake to speak for 
them. I may be in error. My judgment and 
conscience tell me that { am not. i may notlook 
at the great struggle in its true light, | have 
looked at it deliberately in order to discover, if 
possible, the end to which it was tending. [have 
formed my conclusions. 
two issues to which this war can lead; and so be- 
lieving, independently as a Representative of the 


l ask you, | 


I believe there are bat | 


—— 
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people, honestly and candidly as a man, over- 
come by a sense of duty to my country and re- 
sponsibility tomy God, į have deliberately, court- 
eously, and gentleman say with great ccum- 
spection, expressed my convictions to the House. 
They commend my manhood and candor; they 
award me credit for having spoken my honest į 
convictions; but they dissent from my conclusions, 
That is my offense. 

Gentlemen, if there is anything in that, if there 
is any blame to be attached tome for having thus 
uttered my convictions, then the Ged who made 
me ard gave me utterance,and gave me the im- 
pulse to say openly what I believe firmly, is to 
blame, instead of myself. 1 declared the delib- 
erate conviction of my judgment, I declared the 
deliberate conclusion of my mind; and having 
listened with attention to the arguments of gen- 
tlemen, I have not yet heard one which has moved 
me from my position. I may be in error. If 
you are still further to govern us, I trust, for my 
country, that I may be. But do not, gentlemen, 
trifle with the country. If] am wrong, convince 
me. Do not, in this hour, gratify parusan aspi- 
rations at the expense cither of our country or of 
truth. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Ror- 
Lins] sees in this movement what I have thought 
Talso very clearly discerned. He says that it 
was designed to make party capital, and that the 
effort is more to see how much can be made out 
of it for the next campaign than to arrive at just 
conclusions. He told you that it is all party and 
no word for the country; all party, from the in- 
troduction of the resolution to the hour we are 
going to vote on it. He isthe only gentleman on 
the other side of the Chamber who discussed and 
combated the principles and arguments of my 
speech. He did itin a courteous, dignified, and 
statesmanlike manner; but while I respect him, | 


must say that he has failed to change my convic- 
tions. | may be wrong. I believe Lam right. I| 


have not one word to retract. My convictionsare 
as strong, my judgmentas firm as when on Friday 
I gave utterance to my sentiments. 

What, sir, is the position on which F stand? 
Let ne call your attention for a few moments to 
the means by which I arrived at my conclusions. 
I built upon the foundation laid by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr.Srevens.] Asso much 
has been said on the subject, 1 will read a short 
paragraph from his speech. He says: 


“ Some think that these States are still in the Union and 
entitled to the protection of the Constitution and the laws 
of the United States.”? $ E R i is > 

< Others hold that having committed treason, renounced 
their allegiance to the Union, discarded the Constitution 
and laws, organized a distinct and hostile government, and 
by force ofarms have risen from the condition of insurgents 
to the position of an independent Power de facto, and having 
been acknowledged as a belligerent both by foreign nations 
and our own Government, the Constitution and the Union 
are abrogated so far as they are concerned, and that as be- 
tween the two belligerents they are under the Jaws of war 
and the laws of nations atone, and that whichever Power | 
conguers may treat the vanquished as conquered provinces, ; 
and may impose upon them such conditions and laws asit 
inay deem best. ™? F h 5 * > x 

“ But itis said that thisinust be considered a contest with ; 
rebel individuals only, as States in the Union cannot make | 
war. That is true so long as they remain in the Union. | 

3ut they claim to be out of the Union, and the very fact 
that we have adimitied them to be ina state of war, to be 
belligcrents, shows that they are no longer in the Union, 
and that they are waging war in their corporate capacity, 
unter ihe corporate name of the confederate Slates, and that 
such major corporation is composed of minor corporations 
called States acting in their associated character.” 
* * * * x * * a * 
© When an insurrection becomes sufficiently formidable 
to entitle the party to belligerent rights, it places the con- 
tending Powers on precisely the same footing as forcign na- | 
tions at war with each other.” g x i * s 

‘No one acquainted with the magnitude of this contest 
ean deny to itthe character ofa civil war., Por nearly three ; 
years the confederate States have maintained their decia- ; 
ration of independence by foree of arms.” = Bk 

“What, then, is the effect of this public war between | 
these belligerent, these foreign nations? Before this war 
the parties were bound together by a compact, by a treaty 
called a f Constitution? bey acknowledged the validity 
of municipal laws mutually binding on cach. This war 
has cut asunder all these tigaments, abrogated all these obli- 
gations. 


These are the remarks of the gentleman from | 
Pennsylvania, word for word, and which were 
referred to by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. | 
Courax] as if ł were their author. l adopted | 
them, t have simply followed in the lead of the ; 
distinguished leader of the Republican party. f: 
drew my conclusions from the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, which f have not 


* 


men upon this side of the House have denounced 
him. for it; and I know some gentlemen upon that 
side of the House have disagreed with him. Yet 
i have not heard ofa resolution being introduced 


| for the expulsion or censure of that gentleman. 


He and l agree. These States are out of the 
Union; they have established an independentgov- 
ernment de facto; they have maintained their 
declaration of independence by force of arms for 
three years. For three years they have. so pros- 
ecuted the war that by the laws of war and the 
laws of nations they have cat asunder all the lig- 
aments and abrogated all the obligations whic 
bound them to us under the Constitution. . He 
and I agree inthatopinion. If youcondemn me, 
I ask you to be consistent and condemn your dis- 
tinguished leader. J might not have been brought 
to that conclusion had not the argument been 
placed before me by the Jeader of the Republican 
party on this floor. If, gentlemen; you censure 
me for putting myself in position with him you 
must, to be consistent, censure us both. ‘ Be 
just, though the heavens fall.” Rise above party. 
{f the same words were uttered upon that side of 
the House as those for which you condemn me, 
make no difference between me and the member 
of the Republican party who uttered them; con- 
sistency is a jewel. If you must-have a victim, 
if it is necessary that censure should attach some- 
where, censure us both; we stand on the same 
ground; we uttered the same tanguage and hold 
the same opinion as to the condition of the con- 
federate States. 

He goes further than ldo, He is for waging 
war against the confederate States as a foreign 
nation for conquestand subjugation. Lanragainst 
it; the difference is purely a question of policy, 
which isalwaysa legitimate subject of discussion 
in a Jegislativeassembly. J believe that if a war 
of subjugation could be successfully prosecuted 
against the confederate States as a foreign nation, 
and we held and governed them as conquered prova 
inces by the exercise of the coercive power of the 
Government, the effect would he to destroy the 

rinciples of the Union between all the States 
North as well as South, and establish an absoluto 
despotism upon the ruins of the liberties of the 
people; and believing this, Lam not willing to sac- 
rifice our republican form of Government for ter- 
ritorial aggrandizement and the establishment of 
a despotism. f 

Now, in another part of my speech, I have 
quoted from the New York Tribune, from the 


i} great leading republican paper of my district, the 


y 


incinnati Commercial, from the Columbus Jour- 
nal and from a number of papers which Iwill not 
enumerate here, Idid not give to the House what 
those papers said, but I extracted from them the 
materials which I used in coming to my con- 
clusion. I will now ask the Clerk to read some 
extracts which were published in the Cincinnati 
Commercial in 1861. That paper is published in 
my city, and is more influentialin molding Repub- 
lican opinion in my district than any other paper 
published in the State. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

t War for the subjugation of the seceders would be un- 
wise and deplorable. ‘There is no province in the world, 
conquered and held by military force, that is not a weak- 
ness to its master. Many of the English colonies have 
drained England of her wealth. The English people are 
now eaten up with taxation to hold distant possessions in 
military subjection, and carry on her world-wide system of 
fillibustering, which has for centuries been a national pas- 
sion, ‘She wars, which are visited upon her in her mon- 
strous national debt, were occasioned by the pride of her 


į aristocracy aud the intrigues of her politicians, and were 


not, with an exception or two, in the interest of her peo- 
ple. fndia, upon which she bas lavished her strength, and 
which is the most magnificent trophy of wars of conquest 
held by any nation, is an ineumbranee to her to-day, Al- 
giers is a costly and unprofitable appendage of France. 


| Venetia is the weak spot of Austria, and the life's blood of 


the empire is drained to hold that territory, which is abso- 
lutely worthless to the Austrians, ang fetters ber armies in 
the Quadrilateral, The bistory of (he world certainly proves 
that it is not profitable to govern a people without their 
consent.’ 

“The logical lesson of this fact in this country is that 


: if there are two nations here who have beer fiving in an 


nnnatural union, they should, for the benefit of one or both, 
be separated. We do not entertain the opinion that a 
foreed alliianee between antagonistic nationalities has ex- 
isted in the Union which our fathers made. We believe, 
whatever the difference in domestic institutions, in tem- 
perament, in soil and climate, and in ideas of local govern- 

ant, to be found within the limits of the land, that cach 
rest was sccure within the Union, and that all seetions 
orons and Lappy within than they can be 


5 j i without the Union.” 
heard him take back. I know that some gentle- || 


“<The dreamof an ocean bound republic, which hasbeen 
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so gratéful'to Young America, we yet hope to see realized 5 
but in the megan time theré is roon for several flourishing 
nations on this continent; and the sun will shineas brightly 
and the rivers ran as clear—the cotton-fields will be as 
white and the wheat-fields as golden—when we acknowl- 
edge the southern confederacy as before. We would not 
undervalue the Union. It has ministered to our national 
pride as well as-to the prosperity of the whole country. 
But when it is gone, we still have our fruitful and inviting 
soil and clime, pür seats and channels of commerce, and 
the unequaled capacity of the people for productive labor.” 
-- We are not in favor of blockading the southem coast, 
We are not in favor of retaking by force the property of 
the United States now in possession of the seeeders. We 
would recognize the existence of a government formed of 
all the seceding States, and attempt to cultivate amicable 
relations with it? 

‘Mr. LONG... Those articles, as I said before, 
appeared inthe Cincinnati Commercial, the lead- 
ing Republican paper of my own State. There 
appeared also at the same time aseries of articles 
iu the Columbus Journal, published in the capital 
of my State. The articles in the Commercial ap- 
peared immediatély following an interview which 
took place between the proprietors of that paper 
and the present Secretary of the Treasury, S. P. 
Chase, and at the time they were attributed to 
that distinguished gentleman, + ` 

l will not detain the House by referring to the 
other extracts, but as I said before I found these 
materials adjusted by the hands of askillfal work- 
man for my use. I chose to go'to the leaders of 
the Republican party rather than draw from what 
had been written and said by my own party, feel- 
ing that thereby my position would be more im- 

regnable against the assaults of my opponents. 

was unwilling to believe that the Republican 
party would repudiate the utterances of its own 
great statesmen, leaders, and principal journals, 
butfrom demonstrations made on this floor for 
the last few days I am led to the conclusion that 
I was most sadly mistaken. 

I caution you, gentlemen, on that side of the 
Chamber to approach the subject carefully. It 
“will be the worst record for you that you can pos- 
sibly muke if you now repudiate these principles, 
You have before avowed them, and I predict here 
‘to-day you will be driven to avow them again be- 
fore another President shall have been inaugurated 
on the 4th of March, 1865. I warn you, gentle- 
men, thatin voting to expel me from this Hall, 
or in voting censure upon me for uttering these 
sentiments which have been avowed by your own 
leading statesmen and newspapers, you are doing 
that which will ultimately subject yourselves to 
a worse odium than that which you are seeking 
to fasten upon me, Events are progressing rap- 
idly; we know not what a day may bring forth. 
Idonot, in saying this, mean in any degree to in- 
timidate any gentleman, or prevent him from vot- 
ing as his judgment dictates; but regardless of 
consequences to myself I make the prediction that 

ou will rue this day, that you will seek to ob- 
literate this record before we shall have dissolved 
this Congress on the 4th of March next. 

I may be in error in the opinions I expressed. 
Some of my own friends upon this side of the 
House have planted themselves in opposition to 
them, and I have received their condemnation. 
‘Those who will occupy a position with me in the 
future upon these great questions will not be those 
who agree with my distinguished friend on my 
right, [Mr. Sxiri.| Bat there will be gentlemen 
from the other side of the House who will come 
to my principles. Í believe that you will come to 
them, gentlemen. I do not believe that the Amer- 
ican people, North or South, willeveragree with 
the member from Kentucky, [Mr. Smrru,] that 
we ought tosubjugate and exterminate the people 
of the South, and populate that country with a 
better class of people. Ido not believe that the 
people of this country, noteven of the Republican 
party, would agree to that. I cannot believe that 
any man when he lies down on his pillow and 
communes with his God, when he considers the 
maguitude of this issue, involving the fate of eight 
milion men, women, and children, could agree to | 
the doctrine of the member from Kentucky, 

Mr. SMITH. The gentleman will allow me 
one moment; I will not occupy more of his time. 
When I used the expression the day before yes- 
terday that I was willing not only to subjugate 
the South, but, if need be, to exterminate its peo- 
ple and populate that country with a better class 
of people, 1 did not refer to the innocent children | 
who cannot commit treason; but I referred to the 
men in arms, to those who have by direction or | 


indirection committed treason against the Gov- 
ernment. i 
-~-Mr. LONG., I give the gentleman all the ben- 
efit he can derive from his explanation. I regard 
itas but a very feeble effort to extricate himself 
from the position in which he and other gentle- 
men here have placed themselves. envy not the 
man who can clasp his hands and close hiseyes in 
prayer and ask the extermination of these people 
at the South. I have noheartand no disposition 
to see such a work as that goon. l cannot con- 
sent to it. Se help me God, I am against it. 
Standing as I do among you alone, I am willing 
to raise my voice, feeble as it is, against it. 
want peace in this country; peace, peace, if Í can 
have it, rather than the extermination of these 
people who are struggling in a cause which they 
believe to be right. Sir, let this war cease. 1, 
for one, am against it, Although I may be ex- 
pelled from this Hall, and sent home to my 
constituents branded by the condemnation of the 
gentlemen opposite, I will utter the convictions 
of my judgment; I will take the consequences, 
and will go down, if you please, to infamy, if 
such is the estimation in which L am to be held, 
for raising my feeble voice for peace, 

Sir, I dislike personalities, and F intend to be 
respectful to all gentlemen. I must, neverthe- 
less, point out what in my judgment is an incon- 
sistency on the part of the gentleman who has 
moved this resolution of expulsion. 

On the Iith day of February, 1861, Mr. Craige, 
of North Carolina, submitted on the floor of this 
House the following resolution. J read from the 
Congressional Globe, second session Thirty- 
Sixth Congress, part one, page 853: 

“Mr. Crater, of North Carolina. I submit the follow- 
ing resolution: : 

t Whereas the States of South Carolina, Florida, Ala- 
bana, Georgia, Mississippi, and Louisiana have seceded 
from the Confederacy of the United States and have estab- 
lisheda government under the name of tthe confederacy of 
the United States South;? and whereas it is desirable that 
the most amicable relations should exist between the two 
Governments, and war should be avoided as the greatest 
calamity which can befall them : 

“Resolved by the Senate und House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That 
the President of theUnited States be, and is hereby, required 
to acknowledge the independence of said government as 
soon as he is informed officially of its establishment; and 
that he receive such envoy, embassador, or commissioner 
as may or shall be appointed by said government for the 
purpose of amicably adjusting the matters in dispute with 
said government, 

“Mr. Cratae, of North Carolina. J hope that the reso- 
Jution wil be permitted to pass, as E doubt not it is the 
wish of all of us that peace shail.be preserved. 

Mr. Farnswortm. L object; and move that it be re- 
ferred to the Commitee on Patents. pennebicr] 

“Mr Crarar, of North Carolina, nove that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

“Phe question was taken; and the joint resolution was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.” 


Thus, Mr. Speaker, on the lth day of Feb- j 


ruary, 1861, Mr. Craige, an avowed secessionist, 
who was in favor of dissolving the Union, who 
carried out his views and went South, proposed, 
in his place here, a recognition of the confeder- 
acy, and to putin that diplomatic gallery an 
envoy extraordinary from the confederate States. 
And this resolution was dignified in this House 
by a reference to the Commitice on Foreign Af- 
fairs. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Coun- 
rax] was present and assented to that reference. 
He probably voted for it. He moved no resolu- 
tion of censure, no resolution of expulsion. 

There is another circumstance to which I wish 
to allude. Ithag been referred to before, but I 
choose'to refer toitagain, Mr. Conway, a mem- 
ber from the State of Kansas, in a speech which 
he made in this House on the 27th day of January, 
1863, uses this language, before proposing two 
resolutions. I read from Congressional Globe 
and Appendix, third session Thirty-Seventh Con- 
gress, part two, page 66 of the Appendix: 

“© Nevertheless I cannot refrain from expressing my in- 
dividual opinion thatthe true policy of the North is to term- 
jnatethis waratonee. ‘Phe Jouger it continues the worse 
our situation becomes. Let the two Houses of Congress 
adopt the following resolutions : 

i Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, 
$e, Phat the Exceutive be and he is hereby, requested to 
issue a general order to all commanders or forees in the 
several military departments of ibe United States to dis- 
contine offe operations ttie cavmy aid to act 
for the future entirely on the d ive. 

© Resolved, Viatthe Exe ve be, and be is hereby, fur- 
ther requested to enter into negotiations with the authori- 
ties of the with reference to a cessa- 
tion of hostilities d on the following prepositions: first, 
recognition of the independence of the confederate States; 
second, a unfform system of duties upon imports; third, 


a 


| South under the sway of the Union by force of arms. 


free trade between the two States; fourth, free navigation 
of the Mississippiriver; fifth, mutual adoption of the Mon- 
roe doctrine. 

«i am aware that this may be said to be giving up the 
contest. In one respect it undoubtedly is. Yt is an aban- 
donment, for the time being, of the attempt to bring the 

ut 
it cannot be denied that in this object we are already de- 
feated ; we have defeated ourselves.” 


Did l eversayasmuch? Have I admitted that 
we were defeated? Have I denied the prowess 
of the Federal Army? Have I denied its ability 
to exterminate the South? Not a syllablecan be 


` pointed out in my speech which looks toany such 


idea. Have I ever once claimed that the Federal 
Army was not able to cope with or overpower 
the confederates and exterminate the southern 
people? I object to its extermination. I have 
not admitted, as Mr. Conway did, that we. were 
defeated. I have not been willing to give upthe 
contest in that respect, 

And why do I refer to this now? I refer to it, 
sir, for this purpose: to show that as well on the 
llth of February, 1861, as on the 27th of Janu- 
ary, 1863, the present Speaker of this House oc- 
cupied a seat on this floor. and heard these reso- 
lutions offered. He heard the speech of Mr. 
Conway. And he, so far as I am advised, moved 
no resolution of expulsion or of censure against 
either of those members. 

It has been said that what has been declared 
by the leaders of the Republican party against 
coercing the States was uttered before the war be- 
gan and before blood was shed. Jtis true this 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Craige) 
used that language and offered this resolution be- 
fore blood was shed. Mr. Conway used his lan- 
guage and offered his resolution after we had been 
engaged in war two years. The Army was as. 
near to the Potomac then as it iš to-day. Wash- 
ington city was surrounded then as it is sur- 
rounded now. The President was guarded then 
in his mansion by armed sentinels as 1 said on 
last Friday: he is guarded now. ‘Thisgentleman 
(Mr, Conway) said that we had defeated our- 
selves; and he proposed a recognition of the south- 
ernconfederacy. He proposed that the President 
should recognize it. Where was the gentleman 
from Indiana then? Where was his resolution 
of expulsion, where-his resolution of censure 
against Mr. Conway? Where wasall his virtu- 
ous indignation and his Joud-sounding patriotism 
then? Why did he not stop the business of legis- 
Jation long enough at least to make an effort at 
expulsion or censure? What is the difference 
between us, e 

On the 27th day of January, 1863, the war had 
progressed for two years; it now bas progressed 
three, On the 27th of January, 1863, the Speaker 
who now proposes my expulsion was on the floor 
of the House, and now he is in the Speakcr’s 
chair. Because he occupies that position, does 
it give him any higher right, does it give him 
any higher power? I think it does not. The only 
difference between my conduct and that of Mr. 
Conway, was that he was an abolitionist and Í 
ama Democrat. Therefore Lam to be expelled, 
while he goes without censure or disapprobation, 
{Applause in the galleries.} 

Mr. COX. lhope the Chair will preserve or- 
der, [Laughter,] I presume he will not hesitate 
to clear the galleries now. 

Mr. LONG. I came into this House and de- 
livered my speech on Friday. The Speaker of 
the House knew that I was going to deliver itand 
manifested much kindness in respect to it. He 
evinced much disposition to give me the floor. 
Other gentlemen on the other side of the House 
knew [ was going to deliver it, and I told them 
1 would go a bow-shot beyond anything that had 
been yet said. ; 

Mr. COLFAX. The gentleman will bear me 
witness that he never said anything of that char- 
acter to me, 

Mr. LONG. Certainly I did not say that to 
the Speaker, but I did to a number of gentle- 
men now in their seats on that side of the Cham- 
ber. : 

Mr. COX. Ifthe gentleman will allow me for 
a moment, I want to know from gentlemen on 
the other side of the House whether some of them 
were not advised when they went into the Hall 
on Friday last of the precise character of the 
speech he proposed tomake,and that it would be 
for the recognition of the South? 


sir? 
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Mr. LONG. 
league. 

Mr. COX. J charge that upon the other side 
of the House, and then that they undertook to 
circulate the speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONG. Iwil take care of that. 
yield to my colleague further. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I delivered that speech in 
this House, as gentlemen have been kind enough 
to tell me, very well. I thought it was delivered 
very badly. I was quite dissatisfied with myself 
for the manner in which it was delivered. Dur- 
ing its delivery the Speaker did me the honor to 
listen tome. Myeye wasupon him. A gentle- 
man upon the other side of the House, [Mr Asu- 
LEY,] who knew in advance the character of the 
Speech, gave me his attention; aud after I had 
nearly completed its delivery, after 1 had laid 
down my premises, and drawn my conclusions, 
after [had not only laid the foundations, but nearly 
erected the superstructure, and the hammer fell 
as my hour expired, the distinguished Repub- 
lican from Ilinois [Mr. Wasuzurne] rose in his 
place and asked the unanimous consent of the 
committee to give me time in which to conclude 
my speech, and in connection with that request 
the gentleman is reported, and L believe correctly, 
as follows: 

“As the speech of the gentleman from Ohio is the key- 
note of tle Democratic party in the coming election, [hope 
there will be no objection to his finishing his speech. It 
means recognition of the confederacy by foreign Powers, 
and peace upou terms of disunion.?? 

What says the rule on that point? I find on 
page 124 of the Rules as follows: 

“Irany member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the 
rulés of the House, the Speaker skall, or any member may, 
eall to orders in whieh case the member so called to order 
shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to explain ; 
_ aud the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, but 
without debate,” 

They knew what I said. They heard me say 
it. The Speaker heard itand did not feel himself 
obliged to call me to order. Yet the rule of the 
House is imperative that he shall call to order. So 
far were they from that thatthey were willing that 
I should finish my speech. They gave me unani- 
mous consent to finish it. And my colleague from 
the Toledo district, [Mr. Asuizy,] as soon as the 
Speech was delivered, put his name upon the list 
and subscribed for five hundred copies of it to be 
circulated as treason. [Laughter.] Yes, sir, a 
number of gentlemen on that side subscribed for 
it. The gentleman who took upon himself the 
responsibility of drawing a parallel between Ben- 
edict Arnold and myself subscribed for one hun- 
dred copies. [Laughter.] Yet while these gen- 
tlemen are domg that, while they are willing to 
putit forth to the country, treasonable as they 
say itis, they now demand that I shall be cen- 
sured or expelled for having uttered it. They 
have not generally subscribed for a Democratic 
speech. 

They have treated me with great consideration, 
They have given me great notoriety. They could 
not have given more if I had made one hundred 
speeches upon this floor of more ability. For the 
‘notoriety that they have given me in the last three 
or four days’ proceedings of the House 1 ought 
rather to thank than find fault with them, 1 ought 
to feel rather complimented than otherwise. 

Gold has gone up from 160 to 190. I do not 
know that my speech has produced it. {Laugh- 
ter.] There is something mysterious in this mat- 
ter. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose. 

Mr. LONG. [cannot yield to my colleague. 
I never yield to him. J have the utmost respect 
for almost every other gentleman on that side of 
the House except my colleague. He does not 
command in this department. I thank God that 
he is not a brigadier general on this floor, If he 
were I should not be permitted to speak to-day. 

Mr. SCHENCK, (in a subdued voice.) If I 
were I would soon send you over the lines, 
{Laughter near Mr. Scnencx’s seat.] 

Mr. LONG. Ihave, Í say, been treated gen- 
erally with the highest consideration and respéct 


Tdo not 


I cannot yield further to my col- 


| of each five hundred soldiers which Pennsylvania 


by gentlemen on the other side of the House. ‘But 
one member on that side of the House,a member 
from Pennsylvania, formed a hotable exception. 
He said: f 


“Among the soldiers of Pennsylvania you would not find 
one in five hundred who would not brain the gentleman for 
uttering in camp the doctrines he uttered-with impunity ia 
this Hali.’? 


That I may do no injustice to a number of 
gentlemen from that State who have done me 
the honor to reply to me, I will say that I mean 
the man who plays Forrest upon this floor for 
the amusement of the House, [Mr. KeELLEY.] 
{Laughter.] I dislike to refer toanything he has 
said; I dislike personalities, Pennsylvania is my 
native State, and I honor her noble sons whether 
in the field or elsewhere. 7 

Yet, sir, I despise the man who would appeal 
to the passions of the soldier in the field to turn 
his back upon the foe worthy of his steel and 
assail the citizen at home. J despise the man 
who would say it; and I go further and say that 


has sent there is not one in whose bosom a nobler 
heart does not pulsate than ever beat in the breast 
of him who would drag them down to a base 
level with himself. [Applause.] 

Sir, I regret that I am obliged to refer to these 
personalities. Ido not fear the soldier. He never 
has offered me offense, and I do not believe he 
ever will. Į havea high regard for his intelli- 
gence and his valor; he can distinguish between 
his real and his pretended friends. He can dis- 
tinguish between his true friends and those who, 
with professions on their lips, vote always against 
either increasing his wages or to ministering 
to his wants when he is actually in distress, 1 
have in my hand the letter of ‘a soldier, and I 
propose to readit, I received it this morning, ‘and 
itis but one of many which I have been receiving 
daily since last Monday morning, and in appro- 
bation of the position I have taken. T'he soldier 
says: 

BATTERY —~, April 13, 1864. 

Sir: Will you be so ‘kind as to send to the subscriber 
two or three copies of your speech of Friday last if you 
have it in pampilet form, and much oblige a soldier who 
figh for free government, free speech, and the Constitution 
as itis? 

With respect, I remain, yours, sincerely, 


Hon., A. Lose. 

The name of the battery, company, and State 
to which he belongs, and location, are all given; 
and I may here say that his State is ably rep- 
resented on both sides of this Chamber. I omit 
to give his name, company, &c., lest he might 
be reprimanded by his superior officers. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. COX. I make my motion now to lay the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr, Broomatt] upon the table. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report from the Committee 
of Ways and Meansa bill providing internal rev- 
enue, in order to have it printed. 

Mr. COX. I ask my friend over the way to 
allow my colleague [Mr. Lone] to proceed to the 
conclusion of his remarks. How much time does 
my colleague want? 

Mr. LONG _ Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. COX. My colleague wants only fifteen 
minutes to conclude his defense. 

Mr. COLFAX. I hope the request will be 
granted. ‘ 

No objection was made. 

Mr. LONG. I thank gentlemen for extend- 
ing my time. I shall be very brief in my con- 
cluding remarks. 

Now, sir, I apprehend that gentlemen upon that 
side of the House have mistaken the character of | 


the American people. Iam satisfied thatthey have 
placed too low an estimate upon their patriotism 
and intelligence when they undertake to shut out | 
from them free speech upon this floor. I am 
willing to trust them with the largest liberty; and 
I venture to say that had it not been for interfer- 
ing with free speech, had it not been for opening | 


the door of the bastile for incarcerating men for | 


doing what we have been doing here. to- we 
should have been.in a better condition to-day, 
Government would have been more prospe. 
and we would have been hearer-the restoratio 
the Union. is i ea 
If this principle is to be carried out, why allow 
the papers from Richmond to come through the 
lines, and their articles to be copied into our pa- 
pers and circulated throughöut the land? Why 
are you not willing to allow the people to have 
light? Why do you propose to keep them in 
darkness? You call.upon them to respond in 
taxes and in mento carry on this war. While 
you ask that of them, they want to know what 
you propose to do; they want to’ know how you 
are going to terminate this war; and, they want 
free discussion and free debate. I am willing to 
trust them. You all think about these matters; 
if you do not you are not up to the high misgior 
you are charged with in coming hère, If you he 
not reflected how you are going to terminate this 
issue, if you have no programme, if you are afraid 
of free discussion, if you are afraid of the expres- 
sions of our sentiments, you are not discharging 


‘the duty of American statesmen, 


l have risked my cannection with my party, 
for they have denounced me, but I have done 
what I considered to be my duty fearlessly and 
candidly. Iam not willing to believe, so far as 
l am concerned, that gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House will strike down free speech in 
my person. i 


`” J have heard reference made to a number of 


noble Englishmen when our grandfathers were 
struggling, as mine were, upon the battle-field to 
achieve our liberties here. I have already heard 
quoted upon this floor what they said, but L have 
one quotation which I desire to make which has 
not been referred to. Lt willbe remembered that 
after the Declaration of Independence there was 
almost a unanimity among the English people; 
the Parliament was united, and the-ministers car- 
ried their measures by a vote of more than three 
fourths of the. members of that body. And, sir, 
in the discussion of an address in answer to the 
Crown, Mr. Fox used this language: ; 

“It has been suid that we are reduced to the dilemma.of 
conquering or abandoning America. I that be the altera- 
ative, lam for abandonment.” i 

Now, sir, when was that said? Ft was said in 
October or November, 1776, after the battle of 
Long Island and the capture of the city of New 
York by British arms. [t was said, sir, ata time 
when everything looked favorable to the subja- 
gation of the colonies upon this continent by the 
British Government. Mr. Fox had the manhood 
to rise in the British Parliament at that time and 
declare that if the alternative was presented be- 
tween conquering the colonies or abandoning 
them, he was for abandonment; and who ever 
heard of a resolution offered for censuring him? 
As early in the history of the Revolution as 1777 
Mr. Pitt used similar language in reference to the 
colonies. Fle said that in order to save the body 
he was willing to amputate the limbs, and let the 
colonies go. Who ever denounced or censured 
him for using that language? 

Again, sir, hear the language of Lord Chatham 
on the same subject. He said: 

‘<The desperate state of our arms abroad isin part known. 
No man thinks more highly of thera than $ do; Llove and 
honor the English troops; 1 know their virtues and thor 
valor; { know they can achieve anything except inpesst- 
bilities; and T know that the conqaest of English America 
is an impossibility. You cannot, t venture to say it, yeu 
CANNOT conquer America.” sf X A ae «My 
LORDS, yOu CANNOT congu America.) *  * >+ o ä æ 
“ As to conquest, therefore, my lords, I repeat it is impos- 
sible. You may swelbevery expense and every effort still 
more extravagantly; pile and accumulate every assistagce 
you can buy or borrow; trafie and barter with every lithe 
pitiful German prince that sells hissubjects to the shambles 
of a foreign prinecs your efforts are forever vain anim- 
potent—doubly so from this mercennry aid on. which you 
rely; for it irritates, toan incurable resentibent, the mings 
of your euemies—to overrun them with the mercenary sons 
of rapine and plunder; devoting them and their posses- 
sions to the rapacity of hireling-erielty! If I were an 
American, as J am an Englishmau, while a foreign. troop 
was landed in my country, £ never. would iay down my 
arms-—never, never, never.” 


+ 


: House. : 
The queation was taken en Mr. Cox’s motion; | 


— THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE.. 


= 


eonsure.of him -for. the utterance of those senti- 
ments? These men might have been mistaken. 
Time ‘and events have proved that they were cor- 
rect, and that they appreciated the magnitude of 
the. great issue in. which their country was in- 


yolved... But whether they were right. or wrong, | 


whether mistaken or not, the British Parliament 
tolerated that difference of opinion and maintained 
the freedom of speech. Sir, are we less enlight- 
‘ened to-day, are our people not as intelligent as 
the English people were-then?’ Can they not dis- 
eriminate between the truth and error? Cannot 
draw thë line between. patriotism and trea- 
son? | Can they not rise, as the gentleman from 
‘Missouri (Mr. Rous] said, above party poli- 
tics ‘and look to the interests of their country? 
They can judge whether a man discussing these 
great questions is right or wrong. But, sir, give 
fim free speech; do not strike him down in the 
‘American Congress; do not strike him down in 
this enlightened age, in the middie of this nine- 
teenth century, when we boast of our free speech 
and pride ourselves upon our intelligence and dis- 
eriminating justice. “Let the people decide. Let 
us go to the people, as the gen 
tacky [Mr. Smrru] proposed. Let the discus- 
gion commence here and let it extend to the pco- 
le, Š 
a This great question must be discussed. You 
may strike me down for having dared to approach 
it upon this floor—you have the power in poiut 
of numbers to do so-—but the eyes of the American 
people are upon you and will hold you to an ac- 
‘eount for having stifled free speech and the freedom 
of debate in the Halls of the American Congress. 
The cant about loyalty has served to conceal 
our designs and shut out discussion long enough. 
he people demand light. They have been pa- 
tient, patriotic, and enduring beyond measure; 
they are still so; but they wantto know what the 
final result of all this sacrifice of men and treasure 
is to be, and what form of government they are to 
live under hereafter. The discussion of these ques- 
tions is more important to them than who shall 
be clected President next November. 

heer the hammer fell. 

Mr. COX. I now renew my motion to lay the 
‘amendment on the table, 

Mr. MORRILL. U ask permission to report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means a bill to 
provide internal revenue to support the Govern- 
ment, to pny the interest on the publie debt, and 
for other purposes, with a view to having it 
printed and made the special order for Tuesday 
next after the morning hour, and from day to day 
until disposed of. 

Mr. COX. We have no objection, ifitean be 
printed in the mean time, 

Mr. MORRILL. Ic will be printed by to-mor- 
row night. 

Mr. KNAPP, T object to its being made a 
special order. [Cries of “Oh no!” from the 
Democratic side of the House.] 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw the motion to 
make ita special order, and ask merely that the 
report be received and be printed. 1 will then 
ask that it be postponed until Tuesday next. 


No objection being made, the bill was read a j 


firat and second time by its title, ordered to be 

printed, and its further consideration was post- 
voned until Tuesday next, after the morning 
our. 

Mr. COX. T now make the motion to lay the 
amendment on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would 
inform the gentleman from Ohio that there is no 
amendment pending. : 

Mr. COX. 1 had overlooked the fact that the 
Speaker had accepted the amendment of the gen 
tleman from Penusylvania, [Mr. Broomatt. | i 
move, then, to lay the resolution on the table, and 
on that motion | demang. the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. [wish to say to my friend 


from Ohio that it was the understanding upon | 
this side of the House that if the Speaker desired | 


to reply to the speech of the member from the 


seco 


portunity will be extended to him now. 

Mr, COLFAX. Mr. Speaker, experience has 
warned me not to ask unanimous consent of the 
I decline to ask it. 


tleman from Ken- ; 


-cOna, 


i Dowell, McKinney, 


il 
H 
i 
i 
i 
j; 


ti 
H 
i 


| bave voted ay. 


and. it wasdecided in. the negative—yeas 10, nays 


79; as follows: ` 


YEAS—Messrs. Janes C. Allen, Wiliam J. Allen, An- 
Augustus U, Baldwin, Francis P. Biair, Bliss, 
James S. Brown, William G. Brown, Uhanler, Clay, Cot 
froth, Cox, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, 
Finck, Ganson, Grider, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Benja- 
min G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hutchins, Philip John- 
son, William Jofinson, Katbfleisch, Kernan, King, Knapp, 
Law, Lazear, Mallory, Marey, McDowell, McKinney, 
William H: Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, 
Noble, Odell, John ONeill, Pendleton, Perry, Pruyn, Rad- 
ford, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, James S. Rol- 
lins, Ross, Scott, Stebbins, John B. Steele, William G. 
Steele, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Voorhees, Ward, Wheeler, 
Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, Fernando 
Wood, and Yeaman—70. i 

NAVS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar- 
noid, Ashicy, Baily, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, 
Blaine, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Cobb, Cole, Creswell, 
Eekley, Farnsworth, Garfield, Gooeh, Grinnell, Higby, 
Hooper, Hotehkiss, John H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, 
Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, 
Loan, Longyear, Marvin, Me Bride, McCiurg, McIndoc, 
Samuel P. Miller, Morrill, Daniel) Morris, Amos Myers, 
Leonard. Myers, Norton, Charles O?Neill, Orth, Perham, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William II, Randall, Alexander H. 
Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Shan- 
non, Sloan, Smith, Smithers, Starr, Stevens, ‘Thayer, 
Thomas, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Washburne, 
William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wil- 
der, Wilsou, Windom, and Woodbridge—79. 


So the preamble and resolutions were not laid 
upon the table. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Towa, stated that he was 
paired off with Mr. MIDDLETON. 

Mr, ANCONA stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Sru.gs, was paired off with his other colleague, 
Mr. Moorman. 

‘Whe question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolutions. 

Mr, HOLMAN called for a division of the 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore stated that the vote 
would be taken first upon the first resolution, as 
follows: 


Resolved, ‘Tuatsaid ALEXANDER Lona, i Representative 
from the second district of Ohio, be, and he is hereby, de- 
clared to be au unworthy member of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. COX. Is itm order to move to amend the 
resolution by censuring the New York Repub- 
lican papers that have condemned these proceed- 
ings? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. HOLMAN eailed for the yeas and nays on 
the first resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 80, nays 69; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Alison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, Baily, Jolin D, Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, 
Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, 
Creswell, Dawes, Deming, Driggs, 
worth, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Higby, Hooper, 
Hotehtcss, John H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, 
Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Lown, Loug- 
year, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Melndoe, Samuel F. 
Miller, Morritl, Daniet Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard My- 
ers, Norton, Charles ONeill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, 
Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Alexander H. Riee, 
John H. Riec, Rdward UH. Rollins, Schenek, Shannon, Sloan, 
Smith, Smithers, Starr, Steve Thayer, Thomas, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, Etihu B. Washburne, William B. Wash- 
burn, Webster, Whaley, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, aud 
Woodbridge—80. 

NAYS— ‘s, James C. Allen, Wiliam J, Allen, An- 
conn, Augustus C. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, James 
S. Brown, Wiliam G. Brown, hanler, Clay, Coifroth, Cox, 
Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Piuck, Gan- 
son, Grider, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, 
Herriek, Wolo, (lutchins, William Johnson, Kalbfleisch, 
Kernan, King. Knapp, Law, Lazear, Mallory, Marcy, Me- 
Wiliam H. Miller, James R. Morris, 
Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Odell, John ONeill, Pendleton, 
Perry, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, Rog- 
ore, dames S. Rollins, Ross, Scott, Stebbins, John B. Steele, 
William G. Steele, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Voorhecs, 
Ward, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, 
Winficid, Fernando Wood, and Yeaman—o9. 


So the resolution was adopted. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. W. J. ALLEN asked leave to explain his 
vote. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is notin 


o t eeeh i order. : 
d district of Ohio [Mr. Lone] he should i; 
have an opportanity to do so. 1 hope that op- ; 


Mr. FENTON again stated that he was paired 
off with Mr. WanswortH, otherwise he would 
Mr. ECKLEY stated that bis colleague, Mr. 
Sparvixe, was paired off with Mr. Jounson, of; 
Pennsylvania. f z | 

The vote was announced as above recorded, 


Dumont, Eckley, Farns- j 


Dawes, Deming, Driggs, Dumont, || 


© Mri COLFAX moved .to reconsider. the vote 
by. which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. he : 
The-latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch. as 
the first resolution is adopted and the second is of 
no practical moment, T move that it be laid upon 
the table. i 

Mr.COX. I call for the reading of the second 
resolution. : 

It was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Speaker shall read these resolutions 


m the said ALEXANDER Lona during the session of the 
House. 


Mr. STEVENS. Irise to a question of order. 
I desire to know whether laying this resolution 
on the table would carry anything further with it? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion 
of the Chair it would not, the first resolution 
having been adopted. 

Mr. COLFAX, Atthe request of several gen- 
tlemen around me, I will, if there be no objection, 
withdraw the last resolution. 

Mr. VOORHEES and others, on the Demo- 
cratic side of the House, objected. : 

Mr. COLFAX. Well, sir, | withdraw my re- 
quest to withdraw the resolution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate was received, by 
Mr. Hickey, their Chief Clerk, informing the 
House that the Senate have passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 


> An act (No. 297) fixing-the date of the loss of 


the United States brig Bambridge, and for the re- 
lief of officers, seamen, and marines of the same, 
and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution (No. 13) tende 
of Congress to Admiral Porters 

Joint resolution (No. 21) relative to the ac- 
counts of petty officers, seamen, and others, ofthe 
crew of the United States gunboat Cincinnati; 

Joint resolution (No. 54) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to sell at public auction. lot 
No. 13 in the village of Sackett’s Harbor, New 
York; and an : 

‘An act (No. 14$) to enable the people of Ne- 
braska to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment, and for the admission of such State into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States. = 

Also, the following, with amendments, in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House: 

An act (No. 151) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending Junc 30, 
1865; 

An act (No. 206) in addition to an act for the 
estublishment of certain arsenals; ` 

An act (No. 303) to amend an act entitled An 
act to establish and equalize the grade of line offi- 
cersof United States Navy,” approved July 16, 
1862; and 

An-act (No, 370 
the Navy. 

Also, that the Senate have passed a bill and 
joint resolution of the following titles; in which 
he was directed to ask the concurrence of the 
House: 

An act (No. 187) to carry into effect a treaty 
between the United States and her Britannic Ma- 
jesty for the final settlement of the claims of the 
Eludson’s Bay and Puget Sound Agricultural 
Companies; and 

Joint resolution (No. 35) 
sailors on the gunboat Baron 
clothing. 

Also, that the Senate have agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill of the 
House (No, 15) to provide a temporary govern- 
ment for the territory of Montana. 


PROPOSED EXPULSION OF A MEMBER— AGAIN. 


The question recurred on the motion to lay the 
second resolution on the table. 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered.’ ; ; 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 71, nays 69; as follows: 

YSBAS—Messrs. James C. Alien, Wihiam J- Aen, < 
Ancona, Baily, August C. Baldwin, Bliss, James a, 
Brown, William G. Brown, Chanter, Chiy, Coffroth, Cox, 
Dawson, Denison, Rden; Eldridge, Finck, Ganson, Grider, 


ring the thanks 


) to appoint certain officers of 


to compensate the 
de Kalb for loss of 


Vis, Mc 
ton, Perry, Pruyn, Radford, Samue! J. Randall, Willian H. 


rrison, Nelson, Noble, Odell, John O'Neill, Pendte- 


S. Rollins, Ross, Scott, 
Wiliam G. Steele, 

Ward, Webster, 
V. White, Winfield, 


Randall, Robinson, Rogers, James 
Smith, Stebbins, John B. Steel 
Strouse, Stuirt, Sweat, Voorh 
. Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph 
Fersando Wood, and Yeaman—71. 
NAVS—Mesers. AHey, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, Johu D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Bout- 
well, Boyd, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Dawes, Dem- 
ing, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Farusworth, Prank, Garfield, 
Grinnell, Highy, Hooper, Hotchkiss, John H. Hubbard, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, 
McClurg, Mefudoe, Morrill, Danict Morris, Amos Myers, 
Narton, Charles O’Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, 
Pomeroy, Price, Alexander I. Rice, John H. Riee, 
Schenck, Shannon, Sloan, Smithers, Starr, Stevens, 
Thayer, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Wasliburne, 
Wiliam B. Washburn, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and 
W oodbridge—69, 


So the second resolution was laid on the table. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was laid on the table; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COLFAX. I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the preamble. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be pat. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for a division of the 
question on the preamble. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The preamble 
will be read, and the gentleman will designate the 
point at which he proposes it shall be divided. 

The Clerk read the preamble, : 

Mr. HOLMAN.  Itdoes not seem to be divis- 
ible, and 1 withdraw my call for a division. 

Mr. COX, I think it is very properly divis- 
ible by striking out all after  whereas’’and leav- 
ing that standing. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays 
‘on the preamble. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the aflirmative—yeas 78, nays 63; as follows: 

YOAS—Messrs, Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson,Arnold, 


Ashley, Baily, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, | 


Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, 
Creswell, Dawes, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Frank, Gartield, 
Gooch, Grinnell, Nighy, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Jonn H. Hub 
bardy Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, francis W. Kellogg, 
Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, Me- 
Clug, Metndoe, Samuel F, Miler, Morrill, Daniel Morris, 
Atos Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, Chacles ONeill, Orth, 
Pattorson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Ran- 
dall, Alexander H. Rice, John Th Rice, Edward H. Rol- 
lins, Scheuck, Shannon, Bloan, Smith, Smithers, Starr, 
Stevens, Thayer, Dhomas, Upson, VanValkenburgh, Elihu 
B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, 
Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—78. 
NAYS-—Mussrs. James ©. Alten, William J. Allen, An- 
conn, Augustus ©. Baldwin, Bliss, James S. Brown, Wil- 
liam G. Brown, Chanter, Clay, Cottroth, Cox, Dawson, 
ack, Ganson, Grider, Hal, 


Denison, diden, Wldridge, 
ng, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hatehins, 


Har 
William Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Kernan, Knapp, Law, La- 
zear, Marcy, MeDowell McKinney, William fl. Miller, 
damos R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Odell, John 
ONeill, Pendieton, Perry, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, Robinson, Rogers, James X, Rollins, Ross, Scott, Steb- 
bins, Joha B. Steele, William G. Btecle, Strouse, Stuart, 
Voorhees, Ward, Whecler, Chilton A, White, Joseph W., 
White, Winticld, Fernando Wood, and Yeaman—62. 

So the preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. COLFAX moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the preamble was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous 
consent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Sceretary of the Interior recommending 
an appropriftion for-the Sioux and Winnebago 
Indians of the upper Missouri, removed from 
Missouri; which was referred to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


PROHIBITION OF GOLD SALES. 

Mr. STEVENS asked consent to report from 
the Committee of Ways and Meansa bill to pro- 
hibit certain sales of gold. 

Mr. COX. I object to that bill. 


Mr. J. C. ALLIEN. I move that the House 
adjourn. 


IN SENATE. : 
Fripay, April 15, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND: 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE presented seven memorials 
of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin in 
favor of the establishment of certain mail routes 
in that State; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Healso presented a memorial of the Legislature 
of Wisconsin in favor of such a modification of 
the internal revenue law as will place the capital 
invested in the manufacture of agricultural imple- 
ments on a level with capital invested in other 
branches of basiness; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a memorial of the Legislature 
of Wisconsin in favor of an appropriation to 
meet the requirements of the act of the 3d of 
March, 1864, giving a bounty of $100 to wounded 
soldiers discharged from the service before the 
expiration of two years from the time of their 
enlistment; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented the memorial of | 
officers of the Peru and Chicago Railway Com- 
pany, remonstrating against the extension of the 
Goodyear patent for the manufacture of vulean- 
ized india rubber; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented a memorial of the 
president of the Providence, Warren, and Bristol 
Railroad Company, remonstrating against the ex- 
tension of the Goodycar patent for the manufac- 
ture of vulcanized India rubber; which was re- j 
ferred to the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. ` f 
Mr. DIXON presented a memorial of the pres- 
ident of the Housatonic Railroad Company, re- 
monstrating against the extension of the Good- 

year patent for the manufacture of vulcanized 
[ndia rubber; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. COWAN presented a memorial of the offi- 
cers of the Alleghany Valley Railroad Company, 
remonstrating against the extension of the Good- 


year patent for the manufacture of vulcanized į} 


India rubber; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr, MORGAN presented a memorial of the 
president of the New York and New Haven Rail- 
road Company, anda memorial of the New York, 
Providence, and Boston Railroad Company, re- 
monstrating against the extension of the Good- 
year patent for the manufacture of vulcanized 
India rubber; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of the 
Rensselaer and Saratoga Railroad Company, re- i 
Monstrating against the extension of the Good- | 
year patent for the manufacture of vuleanized 
India rubber; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the petition of James | 


R. Baylis, of Baltimore, Maryland, praying for || 


an appropriation to enable him to test, under the 
direcuion of the Secretary of the Navy, his in- | 
vention of an improved ‘eone propeller;” which ; 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the 
Cleveland and ‘Toledo Railroad Company, a me- Í 


morial of the Bellefoutaine Railroad Company, 
and a memorial of the Cincinnati and Zanesville | 
Railroad Company, remoustrating against the | 
extension of the Goodyear patent for the man- |! 


referred to the Committee un Putenis aud the Pai- | 
ent Office, f 


Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the Lex- | 


ington and Frankfort Railroad Company, remon- | 


lating to the memorial of Alfred Spink and-Daniel . 
Wolfs whieh were referred to the Com mittée oi 
‘Claims. ca teng Ex 
Mr. BUCKALEW presented additional pä- 


f pers relating to the petition of Rhoda Wolcott; 


which were referred to- the Committee on Pen- 
sions. oe AEE g 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I have on my 
desk apetition in the following words: ae 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uhited 

> States in Congress assembled: j 

The undersigned, citizens of the United States; believ- 
ing slavery the great eause of the present rebellion, andan 
institution fatal to the life of republican government, earn- 
estly pray your honorable bodies to immediately abolish it 
throughout the United States, and to adopt measires for-sò 
amending the Constitution as forever to prohibit its exist- 
ence in any portion of our common country, 

This petition is signed by forty-one thousand 
two hundred and eighteen men and women, com- 
ing from all of the free States, and some of them 
also from slave States, as follows: Louisiana, 
Maryland, Florida, and South Carolina, From 
Pennsylvanis there ure more than fifteen thou- 
sand petitioners; from New York more than eight 
thousand. F willnot read the list. As one part of 
the prayer of this petition is still before # com: 
mittee of this body, I ask that the ‘petition be te- 
ferred to that committee—the ‘select committee 
on slavery and freedmen. j 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That reference will 
be made. . 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 beg leave to present’ a 
memorial of the colored citizens and tax-payers 
of the District of Columbia, who say that they 
are tax-payers to no inconsiderable amount, but 


| have no voice in the disposition of the proceeda 


of their labor; that their loyalty has never been 
questioned; that hey have in the field two regi- 
ments of volunteers, and a third is in the course 
of formation; and they respectfully present their 
claims for the right of suffrage. As that subject 
is under consideration before the Senate, | move 
that this petition lie on the table, 
The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 


Ordered, That William Rutiman have leave to withdraw 
his petition and other papers from: the files of the Senate, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom were referred papers relating to 


| the naval services of Captain S. B. Bissell, of the 


i 
ufucture of vulcanized India rubber; which were | h TEC 1 } 
i the first regiment of Wisconsin cavalry, praying 


United States Navy, asked to be discharged from 
their farther consideration; which was agreed 'ta, 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
one thousand copies of the report of the engi- 
neer of the Washington aqueduct, reported. in 
favor of printing the same, 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 


Claims, to whom was referred a joint resolution 


: (8. No. 8) for the relief of the State of Wiscon- 


sin, reported it with an amendment, and submit- 


i led a report; which was ordered to be printed, 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred a bill (H; R. 
No, 119) to regulate the admeasurement of ton- 
nage of ships and vessels of the United States, 
reported It with amendments. : 

Mr. FOSTER. ‘The Cominittee on Pensions, 
to whom was referréd the petition of Jane B. 
Carver, widow of Rev. Robert Carver, chaplain 


| of the seventh regiment of Massachusetts volun- 


teers, have directed me to report the same back and 


į to ask that the committee be discharged from the 


further consideration of the petition, a general law 
how having been passed which will meet the peti- 


j| Honer’s case. 


T'he report was agreed to. : 

Mr. FOSTER. Thesame committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Susan W. Dunmore, 
widow of Rev. George W. Dunmore, chaplain-of 


for a pension, have instructed me to ask that. the 
committee be discharged from the further. con- 
sideration of the petition, for the same reason. 
The report was agreed to: 
Mr. FOSTER. Thesamecommittee, to whom 


sirating agaiast the extension of the Goodyear | 
patent for the manufacture of vulcanized India | t t 
rubber; which was referred tu the Committee on | was referred the petition of certain soldiers, set- 
Patents and the Patent Office. | Ung forth that they volunteered and enlisted in 

Mr. CLARK presented additional papers re- j} the service of the United States for the term of 


‘The motion was disagreed to—ayes 60, noes 64. 
Mr. WILSON. I hope the. gentleman from 
Ohio will withdraw his objection to this bill, 
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nine months in the-autumn of 1882, and that at 
the time.of their enlistment they understood and 
believed that they were to receive a bounty of 
twenty-five dollars. when mustered. into service, 
according to the act. of Congress, approved July: 
175.1862, have. instructed me to report the same 


back, and to ask that the committee may be dis-` 


charged.from its further consideration, and that 
it may be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and the Militia, it being, in the judgment 
‘of the committee, more. proper to be disposed of 
by that committee than the Committee on Pen- 
sions. : MA; 

“The report was agreed to.’ 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


- “Mr. HOWARD asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent. obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
935) to. amend the statute of limitations now in 
force in the District of Columbia; which was.read 
‘twice by its tide, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolu- 
stion (S: No. 43) authorizing the settlement of the 
accounts of.the late. Captain Daniel Hebard, of 
the United States volunteers; which was. read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


. Mr. HENDRICKS. House bill No. 371, for 
the relief of the settlers upon certain lands in 
California, has been reported by the Committee 
on Public Lands to the Senate with a recom mend- 
ation thatit pass.. [think a further investigation 
of the bill by the committee will save the time of 
the Senate, I therefore move that it be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. [If there be no ob- 
jection, the Will will be considered as before the 
Senate, and that reference will be made. 

DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY BY TILE ARMY. 

Mr, DAVIS. [ask leave to make an inquiry 
of the chairman of the Committee on Claims. On 
the Ilh of February last a bill (S. No, 113) to 
provide for ascertaining and adjusting claims 
against the Government for injury or destruction 
of property by the Army of the United States or 
by military authority during the present rebellion, 
and for settling the claims of Kentucky against 
the United States, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims, I desire to ask the chairman of that 
committee when the committee will probably re- 
port the bill, Itis now upward of two months 
since it was referred to that committee. 
important bill to sundry of the States, and I should 
be obliged to him and his committee, for myself 
and for my people, ifthey would make an carly 
report upon tt. 

Mr. CLARK. [ think we shall be able soon 
to.come to the consideration of that bil. The 
Committec on Claims keep a regular docket of 
the matters referred to them and take them up in 
their order.. [think we have very nearly worked 
up to that bill, and we shall take it up in its 
order. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is avery satisfactory an- 
Bwer, to be sure. 

Mr. CLARK. 


soon, 


I think we shall reach it very 


LOUIS ROBERTS. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I move to take up the 
bill (S. No. 234) for the relief of Louis Roberts. 

The motion was agreed’ to; and the bill was 
read a second time and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Louis Roberts the sum of 
$2,740 99, that being the amount of money ad- 
vanced by him, ‘out of his own means, to replace 
certain Indian indemnity goods accidentally de- 
stroyed by fire in November, 1855, while being 
transported by him from St. Paul, Minnesota, to 
Redwood Agency, for R. G. Murphy, United 
States Indian agent for the Sioux Indians in Min- 
nesota, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read. the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH FORD. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate pro- 
seed to the consideration of House bill No. 228. 


ltis an’ 


The motion was agreed to;.and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R. No. 228) confirming the 
title of Joseph Ford to. certain lands in Rice coun- 
ty, Minnesota. ‘ i 


The bill was reported to the Senate without’ 


amendment. 


Mr. HARLAN. I have only to say.that there 


is no precedent, I think, in the laws of the United | 


States for any such grant. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is there a report accom- 
panying the bill? ` 

Mr. HARRIS. -` Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. - I should like to have it 
read. : 

The Secretary read the report. It appears that 
in the year 1855 Joseph Ford, the memorialist, 
filed a preémption claim to the south-half of the 
northeast quarter, and the southeast quarter of 
the northwest quarter,and the northwest quarter 
of the southeast quarter of section six.in town- 
ship one hundred and eleven of range nineteen in 
Rice county, in the State of Minnesota, contain- 
ing one hundred and sixty acres of land. In the 
year 1858 Ford purchased, in good faith, a land- 
warrant (No. 77868) for one hundred and sixty 
acres, and paid for the same the sum of $200; and 
under it he located and entered the lands above 
described in the land office at Henderson, Min- 
nesota, which entry was approved and allowed 
by the Land Office. Subsequently he expended 
about twelve hundred dollars in improvements 
upon the land, and put under cultivation a large 
portion of the whole and some portion of each 
forty acres. In March, 1863, he was notified that 
the warrant under which he,had entered and lo- 
eated the lands had been procured by false and 
forged papers, and that it had been canceled with 
permission to him to substitute a valid warrant of 
the same grade, or to enter the lands with cost 
within ninety days from the date of such notice. 
Soon after this Ford volunteered as a soldier in 
the Army, and has been in the military service 
ever since; and owing to the failure of his crops, 
sickness in his family, and the neglect of his farm, 
consequent upon his going to the war, he has 
been, and still is, unable to procure the means 
wherewith to purchase another warrant as re- 
quired, or to enter the lands with money. There 
is every prospect, therefore, that he will lose his 
lands and the valuable improvements which he 
has made unless Congress shall interfere for his 
relicf. 

This is a case which, in the opinion of the 
committee, presents the strongest appeal to the 
generosity of the Government. A citizen of the 
United States who has voluntecred to serve in the 
ranks in defeuse of his country, who. has aban- 
doned his family and his home for that purpose, 
isin danger of beholding his hard-earned home 
swept away from him, and his family left without 


| shelter or means of support, not by any fault of 


his, but by reason of the negligence of the offi- 
cors of the Government who had issued and put 
into circulation a land-warrant which, after it has 
been several times sold and assigned, itis now 
discovered was originally obtained by fulse and 
forged papers. ‘here was nothing whatever on 
the face of this warrant to put a purchaser upon 
bis guard. It was to all appearances as good a 
warrant as any issued by the Government, Ford 
paid his money for it in good faith, and with it 
purchased the house, which he improved, andin 
which his family now reside. The warrant, itis 
true, was not a negotiable instrument, but in view 
of the well-settled principle that where one of 
two parties must suffer from the wrongful and 
fraudulent act of another, he shall be made the 
loser whose negligence gave occasion for the suc- 
cessful perpetration of the fraud rather than an 
innocent person, it may well be doubted whether 
Ford’s equity to be protected against the conse- 
quences of the negligent acts of the officers of 
the Government would not outweigh the legal 
title of the United States. But however thismay 
be, the soldier who is away from home engaged 
in fighting the battles of his country has a right 
to expect that thatcountry will not under cireum- 
stances such as these which have been detailed 
take from him the last refuge of his wife and 
children. The committee therefore say that they 
cannot hesitate a moment in recommending that 
the United States relinquish all claim tothe lands 
entered and located by Ford under the warrant, 


and. that his title thereto be fully and absolutely 
confirmed. : 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands to the difference between this case andthe 
cases that ordinarily arise. Ifa person purchases 
a land-warrant which is a forgery, he takes it 
upon his own risk; the Government has never 
issued the document; or if he purchases a land- 
warrant the assignment of which is a forgery, 
he takes it upon his own risk, for there is no gen- 
uine instrument upon which he relies. But in 
this case, as I understand the report;the warrant 
itself which he purchased was a genuine one, but 
the Government had been misled .by false and 
fraudulent papers in issuing the warrant; and, act- 
ing upon the faith of the Government itself, the 
party purchased. I think it is different from the 
ordinary cases which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands has been called on to con- 
sider in that respect. P 

Mr. COLLAMER. Inever heard of this case 
until now; but as I attended to the reading of it, 
it seems to me to be a case calling very distinctly 
on us for the passage of the bill, Ll agree fully 
with the distinction taken by the Senator from 
Indiana, The warrant was a genuine warrant, 
issued by the Government. It was assigned and 
passed into the market, and was purchased in 
good faith by the petitioner, and used in paying 
for his land which he entered. Now it may be 
that the Government can say, ‘* We were deceived 
by the papers that were filed by which this war- 
rant was procured from us, and so we are going 
to vacate the warrant andall the consequences of 
entry under it.’”” I do not know but that the Gov- 
ernment have power to dS that, but it is a great 
abuse of power. Nor do I believe any court gov- 
erned by any principle of justice would say that 
the Government could vacate a paper genuine on 
its face after it passed into the market, and they 
had received itin payment for their land, It is 
not because the man is a soldier or because he is 
poor, but it is good faith in this Government to 
take that paper which they themselves issued, 
and which the man honestly bought. A 

Mr. HARLAN. Ihave no personal interest 
one way or the other, nor do I care personally 
whether this bill shall passor not. I felt it, how- 
ever, to be my duty to notify the Senate that it 
would establish a new class of claims, What is 
this? Somebody alleges that John Doe served’ the 
United States asa soldier, and forges his name to 
the papers and gets a land-warrant in his name, 
and the party to whomit is delivered assigns the 
warrant and goes into the market and itis sold 
to somebody else. John Doe was dead; he never 
applied for the warrant in fact, but somebody ap- 
plied for itin his name; the whole thing isa fraud 
from the beginning. It goes into the market and 
somebody attempts to locate it on a piece of land, 
and it is returned to the Land Office. In the mean 
time the fraud is discovered. John Doe, if he 
ever did serve as a soldier, was dead, ‘and had no 
ability to apply for the warrant. Now, if Con- 
gress comes in and directs the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office to authorize the location 
of all such land-warrants, it will require a very 
large quantity of public lands to take them up. 
Tt will be, in fact making valid all these warrants, 
There are very few of them that are rejected on 
account of fraudulent assignments that were not 
frauds in the beginning, that were not procured 
on fraudulent papers and sent to the men that per- 
petrated the fraud and forgery in the beginning. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. [| understand this distinc- 
tion to exist in relation to a paper which is as- 
signable like a promissory: note or a land-war- 
rant, assignable from hand to hand: if it has 
once been put in circulation, no mattér by what 
fraud it is assigned and transferred afterwards, the 
holder has a right to derive his benefit under its 
but if the act by which it was issued consists of 
a felony, a forgery or a perjury, the thing has 
never been issued, and never got into circulation 
in the eye of thelaw. Nothing can get valid ex- 
istence which is born in crime; and therefore if 
a man comes to me and by forgery obtains my 
note payable to bearer, or by any act which of 
itself is a crime at the common law, as perjury, 
obtains my promissory- note, that note is not in 
circulation if I deliver it to him. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is not the case. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understand the clear 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


distinction between what is denominated a crime 
and obtaining it simply under what you call òr- 
dinary false pretenses, or an ordinary fraud or a 
cheat” The distinction is a valid one, and (cer- 
tainly I am not mistaken in this) it is very clearly 


recognized in all the authorities on that subject. | 


I believe I can show that where a paper is eb- 
tained through crime it has no circulation; it 
never is put in circulation legally. But if it is 
once obtained without crime, so that it goes into 
circulation, then whoever has it is entitled to the 
benefit of it. Hence, if this paper was actually 
obtained from the Government by forgery or by- 
perjury, it never took effect against the Govern- 
ment, 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the United States can 
vacate their warrants which are out in the commu- 
nity circulating among the people, and purchased 
by them for the purpose of locating land with 
them, by saying that the Government was de- 
ceived in the manner in which they were procured, 
all the land-warrants are good for nothing, and no, 
man can tell whether he hasa warrant with which 
he can locate land or not. He may know it has 
a genuine seal to it; he may know that it has a 
genuine signature; he may know that it has been 
regularly entered and stands on record; but all 
that is no security after all; and if at any time, 

_ ten, twenty, thirty years afterwards, the Govern- 
ment gets at evidence by which it appears that the 
officers were deceived in its issue, it is subject to 
be vacated. In this way men’s land may be lost 
all over the country, and all the lands which have 
been located with warrants arc, if you please, set 
up and drifted to the four winds of heaven, and 
no man who has located land with a warrant can 
tell whether he has any title or not. Not only 
the men who located land with warrants, but the 
men who purchased lands of those who so located 
them, are all liable to have their titles vacated. 

i do not believe in the soundness of a doctrine 
which thus throws open all the titles of the Uni- 
ted States which have been obtained by land-war- 
rants anywhere and everywhere; nor do I believe 
in the policy of it. } understand some gentlemen 

. to say that such things have been done. I merely 
say that when they come before a tribunal of 
which I am a member they cannot receive my ap- 
probation, I cannot give my vote to say that the 
Government have any such power, or if they have 
the power that they have any right to exercise it 
in this fraudulent manner upon the community. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 wish to put a question 
to my honorable friend from Vermont. Suppose 
these land-warrants have never been delivered, 
but are stolen out of the safe of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. COLLAMER, 
case. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Whether they are stolen 
or obtained by perjury makes no difference, if 
they are obtained through a felony. A paper ob- 
tained through a felony never has any circula- 
tion. Such is the common law, and such is the 
decision of the courts of New York and of all the 
courts of all the States that I have ever examined, 
They uniformly hold that if an instrument has its 
inception in crime it has no inception whatever. 
That is just the distinction. If it once hag a valid 
inception so that it is valid in the hands of any- 
body, then it may be transferred from hand to 
hand and whoever has it has the right to avail 
himself of it; but the difficulty is, that where it 
originates in a crime it takes no legal origin what- 
ever, it is no instrument any more than if it were 
forged. a 

Mr. JOHNSON. The honorable member from 
Wisconsin is almost so uniformly right that I am 
surprised he should have fallen into such a legal 
mistake as he has been betrayed into. If I un- 
derstand him, he tells us that nothing which gets 
into existence fraudulently can atany time there- 
after have any legal validity. 

Mr. DOOLIPTILE. I did not say ‘* fraudu- 
ently.” 

Mr. JOHNSON. “ By crime.” Thatis rather 
a fraud, I think. Does the honorable member 
mean to say that if by misrepresentation or fraud 
of any kind, no matter how gross the fraud may 
be, he is induced to issue his note, and that note 
payable to order, and that note comes into the 
hands of a bona fide holder without notice, he may 
not be compelled to pay it? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE.” I do say that if it is ob- 


That is not an analogous 


i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
; they are authorized to sell. 


tained from me bya crime amounting at the copt- 
mon law to fefény, it never in the eye of the law 

has passed from my hands to take validity or effect 

in the hands of anybody. . 

Mr. JOHNSON. I hope the Senator’s notes 
will never get into circulation if he is under that | 
impression, for he would find himself corrected. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If obtained by a fraud 
less than a felony at the common law, by a mere 
cheat, then they do take effect. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suppose ifanythingin the 
world can be clear, it is that whoever issues and 
sends into the marketa chose inaction which may 
be purchased, itis not for him to say, as between 
himself and theinnocent holder of it afterwards, 
that he was deceived. Jt is his business not to 
be deceived, and the public have a right to rely 
upon the factthat he was not deccived. How are 
the citizens of the United States to know, when 
they are dealing with these warrants, whether 
they have been fairly obtained at the Land Office 
or not? Whose province is it, by the law, to 
know that the person in whose name the land 
warrant is issued is not entitled? Is it I who go 
into the market, being told by the Government 
that if I become the holder of their warrants I can 
use them in acquiring title to lands of the Gov- 
ernment, or is not the Government? Can they 
in a forum of conscience say to me, ‘ We have 
been deceived, and because we have been deceived 
we claim the right to deceive you; because we 
have been defrauded, it justifies us in defrauding 
you?” 

If it be true that this is but one of many cases, 
then I say, with the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont, in all such cases the Goyernment could be 
forced to do justice if there was any forum before 
whom the Government could be sued, and the 
Senate of the United States, which is equally 
bound to do justice between the Government and 
the citizen, 1s bound to see that justice in such 
eases is done. But the circumstances of this case, 
independent of the mere question of law, appeal 
to the generosity, to say nothing of the justice of 
the Government. This poor man, relying hon- 
estly that the officers of the Governmenthad done 
their duty in putting this warrantafloat, purchased 
‘it, and after he laid outall his small means he dis- 
covers, after getting into the Army and periling 
his life in our defense, that he is about to lose the 
land which he thought he had honestly bought, 
and which he did, as between the Government 
and everybody else, honestly buy. Is it not, 
independent, I say, of all question of mere Jegal 
right, incumbenton the Government to make good 
the loss, if there is to be loss? 

Mr. POMEROY. I believe that title to land 
located by land warrants is not precisely, even 
under the ruling’ of the Department, what the 
Senator from Vermont intimates. The manner 
of disposing of land warrants is after this fashion: 
the local officer receives the warrant and be issues 
simply a certificate of location, and it is sent to 
Washington. There the warrant is examined 
before the issuing of the patent; and if on the ex- 
amination the warrant is found to be fraudulent, 
or if the papers upon which the warrant was is- 
sued were fraudulent, they do not issue the pa- 
tent. They cannot go behind a patent issued; || 
but the location is not patented; the transaction 
is not completed until the Department at Wash- 
ington has settled the question, and therefore in 
this case only a certificate of entry was held by 
the soldier, and he made his improvement while 
he-held simply a certificate of entry. The oper- 
ation of the land warrant, the fact of its loeation 
was not fully completed until a decision at Wash- 
ington; but when the Governmeut here decided 
they decided that it was fraudulent. He never | 
had any title to the land except the certificate; it 
wasonly going through atrial in the Department. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Icannotsee how thesug- |!| 
gestion made by the Senator from Kansas alters 
the case. Those persons who make locations 
with warrants go into possession, make improve- 
ments, sell their rights, transfer them. 

Mr. POMEROY. They go into possession be- 
fore they locate their warrants. A 

Mr. COLLAMER. They may or may not, 
as they.please. r 
Mr-@RIMES. Under the laws of the States 


Mr. COLLAMER. They do sell. It is an 
interest capable of being sold, and it is sold every 


day. The location which is made; whether they 


take possession ór not, is transferable inthe 
ket, and no doubt is transferred daily. pe 

Mr. WILKINSON. The title inthe case-of 
an entry by land warrant. is ‘precisely the ‘same 
as in the case of anentry with money. Frequently 
where the land is entered with money, two, three,» 
or four years elapse before the patent issues. ‘The 
one title stands on the same basis as the other, ° 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘Whether the land islo« 
cated with a warrant or with money, the party 
may transfer his right, and it is done daily, 

Mr. WILKINSON, Our people deal with the 
land after the entry just as they do after the pa- 
tent issues. 

Mr. COLLAMER, I take it that in all the 
new States where they have public lands, the man 
who enters the land is treated by the State gov- 
ernments precisely as if he had a complete title. 
I do not see how the United States are going: to 
get along any better by saying ‘* We will not va- 
cate all the lands located with land warrants’ to 
which we have given-patents, but we will confine 


mar 


| ourselves not to punishing the man who got the 


warrant but to cheating all who bought the war- 
yantin the market, all who sold it, until the time 
when the patent finally issues; we: will have cas 
large and wide a field as that any way.” -That 
does not help the matter to my sense of justice. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. President- 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
has expired. p 

Mr. HARRIS. ` I hope the vote will be taken 
on this bill. . : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no spe- 
cial arrangement for to-day, but the morning hour 
has expired. f 

Mr. SHERMAN. . This matter does not seem 
to be very well understood, and I think it had 
better go over and come up in the morning hour 
to-morrow. f 

Mr. RAMSEY and Mr. WILKINSON. Ob, 
no; let us pass it now. f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If this question can be 
settled without further debate, I have certain] 
no objection; but I gave notice yesterday that 
should ask the Senate to-day to proceed. with 
some measures from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senator from Ohio 
will allow us to vote. , i e 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to a 
vote being taken. f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This matter is well un- 
derstood now. f 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and 
was read the third time. s . . 

Mr. GRIMES. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. [Oh! no.] . This isa 
much more important question than Senators ap- 
prehend. It is going to affect hundreds, and I 
think thousands of cases. I cannot vote on this 
bill myself, because twelve years ago I had two 
land warrants that f obtained fora valuable con- 
sideration, ‘Vhey had been obtained, as itturned 
out, exactly as this one was. I located them upon 
lands, and the entry: was afterwards set aside. F 


į was cheated out of the lands and out of the war- 


rants. I always thought the Government was 
wrong in doingit, but I had no method of appeal- 
ing to anybody. I could not get any relief; and 
now this is going to bea settlement of that ques- 
tion insuch a way, [ think, that it will affect the 
decision at the Interior Departments; therefore Í 
want to have it settled by a yea and nay vote. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
Mr. HENDRICKS. Before a-vote is taken, 
f think it my duty to state to the Senate ‘one 
important fact. The acts of 1847 and of 1855 au- 
thorized the assignment of land warrants accord- 
ing to such forms and regulations as the Secre» 
tary of the Interior might adopt. The Secretary 
of the Interior adopted his forms, and itbecame a 
usage of the Department to allow the assignments 
of those land warrants to be made in blank, the 


; name of the assignee was left in blank, and:they 


passed from hand to hand like any negotiable. in- 
strument by delivery, The instrument came into 


i the hands of this man according to. that usage of 
| the Department, and I think it is as obligatory 


upon the Government to respect that instrament 


| as it is upon the party that gives a ifegotiable in- 


strument according to the law-merchant to res 
spect it. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘I wish simply to say M 


P 


“pendent.upon their neighbors. 


` gion'upon it 1 will gfve way at once, 
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reply to my friend from Iowa, that ifany number | 


of cases precisely like this can be. presented, I 
shall vote for them; not. alone on the mere ques- 
tion,of assignment, but upon the other circum- 
stances connected with, the case, the man being a 
soldier, and the particular condition in which. he 
has been placed. 0 T 5 : 
“Me. RAMSEY... This man is a soldier with 
a large; family, and very poor. He expended 
$1,200 for the improvement of this property. 
After five years, he is informed that his warrant 
is void, and he is required to give up the land or 
pay for itagain.. In his desperation, he enters 
the Army, but he finds. he can muke no advance 
there toward accumulating the money to buy a 
new warrant, as he gets but thirteen dollars a 
month, and his family at home are entirely de- 
I trust that the 
Senate will sustain the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulled—yeas 36, nays 2; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Fesseuden, foster, Male, Harding, 
Harris, Henderson, Hendricks, Howard, Howe, Johnson, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Nes- 
mith, Pomeroy, Powell, Ramsey, Saulsbury, Sherman, 
Sprague, Summer, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Van Winkle, 
Wade, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—36. 
“NAYS—Messrs. Doolittle and Harlan—2. 

So the bill was passed. : 


LAND GRANT TO WISCONSIN RAILROADS. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to call up a bill 
which will lead to no discussion whatever. Ít 
will not take over five minutes, or ten minutes 
at the outside, to pass it. If there is any discus- 
but I believe 
there will be no discussion whatever. ‘The rea- 
son why I ask that it be culled up now is that 
the honorable Senator from lowa, (Mr. Har- 
el! the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, having charge of the bill, I understand, is 
under the absolute necessity of leaving the Sen- 
ate for some days. Lhope, therefore, the Senate 
will allow me to take up the bill. Itis Senate 
bill No, 160. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
portance for the Senate to pass to-day the bill I 
reported yesterday; but upon the statement made 
by the Senator from Wisconsin that the bill to 


which he alludes will not give rise to debate, and | 


if it does give rise to debate or objection he will 


allow it to pass over, and allow the bill I have | 


ebarge of to be taken up, I shall make no objec- 
tion to his motion. 


_ ‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as | 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- | 
sider the bill (S. No. 160) to grant aid for the | 


construction of certain railroads in Wisconsin. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Committee on Pab- | 


lic Lands reported the bill with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute. 
that the Secretary omit reading the bill and read 
only the substitute, 


he VICE PRESIDENT. That course will | 


be pursued, if there be no objection. 


‘The Secretary read the amendment of the Com- | 
. mittee on Public Lands, to strike out all of the 


original bill after the enacting clause, and to in- 
sert the following in licu thereof: : 


That there be, and is hereby, granted to the St, Croix 
and Lake Superior Railroad Company, in the State of Wis 
consin, for the purpose of aiding in the construction of a 
railroad froma point on the St. Croix river or lake, between 
townships twenty-five and thirty-one, to the west end of 
Lake Superior, and to Bayfield, every alternate section of 
land designated by odd numbers, for ten sections in width 
on each side of said roads, deducting any and all Jands that 
may have been granted to the State of Wisconsin for the 
game purpose by the act of Congress of June 3, 1856, upon 
the same terms and conditions as are contained in the act 


granting lands to the State of Wisconsin to aid in the con- ; 
3, 1856. | 


struction of railroads in said State, approved June 
But in case it shall appear that the United States have, 
when the lines or routes of said roads are definitely fixed, 
sold any sections or parts thercof, granted as aforesaid, or 
that the right of preéinption or homestead has attached to 


the sane, then it shall be jawful for any agent or agents, to | 


he appointed by said company, to select, subject to the ap- 
proval of the Secretary ot the Interior, frow the lands of 
the United 3 
cified, as much land in alternate sections, or parts of sec- 
tions, as shall be equal to such langs as the United States 
have sold or dtherwige appropriated, or to which the right 
of preémption orhomestead has attached as aforesaid, which 
lands (thus selected in lieu of those sold, and to which 
preémption or homestead right has atti tho as aforesaid, 
together with sections aud parts of sections designated by 
odd numbers as aforesaid, aud appropriated as aforesaid) 
ehma} be held by said railroad company for the use and pur- 


It is deemed of great im- | 


ĮI suggest, therefore, | 


tates wearest to the tier of sections above spe- } 


pose. aforesaid: Provided, That the lands to be so Joeated. 
shall inno case be farther than twenty tes from the jine 
oF the said roads, nor shall such selection or lucation be 
made injiew of Jaudsteceived under the said grant of June 
3, 1856, but such selection and location may be made for 
the benefit of said company, and for the purpose aforesaid, 
to supply any deficiency tinder the said grantof June 3, 1856, 
should any such deficiency exist. ~ 

Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That there be, and is 
hereby, granted to the Tomah and Lake Saint Croix Rail- 
road Company, of the State of Wisconsin, for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of a railroad from the town 
of Tomah, in the county of Monroe, in said State, to the 
Saint Croix river or lake, between townships twenty-five 
aud thirty-one, every alternate section of land designated 
by odd numbers for ten sections in width on each side of 
said roads, deducting any and all lands that may have been 
granted to the State of Wisconsin for the same purpose, 
by the act of Congress granting lauds to said State to aid 
in the construction of certain railroads, approved June 3, 
1856, npon the same terms and conditions as are contained 
in the said act of June 3, 1856. But in case it shall ap- 
pear that the United States have, when the fine or route of 
said road is definitely fixed, sold any sections, or parts of 
sections, granted as aforesaid, or that the right of pre- 
emption or homestead has altached to the same, then it 
shall be lawful for any agent or agents to be appointed by 
said railroad company to select, subject to the approval of 
the Seeretary of the Interior, from the lands of the United 
States nearest to the tier of sections above specified, as 
much land, in alternate sections or parts of seetions, as 
shall be equal to such lands as the United States have 
sold, or otherwise appropriated, or to which the right of 
preémption or homestead has attached, as aforesaid, which 
lands (thus selected in lieu of those sold, and to which 
preémption or homestead right bas attached as aforesaid, 
together with sections and parts of sections, designated by 
odd numbers as aforesaid, and appropriated as aforesaid) 
shall be held by said railroad company for the use and pur- 
pose aforesaid: Provided, That the lauds to be so located 
shall in no ease be further than twenty miles from the line 
of the said voad, nor shall such selection or location be 
made in lieu of lands received under the said grant of June 
3, 1856, but such selections and locations may be made for 
the benefit of said company, and for the purpose aforesaid, 
to supply any deficiency under the said grant of June 3, 
1856, should any sueh deficiency exist, 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there be, and is 
hereby, granted tothe State of Wisconsin, for the purpose 
of aiding in the construction of a-railroad from Berlin, on 
the Fox river, in a northwestem direction, to Bayfield, on 
| Lake Superior, every alternate section of land, designated 
by odd numbers, i 


for ten sections in width on cach side of 
said road, upon the sane terms and conditions as are con- 
tained in the act granting lands to said State to aid in the 
construction ot railroads in said State, approved June 3, 
656. But in case it shall appear that the United States 
have, when the line or route of said road is definitely 
fixed, sold any sections or parts thereof, granted as afore- 
said, or that the right of preëmption or homestend has at- 
tached to the same, that it shall be lawful for any agent or 
agents of said State, appointed by the Governor thereof, to 
select, subject to the approval of (he Secretary of the In- 
terior, frou the lands of the United States nearest to the 
tier of sections above specified, as mach land in alternate 
sections, or parts of seetions, as shall be egual to such 
lands as the United States have sold or otherwise appro- 
priated, or to which the right of preémption or homestead 
has attached as aforesaid, Which kinds (thus selected in 
lieu of those sold and to which the right of preëmption or 
homestead has attached oresaid, together with sections 
and parts of sections designated by odd nttubers as afore 
said, and appropriated aforesaid) shall be beil by said 
State, or by the company to which she may transfer the 
same, for the use and purpose atoresaid: Provided, ‘That 
the lands to be so located shall in no case be further than 
twenty miles from the line of said road. 
: Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the sections and 
i parts of sections of lands which shall remain to the United 
States within ten miles on cach side of said roads shall not 
be sold for less than double the miniuum price of the 
public lands when sold; nor shall any of the said reserved 
I| lands become subject to private cntry until tbe same have 
been first otfered at publie sale at the inercased price. 
See. 5. And be it further enacted, That the ume fixed 
and limited for the completion of said roads in the act 
aforesaid of June 3, 1856, be, and the same is hereby, ex- 
tended to a period of five years from and after the passage 
of this act. 
Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, Thatany and all lands 
reserved to the United States by any aci of Congress for the 
purpose of aiding in any object of internal improvement, 
| orin any manner for any purpose whatsoever, be, and the 
saine are hereby, reserved and excluded from the operation 
of this act, except so far as it may be found necessary to 
locate the route of such railroads through such reserve:L 
lands, in which ease the right of way oniy shall be gr 
subject to the approval ofthe President ofthe United States. 
Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
companies to which this grant is made, or to whieh the 
same may be transterred, shall have completed tweuty 
consecutive miles of any portion of said raiJroad, supplied 
With all necessary drains, culverts, viaducts, cri 
sidings, bridges, turn-outs, watering places, depo 
ments, furniture, and ali other zppurtenances o 
|| Class rá iroad, patents shall issue conveying the right and 
ii title to said fauds to tbe said company entitled thereto, 
1i on each side of the road, as far as the same is completed, 
{ and conterminous with said completed section, not exeecd- 
| ing the amount aforesaid, and patents shall in like manner 
i issue as cach tweuty niles of s: id road is completed: Pro- 
i vided, however, That po patents shai e for any of said 
H 
H 


lands unless there shall be pr uted to the Secretary of 
the Juterior a s nent, verified on oath oraffirmagion by 
the president of said company, and certified by the Gov- 
ernor of the State of Wisconsin, that such twenty miles 
4 have been completed in the manner required by this act, 


Le 


l and setting forth with certainty the points where such + 


twenty mites begin and where the same end; which oath 
shallbe taken before a judge of a court of record of the 
| United States. tabs H et ` 
Src. 8. And be it further enacted; That the said lands 
hereby granted shall be subject to the disposal of the com- 
panies respectively entitied thereto, for the purposes afore- 
said, and no. otter, and the said railroads be and shall re~ 
main a public highway for the use of the Government of 
the United States, free from ‘all toll or other ebarge, tor the 
transportation ofany property or troops of the United States, 
Sec. 9. And he it further enacted, That if said road men- 
tioned in the third section aforesaid is not completed 
r within ten years from the time of the passage of this act, 
as provided herein, no farther patents shall be issucd to 
said company for said. lands, and no further sale shall be 
made, and the lands unsold. shalt. revert. to the. United 
tates. 


Mr. HARLAN. 


I have several amendments 


| that are merely verbal to offer to the amendment 


reported from the committee. Inthe first section 
of the amendment, line nine, before the word 
“Jand” I move to insert the word “public,” in 
line eighteen, after after the word * sold’? I move 
to insert the words ‘reserved or otherwise dis- 
posed of;’? in line twenty-three, before the word 
4: lands,” I move to insert the word ‘ public.” 

Theamendments to the amendment wereagreed 
to. 

Mr. HARLAN. In section two, line seven, 
before the word * land’? | move to insertthe word 
* publics” in line eight strike the letter ** s” from 
the word “roads,’? so as to make it ‘*road;” 
in line sixteen, after the word * sold” insert ‘* re- 
served or otherwise disposed of;” in line twenty- 
one, before the word “jands,” insert the word 
“ public.” 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed 
to. s 

Mr. HARLAN. In section three of the amend- 
ment, line five, before the word “ land’? I move 
to insert the word “ public;” in line twelve, after 
the word sold,” to insert the words ‘ reserved 
or otherwise disposed of;’’ in line eighteen, be- 
fore the word ‘land,’ insert the word public.” 

‘The amendments to the amend ment wereagreed 
to. 

Mr. HARLAN. Insection cight of the amend- 
ment, line twelve, after the word “shall,” I move 
to insert the words, “when patented as provided 
in section seven of this act;’”? so that it will read: 


That the said lands hereby granted shall, when patented 
as provided in section seven of this act, be subject to the 
disposat of the compantes respectively entitled thereto, &e. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I doubt whether that 
amendment ought to be made. 1 do not think 
patents issue in these cases. 1 think the title 
goes by certificates from the General Land Office. 

Mr. HARLAN. But the seventh section of 
the substitnte as drawn provides that patents shall 
issue as the roads shat! be completed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. ‘hen that isa change of 
policy. 

Mr. HARLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Very well; I shall not 
object. 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagrecd to. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. At the suggestion of 
some Senators, | propose to amend the third sec- 
tion by inserting after the word “ Bayfield,” in 
the fourth line, the words, ‘fand thence to Supe- 
rior”? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will ask what is the 
effect of that amendment, 1 do not understand 
it. Does it add to the length? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Yes, sir; that will add, I 
should think, about cighty or ninety miles. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. With the same privileges 
of land, I suppose? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The Senator from Ken- 
tueky suggests that it is not quite.so much. I 
am not certain as to the length that will be added. 
by this amendment. i 

Mr. POWELL. 1 am not positive as to the 
length. L have been all through that country, bat 
I do not think it isas mach as stated by the Sen- 


ator. . 

Mr. HENDRICKS. By water it is about 
ninety miles. 

Mr. POWELL. 
water. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 do not suppose we peo- 
ple of the East have any interest in this matter, 
or havea right to say a word about this dispo- 
sition of the public lands. This may be all very, 
proper and very just. Here is an amendment at 
the end of the bill te add ninety or one hundred 
miles of railroad, giving alternate sections of land, 


It is just ninety miles by 


1864. 


_ ator from Ohio has charge of shall be disposed of, 
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I suppose, on each side of it, without a word 
being said about it. lt is avery queer way of 
doing business, in disposing of the public domain, | 
to take up a bill here making a grant of land to a 
railroad, and then add some one hundred miles to 
the line with the privilege of taking the alternate 
sections of land on each side of the road, without 
a word being said about it. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. If the Senator—— 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If my friend from In- 
diana and my friend from Maine will allow me I 
will make this suggestion: this question is an 
important one, and should be considered carefully. 
Asa matter of course, we desire the Senate fully 
to understand what it is. I suggest, therefore, | 
that this bill lie over until the bill which the Sen- 


and then we can resume its consideration. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have an appropriation 
bill that I desire to take up after that. At any 
rate, E think this subject ought to be very well | 
understood before it is disposed of. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Senator from Indi- 
ana can go on and explain it now, if there is no 
objection to proceeding with it now. ` f 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Certainly. [acquiesce 
in the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin 
inasmuch as he is an interested party; but I de- 
sire to say to the Senator from Maine that this | 
amendment is not for the first time brought to the | 
attention of the Senate. . The original bill as în- | 
troduced by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Dooxtrre] proposed that the road should run 
from Berlin to Bayfield and up to Superior, The 
committee struck that out. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Did not that occasion a 
great deal of debate in the Senate when the bill 
was up before? j 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Not at all, sir. | 

Mr, FESSENDEN, The reason why I ob- 
jected to the amendment was this: it scemed to be 
passing withouta word being said anywhere upon 
it, and it struck me as a little singular that one | 
hundred miles of railroad with the privilege of | 
taking the alternate sections of land along the line 
of the road should be authorized by a merc amend- | 
ment added to the bill without objection. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The bill as introduced | 
by the Senator from Wisconsin provided that the | 
road should run from Berlin to Bayfield and Su- | 
perior, The committee struck off that part be- | 
tween Bayfield and Superior. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. I ought to apologize to | 
the Senate for making a suggestion in regard to | 
the disposition of the public lands in the West. ; 
I do not suppose that we in the East really have | 

| 
| 


the slightest interest in it 
Mr. HOWE, I suggest that the Senator from 
Maine have leave to express his opinions on the | 
question of the disposition of the public lands. i 
[Laughter.] | 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. | entirely agree with the | 
Senator from Maine, that it is perfectly right and 
proper that he and every Senator should under- 
stand this measure. Idonotobjectin the slightest | 
degree that he asks that it should be explained to 
him. We are perfectly prepared to do it now, 
or we will wait until the gold bill is passed, and | 
then resume its consideration. | 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I think we had better | 
go on with that bill. ; i 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. We will let this bill pass | 
over,and allow that bill to be taken up, and we | 
can resume the consideration of this bill after that | 
bill has passed. I will bring in a_map in the | 
mean time and show the honorable Senator from | 
Maine precisely the state of the case. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
laid aside. 


MESSAGE. FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuegson, its Clerk, announced that i 
the House of Representatives had agreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House 
(No. 206) in addition to an act for the establish- i 
ment of certain arsenals. ‘ 

The message further announced that the Hou: 
of Representatives had non-concurred in the re- | 
port.of the committee of conference on the di 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (EL. 
R. No. 15) to provide a temporary government | 
for the Territory of Montana; further insisted on | 
its disagreement to the Scnate’s anendment,and | 


i 
i 
I 
i 
| 


asks a further conference; and that said commit- 
tee be instructed to agree to no report which au- 
thorizes any others than free white male citizens, 
and those who have declared their intention to be- 
come such, to vote; and had appointed Mr. Epwix 
H: Wensrerof Maryland, Mr. Winuian S. Hor- 
maw of Indiana, and Mr. James M. Marvin of 
New York, managers at the same on its part. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED., 


“The message further announced thatthe Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; 
which were therenpon signed by the Vice Pres- 
ident: 

A bill (H. R. No. 143) to enable the people of 
Nebraska to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, and for the admission of such State into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 297) fixing the date of the 
loss of the United States brig Bainbridge, and for 
the relief of officers, seamen, and marines of the 
same, and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (H.R. No. 13) tendering the 
thanks of Congress to Admiral Porter; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 21) relative to 
the accounts of the petty officers, seamen, and 
others of the crew of the United States gunboat 
Cincinnati; and ` 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 54) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to sell at public auc- 
tion lot No. 13 in the village of Sackett’s Harbor, 
New York. 

TERRITORY OF MONTANA. r 

Mr. WADE. I rise to wbat I believe is a 
privileged motion. f ask to have the action of 
the House of Representatives on the bill (HE R. 
No. 15) to provide a temporary government for 
the Territory of Montana read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

In HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
. April 15, IGL 

Resolved, That the House non-concur in the report of 
the committec of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Touses on the bill of the House (No. 15) to provide a 
temporary government for the ‘Territory of Montana; fur- 
ther insist ou disagreeing to the Senate’s amendments and 
ask a further confererece; and that said committee be in- 
structed to agree to no report which anthorizes any agers 
than free white male eitizens, aud these who ba de- 
elared their intention to become such, to vote. 

Ordered, ‘That My. Ewin Ul. Wexsrer of Marylaud, 
Mr. Winniam S. Hormax of indiana, and Mr. James M. 
Marvin of New York, be the managers of said conference 
on the part of the House. 

Mr. WADE. That resolution I believe is very 
unusual, if not altogether unknown in confers | 
enees between the two Houses, go faras I know, | 
It precludes the idea of a free conference between 
the two Flouseg, taking their resolution as it 
stands, They non-concur in the report of the 
committee of conference, and ask another confer- 
ence, and then they instruct their committee not 
to agree toa report except upon certain condi- | 
tions. Ido not know what course we ought to 
take; but on reflection, 1 think we may make 
this proposition 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to ask the Sena- 
tor whether there is any other matter of difference 
than that very question on which the House iu- 
struct their committee. Is not thatthe only one? 

Mr. WADE. That is the only question on 
which there is a disagreement. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then the question i 
whether we shall appoint a committee to agree 
with the House. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to my colleague 
that he can move that the Senate recede from its 
amendments, and that passes the bill, leaving it 
precisely as it was reported from the Committee | 
on Territories, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
those circumstances. 

Mr.SHERMAN. They are opposed to negro 
suffrage. : j 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Weare in favor of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; then the Sen- | 
ate can move to adhere. 

Mr. WADE. Ido not know that this would | 
be the proper mode of proceeding, but Jam in- 
clined to think it would: that we agree with the | 
TIouse so far as to have another conference, but 
disagree as to the instructions they have given, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We cannot disagree to 
their instructions. 


S 


J would not do it under | 


Mr. WA 


Mr. GRIMES. They do not ask 
to them. 

Mr. WADE. No; they ask us to appoint. an> 
other committee. They have appointed: their 
committee, and they ask us to do likewise. © 

Mr. GRIMES. But their instructions to their 
committee area wholly independent matter. 

Mr. CONNESS. Will the Senator from Ohio 
permit me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. WADE. Certainly. ; 

Mr. CONNESS. I was one of the Senators 
who voted to amend that billin a manner dis- 
agreeable to the House of Representatives, “Or 
that proposition I might have voted to recede, but 
not now under these circumstances. Tsuggest to 
the Senator that a message be returned to the 
House that the Senate refuse to appoint a com- 
mittee of conference to meet the committee of the 
House on the terms proposed in the accompany- 
ing resolution. That will present to the House 
the question whether they will recede from that 
resolution and meet the Senate in free conference 
ornot. J make that suggestion. [think itis the 
only proper way forthe Senate to maintain itself. 

Mr. WADE. So far asthis matter is concerned 
it is to me perfectly novel. Ihave never known 
anything of the kind before, although I jaye not 
been very conversant with these proceedings. ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to make a sug- 
gestion. Tho effect substantially of the instruc- 
lions is that the House adhere to its former vote. 
That is just what it means and nothing else; that 
they will not agree under any circumstances with 
the views of the Senate. Instead of saying that 
they adhere, they say that they appoint acon- 
ference to meet the Senate, on condition thatthe 
Senate will agree to recede, a thing perfectly up- 
heard of; and J think on deliberation the House 
will be satisfied that it isas my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Wane] says,.a very unusual course of pro- 
ceeding. LI made any motion with regard to 
it, [should move, as due to ourselves under those 
circumstances, that the Senate refuse to concur 
with the House in the appointment of another 
cominittee of conference, and adhere to their 
amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That would defeat the bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Very well, let the bill go. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [suggest whether it would 
not be better to disagree to the conference asked 
for by the House, and then, in any form of lan- 
guage you choose, to ask the House for an open 
committee of conference. That would dispense 
with the resolution of the House, and you would 
have a conference, and the quesuon would then 
come up on receding. If it were not for what I, 
consider the rather unmannerly message of the 
House, | would move that the Senate recede, but 
l will not make that motion with this resolution 
of the House before us. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 object entirely to our ` 
getting down on our knees to the House about 
this mode of proceeding. They have sent a mes- 
sage here that they adhere, substantially; and as 
they choose to adhere, ull that is left to us is either 
to recede or adhere. The idea of having another 
committee of conference under these circumstances 
is absurd. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We can decline the confet= 
ence asked for by them, and then ask a confer- 


us to agreé 


i ence ourselves. 


Mr. WADE. Of course they have precluded 
us from any conference by stating that the only 
terms on which they will mect us is that we will 
agree to their views, That, | suppose, is not very 
courteous to the Senate; but after all T should be 
unwilling to lose the bill inthis way. if it car pos- 
sibly be saved, J will therefore move, as'T did 
in the first place, that the Senate agree lo the con- 
ference asked for by thè House, the conferees to 
be appointed by the Chair; but disagree to any 
instructions to the comunittce, 
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„Mr. FESSENDEN, That we cannot do; we 

cannot disagree to their instructions. 

: Mr. WADE. If that.is out of order, that is 
‘another thing. ; : - : 

:, Mr, COLLAMER. f move that the Senate 

decline to unite in the conference in the manner 
-asked for. by the House of Representatives. 

' ‘The, PRESIDING OFFICER, And ask for 

a, free. conference? f 

| Mr. SHERMAN, - That can. be done after- 
wards: .When the House. of Representatives 

withdraws this resolution either House can ask 

for.a free conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the Senate decline to agree to a committee of 
conference in the manner asked for by the House 
of Representatives. j 

~The motion was agreed to. 


SPECULATION IN GOLD. 


“Mr. SHERMAN, ! move to postpone all prior 
orders with aview to take up Senate bill No. 106 
which J reported yesterday. : . 

“The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. No. 106) prohibiting speculative trans- 
actions in gold, silver, or foreign exchange, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Asthecommittee report the 
bill with an amendment to strike out the whole 
of the original bill and to insert a substitute cov- 
ering the same ground, L suggest that the substi- 
tute only be read. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That course will 
be pursued, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on. Finance to strike outall of the bill after 
the enacting clause, and to insert the following in 
lieu thereof: : 


That it shali be unlawful to make any contract for the 
purchase or, sale, or for the loan or delivery, of any gold 
coin or bullion, or of any foreign exchange, at any time 
subsequent to the making of such contract, or for the pay- 
ment of any sum, either fixed or contingent, 
the delivery of any gold coin or bullion, or of any foreign 
exchange, or upon any other terms thin the immediate 
manual delivery of such gold coin, or bullion, or toreign 
exchange, dnd the jumediite payment in ful of the agreed 
price thereof by the manual delivery of United States notes, 
Or national currency, and vot otherwise, or to make any 
contract whatever for the sale, Joan, or delivery of any 
gold coin, ór bullion, or foreign exchange, of which the per- 
son niking sieh contract x not, at the tine of making 
such contract, be the bona fide owner in actual possession. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be further 
wnjawful for any banker, beoker, or other person, to make 
any purchase or sale of any gold coin or bullion, or of any 
foreign exchange, or any contract forany such purchase or 
sale, at any othe? place than the ordiuary place ot business 
of either the seller or purchaser, owued or hired and occu- 
pied by him individually, or by a partnership of which he 
is a member, 

See.B. And be it further enacted, ‘That all contracts made 
ia Violation of this act shall be absolutely void. 

Seeth And be it further enacted; That any person who 
shall violate any provision of this act shall be thèld guilty 
or a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, be fined in 
any suni not tman $1,000 nor more than $10,000, or be 
hu prisoned fora period notless than three months nor longer 
than one year, or both, atthe diseretion of the court. 

Sec. 5: And he it further enacted, Thar the penalty im- 
posed by te fourth section of this aet may berecovered in 
ah action at law in any court of record of the United 
States, or any court of competent jurisdiction, which ac- 
tion may be brought in the mame of the United States by 
any person who will sue for said penalty, one half for the 
ust of the United States, and the otber half for the use ot 
the person bringing such action, And the recovery and 
satisfaction of a judgment in any such aetion shall be a 
bar to the imposition of any fine forthe same offense in any 
prosecution instivited subsequent to the recovery of such 
jidginent, butshall not-be a bar to the infliction of punish- 
ment by imprisonment, as provided by said fourth section. 

Sec. G. And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts 
of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
Hereby repeated. 


Mr. SHERMAN, The object of this bill is to 
prevent gamblingin gold. ‘The first section pro- 
hibits any contract for the purchase or sale of gold 
to. be delivered at a future time. The second sec- 
tion prohibits the sale of any gold, by a banker 
or broker except at his usual place of business. 
The third section makes the contracts described 
in the first and second sections void. The fourth 
section punishes the violation of the act. by im- 
prisonmentand fine. ‘The fifth section prescribes 
that the penalty fixed in the fourth section may 
be recovered by an action.of debt. 

Mr. President, it is due to the subject, and it is 
due to the Committee on Finance, to say thatthey 
are not sure that this bill, or any bill of a similar 
character, will accomplish the beneficial results 
desired. Weare confident of this, however, that 


in default of 


—— 


|| sales, as they are called. 


mere speculative operations in. gold at this time 


have an injurious effect. on the public credit; that 


the sale.of gold by a party who has no gold to 
sell is injurious by exciting speculation in gold. 
We also feel that the offense that is being com- 
mitted now every day in the city of New York, 
of people congregating together in the streets or 
at the corners and selling that which they have 
not to sell, is injurious to the public credit. This 
nation,as any other nation, has the right to pun- 
ish those things which affect the public credit, nat 
only with imprisonment but by fines; and such 
is the purpose of this bill. 

The Secretary of the Treasury deems the pas- 
sage of this act as highly important. I will send 
to the Secretary’s desk a letter addressed to the 
Committee on Finance on the subject, with a view 
of having it read. i 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 12, 1864. 

Sır: Notwithstanding the diminished amount of United 
States notes in circulation, and the gradual withdrawal from 
use as curreucy of interest-bearing United States notes, 
made a legal tender for their face, the price of gold con- 
tinues to advance. This effect can ouly be attributed to 
one of two causes, and is probably due in part to each: 
first, to the increase of notes of local banks; and secondly, 
to the efforts of speculators. 

I have already submitied through you to the considera- 
tion of the Committee on Finance a bill intended as a 
remedy for the first evil. I now beg leave to submit to its 
consideration a bill intended as.a remedy for the second. 

The first bill, if it becomes a Jaw, will have, [doubt not, 
the most salutary consequences. The effects of the second 
will probably be more immediate, though perhaps not of 
such permanent importance, r 

Task for both a candid consideration, 
the favorable action of Congress. 

{t must not be thought, however, that I regard either or 
both of these measures adequate remedies for financial dis- 
orders. Nothing short of taxation toone half of the amount 
of onr current expenditures, and a reduction of those ex- 
penditures to the lowest point compatible with efficiency, 
will insure financial success to the Government. And 
without military success all measures will fail. 

Very respecttully, yours, ` 

| S. P. CHASE, Secretary of the Treasury, 
Hon. W. P. FESSENDEN, 
Chairman Committee on Finance, U. S. Senate, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Finance 
adopted the view taken by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and thought the passage of this bill 
might tend to make difficult these speculations in 
gold, and thus tend to some extent.to preserve the 
pubic credit. We felt that all measures of this 
kind were merely palliative; that people would buy 
and sell gold; and we did not propose to punish 
them for doing so, or to prevent persons from 
buying and selling gold in the ordinary course of 
business. The purpose of the bill is simply to 
prevent people from selling gold who have none 
to sell, to prevent them from selling it at places 
unusual, out of the ordinary course of business, 


and, if approved, 


| and in such a way as to depreciate the price of 


our paper money. The true remedy for all our 
difficulties, we all Know, must be military success 
and the passage of tax bills sufficiently burden- 
some to withdraw rapidly currency into the Treas¢ 
ury of the United States; but believing that this 
bill will do no harm, and probably do good, we 
deemed it our duty to report it to the Senate, and 
ask for its passage. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Ohio, before we proceed any further 
in the discussion of this bill, if itis the intention 
of the committec to prevent the purchase of for- 


cign exchange or gold with the bank notes of the 
different States; if it is the intention to confine all 
legitimate transactions to United States notes or 
the national currency. . 

Mr. SHERMAN.  Itis not the purpose of the 
bill to prevent any purchase of gold or exchange 
by any person desiring to buy gold or exchange 
for any legitimate purpose whatever, 

Mr. HENDERSON. The provision is what 1 
have suggested, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator mistakes the 
terms. ‘Ihe first section only prohibits the pur- 
chase of gold to be delivered in the future, time 
If a man wishes to buy 
gold for manual delivery itis not prohibited by 
this section. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. One question which*would 
naturally suggest itself to the Senate, as It did to 
the committee, would be how far the power of 
Congress extends over the subject. If Congress 
bas this power it is founded undoubtedly on the 
authority given by the Constitution with regard to 
the currency and protecting it; and gold being the 


| fortunate enough to agree with the majori 


| I beg leave to state very 


basis, and a part of the currency, gold coin es- 
pecially, I suppose it comes within our power to 
do anything that is necessary to protect the cur- 
rency of the country from epreciation.._ If the 
bill cannot be defended upon that ground it is not 
defensible upon any ground. Perhaps at first 
blush there might.seem to be some doubt about 


lit; butor deliberation we concluded at any rate 


that it was advisable to pass the bill, under the 
circumstances, and leave that question to its nat- 
ural result, ourselves being inclined to the opinion, 
very decidedly, that the power existed. . 

Then came the question with regard to the ef- 
fect.. [believe upon that my friend from Ohio 
has expressed the views of the Committee on Fi- 
nance. For myself I have very great doubt on 
that point,as I had when the other bill was passed 
some time ago giving the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury the power to sell gold; I mean the effect with 
reference to operating on the speculation which 
has been producing such injurious effects. It is 
very doubtful to my mind whether any of these 
bills can produce any very sensible effect upon 
the evil that we try to remedy; but nevertheless 
it is a crying evil; it is one that is having a very 
injurious effect upon us. It arises from two 
sources, one unquestionably the feeling which ex- 
ists among so many persons, the desire to make 
money at no matter what expense to the country 
and with no regard to any injurious effects that 
may be produced upon the country. There is in 
all communities a number—and I am sorry to say 
too large a number—of men whose views and 
whose desires never extend beyond themselves 
and their own interests, and who will sacrifice 
everything else, country and all, to what they 
deem to be their individual profit. It is unques- 
tionably true too (and that is also a feeling that ia 
cultivated by some) that there are men among us 
who are in the interest of the enemy, and who do 
not hesitate of course to do sveryiune they can 
to break down the public credit. | 

It is uscless to heap invectives or to multiply 
expletives with regard to either of these classes 
of men. Public opinion, if the better part of the 
community would exert it strongly in the city of 
New York where this evil originates and is most 
prevalent and prominent, might produce perhaps 
some good, because men who are insensible to all 
other things are sometimes sensible to shame and 
can be operated upon by that consideration. But 
in a great commercial mart like New York, it is 
difficult perhaps to exertthat kind of influence to 
such an extent as would be productive of good. 

Therefore, although we may not believe or feel 
that a bill of this kind will necessarily produce 
the effect, and although it may be very doubtful 
whether it will produce the effect, it is neverthe- 
less a duty in the present condition of things. in 
this country to leave nothing untried which offers 
even a reasonable ground of hope; and it is upon 
that supposition, that idea, that faith, that the 
committee recommend the measure, in the belief 
that a bill of this kind may produce an effect in 
two ways: first by operating upon public opinion, 


and second by high penalties, and especially by 


the provision which vacates all contracts of this 
description it may, and I think it possibly will, 
have an effect to check in some, perhaps notany 
inconsiderable degree, the rampant and heartless 
and wicked spirit which is actuating men with 
reference to this subject, and which at present is 
so injurious to the best interests of the country. 
With this view, the committee agreed to submit 
the bill to the Senate and to recommend its pas- 


sage. i 
Mr. COWAN. ` Mr. President, as I was not 


ty of 
the Committee on Finaiice in regard to this Bin, 
briefly my reasons for 
choosing to differ from them. 

Lam unwilling at this time, much as 1 may la- 
ment the condition of the public credit, to make 
such a confession, as this bill seems to me to be, 
of its depreciation. I believe that in no other 
country and in no other times, even the worst of 
revolutionary times, has a measure of this kind 
been resorted to, at least until the public paper 
was worth about six for one; and as ours has not 
sunk to that depth in the market, I am opposed 
to resorting to any such subterfuges as I conceive 
this to be in order to bolster 1t up.. S F 

Mr. President, what is the evil complained of 
here? It is well enough to have a clear view of 
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it before we go any further. Certain persons in 
New York buy and sell gold when they really 
have no gold to buy orsell; and they buy and sell 
foreign exchange when they have no foreign ex- 
change to buy or sell. It is difficult at first sight 
to see how that could possibly be conceived to 
affect the value cither of gold or of foreign ex- 
change; but in fact it is only a convenient way 
of betting., These pretended sales are nothing 
more nor less than a bet that at a given day gold 
will be of a particular value, or that foreign cx- 
change will be of a particular value. It will be 
observed that in these transactions there are al- 
ways two parties. There is a party who bets that 
gold will be high on a given day, and there isa 
party who bets that it will be low on that day. 
One, I believe, is designated a * bull,” and the 
other is designated a ‘f bear,” in the slang of the 
exchange. 

Does any sane man inthe world pretend to be- 
lieve that the efforts of these people in thus bet- 
ting can influence in the slightest the price of gold 
in the world’s market? I cannot conceive of a 
greater absurdity than to suppose they could. I 
do not believe they have the slightest influence 
upon the price of it in any way, and if I did be- 
lieve it E would oppose this bill. If this betting 
on the price of gold has a tendency on the one 
hand to raise it, has it not a corresponding tend- 
ency on the other to lower it? If John Smith bets 
that it will be two hundred next Monday and 
John Joncs bets that it will be only one hundred 
and fifty, you have two parties, one on yourside 
if you please, andthe other against you. Whatdo 
you confess by this bill? You confess inthe first 
place that these people are influencing the price 
of gold, and in the second place that your backer 
is weaker than the other party, and you want to 
throw the Government into the scale in order to 
help to force up your credit. 

Mr. President, the value of gold depends upon 
itself, depends upon the nature of the material, 
upon the fact that it isaccepted all over the world 
as the standard of value. We have heard that 
cotton was king,.and we have heard that iron was 
king, but after all, if there beany commodity on 
the earth which is entitled to a regal appellation, 
which is endowed with sovereignty itself over all 
other commodities, it is gold. ‘There is no es- 
caping from it, we feel it everywhere. We feel 
it in spite of all theseattempts to make something 
else a standard. ; 

Then, sir, I am of opinion, with all due defer- 
ence to the opinions of other people, thatno com- 
bination of men, or of any number of men, can in 
the slightest degree influence the price of gold one 
way ortheother. Thatisa fixed price, and fixed 
not by what the speculators or gamblers of New 
York may choose to do in the premises, but by 
what the world at large does, 

How is the price of a commodity affected by 
combination? It is only by some combination 
which can obtain a monopoly of the article. Let 
us suppose, if you please, that the members of 
the Senate upon this side were to undertake to 

„raise the price of gold, and they should come to- 
gether and agree that they would not seil below 
a certain fixed price, would there not be some 
man here who would be wise enough at once to 
suggest, “ This combination amounts to nothing 
unless we can get Senators on the other side to 
agree to it??? And whenever that proposition is 
started it becomes evident that in order to make 
it effective it must extend throughout the whole 
world’s domain wherever gold is valued, because 


if it is not universal those who are not in the | 


combination have the advantage, and they im- 
mediately come inand undersell the combination, 
and it amounts to nothing, 

The operation of this bill is not worth any- 
thing at any rate, even if buying and selling gold 
were an evil and calculated to affect the price of 
gold, because it is evident to everybody who has 
considered this subject that these men are gam- 
bling and betting, not exactly upon the price of 
gold, but they are betting upon the price of our 


Securities; and when they bet that gold will be of | 


a certain price on a given day they mean to say 
that our securitics will be of a given price on that 
day. It is measured by gold, and the quotations 
are made by a reference to the price of gold, but 
those quotations only show the relation which our 
currency bears to a gold value. 

If this was intended asa police regulation to 


‘Government in order to keep that credit up. 


prevent gambling, not for the benefit of the pub- 
lic credit, not for the benefit of the community, 
but for the correction of the evil-doer, it would be 
worth nothing, because all the gamblers have to 
do is to say, “ We are forbidden to bet upon the 
price of gold, but we are not forbidden to bet upon 
the price of greenbacks or the price of five-twen- 
ties or ten-forties, or any other security of the 
Government;” and gambling, if it be a mischief, 
goeson justin the same way. But you have just, 
as in the other case, two parties, You have one 
party who is attempting to keep up your public 
credit, and you have another party who is betting 
to keep it down, and they always neutralize each 
other; but by the passage of this bill, throwing 
itinto the scale, we not only render ourselves ab- 
surd and ridiculous, as violating all the lessons 
and teachings of past history, but I think we act- 
ually throw ourselves into the scale of those who 
are trying to depreciate the public credit by Cons g 
fessing that it needs the force and power of the 


I will take this acccasion to say, Mr. President, 
what I devoutly believe, and of which I have no 
more doubt than that I stand here, that all con- 
trivances of this kind, every one of them, are but 
hollow and delusive shams, calculated to amuse 
and delay and protract the proper action of this 
body to the attainment ofa proper remedy, What 
man who has read history, even modern history 
—and it is not necessary to go back a hundred 
years—cannot find plenty of examples of the fal- 
jacy of such legislation as this? Even in this 
country itcan be found, and what has it amounted 
to? it has remained afterwards as a monument 
of the folly and the fears of men when they were 
in the tide of a revolution which they had not the 
manliness to stop by the proper means, [ en- 
tirely agree with the Secretary of the Treasury 
in the last clause of his letter. There is but one 
way in order to restore the public credit. Upon 
what does that publie credit rest? Why isit that 
our security to-day is notas goodas gold? The 
first difficulty which suggests itself to the mind 
of the man who is about to receive this security 
is the stability of this Government, He may be 
perfectly willing to tell you, ‘ [f this Government 
stands and maintains its integrity, I will pay gold 
for this note; but I fear it; from all { see about 
me I fear it.” “What do you value the risk oc- 
casioned by your fears??? “ To-day,” he says, 
“J will give but about fifty-six cents for your 
dollar.” ‘Uhere is another man, however, who 
has another fear in addition to that. He says, 
“I am afraid thatif this Government does stand, 
from the temper of its people, from the extent of 
the democratic principle which is infused through 
it, the minute distribution of the political power 
in the hands of everybody, its people even if it 
does stand will not agree to pay;” and therefore 
he estimates his risks,and he putsit down to-day 
along with the other at fifty-six or fifty-seven 
cents on the dollar. 

Now, sir, what are we to do in order to satisfy 
these men—who if they are wise in nothing else, 
if they are careful in nothing else, if they calcu- 
late about nothing else, do calculate as to their 
pockets—what are we to do to secure them and 
to induce them to have a belief in our credit, that 
is in our stability to exist, and our solvency and | 
our ability to pay? We may satisfy them that 
we can exist by beating our enemy, by put- 
ting down the armed rebeilion which now afflicts 
the country, and by confining ourselves to that 
task, devoting ourselves with an eyc single to that 
work, endeavoring to concentratcall the energies 
of the loyal people everywhere upon that work, 
avoiding everything which is calculated to dis- 
tract and divide their attention and get themaway 
from it; and in the next place, as the Sceretary of 
the Treasury says, pass a revenue bill which at 
least will pay half of our current expenses as we 
go along. If we do that, if in the first place we 
satisfy the money-lender that we are going to put 
down the rebellion, and in the second place that 
we are going to pay the expenses, and that we 
are going. to foot them as we go along, then the 
public credit at once will appreciate, and pablic 
securities will rise, or, if you choose the other | 
phrase, gold will apparently go down, but, as F 
say, gold will remain precisely where it was all 
the way through. That, in my judgment, isthe 
true remedy,and I would not resort at this stage 
of our history to such schemes as have been re- 


= 


sorted. to heretofore; and I trust. the Senate will 
ardon me when I read a chapter from-Frenel: 
istory, which to my mind very much resembles 
the condition we are approaching now, although 
we have not yet reached it. E read from: Thiers’s: 
History of the. French Revolution; volumé two, 
page 255 and the following pages: a = 


“Government, quite as unfortunate as the people, ha 
no means of existence but the assignats, which it was 
obliged to give in thrice and four times the quantity in pay- 
ment for the same services, and of which it durst not,make 
any further issues for fear of depreciating them still more, 
it became, therefore, a puzzling question how to enable - 
either the people or the Goverment to subsist. 

“The general production, however, had not diminished.: 
Though the night of the.4th of August bad not.yet pro- 
duced its immense effects, France was in no want either 
of: grain or of raw or wrought materials; but the equal 
and peaceable distribution of them had become; impossi- 
ble, owing to the effect of the paper money. “The revolu- 
tion -which, in abolishing monarchy, nevertheless proposed 
to pay its debts; which, in destroying the venality of offices,’ 
nevertheless engaged to make compensation for their value 3 
which, lastly, in defending the new order of thingsagainst 
coalesced Europe, was obliged. to bear the expense of a 
general war, had, to defray it, the national property taken 
irom the clergy and the emigrants. To put into circula- 
tion the value of that property, it had devised assignats 
which were the representation of it, and which by means 
of purchasers were to return to the exchequer and be 
burned. But as people felt doubtful of the revolutionand 
the stability of the sales, they did not purchase those. pos- 
sessions.” 3 


The holders of the assignats were unwilling to 
invest them in the property of the clergy and 
emigrants, because they feared that if the Revolu- 
tion failed and the monarchy was restored, their 
tide would be bad, they would take nothing. 


“The assignats remained in circulation like an unat- 
cepted bill of exchange, and became depreciated from doubt 
and the quantity issued. 

“ Specie continued to be regarded as the real standard 
of valuc ; and nothing is more hurtful toa doubtful money 
than the rivalry of a money of which the value. is undis- 
puted. The one is hoardcd and kept back from circulation, 
while the other offers itself in abundance, and is thus dis- 
credited. Such was the predicament in which assignats 
stood in regard to specie, The Revolution, doomed to 
violent measures, was no longer able to stop. It had put. 
into forced circulation the anticipated value of the national 
domains; it could not help trying to keep it up by forced 
means, On the }ith of April, in spite of the Girondins 
who struggled generously but imprudently against the fa- 
tality of that revolutionary situation, the Convention de- 
creed the penalty of six years?’ imprisonment against any 
person who should sell specie ; that is to say, who should 
exchange a certain quantity of gold or silver fora more 
considerable quantity of assignats. It enacted the same 
punishment for every one who should stipulate a different 
price for commodities according as the payment was to be 
made in specie or in assignats. ` 

“'ihese measures did not prevent the difference from 
being rapidly manifested. In June a metal frane was worth 
three frances in assignats; and in August, two months after- 
wards, a silver frane was worth six francs in assignats: The 
ratio of diminution, which was one to three, bad therefore 
increased iu the proportion of one to six.” 

* * * * * * * 


“All this resulted from the assignats, as the assignats had 
resulted from the necessity of paying old debts, making com- 
pensation for offices, and defraying the expenses of a ruin- 
ous war; in like manner the mazimum was destined to re- 
sult from the gnats. It was, in fact, to little purpose 
that a forced circulation had been given to this money, if 
the tradesman, by raising his prices, could evade the neces- 
sity of taking it. Leta forced rate, then, be fixed for com- 
modities as well as for money. The moment the law said 
such a picce of paper shall be worth six francs, it ought also 
to say such a-commodity shall be sold for no more than six 
francs, otherwise the dealer, by raising the price to twelve, 
would eseitpe the exchange.” 


Then that was remedied by the fixation of a 
maximum price for a commodity. 


“ Meanwhile the rise in the price of articles of consump- 
tion, which bad Jed to the maziinum, was general for all 
commodities of the first necessity. Butcher’s meat, vege- 
tables, fruits, groceries, candies, fuel, liquors, articles of 
clothing, and shoc leather, had all risen in price in proport- 
tion as assignats had fallen; and the populace were daily 
more and more bent on finding forestallers, where. there 
were only dealers who refused a money that had lost its 
value.”? 


You hear some complaining to-day of forestall- 
ers as criminals rather than ‘dealers who refused 
a money that had lost its value.” 


“It will he recollected that in February it had plundered 
the grocers? shops at the instigation of Marat. In July it 
had plundered boats laden with soap coming up the Seine 
to Paris, ‘The indignant commune had. passed the most 
severe resolutions, and Pache had printed tbis simple. and 
laconic warning: 

#4 Pache, mayor, to his feNow-eitizens : 

“< Paris contains seven hundred thousand inhabitants $ 
the soii of Paris produces nothing for their food, their cloth- 
ing, their subsistence ; it is therefore necessary for Paris to 
obtain everything from the’ departments and from abroad. 

«= When provisions and merchandise come to Paris, if 
the inhabitants rob-the owners of them, supplies will cease 
tobe sent. f 

«< Paris will then have no food, no clothing, nothing for 
the subsistence of its numerous inhabitants. 
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-@€-Ayfa° seven hundred thousand persons, destitute of 
everything, will devour one another.” Fii 

-4s Phe people had not committed any.further depredations, 
but they still demanded severe measures against the deal- 
ers; atid we have seen the priest Jacques Roux exciting 
the Cordeliers, with the view to obtain the insertion of an 
article against the forestallers in thé constitution. They 
aiso inveighed bitterly against the stock-jobbers, who, they 
said, raised the'prices of goods by speculating in assignats, 
gold, silver, and foreign paper.?? 

Precisely the complaint here. 


“= 'Ehe popular imagination created monsters, and every- 
whére discovered inveterate. enemies where there were 
only eager gamblers, profiting by the evil, but not produ- 
cing it, and most certainty not having the power to produce , 
iti? = 

Thatis just what T think is true in this case. 
Weare passing this bill to punish people for pro- 
dycing it when they have no possible power to 
produce it; they are speculating on a public ca- 

amity without being the cause of it. 

«Phe depreciation of the assignats had a great number 
of causes ;- their considerable quantity; the uncertainty of 
their pledge, which would be swept away if the revolution 
were to fail; their comparison with specie, which did not 
lose itsreality, and with commodities which, retaining their 
value, refused to exchange themselves for a money that had 
Jost its-value. In this state of things the capitalists would 
not keep their funds in the form of assignats, because under 
that form they were wasting from day to day. At first they 
had endeavored to procure money; but six years of annoy- 
aneée liad seared the sellers and the buyors of specie. They 
had then thought of purchasing commodities, but these of- 
fered only a temporary employment of capital because they 
would not keep long, and a dangerous employment because 
the rage against forestallers was at itsheight. ‘They sought, 
therctore, securities in foreign. countries. All those who 
had assignats were eager to buy bills of exchange on Lon- 
don, Awerdam, Hamburg, Geneva, or on any place in 
Burope. ‘Lo obtain these foreign values they gave enor- 
nions national vives, and thus lowered the assignats by 
parting with them.” * * * * * * * 

«Great cagerness”?— 


I simply read this to show the resemblance be- 
tween those times and these to some extent— 

“Great eagerness Was also shown to obtain shares in the 
stocks of the fnaneial companies, which seemed to be be- 
yond the reach of the revolution aud of the counter-revo- 
jution, and to offer, moscover, an advantageous employment 
of capital. ‘Those of the Compagnie d'Escompte were in 
high favor, but those of the Hast {udia Company were sought 
after with the greatest avidity, because they rested, in some 
measure, on a pledge that could notbe laid hold of, consist- 
jug im ships and storehouses situated al over the globe. To 
no purpose they had been subjected to a heavy transfer duty, 
"fhe directors had evaded the Jaw by abolishing the actions, 
and making them consist in an entry in the registers of tne 
company, Which look place without any formality? 

I might go on, Mr. President, at great length 
in order to show that in like situations men are 
prone, when theyare not corrected by the lessons 
of past history, to resort to the like means to get 
rid of like evils. Lhave only to say that I thiuk 
the meañs here proposed are inadequate, and that 
we had a great deal better set ourselves to some 
method by which, in the language of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, to levy one half the current 
expenses of the country from the country, 

Mr FESSENDEN. The Senate ought to be 
very much obliged to my honorable friend from 
Pennsylvania for giving us a history, which | | 
suppose none of us knew anything about before, 
and that was the portion of the history of France 
which related to the depreciation of their currency. 
l suppose there is no question that gold has a fixed, 
determinate value,and that its nominal value may 
fluctuate according to the character of the currency 
that is brought in competition with it. [tis use- 
less to deny, no person will be unwise enough to 
deny, that we are in a condition of things in this 
country where gold mustnecessarily havea nom- | 
inal valuc, if you please to call it so, above that 
of our currency in use. Butthe honorable Sen- 
ator will not deny that, in order to carry on this 
war, we are under the necessity of resorting to 
another kind of currency, and that it must neces- 
sarily take its course and have its effect. Its value, 
if you please to call it so, must vary according to 
our shifting circumstances, and according to the 
necessities we are under, and according to the 
confidence which the community has in our suc- 
cess, jn our ability to pay and in our disposition 
to pay. These are principles which have been 
laid down here repeatedly, and not for the first 
time here, because they are familiar to everybody; 
but that is not the question. The question before 
the Senate is not whether we shall not be obliged 
to have recourse to other measures. My honor- | 
able friend has argued this question as if we did || 
not design to bringin a tax bill; as if we did not |i 
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design to conquer the enemy if wecould; asif we 
would rest here and not usc all our efforts to ac- | 


-complish the great purposes for which we are 


ccomplaintthate 


contending. ; 
Sir, the committee of which he is a member, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, place this bill 
upon no such ground. The intimation coming 
from a member of the Committee on Finance so 
eminent as my friend is, that is implied in his 
remarks, is enough of itself to alarm the country 
if unexplained. The honorable Secretary states 
that he places no great reliance upon the per- 
manent effect of this bill. My honorable friend 
from Ohio, who reported the bill, has said the 
same thing, and I have repeated it; and if neither 
of us had said a word on the subject it would 
have been manifest to the mind of every man in 
the Senate who thought upon the subject. We 
support it only because of the possibility, the 
probability I will say, that it may have a decided 
though not a permanent effect in preventing the 


spread of a great evil. 


That it is true in peint of fact that this matter 
is influenced by the shifting efforts of men in a 
market like that of New York, a single day’s ex- 
perience in the city of New York in the stock 
market would show, and the honorable Senator 


has only to have recourse to it to satisfy himself | 


on this subject, where it varies from morning to 
night, without the slightest change apparently in 
the circumstances of the day, some ten or fifteen 
per cent. in value. Does the honorable Senator 
undertake to say that in the period of one day, 
from morning, when gold was ninety, to night, 
wheh it was seventy-five, confidence in our suc- 
cess and in our efforts had increased just so much? 

Mr. COWAN. Will the honorable Senator 


allow me to ask him whether that fluctuation is | 


in the price of gold or in the price of our securi- 
ties? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis in the price of gold, 
the securities not varying a farthing the samc 
day. But the Senator says this fluctuation in the 
price of gold is entire 


rity, and owing to the circumstances of the coun- 
try. 
sees of the country yesterday that should 
bring gold down from ninety in the morning to 
seventy-five in the evening? 
Mr.COWAN. | willanswer that. 
precisely the same yesterday morning that it was 
esterday afternoon, according to my theory. 
h was the publie credit which wentupand down 
during the day; and which was measured by the 
standard of gold; but gold itself remained the 
same. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. That is precisely the 
question, What improved the public credit so 
much. from morning to night? What was there 


between the opening of the money market in the | 


morning and the closing of it in the evening, 
which changed the public credit fifteen per cent, ? 
What change was there in the circumstances of 
the country, in the eredit of the country, during 
that time to cause that change? None at all. 


But, sir, I did not rise to discuss this question, | 


because the committee has placed this bill before 
the Senate frankly stating its opinions and stat- 
ing its belief- that good may result, and that no 
harm ean come, for nobody can point out any 
evil effects that are likely to follow from it. I 


rose to say, what E have had for some time the | 


intention of saying, a few words in regard to the 
istsin the country with reference 
tothe action of Congress upon these matters, 
Why is it that so much complaint exists? Why 
ought any intimation be made, especially by my 


honorable friend, that we are delaying proper | 


So far as the Senate is concerncd, 
everybody who knows anything about legislation 
knows that we have not had the power up to this 
moment toactuponarevenue bill, Wecannot act 
upon one until itis sent to us from the House of 
Representatives; and I say not this for the pur- 
pose of imputing any blame whatever to that 
House upon the subject, because, as { have had 
occasion to say before, | know the immense la- 
bor involved in preparing a revenue bill such as 
has been now reported to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. If you would take the opinions of 
our newspaper writers, the wise men who edit 
them—and I confess that they monopolize among 


measures ? 


themselves the sum of human wisdom—itis very | 


casy to make a revenue bill of the most involved 
character in about fificen minutes. Foranybody, 


ly according to the confi- | 
dence of the community in our ability and integ- | 


J ask him what there was in the circum- | 


Gold was | 


especially for an editor of a newspaper, a man 
who happens to belong to that particularly favored 
class which, wider the dispensation of Provi- 
dence, has the power oflooking through anything 
and everything intuitively, a revenue bill takes” 
no time, needs uo investigation, requires no study,, 
but is to be made without the slightest trouble, 
and to be put upon the country by a single ipse 
dixit. ae ee, : 

That is not the way to consider the subject. I 
think the public press of the “country has not 
treated us fairly. I speak.of that portion of it 
which has complained so bitterly, because it did 
not know the immense labor that is necessary, 
nor did it know the immense, labor that has been 
givenand the constantand unvaried assiduity with 
which the members of the Committee o£ Ways 
and Means have been struggling to present as soon 
as they could a bill which should accomplish 
the purposes which we all desire to accomplish. 
Everybody knows, as my friend says, that it is 
necessary to carry on the war with assiduity, to 
devote ourselves to that, to conquer the enemy. 
Are we not trying all we can todo it? Isnotevery 
effort being made? If itcannot be accomplished 
in an hour, or a week, or a month, are we in the 
mean time to omit those minor measures which 
may have a slight effect, and perhaps a serious 
one, in impeding the difficulties with which we 
are laboring to prevent their being rolled upon us 
with so much greater force and in so much greater 
amount? That is not the way to present a case 
of this character to the Senate. If we cannotdo 
a great thing to-day, but may do a small one which 
will have some effect, shall we omit the small one? 
And yet that would seem to be the argument ot 
the honorable Senator. If he docs not believe 
it is of any value, of course that consideration 
is cnough to influence him; but for those who 
believe that it may be, and who are willing to do 
all we can to effect the purpose, who, if we cannot 
do what we would, will do what we can, let us 
pass this bill and trust the result to experience, 
l agree perfectly with him that these measures are 
but palliatives, that they can haye but a tempo- 
rary effect; but shall we omit to produce the tem- 
porary result which we believe can be produced, 
especially in this condition of things? 1 think 
that would be a poor principle of action. 

Mr. CLARK. For the purpose of calling the 
attention of Senators particularly to this bil, f 
move to amend the amendment of the committee 
by striking. cut in the eleventh, twelfth, and 
thirteenth lines of the first section the words “ by. 
the manual delivery of United States notes or 
national currency, and not otherwise.”’ 

Mr. COWAN. [hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will allow me to say a word in re- 
sponse to the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. CLARK. Certainly. 

Mr.COWAN. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator from Maine has, to some extent, an- 
swered the speech | have made, and he has an- 
swered, to a very great extent, one which I did 
notmake. However, | shall waive alladvantage 
which 1 might have from that. I merely wish 
to say that as I understand the distinct issue be- 
tween us, it is this: he alleges that it is gold that 
goes up and down in the market of New York 
daily; I allege, on the other hand, that it is our 
securities that go up and down. He asks me 
why itis, The best answer I can give him and 
the best description I can find anywhere of the 
modes by which these gentlemen attempt to affect 
the market of public securities, 1 find iu the same 
book which | read before, 

“The war ??— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator did not un- 
derstand me. It is-a matter of entire indifference, 
for the purpose of the argument, whether it is 
the gold or the securities that vary. His argu- 
ment was that all these outside circumstances 
produced no effect on the prices of either, that 
they were entirely dependent on other things 
which he stated. Then my question was to him 
in regard to yesterday—1 brought it to that— 
what was there in the condition.of the country 
yesterday tv produce a variation. of fifteen per 
cent, during the day to improve the securities of 
the Government to that extent? for that was the 
result, according to his argument. 

Mr. COWAN. 1 am just about to answer, 
and Ladmit again that I did say that | believed 
| these operations do not affect the value, of gold 
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one way or the other. ~ I read from the same book 
from. which I read before, page 259: 

“Phe war, and the fear of a terrible revolution, had in- 
terrupted many commercial operations, and further in- 
creased the mass of stagnant capitals that were seeking 
securities, "These capitals, thus accumulated, were em- 
ployed in perpetual speculations at the stock exchange in 
Paris, and were converted alternately into gold, silver, mer- 
ehandise, bills of exchange, companies’ shares, old Gov- 
ernment stocks, &c. ‘hither resorted, as usual, those ad- 
yenturons gamblers who plunge into every kind of hazard, 
who speculate on the accidents of commerce, the supply 
of armies, the good faith of Governments. Placing them- 
selves on the watch at the exchange, they made a profit 
by all the rises oceasioned by the constant fall of the as- 
signats. The fall of the assignats first began at the ex- 
change, with reference lo specie and to all movable values, 
lt took place afterwards with reference tothe commodities, 
which rose in price in theshops and in the markets. Com- 
modities, however, did not rise so rapidly as specie, because 
the markets are at a distance from the exchange, hecause 
they are not so easily affected, and, moreover, because the 
dealers cannot give the werd sọ rapidly to one another as 
stock-jobbers assembled in one and the same building. The 
difference, pronounced at the exchange, was not felt in 
ather places till after a longer or shorter time : thus, when 
the fiveefrane assignat was worth no more than two francs 
at the exchange, it was passing for three in the markets, 
and the stock jobbers had suflicient time for speculating. 
Having Weir capitals quite ready, they procured specie be- 
fore the rise; as soon as it had risen in comparison with 
assignats, they exchanged it for the latter; they had of 
course a greater quantity, and, as merchandise had not yet 
had tine to rise too, with this greater quantity of assignats 
they bought a greater quantity of merchandise, and sold it 
again when the balance between them was restored. Their 
part had consisted in holding cash on merchandise while 
one or the other rose in reference to the assignat. Lt was 
therefore the constant profit of the rise of everything in 
comparison with the assignat which they had made, and 
it was natural that they should be grudged this profit, in- 
variably founded on a public calamity. Their speculations 
extended to the variation of all Kinds of securities, such as 
foreign paper, companies? shares, &c. They profited by 
all the accidents that could produce these fluctuations—a 
defeat, a motion, a false report”? 

There is the complete answer as to those fluc- 
tuations which appear in New York daily. They 
may arise from the rumor of a defeat; they may 
flow out of a motion which is made in the Senate 
or in the House of Representatives; they may 
arise froma thousand accidents; but that the gam- 
blers, the speculators, the men who deal in them 
have any agency or can exert any power upon 
the valuc of these things is that which I deny. 

Butthe honorable Senator says that he docs not 
care whether it is gold that gocs up or paper that 
goes down, or vice versa; he does not care in which 
commodity the fluctuation is. Then, if the fuc- 
tuation be in paper, the gambling should be pro- 
hibited in the paper. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is not a statement 
of the argument I attempted to use. 

Mr. COWAN. I say if the fluctuation is in 
the publie credit, if it is in the value of our secu- 
rities, then the bet is on that value, not on the 
value of the gold, buton the value of the bond or 
the Treasury note or whatever may be the Gov- 
ernment currency at the time; and if that be true, 
if the gambling is upon the value of that currency, 
that should be forbidden, if anything is to be ef- 
fected, because that is the true offense if there is 
an offensein it at all. 

One word more, Mr. President. The Senator 
says that I reflected on the Senate, reflected on 
this Congress generally, because it had not brought 
in and perfected and passed a revenue bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator does not 
understand me, Į do not think the honorable 
Senator would reflect upon either or intended to 
reflect upon either; but I said or intended to say 
that the inference drawn from bis remarks would 
be to that effect. 

Mr. COWAN. I hope not, Mr. President; 
and ifany man is disposed to make such an in- 
ference, I trust what I am about to say now will 
correct it. l reflected upon no one. LT think I 
recognize the difficulties which surround us as 
well as any man in this assembly of out of it. | 
think I feel.the importance of care and caution 
and deliberation in every step we take in order to 
extricate ourselves from these difficulties, and I 
would not expect to mature and to pass a revg- 
nue bill ina day or a weekora month. I have 
reflected upon nobody; but I do say this, Mr. 
-President, by way of giving my opinions, that 
unless we from henceforth go to work and devote 
our energies in both Houses (of course we can 
initiate nothing here) in order to do something 
better than this to sustain the public credit, we 
shall find ourselves before a very great while in- 
volved in a calamity from which perhaps we may 


not be able to extricate ourselves, and 1 think it! 


is time now*to look this:danger in the face. When- 


our dollar is worth bat a little over half a dollar, 
fifty-six or fifty-seven cents, when we are going 
in debt daily twice as much as we ought to goin 
debt if we could keep our dollar to the proper 
standard, I say it is time that every man should 
be awake to the dangers which surround us, and 
upon the alert in order to prevent them, and that 
all crimination and recrimination and all reflec- 
tion upon anybody and everybody should cease, 
and we should go together as men determined to 
save our country, shoulder to shoulder, one and 
all, and endeavor if we can to surmount these 
difficulties before they overwhelm us and before 
they become unmanageable on account of their 
magnitude iv our hands. 

Mr. CLARK. The effect of striking out the 
words which I propose to strike out of the bill 
will be to allow the person purchasing the gold 
to make the payment for the gold in any current 
funds of the country that the party selling may 
be willing to receive. By the provision of the bill 
as it now stands a party purchasing gold must 
not only have an actual delivery of the gold to him 
at the time, but he must make an actual manual 
payment for the gold in the national currency or 
in the greenbacks of the country, Let me illus- 
trate it. Iam here in Washington and I wantto 
go to New York, and I want to purchase some 
gold in New York, $10,000 if you please. Ihave 
$10,000 in greenbacks here in Washington. It 
is very inconvenient for me to take them to New 
York to pay for the gold there. 
& Co., and I deposit with them my $10,000 in 
greenbacks. `f draw on them for $10,000 at sight, 
and ask them to accept it before I depart, and 
they do so. Igo to New York, and I say toa 
broker there, “1 want your gold.” Ele replics, 
“I will sell it to you at such a price.” That is 
agreeable to me, and I say, ‘‘ Here isa draft on 
Jay Cooke & Co., perfectly good.” ‘Oh, yes,” 
he replies, “but I cannot take that; I must have 
the greenbacks; the law requires it.” And thus 
lam put to the necessity of carrying my green- 
backs from Washington to New York tocomply 
with the law because here is a provision requir- 
ing it, which I think a very odious and very oner- 
ous one. 

I have not been able to agree with the Commit- 
tee on Finance on this bill. Ido not believe, in 
the first place, that it will answer the purpose de- 
signed. I believe it will be just as futileas your 
gold bill the other day, when you proposed to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to sell gold 
to bring the price of gold down, and it went up 
five per cent, before night on the very day you 
passed the bill, Iam entirely willing, however, 
if the Secretary of the Treasury believes that this 
bill will aid him, to give it to him, if it can be 
made so that it will not do any mischief; but it 
would certainly be a hardship upon the commu- 
nity if a bill should be passed with these provis- 
ions in it. 

In the first place, by the second section of the 
bill a man cannot sell you gold if he meets you 


in any other than his own or your place of busi- | 


ness. A gentleman comes here from New York, 
if you please. I want some gold. I am from 
New Hampshire and he is from New York. I 
ask him, ‘ Will you sell me some gold here?” 


« Yes, sir; but the law is directly in the way; I l 


cannot sell you any gold here; if you will come | 


with me to New York and go to my office, one 
which I hire and oecupy individually myself, or 
in partnership, I can sell it to you.” “ Well, | 
will go and deposit my greenbacks before I start. 
Ido not want to carry them with meas somebody 
would be very likely to steal them, and I will go 
and leave them with Jay Cooke & Co.,and take 
a certificate of deposit.’’ “But,” he answers, 
that will not do. When you getthere L will de- 


| liver you the gold, but you have got by your own 


hand, by manual delivery, to give me the national 
currency in return.’ Fask what is the design, 


| what is the bencfit of restricting a legal and proper 
. trade in that way, because these are transactions 


in gold that are perfectly proper? Imay wantto 
go to Europe to-morrow or next week; 1 want 
gold, and itis perfectly legitimateand proper tor 
Why, in the way I propose. | desire that these 
words shall be stricken out, so that the gold shall 


be paid for in any of the current funds of the coan- 
try that the seller of the gold is willingto take. As 


I goto Jay Cooke | 


me to have the gold; but how am [ to get if?) 
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į the Senator from Vermont [Mri CoOLLAMER] stig- 


i! purchaser? If you, sir, meet a m 


gests to me, why. not pay in horses, if the ‘seller’ 
is willing to take them, provided the goldis det 
livered- down avid it is a present actual transac-' 
tion at the time. Heeb SSE 

Let me take a familiar illustration. “Here-is'a 
party living down by the Astor House, in New* 
York. He goes up to the Fifth avenue atnight 
and wants to buy some gold. He finds a person 
owning gold who says to him, ‘1 will sell it to: 
you; here it is,” He answers, “ There is my: 
check.” The reply is, “Oh, no; I cannot take 
that; that will not do.” Why not? have göt 
the money down by the Astor House.” “I know 
it; but I cannot take it; you must bring up your 
greenbacks here and lay them down on my desk, 
or I can take my half peck of gold and carry it 
down there and do it there.” What is the use 
of irritating legitimate trade in this way? Why 
should not a man who has gold to sell or who 
wants to buy gold be permitted to take or give a 
note in payment if he chooses? Suppose I am 
going again to Europe'and I want $10,000 in gold. 
Í havc no greenbacks. I say toa’ person owning 
the gold, ‘Here, take my note for thirty days 
until I come back.” He replies, I cannot do 
that; that will not do.” f 

In my judgment, there are in this bill useless re~ 
strictions. I amwilling, as I said before, to give 
the Secretary of the Treasury every facility that 
he can desire. I am willing to give hima billthat 
shall prevent these time contracts and speculation 
in gold, if that is the mischief; but when I do 
that I want the provisions of the bill to be so 
guarded that it shall not restrict or hamper a proper 
dealing in gold. 1 understand that this bill is 
drawn by the Secretary of the Treasury. 1 un- 
derstand’ that he wants to give currency particu- 
larly to his greenbacks, or else he wants to make 
the purchase of gold hard. One of those two 


i things must be the object; but I am not yet pre- 


pared to say that a man shall pay in nothing 
but greenbacks. Suppose he cannot readily lay 
his hands upon them. Suppose the transaction 
is to be made through the mail or through the 
post. If the payment is to be made through the 
mail or through the post, how then? You can- 
not transmit the greenbacks in that way. [ think 
you had better, if you choose, pass a bill that 
time contracts shall not be made; and that will 
have inconveniences about it. As, for instance, 
to illustrate it again, I want to go to Europea 
month hence, and I want to provide for my gold 
before I go. I want to know where it is to come 
from. I say to aman, ‘ Will you have so much 
gold ready for me thirty days-hence?”? “Oh, no, 
sir; I am not allowed to do that. If I happen to 
have it when you come here to go on board the 
steamer, and you are ready to take it, I will sell 
it; but otherwise I cannot do it.’” 

it may be that I am all wrongin this matter; it 
may be that I am deceived; it may be that there 
is a great end in this; but I think I see some evils 
init. If the Senator from Ohio, who has charge of 
this bill, can make it so that it will be acceptable 
to the people, so that it cannot put any restraint 


| on the legal and proper trade in this article—be- 


cause you must have gold a subject of purchase, 
as itis not in circulation, and if you get it you 
must purchase it—I am willing, and shall vote to 
give to the Secretary of the Treasury the other 
provisions of the bill for the purpose of letting 
him try the experiment. £ will not take the re- 
sponsibility of throwing anything in the way of 
the officer of the Government who is charged with 
the finances. And here lct me say, that I think 
the Secretary of the Treasury has managed the 
finances of the country with eminent ability. fF 
distrust my own judgment when E come in conflict 
with a measure of his; but still I cannot entirely 
forego my judgment. 1 cannot yote for evils that 
I think are apparent on the face of the bill be- 
cause he desires them; and therefore I desire that 
this amendment should be made. 

{ desire further that the second scction should 
be stricken out eniirely, and that people should 
be allowed to trade, if they make an actual 
purchase at the time, wherever they happen 
to meet and have the means to do so. By the 
first section of the bill thegold must be delivered 
at the time the trade is made. Why, then, is it 
necessary to say that that trade shall not be made 


except at the place of business of the seller or 
an from New 
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York, and you want gold,and you-are here, why. 
should you be compelled to go to his place-of 
business to get it? ` I understand the object, and- 
that-is:to break up the street knots, the.collection 
of men who get together; but the other provis- 
ions- of the bill will answer that toca- very- great 
extent, because you must. have the gold to-de- 
liver if these amendments are made, and. | think 
we had better not go too far to make the bill odious 
and unnecessarily burdensome to accomplish-at 
last.a problematical good. : 
::Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have ex- 
amined this bill with some care, and while-I-do 
not think it will amount. to-much in the way of 
affecting the price of gold, I think. that all there 
isin itis good. If it has any effect at all it will 
be a good effect. It seems to have two objects: 
one, to prevent gambling in gold, the. other to 
render the gambler so far as may be infamous; 
, and. I think both of those objects are. good ones. 

It is well known that the great majority of our 
cities are under disloyal influences. 
city. of New. York, where most of this gambling 
is done, and | have no doubt that to-day Jeff. 
Davis would get a larger vote there than any man 
who.is in favor of the Government would receive. 
‘These gold gamblers asa class are disloyal men, in 
sympathy with the South, and | think it well, so 
faras we can, to regulate their transactions and 
make them as nearly fair as it is possible to make 
them. 

‘The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cowan] 
greatly erred in the remark he made.a short time 
ago that the rise in.gold was owing to the depreci- 
ation.of our securities. Why, sir, does not that 
Senator. know that a. year ago last February 
gold was at 1724 and that in July it fell to 1223, 
and although gold fell from 1723 to 1223 our se- 
curities were not depreciated even one per cent,? 
Sir, the loyal people of this nation have confi- 
dence in our securities. They believe that every 
dollar issued by this Governmentis worth adallar. 
They know that every dollar of greenbacks and 
every bond issued is a first mortgage upon every 
foot of real estate in the United States, if we con- 
quer the rebels as we expect to do. They know 
this, and they appreciate the dollar in greenbacks 
as worth a dollar. It is worth a dollar; and if 
you were to-morrow to drive gold. down to par 
you would not affect the price of your securities 
one per cent. 

Congress, in its wisdom or in its folly—I think 
i. its wisdom—saw fit to legalize the issue ot 
greenbacks. They are now legal tenders, and 
gold ig a speculative commodity. There is, as 
‘has. been well said, a legitimate demand for gold. 
Qur people are becoming extravagant; we are im- 
porting more than we are exporting; and to that 
exteut the demand for gold is legitimate to pay 
our balances; but at the same time in aid of this 
there is what is known in the city of New York 
as the gold ring,” chiefly and I believe all in 
sympathy with the rebellion, a set of men who 
are all the while speculating in gold. 1 think this 
bill will have some effect upon that class of indi- 
viduals, although none upon the legitimate traffic 
in gold, n 

The Senator from Pennsylvania was particu- 
larly unfortunate in reading French history to 
us here in this Capitol, and drawing a parallel be- 
tween the Freach under their Revolution and this 
goat Governmentto-day, Why, sir, at that time 

Paris was under the control of a howling mob, 
reeking with blood. A revolutionary tribunal 
ruled France. Does the Senator pretend to com- 
pare that revolutionary tribunal with this great 
Government? Doeshe intend to compare that rev- 
olutionary tribunal with the Senate and the House 
of Representatives? Does he mean to compare 
it with a Government that has been established 
for cighty years? If the Senator had brought 
that up to illustrate the present position of the 
South his argument would have been fair, because 
there is almost a complete parallel between the 
two revolutionary tribunals. Their issues in the 
South have fallen about as low as the assignats 
ever fell during the French Revolution, and they 
had about the same kind of despotism in France 
that exists in the South to-day. 

Bat, sir, here we are with a Government which 
has stood for eighty years, with eight hundred 


thousand men to-day in the field ready to strike; | 


and let me tell you thatthe price of gold is on. the 
point. of Grant’s bayonets. Had we captured 
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Lee’s artillery after the battle of Gettysburg: you. 
would have seengold go down to ten percent. in 
forty-eight -hours;.and_ when Grant strikes the 
first crushing blow at Lee, as he certainly will, 
and that within sixty days from to-day, you will 
see such a tumble in gold as the world never wit- 
nessed before. As I said before, the people of the 
United States believe in our securities; the world 
doesnot. Convince the world that this great Gov- 
ernment will stand, and you will see gold rolling 
across the Atlantic in millions.and tensof millions 
and hundreds of millions for the purchase of these 
securities, the best interest-paying securities in 
the world, and you will see gold go down to noth- 
ing in avery short period. I believe that this re- 
bellion is on its last legs. I believe that on the 
first movement of our armies the confidence of 
the world will become established in this Govern- 
ment. I believe that we were never before in so 
good a condition as we are to-day. These gold 
speculators will be the parties who will suffer be- 
tween now and the 4th of July next more bitterly 
than any other set of speculators ever did before. 

1 do not wish to occupy the time of the Senate. 
I think the bill a good one, and shall vote for it 
just as itis. So far as the argument of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire is concerned, it 
amounts to just nothing at all. It is perfectly 
well known that you can get greenbacks every- 
where throughout the Gnited States. With 
$400,000,000 of greenbacks scattered throughout 
the United States it is not worth while to say 
that you cannot, on a good draft, obtain green- 
‘backs’ anywhere without any difficulty or any 
expense. The argument amounts to just noth- 
ingat all }hope the bill will pass just as itis. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, when what 
was called the gold bill was before the Senate on 
a former occasion, | stated, what I felt very sin- 
cerely, thatit would not answer the purpose which 
it was supposed it might accomplish; but I voted 
for the measure, yielding the opinion which I had 
as to the effect of it to what I supposed to be the 
better judgment of the friends of the measure in 
this body, and particularly of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, who, I understood, was anxious 
that the bill should pass. fam now desirous in 
the vote which I am called upon to give on this 
bill, and shall continue desirous throughout the 
session, to give my sanction to any measure 
which the Secretary of the ‘Treasury may sup- 
pose will operate beneficially for thecountry, un- 
less my reasons for differing from him are so con- 
clusive that I am unwilling to surrender them. 
‘That is the case now. . 

In the first place, I doubt, I more than doubt— 
I have an opinion as fixed as any opinion formed 
comparatively upon the spur of the occasion can 
be—that we have no power to pass this bill. 
There are but three grants of power in the Con- 
stitution under which, as f think, the authority 
of the Government to adopt a measure of this 
sort can be placed. One is the power to fix and 


regulate the value of the coins of the United States; 


another is to borrow money on the credit of the 
United States; and the other is to regulate com- 
merce. 

Now, with all the real anxiety I have to give 
the Secretary of the Treasury the benefit of this 
measure, | am unable to see by what reasoning 
the power which this bill exerts can be’bronght 
within either of the three grants of power to which 
I have adverted. Can it be referred to the grant 
to fix and regulate the value of the coins of the 
United States? That can only be done bya law 
which shall say how much the coin is worth, 
what shall be the coin, and what shall beits value, 
That is done by your existing legislation; and 
what is now the condition of the currency, or of 
the. coin, rather, is not that coin has depreciated; it 
is worth now just.as much as it was when its 
value was originally fixed, justas much as it was 
before the war commenced. A dollar in gold or 


| a dollar in silver is still a dollar in gold and in 


silver of the same value that it has been at any 
time. : 

But it so happens that instead of relying, for 
the purpose of this war, in order to carry on this 
war, upon what has been called the legal consti- 
tutional currency of the United States, coin, we 
have—and I am not finding fault with it, be- 
cause perhaps it was absolutely necessary—is- 
sued apaper currency, and the depreciation under 
which we are now suffering is. not a depreciation 
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inthe value of the coin, but in the value of this 

currency, nothing else. Now,is it possible that 
in order to keep up the value of this paper. cur- 
rency we are authorized to legislate under the aù- 
thority to fix and regulate the value ofcoin? How 
does it fix and regulate the value of coin? The 
complaint is that a dollar of coin now will buy 
two dollars of our paper; or, to state it otherwise, 
that.a dollar in coin now is, in point of value, in 
the public estimation, equal to two dollars in our 
currency. This bill, if we pass it, can. have the 
effect, if it has any effect, only of increasing the 
value of the paper currency, and not in increasing 
or in maintaining the value of the coin currency. 
That remains and will remain justas itis. The 
provision of the bill is, not that there shall be no 
trade in coin, for thatis admitted. The bill as- 
sumes that the necessity of the country demands 
that coin shall be bought and sold, but it prohibits 
the selling or the buying of it upon what istermed 
time, and prohibits the selling and the buying of 
it at all unless such sales shall be made at certain 
designated places; that is to say, where the buy- 
ers and the sellers respectively may, at the time 
of such buying and selling, have their places of 
business. 

Mr. President, I have always supposed—and I 
am giving now the opinion which.I have ever en- 
tertained, and which, as I believe, will be found 
maintained by every decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and by all the writers 
of approved authority on the Constitution of the 
United States—that if anything is perfectly plain 
as- a constitutional proposition it is that over the 
subject of contracts the United States have no 
jurisdi¢tion; that they,are exclusively with the 
States; and that over all subjects of police regu- 
lation the United States have no jurisdiction; but 
that they, like the other, are altogether within the 
power of the State. Under what authority, there- 
fore, can you prohibit the buying and selling of 
gold, which the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
letter, and in one sense correctly, styles gambling? 
Have you any jurisdiction over any question of 
police? Have you any jurisdiction over the mor- 
als of the citizens of the several States? Have 

ou any authority to prohibit gambling in the 

tates? I submit, clearly not. 

Ina case which originated in this District, and 
which was carried up to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, the name of which I forget, 
involving the validity as between the commission- 
ers of a lottery:and the holder of a prize ticket, 
it was very much doubted whether Congress had 
any power at all to authorize a lottery even within 
this District, over which their jurisdiction is ap-, 
parently as extensive as words can make it. But 
in the opinion pronounced by the court, as given 
by Chief Justice Marshall, ıt was admitted that 
that was a power which could not be exercised 
outside of the District, or outside of some other 
district over which the jurisdiction of the United 
States was equally supreme. If, therefore, you 
cannot authorize lotteries in the States, can you 
prevent lotteries? And if you cannot authorize 
lotteries, or if you cannot prevent lotteries, can 
you by legislation, under some supposed power 
to prohibit gambling, or to throw difficulties in 
the way of gambling, prohibit the dealing in lot- 
tery tickets? I suppose thatis a proposition that 
hardly anybody will maintain; and yet*what is 


this? The Secretary tells us in his letter that the 
price of gold is now what it is from one of two 
or from two causes together, both operating more 
or less. The first is because of the local issue of 
the State banks; and the second is because of the 
gambling speculation which is now going on, 
His language is—itis in the first paragraph of his 
letter— 

“The price of gold continucs to advance. This effect 
ean only be attributed to one of two causes, and is proba- 


bly due in part to each: first, to the increase of notes of 
local banks; and secondly, to the efforts of speculators.” 


Now, in the first place, what is it that the spec- 
ulators are said to be doing? Gambling, saysmy 
friend from Ohio; gambling, virtually says the 
Secretary; gambling, says the press. Well, sup- 
pose they are gambling, and suppose that gam- 
bling is causing the state of things which exists, 
what authority have you to interfere with it? If 
you have it, it is only because it affects the value 
ef your own paper currency. If you can inter- 
fere with this species of gambling on the ground 
that it operates prejudicially to your paper cur- 
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rency, why is it that you will not be equally ca- 
pable of dealing with any other conduct existing 
as between the citizens tending to the same result; 
put down extravagance; regulate the price of pro- 
visions; declare that only such and such contracts 
shall be entered into; bring down the business of 
the country as far asit depends upon transactions 
as between man and man to the smallest possible 
standard? f 

And finally, Mr. President, what right—I know 
thatupon that question differences of opinion ex- 
ist—what right is there in the Congress of the 
United States to interfere with the issues of State 
banks? Itisa great question; one upon which my 
opinion has long since been formed. I may be mis- 
taken in it; butif I am mistaken in it I err in com- 
mon with the men by whom the Constitution was 
framed, and those who were called upon to ex- 
pound it in its earlier days, and who were more 
or less parties to the framing of it. In the Fed- 
cralist—that commentary which is so familiar to 
us all, and which tended so greatly to the adop- 
tion of the Constitution by the people—the right 
of the States to establish banks, banks of any 
kind, banks of issue as well as banks of deposit, 
was clearly conceded. In the opinion of the Su- 
preme Courtin the case of McCulloch vs. The State 
of Maryland—an opinion illustrating the rare abil- 
ity of the then Chief Justice—it was not inti- 
- mated that there existed in Congress any power 
to interfere with the State banks. They held in 
that case-—and the principle involved in that de- 
cision is equally applicable to the State banks— 
that the States had no power to tax a Bank of the 
United States, they having satisfied themselves 
and declared that the bank was constitutional, be- 
cause the power to tax might be used to the ex- 
tent of destroying it. If that is true, is it not 
equally true that if there exists in the United 
States an authority to tax State banks, or to tax 
the issues of State banks, or to regulate the issues 
of State banks, itis a power which may be ex- 
erted for the purpose of entirely destroying such 
institutions? 

The doubt which Congress entertained when 
the bill chartering the original Bank of the Uni- 
ted States was under deliberation, passing only by 
a very small majority, the doubt which they en- 
tertained when they refused to renew its charter 
by a majority greater than that by which it was 
originally passed, the doubt which was afterwards 
expressed in both branches of Congress when, 
through the necessities of the country it became, 
in the opinion of the then President of the United 
States, the duty to charter a bank, and as he 
thought the power existed, or at least he was will- 
ing to yield his antecedent opinion.to what seemed 
to be the universal wish and to what he admitted 
the necessities of the country demanded; the doubt 
was whether there existed in the Congress of the 
United States, under the Constitution, any au- 
thorityto incorporate a bank atall. ‘The answer 
which was given to those who alleged the abso- 
lute necessity of such an institution was, that the 
State banks were fully competent to do whatever 
was necessary or convenient to attain the end for 
which it was said a Bank of the United States 
ought to be passed. The present Chief Justice, 
then Secretary of the Treasury, acting in that par- 
ticular with the advice, I believe, of all the mem- 
bers of the Cabinet, or nearly all with whom he 
was associated, the President of the United States 
at their head, when he took from the old Bank of 
the United States the large amount which the Uni- 
ted States had on deposit in that bank and distrib- 
uted it among the local banks, stated officially 
that it was in the power of the local banks to do 
all that the necessities of the Government re- 
quired, or that the convenience of the citizens de- 
manded. : 

From that day until a comparatively recent pe- 
riod, until the commencement of this war, or, to 
speak more correctly, until the war has involved 
us in such large disbursements and rendered it so 
necessary in the judgment of Congress and of the 
Executive to increase our currency to such an ex- 
tent as to affect its value in the public estimation, 
it was never pretended that there was any power 
in the United States to put down the State banks; 
that they were not local institutions created under 
the admitted authority of the States, and just as 
much beyond the limits of the power of the United 
States as the Bank of the United States, which had 
been held to be constitutionally enacted, was be- 


yond the power of the States. The Secretary of 
the Treasury now tells us that thestate of things 
which exists at the present time in relation to the 
depreciation of the currency arises in part from 
the extent of the issues of the State banks. How 
is that to be corrected? Is it by limiting the is- 
sues; is it by passing amendments to the State 
charters; is it by prohibiting the issue altogether; 
or is it by exerting a power of taxation which will 
sooner or later lead to that result? In my judg- 
ment, desirable as may be such a result, that can- 
not be accomplished under the Canstitution as 
itis. 

But gold now, not because gold has ceased to 
be just as valuable as it ever was, for, I repeat, 
it is now worth precisely what it was at first, no 
more, has become an article of commerce, an ar- 
ticle of trade, and being an article of commerce or 
of trade, itis a subject of contract, and if I am 
right in supposing that over the whole class of 
contracts the States have exclusive jurisdiction, 
you have no more authority to pass this bill in- 
terfering with that particular kind of contract than 
to pass any law interfering with any other species 
of contract. 

But this bill goes further than interfering with 
the buying and selling of gold and silver; it pro- 


hibits the buying and selling of foreign exchange, | 


except subject to the same limitations with which 
you authorize the buying and selling of coin. 
‘Where, upon what ground can it be, | was about 
to say even plausibly, maintained that over the 
subject of exchange the Congress of the United 
States have any control? Ifitcan be maintained 
that they have a control over the subject of for- 
eign exchange because dealing in foreign exchange 
may affect the credit of the country, have they 
not the same authority over the inland exchange 
of the country? And if they have it over the in- 
land exchange of the country, why for the same 
reason do they not possess 1t in regard to every 
commercial instrument which from time to time 
in the transactions between man and man itmay 
be convenient to issue—promissory notes, single 
bill, stock, State bonds? À 

It is not true in point of fact that the present 
state of the gold market is to beattributed exclu- 
sively to the extent of the issues of local bank 
currency or to the efforts of speculators. There 
are a variety of other causes leading to it. Jiris 
the immense business that your citizens are now 
carrying on, domestic as well as foreign; it is the 
immense issue of railroad bonds and State bonds; 
it is the immense amount of bonds which your 
local corporations throughout the whole extent 
of the United States are issuing for the purpose 
of accomplishing some particular local or general 
improvement. ‘Ihe whole, in one sense, is a spe- 
cies of currency by means of which the business 
of the country is being conducted. If you have 
the authority to interfere with one species of cur- 
rency, the bank issues, in order to keep down the 
price of gold, why is it that you have not the 
authority to interfere with the whole business of 
the citizens of the several States? And yet I 
suppose nobody will contend that the power of 
the United States can be carried to that extent. 

So much, Mr. President, upon the question of 
power. Nowa word or two upon the effect of 
the bill, supposing the power to be in the United 
States. Willit have any such operation as its 
friends suppose? The Sceretary of the Treasury 
himself predicts with no confidence that result. 
The honorable member who has reported it 
from the Committee on Finance evidently doubis 
whether it will have such an effect, as does the 
member from Maine, the chairman of that com- 
mittee. How is it to have that effect? The gold 
bill was passed to accomplish the same end, by 
placing in the hands of the Secretary of the 
Treasury a power which he might hold in ter- 


rorem over these speculators and thereby paralyze, | 


if not entirely defeat, their efforts. 
what the result has been, This is to effect the 
same purpose, not by prohibiting the buying and 
selling of gold, but by allowing itonly under cer- 
tain restrictions. Now what are they? The 
vendor must have the gold in his hand to be de- 
livered to the purchaser, and the purchaser, at the 
same time, must have in his hand the currency 
of the United States, the two to pass ee instanti. 

The bill goes on further to provide that even 
that mode of buying and selling shall not be ad- 
mitted unless one of the two parties to the bargain 
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shall, atthe momest: when: the contract isicom- 
pleted, be in his place of business Now, T-pre+ 
diet that, if this bill passes, there:will-be.a:- builds 
ing in the city of New. York—there are plenty of 
them there now—which will be the placeof busi- 
ness of all these speculators, They are not 
obliged, in order to:carry. on their ‘trade, to cons 
gregate upon-the street corners. . ‘They can acs 
complish the same end by having their-offices in 
one building-to which there. shall belong: -com 
mon rotunda—-an exchange. In-pointoffactyand 
certainly in point of law, if that is-done in, good 
faith, such a building will be their:place of busi- 
ness. The whole effect of the operation of the 
bill, if 1 am right, will be to remove thése specus 
lators from the street into a building where their 
trade will be carried on just to the same. extent 
and with the same injurious results, if there are 
injurious results following from it, that are now 
happening by their carrying on their trade in-the 
Street, š 

Mr. President, I know that I do not differ very 
materially from my friend by whom this bill has 
been introduced or with any member of the very 
enlightened committee of which upon this otea+ 
sion he has been the spokesman, when I say. that 
there is not one of them that anticipates with any- 
thing like confidence. the result which this bill 
seeks to accomplish; and no such legislation from 
the time the world commenced up to the present 
day has ever been attended with success. I do 
not mean success for an hour; 1 do not mean what 
may be the effect of this bill, if itshould pass, upon 
the price of gold in New York at the very moment 
when the telegraph shall announce its passage; 
but what will be its fixed and natural effects; 
whatit will be next week. y 

If there is any law which is just as certain as 
the Jaws of nature, just as certain as the regula» 
tions of Providence by which the seasons with 
which He blesses mankind are regulated, it is 
that the currency of any nation rests upon fixed 
fundamentel laws which are sure always to bring 
it to its proper Jevél. The honorable Secretary 
of the Treasury is mistaken, as l submit, and 
my friend: from Ohio is mistaken, as I think, in 
their conjecture, for itis but conjecture, that any 
good will result from this measure. ‘The’ true 


| cause of the present state of the currency is its 


inflation, and that the country. is now engaged in 
a war of a magnitude greater than ever beforé 
shocked humanity. The true mode, and anybody 
who knows the Committee on Finance of this 
body—and certainly Lam far from supposing that 
there is any want of the same patriotism and of 
the same wisdom in the corresponding committee 
of the other House—need not be told that they 
will do all that can be done by means of revenue 
bills to accomplish the purpose of maintaining the 
We want additional andad- 
Why we have not had it, why 
we have not got it now, if it be the fault of any- 
body, is not the fault of our committee. Bills of 
that description can originate only in the other 
House, 

But let that be done; let the progress of our 


| armies in the campaign now about to commence 


be a progress of triumph; let the people see that 
the military power of the rebels is destroyed and 
the amount of the present pecuniary engagements _ 
of the United States will be considered as trivial 
in the estimation of those who know whatare the 
present resources and certain to be the future re~ 
sources of the United States. You may double 
the debt and restore the Union upon a basis that 
promises permanence and peace and the credit of 
the United States will rebound even beyond the 
pointat which it stood when the war commenced, 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, those who 
are charged with the conduct of financial opera- 
tions in time of war have always a very. difficult 
task, We know this by the history of all na- 
tions, by the history of France, of England, and 
of our own country, within a century past. Those 
of us who have anything to do with financial 
bills in this Congress know very well that ifia 
proposition is introduced of a collateral charac- 
ter which does not immediately bring paper up: 
to the standard of gold, we are told “ Your meas- 
ure does not accomplish all the object desired’? 
If the measure proposed. by us will not have the 
effect to raise all the taxcs desired, or to bring 
everything back to the old specie-paying basis, 
we are told atonce that the measure is insufficient. 
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-egard-to this:přoposition; no-one an ticipates 
from it any remarkable good. We have all -so 
stared. It does:not reach the séat of the disease. 
In a time of war the curréncy of the country will 
be necessarily depreciated. . [t-has:been so inall 
times.: The Senator from Pennsylvania has cited 
one. historical precedent: when the assignats of 
France disappeared: They: became entirely val- 
peless,and disappeared... Hemight have gone to 
our own history, referred to- our-revolutionary 
scrip; which. was finally depreciated, and. then 
disappeared ‘from. the currency-of the country. 
He might have: adverted .to: the history of Eng- 
land, But-does that ‘meet :the difficulty? Does 
that-answer. the objection? Does that prevent 
us from taking’ measures, that will tend to keep 
our paper money upto the standard of gold? if 
the gentleman had: been a member of a French 
convention-and had objected that the tendency 
of issuing. so Jarge av amount of assignats was 
to depreciate them, the Frenchmen would have 
replied, ‘t Well, sir, what do you. propose. to 
do? -itis the best measure.to gain means to 
repel the invasion of French territory we can 
make.” That would have been the answer. So 
in ‘England. England adopted more stringent 
measures to.prevent the exportation of gold and 
to. maintain its own paper money in the war with 

. Napoleon than we have ever dreamed of. In Eng- 
landat one time the depreciation of the Bank of 
England notes was some forty or fifty per cent., 
and the depreciation of the debt which was. sold 
for Bank of England notes was equally great, so 
that the depreciationin England was greater from 
the standard than ours now; and then such wise 
and sagacious financiers as William Pitt proposed 
measures very similar to this. Gold was pro- 
hibited: from exportation; dealings in gold were 
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» discouraged in every way possible; all these 


measures were resorted to; and it was only these 
measures, aided by her command of the ocean 
and her control of the commerce of the world, 
that enabled her to carry on her war with Napo- 
leon. 

_: Ldo-not think this measure is of the first im- 
portance. Tagree with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury that the only remedy for existing evils is 
passing severe tax laws, withdrawing as rapidly 
as we can our paper money, and military suc- 
cess; but must these prevent us from resorting 
to any other? The Senator from Maryland tells 
us thatthe gold bill we had up the other day did 
not actomplish the purpose that he expected. l 
will say that it accomplished all that I expected, 
and even more. 
the passage of that gold bill gold would this day 
be over 200,and J can say to Senators that it 
was the operation under that gold bill that pre- 
vented it from going to that’ standard yesterday. 
You cannot judge of the effect of the measure by 
what it has done in a day oraweek, The tend- 
ency,as a matter of course, now is a depreciation 
of our paper money. At this season of the year 
that.is the inevitable tendency. 

Mr. COWAN. Ifthe Senator will allow me, 
Tewould like him to explain how that bill pre- 
vented gold from going up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido notchoose to explain 
to the Senate; but I have stated distinctly that the 
effectof operations under that identical authority 
which you gave to the Secretary to dispose of the 
gold on hand did bring up the standard of paper 
money, and depreciate that of gold. 

Mr. COWAN. I want to vote for more of 
them if they produce that effect. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we had more gold, if 
we had more foreign exchange, we could undoubt- 
edly produce that effect. ‘The tendency of all 


events now is to depreciate paper money; and | 


why? Justat this season of the year, more than 
atany other time, there isa greater pressure upon 
the money market. Military operations are now 
quiet. A little more than one year ago we were 
in a worse condition, financially, than we are 
this day. Some Senators are disposed-to take a 
disparaging view, and we have had a long his- 
torical homily read here about the depreciation of 
paper money in France. Our bonds this day are 
worth more in gold than they were this time one 
year ago. One year ago the long bonds of 1881, 
as they are called, sold in the market at New 
York for 92 cents on the dollar; now they are 
worth 114. 
Mr. COWAN. Mr. President—— 


l have no doubt but that for 


Mr. SHERMAN. hope the Senator-will not 

interrupt me: ` PN ' 
-The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AntHo- 
ny.) The Senator from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inever interrupt any one, 
and Ido not like this continual hectoring. + 

“Mr. COWAN. I should not ‘desire to inter- 
rupt the Senator, butthat he is making the closing 
speech on this bill. [‘* Not at-all.”] 

- Mr. SHERMAN. There is.no-such thing as 
a closing speech.in the Senate that I ever heard of. 

Mr. COWAN.. Very well; then let the Sena- 
tor go on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say now that the present 
condition of our finances is better than it was a 
year ago. Our long bonds then selling at 92 are 
now worth 114. It is true that gold is higher 
than it was then, but how much higher? One year 
ago gold was selling at from 160 to 170, and now 
itis selling at from 170 to.180, so that the actual 
difference in favor of our present position is at 
least ten or twelvepercent. Suppose it were oth- 
erwise, who is to blame? When the Committee 
on- Finance warn you against large appropriations 
and large expenditures what effect has it on the 
Senate? Sometimes it is not very marked. In 
December last the chairman of the Military Com- 
mittee introduced his bounty bill, which has been 
the fruitful source, in my judgment, of more finan- 
cial trouble to this country than any single meas- 
ure yet offered; I mean the bill granting bounties 
to be paid by the United States. The General 
Government pay a bounty to our soldiers who 
reénlist, involving an expenditure of over one 
hundred million dollars, and I say that has been 
more injurious tothe public credit than anything 
else; but how could we help it? Under that sys- 
tem of national bounties the soldiers were car- 
ried from the field of operations back to their 
homes all over the country. They were brought 
from the far West to Ohio and the eastern States; 
they were brought from Louisiana to New Eng- 
land; they were brought from Tennessee and 
Alabama to the northwestern States; they were 
brought from the army of the Potomac to the 
West; and all this was done at enormous expense. 
It was done under the idea that it was necessary 
to offer bounties to induce the men to reénlist and 
bounties for the enlistment of new men, and the 
measure was passed here in hot haste. What 
was the effect? The money had to be raised, ffot 
by commutation paid by the people in cities or 
States, but fromthe Treasury. ‘The soldicrs came 
home and their expenses had to be paid, their 
bounties had to be paid. How was this expend- 
iture to be met? You did not provideany way of 
meeting it; you did not point out any way; you 
did not provide any tax to mect this particular exi- 
gency; butonthecontrary you compelled the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to issue more paper money, 
and the paper money issued in consequence of 
this system of bounties has been one cause of the 
depreciation of our national currency. 

Peseale of this matter not ina fault-finding spirit, 
Mr. President, but to show that under all the difi- 
cult circumstances by which we are surrounded, 
we have done very well, better than any other na- 
tion; and after making the historical parallel, I 
will venture theassertion that no nation with one 
half the expenditure has ever been in so good a 
financial condition as we areat thisday. Weare 
better off now than England was during ten years 
of her war with Napoleon. We are better off 
financially than France was during any portion 
of her war from 1791 to 1815. Weare better off 
than we were in the war of 1812, when we issued 
the bonds of the United States at sixty-seven cents 
on the dollar, and took depreciated bank paper, 
which was worth but littleingold, The habit of 
taking a discouraging view of our condition be- 
cause we are compelled to resort to large expend- 
itures, and to issue a large amount of paper 
money, | say is entirely unnecessary, sometimes 
I think unpatriotic, 

Itis true that the inflation of paper money is 
not to be remedied by bills like this. 1 admit 
with the Senator from Maryland that we cannot 
prevent inflation by mere paper pellets. It can 
only be done by military operations and by tax 
bills. The only point is, whether this will tend 
to afford relief, whether it willcheck the specula-~ 
tive operations in gold, and thus preserve the pub- 
lic credit. 

What are the terms of this bill? Senators dis- 


cuss itas if it was.a proposition to prevent men 
from buying gold and silver coin, ör to discourage 
fair and legitimate operations.. The Senator from 
New Hampshire, much to my surprise, diseussed 
this bill as if it was intended to have, and would 
have, the effect of preventing the legitimate op- 
erations of an honest man going and buying some 
gold for his business.purposes, That 1s not the 
effect of the bill. The first section provides that 
a man shall not.sell gold when he has none to sell; 
that he shall notsell 1ton time; that he shall only 
sell it for money received in hand; the gold to be. 
paid. over in hand, and the money to be received 
in hand, I ask if that will not tend to prevent 
speculative operations ingold? - Anybody can see 
the natural effect of this bill. In the city of New 
York many millions of dollars of gold are sold 
every day, and hardly a single dollar passes. 
Nearly all the operations in gold in New York 
now are merely speculative. Only $300,000 or 
$400,000 daily is needed for the payment of du- 
ties, and there is no demand in the city of New 
York for gold except to thatextentto pay customs, 
Allthe rest of the sales'are speculative. No gold is 
sold for exportation; none is exported; and there 
is no reagon for carrying on operations in gold in 
the city of New York tothe extent of half a mil- 
lion dollars a day. No person uses gold; no one 

pays gold for property; itisnotused as currency, ` 
The only purpose for which it is valuable now is ` 
to pay duties to the Government, and the extent 
of those duties is $300,000 a day; and yet 1 have 
information that ‘the amount of gold nominally 
sold inNew York every day amounts to from ten 
to thirty millions. All these operations above the 
limited amount I have mentioned are merely spec- 
ulative. ; 

Cannot we prevent this? Senators admit that 
the tendency of these speculative operations is 
to impair the public credit. Can we, within the 
limits of the Constitution, prevent this tampering 
with the public credit, these operations which tend 
to impair the public credit? I think we can. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania thinks the first 
section ot the bill simply probibitsgaming. What 
then? Do we not pass laws in this District to 
prevent gambling? TheSenator says the provis- 
ion will be ineffective. So your laws against gam- 
ing are ineffective; but shall you therefore cease 
to pass laws against gaming? If gaming was le- 
galized in this District, what would be the effect? 
Your gambling tables, instead of being in some 
private rooms where they are hid and secluded 
from the public eye, would be in your market 
houses, in your public streets, everywhere. Gam- 
ing laws are passed by every State and by every 
community to prevent the open exposure of vice. 
They are not always effective. 1 have no doubt 
that gambling is carried onto a great extent in 
this city every night; itis a matter of public no- 
toriety; and yet who would repeal your gaming 
laws? So itis inthe States. In every large city 
in the United States gaming is being carried on; 
butit is made disreputable and dishonorable, and 
men who have regard for their characters will not 
beseen going andengaginginit. In order to make 
it disreputable and dishonorable, we pass laws 
declaring that gaming transactions are void, and 
punish them as a crime. . 

What is the difference between placing money 
upona faro bank and engaging in a mere bet on 
the market value of gold? None whatever. The 
last time I was in New York I visited several of 
the places where gold was-bought and sold, and 
no gold actually passed. One man said, © twill 
sell you $50,000 of gold for such a price;”? and it 
was taken, but no gold passed. It was the merest 
gambling in the world. 

Can we prevent it? If we cannot; if the Sena- 
tor from Maryland is correct that we have no 
power over the subject, no power to protect our 
national currency, no power to prevent gaming 
in the national stocks, no power to prevent this 
greatevilin time of war, I must submit, of course, 
and I shall say no more about it; or if the Senate 
supposes that our proposed law will be ineffec- 
tive, and cannot be enforced, 1 shall be willing to 
abandon it. But, sir, l think the object is desira- 
ble; I think-this bill will tend to effect the object. 
I do not suppose it will accomplish it entirely 3 
but it will tend to effect the object; and so far as 
it will so tend, I am in favor of its passage. 

Now look at the criticisms to which the bill has 
been subjected. “The Senator from New Hamp- 


1864, 


shire proposes to strike out those words which 
require a manual delivery of the money in cx- 
change for the gold. I know the Senator is de- 
sirous to pass the best bill on the subject; but 
how easy will the bill without the provision which 
he moves to strike out be evaded! If gold can 
be paid for by a check, by a note, or by a horse, 
as F helieve was suggested by the honorable Sen- 
ator, what will be the consequence? Take the 
case of a check: if the gold can be paid for by a 
check, the object of the law is defeated. With 
$1,000 in any bank in the city of New York, I 
ean draw checks to the amount of $100,000, and 
no doubt the currency of the city of New York 
is vastly multiplied by their system of certified 
checks which return to the bank through the 
elearing-house. The-purpose of this section is to 
throw impediments in the way of these specula- 
tive operations. 

The Senator from New Hampshire puts the 
case that he, from the State of New Hampshire, 
wants to go to England, and desires gold to pay 
his expenses, and he gets a draft on New York 
and goes there to buy the gold. There is no dif- 
ficulty in the Senator converting that draft into 
United States notes, and going with those notes 
in his pocket to any broker’s office in the city of 
New York and buying in gold for his purpose. 

This bill does not interfere with any legitimate 
operation. If a man wants gold for any legiti- 
mate purpose whatever, he has a right to take 
lawful money of the United States and go and 
buy that gold; but on the other hand a specu- 
lator,a man who simply wishes to raise the price 
of gold, can go to abroker and say, “I will give 
you such a price for your gold, and give you my 
check on some bank for it’? He may receive 
the gold; he may have the manual delivery; and 
then he may sell that gold forty times over before 
his check is presented and paid. If you strike 
out that clause, you will have no restraint except 
the mere manual delivery of the gold. The gold 
may be handed overby one speculator to another, 
may be handed back and forth, the gold may be 
in bags counted, may be there on the table pre- 
cisely as the money is on the table ofa faro bank; 
but unless the money actually accompanies each 
transaction on both sides, legal money on the one 
side going for the coin and coin on the other com- 
ing back, you have no check on these speculative 
operations, I say, therefore, that to strike out 
that feature of the first section would be to destroy 
one of the necessary guards which such a meas- 
ure as this should impose. 

The first section will not prevent any man who 
desires gold for commercial purposes from buy- 
ing it. {do not care what he wants to do with 
it; if he wants to export it, he has a perfect right 
to take lawful money of the United States and go 
into any broker’s office in the city of New York 


or anywhere else and there buy, as a legitimate | 


transaction, gold and silver coin to any extent; 
but this bill will forbid kim from going into some 
chamber and there selling $1,000,000 of gold, 
not one dollar of which he has got; or of buying 
$1,009,000 of gold when he has not got a sin- 
gle greenback in his pocket to pay for it. It 
is these speculative operations in gold, tending 
to destroy the public credit and the public con- 
fidence, in which the faith of the nation and the 
honor of the nation go up and down every day, 
that are intended to be prevented by the bill. 
My only regret is, Mr. President, that we can- 
not execute it in all its details. With the Sena- 
tor from Maine, I doubt very much how far this 
bill can be made effective, because 1 expect these 
men, who are ingenious, to evade it and avoid it; 
but if we can only throw impediments in the 
way of these speculative operations; if we can 
only drive them to their secret vaults; if we can 
only make this species of gambling discreditable 
or difficult, it is all [ hope to accomplish. 

. In regard ta the second section of the bill, the 
Senator from New Hampshire criticises’ that. 
He says, ** Why prevent a man from selling gold 
wherever he has got it??? The second section is 
to prevent those men who have got gold in the 
city of New York from going to other places than 
their places of business with a single bag of gold 
and using that as their capital stock, passing 
backwards and forwards, thus evading the first 
section, ‘That is the intent. The second section 
will not prevent any man who wants to sell his 
gold from selling it at any place where gold may 


-{Mr. Morgan] would know much better than I 


“the power to a limited extent to protect our na- 


| doubtful expediency, and there it lay. 


j and there it waited in the Committee on Finance 
for a long time, and there it would have lain prob- || 


be bought and sold. I do not know how many- 
thousand brokers and bankers there are in the 
city of New York; the Senator from New York 


do. There are probably from five to ten thou- 
sand places in that city where gold may under this 
bill be bought and sold legitimately. The second 
section was simply intended to prevent the pur- 
chase and sale of gold in places where legitimate 
business is not being conducted, where all the 
business transacted is speculative, and simply of 
the character that is going on over the faro bank 
every day in the year. 

Mr. President, I am not prepared to enter into 
a constitutional argument on the question in re- 
ply to the Senator from Maryland. F think this 
question is involved and sufficiently involved fur 
my purpose in the decisions already made sus- 
taining legal-lender money, If we have the power 
to issue legal-tender money, and it has been so de- 
cided by the courts and so decided by Congress, 
we have the undoubted power to protect that legal- 
tender money to a considerable extent; but that 
is notall. The Constitution confers upon Con- 
gress certain independent powers aside from the 
protection of the national currency, aside from its 
power to borrow money and have a medium by 
which the money is borrowed. We have the 
power to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States and with the Indjan 
tribes. “We may prohibit all commerce in gold. 
Who doubts it? Who doubts that if Congress 
found it necessary to prohibit the exportation of 
gold we might do that, as was done by Great 
Britain in her wars? We regulate commerce. 
To what extent may we regulate it? The power 
to regulate includes and generally involves the | 
power to destroy. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘The provisions of that 
kind are of a negative character—limitations, not 
grants. 

Mr.SHERMAN. We haveclearly the power 
to regulate commerce with foreign nations. Sup- 
pose it should become necessary for us to refuse 
to have commercial intercourse with Great Britain 
as we did before the war of 1812 when we passed 
the embargo law. Have we nota right to pro- j 
hibit trade with the citizens of Great Britain? 
Have wenota right to prohibit trade in a particu- 
lar class of articles? Jy Gime of war, we may pro- 
habit the exportation of gunpowder and of lead 
and of other munitions of war. Why notofgold, 
the foundation and the vital point of commerce? 
Ido not see any constitutional difficulty. We 
have the power to coin money, and under that 
power we have issued our paper money, our 
greenbacks, and stamped them with the national 
authority. We bave the power to regulate the 
value of coin. 

It seems to me that these general powers are’ 
sufficient for the enactment of this bill. At any 
rate, I have not the slightest doubt that we have 


tional securilies from gaming operations, pre- | 
cisely aga State or any other political community 
has the right to prevent within its limits gaming 
tables or the display of vices injurious to the 
morals of the community. Ido not think there 
is any difficulty. 

Mr. President, I cannot say, nor do I pretend 
to say, that if this bill shall pass it will reduce 
the price of gold. No man can say that. That 
depends upon the future. J only know-that the 
gentleman who is at the head of the Treasury 
Department, upon his responsibility, tells us that 
this will tend to some extent to promote that good 
result. his proposition was first introduced by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lane] and was 
sent to the Committee on Finance in December, 
I think. ft was there talked over and finally laid 
by as being one of those measures of at least 
I under- 
took myself to frame a law which would satisfy 
my own mind on thesubject. 1 did so, and after | 
reasoning and doubt about it, I laid that aside, | 


ably, but that the Secretary of the Treasury, who | 
is now in New York, the very seatof these com- 
mercial operations, gives us his official statement 
that such a law as he proposes will be beneficial 
to the national Government. Ifeltbound to sup- 
port it, not only from my respect for his opinion, 
but from the fact that l cannot state that this bill 


to take the responsibility. of defeating it. ander. 
these circumstances.. Lagree that we have got.to 
mei upon some other remedy. ee 
he Senator from Maine-alludedto one subject 
to which I should not have made any reference 
bat that he did so;‘and thatis to the generalcom- 
plaints made in the newspapers in’ regard tothe 
action of Congress. Weare not here to discuss 
the conduct of the other Flouse; but Lean say in 
regard to the Senate, and especially in regard: to 
the Finance Committee, that they have been and 
are ready to consider any proposition’ that will 
improve, as they believe, the public credit. We 
are restrained by the Constitution.of the United 
States from originating revenue bills... I. never 
could see any reason, for that provision of the 
Constitution which denied to the Senate the power 
to originate money bills. I suppose it was taken 
from that provision of the English constitution 
which forbid the House of Lords the power to 
originate money bills. i : 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish the gentleman 
would not use that phrase, for it-is an English 
expression, and is not the language of the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
nue.” i i A 
Mr. SHERMAN. They are the same thing, 

Mr. COLLAMER. But they are not thesame 
thing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ` They are generally used as 
synonymous terms. We know very well from 
the history of the English Parliament that the 
House of Commons will not allow the House of 
Lords cven to propose amendments containing 
new propositions to one of their appropriation 
bills. As the Budget passes the House of Com- 
mons, so it must pass the House of Lords. In 
one case about one hundred years ago, where. the 
House of Lords added to the Budget an appro- 
priation of £5,000, the House. of Commons in 
high dudgeon sent the bill back to the House of 
Lords with a statement that in this respect they 
had violated the privileges of the Commons of 
England. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
a short time ago. : 4 

Mr. SHERMAN. The case to which I refer 
occurred, I think, in 1757, and there have. been 
similar cases since. I suppose this idea that all 
taxes should originate from the immediate rep- 
resentatives of the people caused the framers. of 
our Constitution to insert in it the provision that 
bills for raising revenue should originate in the 
House of Representatives, That undoubtedly in- 
cludes all tax bills.” There has been some ques- 
tion as to whether it includes appropriation bills, 
The Senate, I believe, have several times. decided 
that it does not include appropriation bills. ‘The 
House of Representatives, | know, at one time 
insisted that it did, and F think such has been the 
general course of that House. At any rate, there 
is no doubt that a bill levying taxes on the peo- 
ple must originate with the Elouse of Represent- 


“ Bills for raising reve~ 


There wasasimilarcase 


| atives, and therefore we are powerless in this 


body to do anything on the subject. We know, 
however, from the current history of the times, 
that the Committce of Ways and Means in ‘the 
other House, the committee necessarily charged 
with the preparation of such bills, have been over- 
whelmed by the character of their labors. They 
have to frame all the appropriation bills, and all 
the bills relating to fnance and the revenue, and 
consequently they have been, as I have heard 
some of their own members say, worked almost 
to death. They have not the physical power to 
frame one of these bills in a day. Many ofthese. 
persons who write articles for newspapers sup- 


. pose that the framing of a revenue bill isa matter 


thatcan be done in a very short time. When the 
internal revenue bill of two years ago was before 
the Senate Committee on Finance, [ think we 
heard between one hundred and fifty and. two. 
hundred committees representing the various 
trades and occupations all over the United States. 
The amount of-time and examination and detail 
necessary in preparing one of these bills is far 
beyond what any gentleman who is not accus- 
tomed to the matter would think. In regard. to 
the single question of the tax upon whisky on 
hand, we were compelled to hear citizens from 
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‘parts of the country, and'so in regard toevery 
‘other article taxed. J. hear a great deal of talk 
among people, and there is a clamor in the news- 

` papers especially about the desire ofeverybody to 
Ne taxed; but out expericnce has-been that when- 
ever we attempt to impose a tax to affect an 
-Gndividual, that same person; although very pa- 
‘triotic, is always ready to show that while every- 

. “bédy-else ought to be taxed, he for some particular 
“yéaNont ought to escape.. We are bound to hear 

“these people-and-listen'to their explanations. 

Imake this statement in justice to the other 


‘gerned arid so faras the Senate itself is concerned, 
has*rieVer shown any indisposition to hear and 
pass upon‘all these questions of finance; and al- 
though we have not always been harmonious, 
havë not always been able to agree on the details 
ör even ‘the principles of some of these bills, I 
~trast we have always differed in regard'to them 
with manly sincerity and for good reasons. 

“Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, this question 

“has been presented under several aspects: first, as 
to the power of Congress; secondly, as to the ex- 
pediency of its exercise now; and thirdly, in the 
‘examples of history. In thelittle which Thav to 
say l shall touch upon all these points, but very 
briefly. ButI observe at the outset thatthe whole 
question, in its various branches, was discussed 
fully and ably when, two years ago, Treasury 
notes were made a legal tender; and let me say it 
‘wassettledthen.. ‘The illustration from the French 
assignats bears very slightly.on the matter. As- 
signats were é¢reated with a wild lawlessness 
“which makes that case unique and exceptional. 
An ‘eminent English banker, testifying before a 
‘parliamentary committee, said, The French as- 
signats were issued upon no principle at all, be- 
cause no provision was made for their redemption.” 
‘Nobody here proposes assignats. 

In ordinary. times the proposition now before 
the Senate would not be made. It is one of the 
megsures occasioned by the extraordinary crisis 
‘through which the country is passing, and, like 
those measures, to be vindicated by the exigency. 
And yet there are certain principles which are ap- 
plicable to it even without resort to extraordinary 
powers. 

-Gold coin may be seen in two characters, either 
as money or as merchandise, for itisboth. Itis 
ordinarily used as currency only, but, from its 
intrinsic value, it becomes merchandise; Now, in 
each of these two different characters it falls under 
the regulating power of the Government, accord- 
ing to well-reeeived principles and analogies. 

First. If we regard it as money, then is it not 
the duty of the Government, if the occasion re- 
quires, to watch over and protect it? The cur- 
rency is established by the Government, which 
has the exclusive power to ‘coin moncy.”? Shall 
the Government stand idle and see this function 
perverted and the money thatithas coined turned 
from its natural purposes? The answer would 
seem to be easy on a simple statement of the case. 
The currency must be protected against such 
abuse. 

_ Government fixes the value of the coin. May 
it-not interfere to rescue the coin from the opera- 
tion of ‘circumstances which interfere with its 
value? 

Government may withdraw its coin from cir- 
culation. May it not, in its discretion, determine 
the terms of circulation? 

By long usage in all countries Government exer- 
cises the power of determining the rate of interest, 
fixing it sometimes high and sometimes low. On 
abstract grounds this power has been often ques- 
tioned, as an interference with business. The 
common argument has been, as in the present 
case, that interest must be left to find its own 
level, withoutany interference from Government. 
But Government has, nevertheless, assumed the 
responsibility of interference. I know not if it 
would not be better for Government to abstain 
in this case. On this subtle question, where so 
much has heen already said on both sides, I say 
nothing. I refer to it simply as an illustration 
of questionable powers in Government, And if 
Government may regulate the lending of money, 
it, surely may regulate the way in which it may 
be sold. 


Secondly. But if we regard gold coin as mer- | 


chandise we shall find the principles and analogies 
stronger still, if possible. 


use. ‘So far as the Senate committee is con- 


"Phe old common law of Engtand was sedulous 


in guarding markets against the injurious conse- 


: quences of speculations, going in this respect much 


beyond any practice oflatter times. ‘ Regrating,”’ 
‘“forestalling,’’and “engrossing” are terms which 
have now passed outof use, but they will be found 
in our law books; and if we go back to early 
times they will be found to have played a very 
prominent part. They all mean substantially the 
same thing, namely, the act of buying up pro- 
visions or other articles in a market “in order to 
raise the demand, and sell. again at a higher 
rice.” Hereis a description from Tomlins’ Law 
ictionary, under the title of ** Forestalling:’” 

“Tn our law, forestalling is the buying or bargaining for 
any corn, cattle, or other merchandise by the way, as they 
come to fairs or markets to be sold, before they are brought 
thither; to the intent to sell the same again at a higher and 
dearer price. ` 

«At endeavors to eubance the common price of any vic- 
tuals or merchandise, and practices which have an appar- 
ent tendency thereto, whether by spreading false rumors, 
or buying things in a market before the accustomed hour, 
or by buying and selling again the same thing in the same 
market, &e., are highly criminal by the common Jaw; and 
all such offenses anciently came under the general appella- 
tion of forestalling. 3 Inst. 195,196. And so jealous is the 
common law of practices of this nature, which are a gen- 
eral inconvenience and prejudice to the people, and very 
oppressive to the poorer sort, that it will not suffer corn to 
be sold in the sheaf before thrashed; for by such sale the 
market is in effect forestailed. 3 Inst. 197; H. P. C. 152. 

“ Forestalling, engrossing, and regrating, are offenses gen- 
erffily classed together as of the same nature and equally 
hurtful to the public.” $ 

Let.me be understood. I do not read this an- 
cient common law for adoption now, even if there 
were occasion for it; but simply to exhibit the 
stringent principles which at that early time were 
applied under the penalties of fine and imprison- 
ment to prevent abuses not so flagrant as those 
which now prevail with regard to gold, Thecom- 
mon law was sustained also by legislation; but 
the common law itself stepped in as guardian and 
protector, even without any special legislation, 

In point of fact, our Government, through the 
Executive, prohibits the exportation of horses. 
And yet it is gravely argued that Congress cannot 
prohibit the exportation of gold. If it ean do it 
in one case, it can do it in the other; except that 
in the case of gold the argument is more urgent, 
as gold is more sensitive than a horse. 

Thus, sir, whether we treat gold coin as money 
oras merchandise, it seems, according to estgb- 
lished precedents, to fall within the jurisdiction of 
Government. But it is not necessary to go into 
any of these niceties. There is another ground: 
it is that with which I began, and which, if all 
others failed, would be ample. 

Congress unquestionably has power, in the last 
resort, to do what the public safety may require. 
Itis not necessary to quote texts for this principle, 
for itis‘plain. On this ground the habeas corpus is 
suspended, men are drafted, heavy taxes are im- 
posed, Treasury notes are declared to bea ‘legal 
tender.” These are allextraordinary powers, to be 
exercised only ina rare exigency and for the pub- 
lic good. And nowitis proposed to exercise an- 
otherand kindred power. The ordinary freedom 
with regard to gold coin is to be suspended for the 
time; speculations in gold coin are to be arrested, 
and this peculiar commerce is to be regulated. If 
any reason is asked, the answer is prompt, The 
public safety requires. the interference of Con- 
gress, and the public safety is the supreme law. 

Gold has been carried up as high ascighty-nine 
per cent, Asa natural consequence, values have 
changed, business has suffered, foreign exchanges 
have risen, uncertainty and confusion have en- 
sucd, all tending to panic. There are persons 
who attribute these things to disloyal or at least 
unpatriotic influences. For instance, here is an 
extract from a pamphlet which has been laid on 
our tables within twenty-four hours, entitled, 
«The Price of Gold and the Presidency—Con- 
siderations for the People:”’ 

“ But itis currently reported and believed that a com- 
bination of bankers, ora set of traitorous speculators who 
call themselves such, now exists in New York, to purchase 
any quantity of gold that may be sold by Government; 
their objéet being to kecp up the premium upen gold for 
the purpose of brivging discredit upon our Government, 
either in aid of the rebellion, or for the sake of private gain 
at the public cost. Any such action should be considered 
and treated as a conspiracy of traitors. Sach men are like 
vultures preying upon the vitals of the nation, and should 
not be permitted to reside within our iines. Let Congress 
so guard against their operations as to render them unprofit- 
able, and they will cease.” 


This may be true or false, and I refer to it sim- 


| ply us an illustration of the suspicion under which 


these transactions. have fallen. But it is enough 
for our present purpose to show the transcendent 
mischief, without attributing. to it any motive, 
It is enough to point to influences tending fatally, 
unless arrested, in order to justify Congress in the 
exercise of all the power that belongs to it. 

As in the exercise of other extraerdinary pow- 
ers, we now follow the examples of history and 
do. what other nations ‘have.done, at great, mo- 
ments, when the national. life was in, peril, or at 


; least when the public safety was endangered. All 


authorities on this question concur in the opinion 
that, in ordinary times, business must be. left to 
its own natural laws, without any interference 
from Government. Perhaps the true principle 
has never been stated better than by Alexander 
Baring, afterwards Lord Ashburton, the same 
who negotiated with Mr. Webster the treaty of 
Washington. In a tract on the Orders of Council 
as long ago as_ 1808, this authority, who was 
called “the most eminent merchant of the day,” 
uses the following language: ; 

“ An avowed system of leaving things to take their own 
course, aid of not listening to the iuterested suggestions of 
one class or another for relief, whenever the impradence 
of speculation has occasioned losses, will, sooner than any 
artificial remedy, reproduce that equilibrium ofdemand and 
supply which the. ardor of gain will frequently derange, but 
which the same cause will, when let alone, as infallibly re- 
store”? 

But this rule is for ordinary times, when the 
ship can be navigated without real peril. Itisa 
rule of high convenience, but it is not applicable 
to amoment of tempest, when sails and masts are 
to be cut away for the safety of the ship. 

. An eminent English writer, after quoting the 
opinion of Lord Ashburton, says: i 

«But however important, even these principles are not 
to he carried out at all hazards, The salus publica isthe 
first consideration, and to it all others must give way.» Anti 
if at any time It can be showu that this grand principle 
would be compromised by abiding by any act of Parliament, 
then undoubtedly it ought to be suspended, But the neces- 
sity for interference must be clearly made out.??-—Ency- 
clopadia Britannica, article, Money, by Mr. McCulloch, 
page 468. 

And the same writer says again: 

“To tamper with the enrrency, except under the exi- 
gency of internal discredit or of a gmo is a totally inexeus- 
able proceeding? ——Ibid,, page 465, 

And again: 

« When the panic and distrust that occasion the suspen- 
sion of the act subside, then it should be revived in its 
pristine vigor. The habeas corpus act is not the less &ffi- 


cient at this moment that ithas been repeatedly suspended | 


in periods of danger and difficulty.?’—bid., page 469, 


I suppose at this moment the most eminent au- 
thority on any question of finance in England, if 
notin Europe, is that eminent banker somewhat 
latterly raised to the peerage, known as a banker 
as Mr. Jones Lloyd, now in the peerage under 
the title of Lord Overstone. His testimony was 
given at length before a parliamentary committee 
on all the questions that are involved in ourpres- 
ent debate. He was the great and special vindi- 
cator of purity in currency, what is called a gold 
currency, or a paper currency always convertible 
into coin; and while, before the committee, he 
laid that down as the constant rule which the Gov- 
ernment at all times must propose to itself, he 


‘went on to say: 


“The pressure of 1797 was undoubtedly, to a considora- 
ble extent, connected with political alarm, with the fear of 
foreign invasion, causing an internat demand for the ex- 
change of notes into coin: undersuch circumstances, there 
is no measure founded upon principle which ean pretend 
to afford an adequate protection. If, for instance, at this 
moment”— 


This testimony was given in 1858— 

“ if, for instance, at this moment this country were sud- 
denly exposed to the calamity of a very large foreign force 
oceupying its soil, or if it were exposed to the calamity of 
a very formidable and serious civil insurrection, no doubta 
state of panic alarm with regard to the paper money might 
arise against which no provisions of the act of 1844, nor any 
provisions founded upon principle, could. possibly afford 
an adequate protection.” 

Practically the same principle, subject to the 
same limitation, has been recognized in France. 
Nobody doubts the prudence and skill with which 
the Bank of France has been conducted; butat the 
time of the revolution of 1848 it was brought into 
a situation of extreme danger, having been com- 


pelled to make large advances to the Provisional 


Governmentand to the city of Paris. Under these 
circumstances, combined with a distrust univer- 
sally prevalent, there was a run upon the bank 
for gold, until, in order to prevent a complete ex- 
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ington. tis in the name of this law that I shall 
vote for the present proposition. i 

But I am not too confident with regard to the 
result of this measure. Its influence will be in 
the right direction, But there are two things 
which we must provide also: first; taxation; and 
secondly, victory. Let taxes be imposed which 
shall bear a certain proportion to the exigency of 
thehour. Letvictorybe won. Buttaxationand 
victory are but signs of overmastering energy inthe 
Government; and this nowis the one thing need- 
ful. There should be energy in every branch of 
the Government; in Congress as well asin the 
Army. The resources of the people are ample. 
Let them be properly inspired and the end will be 
prompt and certain. 

Mr. COWAN. Mr. President, I propose to 
say avery few words; and if it is possible un- 
der the circumstances | will endeavor in the first 
place to notice the most remarkable argument of 
the Senator from Massachusetts in support of this 
bil. He starts out by declaring that the question 
has already been settled, and that the question 
was settled when the Congress of the United 
States of America undertook to pass and did pass 
a bill declaring our Treasury notes a legal tender. 
Might one be allowed to ask what question that 
was? There are two questions involved in this 
bill: one a question of consfitutional power, raised 
by the Senator from Maryland; and the other 
that of expediency or policy raised by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire and myself. Which 
question was settled, I should like to know, be- 
cause not a word which fell from the Senator’s 
lips gave us the slightest inkling which of the two 
he intended to mean was settled by the passage 
of the legal-tender bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. J mean the question of power. 

Mr. COWAN. Well, I should like to know 
how the declaration that our notes should be a 
legal tender in payment of debts due from indi- 
vidual to individual, and for dues to the Govern- 
ment, can have any connection, the most remote, 
with the question as to whether we can suppress 
gaming. The honorable Senator from Ohio does 
Sec, it seems to me, where this question lies, and 
he says it is a question of gaming. ‘The honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts, in some extraor- 
dinary kind of misty, spiritual way, has located 
the question in connection with the legal-tender 
bill. I may be dull; I hope my brother Senators 
are not so dull; but if anybody can see the most 
remote connection between the two, I will give 
it up and say no moreabout it. 

THe next takes me to task because I read a chap- 
ter in regard to the assignats as ilustrating the 
futility of this legislation, asan example that, try 
it when you will, and where you will, and under 
what circumstances you will, it amounts to noth- 
ing in the end. What was his answer to all that? 
The assignat, said he, was unique, because some 
English nobleman said no provision was made 
for its redemption, 

Mr. SUMNER. An English banker. 

Mr. COWAN. An English banker, who was 
afterwards made a nobleman. 

Mr. SUMNER. No. 

Mr. COWAN. Weli, he ought to have been 
a nobleman, because the fellow who discovered 
that certainly deserved some title or blue ribbon 
to wear on his breast. I can say to the Senator 
that the assignats were based on a most excellent 
security. The assignats were based on the crown 


and church property of France, and that included | 
a very large proportion of the property of France | 


at that time; and if it had not been for the inse- 
curity of titles, if it had not been for a doubt as 
to whether the revolution would succeed, there 
‘was never à paper in the world better secured 
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than the assignats. o bi 
redeemed, and they were to be redeemed in that 
most substantial of all property, that. property 
which of all others men most desire to achieve 
and men most desire to retain, real estate, better, 
ay, better even than gold. The holder of the 
assignats, if he had faith in the revolution, could 
go into the market and purchase the real estate 
of the church and of the crown of France to any 
extent with them; and it was only because he 
feared the title that he chose to hold on to the 
paper and let it depreciate in his hands rather 
than trust to the success of the great revolution 
which ‘was then in progress. And this is the 
paper that the eminent English banker, the most 
eminent English banker according to the Senator, 
said, no provision had been made for the redemp- 
tion of. 

But, Mr. President, what has all that to do with 
the question before us? The honorable Senator 
says that this bill is to protect the currency from 
abusc; that the currency of the country belongs 


| to the country, and that it is within the purview 


of our constitutional powers to make it,and why 
should it not be protected? Whois assailing the 
currency of the country? What protection is this 
bill intended to give to the currency of the coun- 
try? I expected that the honorable Senator would 
then show us how betting upon the price of gold, 
or the price of our currency, if you please, af- 
fected that currency. I expected some gentle- 
man upon this floor, when he asked us to pass 
this legislation which has been denounced, which 
has been ridiculed, which bas been considered 
futile for ages, would try to show to the Senate 
how this measure would affect the currency. Has 
anybody done it? Ifso, I have not heard it. No 
gentleman has said here that because I bet that 
the currency will be fifty per cent. to-morrow and 
the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. Nesmitu] bets that 
it will be forty-five per cent., that affects the cur- 
rency itself. No gentleman here has undertaken 
to say that our bet has atendency to do that, be- 
cause every gentleman knows that if I undertake 
to raise the currency in that way, the Senator 
from Oregon is justas much bound to keep it 
down; and if we could have the slightest influ- 
ence upon it, would not the one counteract the 
other? What I objected to the bill was that itthrew 
the whole force of the Government into the scale 
of him who bet against the Government. ‘That 
was the objection to the bill which I stated when 
1 was first up. 3 

But after stating that my reading about the as- 
signats had nothing to do with the question, the 
honorable Senator went on to read about fore- 
stalling. What had that to do with the question? 
Is there any forestalling here? Is anybody charged 
with buying up ail the gold or buying up all the 
paper? fs there a question of forestalling in this 
case atall? Is there the most remote allusion to 
it inany way, orin any of its aspects? And yet 
we are treated to a long disquisition upon fore- 
stalling. The honorable Seuator from Massa- 
chusetts has a perfeet right to lecture here upon 
forestalling, if he sees fit, but at the same time he 
cannot blame other people forsaying a word now 
and then, and readinga word nowand thenabout 
assignats. 

Then, Mr. President, another doctrine is an- 
nounced which I beg leave utterly and totally to 
dissent from, and f think that no Senator within 
these Halls will more willingly join with me in 
this dissent than the-onorable Senator from Ohio. 
The honorable Senator from Massachusetts lays 
down the rule that the salus populi is to be our 
guide here, that the public safety is to be our 
pole-star, and that to it alone we are to look for 
our authority in the premises. Sir, I dissent to- 
tally and entirely from that doctrine. We are 
here a body of men, the representatives of the 
American people, with delegated powers, with 
our letter of attorney in our pockets, with no right 
to transcend a single power or a single authority 
given in that letter. In order to be sure of it, 
(how it could be presumed thata gentleman would 
dare to do it I do not know,) out of abundant 
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caution, to be doubly sure, every member here 
goes to that desk and takes solemn oath in which 
he invokes high Heaven to witness that he will 
not only exert the power conferred, but that he 
will not transcend it. Then, sir, our authority | 
and our power is not a thing which rests in our 
judgment and our discretion, Ifa tyrant should 
decide that the public safety required that. the 
members upon this side of the Senate should be 
thrown into a dungeon, that would furnish him 
his constitutional warrant, | suppose, according 
to this doctrine! Mr, President, it is not, only 
not true, but itis dangerous, subversive of all lib- 
erty, and destructive of the very fabric that we 
are here to protect and preserve, that fabric of 
which we have all been. heretofore so proud. 

Now, another word with regard to che Senator 
from Massachusetts. He says that this bill un- 
dertakes to regulate the trade in gold. Why, 
Mr. President, has the: honorable Senator read it? 
If he has read the bill, does he not know that 
this bill undertakes to regulate the trade in the 
absence of gold? It is not the trade in gold, but 
in not gold, if you please. The bona fide trans- 
actions in gold are protected; and half the speech 
of the honorable Senator from Ohio was made. to 
show the Senate that the bena fide transactions 
in gold, the fair dealings. among men every- 
where under this bill, were protected. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is not that regulation? 

Mr. COWAN. Regulation! Mr. President, 
if there is anything to be regulated, it is regula- 
tion; but there is nothing here connected with 
gold or with the currency that is to be regulated, 
It is not the currency that is regulated; but it is 
the conduct of eertain men-in betting and specu- 
lating upon certain fluctuations in the currency 
that is forbidden, not regulated. : $ 

Now, Mr. President, a word as to my honor- 
able friend from Ohio, who does reallyärgue the 
question, in one sense of the word, Fle says that 
our credit is as good to-day as it was’a year ago. 
That may be; but what I object to is that the ev- 
idence that he cites of the fact does not prove it. 
He says that a certain class of our bonds,a year 
ago, sold for 92, and that now they are worth 114. 
If he had proved that that 92 and that 114 were 
in gold, I agree he would have made his point; 
but when he leaves that open, and when it is no- 
toriously the fact that the 92 and the 114. are in 
our currency, it proves the very reverse of what 
he says. Whyis it that these bondsgo up? Be- 
cause the currency goes down. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I stated at the same time 
the difference between the price of paper money 
a year agoand now. I stated that gold was then 
from 160 to 170 and now from 170 to 180, showing 
a difference in favor of the Government. 

Mr.COWAN. Ido not say but that the hon- 
orable Senator can prove his proposition; but I 
say that the evidence he has adduced in order to 
do so, and the manner in which he left the ques- 
tion, proved no such thing. If there was any 
merit in showing the fact it should have been go 
clearly that it would do the good that Lhave no 
doubt he intended it to do. 

Then he says, further, that we here have com- 
pelled the Secretary ofthe Treasury into his present 
unfortunate condition. I think not. I very well 
remember that the honorable Senator from Ohio 
and the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
upon one occasion rose in the Senate and stated 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had expressed 
the opinion that if those bounties were allowed, 
which the Senator calls enormous bounties, the 
Treasury would not be able to mect them; and I 
very well remember, too, how much astonished 
they were when a few days after they received a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury accom- 
panied by another from the Secretary of War, 
stating that they could be paid. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN, But the Senator must do 
the Secretary of the Treasury the justice to say 
that the Secretary of War in his estimate said it 
would not take over twenty million dollars to pay 
the bounties, and he went on to give the items in 
detail; and then the Secretary of the Treasury 
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said, Qb thefaith of. this statement to me-by the. 
Secretary of War, I do not believe it will, seri- 
-ously embarrass me toallow the additional boun- 


ties.?? 


Mr. COWAN. : Then the blame should be laid 

‘on the Secretary. of . ar, and not on the Senate. 

“Mr, FESSENDEN. “I beg the Senator’s.par- 
don. ‘Phelilanie isjastas much tobe laid apon 
Congress. We exténded ‘the time on two several 
seeasions T bélieve, and for several ‘months:? 
ri JOHNSON. “At their request.: °- 
Mr. FESSENDEN. But we did it, and we 
few what the effect would be. ‘ 
“My JOHNSON, ` Certainly. ; 
“My. COWAN: Tam not prepared to say what 
iny honorable friend from Mai 


1 tine knew, or my hon- 
oxable friend from Ohio knew, or what my hon- 
Oiable friend from Wisconsin (Mr. DooLitTLE] 
knew, [have no doubt they are a great deal wiser 
than Lam, and know a great deal more than I 
do; but. confess that when I voted for extend- 
ing the time within which ‘the bounties were to 
be paid I did not know that any disastrous con- 
beqnences’ were to flow from it, and I am not 

nrepared to say now thatit was not the very best 
thing to be done for the country. 
“Mr, FESSENDEN. Thatis not the questien. 
‘The Senator must have known, if he reflected a 
‘moment, that if the time were extended longer 
Wwe should have to pay more money for bounties. 
Mr. COWAN, Certainly. ‘ 
‘Mi FESSENDEN. That was all anybody 
else could know. E 
“Mr. COWAN. ButI was not in a condition 
to dive to the’fathomless depths of this ‘Treasury 
of ours to know exactly how much it-could pay, 
and how much itcould not pay. E took that from 
the Seeretary himself, and {do not think it is 
proper that any censure should be passed upon us 
for yiclding to their solicitation in this matter be- 
cause we might have known better, I might per- 
haps have kuown better, but I did not know any 
better, Lam very free vow to say that I do not 
know that we did not do the very best thing we 
could do under the circumstances, 

I had hoped, Mr. President, that the honorable 
Senator from Ohio would endeavor to show tothe 
Senate how the bill was calculated to remedy the 
mischief of which he complains. Fle says thata 
‘pareel of men get together in New York and they 

et upon the price of gold, and therefore he pro- 
poses to make that unlawful. The obvious an- 
wer to ull that is,‘ Your bill does not prevent || 


sw 
them from getting together and betting on the 
price of greenbacks, You do not make that un- 
lawful, and that is doing directly what they are 
now doing indirectly.” They now bet upon 
greenback really, but ostensibly their betting is 
upon gold. ‘That is the offense, that is the real 
gist of the offense. If offense it be, and if effect 
ean be produced from itat all, itis that they pro- 
duce an effect on the price of our securities. Has 
he shown that by this betting those securities are 
affected one way or the other? Has he shown 
that the man who bets them up is weaker than 
the man who bets them down? Ihave not heard 
‘a word said upon that point. j 
He says the Secretary of the Treasury thinks 
that something good will come of the bill. Te 
looks in the right direction, the Senator from 
Massachusetts says, and he tells us we ought to 
‘try it. Mr. President, l object to that species of 
legislauion—uscless legislation, doubtful legisla- |; 
tion. It was always a mischief, and I think no 
ove has a right to come here and ask us to vote 
for a bill when he or the friends who advocate it 
with him cannot show reasonably that itis to pro- j 
duce the desired effect. Has it been shown that 
if you prevent gamblers from betting on gold to- 
night they will not bet to-morrow upon green- 
packs? Net at all, Nobody has shown that. 
Certainly one would be as disastrous asthe other, | 
and the latter far more so than the former, be- 
cause then they would be doing directly what we 
charge them with doing now indirectly, 
Another most significant peroration with which 
all those who advocate this bill wind up is that 
they do not know that it will be effective. Mr. |) 
President, if the man who proposes a law, and the | 
man whoadvocatesa law,and the man who makes il 
x speech in favor of a law, do not know that it is 
going to be effective, how are we to know? When 
a gentleman proposes a measure here which has | 
some pith aid body and bone and muscle in it, 


t and-he explains it, I can 
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: ball, Van Winkle, Wade, 
So the amendment to the amendment was re- | 


understand how 
operate; bat this really do not understand, 


itis to 
As 


T Esaid before, Lam opposed tothis-because T think 


it- springs out of that very condition of affairs 
which is described by Mr- McCulloch, in the 


| book read by the honorable Senator from Mas- | 
ssachusetts. 


L think it comes out of a panic, an 
unmanly panic on our part, an unmaoly fear that 
our credit is goingdéwn and that. we shail have to 
resort tö one of those suecedaneums, one of those 
delusions which have so often deceived men in 
order to keep it up. ` I would not yield to such a 
panic. 
as my vote goes, 
as this would be. 
dowh to history hereafter 


any such monumentof our folly 
Ido not want to have it handed 
that the American Sen- 


| ate inthe year of our Lord 1864 tried to force their 


currency by means of this kind, and Ido not want 
it said too that they tried to force it in the face of 
all the historical precedents which had gone be- 
fore, in the face of the assignats, (although they 
!) in the face of the Conti- 
nental money, which went away like frostwork 
before the sun, inthe face of all precedents, in the 
face of the directrevolt of our reason and ourcom- 
mon sense in regard to it; and I do not want to 
do it at the bidding of anybody, whether he be 
Secretary of the Treasury or whether he be not. 

In imitation of the: Senator from Massachu- 
setts, allow me to refer to a Roman precedent. It 
was said of Cato, | believe, that he never made a 
speech in the Roman Senate that he did not con- 
clude with ““ Carthago delenda est:”” Carthage must 
be destroyed, Í propose to adopt another form- 
ula and to join in it again most heartily; instead 
of "Carthage must be destroyed,” I would say 
again, along with those who have heretofore ad- 
dressed the Senate, ** We must pass a revenne 
bill,” ttisan old joke; it came from the head 


| of the table; the Secretary of the Treasury started 


it; he said it must be one that would pay one half 
our current expenses. L agree with bim thor- 
oughly; and [say if we want to cure the depre- 
ciation in our currency let us passa revenue bill, 
Lhope that our new general and our newly re- 
cruited armies, and the general spirit which per- 
vades the country everywhere, will achieve us a 
victory, and that too will aid. Let us satisfy the 
people (and I only repeat what everybody else 
has said) that we ĉan put down the rebellion; that 
we intend to do it,and th .t we intend to pay our 
debts after it is put down, and then people will 
have faith in usand faith in our currency, and 
you may let the gamblers of New York bet and 
bet as they please, and they will never vary ita 
han’s-breadth from the real gold standard. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Crarx] to the amendinent 
of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendmentto the amend ment was rejected. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I move to strike out the 
second section, which requires the business to be 
done ata particular place, and I ask for the yeas 
and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. COLLAMER. Let the section be read. 
The Secretary read it, as follows: 
n Q. And be it further enacted, That it shall be fur- 
nlawfal for any bauker, broker, or other person, to 
any purchase or sale of any gold coin or bullion, or 
ny foreign exchange, Of any contract for any sueh pur- 

or sale, at any otber place than theordinary place of 


chas 
business of either the seller or purchaser, owned or hired 
and occupied by him individually, or by a partnership of 
whieh he is a member. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas. In December last, 
when L undertook to investigate this subject in 
New York, in talking with the Joyal men there 
who looked upon this speculation as a great evil, 
they all agreed in the opimen that this provision 
was highly important; and T hope it will not be 
stricken out. 

The yeas and nays being 
yeas 15, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Clark, Collamer, Cowan, 
is, Grimes, Harding, Henderson, 
Nesmith, Powell, Saulebury, and Wright—15. 
Aathony, Brown, Chandier, Conness, 
senden, Foster, Hale, Harris, Lane 
an, Morrill, Pomeroy, 
Ten Eyck, Frum- 


taken, resulted— 


Ramsey, 


Sherman, S 


jected. 


Mr: HARRIS, } desire to suggest to the Sen- 


I willnot putupon the statute-book, so far | 


Hendricks, Howe, 


ator from Ohio a difficulty that arises under the 
fifth section. ‘This section very properly gives a 
civil action for the recovery of the penalty pre- 
scribed in the fourth section; but.that penalty is 
| a sliding penalty, not less than $1,000 nor more 
than $10,000. 1f a civil action were brought to 
recover that penalty, bow much would be recov- 
ered? I think it would be better to fix the amount 
of the penalty in the fourth section ata single, 
certain, fixed sum. T 
“Mr. SHERMAN. Thatsubject was discussed 
in the committee, and the proposition was made 
to add. the substance of the fifth section to the 
‘| fourth, as part of it; but itwas suggested thapthe 
penalty could be recovered as the bill stands, 

| Mr. HARRIS. lt cannot be done, I think. 

‘| Mr. SEIERMAN. The question was raised in 
committee, and a very good lawyer thought it 
conld be done. 

|- Mr. HARRIS. I think it would be better to 
|| fxthesum. Perhaps $1,000 is enough and would 
be better than a larger amount. l move, in the 
i| fourth section, to strike outin the third and fourth 
lines the words ‘in any sum notlessthan,’? before 
the words ** one thousand dollars,” and then to 
strike out the words ** nor more than ten thousand 
dollars; so thatit will read, ‘£ be fined $1,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Tsuggest to the Senator, be- 
cause I know he wishes to accomplish the object, 
to propose at the end of section four to insert these 
words: “And in addition thereto shall pay a pen- 
alty of $1,000 for each offense,” to niake the pe~ 
cuniary penalty distinct from the punishment, and 
then let section five prescribe the mode-in which 
the penalty shall be collected. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The other sum varying 
from $1,000 to $10,000 is penalty. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Butwherea man isindicted, 
I think there ought to bea graduation to meet the 
circumstances of the various cases. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. It is already provided 
that the penalty shall be a fine not less than $1,000 
nor more than $10,009. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That might stand as part 
of the judgment on conviction. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 think it will be more simple 
as l propose it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from New York 
to the amendment of the committee, ‘i 

Theamendmentiotheamendment was rejected. 

Mr. COLLAMER., In the first section of the 
anendment,ia the cighth line, Lmove to strike out 
the words “or of any foreign exchange.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there isa desire to press 
that amendment, Í will state that to strike out for- 
cign exchange will evade the whole bill and de- 
feat its purposes. Foreign exchange is gold, 

Mr. COLLAMER, Ido not understand itso. 

© Mr SHERMAN. Foreign exchange is gold 
ata premium of nine and two thirds per cent. I 
think that is the fixed rate, though sometimes it 
may be a little more ora little less. Gold and 
foreign exchange are the same, and therefore to 
strike at dealings in foreign exchange and allow 
foreign exchange to be bought and sold on time 
would be to allow these persons to go on with the 
same operations we desire to prevent. 

Mr. COLLAMER. |] do not wish to occupy 
the time of the Senate unless | am compelled to 
do so at some stage of this business, by making 
any remarks about the Constitution of the United 
States. I think it a subject almost of derision 
here; with many gentlemen itis an object of de- 
vision. As if is so in agreat measure, and aman 
is snecred at for mentioning the Constitution, and 
if he has a decent respect for it and for his own 
oath he is called a “ timid’? man, I do. not wish to 
take up much of the attention of a body where 
such a subject is treated in such a manner, I will 
merely say that 1 do not sce how we have power 
to forbid ‘people, or to regulate, if you please, 
people in making matter of trade in relation toa 
bill of foreign exchange, any more than in rela- 
tion to any other piece of property. Have you 
‘power to forbid the buying and selling of foreign 
goods because the buying and selling of foreign 

| goods, it is said, oceasions gold to be carried out 
of the country? [do not see how we have the 
power, where that power is found in the Consti- 
tution, by which we can undertake to forbid peo- 
ple trading in an article otherwise a lawful article 
of commerce, Foreign paper is as much soas 
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foreign goods are. 
with it. ddo not suppose it is worth any time. 

The value of the time of the Senate is too great 
for me to occupy it in useless dissertations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In reply to the Senator 
from Vermont, I will say that { certainly do not 
object to a constitutional point being raised. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 1 did not speak ofitas if 
itcould be made a point of order on any ma 
here. {Laughter.] It has not got quite to that! 
I do not think the gentleman can make it a point 
of order. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I wastrying to relieve my- 
self of the imputation the honorable Senator was 
casting on all who are in favor of this bill. It 
does seem to nie there is no practical constitu- 
tional difficulty. This bill does not prevent any 
citizen of the United States or any foreigner from 
buying all the foreign exchange he can pay for, 
and goid too. But it prevents him from buying 
foreign exchange that he cannot pay for. That 
is all there is about it. He has no right to appeal 
to the courts to enforce a contract for foreign ex- 


change, unless he got the foreign exchange : at the | 


time of his purchase and paid bis money for it. 
Mr. COLLAMER. Ido not know but that 
the gentleman thinks that an answer, and I pre- 
sume he does think so. I think it is none at all. 
L is certainly a very weak one, in my jadgment. 
He might as well tell me, ‘You sball not buy a 


plece of foreign broadcloth unless you have got | 


the money to pay for it.” 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
the United States have undoubtedly a right to 
prevent this speculation. 


Mr. COLLAMER. A right to prevent a man 
buying on credit? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, and I think it would | 


be a wise provision to leave the law of debtor and 


ereditor simply to the honor and good faith of | 


individuals, and. let neither State nor nation at- 


tempt to cnforce individual contracts of that kind i 


between citizens. That, however, is neither here 
nor there; but certainly the States and the United 
States have the right to deny to any elass of cred- 
itors the use of their courts to enforce a particu- 
Jar kind of debt, and it is done in many cases. 
. We deny to all courts the power to enforce a gam- 
ing contract. Why? Simply because to enforce 
such a contract would be injurious to the public 
morals, We may deny to the courts of the Uni- 
ted States the right to enforce a contract like this, 
which we consider as a gaming contract, and we 
may declare it void and punish it as an offense. 
This is all the bill does. 
Mr. COLLAMER. I do not suppose the gen- 


tleman really desires when rising here so tospeak | 
as in some way or other toinduce me to makean 


argument on this point. Ido not know, however, 

but that Í shall be obliged to do so. When I got 
up I meant to disclaim doing it, and did not mean 
to do it; but if the gentleman insists upon it, as 
he seems to put his points as if they were inca- 
pable of being answered, and I suppose he thinks 
so, though to my mind they have nothing to do 
with the question, I may have to make an argu- 


ment on the subject; but I shall not take time | 


now. 

Suppose it to be true that you can forbid the 
use of the United States courts for enforcing a 
gaming contract made in the city of New York, 
is that this bill? No, sir. This bill is an attempt 
to say, if you call 


void everywhere. ‘Tbe bill is not simply that a 


party to the contract shall not have the use of ! 
our courts to enforce it, but it is an attempt here |! 


to say that aman shall not have the use of a State 
court or any other court, and imposes a penalty. 
That is what is attempted to be done, and it is a 
mere evasion of the gentleman to wy to get out 
of it by s: aying that we may forbid the use eof our 
courts for the enforcement of certain contracts. 
Thatis not the point before us. The bill forbids 
all courts everywhere from enforcing them. 

So, too, I observe that, when the gentleman was 
answering In some ineasure what was said by the 
honorable Senator from Maryland, he said these 
are gaming contracts, and he askcd, “fs it not 
right for us to make Jaws against gaming; do we 


> a 
not make them in this District??? Did that an- 


swer the objection? The objection was that we | 


had no power to impose penalties for gaming in 


That is the trouble I have | 


I think the Governmentof | 


i Hendricks, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kan 


this a gaming contract, and I: 
have no objection to its being called so, that the | 


United States will by law render that contract | question; 


relation to contracts made within a State, ád yet dj 


the attempt is made to lead us off by saying you 
ean do it in this District. That does not answer 
the point. 

But, Mr. President cand I shall not occupy 
further time now—I do not expect that the words 
l have moved to strike out will be put out of the 
bill. -I expectthem to be retained in the bill, and 
I expect the bill to be passed, and } expect it to 
be passed as a complement to.a certain other bill, 
referred to in the letter, on which this is founded. 
This billis putasa complement to another, form- 
ing part ofa plan, I understood that to beso. I 
expect that it will pass, and I expect. to vote 
against it; but it may be my duty in relation to 
myself personally to occupy some little time -in 
giving the reasons why I feel called upon to. vote 
in that way. I shall therefore say no more about 
it at this moment, but merely notify the Senate 
that, if Lean be permitted, at some time before 
the bill passes, I desire to be heard upon it.- 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont to 
the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. CLARK. In view of the wish expressed 
by the Senator from Vermont I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. DIXON. [ask forthe yeas and nays on 
that motion. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DIXON. J understand the Senator from 
Vermont wishes to speak, and therefore L with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHANDLER. By unanimous consent | 
ask leave to make a motion that when the Senate 
adjourns it be to Monday. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. DIXON. I withdraw the call for the yeas 
and nays. g 

Mr. FESSENDEN . I object to withdrawing it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Thecall cannot be 
withdrawn, objection being made. 

Mr. CLARK. I have no desire to take up the 
time of the Senate in calling the yeas and nays on 


the motion to adjourn, and if the Senate will per- 
mit me J will withdraw the motion. i 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New Hampshire can withdraw his motion by 
unanimous consent. fs there any objection? 

Mr. POWELL. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That being ob- 
jected to, it cannot be done. The Secretary wili 
therefore proceed with the call. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted——yeas 23, nays 19; as follows: 


YES lessrs. Buckalew » Clark, Collamer, Cowan, 
Davis, Pixon, Doolittle, Foster, Grimes, Larding, Harris 


Morga Morrill, 
Willey, and W 
NAYS—Me 
Pessenden, Hale, Henderson, Tow Bowe, 
Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyek, ‘Trumbull, 
Winkle, Wade, Wilkinson, aud Wilson—19. 


So th 


adjourned. 


Nesmith, 
ight—23. 


Pomeroy, 


Powell, Saulsbury, 


Ramsey, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, April 15, 1864. 
The House metat twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
CORRECTION. 
Mr. RICE, of Maine. 


be so recorded. 
It was ordered accordingly. 
ESTABLISHMENT OF ARSENALS. 
Mr. WILSON, 
of the House to take up House bill No. 206—an 
act in addition to an act for the establishment of 
certain arsenals, which has been returned from 
the Senate with an immaterial amendment. 


There was no objection; and the amendment 1 
ii Grider, 
i Jam Johson, Kalbficisch, Kernan, Law, Lazear, ‘Long, 
by which the Senate amendment was concurred | 
in; and also moved that the motionto reconsider ! 


of the Senate was concurred in. 
Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 


be laid upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Conness, | 


Van | 


e motion was agreed to; and the Senate | 


I rise to a privileged | 
On the vote on the motion made by | 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] to lay upon | 
the table the resolutions censuring bis colleague, |! 
i (Mr. Lone,] I find that Lam not recorded. did |! 


ij vote in the negative; and I ask that my vote shall : 


l ask the unanimous consent l! the negaa tive— ycas 66, nays 66, 
i giving “his casting vote in the negative; as fol- 


| lows: 


EVENING | SESSION... A 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent, to 
introduce the following resolation: 


Resolved, That, untilotherwise ordered, this Housé will, 
coimencing on Monday, the 18th instant, take a recess 
from half past four o’elock ‘Until seven o’ctock, p. m. of 
each day, for the purpose of holding night ‘sessions fi the 
transaction of business. ‘ 


Mr. BLISS.. I object.. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. ‘generally 
agree with the gentleman’ ‘from Towa, but in refer: 
ence to these night sessions I confess Ido differ 
from him. Tam in favor. of our. sitting here dure 
ing the day and attending to the public business. 


PENSIONS. E 
Mr. WHALEY. Iam entitled to the fooron 


the special order, and I therefore report back from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions House bill 
No: 359, supplementary to an act entitled “An 
act to grant pensions,” approved July 14, 1862; 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
lowing: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That enaptains in' the 
Army and their dependents shall be entitled to the benefits 
of the act to grant pensions, approved July 14, 1862, on the 
conditions therein prescribed, in the same manner sas if 
such officers held We rank of captain. ` 

That was provided for in a bill which passed 
some days ago, and it ought therefore to. be 
stricken out of this bill. 

Mr. WHALEY. AsI sdspeland the bill re- 
ferred to has passed the Senate, I ‘have no objec- 
tion to the amendment, 

Mr. Hozman’s motion was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHALEY moved to "reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. STROUSE. Lask that my colleague, Mr. 
Puri Jonnson, shall have leave of absence for 
a few days. 

It was sovordered. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 


I move to strike out the fol- 


Task that 


| Mr. O’Nemz, of Ohio, shall have leave of absence 
| for ten days from Monday next: f 


It was so ordered. 
MONTANA. 
Mr. BEAMAN. I submit the following re- 
port from a committee of conference. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


The committee of conference appointed to consider the 
disagreeing votes of the iwo Houses ou the bill (H.R. No. 
15) entitled “Au act to provide a temporary government 
for the ‘Territory of Moniana,” having met, aftera falland 
free conference have agreed to report. to their respective. 
Houses and recommend as follows 

That the House recede froin their disagreonfent to the 
first amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede trom their second amendment, 

That the House recede trom their disagrecment to the 


| third amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same. 


B. F. WADE, 

J. H. LANE, 

W. SPRACUE, J 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


F. C. BEAMAN, 
J.M. ASULEY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. BEAMAN. shall not make any remarks 
upon this report at this time, because I believe 
itis well understood, and that every gentleman has 
made up his mind in what manner he will vote. 
I therefore demand the previous question on its 


adoption. 
Mr. HOLMAN moved that the report be laid 


| upon the table. 


Mr, COX demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the Speaker 


YEAS—™ . James C. 
Baldwin, Francis P. Bi 
Coffroth, Cox, Cravens 
Dawson, Denison, E 
Hal, Harding, Herr 


Allen, Baily, Augustus ©: 
air, BE iss, Brooks, James S. Brown, 
Creswell, Henry Winter 
z Eldridge; Finek, Ganson, 
Holman, Hutchins, Wil- 


Mallory, Marcy, McDowell, McKinney, William H. Mil- 
ler, James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Odell, 
Pendleton, Pruyn, } Samuel J. Randall, William H. Randall; 
Robinson, Rogers, ‘James. Rollins, Schenck, Scott, Smithy 
Smithers, 8 £ tebbins, John R. Steele, Willian G. Steele, 
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Strouse Stuart, Sweat, Thomas, Webster, Wheéeler, Chil- 
ton A White, Joseph: We Whites’ Winfield, Fernando 
Wood, and Yeaman—66. 
SNAYS—M 
John D. Baldw: 
Broomall, William G. Brown, Ambrose W: Clark, Cole, 
WwW Deming, Driggs, Eekley;: Farnsworth, Frank, 
igby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W.. i ybhard, 
fi f } Kasson, Kelley, Fran 
elg W: Kel 


MeBride, MeCiurg, MelIndoe, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton; Charles ‘ONeill, Orth, 


rd, Jenckes, Juliany 


Battersons:Perliam, Powisroy, Price, Alexander H. Rice, |} fnd that committeësof conference sometimes take 


John H. Rice, Edward H, Rollins, Shannon, Sloan, Ste- 
vens, Thayer. Upson, Van Valkenburg, Elihu B. Wash- 
burijo; Wiliam B, Washburn, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, 
Windom; arid Woodbridge—66. i © 1 es tO LAs 
“oi the reporti was itotJaid upon the table. 
During the vote, °° 5673 

ce: Mr. HOLMAN stated.th at his colleague, Mr. 
EDGERTON: WAS, detained from. the House by il- 
MESS 5 i ; S 


, Mr. EDEN made.the same statement in, refer- 


ence:to: Mr. Hargis, of Hlinois.. | 

Mr. W.J. ALLEN stated. that if he had‘been 
within. the bar when his name was called:-he would 
have voted in the affirmative. : 

The vote: was, then announced as. above 
corded. : f 
The price question was seconded. 

Mr. UPSON. I call for tellers upon ordering 
the main question to be put. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Asuieyand Mr, 
Horman were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 65, noes 70. ‘ f 
"So the main question was not ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order now to move 
that the Housé adhere to its original bill, with a 
view to raising thé question whether there shall 
Dean dppointinent ofa further committee of free 
conference? f 
Mr. ASHLEY. I would suggest to the gen- 
ileman from Indiana that we first take a vote upon 
the question of agreeing or not agreeing to this 
report; and then, if the House reject it, we can 
attend to that matter.- : 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the motion to adhere 
covers the whole ground, 
| The SPEAKER, The report of a conference 
is of so high a privilege that the motion to agree 
to it overrides everything else, and, as it brings 
the two. Houses to an agreement, it takes prece- 
dence over everything else. The motion to ad- 
here may be received, and after the motion to 
agree is voted down that motion may be put. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will enter my motion. 
Upon agreeing to the reportof the committee I 
eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 54, nays 85; as follows: 

YEAS~—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
ley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Boyd, Am- 
brose W. Clark, Cole, Dawes, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, 
Farnswortf, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Highy, Hooper, 
Hotchkiss, John H, Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kelley, Or- 
Tando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McClarg, McIn- 
doe. Morth, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard: Myers, 
Charles O'Neill, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Price, Alexan- 
der H. Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Shannon, 
Sloan, Stevens, Upson, Van Vatkenburgh, William B. 
Washburn, Williams, Windom, and Woodbridge —54. 

NAYS—Messes, James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Baily, 
Augustus Q. Baldwin, Francis P. Blatr, Bliss, Brooks, 
James S. Brown, Chanler, Clay, Coffroth, Cox, Cravens, 
Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, Dawson, Deming, Deni- 
ron, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Ganson, Grider, Hall, Harding, 
Benjamin G, Harris, Herrick, Holman, Asahei W. Hub- 
bard, Hurchins, William. Johuson, Kalbfleisch, Kasson, 
Prancis W., Kellogg, Kerman, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Long, 
Mailory, Marey, MuBride, McDowell, McKinney, Willian 
H. Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Noble, 
Odell, Orth, Pendleton, Pomeroy, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel 
J. Randall, William H. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, James 
S. Rollins, Ross, Schenck, Scot, Smith, Smithers, Steb- 
bins, Jobin B. Steele, William G. Steele, Strouse, Stuart, 
Sweat, Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, Voorhees, Elihu B. Wash- 
burne, Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, Chiton A. White, 
Joseph W. White, Wilson, Winfield, Fernando Wood, 
and Yeaman—85. 


So the report was nol agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I noweallup my motion. I 
would inquire of the Chair what will be the effect 
of the House adopting a motion to adhere? 

The SPEAKER. The effect will be that the 
House will adhere. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. And will the effect be that 
no other committee of free conference can be ap- 
pointed except at the instance of the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. Committees of conference 
have been appointed after a motion to adhere has 


re- 


, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, If ve | Ee 1 d Jarn 
| to the Journals, of thé Thirty-Pourth and’Phirty- 


> Mr. BEAMAN. 


T been adopted. “But the Chair cannot an ticipate 


the action ‘of the House. 


i ite. aiian, Ames, Anassomashioy, | _ Mr. HOLMAN. "Phe point. which I wigh to 
axter, Beaman; Blaine; Boutwell; Boyd, |i S 

|: to adhere, the Elouse itself, without the réquest of 
| the Senate, could appoint'a committee of free con- 
| ference. Pics TERRES ONES RE TREE Sp T E 


et at is whether, after the adoption of a motion 


The SPEAKER. «If the gentleman will turn 


Fifth Congresses, and also to the Manual, he will 

place ‘after one House has adhered. © ' 

E move that’ thë House in- 

sist, and ask another committee ‘of conference. 
‘Mr, WEBSTER. | desire, if the motion can 

be amended, to move to amend by instracting 


| the committee as follows: 


And‘ that said committee be instructed to agree to no 
report that authorizes anyother than free white male citi- 
zens, and those who. have declared their. intention to be- 
come such, to vote. 


The SPEAKER. That motion can be made 
as an independent motion after the motion: is 
agreed to to appoint. a committee, or it can be 
offered as an amendment now. ae 

Mr. BEAMAN.. I demand the previous ques- 
tion. ary : 

Mr. COX. . One word about this question. — 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 

an demands the previous question. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make an inquiry. 

Mr. BEAMAN. Lthink I must insist upon 
the previous. question. 

Mr. COX. Lthink we can vote down the pre- 
vious. question. i . 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state the 
order in which the question will be put to the 
House. 

Mr. COX. . Irise to a pointof order. [donot 
know that the gentleman from Michigan called 


the previous question. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chairstated that he did. 


Mr. COX. The gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. Wessrer] afterwards offered his amend- 
ment. A 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman did demand 
the previous question after that time. Gentlemen 
should be as willing, to believe the Chair as the 
Chair is to believe gentlemen. 

The Chair will state the questions pending be- 
fore the House. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Horman] moves that the House adhere to 
its disagreement; the gentleman. from Michigan 
[Mr. Beaman] moves that the House insist and 
ask a committee of conference, which takes pre- 
cedence of the motion to adhere. Pending that 
motion the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Wes- 
sTER] moves instructions to the committee of 
conference, which will be the first question taken 
if the previous question is seconded, 

The previous question was seconded—ayes 59, 
noes 52. 

Mr. MORRILL. J desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont asks unanimous consent to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair, 

Loud cries of § Object!” 

Mr. MORRILL. “Then I rise to a question of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to any debate. 

Mr. MORRILL. If this amendment shall be 
adopted, will it not permit a mulatto who declares 
his intention to become a “free white citizen” to 
vote? [Langhter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not regard 
that as a question of order. 

The main question was then ordered, being first 
upon the instructions proposed by Mr. WEBSTER. 

Mr. COX demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 75, nays 67; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Baily, 
Augustus C. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, Brooks, 
James S. Brown, William G. Brown, Chanter, Clay, Cof- 
froth, Cox, Cravens, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, Daw- 
son, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Ganson, Grider, Halt; 
Harding, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Huteh- 
ins, William Johuson, Kalbfleisch, Kernan, Knapp, Law, 
Lazear, Long, Mallory, Marey, McBride, McDowell, Me- 
Kinney, Willian H. Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, 
Nelson, Noble, Odell, Pendieton, Radford, Samuel j. Ran- 
dail, William H. Randall, Robinson, Rog James 8. Rol- 
fins, Ross, Scott, Smith, Smithers, Stebbins, Join B. Steele, 
William G. Steele, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Thomas, 


Tracy, Voorhees, Webster, Whaley, Wheeler, Chilton A. L 


Wiiite, 


Perham, Pike, Pomeroy; Price; Alexander H. Rice, John 


H. Bice, Edward H.: Rolling, Schenek, Shannon, Sloan, 
‘evens, Thayer, Upson, Van. Valkeubursh, Elihu Ba 
Washburne, William B. Washburn, Willams, Wilder, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—67. By ee 
‘So the instructions were agreed to.’ "i 

“Mr. COX moved to reconsider, the, vote. by 
which the instructions were agreed, to ; and alsa 
moved tọ lay the motion to reconsider ypon the 
table. f SOx i -a 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Bueaman’s motion 
that. the House insist on its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate, and aska further con= 
ference, with the instructions voted,by the House, 

`The motion was.agreed to, f 

Mr. BEAMAN moved to reconsiderithe vot 
by which the. motion: was agreed, t03. and. also 
moved. to lay the motion to: reconsider upon th 
table. i 

T'he latter motion was agreed. to. ‘ 

Mr. ALLEY. Hasthemorning hourexpired 

The SPEAKER. It has; and the next busi- 
ness in order is the consideration of reports from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

; LAND BUSINESS. i 

Mr. DRIGGS.. I desire to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to set apart next Tuesday, 
after the morning hour, for the consideration of 
business: reported by the. Committee on Public 
Lands, the House having. used up the two days 
set apart for that business. 

Mr. MORRILL. Afternext Monday itis pro- 
posed by the Committee of Ways and Means to. 
ask the House to attend to the internal revenue. 
bill, to the exclusion of all. other business. I 
must, therefore, object. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that after Monday nextis set apart forthe | 
consideration of the internal revenue bill? 

The SPEAKER. No, but the Committee of 
Ways and Means notify the House that they in- 
tend to call up that measure after Monday. f 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I suggest to 
my colleague that he ask, that to-morrow be set, 


-aside for the business of the Committee on Pub- 


lic Lands. aa 

Mr. FENTON. To-morrow is set apart for, 
the consideration of the currency bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that. 
the bank bill was postponed, until to-morrow. 
That bill was not made a special order., It was. 
an ordinary postponement, which would perhaps 
bring the bill up in a weck or two or later, The 
measures that antedate it are the bill in regard to 
the rébellious States, which is now aspecial order, 
from day to day, in the House, after the morning, 
hour; and two earlier postponements, the bill in, 
regard to public buildings in the Territories, re- 
ported by the Commitice of the Whole, and the 
amendment to the Constitution offered by the, 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Svevens.] 
If they. were out of the way, the bank bill would 
be reached to-morrow after the morning hour. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. That bill is 
not yet printed, I believe. 1 ask that Monday be 
assigned for the consideration of the business of 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 


UNEMPLOYED GENERAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. ASHLEY. I desire the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Arrey] to yield me the floor 
for a moment, that I may submit a motion to 
postpone a bill. 

Mr. ALLEY. I yield for that purpose. | 

Mr. ASHLEY. I'move to postpone the special 
order in relation to unemployed generals, on ac- 
count of the expected absence of the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs for ten days. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman submit his mo- 
tion to postpone indefinitely ? 

Mr. ASHLEY. I move to postpone for ten 
days. 

The motion was agreed to. 


$ 


1 object. 


T 


CO 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


5 


STEAMSHIP LINE TO BRAZIL. 


Mr. ALLEY, from the Committee on the Post 
“Office and Post Roads, reported a bill (H, R. No. 
288) authorizing the establishment of ocean mail 
steamship service between the United States and 
Brazil. - 

The bill wagread. Itauthorizes the Postmas- 
ter General to unite with the general post office 
department of the empire of Brazil, or such officer 
of the Government of Brazil as shall be authorized 

to‘act for that Government, in establishing direct 
mail communication between the two countries 
by means of a monthly line of first-class sea-going 
steamships, to be of not less than two thousand 
tons burden each, and of sufficient number to per- 
form twelve round trips or voyages per annum, 
between a port of the United States north of the 
Potomac river, and Rio de Janeiro, in Brazil, 
touching at Saint Thomas, in the West Indies, 
at Bahia, Pernambuco, and such other Brazilian 
and intermediate port or ports as shall be consid- 
ered necessary and expedient; provided the ex- 
pense of the service shall be divided. between the 
two Governments; and that the United States por- 
tion shall not exceed $150,000 for the performance 
of twelve round trips per annum, to be paid out 
ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated. ` 

The SPEAKER. This being an appropria- 
tion bill, it requires unanimous consent to be con- | 
sidered in the House, Is there objection? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlindis, Yes, sir; 


there is. 
Mr. ALLEY. Is it in order to withdraw the 
bill? 


The SPEAKER. This day being set apart for 
the consideration of the business of the Post Office 
Committee, the Chair thinks the gentleman hasa 
right to withdraw the bill. 

Mr. ALLEY. If the gentleman from Hlinois 
will withdraw his objection, in order that 1 may 
submit some remarks to the House, L will give 
the bill the direction he desires. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
the objection. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that if 
the appropriation in the bill be required to be paid 
out of the proceeds of the Post Office Department, 
the bill would not be regarded as an appropria- 
tion bill, But when it is to be paid out of money 
inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, it is 
an appropriation bill, and must be considered in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. . 

Mr. ALLEY. I will make that modification. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill, and 
I purpose to present the main reasons in its sup-- 
port, confining myself as bricfly as possible to 
those points that I deem most important, as I 
am aware that the time of the House is precious, 
and I desire to consume as little of it as possible 
in unnecessary discussion. 

The policy of Great Britain in aiding by pe- 


I withdraw 


euniary assistance the extension of ocean steam | 
navigation hag been productiveof results so be- į 


neficent to her trade and commerce that we may 
well profit by her example. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts allow me to ask him a question? 
I know that Great Britain has practiced the policy 
of establishing steamship intercourse with foreign 
nations, but | suggest that that Government, like 
all other good Governments, has always before 
establishing these ocean lines attended to her own 
inland communications. 


House 
we oft 
establishment of communications between the 
Atlantic States and the Pacific ocean. I under- 
stand that that bill has been resting in the hands 
of the committee for some time, and thata report 
cannot be had on that subject. F should like to 
have that bill acted upon before we undertake to 
establish these long lines of communication with 
foreign countries. Let us attend to home mat- 
ters first, 

Mr. ALLEY. That bill has been considered 
by the committee, and it was to have been rce- | 
ported back this morning; but there was some 
little disagreement in regard to some details in 
the committee, and it was thought best to defer it 


before that committee has matured what 


I inquire of the chair- | 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 
Roads why it is that a bill to establish these mail || 
lines to foreign countries is introduced into this | 


ne West feel particularly interested in, the | 


‘till another trieeting. But we shall take the eax. 


liest opportunity to present the bill to the House 
and to solicit action upon it. > ` ; 

Mr. GRINNELL. I would like to ‘have the 
chairman of the Post Office Committee state to 
the gentleman from Kentucky that the overland 
service is now being performed, and well per- 
formed, and that nobody complains. AE 

Mr. MALLORY. Í understand that, Mr. 


Speaker, but we want it better performed. What 


iam anxious for is the proposition ‘advised by 
the Postmaster General, that that contract shall 
be converted from a “ star bid” into one requir- 
ing contractors to run four-horse cuaches'on that 
route. That is the one I allude to. : 
Mr. GRINNELL. Then the gentleman is in 
favor of the Government going into the business 


of carrying passengers across the continent. I 
do not go in for that myself. bee : 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Task the Speaker 


what question is before the House. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts is speaking by unanimous: consent. 
He reported a bill in regard to mail communica- 
tions with Brazil. . . 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. [understood that 
that-bill was withdrawn. ` 

Mr. ALLEY. Ido not so understand. Fin- 
tend to move an amendment changing the appro- 
priation so as to make it payable out of the pro- 
ceeds of the Post Office Department. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ruled thatthe gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts could withdraw the 
other bill, otherwise it would have gone to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
The gentleman did withdraw the bill, and went 
on to speak by general consent. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I submit that he 
cannot speak unless there is something before the 
House. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ido not like to make ob- 
jection; but I cannot consent that members here, 
without seeing their committees, shall change the 
features of bilis. I think it wholly irregular, and 
therefore I object. I do not understand the gen- 
tleman [Mr. ALLer] to say thatthe committee has 
authorized the presentation of a new bill. 

Mr, ALLEY. The committee has authorized 
me to report this bill, and are very anxious that 
the bill shall be acted upon, Several members of 
the committee have desired me to change the form 
of the bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, if the commit- 
tee has the right to sit during the sessions of the 
House I have nothing further to say; but if they 
have not, then I submit that they cannot make 
such an arrangementas he is now seeking to carry 
out. f only want to know how that fact is. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot sustain 
that point of order. The right of a committee to 
sit during the sessions of the House is a permis- 
sion for the committee to be absentin the commit- 
tee-room during the daily sessions of the House, 
under which they are allowed to come in and vote 
at any time before the decision of the House is 
announced. The Chair cannot undertake to in- 
quire into how the chairman of the committee was 
authorized to make the report. If he states that 
he is authorized by a majority of the committee 


to make the report, the Chair cannot go behind | 


that statement. The Chair is of opinion that if 
the majority of the members of the committee 
inform him upon the floor of the House of their 
wish, he has the right to announce it. 

Mr. DAWES. My point of order.is this, that 


my colleague made this report from his commit- || 


tee and has commenced his remarks, and itis now 
altogether too late to raise a question of order. 
The matter is now before the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
know precisely what the facts are. 


I desire to 
I understand 


that the chairman of the Committee on the Post |i 


Office and Post Roads reported a bill containing 
an appropriation which rendered it imperative 
upon the Chair to send it to the Committee of the 
Whole. No objection, however, being inter- 


posed, the gentleman from Massachusetts with- || 


i 


drew the report f understand further that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts now proposes to 


|! report the bill in another shape. 


Mr. DAWES. Has already reported it, and 
is proceeding with his remarks. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hitnois. Then my 
point of order is whether the gentleman is author- 


ized by his committee to` make that report... His 
committee has the right, When properly in session, 
‘to authorize its chairman to make that report. If 
the gentleman says the committee have so author- 
ized, of course [haveno thing to say; but the gen~ 
Ueman, by ascertaining the opinions of a major- 
ity of the individual members, has not the right 
to call that the action of the committee., If the 
Speaker will’ pardon me, I recollect that that dis- 
tinct point was raised upon Mr. Clingman, of 
North Carolina, inthe Thirty-Fifth Congress, and 
was sustained by the Chair. het. aes 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Hlinois 
will remember that during the present session his 
colleague [Mr. ARNOLD] reported what is known 
‘as the ship canal bill, under precisely similar cir- 
cumstances. The bill was at first reported; the 
point of order was raised that it contained an ap- 
propriation; the Chair sustained the point of or- 
‘der, and the bill was accordingly referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The gentleman then, on the assent of the major- 
ity of the committee obtained here in the Hall as 
afterwards ascertained, reported another bill of a 
different character, and what is known as the ship 
canal bill is now before the House by virtue of 
that report so made,’ The Chair decides that upon 
the statement of the chairman of the committee 
that he is authorized to make a report, the report 
must be received, R , ; 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Hlinois. I know noth- 
ing about the ship canal bill. I was not present 
when it was reported, a 

Mr. ALLEY. Ifthe gentleman willallow me, 
I will relieve him from any farther difficulty.” 1 
state that | am authorized by the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads tó report this bill, 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair decides that 
the report is received and is before the House. 

Mr. ALLEY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads have directed 
me to report this bill, and with leavéof the House 
I will state some of the reasons in support of this 
measure which present themselves to my mind. 
Numerous petitions from several States in the 
Union, signed by large numbers of leading mer- 
chants, capitalists, and others, solicitous for the 
growth and prosperity of the material interests 
of the country, no less than for national political 
purposes connected with our foreign relations, 
have been presented to Congress, asking the grant 
of pecuniary aid for the establishment of ocean ` 
steam communication for postal and commercial, 
purposes between this country and foreign ports. 
Some of the petitioners have asked that subsidies 
might be ‘granted to particular lines; but'mostly 
that a géneral policy might be inaugurated which 
would place us upona more equal commercial 
footing with other nations, and make available, 
through the'fostering care of the Government, the 
great commercial advantages which tend so much . 
to develop the resources and promote the wealth 
ofthe nation, ‘The committee were unanimously 
of the opinion that no subsidies should be granted 
to any particular line, and this bill provides that 
the Postmaster General shall advertise for the 
lowest bids, and accept such bid from the lowest 
responsible bidder, if the service shall not cost a 
sum exceeding $150,000 per annum to the Uni- 
ted States; provided further, that the Brazilian 
| Government will join in contribution to her part, 
| of the expense. ; 
The preséntis a most opportune time toobtain the 
coöperation of the Brazilian Government. They. 
have manifested a decp interest in the establish- 
ment of a line of steamships between their ports 
During the last year.a proposition 


i 
| 

! and onr own. 

i . a A 

| to grant a subsidy of upward of a bundred thour 
| sand dollars perannumtoa North American com- | 
| ; 

| pany that would perform twelve round trips per 
i 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 


S 


; year between their ports and our own, came 
within six votes of becoming a luw. The leaders 
; of the Liberal party have been its carnest advo- 
| cates. That party has lately come into power, 
and it is thought by well informed persons now | 
i in Brazil, and in official relations with our Goy- 
ernment, that the Brazilian Government is now 
prepared to act in full coöperation with our own 
in the establishment of such a line of steamers as 
this bill proposes, touching at the several ports 
therein mentioned, and to share with us their full 


i” ldo not doubt from all the information I can 


i obtain, thatthe postal sérvice for whiel. this bill 
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“provides may be secured for an annual compen- 
‘sation’ of $250,000, “which, if divided. equally 
ahetween the two Governments, would be but 
125,000 for us to pay. And if we deduct the 
“provable amount of postages which we shall re- 
‘ceive, estiinated from ‘the “best data we. can pro- 
“gure, there is little doubt: but. what the great and 
priant advantages which. this measure will 
‘Becure wilt cost this Government much less than 


“$100,000 per annum.’ ` i 
“> Phave begn one of those who have believed for 
‘years that our Government was pursuing a pol- 
icy in withholding all eñcoüragement and aid to 
‘ocean. steam ‘navigation injurious to all her great 
‘interests, ‘political, commercial, manufacturing, 
and agricultural; a policy which, it seems to me, 
has‘ been ‘exveedingly ‘penny wise and pound 
foolish, ‘Great’ Britain has furnished to us an 
éxample of wisdom and sagacity in her encour- 
‘agemecht: of “ocean steam navigation which, it 
Would be well for us to profitby. By her untiring 
énergy and ceascless efforts she penetrates every 
part of the world with constant steam communi- 
‘cation? And I propose to show before I close 
how’she ‘has by this policy built up.and increased 
Her trade and commerce, upon this continent, right 
at our own doors, while we, on the other hand, 
have been’subordinated and almost driven, so far 
as exXportsiare concerned, from that trade, when 
evéry consideration of political and commercial 
advantage, in view of our contiguity, political re- 
lations, and necessities, retidered it our duty and 
Interest much more than theirs to increase and ex- 
pand our trade and commevee with those nations. 
“Tf itcan beshown that in those countries where 
ocean steam communication has been fostered 
and’ encouraged, and lines established, the trade 
and commerce with the countries to. which such 
postal and commercial facilities have been ex- 
tended have beenenormously increased, while our 
Own has been as constantly diminishing with all 
nations that Great Britain and France have estab- 
lished such lines of steam communication with, 
we cannot fail to perceive that such increase on 
their part and diminution on ours is directly as- 
evihbable to that policy—so wise and sagacioùs— 
whieh England has pursued so steadily upon such 
a prodigious scale for so many years, And if it 
is alsó discovered that this steam communication 
ig ind cun be maintained only by governmental 
aid at the cost of Government subsidies, then I 
say it is the duty of this Government to encour- 
age, protect, and extend commerce, to some de- 
gree at least, by similar means, 
~ Tn these days of improvement and competition, 
the mercharits who are enabled to reach the mar- 
Kets of the world in the shortest time can distance 
all others in the race of competition for trade; 
and no maritime nation can afford to disregard 
such a great principle of commercigl economy. 
The advantage of two or three days’ time in the 
‘arrival of a large steamer with hundreds of pas- 
sengers and millions of treasurcand merchandise, 
witha large mail, can hardly be over-estimated. 
Faéts and statistics clearly show that this policy 
of Great Britain, ofencouraging ocean steam navi- 
gation by Government subsidies, and thusinercas- 
ing her commercial facilities with all those coun- 
tries, has increased her trade and commerce with 
them to gigantic proportions, Ours, on the con- 
trary, has diminished with those nations, and in 
some instances dwindled into insignificance. 

It is a humiliating fact that not a single, steamer 
now carries our ‘flag’? to any European port, 
and we are so dependent upon France and Eng- 
land for communication with our neighbors upon 
this continent that all the correspondence of our 
merchants with Brazil-has to be sent by the way 
of England or France. An American minister 
accredited to any of the South American Govern- 
ments, if he desires Jo reach his post within a 
reasonable time, is compelled. to cross the ocean 
twice, and travel the whole distance upon foreign 
steamers. 

This question of encouraging ocean steam navi- 
gation hasassumed vast importance. Itinvolves, 
if not our existence as an important maritime na- 
tion, at least our- maritime supremacy. Steam 
is destined to be as important an auxiliary in 
facilitating occan carriage as it is now in the 
transport of merchandise and passengers by land. 
Great Britain, from the moment that the practi- 
cability of ocean steam navigation was established 
by the passages of the Sirius and Great Western 


from Liverpool to New York in 1838, has been’ 
constantly availing herself of every. possible. op-. 


portunity to extend her trade and. commerce by 
means of steam communication, which. she has 
encouraged by subsidies, until the annual amount 
granted is no Tess a sum;than , £847,000, or up- 
ward of $4,000,000. F h 
about £340,000 of receipts from postages, leaving 
something over. £500,000 deficiency joran annual 
Toss to the British Government of over.$2,500,000. 
-Such has been the undoubted. gain of her, con- 
stantly increasing trade and. commerce with all 
these countries with whom. these steam commu- 
nications were established, and so perfectly ap- 
parent have been the greatadvantages reaped from 
this policy, that.she has been constantly increas- 
ing her subsidies and extending her steam com- 
munications, from 1840, when she commenced this 
system with the Cunard line of steamers from Liv- 
erpool to New. York, until it has reached the enor- 
mous sum before mentioned. She now has nine 
lines, I think, to which she grants subsidies: one 
called the Peninsula route, to which a subsidy of 
£5,000 is granted; another, the Mediterranean and 
India, which receives £249,625 subsidy; then the 
Point de Galle and Sydney, receiving £134,672; 


‘the Cunard line, from Liverpool. to Boston, 


which receives £176,340; also the Cunard line 
between Halifax, Bermuda, and St. Thomas, for 
which they receive £14,700 subsidy; West In- 
dies, Brazil, and River Plate, £270,000; Pacific, 
£25,000; West Coast of Africa, £30,000; and 
Cape of Good Hope, £33,060 subsidy; making in 
all over £800,000.. Other lines are contemplated 
across the South Pacific connecting Brazil with 
Australia; nor will she cease to prosecute this 
system of steam communication with every nook 
and -corner of the globe where trade and com- 
merce can flourish until she has compelled all the 
nations of the earth to pour into her capacious 
lap such of their products as may be necessary to 
promote. her comfort, power, and wealth. 

The exports of British products to the United 
States were about the same in 1840 as they were 
in the year 1800, varying but little during that 
time. Tn 1800 they were over $29,500,000 and in 
1840 $29,348,000; ifanything, slightly decreasing. 
The Cunard steamers were subsidized and com- 
menced the mail service in 1840, and from that 
time to the commencement of the rebellion the 
exports of British products to the United States 
have been steadily increasing until they were 
more than quadrupled during the score of years 
immediately preceding the rebellion, while, as I 
have before stated, during the forty years preced- 
ing 1840 they slightly decreased. This vast in- 
crease is undoubtedly ascribable in considerable 
degree to increased facilities of communication es- 
tablished by ocean steam navigation, 

Mail communication from England to the West 
Coast of Africa commenced in 1852, and the ex- 
ports of her manufactures and products to that 
coast nearly doubled the first year, and contin- 
ued to steadily increase.. Her increase of gain 
in the export of products and manufactures to 
China, India, and Egypt, shows a larger amount, 
even, than that upon the West Coast of Africa. 

In 1860 the whole amount of imports into the 
republic of Mexico was about $26,000,000, and 
the exports about $28,000,000, making of im- 
ports and exports a foreign interchange of-about 
$54,000,000 per annum. OF this commerce Eng- 
land got about $33,000,000, the United Statesabout 
$8,000,000, France something over $5,000,000, 
and the remaining 
chiefly between Germany, Spain, Belgium, Sar- 
dinia, Cuba, India,and China. By this statement 
it appears that England secured to herself over half 
of the whole foreign commerce of Mexico, and 
four times as much as we did; although to obtain 
it she passed by our own doors, and almost tres- 
passed upon our own territory. The same policy 
pursued with regard to Mexico has been pur- 
sued by Great Britain in reference to Brazil, A 
line of mail steamers was subsidized and com- 
meneed running in 1851, with still more favora- 
ble results to the trade and commerce of Great 
Britain than she experienced even with Mexico. 


From. this is to be deducted’ 


$8,000,000 was distributed | 


The first year British exports were increased | 


$5,000,600, and the imports and exports of Eng- 


land with Brazil the first six years were doubled; | 


while the six years immediately preceding 1851, 
withoutsteam communicalion, the trade remained 
stationary. ` de a 


The vast: increase:of the foreign trade and com- 
merce of Great Britain of late years can be traced 
directly to her wise and sagacious policy in offering 
encouragement and holding out every inducement 
for increased. facilities. in steam communication 
with every part of the habitable globe. Imight 
give the statistics of these ‘astonishing results 
more in detail, as they are found on record in the 
official. reports of. the. several Governments: and 
on file in the archives of. our. own, but the hour 
allotted to me will not permit,-and I will only 
take the time of the House,as it is.sufficient, per- 
haps, for my purpose, to give thus briefly.an au- 
thentic statement of these important facts. 

_ France under her present ruler hasbeen pur- 
suing to a considerable extent.the same policy as 
England, and with similar results. She has been 
rapidly recovering her maritime importance which 
‘was, almost extinguished by the conditions of 
the treaty of peace of 1815. ‘The French Gov- 
ernment pays large subsidies to the three great 
lines communicating with South America and the 
East.. They are all in the.interest of one great 
company, and receive one general subsidy, which 
is increased as the serviée is extended. it isin 
one sense a great national concern. The Govern- 
ment not only grants a large annual subsidy, but 
makes advances to build the boats, and gets re- 
imbursed from their subsequent earnings, deduct- 
ing a small percentage from their gross receipts, 
which gradually wipes out the. first advance, 

The liey de our Government, in contrast with 
England’and France, as results show, has been 
narrow and short-sighted, .Our tominerce with 
those countries, previous to the rebellion, cither 
decreased or remained, during this same period— 
the last decade—almost stationary, while that.of 
England flourished and increased in many in- 
stances fourfold, under the fostering care of her 
subsidy system. in 1859 our trade with Mexico 
was, in exports to that country, about three 
and a half million dollars, and our imports from 
there about five and a half millions, upward of 
four millions of which was specie. England ex- 
ported and imported about four times as much 
during the same year. It should have been re- 
versed. We should have had four times.as much 
commerce with Mexico as England. It would 
have been so if we had pursued the same liberal 
and sagacious policy that she has; for it was no 
fault of Mexico that our commercial relations 
were not more intimate and extensive with her 
than they were. The Mexican Government has, 
for years fully appreciated the advantages of closer 
and more intimate commercial relations with the 
United States, and have made several attempts to 


establish steam communication with us for postal 


and commercial purposes, and in 1857 made a 
contract with a citizen of the United States to pay 
an annual subsidy of $120,000 for ten years, which 
was practically contingent upon tHe cooperation 
of this Government in like manner, but the Gov- 
ernment of the United States failed to codperate, 
and the project was abandoned. Every consid- 
eration of interest, both political and commercial, 
Mexico conceived to be involved in the enter- 
prise, and while she believed the United States 
would be benefited in much greater degree than 
herself, she exhibited an enlightened liberality in 
coming forward and offering to bear her full share 
of the burden, 

In this connection I will quote some extracts 
from a letter of a late Postmaster General—Gov- 
ernor Brown—now deceased, written in 1859 to 
the chairman at that time of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads, urging upon 
Congress a similar measure in reference to steam 
communication with Mexico which this-bill pro- 
vides with Brazil. In that letter he says: 


« Notwithstanding the proximity of Mexico, andthe spe- 
cial interest of this Government in everyibing that apper- 
tains to and that might facilitate the most friendly and 
enlarged intercourse between our own and the people of 
that republic, itis well known that for the last twenty years 
the commerce between the two countries has been greatly 
decreasing, whereas with Great Britain and other Euro- 
pean nations it has been steadily increasing. This fact, it 
may be presumed, is attributable almost entirely to the pot~ 
icy of the L sh Government in protecting and supporting 
regular Hines of mail steamers. Frequency, certainty, and 
regularity of intercourse between countries are the great 
lite-springs of comme 72 bs r E A “The 
advantages of our geographical position, and the enterprise 
of.our people, who produce and manufacture every article 
of consumption suitable to the Mexican market, enable us, 
afer the trade is once developed, to sell or exchange ott 
terms more advantageous to Mexican consumers than canbe 
possibly offered by Europeah producers. Once accomplish 


1864. 


this object, and it is obvious that the considerable amounts 
of specie whieh now find theire way to Europe wouid be 
diverted to the United States.”? 

These views are presented so forcibly, and hav- 
ing as much application, or more, even, to Brazil 
than Mexico, 1 could not forbear to quote them. 

The action and feeling of leading citizens of 
Mexico of all parties, for some years previous to 
the rebellion, as well as the direct action of the 
Mexican Government in 1857, while it proves 
that Mexico has not been insensible to the great 
advantages, commercial and political, to be ob- 
tained by more intimate communication with the 
United States, presents tous the mortifying fact 
that to the apathy of our Government and people 
is ascribable the great falling off of our trade and 
commerce with that country, which in 1835 was 
over twenty millions in commercial exchanges, 
which England by her enterprise and sagacity, 
has snatched away from us, Who can doubt 
that the commercial exchanges of the United 
States with Mexico, had this commerce been prop- 
erly encouraged, would have exceeded tn amount 
that of the whole world besides? Itis marvelous 
that we should have exhibited for so many years 
such indifference to all that concerns the encour- 
agement and development of our trade with the 
Spanish-American countries, so natural and so 
important to us that we should cultivate the elos- 
est ties of amity and friendship. 

Our exports to Brazil in 1858 were about 


$5,000,000, in 1859 abont $6,000,000, in 1860 | 


nearly the same, and in L861 within ten thousand 
dollars of amounting to $5,000,000. Our import- 
ations fram Brazil during the same period of four 


years were 817,000,000 in 1858, $22,000,000 in | 


1859, $21,000,000 in 1860, and something less 
than $15,000,000 in 1861. This enormous balance 
against us, an average annual amount of about 
$13,000,000, had to be wiped out, of course, in 
coin, Contrast this with the trade of Great Brit- 
ainin 1861. Her exports to Brazil amounted that 
year to over $28,000,000, and her imports of Bra- 
zilian products, other than specie, less than half 
that sum, making a balance in her favorof about 
the same number of millions as we show of bal- 
ance against us;a trade which greatly increases 
the wealth of Kngland,and to no small extent im- 
poverishes us. 

The exports to Brazil from the United States 
consist chiefly of agricultural products, say about 
seven eighths to one eighth of manufactured. arti- 
eles. The list of articles embraced inthe United 
States returns of exports to Brazil are so numer- 
ous, and of such natural and abundant production 
in this country, as to admit of immense expan- 
sion in volume and value, when once markets and 
men are brought together by means of steam con- 
veyance for mails and passengers, samples and 
invoices. 
of the vast West India trade tapped by touching 
at St. Thomas. But when it is considered that 
mail steamers diverge from this central point to 
all the most important islands of the West. Indies 
south of Cuba, as wellas to Mexico and different 
ports on the Spanish Main, it is palpable that a 
new vitality will be imparted to our intercourse 


with those fertile regions by the establishment of 


this direct line. Itis believed to be beyond dis- 
pute that a great trade and travel from the West 
indies and from the east coast of South America 


is now driven to Europe for want of steam facil- | 


ities, the existence of which would bring both in 
preference to our more congenial shores. 

I have before alluded to the good feeling exist- 
ing toward us on the partof the dominant party 
in Brazil at the present time, and in illustration 
of this I desire to read some extracts from a letter 
written by a distinguished member of the Liberal 
party in Brazil, which I find in a memorial pre- 
sented to this body from the New York Mail 
Steamship Company, which, doubtless, many of 
you have seen, ‘I'he letter is addressed to an 


American merchant now residing in Rio de-Ja- | 


neiro, George N. Davis, Esq.: 
Province or Rro pe Janurro, March, 1863. 
My Dear Mr. Davis: Your letter has given me great 
pleasure, in addition to the honor of your attentions, £ 
must express the lively satisfaction whieh Texy 
the interest which you take in eur [the Brazi 
question, namely, direct steam navigation between the Giri- 
ted States and Braz I mastalso express my thanks to his 
excelloney the American im a for giving me a portion 
of his time in regard to this most important measure. 
* x x * x * x x 
What would be the largest sum which J judge the Bra- 


x 


I shall notattempt to furnish statistics | 


ence ati 
anj great | 


7 
i 
; 
i 


7 
i 
{ 
tt 
į! 
i 
f 
H 


- icans will revolutionize Brazil; that if we form ińtimate 
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zilin Government wonid grant as a subsidy to-a dircet 
steamship fine with the United States? Jif repiy that 


| would be the duty of our Goverument to give the sumne- ; 
cessary for the undertaking, Whatever that sum might be, | 
ter of vital importance our ; 
agricultural interests that we euter into closer relations | 
with the United States. F proposed last. year the’ suum of | 


from the fret th 


110,000 as our share of the annual subsidy. 

* * * * * * * A 
he case with wbich our Government could aid by a 
satisfactory subsidy to the company that will unite Rio de 
Janeiro, Pernambuco, and Para with the markets. of the 
United States is acknowledged by all. Unfortunately, to 


* * * * 


speak frankly, there are some pretended statesmen among | 


us who wish to disseminate in bighaud official quarters a 
sentiment adverse to relations with the United State: 
These adulators, in order to show themselves more mon- 
archical than the monarch himself, insinuated that Amer- 


relations with them that they will finish by annexing the 
valley of the Aimazou. appily, however, the opinions of 
these suspicious spirits of darkness, who alone have made 
our kuess more dense, have been falsified by the good 
sense of the people of both countries, For we meet with 
Americans iu ali parts ot Brazil, and principatly in the val- 
ley of the Amazon at Para, where they nourish co es 
fu Rio de Janeiro Aincricans have rendered commerce the 
labor-saving machines of their agriculture, which is anal- 
ogous to ours. In the province of Rio de Janeiro our great 
man of enterprise, Sr, C. Ottoni, confides to Americans 


| his vast undertakings. Sustained by their indomitable per- ; 


severance and extraordinary energy, they bave in the sec- 
ond & on of the Pedro LE railway tilled up valleys, pe 
forated through the Serra de- Mar with tunnels, and at th 
moment locomotives made in their northern home take 
possession ‘of the heights over Thermopyia. 

Exeuse the emphasis with whieh {expre 
is a subject whieh ine ntly occupies my soul, 


s myself. This 
{ wish 


| to influence the destinies of my country by pointing out the 


era of transformation, moral and economieal, iu whieh my 
native tand needs to begin by establishing direet steam nav 
igation between the two countries. 

Brazil needs new blood, she needs the Yankee spirit, this 
intrepidity, this energy, this maseuline spirit of invention 
and progress, She ueeds to remodel her Portuguese and 
priestly prejudices in the world of generous ideas of liberty, 
asto day we cast rifled cannon from the old-S% 
wortitess culverips. = X: = s 

But € forgotthat the most effeetive arguments are com- 
mereiathinierests. f bave already, ina work published fast 
year, referred to this subject. Commerce between the two 
countries is coustanuy Increasing, In 1859 we imported 
from the United Stites to the amount of $5,000,000, and we 
exportedio the United States $22,000,000. 
most direetly interested iw the closer relations of whieh I 
bave spoken? Without doubt Brazil, aud above all the 
planiers and dealers in coffee, and we cofiectors and mer- 
chants of the India rubber of the Amazon valley. If the 
stun toll oi transactions in the normal aunual period, and 
team is $23,000,000, is not the advant- 
age of a steamship line between New York and Rio evi- 
dent to all? 
vo one can foresee the increase of importation from the 


* 


United States when there shall be the great convenience of 


steam communication with New York. To-day no one ig- 
nores that Am ns begin to take the lead in our markets 
in certain articles, which they compete with and surpass 
the Buglish. he United States turnish us with bread- 
stuffs. Yon have even imported for us Lidian coruin years 
of scarcity. Many articles of furniture and of wooden ware 
s Yes, even in the 
mountains, Whence [ write this fetter, I have seen many 
household comforts whieh we call American, The Pedro 
it Railway Company have formed s6’good an opinion ‘of 
your founderies and maehine shops that they now prefer 
merican locomotives, (Baldwin, of Philadelphia.) and 
merican cars, (Wasson, Springfcld, Massachusetts.) T'he 
ngiish, who almost monopolize our market in couon and 
woolen fubries, send to Brazil articles of a high price and 

erior quality. hitherto without competition. Would that 


ja ‘eriean manulacturers would obtain informacion of this 


sre © market; aud by studying near at hand the wants and 


tustos of nine million people E have nodoubithatin a short | 


time they would be strong competitors of the Euglisb, Who 
would profit by this competition? Undoubtedly the Brazil- 
jans and you North Americans. 

Another consideration. Brazil necds civil engineers, men 
of enterprise, intelligent laborers, men habituated to new 
inventions, and they themselves juveutors. These pre- 
cious men abduuad in the United States. Brazil offers het- 
self to emigrants. 

Let American steamers navigate the Amazon; let the 
coast trade be free to the starry flag and to friendly nations $ 
give impulse to railways and the uavigation of all our large 
rivers; above all, let us have a line of steamers between 
the United States and Brazil, aud thea we shall see the 


development of our country by an advantageous influx of, 


Americans, 
If we ii 


t upon this question it will soon triumph. The 
occasion is opportune. The recent arbitrary conduct of 
England excites inthe whole of Brazil a great disconfidence 
in alt European Governments, and by this means some of 
the most obstinate minds have been opened to the idea of 
an intimate alliance with the United States. The moment 
is propitious. 


Aud now, my dear Mr. Davis, feeling that | have not i 
been as useful in this matter as f desired, with profound | 


respect and the greatest esteem, I remain your servant, 
A. C. TAVARES BASTOS. 

I trust, Mr. Speaker, that l have cicarly shown 
that the great material interests of this country 
will be promoted by the inauguration of sucha 
policy as this bill contemplates. Nor does it in- 
volve less grave considerations ofa political char- 
acter. Grent political considerations, of trans- 
cendent importance, ave involved in the question 


ashioned aud | 
x x * 


Now who isthe ji 


| of intimate postal and commercial communitas 
| tions with ur peighborsiuponthis coptiaeit: “Wea 
need that friendship of these Weighboring mijong 
which always follows intercourse. “The Governe 
ments of Europe are seeking to establish“ their 
institutions and theit policy upon this continents 
Nor will pretexts' ever be wanting to the am 
bilious and unscrupulous. We ought not to allow 
them to outstrip us by means of steam commu 
nication which we ourselves can better supply 
in securing to themselves the great advantages 
which shane of national policy unqiestion- 
| ably gives them. Establish’ steam communica~ 
tion, such as this bill contemplates, with Sotth 
America, and you will not see England a: great 
while longer exporting to Brazil $28,000,000 in 
i merchandise, and taking in‘return less than half 
‘that amount, and the United: States exporting 
| only $6,000,000, while she imports of Brazilian 
| products over $20,000,000 per annum, a 
| Phe South American nations are all anxious to! 
| establish more intimate political and commercial 
| 
| 
| 
i 


i 
i 
i 


|i relations with this country. They dread the ens 
croaching and grasping policy of the Governments 
ofthe Old World, and they are looking tothe Gov- 
ernment of the United States asa barrier and shield! 
| to the aggressions and usurpations of European 

policy. Some object to the inauguration of this 
| policy now because it would burden the nation 
i withadditional debt which we are now so poorly’ 
| able to bear. Noone, lknow, can feel more deeply 
‘than [ do the necessity for curtailing and econo- 
mizing in all our expenditures; bat there is no 
policy that we can adopt that will develop our 
|i resources, increase our means, and strengthen’ 
| our credit so much in proportion to the expendi” 
| ture incurred as the adoption of this system which 
this bill inaugurates. [hope to see ere long the 
/ development of a system of ocean steam naviga~ 
tion and foreign mail service worthy a great marie 
|| time nation like our own, and somewhat commen- 
|! surate with the power and influence which this 
© Government ought to possess among the nations 
of the earth. When this is accomplished—and 
no more opportune time than the present will 
probably ever be presented for its iniuguration=— 
what an evidence of power and strength will be 
exhibited to foreign Governments! Avtatinn ëh- 


witnessed, with its flag fying from the mast-head, 
lof its steamers upon every sea, disputing for’ 
| maritime supremacy with the great Powers’ of 
Europe, and wresting from their tenacious grasp: 
that great prize the carrying-trade of the world, 
Then, indeed, may we stand erect updn fordign 
soil and point with proud satisfaction to the fact 
that we are American citizens. . 

Mr. PRUYN. With the consent of the gen- 
tleman from. Indiana, F desire to say a few words 
upon the subject of this bil, : 

Į bave listened with great interest to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, the chair+ 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, in reference to the importance of the bill, 
upon the importance of cultivating closer relations 
between this country and the great empire of the 
South American continent, Fhe empire of Bra- 
zil is, next to this country, the largest on this con- 
linent. It possesses asou which is very rich, and 
| which produces many articles of necessity in this 
| country which are largely imported from Brazil, 
Our commerce with that empire is already large 
and rapidly increasing, They are very earnest in 
their desire for closer relations with the United 
States than those which now subsist. 

It is not necessary here to go into detail of the 
| facts in regard to the relations existing between 
Brazil and Great Britain further than to say, if T 
lam correctly informed, they are not as cordial as 
they have been, and to add that the emperor and: 
authorities of Brazil are looking earnestly to the 
cultivation of closer relations with this country. 
than have heretofore cxisted. k 

It is mortifying to know, Mr. Speaker, thavif 
any gentleman wants to go to Brazil or any 
| South American State, he must, inthe first’ place, 
cross the ocean to England or France, and then 
take an English or French steamer by the way of 
the West Indies. We have no direct commerce 
by steam with that part of the continent. 

I am glad to see a very liberal bill, as I under- 
stand this to be; has been introduced by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads for the 
establishment of postal relations with Brazil, and 


t 


gaged in the mightiest struggle the world hàsevèr , 
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commercial relations, which, in-their results.ina 
few: years, will be, of. great, interest cand. import- 
ance to, the country. I. sincerely trust that this, 
bill willreceive the unanimous assent of the House, 
and: that,.we-.will show to Brazil,.which js. so. 
well.disposed: toward us, by prompt and uhani- 
mous.action, that the American people fully ap- 
préciate their good, feeling toward usand are.anx~ 
igus for the closer relations. which. we trust will 
spon grow. ùp between the two.countries. 

o Mra SEBVENS rose. 000 a 

<The SPEAKER... The gentleman.from Mas- 
sachugetts.is entitled :to:thẹe foor.. .* ` 

oMr, STEVENS, : p họpe:he does not propose 
tọ call the:previoùs question. before this bill has 
been considered. — : ' 

Mr. ALLEY. Iwill yield to the gentleman 
from, Pennsylvania, __ . 

‘Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, I do: notknow 
whether this bill has been printed, but I cannot 
find it on my file, Ido not know how much it 
gontains. . When. the bill was first. reported by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, if I recollect 
righily, it provided. for a subsidy of $150,000. 
Now, sir, thought we had concluded to abandon 
the system of granting these subsidies to lines of 
ocean steamers. We tried it fora time with the 


Gollins steamers, and then we abandoned it. We ' 


left everything open to competition, as it ought 
to: be. 
© But.if. it were ever proper to.grant these sub- 
sidies to one line in preference to another, it seems 
to me that now is not the time to inaugurate the 
measure. While gold ranges from seventy to one 
hundred per cent. premium, while we are spend- 
jg $3,000,000 every day to provide for the armies, 
and incurring debts to the amount that we can 
realize from loans and taxation, I submit is not 
the time to pass even a meritorious subsidy. It 
is said that this is such a one,and I suppose itis. 
IL know nothing about it.. I suppose that this is 
not the proper time, and I therefore move that 
the further consideration of the bill be postponed 
for two, weeks. 
Mr. ALLEY. Ido not yield for that motion, 
and I ought. perhaps to make one remark in re- 
ply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. He 
hag misapprehended the whole matter. The bill 
does not provide for any subsidy to any particu- 
` lar Ine, Pat lcaves it open to competition just 
as he dosires it. If the gentleman had listened 
to. my remarks he would certainly not have made 
his speech, 

Mr. KASSON. I ask the gentleman from 

Massachusetts to yield to me. 
Mr. ALLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, thia bill was 
reported. on the 4th of March, 1864; and was 
ordered to be printed and has been before the 
House for several weeks. As it relates to a sub- 
ject in which I have taken considerable inter- 
est, not merely in the direction of Brazil but in 
all. other directions across the ocean, I desire to 
occupy the attention of the House for a few: 
moments.. lt provides for an amount not cx- 
ceeding $150,000 on the part of the United States, 
with the promise that Brazil shall pay an equal 
amountin aid of the line. : 

Let me say to gentlemen, as one important fact 
connected with this matter, that in my investiga- 
tions last summer as, to the connection between 
the transportation of the mails and the transpor- 
tation of articles of commerce, I found that com- 
merce had grown, perhaps, | may say, to amuch 
greater degree than the increased transportation 
of the mails; that in proportion as you develop 
mail communication between any two countries 
engaged in commerce, in thatsame proportion, or 
greater, you develop commercial transportation, 
between any two commercial countries. Take, 
for instance, the English steamship line down the 
coast of South America on. the west side, from 
Panama to Chili, which is perhaps the richest 
company in the world as a transportation com- 
pany. It was first engaged by the British Gov- 
ernment for the purpose of carrying the mails of 
England, which were transported across the isth- 
mus and thence south, touching at the various 
ports on that coast, Commencing with that, it 
has developed certain commercial relations whieh 
legitimately belong to the city of New York, or 
other financial centers of this country. lt has not 
only done that, but it has thrown all the great 
commercial transactions of South America into 


‘acter of it tothe House. 


English bottoms and for the support of English 
commerce; all.of which belongs to the United 
States of America by every legitimate consider- 


„ation you can apply to such a question. 


Perhaps with still greater emphasis may that 
be said of the commerce upon the eastern coast 
of South America, where the lines from New 
York, Boston, Baltimore, and Philadelphia to the 
Brazilian coast must necessarily furnish an imme- 
diate and important communication for commerce 
between'the United States and the intermediate 
ports., . a ne i 

-L find'on looking at this bill that it- provides 
that. this line may be required to touch at other 
intermediate ports. By touching at St. Thomas 
and other. ports it intercepts the English and 
French lines and furnishes a very important com- 
munication for our commercial public with differ- 
ent countries, a fact of very great importance. 

This being the bill, although I have been, I 
think I may almost say, the inflexible opponent 
of the system of subsidies, I have yielded my 
views in favor of this bill, because I find that 
more money will. come to the people and to the 
Treasury of the United -States, in my judgment, 
by the adoption of the bill than you will save by 
refusing the subsidy, And on this.ground I sup- 
port the bill. 

We havea margin af over twelve million-dollars 
of trade against us with Brazil, as stated by the 
gentleman from, Massachusetts [Mr. ALLey] in 
his carefully prepared speech; and we cannot ex- 
pect successfully to reduce that margin againstus, 
which is drawing gold from this country and call- 
ing for exchange upon London to be sent to Bra- 
zil, until you establish some regular and reliable 
communication for commerce which will tend to 
reduce that balance by furnishing increased fà- 
cilities for the exportation of our products to 
Brazil. 

Mr. MALLORY. In connection with this 
matter [ wish to inquire of the gentleman from 
Iowa whether before the Government pays this 
bounty of $150,000 to establish this mail com- 
munication with Brazil, he docs not think we 
ought to inquire whether the Government intends 
to cut down the mail service upon our own home 
lines. 

And I wish to inquire of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether the bill which I under- 
stand him to say he is now ready to report from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
in reference to the overland mail route to San Fran- 
cisco diminishes the service upon that route, and 
whether that is the Senate bill, or the House bill 
amended by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEY. I will answer the gentleman 
with great pleasure. That matter, as I stated 
before, is before our committee for consideration, 
but it is not proper for me to say here, before the 
report is made, whether the committee will agree 
with the Senate or not. Hisa Senate bill. ` 

I can only say in regard to the intimation which 

the gentleman made in reference to the reduction 
of the appropriation, that so far as the service is 
concerned it will not be reduced, but the amount 
which. will be paid will depend upon the result of 
the investigations now being made. by the com- 
mittee. Í say, for one, that [have gone over the 
matter very carefully and thoroughly, and Fin- 
tend to investigate it most fully, and if the result 
of that investigation shall show that it is not 
worth anything like the sum of moncy which the 
Senate supposes, and which the Senate bill pro- 
vides for, we shall most certainly report in favor 
ofa reduction of the amount. Flow that will be, 
time will determine. 
" Mr. MALLORY. Ifthe gentleman from Iowa 
will allow me, I will say that 1 misunderstood the 
gentleman from Massachusetts this morning when 
he responded to my first inquiry, I understood 
him then to say that he had authority from his 
committee to report on that subject this morning, 
and I therefore supposed that the report was pre- 
pared, and that he could communicate the char- 
1 will now say that I 
made the inquiry because the action of those of 
us who are interested, as the gentleman from lowa 
is, in this overland route, may depend somewhat 
upon the disposition that the committee may make 
of that other matter in which we feel so deep an 
interest. ; 

Mr. ALLEY. Lean only say in reply to the 
gentleman from Kentucky that if he intends to 


govern his vote by the action of the committee 
upon another bill entirely independent and irre- 
spective of this, he docs not follow that course 
which, in my opinion, an American ‘legislator 
ought to pursue. I.can only say that so far as 
that-question. is concerned, every member. of the 
committee is favorably inclined, so far as I know, 
to all the parties: in interest: and to.the service; 
and Lhave no doubt that whatever -the result of 
their investigations:may be,the-conelusion which 
they will adopt will be in accordance with the 
facts, and L think-will mect the approbation of the 
friends of the. measure. ust eos 

Mr. MALLORY. I wish-to-say to ‘the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts thata member from 
Kentucky in this House shapes hiscourse on: pub- 
lic matters without caring much as to what the 
opinion of the gentleman from Massachusetts may 
beas to what course a statesman should or should 
not pursue here. I happen'to think that the duty 
of a member of the House, in acting on a ques- 
tion like this, is first to ascertain what is to be 
done.in reference. to other matters of a similar 
character in which he feelsa deepinterest. I, for 
instance, am :not opposed in principle to the meas- 
ure which- the gentleman has. submitted to the 
House. I am in favor of seeing our postal com- 
munications extended. Í agree with the gentle- 
man from lowa [Mr. Kasson} in regard. to that 
matter, and I wish I could upon others. 


Mr. KASSON. Itisa great pity you cannot. 
{Laughter. f : 
Mr.MALLORY. I wish to see the day when 


we shall be connected by postal communications 
with every nation with which we have commer- 
cial intercourse. But J-want the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to understand that.asan American 
statesman, if I may call myself such, as a Repre- 
sentative of the American people, it is not only 
my right but my duty first to see that the postal 
facilities within my own land are attended to by 
the Government before we extend our postal com- 
munications to every other nation on the face of 
the earth. | : ; . 

Sir, if he thinks differently, he doesnot under- 
stand what are the duties of an American Repre- 
sentativeand statesman. He ought to takeevery 
measure ‘into consideration that has: been intro- 
duced into the Flouse in passing upon any one, 
because the measures before the Hlouse have a 
material influence one upon the other. As I said 
before, we do not want to expend the public money 
in bounties to establish foreign postal lines before 
we learn whether the Post Office Committee intend 
to pursue a liberal course toward these lines of 
postal communication within our own lines in 
which we feel more interest than the one which 
this bill proposes to establish. I am obliged to 
the gentleman from Iowa for yielding to me. 

Mr. ALLEY. J concur entirely with my dis- 
tinguished friend from Kentucky in regard to his- 
ideas of the duties of American. statesman, as he 
has expressed them in his last remarks. If this 
bill had any connection whatever with the bill 
which the gentleman bas referred to, then I agree 
with him that the two measures should be consid- 
ered together. But failingto perceive that it had 
any connection whatever with this bill, I took the 
gentleman’s remark to be somewhat in the nature 
of a threat, that if the commercial interests of the 
country were protected and taken care of, then 
the interests of the West and of the Pacific coast 
must be taken care of also,and he wished before 
voting upon this bill to know whether the inter- 
ests of his own section were to be protected, and 
if not, that he would be opposed to this measure. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, I think I can 
understand the positions of both the gentlemen 
who have engaged in this side debate, aside from 
this Brazilian subject. The distinguished gentle- 
man from Kentucky insists that this overland 
mail shall be sustained to a peint of practical and 
successfulefficiency. lagrce with him. I shake 
hands with him on that subject, and shall con- 
tinue to do so. No measure an which we may 
vote shall be permitted, so far as I am concerned, 
to interfere with the success of that great internal 
line which is becoming more and more necessary 
for the country intermediate between the States 
and the Pacific coast, as well as for the eastern 
and western coasts of the country. Andif J sup- 
posed that this was In any way prej udicial to that 
measure, I should certainly be very reluctant ta 
support it, On the contrary, they are, as sug- 


1864, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


gested by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Autey,] independent measures, each merit- 
Ing the proper attention and proper support of 
the House. 

I recur, as near as I can recollect, to the point 
in my argument where I left off some time since. 
That was, that as an economical measure for the 
financial interests of the country this bill is re- 
quired, and ought to be passed by the House. 1 
think I was saying I had been an opponent of the 
subsidy system, and am still an opponent of it 
when it is urged upon us to a large amount. 
Take, forexample, the Collins line, to which hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars were annually ap- 
propriated for a long period of time for the pur- 
pose of maintaining commercial and postal com- 
munication between New York and Liverpool; 
just the very line of all others where commerce 
itself should sustaina line. ‘That was, to use the 
words of the gentleman from Kentucky, in the 
nature of a bounty to a particular line. If this 
were a proposition of that sort, to give a subsidy 
in the nature of a bounty to a commercial line, I 
should agree that it was improper. 

Mr. ALLEY. [trast the gentleman from Iowa 
will allow me to make astatementin this connec- 
tion. 

Mr. KASSON, | Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEY. While the amount of the sub- 
sidy from the United States is limited to $150,000, 
the committee received such information as in- 
ducesitto believe that the whole service can be per- 
formed for $250,000. If Brazilshould join with 
usin paying half the expense, it will leave only 


$125,000 to be paid by the United States, and the j 


receipts from postage, judging from the best data 
we had, will amount to at least $50,000, thereby 
reducing the actual expenditure toaless sum than 
$100,000. 

Mr. KASSON, Avery important statement, 
Mr. Speaker. At this time we give to any line 
of steamers, forcign or domestic, that carries our 
mails to a foreign country, all the postages that 
accrue on these mails; if a domestic steamer, 
both inland and ocean postage, and if a foreign 
steamer, the ocean postage. This is ‘no longer 
abounty. It partakes of the nature of an exact 
compensation for services rendered in carryiig 
the mails of the United States, with enormous 
incidental advantages to the country In the way 
of changing the balance of trade, or at least di- 
niinishing that balance, which is now so greatly 
againstus. Itis on that ground I support it. 

In the case of the Collins line, to which gentle- 
men are disposed to refer, we appropriated a 
specific amount to that line. Here, on the con- 
trary, we fix asmall maximum of compensation, 
and allow the whole world to bid for the service 
at as much less a rate as companies may be will- 
ing to take the maiis for. In that respect, also, 
it differs in an important manner from the old 
system of subsidy to transatlantic steamers. I 
think the gentleman from Massachusetts is very 
right when he protests against our being left so 
utterly dependent on foreign lines if we can get 
the service performed by our own steamers for 
so moderate a sum as is appropriated by this bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand my colleague to 
state that the balance of trade is against us, and 
in favor of Brazil, to the amount of $12,000,000 
per annum. I desire to know how a line of 
steamers receiving a subsidy of $150,000 per an- 
num is to be relied on for the correction of this 
immense balance against the United States, 

Mr. KASSON. If my colleague from Iowa 
had examined the statistics of trade as developed 
by the establishment of steamship lines to other 
countries he would see the importance of this 
measure. 

Mr. WILSON, Iasked that question in order 
to draw out the information which I presumed 
that my colleague had. 

Mr. KASSON. Ishould be very happy to give 
any information in my possession upon this sub- 
ject. At present we have no line of steamships 
and no regular communication with Brazil, but 
are compelled to rely upon means of communica- 
tion irregular in their character for all our com- 
merce with that country. 

The products of Brazil comprise certain staples 
which we must have, and which we do obtain in 
large quantities; coffee being perhaps the largest 
among them. But, sir, we have no means of reg- 
ular communication with Brazil, and vessels only 


go there irregularly and infrequently. Now, sir, 
if by this smal] postal subsidy we can-establish 
semi-monthly communication that shall be reli- 
able, you will find that manufacturers, and ex- 
porters will export largely to that country, and 
that our commerce will in a very short time be so 
developed by such a line of communication. that 
thislarge balance of trade against us willbe greatly 
diminished or overcome. 

Mr. STEVENS. I wish toask the gentleman 
from Towa, how it happens, if these advantages 
are so certain, that they have not been seized on 
by private enterprise. 

Mr. WILSON. Thatis precisely the question 
Thad risen to ask. i 

Mr. KASSON. I am happy to answer both 
gentlemen with one response. It is, that private 
enterprise has not ventured any more here than 
it has done in foreign countries, where scarcely 
a line of steamships has ever been originally 
established without aid from Government. I 
will mention also, as an illustration of the advant- 
ages to be derived, that several foreign steamship 
companies have made most earnest requests of 
the Postmaster General to use the name of United 
States mail steamships on condition of carrying 
our mails, in order to insure commercial confi- 
dence as to the regularity of their lines. 

Mr. STEVENS. Was that since the Alabama 
has been abroad? 

Mr. KASSON. Yes, sir, there are two lines 
now begging for this advantage, in order to give 
commercial confidence in their regularity. 

Mr. ALLEY. I would like to say a word, if 
the gentleman will permit me, in reference to the 
question propounded by the gentleman from Lowa 
furthest from me, [Mr. Winson.] 1 have before 
me a letter from the American consul at Rio de 
Janeiro, dated in. July, 1862, inclosing to this | 
Government a report of the commercial condition 
of Brazil, in which he alludes to the material in- 
jury the trade of the United States has sustained 
with that country owing to the rebel privateers 
which have been in their waters, and urging the 
importance of a regular line of steam communi- 
cation between Brazil and the United States. In 
this letter occurs this passage: 

* So long asthere is no direct steam communication be- 
tween Brazil and the United States, just so long will our 
nation occupy the present humiliating position in regard tó 
the control of its commerce? “The trade with England 
and France has grown enormously, and almost beyond be- 
lief, since the Governments of those countrics established 
regnlar monthly steam communication with Brazil? 

Now, l will say in this connection, our. com- 
merce with Mexico in 1835 was $20,000,000 an- 
nually,. The commerce of Great Britain with 
Mexico at that time was lessthan ours. Butby 
the establishment of a steam communication di- 
rectly to Mexico, her commerce has gone up to 
$28,000,000 per annum, while ours is reduced to 
$8,000,000. The whole annual commerce of Mex- 
ico is but about fifty-four million dollars of com- 
mercial exchanges. Of this, $28,000,000 goes 
to England, $8,000,000 to the United States, 
$5,000,000 to France, and the balauce to the rest 
of the world. Just so in degree has it been with 
Brazil. Our commercial intercourse with Brazil, 
so far as commercial exchanges are concerned, 
has decreased, while that of Great Britain has 
continually increased ever since the establishment 
of this line of steam communication, doubling 
the very first year of steam communication be- 
tween Great Britain and Brazil, until at this time 
it amounts in exports of Biitish products 1 þe- į 
lieve to 422,000,000, while ours is only about 
six million dollars of exports, while we receive 
$21,000,000 of imported goods, making more than 
thirteen million dollars balance of trade against us. 

Mr. KASSON. These facts, Mr. Speaker, fur- 
nish an unanswerable argument as to the effect of 
the establishment of a steamship line. Any per- 
son may doubt as to whether we pay too much 
for the service or not. That point is open to 
argument, In developing the vast interests of the | 
country Ido not think any gentleman who has 
given this subject examination can entertain a 
doubt as to the great advantage to a commercial 
country of a steamship line, 

Mr, ALLEY. Let me make a suggestion, if | 


my friend will yield a moment, in reply to the | 
question propounded by the gentleman from Penn- | 
sylvania, (Mr. Srnvens.] He asked why private | 


enterprise could not do this. ‘Thatis impossible. | 
England has too great a start of us. England | 


jis 


grants subsidies to the. extent. of over four mil- 
lion dollars, and_ no nation upon, the face of the 
globe, as. we all know, understands its pecuniary. 
Interest better than England. Yet, from the com- 
mencement of the subsidy system in 1840. down 
to the present time, she has greatly increased. it 
until it amounts to four. million dollars and: up- 
ward. Under these circumstances, our capital- 
ists and commercial men find it impossible to 
compete with British merchants supported ‘by 
their Government by such large subsidies. 

Mr, WILSON. ` How much does: England 

ay as asubsidy to this Brazilian line? aa 

Mr. KASSON. My recollëction is that itis 
about seventy-five thousand pounds sterling. 

ENROLLED BILLS, ; 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported. that they-had examined and found 
truly enrolled. bills.and resolutions ofthe follow- 
ing titles: ; 

An act (H. R. No. 144) to enable the people 
of Nebraska to form wconstitutionand State gov- 
ernment, and for the admission-of such State into 
the Union on` an. equal footing: with the: original 
States; : $i og PM sgt 

Joint resolution (H. R: No. 21) relative to the 
accounts.of the petty officers, seamen, and. others 
of the United States gunboat Cincinnati; 2 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 13) tendering the 
thanks of Congress to Admiral Porter; a. 

An act (H.R. No. 297) fixing the date of the 
loss of the United States brig Bainbridge, and for 
the relief of officers, seamen, and marines of the 
same, and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 54) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to sellat public auc- 
tion lot No. 13 in the village of Sackett’s Harbor, 
New York. 


STEAMSHIP LINE TO BRAZIL“~—AGAIN. S 


Mr. KASSON resumed the floor. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Junderstand the 


| gentleman to state that he intended to demand the 


previous question at the conclusion of his speech, 
f that be so, Ishouldlike to put an inquiry either 
to him or to the chairman of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads before thatis done. 

Mr. KASSON. Lagrced with the. gentleman 
from Massachusetts to move the previous ques- 
tion, and I will yield to the gentleman to make 
his inquiry. : i 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. {ask whether it 
is intended to confine this service to American 
vessels? . 

Mr. ALLEY. That.is the understanding, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Why, then, has 
the provision which is contained in bills of this 
character been omitted ? : 

Mr. ALLEY. It was thought best to leave the 
details of the bill to the Postmaster General. Ele 
is authorized to make such regulations as he may 
deem expedient. : 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I hope that] will 
be allowed to move an amendmenton that point. 

Mr. KASSON. I shall be obliged to yield to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts to call for the 
previous question. 1 am in favor of making itan 
American line. 

Mr. ALLEY. Whilel deem it entirely unne- 
cessary, I shall not object to the amendment; and 
if there is any doubt on the subject, of course it 

roper. 

Mr. KASSON. The gentleman from New 
York and the chairman can fix on the proper 
form of the amendment while F continue my re- 
marks. 

Mr. Speaker, the line is. proposed to be estab- 
lished from one of our ports north of the Poto- 
mac to Rio Janeiro, and in any event it will un- 
doubtedly be an American line. In reference to 
the subject of subsidies, let me say that the French 
Government has within the two or three past 
years followed the precedent of the English Gov- 
ernment, and have granted very large subsidies to 
lines running not only to Brazil and to Mexico, 
but one to New Orleans, And if that course is 
pursued by foreign Governments in. the future, 
and the course of the American Government 1s to 
be characterized by a neglect of all the statistics 
involved in this question and of the important in- 
terests inevitably involved in it, we shall find our 
steam commercial marine driven from the sea. 

The English Government has. paid enormous 
subsidies to the Cunard line; and the objection 
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‘made by the English people to it is based. upon 
‘dhe fact that commerce alone supports the steam- 
“Ship lines betwéen’ Liverpool and New York, and 
onthataccountthe Cunard subsidies will be term- 
gnated.° But there is no demand. by the English 
‘people upon the British Government that they 
hall withdraw the subsidies to foreign lines gen- 
erally. ‘ Aas oe : 

ue Naw, I speak of ‘this matter as a measure y 
itself; and if any other proposition comes. up for 
other lines from an American port to any foreign 
‘port, lask that thatalso may be considered upon 
its own. merits.. As it is possible that commer- 
‘cial gentlemen’ iu different States may endeavor 
to learn the disposition of Congress from this de- 
bate, I will remark ‘that another foreign Govern- 
iment has been exceedingly anxious to establish 
a line ‘of steamships between them and this coun- 
try: -I refërto the Belgian Government, which 
officially stated during the last summer that they 
would give liberal subsidies to any: American 
company which would establish a line between 
Antwerp and New York. They did not then 
even demand a subsidy from the United States, 
and 1 doubt whether a subsidy from this Gov- 
‘ernment would-be necessary. But 1 deem it of 
great. importance to. the commercial interests of 
this country that this Congress should show a 
‘disposition, not to be extravagant at all, but to 
develop the commercial interests of the country in 
connection with the postal services between the 
‘United. States. and foreign countries. - And, as 
Tssaid before, let our debate. rather be upon the 
amount we may feel justified in giving, more or 
‘Jess, but let it'not show that the opinion of this 
‘Congress is that the commercial interests of this 
country are entirely independent of the develop- 
ment of ocean steam navigation, ; 

One word more, and 1 will Jeave. the subject, 
It is that this line now proposed 4o be established 
is one which is an effort on the part of. the Uni- 
ted States.to reclaim, in part, its share of the great 
commerce of the ocean; to reclaim its position 
and its flag upon the seas, which have been par- 
tially driven off by efforts in foreign countries to 
drive us from the ocean. I recollect that one of 
‘the great Prussian monarchs, immediately after 
the close of a seven years’ war, built a magnifi- 
cent palace for hisown habitation and that of his 
successors. And when asked how he could do 
it after his country had been drained. of its finan- 
‘cial résources by a war with Austria, replicd he 
did it to signify to that enemy that the resources 
of hiscountry were not exhausted. 

Somewhat in that spirit would I say now to the 
other commercial nations of the world, that al- 
though they have indirectly contributed largely, 
and allowed their citizens to contribute to enter- 
prises intended to drive our commerce from the 
seas, yet the United States is not intending to 
yield, in the face even of this war, to any such 
enterprises upon the part of foreign Governments, 
but stand ready to inaugurate their commercial 
‘equality in the face of all obstacles which have 
‘been interposed against us. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would ask the gentleman 
whether we should not promote American com- 
merce a great deal more by offering premiums for 
‘the destruction of the Alabama and other pirates, 
so that our ships can venture out to sea? 

Mr. KASSON. When the distinguished chair- 
man of my committee shall introduce a bill to that 
effect I think I can say I will support it. The 
absence of one good measure does not justify us 
in defeating another good measure. My great 
object is to develop the wealth and prosperity of 
this country by an enterprise of this kind, IfI 
thought myself wrong in my reasoning upon the 
effect of this bill | certainly should not support 
it. You will increase the commercial power of 
the country by doing it. You will increase the 
advantages of our connection with a greatand pros- 
perous foreign country; and Lask what gentleman 
upon this floor will admit my premises and will not 
at the same time admit my conclusions, that it 
would be better for us to give some small aid in 
order to restore in favor of American commerce 
the balance of trade which has so largely increased 
against us in the absence of a direct communica- 
tion, 

I intended, sir, to speak for only ten minutes, 
but these interlocutory remarks have carried me 
beyond my original intention. I beg pardon of 
the House for the time I have occupied, and now, 


“Mr. STEVENS. 


in accordance With my agreement, I renew the 
démand for the previous question. 

} : Į move to lay the bill upon 
the table, and upon that motion I demand the 


| yeas and nays. ~ 


“The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 


| the negative—yeas 30, nays 87; as follows:. 


YEAS = Messrs. -Anderson, Ambrose W.. Clark, Clay, 
Uoffroth, Dawson, Denison, Dumont, Eckley; Eden, 
Farnsworth, Grider, Julian, Kelley, King, Lazear, Loan, 
Long, McDowell; William H. Miller, James R. Morris, 
Noble, Orth, Price, William I. Randall, Robinson, Sloan, 
Stevens, Thayer, Tracy, and Wilson—30, 1 

NAYS—Messrs. William J. Aiten, Alicy, Alison, Ames, 


‘Ashley, Vaily, Augustus C. Baldwin, John D: Baldwin, 


Baxter, Beaman, Francis P. Blair, Brooks, Chater, Cole, 
Cox, Creswell, Dawes, Eldridge, Finck, Frank, Ganson, 
Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Hall, Harding, Benjamin G. 
Harris, Herrick, Higby, Hooper; Hotchkiss, Asahel W. 
Hubbard, Jenckes, William Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Kasson, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, Law, Mal- 
lory, Marcy, Marvin, McAllister, McBride, MeCturg, Me- 
Kinney, Samuel F. Miller, Daniel Morris, Morrison, Leon- 
ard Myers, Norton, Odell, Charles O'Neill, Perbam, Pike, 
Pomeroy, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, Alexander 
H. Rice, John H. Rice, Rogers, Edward H. Rollins, James 
S. Rollins, Ross, Schenck, Scott, Shannon, Smith, Smith- 
ers, Stebbins, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Strouse, 
Stuart, Voorhees, Witham B. Washburn, Webster, Wha- 
ley, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Williams, Wilder, Win- 
field, Fernando Wood, and Yeamanu—87. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the | 


table. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, (during the 
roll-call,) stated that he had paired off upon this 
question with Mr. Braine, and that if at liberty 
to vote he [Mr. Wasnpurne] would have voted 
in the affirniative, while Mr. Buaine would have 
voted in the negative. 

The question recurred upon the demand for 
the previous question. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I understood the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads to agree that I should offer my amend- 
ment. I suppose, however, that I cannot offer it 
during the pendency of the demand for the pre- 
vious question, 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from lowa 
withdraws the demand for thé previous question 
the amendment can be offered, but not otherwise. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman read his 
amendment for information? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD.: The amendment 
I propose is to confine this service to American 
vessels, by inserting the word ‘American’ after 
the words “ first class,”’ in the eighth line of the 
first section of the bill. 

Mr: KASSON. I yield to the gentleman to 
offer that amendment. 4 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Iofferthat amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KASSON. 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to lay the bill upon the 
table. a 
The motion was disagreed to—ayes 27,noes 88. 

The- bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. ALLEY demanded the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill; and called for tellers 
on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Horman and 
ALLEY were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 20, noes 88. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. ALLEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALES OF GOLD. 


Mr. STEVENS. 1 ask leave to report a bill 
from the Committee of Ways and Méans, which, 
if it-be passed at all, ought to be passed at once. 

Mr. ALLEY. I yield with great pleasure to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a question of order. 


I insist on the demand for the 


This day was ‘set apart for Post Office business, 
which isa special order inthe House. My ques~ 
tion is, whether by the consent of the chairman 
of that committee the day can be devoted to any 


-other purpose. 


The SPEAKER. Except in the morning hour 
on Monday unanimous consent can ‘be given to 
almost anything, 

Mr. BROOKS. Then this bill can only come 
in by unanimous consent? — , ee 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent. ° j : 
Mr. STEVENS. I ask leave to report from 
the Committee of Waysand Means a bill to pro» 
hibit certain sales of gold and foreign exchange. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If object. =~ z 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. MORRILL. [ask unanimous éonsent to 
have printed for the use of the House double the 
usual number of copies of the tax bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I suggest 
to the gentleman from Vermont to increase that 
number. ‘ ; 

The SPEAKER. . The resolution: must go to 
the Committce on Printing. 

Mr. MORRILL. If itis to be done at all, it 
should be done at once while the type is still stand- 
ing. 1 therefore move that double the usual num- 
ber be printed for the use of the House. 

The motion was referred, under the rules, to 
the Committee on Printing. 


TRANSPORTATION OF THE MAILS, 


Mr. ALLEY, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported back, with the 
recommendation that it do pass, a bill (H. R. No. 
183).to secure the speedy transportation of the 
mails. 

The bill was read. It requires all companies, 
corporations, or persons, having and employ- 
ing locomotives or cars for the transportation 
of merchandise or passengers for hire, upon or 
along any post road or postal route in the Uni- 
ted States, upon demand by the Post Office De- 
partment, to receive and transport the mails, of 
the United States, and postal agents in charge 
thereof, upon such car or carriage, and to deliver 
such mails, according to their destination, along 
the line of such road or route, for a compensation 
and upon contract terms to be agreed upon in writ- 
ing by the Postmaster General and such carriers 
and in case of their failure to agree thereupon, the 
same shall be fixed and determined at an early 
day, as a preferred case, by the Court of Claims 
at Washington, whose certificate shall bind both 
parties as a contract; provided, such failure to 
agree, or delay in final determination, shall’ not 
prevent the usc thereof for such transportation of 
the mails; but the same may be taken and used 
therefor, under direction of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, for which compensation shall be made as 
thereinbefore provided; and any person or cor- 
poration, by agent or otherwise, in any manner 
obstructing such use shall, if-a person, be held 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof shall, fur each offense, be punished by 
a fine not exceeding $500, or by imprisonment 
not exceeding six ‘months, or by both such fine 
and imprisonment at the discretion of the court; 
and if a corporation, it shall be fined for each of- 
fense in a sum not exceeding $5,000; provided 
further, that no railroad company shall be com- 
pelled to carry the mails over its road for any 
less rate of compensation than is now established 
by law for the class to which it belongs; und in 
case of disagreement between the parties as to its 
proper classification, the same shall be determined 
by the court. ; ; 

Mr. ALLEY. This bill provides that all rail- 
roads shall be compelled to carry the mails over 
their roads for such reasonable compensation as 
is allowed by law. Most of the railroads of the 
country cheerfully acquiesce in the demands of 
the Department; but there are some small roads 
that have given some trouble. The bill is recom- 
mended by the Department, and i£ regarded as of 
some importance, l move the previous question 
on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. PRUYN. lask tha gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to withdraw the previous question. | 

Mr. ALLEY. I will, if the gentleman will 
promise to renew it. f 


Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Mas- 
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sachusetts yields the floor, he must yield it un- 
conditionally. - 
Mr. ALLEY. 


all 


I cannot yield it uncondition- 


Mr. PRUYN. I will renew the previous ques- 
tion if the gentleman from Massachusetts insists 
upon it. | y 

Mr. ALLEY. I withdraw the previous ques- 
tion for the purpose of hearing what the gentle- 
man has to say. ; 

Mr. PRUYN. Mr. Speaker, this is the first 
occasion that I have heard this bill read, and it 
seems to me one of very great importance. It 

-contains some very sweeping and broad provis- 
ions. I think that members should have an op- 
portunity of examining itto see whether it does 
notneed amendment. ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to let it He over for a week. 

Mr. ALLEY. The bill was reported and 
printed some time since and recommitted i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to the gentleman 
from New York yielding the floor unless he yields 
it unconditionally. : 

Mr. PRUYN. I yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts on the same terms that he yielded 
to me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That was unconditionally. 

Mr. ALLEY. I did not yield unconditionally. 
I stated that I yielded to the gentleman from New 
York to hear what he had to say on the subject. 
T understood him to wish to make an inquiry, 
and I yielded for that purpose. 

Mr. PRUYN. Mr. Speaker, I inquire whether 
itis in order at this time to move to postpone the 
consideration of this bill to a future day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is in doubt 
whether it is, as the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts yielded to the gentleman from New York on 
the understanding that he would renew the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. ALLEY. 
I will say 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object, unless the gentle- 
man from New York yields unconditionally. 

Mr. ALLEY. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The 
gentleman from New York has the floor with 
the promise on his part to demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. ALLEY. [did not understand those were 
the terms on which I yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understood so, 
and now the gentleman from Indiana objects to 
the gentleman from New York yielding the floor 
unless he yiclds unconditionally. 

‘Mr. ALLEY. Ihave no doubt the statement 
made by the Chair is correct; but in the confu- 

“gion prevailing I did not understand the point 
made by the gentleman from Indiana. I under- 
stood that I was only yielding the floor to the 
gentleman from New York for the purpose of 
making an inquiry in reference to this bill, as it 


If the gentleman will allow me 


is a matter In which he takes much interest, and | 


not for the purpose of surrendering the floor alto- 
gether, which L should not have done. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York is upon the floor. 

Mr. PRUYN. -I desire to ask the Speaker 
now whether it is in order to move to postpone 
this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York must decide that for himself. The gentle- 
man from Massachusetts yielded the floor to the 
gentleman from New York upon condition that 
after making remarks he should renew the demand 
for the previous question, and the gentleman must 
decide for himself whether under the circum- 
stances he will move to postpone. 

Mr. PRUYN. After the statement of the 
Chair, [shall yield the floor to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, and if he will not himself make 
the motion, or permit me to make the motion to 
postpone, E will yield unconditionally. In fulfill- 
ment of my promise, [ now move the previous 
question, unless the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts desires the floor. 

Mr. ALLEY. Docs the gentleman yield to 
me unconditionally? 

Mr. PRUYN. Ido. 

Mr. ALLEY. Then Lam now entitled to the 
floor. 
Chaircertainly misunderstood me in assigning the 


floor to the gentleman from New York upon the | 
Ii 


ground that [ had yiclded it unconditionally. 


| the Postmaster General shall prescribe, 


I wish to state, in the first place, that the | 


certainly did not intend so to-do, and gentlemen | 

around me state that they understood me to yield 

simply for the purpose of allowing him to ask.a 
uestion. Iy fos 

The SPEAKER, » The Chair will again state 
the case. Thegentleman from New York sought | 
the floor.- The gentleman from: Indiana raised 
the question of order that ‘the gentleman. from 
Massachusetts could not yield the floor to him. 
The gentleman from Massachuseits-stated that he 
would yicid the floor unconditionally if the gen- 
tleman from New York would renew the demand 
for the previous question.: The gentleman from 
New York accepted the floor upon those terms. 
Aftera little while the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts stated that he understood that he had only 
yielded the floor to allow the gentleman from 
New York to makca statement or ask a question. 

Mr. ALLEY. The point in the case is, that] 
desire to be entirely fair with the gentleman from 
New York, but he has now yielded uncondition- 
ally, and so now it is of no consequence. 

I will say in regard to this bill that. I am sure 
it provides that the mails shall be carried on the 
railroads upon such termsas are now required b 
law. I have found no gentleman connected witi 
railroads, with whom | have conversed:in refer- 
ence to this bill, who has made any opposition to 
it, and I think there-can be no reasonable oppor. 
sition made. Werequire now all vessels for for- 
eign ports to carry the mails upon such terms as 
They 
are to receive the protection of the Government, 
They sail under its flag, and this House, by an 
almost uuanimous vote, declared that such a pro- 
vision was wise and just. That being the case, 
they cannot certainly now object to placing the 
railroads under the same rule. 

As a question of practical importance it will 
have but little effect. There are very few rail- 
roads in the country which make-the slightest ob- 
jection to it. There are some, however, where 
there is no competition, that have given the Gov- 
ernment some considerable trouble, and it is to 
reach these roads, which the Department has not 
been able to reach in any other way, that this bill 
is reported. ; 

The Department desire the bill. The Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads are unani- 
mously in favor of it with perhaps a single ex- 
ception, and } think there can be no reasonable 
opposition made to it. In regard to its postpone- 
ment for future consideration 1 will remark that 
it has already been printed and before the Llouse 
for several weeks. It was known some ten days 
ago that action would be had upon it to-day, and 
Į cannot feel that further delay can properly be 
granted. I therefore adhere to my original pur- 
pose, and demand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 


a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- | 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
PRINTING OF TAX BILL, 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 


Printing, reported the following resolution; which | 


was read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That two thousand extra copies of the internal 


revenue bill be printed for the use of the House. i 


Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the | 


vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

POSTAL MONEY-ORDER SYSTEM. 

Mr. ALLEY. [am next directed by the Com- 
mittee onthe Post Office and Post Roads to report 
a bill to which I think there will be no objection. 
It has been passed by the House once already, and 
defeated in the Senate for want of time. I report 
back House bill No. 185, to establish a postal 
money-order system, and ask that it be now put 


| 
its Dassi | 
on its passage. i 


The bill was read. 


Mr. ALLEY. The bill explains itself, and I- 
Iwill! 


do not propose to discuss it at this time. 
only state thatit has been reported from the Com- 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads in ac- 


cordance with the recommendation of the Post- | 
master General in his annual report, and that it |j 
has reecived the unanimous consent of the com- : 
mittee. The system has been adopted in other ij 


‘ful. 


countries, where it has proved eminently succesa- 
It will not only be a great accommodation 
to the people bat ‘be the source of considerable 
revenue. This money-order systém has been pro- 
ductive of such results. wherever it has-been tried 
in England and other countries, that it farnishes 
the strongest inducement for usat least to, try the 
experiment. It furnishes a,safe means ef -con- 
veying to every section of thé country remittances 
of small amount foratrifling consideration, which 
every person must admit is a great desideratum. 
A large amount is lost aiinually in small sums 
by sending money through the mails., In most 
instances these losses fall upon, people of modet- 
ate means, and this bill provides a complete rem- 
edy for this growing evil. ` a ee ee 

I demand the previous question, : 

Mr. SHANNON. I ask the gentleman to 
yield to me so that I may move an amendment 
to the bill in the third section by which the max- 
imum amount of a postal money order shall be 
increased from thirty to.one hundred dollars. 

Mr. ALLEY. I cannot yield for that purpose. 
I will state in- reply to. the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia that the whole matter. was carefully con- 
sidered bythe Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and they were unanimous that the 
provision should stand us. it is reported, + Lthere+ 
fore must decline to yield. for the amendment, . 

Mr. SHANNON. = Let.the charge be propor- 
tionate to the sum, so that it will yield. more rev- 
enue. It would:be a great accommodation to the 
people of the Pacific coast. ee: 

Mr.. ALLEY. I can well understand. why 
California should ask for such an amendment, 

Mr. STROUSE. [am entirely in favor of this 
bill, and I should like to say a few. words in re- 
gard to it. fae Sea S 

Mr. ALLEY. I will.yield.to the gentleman 
for five minutes. = 

Mr. STROUSE. Mr. Speaker, the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from California was 
the one which | would agree to, I think that the 
bill ought to be amended in that regard. The 
maximum sum ‘permitted by the bill to be sent 
through the mails is thirty dollars. If the bill is 
to pass in its.present shape, therefore, I regard it 
of no value practically whatever, © 

l admire, sir, the guarded manner in which the 
measure is drawn; Tdo notknow whothe author 
is; but, whoever he is, he has embodied all the 
good provisions in the system as carried on in 
continental Europe. I remember that some fif- 
teen years ago the Government of the United 
States deputed the late Selah R. Hobbie, then con- 
nected with the Post Office Department, as a còm- 
missioner for the purpose of conferring with the 
superintendent of mails of the German confed- 
eration. The postal money-order system has 
been established inal] these countries.. Notonly 
in Prussia, Bavaria, the free Hanseatic towns, but 
in every principality of the confederation, as well 
as in Austria. It has been so established for 
many years, It has worked well and beneficially. 

I have no objection to the minimum amount 
being fixed at one dollar, but I do think that the 
maximum ought to be increased beyond thirty 
dollars. If the measure is not intended alone for 
those who make small remittances, but for the 


| commercial community as well, I ask why the 


maximum should not be made $100 at least? -I 
think itshould be $500. ‘Take the instance of sol- 
diers at a post near a post office who have been 
paid off. Ifthey want to send fifty dollars under 
the protection of the mails, they cannot do it un- 
der this bill without making two remittances. If 
the gentleman will turn his attention to the books 
in the congressional library he will find that in 
Europe, where $50,000 may be sent, the system 
has worked weli. There is no reason why this 
sum should be so small here. it wiil not be an 
accommodation to the people of the Pacific coast 
unless it be increased. Why not impose a rea- 
sonable fee or tax or whatever may be necessary 
upon a reasonable amount? [fit is a good biltas 

it stands, what objection is there to increasing the 

amount? Itis a good bill in its scope and- object, 

aud we ought to have had such a one long. ago. 

Money letters which are now sent are uncertain 


| of reaching their place of destination; and when 


lost or mislaid or stolen—it makes no difference 
which—there is no. redress, no reclamation; no 
relief to the party who loses the money, 

‘This is a good bill generally, and there ought to 


THE: 


‘be no objection upon the part of the Post Office | 


‘Comtuilitice or of members here to making this 
Pill more'extensive in its character.: I hope the 
“House may tike the same‘view of it. that I do, 


‘command the respect of the coo 
eattention of Governmeh 
ww imitating.” ; 

‘Mr. ALLEY. 
revious question. — 

= The previous qt 
‘tain question Srde 
ération thereof t 


lay the motion ‘to réconsidler.on' the table. 

The latter motion’ was agieed to. 
. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
sd The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to state 
that ‘the bank bilt was postponed until after the 
whorning ‘hour ‘to-morrow. “As the Chair has 
“previously ‘stated that: it would’ probably not be 


-reached-for some’ time, there being two or three | 


‘special orders in advance of it, he desires now to 
say that he has been informed that these ‘special 
orders: will be‘ postponed. One' of them ‘Is ‘the 
matter of the rebellious States; another, the joint 
resolution to-amend the Constitution, which is a 
postponement; and the other; a bill in regard tò 
public buildings in the-‘Territoriés. i 

Mr. DAWES. As the Speaker has madé a 
wtatement in veference to the bank bill, 1 wish to 
state that to-morrow the Committee of Elections 
are’ inclined to call up the two contested-election 
cases from Virginia.. : 3 

The SPEAKER. That is a privileged matter 
which will override all others, 


caan ass SRREST OF A WITNESS.. 

_. Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire. I desire 
to offer a resolution. from. the Committee on Pab- 
lic Expenditures... ; , 

3o Mr. ALLEY. I rise toa point of order, I 
understood that to-day, after the morning hour, 
was assigned to the Commitee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads to make reports. 

o The SPEAKER, - That is so. 

. Mr, ALLEY. lwould then ask how other 
business comes in? 

TheSPEAKER. Because the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. did not rise and claim the floor. 
| Mr ALLEY. My colleague on the commit- 
tee [Mr. Harpa] rose instantly. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman. from 
Kentucky is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire. 
the gentleman yield to.me a moment? 

Mr. HARDING. I will, 

Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire, from the 
Commitice on Public Expenditures, by unani- 
mous consent, introduced the following resolu- 
tion; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Whereas John H: Donabue, of New York sity, has been 
duly summoned by leaving a certified copy of the original 
subpend at his last.and usual place of abode, in the city of 
New York, to appear and testify before the Committee on 
Public bxpenditares at their room, No. 74 Wallstreet, New 
York chy, relative to certain charges relating to the New 
York custom-house ; and whereas the said John H. Dona- 
he had hegleeted to Appear before the said committee pur- 
stant to said summons: Therefore, 

. Resolued, That the Speaker issue his warrant, directed 
tp the Sergeant-at-Arms of this House, commanding him, 
the said Sergceant-at-Arins, to take into custody the body 
of the said John ff. Donahue wherever to be found, and the 
same forthwith to bave before the said Mouse at the bar 
ere to answer as fora contempt of the authority of this 

aes 


Will 


RELIEY. FOR POSTMASTERS, 

Mr. HARDING, from the Committee on the 
Post Officeand Post Roads, reported a bill for the 
relief. of postmasters who have been robbed by 
confederate forces: or rebel guerrillas. 

Mr, HOLMAN. [ask for the first reading of 
the. bill i extenso: . 

The bill was accordingly read. 

The bill received its second reading, and was 
then ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

oMr. HARDING moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also nroved to 
lay: the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. i 


‘and maké the amount respectable, such as. will- 
ty.and attract | 
broad which we 


April 16, 


oF isang’ at DAND BUSINESS. o 0i 9/2 ool 
.. Mr -DRIGGS,:. The House, ashorttimesince, 


i hope unanimous consent will-pow be given. 


The SPEAKER.” The probability is that to- } 
j| morrow will be used ‘up by other business. 


: Mr. STEVENS. Ihave -no objection’ to the 
business of the Committee on Public Lands com- 
ing up-after all other business is disposed of. 

. TheSPEAKER.. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] has given notice that he 
will call. wp-two questions.of privilege to-morrow, 
and there is other business ‘pending for to-mor- 
row: i aes sWe pe? 
Mr: DRIGGS: Wel, if I can do no betterI 
will accept the proposition. of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens,} that the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands shall have to-morrow after 
other business is disposed. of. ie 
-Mr STEVENS. I believe I cannot agree to 
the making of any such special order. 

. Mr. DRIGGS, ‘The gentleman said just now 
that he would. not object; and 1 submit that the 
objection comes too late. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
a#ylvania stated that he would not objeet‘to the 
business ofthe Committee on Public Lands being 
assigned for to-morrow after all other business 
shall’ be disposed of; and .the Chair thinks the 
objection: now comes too late. 


PRIZE CASES. 
Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, by unanimous 


consent, submitted the following resolution; whiéh | 


was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to communicate to this House the report of the Solicitor of 
the. Treasury upon certain complaints of improper practices 
in the disposition of prize cases in New York. 

MESSAGE FROM TUE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Hicxey, 
its Chief Clerk, informed the House that the Sen- 
ate declined the further conference asked for by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill of the House (No. 15) to pro- 
vide a temporary government for the Territory 
of Montana on the terms offered in the resolution 
of the House. 


HOUSE OF INDUSTRY IN DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. PATTERSON, by unanimous consent, 


and in pursuance of previous: notiée, introduced. 


a bill making an appropriation for a Elouse of 
Industry in the District of Columbia; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

APPEALS FROM LAND OFFICE DECISIONS. 


Mr. WINDOM, by unanimous consent, and in 
pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill re- 
lating to appeals from the decisions of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first and second time: by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. ` 

And then, on motion of Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, 
(at half past four o'clock, p. m.,) the House ad- 
journed. 

IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, April 16, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented a memorial of 
the Indianapolis and Cincinnati Railroad Com- 
pany, remonstrating against the extension of the 
Goodyear patent for the manufacture of vulcan- 
ized Indiarubber; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana, presented a memorial 
of the Terre Hauteand Richmond Railroad Com- 
pany, a memorial of the La Fayette and Indian- 
apolis Railroad Company, and a memorial of the 
Union Railway Company, remonstrating against 
the extension of the Good year patent for the man- 
ufacture of vulcanized India rubber; which were 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the Pat- 
ent Office: È 

Mr. WADE presented a resolution of the Le- 
gislature of the State öf Ohio, in favor of provision 
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| the Militia, and ordered to be printed. 


being made by Congress forthe relief of the des- 
titute people of East Tennessee; which was re- 


agreed unanimously, with the exception ‘of one || ferred.to.the Gommittee on Military Affairs’ and 
member only, to appropriate to-morrow -to. the |} : 
business of the Committee-on PublicLands. ‘That | 
| gentleman has since withdrawn his objection, and 


Mr. POWELL presented a memorial of the 
Board of Trade-of Louisville, Kentucky, praying 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio 
river; which was. referred to the Comimitteé:on 
Commerce. ee ee ae 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. i 
_ Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred a memorial of George 
H. Plant, praying to- be refunded an amount. 
abated from his accounts for coal furnished to the ` 
Washington navy-yard, under a contract in 1862, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was agreed to. a 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was réferred a memorial of James R.. Baylis, pray- 
ing for’an appropriation for testing his invention 
of an improved ‘cone propeller,’’ asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration; which 
‘was agreed to. | 

He also, from the same committee, who were 
instructed by a resolution of the Senate to inquire 
into the expediency of providing by law forgrant- 
ing honorable discharges to coal-heayers and fire- 
men in the naval service, reported a bill (S. No. 
236) to provide for granting an honorable dis- 
charge to coal-heavers and firemen in the naval 
service; which was read and. passed to à second 
reading. . g 

He also, from tle same committee, to whom 
was referred a joint resolution (H.R. No.51) 
relative to the'chüm and letters patent of William 
Wheeler Hubbell, reported it without’ amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Mary Ann Sands, 
praying for compensation for services rendered 
by her brother, Joseph Gideon, as acting purser 
of the United States storeship Fredonia, have di- 
rected me to make an adverse report, and also to 
ask. that the letter of the Secretary of the Navy to 
the committce on that subject be printed. 

The report was agreed to; and the letter was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of M. C. Marvin, com- 
mander in the United States Navy, praying for 
relief from the alleged injustice of the late advi- 
sory board in. withholding a recommendation for 
his promotion, have instructed me to ask thatthe 
committee be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the petition, having reported a gen- 
eral law for all those cases. f 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (S. No. 144) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to establish and equalize the grade 
of line officers of the United States Navy,” ap- 
proved July 16, 1862, have had the same wnder 
consideration, and have directed me to ask to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed, the Senate hav- 
ing passed upon the same subjectina House bill, 

“he report was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of John Christie, clerk 
to the commandant of the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, praying that the ac- 
counting officers of the ‘Treasury be authorized 
to allow the payment of the sums that have been 
appropriated for the pay of the clerks at the Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire, and Philadelphia navy- 
yards, from October, 1857, to July, 1859, have in- 
structed me to report a joint resolution (S. No. 44) 
for the relief of clerks at the Kittery and Phila~ 
delphia navy-yards, and to ask that the memorial 
be printed in place of a report. They make no 
wrilten report, but the memorial includes all the 
facts, and they ask thatit be printed. 

The joint resolution was read, and passed to a 
second reading; and the memorial was ordered to 
be printed. ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred a bill (S, No. 
172) concerning the disposition of convicts in the 
courts of the United States, for the subsisting of 
persons confined in jails charged with violaung 
the laws of the United States, and for diminish- 
ing the expenses -in relation thereto, have in- 


od 


1864. THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1661 


structed me to report it back to the Senate with 
an amendment, I desire to say, in reference to 
this bill, that as soon as itis printed I shall ask 
for its consideration by the Senate. i 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. The same committee, to 
whom was referred. a bill (S. No. 229) to. regu- 
late the mode of ascertaining the value of lands 
or other real estate that may be taken forthe use 
of the United States, have directed me to report 
it back adversely, witha recommeudation that it 
do not pass. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the report lie on the 
table, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It goes on the Calendar. 
We do not ask action upon itat the present time. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
237) supplemental to an act to prevent frauds 
upon the Treasury of the United States, ap- 
proved February 26, 1853; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to. the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


OREGON AND WASHINGTON LAND CLAIMS. 


Mr. HARDING. There is a short bill on file 
relating to donation claims in Oregon and Wash- 
ington Territory which I should like to have 
passed now. I therefore move to postpone all 
prior orders and proceed to its consideration. It 
will not take more than ten minutes, and it is im- 
portant to pass it at the present time. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will ask the honorable 
Senator if he will not allow us to take the vote 
on the bill which was up yesterday, on which we 
are ready to vote. It will not take, Í suppose, 
more than five minutes. 

Mr. HARDING. This will go right through. 
It will take but a moment. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 

sas in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 181) in reference to 
donation claims in Oregon and Washington. It 
provides that whenever it shall appear that two 
donation settlers in the State of Oregon or Wasli- 
ington Territory shall hold their conterminous 
improvements in such a manner as may require 
a half quarter section to be divided into two equal 
arts by a line due north and south, it shall be 
awful for the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to issue patents recognizing for each claim- 
ant such subdivisions; this enactment to include 
cases existing at the date of this act, where the 
claim may be proved and established according 
to law., 

The Committee on Public Lands reported the 
bill with an amenduient, in line six, after the word 
“lino,” to strike out the word “ due,” and after 
the word south” to insert the words “ or east 
and west; so that the clause will read: 

That whenever it shall appear that two donation settlers 
in the State of Oregon or Washington ‘Territory shall hold 
their conterminous improvements in sucha manner as may 
requirca half quarter section to be divided into two equal 
parts by a fine worth aud south, or east. and west, it shall 
aud may be lawful, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
lt was read the third time, and passed. 


WEST VIRGINIA JUDICIAL DISTRICT. 


Mr. WILLEY submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire 


whether, by the ereation of the State of West Virginia, 
iay fegislation, and if so what, is made necessary in ref- 


erence to the judicial dist in V a, west of the 
Alleghany mountair y and also in ref yee to judicial 
proceedings in the said State of West V 
erention th 
or otherwise. 

CUSTOMS’ CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to offer a reso- 
Jution which | have had lying on my desk for 
three days, waiting until it would be in order in 
the Senate to present its 

Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Treasury be re- 
que lto inforin the Senate what regulations he has made 
for the issue of eertificates to be ived In the payment 
of custens, and whether sueb certi š are paid for in 
enm or paper mouey, and if in the latter at what rate of 
value, and what amount of such certificates have been 
issued. 


t ginia, since the | 
of, and thatthe said committee report by bill | 


Lask for the present consideration ofthe reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather that resolu- 
tion should lie over for the present. I-may, not 
object when I-come to examine it. ..- —. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. |. Under the rule, does it 
lie over if a single Senator objects? ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crank in 
the chair.) It does.~ e . : 

Mr. HENDRICKS. It isa mere resolution 
of inguiry. I want to know whether the laws of 
the land are respected in regard to the customs? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘Objection be- 


ing made, the resolution must lie over. 
TREASURY BULLDING. 


Mr. FOSTER. I E 
tion, and ask for its present consideration: 


Resolved, That the Commissioner of Public Buildings be 
directed to report to: the Senate whether it is: intended by 
those now engaged in the work. of the Treasury extension 
to take down any portion of the south front of that build- 
ing, which has already been completed; and if so, what 
is the object.of said change, and what amount of exponse 


-wili be incurred in the project. 


By unanimous consent the Senate procceded to 
consider the resolution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings has nothing to do with the Treasury 
building; and itis not customary, I believe, toad- 
dress resolutions of inquiry to subordinate. offi- 
cers. We never address them to any one except to 
the President or toa member of his Cabinet; andthe 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. CoLtamer,} whois 
a little particular about such matters, has objected 
to our addressing them to anybody but tho Presi- 
dent himself. Certainly it is not customary to 
make such inquiries of subordinate officers. I 
suggest to the Senator from Connecticut that he 
change the direction of his resolution. I have 
no objection to the inquiry, but it ought to be 
addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury. ‘The 
Commissioner of Public Buildings has no‘charge 
over the Treasury building. 

Mr. FOSTER. I prefer forvertain reasons to 
have this inquiry made of the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings. [do not think there is any- 
thing improper init. Sull, if Senators think that 
itis better not to address a subordinate, I have no 
objection to the resolution being changed in that 
respect. 1 heard this morning to my astonish- 
mentthat there was a change intended in the south 
front of the Treasury building, which, inmy eye, 
has been and is one of the most beauuful and at- 
tractive of all our public buildings. I have been 
informed that it is designed to take down a very 
considerable portion of the front of that building 
and to make some change. 

Mr. GRIMES. For what purpose? 

Mr. FOSTER. As I understand, the purpose 
is, in the first place, to increase the architectural 
beauty and proportion of the building, and then 
to make some additional room in the interior of 
the building. 5 

Mr. GRIMES. By taking the front out? 

Mr. FOSTER. So Iam informed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarg in 
the chair.) Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut to modify his resolution ac- 
cording to the suggestion of the Senator from Illi- 
nois? 

Mr. FOSTER. I shall not modify it myself, 
but if the Senator from Hlinois thinks proper to 


| move such an amendment, I shall make no ob- 


ection. 

7 Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Con- 

necticut must be aware that the Commissioner of | 
Public Buiidings has nothing to do with the Treas- | 
ury building. Itis all undor the charge and con- | 
trol of the Secretary of the Treasury. The Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings knows no more i 
about it than the Senator from Connecticut or my- | 
self, and he has no authority overitbylaw. That | 
matter is entirely under the control of the Sécre- 
tary of the Treasury, and it would be manifestly 
as improper to ask of the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings information about the Treasury build- 


I offer the following resolu- 


i| taken out and put there for half the maney, it 


to me that he can make the inquity, ahd answer 
the resolution. = => x ; mee 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We: might direct our 
Secretary to do it as well as‘him: © Sg ey 

Mr. FOSTER. It'is certainty true thit we 
might direct our Secretary to doit, aird, I do not 
see that there would’ be any impropriety what 


ever-in that; butt struck me-that it'was mani 
festly and obviously proper to address the Có 
missioner of- Public Buildings. However,..a8 
gentlemen seem -to insist upon changing the'di- 
rection of. the resolution, F move.to amend: it by 
striking out‘ Commissionerof Public Buildings” 
and inserting “t Scerctary. of the Treasurys”. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator 
| from Connecticut can modify his own resolution. 

Mr. SUMNER. I was about to make that sug» 
gestion to the Senator from Connecticut. It seems 
to me that if he pere2veres in. the resolution, in 
regard to the expediency of which. I. have:some 
doubts, it should be addressed.to the Secretary of 
the Treasury. DS ea p ienaa iad 

The, PRESIDING OFFICER. . The resolu- 
tion is. so modified: by the Senator: from Connec- 
ticut. : oe Rc 
Mr. SUMNER. So-I understand: Of course 
what has been: done there, and:what is- proposed. 
to be done'there, isunder the direction of the Sed: 
retary of the Treasury,who cannot have proceeded 
in such a matter without consultation with the 
architect of the building. Itunderstand that the 
object is mainly to secure additional accommoda- 
tions, particularly for the Secretary himself. 

Mr. GRIMES. Thisis the first time I have 
heard of this proposition to take out the front of 
the building, and’as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts seems to be informed ‘about it, I should like 
to know what the proposition is. f 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihave not seen the plans, Í 
will say to the Senator; but I know it is not to 
take out from the front but to add to it. Itis to: 
fill up the court behind the columns. The Sena- 
tor will remember that there are columns on the 
south front. f 

Mr. GRIMES. In order to do that, I under- 
stand the walls that now separate the office of 
the Secretary of the Treasury from this rotunda 
or open space have to be taken out. ve 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not understand that. I 
do not see that anything ig to’ be done except to 
add an outside walls but then as I liave not seen 
the plan I cannot speak positively. ©- 

Mr. FESSENDEN. T do not Know what 
i may be intended, but fam clearly of opinion that 
they have no right to spend money in that way 
without the permission of Congress. That por 
tion of the building has been finished, andthe ap- 
propriations whichhave been made by Congress 
have been made with reference to completing the 
other wing entirely; and. if they undertake any- 
thing of the sort now suggested on anybody's 
| authority except the authority of Congress, Lhold 
that it is a misuse of the public money. 

Mr. ANTHONY. But I do not understand 
that it requires uny money. The columns that 
are inside of that reeess are to be taken out and 
put in other parts of the building. ‘Lliat is the 
| plan, and those columns. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Will sell for enough? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Can be put in another part’ 
| of the building, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Ido not see how it-can 
be done without costing something. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ít will not costso much ag 
to put new columns in the other parts. If Con- 
| gress bas appropriated a certain sum of money, 

part of it to be used in putting up new columns 
in the other wing, and these columns can be 


will not need any appropriation. That is what 


li I mean; no appropriation will be needed. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I adhère to my original 


opinion that after the building has been comple- 


| 
| 
i ted, and is in possession of the Government as a 


| completed building, the idea of taking the mouey 
which we have appropriated to finish other parts 


ing as it would be to ask it of the marshal of the 
District or the warden of the jail, 

Mr. FOSTER. It scems to me that it would 
be a strange thing if the Commissioner of Pub- 
lie Buildings could not ascertain what was in- 
tended to be done in regard to any of our public 
buildings iu Washington. It is possible that he 
may not be charged with the daty; but it seems 


of it and alter the completed’ part from time to 
time is not allowable. fn that way there will 
never be any end to it. Unless.the architects go 
on with the work yet to be done we'shall never 
lendit. I understand the idea has been started 
| that the old Capitol ought to be brought out so 
as tobe flush with the new wings; and then I sup- 
i pose in the next place the two wings will haveto 
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be brought out, because a perfectly even front 

would not present a good building, and so they 

will be going. on untilthey fiH up the: yard. -iz 
Vr TRUMBULL.. Could we ‘not sell:.these 
pillars for enough to. do it?, ae bee 

._ Mr. FESSENDEN, . I do not. Jenow but.that 

we could, according to the. idea. of the ‘Senator 

from Rhode Island.. I hope the inquiry will be 
made. I think Congress ought to know, what is 
to be done with the public buildings. 

“he resolution was agreed to. : 
LAND: GRANT. TO WISCONSIN RAILROADS: 
Mr. DOOLITTLE: E move that the Senate 
ostpone all prior orders, and take up Senate bill 
No. 160. : pe ee sen 
« fhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
it’ Committee of the ‘Whole, resumed: the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 160) to grant aid for 
the construction of certain railroads in Wiscon- 
sin; the pending question being’ on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Henpricks to amend‘the amendment 
reported from the Committee on Public Lands, 
in section three, line’ four, by inserting after the 
word ‘Bayfield’? the words “and thence to Sù- 

perior;’’ so that it will read: ; eg 
“That there be; and. is hereby, granted to the State. of 
Wisconsin, torthe purpose of aiding in the construction of 
a railroad from Berlin, on the. Fox river, in a northwestern 
direétion, to Bayfield, and thence to Superior, on Lake Su- 
perior, every alternate section of land, See. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. When this amendment 
was before the Senate yesterday an inquiry was 
made in relation to it, and as the bill was then be- 
fore the Senate with the understanding that it 
should give way to’ the gold bill, ifa discussion 
should arise, Lat once consented to its postpone- 
ment. [ani now prepared to state to the Senate 
precisely the effect of this amendment. I havea 
map lying on my table before me which will show 
ata glance precisely what itis. . 

-This grant of land from Berlin on the Fox river 
in the Siate of Wisconsin and thence to Bay field 
goes through the central region of the State of 
‘Wisconsin, Lt is a woody region of country, 
very sparsely populated, a lumbering region, ‘The 
map shows that it is almost through the heart of 
the State of Wisconsin, and a hundred miles and 
more on cach side from any other grant of land. 
The pending question is, whether, after it reaches 
the town of Bayfield, it shall be permitted to be 
extended from Bayfield to Superior. 
~The reasons for its extension to Superior are 
that in all human probability when the northern 
Pacific railroad shall be built, reaching from Lake 
Superior through Minnesota west to the Pacific 
ocean, it will start from Superior, which isin fact 
the west end of the Jake, and which many per- 
sons belicve will become the Chicago of Lake 
Superior when that country shall be developed 
and settled. ‘The country is a rocky, timbered, 
and mineral country. The Senator from Indiana 
proposes also to amend the bill in connection with 
this amendment so as to reserve the mineral lands 
upon the route, and not allow them to be taken 
by the railroad company. The region of coun- 
try there is regarded as valuable mainly for its 
mineral lands. Thereare large quantities of iron 


mineral lands, and there arc some copper mines | 


in that neighborhood. The distance from Bay- 
field to Superior is from sixty to eighty miles; J 
cannot tell the distance precisely. By looking at 
the map it will be seen that Superior lies in a di- 
rection a little northwest from Bayfield, across a 
peninsula from Bayfield to Superior, ‘There are 
advantages in both these towns. Superior lies the 
farthest west, and reaches the farthest into the 
country. Bayfield probably has the best harbor, 
for the reason that it is protected by islands. 
When they have northeastern storms in the 
spring of the year driving ice more or less into 
the west end of the lake, vessels may be. some- 
what obstructed in their approach to the harbor 
of Superior, while at Bayficld there will always 
be a safe harbor, for itis in deep water and in the 
rear of islands. 

Mr. Speaker, I have thus brieflystated the situ- 
ation of thatcountry. It explains itself upon the 
mapat once, I hope the amendment will meet 
the sanction of the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to inquire 
if this company is to be at liberty to take the 
mineral lands on each side of the line of the rail- 
road? 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. No, sir. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. -I am going to move an 
amendment tọ prevent that. LIN 


Theamendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 
>My. HENDRICKS. Inadvertently in’ draft- 
ing the substitute an important provision Was 
omitted. move to amend the sixth section of the 
amendment by inserting’ after the word **what- 
soever;’? inthe fourth‘line, ‘the words * and all 


f mineral lands;” so that it will read’, - 


Thiat any. and all lands reserved to the United States by 


‘any act of Congress for the purpose of aiding in any object 


efinternaliniprovement, or in any manner. for any: purpose 
whatsoever, and all minerallands; be, and the same are 
hereby, reserved and excluded from the operation of this 
act, &c. poe aves: i 7 


Theamendmentto thé amendment wasagreed to. 


The amendment of the committee, asamended, 


was adopted. -> na : 
. The bill.was reported to the Senateasamended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to bë engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed; and 
its tide was amended so.as to rend: “A bill grant- 
ing lands to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads in the State of Wisconsin.” : 

MASSACRE AT FORT PILLOW. 

Mr. HOWARD. I.beg leave to offer a reso- 
lution, and [ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the joiut committee on the conduct of the 
war be, atid they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the 
truth of the rumored slaughter of the Union troops’ after 
their surrender at the recent attack of the rebel forces upon 
Fort Pillow, Tennessee, and that for this purpose they, or 
such of their number as they shall depute, repair to the 
neighborhood; and that they report the facts to Congress 
as soon as possible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any 
objection to the consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have a decided objec- 
tion to the last part of that resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator object to its present consideration? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
lie over, auder the rule. 

Mr. HOWARD. Ebeg to say that it is very 
desirable that Congress should ascertain the trath 
of the rumors alluded to in the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will suggest to the Senator that the resolution be- 
ing objected to, it cannot be before the Senate un- 
less the objection be withdrawn. 

Mr. HOWARD. I trust the Senator from 
Maine will withdraw the objection and let the res- 
olution pass. l suppose his objection is that it 
willinvolve some litteexpense. [think it would 
be well to pay a small sum for the purpose of get- 
ting at the facts of this case, which is a most ex- 
traordinary one. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senate desire it 
particularly, } will withdraw my objection to its 


Then it must 


present consideration, but I am utterly opposed | 


to the passage of the resolution noton the ground 
of expense. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection 
being withdrawn, the resolution is now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not object to it 
on the ground of expense, but I think that unless 
in eases of extreme urgency and necessity, it is 
hardly worth while for members of Congress to 


leave their places in Congress to go traveling about | 


the country on these expeditions to take testimony 
or for any other object. F think that this place 
is the sphere, and the appropriate sphere, of our 
duties; and more especially do I object toit at the 
present time when the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives are coming to a point where the busi- 
ness of both branches is exeecdingly urgent, and 
requires the wisdom of all the members of both 
branches in order to complete it. And more than 
that, sir, experience has shown how very diffi- 
cult it is—I am very sorry to say it—to keep a 
quorum of this body. Weare obliged to adjourn 
frequently because there is nota quorum present, 
and it delays business very much. {cannot help 
it. [take no fault to myself with regard to the 
matter, for I am present ordinarily when Lam not 
sick and am abie to be here. I do not sec that 
this is so urgent a case as should call members of 
the Senate from their places in the Senate, legis- 
lating for their country, to go and inquire into a 
transaction of.this kind. The War Department 


can make all the inquiries that are necessary to 


be made. “It is the duty of the War Department 
to. make these’ iriquiries, and I cannot conceive 
any special: good that is to arise from sending off 
committees of this orthe other body, orany mem- 
bers of committees to make inquiries of this’de- 
scription—-T-hope the Senate will not consent to it, 

Mr. WILSON, | fF called this morning at the 
War Department to: make sume inquiries in re- 
gard to this:affair that has shocked the country, 
and F was told by ‘the Seeretary'of War that he 
had a dispatch from General Sherman to: the 
effect that about three hundred of our soldiers 
had been massacred after they. had surrendered, 
There is no doubt that there has been butchery 
there. The Secretary of War said ‘he intended 
immediately to make a thorough investigation 
into the whole affair and to send persons there for 
that special purpose. He said he supposed Gen- 
eral Shérman’s information, as he was not onthe 
spot, was like the information had from the pub- 
lic press of the country, or might be from the 
same sources. How authoritative the informa- 
tion is he could not state, but’ at ‘any rate he in- 
tended to make an immediate investigation, and 
to appoint officers .to thoroughly investigate and 


examine the whole affair. ; ‘ 

Mr. HOWARD. I do not wish to consume 
the time of. the. Senate in discussing. the resolu- 
tion. Iam free to say, however, that my object 
in offering it is to ascertain the exact. truth of the 
case so far as it is practicable for us to do so; and 
for that reason itis that I have thought it bestthat 
a portion of the committee on the conduct of the 
war should repair to the neighborliood for the 
purpose of examining living witnesses who have 
scen and who can testify to the exact facts of the 
case, in order that neither Congress nor the coun- 
try may be misled or deceived as to the truth, 
and for the further purpose of basing sonte act of 
legislation upon the report which shall come in, 
provided it shall turn out that the facts shall be as. 
sad as seem to be represented, in order that our 
officers in the field may be compelled by act of 
Congress to resort to the usual remedy author- 
ized by the laws and usages of war in such cases. 

If it be a fact that our soldiers fighting our bat- 
tles, wearing our uniform, and honestly surren- 
dering themselves prisoners of war into the hands 
of the enemy, have been deliberately and coolly 
butchered by that enemy after the surrender, itis 
a disgrace to the nation not to avenge the wrong, 
no matter what may be the color of the man who 
wears the Union uniform, It is impossible in 
my judgment for us to retain in our service black 
troops unless we not only promise but perform 
the duty of protection to them as much as to 
white troops. We shall find in the end, l appre- 
hend, that unless we protect these men they will 
desert us and run away from the field of battle at 
the most critical moment of some important en- 
gagement, and that this fault perhaps will be fol- 
lowed by the loss of a battle. And, sir, in my 
mind it concerns the national honor that we should 
use the national strength and the national spirit 
to protect the soldiers who are fighting our bat- 
tles; otherwise we cannot hold up our heads like 
men in the presence of nations; we shall become 
the scoff and the sneer of foreign Governments, 
Without this protection we know very well what 
will be the fate of the black troops whom we call 
iato our service. It has all along been the prac- 
tice, we are informed, and we have reason to sup- 
pose thatit will continue to be the practice of the 
rebels whenever they make prisoners of black 
troops in our service, to put them to death in cold 
blood or to sell them into slavery; and they do it 
in such a manner as to conceal the facts, as faras 
is possible, from our authorities. 1 think ifthere 
ever was an occasion in the history of this war 
in which the attention of Congress ought to be 
given especially to this principle of protection by 
means of retaliation, man for man, or two men 
for one if it becomes necessary, this is the occa- 
sion, and I hope this resolution will pass. F 

l have no doubt that the Secretary of War will 
be doing all in his power to ascertain the facts, 
and that he will lay them before the country; but 
that will not be quite as satisfactory, I confess, 
to my mind as would be the report of the com- 
mittee whom we have already employed for such 
purposes, and who may go on the spot and ob- 
tain the original evidence ofthe fact, not depend- 
ing upon hearsay or rumor. 1 wish to proceed 
cautiously, carefully, and surely in this matter. 
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So far as I am concerned, I can assure the Sen- 


ate that my principle in this cage is retaliation in | 


the most vigorous form in which it can be exer- 
cised. 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. I suppose there is no 
Senator here who disagrees with the honorable 
Senator. from Michigan in his opinions as ex- 
pressed with regard to the duty of this Govern- 
ment in the given case. Every man holds that 
if this outrage has been perpetrated it should be 
avenged properly. Every man holds that what- 
ever soldiers we may have in our employ, they 
must be protected all alike, in precisely the same 
way, without the slightest distinction. in the 
world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes the 
duty of the Chair to interrupt the Senator from 
Maine. The unfinished business of yesterday 
now comes up as the order of the day. 

Mr. CONNESS. I move its postponement 
temporarily until this resolution is disposed of, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
will be taken, if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none. The Senator from Maine will pro- 
ceed, 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. There is no difference of 
opinion upon that subject, and it has been a mat- 
ter that has been much mooted and talked of. I 
believe itis the determination of the Government, 
at least I have understood from the War Depart- 
mentrepeatedly, that evérything that wasrumored 
with regard to these matters had been the sub- 
ject of investigation by that Department to dis- 
cover if there was sufficient evidence of the fact 
to prove it, and that the most vigorous and de- 
termined measures would be taken in all cases 
wherever anything of the kind was established. 

The question before the Senate, however, is 
not one with regard to what measures shall be 
taken in case the report is true, but what meas- 
ures shall be taken in ordér to ascertain the fact; 
thatis all. My objection is simply that F bélieve 
the War Department has power to investigate 
it even better than a committee of Congress; it 
knows better where to look forevidence, Theevi- 
dence ifitisto be had is to be had from those who 
escaped aud those who were on the spot. They 
are under the control of the War Department; 
they are under the control of the Government 
specifically. Now, ifthe Secretary has expressed 
his determination to have an immediate and thor- 
ough investigation on the subject, it is in his 
power to make it and communteate the result to 
Congress. If the Senator will change his reso- 
lution and direct it to the Secretary of War and 
require him to make the most immediate and 
thorough examination to ascertain the facts, and 
communicate those facts to Congress, I shall have 
nothing to say against the resolution, 

My objection is (because I have seen the evil 
of it and 1 believe it to be unnecessary) to taking 
Senators and Representatives from their appro- 
priate sphere of duty here on this spot, where 
their presence is needed for the legislation of the 
country, and sending them off on expeditions to 
take testimony in regard to matters which may 
become subjects of legislation; and it is more par- 
ticularly troublesome at the present time, in the 
Senate especially, when by a rule of the Senate 
it requires a majority of the whole number of 
Senators forall the States to make a quorum, and 
we find ourselves very frequently checked and 
impeded in the necessary business of the Senate 
by the want of a quorum for some reason or 
other, and that too when the country is complain- 
ing--L think unreasonably and under a misappre- 
hension—of Congress ‘that it is remiss in its du- 
ties. 

If specifications were called for it would be 
difficult to make them, for I know that Congress 
has devoted itself with as much assidnity as could 
be expected of it to the discharge of its duties. 


Itis difficult for those at a distance to understand j 


what we have to do, and therefore they- run into 

these errors in regard to what we are doing 

ie 2 : ime . 5 

here. Still, there is this sensitiveness iu the 
+ > 2 . 

public mind with regard to the great measures 

pending before Congress; there is this sensitive- 


ness in the public mindan regard to the state of | 


our finances and the legislation necessary in order 


to put them in a good condition or to keep them | 


in the best condition possible. Under such cir- 
cumstances, to thin our ranks at this period of 
the session, when the business is pressing upon 


| the committce would go there for any matter of ; 


‘not better inquired into by the competent au- 


| amusement, or because he preferred to go. 


us so strongly, to.send off some Senators to-in- 
quire into a. matter which can be quite as well if 


thority which controls. it all, strikes me to beia 
very unwise and unjustifiable thing, and 1 hope 
the Senate will not adopt it. ooi =: 

Mr. CONNESS. Thereisan additional reason 
to those offered by the Senator from Maine why 
I express the hope that the resolution before the | 
Senate will not pass in its present form. When 
the committee on the conduct of the war was 
about being formed at the beginning of this scs- 
sion, it will be remembered by Senators.that there 
were many objections to it; and if we now, by 
the adoption of such a resolution as this, ignore 
the War Department, and over their heads. at- 
tempt to make an investigation by charging this 
committee with that extraordinary business, it 
will only contribute hereafter to prevent the or- 
ganization of a like committee, which for the dis- 
charge of proper functions | think isa very useful 
and necessary one. I hope the resolution will be 
amended in the manner suggested by the Senator 
from Maine, and I will move an amendment of 
that kind, that “the joint committee on the con- 
duct of the war’? be stricken out, and that the 
Secretary of War be directed by the Senate to 
cause an immediate investigation into the facts 
and circumstances connected with this case, and 
report the same to this body or to Congress. I 
move that as an amendment to the resolution. 

Mr. HOWARD. Ihave no objection to the 
latter part of the resolution being stricken out; 
that part, at least, which authorizes the scnding 
of the committee themselves, ora portion of their 
number, to the place.’ I do not know that that 
would be of any use; and I will consent cheer- 
fully to striking out that part of the resolution; 
but I think itis fairly a subject which comes be- 
fore that committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They have the power | 
now, without any resolution, to investigate the 
case. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from California 
will be reported. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
to strike out of the resolution the words t‘ joint 
committee on the conduct of the war be, and they | 
are hereby, instructed,” and to insert the Sec- 
retary of War be directed;” and also to strike | 
out the following words: © and that for this pur- 
pose they, or such of their number as they shall 
depute, repair to the neighborhood;” so that the 
resolution will then read: 

Resolved. ‘fiat the Secretary of War be directed to in- 
quire into the trath of the rumored slaughter of the Unioun | 
troops after their surrender at the recent attack of the rebel 
forces upon Mort Pillow, Tennessee; and to reportthe facts | 
to Congress as soon as possible. 


Mr. WADE. I think there is a misapprehen- | 
sion as to the powers of the committee on the | 
conduct of the war, under the resolation that , 
made them acommitice. That resolution author- | 
ized them to take testimony, and to go wherever | 
they pleased to take testimony. We have not 
exercised that authority except in one instance 
where we sent two of our committee to New 
York to investigate matters connected with the 
quartermaster’s department, because we could 
not make the examination weil in any other way. | 
I think we saved a great deal of money by doing | 
that at that time, and that is the only time we | 


I suppose even if these words are stricken from 
this resolution, the committee, if they should sap- 
pose it was necessary to go to the spot for the | 
purpose of taking testimony, could go. l can} 
assure the Senate, however, that no member of | 


We! 
should certainly not go there unless it was from 
a sense of duty, because we could not otherwise | 
properly make the examination. { hope, how- 
ever, the amended resolution will pass, for I am | 
not anxious that the committee sball have this : 
business to do. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I concur with | 
the mover of the resolution that the subject ought 
to be inquired into, but his resolution does not go 
as faras I thinkitshould go. Thisis notthe first 
instance, by several, where we have met with a 
reverse that has filled us with grief and with sur- | 


| 
| 
1 
have sent members away. | 
| 
| 
i 
t 
| 
i 
| 
j 
| 
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prise, by the capture ofcomparatively small bodies || language. 


of men garrisoning particular. localities... Padus 
cah not long ago was almost laid in ruins; andit 
is said, with what truth E know‘rot, that there 
was within. some thirty or ferty.miles of Padútah 
a force; under the commandof a brigadier. gen= 
eral, sufficient to have reinforced the town and:to 
have placed it beyond the reach of harm.» ‘Lhe 
officer’s name | have forgotten; he wassome memi 
ber, I believe, of my. own profession who fancied 
that he was fit to command. a: brigade, and who 
persuaded. the Executive that he was competent 
to do so. $ E 

In reference to this particular inquiry, should 
like to know,.and I think the country would like 
to know, I think itis due to the country: that it 
should be made known, ifitcan be made known, 
why it was that this comparatively small garrison 
was left at Fort Pillow, when it was known, I 
suppose, there, as certainly.as it was known here, 
that there was hanging in and around it a force 
of some five or six thousand of the rebels, com- 
manded by a dashing leader, one who had him- 
self led the attack on the townof Paducah? Why 
was it that that garrison was suffered to remain 
there without reinforcements? 

Mr. President, the public heart feels just as 
we feel; we feel indignant at this Vandalic ouat- 
rage which never could have been perpetrated, 1 
think, in this age of the world, even by canni- 
bals, with more ferocity than is stated to have at- 
tended this particular outrage. But the Govern- 
ment ought to know, and those in command in 
that particular region ought to know, that they 
will be held to a responsibility if they by any 
reasonable diligence could have prevented the oc- 
currence of such a disaster and failed to do it. 
They should know that there is now in a part of 
the rebel soldiery with whom we are contending, 
who have been frenzied into madness and become 
worse than savages, a disposition which has nope 
of the restraints of civilized warfare; and it is 
lime, high time, since the United States, in my 
judgment in the exercise of a power with which 
they are clearly invested, have thought proper 
to enlist into their army Africans, that these rebel 
foes of ours should learn that upon the field of 
battle, in the eye of justice, and in the opinion of 
the United States, the life of a soldier under our 
flag is as dear as the life of any rebel, and that 
nothing will satisfy the-honor of one and satisfy 
the demands of the other, if the horrid alterna- 
tive should be left to us, but life for life. ft will 
never do; our reputation tells us that it will never 
do; our duty, still higher in its demands than 
mere reputation, tells us it will never dothat we 
should suffer our soldiers to be treated with the 
barbarity, the inhumanity, the savage barbarity 
with which it is said they have been treated upon 
this occasion. 

But in addition to the information which we 
should have before acting on that subject, and 
which it is the object of the honorable member 
who offered this resolution to obtain, i want.to 
kuow, looking to the honor of our flag and to the 
success of our cause, why itis that these disasters 
have been occurring since the commencement of 
what may be called the spring campaign. We 
have men enough, Heaven knows; we have ap- 
propriated money without stint; that weall know; 
and yet, to our surprise and mortification, and as 
{think to our dishonor, these occurrences are now 
of rather frequent occurrence ;and if it be true that 
there was any reason to apprehend an attack by 
anything like an overwhelming force, either upon 
Paducah or upon Fort Pillow, and it could have 
becn avoided by any reasonable diligence on the 
part of those in command, we should know it, 
and they should be held up before the country as 
in some measure the authors of these sad calami- 
ties. 

I would propose, therefore, to amend the res- 
olution, if the resolution is adopted in the terms 
offered by the honorable member from Michigan, 
by proposing that the committee inquire whether 
Fort Pillow could have been reinforced in time, 
andif it could be, why it wasnot reinforecd, and 
who were to blame. ¢ 

Mr. HOWARD, Ihave notthe least objection 
to such an amendment as that which is suggested 
by the honorable Stnator from Maryland. in- 
deed, | think upon covsideration that it ought to 


| be inserted; and Lshall, therefore, be very much 


obliged to the Senator if he will put it in proper 
As to that clause of the resolution 
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requiring the conimittee to repair tothe neighbor- 
hood, lam nottenacious aboutit, and will yield it. 
ia Mr. JOHINSON.: F moveto strike that out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Therevis ‘an 

amendment pending, proposed by the Senator 
from California. - Koa : 
2 iMr. TRUMBULL. ‘Mr. President, I am not 
farnished-with sufficient facts to controvert some 
‘opinions ‘which have been expressed by the Sen- 
ator ‘from Maryland; but I presume that his 
ssources’ of information are much greater than 
mine, for I can hardly conceive that withoutsome 
jnformation a Senator who speaks with such:con- 
sideration as he does, would ‘rise in. his place in 
‘tthe Senate and before the country to cast censure 
apon the general in command at Cairo, who I be- 
Jieve was General Brayman, because he did not 
yeinforce the garrison at Paducah. I think the 
Senator from Maryland stated the distance to be 
about forty miles. My recollection of the dis- 
tance is different. I think itis much greater than 
forty. miles: 

Mr. POWELL. 
is at Paducah. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Iam not talking of Fort 
Pillow. That is.a different place entirely, on the 
Mississippi river and in the State of Tennessee. 
Tam speaking of Paducah in the State of. Ken- 
tucky, which the Senator from Maryland spoke 
of as some forty miles from Cairo, Such is not 
my recollection of the distance. 1 think it is much 
further, 

The Senator from Maryland more than inti- 
mates that General Brayman, whom he did not 
name, but. who, I believe, is the officer in com- 

, mand at Cairo, is to blame. It is true he was 
“once an attorney; but I do not know that that is 
anything to his discredit, or that it disqualifies 
him from being a general. I am not here to de- 
fend General Brayman. He may not have done 
his duty, but it ts the first time I have heard it 
intimated from any quarter that General Bray- 
‘man: had the least knowledge of the attack upon 
‘Paducah until after it was made. The forces 
which attacked Paducah came up from the south, 
through Tennessee, and attacked Paducah from 
another direction, They did not pass-Cairo or 
near Cairo. The attack was unexpected by the 
garrison at Paducah. [am not aware that the 
Jeast intelligence of the approach of Forrest was 
communicated or. could have been communi- 
cated to General Brayman at Cairo, or that he 
had any jurisdiction over the States of Tennessee 
or Kentucky through which Forrest passed. I 
am not aware that he was guilty of any neglect 
in. not knowing that Forrest was approaching 
Paducah. Ido not understand that that region 
of country was within his command. 

I have felt called upon to say this much in jus- 
tice to an officer in command at Cairo who may, 
for aught I know, (but I have seen no evidence of 
it and never have heard the intimation before,) 
nave been derelict in not sending forces to Pa- 
ducah when he had no knowledge that an attack 
was tobe made upon it, and lam yet to learn 
that he had any considerable force to send there, 

A few days ago, as I understand, Columbus 
was threatened with an attack, and I saw by the 
néwspapers, the only information I have on that 
subject, that reinforcements were sent from Cairo 
to Columbus, some twenty miles distant; and 
about the time that the forces at Columbus were 
summoned to surrender, it so happened that some 
veteran regiments were returning from the South, 
and reached Columbus and landed, and that pre- 


Ido not think Fort. Pillow 


vented, as I understand, the attack upon Co- | 


Jumbus, and I presume the forces then threaten- 
ing that point went and made an attack upon Fort 
Pillow, and succeeded in capturing the garrison 
there. I regret as much as any one that the gar- 
rison at Fort Pillow was forced to surrender. I 
regret the capture and the slaughter; but Lam-not 
disposed, without a better knowledge of the facts 
than I possess, to cast censure or to imply cen- 


sure upon anybody. A raid of this kind may | 


occur; it is notan event which is to have any con- 
siderable bearing upon the result of the war. 

Mr. GRIMES. I think itis. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ithinkitisnot. [think 
the capture of a regiment ofimen will have very lit- 
tle influence on the result. 

Mr.GRIMES. But the slaughter of men after 
they are captured! ` 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The slaughter of a few 


was wrong upon this. sudden information, upon 


| as it complicates the question at present 1 with- 


men, when: we have half a million of men in the 
field, is. not calculated to produce any great result 


one way or the other. It:may change the mode | 


of our carrying on.the war. : 

Mr. GRIMES. Exactly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It may lead to retaliation. 
I have from the beginning been: one of those who 
were in favor-of prosecuting this war in earnest. 
I have never believed that we could carry on war 
peacefully, or that war meant fighting in peace. I 
supposed that it meant desolation, destruction, 
and death; and that the more terrible we made 
this war to the enemies of the country the sooner 
jt would be over, and in the end probably it would 
be a mercy to the rebels themselves: to prosecute 
it with vigor against them. 

I have no objection to this resolution; and I only 
rosc to say what I have said because I thought it 


these reports that have reached us within the last 
twenty-four hours, which may be exaggerated, 
which may- be highly colored, to pass.any opin- 
jons as to what ought to be done in the future; 
andabove all I thought it hasty and inconsiderate 
to cast censure on our commanding officers any- 
where until we were more fully advised as to the 
facts.. I am for the resolution; I want the in- 
formation; but before we get it and in advance I 
am for condemning nobody. 

Mr. GRIMES. If I understand the proposi- 
tion now before the Senate, it is this: the Senator 
from Michigan has modified his resolution so as 
to allow the committee on the conduct of the war 
to obtain the information that is desired in such 
manner and such time.as they. see fit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The imme- 
diate:question is on the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from California. 

Mr.GRIMES. Ishall vote against the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California. Ithink this 
is as grave a question as can possibly be brought 
before. the Senate, and one that may entirely 
change the character of this war; and I think, 
therefore, that it would be well for the Senate to 
instruct some one of its organs, some one of its 
committees—I do not care what that committee 
may be—to thoroughly investigate this whole 
subject; and I would be willing at the same time 
to instruct the Secretary of War to do the same 
thing. Indeed, I understand that he proposes to 
do it without any instruction; he has already 
taken the steps to do it. That, however, does 
not dispense with the propriety, and I think the 
necessily, of the Senate of the United States 
taking some action through the agents they may 
appoint—some of the organs of this body—to 
ferret tie whole transaction to the bottom, where- 
by we shall get intelligent information, not only 
through the War Department but through our | 
own committee. I think, therefore, that the 
Senate ought to vote down the proposition of the 
Senator from California, and then adopt the reso- 
lution as it has been modified by the Senator 
from Michigan. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state the question, lest there be misapprehen- 
sion. The amendment of the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia not only proposes to substitute the ** Sec- 
retary of War” for the ‘* committee on the con- 
duct of the war,” but also proposes to modify 
the subsequent part of the resolution in regard to 
sending a person’ to the vicinity. ‘The Senator 
from Michigan proposes to accept the latter 
amendment, but it is not in his power to do s0, 
an amendment having been moved and being 
pending to the resolution. 

Mr. CONNESS. For the purpose of simpli- 
fying this mattér, I withdraw at present my 
amendment. It isevident that if the Senate de- 
sires to instruct the committee on the conductof the 
war to make this investigation, the amtndment 
which I have proposed will not be adopted, and 


draw it. But while Iam up, I desire to ask the 
Senator who presented this resolution and the 
Senator from lowa, what they propose todo? I 
desire to say in advance that i am notaganinst ac- 
quiring what information we can on this subject, 
but Lask what will they propose that Congress | 
shall do in case the fact shall be ascertained to be 
as it has been stated? 

Mr. GRIMES. That depends on the inform- 
ation. 


Mr. CONNESS. Admit that the statements 


now made be ascertained to be true, what will 


Congress do. about it? ia 

Mr. HOWARD. If the Senator will allow me, 
I will state that I remarked when I was up before 
that if we shall obtaina verification of the ramors 


alluded to in the resolution, I shall deem it my 


‘duty to present a bill for the purpose of enact- 


ment into alaw; requiring the Commander-in- 
Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States 
to retaliate upon the enemy in the most vigorous 
mode practicable. > E wS : : 
Mr. CONNESS. I may as well say also before 


`I take my seat that the massacre has been an in- 


discriminate one so far as the. information we 
have received illustrates it. It is not confined to 
negroes wearing the uniform of the United States, 
but white and black alike are reported to have 
been put to death. I desire to make this statement 
because the reported facts as we have them now 
bear it out. It was not confined to negroes alone. 
L certainly have no objection to the obtainment 
of this information, but I believe that*the War 
Department nevertheless is the legitimate channel, 
and that that Department, governed and controlled 
by the Commander-in-Chief, namely, the Presi- 
dent, should direct at once, and it belongs to him 
to direct, the execution of such measures asare 
necessary to put a stop to this. 

Mr. HOWARD. Suppose the President of 
the United States refuses or neglects this duty of 
retaliation, what would the Senator do then? 

Mr. CONNESS. I think T would take him 
and send him to another fort that would very 
likely be taken by the enemy, and let him take 
the consequences. i 

The-PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state the pending question, The Senator from 
California withdraws his amendment, and. the 
question now is on the passage of the resolution 
as it was originally introduced. It is competent 
now for the Senator from Michigan to modify his 
resolution if he desires to do so. 

Mr. HOWARD. I agree.to the suggested 
amendment, to strike out the special instruction 
to the committee to repair to the neighborhood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution 
will be so modified. ; 

Mr. WILSON. Then I take it there is no dif- 
ference of opinion about it. We are all satisfied 
to pass the resolution in that form. The Secre- 
tary of War certainly needs no prompting in this 
matter, and the committee can act for the Senate, 
I wish simply to say, however, that the sugges- 
tion made by the Senator from Maryland in ye- 
gard. to inquiring into the management in that 
military department might well be incorporated 
into the resolution, and this committee might in- 
quire into it, and probably have the power to do 
so now. I understand that General Sherman re- 
ports to the War Department that he ordered this 
place to be evacuated, and is surprised that it was 
not, and there is a responsibility somewhere that 
it was not evacuated. { willsay a word further, as- 
this matter is up and excites our feelings and in- 
terests the country. Itissaid that white men have 
been butchered as well as black men; but I think 
the evidence goes to show that they were butch- 
ered because they were with the black men. That 
was probably the exciting cause of it. 

Mr. CONNESS. ‘That is an inference only. 

Mr. WILSON. While we are righting this 
matter, while this is before the country, L hope 
it will impress upon Congress, and, especially 
upon the other branch, the propriety of passing 
a bill that passed this branch six weeks ago to do 
justice to the colored troops of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 


| tion, as modified, will be read. 


The Seeretary read, as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That the joint committee on the conduct of the 
war be, and they are hereby, instructed toinquire into the 


|] truth of the rumored ‘slauguiter of tie Union troops atter 


their surrender at the recentattack of the rebel forces apon 
Fort Pillow, Tennes ind that Urey report the facts to 
Congress as soon as possible. 4 

Mr. JOHNSON lunderstood the amendment 
which f offered to be accepted by the honorable 
member from Michigan. 

Mr. HOWARD. [suggested that the honor. 
able member should draw his amendment, and I 
should have no objection to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. | propose to amend by add- 
ing “and also whether Fort Pillow could have 
been sufficiently reinforced or evacuated, and if 
so, why-it was not done.” 
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Mr. HOWARD. Iaccept the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 

is on the adoption of the resolution as modified. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Houseof Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 183) to secure the speedy trans- 
portation of the mails; 

A bill (No. 406) supplementary to an act en- 
titled “An act to grantpensions,’’ approved July 
14, 1862; 

A bill (No. 407) authorizing the establishment 
of ocean-mail steamship service between the 
United States and Brazil; 

A bill (No. 408) for the relief of postmasters 
who have been robbed by confederate forces or 
rebel guerrillas; and 

A joint resolution (No. 65) directing the com- 
mittee on the conduct of the war to examine into 
the recent attack on Fort Pillow. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 206) in addition to an act 
for the establishment of certain arsenals; and 

A bill (EL. R. No. 228) confirming the title of 
Joseph Ford to certain lands in Rice county, in 
the State of Minnesota, 


TAX SALES IN INSURRECTIONARY DISTRICTS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order of the day will now be taken up. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Ohio con- 
gents that the special order of the day may be 
passed over informally for the present, that Sen- 
ate bill No. 171 may be considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
will be taken, if there be no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 171) further 
to amend an act entitled * An act for the collec- 
tion of direct taxes in the insurrectionary districts 
within the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved June 7, 1862, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, with amend- 
ments, 

The first section of the bill provides that in any 
case in which a sale of lands or tenements has 
been or shall be made by a beard of tax commis- 
sioners, appointed pursuantto the act of June 7, 
1862, and a certificate ofsale issued by the board to 
the purchaser or purchasers, it shall and may be 
lawful for the tax commissioners to issue, In such 
form as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
scribe, a writ, directed to the marshal of the dis- 
trict in which the lands or tenements are situ- 
ated, commanding him to put the purchaser or 
purchasers forthwith into possession, and to make 
return of his proceedings under the writ within 
thirty daysto the commissioners, who shall keep 
a record of their proceedings in the matter, and 
who may, in case of any failure on the part of 
the marshal to execute the first writ, issue alias | 
and pluries writs, as the circumstances may to 
them seem to require. In case the marshal of 
the district shall be unable, either by himself or | 
by deputy, to execute the writ, or tn case there 
shall be no marshal of the United States within 
the district at the time of the issuing of the writ, 
it may be executed and returned by any fit per- 
son, to be specially appointed by the board of | 
tax commissioners for the purpose, which ap- | 
pointment shall be in writing, and indorsed on | 
the writ. But where the lands or tenements so | 
sold shall, at the time of such sale, be occupied 
by the United States authorities for hespital or 
other purposes, the issuing of the writ shall be 
suspended during such occupancy, and the pur- 
chaser or purchasers of such lands or tenements 
shall be entitled to and receive such rent or com- 
pensation for their use as the Secretary of the 
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Treasury, under regulations prescribed by him, 
shall order or direct. 

The Committee on the Judiciary proposed to 
amend the bill by striking out the second section, 
which is as follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That any certificate 
of sale of any lands or tenements may, for a fee of one dollar, 
be recorded in the office of the elerk of the district court of 
the United States of the district in which such lands or tene- 
ments may be situate, in a book to be kept for that purpose, 
and a copy of the record of such certificate, duly certified by 
the clerk of such courtto be a copy of such record, shall be 
evid e inany court, with the same effect in all respects as 
the original certificate of sale: and any assigninent by the 
owner ofsuch certificate of sale, when such assignmentshall 
be duly acknowledged before any commissioner or judge of 
any courtof the United States, or before a tax commissi 
of the proper district, and the acknowledgment duly certified 
by the officer taking the same, may also be recorded in like 
manneras the original certificate, and a copy of such assign- 
ment, certified by sai hali be admitted in evidence in 
any court of the same effect as the original assignment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The committee also proposed to strike out the 
third section, as follows: 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That any lands or ten- 
ements, parcels or lots of lauds, which have been or may 
be seleeted under the direction of the President for Govern- 
mentuse, for war, military, naval, revenue, charitable, edu- 
cational, or police purposes, or which have been or may be 
purchased at any sale made bya board oftax commissioners 
for the United States, may, when held in larger lots or par- 
ceis, be divided into parcels or lotsor not More than forty 
acres each, and preémption rights in such parcels orlots of 
land may be granted by the board of tax commissioners un- 
der orders issued by the President, on such terms as be shall 
direct tosuch classes of meritorious persons who shall have 
rendered service in suppressing the present rebellion, and 
who shall reside in the State where such lots or pareels of 
land are situate, and prior to the sale thercof by the proper 
board of tax commissioners: shall have entered upon and 
cultivated a part of the sume, as he, the said President, shall 
direct, such preémption rights to be granted by certificates 
to be issued by the said board of tax commissioners. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The fourth section provides that after the time 
allowed for the redemption of any lands or tene- 
ments which have been or shall be sold by a board 
of tax commissioners shall have elapsed, and after 
the purchase money shall have been fully paid, 
the Presidgnt is to cause a patent or patents to be 
issued to &iy such person as may be the bona fide 
purchaser, owner, assignee, or transferree of such 
lands or tenements under and by virtue of any 
certificates of sale, or undef and by virtue ofany 
assignment or transfer of such certificate, with a 
proviso that in case of an assignment or transfer 
of a certificate of sale, the person applying for 
such patent shall give satisfactory proof to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office of the 
preceding transfers or assignments; and that own- 
ers or holders of certificates of preémption issued 
by any board of tax commissioners shall be enti- 
tled to patents on the same termsand in the same 
way as the owners or holders of certificates of 
sale, 

The committee proposed tp amend the section 
by striking out the following proviso: 

Provided, ‘That in case of an assignment or transfer of a 
certificate of sale, the person applying for such patentshall 
give satisfactory proof to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office of the preceding transfers or assignments. 


Mr. POWELL. 1 do not think that amend- 
ment ought to be adopted. I see no necessity for 
giving patents to these parties. f have never 
known persons in any State of the Union to ob- 
tain a patent for lands acquired under a tax sale. 

Mr. HARRIS. I willstate to the Senator from 
Kentugky that this amendment is to strike out 
that clause. b 

Mr. POWELL. I beg pardon. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line six, of sec- 
tion five, to strike out ™ member of the board,” 
and insert “of said commissioners;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 

See. 5. and be it further enacted, That a majority of a 
board of tax commissioners shal] have full authority te 
transact all business and te perform all duties required by 
law to be performed by such board, and no proceedings of 
any board of tax commissioners shal! be void or invalid in 
consequence of the absence of any one.of said commis- 
sioners, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to strike out the föt 
lowing provisos at the end of section five: os% 

Provided, however, That it shall and may be competent 
for the Secretary of the Treasury, and he is ‘hereby author~ 
ized, to set aside any sale or sales made by-any board of tax 
commissioners in case he shall deem any such sale or sales 
to have been improperly or uufairly made: Provided also, 
That/ulf#¥s any sate heretofore made shall be declared Dy- 
him invalid within sixty days after the passing of this acty 
or any sale hereafter made shall be so declared within sixty 
Gave niter the date of such sale, said sales shall be deenied 
valid. mae 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause at the end of section six: 


And after the payment of all liens, general creditors ot 
such persons whose lands or tenements shall have been soid 
as aforesaid shall be paid outof such proceeds itsuffiicient 
for the purpose; or if not sufficient, the balance shalt be dis» 
tributed among them, under such rules and reguations and 
on proof to be presented as aforesaid. 

So as to make the section read: ; 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That any Hen creditor 
(being a loyal citizen of the United States from thecam 
mencement Of this rebellion, or alien subject ofa friendly 
nation who shall not have taken part against. the United 
States in this rebellion) of a person whose lands or tene- 
ments shail bave been sold by a board of tax commission» 
ers and not redeemed, shall, after the period of redemption 
has elapsed, be entitled to payment out of the balance of 
the proceeds of sale of such lands and tenements, after the 
same shall bave been paid into the ‘Treasury of the United 
States, of the amount of his lien, if a sufficient sum shall 
be left for such purpose after the payment of all claims of 
the United States, together with tie costs and expenses of 
sale, and the payment of all prior Hens, under such rules 
and regulations, and after exhibiting such proof of his right 
as the Secretary of the ‘Treasary shali prescribe. ý 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The seventh section requireseach board of tax , 
commissioners to file in the Department of the 
Treasury a transcript of its proceedings from time 
to time as the proceedings shall occur, and dupli- 
cates of all orders, resolutions, documents, and. 
papers, drafts, plats, and maps of surveys, made ` 
or issued by them, and as often and under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
prescribe; and copies of any of such orders, reso- 
lutions, documents, papers, or proceedings, duly 
certified to be full and correct copies, under the 
hand of the Secretary or of the officer having cug- 
tody of the transcripts and duplicates, under the 
seal of the Treasury, shall be evidence with the 
same effect as the originals, i 

Theeighth section provides the expenses caused 
by or incident to the proceedings of any board of 
tax commissioners shall be paid by the commis- 
sioners out of the proceeds of the sales which have 
been or shall be made by them of any lands or 
tenements; but the bills of such expenses are to be 
first submitted to and approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Under the ninth section in any case in which 
lands shall be redeemed after sale made by the 
board of commissioners, by theowner complying 
with all the provisions of law relating to redemp- 
tion necessary to be complied with on his part, 
the board is to certify to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury the fact that such lands have been redeemed, 
the amount of the purchase money paid by the 
purchaser, and when the purchase money was 
paid, together with such other circumstances'as 
the Secretary by general regulation or special in- 


| structions shall require, and the Secretar y,on being 


satisfied that the lands have been duly redeemed, 
shall repay, by draft drawn on the Treasurer of 
the United States, the purchaser the principal abd 
interest of the purchase money; and the purchaser 
shali forthwith deliver possession to the ownerso 
redeeming; but no owner is to be entitled to fe- 
deem unless, in addition to the oath prescribed by 
existing laws, he shall swear that he haspottaken 
part with the insurgents in this present rebellion, 
or in any way given them aid orcomfort, and shall 
satisfy the board of commissioners that this oath 
is true; and a tenant, at sufferance or at will, ig itot 
to be allowed to redeem, nor is a tenantfor years 
to be allowed to redeem unless he shall satisfy the 
board of commissioners, in addition to the other 
requirements of the law, that the owner of thé re- 
versionary estate has been loyal.and not in any 
manner engaged iri this rebellion, norin giving 
aid or comfort to the rebels, , 
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Mr cPEN-EYCK. [move to istrike:out the il 


izes the commissioners who make sele of lands to 
issūë a warrant to put the purchaser in possession. | 
Imakéthe motion:because I believe that provision 


issah-anomalous one, without. precedent... Lt au- | 


-thorizes:the. commissioners who under the act we 
passed two: years ago make sale óf these lands 
- fakutaxes, toissue-their warrant to-pat the pur- 
 chaseriof such lands into immediate. possession. 

The same persons who make sale of the lands are 
ué g writ of possession to: put the purchaser - 
immediately. in possession... Ido not know how 
itis-in‘all the States of the Union, but in.some of 
thein‘and especially in my own, where's sale of 
lähde is made under a tax-warrant the purchaser 
acquiresthetitle, and if there.is no person in pos- 
session to interfere with him, he enters into pos- 
session at once and has the benefitof his purchase; 
būt ifia third party is upon the land claiming a 
right-or-title toit, that matter has to be investi- 
gated‘and adjudicated and decided upon; and it 
séems.to me proper and right that such should be 
thé’ ease. So. here there may be a party in pos- 
session of the lands thus.sold; there may be upon 
these very. lands thus; disposed of by these tax 
commissionera third parties claiming right and 
titteto-the lands; and yet, by the. provision of 
this first section, if these commissioners make sale- 
of the lands, they are authorized and armed with 
the power to issue their precept and the purchaser 
is to'be put in possession without any adjudica- 
tion or hearing whatever. 
cit may be that under the peculiar circumstances 
of the case some difficulty might arise in finding 
a‘court to which to appeal for the purpose of hav-. 
ijg the adjudication; and perhaps that is the rea- 
son why this section has been incorporated into 
the, bill inthe shape in which it is and anomalous 
ag.it:igy but it seems to me that although it is 
highly desirable to put the purchaser in posses- 
gion, cases. may arise where the rights of third 
parties:might be very seriously interfered with 
and impaired by doing so.’ That is the reason 
why I move to strike out the section. 

; Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the provisions 
of this bill are asked for by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue forthe purpose of perfecting the 
bill already in foree for the collection of direct 
taxes in insurrectiouary districts, This section 
provides that when a sale of lands or taxes in 
those districts shall have been made, the com- 
missioners. may issue. process for the purpose of 
putting the purchaser in possession, ‘This is the 
object.and the only object of this section of the 
bill, It is deemed wise and indeed necessary 
that.this provision should be made. There are 
ny courts in that section of the country where this 
law.is applicable, and it is necessary to invest the 
commissioners with this power, or the purchaser 
will not have the effect of his purchase. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. President, I concur with 
the honorable Senator from New Jersey that this 
section should be stricken out, The whole effect 
of the section, as. has been stated by the bonor- 
able Senator from New York, is to authorize the 
commissioners who sell this property on behalf 
of the Government. for taxes. to issue a writ of 
habere factas and deliver possession. 1 do not 
thinkt has been the custom in this or avy other 
country to allow the officer who makes sale of 
„property for taxes or for any other delinquency 
to issue hig writ to a marshal and have the party 
thatmay peaceably be in actual possession ousted. 
Why, sir,do you pass this section? Do you vot 
gee at once that by its passage the doors are open 
to fraud and collusion between the commission- 
vera gud speculators? The property sold may not 
be really liable to sale for taxes; an honest bona 
fide holder of the tile, a loyal citizen, may be in 
possession; and yet, through the instrumentality 
perhaps of these tax commissioners and outsiders 
who connive with them, they may sell the prop- 
erty as ifit were Hable to taxes; and these com- 
missioners will have the right, if the bill shall 

„pass with this section in it, to issue a writ of 
habere facias and have this honest man turned 
out. Whenever the Government, either Siate or 
national, sells properly for taxes, it should give 
the purchaser his tax-deed, and if there are other | 
partes who have other interests, who wish to 
Feast that. tax-title, allow those parties to appeal | 
tothe courts to settle the contending and conflict- | 
ing titles, “That is Uie only proper way te-reach it. | 


j 
| 
i 


them appeal to the courts and th 


Not.only is this- provision anomalous but it is 
in conflict with. the principles settled in all the 
States of the Union, and it opens a wide: door for 
fraud and-corruption, Let the commissioners 
make their sales, let them give their tax-deeds; 
but if other- parties are in possession of the prop- 
erty and refuse to relinquish the possession, let 
ere test the 
strength of the respective. titles. | That is the 
only proper course of proceeding in such cases. 
I hope this section will be stricken out. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. If this bill is likely to give 
rise to much discussion, I shall feel it my duty to 
move to postpone it and take up the unfinished 
business of yesterday. Lo oe she 

Mr. POWELL. Jam perfectly willing that it 
shall go over. : : 

Mr, HARRIS. Let the vote be taken. H 
there is to be any further debate I will yield it. 

Mr. POWELL. There will be further de- 
bate. $ 

Mr. SHERMAN: The Senator from Ken- 
tucky informs us that there will be further debate 
on the bill, and therefore. move to postpone it, 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. Let us vote on thisamend- 
ment. 3 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to al- 
lowing the vote to be taken if there is to be no 
further debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER putthequestion 
on theamendmentof Mr. Tex Eycx, and declared 
that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. lask for a division. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending that question will 
it be in order to move to postpone the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move that this bill 
be postponed, and that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the order of the day. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SPECULATION IN GOLD. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S, No. 106) 
prohibiting speculative transactions in gold, silver, 
or foreign exchange, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx.) 
The pending question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont, (Mr. CoLLamer,] tostrike 
out the words. “ or of any foreigy exchange,” in 
the eighth line of the first section of the amendment 
reported from the Committee on Finance; and 
upon that question the Senator from Vermont is 
entitled to the Noor. we 

Mr. COLLAMER. Iam not particularly te- 
nacious about thatamendment. My remarks can 
be made justas well in relation to the bill at large. 
From what I suggested last evening, and from 
what then was on my mind, I thought T should 
take somewhat of arange in my remarks, more 
ofa latitude than I now intend todo. 

Mr. President, this bill comes before us based 
upon a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
which has been read here at the desk, m which 
he proposes two certain remedies for our finan- 
cial difficulties. Tunderstood them to be a com- 
plement of each other by his letter, that the two 
together constitute a unity. Oneisa certain bill 
which be says in his letter he sent to the Finance 
rCommittec, and which F take to be and will treat 
to be the same bill which the Finance Committee 
sent over to Lhe House, because they could not 
entertain jt, it being a bill to raise revenue 

Mr. SHERMAN. Both bills were sent to each 
House. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The letter of the Secre- 
tary seems to speak of it as a bill sent to the 
Finance Committee, but I take it to be the same 
one which lias been presented. in the House of 
Representatives, which bill, as presented in the 


House, in its outline is this, thatthe banks char- 
tered under the States shail be subject to a tax of 


one fourth of one percent. a month on all their 
circulation for one year, and at the end of that 


for circulation at all. 
that bill. 
other, which is a complement to that, is the bill 
now before us to prohibit trading and traffick- 
ing, or gambling, if you please, in gold. 
these two bills, if a proper bill of taxation: is 
passed in addition, he seems to think that the 
finances will float well, Phope they will. Certain 
it is that cur condition requires it, 


year they shall cease to have any right to issue | 
) i Thatis the way Lhave read | 
Thatis the way I understand it. The | 


With | 


And here, Mr. President, will say, in the first 
place, that although itis true that some features” 


-of our issue of paper-(find I speak now more par- 


ticularly of the legal-tender c use) were adopted 
contrary to my opinion in relation to our consti | 
tutional power, 1 have no desire to make any more 
words about that-at alt—not that | have changed 
my opinion on that subject; but, after what has 
taken’ place, after: ‘the amount of. issue that has 
been-made, considering the present condition of 
the country, and this being our great circulating 
medium, I do notdesiretodisturbit. Nor weuld 
1 say a word at any time which, even if regarded 
by anybody (and I do not know that it would be) 
could by possibility haveany effectinany measure. ‘ 
to embarrass the circulation of the present exists’ 
ing issue. But nevertheless, when a question 
arises as to our constitutional power to doa thing,’ 


take it every man must be his own judge of 


what is his duty and what isthe extent of his: 
power asa member of this body. If he agreed , 
with the great majority of the body there would 
be very little oceasion to talk about it; but if he 
should happen to differ, I think it is no occasion 
of censure or ill-feeling at all, certainly it is none | 
with me. Let other gentlemen, the majority In 
this case, entertain a different opinion in relation 
to the construction of the Constitution—I think 
they are as responsible to. their own consciences’ 
as I am to mine; but I think it ill becomes either 
party, ifthey differ in opinion aboutit, to set down’ 
that difference of opinion to some bad motive or 
some bad design. Jt was insinuated, I may say 
intimated, yesterday thatany body who attempted 
in any way to embarrass. this measure was col-. 
leaguing with the enemies of the country, and | 
made my remarks in. consequence of that asser- 


i tion or intimation. 


Now, Mr. President, I propose, to say a few 
words in relation, to ‘the operation of this bill if 
it should be passed. In the first place, I will say 
that 1 think the only reliance which the Govern- 
ment can have to meet its pecuniary liabilities 
consists in two sources of income, and but two: 
one is taxation, and the other loans. ‘There are 
no other legitimate sources whatever, All the 
other devices and expedients that are resorted to 
under the supposition that they may aid them. 
are nothing but a repetition of the thousand cx- 
periments which the world has tried on the sub- 
ject of currency, which always have failed and 
always will. We may talk as much as we please - 
about having at present in this country a cur- 
rency of which gold is no standard of measure. 
Say what we willand do what we will, it is utterly 
impossible to avoid its being the standard of meas+ 
ure, because it is the standard of the world, un- 
less we do one thing, and thatis, place ourselves 
outside of that world. If we hold commercial 
and social intercourse with mankind at large, who 
recognize gold as the standard of valuc, just so 
long will it be the standard of value here. Itean- 
not be otherwise. 1 regard this billas an attempt 
or device of that kind, well intended, all honest 
enough; bat the history of the world ts replete 
with similar experiments, all of which have been 
universal failures. ` 

This bill treats gold as an article of commerce 
merely. It provides against the buying of it as 
an article of commerce. It proposes to regulate 
it, or to forbid: the selling of it in a certain man- 
ner as an article of commerce, an article of pur- 
chase and sale to be paid for with our currency. 


“The currency is the payment, and the gold is the 


article. The billis framed on that idea. That 
idea may be practically true; butit is, after all, as 
experience has ‘proved, a failure, and is unavoid- 
ablya failure. Nobody isto blame for that. It 
cannot be avoided. Devices of this kind cannot 
avoid it. Tam unable myself to perceive how it 
is possible that this measure could produce any 
essential effect. I may be obtuse in my percep- 
tions about it. [may not have the material for 
forming an opinion, even if I was competent to 
form one; on the subject; but Fam not disposed 
to make an issue with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury about that. His opinion may be better than 
mine; but Í cannot see how this bill will produce 
any beneficial results, 

‘Phe trathis, the proposition goes upon a wrong 
theory in another respect. It assumes that these 
people gamble, if you please, in gold, and by so 
doing create fluctuations in.its price? ‘That is an 
entire perversion of the factand trathe Gold does 
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not fluctuate in price high and low because they 
gamble in it; but they gamble iv it because it fuc- 
tuates, and they cannot help it. Can any man 
suppose that gamblers would agree tostake money | 
upena contingency which they knew to be within 
the control of either one of them? Itseems to me 
such a supposition is perfect nonsense. If these 
men who are dealing, trading, and trafficking, 
gambling, if you plase, iv gold, knew that each of 
them could raise it up or pull it down, that it was 
in any way within their control, do you suppose 
they would venture their money upon it? Not 
atall. It is the subject-matter of gambling be 
cause it is in itself beyond their control, fluctua- 
ting, which operation depends upon a variety of 
considerations—fluctnating in price as compared 
with the currency, which currency itself fluctu- 
ates in proportion to the volume of it and in pro- 
portion to the prospect of national success. A 
great many other elements may enter it which it 
ig not necessary now to mention. But the fluc- 
tuation is notin the gold; the fluctuation is in the 
currency, and it is a fluctuation utterly beyond 
the control of individuals. This gold ring, if you 
call it so—I do not know what the name of it is— | 
this set of gamblers in New York meeting in their 
own way cannot control the relative price of gold 
and currency. The idea is thrown out that by 
stopping them in their gambling you will stop the 
fluctuation. Itseems to me perfectly obvious that | 

i 


the thing is entirely the other way. 

{tis suggested to me, and perhaps it may be 
true—TI have not looked into that—thatthe amount |} 
of fluctuation may be magnified or reduced by 
the efforts of the people engaged in this trade. 
Now, I can merely say that if that is true, it is 
just as trne of any other material article of trade | 
as of gold. 

Mr. COWAN. 
asup. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The inducement may be 
to keep it up or down, and when two men make 
such a risk, one has just as much inducement to | 
reduce as the other has to elevate it; and if their 
efforts are alike and their influence alike, they 
will balance each other. 

Now, take the article of flour, Will not flour | 
fluctuate in its price as compared with currency, 
as that currency itself is affected by the different 
elements which I have mentioned? Of course it 
will. If makea contract, in writing, if you please, 
to remove it from all questions about the old 
statute of frauds and perjuries, with my brother 
Fussenpen that if he will deliver to me a thou- 
sand barrels of flour on the Ist day of July next 
l will pay him $7,000 in currency therefor, what 
is thatcontract? Is there anything unlawful in 
it? Certainly not, Have [not then a direct in- 
ducement to use my best efforts to make that 
currency as low as Lean by next July when I 
have that money to pay? Have I not precisely 
the same inducementasiff had made thatarrange- 
ment for the delivery of gold? If there is any 
diference, { should like to have it pointed out. 

The same may be said of every essential and | 
material article of trade. it is a very common j 
thing in the vicinity of where F live, in anticipa- 
tion of the clip of wool, as we call it, shearing 
time, for aman to go to a wool-grower and say, 
“If you will deliver me your clip of wool on the 
Ist day of July next I will pay you one dollar a 
pound in currency for it;’? and the writing is 
made accordingly. Now, clearly, if the man who 
thus agreed in writing to deliver the wool should 
not do it, the other man would recover the differ- 
ence of price at the time of delivery between the 
actual price in the market and what he was to 
pay. 1f the question should arise, and the man 
should not deliver the wool, he would recover 
that balance. If it falls, and he does deliver it, 
and the man will not pay for it, he could recover 
the balance. Now, there is nothing in that con- i 
tract which [have mentioned about wool that I 
have heard suggested as being an unlawful one, | 
orevena gambling one; and if it werea gambling |! 
contract it would be unlawful. | 

Mr. President, Lam wellaware that the precise |: 
definition of gambiing contracts has fluctuated a | 
great deal at different times in the world. Differ- | 
ent States have not always holden precisely the | 
game rule in relation to them, The general prin- |: 
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It can be put down as well | 
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ciple is, that if there be a contract, an agreement 
made depending upona contingency in and about 
a subject-matter in which the parties have no in- 


i 
i 
| 


' terest except What they make by their bargain, 


that is a gambling contract and itis unlawful; but 
the courts have not always so holden. Suppose 
I say to the Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr. 
Cawan], ‘ How much will you insure me a quar- 


ter of such a ship on a voyage to Liverpool for?” | 


supposing the quarter to be worth $10,000. He 


says to me, ‘*Do you own any quarter there?” | 
> y q 


* No, I do not own anything there; but what is 
that to you? If I pay you a premium thatisa 
reasonable one, and such as you are willing tore- 
ceive, and you insure for me, interest or no in- 
terest, what is that to you??? Suppose heenters 
into that contract. That is a gambling contract. 
I had no interest in the ship. If I had made the 
insurance on a fictitious ship, it would have been 
worse yet. Neither of us have any interest in 
either of these, except what is made by the con- 
tract. That makes the contract itself a wager. 
Now, in this case, if a man should make an 
agreement with another to take a quantity of gold 
ata certain rate of price at a future day, when he 


: had no gold, it would be a wagering contract; 


and under the general principles of Jaw, as I un- 


derstand them, a court would so hold, if they | 
i should go there; but the difficulty is that they 


never do go there. ‘These folks never resort to 
the courts. 
courts from them, and there never will be. Ifa 
man does not live up to his agreements in their 


i circle, he is read out of the board; heis expelled; 
i as the common term is, he is black-balled; he is 


putin coventry. They never resorttolaw ahout 
it. L believe they are so utterly Jawless that E 
have no idea that if we make any law about it 
the courts will ever be appealed to one way or 
the other. Jt is a matter which they always set- 
tle in their own way; and hence I believe this bill 
will be entirely inoperative. 

] did not mean to occupy even so much time as I 
have upon the question of whether this bill would 
be good for anything. My opinion is thatitis one 
of those devices which, when pressed, men will 
resort to to get along in troubles which, in their 
nature, they are incapable of affecting, and the 
expgrience of the world shows it. But for the 
remarks that were made yesterday F should not 
have troubled the Senateeven with these remarks 
on the subject, perhaps, but should have contented 
myself with a silent vote if no other obstacle had 
been interposed, and allowed the Secretary, if he 
wanted to do so, to tryit. [have no doubtin the 


world that itis wellintended, but still my view of į; 


it is such as ] have expressed. 

But, Mr. President, there is another difficulty. 
Contracts have their obligation determined by the 
lea: loci contractus; and if a contractis a good and 
lawful one where itis made, it can be enforced 
any where before any court of competent jurisdic- 


tion; but, to be sure, in enforging it, itis subject | 


to the lex loci fori. In considering that contract 
it is construed according to the law under which 
it was made; in executing it, whether by seizing 
the body or taking the property, or whether the 


statute of limitations applies, or anything of that } | 
i that are ingenious devices, contrivances, and eva- 


kind, depends on the laws of the place to which 
the court belongs. 

Now, let us take some of these contracts as an 
illustration, Take, for instance, if you please, 


the contract I have mentioned about wool—a good, | 
lawful contract by the laws under which it is į 


made. Can Congress say that, inasmuch as the 
contract to pay tue money for that woolon a future 
day made it directly the interest of the purchaser 
to depreciate the public currency, therefore it shall 
be void? If all the contracts in relation to that 
subject were made in the same way—and a great 


many of them are made in the way I have men- || 


tioned—and were all put together, it would be in- 
fluence enough to affect the currency. There are 
eighty million pounds of wool raised and sold in 
this country annually, at from fifty cents to one 
dollar a pound—it is worth a dollar probably now 
—and if that were put together it would be money 
enough, if used by those who are interesied in de- 
preciating it for that particular subject, to be folt 
and appreciated by the country in its currency. 
Can it be possible that Congress have the power 
to declare that contract, and all contracts of that 
character made for sale upon a credit to be paid 
ata future day, because those consequences may 
be incurred of a depreciation of the currency, void 


i! in all the States of the Union? Whether the con- 


tract is for flour or for tobacco or for whisky or 


You never hear of a ease in the | 


i 


beef or pork or wheat, be it what-it may; espe- 


i cially if it is on a very large-scale, can we onthe 


| 
| 
| 


ground that we suspect or really believe that it 
will affect the currency, make a law to forbid ity 
and put an end to it, and to all credit for the same 
reason? i 

Such is the sweep of what 1s claimed in this 
bill. It is claimed that we can vacate, declare 
void and unlawful, a contract made forthe. pur- 
i chase of gold at a day to come, deliverable there- 
after. You might just as well declare all the con- 
tracts I have mentioned to be void. Sir, we should 
bear in mind that the great contracts. which. are 
now made by our Goverument for its Army sup- 
plies are made with people who have not those 
articles. A man will contract with the Govern- 
ment to deliver to them, if you please, ten thou- 
sand barrels of flour. He has not a barrel of flour 
on hand; but he contracts todeliver it at a certain 
time, and then to be paid a certain sum. He has 
to go and make contracts with people who have 
flour or who can get it for delivery at a future 
day as he wants, and to be paid for at a future 
day, and all this subject to the fluctuations of the 
currency, agreeing with them upon the price. He 
bas to run the risk whether it should rise or fall.. 
Heis made directly interested in proportion to the 
size of his contract in endeavoring to depreciate 
the currency, that he may meet his contracteasily. 

Mr. President, it will next be observed that if 
Congress has the power to declare those contracts 


which are lawful in the States in which they are 
made, unlawful and even criminal, it follows as 
a necessary corollary that they have the right 
to declare this sort of contracts and proceedings 
made by the people in the different States, which 
are unlawful by the laws of the States themselves, 
lawful, The one is a necessary corollary of the 
other power. If any State sees fit, for instance, 
acting as wisely (in the opinion of some gentle- 
! men) as the State of Maine and some others have 
| done, to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors, 
Congress can repeal it. If the States pass laws 
of that kind in relation to contracts which they 
regard as conira bonos mores, are they subject 
| always to be overruled by Congress from time 
ito time if Congress think that they in any way 
affect the national public interest? 7 

Sir, Lam not prepared to subseribe to a dog- 
trine of this kind, and Lask ta be informed what 
delegated power there isin the Coustitution under 
which it can be done, I understand the Consti- 
‘tation of the United States to delegate *to the 
| Governmentof the United States céftain definite, 
| defined powers, with the incidental power to pass 
iall necessary laws to carry those powers into 
PeMect. 1 understand further that Congress pose 
sesses no powers but what are there contained; 
for itis provided in it that anything not therein 
contained is actually reserved from them. Hf that 
be the clear, plain meaning of the Constitution, 
I desire to be enlightened on the subject of the 
power of Congress to pass such a measure as this, 
and that desire | express in great sincerity. Ido 
not mean that I should be put off with answers 


sions. l want to be answered as a man of ordi- 
nary discernment is entitled to be answered. 
Where is the power? 

[ean merely say that if men derive the power 
from two, thrée, or four different places in the 
Constitution, that proves that the power is not 
there at all. 1 do not mean that there may not be 
the same thing given in two places; but if they 
are distinct and independent grounds of power, 
one of them does not contain the other at all. 


i They are each carefully provided in aur Consti- 


tution, carefully drawn. “here was no such ex» 
ivency about it that the same power was put in 


i different places. p 


Ihave heard it suggested that this power is 


i derived from the power to regulate commerce. | 


do not remember from whom that suggestion 
came; but I heard it in the course of the debate 
yesterday. Why, sir, what isthe power granted 
to Congress to regulate commerce? Is there such 
a grant of power, with that and no more than 
that? ‘There is not any such grant, There isa 
grantof power to Congress to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations, with the Indian tribes, and 
between the States; but there is no power in Cone 
gress to regulate trade between A and B, between 
individuals in the same State. They cannot regue 
late who may buy and who may sell of orto the 
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other, and what he may sell and what he shall not 
selltohim. Theirpower is to regulate commerce 
between us and another nation, not the regulation 
of the details and management of the affairs of 
commerce within a State between individuals. 
There is no such grant of power as thate How 
does this bill in any way attempt to regulate com- 
merce between us and other nations, or between 
two States, if ‘you please, or with the Indian 
tribes? "There is nothing of the kind in it. 
Bütit is said thatit comes, somehow or other, 
from the right to coin money and regulate the 


valde thereof, and of foreign coins. I do not pro- 


pose to'enter at any great length into the mean- 
ing’ of the word “‘coin.”? Some of the judges 
who have given an opinion on the subject of the 
legal-tender'clause have very freely said that that 
phrase “to coin money” evidently meant metallic 
currency. <“ 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Others said it meantany 
Kind of money. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Notthe judges. 
members have said so. 

Mr. FESSEN DEN. 
-aome of the judges. 

Mr. JOHNSON. In one or two cases. 

Mr. COLLAMER, Let us test it by our own 
practice. If this paper money is coined money, 
then it is coin. Now, we have taken a great deal 
of pains to provide that the men who take our 
bonds, say the five-twenties, shall be paid the in- 
terest semi-annually in coin. Why do you not 
pay them with this paper if it is coin? Our own 
efforts, our own acts belie utterly the idea that 
this paper is coin, or we have attempted to cheat 
the world in relation to paying that interest and 
principal. 

“Bat itis said that if there is a power to coin 
money and this is coin, therefore you have the 
right to protect it and take care of it. 1 do not 
know what gentlefnen mean by that.” I suppose, 
‘ag an incidental power to the power to coin money, 


I know 


It has been so held by 


we can take care of that money out in the hands of 


the people as the circulating medium of the coun- 
try; but has this gambling business anything to do 
with that? [do not see the connection, When 
the power lo coin money was given, the framers 
of the Constitution did not think that any such 
power asthis by way of incident would arise from 
it, Ihave no doubt that under the power to coin 
money Congress may set up a mint, employ the 
proper officqys, and pay out the proper expenses 
for coining Money; or, if gentlemen please to call 
this paper coinand mean to pay their debts, their 
inttrest money, their bonds, &., with it, calling it 
coin, E think they have u right to employ engrav- 
ers to make it. Bat, Mr. President, it will be ob- 
served thatamong the powers of Congress are— 


«To coin money, regulate the value thereof, and ot for- į 


eign coin, and fix the standard of weights and measures.” 

Then the very next clause is: 

“Ty provide for the punishment of counterfeiting the re- 
ewrides and current eoin of the United States.” 

Now, if under the power to cuin money they 
had the incidental power to take care of it and 
protect it afterwards, why was that clause putin 
there? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 


Ts it not unnecessary? 
Sir, | do not like to pass 


upon the proceedings of a Convention as able as | 


that was,and which took so much time in its de- 
liberations, in that way. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ex majori cauteld. 

„Mr. COLLAMER. ‘There is nothing of that 
kind in-our Constitution, At any rate when I 
have endeavored to allude to such a thing, the 
honorable Senator himself bas utterly repudiated 
it. ‘The grantof that power asa substantive grant 
of power shows that they did uot consider that 
there was any such power without it. 

But, Mr. President, we can coin money and 
regulare the value thereof, and of foreign coins, 
Regulate the value thereof in what? In corn? 
in wheat? In any necessary of life? In labor? 
Ltake ititis tie regulation in account of what 
value ig between the respective coins, and the 
establishment of what the value of foreign coin 
is os measured by our coin. If it is believed that 
this power to regulate the value of coin extends 
to the regulating of the value of this coined paper, 
what skaitit bein? if you say tt has become a 
atandard by itself, and gold an article of com- 
merce merély, then if you have any power over 
“at it would be to regulate the relative price be- | 


tween those two. If really such a power as this 
can be used by Congross in this way, why do 

ou not bring forward a regular measure by say- 
ing that the- ten-dollar piece heretofore declared 
to be worth ten doliars shall be worth fifteen dol- 
lars in currency, ih the paper coin; that the gold 
coin (as I believe the Secretary is now selling it 
at fifty or sixty per cent.) shall be worth fifty per 
cent. in addition to its apparent common value 
payable in. this currency, this coined paper?, If 
there be any such power in that way at all, that 
is it. ` 

The truth is, Mr. President, that power has 
been exerted: We have directed by law long 
since that a certain quantity of gold and a certain 
quantity of alloy, weighing so much, shall be of 
such a value, ten dollars. Let me put a case to 
gentlemen. Suppose I ask of my brother Nes- 
mira to lend me a ten-dollar gold piece for a 
week. He handsit to me. I, as might be very 
natural, donot pay bim. [Laughter.] Suppose 
he brings an action for my not having paid him. 
I submit to my associates and friends here, what 
judgment should be rendered? You know that 
when he gets his execution I can tender him 
greenbacks in payment. Now, how large ought 
that judgment and execution to be? He lent me 
a ten-dollar piece, and the coined paper says that 
ten dollars in paper is equal to ten dollars in gold. 
The truth is, without creating any artificial diffi- 
culties in the way, it must be acknowledged that 
with us, practically, gold has become an article 
of commerce, an article of trade, and currency is 
a mereexchange of value; and, as I think, brother 
Nesmiru ought to have—if that was the price of 
it when Í agreed to return it to him—fifteen dol- 
lars in currency. If he cannot get it by law, I 
will agree with the people of California, in refer- 
ence to contracts of that kind, that a man who 
will repudiate them, and undertake to pay them 
off by legal-tender notes, ought to be putin coven- 
try, as I understand is done on the Pacific coast, 

Gold, then, is a mere article of commerce, and 
it comes to the same question which L before 
stated; and that is, can Congress lawfully, under 
the Constitution make alaw to regulate contracts 
in relation to the price of articles of commerce 
in the States? I do not know where the power is 
to be found. Lt cannot be found in the power to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations or with 
the Indian tribes or between the States. It can- 
not be found in the power to coin money, because 
the moment you examine it it becomes imprac- 
ticable. ldo not know where I shall be referred 
to next as the source of the power, 
very frequently hear about the necessity of it, 
and I suppose if you put it to that, this law 
against gambling in the States is to be made un- 
der the exercise ofthe power of “military neces- 
sity,” just as the Universalist clergyman said we 
needed a hell as a military necessity for this wak, 
if for no other purpose. ([Laughter.] 

We are quoted to this, that, and other things 
which have undergone discussion years and years 
ago, and were supposed to be fully settled by all 
men, For instance, it is said that we can do it 
under that clause of the Constitution which says 
that Congress may provide for the general wel- 
fare, That was suid to me yesterday. 
is said in the Constitution that Congress shall 
have the power to borrow money, levy and collect 
taxes, dudes, imposts, and excises, to provide for 
the common defense and the general welfare. 
That is really such a genera} and unlimited grant 
as is given in this Constitution, I am aware that, 


especially in the convention of Virginia, much | 


str was laidon that, particularly by those who 


objected to the adoption of the Constitution, and i 
among the rest by Patrick Henry. He thought | 


it was a sort of latitude of power very dangerous 
indeed and that it would be used in a dangerous 
manner, unless there was a provision in the Con- 
stitution, something like the one now in it, that 
all powers not therein granted were reserved to 
the States and the people. He thought that un- 
less there wasa provision in it prohibiting the ex- 
ercise of power by way of construction, it might 
bea dangerous one; and they mighteven, l believe 
he said, abolish slavery underit. Butthat clause of 
limitation is now in the Constitution, and that ar- 
gament of Jatitudinarianism I suppose is at an 


end. Itis not worth while to pursue this matter. 
The whole subject under the hands of Mr. Mad- 
ison has been sq, perfectly elaborated and so en- 


I know we | 


Now, it | 
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tirely exhausted, that I will not attempt to add 
my feeble voiée to it at all. : 

1 know not what other power of the Constitu- 
tion the authority to pass this bill willbe claimed 
under. There‘are none to my knowledge. Hence, 
I have come to the conclusion that this power to 
declare contracts in the States, lawful by the laws 
of the States, void, or to declare ther: ‘awful 
when they are unlawful by the laws of the States, 
is not a power in Congress. If the internal con- 
cerns of a State are to be thus interfered with by 
Congress, it must be by an amendment of the 
Constitution. 1 grant that you may put in it, by 
an amendment in the constitutional mode, any- 
thing you please; your power in that respect.is 
unlimited; but I say that the claim and the exer- 
cising of such a power by Congress is for the first 
time attempted now, is entirely new, and, as I 
think, unwarranted. Without complaining of 
anybody else, or finding fault with anybody else, 
limerely wish to be permitted to cast my vote 
against it, unless I am more enlightened about it 
than I am at present, without being subject to 
criticism or censure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Vermont, in line eight of the first 
section of the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee to strike out the words “ or of any foreign 
exchange.” ; 

Mr. COLLAMER. I move to strike out those 
words wherever they occur. I will only say that 
I regard foreign exchange as peculiarly subject 
to the objections I have made. If gentlemen re~ 
gard itotherwise, of course they will keep those 
words in, f g 

Mr. JOHNSON. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As I shall not vote to 
strike these words out, I will say ina single word 
why I shall not do so. I have been struck with 
the argument of the Senator from Vermont. It 
was very plausible and forcible. Perhaps he may 
be right; but the principle upon which I shall put 
it in voting against the amendment is simply this: 
the Congress of the United States has decided that 
it has the authority to issue Treasury notes and 
make them a legal tender. The courts have so 
decided. That was a very doubtful question in 
my mind; but we have acted upon it, and having 
issued these Treasury notes and made them a 
legal tender between individuals for payment of 
debts, | believe we have a right to protect their 
credit; and when combinations are resorted to for 
the purpose of depreciating their value, if we have 
a right to issue them and make them a legal ten- 
der, we have the right to protect them; and on 
that principle 1 shall vote against striking out. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 13, hays 24; as follows: 

YRAS—Messrs. Buekalew, Carlile, Collamer, Cowan, 
Davis, Grimes, Harding, Henderson, Hendricks, Johnson, 
Nesmith, Powell, and Saulsbury—13, 

NANYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Clark, Conness, Dix- 
on, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Hale, Harris, Howard, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pome- 
roy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, ‘Yeu Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, aud Wilson—24. 


So the amendment to the amendment was re- 


| jected. 


Mr. HARRIS, I renew the motion I made 
yesterday, in line three of the fourth section of 
the amendment to strike out the words “in any 
sum not less than,” and in lines four and five to 
strike out the words * nor more than $10,000;” so 
that it will read: 

That any person who shall violate any provision of this 
act shall be held guilty ofamisdemeaner, and on conviction 
thereof be fined $1,000 or be imprisoned for a period not 
less than three months, &e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yhe Chair will 
inquire if he understood the Senator from New 
York to say that this was an amendment that he 
offered yesterday ? ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis the same. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Chair 
will suggest that it is not now inorder. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was not disposed of yes- 
terday, and I want to modify the amendment a 


| little by substituting for the words “ be fined”? in 
i the third line of that section the words “ shall 


forfeit.’” 

Mr. HALE. I wish the Senator from New 
York would suggest the reason for that altera- 
tion. It does not strike me as being a wise one. 
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Mr. HARRIS, I stated it yesterday, and it 
was satisfactory to the Senator who has charge 
of the bill, 

Mr. HALE. 
content, 

Mr. HARRIS. The fifth section provides for 
a civil action, and it is necessary, therefore, to 
have a fixed penalty in order to sue for it. 


If he 1s satisfied with it, I am 


Mr. SHERMAN. The difficulty is that the 


fourth section does not fix the penalty, but leaves 
‘it open for dispute; itis to be a fine between one 
and ten thousand dollars; while under the fifth 
section, if a suit is brought to enforce the penalty 
itis in the nature of an action for debt, and the 
sum is not certain. í 

Mr. HALE. [ see that difficulty; but the 
fourth section as itstands by itselfis wellenough. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; and I wasabout 
to suggest to the Senator from New York to add 
atthe end of the fourth section these words, which 
will accomplish his purpose and answer better: 

And shall likewise be subject to the penalty of $1,000 
for each offense. 

Then the next section provides the mode in 
which the penalty shall be enforced. 

Mr. HALE. I think that willbe better. Where 
you have a fine I think something ought to be 
left to the discretion of the court. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will accept 
that modification of his amendment Í think it 
will probably be better. 

Mr. HARRIS. I accept that in lieu of the 
amendment | proposed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion is on the motion to add at the end of the 
fourth section the following words: 

And shalt likewise be subject to a penalty of $1,000 for 
each offense, F 

Theamendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


< Mr. HARRIS. I suggest what I think would 
be a little improvement in the phraseology of the 
first section of the substitute. In the fourth line 
I move to strike out the words “ or for the loan,” 
and in the fifth line to insert after the word “ ex- 
change” the words ‘to be delivered;’’ so that 
it will read in this way: 

That it shall be unlawful to make any contract for the 
purebase or sale or delivery of any gold coin or bullion, or 
of any forcign exchange, to be delivered at any time subse- 
quent to the making of such contract, &c. 

It will make it much more conclusive, in my 
judgment. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Myattention was called to 
that criticism, and [ am not at all sure but what 
it would be an improvement of the phraseology, 
although as the section is now drawn it was made 
to cover a loan in gold. The fear was that per- 
song would attempt to evade the operation of the 
first section by agreeing to loan gold for a time. 


that. . 
Mr. SHERMAN, Perhaps it will cover it. 
Theamendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HARRIS. (I suggest one more amend- 

ment. [tis in the twelfth line of the first section 

to strike out the words ‘ national currency,” and 
to insert the words ‘ notes of solvent banks,” so 
as not to strike at our State banks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only objection I have 
to that is this: practically it would be the same 
at any rate, because it is very easy to convert the 
notes of solvent banks into the greenbacks, as 
they are called; but I think, in a national law, 
intended for the protection of the national eredit, 
we ought not to provide for the receipt in transac- 
tions regulated by law of anything but national 
currency, that kind of currency which tho Gov- 
ernment of the United States itself receives. 
There is no practical difficulty in the way. I 
trust, therefore, the Senator from New York will 
not press his amendment; because a person hav- 
ing current funds in the city of New York can 
easily convert them into greenbacks, United States 
money. If in a law intended to protect the na- 
tional currency, or rather the credit of the Gov- 
ernment, we provide for the circulation of State 
bank paper, 1 think it might tend to defeat the 
bill without doing any practical good. I trust, 
therefore, the amendment will not be urged. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Mr. President, by the 
amendments that have been made we have now 
pretty nearly as good a bill as 1 originally intro- 


$ > an || our country through our national currency in the 
ae: 3 y « delivery” covers || OUY country, g y | 
Mor HARRIS Lhe wat So relived yS CONENS |! helis ot the city of New York. I may be mistaken 


duced here in December last, in pretty nearly the’ 
same words, I desire to call the attention of the 
Committee on Finance to the subject, and I should 
like to have the ear of the chairmamwhile I do so. 

introduced this bill in December last, and sent a 
copy of itto the Secretary of the Treasury. Upon 
the introduction of it Ewas arraigned in the news- 
papers of the city of New York, ridiculed, and į 
abused. The opposition papers in Kansas took up | 
thecry, and last night I read in a paper from my | 
Statea column ofthe most brutal assaults upon me | 
for introducing the bill. My bill was before the | 
Committee on Finance and has never been dis- 
posed of. Iwas very much astonished, therefore, 
the other day when the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Suermay] introduced the identical bill 
as an original proposition from the Secretary of 
the Treasury and had it referred’ to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. ae 

Mr. CONNESS. I will suggest to my friend | 
that the whole matter might be cured by request- 
ing those papers hereafter to insert the name of 
the Senator from Ohio when they write abuse of | 
the Senator from Kansas. If they just make that 
change it may be all right. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Having suffered all 
this abuse from the papers of the city of New | 
York, and still suffering abuse from papers in my | 
own State, | felt it to be a duty that I owed to | 
myself to say this much to the Committee on 
Finance. 

You have now got this bill almost verbatim as | 
introduced by me after having gone to New York 
and investigated the subject and asccrtained the 
views of loyal and sagacious men. | desire now } 
to say to the Senator from Vermont that it is my | 
opinion and the opinion of loyal and sagacious | 
business men of the city of New York, that the | 
confederate government is to-day and has been ; 
since last December through its foreigu agents | 
| engaged in the effort to depreciate our currency | 
by gambling against that currency in the hells of | 
the city of New York. Can the Senator from | 
Vermont explain to me how it was that a mere | 
visit to the city of New York by the Secretary of | 
the Treasury a day or two ago reduced the price | 
of gold as compared with our currency from 189 j) 
to 175? Willit do for the Senator from Vermont, | 
to me a practical Senator, and to other Senators, 
to compare gold as a product with flour and pork 
and agricultural products, when it is known to 
him tbat gold can be taken care of in the city of 
New York for nothing, while it requires from ten 
to twenty per cent. a month to take care of flour 
and pork? H will not do to say that gold is the 
same as other products. 

Mr. President, in my opinion, traitors whohave | 
not the courage to face the Federal soldiers are | 
t 


i 
| 
| 
i 
j 
i 


now engaged, cowardly, assassin-like, in stabbing 


as to the benefits to accrue to the country from | 
the passage of this bill; butifinvestigation proves | 
anything, if the opinions of sagacious and loyal | 
men are worth anything, this bill will benefit our | 
country, and will benefit it beyond the expecta- | 
tion of the most sanguine friends of the measure. | 
1 Mr. FESSENDEN. Perhaps an explanation | 
is due from the Committce on Finance to the hon- | 
| orable Senator from Kansas upon this matter. [| 
| willcommence it by assuring him, however itmay | 
look, that no possible discourtesy was intended || 
to him; although he may have unwittingly been | 
treated with some injustice. I deem it more es- | 
pecially necessary to say what | am about to say || 
because no part of the fault rests upon my hon- | 

| 

| 


orable colleague, the Senator from Ohio, who hap- | 
pened to introduce the bill asan amendment to his jj 
own, in reference to the matter. i 
Very early in the session the honorable Sen- | 
ator from Kansas sent us two bills on this gen- į 
| eral subject providing for legislation of this kind, | 
one of which was very similar in its terms to the 
one upon which the Senate is about to act. Ata i 
1 

| 

1 


somewhatlater period the Senator from Ohio sent | 
us another bill. We looked at those bills, and | 
came to the conclusion that it was doubtful j! 
whether they would be of any practical benefit, 

whether they would effect the object they were | 
intended to accomplish; and for that reason we || 
laid them aside, and did not again take them up; | 
and for myself [ had entirely forgotten the con- | 
tents of all of them so faras to tell which was 


| faction. 


| which, without referring to them. | 


The Secretary of the Treasury, y vo 
since, sent us the bill which is now before the 
Senate, with a leter which has been read, request- 
ing its immediate passage, if it met with our ap- 
probation. On consideration, as the Secretary 
strongly recommended and urged it, and believed, 
as he expressed himself in writing, that it might 
be attended with sone practical benefit, we came 
to the conclusion that as he was master of the de- 
tails of the subject; and was the officer'who was 
carrying on all these financial operations, we 
would not allow any doubts of ours as to whether 
it would be productive of the good that he ex- 
pected to flow from it to interfere with the pre- 
sentation of that bill to the Senate. ` \ 

After we came to that conclusion, it then. be- 
came a question in the committee how we should 
introduce it into the Senate, that particular bill 
not having been committed to us. None of us 
adyerted to the fact that a bill was before us at 
that time, or looked at it, It was proposed that 
it should be introduced. by the chairman into the 
Senate, presented to the Senate, and referred to 
the cominittee, and then be acted on; but some 
one suggested that we had already had bills be- 
fore us on the general subject, and it might be 
reported as an amendment to one of those bills. 
I spoke to my clerk, who was silting near me, 
and asked him to hand me one of those bills, with- 
out designating any, and the first bill that he hap- 
pened to lay his hands on was the bill that had 
been sent to us by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. We did not take occasion to read it, or 
look at it, but simply the chairman was author- 
ized to report it as an amendment to that bill. 
After the bill had been put in proper shape, both 
being in my hands with a view to report them, it 
struck me, as the honorable Senator. from Ohio 
had sent us the original bill, that it was’ onl 
courteous to him to allow him to report the amend- 
ment. I therefore passed the papers over to him 
and requested him to report the bill to the Sen- 
ale. S 

There is the whole history of it from beginaing 
to end. How far the Secretary of the Treasury 
may be responsible for stealing the thunder of 
my honorable friend from Kansas, without giv- 
ing him credit, is a question to be settled between 
those two high dignitaries to their mutual satis- 

Mr. SHERMAN. I freely accord to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas the paternity vis bill, or the 
idea of prohibiting and panishing™these transac- 
tious in gold, There is no doubt about it. The 
circumstances are perfectly familiar to me. ‘The 
Senatorfrom Kansas sent his bill to the committee, 
and we conversed about it. We doubted the pol- 
icy of it, and I was requested, as it was a matter 
of difficulty, to draw a bill that would suit my 6Wn 
mind. The idea of the Senator’s bill was to pun- 
ish those transactions in gold asa criminal offense. 
I doubted whether there was the ability of pros- 
ecuting and convicting anybody in New York for 
au offense that was so common, and Iknew that 


‘| it was impossible, or very difficult at least, to en- 


force a criminal statute in a community that did 
not regard the subject as criminal in itself. There- 


| fore | framed a bill with a view to punish it with 


a penalty, with a fine to be collected by an action 
of debt through the aid of a common informer, 
So the matter rested for some time. The Secre- 
tary no doubt bad the benefit of the two bills, 
and framed a bill combining both. The Senator's 
bill did notcontain the proposition about a pen- 
alty, and a collection of the debt, &c., &e., and 
this bill combines the two together. But the ori- 
ginal idea, the invention, undoubtedly rests, with 
the Senator from Kansas, if there is any credit 
for that. F trast that now the bill will be passed, 
and whatever goodeffects it may produce we will 
all give the Senator from Kansas the credit. < 
Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Mr. President, Ege- 
sire to say that the gist of the charges coming 
from my own State was this, that the Committee 
on Finance had given my bill the go-by, that the 
bill was not worthy the consideration of the com- 
mittee. There was a column in onë of our. prin- 
cipal papers devoted to anatiack upon me, stalin, 
that the Committee on Finance had not deeme 
it of sufficient importance to” consider it, I have 
no feeling on this subject. I merely wanted that 
that editor, and the man in New York who said 
that I had better confine myself to the woolly- 
headed business instead of finance, to understand 
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‘that my bill has been considered by the Senate, 
and I hope, for the good of thg country, it will be 
‘adopted. i 
a “Me. HENDERSON. I desire merely to state, 
“for the benefit of my friend from Kansas, that it 
‘might possibly be well for him to wait for some 
“three or four months before seeking to claim the 
paternity of this bill, and in all probability the 
‘very papers that are abusing him for having in- 
“troduced the bill, provided he will let the Senator 
“from Ohio take the responsibility of it, will be 
“better friendg.of his in the fature., 
< F rose merely for the purpose of offering an 
amendment. Í believe there is no amendment 
pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
“amendment pending to the amendment of the com- 
„mittee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I-move to amend the 
“amendment by striking out in the sixteenth and 

geventeenth lines of the first section the words 
‘in actual possession.” As the section now 
stands, the provision is that no person can ‘make 
“any contract whatever fer the sale, loan, or de- 
livery of any gold coin or bullion, or foreign 
exchange, of which the person making such con- 
tract shall notat the time of making such contract 
be the bona fide owner in actual possession,” It 


seems to me that that provision would prevent | 


the sale of a bill of exchange that was founded 
upon a shipment to Europe. Suppose a party 
having made a large shipment of wheat, pork, or 
any other agricultural product, or of any manu- 
factured articles, from the city of New York to 
London or Liverpool, should attempt to negotiate 
a billof exchange upon the bill of lading; in such 
casc, Lask, could it be done? Would he be in 
actual possession? Whatactual possession would 
he have? Again, suppose an individual in my 
State, in the city of St. Louis, should desire to 
‘sell gold, He can, to be sure, sell it at his place 
of business in the city of St. Louis; but suppose 
he has his gold upon deposit in the city of New 
York, can that sale be made? I undertake to say 
that it cannot under this bill, because he is notin 
actual possession. Why not strike out these 
words? It will be amply sufficient to limit the 
‘elause to the bona fide ownership, without saying 
that the owner shall be in actual possession of 
the article. 

I have stated twocases where, in my judgment, 
the clause stands would absolutely prohibit 
the transaction, and 1 think the words should be 
gtricken out. It seems to me to be sufficient to 
-require that foreign exchange or gold coin shall 
not be purchased except with United States notes 
or national currency; but as the bill now stands 
and the Senate have twice voted down propo- 
gitions to amend it in this repect—a bill of ex- 
change on Europe cannot be purchased even with 

old, and vice versa. It is certainly the most re- 
markable bill I have ever seen. [I did atone time 
think of saying something upon it; but that is cer- 
tainly unnecessary now, after the very able argu- 
ment made this morning by the Senator from Ver- 
montand the arguments of the other Senators who 
have spoken against it, 

I hold that the bill will do no good whatever. 
Certainly the constitutional objections to it are 
amply sufficient to prevent its passage; but with- 
out regard to those, I deny theefficacy of any such 
measure as a matter of expediency and_a matter 
of policy. Ithink the Secretary of the Treasury 
is very much mistaken in supposing thatitis going 
to accomplish the end that he desires. It is al- 


ways a dangerous species of legislation which at- | 


tempts to interfere with contracts of any sort, and 
jtis certainly exceedingly dangerous for Congress 
to undertake to interfere with contracts within the 
States. It will not do to say, asthe Senator from 
‘Ohio more thanintimated yesterday, that because 
Congress can pass laws applicable tothe District 
of Columbia, tt can therefore go into the States 
and pass such laws; that because it can punish 
gambling in the District of Columbia, it can there- 


fore punish gambling in my State or the State | 


of New York. Such legislation has never here- 
tofore been attempted, and [regret that it should 
be thought necessary by the Secretary of the 
Treasury or anybody else at the present time. 
I was not present when the bill was passed 
some time ago which enabled the Secretary of the 
_ Treasury to put gold upon the market for sale, 
Wf I hag been here 1 might possibly have voted 


for it because the Secretary thought it was neecs- 
sary, not because | should have thought that it 
would enable him to keep down the price of 
gold. it has been a total failure, and this meas- 
ure will be a total failure. It is utterly futile for 
us, unless we can keep up the character of the 
currency of the United States, to undertake to 
interfere with the price of gold. ‘There is but one 
way for us to do it, as has been intimated by the 
Senator from Vermont and others, and that-is by 
taxation. Otherwise we cannot keep up our 
notes, and gold will continue to go up. 

I see there is a disposition to pass the bill; I 
see that it will pass; and although | cannot vote 
for it in any shape, as the Senate desire to pass 
it, and as it is thought necessary for the good of 
our finances at the present time, itought certainly 
to be passed in such a form as to be as unobjec- 
tionable as possible. We should not undertake 
to interfere with bona fide transactions any. further 
than we can help. It seems that having passed 
an act declaring United States Treasury notes to 
be a legal tender, we are now attempting to con- 
fine all transactions in the country tolegal-tender 
notes. This bill prohibits a man from buying a 
foreign bill of exchange except with Treasury 
notes. Can he buy the bill of exchange with 
produce? Can he buy it with wheat? Can he 
buy it with com? Can he buy it with any pro- 
duction whatever? He certainly cannot under 
this bill. There is but one thing with which he 
can buy it, and that is United States notes, inter- 
est bearing or legal tender, and he must pay those 
notes for it at the time. ‘That is the provision. 

Although [ shall vote against the bill under 
any circumstances, I think certain amendments 
ought to be made; and | hope the Senator from 
Ohio will give up his objections to amending the 
bill in the eleventh and twelfth lines of the’ first 
section, either in the manner proposed by the 
Senator from New York (Mr. Harris] or by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Crarx.] 
Certainly one or the other of these amendments 
ought to be made. If a man waats to sell his 
exchange abroad for anything else than Treasury 
notes, let him do so. l would not undertake to 
limit a transaction of that character. But, sir, I 
did not intend to say anything on this subject; I 
rose simply to move to strike out the words ‘in 
actual possession,” at the end of the first section. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not go through the 
argument again, but I wish to correct one or two 
misapprehensions into which the Senator from 
Missouri has fallen, and I shall not further take 
up the time of the Senate. The Senator says 
that I said yesterday that because we could pro- 
hibit gaming in this District therefore we could 
prohibit gaming anywhere. {did not say so. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I drew it as an inference 
from the Senator’s argument; I did not say that 
he so stated his proposition. As an answer to 
the objection that had been urged by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that no such legislation could 
be had, the Senator from Ohio said that Congress 


could prohibit gaming in the District of Columbia. | 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania insisted that an act against gaming could 
not be enforced, and therefore such acts ought 
not to be passed. I answered that all gaming acts 


were evaded, but still every nation, every State, | 


and every community passes laws against gam- 
ing. The mere fact that they are not always en- 
forced is not an argument against passing them. 
That is what I said. So in regard to the other 


| point, I said power was given to us to borrow 


money; Congress may borrow money on the 
credit of the United States; we have issued our 


| notes in the form of notes payable on demand, 


and Congress has decided that those notes shall 
be a legal tender for private debts between man 
and man, and shall be received by the national 
Governmentin payment of the public debts, shall 
be paid to soldiers and to all persons to whom we 
have payments to make. ‘Phat is settled, and 
every argument that has been adduced to-day by 


the Senator fram Vermont we heard here two | 


ears ago on the legal-tender question. 
y S z 


Mr. HENDERSON. Let me suggest to the | 


Senator that although we have made Treasury 
notes a legal tender we have not declared that the 
soldier or anybody else may not take a State note 
if he desires to do so in payment of his debt. 
Now, let me ask the Senator if he docs not pro- 


vide by this bill that a bona fide transaction for li or bullion, or of any foreign exchange, at 


| operation of this bill. 


the sale of gold or foreign éxchange shall not be 
made except for United States Treasury notes? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question now put to 
me has nothing to do with the .point I was dis- 
cussing, and I wish to go back and answer the 
point taken by the Senator from Missouri before. 
He says the Constitution does not authorize this. 
I say the same provision of the Constitution which 
authorized us to make these notes a legal tender 
authorizes us to protect them against the operas 
tions of men who seek to discredit the national 
currency. That is the only answer I can make. 
I might go over the whole argument again, and . 
we might spend a day or two on that collateral 
argument presented by the Senator from Ver- 
mont. : 

Mr.GRIMES. How protect them? By simply 
saying that nothing else shall be received except 
them? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRIMES. Cannot we do that in regard 
to any other transaction in the world? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Fam willing to answer two 
or three at a time; but I wish first to get through 
with the Senator from Missouri. The Senator 
makes another statement, that under the opera- 
tions of this bill, if he has produce on the way 
to England, he cannot draw a bill of exchange 
against it and sell that bill of exchange. Thore 
is nothing to prevent ity 

Mr. HENDERSON. I certainly cannot have 
‘actual possession” of it then, though I might 
be the bona fide owner. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. He cannot sell his bill of 
exchange against produce in Europe unless he 
receives the money for it, cash in hand. That is 
all. can sell the bill of exchange for cash. 
This will not interfere with any business opera- 
tion. Where the exchange or gold or bullion is 
on hand, and where the sale is made in good faith 
for money, there is no trouble about it. 

And now I will reply to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Iowa. He says this bill prevents 
a person from taking the notes of a State bank. 
So it does, because the United States does not re- 
gard anything as money except its own notes, 
and the national currency, and gold. Its own 
notes and the national currency are now its money. 
It does not legislate to protect and provide for 
other money. If the State money is good it can 
very easily be converted into United Siates money, 
and thus used. There is no practical difficulty 
in regard to the last clause. The last clause only 
gives a distinct meaning to the phrase, ** the bona 
fide owner,” by adding the words, ‘in actual 
possession.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. But can a merchant in 
St. Louis sell his gold when it is on deposit in 
New York ? ` 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I have money in Ohio, 
Tamas much in possession of it as if J have it 
in my pocket here. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
possession.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is to prevent any 
merely speculative operations. Where itis ap- 
parent that the operation is a bona fide one, in the 
ordinary course of business, there is no practical 
difficulty in the way, though theoretical or con- 
jectural difficulties may be made as to the opera- 
tion of any bill of this kind. 

Mr. POWELL. [should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Ohio one question: if a, man has gold, 
and desires to buy a bill of foreign exchange with 
it, can he do so, and pay the gold for it, under 


But that is not “actual 


{this bill? 


Mi. SHERMAN. A man may certainly go 
to any broker.or banker in the United States, or 
toany lawyer or any other individual, sell his 
gold or money, and he may use that money in 
ordinary transactions, buying bills of exchange, 
or anything else. There is no legitimate opera- 
tion in the ordinary course of business that I can 
conceive of that may not be transacted under the 


Mr. POWELL. [think the honorable Sena- 
tor is mistaken in that, Under the provisions of 
this bill a man cannot buy gold or foreign ex- 
change with anything but the paper money of 
the United States. 1 think that is clear and ex- 
plicit, for the language of the bill is: 

It shaltibe unlawful to make avy contract for the pur- 


chase or-sale, or for the loan or delivery, of any gold coin 
any time subse- 
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quent to the making of guch contract, or for the payment 
of any gum, cither fixed or contingent, in default of the 
delivery of any gold coin or bullion, or of any fotcign €x- 
ehange, or upon any other terms than the immediate nian- 
ual delivery of such gold coin, or bullion, or foreign ex- 


, 
i 


change, and the immediate payment in full of the agreed. 


price thereof by the manual delivery of United States notes, 
or national currency, and not otherwise. 

lt is as clear and explicitas language can make 
it. Ifthis bill were the law, if the Senator from 
Ohio to-day had $10,000 in gold and wished to 
buy a forcign bill, he could not buy a billand pay 
for it in gold coin; he would have to buy Govern- 
ment paper and convert that into coin, thas mak- 
ing two transactionsinstead of one. There is no 
doubt to my mind that the effect of this bill will 
be as the honorable Senator from Missouri has 
stated. It seems to me that the object of those 
who are now tinkering with the currency is not 
only to prevent sales on time or on credit of gold 
and foreign exchange, but to compel all payments 
to be in the paper currency of the United States, 
and in that alone. I have not a doubt that any 
judge would construe this bill to mean that aman 
could not buy these commodities and pay for them 
except inthe paper currency of the United States. 
That will be the effect; but if thatis not intended 
to be the effect, why not strike out this clause and 
relieve it from embarrassmentand make it plain? 
__ 1 thinks the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri should prevail. F am not going 
to enter into any discussion as to the principles of 
the bill. ‘Chey have been very elaborately dis- 
cussed by other Senators. The Senator from Mas 
ryland and the Senator from Vermont have made 
very able arguments on the constitutional branch 
of the question. If [had had any doubt on the 


unconstitutionality of the bill, the arguments of | 


those honorable Senators would have convinced 
me; but I had none from the beginning. I wish 
simply to say that I do not believe any law of this 
nature which we can pass will have any cffect 
upon tlfe price of gold or of foreign exchange. 1 
think we haye commenced at the wrong end in pro- 
posing to tinker with gold. You can never, by 
such legislation as this, depreciate the value of 
gold and foreign exchange, for these articles are 
not depreciable. Gold is the standard of value 
throughout the whole commercial world. Gen- 
tlemen who wish to effect the purpose which itis 
said is sought by this bill should direct their op- 
erations against the paper-mouey system. If they 
would introduce and pass a bill to repeal the na- 
tional banking law, sweep it from the statute- 
book, and then make a strong sinking fund, raise 
taxes to meet a large portion of the current wants 
of the Government, and diminish the quantity of 
paper money, they would place the Government 
credit on a firm and solid basis, and then they 
would find that the outstanding paper money of 


the Government and gold would come much nearer | 


together in value. That is the only way in which 
it can be done. This bill, in my judgment, fix it 
as you may, will haveno effect other than a dele- 
terlous one. dt will cause fluctuations to go on 
quickly and rapidly; but the tendency of paper 
money will be down, down, unless you diminish 
the issues and provide some mode of meeting all 
the Government indebtedness. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have sat and 
listened to the discussion on this bill for these two 
days, and I read it somewhat carefully before it 
was brought up, and as I intend to vote for it I 
want to make a simple explanation, I vote for 
it, not because [ think there is any virtue in it, 
not because I believe it will effect the object pro- 
posed. lam very apprehensive that it will have 
a directly contrary effect from what is anticipated 
from it. My own judgment is that it is of the 
character of the usury laws passed, as they are, 
in most of the States, certainly most of the New 
England States, the effect of which is to raise the 
price of interest instead of lowering it. We have 
on our statute-book, and have had ever since I 
have known anything about them, statutes against 
usury. F have never known one enforced, There 
have been various attempts, bat for some reason 
or other they have always failed; and the result 
is that they raise the rate of interest instead of 
lowering it, because when a man is going to take 
a usurious interest and finds that he violates the 
law and runs the risk ofa prosecution, he makes 
the man who gets the money pay him for that 
risk. It seems to me that will be the effect of this. 
That is my private judgment, But, sir, in this 


case, as the evil is great and tremendous, and as 
those to whom we have committed this matter 
have an impression that the bill may do good, and 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury thinks it will do 
good, I have concluded to put my own private 
opinions in my pocket, and to vote upon the au- 
thority of the committee and the authority of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

One single word I want to say in regard to my 
friend from Kansas who feels so grieved that his 
thunder has been stolen from him. That is a 


grievance that I have suffered for along time, and 


I hardly ever hear one of these rampant, tremen- 
dous anti-slavery speeches made from those that 
have so recently come upon that platform that E 
do not feel inside a little pious grief that my 
thunder has been stolen, but l have never venti- 
lated it before the Senate and have borne it in 
silence. [Laughter.] 

The amendment of Mr. Henpersown to the 
amendment was rejected» : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance as amended. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. 1 desire to say to the 
Senator from New Hampshire that I do not ask 
his sympathy in this matter. I feel that d have 
had justice dove to me by the Senate. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. JOHNSON, 
honorable member from Ohio and of the Senate 
to what { suppose to be the meaning of this bill 


as it stands, ag it now is, and I think that is not | 
By | 


the fourth section of the bill itis provided that i 


intended by the member or by the Senate. 


he who offends against the act shall be held guilty 


of a misdemeanor, and on conviction “be fined ;; 


£1,000, or be imprisoned fora period not less 
P 3 t 


than three months nor longer than one year, or ; 


both, at the discretion of the court,” Under that 
clause itis very evident that an indictment will 
lic, and under that indictment the man may be 
fined $1,000 or he may be imprisoned fora period 
not less than three months vor exceeding one 
year, or he may be both fined $1,000 and im- 
prisoned within these limits. Now the fifth see- 
tion says: The penalty imposed by the fourth 
section of this act, which is a fine of $1,000, 


may be recovered in an action atlaw in apy | 
court of record of the United States, or any court : 


of competent jurisdiction, which action may be 
brought in the name of the United States by any 
person who will sue for said penalty, one half for 
the use of the United States and the other half 
for the use of the person bringing such action.” 

In other words, a qui fam action is 
cover the pecuniary penalty. dt may be enforced 
as against the offender under the preceding sec- 
tion; and it goes on to say: 


“And the recovery and satisfaction of a judgment in any i 
imposition of any fine for c: 
the same offense in any prosecution instituted subsequent i< 


such action shall be a har to the 


to the recovery of such judgment.” 


Now, suppose that a criminal prosecution, un- j 


der the fourth section, is instituted before the in- 
stitution of the qui tam action, and the man has 
been fined and bas paid his thousand dollars, do 


you mean to say that he is to remain liable to a į 
qui tam action at the instance of an informer, and 


ihat he is to be muleted in another thousand dol- 
lars? If you do not, I submit thatthe fifth section 
ought to be amended. All it does now is to say 
that if the qui tam action is instituted first, and 
has resulted in the recovery of a thousand dollars, 
the penalty provided by the preceding section, it 
shall be a bar to a proceeding under the preced- 
ing section, as far as that penalty is concerned; 
but it leaves the party liable still to a proceeding 
under the preceding section, as far as the impris- 
onment is concerned. JI think that very clear. 


That is not, as | think, the intention of the Sen- | 


ate. J suppose that the Senate mean, and that 
the Committee on Finance, by whom these two 
sections were drafted, mean to say that as far as 
the pecuniary penalty is concerned, whether the 
proceeding be a proceeding under the fourth sec- 
tion, or a gui tam action under the fifth section, 


the party offending shall be made to pay but: 


$1,000. That they have accomplished, provided 


the criminal proceeding under the fourth section | 
is instituted subsequent to the qui lam proceed- | 
ing under the fifth section; but if the eriminal ; 
proceeding is instituted before the qui lum pre- : 


J call the attention of the į 


given to rex | 


$1,000, and lie is then proceeded: against under 
the gui tam section, ho may be made to pay the 
same sum a second timeto the informer, Pthink 
my friend from Ohio will see that that is the cffect 
of the bill. The language as it stands row is 
! that “ the recovery ant satisfaction of a judgment 
‘in any such action,” that is to say any action 
| such as the fifth section provides, ‘éshall Bea 
| bar to the imposition of any fine for the same of- 
| fense in any prosecution instituted subsequent to 
the recovery of such judgment.”. But of course 
! there may be a prosecution instituted before and 
prosecuted before to asuccessful termination, and 
the man may have paid his fine or may remain 
liable for his fine, and in that case, as I under- 
stand the fifth section, be wilkvemain liable to be 
proceeded against for the same penalty, $1,000, 
_ under this fifth section. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It will not be so construed. _ 
Mr. JOHNSON. How can it possibly be con- 
; gtrued inany other way? Ái i 
Mr. SHERMAN. {have read this section two 
or three times#ahd it does seem to me to be about 
as plain as we can make if, A person may be 
convicted of the offense, and be fined and im- 
prisoned; or the penalty by fine may be stopped, 
by an action of debt by a common informer. It 
seems to me there is no diffienlty in the way. If 
a person who is bronght up under the fourth gec- 
tion is able to show that he has been convicted 
and fined under the fifth section, he cannot be fined 
| again. : 
| “Mr, JOHNSON. 


: ceeding, and the man has been made to pay the 


i 
| 
l 
| 
| 
l 
| 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


| 
| 


Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But may be sent to prison. 
[think that is right. : 
© Mr. JOHNSON. That isnot the difficulty. f 
| was unfortunate in explaining myself. If he bas 
| been proceeded against under the fifth section and 
! made to pay a fine of $1,000-under that section, 
and is afterwards proceeded against under the 
fourth section, he ean plead, in defense of the at- 
tempt to recover the penalty from bim under. the 
fourth section, that he has already paid it under 
the fifth. But suppose he is first proceeded against 
ander the fourth section, and is made to pay 
$1,000 by that procecding, and he is subsequently 
proceeded against under the fifth section, can he 
get clear of that qui tam action by showing that he 
has already paid $1,000 under a judgment pre- 
nounced against him upon an indictment ander 
the fourth section? I think not, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. You get rid of the whole 
! difficulty by striking out the word “ subsequent- 


y? ; 

"Mr. TRUMBULL. Itis not necessary to strike 
l out anything. Clearly, if the Senator from Ma- 
n ryland will reflect a moment, he will sce it. "The 
fifth section authorizes a suit to be brought, te 
: recover what? : 
‘ Mr. JOHNSON. A thousand dollars. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No: ‘the penalty imposed 
by the fourth section.’? Suppose the penalty im- 
| posed by the fourth section has heen collected in 
t a criminal proceeding under that section, is there 
ny penalty then to be recovered by the qué tem 


“action? Clearly not. 
2 Mr. HENDERSON, ‘That action is for the 


amoennt. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. For“ tho penalty.” The 
: fifth section authorizes, what? The recovery in 
a qui tam action of the penalty imposed by the 
fourth. The penalty imposed by the fourth sec- 
i tion has been collected inacriminal suit. Is there 
any penalty left to be collected ? : 
ja Mr. JOHNSON. Bat that is not collected by 
the informer. To whom do you give it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is nothing to col- 
lect. ‘here is no penalty after the fine has been 
paid in the eriminal proceeding. That is the end 
of it; and then if an informer brings a gui tam 
action to recover the same penalty that has alread y 
been paid, the defendant shows that he is not sub- 
ject to any penalty, that he is discharged by the 
ieriminal proceeding. itis very manifest to me 
that there is no trouble about it. ; 

However, before the question is taken, T wish 
o move to strike out the words “ the bona fide 
owner,” in the sixteenth line of the first section 
and I hope 


ae 


l of the amendment of the committee; 
the Senator fron: Ohio will agree to it, H seems 
to me that that section; as it is framed, will diss 
eredit the bonds of the Gevernment. l will Hus- 
(rate i by supposing a east: y isthe game idea that 
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the Senator from Missouri has already presented. 
Suppose thata widow in my State owns some of 
the five-twenty bonds—and there are many such 
cases all over the country—she cannot collect her 
coupons in Illinois; they are not paid in gold there. 
She sends them on to New York toa banker, and 
he collects gold for them. She does not want that 
gold; it is not to be sent to her in illinois; but she 
wants it sold, and to receive the avails of it, Can 
the banker in New York sell it for her? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

: Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us see. Is he “the 
sbona fide. owner’? of it? Who owns that gold? 
Who owns the gold. received for those coupons? 
Heis her agent in the city of New York to col- 
lect the coupons; he does it.” Is he “the bona 
fide owner” of that gold? I submit it to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

_-Mr.SHERMAN, I think that heis the owner 
for the purpose indicated, and that would be so 
held by the courts. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The bona fide owner?”’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. He is thé legal possessor 
for his purpose. He has the qualified ownership 
and can protect it. He can bring an action to 
maintain his right to its possession. If we are 
going into technicalities, he could bring an action 

«of trover under the old law for the very money, 

“the identical money he received, the particular 
pieces of gold, and even in that action, where the 
plaintif mast allege and prove ownership, it 
would be a sufficient ownership to enable him to 
maintain the action. 
_ Mr. TRUMBULL. [am aware that for cer- 
tain purposes both the bailor and bailee are re- 
garded as the owner of the property. In a case 
of larceny, you may allege sometimes that the 
article is stolen from one or the other. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The case which the Sena- 
tor contemplates is not embraced in the first sec- 
tion, When gold is sold for cash and actually 
delivered, it makes no difference whetherit is sold 
by the owner or not. The first section relates 
entirely tosales on time; sales for future delivery, 
where ‘the money does not pass. ft does not 
affect a sale by anybody as agent, or in any other 
capacity, of gold where there isan actual delivery 
of gold and an actual receipt of moncy for it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘This clause is not so, if 
Tunderstand it. Let us see. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sena- 
tor from Hlinois please state his amendmentagain? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I moveto strike out in the 
sixteenth line of the first section of the committee’s 
amendment the word, ‘the bona fide owner.” 
The language of the latter part of the section for- 
bids the making of ‘any contract whatever for 
the sale, Joan, or delivery of any gold coin or bul- 
lion or foreign exchange, of which the person 
making such contract’’—what contract? . “Any 
contract whatever for the sale, loan or delivery of 
which” the person making the contract ** shall 
notat the time of making such contract be the 
bona fide owner in actual possession.” That does 
not refer back to the sale. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. Perhaps it does not; but 
Į want to ask the honorable Senator if that affects 
in any way the action through an attorney? Who 
is the person that sells? Suppose I own a quan- 
tity of coin and I make the Senator my attorney 
to sell itfor me,am I not the owner in actual pos- 
session,and do Í not sell it though I employ him 
to make the transfer ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That shows the difficulty, 
because the Senator from Ohio and the Senator 
from Maine disagree of that very point. The 
Senator from Ohio says the banker is the actual 
owner. The Senator from Maine thinks the per- 
son who sends the coupons to him is the owner, 
and the banker is a mere agent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Both may be owners, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Both or either, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Of what possible use can į 


the words,“ the bona fide owner,” be here? What 
benefit is there in having those words in? What 
objection is there to a party who has gold act- 
ually in his possession selling it? You need not 


> 


the sale of the party really in interest, the other 
party actiog as his agent. Why put in these 
words,“ the bona fide owner?’’ Taking the whole 
sentence together, it looks to me as requiring that 


legislate in regard to that. If somebody else places | 
it in his hands to sell, then according to the view | 
which the Senator from Maine takes it would be | 


‘there is none, 


the party who makes the sale shall be the abso- 
lute owner of the property, not the agent simply. 
I can see no possible use in retaining the words, 
“the bona fide owner;’” and undoubtedly, if we 
strike them out, the person in actual possession 
will have a right to sell the gold, and sell it for 
the benefit of the real owner. The words are 
certainly susceptible of the construction I give 
them; and if we adopt the bill in that form I 
really think there will be difficulty. { cannot see 
any possible use in retaining the words; and if 

i I hope the Senator from Ohio wilt 
consent to let them go out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1f those words be stricken 
out, will not the language be exceedingly crude 
and awkward? If the Senator strikes out these 
words, he must put in some other words. “At 
the time of making the same be in actual posses- 
sien’’—of whom? : 

Mr. TRUMBULL. “Of which the person 
making such contract shall not at the time of 
making such contract be in actual possession.” 
Perhaps it would be better to strike out the words 
“such contract” where they last occur and insert 
“the same.” 

Mr, SHERMAN. Probably by inserting those 
descriptive words it would answer. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 think it would read bet- 
ter in that way. My amendment is, in line six- 
teen of the first section of the committee’s amend- 
ment to strike out “such contract” and insert “ the 
same; and also to strike out ‘the bona fide own- 
er.” 

'I'heamendment to theamendment wasagreed to. 

The amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole as amended was concurred in. 

Mr. HARRIS. I now move the same amend- 
mént which was proposed yesterday by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire, [Mr. Crark,] to strike 
out in the eleventh, twelfth, and thirteenth lines 
of the first section the words “by the manual de- 
livery of United States notes or national currency, 
and not otherwise.” Lask for the yeasand nays 
on thisamend ment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 15, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Clark, Cotlamer, Cowan, 
Davis, Grimes, Harding, Harris, Ilenderson, Hendricks, 
Johnson, Morgan, Powell, Riddie, and Saulsbury—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Couness, Dixon, Doo- 
little, Fessenden, Foster, Male, Howard, Lane of Indiana, 
Lane of Kansas, Morrill, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sher- 
man, Sprague, Sumner, Sen Eyek, Trumbull, Van Winkle, 
Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—24. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I voted against the last 
amendment proposed, and I did so for the pur- 
pose of moving a reconsideration. It does seem 
to me that we are making a mistake if we refuse 
to strike out those words. The effect of it is— 
and if the Senate mean that, of course I do not 
wish to take up ‘their time or resist their convic- 
tion—that a person having gold cannot with. it 
buy a foreign bill of exchange. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Why not? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Because this provision of 
the bill provides thathe shall not buy it with any- 
thing but currency. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Can he not buy currency 
with the gold? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He can; but will you re- 
quire a man who has the gold to go to a money- 
shaver and sell his gold for the purpose of getting 
currency, and then go with that currency to buy 
a bill ofexchange? Shallthe Government of the 
United States, which has occasion to purchase for- 
eign bills for the purpose of paying its ministers 
abggad, and has the gold to do it with, be com- 
pelled to sell the gold for paper with which to 
purchase those bills, or may it purchase the bills 
with its gold? Itseems to me that we ought not 
to pass a bill declaring that with gold a person 
should not make a parchase of anything. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Willthe gentleman indulge 
me in a suggestion? Suppose a man has abil 
of exchange to sell, having sent produce abroad, 
and he is not willing to sell it for currency but is 
willing to sell it for gold, and a man stands by 
with the gold to buy it: that is not permitted to be 
done. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Notonly thatsbutit forces 
a man to submit to a double shave. Isubmitthat 


| this ought not to be done. 


Mr. COLLAMER. Perhaps the gentleman 
does not understand me. : > 


bargain, the 


“Mr. TRUMBULL. [understand the Senator. 
If the holder of foreign exchange would only sell 
it for gold, and a man had gold to pay for it, and 
both parties were agreed and wanted to make the 
could not make it under this bill. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ` Going and getting green- 
backs would not do any good if the man would 
not take greenbacks. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That would not help it. 
But why subject people to the necessity of hav- 
ing to sell their gold? The object of the bill is to 

revent trading in gold, and yet this feature of 
it actually compels the holder of gold who may 
have received it as interest on the bonds of the 

United States to sell itin order to purchase for- 
eign exchange. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the Senator permitme 
to ask him whether he does not consider gold 
now as a part of the national currency of the 
United States? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido, certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then, if it is national cur- 
rency, ay can buy exchange with it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think not, according to 
the termsof the bill. 

i Mr. JOHNSON. That is the language of it, 

think. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave not the bill before 
me; but I think the language will not justify that 
construction. i 

Mr. JOHNSON. The language is ‘ manual - 
delivery of United States notes or national cur- 
rency.’? I suppose gold is national currency. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If it is susceptible of that 
construction, the difficulty is obviated; but I sup- 
posed that the words ‘national currency’? there 
had reference to the currency of the national 
banks we have established which has that popu- 
lar name. ` | supposed that was the meaning of 
the phrase. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I have no doubt, that the 
notes of those banks will be a portion of the na- 
tional currency; but it by no means follows that 
because they will be national currency, gold and 
silver coin will not equally be national currency. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to abbreviate this 
controvéersy, let me read to the Senate the sec- 
tion: j 

That it shall be unlawful to make any contract for the 
purchase or sale, or for the loan or delivery, of any gold 
coin or bullion, or of any foreign exchange, at any time 
subsequent to the making of such contract, or for the pay- 
ment of any sum, either fixed or contingent, in default of 
the delivery of any gold cvin or bullion, or of any foreign 
exchange, or upon any other terms than the immediate 
manua} delivery of such gold coin or bullion, or foreign 
exchange, and the immediate payment in full of the agreed 
price thercof by the manual delivery of United States 
notes, or national currency, and not otherwise. 

This does not prevent any man from buying 
gold, silver, bullion, or foreign exchange, or any- 
thing else that he receives in hand and pays for 
with gold or paper or horses. Under the opera- 
tion of this bill he may buy anything whatever, 
provided that thing is delivered to him in hand, 
and paid for at the time in gold, horses, wheat, 
notes, or anything he chooses, The only pur- 
pose of this first section is to prevent time sales. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the object is to pre- 
vent time sales, why say that the transaction 
shall be unlawful unless payment is made in na- 
tional currency? Do you mean to allow time 
sales if payment is made in national currency? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; it goes on to pro- 
vide: 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then the object is notto 
prevent time sales, for if you pay in national cur- 


rency you may have time. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is nothing in the bill 
to prevent a man from buying a bill of exchange 
payable on time, provided he pays the money 
down for it. I have said that over and over again. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have the 
Senator from Obio answer my question as to what 
is the benefit of the words which the Senator from 
New York moved to strike out. The bill accom- 
plishes the object which the Senator from Ohiosays 
is its design if you strike them out. By looking 
carefully at the language of the bill, it will be seen 
that it provides that this sale shall not take place 
“upon any other terms than the immediate man- 
ual delivery of such gold coin, or bullion, or for- 
eign exchange, and the immediate paymentin full 
of the agreed price thereof.” Why not stop 
there? That prevents time sales. 

Mr. SHERMAN. lLanswered that yesterday 
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by stating distinctly that if it was left there the 
payment would be made by a check, and thata 
man with $1,000 in a bank in New York might 
draw checks to the amount of $100,000; and thus, 
without the words that the Senator wants to strike 
out, the operation of the bill would be entirety 
evaded. You can even have your checks certi- 
fied, and with certified checks nearly all the trans- 
actions in New York are carried on. Thig. pro- 
vision is for the purpose of throwing impedi- 
ments in the way, and avoiding this operation of 
checking. ‘The Senator from New York can ex- 
plain it a great deal better than 1 can. With 
$1,000 in a bank in New York I can draw checks 
for $100,000, and I may buy that much gold if I 
can pay for it in checks; and before a single check 
is presented for payment, in the round-about way 
in which they are presented through the clearing- 
house, I can sell the gold a hundred times by actual 
delivery. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will not discuss it longer. 
Thave stated what I think is the objection to the 
words. 4 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Illinois to 
reconsider the vote rejecting the amendment of the 
Senator from New York. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. POWELL. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 17; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Conness, Dixan, Doo- 
little, Fessenden, Foster, Hale, Howard, Howe, Lane of 
Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ram- 
sey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyek, Van Winkle, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Collamer, Cowan, 
Davis, Grimes, Harding, Harris, Henderson, Hendricks, 
Johnson, Nesmith, Powell, Riddle, Saulsbury, ‘rumbull, 
and Willey—17, 

So the bill was passed. Its'title was amended 
to read: “A bill to prohibit certain sales of gold 
and foreign exchange.” 


MASSAGRE AT FORT PILLOW. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER presented for 
reference the joint resolution (H. R. No. 65) di- 
recting the committee on the conduct of the war 
to examine into the recent attack on Fort-Pillow; 
and it was read a first time by its title. 

Mr. HOWARD, I wish to have that joint res- 
olution passed upon at present. . 

Mr. SUMNER. I think we had better. 

Several Senators. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution will be read the second time at length, 

The Secretary proceeded to read, as follows: 


Resolved, Ye., That the joint committee on the conduct 
of the war, or such members thereof as the committee may 
designate, be, and are hereby, directed to proceed at once 
to Fort Pillow, Tennessee 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I object to its consider- 
ation to-day. Let our resolution go down to them, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint res- 
olution will be referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, 

Mr. SUMNER. The resolution of the Senate 
to-day was not joint. The Senator from Maine 
says let ours goto them, Ft will not go to them. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If this can be amended 
without any debate or difficulty so as to conform 
to our resolution, I will not object. 

Mr. HOWARD. This is a positive dircction 
‘to the committee to repair to Fort Pillow. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That I was opposed to, 
and E objected to its consideration. 

Mr. SUMNER. Why not strike out all after 
the resolving clause and insert our resolution, and 
send it back? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
that. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I move that the reso- 
lution passed to-day by the Senate be inserted 
after the enacting clause as a substitute for this. 

Mr. POWELL. Was the resolution adopted 
this morning a joint resolution ? 

Mr. SUMNER and Mr. HOWARD. No. 
We propose to substitute that for this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection to the consideration of the res- 
olution. : a, 

Mr. JOHNSON, I ask for the reading of the 
resolution of the House of Representatives. 


I have no objection to 


The Secretary read it, as follows: © 

Resolved, &e., That the joint committee on the conduct 
of the war, or such members thereof as the committee may 
designate, be, and are hereby, directed to proceed at once to 
Fort Pillow, Tennessee, and examine into all the facts and 
circumstances attending the recent attack upon and capture 
of said fort by the rebels, and report thereon to both Houses 


| of Congress with as little delay as practicable. 


Mr. HOWARD. I move to amend the joint 
resolution of the House of Representatives by sub- 
stituting the resolution on the same subject passed 
by the Senate this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words to, 
be inserted will be read. 2 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

That the joint committee on the conduct of the war be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the truth of 
the rumored slaughter of the Union troops after their sur- 
render at the recent attack on Fort Pillow, Tennessee, and 
that they report the facts to Congress as soon as possible ; 
and atso whether Fort Pillow could have been sufficiently 
reinforced or evacuated, and if so, why it was not done. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

£ ; 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, 
and the joint resolution to be read a third time. 
It was read the third time, and passed. 


MOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 183) to secure the speedy transporta- 
tion of the mails—to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

A bill (No. 406) supplementary to an act enti- 
tled “An act to grant pensions,” approved July 
14, 1862—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 407) authorizing the establishment 
of ocean mail steamship service between the Uni- 
ted States and Brazil—to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. ` 

A bill (No. 408) for the relief of postmasters 
who have been robbed by confederate forces or 
rebel guerrillas—to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I move, merely for the 
purpose of having it the order of the day on Mon- 
day, to take up the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill. j 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn.. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpar, April 16, 1864. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
TheJournal of yesterday was readand approved. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF IMMIGRATION. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, by unani- 
mous consent, from the special committee on im- 
migration, reported a bill to encourage immigra- 
tion; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, recomimitted to the committee, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, under the in- 
struction of the committee, introduced a resolu- 
tion for the printing of ten thousand extra copies 
of the bill and report; which was referred, under 
the law, to the Committee on Printing. 


BOUNTIES TO VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. FENTON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the concurrent resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of New York in relation to the. bounties of 
voluntcers; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY RAILROADS. 


Mr. RANDALL, of Kentucky, by unanimous 
consent, introduced the following resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Whereas the President of the United States, in bis mes- 
sage to Congress, December 3, 1861, used the following 
language: “f deem itof importance that the loyal regions 
of East Tennessee and svestern North Carolina should be" 
connected with Kentucky and other faithful parts of the 
Union by railroad. f therefore recommend as a military 
measure that Congress provide for the construction of such 
road as speedily as possible. Kentucky no doubt will co- 
operate, and through her Legislature make the most judi- 
cious selection of aline. Thenorthern terminus must con- 
nect with some existing railroad, and whether the route 
ebali be from Lexington or Nicholasville to Cumberland 


Prayer 


Gap, or from Lebanon to the Tennessee Jine in the diree- 
tion of Knoxville, or on some still different route, can easily 
be determined. Kentucky and the General Government 
eodperating, the work ean be completed in.a very short 
time; and when done, it will be not only of vast present 
usefulness, but also a valuable permanent improvement, 
worth its cost in alt the future.” And whereas the wisdom 
of that recommendation and the absolute necessity for such 
road has been made manifest by the great difficulty and 
enormous cost in transporting Army supptics,.&c., from 
Cincinnati and the interior of Kentucky to Cumberland Gap 
and East Tennessee; and whereas different routes have 


| been surveyed and found practicable, and the Legisiature 


of Kentucky has resolved. that a route crossing Cumber- 
land river above the falls should be adopted: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs in- 
quire into the necessity and expediency of the construction 
of a railroad for military and other purposes, as reeom- 
mended by the President in his message of December 3, 
1861; and that they report by bill or otherwise. 


NEVADA. 


Mr. ASHLEY, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the memorial of the Legislative Assembly 
of the Territory of Nevada, asking for an amend- 
ment of their organic act; which was referred’ to 


| the Committee on the Territories, and ordered to 


be printed. 

Mr. ASHLEY also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill to amend the ninth scction of an 
act entitled “An act to organize the Territory of 
Nevada;” which was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Territories. 


TAX UPON TOBACCO. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, by unanimous con- 
sent, presented the concurrent resolutions of the 
Legislature of Missouri in reference to taxing to- 
bacco in that State; which were referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

NORTHEASTERN DEFENSES. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to present resolutions of the 
State of Maine relative to the protection of her 
northeastern frontier. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the resolutions be read. 

The resolutions were read. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Are those resolutions 
before the House? i 

The SPEAKER. Not without unanimous con- 
sent, butit has always been customary to receive 
Feso lationg from a State and to order that they be 

rinted. 
bi Mr. HARRINGTON. I object. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr.STEVENS, by unanimousconsent, moved 
that the amendments of the Senate to the Nav 
appropriation bill be taken from the Speaker’s 
table and referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GENERAL ROBERT ANDERSON. 


Mr. KERNAN, by unanimous consént, pre- 
sented resolutions of the State of New York, ask- 
ing that General Robert Anderson be placed upon 
the retired list of the Army with fall pay; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES B. SHIRLEY. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to report from the Commit- 
tee of Accounts the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
pay out of the contingent fund to Charles B. Shirley for 
service as messenger $750, the same being for six months?’ 
service from May 1, 1858; said Shirley to receive the same 
in full payment of his claim for $2,813 88 presented to the 
Comnittee of Accounts. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We ought to have someex- 
planation of this matter. 

Mr. DAWES. If there isto be debate I must 
object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And I object until we have 
a full explanation of the matter. 


SEVENTIL CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT VIRGINIA. 


Mr. DAWES. [rise te a question of privi- 
lege. I callup the case of Mr. Kitchen, claiming 


: to represent the seventh congressional district of 


Virginia. 
The Clerk read the resolution reported from 
the Committee of Elections, as follows: 


Resolved, That B. M. Kitchen is not entitied to a seat in 
this House asa Representative in the Thirty-Eighth Con- 
gress from the seventh congressional district in Virginia. 


Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, the question un- 
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der consideration is of the. greatest importance, 
and. demands the serious attention of the House. 
It is a question involving the interest and lives, 
wresënt and future, of overone hundred thousand 
inhabitants of the Government of the United 
States. i 

i oln the view I have taken, differing from the 
Committee of Elections and presenting a minor- 
ity report, I have been guided by the grave idea 
‘entertained by me all the time since this war be- 
gai,-that no State which had composed a part of 
the Union was at this time, or had been at any 
time, out of the Union; and that whenever the 
‘arms of the Government had reasserted its au- 
thority in any portion ofa State, that State, or at 
least that portion of it, was within the control and 
jurisdiction of the Government. Not only that, 
but that the Joyal peopleof that section thus re- 
‘deemed from the power of the insurgents by the 
arms-of the Government had a right to assemble 
themselves together and express their preferences 
go far as representation is concerned, and were 
entitled to the great privilege of being heard in 
the. councils of the nation. 

We all know, sir, at what time and under what 
circumstances this State of Virginia, or a portion 
of the people of Virginia, undertook to repudiate 
the Government of the United States and take the 
State out of the Union. We all know the tre- 
mendous, conflict which has been waged on the 
soilof-thatState. We know that there the armies 
of the rebellion and the. armies of the Union have 
met, have fought, and have alternated in their vic- 
tories and defeats. ‘These terrible and almost un- 
paralleled conflicts were the result of misguided 
and insanc legislation and.ordinances on the partof, 
as I believe, a majority of the people of Virginia. 
Yetthe minority, lying bebind and inactive and un- 
heard in these great movements, had their rights 
and privileges under the Constitution and Govern- 
ment, and though kept down and oppressed by re- 
bellion and treason for a time, when the arms of the 
Government reached beyond them and encireled 
them in their powerful arms, this loyal people, 
these nobleand patriotic men had aright and ought 
to beheard. This desperate act of secession was 
committed by the whole State of Virginia, or ra- 
ther when there was but one State; now there are 
two. ` 

Icis notmy purpose here to discuss the propriety 
or impropriety of the division of that State, but to 
consider it asa fact that there are two States, 

“West Virginia and Virginia. Both States are 
recognized by the Government, both are organ- 
ized, both are acting. There are to-day in both 
branches of Congress representatives from the 
State of West Virginia. ‘There are the represent- 
ativesin the other branch; thereare here three Rep- 
resentatives. There is her Legislature, her judi- 
ciary,allthe necessary machinery to carry on and 
-to makè her a State. ‘The State of Virginia is the 
-old State with West Virginia cut off, She, too, 
has her Governor, her Lieutenant Governor, her 
Legislature, her judiciary, and all the machinery 
requisite to make her a State. She has her Sen- 
ator. She had her two Senators. One of them 
has died during the present session, Her Legis- 
lature, which will meet again ina few days, will, 
as I understand, proceed to elect a successor to 
Mr. Bowden. The Government at Washington 
has recognized the State of Virginia as a State, 
the Legislature at Alexandria as the Legislatare 
of Virginia, the judges on the bench as the judges 
of Virginia, The magistrates and sheriffs aud 
constables and all the other officers of that State 
are recognized as the legal officers of Virginia, 

Not only that, but the Government has gone 
on to collect its taxes. It has gone on to collect 
its revenue, and makes the State of Virginia pay 
into the Treasury of the United States a propor- 
tional part for the maintenance of the Govern- 
ment. 
exercises that jurisdiction over any portion of the 
people of Virginia, holding them responsible for 
the revenues of the Government, holding them 
responsible for Jaws enacted by Congress and not 
providing them representation upon the floors of 
Congress. 

This clection which was held for Representa- 
tives to this Congress was according to the law of 
Congress. The requirements of the Constitution 
had been fulfilled. : The State had been appor- 
tioned and laid off into districts according to the 
census of 1860. “The Legislature of Virginia and 


I ask by what authority the Government, 


the Congress of the United States conceded that 


Virginia ‘was entitled to her representation here | 
just as much as to her representation in. the Le- |} 


gislature of the State. The-State of Virginia, 
under that law, and in obedience to the request 
of the people, through their Representatives in 
Congress, met in May, 1863, to elect their Rep- 
resentatives. There were four or five candidates 
for the office’ of Representative in that district. 
Mr. McKenzie, whose case has been heard and 
decided, was one; Mr. Kitchen was anothér; Mr. 
Upton another; Mr. Gallagher ‘another; Mr. 
Minor another, and Mr. Massey another. The 
district was composed of the counties of Alexan- 
dria, Berkeley, Frederick, Shenandoah, Jeffer- 
son, Clarke, Warren, Loudoun, Fauquier, Fair- 
fax, and Prince William. 

Now, sir, the Committee of Elections, whose 
report is before the House, has given, in my judg- 
ment, one of the ‘most wonderful expressions 
which ever emanated from a Committee of Elec- 
tions. While l have the highest regard for, and 
while I regret to differ from that committee, l must 
say I believe justice and rightare with me; hence 
I am bold to advocate the claim of Mr. Kitchen. 
I stand here alone to defend his rights, and the 
rights of the people of the seventh congressional 
district of Virginia. The committee were not 
settled or determined as to the conclusions they 
‘came to inthis report from the evidence before 
them. The report states: 

“The committee found some difficulty in coming to a 
decision upon this question; but the conclusion to which 
they have arrived, after a careful consideration, they now 
submit to the House. . : 

« The case comes so near to what seems to be the divid- 
ing line, ag established by the preecdents of the tast House 
in similar cases, and the judgment of this commiltec in 
the ease of Joseph Segar, heretofore reported to the House, 
that the difficulty lies in determining upon which side of 
that line it falls,” 

The election was held in six of the cleven coun- 
ties composing that district, Hence a majority 
had to a greater or less extent voted, some en- 
tirely, othersto alessextent. The fact was that 
a majority of the counties voted. It is also true 
that a majority of the electors were in those coun- 
ties. i 

The committee has come to a conclusion with 
difficulty, yet they offer this report. They had 
doubt whether to 'adinit Mr. Kitchen or any other 
man to represent the seventh congressional dis- 


“trict of Virginia. They say that they found dif- 


ficulty in coming toa conclusion on this question. 
They knew from the census which we had before 
us that the counties composing the seventh dis- 
triet of Virginia had a population of white and 
black of 147,621. The counties that voted in part, 
or entire, had a population of white and black of 
81,195. Those are the facts. What does the 
Constitution say? : : 

Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned 
among the several States which may be included within 
this Union. according to their respective numbers, which 
shall be determined by adding to the whole number of free 
persons, including those hound 10 service for a term of 
years, aud excluding Indians not taxed, three fitths of all 
other persons.” 

Now, sir, there were in the seventh congres- 
sional district of Virginia this namber of people, 
white and black, including slaves, which entitled 
them to representation in the Congress of the 
United States. Yet there was nothing before the 
committee, there was nothing in the report, and 
there was nothing in the petition of cither of the 
gentlemen which indicated that the whole people 
of six counties contd not have voted. The whole 
district was under rebel jurisdiction once, and no 
man could vote there; but when this election was 
held more than one half had the right to vote, 
Yet, say the eight other members of the commit- 
tee, they could not vole. 

I know that the chairman of the committee 
argued in the few remarks he made awhile ago, 
and will argue in his conclusion, that the raids 
and difficulties that were apprehended in that dis- 
trict on the part of Union men prevented them 
from voting. But, sir, that reasoning is falla- 
cious; there is nothing in it. If there were but 
five voters in a county who had the moral cour- 
age to come to the polls and cast their votes for 
a candidate who had offered himself, while there 
was no disturbance existing to prevent five hun- 
dred more. from doing it, are the five to be held re- 
sponsible for the failure of the others to do their 
duty? Or, sir, is not it the trae rule that if they 
could have voted and failed to do so, they must 


| unless there be some other 


‘abide By’the decision of the five who did have 
the moral cdurage to go and cast their votes and 
maintain their rights as citizens? Š 

. [Mr. Sarr here gave way for other business— 
the introduction ofa bill from the Senate. Sub- 
sequently this case was called up by Mr. Dawes, 
chairman of the Committee of Elections.} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Smirs] is entitled to the floor to con- 
clude his speech, he having already occupied 
fifteen minutes of his hour. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. Speaker, I do_not-intend 
to o¢cupy much of the time of the House this 
morning on this case. I will merely present the 
facts connected with it, that the House may vote 
intelligently on the subject. I should not say any- 
thing were it not for the great principle, as [ con- 
ceive, involved in the question as to whether Mr. 
Kitchen is entitled to a seat upon this floor. 

The House will remember 1 havealready stated 
that six out of the elevencounties composing the 
seventh congressional district of Virginia partici- ~ 
pated toa greater orlessextentin th is clection; that 
there were between two and three thousand votes 
cast; and that there was no evidence to show that 
the entire vote of the counties could not have been 
cast. The only question upon which there can 
be doubt as to whether this man is entitled to his 
seat is, whether the county of Berkeley, compos- 
ing a part of this district, is in the State of Vir- 
ginia or the State of West Virginia. There was 
a vote on the 3d of: May to carry the county of 
Berkeley into West Virginia; but, sir, there has 
been no action on the part of Virginia, or West 
Virginia, or Congress to transfer Berkeley to 
West Virginia. 

The majority of this committee, in discussing 
this question, state: 

“Tne act of Congress admitting West Virginia into the 
Union enumerates the counties of the old State which shail 
compose the new onc—aud Berkeley is not one of them. 
Congre as never consented to the iranster of the county 
of Berkeley from the one State to the other, and without 
that cousent it eannot be done, Berkeley county is there- 
fore still a part of the old State of Virginia, ‘Phe vote of 
Berkeley county must consequently be counted in the result 
and valid objection to it”? 


Now, the committee have admitted that this 
county was a part of the district, and that a vote 
was cast in that district fura Representative to this 
Congress. The objection urged by the commit- 
tee, that the great troubles growing out ofthe war, 
that the occupation of Virginia by the tremendous 
armies which occupied Virginia before, and to 
some extent since that election, made a fair elec- 
tion at that period impossible. It is an important 
fact, which has already been stated, and which is 
presented in this report, that in a large majority 
of these counties the polls were regularly opened, 
anda majority of the people voted, and the fact 
that the entire vote of the district was not cast is 
no reason why Mr. Kitchen should be excluded, 
We have adopted since the war began more than 
one precedent directly in point, and men now oc- 
eupy seats upon this floor who received buta very 
small number of votes in their districts in conse- 
quence of the rebellion. My colleague on my right 
[Mr. Awnerson] received bata small vote com- 
paratively in his district, and his predecessor re- 
ceived a much smaller vote than my colleague re- 
ceived. I believe thathe had only some four or five 
hundred votes altogether. And, yet he came here 
with a certificate, as authorized by law, from the 
Governor of Kentucky, and was admitted and 
sworn in without any question whatever, 

There were troubles in the first district of Ken- 
tucky at the time of the election of Mr. Casey 
far greater than prevailed in this district at the 
time these votes were cast for Mr. Kitchen. A 
provisional government had been set up in that 
State, and a legislature had been called for the 
purpose of recognizing the southern confederacy, 
and in that district men went boldly to the polls 
and cast their votes for the election of a member 
of the congress of the southern confederacy. As 
I remarked, but four or five hundred votes in all 
the counties and in all the precincts of that dis- 
trict were cast fora member of this Congress. But 
asmall portion of the district voted for Mr. Casey, 
and yet he came here as a legal Representative 
of Kentucky. . 

The majority of this committee say that his 
veryshome is occupied by the enemy; that .his 
house was plundered and burned; that his prop- 
erty was destroyed, and that therefore the dis- 
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turbance was so great that no fair election could 
be held, and that there is no evidence that Mr. 
Kitchen was the choice of the majority of the 
people. Well, sir, is not thesame fact true in the 
case of my colleague, (Mr. Ayperson?] He, too, 
was driven from his home. He, too, had his house 
searched and plundered by raiders from cellar to 
attic. And not only that, but he was compelled 
to leave his home long before the assembling of 
this Congress for fear of raiders into his district. 

lt is also true, Mr. Speaker, that others upon 
this floor have been compelled to flee from their 
homes in consequence of the fear of rebel incur- 
sions into their districts. Such, T believe, is the 
fact in the case of my colleague, (Mr. Harpixe.] 
Such is also the fact in respect to members on 
this floor from Western Virginia. Notonly have 
they been compelled to flee from thcir homes, 
but the people of Western Virginia were for a 
long time unable to say whether they would fall 
wholly within the power of the southern confed- 


eracy or whether they would be allowed to remain | 


subject to the lawful authorities of the country. 
Now, sir, here are two thousand good men, 


loyal men, true men, men who have never yielded | 


their allegiance to the southern confederacy atail, 
who have come up at this election and cast their 
votes for a Representative on this floor. These 
people have time and again repudiated the south- 
ern confederacy. They have opposed by their 
votes, by their money, and by their arms, the 
success of the southern confederacy. They dared, 
when the polls were opened, to go and cast their 
votes without any certainty that that act would 
not bring upon them the next day the rebel army, 
without knowing whether their homes would not 
be desolated for that act. They did it when the 
rebel army was but a short distance from them 


on one side, when our Army was on the other- 


side, and with every prospect before them that 
their counties were to become the battle-ground 
of thetwo contending armies. Yet with decorum, 


they dared to come to the polls and vote for an | 
unconditional, an unyielding, and uncompromis- | 


ingly loyal man to come here to represent that 
State in Congress. This district of Virginia has 
paid into the Treasury of the State and of the 
United States hundreds and thousands of dollars 
for the benefit of the Government; and a portion 
of the money now coming from Virginia into the 
Treasury of the United States is distributed among 
the members on this floor as their salaries. And 
yet while they are paying into the Treasury their 
money, the result of their labor, and are doing it 


willingly and cheerfully, they, it seems, are not to | 


be permitted to have a man to represent them, to 


speak for them, and to ask that their rights in this | 


country may be sustained. They have their rep- 
resentatives in the otherend of the Capitol; they 
have their Governor, their Legislature, and all 
their municipal officers, and those men were elected 
by the same votes, at the same time, and under 
the same circumstances. ‘The Government has 
recognized that State; the Government has rec- 
ognized Governor Pierpont as Governor of Vir- 
ginia, and it has recognized the Legislature and 
convention which metat Alexandria as the legiti- 
mate Legislature and convention of that State. 
Now, sir, I will not detain the House longer 
than to read some of the facts in this case, and 
then, as the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
Wuarerx] desires to be heard, I will yield to him. 


Į consider this a question of vast importance, and | 


one of vast interest to Virginia and to the whole 
country, being no less than the right of represent- 
ation where the Government has assumed the 
right of taxing them and compelling them to pay 
their money into the Treasury. If that be true, 


when a majority of that people come here and ; 


ask that their Representative shall have a seat 
upon this floor, it is the duty of this Congress to 
give that right and admit that Representative 
upon this floor. F will read an extract from the 


report i have already made setting forth the facts | 


in this case: 

® The Committee of Nicetions, after consideri 
tested-election case of Lewis i 
for the seventh congressional district of 
agreed to the following points presented in the 


hecon- 
itchen, 


iat the county of Berkeley, at the time the election 
as held, w ithin the State of Virginia and 
h cong ionaid fet. 
f MeKenzieis not entitled to a seatin the 
‘House of Representatives of the Phirty-Bighth Congress 
from the seventh district of Virginia. 


rginia, unani- [ 


“<3. That the district was composed of the counties of 
Alexandria, Berkeley, Frederick, Shenandoah, Jefferson, 
Clarke, Warren, Loudoun, Fauquier, Fairfax, and Prince 
William, and that votes were cast for several candidates 
to represent said district iu this Congress, in the following 
counties, to wit: 


= 5 3 ee 

asfali] ls] 

Counties, iv ¢ © & £14 

est rom 2 z m l 

= D m O JZS 

Alexandria ee 252 40 61 il | 1 1 

Pairfax.............) 175 55| 120 - - - 

Prince William... zi 49 - - ~ - - 

Londoun sses | 205 8 - 2j - - 

Jefferson. oe tbe 33 t 51} 252 j - - 

HeLa aera 2 7 | 730 3y -j]j - 
j oes parses 

Total Yoteeacse| 716 lil 962 | 268 1 1 


“‘Potal votes cast in district, 2 

“And that in the vote cast Mr. Kitchen received the 
Jargest number of any one of the candidates; and therefore, 
ifany one is entited to a seat on this floor, Mr. Kitchen is 
that one. 

«The committee have by a majority reported adversely to 
Mr. Kitchen, which the undersigned begs Jeave to dissent 
from beenuse of the following reasons: there are eleven 
counties in the seventh district of Virginia. Six of said 
eonnties, Alexandria, Fairtix, Prince William, Loudoun, 
Jefferson, and Berkeley, voted at the last State general 
election to a greater or less extent for State officer: well 
as for members of Congress. Some of these counties voted 
almost their entire vote 3 in others the vote was small, uot 
because there w solute interference, or constant pos- 
session by the rebels, or such an invasion on the day the 
election was held as to prevent qualified loyal men from 
going to the polls. There were raids, it is truc; first the 
one and the other of the two armies in that section sent 
armed troops in smaller or greater numbers over the coun- 
try; and it was said men were alraid to vote because of 
consequences that might follow 3 yet some did vote; and 
as a few did risk the consequences, and cast their votes for 
the varions candidates presented, others or all might have 
done the same. Because a majority refused or failed to 
exercise that right, it is no reason why those who did should 
be deprived of their representation iu this Congress. 

“Again, according tothe ee 
posing the seventh district of Virginia had a populition of 
white and black of 147,621. The coun 
part, or entire, had a population of w 
81,995, 

Pius itis shown that a majority of the counties, and 
a majority of the people, were within substantially the Fed- 


eral fines and the jurisdiction of the authorities of the Gov- | 


ernment, and there is no evidence on file, nor was there 


į any oral testimony before the committee, showing an 
military iuterfereuee on the part of the United States such | 


as to prevent the free and full vote of all qualified voters, 


nor on the part of the rebels in the counties just before men- | 


tioned. ‘Therefore the rule iaid down in the ease of Mr, 
Segar, from the district of the same State, docs not apply 
here; for while itis true hatin some of the counties there 
was bnt one distriet or precinct Gpened for voting, there 
was no evidence that other precincts could not have been 
opened, nor was there any evidence that precincts could 


not have been opened in all those counties where votes | 


were taken; but it was od by the contesting parties that 
there was great fear or indifference on the parlor tie vot- 
ing population, becanse of damage and trouble that might 
follow. Tt was not shown, however, that any man, or any 
number of those who did vote at this election, have suffered 
in consequence of their conduct aud avowed purpose to 
adhere to the Government. 

“Phe Governor, Lieutenant Gavernor, and members of 
the Legislature of Virginia were voted for in the same coun- 
tick, and about in the same proportion that candidates for 
Congress were voted for. ‘These State officers have been 
qualified, and all have entered upon their duties under the 
State organization reeognized by the Government ot the 
United States, and ati ti acts aud doit e now recog- 
nized as valid and constitutional; and the Gegistature of 
Virginia; a portion of whose members were elected at the 


same time Mr. Kitchen was,and in the same manner, are j 


proceeding to cleet a United States Senator, and also to pass 
laws for the government of ihe State of Virginia, to collect 
taxes and revenue; and the State is paying into the United 
States Treasury large sums of money to sustain the tife and 
independence of the Governmentat this time, as ithas done 
heretofore, 

e From the foregoing reasons, and many others, the un- 
dersigned has thought proper to offer a minority report, with 
the following: 

“Resolved, That B. M. Kitehen is entitied to a seat in 
the Thirty-Bighth Congress as a Representative from the 
seventh congressional district of Virginia.” 


Now, these are the facts summed up ina few 
words; and L defy any man upon this floor to 
give a valid reason why he is notentitled to a seat 
here. [f there ever wasa case during this rebel- 
lion where a people were entitled to representa- 
tion here, itis evidently in this case. The only 
ground upon which the committee acted was that 
from the fact that a majority of the people in the 


district did not vote, therefore they concluded į; 


that Mr. Kitchen probably was not the choice of 
that district. The prima facie evidence is that he 
was the choice, because they did not vote against 
him. They had the right, they had the privi- 
Jege, they had the liberty to vote, bat they de- 
clined doing it; and Mr. Kitchen is here with a 


of 1860, the counties com- | 


that voted in ¢l 
ite and black of | 


i 


i 
j 
1 
i 
i 


clear majority: of: the: votes cast ‘in his district, 
and certainly he ought to be permitted to: take 
his seat; and [hope this House will have the fait- 
ness, justice, and liberality, looking toal the-cir~ 
cumstances surrounding the case, looking at the 
action of the people, looking to the desire of the 
loyal people of that State to eome back’ into the 
Union, to adhere to it, to maintain it under all 
circumstances; I say I trust-this House will have 
the fairness, justice, and liberality to give him a 
seat upon this floor. i 

_ Imagine your own State and your own people 
in the same condition with the people of Virginia 
here to-day, and then see if you can deny the right 
of representation to that people who have been 
trodden down and oppressed to this very moment, 
and who, at the very first moment they could 
brenthe freely, fairly and honestly declared their 
choice by the election of this man by a larger 
vote than was given to a Representative of that 
State who wasadmitted asa Representative on this 
floor during the last Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. When was that? 

Mr. SMITH. [know that Virginia had a Rep- 
resentative upon this floor, and that with a far less 
vote than was cast in this case; and that vote, too, 
not a vote of a majority of the people, not a vate 
ofa majority of the county, buta vote cast where 
they could cast them. 

Therefore | hope when the House comes toa 
vote upon this question, they will say that Mr. 
Kitchen is entitled to a seat here. 

Mr. WHALEY. Mr. Speaker, E do not de- 
sign to occupy the time of this House at length; 
but l would consider myself unworthy to be the 
Representative of a Joyal and suffering people 
were I to remain silent on this occasion; and I 
wish to call the attention of members of this 
House to some historical facts from the begin- 
ning of this unholy war up to the present time, 
especially to those which relate to my unhappy 
State. [hope you will bear with me patiently 
while t hasten to give the reasons why I consider 


| Mr. Kitchen, with the other Representatives from 


Virginia, entitled to a seaton this floor; and I as- 
sure you.that I amactuated only by the principles 


| of justice and right in making this shortappeal for 


your consideration on this very importantsubject. 

In the winter of 1860 the Legislature of Vies 
ginia passed anact calling a convention to assem- 
ble in the city of Richmond to consider the rela- 
tions of the State toward the Federal Government. 
Seven States had already by their own act with- 
drawn from the Federal compact, and attempted, 
to establish a separate and independent nation- 
ality. ‘The said act of the Legislature provided 


| that upon the same day the vote was taken for 


the election of delegates to said convention the 
qualified voters of the State should decide whether 
or not the acts of this convention should be re- 
ferred back to them fer ratification or rejection, 
‘The question before them was reference or no ref- 


| erence; andthe people of Virginia, so fearful were 


they of the designs of the Legislature, and so 
jealous of their rights as freemen, rallied as true 
patriots, and by a majority unparalleled in the 
history of the State, reaching eighty thousand, 
decided that the procecdings of the convention 
should be referred back to them. 

The convention metin the city of Richmond 
in February, 1861, and the devoted patriotism 
there shown by a large portion of our delegates 
is well known to the country, and the speeches 
made by many of them in behalf of the Union 
for true and unselfish loyalty equaled the best ef- 
forts of our fathers in the revolutionary struggle, 
and will live in the history of this fearful contest 
for a nation’s life down to the latest generation. 
Many stood firm as friends of the Union until 


| South Carolina and other States poured thousands 
| of their murderous rabble into the city, filling 


every hotel and even the strects, and who sur- 
rounded the hallin which the convention was held, 
threatening to hang them if they did not pass 
an unconditional ordinance of secession imme- 
diately; and many of the bravest, who had hith- 
erto battled manfully against'those who were at- 
tempting to destroy and blot out forever from the 
map of nations this great Republie, quailed before 
the fearful storm which was then raging through- 
out the city likeanepidemic,and were swept into 
the vortex of secession, and compelled to send 
forth their sons to fightin an unholy war against 
their own countrymen, as well as to drive the 
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“Jeyalceitizensfrom the polls; to deprive them of 
“the right of:suffrage in casting their votes against 
“thecordinarice-which -the convention was cont- 
-pallea to.pass.. .Then,sir, had a.regiment of our 
ested the conspiratorsin.the convention and pro- 
„tected the loyal-citizens.in the exerdise.of the right 
of suffrage, Virginia would. not have -been the 
battle-ground for the last two- years, and would 
this day be considered'as layal.as Maryland, Ken- 


tucky, or Missouri. HEE eek tee ts 
Itis.a.well-known fact that troops.on their.way 
to'defewd. the capital of the nation were.shot down 
sonthe 19th of Aprilin the streets of Baltimore, and 


„B reign of terror existed in-that city for three days 


_eqnaled only by that in Richmond; and, sir, had. 


inot. Governor. Hicks, supported by. the Federal 
Government, stood firm and,refused to- assemble 
he Legislature thereby.depriving the secessionists 
ofthe power to call aconvention, Maryland would 
shave. been-mobbed out. of the. Union, and thou- 
sands of her Joyal citizens, as ‘well as her loyal 
‘Representatives on this floor, would to-day feel the 
„ame mortification that the loyal men of-Virginia 
.ate.compelled to endure. x The timely act of the 
Administration in arresting. Marshal Kane, and 
“the traitorous leaders of the secession party in the 
“Legislature gave, the. loyal people of that State 
time to rally, and once more raise the insulted flag 
of our country, which had been torn dawn in every 
part of the.city. The loyal people of that State 
were then permitted to. assemble free and untram- 
„meled at the polls and elect trueand loyal men to 
office, And it isa high gratification, not only to 
“the loyal people of that State, but. of the United 
States, to know that her Representatives here have 
‘done their full duty in sustaining the Government 
-in its efforts to end this unholy war,and conquer 
a peace which will be perpetual. : 
o E need not gay that the traitorous Governor of 
“Kentucky, aided by Buckner and. others, at- 
tem ated to.call a.convention, but the members of 
the Legislature having already learned the terri- 
dle effects of secession in the old mother State, 
where the brave and the truc were battling with 
the brave and the false, refused to comply with 
the wishes of the leading traitors of that State. 
Kentucky was, held in check by her position of 
“neutrality until her people saw and fully realized 
the, designs of those who were attempting to dis- 
rupt every tie which held these States together, 
and the innumerable sufferings which secession 
“would entail upon them, when they rallied around 
the banner of their country and drove back the 
“conspirators who would pull down this temple 
of freedom, and thus saved themselves from the 
dishonor of becoming one of the seceded States. 
The secessionists of Missouri also attempted to 
drag-her into this unholy conspiracy. Claiborne 
‘Jackson, then. Governor of that State, was organ- 
izing an army for that purpose, and had succeeded 
;fo a considerable extent, when the gallant and 
brave Lyon marched to their camp and made 
prisoners of them all, The Governor was com- 
pelled to flee from the capital of his State, but he 
issued a proclamation, and, aided by Price and 
others, gathered around him a large’ army, and 
the soil of Missouri has been reddened with the 
“blood of her best citizens, and been the. battle- 
ground of the most stubborn and obstinate con- 
‘tests for victory in this war. ‘The flames of re- 
bellion were kindled and swept like a whirlwind 
over the State. Thousands of her citizens de- 
serted their country in the hour of its sorest trial, 
and when it needed all its strong arms and stout 
hearts to strike in its defense, At one time nearly 
the whole State was overrun by the followers of 
Jackson and Price, and the Legislature passed an 
“act of secession, and congressmen and senators 
were clected to the so-called confederate States. 
Bat there was a brave and loyal portion of the 
„people of Missouri who, aided by the protection 
of our soldiers, seized the helm of State and pi- 
Joted her back into a safe harbor under the pro- 
“tecting arm of this great Government. And, sir, 
had it not been for the well-timed act of the la- 
mented Lyon, and the protection afforded by our 
armies, led on to victory by General Sigel, aided 
‘by the loyal Germans of that State, Missouri 
might to-day have occupied the same position as 
Virginia. The convention in that State elected 
Governor Gamble and reorganized their State goy- 
ernment, and Representatives were elected by the 
loyal citizens from some districts where there re- 


tave soldiers been. sent to Richmond and ar-' 


-mained as few loyal citizens as:the districts which | 
-have sent “Representatives: here -from Virginia, 
Chow élaimants for seats in this House. i 
Such was the condition of affairs iir these States 
while the loyal men of Virginia had already sent: 


their delegates to a convention to restore the State 
government, and sent three Representatives to 
Congress, and elected United States Senators to fill 
the places vacated by traitors, and sent twenty 
segiments of her brave sons forth to battle for a 
nation’s life; and the sufferings and privations of 
her people are without a parallel in this war, and 
the faithful historian will give thema bright page 
in the nation’s history. 

And while the nation may well be proud of the 
patriotism shown by the loyal people of Mary- 


land, Kentucky, and Missouri, let it be remem- 


bered that the loyal people of Virginia set a most 
noble example by rallying around the nation’s 
standard, and resolving to be. free from secession 
bondage or lay down their lives in defense of their 
liberties and leave nothing remaining but the his- 
tory of a brave and fallen-people.. And are the 
loyal citizens of poor old demented Virginia, the 
mother of States and statesmen, a namearound 
which there is such hallowed recollections and 
so many memories clustering associated with the 
American heart by a thousand ties that time or 
folly can never blot out, to be told that they are 
to have no voice in the national council? 

We find that the loyal people of three districts 
of Virginia assembled at the polls on the fourth 
Tharsday in May last, surrounded by privation 
and danger, and clected their Representatives on 
the day prescribed by the constitution of Virginia, 
framed 117.1858, and which never has been changed 
by theirloyal Legislature. Atthat election there 
were 2,059 votes cast, of which Mr. Kitchen re- 


ceived a majority. Being duly elected, then, ac- | 


cording to the laws and constitution of the State 
of Virginia, why should he be excluded from a 
seat on this floor? It is true that the full strength 
of the district was not brought out at the polls, 
nor could it be expected when the remaining 
voters were conscripted to fightagainst their coun- 
try. Because the remaining voters are in- open 
rebellion,and consequently did not vote, will that 
justify you in refusing a representation here to 
2,059 loyal citizens who have periled life and prop- 
erty by their devotion to the Union cause? 

This election has developed many of the grand- 
est and noblestexamples of patriotism in the an- 
nals of history. Consider, sir, that thousands of 
her loyal people have abandoned their once happy 
homes, where they had wealth sufficient three 
years ago to last them and their posterity down 
to the third generation, and are now scattered 
over the loyal States, reduced to absolute poverty, 
rather than abandon the Governmentand be com- 
pelled to march under a traitorous flag. And now 
are the thousands of loyal citizens, who have re~ 
mained at their homes in the midst of danger. to 
preserve and sustain the free Government framed 
by their illustrious statesmen, to be deprived of 
the right of representation on this floor and com- 
pelled to regard themselves as out of the Union? 
Thousands of their loyal sons have gone forth 
to battle side by side with the sons of New Eng- 
land, the Empire State, Pennsylvania, ‘avd the 
great Northwest, and laid down their lives side 
by side with them, and. their bones now lie min- 
gled together at Bull Run, South Mountain, An- 
tictam, and Gettysburg. And if their loyal friends 
in Virginiaare to be deprived of the right of rep- 
resentation, then let the news go over the wires 
this evening to the fathers and brothers of the 
soldiers from other States that their own Repre- 
sentatives in this House have deprived their Joyal 
friends in Virginia of the rights guarantied to 
every freeman, and that it is their policy to re- 
duce them to a condition worse than a territorial 
dependency, for even a ‘Territory has a right to 
send a Delegate here, with all the privileges of a 
member to offer bills, resolutions, make speeches, 
und only deprived of the right of voting. 

Gentlemen will consider that there ‘is a loyal 
State government in Virginia, recognized by the 


General Government, and that the people of these 


districts are subjected to taxation and conscrip- 
tion. And the important question to be decided 
by this House is whether they are to have the 
right of representation, which never before has 
been denied to the loyal people of any State in 
this country since the Government was framed 


by the fathers: who threw. off. the yoke which 


bound them to Great Britain for this very pringi- 


‘ple—that taxation and representation go hangin 


hand; and-without this guarantee no free Govern- 


ment. can long exist. And are we, the degenerate - 


sons-of those who erected this great fabric of lib- 


‘erty: upon so firm a foundation, to reject the car- 


dinal principles which caused the patriots of. the 
Revolution to take up.arms against the tyrannical 
Government of England, and who, after. march- 
ing and suffering for seven years through hun- 
dreds of battles, finally succeeded in establishing 


a Government founded upon the principle thata _ 


people were to choose their.own representatives? 
And this principle has been advocated and sus- 
tained by all the great statesmen of this country 
since the foundation of the Government; and:the 


right has never before been denied to the loyal 
‘people of any State. 


I hope the gentlemen upon 
this floor will pause and reflect before they cast 
their votes in favor of a policy. that will sooner 
or later change the form of this Government, and 
make us a degraded.and oppressed people. 
“Tf it is the policy of a majority of this House 
to deny to the loyal people of these distriets.the 
right of representation here, then, inthe name of 
justice and right, let them not be subjected to tax- 
ation and conscription. . . 

When a people are ready and willing at all times 
to surrender their property and pour out their 
blood like water for the maintenance of a free 
Governmentand free institutions, they are entitled 
to, and should have, all the rights and immunities 
of free citizens in that Government. ‘The loyal 
people of these districts have remained true, to 
the Union under the most trying circumstances, 
and let us, the Representatives of a free people, 


not refuse to extend to them. the rights and privi- 


leges guarantied toevery loyal citizen. Let jus- 
tice be done.though the heavens fall! Icarnestly 
hope that the time will soon come, Mr. Speaker, 


when the flag of our country shail wave in tri- | 


umph all over this fair land, and when we can say 
with truth— i 
“Far as the eye can reach, the billows roam, 
Survey our empire and behold our home, 
These are our realms, no limit to their sway 5 
Our flag the scepter all who meet obey.” 


Mr. DAWES. After the able remarks of the 
two distinguished gentlemen who have preceded 
me, I fear that any feeble effort of mine will fail 
to direct the attention of the House to the merits 
of this case; and nothing but a feeling of duty and 
the importance of the principle involved could 
induce me to ask the attention of the House fora 
single moment to that point. In the opinion of 
the committee, the merits of the question involved 
in this report and the precedent about to be set 
here is of much greater importance than the set- 
tling of the right of this claimant to occupy a 
seat in this Flouse for the remainder of this Con- 
gress, Itis of far more importance in the pres- 
ent state of things in this country that we should 


distinctly lay down our precedent. and take our 


position than that this or that man may occupy 
any particular seat as a Representative in this 
Congress. Such considerations dwindle into 
nothing, in my mind, in comparison with the con- 
sequences bound up in the decision that the House 
may make on questions of this character. Yet 
I regret to say that such is the condition of busi- 
ness in this House, and such the anxiety of its 
members to proceed to matters of pressing im- 
portance, that it has been impossible for distin- 
guished gentlemen here this morning, and will 
be of course impossible for me, to arrest the atten- 
tion of the House long cnough to get it to consider 
the principles on which this report is made. 
Itisa truly mortifying fact that although we 
are now at the close of the third year of this war, 
the congressional district in Virginia that bor- 
ders on this capital is still so far in the occupa- 
tion and control of the enemies of the country that 
never since July, 1861, has it been possible to 
hold a congressional election in the district. It 
is hardly worth while for us, Mr. Speaker, and 
it would be altogether improper, l apprehend, for 
me in this discussion to dwell for a moment on 
the reasons or causes that have produced thig state 
of facts. But, sir, I submit that no gentleman 
can go out on the walls of this Capitol and cast 
his eyes around and behold the martial array upon 
the hills that lie about, and still entertain a doubt 
that the district nearest to us and almost within 
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the sound of our voices is still a camp, is still a 
battle-ground, and that the armies of the nation 
and those of its enemies are still arrayed against 
each other, with all the incidents and all the con- 
sequences of war at our very doors. 

In that state of facts it is, Mr. Speaker, that 
this gentleman comes here and claims that it is 
possible there should have been an election held, 
and.he should have been elected to Congress—an 
election held under the very guns of the enemy, 
and within the very lines which thatenemy claims 
and occupies as his own. The Committee of 
Elections, as I have had occasion to say hereto- 
fore, hasnot found it necessary to dwell on other 
questions that are controverted, and on which 
gentlemen in this House entertain diverse opin- 
ions—such as the legal condition or status of the 
State of Virginia. Gentlemen of profound learn- 
ing differ on these questions, and itis not forthe 
committee to undertake to controvert the posi- 
tions assumed on one side or the other unless itis 
absolutely forced upon their consideration. The 
committee has felt that it might well assume the 
consideration of facts in this case, which the Ex- 
ecutive and Congress itself have assumed, that 
there is a State of Virginia. Those members of 
the committee who were presentin Congress when 
that position was taken have no personal respons- 
ibility for the position then taken. They raised 
their voices against it when the matter was under 
consideration here. Other gentlemen differing 
with them have put Congress in the position of 
recognizing the existence of a State there. The 
committee do not say that the position is incorrect; 
they only accept it and its consequences. Nev- 
ertheless, such a condition of things existed in 
this very district that, though it may be a State, 
with all. the functions and all the rights of a State 
in the Union, there could have been no such thing 
as an election there; and there has not been atime 
within the last three years when any one can say 
there has been a free exercise of the will of the 
people of that district, nor has the thing been pos- 
sible. There is but a small portion of the district 
outside of the lines of theenemy. A much larger 
portion of it than that within our lines has been 
covered by the armies of the enemy and is within 
the lines of its pickets. Even in that portion left 
to us hardly any one, except within the lines at 
Alexandria, could go to the polls except he took 
his life in his hands, Qr at least without exposing 
his property and the peace and safety of his home. 
And we all know that men consult their personal 
safety and self-defense rather than expose them- 
selves by asserting their legitimate right of voting 
at the polls. Can it be said that under such cir- 
cumstances there could be an election? 

My friend from Kentucky who, unfortunately, 
differs with the rest of the committee in the con- 
clusions to which he comes, has been eloquent in 
asserting the right of that district to representa- 
tion on this floor, and defending what he claims 
to be that right, by defending the claim of Mr. 
Kitchen to be its Representative. The question 
is, rather, has the district chosen Mr. Kitchen to 
beits Representative? Ifnot, then thegentleman 
is not defending their right to representation here, 
by insisting on foisting Mr. Kitchen upon them 
and into the seat. 


Now, I claim that the majority of the commit- || 


tee occupy that position, and that my friend [Mr. 
Sarg] stands in the way of the free exercise by 
the people of their right of representation on this 
floor, itis not the securing to any particular man 
a seat in this House that secures the right of rep- 
resentation to the legal voters of a district. In 
this case we would put into a seat here, as the 
Representative of this congressional district in 
Virginia, a man in whose election the people of 
the district had no voice. He who would do so 
is the last man that ought to claim he is defending 
the right of the people torepresentation; for that 
right consists in their being able to select their 
Representative. Any measure taken here that 
deprives the majority of the people of a district of 
the right of selecting their Representative on this 
floor deprives them of the right of representation; 
and when my friend from Kentucky comes here 
and undertakes to ask the House to put in his seat 
here, as a Representative, aman who cannot be 
said to be the choice of a majority of the voters 
of the district, he attempts to stifle the voice and 
not to protect the right of representation of a peo- 


ple. 


Mr.SMITH. lask the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts whether he lays down the rule that 
the majority of voters in a district must abso- 
lutely cast their votes before a Representative can 
take his seat on this floor? f 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly not, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. SMITH. Then Į would like to ask this 
further question: whether the evidence before the 
committee and the country is not thata majority 
of the voters of that district, and of the State of 
Virginia, wentinto rebellion; and if that be true, 
whether, if a majority were to vote, their Repre- 
sentative would not be a disloyal instead of a 
loyal man? And I ask whether we are not to be 
governed by the loyal votes of a district, and not 
by those of the disloyal. 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee of Elections 
has never, for a moment, taken into account the 
number or force of the disloyal men in that dis- 
trict, beyond their influence upon, and physical 
control which the disloyal may have over, the 
loyal men of the district. The committee has 
never, in considering the question, taken into ac- 
count whethera man received the vote of a major- 
ity of all the electors in any given district. it is 
to the vote of a majority of the loyal voters that 
the committee has always sought to give effect. 

Mr. SMITH. I ask the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts whether there was evidence before the 
committee that all the loyal men of that district 
did not vote? 

Mr. DAWES. I was about to say, when in- 
terrupted by the gentleman from Kentucky, that 
the Committee of Elections has never held that 
it was necessary for a majority of the loyal men 
of a district to express their choice at the polls. 
The committee has always held and laid down 
the position, and the House has always sanc- 
tioned it, that when all the loyal voters of a dis- 
trict had the opportunity to go to the polls, and 
did not choose to avail themselves of it, those 
who were absent were to be presumed to acquiesce 
in the action of those who did vote. if a small 
minority of all the loyal voters of a district should 
choose to go to the pollsat a regular election, and 
if the large majority should choose to stay away, 
the Jattter must, according to all the principles of 
our Government, be construed and held to anac- 
quiescence in what has been done by those who 
did go to the polls. 

But when such is the condition of things in a 
district thata majority of its loyal voters cannot 
exercise their right of choice, when they are un- 
der duress, and are keptaway from the polls, does 
not my friend from Kentucky think that he mocks 
them when he says they are to be held to acquicsce 
in what those few, who were permitted to go to 
the polls, did? Acquiescence, consenting, implies 
the right and the power to object. No man can 
be estopped because he has failed to object when 


his mouth is stopped,and when he cannot object } 


Why, | 


if he would. 

Now, what are the facts in this case? 
that but a very small minority of the voters of this 
district actually exercised their right to vote at 


this election, and that of that small minority this | 


gentleman had buta small plurality; and that five 
sixths of that plurality was made up of votes in 
a single county which his own State and the State 
of West Virginia, so far as they could, have taken 
up bodily and set into the State of West Virginia. 
Without the votes which he received in that 
county, which was virtually, so far as the votes 
of those two States were concerned outside of the 
State of Virginia, he received but 232 votes in the 
whole district, while there were 900 or 1,000 votes 
against him. He had seven hundred and odd 
votes in that county, and he had only 232 votes 
out of it. And, sir, the people of the county in 
which he received most of his votes, on the very 
day of the election, voted, as far as they had the 
power to do so, to transfer themselves to the State 
of West Virginia. à 


Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia. Did the State | 


of West Virginia act upon that day? 

Mr. DAWES. The history ofthe affair is recited 
in the reportof the Committee of Elections. The 
State of West Virginia undertook to embrace this 
county within its limits at the time the State was 


formed, and made provision for its being incladed ” 


in that State. The old State of Virginia passed 
a law to allow this county to become part of West 
Virginia, provided that on the day when this clec- 
tion was held they should vote in favor of joining 


‘nor have I read it. 


West Virginia and that West Virginia should 
agree to -accept them. - 

Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia, heré madea 
remark which was inaudible to the reporters. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me tell the story ini my: 
own way. The State of Virginia transferred this 
county, as far as they could do so, to West Vir- 
ginia. They left it to the people of that county 
to say upon the day when this election was held 
whether they would go over to West Virginia, 
and they decided on that day almost unanimously 
that they would go over to West Virginia. So 
far as the two States could do it, they had trana- 
ferred that county to West Virginia. i 

Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia. After thë 
day of election. f 

Mr. DAWES. Exactly, and that is what makes 
the report of the committee true, when it says 
that although these States hadglone all that they 
could do legally to tranfer the county, the county 
was still in old Virginia until Congress should 
ratify the proceeding. 

Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia. You state 
that the county belonged to old Virginia ‘on the 
day of the election. 

Mr. DAWES. I wishmy frtend had read the 
report of the committee, for that is exactly what 
I said in the report and what I said in the House 
when this case was last before it. 

Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia. I did not 
hear the gentleman’s speech upon that occasion, 


Mr. DAWES. I am not to blame for that. 
We said in the report that so far as those two 
States were concerned, and so far as the people 
of the county were concerned, this county was, 
in point of fact, a part of another State, but their 
action required the ratification of Congress. If 
you deduct the vote of that county, this man, 
Kitchen, stands just as I said he did. And al- 
though the votes of that county are to be legally 
counted for Mr. Kitchen, yet the fact that he was 
the choice of no other county may be taken into 
consideration in determining what would have 
peen the vote of the counties within the enemy’s 
ines, 

Shall we then, Mr. Speaker, under the claim of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Smrru,] that 
we are asserting and defending the right of this 
district to representation here, admit to a seat here 
as a Representative and give the right to speak for 
the people of this district to a man who had only 
232 votes in what is, so far as the States have 
themselves determined, the district. My friend 
from Kentucky, when he gets up here and advo-« 
cates the right of thisman to a seat here, is stifling 
rather than defending the voice of the voters of 


| this district, and that is his mistake. 


Mr. SMITH. I call the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Elections to his own 
statement in his report. He used this language: 


“Congress has never consented to the transfer of the 
county of Berkeley from the one State to the other, and 
without that consent it cannot be done. Berkeley county 
is therefore still a part of the old State of Virginia. The 
vote of Berkeley county must consequently be counted in 
Uie result, unless there be some other and valid objection 
to it.” 


Now, Mr. Speaker, those are the deliberate 


|! words of the chairman of the committee after all 


the evidence was before the committee and the 
argument had been heard. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that the chairman of the committee in en- 
deavoring to prejudice the minds of the members 
of the House against the claim of this gentleman 
to a seat here, is inconsistent with himself, 

Mr. DAWES. 1 would ask my friend from 
Kentucky if I have said anything to-day that is 
inconsistent with what he has read? 

Mr. SMITH. [think the argument yon ‘are 
using to-day is. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill yield to the gentlemana 
poruon of my time to show that fact to the House. 

said to the House that while Berkèley county 
was still,in point of fact, in this district, yet vire 
tually, and so far as the two States and the people 
of the county were concetned, it-was in the State 
of West Virginia. And if you should take out 
the vote of Berkeley county, you would have re« 
maining cast for Mr. Kitchen only 232 votes, Lad- 
vocated the position that legally Berkeley was still 
in the State of Virginia, forthe want of ratificas 
tion of the action of the two States and of the peos 
ple of the county by Congress. E intended to 
state the fact in that way, but that does not affect 


the legal question between the gentleman and my- 
self. We are searching after another fact which 
my, friend, l think, does not sée; and itis because 
he sees the force of the argument that he tries to 
parry it inthis way. f 
-Weare searching after the fact whether this 
man actually represents the loyal voters of his dis- 
trict, and whether we can properly decide that the 
votes received by him car be taken as the voice 
of the loyal voters of the district the other side of 
the Federal lines. If we are able to decide that 
question. in. the affirmative, if we have any evi- 
dence on. which we can-act that Mr. Kitchen is 
the choice of the loyal voters of that district, I am 
with my friend from Kentucky in confirming his 
right toaseat here. Lam doing here, if Ido what 
Iconceive to be my duty, all in my power to fix 
in this Elouse every man who represents the loyal 
voters of the distrigt ho comes from. And I am 
not to stick upon farms, Lam not to be bound by 
a conformity to the strict letter of the law in de- 
ciding that question. If [ can find that the loyal 
voters of any district have spoken in such terms 
as we can understand and rely upon in the elec- 
tion of a Representative to this House, the Com- 
mittee of Elections willgo with their distinguished 
colleague from Kentucky in confirming that man 
in his seat here. And I think the committee will 
never be found, whatever may be the form through 
which a man comes here, unless they can see be- 
hind that form that he has behind him the free 
and unrestrained choice of the voters of his dis- 
trict exercised without fear and without restraint; 
unless they can find that, I trust the Committee 
of Elections and the House will never be found 
so far departing from what I think is their duty 
as to confirm any man to aseat upon any such 
false pretense as that. i 

This point, Mr, Speaker, is so clear tomy mind 
that I wonder my friend from Kentucky should 
be found here undertaking to insist upon this 
man as a Representative of this district unless he 
can point.to some evidence showing that such 
representation is the voice of the electors. 

Mr. SMITH. I dislike to mterrupt the gen- 
tleman so often, but I would like to ask him one 
other question which } deem to be pertinent. Í 
ask him how he has ascertained, what evidence he 
has that there is beyond the Federal lines in that 
district a single loyal vote? Task him if the only 
evidence of the existence of loyal voters is not con- 
fined to that portion of the district within our lines, 
where the people had the right to vote and did vote? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The language of the report of 
the committee in this case fully answers the ques- 
tion of the gentleman. ‘The cases are all new. No 
one seems to be a precedent forany other. Each 
has to be determined upon its own peculiar facts, 
and the truth is to be arrived at as best we may. 
Every case in some respects differs from any 
other we have had before us. My friend from 
Kentucky I think is mistaken in saying that this 
district had a Representative in the last Congress. 
Itistrue that aman came here with what was called 
a certificate of election as Representative for that 
district, was sworn in, and occupied a seat here 
fora portion of that Congress. But when the 
Committee of Elections undertook to investigate 
his case, itappeared that the whole evidence of the 
right to a seat here, which he asserted upon the 
floor, was ten votes taken in a side poll out here 
at Ball’s Cross Roads. The committee reported 
these facts to the House, and the House told this 
gentleman most respectfully that he did not rep- 
resent any constituency here, and that it was an 
insult to the loyal citizens of that district for him 
to remain longer in this House. 

Now here is a case of a man who has had more 
votes than his predecessor, and how does the 
committee try to ascertain whether he is the Rep- 
resentative of the loyal voters of his district? We 
tried to ascertain how many loyal voters there 
were in the district. We took the man’s own 
statement, we took the census returns, we took 
every means within our reach. of arriving at that 
fact. If you take the territory of the district you 
will find that there isa smaller portion of it within 
the limits where this election was held than within 
the rebel lines. If you take the whole popula- 
tion of this district you will find that there is a 
much larger portion within the rebel lines than 
within the Union lines. If you take the number 
of male citizens, the number of white persons in 
_ this district, the number within the rebel lines and 


for a moment. 


Mr. DAWES. Wait until I get through with 


this statement. . 

If you take the number of white male citizens 
you find the same thing. 
asked by the Committee of Elections why there 
were not more votes cast, he answered that in the 
other precincts it was not safe for the voters to go 
to the polls; 
who undertook to exercise the right of franchise 
at those polls. 
were not open in the other counties, and he well 
answered that they were within the rebel lines. 
We asked him if there were any other places 
where polls could have been safely opened, and 
he answered that there were none. 


That, Mr. Speaker, is the evidence upon which | 


we base our report, and it seems to me to be evi- 
dence entirely satisfactory that a majority of the 
loyal voters of this district had no opportunity to 


say at the polls whether this man or another was į 


their choicc. 

Mr. SMITH. I hold in my hand the census 
of the United States for 1860. 
population of the United States by counties. I 
have carefully examined it in reference to the 
white and black population of Virginia in that 

car. 
Fairfax, Prince William, Jefferson, and Berkeley, 


a majority of the counties composing the seventh | 


congressional district, there were 147,600 inhabit- 
ants, white and black, and in the remaining coun- 
ties, 81,895; and [ have not made any deduction 
for the probable number who wentinto the south- 
ern confederacy. With this book, which is au- 
thentic and to be found in the Congressional 
Library, with these figures, which are truc, the 
conclusion is inevitable that a majority of the 
people were in the counties that did vote, and 
where the vote was untrameled and fair in every 
respect. If a majority of the people did not go 
to the polls and cast their votes it was no fault of 
those who did vote, or of this claimant. 
fore I gay that the argument of the chairman is 
entirely unfairas to the population of the district. 

Mr. DAWES. The mistake of my friend from 
Kentucky is this: in the countics where the elec- 
tion was held some precincts voted; in some coun- 
ties only a single precinct; and in other parts of 
the counties it was as impossibe to hold an elec- 
tion as it would have been in the city of Rich- 
mond; and yet be has taken the aggregate popu- 
lation of all of those counties where even a single 


precinct voted. The gentleman will find’on page į 


4of the report of the committee a statement drawn 
from the census of 1860 which settles this matter. 

Mr. Speaker, 
on this subject. 
not whether Mr. Kitchen shall represent this dis- 


trict; but it is settling a principle, not only in re- | 


gard to this district, but every other unrepre- 
sented district in that portion of the Union which 


has been in rebellion. Perhaps it is settling a į 


principle which goes beyond the right of repre- 
sentation in this House. lt may seriously affect 
the election of other officers of more importance 
perhaps than that of a Representative upon this 
floor. It is a precedent to bind us how and by 
what method a title to representation upon this 
floor spall be established from all the other dis- 
tricts in the United States. 


extent an instruction to the committee. We de- 


sire to know whether it is the will of the House | 


that the Committce of Elections shall search for 
a constituency, 


things the right of elective 
man comes here with a mere form of paper, 
without anything behind to sustain it, to ac- 
knowledge his right to a seat upon this floor. 
Mr. SMITH. Before the gentleman takes his 
seat, let me ask him a question. In the State of 
Virginia, at the same clection, a Governor, Lieu- 
tenant Governor, and Legislature were elected. 
Now, does the gentleman recognize Governor 
Pierpont as the Governor of Virginia, and the 
Legislature sitting In Alexandria as the Legisla- 
ture of Virginia? Also, whether or not these 
precincts and these counties did not vote at the 
game time and in the same proportion 


When the claimant was į 


that every one of them was marked į 


We asked him why the polls | 


It contains the | 


I find that in the counties of Alexandria, | 


There- | 


I will not detain the House longer |i 
1 desire them to understand it is 


The effect of the ac- | 
tion of the House on this case will be to some 


free and untrammeled, exercising | 
as well as it may in this abnormal condition of | 
franchise; or when a | 


for Gov- i 


i and accept it as the 


| this House as a 


ernorand representatives that they did fora ment- 
ber of Congress? k a 
Mr. DAWES.. When I shall be made a con=° 
gtitutional judge of the election of Mr. Pierpont 
as Governor of Virginia, and shall have heard the 


| argument of my learned friend from Kentucky 


upon that subject, [shall endeavor tocome to such 
a conclusion upon it as will satisfy. my own mind, 
at Jeast, if it doesnot his. But whether Mr. Pier“ 
pont be Governor of Virginia or not, or whether 
the men who were voting at this election were at 
the same time voting for representatives to that, 
Legislature which is sitting or was lately sitting | 
in Alexandria is not the question. Somehow or 
other the Constitution of the United States made 
us sole judges, not of the election of Governors 
or representatives to State Legislatures, but of the 
election only of such persons as claim the right 
to seats in this House. Whether Governor Pier- 
pont depended for his election upon votes cast in 
this district alone, or whether there were other 
districts from. which the enemy had been drivert 
and an election could be held and in which he re- 
ceived votes, I of course cannot tell. 

Mr. SMITH. 1 would inquire of the gentle- 
man whether were he in the Senate of the United 
States he would vote for the admission of a Sen= 
ator elected by the Legislature of Virginia? 

Mr. DAWES. I have never expceted to be in 
a position where I could be called upon to answer 
the question propounded by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. [Laughter.] I only want to say that 
in the last Congress I tried, as far as Į could, to 
show the impolicy of the proceedings which re- 
sulted in making two States over here across the - 
river; but my learned friend from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Stevens,] and other gentlemen, were deci- 
dedly too.much for me, and I failed to succeed in 
my opposition; and I certainly shall not under- 
take now, after that has been done, to show that 
it has not been done. I shall. not undertake after it 
has been done, after ithas received the sanction of 
all branches of the Government, and after it has 
been put in so forcible a light as it was put by 
the distinguished Representative from Indiana, 
(Mr. Corrax,] upon the floor of this House in 
the discussion upon that occasion. I say | shall 
not attempt now to show it has not been done, 
nor will I refuse to accept it as it has been done. 
Į will not say that there are not two States there, 
but I take the consequences of that legislation, 
aw, and treat Virginia as 
I do any other State; and therefore J treat this 
man’s right here precisely as I would judge of 
the right of a gentleman from Massachusetts to a 
seat here, until we retrace the steps which we took 
in the last Congress. 

l cali the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon 
the motion to strike out the word * not” in the 


| following resolution reported by the committee: 


That B. M. Kitchen is not entitled to a seat in 
Representative in the Thirty-Bighth Con- 
gress from the seventh congressional district in Virginia, 

Mr. SMITH. I call for the yeas and nays on 
that amendment, and upon the yeas and nays! 
ask for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SMITH. I demand tellersupon theamend- 
ment. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the resolution, 

Mr. SMITH demanded the yeas and nays. 

The ycas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. [intended to call up the case 
of Joseph Segar, claiming a seat here asa Rep- 
resentative from the first congressional district 
from Virginia, butas I do not see Mr. Segar pres- 
ent I will not call it up now. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 

Bills, reported that they had examined and found 


truly enrolled an act (H. R. No. 228) confirming 
the title of Joseph Ford to certain lands in Rice 


Resolved, 


county, in the State of Minnesota; and an act (H. 
R. No. 206) in addition to an act for the estab- 
lishment of certain arsenals; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 

CHARLES B, SHIRLEY. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee of Accounts, reported the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be direeted topay 
out of the contingent fund to Charles B. Shirley, for bis 
services as i nger, the sum of $750, the same. being for 
six months’ service previous to May 1, 1858, the said 
Shirley to receive the same in full of his claim for 82,813 88 
presented to the Committee of Accounts, 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote last taken; and also moved to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr, HOOPER. I call for the regular order of 


business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the consideration of the bill in regard to 
the rebellious States reported from the select 
committee upon that subject by the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] and upon which the 
gentleman from Lilinois [Mr. J. C. ALLEN] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. FENTON. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of that bill until after the con- 
sideration of the bank bill, 

Mr. PENDLETON. And the tax bill. . 

The SPEAKER. ‘The tax bill is not yet a 
special order; it was merely postponed. 

Mr. PENDLETON. [ wish to suggest to the 
gentleman that he move to postpone this bill until 
Tuesday next. This bill in reference to the re- 
bellious States is not important. 

Mr. FENTON. I will move then to postpone 
this subject for a few days. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is possible that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. J. C. Arren] desires 
‘to be heard to-day. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 
ticular about that. 

Mr. FENTON. [will move, then, to postpone 
this subject ull a day certain, when 
will come up in its regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Itis now a special order. 
Does the gentleman from New York accept the 
suggestion of the gendeman from Ohio [Mr. Pex- 
pLuron] that this bill be postponed until both the 
bank bill and the tax bill are disposed ‘of? 

Mr, ASHLEY. I understand that there are a 
number of gentlemen on this side of the House 
who desire to have night sessions next weck, at 
which this question can be discussed, and there- 
fore I should be reluctant to allow this measure 
to be postponed until those other measures are 
disposed of. ! 
to occupy the position in which it now stands. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill be postponed it 
will still occupy its position as a special order. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
before the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill in reference to the 
rebellious States is now before the House, being 
the special order after the morning hour. 


Ob no, he is not par- 


Mr. BROOKS. How, then, can it be post- || Ohio that I do not feel at liberty to accede to his |! 


bil. i 


oned ? 
The SPEAKER. By a majority vote of the 
House. 


Mr. BROOKS. But the gentleman’s right to 
the floor cannot be displaced. 

Mr. PENDLETON. He is willing to yield. 

Mr. 3J. C. ALLEN. [am perfeetly willing to 
yield; but, at the same time, | am prepared to 
submit the remarks which I have to make to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the proposed 
postponement will be that this bill will come up 
as a special order after the bank bill shall have 
been disposed of. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What would be the effect of 
postponing this bill without reference to other 


, L suppose, it j 


i 


I suggest that it be postponed soas 
3s F i 


What is the proposition now | 


measures? What other business would come up | 


in order? 

Mr. DRIGGS. Business of the Committee cn 
Public Lands is next in order. 

‘The SPEAKER. 
come up. 

Mr. STEVENS. What would be the effect 
of postponing this bill without any order on the 
subject? 


The bank bill would then |i 


NAL GLOBE: | 


The SPEAKER. It would leave the bill in 
the exact position it is innow. 

Mr. BROOKS. What is the proposition be- 
fore the House? f 

The SPEAKER. It is that the bill in refer- 
ence to the rebellious States be passed over. 

Mr. BROOKS. [consider the tax biil the mast 
important measure before the House now. The 
bill in reference to the rebellious States is import- 
ant also; but the bank bill was killed after ample 
discussion, and | think it should be the last bill 
to be brought before the House now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I hope my 
friend from New York [Mr. Fenroy] will insist 
on his motion to postpone. 

Mr. FENTON. I do insist on it. 

The SPEAKER. The tax bill will have to be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. This bill is the special order 
in the House. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
special order, 

The SPEAKER, The majority ef the House 
can postpone it. 

Mr.J. C. ALLEN. To avoid all further con- 
troversy, 1 will proceed with the remarks I have 
to make. i 

Mr. FENTON. Iuppeal to gentlemen to with- | 
draw objection to this bill being passed over in- 
formally. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have said that in my judg- | 
ment the most important bill before this [louse is | 
the tax bill, The “rebel States” is certainly a | 
bill of great importance, more important than the 
bank bill, besides which the bank bill has been 


I object to any change in the | 


i} already adjudicated upon by the House. I would 


prefer, therefore, that the regular order of busi- 
ness should be proceeded with rather than to la 
it aside for the purpose of taking up the bank bil 
We shall reach that in due time in its regular 
order, 


tleman from Illinois who is entitled to the floor 
did not wish to proceed with his speech to-day, 
and that he was willing tiat the bill should go 
over until ‘Tuesday, when he will, of course, re- 
sume his right to the floor. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I said that I was willing 
to give way for a motion to postpone; but since 
this controversy has arisen over the question, I 
believe [ would prefer to go on to-day, if itis the 
pleasure of the House, 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will suggest to 


the pleasure of the House without losing his right 
to the floor, by allewing the motion to be made 
to postpone. 

“Mr. J. C. ALLEN. Very well, sir. 
give way to allow the motion to be made, and 
will let the House determine the matter. 

Mr. FENTON. 1 move then that the bill be 


question. 

Mr. PENDLETON. [ask the gentleman from 
New York to allow me to make the motion that 
this bill be postponed until after the tax bill has 
been disposed of. 


Mr. FENTON. I say to the gentleman from 


request without first consulting the mover of the 


Mr. HOLMAN. Does the bank bill come up 
as a matter of courseif this matter is postponed ? 
The SPEAKER. Notunless the House post- 
pones two other bills which take precedence of it. 


y | 


Mr. STEVENS. = I[had supposed that the gen, |} 


the gentleman from Illinois that he can ascertain | 


qd 


1 will | 


postponed until Tuesday next after the morning | 
hour; and on that motion 1 demand the previous | 


| 
H 
j 
t 
| 
i 
i 
} 


well, Broomall, Arnbrose W, Clark; Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, Dawes, Driggs, 
Eckley, Farnsworth, Penton, Frank, Garfield; Gooch, Grin+ 
nell, Higby, Hooper, Asahel W. Hubbard, Join H. Habbard; 
Jenckes, Julian, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kel- 
logg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, McIn- 
doe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, 
Amos Myers, Odell, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Perham, Pike, 
Pomeroy, Price; Wiliam I. Randall, Alexander’ H: Rice, 
John H: Rice, Edward F. Rollins, Shannon, Sloat, Stevens, 
Thayer, Thomas, Upson, Blihu B. Washburne,: William 
B. Washburn, Webster, Wiliams, Wilder, Windom, and 
Woodbridge—72. | es 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen; Baily, 
Augustus C. Baldwin, Brooks, James S., Brown, Clay, Cra 
vens, Dawson, Deming, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, 
Ganson, Grid Hall, Harding, Herrick, Honan, Hotch- 
Kiss, Hutchins, Kalbfteisch, Kernan, King, Knapp, Law, 
Lazear, Long, McDowell, McKinney; Willian’ H. Milter, 
James R. Morris, Morrison, Noble, Pendleton, Pruyn; Rad- 
ford, Samuel J. Randall, Robinsor, James $. Rollins, Ross, 
John B. Steele, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat, Voorhees, Whaley, 
Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, 


and Fernanda Wood—53, 
So the main question was ordered, 


The question recurred upon the motion to post- 


pone, . 
Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 76, nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, John ). Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Bout- 
well, Broomall, William G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Dawes, Driggs, 
Dumont, Eckley, Eldridge, Farnsworth, Garfield, Gooch, 
Grinnell, Higby, Hooper, Asahel W. Hubbard, Jobn H. 
Hubbard, Jenckos, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kel- 
logg, Orlando Keliogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, MeBride, 
|! McClurg, Melndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Charles ONeill, Orth, Perham, 
Pike, Price, William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, John 
H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Ross, Shannon, Sloan, Snrith, 
Stevens, Stuart, Thayer, Thomas, ‘Tracy, Upson, Bihu B. 
Washburnec, William B. Washburn, Webster, Whaley, 
Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—-76. 

NAYS—Messrs. James O. Allen, William J.’ Allen, 
+ Augustas U. Baldwin, Brooks, James S. Brown, Clay, 
Coffroth, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Finck, Grider, Harding, 
Benjamin G, farris, Herrick, Holman, Hutchins, Williaa 
Johnson, Kalhfieiseh, Kernan, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Long, 
McDowell, McKinney, James R. Morris, Nelson, Noble, 
Pendleton, Prayn, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, 
James S. Rollins, Scott, Jobn B. Steele, Strouse, Sweat, 
Voorhees, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, 
Winfield, and Fernando Wood-—46. 


So the bill was postponed until Tuesday next, 
after the morning hour. E 
FORT PILLOW DISASTER. 


Mr. WILSON, [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce a joint resolution for 
I pre- 


|| the purpose of action upon it at this time. 
sume no member will object. : 

Several Mempers. Read for information. 

The joint resolution directing the committee on 
the conduct of the war to examine into the recent 
attacks on Fort Pillow was read. It directs the 
committee on the conduct of the war, or such 
members as the committee may designate, to pro- 
ceed at once to Fort Pillow, Tennessee, and ex- 
amine into the facts and circumstances attending, 
i the recent attack and capture of such fort by the 
|; rebels; and report to the House with as little de- 
lay as possible. - 
| Mr. ELDRIDGE, Ifthe gentleman will pro- 
vide for a committee to be appointed by the 
Speaker for that purpose, I am sure there will be 
no objection, 

Mr. WILSON. We have already a commit- 
tee on the conduct of the war, which I think is 
sufficient. : 

There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was introduced, and read a first and second time. 


Mr. PENDLETON, | 
gentleman from New York to allow me to move | 


| until after the tax bill shail have been disposed of. 
Mr. FENTON. Upon consulting with the | 

mover of the bill, I find that he prefers to have it 

I shall have therefore | 


noes 38. 


the yeas and nays on ordering the main ques- 
| tion, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | 
the affirmative—yeas 72, nays 53; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, j 4 
Ashley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Bout- i resolution? 


} appeal again to the |! 


to amend his notion so as to postpone this bill |) 
H 


Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, demanded i 


| The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
; grossed, and read a third time; and being. en- 
i grossed, was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. - i 

i Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SOUTHERN INDIAN SUPERINTENDENCY. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 


|| Printing, reported the following resolution: 


i Resolved, 'That the order of this House given on the 12th 
| of April instant, to print the acconnts of the superintendent 
' and agent of the southern Indian superintendency be, and 
i is hereby, reseinded. ; 


Mr. HOLMAN. Whats the reason for that 


table, 


April 16. 


1680 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


GEME A; W. CLARK.’ It will cost $1,000, and 
ig an unnecessary expenditure. 
The resolution was adopted, 


TRRRITORIAL, PUBLIC BUILDINGS. P 


The SPEAKER. stated the next business in 
order to be House bill No. 342, making appro- 
priations for public buildings in the Territories of 
Colorado; Nevada, Dakota, Idaho, Arizona, and 
Montana, reported from the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union without amend- 
ment. 

“Mr. RICE, of Maine, moved that the further 
Consideration of the bill be postponed until 
‘Wednesday next. 

The mation was agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER stated the next business in or- 
der to be joint resolution (H. R. No. 53) amend- 
atory of the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. STEVENS moved that the further con- 
sideration of the resolution be postponed for two 
weeks. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 64, 
noes 29. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BROOKS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was postponed, and on 
that motion demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts, moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 
Mr. BROOKS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeus 70, nays 46; as follows: 


` YBHAS—Messrs, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, Ash- 
ley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Boutwell, 
“Broomall, William G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Freeman 
‘Clarke, Cobb, Cole,Creswell, Dawes, Driggs, Dumont, Eck- 
fey, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Higby, Hooper, Asahel W. 
Hubbard, Jon H. Hubbard, Julian, Kasson, Francia W. Kel 
loge, Odando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, 
MeClarg, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel 
Morris, Amos Myers, Charles O’Neill, Orth, Patterson, 
Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Alex- 
ander H. Rice, John H. Rice, fedward l. Rollins, James 8. 
Rollins, Shannon, Sloan, Smith, Stevens, Stuart, Thayer, 
Thomas, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Blilu B, Wash- 
burne, Webster, Whaley, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, and 
Woodbridge-—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. James ©. Allen, William J. Allen, Au- 
gustus C. Baldwin, Brooks, James S. Brown, Clay, Cottroth, 
Cravens, Dawson, Deming, Denison, Eldridge, Vinek, 
Ganson, Grider, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Herrick, Hol- 
man, Hutchins, William Jobnson, Kalbfleisch, Kerman, 
Knapp, Law, Lazear, MeDowell, McKinney, Morrison, 
Netson, Noble, Pendleton, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, Robinson, Scott, John B, Steele, Strouse, Voorhees, 
Wheeler, Chilton A, White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, 
and Fernando Wood-—46. 5 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 


NATIONAL CURRENOY BILL. 


“The Speaker stated the next business in order 
to be House bill No. 395, to provide a national 
‘currency, secured by a pledge of United States 
“ponds, and to provide for the circulation and re- 
demption thereof. 
- “Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the Clerk to read the 
forty-first section of that bill. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. At. And be it further enacted, That the plates and 
‘special dics to be procured by the Comptroller of the Cur 
rency for the printing of such cireolating notes shall remain 
under his control and direction, and the expenses neces- 
‘sarily incurred in executing the provisions of this act, re- 
specting the procuring of such notes, and all other expenses 
of the bureau, shall be paid out of the proceeds. of the 
taxes or duties now or bereatter to be assessed on the cir- 
culation, and collected from associations organized under 
this act; and every organization under this aet shall pay 
to the Treasurer of the United States a duty of one per 
eent., each half year, trom and after the Ist day of April, 
ju the year 1864, upon the maximum amount of their cir- 
culating notes during the six months; and in default of 
snch payment the Treasurer of the United States is hereby 
authorized to retain one per cent. of the amountgol bouds 
required to be deposited as security for such circulation at 
each semi-annual payment of the interest thereon; and 
such duty and the taxes or duties imposed by Congress 
from time to time shall be in lieu of all other taxes on such 
associations: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be 
construed to prevent the market value of the shares iu any 
of the said banking associations, held by any person or 
body corporate ereated by State law, being included in the 
valuation of the aggregate pers mal property of such per- 
son or State corporation in assessing any tax imposed by 
any State or municipal authority on the aggregate personal 
estate of all persons subject to the authority of such State 

sor municipality. 

Mr, HOLMAN. I make the point of order 
‘that that section is in the nature of a tax bill; that 
it imposes a tax or duty upon certain property, 


and that under the 110th rule of the House it must 
have its first consideration in the Committee of 
the Whole on the’state of the Union. 

The Clerk read the 110th rule, as follows: 

«No motion or proposition for a tax or charge upon the 

peopte shalt be discussed the day on which it is made or 
offered; and every such proposition shall receive its first 
discussion in a Committee of the Whole House.” 
The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, upon the ground, in the first place, 
that the rule states thatit must be “a tax or charge 
upon the people,” and that if the intention had 
been to include all kinds of taxesand charges the 
words ‘upon the people’? would not have been 
used; the next or 111th rule providing that— 

< No sum or quantum of tax or duty, voted by a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, shall be increased in the House 
until the motion or proposition for such increase shall be 
first discussed and voted in a Committee of the Whole 
House; and so in respect to the time of its continuance.” 

The one being a particular and the other a gen- 
eral rule; and in the second place, that this is not 
a tax, but for the purpose of meeting certain eX- 
penses to be incurred for dies, plates, &c. Upon, 
these two grounds the Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ation there. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
cent. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a tax upon the 
people. ‘ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Withsomereluctance I take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. KERNAN. Is there any doubt that un- 
der that section when this tax is collected it has 
to be paid out of the Treasury? 

The SPEAKER. As this isin regard to priority 
of business, debate is not in order: 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
> The question was put; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—ycas 71, nays 31; as follows: 

YREAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar- 
nold, Ashley, Jobn D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, 
Boutwell, Broomall, William G. Brown, Ambrose W. 
Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Dawes, Deming, 
Driggs, Dumout, Eckley, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grin- 
nell, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John 
H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kelley, Fraicis W. Kellogg, 
Orlando Kellogg, Longyear, Marviu, McBride, McClurg, 
Melidoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel 
Morris, Amos Myers, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Periiam, Pike, 
Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, 
Jobn H; Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Shannon, Sloan, Smith, 
Stevens, Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, iihu 
B. Washburne, William B, Washburn, Williams, Wilder, 
Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—71. $ 

NAYS—M James ©. Allen, William J, Allen, Au- 
gustus ©. Bi u, Brooks, Chanter, Coflroth, Denison, 
Eden, Bldridge, Grider, Benjamin G. Harris, flerrick, Hol- 
man, Kernan, Marey, MeKinney, Wiliam H. Miller, Mor- 
rison, Nelson, Noble, Odell, Pendleton, Radford, Samuel 
J. Randall, Robinson, John B. Steele, Strouse, Sufri, 
Wheeler, Joseph W. White, and Fernando Wood—31, 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Shall the 
bill be engrossed and read a third time??? and 
upon that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hooper] is entitled to the floor, i 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Irisc toa question 
of order. Itis that as the first section of the bill 
provides for the creation of new machinery, and 
the appointment of additional clerks to be paid 
out of the Treasury, and not by the associations, 
under the 112th rule the bill must go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The almost daily usage of 
the House is not to consider a bill an appropria- 
tion bill when the money to be paid out depends 
upon another appropriation bill to be passed by 
the House. All clerks in all the Departments 
are paid out of money appropriated by the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
and appropriation bills for the various Depart- 
ments reported from time to tme from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I desire to sub- 
mit to the Speaker thata bill creating new officers 
and fixing their salaries necessarily involves the 
necessity of an appropriation of money, and 
hence clearly comes within the 112th rute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
the usage, which he did not create, but which all 
previous Congresses have created and followed, 
is to the following effect: that when a pension 
bill is presented, declaring that a widow shall. be 
placed upon the pension rolls to receive eight dol- 


In fact there is an appropri- 


The Chair thinks not. 
It imposes a duty of one per 


larg a month, it has been decided repeatedly, 
without a single break in the chain, that it is not 
an appropriation bill, although the Government 
is bound to pay the pension. If the gentleman 
will show any section of this bill which proyides 
that this money. shall be paid out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
Chair will sustain his point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Willthe Chair allow me te 
present an answer to. the question which has been 

ul? 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent. ` 

Mr. PRICE objected. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Differing. from 
the Speaker, l very reluctantly take an appeal 
from that decision, fe f 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state his 
precise point, as the ground of appeal has to be 
entered on the Journal? 2 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. It is that a bill 
creating new offices which involves the necessity 
of an appropriation of the public money, must, 
under the 112th rule, go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union before it can be 
considered. i . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, upon the ground that by the uni- 
form and unbroken usage of the House, as shown 
by the instances he has given and many others, 
the section alluded to by the gentleman from New 
York is nota section of an appropriation bill, and 
does not require consideration in a Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. As that is 
evidently a frivolous point of order, | move to 
lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Icall the 
yeas and nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 
he would prefer to have the vote taken directly 
upon the appeal. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
withdraw my. motion, 

Mr. COFFROTH. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right 
to withdraw it, 

Mr. BROOKS. Can it be done after the yeas 
and nays have been ordered? 

The SPEAKER. It can, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon the appeal. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, ‘Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
House??? 

The question was put; and it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 84, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—Meszrs. Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, Ash- 
ley,Jobn D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Boutwell, 
Broomall, William G. Brown, Ambrose W. Clark, Pree- 
man Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Dawson, Driggs, Dumont, Eckley, Eldridge, Farns- 
worth, Frank, Garti Sooch, Grinnell, Harrington, Higby, 
Hooper, Hotchkis el W. Hubbard, Jobn H, Tabbard, 
Hutchins, Jenckes, Julian, Kelley, Francis W., Kellogg, Or- 
Jando Kellogg, King, Lougyear, Marvin, MeBride, Me- 
Clurg, MeIndoe, Samuel P. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Daniel Morris, James R. Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, 
Noble, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, 
Price, Prayn, Radford, William f. Randall, John H. Rice, 
Robinson, Edward H. Rolins, Shannon, Sloan, Rinith, 
Stevens, Strouse, Stuart, Thayer, Tracy, Upson, VanV alk~ 
enburgh, Elibu B. Washburne, Webster, Williams, Wild- 
er, Wilson, Windom, and W ooubridge—84. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willian J. Allen, Chanter, Coffroth, 
Denison, Eden, Herriek, Samuel! J. Randall, Wheeler, and 
Fernando Wood—9. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise a point of order on 
the forty-seventh section of the bill, which is to 
be found upon page 39. 

Mr. BROWN, of Wisconsin. [ask leave of 
absence from the House for ten days from Mon- 
day next. 

No objection being made, the leave of absence 
was granted. - z 

Mr. HOLMAN. My point of order is, that 
this forty-seventh section makes an appropriation 
in money, and in the following language: 

«Thereupon, the Comptroller shall give notice, in such 
manner as the Secretary of the Treasury shall by generat 
rule or otherwise direct, to the holders of the circulating 
notes of such associations, to present them for payment 
to the Treasury of the United States, and the same shall 
be paid as presented in the lawful money of the United 
States,” &e. i 


I submit, in the first place, that that clause 


1 will then 
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makes an appropriation of all the money that 


may become necessary; and, in the second place, 


that if it provides for the payment of money into 
the Treasury, it also provides for the taking out 
of money, in liquidation of each of these claims, 
and that brings this clause within the rule laid 
down in the Hlinois canal case. 

Mr. WASIIBURNE, of Illinois. I suggest 
to the gentleman from Indiana that instead of 


raising these points of order he resort to the or-, 


dinary fillibust&ing motions for the purpose of 
impeding the legislation of Congress. 

‘The SPEAKER. The question is not debat- 
able. The Chair overrules the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Indiana upon the 
precedent established by the Lhirty-Second Con- 
gress, that when a point of order has been made, 
and the decision of the Chair sustained on appeal, 
it cannot be renewed even upon the suggestion 
of additional reasons. 


Mr. HOLMAN. But this point of order re- | 


lates to a different section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Homan] rose and made the point of order 
that this bill made an appropriation, and that, 
therefore, it must have its first consideration in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and he stated, in support of his point of order, 
that the forty-first section of the bill created a tax 
upon the people. 

That pointo 


decision, and the House confirmed the decision 
of the Chair as its judgment. : 

The gentleman makes another point of order 
founded on another section of the bill. Fhe Chair 
refers gentlemen to page 16 of Barclay’s Digest, 
which has been adopted as the authority here, on 
which they will find these words: 


“ Aaptestion of order just decided on appeal cannot be 
renewed Upon the suggestion of additional reasons.?? 


Mr. HOLMAN. The present point of order 
refors toa different section of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If questions of order were 
permissille on different sections of the bill ap- 
peals might be multiplied a hundred times, and 
the House could never get to a vote on any bill, 


The Chair, in order not to cripple the right of ap- | 


peal, has permitted two questions of order to be 
made, and in each instance the decision of the 
Chair has been sustained by the House. A gen- 


tleman cannot under the rules of the House re- | 


new the same point of order upon the suggestion 
of additional reasons. That was the decision 
made by Linn Boyd, of Kentucky, when Speaker 
of this ELouse, and the Chair now affirms it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. fappeal from that decision 
of the Chair. 

The question was taken on the appeal, and there 
were—ayes 61, noes 16; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Houman 
and Orra were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 78, noes 22. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained as 
the judgment of the House. 

Mr. STILES. F move thatthe House do now 
adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts whether 
that motion is in order, as the gentleman from 
Massuchusetts [Mr. Hooper] is on the floor, and 
was only deprived of it bya point of order. ‘Phat 
point of order being disposed of, he is entided to 
the floor for one hour. The Chair decides that 
runless the gentleman from Massachusetts yields 
the floor a motion to adjourn is not in order. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Did not 
the Chair recognize my colleague, [Mr. Srines?] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposed the gen- 
tlemen [Mr. Stites] was rising to a point of or- 
der. But the genfleman from Massachusetts is 
entitled to the floor for one hour, unless there be 
a point of order made on the bill or on his re- 
marks. 

Mr. HOOPER. Mr. Speaker, the amendments 
in this bill, or the changes in the bil from that 
acted on by the House on a former occasion, are 
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principally in that section which was referred to 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Houtman] 
with respect to taxation. That is the only ma- 
terial change, although there have been some ver- 
bal changes in other sections of the bill. That 
section allows the State to tax the property of in- 
dividuals invested in the bank upon those indi- 
viduals, but not to tax the bank itself. I notice 
that on the 6th page there is a verbal error, tlie 
word and” being printed instead of the word 
tor.” I should like to have the correction made. 

The SPEAKER. It is customary when a bill 
has been misprinted to allow the correction to be 
made. 

Mr. BROOKS. I comprehend that; but if we 
are to be held rigidly to the rules our only safety 
is in objecting. 

Mr. HOOPER. I withdraw the proposition. 
lt is of no material consequence. 

Mr. WASTIBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 
gentloman from Massachusetts to make an amend- 
ment on page 7, line twenty-six, by striking out 
the two words“ real anod.’? The bill as it now reads 
provides that banks shall carry on business by 
loaning money on real and personal security. I 
propose to strike out the words “real and.” Itis 
a vicious principle of banking, and it is one which 
1 could not sanetion in the former bul, 

Mr. HOOPER. lam perfectly willing to have 


s ' that amendment agreed to. 
f order was overruled by the Chair. |; 
The gentleman from Indiana appealed from that | 


The SPEAKER, 
motion to amend. 

Mr. HOOPER. Then I move to amend by 
striking out the words ‘real ai@;”’ so that it will 
read, “by loaning money on personal security.” 
l believe that amendment was also suggested by 
a gentleman on the other side. I now move the 
previous question on the bill and amendment, as 
1 know of no other.amendments to be offered. 

Mr. WILSON. [ask the 
sachusetts to yield to me. 

Mr. HOOPER, [ yic) 
lowa. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE.” I object, unless the gentle- 
man yields unconditionally. 

Mr. WILSON. 1l hope the gentleman from 
Wisconsin will hear the statement I desire to 
make. 1 state to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that if he persist in his objection, I shall object 
to all other amendments. i wish to make these 
bills redeemable in New York. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. i withdraw my objection 
for the purpose of hearing the statement of the 

eutleman from lowa. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the thirty-first section, by striking out 
all of the places named as depositories, except 
Philadelphia, Boston, and New York. 1 should 
prefer to have it New Yori alone; but Lam will- 
ing to compromise. 

The SPEAKER. 
order at this time. 

Mr. HOOPER. Lobject. 

Mr. WILSON. Then I give notice that I will 
object to the gentleman yielding to any one. 

Mr. KERNAN. 1 desire to ask the Chair 
whether we are not entitled to have the bill read 
through. 


it can only be done bya 


d to the gentleman from 


The amendment is not in 


The SPEAKER. Certainly. Thegentleman | 


from Indiana (Mr. Flomax) has demanded that. 
Mr. KERNAN.  Isit necessary to give notice 


of amendinents that members may desire to offer? 


TheSPEAKER, Amendment are notin order 
pending the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. KERNAN, {desire to offer an amend- 
ment, 

The SPEAKER. It cananly be done by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. WILSON. If we cannot all have a chance 
of offering amendments, I object to any one doing 
so. 
Mr. GANSON. I should like to ask a ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts. i de- 
sire to know whether Buffalo was left out inten- 
ticnally or by accidentas a place of depository? 

Mr. HOOPER. It was complained of in the 
other bill that Buffalo was put in asa joke. 


gentleman from Mas- | 
e 


| 


| Secretary of the Treasury; 


| Secretary of the Treasury. 
y y 
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Mr. GANSON. I propose to have two jokes 
made in the same case. ; 
Mr, HOOPER. | must insist on the previous 
qaestion. . a 

Mr. FENTON. Task the 
me to put a question to him. 

Mr. HOOPER, I will hearthe question of the: 
gentleman, ‘ 

‘Mr. FENTON. Upon consultation with sev- 
eral of my colleagues on the Committee of Ways 
and: Means, I desire to move to amend the forty- 
first section. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Does the gentleman yield 
to thie gentleman from New York uncondition- 
ally? : 

The SPEAKER. Fle does not. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Weil, sir, ag the gentleman: 
from lowa (Mr. Wiison] insiststhat he shall not: 
yield unless he yields unconditionally, I insist 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts shall con- 
form to that rule, ; 

Mr. WILSON. Thatisright; let it beenforced 
on both sides. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will now bereadat 
length. 

The Clerk commenced to read the bill: 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to inquire whether there 
is nota misprintin the first section, The sub= 
stitute for the original bill as reported by the chairs 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means’ left 
out the words “on the recommendation of the: 
* so that the clause: 
would read, ‘he shall be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the: 


gentleman to allow: 


| Senate.” 


As the bill now reads, the Presideftt is obliged 
to appoint the Comptroller recommended by the: 
J wish, therefore, to 
ask if the insertion of these words, ‘ on the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury,” is 
not a misprint? er ae: 

The SPEAKER. Asthe gentleman from Mass: 
sachusetts does not answer, the Chair infers, in- 
asmuch as this is an original bill, that it is. not æ 
misprint. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I move that the further. 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, 

The SPEAKER. Thatcan only be done by" 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROOKS objected. 

The Clerk again proceeded: with the reading of. 
the bill down to the forty-first section. 

Mr. FENTON. I now desire the consent of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts and ef the 
Fouse to indicate the amendment which I have 
to offer to this bill, . 

Mr. WILSON. I object, unless I can have ` 
the opportunity to introduce my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from New York that there is one 
amendment pending to the biil, to styike out the 
words ‘‘realand,” and thatno amendment would’ 
be in order to the bill unless pertinent to the 
amendment pending. 

Mr. FENTON. I merely desire to indicate, 
by having it read at the Clerk’s desk, the amend- 
ment which I shall, if the gentleman from Mase 
sachusetis should give me the opportunity, or 
if the previous question should not be seconded, 
offer to the bill, The amendment applies to the. 
forty-firstsection, which the Clerk isnow reading, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
New York being read at the Clerk’a desk? 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. 1 object. 

Mr, KALBFLEISCH, Kask the consent of 
the House to have the further reading of the bill 
dispensed with. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, objected. 

The Clerk then resumed and concluded the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. FENTON, I again ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to yield to me toallow me 
to indicate the amendment 1 desire to offer to the 
biil. : 

Mr. HOOPER. I have no objection to’ tha: 
amendment being read for information 


MrJ Cy ALLEN. 
ment being offered to the bill, 

Mr. FENTON. Does the gentleman object to 
having the amendment | propose read? 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. ‘Phe objection came from 
that-side-of.the House to.any-amendment being 
offered or.read,and | propose to assist him in en- 
forcing his ebjcetion. i 

The SPEAKER, The question will then be 

. upon seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
uan. | A 

Upon a division of the House, 54 voted in the 
affirmative, and 65 in the negative. 

Mr. HOOPER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hooper and 
Brooxs were appointed. 

The: House again divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 55, noes 70. - 
So the previous question was nof seconded. 

Mr. FENTON. Whatis the peñding question? 

The SPEAKER. The pending question ison 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to amend the bill by striking out the words “ real 
and,” at the suggestion of the gentleman from 
lilnois. 

Mr. FENTON, Upon that amendment I de- 
mand the previous question, 

Mr. BROOKS. I move thatthe House adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to—ayes 55, noes 69. 

Mr. WEBSTER. I desire to know whether 
it would be in order if the amendmentis adopted 
to go back to the first seccion? 

he SPEAKER. The whole bill is open to 
amendment, ‘Ihe bill is not taken up by sec- 
tions as ih Committee of the Whole; but when an 
amendment is offered, no proposiuion can be en- 
tertained ag an amendment to the amendment, 
unless it is pertinent to that amendment. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The umendmeut was adopted, 


| Mr. FENTON, I now, Mr. Speaker, offer the 
following amendment to the forty-first section, 

Mr. WILSON. Idesire to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill before we reach that section, 

The SPEAKER. ‘Lhe gentleman from New 
York is upou the floor, andis entitled to offer his 
amendment, 

Mr. FENTON moved to amend in the forty- 
first section by striking out all after the word 
“pet, in the ninth line, to Ube end of the section, 
as follows: 

And every organization under thls aet shall pay to the 
Treasurer of the United States a duty of one per cent. each 
alt year, from and aster thie Let day of April, ia the year 
1864, npon the maximum amounlol their cireakiting notes 
during the six oaths; and in defawltor sneh payment the 
Treasurer of the United States is hereby authorized to retain 
one per ceut, of tic amountot bonds required to be deposited 
as secur 
ofthe interest the 
imposed by Cong 


ny and sueh duty and the taxes ordaties 
: from time to time shall be in Heuorall 
other taxes on such associations: Provided, That vothing iu 
this act shall be constaued to prevent the market value of 
the shares in any of the said banking associations, held by 
any person or body corporate ereated by State law, being 
Jneluded is the valhation of the aggregate personal property 
of such person or Spe corporation in as Ww any tax 
imposed by any State or municipa authority on the aggre- 
gate personal estate of all persons subject to the authority 
of such State or nmnicipality. 


And by inserting in its place as follows: 


And that nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent 
the taxation by Status of the eapital stock of banks organized 
under this act, the same ag the property of other moneyed 
corporations for Stateor municipal purposes; but no State 
shall fepose any tax upon stich associations or their cap- 
ital, circulation, dividends, or bur päta higher rate of 
taxation thau shall be imposed by such State npon the 
same aout OF moneyed Capital inthe hands of individual 


eilizens of such Siate: Provided, Phat vo State tax shall | 


be imposed on auy part of the capital stock of such asso- 


ciation invested in the bonds of the United States, de- 
posited as security for its Circulation, 
Mr. FENTON. Upon that amendment | de- 


mand the previous question, 
Mr. PRUYN. Mr. Spe 
the amendment by striking out the proviso. 
Mr. FENTON. I prefer to take the sense of 
the House on the proposition as it is. 


Mr. PRUYN. Have Luota rightto divide the | 


proposition? 

The SPEAKER. Notan amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS. ‘Phere is confusion amon 
members on this side of the 
to the proviso which Is at hed to the amend- 
ment; and in reference to a matter ofso much im- 
portance I call upon the gentleman to make same 
verbal explanation cf it. 


. ; : Z 
House in reference 


‘THE’ CONGRESSIO. 


Tobject to any amend-" 


or such cirentation atcach semi-annual payment j 


aker, I ask to amend | 


rom 


And while-Tam upon the: floor F wil say that 
the resistance made to this. bill is nota blind re- 
sistance. We comprehend the law on the sub- 


senting the majority of this House can be raised 
to. better that law, we shail have. no objection. 
The House has. decided against the original bil, 
and it seems impossible to perfect any bi 


Fenton, who seems to have the bill in charge, 
the propriety of giving us farther time and some 
committee that will. represent the majority of the 
House. At any rate, what I now ask. 1s some 
verbal explanation of the amendment. 


amendment was drawn after consultation with 
many of the opponents of the forty-first section 
of the bill as proposed. . It wasthoughtafter con- 
siderable consultation that this would meet the 
objections on the other side. 

The only reason for the introduction of the pro- 
viso to the amendment was this, that the friends 
of the measure thought it was important to hold 
out inducements to the bauking associations now 
doing business under State authority to change 
over to the national banking system. ‘The amend- 
ment offers an inducement to alt individuals and 
banking associations who have their capital in- 
vested in State banks to change over to the na- 
tional system. 

Mr. GANSON. 
a question. 

Mr. FENTON, Iwill yield toan inquiry only. 

Mr. GANSON., Isit the intention of the amend- 
ment to subject these banks to State taxation? 

Mr. FENTON. It is. 

Mr. GANSON. I think that the amendment 
does not secure that object, 

Mr. FENTON æ I cannot stop at this late hour 


I desire to ask my colleague 


was to do it. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Irise to 
a question of order. If the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York be voted down, will 
it then be in order forme to move the same amend- 
ment without the proviso ? 

The SPEAKER. Jt will, if the gentleman gets 
the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hiinois. Lunderstand 
that gentlemen on the other side are in favor of 
the object of the amendment, but do vot think 
that it accomplishes that object. Task that it be 
again read. 

The amendment was again read, i 

Mr. PRUYN. 
my State to make an explanation to this House 
which Í consider important, 

Objection was made. 

Mr. STEVENS. Let me ask a question. I 
want to understand this matter. If} understand 
it rightly it allows a man in New York, or any 
other State, to send his capital and establish a 
bank in the State of Pennsylvania, and allows 
that State to tax his whole capital and the State 
of New York to tax it again. Is that the effect 
of it? 

Mr. FENTON. 
it more than once, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. If we are to have 
debate, I also want to be heard. 
i| The SPEAKER. 
|! dulged in by unanimous consent. | 
io Mr, FENTON. I must now insist upon the 
‘| demand for the previous question, and I cannot 
yield any further. 

"The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 
| Mr. BROOKS. [rise to a point of order. 
wish, rather, to make an inquiry of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done after 
the previous question is ordered, : 

Mr. BROOKS. Then I call for the yeas anc 
nays upon agrecing to the amendment offered by 
my colleague, (Mr. Perron.) 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; ana it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 70, nays 60; as follows: 

YVRAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnoid, Ashley, 
Baily, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Bout- 
i well, Broomall, William G. Brown, Ambrose VW. Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Clay, Cobb, Cole, Dawes, Driggs, Du- 
mont, Eckley, Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, Gooch, Grin- 
nell, Higby, Hooper, Hotchkiss, John H. Bubbard, Jenckes, 


There is no intention to tax 


I 


ject as it now stands; and if a committee repre- | 


à lLin the | 
way in which we are now advancing. Í would | 
suggest to the gentleman from New York, (Mr. | 


Mr. FENTON, I have only to say that the 


of the day to argue the question, The intention | 


I should like in reference-to | 


This debate has been in- j 


Julian, Kaseon, Francis VY. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg. Loan, $ 


O 
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Longyear; Marvin, McClurg, Mcindoe, Samuel F. Miller, ~ 
Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Charles 
vill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, 
William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, John If. Rice, Ed- 
ward H. Rollins, Shannon, Sloan, Smith, Tracy, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, Elinu B. Washburne, William B. Wash- 
burn, Webster, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- 
bridge—70. ae i 

NAYS—Messrs. James ©. Allen; WilliamJ. Allen, Au- - 
gustus C. Baldwin, Brooks; James S. Brown, Chanter, Cra- 
vens, Creswell, Beury Winter Davis, Dawson, Eden, Bl- 
dridge, Finck, Ganson, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Benja- 
min G Harris, Herrick, Holman, Asabel W. Hubbard, 
flutebins, William Johuson, Kalbfleiseh, Kelley, Kernan, 
King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Long, Marcy, McBride, Me- 
Dowell, McKinney, William H. Miller, James R. Morris, 
Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Odell, Pendleton, Pruyn, Rad- 
ford, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, James S. Rollins, Ross, 
Scott, John B. Steele, Strouse, Stuart, Thayer, ‘Thomas, 
Wheeler, Ciiilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Williams, 
Winfield, and Fernando Wood--60. è 

So the amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. HOOPER demanded the previous ques- 
tion upon the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers upon second- 
ing the demand for the previous question. 

‘Tellers were ordercd; and Mr. Fenronand Mr. 
Dawson were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 68, noes 58. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. CRAVENS moved that the House ad- 

ourn. 
J Mr. HARRINGTON demanded the yeas and 
nays on the motion. 

. The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER, 
grossed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I object to its being 
read a third time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Ifthe House 
should now adjourn, in what situation would it 
Jeave the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will come up as the first 
business in order after the morning hour on 
Monday. 

Mr. HOOPER. Then I move that the House 
adjourn. ' 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at five o'clock and thirty minutes, 
p. m.,) adjourned. 


I call for the reading of the 


The bill has not been en- 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SuNDERLAND. 

The Journal of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The VICE PRESIDENT signed the following 
enrolled bills, which had heretofore received the 
signatare of the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives: 

A bill (H. R. No. 206) in addition to an act for 
the establishment of ceriain arsenals; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 228) confirming the title of 
Joseph Ford to certain lands in Rice county, in 
the State of Minnesota. ' 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial of the Osage 
and Syracuse Railroad Company, a memorial of 
the New York Central Railroad Company, and a 
memorial of the Troy and Bostou Railroad Com- 
pany, remonstraung against the extension of the 
Goodyear patent for the manufacture of vulcan- 
ized India rubber; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a petition of cit- 
izens of Wisconsin, praying that a duty of ten 
cents per pound may be levied upon all wool of 
foreign production iniported into the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. CLARK presented a memorial of Gales 
& Seaton, praying for compensation for binding, 
&c., of four volumes of Surveys forthe Improve- 
mentof Rivers and Harbors, Roads and Canals, 
wd for printing in part of a collection of docu- 
mentary history of the seat of the General Gov- 
crnmeut; which was referred to the Committee to 
Audicand Control the Contingent Expensesof the 
Senate, 
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i 
Mr. HENDRICKS presented a memorial of 
the Indianapolis and Madison Railroad Company, 
remonstraung against the extension of the Good- 
year patent forthe manufacture of vulcanized In- 
dia rubber; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office, 

He also presented the memorial of W. E. Mor- 
gan, second lieutenant first District of Columbia 
volunteers, praying that he may be allowed pay 
from the 31st of May, 1863, to the 11th of Sep- 
tember, 1863, during which time he alleges he 
was held waiting the settlement of his accounts 
as acting assistant quartermaster; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of men and 
women of Rochester, New York, praying that 
Congress ‘will pass, at the earliest practicable 
day, an act emancipating all persons of African 
descent held to involuntary service or labor in the 
United States;”? which was referred to the select 
committee on slavery and freedmen, 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg leave to present a peti- 
tion from women of Maine, asking that Congress 
willinitiate all needful measures to insure the early 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States whereby slavery shall be absolutely abol- 
ished. As that. subject has already been acted 
upon by the Senate, I move that the petition lie 
upon the table. 

' The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOWE presented a memorial of the Chi- 
cago and Northwestern Railway Company, re- 
monstvating against the extension of the patent 
of Charles Goodyear for the manufacture of vul- 
canized India rubber; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. | 

Healso presented a petition of citizens of Wis- 
consin, praying thata duty of not less than ten 
cents per pound may be imposed upon all wool 
of foreign production imported into the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. ANTHONY presented a petition of offi- | 
cers of the Providence and Worcester Railroad 
Company, remonstrating against the extension 
of ihe Goodyear patent for the manufacture of 
vulcanized India rubber; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a memorial of the 
Great Western Railroad Company of Illinois, re- 
monstrating against the extension of the Good- 
year patent for the manufacture of vulcanized In- 
dia rubber; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of the Bos- 
ton Board of Trade, praying for the construction 
ofaship canal around the falls of Niagara; which 
was referred to the Commitee on Commerce. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a memorial of the 
Cincinnati, Hamilton, and Dayton Railroad Com- 
pany, remonstrating against the extension of the | 
Goodyear patent for the manufacture of valean- | 
ized India rubber; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. i 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Ohio, | 


praying for such an amendment of the Constitu- 
tion as will forever prohibit slavery in the United | 


States; which was ordered to lic on the table. i 


Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial of the 
Utica and Black River Railroad Company, anda | 
memorial of the Rome, Watertown, and Ogdens- 
burg Railroad Company, remonstrating against 
the extension of the Goodyear patent for the man- 
ufacture of vulcanized India rubber; which were 
referred to the Committee on Patents and the Pat- 
ent Office. 

Mr. TEN EYCK presented additional papers 
in relation to the petition of Jonathan Ball for an | 
extension of his patent for lining wrought-iron 
pipe with hydraulic cement; which were referred 
to the Committee on Patentsand the Patent Office, 

Mr. POWELL presented a memorial of the 
Kentucky Central Railroad Company, remen- | 
strang against the extension of the Goodyear | 
patent for the manufacture of vulcanized India | 
rubber; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Patents and the Patent Office. i 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on H 


Indian A fairs, to whom was referred a fetter from 


the Secretary of the Interior communicating pa- |, 


persin relation to providing the means of subsist- 


ence for the Navajo Indians of New Mexico upon |: 


a reservation at the Bosque Redondo-on the Pecos 
river, reported in favor of printing the same. 

The report was agreed to, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the petition 
of William L. Church, of lowa, praying to be 
indemnified for property destroyed by the Sioux 
Indians at Spirit Lake, in March, 1857, reported 
adversely thereon. - Bad ft 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred a letter of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting the accounts 
of the southern superintendency, have instructed 
me toreport the same back, and to ask to be dis- 
charged from their further consideration, and that 
they go upon the files in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Senate. There isa large namber of 
papers, and we thought under the circumstances 
that it was probably not best to be at the expense 
of printing them. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred a bill (H.R. No. 
198) making appropriations for the supportof the 
Army for the year ending the 30th June, 1865, 
reported it with amendments, 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MecDOUGALL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce abill (S. No. 
238) to ascertain and settle certain private land 
claims in the State of California; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. WILKINSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to inweduce a bill (S. No. 
239) to grant aid for the construction of certain 
railroads in Minnesota; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. ; 
GEORGETOWN WATER TAX. 


Mr. GRIMES. I move that the Senate now 
procced to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
129. ` 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S, No. 129) to amend an act entided “An 
act to authorize the corporation of Georgetown, 
in the District of Columbia, to lay and collect a 
water tax, and for other purposes,” approved 
May 21, 1862. It provides thatin all cases in 
which an original town lotin Georgetown, in the 
District of Columbia, entirely owned by the same 
person or persons, or any subdivision of an ori- 
ginal lot separately owned, shall be situated at the 
Intersection of two streets, so as to bind or front 
on both, and in which both fronts would be Hable 
to the front-foot tax authorized by the act to au- 


j thorize the corporation of Georgetown, in the 


District of Columbia, to lay and collect a water 
tax, and for other purposes, approved May 21, 
1862, the front-foot tax shall not be levied upon 
more than seventy-five feet of the two fronts of 
the lot or part of lot; and all beyond that num- 
ber of feet shall be exempt therefrom; but for the 
purpose of avoiding inequality and hardship in 
laying the tax, it is to be lawful for the corpora- 
tion of Georgetown, in such cases, to make such 
further exemptions from the front-foot tax, either 
by general laws orin individual cases, as to them 


| may seem just and proper. The second section 


proposes to repeal the third section of the act of 
May 21, 1862, 
Mr. GRIMES. 
amendment as an additional section, to came in 
as section two between the two sections of the bill: 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be lawful 
for said corporation of Georgetown in their discretion, in- 
stead of the front- foot tax af aid, to lay and coliect an- 


town, for the purpose of defraying the cost of distributing 
water through the said town from the main or pipes or tt 


c shail be exclusively ap 
in the same 


: 3 


il be coliected 
id town, and 


sà 


manner as the gen 
whenever the cost ti 
paid: Provided, That ali persous liable topay sa 
be credited on account of the same with all sums hereto- 
fore paid by them on account of said er front tax levied 
in pursuance of the act to whicb this is an amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The bill 


I desire to offer the following | 


istribution shail bave been fully | 
taxshall į 
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RAILROADS IN. KANSAS. ‘ 


On motion of Mr. LANE, of Kansas, thé: bill 
(S. No. 233) making an additional grant of lands 
to the State of Kansas io aid in the construction 
of railroad and telegraph lines, was read the séc- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

„it proposes to grant to the State of Kansas, to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from Emporia, via Council Grove, toa 
point near Fort Riley, on the branch’ Union Pa- 
cific railroad, in that State, every alternate sec- 
tion of land designated by odd numbers for ten 
sections in width on each side of the road, sub- 
ject to all the provisions, restrictions, limitations, 
and conditions, in regard to selection and tóc- 
tion of lands and otherwise, of the act of March 
3, 1863, entitled “An act fora grant of lands to 
the State of Kansas, in alternate sections, to aid 
in the construction of certain railroads and tele- 
graphs in said State.’? It also provides that the 
branch railroad and telegraph from ‘Lawrence, 
i by the valley of the Wakarusa river, to a point 
on the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad, 
where said road intersects the Neosho river,” t 
aid in the constyiction of which a grant of lands 
was made by the act of March 3, 1863, shall be 
| so changed as to run from Lawrence to Emporia, 
j and have and receive the grant of lands made by 
| that act. 
| Lhe VICE PRESIDENT. ‘There is with the 
| papers a proposed amendment submitted by the 
i Senator from Kansas. Does the Senator intend 
to offer it? v 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I offer the first part 
of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
is to add at the end of section two certain words, 
| which will be read, 

The Secretary read the words to be inserted jas 
follows: 


Provided, That the line of railroad and’ telegraph from 
Leavenworth, by way of Lawrence and the Ohio City 
crossing of the Osage river, to the southern line of the 
State in the direction of Galveston bay, shall run vie 
Baldwin City: And provided, hat the Neosho Valley rail- 
road and telegraph shali run via Leroy, Burlington, and 
Ottumwa: And provided further, That’ the Atelison and 
‘Topeka railroad and telegraph shall terminate.at Council 
Grove, and the Sauta Fe railroad and telegraph te. com- 
mence ata point ou the Neosho Vahey railroad, between 
Emporia and Council Grove, or from either of those pointa, 
to be determined by actual survey. - 

Mr. POMEROY. I trast my colleague will 
modify his amendment so far as to strike out the 
last proviso. J think, on reflection, he will not 
agree to press that portion of the amendment, as 
it breaks a through line into two or three pieces, 
and will delay the construction of the road, 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Let the vote be taken 
on the first portion of the amendment. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, Itseems tome that such 
material alterations of a bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands ouglit to be sent to that 
committee for consideration, I would not make 
this suggestion except for the fact that the chair. 
man of the committee is not in his seat, 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. So far ay the Brst 
portion of the amendment is concerned, I spoke 
to the chairman of the Committee on Publie Lands 
in regard to 1,and he consented to it. It simply 
makes points on the line of the road, not length- 
ening it or shortening it in anywise. Baldwin 
City is on the Galveston Bay road, and Leroy, 
Burlington, and Ottumwa are on the Neosho Val- 
ley road in the valley, and the road passes through 
them necessarily, We have had a litle experi- 


pxceed one fifth of one || 
ble property in said |: 


was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, | 


was read the third time, and passed. 


ence in our State on this subject, I wili say to the 
Senator from Indiana, Railroad companies have 
: undertaken to insist upon counties paying one 
‘or two or three hundred thousand dollars in bonds 
to have the road go :hrough counties where it was 
expected to go by the bill. 

This is merely to guard those places against 
such assaults. f repeat that I had the consent of 


| the Senator from lowa, the chairman of the Com- 


“mittee on Public Lands, to the first portion of the 
amendment which I have stated, and 1 propose 
now merely to take the question on that. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I shali not interpose à 
motion myselfif the Senator from Kansasis will- 
ing to risk a vote on his bill without avy report 
froma commitiee upon it, ‘These are very radical 
changes in the bill controlling the route proposed, 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senate, [ believe, have 
no objections to the amendments to the original 
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jaw. that were. agreed upon. in. the committee. 
Being upon the Committee on Public Lands, | 
saw those améndments and approved of them, 
aid I think there is no question in regard, to the 
amendments so far as they were reported by the 
committee. The first portion of the amendment 
which has been presented to the Senate by my 
colleague. has no practical importance except to 
make the road sun by certain towns; it does not 
change the line of the road and does not lengthen 
it and does Hot shorten it that I know of. There 


may be some importance, I think there is, in run-- 
z -d 


ning by the.towns when.they are in the line of a 
road; but the idea of making a railroad run out 
of ita direction for the sake of hitting a town 
would not promote the public interests. I have 
certainly no objection to the points named. being 
fixed, especially those that are on the line of the 
road; but the through lines of road should be 
preserved. The interests of almost any railroad 
would be injured if it were cut up and divided 
into various sections. It is necessary for the par- 
ties who have to construct the through line, if 
they get any lands, to get them on the further 
‘end of the road, and those lands are necessary to 
construct the near end, and for that reason we 
want the whole line in one consblidated interest; 
otherwise the road cannot be built. The last pro- 
yiso in the amendment of my colleague I think 
would be very fatal to the interests of the bill. 
The other provisions of this amendment are not 
material, because they only name certain towns 
on the lines of road where it seems desirable that 
the roads should go. There is certainly nothing 
against the public interests in naming those towns, 
though the Committee on Public Lands in consid- 
ering the bill thought there was no public import- 
ance in naming them. f 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. The town in which 
I Jive, Lawrence, is on the Kansas Valley road. 
The rond Jocated the line two miles and a quarter 
from the town, and asked of Lawrence $300,000 
ta yun to that place, and F have named these 
towns in obedience to that public sentiment which 
has been produced in that way. Neosho Falls 
is three miles out of the line of the road. L pro- 
pose to strike out Neosho Falls and leave Bald- 
win City, Leroy, Burlington, and Ottumwa,which 
are on the direct line of the road. 1 hope the 
Senate will agree to my amendment. As to the 
third proposition in relation to the Santa IFE road, 
as that road starts at the town where my col- 
league lives, and he is more directly interested in 
itand has a better knowledge of it than I have, I 
do not propose to insist upon it, but to be gov- 
erved by his suggestions, 

Mr. MORRILL. This billis a matter of some 
eonsequence, I suppose, to that locality, and it 
may be of some consequence to the country at 
large; but it is laid upon our tables this morning 
for the first time, aud of course there has been no 
opportunity for an examination of the question, 


` Besides, there is an important amendment pro- 


posed which should bave the approbation of the 
Committee on Public Lands. ‘The chairman of 
that committee is not in his seat this morning. | 
did: not suppose that the bill would be brought 
up this morning; and I suggest that it would be 
better to let it pass over untl Senators can have 
au opportunity to examine it, and until such 
time, moreover, as the Senator from lowa, [Mr. 
Harway,] the chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, may be in his seat. I do not like to 
make any motion in regard to it, 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. The Senator from 
Maine is certainly mistaken about the importance 
of this bill so faras the Government is concerned. 
It extends one line of road twenty miles, and 
ahortens another line of road about twelve miles. 
That is the importance of it to the Government. 

Mr. MORRILL, 
ence to the Governmentinterests, Lhardly know 
that there is any presumption in favor of a gen- 
eral interest in it. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, the Senator from Iowa, is 
not now in bis seat, and it will hardly be presumed 
thata bill of this kind, especially with such amend- 
ments to it, can be passed in the Senate at once 
in his absence. I suggest therefore to the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to allow the bill to go over for 
the present. ido not like to make a motion in 
regard to it. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. The Senator from 
jowa has gone home, and he left this bill in 


I did not speak with refer- | 


charge of the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. Harp- 
nc,| whois in his seat, or was in his seat a mo- 
ment since when I called up the bill. Lam very 
anxious to have it passed. _ It is a matter of lo- 
cal interest to my State. My colleague and my- 
self agree as to its terms; and I think under these 
circumstances: the Senate will consent to pass it, 

Mr. MORRILL. Has anybody else any. in- 
terest in this question? pene 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I have said. to the 
Senator from Maine that the Senator from Iowa 
consented tọ these twọ amendments. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Iam free to acknowledge 
that in relation to much of the Dusiness done in 
the Senate lam compelled in a great measure. to 
rely upon the action of our committees; nor dol 
think that is peculiar to myself; aud inasmuch as 
that is the case, especially in relation to a subject 
of this kind, 1 desire that the chairman of our 
Committee on Public Lands, who agreed to the 
bill, shall be present. -I desire to Know his views 
about it. I think as a mere matter of courtesy 
to him that the honorable Senator ought not to 
press it now. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move that the bill be laid 
aside until the ‘chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands comes in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kansas moves that the further consideration of 
this bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WARREN W. GREEN. 

Mr. CLARK. i move that the Senate post- 
pone all prior orders and proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 217) for the relief of 
Warren W. Green, a little bill reported’ from the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FRUMBULL. I hope the Senator from 
New Hampshire will allow me to take up a bill 
relating to the District of Columbia. Itisa pub- 
lic bill, and { will state to him in a word why 1 
| wish to have it taken up and acted upon this 
morning. I do not suppose it will take any time. 
There is some controversy in the District as to 
| whether the marshal or warden shall perform cer- 
tain duties. This bill will, I think, relieve thatem- 
barrassment, and it is desirable in view of what is 
transpiring in the District that it should be acted 
uponatonce. Ldonotthink it will take any time. 

Mr. CLARK. This bill will not take three 
minutes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ihave made my state- 
ment, and if the Senator chooses to proceed with 
his bill very well. A 

Mr. CLARK. Ifthe Senator does not think 
it better in the order of business to let it come up 
now, I will yield to him. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 will not interfere with 
the Senator in his motion. 

Mr. CLARK. We can dispose of it in a mo- 
ment, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
| 217) for the relief of Warren W. Green was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
| the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Warren W. Green the sum of $47 79, 
being for his services on the Fort Kearney and 

Honey Lake wagon road, in the year 1857. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DISPOSITION OF CONVICTS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. J move that the Senate 
| now proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
! No. 172. 

| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
| in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
i 

| 

H 


Í the bill (S. No. 172) concerning the disposition 
of convicts in the courts of the United States, for 
the subsisting of persons confined in jails charged 
| with violating the laws of the United States, and 
| for diminishing the expenses in relation thereto. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
p Judiciary have reported a substitute for the bill; 
| and unless some Senator desires it, will ask that 
| the Secretary read the substitute only. 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
| jection that course will be pursued. 

‘The Secretary read the amendment reported 
| from the Committee on the Judiciary, to strike 
ii outail of the original bill after the enacting clause, 
4 and to insert in lieu thercof: 

RO That ali persons who have been, og Who may hereafter 


be, convicted of crime by any court of the Cuited States— 
not military—the punishment whereof shall be imprison~ 
met, ina district or Territory where, atthe time of such 


4 conviction, there may be no penitentiary or orner prison 


suitable forthe confinement of convicts of the United States, 
and available theretor, shall. be confined during the. term. 
for which they have béen. on may. be senteuced, in some 
suitable prison in a conveni State or Territory to be 
designated: by the Seereiary of the Interior, and sbull-be 
trausported and delivered to. the warden or keeper of the 
prison by the marshal of the district or Territory where sucn 
conviction shali have occurred, or if such conviction be 
had in the District of Columbia, then aud ib such case the 
transportation and delivery shall-be bythe warden of the 
jail of said District; the reasonable actual expense of trans: 
portation, necessary subsistence and hire, and transporta- 
tion of guards and the marshal or the warden of thejail ia 


_the District of Columbia, only, to be paid by the Secretary 


of the Interior, out of the judiciary fand » Provided, ‘That 
if, in the opinion of the Secretary, the expense of trans- 
portation from any State, Territory, or the District of Co- 
lumbia, in which there is no penitentiary, will excecd the 
cost of maintaining them in jailin the State, Territory, or 
District of Columbia during the period of their sentence, 
then it shall be lawful so to confine them therein for the 
period designated in their sentence. 

See. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Seerctary of the Interior to coutract with the 
managers or proper authorities having the control of such 
prison or prisons, for the. imprisonment, subsistence, and 
proper employment of all such prisoners, and to give the 
court having jurisdiction of such offenses in said District 
notice of the prison Where such persons will be confined if 
convicted. : 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That hereafter there 
shall be allowed and paid by the Secretary of the Tnterior, 
for the subsistence of prisoners in the custody of any mar- 
shat of the United States and the warden of the jail in the 
District of Columbia, such sum only as it shall reasonably 
and actually cost to subsist thentt And it shall be the duty 
of the Seerctary of the Interior to preseribe such rutes and 
regulations for the government of the marshals aud the 
warden of the jail in the District of Columbia, in relation 
totheir duties under this act, as will enable him to determ- 
ine the actual and reasonable expénse ineurred. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatit shall be the duty 
of the warden of the jail in the District of Columbia, when- 
ever any person confined in said jail shall be adjudged to 
suffer death, to carry such judgment into execution; but 
nothing in this act nor “An act to authorize the appoint 
ment of a warden of the jai in the District of Columbia,” 
approved February 29, 1864, shall be construed to impair 
or interfere with the authority of the marshal of said Dis- 
trict to commit persons to said jail, or to produce then in 
open court or before any judicial officer when thereto re- 
quired. And it shalt be the dnry of the warden of said jall 
to receive such prisoners, and to deliver them to said mar- 
shal or his duly authorized deputy, on the written request 
of either, for the purpose of taking them before any court 
or judicial officer as atoresaic. : 

Sec. 5. And he it further enacted, That the office of ward- 
en of the penitentiary in the District of Columbia shall, 
trom and atter the passage of this act, be suspended, and 
the salary and emoluments thereof abolished, daring the 
time in which there shalt be no penitentiary used in said 
District. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In the fourth line of the 
fifth section, I. think the word abolished’? 
should be ‘ceases’? so that it will read, (and the 
salary and emoluments thereof cease,” &c. 

- The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment of the committee, as 
amended, was adopted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in, The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
was read the third time, aud passed. 


RANK OF PROVOST MARSHAL GENERAL. 


Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I move to suspend 
all prior orders and that the Senate proceed to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 301) to amend an 
act for enrolling and calling out the national forces, 
so as to increase the rank, pay, and emoluments 
of the Provost Marshal General. It is a bill that 
was introduced in the House of Representatives, 
referred there to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, reported upon favorably, and passed with- 
outany opposition. It was then referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate, and 
has been reported back with a recommendation 
that it pass, and it has been on the file for some 
two months. The object of the bill is stated in 
its title, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, It provides thatthe rank, pay, and 
emoluments of the Provost Marshal General, au~ 
thorized by section five of the enrolimentact, shall 
be those of a brigadier general. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. The importance of 
this bill E will state in a single word. Colonel 
Fry has the command of some thirty colonels of 
equal rank with himself; he has had the com- 
mand at different times of more than forty theu- 
sand-men; and yet he still has only the rank and 
pay ofa colonel. He is the senior officer of his 
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corps, instead of ranking them by an increased 
grade, 
of Representatives and of the Senate had no doubt 
about the prepricty of it,and { hope it will be 
passed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 1 should like to under- 
stand a little more about this bill. Is ita special 
act to make the Provost Marshal General a brig- 
adier general? : 

Mr. CONNESS. 
Provost Marshal General of that rank: © 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. Letit be read again. ~ 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana, I think I can satisfy 
the Senator from Mainein amoment. Under the 
enrollment act a Provost Marshal General was 
authorized to be appointed with the rank of 
colonel.. This bill propeses to give him the rank 
of brigadier general, but-he will not be a general 
until after confirmation, It does not author- 
ize 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is a simple provision 
of law passed specially to make a particular offi- 
cer a brigadier general, If thereis any necessity 
for it, very well; but if the officer holding that 
rank ought to be a brigadier, it is competent for 
the Executive, when thereisa vacancy, toappoint 
a brigadier, i 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. The Senator wholly 
misconceives the bill. Lt is not an act to make 
Colonel Fry a brigadier general. 

Mr. PESSENDEN. But to make the-person 
holding the office a brigadier. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. ‘Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, There are half a dozen 
things they can do. ‘They can appoint a briga- 
dier general the Provost Marshal General. 

Mr. BANE, of Indiana. They cannot under 
the law. That is the very difficulty. The law 
requires thatthe Provost Marshal General shall 
be acolouel. We propose 'to make bim a brig- 
adici, because there are a good many colonels un- 
der him, ttis thought proper by the War De- 


partment and everybody else that the head of the | 


corps should be a brigadier general, so as to com- 
mand others, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, ‘Ithink very highly of the 
present Provost Marshal General, and [ have no 
objection to his being made a brigadier general in 
the regular way; but this contrivance for adding 
one to the. list of brigadiers, simply on the idea 
that he is commanding officers of equal rank with 
‘himself, amounts to just nothing. ditis always 
so in the case of a‘bureau officer; it is the case in 
the Navy every day, where an officer at the head 


of a bureau iscommanding men of the same par- || 


ticular stripe with himself, who are his superiors 
in point of age. There is no difficulty; they 
merely obey orders issuing from the office of the 
Provost Marshal General. 

Mr GRIMES. [tis so in the Army too, 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Every day in the Army 
itis so. We have given the President the power 
to appoint any person that he sees fit to appoint 
to command an army, or to command a corps, and 
those who are senior to himself in point of rank 
may be commanded by him in that way. We 
have made a special provision for that purpose, 
and it is every day’s practice. Why cannotitas 
well be done by a bureau officer who equals in 
rank others who happen to be in the same branen 
of service as by an officer in the field who holds 
the rank of major general commanding men who 
are his superiors? Whatis the difficulty about 
it?) He has been acting for a year in that office. 
Has there been any difficulty? Has there been 
any disobedience of orders or any trouble of that 
description? ; 

Lam not convinced by the arguments of the 
Senator from lodiana, If it is put upon the 
ground that Colonel Fry himself, from his mer- 
its, ought to be a brigadier general, it would be 
a different question. tis competent for the Pres- 
ident toappoint him a brigadier; bu: to add one 
to the list of brigadiers, under what seems to be 
a. mere frivolous objection, when the rule sug- 
gested is disregarded in the Army every day, and 
disregarded by the Jaw we have ourselves passed 


for the regulation of the Army, seems to me to | 


be strange, 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. The honorable Sen- 
ator from: Maine seems to have overlooked en- 
tirely the main point on which I put this promo- 


tion,and that is the natureand importance of the | 


duties to be discharged. At one time last fall 


The Military Committees of the House : 


liis to make the office of | 


j 
{ 
i 
i 
{ 
i 


Colonel Fry had command of forty-seven thou- 
sand troops—more than an Army corps. 


sitting in his office issuing directions to A, B,C, 
and D, scattered all over the coantry in litle 
squads or large squads, and under the command 
of men? I suppose the object was, was it not, to 
carry out the law for conscription? $ 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I think the nature. of 
the duties discharged by Colonel Fry and the effi- 
cient manner in which he has discharged. then 
call fora measure of this kind. . There was a time 
when he was chief of staff in the field and dis- 
charged his duties with distinguished ability; he 
was complimented by. commanding officers for 
service in the field, and in my opinion there is no 
better officer in the service. I have no personal 
interest in the matter, but we supposed that the 
public interest would be promoted by making him 
a brigadier general, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That isa matter,in my 
judgment, to be discussed in executive session. 
The argument now is what Í supposed it must 
| come to: it is nothing in the world but an act 
brought in here to make & particular person a 
brigadier general because he isin a particular sit- 
uation, ‘That, in my judgment, is entirely im- 
proper. As l said before, if itis desirable that Col- 
onel Fry should hold this office, let the President 
send his name to us as a brigadier general and 
then we can consider it. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. The Senator will par- 
don me for suggesting thatunder the conscription 
i law the President has no right to send bim here 
for confirmation asa brigadier general. The law 
provides that the Provost Marshal General shall 
be a colonel. . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But he can selest him 
and make him a general, and then the War.De- 
partment can assign him to this particular duty. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Not under the con- 
scription law, for under that law the Provost Mar- 
shal General must be a colonel, and cannot be 
anything else. The Senator says this matter 
ought to be discussed in executive session. fi 
never ean be discussed in executive session until 
i you pass a law authorizing a brigadier general to 
fill this place, and then a nomination will be sent 
to us in executive session, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I said his fitness fora 
brigadiership should be discussed in executive 
session. 


Senator from Indiana creates some difficulty in 
the appointment by the President, because under 
the law as it stands nobody can be Provost Mar- 
shal Genéral who holds a rank higher than that 


the law in that respect. 

Mr. LANE, of indiana. Thatis precisely what 
| the bill does. It provides that the Provost Mar- 
sbal General may be a, brigadicr instead of a 
| colonel, 
| Mr. JOHNSON. 
dier, does it not? 

i Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Not at all. 

Mr. JOHNSON., | thought it did. 

i The VICE PRESIDENT, The morning hour 
| having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the unfinished business of Saturday. 
Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Lask thatthe Senate 
| may give time to take a vote on this bill, which 
has been lying here for two-or three months, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 


But it makes him a briga- 


|l jection, the Chair wil pass over the special order, 


Mr, FESSENDEN. It certainly mast make 
discussion, for it cannot go through without de- 
liberation, at the very end of the morning hours 
It involves the question of raising the grade of an 
officer and adding one to the number of brigadier 
generals which we have fixed upon. Ttisa ques- 
tion that ought to be deliberately considered by 
the Senate. I therefore cannot give way to this 
bill, which must necessarily make discussion be- 
fore itis acted upon. As I said before, I should 
be very unwilling here or anywhere else to say a 


word that was in derogation of the standing and 


ment, in the way itis brought up is improper, 
LEGISLATIVE, ETO., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Was he not all the time | 


ability of Colonel Fry, and I disclaim anything | 
of that sort; but the measure itself, in my judg- | 


Mr. JOHNSON, If the fact referred to by the | 


of colonel, ivis easy to avoid that by changing | 


iumaking appropriations for. the legislative, exed- 


J 

t 

lative, and judicial expenses- of. the Government 
[for the-year ending 30th of June, 1865, which is 
| now before the Senate ‘as: in Committee of ihe 
Whole. RAHI 

| Mr. SUMNER. Before the. Senate proteeds 
| with the consideration of that bill, 1 wish tomake 
an appeal to the Senator from. Maine, and beg him 
to understand—TI see that he has come prepared 
with his papers—that I should not make the‘ap- 
peal unless under a sense of duty. ‘There isa bill 
which J had the honor of reporting from à com- 
mittee of this body as long ago as February 29, 
of this year; it has been twice made a special or- 
der, but has been set aside by other business. It 
is the bill to repeal all acts fur the rendition of 
fugitives from service or labor. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN, That will make a great 
deal of debate. 

Mr, SUMNER. Allow me to make my state- 
iment, ‘FheSenator says it will make a great deal 
| of debate. I doubtif it will. 1 think the topie 
has already been amply discussed in connection 
with other matters during: this session, T have 
several times yielded to an amiable pressure from 
different quarters, reluctantly, always against hy 
own sense of daty, but from my desire to oblige 
my associates in this body. One appropriation 
bill has been interposed on the motion of: the 
‘Senator from Maine, which has taken up several 
days. Now, I submit, the time has come when 
this bill ought to be considered. Let us give one 
day to it at least. I make the suggestion with 
reluctance to the Senator, because | see that he 
has come prepared to go on with his bill, and: I 
do respect so much the order of business and the 
preparations which Senators may have made to 
i do their part in the order of business, that I should 
| not make this suggestion except under a sense of 
| duty. Lam for the appropriation bill. The Sen- 
i, ator knows that Lam always in my seat to sws~ 
| tain all his motions with regard to appropriation 
| bills; but this bill is committed to my care, and I 

therefore appeal to the Senator to allow it tò be 
| proceeded with to-day. There is in his appro- 
| priation bill an innate vitality which will carry it; 
H cannot lose by delay; the public interests can- 
not suffer from delay; but I do submit ‘that’ the 
public ‘interest, the good name of this country, 
| suffers by every day’s delay in the repeal of: the 
i fugitive slave act, T za 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifthe Senator fram Massachu- 
setts had given notice of his purpose ‘to call ap 
| that bill, P should have interposed no objection, 
| but I preter that it should not now be called up, as 
| was not expecting it to be called up this morn- 
ting. Fdo not think there is any need for the pas- 
sage of the bill. I believe that it will effect noth- 
ing practically, thateverything that can be donein 
| that line fur ‘any practical purpose has already 
| been done or is in course of being done; but the 
honorable Senator is the best judge on that point 
i himself. {f he will give notice that he will ‘call 
| it up to-morrow, or ariy subsequent day, i shall 
interpose no sòrt ofobjection, 

.Mr. SUMNER. {1 know very well that the 
Senator from Kentucky. is not in favor of the bill, 
He announced thatat-the beginning. [know that 
he does not regard itas calculated to do any good. 
) That he announced in the beginning; therefore his 
counsels on that subject are suchas (he will ex- 
i cuse-me) Í cannot accept. The Senator also re- 
members that 1 have more than once at his sug- 
‘gestion allowed this question to be ‘postponed: 
| therefore 1 now turn to the Senator from Maine, 
i and appeal to him to allow this question to be 
i proceèded with, and let us get a vote on it before 
| we separate to-night, 

Mr. FESSEN DEN. lcannotconceiveany other 
motive that the Senator could have in making 
such an appeal to me under such circamstaiiées, 
except by some way or other to put upon me the 
personal responsibility before the country ofdeiay- 
ing the consideration of the bill for the repeal of the 
: fagitiveslavelaw. He knows very well that I have 
_ given notice that {should call upthis appropriation 

bill, T gave notiee last week, and J have repeat- 
edly urged upon the Senate the necessity of act- 
_ing on the appropriation bills, and: warned them 

of the pressure of business; and now that T am 


Í 
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i 
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i before it, instead of getting up and moving, as he 


f can do, to substitute his bill and let the Senate 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished | judge between the two, he appeals to me to with- 


| business of Saturday is the bill (H. R. No. 192) | draw my appropriation bill and let him move to 
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take up his bill; the effect of my refusal being, I 
suppose, that certain papers inthe country, which 
the Sevator-very well understands, will say, “ If 
ithad not been for Mr, Fessenpen, of Maine, the 
fugitive slave law would have been repealed.’? Tf 
the Senator wants to do itlet him make his motion 
to. the Senate to substitute: his bill, and let the 
Senate;decide on it, and not appeal to me- to- take 
‘the responsibility. . 
Mre. HENDRICKS: :I desire to say: to the 
Senator from Maine that he need not be con- 
„cerned about that. responsibility, for objection 
would have been made in otlier quarters. That 
bill:could not have been brought up out of its or- 


der this.morning except-by a vote of the Senate--t.to. be inserted from $92,244 to $92,484. 


Mr. FESSENDEN.. I know that; -and I say 
the Senator from Massachusetts is at liberty, if he 

chooses, to move that that bill bé taken up, and this 

be laid aside. He knows perfectly well, every- 
„body knows, it is. said tome all around, that 
there will-be debate upon it. We all understand 
that there must be debate, and long debate, upon 
ite The appeal to me, therefore, is entirely out 
of plaice. If the Senator. desires to accomplish 
that purpose, let him make his motion to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate will determine, and the re- 
sponsibility will not be upon my. shoulders. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no mo- 
tion before the Senate, and unless some motion 
is submitted-the Secretary will proceed to-read 
the-pending bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
Senate—— 

.. The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Senate, ; 

1o Mr. SUMNER. And the question is whether 
it shall be proceeded with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, To raise that ques- 
tion requires a motion, without which this debate 
ds notin order. If the Senator submits a motion 
to lay this bill aside, and take up any other bill, 
debate will be in order on that. motion. 

: Mr. SUMNER. I have already said that I do 
not wish to submit a motion, 
-The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the debate 
„As clearly not in order, because there is no question 
sbefore the Senate. 
oi Mr. FESSENDEN. Itis not in my power to 
lay aside a bill which has been assigned by the 
Senate for this hour. í 

Mr. SUMNER. The measure, I take it, is, to 
a certain extent, in the custody of the Senator 
from Maine. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Nothing can be done with 
jtwithout a motion. F cannotlay it aside simply 

-because I happen to represent the bill here. | 
have no power to lay it aside when the Senate has 
fixed a time for its consideration. ‘The only mode 
in which it can be done is by a motion. If the 
-Senator desires to take up his bill he should make 
his motion to the Senate. r 

Mr. POWELL. I desire not to take up the 
time of the Senate, but simply to notify the body 
that as soon as these bills in charge of the Finance 
Committee are disposed of I shall move to take 
up and press for: the consideration of the Senate 
the bill to prevent military interference with elec- || 
tions. That bill has been debated for some four 
days, and I think the debate is nearly over. Ej 
shall not, however, antagonize it with the bills of 
the Finance Committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
read the appropriation bill which is before the } 
Senate asin Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest thattime may 
be saved by taking up the several amendmentsand 
acting upon them as they are reached inorder, in- 
steadof reading the whole bill through firstand then 
going back and reading each amendment sepa- 
rately. f 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That course will || 
be pursued, if there Le no objection, The Chair |! 
hears none. A | 

The Secretary read the bill to the end of the 
forty-sixth line. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Before acting- upon the 
printed amendment, L wish to suggest a new one 
which will be the first amendment of the Com- |; 
mittee on Finance, Itis in line forty-four, to || 
atrike out ‘$4807? and insert .§600.” “The idea || 
is to raise the pay of those two- laborers of the |} 
Senate from $480. to $600 a year, ‘The present 


The bill.is surely before the 


The bill is before 


ter of justice the committee think it ought to be 
raised to. $600 a year. . ; : 
“Fhe amendment was agreed to. 


The Secretary read the first printed amendment 
of the Committee on Finance, which was, in the 
“forty-sixth and-forty-seventh lines, to strike out 
« $79,014” as the aggregate appropriation for the 
officers, clerks, messengers, and others in the ser- 
‘vice of the Senate receiving an annual salary;and 
insert * 892,244. ded SR ae 
. Mr. FESSENDEN. It will be necessary to 
add $240 to that sum, in consequence of the 
amendment we have just made. I move, there- 
fore, toamend the amendment by raising the sum 


The amendment to the amendment was adopted; 
and the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add after line forty- 
seven, “captain of the Capitol police, $870; Cap- 
itol police, $11,880; one policeman, $480.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_ Mr. FESSENDEN. By a mistake in printing, 
those words come in after the forty-seventh line. 
They should come in after the word “dollars” 
in the forty-fifth line. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That transposi- 
tion will be made. 


The next amendment was to strike out of the 
‘appropriations for tlie contingent expenses of the 
Senate the item in lines sixty-four and sixty-five, 
* for Capitol police, $12,275.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is in consequence 
of. the amendment before made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add to the appro- 
priations for “public printing,” after line one hun- 
dred and fifty-nine, ‘for mapping in cases pend- 
ing in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
$5,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert the word 
three?’ before “laborers,” in line one hundred 
and sixty-four, in the appropriations for the Li- 
brary of Congress; soas to make the clause read: 

Vor compensation of librarian, three assistant librarians, 
messenger, and three laborers, $10,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in the appropri- 
ations for incidental and contingent expenses of 
the Department of State, inline two hundred and 
eleven, to strike out ‘*blank-books, binding,” 
and in line two hundred and twelve to strike out 
Sten”? and insert ‘nine;’? so as to make those 


lines read: 


for stationery, furniture, fixtures, and repairs, $9,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON, Why is that? 

Mr. FESSENDEN, As the law now stands, 
all the printing and binding and furnishing of 
blank-books, and everything of that sort, ìs un- 
der the control of the Superintendent of Public 
Printing, and he furnishes blank-books of all 
kinds and does all the printing for ithe Depart- 
ments which may be necessary—everything that 
is uceded in the city of Washington. Most of the 
bureaus get their blank-bogks of him and get 
their printing doneat his office; and thatis proper 
to carry out the law; but still, inasmuch as they 
have been in the habit of keeping their accounts 
headed ina particular way, they continue.to make 
estimates in this particular form, and I am told 
thatin-some of the bureaus those who haye control 
undertake to get blank-books elsewhere, and bind- 
ing done elsewhere, instead of going to the Super- 


| intendent of Public Printing for them. . We have 


proposed to strike out these items entirely in every 
case, and have the thing done according to law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after the word 
« clerks,” in line two hundred and. twenty-seven, 
to insert: 

Superintending architect at a salary of $3,000, assistant 
architect ata salary of $2,000, . 

And in line two hundred ‘and thirty-one, to 
strike out “seventeen”? and insert “ sixteen;’’ so | 
as to make the clause read: 


For eoinpéiisution of the Secretary of the Treasury, two 
Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, chief clerk, clerks, 
superintending architect at a salary of 83,000, assistant 


arebitect at a salary of $2,090, messengers, assistant mes- 


{ senger, and Jaborers, $116,406. 


pay is altogether too small, indeed insiguificant, || 
= «oy i! 
for the labor which they have to do andas a mat- ii 


Mr. JOHNSON. [ ask the chairman ofthe 


‘appropriation there to:be less than it was origin- 
aly? i ‘ 

Mr. FESSENDEN.. There was an error. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Butthe amendment provides 
for a superintending architect and an assistant 
architect at a salary of $5,000 for the two, and yet 
reduces the total appropriation $1,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. When the estimate was 
originally made it was understood that the com- 
pensation of the Second Assistant Secretary of 
the Treasury was to be $4,000, but. in the law 
authorizing the appointment of that officer we 
fixed it at $3,000... That makes the difference of 
$1,000. : The provision as: to the architects adds 
nothing; it-only makes the matter more definite. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines two hundred 
and thirty-seven and two hundred and thirty- 
eight, to reduce the appropriation for compensa- 
tion of the Second Comptroller and the employés 
in his office from $112,940 to $107,140. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to increase the ap- 
propriation for compensation of the Second Aud- | 
itor and the clerks, messengers, and laborers in 
his office, from $322,540 to $337,340. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

. The next amendment was to increase the ap- 
propriation for ‘compensation of the Fifth Aud- 
itorand the employés in his office from $47,640 to 
$47,840. f : . 

The amendment was agreed to. ~ 

The next amendment was to strike out lines two 
hundred and ninety-two to two hundred and nine- 
ty-eight, as follows; a 

For compensation of temporary clerks in the Treasury 
Department, (Provided, That the Secretary of ‘the Treas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to 
classify the clerks authorized according to the charactor of 
their services, or assign to such of them as he shall see fit 
any compensation not exceeding that of clerks of the first 
class,) $50,000. i 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For compensation to clerks and extra clerk hire in the 
Treasury Department, to be expended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury according to the necessities of the service, 
$30,000, 7 ` 


Mr. FESSENDEN. That amendment was 
proposed by the Committee on Finance in order 
to meet a certain difficulty. which arose in the 
office of the Treasurer; but on the whole it has 
been concluded to make another. provision for 
that, which renders this change unnecessary. | [ 
will therefore suggest that the Senate disagree to 
this amendment. ; . 

Mr. JOHNSON. What do you substitute for 
it? 
‘Mr. FESSENDEN. We 

tute nothing for it here, 

The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. -1 now propose to amend 
the clause which the Senate has refused to strike 
out, by. reducing the appropriation in line two 
hundred and ninety-seven from $50,000 to $30,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to strike out ‘of the appropriation for 
contingent expenses of the Second Comptroller’s 
office the words * blank-books, binding,” and to 
reduce the amount appropriated from $2,000 to 

tar i TOEL 
$1,500. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next airiendment was to strike out “ blank- 
books, binding,” from the item appropriating for 
contingeat expenses of the First Auditor’s office, 
and to redace the amount of the appropriation 
from $1,500 to $1,300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the 
words “ required for a large number of temporary 
clerks,” in the following item appropriating for 
contingent. éxpenses of the Second Auditor’s 
office: f 

For stationery, office furniture, and miscellaneous items, 
including two of the etty newspapers to be filed and pre- 
served forthe use of the office, and for additioual office 
furniture and stationery requircd. for a Jarge number of 
temporary clerks, $15,000 : 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was in the clause appro- 
priating for. contingent expenses in the Third 
Auditor’s office, to strike out the. words “ blank- 
books, binding,” and to reduce the appropriation 
from $5,000 to $4,000. 


propose to substi- 


2 


Committecion Finance how he makes the whole 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amend ment was to strike out “ blank- 
books”? from the items of appropriation for soh- 
tingent expensesin the Fifth Auditor’s office, and 
to reduce the amount appropriated from $2,890 to 
$1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamend ment was to strike out “ blank- 
books, binding’? from, the items of appropriation 
for contingent expenses in the office of the Aud- 
itor ofthe Treasury for the Post Office Department, 
and to reduce the amountappropriated from $3,600 
to $2,600. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
amendment divided, 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The question will 
be put on the first branch of the amendment, 
striking out the words “ blank-books, binding.” 

The first branch oftheamendmentwasagreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | wish the second branch 
of the amendment reducing the appropriation to 
$2,600 to be disagreed to. 

The second branch of the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I now move to amend 
the clause by striking out  $600,”? so asto make 
the appropriation $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to strike out ** blank-books, bind- 
ing,” from the items of appropriation for contin- 
gent expenses in the office of the Solicitor of the 
Treasury, and to reduce the amountappropriated 
from $2,200 to $2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the 
words ‘ blank-books” and ‘binding’? in the 
clause appropriating $1,000 for contingent ex- 
penses in the office of the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out ‘blank- 
books” from the items of apprapriation for con- 
tingent expenses in the office of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, and to reduce the amount of the 
appropriation from $8,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was to strike out  blank- 
books, binding,” from the items of appropriation 
for contingent expenses in the office of Indian 


I wish to have that 


Affairs, and to reduce the appropriation from | 


$5,000 to $4,000. 
. ‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out “ blank- | 


books, binding books” from the items of contin- 
gent expenses in the office of the Commissioner 
of Pensions, and to reduce the appropriation from 
$15,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out “ blank- 
books” from the items of contingent expenses 
appropriated for in the office of the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings. 

» The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line five hundred 
and two to strike out ‘four’? and insert “ five,” 
so as to read, “ fiscal year ending June 30, 1865.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to increase the ap- | 


propriation for the compensation of the clerks 


and messengers in the office of the Adjutant Gen- | 


eral from $92,120 to $223,920. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to increase the ap- 


propriation for compensation of the clerks, mes- | 


sengers, &c.,in the office of the Quartermaster 
General from $181,560 to $390,160. i 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to increase the ap- | 
p 


propriation for compensation of the clerks and 
messengers in the office of the Paymaster General 
from $109,480 to $255,200. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
8 


The next amendment was to increase the ap- : 


propriation for compensation of the clerks, mes- 


senger, and laborers in the office of the Commis- | 


sary General from §35,640 to $85,640. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to increase the ap- 
propriation for the compensation of the clerks, 
messengers, and laborers in the Chief Engineer’s 
otce from $25,680 to $23,880. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to increase the ap- 
propriation for compensation of the clerks and 
Dessengerin the office of the Colonél of Ordnance 
from $47,640 to $172,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

"The next amendment was to strike out © blank- 
books” from the items of contingent expenses 
in the office of the Secretary of War, and to re- 
duce the appropriation for these purposes from 
$20,000 to $15,000. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to have the ques- 
tion taken separately on thetwo portions of that 
amendment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


books”? in line five hundred and forty. 

Mr. FESSENDEN ‘Those words may be 
stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now į 


will be on striking out “twenty”? and inserting 


“ fifteen’? in line five hundred and forty-one, so 
as to make the appropriation $15,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have become satisfied 
on inquiry that it will not be advisable to reduce 
that snm. [hope therefore it will be left as it 
is, and that the Senate will not agree to the 
amendment reported from the Committee on Fi- 
nance. 

The amendment was rejected, 


. t 
The nextamendment wasto strike out“ blank- 


books”? and “binding”? from the items of con- 
tingent expenses appropriated for in the Adjutant 
General’s office, and to increase the appropriation 
from $10,000 to $15,000. 


The amendment was agrecd to. 


The next amendment was to strike out “ blank- | 


books” and “ binding”? in the items of contingent 
expenses in the Quartermaster General’s office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was to strike out “ blank- 
books”? and “binding’’ in the contingent items 
appropriated for in the Paymaster General's 
office. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line five hun@red 
and fifty-three to strike out “blank-books”? and 
“and binding, including,” and in line five hundred 
and fifty-four to insert and miscellaneous items,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Office of the Commissary General: 

For stationery, rent of office, and hire of watchmen, and 
miscellaneous items, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was tostrike out“ blank- 
books”? and “binding”? from the items of appro- 
priation for contingent expenses iù the office of 
the Chief Engineer. i $ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was to strike out.“ blank- 
books” and binding’? from the items of appro- 
priation for contingent expenses in the office of 
the Surgeon General. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was so to modify the fol- 
lowing clause: 

Office of the Colonel of Ordnance : 


For blank-books, stationery, binding, and miscellanevus 
items, including $1,000 for library, $11,000. 


As to make it read: 


Office of the Colonel of Ordnance; 
For stationery and miscelianeous items, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment was to strike out “ blank- 
books, binding,’ from the items of contingent 


expenses appropriated for in the office of the Sec- | 


retary of the Navy. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Thenextamendment was to strike out “ books”? 
in the clause appropriating for contingent items 
of expenditure in the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was to strikeout‘ books” 
from the items of appropriation for contingent ex- 
penses of the Bureau of Equipment and Recruit- 
ing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike “ blank- 
books”? from the items of contingent expenses ap- 


! propriated for in the Bureau of Ordnance. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Then the first! 
question wiil be on striking out the words © blank- | 
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words * blank-books, binding 
„tonery? in the items of appropriation for canting 


j assistant chemist at 


Teport for 1851, $3,393. 


The next amendment was to strike. ‘f blank- 
books, binding,” from, the contingent items ap- 
propriated for in-the Bureau of Construction and 
Repairs., erea V aia 

Thoe amendment was dgreed to: e 

The next amendment was to strike ‘t blank- 
books, binding,” from the contingent items: ap- 
propriated forin the Bureau of Steam Engineering. 

>The amendment was agreed. to. ROT EE 

“The next amendment was to strike“ blanke 
books” from the items of cotitingent expenses 
appropriated for in the Burcau of Provisions and 
Clothing. i . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out © blank- 
books” from the contingent items appropriated 
for in the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` f 

“The neyt amendment was ta strike out the 


pand” before “sta 


gent expenses of the.Post Office Department, 
The amendment was agreed to, : 
Mr. FESSENDEN, Idesire to move another 
amendment to that clause in order to make ita 
lide more definite, In Jine six hundred and sev 
enty, after the word. * including? 1 move to in- 
sert the words “fuel for,” so that it will reads 


For stationery, fuel for the General Post Office building, 
including fuel-tor the Auditor’s office, &e, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the fol- 
lowing items: 

Department of Agriculture: 

For compensation of Commissioner of Agricalture, chief 
clerk, botanist, entomologist, and chemist, SU ,000. 

Por compensation of clerks, draughtsman, assistant 
chemist, trauslator, messengers, and laborers, $29,600. 

Por contingencies, viz: lor stationery, wood, coal, gag, 
and miscelianeous items, $3,500. 

For collecting agricultural etatisties, 923,000. : 

For the payment of articles furnished Jor the agricultural 
report for 1861, 33,393, ` 

Lor ibe purchase of library, $1,000. 

For purebase of laboratory, 45,000, 

For purchase and distribution of new an 

vizs 

For purchase of cereal, vegetable, and 
$30,000. ~ 

For sved room: ; i Potio ety 

For compensation of superintendentand clerks, $5,000, 

For seed-bags and bagging, and, distribution of needs, 
$24,000. PERG: ae a 

For contingencies of seed-room, viz: For coal, 
packing paper, aud miscellaneous items, g3,000, 

For propagating gärde Ley 

Por propagation and distribution of valuable plante, ent- 
lings, aud sirubs, viz: For tabor, repairs of old propaga- 
ting house, new propagating house, rebuilding shop, and 
for purchase Of trees, cuttings, Vines, and bulbs, $10,800: 
Provided, That such wees, cuttings, vines, dad bulbs, s0 
purchased or which sbail be propagated, shall be sucias 


dvaluable steds, 
flower seeds, 


gum, 


are adapted to general cultivation and to promote ihe gen- 


eral interests, of lrorticulture and agriculture throughout 
the United Staves. zoe 
For experimental garden on reservation number two, viz: 
For salary of foreman aud laborers, 83,000. 
For keep of a horse, stable, and necessary buildings, and 
for secds, manure, tools, aud imisevilaucous items, 32,000, 
For turnitare for the Departuicnt, viz: carpets, desks, 
aud stoves, 9800. zy 

And in lieu of them to insert: 

Department of Agriculture: | 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Agriculttre, 
chief élérk, one clerk of the fourth class, two clurks of the 
third class, four elerks os" tbe second class, five Clerks of 
the first class, a chemist at an annual salary of 62,000, an 
raunual salary of 31,400, a draughts- 
man atau aunual salary of @L,60U, a translator atan ane 
nual salary of $1,200, two messengers atau anual safar, 
of 600 each, and two laborers at an annual salary of 840 
each, $29,800, i 

For contingencles, viz; for stationery, wood, coal, gas, 
and misceilanueous items, $3,500. 

Vor collecting agricultural statisties, $15,000. 

For furniture, viz: carpets, desks, aud stoves, $809.. 


For the payment of articles furnished for the agricultural 


For the purchase of laboratory, 85,000. ; 
For the purchase and distribution of new and valuable 
seeds, $20,000, i 
For labor in putting up seeds, seed-bags.and bagging, 
$12,500. y 4 Bee PAREN 
_ For contingencies of seed-room, viz: coal, gum, pach- 
ing paper, aud miscellancons items, $2,000, 
Xar tabor in propagating garden, $5,000. 
For repairs of old propagating house, 8500. 
For purchase of tees, cuttings, &c., $2,000. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Before the vote is taken on 
the amendment.1 propose to-aniend the portion 
of the bill proposed to be stricken-out, | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ! Thatis'in order. 
Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The Committee on- Agri- 
culture took. this appropriation under considera- 
tion, and instructed the Senator from lowa, [Mr. 
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“‘Hianiay,} who is ‘not now in his seat, to move 
‘an amendment to the part of the ‘bill which the 
Committee on Finance propose to strike out. 
The Senator. from Iowa, I understand, has been 
called home, or has gone homeatteast, and T have 
not ithe formal amendment before me, but:I have 
-a.copy of it, I believe, as near as we can make 
oat, IT will follow the instructions of the-Com- 
mittee on Agriculture by offering this as an 
,amendment-to the part. proposed to be stricken 
out. d hope the Senator from Maine will: be 
-gatished with the amendment I offer and will 
abandon his. I will remark 
Mr. FESSENDEN. || will state to the Sen- 
ator in advance, that it is not the amendment of 
_ the Senator from Maine, it is the amendment of 
the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. I will state 
that the Committee on Agriculture took up this 
“question ‘and examined it thoroughly. They 
have adopted several of the suggestions of the 
Committee on Finance, but leave the amount very 
nearly as it is in the House bill. 
amount, I believe, about ten or twelve thousand 
dollars in the aggregate, but have adopted: the 


adesetiption and classification of officers very much 


- ps.roported by the Committee on Finance. 


Mr.. JOHNSON. How much is the whole 


amountiappropriated in the House bill? 

. Mr. SHERMAN. The whole amount in the 

House bill is, E think, $156,000 or $157,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

. proposed .by the Senator appears to be an amend- 

ment to the words proposed to be inserted by the 

Committee on Finance, rather than to those to be 
cetricken ont. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. We took up the bill as it 
tame from the House of Representatives, and I 

Mink it would be better. to leave the amendment in 
that form: to move to strike out so muchof the 
_ House bill as relates to the Department of Agri- 
“culture after the words ‘ Department of Agricul- 
ture,” and insert what I send to the Chair. 
_ Mr. FESSENDEN. I-should like to have it 
‘read, oi , 
„Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will watch 
`ihe amendment of the Committee on Finance 
while this amendment is being read, he will see 
the variation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT The Senator pro- 
-poses to amend the words which the committee 
report to strike out, by striking out all after the 
word ‘for,’’ and inserting the words which will 
now be read: 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

Compensation of the Commissioner of Agriautture, chief 
clerk, one clerk of the fourth class, four clerks of the third 
‘class, four clerks of the second class, six clerks of the first 

Glass, an entomologistat an anunal salary of $2;000, a chem- 
4etatan annual salary of $2,000, an assistant chemist at an 
annual salary of $1,400, a draughtsman at an annual sal- 
wry 01'91,400,0 trinslatoratan annual salary of $1,200, two 
messengers at an annual salary of $600 each, and two la. 
borers atan annual salary of 8400 each, $38,000. 

For contingencies, viz. for stationery, wood, coal, gas, 

-thd-miseclianeous iteins, $3,500. 

For collecting agricultural statistles and information for 
reports, $20,000, ; 

For furniture, viz: carpets, desks, and stoves, 3800. 

fer the purchase of a library and laboratory, $4,000, 
> Por the purchase and distribution of new and valuable 
seeds, And Cor labor in putting up seeds, seed-bags, and bag- 
xing, 354,000, Shan 
` For compensation of superintendent of seed room, atan 
soso. salary of $1,000; aud two clerks of the first class, 

Por contingencies of gseed-room, viz: coal, gum, packing 
paper, and mniscellancous Items, $3,000. 

“or propagating garden: 

g For propa and distribution of valuable plants, cnt- 
tings, and shrubs, viz: forlabor, repairs of old propagating 
house, new propagating house, rebuilding shop, and for pur- 
ehase of trees, cuttings, vines; and bulbs, $10,800: Pro- 
vided, That such trees, cuttings, vines, and bulbs so pur- 
chased, or which shall be propagated, shall be such as are 
adapted to general cultivation, aud to promote the general 

interests of horticulture and agriculture throughout the Uni- 
ted States. 

For experimental ground and reservation No.2, viz: 

For salary of foreman and laborers, $3,000, 

For'keep of a horse, stable, and necessary buildings, and 
Tor seeds, manure, tools, and miscellaneous items $2,000. 


Mr. FESSENDEN.. I will-ask the. Senator 
how much his amendment reduces the appropria- 
tion in the original House bill? - 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think itis between eleven 
and twelve thousand dollars. The Senator from 


Iowa [Mr. Haruan] had made a carefully pre- 


pared slatementabout it. My impression is that 
the reduction is about eleven thousand dollars. 


Mr. JOHNSON. How much will it increase | 


We reduce the - 


The amendment | 


the amount recommended by the Committee on 


Finance? : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. <About forty or fifty thou- 
sand dollars. $ f 

Mr. SHERMAN. If [remember the figures 
correctly, (E will not. be positive about it,) the 
Houseof Representatives appropriated $157,000, 
The Committee on Finance have appropriated 
about one hundred thousand dollars, if I am cor- 
rect. The recommendations of the Committee 
on Agriculture amount to about one hundred‘and 
forty-four thousand dollars. They may vary a 
little more or less from that amount. We exam- 
ined the subject very thoroughly, and. the Sen- 
ator from Iowa informed himself very-fully as to 
the details of this appropriation; he examined the 


‘propagating garden, and would. be prepared to 


give quite a number of details, which 1 am not; 
but he is not here to speak for himself. 

Mr. POWELL. 1 will state to the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance that the Committee 
on Agriculture considered this matter very mi- 
nutely. We had the Commissioner of Agricul- 
ture and his chief clerk before us, and they con- 
sidered that this was as low an appropriation as: 
they could possibly carry.on the establishment 
for this year. Ido not think there can be any 
reduction in ourestimate. . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That depends entirely 
upon what Congress means to do with reference 
to this Department. If they mean that its ex- 
penditures shall go on increasing in the ratio of 
about fifty per cent., or perhaps one hundred per 


cent. every year, of course they will make these | 


appropriations as they are called for. 1 should 
like to call back the attention of Senators to the 
state of things as it exists upon this subject. 

Until the session before the last, this Depart- 
ment of Agriculture was under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, and we appropriated 
forthe purpose of carrying it on, purchasing sceds 
and cuttings, &e., and distributing them, about 
sixty thousand dollars. It was then proposed 
to make this Department an independent Depart- 
ment, It wasexpressly argued and stated by the 
then Senator from Rhode Island (Mr. Simmons) 
that all that was desired was to make this Depart- 
mentindependent of the Interior Department; that 
the. farmers demanded it; that they bad a pride 
about it; but it was not intended to increase the 
expenditure, but simply to put it upon a new 
footing and make it an independent concern, I 
resisted it, saying that if that was done the next 
thing that would be done would be just what we 
have, a Committee on Agriculture, and this would 
grow up into a large and expensive establishment. 
But the arguments of gentlemen on the other side 
prevailed, and they passed the bill: 

The result was that at the very next session, 


the last session of Congress, the Commissioner | 
of Agriculture came in here with an estimate of | 
about one hundred and thirty thousand dollars as | 
I called | 
the attention of Senators then to what had been | 


the least that he could get along with, 


said before on the subject; but like the wards 
and explanations that are used in forming a stat- 
ute, they ignored. all that; they said that would 
do very well for an argument to pass:the bill, but 
now that the Department was created we should 
properly provide for it and make larger appro- 
priations. Then we had this proposition with 
regard to an entomologist and a chemist, and I 
do not know how many ologies and divers and 
sundry improvements of that sort as absolutely 
necessary to make the Department what it ought 
to be. The Committee on Finance resisted it, 
and finally succeeded in keeping the expenditure 
for the last year, or in providing for the expend- 
iture during the last year of about ninety-five 
thousand dollars, which was.allthatboth branches 
thought to be necessary. 

At the beginning of this Congress, however, the 


Commissioner came for a deficiency occasioned | 
by expenditures which he had made, all of which | 
was not granted, but a certain portion was, under į 


the advice of the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow 
me at that point, I will state that the Commis- 
sioner after reading the debate, finding that there 
was complaint made against him on account of 
that deficiency, withdrew it, 1 understand. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then the money was not 
expended, . f 

Mr. SHERMAN. Noteven appropriated. It 


was putin as an amendment by the Senate, and 
not agreed to in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, it was; and it'stands 
now on the books of the Treasury, and the Com- 
missioner is atliberty to avail himself of it whéen- 
ever he chooses. 

Well, sir, that was thought to be liberal, jump~ 
ing up from $60,000 to $95,000; butiat this session 


-the views of the Commissioner:are ‘still ‘further 


enlarged, and he calls for an ‘appropriation of 
about one hundred and: fifty-seven thousand dol- 
lars. That is very much more than double, 
nearly treble, of what was expended by this De- 
partment of Agriculture two or three years ago. 
Senators will perceive, on reading ‘this appropria« 
tion, how extensive the views of the Commissioner 


“are. He now proposes, and the Committee on 


Agriculture are willing that he should do Jit, to 
take a large piece of ground in front.of the Pres- 
ident’s House down toward the water, and make 
whatis called an experimental garden. The ap- 
propriation in the bill is simply for this year; 
but the Senate will perceive that the moment that 
establishment is started as an experimental gar- 
den, it must necessarily increase and enlarge, and 
it will be but a very short time before that will 
cost us $50,000 a year to carry it on. 

Then we have the Department of Agriculture; 
we have the propagating garden, in front of Mis- 
souriavenue, I think; and in addition to that we 
are to have the large reservation in front of :the 
President’s House as an experimental. garden. 
We are to have, also, a chemist—that is agreed 
to—and an entomologist, and divers and sunury 
others, for this large establishment. Senators can 


' perceive where it will end. 


Much has been said about the expenditures of 
the Government and the necessity of economiz- 
ing. I might ask whether this ig a time to com- 
mence upon an experimental garden; whether it 
is advisable for us to begin these expenditures 
at the present time. 1 think the difficulty grows 
in a very great measure or is aggravated by the 
fact that we have a Committee on Agriculture, 
composed of exccedingly intelligent gentlemen, 
but from the fact that they are ou the Committee 
on Agriculture they are obliged, I suppose, to con~ 
sider it their duty to act with reference to that De- 
‘partment on the largest possible scale, and to do 
everything that is required or that the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture may suppose to be advis- 


| able in order to extend his operations. 


The Committee on Finance, on looking this 
matter over, have keptthe appropriations, I think, 
within $100,000. ‘The sum appropriated in the 
amendment of the committee is just about one 
hundred thousand dollars. They have struck out 
the experimental garden, They bave kept the 
chemist and the Iaboratory, for the reason that 
the Jaboratory: was ordered last year and the 
chemist also, but the other officers were not. 
Last year Congress struck out the appropriation 
for the botanist and entomologist; but this year 
they are in the bill again. The Committee on 
Agriculture, t believe, donot recommend the bot- 
anist, but they recommend the entomologist. The 
next ‘year we shall have the botanist. undoubs 
edly. The same is true with regard to the clerks 
and draughtsman. 

The Senate will observe something very singu- 
lar about this, and it shows the expense at which 
these things are done. Ido not suppose but what 
is all right, so far as the actual expense is con- 
cerned. Here in the estimate is $30,000 for the 
purchase and distribution of new and valuable 
seeds, Tt costs the Government $32,000 simply 
to distribute that $30,000 worth of new and valu- 
able seeds. The salary of the superintendent of 
seed room, and three clerks of the first class,and 
the labor of putting up and cost ‘of seed-bags‘and 
contingencies, amount to $32,000. Ido notknow 
whether the Committee on Agriculture has re- 
duced that or not. It may be necessary. lt moy 
cost that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We put it at $24,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then itisa little reduced, 
and the principal reduction is on that. 

We have now an old propagating house. We 
are willing to repair it. But it is now proposed 
to have a new propagativg house down in the 
propagating garden at an expense of $2,500. 
That the Committee on Finance did not deem ne- 
cessary. They did not think it worth while to 
enlarge their operations. With regard to the 
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experimental garden, for which only $5,000 is put 
in this year, they struck that out entirely. They 
did not think it advisable to begin an expendi- 
ture for an experimental garden on that large res- 
ervation, which certainly mustlead in the course 
of a very few years, if it is to accomplish its pur- 
pose and is made good foranything, to an expendi- 
ture of forty or fifty thousand doilars; I cannot 
tell exactly how much; but from the extent of 
the grounds and the cost of carrying on an es- 
tablishment of that sort Senators may judge for 
themselves. We have increased somewhat on 
the appropriation of last year; itis larger. We 
make some allowance for clerks, and it ought, 
perhaps, to be somewhat larger on account of the 
increased expense, especially for seed-bags and 
all those things that are used in putting up seeds. 
‘We reduce the appropriation for the purchase of 
new seeds from $30,000 down to. $20,000. 

Mr, President, I do not feel disposed to make 
any fight, in the ordinary sense of the term, upon 
this proposition, for the simple reason that it is 
not my habit to keep contending againstanything 
that I see the Senate is bent upon. Lonly callthe 
attention of the Senate to it to show that all the 
Pe that were made at the time the original 

ilt was passed with regard to the increased ex- 
pense and the rapidity with which the expense 
would ‘be increased have not only been accom- 
po but far surpassed, not only in amount 

ut in rapidity. There is not a more striking 
illustration of the effect of this and the effect of 
Jocality than in the operation upon the mind of 
my honorable friend from Ohio, who is for saving 
and cutting down and heing careful of money in 
every-other direction; but being chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture he (to use a common 
expression) goes the whole hog, and is willing 
to appropriate anything and everything, even in 
these times, to begin experimental gardens with- 
out knowing what they are to cost, and go on at 
a ratio very nearly doubling from year to year 
in these appropriations for the Department of 
Agriculture, It doesnot seem to strike him that 
there is any possibility of economizing here, but 
in his opinion it is just the place to increase, al- 
most without a question being asked as to what 
the necessity may be. i 

My view is entirely different. I think it is be- 
yond the province of the Government to carry on 
these large agricultural operations in every quar- 
ter that they undertake. ‘They are making a De- 
partment which willcost vastly more than it will 
come to, and it will result in a great expenditure 
of money without any proportionate profit, That 
is my own individual opinion. It was the opin- 
ion of the Committee on Finance, except so far as 
the Committee on Finance was diluted (if I may 
use that expression) by the unfortunate position 
in which my honorable friend from Ohio was 
placed as chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture. The Senate will decide the question ac- 
cording to its own views of propriety. If the 
Senate choose to pass this appropriation, I shall 
hereafter consider that it is my duty, if I should 
happen to be here, to abandon all opposition to 


og 
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anything that may be proposed in relation to the | 


subject of agriculture. 


Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator from Maine 


seems to think that this is a very extravagantap- | 


propriation, and that, in voting for it, I depart 
from my usual custom, which he commends. I 
do not think it is extravagant. Years ago we 
voted $60,000—— g 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Two years ago. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Well, two years ago, for | 


the distribution of seeds, before the Department 
of Agriculture was established; butin addition to 
that we paid all the salaries of ail the officers out 
of the Patent fund. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator is mistaken. |) 


All the expenses were paid out of that $60,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
taken. My recollection is that the salaries were 
paid out of the Patent fund. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Nota dollar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I have any disposition 
to'extravagance lam very glad it is in favor of an 
industry which is at the foundation of all pros- 
perity. This Government expends $157,000 at 
the utmost for the benefit of agriculture. I doubt 
whether any appropriation made by us is so ben- 
éficial in its results as this appropriation, smallas 
it is, when compared with the great appropria- 


| form the chief aggregate of this expense Senators | 


| the Department. 


ii experimental garden, for which $5,000 is appro- 
I think the Senator is mis- į 


tions we are called upon to make. With this | 
small sum comparatively, the Agriculttral De- 
partment distribute three or four million bags 
of seeds. Some of them probably are of but little 
value, but many of them are of infinite value. The 
addition to the wealth of this country from the 
dissemination of sorghum seed alone is of greater 
value than all the appropriations that have been 
made for-this Department. ; 

I do not know whether I voted to establish the 
Department of Agriculture or not. I have for- 
gotten whether L didornot. Atany rate, although 
the present Commissioner of Agriculture is not 
probably so learned a man as many who might 
nave been selected, yet he certainly is very active, 
and he has been very useful and very efficient. 
He has been able to gather around him some very 
intelligent men who are skilled in their particular 
employments. Itis the general opinion ‘of the 
farmers of the State of Ohio—and J represent the 
great agricultural State—that this Department of 
Agriculture is now conducted usefully to them; 
and I have no doubt that Senators who represent || 
agricultural States will agree with me that more || 
interest is felt in this Department of the Govern- 
ment by the great body of our people engaged in 
farming than in any other, We are receiving 
more requests for books and seeds, and they take 
a more intimate interestin the success of this De- 
partment than in any other. 

This is no reason why we should vote an ex- 
travagant sum to sustain it. Jam only desirous 
to give them what is necessary. The principal 
difference between the two committees 1s in two 
items of appropriation. The Committee on Fi- | 
nance think that $32,000 is sufficient for the pur- 
chase and distribution of seeds. 
on Agriculture have allowed $57,000. Consider- 
ing the price of seeds, considering the increased ; 
cost of paper and the increased cosl of all the ma- | 
terials that make up these aggregates, I think the 
amount asked for is comparatively small. Fifty- | 
four thousand dollars appropriated by us nowis not 
equal to $30,000 two or three yearsago. Much of 
this cost consists in cotton and paper bags and im- | 
ported seeds. The cost of imported seeds is fully 
double what it was two or three years ago; and: 
the cost of cotton and the other materials which 


know as wellas i. 

The other item about which the Senator com- | 
plains is the one for the propagating garden. The 
United States is the owner of some twelve or four- 
teen acres between Fourteenth and Twelfth streets 
which has been used as a corral for horses. 
merly, I believe, it was under the charge of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, and was very || 
handsomely planted and ornamented with trees. 


sity of the times, the niilitary turned their horses 
and cattle into this field, alarge open piece of land | 
of twelve or fourteen acres. The trees have all | 
been destroyed, the fences are partly broken | 
down, and by the establishment ef other corrals 
this land is not now needed for the military ser- | 
vice. ‘The Commissioner of Agriculture desires 
to appropriate that land for an experimental gar- ; 
den. Itis proposed to try experiments with the | 
various foreign sceds he recetyes in order to as- | 
certain their value before they are sent out from 
He does not contemplate any 
but the plainest and simplest agricultural opera- | 
tions, the plowing of this field, the planting of 
these seeds, and taking care of the bulbs, plants, 
&c., which he wishes to test before they are dis- 
tributed. Itisa clear piece of ground well adapt- 
ed to the purpose, level, and in good condition for 
agricultural purposes, but unfitted for the original 
purpose of apark. It must be plowed up even 
to be replanted. He proposes to take that piece 
of ground, plow it up, drain it, and use it for an 
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priated. It seemed to the Committee on Agri- 
culture that that was the best disposition that could |: 
be made of it. g ji 

The Senator supposes that this will involvein 
the future a very large expense. Ido notsee how 
it can. [| think the purpose of the Commissioner © 
is a correct one: to try all these seeds by simple : 
experiment before they are distributed; to ascer- | 
tain their value and see whether they can be prop- | 
agated in our climate, and what is their nature | 
and character. . A 

Itseems to methis appropriation is so small that jj 


The Committee i 


For- |! 


| all around ws. 


it ought not to excite the opposition of any one, 
and | hope it will be passed. ‘The Fouse of Rep- 
resentatives, as we all know, have always looketl 
upon this appropriation for thé Agricultural De- 
‘partment with great interest. A year ago they 
appropriated what was asked. ..The Committee 
on Finance reduced the amount, and the Flouse 
of Representatives acquiesced. Now, the House 
have again appropriated the full amount asked, 
$157,000, The Committee on Agriculture, after 
‘a rather more patient examination than itushally 
gives to such matter, especially by the honora- 
‘ble Senator from lowa, who went over all these 
things in detail, concluded that this Department 
cannot, upon its presentlegal basis, be cartied on 
for aless sum than the amount we have proposed. 
I hope, therefore, it will be agreed to in the Senate 


‘without further opposition. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 1s it in order to mové to 
amend the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio? T believe he moves it as'an-amenil- 
ment to the original bill instead of to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance. 7 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ttis. - s 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then J move to strike 
out that part of it which relates ‘to the’ experi- 
mental garden. There certainly čan be no né- 
cessity for undertaking’ that. These secds ‘are 


| introduced and scattered all over the’ country. 


What is the use of trying them here ib this par- 
ticular locality? They are tricd by everybody 


Mr. SHERMAN. I asked that same question 


| of the Commissioner, and his answer was this: 


sometimes complaints are made to him that he 
has distributed bad seeds or seeds not adapted to 
the climate of this country; the imported Euro- 


| pean seeds are sometimes upon trial not found 


good; and he thought it was but right and fair 
that these seeds should be tried. 

There is another reason, 1 will say to the Sefi- 
ator: many bulbs are sent here which may or 
may not be adapted to our climate, and the Com- 
missioner wishes to try those. The same is true of 
grape-cuttings. Many grape-cuttings are of value 
here while they may be of no value in other places, 


| and he wishes to try them and test their value. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. | That will test them only 
as regards this particular section of the country. 
If these seeds are to be imported and distributed 
all over the country, and their applicability or 
rather propriety for the different. climates of thre 
different sections of the country is to be tried—if 
thatis the object of the experiments for which 
this agricultural garden is to be used, that will not 
prove how those seeds will doin Maine or in Cal- 
fornia. It is necessarily limited in its operation 


to the climate of this particularplace. The Sen- 
| But at the beginning of the war, from the neces- | 


ate will perceive from what the Senator from Ohio 
has now said, that these trials are to be made with 
reference to distribution all over the country, 
and with the great variety of seeds that are to be 
used, that the idea of getting along with $5,000 


| in that piece of ground is merely idle. He can do 


nothing with that sum there for that purpose, Any 


; one with half an eye, it strikes me, can see that, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The words pro- 
posed to be stricken out will be read. ` 

The Secretary read them, as follows: 

For experimental garden on reservation No. 2, viz: 

For salary of foreman and laborers, $3,000 

For keep of a horse, stable, and necessary buildings, and 
for seeds, manure, tools, and miscallaneous Items, $2,000. 

Mr. POWELL. I hope those words will not 
be stricken oùt. I think that that experimental 
garden is going to be a matter of very great útil- 
ity to the agricultural interests of this country, 


‘and I do not apprehend, what the Senator from 


Beaters 


Maine seems to fear, that expenses ‘will hereafter 
be increased. There are sometwelye or fourteen 
acres in that piece of ground, and Tdo not think 
it will ever cost more than $5,000 to give it the 
attention that may be necessary for the purpose 
of making all the experiments that are wanted. 
{tis a matter, in my judgment, of very great im- 
portance to the agricultural interest. | hope: the 


l appropriation may be allowed to remain as it ts. 


The Senator from Ohio has explained it very fally, 
and I thinkit unnecessary to repeat his argument. 
Mr. FESSENBEN. ‘I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon the amendment to the amendment. 
The yeas and nays wére ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 11, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS-—Messrs, Clark, Conness, Cowan, Fessenden, 
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‘son, and Wiley—LL. 
+? NAVS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Carlile, Chandler, 
Mavis, Dixon, Doolittle, Foster, Harris, Henderson Lane 
oF Indiana, McDougall, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Pom- 
eroy, Powell, Ramsey, Riddle, Sherman, Ten Eyck, and 
Trombull—22, ,, Pes 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The result of the 
‘vote:shows that the body is without a quorum. of 
‘members, : me § 
Me DOOLITTLE. Imovethatthè Sergeant- 
at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of 
the absentees, 
“: Mr. FESSENDEN. Where will he find them? 
_ Mr. DOOLITTLE. ‘They must be about the 
‘building; perhaps in the House of Representa- 
‘tives, z 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. Ihave no faith in a motion of 
that kind. Perhaps the only way is to move to 
adjourn, so that Senators can see that we can 
do no business on account of the absence of cer- 
tain Senators. I move that the Senate do now 

adjourn. . 

Mr. DOOLITTLE and Mr. DIXON called for 
the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. - I desire to state that the 
Senator from Ohio, (Mr. Wane,} by order of 
Congress, has left for Fort Pillow, and will not 
be present for some time. $ 
| The question being taken by yeas and 
-resulted—yeas 6, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Clark, Cowan, Davis, Harris, Powell, 


nays, 


Anthony, Buekalew, Carlile, Chand- 
‘Yer, Collamer, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Har 
divg, Henderson, Howe, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Me- 
Dougall, Morgan, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Saulsbury, 
Sherman; Bumnier, Ten Eyck, ‘Prumbull, Vau Winkie, 
Wilkinson, and Willey—-27, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate refuses 
to adjourn, but the vote again shows the body 

without a quorum. 
"Mr. DOOLILTLE, Trencw the motion that 
the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to request the 
„attendance of absent members. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, That motion was 
put to the Senate, and declared carried by the 
Chair, 

Mr, POMEROY. Will it bein order to move 
to take a recess until seven o'clock ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The impression of 
the Chair is that a less number than a quorum 
can take a recess. 

` Mr. COLLAMER. I wish my name to. be 
called on the vote that is pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is suspended. 

~The Chair has declared it to the Senate, and the 
Senate found itself without a quorum. 

* Mr. COLLAMISR. ‘That does not finish the 
yote, dtdoes not decide yea or nay. 4 
. The VICE PRESIDENT, It has decided the 
character of the Senate, however, so far as it can 
‘be obtained. s 

Mr. COLLAMER. I take it that the Chair 
‘eannot ascertain whether there are not six of us 
ready to vote when you call on us. 
` The VICE PRESIDENT, In the impression 
‘of the Chair the Senator’s name cannot be called, 

“Mr. COLLAMER, Very well, sir. Lmereiy 
say | offered it. Lwish that that may be minuted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think there is a quorum 
how present, and if itis in order, I move thatthe 
vote.be taken- an the pending amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to suspend further 
„proceedings under the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, directing the Sergeant-at-Arms to in- 
vite the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr, POMEROY. Isubmit whether that is in 
order. The Chair has decided that no business 
ig in order without a quorum; and how can the 
motion of the Senator trom Illinois be in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A less number 
than a quorum can countrol a call of the Senate 
by the Yonstitution itself, and by the rules, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. We can makea motion, 
‘and that will test it, 

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The motion of the 
Senator from Hlinois to suspend. further proceed- 
ings under the call is in order, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We can call the yeasand 
nays on that, and see whether there is a quorum 
present. . 

The yeas, and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishould prefer taking the 
yeas and nays on another motion to adjourn, 


ae es 3 i 
ing, Howe, Johnson; Sumner, Van Winkle, Wilkin- 


tion to suspend proceedings under the motion of 
the Senator from Wisconsin. ©. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn, and on that question Icall for the 
yeas and nays. : Se, i 
” The yeas and nayswere.ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Senator Foor, from Ver- 
mont, was called home in consequence of the death 


of his wife’s mother.. That is the occasion of his 
absence, and I was requested to state that fact to 
the Senate. ; 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yea 1, nays 37; as follows: 

YEA—Mr. Harding—t. ; 

NAYS — Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Buckalew, Carlile, 
Chandler, Clark,Collamer, Conness, Cowan, Davis, Dixon, 
Doolittle, Fessenden, Poster, Grimes, Harris, Henderson, 
Hendricks, Howard,: Howe, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, 
McDougall, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Powell, 
Ramsey, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sherman, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
"Trumbull; Van Winkle, Wilkinson, and W iley—37. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. There .is now a 
quorum present, and the next question ison sus- 
pending further proceedings under the call of the 
Senate, and-upon that question the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL.. I withdraw that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. it will be regarded 
as withdrawn, if there be no objection. The ques- 
tion now is on agreeing to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Maine, to strike. out 
the following clause in the amendment proposed 
by. the Senator from Ohio: 

Forexperimental garden on reservation No. 2, viz: 

For salary of foreman and laborers, $3,000. 

For keep of a horse, stable, and necessary buildings, and 
for seeds, manure, tools, and miscellaneous items, $2,000. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS—) . Clark, CoNamer, Conness, Cowan, Fes- 
sendon, Grimes, Harding, Howard, Howe, Johnson, Sum- 
ner, Van Winkle, Wilkinson, and Willey—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Carlile, Chandler, 
Davis, Dixon, Foster, Harris, Henderson, Hendricks, Lane 
of Indiana, MeBougall, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Pome- 
roy, Powell, Ramsey, Riddle, Sautsbury, Sherman, Ten 
Eyck, and ‘frumball—23, 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. .The question now 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Upon that I call for 
the yeas aud nays. _That is the main question, 
whether the Senate will spend $100,000 or $147,000 
for this Department. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. If desire to say that it seems 
to me the appropriations proposed by the Com- 
mittee ‘on. Finance, considering the present state 
‘of the country, are sufficient, I do not mean to 
express any opinion on the proposition of the 
Senator from Ohio, if the country was differently 
situated4rom what it is at this moment. Taking 
the country as itis,.it seems to me that what the 
Finance Committee propose is as much as we 
ought. to do. . 

Mr. GRIMES. . Isbould like to inquire of the 
Senator who offered this amendment what duties 
the translator is expected to perform, . This is a 
new officer that hits not heretofore been created by 
any law or recognized by any law as existing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose thata vastamount 
of the agricultural information which comes to 
this bureau is in the Freech and in the German 
languages; much of the information that they 
wish to disseminate and spread among the people 
is in those languages. It is important, therefore, 
to havea translator, at $1,200 a year. They cor- 
respond now with nearly every country of Europe 
in the procurement of sceds. As a matter of 
course nearly all the seeds ave imported, and they 
must write.the language of tue country to which 
they send letters. It is necessary to translate 
in different Janguages; indeed, in this-respect the 
two propositions do not disagree; the Finance 
Comunittee allow a translator as well as the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. ; 

‘Mr. GRIMES.. I understand the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture s nds an agent to Eerope 
to buy seeds, If lam not misinformed, he has 
an agent there now. If that be so, 1 do not see 
that it is necessary, in order to procure sceds, 


Mr. CLARK. “You can have them on the mo- 


| that he should have a translater here to be em- i} 


ployed in writing letters in German, French, or 

Spanish, or any other foreign language. The 
p ü, Or any. A eig guag 

Senator spèaks about its being necessary to have 


atranslator in order to disseminate correct inform- 


ation among the Germaft population 
_Mr. SHERMAN. No. I said in order to col- 
lect this information from works of standard value 
printed in forcign-languages. They wish to gët 
information from works printed in French and 
other Janguages which they translate to embody 
into the annual report. That.is the explanation 
given.of it. a 

Mr. COWAN. I think there is another. pur- 
pose, perhaps. These seeds are procured and 
labeled with the botanical name; for instance, I 
believe that oats are called avena, and wheat is 
called triticum, and so on; and there must be a 
translator in order to label the bag in English, so 
that the happy recipient of these seeds will know 
when he gets them what they mean. 

Mr. GRIMES. I suggest the proper designa- 


tion should have been a schoolmaster instead of- 


a translator, in order to teach somebody the lan- 
guagein which these seeds are recognized through- 
out the civilized world, ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will state the question 
in a simple form., The items are pretty much 
the same. The Committee on Finance do not 
allow so many clerks and other officers, and do 
not appropriate quite so largely for purchases. 
Iltisa mere question of amounts, whether about 


‘one hundred and forty-seven thousand dollars 


shall be allowed, according to the amendment of 
the C smmittee on Agriculture, or whether about 
one hundred thousand dollars shall be allowed, 
which is a little exceeding the amountJast year, 
according to the amendment of the Committee on 
Finanee. Those who are in favor of the larger 
amount proposed by the Committee on Agricul- 
ture will vote ‘ yea;” those opposed to it will 


{ iiig ” 
; vote “nay. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Buckalew, Carlile, Davis, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Foster, Harris, Henderson, Hendricks, 
Howe, Lane of Indiana, MeDougall, Morgan, Morrill, 
Pomeroy, Powell, Ramsey, Riddle, Sherman, Sprague, Ten 
Eyck and Trumbull —23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Chandler, Clark, Collamer, Conness, 
Cowan, Fessenden, Grimes, Harding, Howard, Johnson, 
Nesmith; Sumner, Van Winkle, Wilkinson, and Willey— 

A 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Cark in 
the chair.) The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Finance Committee striking out the 
section as amended, and inserting what is pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This will be the same vote 
as the other. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will not call for the 
yeas and nays on that. : 

The amendment of the Finance Committee was 
rejected. ' 


Mr. FESSENDEN. | If the Committee on Fi- 
nance will excuse me, as we are on this subject, 
I will offer one amendment to come in directi 
after the proposition which has just been adopted: 

For paper, printing, binding, blanks, and labels, $8,500: 
Provided, That the Commissioner shall be authorised to 


procure the amount herein named at the office of public 
printing, and no greater amount shall be allowed. 


That is intended to limit, if the Senate see fit to 
limit, the general call for any kind of printing to 


‘any amount that the Commissioner may think 


advisable for hisburcau. It makes a specific ap- 
propriation, as in-otber cases. . . 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Commissioner un- 
doubtedly must get a great deal of printing done 
atthe public printing office. This might limit 
bim unreasonably. [think we ougut not to adopt 
it without reflecuon. He makes his monthly re- 
ports, and the printing of those would be counted 
out of the $8,000. Then he prints the annual re- 

ort. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No. The annual report 
is a separate thing entirely, He does not have 
anything to du with printing that. 

Mr. GRIMES. While we are on this subject 
I should Jike to inquire of the chairman of the 


| Committee on Agriculture by what authority all 
i these r' 


eports are. priuted? : ae 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is nothing in the 
bill about them. {I do not know anything about 
them. : ' 


1864. 


the. Committee on Agriculture, and has this De- 
partment specially under his charge. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no appropriation 

erthis. I suppose they are printed at the re- 
quest of the Commissioner on Agriculture at the 
public printing office. ; 

Mr. GRIMES, I supposed that probably the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine was aimed 
at what | think a very great abuse. J have seen 
these reports, and I know that there is no accu- 
racy in them, not the slightest reliance can be 
placed upon them. I remember last fall. seeing 
an account giving the proportion of the apple 
crop raised during the year 1863 inthe Territory 


of Nebraska, and the Territory has not got a 
bearing apple-tree init. [Laughter.] Thatisa 


fair sample of these reports. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This amendment does 
not touch the printing. of the annual report. That 
is made to Congress and printed by order of Con- 
gress every year. It covers the reports that are 
sent out every two months or every month, Ido 
not know which, and the paper and other things 
procured for the use of the office. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that there hasbeen 
great complaint made by the Superintendent of 
Public Printing in regard to the printing ordered 
by the various bureaus, and I shall be perfectly 
willing to vote for some general provision limit- 
ing all these various officers in their power..to 

rint, 

_. Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator is mistaken: 
there has been ‘no complaint made by the Super- 
intendent of Public Printing in regard to the print- 
ing ordered by the offices. They have a certain 
amountof. blanks; but the printing ordered by the 
Commissioner of Agriculture is indefinite. He 
exercises his own judgmentas to what he wants, 
and orders it,as I understand, and there has been 
complaint by the Superintendent of Public Print- 
ing in regard to the printing ordered by the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture. Ihave no expectation 
of succeeding in this amendment; I merely offer 
it to callit to the attention of the Senate that the 
Commissioner of Agriculture exercises unlimited 
discretion as to what he will have printed for the 
use of his office, and I thought it was as well that 
there should be a limit. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of one or the other of the committees 
[Finance and Agriculture—Mr. Fessenpen and 
Mr. Suraman] whether this appropriation in- 
clades the moffthly. reports? 

. Mr FESSENDEN. It does. 

Mr, HENDRICKS, Then I think that ought 
to be stricken out. I agree with the Senator from 
Iowa as to those reports. They purport to bea 
report of the produce of the crops of the different 
sections of the country from month to month, and 
they are really ofno service. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, The amendment fixes 
simply the amount which the Commissioner is 
entitled to reccive of printing, &e. We cannot 
limit what he shall get printed and what not, but 


it says he shall not expend more than a given | 


sum of money. At present he is unlimited; he 
orders such printing as he wants, and at what 
times he wants it, 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
ment come in? a : 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Atthe close ofthe amend- 
ment offered by, the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thereis now no appropri- 
ation for printing. [cannot say whether $8,000 is 


Where does the amend- 


enough; the circumstances have not been brought | 


before us. If the Senator has any information to 
give us showing that §8,000.4s enough, very well; 


but why appropriate $8,000 instead of $2,000? It | 


may embarrass the Department, or it may not; 
‘98,000 may be amply sufficient; I cannot say. If 
the Senator has any information which enables 
him to propose $8,000 instead of $2,000 I should 
like to hear it, and the Senate will judge whether 
they will adopt his proposition or not. It may 
be sufficient, but we have had no information in 
regard to the amount of printing. I never heard 
any complaints made before, except generally the 
Superintendent of Printing said to me that the 
various bureaus did send to him, as he thought, 
for an unreasonable amount of blanks and public 
printing of various kinds, and he mentioned dif- 


ferent bureaus of the Warand other Departments. | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Thecomplaint he made 


suddenly. 
plained ofin that respect is in regard to the want 
of notice. The amount named in my amendment 


I believe the only thing he has com- 


is not estimated by myself. F received it from a 
person in whose knowledge I have confidence, as 
enough for the purpose. If the Senate choose to 
put the amendment on the bill they can do so, and 
we can probably inquire and ascertain whether 
the amount is enough before we get through with 
the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Permit me to ask the Sen- 
ator under what appropriation what is called the 
annual report is printed, or whether there is a 
particular appropriation. for it? - 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatis ordered by Con- 
gress. The reportis made to Congress, and they 
order it to be printed. and pay for its printing. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. The principal objection is 
to the printing of these reports, as I have heard 
the debate. i myself do not, profess to be suffi- 
ciently acquainted with the subjectof agriculture 
and kindred sciences to pronounce on the value 
of these reports. Yet 1 do know that persons in 
the country who are engaged in the business of 
agriculture, borticulture, and such matters, have 
manifested a good deal of interest in such reports. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Do youmeanthe monthly 
reports? 

Mr. TEN EYCK. ! mean the monthly or bi- 
monthly reports, whichever they may be. 1 have 
been written to very frequently by persons. of 
superior intelligence and information upon the 
subject of agriculture, practical men as well as 
scientific men, who are anxious for these very 
reports, and I have been requested to send them; 
and I have received replies from them,after I have 
sent them, saying that they were highly gratified, 
and that they desired to have the ensuing reports 
sent. I speak of the reports that are printed 
every month or two months; my impression is that 
they are printed every two months. f only men- 
tion my own knowledge as connected with my 
constituents on this subject, several gentlemen 
among them having expressed a very. anxious de- 
sire to get these reports, and having approved them 
highly after getting them, They may contain 
nothing of value, so far as I know myself, bat 


| this is the testimony that has come to me. 


Mr. POWELL. I do not think the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine ought 
to beadopted. I cannot see why the Department 
of Agriculture should be singled out, and the 
amount of printing for that Department specially 
limited, If the object is to prevent the various 
Departments and bureaus printing too much, let 
a general limit be putonall. That might perhaps 
be very well; but to single out this Department, 
and liinit the amount of printing for it alone in 
this way, I think is wrong. 

So far as the monthly reports are concerned, I 
do not contur with many Senators who have ex- 
pressed an opinion in regard to them. I know 
that eminent agriculturists in my region of coun- 


| try think very highly of these monthly reports; | 
and my experience 1n regard to them is such as. | 


has been indicated by the Senator from New Jer- 
sey. Many of our best farmers have written to 
me for.them, and expressed great gratification at 
the information derived from them. But, sir, if 


the objection is to the monthly reports, why not , 
propose an amendment to the bill preventing the | 
monthly reports from being printed? ‘That would į 
-be the proper way to reachit; but as I understand j 


the Senator from Maine, that is not the object 


proposed by his amendment. I think those who } 
are in favor of this agricultural bureau ought not | 
to sit here and allow it to be cramped and tram- ; 
meled by this kind ofamendments offered by those | 
who are opposed to the bureau in every form. I | 


think we should vote the amendment down. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote for this 


amendment, because | believe that not only in the 


Department, there shoald be as little discretion- 
ary power as possible. 


sition came up to establish this Department. It 
having been established, however, | do not wish 


L calls be answered. 
case of this Department, but in the case of every | 


Indeed, I have very | 
| strong doubts as to the constitutional authority 
; of Congress to make appropriations for this ob- 
ject, and [ so voted, I believe, when the propo- | 
| amounts, 


_Mr, POWELL called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. : . 

Mr.. SHERMAN. I submit to: the Senator 
from Maine that this amendment is nota practical 
one. How can the Public Printer keep.an account 
of the various orders? How-can.he ascertain. pre- 
cisely the cost of each label?.. How can you im- 
pose on him the additional duty of keeping an ac- 
count with this officer of the cost of every blank 
and every piece of paper and every label? It 
seems to me the proposition isa very strange one. 
Its only effect isto cast aslur on the Department. 
Suppose. the samé provision was required in re- 
gard to every bureau or office of the Government, 
that the Senate should have an ‘account of its 
printing, the House of Representatives of its 
printing, the Second Comptroller and the Third 
Auditor of the amount of printing and blanks for 
each, how could the printer do it? He might 
know how much certain sheets of paper cost, but 
it would be almostimpossible, certainlyextremely 
difficult, to keep up such an account. , 

Isit worth while, for the simple object of cheek- 
ing this one. officer, to require the Superintendent 
of Printing to keep a series of books and makea 
charge cvery day against the Commissioner of 
Agriculture for five hundred labels: to-day, six 
hundred to-morrow, seven hundred the nextday, 
and so on? I submit to the Senator from Maine 
whether it is worth while to press this amend- 
ment, unless it is intended. to require sachian ac- 
count to be kept with all the different offices. of 
the Government. Ifthe Senator can show me 
that $8,000 is enough, and that there isany way to 
impose a limit here in accordance with the law, 
I shall be perfectly willing to agree to it, because 
I do not desire the Commissioner of. Agriculture 
to get a single dollar more than is absolutely ne- 
cessary to carry the law into. effect. This pro- 
vision would only be burdensome to the Public 
Printer, would not accomplish ‘any good-result, 
would only, be looked upon as a reflection cast 
upon the Department, and- would create trouble 
to the officers without having any practical good 
effect. . $ : : 

Mr. FESSENDEN.: Itis not my intention to 
cast any slur upon this officer or on his Depart- 
menti butthe Public Printer must necessarily keep 
an accountof all the expenses of his office and of 
everything that he does. He must show how he 
has expended the large appropriations which we 
make for printing. He unquestionably does so 
at the present time. . 

The difficulty in regard to this particular Depart- 
ment is that there is nothing fixed with reference 
to the nature of the printing. to be done. Itis all 
within the mind of the Commissioner. In the 
other Departments what they-wantis well known. 
They want certain blanks, they want certain, or- 


‘ders, they want things that are perfectly well 


known to the practice of the Department in carry- 
ing on its business. The printing ofthese monthly 
reports isan Hlustration of what I have suggested. 
Who heard before the last Congress adjourned of 
these monthly reports being made? It:was noth- 
ing but an idea of the Commissioner himself. I 
am not here to say that it was nota good idea, 
and that benefit has not resulted from it; Fdo not 
know whether it has or nots L'’cannot tell, ft 
might have been very wise, or it might not:have 
been wise. I only say that as the: matter stands, 
everything is in the mind of the Commissioner, 
and he may call for Just such printing as-he wants, 
toan unlimited extent; andthe amount we appro- 
priate on the estimates of the Superintendent of 
Public Printing may be largely overrun if those 
I take it-that the Superin- 
tendent keeps an account now of all the printing 
that he does for the various Departments. He 
ought to do so, and he ought:to be able-to do it, 


| because he must- show how the money that he 
|| draws from the Treasury has been expended, for 


what printing it has been used, acd in what 
Of course: he keeps his books show- 
ing ali this. yey eae 
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~~ ‘The amendment which I have itioved is not to 
“throw ‘the slightest’ imputation’ on the Depart- 
‘ment, but simply to intimate to the Commissioner 
“of Agriculture that the amount that he can draw 
“for these items is fixed, like the'amounts that he 
‘ean draw for other items. Why fix the nariber 
-of his clerks? Why fix theamount he shall ex- 
‘pend for seeds? On the logic of my friend ‘fiom 
Ohio, why fix the amount that he shall expend 
for ‘seed-bags? “Does not that throw ‘a stuf on 
the Department? Why. not say that the Com- 
_ “missioner of Agticultare shall have $150,000 to 
‘expend just as he‘pleases? “The Senator would 
not content fot that; but there is just as much 
imputation on hinin fixing thë amouiit he shall 
axpend for‘one item as for another. 
“TL subiit the mattér for the consideration of the 
Senate. I have not one particle of feeling about 
it. - So fat as my individual feeling is concerned 
Tdo not ‘eave a srap of my finger whether the 
bthendinent is accepted or rejected. -I ‘have no 
ferliné in regard to ahy question connected with 
this subject. 1 have made up my mind that I 
would present it fairly to the Senate and have it 
decide orice forall so far as lam concerned. | 

Mr. CARLILE. It would seern to me that to 
vote intelligeatly on. this proposition ‘we should 
have sonie information as to the atiount expended 
fast year for the printing of this Department. It 
“may be that an appropriation of $8,000is greatly 
more than the cost of printitig meurred by the 
Department lust year, and if so it may be an in- 
‘timation to the Commissioner that he has not 
‘printed reports enough, and ‘instead of monthly 
reports we may ‘have semi-iionthly or weekly or 
daily. reports. I concur in the remarks that have 
heen made by Senators in regard to these monthly 
reporis, I have seen them, and I do not think 
they are really worth the cost of printing; and for 

one, Lam disposed to limit the appropriation ‘so 
as at least to prevent the issue of those reports; 
“but have we any information from which the 
‘Senate can know whetlier $8,000 has been ex- 
pended for printing by this Departmentin the last 
“year? T r 
The question beingtaken by yeasand nays, re- 
siulted—yeas I6, nays 24; as follows: 
. YEAS-Messrs. Clark, Collamer, Conness, Cowan, Doo- 
‘Fillo, Pessenden, Grimes, Flarding, Hendricks, Johnson, 
Morrill, Pomeroy, Salsbury, Van Winkle; Wilkinson, and 
Willeyv—16. A 
, NAY S—Messrs, Anthony, Brown, Buekalew, Carlile, 
“Chandler, Davis, Dixon, Poster, Hatris, Henderson, Nowe, 
Abrag. of Indiana; Lane of \Rarsas, MeDongall, Morgad, 
Nesmith, Powell, Ramsey, Riddle, Sherman, Sprague, 
_Sumncr, Ten Eyck, and Trumbut—24. 
oo Bo the unreudment was rejected. 
~.. The next amendment of- the Committee on 
‘Tinance was to reduce the appropriation for ex- 
penses of the Legislative Assembly of Idaho from 
932,920 to $20,000. : 
Mr. JOHNSON, Why the reduction? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Because we thought 
p20,000.enough, as in the other cases. 
v Mhe amendment was agreed to. : 
iy The next amendment was to insert after line 
eight hundred wnd eighty-two: 

ortar ‘of Idaho, for tiie Aseal year ending June 30, 
For salary of Govérnar, chief justice and two associate 
judges, and secretary, 812,000, 0 
j ontingent expenses of the Territory, 31,000. 

‘Por coinponsntion and mileage of the iembers of the 
„Legislative, Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent ex- 

uses of the Assembly, 20,060, 

The améndment was agreed to. 

The next-amendment was to strike out “one” 
after t sixty,” in hine nine handeed and eleven, 
so as tb make the eppropriation for salaries of the 
Chief Justice and associate justices of the Supreme 
Court $60,500, instead of $61,500. 

Mr. JOLENSON. Before voting on that, I 
wouldask the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance whether the $10,000 appropriated by the 
-provision to be found in lines nine‘hundred and 
three, nine hundred and fourynid nitie handred 
and five, are for the purpose of obtaining logal-as- 

-sistance in the cascs mentioned in that part of the 


pil, here. in the Supreme Court of the United | 


States? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I presume not. 

Mr. JOHNSON, ‘There was a very large 
amount, some one hundred and fifty or two hun- 
‘dred thousand.dollars appropriated by two or three 
several avis of Congress, four or five years ago, 
in relation to the private land claims in California, 


| habit of charging, 


that has been expended there has been well ex- 


and nearly all of those cases inthe Supreme Court’ 
of the United States, I believe, with the excep- 
tion of one, have been argued by other counsel 
than the Attorney General, and the other coun- 
sel have, of course, been paid out of that fund. 
I dö not know whether that fund is exhausted or 
not; but if these $10,000 are to be used for the 
purpose of trying cases in the Supreme Court of 
the United States, [shall vote againstit. I think 
it is clearly the duty of the Attorney General to 
try these casts himself, Then in relation to the 
claims in California, if the provision is intended 
to apply only to cases in California while they 
are pending in California, why is it that the rep- 


‘resentative of the United States there, the district 


attorney, is not competent himself to try the 
cases for the United States? lam sure that Ido 
not exaggerate when J say that we have spentin 
the defense of these cases, for they are all suits 
instituted on the part of claimants, nearly three 
hundred thousand dollars for professional assist- 
ance. > 
Mr. FESSENDEN. But we have saved 


great deal more money by it. - 


Mr. JOHNSON. [do not know that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Iso understand. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That can only be so on the 
assumption that the officers of the United States 
there and here are not as competent to conduct 
those cases as other counsel,and that is a suppo- 
sition I am not willing to make. When I held 
the office of Attorney General there were cases 
just as heavy, involving questions just as many 
and as difficult to understand ag are the cases 
which have arisen under the treaty with Mexico, 
and all the cases in the Supreme Courton the part 
of the United States were argued by myself alone. 
But, as [ said just now, not one sitigle case, with 
the exception of oné at this term, in which the 
United States have had an interest, arising under 
the Mexican treaty concerning the lands in Cali- 
fornia, has been argued in the Supreme Court of 
the United States by the Attorney General. He | 
employed counsel here and paid them, of course, 
such fees as counsel who are capable of arguing 
such questions in the Supreme Court are in the 
Some twenty or thitty thou- 
sand dollars, 1 suppose, have been spent in that 
way under the present Administration. 1 donot 
know. I only imagine that must be the amount 
from what I suppose to be the rates of cotapensa- 
tion of counsel who are competent to manage such 
cases in that tribunal. For one, Ishould be un- 
willing to provide any assistance for the manage- 
ment of these cases in the Sapreme Court of the 
United States. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [tis very evident on look- | 
ing at the language of the estimate that it is not 
for arguments in the Supreme Court. The Jan- 
guage ofthe estimate is “{iegalassistance and other 
necessary expenditures for the disposition of pri- 
vate land claims in California.” The amount is 
$10,000. Itis thesame sum that was appropriated 
last: year for the same purpose. It has been 
thought necessary by the Government to appro- 
priate a sum of money in order to aid the officers 
of the Government in protecting the rights of the 
Government in- California. I beliéve the money- 


pended, so fur as affording protection to the rights 


-òf the Government in its lands thére is concerned. |! 


I believe the Senate knows very well that under | 
the last Administration the present Secretary of 
War was sent ta California specially with a view 
to protect the rights of the Government there. I 
believe with regard to many of these cases, among 
the counsel on the other side for the claimants 
against the United States was the honorable Sena- 
tor from Maryland himself. He was concerned 
in the cases 

Mr. JOHNSON. One of them. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not know how far 
the money appropriated by the Government in 
procuring legal assistance might have operated 
against the interests of hisclients, but it certainly 
operated for the benefit of the United States, as 1 
fiave understood. The Government seem tò have 
adopted this policy on the ground of necessity, to 
protect the rights of the United States and to have 
sonte additional aid for the United States attorney, 
for itis very manifest that one man cannot beable 
to do everything; and as that is the opinion of 
‘the Government, and the sumisa small one, I 


think it would-be very unwise in Congress to 


strik out théapproptiation, because it would not 
‘be asked for probably unless similar appropiia- 
tions had been found beneficial heretofore. ` 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The pending 
question is où Striking out the-word “ one*”"in 
line nine hundred and eleven. ’ pe 
Mr. McDOUGALL. I agreb-with the Seri- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Jouwsox] in his mo- 
tion to strike out. J am aware, as is stated by 
‘the chairman of the Committee on Finance, that 
latge appropriations were madé under the last 
Administration for the avowed ‘purpose of pis- 


‘tectirig the interests of the Government in the 


public lands in California. I'am afso aware how 
those large appropriations were applied, and when 
l affirm that for the most part they were applied 
in maintaining the one side of controversies be- 
tween private citizens, in which the Governmént 
had not and could not have any possible interest, 
and in the unjust and oppressive use of the name, 
authority, officers, and money of the Government 
in the promotion of personal interests to the de- 
struction of the just rights of thousands of the 
citizens of the State Lin part represent; when 1 
affirm all this 1 know that lam right. Not Jess 
than an amount of property equal to fifty million 
dollars in value, the rightful property of citizerts 
under the provisions of the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, has been wrested from these citizens by 
the unjust exercise and employment of the power 
and money of this Government in my State. The 
power and the money of the Government were 
brought against the individual and often the hum- 
ble citizen.” The citizen, whether proud or bui- 
ble, had to adequate means of resistance, and lias 
been left alone to impotent complaihings. 2 
The Government had in California upright and 
capable judges. The district attorivys appointed 
by the Government were in all respects equal to 
thcir offices, yet more than a quarter of a miflidh 
dollars has been paid out of the public Treasury 
for extra legal machinery, designed not so much 
to promote the ends of justice and the trath &s 
to pamper tlre already bloated parasites of official 
power. The present Secretary of War, them the 
favorite of the late President, Mr. Buchanan, vind 
his Attorney General, Mr. Black, received dircdi ly 
for brief services, called but miscalled public ser- 
vicesas counsel, between thirty aud forty (housaird 
dollars, and ‘he recéived and returned vouchers for 
nearly twice as great an amount. ne 
The result of his most important mission thére 
has just now determined. The great Almaden 
case has been finally decided; and how? ‘For ile 
advantage of the Governmént? No. He‘has 
suéceeded in establishing the claim of one party 
over the posséssion of another, and in opening sa 
new branch of the stock market in New York 
and this city. That in this ‘matter the agent, 
counsel, and money and authority of the United 
States were employed to carry on unequal’ war 
between private litigants is nów demonstrated, 
and I am WEH assured thatio this matter the now 
honorable Secretary was the retained counsel of 
one party to the controversy. A fortune ‘from 
the Gaveniment and a fortune from private par- 
ties for asix montis’ service. Verily, wonderfal 
are the ways of Providence. ; 
The casc stated is but one of many of the sume 
class; and how bas it been possible for the pri- 
vate and ofien poor citizcn to resist such over- 
whelthiig force? j 
I complain of these extraordinary approprta- 
tionsand their application asan uhjustoppression, 
The course of Government in conducting these 
litigations has destroyed all confidence in what ` 


i we regarded as the most secure titles in the State, 
‘There is no greater vil in a State than unsettled 


titles. Jt is the business of Government to pro- 
mote their settlements. Pt has been the office of 
this Government to unsettle what had been long 
regarded as settled in California. 

I trust the policy of the last Administration as 
‘to land ligitation in California will not be pir- 
sued through this. Itmáy be suggested by some 
that the special counsel of Government are en- 
titled to consideration for defeating the Santillan 
and Lunautour claims, but their claim to have 
done so is but the attempt at the appropriation of 
the chattels of others. i vi 

The wrong that ispast cannot be corrected; 
but l am not willing, as arupright legislator and 
as a representative of my State, to promote these 
things. The two judges wiro have charge ofthese 
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H il 
questions in California are men of unquestioned |, 
integrity. The two district attorneys at present ; 
aud the district attorneys past have been and are 
men, of recognized ability. The district attorney | 
who had charge of this business in California |: 
when the present Secretary of War went there į 
was a more accomplished lawyer than he could, | 
by all his labor, have ever gotten to be. He was | 
ignored, a man who had become master of these 
questions, and his place was taken by a gentle- 
man from Washington who knew nothing of 
them. Fo understand these questions a man 
should be learned in the laws not.only of Mexico 
but of Spain, and familiar somewhat with its lan 
guage, and then informed as to the men who had | 
administered government there under the Mexi- |! 
can rule. These things we had learned in our || 
country through a course of years of experience; 
but a man was sent there who was a good law- | 
ver probably in Ohio, a good lawyer perhaps in | 
Pennsylvania, asd who once argued well a few | 
eases in Washington city, but who was perfectly 
ignorant of the law on which all these tides were 
based, and of the language in which the titles 
were written, and of the principles of Spanish law 
upon which they should have been properly es- 
tablished under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. i 

In this way we have been wronged, wronged H 


greaily, because through the course of adjudica- | 
tion in our own State and adjudications here there | 
has not been brought to bear on the part of the | 
Government the learning that belongs to these J; 
questions, but the bold, and impudent assump- `i 
tions of men who are ignorant; and what is so 
bold and persistent as ignorance? 

l concur with the Senator from Maryland, and 
l take this occasion to express my judgment as 
to how our titles have been conducted and ad- 
ministered, s0 faras the Government is concerned, 
for the last seven years in California, during the ! 
last Administration, and [ may say it bas been |! 
continued through this, because the same gentle- || 
man who took charge of the business, who was 
Attorney General then, and who sent Mr. Stan- 
ton to California, bas been, so far as we are con- 
cerned, Attorney General since—conterminous 
and complex with hin. L trust the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland will be adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It strikes me that this is ; 
entirely out of place. The question is on stiking 
ont the word “one,” in line nine handred and 
eleven, i 

Mr. McDOUGALL, I understand from my 
friend from Maryland that he moved to strike out 
the appropriation of $10,000 for legal assistance in | 
the disposal of private land claims in California. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., That amendment can be 
moved after we get through the amendments of 
the Finance Committee, if he chooses to move it. 
We are now acting on the amendments of the 
Committee on Finance, 

Mr. JOELNSON, Tunderstood that; but Lasked | 
permission to go back to line nine hundred and six. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘That is not the ordinary 
course. We are now going through with the 
amendments of the Finance Committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- |} 
derstood the Senator from Maryland to be com- į 
menting on this clause, but not to make any mo- 
tion. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is true, sir. 
make my motion at the proper time. 

Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
amendment is to strike oat the word “one” in | 
line nine hundred and eleven, so as to make the || 
appropriation for salaries of the Chief Justice and 
associate justices of the Supreme Court $60,500, 
instead of $61,500. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Why is the “one” to be 
stricken out? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
error in computation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was to strike out lines 
nine hundred and forty-six and nine hundred and 
forty-seven, in these words: 

For salaries of clerks in the office of the Assistant Treas- 
urerat St. Louis, $3,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line nine hundred 
and fifty-cieht, before “act? to strike out * fourth 
section of? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I will! 


Simply because of an 


° 


The next amendment. was in line ten hundred 
and twenty-six to insert * to be paid only to loyal 
men’? in the item appropriating $4,374 84 “for 
deficiency of appropriation for the, Capitel police 


: under the act of April 22, 1854,” whieh is the last 


clause in the bill. ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The printed amendments 
having now been disposed of, I have some other 
amendments to offer from the committee: I offer 
the following amendment asan additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That the office of the Treasurer 
of the United States be reorganized under the direction of 


| the Sceretary of the Treasury so as to authorize the em- 


ployment of the officers and clerks, and with the aunual 
salaries hereinafter specified, to wit: One Assistant Treas- 
urer, with a salary of $2,800; one cashier, witha salary of 
$2,800; one assistant cashier, with a salary of $2,500; 
one chief of the division of issues, with a salary of €2,200; 
one chief of the division of redemption, with a satary of 
$2,200; one chief of the division of loans, with a salary 
of $2,200; one chief of the division of accounts, with a 
salary of $2,200; one chief of the division of national 
banks, with a salary of $2,200; two principal book-keep- 
ers, each with a salary ors 0; two tellers, each with a 
salary of 82,2005 two assistant telle 
of $2,000 ; one chief clerk, witha salary of $2,000; fifteen 
clerks of class four; fifteen clerks of class three; eleven 
of class two, and nine of class one; one messenger in 
charge of mails, with a salary of $1,000 ; nine messengers, 
with a salary of $900 each ; five messengers, with a salary 
of §700 each; sixty female e with. a salary of $600 
each; five laborers, with a-salary of $600 each; and seven 
female laborers, at a salary of g each. And the officers, 
clerks, employés hereby authorized, shall be in lieu of 
alt the force now employed in the said office; and the 
amount nec y to pay the salaries of said officers, clerks, 
and employés, in addition to the amount heretofore pro- 


f vided for the present fiscal year, is hereby appropriated 
p pp 


ont of any moncy in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

I send to the desk a communication from the 
Treasurer, which I desire to have read for the 
information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the following letter: 

TREASURY OF THE UNITED STATES, 
WASHINGTON, March 29, 1864. 

My Dear Sir: Since my communication to you of the 

Ist of December and the Ith of Jannary last, wherein I 


i stated the then needs and wants of this office, the whole 


busiuess of the office has been so largely increased, mainly 


in consequence of the organization of national banks, and J 


by their designation as depositories and financial agents of 
the Governnient, that it has become necessary that the rec- 
ommendations iu those communications should be essen- 
tially modified, so as to meet the present exigencies of the 
altered circumstances. 

The provisions of section six of the act of March 14, 
1864, authorize the appointmentof twenty-nine additional 
elerks in this office “during the rebellion and for one year 
atter its close This merely changes such temporary 
clerks as were employed in this office in October, 1663, to 
s with the same compensation that they then received, 
rmanent clerks for the time specified in the act. Since 
that time, the clerical force of the office, especially of the 
higher classes, has, on account of the largely increased 
labor, been considerably increased; and the labor is still 
increasing day by day, and will require for its accomplish- 
ment still more clerks of the higher grades. 

I find it impossible to keep up the work with such per- 
sons as can be had atthe present Inadequate pay allowed 
for clerks, without taxing the energies of many of the em- 


1 ployés beyond the point of human endiranec. 


Since t assumed the duties of this office, its business bas 
increased more than a hundred fold. Many of the em- 
ployés are competed to work double and some triple office 
hours, and this can only be done by working late and carly 
and Sundays, 

The price of living has, since the salaries were fixed, 
doubled. The drain into the Army, the enlarged commer- 
eialand manufacturing business operations of the country, 
and the large case of banks, have created a great demand 


for the peculiar kind of talent requisite for clerks in this | 
i; office. 


Few clerks are needed who are not cither experts in the 
handling of money or thoroughly familiar with accounts, 
and well versed in book-keeping by doable entry. In fact, 
most of them should he equal to the management of the 
business of a bank or of a large mercantile house, 

‘The place of chiefof the division of redemptions has now 
beep vacaut for over three months, and although you kindly 
offered to contribute from the fand under the loan Jaw two 
hundred doliars more than the law allows for the salary, it 
has been found impossible to property fill it. ‘Phe duties 
and responsibilities of that single division are now tenfold 
greater than were those of the whole office three years ago. 
And the same is true in degree of other divisions of this 
office. 


IT bhaye been obliged to withdraw the cashier from his f 
appropriate duties and piace him in charge of this division, $ 


to the great detriment of the business of the oflice generally. 

The cashier, the Assistant Treasurer, and myscif have 
been cumpelled to contribute from present inadequate sai- 
aries to the pay of others, in order to be able to retain their 
indispensabie services in the office. Many of the best 
clerks, including some of the h t grade allowed by law, 
have resigned their places because of the iusufficieney of 
the pay. No tess than four such have for that canse and 
for being overworked sent you their resignations as cl 
in this office within a week. 

Under these circumstances it becomes my duty frankly 
to state the faet that E am no Jonger able tọ conduct the 
business affairs of ine office satisfactorily to inyself or with 
safety to the public interest without a thorough reorgani- 
zation; without this I, too, shall be compelled, however 


s, each with a salary 


reluctantly, to yield my place,so that some one. may be 
appointed in my stead who has the talent to “ make brick 
without-straw.?? af 

This reorganization isnow tmperattve on account.of the 
vast new responsibility thrown upon the. office hy. its -bes 
coming the custodian of all the securitiesof whatever kind 
or for Whatever purpose of all the national banks. Three 
hundred and fifty of these banks are: already fully organ- 
ized, and have deposited United States bonds to secure 
their circulation, Of this number, one hundredand twentyr 
five have already been designated.as depositories and finan 
cial agents of the Government, arid have deposited their 
securitiesassuch. ‘Ibe United States Depository accounts 
have thus been increased within four months, from-sixteen, 
including the offices of the Assistant. Treasurers; to one 
hundred and fifty-three, with a certainty of constant, iù- 
crease fur some time to come. 

‘fhe necessary business transactions in this office in. the 
past year, as evidenced by the books, exceeded: two'and a 
half billiun doHars, involving; it is believed, more risk. and 
pecuniary responsibility than the management ofany other 
institution in the world. 

Jn addition to the charge of the bank securities, and the 
keeping of the accoums of such as have been designated 
as depositories, and the accounts proper of the ollice at 
Washington, which are larger than those of any Assistant 
Treasurer, this office has the charge and final accounting 
for of all the other offices of the Treasury. Yet thesalary 
of the Treasurer is Jess than the salary of some of the As- 
sistant Treasurers. ‘The justice or injustice of this is left 
for others to decide, but of the insufficiency of the salaries 
of the other officers, clerks, and others employed in this 
office and who cannot be induced to sacrifice their private 
interest, it is a duty required of me to speak, Š 

The reorganization of the office, with the necessary in- 
crease of pay to insure its efficiency, as per schedule an- 
nexed, is therefore most respectfully but earnestly recom- 
mended, 

1 have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, FRANCIS E. SPINNER, 

Treasurer of the United States. 


Hon. S. P. Case, Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, 
District of Columbia, i : 


Schedule of proposed appointments and pay for employcs in 
the office of the Treasurer of the United States. 

The Assistant Treasurer .s..ccsceseccveneeeneee ee e $2,800 

The CASON cc naecodeey deed sbheeg Sorcerer he enenes 2,800 

The assistant cashier......+ 2,500 

The chief clerk, 


A denne mee eeeweteen 


The chief of the Division of Loans.... 
The chief of the Division of Accounts 


A chief of the Division of National Bank: 2,400 
Two principal book-keepers, cach.....+.- 2,200 
‘'wo prgpcipal tellers, each. 200 
Two assistant tellers, each... 2,000 
Fifteen clerks of class four, each > 


Fifteeu clerks of class three, each. 
Eleven clerks of class two, each..... 
Nine clerks of class one, each..... 
One méssenger in charge of miriis. 
Nine messengers, ¢ach.......-.0 ee 
Five assistant messengers, each.. 
Sixty female clerks, each. .... eee 
Five laborers, each. 
Seven female laborers, 

Not to. be in addition to any persous now employed, but 
in lieu of all that are now employed in the office of the 
‘Treasurer of the United States. 


The amendment was. agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. JI now offer another 
amendment, which, if adopted, is to precede the 
section just agreed to: 


And beit further enacted, ‘That from and after the present 
fiscal year, the salary of the Treasurer of the United States 


seen nearee 


Pee heen renee 


i shail be $6,000 per annum. 


The present Treasurer of the United States has 
heavier responsibilities upon, him. than probably 
any other officer inthe Government. His salary 
formerly was $3,000. Two ycarsago, E think, the 
Finance Committee recommended that the salary 
be raised to $6,000, Six thousand dollars now is, 
to be sure, more than @3,000 was when the salary 
was fixed, but not very largely inexcess of it. At 


| the time it was recommended, two. years ago, it 


was, on motion of some gentleman, struck down 
to $5,000. Two of the Assistant Treasurers in 
other places—New York and San Francisco 
who are second to him, receive $6,000 a year. 
The Committee on Finance is very averse to 
increasing salaries, and it has come to the con- 
clusion arrived atin this case withextreme reluct- 
ance; and with reference to the amendment that 
has just been made, the members of the commit- 
tee became satisfied from personal examination 
that it was absolutely necessary, inorder to con- 
duct the business of the office with safety and 
propriety, that the changes made there, and which 
wore also recommended by: the Secretary of the 
Treasury, should be made. Thereis no specific 
recommendation with reference to the salary. of 
the Treasurer. We are aware of his responsi- 
bilities; we are aware that he is offered much 
higher pay to go elsewhere, as his clerks have 
been offered higher pay ,andiaken away from him, 
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He prefers to stay, and I dare say he will stay 
if we do not increase his salary; but it seemed to 
a majority of the committee, considering the im- 
mense.increase of responsibility, considering that 
formerly the Treasurer of the United Statés was 


a mere clerk, and a clerk of a low grade, com- | 


pared with what the. Treasurer. of the United 
States now is, considering the immense labor that 
he'has to perform, considering the great differ- 
ence In the expenses of living at-the present time, 
we thought it-an. act of absalute justice to the 

Treasurer to place’his salary at least upon a par 
with that of atiy of his assistants outside of the 
city. of Washington. This was the conclusion 
arrived at by a majority of the. committee; and I 
submit it forthe Senate'to decide whether or not 
it is advisable.” I may add that there is no bet- 
ter officer.in any Government than General Spin- 
ner, the Treasurer of the United States. 

” The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The adoption of these 
amendments renders it necessary to go back -to 
page 12 and makea little change in the provisions 
there. In line two hundred and sixty-three, after 
the words “ assistant cashier,” I move to. insert 
‘chiefs of divisions.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. In line two hundred and 
sixty-four, before the word “ clerks,’? I move to 
insert “ officers,” and after the word “ megssen- 
gers,” in the same line, to insert “employés.” 

The amendment was.agreed to. 

. Mr. FESSENDEN. Now I move to make 
the appropriation $170,340 instead of $109,980, so 
as to make the clause read: 

For compensation of the Treasurer of the United States, 
Assistant Treasurer, cashier, as 
divisions, chiet clerk, the officers, clerks, messengers, as- 
sistant messengers, employés, and Jaborers in his office, 
$170,340, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, l have another amend- 
ment, which is recommended by the Committee 
on Finance as a new section: 

oid be it further enacted, That twenty per cent. be added 
to the annual compensation of Une messengers, watchmen, 
and laborers employed in the several Departmcnt#and un- 
der the Commissioner of Public Buildings, to commence 
on ihe pass 
the next fiscal year, aud to be calculated only upon the 
amount of compensation accruing after the approval of this 
act: Provide, however, That no salary be increased hereby 


80 as lo exceed the stim of Q900, Aud the sums necessary, 


to pay the additional compensation herein specified for the 
present and the next fiscal year are hereby appropriated, 
The Senate sent to the Committee on Finance 
a petition from this class of public servants, re- 
questing an increase of their salary. The commit- 
tee were compelled, from the necessity of the 
case, to examine into the matter, and became en- 
tirely satisfied that it was absolutely necessary, 
in order that these men might live upon their 
pay, to increase their compensation, Rents have 
Increased enormously, and the prices of all ar- 
ticles have increased enormously. Many of these 
men, a very large portion of them, have families, 
and large families, and it is utterly impossible for 


sistant cashier, chiefs of 


ve of this act, and to terminate at the elose of 


them to live decently upon the pay they receive. | 


The committee were somewhat in doubt in what 
way to effect the object, but they concluded to 
add twenty per cent., which would raise a salary 
of $600, for instance, to about seven hundred and 
twenty dollars, which is not too much; but that 
no salary should be raised above the sum of 
$900 by the addition. 

As l said with regard to the other case, the 
committee came to the conclusion reluctantly, for 
they are averse to recommending an increasc of 
pay; but there are no principles of economy in 
our Government or in any Government which 


require that public servants should not receive a | 


decent support out of their labor for the Govern- 
ment, and we were satisfied that these employés 
could not reccive it from the small salaries which 
they are now inthe receiptof. We have opposed 
almost invariably, in almostevery case strongly, 
the increase of any of the upper class of salaries, 
those of $2,000 and upward, and have succeeded 
in preventing it, Weare of opinion that men 
recciving enough to live on comfortabiy and re- 
spectably must be con tented, if they occupy high 
places, in some degree with the honor of occu- 
pying the places, ye in 
we came to the conclusion it should be among 
those who receive the lowest pay, laborers, watch- 
men, messengers, and those men who are actu- 


If we increased anywhere, | 


= 


ally suffering in consequence of the very low rate | 
of pay and from the great expense of living. 
They therefore came to the conclusion to recom- 
mend that twenty per cent. be added to the an- 
nual pay of this class‘of persons. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. As it is utterly impossible 
to get through this bilt to-night—for there are a 
good many amendments to be offered, and there 
is a necessity for an executive session—I move 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed a bill 
(No. 185) to establish a postal money-order sys- 
tem;.in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested. 

‘Lhe message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill of the House (No, 287) 
to change the name of the district and port of 
Presque Isle to the district and port of Erie. 

The message further announced thatthe House 
of Representatives had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 302) 
to amend an actentitled “ An act to establish and 
equalize the grade of line officers of the United 
States Navy,” approved July 16, 1862. 

The message also announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed a bill (No. 395) 
to provide a national currency, secured by a 
pledge of United States bonds, atid to provide for 
the circulation and redemption thereof; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


TERRITORY OF MONTANA, 


The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had insisted upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
of the House (No. 15) to provide a temporary 
government for the Territory of Montana, asked 
a farther free conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Epwi~ IH. Wessrer of Maryland, Mr. 
Wirrram S. Horman of Indiana,and Mr. James 
M. Marvin of New York, managers at the 
same on its part. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I wish to make a motion 
in regard to the Montana bill, which has just 


| been returned from the House of Representatives 
j with a request on the part of that House fora 


committee of conference. 1 move that the Sen- 
ate insist on its amendments, and agree to the 
conference asked for by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When that bill is taken 
up, t desire to submit a motion that the Senate 
recede, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill can 
only be taken up now by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object to it if there is 
to be a debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN Ido not want to debate it 
myself. ldo not care when it is taken up, but 
whenever it comes up I wish to submit a motion 
to recede, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the objection to be withdrawn. The 
Senator from Minnesota moves that the Senate 
insist upon its amendments. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I move that the Senate re- 
cede from its amendments, which will pass the 
bill; but I think we had better not take the vote 
now. ‘The motion can be pending,and I should | 
like to have the yeas and nays upon it, 

Mr. WILKINSON. Ifthe Senator insists on j 
that motion, Lprefer that the matter should go 
over. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. 
being taken up now. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- | 
derstood the Senator from Maine to withdraw his 
objection. p 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then itcannot 


come up. 


I object to this matter 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their title, 
and referred as indicated below: 


A bill (No. 185) to establish a postal money- 


order system—to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. f 

` A bill (No. 395) to providea national currency 
secured-by a pledge of United States bonds, and 
to provide for the circulation and redemption 
thereof—to the Committee on Finance. 


_ EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


-The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from New York, 
[Mr. Morean.] 

The motion was agreed to; and after sometime 
spent in the consideration of executive business, 
the doors were reopened, and : 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Moxpay, April 18, 1864. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 

The Journal of Saturday jast was read and ap- 
proved. vo: 
BANK BILL. 

Mr. BROOKS. Irise to a privileged question. 
I move to reconsider the vote of Saturday last, 
by which the bank bill was ordered to be en- 


grossed and read a third time. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 


j at this time. The House at the adjournment on 


Saturday ordered the bill to be engrossed und 
read a third time now, and that order must be 
carried into effect as soon.as the bill can be reached. 
When the bill has been read a-third time, the 
gentleman can move to reconsider. 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to another question of 
privilege. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Fenron] was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That isa matter which is 
behind the engrossment; and until the order for 
engrossment is reconsidered, a motion to recon- 
sider a vote by which an amendment was adopted 
cannot be reconsidered, 

Mr. BROOKS. Can I enter the motion now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can give no- 
tice of a motion to reconsider, : 

Mr. BROOKS. I give that notice. 


CALL OF STATES FOR BILLS. 


The SPEAKER, as the regular order of busi- 
ness, proceeded to call the States for bills intro- 
duced on leave. 

JANE B. EVANS. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine, introduced a bill for the 
relief of Jane B. Evans; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents. i 

B. F. KENDALL. 

Mr. PERHAM introduced a bill for the relief 
of the estate of B. F. Kendall; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

PENSION LAWS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a 
bill amendatory of the pension laws; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

BOUNTY LAWS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, introduced a 
bill amendatory of the bounty laws; which was 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


PAY OF OFFICERS. 


Mr. STEVENS introduced an act regulating 
the pay of certain officers in the Army of the Uni- 
ted States; which was read a first and second time, 


j andreferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


RELIEF FOR EAST TENNESSEE, 

Mr. PENDLETON presented a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Ohio re- 
questing Congress to make provision for relieving 
the destitute people of East Tennessee; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

BOUNDARY OF IOWA. 


Mr. KASSON introduced a bill to extend the 
western boundary of the State of Iowa to the 
Missouri river; which was read a first and second 
time,and referred to the Committce on Territories, 


c 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A. message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
their Secretary, informed the Elouse that the Sen- 


ate have passed a joint resolution (H. R. No. 65) | 
directing the committee on the conduct of the! 


war to examine into the recent attack on Fort 
Pillow, with an amendment;in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

Also, that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

An act (No. 106) to prohibit certain sales of 
gold and foreign exchange; se 

An act (No. 160) granting land to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads in the State of 
Wisconsin; and 

Anact (No. 181)in reference to donation claims 
in Oregon and Washington, 

The SPEAKER, as the next regular order of 
business, proceeded to call the States and Terri- 
tories for resolutions, 

EVENING SESSIONS, 

Mr. WILSON introduced the following resolu- 
tion, upon which he demanded the previous ques- 
tion: 

Resolved, That after this day, unless otherwise ordered, 
(except Saturdays,) the House will take a recess at thirty 
minutes after four @clock and meet again at seven o'clock 
for the transaction of business; thatduring the day session, 
until otherwise ordered, the House will consider the bill to 
provide internal revenue, &e., aud during the evening ses- 
sion other business will be considered in its order. 

Mr. PENDLETON, I hope the gentleman 
will withdraw the demand for the previous ques- 
tion long enough to allow me to ask a question, 

Mr. WILSON. Iwill hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PENDLETON. [ask the Chair whether 
under that resolution as it reads, it will be com- 
petent for the ELouse, before half past four o’elock, 
to adjourn over until the next day, if it does not 
desire an evening session, or must the whole or- 
der be revoked in order to do so? 

The SPEAKER. Ht would be in order. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I ask further, whether 
the regular order of business in the evening will 
proceed as it does in the morning, commencing 
with the morning hourat seven o'clock? Iwould 
like to have it amended in that way if it will suit 
the gentleman, provided that be not.the meaning 
of it now. 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the resolu- 
tion will be to make the tax bill the special order 
during the entire day session, and then the reg- 
ular order of business will commence in the even- 
ing just the same as if the Journal had been read 
at seven o’clock. 

Mr. PENDLETON. That is what I desire 


to accomplish. 


The SPEAKER, That is the intention and | 


scope of the resolution. 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the resolution was adopted, there being, on divis- 
ion—ayes 88, noes 32. 

So the resolution was adopted, 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FINANCES AND TAXATION. 


Mr. ARNOLD offered the following resolutions, 
and moved the previous question on their adop- 
tion: 


Resolved, That in the present condition of the country 
and its finance: 
raise the taxe as largely to increase the revennke of the 
Government. For that purpose a much higher rate of duty 
shouid be imposed on all luxuries imported from abroad, 
and a Higher rate of tuxation should be imposed upon all 
luxuries produced in the United States, 

Resolved, That the expansion of the bank circulation of 
the country, producing general and ruinous speculation, 
should be repressed by taxing the issuesof ihe State banks. 


Mr. CRAVENS demanded tellers on second- ; 


ing the previous question, 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cravens 


and ARNoLp were appointed. 


‘The House divided, and the tellers reported— | 


ayes 52, noes 48. 


So the previous question was seconded, and the | 


main question ordered, 


Mr. BROOKS called fora division of the res- Í 


olutions, 


3, itis the imperative duty of Congress 40 | 


i 


The question was first taken on the first reso- 


lution, and it was adopted. - : 
The question recurred on the second resolution. 


Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. -Is itin or-/| 


der to move to amend the resolution by adding 
the words and national banks?” : 

The SPEAKER. It is not, the resolution be- 
ing under the previous question. 

Mr. BROOKS called for the yeas and nays on 
the second resolution, : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; $ 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeus 62, nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ar- 
nold, Ashley, Baily, John D. Baidwin, Baxter, Beaman, 
Blaine, Francis P. Biair, Jacob B. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, 
Broomali, Ambrose W., Clark, Cole, Creswell, Henry Win- 
ter Davis, Donnelly, Eckicy, Parnsworth, Prank, Grinnell, 
Higby, Hooper, Asahel W. Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Long- 
year, McBride, McClurg, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Mor- 
ris, Amos Myers, Charles O'Neill, Orth, Patterson, Per- 
ham, Price, William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, John 
H. Rice, Shannon, Sloan, Smith, ‘Thayer, Thomas, Tracy, 
Upson, Elihu B. Washburne, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, 
Windom, and Woodbridge—62. 

NAYS—Messrs, James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Au- 
gustus ©. Baldwin, Bliss, Brooks, William G. Brown, Chan- 
ler, Clay, Cravens, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Gan- 
son, Griswold, Harrington, Benjamin G, Harris, Herrick, 
Hutchins, Kernan, King, Law, Lazear, Long, Mallory, 
Marcy, McDoweli, McKinney, Middleton, Nejson, Pendle- 
ton, Pruyn, Samucl J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, Ross, 
Jobn B. Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Sweat, Wheeler, Chilton 
A. White, Joseph W. White, Winfield, Fernando Wood, 
and Ycaman—6. 


So the second resolution was adopted. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. KELLEY stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Leonard Myers, was detained from the Elouse 
by indisposition, 

Mr. ARNOLD moved to reconsider the votes 
by which the resolutions were adopted; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DERANGEMENT OF THE FINANCES. 


Mr. HOLMAN offered the following resolu- 
tion, and moved the previous question on its 
adoption: 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this House the pres- 
ent deranged condition of tue publie finances can only be 
effectually remedicd by reducing the amount of the paper 
currency of the country; and that, as the only effective 
remedy, the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed 
to reporta bill to repeal an act entitled = An aet to provide 
a national currency secured by the pledge ur United States 
Stocks, and to provide for the cireulation and redemption 
thereot,” approved February 25, 1863, and to limit paper 
circulation to legal tender notes issued by the ‘Treasury 
Department by the authority of the United States. 


The question being on seconding the previous 
question, Mr. Horman called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Eloumax 
and ‘THayrr were appointed, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 40, noes 60. 

So the House refused to second the 
question. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts. ‘I rise to 
debate the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. 


over, under the raie. 
ABANDONED REBEL PROPERTY. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE asked unanimous consent to 


previous 


Then the resolution goes 


offer a resolution instructing the Committee an | 


the Judiciary to inquire, and report to the House, 


by what warrant or authority the act entitled an | 


act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
property and for the prevention of frauds in insur- 
rectionary districts within the United States was 
approved on the 12th day of March, 1863, and 
whether said act is in force. x 


Mr. COBB objected, 
INCREASE OF IMPORT DUTIES. 


Mr. STEVENS, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a joint resolution providing that for 
sixty days after its passage, all duties on im- 
ported goods, wares, and merchandise, now pro- 
vided by law, shall be increased by the addition 


and second time, 

‘The SPEAKER. This being a proposition to 
tax ihe people, it must go to the Commitee of 
the Whole ou the state ofthe Union, if there be 
objection. to considering it in the House. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I object. 


| of fifty per cent. thereto; which was read a first | 


‘Mr. STEVENS.: I suppose { cannot moveto 
suspend the rules till. the. morning hour. has éx- 
pirea, : 

The SPEAKER. Wot till the morning hour 
shall have expired, $ 


Mr. STEVENS. 1 withdraw it forthe present, 
COLORADO AND ARIZONA MINERAL LANDS. : 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD submitted the fol-. 
lowing resolution, upon the adoption of which he 
demanded the previous question: Ex 

Whereas the Government of the United States in sues 
ceeding to the sovercignty-of the regions of country. in 
which the mines of Colorado and Arizona are situated be- 
came invested with a complete proptictary title to’ said 
mines; and whereas no act of Congress has been passed 
alienating or providing for the disposal of any part thereof 
or prescribing measures for the use and working of thems 
and whereas individuals and companies are assuming owt- 
ership aud occupation and attempting to work some’ of 
these mines, and are inducing the investment of capitalin 
them by innocent parties: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to take such measures as in his jadgmeut may be 
necessary for the protection of the rights af the Govern- 
ment in the mineral lands and mines of Colorado.and Ari- 
zona, tutil the proper legislation shall be provided by Con- 
gress. A 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put, y 

Mr. STEVENS: | If the gentleman from New 
York would modify the preamble of the resolu- 
tion so as to say, ‘the most part of the lands”? 
instead of “all the lands,” I think it would be 
better. If L understand it the resolution embraces 
all the mineral landsin California. Now, the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, as everybody 
knows, has decided that a portion of those lands 
Velongs; by virtue of previous grants, to individ- 
uals. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I will say to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that there is noth- 
ing about California in the bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. The same question of pri- 
ority of Spanish grants, I believe, applies to many 
of the lands in the Territories. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The resolution 
only applies to such mineral lands as are in the 
possession of the Government, Iwill, however, 
cheerfully accept the suggestion made by the gen- 
| tleman from Pennsylvania if the resolution is lia- 
ble to the construction which he gives it, but | do 
not think it is susceptible of that interpretation. -: 

Mr. SHANNON, I will ask the gentleman 
| from New York why he does notinelude the Ter- 
ritories of Idaho and Nevada as well as those of 
Colorado and Arizona? f 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I think the spec- 
ulations I have referred to apply to the Terri: 
tories of Colorado and Arizona only, Compa- 
nies have been organized in New Fork under 
which innocent parties are induced to invest their 
means under the pretense thatthe lands are owned 
by the companies, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I should like 
to know what action the gentleman proposes the 
President shall take in the matter? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, 
question has been ordered, 
not in order, 

Mr. SHANNON, I hope the gentleman from 
New York who offered this resolution will allow 
it to be referred to the Committee on the ‘Territos 
ries, or to some committee. It involves import- 
ant questions which I think should not be dis- 
posed of here without any debate. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. This is, in my 
judgment, a case which demands immediate ac- 
tion, or else the object of it will be lost. ‘ 

Mr. McINDOE. | move to lay the preamble 

and the resolution on the table. 
i Mr. WASLIBURNE, of Iinois. [would like 
to inquire again what object the gentleman from- 
New York expects to accomplish by the passage 
of this resolution? What can the President do? 
These lands are subject to private entry the same 
as any other public lands. 

Mr. ASHLEY. Not the mineral lands. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the 
| gentleman from New York will have leave to ex- 
! plain his resolution, 

: No objection was made. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD.. The object of the 
elution is to protect some valuable interests 
i which the Government possesses in the mines 
: and mineral lands of Colorado and Arizona. At 
a time like the present, when all the great inter- 
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ests.of the country are in jeopardy in consequence 


ofthe almost entire exhaustion. of. the pesitive,. 


solid property of the nation, I think it is incum- 
bent: upon:Congress and upon the Executive. to 
protect all the property which: the Government 
actually possesses, Bienes : is 

l believe there are interests of the Government 
in these minés and in these mineral lands almost 
enough to pay-the public debt. Now, sir, it isa 
well-known fact that'companies are being organ- 


ized every day in New York for the purpose of’ 


working these-mineéral lands, ..In-fact, a mining 
Board has been created for the purpose of dis- 
posing of this new mining stock. Those compa- 
nies, as I stated, are created for the purpose os- 
tensibly of working these mines belonging to the 
Federal Government, and innocent parties are 
induced to make investments in these speculative 
companies, thus absorbing a large amount of the 
capital of the country, and creating to some ex- 
tent the stringency inthe money market of which 
the Secretary of the Treasury now complains. 
Mr. KASSON. If the gentleman from New 
York. will allow me to ask a single question, I 
desire to know why his resolution does not em- 
brace all the mineral lands of all the Territories 
not covered by grants made prior to the acquisi- 
tion of such territory by the United States? 

_ Twill state, if the gentleman will permit. me, 
that I laid before the Committee of Ways and 
Means recently a communication. respecting a 
late discovery of very valuable coal lands in Wash- 
ington Territory. ‘The coal is of a very superior 
quality, and is attempted to be used for the pur- 
pose of private parties to the exclusion of the in- 
terests of the Government. 

I desire, if the resolution is to pass, to put itin 
a form to make iteffective in other directions; and 
to make it effective I think that it isindispensable 
that itshould go before a committee of the House, 
where a bill can be framed:to cover all the sub- 
jects, and not, as it is now before the House, to 
cover a few subjects which may now be prom- 
inont in the city of New York. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. In reply to the 
fonrieman from Iowa, I will say that there is a 

ill pending before this House, reported on the 
18th of March, (No. 344,) in relation to mines and 
minerals on the public domain. "Phere has been 
no action by the House in reference to that bill 
whatever. In the mean time these large interests 
are being occupied and worked to the disadvant- 
age of the Government, rendering the Govern- 
ment title thereto insecure. Ina letter which I 
received from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, heasks pointedly for some immedi- 
ate legislation on this question. I therefore pre- 
pared this resolution that some immediate action 
may be taken by the President of the United 
States, who is the only competent officer, in the 
absence of any congressional action, to protect 
these minesand mineral lands from encroachment. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, with the per- 
mission of the gentleman from New York I wish 
to say a word or two. I think he is mistaken in 
gaying that the occupation of these mineral Jands 


in any wise affects the title of the Government | 


of the United States. The Government has never 


worked their mineral lands itself, but its citizens | 


have been allowed to go upon them and to work 
them under certain rules and regulations of their 


own making. This has ever been the practice | 


in reference to mineral lands—I mean goid and 
silver Jands—and it cannot affect the title of the 
Government of the United States that citizens arc 
allowed to go upon these lands and work them. 
l can say to the gentleman, on the contrary, that 
this privilege tacitly allowed to the citizens is 
yielding great advantage to the Government by 
having this goldand silver produced and put into 
circulation, By allawing citizens to go upon these 
mineral lands and to work them has produced 
more than five sixths of the present circulation of 
gold. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD rose. 

Mr. BENNET. One word further. The 
gentleman bas referred to companies forming in 
the city of New York. [want to say that the 
companies being formed there by the citizens of 


Colorado Territory are for the purpose of work- | 


ing these mineral jands, They are bona fide com- 
panies, What outsiders are doing, what the cit- 
izens of New York are doing, I cannot say; prob- 
ably these are some humbug companies, for there 


is:such-a-thing as counterfeit coin; but ldo know 


that many of the best citizens of Colorado and’ 


New York are obtaining capital in New York 
city to- produce gold: from those: lands and to. put 
it into-circulation. not only not to the detriment, 
but resulting to the advantage of the Government. 
As to mining- stocks in New York, Ido not see 
but they are as legitimate: as railroad: or other 


stocks, The gentleman talks.of puttiug the oc- 
-cupants off these lands. This cannot: be done. 


The only thing that should. be done is to pass 
some liberal statute to aid the occupant, or else 
let him entirely alone to. Work out his own salva- 
tion. A reasonable tax: would not be objected to 
in. these war times. by the miners, but it should 
be accompanied with statutory protection to the 
miner in his possessions. With the same pro- 
priety the gentleman might propose.to drive the 
settlers off the agricultural public lands. because 
they are producing corn and wheat, as to drive 
off those who are producing gold. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Ihave no doubt. 
that. the citizens are working these mines, the ex- 
clusive property of the Government, and that if 
my resolution be delayed these mines will be ex- 
hausted, so that when they come back into the 
hands of the Government they will be compara- 
tively valueless. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. Permit me 


‘to call the gentleman’s attention to the question 


which I proposed. What is it that he expects 
the President to do? Is he to raise a force and 
go into the mines and drive the miners off? We 
all know that in Colorado, Nevada, and Califor- 
nia the settlers go upon these claims, and hold 
them by virtue of the laws of the Territory. It 
is the law we had in Illinois, as my colleagues will 
bear me.witness, that before the public lands were 
entered a man could go on and make a settlement, 
and hold it against all comers. It is the same 
here. If the President is directed to take posses- 
sion of these lands he will have to do it by mili- 
tary force. He will have to drive the miners off. 

Į will tell the gentleman from New York what 
the result will be. Ihave lived ina mining coun- 
try half of my life, and when I went to the mines 
of Galena they were precisely in the same condi- 
tion as these mines are. ‘They were reserved 
from market, and the Government undertook to 
send an agent out there to collect rents from the 
miners. In 1835 Jeff. Davis was ordered down 
from Prairie du Chien with troops to drive the 
miners away from the lead mines of Dubuque. 


The Government undertook to protect its rights, | 


and after many years of this trouble and bringing 
into the country all sorts of quarrels, the result 
was that the Government found itself seven or 
eight thousand dollars worse off than nothing. 
That will be the condition of things here. As 
the gentleman from California has said, if you 
undertake to do anything of that kind in these 
regions you will have civil war there at once. 

Mr. SHANNON. Will the gentleman from 
New York yield to me a moment? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. {cannot yield to 
any further interruption. 

Mr. SHANNON. [hope the resolution will 
be voted down. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. In reply to the 
gentleman from Illinois who asks me what I pro- 
pose the President shall do, I refer him to the 
language of the resolution itself. The resolution 
says that the President shall proceed in any way 
which his judgment may dictate to protect the in- 
terest of the Government in these mines and min- 
eral lands. I assume that the President is clothed 
with ample power under the laws of Congress to 
protect the property of the country and the-prop- 
erty of the Government, 


ment is resorting to most extraordinary shifts for 
the purpose of replenishing its Treasury, when it 
is adopting a system of unprecedented and oner- 
ous taxation, when its expenditures are ten times 
its legitimate reccipts, when it is straining its 


credit to the utmost extent, when it finds it ne- i 


cessary to deprive the States of the exclusive right 
of regulating their own private affairs through 
their monetary institutions; 1 say, under these cir- 
cumstances, it is incumbent upon Congress and 
the Government to make available its posilive and 


I do not propose that’ 
he shall involve himself in any serious difficulty | 
or civil war in reference to the repossession of | 
these lands; but 1 do say that when the Govern- | 


i 


valuable resources. If a few men in the city of | 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


| New York can absorb a capital of $50,000,000 in 


the creation of mining institutions, why cannot 
the Government throw into the market the right 
of working these mines? ‘Why cannot it siepin 
and say this is Government property, and not the 
property of Wall street speculators and individ- 
uals? And why. cannot it make application of 
their immense values for the purpose of replen- 
ishing its exhausted Treasury? Before resorting 
to these extraordinary modes of taxation, and to 
the extraordinary series of legislative acts pro- 
pored for our consideration, let us replenish the 

reasury from these available. resources, and cut 
down the Government expenditures fifty per cent., 
as in my judgment can be done without any det- 
riment to the public service. i 

Therefore, without any consultation with any 
of my friends on this side of the House, but be- 
ing in possession of a letter from Mr. Edmond, 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
having some knowledge of the transactions of 
Wall street in reference to this question, believ- 
ing that there are thousands of millions of dol- 
lars in these mineral lands which belong to the 
Government, and believing that we should resort 
to every available means of raising a revenue, I 
have offered this resolution that the President of 
the United States may do that which, in hisjudg- 
ment, was. best for the preservation of these 
rights-and: the protection of public property. 

I renew the demand for.the previous question. 

The question being on the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GANSON. I wish to suggest to my cot- 
league that he adopt the suggestion of the gen- 
tileman from Iowa, [Mr. Kasson,] and make the 
resolution apply toall the Territories recognizing 
existing grants by former Governments. 

_Mr. STEVENS. b agree to that modifica- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has now 
expired, and the House resumes the consideration 
of the national currency bill. 


UNMUSTERED SOLDIERS. 


_ Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia, asked unan- 
imous consent to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of paying officers, 
and soldiers who have been in the actual service. of the 
United States without being mustered into service; and that 
they have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. HOOPER. I object. 
ý NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


The House resumed the consideration ofan act 
(H. R. No. 395) to provide a national currency se- 
cured by a pledge of United States bands:and to 
provide for the circulation and redemption thereof; 
and the bili being engrossed, was, by order of the 
House, read the third time. 

Mr. HOOPER moved the previous. question on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. I wish to move to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read the third time. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Isit debata- 
ble? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable, as the 
House is acting under the previous question, 

Mr. BROOKS. Have I not the right to give 
the reasons why Í think the vote should be re- 
considered? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will answer, in 
the language of the Digest, on page 154: 

“ Where a vote tnken under We operation of the pre- 
vious question isreconsidered, the question is then divested 
of the previous question, and is open to debate and amend- 
ment’? 

It is not, therefore, open to debate until the vote 


| ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third 


time is reconsidered, 

Mr. BROOKS. Has not the bill been ordered 
to be engrossed and read the third time? 

The SPEAKER. It has been. 

Mr. BROOKS. Is not that a final action on 


the previous question, and has not the previous 


question exhausted itself? | 
The SPEAKER, The language of the Digest 
is: * The fact of a question having been decided 
under the operation of the previous question 
does not prevent debate on a motion to reconsider 
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if the original question was otherwise debatable.” 
But the pendency of the previous question on the 
passage of the bill arrests debate. 
Mr. BROOKS. But before the previous ques- 
tion is scconded, a motion to reconsider is cer- 
‘tainly in order. That is a privileged question; 
and Í do not want to be deprived of that privi- 
lege. 
Phe SPEAKER. Certainly not; the Chair has 
entertained the-motion. 
Mr. BROOKS. The rule says that the fact of 
a question having been decided under the opera- 
tion of the previous question does not prevent 
debate on the motion to reconsider if the criginal 
question was otherwise debatable. The original 
question here is certainly debatable after the pre- 
vious question is exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The pendency of the pre- 
vious question on the passage of the bill, moved 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, prevents 
debate. 

Mr. BROOKS. But the previous question has 
aot been seconded. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BROOKS. 


decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided in 
accordance with the unbroken usage of the House, 
and with the opinion of a gentleman of great par- 
liamentary ¢xperience. 

Mr, BROOKS. The Speaker must be con- 
scious that if- this be established as a precedent 
it will be utterly impossible hereafter ever at this 
stage ofa bill to move a reconsideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has entertained 


the motion to reconsider; itis only the question of | 


its being debatable that the Chair decides against 
a gentleman from New York. 
r. BROOKS. [contend that under the rule 
I lave a right to debate the motion to reconsider. 
Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachuseus. Is itin 
order to move to lay the motion to reconsider on 
the table? 
TheSPEAKER. Notwhile the gentleman from 
New York ison the floor, ‘The Chair decides 


to make the motion to reconsider and to havea vote 


of the House upon it, butthat no debate can take | 


place on it, in consequence of the motion pending 
for the previous question, The Chair calls atten- 
tion to page 136 of the Manual, which states that— 

“Trisin order, pending the demand for the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of a bill, to move a recois tion of 
Lent, but such motion iot de- 
ce which has prevailed for many 


ag 
the vote on its engr 


TA 


Datable under the pr 
years.” 


Mr. BROOKS. Then I ask the distinguished 


gentleman from Massachusetts to withdraw the | 
demand for the previous question to cnable me to | 
p i 


make a single remark. 

Mr. HOOPER. I cannot withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr BROOKS. Well, sir, [ shall not forget 
thediscourtesy hereafter. F demand the yeas and 
nays on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire. 1 move 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. BROOKS. I call for the yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken3 anu it was deeidedi in 
the afirmative 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, ATaes, Anderson, Arnold, 
Ashley, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob 
B. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Wiliam G. Brown, 
Ambrose W. Ci ark, Freeman Ciarke, Cobb, Cole, Cres- 
well, Daw Deming, Driggs , Eckley, Farnsworth, Fen - 
ton, ? Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Higby, Hooper, 
Asubel W, Hubbard, Jobn H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, 
Kasson, Kesiey, Francis W. Kellogg, *O: dando Kellog 
Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, Mefndo 
Samuel ©. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos 
Myers, Norton, Chartes ONeill, Orth, Patterson, Perham, 
Price; William H. Randali, Alexander H. Ricc, Jobn H. 
Rice, *udward it. Rollins, Sh mon, Sloan, Smi th, Stevens, 
Thayer, Upson, Elinu B. W ashbume, William B. Wash- 
burn, Webster, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Wiudom, and 
-Woodbridge—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Au- 
gustus C. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Bliss, Brooks, Chan- 
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Its pendency arrests debate. | 
I have so much respect for the | 
Chair that I am disinclined’ to appeal from its.: 


| man, HotebKiss, Hutehin: 


| anh Ashley, Jobu Ð. Baldwin, 
| Jacob B. Blair, BoutweH, Broom 


i| for the previous question. 
that the gentleman from New York had the right | 


| H. 


have oled against the bill, and My. Sonani k, 16 
the affirmative. 

Mr. PRICE stated that Mr: Suikers adhe 
tained from the House in consequerice of sick- 
ness. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, stated that hé 
was absent from the House on important busis 
ness, and ‘came in just after his name was called. 
He should have voted for the bill if he had been 
tin in time. 


Mr. HOLMAN stated that Mr. EpoertoN was 


Jer, Clay, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, 
Binek, Ganson, Grider, Griswold, llati, [arding, Barring. 
ton, Benjamin G. Har Charles M. “Harris, Hetrick, Hol- 
Wiliam Jobnson, Kernan, King, 
Knapp, Lazear, Long, Malory, Marey, Mc Allister, Mce- 
Dowell, MeKinney, Middleton, William H. Miller, James 
R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Odell, Pendleton, Pome- 
roy, Pruyn, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, Rogers, 
Ross, Scott, Jobn B: Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Srnart, Sweat, 
Thomas, Van Ve ulicenburai, W hee ier, Chilton A. White, 
Joseph W. White, Winfield, Fernando Wood) and Yea- 
man—66. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 


table. still absent in consequence of sickness. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I moveto lay the billon the The vote was announced as above recorded. 
table, j 4 Mr. HOOPER moved to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. : 


INCREASED DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. STEVENS. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to submit the following: rego- 
lution: t 


Resolved, That fror and after the passage of this resolit- 
tion, until the Ist day of July, 1854, all. the duties, and ing- 
ports upon imported goods, wares, and merchandise, NOP 
provided by Jaw, be increased by the addition’ of fifty pe 
cent. thereto, and upon all gonds, wares and merchandise 
uow free or exempt from duty, there shall be levied mä 
colleersd a duly of ten per cent, ad valorem. 


Upon the motion 57 votedsn the affirmative and 
66 in the negative. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; 

The question was taken; and it Was decided in 
the negative—yeas 57, nays 76; as follows: 

YRAS. ag Mental James ©. Alten, Wiiliam J. Allen, 
Augustus ©. Baldwin, Francis P. Blair, Biiss, Brooks, 
Chanler, Cla ta Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Bidridge, 
Finek, Ganson, Grider, Griswold, fall, H: uding, Harring- 
ton, Benjamin G. Harr “Charles M. Harris. Herrick, Hol- 
man, Wiliam Johnsen, Kernan, King, Knapp, baw, La- 
zear, Long, Mallory, 
dieton, James R. 


rey, MeDowell, Meitinney, Mid- 
c 


Rwrison, Nelon, Noble, 


Rogers, Ro | à 
Wheeler, Chilton A. Mr. J. C. ALLEN. T object. 
Eer pando Wood, and Ye ami u Mr. STEVENS. l move that the rules be gus- 


AYS—Mewrs. Al 


Ve Mison, Ames, Anderson, Ar- 
Baxier, Beaman, Bitine, 

iliam G, Brown, 
Cul a Cres- 


pended d vr the purpose } have indicated., a: 
Mr. PENDLETON. Does the gentleman pro- 

pose to refer the resolution to the Committee of 

the Whole on the state of the Union for discus- 


Ambrose W. Clark, Preet 


well, Dawes, Deming, Douneliv, Driggs, 
worth, Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, sion? 
Hooper, Hotebki el W. Hubbard, Solin H: abe My. J ALLEN. Jf he does [ will with- 


; 
Jeuckes, Julian, Ke Franeis W. Kellogg, Or- 


lando Kellogg, Loan, Longycur, Marvin, MeBride, Me- draw me PTT 


Clurg, Meludoc, Sane) 1. Miller, Meorhead, Morrill, Mr. STEVENS made no response. , 
| Danici Morris, Ainus Myer in, Charles O'Neill, Orth, The House divided; and there were-ayes 81, 
Pattemony Perham, Pr um TL Randall, Jobn H. || poes 43; two thirds not voting in the affirmative. 


Rice, Edward H. Rollin 
Thomas, Upson, Van V 
Witia B. Washbhoru, Ve 
Windom, aud Woodbri 


Mr. $ STE VENS demanded the yeas and naya. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The gestion was taken; and it was decided i in 
the negativc—yeas 80, nays 45; as follows: 
AS—~Mesars, Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Joha D. Baldwin, B axter, Beaman, Blaine, Francis 
Jacob B. Blair, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Wit- 
3rown, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cale, Creswelt, 
Henry Winter Davis, Deming, Donnelly, Driggs, Fenton, 
Frank, Gariicid, Gooen, Griunoli, Hig > Hooper, Hotch- 
kiss, Asabel W. Hubbard, John i. Hubbard, Kasson, Kel- 
ley, "Prancis W. Kellogg, Orlando. Kellogg, Loan, Long- 
year, Marvin, McAllister, MeBride, Metlorg, MeIndog, 
Samuel F. Miiller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos 
Myers, Noble, Norton, Odell, Charles ONeill, Orin, Pat- 
terson, Perham, Pomeroy, Price, William. A. Randall, Alex- 
ander HH. Rice, Jon i. Rice, Edward H. Koltias, „Shannon, 
Stoan, Smith, Jobu B, Steate Stevens, Thayer, Tracy, 
E Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Elihu B. Waslibarne, William 
B. Washburn, Webster, Willians, Wilder, Wilson, Win- 
dom, Woodini pand Yeaman—80. 

NAYS ~ M James C. Ailen, William J. Allen, 

rooks, Chanter, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Bid- 
ridge, Finck, Grider, fall, Harding, Benjamin G. Harris, 
Charles M. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Huiebins, William 
Johnson, Lazear, Long, Mallory, Marey A McDowell, Mo- 
Kinney, Middleton, James R. Morris, “Morrison, Nelson, 
Noble, Pendleton, Pruyn, Radford, Robinson, Rogers, Jamës 
S Rollins, Ross, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Sweat , Thomas, 
Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, and Fernando Wood 
—45. 

So the rules were notsuspended, two thirds not 
voting in favor thereof, 


TAX BILL 


Mr. MORRILL. J ask unanimous consent of 
i the House that the tax ae be made a special OF- 
i der in the day session in the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union for to-morrow 
and from day to day until disposed of. 

There was no objection, and it Was so ordered. 


MONTANA, 


Mr, WALLACE, of Idaho. F move that the 
Elouse proceed tothe business upon the Speaker’s 
table, to take up House bill No. 15, to provide a 
temporary government for the Ter ‘itory.of Mon- 
{: tana, and that the House further insist upon its 
i disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
and ‘ask for a further free conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes between the two Houses. 

“The SPEAKER. "Phe House hag already ap- 
| pointed a Gominittee of: coifercnee, with inbuiid- 


son, 
So the bill was not laid on the table. 
The question recurred on seconding the demand 


Mr. BROOKS cailed for tellers 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Brooxsand 
Hooper were appointed. . 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 73, noes 48. 
So the previous question was seconded, 
a ae main ree was ordered to be put. 
. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays 
on ae passage of the bill. 
The yeas and nays re orde 
The question was en; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 78, nays 63; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs, Alte y, Allison, Ames, Anderson, A mold, 
Ashivy, Jobn D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beatin, Blaine, Jacob B 
Blair, , Boyd, Broomall, William G. Brown, Am- 
Cobb, Cot eswell, 
Dawes, Den ne, Lounelly, Drige Sy Eckley, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Frank,  Gartiet Gooch, Grinnell, Digby, looper, 
A bhara Jobn fi. Tabbard,Je nekes, 
W. Kelloge, Oriaudo Kel- 
TeBride, MeClarg, Mein- 


liam G. 


3. 


Julian, t 
togy, L ; Longye rvin, 
doe, Samuel E. MiHern Moorhead, Morrili, Danici Morris, 
Amos Myers, Norton, Charles Oo Neill, Orth, Patterson, 
Perham, Price, William H. Randall, John H. Ri 2, Edward 
Rollins, Shannon, Sloan, Snil 5 ‘Thayer, 
"Tracy, Upson Van Vaikerbur shburne, 
William B. WwW ash barns We IHS, w ider, Wil- 
son, Windom 
NAYS —™M 
Augus 
Hay, Craveus, Dawson, Denison, Eden Didvide 
i Ariswolty Hail, Harding, Haring- 
s Charles M. Harris, Herrick, Hol 
mw Johnson Kernan, King, Knapp, 
H Mc Dowel sce 


Middleton, William U, Miter 
son, Nob le, Odet, 1 
Randali, Robinson, R 


rison, 


Samus Seoit, Join B 


eeler, Chiiton 


re bill was passed. 
Before the vote was announced, 
Mr. ELDRIDGE stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Brown, bad paired, wan Mr. Scuencx for ten 
days. it they had been here Mr. Brown would | 


g CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


` aay = jA ; l * . . 
. tiong, to which the Senate has returned the fol- || further consideration of the petition of James 
lowing message: | Weish, asking for a pension for wounds received 
1 
i 
i 


a 


ap iiare En aa aE Sannan a 


- April 18, 


Ear i i ee 
lic lands; and it does seem to me’ that this is no 
time to engage in land grants of this kind. itis 


in Senate, -2pril 15, 1564. while in the Army of the United States; and the || taking away about one twentieth of the public 
same was laid on the table. lands now belonging to the United States, and 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. | granting them te thiscompany. Unless the gen- 


pees | tleman from Pennsylvania desires to speak to the 
Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia. I ask leave | h y peax tothe 


>A : bill L wish to make a motion, which will test the 
i oii for Mr. Wuatey for ten days from || views of the House in relation to its merits, I 
æ y. . 


The motion was agreed to. | Wa objection bei del fab propose to move to lay the bill upon the table. 
Mr. WALLACE, of Idaho. I move that the ented Die made, leave of absence Was |, Mir. HOLMAN. {wish to suggest an amend- 
Tous eransi ha dige opens pte ACR : ment to the bill, ifan opportunity be given me. 
FSi Oe a ee ee | Mr. HUBBARD, of Jowa. Lask leave of ab- Mr, STEVENS, I Yield to re eorileman for 
oer Sa S ASE E A her |! sonce for Mr. Dumont for two weeks from to- io : 
free ‘conference on the disagreeing votes between |j das that purpose. 
ie: OP ay. 
the two Houses, and on that motion I demand id ead ge : . Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend tbe elev- 
the previous question. a Snes made, leave of absence was enth section by striking out the words “ restrict- 
Mr. PENDLETON. Iask to have entered a || > of Sy- ing the charges for such Government transporta- 
moion to adhera: | GRADE OF NAVY OFFICERS. tion,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words, 
; $ 6 g i $ $ a b Š 
Mr. WALLACE, of Idaho. That would kill Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. With the con- nay A cle ey the u oops peep ore en 
the bill, ay, g sent of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Í ask i ihal T oe Ke si near. l Rony cege 
The previous question was seconded, and the || jeave of the Elouse to take from the Speaker’s a e ce ae h eens ot pi alic lands for 
mat question ordered, || table a bill returned from the Sevate for the pur- or mra purpen. RI QrOTE gG S have contained 
> Mr. PENDLETON demanded the yeas and || pose of concurring in a Senate amendment. | the provision which L propose to have inserted in 
ý : ar l; beste S. this bill. This bill makes a very large grant of 
nays ou the mouon lo Insist, No ohjection being made, an act (H. R. No. |] blie domain for th Abe ae 8 g s 
9 P ar A an eder, & E l a 2 arte A 
Phe yeas and nays were ordered. |. || 303) to amend anact entitled “An act to establish eai p ee as One Ce UAL ee 
Tie question was taken; and it was decided in |) and equalize the grade of line officers of the Uni- aie 9 private ites Gees to me that 
the ufiimiative--ycas 69, nays 55; as follows: ted States Navy,” approved July 16, 1862, was Fi E N i See ee e A 
YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Ames, Anderson, Ashiey, Bally, || taken from the Speaker’s table for consideration || Mat receive +e nuses from the Government 
John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. Blair, || of the Senate amendment thereto to transport its troops and property free of charge 
Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, Wiliiam G. Brown, Awibrose Seas j y A should be incorporated in this bill. The section 
iake TN, las y Winter Davis awiu The Senate amendment was to amend section | A Pà ; 
W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, Remy Water Davis, Donnelly, ne BAART which I propose to amend confers certain powers 
four by striking out all after the word §‘list,’? ja R : tess p 
line nine, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate deciine to agree to the fur- 
therconfereuce asked by the House of Representatives on $ 
thedisngreeing votes of the two Houses on biil of the House |! 
No. 15, to provide a temporary government for the ‘Ter- i 
ritery of Montana, upon the terms proposed by the reso- || 
H 
} 
| 


lution of the House. 


lag, Eckley, Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell 
Brige, keken Pomona E ty linbbard, Jol amana on Congress to regulate the charges of transpor- 
Jenckes, Kasson, Francis W. Ketloge, Orlando Kellogg, tation. That certainly isright, so far as the trans- 
Don Longyears Maryi Mebi Me Ginea, San F: portation of the mails is concerned, But in re- 
Wer, Moorhead, Moreh, Danlel Morris, 10% Myers, | Gari f Statt ‘ $ ieg 
Hort, Onantes Gei, On Faery Parlin, itos S a aret on of 
Jolm H Bice, Edward H. Rotting. Shanon, Sloan, smith, country, the Governmentshould have such traus- 
Thayer, Upson, Yau Vaikeuburgi, Blihu B, Wasbburue, portation free of charge. 
ute iumes, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Wood- I believe, Mr. Speaker, that thig is the largest 
NAYS grant of public lands ever proposed to be made, 
and will absorb a very large proportion of the 
remainder of the national domain. ft will oper- 
ate, to that extent, in defeating the operation of 
the homestead luw. It seems to me that when 
we are thus giving away our public lands and 
exhausting our resources, we should at least se- 
cure one benefit from it to the nation at large — 
that of free transportation of the troops and sup- 
plies of the Government. We have imposed the 
sume burden on other corporations, and I see no 
reason why we should not do so in this case. 
Mr. STEVENS. In answer to the gentleman 
| from Indiana | will say that in our grants to the 
| Union Pacific railroad we gave it $16,000 a mile 


And if the disqualification of any officer so retired oc- 
curred in the line of his duty, or in consequence of his 
honorable fulfillment ofthe term ofactive service prescribed 
by law, he shall be placed upon’ the retired list one grade 
higher than that trom whieh he was retired. 


The amendment was concurred in, 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, moved to recon- | 
sider the vote by which the amendment was agreed | 
to; and also moved to lay the motion to recone | 
sider on the table. | 

t 
| 
i 


Messrs. James C. Alen, William J. Allen, Au- 
Mair, Clay. Cravens, Daw- 
sou, Devon, Eden, Eldridge, Minek, Ganson, Grider, 
GHawold, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, } 
Herrick, Holman, William Johnson, Kernan, Kmapp, Law, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PRESQUE ISLE. 

By unanimous consent, the act (H. R. No. | 
287) to change the name of the district and port | 
of Presque fslo to the district and port of Erie, | 
| was taken from the Speaker’s table and the Sen- ; 
late amendment thereto, which was to add after 
Pe rie? the words State of Pennsylvania,” | 
was agreed to. | 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


mau. 


So the modon was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. WEBSTER 
ri STER, 
Horman, and Marvin os the managers of said 
conference on the part of the House. 


Mr, WALLACE, of Idaho, moved to recon- 


sider the vote just taken; and also moved that | 


the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table, 
She latter motion was agreed to, 
Mr. MALLORY. 


sty uctlous: 


I move the following in- 


Resolved, That the committee of conference on the part 
of the House be instructed to agree to no report that docs 
not restrict the elective franchise iu the Territory of Mon- 


tana to (ree white male citizens, or those who bave de- | 


chared their bateation to become such, 
The SPEAKER. 
bill has passed from the House. 
CHARLES B. SUIRLEY. 
Mr. A.W. CLARK. [ask that, by unani- 


mous consent, the resolution which was passed 
yesterday on the recommendation of the Com- 


mittee of Accounts for the benefit of Charles B. | 


Shirley, be amended by the substitution of the 
word ‘June’? for t May," soas to make the res- 
olution conform to faris. 

No objection being made, the resolution was 80 
amended. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
of business, 

PETER ANDERSON. 

Mr. CRESWELL. [ask the gentleman to 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr, STEVENS. Ilwillgive way for that pur- 


JOSE 


Mr. CRESWELL, by unanimous consent, re- 1 Bey re en ilcetivel 
a Pd : r Hay sp were t ‘f 
ported from the Committee on Invalid Pensions || WESS WAE adopted collectively. 


a billforthe relief of Peter Anderson; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, and ordered to be 
printed, 
JAMES WELSU. 
On, motion of Mr. CRES WELL, the Commit- 
tee th invalid Pensions were discharged from the 


{hat is not in order, as the | 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
their Secretary, informed the House that the Senate 
have passed the following bills; in which the con- 
currecce of the House was requested: 

An act (No, 129) to amend an actentitled An 
act to authorize the corporation of Georgetown, 


Fin the District of Columbia, to lay and collect a 


water tax, and for other purposes,” approved May 
21, 1862; . 
An act (No. 172) concerning the disposition of 


| eouviets in the courts of the United States, for 
rsons confined in jails charged | 


the subsistence of} 


with violating the laws of the United States, and 
for diminishing the expenses in relation thereto; 


i and 


An act (No. 217) for the relief of Warren W. | 


Green. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the regular order of business, being a bill 
(H. R. No. 5) granting public lands to the Peo- 
ple’s Pacific Railroad Company, to aid in the con- 


i struction of a railroad and telegraph line to the 
1 demand the regular order 


Pacific coast by the northern route. 
The bill was read in extenso. 
Mr. STEVENS. 


The amendments recommended by the com- 


Mr. STEVENS. 1 do not Know that I desire 


to say “anything upon this bill unless there should 


be some objection toit. I hope there will be none. 

Mr. WILSON. 
any particular ones. I do object to the passage 
of this bill, for it proposes to grant to this com- 
pany over forty-six million acres of the pub- 


l notice that the Clerk, in i 

į reading the bill, read, as part of it, the amend- 
A ; aig : | ments recommeuded by the select committee. Íj 
ive way fora moment und f ean make a report i s 7 ` . 

£ : make a report |} Yill move to amend the bill by adopting all the 

l amendments recommended by the committee, if | 

i there is no objection. 


Į think the reading of the bill | 
itself raises objections enough, without urging į 


| jn bonds, $48,000 across the mountains, and ten 
sections of land per mile; and there the United 
States Government was to pay for all transporta- 
tion the same as other individuals. The commit- 
tee has refused in this bill to grant the company 
any subsidies except in public lands in that un- 
| broken wilderness. As to these lands, the com- 
mittee was willing to give to the company almost 
any amount that it thought it could make use of, 
because the Government has already devoted the 
i land, not for sale, but for homesteads of such in- 
dividuals as choose to settle on it. The commit- 
| tee supposed that the true way to provide for 
i homesteads there was to have a railroad con- 
Í structed; and hence it proposes to give this in- 
creased quantity of the public lands, while it re- 
| fuses to report any subsidy. I submit to the 
| gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] whether 
| he believes that the value of the lands here given 
approaches at all near the amount of subsidies 
granted to the other company. : 

Mr. WILSON. I understand that the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company proposes to have the 
erant of bonds changed, so that the campany shall 
issue the bonds and let the United States guaranty 
the interest on them for a number of years; so 
that the interest will not be more than the United 
States would have to pay under the present ar- 
rangement, and would be entirely relieved of re- 
sponsibility for the capital. 

Mr, STEVENS. ‘The Union Pacific Railroad 
Company asks Congress to increase, the subsidies 
from $16,000 to $24,000 a mile, and from $48,000 


i to $96,000 a mile. 


Mr. WILSON. [ask the gentleman whether 
will not be to a larger amount than is proposed in 
the original bill? 


Mr. STEVENS. There have been some sug- 


i 

| 

t 

f 

i 

i : À 
Í the bonds which the company propose to Issue 
i 

t 

i 

i 

i 


i gestions of that kind, but not in the shape of a 


proposition. 


1864. 


Mr. WILSON. I understand the company is 
willing to accept a guarantee of interest on the 
bonds. : 

Mr. STEVENS. But if so, it will be by guar- 
antying.the interest on a much larger amount. , 

Mr. WILSON. But, after all, the aggregate 
amount of interest to be guarantied by the Gov- 
ernment on the increased amount of bonds will 
be less than the amount for which the Govern- 
ment would be responsible under the original act. 

Mr. STEVENS. Itmay beso. Iam notdis- 
cussing the subject of the Union Pacific railroad 
now. [ amin favor of it. Indeed, lamin favor 
ofallthese roads; and I hardly expected that when 
a company asks a grant of lands that are now 
worthless, there should beany objectionatall to it. 

Mr. SLOAN. lam certainly in favor of the 
purpose of this bill; that is, the construction of a 
northern Pacific railroad. We believe that the 
shortest route for reaching the Pacific is by the 
northern route, and if E had any assurance that 
the grant which is proposed to be made by this 
bill would result in the construction of that road 
T would certainly be very earnestly and zealously 
in favor of the bill. 

But, sir, Í see by the bill that the grant of the 
public lands which it is proposed to make, and 
which itis estimated will reach not less than forty- 
six million acres of land, is to be given to a cor- 
poration chartered by the State of Maine, a State 
certainly the furthest removed of any State in the 
Union from the scene of the operations of the 
proposed project. 

l know nothing in reference to the company 
which is named in the bill, nothing in relation to 
its facilities or ability to accomplish this great 
work which the special committee having this mat- 
ter in charge have proposed to commit to it. If] 

were satisfied that it is composed of such men as 
will insure the execution of the work, they would 
not have a more earnest supporter upon this floor 
than myself. Butit must be recollected that this 
is an enormous grant of land to be donated to a 
single company, and thatif they should fail todo 
anythivg under it, they may stand-in the way of 
the organization of any other company for the 
completion of this important national work. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman will observe 
that this company have but six months in which 
to clect whether they will comply with the con- 
ditions of the grant. | 

Mr. SLOAN. I confess that I have not had 
an opportunity of examining the details of the 
bill so as to understand all the guards which the 
committee have thrown around the grant. But, 
sir, I desire to say that without understanding 
what the precedents have been in this respect, it 
docs seem to me that in a work of such national 
importance as the construction of a railroad be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific States, a corpora- 
tion should be organized under this bill by the 
Congress of the United States, and placed within 
auch limits and under such liabilities as may be 
deemed proper, instead of leaving it toa company 
organized in one of the States. 

Mr. STEVENS. T will suggest to the gentle- 
man that perhaps an answer to his inquiries may 
be found in the remarks of my colleague on the 
committee, (Mr. Sweat,] who, I understand, de- 
siros to address the House upon the subject of 
this bill. I hope, therefore, the gentleman will 
allow the gentleman from Maine to go on and 
submit his remarks in explanation of the bill, 

Mr. SLOAN. Lwillgive way for that purpose. 

‘Mr. SWEAT. “I hope to live long enough, 
without looking forward to a very long life, to see 
mining and agricultural communities growing up 
in that interior, which shall constitute an element 
of peace and concord among the States of this 
Union,” were words spoken on this floor in May, 
1860, upon the very question now under consid- 
eration, by a gentleman whose labors in behalf of 
the project of developing that vastextent of terri- 
tory between the Mississippi river and the Pacific 
ocean entitle him to the high consideration and 
gratitaudd of the American people. He did live 
lore enough to see the initiation of a part of his 
plan in the charter granted for the Union Pacific 


or Central road, and had he lived till this time he | 


would have rejoiced still more in this other fact 
now before us of the unanimous report of your 
committee in aid of his favorite northern route, 
and which, I trust, is to receive the friendly sup- 
port of this Congress. His mind, remarkable for 
its quickness and vigor of action, comprehended 


providing for the military defense of the grext 
Northwestof this Republic;and to the accomplish- 
mentof his purpose of investigating the facts upon 
which his theory was founded, and thereby di- 
recting the attention and securing the interest of 
our people upon it, he commenced his labors in 
1853, the results of which are published to the 
country and are now recoghized as among the most 
valuable ever accomplished by any of our public 
men. His worth and ability asa scientific man, 
asa sound thinker and clear reasoner, as a fear- 
j less and patient explorer, were only equaled by 
his patriotic devotion to the cause of the Union, 
and by the zeal and ardor with which he hastened 
to its defense, and by the signal service which he 
rendered to it as an accomplished, skillful, brave, 
and successful military commander, placing him 
in my judgment as scarcely second to any that 
this war has called into action. [need not say 
that I refer to General Isaac 1. Stevens, late of 
Washington Territory, who fell on the field of 
battle at Chantilly, September 1, 1862, and [ trust 
I need not apologize to this House for this pass- 
ing tribute to one who served the cause of progress 
and his country so fuithfully and so well. 

| Mr. Speaker, the question of railroads to the 
| Pacific is no longer a chimera. It has been an- 
swered. They are not only practicable but they 
| are indispensable as the means of developing and 
| protecting that portion of our country destined at 
‘no distant day to equal if not transcend in im- 
portance any other equal extent of our domain. 
Thanks to such men as Lewis, and Clark, and 
Whitney in earlier days, and Stevens, Mullan, 
McLellan, Lander, Fiske, and others, more re- 
cently, public interest is now centered upon this 
grand movement, scarcely second in importance 
to the reéstablishment of peace within our bor- 
ders, for without the development of this portion 
of our country no peace can be permanently as- 
i sured and maintained. ‘The political elements 
| which heretofore have obtruded themselves in the 
| considerations of this question are happily at rest, 
and there is nothing now to prevent the exercise 
of the fullest, wisest, and most national views 
uponit. The doctrine of the supposed necessity 
of keeping up an accurate equilibrium between 
the slave and free States is no longer cause of 
excited discussions and opposition to the improve- 
i ment of important sections of our country; and 
that other idea of plating the sea-coast interests in 
antagonism to the interior Slales is also abandoned 
as having no foundation stronger than personal 
or sectional prejudices. 

This bill authorizes the construction of a road 
the termini of which shall be at some point on 
Lake Superior at the westerly side thercof, in the 
State of Wisconsin or Minnesota, and some point 
on Puget sound. For very obvious reasons it 
was determined by your committee not to specify 
in the bill the precise starting point on Lake Su- 
perior, or the place of termination on Puget 
sound, To fix these irrevocably by the action 
| of Congress would place it in the power of spee 
ulators to purchase all the land adjacent, and, by 
an exorbitant price for them, subject the corpo- 
i ration to unjust and heavy burdens in the com- 
| mencement of their undertaking. Good policy 
| and the interests of the country suggest the pro- 
priety of leaving the exact termini of the road- 
undefined by the bill, and to be hereafter selected 
| bythe corporation. ‘The localities through which 
| the road will pass in crossing the State of Min- 
i| nesota and the Territories of Dakota, Idaho, 


1 


| determination after accurate surveys. Whether 
| the route of Stevens or Mullan, or perhaps a, 
more southerly one, will be adopted, remains to 
be decided. 

The only limitation fixed in this bill is that the 
road shall not run further south than the forty- 
fourth and a half degree of latitude; and Í may 
here say thatthis limitation was mentioned in order 
| to meet the fears entertained by some of the com- 
mittee that if this road should run further south 
|] it might conflict with the interests of the Central 
i| (Union Pacific) road. Sach a fear is entirely 
|| unfounded. {tis not possible that the Northern 
li can injuriously interfere with the Central. The 


| 
j 


i 
Hi 


|| Oregon, and Washisgton, are also left for future | 


{ 
i 


i 
j 
{ 
i 


I 


large extent of territory: necessarily between t 
averaging five orsixibusdred miles; would. 
preclude this possibility... Oue mightds: 
tend upon a. similar reason that-there a 
but one road leading northeasterly between 
Louis and New York. And in addition to th 
Tam able to say, from conversation’ with these: 
most lurgely interested inthe Centralroad, that. 
so far from cousidering this road as prejudicial 10 
theirs, it would be am aid, and: they expressed 

their earnest wishes for its success. è tse 

You will perceive on.examinihg the bill thatit 
is drawn carefully with reference to insuring the 
early commencement of the road. The fact that 
no money is asked by its friends of the-Govern- 
ment may raise doubt in the minds of some, who 
-comprehend the magnitude of the undertaking, 
whether it will not prove a mere idle and useless 
experiment. Itis.notso considered by those. who 
are moving in ity. ‘They believe that there are ad- 
vantages for building this road, and inducements 
for investing money in it by subscribing fowits 
stock, which. no other route to the. Pacific: cah 
possibly command. While they ask nota dol» 
lar of Government bonds or money, and by the 
bill are precluded from taking any of the mineral 
lands crossed by the road, and ate also prevented 
from ever issuing any mortgage or construction 
bonds without the consent of Congress, they are | 
content with the grant of lands provided by: this 
act, aud believe that with this as a foundation, 
and with the assurance that no incumbrance can 
be placed on it by the company, stock will be sub- 
seribed for and the work assured. 

In relation to section thirteen ofthe bill, whieh 
provides that the act shall be void unless bona 
fide subscriptions to the stock to the amount of 
$2,000,000 shall be procured with (en per cent. 
paid within two years after the passage. and ap- 
proval of this act, ] will here say, that from as- 
surances made to me by gentlemen interested in 
it, and whom | know to be possessed of jarge 
means, that the amount required can be raised in 
one week after the passage of this bill, ‘They 
say, give us twenty alternate sections of land on 
each side of the railroad through the Territories, 
and ten sections per mile through the States, and 
we are ready to risk our money... This ladis 
now virtually useless to the Government, and: so 
far as surveyed is open to occupation and senle- 
ment at mere nominal prices. The land which 
will be left after this appropriation to the road 
will be increased a hundred-fold after the road is 
built; and to meetany possible suspicion thatthis 
is to be used as a mere speculative scheme forthe 
purpose of getting hold of the public lands, (beg 
you to bear in mind that. by the language ‘of 
the bill, expressly prepared for the purpose, not 
one single acre of land can ever vestin this cor- 
poration except upon the terms of actually con- 
structing and having ready for service the road, 


| in sections of at least twenty-five miles cach. 


Bat it is said, Why grant this bill in aid of a 
company chartered by the Legislatureof Maine?” 
The question was asked a few ineinents since by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, [Mr.Sroan.] To 
those conversant with the history of * railroad 
communications with the Pacific” Lneed not say 
that very serious question has in past times been 
made as to the power of Congress to authorize the 
immediate agents of the Government to engage in 
such undertaking. As recently as J858 President 
Buchanan, in his annual message, used the follow- 
ing language: hee 

Yt is freely admitted that it would be tnexpedient for 
this Govertiment to exercise the power of constructing the 
Pacifie railroad by its own immediate agents. Sach a 
policy would inerease the patronage of the Executive toa 
dangerous extent, and introduce a system of jobbing and 
corrupiion which no vigilance on the part of Federal of- 
ciats could either preventor detect. This can onty bedone 
by the keen eye and active and careful supervision of in- 
dividual and private interest. The construction of this road 
ought, therefore, to be conanitted to companies incorpo- 
rated by the Sates, or other agencies, Whose pecuniary in- 
terests would be directly invetved. Congress might then 


assist them in the work by grants of land or of money, or 
both, ander such conditions and restricHons us would se- 


eure the transportation of troops and munitions of war (ree 
from any charge, and that of the United States mailat A 
fair and reasonable price.” 

It wasin deference to such opiniongasthese,and - 
after an ussuecessfal attempt to get a charter di- 


| rectly from Congress, thatapplication was made to 


the Legislature of Maine in March, 1860, fora char- 
ter, The Legislature of that State was the. only 
-one, L think, in seésiot so late as March of that 
year, and heriee the application there. The Speaker 
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of the ELouse at that time was my colleague from 
the fifth district; [Mr. Prxz,] and one of the dis- 
tinguished Senators from that State [Mr. Mor- 
RILL] was President of the Senate. FT am not 
aware that the power has been questioned of one 
Suue granting a charter for building railroads out- 
side of-its territories, subject, of course, to the 
consent of any other State whose territory was to 
be crossed. In the exercise of this power the 
Legislature of New York granted a charter toa 
company for the construction of a road across the 
fsthmus of Panama, and another time, I believe, 
fora road in Texas. ‘he objection to Congress 
granting power for such purposes to Federal 
agents, which existed years ago, seems not to 
have prevailed in 1862, when the act chartering 
the Central Pacific road was passed, and Í am not 
disposed tourge now that there is any soundness 
in such an objections but 1 do not perceive any 
good reason why Congress may not legislate in 
aidofa company chartered by a State which would 
not apply with atleast equal force to giving power 
` directly to Government agents for the same pur- 
poses, 


The only other interest which Maine has in this | 


project is that which an enlightened public senti- 
ment on this subject will create every where; an 
interest created by ber bold but successful ex- 
periment in the Atlantic and St. Lawrence rail- 
road, making Portland the terminus of the longest 
continuous railway in the world; an interest 
founded on the growth and increased commerce 
of Pordand and other parts of the State, occa- 
sioned undoubtedly by that road. En illustration 
of this | may be pardoned for stating thacin 1849, 
previous to the opening of this road, the ex ports 
from that place were only $643,529; and in 1363, 
with the read completed to Canada aud thence to 
Detroit, they amounted to $5,018,365. The im- 
ports in 1849 were $498,346, anu in 1063 they had 
increased to $9,034,526, including that which 
passed through under bond to the Canadas, 
Again L say, as an additional reason why 
Maine is interested, more of her sons and daugh- 
ters, in proportion to her population, than from 
any other Sute, have emigrated to the Norih west, 
and are now calling to us, in the voice of affec- 
dion and love of kindred, as well asin behalf of the 
great demands of commerce and tor developing 
this portion of the country, the value of which 
they have learned from) personal experience and 
observation, to lend them our aid in carcying on 
this national work. i 
is it important? are questions which we are 
called upon first to answer, ‘The one already 
chartered is claimed to be both practicable and 
important, and in this I most fally concur; but 
while d admit this and would grant ail reasonabie 
aid to insure its completion, there are ad vantages 
pertaining to the Northern road which, in my 
judgment, no other route possesses. ‘he dis- 
tance is less, expense of building less, and greater 
publie interests will be subserved by this than 
by any other communication with the Pacifc. 
These points I propose to establish. 
> Accurate estimates prove that the distance from 
Scale, a village situated on Ellioti’s bay, south- 
erly side of Puget sound, to all our ciues un the 
seabourd isshorter by this Northern than by the 
Central routes 
The lineal distances from Seatile via northern. route, vie Su- 
gertor City and St. Paul, and from Benicia via South 
Pass, via Councit Bluffs, ria St. Louis, to these vad 
ports of the Atiantic and Gulf coust, will be as follo 
aS 


Ene 


Beattie, via 


peanae 


Porlandes.ssasesessassess oree 
BOSON, esee raerrerreers s 
New York.,..--- 
Philadelphia 


Savausal.... 
Mobile. 
New Oricuns....0. 


33i 3453. 
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-a Thus,” as Mr. Stevens says, ‘‘ every seato 
B , 


AVEFAZUR cae oe cece eer eees 


f 
i 


eommerce on the coast is nearer to Paget sound | tion as they are ap} 


Is this road practicable? | 


| point of view. 


by the Northern route than to the waters of San 
Francisco by the Central route.” 

in relation to obstructions from the snow and 
severity of the climate, it is too well settled to re- 
quire discussion that nothing need be feared from 
either of these causes; but as | have recently heard 
some question made upon this point by a gentle- 
wan on this foor, who said he had not had an 
opportunity toexamine the subject. 1 will quote 
from the reports of Stevens and Mullan, and trust 
it will be sufficient to remove any further doubt. 
Mr. Stevens says? 

«In an examination of that country, which f made in 
ars 1853-54-55, [deemed it a fundamental and essen- 
tial fact to be determined, and it was determined in a man- 
ner that will enabie me to speak positively. ‘The passes 
of the Rocky mountaius, Hell Gate, Northern Little Black- 
foot, and Cadoite’s pass were ert d by my parties in the 
mouths of December, January, February, and Mareh, in the 
years 1853 and in no one of these passes did they find 
more than fifigen inches of snow.?? 


I could quote at length from all those who have 
surveyed this route and show conclusively that 
there can be no difficulty from snow, but there is 
not time for this. I have the authorities before 
me and will show them to any gentleman who 
desires it. 

Again, he says: : 

“ [ will now consider the question of the cold. It is al- 
leged that the weather is so cold on the route of the forty- 
seventh parallel that it will be impracticable to work men 
in the covsiruction of the read for a large portion of the 
r, aud that it will be impracticable to run cars for many 
in the winter 


Unvoriunately for these opinions. we happen to have 
observations on these points, aud to have great lines of rail- 
road in operation over tracts of country as cold and even 
colder tban the route from Hort Benton to the shores of the 
The mean winter temperature at Port Benton in 

The 


Pacitic. 
1653-54 w: ? Se! above average at Montreal, 
on the Grand Trank railroad, for the same year, was 13° 22', 
and tora mean of ten years 17° 80/ above zero, At Quebec 
it was in {853-54 LI? U3! above zero, and for a mean of ten 
years 13? 3v above zero, On the great Russian railroad 
from ah Petersburg to Moscow the contparison 
simitar, “She mem wieter temperature for a st 
nveuty-oye years at Moscow is in? 20, and at SL F 
barg for a mean of twenty five ye 18° lu above zero. 
“At Port Snelling, on the great lines through Minuesota 
from st. Paul to Penbina, and from St. Paul to Breekin- 
ridge, wow acrually iu process of construction, te mean 
winter temperature of 1853-3 
thirty five winters 16°1U’,above zero. Tous in the Winter 
of 1853-54, an unusually cold winter, Fort Benton was 12° 
warner man Montreal, 19° warmer than Quebec, 14° 
warner than Fort Snelling. 10° warmer than Moscow, and 
noer than St Petersbur Looking to the Biter 
siey, We find its average tuperaure in the winter 
Of Pso3-34 to be 24° 90, and in 1854-55 39° 30 above zero, 
making it for the two wiuters respeetively 40° and 15° 


warmer than at Moscow, and 7? aud 12? warmer than at f 
warner than atMon- | 


St. Petersburg. in 853-54 it wus 12° 
treni, aud 14? warmer than at Quebec: 
tent myself with giving you the averi 
tures; Jer us conside 
greatest cold in the winter of l 5t was 29° below zero 
ne Cantonment Stevens. At Fort Suclling it was 36°, at 
Montreal 34°, and at Quebre 29° below zero, from which 
you willsee that on this route the greatest cold is not equal 
to the greatest cold he route of the Grand ‘Trnuk rail- 
road of Canada, “f une fact is unquestionably true of 
the great artery of h from Moscow to St. Petersburg, 
bet i have i been able to obtain the daily observations 
for purposes of comparison. 
T: 
mperat 


zut { will not con- 
age Winter tempera- 
ld observed. The 


on f 
he 


ethe number of cold days when the 
was below The average ten- 


average 


perature ye days at Port Benton, ten 
dit Canion heed ys at Fort Suell- 
ing, teen di D pand twenty-three days at 
Queh Thus you w there were more cold day: 


oa the fine of the Grand ‘Prank 
in Minnesota, than on this Noctheru route, Having com- 
pared the average winter temperitures, nd the susaber of 
cold da let us look at the climate in another point of 
view ke the number of warm days when the average 
toanperaiire was above the fr rg point, and {find that 
at Fort Benton the ths t was forty-three oul o 

: and at € tonment Hi hirty-two oui 0 
above the freezing point, à 1 only six day 


at Mort Sneitisg, Jv out oY ninety at 


iiroad, and of the roads 


days out of ninety at Albauy—ailin the winter of 1858-54, 


| These facts, all drawn by Mr, Stevens from | 
i official records, onghtto be enough to remove apy | 
fear of obstruction by snowor the severity of tbe 


coid. 
‘The testimony of Mr. Mullan is the same; but 


‘Lean only refer you to his very able report for 
the details. À 


Upon examination of the re 
Hos, our consulat the Amoor, in 1857-59, you 


will find this supposed practical difficulty of i} 
snow and cold fully answered in his detailed state- 
ment of the postal service, or system of “poste į 


ing? iu Russia. Surrounded constantly by these 
difficulties, they have met them boldly and found 
that their existence even was orly in theory, Dif- 
ficulties, like dangers, ordinarily lessen in propor- 
wregened, and there is no better 


was 11° G4/, and the mean of 


Ve will look atit in another į 


ss ourofrninety at Montreal, and eigbteen | 


port of Mr. Col- | 


illustration of this, in a material point, than is 
found in the practicability of traversing that vast 
extent of territory between Mogcow and Irkoutsk 
in eastern Siberia, of three thousand four hundred 
and twenty-six miles, where the cold and snow 
are much more troublesome than over any por- 
tion of the Northern route to the Pacific. This 
immense distance is traveled in Russiain twenty- 
five to thirty days by the ordinary conveyance, 
and on special occasions for Government pur- 
poses it is accomplished in fifteen to twenty days. 
Says Mr. Collins: 


‘One of the most singular features in this route from 
Moscow, such an immense distance over such an im- 
mense waste of country, is the fact that it occurs less than 
halfa dozen times that the change of horses does not take 
place ina city, town, or village. Ihave no hesitation in 
saying that T passed through five hundred cities, towns, aad 
villages.” 

Let it be borne in mind thatall this country thus 
described by Mr. Collins lies between the paral- 
lels of 520 and 580, and that the mercury, over a 
greater portion of it during the winter, is below 
zero, while on the proposed route to the Pacific 
the most northerly latitude probably will not be 
higher than 479, and in my judgment will not vary 
much from the average of the forty-sixth degree 
if the best one is adopted. 

1 well recollect the doubts that were entertained 
when the Atlantic and St. Lawrence railroad was 
first under discussion, as to the practicability of 
running the cars regularly in the winter; butthese 
doubts, though apparently founded on what were 
then considered sufficient data by the opponents 
of the undertaking, controlled not in the least 
those who had determined to complete the road 
and prove by actual trial that these doubts were 
unfounded. ‘T'he road was finished, and there has 
been less irregularity and detention on it caused 
by snow than on any other road leading into 
Portland. it is on the seaboard of our eastern 
States that you may expect more difficulties from 
snow than anywhere else, for there it falls,damp 
and heavy, and by freezing on the rail is sure to 
cause frequent delays, while in higher latitudes 
the snow falls lighter, and no one fall being heavy, 
there isno difficulty ordinarily in running through 
it and sweeping it away, with a powerful engine. 
Actual experiment has demonstrated this, over the 
whole distance of the Atlantic and St. Lawrence 

! and the Grand Trunk railways, The greatest 
detention by snow that I have ever personall 

| known was on the Boston and Maine railroad, 
at Ipswich, Massachusetts, when the downward 

| train was kept more than twenty-four hours by 
the drifting of damp snow, while the branch line, 
not many miles in the interior, on the same day, 

| was not obstructed at all. cee 

In view of all the testimony on this point, with 
the many actual experiments already made, there 
can be no longer doubt that so far as relates to 
snow and severity of climate, this road to the 
Pacific is entirely practicable, 

Another difficulty has been suggested, and that 
is, that on this route there must be many miles 
of very expensive tunneling, This is another 
| great mistake which some have fallen into. By 

one of the routes surveyed by Mr. Stevens it is 
true that a very considerable amount of this work 
would be required, but this can easily be avoided 
by crossing another pass in the mountains, in- 
creasing the distance some two hundred and fifty 
miles. Upon this I prefer to give you the lan- 
guage of Mr. Stevens, as taken from his report, 
which is confirmed by Mr. Mullan: 

“it is objected to the Northern route that it involves CX- 
tensive tunneling. This is not necessarily the ease, The 
Northern road can be located with little or no tunneling, but 
ata very great increase of distance. 

“ Liewtenant Mullan reports that, by his wagon pass— 
Muilan’s. or Little Blackfoot passa railroad can be laid 
across the Rocky mountains with only a cut one bandred 
feet deep through the divide, which is but haifa measured 
nile frou base to base, and that no excessive grades will 
be required on the eastern approach, ‘Phe descent down 
the valley of the Little Blackfoot and Dell Gate is exceed- 
ingly favorable. ‘Phus a line can be taid down from the 
Mississippi to Olympia, on Puget sound, with but shortand 


few tunnels, but which will be two hundred and seventy- 


ix miles longer than the route by Cadotie’s, the Cœnr 
|; @Aléne or Stevens’s aud the Snoqualmie p sto Seatie. 
Wecrossthe Rocky mountains by the northern Little Black- 
| foot or Mullan’s pass, then follow down the Litte Black- 
foot and Heli Gate valleys, cross, over the Jocko divide to 
Hell Gate, follow down Clark’s tork to below tbe Pend 
WUreijle lake, cross over to the Spokane, and finally, after 
passing over the great plain of the Columbia, foliow down 
the Columbia valley to near the mouth of the Cowlitz, and 
reach the sound by the easy and practicable line of the Cow- 
litz und immediate country. If, instead of a cut of half a 
mile through Mullan’s pass, this distance should have to be 
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tunneled, the only remaining tannels will be at the Cabinet, 
three hundred yards in length, fifty per cent. in basaltic trap, 
and Cape Horn, seven hundred feet in length. By this route 
the distance to Olympia from St. PauPwill be two thou- 
sand and forty miles, against one thousand seven handred 
and sixty-four miles, the distance to Seattle by the route of 
the tunnels, 


“ From the great plain of the Columbia, the distance, via | 


‘the Snoquaimie pass to Seattle, is one bundred and fifty- 
five miles Jess than by the Columbia and Cowlitz rivers. 

‘tn both my preliminary report of 1854 and my final re- 
port of 1859, L recommended that from some point in the 
general vicinity of the mouth of Snake river there should 
be two branches, one. to Seattle, on Puget sound, across 
the Snoquahnie pass, and the other down the Columbia 
river to Vancouver.” i 

Captain Mullan says: : 

‘Those who have carefully read the foregoing pages will 
not fail to remark that we discover a climate, via the Hell 
Gate and Clark’s fork route, so mild and favorable to 
winter travel that a meteorological paradox would seem 
to hold in this especial quarter. I have noticed this so 
often, and so often taken advantage of it, that I have been 
disposed to regard the question of snow in this quarter as 
the all-determining clement in the location of a Pacific 
railroad northward through the Rocky mountain section. 

“My own idea, therefore, if the line from St. Paul, Min- 


nesota, fs to be built, would be, when it had reached tbe | 


plains north of Fort Benton, that it should bug the Mis- 
souri closely by the biufis to its norih, and thence follow 
the general line Of the river te the Three Forks, thence 
follow up the valley of the Jefferson fork and cross the 
main range of the Rocky mountains to the Deer Lodge val- 
jey, and thence follow the Hell Gate to the Heil Gate 
ronde; here cross over to the Clark’s fork via the Jocko 
river, and follow down this fork on its right bank to the 
lower end of the Pend d’Orcilie lake; thence tothe Spokane, 
and thence to the mouth of Snake river; from thence down 
the Columbia to the mouth of the Cowlitz, whence a branch 
jine cau easily be adjusted to Puget sound. 
the direction herein given, would be one thousand nine 
hundred and cighty-four miles long, and say three hundred 
miles longer than the route proposed by Governor Stevens; 
but when it is remenibered that the route I here propose 


involves no tunnels; that it follows a continuons line of 


water courses; that it will niver be obstructed by snow, so 
ealeutated to lengihen the time of building, and to increase 
the difliculties of running it when built; that it traverses i 
region capable of settlements; that it taps dil the mining 
regions where way travel is destined to be built up, and, 
moreover, passes along the navigable stretches of the Mis- 
souri, Clark’s fork,and Columbia rivers, essential and eco- 
nomical aids in the first construction of the road, truly it 
seems not too mueh to say that this line muy be regarded 
as subserving more advantages than any yet examined in 


the Rocky mountains north of the forty-second degree of 


northern latitude.” 

But still another route, free from tunnels, and 
shorter than either of those just mentioned, has 
been suggested by Captain Fiske. Itis not to be 
found in his late report; but in a conversation 
with him a few days since he recommended the 
following to me: crossing the Missouri at old 
Ree village, or mouth of Grand river, thence west 
to a crossing of the Yellow Stone at or near the 
mouth of Big Horn, thence up the Yellow Stone 

_to the three forks of the Missouri, thence westerly 
through the Big Hole passes of the Rocky mount- 
ains, striking out to Snake river, and along un- 
der the foot hills of Snake and main Columbia 
rivers to the Dalles in Oregon, and from this point 
via Vancouver to Puget sound, or direct to Port- 
land. In tracing this line on the map you will 
find it not to vary but afew miles from the forty- 
sixth parallel the whole distance. This route, 
it is thought, would be much nearer than any 
other, and the facilities for building far superior; 
and it would pass through one of the most im- 
portant mineral regions in the country.. Com- 
mencing at the Yellow Stone river, longitude 
1069, or thereabouts, for a distance of six hun- 
dred miles, you traverse the Big Horn mines, Bea- 
ver Head mines, Snake river, and Boise, Salmon 
river, Powder river, and other mines, which, at 
the present time, employ a population of about 
eighty thousand; and judging from the increase 
within the last year, that ndmber will be more than 
doubled within the next twelve months. Asan in- 
stance of the almost incredible emigration to these 
localities, I understand that at the Boise mines in 
1863 the number employed did not exceed eight 
hundred, while atthe present time it isestimated 
there can be not less than twenty thousand. At 
Beaver Head mines, Idaho, or rather in Mon- 
tana, there were no white inhabitants in 1862, but 
in 1863 there was a population of one thousand, 
and in 1864 not less than twenty-five thousand, 

But suppose this route should not be adopted 
by the managers of the Northern Pacific, and that 
there were no other to be taken but the one first 
mentioned, requiring long tunnels; this would 
not deter in the least those who are enlisted in the 
great work. It would not even then be so ex- 
pensive or attended with so many practical difi- 
enlties as the Central road in crossing the Sierra 


This line, by, 


Nevada mountains. ‘The deep and long-extended 
cuts through these mountains will make this, per- 
haps, the most expensive structure in the world; 
but for all this y Government has enlisted in 
the work, and noid should be withheld that is 
necessary to ibsure its completion. 

Is this road important? Is it worthy the at- 
terition of this Congress? It is not credible that 
at this late day any argument can be needed to 
show either the importance or necessity of this 
northern communication with the Pacific. What 
is the extent of territory proposed to be opened 
by the various roads between the Missouri river 
and the Pacific? More than one million square 
miles, and extending from the thirty-second to 
the forty-ninth degrees of latitude—large enough 
for thirty States like Ohio. In the absence of all 
knowledge of the resources of this country, the 
simple statement of so vast an area of unimproved 
land would of itself preclude the idea that itcould 
be too unimportant to attract public attention and 
interest, unless one adopts the theory that the 
Almighty created so large a part of the western 
world for naught. Happily we are not obliged 
to rest on the blind faith that nothing is created 
in vain to be satisfied that this territory was made 
for the abode of man, and not only so, but that it 
is full of wealth and capabilities, inviting the en- 
terprise of the world. All those who have sur- 
veyed this route concur jn saying that the land is 
cultivable nearly the whole distance. Mr. Ste- 
vens says: 

“ In my judgment, the time will come when there will 
be agricultural settlements throughout the whole extent of 
this conntry, trom the ippi to the shores of the Pa- 
cific, simply excepting limited extents of country along the 
higher part of the mountain chains, and in some of the 
prairie regions, to be referred to more particularly here- 
alter. As illustrative of the capacity of this country, L beg 
to refer to a few facts. “Ihe Indians of Washington Terri- 
tory and Oregon, east of the Cascade mountaius, are rich 
in horses and cattle, the former of which have been intro- 
duced within a hundred, aud the latter within thirty years. 
‘Their wealth perhaps is not equaled by any civilized com- 
munity on this continent. Tndiaus among those tribes own 
from one to four thousand head of horses and cattle each. 
The Spokanes and Flathead nation have many horses aud 
cattle, which range the winter long without fodder, aud, as 
l know trom personal observation, they do not shrink away 
bat very Jitthe iu flesh. Never have I scen fatter beef than 
the indian catte, in the Walla Walla, in January. At 
Fort Benton aud Port Union, where there are large num- 
bers of horses and cattle, they retain their flesh all winter 
without fodder. . 

* ‘The railroad line could be laid over the great plain of 
the Cohnubia so as to piss over a continuous caltivable 
country to the Columbia, except for a few miles; but to 
cross north of the mouth of the Snake river, whieh is de- 
sirable to avoid detour, it will pass over ibout filly mies 
of couutry not adapicd to continuons cultivation, and hav- 
ing the gencral characteristics of the western half of the 
great plain» already described.” E will estimate that there 
are fifty miles of uncultivable country between the main 
Cohuubia and Puget sound, though itis a. large estimate. 
tn the whole distance from Breckinridge to Seattle, a dis- 
tance of fifteen hundred and forty-four miles, the rote 
passes through only about three hundred aud twenty miles 
of uncultivable country. East of Breekinridge, to St. 
Paul and Lake Superior, the coantry is exceedingly rich 
and inviting to the settler.” 


If for no other purpose, this road would be an 
economical expenditure of the public money to 
open up for settlement the cultivable land along 
its line. A mere glance at the development of 
agricultural lands, within the last ten years, in 
our western States, is sufficient to prove the im- 
portance and direct agency of railroads in bring- 
ing into use unimproved land. Look at the so- 
called “ food-exporting States,” and account, if 
you can, for the immense increase of area of * im- 
proved” land, since 1850, upon any other ground 
than the extension of railroads through them. 
The statement of a few facts demonstrates this 
position and leaves all argument unnecessary. In 
1850 the quantity of cultivated land in those States, 
te wit, Ohio, Indiana, Hlinois, Michigan, Wis- | 
consin, Minnesota, lowa, and Missouri, was 
26,680,361 acres, while in 1860 it was 51,826,395 
acres, very nearly doubling in that short time. 
Now, when I state the additional fact that during 
that time, in those States, there were built 11,212 
miles of railway, to connect them with the sea- 
board, and thus find a market for their products, 
can it bedoubted, is it not demonstrated, that this 
almost incredible increase of their improved land } 
was the direct result of the construction of those | 
roads? During the last decade 22,607 miles of 
railway were built in the United States, one half Í 
of which, as will be perceived by the above state- 
ment, was in those States, and no other portion 


of the country holds any parallel with them for 


increase ‘of improved Jand, Fertility o nd 
quantiy of trops are comparatively ufimportarit, 
ubtess fucilities for suitable tar kets are furnished, 


Again, railroads increasé the population 6 
territory over which they pass, notonly bytheem 
gration of people from other States i the Union, 
but it is plain from the data which we have that 
they directly encourage foreign immigration.’ The 
whole number of ‘emigrants ‘that: artived in this 
country betweép 182] arid 1860 (forty years} y 
5,062,414, and of this number moré than one-half 
to wit, 2,707,624, came between 1850-and 18 


immigration was very small, compared with what 
it has been since, and seéms to havé increased TA 
proportion as we have extended the sysiem. Fot 
example: from 1820 to 1830 it was. 244,490; - from 
1830 to 1840, 552,000; from 18400 1850, 1,558, 3005 
and from 1850 to 1860, 2,707,624. In all the year 
previous to 1850 only 8,589 miles of road, while 
since that 22,607 of road have been’ built in this 
country. If the increase of foreign immigration 
is not attributable to the increase of our railroads; 
by furnishing aù increased demand: for their laë 
bor, and at the same time opening new communit 
cations with lands upon which they could maké 
homes for themselves and their families, lam uñ 
able to assign any reason for it, and will leave 
others toexplain. To take the place ofthe million® ` 
who must be either disabled for work, or swept 
from the face of the earth by the war, we need’ 
and must have the aid of those from foreign lands; 
and I am glad to see the initiation of a movement 
to encourage immigration made not only by thé 
General Government, but by the States in theit 
legislative capacity, foremost of which in that 
direction Lam proud to ‘see’ the State of Maie; 
Let it be known that our Government has taken 
hold in earnest of this greatest project of the day, 
the opening a communication with the Pacific by 
railroads, and developing the agricultural and min: 
eral resources of that great interior, and there will 
be such a response from the Old World as will at 
once preclude all fears thatthe places of the brave 
men whom God, in His providence, has permit ed 
to fall by the scourge of war, may nol, in nuns 
bers atleast, be soon filled.. . pacii, P 

Permit me in this connection to call your at | 
tention to the fact of the great increase of wealth 
over that of population in this country within 
the last ten years, and to submit the question. 
whether it is not attributable in a great degree to 
our extended and enlarged system of railroads: 
From 1850.to 1860 our population increased: from: 
23,191,876 to 31,445,080, while the increase of the: 
assessed value of property during. that time wax 
from $7,135,780,228 to $16,159,616,068, and leats: 
ing outof thisestimate the assessed value ofslaves; 
amounting in 1860 to $1,936,000,000, we find the 
increase of property to be one hundred.and thirty, 
per cent., and that of population to be thirty-five: 
per cent. Mr. Ruggles, of New York, who: isy 
without doubt, as competent to speak. on such 
subjects as any man in the country, says: 

“In secking for the canse of this diserepaney (Inereage. 
of wealth over population) we shall reach a tupani 
and all-important fact which wittturnish the key to tig. 
past and to the futnre progress of the United States. It 
the power they possess, by means of canals and rallwaga,. 
to practically abolish the distance between the seaboard ani 
the wide-spread and fertile regions of the interior, tliereb¥ 
removing the clog on. theimagricultural industry, and virs 


tually placing them side by side wilh the communities on 
the Atiantic.”? 


The region of country to be traversed by this 
and the Central road is undoubtedly the moat ex». 
tensive and richest gold-bearing territory.in thes 
world; and if the hand of God can be disserned 
anywhere in this day of war and impending des 
struction of our stability as a Government, the 
derangement of currency and. breaking: down all! 
sound financial relations, it is pointingto thisland | 
within our own borders, as ample in-resources to: 
meet any future emergencies occasioned Ly the: 
enormous expenditure of the public wealth to meet 
the necessities of the present. If [were called 
upon to suggest a way to meet our present finans: 
cial difficulties, and to provide for the immense: 
debt that must be entailed onus asa people by the 
war, I would say, for the first, tax, tax promptly; 
tax judiciously the property of the country; and 
for the second, open up communication with the: 


gold region of the Northwest, abandon the present ; 


i: 


Lea 


Oz 
system.of leasing the mineral lands, from which 
Goveriment bas pever received a dollar and never 
will, and sell them in fee to the actual miner, and, 
in my judgment, ten years will not elapse before 
our product of gold will be a thousand millions 
yearly, iustead of one hundred million, as at pres- 
ent.. Theextent of territory already discovered 
producing gold. is enormous, and new fields are 
constantly being found. Inthe report of the Com- 
missioner of the Land Office made in December, 
1862, he states that y 

Phe great auriferousregion of the United States, in the 
western portion, of the continent, stretches from the forty- 
ninth degree of north latitude and Puget sound to paral- 
Jel 32° 30’, and from the one hundred and second degree 
of longitude west af Greenwich to the Pacific ocean, em- 
bracing portions of Dakota, Nebraska, Colorado, all of New 
Mexico, with Arizona, Utah, Nevada, Califoruia, Oregon, 
and Washington ‘Territories, it may be desiguate eom- 
prising seventeen degrees of latitude, or a breadth of eleven 
Hundred milesfrom north to south, and of nearly equal Ion- 
gitudinat extension, making an arca of more than a million 
aquire miles,” 

Since this report of the Commissioner, the mines 
in Idahoand Montana have been discovered, equal, 
if not superior, inextentand richness to any others 
inthe country. As L have before said, the num- 
ber of laborers who have gone to these various 
minesin [dahoand Montana within the last twelve 
months cannot be less than eighty thousand. 
With these localities of such boundless riches, | 
already known, and many others which must bé 

‘brought to light as emigration advances west- 
ward, who can fear that this country may not be 
able at no distant day to cast off the burden of 
taxation so vividly portrayed by the gentleman 
from, Ladiana [Mr. Vooruges]} as the Inheritance 
of the industrial and all other interests of our peo- 
ple for ages to come? 

The advantages of this route over any other 
for commercial purposes in our intercourse with 
foreign countries are s0 obvious as not to require 
any extended remarks, even if there were ume 
within the limits of my hour, Nature seems to 
have designated this ag the shortest, most prac- 
tical, and consequently the natural connection be- 
tween the great water lines of the country. 

“ Ttconnects the navigable waters of the Missouri with | 


the navigable waters of the Columbia, aud at the head of |} 


stenmboat navigation, lt connects Puget’s sound and the 


Coluimbia valley with the head of navigation of the great 
Bt. Lawrenee basin, and with the heads of navigation of 
the Mississipppi and the Red river of the North.”? 

The cost of transportation by rail over water- 
carriage is of itself sufficient to show the great 
superiority of the Northern over any other route. 
The average expense of transportation per mile | 
in long sea voyages isoncandabalf mills per ton; 
on canalsand rivers twoandabalf milis; while ou 
railroads it varies from five to twenty mills, ac- 
cording to the grade of the road. Hence, for all 
merchandise, and especially of the heavier class, 
destined for the country traversed by the Colum- 
bia, Missouri, or Mississippi, or to be trans- | 
ported from the Pacific to the ports of the Atlantic 
ocean, by combination of water lines and rail- 
roads, itis obvious no other route can compete 
with this, 

í In connection with either the great Jakes and its sys- 
tem of canals and rivers, or the gre: ifroad lines of the | 
Canadas and the United States, itfurnishes the most direct | 
and cheapest route on the continent for freights and pas- | 
sengers (rom Asia to Europe and back again, and also be- 
tween Asia and the people of the Northwest, our west, our | 
center, our east, and the great seats of commerce on the 
Atlantle coast.” 

Look upon the map and you will at once per- 
ceive that Puget sound is the nearest point ou our 
western shore to the eastern coast of Asia. All 
commerce with Jeddo, Pekin, and with the whole 
country opened up by the navigation of the Amoor, 
extending into southern Siberia, (the month of | 
which is on nearly the same parallel with Paget 
sound,) can be carried on successfully by this | 
route against any and all other competing lines, 
In a document on filein the Treasury Department 
entited Relation between the United States and 
Northwest British America, Sic Edward Bulwer 
Lytton proclaims “ inthe name of the Govern- 
ment [British] the policy of continuous colonies 
from Lake Superior to the Pacific, and a highway 
across British America as the most direct route | 
from London to Pekin and Jeddo.” 

i need vot dwell upon the advantages of our 
route over the one shadowed forth by the English 
Government, and which would forever preclude 
the necessity of haying a road across British soil, | 
er the possibility of their competing with ours Hi 


in their usual voyage from Asia to San Francisco, 


| des ofa common 


even were it built. Besides, it is well known that 
their interests are with us in extending the line 
across our Territory from Lake Superior to Puget 
sound. Nothing but the abandonment of our 
project, or its long delay, whl justify them in 
building the road within their own borders, where | 
the grades would be so much more difficult, the 
distance so much greater, the expense so much 
more, than on our route. 

I willhere mention another fact, known to every 
one who has examined the reports of Mr. Maury 
and other scientific men, that this Northern route 
to Puget sound and thence to foreign countries is 
designated by the “ winds and currents” of the 
ocean as the true route for international commerce. 
He says that vessels leaving the coast of Asia steer 
to the north, and approaching our Pacific coast, 
first make the entrance of the Straits de Fuca, 
(Puget sound,) then run down to San Francisco, | 
thence to San Diego, thence further south to the | 
twentieth degree of north latitude, and thence again 
to the ports of Asia. So that all sailing vessels 


or from San Francisco to Asia and back, have to 
touch at Puget sound, the proposed terminus of 
the Northern Pacific road. 

Of the characteristics of this great inland sea, 
I can only mention one or two facts now. It is 
equal in extent to the Mediterranean, and is 
vastly superior to itin its namber of safe and com- 
modious harbors, and is free from ice and fogs. 
Mr. Stevens says: 

i On the eoast there are cod fisheries equal to the best | 
on the northeast coast; there is the greatest abundance of 
salmon and halibut; the whaling business could also be 
proscented with great success from these regions. ‘There 
is coal on Puget sound acknowledged now to be the best 
on the coast, and which will probably be suitable for the 
purposes of ocean navigation by steamers. But our lumber 
business admits of adevelopment greater than that of any other 
portion of the country or of the known world. On the sound 
alone we now {Đ1800] manufacture one hundred mil- | 
lious a year, and we send more than fot this to for 
eiga ports. We have a large business in spars and piles, | 
manufneture shingles and Jaths, and this business nist 
very rapidly ine . We have founderiesaud ship-yards 5} 
we are building steamers and sailing-v: als ofcousiderable 
size and erat of all descriptions down to the ordinary sail- 
ing or row-boat. We have large manufacturing advant- 


ages.?? 


Another necessity for this Northern road, in 
addition to the Central, and to which E can only 
allude for want of time, is that withoutit we have 
not the adequate means of a military defense of 
that country. We are bound not only by the 
brotherhood, butby the organic | 
law of the land, the Constitution, to give them all 
necessary military protection, and if that emer- 
gency should happen before this, or at least a 
preliminary road for military purposes should be 
built, oar Government could not render that aid, | 
save by an additional cost exceeding by far the 
whole amount now required to build the road. It 
may be that some such emergency is needed to 
bring conviction home to us of the importance of 
this communication with our great northwestern 
frontier. 

Can the means be procured for building this | 
road? [tis now admitted by all who have ex- 
amined the subject that the expense will be very 
much less than the Central, but this is under 
progress and no one doubts that it will be suc- 
cessfully carried through. Truc, they have not 
only land grants, but have received aid in Gov- 
ernment bonds to theamount of $66,000,000, and 
are asking more of this Congress, while by this 
bill nothing but land is granted, but as before ob- 
served the Northern road has advantages for se- 
curing the aid of moneyed men and corporations 
which no other possesses, [tis emphatically the 
people’s road. It is the natural connection be- 
tween the great water lines extending half across 
the continent, and must be the great national road 
to the Pacific ocean, and hence it will insure in- 
vestments of capital that no other can. 

This road, as all other great railroad enter- | 
priscs in this country have, will seek the aid of for- 
eign capital, because it can be had cheaper than 
here, and already English capitalists have mani- 
fested a willingness to invest their money inthis 
road. 

Who can doubt that it would be for the interests | 
of the Grand Trunk Railway Company to ex- 
tend their road through our territory south of 
Lakes Huron and Superior to the starting point 
proposed in this bill, on the southwestern ex- 
tremily of Superior, thus connecting themselves 
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with the Pacific road? They have already ex- 
pended $100,000,000 on their road, and though 
the traffic on ites immense, it must remain com- 
paratively unproductive unless they can increase 
it by American commerce, and this they well 
know, as may be seen in their efforts to extend 
branches in all directions so as to have connec- 
tions with the existing roads of the West. 

I have not the shadow of doubt that whenever 
this Northern Pacific road shall be determined 
upon, the long line of the Grand Trunk rail- 
way will be pushed forward to unite with it, and 
that to accomplish this they will become inter- 
ested largely in our read, and not only in their cor- 
porate capacity but through their influence would 
bring to our aid the money of the English people. 
Those who have examined with the most care 
this route to the Pacifie, and who,as I think, ap- 
preciate the best its capabilities and its fullness 
of promise, have no doubt that with the aid of 
Government proposed by this bill the work will 
be speedily commenced, and, with the accessions 
of support from the sources already indicated, 
will be completed years sooner than any other 
road to the Pacific. 

Mr.STEVENS. 
until to-morrow., 

The motion was agreed to. 


INCREASED DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 
Mr. STEVENS. I move to suspend the rules 


for the purpose of introducing and considering at 
this time the following joint resolution: 


1 move to postpone this bill 


Joint resolution to increase temporarily the duty on im- 


ports. 
Resolved, §c., That from and after the passage of this 
resolution, unti} the Ist day of June, 1864, al) the duties 


f and imposts on imported goods, wares, and merchandise 


| Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Prie 


now provided by law be increased by the addition of fifty 
per cent. thereto; and upon all goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise now free or exempt from duty that there shall be lev- 
ied and collected a duty of ten per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. CHANLER called for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken;and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 72, nays 38; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ashley, 
John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Binine, Jacob B. Blair, 
Boutwell, Broomall, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Henry 
Winter Davis, Dawes, Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Penton, 
ik, Garfield, Gooch, Grinnell, Griswold, Higby, Hotch- 
Asahel W. Hubbard, Jobn H. Hubbard, Juljan, Kel- 
rlando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, 
Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Charles O'Neill, Orth, 
e, William H. Ran- 
dail, Alexander H, Rice, Jobn R. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, 
Shannon, Sloan, Smith, Stebbins, Jolin B. Steele, Stever 
Thayer, Tracy, Upson, Van Valkenburgh, Blibu B. V 
burne, William B. Washburn, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, 
and Yeaman—72 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Brooks, Chauler, Clay, 
Coffroth, Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Lidridge, 
Finck, Grider, Hall, Benjamin G. Harris, Holman, King, 
Knapp, Law, Lazear, Long, Marcy, McDowell, McKinney, 
Middicton, William H. Miller, Jaimes R. Morris, Noble, 
Pendleton, Robinson, Rogers, Ross, Stiles, Stuart, Voor- 
hees, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, and fernando 
Wood—28. 


So, two thirds not having voted therefor, the 


k 
ley, 

McClurg, Melndoe, 
Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Norton, 


rules were not suspended. 


Mr. STILES moved that the House adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 40, 
noes 58. i 

Mr. STILES demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 42, nays 71; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Brooks, Chanter, Clay, 
Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, Gan- 
son, Grider, Griswold, Hall, Benjamin G. Harris, Holman, 
Kernan, Knapp, Law, Long, Marcy, McDowell, MeKin- 
ney, Middleton, William HB. Miller, James R. Morris Nel- 
son, Noble, Pendleton, Robinson, R Shannon, Smith, 
Stiles, Stronse, Stuart, Sweat, Voorhees, Whecler, Chilton 
A. White, Joseph W. V „and Pernando Wood—-42. 

NAYS—Mes Alley, Allison, Anderson, Ashley, Jobn 
D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. Blair, Bout- 
well, Broomall, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, 
Dawes, Donnelly, Driggs, Dumont, Penton, frank, Gar- 
field, Gooch, Grinnell, Higby, Hotchkiss, Asahet W. Hub- 
bard, Joba H. Hubbard, Julian, Kasson, Kellet, Francis W, 
Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, MeBride, MeCiurg, Me- 
Indoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morriil, Daniet Morris, 
Amos Myers, Norton, Odell, Charles Q?Ne 1i, Orth, Patter- 
son, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, Radford, William H. 
Randall, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H., 
Rollins, Stoan, Stebbins, Stevens, Thayer, Tracy, Upson, 
Van Valkenburgh, Willian B. Washburu, Williams, Wik 
der, Wilson, Window, Winfield, and Yeaman—71. i 


So the House refused to adjourn. f 
Mr. MORRILL. | now desire to submit the 


1864. 
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following resolution, and move to suspend the į! 


rules for the purpose of considering itatthis time: 
Joint resolution to increase temporarily the duties on im- 
ports: 

Resolved, §e., That from and after the passage of this res- 
olution, until the Ist day of June, 1864, all the duties and 
imposts on imported goods, wares, and merchandise now 
provided by law be increased by the addition of twenty- 
five per cent. thereto; and upon all goods,wares, and mer- 
chandise now free or exempt from duty that there shall be 
levied and collected a duty of five per cent, ad valorem. i 

Mr. CHANLER. I call the yeas and nays 
on the motion to suspend the rules, - 

Mr. MORRILL. [desire to say asingle word 
as to the effect of this joint resolution if it should 
be passed. Upon an article which now pays a 
duty of twenty-five per cent. ad valorem, it will |; 
simply add six and a quarter per cent. to the duty | 

f 
| 
i 


now imposed. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 1! desire to know if there is 
any question before the House that is debatable? 

The SPEAKER. There is not. 

Mr. NOBLE moved that the House adjourn. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE called the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 26, nays 69; as follows: 

YEAS ~Me James C. Allen, Augustus C. Baldwin, 
Chanler, Clay, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, Finck, 
Grider, Wall, Knapp, Lazear, bong, Marcy, McDowell, | 
McKinney, Middleton, William H. Miller, Noble, Ross, 
Sinith, Stuart, Voorhees, Whecler, and Fernando Wood 

NAYS—Mes s, Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ashley, 
Join D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Boutwell, Free- 
man Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, || 
Donuelly, Driggs, Dumont, Fenton, Frank, Garfield, Grin- 
neil, Higby, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, Join H. Hub 
bard, Jutinn, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, 
Kernan, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, Me Bride, MeCiurg, Me 
Indoc, Samuel P. Miler, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morr 
Amos Myers, Norton, Odcil, Charles ONeill, Orth, Patter- 
son, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Priee, William H. Randall, 
Alexander IH. Riec, Edward H. Rolins, Shanuon, Sloan, 
Stebbins, Stevens, Thayer, Pracy, Upson, Van Valken- i; 
burgh, Elibn B. Washbarne, Wiliam B. Washbúrn, Wil- |; 
liams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, and Woodbridge—-69. | 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred on seconding the demand || 
for the yeas and nays on suspending the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ‘ 

“The question was taken, and resulted—yeas 
80, nays 4; as follows; no quorum voting: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Ash- 
ley, Baily, Jobn D. Ballwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, |i 
Francis P. Blair, Boutwell, Broomall, Freeman Clarke, 
Cobb, Cole, Cresswell, Henry Winter Davis, Dawes, Don- 
nelly, Driggs, Dumont, Eekley, Penton, Prank, Garfield, {| 
Gooch, Grimnel, Griswold, Higby, Uotchkiss, Asahel W. 1) 
Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, 
Fraueis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Loan, Longyear, 
MeBride, MeCinrg. MeIndoe, Samuel P. Miller, Moor- 
head, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Norton, Odell, į 
Charics O'Neill, Orth, Paterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, 
Price, William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, Jobn H. 
Rice, Edward H. Rollius, Shannda, Sloan, Smith, Steb- 
bins, Stevens, Thayer, Tracy, Upson. Van Valkenburgh, 
Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Whecier, 
Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, Winfield, Wood- 
bridge, aud Yeaman —E0. 

NÀY S—Messrs. Clay, Eldridge, Law, and Noble—4. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. COLE stated that Mr. Marvin had paired 
with Mr. Ross. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam about to move thatthe 
House adjourn, and abandon the proposition. 

Mr. BROOKS. I call the gentleman to order, 

Mr. MORRILL. Idoit (* Order P? “ Order !?’} 
because the other side of the House [‘ Order!” 
“Order !?’] have shown that in these times [‘ Or- 
der !”] of financial distress [“ Order!”’] they are 
not willing to add a duty of ten per cent, upon 
wines and liquors. {Shouts of “ Order!’’] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk proceeded to eall the roll, and the fol- 
lowing members failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. William J. Allen, Ancona, Auderson, Arnold, 
Fraucis P. Biair, Jacob B, Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boyd, Brande- 
gec, James S. Browa, William G. Brown, Ambrose W. 
Clark, Clay, Cox, Cravens, Thomas T. Davis, Demiug, 
Donnelly, Driggs, Edgerton, Eliot, English, Farnsworth, 
Frauk, Grider, Hale, Harding, Harringtou, Charles M., Har- 
ris, Herrick, Hooper, Huiburd, Huichins, Jenckes, Philip 
Johnson, Julian, Kalbfleisch, Kasson, King, Lazear, Le 
Blond, Littlejohn, Mallory, Marvin, McAlister, Morrison, 
Leonard Myers, John ONeill, Perry, Radford, Samuel J. 
Randall, Rogers, James S. Rollins, Ross, Schenck, Scofield, 
Scott, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Stebbins, Join BL Steele 
Sloan, William G. Steeic, Stevens, Thomas, Voorhees, 
Wadsworth, Ward, Elihu B. Washbarne, Webster, Wha- |i 
ley, and Benjamin Wond. 


is 


The SPEAKER announced that one hundred: 
and seven members had answered to their names, 
On motion of Mr. STEVENS, (attwenty min- 
utes past five o’clock, p. m.,)the Houscadjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuuspay, April 19, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal ofyesterday was readand.approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, trans- 
mitting a communication from the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, recommending an increase of 
the salary of the United States agent for the fn- 


i dians in the vicinity of Green Bay, Wisconsin, 
| from $1,000 to $1,500 per annum; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also laid before the Senate a letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a commu- 
nication from the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, recommending the appointment of an agent 
for the Kiaway, Apache, and Camanche Indians, 
ata salary of $1,500 per annum, and that an ap- 
propriation be made for that purpose; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a memorial of the 


Legislature of Wisconsin in favor of a grant of 
land to aid in the construction of a canal from 


' Sturgeon bay to Lake Michigan; which was re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed, 


He also presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Wisconsin in favor of the enactment of a 
law for the encouragement of foreign emigration 
to the United States; which was ordered to lieou 
the table, and be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the memorial of 
Clark Mills, praying that he may be employed to 
design aud execute marble groups of statuary to 
be placed in the pediment, or over the main en- 
trance, of the south wing of the Capitol extension, 


| to correspond with those of the north wing, and 


that an appropriation may be made toward the 
commencement of the work; which was referred 
to the Committec on the Library. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Jesse 
Baldwin, praying for the establishment of a uni- 
form standard of value; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LLARRIS presented a memorial of the Syra- 
cuse, Binghamton, and New York Railroad Com- 
pany, and a memorial of dealers in boots, shoes, 
and rubbers, remonstrating against the extension 
of the Goodyear patent for the manufacture of vul- | 
canized India rubber; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a memorial of the 
Maine Central Railroad Company, remonstrating | 
against the extension the Goodyear patent for the 
manulacture of vuleanized India rubber; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and the | 


| Patent Office. i 


- Healso presented the petition of Jane P. Thurs- 

ton, praying to be indemuified for alleged mal- 
administration upon the estate of ber Jate husband, 
Henry Thurston, master mariner, deceased, late 
of Cumberland county, Maine; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of citizens of 
New Hampshire, praying that some definite rank 
may be assigned to boatswains, gunners, carpen- 
ters, and sailmakers in the Navy; which was re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. I move to postpone 
all prior orders for the purpose of proceeding with 
the unfinished business of yesterday’s morning 
hour—House bill No. 301. 

Mr. SUMNER. [have no objection of course 
to the motion of the Senator from Indiana, but I | 
see the Senator from Ohio in his scat, and I desire 


to call his attention to a resolution which he in- 

troduced some weeks ago with reference to the 

quorum. Our experience on several occasions | 
latterly, particularly yesterday and two or three 
days ago, shows, I think, the necessity of look- 
ing into that question at least. I have a decided | 
opinion in favor of the proposition of the Senator. ; 
I believe that the quorum which we ought tode- | 


of tl 


clare-here is in conformity with that proposition; 
and E think if-it should be so. declared it woatd: 
facilitate our business very muéh.Fherefares ie 
the interest of the public business, I ask the Sens: 
ator from Ohio to-be good ebough: to: presschis™ 
proposition and let us vote upon H. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | I introduced 


the proposi 


' tion and had it referred. to the Committee: an ths: 


Judiciary.» As Lam nota member of thatcom= 
mittee [have no. power over it.. E hope the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary will report for or.-agaitist 
it, so that we may have the question seitled, “As 
a matter of course | have no power over itnows 
Mr. HOWARD. Are reports in order? © 
The VICE PRESIDENT. They are not: 
The question is on the motion submitted: by the 
Senator from Indiana. reed 
Mr. FOSTER. IL hope we may be allowed to 
get through with the morning business first. 
Mr. LANE, of Indiana. $ give way for morm- 
ing business, ` . > 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred n bill (3. 
No. 132) to amend an act entitled “An act, to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri river-to the Pacifie o¢eany 
and to secure to the Goverument the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862, reported it with amend- 
ments, è i i 

He also, from the same commiptee, to whom 
was referred a memorial of William Napoleon 
Walton, praying that aid may be given him to 


| construct a pneumatic vrograph from the waters 


of the Missouri river to Sau Francisco, California, 
or Portland, Oregon, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 
Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Pent 
sions, to whom was referred a memorial of Georgé 
A. Schreiner, praying for a pension, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill (S. No, 240) for the 
relief of George A. Schreinet, ‘Phe bill was read 
and passed to a sccond reading, and the report 
was ordered to be printed, ; E 
Mr. WILLEY, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred’a bill 
E No, 184) to amend an act entitled “ Au act to 
efine the powers and duties of the levy court-of 
the county of Washington, District of Columbia, 
in regard to roads, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 8, 1843, reported adversely thereon, 
He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (S. No. 204) providing for the 
formation of corporations and regulating the same, 
in the District of Columbia, reported it without 
amendment. a ` 
Mr. LANE, of Kansas, from the Committee 
on Comuierce, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S, No, 242) to establish Pordand, 
in the State of Oregon, and Leavenworth, in the 
State of Kansas, ports of delivery; which was 
read and passed to a second reading, 


TAXATION IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. GRIMES. Iam instracted by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, to whom were 
referred the amendments of the House of Repre 
sentatives to the Lill (S. No. 126) to amend an 
act to incorporate the inhabitants of the city of 
Washington, passed May 15, 1820, to report the 
same back to the Senate and recommend that the 
Senate conéur in thé amendments of the House of 
Representatives. | move that the question be put 
now. x 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. The first amendment was in geetion 
one, line fifteen, after the words‘ streetor alley,” 


| to insert the following: s 


And aiso to cause the same to be suitably paved and re- 
paired, and to be arali times properly cleaned and watered. 


_ The next amendment was to insert the follow- 
Ing as section two: ý 

And be it further enacted, That immediately upon the 
approval ofthis act the said corperation shall designate 
some proper officer thereof whose duty it shall be-to see 
that the provisions of this act are properly exeeyted, and 
that the principal avenues and streets of tre said city are so 
eleaucd mul watered as to beat all times reasonably clean 
and tree from dust, and also to keep ihe pavements and 
sidewalks upon said avenues and streets at all umes in 
suit ud proper repair. And it shall turtlier be the duty 
d corporation to take such measures as th shall 
deem wise to promote seme uniform and generi! system 
ut dramage for said city. 4 
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` Mr. HALE. I do not know that these are not 
very imporiant provisions to a very important 
bill. [presume they are; but I have not been 
able to hear one single word, such-has been the uni- 
versal. confusion in the Senate Chamber when the 
amendments were read. | think they relate toan 
important subject. I should like ‘to bear them; 
: bat [suppose Í beard them as wellas Í have heard 
\ agreat many of the bills that are passed here in 
the morning hour. I donotknow anything about 
them—anot one word, 
«Mr. GRIMES. Lask for the re-reading of the 
amendments. : 
The VICE PRESIDENT. They will be again 
read, if there be no objection. 
The Secretary read them. 
The amendments were concurred in. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE asked, and by unanimous 
‘consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
241) granting to the State of Wisconsin a dona- 
tion of public lands to aid in the construction of 
a ship canal at the head of Sturgeon bay, in the 
county of Door, in said State, to connect the waters 
of Green bay with Lake Michigan in said State; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


PUBLIC DOCUMENTS FOR SALE. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘Nhat the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the printing 
of adimited number of public documents for sales 


RANK OF PROVOST MARSHAL GENERAL. 


On motion of Mr. LANE, of Indiana, the con- 
sideration of the bill (LL. R. No. 301) to amend 
an act for enrolling and calling out the national 
forces, so as to tmerease the rank, pay, and 
emoluments of the Provost Marshal General, was 
resumed as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr, LANE, of lidiana. A shall only detain 
the Senate fora moment, [stated yesterday that 
under the conscription law the Provost Marshal 
General was necessarily a colonel, and could 
have no other position, Phe fifth section of that 
act is in these words: 

Phat for each of said districts there shall be appointed 
by the President a provost uuusbal, with the rank, pay, 
gad emoluments ota captain of cavalry, or an oflicer of 
said rank shall be detailed by the President, who shall be 
auder the direction and subjeet to the orders of a Provost 
Marshal G 1, appointed or detaited by the Presidunt of 
the United Siates, whose oilice shail be at the seat of Gov- 
ernment, forming a ate burcan at the War Depart- 
ment, and whose raak, pay, and wnoluments shall be those 
ot a colonel of cavalry. 


Under that law Colonel Fry was detailed to the 
head of this bureau, with the rank, pay, and emol- 
uments of a colonel of cavalry. ‘This bill docs not 
necessarily alfect Colonel Pry. It simply pro- 
vides that the Provost Marshal General shall have 
the rank of a brigadicr general instead of a colo- 
nel, ‘That is the whole of it. It dees not neces- | 
sarily change the rank of Colonel Fry, for the 
President may appoint whoever he pleases. {tsim- 
ply makes the head of the office a brigadier gen- 
eral instead of a colonel, whoever the head of the | 


office may be. It is to give the additional rank to ij 
the Provost Marshal General; the President way 4 
appoint any one to fillthe position; but inasmuch i 
as Colonel Fry bas been alluded tons a man who || 
serves ina bureau, sitting at a clerk’s desk, ask- | 
ing promotion as x brigadier general, £ will state = 
that Colonel Fry has had about as much active | 
service inthe field as almost any officer we have. i| 
i have this morning before me the recommenda- |; 
tion of seven major generals, under whose com- | 
mand he bas served, recommending him for ap- 
pointmentas a brigadier general; General Thomas, $ 
General Burnside, General McCook, General Jeff. 


t 
C. Davis, General R. W. Johnson, General Crit- R 
tenden, General Rousseau; and there are others || 
who recommend him for great gallantry and skill 
and efficiency in the field. Hl 

i supposed there would be no objection to this 4 
bill. i did not anticipate any objection, because i 
jt was introduced into the House of Represent- i 
atives, referred’ to the Military Committee, re- f 
ported back without opposition, passed -by the |i 
House without a division as 1 understand, was 
then referred to the Military Committee of the | 


it was only necessary to call the attention of the 
Senate to the bill to have it passed. 2 

I claim that the increased rank should be given 
to. this office from the nature of the duties dis- 
charged and the importance of those duties. If 
we call out three hundred thousand troops, the 
Provost Marshal General may at one time have 
command of three hundred thousand men. He 
has command of all the provost marshals in all 
the several States and districts while the draft is 
going on. Itisoneof the most important bureaus 
in the War Department, and the head of every 
other bureau of commensurate importance has 
this increased rank. 

I have nothing further to say on the subject, 
except that I suppose it-is within the knowledge 


of every Senator that Colonel Fry has discharged . 


his duties well and ably and efficiently; but 
whether he be Provost Marshal General or not, 
it seems to me the head of that bureau should be 
a brigadier general. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will ask the Senator, 
then, why not bring in a bill simply to repeal that 
part of the law which provides that the head of 
that bureau shall be a colonel? ‘Phat willaccom- 
plish his object. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. If that is not pre- 
ciscly what this bill does, I cannot understand 
the English language. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This bill adds a brigadier 
general to the number of brigadiers. 'Thatis the 
difference. Simply repeal the provision referred 
to, and a brigadier can be detailed to take charge 
of the bureau, whereas if you pass this bill you 
add one additional brigadier general. 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Thatis precisely what 
L want to do; and I anticipate that Colonel Fry 
will be kept inthis place. 1 hope he will, with the 
increased rank. This bill repeals that section of 
the conscription law confining the Provost Mar- 
shal General to the rank, pay, and emoluments of 
a colonel, and authorizes him to bave the rank, 
pay, and emoluments of a brigadier general. I 
think that is proper. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, was ordered to a third reading, and 
was read the third time. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Task for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. It does not ap- 
prove itself to my judgment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, T have not the slightest ob- 
jection to Colonel Fry being made a brigadier 
general; I have no doubt he is perfectly compe- 
tent, certainly as competentasa great many others 
who have been appointed; but Lam by no means 
sure tinu the bill itself does not go further than the 
honorable member from Indiana supposes. It 
seems to me that by it we legislate the Provost 
Marshal General who is now in office into the 
rank of a brigadier, We say that the Provost 
Marshal General, and that means Colonel Fry— 
it will be so construcd—shail be a brigadier gen- 
eral. 

Mr. CARLILE. The Provost Marshal Gen- 
eral for the time being. 

Mr. JOHNSON. For the time being, of course, 
that the Provost Marshal General shall have the 
rank ofa brigadier general, Now the honorable 
member supposes 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Pardon mea moment. 
It is “the Provost Marshal General”? countempla- 
ted in the law of last year who is to be a briga- 


| dier, and nota colonel. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I understand that; but he is 
the Provost Marshal General, and I am by no 
means sure that the construction of the law will 
not be precisely the same if passed in its present 
formeas if Colonel Fry was inserted as the Pro- 


| vost Marshal General now in office; but it is by 


no means clear, whether that be true or not, that 


| if we pass the bill, and he who is not now a brig- 


adier becomes a brigadier by the force of the act, 


| that he will not be a brigadier after he ceases to 
| be Provost Marshal General. 


Iam by no means 
certain that the honorable member from Maine is 
not right in the opinion that the bill adds an addi- 


' tional brigadier general to the present number of 
i brigadiers in the service. 


Mr, LANE, of Indiana. That is what we 
want. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Thatis what you want as 
far as Colonel Fry is concerned, I know. But if 


the effect of the bill is to make Colonel Fry a 


brigadier general, then we are, as I think, inter- 
fering with the constitutional power of the Ex- 
ecutive. : s : 

Mr. HARRIS, The fifth section of the act for 
enrolling and calling out, the national forces pro- 
vides for the appointment of a Provost Marshal 
General. Thatsame section declares that the rank, 
pay, and emoluments of that officer shall be those 
of a colonel. Now, this bill provides that the 
rank, pay, and emoluments of the officer, who- 
ever he may be, the persor who holds the office 
provided for by the fifth section of the former act, 
shall be those of a brigadier general, and not of a 
colonel. Whoever happens to be the incumbent 
of that place, if this bill passes, will be for the 
time being a brigadier general; he will have the 
rank, the pay, and the emoluments of a brigadier 
general, and not of acolonel. That is all there 
is inthigbill. It isthe only construction that can 
be put on it. ; 

Mr. GRIMES. I propose to amend the billin 
a manner that I think will satisfy all parties, by 
striking out all of the bill after the enacting clause, 
and inserting in lieu thereof: 

That so much of the act entitled An act for enrolling 
and calling out Lhe national forces, and for other purposes,?? 
approved March 3, 1863, as requires that the Provost Mar- 
slal General of the United States shall have the rank, pay, 
and emoluments of a colonel, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

Mr. COLLAMER. How will that leave him? 

Mr. GRIMES. Then he will have just such 
rank and pay as the President of the United States 
shall see fit to bestow upon him. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate have 
already ordered the bill toa third reading, and it 
has been read the third time. It is not therefore 
open to amendment except by unanimous con- 
sent. The Chair will receive the amendment if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. CARLILE, and Mr. LANE of Kansas. 
I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then a motion 
must be made to reconsider that vote before the 
amendment willbe inorder. 1f there be no such 
motion, the question will be on the passage of 
the bill; upon which the yeas and nays were or- 

ered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. If Colonel Fry be not 
now a brigadier general, and this bill is passed, 
would he not necessarily have to vacate his of- 
fice? The act of Congress declaring that the per- 
son who holds that office shall be a brigadier gen- 
eral, and Colonel Fry not being a brigadier gen- 
eral at the present time, would he not necessarily 
have to vacate that office and give place to some 
brigadier general? I think so. Can Congress 
appoint a brigadier general? The appointing 
power is with the Executive; and he would have 
to nominate Colonel Fry to the Senate as a briga- 
dier general if he wished him to fill the office. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill, resulted—-yeas 31, nays 
7; as follows: 

YEAS—M 


. Anthony, Brown, Carlile, Chandler, 
Collamer, Conness, Cowan, Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Fos- 
ter, Hale, Harris, Henderson, Hendricks, Howard, flowe, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, McDougall, Morgan, 
Nesmith, Powell, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, 
Ten Byek, Van Winkle, Wilkinson, and Willey—3l. 

NAYS—Messts. Buckalew, Clark, Fessenden, Johnson; 
Saulsbury, Trumbull, and Wilson—7/, 

So the bill was passed. 

TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The following bill 
is returned from the House of Representatives 
with an indorsement; which will be read. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 

In louse OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 18, 1864. 

Resolved, That the House iusist on its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 
15) to provide a temporary government for the Territory of 
Montana; andask a further free conterence on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon: 

Ordered, That Mr. Wexsrer, Mt. HOLMAN, and Mr. 
Marvin be the managers of the conference on the part of 
the Llouse. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas, I move that the Sen- 
ate reciprocate, and appoint a committee of con- 
ference. : 

Mr. SHERMAN, I gave notice yesterday 
that Lintended to submit a motion that the Senate 
recede from its amendments, in ‘order to pass the 
bill, deeming the amendments of comparatively 
little importance; but upon examination J find 
that the original bill as sent to us from the House 


1864. 
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of Representatives will not only allow foreigners 
who have declared their intentions to become cit- 
izens, but also foreigners who have not declared 
their intentions, to vote. The qualification re- 
quired for suffrage under the original bill is simply 
a residence of thirty days, without requiring the 
voter to be either a citizen or a person who has 
declared his intention to become a citizen. If, 
therefore, I should move to recede and the Senate 
should adopt the motion it would leave the -bill 
in a very objectionable form. Canadians might 
come over from the border, and after thirty days’ 
residence, without citizenship or a declaration of 
intention to become such, they would be allowed 
to vote under the original bill. Ishall not, there- 
fore, make the motion to recede, but I hope the 
committee of conference will be able to settle and 
adjust the matter. b 

Mr. WILKINSON. I renew the motion I 
made yesterday, that the Senate insist on their 
amendments and agree to the further conference 
asked for by the House. 

Mr. FOSTER. I suggestto the Senator from 
Ohio that it will be incompetent for the committee 
of conference to heal the difficulty of which he 
complains. That is part of the text of the bill 
which has been agreed to by both Houses. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will perceive 
that the part of the text of the bill to which I re- 
ferred is the portion that has been modified by 
the Senate, and it is within the power of the com- 
mittee of conference. I examined the bill with 
that view. ‘The very clause that | have objected 
to, and which is undoubtedly objectionable, is the 
one that has been amended by the Senate, and it 
is therefore open to the action of the committee 
of conference. There can be no doubt about that. 
The committee of conference might report a prop- 
osition that any white male citizen, who is either 
a citizen of the United States or will declare his 
intention to become such, may vote. That would 
remove the objection I have to the bill as it stands. 
But I will state to the Senate that if this difficulty 
should continue, if the controversy between the 
two Houses continues on this one point, at a fu- 
ture stage of the proceedings & motion to recede 
might be made, for it would be better to pass the 
bill in the form it came tous from the House than 
to defeat it entirely. However, that motion can 
be made after another trial of a committee of con- 
ference. . $ ee 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Ishould like to havg read 
that portion of the bill to which the Senator from 
Ohio refers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 

of the Senate disagreed to by the House will be 
read. 
“The Secretary read the first amendment, in 
section five, after the word ‘ free,” to strike out 
the words ‘* white male inhabitant,’ and to insert 
“ every male citizen of the United States, and those 
who have declared their intention to become 
such.” ” 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the Secretary to read 
the section of the House bill that is proposed to 
be amended, the original text. 

The Secretary read, as follows: 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That every free white 
male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one years, who 
shail have been an actual resident of said Territory for 
thirty days prior to the first election, shall be entitled to 
vote at said election, and shall be eligible to any office 
within the said Territory; but the qualifications of voters 
and of hotding office at all subsequent elections shall be 
such as shall be prescribed by the Legislative Assembly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The objection I have to the 
original bill is this: that any foreigner, whether 
he has declared his intention to become a citizen 
or not, might vote under the operation of this bill, 
A Canadian might come over, and by residing 
there thirty days, being a simple inhabitant, with- 
out any. residence or intention to remain, he might 
take part in organizing the territorial government, 
I do not think that is right. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. He being a citizen of 
the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; it does not say citizens 
of the United States at all. If itsaid that, it would 
be right. Butit says thatanybody who has been 
there thirty days, even without the intention of 
residing, may vote at the firstelection. Iam told 
that there are a large number of persons from 
Canada who are carrying on the’ fur trade scat- 
tered over that region, who are not citizens, and 
do not iatend to become such; and yetunder the 


| is a difference between the House of Representa- 


| taking their arms and going outand exposing their 


i 


operation. of the billas it came to. us from. the. 

ouse they can vote. ; 7 j 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Can it be amended? 

Mr. SHERMAN. We have amended it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Have we amended itin. 
that particular? is 

Mr. WILKINSON. Yes, sir. The amend- 
ment of the Senate confines the right of suffrage 
to citizens of the United States and those.who 
have declared their intention to become such. | 

Mri SUMNER. The objection of the Senator 
from Ohio does not prevail against the Senate 
proposition. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir, not against the 
Senate proposition. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I suggest to the Sen- 
ator, let us stick to our own proposition. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very thing I 
am suggesting: ‘that we appoint another commit- 
tee of conference; and I hope that then they will 
report an amendment which will entircly avoid 
this controversy about negro suffrage. , Lam will- 
ing to vote for the bill confining the right of suf- 
frage to free white male inhabitants who are either 
citizens or have declared their intention to become 
citizens, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Irise merely for the pur- 
pose of saying that the Senator from Ohio now 
seems to propose instructions to our committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Heshould recollect that 
the majority of the Senate is decidedly of the opin- 
ion that their amendment should be adhered to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not proposed any 
instructions, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. He proposes that the 
committee shall back out. I do not know that 
the Senate would agree to that, simply to accom- 
modate the Senator’s views. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have not proposed any 
such thing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator has made 
no such proposition, but that is the effect of his 
remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Notatall. I simply stated 
the reasons why I did not submit the motion that 
I intended to submit yesterday—reasons that are 
very satisfactory to myself, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The amendment intro- 
duced by the honorable Senator from Minnesota, 
(Mr. Wizkinson,] and which was adopted by the 
Senate, had this practical effect: it would require 
persons either to be citizens of the United States 
or to have declared their intention to become cit- 
izens in the Territory of Montana before they 
could vote, which is right; because, as our law. 
now stands in reference to men who are liable to 
be drafted into the Army, we put that test upon 
them. Those who vote must fight; and it is not 
proper to allow those to vote in the Territory of 
Montana or anywhere else who are not liable to 
be drafted. 

But so far as this amendment applies to white 
or colored men in the Territory, itis the merest 
abstraction in the world. There is not a negro 
in the Territory, and probably will not be for 
years. it has no practical bearing or effect. 
There is some excitement got up on that, how- 
ever, and it seems that is the pointon which there 


tives and the Senate. The question is whether | 
the word “ white” shall be inserted in the bill or 
not. The practical benefit of the amendment of 
the Senator from Minnesota is that it requires 
persons either to be citizens or to have declared 
their intention to be citizens in order to vote. 
Mr. HALE. ‘That remark has been made so 
often here that Lam afraid somebody will get to 
believe that this question is a mere abstraction. 
It is not so. Itis one of the most practical ques- 
tions that was ever presented to the American 
Senate, as it is involved in the proposition of the 
Senator from Minnesota. Here is an immense 
territory that we are about to organize into a ter- 
ritorial government. The question is, whether 
at its start, when there are no inhabitants there, 
we shall by its fundamental law educate the people 
to this absurd. and barbarous prejudice. What 


a spectacle we present of ‘ourselves to the world 
to-day! We are calling on this colored race to 
fight for us, and they are responding. They are 


lives in battle; and we see how gallantly they | 
stood at the fort that has recently been taken | 


| cept at the first election. 


and they were massacred at their arma.. 
a time when they are responding to 4 
going out, their lives in their -handsy. 


his ealla 
nd 


down their lives in defense of the country and. { 
‘ in.th 


its salvation, we proceed to declare that 4 
vast territory, which is now. un upied , ans 
which waits for the march of civilization.an 
provement, they shall be forever debarred from 
ing with the privileges of freemen., Weare c ; 
upon them to defend the country and to save- It, 
but at,the same.time telling themif they live u : 
the country that they have saved they shalt Tive 
in a subordinate and inferior position, and shall. 
not enjoy any of the rights of freemen. . It is 
eminently more of a practical question to-day, bes. 
cause the country is unsettled and because, there 
are no colored men there. It is eminently. prac- 
tical, because now we can settle the question and 
say that this unoccupied, immense territory may 
be open to them. : ; ; 

Mr. President, I suppose that God made. col- 
ored men. 1 do not know of any other power that 
ever did make them; and if He made them and 
placed them on this world, it seems to me Hein 
tended that they should live here. In addition to. 
that, if they have been brought here by the.ava- 
rice or the lust of the white man until they have: 
multiplied to the degree that they. have,.does, it 
become us to say that upon this continent they, 
shall not live where we have brought them and. 
where in the providence of God they now are? ` 

it seems to me that this question is one that we. 
can meet and grapple with at the present time, 
better than we can at any time in the future, bé- 
cause now it is unembarrassed by the prejudices 
of a popolation that have been already educated: 
under this inhuman and unchristian code. 

I think the amendment of the Senator from 
Minnesota docs great credit to his statesmanship, 
his sagacity, his foresight, and his humanity; and’ 
l hope the Senate will stand there, even if welose 
the bill thereby. . ; 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the unfinished business of yesterday. . 

Mr. WILKINSON. 1 hope the Senate will 
proceed with the consideration of the question be~ 
fore it until a vote cañ be taken.. 9s 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the special order may be passed, over 
informally. ae 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object to its being passed 
over. Let the Senate decide whether it shall be. 
done or not. Se 

Mr. WILKINSON. Then I move to post- 
pone.all prior orders for the purpose of continus 
ing this question before the Senate. A : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ifa vote can be taken 
without any further debate, I have no objection, 

Mr. WILKINSON. I presume there. will be 
no further debate. . r 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then I withdraw. my 
objection. ` i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was. 
not aware that the Senator from Minnesota yeg- 
terday submitted a motion that the Senate fur- 
ther Insist on its amendments, and agree to the’ 
conference asked for by the other House. , That 
is the pending motion. ‘ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know that the 
question which hasbeen discussed is really: be-. 
fore us for consideration in-the shape in which 
the vote is to be taken; but I think the Senator 
from New Hampshire is entirely mistaken when. 
he says that the amendment in dispute between 
the two Houses is notan abstraction, a mere tem- 
porary matter, This bill does not propose to fix 
fundamentally and forever the right of suffrage 
in this Territory. It is to have no operation ex- 
When the Territorial 
Legislature meets it is to fix the right of suffrage. 
We have been informed here that there iS not a 
single colored person in the proposed Territory. 
The amendment of the Senate will have no prac- 
tical effect. It is the merest abstraction, precisely 
what the Senator from Wisconsin has stated; and 
I can see no good to arise from it. The effect is 
simply to agitate and get up a question, where 
there is nothing practical for it to operate upon. 
The very first Legislature ihat meets in this Ter- 
ritory, according to the very provisions of this 
bill, will Ax the right of suffrage. We. do not 
propose to fix it for them. This portion of the 
bill is of a very ‘temporary character. Other 
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parts of the bill are to operate so Tong as the Ter- | 
ritory coiitinuess not this one. The very first ac- 
tion that the Territory takes dispenses with this 
part of the bill; and it seems that there are no 
colored persons there. There are some States in | 
the Union where the colored person is allowed to 
vote. He is not allowed to vote in my State. 
The people of Illinois, by very decided majori- 
ties; arè opposed to allowing him to vote. edo 
not allow females to vote in that State. I under- 
stand that in some States of the Union, and un- | 
der some circumstances, females are allowed to 
vote; and on the general principle that has been 
proclaimed here of the universal equality of all | 
mankind, and womankind, too, I suppose, before 
the law, I do not know why women should not 
vote. $ 

“Mr. COWAN. And persons under twenty-one. 

“Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. Why not per- 
sons under twenty-one? 

Mr. WILSON, That is not the right tone. _ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Mas- | 
sachusetts says that my toneis not the right one. | 
Perhaps it may not be; but, sir, if we have done f 
anything to weaken the power of the patriotic | 
people to put down the rebellion, it has been by 
assuming action which the exigencies of the coun- 
try did not require. We have a great work to do 
to save the country, saye the Constitution, save | 
constitutional liberty. We want the arms and 
the help of all the people of the loyal States. We 
wanttogetup no divisionsabout whether women’s 
rights should prevail, or about establishing for a 
temporary purpose in some far-off Territory a 
principle that is to alicnate and divide loyal men 
and friends of the Government. : 

Sir, it is of a piece with another declaration 
that ! have heard sometimes in this Chamber, and 
have always regretted when I have heard it, and 
that was that it mattered not whethera thing was 
constitutional or not. Sir, this Government can- 
not be saved, constitutional liberty cannot be 
snyed, unless we save it under the Constitution. 
We are fighting for liberty regulated by law, for 
constitutional liberty; and so far from strength- 
ening the Government, so far from weakening 
the rebellion, you divide the Joyal sentiment of 
the North, you aid rebellion whenever you wn- 
dertake todo an act without constitutional author- | 
ity. What is it that divides the loyal people? i 
How isit that there is an opposition in the northern | 
States? On whatis it based? Lt is under the pre- | 
tense that the Government in its effort to putdown | 
this rebellion has usurped authority, has assumed | 
to itself powers noi warranted by the Constitu- | 
tion. I think these charges are not always just. | 
I know they are not; most frequently they are | 
unjust. But I would avoid, if I could, the appear- 
ance ofa violation of the Constitution, 

Mr. WILKINSON. Does this violate the Con- 
stitution? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No,sir. Ido not say that 
this violates the Constitution. I think we havea 
right to organize the Territory by the Constitu- 
tion, and authorize such persons as we think 
proper to vote in its organization; but like some 
other measures which have been regorted to, the 
tendéncy is to alienate and divide loyal men and 
to help the rebellion. You give men who are 
really opposed to the Government something to 
go before the people upon, and get up divisions 
and distractions, when we want no divisions in 
this country except between patriots and traitors. 
Let that be theline. I want nootherissues unth | 
we shall have suppressed this rebellion. 

Į was sorry when this proposition was intro- : 
duced, and without undertakjng to discuss its in- | 
trinsic merits, whether the time may come when 
it will be proper to allow colored persons to vote, 
and females to vote in our elections—without en- 
tering on the discussion of any such question, I 
say it is a needless provision here; itis ofa tem- 
porary characters and the only effect of it is to 
make divisions in the North andamong loyal men, 
and [ regret exceedingly that the proposition has 
been thrust into Congress to go before the people 
and be discussed upon the stamp. Why agitate 
the question during the summer as we go home 
among the people whether a colored man shall 
have a right to vote at the first election in Mon- 
tana, where there is not a colored man? Shall 
that be the question to be discussed, instead ofthe 
vital onc of appealing to the patriotism of the land | 
to rally around the standard of the country and |i 


put down this wicked rebellion? Are the ener- 
gies of the people to be wasted and their thoughts 
occupied with discussing these abstract questions? 

Now, sir, I wish there could be a feeling here 
that would not thrust upon us any such questions 
at such a time as this.. I did not intend to take 
up time in discussing this matter, nor am I now 
to be betrayed into making a speech in regard to 
it. “All I mean to say is that the effect of sucha 
proposition is evil, and only evil, and that if we 
are to have a united country, a united people in 
the loyal States to put down this rebellion, we 
must avoid raising issues at this moment that have 
no practical importance. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I withdrew my objection 
to postponing the regular order of business on the 
ground that there would be no debate, but I see 
the debate is continued on this question, and my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Wiuson] and 
several others are trying to get the floor to debate 
it further. I now hope the Senator from Minne- 
sota will not object to my moving to lay this bill 
aside and proceed to the consideration of the ap- 
propriation bill. There is no hurry about this. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I willsay to the Senator 
that I did not anticipate this debate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
will be continued at some length, 

Mr. WILKINSON. I wish now ta say some- 
thing myself, but I will not ask to do so to-day. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. I moveto go on with the 
order of the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires no mo- 
tion. The Chair understood it to be laid over in- 
formally, but objection being made to doing so 
longer, the bill comes up. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate,as in Commitee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
192) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
| ment for the year ending June 30, 1865. 

Mr, ANTHONY. 
| on page 9, after line two hundred and seven, by 
inserting: 

So much of the second section of the act of Congress 
approved the 8th of August, 1846, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the more effectual publication of the laws of the 
United States,” as restyicts the publication of the said laws 
to two of the newspapers in eaeh of the States and Terri- 
tories of the United States, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed in rexpeet to States and Territories bordering on 
otlier States or Territories under the military control orin- 
surgents: Provided, That the said laws be not published in 
more than four newspapers in any such border State or 
Territory : And provided also, That the publication afore 
said shail not requiro any further appropriation by Congr 
to defray the expenses thereof 

The object of this amendment is to allow the 
publication of the laws in some of the border 
States in newspapers that will reach the insurgent 
States. The laws cannot be published in any 
papers in the insurgent Siates, of course; it would 
subject the publishers to imprisonment and the 
papers to suppression; but there are papers pub- 
lished in Tennessee, in Mississippi, and in Lou- 


insurgent States, and it is considered desirable 
that the laws of Congress and the proclamations 
of the President should reach the insurgents 
through this medium. It requires no additional 
appropriation, as the appropriation is already suf- 
ficient to cover the publication of the laws in all 
the States, and there are some States in which it 
is impracticable to do it. Tt is desired by the 
State Department, and is also desired by Gov- 
ernor Johnson, of ‘Tennessee. Itis at his sug- 


| gestion the movement is made, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest to the Senator 
to precede his amendment by the word Sand,” 


! because otherwise it will not come in very well, 


or else to make a separate section of it, R 
Mr. ANTHONY. 1 will modify it by putting 
the word “and” at the beginning of the amend- 


: ment. 


The amendment was agreed to., 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend the bill on 
the 17th page, after line three hundred and ninety- 
six, by iuserting an amendment, which I am in- 
structed to offer by the Committee on Pensions. | 
{tis recommended by the Secretary of the Inte- | 
rior. He deems it necessary for the proper ad- 
ministration of the Pension Bureau and of the 
Department generally. 


For additional clerks in the Pension Bureau during the 
wainder of Vie present fecal year aud the fiscal yearend- | 


re 


it is evident the debate | 


[move to amend the bill | 


isiana that have a considerable circulation in the | 


| riod is $150,050-—§ 


| ing the 30th day of June, 1865, the’sum of $21,000: Pro- 


vided, That the Secretary of the Interior, at his discretion, 
shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to use any portion of 
said appropriation for piece work, or by the day, week, 
month, or year, at such rate or rates as he may deem just 
and fair, not exceeding a salary of $1,400 per annum. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I willask the Senator, if 
that office needs an. addition, why it is not spe- 
cifically defined whataddition it shall have, classi- 
fying the clerks, &c. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam not able to say further 
than that the Secretary of the Interior stated that 
this he believed to be necessary, and could not 
specify it more particularly than that he thought 
this sum would probably be adequate. It willbe 
used at particular times, and it is to some extent 
foreseeing exigencies that may possibly notarise, 
He did not wish, therefore, to have a specific num- 
ber of clerks and to classify them, because they 
might not be necessary. [tis not his purpose to 
use any more of this appropriation than shall be 
necessary, and he can use itin this way just to 
the extent it is necessary and no more, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is a sum given to 
the Secretary of the Treasury by this bill of 
$30,000 for the employment of additional clerical 
force in certain cases if needed, and the classifica- 
tion of those clerks is authorized; but it confines ` 
him in the use of it to the first-class clerks at $1,200, 
I do not see any necessity for going above the 
$1,200 here. Let the amendment be read again, 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I move toamend itby say- 
ing “$1,200” instead of “$1,400, asa limit; that 
is the pay of first-class clerks. 1f he employs an 
occasional force, they must necessarily not be 
better than first-class clerks, This is the limita- 
tion imposed on the Secretary of the Treasury: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury be and he 
is hereby authorized, in bis retion, to cla the clerks 
authorized according to the character of their services, oF 
assign tosneh of them as he shall gee fitany compensation 
not execeding that of clerks of the first class. 

Mr. FOSTER. IJ doubt'whether it will be ex- 
pedient to make that change, At certain seasons 
there isa great press of applications for pensions 
that require to be examined; they pass under the 
eye of examiners, and itis necessary to increase 
temporarily the number of examiners, requiring 
a class of men of someexperience ,and an amount 
of intelligence and capacity above a mere first- 
class clerk; generally men of some knowledge of 
the law and some ‘experience in matters of that 
sort which is acquired after practice, avd for 
which $1,400 a year, or at that rate at the present 
time, is a meager compensation. [donot believe 
that the Secretary of the Interior or the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions willemploy men of that grade 
unless it should be necessary, butif it should be, 
I think money will be saved as well as time by 
employing men who might be employed at that 
price when a less price would not command 
them. Itis true that it depends ow the trust and 
confidence we repose in the Secretary of the In- 
terior and in the Commissioner of Pensions. L 
believe both of them willuse the money econom- 
ically, and will not employ men of the grade 
named unless it would really be a saving to the 
Treasury to do so. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Maine to 
the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, 
to strike out ‘ fourteen’? and insert “twelve.” 

Mr. COLLAMER., It creates a great deal of 
trouble and confusion to have your prices differ- 
entin different Departments. “1 think if $1,200 
is enough in.one Department it should be in the 
others. 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasadopted 5 
and the amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. NESMITH. I see that on page $2, in 
lines seven hundred and sixty-two and seven 
hundred and sixty-three, there is an appropri- 
ation for * wages of workmen and adjusters’? at 
the Mint at Philadelphia of $125,000. | move to 
amend that clause by striking out the words ‘ one 
hundred,” soasto leave the appropriation $25,000, 
I move this amendment for the reason that | per- 
ceive that for the mintin California the amount 
appropriated for the same object for the same pe- 

25,000 more than is appropri- 
ated for the same service at the Mint in Philadel- 
phia, where the cost of labor is acknowledgedly 
much lower. J find that last year the appropria- 
tions for the Mint in Philadelphia amounted to 
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$3,500 more than the appropriations for the mint 
at San Francisco. J find also that during the same 
period the total coinage at the Mint at Philadel- 
phia was: $3,706,047 37; and during that year 
the coinage at the mint at San Francisco was 
$18,551,598 68—about six times the amount of 
coinage at the mint in San Francisco that was 
done in Philadelphia; and yet $3,500 more was 
paid for expenses at the Philadelphia-Mint. . If 
$125,000 is necessary for the payment of work- 
men inthe Mint at Philadelphia, which I do not 
believe, surely $150,000 is not sufficient for the 
mintin San Francisco. I think, looking at the 
proportionate amount of coinage at each estab- 
lishment, as reported last year fromthe Mintand 
branch mint, $25,000 for this purpose at Philadel- 
phia would be in excess of the amount allowed 
. for the mint at San Francisco. [ therefore move 
to reduce the appropriation to $25,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The amount appropria- 
ted last year for the Mint at Philadelphia for this 
item was $111,800, and it has been found that 
that amount has left no balance. For the Cali- 
fornia mint $105,000 was appropriated. This 
year there is a difference of $25,000 in favor of 
the California mint in the appropriation for this 
item. l can only say that these estimates come 
from those who are directors of the several mints, 
and are indorsed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who sends them to us, It is very clearthat 
by striking out the $100,000 and leaving $25,000 
for the Mint at Philadelphia, the result will be 
about to stop the work which is done at the Mint 
in Philadelphia at once. 
ment arises from the estimate which my friend 
from Oregon feels with regard to the Superintend- 
ent of the Mint at Philadelphia. He does not 
like a certain letter of that officer, to which he re- 
ferred some time ago, and therefore he infers that 
it is about time to stop all business atthe Mintat 
Philadelphia, I hope the Senate will hardly come 
to that conclusion, and especially without inform- 
ation on the subject more definite than is pre- 
sented, : 

Mr. NESMITH. I am not actuated by the 
motive which the Senator from Maine attributes 
tome. I have made a fair comparison of the 
cost of coinage between the two places. Labor 
must be very much cheaper at Philadelphia, 
taking the Director’s own argument; and 1 think, 
based on the considerations there presented, this 
appropriation is excessive. The reports show 
what is done at the two mints. It is true that I 
regard the Mint at Philadelphia as a sort of pau- 
per house for broken-down politicians. I can see 
no other particular object for it. It coins only 
about $3,000,000 a year, while the branch mint 
at San Francisco coins about $20,000,000. Still, 
Į do not object to making a fair appropriation for 
the Philadelphia Mint. [tis probably necessary 
that those politicians should be supported there, 
and [am willing to give them a fair support. I 
think $25,000 is ample. 

Mr. CONNESS. The disparity in the coin- 
age at the two mints, as shown by the Senator 
from Oregon, is certainly very great; but I pre- 
sume it may be accounted forin this way: the coin- 
age at San Francisco is mostly in double eagles, 
twenty-dollar pieces. We coin there some eagles, 
but not many; a few half eagles, a few quarter 
engles, and some half-dollar and quarter-dollar 
pieées, but I believe nothing below that. The 
labor performed at the Philadelphia Mint consists 
largely in making nickel cents, and ten and five- 
cent pieces, and@those classes of coins, which, 
although they do not foot up very much in the 
ageregate, involve a good deal of mechanical la- 
bor. [suppose that is the real cause of the dis- 
parity of the expenditures at those two institu- 
tions, ; 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. On page 38 of the bill, 
after. line eight hundred and ninety-six, I pro- 
pose to insert: 

And from and after the 30th day of June, 1864, the salary 
of the Assistant Attorney General shall be $4,000 per au- 
num, and the salary of the chief clerk in the Attorney Gen- 
eral’s oflice $2,000 per annum. 

1 offer this amendment from the Committee on 
- the Judiciary in pursuance of a recommendation 
from the Attorney General. Perhaps I had bet- 
ter have what he says read to tHe Senate. 

The Secretary read the following extract from 
a letter of Hon. Edward Bates, Attorney Gen- 


I suppose this move- | 


eral, to the chairman of the Committee on` the 
Judiciary: . ; ES : 

“I need hardiy-inform you, sir, that the altered condition 
of the country within the last three years has greatly in- 
creased and diversified the labors and cares of this office. 
As those labors consist inainly of thought and study, we 
have oceasion for only 2 comparatively small clerical force. 
But there is a pressing need in the office for.more lawyers 
than the present arrangement contemplates. 

“ The Jaw provides me with an assistant, ard Thave been 
fortunate in getting one who is a diligent, faithful, and able 
man. Knowing bim trom his youth I chos€ him for those 
qualities; and now he remains with me at a positive pecu- 
ntary loss only on account of personal attachment. His 
salary, fixed by law at $3,000, was perhaps well enough 
four years ago, but now is wholly Inadequate as a recom- 
pense for the talents, learning, and aciual tabor which his 
position requires. His pay really ought to be $4,000. 

“ There are but six clerksin my office, two only of whom 
receive a salary of $1,600. ‘The other four are paid ata 
lower rate. And itis of great importaucc to the due and 
convenient discharge of the daily duties ofboth the Attorney 
General and the assistant, that the chief clerk should be a 
well-read reliable lawyer; because an ordinary clerk, how- 
ever intelligent and faithfal in the common routine of busi- 
ness and in keeping the books fairly written up, cannot be 
safely intrusted with many miuor law matters proper ; such, 
for instance,as correspondence with district attorneys and 
niirshals and clerks of courts in relation to pending eases. 
And this is a class of duty from which the Attorney General 
and his assistant ought, In view of their constant engage- 
ments in matters far more important, to be, atleast, in part. 
relieved, 

“In these times we cannot hope to command ali the need- 
ful qualifications of a chiet clerk in such alaw offiee as this 
for $1,600 a year. At present we have one who, { hope aud 
believe, is entirely competent. But we have him by acci- 
dent and hy a temporary pressure of circumstances else- 
where. 

«I give it as my thoughtful opinion, founded on three 
years of close observation, that the business of this office 
would not only be much facilitated, but that it would be a 
practical economy of public money, to raise the salary ‘ot 
the chiet clerk of this Department to $2,500, or at the very 
lowest to $2,000.77 


Mr. TRUMBULL. It will be observed that 
the highestsalary paid to any clerk in the Attor- 
ney General’s office is $1,600, while all the other 
heads of Departments have clerks who are paid 
higher salaries. That, however, would be no 
reason for raising the salaries now; but the rea- 
son given bythe Attorney General is, J think, a 
good one. He says the chief clerk in his office 
ought to be a lawyer, and that it is impossible to 
get a man fit for such a position, in the present 
condition of the country, for $1,600 a year. I 
think every one willappreciate thatat once. The 
amendment | have offered. proposes to raise it to 
$2,000. The Attorney General said it should be 
$2,500, or $2,000 at the lowest. We took the 
lowest sum. The effectis to make the chief clerk 
in his office, who ought to be a lawyer, a $2,000 
clerk, and itis manifest that a person fit to be 
there can hardly be expected to be procured at a 
less sum in the present condition of the country. 

In regard to the Assistant Attorney General, I 
do not know that Ihave anything more to say 
than the Attorney General himselfhas said. That 
is a high and responsible office. I do not think 
we ought to raise the salary on account of the in- 
cumbent; l have always been opposed to legisla- 
ting in regard to the particular individual holding 
an office; and therefore, although Mr. Coffey, 
the present Assistant Attorney General, is a gen- 


tleman, as I understand, of very great ability, | 


whose services are certainly worth more than 
$3,000, I would not put it on any such ground as 
that; but I put it on the ground that the office of 
Assistant Attorney General, so important a po- 
sition as that, with the vast amount of business 
that comes before that office, ought to command 
a salary higher than $3,000. Iam not disposed 
to take up time on the question. I submit the 
proposition as from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary and the Attorney General. 

Mr. HALE. I hate to oppose this proposi- 
tion, because it looks ungracious to do soy but 
the difficulty is that we have got a complaint in 
this country—it prevails and spreads more rap- 
idly than ever the small-pox did—it isa universal 
cry from all classes and all conditions every where 
for increase of salary, Some men seem to think 
that is a panacea wliich is to cure everything.. It 
certainly will, if my friend from Massachusetts’ 
[Mr. Witson] comes in with a proposition to 
increase pay and add rank. The increase of rank 
and pay seems to be a panacea for curing all our 
evils. [ was atthe Postmaster General’s room 
this morning, and there was &universal ¢ pplica- 
tion from all the route agents for an increase of 
pay. ‘There is acombination among ‘Hem, I be- 
lieve, and the country is going to be -cprived of 
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the «services of route agents ifs their! pay: 
increased.: You cannot call atvany:of thesc offiers:- 
without being constantly told how lowithelrsal=. 
aries are. You listen te some of them:and ye 
think them very-reasonable.} But,sir, the Secre 
tary of the Treasury has told usithat:if wë wanti 
to serve our country and relieve.it from the cor 
dition.in which it is, we must-reduce our expend- 


| itures.and increase our tqxation. ‘Every case that 


is presented is said to be an extraordinary, a pes 
culiar one. I have no doubt-that if the country 
could afford it, it would be well enough ito raise 
these gentlemen’s salaries;.but the fact of the- 
depreciation of the currency is one. that affects 
everybody, and if you raise the salary of one yow 
have got to. raise the'salary of all. ue 
I think we have gonein this direction far enough; 
and a great deal too far. ‘The call from the ¢oun-. 
try is not for high salaries, but fora spirit of 
sacrifice, arid to submit to the burdens that: the 
emergencies of the country impose on us. tgo 
not want to say a word:against these gentlemen; 
Ihave no doubt they are worthy, deserving gens 
tlemen, and if the condition of the Treasury and’ 
of the country would justify it, E sbould be will= 
ing to vote for ‘an increase of their salaries. “I 
think the clerks in this office should be classified 
as in every other office. I would give the At - 
torney General four classes of ‘clerks, $1,200): 
$1,400, $1,600, and $1,800. Let them be classi- 
fied in this office just as they are in ‘every other, 
but I would not give any of them $2,000. ‘I shally 
however, vote against the amendments. for the: 
reasons I have given. ; 
Mr. FESSEN DEN. Ihope this tmend ment will 
not be adopted. The difficulty will be perfectly 
manifest. Wehave had astruggle over this ques- 
tion of raising the salaries of heads of bureaus and” 
Solicitors and Assistant Secretaries, and Corigréss” 
finally settled down into a determination, | hope, 
that it would not increase that class of salaries, 
I have no doubt that Mr. Coffey is a very excel- 
lent officer, but I have no doubt that many very 
good lawyers can be found in the country who 
would be very willing to accept the office and per- 
form the duties of it for the amount of salary ‘he 
receives. I found a very different state of things’ 
among the gentlemen receiving $3,000. While 
some of them said they could not five at $3,000 a 
year, others said they could live at $3,000 pro- 
vided others of the same class did notreceive more.. 
It depends altogether upon the degree of ecouomy 
that a man is disposed to use in these times.’ ‘If 
he wants to keep a couple of horses and a car‘ 
riage and live in style, he cannot live on $3,000: 
honestly, and some of them, | understand, do keep 
their horses, i ae l 
Mr. JOHNSON. Honestly? P 
Mr. FESSENDEN. [do not know. It de- 
pends altogether on the disposition of the man and 
how much he is disposed to limit his wants to. 
The Committee on Finance, on looking into this, 
matter, thought everybody should live, but that 
people should try to live economically; and they 
decided that in raising pay they would begin at 
the bottom and raise the pay of the messengers 
and watchmen, and that class of people who had 
very low pay, and could not live comfortably upon 
the amount they received. If we begin to apply 
this rule, there is the Solicitor of the Treasury, 
who holds quite as important an office, and is a 
lawyer of good standing, who receives less than 
is proposed to be allowed here. ‘There are many 
lawyers of excellent standing and ability, who are 
heads of bureaus, and discharging their duties, 
and doing vastly more labor, infinitely more la-* 
bor than the Assistant Attorney General is called 
upon to do, who receive their $3,000 and do not 
comple: and they hold the same rank. There 
are the various Auditors and Comptrollers receiv- > 
ing only $3,000 and remaining there. If we be-- 
ginawith this we shall have the sate thing over 
again, applications from all, and a continual con-_ 
test and fight over it in making the distinction, 
As good an officer as Mr. Coffey is, yet be- 
lieving he is not the only man in the country whois* 
competent to fill the office, that many others may, 
be found, I do not feel disposed to change the con- 
dition of things in that particular office. Iam not 
aware. that the business of the Attorney Gen- 
eral’s office is very greatly increased by the-rebel- 
lion.. It has not operated there. Iu other cases 
where we have been obliged to increase tte force 
in numbers, it has becn from the greatly increased “ 
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business: Iam not aware that the business in 
that office is sogreatly increased that thereis not 
force enough. Ítisa mere question of pay, and | 
sincerely hope that the Congress will leave that 
matter as itis; and I feel more disposed- to leave 
it so. because the Attorney General isa man of 
such vast capacity and infinite powers of labor 
that -he does really not need the amount. of aid, 
perhaps, that another man of less ability might 
in his position. 

. The amendment was rejected. 

< Me. TRUMBULL. l have another amend- 
ment, to come in asan additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That the accounting officers of 
the Treasury are hereby authorized and directed to allow 
to the reporter of the ‘Supreme Court the amount of his 
annual salary for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1864, on 
the production of satisfactory evidence that be bas deliv- 
ered to the Secretary of the Interior the number of copies 
of the decisions of said court preseribed by law, and that 
said’ books have been received and accepted by said Sec- 
retary. 

I can explain that in one minute, and there are 

apers which will explain it—a letter from the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury. The law 
allows: the reporter of the Supreme Court a sal- 
ary of $1,300, and has provided that ‘the com- 
pensation shall not be paid unless the reporter 
shail print and publish, or cause to be printed and 
published, the decisions of the said court made 
during the time he shall act as such reporter, 
within six months after the said decisions have 
been made.” And another provision of the law | 
requires him. to deliver one hundred and fifty 
copies of the reports to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. The late reporter of the Supreme Court—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest to the Senator 
that the amendment reads “the reporters”? it 
should be “Jate reporter,” for he has been 
changed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ilt should be ‘late re- 
porter;” it applics to Judge Black. The word 
late”? should be putin. The books were de- 
livered to the Secretary of the Interior, as these 
papers show, and the amendment would not al- 
ow the payment if they had not been; but it 
was after the six months had expired, and the 
Comptroller of the Treasury says that there was 
a reason why they were not delivered before, 
which was satisfactory, but he refused to make 
the-payment because the six months had expired. 
The Government bas accepted the books, and it 
is manifestly just that the allowance should be 
made. It requires no new appropriation, for the 
money was appropriated last year. This amend- 
ment mercly allows the settlement. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I propose the following 
amendment, to come in after line one hundred and 
seventy-one, on page 8: ` i 

Ta enable the Joint Library Committee to purchase a 
couplete file of selections from Buropean periodicals trom 
1861 to 1864, relating to the rebellion in the United States, 
toe deposited in the Library, $4,000: Provided, That no | 
part of said stun shall be expended until the entire collec-"| 
tion andan index thereto is completed and approved by said | 
committee, 

I propose this amendment by direction of the 
Committee on the Library. A gentleman, Col- 
one] Norton, has undertaken a work of this | 
kind and exhibited to the committee a specimen | 
of it. The proposition is to complete it by col- | 
lecting from all the principal publications of Eu- | 
rope, in England and on the Continent, articles in | 
relation to our present rebellion, presenting the 
manner in which the subject is understood and 
treated in those periodicals. It will be a work of 
a large number of volumes, and, in the estima- 
tion of the committee, a reasonable price will be | 
the sum fixed in the amendment. It is a propo- |! 
sition to include articles from the Times, News, | 
Standard, Manchester Guardian, John Bull, Lon- 
don Hlustrated News, Illustrated ‘Times, the Bx- i 
aminer, the Index, the Leader, the Saturday Re- | 
view, the four Quarterly Reviews, the Army and | 
Navy Gazette, and the Law Magazine, in Eng- | 
land; the „Moniteur, the Presse, the Journal des || 
Debats, and other pubheations in France; and the i 

| 
i 
1 


leading publications in Germany and Belgium. | 
This collection will be exceedingly valuable to! 
any one who has occasion to ascertain what were || 
the views entertained in Europe at thiscritical and | 
important period of our history, and its value will | 
be most materially enhanced by being arranged in 
the order of time and having an index made to it, 


| 
so as to enable one at any time to refer to the dif- |; 


ferent volumes and the different articles as occa- 

ssion may require. In the opinion of the committee, 

it will be Very well worth this amount of money, 

‘and, indeed, it will cost the whole sum to prepare it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON. On page 3 I propose to 
strike out all the words in lines forty-two, forty- 


| three, and forty-four up to the word “eighty’’on 


the forty-foyrth line. The bill as it reads gives 
to “the assistant in charge of the furnaces $600; 
laborer in charge of private passages, $600; two 
laborers at $480 cach.” The amendment adopted 
yesterday at the instance of thé Finance Commit- 
tee relating to messengers in the Executive De- 
partments, increased their pay some twenty per 
cent. more than heretofore received, making them 
receive $720 in lieu of $600. I understand, and 
indeed the fact must be so, that the laborers we 
have, have just as much to do, and are just as 
faithful as the laborers in the other Departments 
of the Government; and 1 propose after those 
words are stricken out to move the insertion of 
what [ will read: 
Four laborers at an annual salary of $720. 


So as to make the bill read after dollars”? in 
the forty-first line: 

Four Jaborers at an annual salary of $720 each. 

There are now four laberers; two of them get 
$600, and two of them get $480. That is the 
whole amount of the increase of the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will ask the Senator 
if he moves that amendment by instruction of 
any committee? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will 
allow the Chair to state that the words proposed 
to be stricken out have been amended, and there 
are other words in the bill. The Secretary will 
read that clause as it now stands. 

The Secretary:read it, as follows: 

Assistant in charge of furnaces, 3500; laborers in charge 
of private passages, #600; two Inborers at $600 each. 

Mr. JOUNSON. It is $480 in the printed bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘That has been amended. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My object is to give them 
all $720. I do not move it at the instance of any 
committee. I suggest it to the chairman whether 
it is not right that our laborers should receive as 
much as the others; they are very faithful, 1 am 
told. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There are a great many 
laborers left in the Departments who receive only 
$630; those who had $480 before and some $500. 
l have nothing to say in regard to the Senator’s 
motion exceptthat I must suggest,as lam bound 
in this case, that I believe the Senator cannot 
move to increase the appropriation unless he is 
instructed by a committee to do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am not instructed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the impression 
of the Chair, the amendment is not in order un- 
less it be reported by a committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to propose an 
amendment to the bill on page 43, at the end of 
line ten hundred and twenty-eight: 

For salary of warden of the jail in the District of Cotum- 
bia, $1,600. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to propose an 
amendment on page 43, to strike out lines ten 
hundred and twenty, ten hundred and twenty- 
one, and ten hundred and twenty-two in the fol- 
lowing words: 

For salaries and other necessary expenses of the metro~ 
politari poliee for the District of Columbia, $110,000. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 


For salaries of superintendent, sergeants of police, and 
police patrolmen, $62,S00 
superintendent, sergeants, and police patroimen are hereby 
i sed twenty per cent.; and that one half of the sal- 
expens@s of the metropolitan 


aries and other necessary 


police provided for in the act entitied “An act to create a | 
metropolitan police in the District of Columbia and to; 
| establish police therefor,” approved August 6, 1861, and of 


this act are hereby imposed upon and shall be borne after 
the 30ch day of June next by the cities of Washington aud 
Georgetown, and the county of Washington, and in the 
following proportion, to wit: the city of Washington, 
twelve filicenths; the city of Georgetown, two filteenths ; 
and the county of Washington, one fifteenth. 


I will state in a word the substance of the 
amendment. In the first place, it increases the 


; and that the salaries of said | 


compensation of the active police force, namely, 


a superintendent, sergeants of police, and police 
patrolmen twenty per cent. The salary of the 
superintendent of police.now is $1,500, and we 
propose to add twenty per cent.to that, The 
sergeants of police receive $600, and they are in- 
creased twenty percent. The police patrolmen 
now receive $480, and they are increased twenty 
percent. The next proposition is to impose one 
half of all the expenses of the metropolitan police 
upon the District in the proportion stated in the 
amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. One half of the whole 
amount or one half of the addition? 

Mr. MORRILL. One half of the whole ex- 
penses of the metropolitan police under the act 
referred toin the amendment. By the actof 1861 
anew system of police was inaugurated for the 
District of Columbia, and the whole expense of 
that system was imposed upon.the Treasury of 
the United States, and has been so borne since 
that time. The Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia do not see why the whole police expense 
of the District should be borne by the Treasury 
of the United States. That there isa fair demand 
for the proposed increase of salaries the commit- 
tee do not doubt from the facts, they had before 
them; but they are equally clear that the cities of 
Georgetown and Washington and the county of 
Washington should contribute to the maintenance 
of this police system. That is all there is of this 
proposition. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is this metropolitan po- 
lice foréé that-we make this appropriation for the 
only police force we have in these cities? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. lhad the impression that 
it was an additional police. 

Mr. MORRILL, All the police duties of the 
District of Columbia are performed by the met- 
ropolitan police. The old system was entirely 
eee by this system, which was inaugurated 
in 1861. , 
Mr. FESSENDEN,. As this amendment re- 
duces the amount of the appropriation, I of course 
have no objection to it, if it be acceptable to the 
committee. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The, bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarkin 
the chair.) The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made in Committee of the Whole. 
The question will be taken on all the amend- 
ments together, e xcept those upon which separate 
votes are desired, if there be no objection. 

Mr. FOSTER. 1 wish the amendment I of- 
fered from the Committee on Pensions reserved 
for a separate vote, as I desire to move an amend- 
ment to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be reserved. 

The remainder of the amendments were con- 
curred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is now on concurring in the following amend- 
ment, which was reserved for a separate vote: 

For additional clerks in the Pension Bureau during the 
remainder of the present fiscal year and the fiseat year end- 
ing the 30th day of June, 1865, the sum of $21,000: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of the Interior, at his diseretion, 
‘shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to use any portion of 
said appropriation for picee work, or by the day, week, 
month, or year, at such rate or rates as he may deem just 
and fair, not exceeding a salary of 41,200 per annuu. 

Mr. FOSTER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out $1,200” and inserting 
*1,400;’’ so as to leave it as it stood originally. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I really hope the amend- 
ment will not be amended as suggested, It is im- 
possible, I think, with any propriety to make a 
distinction between Departments on this subject. 
If the Commissioner of Pensions wants to ad- 
vance his clerks to higher classes he will have 
this sum within his control, and he can pay to 
those that are already in his employ a larger 
amount, and employ outsiders at $1,200. There 
is no practical difficulty in it. He can accomplish 
his purpose in that way; and certainly those who 
are now in the Department as clerks of the first 
class will be more likely to be able to perform a 
higher grade of duty than others he may get to 
come innew and fresh from the outside to perform 
that same class of duties. 

Mr. FOSTER. I propose it because the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of 
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Pensions, in both of whom I have confidence, ask 
for this amendment as I now propose to alter it. 
Ido not believe that it will make substantially 
any great difference. It will not certainly create 
a distinction between the Departmeiits, for the rea- 
son that all the Departments now have $1,400 and 
$1,200 clerks. Butso faras thisimmediate amend- 


ment goes, I am not aware that it makes anydis-. 


crimination of which any other Department will 
have any right to complain. It is not to create 
permanent clerks with this salary; they may not 

e used for a day; but if it should be necessary 

` in a press of business at the office to command a 
man whocould be employed at the rate of $1,400 
a year for a month, ora few months, it would be 
desirable certainly to do it rather than to employ 
two at $1,200. I offer the amendment, not for 
the purpose of drawing money from the Treasury 
but with a view to save it, forfamas desirous of 
saving it as the honorable Senator from Maine. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This very bill makes the 
distinction. I read the provision by which the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to whom we gave 
$30,000 for the same purpose of employing extra 
clerks, &c., was limited to $1,200 clerks. If this 
does not make any particular difference and the 
object’can be accomplished, I really think it would 
not be worth while to make the distinction. 
thoogh Ihave the same confidence in the Com- 
missioner of Pensions as my honorable friend 
has, yet I am confident he can get along very 
well with $1,200 clerks. Tle cannot be supposed 
to be cognizant of the facts that I am cognizant 
of with regard to the other Departments; and 
after all, we cannot comply without any hesita- 
tion with the wishesof these officers. We must 
exercise our own judgment upon it, being ac- 
quainted with the facts in relation to the other De- 
partments that they are not. I really think my 
friend had better abandon the amendment and let 
the proposition stand as it is. 

Mr. FOSTER. The Senate is thin, and was 
at the time the amendment proposed by the hon- 
orable Senator was adopted. I do not wish to 
divide the Senate. If Senators will give expres- 
sion by tlre vote when it is called for, so that we 
may see how their minds are affected by it, I 
shall not ask for a division of the Senate, 

Theamendmentto the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed 
and the bill to be read a third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. FESSENDEN the title of the 
bill was amended by adding the words, ‘' and for 
other purposes.” 

ASAHEL BUSI. 


Mr. ANTHONY. lask the Senate to take up 
Senate bill No. 38. 

Mr.SUMNER. Will it occasion debate? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No; I do not think it will 
give rise to any debate whatever, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 38) to authorize the settle- 
ment of the accounts of Asahel Bush, late public 
printer for the Territory of Oregon. It author- 
izes the proper accounting officer of the Treasury 
to audit and allow the account of Asahel Bush, 
late public printer of the Territory of Oregon, for 
printing, binding, &c., in the year 1855, five bun- 


dred copies of the statutes enacted by the Legisla-_ 


tive Assembly of the Territory at its sessions of 
1853-54 and 1854-55, and allow for the same such 
prices as were by law allowable for such services 
at. that time. : f 

Mr. HALE. I should like to hear some ex- 
planation of this bill. Do we usually pay the 
printers of these Territories? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is there a report accom- 
panying the bill? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes, sir; there isa printed 
report. It explains the whole matter perhaps as 
succinctly as I could do it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read the report, from which it 
appears that Asahel Bush, late public printer. of 
the Territory of Oregon, asks payment for print- 
ing and binding, in the year 1895, five hundred 
additional copies of the statutes enacted by the 
Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Oregon 
atits sessions of 1853-54and 1854-55. By an act 
of Congress, approved August 14, 1848, (Statutes 


Al- | 


at Large, ix, 323,) ‘*to establish the territorial 
government of Oregon,” it is declared (section 
eleven) that *‘ there shall also be appropriated, 
annually, a sufficient sum to be expended by the 
secretary of the Territory, and upon an estimate 
to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, to defray the expenses of the 
Legislative Assembly, the printing of: the laws, 
and other incidental expenses? of the Territory. 
The claimant, Asahel Bush, was, during i 

ears 1853, 1854, and 1855, public printer for the 
Territory of Oregon, and by an act of the terri- 
torial Legislative Assembly, passed January 11, 
1854, (Statutes of Oregon, page 432,) he was or- 
dered to print, annually, one thousand copies-of 
the laws enacted at,each session. 

The code. of laws adopted by the Legislative 
Assembly, in addition to the legislation of the 
session of 1853-54, formed, when printed, an oc- 
tavo volume of upward of five hundred pages. 
There being at that time no facilities in the Terri- 
tory of Oregon for publishing such a volume, 
Mr. Bush brought the manuscript to the city of 
New York, procured the execution of the work 
in accordance with the act of the territorial Le- 
gislative Assembly, and forwarded five hundred 
copies thereof to Oregon, by express, which were 
received by the secretary of the Territory. The 
remaining five hundred volumes he shipped by a 
sailing vessel to San Francisco, where they were 
reshipped on a steamer for Oregon, and were lost 
by the wrecking of that steamer while on her 
voyage, in November, 1854. The territorial Le- 
gislative Assembly of Oregon, which commenced 
its annual session in the month of December fol- 
lowing the Joss of these five hundred volumes, 
taking into consideration the unavoidable nature 
and consequent hardship of the loss, passed an 
act releasing Mr. Bush from his obligation to 
complete the delivery of one thousand copies, as 
had been stipulated, with the. proviso that he 
should ‘* not receive any pay except for the five 
hundred copies already delivered.” (Statutes of 
Oregon, pages 469-70.) Having thus released the 
territorial printer from prior obligations, the Le- 
gislative Assembly ordered him “ to cause to be 
printed five hundred copies of the laws of a gen- 
eral nature passed at the last and present. ses- 
sions,” (1853-54 and 1854-55,) which was done 
in accordance with the order. The account of 
Mr. Bush for the five hundred volumes of the 
first published volume, which were delivered, 
has been paid from the Treasury of the United 
States. No account has been or will be pre- 
sented for the remaining five hundred copies, 
which were destroyed by shipwreck, and which 
he was not bound to deliver, after the Legisla- 
tive Assembly had released him from his obliga- 
tion. 

But when Mr. Bush presented his account for 
the publication of the second volume, ordered by 
the second section of the act of the Legislative 
Assembly of January 30, 1855, he was only paid 
for the presswork, paper, and binding, and for 
the composition of the laws of 1854-55, from the 
public Treasury. Payment for the composition 
of the laws of 1853-54 was refused by the account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, for the alleged reason 
that there was no money appropriated by Con- 
gress applicable to such purpose. In the opinion 
of the Treasury Department, this reprint of the 
territorial laws was not legitimately chargeable 
against the regular appropriation for printing, but 
became a proper subject for legislative considera- 
tion; yet the act of Congress under which the 
Territory was organized does not warrant this 


| conclusion, asit directs **the printing of the laws,” 


without in any way restricting the power of the 
Legislative Assembly as to how often the-laws 
shall be printed. The reprintingof the code and 
the laws of 1853-54, of which but five hundred 


copies were inexistence, appears to have been de- | 


manded, and the Legislative Assembly evidently 
considered themselves empowered to order a 
second edition. ‘The committee think that the 


publication of the volume printed in 1855, for | 


which there was, on the 6th day of August, 1856, 
(according to the statement of Hon, Elisha W hit- 


tlesey, then First Comptroller of the Treasury,) | 


a balance of $3,638 20 remaining unpaid, was 
necessary; that the Legislative Assembly of the 


Territory of Oregon ‘was justified in ordering it, i 


and that the work was well performed. Under. 
the legislation by Congress and the. territorial 


Assembly; the e 
just-and equitable. ag < DOi ARS e 
Mr. HALE. f want to’ inquire (for Tdo 
know) if that is the ordinary mode in which © 
gress pays the printers of territorial Legislatu 
for printing the laws of the Legislatures? oe i ef 
` Mr. ANTHONY. Always.” Congress pays 
all the legislative expenses of the Territory. 
Mr. HALE. This isa reprint.) °° = 
Mr. POMEROY.: They print ‘them once, 
know; but do they print edition after edition of 
the same laws? ' ; Meat DN e 
Mr. ANTHONY. Thisisnotan edition after, 
edition of the same laws. The territorial Legis- 
lature ordered a thousand copies of the laws'to be’ 
printed. They had to be printed in New’York,y 
as-there were no facilities for printing them at that 
time in Oregon. They were‘ sent in two separate 
vessels to Oregon. Half the edition was lost.. That 
edition was. not paid for. No claim was made for: 
it. The portion that was-delivered was paid for, 
The Legislature then ordered a reprint of the laws, 
adding thereto the laws of the subsequent session: 
The Comptroller decided that-he had no right to 
pay for the setting of the type for the reprinting 
of the laws of the first session; he could only pay 
for the setting of the type for the additional laws 
of the subsequent session that were ordered. The’ 
Comptroller had no doubt of the justice of the 
claim; but there was no appropriation applicable: 
toit.. The Committee on Printing of the Senate 
have examined it and have no doubt about. it. © 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. i 


REPEAL OF FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


Mr. SUMNER.. I now move that the Senate 
proceed to the. consideration of Senate bill No. 
141, to repeal all acts for the rendition of fugitives 
from service or labor. 

The question being 
ion—ayes sixteen, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We must have the yeas 
and nays in order to obtaina quorum. I call for 
the yeas and nays. ‘isi 

The yeas and. nays. were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 26, nays 10; as follows: œ: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Con-: 
ness, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Hale, 
Harris, Henderson, Howard, Howe, Lane of Indiana, Lane, 
of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, 
Sumner, ‘fen Eyck, Trumbull, and Witkinson—26. € 

NAYS—Messra. Buekalew, Cartile, Cowan, Davis, Hen= 
driek, Powel, Riddle, Saulsbury, Van Winkle, and Willey: 


put, there were, on a divis=, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate,, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bil? It proposes to repeal, all acts of 
Congress or parts of acts providing for the rendi- 
tion of fugitives from service or labor, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third. 
reading, and was read the third time. bs 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam not prepared to see this 
bill passed just now. Idid not, however, appre- 
hend that its passage was to be called for at this 
moment. I supposed the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was to address the Senate upon it. | 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam sure | have not the least 
desire to address the Senate. It seems to me taj; 
be perfectly plain. It is like adiagram; it is like 
the multiplication table; itis like the ten com- 
mandments. Ido not wish to say a word uponit.. 

Mr. FOSTER. Thatmay be. Still I didnot- 
apprebend that the bill was to be put on its pas- 
sage at the present time, and I confess I expected, 
to say something upon it. - A 

Mr. SUMNER. It has been for two months 
before the Senate, and I have tried at least a dozen: 
times to get it up. ` 

Mr. POMEROY. 
the bill now. i : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, “ Shall the bill pass?” ; ae 

Mr. BUCKALEW. On that question T-calk: 
for the yeas and nays. eae 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. i 


I think we may-as well pass: l 


Ido not intend to dis= 
cuss the bill that is now before the Senate except 
so far as may be necessary, ina veryfèw words, 
to state the reasons why I shall vote against it. 
If the joint resolution which the Senate passed : 
a few days ago. proposing to amend the Constix: 
tution of the United States so asto abolish: sla- 
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ter upon proper. claim, should be enforced. 
was. decided in 1793 by our fathers when they en- 


acted the law of that year. It was decided in 
1850. by the enactment of the law of that year as 
an amendment of the actof 1793. It has been de- 


cided by almost every court of the States and of | 


the United States that that law is constitutional 
and. required by the Constitution of the United 
States; that it not only may be passed, but it is 
obligatory, upon the conscience of Congress to 
enact some law which will secure the return of 
fugitive. slaves. 
whenever called upon to touch the question, has 
recognized the same obligation on the part of the 
Federal Government. 


. Now, sir, while the Constitution remains un- | 
changed, while, in plain. words, it provides that | 


“no person held to service or labor in one State, 
under the laws thereof, escaping into another, 
shall, in consequence of any law or regulation 
therein, be diséharged from such service or labor, 


but shall be delivered up on claim of the party to | 
whom such service or labor may be dues”? while | 


that provision of the Constitution is yet in full 
force in the Constitution and obligatory upon the 
conscience of Congress, it is proposed to abolish 
all laws upon this subject. 

I should have felt it my duty to prepare my- 
self to discuss the question somewhat at length 


The executive department, ' 


were it not that the minority of the committee | 


that bas had this subject under consideration have 
so fully given the reasons why this bill ought not 
to pass, and I am willing to stand upon that re- 
port. As {had occasion to say some days ago 
L was not reared in a slave State; I know but 
little of the institution except as I read of it; but 
I do recognize my obligations to the Constitution 


of the United States; and, whatever might bave | 


been my feelings in the absence of such a pro- 
vision in that instrument which [have sworn to 
respect, while it remains in the Constitution, and 


while the oath to respect that Constitation is upon | 


my conscience, | cannot vote for this bill, It 


may be that our fathers erred in the agreement | 
among themselves that a fugitive slave should be | 


returned; it may be that it was a mistake on their 


part, but while their agreement stands, and while i 


mf oath is upon my conscience to respect that | 


agreement, | cannot vote for a bill like this, 
With these very few remarks, standing upon 


the report of the minority of the committee hav- | 


ing this subject in charge, I shall content myself 
with giving a vote against the bill, 

Mr. SHERMAN. [should like to have the 
bill read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Be it enacted, Çe., That all acts of Congress, or parts of 
acts, providing for the rendition of fugitives from service 
or labor, be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

* Mr. SHERMAN, Ishall say but a few words 
about this matter, nor shall i discuss the pro- 
piety of legislation on this subject now. This 

ill includes not only the law of 1850, which I 
have always denounced as wiconstitutional and 
unjust, but also thelaw of 1793. The only doubt 
IL have on the subject is whether we ought to re- 
peal that law, it being a law made by the framers 
of the Constitution. As for the law of 1950, I 
have always belicvcd it to be unconstitutional and 
barbarous in many of its main features, and I am 
perfectly willing now or at any time to vote for 
its repeal. Ihave some doubt about the expe- 
diency of now repealing the law of 1793, and I 


wish the Senator, in order to avoid a difficult ques- | 


tion, would 

Mr. SUMNER. I will say the committee took 
that into consideration; but they felt that we had 
better make a clean thing of it, purify the coun- 
try, lift the country up before foreign nations, and 


let us now wash. our hands of all support of sla- 
very. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am not guided exactly 
by the motives of the honorable Senator. from 


Massachusetts. He desires to extirpate the whole | 


of these laws. I wish to give to the people of the 
southern States, the few that are left who have 
the right to enforce the Constitution against us, 
their constitutional rights fully and fairly. The 
law of 1850, I believe, is subject to a fatal objec- 
tion, and it ought to be repealed. I would have 
voted for its repeal any time since it was passed. 
But I submit to the Senator whether it is worth 
while now to carry this proposition further. The 
law of 1793 was framed by the men who framed 
the Constitution. . It has been declared to be valid 
and constitutional by every tribunal that has acted 
upon it. 3 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
It was declared to be unconstitutional by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the Prigg 
case; and the Senator knows very well that it is 
among the records in the life of Judge Story, who. 
gave the opinion in the Prigg case, that the fatal 
objection to the act of 1793, that it did not givea 
trial by jury in a case of human freedom, was 
never argued before the court, and that he per- 
sonally considered it an open question. [ put it 
to the Senator whether he can doubt that any 
human being whose freedom is called in question 
under the Constitution of the United States is en- 
titled toa trial by jury? And if that trial is not 
given to him by the statute which undertakes to 
doom him to slavery, I pronounce that statute 
unconstitutional, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Without engaging in any 
debate on these controyerted propositions, and 
feeling the weight of constitutional obligation 
upon mie, T shall content myself in this case with 
recording my vote on the hill, and by placing it 
simply on the ground that Ido not wish to ex- 
tend this repeal back to a law which was framed 


| by the men whom { reverence as the founders of | 


this Government, a law that they believed it to be 
their duty to pass, that was acquiesced in for more 


than fifty years—a law that L belfeve has been : 
sanctioned by the courts and by the people of this | 


country. ‘To repeal that act now, in this time of 
revolution, when we are in the midst of war, it 


scems to me is carrying the matter too far. Itean | 


| only operate in favor of a very few men compar- 
Maryland has | 


atively in the State of Kentucky. 
already substantially or soon will abolish sla- 
very. Kentucky is the only State not within the 
proclamation of the President where this act could 


have any effect. There are portions of other States , 


xeluded from the proclamation; but Kentucky 
is the only State practically to be affected. 

Mr. POMEROY. Missouri. 

Mr. SHERMAN, There isno slavery in Mis- 
souri. ‘They are abolishing it there; and I hope 
they soon will in Kentucky, Thislaw can only 
operate upon afew persons in Kentucky who 
hold slaves and are loyal to the country. Under 
these circumstances | prefer not to repeal the law 
of 1793, about the constitutionality of which I 
have little doubt. . 

Mr. SUMNER. Then, Mr. President, | un- 
derstand that the Senator from Ohio has no doubt 
that under the Constitution of the United States 
a human being may begiven over to slavery with- 
out a trial by jury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill not go into the dis- 
cussion of that question. J only know that that 
law has been upon the statute-book almost since 
the foundation of the Government; that it was 
framed by the men who framed the Government. 
The very men who passed that law framed the 
Constitution. Under these circumstances, I will 
not pronounce if unconstitutional, 

I will ask, however, before the roll is called, if 
it is competent for me to offer an amendment to 
except the law of 1793 from the operation of this 
bill? Ifthat can be done, I shall vote for the bill 
with great pleasure. I will ask the Chair if the 
bill is still within the power of amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will move to reconsider 
the vote ordering the Lill to be engrossed and read 
a third time, for the simple purpose of offering 
that amendment. 

Mr. CONNESS. I ask the Senator whether 
he voted in the affirmative? 

Mr.SHERMAN. There was no division, and 


sider. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER put the queg- 
tion, and declared that the ayesappeared to haveit.. 

Mr. SUMNER. [call for a division. 

Mr.SHERMAN. 1 believe a reconsideration 
is always granted in-acase of this kind. I never 
knew it to be refused. 

Mr. SUMNER. But the Senator announces 
his amendment. l 

Mr.SHERMAN. The objectis merely to ob- 
tain a vote on the amendment, and then the bill 
will pass, as a matter of course, Fa 

Mr. SUMNER. Cannot the vote as well be 
taken on the proposition to reconsider? Is not 
that the same thing? 

Mr.SHERMAN. I prefer to havea direct vote 
on the simple proposition | make, to add these 
words, ‘except the act of February 12, 1793.” 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; there 
being on a division—aycs twenty-four; noes not 
counted, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now 
in the Senate, and open to amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. [had prepared an amend- 
ment 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have got the law before 
me, and Í will submit my own view, and then the 
Senator can present his proposition. I move to 
add at the end of the bill the words, ** except the 
act approved February 12, 1793, entitled ‘An act 
respecting fugitives from justice and persons es- 
caping from the service of their masters,’ ’? so that 
the bill will read: 

Thatall acts of Congress or parts of acts providing for 
the rendition of fugitives from service or labor be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed, cxeept the act approved Feb- 
ruary 12, 1793, entitled “An act respecting fugitives from 
justice and persons escaping trom the service of their mas- 
ters,’ 

Mr. HENDERSON. l move to amend the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio by repeal- 
ing the act of 1850, and then the act of 1793 will 
certainly remain in force, because the act of 1850 
is merely amendatory of the act of 1793. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There were some acts passed 
in addition to those. Lam not sufficiently famil- 
iar with them to state what they are at present. 
Í think there was one passed in 1818. 

Mr. SUMNER. 1819. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate I am willing 
to let this repeal extend to all the laws on the sub- 


ject except the one to which { have referred, which 


is contemporaneous with the Constitution and I 
think ought to be retained. : 

Mr.SUMNER. I think the proposition of the 
Senator will bring the question before the Senate 
to be decided by its vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What is the objection 
to the subsequent act, the act of 1819? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There hasbeen some other 
legislation on the subject—I am not prepared to 
say what it is—but I think we had better repeal 
all the laws on the subject except the act of 1793. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I regret that 
the committee should have thought it necessary 
to report favorably upon this bill; not because the 
fugitive slave act will have any practical effect in 
enabling any master to have his slave returned to 
hig custody; not because it can possibly contrib- 
ute in any way to the bringing into slavery of one 
whoisalready free. I suppose itis now perfectly 
obvious to us all that for all practical purposes 
these fugitive slave acts are a nullity. But there 
is a consideration which operates upon my mind, 
and which will control my vote. The Constitution 
as itis now, according to my interpretation of it, 
not only authorizes the passage of the act of 1793, 
and the passage of the act of 1850, but made it 
the duty of Congress to pass some law of that 
description. The honorable member from Mas- 
sachusetts is mistaken, I think, in supposing that 
Mr. Justice Story ever even doubted the consti- 
tationality of the act of 1793. 

Mr. SUMNER. I will simply refer the Sen- 
ator to the life of Judge Story, by his son, and 
the elaborate chapter on the Prigg decision. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Lhave seen it. 

But, Mr. President, even if the act of 1850 or 
that of 1793, considered as original propositions, 
would now for a moment be maintained to be 
unconstitutional, there is one question which is 
perfectly plain under the adjudications of the Su- 
preme Court, and particularly in the judgment 
pronounced by Mr. Justice Story, that the Con- 
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stitution itself isa fugitive slave act. In the case 
of Prigg vs. The State of Pennsylvania, with 
which the Senate no doubt is familiar, that court 
decided, the opinion being given by Mr. Justice 
Story, that a master had a right, without process 
and independent of any legislation, national or 
State, to seize his slave wherever he might find 
him and return him to slavery by taking. him to 
the State in which he resided, not only without 
being guilty of any trespass, but in so doing he 
was In the full discharge of what the Constitution 
gave him a right to perform to recover his prop- 
erty.- In that particular, and because of -that, 
there was a difference of opinion between the 
members of that court. The present Chief Jus- 
tice of the United States was of the opinion (in 
that respect not agreeing with his colleagues of 
the majority) that the obligation under the Con- 
stitution was an obligation upon the States as well 
as the United States. The majority of the court 
took the opposite view, that all State legislation 
on the subject was illegal and wholly inoperative. 


The Chief Justice, with one, I think, or perhaps | 


two members of the bench thought that the States 
had a right to pass laws to effect the same pur- 
pose, and that so far as they were not inconsist- 
ent with the laws which Congress may have 
passed they were to be considered as valid. 

The son of Mr. Justice Story has published a 
letter which the learned judge wrote the day af- 
ter or the day on which that decision was pro- 
nounced, which it would have been as well, I 


think, for his reputation if the public had not | 


seen. If the Senate willlook atthe opinion given 
by that distinguished man they will find that he 
took the view that, under the Constitution of the 
United States, there was an imperative obligation 
upon the United States to give to the masters of 
slaves the rightto take theirslaves wherever they 
could find them. As F have said, he thought it 
could be done independent of legislation; but he 
-never intimated that it was not in the power of 
Congress by legislation to make that right more 
effectual than it would have been if it stood upon 


the Constitution alone; and he therefore said that | 


the act of 1793 was constitutional; and in that 
opinion he was sustained by the whole bench. 

But what he did say in the letter to which I have 
adverted was that the court having decided that 
the States had no control over the subject, he 
thought it was the most fatal blow that slavery 
had received, intimating that in the then temper 
of the public mind, so far as the national Legisla- 
ture was concerned, there would be no future le- 
gislation on the part of Congress, and that nothing 
that could be done could be done effectually to 
enable the master to get his slave back. I say, 
speaking with all the reverence in which I hold 
the memory of that very distinguished jurist, I 
think that his reputation perhaps suffered and 
should have suffered by keeping in his own breast, 
as he evidently did, so far as the rest of the court 
were concerned, his view of the effect of that de- 
cision, and writing so as to make the reader be- 
lieve that not only in his view was that the effect 
of the decision, but that he had pronounced the 
decision for-the very purpose of bringing about 
that object. 


But the act of 1850 itself, which is so obnox- | 


ious to my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman,] and 
it is certainly no favorite of mine—in many of its 


particulars I think it very objectionable in point | 
of expediency—the Supreme Court, in the case | 


of Booth vs. The United States, by a unanimous 
decision, affirmed in so many words to be con- 
stitutional. The honorable member from Massa- 


chusetis seems to suppose that the unconstitution- | 


ality of this legislation is to be found in the fact 
that it does not provide for a jury trial. The 
court have said, as I thinkin a way not to be 
successfully met, that the meaning of this clause 
is precisely the meaning to be attributed to the 
remainder of the clause, of which it forms but a 
portion, 
dition of fugitives from justice and fugitives from 
service, 
the meaning of the first part of the clause—the 
rendition of fugitives from justice—that it was 
necéssary that there should be a jury trial in the 
State where the party was arrested. Congress 
did not take that view of the Jaw which they 
passed on that subject, andit never has been con- 
tested. For the same reason (and the court have 
more than once referred to it as a conclusive an- 


The entire clause provides for the ren- | 


It had never been held, in relation to | 


i 


| laws? 


swer) that Congress may provide for the return 
to the State where the offense is committed, of an 
offender who has fled from that State for the pur-. 
pose of escaping from justice, without giving him 
the benefit of a trial by jury in the place where 
he is arrested, can you order the return of a fugi- 
tive slave from a State in which he may be found 
without giving him the benefit of a trial to ascer- 
tain whether he is a slave or not. ` y 
Now, Mr. President, except for’ the honor of 
the thing, which may loom up largely perhaps 
in the imagination of my friend from, Massa- 
chusetts, except for the honor of the party of 
which he is so distinguished a leader, what prac- 
tical good is to be the result of this measuré? 
Will one single slave be returned under these 
Does the honorable member believe that 
a single slave will be returned under them? The 
passage of this bill may create some unpleasant 
feeling in that part of the South which is section- 
ally loyal, and among many in that part of the 
South which, though sectionally disloyal, are 
themselves loyal. : 
I admit if it was true, if the honorable mem- 
ber’s conclusion was as clear as—to repeat his 
own favored illustration—the multiplication table; 
if it was as true as that two and two make four, 
and not five, we ought to get rid of this legisla- 
tion, because if it was of that description it would 
be a reproach to our own intelligence; but is the 
honorable member so entirely confident that it is 
as true as a question under the multiplication ta- 
ble? The men who framed the Constitution, E 
suppose, knew what the meaning of that Consti- 
tution was just as well as my honorable friend 
from Massachusetts can know, or as any mem- 
ber of this body canknow. The president of the 
Convention by which it was framed—no friend 
of slavery, earestly desiring, as we see by his 
writings, its carly ¢xtermination—I suppose is 
just as likely to have known what the meaning 
of the Constitution was in this clause at least, 
which more especially affected his own region of 
country, as the honorable member from Massa- 
chusetts. The men who passed the act of 1793, 
most of whom had been membérs of that Con- 
vention, were just as likely to know what the 


i| Constitution is in this particular as the honora- 


ble member from Massachusetts. Ifhe will look 
at the proceedings of each branch of Congress 
when the act of 1793 was passed, he will find that 
Nobody ventured to breathe a suspicion either 
that Congress had no authority to passit, or that it 
was not the duty of Congress to passit. The bill 
passed both branches unanimously. 

If the confidence of the honorable member from 
Massachusetts in his own judgment is not to be 
shaken by the fact to which I have adverted, one 
would suppose it would besomewhat shaken when 
he calls to mind, if he shall call to mind, that 
the courts of every State in the Union, and every 
court of the United States, district or supreme, 
that has been called upon to pass judgment upon 
the constitutionality of the act of 1793, has main- 
tained its constitutionality. During the whole se- 
ries of years which have elapsed from the passage 
of theactof 1793 up to a comparatively recent day 
no member of ‘Congress suggested the repeal of 
that act, either upon grounds of expediency or of 
unconstitutionality; and no State in the Union by 
any one ofits departmentsofgovernmentever ques-- 
tioned publicly the validity of thatact. Recently, 
I know, new views have been taken on the sub- 
ject. The Constitution recently, first, construed 
with reference to the principles to be found in the 
Declaration of Independence, and secondly, con- 
strued by itself through very many of the clauses 
which relate to personal freedom, has been held 
to be so inconsistent with slavery that an act of 
this description cannot be maintained as valid 
The honorable Senator himself, in this report, if 
I remember it correctly, takes the ground that 
the clause in question never was intended to em- 
brace slaves, but apprentices, , 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator misunderstood 
me. I did not doubt that the persons who drew 
up that clause meant slavery, bat | insisted that, 
according to all just rules of interpretation, which 


neither the Senator nor myself are at liberty to | 


disobey, the language they employed cannot be 
interpreted to mean slavery; for according to those 
rules slavery cannot stand on inference. It re- 
quires a positive text to sustain it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ido not know what the hon- 


orable member “supposes. 
‘of inference. I suppose. 


` .Mr.SUMNER.” As occurs very oft 


to. construe words, we 


persons by whom those words were: i 
to embrace slavery, but he says th 
carried out their intent: * nie 


or contract. bea t ý 
Mr. JOHNSON. But wills and contracts are 
not made by such men as composed that. Conven- 
tion, The brightest intellects that-ever shed glory 
upon the world: were.to be found in that.Conyen- 
tion, Every clause in the Constitution was čare- 


‘fully penned in the first instance, submitted. to 


the most careful criticisms throughout, and. pot 
adopted until eyery man in the Convention -knew 
what every other man in the 'Convention;meant. 
if there was any member of that Convention who 
supposed that these words would notcomprehend 
slaves, and he kept that to himself, he did not deal 
fairly with his compatriots... Why. do not. the 
words include slaves? Why is it a matter ofin- 
ference?, Do they not include apprentices? .They 
include somebody, some class of people; and:if 
they do, what class is included? Are apprentices 
included? The honorable member will Ha t that. 
Mr. SUMNER, And redemptioners.. oiri; 
Mr. JOHNSON. And redemptioners; and why? 
Because they are held to service.. Is he who 4s 
held to service for life less held to-service than he 
who is held to service for a few years? The hon- 
orable member may assail the laws of the States 
and deny that there can be any law in any State 
which can make one man. the servant of another 
for life; but, assuming the validity of those taws, 
(and the very object of repealing this act of 1793 
and the act of 1850 is because it is assumed. that 
the laws would operate upon them,) then it would 
follow that slaves are included. within the term 
‘held to service,” unless it be true that he who 
is held to service for life is not held to service 
equally with him who is held to service for-a 
month or a year. , ; 
Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Maryland 
allow me to call his attention to the third clause 
of the second section of the first article ‘of the 
Constitution? Itis in these words: Me gegen 
‘ Representatives and direct taxes shall. be apportioned 
among the several States which may be. included within 
this Union, according to their respective numbers, which 
shall be determined by ddding to the whole number of free 
persons, including those bound to service fora. term’ of 
years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three filths: of; all 
other persons.”? á 3 E ls 
Who are meant by the words “ three fifths-of 
all other persona??? : : 
Mr. JOHNSON. I am obliged.to my friend 
from Kentucky for his reference to that clause. 
The language of the particular clause in question 
is this; 5 
tENo person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof.” F 
All we have to ascertain is, is there a law in 
Maryland which gives me a right to the service 
of a slave for life? If there is, then according to 
the words of the provision if he escapes he is to 
be returned to me. But if there could be any 
doubt, looking to the terms themselves which are 
to be found in this clause, that doubt would bè 
removed by the particular clause referred to by 
the honorable member from Kentucky. The 
question between the honorable member from 
Massachusetts and myself, and between him and 
Washington and every member of the Conven- 
tion, all the State Legislatures, every State court, 
every district court of the United: States, and the 
Supreme Court of the United States, with Mar- 
shall at their head, is whether the term, “ field to 
service,” as used in what is called the fugitive 


slave clause, embraces slaves. 
Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will pardon me. 
That is not the question. The question is whether 
the whole clause is applicable to slaves.. The Seri: 
ator will observe that there arè still other opera- 
tive words. The clause is as follows: = 9 G7 
* No person held to service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged trom. 
such service or labor, but shall be delivered up on. claim 
of the party to whom such service or labor may be due,”? 
The Senator will observe this clause.speaks of 
a party; not of a thing, 1t. speaks of a person 
held to service or labor, not of .a thing; of aper- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 19. 


won held to service or labor pursued into another 
State where he is claimed by one to whom such 
service or labor may be due. ATI that implies 
contract. It does not imply a condition of sla- 
very. No service or labor is due from a slave to 
“his master; of course not. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not expect to satisfy 
the honorable member. “I do not think anybody 
could satisfy him. I knew exactly what his 
reading of that clause was, and whatever might be 
urged he would be “of the same opinion still.” 

He says now that it applies only toa person who 
is under a contract to render service to the party 
from whom he has escaped. Where does he get 
that meaning? The words used are, ‘‘any per- 
son held to service or labor under the laws of a 
‘Btate,?? not under contract, and the apprentice 
would be included, and the indented servant would 
be included, not because he wasan apprentice by 
contract, not because he was an indented servant 
by contract, but because by the law of the State 
that contract was one from which he could not 
escape, because by the law of the State he was 
bound, having entered into thecontract, to render 
the service for which the contract stipulated. But 
if the law of the State gave to one man a right to 
the service of another, and thatlaw islegal, (which 
is notinvolved in this question,) if slavery as itex- 
ists in the States is legal, then he who owes service 
in a slave State to a citizen of the slave State owes 
service to such citizen ‘under the laws thereof.” 

Mr. SUMNER. A slave cannot owe service, 
the Senator will bear in’mind. 

Mr. JOHNSON, I cannot bear.that in mind, 
I cannot get it into the mind. 

Mr.SUMNER, Itis very essential in discuss- 
ing this question. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I know it is absolutely es- 
sential, to come to your conclusion; butitis acon- 
clusion I think that no other gentleman can well 
come to, because no other gentleman can well get 
that into his mind. But I was about to say that 
the clause referred to by the member from Ken- 
tucky is pregnant with meaning on the question: 

tt Representatives and direet taxes shall be apportioned 
among the several States which may be included within 
this Union, according to their respeetive numbers, which 
shall be determined by adding to the whole number of free 
persons, including those bound to service fur a term of 
years.” 

Now, oneof your classes is provided for, Your 
apprentices and your indented servants are 
bound’ only “ fora term of years,’ They are 
to beadded. hoare to beexcluded? ‘ Indians 
not taxed” are to be excluded. Who else is to 
be added? ‘Three fifths of all other persons.” 
What is the meaning of these words? 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator turn to section 
nine of the first article, and read it? 

Mr. JOHNSON, 1 was about to do that. 
Now, who are the persons,’’ three fifths of 
whom are to be added for the purpose of determ- 
ining the question of representation and the other 
question of taxation? Jf you take the apprentices 
out, and the indented servants out, and the In- 
dians out, are there any other persons than slaves? 
The. honorable member is not to be told, Mr. 
President, that one of the political objections to 
slavery which the North has urged, and which 
was quite a sound one if they were about to make 
a constitution for themselves, was that three fifths 
of the slaves were added for the purpose of in- 
creasing the representation ofthe South, when the 
North was denied the right to increase its own 
representation by having added in any way for 
that purpose any portion of its property, what- 
ever that might be. The objection was a polit- 
icalone. It was that this clause gave to the South 
greater weight in the councils of the country than 
their white free population entitled them to; and 
the objection was, not that apprentices were 
added, for they were white, not that indented 
servants were added, for they were white, but that 
what the South considered as property, slaves, 
were added, Inail the debates upon that sub- 
ject, that has been a fruitful topic of complaint, 
and the North no doubt ina few years after the 
Constitution was adopted, and particularly after 
the southern States began to multiply and this 


changed the Constitution if they could in that 
particular. When the Constitution wasadopted, 
1t was a matter comparatively unimportant; but 
when you added southern State after southern 


State, and brought in slaves by the thousand, the 1! dien 
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; : || judge never made any such statement. 
slave population began to multiply, would have ||" 


disproportion between the white population and 
the slave population became so great that in point 
of fact you made an aristocracy of the South, and 
they ruled the North, not by their own numbers, 
but because they were mastets of the slaves. 

But what was the object of the ninth section of 
the first article? That is a provisian which was 
taken out of the amendatory clause, and that ninth 
section says: ; 7 

í The migration or importation of such persons as any of 
the States now existing shal} think proper to admit, shall 
not be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1808.” 

What is the meaning of ‘*persons’’ there? 
Were there any white apprentice boys in Africa? 
Were there any laws of apprenticeship in Africa? 
Did any there by contract owe service to any 
master in Africa? Did any there by contract 
agree to owe service to any man who would come 
there and take them away? We know it was not 
so. That ruthless and barbarous traffic, the dis- 
grace of civilization, the dishonor of England more 
than of ourselves, was a trade of violence. They 
were snatched from their country by force or by 
fraud, subjected to all the dangers of the passage 
hence, dying by thousands and hundreds of thou- 
sands, after suffering excruciating tortures that 
make the blood run cold even when we read of 
them at this distant day; they were brought here 
and made slaves, and we said that they might 
continue to be brought for a time, as included 
under the term ‘persons;’? and the honorable 
member, therefore, unless he is able to read that 
word §* persons” in the ninth section as compre- 
hending only apprentices cannot read the same 
word to be found in the fugitive slave clause as 
meaning only apprentices. 

The Senate is not to be told, Mr. President, 
that J share as earnestly as the honorable mem- 
ber from Massachusetts can in a desire to sec 
the iustitution terminated. The difference be- 
tween us is, ag} think, that he takes a different 
view of constitational obligation. Itis,as f think, 
that the Constitution recognizes the institution in 
plain terms, thatit was the purpose of our fathers 
to make sucha recognition, that they acted in 
pursuance of that purpose during the whole period 
of their own lives upon earth, that every act of 
legislation passed by them during the time that 
they were guiding the councils of the country 
recognized the institution and deemed it the duty 
of every department of the Government, as long 
as the institution should remain, to protect it. I 
desire to see the day, and I trust it is not far dis- 
tant, when that difficulty will be gotten rid of, 
when the institution itself will be atan end, when 
it will not only not be recognized, but will be pro- 
hibited; butuntil thatis done, as far as my individ- 
ual vote is concerned, I shall be obliged to vote in 
accordance with what I believe the requisitions of 
the Constitution are as the Constitution now is. 

Mr. SUMNER. I shall not be betrayed into 
any extended debate; but shall content myself 
with replying directly to what has been said on 
the other side. 

There is firstthe Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Saer- 
MAN,} who intervened to arrest the generous pur- 
pose of the Senate, as it was about to vote, by a 
proposition to keep alive the old act of 1793. 
Strange that now, while weare in deadly conflict 
with slavery, itshould be proposed to keep alive 
an ancient support of slavery. But the Senator 
gravely insists, and the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. Jounson] insists with him. But the Sena- 
tor from Ohio does not seem to be aware of the 
character of the statute which he proposes to keep 
alive; Let me remind him that by this statute 
which he cherishes so warmly a fellow-man may 
be hurried before a magistrate and doomed to sla- 
very without a trial by jury. Can this be con- 
stitutional? Will the Senator sanction such an 


| enactment? 


But the Senator from Maryland, whoisso famil- 
iar with our jurisprudence, takes exception to the 
statement which has been made to the effect that 
Mr. Justice Story admitted that the constitution- | 
ality of the act of 1793 had never been affirmed 
by the Supreme Court. Heihinks that thislearned 
But he | 
is much mistaken. Here is a volume containing 
the Lifeand Letters of Joseph Story, which I have 
just received from the Library. I turn to the pas- 
sage. Here it is: | 

© Our prevailing opinion, which has created great preju- | 
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giinst this judenioni. is, tint if deules the right of a 
$ 3 8 


person claimed as a fugitive from service or jabor to a trial 
by jury. This mistake arises from supposing the. case to 
involve the general question as to the constitutionality of 
the act of 1793. Butin fact no such question wasin the 
case, and the argument that the act of 1793 was unconsti- 
tutional, because it did not provide for a trial by jury ac- 
cording to the requisitions of the sixth article in the Amend- 
ments to the Constitution, having been suggested to my 
father on his return from Washington, he replied that this 
question was not argued by counsel nor considered by the 
court, and that he should still consider it an open one.” 

Thusitis. According to this authentic record 
by his son the necessity of a trial by jury was not 
argued by counsel, nor considered by the court, 
and he declared that he should consider it an 
“ open” question; so that the constitutionality of 
the act in this important respect has not been af- 
firmed by the court. But the Senate is now asked 
to affirm it. We are asked to vote that a fellow- 
man be handed over to slavery without a trial by 
jury. To me this proposition is hateful beyond 
the power of words to express. 

But the Senator from Maryland, not content 
with affirming the constitutionality of the act of 
1793, has plunged intoa general discussion on the 
fugitive clause of the Constitution. He insists 
laboriously that it was intended to cover fugitive 
slaves. When l reminded him that its authors 
might have intended it to cover fugitive slaves, 
without succeeding in their attempts, he then in- 
sists that jt does cover fugitive slaves. Well, sir, 
there I meet him point-blank, [insist that, what- 
ever may have been the original intention of the 
framers of that clause, they did not succeed in 
making it cover fugitive slaves. It is a question 
of construction, and the language employed is not 
applicable to fugitive slaves. It does not describe 
them, and cannot by any just tribunal be extended 
to embrace them. If the prejudices of the Sena- 
tor were not already enlisted, I should not doubt 
his judgment on this point, which in the light of 
jurisprudence is so clear. 

There is arule of interpretation which the Sen- 
ator will not callin question. Where any lan- 
guage is open to two constructions, one favorable 
and the other odious, that which is odious must be 
rejected. I do not stop to give authorities, The 
rule is unquestionable and the authorities are 
ample, But do not forget the conclusion: that 
which is odious must be rejected. Now, the Sen- 
ator has already admitted that the language of the 
clause is applicable to apprentices. Very well. 
That is enough. In itsapplication to apprentices, 
redemptioners, and the like, itisexhausted, so that 
it cannot be made to cover a slave without offend- 
ing against the rule’ which requires us to adopt 
the construction which is the least odious. And, 
sir, if we go further andscan nicely the language 
of the clause, we shall find that the words em- 
ployed are all applicable to a relation of contract 
or debt, and not toa relation founded onforce. The 
clause is applicable to a * person,” and not to a 
thing, and this ‘* person” is to be surrendered on 
the claim of the person to whom his service or 
labor may be due. But clearly no labor or ser- 
vite can be due from a slave to a master. The 
whole pretension isan absurdity. And, if you 
give to this word its legitimate application, you 
must restrain it to a case of contract or debt. In 
this glance I omit the argument founded on his- 
tory, and the well-known opinions of leading 
minds in the Convention, and confine myself to 
the text of the Constitution. 

But the Senator dwelt especially on the words 
“held to service or labor in one State under the 
laws thereof, and triumphantly insisted thatslaves 
were included under this language. Here again 
he is mistaken. Apprentices and redemptioners 
were held under “ laws;” but I need not remind 
the Senator of the admission repeatedly made on 
this floorby Mr.Mason, thatthere were no “laws” 
for slavery in any slave State; at least, that none 
could be produced. Besides, asa jurist, the Sen- 
ator cannot have forgotten the ancient truth that 
injustice cannot be “law,” but is always to be 
regarded as an ‘‘ abuse » or a “ violence,”’ even 
though expressed in the form of “law.” In pres- 
ence of this principle, which has the sanction of 
as great a lawyeras St, Augustine, and in the face 
of the positive assertion of Mr. Mason, that no 
‘law’? for slavery could be found in the slave 
States, what becomes of the argument of the Sen- 
ator? No, sir. The case is clear, No ingenu- 


ity of honest effort can make the words that the 


Senator cites or any others in that clause sanction 


| slavery and the hunting of slaves. In order to pro» 
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ceed 
setting aside those commanding rules of interpre- 
tation which are binding on him as on myself. If, 
where words are susceptible of two significations, 
one favorable and the other odious, the former 
only can be taken, then must the Senator restrain 
this clause to that signification which is not odi- 
ous. And again, if every word is always to be 
construed so as most to favor liberty, then must 
the Senator follow implicitly this rule. But these 
two rules make it impossible to torture this clause 
into any odious or tyrannical signification. They 
keep it clean and pure from slavery. 

‘Sir, I feel humbled by the necessity of this dis- 
cussion; that at this late day I should be called 
to vindicate the Constitution of my eountry 
against glosses and interpretations in the interest 
of slavery. Pardon meif for a moment, leaving 
the two Senators who seck to foist slavery into 
the Constitution, I turn to the question itself, 
not so much for argument as for statement. If 
I seem to repeat, it is because there are certain 
points which I desire to impress upon the Sen- 
ate. To my mind nothing is clearer than that, 
according to unquestionable rules of interpreta- 
tion, the clause of the Constitution, whatever may 
have been theintentof its authors, cannot be con- 
sidered applicable to slaves. Such is slavery 
that, from the nature of the case, it cannot be 
‘sanctioned or legalized except by “positive” 
words. It cannot stand on inference. This rule, 
which no reason can shake, drove Lord Mans- 
field to his great judgmentin Sommersett’s case. 
African slavery had fortwo generations prevailed 
in England, h had been pronounced to be legal 
by eminent lawyers and judges, Some of the 
brightest names in Westminster Hall had given 
to it the sanction of professional opinion and of 
judicial decision, Atlast a person at that time 
unknown, Granville Sharp, struck by the injus- 
tice of slavery, devoted himself to consider the 
grounds on which its legality was recognized. 
fle studied the laws of England, and all the evi- 
dences of its constitution. In the course of these 
studies he was gratified to find that there was no 
positive establishment of African slavery in Eag- 
land, and, indeed, that the words ‘‘slave”’ and 
s slavery’? were nowhere to be found in the Brit- 
ish constitution. Henext applied himself to the 
accumulation of well-known rules of interpreta- 
tion, requiring, in any case of doubtor question, 
that the interpretation should be on the side of 
liberty, and especially that any man was “ im- 

ious’? and “crael” who did not favor liberty. 
Tnipiety and cruelty are-not light burdens for an 
honest conscience. ‘The conclusion was irresist- 
ible that slavery could not exist in England. 

But the unanswerable urgument of Granville 
‘Sharp was rejected at first by the bar, who re- 
garded it as an attempted innovation. The direct 
precedents and the weight of authority were the 
other way,and this with most lawyers isenough. 
Harvey said that no person above * forty” ac- 
cepted his discovery of the cireulation of the 
blood. And Granville Sharp found himself in the 
same predicament. But this good man was not 
disheartened. Ele knew well that there was no 
statute oflimitationsagainst principles; and, better 
still, that principles must finally prevail over pre- 
cedents, Principlesare immortal, and bloom with 
perpetual youth. Precedents are morta sand die 
from age, decrepitude,and decay. Against prin- 
ciples precedents may fora while prevail; but the 
time must surely come when that which is mortal 
must yield to that which is immortal. 
conviction he persevered until at last 
were convinced, and then the court. 

The judgment of Lord Mansfield on t 
sion constitutes a landmark of law whic 
remembered proudly when all his contr 
to commercial law and general jurisprudence are 
forgotten. It was a contribution to the British 
constitution and to human rights. Like every 
principle of natural law, it approves itself at once 
to the reason and conscience. And this authority 
I now invoke in the interpretation of the fugitive 


clause. 
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But I have already said too much. The argu- 
ment on both sides is presented in the two reports 
of the committee, or rather in the report of the 
committee and the views of the minority. Sen- 
ators, I doubt not, have already made up their 
minds, which no discussion can change. : Of 
course, some may vote against the acts on one 
ground.and some onanother. The argumentsare 
numerous. It is enough, if on any ground they 
vote to remove this shame from our statute-book,. 

I do not enter into any details of the constitu- 
tional argument: whether Congress has the power, 
under the Constitution, to legislate on this sub- 
ject, or whether it may confide this great trust to 
a single magistrate¢without a ttial by jury. These 
are grave questions, worthy of debate, into which 
1 am ready to enter if the occasion requires. But 
I forbear. Often, in times past, I have discussed 
these questions in the Senate and before the peo- 
ple; but I believe'the time for discussion is passed. 
And permit me to confess my gladnessin this day. 
I was chosen to the Senate for the first time im- 
mediately after the passage of the infamous act 
of 1850. Ifat that time | received from the peo- 


| ple of Massachusetts any special charge, it was 


to use my best endeavors to secure the repeal of 
this atrocity. I began the work in the first ses- 
sion that l was here. God grant that I may end 
it to-day. 

Mr. President, I have said enough for the pres- 
entoccasion. But the suggestion has been too often 
made that this measure 1s notpractical. Not prac- 
tical! This is the favorite phrase. But this de- 
pends upon what Senators consider as practical, 

If it be practical to relieve the people from an 
unconstitutional and oppressive statute; if it be 
practical to take away a badge of subjugation im- 
posed by slave masters daring their brutal suprem- 
acy; if it be practical to secure the good name 
of the Republic, which still suffers immeasurably 
from this outrage; if it be practical, at this mo- 
ment of our own severe trial, to do justice to those 
we have oppressed, and thus secure the favor of 
Providence; and finally, if it be practical to strikeat 
slavery wherever we can hit it, and to relieve our- 
selves of all responsibility for this terrible wrong, 
then is this measure eminently practical. Ltisas 
practical as‘justice, as practical as humanity, as 
practical as duty, which cannot be postponed. 

But independent of the intrinsic justice of this 
measure, itis recommended also by an expediency 
of the highest character. Iam sorry to plead in 
this way, but the occasion must be my apology. 
Senators are not aware how much our country 
has suffered in the judgment of civilized nations 
from ‘that accursed statute, which has now for 
more than.ten years been a byword and hissing 
among men. Genius, in some of its rarest cre- 
ations, has made it known, literature and art in 
every form have lent themselves to expose it, 
while the unutterable atrocities which it has sanc- 
tioned have been carefully gathered together and 
circulated abroad as testimony against republican 
Since the outbreak of the rebellion 
this statute has been constantly adduced by our 
enemies. abroad as showing that we are litle 
better than Jefferson Davis and his slave-monger 
crew; for slavery never shows itself worse than 
in the slave-hunter. Only within a few days there 
has appeared at New York, published for the fair, 
a photographic copy of a letter.of the late Alex- 
ander Humboldt, which contains the following 
words: “1 have the warmestattachment to your 
beautifuland liberal city, New York, but haveearn- 
estly and deeply regretted that Webster, whom I 
jong respected, more than favored that shameful 
law which still persecuted colored men after they 
had regained by flight their natural inborn liberty, 
of which they had been robbed by Christians”? 
Humboldt was our friend, but he could not for- 
bear from characterizing this statute as t shame- 
fal.” Be assured, sir, it is a burden for our 
cause abroad which it oaght not to be obliged to 
bear. For the sake of our cause,and that it may 
have new strength in the gushing sympathies of 


the civilized world, it should be repealed at once, | 


without a day’s delay. 
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But I confess, sir, another motive, At this. 
moment of severe trial, I wish my country to put, 
itself right with that Supreme Power which. holds. 
in its hands the destinies of nations. | It is as.true, 
in the life of nations asin the life of individuals, 
that; if you would have equity, you. must do 
equity; but the great equity which we must do, 
is to be found in justice to an oppressed race. ; lt 


ig vain that you complain of disaster to your 


arms, of colored soldiers and their brave officers 
cruelly treated at Fort Wagner, of colored soldiers 
and their brave officers massacred at Fort Pillows 
if you yourselves continue to set the example of 
injustice. The story of: the Israelites will be re- 
vived, and plague after plague will be sent, sound- 
ing forever the old commandment, ‘Let my peo- 
ple go.” If the plagues that shave been sental- 
ready are not enough, anotlier and yet another 
will visit us. There is one assurance of obedi- 
ence which you can give. . lt is to expunge from 
your statute-book all support of slavery.: Bein 
earnest here, and you will be practical. . "Then, 
having done equity, you may fearlessly ask for 
equity. : egg : 

{ have already said more than J intended. ft 
was my purpose to leave. the Senate to vote with- 
out a word of argument or. persuasion. ‘T'he 
case to my mind was too clear, and i thought the 
time had come for votes.. And now, as l conclude, 
I forbear to press all constitutional objections, and 
present the whole question on a single ground. 
Slavery has struck at the national life. Let us 
strike back wherever we can bit it, and above all 
let us purify thestatute-book, so that there shall 
be nothing in it out of which this wrong ean de- 
rive any support, In the discharge of this duty, 
all fugitive acts should be repealed. ‘The argua- 
ment against one is good against all, 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, clear as my 
opinion is upon the meaning of the Constitution, 
and as to the obligation as long as slavery exists 
to pass a law something like the act of 1793; or 
the act of 1850, if I believed with the Senator from 
Massachusetts that the repeal of those’ two acts 
would end the rebellion, L think I should waive 
my scruples; or even if it would very materially 
aid, or if it would aid at allin bringing about that 
result. 

The honorable member has a sanguine temper- 
ament. He isone of those, L believe, who thought 
that if they could only muster into the service of 
the United States black troops, and letit be known 
that they would be called to our standard, the war 
would be very much at an end. We did. that 
two years ago, and still it is being waged. But 
there may be something potential; moral ioflu- 
ences are hard at times to account for; they are 
as inscrutable as the dispensations of Providence. 
It may be that the honorable member, if hg suc- 
ceeds in repealing these Jaws, will be the hero of 
the day, terminate the rebellion, capture the foe, 
and throw into the sbade all those who peril ife 
in leading the armies in the hope of sccomplish- 
ing the same end. But Lam not entirely saushed 
that that will be the result; nor do I believe that 
the judgment which the world is now passibg 
upon us will be much affected by this measure. 
The world is not-as ignorant as the honorable 
member would, as I think, suppose itto be. They 
know now that the purpose of the loyal States is 
to terminate this rebellion, and to terminate itby 
terminating slavery, Whatever influence the ex- 
istence of the institution may have had prejudi- 
cial to us in the past, is now gone. Oar. banner 
is looked at by the world at large as the banner 
of freedom, carrying with it its consolations and 
its hopes wherever it may be carried by our sól- 
diery. 5 

L rose, however, Mr. President, to rescue the 
reputation of Mr: Justice Story from—— + 

Mr. SUMNER. His son. 

Mr. JOHNSON. From his son, and from the - 
use Which the honorable member himself is mak- 
ing of the son’s authority. ‘The honorable mem- 
ber was connected. with that:judge, profession- 
ally, the veporter of his’ decisions, knew His 
thoughts, knew his professional habits. knew.(ne 


exhaustive learning À ) 
questions that were before him. He is not to 
be told that, son or no son, he has unwittingly 
libeled the memory of his father in attempting to 
satisfy the publie that that father never passed af- 
firmntively upon the constitutionality of the act 
of 1793. : 

Mr. SUMNER. I have forborne in this dis- 
cussion from iniroducing my own testimony on 
this matter, becanse I thought the book was 
enough. My own relations, as the Senator has 
suggested, with the late Mr. Justice Story were 
of great professional and personal intimacy; in- 
deed, from my childhood to the day of his death. 
Twas in the habit of conversing with him on the 
opinions pronounced at Washington, and F re- 
member well his conversation immediately after 


he pronounced the judgment in the Prigg case. | 
I heard his opinions; I was the depositary of his | 
Most intimate thoughts on that remarkable case; | 
and i have to state that the son has not stated the | 


opinions of bis father on that subject as strongly 
as he might, 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I am sorry the facts 
have been made known. Here I have the opin- 
ion in the case of Prigg vs, The Commonwealth 
of Peunsylvania. ‘he difference between the 
honorable member and myself is whether the fu- 
gitive clause embraces slaves. That is one difer- 
ence, 

Mr. SUMNER. No reference is made to Mr, 
Justice Story on that point. The only point with 
regard to which his authority bas been quoted is 
the constitutionality of the old statute of 1793, so 
far as it failed to supply a trial by jury. Thatis 
the only point with regard to which his name has 
been adduced. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
come to that. 

Mr.SUMNER. Ido not adduce Mr. Justiee 
Story on the other question, 

My. JOHNSON. Lunderstand that; but! was 
about to say that the difference between thehon- 
orable member and myself and those who think 
with me is whether the fugitive clause embraces 
slaves, What said Mr. Justice Story in the case 
of Prigy? 

Mr. SUMNER. Ee said it did. 

Mr. JOLLNSON, I read from his opinion, 
speaking tor the whole court, in the case of Prige 
vs. Phe Commonwealth of Pennsylvama, reported 
in 16 Poters, l read from page 611, which my 
honorable friend can consult to-night. fn the 
opinion the learned judge quotes the two clauses 
of the Constitution in relation to fugitives from 
justice and fugitives from labor, and then says: 
The last clause ?— 


That is, the clause in relation to fugitives from 
labor— 


“isthat the true Interpretation whereof is direetly in judg- 
Ment before us. Historically, it is well known that the 
object of the clause wag to secure to the citizens of the 
alavebolding States the complete right and title of owner- 
whip iu their slaves, as property, in every state in the Union 
into which Wey might escape trom the State where they 
were held in servitude, Phe full recognition of this right 
and title was indispensable to the security of this species 
of property in all the slaveholding States, and, indeed, was 
s0 vital to the preservation ot their domestic interests 
insthutions that It cannot be doubted that it constituted a 
fundamental article without the adoption of which the 
Union could not have been formed. fts true design was to 
guard against the doctrines aud principles prevalent in the 
non-slaveholding States by preventing them trom iatermed- 
dling with, or obstructing, or abolishing the rights of the 
owners of slaveg.” 


I understand, and I will 


So much as to the meaning of the clause. Now, 
the honorable member says that whatever may 
have continued to be Mr. Justice Story’s opin- 
jon in relation to that question, he never gave an 
opinion, or did not mean to give an opinion, as to 
the constitutionality of the act of 1793. 

Mr. SUMNER. On the question of trial by 
jury. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ali the questions that were 
involved in that case. Was that question in- 
volved? J quote from page 618: 

& But it has been argued that the act of Congress is un- 
constitutional, because it does not fall within the scope of 
any of the enumerated powers of legislation confided to 
that body; and therefore it is void.” 

Mr. Justice Story goes on to reply to that ob- 
jection, and then adds—TI read from page 620: 

Phe very act of 1793, now under consideration, affords 
the most cuuciusive proof that Congress has acted upon a 


very different rule of interpretation, and has supposed that 
~ Re sight ds well as tite duty of fegistation an the subject of 
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fugitives frorı justice and fugitive slaves was within the 
seope of the constitutional authority conferred on the na- 
tional Legislature.” 


He speaks of the silence of the Constitution in 


regard to the particular mode in which fugitives 
from justice might be recov: J,and says: 

* This very silence oceasioned arrassments in enfor- 
cing the right and duty at an early period after the adoption 
of the Constitution,and produced a hesitation on the part 
of the executive authority of Virginia to deliver up a fugi- 
tive from justice upon the demand of the executive of Penn- 
syivania, in the year 1791; and, as we historically know 
from the message of President Washington and the public 
documents of that period, it was the immediate cause of 
the passing of the act of 1793, which designated the person 
(the State executive) upon whom the demand should be 
made, and the mode and proofs upon and in which it should 
be made. From that time down to the present hour. nota 
doubt has been breathed upon the constitutionality of this 
part of the act.” 


Mr. SUMNER, Thatis clear; but I wish to 
bring the Senator back to the single pointhere in 
issue, whether the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the Prigg case heard arguments in the 
first place on the question ofetrial by jury, and 
secondly whether they decided that question, 

Mr. JOHNSON. If they did not hear such 
arguments and the suggestion did not occur to 
themselves, it was only because at that time of 
day nobody bad, I was about to say, the hardi- 
hood to suggest such a proposition. 

Mr. SUMNER. But it seems that immediately 
after giving the opinion in the case, the distin- 
guished magistrate who gave it thought that the 
objection was a very grave one, and said that 
it was not considered or decided by the court; 
thereafter he should regard the question as an 
open one. 

Mr. JOHNSON. He remained upon the bench 
a good while afterwards; aud even in relation to 
the act of 1850-—— 

Mr.SUMNER,. He was not on the bench very 
long after that decision. He died in 1845, and the 
decision was in 1841, I think. 

Mr. JOHNSON. In 1842. He wason the bench 
three years afterwards, and he never whispered 
that to his colleagues, Buttheactof 1850, by the 
unanimous decision of the Supreme Court, Mr. 
Justice McLean being upon the bench, and I think 
Mr. Justice Curtis, was held to be constitutional, 
and, @ fortiori, they would have held that the act 
of 1793 was constitutional 

A. word more,and I have done. The honorable 
member tells us that the word ‘ persons,’’ as used 
in the Constitution, clearly does not embrace 
slaves. f ask the honorable member if he is per- 
fectly certain of it. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
tain. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What is the use, then, of 
repealing the act of 1793 and the act of 1850, for 
they use the words of the Constitution—nothing 
else? 

Mr.SUMNER. Ifthe Senate and the Supreme 
Court would accept that interpretation, I should 
have no disposition to repeal the statutes. 

Mr. JOLINSON. But if the proposition is as 
plain as that two and two make four, itis at Jeast 
barely possible to suppose that the Supreme Court 
as itis now constituted and is about to be consti- 
tuted would not hold it to be five. Whatever 
Marshall may have done, whatever Story may 
have done, whatever Curtis may have done, what- 
ever McLean may have done, whatever Taney 
may have done, | do not believe it can with any- 
thing like plausibility be supposed that the court 
as it is at present constituted will hold this prop- 
osition to be so clearly unsound that the act of 
1793 is unconstitutional, as they would hold to 
be untrue the proposition that two and two did 
not make five; and that is the honorable member’s 
illustration. He goes higher than that: he leaves 
this mundane sphere of earth and gets into the 
skies, goes off to authority above us, and ventures 
to say that the opinion which he holds upon the 
subject is as clear, as well defined, and as imper- 
ative as anything to be found in the decalogue. 
l suppose he thinks so. 

Mr.SUMNER. Will the Senator permit me? 
The decalogue says thou shalt not steal,” Every 
siave-master steals the carnings of his slave. It 
says “thou shalt not commit adultery.’” Every 
slayve-master either commits adultery with his 
slave orsanctionsit. Itsays ‘thou shalt not covet 
thy neighbor’s wife.’? Every slave-master covets 
his slave’s wife, and all that he possesses. There- 
fore I say that slavery exists in perpetual viola- 


In that clause, perfectly cer- 
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tion of the-decalogue, and that if you undertake 
to support it you are guilty of a wrong as great 
asif you openly violated the ten commandments, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I suppose it is barely pos- 
sible that the Supreme Court know the decalogue 
as well as the honorable member from Massa- 
chusetts, and particularly that portion of the court 
which has been recently put there; and if it be 
true that the decalogue, in the view of men who 
are sworn to support the Constitution, abolishes 
slavery and abolishes the fugitive slave act, we 
do not want any other legislation than the deca- 
logue. 

Mr. President, there are some propositions— 
and I say it with all respect to the honorable mem- 
ber from Massachusetts—so plain that they can- 
not be made plainer by argument. 

Mr.SUMNER. I agree to that, 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly, the decalogue says 
you cannot steal; and the master steals the ser- 
vices of the slave, the member says. If you go 
to the South, they will put a different interpreta- 
uon upon that decalogue. They will ery out at 
the top of their voices, The decalogue says ‘thou 
shalt not steal,’ ” and then they will point to those 
who think with the Senator from Massachusetts 
that it is right to take the slave from his master, 
and they will say, ‘ You offend against the deca- 
logue; you steal.” 

Mr.SUMNER. These same men rebelled. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Of course they did; and 
Massachusetts was very willing to rebel at one 
time, and they had no slavery among them either, 
that I know of. There is no knowing what they 
would have done if the war had not been brought 
toa termination in 1815. History tells us that 
some of them came here on a miasion to Mr. 
Madison, came here buoyant, hopeful of success. 
The news of the peace reached them, and they 
went back bootless and crest-fallen. They con- 
stituted, I know, only a portion of Massachusetts; 
but however large a part they may have repre- 
sented, that day has gone. Massachusetts now 
stands as she stood in the days of the Revolution, 
when she poured her blood out at Lexington, at 
| Concord, and at Bunker Hill. She has been in the 
past no more given toa love of liberty, pure and 
unadulterated, than she js at this moment; but I 
think she has, toa certain extent, suffered that 
love of freedom to boil over, and at times to do 
what has in some measure brought about this 

rebellion, Not that it was her purpose, but 
ishe has aided the traitors of the South, bow- 
ever few in number, to fan into a flame the public 
mind, to cause them to forget the obligations that 
they were under, and which the most of them 
| were sworn to suport; to stand by the Constitu- 
tion during weal and woe, to remain with us, 
trusting on either side, and on all sides, to the 
authority of that Constitution, to preserve us a 
happy and a united people; and {£ trust in God, 
as l believe, that the time is now coming when 
we shall be one people. This cause of ex- 
citement; this cause which enabled these traitors 
to fan into treason the public mind of the South, 
removed, and we shall remain, until time shall be 
no more, one and indivisible, with a Government 
as free and as prosperous and as powerful as 
God ever vouchsafed to man; but in the meantime 
let us forget, if we can, the differences of opinion 
which have existed between us, and put our 
shoulders now to the wheel with which we are 
endeavoring to crush down this vile, wicked, and 
wholly unjustifiable rebellion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. JOHNSON and Mr. SHERMAN called 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. WILKINSON, I should like to hear the 
amendment read. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
to insert at the end of the bill: 

Except the act approved Febrnary 2, 1793, entitled “An 
act respecting fugitives from justice and persons escaping 
from the service of their masters.” 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Collamer, Cowan, 
Davis, Dixon, Doolittle, Foster, Harris, Henderson, Hen- 
dricks, Howe, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, Me Dougal, Nes- 
mith, Powell, Riddle, Saulsbury, Sherman, Ten Eyck, 
‘Trumbull, Van Winkle, and Willey—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brownu, Clark, Conness, Fes- 
senden, Grimes, Hale, Howard, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, 
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Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sprague, Sumner, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—t7. 


So the amendment was agréed to. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I offer the following 
amendment, to be the second and third sections 
of the bill; 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘Phat no white inhab- 
itant of the United States shall be arrested or imprisoned, 
or held toanswer for a capital or otherwise infamous crime, 
except in cas rising in the land or aval forces or in the 
militia when in actual service in time of war. or public 
danger, without due process of Jaw. 

See. 3. wind be it further enacted, That no officer en- 
gaged in the executive, legislative, or judicial department 
of the Government of the United States, or holding any 
office or trust recognized in the Constitution of the United 
States, and no person in the military or naval service of 
the United States shall, without due process of law, arrest 
or imprison any white inhabitant of the United States, 
Who is not or has not been, or shalt not at the time of such 
arrest Or imprisonment be engaged in levying war against 
the United States, or in adhering to the enemies of the 
United States, giving them aid and comfort, nor aid, abet, 
procure, or advise. the same, except in cases arising in the 
land or navabforees or in the militia when in actual ser- 
>in time of war or public danger; and any person as 

d so arresting or imprisoning or holding as afore- 
asin this and the second section of thisactinentioned, 
or aiding, abetting, or procuring, or advising the same, sball 
be deemed guilty of feio und upon conviction thereof in 
any court of competent jurisdiction shall be imprisoned for 
a term not less than one nor more than five years, and shall 
pay a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000, 
and shall be forever incapable of holding any offiee of pub- 
lie trust under the Government of the United States. 


Mr. President, E do not intend to make any 
remarks on this proposed amendment; [ content 
myself with simply asking for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE, | move to amend theamendment 
by striking out the word ‘white’ wherever it 
occurs. 

Theamendmentto theamendment was agreed to. 


_ The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware as amended, 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 9, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Buekalew, Carlile, Cowan, Davis, Hen- 
dricks, McDougall, Powell, Riddle, and Saulsbury—9. 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Collamer, Conness, 
Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harris, How- 
ard, Howe, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, 
Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, 
Ven Eyek, Trumbull, Vau Winkle, Wilkinson, Willey, 
and Wilson—27. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CONNESS. For one, sir, I do not wish 
to cust a vote for this measure in its present shape. 
I had intended before the debate closed, if it was 
debated, to say something on the subject. Ido 
not design that now, and asthe Senate have seen 
fit to amend the bill I cannot vote for it. At pres- 
ent, therefore, L move that it lie on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion. 

Mr. CONNESS. 


For what reason? 

Mr. SUMNER, For the reason that we get 
something by this bill. I feel—and let me speak 
frankly—I feel the degradation that has been 
brought—-— 

Mr. FOSTER. Is the motion debatable? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion tolay 
the bill on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. SUMNER. | understood that motion to 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. SAULSBURY., 
order, 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
Massachusetts isnotinorder. 
indulged in, 

Mr. CONNESS, I will withdraw the motion 
if the Senator fram Massachusetts desires to de- 
bate, but I cannot see any purpose in debating 
this question further now—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not open to 
debate even by the Senator from California. 

Mr, CONNESS. lam not debating it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Very much like 
it, in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. CONNESS. Then, sir, E will cease, de- 
ferring tothe Chair, The motion remains to lay 
onthe table, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the motion to lay the bill on the table, 

Mr. WILSON. On that motion Í ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, JOHNSON. Can [say a word before the 
vote is taken? [ No.” No.7] 


I call the Senator to 


The Senator from 
Debate cannot be 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Not without the 
unanimous consent of the Senate. . È 

Mr. DAVIS. JT move that the Senate adjourn; 

Mr. CONNESS. Upon that motion F ask for 
the yeas and nays. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 13, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Cowan, Davis, Foster, Hender- 
son, Hendricks, Johnsen, McDougall, Nesmith, Powell, 
Ramsey, Riddle, and Van Winkle=13. $ 

NAYS — Mos Anthony, Buckalew, Carlile, Clark, 
Colamer, Conn Dixon, Doolittie, Fessenden, Grimes, 
Hale, Harris, Howard, Howe, Lane of Indiana, Lane of 
Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sauisbury, Sherman, 
Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wilkinson, Wit- 
ley, and Wilson—28, 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 


The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from California to 
lay the bilf upon the table, upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered; and the Secretary 
will call the roll. 

The vote being taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 
31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Conness, Davis, 
Hendricks, Nesmith, Powell, Riddic, and Saulsbury—9 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Callamer, Cowan, 
Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Koster, Grimes, Hale, Harris, 
Henderson, Howard, Howe, Johnson, Lane of Indiana, 
Lane of Kansas, McDougall, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, 
Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Frum- 
bull, Van Winkle, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—3l. 


So the Senate refused to lay the billon the table. 


Mr. POWELL. Would it be in orderto move 
to refer this bill to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
der to move to commit it. 

Mr. POWELL. Then I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Ht 
involves a constitutional question which I think 
ought to be passed upon by that committee before 
the Senate votes upon it, 

The motion to refer was not agreed to, 

The bill was ordered to beengrossed for a third 
reading, and it wag read the third time. 

Mr. JOHNSON. understand as the bill now 
stands it repeals only the act of 1850. 

Mr. SUMNER. We have not yet got to the 
stage of the bill at which the tide is amendable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The question of 
amending the title is notin order untl. after the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iam not about to move to 
amend the title; that is not my object; gentlemen 
are under a misapprehension. I understand, as 
the bill now is, it repeals all the fugitive slave 
acts, except that of 1793. [ Yes.”] Then l 
shall vote for it, because, as I never would have 
voted for the fugitive slave act of 1850, I shall cer- 
tainly vote for its repeal. 

Mr. FOSTER. I have a few remarks to make 
upon this bill, I know it is late, and the Senate 
is impatient, and F will not ask for an adjourn- 
ment; I am willing to go on to-night, and would 
prefer todo so. [“ Oh, no!?’} 

Mr. McDOUGALL. If the Senator will yield 
the floor for that purpose I will move an adjourn- 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
from Connecticut yield the floor? 

Mr. FOSTER. I yield the floor. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Then 1 move that the 
Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Turspay, April 19, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer by 
the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. DAVIS, of New York. By the advice of 
my physician, łask for leave of absence for one 
week from to-morrow. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted 
accordingly. 

AGENT FOR KIOWAY AND OTHER INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 


It would be in or- 


from the Secretary of the Interior, recommend- | 


ing the appointment of an agent for the Kioway, 
Apache, and Comanche Indians, and an appro- 
priation for the same; which was referred to the 


Committee of Ways and Means, and. ordered to - 
be printed. | ea Be a ie 
INDIAN AGENT AT GREEN BAY, WISCONSIN.: 
The SPEAKER also laid before the: Houge.a 
letter from the Secretary of the. Interior, recom- 
mending an ‘increase:of the salary of ‘the: Indian 
agent at Green Bay, Wisconsin; which: was reż 
ferret to. the Committee of Ways and ‘Means; 
and ordered to be printed, + : Pied 


SURRENDER OF FORT PILLOW. 


Mr. WILSON.. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 
House joint resolution No, 65, directing. the com- 
mittee on the conduct of the war to examine into 
the recent attack on Fort Pillow, and to concur 
in the amendment of the Senate. 

There was no objection; and the. amendment 
of the Senate was read and concurred in, as fol- 
lows: : 

Strike outall afterthe enacting clause, and In lieu thereof 
insert the following: y 

That the joint committee on the conduct of the war be, 
and they are hereby, instructed to inquire into the trutt of 
the rumored slaughter of the Union troops after ‘their sur- 
render at the recent attack of the rebel forees upon Fort 
Pillow, Tennessee; and also whether Fort Pillow could 
have been sufficiently reinforced or evacuated, aud if Sô, 
why it was sot done; and that they report thé facts to 
Congress as soon as possible. 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment. was concurred in; and 
also moved that the motion to réconsider be Jaid 
upon the table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO VOTE. 


The House, by unanimous consent, permitted 
the following members to record their votes on 
the bank bill: Mr. Davis of New York, and: Mr. 
Dumont, in the affirmative; and Messrs. Perry, 
Corr ROTH, STEELE Of New Jersey,and Ancona, 
in the negative. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO WISCONSIN. 


Mr. McLNDOE, by unanimous consent, moved 
that the House tauke from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 160, to grant lands to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads in. the:State of 
Wisconsin. labia deve 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
taken up, read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Forney, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that that body had passed a bill of the House 
(No. 301) toamend an act for enrolling and calling 
out the national forces so as to increase the rank, 
pay, and emolument of the Provost Marshal Gen- 
eral, without amendment. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they had examined and found 
truly enrolled a joint resolution (H, R. No. 65) 
directing the committee on the conduct of the war 
to examine into the recent attack on Fort Pillow; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


TAX BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL moved that the rules be sus- 
pended and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
to take up and consider the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Wasurunne, of Illinois, in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
House bill No. 405, to provide internal revenue 
to support the Government, to pay interest on 
the public debt, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved that the first read- 
ing of the bill for information be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, all that I pro- 
pose to do on the present. oceasion will be, after 
some brief preliminary remarks, to make.a plain 
exposition of the bill before us, giving the rea- 
sons for some new matter and for some changes 
of the provisions of the original bill, and an es- 
timate of the probable amount of revenue that 
may be expected from it. ; i 

hen the internal revenue bill of 1862 was 
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passed, it was intended, with the tariff, to cover an 
ordinary annual expenditure of $60,000,000, the 
interest ona debt of about $1,000,000,000, and 
leave something more asa sinking fund. 

: The magnitude and length of the rebellion has 
go: far exceeded our anticipations that itis now 
necessary to revise our estimates and make our 
system of taxation large enough to cover all con- 
tingencies. The demands upon the Treasury are 
unprecedented, but we have only to marshal our 
resources and they are equal to all emergencies, 
and to any campaign, good orbad. The billnow 
presented, with the receipts from the tariff, will 
cover an assumed ordinary annual expenditare of 
$100,000,000, much greater than any prior to the 
rebellion, pay the interest on $3,000,000,000 of 
debt, if it should ever reach so much, and leave 
a most respectable sinking fund besides. If we, 
the Representatives of the people, pass this act it 
will show that the financial credit ofthe Govern- 
ment is to be sustained atall costs, and it will tend 
to cure the evils of foul speculation, which inev- 
itably goes hand in hand with an inflation of the 
currency, by throwing losses upon those who em- 
bark in such. 

|, The system of internal taxation of two years 
ago, which, ag we had to improvise it upon being | 
plunged into a war of almost unexampled magni- 
tude, cannot fairly. be cited for the first year as a 
test of the amount of revenue to be realized from 
it, is now rapidly vindicating the wisdom of the 
Thirty-Seventh Congress which so earnestly hi- 
bored, and nearly as a unit, to give just propor- 
tion to its principles as well as symmetry to its 
details. 1 hope the present Congress may be 
relied upon for equal fairness, patriotism, and 
courage. With nothing added by this Congress, 
we are receiving from forty to fifty percent. more 


‘internal revenue.this year than last, and when all | 


of the officers shall have been properly taught 
how to enforce the provisions of the law, it may 
be expected to do better still, Even now the rev- 
“enue derived from this source is, as was expected, 
more important to the Treasury than that from 
imposts, and both together ure now equal to any 
scale of ordinary expenditure in time of peace, 
and the payment of interest on a debt of much 
larger magnitude than all we have yet piled upin 
the huge sums required to maintain an Army and | 
Navy whose vastness is only surpassed by that 
of the theater over which they are displayed. 
Thus far we have proven to our own peuple, at 
least, that the interest-bearing securities of the 
United States are solid beyond peradventure, 
They rest upon the stout shoulders of the Amer- 
ican people whose ceaseless activity brings forth 
more wealth in one year than any other people in 
three, and whose decennial increase of population 
is six times greater than that of any nation in į 


| try.. Let it beknown and understood that, should 
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the war be closed by 1865, our present proposed 
scale of taxation will support the Government and 
pay off the entire national debt in buta little more 
than ten years. Let it also be known and under- 
stood that our present large annual expenditure 
is not equal to Gur annual increased wealth. If 
any gentlemen doubt this, I invite them to the 
test of arithmetic. : 

What is our present condition? Whenthis war 

commenced we had but a small number of war 
vessels, less than one hundred all told. Since that 
time we have built or purchased ships, steamers, 
iron-clads, monitors, and gunboats, so that we 
now have one of the finest navies in the world, or 
in round numbers over six hundred vessels. We 
have made or bought rifled cannon and cannon 
of immense caliber, with other field equipage, so 
that our ordnance and ordnance stores are now 
absolutely immense. We have made or bought 
rifles and muskets, wagons and horses, almost 
without number. Our armies are the largest.and 
finest we have ever brought into the field, sur- 
passing any ever known under the greatest war- 
captains of the world. They are in position, 
Our officers, weeded of the incompetent and those 
who have no stomach for the fight, possess the 
confidence of the soldiers and of the country. All 
this has been achieved at great labor and great 
cost, but it is all paid for. All the enginery of 
| war is ready, and the first outlay has not to be 
repeated. We have but to supply the means to 
keep it in motion and to make good the wear and 
tear of its mighty operations. With only ordi- 
nary pradence upon the part of commanders, the 
very weight of our columns must drive the rebel 
armies rearward, and with the dash of the gen- 
eral who never fails to move on their works,” 
we are not too sanguine in expecting more im- 
portant and crushing results than any hitherto 
vouchsafed to our arms. 
' But let us set our house in order financially, 
and we ean withstand even heavy disasters in the 
field. Ido not look for them, but fl would take 
a bond of fate. With sound credit and with mil- 
itary success we shall be indeed 


< (er all the ils of life victorious.” 


| Let us show to our enemies and to the world 
that we are stripping for the fight, and that ** fail’? 
is pot an American word. 

Bat co carry on this struggle to a triumphant 
termination, to sustain our fivances, (the only 
| spot assailable ou the United States map,) there 
are duties to be performed by Congress. “Phe ut- 
most ecouomy in all departments of the Govern- 
ment must be rigidly insisted upon or we perish, 
Congress holds the purse-strings of the nation, 
and if appropriations shall be made lavishly, or 


Europe, 

‘The annual inereased value of the national 
wealth,as actually taxed for each year, between 
the census of 1850 and 1860, was $804,882,554, 
while our public debt, according to the estimate 
‘of the Secretary of the Treasury, will have been 
increased, if the war lasts so long, for the year 
July 1, 1864, to July 1, 1865, only $544,978,559, 
and from this sum there must be deducted the 
great sugmentation of the revenue prepospd by 
ibe present biil, 

Tf we pass this measure, without curtailing its 
dimensions—and 1 think it will be the pleasure of 
the House rather to increase than diminish them— 
we shall furnish proof that we can not only pay 
Interest on our public debt, whatever it is likely 
to be, and the ordinary expenses of the Govern- į 
ment in time of peace, but that we shall contrib- 
ute handsomely toward keeping onr current ex- | 
penses within moderate limits—sueh limits as will | 
convince the world at large, as well as the most | 
weasen-faced doubter among our own people who 
hay any lawful money boarded, that the people of 
the United States notonly have the means but the 
will to pay every bond they now owe, or ever 
will owe, principal and interest in coin, unclipped 
and andimmied by postponement for a single hou 
Tue publie faith will be maintained at ail haz- 
ards. At this moment the Government is sup- 
plied with more gold than is sufficient for these 
purposes, and is absolutely begging its creditors | 
to accept payment long in advance in order that | 
it may be relieved of a plethora of gold, which, 
locked up, is not only idle, but, by deranging 
valnes, detrimental to the commerce of the coun- ! 


i 


for any but immediate and most pressing neces- 
sities, it will be held to a fearful responsibility. 
| We must not call extravagance generosity, nor 
| economy meanness, We have no treasure to 
| squander. If there be any jobs or buncombe 
| measures supposed to be necessary to be carried 
| through in order to secure veëlections, the coun- 
1 
if 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
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try can better dispense with the services of the 
| sponsors of such measures. [trustthere are none 
such, and that there is no member on this floor 
who has not the courage to sacrifice himself rather 
i than the greatest good of his country. To Force 
the Treasury to issue legal-tender notes in any 
| way beyond the present limits—though the wages 
of fabor, though the pay of salaried men and of 
| the soldter should be increased—would result in 

disappointment and disaster. When the business 
of the country requires only $409,000,000 of cur- 
ney, an increase of the volume to $600,000,000 
will buy 


| amount of property by increasing the price fifty 
| percent. Let us have taxes, let us have loans; 


something, at all events, which will reduce the 


| amount of legal tenders now outstanding, and in- 
| crease the value of the pay of the soldier. 
I Itis to be hoped that the internal revenue bill | 


| and some increase of the tariff will enable the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to obtain from loans all 
the funds which may be required for future wants, 
and also to retire some share of our redundant 
legal-tender issues. i 

There is one topic, sometimes discussed in a 
tone of discouragement, of sufficient importance 
to justify a word or two of comment for the gat- 


no more property than the $400,000,000, | 
i while it unsetles the values of muny times that 


l in order that it mig 


isfaction of those who are not unwilling to accept 
of truth come from where it may. 

The large number of freedmen to whom the re- 
bellion of their masters has opened a new world, 
with new tasks and new duties, has been some- 
times prophetically announced as likely to add to 
the burdens of our loyal people who patriotically 
sustain the Government in the day which tries 
the pocket—that modern seat of the soul—by pay- 
ing cheerfully all taxes demanded, and then lav- 
ishing untold thousands into all the blessed chan- 
nels. of charity; pouring oil and wine into the 
wounds of the soldier in the field, and not for- 

etting the widow and the fatherless left at home; 
But I think the facts already developed show that 
freedmenare contributing and will contribute much 
more to the national wealth than their friends 
have hitherto claimed. Already they are largely 
increasing the amount of their productions be- 
yond the amount to which they seemed limited 
while in a state of unpaid and forced labor. Lam 
looking at the subject merely in an economical 
light, and not for the purpose of sustaining a 
theory. These men have been true when others 
have proved false; ‘They fight for us, they work 
for us,and evenif it were true that something was 
required for their support for a time, they have 
confided in our good faith, and our honor is pledged 
to give them shelter and protection. By the re- 
ports already published it appears they not only 
produce much that is subjected to national taxa- 
tion, but their wants keep pace with their wages, 
and they are large consumers of the cheap fabrics 
upon which we impose internal duties. By a re- 
port on this subject—and 1 will only cite a single 
instance—it appears that thirty-three freedmen, 
leasing land on the Mississippi during the past 
year, without any capital save their hands, and 
of course under many disadvantages, raised three 
hundred and seventy-seven bales of cotton, one 
hundred and one of which were sold for upward 
of twenty-four thousand dollars, and if the re- 
mainder should bring an equal price, as itis sup- 
posed it will, it shows an average of nearly three 
thousand dollars per man. 1 think we may dis- 
iniss, with such facts before us, all apprehensions 
or croakings about being taxed for the support 
of this class of people. Reckoning four hundred 
pounds to the bale, the duty of two cents per 
pound collected by the Government ofthese thirty- 
three freedmen would amount to $2,816, or nearly 
one hundred dollars for each man. 1f every man 
among us could contribute as much, we should 
have no need to borrow or issue legal tender. 

One other thing is also hinted by those whodo 
not hesitate to impair the credit of the Govern- 
ment by magnifying its obligations, and by be- 
littling its means, and that is that a large amount 
of unpaid debt is outstanding against the Govern- 
ment. To some extent this is true, and always 
must be so; but it is not true that it is greater 
now than usual; and it is also true that there is 
to-day in the hands of the disbursing agents, paid 
out of the Treasury but not yet accounted for, 
$30,000,000 to meet these very debts. There is 
no cause for any stabs at the credit of the coun- 
try in this direction. 

The general purpose of the bill ‘before us is 
to largely increase the amount of revenue, and, 
while doing this, to remove any doubt as to the 
proper interpretation ofany parts oftheact where 
any doubt has arisen, and to add such provisions 
as will prevent any fraudulent evasiongs of the 
law, and enable the Government to collect allthe 
duties and taxes imposed, thereby protecting the 
honest and true men of the country, who are 
ready and willing to bear their full share of the 
public burdens. It has been considered an ob- 


ject of some importance, also, to have all matters 


concerning internal revenue cmbodied in oneact, 
t be placed in the hands of 
those who are to administer it as a whole, where 
it may be easily read and understood without the 
hinderances incident toa careful comparison of 
variousamendatory acts. It willalso be of much 
convenience to all these who are made liable to 


| pay duties and taxes to find all that concerns them 


in one act. All the main features of the law of 
1862 are preserved, although there are many 
slight amendments and, as the Committee of 
Ways and Means believe, improvements caleu- 
lated to facilitate its execution. ‘The system has 
worked smoothly and well. Noequalamount of 
tax was ever collected so cheaply. In England 
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it costs nearly twice as much as it does here to 
collect a similar tax. 

The duties have been largely increased by in- 
creasing the rates of duty and by adding new. ob- 
jects of taxation. Among those increased will 

e found manufactures, upon which it is proposed 
to levy a duty of five per cent. in lieu of three. 
It is believed there will be general assent.to this 
proposition. It is a tax which distributes itself 
widely, and, while the manufacturer obfains war 

rices for his products, it works no evil to him. 
_With the tariff adjusted upon foreign productions 
so as to leave no greater competition from abroad 
than such as existed prior to the tax, the manu- 
‘facturer suffers no hardship except that which 
arises from the diminished consumption in $- 
sequence of higher prices,and thatmust be charged 
to the necessiues of the country, The amountof 
revenue which will be derived from this source, 
under all heads, will probably exceed the entire 
revenue now derived from imposts. 

It is also proposed to enlarge the scope and rates 
of stamp duties. 

Upon incomes the duty has been raised from 
three to five per cent., and with no differential 


rates, Whatever the amount; and the rate upon the | 
H tient examination, 


income derived from United States securities is 


raised from one and a half to two and-a half per | 


cent. This part of the act has been in part re- 
written, and the mode and mannet of estimating 
.the duty has been more definitely stated, as well 
as the deductions which are to be allowed. 
all men were ready to come up to the golden 
rule and. this were the sole tax, it would be the 
most just ever devised by the witof man. It has 
becu thought expedient, therefore, that every man 
should be required to render an-account of his in- 
come under the sanctions of an oath. In-such 
times as these it.is to be hoped all may feel the 
grip of honor not to give a return to which they 
would not be willing to give an oath. f 

There are a few articles that have.been singled 
out for unequal and heavy. taxation. The. fact 
that England raises a large revenue from spirits, 
tobacco, and a few other articles, is often cited as 
ancxample we might profitably copy. Tosome ex- 
tent this is true; butthere are so many differences 
of relative position that we cannot afford to fol- 
low the example, except at a reasonable distance 
behind. Great Britain is small in territory, sur- 
rounded by water, and with. few ports of entry. 
This enables her to shield herself from all smug- 
gling. For generations their people have been 
accustomed to these heavy taxes,and they know 
no other rule,and are content. In thecase of to- 
bacco, none is permitted to be cultivated there, 
“so that the duty is sure to bescized at the custom- 
house. . Their excise officers have narrow fields of 
duty, and are exceedingly numerous and vigilant. 
_ Our territory, on the contrary, is one of great 
“extent, with bays and rivers without number along 
the sea-coast,and for many thousand miles on land 
with only an imaginary boundary line. Ingress 
and egress is almost unrestricted. Thedifficulty 
of preventing. illicit trade with us is many fold 
greater than with Great Britain, Make the tempt- 
ation sufficient and there are plenty of rovers who 
will, by sea and land, seek to put money in their 
purse by the gainful trade of the smuggler. Our 
Canadian fronticr presents a wide field for such 
operations, and it will, even with what we pro- 
pose to do, requirea reinforcement of the revenue 
officers all along the line. Tobacco is raised in 
every State, By our reciprocity treaty we are 
obliged to receive all the tobacco of the growth of 
the British American colonies free of duty.. In 
the past that has not been much, but the present 
high price may bring itforth within the year. It 
will be seen, therefore, that our path in this di- 
rection is hedged about with difficulties. 
‘requirements of the Canadian treasury should 


induce their present Government, as it is not un- | 
likely, to advance the duties on spirituous liquors | 
there to the same point, or nearly that, which we | 


fix upon here, one article as liable to debauch the 


smuggler asthe man who uses it, would be of equal | 


“value on both sides of the line, and present no 
temptations to illicit traffic. 


the subject in all its relations, proposed a duty on 


the ordinary spirits of the country, not of five per || 
cent, ad volorem, as upon other articles, but of | 


five hundred per cent, upon its average value, or 
“one half the rates charged in England. That is 


If | 


If the | 


The Committee of | 
Ways and Means have, therefore, upon a view-of | 


to say, $1 from July to next January, and after 
that $125 per gallon.. This isa heavy duty, but 
the country will hardly be satisfied with less. 
Upon tobacco, after being manufactured, the 
rates proposed. are thirty-five cents per pound for 
fine-cut, and thirty cents per pound for plug, čav- 
endish, and all other descriptions, save smoking 
tobacco made of stems, which is placed at ten 
cents per. pound. Cigars and.suuffare also charged 
at much bigher rates than heretofore... It is. þe- 
_lieved that with the new. provisions in relation to 
these articles we may.now enforce the collection 
of the- duties, and thus protect the honest. manu- 
facturer by hunting down those who would:live 
by robbing the Government. If tobacco-raising 
were confined to narrow limits, or if it were raised 
so extensively that the Government could afford 
to establish a warehouse in every district, county, 
or town, then undoubtedly the duty could be 
more effectually collected on tobacco in the leaf. | 
To do so now. might cost the Government either 
more than the tax, or subject thuse who cultivate 
it to so much inconvenience in carrying their to- 
bacco to distant warehouses to be inspected and 
assessed that they would abandon its culture. 
Petroleum and coal oil have had a loug and pa- 
It is deemed certain that the 
world affords nothing so cheap for illuminating 
„purposes, Whether it is inexhaustible or not 
time alone will reveal. In the ofl region the pros- 
pectors do not always succeed, and when they do 
after boring several hundred feet into the earth 
the petroleum bursts forth like the geysers in lce- 


‘land and then often scon tires. of its subterranean 


labors, when a pump is applied. to the well, and, 
though it still yields something, the magic and 
profit. diminish and sometimes subside altogether, 
When brought into use in 1859 the product was 
about one million gallons. In 1863-1t reached to 
almost sixty million gallons, one half of which 
was consumed in this country and the remainder 
exported, There is some diversity of opinion 
whether the duty should be levied on the crude 
and no drawback allowed, oron the refined, or on 
both with a drawback. As there is some doubt 
about it the Committee of Waysand Means have 
determined to propose a tax only upon the refined 
as heretofore. This will be most acceptable to a 
majority of all parties, will be most easily col- 
lected of the refiners, and will not.disturb ourex- 
port trade, a matter of some importance while so 
large importations of foreign goods are so eagerly 
received and for which payment must be made. 

Having doubled the duty on refined coal oil, an 
increase upon. gas companies and. upon lard oil 
has becn made nearly in the same ratio. f 

Upon telegraphic dispatches. it is proposed to 
abolish stamps and to tax the gross receipts of 

the. business, for the reason that stamp duties 
upon dispatches cannot well be equitably. rated, 
noristhere any simple mode of detection whether 
used or not, The war adds very greatly to- the 
profits of telegraph companies, and there is no 
business which would. appear better able to con- 
tribute a proper share of revenue. 

While licenses have been further extended, it 
has not been so much for revenue as to fix and 
locate the trade, business, or profession of all 
parties, and to protect them respectively therein; 
but the present bill is so general—embracing so 
nearly everybody and everybody’s wife—that it 
will yicld a large revenue even from licenses. 
There has seemed to be some injustice in requir- 
ing the same amount for the license of a banker 
who employs a capital of ouly $20,000 as of one 
who employs $1,000,000, and we have, therefore, 
proposed thatthey shall pay progressively in pro- 
portion to the capital used or employed, including 
banks of all descriptions.as well as bankers.: A 
similar principle has been applied to wholesale 
merchants, Those whose'sales are large will be 
required to pay more than those whose sales are 
limited. Itis true that the income tax at last 
reaches the merchant as it does all other classes, 
and if his sales and profits have been large, his 
tax is in proportion; but a less fortunate neigh- 
bor is hardly content to pay the same for a license 
which coversa trade only ofone tenth or twentieth 
part in comparison. The man who occupies a 
whole block—doing business in proportion—is, 


eas 3 $ ii 
therefore, dignified by a higher license than one i 


who occupies a stali. 


The principle, however, has not been carried |: 


far enough to amount to a tax on sales, which is 


easily and ofter-suggested 5b “ht 
considering: that it woald_obstruct that. commerce 
which. now. passes through. many bands inreach- 
dng a market from a distant part of the country; 
that it would. concentrate ‘all, business. int 
chands.of large capitalists; who, would Ü 
importers or, manufacturers, wholesale dea 
jobbers, and retail dealers, all in.one, while. th: 
_middle-men, unable to compete, would-be- crusher 
out. of. existences: that- the consumer would. find 
the cost of his goods increased; that the manu- 
facturer in the end would be, compelled to dimin- 
„ish. his. prices or diminish. his sales; and that the 
Government would .be unable to collect the duties 
except from those who might choose to:pay..; The 
-evils. which would: result. froma tax ọn sales, if 
the plan were to be. adopted, taxing goods. in cut 
pieces instead of by the bale or case, are serious, 
and the advantages will not. stand. the. test.of. a 
critical. examination. 5 PO tat : 

_ [tis proposed to tax the gross receipts of the- 
| aters, operas, circuses, and muséums, but at the 
moderate rate of one per .cent,, as in most cages 
they are ventures, sometimes yielding no more than 
expenses, and rarely more than five to ten per cent. 
afterall billsare paid. They are sources of amuse- 

ment-which, in times like these, are sure to be 
more diberally patronized by men of. all. nations 
than in the ‘“piping times of peace,” and those 
who manage them, can well afford to. “act: well 
their part,” by placing something into the hands 
of the Government under, which they live, pros- 
per, and win their fame; ” Pp i 
sı. The tax on railroads has been changed, redu- 
cing that on passengers from three to two percent., 
and placing that amount on the gross receipts, 
including freight, butnot without some reluctance, 
as its tendency may, to some small extent, if any 
advance should be indulged. in, the. rates, dimin- 
ish the transportation of certain kinds of freight 
which it is desirable to increase. There are also 
canals competing with railroads in. several of the 
States, but being owned by States it would nej- 
ther. be politic nor constitutional to attempt to 
hold any partof their revenues. The Government 
is forced to beagreat patron of railroads, and their 
business is large'and profitable.. Certainly this 
immense business.should. yield up something, to 
the support of the Union, and, if anything, net 
Jess than.the amount proposed.) jy. ioi o ij sou 
' Among the most wonderful of all-our resources, 
considering, the extent and. rapidity.of. develop- 
ment, are our minerals.: The production of cop- 
per, irou, gold, and silver is increasing daily in 
amount. Ag new mines. are discovered, among 
our mountains, armies of Jaborers.go: forth from 
“peak to peaks’? and aftera few summer moors 
behold Territories glittering with the high ambi- 
tion of becoming States of the Union, or States in 
their teens eclipsing the accumulated culture and 
wealth ofancient Commonwealths already crowd- 
ed with the spoils of threescore years and ten,’ But 
rich asis Michigan in.copper, Pennsylvania, in 
iron, or California in gold, they.are all immenseky 
richer in their untold products of the field, Any tax 
on metals in théir crude state, as pigs or ingots, or 
‘until they reach a more advanced stage of manufac- 
ture, would ordinarily be objectionable, as they are 
in some sort the raw material from which manu- 
factures are to be made; but now, while all those 
connected with such operations are undeniabky 
prosperous and. would feel it a reproach upgn 
their manhood to be excused from the draft, our 
country demands entire equality, and ‘the pack 
that is carried by every soldier must be bornehy 
ail as tax-payers. During the present war there 
must be no drones and no exempts., did 
It is. therefore proposed to largely. increase. the 
duties upon iron, and to. distribute. it upon, te 
earlier and later processes of manufacture... One 
dollar upon pig metal, as it requirés a ton, andya 
half. ta make a ton of bar iron, will be equal.to 
$1 50 upon bar iron. 'This, withthe duty. of 
$1 50 on blooms, slabs, or loops, will be equal to 
| $3 before reaching the form of bar iron,and then 
there is to be $3 more, making it equivalent to $6 
duty per ton on bar iron. , In addition to. this the 
i gross. ton of 2,240 pounds is reduced .to,the net 
ton of 2,000 pounds, which increases the tax 
| twelve per cent. Beyond. this,;a small increase 
has been made on coal, of which three, tons. are 
used in making a single ton.of iron, So much 
coal is now consumed by the United States in the 
| Navy and in founderies,so much is consumedas 


ns 


a motive-power by railroads, steamboats, and 
mannfacteries, and so much by gas companies— 
the receipts or products of all these being subject 
toduty—and so‘much is consumed as fuel by our 
people, that any tax atall would appear to be of 
doubtful expediency, especially when we remem- 
ber-that under the reciprocity treaty the coal of 
‘the British provinces comes in free of all duties. 
A smali advance, however, is proposed, from 
three and a half to five cents per ton; and as the 
duty two years ago was alleged to be the reason 
for adding at least six times ils amount to the price, 
there will be no further occasion or chance for a 
further advance on the cost of the article. 
The amount of revenue to be derived from iron 
‘will be very largely increased, four times greater 
at least than the former rates. The workers in 
iron must bear it in mind that even now the rates 
are not greater, if so great, than those imposed 
upon all other branches of manufactures, and that 
thry have eujoyed for two years, in consequence 
of the great rise in values of their products, while 
the speeific duty remained stationary, an immu- 
nity not intended, and which they would not for 
amomentask for. While the present high prices 
rüle, and rule they must while the Government 
is so large a consumer, and ‘with proper addi- 
tions to the tariff, there is no reason to suppose 
that the iron interest of the country cannot sus- 
tain its equal share of taxation with all other 
branches of industry; bat should prices at any 
time recede, as they will at the close of the war, 
Congress mast be relied upon to do justice in the 
preniises, 
.” A new feature in the bill will be seen in the duty 
_ proposed to-be‘levied on the product of gold and 
silver, A license is required, not from the man 
who toils with his own hands, but of those who 
have the requisite eapital, skill, and machinery 
to employ others in the business, and this will 
embrace more than three fourths of all the busi- 
ness, A duty of only three per cent.—not five, 
as in the case of other products—is proposed on 
the product, and that to be paid ia kind, for the 
reason that any other mode of payment would be 
inconvenient to those engaged in the business, 
and because the duty thus paid will be more con- 
venient to the Government as an additional re- 


source from which to draw the means for paying | 


interest in coin on the public debt. 
The estimated present annual product of gold 
and silver is as follows: 


GUTLOTULA ce cece ee cece ee ene neon seen ee see e $50,000,000 
Colorado... . 20,000,000 
Idaho, (Montana). ..ceeees seers 25,000,000 
Oregon, Washiugtou, New Mexico, and Ari- 


LONN easa cemeen weer ewes teen erect arenas 


Nevada, (SiIVer) oc cc ceee scene eee aren ene sree 


20,000,000 
30,000,000 


$145,000,000 


This may be too much; but those who live in 
those regions would be unwilling to accept of lower 
figures. Enterprising and adventurous men are 
attracted to those places in the quest of fortunes 
and independence. Is itnot just that they should 
contribute something, as well as those who toil 
on the prairies, or who ply the trip-hammer, the 
jack-plane, or the weaver’s beam, to the support 
of that Government which gives them protection, 
from whose lands they take these precious metals, 
and where they are all the time merely prima facie 
trespassers? No tax hitherto has been required 
by the Government, because the Treasury has 
stood in no need of it; but now it is otherwise. 

But it may he said that the duty cannot be col- 
lected. 1 will not believe it. Theapplication of 
the system of collecting duties on manufactures 
is very efficient. There is a manliness and a lib- 
erality among miners that does not deserve this 
reproach, À prefer to believe and say that they 
would scorn to evade or shirk any proper bur- 
den, and such as they see is borne by all other 
citizens of the United States. They are neither 
aneaks nor rebels 

That a system might be provided, perhaps on 
the model of the Mexican system, giving the 
miners some sort of title to occupy their claims 
or lands, and exacting a percentage on their prod- 
ucts in return, I have no doubt; but such a sys- 
tem would require much care and circumspection, 
perhaps a commission to examine the various lo- 
calitivs, the delay of surveys,and the making up 
of records, for which we are, at this Congress, by 
no means ready. At present it is believed there 
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will be less objection to the plan proposed, for the 


purposes of obtaining present revenue, of treat- 


| ing the precious metals.as manufactures, than to 


any other which can be suggested that will, at the 
game time, prove capable of practical enforcement. 
All are aware that we have no accurate record of 
the products of these widely-scattered mines, as 
they are sent away by all the modes and chances 
incident to so new and vast a field of operations. 
We shall not, perhaps, obtain a duty upon the en- 
tire amount produced, but three fourths of the 
business is in the hands of men of capital and 
character, using more or less costly machinery, 
and employing large numbers of men, and from 
these there can be no difficulty in obtaining cor- 
rect returns or in making collections. 

By our presentlaws we tax legacies of personal 
property, but do not tax the transmission of real 
estate, It is now proposed to tax the succession 
to any estate, whether by deed, will, or laws of 
descent, upon the death of any person, when the 
successor shall be the lineal issue or lineal an- 
cestor, one per cent., increasing the rate for the 
different degrees of relationship until you reach 
your * grandmother’s sister,” when it is five per 
cent.; and when you come to a ‘stranger in 
blood?’ it is to be six per cent This will yield a 
large revenue; and those who wake to find them- 
selves possessed of a succession of $100,000. are 
rarely in a mood to object to a tax of one thou- 
sand or five thousand dollars. Those who “sleep” 
never complain. 

It has also been deemed advisable to repeal the 
section of the law which postponed the direct tax 
for this year. The revenue, about $15,000,000, 
is not undesirable; but it is more desirable that 
we keep the law alive, as through it we obtain 
power over the realestate of rebels, Gentlemen 
will do well to ponder whether this lien is not 
more effective and practical than any other we can 
create, 

The old provision by which the States could 
assume and pay the tax and thereby save fifteen 


| per cent. of the amount still remains, 


Under the existing laws it has been supposed 
that duties in some cases have been refunded upon 
articles exported where no duties had been paid. 
The great bulk of. our exports of manufactured 
articles is made up of spirits, tobacco, and petro- 
leum. The labor of collecting and then paying 
back again the duties upon these articles when 
exported is no inconsiderable item. To avoid all 
this we now propose that these articles, when in- 
tended for exportation, shall go in bond at once 
into a public warehouse, under the charge of the 
proper officer, without payment of duties, and 
when exported that the bonds shall be canceled, 
This will simplify the business, secure the Gov- 
ernmentagainst fraud, and be satisfactory to those 
interested. 

I have thus briefly but very imperfectly passed 
over the most important changes proposed in the 
bill without exhausting the subject so much as 


you, Mr. Chairman, aud the committee; but there 
iis not much more that cannot be explained in the 


five minutes debate. That the bill is perfect will 
not be expected, but it will be expected to leave 
this House better than when it was introduced. 
It is now believed to be in such shape that, if our 
wants made it imperative, we might through the 
same machinery raise even larger sums than is 
now proposed. The only question will be, is this 
enough? I think it is. 

The amount of the public debt, April 15,1864, 
was as follows: 
Interest for 


Principal. one year. 
Debt bearing interest in coin... ...3786,307,162 $43,7 14,433 


Debt bearing interest in currency 396,565,068 
Debt bearing no interests... s...» 475,706,490 


81,658,579, 


21,218,623 


$64,933,056 


021 


When we come to face our liabilities they are 
by no means so formidable as when they are 
painted by gentiemen whose imagination runs 
ahead of their facts. Our public debt will on the 
Ist of July exceed the estimate of the Secretary 
of the Treasury because we have made appropria- 
tions for bounties to soldiers of o ver $100,000,000, 
and because we have called into the field two 
hundred thousand more men-—neither of these 
having been estimated for last December. Other- 
wise our actual expenses would have been less 


l than the estimates. 


It will be seen that the interest we are liable to 
pay is on $1,182,873,530, and amounts, at the 
rates we pay, to $64,933,506, and of this only 
$48,714,433 is payable in coin. 

Beyond this the amount of currency and frac- 
tional notes outstanding has been recently not 
increased but considerably reduced. 

The present internal revenue bill, although E 
have not yet examined every itemas thoroughly 
as I expect to do, will, beyond question, yield 
over $250,000,000 annually when fairly in opera- 
tion, which, with the revenue derived from the 
tariff, now going on at the rate of about $80,000,000, 
will place in the Treasury between three and four 
hundred million dollars. There has been some im- 
patience manifested that this bill should nothave 
been introduced earlier. Those who know the ex- 
tent ofthe unremitting labor ofall sarts of the Com- 
mitteeof Ways and Meansare not those who have 
been most impatient, and as for any others, less 
informed, I do not propose to put the committee 
in the attitude of offering an excuse. It should 
be noted, however, that had a bill been presented 
in the first sixty days of the session, neither this 
House nor the country would have sustained a 
bill raising so large a sum as is now proposed, 
and we should have beei compelled to bring ina 
supplementary bill, and thus have done piece- 
meal what we now do at once, Our ideas upon 
the subject of taxation have expanded; but they 
are not now more liberal or more earnest than 
those which sway the heads and hearts of the 
loyal millions behind us who have determined to 
uphold this framework of free institutions, this 
Government of the people, and this Union, to the 
latest syllable of recorded time. 

Mr.STEBBINS. Mr. Chairman, the preserva- 
tion of the credit of the country demands the es- 
tablishment of a system of taxation sufficiently 
broad to meet its requirements during and after 
the war. It is upon this point that the struggle 
in which we are engaged must ultimately turn, 
The Government is putting forth its power to 
preserve the nation’s life. The prosperity and 
resources of the nation are the means which the 
Government has aright and which it is its solemn 
duty to use for the accomplishment of this great 
work. IJtisequally the duty of Congress to point 
out the ways and render available the means 
which they know to exist within the limits of this 
vast and wealthy Republic; ways far more numer- 
ous than any nation in the world’s wide history 
ever exhibited; means more extensive than are em- 
braced within the limits of any country on the face 
of the globe; fully equal, indecd, to those of united 
Europe. 

I desire to contribute something to the forma- 
tion of a correct estimate of the abiliy of the na- 
tion to furnish through the legitimate channels of 
taxation ample means to provide for the civil ex- 
penses of the Government and the interest on the 
public debt already created and to be created, and 
a moderate sum toward the support of the war. 

I begin with requesting the attention of this 
House to our condition at the outbreak of the re- 
bellion in April, 1861, as shown by official rec- 
ords and drawn from practical knowledge of the 
business of the country. 

The railroad crisis of 1856-57, together with 
the political agitations of 1858-59, agitations which 
seemed to foreshadow the approach of the con- 
test through which we have since been passing, 
had the effect to force the country into liquida- 
tion to an extent that now seems almost provi- 
dential. Men contracted their business in every 
direction, and contracted it to that degree that 
applications for the use of credit almost entirely 
ceased. Our merchants confined themselves in 
their business to their cash capitals; commercial 


| paper seemed to disappear as if by magic; prin- 


ciples of prudence and economy were introduced 
into the management of railways, and the coun- 
try, as if under the solemn mandate of a superior 
will, prepared itself to enter upon an entirely new 
field of action with a force and energy which 
freedom from heavy obligations could alone in- 
spire. We had enjoyed fora long course of years 
the most uvinterrupted prosperity in every de- 
partment of human industry. We had increased 
in population with a rapidity unknown before in 
the history of nations. We had accumulated a 
capital almost fabulous in extent when measured 
by the extraordinary results it had produced. 
We had established and paid for a commercial 
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marine of 5,358,808 tons, second to none in im- 
portance and poweron the face of the globe. We 
had built 34,000 miles of railroads ata cost of 
$1,300,000,000, and had channels of commerce 
open the whole year round for the transportation 
of the products and industry of every State in the 
Union east of the Missouri river to the seaboard, 
and the ever-increasing development of millions 
of acres of fertile territory. We had completed 
avast system of canals of incalculable economical 
power, and of the enormous length of 5,782 miles. 
These, like the railways, were in complete oper- 
ation. We had established 1,642 banks. with a 
united capital of nearly $422,000,000, and had fire 
and marine insurance companies and savings 
banks, the aggregate capitals and deposits of which 
amounted to hundreds of millions more. Webad 
developed our coal-fields up toa production of 
15,173,077 tons, worth at the mines $19,365,765, 


and whose passage through the various channels | 


of trade made an annual business equal to 
$50,000,000 more. 

In addition to these sources of natural power 
and wealth, in full operation in 1860, we had on 
jand more miles of telegraph than all the world; 
our light-houses were more numerous than those 
of any other country; our coast survey exceeded 
in extentand accuracy that of any other country; 
our area exceeded. that of Burope, with a mare 
genial sun and fertile soil, and capable of yielding 
more than doable the amount ofagricultural prod- 
ucts, and sustaining more than twice the number 
of inhabitants; we had a greater extent of mines 
than all Europe, especially of gold, iron, coal, 
silver, and quicksilver; our coal was estimated to 
be thirty-two times greater than that of the United 
Kingdom; our iron was proportionally plentiful; 
our interior steam; tonnage exceeded that of all 
.the steam tonnage of the rest of the world; all 
Europe combined can never have such facilities 
for cheap water communication as the United 
States had, and this is a prodigious clement in the 
power and progress of a nation; we had more safe 
and commodions harbors, accessible at all tides, 

_than all Europe bad; our hydraulic power far ex- 
ceeded that of all Europe; we were producing: 
Pig iron, 885,000 tons, valiied af.. cece ee eceee 
Bar and roler iron, 500,090 tons . 
Steam engines... 

dron founding ers 
Copper aad other meta 
Cabinet PUDITE. er eves 
Sewing machines, 
OF clothing in twelve State 
Sawed and plank dumber, 
Flowe aud menl.. 
| Rpiritaous liquors 
Agrieuhural produc 
Mak, 3.200.006 bu 
Corton goods 
Paper 
Woolen goods 
Leather sae. 
Sugar, refined . 
Boots and shoes 

* Soap and candles. 

Books and printed paper... ses 


22.000. 060 
47,000, 000 


5.600, 600 
74,000,000 
.. 96.000. 000 
ae s 224.000, 000 

2. 25,000, 000 
17, 800. 000 


eee seen 


+ 115.000. 600 
« 17.590. 000 
69, 000. 000 
71, 000. 009 
. 38.500.000 
80. 000. 000 
7, 000, 000 
42,000- 000 


These with a few other products of our manu- 


facturing industry show, according to the census | 
for the year ending June 1, 1860,an approximate | 


gold valuation of $2,000,000,000. 

The product, then, of our home industry alone 
for the year ending June 1, 1860, amounted to 
more than the whole cost of the war thus far. 

The assessed value of our real estate and per- 
sonal property was above $16,000,000,000; our 
live-stock was worth $1,000,000,000; our slaugh- 
tered animals were worth 213,000,000; of agri- 
cultural products we were producing: 

Wheat, bushels 
Rye, bushebs 
Indian corn, bu 
Oats, bushels 
Rice, pounds 
Tobaceo, pound 

Ginned eotton, $ pie a 


Peas and beans, bushe 
Trish potatoes, busuels. 


171,000, 000 
21, 000, 000 
830. 000, 000 
172, 000, 000 
187,003, 600 
429. 000, 000 
5,000, 000 
2,000,000, 000 
15, 000, 0.50 


Sweet potatoes, bushels 42, 000, U0 
Barley, bushels... 15, 000. 000 
‘Buekwheat, bushel ++ 18,000, 060 
Orchard. products... $2. 000. VGO 


000, 000 
$16,000,000 
461,000, 000 


Wine, gations... 
Marke 


: a. 106.000, 000 | 
, Hay, tOns.eeees cece eee .. 19,000,000 
Home-made manufactures ecesscsesecee G24, 000, G00 


Tshowed in theremarks which I had the honor 


+ $20. 000, 000 


- 000, 000 


18.000.000 | 


111.009.009 |} 


recently to submit to this House that the United 


during the decade ending in 1860, the aggregate 
sum of $800,600,000 per annum, and that her sys- 


son to doubt that that ratio of increase, both-in 
population and in wealth, would long continue in 
the history and progress of the country. 

The nation then wasin the condition of pros- 
perity, wealth, and power which I have attempted 
to describe when the first gun was fired at its life 
in April, 1861. . 

A feeling oFalarm took possession of the mindsof 
men, and the momentum which had been imparted 
to the spirit of contraction and liquidation was 
immensely increased. Our citizens placed them- 
li selves in a position of still greater strength and 
security with a rapidity unexampled. Thesame 
feeling of alarm spread throughout Europe, and 
the securities of the United States, which bad been 
held there for years, came back to New York for 
sale at market prices by millions., Our people 
were not slow to avail themselves of the oppor- 
tunity to get out of the wav the only remaining 
evidences of their debt. They purchased these 
millions thus sent back at enormously reduced 
rates. The United States entered upon the con- 
test for the preservation of the national life and 
-the national honor in a condition of power and 


them wholly unparalleled in our history. 
‘The resources of the country since the out- 


through its local traffie and the debt which has 
been created and sold to our own people. ‘The 


cient to supply for the use of the Government 
some sixteen hundred million dollars, and at the 
same tume support a fabric of speculation and 
trade that has demanded the use of thousands of 
millions more. More money is necessary to-day 
to support the existing structure of prices than 
at any previous period since the war began. ‘The 
Government demand is equally large. Yet money 
is as abundant as ever, and seems to be in un- 
limited quantities to the credit of the people of 
ibe country in every banking, trast, and savings 
institution in every city, county, and town in the 
I Union! 

ifthe increase to the national wealth has really 
been equal to $800,000,000 per annum for the last 


been much larger, fully equal to $] 200,006,060.) 
the war has thus far cost the people but a Jitde 
over three fifthsof the increase npon their wealth 
for the past three years. For the increase isad- 
mitted to have been §2,400,000,000 since 186), 
while the expenses of the war have only reached 
$1, 600,000,000. 

Hore, then, we have the remarkable fact, that 
this war has been conducted upon a seale un- 
known for its magnitude in the history of nations, 
alt acost per anvum less than the aggregate prot- 
its of the industrial pursuits of the country, leav- 
ing wholly unimpaired its vast fund of accumu- 
lated wealth. 

And then, Mr. Chairman, the amountof money 
borrowed from the people, and- expended in the 
prosecution of the war, stillexists ag property, in 
the shape of funded debt and national currency, 
all owned by themselves and made secure by the 
pledge of the national faith, and remaining under 
the contro] of their own legislators, selected and 
elected by themselves to their places of public 
trust and administration. 

Sir, it appears to my understanding that I am 
presenting to the mind a perfectly palpable fact; 
that it embraces within its outlines the incontro- 
|| vertible proposition that the war thus far bas 
| been productive of no vital injury to the people 
of the free States; that it has not diminished their 
resources a single dollar; and that so long as it is 
conducted by and within themselves it will only 
| tend to develop still more their immense industry, 
and be the means of exhibiting, in a degree that 
nothing else could have done, the overwhelming 
į power of this nation. 
lt is a doctrine of political economists that 
j| wars necessarily entail ipon the people engaged 
in them a great waste of capital, and impair their 
means of future production.. Itis possible to ac- 
| cept the first proposition, but the second by re 
means follows from the acseptanee of the fien 


| 


f: 


States had been adding tò the national wealth, | 


i 


tem of industry being completed there was no rea- | 


i. 
f 
i 
f 
i 


ability to meet the demands to be made upon 
break of the rebellion are to be seen in bold relief | 


accumulated wealth of the nation has been suffi- | 


decade, (and in my opinion itean be shown to have | 


j almost impossible to, be met. 


i 
| 


Many economists maintain that to reject either 
proposition. is a delusion “essentially teach 
erous,”’ from which a community must ultimately: 
awaken to the truth that. tts prosperity and: ina 
dustry are hopelessly incumbered, and that the 
content of life must -be imbittered by exactions 


In the face of these accepted opinions- offer 


|| the example and prosperity of England front 1793 


to- 1815, or to the presenthour. That much Eng- 
lish capital was wasted during the wars of the 
republic and the empire is unquestionable. . Fult 
three fourths of the English debt was contracted 
during those wars. No one, however, can. deny 
that England has not only sustained this debt with 
but a moderate diminution fremits hizhest sum, 
which was £861,000,000, with the. most:-perfect 
ease, but while sustaining it has actually increased 
every year in national wealth ata rate never until 
recently realized by any nation except our own, 
This undeniable fact ought to shake the faith of 
the English writers themselves in the coherence 
of the two propositions which underlie their thea- 
ries. It certainly gives strong.color to the prop- 
osition that where the people of a-country have 
confidence in their Government national obliga- 
tions may be the effective and even the necessary 
meansofcreatingand giving permanency tocredit, 
and so of furnishing the forces required for the 
developmentand productiveness of theirindustry. 

Strong, comprehensive, and decided measures 
are now demanded by the exigencies of the coun- 
try. ‘To discover those which are the most avail- 
able is the special duty of men to whom is in- 
trusted the business of the nation, 

The unfriendly attitude assumed by certain for- 


‘eign Powers since the outbreak of the war hag 


nalurally provoked a strong disposition to disre- 
gard the claims of foreign commerce in connection 
with any policy which may now be deemed im- 
portant to the public welfare, ' 

The bill before the Elouse is but a part of the 
great chain which is to be forged by this Con- 
gress to hold the nation together, Iltisa hill to 
raise a revenue equal to fifty per cent. of the Gov- 
ernment’s requirements; a bill to establish the 
structure of the national credit upon anvendering 
foundation. A bill which shall strike down that 
part of our foreign commerce which fills theland 
with the extravagant luxuries of the Old World, 
should speedily follow this one. It should also 
establish a tariff of duties so high on other arti- 
cles that every part of our own manufacturing 
industry will spring into active and vigorous life. 
We Americans should live within ourselves.dur- 
ing the continuance of this war, and sell what sur- 
plus products we may have for gold, and we should 
maintain this auitade and continue this policy unti 
the great problem of our national existence is 


| finally and forever solved. 


If it were possible to determine with arithmet- 
ical precision the actual duration and cast of this 
war, | should not venture to suggest such a policy 
until the ingenuity of the nation had been taxed 
in all its length and breadth to find ‘the availabie 
expedients for itsiermination. Bati am one of 
those who do not believe in an early solution of 
the great questions involved inthe contest, The 
war itself isthe result of more than half a century 
of continuons agitation; and while the institu- 


| tions of freedom avd slavery inal} the panoply of 


war are in the actual arena of contest suriking at 


i each other’s life, with no disposition on the part 


of the latter to lay down its arms, every Man in 
the country sees that the war must go on. 

If | present the facts as they reaily are, then 
the nulitary, the political, and the moral supe- 
riority of either the one principie of the other is 
now to be established within the limits of the 
United States; the efforts of any and of. every 
political party to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Such being the settled conviction of my under- 
standing, and realizing, as I feel that i do, with 
what fearfal determination a people of seven or 
eight millions will struggle for the preservation 
of their property and for the perpetuation of-their 
social institutions—institutions into and under 


| which they and their progenitors fur more than 
i two centuries have been educated—! cannet doubt 


that the war is to be a long and expensive one, 


‘ terminating only when the southern States ghali 


abandon the contest. and submit themselves to 


ithe Conetitutionand Jaws of the United Stres, 
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Am I net right, then, in suggesting that the na- 
tion should proceed to put itself in tbe strongest 
position possible before it iscompelled to do so by 
approaching exhaustion? 

From the old countries of the world, whose in- 
dustry we have fostered, whose wealth we have 
augmented, and whose population we have fed, 
we have received no word of sympathy or sup- 

ort save from Russia. From France we have 
been compelled to accept and sanction a policy 
which she knew when she entered upon it vio- 
Jated principles which the people of the United 
States had taught themselves to cherish as be- 
longing to the traditions of the nation—a policy 
which will not be tolerated one hour beyond the 
time necessary to vindicate our national honor in 
the present war. 

It has become the tardy policy of England to 
Took on and wait, “to observe a perfect neutral- 
ity,’ but notantilafier the exhibition of an active 
sympathy with those in rebellion for nearly two 
years. 

Now, sir, we have nothing to ask from these 
two nations. ‘Their policy has alread y destroyed 
vor rendered useless the greatest commercial marine 
in the world. All the injuries they could inflict 
have been inflicted, . Let 'us, then, labor hereafter 
only for the certain reéstablishment of the Amer- 
ican Union upon a basis as broad and as long as 
this continent, so that we may ‘establish justice, | 
insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the com- 
mon defense, promote the general welfare, and | 


secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and | 
Make your legislation conform | 


our posterity.” 
to (his idea, aud see what a splendid spectacle the 
American people will present to the world. Pro- 


hibit the exportation of every dollar of gold and | 


silver, of every bushel of grain, of every pound 
cof beef and pork, or adopt the policy of a prohib- 
jtory tariff, and thus announce to mankind in ev- 
ery part of the globe that America will perpetuate 


her great principles throughoutall times and that, 


unti the question as to ber powerand right to do | 


so is tefiniiely settled, she will draw the resources 
for the contestin which she is engaged from her 


own broad domain, and from the inexhaustible | 


treasury of her own prosperous peoples that she 
will hold no intercourse with foreign nations until 
after the war, none whatever, Sir, such a course 
would secure a triumphant success to the Amori- 
can armis, to American industry in its multifarious 
branches, and render us forever Independent ofthe 
world. 

Sir, the national debt of England estimated as 
€800,000,000, running at the rate of three per cent, 
per annuni, is equal in its annual burden to that 
of ovr own probable debt in July, 1865. Three 
fourths of this sum was contracted to defray the | 
expense of the French war, which commenced in |; 
1793 and terminated atthe treaty of Paris in 1815. | 
[tis not worth our while to review the various cf | 
fortsof British statesmen, during the long period 
of twenty-two years, to discover the best system 
of mecting the requirements of this debt, so that 
its burdens might fall as lightly as possible upon 
the people of the nation, The result of their labor 
is tobe found in the completeness of their ma- | 
chiuery of taxation, and the sources of revenue to i 
which ithas been,and continues to be, success- 
fully applied. © How unwise it would bein us not 
to avail ourselves of the experience of the econ- | 
omists and statesmen of Great Britain, gathered 
from over two centuries of experiment and study! 
Sir, how valuable isthe lesson to be drawn from | 
this experience—to be got from a contemplation i 
of Kxagland’s proud attitude before the world as 
complete in her financial integrity! Lise from | 
a survey of the British taxation with the clear | 
conviction that, with resources far beyond auy- 
thing Bngland can boast of, a condition of mate- 
rial and general industrial progress far exceeding 
hers, we can sustain $2,000,000,000 of indebted- | 
ness with more case than she can possibly do, 
and atthe same time maintain an equal reputation 
forthe proctual payment of all our obligations. 

Before I proceed to show the sources from whence 
‘itish nation has managed for so many years 

ain its great supremacy in the financial 
world, so that they can be contrasted with the 
facilities with which a beneficent Providence has 
blessed the United States, E desire to call the at- 
tention of this House to the origin and growth of 
the public debt of England, A fow sentences from 


t His predietions 


; exempt, Adam? 


l been reached. 


the great historian, Macaulay, will, Iam sure, be 
listened to with interest on the occasion of this 
important discussion. They will serve to illus- 
trate how precisely similar were the times of which 
he writes to these our own, and with how much 
certainty we may calculate upon the restoration 


of confidence in the ability of the nation to meet 
all its obligations, both principal and interest, in 
gold. After describing in the most graphic way 


D X . 
the remarkable mania that seized upon all classes 


of the English people in 1692 to rush into specu- 
lations of the wildest character, he observes: 


On the Lith December, 1692, the House of Commons 
resolved itself into a Committee of Ways aud Means. It 
was proposed to raise £1,000,000 by way of loan; the prop- 
osition Was approved. 

& Such was the origin of that debt which has since be- 
come tbe greatest prodigy that ever perplexed the sagacity 
and confounded the pride of statesmen and philosophers. 
At every stage in the growth of that debt the nation has set 
up the same ery of anguish and despair. 
the growth of that debt it has been seriously asserted by 
wise men tbat bankruptcy and ruin were at hand. Yet 
still the debt went ou growing; aud still bankruptey and 
ruin were as remote asever. Wien the great contest with 
Louis XUV was finally terminated by the peace of Utrecht, 
the nation owed about £59,000,060; and that debt was 
considered not merely by the rude multitude, not merely 
by fox hunting squires and eoffee- house orators, but by 
acute and profound thinkers, an incumbrance which 
would permanently cripple the body- politic. Nevertheless 
trade flourished, wealth increased, the nation became 
richeraud richer. Then came the war of the Austrian suc- 
sion; and the debt rose to £80,000,000. Pamphteteers, 
ors pronounced that now, at all events, 
ase was de ate, Yet the signs of increasing pros- 
y, signs that could neither be counterfeited nor eon- 
cualed, ought to have satisfied observant and reflecting nen 
thata debt of £59,000,000 was fess to the England which 
Was governed by Pelham than a debt of £50,000,000 had 
been to the Bogiand which was governed by Oxford. Soon 
War aguy broke torth; aud, uaderthe energetic and prodi- 
gal adiminisiration ofthe lirst William Pitt, the debt rap- 
idly swelled to € 140,000,090, As soon as the first intoxica- 
tion of victory was over, men OF theory and meu of busi- 
hess alyostunaniuonsiy pronounced that the fatal day had 
pow really arrived. “Tbe on 
speculative. whe did not share iu the general delusion Was 
Edinund Barks. David Hume, undoubtedly one of the 
wost profotmnd pofitieal ecouomis ot bis tine, dewared 
that Sour madness had excecded the madness of the Cru- 
saders. Richard Cur de Lion and Saint Lonis had not 
goag in the mee of ari hmoetiea) demonstration. Ft was 
impossible to prove by yes that the road to Paradise did 
not lie through the Holy Land 5 butit was possible to prove 
by figures that the roa to national ruin was through the 
national debt, tt was idle, bowever, now to talk about 
the roads; we bad reached the goal: all was ever. All the 
revenues of the island worth of Trent and west of Reading 
were mortgaged, Beter for 
Prussia or 


Austria thin to be saddled with the interest of 
| a debt of £ 110,009,000. 

“And yet th at philosopher, for such he was, had 
only to open h aod to see dinprovement all around 
hitu-—ci inerea fon extending, marts too 
souti for ve erowd of buyers ar bors insufli- 
cient to contain te shipping, artificial rive 
chief! infand seats of industry to the 
ited. ho! 
to saie in statebie g along 
smoother rou He had, indeed, only to compare the Bd- 
inbures of his boyhood to the Edinburgh of bis old age. 
main to posterity, a memorable instance 

nn whieh the 
mith sawa Hite, and buat a little, farther. 
He admitted that, humense as tbe burden was, the nation 
did actuatiy sustain it aud thrive under it in a way that 
nohody could h eu. But he warned hiscountryinen 
not to repeat so hazardous an experiment. "he limit had 

Rven a small ine e might be fatal. 
gloomy was the view which George Grenville, 
a minister eminently diligent and practical, took of our 
finanejal situation, ‘Che nation must, he conceived, sink 
under a debt of £140,000,000, unless a portion of the load 
was borne by the American colonie: Fhe attempt to jay 
a portion of the foadon the American colonies produeed an- 
other war. Thatwarlefius withan additional £ 100,000,000 

dbi and without the colonies whose heip had been 
indispens ain Bngland was given 
over; andagain the strani int persisted in becoming 
stronger and more bloor site of all the diagnosti 
and proguostics of state p ans. As she had been v 
ibly more prosperous with a debt of £ 140,000,000 than wi 
a debt of £50,000.600, so she was visibly more proxperous 
with adebiof £240,000,000 than with adebtof £ 140,000,090. 
If the most culigntened man bad becn told in 1792 thatin 
isl i ror £896,000 ,060 would be daily paid to the 
day nt the th, he would have been as hard of helict as if 
he had been told that the Government would be iu pos: 
ston of the kunp of Aladdia or of the purse of Fortunains. 
it was in truth a gig 
hardly wonder that the cry of d 
ouder than ever, But again that er 
unreasonable as © tera few y of exbaustion Eng- 
Jand recovered he Yet like Addison’s valetudinarian, 
who continued to whimper that he was dying of consump- 
tion til be beenme so he wa: 
went on Comp g that she was sunk in poverty till her 
wealth showed isell by tokens that inade her complaint 
wous. The heggared, the baukrupt socicty not outy 
proved able to meetall its obligations, but while ineeting 
those obligations grew richer and richer so fast that the 
growth could almost be discerned by the eye. 

“fn every county we saw wastes recently turned into 
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espair sbould have been 
was found to be ag 


auntie, a fabulous debt; and we ean | 


shamed into silence, she = 


At every stage in į 


: gardens; in every city we saw new streets and squares 
| and markets, more brilliant lamps, more abundant supplies 
of water; in the suburbs of every great seat of industry 
we saw Villas multiplying fast, each embosomed in its gay 
little paradise of lilacs and roses. While shallow politicians 
were repeating that the energies of the people were borne 

down by the weight of the public burdens, the first jour- 
| ney was performed by steam on a railway. Soon the 
istand was intersected by railways: A sum exceeding the 
whole amount of the national debt at the end of the Amer- 
ican war was, in a few years, voluntarily expended by this 
ruined people in viaducts, tunnels, embankments, bridges, 
stations, engines. Meanwhile taxation was almost con- 
stantly becoming lighter and Jighter. Yet stil] the ex- 
ehequer was full. It may now be affirmed without fear of 
contradiction that we find it as easy to pay the interest on 
eighthundred millions as our ancestors found it a century 
ago to pay the interest on eighty millions. G 

“Jt ean hardly be doubted that there must have been 
ome great fallacy in the notions of those who uttered, and 
of those who believed, that long succession of confident 
predictions so signally falsified by a long suce on of in- 
disputable facts. ‘To point out that fallacy is the office 
rather of the political economist than of the historian, 
Here it is sufficient to say that the propliets of evil were 
under a double delusion. ‘They erroneously imagined 
that there was an exact analogy between the case of an 
individual who is in debt to another individual and the 
ease of a society which is in debt to a part of itself; and 
this analogy ied them into endless mistakes about the ef- 
fect of the system of funding. They were under an error 
not less serious touching the resources of the country, They 
made no allowance for the effect produced by the incessant 
progress of every experimental sctence and by the incessant 
efforts of everyman lo get onin life. They saw that the 
debt grew, and they forgot that other things grew as well as 
the debt.?— Macaulay, chap. 19, pp. 325-828." 
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If the great distinguishing peculiarity of the 
English character some sixty yearsago was what 
Macaulay intimates it to have been in the sen- 
| tence that ascribes the rapidly increasing power 
of England to “the incessant efforts of every man 
to get on in life,” with how mach more force and 
| effect the same declaration can be applied to the 
American people, and what a power of testimony 
it offers in favor of the ability of the American 
Government to sustain the burdens of the war, 
and at the same time make it a means of increas- 
ing the prosperity of the nation. If every man 
in England has been able to “ geton in life,” and 
in his efforts to do so advance so enormously the 
wealth ofthe nation besides—if contending against 
ihe more restricted system of English industry, 
where capital was concentrated instead of broadly 
diffused; where credit was difficult to procure, and 
the facilities of the trader confined within narrow 
limits—how must it be in this great country 
where men not only ‘struggle to get on,” but 
where, under the genius of democraticinstitutions, 
they labor to get abead of their contemporaries, 
where industry and integrity are the synonyms 
of credit, and where credit is capital? Sir, the 
great philosopher. and historian could have ut- 
tered nothing more significant, could have pre- 
sented no text from which a more powerful and 
convincing discourse could have been produced 
to demonstrate the supremacy of this people in 
all the essential charactcristics best calculated to 
work out the most wonderful national successes. 

Sir, so great is the difference, in my opinion, 
between the two nations, that I regard them as al- 
most the antitheses of indolence and industry, so 
vast and so powerful are the influences that are 
moving the American people in the contest of life 
overevery thing ever seen inthe United Kingdom. 

"The entire revenue of the United Kingdom in 
1862 was about $355,000,000. 

Of the receipts from the customs about ninety 
per cent. was obtained from six articies, namely, 
coffee, spirits, sugar, tea, tobacco, and wine. 


1i 
| From coffee, at 6 cents APOUNA...eveeveeeses 32,000,000 
| Spirits, at G2 50 per gallon .. « 13,000,000 
| Sugar, at 3 cents per pound . 33,000,000 
| fea, at 35 cents per pound... . 28,000,000 
| Tobacco, at 75 cents per ponad. 28,000,000 
i Wines, at 50 cents per gallon. ris 50,000,000 
All other articles... Perr 11,000,000 
| From three articles the excise sup- 
| plies nearly as large a proportion: 
Spirits, $2 50 per gallon. cevsesesareeeee 50,000,000 
Mait and hops ... 30,000,000 
All other articles.. 10,000,000 
Her stamps produce.. 45,000,000 
| Land and assessed taxes 15,000,000 
From income sss. 25,000,000 
Lands, &c.......... aaares +. 30,000,000 
| TOtOd cccccce cece cece sere ceneue cose ee ae G370,000,000 


The growth of Britain’s revenue from her cus- 
toms is an interesting record by itself, and serves 
to show the rapid increase of the wealth and pros- 
perity of that country. I commend these figures 
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to the attention of this House in connection with 
those which demonstrate the wealth and pros- 
pevity of the United States. 

The revenue derived from the.customs in— 


1595 WAS. cece secer scosiassroseesseserese ree £50,000 
1613 , .. eA 348,000 
J660 “€ 426,060 
1689 << 782,000 
1712 “s ` 1,316,000 
1763“ 2,000,000 
1792 “ .. 4,500,000 
1815- $s e. 11,400,000 
Ee E T eee besse ceca sises se 22,200,000 


McCullough observes: ‘ : 

«“ Notwithstanding the enormous and exorbitant duties 
on tea and tobacco, no equal amount-of-revenue was ever 
raised in any country. for such a period of time with so little 
difficulty or inconvenience, and there are no grounds for 
supposing that it could be so easily and advantageously 
raised in any other way.” 

Herë, then, we have presented to our view, ina 
few short sentences, the rapid growth of the Brit- 
ish revenue from customs. We discover, also, 
the foundation of the British power and the origin 
of the British national credit. : 

The sources of-taxation for the United States, 
under the provisions of the bill now before the 
House, will be almost identically the same as 
those enumerated in the British tax list. ltis for 
this House, after examining them both with care, 
and after taking into view the relative power and 
ability of the two nations, to state to the country 
their judgment as to the vast ability of the United 
States to perpetuate and preserve unimpaired un- 
der any and all circumstances its public credit. 
At the same time it will be their duty to demon- 
strate to the world that a failure in our mighty 
effort to preserve our national unity is utterly 
impossible, save through the folly and the wick- 
edness of domestic enemies here at home. From 
the excise, as shown in this bill, the United 
States will derive an income on a large por- 
tion of 88,000,000 gallons of spirits which at $1 
and $1 25 per gallon, is greater than the sum de- 
rived by England from her customs and her ex- 
cise together on the same article. On other arti- 
cles in this bill the United States will derive a 
sum sufficiently large to overcome England’s su- 
periority in revenue from malt and hops, added 
to the $10,000,000 designated in the list above as 
“all other articles.” From stamps, from land 
and assessed taxes, from incomes, &c., &e., the 
amount must be fully as large as that she derives 
from those sources, and, iù the judgment of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, considerably 
larger. 

The article of tobacco is a most lucrative source 
of income through the customs to England. ln 
the United States, where it is produced in large 
quantities, the tax on tobacco is collected through 
theexcise. The crop in the United Sates for 1860, 
as shown by the census, was 429,000,000 pounds. 
This of course embraced the production of the 
southern States, which at that period was a large 
proportion of the crop. ‘The rapid increase in the 

production of tobacco in all the free States and 

erritories since the outbreak of the war, secures 
on this article a large and satisfactory return 
through the excise for the’ coming year. 

Tam assured by my distinguished colleague of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, the member 
from Vermont, [Mr. MorriLL,] whom I regard 
as the very highest authority on all subjects con- 
nected with this question, that the number of 
pounds subject to the tax of thirty cents will not 
in his opinion be less than some seventy to eighty 
million pounds, in which event the total revenue 
from tobacco willexceed thatof England from the 
start, and will increase from year to year with the 
increased production of the crop of the country. 

The custom-house returns show weekly what 
the existing tariffis producing. If there should 
be no change in the policy of the country except 
to increase the duties on imports, and not for the 
purpose of prohibition, we shall draw from the 
customs at least $100,000,000, or an amount within 
a fraction as large as England derives from her 
customs. Our customs and excise would then 
produce to the country $300,000,000, oran amount 
fully equal to one half of the outlay for the prose- 
cution of the war. 

The great object of the Committee of Waysand 
Means has been to frame a bill that shall produce 
at least from two hundred and fifty to three hun- 
dred million dollars. If it fails to accomplish this 


object the labors of the committee will not have 
been a success. A revenue of from two hundred 
and fifty to three hundred million dollarsis ingis- 
pensable to the maintenance of the national credit, 
and willbe an efficient guarantee that that credit 
will be triumphantly sustained. I think I have 
made it clear that this sum of money can be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. “F think 
it is equally clear that 300,000,000 can be*made 
$400 “000,000 without injury to the interests of the 
country or to its people. “If the attention of the 
people can be arrested and riveted for’a sufficient 
length of time to.the limitless resources of the 
country, no doubt can be entértained ,as to our 
ability, and no impediments will be interposed to 
prevent the perfect reéstablishment of the public 
credit. To this wise and effective legislation will 
come the aid of a system of currency just estab- 
lished which is regarded by its framers as in ‘all 
respectssatisfactory. The national currency plan 
just passed by this House is in its essential feat- 
ures the same as that so lately rejected.’ I had 
reason, as a member of the Commiitee of Ways 
and Means, to believe that the original bill in‘its 
main features met the approbatic -of the repre- 
sentatives of the banking interest of the States 
who assembled in Washington from all parts of 
‘the country to watch its progress and furnish sug- 
gestions dictated by their experience and famil- 
iarity with the subject. This fact went so far to 
satisfy my mind that 1 had determined to give tlie 
bill my vote if my health allowed me to. be pres- 
ent at the final action of the House. “This pro- 
ductive tax bill, taken in connection with a well 
organized currency system, such as it is to be 
hoped the currency bill will prove itself to be; a 
system which is designed to limit expansion, to 
supersede the one which has always been pro- 
ductive of commercial and financial evils, which 
expands when wisdom and sound judgment de- 
mand that it should contract, and contracts when 
every practical understanding feels that it should 
expand; which is responsible to no one, but acts 
independently of every one; a system, I say, 
which shall be so arranged as to meet these emer- 
gencies, and the equally formidable emergencies 
of the existing war, and be in a condition to steady 
the national finances on the return of peace, can- 
not but have the effect to change the present cur- 
rent of public thought and fecling, and give new 
life, new energy, a new power to the national 
credit, and renewed vigor and strength to thena- 
tional arms. à i a 

But, sir, in order that the national financial plan 
shall be all that is expected of it by its friends, 
it must take the place of the local State banking 
system entirely. It cannot coexist with the local 
State banking system. The two plans working 
against eacli other will certainly pe destructive of 
each other, and will involve the country in’ still 
larger sacrifices, and inflate to a still greater de- 
gree the prices of all the necessaries of life. Tallow 
myself to believe that such a calamity is not to be 
entailed upon this country, and that the most 
efficient legislation that can be devised by this Con- 
gress will be introduced and adopted to guard 
against the possibility of such a result happening. 

I permit myself to hope that both of these 
measures are measures of the character E have de- 
scribed, and in the absence of other and better 
ones I accept them as indispensable to the suc- 
cess of the national cause, and Í believe that they 
will meet and satisfy the public demands. 

The features in which this bill differs principally 
from that of the Thirty-Seventh Congress are the 
increase in the volume of the taxes on each and 
every article, with increased care in the construc- 
tion of the machinery of collection. To these 
are added some new sources of taxation which it 
is believed will increase very considerably the 
public income. j 

A tax on the sales of gold, occupying, as gold 
does, so important a relation to the prices of the 
commodities in which men deal which are neces- 
sary to the Government, and also to the prices of 
the necessarics of life, 1 regard as a highly im- 
portant measure. It is without doubt the interest 
of the trading classes, and particularly of those | 
whoare speculating largely, to maintain and even 
advance the price of gold. This trade for all other 
parposes than the customs, the demand for ex- 
port, and the legitimate moneyed demands which | 
grow outof men’s fears, ought not to be permitted 


in the face of the great in 
vate interestsand the iné 
poses upon the national € 
No such tax is include ‘this bill, forthe 
son that a bill now lieson the Speaker’s tablé pro 
hibitingall gambling transactions in gold. Should 
that bill fail to become “a law T-would strongly 
advise the passage of & separate act imposing a 
heavy tax ôn sales of go.1 and ‘sterling exchange 
asa perfectly legitimate source of revenue. “Wher 
an extensive speculative traffic in gold is carried on 
tothe extent that it now is, and when the fact that 
itinflicts wide-spread injury is s6 incontrovertible, 
no one can ‘hesitate to admit that the Government 
to.which every kind of business looks for prote- 
tion hasan undoubted rightto demand some equiv- 
alent for the facilities it affords, and fot the dam- 
age it sustains. A bill to‘impose a large tax on 
sales of gold would not necessarily prevent spéc- 
ulation and gambling: It would demand‘a’com- 
pensation’ in the Shape of a tax on all sales other 
than ‘for moiey,,and on all transactions which 
proceed'from sources regarded by the community 
ub triséhievous and illegitimate.’ If, then, on the 
passage ‘of such an‘act the Juxury of speculating 
in gold should be persisted in the revenues of the 
Government would ‘be considerably augmented, 
and this House would at least:haye the satisfac 
tion of having wrested some portion of: the prô- 
ceeds of this dark traffic and handed it ‘over to. the 
uses of the nation in this gigantic war. ° ae 
In presenting in as concise a form, as possible 
the system of English taxation, and attempting 
to show with how much more ease the American 
people can carry an equal amount of debt with 
England, and räise by taxation on precisely the 
same articles an equal amount of revenue for the 
use of the Government, I by no means design 
to declare my belief that it is. the only system 
adapted to this country. lam of the opinion phat, 
with the introduction of new elements into the 
business affairs of men, particularly such as be- 
long to this period of the world, new methods are 
to be found better fitted to our national necessi- 
ties, and greater facilities at hand to meet the na- 
tional requirements. Steam and electricity have 
revolutionized ithe trade of the world, A diffu- 
sion of intelligence ‘and great industrial:success 
have placed the American people upoo an emi- 
nence where no other nation hasever stood.. They 
can see and appreciate the errors of the past, and 
point out with great distinctness the way to avoid 
them. The clcearing-houses in the seaboard cities 
are furnishing the evidences of the capital. and 
credit. daily necessary for the transactions of the 
people. ‘We begin to discover the magnitude of 
the business conducted by the buyer and the seller 
each day of the year, : f 
The returns of. the NewYork clearing-house 
show that for a period of many years previous to 
the war a capital and credit of from twenty-two to 
twenty-three million dollars, was necessary to the 
daily traffic of that city, or from one hundred and 
twenty-five million to one handred and thirty mil- 
lion dollars per week! For the past year these 
figures have heen constantly increasing as prices 
advanced until they now amount to $115,000,000 
daily, or nearly. $700,000,000 per week! ; 
Does. this not suggest a method of taxation. by 
which a small percentage, almost inappreciable 
in size, would result in an aggregate sum of such 
magnitude as to cause the abrogation of every 
other species of tax? Would not sucha tax fall 
equally upon all classes of our fellow-citizens 
just in proportion to their business, and‘should 
we not pay to the Government a fair consideras 
tion for the privileges of the traffic which it thus 
secures? y 3 
In atime of war, however, when every moment 
of each day is important to the national cause, 
nothing, I admit, would seem to justify. the intro~ 
duction of an experimental policy in’ matters: of 
‘so much magnitude as the national finances of a 
system of taxation. What experience has shown 
to be effective, wisdom would counsel us to ayal 
of. If the policy of England under the guidance 
of able statesmen in a time of war has carried 
her triumphantly through the struggle, it is the 
interest as well as the duty of the United States 
to profit by the knowledge, and take advantage of 
her experience. ` While seizing and profiting by 
the strong points of her money-raising policy, we 
should indeed be unwise if we did not manage to 
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avoid the many difficulties which she encountered 
in the course of her long years of experiment. My 
effort has been to show that this country possessed 
taxable resources and tax-paying power full 
equal to that of the United. Kingdom, and that if 
the United Kingdom has been able to sustain a 
debt, fully equal in magnitude to what our own is 
likely to be, for a period of sixty years and up- 
wards, and at the same time grow every year 
in wealth and in, population, until her system of 
taxation has ceased to be a source of complaint, 
we certainly can accomplish the same results and 
be in the enjoyment of yearly successes of a like 
advantageous character. : ‘ 
_ In 1816, one -year after the treaty of. Paris, 
when the debt of Great Britain had attained its 
maximum, her population was 19,000,000. In 
4864 the population of the United States, exclu- 
sive of the States in rebellion, was 25,000,000. In 
the same year the total value of the property of the 
United Kingdom was estimated at $10,450 ,000,000 
and of the United States in 1864 $13,395,000,000. 
The annual products of the former amounted to 
$1,667,000,000; those of the United States to 
#3,500,000,000. This comparison gives us the 
advantage of thirty percent. in population,twenty- 
eight in property, and one hundred and ten -per 
cent. in annual products. me 
Intwenty-two years of the war England collected 
and expended no less than $5,500,000,000 derived 
from taxation. If she had pursued the policy of 
the United States, the policy of borrowing exclu- 
sively, her deb would have been $8,500,000 ,000, 
or full five times greater than ours. To make the 
case still plainer, I quote from a. very able pam- 
phlet of Dr. William Elder, published in 1863, the 
paragraph devoted to this branch of the subject: 


«There is, indecd, a gencral impression that the debt of 
England, meaning its maximum amountin 1816, € was forty 
years in growing,’ while ours is the growth of two years 
only, and that already it is relatively as large as theirs, But 
the fact is that England added $8,113,000,000 to her debtin 
the twenty-two years of ber great French wars, and cx- 
pended, besides, no Tess than $5,471,000,000 derived from 
taxation, while the war expenditure of our two years is all 
in the form of debt, except the sum of $17,000,000 derived 
from taxation and other ordinary sources of revenue he- 
yond the ordinary peace expenditure of the country. In 
Jair comparison, therefore, the Government account should 
be charged with this $17,000,000 in addition to fts loans of 
$89,000,000, making O16 ,000,000 5 and Engtand’s account, 
in correspondence for ber twenty-two years would be her 
fnercase of debt, antl $5,471,000,000 of taxes, amounting 
together to #8,584,000,000, or more than nine times the equal 
ofours. OF the total revenue of the period our Treasury 
derived but fourteen and one third per cent. from taxation. 
Englands exchequer drew sixty-three per cent. of hers 
from that source, If the British loans bad borne the pro- 
portion of ours to receipts from ordinary sources, her debt 
io 1816, without the current interest added, would have 
stond at $10,560,000,000 instead of $4,300,000,000 ; and if 
our debt had been kept down by a system of taxation 
equivalent to hers, instead of footing up $967,000,000, it 
woukl have stood on the Istof May last at $380,000,000, 
less the acerning interest on the surplus of 587,000,000. 
This should be remembered whenever a comparison of the 
‘growth and the amount of our present debt with that of 
England is instituted, 

«So faras the national resourees and our relative ability 
to meet our debt are concerned, these 8387,000,000 are to 
be regarded as undrawn revenue in the pockets of the peo- 
ple. This amount sabtracted, along with 310,000,009 of 
current interest upon the sum, would leave our debt, old 
and new, 7,000,000. 

“Nor is tb ow of the case either iHogical or unpracti- 
cal; on the contrary, itis far below the true statement of 
our advantage, (or it still leaves us fresh, untaxed, unex- 
hausted, and almost untouched, while England was in the 
condition of a people taxed for twenty-two sucet 
yours, to the average amount of 000,000 a yer 
an interest account: rising, steadily and rapidly, 
347,250,000 atthe begimni t 
the term. Moreover, t remembered, that in 1816 the 
population of Great Britain was but 19,300,000, the total 


vaine of their property $10,450.000,000, and their annual | 
products worth but 3,607,000,000; wile the population | 


ofthe loyal States, in 1863, is 24,000,000, the value of their 


property, at the market rates of 1809, $13,895,000,000, and i 


their products of the current year worth §3,500,000,000 ; 
giving us the present advantage of thirty per cent. in popu 
Jation, twenty-eight per cent. in property, and one hundred 
and ten per cent. OF anpual products. 

s The just paralel in the statement of the respective 
debt accounts of tbe two nations would be: England bor- 
rowed, for twonty-two running years, an average of 
$159,000.000 a year; we, for two years, $15,000,000 per 
annum, (an equal ratio of taxation being deducted from ihe 
actual loans,) with a difference of wealth and resources in 
our favor more than equal to the difference against usin the 
amounts ins estimated”? 


Sir, these facts and figures are official, and why 
they have failed to influence the action of the capt- 
talistand thespeculatorinasound direction—why, 
in the face of such facts, the country should have 
rushed frantically into the wildest games of haz- 


ard- ever before known, is utterly incomprehen- 
sible. What is still more incomprehensible is, 
that standing upon the gilded summit of this vast 
structure of extravagance and speculation, and 
looking upon the outstretched plains of our limit- 
less power as a nation, men still persist in gam- 
bling on their own fears. . 

Sir, permit. me to show to this House, and so 
to the merciless gamblers of the great city of New 
York, who sound the key-note to the speculators 
of the interior, the difference between their con- 
duct and the conduct of the. English people in a 
time so precisely similar. Gold, regarded as the 
standard by which price is to be measured, and 
which has been held in this country and continues 
to be held at from seventy to ninety per cent. pre- 
mium for paper, remained in the English markets 
at only a fraction above par for some years after 
the war broke out. It rose above twenty-five per 
cent. for only three years after 1811. In two of 
these three yearsitreached thirty percent. For one 
year and one quarter of that time, it touched thirty- 
six per cent.; and only for a period of five months 
of that time, namely, from November, 1812, to 
March, 1813, did it rise as high as forty-one and 
a quarter percent. Contrast this with the prices 
ranging from seventy-one and a half to eighty- 
seven per cent. in the United States. Make the 
contrast bearing in mind the thirty per cent. more 
population in the United States than in Great Brit- 
ain, thirty per cent. more products and one hun- 
dred and ten per cent. more annual accumulation 
of wealth; and bearing in mind our boundless 
future, based upon those principles of civil liberty, 
that under the divine will have constituted this 
nation—a nation destined to cover this continent 
—to be numbered by hundreds of millions of popu- 
lation, braced and banded together by the broad- 
est and most extensively diffused intelligence, by 
the widest and most comprehensive industry, by 
a policy of limitless interval improvement, the 
whole forged and welded into a consolidated na- 
tionality, regulated by the sovereign will of the 
people. 

Mr. Chairman, the country is in a blaze of 
speculative excitement unknown for its mag- 
nitude in the history of the world. Various rea- 
sons are assigned for its formidable and rapid 
growth. Ido not propose to enumerate them, 
or attempt the refutation of the theories which 
are daily and hourly offered and discussed. 1 
respectfully tender my own opinion to the con- 
sideration of the House, bearing as it doesdirectly 
upon the subject-matter of this bill. Under the 
apprehensions that have been generated by the 
enemies of the country, both at home and abroad, 
aud the absence of direct taxation, the common 
impulse has been to get rid of the currency of the 
country. Thus every man and woman in the 
nation seeks to own something that cannot perish. 
The manufacturer buys and fills his factory with 
the raw material; the merchant his warerooms 
with the merchandise with which he is familiar; 
the capitalist his trunk with bonds, mortgages, 
and stocks; while the speculator, watching the 
advancing tendency of all kinds of securities, uses 
hig credit to its utmost tension, trades to the ex- 
i tent of millions in local stocks, securities, and 
commodities of the country. The rapid fortunes 
which have been made by the bold pioncers in 
this great game of hazard has stimulated the 


ith | cupidity of the whole community. But few men 
from 
to S16] ,250,000 at the end of |: 


are, to-day, disinterested spectators of this won- 
dertul mania. Prices have steadily and rapidly 
advanced for more than two and a half years. 

It is impossible for this state of things to con- 
tinue without ruin to the people and destruction 
to the Government. This fact Is so transparent 


| : 
| that it needs no argument to prove it. The ad- 


vance in the prices of the necessaries of life must 
be arrested; a limitation must be fixed tothe pub- 
lic expenditure; and this can only be done by 
diminishing the volume of currency and checking 
further expansion, This tax bill, in my opinion, 
should be passed at an early day. The country 
cannot afford to hear it discussed in its multifari- 
ous details for any length of time. It requires 
the law, and the reljef it will give. Italso requires, 
and, in my opinion, should demand of Congress a 
reduction of the volume of Government currency. 
When this House shall have passed the tax and 
| tariff bills, the gold bill, or the bill to prevent 
, gambling in gold—when it shall have added to 


these measures one limiting the circulation of 
paper money to the issues of the national banks 
by the imposition of a tax upon local State bank 
circulation, I believe in my soul that this Con- 
gress will have deserved and will receive the bless- 
ings of the people of the United States and of the 
world. . : 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Chairman, 
the bill under consideration is one of the mostim- 
portant ever submitted for the action of Congress, 
Ít proposes to raise by taxation on the people anan- 
nual revenue of from two hundred and fifty to three 
hundred million dollars. Itis legitimate to refer, in 
the examination ofa proposition of this character, 
to the causes which have produced the necessity for 
suchameasure. I do notdeny that the Government 
wants money, that it is embarrassed, that itis in 
a critical financial condition, and that without re- 
sort to some means of positive income, without 
borrowing, it will find itselfinvolved in utterbank- 
ruptey and ruin. Therefore, sir, while E admit 
the necessity for relief, E cannot shut my eyes to 
the causes of this necessity. Itis not altogether in 
consequence of the war, nor jts great expendi- 
tures. In nry judgment, had the Administration 
adhered to the Constitution, and had the general 
policy been consistent with justice, economy, in- 
tegrity, and an elevated statesmanship, we should 
iot have been compelled to the adoption of bills 
like this. Our monetary affairs would have been 
in another condition. But it is in the manage- 
ment of the public finances that the grossest errors 
have been made. This Department, so much laud- 
ed by the partisans and dependents of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, has probably contributed 
more toward the defeat of the Union cause than 
any other. Its affairs have been conducted so as 
not only to have paralyzed the Treasury, but to 
have rendered the whole banking, commercial, 
and trading interest of the country, like itself, con- 
fused, deranged, and unsubstantial. J propose 
to prove this assertion. Our national difficulties, 
with the immense resources of the country, need 
not of themselves have produced the presentstate 
of our fiscal affairs. “Other nations have had their 
revolutions and wars, and have gone through se- 
vere monetary trials. History abounds with sim- 
ilar instances to our own in this regard. Wars 
doubtless create large expenditures, greater or 
smaller, depending upon their extent and the 
economy with which they are conducted. To 
meet these expenses various expedients have been 
resorted to by different nations. 

These expedients have varied from age to age, 
according to the changing circumstances of the 
people and Governments; but the main result 
has always been the same, whatever may have 
been the device for reaching it, namely, to wring 
from the toiling millions the wealth that had been 
produced by their patient industry. If we look 
Gack through the long vista of contending na- 
tiong to the remotest antiquity, we shall find each 
Government exhausting its people alternately by 


! taxation and by tampering with the currency. 


The last has ever been the favorite course with 
oppressive and designing rulers, because its op- 
cration is seductive and certain, even if its results 
are more disastrous than open taxation, During 
more than two thousand years Governments have 
furnished illustrations of every variety of fraud 
which may be practiced upon a people by means 
of the currency, and allof them have reached the 
same disastrous end. Our own Government in 
the latter half of the nineteenth century has ap- 
parently imitated all that is bad in all those expe- 


| dients,and practiced financially the ‘ oldest kind 


of crimes the newest kind of way.’? The mod- 
ern invention of paper money has varied the 
mode of depreciating currency only by giving it 
a wider and more disastrous scope, and therefore 
making more effectual the inevitable ruin which 
it involves. From the first introduction of paper 
money every nation, including our own, from 
colonial times to this present unhappy war, has 
been rich in examples of paper schemes in every 
possible shape. The philosopher and the ob- 
servant financier have from all these costly ex- 
periments deduced the inexorable principles which 
govern finaucial questions, and these principles 
are, atthe present day, well understood and_re- 
ceivedas a guide by the statesmen of modern Eu- 
rope. The gentleman at the head of our own 
finances, “the first Lord’? of the American 
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Treasury, has, if we may judge from his politi- 
cal antecedents and his present acts, known all 
these truths aud ‘scorned them all.’’ He is deaf 
alike to the teachings of the past and to that wail 
of distress which a mighty people, struggling in 
his paper meshes, already begin to send forth. 
Our chief cities resound with the cry of workers 
whose weekly subsistence eludes their paper 
wages, and the distress of whose families finds 
voicé in continual strikes for higher pay. If the 
man. of property yet. finds the hand of the tax- 
gatherer laid lightly upon him, it is because the 
Government, as yet, chooses rather to increase 
the rent of the poor man’s tenement than to dim 
the luster of the jobber’s palace. 

This war, the most gigantic in recorded his- 
tory, has thus far been conducted upon credit, 
and that credit has. been in the most expensive 
and ruinous shape. It'is mainly composed of 
irredeemable paper money, which in its operation 
dilapidates the. capital that is not consumed. Its 
fluctuating-and uncertain value dries up the in- 
dustry of a country, inoculates the people with a 
spirit of speculation, and the national wealth 
perishes under the double process of great ex- 
penditure and diminished production. The whole 
cost of this war may be said to have been met 
by borrowing withouttaxation. A very few fig- 
ures will show this extraordinary fact. The re- 
ports of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury 
show the following heads of the revenue and 
expenses for the three fiscal years ending June 


30, 1864: 
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Tt will be observed in this return that the 


amount of debt at the close of the third year is 
not so large as the amount ofmoney the Secretary 
proposes to borrow. This arises from the fact 


that the Secretary estimated a large amount of | 
the appropriations asked for would remain un- | 


expended at the close of the term. This, how- 
ever, is likely to prove illusory, since already de- 
ficiency bills to the amount of over $100,000,000 
are now before this Congress. 
debt, whether liquidated or not, is likely to be 


fully equal to the difference between the expendi- | 


tures and the taxes, or over $2,000,000,000. 
The whole amount of taxes from January 1, 
` 1862, including the sanguine estimates of the Sec- 
retary forthe last balfofthe year, are $319,574,942, 
oranaverage of $106,528,314 perannum, but little 
more than the expenditures of each of the three 
previous years of peace. It may be said, there- 
fore, that this whole war has been conducted on 
credit; that $2,000,000,000 have been raised by 
paper promises and nothing by taxes. 


That man must be of a credulous tempera- | 


ment who supposes that taxes will be imposed 
and paid during the lassitude and exhaustion 
which will succeed this war, when they have been 
neglected during its excitement and seeming pros- 


perity. 


The amount of | 


ere 


tion, to a tenth part, and soon to a twentieth of its real 


| the public debt had been the result of fifteen years 


| the means by which coalition after coalition was 
| formed iu Europe to oppose the resistless march 


j system of taxation, and succeeded for the time, not 


EUROPEAN EXAMPLES. ; 

If we turn from this spectacle. of debt to the 
nations of the Old. World we finda parallel only 
in the wars of the French Revolution. The finan- 
cial operations of. the revolutionists closely re-. 
semble our own, with ‘the exception that they 
were more: wisely conducted. Alison,.in the 
History:of Europe, page 318, volumeid remarks: 

“ Cambon, the Minister of Finance, soon: after. the. fat 
of Robespierre, made an important and astonishing revela- 
tion of the length to which the emission: of assignats had 
been carried under the reign of terror. The national ex- 
penses had exceeded 300,000,000 francs, or about 12,000,000 
per month; the receipts of the treasury during the disor- 
der which prevailed never exceeded the fourth part of that 
sum, and there was no mode’of supplying the deficiency 
bnt an incessant issue of papér money. ‘The quantity incir- 
culation atthe fail of Robespierre, amounted to6,400,000,000 
frances, or £300,000,000 sterling. But this astonishing is- 
sue of paper could not continue without introducing a to- 
tal contusion of property of every sort. All persons em- 
ployed by the Government, both in the civil and military 
departments, were paid in the paper currency at par, bnt 
as it fell rapidly, from the enormons quantity in. cireula- 


value, the pay received was merely nominal, and though 
in the receipt of largest apparent incomes, were in want of 
the common necessaries of life,” 

Now, sir, how do these facts compare with our 
presentexpenses? The expenditures of France 
in the great struggle for her regeneration were 
$60,000,000 per month, or $720,000,000 per an- 
num. Our expenses for three years average one 
tenth more than that sum. France raised one 
fourth of it by taxation, we raise one tenth. 
France ruined itself with $1,500,000,000 of paper; 
our issues unprovided for by taxation already 
exceed that sum. ‘The great revolution of the 
French people against the Bourbons and despotic 
government failed entirely in consequence of the 
financial errors of the revolutionary government 
and the incapacity of the Directory. This is an 
example that this country has now before it. 

Revolutionary France, exhausted by the opera- 
tion of paper moncy, fell into the hands of a suc- 
cessful soldier, whose great capacity was not con- 
fined to the field of battle. From that France, so 
exhausted by the paper-money menthat they could 
no longer uphold the sovereignty of the people, 
Napoleon extracted the means to make fifteen 
years’ war and conquer Europe. Under fifteen 
years of the empire the expenses of France were 
$1,530,000,000; that is to say, less than those of 
the last two years of our Government. In that 
time the troops of France visited every capital in 
Europe, and the French emperor became the mas- 
ter of the Continent. Now, sir, that $1,530,000,000 
was raised entirely by taxation and a judicious 
management of the publie property. France at 
that time embraced Belgium, Luxemburg, Pied- 
mont,and Savoy, or one hundredand sixteen de- 
partments, or thirty more than at present. ‘The 
taxes mentioned were levied upon and paid by 
the present eighty-six departments. ‘The result 
of this system of finance was that the annual 
charge upon the public debt in 1797, the year Vi 
of the republic, was $32,250,000; at the close of | 
1814 the annual charge was $36,000,000. An ad- 
dition of $4,000,000 per annum to the interest on 


of conquest, during which the French eagles had 


a from Lisbon to Moscow, from Berlin to |i 


enice, lt may be replied that France levied con- 
tributions. Such was the case ip the last six years 
of the empire, when the emperor sustained a 
million men in arms against Europe banded to- 
gether by the subsidies of England. These are 
theexact figures for the contributions levied from 
January 1, 1808, to April J, 1814, $109,837,241. 
(L. Wolowskte.) 

The great antagonist of France in those long 
years was England. That powerful nation, un- 
touched herself by a hostile force, furnished 


of the French legions. The system of England 
was different from that of the French Revolution, 
and was not similar to that of the empire. It 
mingled paper money with debt, and witha round 


by means of its excellence, but by reason ofa sort 
of miracle. The tales of the Arabian Nights de- 
scribe an individual in sore tribulation, who dis- 
covered upon the beach a casket, on opening 
which there issued forth a vapor, which, ascend- 
ing and dilating, took gradually the form of a 


mighty genii, who, in gratitude for his release, 


wealth, which enabled hér to feed and prolong the 


war. Sir Archibald ‘Alison, in. the History ‘of 
Europe, admits that Wait and ‘Arkwright eon- 

uered Napoleon. The expenditures of England 
doring those yéars were as follows, per Mar- 
shall’s tables, namely: $ e a 


Revenue from taxes, 1793,to 1816........ 
Net loans, 1793 to 1816... ccs seseenes 


$4,910,803,433 
"2,087,066 ,460 
putts ramen 


Expenses twenty: four years........seeeees 36,097, 869.893 


ee 


Expenses per annum.........5 


te eree eae 


The English began the war. ón credit. Up ito 
1797, the year of bank suspension, they did nat 
impose war taxes. In Marshall, table 1l, we 
have this account: f 

“ During the first five years of the war no inerease of 
taxation took place. ‘The operation of the warduring that 
period was mainly sustained on credit and issues ot papers 
a large portion of the supplies for the navy were obtained 
by bills at ninety days date, bearing interest. 'Ihese, in 
the first instances, operated as an enlargement of the: cit 
culating medium, and thereby tended to enhanee' the money 
price of commodities, and reconcile a great portion of the 
producers to the war. ‘These bills, also, it was, that formed 
the basis of those money fortunes which have led to the 
creation of a new class or order of society in, England, 
namely, a money oligarchy.” : Jua oO ig 

This certainly is a description of our own finans 
cial commencement, The. minister of the; days 
Mr. Pitt, was soon convinced that this plan must 
come, to an end; accordingly the Goverment 
ceased jts issue of paper, but in 1797 permittcd 
the bank to suspend, or, in legal phrase, restricted 
the bänk from paying specie until six months af- 
ter peace shall be declared... The taxes grew year 
by year from £17,000,000 in 1796 to £72,000,000 
in 1815.. The loans of the Government were sub} 
ordinate to the éxport trade of the country as the 
vast. machine poweć came into play. ` British 
merchandise found increasing. sales. all over the 
world, and at paper prices.” The papér of the 
Government and bank depreciated and cansed 
prices to rise, but her foreign customers were 
compelled to pay those prices, because of hor mo- 
nopoly through her command of the oecan. The 
amount of exports from. 1797 to 1815 was £695,- 
554,185, exceeding the imports by £350,000,000, 
or $1,701,000,000. How was this large sum ac- 
counted for? It was thus: English agents in all 

arts of the world drew on the Government at 

ondon for supplies of army and navy subsidies, 
secret service, &c. These bills were annually 
funded. The bullion committee of 1811 state the 
bills so drawn in 1795 at £11,040,936. The loans 
contracted in that year were £12,907 ,451,-that is, 
the bills were funded. Thus the aniount of money 
actually borrowed by the English Government 
consisted in very little more than the extraordi> 
nary profits on her foreign trade, caused by the 


joint influence of her newly-invented machinery, 


the cessation of manufacturing industry in Europe, 
the absence of it in the United States, and thesu- 
reme command of the ocean by the British fleets. 
hose profits were funded in perpetual annuities, 
if that funding had not taken place, had. England 
continued at peace, the large capital so. accumu 


| lated would have been applied necessarily to the 


employment of the people at better wagés and 
have produced a more general distribution of 
wealth. . Instead of that, however, it was expend- 
ed in war, and the stock created for it has been 
held by non-preducers, an “oligarchy” for whom 
the million has, during fifty years, hopelessly 
toiled. Those people have paid since 1813, 
$7,000,000,000 in taxes for interest, without di- 


1724 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 19, 


minishing the debt one dollar. During the war 
the‘property or‘income tax yielded, per annum, 
£15,000,000; and was repealéd with the return of 
cace, when reliance was had altogether upon 
indirect taxes until the reform under Sir Robert 
Peel in 1842. A return to the property tax was 
then made'as less injurious to the industrial in- 
terests ‘of the nation than indirect taxés,” We 
have heré three examples, that of revolutionary 
France, ruined by paper money, that of the gréat 
success of the cash system by Napoleon, and that 
of'a' mixed system in England which gave tem- 
porary success at the cost of future distress. oa} 
OUR REVOLUTIONARY EXAMPLE. 

Having glanced at these modes of meeting great 
national difficulties adopted abroad, we return.to 
our own great struggle when. the thirteen. colo- 
nies banded together to repel:a common aggress- 
or. The expenses of the seven years’ struggle 
were never exactly ascertained, but were approx- 
imated by Nourse, the Register of the Treasury 
in 1790, at $135,193,103, of which one half was 
yaised by taxes levied and collected during the 
war. The residue remained a debt due from the 
States in their collective capacities after the war. 
The payments from the Treasury were made in 
Continental paper. The first issues were made 
in 1776, and retained their value nearly through 
the year 1777, but in 1780 ceased to be of any 
value. The ratio of depreciation is seen ina table 
prepared and presented to Congress by General 
Washington in 1783 in settlement of his accounts. 
At the close of 1777 the nonéy was 75 cents per 
dollar; at the close of 1778, 15 cents per dollar; 
in 1779, 3 cents per dollar; in 1780, 24 cents. The 
whole amount of the emissions was $357,476,541. 
The ruin of this currency left the country in a 
deplorable condition, ‘The interest on the public 
debt was not paid because the States would not 
respond to the requisitions for that purpose, and 
public credit was gone. The debt sold for ten 
cents on the dollar. ‘The collection of private 
debts was suspended, and private credit nearly 
ceased toexist. With the peace a flood of goods 
arrived to carry off the coin, und taxes were not 
to be collected. Many of the States had recourse 
again to paper moncy and legul-tender laws, and 
in Massachusetts open insurrection burst forth. 
All these evils were cured as if by magic when a 
Government “based on the consent of the gov- 
ered’? was formed from a union of the States 
that conferred on the Federal Government the 
right to collect duties on imports for the purpose 
of revenue, withheld from it the right again to issue 
paper money, and prohibited the States from mak- 
ing anything a legal tender but gold and silver. 

The customs at once gave the means of paying 
the interest on the debt, restored value to all vut- 
standing obligations, removed the necessity for 
taxes and State requisitions, and put in motion 
the wheels of commerce that soon supplied the 
country with coin, 


THE PRESENT FISCAL MANAGEMENT. 


From that time to the advent of the present Ad- 
ministration, the customs dutics had supplied all 
the wants of the Government. The reports of the 


Treasury Department show the expenditures of | 


the Government from March 4, 1789, to July 1, 
1861, to have been $1,453,790,786; received from 
customs $1,575,152,579. Ln other words, the eus- 
toms revenues had exceeded the whole expend- 
itures of the Government by $121,361,793. 
There has been received from lands $175,817,961, 
and from other sources $95,305,322, making 
$392,485,076, which sum has been applied to the 
payment of the revolutionary debt, the expenses 
of the war of 1819, the Florida war, the Mexican 


war, including the purchase of California, the | 


Mormon war, the purchase of two empires—Lon- 
isiana and Florida—and the indemnity to Texas, 
besides building the national Capitol, the cus- 
tom-houses, Hght-houses, navy-yards, arsenals, 
founderies, &c., and filling them with millions of 
dollars’ worth of the materials of war. Such was 
the operation of the customs duties down to the 
induction of Mr. Chase into the Treasury De- 
pariment. The expenses of three years of his 


administration may be stated thas: Mr. Chase’s | 


three years $2,385,283,655; twenty-four Secreta- | 


ries, seventy-two years, $1,453,790,786. 
Thus, under Mr. Chase there has been ex- 
pended nearly seventy per cent. more than by his 
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twenty-four predecessors in the previous seventy- 
two years, including the revolutionary debt and 
pensions; and nearly the whole of this vast ex- 
penditure of Mr. Chase exists in the shape of a 
floating debt. Itis really a floating debt, because 
no system of finance whatever has been devised 
to meet the interest or ultimately to liquidate it. 
No attempt whatever has been made to place this 
enormous debt on-a solid basis. The'utmost in- 
geniy of the Secretary has been exhausted in 
evising different forms of promises by which the 
floating paper may. be multiplied, but in no case 
whatever has he projected a permanent system 
of finance by which the fall of this swelling ava- 
lanche may be averted. The utmost extent to 
which he has gone in this direction isin his last re- 
port, page 9, ** to urge on Congress efficient meas- 
ures for increase of revenue,’’ and on page 10 to 
concur with some recommendations of the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue for an increase of 
tax on bank notes, spirits, tobacco, and cotton, 
This is the whole. ‘Che Secretary is very fruit- 
ful and profuse in suggestions as to putting out 
paper, but has no. fertility of invention when the 
question is of payment. ‘The honorable Secretary 
also, on page 2of his annual report, takes credit 
to himself for the gratifying fact that the receipts 
from all sources, except internal revenue, exceed 
the estimates. Now as the internal revenue was 
estimated atone half the whole, and that was de- 
ficient sixty per cent., it is difficult:to see the 
matter for congratulation. ~Let us look at the 
figures as cortained ih the report, page 3: 
Actual. 
$69,059,642 40 
167,617 17 
3,046,615 35 
1,485,103 61 
37,640,787 95 
13,043,546 81 


sooo e oG180,495,345 60 G124,443,313 29 


> Estimated. 
asea 368,041,736 59 

. 88,724 16 
2,244,316 32 
11,620,737 99 
85,456,303 73 
33,043,546 8t 


Customs 


Misceilancous . 
Direct tax,eoee ` 
Internal revenue, vows 
Balance from last years... 


Total receipts... 


Now, sir, the first item here is customs, and the 
Secretary takes credit that it exceeded his esti- 
mates $1,017,905 81. What is the fact? If we 
turn to page 37 of the same report, we find these 
items: 

Expenses of collecting customs......++++++ $3,238,936 67 
Repayment to importers, excess Of duties... 2,262,770 69 
1,026,135 58 


Total vecccccecescesereccesseeereeas §0,527,842 94 


This sum being deducted from the total. of 
duties the Treasury will bave realized actually | 
$61,699,292, or $6,342, 444 less than the estimates. 
But the pretense may be set up that the estimate 
was gross revenue. Such a pretense is not valid, 
because any amount may be taken and repayment 
made. Moreover, the expenses and repayments 
this year exceeded those of the last $1,795,461, 
which more thanabsorbs the increase in revenue 
for which the Secretary takes credit. ‘The next 
item is land revenues, total amount $167,617, 
for which the Secretary takes great credit. Sir, 
he charges for collecting that amount, on page 37, 
$111,254 06; for surveys of the land, $114,298 81; | 
for special counsel fees, $24,203 90; for repay- 
ments of land sold, $12,947 38; for indemnity for 
swamp lands soldto mdividuals, $37,189 78; mak- 
ing a total of $299,893 99 spent to obtain $166,617. 
Certainly nota very profitable operation, : Weare 
then told thatthe direct tax fell short $10,135,614, 
or ninety per cent.; that the internal revenue fell 
short $47,815,516, nenrly sixty percent. Weare 
then carefully told—-page 3—that this careless es- 
timaté was by ‘fa very competent gentleman,” 
which means clearly not by the Secretary him- 
self. ‘Fhe result is, that instead of 180,000,000, 
the Secretary realized but $116,783,069. Every 
item in the Sécretary’s estimates fuillargely short. 
It will be observed that the Secretary includes in 
his “ receipts” $13,043,546 81 balance from last 
year. That was undoubtedly a sum of money 
lo be used, but was not a “ receipt” of the cur- 
rent year; notwithstanding which, we have the 
following on page 4: 

« Prom the actual expenditure, $714,709,$71, there must 
be deducted the actual reecipts, €124,443,313, in order to j 
show the amount derived from loans, $590,266 682.” 

Now, this sum of $124,443 ,313 includes the | 
$13,043,546 81 on hand at the beginning of the 
year, and of which there remained on hand at the 
close $5,327,044. This last sum is wholly ignored | 


| whole report. 


| specie at the rate 


by the Secretary, and his calculation is wrong b 
that amount, asum equal to the whole expendi- 
ture of Washington’s Administration. It would 
be tedious to pursue these errors through the 
Enough has been said to show the 
slip-shod manner in which the mere details of tho 
national finances have been treated. 

The great question of taxation has been stu- 
diously evaded. The most sanguine estimates 
have been made to keep upa promise of revenue, 
while the substance has ‘been avoided. _Expo- 
rience has shown that the estimates of the Depart- 
ment are entirely. unreliable, and on:page 10 the 
Secretary states.1t was not his policy to tax: 

“It was notimportant, so Jong as it seemed highly prob- 
able that the war would speedily be brought to a successful 
close, that the revenue should exceed the ordinary ex- 
penses and interest. Ou the contrary, it seemed wisest to 
obtain the means for nearly the whofe of the extraordinary 
expenditures by loan, and thus avoid the necessity of any 
considerable increase of the burdens of the people ata time 
when the sudden outbreak of flagitious. rebellion had de- 


ranged their businéss and temporarily diivinished their in- 
comes.?? * * K * w EEJ ko OLR 


& But receipts disappointed expectation, and it.soon be- 
came obvious thata much larger proportion of the means 


„needed for the fiscal year 1862 than the principle adopted 


would allow must be derived from loans.” 

Thus the plan was to emit paper at.a time 
when the enthusiasm of the people was fully 
aroused, when their wealth was untouched, and 
when their ability and will to pay taxes were al~- 
mostboundless. Congress had, however, passed 
a tax of $20;000,000. on real estate, but having 
enacted the internal. revenue act concocted by the 
honorable Secretary’s ‘‘ very competent gentle- 
man.” He informs us, page 11: 

“In that report; (December, 1262,) therefore, and in his 
subsequent communications to proper committees, the 
Secretary suggested no taxation, but confined his recom- 
mendations to other measures for the improvement of the 
publie credit, among which those relating to loans and to 
the uniformity of ‘currency held the foremost place.?? 

The meaning of which is that the Secretary 
having embarked in the paper-moncy system was 
determined to follow it out; accordingly the real 
estate tax was repealed, and the internal revenue 
tax so modified as to be profitless. ‘The customs 
that had been in the original loan bill of July, 
1861, pledged to the payment of the loan then 
authorized, and which pledge had been stricken 
out in the Senate, were again appropriated, first, 
to the payment of the interest on the publicdebt, 
and, second, to a sinking fund of one per cent. 
per annum on the entire debt. This sinking 
fund has virtually been repealed in order to sell 
the gold in aid of speculators for a fall, which 
has, however, produced a counter effect; and 
there will remain only the customs taxes, receiv- 
able in gold, appropriated to the payment of the 
interest on the public debt. This debt now out- 
standing in various forms of paper is of three 
classes: first, that of which the interest is pay- 
ablein coin; second, thatof which the interest is 

ayable in paper; and third, that which bears no 
interest. T'he amounts under these heads were 
as follows, February 1, by an oflicial report which 
has been published: 

First class, interest in coin.. 


Second class, interest in paper 874,891 
Third class, 00 Interest. sesser rrrerreseerer o 971,619 
Total debt. ssccccsercrccccnneeseces $1 478,225,724 


There is, in addition to this, $350,000,000 of 
interest-bearing currency being issued, and, as we 
have seen from the estimates of the Secretary, the 
expenditures are $3,000,000 per day. The debt 
at the end of the current year, in any event, will 
be at least $2,500,000,000. If that debt is ever 
paid at all it must be by funding the whole of it 
in a stock, the interest payable in gold, in which 
case the annual interest will be §150,000,000. 
The old peace expenditures of the Government 
were $83,000,000 with an Army of twelve thou- 
sand men and an insignificant Navy. The whole 
expenditures will never again be under $200,000,- 
000, and with the interest on the debt, $450,000,- 
000, to which add one per cent. for a sinking fund, 
and the amount is $475,000,000. In the last ten 
years the average of customs duties has not been 
over $50,000,000 per annum. There remains, 
then, $425,000,000 per annum, which is to be ex- 
tracted entirely by taxes from a war-cxhausted 
people. This immense amount is to be paid in 
of two dollars for one received 
by the Government. Up to this moment there 
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have been really no steps taken toward obtaining 
it. -The pernicious system of paper money has 
been the only resource, The Secretary has, in- 
deed, negotiated a large amount of six per cent. 
stocks, but he has done it only by selling them 
at sixty cents on the dollar. He is paying ten 
per cent. per annum in gold for every dollar of 
gold value. he has received. 

The Secretary with amazing effrontery informs 
Congress, in his report to Congress, page 13, that 
hekept steadily in view moderate interest on loans, 
and congratulates himself upon his success in 
that respect.. Here is his language: f 

é The carliest negotiations were at the -highest rates.of 
interest; for it is a distinguishing characteristic of our 
financial history in this rebellion that the public credit, 
which was at the lowest ebb in the months which pre- 
ceded its breaking out, has steadily improved in the midst 
of the terrible trials it has brought. upon the country, The 
first loans were negotiated at seven and thirty hundredths 
per cent., the next at seven, the next at six; more recently 
large sums have been obtained at five and four, and the 
whole of the debt which is represented by United States 
notes 4nd fractional currency bears, of course, no interest.” 

The secession of South Carolina took place De- 
cember 10. Sixty days previously a $10,000,000 
Federal five per cent. stock was negotiated at 
one and a half per cent. premium. When events 
progressed, Mr. Chase himself was utterly unable 
to negotiate any loan at any price. The capital- 
ists of New York in April, 1861, offered him 
winety-three for a six per cent. stock, which he, 
in his blindness, refused, and soon after was glad 
to accept eighty-five for the same stock. He then 
appealed to the capitalists for aid. The commit- 
tee of the Chamber of Commerce and a committee 
of the associated banks succeeded in negotiating 
for Mr. Chase a loan of $9,000,000 at eighty-four 
eae in the mean time, while Mr. Chase was 

relplessly asking aid from banks, the whole peo- 
ple came forward and poured $70,000,000 volun- 
tarily into the Federal Treasury. Every State, 
every county, every town gave its share to sus- 
tain that Government whose credit Mr, Chase 
tells us was solow. At the close of June Mr. 
Chase, unable to use the credit of the Govern- 
ment, was again dependenton the banks fora tem- 
„porary loan. En July Congress authorized a loan 
of $250,000,000, with which Mr. Chase could do 
nothing until the associated banks again assem- 
bled and made the loan for him. 

.. Most true isitthat the fear of the paper money 
injured the public credit. It is also true that the 
Secretary negotiated no loans except those for 
which the banks give him gold at par, until by 
the use of paper money he had depreciated the 
value of the bonds to sixty per cent, on the dollar, 
when they were apparently sold at par on their 
face, but really at an increasing discount, This 
juggle was performed by paper money. The 
same paper which cheats the workman outof his 
wages fills the pockets of the capitalists, Tt makes 
the poor poorer and the rich richer. Ttenlists the 
speculator, the jobber, and the plunderer in favor 
of the war, and they gorge themselves with wealth 
at the expense of the industrious many. With 
the suspension of the banks forced upon them, 
evidently by the design of the Secretary, the 
money begun to depreciate; and it was only when 
that depreciation became very great that the cap- 
italists bought it up to convert it into six per 
cent. gold interest stock. December 1, 1861, the 
Secretary sold to the banks $50,000,000 of twenty- 
year six per cent. stock at eighty-nine per cent., 
-or for $44,661,231 in gold, or at seven per cent. 
interest per annum. In February, 1862, Con- 
gress authorized $500,000,000 of six per cent, gold 
Interest stock, into which paper money was to 
have been converted, and the Secretary made 
every possible effort to negetiate it, but with so 
little success that in February, 1863, after the 
lapse of twelve months only $25,000,000 had 
been sold. There had, however, been issued 
$250,000,000 of paper money which had depre- 
ciated to such an extent that the public were 
‘alarmed. They had received large quantities of 
this paper for goods, and did not know how to 
employ it, The Secretary had employed a large 
number of agents to sell his stock, and these agents 
represented that the stock would be paid, prin- 
cipal and interest, in coin. They were then en- 
abled to sell $133,000,000 in the three months end- 
ing July 1, 1863. 

Now, sir, what was the coin value obtained 
for that stock per $50,000,000? The average price 


of gald was 145in June, in which the largest con- 
versions were made. in April and May the rate 
had been higher, If wetake the June average, the 
gold value of the stock was 68.96 per cent.; con- 
sequently the gold value. of $50,000,000 stock was 
$34,480,000.. The price of gold fell during the 
summer months, and there were comparatively 
few sales of stock, The Government paper. did 
not, however, appreciate in respect to the values 
of other commodities for reasons that will shortly 
appear. In September the autumn trade was very 
brisk, and large amounts of goods were sold for 
paper. The bank deposits.again increased largely 
and flowed over into the five-twenty stock of the 
Government. In the months of October and 
November, the Secretary. sold: $100,000,000, for 
which he received $66,000,000 gold value. . The 
remainder of the loan was sold in December.at 
sixty-four cents gold value. If we recapitulate 
these sales of stock by the Secretary we find them 
to have been as follows in sums of $50,000,000: 
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Thus, so far from a decreasing rate of interest, 
as claimed by the Secretary, he was enabled to 
sell the stock in no other way than by increasing 
the rate of interest. The lowest rate of interest 
he obtained was from the banks, just before he 
forced them to suspend. Since then the rate has 
gone on constantly to increase. Now, sir, the 
highest rate paid by Great Britain for money was 
in 1804, at five and ahalf per cent.; $130,000,000 
in round numbers, of athree per cent. stock, was 
sold for $70,000,000 in money, gold being then 
eight per cent. premium. It may be hereremarked 
in passing, that this sale of the five-twenty stock 
is a total perversion of the objects for which it 
was created, and which object is sufficiently ex- 
plained in section two of the law of February 
25, 1862, authorizing them: 

“ That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to fund 
the Treasury notes and floating debt of the United States 
he is authorized,” &c., &e. 

The meaning of this was to “ fand”? the notes; 
that is, to call them in from circulation and de- 
stroy them, giving the holders the six per cent. 
stock in payment, thus clearing the market of a 
superabundant and pernicious circulation. He 
has sold all the stock and not a dollar of the notes 


is “ funded.” The whole amount still floats at | 


an increasing depreciation. f 

The agents of the Secretary now boast that the 
market will soon bein such a condition that they 
can sell the §900,000,000 of ten-forty year stock 
authorized by the act of March 3, 1663, at five 
per cent. interest, Gold is now, say 175, or in 


other words: Government. paper. 
per cent. per, dollar, which is.the. price-at y 
the Government officers in California aree: 
pelled to sell: the legal-tender money they. receive 
for their salaries. - If the Secretary:was able to 
sell his stock at five per. cent. to-day he would 
realize, gold value, for $50,000,000 $30,000,000, 
on which the gold interest would. be $2,500,000, 
or-over eight per.cent. per annum in gold. . The 
present inflation will. go on. with this object until 
the five-twenty six per cent. p recently sold at par, 
shall have. touched 120, because thatis the equiy- 
alent of a five per cent. stock at par; that is, when 
the six per cent, stock: sells.at 190 it gives the 
same interest as a five percent. stock at 100,. To 
effect that gold must..advance to. 180, at which 
price the gold value of the six per cent. five-twens 
ties at-120 currency will be 66 cents per dollar, 
and the gold value of five per cent. ten-forties.at 
par currency will be 55 cents per dollar, at which 
rate the Secretary will be borrowing at nine pér 
cent. per annum in gold... I have in these calcu- 
lations assumed that the five-twenties were nego- 
tiable at par for United States notes, which, how- 
ever, isnot the case. The Secretary’sagents and 
their friends have received a commission deducted 
from the proceeds of the loans of three gighths.of 
one per cent. for a rate which, on the negotiation 
of $470,000,000. amounts to $1,762,500, which 
is the sum of the discount for which the bonds 
were sold for paper, and very large sums of the 
five-twenties are reported. held by the speculative 
agents to realize the profit expected, from. the. in- 
flation which is to prepare the market for a five 
per cent. stock at paper par. On $50,000,000 of 
stock. so held $10,000,000 of profit may be real- 
ized, in order to juggle the public into the belief 
that they are borrowing cheaper, when, in fact, 
they are paying more. The same agents. look 
to a similar commission on the ten-forties on the 
sum authorized. This will amount to $3,375,000. 


THE METALS AS-A STANDARD OF VALUE. 


One of the most simple as well as the most 
ancient machines for facilitating commerce and in- 
dustry, is money of itself, yet it has been more 
mystified and made the instrument of more frauds 
upon the people than-perhaps any other human 
contrivance. ‘The use.of money, and. of gold and 
of silver as the material for money, appears from 
all history, sacred and profane, to have been fa- 
miliar to the most ancient nations of the world, 
and yet down to very recent times a system of 
barter trade has been maintained in many coun- 
tries of Europe. It is obvious that as soon as 
mankind by the operations of industry bad pto- 
duced a variety of commodities that their desire 
to exchange them with cach other manifested itself 
almost simultaneously. . To exchange one com- 
modity for another, or several for one, was a la- 
borious and inconvenient system, and mankind 
seems by common consent to have referred all 
articles to one standard of exchange, namely, the 
precious metals, Those metals were eminently 
fitted for the office of a standard, because they are 
compact in form, are less liable to deteriorate than 
some others, and are less liable to fluctuate in sup- 
ply, but the most important of all was the fact 
that they are most widely recognized among na- 
tions as a currency. . This fact imparts to them a 
large partof their value. Jt is estimated. by M. 
Chevalier, and other eminent writers. upon the 
subject, that the quantity of gold used asa cur- 
rency by modern nations is 23,308,742 pounds 
weight. Suppose all nations should abandon the 
use of that metal as a currency, what would be 
its value? What would become of the industry 
of California and Australia? But all nations dẹ- 
mand gold for a currency; it is a labor-saving 
machine with which they cannot dispense; con- 
sequently, ail the industry of all nations is at the 
service of the possessor of gold. 

When the metals became recognized as a me- 
dium all transactions were for certain quantities 
of puregoldand silver. It became necessary then 
for every man to weigh the gold he received and 
to be able to test its fineness. The early years 
of California mining was an illustration of this, 
Every man had his bag of gold dust and his 
scales. The next improvement was coining. This 
is nothing. more than to prepare the metals in 
pieces suitable to handle and stamp on them the 
weight and fineness, so that each man recognizes 
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the quantity and value as right. It was requisite 
ihat the highest faith should be reposed in the 
marks affixed to the stamped pieces, and the sole 
power to make them was conferred upon the Gov- 
ernment. At this point stepsin mystification and 
fraud. No Government has ever been honest in 
this respect. All of them have from ‘time to time 
diminished the quantity and quality of the metals, 
thus defrauding the recipients, leading to uncer- 
tainty in traffic and rise in prices, because if there 
was less metal than was originally stipulated less 
goods would be forthcoming. In the Roman re- 
public the as was the chief ‘coin; it was simply 
one pound weight of pure copper, but was grad- 
ually reduced to one third of that weight. When 
the Roman arms subjugated surrounding nations, 
particularly southern States, gold and silver be- 
came abundant, and the imperial city concentrated 
the metallic wealth of the world. The relative 
value of gold to silver was then one to fifteen, or 
one ounce of pure gold was worth fifteen ounces 
of pure silver. With the fall of the Roman em- 
pire Great Britain and the nations of western Eu- 
rope developed their industry and drew to them 
the metals before concentrated at Rome. Thein- 
crease of traffic and industry demanded contin- 
ually larger supplies of the metals, and the miners 
did not adequately answer this demand; ‘hence 
money grew scarce. The crusades had carried 
off a large portion of whathad circulated, and the 
paymentof taxes became very difficult. In Great 
Britain this fact facilitated the emancipation of 
born slaves on the great manors. Each prince 
in succession sold some of his born slaves; down 
to Queen Elizabeth, who finally sold freedom to 
all the slaves born on her manor. 

| During this period of straitened finances tam- 
pering with the currency was a favorite resource. 
At the date of the Conquest a pound in money 
meant a pound weight of pure silver which was 
coined into twenty pieccs called shillings, Dar- 
ing the seven hundred and fifty succeeding years 
the weight of the shilling was reduced until sixty- 
six were made out of a pound of metal. If tis 
reduction had taken place ina lifetime the man 
who was to receive two hundred shillings instead 
of getting ten pounds’ weight of silver would have 
been canivelled to take three pounds. Gold 
fared no better. Under Edward IH, one ounce 
of gold was coined into twenty-one shillings. 
There were twenty-four successive reductions of 
the amount of metal in the coin until the ounce 
was coined into seventy-eight shillings. In Scot- 
land the reduction was to one fortieth of the ori- 
ginal weight; in France to one seventy-second of 
its original weight. These Government frauds 
were all committed for the profit of the Crown 
exchequer. The weight of coin that came into 
the treasury for perbaps £1,000 was recoined se- 
eretly and paid out for perhaps £1,200. ‘The 
fraud would be first discovered in the forcign 
trade, These were the practices of nations not 
yet acquainted with the use of paper as money. 
The momenta Crown minister could make money 
by a printing press at will, there was no neces- 
sity for reducing the intrinsic value of coins or 
raising their nominal value. This system of 
making a less quantity of the precious metals 
serve for the same purposes that before required 
larger ones operated only against the creditor in- 
terest in the country which practiced it, so that 
debased money would not be taken by foreign 
merchants at the same value. Many nations 
went farther and substituted copper and adulter- 
ated coins having some intrinsic value but far 
below the nominal value, 

PAPER MONEY. 

The next step was the introduction of paper 
money without any intrinsic value whatever. 
This has been the source of the most frightful 
evils in most countries of Europe, It has given 
rise to more discussion than most other elements 
of human industry; and this because the public 
do not recognize the difference between a useful 
and valuable promise that represents an actual 
commodityand a promise which represents noth- 
ing but expense. The former is a very useful, 
nay, indispensable aid to commerce and industry; 
the latter is the most pernicious fraud that can be 
practiced upon a people. So deep, wide-spread, 
and disastrous are its cffucts that the utterance of 
it by Government should be beld to be the high- 
est crime that can be committed against a nation, 


It is now seven hundred years since the Bank of 
Venice, originating like most banks in a forced 
Government loan, commenced dealing in bills of 
exchange. A bill of exchange is simply an or- 
der to pay to the holder of it a sum of money in 
the possession of the person to whom it is ad- 
dressed. Before the invention of these bills a 
merchant who sold his goods in one city was 
obliged to transport thence the proceeds in coin 
to some other city where he wished to make pur- 
chases. The merchant of Venice who sold his 
wares in Genoa, and wished to buy other com- 
modities in Leghorn, was compelled to transport 
thither the gold, the proceeds of his sale in Genoa, 
while at the same time some other merchant was 
making the reverse operation. Naturally, it oc- 


‘curred to the first to sell to the second an order 


on Genoa for the money; and he bought at the 
same time an order for money in Leghorn. All 
hazardous transportation of money was thus 
saved. This was a great invention, and gave a 
great impetus to the commerce of the world. The 
bills were usually drawn at a certain number of 
days’ sight. The power of Venice and its bank 
reached vast proportions in 1493. The bank 
never suspended until 1797, when it perished with 
the republic under the blows of Napoleon, That 
long career of six hundred and twenty-five years 
was due to the fact that the bank never dealt in 
or issued false paper. All the bills that passed 
through it represented actual commodities, and 
were canceled with the proceeds of those com- 
modities. The bill of exchange having once an 
established usage, it received many new applica- 
tions. It was adapted to internal trade, and be- 
came the medium by which much produce was 
purchased and sent to market, each bill being 
accompanied by the produce, the sale of which 
was to pay and discharge the bill, which was 
drawn at thirty or sixty days’ sight, to allow 
time for the saie of the goods. This was also a 
vast labor-saving machine, and became the sub- 
stitute for a large amount of money previously 
used in internal trade, 

The next step in this direction was to issue 
paper payable on demand, to circulate as money 
in the purchase of produce, This was another 
and eminently sensible invention when honestly 
administered. Its chief fault is thatit is too easily 
abused, and it then becomes in the last degree in- 
jurious. ‘The principle may be briefly illustrated 
thus: a drover about to start on a catte-buying 
expedition goes to a bank, draws his bill of ex- 
change payable in New York in sixty days for 
$1,000. He reccives the amount in bank notes, 
travels through the country paying out the notes 
in the purchase of cattle, These are then driven 
to the city, where they are sold for money with 
which the sixty-day bill is paid; that bill has 
then done its work and has gone out of existence, 
Meantime the bank notes received by the farm- 
ers and graziers have by them been paid into 
stores for supplies ofall kinds, which supplies had 
previously been purchased by the storekeepers in 
New York for their notes. The storekcepers 
having thus gathered the bank notes, take them 
back to the bank that issued them and received 
for them the drover’s bill of exchange. The 


bank has thus paid out its notes for the bill, and | 


has got them back for the bill. The notes hav- 
ing performed their office as money, have retired 
into the bosom of the bank that issued them to 
await a new operation. The storekeeper sends 
the bill to New York to his creditor, who gets 
paid at the hands of the drover.. Thus merchan- 
dise has been sent to the country for consump- 
tion, and cattle have been bought up and sent. to 
the city in payment by means of these descrip- 
tions of paper, namely, the storckeepers’ notes, 
the drover’s bill, and the bank notes; each and 


all of which were called into existence by the | 


commodities they represented, and all of them 
went out of existence with the consumption of 
those commodities. j 

These are the natural and eminently useful 
functions of paper bills and money. When skill- 
fully administered, the quantity in circulation rises 
and falls in exact proportion to the productive in- 
dustry of the section or country where they are 


| used,and always with perfect safety. There can 


be no possible limit fixed to the amount of money 
or paper required. The operations of trade alone 
can indicate it. The statesman or politician or 


writer that undertakes to “regulate currency” or 
determine the amount required, or to lay down 
rules for its guidance, is unmistakably a knave 
or fool. If the issuer of paper is skillful and hon- 
est, no security whatever is required. If he is 
neither one nor the other, no amount of security 
will make his operations safe. The circulation 
of New England is probably the best in the world. 
It is not secured upon any pledge of stocks, but 
rests on the production of the section. Every 
dollar paid out must represent industrial wealth, 
because it flies in the currents of trade directly to 
Boston where it must be redeemed atsight, and the 
commodities for which it was issued must be there 
to meet it. The five hundred banks in that sec- 
tion issue $45,000,000 of notes, and these as soon 
as uttered begin to move to the common center 
where their value is tested by prompt redemption 
in specie. The uniformity with the constitutional 
currency is absolute. Every great city is the 
center of a similar financial system, and their cen- 
ters are connected by bills of exchange ona specie 
level, and the volume of all the circulation is reg- 
ulated with perfect accuracy by the forcign ex- 
changes. 

When the volume of the national currency is 
too fuil prices rise. This fact attracts goods from 
abroad and checks the exports of produce, It 
then happens that the increased imports cause a 
demand for specie. This is felt at each business 
center. Exports being less, all well-regulated 
banks issue less notes, because the movement of 
produce is diminished. Settlements in specie take 
place, and the metals are exported until the cur- 
rency has reached its proper level. This is ef- 
fected by trade alone. 

The amountof paper currency in Great Britain 
is estimated at £40,000,000 or $200,000,000, of 
which $100,000,000 are legal-tender or Bank of 
England notes, and the whole are based on 
£20,000,000 of gold and silver, of which, on an 
average, £14,500,000 are held by the Bank of 
England, £2,500,000 by the Scotch, and a like 
amount by the Irish banks, making a total of cir- 
culation, gold and paper included, of only about 
$300,000,000. ‘The issues of the Bank of England 
are limited to €14,000,000. That institution can- 
not exceed this sum. The bank must pay notes 
for specie or specie for notes whenever either is 
demanded. It has no control over the amount of 
circulation whatever. The whole is left to the 
action of trade. All the bank can do is to charge 
more or less interest according to the demand for 
money. 

From what has been said it is self-evident that 
legitimate paper money is in no shape capital. 
Itis the mere sign that capital is moving to market. 
The volume of this sign will be in exact propor- 
tion lo the quantity of capital moving. Now, it 
is equally apparent that if a bank undertakes to 
issue notes for any other purpose than to move 
commodities itcommits a fraud. If, for instance, 
it had lent the drover $1,000 to speculate in lands 
or improve his farm, and he paid out the notes, 
they would soon return upon the bank for pay- 
ment and it would have nothing to give. Itcould 
get nothing from the drover until his speculation 
was successfully motured. Meantime the bank 
must pay specie, If it has not the means it fails. 
{ts loan to the drover was fictitious. It lent him 
a credit which it must meet from capital, because 
the drover’s obligation does not represent capital 
moving to market. 

When a Government undertakes to issue paper 
it represents an expense only. There is nothing 
behind it which it represents and which will can- 
cel it. A hundred millions in paper notes are 
paid out to troops and creditors. They fill the 
channels of business but represent nothing which 
is to redeem them. They have, so to speak, no 
home. There is nothingto take them back to the 
Treasury, and more are continually issued to 
meet new expenses. The notes will notleave the 
country, because they have not that faculty which 
attaches to the precious metals of being univer- 
sally acknowledged as currency. ‘They necessa- 
rily depreciate in value from superabundance. 
The over supply of the currency causes prices to 
rise, and the metallic part flows off, without, how- 
ever, effecting a remedy, because the Treasury 
continues to pour forth its flood of paper. 

The law of finance is, however, irresistible; if 
it eannot diminish the volume of the currency by 
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exportation it does it another way, namely, by 
‘depreciation. “This exhibits itself iu a rise in 
prices exactly proportioned to the quantity of 
paper afloat, so that no amount uttered will in- 
crease the money a dollar. In illustration of this 
fact I will quote two examples. On the 96th Feb- 
ruary, 1797, the Crown council resolved that the 
public service required the bank ‘to forbear is- 
suing any cash in payments.” An immense ex- 
citement resulted, In the midst of the turmoil a 
meeting of the London merchants was held, and 
it was resolved “ that we will not. refuse to re- 
ceive bank notes in payment of any sum of moncy 
to be paid to us.’ Four thousand names were 
appended, and the Gentleman’s Magazine states 
it never witnessed a more loyal meeting. It was 
in this temper that the public received the bank 
suspension. The bank continued to issue its 
notes, and the circulation rose from £10,000,000 
to £22,500,000 in 1810, when gold was nine and 
‘one eighth premium. In 1813 gold was thirty- 
six and ahalf premium. The circulation of these 
two periods was as follows: 


1810. 1813. 
Bank of England........... £22,541,000 £24 ,023,000 ; 
Country notes 21,374,000 22,342,000 
Silver taken.. 4,8 4,500,000 
Total cscevescccees £50,865, 


Specie value... 


Thus, with the larger circulation outstanding, 
„there was less money afloat. Now, sir, what is 


the fact in relation to our own currency? The | 


-amount of specie estimated in the northern States 
in 1861 was $200,000,000. The bank circulation 
“was $150,000,000. ‘The specie has now been re- 
placed with $500,000,000 of United States paper, 
and gold is 160. The results are as follows: 


1861. 1864. 
Bpecie sssaaa we eee e e 6 &200,060,000 = 
Bank notes seaesseresee 155,000,000 $160,000,000 
United States notes. ..... - 469,031,294 
Total circulation ..........9955,006,000 $9929,031,204 


Specie valuc...sceceecees §393,143,900 


The amount of money has undergone but little 
increase as measured in gold; but as measured 
in the price of other commodities it has not in- 
creased atall. It isa principle of currency, when 
depreciated, that gold demonetized will rise in price 


‘Tess than other commodities, for the reason that | 


its greatest value consists iti the use of it for cir- 
culation. When Congress, by the law of Feb- 
ruary, 1862, made paper a legal tender, the demand 
for specie as a currency ceased. The cessation 
in demand caused a fall in its value, and it began 
to disappear. Silver has entirely disappeared and 
gone out of the country. Gold has been in de- 
mand for customs, duties, and to some extent for 
hoarding and spe&ulation, and this has retained a 
portion of itin the country. This has not, how- 
ever, sufficed to keep gold up to the lovel of other 
commodities, the demand for which is greater than 
ever, proportioned to the production of them, be- 
cause the Government has taken into its employ 
more than one million men who are consumers of 
goods, munitions, and produce, and of which they 
create nothing, Great numbers of othersare en- 
ployed in manufacturing articles for the war con- 
sumption that could not be used in time of peace. 
Tn the paymentof all these the Government pays 
out an increasing supply of paper which passes 
into the hands of the people, and for which every 
individual in the country demands daily and 
hourly some portion of domestic and imported 
articles to consume; but very few ask or care for 
gold. Hence itis that gold has risen in valuc less 
thanany other article. In other words, the paper 
of the Government has depreciated less in com- 
parison with gold than with most other commodi- 
ties. This is not left to surmise or conjecture, 
butis susceptible of mathematical demonstration, 


EFFECT OF PAPER MONEY. 


The Secretary in his report has given tables of 
y i S | 


rices in New York for thirty-nine years, em- 
Era ing most of the important articles of com- 
mercé, and he hopes that they will be of service 
in promoting information upoa the influences 
which act upon prices. [have availed myself of 
these tablesin my endeavor to carry out the hope 
of the honorable Secretary. A table of sixty 
leading articles has been constructed, showing the 


with the emissions of the Government paper, and 
; the aggregate average advance has been 116 per 
| cent., when gold has advanced but 52 per cent, 
| A portion of the advance has been due, doubt- 
| less, to the laxes, to the scarcity of materials, and 
| to the rise in labor; but that is also due to the pa- 


|| paper, and gives the key to the loan transactions 
|, of the Secretary. The following shows the value 
of the loans made at four periods, in goods and in 
| Specie: 
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| We have here the fact that in proportion asthe 
|| value of the circulating paper fell in regard to 
commodities, did the desire increase to place it 


| aggregate value of the whole at regular intervals, |} 
| compared with the price at the corresponding pe- 
| riod, and the amount of United States notes at 
{I the same time, according to the official reports: 
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ij These facts concentrated from the Secretary’s 
i tables show that gold has advanced to a ver 
H aera al E : : 
trifling extent in comparison with the advance 
i which has taken place in the great articles of 
ii commerce, Every one of the sixty articles em- 
| braced in the table has advanced, step by step, 


| per currency which has compelled strikes among | 


in the six-per cent. stock. The frightful depre- 
ciation is manifest in taking a single article, and 
we may select iron as one of which thesupply ha 
been less influenced by the war than most others. 
The price of iron in the tables of the Secretary is 
$21, December, 1861. Atthat date he obtained for 
$50,000,000 of six per cént, stock from the banks 
$44,661,231 in coin, which was then equal to 
2,126,776 tons of pig iron. In December, 1863, tlie | 


|| Secretary obtained $50,000,000 in paper for the 
Same. amount of stock, and this was worth only 


1,190,477 tons of iron, -Thus for the same quan- 
tity of stock ‘for which the people are to` pay gold, 
principal and interest, the Secretary obtains about 
one half the iron. He is paying per annum in gold 
$3,000,000 for the use of 1,190,470 tons of iron, or 
$2 50 per ton, whereas he pays'$1 41 per ton per ` 
annum for the use of that bought in 1861; yet he 
coolly informs us that he is borrowing at a lower 
rate of interest. This process is progressive with 
every issue of paper; prices rise, and with that rige 


| More paper is required to efféct the same object. 


Now, sir, it is not a matter of surprise that the 
Secretary is able to sell,a gold stock on such 
terms. Every business man is aware ‘that the 
present prices are fictitious, that they depend only 
upon the quantity of paper afloat, and that they 
will sink lower than before when that paper per- 
ishes. ‘The man who held astock of goods more 
or less dead at specie prices, suddenly finds them 
converted into paper money at three or four 
prices. He puts that money into six. per cent. 
stock, because he hopes it will be paid in gold, 
and he will have purchased it at sixty cents on a 
dollar. : ' . go 

SIMILAR SYSTEMS ABROAD. 

The history of our present paper issues is but 
a repetition of the French revolutionary system. 
The origin and course of the issues are very 
nearly the same. France had, in the operations 
of John Law, an experience quite as terrible as 
our own revolutionary paper issues. That fa- 
mous financier was the ablest of the times. M. 
Thiers, in the French Chambers, in 1840, on the 
occasion of the recharter of the Bank of France, 
remarked in relation to Law’s work on finances: 

“Tt contains all that we have been able. to say since, 
and I affirm that Law at the beginning of the cightcenth 
century understood quite as much of the question as any 
of those who have since discussed the subject of banking.” 

This is no doubt true, because I have remarked 
the matter is of itself simple, but is only mysti- 
fied by attempts at fraud. On the 5th May, 1716, 


i under the name of Law & Co., was chartered a 


bank of twelve thousand shares of about $100 
each. This bank was conducted on the soundest 
principles and had a great success. The general 
currency were treasury notes of Louis XLV, for 
which Law’s notes were fifteen per cent. premium. 
He issued notes, but on business paper. In an 
evil hour the bank fell under the control of the 
regent, who, like our Secretary in 1861, was of 
opinion that if a “little paper was good more was 
better,” and $200,000,000 of notes were issued. 
It is needless to say that the scenes that are now 
developing themselves here immediately mani- 
fested themselvesthere. The wildest speculation 
succeeded, and the whole power of the Govern- 
ment soon exerted itself to maintain the credit of 
the paper. Law, it appears, like our own Sec- 
retary, while constantly giving hints of the dan- 
ger of paper money, continually pushed the. is- 
sues. in 1720 discredit set-in. It was then that 
the ingenuity of the Government was taxed to 
put down “ gold speculators,” who, it asserted, 
caused the depreciation of the paper, and finally, 
February, 1720, an edict was issued forbiddirg 
the use of specie altogether. Any person found 
with more than $100 coin in his possession was 
to pay a fine and submit to confiscation. It was 
forbidden to buy specie, and informers were given 
one half. Sir, our own gold bill before Congress 
gives informers one third, but Chase is less lib- 
cral than Mr. Law and the regent. The edict 
gave rise to the mostatrocious proceedings. Lord 
Stair observed that it was. impossible to doubt 
Law’s Romanism, ‘since he had established an 

inquisition after his manifest belief in transub- 

stantiation by turning so much. gold into. paper.’ 

Coin wes an illegal tender. The-annals of the 

times are full of the distress which grew out of 
Law’s paper. The public patience was soon ex- 

hausted, and Law was chased out of France, just 

escaping with his life. 
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ey 


April 19. 


` Tie seeds of ruin then sown developed them- 
selves sixty years after, under the féeble King 
Louis XVI; who could not enforce economy, 
and the annual deficit was alarming. In 1783, the 
minister Turgot did what Mr, Chase did in 1861, 
he supplicated the bank of discount for a loan. 
That institution had a capital of 15,000,000 francs, 
and a circulation of 35,000,000 francs. It. was in 
a flourishing condition, paying regularly eight 
per cent. dividends and enjoying high credit. In 
an evil hour it loaned the Government 6,000,000 
francs for its notes, This enlargement of its 
circulation involved its prompt suspension. The 
minister, to protect himself, caused the notes to 
be made a legal tender. The directors saw their 
danger, however, and promptly enacted a rule 
that no loan should be made except upon that 
commercial paper, and that there should always 
be a reserve equal to one third of the outstanding 
circulation. This restored public confidence, and 
the stock of the bank sold at very high rates. 
The speculation in it attracted the attention of 
the afterwards famous Mirabeau, who denounced 
it in a pamphlet, which was promptly suppressed 
by the Government. 

Turgot was succeeded by Colonne, a minister 
‘altogether of a more modern school. His prin- 
ciple was not to make himself unpopular with the 
court by diminishing expenses, nor with the peo- 
ple by extracting from them taxes for the service 
of the state. His plan was chastely conserva- 
tive; it was “to make things pleasant’? by bor- 
rowing, and his prodigality, which was a marvel 
for his times, was mere parsimony as compared 
with the lavish outlay of our own magnificent min- 
ister.. He made his loans frequent and large. 
He did what has become so familiar to us. fie 
addressed himself to the bank. Reckless as was 
his expenditure, he nevertheless appears to have 
had a clear understanding of financial principles, 
and in this differed widely from the head of our 
Treasury. He clearly understood that paper 
money was not capital, and he also knew that it 
was capital that he wanted. 


There were two modes of operating upon the | 


bank, widely different in their results, Fle could 
require it to loan its capital to the Government, 
or to lend its notes. That is real capital or ficti- 
tious capital, either wealth itself or only the prom- 
ise of it. The minister adopted the first expedi- 
ent. He borrowed $70,000,000 of the capital of 
the banks in the same way that Mr. Chase bor- 
rowed, as he informs us, $170,000,000 in specie. 
The loan was regular and caused no trouble. The 
minister, however, issued paperin the same man- 
ner that Mr. Chase issued demand notes, against 
the strongest protests of the banks. The results 
were precisely the same. ‘The notes of Colonne, 
issued in June, 1787, disturbed the circulation and 
“forced suspension in three months. Those of Mr. 
Chase, issued August, 1861, forced suspension at 
the close of December. 

Necker was now minister. He took the other 
means of loan. Instead of borrowing capital of 
the banks, he borrowed ‘their notes, which was 
done to the extent of 90,000,000 francs. Ten 
years afterwards Mr. Pitt did the same in Eng- 
land, and seventy-two years afterwards Mr.Chase 
repeated it iùn New York. l will here give ex- 
tracts from these financiers to the banks. 

M. Necker, in 1789, writes to the bank: 


“ f hope you are not judiifvrent to my cibarrassments. 
Sce the financial crisis, that of the grain market, that of 
the states general, and deliver me from inquietude as far 
as it depends on you.” . 


Mr. Pitt, in 1797, writes to the Bank of Eng- ; 


land: 


te ft gives me much concern to be obliged to apply for 
an accommodation to so large an extent, but I cannot too 
ptrongiy represent how necessary it is for the public ser- 
VICE. 

He felt it an indispensable duty to represent to 
them in the most earnest manner that it would 
be impossible to avoid the most serious and dis- 
tressing embarrassments to the public service un- 
less the demand was complied with. 

The French bank could go no further, how- 
ever, and then (November 15, 1789) M. Necker 
proposed to supplant the then existing banks with 


national banks to issue 210,000,000 francs, ef which | 


170,000,000 francs was to be loaned to the State. 
Has any one heard in our day of a proposition 
to supplant old banks with ‘national banks,” 
‘and to use their notes for the service of the Gov- 
ernment? The result of the proposition was to 


issue $80,000,000 of legal-tender paper money, 


‘redeemable in public lands; and in March, 1790, 


the new Government bank began to issue their 
assignats, and then the emission went on with- 
out limit. 

These notes or assignats were of three descrip- 
tions: first, without interest from $20 to $2,000 
each; second, with coupons attached; and third, 
fractional notes from one to ten cents each. ‘Fhe 
whole amount outstanding at the end of 1790 was 
$250,000,000 at a discount of ten per cent. At 
the close of 1792 the amount was $440,000,000, 
and the discount thirty-seven percent. In 1794, 
the sum had reached $1,200,000,000 and the dis- 
count seventy-eight per cent. Ruin soon over- 
took the whole, and in February, 1797, they were 
no longer a legal tender or of any value. Their 
fall involved the most frightful distress among 
the public which began to recover as soon as re- 
lieved from their baneful presence. 

The resemblance between the movements of 
Mr. Chase and those of the French revolutionists 
is very great. Hehas the same dread of taxa- 
tion, the same efforts to borrow capital of existing 
banks until they are exhausted, the same project 
to create national banks in order to disguise the 
Government paper issues in their names. Finally 
his issues of paper money are of the same classes, 
namely, legal tender with interest, legal tender 
without interest, and fractional legal tender, In 
one respect his issues differ from those of Dan- 
ton, Marat & Co. He does not make them re- 
ceivable for customs, which are collected in gold. 
This factattracts attention, and the observerasks 
himself where did he get that idea. Because our 
Secretary is peculiarly a borrower, even to his 
notions, which are notalwaysof the rank ofideas. 
Sir, he borrowed it of another revolutionist in 
another age and nation. In Leland’s History we 
find one of the principal means of overthrowing 
the power of the Stuart family in freland thus 
stated: 

“ Brass and copperof the basest kind, otd cannon, broken 
bells, household utensils were assiduously collected; and 
from every pound weight of such vile materials, valued at 
fourpence, pieces were coined and circulated to the umount 
of five pounds nominal value, By the first proclamation 
they were made current in al payments to and from the 
king, and the subjects of the realm, except in duties on the 
importation of foreign woods, money left in trust, or due by 
mortgage, dilis, or bonds. 

As brass and copper grew scarce it was made of still 
viler materials, of tin and pewter, and old debts of £1,000 
were discharged by pieces of vileanetal amounting to thirty 
shillings iu intrinsic value? 


James had the grace to respect trust funds, the 
property of the widow and the orphan, With 
us the whole of those sacred trusts are dissolving 
under the baleful inJuence of Mr. Chase’s paper. 

‘ho Secretary of the Treasury, on page 15 of 
his annual report, holds the following language: 

“In former reports the Secretary has stued his eonvic- 
tions, and the grounds of them, r ing the necessity 
aud the utility of putting a large part of the debt in the 
torm of United States notes, without interest, and adapted 
to cireukition as money. These convictions remain un- 
ehauged, aud seem now to be shared by the people. For 
the first time in our history basa real approach to auni- 
form currency been made; and ihe bereits of it, though 
stih tir from the 
The circulation bas been distributed throughout the coun- 
try, and is everywhere acceptable.” 


Fe is here asserted that the circulation is more 
uniform than ever before, and thatitis every- 
where acceptable. Hf this be so, ifthe Secretary 
believes what he here asserts, why does he seek 
to change so admirable a system by supplanting 
it with national bank notes nota lega! tender? 
He tells us with great unction that every holder 
of a note has a direct interest in sustaining the 
national institution. {s he speaking of the con- 
federacy or of the Union? 

ifthe northern people are bribed to hold to- 
gether by paper notes, so are the confederates to 
agreaterextent. But, sir, breject the idea, The 
deep-seated and unbought patriotism of the Ameri- 
can people is none the stronger because they hoida 
few depreciated paper dollars of fast p 
The idea could occur oaly to the head ofa Gov- 
ernment reeking with corruption. 


UNIFORM CURRENCY. 


Now, sir, if relation to uniform currency, let us 
look at itas itexists. When Mr. Chase reached 
power there was in circulation $275,000,000 of 
specie, and $200,000,000 of bank notes, every dol- 
lar convertible atsight into gold. There was but 
a fractional difference between the State issues, 


tinable condition, are felt by all. 


fleeting value. | 
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composed of the cost of transportation only. The 
currency in San Francisco was the same as in 
Maine, in Florida as in Iowa. Letus see what 
we have now: 


United States notes, legal tenders... esee... $450,785,004 
United States notes, legal tender, five per cent. 


payable in twenty years............03 wee. 50,000,000 
United States notes, legal tender, five per cent. 

without COUPONS. sess serensiessoseereen 50,000,000 
National bank notes, legal tender with the 

Government, not with the people........ 10,000,000 
United States notes, fractions, legal tender for 
y SUAH SUMS. cece ee cevecesseetceererree 20,000,000 
United States postal currency, legal tender, not 

taken for foreign pOstage......ccccveevee 7,060,000 


'Potal United States uniform currency... .9597,785,004 


Old bank notes not receivable by Government. $150,000,000 


Here are seven kinds of currency, all of differ- 
ent faculties and attributes, uniform in only one 
respect, thatof being worth to-day fifty cents per 
dolar of the constitutional currency, and that 
uniformity varies every hour in the day. ` Now, 
are we to take this declaration in favor of a  uni- 
form currency” as a joke; a sarcasm, or as sim- 
ply a draft upon the credulity of Congress and 
the patience of the people? 

Again, we are told that this uniform currency is 
distributed throughout the country, and is “ ac- 
ceptable to the people.” In this assertion the 
existence of the Pacific States is ignored unless 
the theory of State suicide is to be applied to 
them for their contumacy in steadily refusing to 
have anything to do with his paper currency. 
Sir, this is what happens in California: the 
Federal Government collected there in 1863, 
$4,688,399 of duties in gold, and sent it to New 
York to speculate with in the gold exchange 
under the new bill. It paid out in California 
$9,885,531 in greenbacks, none of which will pass 
there as currency. The Government officers and 
contractors go to the brokers and sell Mr. Chase’s 
very “acceptable uniform” currency at sixty-two 
cents per dollar. It is shipped to New York in 
the room of gold to pay debts, and for goods. In 
January, 1863, the * legal tenders’? sold in San 
Francisco market at sixty-eight cents per dollar. 
In March they sold at fifty cents per dollar. In 
July cighty cents per dollar. fm December sixty- 
eight cents per dollar, These immense fluctua- 
tions of a very uniform and acceptable currency 
ina city of the United States afford a remarkable 
commentary on tbe financial schemes of the Sec- 
retary. 

This currency in which the Government has 
taken such pride, it has determined to supplant 
with national bank notes. Under the banking 
law,some three hundred and cighty-cight banks, 
with over $50,000,000 capital have been organized 
for the purpose of putting out bank notes to bea 
legal tender between the Government anil the peo- 
ple, bat not among the people. The attempt to 
issue this money is on the plea that it is neces- 
sary to the “safety of business transactions,’? 
* cheapening exchanges,” &e., &e. 

These views seem to be entirely at variance 
with the facts. In the last thirty years the capi- 
tal of the country has grown very rapidly, and 
with its growth specie currency has assumed 
greater proportions, while a system of stock se- 
curity for circulation, and the rigid system of 
prompt redemptions has brought a gradually de- 
creasing amount of paper currency in proportion 
to the numbers of the people and the amount of 
business transacted. ‘The folowing figures, taken 
from the Seeretary’s report, will show the out- 
standing circulation of the banks of the United 
States at the end of cach of four decades as com- 
pared with the aggregate imports and exports 
and the number of the people. 


i 
Bank 
circulation. 


Imports and i r 
Year, Population. 
Yea exports. ; Population 


pene ne ee ne ee | 


1830 | §61.928,8098 12,866,020 
1840 | 106,968,572 17,089,45% 
1850 | 612,911 28,191, 
1860 | 207,102,477 


Thus the circulation per head bas increased 
but to a limited extent, while the amount of im- 
ports and exports per head has more than dou- 
bied. The same amount of bank currency has 
served to transact double the business, because of 
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mostly secured in stocks, because the New York 
security principle has been adopted in thirteen 
States. = 

To these issues has been added $469,031,2U4, 
the amount, outstanding February 2 of United 
States notes. The reason given by the Secretary 
for the issue of these notes was that notes so is- 
sucd are, in fact, a loan from the people without 
interest, and he thought it right that if any one 
had the benefit of such a loan it should be the 
Government in its extremity. He now claims 
that the national banks ought not only to have 
the benefit of that loan, but the Federal Govern- 
ment should pay them six per cent. per annum 
in gold, or at present rates $27,000,000 per an- 
num interest to make those issues upon the peo- 
ple to the extent of $300,000,000, or $100,000,000 
more than the entire bank circulation ina year of 
our greatest. prosperity. 

The $469,000,000 that the Secretary now issues 
without interest he proposes to fund in a six per 
cent. stock and to pay the banks to issue the notes 
instead. © The banksare also to be selected by the 
Secretary, at his pleasure, to be depositories of the 
public money. These provisions mainly make 
the national bank system one of the most corrupt 
that ever existed. A very little examination of its 
operation will show this. 

The banking law (I do not refer to the bill now 
before Congress) provides that five individuals 
may form a bank of $50,000 capital. One third 
of this amount must be deposited with the Comp- 
troller in United States six per cent. stocks, when 
he issues ninety per cent. of the market value of 
the stock in circulating notes, which notes are 
redeemable by the banks in greenbacks. Now, 
sir, under this law a banker with hisclerks may 
file papers for a capital of $50,000. They then 
deposit $15,000 in stocks with the Comptroller, 
receiving $13,500 in notes with which more stock 
may be bought and deposited, receiving $12,150 
in notes which are again expended for stock to 
be deposited for a further amount of notes, and 
the process goes on until the concern has on de- 
posit $100,000 of six per cent. stock, drawing 
$6,000 per annum in gold, or nine per cent. in 
paper, which has cost but $15,000 originally. 

There is now outstanding $90,000 of circulation 
which are redeemable in greenback atthe counter 
of the bank. This bank circulation is receivable 
for all dues to the Government except duties, con- 
sequently there is little demand for redemption; 
but if there is none, one can be created by the 
usual acts of money-brokers. The bank may be 
owned in Wall street and located at some inac- 
cessible place inthe country. When the country 

. cannot be reached, then the owner in Wall street 
charges one half per cent. to redeem the notes in 
greenbacks. If redemption is slow, he creates a 
‘panic by discrediting his own bills. They then 
come in rapidly upon him, and the oftener he 
redeems them the oftener he gets one half per 
cent, discount. The usual course of redemption 
isin six weeks, or cight times a year, or what 
would give four per cent. on $3,600 per annum, 
omaking $12,600 per annum on an investment of 
$15,000. 

What, now, is the security to the bill-holder? 
{tisa six per cent. United States stock, payable 
in national bank notes! That is to say, the 
holder of the notes if the bank fails gets United 
States six per cent. stock. When he wants his 
stock paid he gets national bank notes! And so 
oninacircle, This, however, is but a small part 
of the profits of the banker. The law of Febru- 
ary, 1862, authorizes the Treasurer to issue cer- 
tiñcates of deposit bearing five and a half per 
sent, in deposits of United States notes, and na- 
tional bank notes have the same privilege. The 
‘banking law gives the Secretary the power, to 
make these insututions depositories of the public 
money; accordingly the public money is placed 
‘with them. They then, in the character ofa de- 
positor, carry the money to the Treasury and get 
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the increase of specie and the growing disfavor of } 
The banks which were in existence in | 
1860 are still in existence, still issuing their paper : 
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five per cent. certificates of depositissuedeto them 
for the funds. The Secretary of. the. Preasary ; 
thus actually takes .money out of the Treasury, | 
lends it toa pet bank, which Jends.it. back to the. 


Treasury at five per cent. interesti: These funds 
may- be redeposited with the same bank ard the 
process repeated until the banker may draw in- 
terest on $500,000 or any other sum, when he 
holds actually no money at all belonging to the 
Government. Sir, this. is not a supposition or a 
surmise. Itis what actually takeg@place this day 
in New York between the Treasury: and the na- 
tional banks. 

ls it a matter of surprise that banks increase 
and multiply under such a management of the 
Treasury? Is ita matter of wonder that the pub- 
lic debt is rolling over us in a volume which is 
swelling to thousands of millions, and which is 
to ingulf not only our material wealth but the 
liberties of this fair land? 

This is the banking system, the corrupt pro- 
geny of political intrigue, which is to supplant the 
old and well-tried banking system. The future 
of suchasystem is not doubtful. It involves the 
solvency of the Government, and will justify the 
worst fears of those who protested against the 
departure from the only sound system of finances, 
namely, to adhere to the constituted currency and 
raise by taxation the larger proportion of the 
war expenses, and borrowing only when a spe- 
cific tax was created to cover both principal and 
interest. Suchasystem would have commanded 
the capital of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, I have thus frankly and truth- 
fully depicted the effect of this system erroneously 
adopted by the Secretary of the Treasury. It is 
fearful to contemplate. The vast hostile armies 
threatening the territorial integrity of the Union 
are not more portentous of evil. God grant. the 
country relief! May the American people soon 
realize the impending danger, and witk united and 
determined power throw off these unworthy ser- 
vants who are breaking down all their material 
interests, and crushing not only the superstruc- 
ture but the very foundation of constitutional 
liberty. : 

Mr. BROOKS. I listened for two hours with 
the greatest pleasure to the glowing pictures pre- 
sented to usand the country by thegentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. MorriLL] and my honorable col- 
league from New York, [Mr. Srepains,] and I be- 
gan almost to fancy that these pictures of war now 
passing before us with an army of nearly a million 
men were a blessing, not a curse. I felt, indeed, 
as if I had been transported from these horrid 
scenes.all about into the beautiful picture galle- 
ries of Versailles, representing on canvas all the 

lories and none of the horrors of war; or, as if 

were reveling in the marble galleries of the Vat- 
ican, where are the sculptured heroes withoutany 
of the horrors, or consequences, or sickening ge- 
tailsofwar. lhad almost come to the conclusion 
that waris a blessing and that debt isa divine 
institution, when] was awakened from the revery 
by the stout, stern tax bill before. me. “af 

The gentleman from Vermont told us in, the 
closing remarks of his speech that the public 
press has been unjust to Congress in their com- 
ments on its inefficiency or inattention to. duty. 
I concur-with him that that institution to which 
l belong, the press, sometimes called the third 
estate of the realm, has been-unjust to this Con- 
gress, and I, though on the opposite side of the 
House, rise here in my place and. say with pleas- 
ure that no one, outside or. inside, has ever at- 
tended the deliberations of a Congress which has 
been more industrious, or which in the brief period 
of time we have been in session has enacted so 
many bills of the greatest importance. My own 
impression is, from a summary of the appròpri- 
ation bills which have already passed this House, 
that our action on them, and on them alone, has 
been over $3,000,000 a day. No Congress could 
possibly have been more industrious than this in 
the appropriation of the public money, as F think 
all sides will admit upon mature reflection and 
upon study of the appropriation bills of all kinds. 


of Massachusetts] presented here.a series of very 
important naval bills which passed. almost with- 
out debate or discussion, : -Another honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, acting. as ehair- 
man-ofthe Committee on Commerce, [Mr. Eniot,] 
presented. us:two navigation. bills; one: regulating 
the course of trade upon the great high way. of the 
ocean, whieh we accepted almost .withoutredding, 
certainly withoutexamination, And another hofi- 
orable gentleman from. Massachusetts [Mrs Ati- 
LEY] the chairman of the Committee onthe Post 
Office and Post Roads, an; intelligent and-indua- 
trious gentleman, presented us, three or four it- 
portant bills the other day; and. such.was our 
confidence in his wisdom and. his: judgment that 
we accepted them all with little or no discussion, 
almostas a matter of course. And all these were 
bills which in ordinary times would probably 
have consumed day after day in discussion, 

I tell the press hen sane through them. I wish 
the country to be assured, that the Republicans 
in this House have been: industrious. from. the 
beginning—more so, in my judgment, than the 
Democrats have been hitherto in former Cor- 
gresses~-and that the Republican press hag been 
unjust to them in the general denunciation which 
they have made of their idleness and their inca- 
pacity and.of their, inattention to the public busi- 
ness. Public. business is not. now what it was 
ten years ago, when only sixty. or. seventy mił, 
lion of the publie money were appropriand: Niit 
the subjects are vast;and:he who legislates no: 


must know a little, of everything. .The ,preat 
science of war and of strategy must now be 
understood by hiin. We have nearly a million 
men to provide for and to handle.: We havea 
Navy suddenly grown up from some, sixty to 
some six hundred and sixty vessels afloat. We 
no longer have mere tariffs. to study, but the whole 
science of taxation, of which, happily, hitherto 
we have been so ignorant, with all its relation- 
ships to currency, and commerce, and. manufac 
tures, and agriculture. Indeed, weave called upon 
at once to add to our arts of peace, as ploneersior 
settlers of the wilderness or the prairie, all the arts 
of waras affecting our political economy or diplo- 
macy, complicated now in all the prize or other. 
international struggles we have with European 
States, that alternately hesitate whether to respect 
us as a great. people.or a people torn and rent by 
civil war, soun to be their prey. No. Congress 
at any time gince 1776 or 1787-88-89, has ever 
been called upon to act upon subjects so vast, as 
this Coygress has. -Hence all these, denuntia- 
tions of the Republican press, upon their, Repre- 
sentatives here have been utterly unjust, and A 
stand here—though not upon their side of the 
House—to. vindicate them from those aspersions. 
The remarks of the honorable gentleman:from 
Vermont [Mr. MorriLL] have now, and for the 
first time, given to us from the Administration 
some facts important to the country... hs tax 
bill, he tells us, will realize $250,000,000... His 
colleague on the committee from New. York. [Mr 
Sressixs] thinks the amount may run upto 
$300,000,000, and that $90,000,000 are to. be de- 
rived from the increased tariff, so that. $340,000,- 
000 are to be considered as the public revenue. 
Well, well! I am only a passenger in thisgreat 
ship of State. The honorable gentleman: from 
Pennsylvania near me now [Mr Kerrey] toid us 


at an early period of. the session, that upon them 
{the Republicans) fet upon. us devolved the rez 
sponsibility; and another. honorable gentleman 
from Maryland {Mr. Payis] jibeauuful Virguian 
Latin exclaimed: “Non, tal ausilio, nee -defene 
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soribus istis, tempus eget.” In homely phrase, We 
do not wantany such helpas yours. You fellows. 
on the Democratic side of the House must stand 
off. We will run the legislative machine as ex- | 
clusively ours! Even now, when the paper 
money, if not the woodey horse, is entering our 
Troy, when gold'is going hopelessly to the grave, 
if not already gone, and Hecuba admonishes her 
unhappy Priam of hisimpending fate, Í hear ring- 
jng in my ears theinappropriate malediction; 
Won tali auxilio.: Well, well! a tax upon us of 
$340,000,000 per annum, and ‘it-may be upon our 
children and our children’s childreh-—all that de- 
pending upon the aggregate amount of debt the 
iwar entailsupon'them. Uturn from the dark and 
ye ‘darkening future to repeat, upon you, then, 
epublicans, devolves: the responsibility of this 
tax bill.’ There will be no obstacles thrown in 
your way from: this side of the House, I think, 
though Thave no right thus to pledge. Indeed, 
we wilkfacilitate your work allthatisin our power, 
by. furnishing you with a quorum for the trans- 
action of public business, and by standing up as 
figure-heads to be counted. There is little else 
left to us in this House, save to be thus useful 
as'tokens to be counted. The ordinary privilege 
that every man has, white or black, is, when the 
census is tanken, to be counted at least once in the 
general enumeration; and we are here now to be 
counted when you want us to make a quorum of 
the House. The tax hill is yours, and all the 
honors-and responsibilities. | 
The honorable gentleman from Vermont {Mr. | 
Monarixz] also throws in a little more light. He 
says that the expenditures of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1864, are to exceed 
the estimates. Although there are still two and 
ahalf months of the fiscal year to elapse, the ex, 
‘penditures have already exceeded the estimates of 
vy. Chase. The gentleman from Vermont ac- 
counts for it by the $100,000,000 appropriated for 
bounties and the two hundred thousand soldiers 
added to our Army. A Secretary with foresight 
ought to have foreseen, in his annual estimates, 
that these bounties were necessary. Ele would 
have foreseen the number of men necessary, and 
would not have had to come, as he will now have 
to come at the opening of the next session of Con- 
press, with a fresh deficiency bill like that of the 
ast, say with some $106,000,000. 
The gentleman from Vermont also stated an- 


other facta confession, too, of no inconsidera- 


ble importance, although it is not admitted by 
my honorable colleague, (Mr. Srenpins;] which | 
is, that by swelling the volume of currency noth- 
ing is added to the values of property. Six hun- 
dred million dollars of paper currency, he well 
says, will not Luy more than $400,000,000. The 
fact is an important one; and I wish itto be borne 
in mind not ouly by that but by this side of the 
House. I wish the whole House to act on that 
admission of the chancellor of the budget in the 
‘Committee of Ways and Means—for my honor- 
able friend from Vermont seems to be chancellor 
ofthe budget, while the honorable gentleman from 
‘Massachusetts [Mr. Hooper] is chancellor of the 
exchequer; and the honorable gentleman from 
Pemsylvania (Mi. Srevens] is a sort of political 
lord chancellor, who overluoks his colleagues, 
and brings up the great rear guard when any 
seem to be failing. f 
My honorable colleague [Mr. Sresans] has 
been indulging in most glowing eulogies, quoting 
Macaulay and other writers upon tle British sys- 
tem of debt and taxation, The wholescope of his | 
address has been to prove, or to try to prove, that 
the British system in itself, if not a lovely and 
perfect system of society, is nevertheless am en- 
durable system, and such as should be copied by | 
us. Why, it was because of British taxation that 
our great Revolution of 1776 broke out. {t was 


only a tax upon tea that stinrulated the American i 
{ 


revolt, and that brought about the independence 
of the United States. Ithas been British debt and 
British taxation that havedriven out, and aredriv- | 


the British people from the fast-anchored island 
to the snows of Canada and the distant shores of 
Australia, so that it has been well said that the | 
morning dram of the British soldier encircles the | 
globe as it beats with the rising sun, ‘The Briton 
is every where because his home is too heavily 
taxed. The whole earth is filled with English- 
ten, because they cannot Hve under British debt 
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ing out vow, thousands and tens of thousands of j 
| 
| 


| tary ofthe Treasury—I will notsay of Congress— | 


and British taxation.. Ireland! Why does Ire- 

land lose her population, and show a decrease in 

the census? Hapless Ireland! Why isthe Irish- 

man here, there, and everywhere, fleeing from 

British thralidom.and British taxation? Why is 
Scotland more or less depopulated from the north- 
ernmiost shore to the Lowlands?) Why but be- 

cause of British taxation? Why isEngland now 

not raising enough to feed her own people? Why 

is she dependent on other nations for the very 

bread that she eats? Why are her people now 

driven from the green fields and bright sun into 
cellars thirty feet under ground, into garrets six 

and seven stories high, into mines where daylight’ 
never enters, into workshops where workmen la- 
bor ten, twelve, and fourteen hours a day, earn- 
ing hardly sustenance enough for human life? 
Why but for@his system of British taxation and 

British debt, which my honorable colleague holds 
up to us as a beau ideal, as a Utopia to be copied? 
Sir, it may be our misfortune to be doomed to 
British taxation, but solace us with the cheering 
intelligence that itis necessary for the support of 
our institutions, and not lacerate us with the idea 
that because England and Ireland and Scotland 
have endured the burden of an immense debt and 

taxation we too should endure the same heavy 
burden on our shoulders. 

Away, then, with all such language and such 
reasoning as that,and never hold upto the Amer- 
ican people the beauties of taxation as displayed 
in the political or social system of England, Scot- 
lund, or Ireland. Debt is doom, is living death 
to any people. Taxation is the consuming par- 
asite of debt. Debt is but another name for sla- 
very. The tax-paycr is the slave, to a certain 
extent, of the debt-owner. He who owns my 
labor, or the proceeds of my labor, owns me. He 
k who has a mortgage upon my house or my farm 
to pay the interest upon the debt I owe him owns 
to that extent my house or my farm. Hence 
with great national debts come great political and 
social changesamong peoples. Republican insti- 
tutions are impossible iv England, because of her 
enormoas debt and consequent enormous taxa- 
tion, ‘Lhe oligarchy of capital ever inexorably 
links itself with the aristocracy of birth. Hence 
the oligarchy of capital in England is ever in alli- 
ance with the aristocracy of the State. No pro- 
slavery institution in the South was ever severer 
upon a southern slave than is the oligarchy of 
capital in England, created by British debt and 
British taxation, upon Jabor and industry. An 
aristocracy, a Houseof Lords, a king and queen 
are indispensably necessary to. support such a 
system of debt, and to impose such a system of 
taxation upon the British people. 

Thus much, sir, in reply to some portion of the 
remarks ofmy honorable colleague and of the hon- 
oraple gentleman from Vermont. | now proceed 
to take a more Statistical view, a more figurative 
view of the question of taxation as suggested by 
this bill. 

1 beg both sides of the House to bear in mind 
this fact, that taxation may-notalways be incomes; 
that $300,000,000 levied in taxation does not ale í 
ways produce that result to the revenue. Listen 
tœ me and you will appreciate my logic. The 
Secretary of the Treasury fn his annual report 
lays down the expenditures of this Government 
ut $800,000,000 per annum. If now you increase 
the volume of the currency fifty per cent. youadd 
this fifty per cent, tothe price of all the property 
of the country, and hence, of course, you add 
$400,000,000 on to the price of the $800,000,000, 
the annual expenditure of the country. The tax | 
bill before us has in it, we are told, $300,000,000 | 
only, sothat if while you swell the volume of the 
currency $400,060,000 you tax but $300,000,000, 
you lose in your purchases $100,000,000, instead 
of gaining anythivg by your taxation. The cur- 
rency, then, the character and the quantity of the 
currency, in which the taxation ts to be collected 
becomes a matter primary even to the considera- : 
tion of the tax bill before us. 
The whole tendency of the action of the Seere- | 


| 


hut the whole tendency of the action of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has been to increase the 
volume of the currency. Í repeat that, upon our 
expenditure of $860,000,600 he has increased the 
nominal values of property 400,000,000. So that 


whatever he has to buy of powder or munitions | 
of war} of clothing or food for man or beast, or ti 


of anything whatever for our Army, costs him 
fifty per cent. more than it did at the commence- 
ment of the war, thereby increasing the national 
debt fifty per cent. for the present year beyond 
what it would have been with the same amouht 
of currency he started with at the beginning of 
the war. : 

Hence, in looking at this question in a practical 
point of view, the first thing to be considered in 
connection with taxation is currency; currency, 
the basis upon which all, property. stands, that 
ought-to-be solid foundation of society, upon 
which everything is erected. Currency! Cura 
rency should go before taxation, or currency and 
taxation should walk arm in arm together in the 
public consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, there is a question of veracity 
between somebody in a high place and the pub- 
lic outside that ought to be. settled before we go 
further; and that is, in reference to this volume 
of currency. Indeed, the question has been set- 
ted to-day in this House, to some degree, by the 
gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Morriir] in ad- 
mitting that the currency of the country was 


-$600,000,000, and not the $400,000,000 only, the 


Secretary of the Treasury insists upon its being 


now, even at this late day. 


‘he Secretary of the ‘Treasury, in his annual 
report to Congress, which T have before me, as- 
sured us in December last that the volume of 
the currency should not rise above nor beyond 
$400,000,000. And my honorable colleague, [Mr. 
Sressixs,}] witha large amount of confidence, not 
to say credulity, in the statement of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in a late speech (March 
3) which he delivered in this House, read this 
extract from the report: 


« Congress believed that $400,000,000 would suffice for 
these purposes, [to fill up the deficit of coin, &c.,J and 
therefore limited issues to that sum. ‘Ihe Sceretary pro- 
poses no change of this limitation, and places no reliance, 
therefore, on any increase of resources from increase of 
cireulation. Additional loans in this mode would, indeed, 
ahnost certainly prove illusory; for diminished value could 
hardly fait to neutralize increased amount.?? 


And here follows the comment of my honor- 
able colleague thereon: y 

« Here is an oficial declaration that 400,000,000 of cur- 
rency have been supplied, and aré the outside limit to whieh 
the Secretary will consent, although the law altows an is- 
sue of $450,000,000. Ought not the country to be satisfied 
with this, the assurance of the Secretary of the Treasury 
under his official signature ?”? 


What confidence could well have been greater 
than my honorable colleague reposed in the pledge 
of the honorable Secretary of the ‘Treasury? In- 
deed, sir, the Secretary of the Treasury in a late 
letter to the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance in another branch of Congress, writes: 

Treasury Dera RTMENT, April 12, 1864. 


Sm: Notwithstanding the diminished amount of United 
States notes in circulation, and the gradual withdrawal 
from use as currency of interest-bearing United States notes 
made a legal tender tor their face, the price of gold con- 
linues to advance. ‘This effeet can only be attributed to 
one or two catises,.and is probably due in part to cach. 
First, to the increase of notes of local banks; and secondlys 
tu the efforts of speculators. 

i have ajready submitted, through you, to che considera- 
tion of the Commitee on Finance a bill intended as a rem- 
edy for the first evil. I uow beg leave to submit to its come ` 
sideration a bill intended as a remedy for the second. 

The first bill, if it become a jaw, will bave, I doubt not, 
the most salutary consequences, “The effect of the second 
will probably be more immediate, though perhaps not of 
such permanent importante. 

Lask for both a candid consideration, and, if approved, 
the favorable action of Cougress. 

It must not be thought, however, that I regard either or 
both of these measures as adequate remedies for financial 
disorders. Nothing short of taxation to one half of the 
amount of our current expenditures and a reduction of 
those expenditures to the lowest point compatible with em- 
ciency will insure fiaancial success to the Government 
And without military suceess all measures will tail. 

Very respectiully, yours, S. P. CHASE, 

Secretary of the Treusury. 
Hon. W. P. Fessenpen, Chairman Committee on Finance, 


Jam amazed by that letter of the Secretary of 


the Treasury! 1 know nothow properly to char- 
acterize it. For so humble an individual as my- 


i self, though occupying an exalted position as a 


Representative of the people here, to speak of it 
in the plain, rough language of truth, would, if 
parliamentary here on the floor of the House, 
seem indecorous elsewhere, ‘To pronounce that 
a Secretary of the Treasury writes thatof which 
he knows nothing, or, to take the other alternative, 
that his lettér isa gross misrepresentation of facts 
or a gross perversion of the truth would be in- 
decorous, and therefore } will not characterize 
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the letter of the honorable Secretary by any name 
or epithet, but I will examine its statements, and 
demonstrate that there are three great, gross er- 
rors therein. f f 

First, as to the amount of United States notes 
in circulation. He says they have been. dimin- 
ished. I have in my hand an official statement 
which came from the office of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, I do not say in this city, but never- 
theless an official statement which corroboratesmy 
statements, The circulation of legal-tender notes 
ov April 12, 1864, without certificates of indebted- 
ness, which are a species of currency; the circula- 
tion of legal-tender notes alone, was $660,976,616, 
an increase of $260,976,616 in legal tenders alone, 
over what the Secretary of the Treasury promised 
in December, and beyond that which my honor- 
able colleague stated and indorsed, March 3. Add 
$20,000,000 of fractional currency notes thereto, 
and the legal-tender curreney in circulation on 
April 12, 1864, was $680,976,616. The table of 
legal tenders outstanding is as follows, and will be 
found very interesting: ` 
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And now as.to error No. 2. When this Con- 
gress assembled in December last, there was not 
an interest-bearing Treasury note afloat.. In 
January no less than $50,000,000 were in circu- 
lation, and on April 12, 1864, $211,902,900. Let 
me not (despite what the Secretary writes to Mr. 
Fessennen) be told that these interest-bearing 
notes are. not in circulation. Sir, they are. They 
are the basis of the clearing-houses;. they are 
in, your pockets, as members of Congress, for 
your pay; they are in everybody’s pocket; and 
Llearn that they have. been issued by millions 
within the past week to provide for the payment 
of the, Army of -the United States. On June 1, 
when the coupons are cut off, there will then be 
$115,000,000 now,, accumulating, in lieu of the 
original legal tender, liberated at once for circula- 
tion, and swelling thus at once the volume of the 
currency. These interest-bearing notes now are 
here, there, every where, in every shape and form; 
and the inflation of prices since December last, 
on everything which one eats and drinks and 
consumes, from the laxuries of tea and coffee to 
the necessities of life, such as beef, pork, and 
bread, has- been caused and E in their 
nominal value by this addition by the Secretary 
of the Treasury of over $280,000,000 to the-cur- 
rency, beyond what the Secretary promised and 
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pledged in December last. ` Indeed, so severe are 
now the prices‘of food and of clothing upon the 
two and a half millions of the working people: of 
the country, the operatives, the day laborers, &c., 
that these people—men, women, and children 
groan and suffer daily over the results. A severe 


-struggle has now commenced among the very 


poor, such as never--was. known: before -in. this 
country. The working classes pay sixty. cents 


„per pound for butter, twenty-five. cents. for beef, 


$3 50 per barrel for potatoes, twelve cents per 
pound for codfish, sixteen cents per, pound: for 
mutton, twenty cents per pound for- hams, and 
sixteen cents per pound for pork. -The range of 
clothing is of the same inflated character: - House 
rents are also advancing beyond the. means of 
labor to pay; and to what mainly may all this be 
attributed? What but to this frightful expansion 
of the currency? 

Let us come now.to error No, 3 in the Secre- 
tary’s letter to Mr. Fessenpen, wherein he at- 
tributes his own expansion to the expansion of 
the State banks, and because of which, the wrong 
he has committed, he would shift off upon them. 
l am quite sure if honorable members upon the 
other side of the House had given this subject the 
examination which I have, they would not. put 
faith in such letters as these fram the Secretary 
of the Treasury, but would seek out facts for 
themselves. Inflation of the currency has not 
been caused by the issues of the State banks. In 
that great center of money circulation, in that me-~ 
tropolis which I have the honor in part to repre- 
sent upon this floor, the circulation of the State 
banks is less than it has been forten years. I 
holdinmy hand an official statement of the bank- 
ing department of New York, which shows that 
from September 30, 1854, to September 30, 1863, 
the total circulation issued and outstanding each 
year was, in September last, $1,765,805 less than 
in 1854. 


Total circulation issued and outstanding each year. 


|. Date. ¢ i Circulation. 
September 30, 1854... cee ceeeveceeeeeeeeeevee G43,962,535 
September 30, 1855... sescececccssceee 41,159,794 
September 30, 1856.. eseeesesaroesaeees 43,492,485 
September 30, 1857 ...... ceeeeeceveeeeeeeeee 41,243,922 
September 30, 1658... .. 6 cece ee cessor ees 35,607, 180 
September 30, 1850.0... 0 .cecee orere 26,581,276 
September 30, 1860... ....ceeeeeeeese tere sacs 33,034,800 
September 30, 1Bbls. sese soosoo assusoasesese 365,606,140 
September 80, 1862... ee ceeececeseeseeee recs 42,239,836 
september 30, 1863... eo sesosssevossssseeese 42,192,645 


L hold in my hand another statement, which 
shows that on the 26th day of September, 1863, 
the real, not the ycarly average, circulation of the 
New York State banks was but $33,423,230, the 
smallest amount of circulation thal they have had 
for years. Yet I am to be’ told that the State 
banks have been the cause of the presentinflaion 
of the currency. Nothing is more untrue. No 
charge could be more unjust. Those banks are 
not my friends. In the good old times, when the 
mass of the property of the country belonged to 
the Whigs, | was associated with the great bank 
interest and property; but they have separated 
from me because I would not go with them’ on 
the subject of the abolition of slavery by force of 
arms, And these bankers have not been my friends. 
Nevertheless those men are patriotic. ‘They are 
men of foresight in mere business matters, and 
when this war came, instead of expanding ‘the 
currency they curtailed it, as I have shown. 
Hence the passage of the resolution yesterday 
againstthem, and censuring them, and threatening 
to tax them out of existence, was injusticeand in- 
gratitude of a cruel kind. It was a denunciation, 
Republicans, of your own friends, for Democrats 
have not State banks, while the Republicans have. 
The denunciation was of your own people, your 
own friends, and | vindicate them here from your 
aspersions as I vindicated you from the asper- 
sions of the Republican press. 

I see that the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Stevens] is about to rise. I do 
not know whether he wants me to restate what I 
have said in reference to the State banks or to 
repeat the interrogatories he put me the other day 
against the New York banks. {Mr. Srevens 
sitting down, Mr. Brooxs continued} I have in 
my hand a statement of a bank presidentin New 
York in reply to his question the other day.: I 
submit it without comment now: : 

New York, April 16, 1854. 
Dear Six: Mr. Srevens asserted that the banks of New 
York took $156,000,000 loan, and paid 169,000,000 :in- gold 


and $50,000,000 ity currency. 


loans in: gold ‘or its‘equivalents.( ii sii 


Ehe amount of. currency in the loyal State of 


New. York. took. only, a-portl 
$195,000,000, the. balance’ bi 
Philadelphia banks. ~+. : 
Up to December 31; 1861jthey Nad paid’ $37,500,080. In 
gold directly into the Treasury, and durihg tlie montis: of 
January and February, 1862, paid $17,500,000 in-old United 
States demand notes, which afterwards sotd at a premii 
nearly equal to thatof gold, so. that in fact diey paid 


: Respectfully; ; 
Hon. JANES BROOKS... 


this Union now; issued: by. the State banks, 18-68- 
timated by observing men conversant witb-finan- 
cial affairs at about $160,000,000..> Phe very 
highest:of any-estimate is $175,000,000.) In all 
probability it is much less; because New. York 
has, ag experience shows, one fourth of the:cur- 
rency of the Union, and multiplying her circula- 
tion now by four, and.the product will be much 
less than $160,000,000. Uy Pott 

That this. basis of calculation upon. the New 
York banks is correct, is proved not only by-the 
experience of the past, but by the law ofthe domes- 
tic exchanges; because if Pennsylvania or New 
England orthe West over issue even on legal ten- 
der, unfavorable domestic exchanges wouldsoon 
compel them to curtail. But put the circulation 
of the State banks as high up as $160,000;000, 
that is all these State banks have been. guilty, of 
since the suspension of specie payment, There 
may have been other isolated. persons. engaged: in 
the banking business that have overshot the true 
mark. There are dishonestly acting banks as thete 
are dishonest persons.. There are banks which are 
largely inflated; but.upon the whole, considering 
the sandy foundauion upon which the State banks 
have stood since the suspension of specie pay- 
ment, their curtailment -of circulation. has bean 
wonderful; and they deserve a tribute of respect 


from Congress and the Administration rather 


than the denunciation to which they are exposed. 
I have, however, sufficiently exposed the error of 
the Secretary number three, Log 
But what- is the remedy proposed by gentle- 
men to get rid of this $160,000,000 of State cur- 
rency? Why, it is proposed to add to this, un- 
der this new. banking system, :$300,000,000: of 
paper money! In order to get rid:of $160,000,000 
of State bank circulation, you. propose :ta-add 
$300,000,000 of Federal bank currency, and there- 
by, when you have destroyed all the State lianks, 
to inflate the currency $140,000,000. additional. 
So when your system is complete, we shall:have 
$680,000,000 of legal tender and $300,;000,000: of 
the new bank currency, and the circulation of 
the. country will be $980,000,000;..and that- will 
be the basis of the. value of all the property of the 
country ! - > da 
Now I call the attention of this House; of the 
country, and of the Secretary of the Treasury: to 
this fact; and so far as my feeble voice of admo- 
nition can reach them, I warn them that if they 
do not curtail or lessen this expansion they are 
approaching a crisis from which no success of our 
arms can rescue the property and labor of the 
country. ‘There is no crime so great as issuing 
an unnecessary and: improper quantity of mere 
paper as money. Itis robbery in its worst aspect, 
and it isradicalism and agrarianism in their moat 
‘destructive forms. Itunsettles not only the foun- 
dations of property and of labor ,but of the public 
morals and public character. It demoralizes men, 
and thereby demoralizes all society.- It créates 
fraud, gambling, intoxication, moral, mental; arid 
physical, and thereby inflicts upon a peeple what 
is ‘worse than war, pestilence, or famine. In-the 
same of property, then, in the name of labor; in 
behalf. of public morals, 1 invoke the Secretary 
of the Treasury, from my place upon the. floor 
of this House, to curtail’ his expansion of: the 
currency, to fund the public debt, no matter at 
whatcost. He isnot doing that by making money 
plenty, in order to have his tén-forties taken: at 
five per cent. interest,. because: of. some. pledge 
that no more six per cents. shall be issued, to 
thereby keep up for these six per cents. their pre- 
“miums.. But time is precious for the Secretary. 


| Itis not too late for him even now.to rescue his 
| name and fame from the infamy of Jobn Law er 


from the follies of the rebel Secretary Meifiimin- 
ger, or, I was about to say, from the opprobrium 


| of Nicholas Biddle, who handled; however, only 


the trifle of forty millions; while Mr. Chase and 


Meraminger handle-millions and:billions aad tril- 
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lions in-paper-money. . Indeed, we are now trav- ; 


eling fast in the footsteps of Secretary Memminger, 
‘and if our resources were not infinitely greater 
than those of the South, if our means were not 
‘as a hundred to ‘one of theirs, if our numbers 
‘were not infinitely greater, we should soon be 
‘driven into.that gulf of repudiation into which 
Memminger himself is now plunging. Avoid it, 
then. Shrink ‘back from this gulf of perdition, 
Mr. Secretary. Stand by precedent and princi- 
iple; and remember there is no money but gold, 
«and no-gource-of property but labor. 
The remedies: proposed for this unhappy state 
of things by theshonorable gentleman from Ver- 
‘mont (Mr, Moritz] and by my colleague from 
New York [Mr.Srrsnims]isa heavier tariff, high 
„enough to exclude importations; or, if not thar, 
„æ great increase of duties to prohibit luxurious 
“importations. IfLunderstood my colleague from 
New Yorkaright, he was for excluding everything 
¿in the way. of foreign importations. He was for 


cutting off this wholesource of our troubles and for | 


-shutting off the great mass of foreign commerce. 
Why, sir, that would be killing the goose which 
laid the golden egg. It is indtspensably neces- 
-sary for us to havea large foreign commerce, in 
order that we may collect duties in gold, because 
our only means of paying interest on the public 
debt is by receipts at the custom-house. ‘The 
honorable gentleman from Vermont tells us that 
ourannual expenditure in gold coin for interest on 
the public debt is $43,000,000. Well, we must col- 
loct $43,000,000 in gold; and in order to do that 

-there must. be no prohibitory duties. Customs 
amustbe paid. Importations must be encouraged. 

“Commerce must go on and be sustained. Hence, 
in framing a tariff, true wisdom will consist not 
in leveling lines of duty at twenty-five or fifty per 
éent, as. proposed yesterday, but in discrimina- 
tions between certain duties and certain articles. 
Some articles may shave tho duties largely iv- 
ereased.. On others the existing duties. should be 
diminished. 4 do not wish the United States to 
adapt the system of the Chinese, or of the Japan- 
nese, (for the Chinese have given it up,) and shut 
ourselves up from all the other nations of the 
earth, But the whole system of paper money is 
vicious; we are moving in a circle of vicious ne- 
cessity. Wemustimport. We must buy foreign 
goods. We must buy silts and satins and laces 
and tapestries and carpets, because it is indispens- 
ably necessary to have $43,000,000 in coin col- 
lected therefrom, in order to have coin for the pay- 
nient.ofour interest on the national debt. Hence 
it would almost scem as if we must make paper 
money at home to enable people to be rich enough 
to buy luxuries from abroad; and then when we 
start wrong we move in this circle of a vicious 
necessity. ‘The curtailment of the currency, how- 
ever, is indispensably necessary as a first check 
upon importations. And that is the only way to 
eheck tov large importations, Butwhile the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has been. expanding the 
currency, he or his friends seem amazed at the 
enormous. amount of importations into the port 
of. New York. They cannot comprehend it. 
Why, the explanation of it is all clearly in the 
$680,000,000 of his own paper currency. Justas 
you make money plenty in this country, to that, 
then, the dearest market in tbe world, will rush 
importations from the cheap markets of that world. 
The great cause of importations is the expansion 
of the currency; and the true way, I repeat, to 
eheek the cnormous importation is to check the 
expansion of the currency. 

will not detain the House hy showing what 
are statistical fasts on. this result, butit is worth 
while to look at the few brief records which I 
have before me, for the purpose of our own con- 
templation and instruction. 

i hold in my hand a table of the imports of 
New York, from January 1, 1864, to April 1, 
1864. In that period of time, the imports were: 
In 162.0003. sve eeeen esse se $46,538,566 
in 1863 51,288,439 
In 1364..00.06 63,369,701 


In the same period of time the exports- were: 


In 1862.0... . cee eee pre ee sere nat eee resosi B2,099, 740 
An 1862 eisssaporeesssseps cere 04,663,340 
In 1864. mapeo pester es wese eese 38,989,225 


That diminution in exports took place because 


in no small degree our people have turned spece- | 


aiators, not producera. Any one seems a blocke 
-head now-a-days whe lives in the country, raise 


\stom-house opened at ten o’clock. 
| theiragents, going down there at eleven or twelve 

|-o’clock and seeing the small chance they had if} 
‘ they took their places behind of getting their gold. 


ing potatoes and cabbages, when lie: can go to 
New York arid make $20,000 or-¢30,000 ina day. 


| Last Monday week 1 saw a long queue: ranged 
| aröðund the New Yorkccustom-house waiting turns 
| to:buy gold certificates at 65, while gold-was sell- 


ingat 75. Laboring men quit work and assembled 
around the custom-house. They-gathered thereat 
three o’clock in the morning, butthe police would 
not allow them to-form a queue till six o7clock. 
Then they formed a queue, the strongest beating 
back the weakest. . There they stood till the.cus- 
Brokers or 


certificates, looked about in the qacue for men 


| who looked-as if they were not in great need of 
gold certificates, and induced them to yield their 
| places for two or three hundred dollars, 


Aman 
is a fool to handle a trip-hammer, or to dig or 
work, when he can go into Wall street and carn 
$300 by standing in a queue from three o'clock in 
the morning till twelve noon. ‘That was one re- 


| sult of the plan adopted by the Secretary of the 
| Treasury to make gold cheaper, while he kept on, 
| issuing paper, and the whole thing became so 


ridiculous that by general consent it was aban- 


doned. 


As I was about to say, the exportation was 


| $38,969,225. Now look at the statistical results. 


Our imports are computed at gold value, while 
our exports are computed at the value of legal- 
tender notes. And the figures I have stated will 
produce this result. 

The imports, gold value, from January 1,1864, 
to April 1, 1864, were $63,679,701; while the ex- 
ports for the same period, in.gold value, were but 
about $25,000,000; so that the surplus imports 
from January 1, 1864, to April J, 1864, wereabout 
438,000,000." ‘he imports fora single week prior 
to April 1, 1864, were $6,138,714, while the ex- 
ports for the same period, gold value, were but 
about $2,000,000, paper value being $3,177,025; 
making a surplus of imports of some $4,000,000 
over the exports for a single week into the port 
of New York. . 

Aud, sir, justas you expand the currency ofthe 
country, no matter what regulations you make 
in regard to gold, or ordinances you pass, no mat- 
ter what tariffs you may impose, just as you ex- 


-pand the currency, the importations will increase, 


What cares the man who is making $30,000 a 
week what he pays, what tariff you impose upon 
the silks and sauins that his wife muy want to 
purchase? Nothing whatever. The duty may be 
two or three hundred per cent., and if his family 
wanted the silks and satins most unquestionably 
he would pay the duty. 
who stayed in that queue of which I have spoken, 
and earned $300 by itin a single day, having 
never earned money so easily before, went to 
Stewart’sand bought silks and satins for his wife 
and children, depositing it all for the benefit of 
the manufacturers of Engiand and France. 
then, Mr. Chairman, that these statistics impress 
upon my mind, and l think will impress upon the 


mind of the public, the fact that the source of all 


our difficulty is notin our importations, but in 
the expansion of our currency. 

Mr, Chairman, I believe 1 will not trouble the 
House any longer with the narration of these sta- 
tistics. My generalideas, 1 think Lhave impressed 
upon gentlemen, and I hope they will bear them 
in mind. 


ing these views than the public good, ‘Their for- 
tune is my fortune; their misfortune is my mis- 
fortune. Weare in the common ship of State, all 


‘going together. As I said in the outset, I know 


that 1 am only a passenger in that ship—a pas- 
senger confined in the cabin too. Bat 1 am sail- 
ing under the same flag to the sume destiny that 
they are, and trast that God will prosper them io 
the voyage for the restoration of the unity and 
Constitution of our common country. 

Permit me to do, then, whata Quaker of Mas- 
suchusetts was driven to do when on board a pri- 
vateer in the last war with Great Britain. He 
happened to be off the coast of Massachusetts on 
a privateer, going to some port in his own State, 


when they were attacked by a British privateer. | 


He witnessed the mismunagement of the steering 
and the mismanagementof the guus until he could 
endure it no longer, and, Quaker as he was—a 


I dare say my friend | 


Isay, | 


J assure gentlemen on the other side of | 
the House that | have no other object in present- | 


| peace Democrat—~and opposed to the war as he 
was, he broke the shackles of-his principles, and 


i! leaping out upon-deck-he said to the captain: “Ff 


thee wants to take that British rascal thee must 
steer -so and so, and Shoot thy guns so. Fam 
opposed to shooting, but if thee wants to take 
that ship thee must shoot thy guns so and so,”’ 
{showing how.] 

: MESSAGE FROM THE ‘SENATE. 

The committee here informally rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the Chair, a message was 
received from the Senate informing the Honse that 
ihe Senate have agreed to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 126) 
to amend an act to incorporate the inhabitants of 
the city of Washington, passed May 15, 1820. 

Also, thatthe Senate have passed a bill (Nu. 38) 
to authorize the settlement of the accounts of A. 
Bash, late public printer of the Territory of Or- 
egon; in which be was directed to ask the concur- 
rence of the House. 

The committee then resumed its session, and 
proceeded again to the consideration of the 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. BROOKS. Sir, Itell honorable gentlemen 
upon the other side of this House that if they 
would sucéeed they must follow principles and 
precedents inthe conduct of the war. They must 
not beever running in debt and never paying. Tax- 
ation is indispensably necessary, all men ac- 
knowledge, This tax bil! ought-to have been here 
in December last and not postponed till now, 
when its machinery can be brought to work only 
after the presidential election. It ought to have 
preceded all the appropriations. Nay, it should 
have been introduced and put in operation two 
years ago. With taxation will come reflection. 
Passion will subside, and reason will resume its 
sway. If we are to go on with the war we shall 
go on with it for constitational purposes, and the 
administration of the Government will pass into 
the hands of constitutional men, Butin the dis- 
cussion of this subject of taxation and currency, 
L intend to refrain, as muchas possible, from all 
party provocation, If know my own heart, if 
am no mere party man, and my highest ambition 
is to serve my country independentof, and above 
all party. I happen to be adverse to the Repub- 
lican party at this timg; because, trained as [wis 
in the schools of Clay and Webster, I cannot be 
a modern Republican without an utter abandon- 
ment of every great lesson they left or taught, 
Whenever the Republicansare ready tocome over 
to the great principles of a Clay and a Webster, 
or to that Whig party with which 1 was so long 
identified, I shall be too happy to act once more 
with many an old, but now lost- political friend. I 
stand now where $ havestood-in public life, more 
or less, for twenty-five years, upon great princi- 
ples and precedents; and those principles and pre- 
cedents leave me now po-association but with the 
Democratic party. I shall stand there aslong as 
they stand there, and I see Hule or no hope now 
for my country but in their restoration to power, 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. E want the 
gentleman from New York to stale whether he is 
in favor of the passuge or amendment or rejection 
of this tax bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. [remember some years ago 
when Lwasinthe Legislatareof New York, there 
was presented a codification of the State laws, a 
huge book much bigger than this, {holding up the 
tax bill.) aud we had to take iton faith in a lump. 
In all probability wesball have to take this, or the 
most of it, on trast and in a lump, for but few 
can get time even to read it and I hope that there 
will be no misplaced confidence in the committee 
that reports it. | can assure the gentleman from 
Connecticut his friends will have no trouble from 
me in passing it. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Chairman, however agree- 
able it would be to investigate the political and 
mental processes of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] in -bis transitions from that 
Whig party which he now recommends to us, 
however important it would be to ascertain by 
what system of ratiocination as the Whig party 
declined in power he declined into the Know- 
Nothing par, 

Mr. BROOKS. Wil the gentleman permit me 
to jnterrapt him? 

Mr. KASSON. Not now, as I have some- 
thing more to say in the same direction. 


1864, 


> 


However-agreeable it would-be, sir, to discover 
the pracess by which, when the Know-Nothing 
party declined: in power, the gentleman declined 
from the Know-Nothing. party, however agree- 
able itiwould: be to ascertain.the:process by which 
he finds himself atthis moment ranked among the 
Democrats of the'country, and now making-ade- 
fense of Irishmen, so different from his former 
political action, I do not propose to enter, into it 
at this time. ie cc By cee Oo 

Mr. BROOKS. . I assure the. honorable gen- 
tleman from Iowa that I never belonged to. the 
Know-Nothing party in my life.. Now, did not 
the gentleman belong to the Whig party? 

Mr. KASSON. No,sir, I was never a Whig. 
Twas raised a Jackson and Benton Democrat, 
and hold myself stilla reliable ‘exponent of their 
principles. eA f : 

Mr. BROOKS....I want tosay,.Mr. Chairman, 
that I never belonged to the Know-Nothing party 
in.my life. I was never in a Know-Nothing:or- 
ganization or lodge, in any form or shape what- 
ever. 

Mr. MORRILL. Is the discussion now going 
on in order? , ; 

Mr. BROOKS. It is not in order, but I did 
not start the disorder, and therefore permit’ me 
to explain. . 

| Mr. MORRILL. J give notice that I propose 
strictly to confine the discussion to the bill now 
pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman insists 
on his point of order, the Chair will decide that 
the present discussion js not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ido not insist on my point 
of order at this time, : 

Mr. BROOKS. The honorable gentleman from 
Iowa is welcome to investigate Know-Nothing 
history. No one ought to know it better than the 
honorable gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis, 
then sitting near Me. Kasson.} That gentleman 
must know that I have:never been a member-of 
the Know-Nothing party. 

Mr. KASSON. Ithas been my fortune to have 
derived my opinion on that subject from the New: 
York Evening Express, a paper owned and edited 
mainly by the gendeman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooxs,] and that paper we all. know. was one of 
the most earnest advocates of the Know-Nothing. 
arty., 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman has fallen into 
another error. At the time the Know-Nothing 
party was organized. I was traveling in Europe 
or Asia. Indeed, | believe 1 was then in Jeru- 
salem. [Laughter.] 

Mr, KASSON. Mr. Chairman, I might per- 
haps say that it would be equally advantageous 
to the publie interest if the distinguished and 
fluent gentleman from New York at this time 
were visiting the city of Jerusalem. But however 
agreeable it would be to inquire into the process 
by which the gentleman, fortunately or unfortu- 
nately, so frequently changes his political associ- 
ates, Ido not propose to enter into that discus- 
sion now, 

Mr. BROOKS. Let me put myself right upon 
the record. First, I never became a Know Noth- 
ing; secondly, L was neverin the Know-Nothing 
organization in any shape or form; and thirdly, 
when the paper with which I am connected began 


_ the advocacy of the Know-Nothing party I was in. 


a strange land. If 1 had then been at home.itis 
not improbable that my own opinions would have 
had weight in controlling the course of the paper, 
and that it would not then have been subject to the 
remarks of the honorable gentleman from Lowa. 

Mr. KASSON. I give the gentleman the ben- 
efit of the fact of his absence, with his reservation 


that if he had been here personally he would have | 


perhaps united with them; but being a ‘for- 
eigner” at the time, I cannot hold him responsi- 
ble for not being a Know Nothing. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts. 1 would 
inquire of the Chair if this whole discussion, so 
far outside of the bill beforethe House, is notout 
of order? ; 

-The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
itis out of order, oei 

Mr. KASSON. I rose for the purpose ofstating 
what,if he had waited a moment, my friend from 
Massachusetts would have heard, that it is a mat- 
ter of regreg thatthe gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [Mr. Hoorrr,] now absent, had not yielded 

` tó the gentleman. from New. York when he re- 


4 


ness before the House. 


quested. him--to:do’so, ‘that: be might then have 
made. the'speech he hhas-now-made,: which-is-evi- 
dently- applicable to the bank.bill, rather than to 
the taxi bill which js now under discussion. 

d: wish. to-corzect one remark tbe gentleman has 
made, in which he charges that the Secretary-of 
the-Treasury is watering’ the curréncy of the 
country,;-and, that, too, when in. New. York. city 
the-currency-of the United Statesis at a:premium, 
as'reported; of four per cent: over State notes—a 
fact which can only be reconciled-with the: theory 


‘that-the existing volame of State ctttreney issach 


as to-dinvinish its: value as to: gold:lo argreater 
degree than that of Treasury notes. 


Then, in reference: to the charge that the Séc-. 


retary has: increased the cireulation by the issue 
of five per cent, notes for circulation, it was:well 
known to the whole country that those notes:would 
temporarily circulate as legal tendérs. but when the 
interest should accummate on them for: some 
months,-it:-was also known that-they would begin 
to be hoarded, and that soon they would be with- 
drawn: from: circulation—a fact which will soon 
be evidenced by the actual state of: the currency 
of the country. 

There is another fact to which [ wish to call 
the attention‘of the gentleman, and it is that at 
this moment and for several days, I think [may 
say weeks, the Treasury itself has been reserving 
the legal tenders received for the five-forty loan 
inits vaults, and has already relieved-the country 
of millions of dollars of these legal tenders, while 
State issues swell the currency. So much for the 
charge that the Secretary ofthe Treasury is now 
engaged in ** watering’ the currency of the coun- 
try and is actually inflating prices by his action. 


And now, sir, the main object for whieh I rose | 


was this: under the resolution passed by this 
House for adjourning, we have but thirty-six 
working days left if we adhere to that resolution 
and the Senate agree to it. The tax bill is now 
before the House, and the question is, shall we 
give our attention practically tothe details of this 
measure of taxation demanded by the country and 
acknowledged: by every gentleman upon this floor 
to be indispensable to the success of our financial 
system? If we are so disposed, let me call atten- 
tion to the fact that a single one-hour speech from 
each member of this House would require in the 
totalone hundred and eighty hours for their de- 
livery alone. If you allow three speechesaday, 
of one hour each, in addition to the time required 
for the transaction of the indispensable business 
of the House, you will have sixty days of this 
session consumed by one such: speech. of each 
memb r; and will inevitably. be carried: far into 
midsummer before youradjournment. 

Now, sir, under this state-of facts, I-appeal to 
gentlemen upon both sides of the FFouse whether 
we can afford to bestow much more time upon 
these miscellaneous one-hour speeches, which do 
not relate specifically and pointedly to the busi- 
We certainly cannot, if 
we propose to adjourn at an early day. 

Mr. WINDOM. How much of the gentle- 
man’s hour remains? 

Mr. KASSON. 1 have never spoken half an 
hour ata time in this House, as the gentleman 
from Minnesota well Knows; and | have never 
made a speech or remark which did not apply to 


the subject before the House, and I shalinotnow,. 
all told, occupy ten minutes or so much if gen- 


tlemen like my friend from Minnesota will re- 
frain from interrupting: me. A 
This is the condition of business, and desire 
to call the attention of the Houseto the-fact that 
however interesting and able their speeches may 


be, they must withhold. them, so. far as they are. 


upon general subjects, and: ceaseto consume the 
time of the House in this manner, or:we shall be 
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obliged to continue in session. very late in. the | 


coming summer. 
Now, sir, I am ready for my part to proceed 
at once to the tax bill. 
Mr. MORRILL. 
do now rise. : 2 
The motion was agreed to. oe 
So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 


resumed the chair, Mr. W.asusurne, of Jiinois, | nection with the Army since. 


reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the Union generally, and particularly the internal 
revenue. bill, and had: come te-no resolution 
thereon. : ; 


I move that the committee | 


| ¿Mro MORRIGE moved. tha’ 


| General Joun C. BRECKINRIDGE, C. 8. 4. 


; Dean Sin: I take great please id recommetdin, 
i your favorable acquaintance ti 


bate -in-Conrmitteeof the Whole on the 
the Union on the internal revenue billstoul 
within five. minutes’ afterits consideration’s! 
have beeni resumed in conimittees os 
Fhe motion was-agreed tow = sit 
o i. REBEL. SYMPATHIZERS. IN THE WES 
“Mr. GARFIELD. Mr. Speaker, T desire the 
attention of the House for five minutes. “Wher 
submitting! some rematks in the Housé afew: 
ee in reply to the speech of my collearué 
{Mr: Lone] I made a very grave charge against 
some of the leadérs‘of the Democratic party, ale 
leging: that they: were: in’ correspondénce ‘with 
rebels, and was called -upon to:produce the doeu+ 
ments: to.which I referred. {take this ceca» 
sion:to: do. so. Before producing them, I wish 
to say. a word: im regard: to'them? “Lt isa very 
grave matter for a’ member: to risë in his: place 
here. and ‘say:that: leading: men of any partyin. 
the: North: ave. actually in correspondence with 
leaders in the rebelarmy. I made that statement; 
butinot without a-full knowledge-of what I said, 
L have liad opportunities for knowing of the exs 
istence of such-correspondence—niote, pethaps; 
than most òrher gentlemen here, SSi 
These letters came into my possession in't 
following manner: we had learned: in the aray 
tof the Cumberland that: some’ of our’ regiments 
were being corrupted, that attempts: were: being 
made by parties at home to induce them to des 
sert. This had become so great an evil with some 
regiments from southern Indiana and ‘southern [+ 
linois that we sent several of our secret ‘service 
men into: those States to find out, if possible; who 
were engaged ‘in this business. Among: others. 
wasa young man who had resigned a commission; 
nearly a year before, in conseqaence of ill health, 
Ee consented to go to southern Indiana, believing 
i he could not only find out these men bat could get 
recommendations from prominent rebel sympas 
thizers that would enable-him to get through the 
lines into the rebel army: The result of this mige 
sion into Indiana was that he obtained two letters, 
the copies of which I now hold in my hand, 
When the‘letters were brought to me, limme+ 
diately catled some Indiana officers: who knew the 
authors and were acquainted with their hand writ+: 
inge [t was. necessary that. the ‘sodut’> should 
take with him into the enemy’s lines the original 
letters, which, being recognized by Breckihrid&e, 
would serve as passes. l therefore took! exact 
copies of them, placing. them under tissue paper: 
and tracing them as accurately:as' possible, so'a: 
| to- preserve the characteristics: of the ‘hand write: 
ing: Out of regard tothe young maù ‘himself,’ 
[have omitted his name, as its publication-might: 
bring. him into trouble, He went through! the 
lines, and: immediately -afterwards:the campaign: 
began, ending. with: the-battle of Chickamauga; 
and l have never heard-of-him since. J willnow 
ask that the letters be read: atthe Clerk’s desk. 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. . I should like to. ask. the 
gentleman a question first. 
Mr.GARFIELD, Letthe letters be read first. 
The letters were read, as follows: 


GRÉENGASTLE, INDIANA, July 1, 1863. 


Dear Sir: F take this method of introducing to your fa». 
vorable consideration Mt. == =; a resident of this place, 
Mr. —— wishes tocenter the service of the South in some” 
capacity, so that be can be of. some assistance to yout: 
cause. I can safely recommend him to you-as an energetic 
and faithful man in any capacity you may place bim, andy 
Tknow: that he can bòof valuable assistance to you. Mr." 
—— was for some time connected with the Union Army; 
but became. disgusted with the party in power and tesigned 
in consequence thereof. Any favor that may. be shown 


l him will, I am satisfied, never be betrayed. 


Lam, General, very respectfully, your obedient’servant, * 
DER: ECKEESY 


| i 


ROCEVILLE, Inprana; July láy 1863: + 


i bearer; Mt: —— mi of 
Greencastic, this State. He wishes to-visit the South; 
not be subjected to any danger from such a visit. i 


Mr. was connected with the Army for some.months.. 
as a quartermaster of the —th Indiatia volunteers, but re- 
red immediately after the evacuation of Corinth; Misi 
ippi, by your forces, and. has had-no sympathy or con- 
Any duty he may agree to 


-perform, you may rely upon itthatit will be Mithfully done, 


ny ophortunity offers. i n eet 

am, General, yours, with much respect," ae 
Be oe ee JOHN Gi DAVIS: 

Mojor General Jone Gr BÅROKINRIDGE:: . : 


| 
H 
i 
H 
| Any favor shown him. will be ceeiprocated by me whenever: 


a 
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Mr. GARFIELD. The last letter: bears- the 
signature of a man who was a member of the 
Thirty-Second, ‘Thirty-Third, Thirty-Fourth, 
and Thirty-Sixth Congresses, and the_predeces- 
gor of the gentleman. from the Terre Haute dis- 
trict, [Mr. Voorness.] The other was a judge 
in Utah under Buchanan, and is also a prominent 
Demoerati¢ politician in the same district. © Both 
are the gentleman’s [Mr. Voorness] constitu- 
ents. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, Ido notrise 
to go-into-any èxtended notice of the letters that 
have just been read from the desk.: I simply de- 
sire to-call the attention of the House to the fact 
that these are not originals that are brought here. 
The originals must. have been in the possession 
of the gentleman from Ohio when he obtained 
these copies, and it will be for the country to put 
the proper construction. on the introduction of 
copies when the originals must have been once in 
his possession. Copying in the manner he has 
spoken of is no correct representation of hand- 
writing. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I rise to say one thing fur- 
ther. Iwill have nothing to say about these let- 
ters except what | know. And as I know noth- 
ing but what is known to everybody here, I will 
merely observe now thatat the proper time L will 
again call the attention ofthe House to this matter. 

My predecessor in office (Mr. Davis) is one of} 
the most distinguished and excellent gentlemen 
inthe State of Indiana, now prostrated upon a 
sick, and, perhaps, dying bed. He may never 
recover to be able to defend himself. [hope and 
trast he may, If he does, he is fully competent 
to that task. Fle is a brave, high-minded, chiv- 
alrous man, incapable of betraying a friend, and 
alike incapable of betraying his Government, L 
will stand by his word on this floor. Judge 
Eckels, of whom the gentleman from Ohio speaks 
as-district judge, is notin office,and has not been 
for some years. Ele has been often honored in 
the past. “He is a prominent politician in one of | 
the counties E have the honor to represent, a man | 
of talent, and a man of character, ‘Phis matter | 
will be brought to their attention, and perhaps I 
shall again bring it to the attention of the House. 
J might rise and denounce these letters as spurious 
and false. 

Mr. GARFIELD. 
would, if he desires to, 
_ Mr. VOORHEES. If I desired 1 should do 
so; but that not being consistent with my course 
of policy I shall not do so at this time. I shall 
treat this matter ina manner becoming myself, 
becoming the House, and becoming the gentle- 
man from Ohio, That is all I desire to say at 
this time. 

The hour of half past four having arrived, the 
House, in accordance with the order made yester- 
day, took a recess until seven o’clock, p. m. 


I wish the gentleman 


3 EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at seven o’clock. 
RAILROAD TO NEW YORK. 


TheSPEAKER stated the first business in order 
to be the consideration of a bill (H. R. No. 307) 
to declare certain roads military roads and post 
roads, and to regulate commerce, on which the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. PenpLeron] was enti- 
tled to the floor, 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN, If there be no objection, 
F will move to postpone this bill until two weeks 
from to-day, after the morning hour. 

Mr. WILSON. Before the vote is taken on 
that motion, I submit the following amendment 
in the nature of a substitute for the bill: 

Strike out ali after the enacting clause, and insert as 
follows: 

That in the regulation of the commerce among the sev- 
eral States every railroad company in the United States | 
whose road is operated by steam, he, and hereby is, author- | 
ized to transport freight and passengers from one State to 
another, anything in the laws of any States to the con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

There being no objection, the bill was then 
postponed until two weeks from to-day, after the 
morning hour. 


SHIP CANALS. | 


The SPEAKER stated the business next in | 
order to be the consideration of a bill (H. R. No. | 
322) to construct a ship canal for, the passage. of 
armed: and naval vessels from the Mississippi 


river to Lake Michigan, and for other purposes. 


Mr. ARNOLD. I would like to ask the House 
to postpone the consideration of this bill. I desire 
to explain the provisions of this bill. : I am not 
well this evening, and I would be glad if the 
House would. postpone the consideration of thi 
bill until to-morrow evening. ‘ 
Mr. ELDRIDGE. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to press the bill to a vote at that time? 

Mr. ARNOLD. Notatall. 1 do not propose 
to press the bill to a vote until after a reasonable 
amount of discussion. : 

Mr. STEVENS. ‘Will that take the place of 
anything else that is the regular order of business 
to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. It would come up to-mor- 
row in the morning hour the same as if the morn- 
ing hour to-day had been occupied with its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. STEVENS. I- hope the postponement 
will be until Thursday evening. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Iwill accept that modifica- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill accord- 
ingly postponed. ` 


TERRITORIAL PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


The SPEAKER stated the business next m 
order to be the consideration of House bill No. 
342, making appropriations for public buildings 
in the Territories. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I move thatthat bill be 
postponed until Friday evening of this week. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. STILES. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the House that leave of absence be granted to 
my colleague, Mr. Srrouse, for one week from 
to-day. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted 
accordingly. 


PUBLICATION OF SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 


Mr. WILSON. J ask the unanimous consent 
of the Mouse to take from the Speaker’s table and 
put on its passage Senate jointresolution No. 39, 
relating to the publication of the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States for the De- 
cember term, 1863. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, not desiring 
to object, and yet desiring that the original law 
shall be complied with as far as possible, I ask 
the gentleman from Iowa why these reports can- 
not be published within six months? It is a 
matter of importance that these reports should be 
published at as early a moment as possible. 

The resolution was read. It provides that so 
much of the act of Congress, approved August 
29, 1842, as provides that the reporter of the de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
shall not be paid the compensation provided by 
the said act, unless he print and publish the de- 
cisions within six months after such decisions 
sbalil be made, shall not be held to apply to the 
decisions of the December term, 1863, the present 
reporter of the said court not having been ap- 
pointed until near the close of the term; provided, 
however, that such decisions be published within 
one year from the passage of this resolution. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘The limitation has been placed 
upon the resolution by the Senate, and I under- 
stand that it is satisfactory to the court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The country is more in- 
terested in it than the court. 

Mr. WILSON. It extends the time of publi- 
cation for one year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the gentleman to mod- 
ify it so as to make the time six months. 

Mr. WILSON. The present clerk was ap- 
pointed late in the last term, i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand he was ap- 
pointed in February last. 

Mr. KELLEY. There is great difficulty in 
getting the work done because of the scarcity of 
printers. On a consideration of the matter the 
gentleman will find that the time is not too long, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imovethatthe time be made 
six months instead of one year. 

Mr. KELLEY. itis to his interest to publish 
the decisions as soon as possible. 

Mr. WILSON. If the reporter can make the 
publication in less than one year he will do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ insist on my amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not accept the amend- 


ment. The House can doas it pleases, but I hope 
that the amendment will not be adopted... 7 

The House divided; and there were~ayes 
twenty-one, noes not counted. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN withdrew his demand for a 
division. |: i 

The amendment was rejected. 

The joint resolution was orđered to be read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. i 

Mr. WILSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO. 


Mr. ARNOLD, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported back House bill No. 320, 
supplementary to. an act approved July 14, 1862, 
entitled “An act to establish certain post roads, 
and for other purposes,” with an amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Strike out the second section as follows: y 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the provisions of 
said act of Congress shuh apply to tbe Maysville and Big 
Sandy, and Lexington and Big Sandy Railroad Companies, 
so far as practicable, and as fully as if here reénacted, and 
shail authorize said companies, or either of them, to con- 
struct a bridge or bridges across said river at any points on 
the line of their roads. 

And add to the first section these words: 

Provided further, That such bridges and draws shalt be 
so constructed as not to interrupt the navigation of the Ohio 
river. 


Mr. ARNOLD. When the bill was up before 
there was objection to the second section, The 
Committee on Roads and Canals have stricken 
that out, and added a proviso that the bridges 
and draws shall not interfere with the navigation 
of the Ohio river, The bill now simply gives 
authority to construct a bridge at this place, so 
that vessels navigating the Ohio can pass. 

I will not repeat what I said when the bill was 
before the House ona former occasion, in rela- 
tion to the importance of this bridge connecting 
the States of Ohio and Indiana. Nor will Ire- 
peat what I said upon that occasion in reference 
to the military importance of a bridge connecting 
these railroads that meet each other upon the 
opposite banks of the Ohio river. l know tho 
information is perfectly reliable that during the 
past two years the military operations in Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, and northern Alabama, have 
been materially embarrassed for the want of this 
bridge. Great quantities of military stores have 
been there piled up upon the banks of the Ohio 
with no means of getting them to the Army in 
consequence of the delay and inconvenience of 
crossing for the want of that bridge. 

As the bill will be framed after adopting the 
amendment recommended by the committee, I 
cannot conceive it will be obnoxious to the objec- 
tion of any gentleman, unless gentlemen say that 
these great navigable streams shall not be bridged 
at all under any circumstances. 

But I apprehend thatin the present condition 
of the world, in the present condition of the rail- 
roads of the country, that is a proposition which 
will not be considered favorably by the House. 
The right to cross a river, and to have facilities 
for crossing a river, are as important as the right 
to navigate the river itself. The true principle 
of determining all these questions is, the greatest 
good to the greatest number. That should be done, 
and that is in substance the decision of the courts. 
Even ferry boats may obstruct the navigation of 
a river, forthe time being, to steamers passing up 
and down. You ecannothave two boatsin the same 
position at the same time, and one must yield to the 
other. The true principlesettled by the courts is 
that thatshall be done which shall be for the great- 
est convenience of the greater number of people. 
I hope the House will adopt the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

_ Mr. MALLORY. J do notrise to say anything 
about this bill, after what has been said by the 
gentleman from Llinois, except that the reason 
for passing it ought to satisfy every member of 
this House. The provisions of this bill differ 
somewhat from the provisions of the general bill 
for bridging the Ohio, to which this bill is an 
amendment, and it differs only in one respect from 
the provisions of the general bill. The House 
may not be aware that a bill was passed in 1862 
giving to every railroad company above the mouth 
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of the Big Sandy viver the right to bridge the Ohio, 
‘under certain restrictions und regulations con- 
tained inthe bill. In building this bridge at the’ 
falls of the Ohio, which is below the mouth of 
the Big Sandy, we found that we could not sub= 
müt-to the provisions of that bill, because the 
gřounńd upon both sides of the river at Louisville 
makes it very difficult to build a bridge as high as 
bridges are required to be above the mouth of the 
Big Sandy: The land on either side is not high 
enough to allow a bridge to be constructed more 
than ten feet above high-water mark. Fnstead of 
having the bridge built so high, I provided that 
draws should be constructed at each of the chutes’ 
and over the canal wide enough to admit the pas- 
sage of the largest boats navigating the river. Í 
think thata bridge built in that manner instead of 
being aù obstraction to the navigation of the Ohio 
may be called an aid to the navigation, because 
the draws act-as buoys, and indicate to approach- 
ing boats. the heads of the chutes through which 
they have to pass in going over the falls. The 
only impediment it could possibly be would be 
that which might sometimes arise out of the ne- 
cessity of waiting until the draws could be opened. 

I propose, unless some’ gentleman wishes to 

“make. some inquiry or remarks, to call the pre- 
vious question upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I would like to inquire 
of the gentleman from Kentucky why the bill pro- 
vides that two hundred and sixty feet is the small- 
est length at which these draws shall be con+ 
structed? Now, the act to which reference is had 
in this bill provides that there shall not be a draw 
of less than three hundred feet in width. 

Mr. MALLORY, Ian willing the bill shall 
be so amended as to require the draws to be not 
less than three hundred fect in width. 

Mr, ARNOLD. | If there be no objection I will 
accept that amendment. f É; 

There was no objection, 

Mr. PENDLETON. | would suggest that the 
bill would be more acceptable to me if the gentle- 
man would accept an amendment striking out the 
whole proviso. 

Mr. MALLORY. [could not do that of course. 

Mr. PENDLETON. This bill provides that 
this bridge may be built ten feet above high-water 
mark, and in that respect differs from every bridge 
that has been authorized to be built over the Ohio 
river... The gentleman from Kentucky explained 
that this difference was made necessary’ by the 
character of the country in the neighborhood, 
which would not permit the construction of the 
bridge at the usual elevation. l 

Now, sir, [ submit that this is a question of 
navigation of the river and not of the adjacent 
country. 

I imagine that it is easy enough at a little addi- 
tional expense and with a little more trouble to 
build a bridge as high as may be necessary not to 
interrupt the free navigation of the river. [un- 
derstand there is no difficulty im building an em- 
bankment a sufficient distance from the river to 
make a proper grade for a bridge the usual height. 
If it-be necessary, in order to secure the uninter- 
rupted navigation of the Ohio river, to require that 
other bridges shall be at least seventy feet above 
low-water mark, I know of no reason why the 
same requisition should not be insisted on in this 
case. 

The gentleman from Kentucky is of course 
aware of the difficulty there is at any time in the 
navigation of the Obio at this point. Atlow water 
there is no navigation, and at high water the nav- 
igation is dangerous and difficult. — If, therefore, 
abridge be built at this point justabove the surface 
of the channel or at any altitude less than that 
which has been found necessary in the case of 
other bridges, it will be found, I apprehend, a very 
material obstruction to the free navigation of the 
river. 

The idea of the gentleman from Kentucky that 


the bridge will be an improvement te the naviga- | 
tion rather than an obstruction, by directing the | 


boats to the channel, was sufficiently answered by 


the gentleman from Hlinois the other day in an- || 


other case, when he said that the pier of a bridge 
had been found to be a very serious obstruction 
to navigation. So I apprehend it will be found 
to be in this instance, at least unless great care 
is taken in building this bridge. F would like to 
ask the gentleman whether he has the report of 
any scientific man to the effect that the construc- 


tion of this bridge as is now proposed would not. 


impede navigation. 


: J will state to-the gentleman 


Mr. MOORHEAD sought the floor. } 

Mr. PENDLETON. Í yield with great pleas- 
ure to the gentleman from Pitsburg. - 

Mr. MALLORY. I think when the gentle- 
man yields the floor he will yield it to me, as the 
gentleman himself holds it by my courtesy., 

Mr. PENDLETON. The gentleman yielded 
to me, but yielded unconditionally, as. I under- 
stood him, : 

Mr. MALLORY. Notatall. [still retain the 
floor, but I will cheerfully yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I desired to ask the gen- 
tleman from Illinois a question. The gentleman 
gave the authority of a steamboat man, who is an 


expert, that a bridge with thosedraws would not 


be an obstruction to navigation. Such.a man 
would be regarded as a curiosity almostany where 
in the West. I know of no steamboat man who 
does not believe that a bridge constructed: ten, 
thirty, forty, or fifty feet above high-water: mark 
would be an obstruction to navigation, and a 
bridge only ten feet above high-water mark would 
not only be an obstruction but a destruction to 
navigation. Ll desire, therefore, to ask. the gen- 
tleman the name of his authority, f 

Mr. ARNOLD. His name is Russell Blakely, 
and I understand he is an old boatman upon the 
Ohio river. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 1 hope that the House 
will consider this question maturely and not per- 
mit the navigation of the Ohio river to be inter- 
fered with, as would be. the case if the bill be 
passed in its presentshape. I donot want to pre- 
vent the crossing of the Ohio river by bridges 
where they are necessary; but I do not want them 
so constructed that they will interfere with the 
navigation of the river. lt is not impossible to 
dothat by building them high enough, and I say 
that it is better to do that than to destroy the nav- 
igation of the river. i 

Mr. MALLORY. Ihave to say in reply to the 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Penpieron] and the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moornean] 
that I have already explained how this bridge 
would be constructed, and would be required to be 
constructed. Itisnot proposed thatthe bridge shall 
impede the navigation of the Ohio river at all, nor 
is it proposed that the boats shall pass under the 
bridge, but through the draws when the river is 
high enough for them to pass over the falls, and 
through the canal when the water is too low in 
the river for the navigation of the falls. The 
draws are to be constructed at the head of two 
chutes, and there is only one chute through which 
boats can be passed except. under extraordinary 
circumstances. These drawsare to be large enough 
for the passage of the largest boats; and as I have 
said before, the draws will be an index to the 


boatmen as to where the chute is by which they | 


shall pass over the falls. 1 will say to the House 
that the great difficulty in navigatung the falls of 
the Ohio consists in the pilots not knowing exactly 
where the chute is by which they can pass over 
the falls, These draws will act as buoys, and to 


that extent, instead of being an obstruction will’ 


There | 


be an aid to the navigation of the river. 
is no question on-that poiat at all. 


tacky says:th 
of the Ohio river; ea 
wi We all knowthac: who” 


chow any 
Be D ë 


H: tiori of the Norwalk disaster. 


the ‘destruction of lifeaud property. Tho 


that we will do everything to prevent any’ repeti- 


The. Stipreme Court of the United States’ 
decided ‘tliat these bridges should bè ninety feet 
above high-water mark, after the longest trial and 
the ‘taking of more testimony than was ever taken 
in any other case.) 05 Us o Ba Co REH 

Mi. MALLORY, I Wave not yielded to the! 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to‘ make'a sp thi. 

My. MOORHEAD. “ If'we'are to be choked ‘of 
from argument, | hope that the House will choke 
down'ttie bili = © ne genie, ; >> 

Mt. MALLORY. | [do nötthink that the gen- 
tleman can be choked at all. 1 do not think that 
his voice can be stopped, as I have experience to 
know. ws He ae Reece 

‘Mr. HOLMAN rose ES ea 

Mr. MALLORY. I will yield to the gontle-’ 
man presently. | > : ae : pe 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania supposes a 
case of a train going over the bridge and plunging 
down into the river, We do not propose te provide 
against all possible cases to be suggested: by the 
imaginative gentleman, Becausea train is plunged 
into the river by running avan immense speed,, 
shall all railroads be obliterated? . I take it that 
arrangement will be made by the managers of the 
railroads and the keepers of the draws which will 
provide against the probable occurrence of such 
accidents as the gentiemat imagines, “Human 
precaution cannot provide absolutely against si 
accidents. = Sine eee ares 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr 
HEAD] speaks‘of pierssome where existing 
which the fatboats of Pennsylvania ru ell, 
that cannot be the case here. Even if it ( 


Mas 


ainat 


i it be trae 
that these flatboats would strike one of these piers, 
itis true that if the piers were not there they 
would run against the rocks upon which the piéra 
are to be constructed. In the'fact that these piers 
show where the chutes are, we find the ground 
for the assertion that they, act as buoys ‘in’ the 
manner E have mentioned: * SOs en 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. PENDLETON] 
inquires why we do not build this bridge as High 
as the other bridges which cross the Ohio, ninety 
feethigh, which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
says the courts have decided shall be their height, 
If thatis the decision of the courts, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania can abate that bridge after it is 
made, or by injunction prevent our proceeding 
with its construction. Then why fight so per- 
sistently our effort’ to get through a bill which’ 
the people of Pittsbufg'can wipe outina moment? 

The gentleman from Ohio says the bridge should 
be built as high as the-other bridges, and asks: 
me why itis not.” The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania says it may cost a little more to build-the 
abutments to make the bridge high.’ Let'me: tell 
gentlemen we would have to go several miles’ back 
into Kentucky to commence these abutments on 
which to construct a railroad bridge one hundred 
feet high over the Obioat the falls. The land on 
the Kentucky side is low, and it continues lowa’ 
mile back from the city of Louisville. Afterthat 
it begins to descend in a contrary direction from 
the Ohio river, and the waters fall into Salt river 
in that direction, and engineers, who probably 
know as much about these matters ag the distii«, 
guished gentleman from’ Petiisylvania, say it is” 
very difficult to support a bridge so as to.give it 
the proper elevation and not ‘have the plane too: 
much inclined to suit the purposes of railroad 
travel. For-that reason; 1 haveavoided the re- 
quirements of the original bill In that respect- 
and Í think the reason will be satisfactory tothe 


House--and “have provided that. draws’ shall be- 
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. Mr. STEVENS. 
hearing it read, its provisions apply to other 
bridges besides this one at the falls. 

«Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; not one. The sec- 
dnd. section has been stricken out. 

- Mr, HOLMAN. 1 wish to call the attention 
of. the. gentleman, from Kentucky to the special 
language made. use of. in. the fourth amendment. 
The language is “ interrupt navigation.” The 
logation of the bridge is, of course, not.designated 
inthe-act, It may be constructed. above or be- 
low agiven point. The location will depend upon 
the interest ofthe company; upon. the eligibility 
ofthe site, and. not upon. the state of the river. 
The.word “interrupt” is too indefinite.to be used 
inssuch an act. It seems to me that some word 
ghould’be used, which.would go further, and make 
the company liable for any damages which may 
grow out.of the construction of this bridge. {f 
suggest, therefore, if the gentleman. is right in the 
theory that the navigation is not to be injured by 
the. structure at all, that a term be made use of 
strong enough to convey the idea that the navi- 
gation of the stream is not to be impaired, I 
would insert after the word “interrupt,”? the 
words.‘ or in any wise. impair the navigation.” 

Mr. MALLORY. Suppose a boat were re- 
quired to wait until the draw could be opened, 
that would be to that extentan obstruction of the 
navigation of the Ohio. I do not know what the 
word ‘impair’? would be construed to mean. L 
think “interrupt” is sufficiently definite. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | will move, with the permis- 
gion, of. the gentleman from Kentucky, to amend 
by inserting after the word “interrapt”’ the words 
‘or impair??? 

“Mr. MALLORY. I do not feel inclined to 
yield for that amendment, ; 

Mr. MOORHEAD. ‘Was the previous ques- 
tion called? 

j Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; but I have thẹ 
oor, 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
amendment? 

“The SPEAKER. Only by consent of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, 

‘Mr. MOORHEAD. I would like to offer an 
amendment, 

Mr. MALLORY. What amendment? 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I would propose to strike 
out ten”? and insert “ sixty,” and to strike out 
the draws—these man-traps. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have explained to the 
House the reasons why 1 cannot accept that 
amendment. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. Then 1 hope the [House 
will vote down the bill, 

Mr, MALLORY. Unless other gentlemen wish 
to make further remarks, I call the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire to know of the 
gentleman from Kentucky the meaning of the 
words contained in line seven in brackets ‘‘stock- 
holders in the Louisville Bridge Company.” Do 
those two roads own the whole stock of the bridge 
company? 

Mr, MALLORY. I think they do. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question, ordered to be put. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. demanded the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill, 

phe yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. MALLORY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to, 


IDAHO WAGON ROADS, 

Mr. ARNOLD, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported back House bill No. 323, 
for the construction of certain wagon roads in the 
Territory of Idaho, and moved that it be post- 
poned for ten days and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 


Mr. ALLISON, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill for the construction of a canal for 
thé improvement of the upper rapide and the 


Is it in. order to move an 


“fd understand the bill, by | 


i 
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lower Des Moines rapids of the Mississippi river; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the bill be post- 
poned for two weeks, and be ordered to be 
printed. . é 

The motion was agreed to. 


- PUBLIC LAND BUSINESS. 


Mr. DRIGGS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House that Monday night next be set apart 
for the business of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Michigan that these night sessions are only 
during the consideration of the tax bill, and that 
possibly that may be disposed of before the time 
mentioned by the gentleman is reached. 

Mr. DRIGGS. We are willing to take our 
chances for that. p i 

There being no objection, the proposition was 
agreed to. f 


WAR INVESTIGATING COMMITTEE EXPENSES. 


Mr. STEVENS. Iask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report back from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means the Senate joint reso 
lution (No. 37) for the payment of the expenses 
incurred by the committee on the conduct of the’ 
war. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I object. 


THE OLD HOUSE HALL. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported a joint resolution setting apart 
the old Hall of the House of: Representatives as 
a hall of statuary; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The joint resolution was read. It provides 
that inasmuch as the old Hall of the House of 
Representatives is now worse than uselesgly oc- 
eupied, and must remain a thoroughfare between 
the two wings of the Capitol, that the President 
be authorized to invite each of the States to pro- 
vide and furnish statues in marble or bronze, not. 
exceeding two in number each, of men who have 
been citizens thereof, illustrious in their histor- 
ical rencan ov distinguished for their civic or 
military servicvs, such as each State shall determ- 
ine are worthy of national remembrance; and 
that the said Hall be set apart for the reception 
of such statuary. The resolution also sets apart 
$24,000 of the funds which have been, or shall 
hereafter be, appropriated for the Capitol exten- 
sion, to be used in fitting up the Hall for that 
purpose. . 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I send a letter to the 
Clerk’s desk, and ask that it may be read. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

ARCHITECT’S Orrick, UNITED STATES CAPITOL, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 13, 1684. 

Six: I have estimated the cost of takipg up the present 
floor of the old Hall of Representatives, remaving the flag- 
stone pavement, laying a new floor, like that of the Con- 
gressional Library, or of the Senate vestibule, and the put- 
ting up of an iron railing six feet high to form a passage 
through the Hall, and 1 find that these improvements will 
amount to $24,000. 

The resolution provides for a “ bronze railing.” I sup- 
pose, however, that an iron railing, painted in imitation 
of bronze, is intended, and I have so estimated it. Such 
a railing, composed of bronze, at the present price of cop- 
per, would cost about five thousand dollars more than it 
would if made of iron as suggested. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

THOMAS U. WALTER, 
Architect United States Capitol Extension, Çe. 


Hon. Joun H. Rice, Chairman of Committee on Public 

Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise toa question of order. 
I understand that resolution to make an appro- | 
priation, and that it must therefore go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. The resolution makes 
no appropriation, but merely provides how a 
portion of an appropriation already made shall 
be used. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands 
it, and therefore overrules the question of order. 

Mr.MORRILL. Mr.Speaker,aslhad the honor 
to introduce this proposition, I desire to occupy the 
attention of the House fora moment, Theexpan- 
sion of our country from the old thirteen to thirty- 
six States imposed upon us the burden as well as. 
the privilege of building and extending a structure 
for the accommodation of the legislative branches 
of the Government and appropriate for the Capi- 
tol of the foremost Republic of the world. This 


work is how approaching completion, Even ai 


War- waged by rebels for the destruction of the 


Government. has not retarded its progress for a 
single day. The old Scnate Chamber has been 
already fittingly devoted to the use of the Supreme 
Court. The old Hall of the House of Represent- 
atives, empty and deserted, remains an unappro- 
priated waste, and as it now appears—draped.in 
cobwebs, and carpeted with dust, tobacco. and 
apple pomace—a conspicuous. nuisance... 

Congress is the guardian of this fine old Hall, 
surpassing in beauty all the rooms. of this vast. 
pile, and should protect it from desecration,. Its; 
noble columns from a quarry. exhausted: and in- 
capable of reproduction— 

t Nature formed but one, 
And broke the die in molding ;”? 
its democratic simplicity and grandeur of style, 
and its wealth of association with many earnest 
and eloquent chapters in the history of our. coun- 
try, deserve perpetuity at the hands of an Amer- 
ican Congress. It was here that many. of our 
most distinguished men, whose fame “‘ the world 
will not willingly let die,” began or ended their 
career, 

It appears to. me eminently proper, therefore, 
that this House should take the initiative in sete 
ting apart with reverent affection the Hall, so - 
charged with precious memories, to some pur- 
pose of usefulness and dignity. To what end 
more useful or grand, and at the same time simple 
and inexpensive, can we devote it than to ordain 
that it shall be set apart for the reception of such 
statuary as each State shall elect to be deserving 
of this lasting commemoration?. Will not all:the, 
States with generous emulation proudly respond, 
and thus furnish a new evidence that the Union 
will clasp. and hold forever all its jewels—the 
glories of the past, civil, military and judicial— 
in one hallowed spot where those who will be 
here to aid in carrying on the Government may 
daily receive fresh inspiration, and new incentives 

“To scorn delights and live laborious days 3”? 

and where pilgrims from all parts of the Union, 
as well as from foreign lands, may come and be- 
hold a gallery filled-with such American man- 
hood as succeeding generations will delight to 
honor, and sec also the actual form and mold of 
those who have inerasably fixed their names on 
the pages of history. 

The suffrages of no State will fail to be honestly: 
and fairly bestowed, for no local shams will be 
intruded where the judgment of the world is sure 
to be challenged, and where partisanship loses its 
current value. We may reasonably expect that 
the State contributions, without charge to the na- 
tional Government, will speedily furnish here in 
the Capitol of the nation a collection of statuary 
that will reflect honor upon the illustrious dead, 
upon the Republic found to be neither ungrateful 
to its distinguished sons nor unmindful of its 
obligations; and incidentally, it may be hoped, 
there will be brought forth worthy monuments to 
the genius of the artists of the country who will 
vie with each other for distinction in the execution 
of the various works which may be required. 

The extension of the Capitol has added so 
much space to existing accommodations, that the 
old Hall is not required as a warehouse or for 
committee-rooms, and it is impossible to divide 
and distribute it, if it were so required, in any 
manner that will be satisfactory, or that will not 
disclose an awkward, ill-begotten, ill-born, sec- 
ond-handed purpose, while if.it shall be left whole 
and unmutilated asil now is, and only decorated, 
as now proposed, with works of art, it will ap- 
pear as imposing and perfect as though the idea 
sprung from the brain of the architect at the foun- 
dation of the Capitol. 

The proposition now before us is approved of 
by. the Superintendent of Public Buildings, (Mr. 
French,) and also, after thorough scrutiny of all 
other plans, by the present accomplished archi- 
tect of the Capitol extension, (Mr, Walter.) I 
have yet to hear the first objection to the propo- 
sition. 

All the work required at present is a new floor 
and a suitable bronze or iron railing for the pas- 
sageway. Atsome future period the gallery may 
have to be removed, but, asit was an excrescence 
at the start, or an after-thought, not put up until. 
the Hall had been completed, there will be no ob- 
siacle to its removal or its remodeling, ag future 
convenience may require, 

Before the Hall can have a suitable light for. 
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statuary a new roof with more light will be neces: 
sary; but as the present roof is a wooden one, cog- 
structed almost entirely, of combustible materials, 
already decaying, a new fire-proof roof willdoubt- 
less ere long be re tied o katerer may. be done, 
withthe Hall... This.can, however, be. postponed: 
as.long as it may. be wise. or safe to, do so, and, 
until the. proper time, and then the cost will. be. 
no greater to, have it adapted to. the: object now: 
proposed than. to any. other. T ERN 

We have a large amount of excellent marble of. 
various. descriptions.lying about, not required. for 
the completion of the Capitol, and: therefore oth- 
erwise useless, which can. be used for the floor at, 
this time at less expense. than.it.will ever again 
be possible to obtain it, and besides, we have the 
machinery now ready to cut and finish. it, pro- 
vided it shall be so determined. 

L understand, also, that it has been proposed 
to remove the high. bronze railing. now. in the Li- 
brary for a smaller-sized railing, and if'so, and it 
should be found appropriate, as I do not think it 
will be, that might be taken to serve as a railing 
for the central passage proposed through the Hall. 
Under any circumstances, whether the new mate- 
rials or those on hand shall be found most avail- 
able, the expense cannot be large, and hardly. 
more than or different from wha a prudent pro- 
prietor would expend for the mere preservation 
of the premises. f 

While the times demand of us. the sternest 
economy, I know of no object to which so small 
ä sum can be devoted with. purer or more exalted 
motives, and none more likely to be cordially 
greeted by the patriotic heart of the nation. 

' But itis not proposed to add a dollar to our ap- 
propriations. Lt is merely proposed to set apart 
asmall portion of the funds ($500,000 recently 
voted by the House) for the completion of the 
Capitol, and the whole object will beaccomplished. 
That fund is very large, and I think no one will 
object to the disposal of so small a portion of it 
in the manner indicated. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. I did design to make 
some remarks upon this joint resolution, but as 
the morning hour is just expired, and as I am 
desirous. of disposing of the matter this evening, 
I will not take up the time of the House, but de- 
mand the previous question on the engrossment 
of the joint resolution; i 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed—ayes 87, noes 20. 

“Mr, RICE, of Maine, moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. COBB, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled bills of the following ti- 
tles; which were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

Anact (H.R. No. 303) to amend an actentitled 
“An act to establish and equalize the grade of 
line officers of the United States Navy,” approved 
July 16, 1862; 

An act (H. R. No. 301) to amend an act for en- 
rolling and calling-out the national forces soas to 
increase the rank, pay, and emoluments of the 
Provost Marshal General; and 

An act (H. R. No. 287) to change the name of 
the district and. port of Presque Isle to the district 
and port of Erie. 

THE. REBEL STATES. 


The morning hour having expired, the House 
resumed the consideration of the bill relative to 
the reorganization of the rebel States, on. which 
the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. J.C. Arren] 
was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, asa mem- 
ber of the committee on the rebellious States, dif- 


fering with the majority as to the propriety of. 


the legislation proposed by this bill, as well as to 
the power of Congress over many of the ques- 
tions it involves, { ask the indulgence of the 
Tiouse while I present some of the reasons that 
induce me to withhold from it my support. The 
mode by which it proposes to institute State gov- 
ernments is new. . The power it proposes Eon- 


gress shall, exercise my: 
‘ferred by the Constitutionand-cannotbe exerdised 


fate of the republics of history, where civil: Hi 
‘enty: was. lost in the ; 
`of power, 


‘political fabric is stirred. to. its:eenter, .. Ambi- 
‘tion, civil war, taxation, and national bankruptey: 
‘are all testing: at the same time'the power ands: 


in- ndgment, not con 
except in derogation. of the rights:.of the: States; 
and of the people. - It is. the offspring of-a reves: 
lutionary spirit. now. pervading: to. some extent 
the country,and manifesting itself to an alarming: 
degree.in. the executive. and: legislative depart- 
ments of the Government, presaging:to- ours: the: 


usurpation and centralizati 


The signs of the times are portentous. Our 


or have. they: 
and-are their cit: 


ment: and:yelease: themselves fromthe obligationai 
and duties which they, owed:to:it; unless this resist: 
‘ance:hnd. been. carried’ to.» pointswherethe Gove: 
‘emiment had: given: its-consent to a.separation, the: 
peintat.which all revolutions: become sudcessfahi 

t willnot: be contended. bythe friendsiof this bill: 
ithat. thes point has: been reached. Them if: they: 


strength of our system; and the friends of frees 
government everywhere are anxiously waiting: 
for the hour when they can rejoice. in its: triumph: 
or, must weep. over its downfall. Petpet ti 

In this hour of tempest and darkness; L fear-to: 
launch out-upon unknown and. untried seas: f: 
prefer to keep. close tothe landmarks and: follows 
the charts laid down by.the fathers, whose.expex 


|-rience.and wisdom enabled: them to point-out-the: 


Scylla and Charybdis which may wreck: our 


vessel of State, laden. withal our national hopes. 


Educated, in the school of revelation, having: 
eaten its bitter fruits.and drank its poisonous cup: 
they. have left-us. their wisdom, embodied in the. 
Constitution, as a rule for our: government, in 
war no less. than in peace. 

We have been unmindfal of the lessons:they in- 
culcated, we have not heeded their warnings, we 
have become unfaithful to this rule: of govern- 
ment; hence our present peril. Our safety for the 
future depends, not upon new and untried experi- 
ments dictated by the prejudices and passions,of 
the hour, but upon a rigid adherence to the letter 
and spirit of the Constitution as the great 'funda- 
mental law of the Government, looking to an. 
administration of the same upon its principles 
and by its rules, as the only mode:-by which we 
can bring order out of confusion, protect and per- 
petuate the civil liberty of the citizen, and restore 
the States to Union and peace. 

I shall not stop to inquire who is to blame for. 
our present difficulties, whether the sin rests upon 
fanaticism at the North or a spiritof rebellionat 
the South. If l.were to doso, I would probably 
find much to condemn in both sections. My earn- 
est desire is to see the Union restored, the. sus 
premacy of the Constitution and laws vindicated, 
at the earliest practicable moment, with. the least 
possible expenditure of life and treasure, and the 
least possible. detriment to the material interests 
of the States. Already an ocean of blood. has 
been. shed, a half. million of lives-have.been. sac- 
rificed to the fell spirit-of discord. Billions of 
treasure have been wasted, 1 would not add one 
more drop to that ocean, one more pang to the 
distress, one more body to the heeatomb, than: 
was necessary. Ihave nosympathy with aman 
who, led on by the madness of fanaticism and 
love of strife, can press forward over. homes 
made desolate, governments destroyed, over fields: 
of carnage and States laid waste by fire andsword, 
and laugh ‘at chaos come again,” or for him: 
whose love of power, whose thirst for dominion, 
or whose desire for revenge, would lead him one: 
step beyond the point where Union and peace: 
could be attained. And our legislation here and: 
our operations. in. the field should be directed to: 
this great end. 

How that end can be best accomplished:is a: 
question about which gentlemen may honestly: 
differ, for the human mind.is so differently organ- 
ized that men in starting out fromthe. same prem- 
ises often arrive at different conclusions. And it 
would be strange indeed if men. who. start out. 
from different standpoints should find. their con- 
clusions in accord. i 

To determine whether the plan proposed.in this: 
billis one that will accomplish the purposesought,, 
we ought first to determine. what relation. these: 
rebellious States and the citizens thereof bear to: 
the Federal Government, for we are not prepared 
to vote understandingly 
correctly 
settled this question in our own minds. Judging 
from the debates of this session there is graat con- 
trariety of opinion upon the subject. l- propose 


to give my own view of that relation, and from itt) 


deduce the reasons.upon which my opposition to 
the. bill is based, 


upon this-bill or.to judge-| 
what these States need until we. have |j 


have not thusibhewn:their way out-of the: Uriont 
.torthe. position. of foreign: States, how élse:cauld 
they: get. out? Thereis but one other way, and: 
that is by: theit acts-on rather ordinances. of seces: 
isions, If -they could igo out: by act of secession; 
 Without-consentof the: Federal:Governmentsthen. 
they.are.out, and they areforeien States}and their! 
‘citizens owe-obedience and ‘allegiance to. another: 
‘Government, 2 es > Seer eer cr ae 
: "Phenj.the war: we: have been, waging against: 
‘them: isnot. a. war to; vindicate the supremacy: of 
the: Constitution and the. lawsiof the:Federal: Gown 
. ernment, buta warof conquest for the.subjugas 
 tion-ọf.a foreign: people, lË they. became foreign: 
States by..the act of sécession, then they had a: 
right to secede.. If they. had no right under the: 
Constitution and Jaws: to secede, then. thelr. ordis. 
nances,of secession: were void, and they are yet; 
States in the Union, and:the allegiance and obes 
dience of their citizens are. due: to the Federal: 
Government, in all that the: Federal Government, 
has.a right to demands: 4 prae aoa kl 

If Lbelieved these States were out of the Union;; 
i were foreign States, I would regard this warnuponi 
them asa sinin the sight of God and-men, since: 
its. purpose then could only. be revenge or plans 
der. We. would have no more right to wage a 
war for-their conquest than’ we would:have: to: 
wage war upan- the Canadas orany. other foreign: 
Power., If they were out of the Union and for- 
eign, States: by act of secession; pëacefulnegotiąe 
tion was the mode that Christianity. and; civilizar 
tion would point out, and: war.only the lastresort, 
when all other meansof settling disputed question 
should have failed, But they were not regarded: 
by the.Government.as out of the Union, The 
President and Congress did not.so. regard them:: 
The people, when they rallied under the call for 
troops, rallied: under-a belief that the war was, a 
warto maintain the Union, to vindicate the/au-: 
premacy of the laws. over men: and: States in-rex: 
bellion against rightful authority. tis: true we. 
treat their citizens; when captured with arms. in: 
their hands, as: prisoners. of war, entitled to the. 
rights. that pertain to belligerents under. the usages: 
of: war; but we do this, not because we regard: 
them as citizens or soldiers of a foreign Govern: 
ment, but because humanity and the interest of 
our own soldiers: captured, by them require that 
we should.thus treatthem. Hencecartels for exs. 
change of prisoners are agreed upon, &c, 

it has therefore been regarded as a civil war. 
waged between two powerful parties, the one en- 
deavoring to enforce and. the other to resist the 
authority-of aGovernmentto which theallegiance. 
and obedience of both. are alike due. nat 

Is this bill then adapted to the condition of these: 
States, and can we, under our power derived from: 
the. Constitution, rightfully .do what the bill pro- 
poses? [-do not believe the measure. will tend to: 
restore peace and. promote. Union, but rather in- 
‘crease. the distrust and discord. I am. satisHed: 


that a- large portion of the citizens of the'rebel-: 
Jious States. were induced to consent to secession: 
under a. fear that thoir rights. under-the Constitue 
‘tion, while the Government wag. in the hands: of 
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admit it: . It-was their duty to have remained in 
the: Union and aided. in averting the evil they” 
feared; and. I do not allude to it for the purpose‘of 
apologizing for them.. ‘But if we-desire their re~ 
turn:to allegiance we must take such course as 
will be calculated to remove such an apprehension. 
It:would be unreasonable to suppose that a meas- 
ureactually accomplishing what they feared would- 
induce therr return, The fear was the inequality 
of rights of their States in the Union, and that the 
rights of their-citizens would be infringed by the 
party then. about to assume the reins of govern- 
ment. itis not my purpose to inquire whether 
this fear was well founded. It is sufficient for the 
urpose of this argument that it existed, and that, 
it:prompted them to attempt secession. 

‘This bill is based upon the supposition that the: 
time will come when these people will be willing 
toreturn to allegiance and duty. But it contains 
provisions which destroy the equality of these 
States and curtail the rights of their citizens. I 
know gentlemen are ready to answer that these 

eople have forfeited the protection which the 
Bronstitusion gives to the law-abiding citizen and 
have no right to claim the protection of the Con- 
stitution. I answer, they have rendered them- 
selves amenable to the penalties prescribed by the 
Constitution and laws by their rebellion, and it 
will.remain with the Government to say how far 
these penalties may be inflicted upon them when 
again brought within their reach; but you can 
only inflict penalties on individuals. Youcannot, 
and ought not if you could, to fix the badge of 
inequality upon the States, for I assume if these 
States are not entitled to equality of right in the 
sisterhood of States then they ought not to be in 
the sisterhood. This is the theory of our Con- 
stitution and has ever been the practice of the 
Government. No plan for the reorganization of 
these States will be successful that does not keep 
this fact in view. Their reorganization on any 
other basis will only be effected by force, and 
their people will only yield such obedience to the 

Government as is exacted by force. 

The President’s plan, as set forth in his amnesty 
proclamation of December last, is subject to the 
same objection. The House will pardon me if 
for a moment L wander from my argument upon 
this bill to pay a passing notice to that proclama- 
tion, although it may be deemed a work of su- 

ererogation to discuss a document of such un- 

imited pretension that has so soon fallen into such 
general contempt. In regard to it, I agree with 
much that wassaid by the gentleman from Mary- 
land, (Mr. Dayis,} that it ig not worth the paper 
upon which it is written; that the President pos- 
sessed no constitutional power to enforce it; that 
it is a dead letter except in the presence of the 
Army. That it was intended to increase the Presi- 
dent’s power on the floor of the Fouse and of the 
Senate, and more particularly in the electoral col- 
Jege, are facts too palpable to be successfully con- 
troverted. I know that the President’s right to 
issue and enforce it is defended by some upon the 
ground that in time of war the President as Com- 
mander-in-Chief may do what in his judgment 
may seem meet; that in war he is released from 
constitutional restraints, and that the constitu- 
tional rights of the citizens as well as of States 
may be disregarded by him; that under his war 
power he can suspend such provisions of the Con- 
atitution as stand in the way of the accomplish- 
ment of his plans, leaving to bim to be the exclu- 
sive judge of its necessity; and in this proclamation 
he claims the right to dictate to the States what 
shalland what shall not be in their State constitu- 
tions; what laws shall and what laws shall not be 
upon their statute-books; who shall be and who 
shall not be entitled to the elective franchise? 
when Representatives and Senators shall be en- 
titled to seats upon this floor and in the Senate, 
and when the States shall be represented in the 
electoral college. Ineed notsay thatsuch powers 
are not only dangerous to civil liberty, bat that 
their exercise is military usurpation. If he can 
in time of war suspend one portion. of the Con- 
stitution under the pretext of military necessity, 
he can suspend the whole instrument, and make 
his power not only absolute but perpetual; he 
can suspend that provision of the Censtitution 
which authorizes the people to elect his successor 


in November next, and install him into office on | 


the 4th of March following; he ean issue his | 


niandate and disperse thé two Houses of Con- 


i legislation has been had in contravention of the | 


gress; he can send his posse into your courtrooms? 
and drive the judges from the bench. - All these 
things he can-do if he has power to do-any one of 
them, and. he has the same right to do any or 
all of them that’he has to dictate to a State what 
its State constitution shall or shall not contain. 
What: power the President possesses, either in 
peace:or-in war, he derives from the Constitution. 
‘Whatever powers he exercises must be exercised 
in pursuance of its warrant, and when he steps 
beyond the power conferred by that instrument 
he becomes to that extent a usurper. ` pes 

Can it be supposed that our fathers, emerging 
from a baptism of blood shed in resisting. the 
usurpations of George IH, would have given us 
a Government and called it a free Government, a 
republic, in which the President, a mere servant 
of the people, could, by involving the country in 
war, become as absolute in his power as any 
despot upon a throne? Such a construction would 
make the Constitution contain the seeds of its own 
destruction. The doctrine is the offspring of a 
spirit of revolution; its aim is the overthrow of 
constitutional government, and its end the annihi- 
lation of civil liberty. 

But to come back toa consideration of this bill. 
It purports to be ‘a bill to guaranty to certain 
States, whose governments have been usurped or 
overthrown, a republican form of government.” 
lt proposes to authorize the President to appoint 
a provisional governor for each of these States, 
“and that as soon as military resistance to the 
United States shall be suppressed and the people 
thereof sufficiently return to their allegiance to 
the laws of the United States,” the governors 
thus appointed, through the marshals and their 
deputies, shall enroll the citizens of those States, 
requiring those thus enrolled to take an oath to 
support the Constitution of the United States; 
and that if a number equal to one tenth of those 
enrolled shall take such oath, then the governor 
shall issue his proclamation calling a State con- 
vention to adopt a State constitution, and fixing 
the number of delegates and places of voting, &c. 

l have given the substance of the first three 
sections of the bill. This bill in some respects 
is an improvement upon the President’s plan of 
reconstruction, It preserves the geographical 
boundaries of the States, and would prevent the 
division of one of these States into two or more 
States. It also in a subsequent section provides 
that Congress shall determine when they have 
sufficiently reformed their State governments as 
to entitle them to a representation upon this floor 
and.in the Senate. It vindicates, to this extent, 
the dignity and power of Congress over these 
questions, but at the same time it is obnoxious to 
serious objections, some of which are embraced 
in the President’s plan. One of the most prom- 
inent is that it carries out a feature in the Presi- 
dent’s plan which enables-one tenth of the citi- 
zens to make constitutions and laws for the gov- 
ernment of the other nine tenths, 

The President would have created a sort of 
order of nobility, the patent whereot he proposed 
to bestow, not for eminent service to the State or 
upon the field, or for valuable discoveries, which 
is usual in Governments where these orders are 
created, but on account of their sycophancy, in 
taking an oath to support and: maintain the Pres- 
ident’s proclamations as coming within his pre- 
rogative and power. This bill proposes to confer 
the same dignity upon one tenth, bat for a dif- 
ferent reason; but it is no less objectionable in 
principle. ` 

This bill is based upon the idea that these are 
yet States in the Union with the State govern- 
ments usurped or overthrown. What then is ne- 
cessary to be done to restore rightful rule within 
their limits? ‘They have the same constitutions 
and the same Jaws they had before the rebellion; 
they have not been abrogated nor changed; no at- 
tempt has been made to change them im any very 
important particular except in the change of the 
form of oath which officers of State should take 
when they are required to take an oath to sup- 
port the constitution of the confederacy instead 
of the oath to support the Constitution of the Uni- | 
ted States. Their constitutions in this respectare | 
not really changed. Having no power to secede, | 
not being out of the Union, the change in this re- 


if 
| 
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gard is void and has no effect; so with whatever ji 

ji 
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Constitution of the United States, it being the su- 


i performance. 


preme law ofthe land operating there as elsewhere. 
What, then, is needed? Not constitution and 
laws; they havethem already. Buttheir offices, 
executive, ministerial, judicial, and legislative, 
have been usurped and their fanctions performed 
by men who refused to acknowledge their obli- 
gations to the Federal Government, and who have 
been sustained in this refusal by military force. 
What is needed, then, isnew incumbents in these 
offices, men who will acknowledge the authority 
of the Federal Government and pay respect and 
obedience to its laws. They require a reform in 
the administration of their State governments al- 
ready existing. When this reform is wrought, 
all conflict between the Federal Government and 
the State governments will cease. 

When can this reform be wrought? 
in the language of this bill: 

“It can and will be wrought as soon as military resist- 
ance to the Government of the United States is suppressed, 
and the people thereof shall have sufficiently returned to 
their allegiance to the Constitution and laws of the United 
States.” 

It is just at this point that this bill proposes to 
inaugurate new constitutions and laws; and just 
at this point I submit that this bill will not be 
needed, for when the military power shall have 
been suppressed and the people shall return to 
theirallegiance, they will see to it that their offices, 
executive, judicial, ministerial, and legislative, 
are filled by men who will respect the authority 
of the United States. These States do not, nor 
will they, occupy toward the General Govern- 
ment- the relation of Territories. Nor do they 
occupy the relation to the Government that this 
District does. Hence no authority can be found 
to authorize this legislation in those provisions of 
the Constitution relating to Territories or the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Nor will they occupy the re- 
lation to the Government that conquered prov- 
inces occupy to the Government making the con- 

uest. Usually the laws of the couquered are so 

ifferent, so antagonistic to the laws of the con- 
queror as to require radical change to adapt them 
to their new relation. But such is not the case in 
these States. Their constitutions and their laws 
are such as have always been recognized by the 
Federal Government as republican in form and 
consonant with the principles of our Constitu- 
tion. Hence the power to enforce upon these 
people the provisions of this bill must be found 
in some other provision of that instrument. The 


Į answer 


gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] contends, 


that he discovers the power in section four, arti- 
cle four, of the Constitution, which reads as fol- 
lows: 

& The United Stales shall guaranty to every Statein the 
Union a republican form of government.’? g 

That provision cannot apply to States already 
having constitutions and laws republican in form. 
The interpretation which he gives the clause is 
not sustained either by the language itself or by 
the opinions or acts of those who incorporated it 
into the Constitution, who of all men are sup- 
posed to. know best what it did mean. 

The character of a Government, whether re- 
publican or otherwise, is determined by its con- 
stitution and laws. Now, if these State consti- 
tutions and laws are republican in form, within 
the meaning of the Constitution, there can be no 
necessity for instituting new constitutions by 
action of Congress, as proposed in this bill. The 
republican character of these State governments 
has been passed upon by Congress, some of them 
when Congress was under the control of the very 
men who made the Constitution. 

Again, I think the gentleman from Maryland 
{Mr. Davis] is mistaken when he supposes the 
Constitution, in requiring Congress to guaranty 
to every State in the Union a republican form of 
government, meant to impose upon Congress the 
duty of instituting State governments for the 


| States, fixing provisions in their State constitu- 


tions prescribing the qualifications of voters, and 
fixing eligibility of the citizen for office, as in 
this bill, All that was intended was that Con- 
gress should see that the States enjoyed repub- 
lican forms of government, We cannot reason 
ably infer from the language itself that anything 
further was intended, 

Now, one who guaranties the performance of 


i a contract is not the one who undertakes to per- 


form its stipulations, but one who agrees to see 
them performed, and to be answerable for their 
So when Congress is required to 


+ 
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guaranty republican forms of government to the 
States, it only requires that. Congress shall see 
that the States enjoy such a form of government, 
and protect them in its enjoyment. ea 

If the gentleman’s ‘interpretation -be correct, 
Congress, from’ the adoption of the Constitution 


till now, has beefi remiss in its duty toward some: 


of these States and toward other States in the 
Union in neglecting to institute new forms of gov- 
ernment for them. 
the Government, as gentlemen well know, to let 
the States adopt such.constitutions as in their 
judgment would best promote their own interest, 
and then protect the States in the enjoyment of 
their State govertiments, And this; [take it, is 
the exterit of the obligation as well as the extent 
of the power. ; ` k 
„But this bill proposes to ignore the existence 
of State constitutions and State laws, and to iñ- 
stitute new Staté governments without inquiring 
whither the provisions and lawa-dictated by Con- 
gress are acceptable to the people or not who are 
to be affected by them, and in this it is anti-re- 
publican and in violation of the very provision of 
the Constitution under which-it seeks to main- 
tain it. That Government only is republican 
where the people are directly, or through their 
chosen representatives, consultéd as to the laws 
by which they are to be governed. And this bill, 
by-dictating what shall be and what shall not be in 
their constitutions and Jaws, is in conflict with the 
principles of republican government. It not only 
undertakes to direct what shall be in their consti- 
tutions on certain subjects in the seventh section 
of the bill, but it determines also who shall and 
who shall not enjoy the elective franchise and be 
- eligible to office. This power not having been 
conferred by the Constitution upon Congress, be- 
longs exclusively to the State. If any one con- 
troverts this position, I would refer him to the 
first article, second section, of the Constitution, 
where, in providing for the election of Represent- 
atives to Congress, we read that“ the electors in 
the several States shall have the qualifications re- 
quisite for electors to the most numerous branch 
of the State Legislature,” leaving the conclusion 
irresistible that it is to the State belongs the power 
of determining this question. 

The bill is obnoxious to the further objection 
thatit gives to the President of the United States 
the power, through his military governors and his 

rovost marshals, to mold the Constitution and 
aws to suit himself on questions where Congress 
docs not intervene, and between what power Con- 
gress exercises, and what the President, through 
his military, would exercise, the people would 
have none left. ‘These questions should be left 
to the people as they are left in other States, with- 
out the intervention of Congress or the Executive. 

It is true that only those who have held office 
and borne arms under the confederate or usurped 

authorities are excluded from voting or holding 
office, but Congress cannot undertake to make 
even that part of their constitution for them with- 
out exceeding its authority and destroying that 
equality of right which should exist in the several 
States of the Union. Now, the fact may be, and 
Tam pretty sure that itis, that very many who 
have borne arms in the confederate service, and 
have in this way resisted the authority of the 
United States, in their hearts have loved the old 
Union and the old flag, but from seeming: cir- 
cumstances have felt compelled to enter the rebel 
service; others, and doubtless many of them, be- 
lieved with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Srevens,| that their States were actually 
out of the Union, that they were foreign States, 
and that their-obedience and their allegiance were 
due to another government, and thus believing 
took up arms and perhaps took office under 
what they understood to be, for the time being, 
their government, but who would rejoice to be 
again back in the old Union, and yield obedience 
to its laws and its authority; and yet, under this 
bill, while you would exact of such all the duties 
and obligations of the citizen, you would deprive 
hin of its highest and most exalted privileges. 

I-confess, sir, thatin my view itisa very grave 
offense to resist, by force of arms, the authority 
of the Government. But is it such an offense as 
requires Congress, in violation of constitutional 
right, to step in and take away from the offender 
the elective franchise? If so, L fear that some, 
who; in the modern acceptation of the tèrm, are 


It has been the practice of 
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extremely loyal, would ‘suffer from such alaw.. 
Some in Massachusetts, in Ohio, and in-my own 
State have.been: guilty, in times past, of resisting 
the authorities‘of the United States ‘in: enforcing. 
the fugitive slave law. 0 eS 
-E should, oppose congressional. intervention. 
against them.as 1 oppose It-in this biH. -1 hope all; 
such men have repented of that sin, and I believe: 
the people of ‘thé South will repent, and Fam for 
leaving to those who have sufficieritly returned to 
their allegiance to the Government of: the United: 
States to determine who'shall-and who shall not 
enjoy the elective franchise. If the people are 
not capable of making constitutions and laws for 
themselves, then our form of free government ib 
a failure, and let us say so, and take the neces- 
sary Steps to change it... But do not, under ‘the 
forms of a republic and under the Constitution 
of a republic, play the dictator.’ Let-us not,’ 
under the pretext of giving to the States a repub- 
lican government, force upon them one in’ which 
thé main features of a republic aré:swallowed up 
in congressional dictation. Pote ; 
. Again, this bill requires that the constitution 
which the State shall adopt shall contain a pro- 
vision “that no ‘debt, State or confederate, cre- 
ated by or under the sanction of the usurping 
power shall be recognized or paid by the State.” 
That is also a question that ought to be left to 
the State to determine. There were niany men 
in those States when the rebellion first broke out 
who had their property taken by the usurping 
State authorities under a promise to pay for it, 
men who were then and are yet true to the Union, 
but who were left without any protection from 
the Federal Government, who were left to the 
mercy of the usurping power; and for Congress 
to compel the State to repudiate such an obliga- 
tion and leave one whom the Government did not 
and could not protect to beggary and want would, 
in my judgment, be to commit an injustice for 


which there can be no excuse. Let tke State, in’ 


the exercise of a wise discretion, determine what 
ought to be paid and what ought-to be rejected. 
The burden of such payments will fall upon the 
people of the States if they see fit toassume them, 
Let us not in a mere wanton exercise of power 
do that which will appear unjust in the eyes of 
the world. We can trust them on that question 
if we can trust them with the management of a 
State government. f 

But there is ini this same section seven another 
provision by which Congress assumes to exer- 
cise a power which does not belong to it. Ial- 
lude to the second provision of that section, which 
requires these States to incorporate into their 
constitutions aclause prohibiting involuntary ser: 
vitude.. There are three provisions ‘in this sec- 
tion that Congress declares shall be in their State 
constitutions; provisions over which the people 
of the State to be affected by them are to have no 
control; questions reserved to the States by the 
Constitution; questions which Congress cannot 
determine for them without exceeding its author- 
ity, and without violating the principles of repub- 
lican government. 

The twelfth and thirteenth sections of this bill 
also contain provisions not within the power of 
Congress. The twelfth section abolishes slavery, 
in these States as far as an act of Congress can’ 
abolish it. %t not only abolishes it, but it takes 
away fromthe courts, asfarasan act of Congress 
can take away, the power of passing upon the 
right of Congress to abolish ity It declares that 
if any one declared free by this act shall be held 
under pretense of claim to service or labor, the 
courts, upon habeas corpus, shall discharge such 
a one. f 

The thirteenth section attempts to give legal 
effect to the President’s proclamation by preserib-- 
ing’ the punishment of those who shall attempt 
to restrain the liberty of any one declared free by 
that proclamation. i r 

In these two sectionsas well as in section sever 
the advocates of this bill ‘* overleap” all consti- 
tutional barriers and press on to the accomplish- 
ment of their purposes, in contempt of the rights 
of the States and of the people, sowing broad- 
cast, as they go, the seeds of distrust and revo- 
lution, fulfilling the prediction that when they 
obtained the power they would trample under foot 
and dishonor the Constitution. If this House shall 
have determined to pass this bill, I have no reason 
to suppose that anything I: could say would be 
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stitution, which secures 
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to‘the* work of saving’ the constitttioval : live Í 


toration of orđeránd peace, taking such'm 


‘the hour, may occupy the high places of trust 


dead bury its déad 7> but let bs address ovis 


of ‘the living; ‘let us 


rect Our energ 


as’ will allay the ill-bldod rather than stir up 


' But géntlemen say we must bury slavery out‘of 

rt sig’ If the ‘people desire it buried: let tbe 
let ‘ita funeral be conducted ‘according 
venants ‘of the Constitution. our 


‘To dur 


‘haste to get'it out of our sight let us not trample 


upon rights’ secured “by that covenant. Let us 


‘not break.the faith plédged by the fathers, Let 
cus Wot forget that bya faithful änd strict compli- 
ice With ou obligations it A 
cand ë thet 
‘under the ‘ Constitution; we vindicate‘ the law 


iving to each State 
h' individual that which belongs to them, 


and increase our owh security, arid that by viò- 
lating its provisions we ourselves become rev+ 
olutionists. © That when the restraints which that 
instrument places upon our action are thrown off, 


‘the ‘people are left to the’ mercy of those who, fur 


thatliberty; property, life, all, all become insecure; 
for can we expect the peoplé to réverence a Con- 
stitution which rulers vidlaté at will, or respect 
the law which rulers tregt with contempt? ` The 
disregard of constitutions and laws has already 
drénched “our country in’ fraternal blood; and 
brought bankruptcy to our doors, ‘and sorrow to 
our hearts.» Shall we, in this‘our day of trouble, 
feed the spirit of revolution, by cutting loose the 
Government from its constitutional moorings to 
drift out upon the wave, to become the sport of 
the demon of discord; or shall we, like mén who 
appreciate the blessings of constitutional ‘Gov- 
ernment and of peace,'order, and civil liberty, 
show our devotion to them by adhering to the 
Constitution, which can alone sccure them? ` 
Let us not, in our effort to destroy slavery if 
it'be alive or to bury it if it be dead, destroy the 
fundamental Jaw of our Government, ‘a a Teve 
our own racea prey to anarchy or ‘despotism. 
if slavery must needs be buried, let its burial be’ 
conducted without revolution or. fraud, ‘that thé 
public authority may not be brought into con- 
tempt. If it be thus buried Iwill not be founda 
mourner in its funeral train, for'living I had no 
love for it and dead I will have no téar ‘to. drop. 
upon its grave. Some one suggested that when 
slavery was buried upon its tombstone should be 


‘written, “‘Slavery—died of therebellion.’? 1 warn, 


gentlemen to beware, lest beside the grave of sla- 
very be. found another grave and another: tomb- 
stone, whereon history will write, ‘* Civil liberty 
—died of revolution.) 50" DE ey 
Mr. SMITHERS. Mr. Speaker, it was notmy 
urpose originally to have offered any suggestions 
in support of the bill now before the House; but 
the magnitude’ of the interests involved, and my 
connection with the committee from which it éma- 
nated, render it perhaps necessary, certainly ap- 
propriate, that I should devote a brief time to the 
explanation of its provisions and an enforcement 
ofthe principles upon which it is founded, 

In performing this duty I will avoid all sugges- 
tions of a partisan character. I approach the 
subject desiring only to fulfill a constitutional 
obligation and to afford an adequate meéasure of 
reliéf to citizens who ‘by the destruction of civil 
government suffer the evils of anarchy, or the 
scarcely less.jntolerable burdens of merely mil- 
itary role. i : Nena 

The necessity of speedy and definite'action upon 
this question seems apparent. Already; Repre-— 
sentatives from States whose people have been in 
rebellion are knocking at our doors for admis- 
sion. Already by the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent and the consequent pronunciaimientos‘of mit- 
itary commanders, the peaple are invited to erect 
civil establishments; and unless we define the 
terms upon which thesé governments will be rec- 
ognized and the admission of Representatives in- 
sured, questions now sufficiently vexing wili be 
rendered more difficult of solution. : 

To avdid thesé complications and’ authorita- 
tively to announce a fixed “and uniform'rale for 


‘the observance of those who desire to reéstablish 


republicait forms of govertiment in lied of those 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


; GLOBE. 


which have been. subverted, this. bill hasbeen de- 
vised... Embodying, in its provisions. apt. words 
chosen. from the organic law, or from: comment- 
aries of almost equal authority, it eschews. all 
theories concerning the status. of the States. whose 
people are in rebellion, and accepts as an, admits. 
ted.fact the overthrow. of their State governments; 
and, the, establishment. in, their sterd .of usurpa- 
tions at. war equally. with the fundamental prin- 
ciples, of the Constitution and the republican 
forms. which. we are.bound to secure. i 
«Planting itself upon the. special. ordinance that 
“the United States. shall guaranty. to every State 
in.this. Union a republican form of government,” 
it finds its justification within.the strict limits not- 
only..of constitutional authority but constitutional 
requirement... Recognizing in the origin and prog- 
ress of, the rebellion:a. power which by. the ex- 
press. volition. or,aaquiescencé of the: citizens; of 
these States had abrogated their former govern- 
ments, it proceeds. upon the necessity of ‘the re- 
construction of their systems by the-primary and 
organic action of the. people.. Maintaining that 
the legislative department is the only. judge.con- 
cerning the form. of government which itis bound 
to. guaranty, it denies that it is.competent for the 


Executive to prescribe, the conditions or to. de-: 


clare the requisites necessary to make that guar- 
antee effective, and that as the consequence of the 
establishment, of a. State organization is the right 
to representation upon: this floor, it assumes that 
no power, without the concurrence of this House, 
can. decide when such c@fidition adequately exists. 

Such. being in briefits fundamental principles, 


its specific object isto. substitute, as rapidly. as: 


consistent with national safety, for the uncertain 
and unrestricted operation of military. discretion 
the fixed and definite rule of an. established civil 
magistracy, governing according to ascertained 
powers, prescribed by. the express: will of the 
people. Before proceeding toanalyze the special 
provisions.of the bill; I ask attention to certain 
axioms conferring: power on the Government, 
limited only by.the nature of the duty required 
to be performed. In doing this [shall not attempt 
any crude theories. or. speculative disquisitions. 
{tis sufficient for me toresort to powers specific- 
ally conferred by the Constitution, and to argu- 
ments drawn directly from the teachings of the 
fathers, These postulates are thus clearly and 
cogently defined by Alexander Hamilton, in No. 
31 of the Federalist: 

“A Government ought to contain in itself every power 
requisite to the uli accomplishment of the objects cominit- 
ted to its care aud the complete execution of the trusts for 
which it is responsible; free from every other control but 
ar d to the public good and to the sense of the people. 
the duties of superintending the national defense 
aud of securing the public peace against forcigu or domestic 
violtuec involve a provision for casualties and dangers, 
to whieh no possible limits can be assigned, the power of 
making thay provision ought to know.no other bounds than 


the exigencies of te nation gnd the resources of the. coi- 
munity, ?? 


Subjected by the Constitution to the necessity 
of. the guaranty of republican government to the 
States, there must necessarily accrue to the Uni- 
ted States the right not only.to declare the exist- 
ence of the contingency on which its action is in- 
voked but to determine the choice of the means 
necessary to render it effectual. 

_ Being a political power it is. necessarily exclu- 
sive and not subject to the supervision of any 
other tribunal, As the exigencies. requiring. the 
exercise of the power are undefinable, the author- 
ity conferred is equally.incapable of limitation, 
and rests in the sound discretion of Congress ap- 
plying. its own will and employing its own judg- 
ment in the enforcement of its own guarantee. 

The framers of the Constitution were too. wise 
to attempt to. set bounds to that-which in its. very 
essence is impossible of definition, and instead of 
imposing any restraint they ordained the sweep- 
ing clause empowering Congress.to pass all laws 
necessary and proper to carry into effect any 
power vested in. the Government, 

This express declaration was probably not ne- 
cessary—the power would have resulted from the 
imposition of the duty—but they were too cau- 
tious and provident to leave to inference a grant 
essential to.the preservation of the Union and the 
execution of the high trust:to maintain. the su- 
premacy ofthe United States. In relation to these 
principles Mr. Hamilton, in No. 34 of the Fed- 
eralist, uses the following language: 

“ Constitutions of civil government are not to be framed 


upon @ calculation of existing exigencies, but upon a com- 
bination of these with the probabie exigencies of ages ac- 


cording to the natural and tried’ course of human’ affairs. 
Nothing, therefore, can be more fallacious than to infer the: 


extent.of any. power proper to be Jodged in the national 
Government from an estimate of its immediate necessities. 
There ought to be a capacity to provide for future contin- 
gencies ‘as tliey may liappen, and as these are illimitable 
in their nature so itis impossible safely to limit that ca~ 
pacity.” E Aa hi 

If such be. the nature of discretionary power- 
lodged-in-a Government in its application to the 
subjects of its ordinary exercise, how. much more 
does it require-thatit should be unrestrained when 
it is invoked for its preservation. ` 

It is-vain to attempt to.control the discretion of. 


‘an individual who acts upon the impulse of self- 


defense. It-is worse than folly to ingraft upon 
an instrument designed to perpetuate its own ex- 
istence provisions denying a-capacity equal to the 
occasion. Itis absurd to require that Congress 
shall guaranty a republican government to States, 
and deny the right of judgment as-to the exigency 
or the means necessary to execute the trust.. To 
do this would be to require that the instrument 
should invite to violations of its own provisions; 
and as every breach of the fundamental law, no 
matter upon what necessity, would but familiar- 
ize the mind with infractions, it is but safe to infer 
that the Constitution has invested. us with power 
commensurate: with the duty to be performed. 

lam aware, Mr. Speaker, that these maxims 
are or ought.to be familiar; that they are axiom- 
atic principles lying at the foundation of every 
government and that they inhere in the United 
States: as. fully.as any other element of sover- 
eignty. Beoause-they-are ancient and well estab- 
lished I have chosen to propose as the ground work 
of this bill these fundamental truths, the teachings 
of those great masters of political ethics who when 
they had: builded our national structure engraved: 
upon its: portals these postulates of power by 
which to enable us to maintain it unimpaired, 
even against the earthquakes of rebellion. 

With this brief outline I pass to a considera- 
tion of the principal features of the proposed en- 
actment, 

It is the purpose of the committee, before put- 
ting it upon. its passage, to change the provisions: 
authorizing a State government to be. reéstab- 
lished by one tenth and togequire the assent of 
a majority of those who may be enrolled, angin 
my remarks I will treat the bill as thus modified. 

Much of the bill is necessarily devoted to the 
mere machinery by which itis to be operated. 
Lts leading features are few and simple. 

The first idea presented is that no State can or 
ought to be recognized as capable of organization 
until military resistance to the United States shall 
have been suppressed therein and the people shall 
have demonstrated fidelity to. the Constitutionand 
areturn to obedience to the Jaws, Until that time 
they are to be considered as under the tutelage of 
the General Government. To this end it is pro- 
vided in the first section that the President shall 
appoint for each such State—in addition to the 
ordinary officers—a governor ad interim, to be 
charged with the civil administration, 

Regarding the unhappy condition of those who 
by the advance of our arms are. brought within 
our actual control, it is the design of the bill not 
only to offer facilities for the establishment of a 

ermanent government, but, until that shall have 

een accomplished, to afford the advantages of a 
civil magistracy to citizens. who, subject to its 
jurisdiction, have not the ascertained will or the 
numerical force to maintain a regular system. 
Under the most favorable circumstances, time 
must necessarily elapse before they can perfect 


l any organization. In the mean time the exigen- 


cies of a community require the administration 
of laws, the punishment of crimes, the enforce- 


| ment of contracts, and the adjudication of civil 


rights. 
The civil power of the provisional governor, 


| except so far as relates to the preparatory meas- 


ures for organizing a convention, consists in 
taking care that the laws of the United States and 
of the State in force when the State government 
was overthrown shall be administered. For the 
temporary exigency the United States adopts the 


| code of the State for the government of the peo- 


ple ad interim. ‘This seems manifestly appropri- 
ate. It recognizes the urgency of the occasion, 
and, instead of subjecting them to new-and untried. 
enactments, confers. upon them for their govern- 


ance asystem with which they are already famil-. 
iar. To.this-general proposition are three excep- 
tions: it is declared that no law whereby slavery 
is recognized shall be enforced; thatlaws for the 
trial and punishment of. white persons- shall ex- 
tend to’all.persons;.and.that.no person shall be: 
a. juror. who. bas held, any. office or voluntarily 
borne arms under the rebel usurpation. 

To these excepted cases it is difficult to ima 
gine any well-grounded objection... There can be 
none as to the question of power. .The officers 
charged with the execution of the laws are the 
agents-of the national Government; and the code 
adopted for:the regulation of the civil polity of 
the community, though priorily existing, is pro 
hac vice the enactment of Congress. Adopting 
these laws because of their supposed adaptation 
to..the requirements of. the people in the several 
localities wherein they have obtained, they are 
nevertheless as fully the ordinances of this Gov- 
ernment as. though they had been enacted inex- 
press terms, Emanating from this Legislature 
as original propositions, it is for us te determine 
how. much of such former Jaws. are adapted to 
the exigency. By this clause no change is 
wroughtin. the permanent body of legislation. It 
is: merely the temporary, expedient devised for 
the immediate netessity, of Government, and en- 
during only so long. asthe society which it reg- 
ulates remains in ai unorganized condition, 
These propositions are equally defensible in prin- 
ciple and policy. ‘That the Government in any 
order to its own officers should issue instructions. 
for an original recognition. of slavery is absurd. 
Whatever may be the sentiment as to the right, 
of the States to control their domestic institutions,. 
I suppose that it will not be pretended that offi- 
cers and agents of the United States should be 
appointed to administer the slave code of any 
State under the immediate direction and sanction 
of the national Government, lt would be the 
simple präpositon not to protect the institutions: 
of a State, but to originate and administer its ob- 
noxious enactments as the express will of the 
representatives-of the nation. So with the pro~ 
vision regulating the trial of criminals. In pro- 
viding that the laws shallapply alike to the pun- 
ishment of all persons, it announces a principle 
of equal and universal justice; and without the 
provision regulating the qualification. of jurors 
there would be no guarantee that the rights.of the 
Government would be respected or justice to 


| loyal men secured. 


Having thus provided for securing civil gov- 
ernment to citizens during the period of their po- 
litical disorganization, the bill proceeds. to define. 
the mode by which a convention shall be called 
to declare the will of the people relative to the re- 
establishment of a State government, — [t enacts 
thatan enrollment shall be made of all white male 
citizens of the United States resident in the State, 
prescribes the condition of loyally as requisite to 
the right-of suffrage, defines the number and qual- 
ification of the delegates, provides for the ratifica- 
tion by the people of the constitution ordained by 
the convention, directs the return thereof when 
ratified to the provisional governor, and requires 
that it be certified by him to the President of the 
United States, who, after Congress shail have as- 
sented, is directed by proclamation to recognize 
the government so established as the coustitu- 
tional government of the State. 

In all this proceeding the right of the people to 
establish their organic law is recognized and main- 
tained. Three conditions are prescribed as essen- 
tial to the enforcement of the guarantee, and as 
necessary to the safety of the Republic:. 

First, that no person who has held any office 
under the usurping power shall vote for or. bea 
member of the Legislature, or Governor, It will 
be perceived that the exclusion is limited to those 
who have held official positions. To accept and 
administer an office is prima facie evidence of two 
facts—voluntary adhesion to the rebellion, and 
presumptive capacity for the administration of 
public affairs. . 

Apart from the apparent propriety growing out 
of these considerations, the exclusion is rendered 
necessary by the provisions of the Constitution 
of the United. States. By section two of article 
one itis provided that electors of Representatives 
in Congress shall have the qualifications requisite 
for electors of the most numerous- branch ofthe 
State Legislature, and there is no other qualifica: - 
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tion for a: Representative than that he shall have 
attained the age of twenty-five years, have been 
seven years a citizen of the United States, and. 
when-elected beian inhabitant of the State. By ` 
-section three it is ordained tbat. Senators in the 
Senate of the United States shall be chosen by 
the Legislature, and in case of vacancy by the 
-executive of the State. - 

: Thus intimately connected is the Stateadminis- 
tration. withthe Government of the United States; 
and itis to prevent the possibility of placing the 
“national resources under.the control. and the na- 
tional life at the mercy òf those who have so 
‘dately demonstrated their hostility to republican. | 
‘institutions, that this.clause of exclusion:has been 
prescribed. Itis desi&ned as a caveatagainst the 
recurrence to power of those base men who, with 
oaths. of fidelity to-the’ Constitution upon their 
lips-but with treason rankling in their hearts, sat 
in. these Halls as the legal guardians of the Gov- 
ernment, while in.secret they conspired the over- 
throw of the Republic and stimulated their fol- 
lowers to rebellion against its authority. 

The second condition is that involuntary ser- 
vitnde is to be prohibited, and the freedom ofall 
persons guarantied in such State. 

As the few remarks which I would. otherwise 
make-in relation to this clause will be-equally ap- 
propriate to the section which specially declares 
emancipation, T will postpone comment. until it 
shall come under consideration. 

The third proviso is that no debt created under 
the sanction of the usurping power shall be rec- 
ognized or paid. 

It willbe observed that this clause has relation 
to obligations created by State or confederate au- 
thority, It has no reference to private engage- 
ments. This Government, Mr. Speaker, is bur- 
dened with an immense debt, imposed by the 
necessity of the suppression of the rebellion. The 


tional resources. T'he States to be organized une 
der the provisions of this bill are, of right, subje 
to contribute a proportionate share. -And itis the 
duty of the Government to insist that they shall 
not be rendered unable to meet their liabilities by 
the assumption of indebtedness contracted or im- 
posed in contriving its destruction. The agree- 
‘ments.and statutes by which these pretended ob- 
ligations have been created are utterly void. The 
offspring of usurpation, their payment would be 
ia bribe to future rebelion and their assumption 
a defiance to the authority of the United States. 

_ But, Mr. Speaker, it has been charged that this 
bill, in providing for reorganization, abandons 
the fundamental: principle of this Republic, that 
all just powers of government are derived from the 
consent of the governed. 

This allegation is worthy to be considered, and, 
Af the criticism be just, will constitute a reason- 
able objection. f presume that it is not denied 
that it is desirable to furnish civil government to 
the loyal people of these States at a period as 
early as practicable. Itisalso conceded that this 
government should be based upon the will of the 
people, legitimately expressed. The guarantee 
of the Constitution requiring a republican form, 
at is essential that it should recognize popular 
sovereignty as an indispensable element in the 
political. structure. Before proceeding to reply 
Specifically to the objection, it is proper to refer 
to the condition of the States whose governments 
are to be organized. 
` Fhave said, Mr. Speaker, that the bill proposes 
no special theory as to their status. While this 
ds trae, except only so far as it is to be inferred 
‘from the employ ment of constitutional terms and 
phraseology drawn from authoritative comment- | 
aries, aud while it is, therefore, true that the 
advocates of any of the several theories can con- 
sistently support it, nevertheless the argument re- 
quires that I offer what I believe the true position 
in which they are placed by the rebellion and the 
consequent relation they sustain to the United 
States, as wholly justifying theprovision in ques. 
tion. 


‘pledge for its ‘payment is the capacity of the a 


Ido not agree, Mr. Speaker, with those who |i 


hold that the suspension or subversion of an ex- 
isting government necessarily destroys the State. 
‘Aunation can exist withoutan Administration. ft 
may suffer an interregnum; its lawful rulets may 
be overborne; a usurper may seize the instruments 
of authority; the fhithless repositories of its 
power may abuse their trust and wrest to their 


4 agency of Governments those which may be carried into 


| tions. 


own aggrandizement the functions of:offiice. Still- 
the State remains. -It resides in those in avhom: 
ds vested the ultimate right-of ‘sovereignty, ©: = 
“Tam the State,’? was:the arbitrary: declara-: 
tion of the despotic Louis. The people are the: 
State, is themaxim of republican America... This: 
principle is nowhere more tersely or cogently | 
announced than in our own Declaration of-Inde-. 
pendence; in which, after‘charging the King with: 
dissolving representative houses:and: refusing: to 
cause others:to be elected, it declares as the con- 
sequence, that “the legislative powers, incapable 
of annihilation, returned to the people at lurge for: 
their exercise, the State remaining inthe mean time 
exposed to alt the dangers of invasion from without 
and convulsions within.’ The ‘same idea is’pre-. 
sented, perhaps more clearly, certainly more 
fully, by Mr. Madison, in No. 3 of the letters of 
Helvidius. Treating of the rights of States, in 
-relation toa kindred subject, he uses this language: 
Public rights are of two:sorts: those which require the 


effect without that agency. . R 

& As public rights.are the rights of the nation, not of the 
Government, it is clear that wherever they can be»made 
good to the nation without the office of Government, they 
are not suspended by the want ofan acknowledged Govern- 
ment or even by the want of an existing Government.” 

Here the distinction is clearly marked between 
the Government andthe nation, the agent and 
the principal, the office and the State. Having 
thus defined the position, he maintains it by an 
example so pertinent that I quote it in illustra- 
tion of the principle for which I contend: 

“ Suppose that after the conclusion of the treaty of alli- 
ance between the United States and France a-party of the 
enemy had surprised and put to death every member of 
Congress; that the oceasion had been used by the people 
of America for changing the old Confederacy into such a 
Government as now exists, and that in the progress of this 
revolution an interregnum had happened: suppose, fur- 
ther, that during this interval the States of South Carolina 
and Georgia, or any other parts of the United States, had 
been attacked and been put into evident and imminent 
i danger of being irrecoverably lost without the interposition 
of the French arms, is it not manifest that as the treaty is 
‘the treaty of the United States, not of their Government, 
the people of thè United States could not forfeit their right’ 
to the guaranty of their territory by the accidental sus- 
pension of their Government, and tbat any attempt on the 
part of France to evade the obligations of the treaty, by 
pleading the suspension of Government, or by refusing to 
acknowledge it, would justly have been received with 
universal indignation as an ignominious perfidy??? 

The Constitution of the United States, Mr. 
Speaker, is a compact between all the people of 
the several States in this Union. By its express 
terms the United States is bound to guaranty to 
each State a republican form of government. The 
people of New York, equally with those of Ten- 
nessee, have the right to demand that this guar- 
antee shall be fully and faithfully executed. Itis 
a public right, and the obligation to its perform- 
ance does not depend on the presence of a gov- 
ernment in the State. It would have been inef- 
fectual had it supposed its absolute continuance. 
Were the people able to make head against ‘the 
usurpations of power or the violence of domestic 
factions, and to maintain the integrity of their gov- 
ernment, the interference of the United States 
would, ordinarily, have been unnecessary. The 
duty of guaranty is not essentially dependent 
upon the codperation of the State authority. The 
people, not the States, are the parties to the com- 
pact. The maintenance of the right is of exclu- 
sive and universal obligation. It extendsto every 
Stateinthe Union, and wherever there is a people 
there is both territorial and political existence, the 
latter being composed:of the elements of sover- 
eignty, and, in the absence of organized govern- 
ment, dwelling in the loyal. inhabitants of the 
State. . 

This general guarantee, Mr. Speaker, would 
have existed in the absence of the special clause 
declaring its obligation. The nature of the Con- 
stitution, the necessity of Union, the requirements | 
of public law would have demanded its exercise, 
It would have resulted from the compact ofthe 
people and the objects.of the Government: The 
rule is thus laid down by Vattel: 

“Ifa nation is obliged to preserve itself, itis not tess 
obliged to preserve all its members. The nation owes this 
to itself, since the joss of one of its members weakens it 
į and is injurious to its own preservation, It owes this also 
to the members in particular in consequence of the very, 
act of association; for those who compose a nation are 
united for their detense and common advantage, and none 
ean justly be deprived of this union and of the advantages 


‘political seen 
a 


is to determine of what. 


which flow froin it while he on his side fulfills the condi- 
‘Phe body of a nation caimot therefore abandon a 
provines or town nr eyen-a particular person who has done 


sgt is 
edsopethe 


guise his loyalty is to be held harmless, wolessthe 


-has given aid or comfort to the enemy, and: is 


remitted :to:his rights ‘as:a citizen, subjéct to ‘the 
exigencies epren te upon ‘the: contest- aid 
necessary to-the safety of the nation. © cty zi 

If the proposition be-true, Mr. Speaker; that 
the loyal people of the‘State are the repositories 
of its power and. unorganized sovereignty, then 
is this bill not liable to the objection proposed. 
In providing theipreliminary.arrangements itmust 
of necessity. proceed upon the primary idea of the 
destruction .of ‘government, and therefore begin 
de nove with the rude- elements of ah anformed 
‘The first step inthe formationiof£ 
sed ùpon the will ofthe people 
rsons that people shall 
be deemed to consist. is purpose ‘anien- 
rollment is directed to- be mađe:of all whiteimate 
citizens of the United Statesresident in the State 
and in their respective countiés.. This provision 
recognizes the existence of the State :in its terri- 
torial and ‘political subdivisions as established by 
the laws anterior to'the rebellion, It alsoicon- 
fines the enrollmentto the whiteaale citizens, red- 
ognizing in them alone the right:of government, 
This enrollment. of: itself-was manifestly insuffi- 
cient to define those entitled to-be considered: ca» 
pable of taking part in the organization or of con- 
senting to the reéstablishment of the new system. 
By its terms all white male citizens were’ to-be 
enrolled; but inasmuch as-rebels are citizens: ot 
the United States, though arrayed againstits au- 
thority,,a test must necessarily, be-applied.to.escer- 
tain who, being loyal, are entitled to parti¢ipate 
in -framing the organic: law.: The:bill.does-not 
regard .any right as pertaining to:those adhering 
to the rebellion. They-are excluded from all shave 
inthe government formed under itsauspices. The 
test proposed is an oath to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. The ‘persons: thus 
taking the oath must ‘constitute -a majority of 
those who are enrolled, .These persons g0‘en+ 
rolled and testifying :to their loyalty are deemed 
to constitute the people. -By their assent the maè 
chinery of government is tobe setin motion, On 
their consent the constitution tobe. ordained is to 
rest, ndt only in the origin.of: the convetition, but 
in its ratification by their express will. ian 

How, then, can it be pretended that the:govern= 
ment is not based upon- the eonsént of the govi 
erned? is it because persons.are-excluded. who | 
refuse to quality themselves by.takiog. the oath” 
of allegiance? Surely it:can.be:no deprivation 
of any political: right to declare that he who're- 
nounces obedience to ihe Government shall nat 
have the privilege to determine concerning. the 
form of State government.to be established. 

I deny that a rebet has ariy ‘political tights. « I 
deny that in‘any legitimate ‘sense he is of qught 
to be held as. one of the people authorized to form 
or administer government. That heis not rec 
ognized by this bill as entitled to citizenship is 
the result of his own refusal to, acknowledge al: 
legiance to the United States. ; tale 


Bat it may also be alleged, Mr, Speaker, that 


a government 


the bill is objectionable because it provides that 


a number less than a majority of those who were 
formerly citizens. of the. State may ordain the 
constitution. Bi Srte | aA had pay 
H this. comprises all the loyal peaple: itis dif 
ficult to discover-on what: principle it canbe de- 
nounced as anti-republican. -1f they are‘satin+ 
fied with the law ofvrestdration; in accordance 
with the act-ef Congress, who-lias-the right tó 
complain? By. their own volitiomthey accept the 
terms of reorganization, arid:itdl behooves those 
not subject to the-laws-which they-enact for their 
own government.to deny them =the! privilege of 
entering upon :the administration ‘of their town 
domesticiaffaites iSu bless ged ae 


The proportion to be established by the billis 
a:matter for consideration; not with the view -of 
avoiding the charge of a. violation of the princi- 
_ple-of.republican government, but of ascertaining 
whether, there is a:body capable :of ‘self-rule and 
of maintaining civil administration. in ‘the State. 
“But, Mr. Speaker, we are also. met with. the 
sbjection-that this,bil, by the provision of eman- 
.cipation;. interferes-with-the rights of the several 
‘States within its.purview: to regulate their do- 
mestic institutions. ~ This isno'novel suggestion. 
At isas old-as the struggle for the adoption of the 
Constitution. < It constituted a- material portion 
of. the argument, of those: who arrayed. them- 
selves against the formation of the national Gov- 
ernment.-From that time until now it has been 
constantly thrust forward in every discussion in- 
volving the right of Congress to adopt measures 
requisite for the national advantage: Do we pro- 
pose to-exercise the power of regulating the cur- 
rency? We are met by the dogma of State rights, 
venlisted in the interest of local banks. . Do we 
endeavor to exert our authority to regulate com- 
merce? We are confronted with the same phan- 
tom of State rights,: pressed into the service of 
some municipal corporation, Do we determine 
to save the Government, reeling beneath the blows 
of a formidable rebellion organized and operated 
by the instrumentality of African slavery? We 
idare not accomplish its suppression and prevent 
the contingency of future insurrections for fear we 
“shall invade the hallowed precincts of State rights. 

Me. Speaker, it is time. that there was an end 
to.this. delusion. The danger to this people is not 
from centralization but disintegration. The sad 
spectacle of to-day isa mournful confirmation of 
the fears of our fathers... The miseries now af- 
flicting the Republic have been produced by the 
unceasing effurts of local partisans to persuade the 
people of the hostility of the national Govern- 
ment to their domestic nsututions. lt has culmi- 
nated in rebellion against its authority, Combat- 
ing this pernicious doctrine, the advocates of the 
Constitution demonstrated, by examples drawn 
from the history of nations, that instead of invad- 
ing the rights and. absorbing the functions of the 
local governments, the probable result would be 
that the States would trench upon. tbe proper of- 
fice of the national Administration. They showed 
that, influenced by constant familiarity with their 
affairs, affected by the immediate protection af- 
forded to his person and property, and looking to 
them as the direct means of official preferment, the 
citizen would come to regard the States with the 
hizheraffection, and that because of the apparently 
more remote‘and infrequent presence of the pro- 
tecting power of the nation he would hold it in 
less esteem, though far more potentin securing his 
safety. and happiness. 

Not content with the refutation of this objec- 
tion to the plan of the Convention, Mr. Madison, 
rising to the dignity of his high office, and imbued 
with the paramount importance of the national 
Union, thus boldly announced his opinion of their 
comparative benefits: 


“¥t,-in'a word, the Union be esgential to the happiness 
of the people of America, is it not preposterous tO urge as 
an objection toa Government without which the objeets of 
the Union camot be attained, that such a Government may 
derogate from the importance of the governments of the in- 
dividual States?’ Was, then, the American Revolution cf- 
fected, was the, American confederacy formed, was the 
precious bood of thousauds spiked and the hard-earned 
substance of millions wasted, not that the people of Amer- 
fea sMOuld enjoy peace, liberty, and safety, but that the gov- 
ernaments of the individual Siates, that particular munici- 
pal establishments inight enjoy a certain extent of power 
and be arrayed with certain dignities and attributes of sov- 
erciguty? 

ét jt is too early for politicians to presume on our forget- 
ting that the publie good, the real welfare of the great body 
of the people is the supreme good to be pursued, and that 
no form of government whatever has any other value than 
may be fitted for the attainment of this object.” $ 

These words of power and wisdom are as appli- 
cable to the present condition 6f public affairs as 
when they were written to secure the adoption of 
the Constitution, as mighty. to save as to found a 
nation, 

If indeed there were such antagonism between 
the two systems of government that one or the 
other must perish, it would be for the people to 
judge which should be sacrificed: whether that 
which renders. us great and powerful and pros- 
perous should give way to the maintenance of 
petty municipalities that could secure neither re- 
spect abroad nor concord at-home, Should the 
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dread alternative be presented, f mistake the tem- 
per of the people, and their estimation of the solid 
and substantial benefits of the Union, if they 
would not choose a consolidated and centralized 
Government rather than underlie the calamities 
incident to individual States or miserable confed- 
eracies the inevitable prey of intestine strife and 
foreign domination. : tee 

But, Mr. Speaker, much has been said about 
overleaping constitutional barriers... What defi- 


nition has the Constitution prescribed to the ex- 


ercise of power in the suppression of rebellion 
against its. authority? 
fixed against its own preservation? . What meas- 
ure of force does it indicate as sufficient to. pre- 
serve the Union? This Government is as unre- 
stricted in the scope of its faculties as the veriest 
despotism. Its weakness consists not in its want 
of inherent powers, but in their distribution and 
in the dependence of the. temporary Administra- 
tion upon the final sanction of the people. This 
necessity for their concurrence renders a repub- 
lican Government least fitted to cope with sudden 
and desperate emergencies. There is always a 
party in the State arrayed in opposition to the 
ruling policy. -Appeals are made to the final tri- 
bunal for its judgment, and its administrators are 
alternately charged with despotism and imbecil- 
ity. - This principle of absence of limitation is 
clearly expressed by Mr.. Hamilton, in No. 33 of 
the Federalist, in his comment on the general en- 
abling clause of the Constitution: 

& Butit may be asked, who is to judge of the necessity 
and propriety of the laws to be passed for executing the 
powers of the Union? { answer, first, that this question 
arises as well and as fully upon the simple grant of thase 
powers as upon the deelaratory clause ; and 1 answer in the 
second place, that the national Government, like every 
other, must judge in the first fustanee of the proper exer- 
cise of its powers, and its constituents in the kast”? 

Subjected to this test of approval it must of ne- 
cessity exercise caution, pot because of the want 


of constitutional power, but lest it should be over% 


ruled by those in whom lies the final arbitrament. 
If these concur, then it is unrestrained in the 
use of the means committed to its discretion and 
employed toward the object of its creation, 

But, Mr. Speaker, if it were possible that there 
could be so absurd a thing as a simple Govern- 
ment destitute of the powers necessary forits own 
preservation, let me call the attention of the House 
to an example drawn from the history of the na- 
uon. 

r F ‘ eee 

The Convention that ordained the Constitution 
was charged with having exceeded its commis- 
sion. It was alleged: that its members had over- 
stepped the limits of their authority—that they 
had no capacity to form a Government, but only 
to propose amendments to the existing Articles 
of Confederation. In defending the Convention 
against this arraignment of tbe enemies of the 
Constitution, upon their own hypothesis of an 
excess of jurisdiction, Mr. Madison thus sums 
up his judgment upon the propused charge: 

« Had the Convention under aj} these impressions and in 
the midst of all these considerations, instead of expreising 
a manly Confidence in their country, by whose confidebee 
they had been so peculiarly distinguished, and of pointing 
out a system capable, in their judgment, of securing its 
happiness, taken the cold aud sullen resolution of disap- 
pointing its ardent hopes, of sacrificing substance to. forms, 
of committing the dearest iuterests of their country to the 
hazard of events, let me ask the man who ean raise his 
mind to one elevated conception, Who can awaken in his 
bosom one patriotic emotion, what judgment ought to have 
been pronounced by the impartial worid, by the friends of 
mankind, by every virtuous citizen on the conduct and 
character of this assembly? Phe sum of what has been 
advanced and proved is that the charge against the Conven- 
tion of exceeding their powe Xcvupl in oue instance, 
litle urged by the objectors, bas uo foundation to support 
it; that il they had exeeeded their powers they were not 
only warranted, but required, as the confidential rants 
of their country, by the cireumstances in which they were 
placed, tô exercise the liberty tey assumed.” 

The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD,] 
who has been so fiercely assailed for bis manly 
declaration, can take courage that he is sustained, 
not by the vagaries of fanatical abolitionists or 
border State radicals, but by the example of the 
fathers of the Constitution, commended in the 
breach of their authority by the calm and con- 
templative Madison. 

p 

To these peculiar friends of the people, whose 
Jealous vigilance of the Constitution Jeads them 
to contemplate with stolid indifference or inward 
satisfaction the disruption of the Union, he can 
reply, in the language of the patriot: 

“No little, iN-timed scruples; no zeal for adhering to or- 


What limitation has it: 


dinary forms; are.anywhere seen except in those who wish 
to indulge under. these masks their secret enmity to the 
substance contended for.” 


Bat, Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to show 
that there is no necessity for a resort. to this ex- 
‘treme right; that we are invested with plenary 
discretion, controlled only by. the emergency and 
the sanction of our constituents. Two questions 
are to be solved: is emancipation necessary to 
our safety? will it-be justified by the people? 

What threatens the disruption of the Union? 
What has brought upon the nation ‘this terrible 
crisis of civil war? What engine of mischief so 
potent as to have arrayed a people against their 
Government?’ Slavery. Type ofa barbaric and 
receding civilization, it stands confronted: by the 
hosts of freedom. 

I will not argue, Mr. Speaker, concerning the 
justice of our quarrel. I will not debate the 
necessity of crushing the rebellion. The people 
have determined that it shall be suppressed, that 
its unhallowed cause shall be destroyed either by 
voluntary action or by the power of the sword. 
The war is between systems. Every soldier is 
an apostle of liberty, every cannon-shot a proc- 
lamation of emancipation, and the gleam of the 
bayonet in the hands of the negro illustrates his 
title to manhood. lt becomes us in the exercise 
of the high functions with which we are invested 
to codperate with the moral and material forces 
now engaged in the present salvation and future 
preservation of the Union. ` 

I trust not, Mr. Speaker, wholly to presidential 
proclamations. I prefer to rest the security of 
the Republic upon the saferand more irrefraga- 
ble basis of congressional enactments. I would 
not forego any possible precaution against the 
recurrence of fraternal strife. Homogeneity of in- 
stitutions is our only safeguard, universal free- 
dom the only possible solution. 

Let us, then, Mr. Speaker, by this bill and by 
“constitutional amendment, proceed boldly to the 

ccomplishment of this necessary condition, and 
realize for ourselves the time contemplated by 
the great orator, when there will be “aon alia 
lex Rome, alia Athenis; alia nunc, alia posthac, sed 
in omni tempore et in omnibus gentibus, una lex 
et sempiterna continebit.” When this shall have 
been accomplished, though it will bring new and 
untried conditions of social, financial, and politi- 
cal existence that will tax the wisdom of the 
statesman and the endurance of the people, yet 
I have faith that they will be found equal to the 
emergency, and that this great nation, mightier 
for the struggle through which it has passed, its 
Constitution compacted by resistance to rebellion, 
and its people purified by the trial of fire, will 
pass to the fulfillment of its destiny, securing 
“the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our pos- 
terity,’? and ultimately the political regeneration 
of the world, 

I send to the Clerk the following memorial, 
which l desire to be read. 

The memorial was read, as follows: 

To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

The memorial of the undersigned Joyal citizens of Lou- 
isiana respectfully represents that as Union citizens of 
New Oricans and the parish of Jefferson, and members of 
ion Free State Geucral Connuittee of the State of 
ana, they have faithfully labored to accomplish the 
reorganization of civil government thercin. That the plan 
proposed by the committee was based upon the idea that 
ihe constitution and State goverument of Louisiana had 
been overthrown by the rebellion, and that it was the duty 
of the loyal people, in the absence of an enabling act of 
Cor s, 10 organize a new government, founded on the 
principles of ublican freedom, so soon as a sufficient 
portion of the State shouid be brought under the control of 
the Union arms, and the population sufficiently imbued 
with sentimeuts of liberty and loyalty to render civil re- 
ation-sife and permanent; and to this end the com- 
laid their plan ben Brigadier General George F. 
Shepley, military governor of Louisiana, who, under or- 
ders from the President of the United rates, gave his aid 
in carrying it out. The committee also recommended the 
bling of a mass meeting of the citizens of the State, 
whieh was duwy assembled at the St. Charles theater inthe 
city of New Orleans, on the 8th day of January, 1864, was 
immensely large, representing New Orlear d the other 
parishes within the Union lines, and composed entirely of 
Joyal citizens, who most enthusiastically indorsed the ac- 
tien of the Union Free State General Committee and called 
upon and authorized Governor Shepley to orderan election 
of members of a constitutional convention to assemble in 
New Orleans at an early day. The leading ideas of this 
pian of the committee and. popular demonsiration afore- 
said were a restoration of eivil government by the action 
of eitizeus without military cotitrol or interference, by 
means of a constitutional convention, elected by loyal peo- 
pie only. These ideas were reversed and set aside by the 
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proclamation of the major. general commanding this de- 
partment, issued on the Lith day of January, 1864, in which 
he ordered’ the election of a Governor, a Lieutenant Gov- 
erpor, and five other officers of an executive department, 
only, uuder the constitution and Jaws of Louisiana, except 
such as related to slavery, which is not mentioned in the 
constittuion, thereby recognizing officially that the con- 
stitution of Louisiana was not destroyed by the tebellion, 
but existed. : 

This proclamation also announced that martial law was 
the fundamental faw of the State, and lastly directed that 
an election of members of a convention “ for the revision 
of the constitution,” thus again recognizing its existence, 
should take place. on the 4th of April, which the general 
subscquenuly changed to the 28ih Sf March. These elec- 
tions have been held. A Governor and other State officers 
were chosen on the 22d of February and meinbers of a còn- |] 
vention ou the 2th of March. Your memorialists sol- 
emnly: protest against this course.of proceeding. —'fhey 
maintain that a commander of an army should not be per- 
mitted to organize civil government in a State at his own 
will and pleasure and according to his own orders, but that 
such powers should be reserved to Congress or to the peo- 
pie.. Your memorialists are of opinion that the elections 
just held were carried by the influence of the name of the 
commanding general, since, and as'it was universally de- 
clared and believed, his wishes were in favor of one set 
of candidates. and opposed to the other, the election was 
not free, but from the immense influence which; under the 
reign of martial law, such a belief produced, it was not 
possible the elections could have had any other result than 
that which it was thought the commanding general desired. 
Your memorialists maintain. that a Stace government 
should only be organized when there can be by no possi- 
bility imputed any military or other improper infiuence, 

“and should not be attempted while martial law is pro- 
claimed and enforced as the fundamental law of the State, 
and they are of opinion that under the circumstances no 
State reorganization should take place until Congress shalt 
have provided for it, or it shall have been fully and fairly 
ascertained that the mass of the citizens of the State de- 
sire a loyal State government that will secure and perpet- 
uate the liberties of all the inhabitants, 

Your memorialists, therefore, respectfully urge. upon 
Congress not to recognize the Jate proceedings in the form 
of cleetions which have been had in this State, and they 
pray your honorable body to pass an act enabling the loyal 
citizens of the State of Louisiana to form a new State gov- 
ernment, and that you will by proper provisions secure the 
rights of all the inbabitants, and also the entire freedom of 
the. election, at such time as you shall deem proper for 
holding the sanie. THOMAS J. DURANT, 

and sivteen others. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I desire to enter the motion 

to recommit the bill to the committee who re- 

ported it, 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 

Mr. NORTON obtained the floor, but yielded 

to Mr. Winson, who moved that the House ad- 

journ. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House there- 

upon (at ten minutes to ten o'clock, p..m.,) ad- 

journed. 


IN SENATE. 
Wennespay, April 20, 1864. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate of the 7th instant, information in rela- 
tion to the amount of fees and emoluments re- 
ceived by the attorney and marshal of the United 
States for the District of Columbia, respectively, 
and by the clerks of the several courts of the Dis- 
trict, during the year ending December 31, 1863, 
and the amount allowed to each of those officers 
for deputies, clerks, office rent, and incidental ex- 
penses during the same period; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


‘PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. VAN WINKLE presented a memorial of 
the officers of a convention composed of delegates 
of the Ohio valley, held at Louisville on the 24th 
of February, 1864, praying for an appropriation 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce.’ 

Mr. DA VIS presented the memorial of the Lou- 
isville and Nashville Railr@id Company, remon? 
strating against the extension of the Goodyear 
patent for the manufacture of vulcanized India 
rubber; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

‘Mr. LANE, of Indiana, presented a memorial 
of the Louisville, New Albany, and Chicago Rail- 
road Company, remonstrating against the exten- 
sion of the Goodyear patent for the mauufacture 
of vulcanized India rubber; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 
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] and the Patent Office. . 


800) for the classification of the clerks to pay» 


He also presented a petition of citizens of In- | 
diana, praying that New Albany, in. that. Sta 
may be made a district for the inspection of. 
boats and for the collection of customs; which was | 
referred to the Committee on Commerces ; | 
~. Mr. BROWN presented.a memorial of the Pa- 
cific Railroad Company-of Missouri, remonstrat- 
ing against the extension of the Goodyear, patent | 
for the manufacture of vulcanized. India rubber; | 
which was referred to the Committee on, Patents 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. COWAN, from the Committee on Patents ` 


and the Patent Office, to whom. was referred the i 


memorial of William W. Woodworth, praying 
for a renewal of his patent for a planing machine, 
reported adversely thereon; and the committee | 
were discharged from the further consideration 
of the subject. en’ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Caroline S. Williams, 
praying for an extension to her of two. patents 
issued to her father, Thomas R. Williams, on 
the 6th of May, 1851, one for an improvement in 
the machinery for hardening bats in felting, &c., 
and the other for an improvement in machinery 
for forming long bats for felting, &c., reported 
adversely thereon; and the committee were dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the 
subject. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Daniel Fitzgerald, 
praying for a renewal of his patent for an im- 
provement in fire-proof chests and safes, and the 
petition of Jonathan Ball, praying for an exten- 
sion of his patent for an improved mode of coat- 
ing the interior side of metallic water pipes with 
hydraulic cement, submitted a report accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 244) for the relief of 
Daniel Fitzgeratd and Jonathan Ball. The bill 
was read and passed to.a second reading, and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Milton Finkle, pray- 
ing for an extension of his patent for improve- 
ments in machinery for making wire heddles, 
submitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. No, 
245) for the relief of Milton Finkle. ` T'he bill 
was read and passed to a second reading, and the 
report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the joint committee 
on the conduct of the war, who were instructed 
by a resolution of the Senate of the 2d of Febru- 
ary to inguire into the military administration 
in all its departments in the city of Alexandria, 
and especially into the system of military police 
there established, submitted a report, which was 
ordered to he printed without the accompanying 
testimony. : f 

Mr. POWELL, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to whom was referred a bill (S. No, 61) 
authorizing the States of Minnesota and Wiscon- 
sin to change, their common boundary line, re- 
ported adversely thereon. ; 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them without amendment and 
adversely: . PENT 

A bill (S. No. 230) to prevent the assembling | 
of and trial by courts-martial of capital or, other- 
wise infamous crimes not arising in the land or 
naval forces of the United States, or in the militia 
when in actual service in time of war or public 
danger; and . 

A bill (S. No. 237) supplemental. to an act en- 
titled “ An act to prevent frauds upon the Treas- 


‘approved February 28, 1795, a 


-atory thereof, and for other purpose 
provide for the payment of bounties 
of troops. called out under the. proyi 
section; reported adversely:thereon 
os) E BILLS INTRODUCED: 
Mr.. WILSON asked; and by una 
sentobtaired, leave to introducea bili: 
to amend section: eight ofan act: ent 
act to establish the Treasury Department,” i 
proved September 2, 1789; which was read-twice 
by its title, referred to.the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to. be printed. io. "ui ead 
Mr. HARRIS asked, and: by: unanimous: cón» 
sent, obtained, leave to introduce a joint. resdlu= 
tion (S. No. 45). in: relation ‘to the taking of'a 
census in thé: year 1865; which was: read: twice 
by.its title, and: referred to the Committee onthe 
Jadiciary. = : eh Ue ne 
Mr. HALE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce:a bill (Su .No.-246) 
for the relief of -officers,: seamen, and: others, 
borne on: the books: of vessels: wrecked: or Jostin 
the naval service; which was: read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee of Naval 
Affairs. = op is : ae: Me} 


POWERS OF CONTINGENT EXPENSES COMMI 


Mr. CLARK submitted the following resoli- 
tion; which was: considered, by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: `. i E i 

Resolved, That the, Committee to Audit and Contro the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate have power to send for 
persons and papers, in making examination into the ex- 
penditure of the funds appropriated for such expenses, ~ 


RAILROADS IN KANSAS. | aes 


Mr. LANE; of Kansas...: move. to take. up. 
Senate bill No. 233, It will lead to no discussion, 
and it will take but a moment to pass it.) | 

Mr. WILKINSON. ‘I hope no: bill: will: be 
taken up until the action of the Senate is had-on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
-Montana bill; : : pof 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. The bill that Upro- 
pose to take up will lead ‘to no discussion, « {fit 
does, 1 will let it go. over. [tis the bill reported 
from the Committee .on. Public. Lands ‘to: grant 
land to certain Kansas railroads, and which pro» . 
pose to pass.as reported bythe committee. Phope 
the Senate will permit it:to come up. -When-it 
was under consideration before 1: offered some 
amendments to it which led to discussion; but I 
‘propose now to withdraw those amendments and 
to ask for the passage of the bill as reported:by 
the committee.. : ? = aS 

Mr. HENDRICKS. It was perhaps at my 
suggestion, though I am not quite sure of it, that 
that bill was postponed the other dayi: -I have 
thought about it some time:since, and if the Sena- 
tor from Kansas,.who.is particularly interested in 
the question and who represents the interests of 
that State, feels that these towns ought to be des- 
ignated on the line of the road, 1 certainly shall 
interpose no objection. lt isa local question; and 
he believing:that those towns along theline of the 
road; ‘being. important points in the State, ought 
to be menuoned-in the bill, for one,ag a Senator, 
Ishall vote according to hisrecommendation upon 
a question so purely local. I withdraw all ob- 
jection to it. et hee Pme Sat ae 
` Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I have stated to the 
| Senators who objected to making the towns I 
named points on the road that I would not ask it, 
but would be content with the passage of the bill 
as it came from the Committee on Public Lands; 
| Dhope the Senate will allow it to conie u) 


aig 


ury of the United States,” approved February 
26, 1853. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. No. 


masters in the Navy, have instructed me to re- 

port it back with an amendment; and itis accom- 

panied by a letter of the Secretary of the Navy, 

which | am instructed to move to have printed. 
The motion to print was agreed to. 


Mr. LANE, of Indiana, from the Committee |: 


on Military Affairs and the Militia, to whom was : 
referred a joint resolution (H. R. No. 36) to con 
strue the third section of the act approved July : 
17, 1862, entitled ‘An act to amend the act call 
ing forth the militia co execute the laws of the 
Union, suppress insurrection, and repel invasion, | 


p now, 
It will take but a moment. . j 
Mr. WILKINSON. Ihave ho objection to the 


| I want the Montana bill dis 
morning hour to-day. — : ; hots 
; . Mr. LANE, of Kansas, I desire.to say to the ` 
: Senator from Minnesota that this bill was post 


| 
| bill being taken up at any time except the present, 
i 


posed of during: the 


| poned until yesterday, and should have come up 
it yesterday. 


I now ask that it be taken up and 
passed. There will be‘no discussion. about ite: 
The motion was agreed to; andthe Senate, as 
in Committee of the. Whole, resumed-the. consid 
eration of the bill (S..No.:233) making an-addis 
tional grant oflands to the State of Kansas to'aid 
in the construction of railroad atid telegraph lines, 
The VICE PRESIDENT, . When the bill was 
lust up an amendment was proposed by the Sens 
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‘ator from: Kansas, -[Mr. Lave,] which, will be 

Peal, oP en aii : 

Mre LANE, of Kansas: Ido not wish to press 
Ahe whole of that amendment. ‘simply offer the 

first part of ito f propose merely to add at the 

end of the second section the following proviso: 

Provided, That the line of raiiroad_and_ telegraph from 
Leavenworth, by way of Lawrence and the Ohio City'cross- 
dng of the Osage river, to the southern dine of the State.in 
the direction of Galveston bay, shail run via Baldwin City. 
_oD'simply: desire to-say to the Senate that Bald- 

win City:is.the seat of learning of the State of 
Kansas.and is directly on theline ofthe road. 1 
should like very much.to have this amendment 
adopted.: -1t isthe only one which Fask for. 
Mr, MORRILL.. I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from: Kansas whether he knows that 
such an.amendmentis at all practicable. It may 
not be practicable to carry the. road in the direc- 
tion proposed. Ido not know whether this route 
has been surveyed and whether it has been ascer- 
tained. thatit is practicable to divert it from the 
line ‘proposed in the bill tothe point designated 
by the Senator from Kansas. I should like. to 
know liow that is. i 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. The gentleman can 
judge as wellas I. Baldwin City is directly:south 
of Lawrence and on the line of the road in a level. 
There is no obstacle toits running through Bald- 
win City. 
~ Fhe amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. MORRILL, Thave no opposition to make 
to the. bill; but these bills come up here in the 
morning hour, and I do not know that anybody 
takes any interest in them except as a matter of 

locality, but they: do divest the Government of 
very large quantities of land. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. : Not this bill. 

» Mr. MORRILL. ‘This billcontemplates, as I 
anderstand it, a grant of abouthalf a million acres. 
: IMr LANE, of Kansas. This bill lengthens 
the line of the road twenty-five miles, and short- 
ens it twelve miles. 

Mr. MORRILL. How is that? 

Mr. LANL, of Kansas. Wechange one branch 
of the road from Lawrence to Emporia, which 
shortens that branch twelve miles, and we lengthen 
the ‘Neosho valley road to Fort Riley, a fort of 
the Government, twenty-five miles, so that it 
lengthens the whole line of road about thirteen 
miles, 

Mr. MORRILL. What amount of land is ap- 
propriated ? 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. 
mile, 

Mr, MORRILL. Then the whole appropria- 
tion, if Lunderstand it, is ten sections per mile 
for thirteen additional miles, . Is that all? 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Thatis all. It has 
Deen before the committee and fully investigated. 

Mr. MORRILL. My only object was to in- 
au what amount of lands were appropriated by 
this bill... 

:. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and was read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPrunson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it re- 
‘quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 320) supplementary to an act ap- 
proved July 14, 1862, entitled “Ån act to estab- 
Bee certain post roads, and for other purposes,” 
an 

A joint resolution (No. 66) setting apart the 
old Hall of the House of Representatives asa 
hall of statuary. ; 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives. had passed the joint. resolu- 
tion of the Senate (No. 39) relating to the publi- 
cation of the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States for December Term, 1863. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The message farther announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled billsand joint resolution; which 
were thereupon signed hy the Vice President: 

A bill (H. R. No. 287) to change the name of 
the district and port of Presque Ísle to the dis- 
tjet and port of Erie; : 


Ten sections to the 


| tention to become such. 


A bill (H.R: No. 301) to amerid an -act for 
enrolling ‘and calling ‘out the national forces soas 
to ‘increase the- rank, pay, and emolumerits of 
the Provost Marshal General; 

A bil (HR. No. 303) to amend an act en- 
titted *‘Aw-act to establish and equalize the grade 
‘of line officers of the United States Navy,” ap- 
proved July 16, 1862; and eee 

A joint resolution (H. R. No.'65) directing the 
committee on the conduct of the war to examine 
into the recent attack on Fort Pillow. 


TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to postpone all 
prior orders fer the purpose of taking up House 
bill No. 360. It will lead to no discussion. 

‘Mr. WILKINSON. I hope that bill will not 
be taken up, but that we shall proceed with the 
unfinished business of the morning hour, which 
isa question that ought to have been decided 
when it was first presented to the Senate from the 
other House. I refer to the question on the dis- 


agreeing votes of the two Flouses on the Montana | 


bill; and as the Senator from Ohio, the chairman 
of the Committee on Territories, [Mr. Wanpr,} 
is not here, I feel it to be my duty to insist that 
the Senate shall act on this proposition. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I give way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
business of the morning hour of yesterday isnow 
before the Senate, the question being upon the 
motion of the Senator from Minnesota that the 
Senate further insist upon its amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 15) to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Montana, and agree 
to the further conference asked by the House of 
Representatives upon the disagreeing voles of the 
two Eouses on that bill. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I have but two or three 
words to say on this question. When I made 
the motion | did not intend to say a word about 
it, but let the vote be taken without any remarks 
so far as I was concerned. The original bill, as 
itcame to the Senate from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, contains this proposition: 

Seo. 5. And be it further enacted, That every free white 
male inhabitant above the age of twenty-one years, who 
shall have been an actual resident of said Territory at the 
time of the passage of this act, shall be entitled to vote at 
the first election, atid shall be eligible to any office within 
the said Territory. 

Every Englishman, every Frenchman, every 
Chinaman, every man that lives on the continent 
of Europe and owes allegiance to any of the Gov- 
ernments of Europe is permitted by this bill to 
come here and after a residence of thirty days to 
vote and hold office in this Territory. He may 
have come here expressly for the purpose of en- 
tering into gold speculations with the intention of 


returning home, hating our Government when he | 


came here; and yet under this bill he is permitted 


to vote, and even to be elected to the Legislature |} 


if he can succeed in doing so. , 

When the bill was under consideration in the 
Senate, I moved to strike out the words, ‘* white 
male inhabitant,” and to insert ** male citizens of 
the United States and those who have declared 
their intention to become such.” I wanted to 
limit the right of suffrage and of holding office 
in this Territory to citizens of the United States 
and those who had declared theirintention to be- 
come such, The Senate adopted the amendment; 
but the House of Representatives have disagreed 
to it. 

I would not say one word about this subject 
except for the remarks that were made yesterday 
by the honorable Senator from Iitinois. He at- 
tacked this proposition with a great deal of spirit 
and I thought witha great deal of bitterness. In 
his opposition to it he went into the acts of the 
Government violating the Constitution and di- 
viding the loyal sentirnent of the North, as he, 
said; and I suppose of course that he meant to 
arraign this as one of the measures which tended 
to produce that result, What is this proposition 


| that is to divide the loyal sentiment of this coun- 


try and weaken the arm of this Government? It 
is a proposition to limit the right of suffrage in 
the Territory of Montana to citizens of the Uni- 
ted States and those who have declared their in- 
Is there anything in a 
proposition of thatking to call forth sucha speech 
as the honorable Senator made yesterday? 

The honorable Senator seemed to sneer at the 
proposition, and he asked, why not allow persons 


under twenty-one years of age, children, to vote? 


| Why not allow women to yote? And then he 


characterized it as a measure tending to destroy 
the harmony of the loyal people of the North and 
to weaken the arm of the Government in sup- 
pressing this rebellion. It was not long ago that 
the honoroble Senator himself had a proposition 
here which tended to agitate the public mind on 
the question of slavery. 1 supported it then be- 
cause I believed it was right, and 1 believe now 
that itis always proper to agitate the public mind 
if you agitate itin favor of the right and the truth. 
In‘such a case I am not afraid.of agitation. 

The Senator says we want the whole. power of 
this Government:to suppress this rebellion. So 
we do. But, sir, we now havein our Army about 
two hundred thousand black men fighting 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Oh, no; not that many. 

Mr. WILKINSON. We may not have quite 
that many; but we have a large army of black 
men in the field fighting for us to-day—an army 
as brave as any that the honorable Senator has 
sent from the State of Illinois; and they are brave 
as anybody—an army composed of men who re- 
fuse to surrender and submit to death rather than 
to be sold into slavery. And yetthat honorable 
Senator wants a discrimination made against 
those men in direct terms in a bill in which we 
are called upon to define the qualifications of 
voters. ; 

But, sir, when this bill was first under consid- 
eration in the Senate, the honorable Senator from 
Maryland (Mr. Jounson] said in his place here 
that even under. my amendment negroes would 
not be permitted to vote. 1 will read what he 
said: 
biik, Mr. Jounson. J ask for the reading of that part of the 

ill. 

<The Secretary read: 

se What every free male citizen of the United States——— 

“Mr. Jounson. That will do. Iwas about to say, in 
order to explain my reason for asking for the reading ofthe 
amendment, that if the object of the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Witxinson] is to put it beyond all doubt that 
Africans in the ‘Ferritory shall be permitted to exert all 
the political rights that under the bill will be exercised by 
white men, he had better say ‘ail black men,’ instead of 
saving ‘all citizens,’ because the Supremo Court of the 
United States has decided, and that question was directly 
before the court in the Dred Scott case, that a person of 
African descent is not a citizen of the United States. The 
objection to the authority of that decision did not apply at 
all to that particular question; it was to the other question 
which a majority of the court decided as to the unconsti- 
tutionality of the Missouri restriction. ‘The opinion of a 
large part of the public, not only confined to what may be 
called laymen, but includinga great many professional men, 
was that, so far as that question was concerned, the decis- 
ion of the court was extra-judicial; but as far as related to 
the other question, the capacity of the “African to sue In 
the courts or the United States, there was no doubt in the 
mind of anybody that the decision, until it shall be reversed 
hy the court itself, is conclusive, and conelusive npon the 
question that a person of African descent is nota citizen of 
the United States within the meaning of the Constitution. 

“l objected to the amendment when it was proposed by 
the honorable member from Minnesota, because | was ap- 
prehensive that it might lead to some difficulty In its prac- 
tical operation in this new Territory; but I suggest now to 
the member that if be reatly wishes to place Africans upon 
the same footing with all other persos in the discharge of 
any uf the political functions which all other persons will 
be at liberty to. discharge, he had better provide that whites 
as well as blacks, who have the qualification stated, of res- 
idence, shall stand upon the same footing. think he will 
not accomplish his purpose, if that is his purpose, by the 
amendment, if the bill shall pass in its present shape, with- 
out some additional explanation. i 

“Mr. WrLKINSON. | am willing that it shall stand asit 
is, and let the decision of the Supreme Court be whatever 
it may. Isimply wish to strike out the qualifying term 
there, and let the resutts take care of themselves. [neither 
want ‘white? nor ‘black? put into this bill.” 


If the Senator from Illinois has any great fearg 
that the people of Hlinois are going to be seriously 
disturbed by this measure, let him publish these 
remarks made by the honorable Senator from 
Maryland, and if they believe in the Dred Scott 
decision his people will not be at all disturbed, 
and the loyal men of Illinois will be just as patri- 
otic as they were before. 

Mr. TRUMBULY,. They do not believe in 
that decision. 

Mr. WILKINSON, The honorable Scnator 
says the people of Illinois do not believe in the 
Dred Scott decision. Tf there are any men in the 
State.of Hlinois who do not believe in the Dred 
Scott decision I assure the honorable Senator 
they will not be at all disturbed by a proposition 
confining the right of suffrage in the Territory of 
Montana to free male citizens of the United States 
and those who bave declared their intention to 


| become such. 


PUBLISHED BY JC 


JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGT 


ON, D, Gs 
year 
_? New*Sunies. 


Turry-Eicuta Coneress, Isr Session, 


Mr. President, Lam willing that the courts 
shall determine whether colored. men are citizens. 
or not, but while they are fighting in our armies 
Iam opposed to putting an offensive clause like 
this in any bill that may be passed here.in Con- 

ress. -I am opposed to being governed any 

onger by that wicked pro-slavery prejudice that 
has ruled in the Congress of the United States for 
more than thirty years, and is to-day exerting an 
influence over the minds of many of our Repub- 
lican members which it ought not to exert, and 
which they ought to tread upon and spit upon 
here in this Congress and always hereafter. If 
we are to go on trembling, higgling, afraid of this 
ghost of slavery and of this prejudice which has 
eXerted such a pernicious influence for half a 
century past, we may as well give up this con- 
test at once. We are fighting against this very 
principle, this very element which has exerted so 
powerful an influence im this country heretofore, 
and which has at last deluged the land in blood. 

The honorable Senator talked about our viola- 
ting the Constitution, and he said that we were 
fighting for liberty regulated by law. I want to 
regulate liberty by law; and I want the men who 
ure fighting for liberty on this continent to know 
that they have friends who dare to acknowledge 
their manhood, and who refuse to insert into any 
law of Congress odious and offensive provisions 
tending to keep up wicked prejudice against them. 

Ido not know whether negroes will vote in 
Montana or not. The amendment that I offered, 
except that portion of it which relates to foreigners, 
did not relate so much to the practical question of 
what men were to vote or hold office in Montanaas 
it went to this point; I want Congress to cease to 
legislate in the interest of slavery and in the in- 

` terest of those who are to-day trying to uphold 
it. The quicker we strike at it the better. The 
quicker the public sentiment of this country is 
brought up to that standard of right and justice 
which all men acknowledge to be right and just, 
the better; but we shall never come up to it by such 
speeches as that made by the honorable Senator 
from Wlinois yesterday. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I am always delighted 
to hear the Senator froni Minnesota, for he speaks 
his views frankly, and presents his sentiments 
squarely before the Senate and the country. He 
announces the proposition that the sooner we 
come up to the sentiment embodied in his amend- 
ment the better; that we have got to meet that 
question, and the sooner we meet it the better; 
not as a practical question, for the Senator does 
not claim that there isa single negro in Montana. 
He does not claim, I think, that there is likely to 
be one there. 

„Mr. WILKINSON. Idid not say that. There 
are some negroes there. I wish to state that I 
called upon a friend of mine who had moved into 
Montana from St. Paul, Minnesota, and I asked 
him that question. He replied that there were 
negroes there; that one of the most respectable 
men in the Territory wasa negro worth over fifty 
thousand dollars. That was told me by Mr. 
Langford, a very respectable gentleman now liv- 
ing in Montana. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Then there is: one negro 
in Montana worth $50,000. Under the laws of 
the State of New York, which recognize a negro 
to be as good as a white man provided he is worth 
$250, that particular negro could vote. But that 
there are one or two, or three negroes in the Ter- 
titory of Montana ‘does not raise a question of 
Seen importance. It has been announced by 

enators here that there were none of the persons 
of this class in that Territory, and I presumed 
they knew; I have no information on the subject 
myself. 

The proposition of the Senator from Minne- 
sota is that the negroes shall have the right of 
voting in this Territory, not because there is any 
considerable proportion of that class of persons 
there, but simply to assert a principle or a senti- 
ment. Now, what sentiment is it desired to as- 
sert? That the negro in the Territories of the 
United States shall have the right of voting along- 
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side of the white man. How many of the States. 
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in this Union have recognized that: sentiment? 


I believe some of the New England States have;: 


a qualified. recognition is given in New York; 
but. think in the Northwest, almost-without an 
exception, the States. have expressed. the. senti-: 
ment of the people that the negroes ought not to 
vote along with the whites, that'they ought not to 
control the affairs of the Government, that they 
belong to an inferior class, that the Government 
of. the United States and the States were consti- 
tuted for the white man by white men. I desire 
to ask the Senator from Minnesota whether under 
the laws and constitution of his State the negro 
is entitled to a vote? 

Mr. WILKINSON. Does the Senator wish an 
answer? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Yes, sir. UE 

Mr. WILKINSON. He is not; but I wish to 
add that if the vote were taken to-day, a very dif- 
ferent-expression: would come in from the people 
of that State. We were under. pro-slavery do- 
minion when our constitution was adopted; but 
E thank God it has passed away. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I was not aware that the 
institution of slavery had ever existed in the 
State of Minnesota. I thought when it was a 
Territory that it was a free Territory; and I have 
been under the impression that since it becamea 
State it has been a free State; and I cannot see 
how itis that the State of Minnesota has been 
at any time under pro-slavery control. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Will the Senator permit 
me? : 

Mr. HENDRICKS: Certainly, sir. : 

Mr. WILKINSON. Slaves have been held 
by their masters, or pretended: masters, at Fort 
Snelling, in Minnesota. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I was not aware of the 
fact, except as the fact was brought to the atten- 
tion of the country in the Dred Scott case. I be- 
licve for a year or two the owner of Dred Scott 
did hold him at Fort Snelling. I think, however, 
that was before Minnesota was organized into a 
separate Territory. 

But, sir, the Senator says now to the Senate 
that his own people’in their constitution and laws. 
have said that they do not believe the negro.ought 
to go to the polls with them and control the elec- 
tions. Then whom does the Senator from Min- 
nesota represent in this body when he asks that 
this privilege shall be extended in this new Ter- 
ritory of Montana? He does not represent the 
people of Montana, because I have not heard that 
there are any petitions in this body from that 
people upon this subject; and I think the Senator 
will scarcely say that he has any instructions from 
the people of Montana upon it; and from his own 
State, so far as we gather it from the constitution 
and laws of that State, he is instructed to say that 
they shall not be allowed to vote. I have from 
the State which I representin connection with my 
distinguished colleague distinct instructions that 
the negro and the Indian are not to be allowed to 


| vote, but that Indiana shall be the home of the 


free white man, his wife, and child. 

Now, sir, as this is not.a practical question, 
what does.the Senator from Minnesota propose? 
Not to confer asubstantial right, not to recognize 
for people that are. there political privileges, but 
to assert a sentiment, as he expresses it; and what 
is that? When the great body of the northern 
States. have said that none but white men should 
vote, the Senator from Minnesota and the Senate 
the other day by its vote said that, as a senti- 
ment, it was right that the negro should be equal 
in his political privileges with the white man. 

Then, sir, this is not important as a matter of 
practical legislation, but is important only for the 
purpose of expressing that sentiment which is 
distasteful, I undertake to say, to the people of the 
North, as we may gather the sentiment of the 
people of the North from their constitutions and 
laws. I am glad that the Senator expresses him- 
self fairly and squarely. But I understood him 
to say that he was willing to yield to the judgment 
of the court whether the negro was a citizen or 


not, and whether, under 


e ne language 
has adopted in hisamendment, thene; 


Why does he not yield to the decision, of the: 
court? Why does he:still insist that the negro, 
Q 


under the language which he has adopted, will b 
entitled to a vote? Has the. Supreme Court not 
decided the. question that. the negro.is not, and’ 
cannot be, a citizen of the, United States, und 
the Constitution? The Senator cannot-say that 
that question was not, before the Supreme Court, 
All critics, all. jurists: reviewing the. Dred Scott 
decision have admitted that that question was Be- 
fore the:court; for it.was,a question of jurisdic- 
tion raised by the plea .below, the question of, 
jurisdiction depending upon the very question, 
whether Dred Scott. was,or, could be a citizen of 
the United States.. =. . Pa aS ; 
Then the Supreme Court of the United States,- 
the court of last resort, the court of highest au- 
thority upon a constitutional question, having 
decided upon the question fuirly before itin- 
volved. in the record, and which the court, hay 
meet at the outset, having decided that the negro 
is nota citizen of the United States, how is it that 
the Senator contests that decision, and in the 
same speech admits that he ought to. bow, to. the 
authority of the court? ; 
I did not intend to discuss this question, sir, 
but I desired that the question should be made a 
lain one. Itis not a question of practical legiar 
lation, but a question whether the; Senate. shall 
say to the people of the country that the negro 
ought to be a voter. When the Senate says by 
its vote that he ought to be a voter in Montana, 
the Senate says that ‘he ought to be a-voter in In- 
diana and in the States, because itis a political 
right which he ought to enjoy; and I desire the 
people of the country. to understand that distinet 
proposition. k 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I have no, objection, to 
this. going to another committee of confe 
and | am free to state that in the amendmen 
the Senator from Minnesota I see that there is a 
proposition which is an improvement to the bills 
and that is that none but citizens. or those who ` 
have declared their intention to become citizens 
should. be entitled to the right of suffrage. Of 
that part of his amendment J amin favor, and T 
desire the bill to go to a committee of conference 
between this Houseand the House of Repreaent- 
atives..upon that subject, But, sir, the broad 
question which is discussed here by him and by 
other Senators as to whether we shall at this ime 
declare by act of Congtess that negroes shall be 
entitled to suffrage either in the Territories or in 
the District of Columbia, is a question which it 
is wholly unnecessary for us to act upon. Being 
unnecessary so far as Montana is concerned, it is 
unwise altogether to act upon it, because if in- 
sisted upon it will divide the loyal people of this 
country. f 5 
Mr. President, I shall speak plainly on this 
question and without fear or favor. Last fall 
what was the condition of our affairs? Mr. Val- 
Jandigham, of Ohio, was nominated for the office 
of Governor of that State, avowing hissympathy 
with the secessionists in many respects, whol 


‘opposed to the war, taking the ground that he 


would not shed another drop of bloog or vote 
another dollar for its prosecution. A partyin the 
State of New York indorsed him, a party in Peng- 
sylvania substantially indorsed him, and a party 
in the State of Wisconsin indorsed. him by r 
lution also; and we went to the election, and what 
was the result? That party, by the power of its 
organization, though it carried Mr, Vallandigham 
upon its shoulders, who avowed that he was op- 
posed to the war, that he would not shed another 
drop of blood or pay another dollar to prosecute 
this war, came very near succecding in electing 
the friends of Vallandigham to. power in many, of 
the free States, the great States, the controlling 
States among the loyal States of this country. 
Pennsylvania came within.aboat fiftcen thousand; 
New York within about thirty thousand, in a vote 
of five or six hundred thousand. „And, sir, let 
the issue now.be changed, changed from a party 
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a ae a I a 
earrying.Vallandigham, an avowed opponent. of 
the war and its prosecution, as their champion 
and leader, and take up McCleilan for the Presi- 
dency. upon the platform of the prosecution of the 
war, and then jet them charge upon the party in 
power that they propose to conduct this election 
upon, the basis of negro suffrage, and no mancan 
doubt for one moment as to the result, and the 
man is blind that docs not see it now as wellasit 
will be seen then. 

“The VICE PRESIDENT. lt becomes the 
duty of the Chair at this ‘hour to call up the un- 
finished business of yesterday. i 

Several Senators, (to Mr. DoorrrrLe.) Goon. 

Mr. SUMNER. What does the Senator wish? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Let the regular business 
come up. If this bill can go to a committee of 
conference very well, for E do not regard this 
uestion as being necessaril involved in it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The regular busi- 
ness of the day is before the Senate, and upon 
that question the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
Foster) is entitled to the floor.” The Chair will, 
however, with his consent, present some bills 
from the Elouse of Representatives for reference, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bill and joint resolution from 
the Elouse of Representatives were severally read 
twice by their tides, and referred as indicated 
below: 

A bill (No. 320) supplementary to an act ap- 
roved July 14, 1862, entitled © An act to estab- 
ish certain post roads, and for other purposes?’ — 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A joint resolution (No, 66) setting apart the 
old Elali of the Flouse of Representatives as a 
hall of statuary—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


TAXATION IN WASHINGTON, 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 
t Ordered, That the Secretary request the House of Rep- 
resentativos to return to the Senate the message informing 
the House that the Senate had agreed to its amendments 
to the bill (S, No. 126) to amend an aet to incorporate the 
inhabitants of the elty of Washington, passed May 15, 1820. 

Mr. HALE submitted a motion to reconsider 
the vote on concurring in the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to Senate bill No. 126, 
and it was entered. 


REPBAL OF FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bijl (3. No. 141) to repeal all acts for the rendi- 
tion of fugitives from service or labor, the ques- 
tion being on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr, President, for the bill 
now before the Senate J shall give my vote on 
its passage with very great pleasure. Its effect 
will be to repeal the law of 1850, popularly known 
aa the fugitive slave law, in my opinion a most 
iniquitous measure, and certainty most obnox- 
ious to the people of the free States from the day 
of its passage io the present hour. That bill was 
passed in a period of great excitement in the 
country. A malicious and malignant spirit had 
been excited; sectional and partisan feeling raged 
over the land. An arrogant and defiant party, 
in their pride of power, passed that bill through 
both Houses of Congress. It has the forms of 
Jaw, and has stood unrepealed to this day. From 
the first day I had the honor of a seat in this 
body until now, F should have voted cheerfully 
for its repeal atany time. Ihave heard that law, 
denounced by the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. Hare] in the indignant, elo- 
quent terms which he knows so well how to em- 

loy. | have also heard it denounced by the 
Honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sum- 
wer] in like terms; and although 1 may not by 
any effort of mine call to my aid words so fitand 
proper, so emphatic and so significant, as are 
readily commanded by those gentlemen in char- 
acterizing that law, neither of them can vote for 
its repeal with more cordiality than [ can and 
shall. 

Į will not stop now to enumerate my objections 
to thatlaw. ltis unnecessary. There are pro- 
visions in it which I believe are unconstitutional, | 
Among them there is a single one to which L will 
allude, that which gives judicial powers to certain 
commissioners appointed by the courts for min- 


isterial purposes, to decide all questions arising 


ona claim made, in the face, as it seems te me, il 


of the first section of the third article of the Con- 
stitution, which provides that 

«The judicial power of the United States shall be vested 
in one Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as the 
Congress may from time to time ordain and establish. The 
judges both of the'supreme and inferior courts shall hold 
their offices during good behavior, and shall atstated times 
receive for their services 
be diminished during their continuance in office.?? 


Whether or not an alleged fugitive shall be re-. 


turned tu the Siate from whence he is said to 
have escaped is clearly a judicial question, and 
can be passed upon, in. my apprehension, only 
bya person clothed with judicial power and au- 
thority.: A commissioner appointed by the cir- 
cuit and district. courts merely to take affidavits. 
and to perform other like duties is no such offi- 
cer, Heis no judge. Heisclothed with no judi- 
cial power. Flowever corruptly he may act, he 
is notliable to impeachment. Ie is aman wholly 
irresponsible. To commit such important and 
such delicate duties as those here in question to 
such men is, as it seems to me, a gross violation 
of the provision of the Constitution which I have 
read. . 

But, sir, as I have already stated, Ido not pro- 
pose to make an extended examination of the fu- 
gitive slave law of 1850. 1 voted to amend the 
Dill now before the Senate as it came from the 


committee, in order to save from its operation the. 


actof 1793 regarding the same subject-matter, and 
I did so for reasons quite satisfactory to myself. 
Indecd if I had allowed this bill to pass as it ori- 
ginally stood, repealing the act of 1793 with the 
net of 1850 for the reasons that were urged for its 
repeal, 1 should have felt that I was casting dis- 
honor and reproach upon the memory of the men 
who were my predecessors in this body, at that 
time representing the State of Connecticut, than 
whom there. were no more eminent in the land, 
respected and honored while living and revered 
now that they are dead, Roger Sherman and 
Oliver Ellsworth, For me to vote io repeal a 
law intended to carry out a provision of the Con- 
stitution which those gentlemen aided first in 
making and then in passing is a bold step; spe- 
cially so if placed on the ground that in enacting 
it they were usurping powers not belonging to 
the Congress of the United States; that the pro- 
visions of the law are unconstitutional and there- 
fore null and void, lam not prepared to assert 
this, nor can l assent to such an assertion, 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator be good 
enough, while he is on that point, to state his au- 
thority for saying that those two eminent persons 
gave their consent to either of those propositions, 
cither in the Constitution or in Congress ? Show 
the yeas and nays, show that those men, his pre- 
deeessors, ever regisicred their names for such 
an outrage. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, I will not prom- 
ise to satisfy the honorable Senator; I do notas- 
sume to do that, because where a man reasons 
with his will you cannot put him down by ar- 
guments or facts. 1 will show, however, by the 
record, what to most minds will be equally sat- 
isfactory as the yeas and nays, that both those 
gentlemen did vote for the law of 1793 to which I 
have alluded, and Roger Sherman was on the com- 
mittee who framed the bill and who reported it. 
So much I will show the gentleman from the rec- 
ord presently, Oliver Ellsworth was his col- 
league in this body at the time it passed ; and al- 
though J cannot show the honorable Senator yeas 
and nays on its passage, for they were not taken, 
the record shows that it passed withouta division; 
it passed, as It appears, unanimously. ‘That may 
not satisfy the honorable Senator. I did not 
promise to satisfy him; but those are the facts. 
lt is tolerably satisfactory to a man who does 
not shut his eyes to the light of the sun and then 
say all is dark: I will it to be dark; therefore itis. 

Mr. SUMNER. I will it to be light. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts will not interrupt the Senator from 
Connecticut when he is speaking. 

Mr. FOSTER. Itisno interruption, Mr. Pres- 
ident. Lalways hear the Senator with great pleas- 
ure; but he will pardon me for suggesting that the 
divine prerogative has not yet been vouchsa fed to 
him of saying, ‘ Let there be Hght,and there was 
light.” Í yicldall that belongstoa Senator from 
Massachusetts in this body to the Senator, as an 
eminent, worthy, distinguished representative of 
his State; still, sir, I may without offense remind 


acompensation which shall not | 


that honorable Senator that brave men lived be- 
fore Agamemnon, and that Roger Sherman and 
Oliver Ellsworth lived before him. They were 
sons of Connecticut whom I cannot hear aspersed 
without defending orat lcast attempting to defend 
them. ra 
Let me ask the attention of the Senate, and:I- 
will do so briefly, to this. law, of 1793, in order 
that I may not under any circumstances misrep-- 
resent what actually occurred. E read. from the 
460th page of the Journal of the Second Congress, 
The Journal reads thus: 
“THurspay, November 22, 1792, 

cOn motion, 

“Ordered, 'Yhat Messrs. Johnston, Cabot, and Read bea. 
committee to consider the expediency of a law respecting 
fugitives from justice, and persons escaping from the ser- 
vice of their masters, and, if they think proper, to reporta. 
bill.?? 

That is the first entry on the Journal. The 
next is: : 

“TruRsDAY, December 20, 1792, 

“Mr. Jonxston, from the committee appointed for that. 
purpose, reported a bill respecting fugitives Jrom justice 
and persons escaping froin the service of their masters 5 
which was read the first time. a ý 

« Ordered, ‘That this bill pass to the second reading”? 


“Pripay, December 21, 1792. 
“The Senate proceeded to the second reading of the bill 
respecting fugitives from justice and persons escaping from 
the service of their masters; and, 
tí Ordered, That the further consideration thereof be post- 
poned.” 


, (© WEDNESDAY, December 2G, 1792. 

a ‘The. Senate resumed the second reading of the bill re- 
specting fugitives fram justice and persons esenping from 
the service of their masters; and, after debate, 

«c Ordered, ‘That the consideration thercor be further post- 
poned. ”? ne 

u TyunspaY, December 27, 1792. 

“The Senate resumed the second reading of the bill re~ 
specting fugitives from justice and persons eseaping from 
the service of their masters, and, after debate, 

« A motion was made and seconded to postpone the fur 
ther consideration thereof to the next session of Congress”? 


“Pripay, December 28, 1792. 


“T'he Sonate resumed the second reading of the bill re 
specting fugitives from justice and persons escaping front 
the service of their masters; and the motion yesterday 
made thereon, to wit: «That the farther consideration of 
the bill be postponed to the next session of Congress 5? 
which motion passed in the negative. 

+ On motion, 

« Ordered, That the bill be recommitted; and that Messrs. 
Taylor and Sberman?— 

Roger Sherman, Mr. President— 

c he added to the committee, who are instructed to consider 
the subject generally and report thereon, 

The committee originally consisted of three, 
They reported a bill which was debated as l have 
shown. [t'was then recommitted, and two gen- 
tlemen, of whom Roger Sherman was one, were 
added to the committee. 

“Pnurspay, January 3, 1793. 

“Mr. Jouns ton, from the committee on the bill respect- 
ing fugitives from justice and persons eseaping from the 
service of their masters, reported amendments ; whieh were 
read. A 

& Ordered, That ihe report be printed for the use of the 
Senate.” 


“Fripay, January 4, 1793. 
“The Senate resumed the second reading of the bill re 
specting fugitives from justice and persons escaping from 
the service of their masters, and the report-of the commit- 
tee thereou; and, after debate, the consideration thereof 
was further postponed.” 


“MONDAY, January 7, 1793. 
# On motion, apa ei i 
«c Ordered, That the report of the committee on the bill 
respecting fugitives from Justice and persons escaping from 
the service of their masters be further postponed.” ` 


ayuespoat, January 8, 1793. 
c On motion, 
“The consideration of the bill respecting fugitives from 
justice and persons escapiug from the service of their mas- 
ters was postponed to Monday next”? A 


“'T'uespAY, January 15, 1793. 
<¢The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of 
the committee on the bill respecting fugitives from justice 
and persons escaping from the service of their masters, and 
the amendments proposed; and, after debute, | 

“ Ordered, Thatthe consideration thereofbe farther post- 
poned.”? 

I hope the Senate will not be out of patience 
while Í read a very few more of these orders ol 
the Senate. 1 do it among other things to. show 
that this bill was deliberately considered by the 
Senate, not rushed through with a velocity such 


a 


1864. 


eens 


as the honorable. Senator from Massachusetts 
proposed to give this bill-repealing it yesterday, 
selung at naught the speed of railroads and steam- 
boats. It could be likened only to the magnetic 
telegrapbh—repealing laws by electricity: 
C WVEDNES DAY, January 16, 1793. 

_.©The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of 
the committee on the bill respecting fugitives from justice 
and persons escaping from the service of their masters, and 
the amendments proposed 3 and, after progress, 

<The Senate adjourned until eleven o’elock to-morrow 
morning.” A 


7 «TrurspaY, January 17, 1793, 
tí The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of 
the’committce on the bill respecting Fugitivesfrom justice 
and persons escaping from the service of tlieir masters; and 
having amended the report, it was adopted, and agreed that 
the bili be amended aceordingly. J 
t Ordered, That the bill pass te the third reading.” 


“Parivar, January 18, 1793: 
<The bill respecting fugitives from justice and persons 
escaping from the service of their masters was read the 
third time; and, being further amended, 
“On inotion ei ne E 
To strike out 8500, forthe purpose of inserting a tess 
sum, in section fourth, the pendiy on: ‘any person who 


shall knowingly and willingly obstruct or hindersuch claims - 


aut, his agent or attorneysin so hing. or arresting such 
fugitive from labor, or shall rescue such fugitive from such 
claimant, bis ‘agentor attorney, when soarrested, pursuant 
to the authority herein given or declared 3 or shall harbor or 
conceal such person, after notice that he or she was a fu- 
gitive from tabor as aforesaid :? 

“It passed in the negative. 

& Resolved, ‘That this bill pass; that it be engrossed ; and 
that the title thereof be ‘An act respecting fugitives from 
justice and persons escaping trom the service of their mas- 
tors. 

“Ordered, "That the Secretary desire the concurrence of 
the House of Representatives inthis bill.” 

Mr. President, tbat is the record. That Mr. 
Sherman and Mr. Ellsworth both voted for it I 
cannot aver; but the record shows every fact 
which would induce us to believe that they did, 
for there was no division, no dissenting voice, 
That Mr, Ellsworth was present appears by the 
record, for the next entry in the Journal is: 

“Mr. ELeswortu, from the committee to whom was re- 
ferred the bill entitied ‘An act to regulate the claims to in- 
valid pensions,’ reported the bill with amendments, which 
were read.? 

If Mr. Sherman and Mr. Ellsworth entertained 
the views which the honorable Senator does in 
regard to, that bill they would not have sat by and 
wilnessed its passage without one word of oppo- 
sition or asking a division of the Senate. I say 
the record, therefore, is as complete and perfect, 
going to show that they both voted for that bill, 
as though I had what the Senator asked for, the 
yeas.and nays, showing their names among the 

eas, 

Mr. SUMNER, The Senator will allow me 
to vemind him that`the record does not show 
whether they spoke for or against the bill. 

Mr. FOSTER. No; it does not. 

Mr. SUMNER, How can he say that both of 
them did not speak against it? 

Mr. FOSTER. Because neither of them voted 
against it, and neither of them asked a division 
of the Senate upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER, That does not follow. 

Mr, FOSTER. “Ht does not follow,” does it 
not? Who in this body ever opposed a bill on 
the principle urged against this, and then, when 
it was put upon its passage, said not one word 
which’should appear on the record, nor asked that 
a division be had or the. yeas and nays ordered, 
that it might be seen who was for and- who was 
against it? f 

Mr. SUMNER. 
and constantly. : 

Mr. FOSTER. The Senator says it is done 
again and again, and constantly. I have never 
known it to bedone. It may have been done; it 
has. been done on some unimportant matter where 
a man was alone or nearly alone and did notcare 
about putting himselfontherecord. 1 agree men 
may speak against a trivial bilj and not on the final 
passage ask a division when they see there is an 
overwhelming vote against them. 

Mr. SUMNER. Thatmay have been the very 
case here. Those two patriots from Connecticut 
were already on record against slavery and may 
have said, their records. were. perfectly ample, 
they had spoken; they were known to beagainst 
slavery; and they forbore to call the yeas and 
nays. 

„Mr. FOSTER. That does not quite follow. 
It does not answer the exigencies of the case. 


It is done again and again, 


| the Second Congress of the United States. 


l gress to. pass such a law. 


Mr. Sherman and Mr. Ellsworth were not that | 
| class of men who would allow a measure of this 
sort, which is what the Senator calls a usurpa- | 


tion, a direct invasion of the Constitution, anun- 
righteous, inhuman, barbarouslaw, to pass; and: 
rest.silent and dumb upon the laurels Which they. 
had won opposing slavery... Where did-they op- 
pose slavery? Inthe Convention, athome, abroad, 
everywhere; and just as much, as E trust and be- 


Constitution as they believed, and therefore they 
voted, as I believe, for the measure. : 

The other members of the Senate:at that time 
were eminent men. ‘This it will be observed was 
Many 
of the men in both branches of Congress: were 
fresh from the Convention that made the Consti- 
tution. George Washington was President of 
the United States. John Adams was Vice Presi: 
dent.. John Langdon was President pro tempore 
of this body, and occupied the chair which-you, 
Mr. President, now fill: In the House of Rep- 
resentalives Jonathan, Trumbull was: Speaker. 
James Hillhouse was one.of the members from 
Connecticut. Other members, not unknown to 
fame, sat there. Meare: 

The bill was sent to the House. It passed that 
body on the yeas and nays, and°but-seven men 
voted against it, and those were not exclusively 
northern or exclusively southern men. | A por- 
tion were from the North anda portion from the 
South; one was from Virginia, one from Maryland; 
the re from Massachusetts and other States; 
but there was no sectional and no party division 
on that question. ‘he voteagainstitin the House 
of Representatives, consisting as I have said of 
only seven men, ona yeaand nay vote, is abund- 
ant evidence, to my mind, that nobody at that 
day entertained any doubts about the constitu- 
tionality of the measure, and it was almost a 
unanimous opinion that it was the duty of ,Con- 
Mr. President, I 
cannot but consider a law of this kind passed 
under these circumstances as having in some sort 
the sanctity which belongs to the Constitution 
itself. Itis connected, certainly, with an import- 
ant provision of the Constitution. Shall we, 
after more than seventy years, sitting inthe seats 
which those men occupied, deny to them what 
we claim for ourselves, the. power to understand 
correctly the provisions of the Constitution which 
their hands had made? Who are we, that wis- 
dom has come to us which was denied to them? 
I surely am not disposed to depreciate the men 
of the present day, and least. of all.the honorable 
and worthy men around me, for all of whom I 
entertain feelings of the most unfeigned respect. 
But, sir, who of us are desirous of instituting a 
comparison between ourselves and the members 
of the Senate of 1793? Others may speak for 
themselves. However much of arrogance | may 
possess or exhibit at certain times or on certain 
occasions, I should shrink with unaffected mod- 
esty from being compared with Roger Sherman 
or Oliver Ellsworth. 

This law of 1793 adopts the language of the 
Constitution. Itis a short bill containing only 
four sections. The first two sections relate to 
fugitives from justice; the other two to fugitives 
from labor; and the expressions that are used are 
identical with those used in the Constitution. 
The third section of that act, which is the first 
that refers to the subject now in hand, reads thus: 

Sec, 3. And be it also enacted, ‘hat when a person 
held to labor in avy of the United States, or in either of 
the Territories on the northwest or south of the river Ohio, 
under the laws thereof, shail ape inta‘any other of the 
said States or ferritory, the person to whom such laboror 
service may be duc, his agent or attorney, is hereby em- 
powered to seize orarrest such fugitive Irom labor, and to 
take him or lier beji j ot the circuit or district 
courts of the United $ ng or being within the 
State, or before any magistrate of a county, city, or town 
corporate, wherein-such seizure orarrest shall be made, 
and upon proof to the satisfaction of such judge or magis- 
trate, either by oral testimony or affidavit taken before and 
certified by a magistrate of any such State oc Territory, that 
the person so seized orarrested, doth, under the laws of the 
State or Territory from whieh lie or she fled, owe service 
or labor to the person claiming him or ber, it shall be the 
duty of such judge or magistrate to give acertificato thereof 
to such claimant, his agent or attorney, which shall be sur- 
ficient-warrant tor removing the said fugitive from lapor 
tothe State or Territory from which he orshe fled.?? 

The terms employed in, this. section are the 
terms of the Constitution, and if the Constitu- 
tion itself (if I may be pardoned the expression) 
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f constitutional also; go farvaldenst at thecdeserip 


| 


is: copatitutional, thatisection must be considered: 


tion, of persons. is: concerned. :::Ttiis. truethatuin’ 
that-section |. power isugiven: to’ magistrates’ aps 
pointed by the authority of tthe Stats to act uns 


| der the law, and so faras thatis doneérned:the Ses 


preme: Court, in the case-which’ has been referred, 
te; and. which. is so familiar, the case-of ihe Cons 


; ; : asn i | monwealth of Pennsylvania against: Prigg, held 
lieve, in voting for this billas in any other- way: |f zis 
It was but carrying out the provisions-of the f 


that this law imposed no- duties on such: 


Brat 
trates; that those magistrates: mightvact if they 
pleased , unless they were forbiddenby the States; 
which States had a-right-to'forbid them. They 
were not:bound to act, andonly magistrates cre- 
ated ‘hy authority of the United States, judges; 
were. yequired -to.‘act: under. the law; und “all 
State authorities were. released from -responsibil+ 
ity. That-effectumlly relieved the free States from 
any obligation in: regard to te law, and left the 
curse and. crime of.slavery.to be borne andan- 
swered for bythe States. who chose to continue it, 
-: The--honorable: Senator -from.. Massachusetts 
yesterday in his: discassiow with the honorable 
Senator. from: Maryland: {Mri Jounson] alluded 
to the fact that to trial by jury was::provided in. 
this Act, atid therefore it -was-unconstitutional: 
Ifa trial by jury had been provided:it would not, 
as Į understand the honorable Senator.from:Mas+ 
sachusetts, make the bill one: whit more scons 
stitutional than it now. is; it would be just:as 
unconstitutional witha trial by jury provided: as 
it is without. a : bon ease 
Mr. SUMNER. It would remove one objec- 
tion to it, E 
Mr. FOSTER. ‘It would remove one objec- 
tion to its’? but what difference does it make in 
this law to add that clause when with it, as well 
as without it, it is still an unconstitutional act? 
Mr. SUMNER. There is an army of objec- 
tions behind that, of course. : . 
Mr. FOSTER. The honorable Senator says 
there is an army of objections to it; and in that 
state. of things it seemet to me—the Senator will 
pardow me—mere trifling to urge an objection 
which if it did not exist would have made no 
difference. If there is an army. of objections: be- 
‘hind that one, why did-the Senator-urge that and 
leave out.the rest of the army? . Put that in and 


_the law, in the judgment df the honorable Sen- 


ator, is equally unconstitutional, . Why, then, £ 
ask again, urge that as an argument.against it? 

The honorable Senator urged other arguments 
why, as he says, all these laws. regarding. fugi- 
live slaves ought to be repealed. One was the 
advantage that it would give our country in the 
eyes.of foreign nations; that we were now thought 
ill of abroad in consequence of these laws, and if. 
we would repeal them we should place ourselves: 
right in the judgment of ‘European nations, and 


‘have much more sympathy, many more friends, 


than we have at present. The honorable Sena- 
tor, in the course of his elaboration: of that argu-: 
ment, if such it may be called, asserted very em- 
phatically that we did not know how great evils 
we were suffering abroad in consequence of the 
non-repeal of these laws. . I do not know what 
sources of information areiopen to the honorable 
Senator that are not open to the restof us. He 
has, I know, @ very extensive correspondence 
both with the continentof Europeand the island 
of Great Britain, and undoubtedly has private 
sources of information not possessed by many ot 
us; certainly: not by myself. But, sir, what is 
the real value, what is the weight of. this. argu- 
ment as to the views and opinions of foreign na- 
tions on this subject? Is it an argument fitto be 
urged upon the Congress of the United States, 
either for the enactment or repéal of a law affect- 
ing our internal policy, that foreign nations will 
be pleased or displeased? It is not to me. : It 
would not have had weight with meat any for- 
mer time, and least of all at the present time. 
How do we now stand toward European na-: 
tions generally, or rather how do they choose to 
stand toward us? I am, not disposed to go:at 
length into that question, and I would net if] 
could say anything which would create animos- 
ity or widen any breach which may now by pos- 
sibility exist even in fecling between usandany for- 
eign nation, but it is useless to shut our eyes to 


_the. fact that the great commercial nations of Bu- 


rope are looking and have been looking upon our 
country for the past three years withthe most de- 
cided dislike and disfavor. For the people of that 
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dection of our country which is in open rebellion 
against‘our Constitution and laws. these nations 
have manifested strong sympathy and regard, giv- 
ing them their aid, countenance, and encourage- 
ment, in all.forms and ways, whenever an oppor- 
tunity has offered. : 
.. The honorable Senator insists that it is because 
of the connection of our Government with slavery: 
that our cause is thus regarded abroad. Why 


does not that fact operate to-provoke the dislike | 


of théese:foreigners toward the rebels and traitors 
who. are trying to overthrow the Constitution of 
their. country, and:bring ruin and desolation upon 
our fair land, the foundation, the very corner- 
stone of their government being this foul and odi- 
ous institution of slavery? Both the great com- 
mercial nations of Europe have been giving every 
facility which by possibility coutd be given, with- 
out provoking a war with this country, to those 
insurgents, rebels, and pirates: When their pri- 
vateering—I would rather say (because that is 
the -better and more appropriate term) their pi- 
ratical—~cruisers have gone into- foreign ports; 
chow have they. been received? Why, sir, with 
all the courtesies and hospitalities which one 
friendly nation exhibits to another. The officers 
and imien have been welcomed, féted, dined, and 
wined. both by official personages and by private 
citizens. Compare this with the treatment meted 
out to. ow own ships of war when they have 
gone into: foreign ports. Our officers and men 
have been treated coldly, repulsively; they have 
been insulted, jostled, and elbowed ‘out of the 
way. The contrast between the treatment re- 
ceived by these piratical cruisers laden with plun- 
der robbed from our peaceful merchants, whose 
ships they had burned on the high seas, and the 
public ships of the United States under the star- 
spangled banner, has been enough to make the 
hlood of every true American tingle in his veins, 
and to look forward toa time of reckoning between 
us and those who, to use a mercantile phrase, 
have been opening these accounts with us. Does 


the honorable Senator now want to pass this re- | 


pealing law to please England and France? 

Mr. SUMNER. Ifthe Senator putsthat ques- 
tion to me in good faith 
Mr. FOSTER, I do putit in the best faith. 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 will say, I do want it to 
enableour friends in France and England to main- 
tain our cause against our enemics there, against 
those who set those piratical ships afloat. Lt is 
to sustain our friends, to sustain those who sus- 
tain us, that Í propose to put my country right. 
The Senator proposes to keep it wrong. 


Mr. FOSTER, hat is another affair; we will į 


see about that by und by. It is not, then, to 
gratify the Governments of the two nations to 
which I have alluded, but to please our friends, 
the people of those two. nations, or some portion 
of the people, who would befriend us if we pur- 
sue) the course which the Senator asks us to pur- 
sue. Tinquire of the honorable Senator whether 
he. supposes that any considerable portion of the 
people will be induced to rise up in England or 
Brance against their respective Governments and 
compel a change. of policy, and whether he seri- 


ously asks us to pass Jaws which shall bring the | 
people of France in collision with the Emperor, or | 


the people of England in collision with the Crown 
and Parliament. 

Mr. SUMNER. Not in collision, but—— 

Mr. FOSTER. “Notin collision!” That is 
a sufficient answer. 

Mr, SUMNER. But I do ask that we may 
pass laws that shall bring the public opinion of 
the civilized worid on our side, The Senator in- 
sists that that public opinion shall be against us. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, the Senator has 
no right.to put any other than a reasonable con- 
struction on my remarks. If he asserts that I 
wish that the public opinion of the world shall 
be against us, Í am ata loss to know on what 
remark of mine that assertion is founded. I have 
said nothing of the sort. lam as ambitious of 
the honest, good opinion of my fellow-men, and 
that my country should have the good opinion of 
foreign nations, as the honorable Senator; but I 
am not disposed to crouch and crawl and beg 
either the Government or the people of any coun- 
try to look with favor on the flag of the United 
States. The day is distant, Í trust, when I shall 
be driven to that necessity; at all events, it has 
not come yet 


If this bill had passed as it was originally. rê- 
pore, would the honorable Senator, orany mem- 
er of this body, take a certified copy of it, and 
go abroad to England to circulate it among our 
friends, the people there, to win their friendship 
and favor?. Then I suppose it would be uncourte- 
ous should he fail to address the Queen and the 
Parliament. Would it not be somewhat after 
this fashion: ‘ May it please your Majesty, and 
the Lords of Parliament, spiritual and temporal, 
and the Commons of England, the United States 
of America have repealed certain laws which were 
understood to be distasteful to the Crown and peo- 
ple of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland, and we now humbly ask that you will 
look upon us with increased favor”? Leta not 
ambitious. of going on such a mission as that, 
even if I had coupled with it the right to cross 
the Channel and make the same address to his 
Imperial Majesty the Emperor of France, and 
say to him, ‘ May it please your Majesty” —— 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘*Sire.” 

Mr. FOSTER. The honorable Senator from 
Maryland will pardon me; I am not well versed 
in court pbrases, or the style of courtly addresses. 

Mr. HOWARD. “Sieur.” . 

Mr. FOSTER. The honorable Senator from 
Michigan, who is also an authority, says that I 
should say’ ‘Sieur.’ E am, as you see, Mr. 
President, not fitted for the mission to which I 
have alluded. Ishould perform its duties very 
bunglingly, and I should not be willing to make 
the attempt while | remain a free man, and my 
country retains her independence, 

No, Mr. President, the way to win the respect 
of foreign nations is first to respect ourselves; 
take the necessary steps for speedily crushing 
out this infamous rebellion, and placing our coun- 
try, which we love, the land of our birth, in such 
an attitude before the world that we can compel 
the respect of all other nations. Then we shall 
win it, and not till then. 

‘The truth is, Mr. President, foreign nations 
are not looking with favor on this Republic, and 
have not been for the last forty years. The prin- 
ciples on which our Government is based are an- 
tagonistic to theirs. If our system shall prove 
to be what thus farit has been, a grand success; 
if our Constitution shall abide the fearful pressure 


from within and without, now brought to bear on- 


it; ifourcountry comes out of this mighty struggle 
sull standing before the world erect, undivided, 
strong, independent, and free, with no star fallen, 
but new ones added to the glorious constellation 
on the folds of our national banner, (and with 
God’s blessing all these things shall be,) Euro- 
pean dynasties may date their downfall from that 
very day. Of this they are as well aware as we; 
they know it. When steam has brought Europe 
within less than ten days of our country, when 
the magnetic telegraph, as it soon will, shall ena- 


ble us to exchange thoughts with the Old World | 


within a few hours, the influence and example of 


this Republic on the continent of Europe will be | 


overshadowing and overwhelming. Revolutions 


which no human power can arrest will be in- | 


augurated; thrones and crowns and scepters, all 
the paraphernaliaofarbitrary power will be swept 
from ‘the earth like the dust of the summer’s 
threshing-floor before the breeze of heaven. The 


“powers that be,” therefore, are generally leagued | 


against us; they are in sympathy with the trai- 
tors to our country, not because they love them 
any better than us, but because in that way they 


think to disunite, to dissever, to disintegrate us, | 


and break into fragments the great Republic. 


That is what European nations are striving and | 


intending to do. ; 

Sir, it is my opinion—and Í am sotry that in 
that opinion I have not the concurrence of the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts—that we 
should have a higher standard of legislation than 
to please foreign nations, and that an argument 
of that sort is a flimsy one at all times, and es- 
pecially, as I have asserted, at the present time. 
‘What nations say or what individuals say ought 
never to be the standard of duty or policy either 
of nations or of individuals. It is alow standard 
in morals, searcely less low in legislation. We 
should do that which is right, which will stand 
the test of time, and let those who are disposed 
to comment or censure, censure if they will. The 


late John Quincy Adams, to relieve the exhaust- | 


ing duties of his laborious life, amused himself 


on a certain occasion by writing a little poem 
called, if I mistake not—l have not seen it for 
many years—Murdoch McMorrough. The scene 
was laid in Ireland, and in the course of the nar- 
rativean Irish lady leaves her home and the house 
of her husband by night under the most disgrace- 
ful circumstances. At the moment of departure, 
feeling apparently a twinge of remorse for what 
was to follow, she cried out to her waiting-maid, 
who accompanied her, “O Agnes, Agnes, what 
will people say ?”’ [Laughter.] I trust, Mr. Pres- 
ident, that the Congress of the United States are 
not coming down to thatstandard. It is too low, 
altogether too low for the Senate of the United 
States. ‘* What will people say?” is not the ques- 
tion we should ask.- ‘ i 

Another reason urged by the honorable Sena- 
tor why he wanted these laws repealed was that 
he wanted to hit slavery wherever he could find 
it. So do [; that is, as Iunderstand that phrase. 
I do not know precisely whateignification he gives 
to it. If he means that he is prepared to hit sla- 
very wherever he can find it, under all conceiv- 
able circumstances and on all possible occasions, 
Iam not with him. I presume the honorable Sena- 
tor does not mean that. I presume he does not 
mean that the end sanctifies the means, and that 
he may make use of every possible, every imagin- 
able means to—as he says-——hit slavery. 

Let me puta case. Suppose the honorable Sen- 
ator should have a friend (and he hasa vast num- 
ber) serving in the armies of the Republic. now 
in the field, who should beso unfortunate as to 
be wounded in battle, made prisoner by the rebels 
and taken within their lines; his wounds prove 
mortal, and as his-last. request he asks that his 
valued friend, the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, may be permitted to visit him and re- 
ceive from him his dying message. Suppose fur- 
ther, what I agree is not very probable, but is 
still possible, that the rebel authorities should ac- 
cede to the request, should send a flag of truce 
and allow him to pass and visit his dying friend, 
simply asking from him a pledge that in going 
and returning through their lines he would not 
make or receive any communication except to and 
from that friend. ‘he Senator gives that pledge, 
passes the lines, is treated with courtesy, receives 
the last words of his dying friend, and then he 
is ready to return home. Certain slaves now 
appear to whom a few words from the honorable 
Senator would point the way and insure the en- 
joyment of freedom. He has found slavery, and: 
now is an opportunity ‘to hit it,” to give it a 
practical hit. Would the honorable Senator feel 
at liberty to say to those slaves “ follow me, you 
can escape from slavery??? 1 presume the hon- 
orable Senator would consider himself insulted if 
I should ask him the question seriously, as | eer- 
tainly do not. I know, as well as he does, that 
in such circumstances he would consider himself 
bound by his word of honor—he would say noth- 
ing, would do nothing; he would neither make 
nor receive a communication except to and from 
his dying friend according to his pledge. 

Does he, then, by this expression, ‘ hit slavery 
wherever he can find it,’ mean that he will do 
anything in violation of his word of honor, his 
pledge? Clearly not, as I presume. Let us sup- 
pose, in connection with the same imaginary visit 
in the rebel lines, that it shoald so happen that 
the rebel chief, Jefferson Davis, was asleep in his 
bed in a room adjacent to that of the honorable 
Senator, that he could open the door, pass in 
quietly, and take the life of that traitor, who if 
he had a thousand lives has forfeited them all to 
his country; would the honorable Senator feel, 
situated as [ have supposed him to be, at. liberty 
to put that traitor and rebel to death, although 
by so doing he might strike at the very vitals of 
this rebellion and give freedom forever to millions 
of hig fellow-men? No, Mr. President, the hon- 
orable Senator would not do that. He, as weilas 
every man in Christendom, would agree that, ifhe 
did, he would be an assassin and his hands would 
be stained with the blood of murder. The end, 
desirable as it might be, would not sanctify the 
means, 

The honorable Senator, therefore, when he says 
he wants to hit slavery wherever he can find it, 
means simply, as 1 suppose, that he will hit it 
wherever it is proper, lawful, constitutional, hone 
orable, and right to hit it~-nowhere else, at no 
other time, on no other occasioni ‘T'o that extent, 
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although with a much more feeble arm than his, I 
go withhim fully, heartily, and, if need be, to the 
‘death. . Does the honorable Senator ask me to go 
further? Does he ask me to violatemy word, my 
„oath, the obligations of my conscience and of my 
understanding, and atthe same time hold those 
restraints sacred himself? The same standard of 
morality which he considers binding on him he 
must allow to be equally binding-on me. We dif- 
fer as to its application. , He finds nothing in the 
Constitution which recognizes the right of aloyal 
citizen in a loyal State. where slavery exists to 
come within the limits of a free State, if his slave 
shas fled there, to reclaim him. ` Many persons cer- 
‘tainly think otherwise. Is it quite the thing for 
the honorable Sénator to assert that itis as “clear 
as the multiplication table, as the ten command- 
ments” that they are wrong and he right? ` 
There are men who, in the case'of the visit I 
have.supposed, would say to the honorable Sen- 
-ator, by. way of removing any conscientious 
‘scruples, ** You are quite justified in setting these 
slaves free; you are perfectly justified in taking 
the lifeof Davis; it is true that you pledged your 
word, but you pledged your'word to corrupt reb- 
els, crafty traitors, who have covered the land 
with bload, and who design to overthrow and de- 
stroy the Government of their country. They 
have forfeited all claims and rights; you have but 
stricken tothe hearta man who ought to have suf- 
fered death long ago. To rid the world of sich 
an incumbrance is to confer blessings on the age 
and on future ages. Although you pledged your 


word to the contrary you are not bound to keep’ 


it, you are under no obligations to keep faith 
“with men of this character.” . 

Mr. President, if the honorable Senator cannot 
find ahything in the Constitution or in the law of 
1793 which are any impediments or restraints upon 
him, [ trust that he will realize that others may, 
and that those who do are just as much entitled 
to consideration as he is for finding obstacles in 
striking at slavery jn the case [ have supposed, 
where, in order to do it, he would violate the most 
solemnly plighted faith and take on his conscience 
the guilt of murder. 

To my mind, then, sir, there are no reasons for 
repealing the law of 1793. It is not unconstitu- 
tional, The argument that its repeal will please 
foreign nations is unworthy of this ‘arena. The 
argument that we are to strike slavery wherever 
we can find it does not apply to a case of this 
description. If the constitutionality of any law 
can be settled, put at rest forever, it was settled 
by the character of the men who made this law, 
by the judicial decisions which have been had 
upon it, never one doubting or questioning it, the 
uniform acquiescence of all the people of all the 
States for seventy years in its constitutionality, 
and until the present troubles and agitations, since 
the subject of slavery and the arrest of fugitive 
slaves has disturbed the mind of the country, I 
doubt if it was ever seriously called in question 
by a single individual, nor do I believe the Sen- 
ator till a comparatively recent period ever heard 
this law complained of. 

Mr. SUMNER. I did not hear the last re- 
mark. 

Mr. FOSTER. I say that never before the 
present agitation on the subject—I mean by that 
the agitation which has arisen since 1850 and in 
connection with the law of that year—was the law 
‘of 1793 complained of so-as at all to disturb the 
public mind. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is the Senator aware of the 
complaint made in the city of Baltimore imme- 
diately after its passage? 

Mr. FOSTER, I am aware of what the Sena- 
tor says in his report which he holds in his hand. 
‘What I mean is that there had been no complaint 

-of the law such as should be considered a com- 
plaint—nothing that disturbed the public mind or 
the public sentiment. There was no excitement, 
no remonstrance against it. There were no tri- 
bunals before whom the question came that really 
questioned the validity and constitutionality of 
the law. No doubt there may have been a few 
isolated cases of complaint; possibly there may 
have been judges and magistrates who at times 
spoke against it; but what I mean is that the great 
current of public opinion had never been dis- 
turbed by any complaint of that statute. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is the Senator aware of the 
statement made by Mr. Quincy, whose memory 


-was deficient, 
For aught that Judge Harrington decided, there- 


he must. know covers this. whole period, to the 


effect that the statute was.so odious at the North, 


and especially in Massachusetts, that it could not 
be enforced even during the first ten years after 
its passage? Is he aware that in the State of. Ver- 
mont in 1807 a judge of the supreme court delib- 


-erately refused to enforce it, stating that he would 


not surrender. a fugitive slave.unless a bill of sale 
could be shown from the Almighty? fied 


Mr. FOSTER. Will the Senator.. be. good 


enough to. give me the name of that. judge? aries 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr. Justice Harrington, of 
the supreme court of Vermont. eae 
Mr. FOSTER. His decision may have made 
him famous; he was never famous, otherwise, I 
believe. Asthe honorable Senator from Vermont 


{Mr. Cottamer] suggests. to. me, Judge Harring- 


ton did not undertake to pronounce the law un- 


constitutional; he-simply suggested-that the proof 
Hesaid nota word about the law. 


fore, he was of opinion that the law was as con- 
stitutional as I will now proceed to show that 
Judge Story, speaking for the Supreme Court of 
the United States, thought it to be. Ț 

Mr; SUMNER. That is, provided.a bill of 
sale could be shown from the Almighty. Then 
clearly the law is constitutional; there is no doubt 
about it. ` 

Mr. FOSTER. The honorable Senator is very: 
serious, I presume, in his statement, and thinks 
it senatorial to make such a statement in this 
body. I quarrel not either with its reverence or 


‘with its propriety. The Senator strangely con- 


founds a question of law and a question of fact. 
The instrument to which he alludes so flippantly 
has no application whatever to the law—only to 
the fact of ownership. 

I was saying, Mr. President, that I would 


quote an authority on the point that this law of 


1793 had never disturbed the public mind, but 
had been acquiesced in, which I thought the hon- 
orable Senator would yield to. I allude, of course, 
to the opinion of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States in the case of Prigg vs. The Common- 
wealth of Pennsylvania, where the opinion was 
pronounced by the late Mr, Justice Story. I 
read from page 621 of the sixteenth volume of 
Petcrs’s Reports: 

“ So far as the judges of the courts of the United States 
have been called upon to enforce it, and to grant the cer- 
lifieate required by it, it is believed that it has been uni- 
formly recognized as a binding and valid law, and as im- 
posing & constitutional duty. Under such circumstances, 
ifthe question were one of doubtful construction, such long 
acquiescence in it, such contemporaneous expositions of 
it, and such extensive.and uniform recognition of its valid- 
ity, would in our judgment entitle the question to be con- 
sidered at rest, unless indced the interpretation of the 
Constitution is to be delivered over to interminable doubt 
throughout tbe whole progress of legislation and of nä- 
tional operations. Congress, the Executive, and the ju- 
diciary have, upon various occasions, acted upon this as 
a sound and reasonable doctrine.” 

The honorable Senator asks us, in consequence 
of some recollection of the venerated Mr. Quincy 
of Boston, in regard to some opposition which 
he thought was manifested to the law soon after 
its enactment, or some, I must be pardoned for 
saying, profane remark made by a judge in Ver- 
mont, asit regarded the measure of evidence, to 
say that this law is unconstitutional, and was so 
considered at an early day. To such loose and 
random statements as those I oppose the author- 
ity which I have justread. Itis not the authority 
of Mr. Justice Story alone, great as that is, but 
itis the authority of the Supreme Court of the 
United States with John Marshall at their head, 
clarum et venerabile nomen gentibus, 

Mr. SUMNER. He was dead when that opin- 
ion was given. c 

Mr. JOHNSON. Taney was Chief Justice at 
that time. 

Mr. FOSTER. I was mistaken; it was after 
the death of Chief Justice Marshall. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the Senator, unless his 
attention has been called to it, permit me to ask 
him to read what follows, beginning at the bot- 
tom of page 621, “But we do not wish,” after 
leaving the question as to the effect of contempo- 
raneous construction? 

Mr. FOSTER. I will read it: 


“But we do not wish to rest our present opinion upon 
the ground either of conternporaneous exposition, or jong 
acquiescence, or even practical action; ncitherdo we mean 
10 admit the question to be of a doubtful nature, and there- 
fore as properly calling for the aid of such considerations, 
On the contrary, our judgment would be the same if the 
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question were entirely 
_of recent enactment. - We 


Senator to read. j 
Mr. FOSTER. 


¿ting slavery wherever we.can find it—if for any 
r all of these reasons we.repeal all. these-acts 
—What then? Where are. we? Have. we. not 
something more todo? We have got the Consti- 
‘tution left, I hope. Have.we, or have we not? 
The honorable Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Cox- 
LAMER,]| the other day, in making some allusion 
to that instrument, thought, proper to apologize, 
and spoke with his usual modesty, saying thatit 
might almost be out of order. The honorable 
Senator from Ohio (Mr. SuesRmAxn] seemed, at 
least, so to understand him, and. suggested ‘that 
he could go on, upon which the honorable Sén- 
ator from Vermont said that he really did not'stp- 
pose it had pore so far that if he made an allu- 
sion to the Constitution he could be called to or- 
der! He had not really entertained that opinion, 
although from certain ‘things which had pas¥ed 
under his observation hë thought a recurrence to 
the Constitution might net be of much avail 
trust that the Constitution will bé left us, even ‘if 
we repeal these laws. phat iy T IN, 
The honorable Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
man] the other day affirmed, with much appar- 
ent sincerity, solemnity, and earnestness, that he 
would stand by it, adding the asseveration which 
we repeat when we first take our seats here. The 
honorable Senator from [itis (Mr. TnomsvtL] 
yesterday, in alluding to’this subject, in what 
seemed to me patriotic language, affirmed thathe 
would, stand by it; that.he knew no other rule 
for.his.action in this body as a-legislator thanthe 
Constitution of the United States, Within that 
he trusted to keep himself; under that he trusted 
that we should go on successfully in this war, 
aud come out of ittriumphantly; and he added 
what has my most hearty cohcurrence—that. we 
must go on under that Constitution, or we ‘shall 
cease to be. Our political salvation is.in the Con- 
stitution, Let men thinkor say what they willylet 
them imagine that exigencies or so-called necesyi- 
ties may arise where we had better step aside from 
the Constitution, we delude ourselves if we think 
we can abandon that instrument.and go on to yit- 
tory. The path of glory is here the path of duly, 
the path of the Constitution; and divergence from 
itis dangerous. Intime of public danger, when 
our people are tried to their utmost power of en- 
durance, the national life imperiled, { am ‘will- 
ing to go as far as can be gone with safety in find- 
ing authority in the instrument for the exercise 
of positive and summary powers; I am willing 
to. strain the Constitution so far as it is possible; 
but after all the Constitution is and must be our 
sheet-anchor. If we part the cable that holds us 
to that, our gallant ship of State will be adrift, 
and will soon be dashed upon the rocks now cev- 
ered with the wrecks of former days, and therich 
treasures of the present and the most glorious 
hopes of humanity for the future with which that 
ship is freighted will all perish together. i 
‘he Constitution being left us, and all these 
laws repealed, where do we stand on this ques- 
tion of reclaiming. fugitive slaves? What does 
the Constitution.say about it?. The hondrable 
Senator, as J-understand. him, does not find one 
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word-in.the Constitution and denies that there is 
anything init which, interpreted fairly, accord- 
ing to the rules which govern the interpretation 
of such instruments, can refer to any such subject, 
Mr. SUMNER. I did not say ‘* upon any such 
subject.” [said sanctioning slavery or slave- 
hunting. : 1 
. Mr. FOSTER. Very well: “That is what T 
‘mean by the sabject. Twill not quibble about 
terms. E will, Mr. President, with permission, 
read three clausesof the Constitution. “The first 
of them is under section two of the first article: 
zu Representatives arid direct taxes shall be apportioned 
among the several States which may be included within 
this Union, according to their respective numbers, which 
hall be determined by adding to the whole number of free 
persons, ineluding those bound to service for a term of 
years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three fifths of all 
other persons”? 

That is rather a peculiar phrase. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is there anything there sanc- 
tioning slavery? 

Mr. FOSTER. Tamnot talking about slavery. 
I merely say that the expression ‘three fifths of 
all other persons”? is a peculiar phrase. Section 
nine ofthe same article provides: 

‘The migratioyor importation of sucty persons as ary 

of. the States now existing shall chink proper to admit, shall 
not be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1808; 
but a tax or duty may be imposed on such importation no 
excceding ten dollars for each person.?? > - od 

The words “such persons” and the word 
‘each person”? in that section are a little peculigy, 
I say nothing about slavery justnow. Iwill nAi 
one other clause which is under the second section 
of the fourth article: 

* No person held toservice or Inbòr in one State, under the 
laws thereof, escaping into another, shall, in consequence 
of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from such 
service or Jabor, but shall be delivered up on claim of the 
party to whom such service or labor may be due.” 

n intelligent foreigner, who had known noth- 
ing of our institutions, but who understood the 
Enghsh language well, who should have this 
Constitution pat in his hands and have his atten- 
tion called particularly to these three clauses 
which I have read, I think would be a little puz- 
gled to understand precisely what was meant. 
“They would be of difficult interpretation to such 
aman, They may not.be entirely free from dif- 
ficulty to the wisest among us, who have been 
born in the country and have grown up in con- 
nection with its history, and who may be famil- 
far with that history; but to such persons L think 
there is no great diffieully in arriving at u satis- 
factory result as it regards what each of these 
several clauses fairly wema, Let me read again 
the clause which: 1 last read: i 

“No person held 19 service or labor in one State, under 
the laws thercot, escaping into another, shall, in conse- 
quence of any jaw or regulation therein, be discharged from 
such service or labor, but shail be delivered up on claim 
of the party to whom such service or labor may be due.” 

I think if we can find out in either of these 
clauses what the word * person” really means 
jn any of them it aids us greatly in ascertaining 
its meaning in each of the other clauses. [tis] 
believe, a well settled and sound rule of interpre- 
tation, when you get at the meaning of a term in 
any part of an instrument you may apply that 
meaning. to it in other parts where it occurs. In 
light of that I will read the first clause again: 

Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned 
among the several States which may be ineluded within 
this Union, according to their respective numbers, which 
shall be deterinined by adding to the whole number of [ree 
persons, including those bound to service fur a term of 


years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three fifths of all | 


other persons.” 


Who were those persons that were there de- 
seribed as ‘tall other persons?” 

Mar. SUMNER. The Senator has omitted one 
clause. I know he wishes to make his argument 
complete. I call his attention to this, ‘No per- 
son shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law;”’ which, of course, 
must be construed in connection with all the other 
clauses of the Constitution, particularly as it be- 
gins with the words “t no person. ”? 

Mr. FOSTER. There is no difficulty as to 
that clause, It is one of the class of prohibitions 
imposed on Congress, not on the States. Where 
prohibitions or restraints on power are imposed 
on the States it is so specified; otherwise they 
apply to Congress. i 

But | was commenting upon the first clause 
which I have read, and I say that “ three fifths of 
all other persons” at the close of the clause which 


Ihave read means some persons; that is sure; 
and what class of persons? To begin with, they 


‘are not ‘free persons,” because they are dis- 


posed of in another part of the same clause. They 
aré not “those bound to service for a term of 
years,”? because those are disposed of in another 
part of the clause. They are not * Indians not 
taxed,” because they are excepted out and dis- 
posed of otherwise. Who are they? I-do not 
know that the honorable Senator has any answer, 
My answer is that by ‘‘ other persons” there 
was meant those unfortunate, unhappy beings 
who in certain States of this Union were held as 
slaves. That is my explanation of that clause. 
If the honorable Senator, or anybody, can give 
a better one, Ishall be happy to hear him. 

Then we come to the next: 

“The migration or Importation of sich persons as any 
of the States now existingshall think proper to admit, shali 
not be prohibited by the Congress prior to the year 1808, 
but a tax or duty may be imposed on such importation, not 
exceeding ten dollars for each person.”? 

Who is meant by * persons” in that clause? 
Does it mean free persons? Does it mean per- 
sons held to labor for a term of years? Does it 
mean Indians not taxed? Does itmean appren- 
tices? l apprehend the honorable Senator will 
not affirm that it means either of those classes of 
persons. Whom does it mean? It means, in 


` 


į my opinion, that class of most wretched beings 


who. at that time were being brought into this 
country from the coast of Africa, natives of that 
ill-fated clime, to be consigned to slavery on the 
shores of this country. Jt means those persons, 
and it means that Congress shall be prohibited 
from stopping the importation of such persons 
into the country until the year 1808, although a 
tax may be imposed on the persons so brought 
into the country, not exceeding ten dollars for 
each person, That is tbe meaning of the clause, 
in my opinion. Does the honorable Senator think 
it meant or means apprentices? At the time the 
Convention was held to deliberate upon the Con- 
stitution, what portion of the country was insist- 
ing on that clause? There is no dispute about 
that; it was the South. he South wanted that 
clause to remain in the Constitution, and the 
North, at least portions of the North, were op- 
posed to it. Why did the South want it, and 
why did the North oppose it? The South wanted 
it, because they were bringing in this class of 
persons. What species of persons were they? 
Were they apprentices which South Carolina, 
Georgia, and the other slave States were bringing 
into this country from Africa, and which the 
northern portion of the country desired to stop? 
Was South Carolina so desirous of bringing ap- 
prentice boys from Africa thatthe North rose ap 
against it and endeavored to stop it, and finally 
compromised that they should be allowed to stop 
it as early as the year 1808, otherwise South 
Carolina would still have gone on bringing ap- 
prentice boys into this country against the will 
of the North to this day? 


Mr, President, no man can urgesuch an argu- | 


ment as that seriously. Jt is not in the nature 
of things that anybody can believe that South 
Carolina was importing or wished to import 
apprentice boys. She was engaged in altogether 
another pursuit; and this provision of the Con- 
stitution gave to the Congress power to put a 
stop to that importation after twenty years, but 
during that time the traffic went on, 

Then we come to the third clause, which has 
been read frequently enough, without reading it 
again, which is familiarly called the fugitive slave 
clause; and the question is, what is the meaning 
of ** person”? inthatclause? The honorable Sen- 
ator, as I understand, claims thatit means appren- 
tices and that it does not mean slaves. When 
has the claim been made in this country that that 


clause in the Constitution did not refer to slaves? | 


What is the origin and history of thatclaim? It 
is of very recent date, comparatively. The 
avowal of it, I believe, is confined to a very small 
number of persons. ‘Che most ardent and the 
earliest anti-slavery men in this country bad no 


hesitation in agreeing that that clause of the Con- ! 


stitution meant slaves, and imposed upon the free 
States the obligation to return on claim slaves who 
should escape within their limits from the siave 
States. Those who have held the contrary opinion 
are, as I believe, exceedingly few. The honor- 
able Senatoris one. I cannot of my own knowl- 
edge name one more. 


There may be others; ' 
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doubtless there are; but I have not been so for- 
tunate as to hear them make the avowal, and I 


would ‘charge such an opinion on nobody unless 


he avowed it. + 

In this connection, I would call attention to the 
acts of Congress prohibiting the slave trade. I 
have in my hand Brightley’s Digest, containing a 
digest of the acts relating to the slave trade, be- 
ginning in 1794 and running on to 1807. On the 
Əd of March, 1807, the Congress of the United 
States enacted— ` i 


“That if any ship or vessel shall be found, from and 
after the Ist day of January, 1808, in any river, port, bay, 
or harbor, or on the high seas, within the jurisdictional 
limits of the United States, or hovering’on the coast there- 
of, having on board any negro, mulatto, or person of color, 
for the purpose of selling them as slaves, or with intent to 
land the same in any port or place within the jurisdiction 
of the United States, contrary to the protibition of this 


act, every such ship or vessel, together with her tackle, 


apparel, and furniture, andthe goods or effects which shail 
la ndon board the same, shall be forfeited to the use 
of the United States, and may be seized, prosecuted, md: 
condemned in ‘any court of the United States. having 
jurisdiction thereof.’? 

I allude to it only toshow that the Congress of 
the United States, with the provision of the Con- 
stitution before them relative to ‘‘ migration,” 
which I have read, followed it up and passed a 
law imposing severe penaltics on those found 
engaged in the trade of bringing slaves into the 
United States from the very first day that under 
the Constitution they had the power to do it., 

Willany rian, therefore,in the view of all this, 
say that these clauses of the Constitution do not 
refer to slaves? It is true that if a,man asserts 
that they do not, there is no mode of positively 
making him admit the contrary. If I should say 
to the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, 
when he uses his favorite illustration that two 
and two make four, that they do not make four, 
and should call upon him to prove it, with all his 
powers both of logie and rhetoric be might be 
somewhat troubled positively to demonstrate that 
truth. So any other man who says that these 
clauses, taken in connection with their surround- 
ings, do not show that the Constitution of the 
United States, in the provisions to which I have 
called attention, had reference to slaves, is prob- 
ably past any hope of being convinced so far as 
reasoning is concerned. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator allow me 
to put him a question just there ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly, any question; but 
{ do not promise to answer it, botase if it is 
one which the honorable Senator cannot answer 
himself, I presume | cannot. 

‘Mr. SUMNER. Tecan answer it very easily, 

Mr. FOSTER. Very well, then, if it is not 
for theBenator’s information, | do not know but 
that he bad better not ask it. [Laughter.} 

Mr. SUMNER. Butit enters into this argu- 
ment. There is a rule of interpretation, as Iun- 
derstand, that where any language can be inter- 
preted in two different ways, one favorable and 
the other odious, you are then, in obedicnee to 
that commanding rule, to interpret the language 
in the favorable sense; you are to reject the odious 
interpretation. There isalso a second rule that 
you are to interpret all Janguage that is suscep- 
tible of two different significations in favor of 
freedom. ‘The language in the clause under con- 
sideration is clearly applicable to apprentices and 
the large class of redemptioners. Applying it to 
them, it iscompletely exhausted, and that appli- 
cation is favorable, it is not odious. Now, the 
question 1 wish to ask the Senator is whether he 
can put upon that clause the odious interpretation 
without violating those two commanding rules of 
interpretation ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, what I can or 
cannot do personally, isa matter of very little im- 
portance. That the men who made this Const 
tution, and all men with very few exceptions who 
have lived from that time to the present, believed 
this clause to refer to fugitive slaves, is a fact 
which cannot be denied. The honorable Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts admitted yesterday, and 
I presume will admit to-day, that he believes the 
nen who made this Constitution understood that 
sey had put such a clause into its that is to say, 
Roger Sherman, Elbridge Gerry, and the other 
great men who sat in the Convention that framed 
the Constitution, supposed they had put such a 
clause into it, and the Pinckneys and Madisons 
and other men living in the South, also supposed 
that such a clause was put into it, and they all 
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intended, be says, to do it, That the honorable 
Seiiator admits, and still F understand him. to as-_ 
sert, after all, that they did not use apt words to 
carry out that intention, and therefore under the 
rules which are to be applied to the instrument, 
no such interpretation can be given. 


Now, Mr. President, as the Senator scems | 


anxious to appeal to rules of interpretation, and 
as in his argument yesterday he alluded to what 
was equitable, and said that he who asks equity 
must-do equity, I will put him a question. ‘Take 
a case where two parties have made a contract in 
which on both sides they supposed they had 
inserted such. a stipulation as would enable one 
party to have frem the other a certain thing. Both 
sides so understand the instrament when it is 
framed; but it turns out om examination that the 
instrument does not fully contain the stipulation. 
itis susceptible, as my friend from Maine, (Mr. 
FessENDEN,| suggests, of another construction, 
In that state of things, the party who is to perform 
the obligation refuses to perform it, and compels 
his.co-contracting party to do what professionally 
is termed file a bili in chancery, calling him into 
court to reform the contract; and on such a bill 
alleging and proving that the parties intended to 
iake u contract of a specified character, to put 
such stipulations into itas to éffect that object; 
‘that they attempted todo it and thought they had 
done it, but by mistake or accident failed to do 
it;Laské where there ever was achancellor, where 
there ever was a court of equily that would not 


reform the contract and put these words into the |} 


sontract, aml make the party perform it? 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator pats me that 
question. d answer directly. that any court of 
equity that would undertake to reform a contract 
so asto make it a violation of the laws of God 
ought. to:cease to be a court of equity. ‘Phe court 
„hat the Senator now indicates would be unworthy 
10 be called a court; he would be an unjust judge. 
L therefore meet the inquiry ofthe Senator. He 
says that | have laid down the'rule that he who 
asks equity must do equity; he who comes into 
-u court of equity must do equity; and if he asks 
lo have a contract explained or reformed, it must 
be always in obedience to the commanding laws 
of God.. The Senator asks the laws of God to 
be set aside and the laws of Satan to be installed 
instead. 

Mr. FOST 
little reverent, (laughter,] aud uses terms which 
-perhaps may be appropriate; that is a matter of 
taste, [lis last assertion is ‘pointed, bat un- 
founded. Hoe has wandered, however, very much 
from the inquiry, and diverged from the line of 
argumenton which we were both going, diverged 
at right angles, gone off ina tangent. We were 
-on the. question whether or not such aclause was 
‘in the Constitution. We were not discussing 
its moral or religious bearings or character. If 
-the clause is pot fairly found in the Constitution, 
-there isan ‘end of the matter. HF itis there, an- 
other question may arise. The Senator has thus 
far rested on the assertion that itis notthere. Is 
that ground abandoned ? i 

Mr. SUMNER. Weare talking about itsin- 
terpretation by a coura and [ say that a court 
must interpret it in obedience to these command- 
ing rules. The court is unworthy to be called a 
court if it does not, ‘The very case that the Sen- 
ator has put is one which completely answers 
himself; it overthrows his whole speech. 

Mr. FOSTER. Then the gentleman may make 
his so much the shorter, {Laughter.} It will 
not be necessary for him tobe farther prolix. I 
was saying, Mr. President, that the honorable 
Senator went off in a tangent from the line of ar- 
gument. I repeat it, we were on the question 
whether such a clause was or was notin the Con- 

stitution, whether a legal and just interpretation 
would place such a clause there or would find 
such a clause there. 
that it would not. I say that it would. The 
Senator now goes off on another question, aban- 
dons the whole line of his argument, that no such 
clause is in the Constitution, and asserts that 
such a clause is too wicked to be enforced. At 
“first our fathers were not competent, failed to 
put such a clause into the Constitution, though 
they intended to do so and thought they had. 


Now it is claimed that such a stipulation is too | 
That at leastadmits that ; 


wicked to be enforced. 


the clause is in the instrument. I think the Sen- 


ER. The Senator is becoming a |. 


The honorable Senatorsays |; 


‘that the clause is in the Constitution ‘or that itis. 


i Constitution, and finally says our fathers could 


| now tried, a common peril and a common danger 


| through the eternal future. They met, and the 


ator should stand or one proposition or the other, | 

i 
not: Which isthe honorable gentleman a prope | 
osition now? Isit the one or the other? 

Mr. SUMNER. I say that-this language is to 
be interpreted with reference to the laws of God 
and those commanding rules of interpretation 
which even the Senator, while vindicating sla- 
very, cannot disobey. RTA : 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, the gentleman 
uses words very loosely when he talks aboutmy 
“vindicating slavery.” If he will compare records, 
he will find that my anti-slavery record is much 
older than his, taking him to be his own biog- 
rapher, for he began.to know of the barbarism of 
slavery only within the past twenty years. Sohe 
said the other day. ‘My record goes further back, 
Mr. President. I aw a good anti-slavery man 
for more than thirty years, much more than thir- 
ty. The honorable Senator began tobe impressed 
with its barbarism after 1844, within less than 
twenty years, and he should not, therefore, charge 
those who are older in the service than himself 
but not abler, I admit, with vindicating slavery. 
Sir, I am vindicating av instrument made by our 
fathers, andam endeavoring to Jookat it with the 
eyes of a man of common sense and of common 
understanding. I assume to. possess no more; | 
hope [have that; and if with common sense and 
common understanding a man cah read the Con- 
stitution and come tothe result which the honor- 
able Senator avows that he comes to as to the 
legal constraction of this clause, saying nothing 
of the morals of the question, it only affords 
another melancholy instance of how perverse and 
blinded the human intellect may sometimes be- 
come, 

Now, Mr. President, the ground which the hon- 
orable Senator takes in regard to its being against 
the laws of God to have such a clause in the Con- 
stitution, unlocks the whole argumentand shows 
where the honorable Senator stands. In the first 
place he wanted the law repealed because it was 
unconstitutional, ` Then it being shown ‘that the 
law was constitutional and if the law be repealed 
the Constitution’ still remains, and that under that 
we have to carry oul this stipulation, he flies from 
that and asserts that there is no such clause inthe 


not, as moral accountable beings, make any such 
Constitution. Sir, that is a question whieh Í do 
not propose to argue at this time. {believe with 
the Senator in the crime and curse of slavery. 1 
believe that our fathers looked upon itas we look 
upon it, and believed that in the course of a few 
years they would be rid of it, F believe that the 
Constitution does nothing to establish, does noth- 
ing to recognize slavery as an institution or give 
property inman; but our fathers were not idiots, 
and they knew that this institution existed in some 
of the States of the Union protected by the laws 
of tbe States wherein it was. ‘They had fought 
out together their independence. They were de- 
sirous of forming a common bond of government 
under which they could all live. They were uni- 
ted. Having passed through a war which had 
tried the souls of the men of those days, as we are 


had bound them together as brethren. They 
were honestly desirous of forming a Constitution 
which should hold the several States together 


result of their labors was this Constitution, in 
which, as | have before said, they certainly do 
not establish slavery nor do they recognize it, but 
the instrument itself recognizes the fact that there 
was such an institution in some of the States. 

Does the honorable Senator take it upon bim 
to deny that slavery did exist as a matter of fact, 
not of right, pot protected by any law human or 
divine, butas a fact? Did not slavery exist in |j 
several of the States that were parties to this Con- 
stitution? I suppose the Senator will agree that 
it did. Certainly all contemporaneous: history 
says that under thewe circumstances, unless they 
could have their slaves restored to them if they 
escaped. into the free States, any common bond 
of Union was impossible. 

Mr. SUMNER. I will ask the Senator to be 
good enough to refer to one single scrap in the 
shape of letter, speech, article, document, orany- 
thing that sustains thatallegation. Lutterly deny || 
the allegation. l 


Mr. FOSTER. The opinien which 1 read of | 
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t two statemènts- are: of: the same character, 


= Ms Anat aa a a 

' Mr- Justice Story is-xaufficient authority forme 
‘after Lhave taxedithe patience of the Senate so 
long as I have, and very reach. Jonger-than F inh, 
tended, very: much: longer: than: 1 should. but, for 
_the interruptions: of the honorable Senator from 
. Massachusetts. <1 say-that the opinion of Mr: 
Justice Story which È have read, affirms thata 
true, abd a truth which:is familiar to every mair, 
who knows anything of the history of. the-pasty 

| perfectly familiar. < yet Leg es eer 
t. Mr. SUMNER. a Just the same as the opinion 
o£ Chief Justice Taney affirmed that black people 
had no rights to be respected at that time. : The 


Mr: FOSTER. Thehonorable Senator hasat 


| times, not boasted, becausehe is not boastful, but 


modestly alluded to his‘intimate connection with 
the late Mr. Justice Story. I have heard him 
speak of that miost. distinguished jurist in terme 
of exalted respect. and: regard, never, however, 
higher than in my belief lie deserved... If the hon- 
orable Senator is.now disposed by way of casting 
reproach on his name: and. fame Pe 
Mr. SUMNER. No reproach: age 
Mr. FOSTER. Noreproach! Then, Mr, Pres- 
ident, what does the Senator mean by the allusion 
that this statement of Mr. Justice Story is of a 
piece, with that of Mr. Chief Justice Taney i 
regard to colored. persons?-—which by the way dt 
is asserted on pretty good: authority Mr... Chief 
Justice Taney never made; but no’ matter as‘ to 
that. If he means no reproach by it,'then the 
statement of Mr. Justice Story and the other 
judges must be my answeg. to the honorabie gen- 
tleman’s inquiry. [have not other books here 
at hand,and if I had it would not be worth while 
to read them. To the Senate they are familiar. 
Tothe honorable Senator | believe they are equally 


i familiar, but by what I have characterized, not ine 


tending anything offensive. by it, a strange per- 
versity, thé honorable Senator does not see in the 
page of history what every other man does:.see. 
it is asserted, Mr. President, that because sla- 
very has been the cause of this rebellion we ought 
to take some steps in regard toa repeal of all laws 
on this subject; and that because slavery or its 
influence has.stirred up.the men in the southern 
States to rise in arms against the Government, 
therefore we are to legislate as, we would not 
otherwise legislate; and we are called upon, to 
annul and blot out everything inour legislation 
upon the subject of slavery.. [agree with those 
who think that slavery has been one of tho effi- 
cient cauges of this rebellion, the efficient cause, 
the moving power, and I agree with Senators in 
my desire to sce that institution. blotted out from 
the earth at as early day as by. possibility it can 
be properly done.. I go with men here and every~ 
where inalllawful endeavors to put an end to this 
institution, and to put such an end to itas shall 
be final. But I cannot subscribe to the morality 
that because certain men in certain States of the 
Union, actuated by the love of slavery and the 
desire that that interest should be a permanent 
and paramount interest in the country, have risen 
up and attempted to strike at the vitals of this 
Government and to overthrow it, therefore we are 
relieved from all constitutional obligations, 

If this be true in regard to a portion of those 
inhabiting the slave States, it is pot true of the 
whole. As to al! the States in rebellion of course 
there is no question, here are certain of the slave 
States who yetkeep faith with us as wellas we with 
them. There isthe State of Maryland, represent- 
ed here by the distinguished gentleman who is so 
able to. represent either the State or the country 
here and every where, and his most worthy and pa- 
triotic colleague, unfortunately absent because of 
a serious personal injury. There is the State of 
Kentucky; there is the State of Missouri; there 
is the, Btate of Delaware; these States have not 
gone out of the Union even nominally. No State 
can go out, in my opinion, but those have not nom- 
inally, nor have they made any attempt to go out 
of the Union, Are we at liberty to disregard all 
our constitutional obligations.to the men of those 
States? | hold that all the citizens in the loyal 
States of this country, notwithstanding this rebel- 
lion, have ull their constitu tional rights to-day that 
they ever had; thatit is bad faith on our part to 
deny them one of those constitutional rights, It 
ig no very high morality to insist on that; at Iv a 
very low form.of morality to deny it. : 

I believe, Me. Presideat, that justice will be 
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done and the rights of freedom amply vindicated 
by passing the bill as it now stands, repealing all 
the acts but the act of 1793, which, as I think, 
should remain on our statute-book, at least until 
the final adoption of the constitutional amend- 
ment, which we have passed through this body 
with such an approach to unanimity, abolishing 
slavery throughout the territory of the United 
States,and making our land, should it be adopted, 
really free, when it will be a happy and glorious 
country. I know that in-making such asser- 
tions as these I subject myself to criticism from 
certain sources. I will not at-this hour of the 
day undertake to argue upon that criticism. 
will simply read a passage from Guizot’s Me- 
moirs, published only a few years ago, volume 
one, pages 46, 47. I need. not, of course, say 
to the Senate. who Guizot is—the scholar, the 
statesman, the philosopher, the Christian philan- 
thropist of his age and time; who, like Cardinal 
Wolsey, has “ sounded all the depths and shoals 
of honor;”’ like him seryed his king zealously and 
well, but his country, his fellow-men, and his 
God far better: 

«J recognize no greater danger to free institutions than 
that bilind tyranny which the habitual fanaticism of par- 
tisanship, whether of a faction or a small segment, pre- 
tends to exercise in the name of liberal ideas, 

“Are youa stanch advocate for constitutional govern- 
ment and political guarantees? Do you wish to live aud act 
in coöperation with the party which hoists this standard? 
Renounce at once your judgment and your independence. 
In that party you will find upon all questions and under 
all circumstances opinions ready formed and resolutions 
Settled beforehand which assume the righe of your entire 
eontrol. Self-evident facts are in open contradiction to 
these opinions—you are forbidden to see them. Powerful 
obstacles oppose these resolutions—you are not allowed to 
think of them. Equity and prudence suggest circumspec- 
tion-—-you must cast it aside. You are in presence of a 
superstitions credo and a popular passion. Do not argue 
«you woul) uo Jonger be a liberal, Do not eppose—you 
would be looked upon as ainntineer. Obey, advanee—no 
matterat what pace you are urged or on what road. 
you cease to be a slave, you instantly become a deserter!” 

Mr. President, I think the lessons of history 
‘and our own experience all teach us that in the 
‘arying days in which we are called to live our 
Hope, our safety isin banding ourselves together 
“to sustain the Constitution of our country. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, Ido not intend 
to detain the Senate very long; but I feel it due 
to myself to make some remarks in connection 
with the vote I intend to cast. 

The amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
Snerman] which hasbeen adopted by the Senate 
makes this bill as it now stands tantamount to a 
revival of the fugitive slave act of 1793. It isa 
virtual reinstating and reauthorization, so far as 
the vote of the Senate can go, of that act. The 
act of 1793 is specially mentioned inthe language 
of theamendment as one not to be repealed or in- 
validated by this bill, which as originally intro- 
duced from the committee contemplated the re- 
peal of all fugitive slave laws, and if sustained in 
that form by the Senate it will carry with it all 
of our weight and sanction for that fugitive slave 
law, 

That I do not misstate this will be apparent 
from the speeches of those gentlemen who have 
advocated that amendment, They have all pred- 
icated their arguments upon the right, the con- 
stitutionality, and the expediency of the law of 
1793. Now, sir, I have objections to that law. 
l object to its terms, in the first place, because it 
denied the right of trial by jury. if it were true 
that the Constitution of the United States made 
it Incumbent upon Congress to pass a law for the 
rendition of fugitive slaves, I for one in my place 
here would insist always that it should carry 
with it the right of trial by jury. That law does 
not carry such right with it, and thatalone would 
be an insuperable obstacle to its receiving any 
vote from me. j 

But, sir, Lam free to say that it has another ob- 
jection in my mind. While it is true that toa 
certain extent it conforms to the phraseology of 
the Constitution, it is also true that when we re- 
enact it here and when we reindorse it by our ap- 
proval we reindorse itin the light of the interpre- 
tations which have been given to it by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. When we give it 
eur sanction we do so with the full knowledge of 
the constructions which have been placed upon it 
and which in violation of its letter introduce the 
words “slave” and ‘slavery’? into the living 
body of the law, or rather into the action and en- 
forcement of the law. For that reason, | say, I 


ity 


| away to her former home.” 


must resist it; for while conforming closely in 
phraseology to the language of the Constitution, 
yet by the judicial decisions which have been 
made concerning its text, by the application which 


-has been given to its harsh features of duress and 


return, it violates that language in so far as itap- 
plies to slaves and not to ‘* persons held to ser- 
vice” simply. $ 

There is to me a third objection, and that is 
the moral one, the effect such legislation would 
have in disgracing us in the estimation of the 
civilized world. Here we are engaged ostensibly 
(and boasting of the work) in carrying forward 
the cause of freedom; gentlemen are ranging them- 
selves on party lines. designated by that watch- 
word, and yetin the name of freedom it is proposed 
to reinstate slavery in its fastness, in the Consti- 
tution. I say, sir, that the civilized world, when 
it beholds that spectacle of the American Senate 
going back for three quarters of a century to 
resurrect a statute of slave-catching, and pass it 
anew with their indorsement, will eredit very 
little all your talk about freedom. I say that the 
act will give the lie to all your argument. 

Can you even hesitate inthis matter? Assuredly 
your very hesitation is a crime against the es- 
tablishment of free principles. 

No wonder, sir, that those statesmen who have 
watched with the greatest interest our struggle 
abroad should question whether we are in earnest 
in this great work of freedom; and, more than all, 
no wonder that those beating hearts in the midst 
ofthis nation who go to make up that public sen- 
timent in behalf of liberty to all men which now 
upholds and sustains-this war, and which alone 
can carry forward this Government to substan - 
tial victory, should challenge you with the ques- 
tion, “ Are you false, or are you true?”’ 

‘The Senator from Connecticut casts his deris- 
ion at the enlightened public opinion of Europe. 
I say let him turn, if he prefers to consult home 
oracles, to the public opinion of this American 
people, and he will find that the multitudes here 
among us love and cherish freedom too dearly, 
and have too sure a perception of reactionary 
courses, to tolerate with impunity the reénactment 
of national slave codes, 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the Senator pardon me 
for an interruption? 

Mr. BROWN. Always, sir. 

Mr. FOSTER. He has certainly misunder- 
stood me, if he understood me to deride the pub- 
lic opinion of Europe. [alluded to the fact that 
the public opinion of Europe was in sympathy 
with slavery and with the traitors and rebels 
whose reliance is on slaves to work out the dis- 
integration of this Republie. In that connection 
I may have derided the public opinion of Europe, 
but in no other way. 

Mr. BROWN. Now, Mr. President, I want 
to call attention to another view, which is, that 
this is not exactly an idle and theoretic question, 
as some Scnatorgare inclined to think, but is sub- 
ject to a very real application. I say that thisis 
a law which if reaflirmed here to-day, with the 
additional sanction of the American Senate in the 
year 1864, is capable of being put into practical 
operation in several of the States of this Union 
for the purpose of reclaiming slaves and carrying 
them back intoservitude. {beg to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate fora moment to what might be 
an illustration of the practical working of this re- 
vived fugitive slave law of 1793. I received this 
morning a journal published in the interior of my 
State, which contains this narrative: 


“Some time since a negro man, claimed as a slave by 
ove Tapley, of Pike county, Missouri, enlisted as a volun- 
teer in Colonel Bruss’s regiment, uow forming at Quincy, 
Ilinois. ‘The wite of this patriot slave, desirous of being 
as near her husband as she conveniently could, and prob- 
ably hastened by the tyrannical and brutaj treatment of her 
master, fled with ber little children and found refuge in this 
city. Here she remained several weeks, employed, we be- 
lieve, in the family of Hon. G. L. Hewitt, one of our rep- 
resentatives in the Legislature. There she fonnd an asy- 
lan from the cruelties of her former situation. Several 
weeks since, her so-called master, currently reported to be 
not ouly a brute but a rebel of the deepest dye, came to 
this city to recover his ‘property? Tt is charged, with 
how much truth we do not know, that certain civil and 
military officials in this city were induced to cooperate 
with ‘fapicy in his scheme of abduction. Artifice was re- 
sorted to, it is said, to allure the woman from her place of 
security; and, under pretense of placing ber in possession 
of her freedom papers, she was seized and forcibly carried 

* * * * * 


_“ Great indignation was felt by ali the loyal people of our 
city at the time of the occurrence; but with a command- 
ing general then in power in this district whose every im- 


j terand forced construction. 


pulse was favorable to and promotive of such enormities. 
but little could be done, and hence little has been said 
about ft.” 


Mr. WILSON. What general is that? 

Mr. BROWN. General Schofield commanded 
the department, and General Guitar was in charge 
of the district. 

« Yet the occurrence was of too heinous a character to 
be soon forgotten. A report shortly afterwards became 
current to the effect that 'Tapley had most brutally beaten 
“the abducted woman with a handsaw, and that after cover- 
ing her body with blisters he had deliberately sawed them 
open. Reports even prevailed that this victim of his in- 


famous barbarity had died under his fiendish tortures,” 
k A * > * * * * * * 


* We may add that it bas been alleged that this man Tap- 
ley has, since the rebellion commenced, deliberately mur- 
dered two others of his slaves, cutting the throat of one 
from ear to ear, and fastening the other down to a hoard by 
a knife thrust through the tongue, and in that situation whip- 
ping her to death 5 and all this forno other reason than that 
these poor creatures attempted to escape from his barbar- 
ities to the enjoyment of freedom. Did the tortures of the 
Spanish inquisition ever wituess anything more diabolical 
shan this??? 

That is the statement made in this newspaper 
—a paper of character, of large circulation, and 
excellent repute. I have no doubt there is truth 
in the narrative; perhaps the whole ofit may be true 
in every detail of horror. But I want to call the at- 
tention of Senators to the fact that this act of 1793, 
which you now propose to reindorse, is an act 
which would restore those slaves to that keeping 
for that purpose; and I ask whether it is the intent 
of this body at this time todo that deed. It shows 
that there are still cases where this fugitive slave 
law which it is proposed to reéstablish may be ap- 
plied for the purpose of bringing them under the 
lash and under the infliction of tortures more atro- 
cious than any even of those attributed to rebel 
fiendishness in the butchery of a surrendered gar- 
rison at Fort Pillow. And let me ask, Mr. Presi- 
dent, how will the American Senate contrast with 
the rebel authority when the balance shall be de- 
termined in the scales of impartial justice between 
those who declared barbarous law of atrocious 
treatment against colored soldiers in the ranks of 
their enemies, and those who shall pass here and 
now an act that may return to such inhuman tor- 
tures and mastership colored men and women 
crouching for freedom beside your own firesides? 

Mr. President, let me revert to the argument 
which has been adduced. The Senator from Ma- 
ryland, (Mr. eek to whom I always listen 
with great interest, and for whose learning and 
critical acumen I have a high respect, has la- 
bored very zealously to show that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States has, by its language in 
several clauses, directly recognized this institution 
of slavery, and has directly given the right to 
Congress to pass an act for the recovery of slaves, 
I do not propose to follow that Senator through 
the long legal argument and the citation of de- 
cisions innumerable which he has made. I do 
not feel able to do so, and would not do so if I 
could. But when the Senator lauds the clearness, 
the comprehension, and the ability of the men who 
framed the Constitution, when he says that they 
never used a word amiss, and never failed to use 
the right word in the right place, I call his atten- 
tion to the fact that in no one of those clauses, 
nowhere in that instrument, is the word “slave” 
or slavery’? once used. Itdoes appear to me 
it would have been far more worthy of the dis- 
tinguished ability of that Senator if in that length- 
ened argument he had labored in the interest of 
freedom rather than in that of slavery; if he had 
summoned his powers to show us why aid 
wherefore it was that those men of the Revolu- 
tion carefully abstained from using the word 
“slave; wherefore it was that they refused in 
that Constitution to introduce any expression 
which recognized the right of property in man; 
instead of ransacking all the nooks and corners 
of special pleading to imply what they did not 
affirm, and to defeat their plain writing by a sinis- 
I repeat, sir, that it 
would have been far more worthy of the distin- 
guished learning of that Senator if he had taken 
the side of freedom in this alternative instead of 
the side of slavery. 

Does not the Senator know that there must 
have been some reason for refusing to use the 
term slavery in the Constitution? ltwasa word 
of very definite meaning, a word very distinct in 
its application, a word that of all others would 
have been used if ithad been the intention to give 
national sanction to the institution and to declare 
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it the duty of Congress to recapture slaves. The 
members of that Convention which framed our 
Constitution were not hesitant in using that word 
on other occasions. When the resolutions were 
passed by the Assembly of Virginia, prior to the 
war, it was made one of the formal charges against 
the King of. Great Britain that he had interfered 
with his veto to prohibit the abolition of slavery. 
They introduced the right word in the right-plave 
there. Again, in the debates of the constitutional 
Convention itself, allusion was made more. than 
once by those concerned in its discussions to the 
existence of slaves in certain parts of the country, 
held in bondage in fact, however the practice 
might be at war in theory with the Declaration of 
Independence upon. which the colonies had re- 
posed their cause, or the provisions-of the Articles 
of. Confederation under which they had united 
their destinies. Furthermore, permit me to call 
attention to the fact that inthe debates in the sev- 
eral States which attended the adoption of the 
Constitution there was no reticence of phrase, 
but the word “ slavery’? was frequently expressed 
and adopted as a definite term with full, signifi- 
cant meaning. Therefore I say it is very clear 
that these men of the Revolution must have had 
an intention to subserve some public end when 
they deliberately left out of that instrument, which 
is the charter of our liberties, the word ‘‘slave’’ 
inany-shape or form. © It could not have been any 
mere fastidiousness of language, but must have 
been a deliberativeness of purpose. This infer- 
ence. comes with irresistible force from the cir- 
cumstances anterior to and attendant upon the 
adoption of the Constitution; and f presume it 
will not be seriously controverted that historic 
facts do conclustvely confirm that inference in all 
its force, and attest that the omission was inten- 
tional and predetermined. 

The question, then, which first presents itself, 
and.which L commend to the attention of Senators, 
ig, what was that intention and predetermination? 
Can there be any other rational answer given than 
that it must have been to exclude from that Con- 
stitution any national recognition of slavery, to 
avoid any national obligation to foster or protect 
it, and to keep that noble muniment of our polit- 
ical rights free from reproach and unstained by 
any word or thought that would give the lie to its 
liberties? Swift as have been some of their de- 
scendants to sell their birthright for a mess of pot- 
tage, our forefathers were men of other mold, and 
having achieved a war of independence, and set- 
ting up a Government whose corner-stone was to 
be freedom, they had too much of conscience and 
of courage to permit it to be in anywise commit- 
ted to the indorsement of human bondage. 

Mr. President, I desire to say that my own be- 
lief is that this Constitution of the United States 
does not so much require amendment as it does a 
correct and true construction. F believe that in- 
strument necds chiefiy to be interpreted in the light 
of freedom, and not in the light of those judicial 
decisions which have been instigated by slavery 
from a time shortly after its adoption up to with- 
in a very recent period. In some respects I con- 
fess that it was a compromise, and a descent from 
the elevated ground of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, which pronounced in so many wordsall 
men to be born free and equal; but in its great 
and leading characteristics of a refusal to give sla- 
very any national sanction, of its retention of the 
right to prohibit slavery and the slave trade, fam 
“sure it carries its own vindication along with it. 

Other Senators, lamaware, differ with mein this 
view. They prefer by strainings and substitutions 
to drag the Constitution down to the level ofa slave 
code, and make it shoulder the work of a rendition 
of slaves and an upholding of slavery. Ido not 
say they are not assincere as myself in their con- 
struction of its clauses, for I believe they are, but 
what I do say is, that, educated in deference to a 
long course of adjudication in the interest and 
sympathy of slavery, they look too fixedly at the 
decisions of others, and consult too little the spirit 
of the Constitution itself, which was framed in 
the interest of freedom, not of slavery. We are 
arrived upon a new era when it becomes us to de- 
termine this interpretation not by any weight of 
authority, so called, but by the scales of justice 
and tight. The duty of this hour, as it was of 
that hour, is to maintain the liberties of the people, | 
not enact codes for the recapture of slaves. Let | 


us be at least as scrupulous as our fathers, and 


refuse to permit slavery a place in our recogni- 
tions. ‘ 
Mr. President, in support of the view whic 
has been presented, that the Constitution does not 
recognize or sanction slavery,and imposes no 
obligation on Congress to indorse or uphold. the 
institution, | beg leave to submit a few words, 
discussing separately but very briefly the sev- 
eral clauses of the Constitution relied upon by 
those who assert that it does. give such recogni- 
tion to slavery ag entitles it to protection: from 
the national legislauon. The Sénator who has 


just preceded me [Mr. Fosrer] has passed in. 
review and commented upon each of. those sec-. 


tions.. I shall follow the order he has indicated— 
not that I would do my friend the-great injustice 
to class him as an advocate of slavery, but simply 
because he has been perspicuous in his treatment 
of the subject—and he contends that an obliga- 
tion rests upon Congress to make provision: for 
the return of fugitive slaves. The first clause of 
the Constitution in which it is pretended that a 
recognition of that institution is found is in the 
third paragraph, second section, first article, as 
follows: 

“Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned 
among the several States which may be included within 
this Union, according to their respective numbers, which 
shall be determined by adding to the whole number of tree 
persons, including those bound to service fora term of years, 
and excluding {ndians not taxed, three fifths of all other 
persons.” 

It is said that the words ‘ other persons’? there 
used included ‘slaves or'those held in bondage. As 
a matter of course, ‘all other persons” included 
everybody who was'not enumerated in the pre- 
ceding portion of the sentence... But the idea that 
because the word ** person” may refer tora man 
in one condition in one place and the word “ per- 
son’? may refer to a man in another condition in 
another place, therefore the use of the word ' per- 
son” recognizes and sanctions all the attributes, 
all the conditions, and all the circumstances that 
attend either of these persons, is a construction 
that will scarcely be ventured-upon. Does a ref- 
erence to the mere fact of existence necessarily 
sanction the status? Does not the law often allude 
to criminals, but will any affirm that it there- 
by indorses the crime? Why, sir, suppose the 
word ‘* person” in the Constitution had-been used 
in allusion to those resident in Utah, and whose 
local law admits of polygamy, would it be af- 
firmed that because they had been embraced with- 
in the péftview of a census, and because they had 
been enumerated, therefore the Constitution of 
the United States recognized polygamy? Inother 
words, does the term ‘f person’? carry with it 
anything further than a simple allusion to the 
existence of the individual? [t certainly cannot 
be strained into any recognition of slavery, since 
the very recognition of the personality excludes 
the implied sanction of enslavement, for slavery 
does not regard its victims as persons but as chat- 
tels. The fact is that the clause was framed to 
embrace population, and in so doing, although 
a part of that population were held unjustly in 
bondage, yet it carefully avoided designating them 
by any such distinctive phraseology as slaves, 
because it was not intended to sanction slavery. 
The framers of the Constitution held, in the lan- 
guage of Mr. Madison, that “it was wrong to 
admit in the Constitution the idea of property in 
man,” and accordingly adopted the generic word 
t persons,” which implies freedom. 

The second clause referred to in the argument 
for a constitutional recognition of slavery is found 
in section nine, article one, thas: 

“Phe migration or importation of such persons asany of 
the States now existing shall think proper to adinit, shall 
not be prohibited by Congress prior to the year 1808, but a 
tax or duty may be imposed on such importation not ex- 
ceeding ten dollars for each person,” 

It cannot be doubted that while the foregoing 
clause gives Congress ample power after the year 
1808 to forbid the importation ofall persons, either 
as bound servants or as intended for slavery, italso 
carries with it a concession that the Constitution 
contemplated an abolition of the source of slavery 
in that day, and not its growth, encouragement, 
or continuance. Thatis the idea contained in the 
clause so far as it throwsany light on the view en- 
tertained of slavery. As for distinct recognition, 
so far from that does the letter and the spirit of the 
language go, that it absolutely refuses to speak 
the word slavery, again recites “persons,” and 


any entrance of those who might i 
_be. destined, for:slavery under State or local sads- 


Republic.in, this, whil 
‘tion: in the: Constitution to the institution; and 


asserts congressional po werto interposeanddefeat 
ogsibility 


pices.. : That slavery existed-ag, a wrong. in. some 


of the States was. true.. That- its. existence..was 
denounced as a burden during the waris 


lso 
true; and after that war. was: overit isprobablo 
that.the men ofthe Revolution, subject.to mile 
tary necessities in: that day, asare the men ofthe 
solute..to, give no sang- 


whi 


ecognizing their own power.to- protect. citi- 


zen liberties under the Constitution, were willing 
to defer the exorcise of thatpower potil some few 


years of peace had restored the interests of society 
and the reorganization of labor.. Itisknownthat 


anterior to the war the system of importing inden- 


tured servants from Europe, bound to service for 


aterm of years, was in full force in some of. the 
colonies. £ 


from the negations and prohibitions conceded to 


Congress in this section, any. affirmative sanction 
of slavery in the Constitution can be deduced... The 
greatest stretch of interpretation can only extend 
to the permitting of the States to judge of those 
they would admit prior to: 1808, after which. Con- 
gress was empowered to. exclude whom it chose. 

The third ground upon which the idea of a con- 
stitutional guarantec of slave propertyis predicated 
is the language used in the second section of -the 
fourth article of the Constitution, L quote the 
words: s. 

t No person held to service or labor in one State, underthe 
laws.thereot, escaping into, another, shail, in consequence 
of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from such 
service or.labor, but shall be delivered up on claim of the 
party to whom stich service or labor may be due.” 

There is no affirmation by any that the words 
here used ‘are those employed ‘by slavery in its 
terminology; ‘it is only by torturing the language 
of contract into that of absolute property in man 
that any inference as to slaves and their rendition 
can be sustained.’ The courts, I Know, have’ so 
held, but the question is not now with the courts 
or the current of their decisions in favor of sla- 
very; it is a question of direct emphatic langdage, 
and the avoidance of the use of the term slavery 
or slavés. The expressions * person,” “$ ser- 
vice,” ‘discharged,’ 'claim,’’ due” are all’ 
those. of contract, but slaves cannot contract, and 
the language of contract while applicable to ttin- 
dentured apprentices’’ and like conditions does 
not, cannot, and was never intended to apply to 
slaves. So far as the question of intent in ‘the 
insertion of this clause is resorted toas a reason 
for construing it as covering the rendition of 
slaves it will be recollected that the personal views 
of members of the Convention were divided on 
this subject—some solicitous to get protection for 
slave property, others resolute, such as Elbridge 
Gerry, “not to give any sanction to it. The 
only fact, therefore, that can rightfully determine 
the intent of the Convention is the language used 
which excludes “ slavery” as a distinctive or đe- 
scriptive word from its textthat then is the in- 
tent of the Constitution itself, for the act controls 
the meaning; and that this exclusion was pur- 
posely done we have the conclusive authority of 
the members themselves for asserting. “A simple 
illustration, drawn from the“very able réport b 
the chairman ofthe committeé who brought in this 
bill, [Mr. Sumwexr,] will give a striking proof of 
the real intent of the use of the words employed. 
It is this: ; : : 

Tt appears that, on the 13th òf September, 1787, a fort- 
night after the fugitive clause was adopted in its earliest 
form, and while the Convention was considering the report 
of its committee on style, ‘on motion of Mr. Randolphuthe 
word servitude was struck out and service unanimously in- 
serted ; the former being thonght to express the condition’ 
of slaves, and the latter free persons.’ (Madison Papers, 
September 13.) Thus the. word ‘service’ ceases even to 
be equivocal, for it was unanimously adopted as expressing. 
“the condition of free persons.’ And such it would have 
continued to express always if slavery had not unhappily 
triumphed over our Government in ail its departments, ex- 
ecutive, legislative, and judicial.” ` A > 


1754 


April 20, 


"This fact, fartherntore, which comes attested 
by Madison, which proceeds out of the mouth 
of Randolph, which connects with the last au-` 
thentication and revision of the Constitution, to- 
tally ‘overthrows and destroys that very ingenious 
‘argument which affirms that slaves are ‘* persons 
theld to service under the laws of the State,” and 
therefore entitled’ and required to be recaptured 
and retiirnéd to their masters by the national au- 
thority. Itis here seen that in the meaning of 
the Constitution slaves are not * held to service,” 
because ‘servitude’? was there recognized as 
‘expressing the * condition of slaves,” and “ ser- 
‘Wice’? was inserted as expressing the condition of 
‘Free persons.”? 

So much for the three clauses of the Consti- 
tution from which a sanction and recognition of 
slavery is Sought to be inferred. i R 

But, sir, E dọ not propose to examine this 
‘question in all of its bearings, for it has been very 
fully discussed by others. I simply desired to 
urge attention to the fact that the framers of the 
Constitution in forming that instrument used lan- 
guage inconsistent with the idea of any sanction 
of slavery. They used that language, although 
jt is well known the term slavery as well as the 
fact of wrongful bondage’ was common in some 
Statesatthattime. If they had intended to apply 
the clauses I have commented on as clauses de- 
‘signed for the indorsement of slavery and for the 
‘yondition of fugitive slaves, they would have used 
‘the words “slavery” atid “ slaves” in express 
‘terms, I therefore assert with renewed confi- 
‘dence that the whole argument which may be 
‘drawn from a collation of these clauses in the Con- 
“stitution goes to establish this fact, and this fact 
alone, that there was a deliberate intent and pur- 
pose on the part of the Convention that adopted 
the Constitution to exclude from the national 
‘charter the’idea of property in man. It was a 

reconceived thought. It wasstudiously guarded, 
T was carefully carried out; and it has been noth- 
ing in the world but the torture of those passages 
‘ofthe Constitution by the judicial decisions which 
have since taken place that has ever given sla- 
very a status in our national legislation. 

. Mr. President, holding firmly to these convic- 
tions, L do not propose at this day to vote for the 
enactment or indorsement either directly or in- 
directly of any fugitive slave law. Senators who 
choose to ineur that grave responsibility may do 
so; I wash my hands clean of the whole business 
of slave-catehing and slave codes, If the argu- 
ment were clear as noonday that the passage of 
an act of Congress for the rendition of fugitive 
slaves was constitutional, it would still remain a 
question of discretion and choice, and E cannot 

„understand the zeal of those who, in such a time, 
are so swift to set up again the act of 1793, even 
when tearing down that of 1850. ‘There is no 
interest in the country which now requires of us 
to keep watch and ward over those held to ser- 
vice In the meaning of the Constitution, Inden- 
tures are nearly obsolete. 1 do not feel, there- 
fore, thatany duty devolves upon Congressin that 
bebalf, and furthermore if it did we would not 
be justified in going beyond the plain letter of the 
Constitution. Our duty now, more perhaps than 
at any previous time, is to maintain the guaran- 
tees of freedom and to repel the aggressions of 
slavery, And yet, forsooth, there are those who 
would have the national Congress begin anew the 
work of incorporating slavery into our national 
life and reafirm or reassert the fugitive slave law 
of 1793! How much more worthy would it be of 
its high mission in this eritieal hour of our na- 
tion’s existence, when slavery is warring upon 
it to the, ry death, if Congress, asserting its full 
and pichary power to care for the common wel- 
fare, should devote itself to the passage of an act di- 


rectly abolishingand prohibiting slavery through- 
out the whole land. a 
I have already stated my own belicf that the | 
Constitution of ihe Uvited States gives to Con- | 
gress in several of its clauses the right to dealin | 
this wise with the question of freedom and of | 
slavery; that it can not only prohibit the igra- 
tion to our shores of any destined for servitude, | 
but that it can also by direct statute prohibit any | 
such instituticn from existing. I believe further- 
more that such was the anderstanding of a large | 
portion of the members of the Convention that | 
drew up that instrument. While I know that 
there were members from the South in that Con- | 
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vention who recognized that right, while I know | 
there were members from the North there who rec- 
ognized that right, while I know thatthe language 
is such that you may clearly establish that right, 


I cannot think otherwise than that it was the in- |; 


tent and meaning that such a right to abolish sla- 
very should eventually be exercised. 

` Mr. President, if there be one thing more fatal 
about these fugitive slave laws than another it is 
the everlasting vitality they possess—a vitality 
wonderfully attested by the singular spectacle 
which is presented in this body of their opera- 
tion. We find that slavery is not content with 
rendering the poor slave back to his master, with 
restoring the chattels, as they are called, broken 
and crippled back to their hard tasks and unre- 
quited toil, but that its reachings stretch out 
through three quarters ofacentury, thatitcoerces | 
the decisions of courts and the interpretations of 
judges, and that rising into the broad realm of 
intellect, it reclaims its subjects wherever it finds 
them. And how painful are some of its rendi- 
tions! It was but afew days since that the hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland [Mr. TouNsoN] 
was rejoicing inanewly found freedom. Fhear 
his expressive language with great satisfaction, 
and the country, we all know, applauded it to the 
echo. Indeed, if I am not mistaken, the very 
arts took up the theme, and the gentleman was 
depicted, round and rubicund, as going over a 
high partition fence at a single leap, making into 
the green fields beyond. Others of distinguished 
national repute had only forced off a paling, and 
with their heads thrust through were surveying 
the prospect. Buthe had cleared everything at a 
bound. I am sure it will be a source of regret 
to that artist to be compelled to reverse his pen- 
ciling, when he finds that the honorable Senator 
has gotten back to the other side of the fence 
again; that he has been reclaimed into the service 
of slavery by this inexorable fugitive slave law; 
that he has been recaptured and put to do its 
work, and that he is now standing up in the Sen- 
ate of the United States pleading for those con- 
stitational sanctions the very claim to which gave 
slavery half its strength, building up those broken 
pillars of a law which calls for the slave where 
ever he is found and restores him to his master. 
Sir, that is the worst feature that I have yet scen 
in the operation of this fugitive slavelaw. Neither 
genius nor learning nor character afford any pro- 
tection against its reclamations and ageturn to | 
servitude. is 

Mr, President, I cannot support this bill as it 
has been amended. Lcannotsupportany bill that 
recognizes as right and proper any fugitive slave 
act; and I shall therefore refuse to give it my 
sanction if it comes to a vote upon the final pas- 
sage in its present shape. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. Mr. President, I have 
desired to address the Senate during the progress 
of this discussion, I am ready to go on now if it 
be the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. If the Senator will 
give way, Í will ask the Senate to go into exec- 
utive session. 

Mr. SUMNER. l hope not. If the Senator 
from West Virginia is ready to go on now, | think 
we had better continue with this bill. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Ihave had some con- 
versation with the Senator from West Virginia, 
and itis with bisassent that Lmove that the Senate 
sroceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. SUMNER. L hope tae Senator will with- 
draw that proposition. 

Mr. CONN ESS and others. What for? | 

Mr. JOHNSON, (to Mr. Sumner.) You can- 
not close the debate to-day. 

Mr. SUMNER. Why should we not continue 
its consideration to-day ? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Is the motion to go into 
exccutive session a debatable question? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think not. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, I raise that point oforder. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [think the point of order 
is well taken. A motion to go into executive 
session is not debatable. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, it is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, l insist that itis not. 

Mr. HALE. [should like to hear the rule read. 

Mr, TRUMBULL. The rule is specific on 
that subject: i 

“Is. Ona motion made and scconded tò shutthe doors i; 


| of the Senate, on the discussion of any business which may, 
| in the opinion of a member, require secrecy, the President 
j shall direct the gallery to be cleared ; and during the discus- 


i sion of such motion, the doors. shail remain shut,” 


Mr.SUMNER. That is 
the other day. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir; it is a rule that 
was. adopted onthe 20th of February, 1794. 
Whensuch a motion is made and seconded, thére 
can be no discussion except with closed doors, 
and itis a violation of the rule to have any dis- 
cussion. It requires a vote. i 

>Mr. HALE. | think the Senator is mistaken 
in regard to that rule. If-a Senator rises in his 
place and asserts that he has matters’ to be dis- 
cussed which he thinks ought to be discaissed in 
secret session, then this rule applies. 1 never 
saw itenforced but once, and I think that was 
| when you, Mr. President, were a member of the 
i Senate. Mr. Mason, of Virginia, got up and 
i stated this rule and his privilege under it, and 
upon that the gallery was cleared. That was the 
only time I ever recollect of that rule being en- 
forced. It does not apply to going into executive 
session at all. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I can state to the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the motion I 
| have made is made with the approbation of the 
Senator from West: Virginia; and I will further 
state that a matter important to my State de> 
| mands an executive session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion to proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. SUMNER. The first question is the 
point of order raised by the Senator from Indiana, 
whether that is debatable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a debatable 
i question. ‘The Chair has no doubt on that point 
| Mr.SUMNER. So i understood. Now, I 
simply wish to understand the desires of Bena- 
tors. It seems to me that unless there is some 
business that should be attended to to-day in ex- 
ecutive session, we had better proceed with this 
bill, if the Senator from West Virginia is ready 
to proceed. 

Mr. CONNESS. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia has asked for an adjournment, and desires 
to address the Senate upon this subject. Itis a 
matter of great consequence. [ask the Senator 
whether he desires to deprive the Senator from 
West Virginia of the oppertunity of speaking on 
this bill before it shall pass. 

Mr. SUMNER. Ifthe Senator had heard me 
—he clearly did not hear me—he would not have 
put that question. My last words were addressed 
to the Senator from West Virginia to ascertain 
from him whether he desired a postponement. 

Mr. CONNESS. He has already stated that; 
and | supposed the Senator knew it, 

Mr. SUMNER. Il do not know it now, except 
from the statement of the Senator from California, 

Mr, CONNESS. You heard it from some 
source, 

Mr. SUMNER. Dol understand from the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia that he would prefer to 
go on to-morrow? 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. [am prepared to go on 
now, but I should prefer to go on to-morrow, If 
I were to commence now | could not get through 
by the usual hour of adjournment. 

Mr.SUMNER, Very well; I have no objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question ison 
the motion of the Senator from Kansas, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


a rule we adopted 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespay, April 20, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask, by unanimous con- 
sent, that Tuesday evening next be assigned for 
the consideration of business from the Commite 
tee on Public Lands, instead of Monday evening. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
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ws PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR, : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask,asa privileged question, 
thatthe Clerk read the 134th andthe 27th rules. 

The Clerk read, as follows: : a 

“134. No persou except members of the Senate, their 
Secretary, heads of Departments, the President’s Private 
Secretary, Foreign Ministers, the Governor for the time 
being of any State, Senators and Representatives elect, and 
Judges of the Supreine Court of the United States and of 
the Court of Claims, shall be admitted within. the Hall of 
the House of Representatives. P mors 

«97, The Doorkeeper shall execute strictly the 134th and 
135th rules, relative to the privilege vf the Hall?’ 

Mr. HOLMAN, I wish to state that the 134th 
rule is frequently violated; and for munifest and 
obvious reasons I give notice that go long as the 
internalrevenue bill is pending I shall insist on 
the rigid enforcement of the rule. : 

The SPEAKER. Asattentiòn has been called 
to the rule, the Doorkeeper-will see, that itis en- 
forced; butin justice to the Doorkeeper the Chair 
will state that where the rule has been violated, 
it has been by the suggestion of members, 


REPORT ON IRON-CLADS. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, by unanimous 
consent, submitted the following resolution; 
which was read, and under the rules referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Navy 
Deparunent two thousand copies of the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy relative to iron-clad vessels. 

' i LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. ODELL. Iask that my colleague, Mr. 
‘¥lennick, shall have leave of abesence for one 
week from to-day. 

Thore was no objection, and leave was granted 
accordingly. 

eae TAX BILL. š 

Mr. MORRILL moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
“The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committdée ofthe Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasunorny, of Hlincis, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of House bill No. 405, 
to provide internal revenue to support the Gov- 


ernment, to pay interest on the public debt, aud for | 


other purposcs, 
.. The CHAIRMAN stated that the general de- 
bate on the bill had been terminated by order of 
the House, . 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
bill by paragraphis for amendment, 


Mr. BOUT WELL moved to insert the words | 


‘and is hereby charged and “authorized and;”’ 
so.that it will read: 

Amid the Pr mnt of thie United States is hereby author- 
ined to nomini advice and consent of the 
oner of Internal Revenue, 
080, who shall be charged, and 
the direction of the Secretary of 
ving all the fustructions, reguia- 
blanks, stamps, and licenses, and 

i part thereof, and all other 
sment and collection of the 
es, and taxes whicliinay be ne- 
tinto effect, and with the gencral 


sup 
atbority, anc 
cotton marks, bydrometers, and proper anc entadhe- 
give stamps, and stumps or dics for expressing and deno- 
ting the several stump duties, or the amountthereot in the 
ease of antage duties, imposed by this act, and to alter 
and renew or replace such stamps, trom time to time, as 
eceasion shall require, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOUT WELL. IJ wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Committee of Ways and Means to 
this point. By the provisions made in- this act 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue may send 
and receive documents and matters relative to the 
duties of his office. There is a general law pro- 
hibiting his receiving documents, or has been so 
construed by the Post Office Department, and the 
result is that the office of internal revenue has 
to pay bills of postage. 

Mr. MORRILL. That generallaw was passed 
subsequently to the passage of the original act of 
taxation. ‘This provision will remedy that. 

Section four was read, as follows: 

“SEC. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury may appoint uot exceeding three revenue 
agents, whose duties. shall be, under the direction of the 
Secretary.of the Treasury, to aid in the prevention, detec- 
tion, and punishment of frauts upon the revenue, who 
shall be paid, in addition to the expenses necessarily in- 
curred by them, such compensation as the Secretary of 


the Treasury may. deem just.and reasojable,; not exceed- 
ing §2,000 per anuum,.. The above, salaries to, be paid in 
the same manner as aré other éxpenses for collecting thé 
revenue. — ONRNT Vacegest PUR AP ES as 

Mr. MORRILL. I movetostrike out three,” 
and in liew thereof to insert ‘five, so that it 
will-provide for-five revenue agents. Ree 
“Mr. BROOKS. Willthat create five additional 
revenuc agents? | wig tad 

Mr. MORRILE, | Itewill. 

Mr. BROOKS. What are they for? : 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘Some of the duties ‘of these 
officers relate to somè of the gentleman.’s. constit- 
uents. I understand the practice has been by 
some New York parties to carry tobacco up the 
river and through the canal to Lake Champlain, 
and enter itatSt. John’s to get the drawback; then 
to get it upon some smaller vessel and in thenight 
takeit backegain.. Thus the same tobacco would 
travel over the same route many times, and the 
Treasury. would be robbed. : ‘These officers are 
to serve the purpose of detecting such frauds. 

The amendment was agreed to. tan ap 

Mr. MORRILL. Impvetoamend section four, 
in line five, by inserting after the- word * reve- 
nue” the word ‘*internal.”? i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend. the section 
by reducing the number of revenue officers to four, 

Mr. MORRILL. | As the gentleman is a good 
parliamentarian 1 will make the point upon him, 
that the committee have already inserted “five,” 
and therefore his amendment is not in order. 

l Mr. BROOKS. Then | move to insert “six.” 

Mr. MORRILL. The number five has already 
been adopted. I submit theamendmentis notin 
order. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
and insert “six.” 

Mr. MORRILL. That is notin order. 

Mr. BROOKS. Why not? eee 

Mr. MORRILL. . Because we have already 
determined that the number shall be five. 

Mr. BROOKS. I can accomplish ‘my object 
by moving to strike out the salary. S 

ane CHAIRMAN. The amendment is in 
order, . 

Mr. BROOKS, Well, I will not say anything, 
having now shown that I have the power to do 
so. [Laughter. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend section 
seven, by striking out all after the word ‘ Con- 
gress”? where it first occurs in the following 
clause: ; 5 

Provided, That the number of districts in any State shall 
not exceed the nuinber of Representatives to which stich 
State shall be entitled in the present Congress, except in 
such States as are entitled to an increased representation 
in the Thi igbth Congress, in which States the num- 
ber of districts shatl not exceed the number of Represent- 
atives to which any such State may be so entitled: And 
provided further, ‘hat. in the State of California the Pres- 
ident may establish a number of districts notexcecding the 
number of Senators and Representatives to which said 
State is entitled in the present Congress, 

This clause was copicd from the old law, and 
| as this paragraph refers to the present Congress, 
| it will be perceived that it is unnecessary now. 

The amendinent was agreed to. ` 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend section 
eight by inserting after the word “appoint,” the 
words“ with the approval of said Commissioner,” 
in the following clause: 

And heit further enacted, That each of the assessors 
shall divide his district into a convenient number of assess- 
ment.distriets, which may he changed as often as may be 
deemed necessary, et to such regulations and limita- 
tions as may be imposed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, within each of which he shall appoint one as- 
| sistant assessor, who shall be resident therein. 

Mr. BROOKS. What is the object? 

Mr. MORRILL. Histo compel the assessor 
who makes the appointment of the assistant as- 
sessor to appoint such a man as the Commis- 
sioner of the Internal Revenue shall approve. 1 
understand that is the practice under the present 
law, but we want it more plainly and distinctly 
stated in this law. 
|| Mr. BROOKS. In other words*the object 
is to take from the assessor the whole political 
power under the bill, and transfer it to Washing- 
ton to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

The Chair ordered tellers on the amendment; 
and appointed Mr. Price and Mr. ODELL. 
l| - The committeedivided; and the tellers reported 
ayes 70, noes 28.: | 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


I move to strike out “five” 


Mr- BEAMAN:-I move toámend thesamesets. 
tion sby: inserting 2incline:twenty-fout;; after the 
werd “that,” the words ‘Sactording tò the bèst 
of my ability;’’ soas toomakeiit-read:, + 
>And that! secording to. the! best of my-abi 

equal right and justice in every case in which I shati 
as assessor. E a 


The limitation.‘ to the best.of my.knowledge; 
skill, and judgment, ’? contained: ina preceding 
line, does not apply to.these words:to which I ree 
fer, because this.is a distinet undertaking, The 
same effect perhaps would-be. produced.by strik- 
ing out-the words * that Iwill,” and J will change 
my morion and moveto'strike'out the words**ihat 

“The amendment was agreed to. Bi 

Mr: MORRILL. I move to aménd ‘section 
twelve, in line fifteen, by inserting alte word 
“license?” the. words “or other,” so that tt.shall 
read, including all persons liable to pay alicensé 
or other duty.’ Te Oper Swi n 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL: I move to amend section 
thirteen, in liné one; by inserting after thé word 
t‘ person” the -words “liable to pay.any.duty or 
tax, or; so that the clause will réad: => 75 
“That if any përsoni, liable tó pay any duty or tax, or owns 
ing, possessing, or havirig the care or managemeit of prop? 
erty, goods, Wares, and merchandise, articies or objects 
liabie to pay any duty, tax, or license, shall fuiltoniake and 
exhibita list or return réquired by law, and shall consent 
to disclose the particulars of any and all the property, 
goods, wares, and merchandise, articles and objects ‘liable 
to pay any duty or tax, or any business or occupation liable 
to pay any license, &e c a py 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. KERNAN. .I would:inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee whether, in the clause just 
read and amended, the word ‘not’ should ‘not 
be inserted before the word ‘consent?’?:- I ‘move 
to insert the word “not.?? 5) >s cot rd 

Mr. KASSON. [-think there would still be 
an error. I havearead the section over twice, 
and my impression is. that a line has been left 
outin printing the bill. It will be seen, by 
reading the section through, that it is somewhat 
questionable whether the words should ‘be ** shall 
consent” or ‘shall nót consent,’’ and’ therefore 
l ask the cammittee to pass over this-section in- 
formally, so that we may return to it after hav- 
ing examined this point... ` ° ads 

r. BOUTWELL. » I will suggest to the gen: 
tleman there is no difficulty. in relation. to. this 
section. Itis an exact transcript of the corres 
sponding section of the old law. It might, per- 
haps,.be made a little clearer by inserting the 
word * but” in place of the word ‘and’ In the 
fifth line, but-the: séction as it here appears has 
received construction, and it is, I think, suffix 
ciently clear agit stands.. The only change at 
all that I discover in the section is the insertion 
in the tenine of the words ‘or return.” > 

Mr. KERNAN. : Very well. If the section 
is satisfactory to the gentleman, I will withdraw 
my amendment. i 

Mr. KASSON. Still I would suggest that by 
unanimous consent the section be passed over for 
the present, to be returned to if upon a more care- 
ful examination it should be found to be desirable 
to make any change. `œ 

Mr. WILSON, | FT object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is perfectly clear that to 
make. this section perfectly intelligible the word 
“andy”? in the fifth line, should be stricken out 
and the word ‘but’? inserted. I move to.so 
amend the fifth line of the section. 

It is very clearly right that if a party shall fail 
to make out the listas here required, but shall 
consent. to disclose. the particulars on which the 
list is to be made out, that should be received in- 
stead of the list itself. It is correctly transeribed 
from the old law; but to make it. perfectly. clear 
the word “and?’should be stricken out and ** but” 
inserted; and I hope, therefore, the amendment 
will be adopted. Boa: , 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. SLOAN. I will suggest. that the wor 
“direct,” inline eight of the twelfth section should 
be stricken out. oe 

The CHAIRMAN. . That section has -been 
passed, and cannot be returned to except by unan- 
imous consent, ; s 

Mr. SLOAN. L think the amendment should 
be made. ‘The intention of the section evidently 


. was that the work should be done about the first 
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Monday of May: Asit now reads it provides that 
the work. shall be directed:to.be donc at that time. 
. The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to: re- 
turning to the twelfth section? 

Mr: STEVENS. I think we had better not 
go back. ee i 

Mr. CRESWELL. {Í moveto amend the four- 
teenth section in the eleventh line, by striking out 
the words *‘ at ‘the'discretion ofthe court,” and by 
inserting the same Avords after the word ‘ fined,” 
in the ninth line. The ¢lausé would then read: 

That if any person shall déliver or disclose to any as- 
gessor or assistant assessor appointed in pursuance of law, 
any false or fraudulent list, return, account, or statement, 
with intent to defeat or evade the valuation, enumeration, 
or assessment intended to be made, such person so offend- 
ing and being thereof convicted in any cireuit or district 
court. of the United States held in:the district in which 
kuch offensé May be committed, sliall be fined, at the dis- 
cretion of the court, ima sumiot less than fifty dollars.and 
not exceeding double the sum of which le shall have at- 
tempted to defraud the Government, and shall pay all costs 
and charges of prosecution. 

I will merely remark: that these’ words seem 
more properly to come inat that point than after 
the. words ‘attempted to defraud the Govern- 
ment.” 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I donot know that I ob- 
ject to the amendment; but I will suggest that the 
Jiicusse now stands as it does in the existing 
law, and as it has been construed. - There is no 
difficulty inthe construction. Itis merely a ques- 
tion.of taste in the construction of the sentence, 
and under the-circumstances | think I would. pre- 
fer the section as it stands. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. TI moveto amend the 
clause to which the amendment-of the gentleman 
from Maryland applies by striking out © fifty dol- 
lars’? and inserting ‘forty dollars.’ Iwill state 
that there:scerns to me to be a possible incongruity 
In the Janguage of the section. It says he shall 
be fined “in asum not less: than fifty dollars and 
not exceeding double the sum of which he shall 
have attempted to defraud the Government.” 
Now, suppose he shall have attempted to defraud 
the Government of ten dollars, the law would 
then require him to be fined not less than fifty 
dolars and not more than twenty dollars. [Laugh- 
ter.] 1 withdraw my amendment. 

The amendment submitted by Mr. Cresweiu 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. J desire that so much of 
the section as prescribes a penalty shall be passed 
over, and the Committee allowed to return to it 
subsequently. | have attempted to prepare some- 
thing that shall. provide some uniformity in pre- 
scribing these fines, and should such a system be 
agreed on in committee J desire that permission 
may be granted to return to this and to any other 
section in which fines may be prescribed which 
may have been passed, so far as that subject is 
concerned. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the position of 
the gentleman from Ohio will be assented to, so 
that the committee may hereafter establish some- 
thing like uniformity in the imposition of fines. 

There being no objection, the proposition was 
assented to. 

Mr. KERNAN. I will move to amend. the 
fifteenth section, in the twenty-fifth line, by in- 
serting after the word ‘sickness’? the wards 
* accident or unavoidable absence.’? The clause 
would then read: 

Andin case of refusal to make such list ar return, the 
assessor or assistant-assessor shall thereupon add twenty 
per cent. to the amount of the duty or tax; and in case of 
neglect, except in case of sickuess, accident, or uuavoid- 
able absence, to wake such list or return, ten per cent. 
shall be added to the amount thereof. 

Mr. MORRILL. That would give a pretty 
broad margin. [hope the amendment will not 
be adopted. 

The amendment was disagreed to, 


Mr. BOUTWELL. I notice that the words 
‘tis hereby authorized and required” are omitted 
in the following clause: 


Andif any persofi, on being notified or required as afore- 
said, shall remse or negtcet to give such list or return within 
the time required as aforesaid, it shall be the duty-of the 
assessor or assistant as r of the distriet within which 
such person shall reside to enter into and upon the prem- 
ises, if it be necessary, of such person so refusing or neg- 
lecting, and to moke, according to the best information 
which be can obtain, and on his own view and information, 
such list or return of the property, goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, &c. 


It seems to me the words I have named should 
be. inserted after the word “ reside.”’ 
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Mr. MORRILL. Thatisimplied. The words 
if inserted would be merely verbiage. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Very well. I will submit 
no amendment, then. 2 

-The Clerk read, as follows: i 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That in case any as- 
sessor shall haye reason to believe that any list, statement, 
or return required by law has been made to any assessor or 
assistant assessor in & false or fraudulent manner, orif any 
person whose duty it isto furnish any. list orreturn, or make 
any statement required by law, shall neglect or refuse to do 
so, it shall be lawful for such assessor to summon by sub- 
pena, to be served by any assistant assessor of the district, 
such persons as he may deem proper to appear before him, 
ata time and place named therein, to. give testimony or 
answer interrogations respecting any objects liable to duty 
or tax as aforesaid, list, statements, or returns thereof, or 
any trade, business, or profession liable to any license as 
aforesaid, and to enforce obedience to such writ by attach- 
ment as for contempt. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
word ‘‘license’’ these words: “or any gains, 
profits, or income liable to be assessed.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out the word 
“they,” and to insert the word ‘fhe ” in lieu 
thereof, and to change the word ‘ reside ” to * re- 
sides;”’ so that it will read: 

Sec. 18. And be it further enncted, That any owner or 
person having the care or management of property, goods, 
wares, and merchandise, articles or objects, not lying or 
being within the assessment district in which he resides, 
shall be permitted to make out and deliver the lists thereof 
required by this act (provided the assessment district: in 
Which thé said objects of duty or taxationare situated is 
therein distineuy stated) atthe time and in the manner,pre- 
scribed to the assistant assessor of the assessment district 
wherein such person resides. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL moved to insert the word 
“ monthly ;”’ so that the section will read: 


Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That the lists afore- 
said shall, where not otherwise specially provided for, be 
taken with reference to the day fixed for that purpose by 
this act, as aforesaid, and where duties acerue at other and 
different times, the lists shall be taken with reference to the 
time when said duties become due, and shall be denomin- 
ated annual, monthly, and special lists, &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL moved that the word ¢‘ lists,” 
wherever it occurs in the nineteenth section, be 
altered to “list.” : i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILI, moved the same amendment 
in the twenty-first section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to insertin the twenty- 
first section ** monthly or;” so that it will read: 

And in case it shall be found or discovered by any Assess- 


or that the annual list so furnished to the proper collector, 


as aloresaid, is duperfect or incomplete, owing to the names 
of persous, firms, corporations, or objects liable to tax or 
duty being omitted therefrom, the said assessor may, from 
time to time, at any time thereatter, enter on his special list 
all such objects of duty or taxation, with the names of per- 
sons owning or having the care or superintendence of prop- 
erty lying within said district liable to said tax or duty, or 
engaged in any business or pursuit requiring a license, with 
the sums payable by cach, as be shall discover to have been 
omitted as aforesaid ; and the same proceedings shall ob- 
tain and be had with respect to such objects of duty or tax 
as are by this act required in respect to objects of duty or 
taxes, and persons fiuble to tax regularly entered and re- 
turned on any monthly or special fist. ` 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 22. And beit further enacted, That there shall be 
allowed and paid to the several assessors, from the date.of 
their appointment, a salary of $1,500 per annum, payable 
quarterly, and in addition thereto, where the receipts of 
the collection district shall exceed the sum of $100,000 and 
shall not execed the sum of $400,000 annually, one ball of 
one per cent. upon the excess of receipts over $100,000 5 
where the receipts of a collection district shall exceed 
$400,000 and shall not exceed $600,000, one fourth of one 
per cent. upon the exces pts over $400,000 ; where 
the-receipts shall excced $600,000, one tenth of one per 
cent. upon such excess; but the salary of no assessor shali 
in any case exceed the sum of 33,000, &e, 

Mr. MORRILL. i move to strike out the 
words ‘and shall not exceed $600,000.” 

Mr. BROOKS. [avail myself of the present 
occasion to inquire of the gentlemen from Ver- 
mont whether there is any publication or record 
to show what is the amount of salary and com- 
mission received by these assessors? 

Mr. MORRILL. The accounts are all before 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. BROOKS. I further avail myself of this 
occasion to say that there should be some publi- 
cation to show what is the amount received by 
these assessors. 


Mr. MORRILL. That is easy to be seen by 
looking at the law. 

Mr. BROOKS. The Jaw does not state what 
the deputies receive or what their commissions are, 
- The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iam instructed by the Come 
mittee of Ways and Means to move to insert 
«fiye hundred; so that the section will read: 

But the salary of no assessor shall in any ease exceed 
the sum of $3,500. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue findsin 
some districts that it is impossible to command the 
services of men competent to discharge the duties 
for the sum of $2,000. He thinks that it would 
be wise to put the outside limit at $3,500 for some 
of thé larger districts. In the smaller districts, 
where the collections are smaller, the salary will 
not be increased. i 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Ido not know what the 
present experience may be, but my experience 
was that we could find plenty of persons in the 
country to accept these offices. > ` i 

The amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


And there shall be allowed and paid to each assistant 
assessor three doiiars and fifty cents for every day actually 
employed in collecting lists and making valuations, the 
number of days necessary for that purpose to be certified 
by the assessor, and three dollars for every hundred tax- 
able persons contained in the tax list, as completed and 
delivered by him to the assessor. i 


Mr. MORRILL. I moveto strike out * three,” 
and to insert in lieu thereof ‘‘five,’’ so that it 
will read * five dollars for every hundred taxable 
persons,” &c. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL moved to strike out the word 
“ taxable” in the twenty-second section, and after 
the word ® persons” to insert “ assessed,” so that 
it will read, ‘¢ and three dollars for every hundred 
persons assessed.” 

Mr. HOLMAN, It seems to me that the 
amendment ought not to be adopted. It may 
create an inducement on the part of the assessor 
to increase his list by putting on persons who are 
not taxable. 

Mr. MORRILL. The amendment is unim- 
portant and cures the very evil complained of by 
the gentleman. 

The amendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I moveto strike out ‘three?’ 
and in licu thereof to insert “one.” 1 believe 
there is no increase in the pay of the assessors. 
I presume that the gentleman from Vermont will 
inform us that it is the fact that the pay is not 
increased over that provided by the ‘act of March 
3, 1863. But there is a material increase in the 
pay of the assistant assessors; that is to say, that 
under the old law he received a compensation of 
three dollars a day during the time employed, 
while by this bill he is to receive three dollars and 
fifty cents a day. Under the old law he received 
for making out the list one dollar for every hun- 
dred persons assessed, while under this bill he is 
to receive three dollars, besides the additional al- 
lowances for granting permits to tobacco, snuff, 
or cigar manufacturers, 

I have not discovered the necessity for this in- 
crease. It is a very material increase, without 
any apparent necessity. | would be willing to 
increase the compensation half a dollar a day. 
Perhaps that is reasonable enough, though here- 
tofore a compensation of three dollarsa day, and 
one dollar for each hundred names upon the tax 
list, was deemed a fair compensation to the ag- 
sistant assessors. Nowit is proposed to increase 
the per diem, and also the compensation based 
upon the returns of the persons who are taxable. 
It seems to me we ought not to swell the expenses 
of collecting these taxes so rapidly. I think with 
an increase of compensation half a dollar a day, 
taking into consideration the class of persons who 
are engaged in the performance of these duties, 
this large increase of from one to three dollars per 
hundred names upon the taxable list is not neces- 
sary,and is unwarrantable. I hope there will 
not be a disposition to increase the pay in this 
respect. If we begin to do it now there is no tell- 
ing where it will terminate. The expense oi col- 
lecting this revenue is enormous anyhow, and the 
vast number of these employés, and these vari- 
ous sub-officers, swell the expenses necessarily 
to avery large sum. ‘You cannot expect these 
taxes:to be readily paid by the people unless they 


1864. 


IBY 


feel that ‘the system is as economical as a just 
consideration of the publié service will admit of. 

“Mr. MORRILL. Under ihis law, [am very 
happy to say, the duties are collected cheaper 
than.they have been in any other country what- 
ever. The percentage of cost to the Government 
ig only about one half as much asit is. in Eng- 
land for the same kind of taxes, But the com- 
mittee, while they have curtailed the amount of 
compensation which will be received by the col- 
lectors, have thought that the assistant assessors, 
who perform the most laborious part of the du- 
ties under ‘this act, have been poorly compen- 
sated. Take, for instance, the case ofa rural dis- 
trict; the assistant assessor, if he does:not owna 
horse and carriage, is obliged to hire one.. We 
have information before us that where, heretofore, 
assessors have been able to hire a horse and car- 
riage for one dollar a day, they now have to pay, 
in some cases, two dollars a day. Then the as- 
sessors. have to support themselves by living at 
hotels, and after paying their tavern bills.they 
have, when they get home, hardly enough to pay 
their.other expenses. - 

We have proposed only a. very moderate in- 
crease of the compensation of these laborious offi- 
cers. We are informed by the principal assessors 
that they find. it exceedingly difficult to obtain 
men. competent to discharge. the duties to accept 
the places, and that but for the fact that they ex- 
pected their compensation would be increased by 
this Congress a large proportion of the present 
officers would have resigned already. 

It iş merely proposed by this: provision to in- 
crease the pay for making out this list from one 
dollar to three dollars per hundred names, This 
will give them but a very small amount of com- 
pensation; in some districts perhaps twenty-five 
dollars,.in some districts perhaps fifty dollars, and 
it is. very inconsiderable compensation anyway. 
I hope the House will at least agree that this 
amount shall be paid to them. 

It is suggested by the gentleman from Indjgna 
[Mr. Horman] that we allow them fees upor- 
mits granted to cigar and tobacco manufacturers. 
I merely wish to say that this will be very small, 
except in cities like New York and other large 
cities, where the officers would be utterly unable 
to live without those fees. 

Mr. ODELL. T wish to ask the gentleman 
from Vermont whether this clause ‘‘ and twenty- 
five cents for each permit granted to any tobacco 
or cigar manufacturer” is not a new clause? 

Mr. MORRILL, It is. 

Mr. ODELL. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting ** two dollars’’ instead of ** three 
dollars.”?.° 

.Mr. GRINNELL, I rise simply to confirm 
the statement mage by the gentleman who has 
this bill in charge. Now, sir, I personally know 
that some of the sub-assessors in my district have 
sent in their resignations and were only prevailed 
on to continue in office by the assessor himself, 
upon the presumption that their compensation 
would be increased. 

Now, sir, as stated by the gentleman from 
Vermont, when these assistant assessors start out 
to perform their duties they have to pay their 
tavern bills, they have to pay for their teams, 
and when they return they find that they have 
nothing left. I hope that the compensation will 
be continued at three dollars a day and that it 
will not be reduced to two dollars a day. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

-Mr. MORRILL. I move: to amend, in the 
forty-seventh line, by inserting after the word 
‘tand’® the words ‘to assessors and assistant 
assessors.’? J also move to amend, in the forty- 


eighth line, by inserting, after the word ‘ Caro-. 


lina,” the word ‘* Mississippi.’? The clause as 
amended would read: S 
Provided, That the Sceretary of the Treasury shall be 
and he is hereby, authorized lo fix such additional rates of 
compensation to be made to assessors in cases where a 
collection district embraces more than a single congres- 
sional district, and to assessors and assistant assessors in 
the States of Louisiana, North Carolina, Mississippi, Ten- 
nessee, Missouri, California, and Oregon, and the Terri- 
tories, as may appear to him tobe justand equitable, &c. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr..KASSON. Referring to line nine of this 
section,.a further amendment is required to make 
the language conform to the action taken by the. 
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committee... I-therefore move to strike‘ont fram 
the word: “ dollars’? to and: including :the war 


** excess, in line fourteen, as followst © eva H 


Where the receipts of a collection district shall exceed : 


! $400,000 and shall not exceed $600,000, one fourth: of one: 
per cent. upon the excess of receipta over $400,000; where 


the receipts shall exceed $600, 
cent. upon such excess. 

I desire to say a word ‘in explanation of the 
amendment. As'the section now stands amended 


0, one tenth of que per: 


| by the committee, the maximum compensation is 


reached by the percentage allowed up to $400,000," 
and consequently the one tenth of one per cent. 
on all above $600,000 cannot be drawn’ by tle” 
agsessor, and is inadmissible. I-wiltrémark that 

the theory on which the Committee of Ways and’ 
Means proceeded was that it was for the interest* 
of the Government to allow a small percentage’ 
upon the entire amount assessed, creating there- 

by an inducement for the assessor to perform his 

duties to their entire extent. I beg permission 

to say that in inserting the percentage of one 

tenth of one per cent. the object of the committee‘ 
was not to benefit the assessor: but to benefit the’ 
Government; butas this Committee of the Whole 

has decided otherwise I submit this amendment 

for the purpose of making the section conform to 

the action already taken by the committce, leav- 

ing it to the subsequent action of the House to 

determine whether the principle adopted by the 

Committee of Ways and Means is safest for the 

interests of the Government. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. NORTON. I move toamend the section, 
in the forty-third line, after the word ‘ author- 
ized,” by inserting as follows: 

Provided, That if any assessor shall demand of or receive 
from any deputy assessor, as a condition of his appointment’ 
to or continuance in his said office of deputy assessor, any 
portion of the compensation herein alowed, said assessor 
so offending shall be summarily dismissed from office and 
shall be Hable to a fine of not less than fifty dollars, upon 
conviction of such offense in any district or circuit court 
of the United States of the district in which such offense 
may be committed. - 

Mr. DAWES. Let me suggest to the gentle- 
man that his amendment should be modified by. 
adding after the words ‘shall demand or re> 
ceiye” the words ‘directly or indirectly.” 

Mr. NORTON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DAWES. And I would further suggest 
that the words ‘or any other consideration” be 
inserted. Iam in favor of the amendment and 
regard it as important, but as drawn I think it 
will be easy enough to evade it. I think the 
amendments I have suggested are necessary in 
order to,cover the whole ground. i 

. Mr. NORTON. I have no objection to the 
modification suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. I desire to say in support of the 
amendment that I hope the practice has not been 
general, but'I know that the evil has existed to 
some extent. I know of one assessor, at least, 
who has demanded and received of his assistant 
assessors one dollar out of every three dollars re- 
ceived by them as compensation. 

Now, sir, it will be readily perceived by every 
gentleman that such a practice is immoral, and 
unjust to the United States in its tendencies. . It 
holds out to such assistant collectors powerful. 
inducements to make fraudulent statements and 
returns, and especially as his accounts and re- 
turns.are to be certified to by the assessor him- 
self, who has taken from him one third of his 
legitimate compensation. His compensation is 
paid by the collector, upon the certificate of the. 
assessor to its correctness, and every gentleman 
will see that the interests of the United States 
cannot but suffer while such practices may be 
safely carried on. I hope such cases are rare, 
but E know they have existed to a certain extent, 

Mr. DAWES. Task that the amendment. be 
again read. : . 

‘The Clerk read the amendment as it was modi- 
fied. f 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that the amendment 
shall read, ‘shall demand or receive, directly or 
indirectly; and then to insert the words, “or 
any other consideration,” after the word. ‘¢ sal- 
ary.’? With that modification I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. oa 3 i 

Mr. NORTON. [accept tlie gentleman’s sug- 
gestion as a modification of my amendment, 

Mr. DAWES. Thisisan important amend- 
mentand its worth depends upon its phragcology, 
and it ought therefore to be prepared with care. 


> -Mr NORTON: Fhe- amendmient:should-ber 
cmade'to read: assistant,’ instead of Pa 
‘The amendment, as modified, was 


aw entirély depends upon the work that they: 
do, “I am sare that in my own district, compris 
ing a‘large’éxtent of territory, $3 50 a day ‘wil 
‘svarcely cover the expenses’ of a person, compe" 
tent to perform thë duties. I'know that the Gov': 
ernment has suffered delay because of the difculty* 
of obtaining persons competentto discharge thé du- 
ties of these officers for the compensation allowed’ 
by law. Our assistant assessors must not only’ 
be shrewd and active ‘business’ men, but: good* 
clerks also, and it is rarely you: will find'a person’ 
with all‘those qualifications. ‘Fhen thesé assist 
ant assessors are only employed a smalt portion’ 
of the year. The compensation is entirely inadée- 
quate, especially in the rural districts, and there=" 
fore I have moved to increase it. ae 
The amendment was rejected. sae 
Mr. RICE, of Maine. I move to-strikeout.the, . 
words ‘tin cases where a collection district em- 
braces more than a single congressional district,: 
and in the States of Louisiana, North Carolina, 
Tennessee, Missouri, California, and Oregon, and, 
the Territories, so that it will read: : 
Provided, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury shall bey. 
and he is hereby, authorized to fix such additional rates of; 
compensation to he made to assessors as fay appear to him 
to be just and equitable, in consequence of the greater cost 
of living and traveling in those States and Territories, and as 
may, in his judgment, be necessary to secure the services, 
of competent officers; but the rates of compensation thús. 
alowed shall not exceed the rates paid to similar officers 
in such States and Territories respectively. ` ae 
Mr. Chairman, L am opposed to all these ex- 
ceptional cases. | prefer the bill shouldbe’ as it: 
is in' regard to collectors, leaving the whol’ mat 
ter with ‘the Secretary of the 6 


reasury ór tlie! 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue to make’ the 
compensation adequate where it is not now. ade-. 
quate, in their discretion. ` aca eee 
Mr. HOTCHKISS. I hope that will not be 
done. The duties of the Secretary of the Preas- 
ury are great enough now, To compel him to 
fix salaries is imposing upon him daties which 
belong to Congress, Le 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SCOFIELD. I move tostrike out‘ $3 507 
and insert © $4.” co 
I wish to Bay one word about that. A Jarg 
portion of my district is sparsely populated, The 
assessors are not paid anything. They are now, 
doing their work for nothing. One assessor I 
have in my mind. I Know that, having been in 
the Army for a couple of years, he took this place 
as a kind of rest. He started with a horse and” 
buggy, for which he paid $2 50 a day, and hig: 
expenses were $1 50, and he actually expended 
every day he was-out half a dollar more than alf 
his pay came to; and that half a dollar was paid 
out of the thirteen dollars a month he had received 
while he wasin the Army. Thatis the compén-. 
sation. I asked him why he didnot resign. “He 
said he had enlisted in: the beginning of the war 
to serve the country; and that when he was not 
able to serve longer in the field he took this-of-: 
fice. I have moved that it should be fixed at four 
dollars a day. In my district that is no compen 
sation; but from patriotic motives we can get 
young men to discharge these-duties. I wish to 

cover expenses, . i 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. In regard to the amount 
of compensation, L do not wish to speàk; but E 
would suggest that this difficulty can be very easily: 
remedied. The best class of men for assistant as~ 
sessors are the. town assessors appointed under 
State laws. They are generally competent men. 
‘Fhe electors of the towns have capacity enough 
to select such men, and in. my-ewn district they: 
do select such men. In the State of New York 
they are usually compensated at the rate of $1 25 
and $1 50 per day. The difficulty which these ns+ 


| sistant assessors experience will be obviated by 
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April 20; 


appointing one for each town, or, wheré thé town- 
shi 


are large numbers of men in every town who will 
accept the-oflice at this rate of compensation,.or 
at-even less compensation than is provided for 
here. Gentlemen have frequently objected here 
to. the increase of any salaries whatever. This 
is one of the most unnecessary. cases of increase 


that has been proposed inthis House,and-I hope. 


it will not.be agreed to. > l 
“The amendment wag not agreed to. - 


twenty-second section, by striking out in line 


three the words ‘* fifteen hundied’’ and inserting. 
g: 


‘twò thousand; and by striking out all after 


the words payable. quarterly;’? so as to make. 
the compensation $2,000 without any additional. 


profit. I propose the amendment so as to make 
the salary a fixed sum—g2,000. This will give 
to the assessor of every district. the receipts of 
which do not exceed $100,000 a salary of $1,500, 
and to the assessor of every district where the 
receipts exceed $100,000 an additional per cent. on 
every $100,000 beyond. the first. This is unjust 
to the assessors of districts in which the receipts 
do not exceed $100,000, because they receive only 
$1,500, though they have more labor to perform, 
undergo more fatigue, and have more trouble in 
pertorming their duties than the assessors in the 
eavy districts and cities. Tran 

Therefore, in justice to all classes and, to all 
districts, I think this salary should be fixed at 
$2,000. It isnothing but justice to those men 
who are acting in the rural districts. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely rise to oppose, 
pro forma, the amendment, and to express the 
hope thatit will not be adopted. We have al- 
ready spent more time upon this section than 
upon all the sections we have passed. 

The amendment was not agreed fo. 


Mr. HALE. I move toamend section twenty- 
two by striking out “ three,” in line thirty, and 
inserting “ four,’ so as to make the clause read, 
“and four dollars for every hundred taxable 
persons contained in the tax list,” &c, Lam satis- 
fied that the compensationof theassistantassessors 
is entirely too small. In my judgment, where 
the assistant assessors have to travel very much 
from home, the compensation allowed does not 
pay their expenses. I submit, therefore, that it 
is only just to allow them four dollars for cach 
hundred taxable inhabitants whose names are con- 
tained on his list. I hope the House will agree 
to it. i 

Mr. MORRILL. I rise to oppose, pro forma, 
the amendment, but I lope it will be agreed to, 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENS. 
amendment, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Autrey and Mr, 
Haue were appointed. 7 

“The committee divided, and the tellers reported 
ayes 49, noes 52. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend section 
twenty-three by swiking out of line seventeen 
the words willfully and corruptly’ and inserting 
“knowingly or negligently,” so that the clause 
will read, “that any assessor has knowingly or 
negligently approved any account,” &c, 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. MORRILL. I move the same amendment 
in line twenty-five of the same section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_Mr.BOUTWELL. 1 move toamend the scc- 
tion by adding thereto the following proviso: 

Provided, That in estimating the allowance to be made 
to assistant assessors for periods of service of jese than a 
day each, ten hours shah be deemed equivalent to a day. 

{t will be observed that this amendment does 
not contemplate fixing ten hours as the rule fora 
day. it merely provides that where services are 
performed fur less than a day, for instance for 
two or three hours a day on different days, that 
shall be the rule in making up the account. 

Mr. GRINNELL demanded tellers on the 
amendment, s 

Tellerswere ordered; and Messrs. Houman, and 
Barpwin of Massachusetts, were appointed, 

The committee divided; and the teliers reported 
ayes 47, noes 47. The Chairman voted in the 
affirmative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


I call for tellers upon the 


ips are small, one for two ormoretowns. ‘There: 


“Mr. COFFROTH. I move to amend the 


Mr. MORRILL. move to amend the twenty- 


fourth section by adding, after the word ‘‘col-: 
lector,” the words “except in the cases men-" 


tioned inthe 
this act?” = > ; . 
Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman 
ftom Vermont that that is already covered by the 
section. The Secretary:of the Treasury is au- 
thorized to make further allowances. 
Mr. MORRILL, This may be construed 


proviso of section twenty-two Öf 


a limitation. It will dono harm... - 
“The. question was taken on Mr. Morriuu’s 
amendment; and it was agreed to, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, itstruck me, 
‘in the first-place, on reading this section, that the. 


compensation of $1,000. as a fixed salary was un- 
necessary, and that the percentage alone. was 
sufficient to secure the prompt and faithful per- 
formance of his duties; but 1t may be desirable 
in some localities that there should be a fixed 
salary. It is, therefore, reasonable perhaps to 
retain that. 1 move to amend the twenty-fourth 
section by striking out $10,000 and inserting 


$8,000, so as to limit the salary and commissions. 


of a collector to $8,000. Falso propose to amend 
by striking out $5,000 and inserting $4,000. The 
proviso would then read: 

Provided further, That the salary and commissions of 
no collector, exclusive of stationery, blank-books, and 
postage, shall exceed $8,000 in the aggregate, nor more 
than $4,000 exclusive of the expenses ‘for deputies and 
clerks to which such colector is actually and necessarily 
subjected in the administration of his office. * 

Every gentleman who has paid attention to the 
subjectis aware of the fact that, as the law stands, 
the collector actually receives a salary of $5,000 
a year for the mere responsibility of the office 
without performing any service whatever. There 
are many districts where no service is rendered by 
the collector, and where the collector receives 
$5,000 for the responsibility of his office alone. 
| have recently heard of an instance where a gen- 
tleman who was holding the office of mayor ofa 
city, with a handsome salary attached, was also 
drawing the salary of collector at the same time, 
without his devoting one hour in the day to the 
duties of the latter office. Five thousand dollars 
will pay all the necessary deputies and clerks for 
the business of a collector’s office. 

1 think that these salaries are too high, That 
is the gencral expression of opinion. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to reply to the gentle- 
man from Indiana in one particular in relation 
to the compensation of collectors, 1 do not know 
that he himself is under any mistake of fact on 
the subject—] think some other gentlemen. are— 
of the amount actually received by the collector. 
It must be borne in mind thatthe deputy collector 
is paid out of the allowance made to the collector 
in this bill. Tt is not as in the case of assistant 
assessors, Where special provision is made for 
their payment by law; and just in proportion as 

ou swell the aggregate of the commissions com- 
ing to the collector, in that same proportion it is 
necessary that you increase the number of deputy 
collectors, who must be paid out of these com- 
missions. 

As to collectors being paid too much ,allow me 
to state a single case to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana. In my own district, where the office is filed 
by anunusually accomplished and intelligent busi- 
ness man, who has bad great experience as an 
accountant and some experience as a banker, he 
has spent over a year in collecting an amount of 
less than fifty thousand dollars accruing from that 
district to the Government. On his entire com- 
missions on the amount collected, after paying bis 
deputies and the expenses of his office, he found 


himself at the end of the year without a single | 
dollar of compensation for the services rendered | 


by him. 


Mr. HOLMAN. This section provides for | 


these extreme and exceptional cases in author- 
izing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay an ad- 


ditional compensation. An extreme case like that | 
should not be taken as a rule on which salaries 


ought to be regulated. 

Mr. KASSON. Theexceptionsarein the cases 
of States and "territories, which are exceptions 
tous. he general rule is as I say. IL think the 
goptlemai is mistaken in the application of the 
rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman allow 
meamoment? The language is: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury be author- 
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ized to make such further allowances from time to timeas: 
may be reasonable in cases to which such territorial ex- 
tent of the district, or from the amount of internal duties” 
collected, or frora otber circumstances, it may seem just 
to: make such alowances. 
-That certainly covers 
the gentleman. > i 
- Mr. KASSON. Itdoes not reach the casesto’ 
which I refer.’ Ina district in one of the large cit- 
ies, where $3,000,000. or $5,000,000 is collected in. 
a single year, the entire amount to be expended 
in the collection of that sum Is limited to $10,000. 
Now, sir, every gentleman understands that the 
number of deputies must be increased and that 
the responsibility is increased as the amount-to” 


the case referred to by 


‘be collected is increased, and it will be found that 
‘the entire $10,000 will have been expended ‘in the 


costs of collection, leaving the collector no com- 
pensation whatever. 

It does- not, as I said, affect at all the rural dis- 
tricts, but applies to the cities in which a. very 
large amount of revenue is collected. I do not 
advocate the amendment. for the purpose of in- 
creasing the compensation of any-collector atall, 
but merely to make it practicable in every instance 
to collect all that is due the Government. 

‘{Here the hammer fell.] i 

Mr. SMITH. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last word of the section. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the gentleman will 
confine himself to his amendment if he proposes 
to debate it, 

‘Mr.SMITH. T desire to say that I have just 
received this morning a communication from the- 
collector of the fourth district of Kentucky. 

Mr. BROOKS. Irise to a question of order; 
and I desire to call the attention of the Chairman 
to the pointoforder, on which the gentleman from 
Vermont proposed to insist on all occasions. The 
gentleman from Kentucky moves to strike out 
the Jast word of the section, which is the word 
“office,” leaving the clause to read, ‘nor more 
than $5,000 exclusive of the expenses ‘for depu- 
tieyggnd clerks to which"such collector is actu- 
allysind necessarily subjected in the administra- 
tion of his.” [Laughter.| 

The CHAIRMAN, Vhe:Chair sustains the 
point of order. The amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Kentucky is not pertinent to the 
amendment pending. 

Mr. WINDOM. I propose to amend the 
amendment, in line twenty-eight, by making the 
amount $3,000 instead of $4,000.. i 

Mr. SMITH. I have not yielded the floor, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled out of 
order the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Kentucky, and awarded:the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota. The Chair, however, 
decides that the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota is ndt pertinent to the 
amendment pending, and the Chair, therefore, 
assigns the floor to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. SMITH. I move to amend by striking 
out the word “ten” and inserting in place of it 
the word ‘fifteen.’? 1 received this morning a 
communication from the collector of the fourth 
district of Kentucky, which corroborates’ the 
statements made by the gentleman from Towa, 
[Mr. Kasson.] In the fourth district of Ken- 
tucky there are thirty-one counties, two hundred 
and seventy miles long and from one hundred and 
thirty to one hundred and fifty miles in width, 
That district has paid to the Government in the 
last year a revenue of $1,500,000. . And yet the. 
collector of this district says that he received his 
appointment the Ist of September last; that by the 
Ist of January he had collected a sufficient amount 
of money to pay him his entire salary. Well, 
Mr. Chairman, the law allows $10,000 with which 
to pay the sub-collectors of these counties their 
salaries and all the expenscs-attendant upon. his 
office in that district. If you undertake to reduce 
the salary of this man instead of affording him a 
proper compensation, the necessary result will be 
that you will reduce absolutely the amount which 
would otherwise flow into the ‘Treasury of the 
country from an iverease ofthe salary. Itwill be 
recollected that out of this amount has to be paid 
the salaries not only of the collector butalso ofthe 
sub-collectors, as now stipulated by law. Every 
gentleman cannot fail to see that there cannot be 
that interest exhibited on the part of these men 
who are intrusted with that duty, only a small 
pittance being allowed them as salary, that there 
would be had they a competentsalary, oras would 
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follow from affording them a-percentage on the 
entire amount collected. If that percentage were 
allowed upon the entire $15500,000 collected in 
the fourth district of Kentucky—and the same 
may be said, L presume, of many other districts 
in the loyal States—I have no. doubt atall that it 
would result in a large increase of revenueand a 
corresponding benefit to the cause of the Govern- 
ment. , f 

The collector gets one third of. one: per cent., 
and one third of one per cent. must go for salary 
of sub-collectors and to defray expenses in his 
district. If you gave a certain per cent. on the 
amount collected by these collectors they would 
collect vastly more than they now collect. They 
would go into every neighborhood and every 
house. and every place,and they would collect 
every dollar from every man. They would see 
toit that no man escaped from the payment of 
‘these taxes. The same may be said about the 
assessors. Therefore I cannot see, if itis true 
that the natural instincts ofa man are to collect ac- 
cording to whathe is paid, why it should be pro- 
posed to reduce the salaries of these men who 
collect one, two, and three millions of dollars 
apiece. Itisourduty to pay these mena reason- 
able compensation. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SMITH, by unanimousconsent, 
his amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out “five,” 
and in lieu thereof to insert “ four.” In addi- 
tion to the amendment I have moved, the com- 
mittee should make the same provision here that 
was moved by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Norrow] to the section in reference to assessors. 
‘This officer receives a salary without the rendi- 
dion, I undertake to say, of any service in. one 
half of the congressional districts of the settled 
portion of the country. 
© Mr. WINDOM., I move to make it 83,000 in- 
stead of $4,000. 1 think that $3,000 is sufficient 


withdrew 


compensation. When I get the opportugggy 1 
will make an accittonal amendment to eq®élize 


the rural with the other districts. 

Mr. MORRILL. Irise pro forma to oppose 
both amendments. 

Mr. Wixpom’s amendment to the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMANdemanded tellers on hig amend- 
ment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Eotman and 
GRINNELL were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 69, noes 39. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

‘Mr. WINDOM. I now move to strike out 
ts four” and insert “three” in lieu thereof, Ido 
that fur the purpose of relieving those in the rural 
districts. In the city they have hotas much labor 
as they have in the rural districts, and Í think 
that we should equalize the salaries. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman seems to burn 
at one end of the candle and to cut off atthe other. 
Thope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I move to strike 
out two” and insert “ fifteen hundred.” 1 have 
offered this amendment for the purpose of stating 
that the compensation of collectors in the large 
districts is mech too Hitle. In my district we 
have a very competent collector, but bis per- 
centage under the present law Jast year was not 
sufficient to pay his expenses. The district em- 
braces thirty-seven counties, with a revenue of 
less than fifty thousand dollars,and under the 
provisions of this bill the compensation of the 
collector will not excced some scventecn hundred 
dollars per year, ali or nearly all of which must 
be expended in the employment of deputies. 
These men are entitled to a fuir and reasonable 
compensation. I hope the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota will prevail, and will 
therefore withdraw my amendment. I think it is 
due to our collectors in the large districts of the 
western States. 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected; and then the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

See. 24. And he it further enacted, That there shalt be 
allowed to collec f wpensation for tbeir ser- 
vices and that of their dcputics, as y of 1,000 per ati- 
mum, to be paid quarterly, and in addition thereto a com- 
mission of two and one haf ofone per cent. upon the first 


$100,003, and a commission of one and one latl of one per 
gent. upon all sums above $100,000 and not excecding 


$400,000, and a commission of one-half of ond per cent. on 
all sums above $400,009, such commissions to. be computed 
upon the amounts by them respectively collected and. paid 
over and accounted for under the thstructio; 

ury Department; &e. . Moog Shae 


“Mr, PIKE. I move to strike out “two and a 
half?’ and in lieu thereof to insert “three,” so 


that it will read; “ three pér cent” &ci I pro- 


pose afterwards to strike out ‘ one and one-half’? 
and insert “two.” ‘The effect will be to increase 
the rate where small sums. are collected ant. to 
decrease the rate on larger ones. As itis now, 
the collector who collects $100,000 gets. $4,000. 
By this section he would get $3,500....By my 
amendment he would have the same pay he gets 
now.. Every one understands thatit's nearly as 
much trouble to collect small sums as to collect 
large ones. Itis as much trouble for a deputy 
collector to collect ten dollars iga:country dis- 
trict fur a tavern license as it would bë to collect 
$1,000 from a manufacturer. And so of other 
small sums in sparsely setled districts, and both 
changes would have the effect not:to. increase the 
pay of the collectors generally, but to retain them 
about as they are now under the present system. 

Mr. MORRILL. I trust that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine will not be adopted. 


| It would have the effect of giving a man $4,000 


for collecting nearly one hundred: thousand dol- 
lars. It should be remembered that these collect- 
ors who collect one, two, and three million dol- 


| lars, have to be very responsible men, and have 
| to give bonds correspondingly, Lurust tbe amend- 
| ment will not be adopted. 


Mr. GRINNELL. l move toamend the amend- 
ment by inserting ‘three and one half” in the 
place of ‘ three,” so as to make the rate three and 
one half of one per cent. i 

I desire’ to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. Morriti] to a statement I 
hold in my‘hand of a collector of one of the dis- 
tricts in Iowa, which shows thatthewholearmount 
he received in one year for his compensation was 
only $287 18. That is from a gentleman who 
could command $1,000 salary anywhere for ser- 
vice. He was about to resign, ag Í understood, 
and the Commissioner of Internal Revenue asked 
me whom f would recommend to take his. place 
in case of resignation. I answered him I did not 
know a man of responsibility whom I would rec- 
ommend to take the office for such pay in the 
district. $ 

Now, by increasing the percentage you will 
hold out some encouragement to those who are 
deputy collectors, who are not haf paid In the 
district of which this gentleman.is collector, ten 
deputy collectors ought to receive $500 each.. This 
would not be an unreasonablesum; but under this 
bill they would not get more than two or three 
hundred dollars, and many of them have to ride 
from thirty to fifty miles, and employ much of 
their time. 1 say, asa matier of economy, we 
cannot afford to make this sum so small that we 
cannot get men of honor, capacity, and integrity 
for the chief and bis deputies, 

l hope thisamendment will prevail in justice to 
the newer portions of the country, where the col- 
lectors have received virtually nothing, as in the 
case to which I have referred, notwithstanding the 
large responsibility incurred. 

I hope the sum of three and a half per cent. 
will be inserted, as a matter of economy as well 
as justice, since it will stimulate the deputy col- 
lectors to collect everything they can, and afford 
a fairer compensation to gentlemen who bave 
hitherto been faithful and shown competency. in 


| the discharge of their delicate duties. 


Mr. WINDOM. i merely wish to say that if 
gentlemen do not desire to collect the taxes in cer- 
tain districts, they will do well to make no change 
in this provision of the bill. Representing as Í 


is of the Treas-: | 


do a sparsely settled district, [speak what I know | 


to be the fact, when I say that you cannot retain 
your collectors at the present compensation. 

In severa! counties in my State they have been 
retained solely upon the assurance that an addi- 
tional allowance would be made to them. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out ‘three’? and in- 
serting “four.” I offer the amendment because 
l am fully satisfied that in a large number: of. the 
districts in the western States the compensation 


sheen 


-of the yedir without:a dollar ofcompensation for 


mont 


of the collectors tinder the: presentlaw isto ily 


‘inadequate.: +E knw. that sucinis the dase tnaniy 


own districts “T-have already stated ‘that: under 


-the provisions:of this bill the collector: ina ‘dis- 
-triet-of thirty-seven ‘counties in my Stat 


> ceives 
a compensation which will novexcecd’g1,700, and 
every dollar of that $1,700 will be needed by 
to: pay: Kis deputies, and he w left: 


his services, and without « dollar’foi 
personal expenses. I therefore offer ne 
ment because I am satisfied:weare failing‘to make 


.&.proper ‘and suitable. provision for. the collectors 


in the large districts of the western States... osz 
Mr. BOUT WELL. Generally; I: have: no 
doubt, the compensation proposed in this: billiis 
sufficient for the collectors, and as much as they 
ought to have, but after consultation with the gen- 
tleman who has charge of this bill, L will-move, 
if that will satisfy gentlemen who are concerned 


“about these western districts especially,an amend- 


ment which I think will relieve the,dificalty— 
that is, to'put the matter in the-hands of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 7, 
` I will move that the two provisos in this bill 
shall be transposed, adding the word, *-however ” 
after what is’ now ‘the: first, proviso, and ‘striking 
out the word “farther ” after what is now the gec- 
ond proviso. That.will limitthe salary to 45,000 
in.all cases asa general-rile, giving to the Seere» 
retary of the Treasury power to make further al- 
lowances. Tiiat will cover all these difficult cases, 
` Mr. Houssarp’s amendment to the:amendment 
was rejected. : oon j 

The question recurred on Mr, Prxe’s amend- 
ment, and it was rejected. i es 

Mr. BOUTWELL.  Inow submit my amend 
ment to transpose:the two provisos to this section, 

Mr. MORRILL called for tellers, ee 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Exprwmce 
and Orta were appointed. , 

The committee divided; and the tellers re 
—ayes 50, noes 45. 

So Mr. BourweLL’s amendment wasagreed to. 

Mr. SMITH. . I moveto amend the twenty. 
fourth section by inserting, after the. word 
“ clerks,” the words ‘and the necessary office 
rent.” It must be evident to every menaber that 
a collector who is charged with the collectioii of 
avery large amount of money. cannot :perform 
his business without proper office accommoda- 
tion. In some ‘cities and towns the rents of such 
offices will amount to considerable ‘sums... I think 
it unfair to require the collector. to pay the rent 
of his office, and 1 do. not consider that the. pro» 
viso which authorizes the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to allow.all. the necessary expenses of collect- 
ors will include, as a matter of.course, the office 
rent, There should be, therefore, some provis- 
ion of law by which. collectors will be allowed 
their office rent. Inthe district where I live, al 
though, some sixteen hundred thousand. dollars 
will be collected, the collector will:not. make 
enough in salary and percentage, over and above 
the necessary expenditures of the office, to main- 
tain his family. I suppose the same is the case 
in every district in the country, not to the same 
extent in some as in others. Where the Govs 
ernment needs the services of an officer of such 
an important character, it should give him the 
office accommodations necessary for carrying on 
his business. ` 

Mr. MORRILL. I trust we will have no such 
uncertain provision inserted in this bill as that 
reported by the gentleman from Kentucky. ia 

Mr. WILSON. Will the gentleman from Ver- 
yicld to me for a suggestion? vas 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. one 

Mr. WILSON. I do not wish to interfere, but 
I do hope that the gentleman from Vermont will 
move that the committee do now rise, for the pur- 


ported 


| pose of closing debate on this section. 


Mr. MORRILL. _ Itistrue that: Iwas opposed 
to reducing the aggregate amount of compensation 
to collectors for the reason that these collectors 
have to pay outin some distriéts very large sums. 
not only for one room but for several rooms for 
offices. But I think it best to trust to the. House 
to restore the original provision of $5,000 rather 
than to insert any such discretion as is proposed 
by the gentleman from Kentucky.. I move that 
the committee do now rise for the purpose of clos- 
ing debate on this section. — f 

The motion was agreed to. 
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So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the: chair, Mr. W-asupurne, of Hii- 
nois, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration, asa special order, the: internal. revenue 
bill, and: had, come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr: MORRILL.. I move that all debate.in the 
‘Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the; twenty-fourth section of the bill terminate 
in thirty seconds'after :the committee-shall have 
resumed its consideration. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. Imove thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and: that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the: Whole on the: state of the 
Union. wt ; : 

The motion was agreed to. 


So the rules were. suspended; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasu- 
BURNE, Of Illinois, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration, as a special order, of the internal 
revenue bill, all debate on the twenty-fourth sec- 
tion being closed, by order of the House, in thirty 
seconds. i 

Mr. SMITH. Mr, Chairman, my amendment 
is now in order, and I desire to say a single word 
upon it. F 

{Here the hammer fell. Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The half minute.to which 
the debate was limited has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I propose to amend by in- 
serting at the end of the first proviso as follows: 

Provided, That if any collector shalt demand of or re- 
ceive, directly or indirecuy, from any deputy. collector or 
clerk employed by him, as a condition of his appointment 
or continuance in his said office or employment, any por- 
tion of the compensation agreed to be paid theretofore, or 
any other consideration, said collector so offending shall be 
summarily dismissed from office, and shall be liable to a fine 
of not less than fifty dollars upon conviction of such of- 
fense in any district or cireuit court of the United States 
of the district in which such offense may be committed, 


Mr. STEVENS. I suggest that there is no 
salary attached to any of these offices, and that 
the gentleman’s amendment will therefore have 
no application to them. 

» Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say a word on 
that subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PIKE. I move to amend the samescction 
by adding as follows: : 

Provided further, That nothing contained. in this section 
shall be construed to Allow any collector more than $4,000 
per annum exciusive of stationery, blauk-books, and post- 
age. 

The question was taken; and ona division there 
were—ayes 55, noes 35; no quorum voting. 

Mr. PIKE, I withdraw the amendment, and 
renew itin the same form, adding at the end ‘and 
pay of deputies and clerks.’” 

‘heamendment was adopted—ayes 60, noes 40. 

Mr. MORRILL. On page 28, line eleven, L 
move to insert after the word ‘which’? the words 
“aggregate statements and receipts;’? so as to 
make the clause read as follows: 

Aud the other two shall be given on aggregate state- 
ments of the lists or returns aforesaid, exhibiting the gross 
amount of taxes to be collected in his collection district, 
one of which aggregate ements and receipts shall be 
transmitted to the Commissioner of fnternal Revenue, and 
the other to the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BOUTWELL. T move to strike out, in 
the seventh and eighth lines of the same section, 


the words ‘* for any proper purpose.” The clause 
would then read: 


_ That each collector, on receiving, from time to time, 
Jistis and returns from the said assessors, respectively, shall 
subscribe three receipts; one of whieh shall be given Ont 
fall and correct copy of such list or return, and he deliv- 
ered by him to, aud shall remain with, the assessor of his 
collection district, and shall be open to the inspection of 
any person who may apply to inspect the same. 


Iwill remark that these words go to change 
the existing law. As the law now stands these 
lists are open to inspection. These words putit 
in the discretion of the assessor to allow this ex- 
amination or to decline to allow it. I think, 
therefore, this amendment is a proper one. 

The amendment was agreed te. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend section 
twenty-seven, in the twenty-second line, by in- 
serting after the word “summons” the words 


‘and with four cents for each mile actually and 
necessarily traveled in serving the same.” 
The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. MORRILL. I movetoimsertinthetwenty- 
fourth line, after the word ‘‘cents,”? the words 
‘and mileage.” 

The amendment was adopted, 


The clause,as modified by the last two amend- 
ments adopted, reads as follows: 


: And if any person shail neglect to pay as aforesaid for 
more than ten days, it shall be the duty of the collector or 
his deputy to issue to such person a summons to be left at 
his dwelling or usual place of business, or be sent-by mail, 
demanding the payment of said duties or taxes, stating the 
amount thereof, with a fee of twenty cents for the issuing 
and service of such summons and with four cents for each 
mile actually and necessarily traveled in serving the same. 
And if such person shall not pay the duties or taxes and 
the fee of twenty cents and mileage as aforesaid, within 


-ten days -after the service or the sending by mail of such 


summons, it shall-be the duty.of the collector or his deputy 
to collect the said duties or taxes and fee of twenty cents, 
with ten per cent. penalty as aforesaid ; but no such sum- 
mons shall be necessary in respect to annual taxes assessed 
upon any property or articles included in sehedule A of this 
act. 


Mr. MORRILL. On page 31, line eighty-two 
of the same section, I move toadd after the word 
“ provided”? the word ‘ further.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. I move to amend 
in the second line of section twenty-seven by 
striking out the word * ten’? and inserting “ twen- 
ty;’? so as to make the clause read as follows: 


That each of said collectors shall, within twenty days 
after receiving his annual collection list from Me assessors, 
respectively, as aforesaid, give notice, by advertisement 
published in each county in his col ion district, in one 
newspaper printed in such county, if any such there be, 
and by notifications to be posted up in at least four public 
places in each county in his collection district, that the said 
duties have become due and payable, and state the time 
and place within said county at which he or his deputy will 
attend to recvive tbe same, which time sbalil not be less 
than ten days alter such notification. 

I will state, that under the provisions of this 
section as it now stands it will be utterly im- 
possible for the larger districts of the western 
States to comply with the law. As I have al- 
ready stated in a remark made upon another 
amendment, my district comprises thirty-seven 
counties, and itis not less than two hundred miles 
from one extremity of the district to the other, 
and with some fifteen or twenty deputies distrib- 
uted over that district it willbe utterly impossi- 
ble for the collector to comply with that provision 
of this section which requires notice to be given 
within ten days; for this reason I have moved to 
extend the time to twenty days. [do not see 
that the amendment will affect the other provis- 
ions of the bill, and it is necessary to enable the 
collectors of these large districts to carry out the 
law. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will merely say, in oppo- 
sition to the amendment, that while this extension 
of ime might be convenient in the gentleman’s 
district, and perhaps in one or two others, it 
would in my judgment have an injurious effect 


in its application to the country generally. lj 


therefore hope it will not be adopted, 
The amendment was disagreed to. : 
Mr. MORRILL. I have another amendment 
to the section, in the twenty-seventh line, to make 
it conform to the amendments which we have al- 
ready adopted. [ move to insert after the word 
“cents” the words ‘and mileage.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Thecommittee informally rose;and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, a message was received 
from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, their Secretary, 


| requesting the return of their message informing 
|! the House that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
i ments of the House to the bill (S. No. 126) to 


amend an act to incorporate the inhabitants of 


į the city of Washington, passed May 15, 1820. 


Also, that the Senate have passed a bill (H. R. 
No. 192) making appropriations for the legisla- 


| tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- ! 
ernment for the year ending 30th of June, 1865, | 
with amendments; in which he was directed to | 


ask the concurrence of the House. í 
Also, that the Senate had passed a bil! (S. No. 


233) making an additional gravt of lands to the | 


State of Kansas to aid in the construction of rail- 
road and telegraph lines. 

The committee resumed its session, and pro- 
ceeded again to the consideration of the 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 28. And be it further enacted, That in all cases 
where the property liable to distraint for duties or taxes 
under this act may not be divisible, so. as to enable the col- 
Jector by a sale of part thercof to raise the whole amount 
of the tax, with. all costs, charges, and commissions, the 
whole of such property shall be sold, and the surplus of the 
proceeds of the sale, after satisfying the duty or lax, costs, 
and charges, shall be paid to the owner of the property, or 
his, her, or their legal representatives; or if he, she, or 
they cannot. be found, or refuse to receive the same, then 
such surplus shall be deposited in the Treasury. of the 
United States, to be there held forthe use of the owner, or 
his, her, or their legal representatives, until he, she, or they 
shall make application therefor to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who, upon such. application, shall, by warrant 
on the Treasury, cause the same to be paid to the applicant. 
And if the property advertised for sale as aforesaid cannot 
be sold for the amount of the duty or tax due thereon, with 
the costs and charges, the collector shah purchase the same 
in behalf of the United States foran amount not exceeding 
the said tax or duly, with the costs and charges thereon 
And all property so purchased niay be sold by said colector 
under such regulations as mày be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue. And the collector shall 
render a distinct account of all charges incurred in the sale 
of such property, and shall pay into the Treasury the sur- 
plus, if any there be, after defraying the charges. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
word ‘property,’ where it last occurs, the words 
& to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, who 
shall by regulation determine the fees and costs 
to be charged in cases of distraintand other seiz- 
ures.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to insert after the words 
“property and” the words ‘said collectors,” 

Tht amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont to this point: the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means ought to be permitted to 


‘offer an amendment hereafter fixing the time the 


notice shall be served. 

Mr. MORRILL, 1 hope that that permission 
will be granted. 

Me CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no ob- 
jeci6n, and it will be so understood, that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means shall have the privi- 
lege to go back and submit the amendment, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 29. And be it further enacted, That in any case 
where goods, chattels, or effects sufficient to satisfy the du- 
ties imposed by this act upon auy. person Jiable to pay the 
same shall not be found by the collector or deputy collector 
whose duty it may be to collect the same, be is hereby au- 
thorized to collect the same by scizure and sale of real es- 
tate; and the officer making such seizure and sale shall 
give notice to the person whose estate is proposed to be 
sold, by giving himin hand, or leaving at his fast and usual 
place of abode, if be has any such within the collection 
listriet where said estate is sitnated, a notice, in writing, 
stating what particular estate is proposed to be sold, de- 
seribing the same with reasonable certainty, and the time 
when and place where said officer proposes to sell the 
same; whieh time sliall vol be less than ten vormore than 
twenty days from the time of giving said notice. And the 
said officer sbalil also cause a notification to the same ef. 
feet to be pablished iu some newspaper within the county 
where such seizure is made, ifany such there be, and shal 
also cause a like notice to be posted up at the post office 
nearest to the place of residence of the person whose estate 
shall be so seized, aud in two other public places within 
the county ; &e. 

Mr. KERNAN. I move to strike out ten” 
and insert “twenty” and to strike out “ twenty” 
and insert “ forty.” It seems to me that the 
time provided in the bill is too short. 

Mr. MORRILL. There has been no difficulty 
In lts Operations now, 

Mr. KERNAN. Has there been any sale yn- 
der the law? 

Mr. MORRILL. {think there has been. 

Mr. KERNAN. I have heard none. Ido 
not know where real estate has been sold on ten 
days’ notice. This, sir, is an unheard-of thing. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 
54, noes 20; no quorum voting. 

The roll was called; and the following mem- 
bers failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. William J. Allen, Ancona, Anderson, Amold, 
Francis P. Blair, Jacob B. Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boyd, 
Brandegee, James S. Brown, Willitm G. Brown, Ambrose 
W. Clark, Clay, Cox, Cravens, Thomas T. Davis, Dem- 
ing, Dixon, Donnelly, Edgerton, Eliot, English, Farns- 
worth, Grider, Hale, Harding, Harrington, Charles M, Har- 
ris, Herrick, Hooper, Hulburd, Hutchins, Jenckes, Philip 
Joluson, William Johnson, Kalbftleisch, Kasson, King, La- 
zear, Le Blond, Litthejohu, Mallory, Marvin, McAliis- 
ter, Morrison, Leonard Myers, Jolin O'Neill, Perry, Rad- 
ford, Samuel J. Randall, Rogers, James S. Rollins, Ross, 
Schenck, Scofield, Scott, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Steb- 
bins, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Stevens, Sweat, 
Thomas, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Ward Webster, Whaley, 
and Benjamin Wood. 
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ing resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnpurne, of Ii- 
nois, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly House bill No. 405, to provide in- 
ternal revenue to supportthe Government, to pay 
interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses; and finding itself without a quorum, had 
caused the roll to be called, and directed him to 
report the names of the absentees to the House. 

A quorum having answered to their names, the 
committee resumed its session. 

The amendment was then adopted. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


- And the owners, their heirs, executors, or administra- 
tors, or any person having an interest therein, or any per- 
son on their behalf, shall have liberty to redeem the land 
sold as aforesaid, within one year from and after recording 
the said deed, upon payment to the purchaser, or, in ease 
he cannot be found in the county where the jands are sit- 
uate, to the collector, for the use of the purchaser, his heirs 
or assigns, of the amount paid by the purchaser, with in- 
terest on the same at the rate of twenty per cent. per 
annum. 


Mr. KERNAN. I move to insert after the 
word “ therein’? the words ** or a lien thereon.” 
‘That will not only allow the owner to redeem, but 
aman who has a lien by mortgage, 

The amendment was agreed to.. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 34. And be it further enacted, That if any collector 
shall fail either to collect or to render his account, or to pay 
over in the manner or within the times hereinbefore pro- 
vided, it shall be the duty of the First Comptroller of the 
‘Treasury, and he is hereby authorized and required, imme- 
diately after evidenee of such delinquency, to report the 
same to the Solicitor of the ‘Treasury, who shall issue a 
warrant of distress against such delinquent collector and 
his sureties, directed to the marshal of the district, Mercin 
expressing the amount of the taxes with which the said 
collector is chargeable, and the sums, if any, which have 
been paid. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to add “so far as 
the sume are ascertainable in the office of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 42. And be it further enacted, That separate accounts 
shall be kept at the Treasury of all moneys received from 
internal duties or taxes in cach of the respective States, 
Territories, and collection districts; and that separate ac- 
counts shall be kept of the amount of each species of duty 
or tax that shall acerue, so as to exhibit, as far as may be, 
the amount assessed, collected, and received from each 
souree of revenue, with the moneys paid as compensation 
to the collectors and deputy collectors, assessors and as- 
sistant a s inspectors, and other officers employed in 
each of the respective States, Territories, and collection 
districts, an abstract in tabular form of whieh accounts it 
shall be the duty of the Seeretary of the Treasury, an- 
nually, in the month of December, to lay before Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL. F move to strike out the 
word “assessed”? after the word ‘ amount” and 
“Cand received” afier the word “ collected,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GANSON. I move to go back to section 
thirty-five and to add the following: 

It shall not be lawful for any depositary, collector, or 
other person into whose hands any money may come 
under the provisions of¢his act to use, loan, or invest any 
of such money, or any part thereof; and any violation of 
this provision shall be deemed a misdemeanorand punish- 
able as such, and shall be cause of removal from the oflice 
held by such person. 

Mr. KASSON. I understand, sir, that that is 
a simple provision which is already provided for 
by a general clause in the act known as the sub- 
‘Treasury act, and therefore it is unnecessary. 

Mr. GANSON. That does not apply to this 
ease.at all, 

No objection being made to going back, the 
amendment was offered. 

Mr. WILSON. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man from New York whether he had not better 
provide in his amendment for the grade of the 
punishment ? 

Mr. GANSON. {propose to declare ita mis- 
demeanor and punishable by fine and imprison- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON. [think that had better be in- 
verted in the gentheman’s amendment. 

Mr. GANSON. Then l willadd to my amend- 


Lil 


The committee then rose; and the Speaker hav- 


ment the words “by a fine not exceeding $100, 
or imprisonment not exceeding oné year.” i 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman permit 
that amendment to go to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, in order to allow them to consider it, 
and bring it in as an independent section? Tam 
in favor of the amendment. ` aki i 

Mr. GANSON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then let. the gentleman 
withdraw it with the understanding that the com- 
mittee shall have the right to report it hereafter. 

Mr. GANSON. I withdraw it with the under- 
standing that the committee shall incorporate it 
in the bill. f 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly, 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Iask permission to 
go back to the thirty-fifth section, in order to 


move to strike out one word and insert another. 


I want to move to strike out of the ninth line of 
the section the word ‘ such,” and insert the word . 
“any.” 

Mr. GRINNELL. We have passed that. 

Mr. KALBELEISCH. Isupposel wastread- 
ing on the toes of my friend from Iowa. [Laugh- 
ter. : 

R! r. WILSON. We shall never get through 
this bill if we go baek; therefore I object. 

Mr. MORRILL. | move to amend the forty- 
fourth section by striking out the words “to the 
purchaser thereof,” in line five, and inserting them 
after the word ‘*sale’’ in the fourth line; a mere 
transposition of the words. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The section was again read, as follows: 


Sec. 44. And beit further enacted, That in all cases of 
distraint and sale of goods or chattels for non-payment of 
taxes, dutics, or licenses, as provided for, the bill of sale 
of such goods or chattels given by the officer making such 
sale to the purchaser thereof shall be conclusive evidence 
of the right of the officer to make such sale, and of the 
correctness of his proceedings in selling the same. 


Mr. KERNAN. I movetoamend, inthe fifth 
line, by striking out the word ‘ conclusive,” and 
inserting the words “ prima fucie.” ThatI think 
isin accordance with the rest of the bill upon this 
subject. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ihope that will be done. 

Mr. MORRILL. Unless this shall be conclu- 
sive evidence to the purchaser thereof, how are 
you going to have any purchasers? 

Mr: KERNAN. Under this bill, if one man’s 
property should be sold for another man’s tax, 
and you could not show that the officer had not 
the right to sell and had made an honest mistake, 
the man would lose his property. To make out 
a prima facie case, you have nothing to do but to 
produce the bill of sale, and then the purchaser 
has the burden of overthrowing it. 

Mr. LAW. Idemand tellers on the amend- 
ment, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Law and Mr. 
Ames wereappointed, 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 60, noes 46. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the forty- 
fourth section by striking out all after the words 
“shall be? and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words ‘conclusive evidence to the purchaser 
thereof of the regularity of the officer’s proceed- 
ings in selling the same.” In my opinion this 
certificate should be conclusive evidence of some- 
thing. If it is not to be conclusive of title, so as 
to prevent the real owner from asserting his right 
of ownership as against the sale, it ought at least 
to be conclasive as to the regularity of the pro- 
ceedings upon which the sale is made. That is 
the rule which prevails in most of the States in 
relation to the selling of personal property for 
taxes. The certificate ought to be final as to the 
regularity of the proceedings. Ido not think it 
ought to go beyond that, but it ought to be con- 
clusive evidence to that extent. It seems to me 
that the language used in the bill is too broad. 
The real owner of the property ought to be per- | 
mitted to asgert his claim against all persons who | 


hold it under the sale; and yetif we do not make | 
the certificate conclusive evidence of something— | 


that is, of the regularity of the proceedings undet 
the sale—we will sell no property under this..bill. 
Mr, KASSON. Will the gentleman from Th- 


diana allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 0 0 0 

Mr. KASSON. I want'to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Indiana whether it. will not be more 
consistent with the action ofthe committee to have 
it read that it shall be prima facie evidence of the 
right of the officer to make such sale, and conelu- 
sive evidence of the correctness of his proceed- 
ings in selling the same. ` 

r. HOLMAN. That will accomplish my 

purpose better than my own language. But I 
suggest that he use the word ‘regularity’? in- 
stead of the word ‘correctness. ”? i 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for recess hav- 


ing arrived, the committee will now rise. 


The committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Wasuzurne, of Illinois, 
reported that the Commitiee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration as 
a special order the internal revenue bill, and had 
comé to no conclusion thereon. i 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. COFFROTH asked and obtained leave of 

absence from the sittings of the House. 
LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. MORRILL. lask that by unanimous con- 
sent the Senate amendments to the legislative 
appropriation bill be taken from the Spéaker’s 
table, and referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

It was so ordered. 

The hour of half past four o'clock, p. m., hay- 
ing arrived, the House took a recess until seyen 
o’clock, pe m. 


_ EVENING SESSION. re 
The House resumed its session atseven o'clock, 
p.m. ete ph wt 


PRIZE CASES IN NEW YORK. : 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
in compliance with a resolution of the House of 
Representatives, a report of the Solicitor of the 
Treasury on the complaints of improper prac- 
tices in the disposition of prize casés in New York; 
which were referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be’ printed. ie O 


ACADEMY OF SCIENCES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House ia 
communication from Professor A.D. Bache,trans- 
mitting the report of the National Academy of 
Sciences during the past year. 

Mr. KASSON. I understand that part of the 
matter embraced in that report relates to the sub- 
ject of coinage, weights, and measures. Unless 
some gentleman wishes to makea different motion, 
I will move that it be referred to the committee 
on a uniform system of coinage, weights, and 
measures; and that five hundred extra copies ef 
the report be printed. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the motion for 
the printing of extra copies was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


RAILROAD TO NEW YORK. 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. Imove to re- 


consider the vote by which the Raritan and Del- 
aware Bay railroad bill was postponed for. two 
weeks from yesterday; and on that I move the 
previous question. i 

Mr. BROOMALL. Will the gentleman allow 
me to make one remark? 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I would rather 
not, $ AS 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. I move that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia.. I move that 
tHere be a call of the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ANCONA. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 
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some speeches to be made on the Raritan and 
Delaware Bay railroad bill. One gentleman, at 
least, is here who expects to speak on it to-night. 
There is no intention to press the bill to a vote. 
Mr, STEELE, of .New. Jersey. The under- 
standing was that this bill should go over for two 
weeks from yesterday. The arrangement was 
made and-acquiesced in by the gentleman from 
Corinecticut, [Mr Deming,] who has the bill in 
charge. A number of those interested in the bill 
are now absent; and I therefore think it unjust to 
press it on the House at this time. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE: I do not understand 
that special arrangements were made. [t was 
understood that action was postponed for two 
weeks. The friends of that measure deem it de- 
sirable that the House shall act upon it either 
one way or the other. There is another very 
important bill pending affecting New Jersey, 
which seems to be ina flutter whenever anything 
occurs to affect her railroad interests—I mean the 
bill for an air-line read to New York. J am not 
‘aware that the motion to reconsider the vote 
postponing this bill is introduced for the pur- 
pose of cutting off debate, although, in my judg- 
ment, the question has been already fully de- 
bated. Three or four members opposed to the 
bill have made long speeches, and but two or 
three speeches have been made in its favor. There 
is no unfairness in this proposition to reconsider, 
and itis a very lame apology upon the part of 
the opponents of the bill that certain of their 
frionds are not here to oppose the bill. I donot 
propose that the bill shall be put upon its pas- 
sage to-night, but I hope the motion to recon- 
sider will not be laid on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. I only wish 
to say that I was not aware that this postpone- 
ment had taken place until my return here, when 
T understood that there was a distinct agreement 
between the parties to the bill that it should be 
postponed for two weeks. If that be the fact, I 
‘would like to know whether this motion now is 
in entire good faith ? 

Mr. WASH BURNE, of Ilinois. T would like 
to know who were the parties to thatagreement? 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. IL will say that 

the agreement was made by the gentleman having 
charge of the bill. 
_ Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia. I cannot speak 
from any knowledge of the agreement, for I was | 
‘not here; but I will say that if there was an 
agreement it does not seem to me that this mo- 
tion is exactly in good faith. 

Mr.BROOMALL, Lunderstand that the gen- 
tleman who had charge of this bill, and with 
whom alone a bargain could be made by its op- 
ponents, agreed last evening that the bill should 
go over for two weeks. I learned that for the 
first time this evening, and in consequence of my 
representations to that effect, several gentlemen 
who are opposed to the bill are absent from the 
House to-night. i never dreamed for a moment 
that others of the committee would repudiate the 
agreement made by their chairman, or by the 
gentleman having charge of the bill; E do not 
know whether he is the chairman of the commit- 
tee or not. J think, therefore, that it is unfair to 
the opponents of the bill to undertake to bring 
‘back the bill now. upon a motion to reconsider, 
and undertake to pass it through in this way. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, Then this | 
agreement seems to have simmered down to an 
arrangement made by gentlemen on the other 
ei with the gentleman who had charge of the | 

ill, 

Mr. BROOMALL. The only gentleman with | 
whom any agreement could be made, the gentle- | 
man in charge of the bill, consented that this bill | 
should go over fortwo weeks. I never supposed | 
for a moment that that was uot good authority i 
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to deal with. Of course it does not bind the 
House; of course it does not bind the committee 
nor docs it bind any member; but [ will say that f 
itis alittle unfair, and, in my judgment, if the | 
effortis persisted in, it will break up thisevening’s i 
session. f 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of lHlinois. Then I un- | 
derstand the gentleman from Pennsylvania to | 
say that he will filibuster this hill ont of a vote 7 
if he cannot have his own way. ii 

Mr. BROOMALL. ‘The gentleman may un- || 
derstand what he chooses, 1 mean that the gen- |l 


tlemen with whom I have been in the habit of 
acting on this side of the House shall not break 
faith on this subject if I can prevent it. 

Mr. DAWES. Ishouldlike to know, and my 
constituents would like to know, what this busi- 
ness of such overwhelming importance is that has 
burst upon us at this period. Isitthe understand- 
ing’ that everything else is to be put off, that all 
the other business of the country is to wait until 
this railroad business has been settled for New 
Jersey? If it is the understanding upon the part 
of my friends on this side of the House that we 
are to put off the ship canal bill, that we are to 
put off the resolutions for the reconstruction of the 
rebel States, whether we have any States to recon- 
struct or not, that we are to put off the tax bill, 
and put off everything until we can settle this 
thing for New Jersey, 1 have nothing to say; but 
I should like to know it. [Laughter.] 

I know this New Jersey railroad business is 
an important thing to settle. We have got two 
or three railroad bills in Massachusetts which 
we want to settle too, and I want to understand 
the matter. I regret that it has not been possible 
for me to be present to hear the debate that has 
taken place upon this bill, for I might then have 
arrived at a realizing sense of its paramount im- 
portance, [laughter,] that would have demon- 
strated to me the propriety of postponing all other 
matters until it shall have been disposed of; be- 
cause, if it is necessary, |} will not only lend it 
my quasi assent, but 1 will codperate for that 
purpose. 

I am going to save the country in some way or 
other, and ifit shall be through Camden and A m~ 
boy, or through the Raritan, so beit. [Laughter.] 
But L want to understand it. l want to know 
whether the understanding is that everything else 
shall wait on this railroud matter? 

1 do not know how the stock is. I have not 
heard from the New York market. I do not 
know whether there is a necessity for passing 
the bill at once, or whether it willdo to allow it 
to wait for two or three weeks. It seems to me 
the country could stand it to go by the straight 
line to New York, and not go roundby what my 
friend from Pennsylvania calls an elbow, for a 
few weeks; though I shall, as at present advised, 
go for the Raritan. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, I thought 
the gentleman was, by the remarks he was mak- 
ing. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 knew that I made my friend 
understand the position I occupied. As at pres- 
ent advised Lam for Raritan. 

Mr. LIUBBARD, of Lowa. Would itstop spec- 
ulation? 

Mr. DAWES, I think it would. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. Can we goon 
with the tax bill now? Uthink not. This meas- 
ure has come up in its regular order, and there is 
nothing unjust about it: 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey. It was regu- 
larly agreed that it should be postponed for two 
weeks. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. What is the question be- 
fore the House? 

The SPEAKER. Shall there be a call of the 
House. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Then I object to further 
debate. 

Mr. DAWES. After unanimous consent has 
been given can the discussion be stopped? 

The SPEAKER. When a member has unan- 
imous consent given to make a speech or personal 
explanation he cannot be stopped by a single ob- 

jection. But when, in the absence ofa quorum, 
a desultory debate is progressing by general con- 


| sont, any member can arrest it by demanding the 


enforcement of the rules. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 1 ask unanimous consent 
to make a suggestion. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. DAWES. I yield to the gentleman. 
{Laughter.] : 

Mr ELDRIDGE. { was only going to make 
this suggestion. The gentleman from Massachua- 
setts said that he was going to save the country, 
and I propose to give him this evening to do so. 

Mr. DAWES. Youcannotdo thatif you bring 
up the Raritan bill, {Laughter.] 

Mr, ELDRIDGE. 1 withdraw iffy objection 


and give the floor to the gentleman from Massa- 
chugetts, 


Mr. DAWES. [yield the floor to the gentleman 
from. Kentucky who made this motion. w 

Mr. YEAMAN. Mr. Speaker, something has 
been said about an arrangement—a contract—on 
this subject. I know nothing about any such 
thing. What Idid in this matter I did at the re- 
quest of the gentleman who ostensibly has the bill 
under his charge in the House. I understood him 
to say that he would be absent for a day or two, 
and he wanted the motion made. | had no sooner 
made it than I doubted its propriety, beinga friend 
of the measure. Other friends desired that this 
matter should be reconsidered. I have no objec- 
tion to its being reconsidered and acted on now. 
But I do not want to tuke anybody by surprise 
Ido not want gentlemen to break their plighted 
faith. I will make a proposition that I think will 
meet with every man’s concurrence. This is a 
privileged question, and can be taken up at any 
time. Let it be agreed, then, that the gentleman 
shall call it up to-morrow evening; that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Penpieton] shall make 
his speech, that the gentleman shall follow him, 
that the gentleman who has charge of the bill shall 
follow, and then that the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I object, as another subject 
has been postponed for to-morrow evening. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. Postpone that. 

Mr. ARNOLD. No, sir; the subject is of much 
more importance to the country. 

The SPEAKER. That subject has been post- 
poned until after the morning hour, and the re- 
bellious States bill being the special order will 
take precedence. 

Mr. ARNOLD. = Itis in the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
the gentleman is right. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imove to dispense with the 
call of the House. 

The SPEAKER, It has not been ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Then I demand the question. 

The House refused to order that there be a call 
of the House. : 

The question recurring upon the motion to lay 
upon the table the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House postponed the Raritan and 
Delaware Bay railroad bill for two weeks from 
to-morrow, 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Srree, of New 
Jorsey,and Mr. Kexxoce, of Michigan, were ap- 
vointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 51, noes 28; no quoram voting. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Michigan that he withdraw his motion to 
reconsider, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. J withdraw it. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a message from the Senate, re- 
questing the House to return to the Senate a mes- 
sage informing the House that the Senate had 
agreed to its amendments to Senate bill No. 126, 
to amend an act to inicorporate the inhabitants of 
the city of Washington, passed May 16, 1820. 

No objection being made, it was ordered that 
the message be returned to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER procceded, as the next order 
of business, to call the committees for reports. 


GUARDIAN SOCIETY OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine, from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, reported back a 
bill (H. R. No. 255) granting certain privileges to 
the Guardian Society of the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read through; and was then or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I hope this bill will 
not be rushed through without some considera- 
tion. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. 
verbal amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Itcan be done only by unan- 
imous consent, 

Mr. RICE, of Maine, by unanimous consent, 
moved to amend by inserting’ the word ‘ east” 
after the word ‘street,’ stating that it was im- 
portant as merely fixing the territory granted by 
the act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Is it too late to offera 
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Mr. RICE, of Maine. The last Congress in- 
corporated some of the most highly respectable 
gentlemen of this city, and some out of it but in 
the District, as Guardian Society of this District. 
They ask, in consequence of the great need of 
some house of industry where juvenile offenders 
and orphans may be placed, that certain unoceu- 
pied lands about half a mile south of this Cap- 
itol may be granted to them for the purpose of 
the erection of certain buildings for that purpose. 
This bill grants to them about three acres of land, 
out of a reservation of some nine acres, which is 
now lying idle and vacant. 

The bill provides, also, that these buildings 
shall be erected in accordance with specifications 
and plans to be approved by the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings, so that there shall be-no 
buildings erected there which shall be a disgrace 
to the city. Two of the justices of the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia came before the 
committee and strongly urged that this grant 
should be made. Judges Cartter and Olin urged 
upon us the propriety of allowing this society to 
invest their money in the erection of a house of 
industry to which the court could send juvenile 
offenders. 

And let me say here that by the laws of this 
District the crime of larceny of over five dollars 
subjects the offender to one year’s imprisonment; 
and the judges state to us that they have repeat- 
edly, against their better judgment perhaps, been 
obliged to discharge juvenile offenders for the 
reason that there is ho place where they could be 
put in proper confinement. 

It is said by gentlemen who came before us 
that there was a large amount of money ready to 
be invested in this matter by these philanthropic 
men if this bill could be passed. ‘The bill pro- 
vides that unless $20,000 is expended within three 
years this grant shall cease. 

I trust there will be no objection to the bill, 
considering the great importance of the measure, 
iu view of the fact that a bill which was before 
the House a few days ago for building a house 
of industry and a penitentiary failed to pass, 
thereby leaving the District without any such 
buildings. ldo not see how there can be any 
objection. The parties ask no money to be ap- 
propriated from the Treasury, but simply a grant 
of land upon which they may expend their money 
for the purposes indicated. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. .I certainly have no 
objection to the object of this bill, but T have been 
opposed and am yet opposed to placing any of 
the land of the Government under the charge or 
control of private companies or corporatioxs, and 
thus placing it beyond the control of the General 
Government. We havealready before the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia a petition from 
this Guardian Society asking an appropriation of 
$20,000; and yet it is claimed that this bill should 
pass because no appropriation is asked from the 
Government. Is it right, is it proper to grant 
these reservations to private corporations which 
ina few years will be worth millions? These 
reservations were made for the purposes of the 
General Government, for the necessary public 
buildings, and to beautify and ornament this city. 

Sir, | have felt the necessity and still feel the 
necessity of establishing a house of correction for 
juvenile offenders in this District. The Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia reported a bill 
to provide for the erection ofa penitentiary, jail, 
and house of correction, That bill has been re- 
committed to the committee with instructions to 
strike out that part of it which provides for the 
erection of a penitentiary and jail, and to inquire 
into the expediency of erecting a house of correc- 
tion. That matter has not, however, been finally 
determined on, or at leasthas not been reported 
upon to the House by the committee. i 

The objection that I have to this bill is that it 
takes out of the control of Congress and of the 
General Government apart of these public reser- 
vations, and gives it to the control of a private 
corporation. Now,I do not see that there is 
any provision in this bill by which the judges 
of the courts of this District can legally sentence 
any juvenile offender to this proposed house of 
industry or house of correction. ‘ 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. The gentleman will 
find that that power is- granted by the act of in- 
corporation of the Guardian Society which passed 
the last Congress. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Well, I am not my- 
self satisfied upon that point. If the gentleman 
has examined it, and is satisfied, it is so, as a 
matter of course. But am unable to see how 
any court here or elsewhere can sentence a juve- 
nile offender to imprisonment ina private corpo- 
ration not under the control of the General Gov- 
ernment. Mr. Speaker, I believe there is an 
absolute necessity for the erection of aHouse of 
correction in this city. Not a morning passes 
but we see mention In the newspapers:of. this 
city of boys who have been convicted of some 
petty offense, and perhaps discharged, because 
of the want of a place in which they can be con- 
fined. It is proposed now to appropriate thou- 
sands here to a private corporation in place of 
erecting a house of correction, to be under the 
control and charge of the Congress of the United 
States. My principal objection, however, is to 
giving these reservations to private corporations. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. The gentleman from 
Ohio is slightly mistaken in the statement he has 
made in regard to the condition of the other bill 
to which he has referred, and which was pend- 
ing before the House. ‘That bill was not recom- 
mitted to the Committee fur the District of Co- 
lumbia with instructions to report a bill for the 
erection of a house of industry, but it was left to 
them to consider that question. The simple difer- 
ence between that measure and this is that that 
woposes to pay a large sum of money out of the 

“reasury of the United States for the erection of 
a house of industry, and this provides simply for 
granting an unoccupied piece of ground for the 
erection of a suitable building, and one that will 
be an honor to the city and the Government, for 
the retention and punishment of these juvenile 
offenders, and the care and comfort of these or- 
phan children. 

Sir, if there are any individuals in the city of 
Washington who are willing to give of their means 
for the erection of a building for this purpose, in 
Heaven’s name let them doit. They do not ask 
any money from the Government. I am told by 
gentlemen who represent the Guardian Society 
that they are willing to erect the necessary build- 
ing and provide for the supportof the institution 
as soon as they shall have this unoccupied piece 
of ground on which to place it, and I cannot see 
any valid objection that can lie against this prop- 
osition, ~ ; 

Without detaining the House further, I de- 
mand the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. ` 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine, moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

{ COINAGE OF CENTS. 

Mr. KASSON, from the select committee ona 
uniform system of coinage, weights, and meas- 
ures, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do pass, bill of the Senate No. 183, in amend- 
ment of an actentitled “Anactrelating to foreign 
coins and the coinage of cents at the Mint of the 
United States,” approved Febraary 21, 1857. 

Mr. KASSON, ‘This bill, which passed the 
Senate some time since, has been before the se- 
lect committee on a uniform system of coinage, 


weights, and measures, and is by them unani- | 


mously reported to the House with a recommend- 
ation that it do pass. tt simply provides for the 
coinage of two-cent pieces and of one-cent pieces 
of a new material, by which I find that the Uni- 
ted States will derive advantage to the extent of 
about a quarter of a million dollars per ycar. 
The Director of the Mint urges it upon the'action 
of the House. The Secretary of the Treasury 
approves it, and unless some gentleman desires to 
ask any questions, | will call the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. STEVENS. Iwill not occupy the atten- 
tion of the House many minutes. 1 am opposed 
to the passage of the bill. Some years ago Con- 
gress provided thatcents should be manufactured 
out of nickel, an article much better calculated 
for the purpose, as we all know, than either cop- 


per or brass, as it does not become rusty. But | 


the Director of the Mint now says that while 


the Government by making cents made some | 


$200,000 a year formerly, they barely save them- 


selves by making thein now öf nickel: They-da 
not pretend that they lose‘anything iv manufac: 
turing them out of nickel. ey 

Now, the consequence of ont former legislation 
was to induce several ‘gentlemen: to:embark in 
working nickel mines, a very difficult thing; be- 
cause it is an ore very: hard to separate, If it 
were not that one of these mines. is in, my-dise 
trict, F might perhaps think it my duty: to speak 
more strenuously in. opposition to: this. bills: E 
know that one gentleman, a resident of Philadel- 
phia, has expended some $200,000 in opening a 
nickel mine and preparing. the machinery, which 
is now in full operation and is.able to supply all 
the nickel wanted ..in.the country. Just. at-the 
moment when this business has been stimulated 
in the way I have mentioned by the Government, 
we. are asked to destroy all this property, for 
nickel is. not much used except for the purpose 
of coin and to mix with. German silver, Shall 
we destroy all this property because by coiting 
with another metal more money may.be saved to 
the Government? I believe ita bad policy... If 
the present nickel cent costs too much, reduce its 
weight, It is evidenuly.a better material than the 
brass which is about to be used. _ E 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker; I cannot givé 
my vote for this change in.the policy of the Gove 
ernment.to the destruction of individual interests, 
after they had been stimulated. by Government 
itself. 1 know that the gentleman from Jowa has 
represented that this change is desired by the Des 
partment and by the Director of the Mint. It 
does not meet my approbation, and therefore.it 
is proper I should raise my voice against it. i 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Speaker, it is: my duty 
to correct in the first instance the statement, that 
the proposed new coin isto be of brass. Samples 
of itare in the House, and, so faras 1 know, 
there is no characteristic of it which justifies that 
remark. The main ingredient of the new coin is 
copper,as the bill shows Its alloy iscomposed 
either of tin or zinc, or both—a very small per- 
centage. at 

As to this proposition, I think itis hardly neces- 
sary to say much to the House. 1 should be glad 
certainly if the person to whom the distinguished 
gentleman from Penney! vania [Mr, Srevens] re< 
fers, shall not suffer any loss in consequence of 
it; but I certainly cannot admit, for my part, any 
such principle of legislation as this, that because 
the Government has been a customer for one 
single article in its operations, the producer of that 
article has a perpetual mortgage on the Govern- 
ment against any change in the employment of 
that article in the various operations required by 
theGovernmentitself, Itis carrying the doctrine 
of protection ‘to a degree that | have never yet 
found a precedent for in this or in any other legis- 
lative body. 

This is simply a proposition within the power 
of the Government to return, in part, to the old 
material used for the coinage of cents; and the 
only objection made to it against the argument 
that it will yield some two hundred thousand dol- 
Jars to the Government, against a loss, or at least 
no gain on the present cent coinage, is simply that 
it takes one customer from the market of the gen- 
tleman in Pennsylvania to whom the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means alluded. T 
do not think the-Government can afford to pay, 
for the advantage of a single individual, a quarter 
of a million a year, I move the previous ques- 
tion on the bill, 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Willthe gentleman from 
Iowa withdraw the pevious question to allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. KASSON. Ido so. 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN, Is it proposed by this 
bill to return to the system of copper coinage? 

Mr. KASSON. No, sir; not to the copper 
coin, but to use that metal in composition for è 
bronze coin. i 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Will the bronze coin be 
any larger than the nickel coin now in use? 

Mr. KASSON. It will not be so large. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Then I will support the 
bill. 
` Mr. KASSON renewed the call for the previous 
question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KASSON moved to reconsider the vote 
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by which the bill was passed; and also moved | 


ihat the motion to. reconsider be laid upon the 
table, f 
The latter motion was agreed to. — 
ENCOURAGEMENT OF IMMIGRATION. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, from the spe- 
cial committee on immigration, reported back 
House bill No. 411, to encourage immigration. 


“Mr. HOLMAN. {rise toa question of order. 
> Mr. ASHLEY. Has the morning hour ex- 
ired? © : 


The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Ihope the 
gentleman from Ohio will indulge me a moment 
before he insists on the regular order of business. 
I am aware that if the gentleman from Indiana 
inaists upon his question of order it mustsend this 
bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, but I had hoped that upon a matter 
of so much importance he would agree to con- 
aider this billin the House. The bill was referred 
to a select committee of five, two of which were 
from that side of the House, the colleague of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Law] and the gen- 
tleman from the Lexington district of Missouri, 
(Mr. Rortiws.] The report was unanimous, and 
Ï hope if the gentleman from Indiana considers 
it in the line of his duty that it may be considered 
in the House. If that be the understanding Lam 
willing that it should go over for to-night. 

Mr. HOLMAN, If the bill be considered as 
in Committee of the Whole I have no objection 
to its being considered in the House. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthere be no objection, the 
bill will be considered by sections in the House, 
asin Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. This isan important bill, and prop- 
erly guarded Jam in favor of it; but I hope 
the gentleman will not undertake to call the pre- 
vious question upon it withoutreasonable discus- 
sion upon it, 

VOLUNTEER NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. PIKE. I move to go to the Speaker’s 
tuble for the purpose of taking up two bills there. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 76, relating to appointments in the 
naval service, and courts-martial, with an amend- 
ment of the House disagreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to know what 
the amendment is. 

The SPEAKER. It involves the question 
whether United States officersin the United States 
Navy shall or shall not be confirmed by the 
Senate. 

Mr. PIKE. I move that the House insist on 
its amendment, and ask for a committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House re- 
cede from its amendment. 

“Mr: PIKE. Before the vote is taken I desire 
to explain the amendment. The House passed 
a bill the other day in relation to appointments in 
the Navy, making two additional temporary ap- 

oinmments, that of Heutenant and commander, 
both to be appointed by the Secretary of the 
Navy. The Senate amended the bill by striking 
outthe commander. Further than that the House 
bill contained a provision relative to transfers from 
the volunteer to the regular Navy. 


IT have no 


Navy to appointments in the volunteer Army; 
and itis in furtherance of the same plan that the 
bill now before the House was introduced. 
Senate provide that these appointments shall be 
made upon confirmation by the Senate. That 
would involve very much delay, and it is quite 


necessary that these vessels should be sent to sca | 


as speedily as possible, Thisamendment, there- 
fore, provides for striking out that provision of 
the Senate bill. 

The question being on Mr, Hotman’s motion 
to recede, on a division there were—ayes 46, 
nocs §0; no quoram voting. 

Mr. PIKE called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Pixe and 
Muppieron were appointed. 

T'he House again divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 29, noes 65. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 


ert The object | 
was to assimilate appointments in the volunteer | 


The | 


The question then recurred upon the.motion of 
Mr. Pige, that the House insist on its amend- 
ments, and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The House, by unanimous consent, then took 
from the Speaker’s table House bill No. 370, to 
appoint certain officers of the Navy, with the 
amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. PIKE. . I move.that the House insist upon 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
and ask for a committee of conference. : 

The motion was agreed to. 


THE REBEL STATES. 


Mr. ASHLEY. Inow call up the regular order, 
the bill in relation to the reconstruction of the rebel 
States. 

Mr. STEVENS. I understand the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. Norron} is entitled to the 
floor. Before he proceeds with his remarks, I 
desire to offer a substitute for the bill, that it may 
be printed and come up at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man is not at this time in order,a motion having 
yesterday been entered by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Asner] to recommit the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire again to call the at- 
tention of the Speaker to the 134th rule, in rela- 
tion to the right of persons to admission on this 
floor, which was read this morning, and I see now 
is disregarded.. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the atten- 
tion of the officers of the louse to the rule re- 
ferred to. 

INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. WINDOM. Iask unanimous consent to 
have next Wednesday evening set apart for re- 
ports on Indian affairs. 

Mr. ASHLEY. | object. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has been re- 
quested to ask leave of absence for Mr. SWEAT, | 
of Maine, for ten days. 

There being no objection, leave of absence was 
granted. : 

Mr. NORTON. My Speaker, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Penpteron] declared with a great 
deal of earnestness, if not with vehemence, ina 
speech which he made in this House the other 
day, that if this Republic shall fall to pieces dur- 
ing the present rebellion, impartial history would 
record the fact that the yengeance of God had 
brought this calamity upon us by reason of the 
namcless crimes of the party now in power. Sir, 
l do not believe that this glorious Republic of ours 
is destined to destruction, { believe, on the con- 
trary, that we shall conquer our enemies by the 
force of arms, and bring them into subjectionatour 
feet. [believe that we shall come oat of this severe j 
trial, the severest through which any nation bas 
been called to pass, brighter and purer than ever 
before, and that for a thousand years we shall | 
standasthe model republic of the world, increasing 
in influence, wealth, and power, the glory of the 
nations. H, however, we are destined to fail in 
this great struggle to maintain our independence | 
and our nationality, if we are to present to the 
nations of the world this sad spectacle, then, sir, | 
I think that impartial history will be compelled 
to write that defeat has fallen upon our banners 
and destruction upon our country because that 
while our armies were contending in the field 
againsta powerful foe, impelled by a zeal, a cour- 
age, and an endurance worthy of a better cause, 
we have had at the same time a great and power- 
ful party in our midst contending with all its 
energy against every measure brought forward | 
for the purpose of bringing this war to a speedy 
and triumphant close. i 

If we propose to prosecute the war with vigor 
and to put down the rebellion by force of arms, | 
the gentleman from New York [Mr, FERNANDO | 
Woop] meets us with peace propositions and 
tells us that the war is a ‘hellish crusade of: 
famine and blood,’’ “commenced in error, carried | 
on without glory, and to be terminated by the 
disintegration of the Union.” And the gentle- | 
man from Indiana [Mr. Voorness] takes up the 
strain and tells us that 4 


« At no distantday, when the horror of this war can no | 
longer be borne, the various propositions which have beer 
made and rejected in behalf ofenlighlened negotiation and | 
a constitutional restoration will be gathered up and hurled | 
at those in power as an accusation more appalling, an in- i 


dictment more damning, than was ever leveled against a 
murderer upon, his trial.?? 

Do we seek to replenish the thinned ranks of 
our gallant armies by voluntary enlistments, the 
same gentleman from New York taunts us with 
the charge that we cannot get men by volunteer- 
ing and that. the bounties we offer are bribes, 
If'we propose to accomplish the same object by 
the draft, gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber, almost in a solid mass, vote against 
the proposition, and the gentleman from New 
York, ever ready to inveigh against the Govern- 
ment, complains that we are trying to force men 
into the Army against their will, and his colleague 
[Mr. CuanLer] declares it unconstitutional. Do 
we propose to confiscate the property of the 
rebels and thus cripple the enemy in their mate- 
rial resources, the same great Democratic party 
bring all. their power and influcnce to prevent the 
passage of such a wholesome measure; and the 
gentleman from Kentucky, {Mr. Wapswonrrn,} 
in justification of their course, tells us that ‘the 
exercise of such a power,” even against rebels 
in arms, seeking the life of the Republic, “is inhu- 
man, immoral, and infamous!” .. 

Do we propose to set free the slaves of the reb- 
els by proclamation or otherwise for the purpose 
of cutting off this greatest of all the resources by 
which their armies are maintained in the field, 
we are met with the stale charge from the other 
side of the Chamber that we are doing violence ¢ 
to States rights, trampling upon the Constitution, 
and making thisa negro war. Do we propose to 
put the negroes into the Army and allow them to 
help fight our battles and vindicate the integrity 
of the Republic, they tell us that negroes will 
not fight, and that they will disgrace and demor- 
alize the Army. In one breath they denounce 
the President as an imbecile, and in the nextas 
a usurper and a tyrant seeking to establish a des- 
potism upon the ruins of his country. Thus ave 
we metatevery point from the beginning to the 
end of the chapter. And yet the gentlemen will 
tell us that we are responsible for the continuance 
of the war and for the ruin and desolation thatit 
carries in its train. Let the people and the Army 
judge between us. 

But, sir, let us go back for the past year out- 
side of this Hall, and see what has been the course 
of the Democratic party in other quarters. And, 
sir, when I speak of the Democratie party Ispeals 
of it as an organization—a recognized force in the 
country. T know there are excellent men among 
them; L know there are many Democrats, who 
have not even yet been able to tear themselves 
away from the shackles of party, who are forthe 
war, and have given it agenerous and noble sup- 
port in this House and elsewhere. But I am 
speaking of the great mass of the party as it has 
stood and acted under its recognized leaders for 
the last two: years. 

Mr. Speaker, a distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio, Mr. Valiandigham, wycar ago was passing 
through this country from onc end of it almost to 
the other, denouncing the war—declaring against 
the maintenance of the integrity of the Republic; 
declaring in favor of the dismemberment of the 


| Union, and allowing the southern States to go 


off and form an independent nation—thus sowing 
broadcast the seeds of discord, disunion, and trea- 
son all over the country. Efe was arrested by 
authority of the Government; he was tried, found 
guilty, and as a dangerous man and traitor he 
was banished beyond the lines. 

It appears that even the rebels did not like him, 
and he passed by the way of Nassau to the Brit- 
ish dominions in Canada. Under the leadership 
of two distinguished gentlemen of this House 
(Mr. Cox and Mr. Pexpieron] from Ohio, Val- 
landigham, was nominated by the Democratie 
party of Ohio their candidate for Governor. They 
made him their standard-bearer, they placed their 
flag in his hands, aud rallied their forces to his 
support. The Democracy of the great Empire 
Siate of New York indorsed him, The Keystone 
State followed New York; and New Jersey, ever 
true to her instincts in favor of slavery anda bald 
conservatism, added her name to thelist; aad Indi- 
ana, Illinois, Ilowa, and Connecticut all followed 
suit,and proclaimed Vallandigham the great chief 
and leader of the Democratic party and a martyr 
to free speech. . 

Weil, sir, the Democratic party rallied to his 
support, and declared that they would make him 
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their Governor, and that they would, if neces- 
‘sary, bring him back to Ohio upon the broad and 
stalwart shoulders of a hundred thousand yeo- 
manry. The loyal men of Ohio accepted the issue. 
The campaign opened. The contest was sharp 
and vigorous and fierce, Fhe loyal people came, 
and the soldiers came, and they came as the hurri- 
cane comes, with irresistible power, and the forces 
of the Democratic party weré scattered to the four 
winds of heaven as chaff flies before. the gale. 
Sir, the people of Ohio in that election, by a 
hundred thousand majority, ratified and con- 
firmed the verdict of the General Government, 
and left their recreant son solitary and-alone to 
“wait and watch over the border’? forthe “ good 
tinme coming,” when a hundred thousand sturdy 
yeomen should bear him back in triumph to the 
State he had dishonored.: The gentleman from 
‘Ohio, [Mr. Penpueron,] in his cloquent descrip- 
tion of Lord Chatham’s last appearance- in the 
Fouse of Lords to enter his protest against the 
dismemberment of the: British empire, when he 
cried outin the ears of the ministers of the Crown, 
“I told you long ago that all this would come to 
pass,” warned us on. this side of the Cham- 
ber that some future Karl of Chatham might en- 
ter this Hall and utter the same sad cry in our 
ears, “F told you all this before.” And as he 
said it, he seemed to cast an earnest look toward 
the far-off shores of Canada where his great 
leader is watching and waiting. The Earl of 
Chatham and Clement C. Vallandigham! What 
a parallel! The Earl of Chatham rising from 
his dying-bed, carried into the House of Lords, 
wrapped in fannels, entering with his last breath 
his carnest protest against the dismemberment of 
the British empire; Clement C. Vallandigham, in 
the full vigor of mind and body, a banished trai- 
tor, devoting all his energies to the disruption of 
the Republic. The gentleman from Ohio has at 
least added one more illustration to the old adage, 
that there is but one step from the sublime to the 
ridiculous.. i 
Mr. Speaker, as another illustration of the 
course of the Democratie party in regard to this 
war, I desire to call the attention of the House 
and of the country to a meeting of that party in 
my own State—a State which has responded as 
nobly, as readily, as generously as any other 
State in this country in men and money for the 
support of this war. Forty thousand men, as 
stated by their own papers, met at Springfield in 
the month of Junelast. What was the condition 
-of the country at the time of that meeting? Grant, 
with his noble army, had fought his way. up 
from Grand Gulf to Vicksburg by a series of vic- 
tories, bloody and fiercely contested upon every 
battle-field, and more brilliant than history has 
ever recorded elsewhere. ‘They had set down 
before the city of Vicksburg, the great strong- 
hold of the Mississippi river, with their tattered 
and bloody banners, determined never to move 
until that stronghold had surrendered—until the 
last rebel cannon had been removed from the 
banks ofthe father of waters, 


There they were when that convention met. | 
Thousands and tens of thousands of the brave | 


sons of Illinois were there. Alas! how many had 
bitten the dust in those fearful battles, had gone 
to their long homes, and were sleeping that sleep 
which knows no waking, the little mounds above 
their graves marking their last resting-place all 
along the passage from Grand Gulf to Vicksburg! 
There were weeping and sorrow in nearly every 
dwelling in the State, The widow and the orphan 
sent up their cry to Heaven for those who had 
gone out to return no more, and fathers and moth- 
ers were “ mourning for their children and would 
not be comforted because they were not.” Such 


was the state of things when this convention of ii 


forty thousand: men of Illinois, under the name 
of Democracy, met in the city of Springfield. 

And what was the greeting that that great con- 
course of people sent forth to the people of our 
State? What words of encouragement did they 
send forth to our gallant soldiers in the field, who 
had fought so bravely, and were enduring so 
much for the country they loved so well. Here, 
sir, is one of their patriotic utterances; 


“ Resolved, That we are opposed to the further offensive 
prosecution of the war, as tending to subvert the Consti- 


tution and the Government, and entailing upon this nation | 


all the disastrous consequences of misrule and anurehy?? 


Mr. Speaker, I am ashamed to record the fact 


atime by any respectable body of men in any 
portion-of my State, but truth demands: that the 
fact be stated. ‘Tell me what influence such a 
resolution as that would naturally have upon the 
men in the field. Tell me. what influence it was 
calculated to have upon the country itself.at that 
time. And suppose the Government had acted 
upor that resolution, what then would have been 
the consequence? Why, sir, the triumphant 
army of Grant would have been compelled to 
retire from its position and to withdraw within 
the borders of the free States in disgrace, humili- 
ation,and dishonor. Such, sir, was the extraor- 
| dinary position of forty thousand Democrats 
| assembled at Springfield on the 17th of June, 
1863, in the midst of a rebellion. more terrible in 
its consequences and more gigantic in its pro- 
portions than any that ever cursed any country 
tm the history of the world. And yet the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Penpieron] tells us, and 
his associates on the other side of the Chamber 
join in the charge, that if destruction is-to come 
to the country it will be.owing to the nameless 
crimes that the purty in power has committed. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, | desire to call atten- 
tion to certain proceedings recently had in this 
House. A resolution which has been offered by the 
Speaker of the House for the expulsion ofa mem- 
| ber from Ohio for treasonable language used in de- 
bate, in the discussionof which the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Harris] in attempting a defense 
of the member accused made use of the folow- 
ing extraordinary language: 

“The South asks you to leave them in peace; but, no, 
you say you will bring them into subjection, Thatis not 


done yet, aud God Almighty grant that it never may be. 
I hope you will never subjugate the South.” 


Here is a bold, defiant, unqualified declaration 
of adherence to the enemies, and of opposition to 
the country. He unequivocally, in language ad- 
initting of but one construction, declares that-our 
enemies ought to succeed, prays Almighty God 
that they may succeed. 

Sir, before making those remarks, be had taken 
a solemn oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States and to discharge his duties faith- 
fully as a member of this House, and that he had 
never given aid and comfort totheenemy. | ask, 
then, what position the gentleman occupied in 
announcing such sentiments as he did upon this 
occasion? Did he not declare himself in favor of 
the enemies whom we are now pursuing with 
arms? Did be notdeclare that he hoped our own 
country would have to succumb to the rebels 
now in armed organization againstus? If he did 
not mean that, his language hasno meaning what- 
ever. Then, sir, he is guilty of moral treason, as 
much soas though he had committed the overt act 
and rendered himself liable to indictmentand pun- 
ishment. ; 

It may be said that this is only the language of 
one member, and that no ong else is responsible 
for it. Grant it. Yetthe gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber have made themselves re- 
sponsible for his sentiments in the most signifi- 
cant manner. And how? My colleague [Mr. 
Wasnpurne} offered a resolution expelling the 
member from Maryland for his treasonable senti- 
ments; and what was the result? 

Sir, the Democratic party—every man of them 
—voted against the expulsion of the member from 
Maryland for the words I have cited, and the reso- 
lution was defeated for the want of a two-thirds 
vote. Another resolution censuring the gentle- 
man was then offered,and only one single Demo- 
cratic member of the House was to be found who 
would cast his vote in favor of the resolution. 1 
undertake to say, therefore, that they are upon 
record committed to the language used by the 
member from Maryland. : 

Mr. Speaker, £ wish to examine a little more 
in detail the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Lone,] upon which a motion first of expul- 
sion and then of censure was pending a few days 
ago. Ido it on account of the character of the 
speech itself, and because, by the votes ofthe Dem- 
ocratic party in this House recorded in his case, | 
think they are committed to the doctrines which 
he then enunciated. 

Now, sir, under what circumstances was the 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio delivered? 
| was not made under any ebuillition of passion. 
| It was made under no momentary state of -ex+ 


It} 


. p: H 
that such a sentiment could: be sanctioned at such 


citement or feeling.“ It was caréfilly prepared, 
deliberately ‘considered, writtén out át length, 
criticised, pruned, laid by for’ weeks, and’ then 
brought in here’and read to the House as the fixed 
and settled judgment of the gentlemanon'the sub- 
jects of which it treated. It was delivered, nöt 
on the streets, not at the hustings, but here, in the 
presénce of the peoplé’s Represeiitatives, under 
the very dome of the Capitol; at the feet of the 
goddess of liberty; under the shadow'of our own 
American flag; and under all‘the responsibilities 
of his oath of office. It was not-made in time of 
peace, when words are light, but it was made.io 


the midst of a terrible war, in the midst of a des- 


perate struggle for the very life of the nation: For 
nearly three years our armies have been: strug- 
gling for the mastery. They have had successes 
and reverses; they have rescued large portions of 
the territory seized by the rebels; and our, brave 
soldiers have covered themselves and their coun- 
try with immortal glory by their deeds of valor. 
And yet the enemy holds his.strength and. his 
courage, and the war is raging as fiercely as.ever. 

Sir, the speech was made in a capitalsurrounded 
with camps and fortifications, and defended bya 
hundred thousand bayonets... The notes:of prep- 
aration are sounding in our ears for another-on- 
ward march to Richmond, under the great. come- 
mander of the war, which, we trust,,will be the 
last campaign in Virginia, and result in. freeing 
that State and its, capital, from the hands of the 
spoilers. Sir, the speech itself is to be considered 
in the light of all these circumstances. I shall 
be compelled to quote several passages from it, 
and I shall endeavor to convict the gentleman out 
of his own mouth of disloyalty to his Govern- 
ment. Inthe first place the gentleman from Ohio 
declared himself in favor of the right of secession. 
Let me read what he says: . 

“ Here let me say, on the experience of my individual 
beliet, that if it had been understood in the North as in the 
Sour that by the terms of the Federal compact a State had 
a right to. secede trom the Union, this disruption would 
never have occurred,” 

Here he declares not only the right of secession, 
but that the holding of a contrary doctrine on the 
part of the northern people has been the ground 
work of all our troubles, He declares himself for 
the right of secession with cause or without cawge, 
for reasons or without reasons, on notice ur with- 
out notice. He declares that one State has a 
right to go out of the Union, or two States, or five 
States, or any number of States, and:to set up 
separate governments, or one united government. 
That is the doctrine of the gentleman from Ohio, 
the unconditional, absolute, unqualified right'of 
secession. 

In the next place the gentleman declares that 
the war on our partis wrong and unconstitutional. 
Here are his words on that point: 

“Can the Union be restored by war?.J answet most úi- 
hesitatingly and deliberately, No, néver; “war is. final, 
eternal separation.’ My first and highest ground of appo- 
sition to its further prosecution is that it is wrong; itis in 
violation of the Constitution and of the fundamental princi- 
pleson which the Federal Union was founded,” 

Then, sir, if the war on our part is wrong and 
unconstitulional it is right and constitutional on 
the part of the rebels. If it is wrong and uncon- 
stitutional forus to carry on the war against them, 
itis right and constitutional for them to carry on 
the war against us, That is the only logical re- 
sult of the gentleman’s doctrine. On which side, 
then, does the gentleman plant himself? On the 
side of his country or against it? On the side of 
the rebels or against them? 

The gentleman from Ohio then goes on and 
declares ‘that the rebel States have established 
themselves as independent States, that they have 
maintained this war as independent States. for 
three years, and that we ought to recognize them, 
He says: . ~ 

“ Now, sir, for once, at least, I agree with, the distin- 
guished gentleman fron) Pennsylvania, that the confederate 
States arc out of the Union, oceupying the position/of an 
independent Power de facto, have been acknowleged ada 
belligerent both by foreign nations and our own Govern 
ment, maintained their declaration of independence for 
three years by foree of arms, and that the war has cut asun- 
der all the ligaments arid abrogated ail the obligations that 
bound them under the Constitution. So fari agree with 
him, and however unwilling we niay be to accept such 
position as the actual condition of the confederate States, 
the history of the past three years, the law of nations, the 
genius of our Government, and a regard for trath compel 
me, at least, to accept it and my Judgment to approve it, 
and if the charge of disloyalty is brought against me for this 
opinion I have only to shield myself under the broad man- 
tle of the distinguished leader of the Republican party? 
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I do not in-these quotations follow the exact 
order in which the gentleman delivered them, but 
‘am merely putting them in their logical relations, 
so that. when we get through we can.see what 
the actual position of the gentleman from Ohio 
was.. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
‘Srevens] bas so fully. vindicated himself. from 
‘the imputation contained in the last quotation as 
to need no words from me, The gentleman then 
takes the ground that we ought to let the rebel 
States go, that we ought to separate. Fle says: 


. “Much better would it have been for us in the begin- 
ning, much better would it be for us now, to consent lo a 
‘division of our magnificent empire and cultivate amicable 
relations with our estranged brethren than to seek to hold 
them to us by the power of the sword.” 


-© And this, sir, is the natural conclusion of the 
ropositions which I have already shown were 
aid down by the gentleman from Ohio. The 
rebels must be allowed togo. How many States 
shall go? Where shall he run the dividing line? 
Who shall determine it? On which side of the 

fine shail Maryland and West Virginia and Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee and Missouri be ranged? 

‘And who shall determine it, and-how ? It can be 
done in only one way; by the armies of the dif- 
ferent sides on the field of battle. 

‘Now, sir, if the quotations which I have just 
read, if the declaration in favor of the rigbt of seces- 
sion and ofthe unconstitutionality of the war, if the 
declaration that the rebel States have established 
their independence, and that we ought to allow 
them to separate from us, do not show the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to be on the other side of the 
question, to be in favor of the rebels and against 
his own Government, | undertake to say that lan- 
guage has no meaning, His heart is manifestly 
with the men in arms against us, 

But the gentleman goes still further. He takes 
the ground that all our past precedents and his- 
tory compel us, if we would be consistent with 
ourselves, to take sides with the rebels. He says 
that our Government has always taken.sides with 
strugeling infant republics endeavoring to ob- 
tain their independence, and that we should fol- 
low those examples now. And he goes on to 
tell us that Clay and Webster, in the struggle 
between the Greeks and the Turks, and in the 
struggles of the South American republics, took 
sides with these people struggling for their inde- 
pendence, and that if we would be true to those 
examples we must follow the same course in re- 
gard to the rebels in arms against this Republic. 
Says he: 

“But, Mr. Chairman, how do we stand in the eyes of 
the civilized world*to-day in waging a war of subjugation 
and conquest against the confederate States which have 
seceded from us and setup a government of Meir own? 
Are we not inconsistent with ail oar former acts? Have 
we not been early to admit this proper with regard to others? 
There never was a people on the face of earth that de- 
manded an independent government that did not have the 
syinpathy of the American people, and ought we now to 


shrink from the doctrine we have been so willing to apply | 


to others? 

“ My earliest recollection is the appeal made by Clay 
and Webster in behalf of Gre 
eloquently declaimed in that b 
the other branch of Congre: Whether it was Greece or 
the States of South America, or Poland, or Hungary, or 
Italy, or Freland, the fact that a large country, for any cause 
demanded a disti 
ceived the warmest sympathy and support of the American 
people, irrespective of party.” 


, 
al 


Now, sir, I repeat the question, on which side 


of this great struggle is the gentleman from Ohio? | 


He tells us it is our bounden duty to take sides 
with the rebels in arms against us, that it is our 
duty to abandon our own Government and take 
sides with our enemies. Clearly, then, the gen- 
tleman and those who back him up in these 
strange and monstrous doctrines are on the other 
side and are doing all they can to strengthen the 
hands of the rebels. 


It seems to me that if there is anything plain | 


in the world it is that the man who on this floor 


takes the ground that the rebels have a right to | 


secede, that the war is wrong and unconstitu- 


tional, that the rebel States are independent and | 


that we ought toack nowledge thelrindependence, 
is on the other side of this great struggle, and is 
at heart in favor of those who are making this 
pen effort to pell down the Republic over our 
eads. If not, then language has no meaning, 
But, sir, the gentleman irom Ohio takes one step 
further, and 1 woutd not have supposed that any 
gentleman in this House, whatever his sentiments 
may be upon this great struggle, would have 


s in 1824, when they so | 
f on this floor and in j 


and separate government, always re- ; 


| sued. 


nerved himself to the course which he has pur- 
Hear whathe says in regard to our Army 
and our victories, I had supposed that every 
American citizen who had one drop of patriotic 
blood in his veins rejoiced and gloried in the 
deeds of our Army, here on the Potomac, in the 
West, and everywhere, where they have fought 
so. manfully and so well; true, indeed, with 
changing fortunes, but generally successfully. 
The sentiments may suit the men who hold that 
the war “is wrong and unconstitutional; a cru- 
sade of famine and blood;’’ but they will meet 
with utter detestation among loyal people: 

< While time shall last the recollections of this bloody 
strife will never fadefrom the memories of the people, 
North and South, but will be handed down to the latest 
generation. The words Shiloh, Antietam, Gettysburg, 
Murfreesboro’, Richmond, Vicksburg, and Fort Donelson, 
are words of division and disunion,and will serve to bring 
emotions ofeternal hate.” 

That is the greeting which the gentleman sends 
out to the noble boys who are struggling for the 
liberties of this country. That is the greeting 
which the gentleman from Ohio, standing in this 
great temple of liberty, sends out to the mothers 
and fathers of the sons who have fallen in this 
fearful struggle; to the widows and orphans of 
the husbands and fathers who lie buried upon 
these battle-fields. 

All these odious sentiments were uttered delib- 
erately, and uttered in this House while the gen- 
deman was acting under the solemn sanctions of 
his oath of office. And yet the Democratic party 
in this Hall, on a resolution of censure, came to 
his rescue and sustained him in his treasonable 
utterances by a unanimous vote, 

And now, sir, let me ask what more could the 
gentleman have said if his remarks had been ut- 
tered in the halls of the confederate congress? 
Could he have said more than to have told them 
as he told us that they were right and we were 
wrong; thatall the precedents of our history were 
in their favor andagainst us? What more could 
he have said if his speech had been made to the 
armies of the rebels now making their prepara- 
tions to meet us in what, I trust, will be the last 
great struggle for the supremacy of this Govern- 
ment? 

Sir, it has been said in olden times that ‘ judg- 
ment must begin at the house of God;”’ and if 
we expect this people of ours to sustain the Gov- 
ernment, if we expect our armies to fight our bat- 
ties, I tell you, sir, I tell this House, and | tell 
the country, that this Hall must be purged of 
men who utter such disloyal and atrocious senti- 
ments. 

Mr. Speaker, when the Saviour of mankind ut- 


| tered the declaration in the ears of the Jewish peo- 


ple, “ Hie that is not for Me is against Me, and he 
that gathereth not with Me scattereth abroad,” He 
uttered a great truth as applicable now as it was 
then, as true in the history of Governmentsand 
nations as in the history of churches and reli- 
gions. It is ever true in great crises. In times 
like these there can be no neutrality. Men must 
take sides. They will take sides. The last el- 
oquent words which E recollect hearing fall from 
Stephen A. Douglas were that memorable dec- 
laration which has been so often repeated in these 
debates—words worthy to be written in letters 
of gold upon the very heavens— Ín this strug- 
gle there can be but two parties, patriots and trai- 
tors.” I was ever opposed to that distinguished 
man upon political questions; but it is due to his 
memory to say that there never wasin this coun- 
try a man more intensely American or more in- 
tensely Union than Stephen A. Douglas. He 


did immense service to the country when the war | 


first broke out. If it had not been for the power 
of his great voice urging on his followers as no 
other man could urge them on, the war might 
have been transferred from the cotton-fields of the 
South to the corn-fields of Illinois. But, sir, he 
uttered no uncertain counsel. He did not say 
that all ofour precedents demanded ofus to take 
sides with the rebels as Clay and Webster took 
sides with Greece and the South American re- 
publics. No, sir, ne took the ground that this 
war had been commenced by the South for the 


purpose of destroying our Government, and that | 


a patriotic man had but one thing to do, and that 


! was to fight itout, to settle the question by force 


of arms. 
_ Douglas living could rally bis legions as few 
men could before, and as no man can now. Alas! 


-his voice had scarcely ceased to ring over the 


prairies. before those who had followed his: for- 
tunes began to look toward the South, and longed 
for the leeks and onions of Egypt. And where 
are they found to-day? They are found standing 
side by side with the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Harrrs,}] who prays to God that we never 
may conquer the South; by the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Lone,] who says this war is uncon- 
stitutional;and by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Fernanpo Woop,] who says that it is “a 
hellish crusade of blood and famine.” | 

I have one remark further to make in regard to 
the speech of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Lone.}] I speak it with no personal ill-will. { 
feel, sir, in my heart, that the speech was dis- 
loyal and treasonable, meriting the severest re- 
buke and censure; and I hope in God that the like 
of it will never again be heard in the Halls of 
Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, a few more observations and I 
will yield the floor. There are three—L might 
say four—great measures demanding the atten- 
tion of the statesmen of the country at the pres- 
ent time: first, the putting down of the rebellion; 
secondly, the emancipation of the slaves; thirdly, 
the reconstruction of the Union; and, as an end 
to all these, I have said I might add, fourthly, the 
establishment of the finances upon a solid basis. 

How is the rebellion to be put down? Notby 
peacenble negotiations, not by armistice, not by 
commissions, but by steady, persevering, hard 
fighting. How is the emancipation of the slaves 
to be accomplished? It may be accomplished 
by the President’s proclamation. But the great 
measure, one which should not only command 
the support of every member of this House but 
that of every loyal man in the land, is the pro- 
posed amendment of the Constitution, by which 
slavery is to be prohibited forever in all the States 
and Territories of the Union. 

As to reconstruction, | had intended to have dis- 
cussed the question atlength, but J find that I have 
not time. While I want to see every rebel State 
brought back into the Union, brought back into 
fellowship with us under the Constitution, yet I 
would make it a condition precedent to their re- 
admission to all these rights and privileges, that 
they come knocking at our doors with a free con- 
stitution in their hands, whereby the shackles are 
knocked from off the limbs of every slave within 
their limits. Till they are prepared for that, I 
would place them under the control of Congress 
and the President. Slavery has been the mother 
of this rebellion, and I say let mother and child 
perish together, and let them both be buried in the 
same bloody and ignominious grave that slave- 
holders have dug for liberty and the Constitution. 
Thus alone will permanent peace be secured to 
the country. In my judgment God is about to 
visit the sins of the slaveholder upon his own 
pate. He has dug a pitinto which he hoped to 
plungethisgreat Governmentofours. Lam greatly 
mistaken if he does not fail therein himself. A 
quaint old paraphrase of a well-known passage 
of Scripture so niccly fits the slaveholder’s con- 
dition, that am tempted to quote it, and with that 
I will close my remarks: 

jle digged a pit, he digged it deep, 
He digged it for his brother ; 
But in that pit his feet did slip 
He did intend for t’other.’? 

Mr. COX. Do I understand my colleague to 
say that he does not propose to press this ques- 
tion to a vote this evening? 

Mr. ASHLEY. Notto-night. 

Mr.COX. When? 

Mr. ASHLEY. Ina few days. 

Mr. COX. It will be utterly impossible to do 
so for some time. 

Mr. ASHLEY. I wish to say again I shall 
object to any speeches that are not addressed to 
the bill under consideration, 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. In reply to the 
gentieman from Ohio, I desire to say that I ex- 
pect to call the previous question upon the bill on 
Wednesday next. 

Mr. COX. Lecannot say whether debate will 
be exhausted by that time. He will see by con- 
sulting the list that there are a great many gen- 
tlemen who desire to speak upon this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. It may be that 
debate may not be exhausted, and yet it may be 


proper to bring the debate to a close. 
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Mr. COX.. Thisis the largest question of this 
age,and we ought to have the largest liberty of 
debate. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
them: 

Mr. ODELL. Irise to a point of order. I 
simply want to know of the Chair whether gen- 
tlemen upon that side or upon this side have any 
authority under the rules of the House to say 
when and how the debate shall be ended upon 
any question? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recog- 
nize that as a point of order. 

Mr. COX. I did not make any arrangement 
upon the subject. 

Mr. ODELL. I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Brooma.t] is entitled to the floor. 
_ Mr. BEAMAN. J object to any further yield- 
Ing unless the time is deducted from the time of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 
gentleman to yield that | may put a question to 
the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. BROOMALL.. Very well. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I trust the 
gentleman from Maryland will not insist upon 
closing the debate on Wednesday next, but that 
he will allow this debate to go on. However, 
I will take his suggestion for what it is worth. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The bill has been 
before the House for nearly a month, and that, 
certainly, is a reasonable length of time. 

Mr. BROOMALL. The bill before us pro- 
vides for the government of the States in rebel- 
lion, as fast as they shall be reduced to subjection, 
by provisional governors; to be appointed by the 
President, with the consent of the Senate, under 
a system set forth in the bill. It provides for the 
return of those States to their former participa- 
tion in the Federal Government as soon as the 
loyal citizens shall organize State governments, 
republican in form, and having regard to the in- 
alienable right of all men to life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness; and it provides thatthe debt 
of the rebel organization shall not be assumed by 
those States nor paid by levying taxes on the peo- 
ple. I shall speak of the general principles of the 
proposed enactment as I have given them, as- 
suming that proper details are provided for car- 
rying out those general principles. 

The first great question that presents itself is 
whether or not we possess the power to enact the 
pronosed law. Itwill beconceded that Congress 

as no powers except such as are derived from 
the Constitution; and that that instrument con- 
fers no express power to pass such enactment. If 
the power exists, it must be embraced within those 
implied as necessary to carry out the express 
ones, and to maintain the sovereignty of the na- 
tion. 

It is impossible in a written instrument to pro- 
vide for all contingencies that may arise except 
in very general terms, and there are some powers 
so incident to the being of a nation that no con- 
stitutional provision is necessary to secure them, 
and none can enlarge or abridge them. From 
these causes arise implied powers. We have the 
power to make war, and this by virtue of the Con- 
stitution. Not that that instrument expressly au- 
thorizes it, but its adoption made us a nation and 
the power to make war is inseparably incident to 
anation. Congress is expressly authorized to 
declare war, but war may exist and it usually 
does, for atime, withoutadeclaration. The right 
to make war arises from the right of self-defense, 
aright which vested in the Government the mo- 
ment it sprang into being, and which would exist 
even if prohibited by the Constitution. . 

We are called upon to legislate for a condition 
of things new in the history of the Republic, little 
dreamed of by the framers of the Constitution. 
Weare in the midst of civil war. The life of the 
nation is threatened, and it behooves us to do all 
we can to preserve it. But to usurp powers we 
have not is only a mode of overturning the Gov- 
ernment under the pretense of preserving it. Let 
us, therefore, examine our ground, carefully as- 
certain our powers, and fearlessly and conscien- 
tiously exercisethem. And first let us inquire what 
are the precise characteristics of that with which 
we have to deal. 

There is a difference between insurrection and 
civil war. Itis not merely thatthe former is less 


Sit a little later, 


extensive or Jess formidable than the latter, for 
this may not be the case. A civil war begins as 
an insurrection. It remains: an insurrection as 
Fong as it is-treated under the civil law. When 
the Government finds it necessary to grant the 
insurgents belligerent rights; when -it ceases to 
hang- prisoners and begins to exchange them; 
when it ceases to insiston allegiance and only 
employs the means to conquer, ‘then the insur- 
rection has developed itself into civil war. 

There is no necessity for confusion of ideas on 
this subject. There is no mistaking one of these 
things for the other, though the exact point of 
time in which the transition is made may not be 
well defined. The test consists in the treatment 
of the matter by the Government revolted against. 
As long as that treatment is by indictment and 
sentence the outbreak is insurrection. When the 
civil power gives place to the usages of. war it 
becomes civil war. ; $ f 

The injured Government grants the insurgents 
belligerent rights from a variety of causes: from 
deference to the interests of other nations and 
their citizens; from fear of retaliation if civil pen- 
alties be inflicted on those caught in the crime; 
from a sense of humanity on account of the num- 
ber of those who would otherwise be amenable 
to civil law; and from a scnse of justice, because 
within the scope of the outbreak the Government 
cannot protectindividuals and therefore, for the 
time, should not claim allegiance from them. 

Valk as we will of the horrors of war, the civil 
Jaw is far the less merciful. Under both sys- 
tems the insurgents may be shot down in being 
taken; but if taken alive the usages of war inflict 
no punishment; while the civil law hangs as a 
traitor every man caught in arms,every man who 
furnishes food to the enemy or pays taxes for his 
support, and every man who, knowing the plans 
of the enemy, fails to disclose them and thwart 
them to the full extent of his ability. 

Whatever difficulty there might have been three 
years ago, there is none now in determining that 
the contest going on in the country is civil war, 
We exchange prisoners. We recognize the let- 
ters of marque and reprisal issued by the rebels. 
We blockade their ports. We seize and con- 
fiscate their property. dlt is not that we have 
yielded up our sovereignty, but we have been 
forced into a different mode of asserting it, by 
arms instead of by police regulations. 

The only pecultar characteristic of civil war is 
that the parties beforeits commencementacknowl- 
edged allegiance toacommon Government. Once 
commenced, it is in all respects like any other 
war; conducted in the same manner, subject to 
the same rules, and waged for the same purpose 
—that of victory. This truth fully. understood 
would simplify many troublesome.problems aris- 
ing out of the existing stateofthings. We must 
learn that, having developed itself into civil war, 
the contest has become war to the fullest extent 
of the word, and while it lasts it is of no import- 
ance whatever that the combatants were formerly 
acknowledged fello w-citizens, 

The bill under consideration looks to the end- 
ing of the war by our conquering the rebels; and 
it is intended to go into effect from time to time 
over successive districts as they are reclaimed. 
Like all other wars, ours must terminate in one 
of three ways: first, by the -parties becoming 
mutually tired and abandoning the contest; sec- 
ond, by treaty; and third, by subjugation. The 
first of these is rare in history, and is unlikely 
to occur with combatants as jealous of their 
claims and as obstinate in maintaining them as 
we or our opponents. We have overrated our 
importance among the nations of the world if 
such an event is possible. Weare not worth the 
blood and treasure already expended by and upon 
us if we could by mere indifference permit the 
heritage of our fathers to be wrested from us. 

The usual termination of waris by treaty. The 
weaker party submits to the will of the stronger 
on condition that that will shall be exercised un- 
der restrictions fixed upon by the partics. The 
stronger consents to the measure either because 
itsecures ali he asks or because that which it does 
not secure is not worth the necessary cost of life 
and treasure; and the future status of the parties 
is fixed by the treaty. 

It is certainly possible for the existing war to 
terminate by treaty, since atime may arrive when 
a conditional surrender by the rebels will be as 


advantageous to the Government asan uncondi= 
tional one. But there are difftculties in theway 
of treating which ought to be well cansidered ‘bes 
fore that-course shall be.resolved:upons? 5er. 
_Itmust not be forgotten thatthe rebels: consti- 
tutea large proportion of the political party that 
supported Mr. Breckinridge at-the last preside 
tial election... It must not be forgotten that ‘they 
entered: into that contest'with: us, holding out the 
idea of good faith, expecting us to be bound’ by 
the ‘result, and pledging: themselves, at least by 
the act of going: into it, to‘abide ‘the décision of 
the ballot-box. It must not be forgotten that the 
war now. being waged is the result of the refusal 
of that party, wherever in the ascendent,to‘sub- 
mit to the result, without the shadow of apre- 
tense that the election was illegal or unfair; and 
lastly, it must not be forgotten that that party, 
even inthe Joyal part of the country, still keeps 
up its organization, though deserted by- many 
thousands of its members: whose. patriotism is 
stronger than their love of party; and that so or- 
ganized itleaves no means.untried short of‘actual 
crime to embarrass the Government ahd encour- 
age the rebellion. f E E 

This is a most: momentous period inour coun- 
try’s history. For the first time a great political 
party, beaten at an election, appeals to the sword, 
Always heretofore the will of the majority “has 
been submitted to; sometimes with some com- 
pluining, but still it has been submitted:to, » Now 
a treaty will be of no use to thè rebels‘unless it 
shall grant*them terms more advantageous than 
unconditional submission; and before we grant 
such terms, it is well to-ask ourselves what guar- 
antee we have that the same result will not fol> 
low the next orsome future election.» What'con- 
fidence will we have in going into: an election 
hereafter with a party that once refused to sub- 
mit to the result and extorted terms ‘from us by 
an appeal to the sword?. ie ae 

Let us remember that this was the rock upon 
which the republic of Mexico split. The de>’ 
feated party-at an election for President. in -1828 
appealed to arms. If it had been possible to ex- 
terminate them, Mexico might at this day have 
been second only in prosperity to our‘own coun- 
try. Butin an evil hour the Government listened 
to counsels of compromise ‘and: conciliation. 
Terms were conceded to the rebels, and the conse- 
quence followed that scarcely any defeated party 
after that time submitted to the resultof an elec- 
tion. Civil war became the normal condition: of 
the people. They sank lower and lower in the 
scale of nations, and now.a Evropean monarchy 
dictates asystem of government to that‘unhappy 
country. . a 7 

Let our own country take warning. Ina Gov- 
ernment such as ours the will of the majority, 
ascertained according to prescribed forms of law, 
must govern, or the result is first anarchy, then 
despotism. . It is probably the dictate of mercy, 
it is certainly that of expediency, that those who 
refuse to submit to the will of the majority so as- 
certained should be either unconditionally sub- 
ducd or wholly exterminated. 

It is time enough, however, to talk about the 
danger of treating withthe rebels when they show 
a disposition to-treat upon terms possible fur us to 
accept. As yctthe partics are wide enough apart 
to render the danger of treating a remote one. 
We will not treat upon terms short of uncondi~ 
tional submission. They will not upon terms 
short of independence. It is difficult to see any 
point between these extremes that would suit the 
purposes of either side. If we yield any, we 
abandon the grand principle of our Republie, the 
one on which its very being depends, that the 
minority must submit to the will of the majority, 
legally expressed, either voluntarily or by com- 
pulsion. On the other hand, if they yield any 
they virtually yield the whole, for submission in 
the weakened condition to which we have reduced 
them is unconditional submission. 

There remains, therefore, but the other mode 
by which the contest may be ended, by one of 
the combatants conquering the other. In this 
case there will be no treaty to fix the future con- 
dition of the conquered, and that condition must 
be fixed by the laws of war. ‘It is important, 
therefore, to inquire what those laws are. 

I have said by one of the combatants conquer- 
ing the other, not because I have doubts about 
the result, but becaase I conceive there will be 
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no, difference in the status of the conquered, 
whosoever that. may be. If, by some strange 
reverse, the rebels should prove the stronger and 
should subdue us, we will bear the same relation 
to them that they in the alternate case will bear 
tous. lrepeat, no matter on which side victory 
shall ultimately. declare herself, the conquered 
will- bear the same relation to the conqueror. 

This is an important-proposition, and E pause 
to. ask: if there be reason to doubt it. - Upon what 
principle will: we,. in. either. case, have less or 
more rights than the rebels in the like case? Are 
we not, under the laws of war, équal combatants? 
Ov, rather, are we less worthy than they, that we, 
if'conquerors, will have limited rights over them, 
while they, if conquerors, will have absolute 
rights, over. us? 

if it be urged that our rights as conquerors 
will be restricted by the fact that this is a civil 
war, the answer is, it is a civil.war on both sides. 
I.repeat, no reason can be adduced in favor of a 
different status for the conquered, if the con- 

uered be either side, and that status must be 

fetermined by the laws of war. 

Now, there is but one law of war, and that is 
that the weaker must submit to the will of the 
stronger. There is no legal limit to.the power of 
the conqueror. This will be manifest when we 
reflect that the appeal to-arms is an appeal to the 
will of the stronger; in prosecuting which the 
stronger is ascertained by measuring strength. 

That the law of waris the will of the conqueror 
would not be disputed if it were not for some 
confusion in the use of words, We speak of cer- 
tain laws by which the will of the conqueror is 
restrained, It is said that by the laws of war 

risoners may not be killed, privateers may not 
be treated as pirates, and so on through a long 
list of, restrictions on the will of the conqueror. 
But all this arises from confounding language. 
A law is a rule of action not only prescribed but 
enforced by a superior power. It is a misnomer 

` to:upply the term to mere voluntary customs al- 
leviating in certain cases the horrors of-war. Pris- 
oners of war are killed, privateers are treated as 
pirates; in short, all the so-called laws of war 
which restrain the will of the conqueror are vio- 
Juted and nobody is brought to justice for the 
violation. In war there is no power superior to 
the conqueror, and therefore there is no law of 
war restraining his will. There are such re- 
straints, but not under any law of war. There 
are customs of war arising from whatiit is so 
usual here to scoff at, arising from a higher law. 
The enlightened civilization of the age shrinks 
from acts which may be legitimately done under 
the laws of war. The law of man’s nature writ- 
ten by his Maker in the heart of the conqueror, 
and developed by the teachings of Christianity, 
restrains his will; and hence arise certain customs 
of war which have been miscalicd laws of war. 

Lam not losing sight of those rules for the con- 
duct of nations, both in peace and war, deduced 
from the great natural principles of right and jus- 
tice, and so ably treated of by writers in ourown 
and other countries, ‘The time may come when 
these rules will ripen into laws in. the full sense 
of the word; but to bring that about, civilized 
nations must combine for the purpose of enfor- 
cing them, and thereby must constitute a superior 
which cach nation as the inferior will be bound 
to obey. When that time shal] come national 
disputes will be settled by a congress of nations 
instead of the sword, and a great stride will have 
been taken toward that far-off future when “ the 
nations shall learn war no more.” 

But the semi-civilization of the nineteenth cen- 
tury knows no law of nations in the full sense of 
the word. It prescribes what nations ought todo 
in given cases, but not what they must do, andif 
they disregard itsedicts, it knows no punishment 
beyond the mere brutum fulmen of a diplomatic 
remonstrance, 

It is enough to sey that these customs of na- 
tions have no binding force except to give shape 
and character to the will of the conqueror, It 
comes at last, therefore, to the proposition with 


which we set out, that the will of the conqueror | 
is the law of war, and it is well if that wil be | 


softened down by a higher law. 

But it is alleged that our Government owes to 
our enemies the protection of the Constitution 
and laws; and that therein our case differs from 
oedinary warfare. Let us examine this position, 


j 


Do they owe us any corresponding protection ? 
This is nowhere alleged; and L would be loth to 
grant them greater rights, under the laws of war, 
than oursin the like case... It might well be asked 
whether the Government owes protection of any 
kind to those who repudiate allegiance toit. Our 
enemies have appealed from the Constitution and 
laws of the country to:the laws of war, and we 
have been forced to meet them in the forum of 
their own choosing. Pending this appeal, the 
Constitution and laws of the country have noth- 
ing to do with the matter. Whether they ever 
will have or not, depends upon the result. The 
appeal is to the will of the stronger. Let the 
stronger be ascertained, and his will submitted to. 

Itis further alleged-that many individuals within 
the enemy’s limits are opposed to the rebellion, 
and are only not aiding us because they cannot, 
and that it is unjust to involve these in the fate of 
the guilty. Let us sce. There are many within 
our limits who are opposed to putting down the 
rebellion, and are only not preventing it because 
they cannot. If the rebels should conquer us, is 
it unjust that these should be involved inthe gen- 
eral ruin of our common country? Itis the mis- 
fortune of: dissenting individuals on both sides 
that they must suffer for acts they do not ap- 
prove; but itisan unavoidable misfortune. When 
distinct nations go to war upon some question 
which not half their subjects understand, indi- 
viduals will be found on both sides who do not 
approve the acts of their Government. Butthey 
must share the fate of their countrymen. The 
case of the man of. Union sentiments within the 
limits of the rebellion is not harder than this, 
War ig a condition of things in which the inno- 
cent are involved in the fate of the guilty, It 
operates on communities, and cannotdiscriminate 
in favor of individuals. This incident of the ap- 
peal to arms should be well weighed by the ap- 
pellant. On his head will be the blood of the in- 
nocent, if he appeal to arms without good cause. 

It is worth while to ask how much better the 
Constitution and Jaws would treat these innocent 
individuals. They are within the enemy’s lines. 
Have they sold him provisions? Have they paid 
taxes for the support of his armies? Have they 
known his designs and failed to disclose them 
and thwart them? If so, the Constitution and 
laws would hang them. ‘They may be involved 
in the guilt of the encmy against their will, but 
they are involved in it; and the protection of the 
Constitution and laws might bring with it the 
penalties of the Constitution and laws. 

The horrors of war would be greatly lessened 
if its consequences fell only on the guilty and 
willing parties to it. But in the nature of things 
this cannot be. Half an entire army may be in 
the ranks unwillingly. But the opposing army 
can take no notice of this. It cannot discriminate 
between the willing and unwilling enemies. 

The loyal soldicr in the rebel ranks forced to 
fight against his country has certainly as large 
claims to the protection of his Government as 
any person within the limits of the rebellion. 
But during the continuance of the war his Gov- 
ernment cannot protect him. His enemics are 
its enemies; and the rights and duties of self- 
defense compel it for the time to overlook his 
rights and duties. 

Does not this cover the whole ground? Those 
within the limits of the rebellion, however will- 
ing, cannot maintain and uphold their rightfal 
Government. They are forced, not physically, 
perhaps, but by all surrounding circumstances, 
to commit acts which, under the civil law, are 
treason. All the Governmentcan do it does. It 
foregoes for the time its claim to their allegiance, 
its right to their support. It relieves them from 
the penalties of the civil law, and treats them 
under the usages of war. 

I return to the ending of the war by conquest. 
It is certainly possible for the rebels to prove the 
stronger, and so possess themselves of us and ours 
under the most absolute of all rights—the right of 
conquest, But there is little danger of this, unless 
we revive the almost obsolete Democratic doctrine 
that States cannot be coerced; that our enemies 
cannot constitutionally be beaten into good beha- 
vior; that it is legitimate for traitors to take up 
arms, because they do it by the sacred right of 
revolution; but that loyal men may not resist 
them by arms, because loyal men are restrained 
by the Constitation; and the Constitution no- 


where authorizes one man to shoot at another 
across a State line. I say there is little danger 
unless we revive this notion, and so get beaten 
withour hands tied. And there is as little danger 
of our reviving it. We cannot forget that the 
Democratic party died of that idea, or rather is 
lingering toward its death, tottering side by side 
with the institution of slavery—a pair of drivel- 
ing dotards, consoling each other with the old 
song— : ; : 

« We clamb the hill thegither, 
And mony.a eanty day, John, we had wi? ane anither; 
Now we maun totter down, Jobn, but hand in hand we'll go, 
And well sleep thegither at the foot, Jobn Anderson my 

oe. K ` 

Some gentlemen of antiquarian tástes are try- 
ing to exhume the buried past and restore the old 
Democratic dynasty which governed the country 
so long and in former times so well. Certain 
conservative resurrectionists and benevolent old 
Whigs who could see no beauties in living De- 
mocracy have taken hold of its withered remnitis 
and are trying to breathe a little life into them. 
But it is in vain. Revolutions even in politics 
never go backwards. Political parties know no 
resurrection. fn jts full: manhood, under the rule 
of Jackson, that organization could grapple fear- 
lessly and successfully with any set of circum- 
stances. ‘* But age crept ov,” and under the im- 
morta’ sage of Wheatland the south breeze made 
its old limbs tremble. Tt confessed its inability 
to cope with rebels, and begged only that it might 
live out its short term in peace. The people of 
the United States will be slow to believe the Dem- 
ocratic party has become wiser or stronger since, 
and will hesitate in 1864 to trust their destiny to 
those who in 1860 acknowledged they knew no 
constitutional means tò put down rebellion. It 
is necessary that the Democratic party should be- 
come extinct that democracy itself shall be saved 
to the world. 

I have already said there are no limits to the 
power of the conqueror, no restraints upon his 
will bat those arising from his own nature and 
the mollifying influence of Christian civilization. 
This is not only true during war but it remains 
so at and after its termination until civil laws or 
treaties are made for regulating the future conduct 
of the parties. 

But it is urged that our Government is one of 
limited powers; that many acts perfectly right 
under some forms of government wili not do here; 
that somehow the Constitution binds down our 
otherwise absolute rightof conquest. Let ussee. 
Our Government is indeed one of limited powers, 
but only so with respect to its own citizens. 
Toward other nations its powers are absolute, 
It is limited in its administration of civil law; but 
as a belligerent itis under no more restraint than 
Russia or France, The limitations of constitu- 
tional Governments have no outside application 
whatever. With us the supreme power is not 
all lodged in the President nor in Congress nor 
in the States nor in the people, but is parceled 
out among all these according toa system of our 
own. Therefore it is that questions arise about 
the rights of the people, the rights of the States, 
the rights of Congress andof the President. But 
other nations have nothing to do with these ques- 
tions, nor have opposing belligerents. it is 
enough for them that absolute sovereignty exists 
and that as to them it is exercised through the 
General Government. 

For all purposes of war and conquest, I repeat, 
our Government is absolute. Those who dis- 
pute this will still admit that we might enter into 
a treaty with the rebels by which we might ac- 
knowledge their independence. In other words, 
that the President and Senate might cede the tervi- 
tory of the rebel Stutes to a foreign Power, and 
that, too, either with or without the consent of 
the people interested. Does not this look like 
possessing absolute sovereignty for war pur- 
poses? 

J have already said that the right of conquest 
is not affected by the fact that the belligerents 
heretofore acknowledged allegiance to a common 
Government, But itis said we cannot conquer 
our own territory. Why not? The Government 
has alimited sovereignty over that territory by the 
Constitution. Why may it not acquire an abso- 
Jute one by conquest? A man having a limited 
estate in lands may acquire a larger one into which 
the smaller will merge. In the trial of a prize 
cause, if it should appear that the commander and 
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crew claiming the prize had, before the taking, 
some smaller interest in the subject-matter, that 
would not defeat the absolute ownership as prize. 

From this course of reasoning, it is apparent 
that if, or rather when, we conquer:the rebels we 
will have unlimited power over them and all their 
property, and, therefore, the right to pass the bill 
in question cannot be disputed. That we may 
kill them is conceded by their friends; who claim 
for'them the benefits of the Constitution; we may 
therefore do with them anything less than that. 
That we may cede their lands to a foreign Power 
is conceded by those who wish to treat with their 
leaders; we may therefore do with their lands 
anything less than that. Our powers are large 
enough for all purposes, and the whole question 
becomes one of mere expediency, What ought 
we to do? For the good of the country, for the 
good evenof the rebels themselves, for the cause 


of humanity and civilization, what ought we to | 


do? TheGod of battles has placed in our hands 
powers for good or evil larger than were ever eX- 
ercised byany people since the downfall of Rome. 
May the God of justice and of mercy enable us 
to wield those powers aright. The fearful re- 
sponsibility is upon us, Let us assume it with 
the-full consciousness that we shall have to answer 
for its exercise. 

What shall we do with these eight million 
prisoners of war when they shall have surren- 
dered without condition? F say eight millions, 
because they are all belligerents, old and young, 
male and female, black and white, willing and 
unwilling; and when subdued will all be prison- 
ersof war, Whatshall we do with them? Our, 
ancestors some centuries ago would say, Enslave 
them. They themselves will not dispute our 
right to do this, since their claim to their biped 
‘chattels, so far as it does not depend upon 
private stealing, depends upon the war power. 
Those biped chattels are: mere prisoners. of 
war, not yet exchanged or surrendered. But shall 
we make slaves of the rebela? Ask our holy 
religion, which teaches us to do as we would be 
done by. Ask the civilization of the nineteenth 
century, which has turned loose the bondmen of 
the West Indies and the serfs of the Old World. 
Ask the framers of our Constitution, who refused 
to profane their lips with. the uttcrance of the 
word ov their pens by writing ite We willawait 
noanswer, We willnotenslave them. Butby 
our duty to ourselves under the high responsi- 
bility put upon us; by our duty to our Creator, 
who made of one flesh all the nations that dwell 
upon the face of the earth, we will not let them 
any more enslave oneanother. Every considera- 
tion of justice and humanity forbids our making 
slaves of the willing participants in this unholy 
crusade against human rights; and we will never 
consent that the unwilling participants shall-be 
reénslaved. The last blow before the final vic- 
tory shall strike the shackles from the last slave; 
and when these prisoners of war shall beset free, 
they shall all be set free. 

This result is simple, reasonable, and logical. 
Prisoners of war can hold no prisoners; slaves 
can own no slaves. The right of conquest ab- 
sorbs all prior rights of conquest existing in the 
conquered. The act of conquest puts all its vic- 
tims upon equal footing, and setting them free 
does not reinstate any former rights of conquest. 

Some complaint has been made of the proc- 
lamation of the President inviting the loyal cit- 
izens of the country reclaimed to organize State 
governments for the purpose of becoming again 
component and active parts of the Union, It is 
said that the issuing of that proclamation is a 
usurpation of power which belongs to Congress 
alone. I see no ground for this criticism upon 
the act of the Executive, The question appears 
to me to be one not of power but of policy. 

There is no uniformity in the mode by which 
members have been admitted into the family of 
States. Some have been organized by a movement ! 
wholly independent of the General Government 
and admitted with such’ organization by subse- 
quentact of Congress. Others, and the greater 
number, have been organized by virtue ofenabling | 
acts passed beforehand and providing fortheir sub- 
sequent admission. An actof Congress is neces- 
sary to the full admission and recognition of the 
new member, but whether it precedes or follows | 
the action of the people of the State is immaterial 


except as a question of policy: 


Now, the proclamation is’ simply alr invitation ` 


to the. people to- organize governments, anda 
promise to protect them in -so doing by: the-war 
power. 


of its scope, an cnabling aet, providing for organ- 
izing governments- and admitting States. In the 
former case the act of Congress is intended: to'be 


subsequent, in-the latter precedent, tothe action of | 


the people. Neither of these plans:can be said to 
be-right, to the exclusion of theother.. Bothare 
right, and if it were not that an act of Congress 
is necessary for providing temporary govern- 


ments somewhat in the nature of territorial gov- f| 


ernments, there would be no great difference upon 
the ground of policy between the two modes. - 
It is not pretended that the proclamation of the 
President can admit a State formed out of terri- 
tory conquered or acquired in any other manner. 
That document expressly guards- against such 
construction, by denying all:attempt to give the 
State organized under it any right to participate 
in the law-making power. Conquered territory, 


| in the absence of a treaty fixing tlre status of the 


people, is held simply by the war power. To 
govern itinany other way than by mere military 


force, requires the act of the supreme civil author | 


ity of the conqueror. Tt is precisely’ such an act 
that we are now considering, and proposing to 
precede the action of the people, and it is pre 
cisely such an act that the proclamation contem- 
plates to follow the action of the people. As there 
is no real want of harmony between the President 
and the ruling power in Congress, let there be no 
seeming want of harmony between them. 

Some gentlemen, otherwise sufficiently devoted 
to the cause of the country, have their efforts 
paralyzed by a fear lest the negro shall somehow 
be benefited by the result of passing events. 
They probably underrate their capacity to com- 
pete in an even race with the despised African; 
but it is fair to let them judge of their own abili- 
ties. . This is not in very good keeping ‘with the 
reiterated assertions of the inferiority of the black 
race made by the same men. It is one of those 
inconsistencies of human nature not easily to be 
explained. Either their fear of the rivalry of 
the negro, in an open field, is assumed, or their 
professed opinion of hisinferiority is puton to hide 


their cowardice, as we affect to undervalue most | 


the opponent of whom we are most afraid. 
There is only wanting a little more moral and 
physical courage to make these men patriots; 
and when we shall have satisfied them’ that no 
serious consequences will be allowed to: result 
from any supposed mental or physical superior- 
ity of the negro, we may countthem-on the side 
of the country. In the mean time their natural 
timidity will at least render them harmless. 
Time will either show, on the one hand, that the 
negro is not better than they, or, on the other, 
will stimulate them, by means of his rivalry, to 
still greater exertions in the direction of human 


| progress, in order that he may not transcend 


them. : 
One fact simply stated ought to remove all fear 
of dangerous competition on the part of the 
negro. He is the man of the tropics, and is only 
kept in the temperate zone by force. Acting 
under well-known laws of climate, his tendency 
is constantly southward. Therefore it is that the 
free blacks of the South remain in the slave 
States wherever they are not driven North by 
penal laws. Therefore it-is that the free blacks 
of the North reside mainly along the southern 
border of the free States. This fact is significant. 
Remove the barrier of slavery, and within the 
term of those now living there willbe no negroes 
north of the Potomac. k 

The aversion against the negro 1s not a mere 
unamiable prejudice, as might be sapposed by 
those who have only seen diversity of races as 
it existsin America. The same aversion is seen 
wherever distinct races are brought into contact 


in any partof the world; and it serves, among | 


other causes, to keep up the distinctions of race. 
In whatever way we account for these distinc- 
tions, whether by original creation or by gradual 
changes since, they are the work of the Creator, 
and were designed for the good of the human 
family. 

We might naturally expect to find some pro- 


If the plan be accepted ‘and carried out, : 
| the next step will be an act of Congtess. ratifying 
the action of the people and admitting: the: State, ` 
-On the other hand, the bilt before us is, in apart’ 


vision made for keeping up, what it pleased’ qi- 
vine Power 'to créaté; ‘and we would as natural 

look for that Pom on among the insiinets and 
propensities of the individuals to bé affected by 
it. “Turning then to tëst our @ priori reasoning, 
we find this instinct Of repulsion’ wheréVer | i 


tinct races aré brought into dangerous proximity 


The conclusion is alrnost irresistible that nature 
intended’ it for the' purposs ftmainly subserves. I 
therefore state the following propositions: = © 

E Fhe instinctive’ repulsion between: distinct 
races of men when brought into proximity is a 


| Provision of nature to guard against their Inter- 


mixing and so destroying their purity. 

2: This repulsion does notexist in the anami- 
able and selfish form common in América unless 
there is actual idtermixing; and then itis always 
most manifest in those most éngaged in the bisi- 
fess.’ pe Eee : FEN 

Nature does hot intend distinct races to hate 
oné another; she only intends them not to inter 
mix. Butif they cannot otherwise be kept from 
intermixing, she makes them’ hate one another. 
Ske will not let a person engaged in violating Hef 
deciee' jn this respect even’ keep his own'secret, 
She makes‘ him at the same’ time condemn hib 
vied by condenining the like ‘vice of his neleh- 
bors, and: betray it by exhibiting the evidence 
andthe consequence of it, his instifictive aversion 
toward the opposite race.” Bae ae We ts 

I believe in the universal brotherhood of man, 
the ‘result of descent from a common ancestor; 
and I believe the diversity anrong men has arisen 
from causes which have operated from the be- 
sinving “and are still operating, producing still 
greater divergence; causes desigued to adapt man 
to the widést range of climate, food, and othet 
circumstances, so that he may in some form or 
other inhabit the entire earth. j : 

Within a certain limit of divergence, intermix- 
ture has been found to be advantageous, as be- 
tween the various branches of the Teutonic family. 
Beyond that limit it is prejudicial, producing off- 
spring lacking vital or reproductive energy, as 
between‘ the European and African or Indian, 
Nature interposes her prohibition at the ultimate 
point of advantageous intermixture; and’ if her 
prohibition is not observed she remonstrates.still 
further by causing the erring individual to ‘hate 
alike his vice and those who aid himin. it. 

Now, if my theory be sound, we would expect 
to find the repulsion strongest where it is most 
necded, where the danger of intermixture is most 
imminent; and this is really the case. The Celt, 
from some unéxplained'peculiarity, has a greater 
tendency thay the Saxon to intermingle with in- 
feriorraces. Contrast the Celtic colonies of Mex- 
ico and South America with the Saxon colonies 
now forming the United States for proof of this. 
Ahd accordingly we find the aversion to the negro 
much more manifest in the Celtic mind than in 
that of the Saxon, ; : 

Again; the’ southern Democrats have always 
exhibited this aversion to the négro in a high de- 
gree. They have even paraded it witha shame- 
fess effrontery before the public, as if proud of 
the evidence of their vices. Yet, as the social 
history of our country willshow, all this aversion 
has been needed, and, indeed, has been even in- 
sufficient to subserve the purpose for which na- 
ture intended it. : ; 

Ifit be asked why thesympathiziig Democrats 
of the North, who are not brought so closely into 
contact with the negro, exhibit the same strong 
aversion, the answer is, first, they are largely 
Celtic; secondly, they imitate their southern con- 
geners; and thirdly, some probable commingling 
of races among them renders them peculiarly Ha- 
ble to miscegenation. ate Be 

This instinctive aversion is frequently exhib- 
ited by persons whose social position and Tu- 
tonic appearance would seem to indicate. little 
occasion for it. But nature understands her. own 
business, and wherever that repelling instinét.ex- 
ists in a marked degree, it is not for us to say it 
is not necessary. : ; 

Where opposing instincts are very strong, ihe 
mind oscillates between them as one or the other 
may be in the ascendent, Stroug passions alter- 
nating produce inconsistency of character aren der 
the possessor impulsive and uncertain ii thought 
and action.” Bearing this in mind, observe the 
true southern. chevalier. What an. alternate 
admirer and hater of the negro hé is! How he 
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affects to despise the poor chattel, even though the 
poor chattel has undergone. several rounds of the 
Bleaching process which a distinguished foreigner, 
in the simplicity of his heart, was: wont to attrib- 
ute to climate. On the other hand, with. what 
devotion heclings to his ncgro when some. north- 
ern abolitionist maliciously suggests the idea ofa 
separation of the races. How he dotes upon the 
patriarchal institution which ministers to so many 
of his desires and appetites. How he shrinks 
from all inquiry into his acts and motives upon 
the negro question. All thisisplainly explicable 
upon the hypothesis I have ventured to lay down, 
and I think upon no other one. ~ 

It is not uncommon to hear gentlemen upon 
this floor express the fear that the extinction of 
slavery in America will be followed by an inter- 
mixture of the races. This idea might be more 
plausible if there were no intermixture where 
slavery exists; but I have no fear of such result. 
Nature has guarded against that in the manner I 
have described. These gentlemen are probably 
correct in their conclusions, arguing from their 
own stand-point, Every man judges human na- 
ture by the specimen with which hé is most fa- 
miliar, that is to say, by himself. Let us counsel 
them to cultivate the aversion they are so fond of 
displaying. It is very possible they need it. 
But let us remind them that the pure Teuton 
shows little of that aversion, because he has lit- 
tle tendency to mix with other races, and that 
the ruling power in America, always largely Teu- 
tonic, is at this time almost exclusively so. 

We have nothing to fear from the negro. All 
we have to do is to render him such assistance as 
he may require by reason of his intimate connec- 
tion with the rebellion, but in the main to leave 
him to himself. He is a creature of the tropics, 
and if we are better than he in the temperate 
zone, he is better than we are under the equator. 
Among us be is an exotic, cultivated like a do- 
mestic animal for the profit of his owner, and kept 
from his natural habitat by the barvier of slavery. 
The barrier is now being removed. This once 
accomplished, the laws of climate will operate 
upon him, slowly but surely drawing him south- 
ward as his place is supplied in the field of labor 
by steam and the skilled workman of the North. 

Tropical America presents aland flowing with 
milk and honey for the negro, though rank with 
poison like the dew of the Upas to us. There his 
ultimate lot will be cast; and there the selfishness 
and cupidity of the white man cannot follow him. 

There needs no legislation to separate the races 

of America, no forced expatriation, no grand 
scheme of colonization. As long as we need his 
labor in the rice and cotton-ficlds we will retain 
the negro by inducements sufficient to counter- 
balance the disadvantages of climate. When we 
cease to offer such inducements nature will pre- 
sent hers, and lead him to the promised land. 
This may be the work of ages, but ages of free- 
dom will be needed to wear away the marks of 
bondage from a race, to develop the chattel into 
a man. 
_ The region inhabited by the negroes in Africa 
extends from the tenth degree of north latitude 
to the twentieth of south latitude. There is a 
district of country in America, lying between the 
same parallels, not unlike in any considerable 
degree the corresponding region in the Old World. 
This country is sparsely inhabited by a dark 
race, four fifths of whom are of African descent 
on one or both sides. It consists partly of high 
lands in which the heat of the tropics is tempered 
by the elevation, possibly to some extent habit- 
able by the white man; and partly of rich valleys 
teeming with all the luxuriance of tropical vege- 
tation. These valleys demand cultivation at the 
hand of man, but they invite only the black mau. 
The laws of climate forbid our entrance. 

This country is twice as large as the United 
States and Territories, and is productive beyond 
all oùr ideas of fertility. At the density of Eng- 
land it is capable of sustaining a population of 
twelve hundred millions, while at present fifteen 
millions dispute the possession of some small 
portions of it with the reptiles of its waters, the 
birds of prey, and the wild beasts of its forests, 
When I think how unalterable is the law of na- | 
ture which shuts this gigantic field of enterprise 
to us, I cannot help believing that the Almighty 
intends this vast region for the negro’s future 
home. Whatan illustration it would add to those | 


‘the immense treasure expended in thwarting their | 


already in the world’s history, of good springing 
out of evil, if a few ages hence should exhibit a 
vast negro republic, a component part of the 
United States of America, upon the banks of the 
Amazon, subduing the wilds, substituting beau- 
tiful gardens and cultivated fields for those im- 
mense entangled forests, and putting in practice 
the arts and sciences of civilized life acquired by 
the negro during his long, laborious, and terrible 
apprenticeship to the white man. 

Butin the mean time what shall we do with these 
eight million prisoners of war when conquest shall 
have reduced them toone uniform level? We will 
not kill them; we will not enslave them, nor let 
them enslave one another. Conquest will leave 
them without governments, without laws, and 
without institutions. Our duty to them as well 
as to ourselves requires us to govern them under 
the right. of conquest until they shall again be- 
come able to govern themselves, and this the bill 
under consideration proposes to do. 

Much of the argument on the other side of the 
question is based on the assumption that there 
still exist States, component parts of the Union, 
in full force and operation, withiñ the territory 
held by the rebels. This position is unsound. 
Such States could only exist under governments 
conducted according to the Constitution and laws 
of the United States, and administered by officers 
who acknowledge the supremacy of the Federal 
Government, and who have sworn to support its 
Constitution. Has South Carolina a Governor, 
legislators, judges, and other officers necessary to 
her existence as a State, who come within this 
classification? Has she a single State or muni- 
cipal officer, from her Governor down to the su- 
pervisor of her roads, who acknowledges the su- 
premacy of the Federal Government or who has 
sworn to support its Constitution? Has she a 
single officer of any kind who is not claiming and 
exercising belligerent rights against the Federal 
Government? There isa pretended State of South 
Carolina, but the parties administering it are 
usurpers. They neither are nor claim to be ofi- 
cers of government of one of the United States. 

This is simply the statement of a well-known 
fact, yet it is met with the outery that it is ac- 
knowledging the State to be out of the Union, 
admitting the efficacy of the ordinance of seces- | 
sion, and granting the existence of the rebel or- 
ganization at Richmond as a foreign encmy. We 
are thus accused of conspiring with the rebels to 
destroy the Government by disintegration. If 
these conclusions were legitimate the fact would 
not be altered; but they are not. The whole 
matter may be stated in a few words. The actof 
treason makes a man a traitor. Levying war 
against the Government and forcing it to be treated 
as war makes him a public enemy. A State held 
and administered by traitors and public enemies 
is not one of the United States. The act of seces- 
sion had no effect whatever, but the actof treason 
and the act of levying war produced the results 
we see, not on the territory nor on our sover- 
eignty over it, but on those committing or assent- 
ing to the acts. 

Possibly a State may not commit suicide, but | 
it may be seized by public enemies, or its exist- 
ence as a State of the Union may be suspended 
for want of legally constituted officers. If the 
public cnemics do not embrace the entire popu- 
lation, when they shall be driven away, those who 
remain will be wholly unorganized, awaiting the | 
revival of the old or the establishment of new in- 
stitutions at the discretion of the conquerer. 

R À Peoi : i 

When the time shall come for the exercise of } 
this discretion, let us revive the old institutions | 
i 


as far as we can with safety; but where change | 
is necessary for the good of the entire country, |; 
let us not hesitate to make it. As to the people, į 
let us discriminate as far as possible between the | 
willing and unwilling parties to the rebellion and | 
set the latter class free, with all their rights of | 
property restored, saving only the right to enslave į 
one another. This will dispose of all the negroes | 
and a very large proportion of the whites. The |! 
guilty remainder must be made to expiate their 
offense in some degree. ‘They should make some 
atonement for their many thousand victims and |} 


designs. Confiscation of their property will goa | 
very little way toward this result; but it should i 
be unflinchingly enforced against the more guilty. |! 
There are indeed some of them who may weil ii 


f to their families. í 
i} fed theif famishing country men even at their own 


feel themselves safer with the broad Atlantic roll- 
ing between them and their outraged country. 
Let them perform life pilgrimages to the tomb of 
Arnold. 

When all this shall be done we must await the 
return. of the inhabitants of the conquered dis- 
trictsto their allegiance; andin the mean time gov- 
ern them for their own good by provisional gov- 
ernments founded upon the right of conquest. 
Their after destiny will depend upon themselves. . 
When they shall ask to participate in the Gen- 
eral Government upon their former footing, and 
shallexhibit State constitutions republican in form 
in the full sense of the word, and shall satisfy us 
that they can and will maintain them, they will 
be welcomed back as erring and repentant breth- 
ren, and the day of the return of the last wan- 
derer will be celebrated in our country’s future 
with other days sacred to the greatness of our 
country and to the civilization of-the age. 

The passage of this bill insures the downfall of 
slavery in America. Itcarries into effect the proc- 
lamation of the President freeing the slaves of 
rebels; and the small remnant of the institution 
left will disappear without even the formal abolish- 
ing. I have earnestly labored that this most de- 
sirable result should not influence my opinion. 
I have endeavored to submit the questions arising 
under the bill to the cold test of law and reason, 
and if this had led me to opposite conclusions my 
vote would have been cast against the measure, 
though I might 

“Blush to record and weep to give it in.” 
I have hated the institution of slavery froma 


„child as something unfair and unequal, the tyran- 


nizing of the strong over the weak. Trepresenta 
people who abolished it almost entirely among 
themselves even before it was abolished by the 
State laws. When the spirit of conservatism and 
cowardice in the North led to the compromises of 
1850, no man in my district was found who felt 
himself mean enough to accept appointment un- 
der the fugitive slave law, and the offices went 
unfilled, though the district borders the line of 
slavery. 

My constituents submitted to that law until it 
became obsolete, but I am afraid its spirit suffered 
sadly at their hands. They were not zealous in 
the cause of returning the oppressed to his op- 
pression, and when the wayfarer asked their aid 
or counsel, they did not scrutinize his features or 
inquire into his lineage, neither did they question 
him as to the amount of service he owed in his 
own country. But they gave him of that where- 
with the Almighty had blessed them, and sent 
him on his way. 

One feature of the bill remains to be considered: 
that which prohibits the assumption of the con- 
federate debt by the readmitted States. No true 
lover of his country ever wishes to see that debt 
paid. It is not the debt of the southern people; 
but of a few conspirators who, if they could suc- 
ceed, hope to saddle it upon the people. Itis 
quite enough that these people have been seduced 
or forced into expending their own blood and 
treasure, without having $6,000,000,000 of debt 
entailed upon their exhausted lands to be paid by 
their posterity. 

As far as this debt is owing to rebels them- 
selves, it will become ours by right of conquest, 
when the creditors and debtors become prisoners 
of war to us, and, as successors in right to the 
creditors, we will cancel the obligation. As faras 
the debt is owing to foreign capitalists who have 
undertaken to speculate in the blood and tears of 
a great nation, retributive justice requires that 
they should lose the investment. If the enter- 
prise had succeeded, our future history would 
have been like the history of Mexico and the 
South American republics. American civiliza- 
tion would have sunk probably for all time to 
come. The great principle of self-government 
would have been lost for centuries to the world. 

We have welcomed the starving relations of 
these capitalists to our shores and given homes 
Out of our abundance we have 


doors; and this, too, while they were furnishing 
the means to burn our homesteads and make our 
wives widows and our children orphans. Even 
the messenger that bore our alms to their suffer- 
ing poor was not too sacred to be plundered by 
these speculators in human misery, while upon 
his very errand of mercy. If capital hazarded 
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in so unholy a cause could return with profit to 
its coffers there would be reason to doubt the 
existerice of an overruling Providence who fixes 
the destinies of nations. 

We will not, however, leave these foreign 

~ creditors wholly without redress. When the 
war shall have ended we will give them the bene- 
fit of a capias ad satisfaciendum, and let them have 
the body of what shall then remain of the treason, 
so that the actual debtors and creditors may set- 
tle the debt as best they can, face to face, on the 
other side of the Atlantic. But we owe it to the 
genius of liberty, we owe it to the memory of 
our revolutionary fathers, we owe it to the un- 
born millions to whom the history of our times 
will be both an example and a warning, that not 
a dollar of forcign confederate debt shall ever be 
levied upon American soil. 
_ The cloud that obscures the future greatness of 
our country will pass away, and the lesson which 
our sufferings and achievements will have taught 
the nationsis, that they cannot afford.todo wrong; 
that as the effect follows the cause, so national 
punishments follow national crimes. 

We havelong enough tried to deceive ourselves; 
Jong enough taught the right and practiced the 
wrong. We have long enough celebrated our 
national birthday with thanks to the Almight 
for the blessings of a liberty which held every sixth 
human being in bondage. Let us at last do jus- 
tice to our mother tongue; thatin which the great 
English and the greater American charter were 
written; that which from its infancy proclaimed 
the rights of men and denounced the crimes of 
tyrants. Let us learn that, sublime as it is for 
the utterance of grand truths, itis no language to 
lie in. ‘Though the framers of the Constitution 
tried to cover up with a specious contrivance the 
foul ulcer they were leaving uncauterized, yet the 
strong Saxon sense of America refused to skulk 
behind the subterfuge; and the ‘fugitives from 
service”? still remained to be human slaves fleeing 
from himan slavery. 

How quickly our language denounces a word 
when it comes to be used as a polite shelter for 
some foul wrong. Federalism became a term of 
reproach when it lent its mantle to the Hartford 
treason, and Democracy, now that ithas become 
a bulwark for rebellion to intrench itself behind, is 
beginning to stink in the nostrils of America. 
There is no word so sacred that it can with im- 
punity characterize the deception and the wrong, 
Compromise, when it tried to make slave-hunters 
of freemen, and conservatism, now bargaining for 
its safety with banded treason, have alike become 
synonymous with meanness and cowardice. It 
is no wonder that where slavery was to be pro- 
tected the English language could not be freely 
spoken nor its literature freely circulated, 

There has always been an under-currentofright 
running decp in our very modes of thought and 
expression, beneath that which has served as a 
reproach to the lovers of liberty in the Old World, 
But we are at the dawning of a brighter day. 
The time is coming—it is almost upon us—when 
no American shall blush to hear the truth told of 
his country in his own vigorous and honest lan- 


guage. f 
Mr. SCOFIELD obtained the floor, but 


yielded to . 
Mr. MOORHEAD, who moved that the House 
adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and the House ac- 
cordingly (at ten o’clock, p. m.)-adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tnourspay, April 21, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND, 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GRIMES presented a memorial of the 
Illinois and Southern lowa Railroad Company, 
remonstrating against the extension of the Good- 


year patent for the manufacture of vulcanized In- | 


dia rubber; which was referred to the Committee 
on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WILKINSON presented three petitions 
of citizens of Minnesota, praying. for a change 
in the land grant to the Winona and St. Peter 
railroad, so as to allow the company to construct 
that road by way of Mankato or St, Peter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. POMEROY. presented the petition .of 
Mary L. Watts, sister and sole surviving heir 
at law and representative of George Watts, de- 
ceased, who was a sailing master in the United 
States Navy during the war of 1812, praying to 
be allowed to receive the amount standing to her 
late brother’s credit on the books. of the Treasury 
Department, under the act for the benefit of. the 
captors of the British brig Caledonia-on Lake 
Erie, in the war of 1812; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

Mr. HENDERSON presented a memorial of 
the Hannibal and St. Joseph Railroad Company, 
remonstrating against the extension of the Good- 
year patent for the manufacture of vulcanized 
India rubber; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. GRIMES. I present the petition of 
George B. Simpson, who claims to be the in- 
ventor of a submarine telegraph cable insulated 
with gutta percha, asking for relief; and I move 
that it be referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GRIMES. ` I am also requested to move, 
and I accordingly do so, that the petition and ac- 
companying papers be printed; and I beg leave 
in this connection to give utterance to the senti- 
ment of the petitioner, in which I fully concur, 
although I do not suppose it is necessary that I 
should do so, that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Printing will give to this document a most 
critical and thorough investigation. J have no 
doubt, from my examination of it, that it will 
well repay his perusal. 

The motion to print was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a motion to print 
a report of the Secretary of the Interior, com- 
municating, in obedience to law, the accounts of 
the superintendent of Indian affairs for the south- 
ernsuperintendency for the first and second quar- 
ters of the year 1863, for the benefit of certain 
Indian tribes; also the accounts of that superin- 
tendent, and of the several agents of the southern 
superintendency for the third quarter of 1863, re- 
ported in favor of printing five hundred copies of 
the same; and the report was concurred in. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 223) 
to regulate the foreign and coasting trade on the 
northern, northeastern, and northwestern front- 
iers of the United States,and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a bill (H. R. No. 324) to repeal sec- 
tion two of an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the foreign coasting trade on the northern, north- 
eastern, and northwestern frontiers, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 2, 1831, reported ad- 
versely thereon, the bill last reported covering 
the subject-matter. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 222) extending the 
jurisdiction of district courts, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred a letter of 
the Secretary of the Interior in relation to thein- 
crease of the salary of the United States agent for 
the Indians in the vicinity of Green Bay, Wis- 
consin, reported a bill (S. No. 247) in relation to 
the salary of the United States agent for the In- 
dians near Green Bay. The bill was read and 
passed to a second reading, and the letter of the 


Gaara’ of the Interior was ordered to be printed. 


? Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred a bill (H. R. No. 
895) to provide a national currency secured by 
a pledge of United States bonds, and to provide 
for the circulation and redemption thereof, re- 
ported it with amendments, and on his motion 
the bill was made the special order for Tuesday 
next at one o’clock. 

Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was re- 
ferred a bill (H. R. No. 183) io secure the speedy 
transportation of the mails, reported it without 
amendment. 


. He also,-from the same committee, to whom 
the subject.was referred,:reported.a bill (S. No. 
248) in. relation. to: franked matter; which: was 
read and passed to a second reading. < 

He also, from the same committee,:to -whom 
was referred a. bill (H. R. No. 185) to. establish 
a postal money-order system, reported it without 


amendment.: 
` REBEL DEPREDATIONS ON POST OFFICES. 
` Mr. COLLAMER. ‘The Committee on Post 
Offices and. Post Roads, to whom was ‘referred 
the ‘bill (H. R; No. 408) for. relief of postmasters 
who have.been robbed by. confederate: forces. or 
rebel guerrillas, have directed me to report it back 
without amendment, and to recommend itg pas- 
sage. I desire to have it put upon its passage 
now. There are a number of postmasters who 
have claims on the Department for money of which 
they have been. robbed by guerrillas and armed 
forces of the enemy; and the bill which I: now 
report provides generally for authorizing the De- 
partment to settle with them. If; this bill be 
passed it will supersede the necessity of action-on 
a variety of independent different private claims. 
I therefore desire that action may be had upon it 
at this time, a 
By unanimous consent the bill was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole.. It provides that 
in all cases where loyal .postmasters have. been 
robbed, by confederate forces or rebel guerrillas, 
of post office stamps, stamped envelopes, ‘or of 
money received and collected for, belonging to, 
and held for the Government of the United States, 
and such robbery has not been caused by the 
default or negligence of the postmaster, the Post- 
master General may credit such postmaster, in the 
settlement of his accounts, with the amount of 
which he may have been so robbed. In cases 
where no such ëredit has been allowed, and ‘the 
postmaster has been required to and has accounted 
for and paid over to the Post Office Department 
the sum or sums of which he may have been so 
robbed, the Postmaster General is to refund the’ 
same to such postmaster. F ; l 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. COLLAMER. “There was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 62). for the relief of A. 8, 
Clark, postmaster at Harrison, Ohio. It is pre- 
cisely one of those cases provided for by the gen-, 
eral law just passed, and I am therefore requested 
by the committee to ask that they be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 
The report was agreed to. 


REGISTER TO A VESSEL. 


Mr. CHANDLER. |The Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom the subject was referred, have 
directed me to report a bill granting a register to 
a certain vessel; and as it is a matter that will 
lead to no discussion and take no time, I ask for 
the immediate consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill (5. No. 249) 
to authorize the issuing of a register to the steam 
vessel John Martin was read twice byits title and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRINTING OF OFFICIAL ARMY REPORTS. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up the joint 
resolution (S. No. 21) to provide for the printing 
of official reports of the operations of the armies 
of the United States. 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- 
lution was considered as in Commitee of the 
Whole.. It is to be the duty of the Secretary of 
War under this resolution to transmit, from time 
to time, to the Superintendent of Public Printing, 
copies of all official reports, and of all telegrams 
and dispatches, not heretofore published by or- 
der of either House of Congress, relating to the 
movements, engagements, and operations gener- 
ally, of the armies of the United States, which 
in his judgment the public interests may not re- 
quire to be kept secret, commencing with the Ist 
of December, 1860; all such reports, telegrams, 
and dispatches to be arranged In chronological 
order, with a caption or title prefixed to each sep- 
arate engagement, movement, or operation. It 18 
to be the duty of the Superintendent of Pubhe 
Printing to print the usual number (one thousand 
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five hundred and fifty) of such reports, telegrams, 
and dispatches for the Houses of Congress, and 
five hundred copies for the War Department. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
á: third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT LAW. 


Mr. MORRILL.. J ask the Senate now te pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 138. 

The motion was‘agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. No. 138) to regulate pro- 
ceedings in cases between landlord and tenant in 
the Distriet of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL, [desire to propose an amend- 
mient to the first. section of the amendment re- 
ported from the committee as a substitute for the 
original bill. ; g : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Jonson] submitted an amend- 
ment to that amendment when the bill was last 
under consideration, which amendment is now 
pending, and will be read, ` 

The Setfétary read the amendment: to strike 
out the first seetion of the amendment reported 
by the committee, in the following words: 

That a tenancy at will shall not arise or be ereated with- 
out an express contract or letting to that effect; and all 
estates at will may be determined by a notice; in writing, 
to quit of thirty days, delivered to the tenant in band or 
to same person of proper age upon the premises, or in the 
absenueé of such tenant or person then such notice may be 
served by affixibg the same to a conspicuous part of the 
premises, where it may be conveniently read. ‘Phe attorn- 
ment of a tenantto a stranger shall be void, and shall not 
affect the rights of the landlord unless it be made with the 
consent, express or implied, of the Jandiord. 

. And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Thatonand afterthe passage of this act all persons rent- 
ing houses and landa in the District of Columbia by the 
month, three, six, or twelve months, and desiring to repos- 
sess the same, shall give six months’ notice fora renting 
of twelve months; for a six months? renting, a three 
mouths? notice; fora three months? ora monthly renting, 
ane month’s notice, Which shall be prior to the date of said 
renting. 

„Mr. HENDRICKS. When this bill was be- 
fore the Senate uta former day I had a short con- 
sultation with the Senator from Maryland after 
he bad offered the amendment which has just been 
read, and I thought we came to the conclusion 
that the provisions of the statute of Indiana which 
were examined would cover the whole question 
Niore satisfactorily than any amendment that could 
be drawn upon the spur of the occasion. I have 
copied that statute and [ should like to have it read 
by the Secretary, and if the Senator from Mary- 
land shall think it a better proposition than his, 
he ean accept it asa sabstitute for his. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT, The proposed 
amendment will be read, if there be no objection, 

Mr, MORRILL. [suppose it is not in order 
at this time, but | have no objection to its being 
read, 

The VICK PRESIDENT.. It isnot in order; 
but it will be read for the information of the Sen- 
ate, if there be no objection, 


Mr. HENDRICKS, I do not offer it as an 


amendment, but I suggest it to the Senator from 

Maryland as a substitute for his, which he can 

accept if he chooses, the Senate having taken no 

action upon his amendment. 

r no Secretary read the proposed amendment, as 
Ohows: 


at will may be determined by one mouth’s 
2 ig delivered to the tenant. AL tenancies 
from year to tT May be determined by at le three 
months’ noti en to the tenant prior 10 the expiration 
or the year; and in ail tananeies whieh by agreement of 
the parties, expr or implied, are from one period to an- 
other of three or less than tiree months’ duration, a notice 
equat to use interval between each periods shall be suwih- 
cient 


cnet. 
And be it further enacted, ‘Vharit a tenant at will, or 
from yearto yeat, or fora shorter period, hegieet or refuse 
ay rent when dae, ten days? notice to quit shall deter: 
i such rent be paid at the expiration o 


said ten days. 

“Anihe it further enacted, That where the time for the | 
tenancy is speeifed in the contract, or where a tenant at 
WH! commits waste, orin the case of a tenant on suffer- 
anee, and in anye tion of Jandtord and 


se where the 


And ù 
petm: 


gerved on the tenant, or, he caunot be found, 
by dol tho same to some person of proper age and 
Hiserction residiug on the premises, or by pasting the same 
in some conspicuois place on the premises. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I have no doubt that the’ 
amendment suggested by the Senator from Indi- 


| 
| 


ana will accomplish the purpose just as well as 
the one that I proposed. L had forgotten that I 
did more than merely suggest it. I was not 
aware that I had offered it as an amendment. 
But the Senator from Maine, by whom this bill 
was reported from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, has an amendment to offer on the 
part of that committee which I think will ac- 
complish the same purpose just as well as either 
the one suggested by meor the one just suggested 
by the Senator from Indiana. Sofaras lam con- 
cerned, therefore, I ask permission to withdraw 
the one that I offered. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in the power 
of the Senator to withdraw it, no vote having 
been taken upon it. The amendment is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now movemy amendment. 
It is after the word “ effect,” in the fourth line 
of the first section of the substitute reported by 
the committee, to irisert the following: 

And that all occupation, possession, or holding of any 
messuage or real estate without express contract or lease, 
or hy such contract or lease the terms of which have ex- 
pired, shall be deemed and held to be tenancies by suffer- 
ance, 

And after the word ‘* will,” in the fifth line, 
to insert the words, “and sufferance;’’so that the 
section will read: i 

That a tenancy at will shall not arise or be created 
Without an express contract or letting to that effect; and 
that all occupation, possession, or holding of any messuage 
or real estate without express contract or lease, or by such 
contract or lease the terms of which have expired, shall be 
deemed and held to be tenancies by sufferance; and all 


estates at will and sufferance may be determined by ano- 
tice, in writing, to quit, of thirty days, &c. 


Theamendmenttotheamendment was agreed to. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on 
the District of Columbiaas amended wasagreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire now to move the 
folowing amendment as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That all acts and parts of aets 
inconsistent with this act are hereby repealed, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. ‘The bill 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
and was read the third time, and passed. 


BILL RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 

Ordered, That the bill (11. R. No. 374) to exempt certain 
vessels therein named from enrollment and Heense and trom 
the payment of tonnage duty, and for other purposes, be 
recotamitted to the Committee on Commerce, 

MESSAGE FROM TIL HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the bill 
of the Senate (No. 183) in amendment of an act 
entitled “An act relating to foreign coins and the 
coinage of centsat the Mintof the United States,” 
approved February 21, 1857. 

‘The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed a bill (No. 255) 
granting certain privileges to the Guardian Society 
of the District of Columbia; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

‘The message farther announced thatthe House 
of Representatives had insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill of the Senate (No. 76) relating 
to appointments in the naval service, and courts- 
martial, disagreed to by the Senate, asked a con- 
ference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Frepericx A. 
Pixe of Maine, Mr. Wiruiam D. KeLLeY of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. CaarLes H. Wixrrerp 
of New York, managers at the same on its part. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill of the House 
No. 370) to appoint certain officers of the Navy, 
asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon,and had appointed Mr. Frep- 


| eriet A. Pixs of Maine, Mr. Winuam D. 


Kerzer of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Cnarzus H. 


4 ia i set f New Yor anagcers at thie si 
tenant does uot exist, uo notice to quit shall be necessary. li Winxrizip of New York, managers at the same 


if further enacted, That notice us reynired inthis | 


on its part. 

The message also returned to the Senate its 
message informing the House of Representatives 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. No. 126) to amend an | 
act to incorporate the inhabitants of the city of 
Washington, passed May 15, 1820. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed an 
enrolled joint resolution (S. No. 39) relating to 
the publication of the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States for December term, 
1863; and it was thereupon signed by the Vice 
President. 

PORTS OF DELIVERY. 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I move to take up 
Senate bill No. 242, which has been reported from 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to,and the bill (S. No. 
242) to establish Portland, in the State of Oregon, 
and Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, ports 
of delivery, was read the second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to declare Portland, in the State of Oregon, 
and within the collection district of Oregon, and 
Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas, and within 
the collection district of Mississippi, to be ports 
of delivery within their respective collection dis- 
tricts; and provides for the appointment of a sur- 
veyor of customs, to reside at each of those ports, 
who are to perform the dutics and receive the 
compensation and emoluments prescribed in the 
act of Congress approved March 2, 1831, enti- 
tled * An act allowing the duties on foreign mer- 
chandise imported into Pittsburg, Wheeling, Cin- 
cinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, Nashville, and Nat- 
chez to be secured and paid at those places.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
(No. 255) granting certain privileges to the Guard- 
ian Society of the District of Columbia, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


ADDITIONAL ASSAY OFFICHS. 


On motion of Mr. HOWE, the Senate, asin 
Committee of the Whole, resamed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. No. 185) to establish assay 
officesat Carson City, in the Territory of Nevada, 
and Dalles City, in the State of Oregon, and for 
other purposes; the pending question being on 
the amendment of Mr. Nusmirn, to strike out the 
ninth section of the bill in the following words: 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That an assay office 
be lished and located at Dalles City, ia the State of 
Oregon, for the receipt, meling, a aud stumping of 
gold and silver, upon the same cond md subject to 
the same régulations and provisions as are set forth iu the 
first seven sections of thixact; and that thes Z 000 
he appropriated for carrying the provisions of this seetion 
iuto effect. 

And in licu thereof to insert the following sece 
tions: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That a branch ofthe 
Mint of the United States be located and established at 
Dalles City, in the State of Oregon, for the coinage of gold 
and silver. 


x And be it furthey enacted, That, for carryingon 
the business of said braneh, the followiiug offieers shiti be 


appointed, as soonas the public interest shall require their 
serviee, upon the nomination of the President, by and 
advice and consent of the Senate, nicely: one 


with the 
spperint si 
one coincer; and the superintendent shall employ as many 
clerks, subordinate workinen, and Jaborers, under the di- 
reetion of the Secretary of the Tre 7 #8 may be ro- 
quired. The salaries of tie said office hall be as follows: 
to the superintendent, the sam of 2,000; to the assayer, 
the sum of $1,800; to the melterand refiner, 34,800; to the 
clerks, subordinate workmen, and laborers, such wa and 
allowances as are customary, according to their respective 
stations aid occupations, 
—, And be it further enacted, That the officers and 
clerks to be appointed under this aet, before entering upon 
the execution of their offices, shall take an oath or atirma- 
tion, before some judge of the United States or of the su- 
prenie court of said State, faithfuliy and diligently to per- 
form the duties of their offices, and shall each become bound 
to the United States of America, with one or more sure- 
i ietion of the Director of the Mint or the 
district judge of the United States for the district of Ore- 
gon, and of the Sceretary of the Treasury, with the con- 
dition of the faithful performances of the duties of their 
offices. 
Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the general di~ 
rection of the business of said braneh mint of the United 
States shall be under the control and regulation of the Di- 
reetor of the Mint at Philadelphia, subject to the approba- 
n of the Secretary of the Treasury ; and for that p 
it shali be the duty of the said Director i 
regulations and require such returns y 
sionally, and to establish such charges for parting, 
refining, aud coining, as shall appear to hin to 
sary for the purpose of carrying into effect the intention of 
this act in establishing said branch ; also for the purpose 
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of preserving uniformity of weight, form, and finish in the 
coin stamped at said braneh. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That said branch mint 
shall be a place'of deposit for such public moneys as the 
Scerctary of the Treasury may direct. And the superin- 
tendent of said branch mint, who shall perform the duties 
of treasurer thereof, shail have the custody of the same, 
and also perform the duties of Assistant Treasurer; and for 
that purpose shall be subject toall the provisions contained 
in an act entitled “An act to provide for the better organ- 
ization of the Treasury, and for the colection, safe-keep- 
dng, transfer, and disbursement of the public. revenue,’ 
approved August 6, 1846, which relates to the treasurer of 
the Brauch mint at New Orleans. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the superintend- 
ent-of said branch mint be authorized, under the direction 
of the Secretary. of the Treasury, and on Lerms to be pre- 
seribed by him, to issue In payment of the gold dust and 
bullion deposited-for assay and coinage or bars, drafts or 
certificates of deposit, payable at the Treasury, or any sub- 
‘Treasury of the United States, to any depositor electing to 


receive payment in that form. 


s 


EC. ==. And be it further enacted, Thatallthe laws and 
parts of liaws now in force for the regulation of the Mint 
of the United Stntes,and for the government of the officers 
and persons employed therein, aud for the punishmeut of 
all offenses connected with the Mintor coinage of the Uni- 
ted Stites shall be, and they are hereby, declared to be in 
full force in relation to the branch of the Mint by this act 
established, as far as the same may be applicable thereto. 

Src. — And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
carry into effect the provisions of this act, and to meet the 
expenses of the current year, and for tbe fiseal year ending 
the 30th of June, 1865. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, the subject-matter 
of that amendment was introduced to the Senate 
some time since by the Senator. from Oregon in 
the shape ofa bill for the establishmeut of a mint 
at Portland, in Oregon. That bill was referred to 
the Committee on Finance; and you see it pre- 
sented notexactly the question which the Senator 
from Oregon discussed the other day, that is, the 
Lael whether it was better for the State of 

regon to have the gold product of that country 
coined within the State, but it presented this 
other question, whether itwas better forthe United 
States to coin that ore in Oregon or to coin it 
somewhere else, The committee consulted the 
Sceretary of the Treasury on that point,and that 
act has been made the subject-matter of some 
complaint onthe part of the Senator from Oregon. 
The committee thought that the Secretary ought 
to be better informed upon that question than 
they could be themselves. If the question had 
been whether it was better for Oregon to have 


this gold coined in that State than elsewhere, of 


course we should have needed no other informa- 
tion than we could get from the representatives 
from that State; but as to whether it was better 
for the United States to coin it there or elsewhere 
we supposed the Secretary of the Treasury could 
better advise than we could. We therefore sent 
that bill to him for hisadvice. It seems that the 
Secretary in turn saw fit to cousult the Director 
of the United States Mint at Philadelphia, and 
that act has been made the subject of some com- 
` plaint. It is true the Director of the Mint at 
Philadelphia is named Pollock, but it is not true 
that he is named ‘ Disintegration Pollock; his 
name is James Pollock, as I understand. He 
sent back to the Secretary of the ‘Treasury a com- 
munication on the subject, and I send that letter 
to the desk, and desire to have it read. 
The Secretary read the following letter: 


Mint or THE UNITED STATES, 
PHILADELPHIA, February 2, 1864, 

Sir: T have received your letter of the 28th ultimo, in- 
elosing a bill providing for the establishment of a branch 
mint at Portland, Oregon; and requesting my views as to 
the expediency of the proposed measure, together with any 
S tions { may think proper to make touching the pro 
visions of the bill or matters collateral thereto. 

in reply, I beg leave respectfully to offer my views on the 
subject, as follows: : 

The coinage operations of our country are carried on at 
but two points, namely: Philadelphia and San Francisco, 
E ience has shown that the Mint at Phitadelphia pos- 
st sufficient capacity to promptly convert into coin all 
the bullion which finds its way East from the mining re- 
gious of the United States,as well as bullion and coin jm- 
ported from foreign countries. Whe same may be said of 
the branch mint at San Franciseo with reference to the 
bullion produced in the States and Territories west of the 
Rocky mountains. Such being the case, it may be re- 
inarked thata true publie policy does not require, nor would 
the publie interests be subserved by the establishment of 
mints for coinage at any other points in the Union, 

There are several objections to the proposed measure : 

1, It is not good policy to provide for ‘* parting” and coin- 
ing the precious metals at points where there are no skiil- 
ful artists or experienced workmen. By the word © parting’? 


is mevat the operation of separating the silver from the j 


gold, where both of these metals are contained ina deposit. 
AU gold derived irom the mines of the United States con- 


tains a percentage of silver, which must be parted from the 
gold in order to bring the latter to the proper standard for 
colnage. Large quantities of nitric acid (an expensive ar- 
ticle and difficult to transport) are consumed in the opera- 
tion. z 3 : 

2. The transportation of supplies, particularly chemicals, 
to distant points from the commercial centers of our country 
is attended with delays, is inconvenient,uncertain, and very 
expensive—so.expensive, indeed, that it will be found iu- 
practicable tom pose charges for parting and coinage equal 
to the cost ofthe materials and labor employed in those oper- 
ations. Moreover, experience proves that whenever the 
eost of converting bullion into coin ata given point exceeds 
the expense of transportation to and coinage at another 
point, it will find its way to.the latter, however distant... 


3. Coinage is one of the highest and most important ate j] 


tributes of national sovereignty, avd should be exercised 
and controlled in such a manner as will tend to strengttien 
rather than weaken the national Government. It is re- 
spectfully suggested whether the providing of additional 
coinage establishments does not tend toward national dis- 
integration. 

4. If there were no objections to the proposed measure, 
the present is not a favorable time for the ercetion of build” 
ings suitable for coinage purposes, or for putting up the 
necessary machinery, tixtures, &c. Labor, machinery, and 
materials could be obtained only atexorbitantrates. ‘This 
is certainly a serious objection tothe establishment of the 
proposed branch mint. 

The great struggle in which we are now engaged for the 
preservation of our national existence imposes heavy bur- 
dens upon the people, and, until brought to a successful 
termination, no expenditures should be incurred for meas- 
ures not clearly required by the public interests. 

it therefore does not appear expedient to increase the 
number of our coinage establishments. 

The providing, at a suitable point m the State of Oregon, 
of proper facilities for melting, assaying, and stamping of 
bullion, will neet the wants of the mining and commercial 4 
interests of the people of thatregion, as well as if a branch 
mint were established there. All that the owner of bullion 
requires is to have conveniently athand the means of cor- 
reetly ascertaining the value of his bullion, which enables 
him to protect. himself from speculators. For all practi- 
eal purposes, he cau use a barot bullion bearing the Gov- 
ernment stamp of legal contents as well as if it were in 
coin. Anoftlice for melting and assay and stamping bars 
is uot only ali thatthey want, but all that they can in fair- 
ness ask for Oregon. That Territory produced about three 
million doilars, in gold, the Jast fiscal year. Itis to be kept 
in mind that the vast Territory of Idaho (twice as large as 
France) is developing nrines iu almost every part, and ere 
long will also ask for more than one Government assay 
office. The expense of establishiug and supporting these 
willbe very heavy. We have information that the pay of 
common laborers there is six dollius aday, in gold. At this 
rate salaries of $1,800 for the officers would not secure com- 
petent men. A private assayer in Nevada is known to re- 
ceive $4,800 per annum, in gold. ‘hese facts are to be 
borne in mind in starting Government offices. I recom- 
mend that an assay office be ‘established at a convenient 
point in the State of Oregon, for the receipt, melting, and 
assaying of gold and silver, and stamping of imported bars. 


HE also recommend that authority be given the Secretary 


of the Treasury, in ease he should deem it expedient, to 
cause to be issued, on such terms as he may prescribe, in 
payment of bullion deposited at the said assay office, certifi- 
cates redeemable in coin, at the branch mint, San Fran- 
cisco. Lt is proper to add, that if it should be deemed ex- 
pedient to establish the proposed branch mint, the bil) for 
that purpose, from the Finance Committee of the Senate, 
covers the whole subject, and is free trom objection. 

The papers received with your letter are returned here- 
with. 

With great respect, your ohedient servant, 

JAMES POLLOCK, Director. 


Hon. S. P. Cuase, Secretary of the Treasury. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the unfinished business of yesterday. 

Mr. NESMITH. I apprehend that this bill 
will not occupy long; and I should like to get a 
vote upon it. It has been pending for a long 
while during the session. l move to postpone 
all prior orders, and continue it before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can- 
not interpose that motion without the consent of 
the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Van WiN- 
KLE,] who is entitled to the floor on the unfinished 
business of yesterday. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. If this is to occupy 
but a few moments, Í have no objection to yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob- 
jection, the special order will be passed over in- | 
formally, subject to be called up by any Senator. 
The Chair hears no objection to that course. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The unfinished business 
of the morning hour of yesterday is in relationto | 
the Territory of Montana. Idesire,as | was on 
the floor upon that question, to address the Sen- | 
ate on that; and Í will ask that it be set down for | 
some morning hour or some time 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will | 
state that that matier has lost its place by a vote | 
of the Senate. It is vo longer before the Senate. | 

Mr. SUMNER. Why cannot the Senator | 
move to take it up to-morrow in the morning | 


hour? 


H 
1 


} 


eee rennet TT 


The VICE PRESIDENT: The question: is 
on Senate biH No. 185; and.on thar:the Senator 
from Wisconsin (Mr. Hows Jis- entitled :toithe 

oor. ; eia pE bir 
‘Mr. SUMNER. : Does he-expect debate on it? 
: Mr: HOWE.. Natdong, © cect o oom : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. .. Lf my. colleague will al- 
low me to-inguire, I beg to-ask whether themate 
ter to which | have called attention, being inre- 
lation to. a.committee.of conference on. disagreding 
vaenaf thetwo Houses, ia mota: privileged:ques= 
Hon? f ii tides dk F t 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis- not.” ‘There 
seems to bé an impression in the -body thatthe 
report of a committee of conferenceis a privileged 
question. Such is not the fact. Business usually 
gives way-to:it, butit is no more.privileged than 
any other matter. - ‘ eyi 

Me. DOOLITTLE, Then I give noticethat I 
shall call-it upin the morning hour to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT... Senate bill No. 
185, for the establishment of assay offices, is be» 
fore the body. : 

Mr. HOWE. This. recommendation of the 
Director of the. Philadelphia Mint has been: at- 
tacked in so novel amanner that i feel called upon 
to say avery few wordsindefense of it. Ithink 
the Senator from Oregon employed against ita 
weapon which, jf it be not altogether unparlia- 
mentary, is atleast unusual in-this.parliamentary 
body, Heemployed very freely and vigorously 
his wit. I cannot say that he vidlated the rules 
of parliamentary debate in doing so; and yetthe 
appearance of such a new element@f parliament- 
ary warfare suggests to my mind some very grave 
questions. I remember that the predecessor of 
the honorable Senator from Oregon raised the 
question whether it were not unconstitutional, 
whether it did not violate, if not the letter, the 
spirit of the Constitution, for the people of the 

nited States to elect such a man as Mr. Lincoln 
to be President; and he intimated that it was very 
decidedly his opinion that if we had any tribunal 
before which such a question.could.be determined, 
it would be decided to be unconstitutional toelecta 
man for President of the United States who held 
such opinionsas Mr. Lancolndoes, Ihave thought 
whether or no, if sucha tribunal existed, it would 
be held to be exactly constitutional for the State- 
of Oregon to elect a wit to the Senate. Ido not 
undertake to say thatit is a violation of the Con- 
stitution, I know it is not against the letter, but 
the question is whether, as suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon to whom J have just now al- 
luded, it is not against the spirit of the Constitu- 
tion. However, the wit is here, and we have 
got the benefit of it, and we have got to getalong 
with it the best way -we ean.. . pee 

Now, | want to say about. this: recommendae 
tion of Governor Pollock that, in the first place, 
it seemed to the committee that he wasa very fair 
man to be consulted on the subject. He is en+ 
tirely disinterested; and that ought-not to be lost 
sight of, He hag no sort of interest in having 
this gold brought to the Philadelphia Mint. dt 
docs not increase his compensation nor his pawer 
nor his influence. 

In the next place, heds in the employ, not of 
the State of Oregon, nor of the miners in that 
State and in the adjacent Territories, but he isin 
the employ of the United States; and it was his 
duty to give honest advice, and to advise accord- 
ing to his best judgment of what the interests of 
the United States demanded. He came to the 
conclusion that it would be much more expens- 
ive for the United States to undertake to coin 
this gold in Oregon than to coin itelsewhere,and 
therefore he advised against it. ‘he committee 
saw no reason for differing with the conclusion 
to which Governor Pollock came upon that point. 

‘There does seem to be one weak point iu this 
recommendation. He does suggest that the es- 
tablishing of mints for the coinage of gold and 
silver ata great many different points in this wide- 
spread Union of ours does tend to national disin- 
tegration. I feel bound to say-that that is put 
forward not as an argumentagainst theestablish« 
ment of the mint at Portland, in the State of Ore- 
gon, butitismadeasameresuggestion. Whether 
it is sound or:upsound the committee did net 
consider, and 1 feel bound to say that they are 
not to be understood as havingdecided that point, 

‘The Senator from Oregon seems to -have.con- 
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sidered it very carefully, and he has come to a 
different conclusion, and. he presents very con- 
clusive arguments to my mind: why the sugges- 
tion of Governor Pollock ought not to be enter- 
tained, | am at present. inclined to agree with 
the Senator from Oregon on that point. : Never- 
theless, Í think it fair to remind the Senator that 
a few years ago there: was evidently a tendency 
to national disintegration exhibited by the mints 
at Charleston and New Orleans. } have.not the 
slightest suspicion that any such tendency would 
ever be exhibited by a mint at Portland, in the 
State of Oregon. 

But. that is not the reason, it ought to be un- 
derstood, why the Director ofthe Mint at Phila- 
delphia advises. against the establishment of this 
mint at Portland. His reason is that it will be 
more expensive, if not impracticable, to attempt 
this coinage at that point, and therefore itis not 
for the interests of the United States to establish 
this mint. It may be that it would be for the in- 
terests of the State of Oregon to have this gold 
coined there. 

The Senator has argued with a great deal of 
force, as he always argues, that itis for the in- 
terest of the miners, those who produce this ore, 
to have it coined at Portland. Imay be mistaken 
upon that point, but I really think. the interests 
of the miners, of the men who produce this ore, 
are better subserved by the bill we have reported 
here than they would be by the bill asked forby 
the Senator. If this mint was established at Port- 
Jand, belo jhe miner could ascertain the value 
of ‘his ore hd@must send the ore to Portland, in 
Oregon. We have recommended the passage of 
a bill which provides for the establishing of an 
assay office at Dalles City, much nearer the mining 
operations of Oregon than Portland ig, situated, 
as I understand, in the very gateway which leads 
to these mines. If the bill which the committee 
have recommended shall be cnacted into a law, 
the miners, therefore, have only to take their ore 
to Dalles City, and there they ascertain its exact 
value, and there they are paid forit by certificates 
which are payable in coin at San Francisco, and 
Į understand thatexchange is always against the 
State of Oregon; exchange on San Francisco is 
always worth a small premium. At Dalles City 
the premium would probably be an appreciable 
sum; just how much I do not-know; undoubt- 
edly varying. But ifthe bill which the commit- 
tee have recommended is enacted into a law 
the miner can take his ore to Dalles City, and 
there can have the coin for it, or he can have a 
draft, or what is equivalent to a draft, on San 
Francisco, which is worth more than the coin. So 
jt seems to me it is decidedly better for the miner 
than it would be for us to establish a mint at Port- 
land. If the interests of the miner, therefore, and 
the interests of the United States are better sub- 
served by the establishment of an assay office at 
Dalles City than by a mint at Portland, I really 
think the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Oregon ought not to be adopted, but the bill should 
be passed as it was reported from the Committee 
on Finance. 5 

I do not know that I need to take up the time 
of the Senate any further, 


The letter which has |j 


be employed upon such communications as this 
that I hold in my hand, or to dernolish such offi- 
cers and agents of ours as those must necessarily 
be who are employed in the coinage of the coun- 
try. If wit can be confined to such persons as 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Hate] 
on whom it was used very effectually a short 
time since, I am inclined to think itis legitimate; 
but the coining of money is not calculated to make 
wits, and whoever employs it on such persons, 
you see at once has them decidedly at a disad- 
vantage. I hope the Senator hereafter will con- 
fine himself to such subjects as I have indicated 
and let Governor Pollock pass. I am told that 
he is a very faithful and very capable officer, hon- 
est, intelligent, and well informed; and he should 
not be laughed out of existence if we can help it. 

Mr. NESMITH. Mr. President, lam admon- 
ished in the discussion of this question that any 
time that may be occupied in it is at the expense 
and by the courtesy of the Senator from West 
Virginia. I regretthat the measure is not before 
the Senate in a manner that would admit of my 
going at length into an examination of Mr. Pol- 
lock’s letter. I occupied the time of the Senate 
about twenty days ago, at considerable length, in 
discussing a single paragraph of that letter, which 
was not the one that I think is the most open to 
objection. But as the bill has been pending dur- 
ing the entire last session of Congress and during 
this session of Congress, under the circumstances 
in which it is now before the Senate I propose to 
forego any further discussion of that letter, which 
embodies all the arguments that have been pre- 
sented to the Senate against the amendment that 
I have proposed to the pending bill. The Jetter 
has been read, it is true, by the Senator from 
Wisconsin; but I see nothing particular in it that 
should affect the decision of the Senate upon the 
question. 

There is one point, however, in relation to the 
remarks that | made on that letter to which the 
Senator from Wisconsin takes exception. He 
complains that F dealt with the subject, not in 
that grave, dignified, and statesmantike manner 
i which he brings to the consideration of all sub- 
| jects here, but that I dealt with it in a manner 
which he is so kind as tocall witty. Sir, I made 
no pretensions of that sort. I simply brought 
what ability | had to the discussion of that ques- 
tion, and I regret exceedingly that L did not bring 
itina manner that should be gratifying to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. ‘The people of Oregon, in 
sending me here, I suppose, selected such ma- 
terial as they had at hand. If, as the Senator 
from Wisconsin states, it is true that they sent 
a witty man, they should no more be held re- 
spousible for it than Wisconsin should for send- 
ling what perhaps Lo might term a dull man, 
(Laughter.] d regret that itis not in my power 
to bring to the discussion of this and every other 
subject that wisdom which the Senator trom 
Wisconsin seems to hold in such high admiration, 


; to the consideration of all subjects. 
the faaltof my nature that I am unable to imitate 
the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin in this 
deliberative body. He brings, I admit, all that 


been read from Governor Pollock really contains || profound wisdom, all that dignity of character, 


the whole argumenton the subject. I-should not | 
have made any remarks at all but for the very 

effective attack that was made upon this Jetter. [| 
wish to make one more suggestion to the Senator 

from Oregon in that behalf. ‘There is aman over | 
in Boston by the name of O. W. Holmes who is | 
supposed to understand the subject of wit. He | 
says that itis of the very essence of wit that it | 
gives but a partial and incomplete view of every | 
subjecton which it touches, Hesaysthatitgives ; 


out single rays, blue or green or yellow, but never i 


that combination of colors which you getin white 
light. He says that comes from wisdom alone. 


Treally thought that the Senator’s speech the ather |i 


day illustrated the truth of this definition of wit. 
I think he gave us rather a partialand incomplete | 
view of thesubject. I thoughtthat when he held 
up the letter of Governor Pollock as advising 
against the establishment of the mint at Portland 
upon the ground that it tended to national disin- 
tegration, it was not a full and fair exposition of | 
the Governor’s argument upon that point. | 

Another thing: Iam not entirely sure that if 
wit is to be employed in the Senate it ought to 


| all that quict demeanor which I have sometimes 
thought characterized a women’s sewing society. 
Laughter. 
> 


at some length, and {said then about all that I 


desire to say on the subject. The considerations 


and which he thinks it is proper should be brought 
Itis perhaps | 


upon which the Senator has dwelt, as extracts | 


from Mr. Pollock’s letter, I eare nothing about. 
I think L presented to the Senate the other day 


that letter. Upon the remarks that I made the 
other day and upon the letter of Governor Pol- 
lock Tam willing that the issue shall be made up; 


| tween the arguments that ] have presented and 
the arguments which Mr. Pollock has presented. 
Had I the time, Í believe T could show that every 
statement in his letter is fallacious and the most 
of them untrue. 
characterize it here in the Senate, the Senator 
| from Wisconsin comes in with an elaborate de- 
; fense of Mr. Pollock and a deprecation of what 
| I said in relation to his letter. Mankind is so 
1 constituted that I believe there never has been and 


| 
| 
l 
| 
J 
; 
i 
i 


| 
| I discussed this question when it was up before | 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
i 


all that was necessary to be said on the subject of | 


and I am willing that the Senate shall decide be- | 


Notwithstanding that I did so | 


Pnegative) said: 1 desire to change my vote, 


never will be a folly or a wickédness perpetrated 
by any man so gross that it will not find defend- 
ers in some quarters. Why, sir, Byron immor- 
talized that idea when he said: 
“Yet none in lofty numbers can surpass 

The bard who soars to elegize an ass; 

So well the subject suits his noble mind, 

‘A fellow feeling makes us wondrous kind?” 


{Laughter.] 

Sir, this is all { have to say in reply to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin; and upon the issue as now 
presented I am willing that the question shall be 
taken rather than to trespass further on the time 
of the Senator from West Virginia. {f ask fora 
fair vote upon my amendment by the yeas and 
nays. < 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment be 
reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read be- 
fore the vote is taken, 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President 

Mr. SUMNER. Ihopethe Senator will allow 
the order of the day to come up. 

Mr. HOWE. Only a moment, 

Mr. SUMNER. Ido not think we can get a 
vote on this bill now, and as the Senator from 
West Virginia bas the floor on the other question 
which is the order of the day, I hope it will be 
taken up. 

Mr. HOWE, Iwill yield the floor. 

Mr. SUMNER. Itis evident we cannot geta 
vote on this subject. = i 

Mr. HALE. We can have it now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
will be again reported. The words proposed to 
be stricken out will first be read and then the 
words proposed to be inserted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. They are bothlong,and 
I think it is hardly worth while to read them. 
The bill reported by the Committee on Finance 
under the advice of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is a bill to establish an assay office. The 
Senator from Oregon moves to strike that out and 
to insert a bill establishing a mint. 

Mr. NESMITEL. That is all there is in it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I withdraw the call for 
the reading. 

The Secretary 

Mr. PESSEN 


roceeded to call the roll. 

EN (after first voting in the 
vote “yea.” I do it for the purpose of moving 
a reconsideration. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 16; 
as follows: 

YLAS—Messrs. Brown, Carlile, 
Dixon, Fessenden, tate, Harding, Harris, Menderson, 
Hendricks, Howard, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, 
McDougall, Morgan, Nesmith, Powell, Riddle, Sautsbury, 
‘Ten Byek, Wilkinson, and Willey--2¢ 

NAYS—Mes 
Cowan, Doolittle 
man, Sprague, Sunamer, Trumbull, Vau 
Wilsou—16. 

So the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I give notice that I shall 
move a reconsideration of that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next ques- 
tion will be on ordering the bill to be engrossed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I say l shall move a re- 
consideration of the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator does 
it now, then. This is the only time at which it 
can be done, The bill is now before the Senate, 
and the next question will be on ordering it to be 
engrossed, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Well, I make the motion 
to reconsider now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maine moves to reconsider the vote just taken. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. f voted in the affirma- 
tive for the purpose of moving a reconsideration 
of the vote upon this particular amendment; but 
if I can make the same motion, or call up the 
question when the bill gets into the Senate, I will 
withdraw my motion to reconsider it now. I 
suppose I can do that. The bill is now in eom- 
mittee, as I understand. 

Mr. FOSTER. The question will be taken 
again in the Senate, a 

Mr: FESSENDEN. The same question can 
be taken again when the bill is reported to the 
Senate. 


Jhandler, Conness, 


S, 


s. Anthony, Buekalew, Clark, Collamer, 
Poster, Howe, Johuson, Morrill, Sher- 
Winkle, and 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes, sir. The 
Chair was under a misapprehension, The bill 
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is now before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then I withdraw the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I would inquire of the 
honorable Senator whether on thé motion to re- 
consider he expects to. discuss the question? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly, Ido. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I suggest, then, as all 
this is by the courtesy of the Senator from West 
Virginia, who is to address the Senate, that. we 
proceed with the regular order.of business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order 
of business comes up at the suggestion of any 
Senator. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 


REPEAL OF FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the special 
order is before the Senate, being the bill (S. No. 
141) to repeal all acts for the rendition of fugi- 
tives from service or labor, upon which the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE. Mr. President, al- 
though the remarks J am about to make may not 
apply peculiarly to the bill under discussion, yet 
considering it as one of a series of projected meas- 
ures now pending in one or both Houses of Con- 
gress, they will not be deemed inappropriate. It 
is to the probable operation and effect of these 
measures in the so improperly called border 
States, including that which [in part represent on 
this Moor, that I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate and the country. 

The burdens of the existing war in the shape 
of contributions of men and money have been at 
least proportionally borne by the States further 
North, and their free gifts for the relief of sick 
. and wounded soldiers have been poured forth like 
water, and have doubtless exceeded ours; yetthey 
have escaped the devastation and ruin to. which 
we have been subjected. ‘I'here is wailing and 
affliction in almost every household of the North; 
but we also mourn the husband and the father, 
the son and the brother. We have seen the ac- 
cumulations of life-long industry perish in a mo- 
ment; ashes and ruins conceal the spots where 
the homes of many a happy family once stood; 
desolation usurps the place of cultivated fields, 
and the eye roams at will over acres of fertile soil 
with nothing to arrest its observation but noxious 
weeds, and, in many cases, ungathered crops rot- 
ting on the ground. Of the former loyal occu- 
pants many are with the armies of the Union, 
fighting the battles of their country; some sleep 
sweetly in. gory winding-sheets beneath the soil 
they have defended, while the wives, children, 
and aged parents of both are aliens in their own 
land, dwelling or wandering among those who, 
however friendly, are yetstrangers, earning a sub- 
sistence by unusual employments, or in some cases 
maintained by the contributions of the benevolent 
and patriotic. 

As to my own people, let it be remembered 
that the rebel armies were at their doors before 
they were compelled to make their election be- 
tween loyalty and disloyalty. That many loving 
the Union as we do, in the face of impending 
danger not only to their possessions but to their 
wives and little ones, and unable to remove them, 
or to maintain them when removed, should have 
suecumbed and given an unwilling adhesion to 
the rebel cause is not surprising; but that the 
large majority of our farmers and workingmen re- 
fused such adhesion is now beyond controversy. 
Iam personally acquainted with many who boldly 
repelled the degradation -tendered them as the 
price of safety, and escaping at the peril of their 
lives have been constant to this day in their de- 
votion to the cause of the Union. Some with 
such an experience sat in the conventions and 
Legislature of West Virginia. It was” the poli- 
ticians, mostly those of the then dominant party, 
and those whom they induced to believe that se- 
cession was but a party measure, or a threat, not 
the peopleat large, who turned their backigon their 
country and became its malignant enemies. These 
remarks are to a greater or less extent true ofall 
the border States. 

In the States nearest the seat of war, loyalty 
to the Union has a meaning which does notat- | 
tach to it elsewhere. This remark is made in no 
invidious spirit, nor is it intended to depreciate 
in the slightest degree the sterling patriotism of | 


I suggest that. 


the North.: It is intended simply to. vindicate 
that of the border States, by: proving its sincerity, 


mained constant under the most:trying circum- 
stances. IfI may venture to appear to-day as 
the self-constituted ad vocate of the people of those 
States, I do not speak to vaunt their sufferings 
or their services, or as their suppliant. for ‘even 
deserved favors. Through you, Mr. President, 
I address the Senate andthe country, in the name 
ofa common patriotism and a common human- 
ity, urging that what more particularly concerns 
them may, in the deliberations of those assem- 
bled here, and in the thoughts of those whom 
they represent, have justconsideration. I make 
no charge, for I entertain no suspicion, of inten- 
tional wrong on the part of any member of this 
body; but it may be that in the desire to accom- 

lish instantaneously some long-cherished object, 

owever praiseworthy, difficulties will be thrown 
in the way of others, which might be avoided by 
a little forbearance. 

I do not, I cannot, doubt that everyone who 
hears me desires, at the earliest possible moment, 
the complete pacification of the whole country. 
l know that such pacification cannot be effected 
until the rebellion is crushed and those who up- 
hold it, from whatever cause, have acknowledged 
and submitted to the supremacy of the Constitu- 
tion and the Government it created. I have, un- 
fortunately, seen too much of the spirit of those 
who are waging war against their country, and 
of those in our midst who sympathize with them, 
to believe that the former will lay down their 
arms untilcompelled. I cannot see where we can, 
with just self-respect, concede one jot or one 
tittle to those who are in arms against us. But 
the day will come, in the pleasure of a righteous 
Providence, when this calamity will be overpast, 
and when every right-minded man will desire to 
take by the hand, in all cordiality and affection, 
those who have repented them of the evil they 
in their madness sought to do unto us, their 
brethren. In saying this I assume no spirit of 
prophecy. l speak only from a knowledge of 
what has been the sequence of wars. between 
brethren in-other countries and from my confi- 
dence in the better part of human nature. Will 
not all who hear me join in saying, would God 
the day of complete reconciliation were at hand? 

There is in the northern States, and unfortu- 
nately in the border States also, a class of men 
who occupy a most equivocal position. With 
their lips they profess adherence to the Union, 
while their acts give countenance and encourage- 
ment to the rebellion, Admitting their profes- 
sions ofabhorrence of secession and of love for the 
Union, do they act wisely even for themselves, 
in so loudly and constantly denouncing those who 
are charged with the duty of carrying on the war? 
is there not danger that they will confound the 
principal and the agent, and by perseverance in 
their denunciations of the Administration, the 
mere instrument, include their country in their 
maledictions? Let them remember that in the 
exigencies of war it frequently happens that there 
is not time for due deliberation, . If errors have 
been committed, is it certain that they proceeded 
from unworthy motives? ‘Theremay be just dif- 
ference of opinion as to the policy those charged 
with the administration of the Governmentshould 
pursac in time of war, as well as.in time of peace, 
and there may be acts of the Government at any 
time which should be rebuked. 
rebuke be angry? A man may with propricty 


rebuke his friend, but will the rebuke be heeded | 


if the friend isoverwhelmed with calamity? Will 
the friendship be appreciated which seizes such 
a time for its animadversions? If these fault 
finders have cars to hear let them hear and heed 
the voice thatis everywhere addressed to them 
from the true friends of the country, and is daily 
growing louder. It calls upon them to manifest 
their own respect for the Constitution by cor- 
dially fostering and aiding the efforts making to 
maintain and vindicate its authority, before they 
assume to censure those who, in their sincere ef- 


| forts to save the country, have, as their censors 


allege, exceeded the powers itconfers upon them. 

There is another class of persons found in the 
border States whose situation is peculiar to that 
region, and requires not only consideration but 
forbearance. ‘his class is composed of those 
firm friends of the Union who have proved their 


Bat need: the, 


| no such Stateas West Virginia, 


faith by their works, and. who have suffered from 


t 3 | this evil rebellion:ant'arè suffering still, notalone 
as the large majority of their people have -re- |! 


from the loss of property; which they may have 
endured in: common with -many others, but: ina 
way peculiar to themselves.: There are fathers. 
of this class: whose sons in defiance of thei! aŭ 
thority, have left their hearth-stones: and: -have 
joined and-are serving in the rebel armies. * Broth- 
ers have encountered brothers on the battlefield, 
ànd -there are very few: bora in the border States 
who have not near connections or endeared friends 
adhering tothe pseudo-confederacy: “Say that 
they should renounce all affection and friendship 
for-these traitors, it may yet be pertinently asked 
whether the. heart-strings can be rudely disrupted 
without suffering amounting in some cases to tor- 
ture: If we estimate ourown. patriotism by what 
we have suffered or-sacrificed for the good of the 
common cause, shall not these men who have also 
suffered. and sacrificed as we have not been called 
upon to do be entitled -to the consideration and 
forbearance I have invoked in their behalf? 
Let it- be remembered. that of the class of citi- 
zens of whom I. have last spoken: many were 
slaveholders at the time they were called upon to 
take part on one side or the other of this unhappy 
controversy, and:that all of them have spenttheir 
lifetimes in slaveholding communities. > They,d 
speak particularly of the border States, had not 
witnessed the cruelties to slaves which are recited 
with so much unction at gatherings in the north 
ern States, save as very exceptional cases prompt- 
ly punished by the law and universally con- 
emned by public opinion. The slavésthey saw 
were domestic and farm servants, treated with 
much kindness and consideration; and looking at 
the slavery around them only in its practical. as- 
pects and considering the limited capacities of 
those subject to it, they may have come to regard 
it as a benignant institution, It was nevertheless 
this class of men, slaveholders and the sons of 
slaveholders, who, in 1832, looking at. the moral 
and political aspects of the case, as my colleague 
showed the. other day by numerous citations, 
made a nearly RAR effort to inaugurate 
gradual emancipation in Virginia, while the tend- 
ency in all the border States at that time wag in 
the same direction. i te aki 
‘Thus far i have assumed to speak for the bor- 
der States generally, aud trust | have notassumed 
too much. For my own State I am entitled to 
speak, not only as a witness of much that I have 
related, but by my position on this floor, if 
indeed West Virginia isa State of this Union. 
That having been denied, E shall before going fur- 
ther make this the opportunity I have desired ever 
since | first occupied this seat, to prove that West 
Virginia is formally, legally, and constitutionally, 
one of the United States on an equal footing with 
the original States. : : 
It was denied by the Senator from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Davis,] who I regret to see is not present, 
and those who voted with him, when he opposed 
the admission to seats on this floor of my col- 
league and myself, on the ground. that there was 
Ido not remem- 
ber what the Senator said besides on that occa- 
sion, nor have I sought. for the record. One im 
pression, derived from his remarks at the time, 
is indelibly fixed on my mind, namely, that the 
Senator had not given to our case that exhaust- 
ive examination and consideration which he usu- 
ally devotes to the subjects of the speeches with 
which he occasionally refreshes the Senate.: 1, 
however, Considered it a very unkind cut; not 
that | deemed it personal to myself, or that it 
derived any aggravation from the fact that itema- 
nated from the distinguished Senator. The un- 
kindness consisted in this: it came. from Ken» 
tucky, a State which had less right than any other 
to be over particular upon the subject. Kentucky 
was also erected within the jurisdiction of Vir- 


i ginia; but before she obtained the consent of that 


State she had, in defiance of her authority, as- 
sembled a Legislature and organizedggn army 
with the view of fighting her way into # union, 
Iltisa little queer that the elder sister, who had her- 
self snubbed the old lady, and, resisting the mater- 
nal blandishmenis, had insisted upon setting. up 
housekeeping for herself, should be tart upon the 
younger for following ata modest distance in her 
footsteps. We console ourselves with the reflecs 
tion that caprice is. a characteristic of the sex. 
The Legislature of New Jersey, Lam informed, 
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some time since passed a resolution adverse. to 
the admission of West Virginia into the Union 
as a separate State. I have not seen it, and con- 
sequently do not know what ‘whereas’? is the 
ground of her objection, and can only conjecture 
ite Considering the time at which the resolution 
was passed, and that the majority who passed it 
were of the ‘ peace at any price?’ persuasion, it 
may be they were anxious to make themselves 
friends.at Richmond, in case General Lee should 
penetrate to Trenton. Or, as: the only question 
connected with the admission of West Virginia 
is, whether the Legislature-of the reorganized 
government of Virginia is a true Legislature, 
the peace men at Trenton may have imagined 
there could be but one Legislature in a State; and 
as they were disposed to recognize that at Rich- 
mond, the inference was easy that the other was 
spurious. Possibly they claimed and exercised 
a tight of choice as arbitrary as that accorded to 
the very young lady who visited the menagerie. 
Asking which was the elephant and which the 
hyena, the polite keeper replied, ‘t Vitchever you 
pleases, my little dear; you pays your money and 
you takes your chice.”? But, on the whole, it 
is-most probable they were governed by a pre- 
cedent in the history of their own State. There 
were two Legislatures sitting in New Jersey for 
some time after the Declaration of Independence, 
one Joyal to the king and the other to the coun- 
uy; and the peace men, like their Tory prede- 
cessors, repudiated that which represented the 
country and favored that which sought its over- 
throw. This may be only another instance of 
feminine caprice. 

But the unkindest cut of all has been given 
recently. -There is a newspaper published at 
Boston called the Commonwealth, which being 
somewhat fast itself, agrees with the national ex- 
ecutive committee—that vor ef praterea nihil, 
saving always the Senator from Kansas—that our 
worthy Presidentis too slow. Itis transcendental, 
and, like several of its fellows, entirely above the 
weakness of believing that the founder of Chris- 
tianity was anything better than a young man of 
very correct morals, endowed with the same 
kind and possibly no greater degree of inspira- 
tion than one of its own literary contributors 
of a school as difficult to interpret as any of the 
prophets, It is besides radical, which word ] 
use “ pureand simple,” because until a degree of 
comparison above the superlative is invented, it 
cannot be properly characterized. l will not do 
to callit ranscendentally radical, as that might im- 
ply that it is all root, and furnishes neither food 
for the hungry nor shade for the weary. ‘This 
same newspaper, being uninformed, Fam bound to 
presume, that the reorganized Legislature of Vir- 
ginia, on the recommendation of the reorganized 
Executive, had called a convention to abolish sla- 
very throughout that State, denounced that Le- 
rislaturcas aS? bogus” Legislature, and Governor 
Pierpont asa “bogus” Governor, thus abandon- 
ing its usual test of the fitness of things, and at- 
tempting to overthrow the very foundation on 
which rests the sovercignty and autonomy of 
West Virginia, which had also abolished slavery. 
I presume that when the worthy Governor first 
read this ungrateful denunciation by the Com- 
monwealth, be thoughtit very hard of that paper, | 
but subsequent reflection must have convinced 
him that it was very soft of it. ‘There seems to 
be something of the old feminine in this case. 

But, Mr, President, the Senator from Kentucky, | 
whether encouraged by the yaticinations of the 
Boston newspaper or not | cannot say, has, within 
a few days, returned to the charge. In his speech 
on the joint resolution proposing to amend the 
Constitution, as revised for the Globe, I find this 
language: 

“They {the President and Congress] affect to adhere to 
the forms of the © litution, whi acy utterly disregard 
not oniy its spirit bul also its exp provisions, and all 
We liberty and protection which it assures to the citizen. 
They have devised ihe boldest aud most revolutionary 
mensurcadinder the guise of jaw and executive administri 
tien us the me ry of their operations. The first in 
thing was tlic e jon of Weert Virginia into a new State, 
and fer admission into the Union in patpable violation of 
the Constitution, so admitted aud avowed by many of their 
Jeaders both in aud out of Congress, and attempted to be 
ed by then: on the ground that the country was in a 

: revohition, and the Constitution of 
ver. The President took the official 
opinion uf the Al yey General, Which was tat the meas- į 
ure was Without constitutional authority, and yet be ap- 


proved it.” 


So far the Senator from Kentucky; and I may: 
say here that it was:my intention to reply to those 
remarks during that débate, but the anxiety of 
Senators to pass the joint resolution for the amend- 
ment of the Constitution induced me to defer it, 
and I therefore ask the indulgence of the Senate 
in noticing it here. j 

What may have been ‘admitted and avowed’? 
or “attempted to be justified” by the leading or 
other friends of the Administration, “ both in and 
out of Congress,” of course 1 cannot say. That 
“the President took the official opinion of the 
Attorney General,” as such, | think is not true. 
The President in the exercise of a constitutional 
prerogative called for the opinions in-writing of 
his Cabinet, and they were given. The Attor- 
ney General is a member of the Cabinet, but his 
opinion in that capacity would not probably be 
confined to the question of constitutionality, but 
would embrace considerations of expediency as 
well. I do not think it would be becoming to 
say here, from indirect infarmation, how the 
Cabinet was divided on the question of the ad- 
mission of West Virginia, or what were the views 
of individual members. 1 may say, however, 
with entire respect for the member named, that 
when the project of erecting West Virginia was 
first broached in the Wheeling convention. he 
wrote a letter, which has been published, in re- 
ply to onc from a member of that body, in which 
he as certainly misconceived what was proposed 
as the Senator from Kentucky now misconceives 
what has been done. In the course of the re- 
marks I propose to make | expect to show con- 
clusively that the President and Congress were 
justified in admitting West Virginia, as well on 
constitutional grounds as on considerations of 
expediency, and that the events which made it 
possible at that time were not rev@lutionary, but 
emphatically anui-revolutionary. 

In noticing some innoccuous flings at West Vir- 
ginia, I said, and now seriously repeat, that the 
vuly question to be determined in order to estab- 
lish the constitutionality of the formation and 
erection of that State within the jurisdiction of 
Virginia, and her admission as one of the United 
States on an equal footing with the original States, 
is whether the Legislature which gave its consent 
to such formation and ercetion was the true Le- 
gislature of Virginia. 

The Constitution of the United States (article 
four, section three) reads as follows: 


« New States may be admitted by the Congress into this | 


Union; but uo new State shall be formed or erected within 
the jurisdiction of any other State, nor auy State be formed 
by the janction of two or more States, or parts of States, 
without the consent of the Legisluvures of the States con- 
cerned, as well as of the Cong) 


That this section permits a new State to be: 
formed or erected within the jurisdiction of an- : 


other State is evident from the remark of Mr. 
Madison in the forty-third vumber of the Feder- 
alist,where, commenting on the words just quoted, 
he says that “ the particular precaution against 
the erection of new States, by the partition of a 
State without its consent, quiets the jealousy of 
the larger States, as that of the smaller is quieted 
by a like precaution against a junction of States 
without their consent.’? This interpretation is 
confirmed by the fact that the States of Vermont, 
Kentucky, and Maine, each previously within the 
jurisdiction of another State, have, at different 
periods, been admitted into the Union. 


it thus appears that the only constitutional pro- | 


visions in reference to the formation or erection 


of a new State within the jurisdiction of another ! 


State are, that the Legislature of the latter shall 
consent to such formation or erection, and that the 
proposed State shall be admitted into the Union 
by Congress. West Virginia was admitted into 
the Union, on certain conditions, by an act of 
Congress approved December 31, 1862, which 
conditions were complied with, as appears by the 


proclamation of the President of the United States, | 


dated on the 19th day of April, 1863. The ques- 
tion remains, whether the Legislature of Virginia 
gave the requisite consent. ; 

It is unquestionable that a legislative body sit- 
ting at Wheeling gave such consent, and that it 


had been recognized as the true Legislature of | 
Virginia by the Executive of the United States, | 


and is so recognized in the preamble of the act of 
admission above referred to. From the decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
thode Island case, (Luthervs. Borden, 7 Howard, 


page 42,) it appears that such recognition is suffi- 
cient to determine. whether a body claiming to be 
the Legislature of a State is a true and constitu- 
tional Legislature. The Chief Justice, in deliver- 
ing his opinion in that case, indicates that the. 
question is in its nature political and not judicial; 
and after citing the fourth section of the fourth 
article of the Constitution, which provides that 
the United States shall guaranty to every State 
inthe Union a republican form of government and 
protect each of them from invasion and against 
domestic violence, remarks as follows: 

“Under this clause of the Constitution it rests with 
Congress to decide what-government is the established one 
in a State. For, as the United States guaranty to each 
State a republican form.of government, Congress must ne- 
ecssarily decide what government is established in the State 
before it can determine whether it is republican or not, 
And when thé Senators and Representatives of a State are 
admitted into the councils of the Union, the authority of 
the government under which they are appointed, as well as 
its republican character, is recognized by the proper con- 
stitutional authority, and its decision is binding on every 
other department of the Government, and could not be 
questioned in a judicial tribunal.” 

My present argument is intended to prove that 
the Legislature constituting part of the reorgan- 
ized government of Virginia was and is a true 
Legislature. It was recognized as such by Con- 
gress when Senators elected by it and Represent- 
atives chosen by the people under its authority 
were admitted to seats in the two Houses of that 
body. It received a further recognition when the 
Senators and Representatives of West Virginia 
were also admitted. The recognition by Con- 
gress, therefore, of the reorganized government 
of Virginia, including, of course, its Legislature, 
is full, ample, and unequivocal, 

And here I might with propriety rest the case; 
but charges and insinuations have been and are 
constantly made by many who, I am in charity 
bound to suppose, do so in ignorance of the cir- 
cumstances of the case, and not from invidious 
motives. Congress needs no vindication at my 
hands of this exercise of its high prerogative; but 
for the sake of my own patriotic people I desire 
to show that the recognition was nota party meas- 
ure, and was not made to secure support for the 
Administration. ‘The power to recognize the re~ 
organized government of Virginia, being reposed 
by the Constitution in the Government of the 

nited States, its exercise was required not merely 
as an act of justice to the loyal citizens of Virginia, 
but by the highest considerations of national 
policy. But, sir, I do wish to vindicate those 
who were the actors in the reorganization of the 
| government of Virginia, to show that they were 
ready at all times to give a reason for the faith 
that was in them, that every step they took was 
only taken after due deliberation and investigation, 
: and that all their proceedings in the very difficult 
circumstances in which they found themselves 
placed were formal, legal, and constitutional, and 
were characterized by moderation and a proper 
sense of justice toward all who were to be affected 
by them. : 

Although this vindication is directly connected 
with the staple of the argument I proposed to 
make on certain measures now pending in both 
Houses, I ask the indulgence of the Senate while I 
narrate as briefly as possible the facts and circum- 
stances which both produced and justificd the 
reorganization, As thatsolemn act was intended 
I| to, and did in fact, include the whole State of Vir- 
ginia, I Jeave outof consideration, for the present 
at least, all grievances not directly connected with 
the so-called secession of the State. 

In December, 1860, ‘after some of the planting 
| States had passed their secession ordinances, the 

then Governor of Virginia issued his proclama- 
tion convening the Legislature in extra session 
earlyin January, 1861. On the 14th of that month 
the Legislature passed an act providing for the 
| election on the 4th day of February following of 
delegates to a convention to assemble at Rich- 
i mond on the 13ih day of the same month, ‘to 
adopt such measures asthey may deem expedient 
for the welfare of the Commonwealth.”? The Le- 
gislature also passed, onthe 19th of January, an 
act authorizing the several counties and incorpo- 
rated cities and tewns to arm their militia; on 
tbe 25th an get tocreate an ordnance department; 
f and on the 29th an act appropriating $1,000,000 
|! for the defense ofthe Commonwealth. They also 
passed joint resolutions, on the 8th of January, 
against the coercion of a State; on the 19th, in- 
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witing the other States to send commissioners to 
meet commissioners on the part of Virginia, (the 
peace congress,) in the preamble of which they 
speak of ‘averting so “dire a calamity’’ as. the 
dissolution of the Union; and on the: 2ist concérn- 

_ing the position of Virginia in the event-of adis- 
solution of the Union, which was to be with the 
slaveholding States. In all, they passed three 
hundred and seven acts and joint resolutions, 
mostly on the ordinary subjects of legislation, 
adjourning on the 4th of April; proof, I think, that 
they did not believe that the threatened secession 
would be consummated, 

The election for delegates to the convention 
was duly held, and that body assembled on the 
appointed day. A large majority of those who 
had run as anti-secession candidates were elected. 
The act calling the convention provided that a 
separate poll should be opened at the election for 
delegates “ to take the sense of the qualificd voters 
as to whether arty action of said convention dis- 
solving our connection with the Federal Union 
or changing the organic law of the State shall 
be submitted to the people for ratification or re- 
jection.” The votes “for referring to the people” 
were in number 100,536, and ‘against referring 
to the people,’ 55,375, being a clear majority of 
45,161 for referring. ‘The convention sat daily, 
but no ordinance was passed for more than two 
months. On the 17th of April the so-called ‘ seces- 
sion ordinance’? was adopted. Tt is entitled ‘an 
ordinance to repeal the ratification of the Consti- 
tution of the United States of America, by the 
State of Virginia, and to resume all the rights and 
powers granted under said Constitution.” Itde- 
clares and orfains that the ratifying ordinance of 
the convention of 1788, and also all acts of the Gen- 
eral Assembly ratifying or adopting amendments 
thereto, are thereby repealed and abrogated; that 
the union between Virginia and the other States is 
thereby dissolved; that the State is “in the full 
possession and exercise of all the rights of sov- 
ereignty which belong and appertain to a free and 
independent State,” and that the Constitution of 
the United States is no longer binding on any of 

her citizens. The ordinance was to take effect 
and be an act of the day of its passage when rati- 
fied by a majority of the votes of the people of 
the State cast ata poll to be taken “thereon, on 
the fourth Thursday in May then next, in pur- 
suance of a schedule thereafter to be enacted. 
The schedule, adopted on the 24th of the same 
month, accordingly provides for submitting the 
question to the people, and suspends and pro- 
hibits until otherwise ordained the election for 
Represshtatives in Congress usually held on that 
ay. 
On the 25th of April they passed an ordinance 
ratifying the convention entered into between Vir- 
ginia and the so-called confederate States, for a 


temporary union with said States, under the pro- | 


visional government adopted by the latter. This 
convention or agreement provides, that until the 
union of Virginia with thesaid Statesis perfected, 
and she shall become a member of the confed- 
eracy, “the whole military forceand military op- 
erations, offensive and defensive, of said Common- 
wealth, in the impending conflict with the United 
States, shall be under the chiefcontrol and direc- 
tion of the president of said confederate States;’’ 
and that upon the adoption of a permanent con- 
stitution by the said States, and Virginia becom- 


ing a member of the confederacy, the former will | 


turn over’? to the latter “all the public prop- 
erty, naval stores, and munitions of war, &c., 
she may then be in possession of, acquired from 
the United States.” There is no provision inthe 
ordinance ratify ing this convention for submitting 
it to'the people, nor was it ever so submitted. 


On the next day another ordinance was passed, | 
adopting and raufying ‘* the constitution of the | 
provisional government of the confederate States | 
This was net directed to be sub- jj 
mitted to the people, but it was provided that it | 


of Amorica.’”’ 


should cease to have any legal operation or-effect, 
if the secession ordinance was rejected. 


On the same day an ordinange to amend the 
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instrument the provisions which exempted: slaves 
under twelve years ofage from taxation, dud made 
the tax on slaves above that age the same as that 
on $300 worth of land. This was intended to 
gild the nauseous pill of secession, and. was di- 
reeted to be submitted to the people on the same 
day as the secession ordinance. 1l- am proud to 
say, Mr. President, that almost every where in 
Western Virginia the loyal people refused to-vote 
for or against this palpable bribe. Cerberus did 
not like the sop. 3 

l will only notice further that on the Ist of May 
following an ordinance was passed releasing the 
officers, civil and military, and-the people gener- 
ally of the State, ‘from any and all oaths which 
they may have taken to support the Constitution 
of the late Confederacy, known as the United 
States of America.” ‘These are the very words 
of the ordinance, and it should be observed that 
this was before the question of secession was sub- 
mitted to the people. This ordinance was never 
so submitted. 

Having briefly referred to several ordinances of 
the convention, which with others 1 have omitted 
to notice all tended to one result, I will proceed 
to consider the most important more at length, 
and will first refer to the circumstances under 
which the secession ordinance was passed and rat- 
ified, if ratified it was. It being known that a 
large majority of the delegates to the convention 
were anti-secessionists when elected, the hall 
where they held their sessions was almost be- 
sieged by a set of ruflians, mostly from more 
southern States, many of them slave-traders, a 
class previously despised even in Richmond, who 
probably felt that their craft wasin danger, Every 
art of intimidation was practiced by these new 


actors on the stage of Virginia politics. The mem- 


bers disposed to be faithful to the Union were in- 
sultedand spitupon from the galleries, and mobbed 
and assaulted on leaving the hall, as the Senator 
from Virginia and my colleague can testify. How 
many yielded to these intimidations may never be 
known, as they naturally assigned other reasons 
for their change of front. The result was that the 
majority was altered, those holding fast their in- 
tegrity for the most part representing the coun- 
ties now included in West Virginia, and being 
about one third of the whole number voting. 

At very many of the polls, also, intimidation 
was the order of the day, and long before the 
election Virginia was as nearly out of the Union 
as she ever has been. In nearly every county, 
except those in the northwest, under the excite- 
ment created by the John Brown raid, a military 
force had been organized in the interest of the se- 
cessionists, and the,county authorities generally 
were their partisans. Threats of what would be 
done to those who dared to adhere to the Union 
were loudly uttered everywhere,and even judges 
in their charges to grand juvies talked of prose- 
cutions for treason. Shortly before the election, 
a letter, written by the notorious James M. Ma- 
son, was published over his signature and widely 
circulated, in which it was plainly said that all 
who voted against secession would be compelled 
to leave the State. Confederate troops from South 
Carolina and Mississippi were thrown into various 
parts of the Commonwealth, and, with the local 
forces, both before and at the election, openly 
menaced all who should dare to oppose their 
views. Many true Union men fled, some con- 
cealed themselves, others forbore to vote; but in 
almost every county of the west, and in some, at 
least, of the east, some bolder spirits cast their 
viva voce votés against secession, 

It is not surprising that the rebel Governor, 
more than two months afterwards, issued his proc- 
lamation claiming a considerable majority for se- 
cession. I leave it to Senators and the country 
to say whether, under the system of intimidation 
I have attempted to describe, the secession ordi- 
nance can be fairly said to have been ratified by 
gin Long before the day ap- 
pointed for holdivg the election the leadersin the 
secession movement had control of every depart- 
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State constitution was adopted, striking from that 


oiie seein 


ment of the State government, including the mili- ” 
tary. Their éreatuves ‘filled every-im portartul- 
fice in the'dounties, eapécially those appertaining 
to the administration of justice. They Had ’pre- 
pared for the events they were: liastening by s0 


‘dtrangifg things that ina large majotity of the 


counties organized opposition to their machina- 
tions was impossible. Many ‘hopéd-antil the 


‘last that the vote would be againt secession: but 


ifit had, it would not have delayed for önë wd- 


‘ment the rapid strides with which that iniquity 


was advancing. ; 

It may not be generally’ known how far pras- 
tical secession had progressed, not only before 
the election, but actually before the sécession or- 
dinance was: passed. Two days previous to the 
latter event, the troops destined to seize the na- 
tional arthory at Harper’s Ferry,and to obstruct 
the entrance to the Gosport navy-yard, were on 
the way to those places. There was no act‘of the 
Legislature or ordinance of the conventionto au- 
thorize these movements; buta supple Executive, 
who had mouthed his professions of Unionism as 
long as he dared, had practically surrendered his 
authority to a military committee appointed by the 
latter. The convention, in the meantime, was 
deliberating with closed doors what part they 
would recommend the State to take in the impend- 
ing contest, for that was the extent of theirauthor- 
ity, as their acts until ratified by the people were 
of no force. Whoever, therefore, had assumed 
to inaugurate war with the United States by:set- 
ting these troops in motion, whether they had or 
had not been previously clothed with any legal 
authority, had palpably usurped the government 
of the State. 

It is manifest that by the very terms of the se- 
cession ordinance the Constitution of the United 
States was acknowledged to be in force in Vir- 
ginia until the ratification of that instrument bya 
majority of thé voters, dnd that consequently and 
because the people by a very heavy majority: had 
decided that “no action of the convention dis- 
solving the connection of Virginia with the Fed- 
eral Union, or changing the organic law of the 
Statė,” should have any force or éffect without 
their ratification, the ordinances ratifying thé con- 
vention with the pseudo-confederate States, and 
that adopting their constitation, although the op- 
eration of the latter was to depend on the ratifi- 
cation of the secession ordinance, weré absolutely 
null and void in their inception, so that not even 
a vote of the people could give them any force or 
effect. The Constitution of the United States 
(article one, section ten) provides that 

‘No State shall enter into any treaty, alliatce, or con- 
federation.” 

And again, that 

“No State shall, without the cohsentof Congress, * 
* * " “ enterintoany agreement or compact with 
another State, or with a foregn Power.” 

I now proceed to show, and will be so pre- 
sumptuous as to ask the particular attention of 
the Senate for a few minutes, that the so-called 
secession ordinance, by what it asserts and more 
by what it omits, does in fact, and almost forma 
ally and in terms, concede that there is no such 
right as that of separate State secession. It will 
be readily acknowledged that if those who assert 
a right rest its vindication on asingle foundation, 
and that foundation utterly fails to support it, they 
do impliedly and in fact admit that such alleged 
right has no existence. This remark is only the 
more apposite when applied to those who, like 
our former brethren of eastern Virginia,claim to 
have been born with peculiar capacities for legis- 
lation, and to have devoted the ample leisure af- 
forded them by their ‘peculiar institution”? to 
perfecting themselves in that which to all others 
is a somewhat abstruse science. But cheaply as 
I hold these “new lights” of Virginia, I yield ta 
none in reverence for her statesmen of the revo- 
Jutionary period, or in appreciation oftheir labors. 
itis by the work of those giants that I expect to 
convict the pigmies of to-day.’ a i 

I have already stated-ihat the secession ordi- 
nange purports by ity ude to be an ordinance to 
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repeal the ratification of the Constitution of the 
-United-States by Virginia, and to resume all the 
rights and powers thereby granted. That ratifi- 
cation, adopted on the 25th of June, 1788, which 


has been printed with every code of Virginia since |f 


issued, and which must be allowed to have for 
Virginia all-the sacredness and force of a fanda- 
mental or organic law, declares and makes known 
«that the powers gvanted under the. Constitution 
-being derived from the people of the United States, . 
may be resumed by them whensoever the same 
shail be perverted to their injury or oppression.” 
{ call attention to the remarkable precision of this 
language. It asserts, first, that in a single con- 
tingency, which it plainly indicates, the powers 
granted under the Constitution may be resumed, 
Lt asserts, secondly, that in such contingency, 
such powers being derived from, may be resumed 
by, the people of the United States. If there is 
any other interpretation of which the words | have 
quoted are susceptible, | am unable to perceive 
it. Under a common rule of interpretation, the 
phrase quoted may be said.to affirm that the 
powers granted can be resumed only by the whole 
people of the United States, and not by the peo- 
ple of any one, two, three, or more States, or any 
other portion of them Jess than the constitutional 
majority of States. d fearlessly assert, that not 
only upon the ground that the ratification was an 
organic law of Virginia, but also on the grouud 
that the convention in adopting, and, if you please, 
the people in ratifying, thesecession ordinance, by 
giving it the form ofa repeal of the act of ratifica- | 
tion, acknowledged themselves bound until such 
repeal by all that the latter contained, and conse- 
quently acknowledged the unconstitutionality and 
illegality, under both the organic law of the Union 
and that of their own State,.of the act they were 
about to perpetrate. 

But it seems that these Virginia secessionists 
were anxious to find, in the lowest depth of deg- 
radation into which they had not only voluntarily 
but exultingly plunged, a lower deep. Senators 
will wonder, if the conelusion from the act of 
ratification is as L have stated, why its repeal 
should have beca resoried to as the mode of inau- 
gurating secession, ‘Lhe convention had incu- 
bated the ordinance for nine long wecks, and it 
must be that when the young buzzard chipped the 
shell there was something about him displeasing 
to the eyes of his partial parents, Certainly the 
outsiders in Virginia, even those who had most 
impatiently awaited the hatching, were not per- 
mined to see or handle him for many days after- 
wards; while the fact that he was hatched was 
triumphantly telegraphed to other seceding States, 
It is probable that, in the interval, the supposed 
deformity was removed by the excision of a part, 
the loss of which those who had ‘looked and 
longed and wished and grieved”? for his appear- 
ance failed to perceive, but which the judicious 
may think aggravates his ugliness. 

But, sir, badinage apart, will it be believed that 
the secession ordinance pretending to recite the | 
act of ratification leaves out some most important 
words, the very words which most plainly and 
indubitably condemn its framers and supporters? 
The preamble to the ordinance is inthe following |, 
words, and that there may be no mistake, Lread | 
trom the official publication issued at Richmond 
in 1861, and bearing the imprint of * William F. 
Ritchie, public printer:”” 

“ Tho people of Virginia, in their ratification of the Con- 
stitution of the United States of America, adopted by them 
in convention on the 2th day of June in the year of our 
ford 1788, having declared that the powers granted under 
tbe said Constitution were derived from the people of the 
United States aud might be resumed whicusoever the same 
should be perverted to their injury and oppression; and the | 
Pederal Government having per aid power: 
only to the injury of the peaple of g , but to tt 
pression of te southern slaveholding Staics: Now, there- 
rore,” &e. F 

As the omission may not be readily perceived 
by those who have not both instruments before 
inem, I will state that the act of ratification says 
that ‘the powers granted under the Constitution | 
uving derived from the people of the United States, |; 
may be resumed by them whensoever,” &e. The | 
secession ordinance omits the words by thera.’ | 
‘These words muy not be absolutely essential to | 
a correct interpretation of the act of ratification, | 
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but they render its meaning unequivocal. Tam 
ai a loss for language strong enough to charac- 
wrige the baseness of this act. Had the right to 
xevede been undeniable, all right-minded men i 


| 


would have approached its exercise with the most 
solemn feelings, among which would have been 
a sincere desire to justify it in the eyes of the 
world, and regret for the necessity which, in their 
opinion, demanded it. But what shall we say of 
those who, admitting by their own lying ordi- 
nance that secession was unjustifiable, persevered 
in their iniquity to the extent of making war not 
only. against the citizens of other States, but 
against those of their own? What shall we say of 
those to whom, in a dreadful crisis, it had been 
committed to indicate the course the State should 
pursue, who could impose so wicked and dis- 
honorablea deception on those who had confided 
in them? What sbail we say of those who ap- 
pealed so-often to State pride and State attach- 
ment to adhere to her under all circumstances, 
doing au act more disgraceful to the State, if they 
may be considered her representatives, and au- 
thorized to speak for her, thanany which stains 
the history of nations? . Sir, it has appeared 
throughout the already long history of secession, 
that the one great perjury of renouncing alle- 
giance to the Government of their country has so 
poisoned the very souls of these men that they 
hesitate al nothing in the whole catalogue of crime 
if it will serve the purpose of the moment. 

But there is upon the face of this secession 
ordinance another gross and palpable lie. The act 
of ratification gave as the one only cause justify- 
ing the resumption by the whole people of the 
United States of the powers granted under the Con- 
stitution, that these powers should be perverted 
to their injury or oppression, The ordinance does 
allege that these powers had been perverted by 


| the Federal Government, “not only to the injury 


of the peuple of Virginia, but to the oppression 
of the southern slaveholding States.’? But there 
is no specifieation of the aileged injury and op- 
pression, and we have, if our own knowledge of 
the facts is not sufficient, the testimony of Alex- 
ander H., Stephens and other influential secession- 


ists, that there has been no such injury and op- ji 


pression on the part of the Federal Government. 
And yet this lying ordinance is the pretense and 
the instrument by which so much misery has 
been inflicted upon Virginia, and, 1 may add, 
upon the country, for l verily believe that but 
for the encouragement given by these liars in her 
name and as her act to more southern traitors, 
secession would never have raised its head, and 
but for her accession to the rebellion, effected by 
these liars, there would have been no years of a 
war unexampled in the history of mankind. 
And now, sir, Lask the Senatorfrom Kentucky, 
I ask the friends of republican governmentevery- 
where, what it became the loyal people of Vir- 
ginia to do under these aggravated usurpations 
of their just authority? Was that honorable 
Senator only facetious the other day when he 
spoke of the three Legislatures sitting in what, by 
ignoring the existence of West Virginia asa sep- 
arate State, he cailed Virginia? 
imply that the so-called Legistature which still 


convenes at Richmond, doing the behests of that | 


other pscudo-government which has taken tem- 
porary lodgings in the same city, could be the 
true Legislature of Virginia even if the others were 
defunet? With his keen perception aud appre- 
ciation of infractions of the Constitution and vio- 
lations of popular rights, would he not have ad- 


vised the loyal people to “revolt”? against those į; 


who were perverting the powers with which they 
claimed to be invested to their injury and oppres- 


sion; giving to the word “ revolt” not his own | 
mild interpretation, but the sterner meaning of i 


the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Wiiso0n?] 
Would not he, had he been one of them, have 
shouldered his musket, as hie did most honorably 
and patriotically in behalf of the Union, at an 
early stage of this wicked rebellion? So great is 
my respect for the honorable Senator from Ken- 
tucky that I have already expressed my belief 


that he is incorrectly informed as to what the loyal | 


citizens of Virginia did do, of their reasons for 
doing it, or of the manner in which it was done. 
therefore hope to be indulged in a few remarks 
upon these topics. 

immediately after it became publicly known 
that the secession ordinance had passed in secret 
session on the 17th of April, 1861, a meeting 
was held in Harrison county at the instance of 
the present Senator from Virginia, who appointed 
delegates to a convention to be held at the city of 


Did he mean to j 


Wheeling on the 13th of May then next, and in- 
vited the northwestern counties, supposed to be 
the only portion of the State not under the im- 
mediate military rule of the secession faction, to 
be represented there. The invitation was ac- 
cepted; and delegates appointed by counties, 
towns, villages, and neighborhoods, to the num- 
ber of five hundred, assembled at Wheeling on 
the appointed day. Lt preceded the day appointed 
for the vote on the secession ordinance, and was, 
in: part at least, intended to concentrate the vote 
ofthe northwest against that iniquity, Butevents 
were hastening on with fearful rapidity; and be- 
fore it met it was known that confederate troops 
were advancing on the northwest. After it as- 
sembled, the secessionists of that quarter were 
active in denouncing: it and its members, against 
several of whom, including the Senator from 
Virginia and my colleague, threats of personal 
violence were made. The convention, from the 
manner in which those composing it had been ap- 
pointed, rendering the representation unequal, 
and from a sirfcere desire that all the loyal citi- 
zens of the State should unite with them in what- 
ever course should be finally determined on, called 
another convention, to meet, if the secession ordi- 
|| nance should be ratified, at the same city, on the 
llth of June following, to be composed of the 
senators and delegates to the Legislature, to be 
elected ten days later under the regular operation ` 
of the constitution and laws of the State, and of 
double the number of delegates to be specially 
elected from the counties represented therc, and 
all others disposed to cudperate with them, It 
will be noticed that the invitation was addressed 
to all the loyal people of the State. 
| Before they separated, the May convention, not- 
withstanding their danger from the rebel troops 
still rapidly advancing, and from the home seces- 
sionists, passed a series of resolutions couched in 
decorous but pointed language. They declared 
H that intheir judgment the secession ordinance was 
i upeonstitutional, null, and void; tbat the prohi- 
i! bition to elect members of Congress was a man- 
ifest usurpation of power to which they would 
not submit, and recommended the people to elect 
their members, which was done in several cases; 
they denounced the agreement with the so-called 
confederate States, and the ordinance approving 
and ratifying it, and all acts of the Executive in 
pursuance thereof, as palpable violations of the 
national Constitution, and utterly subversive of 
the rights and liberties of the people of Virginia; 
they carnestly urged and entreated the citizens of 
the State everywhere to vote in condemnation of 
the ordinanee of secession; and in conclusion de- 
clared that they would maintain and defend the 
Constitution of the United States, the laws made 
in pursuance thereof, and all officers lawfully 
acting under it. 

Before the day for holding the second conven- 
tion arrived, grêat changes had taken place. The 
brave and patriotic General (then Colonel) Kelly, 
in command of the first Virginia volunteers, raised 
under the auspices of a committee of the first loyal 
convention, and of regiments from Ohio and In- 
diana, literally met the enemy ‘at Philippi,” and 
fought and won the first battle ef the war, and, 
unfortunately, was the first field officer that re- 
! ceived a serious wound. Many secessionists had 
fied, and among them a large portion of the State 
and county judicial and civil officers. But for 
“the firmness of the loyal people, and the expect- 
‘ation of some efficient action by the convention 
about to sit, the counties free from military dom- 
ination must have fallen into a state of anarchy 
such as inevitably follows the suspension of civil 
overnment for any length of ame, 

It was under such circumstances that the con- 
vention of June, 1861, assembled at Wheeling. 
That which claimed to be the government of the 


S 
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State was waging war against us. To yield it 
allegiance in the position it had assumed would 
be a denial of our allegiance to the United States. 
it would be more: it would be to confess an alie- 
| giance to a psendo-confederacy, ‘* begotten in sin 
land born in iniquity? This we could not do. 

It therefore became the duty of the convention 
i, bo consider in what manner we could continue 
H 
| 

those municipal laws and regulations which, un- 
| der our system, can only emanate from the State 
ii governments, and their due and authoritative ad- 


our allegiance to the Federal Government and at 
the same time secure to ourselves the benefit of 
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ministration. This.was a necessity to us, as itis 


a necessity. to every community. 

As soon as the convention was fully organized, 
on the second day, a committee of thirteen was 
appointed ‘to prepare and report business for 
the convention.” It met in the afternoon; and 
having determined on the course it would recom- 
mend the convention to pursue, referred to a sub- 
committee the consideration of a plan of pro- 
ceeding. The sub-committee met in the evening, 
and in the morning reported to the committee, 
who adopted and at a later hour reported to the 
convention, a paper entitled.“ a declaration of the 
people of Virginia.” As soon as this could be 
printed and considered it received the unanimous 
approbation of the convention, and was speedily 
engrossed and signed by every member. 

This declaration sets forth that “ the true pur- 
pose of all government is to promote the welfare 
and provide for the protection and security of the 
governed, and when any form or organization of 
government proves inadequate for or subversive 
of this purpose, it is the right, it is the duty of 
the latter to alter or abolish it,” and asserts that 
the Virginia Bill of Rights of 1776, twice reaf- 
firmed by subsequent conventions, expressly re- 
serves this right to the majority of the commu- 
nity. It then recites the grievances of which the 
loyal people of Virginia complained, which have 
been sufficiently indicated in my preceding re- 
marks, and concludes with the following words, 
which constitute the operative part of the decla- 
ration: 

“We, therefore, the delegates here assembled in conven- 
tion to devise such measures and take such action as the 
safety and welfare of the loyal citizens of Virginia may de- 
mand, having maturely considered the premises, and view- 
ing with great concern the deplorable condition to which 
this onee happy Commonwealth must be reduced unless 
some regular adequate remedy is speedily adopted, and ap- 
pealing to the Supreme Ruler of the universe for the recti- 
tude of our intentions, do hereby, in the name and on the 
behalf of the good people of Virginia, solemnty declare that 
the pres tion of their dearest rights aud liberties aud 
their security in person and property, imperatively demand 
the reorganization of the government of the Common- 
wealth; and that all acts of the said (Richmond) conven- 
tion and executive tending to separate this Commonwealth 
from the United States, or to levy and carry on war against 
them, are without authority, and void; and that the offices 
of alt who adhere to the suid convention and executive, 
whether legislative, exeeutive, or judicial, are vacated.” 

it will be perceived that this declaration, in its 
title and throughout, speaks for and on behalf 
of all the loyal people of Virginia. The acts it 
denounces are acts of treason, even under the 
limited definition of that term in the Constitu- 
tion ef the United States; and, by consequence, 
the convention and exccutive and those who ad- 
here to them are denounced as traitors. Leav- 
ing these out of the question—and who will say 
that they should be considered—it is undeniable 
that a majority of the people of. Virginia, by 
their representatives, adopted this declaration or 
speedily accepted it, That it would have been 
adopted or accepted unanimously is evident from 
the fact that every county since reclaimed from 
the rebels has hastened to reorganize under it. 
It is the foundation of everything that has been 
done by or under the reorganized government. 

lt may be as well to notice here an objection 
made to the claim of West Virginia to be one of 
the States of this Union on a footing with the 
original States, Itis said that the Legislature 
which gave the consent to her erection within the 
jurisdiction of Virginia required by the Consti- 
tution did not represent a majority of the coun- 
ties of the mother State. This objection is founded 
upon a fallacy. Counties are not the component 
integers of States as the States are of the Union. 
They are but geographical subdivisions adopted 
for the greater convenience of the people. In 
every State, and particularly in Virginia, they 
are diverse in size and population; and conse- 
quently to say that a majority of counties favored 
any measure is not to say that a majority of the 


voters, who represent the true integers of every | 
if a majority of these | 


community, approved it, 
integers, through their representatives, sanctioned 

the reorganization of the government of Virginia | 
the constitutional consent was certainly given. 
Bat I apprehend that if a majority of the recog- 
nized, Legislature gave the consent. Congress 
would. not stop to inquire whether this majority 


represented a majority, not to say of the coun- | 
tes, but of the whole people. i i 
» But will any one contend What under circum- |i 


| of the senators and delegates elected on the day 


| whole people of the United States, and by them 
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stances such as those in which the loyal peoploof 
Virginia were placed, when some ‘bold, and: des 
termined step was ‘required for. the preserva- 
tion,” in the language. of their declaration; ‘sof 
their dearest rights and»liberties and ubcir-sect- 
rity in person and property,’? they must wait 
until it is certain that their number is équal toa 
majority of the whole people? May nota minor- 
ity resist oppression and endeavor ‘to provide 
new guards for their future. security?” -Surely 
it is an extraordinary doctrine. that would. teach 
men to submit to a usurping oligarchy. until a 
majority could be found to raise the standard of 
revolt. But it will be said that this was revolu- 
tion, Was it, indeed? Sir, the loyal people of 
Virginia were resisting, not making, a revolution, 
and this L apprehend is animportant distinction. 

As to the acts of the same convention, I will 
quote from their address “ to the people of Vir- 
ginia,’’ issued at the close of their first session, 
which lasted only fifteen days. They -say:. 

In pursuance of this declaration we have passed ‘such 
ordinances as are immediately necessary to reorganize the 
government and put it in operation.: We have appuinted 
a Governor, Lientenant Governor, attorney. general, and 
executive council, leaving to the General Assembly, which 
we have directed to be convened ata very early day, to fill, 
or to provide for filling, all other offices as soon as, in their 
judgment, it can be properly done, ‘The terms of the offi- 
cers we have appointed are limited to six months, or until 
the election and qualification of their successors, tor which 
the General Assembly is authorized to provide at the eani- 
est possible period. In all this our fellow-citizens will 
clearly perceive that there has been no disposition to as- 
sume any power or authority not demanded by the exigen- 
cies of their present unhappy condition, or to retain it 
tonger than aregard for their highest interests may require.” 


The General Assembly thus convened consisted 


the secession ordinance was voted’on, and the 
portion of senators who heldover. All of these 
were free to participate in its deliberations and 
votes, no matter what part of the State they were 
elected to represent, if they would take an oath to 
“support the Constitution of the United States, 
and the laws made in-pursuance thereof, as the | 
supreme law of the land, anything in the cansti- 
tution and Jaws of the State of Virginia, or the 
convention which assembled at Richmond on the 
13th of February, 1861, to the contrary notwith- 
standing;” and ‘to uphold and defend the gov- 
ernment of Virginia, as vindicated and restored 
by the convention which assembled at Wheeling 
on the Ilth day of June, 1861.” 

Farther on the address says: 

“fuder all these circumstances, and with the firm con- 
viction that the course adopted is the only one by whichthe 
State can be retained in the Union, and the liberties and 
rights of the people secured and perpetuated, We most earn- 
estly eal] upon our loyal fellow-citizens in.every county of 
the Commonwealth, who are not already represented in 
the General Assembly and in this convention, to elect 
members of the Legisiature and appoint delegates to this 
body at the earliest possible moment? * s 2, = 
‘No suspension or essential change of any part of the 
constitution or laws of the Commonwealth, unless posi- 
tively demanded by the exigencies of the times, will be 
made until the will of the whole people, or of their author- 
ized representatives, can be freely expressed ; and such 
changes as have been, or may hereafter be, so demanded, 
will be submitted for ratification at an early day.?* 


I have quoted the ordinance of Virginia ratify- 
ing the national Constitution, in order to show 
that it does in terms denounce separate State se- 
cession by asserting that the powers granted under 
the Constitution can be resumed oniy by the 


only in a certain contingency which it specifies, 
namely, when the powers granted are perverted 
to the injury or oppression of the grantors. The 
men who framed this ratification must for the 
most part have been adults in 1776, and conse- 
quently must have had an intimate knowledge of 
the principles by- which that revolution was jus- 
tified. Some of them, probably, had been mem- 
bers of the Congress which adopted the Declara- 
tion of Independence, and some of them of the 
Convention which framed the national Constitu- 
tion. It is therefore certain that they knew 
whereof they affirmed when they asserted the | 
single ground justifying a resumption of the gov- 

ernmental powers to be the perversion. of them 
by those intrusted with their administration to 
the injury or oppression of the people. 

- More than two centuries previously the United | 
Provinces of the Netherlands, having then passed 


through fifteen of the eighty years of their war 
of independence, renounced their. allegiance to 
Philip H of Spain bya selemn act of abjuration, 


by which, as its title: denotes; they: absolved 
themselves from. the:-allegiance:they-had:sworn 
to that:monarch, as-our fathers b y-theirideclara- 


tion absolved.themsel ves: ‘from: all allegiance ‘to 
the British Crown.” Both. had: been reluctant-to 
take this:final step. * For several:years the Nether- 
lands actually carried: on war against Philipin 
the ‘name of Philip. In their act of: abjuration 
they set forth the grievances ‘to: which: they had 
been subjected, and declared **that:they .wére 
sufficiently. justified in forsaking a sovereign who 
for. more than twenty years had forsaken them,” 
Ín: the preamble to ‘their act they quaintly but 
pointedly sayu c co te hit 
AN mankind khow, thata prince’isappòinted by God 
to. .cherish: his: subjects.cven as A shepherd, his sheep. 
When, therefore, the. prince does not fulfill his. duties as 
protector, when he oppresses his subjects, destroys their 
ancient liberties, and treats them as slaves, he is to be 
considered notà prince, but a tyrant. As such, the estates 
of tedand; may lawfully and yeasonably depose him, aad 
elect another. in his room.” 1 i 
Do not Senators recognize inthis the very prin- 
ciple asserted.in the Virginia att of ratification? 
Its. promulgation at that early.-day must have 
soundéd strangely in. the ears of monarchical:Eu- 
rope, but it was the key-note which governed the 
proceedings of the peopleof England a little more 
than.acenturylater. = «2. wad Ge 
On the 12th of February, 1688-89, the lords and 
commons of that country sitting, not in Parlia- 
ment, but ina convention of two houses, published 
a Declaration of Right, by which: they deposed 
their king, James H,and called William and Mary 
to the throne. The declaration recapituluted the 
“crimes and errors’’: which made a revolution 
necessary, some of which consisted in the exer- 
cise by the king of powers vested in the Parlia- 
ment, and others in the perversion of the powers 
with which he had been intrusted, and asserted 
that the perpetrator of these ‘ crimes and errors ” 
had abdicated the government.: Macaulay, from 
whose History [have abridged thissummary, crit- 
icises the use of the. word. “ abdicated ” in the 
above connection, especially as the aight of the 
king to France was not-included:in the catalogue 
of ‘crimes and: errors,’ Jt is, however, plain 
that the convention meant what they said, Our 
Declaration of Independence uses this word inthe 
same connection when it declares that George IL, 
whose fleets were jnour harbors and whose troops 
were upon our soil at the moment ittwas adopted 
and published, had ‘* abdicated government here 
by declaring us out of-his protection and waging 
war against us. CePA ua 
The American Declaration, atthe close ofnearly 
another century, after asserting that Governments 
are instituted among men to secure the rights with 
which they are endowed by their Creator, de- 
clares ‘that whenever any form’ of government 
becomes. destructive of these erids, it is the right 
of-the people to alter or abolish it, and to insti- 
tute a new government, laying its foundation on 
such principles, and organizing its powers.in such 
form, as to them shall seem most likely to effect 
their-safety and happiness.” - Again. it declares 
that ‘when a long train of abuses and ‘usurpa- 


| tions, pursuing invariably the same object,evinces 


a design to reduce them under absolute despotism, 
it is their right, it is their duty, to throw off such 
government, and to provide new guards for their 
future security.” It also asserts, incidentally, 
that legislative powers are incapable of annihila- 
tion, and that when those intrusted with them 
cease to exercise them, they return to the people 
at large for that purpose. i 

In humble imitation of what had been: done at 
these great eras of the world’s history, the loyal 
people of Virginia also issued their declaration of 
1861. lt too sets forth intolerable grievances 
which have their parallels in the precedents’ T 
have cited. They also adopted the principle set 
forth in the Virginia act of -ratification, which 
is the sum of all these precedents; and if ever in 
the history of the world those intrusted with the 
powers of government had perverted them tothe 
injury and oppression ‘of the people, the seces- 
sionists at Richmond: had committed thesin, The 
loyal people of Virginia resumed the administra- 
tion of the government whieh had been insidi- 
ously wrenched from their control, Will the 
Senator from Kentucky, with akuowledge of the 
facts. I have related and the precedents’ [ have 
cited, ventare to:charge them with usurpation of 
the rights of ethers? Or, even if there were na 
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such: precedents, will he venture to assert that 
they should have: prostrated themselves in the 
dust-and:dicked the feet ‘of their oppressors, jus- 
tifying such abject humiliation by the plea that 
they were maintaining their allegiance to their 
State?” Sir, the loyal men of Virginia fully jus- 
tified: ihemselves m-the eyes of mankind, and 
best maintained: their State allegiance, when, 
as they truly said through their convention, they 
adopted the only course by which their State 
could be retained: in the Union... But according 
tothe logie of the Senator from Kentucky, they 
should have made no attempt to rid themselves 
of the yoke of the usurpers who had betrayed 
them, no attempt to. discharge. their duty to the 
Union, until they ‘had counted: noses and found 
they were a Clear majority’ of alt the people of 
the State. i 

‘And: now I will ask, in no vaunting spirit, 
swhat:-might have been’ the consequence’ if the 
men of the then western counties of Virginia had 
succumbed to the Richmond oligarchy? Those 
counties have sent to the aid of the Union more 
than twenty thousand men, whose prowess has 
beén exhibited on almost every battle-field of the 
war—men inhabiting a mountainous country and 
inured to what some call hardships from their 
infancy; men of active habits and great endur- 
ance; men accustomed to the use of the rifle and 
the management of the horse; men not enthu- 
siastic, it is true, but reflective and of calm judg- 
ment; men, in. short; whose history proves that 
they. remained: faithful to their country under 
threats and menaces from a stern sense of duty. 
If these men had: espoused the other side, the 
confederate armies, rejoicing in their additional 
‘strength, would have occupied the valley of the | 
Ohio, including western Pennsylvania, long be- 
fore the first battle of Bull Run. The secession- 
‘ints of Virginia calculated on these mountaineers 
to constitute the van of their armies; and the ad- 
herence of the latter to the Uuion doubtless dis- 
concerted many a well-laid plan at an important 
crisis in the troubles of the country. 

I have now, as L believe, fully proved that the 
loyal Legislature of Virginia was the trae Legis- | 
lature, and consequently that West Virginia is | 
formally, legally, and constitutionally one of the 
States of the Union, on an eqnal footing with the | 
original States. ‘The details | have given fully 
exonerate the President and Congress from the 

“vharges brought against them by the honorable 
Senator from Kentucky and others, and show that 
those who effected the reorganization of Virginia, 
among whom are included: those who labored for 
the erection of the State of West Virginia, were | 
governed by that true love of country and by that | 
spiritof resistance to oppression which has made 
the revolutionary era of our history famous in the 
estimation of the world. Itis for the loyal of both 
States that I have invoked consideration and for- 
hearance from those by whose sides they are still 
struggling in a common cause. 

A tew days since my colleague and myself voted 
on bebalf of West Virginia for an amendmentof 
the Constitution forever abolishing the institu- 
tion of slavery in these United States. For my- 
self I gave that vote with pleasure, and, indeed, ! 
had for some time past been anxious to give it. 
I gave it after mature examination and reflection, 
and.am sure it will be sustained by the people of | 
my State. I believe that the great majority of | 
them, at any time since 1832, would have voted 
fur gradual emancipation by the State govern- 
ment if it had been presented to them as an iso- 
lated, question ina legal and constitutional way 
and L believe it would long since have been so | 
presented but for the onslaught made, not on; 
slavery, but on slaveholders, by certain partiesin 
the North, I have already stated that by far the 
larger portion of the loyal people of the border ; 
States are themselves slavehollers or connected 
by ties of bieod with those who are, were born 
and reared where slavery existed, and have be- | 
come accustomed to look at that institution from 
a different stand-point than that occupied by many 
on this floor and those whom they represent, Ls 
inwonderiul, then, that they feclaggrieved by the 
assaults constantly made on the characters and 
condact of themselves or of those with whom. 
they are sv nearly connected? li 

fam not the apologistof slavery, certainly not i| 
of its acknowledged. evils. There has been no. | 

time. since I attained years of reflection when fil 


| 


did not sincerely regret its. existence in this 
country, no time when I did not long to see the 
way open for its removal. Had such an oppor- 
tunity offered, I should most probably have joined 
the war against it in my own State. But fortu- 
nately or unfortunately, as the case may be, there 
is no enthusiasm in my composition, and the war 
which I joined would not have been a crusade. 
Enthusiasm in the pursuit of any object is no 
proof of sincere conviction, as he who habitually 
examines deliberately, amid the uncertainties by 
which all moral questions are surrounded, learns 
to distrust his own conclusions. 1 profess to have 
examined this subject of slavery as far as my 
ability and the lights afforded me would permit, 
but my conclusions have been different from those 
of some Senators who have spoken on the sub- 
ject. On the one hand, I have not learned to re- 
gard slaveholding as a blessing or as calculated 
to add strength or prosperity to the State or com- 
munity in which it exists, or on the other, to 
denounce it as the gravest in the long catalogue 
of crimes. . 

As to the religious aspect of the case, it will 
never be settled by the Citation of isolated texts 
of Scripture oneither side. Like all other ques- 
tionsof the kind, itrequires thatall the Bible says 
concerning it shall be reconciled with all the teach- 
ings of that holy volume, and that the facts and 
circumstances connected with the particular sub- 
ject shall be considered. Itis undeniable that the 
Mosaic law not only tolerated but regulated slave- 
holding among the Hebrews. The same is true 
of polygamy, which is more pointedly condemned 
in the New Testament. 
arbitrary divorce practiced by that people. Of | 
the last the Saviour said, ** Moses, becuuse of the 
hardness of your hearts, suffered you to put away 
your wives; but from the beginning it was not 
50. Healso said, ‘He which made them, at 
the beginning made them male and female.” It 
may reasonably be inferred that polygamy was 
not an original but a mere conventional institu- 
tion; and doubtless the same is true of slavery. 
Yet both were tolerated, and may find their apol- | 
ogy in the destructive wars of those days, Plainly, | 
neither was in accordance with the divine pur- 
pase, Fhe tares were suffered to grow with the 
wheat until the harvest was fully ripe. Thiscon- 
demns slavery, it is true, but does any Christian 
man assert that what the divine law tolerated and 
regulated were crimes on a par with those for- 
bidden by the second table of the 
what the law writers term mala in se? To do so 
is to arraign the Aimighty at His own bar. 

If this is the slavebolders’ rebellion, and slavery 
is at least the occasion if not the cause of it, let 
vituperations and denunciations be reserved for 
those among the former who are actually engaged 
in waging waragainst their country, and forthose 
who would perpetuate the institution among us, 
If their guilt is great, if they have even placed 
themselves beyond the pale of forbearance, by 
what rule of ratiocination does it follow that those 
who were born where the institution already ex- 
isted, and who could not, if they would, have 
abolished it, and who are giving their aid and en- 
couragement to the war against the rebellion, are | 
also to be the subjects of vituperation and denun- 
ciation? Are those of us who have simply lived 
where slavery existed, exchanging the courtesies 


of life with ‘slaveholders, and esteeming those |i 
vice. ‘These bound servants will probably in- 


among them who were worthy, according to their 
deserts, to be placed in the same category? Is it 
nota more rational conclusion that those whose 
patriotism has overcome their prejudices and at- 
tachments are to be held in higher honor? 

i have already expressed the belicf that the 
loyal citizens of West Virginia, and of the bor- 
der States generally, wili cheerfully vote for the 
proposed amendmentof the Constitution. They 
will vote for it because they will believe it to be 
a legitimate exercise of the high prerogative of 
the sovereign people of the United States; and 
even if there are some opposed to it at this time, 
they will, for the same reason, acquiesce In the 
result. But, from day to day, petitions are com- 
ing in asking Congress to abolish slavery by law 
in defiance of the Constitution. The repeal of 
the fugitive slave law, a constitutional require- 
ment, vot its amelioration, is also pressed upon | 
this body. Movements are inaugurated having 
in view the reconstruction of that which their 
authors, in order to try their ’prentice hands at 


It is also true of the-l| 


decalogue, or |} 
l service or labor” do not describe a slave, mainly 


t 


State making, propesc first to demolish; for at- 
though the powers of Government may be sus- 
pended, we are told by high authority that they 
are incapable of annihilation, and if suspended, 
return to the people for:their exercise. Efforts, 
direct and indirect, are making to elevate the ne- 
gro to the level of citizenship, notwithstanding 


| the decisions of the courts and the practice of the 


Government from its foundation are against it, 
-I will only refer to the attempts to place him side 
by side with the white man as his social equal, 
notwithstanding the repugnance of the latter to 
such association, and then very briefly examine 
thesé several proposed measures in their order. 

And first, as to the abolition of slavery by act 
of Congress, the power to do which seems to be 
denied by the Chicago platform itself. It is cer- 
tain that whatever was constitutional or uncon- 
stitutional before the war remains so now; and 
that the loyal States are in the same condition as 
to their right to hold slaves as they were then, 
nor is this right affected, or alleged to be affected, 
by the proclamation of the President. The ut- 
most effect that instrument could have, or that 
has been claimed for it, is to free the slaves in the 
States and parts of States not excepted by its 
terms, leaving the right to hold slaves as it was. 
If, however, the proclamation had the effect con- 
tended for, there are no slaves left for the pro- 
posed act of Congress to operate on besides those 
in the excepted States and parts of States; and 
these, with one or two exceptions, are already 


| taking steps to rid themselves of slavery without 


doing violence to the Constitution. 

As to the fugitive slave law, 1 would freely vote 
for the repeal of its obnoxious features, or the 
substitution of the law of 1793; but I cannot see 
anything in recent events which enables us to dis- 
pense with a plain requirement of the Consti- 
tution, for I hold that it is obligatory upon Con- 
gress to pass all laws which may be necessary 
for carrying into execution the powers vested in 
the Government, ft is too late to contend that 
the power to compel the return of fugitive slaves 
is nota power go vested, ‘That question was sete 
tled by the passage of the act of 1793, and by nu- 
merous decisions of the courts in compliance with 
its terms, which at least imply its constitution~ 
ality. 

But we have recently had some new light shed 
upon this law by the majority of the committee 
who reported the pending bill. We are treated 
to the discovery that the words “ person held to 


because slaves are not persons in a technical sense. 
The comprehensive brevity of the Constitution is 
one of its most admirable features as a literary 
production. ‘There were three classes of natural 
if not legal persons intended to be described, and 
language is chosen which embraces all, T'he ma- 
jority report admits that apprentices were in- 
cluded, and thatan early Congress, some of whose 
members sat in the Convention which framed the 
Constitution, were simple enough to suppose that 
slaves were also. ‘lhere was a third class, as I 
have stated, which is not often referred to, which 
was formerly numerous, and is not yet extinet. 
l allude to bound servants, or those who had con- 
tracted to serve others fora term of years. The 
overseers of the poor in, I presume, every State 


| are authorized to bind out pauper men, women, 


and children who are more or Jess capable of ser- 


crease in number in the States where slaves have 
been liberated. And yet the law is to be repealed, 
leaving no means to reclaim apprentices or bound 
servants, who are unable to answer in damages 
for the breach of the contract by which the right 
to their service or labor was acquired. 

As to the proposed plans of reconstruction, 80 
called, they appear to me, so far as I have seen 
them, to have one thing in common, namely, a 
violation of the true theory of the union of these 


| States. The Constitution gives to Congress in 


so many words the power to declare war, without 
naming those against whom it may be waged. If 
an enemy should declare or wage war against a 
single State, Congress, because it is an integral 
part of the Union, must accept the war asagainst 
the Union. Can the United States, then, declare 
war against a State? To answer this affirmatively 
would involve the absurdity of admitting that the 
Union can declare and wage war against itself. 
The armies of the Union may unquestionably 
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be employed to execute the laws within the ter- 
ritory of any State. But is this a war. success 
in which would give to the Union the rights of a 
conqueror? I apprehend that when resistance was 
overcome the status of the State and its relations 
to the Union would be in no respect altered, If, 
as threatened by South Carolina-in. 1832; the re- 
sistance to the laws was naminally authorized-by 
the Legislature or convention of a State, would 
the result be diferent? What distinguishes our 
Union from a mere confederacy is the fact that 
the laws of Congress act directly upon. the. indi- 
viduals of which each State is made up, and not 
upon the States, as bodies-politic.. The enforces 
ment of the laws of the Union is, therefore, so to 
speak, the enforcement of the individuals. who 
resist. them, and not the enforcement of a State. 
No State Legislature or convention is competent to 
authorize resistance to the laws, because such pre- 
tended authority is in contradiction of the Con- 
stitution, which makes the laws of the Union 
which are resisted the supreme law of the land, 
anything in the constitution or laws of. any State 
to the contrary notwithstanding. Such acts of a 
State. Legislature or convention are, therefore, 
nullities, That would be a most extraordinary 
conclusion which should claim thatmere nullities 
had sufficient force to convict the State, as.an or- 
ganized, body, .of resistance ta the laws, or, to 
use another term, of rebellion, so that those citi- 
zens wha had givenit no support by act or word 
would be implicated in its guilt and punished, at 
least by the loss of their rights as citizens of the 
State and of the United States. 

The armed forces of the Union may also in a 
certain contingency enter a State to protect it 
against domestic violence, that is, against an in- 
surrection made by its own citizens. Who or 
what is to be protected in this case? Certainly 
not merely the geographical division of territory 
which is oecupied by the State, and familiarly 
designated by that word, The clause of the Con- 
stitution can only mean the remaining citizens of 
the State not engaged in the insurrection. If this 
is so, I may ask, what right or authority in ref- 
erence to the State which they did not previously 
possess do the United States acquire by putting 
down the insurrection? Clearly, none. Can it 
make any difference in this respect whether the 
insurrection is made by a majority ora minority 
of the citizens? . I as confidently answer, it can- 
not. : i 

The contingency which authorizes the forces 
of the Union to entera State to protect it, to which 
I have just alluded, is that such protection be in- 
voked by its Legislature, or, ifthat body cannot be 
convened, by its Executive. The spirit of the 
Constitution evidently is, that the peaceful citi- 
zens are guarantied against domestic violence. 
That instrument, however, makes the Legisla- 
ture, or the Executive, the judge as to when the 
occasion for such protection arises. If we con- 
sider not the words written on paper which we 
call the Constitution, but the real Constitution of 
the Government, which the paper merely records, 
is itnot a safe conclusion, that if the persons con- 
stituting the, Legislature and Executive have 
joined themselves to the insurrection, the national 
Government may under authority of the clause of 
the Constitution under consideration, and with or 
without the invocation of citizens of the State op- 
posed to the insurrection, send their armies to 
give the needed protection? 

The Constitution also provides that ‘the Uni- 
ted States shall guaranty to every State in this 
Union a republican form of government.” Upon 
this Mr. Madison remarks, in the Federalist, 
that ‘if the General Government should inter- 
pose by virtue of this constitutional authority. it 
Will of course be bound to pursue the authority. 
Battheauthority extendsno further than toa guar- 
antee of a republican form of government, which 
supposes a preéXxisting government of the form 
which is to be guarantied.”? Fdo not think I con- 
tiadict thateminent statesman when I say thatthe 
spirit of the clause evidently is that the Union shall 
guaranty to cach State a government of a repub- 
lican form; or, in other words, that as an existing 
government is supposed, without which the guar- 

. antee cannot be operative, the Union guaranties 
that there shall be a government ag well as-that 
its form shall be republican, -I remark here that: 
when the Administration countevanced the efforts 


to reorganize the government of Virginia, there | 


| should enjoy the same: political rights-as the na- | 


| The equality of the Declarationof Independence, 


being. then no legal..gevernment ‘e2isting in:that 
State, it acted strictly within the line of its. daty, 
I say further, that what was done ‘in. Virginia 
furnishes a precedent which.may be proper! y fob 
lowed, and discloses-a principle which eannot, | | 
think, be successfully controverted. : The datter 
was asserted..by a Jeading imember of the ¥eor- | 
ganizing con vention.of.that State in these! words: 
‘If there is but a single loyal man in the State } 
of Virginia, -he.is.the State of Virginia?” . Adter 
the form but not the substanee.and say te loyal 
citizgns of a State. constitute: the State; and ‘few 
wilhave the hardihood to deny it, Sho Hd 
I assert, then, thatiwhether thearmad forces of | 
the United States are naw: waging war within cers 
tain States. to. put down resistance.to the laws, to 
suppress insurrection, or to redeem the: national 
pledge to guaranty to each a’ government repub- 
lican in form, their success will net be e conquest 
of any political organization: heretofore recognized 
as a State of the Union. They will-simply have 
aided in the discharge of a national duty,-and the 
blessings of thousands now suffering ‘from the 
tyranny of those who have usurped tlie govern- 
ment of their respective States, as well as the 
proud consciousness of having nobly discharged 
a.pauiotic duty, will be theirs. But the national 
Government will have another duty to perform, 
which it must not omit or evade. It must aid in 
the reorganization of the government of every. 
redeemed State, andisee that it is republican in 
form. For the performance of this imperative 
duty it cannot impose conditions... It must look 
only to the charter from which it derived its:birth 
and by which it continues to exist, with the as- 
surance that it cannot die except by suicide. 
There is one class of measures left to which-L 
proposed to advert. I allude to those which seek 
to enforce the political and social equality. of the 
negro.and white races, J ask, first, whether per- 
sons of the negro race. are, or indeed: can be, cit- 
izens of the United States without. a eonstitu- 
tional amendment? Most certainly they were not 
counted among ‘we the people’? who established 
the national Constitution, nor were they at that 
time, so,faras 1 am informed,-admitted to exer 
cise the rights and privileges of.citizenshipinany 
State. From the foundation of the Government 
they could not obtain passports to foreign coun- 
tries from the State_Department. Theseare con- 
temporancous interpretations of the Constitution 
which cannot be disregarded. At various periods 
since and in many instances the courts of the States 
and of the United States: have decided: that they 
are not citizens. The constitution ef Indiana‘ 
and the laws of several States forbid them: to 
come within their borders for permanent resi- 
dence, which prohibitions would be of no effeet 
if they are citizens. Wehateyer privileges indi- 
vidual States may accord to :them they cannot 
make them citizens of the United States, so asto 
be ‘entitled to all privileges: and. immunities of 
citizens in the several States.” They are not cit- 
izens by birth, for the common law of England is 
not of force under the national Constitution. That 
they cannot be made citizens by incidentally call- 
ing them such in an. act of Congress is palpa- 
ble. Whether that body can make-them citizens 
by an act passed for the purpose is, perhaps, 
doubtful. Their position is certainly anomalous, 
but there is no more perfect right possessed by 
communities and societies of every kind than that 
of excluding from citizenship ormembership such 
persons as they deem proper. i ; 
Nor does the clause‘in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence that ‘all men are created equal,” when 
rightly construed, even when allowed to:have the 
force of an organic law, which it plainly has not, 
make them citizens. . The equality declared: is 
certainly not personal, but political. The. latter 
term can only apply to the members of a polit- 
ical community, that is, a nation. Our sires. cer- 
tainly did not intend to proclaim that.a non-natu- 
realized Frenchman, while sojourning in England, 


tive born, The world does not, in. any sense; | 
constitute one great community; but, on the other 
hand, the fiat of the Almighty Ruler, that men | 
should thereafter dwell in separate and independ- 
ent communities, is plainly recorded ip the Bible. 


therefore, is that which should obtain between 
: z a 

members of the same community. ‘Fhe. ‘ine: 

alienable rights’’ there spoken of are the rights: 


| modified form, is necessary in 
; other classes of pers As 


Wiewen 


nities,‘ avd instituted among then? roA f 
oà tae pinch 


such: communities ate constituted 


zen or member. 


correct, but the massare yet very far from the ¢oith 
Lhis-is: emphatically tkuecof: the: large «majority 
of those whom the war has stiberated froislavery. 
Those who wereemployed as domesticand fart 
servants, and were thus kept more.closél y:ineeon- 
tact with the whites, have advanced mòtérapidiy; 
but the, progress made by the plantation hands 
has. not been great, and they retain man y-of the 
traits of savages... What: positions they are to 
pocupy among:us; now and hereafter, is a ques- 
tion demanding the gravest consideration;-and 
cannot be.idetermined by flippant iterations~of 
maxims of liberty and equality, which. scarcely 
apply:te them. We owe them. protection, prob- 
ebly against themselves as wellas others, and 
do not perceive how such protection: can be effi- 
ciently given unless, like the! freedmen now sup+ 
ported by the Government, they remain toisome 
exlentin a-state of pupilage, a state incompatible 
with the exercise of the rights of citizenship.: 

i. J now venture thé assertion that notiens:of the 
measures upon which I have commented, except 
thet which has already: passed tha: Sendte; ie 
necessary or even desirable-at thid timed Eman 
eipation by act of Congréss:iw not requided, even 
if it. were possible, ; The fugitive lawy so faras 
slaves are concerned, is to-day little more thanx 
dead letter on the statute-book, . When: the pro» 
posed amendment of the Constitution isadopted; 
there will be no slaves on whom it.can-dperate, 
and I have shown that its retention, atleast ina 
regard tp some 
As to thé so-called re- 
construction of the. Union, the way to itis plain, 
and will be easy; when our armies have erashed 
the rebellion. { adhere, and shall adhere while I 


| have breath, to the pringiples developéd and acted 


on in the reorganization of thegovernment of Vir- 
ginia. Let that example be followed, as indeed 
it has been and is being followed, and all: dif- 
culties vanish:Y Let the Joyal men of each re- 
deenied State reorganize their government, and 
when this is done for each and every one now un= 


_der'the domination of the rebels, all that ig de- 


sitable is accomplished. I do not counsel ‘that 
the troops of the Union shouldbe withdrawn 
that the exclusive control of affairs should be re- 
linqaishéd to the reorganized governments until it 


can be done with safety to the Union, for such 


safety is‘its paramountlaw; but Fthink that safety 
will be insured whenever the rébellion’ is sirp- 
pressed; for, as T believe, there will be found loyal 
men enough in every State, whether those who | 
through all these bitter times have held ‘fast to 
their Integrity, or those who have seen the error 
of their ways and renewed their devotion to’ the 
Union, to whom the administratión of the'Staté 
government may be safely intrusted., 

As to the political and social status‘of the recent 
slaves it is only wise to await the'development of 
events. How thesé will artange themselves, even 
in the near future, no human ken can discern. If 
the freedmen shall voluntarily become. the labor- 
ers of the States where they haveilived ,an@ prove 
themselves worthy of theii-. ¥ieédom, Bus will be 
well for them and for us, and their condition will 
be- speedily ameliorated; but if, ant the contrary, 
as is greatly to: be feared, they decline ta labor 
and are willing, as has been the case elsewhere, 
to live from hand to mouths the event will inevi- 
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tably prove that they-have.but exchanged. one sub- | 
jection for,.another, and: that their taskmasters 
will be the-pauper and criminal laws of the States 
where they reside. But: this: may: be avoided, 
and-all thet their. best-friends: can desire: may. be 
conceded. to them if.they-are taugit a true self- 
respect instead of a ridiculous self-esteem. i 
he application of ail this-is obvious: | Af! the 
measures I deprecate are of doubtfal-constitution- 
ality; if they are not called for by anything grow- 
ing; out .of the present-condition of. ournational 
affairs; iftheireffect will beto irriiate:and per- 
haps.estrangea portion of:our fellow-citizens who 
have abundantly proved: by-acts, more ‘than by 
professions, their devotion to the Union and the 
general welfare; i€:these are réndy to vote, pos- 
Sibly,as one man forthat amendment of the Con- 
stitution which will at-once and: forever destroy 
that root, of. bitterness. which. is supposed to-call 
for the measures in question, why shall they be 
pressed upon Congress and the country at this 
time?, Lleave the answer to the patriotism and 

ood sense. of those whose consideration and for: 

earance | invoked at the. beginning of these re- 
marks. wet % aes 

Clouds may rest upon the natural horizon, but 
we know that. somewhere behind them is the glo- 
rious luminary which shall soon burst through, 
diffusing light, heat, and vitality... The. arrange- 
ments of Providence in the moral world assure 
us that, asin. the natural, clouds of, sorrow and 
afiliction do but congeal, not extinguish, the sun 
of merey which is ever shining.” Clouds and: 
thick darkness are: resting: now upon our national 
horizon, butlet.us havevthe faith to believe that 
they will speedily dissipate and letin the rays 
that will revivify our Union. Let us believe that 
ours will again be a united country, our people 
again dwelling in peace and harmony under our 
benign institutions, all sectional jealousies and 
unimosities removed, and each as anxious for the 
welfare of hits: brother as for his own, giving him 
no cause of offense, bearing with his infirmities, 
aod kind to his virtues. 

For myself, Mr. President, I have never doubted 
that a bright future is in ‘store for our common 
country;andeven the late events have not shaken 
my faith inits glorious destiny. Stormsand torna- 
does in the natural world are but the precursors of 
abrighter day; and amid the gloom that surrounds 
us, | ventare, but with reverence, to apply to the 
land of my birth and of my love, the lines of the 
prophet whose lips weve touched with the living 
fire of heaven: : ‘ ; 

t Look upon Zion, the eity of our solemnities : 

Thine eyes shall see Jerusalem a quiet habitation, 
A tabernacle that shal} not be taken down 5 

Not one of the stakes thercof shall ever be removed; 
Neither shall any of the cords thereof be broken. 
But there the glorious Lord will be unto us 

A place of broad rivers and streams, 

Wherein shail go no galley with oars, 

Neither shall gallant ship pass thereby. 

Por the Lord is our judge, 

The Lord is our lawgiver, 


The Lord is our king; 
He will save us.” 


Mr. HOWARD. 
ment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in 
the chair.) The Senator ig informed that itis not 
in a stage to be amended. 

Mr. SUMNER... Bata reconsideration can be 
moved. The last vote is open to reconsidera- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubtedly 
a Senator voting in the affirmative on ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a-third time, can | 
move a reconsideration of that vote. 

Mr. WILSON. { make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on ordering the bill to be engrossed for a 
third reading, but it is open to amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD. F offer an amendment, te | 
insert at the end of the bill the following: 

But no person found in any Territory of the United States 
atin the District of Columbia shall be deemed to have 
heen held to labor or service or to be a stave į nor shall he 
or she be removed under said act of 1793; and the fourth 
section of said act is hereby repealed. : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. If the Senator from 
Michigan desired to go on this afternoon in the 
discussion of this amendment { would not make 
the motion which bam about to make; but it is | 
necessary that there should be a short executive | 
session, and [ make that motion. 


A ES n 
I desire'tó offer an amend- 


| ply to my friend from California, 


Mr. SUMNER: -I suggest: that it should’ be 
an hour: liter... - > AE 
~ Mr: BROWN. 
over until to-morrow. 
: Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
an exectitive session, -< 00077 
~. Mr. SUMNER. : 1hopenotatthistime,atany 
rate. . F hope we shall ‘take another hour on this 
biko * ` Wi aa a, dere e : 
‘Mr. BROWN: Why 
with it this evening. 


Mr; FESSENDEN: 


the motion for 


I submit’ 


“You canwiotget through 


} have-sat listening to 
would be-brought to an end:and. we might come 
to'a vote and dispaseof this billy lam very. anx- 
ious to dispose of: the remaining! appropriation 
bill whichis: on the table during this’ week. I 
donot like to interfere with this bill; but Pmust 
give notice to gentlemen that unless they choose 
to dispose: of it this afternoon or by to-morrow 


the Army appropriation bill. 

Mr.SUMNER. [hope, therefore, wemay go 
on for at least another hour this afternoon. We 
can make some progress if we cannot finish it. 

Mr. CONNESS, Mr. President, I hope we shall 
not go on with the consideration of this bill now, 
but that we shall postpone it to the coming week, 
and takeupthe Army appropriation billto-morrow 
and go on with that. [do notunderstand the anx- 
iety of my, honorable friend from Massachusetts 
in pressing this bill in its present condition, Lam 
exceedingly anxious for an. opportunity to vote 
for this bill in a shape that will justify my con- 
science and.sense of justice. As it now is I can- 
not and will not vote-affirmatively upon it. ‘There 
are many friends ofthe original bill who feel as 
Edo in regard toite Lcannot, therefore, under- 
stand the wisdom or the necessity of pushing it 
upon the Senate now, I hope that the Senator 
will desist im his. efforts to press it, and that we 
shall postpone it until some time when we shail 
havea fuller Senate than we have now and an 
opportunity. to act with a Jitte more deliberation 
upon it. A very material change has been made 
in the bill since it was presented by the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts—a change which, 
were it not supported by a majority of the. Sen- 
ate, L would say was not creditable to the coun- 
try at the-present time; but Lam not permitted, 
I suppose, to say that. 

Mr. SUMNER. I think you are. 

Mr. CONNESS.. The Senator thinks l am. 
Ebave no doubt that that is hisopinion. Itdoes 
not vary much from my own. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will remind the Senator from California, with his 
indulgence, that while a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business is pending, 
it has always been the practice to place a very 
narrow limit upon debate, and it is notin order 
to discuss other matters when that motion is 
pending, 

Mr. CONNESS. 1 do not propose to occupy 
the time of the Senate. I move (if the Senator 
from Wisconsin will permit me) that this subject 
be postponed until Tuesday next at one o’clock. 

Mr. SUMNER, There is already a special 
order for Tuesday. 

Mr. CONNESS. Then I will say Wednes- 
day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin withdraw the motion foran 
executive session? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ido not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
pending motion. 

Mr. SUMNER, That is debatable. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 1 do not understand that 


That is the 


i to be a debatable motion. 


Mr. SUMNER. l beg the Senator’s pardon: 
it is debatable; but I have no desire to debate it 
at length, 1 will merely make one remark in re- 
; l enter into 
nis ideas completely; but the Senator from Mich- 
igan has just presented an amendment; itis on the 
table; he has some few words of explanation to 
make. I wish to listen to him; I think my friend 


amendment... We may do something, therefore, 
to improve the proposition. Whether we can 
| bring it into sucha shape that we cen have finally 


Lthink this bill had better lie | 


this debate, and I was in hopes that the debate | 


at one o'clock; 4 must then move to-go on with | 


from California would be glad to listen to him; | 
and I wish, if possible, that we may get a vote | 
on that amendment, and possibly on still another | 


t 


| way. 


i 
H 
i 


t 
j 
i 
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the vote of my friend from California remains to 
be seen; but let us try, and use the time that re- 
mains this afternoon, at least for another hour. 
Mr. CONNESS, I have nothing further to 
say Since the Senator from Wisconsin will not 
withdraw his motion. i 
-: Mr. POMEROY. I hope the Senator from 
Massachusetts will let this question’ go over. 
We certainly cannot take the final vote to-day, 
and perhaps not to-morrow. There are Senators 
absent; who cannot be here until next week, that 
desire to speak and vote upon it. Ido not think 
we shall gain anything by trying to take the voté 
this week. There are half a dozen amendments 
to be proposed. ` 
Mr. SUMNER. Very well; if the friends of 
the measure request that it shall not be pressed 
to-day, I certainly will not throw myself in their 


Mr. POMEROY. There are at least three 
other amendments to be proposed to this measure, 
and it will take some time to discuss them. ` 

Mr. CONNESS. Ihave named Wednesday 
of next week: [hope that will be agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; let the Senator 
make that motion. 

Mr. CONNESS. If the Sénator from Wis- 
consin will permit me, I will renew that motion: 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. J shall certainly do so. I 
withdraw my motion for that purpose. 

Mr. CONNESS. I move, then, that this bill 
be postponed to and made the order of the day for 
next Wednesday, at one o'clock. a 

The motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. . I move to take up the 
bill making appropriations for the support of the 


| Army for the year ending June 30, 1865. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. I must now renew my 
motion for an executive session. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. That will leave the ap- 
l propriation bill asthe unfinished business, Í sup- 
| pose, to come up to-morrow as the special order, 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER., That will be 
į the effect, 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The motion of Mr. Duoorirrie was agreed to; 
and after some time spent in the consideration of 
pened, and 


| 
j 
{ 


‘ executive business, the doors were reo 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 21, 1864. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. 
‘The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved, . 


IRON-CLAD VESSELS. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Navy 
Department two thousand copies of the report aud docu- 
ments of the Sceretary of the Navy relating to iron-clad 
vessels, &c., and three thousand for the usc of the House. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FOREIGN EMIGRATION. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 


Printing, reported the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there shall be printed for the vse of the 
House ten thousand extra copies of the report of the com- 
mittee to which was referred so much of the President’s 
message as relers to foreign emigration. 

Mr. A: W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table, : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. A. W.CLARK. I am directed by the 
Committee on Printing to report back to the 
House a memorial presented to the House in ref- 


i 


erence toan increase of compensation for the pub- 
lication of the Congressional Globe. After con- 
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sultation with Mr. Rives, the former proprietor 
of the Globe, he submitted to the committee two 
propositions, either one of which would be ‘ac- 
ceptable to him. The former was the most accept- 
able. In ajoint committee of the two Houses, the 
committee were equally divided, three in favor of 
one, and three in favor of the other. - The com- 
mittee, therefore, have directed'me to report to 
the House the two: propositions, in order that 
the House might decide which of the two they 
weuldaccept. I send them to the desk. 

The Clerk read the propositions, -as follows: 

“GLOBE OFFICE, 

WASHINGTON Ciry, March 18, 1864. ~ 
1 SiR: In compliance with your wish I will briefly state 
what, in the opiuion of the proprietor of the Globe, should 
be the increase upon the compensation now paid to him 
for reporting and printing the debates of Congress; to en- 
able him to continue the work, and to insure to him a fair 
return upon the capital and for the labor involved in its 
prosecution. Either of the two following propositions is ac- 
eeptabic, though not equally satisfactory, to him. Iname 
them in the order of his choice: ; 

I. Congress to restore that feature of its agreement with 
him which was observed for eight years from its date,and 
abrogated without notice to him at the close of the first 
ion Thirty-Fourth Congress, on the passage of the bill 
changtug the compensation of members, which agreement 
provided for the purchase from bimi of a complete set of 
the Congressional Globe and Appendix for each new men- 
ber who had not before received them, ‘This provision gave 
to himal that be was to receive in addition to such rates 
of compensation as had been paid to the parties who had 
reported and printed the debates for several years prior to 
1846, and who then found themselves unable to go on with 
the work for the prices they were reeeiving. lt was then 
that the proprietor of tie Globe, who had been printing 
(unofficially) the Congressional Globe and Appendix for a 
dozen yea ced with Congress to undertake the report- 
dog and printing of its debates atthe same rates which had 
been paid to the retiring contractors, and the then very 
slight addition to be derived from the sale ot the back vol- 
ames, as ubove mentioned. We is to-day, and has been 
for several years, past, doing this work—largely increased 
in volume—tor the 23 upon Which other par tiled 
iu 1840! Te betic hat the furnishing of these back 
volumes of his work is as much a part of his contract as 
is the furnishing ofthe current issue. He bound the num- 
‘ber--reprinting andstercotyping at great expense such as 
Dad become exhausted—required for the new members of 
the Thirty-Pourth Congress, uot doubting that he would 
be called upon to supply them as usual; he felt bound to 
iss dit he was not permitted to furnish them, and the 
bie here in his otfice. His efforts during the 
ith, Chirty-Sixth, and Thirty-Seventh Congresses 
‘to have this part of h ement made good have proved 
unavailing, though he has twice offered, and: ts still will 
ing, to make a discount of twenty per cent. from the price 
cheretofore paid hiny: for. copies supplied. Consequently, 
diring the last four Congresses, the returns upon. the out- 
Jay incidént to the prosceution of this enterprise bave been 
greatly inadequates but the work’ has been continued in 
the belief that Congress would finally do bin justice 5 would 
restore that, which bad been taken from him. But for this 
belief the reporting and printing of the debates by Mr, Rives 
would have ceased seneral years ago. 

Y Pois provision restored, wgetber with the renewal of the 
payment of the & one cent for every five pages exe 
tires thousand for along, and fifteen hundred for 4 
‘on, (whieh was the estimated extent of the work at 
time Mr, Rives became the official reporter, but which 
ince been almost always largely exceeded, so 
much so that Congress passed a law providing for the pay- 
ment of this pro rata for this excess, and which was paid 
for in a few instances until the Jaw was repealed in 1860, 
without any consultation with or notice to the party whos 
interests it so seriously affected,) will enable the proprie 
tor of the. Giobe to continue, permanently, the reporting 
and printing the debatesin the proinptand acceptable man- 
ner which has heretofore characterized his work. 

"IL Congress to pity an advance of fifty per cent. on the 
prices now paid to the proprietor of the Globe for the work 
done by him for the two Houses. This increase will make 
the price for reporting and printing the debates in the Daily 
Globe $1 25 a column; and $9 a copy for the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix for a long session, and 84 50 
a copy for a short session. ‘This increase, to date from the 
beginning of the current (Phirty-Bighth) Congress, will 
enable the reporter and printer of the debates to proceed 
with the work, probably, ouly temporarily. 

The acceptance of the first- proposition will place the 
work ona permanent basis $ wil] not costany more than the 
second, except, perhaps, for the present Congress—proba- 
bly something less hereafter—and will be atthe same time a 
step toward the fulfillment ofa fairagre ent between Con- 
sand an employé who has never hesitated to incur any 
expense whatever that the ncicsof tbe time have de- 
manded -for the fuil and s ctory performance of his 
duty. 

Fam, very respectfully, 


tt 


Kuit has 


GEORGE A. BAILEY, 
Chief. Clerk. 
Hon. Anprosn W. ULARK, Chairman Committee on Print- 
ing, House of Representatives United States. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK. In order that the House 
may act understandingly upon the subject, Iwill 
state that the first proposition, if accepted, will 
require an expenditure of about ninety-eight thou- 
sand dollars. 

It will be seen that the former proprietor made 
these propositions, and they are acceptabie to the 
preseut owners. ‘This report has been delayed 


ess over | 
short, Í 
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| several days in consequence of the-death of Mr. 
Rives, his death. being announced the very day 
the report was to have been made.. By the former. 
proposition the proprietor of the Globe requires 
that the Congressional Globe shall, be accepted 
and paid for for all the present members of the 
Senate and. Delegates in the House of Represent- 
atives who-have not 
I find by an examination that there are thirty~ 
eight Senators now who have notreceived them 
under the former ‘arrangement, and. one-hundred 
and-eighty-one members of the House, with nine 
Delegates. ; This, proposition.will require. an ex- 
penditure of $9,494 for the Senate, and. $47,120 
for the House for the boaksalone.. To that must 
be added the increased pay. of one-cent for every 
five pages of the excess of the former. contract, 
which provided for three thousand pages for a 
long and fifteen hundred pages for a short session, 
Taking the Thirty-Seventh Congress as a fair 
average for the extent of the work, we find that 
there was an excess óf fifteen hundred and four 
pages over the contract stipulation.’ This excess 
at one cent per each five pages produces the sunt 
of $42,000, which; added to the amount req ed 
for the purchase of the Globes, would ¢all forai 
appropriation of $98,544. : : 
| The second preposition is to;perform the same 
labor, (not furnishing the: books,); at an. adə 
vance of fifty per cent. upon the rates now allowed 
him. The aggregate umount paid’ Mr. Rives 
for the Thirty-Seventh Congress was $133,550— 
$59,956 for the Senate and $76,594 for the House. 
‘Thus, to meet this increased expenditure it will 
require an additional appropriation of $66,775 for 
the Thirty-Eighth Congress. The price charged 
for the back numbers of the Globe is four dollars 
per volume, being twenty per cent. less than for- 
merly paid for them. Although the former prop- 


latter, still, under it you get two hundred and 
nineteen full sets of the Globe from the T'wenty- 
Third Congress up to. this time, making sixty- 
two volumes to each member. | now-submit the 
matter to the House, and ask that they shall take 
action upon it. eae. 
_ Mr. MALLORY. Lunderstand that the chair- 
‘ran of the Committee on Printing has:submitted 
two propositions to the House; not both going 
together. 
some difficulty in knowing how to act upon 
them, and I suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittce on Printing that perhaps the best course 
would be to recommit the subject to the com- 
mittee, with instructions to report one or the other 
| of those propositions to the House. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK. It'is for that purpose 
that we make this report. 

Mr. MALLORY. J will move, then, that the 


subject be recommitted to the Committee on Print- 
ing, with instructions to reporta bill providing 
for carrying out the contract claimed to have been 
made by the late Mr. Rives—the first proposition 
reported, L think that that course ought to be 
pursued by the Ffouse, because it is evident to 
my mind, and must be evident to tne mind of 
every member of the House, that that proposition 
is the cheapest for the Government, and itis one, 
| L know, that the pride of the old proprietor of the 
| Globe was closely connected with. He disliked 
the idea of a gratuity made to him by Congress, 


| to go on with the Globe office, and with the per- 
| formance of this duty, by Congress simply com- 


Lam anxious on that account that that 


i ally. 
tead.of the latter 


| proposition shall be adopted ins 
| proposition. - i 
| -© | will move, therefore, if agreeable to the gen- 
| deman from New York, that the subject be re- 
i committed to the Committee on Printing, with in- 
structions to-report a bill providing for the first 
proposition. : 
“Mr. MORRILL. 
| New York yield to me fora single moment? 
| Mr. A. W. CLARK. Iwil 
| Mr. MORRILL. Itis important. that the 
House shonld understand the proposition now 
before it. I think it very clear that it is the duty 
of this Congress to do: something in relation to 
| this matter. Iam entirely satisfied that the work 
will not be continued unless something is done 
: { think itis a work 


elved copies of the same, | 


osition may seem to be more expensive than the | 


Jt occurs to me that. there would be | 


| and wasalways anxious that he should be enabled | 


|| plying with its contract as made with him origin- || 


Will the gentleman from | 


no-reports: that’ are: made óf: thé proteedings/of 
legislative bodies iniany other Jandithatare:atall. 
equal to those that are made-at:the ‘Globe offices: 
In the promptness of. -their’production, in the 


| fidelity. of the ‘reporters, and the -accuracy“and 


beatty ofmechanical execution, the congressional’ 
debates deservé high praise. 0 O T3 oo a aosa 
_ If. we adapt the proposition. 3 
gentleman: from eneke goth 
pense for the first year will be: 
as I understand, than it would be under th 

proposition.‘ But; as is suggested by the chair- 
nian of the Committée ọn Printing, we shall, int 
addition tö “having these’ reports: as usual, have! 


r 


these additional volumes for distributions Fhe 


system ofi making appropriations for volunies of 
thèse debates for the use of members of Congress 
has now been abandoned for something;'T thinks 
like fife: ‘years! “I understand’ that there arein 
the present House but three members whovhaye 
reecived these debates.’ All the: other mem 
are new members. If. this proposition should 
catty and these volumes: should be taken from 
the Globe office; L'submit this qiiéstion to’ the 
House, whether mémbers could take them undef 
thé existing law without refunding the price: te 
the Treasury out of their pay., [think that is 
the present law, and‘a just and prop a 
also. si ak eee ki ane 
Mr. MALLORY» “If. the gentleman will pêr- 
mit me,-I-think that objection cambe very easily 
obviated’and: the purpose that. we contemplate bë 
accomplished “by: providing that each: copy: furs 
nished under the law for each member-shall be 
deposited in some public: library in: his-district, 
That would deprive the thing of the nature of a 
private bequest of books to members of Congress, 
and bring it from wider the operation of the law 
to-which the gentléman from -Vermont refers. ' 
If the gentleman will permit meş Lwilladd that 
from the éxposé made by the chairman of the 
Committee on: Printing, it-occurred to me,and 
must have occurred to the House, that the prop? 
osition I made, if adopted, would be cheaperand 
more economical than the second proposition, «1 
think the gendeman from ‘Vermont labors under 
a mistakes Tag ot 6 mage uwi 
Mr: MORRILL. + If ithe'gendéman'willallow 
me to go on, I think:} Shalt-reaohte proper con- 
clusion, and ‘possibly ‘we may notdiffer. > = w 
L suppose that the chairman of the Committee 
on Printing hasthoroughly investigated this mat- 
ter, and would present the case to'the:House'so 
that they:can understand which of the two prop- 
ositions is the most economical. As] learned 
from his speech, it is-his impression ‘that after 
the’ first: year: it would be far mére'économical for 
us to adopt the first proposition: ‘If we caw rid 


ii mT ages 


i it ofthe difficulty about its being a gift or appro- 


ptiation to members of Congress and distribute 
the volumes among the public libraries of the 
country, I shall have no objection to:it; L-have 
an objection, however, to-any proposition that 
will give to the members of this House an òp- 
portunity to fill up their own private libraries 
froni:this or any other source. “But Tam clearly 
of the opinion that we ought to.do something, arid 
that speedily, in relation to this matter. ; 
Mr. WINDOM. J did not quite understand 
the gentleman from New York, and l wish to 
know whether if we take the volumes already 
published we have any assurance that: we shall 
not be called on hereafter for this additional pay* 
ment? . : hs pia : 
Mr. A: W. CLARK. I understand: that the 
present proprietors of the Globe are satisfied with 
this arrangementand are willing tocarryit outjand 
if either party sces fit to abrogate the bargain; they 
can do it by giving two years’ notice. The pro- 
prietors of the Globe say that under this first prop- 
osition the work can.be carried .on; under the 
second it cannot be relied. on asa permanent-ar- 
rangement, butmust depend upon: circumstances. 
Mr. WINDOM. Mr. Speaker, if we are to pay 
$28,000 for back volumes, and: then. to’ be called 
oh in a-year or two topay fifty: per cent. to keep 
it running, | preferto pay fifty percént:now.. df 
we can have any such contract as will avoid-that 
necessity hereafter, I think-the first proposition 
to be best if we can have-any asaurahce on the 
subject. . paa Eiis a 
Mr. A. W. CLARK. «I have their assurance. 
Mr. WINDOM. Is it an assurance which will 


1784 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. It-will be made so bes: 
fore the contract is completed.: I ealt the atten- 
ion of meribers to thé law of Congress. 

Fhe Clerk. read, as follows: : 

& Ef any books shail hereafter-be ordered te and received 
by members of. Congress by: resolution of either or botlë 
Houses of Congress, the price paid for the same shall be. 
deducted from the compensation provided for such member 
orniembers i Provided, however, That this shail-riot extend 
to-books-ordureid to -be printed by.the public printer during 
the Congress for. which the gaid- member, shall have been 

elected.”?-—Statut s at Large, vo}. 11, p. 49. : aoe 
` Mr.A W. CLARK. Ifthe House wishes to 
act on either. proposition, the committee is pre» 
pared to report a bill which ean be acted upon at 
this time ag. well perhaps as. at any other. time. 


The matter has been fully discussed in the com- | 


mittee, and the.uegotiation has been going on for 
some time, 

Mr, MALLORY. Then I withdraw my mo- 
tion to recommit.. ; 

The SPEAKER 
teg is accepted, . 
n Mier. MALLORY. Perhaps the House bad bet- 
ter act on my proposition at this moment. I 
move that the subject be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, with instructions to report a 
Dill forthwith. : 

“Mr A.W, CLARK.. Ido not object. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported a bill to pay in part for the 
published debates of Congress, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second. time. 

The SPEAKER.. Being anappropriation bill 
it requires. unanimous consent to be considered in 
the Flouse. . 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
quiry first.. If I understand the bill it provides 
that in future all Senators and members shall re- 
eive the back numbers of the Congressional 
Globe. 1f so, Mr, Speaker, that seems to me to 
be holding out a groat bounty. Itis like com- 

ound interest, incréasing. from. year to’ year. 
Merabers of the next Congress will not only re- 
ceive the Congressional Globe for former years, 
but they will receive the Congressional Globe for 
this Congress. So on year after year; and it 
would puzzle the brain of any man in this House 
to calculate how many Congressional Globes a 
new member would be entitled to one hundred 
years hence, It seems to me that it would be 
cheaper to take the other proposition and pay filly 
per cent. additional. 

Mr. PRUYN, It is limited to ten years. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. -1 do, 

Mr. MORRILL. What condition would this 
be in if postponed until to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. It would come'up after the 
reading of the Journal, if the House did not go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. ALLEY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. ‘hatcan be done by a ma- 
jority vote. 

Mr. MALLORY. Let us go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and take 
it up now.. It will not require more than a few 
minutes to dispose of it. 

Mr, MORRILL, Several members on this side 
want to discuss it. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
Congresses. 

Mr. SMITH. 


. The report of the commit- 


lt has been up for three 


House, and there was no objection, so far as we 
heard over here, Then a speech was made with- 


out objection being made. 1 make the point that | 


the objection comes too late. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ilinois 
reserved his right to object. 


Mr. MALLORY. [understand the gentleman | 


is willing to. withdraw his objection. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. lam willing to with- 
draw my objection to hear any explanation, 

TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman with- 
draw it? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido. 

Mr ALLEY. | renew it. 

Mr. MORRILL moved that the farther con- 
sideration of the subject be postponed until to- 
morrey. 

The motion was agreed ta. 


Let me make an ine. 


i H. rise toapointof order. The | 
Speaker rose in his place and said that it required | 
unanimous consent to consider the bill in the | 
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Mr. MORRILL. [ now insist on my motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 7 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were stspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. WAsHBURNE, of 
Jitinois, in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill of the House (No. 405) to pro- 
vide internal revenue to support the Government, 
to pay interest on the public debt, and for other 
purposes; the pending question being on the 
amendment yesterday submitted by Mr. Honman 
to the forty-fourth section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. IT move to amend section 
forty-nine by striking out in line six the word 
“assessor” and inserting in its place the word 
‘collector.’ : % 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. In line seven of the same 
section I move to amend by striking out the word 
‘assessor’? and inserting in its place the word 
*collector.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the same 
section by striking out in the fitty-first line, at 
the end thereof, the word “ assessor’? and insert- 
ing in its place the word.“ collector.” 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BOUTWELL moved to amend the same 
section in the twelfth line by striking out the 
word ‘f assessor” and inserting in its place the 
word ‘* collector.” 

The section, as amended, would then read: 


Sec. 49. And be it further enacted, ‘That any person ap- 
plying for a Heense as a distiller, shall, in addition to what 
is required by other provisions of law, make an application 
therclor to the assessor of the district, and betore the same 
is issued the person so applying shall give bond to the Uni- 
ted States, in such sum as shall be required by the collect- 
or, and with one or more sureties, to be approved by said 
collector, conditioned that in ease avy additional still or 
stills, or outer implements to be used as aforesaid, shall be 
erected by him, his agent or superintendent, he will, be- 
fore using, or causing, or permitting the same to be nsed, 
report in writing to the said collector the éapacity thereot, 
and iuformation from time to time of any change in the form, 
capacity, ownership, agency, or superiuteadence, which 
all or either of the said stidls or other implements may un- 
dergo, and that he will from day to day enter, or cause to be 
entered, in a book to be kept tor that purpose, the number 
of gallons of spirits that may be distilled by said stilt or 
stills, or other implements, and also of the quantities of 
grain or other vegetable productions, or other substauces 
put into the mash tub, or otherwise used by him, his agent 
or superintendent, for the purpose of producing spirits; and 
said book shall be open at all times during the day (Sun- 
days excepted) to the inspection of the said assessor, as- 
sistant assessor, colicetor, deputy collector, or inspector, 
who may make any memorandums or transeripts there- 
from; and also that he will render to the said assessor or 
assistant assessor, ou the first, tenth, and twentieth days 
of each and every month, or within five days thereatter, 
during the continuance of said license, an exact account 
in writing, taken from his books, of the number of gations 
of spirits distilled, and also of the number of gallons sold or 
removed for consumption or sale by him, his agent or su- 
perintendent, and the proof thereof, and also of the quan- 
tities of grain or other vegetable productions, or other sub- 
stances, putinto the mash tub, or otherwise used by him, 
his agent, or superintendent, for the purpose of producing 
spirits, for the period orfracuenal partot a month then next 
preceeding the date of said report, which said report shall be 
verified by afiidavitin the manner prescribed by taw 3 that 
he will not scll or permit to be sold, or removed for con- 
sumption or sale, any spirits distilled by him under and by 
virtue of his said license, until the same shall bave been 
inspected, gauged, and proved, aud the quantity thercof 
duly entered upon his books as aforesaid; and he will, at 
the time of rendering said account, immediately forward to 
the collector or deputy collector of the district a copy there- 
ofduly certified by the as sor; and 
that he will iso pay to the said collector or his deputy the 
duties which by law are imposed on the spirits so distified. 
And tie said bond may be renewed or changed from: Gime to 
time, in regard to the amount and sureties thereof, accord- 
ing to the discretion of the collector. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The committee has al- 
ready observed that upon motion of the gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Morritt] the word 
© collector” has been substituted in the sixth and 
seventh lines for the word §* assessor.” 

As the law now stands the whole business of 
superintending the distilleries is in the hands of 
the collectors, and under. their superintendence } 
am not aware.that any difficulty or loss has oc- 
curred, And my own judgment is that we had 
better permit the law in this particular to remain 
where it has stood from the beginning. 

As the section was reported by the Committee 
of Ways and Means the whole matter ofthe super- 


intendence of these distilleries. would have been 
transferred from. the collectors to the assessors, 
The collectors are responsible officers. They ae 
under bonds to the umount of $100,000. each, 
while the assessors are not under bonds at all. 

But, sir, the section, as reported. by the com- 
mittee and as it now stands, differs from the ex- 
isting law in another. clause. Under the law asit 
now stands, returns are to be made monthly, and 
the duties are to be paid when the returns are 
made. Now, if the section remains as amended 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Vermont, 
while the bonds will be given to the collector, the 
returns are to be made to the assessor. The pay- 
ments are then to be made to the collector. That 
will be the result of allowing the section to remain 
as it now stands without the amendment which I 
have submitted. In other words, the original ap- 
plication setting forth the various facts in regard 
to the distillery will be made to the collector; but 
any change to be made subsequently is reported 
to the assessor. 

Now, it seems to me that after nearly two years? 
experience in the whole matter of the superin- 
tendence of distilleries in the hands of collectors, 
who, as far as is known to the Department, have 
discharged their duties faithfully end withoutloss, 
it would be unwise to make any change in the 
law in this particular. 

I therefore offer this amendment, and if it be 
adopted, I will:move to amend the section in an- 
other particular to make it conform exactly to 
existing law. i 

Mr. MORRILL. I have great respect for the 
opinion of the distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, butaftera careful examination of this 
whole question the Committee of Ways and 
Means have come to the conclusion, I believe al- 
most unanimously, that the change as now pro- 
posed will be an improvement in the existing law. 

it will be noticed by gentlemen of the House 
that the whole theory of granting licenses is based 
upon the idea that they are to be granted by the as- 
sessors. The section, therefore, as now amended, 
upon my motion, will simply provide for the same 
practice in respect to distillers as that adopted in 
| respect toall other persons engaging in any kind 
of business, l 

It is true the collector is supposed to be a ran 
of responsibility and character. And when we 
come to the tukitig of bonds we devolve that duty 
upon him, And then after that we require the 
parties who are distilling spirits to make their re- 
; turns to the assessors in order that all the internal 
revenue officers may have some knowledge of 
what is going on instead of confining it merely 
to the collector, Ido think it ig important that 
all these officers should have some cognizance of 
the business, and hence I hope the amendment 

will not be adopted, 

| Mr. BOUTWELL. 1 would suggest to the 
gentleman that we havea check upon the collect- 
ors in this under the fifty-second section of this 
j act; the inspectors of spirits, whose duty it is to 
| inspect all spirits before they are removed from 
the distillery, are independent officers appointed 
i by the Secretary of the Treasury, and their re- 
turns are a check upon the collectors; so thatun- 
less thore is a collusion between the distiller, the 
inspector, and the collector, the Government is 
entirely sure to receive all the tax due. 

Mr. MORRILL. I suggest whether it is not 
better that the returns shail be made by the as- 
sessors in the proper and usual manner, in order 
that the Commigsioner of Internal Revenue may 
derivesome knowledge of whatis going on through 
the assessors. l think that will preserve the sym 
metry of the bill, 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON, I move to amend the 
forty-ninth section in line thirty-one, by insert- 
| ing after the word “gallon? the words * placed 
in warchouse and the number.’’ The object of 
this amendment is to require that all persons in 
making a return of the number of gallons of 
spirits distilled shall as well return the umount 
which has gone into warehouse for the purpose 
of exportation as the amount which has been re- 
moved for consumption or sale, or in any other 
wise disposed of. I think, inasmuch as a section 
will probably be adopted providing for the ware- 
housing of distilled spirits for exportation, it is 
proper that the return shall show the number ef 
| gallons disposed of in that way. 
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.Mr. MORRILL. Ithink that is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘Mr. BOUTWELL. I move to amend the sec- 
tion by striking out the word * assessor” in the 
twenty-third Jine and substituting in leu thereof 
the word ‘teollector.” The amendment which 
J just now proposed was rejected by the commit- 
tee; and I wish now to call the attention of the 
Committee of Ways and Means to the peculiar 
character-which this section wilt have if we pass 
itin the shape in which itnow stands. This sec- 


tion, as reported by the Committee of Ways and | 


Means, was drawn with the intention of trans- 
ferring all these powers from the collector to the 
assessors. Now, then, by the amendments which 
have been made upon the motion of ‘the gentle- 
man from Vermont, there appears-to me a great 
incongruity in the bill; and. there will appear to 
be others as this section is investigated and sub- 
jected to the test of criticism and judicial examina- 
tion. But the one whichappcars to me on the mo- 


ment,and-to which I wish to call attention, is that | 
itis provided here that a bond shall be given to | 


the collector by the distiller conditioned that he 
shall do certain things, and that the doing or not 
doing these things are facts which are to be known 
to the assessor only, and which the collector 
shall have no official knowledge of as to whether 
they are done or not. 


Now what I say is, we should either go back 


to the draftof the section as reported by the com- 
mittee and put this whole matter upon the collect- 
ors, so that they shall receive bonds, be the re- 
sponsible officers of the Government, superintend 
these distillers, and know whether the obliga- 
tions they assume to the Governmentare complied 
with or not; or else we should put the whole re- 
sponsibility upon. the assessors, making them 
responsible to the Government under bond as to 
whether these duties of the distillers are per- 
formed or not. I withdraw. the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. J object: to the withdrawal 
of the amendment. I merely wish to call: theat- 
tention of the committee to the proposition which 
the gentleman makes, which is to insert the word 
“collector”? in the place of ‘* assessor.” 

‘Mr. BOUTWELL. 
understand, that I moved the amendment in order 
to get my general views before the committee be- 
fore we passed the section. 


Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman will pardon | 


me, but he proposed to show what difficulties will 
arise unless this provision ‘should: be changed, 
and the only point he: seized upon to illustrate 
his views is this part of the section contained in 
line twenty-three. What does it provide? Why, 
that— : 
Said book shall be open at all times during the day (Sun- 
days excepted) to the inspection of the said assessor, agsist- 
ant assessor, collector, deputy collector, or inspector, who 
indy make any memorandums or transcripts therefrom. 


Now, sir, there can be no objection to the col- | 


lectors and assessors making these examinations 
—allofthem. Why confine it to the collectors? 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Willthe 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Lthought I had made my- 
seif understood. The incongruity to which I de- 
sire to call the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole arises from the peculiar phraseology that 
is found in the forty-ninth section, on page 53. | 
availed myself of this opportunity to move this 
amendment, as t saw that the committee was pass- 
ing from that section, in order that I might call 


the attention of the committee to that incongruity. | 


I did not mean to be understood as having any 
opinion upon the particular phrase to which my 
amendmentis offered. Lnow withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I propose 
to amend the fifty-first section by adding the fol- 
lowing, to come In at the end of the twenty-fourth 
line: 

Provided further, That all spirits on hand at the time of 
the passage of this act, or at the several times prescribed 
for the increase of the duties as aforesaid, shall be subject 
to the rates of duties as provided for in this act from and 
after the said periods respectively, except that spirits which 
shall have been already taxed under the aet approved on 
the Ist day of July, A. D. 1862, or under and in pursuance 
of the provisions of this act, shall not be subject to more 
than the additional or increased tax at the said. several 
periods. 


Me. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss this | 


amendment at length. -H is a subject which has 


I wish the committee to | 


gentleman yield | 


been fally discussed in the ¢ommittee—the pre- 
cise subject which was discussed when the former 
internal revenue act was before the Hous i 
desire merely’ to have a vote in thé committee 
upon the-subjéct‘and: not tortake wp the time of 
the-committee in the discussion of it, Oe 

The amendment merely proposes to carry dut 
the principles of the existing Inv.” It is ‘known 
to the committee andto- the country that in the 
law which is now upon the statuté-book we have 
imposed a tax upon all foreign liquors of hand, 
and the ownersiof those foreign liquors on han 
are paying that tax into the Treasury. There is 
a discrimination between those liquors and the 
lifuors which it is proposed by this amendment 
to tax. I think that discrimination is-unjust, J 
think that this tax is right and proper, and that 
it is a tax which our constituents demand that we 
shall impose. ce 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped | 
that this ‘root ‘of bitterness” would not again 
be planted to distract. this House and the. coun- 
try. We know that it was pertinaciously ad- 
hered to before. It cost us some three weeks of 
discussion in this Flouse and the other; and lost 
us, according to my estimate, some four million 
dollars of revenue which we should have derived 
if we had passed tho bill in the shape in whiclrit 
came back from. the Senate. It looks. to me 
now as if this was more a contest for viétory than 
for the good of the country. [cannot help think- 
ing that that isso. I supposed that the question 
was settled up to the Ist of July. It was settled 
by this House that up to the Ist of July there 
should be no tax on spiritsexcept sixty cents on 
that produced after the passage of the bill. Itis 
truc that there was an incongruity on the part of 
the Fouse in that vote; and that was the laying 
of a tax upon the foreign article. But when the 
Senate finally, in order to defeat what they con- 
sidered a want of principle in us, and what I so 
considered, receded,.a bill was immediately in- 
troduced to repeal the law, so far as it respected 
foreign liquors. Thatbill, E have no doubt, will 
pass and become a law. In the mean time, [ un- 
derstand that the Secretary of the Treasury: has 
expressly directed that that tax shall not be eol- 
lected; and ] suppose it will not be collected until 
that question is settled. 

l hope, therefore, that, considering the enor- 
mous tax which we are now putting upon this 
article, this crusade will be discontinued, and that 
our friends here will go on and pass a bill which 
can be passed through both Houses immediately, 
and which can be enforced. f trustithat we shall 
riot expend the whole session, up to the Ist of 
July, in attempting to force upon the. country 
what has becn already rejected, for the result will 
be ‘that the bill will linger between the two 
Houses during the whole. session of Congress, 
and at last the struggle will probably result in the 
way it did before. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, T move to 
amend the amendment by striking out all after the 
word “further.” ] do it, not for the.purpose of 
going intoany discussion, but merely to reply in 
afew words to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
1 wish to assure that gentleman that itis from no 
wish of victory that l introduce this amendment, 
beeause the gentleman recollects very well that 
when a similar amendment was. last before the 
House Í gave him notice and the country notice 
that when the Committee of Ways and: Means 
brought in their next tax bill I should move this’ 
amendment to it. ‘ 

Now, sir, I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to one fact. We are here, under the 
Constitution, engaged in legislation upon one of: 
the most important subjects before us. The Con- 
stitution has given to the Representatives of the 
people the peculiar privilege of originating these 
tax bills. Bat the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
now tells us that we are by this amendment in- | 
troducing a-matter here which will take up a great | 
deal of time. À 

Sir, I do not propose to do that; T merely*pre- 
pose that we shall pass upon the question; that 
the Representatives of the people may show to 
their constituents how they stand upon this great 
question of taxing the whisky on hand. 


i The gentleman says we lost $4,000,000 by the |! 
delay in ouraction, caused:by the introduction of 


this amendment upon our other bill, Sir, [tell the | 
gentleman and [tell the country that $30,000,080 | 


| was lost to the Treasury of the 


| absolutely 


| by adopting the Senate amendment. 


3 -eduniry by dur 
| failing to adopt the amendment, then submitted 


. by the gentleman 
NANDO Woop] * ee 3 
But the question now is whether, when wé have 
the powerrtn-our own hands to thposea tax upon 
the whisky on’ hand, while- fortunés: have’ been 
nade by these whisky speculaters, in conge 
‘quence of ourfuilure to dppése this taxy that’ dre 
: enormous, we'shall gyl impose this 

fax Heh psy as ‘ à E R S E E at 


TEEN 


New York; [Mi Fen- 


| Thie gentleman telle us what the notion of thé 


| House ‘hae been: upon: this ‘question, I know 
| very well that upon one vate, by a bare majority, 


| the House concurred in the ametiément of the 


Senate striking out the tax; but upon subsequent 
votes, as upėn previous ones, the House reversed 
that vote by a very heavy majerity. And evei 
upon the same day, when the House bad reached 
the latter-part of the'bill in which the Senate ‘had 
stricken out the Héuseé provision: imposing an 
additional: tax upon foreign liquors, the House 
refused to’ concur in thë Senate ameéendmeiit,:and 
that stands to-day as ‘adopted ‘by ‘the House; 
The House-yielded at last to the clamor raised in 
the Efouse and in the Senate, that to tax the liquors 
on hand would be giving tp a great-principle,so 
far asto submit atlast to the striking out of the tax 
upon domestic liquors, but when they came to 
the tax upon the foréign liquors on hand the prin# 
ciple was surrendered up, and we now’ stand: be 
fore the’country in the positiot’ of having per- 
mitted this great interest, on which I: belléve a 
revenue of twenty or thirty million dollars could 
have been raised, go‘ seot free,” while the whole 
principle, if there be any, hag been yielded up by 
imposing ‘a corresponding tax upot imported 
liquors, That is the whole question, and I think 
the country will understand it. F know of no 
question whieh has been more fully canvassed by 
our constituents than this question of taxing the 
liquors on hand, and I believe that it is theif sen- 
timent that this interest which can above all other 
interests bear taxation ought to be heavily: taxed; 

Mr. Chairman, Iyield’to my friend from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Stevens} that his course is in ac> 
cordanee with ‘his: honest convictions; ahd: l have 
no doubt that he'is willing to yield the samé to 
me. ; Pe ee a oes gy & Fs 

Mr, STEVENS. t will do the gentleman from 
Hiinois the justice to say that he did give us no”. 
tice, something, I believe, like that given by the 
Carthaginians; that he would himself; and alb his 
posterity after him perhaps, (I do not know that 
he went quite that far,) fight this question to the 
day of judgment. ae E : 

-L remember, also, the gentleman did afterwards 
introduce a resolution into this House‘instructing 
the Committee of Ways ‘and Means to bring in 
jast-stch a bill for taxing the stock om hand, but 
when'the vote was taken upon His resolution by 
yeas and nays, it was voted down bya consider- 
able majority, thus instructing the Committee of 
Ways and Mears inthe other direction, 

Now, sit, I did notintend to resurrect this ques- 
tion again. Tbelieve the proposition is a viola- 
tion of the plighted faith of the mation. 1 know 
that other ‘gentlemen think differently, and they 
are of course honest in go'thinking; butit is per- 
fectly apparent that in a body like the Senate, 
with an overwhelming: majority against it, they 
will never reeede from: their position, that they 
will not assent to aproposition.which they believe 
to be a violation-of the ptighted faith of the nas 
tion. : 

The gentleman from {hino says that while E 
was of the opinion that $4,000,000 had been Jost 
to the Government in consequence of the intro- 
duction of the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York, he believes that $30,000,000 was lost 
Now, sir, 
$4,000,000 was all I could estimate it was practi- 
cableto collect from the stock on hand. Ehave no 
doubt the gentleman believes it would produce 
$30,000,600, but E de not Believe any other man- 
on earth believes it. “Miy*colengae (Mr. Moon 
HEAD] says he believes ‘the game thing. Well, 
sir, 1 did not believe'there'was any other so credu- 
lous a person. Shall we-again obstruct the pub- 
lic business for the remaining portion of the ses- 
sion for the purpose of attempting a thing that 
we cannot perform? ee eee a ee 

Mr. WASHRBURNE, ‘of Hiinois, by unani- 
| mows- consent, withdvew Bis amendment. 
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GLOBE 


Mr. J.C. ALLEN, 
Jast line. rigs ae ty dap 
” Mr. WILSON. .Report,it, R 

“The Cerk. It is as follows:, “ periods.”’ | 
[Laughter] ar 
Me. J.C. ALLEN 


moye:to strike out the 


4 I.move to strike out the 
words “añ additional or. increased tax. at said 
several periods.??.", oF aea e on 
“Mr, Chairman, Lam.opposed to the amendment 
of my, colleague, and, L.do.not propose to. occupy. 
the time of the House further than to say that. the 
discussions we have already: had on this. subject 
have, I think, satisfied, the. country and every 
member of the House, except, my colleague-and 
a few other members., By adopting this amend- 
ment you.adopt.what no other-nation has here- 
tofore adopted: . If you apply it to. the article of 
whisky by taxing: the stock on. hand you open 
upevery-other artiele of manufacture, and we may 
be here until January next,without a tax bill to 
raise revenue, If you.tax whisky oa: hand you 
must apply the same principle. to coal oil, and 
then you will have: to hear the genUeman from 
Pennsylvania on the question. You will also have | 
to apply itto the iron interest, and everyman who 
represents an iron district-will rise up in antag- 
onism. . You must apply. it to every. branch of 
manufactures, and thus we shall-come into.con- | 
flict with all of the New England Siates. You 
will at once open up,a.question that will.cause. | 
great confusion and opposition.to any tax bill, 
In this. bill, you already tax: whisky fourfold 
its ordinary value. .Wedonotobject to that, but 
we do object that to the manufacture. of spirits 
you shall apply’a rule which has never been en- 
forced by any nation.on earth, ft has not been 
adopted Jn any, previous ‘tax bill. Ifyou apply 
it to this interest you must apply it to every other 
interest, and if you do not jeopardize the passage | 
of the bill you will atleast delay action to. a very 
late day. in the session... I stated my views in full 
when the question wag up, before, and I do not 
now propose to.ocoupy further the time, of the 
House... 4) 1s: 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I hope that the 
amendment of the genvemad from Hlinois [Mr, 
Wasunurnu]-will be adopted. While I agree 
with the gentiemas from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sre- | 
vens} and the gentleman from Iilinois that there | 
has becu a great deal of discussion on this sub- | 
ject, yet L deny that the House has settled any 
principle in reference: to taxing stock on baud. 
It. will be remembered when discussion occurred } 
ona former revenye bill . f | 
Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa: Does the gentle- 
man from New York intend to vote for this amend- 
ment or against it, as he did before ? [Laughter] 
Mr. PERNANDO WOOD. The gentleman 
will find out iu good time what Lintend to do. 
Me. Chairman, while I admit there has been a 
great deal of discussion and excitement on this 
question, while, there have been unseemly in- 
fluences. and lobbying in.both branches of Con- 
gress in reference to-taxtng whisky on hand, E| 
deny. that Congress has. settled any principle. 
Now, sir, in the. vill to which the gentleman 
refers, my constituents are taxed forty cents per 
gallon upon every. gation of imported liquors, al- 
though the liquors may. have been in the ware- 


houses for ten years. So far as any positive le- | 
gislation has.setted the principie, it has been ia | 


favor of taxing foreign Liquors on hand. If the | 
Ulouse refuses to apply, the principle to domestic |) 
liquors, l give notice that L shall move an amend- 
ment to repeal that provision of law which taxes 
foreign liquors on band, 

This whole bil, siy; discriminates against all 
of the large importing interests of the country, 
While manufactures are taxed, while commercial 
and banking interests are taxed, there is not a 
single article ofagriculture on which itis proposed | 
io put the slightest tax. Under this bill the city ; 
of New York will pay more revenue than all of i 
the western States... According to the Constitu- 
tion taxes must be equalized, and this, therefore, 
is unfair and illegal. The city of New York has 
paid three quarters of the revenue of the Govern- 
mens since its foundation, and this proposes still 
further to discriminate against the importing mer 
chunks, cee 

Therefore I wantallalike. I want the amend- || 
ment of the gentleman from lHinoisadopted, as 1 | 
want domestic liquors to stand upon precisely the | 
same footing with foreign liquors. The principle | 


| hope it will be adopted. 


ple. 


| not be allowed to remain. 


i 


i 


is just, right, correct, politic, and wise, and. Ti 


Mr. J. C. ALLEN, by unanimous consent, |} 
withdrew the amendment to the amendment. it 
Mr. BROOMALL. I move. to amend the |! 
amendment by striking outallafter the first. word 
of.the amendment. I was opposed to this prop- 
osition of retaxation when.the question was up 
before, and steadily voted againstit, believing that 
there was no reason why whisky should be re- 
taxed. any more than.cotton or any-other. com- 
modity except that it was whisky, and I did not 
consider that that was a sufficient reason for de- | 
parting from what I believed to be a true- princi- |i 
But what l. particularly desire is to set off 
illinois against Illinois, and therefore | ask the 
Clerk to read, as a partof my speech, the views 
ofthe lamented Lovejoy when this matter was | 
under consideration before. 3 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


“Mr. Speaker, E desire to express the hope that the 
amendment to the internal revenue bill taxing liquers will 
I trust the Fouse will concur 
in the Senate amendments. The more I reflect upon the 
subject, and the more I become acquainted with the facts, 
the more I am convinced that this retroactive tax is unjust, 
impolitie, and destractive of the ends which it apparently 
is intended to secure. [t willrequire a number of tax-gath- 
crers equal t0 the frogs which invaded the chambers and 
kneading-troughs of the Egyptians. You will have to visit 
the cross-roads to find the retailers and gauge their half-sold 
barrel of whisky, and extort, it may be, a few dollars, and 
receive multiplied execrations gratis. 

“Phe highest amount anticipated from this process is, I 
believe, $5,000,000. ‘Ie city of Peoria alone, if you allow 
the distillers to go on under the law as amended in the 
Senate, will give you $7,000,000, and my whole district 
$9,000,000. ‘Inis large amount, double, and in the estima- 
tion of good judges more than three times the amount which 
you ean get from retaxing the amount on hand, will. be vir- 
tually Jost to the Government, for the distillers cannot for 
any. jong time carry on their manufactures under this ca- 
pricious and ever-changing legistation. If this new tax is 
sprung upou them now they will anticipate a similar pro- 
cess at the next session of Congress; they will therefore 
be afraid to buy the raw material when its product is sub- | 
ject to this retroactive legislation. What would you think 
of the farmer who having drawn a fall and foaming pail of 
milk from his cow should look covetously upon it as he 
takes it to the milk-house and determine to return imme- 
diately and obtain another? ‘The kindest animal would 
get restive aud kiek under such an exhaustive process, 1€ 
he will only wait until nightand let his cow have grassand 
water and time be can get his bucket refilled. So, if the 
Government will deal fairly and justly with these distillers 
it will get a large revenue, paid in promptly and cheerfully, | 
but if it attempts this exliaustive process of renewed and | 
double taxation it will reecive plenty of kicks and but a 
scanty revenue, F state this ax my honest, candid convic- 


| tion, and T entreat the House to review its action and con- 


i 
| 
cur in the amendments of tbe Senate. ! 
‘© As to the poliey of the measure E will not dwell upon | 
that, but satisfy myself with saying that. it appears to me to | 
be one of the most impolitie things that could possibly be | 
douc; that if it could be carried into execution--which I | 
believe to be Impossible—it would be one of the most odi- } 
ous measures that conid possibly be adopted. [have no j 
doubt that was the purpose of the mover: Itis the wily : 
Greek bringing the wooden horse into Troy. * Timeo Dae | 
naos et dona ferentes? ; 
“The wise man has said, Cin vain is the snare setin the | 
sight of any bird.? [hope the House will not be unwise H 
cuough to step into a trap that really has no concealment. | 
Į trust the House will forgive the sceming egotisin of these : 
romarks. 1 do not distrust its wisdom or its patriotism, but 
representing a district so largely interested in this subject, 
L beg the indulgence of submitting these few words to be : 
placed on record, for they are in accordance with my very 
clear and honest convictions.*” 
fr. MORRILL. I rise for the purpose of 
moving that the committee rise in order to close | 
the debate on the pending section; but before doing 


so l desire to say a few words. 


7 yo . y f 
om the impassioned tone of the gentleman ;! A F 
Fr pream] £ i pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 


from IHinois [Mr. Wasusurne] one would sup- 
posethat he had been investing in whisky straight, 
but such is not the fact, I am happy to state. 


[Laughter.] I believe when the gentleman was | 


a candidate for the Speakership he did not offer 


such thing. H d 
Jence I 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
fost. [Laughter.} 
Mr. MORRILL. I amnotdisposed to get into | 


any passion upon this section. I desire that the | 
House shall consider it properly and candidly. 1 
think it a mischievous proposition, and I think it | 
was originally introduced for the purpose of caus- | 
ing mischief, aud I hope this House will notadopt 
it. I regard it as very certain that it cannot pass |i 
the Senate, and if we spend any amount of time |! 
upon it we shall only delay action upon this bill. | 

Mr, WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Did I un- 
derstand the gentleman to say that this amend- 
ment was introduced for the purpose of produ- 
cing mischief? 

Mr. MORRILL. 


it 
i 


Originally; not now. . I did i 


| ate upon the income tax. 


not intend any reflection upon the gentleman 
Illinois. ; ; 

Lt is very important that we should pass this 
bill speedily in order that. it may take effect be~ 
fore the Ist of May, with a view to have it oper- 
If the principle pro- 
posed. to. be adopted here shall succeed, why 
should we not apply the same principle to books? 
We.have never levied any tax whatever upon 
books previous to this time. Or why not apply 
it to all goods or property om hand? 

Now, there is a certain sort of symmetry in the 
bill as itstands. We propose merely to tax those 
who manufacture for the purpose of saleand con 
sumption hereafter. We do not, propose to tax 
property on hand in every direction, . Phave re- 
ceived letters from various portions of the coun- 
try, asking that.a tax be placed upon horses and 
upon other personal property on hand. -And if 
we tax these liquors on hand it is a fair question’ 
to ask, why not other property? ; 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman yield to 
me? : 

Mr. MORRILL. I willsurrender the remain- 
der of my time to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. KASSON. I want to call the attention of 
my friend from Minois[Mr, Wasusurne] to the 
fact that his amendment is. inconsistent with the 
theory of the bill. It provides that the tax on 
the. stock-on. hand shall advance at successive 
periods, as. other taxes advance. The effect of 
this will be that we hold out no inducement to 
the producers of spirits, in presence of an accu- 
mulated stock, to continue the production of the 
article during the summer and fall as: we would 
do upon the theory of our bill; because if they 
manufacture in advance of the market demand 
they will have to pay just as high a duty in the 
total, at successive periods, as if they did not 
manufacture in advance of the wants of the 
market. There would be a Joss of interest, and 
no gain in tax. The effect would plainly be to 
suspend the distilleries for some months.» I ask 
him, therefore, before his amendment is put to a 
vote that some modification should be made so 
as to make the amendment harmonious to that 
important feature of our bill; otherwise it will be 
impossible for some. of ‘us to sustain it. ' 

Mr. MORRILL. We have proposed to raise 


from 


| this duty largely in our bill by way of compro- 


mise, in order to meet the views of all: parties, 
supposing they would be satisfied if we raised the 
duties very. much higher than originally pro- 
posed, and that the idea of taxing liquors'on hand 
would therefore be abandoned by the friends of 
that proposition. á 

I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
of terminating debate, i 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Dawes reported that the 
committee had had under consideration the in- 
ternal revenue bill, and had come to no conclusion 
thereon. __ i 

Mr. MORRILL. Imovethat when the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
shall resume the consideration of this bill-all de- 
bate shall terminate upon the pending section in 
halfa minute after the same is resumed. 

The motion was agreed to, ` 

Mr. MORRILL. {f movethat the rules be sus- 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
on the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 


© resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union; (Mr. Dawes in the 
chair,) and resumed the consideration of the spe- 
cial order, being the internal revenue bill. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I withdraw my amendment 
to the amendment. 

The question recurred on Mr. Wasnsurnn’s 


i amendment, : 


Twill mod- 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hiinois. 


; ify my amendment so as to read as follows: 


Provided further, That all spirits of domestic production 
and held for sale on the Ist day of May, 1864, and upon 
which no tax shali have been paid, shall be subject to a 


| duty of fifty cents per gallon, and all such spirits ou band 


for sale upon which a prior duty shail have been paid shall 
be subject to a duty of thirty cents per gallon. Provided 


further, That bona fide retail dealers in spirits duly licensed 


shall not be taxed on their stock on hand whose quantity 
on hand does not excecd two Yarrels. 


1864. 
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-I now call for tellers on the amendment. A 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs W ASHBURNE, 
of Hlinois, and Burss were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes 55, noes 70. : 

So the amendment was disagreed to. `. 

Mr. MORRILL. As that amendment. has. 
failed, and.in order further to satisfy that portion 
of the House who are in favor of that proposi- 
tion,.] move to strike out all after the word 
“prior,” in the fifth line, down to-and including | 
“ 1864,” in the eighth line, as follows: . 

To.the Ist.day of July, 1864, aduty ofsixty cents on each 
and every gallon; on and atter the Ist day of July, 1864. 

So that it will read? at hee ak, 

Sere. dl. And be‘ it further enacted, That, in addition to 
the duties payable for licéuses bereiu provided, there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid on all spiritsthat may be tis- 
titted and sold, or removed for consumption or sale, of first 
proof, prior to the ist day of January, 1865,:a duty of one 
dollir on each and every gallon; &e 

Mr. KASSON, J suggest to the gentleman. 
from Vermont that he move to insert before. the 
word “prior”? the words * on cand after the Ist 
day of May, 1864. That will accomplish his 
purpose. 3 Fa | 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘i accept: that-modification. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to-amend the text of j 
the bill by striking out the word “January,” in 
the eighth line, and inserting ** October.” i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa 
does not propose to amend any part of the text 
which the gentleman from Vermont moves to | 
swik out, and his amendment is therefore not in 
order, : 

Mr. WILSON. Ido propose to amend a por- 
tion of ‘the text which the gentleman. from Ver- 
mont has moved to strike out. > 

‘The CILAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ver- 
mont has modified his amendment at the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman’s colleague, (Mr. Kasson,] 
and the word he proposes to strike out is not in- 
cluded in the amendment as modified. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 thought hig amendment in- 
cluded the whole of the eighth line. 

- Mr; Morriwy’s amendment as modified was 
then agreed to, : 


Mr. WILSON. Imovetoamend the fifty-first 
section by striking out “January, 1865,” ahd in- 
serting in lieu thereof, “October, 1864. Ipro- 
pose to follow up this amendment by striking out 
“ one dollar’? and inserting “$1 25.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I move toamend by strik- 
ing out the tax of one dollar on spirits and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof $1 50,” H 
_ The amendment was not agreed to. ' 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by reducing 
the tax on spirits from one dollar to eighty cents. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. UPSON. I move to amend by striking 
out the words ‘on and after the Ist day of July, 
1864, to the Ist day of January, 1865,” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words “on and after 
the Ist day. of October, 1864.” 

Mr. MORRILL called for tellers on theamend- 
ment, 
` Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MORRILL, 
and Steere of New Jersey, were appointed. i 
: Thecommitiee divided; andthe tellers reported ; 
—ayes 57, noes 62. ; i 

So: the amendment was rejected. i 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend by striking | 
out the tax of $1 25 per gallon on spirits manu- | 
factared ‘after the Ist of January, 1865, and in- 

f 
i 
| 


serting in lieu thereof $1 50 per gallon. 

Tellers were demanded on the amendment., 

Tellers were not ordered. . 
-The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the fifty- 
first section by striking out the words “ onand 
after January 1, 1865, a duty of $1 25 on each 
and every gallon.’ 

Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers on the amend- 
ment, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Houtman 
and A, Myers were appointed. . 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
~ayes 30, noes, 77. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILSON. I move ta amend the fifty- |i 
first section by striking out the words “ Jani- ` 


| ** November, 1864.7? : 


‘at the end of the section the following proviso: 


‘ter.] : 


` seventh section of the act of Congress of March 7, 1864, 


| propriate as a repealing clause. | 


| house, and also the number.” 


ary, 1865, "and inserting in Heuthereof the words: 


Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers on th 
ment. j 
Tellers were. ordered; and Messrs: 
and Briss were appointed. ah 
The committee. divided; and thé tellers report 
—ayes 40, noes 62.0 7 a j 
So the amendment 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


eamend=' 


was rejected.: 


I move to amend by adding 


Provided further, That ali spirits used for manufacturing 
purposes shall be exempt from the duty imposed by this act, 
in such manner and under-such rules and. regulations-as 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. ayy? 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. eo te SR 

Mr. GRINNELL. -1 move to amend by add- 
ing at: the end of the section the words, ‘since 
great are the charms of cheap whisky.’? [Laugh-: 


. The amendment was rejected. - ; 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by reducing the 
tax of one dollar to seventy cents, and the tax.of. 
$3 25 to ninety cents. 

The amendment was rejected, Page 

The Clerk proceeded to read the fifty-second: 
section. ri 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move an amend- 
ment to come in as an additional section between 
the fifty-first and fifty-second sections. = 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
proposition comes in too late, The committee 
has passed from the fifty-first section and has 
passed to the fifiy-second section. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I submit to the 
Chair that the Clerk had but just commenced the 
reading of the fifty-second section when L pro- 
posed my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk had read cight 
lines.of the fifty-second section when the gentle- 
man from New York addressed the Chair. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I hope the com- 
mittee will hear the amendment read, and if ob- 
jected to E will withdraw it. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 


to increase the internal revenue, &e., as levies a tax of 
forty cents a gallon on spirits imported prior to March 7, 
1804, be, and is hereby, repealed, and that the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury be directed to refund tu persons paying the 
same all moneys thus exacted on such spirits, the original 
entry of which was made prior to the said 7th of March, 
1864. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I object. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I give notice that 
I will offer it at the end of the next section. 

Mr. KASSON. I suggest thatit be offered. at į 
the end of the bill. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Do I understand 


the gentleman from lowa to say that he will not || 


object to the introduction of it at that time? 
Mr. KASSON. Ishall make no objection to | 
it at the end of the bill, where it will be more ap- 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Well, I will re- 
serve it. . 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend on page 
58, line thirty-three, after the words ‘‘assistant 
assessor,” by inserting the words, ** other com- 
petent officer.” 

The amendment was agreed to, == | 

Mr. MORRILL. On page 59, line forty-two, 
I move to amend before the word “pay,” byin- | 
serting the word “and.” 1 also move after the 
word ** duties” to strike out the words ‘* furnish 
bonds correspondingly; and also at the end.of 
line forty-four, by inserting the words ‘ and fur- 
nish bonds correspondingly.” à 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. 1 move to amend the 
same section in the twelfth line by inserting after 
the word“ gallons” the words “ placed in ware- 


The section as amended would then read: i 

Sec. 53. And be it further enacted, That every person 
who shall be the owner of any still, bofler, or other vessel, 
used or intended to be used for the purpose of distilling 
spirittious liquors, as hereinbefore provided, or who shail 
have such still, boiler, or other vessel under his superin- | 
tendenee, either as agent for the owner or on bis‘own ac- 
count; and every person who shall use or intend to use} 
any still, boiler, or other vessel, as aforesaid, either as 
owner, agent, or otherwise, shall from day to day make true 
and exact entry, or cause te be entered in a book to be 


kept by bim for thet purpose, thc number of gailons of i! 


Wisox:| 


cate, taken fron. his: hooks, of: the: nuasher lof! gallos: 


“Revenue, and to be open at ali seasonable. hour 


| faithfully to perform their dutie 


spirits! distitigd obychim;and also. the ‘number -of gallons! 
placed in. warehouse, and alsothe number sold, or removed, 
for consumption or sale, and the proof thereof; which book | 
shali always be opdh in the ‘daytime (Sunday ed)” 
for the: inggection of the'said ‘assessor, assistant adsessbr, * 
collector, deputy:eoector, or inspeetor, who may takeany. 
minutes, memoranduma, or transcripts thereof; and, shpik, 
render. to ‘said assessor or assistant ass ‘on the 

loth; and 20th days of each and every m 3 yi 

or within five days thereafter; a general iecbunt midup 


spirits distilled, and also:the number-orgallons:sold, ogr 
moved for consumption or sale, and the proof thereon, n 
before accounted fry aud shail also keep ab ‘or books,” 
in a form to be prescribed by the Commissioner ¢daternals 
tor h- 


spection by..the-assessor, assista 
uty colléetor, oF inspector of tt 


hundred and fitty ‘barrels Of spirits per year may make: re- 
turns and pay duties on the ist day of cach and every month 
in lieu of on. the tst, LOth, and 20th days ofthe month, and 
furnish bonds correspondingly, anything to the contrary not- 


withstanding, ss 
` Mr, PENDLETON: The object of my amend: 
ment is merely to make the section. correspond, 
with an amendment two or three sections back. 
The object is to require returns. to be made of the 
number of gallons warehouséd as well as the 
number sold, — a, PE fis eas 

The amendment was agreed to... i 


The fifty-fourth section was. then read. oes 
Mr. BROOKS. I wish to call the attention of 
the committee to this section, It seems to create 
an indefinite number of officers to be appointed: 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. henever: 
the assessments, in his judgment, may seem to” 
require them, he may appoint one or more in- 
spectors. of spirits and coal.oil, &e., Choy 
In the sixth, section we have given, to the: Sec-. 
retary of the ‘Treasury orto the heads. of: the 
Government power to create five additional. ine 
spectors to travel over the country; and. here is a 
section by which he may appoint one. hundred,’ 
two:hundred, five hundred, or two thousand.offi-, 
cers, as he.may desire. And he may not only 
appoint inspectors, under this section, of coal oil, 
but of Macassar oil, or hair.oil, or any. other. der 
scription of oil, aş well as of tobacco, cigars, dc, 
‘Mr. GRINNELL. What is the amendment. 
of the gentleman from New. York?. 1. did not 
hear it, 7 AR AP Geka cele PaaS, 4A 
Mr. BROOKS. idid not propose any amend- 
ment in form; but | will now: move, to strikecout 
the whole section, Ido not see that there is any 
necessity forit. 5 . ü 
The section.was read, as follows: e 
Src. 54. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 


i appointed by the Sceretary of the Treasury in.cvery assess- 
' ment district where the same may be’ necessary, one or 


more inspectors of spirits, refined coat oil or other oil, to- 
bacco, cigars, and other articles, who sball take an oath 
in such form as the Com- 
missioner of the futernal Revenne shallprescribe, and who 
shall 'be entitled to receive such fees as may be fixed and 
prescribed by said Commissioner. i oats 


Mr. MORRILL. ‘ For the information of the 
gentleman from New York 1 would say that these 
Inspectors receive no pay from the Government 
atali. They are paid by the manufacturer who 


‘has his whisky or his oil inspected. Butin order 


to show that fact more clearly I will offer. the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in at the close of the 
section proposed to be stricken out. Ft is the 
same amendment proposed to be added to another 
section. it is as follows: é 

To be paid by the owner or manufacturer of the articles 
inspected or gauged $ and any manufacturer of spirits, re- 
fined coal oil, or other oil; tobacco, cigars, or otirer articles 
which may by law be required tobe inspected, who shall 
refuse to admit an inspector upon his premises, so far as it 
may be necessary for the performance of his dutigs, shatt 
forfeit the sum of S100, to he recovered in the maaner pro- 
vided for other penalties imposed by this act, © 

Mr. BROOKS. : The amendment. the. gentle» 
man from Vermont proposes, in my judgment, 
only makes the section more objectionable. Sec- 
tion fifty -four crentes an indefinite number of offi» 
cera who, as E supposed, were to be paid by the 
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Federal Government. ‘That was objectionable be- | 
cause ofthe number, and not because of the method 
of payment. But the proviso not only leaves | 
the indefipiteness in respect to the numbgg of .off- | 
cers to be appointed, butit provides also thatthe: 
compensation of these officers ‘shall be defrayed | 
by the manufacturers of these ‘spirits, réfined coal. i 
oil, or other oil, tobacco, cigars, and other artiz 
cles”’ to bevinspeeted;:so-that the Secretary may, 
if he pleases, appoint ten, twenty, or fifty thou- 
sand inspectors, and saddle their conmipensation 
upon: the manufacturers. ig : 

Mr, KASSON. - The gentleman will allow me 
to interrupt him, just to say that whatever com- 
pensation is paid these inspectors’ will be in the 
shape of fees,.so. that it makes.no difference , so 
far as the expense is concerned, whether a hun- 
dred officers are appointed or only one. ‘And not 
only. that, but the proposition. is already in. the 
existing law, and I have never heard of any dif- 
ficulty occurring in consequence of it. 

Mr. BROOKS. This proviso is that these in- 
speetors shall. be paid by the manufacturer. - 

Mr. KASSON. That is the provision of law 
now. : / i 

Mr. BROOKS. Well, sir, I call the attention 
of the committee to two objections to this section 
us the gentleman from Vermont proposes toamend 
it: first, that it provides for an indefinite number 
of officers; and, second, that it saddles the ex- 
penses of these officers. upon the manufacturers. 
The section itself is objectionable, and the pro- 
viso makes it still more objectionable. 

Mr. GANSON. F think that the mode of 
compensation is still more objectionable. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted on 
the amendment. 

Mr. GANSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the last line. Jt seems to 
me that this will make it the interest of the ap- 
pointec to cheat the Governmentand to side with 
the party whose articles are to be inspected. I 

think the principle is wrong so far as the mode 
of compensation is concerned. 

Mr. MORRILL. Practically this has been in 
operation since the passage of the original law, 
and there bas been no difficulty about it. 

The gentleman trom New York [Mr. Brooxs] 
anys that the Secretary of the Treasury can ap- 
point namberless officers. Now how much influ- 
ence can the Secretary of the Treasary have by 
the appointment of officers who get nothing? 

One word in regard to the other objection. 
These fees are regulated by law. Every man 
who inspects gets preciscly the same fee. It is 
a provision of law that the owners of linseed oil, 
distiHed spirits, and tobacco shall pay these fees, 
That is no new provision. 

Mr. GANSON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. Monari1’s amendment was agreed to, 


“Mr. A. MYERS. 1 move to strike out the 
section as amended, : 

I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that this mode 
of compensating inspectors, instead of being a 
means of cheating the Government or anybody 
else, brings two principles to bear which will have 
an opposite result. ‘he distiller will have an 
interest to represent the rfumber of barrels as 
small as possible, and the man who is paid so 
much per barrel for inspecting will have an inter- 
est to make the number as large as possible. Jn- 
stead of being the means of fraud Í think that ic 
protects the intérests. of the Government as well 
as those of the distiller, 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL. 1 move to strike out the 
word ‘is?’ and insert “are,” to. strike out the | 
word and” and also the words ‘Cand the fees of | 
such inspector shall in all cases be paid by the 


owner of tie, spirits so inspected, gauged, and | 
proved;” so that it will read: 

Sec. 55. dad be il further enacted, That all spirits distilled 
as aforesaid by any person licensed as aforesaid shail, be- | 
fore the same are used, or removed for any purpose, be in- | 
apected, gauged, and proved by some inspector appointed i| 
for the performance of such duties, who shall mark upon | 
the cask or other package containing sueh spirits, in a 
manner to be preseribed by said Commissioner, the quau- 
tity and proot of the contents of such cask or packago, 
with the date of inspection and the name ofthe inspector, 
and shall make a return of all spirita so inspected, and the 
name of the di er, to the assessor of the district; and 
the duty iniposed by law shall be assessed and paid on all 


iis to leave that as well as the other portions of | 


Spirits so inspected and not removed forthwith toa bonded i 
Warthouse. And any person who shali attempt frauda- || 


lently to evade the payment of duties upon any spirits dis- 
tilled as aforesaid, by changing in any. manner the mark 
upon any such cask or package, shali forteit the stun of 
$500 for each cask or package so altered or changed, to 
be recovered as hercinbetore provided. And any such 
imspectorawho shall Knowingly’ put upon any such cask 
or package any false or fraudulent mark shali.be Hable 
to the same penalty hereinbefore provided for each cask 
or package so fraudulently marked. -And-ahy person who 
shall frauduJenuly use any cask or package so marked for 
the purpose of selling any otherspirits.than thatso inspeeted, 
or for selling spirits of a quality or quantity-different from 
that so"inspected, shall be subjectto a like penalty tor each 
cask or package so used. - - i ; 
= Fhe amendments were agreed to. 

Mr: MORRILL. 1 move :before the word 
fraudulently,” in the last sentence, to insert 
the words ‘* purchase or sell any empty casks 
with inspection marks thereon, or who shall.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert before the 
last word * purchased, sold, or.” i : 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. A. MYERS. I move to strike out the 
word ‘assessor?’ and-in lieu thereof to insert 
“ collector: H that be agreed to I shall move 
to strike out the word ‘ assessed.” 

The reason I move the amendment is this: if 
this return is to be made to the assessor it may 
be three months before it reaches the collector, 
and the Government will thus be detained from 
getting, for some Ume, the tax upon the oil. I 
have reference to oil especially, as 1am interested 
in that. ft seems to me better to make the return 
atonee. It should be collected at once. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sre. 56. And be it. further enasted, That the owner or 
owners of any distillery or oil sefinery inay erect, at his 
or their own expense, a Warehouse of iron, stono, or brick, 
with metal or other fire- proof roof, and such warchouse, 
when approved by the collector, is hereby declared a 
bounded warehouse of the United States, and shall be used 
only for storing distilled spirits or refined coal oil, and to 
be under the custody of the collector or bis deputy. And 
the duty on the spirits or oi) stored in such warebouse shall 
be paid before it is sold or removed from such warehouse 
for sale, unless removed to another bonded warehouse in 
pursuance of law. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out the 
word “erect? andin licu thereof to insert pro- 


vide.” 
The amendment was agreed to. f 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the | 


words ‘coal oil” the words “or naphtha.” 
The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to strike out the words 
“sold or,” “for sale,” and “to another bonded 
warehouse; so that it will read: 

And the duty on the spirits or oil stored iu such ware- į 
house shall be paid before it is removed from such warc- 
house, unless removed in pursuance of Jaw, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The fifty-seventh section having been read, 

Mr. MORRILL moved to amend by inserting 
after the words “coal oil, wherever they occur, 
the words ‘and naphtha.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. | move to amend in line 
eleven by striking out ‘assessor’? and inserting 
“collector,” so as to provide that the collector 
shall take the bonds required by the section. 

The amendment was agreed io. f 

Mr. MORRILL. . 1 move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word “ paid,” in the forty-second 
line, the words ‘to the collector of the customs.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. | move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word ‘t warehouse,” in the forty- 
sixth line, the words ‘or ilery.?? 

The amendment was az 
Mr. MORRILL. 1 move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word “aforesaid,” in the fifty-sixth | 
line, the following 

And the said colicctor of customs shail account for and 
pay over to the Comp uer of Internal Revenue the 
moneys collected under the provisions of this section. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the section 
by striking out the words ‘*said bonds and other | 
security to be taken by the collector of the district | 
from which such removal is made.” The object | 


the warehouse law to be controled by the rules 
and regulations which are already established. 
m È 
Phe amendment was avrecd to. 


> 


i} fotward without. prepayment of duties. 


Mr. BOUTWELL. I move to amend by add- 
ing to the section the following: : 

That the collector of any distriet may grant a permit to 
the owner or owners of any distillery within his district io 
send or ship any spirits, the product of said distillery, after 
the quantity and proof. thereof shail have been ascertained 
by inspection according to the provisions of this act, toany 
place without said district and within the United States; 
aud in such case the bill of lading or reecipt (which shall 
be in such form as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
may direct) of the same shall be taken in the name of the 
collector of the district.in which the distillery issituate, and 
the spirits aforesaid shalt he consigned, in such billoflading- 
or receipt, to the collector of the district In whiclrthe place 
is situate, whither the spirits is sent or shipped, and the 
amount of duties upon ‘said spirits Shall: be stated in the 
receipt; and upon the arrival of the spirits, and upon the 
demand of the collector aforesaid, the agent of the distil- 
lery (and the name of theagent, for the convenience of the 
collector, shall always appear in the bill of lading or receipt) 
shall-pay the duties upon the said spirits, with the expense 
of freight, and. every other expense which has accrucd 
thereupon; and the said collector, upon the payment of the 
duties aforesaid, shall deliver the bill of Jading or receipt 
and the spirits to the agent of the said distillery ; andif the 
duties are not paid as aforesaid, then the said spirits shall 
be stored at the risk and cost of the owner or agent thercot, 
who shall payan addition of ten per cent. thereupon; and 
all the general provisions of this act in reference to liens, 
penalties, and forfeitures, as.also in reference to the collec- 
tion, shall apply thereto, and be enforeed by the collector 
of the district in which the spirits may be: Provided, ‘Mhat 
no permit shall be. granted under this-section for a quantity 
Jess than fifty barrels: And provided further, That the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, muy mike such further regula- 
tions and require such further securities as he may deem 
proper, in order to protect the revenue and to carry out the 


spirit and intent. of this section. ; 


The amendment I propose is an exackcopy of 
the forty-sixth section of the existing law. It 
authorizes the distilier, through the collector of 
the district where the distillery is situated, to send 
forward spirits to the place where the distillermay 
desire to hava the spirits sold. For instance, a 
distiller at Chicago may ‘send his spirits to New 
York consigned to the collector of the district of 
New York, and pay the duties at New York 
whenever called upon by the collector there. it 
is, of course, a great convenience to distillers who 
have but a small capital in their business; and I 
believe no harm has come to the Governmentfrom 
the practice under this section. ‘This. provision 
is, so far as I can find, omitted entirely from the 
bill now before the committee. 

‘The section to which this isan amendment au- 
thorizes the transportation of spirits from one 
point to another for the purpose of exportation. 
lt is there provided, to beure, that spirits so sent. 
forward may be withdrawn from the bonded ware- 
house upon the payment of duties; but the difi- 
culty about itis that before spirits can be sent 
forward the party sending it forward must take 
an oath that he intends toexport it. To be sure 
he can remove the spirits from the bonded ware- 
house upon the payment of duties, but he cannot 
properly take an oath that he intends to export 
it when in faet he expects to pay the duty on it 
and sell it in the country. 

Therefore I hope the committee wijl make no 
objection to this amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. And L bope the committee 
will not do any such thing. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts certainly has not comprehended 
the principle upon which we have framed. the 
present bill. Ifhe had, he would have discovered 
that we propose that. if the article is to be con- 
sumed in the country the duties are to be paid 
upon it, and it is only when the manufacturer 
proposes to export it that he is allowed to carry 
it forward to the bonded warehouse im another 
district. I think the adoption of the amendment 
would entirely change the theory upon which we 
have framed this bill. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. Imoveto strike outthe pro- 
viso tomyamendment; and Ido it for the purpose 
of saying thatthe fact that you do notallow draw- 
backs docs not affect this question at all. There 
have been, andin my judgment there ought to be, 
two methods by which distillers can remove their 
liquors without the prepayment of dutics. When 
they intend to export them they move their liquors 
in bond, but they are compelled to make oath that 
they intend to export the liquors. Now, then, we 
have heretofore given parties authority to move 
their liquors in charge of the collector of the dis- 
trict where the distillery is situated, consigning 
them to the collector of the district in which the 
distiller expects to sell them. The consequence 
was that he was énabled to send these liquors 
Now, 


aeee 


this was a great convenience when the duty was 
only twenty cents a gallon. How much more 
will it be a convenience when the duty is eighty 
cents, a dollar, and $1 25 a gallon. : 


Mr. HOOPER. I think my colleague is some- | 


what mistaken in supposing that no complaints 
were-made under the law as itstands. The com- 
mittee understood from the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue that great fraud was believed to 


have been practiced under it, and the object of | 


this section of the bill was to bring all spirits that 
were removed without the payment of duties un- 
der the strict control of the regulations and bonds 
of the revenue service in regard to imported mer- 
chandise in bond. I see nothing in the section 
of this bill that provides for an oath to be taken 
that the distilled spirit in bonded warehouse shall 
be exported. The committee in framing the sec- 
tion in the bill did.not intend that any such oath 
should be required, but that the spirits and oil so 
received in the bonded warehouse should be en- 
titled to the privilege of exportation, and the latter 
part of the section provides that any spirit or oil 
so removed can be taken out of the warchouse 
for consumption on payment of the duties. 

T think when my colleague has more carefully 
considered that section he will find that it meets 
all the necessities of the case, and isa great pre- 
caution against frauds upon the revenue, which 
-becomes still more necessary now that the rates 
of duties have been so much increased. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. | withdraw my amend- 
metit'to the amendment, and move now to strike 
out the last two provisos, 

itis very kind of my colleague to suggest that 
when I shall have considered the matter further 
E shall come to a different conclusion. I have 
spent too many days and nights on this matter 
ever to thiuk of considering itany further than Lam 
obliged to do in the discharge of my official duties. 
He will see, if he chooses to look at the section 
under consideration, that no spirits can be moved 
under bonds unless they are intended for export- 
ation, Thatis the exact language of the law, and 
in compliance with that language of the law the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury has seen fit, as I think, 
in the properdischarge of his duty, to require oaths 
of men, before they send forward liquors, that they 
intend toexportthem. Now, if thissection isal- 
lowed to stand as it is, you offer a temptation to 
every distiller to swear that he intends to export 
liquors when he intends merely to send them for- 
ward to hisagentand take them out of bond forsale, 

What objection can there be to allowing the 
business to go onas heretofore? Letme say that 
during my experience in office as Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, I never heard of the frauds 
‘to which my colleague has referred. Within the 
last forty-eight hours I have been in conference 
with gentlemen in the Internal Revenue office who 
have this matter especially incharge. They con- 
cur unanimously in the opinion that this amend- 
ment ought to be made; and there was not a sug- 
gestion made in my hearing that any frauds have 
ever been perpetrated. If these collectors are to 
be. trusted at all, they are to be trusted in this 
matter, For instance, a distiller in Chicago puts 
his liquors into the care of the collector, who is 
under bonds; he sends them to the collector in 
New York, who is also under bonds, to be de- 
livered to the consignee when the duties are paid. 
It seems to me thatit is a great convenience; but 
I will not trouble the committee. 
draw the amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. BourTwELL’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I wanttotry my amendment 
again. L move to insert after the word ‘coal’? 
in the second line of the section the words ‘‘ and 
petroleum. ?”? 

Mr. KASSON. 


me I wili make a suggestion. 


and Means we have come to the conclusion that 
an amendment ought to be introduced carrying 
out the suggestion -of the gentleman from Penn- 


sylvanizx, and I suggest that these words be added © 
|| pay itty cents a barrel of thirty-one gallons asa 
i: tax, though this in my opinion is too large, but 
they are unwilling to pay one dollar, believing that | 
such a tax imposed on this class of manufacture a | 


at the end of the section: 

‘he words ** coal oit? as used in this act, where not oth- 
erwise expressed, shall be considered to include petroleum. 

We do in some parts of the bill distinguish be- 
tween the two. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I accept that asa modifica- 
tion of my amendment. 

ryt Ad 

The amendment, as moiified, was-agreed te. 


If the gentleman will allow | 
After consultation | 
with my colleagues on the Committee of Ways | 


I now with- || 


| bill. À 
Mr. LAW. I move to amend: section sixty, 
line four, by striking out the words * orf deflar? 


is a 
will read: `- 


and other similar fermented liquors, by whatever name 
sueh liquors may be called, a duty of filty cents for each 
Pa Tery barrel containing not more than thirty-one g 

Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment in good 
faith, with a view not only to ‘the increase of 
revenue which I believe wil arise ‘from there- 
duction of the duty on fermented liquors from 
one dollar for each barrel containing not more 
than thirty-one gallons to fifty cents, but because 


considered in reference to the morals of the coun- 
try, by the substitution of malt liquors as a 
beverage instead of spirituous liquors which uni- 
formly take the place of the former in every cont- 
munity where the first. are dispensed with, as has 
been proven in evéry Instance where the experi- 
ment has been tried. | hold in my hand, sir, a 
memorial forwarded to me by the brewers of my 
own city, (Evansville,) men of standing and re- 
spectabifity who carry on the business of brews 
ing on a larger scale than it is carried on in any 
town in Indiana, and who have examined the 
subject with great care and attention. The me- 
morial [submitted to the Committee of Ways and 
Means before the introduction of the present bill. 
I read from it the following extract as an evidence 
that when malit liquors are abandoned asa bever- 
age among any people, cither from the high duty 
imposed on their manufacture or from any other 
cause, Spiriluous liquors at once supply their 
place, and dissipation, drankenness, and poverty 
of the people are the inevitable consequences of 
such a change: 

“Tt has been satisfactorily ascertained in England that 
distilled spirits will bear a rate of duty, which if imposed 
on fermented liquors or other beverages would prevent 
the manufacture of them entirely. ‘Che duty on British 
spirits at the beginning of the present century was five 
shillings four and owe balf pence per gallon. ft has fluctu- 
ated since then, being someting Jess, but is now fixed at 
ten shillings or $2 22 per gallon. Notwithstanding. this 
high rate of duty, the quantity manuttetured and entered 
for consumption has heen but slightly diminished, and the 
revenue derived from it forthe year ending in March, 1863, 
amounted to $42,650,000. 

“In striking contrast with the last mentioned faets, is 
the effect of high duties on termeuted drinks. 
English duties on malt and beer were introduced into Seot- 
land, which then contained a population of one milfion, 
and a duty of two shillings threcpcuee per barre), of thirty- 
six gallons, was imposed on éwopenny beer, the favorite 
beverage of the people. For many years afterwards the 
quantity of this beer t paid duty averaged 450,000 bar- 
rels, rather tess than a rel to every two persons. ‘The 
duty was subsequently 
pence per barrel, when the consumption immediately tei 
off 100,000 barrels, and continucd to decline until its maunu- 
facture ceased entirely; and at the present time, out of 


sale, 284 only are found ir Scotland,” 

What were the unhappy results of this ex- 
j cessive taxation of a harmless and popular bever= 
age? Why, the substitution of whisky and other 
spirituous liquor: In no part of the world has 
drunkenness been so prevalent as in Scotland. 
Intemperance abounds everywhere; and in pro- 
portion to its population, spirituous liquors are 
more extensively drank than in any portion of the 
globe. The increase of tax in Scotland onmaltand 
beer of only about thirty-five cents a barrel en- 
tirely destroyed the manufacture of ale and beer, 
and spirituous liquors took their place. The re- 
sult has beenshown. Genuemen on the other side 


well as one of revenue. 


ation on malt liquors being a moral question as 
if they will study it 
i vightly I think they will find it both. In my 
own town, where there were but few breweries 
in operation, two large distilleries were erected. 
What has been the result? Both of these distil- 


| tensive, upon whom a tax of one dollar per barrel 
willoperate hardly. They are perfectly willing to 


duty bard to be borne, and which in some Instances 
may lead to the utter abandonment of their busi- 
i ness and turning to some other branch net so 
| greatly oppressed by heavy taxation. 


and inserting “fifty cents, ™* so that the section | 
That there shall be paid on all beer, lager beer, ale, porter, | 


al- : 


I believe that the amendment is a proper one,: 


In 1707 the | 


the H 
aereased to three shillings fonr- 


38,609 persons in the United Kingdom who brew beer for j 


seemed to smile at the idea of this excessive tax- | 


leries have been closed and we have now eight | 
li breweries in operation, some of them very €x- 


i 
{ 
| 
j 
i 


‘Having, as d think, establisheđ ‘the question 
thätif you tax- malt Hqwdrs-teo highly you sub- 
stitute-whisky and other spirituous liquors asa 
beverage for the people, and thereby, as in’ the 
chseof the Scotch, demoratize the:A meritan peor 
ple, I proceed. tō examine ‘die: question: as it 
regards revenue. : EN CRA P EAA 

By the act: providing: for igternal revetihė to 
support the Government, aid pay the ioterest on 
the national debt, passed in. July, 1862; acduby 
of one dollar-was laid on each barrelof thirty-one 
gallons of lager beer, aley porter; and othersiteiler 
fermented liquors, + This actwas-in force from the 
dst day of July, 1862, whewit was approved, to 


| the 3 of March, 1863... By the twelfth section of 


the act approved March 3,:1863). the duty of one 
dollar on each barrel of thirty-one gallons of lager 
beer, ale, and porter was reduced: to‘sixty ceuta 


‘a barrel of thirty-one gallons; and at that rate 


the taxation has continued up to the present time, 
when it is now’ proposed to tax all those -whoven- 
gaged largely in the business.of brewing under the 
act reduetng the taxon. beer to sixty cents, and 
who have made large investments in: buildings, 
vats, and ‘other improvements ‘believing the tax 
‘would remain as Congress fixed it under the Jast 
act, and who would not have invested their capi- 
tal in this business if they had believed for a sih- 
gle moment the tax was to be increased to one 
dollar a barrel. : What reliance can these people 
have in your faith as legislators if you thus con- 
tinually keep changing your laws year after year? 
Should there not be in all laws affecting the great 
interests of manufacturers some stability, some 
firmness, some purpose, so that parties may know 
what to expect when they commence operations? 
The census of 1860 shows what an.immense.in- 
terest brewing of malt liquors is becoming in the 
western States, and increasing yearly unless par- 
alyzed by the unwise. taxation by Congress in 
putting on a duty totally uncalled for. Even un- 
der existing circumstances there was on the Ist 
of June, 1860, 460 breweries; there were 1,173,576 


| barrelsof malt liquor brewed, amounting in value 


to the sum of $6,343,070. Wisconsin has the lar» 
gest number of breweries, 121, making 124,956 
barrels of malt liquors; valued at $702,812. Ohio 
with 29 breweries makes'402,035 barrels, with a 
valuation. of $1,912,419. . Hlinois with 75 brew- 
eries makes 218,048 barrels, valued at $1,309,180. 
Indiana with 50 breweries makes 66,338: barrels, 
valued at $328,116; while at the same. time she 
made 8,358,500 gallons of whisky, high-wines, 
and alcohol, at a value of $1,951,530: ‘Tax as you 
please on these alcoholic liquors, butreduce your 
taxes on malt; yourrevenues will be-increased in 
your Treasury by your reduction. I cannot say 
certainly, having never examined ‘the returns in 
the office of the Commissioner of Revenue, but I 
will venture to assert that more revenue was col- 
lected-by. the act of March 3, 1863, on malt liquors 
for the same period, than was collected under the 
act of July 1, 1862, when the duty was one dollar 
per barrel, Ñ , 

But again, sir; the tax on malt liquors under 
this bill is larger by one third than was ever im- 
posed by any people on the face of the globe, 
England not excepted. The duty there is upon 
malt, not upon beer. In 1862 the duty on hops 
was repealed, and brewers’ licenses increased to 
threepence a barrel. In 1804 the duty on malt 
was fixed at four shillings fivepence per bushel. 
it was reduced from:time to time until 1828, when 
it was fixed at two shillings sevenpence. ` din 
1854, at-the timeof the Russian war, it was raised 
to four shillings, when the quantity charged with 
duty immediately fell off five million bushels, and 
in the following year eight million bushels; Ia 
1857 the Government found it necessary to reduce 
the daty, and fixed it at two shillings sevenpence 
per bushel, and five percent. on the tax; atwhich 
it remains. he result of that reduction has been 
a large increase 'in the consumption, which. has 
averaged 5,314,350 quarters or 42,514,800 bushels 
per annum for the four years from 1858 to 1862 
iclusive, producing about 28,000,000 of beer an- 
nually. English malt averages about forty-four 
pounds to the bushel, and American malt about 
thirty-four pounds. Allowing one half bushel of 
English malt to the barrel of thirty-six gallons of 
beer, (the quantity used,) the English tax is equiv> 
alent to sixty-three and. three. quarter.cents per 
barrel of thirty-one gallons. . Qn. the Continent, 
in Germany, where immense quantities of malt 
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brewed, the duties are much less than in 
In Prussia the tax is about 23 cents a 
barrel, In Bavaria-40 cents. In Baden 24cents. 
dn Hesse Darmstadt 25 cents.. In Rhine Bavaria 
or Palatinate the brewers pay a small license to 
compete with the cheap wines of the country, but 
no tax is imposed on malt or beer. The manu- 
facture is encouraged, not-as a matter of revenue, 
but as a beverage, healthy, free from intoxicating 
influences, and productive of health and temper- 
ance. In no-country but thishas ever such a tax 
on an-article so largely entering into the subsist- 
ence of avery. large class of our people; an article, 
J may say, of absolute necessity to them, of so 
great consumption, ever been taxed as highly as 
this. Thelaboring classes in the West, particularly 
the Germans, use beer as a beverage largely, but 
very few (and they are exceptions to the general 
rile) use spirituous liquors at all. Hence you sel- 
dom seea German intoxicated. Beerand Catawba 
wine are their favorite drinks. ‘Sir, my people 
have not hesitated a momentin obeying every 
law enacted by you—be it what it may—antil re- 
pealed, They are naturally and constitutionally 
a law-abiding people. Put your tax at what you 
please, they will try and pay it, but the result 
will be an abandonment of their business and the 
closing of their breweries. This burden in ad- 
dition to the high prices of even the necessaries 
of life, of labor, of malt, in fact-of everything 
connected with their occupation, will force them 
to close up their establishments. With a less tax, 
with one such as they have proposed to pay, and 
which, although sufficiently onerous in itself they 
can stand, their business will increase, the manu- 
facture. of malt liquors continued perhaps on a 
larger scale, and a revenue derived from it by 
the Government treble what it will be if you im- 
pose so large a duty as you have proposed under 
the bill now before the committee, The total valu- 
ation of malt liquors brewed in the western States 
according to the census of 1860 was $6,343,070, 
and. Lhave no doubt it has doubled since that time. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said that my constitu- 


1790 


Jiquorsare 
Enghmd. 


ents were a law-abiding people at all times and 
under all circumstances, So they are, but they 


are more than this; they are as loyal people as 
exist within the boundaries ofthe Union. Nearly 
three years since when you called for volunteers 
they cheerfully and willingly met the call, Leav- 
ing home, wife, children, and friends, they rushed 
to the battle-feld, not singly, but in platoons, 
companies, battalions, and regiments, sach was 
the ardorand patriotism ofour people. Sir, from 
the district which I have the honor to represent, 
the strongest Democratic district in the State in 
proportion to its population, from ten counties 
we sent six thousand two hundred men—young, 
stout, stalwart, brave men, many of them the sons 
of those who had fought at Tippecanoe, and bled 
at the battle of the Thames—tothe Army. Of 
that whole number who thus tendered thetr lives 
to their country in defense of the Union, I do not 
believe there are one thousand living and fit for 
duty, ‘They were inevery battle-field from Car- 
rick’s Ford, in Virginia, to the Pea Ridge, in 
Arkansas. Their remains are to be found on 
every hill-side, on every plain, in every valley, 


on every mountain, where our troops have been | 


engaged with the rebels in arms. They have 
done their duty on all occasions. Indiana has 
never been laggard. We have had about one 
hundred and thirty thousand men in the field, 
and are now entitled to a credit more than suf- 
ficient to balance any call made upon us fora new 
draft. In time of war, as well as of peace, we at 


least have done our whole duty to the Govern- | 


ment, and while we think the taxation of the 
present billis onerous in the extreme, calculated to 
destroy an interest building up in the West, pro- 
ductive in the highest degree to the health and 
morals of our people, an interest with which so 
many are connected, and one even now in its in- 
fancy, yet even under all these circumstances we 
shall be true and faithful to the Union, the Con- 
stitution, and the laws, as we ever have been, and 
ever will be. 

The qu 
to reduce the tax on beer to fifty cents per barrel, 

The CHAIRMAN ordered tellers; and Messrs. 
Law,and KerLoce of Michigan, wereappointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes 32, noes 74. 
; So the amendment was rejected. 


on being on Mr. Law’s amendment j 


ji 


Mr. J. C. ALLEN. I move to amend the 
sixtieth section by reducing the tax on beer from 
one dollar to sixty cents. This will make the bill 
eonformito the rate of taxation established ander 
the law of last Congress. I believe that that tax 
is high enough. It was found that the tax of a 
dollar a barrel imposed in the first tax bill was too 
high. It gave rise to much complaint, not only 
from brewers but also from consumers, and the 
tax was reduced to sixty cents. It will be found 
that the same complaints will be urged now, if the 
tax be again incréased to one dollar. Perhapsin 
ordinary times there would be nogóod reason for 
urging this reduction of tax; but we must recol- 
lect that the luxuries of coffee and tea have grown 
so expensive as to be beyond the reach of the 
great mass of the people. Lager beer and other 
malt liquors must take the place, largely, of these 
beverages, and should not be heavily taxed. It 
is said by physicians, and by all who have been 
in the habit of using beer, that it is a healthful 
drink. And I am inclined to think, from the san- 
itary condition of those who use it, that they are 
right in that matter. 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentleman permit me 
to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. KASSON. Ifthe gentleman will resolve 
the tax of a dollar a barre! on beer he will find 
that it amounts only to three cents a gallon, and 
I desire to submit that beer houses will still be 
able to give zwei glasen zum fünf cents. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. That is true. The tax 
is only some three centsa gallon; butthatis very 
considerable when imposed on poor families that 
cannot proenre tea and coffee, and must use beer 
as a substitute. It does seem to me that on lager 
beer, which now costs eleven dollars per barrel, a 
tax of sixty cents per barrel is quite high enough. 
It will yield to the Government more revenue 
than a tax of a dollar wiil. The low tax will 


j encourage the manufacture, and will keep the 


beverage within the reach of all. We tried the 
tax of a dollar a barrel, and it had the effect of 
driving many brewers out of the business, and 
diminished the use of the article to a considerable 
extent. At the last session, Congress, as a mat- 
ter of policy as well as of justice, reduced the tax 
to sixty centsa barrel. My amendment proposes 
to leave itat that rate,and £ hope theamendment 
will be adopted. i f 

Mr. MORRILL. I propose to move that the 
committee rise for tbe purpose of closing debate 
on this section, but before doing so [desire to say 
a single word. 
levied upon this article the beer manufacturers 
throughout the country only demanded that it 
should be placed upon an equality with other spir- 
its. They were perfectly willing when the duty 
levied upon spirits was twenty cents per gallon 
that there should be a duty of fifty or sixty cents 
per barrel upon ale or beer. Now we have raised 
the duty on spirits to something like five times 
the amount it was then, and if we were to raise 
the duty on ale or beer in proportion, we shouid 
be compelled to put it at $2 50 or three dollars per 
barrel. 

The recent diminution in the consumption of 
these articles is not in consequence of the tax upon 
them, but ofthe high price of barley. The quan- 
tity produced having been less than usual, the 
price has risen, as | understand, to $1 50 or more 
a bushel. Now, we propose to restore the duty 
to the point at which it was originally placed, at 
one dollar a gailon, which isa very small duty in 
comparison with that placed upon spirits. 

Rather than vote for such a proposition as that 
contained in the amendment, while I do not 
usually vote upon these bills for propositions not 
sanctioned by the Committee of Waysand Means, 
l would yet prefer to vote to have the duty raised 
to $1 50 per barrel. 1 trust that the committee 
will not allow this duty to be made less than one 


: doilar a barrel. 


L now move that the committee rise for the 
purpose of closing debate upon this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
debate upon this section will be closed by unani- 
mous consent. 

There was no objection, and debate was ac- 
cordingly closed. 

‘Lhe amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Imovetoamend 


When the duty was originally | 


| similar fermented liquors 


| a book to be kept by him tor that purpose, and which 


i also of the quantity sold, or r 


the section by inserting in line six, after the word 
* quantity,” the words ‘¢ whether in bottles;” so 
as to. make the clause read: 

That there shaj! be paid on all beer, lager beer, ale, por- 


; ter, and other similar fermented liquors, by whatever name 


such liquors may be called, a duty of one dollar for each 
and every barrel containing not more than thirty-one gal- 
lons, and at a like rate for any other quantity, Whether in 
bottles or for fractional parts of a barrel, which shail be 
brewed or manufactured and sold, or removed for con- 
sumption or sale within the United States or the Territo- 
ries; &c. : 3 ; 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Itisevidently ne- 
cessary that something of this sort should be done 
if we are to collect any tax on ale and porter in 
bottles. 

Mr. KASSON, I think the amendment in the 
form in which it is drawn is not likely to accom- 

lish the object. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will suggest to the gentle- 
man that his proposition had probably better 
come in in the shape of a proviso at the end of 
the section, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Inasmuch as the 
gentleman from Vermont desires to accomplish 
the object provided for in my amendment, I will 
withdraw it, and ask the gentleman to prepare an 
amendment in the shape which he suggests. 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. While the gentleman 
from Vermont is preparing his amendment | will 
move to amend the section by striking out “ one,” 
and inserting ** two’? in its place, so as to make 
the tax two dollars a barrel instead of ong dol- 
lar. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. PERHAM. I move to amend the same 
clause by striking out ‘one dollar,’’ and insert- 
ing in its place ‘$1 50.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. I move toamend the same 
clause by striking out “one doilar,” and insert- 
ing "ninety cents.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. [will now send up and offer 
the following proviso, to come in atthe end of the 
section: : 

Provided further, That beer, lager heer, ale, porter, and 
other similar fermented liquors, shall be assessed according 
to the quantity contained therein at the rate of one dollar 
for thirty gallons. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Inow moveasim- 
ilar amendment to apply to the next section, 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. For better secu- 
rity, and to do away with all ambiguity, | sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Vermont to include 
the words “ or in any package.”? 

Mr. MORRILL, fan willing to accept that. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Limove that those 
words be inserted. 

The amendment was agreed ta, 


‘The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 6). And be vt further enacted, That every person 
owning or occupying auy brewery or premises used or in- 
tended to be used for the purpose of brewing or making 
such fermented liquors, or who shall have such premises 
under his control or superintendence as agent for the owner 
oroccupant, or shall have ty his possession or custody any 
vesse] or vessels intended to be used on said premises in 
the manufacture of beer, lager beer, ale, porter, or other 
ther as owner, agent, or otier- 
chier or cause to be entered in 
vall 
be open at all tunes (except Sundays) between the rising 
and setting of the sun, for the inspection of said assessor, 
sor, collector, deputy collector, or inspector, 
who may take any minutes or memorandums or transcripts 
thereof, the quantity or number of barrels and fractional 
parts of barrels of fermented liquors made, aud also the 
quantity sold, or removed for consuriptiou or sale, keeping 

count ofthe several kinds and descriptions; and 
ssessor on ibe 
first day of each mouth in each year, or within ten days 
thereafter, a general account, in writing, taken from his 
books, of the quantity or number of barrels and fractional 
parts of barrels of cach kind of fermented liquors made, and 
moved tor consumption or 
sale, forone month preceding said day; and shall verily, or 
cause to be verified, the said entries, reports, books, and 
general accounts, and the stherein set forth, on oath or 
affirmation, to be taken before the assessor or assistant as- 
sessor, recording to the form tegu l by law; and shall 
immediately forward to the collector of the district one of 
the said duplicate accounts, duly certified to hy thea or 
sor, and shail also pay the duties w yich 
are imposed by taw on the Hquor made and sold, or re 
moved for cousumption or sale, and in the said accounts 
mentioned, at the time of rendering the duplicate account 
thereof as aforesaid. But where the mauutacturer of any 
beer, lager beer, or ale, manufactures the sume iu une eol- 


wise, shall from day to da 
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lection district, and owns or occupies a depot or warehouse | 


for the storage and sate of seh beer, lager beer, or aie in 
another colfeetion district, he may, instead of paying to the 
collector of the district where the same was manufactured 
the duties chargeable thereon, present to such assessor or 
assistant assessor au invoice of the quantity or number of 
barrels about to be removed for the purpose of storage and 
sale, specifying in such invoice the depot or warehouse in 
which he intends to place such beer, lager heer, or ale ; and 
thereupon such assessor or assisiant assessor-shall indorse 
on such invoice his permission for such removal, and the 
assessor or assistant assessor shall, at the same time, trans- 
mit to the ‘collector of the district in which such depot or 
warehouse is situated a duplicate of such invoice ; ‘and 
thereafter the manufacturer of the beer, Jager beer, orale 
so removed. shall render the same account, and pay the 
same duties, and be subject to the same liabilities and pen- 
aities as if the beer, lager beer, or ale had been manufac- 
tured in the district to which the same has been removed. 
The Comanissioner of Internal Revenue may prescribe such 
rules as he may deem uecessary for the purpose of carrying 
the provisions of this section into effect. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
words ‘assistant assessors’? the words “or 
other competent officers. ?”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
word “pay” the words * to such collector,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 
- Bec. Ot. And be it further enacted, That the owner, agent, 
or superintendent of any vessel or vessels used in making 
fermented liquors, or of any still, boiler, or. other vessel 
used in the distiHarion of spirits on whieh duty is payable, 
who shall neglect or refase to make rrue and exact entry 


and report of the same, or to do, or cause to be done, any | 


of the things by Jaw required to be done asaforesaid, shall, 
upon the written notification of the fact to the collector or 
deputy collector by the assessor or assistant assessor, for- 
feit for every such neglect or refusal all the liquors and 
spirits made by or for him, and all the vessels used in 
making the same, and the stills, boilers, and other vessels 
used in distiNation, together with the sum of $500, to be 
recovered with costs of suit; which said liquors or spirits 
with the vessels containing the same, with all the ve 
uscd in making the same, may be seized by auy collec 
or deputy collector of internat duties, and held by binffintil 
a decision shall be had thercon according tojaw: Provided, 
‘That such seizure be made within thirty days after the 
cause for the same shall have been notified to the collector 
or deputy collector, as aforesaid, and that proceedings to 
enforee said forfeiture shall have been commenced by such 
collector within twenty days after the seizure thereof. And 
the proceedings to enforce said forfeiture of said property 
shell be in the nature of a proceeding in rem, in the cir- 
cait or district court of the United States for the district 
where such seizure is made, or in any other court of com- 
petent jurisdiction. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
words ‘assistant assessor’? the words, “or in- 
spector,?” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

Src. 65. And be it further enacted, That in all cases In 
which the duties aforesaid, payable on spirits distilled and 
sold, or removed for consumption or sale, or beer, lager 
beer, ale, porter, and other simijar fermented liquors, shail 
not be paid at the time of rendering the duplicate account 
of the same, or at the time when they shall have become 
payable, as herein required, to the collector or deputy col- 
lector of the district, the person or persons chargeable there- 
with shall pay, in addition, ten per cent. on the amount 
thereof; and until such duties with such addition shall be 
pald, they shali be and remain a lien upon the distillery 
where such liquors have becu distilled, or the brewery 
where such liquors have been brewed, and upon the stills, 
boilers, vats, and all other implements thereto belonging, 
until the same shall bave been paid, &c. 


Mr. MORRILL.: I move to insert after the 
words “remain a lien upon” the words ‘the 
interests of all persons in default in;’? and in the 
next line, after the ward “for,” the word “in.” 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It seems to me that we 
ought to bave a lien upon the distillery. 
pose the amendment, 

<Mr. KASSON. 
tion to the fact that in the bill already passed we 
have adopted the same amendment. We have in 
the existing law confined it to the interests of the 
paries in the distillery. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. I find in section fifty- 
one, line seventeen, the following: 


: And the said duty shal! be a lien on such spirits and alsa 
on the interest of all persons in default in the distillery 
used for distilling the same, with af! the stills, vessels, fix- 
tures, and toois thercin, and in the lot or tract of land 
whereon the said distillery is situated until the said duty 
shall be paid. 


The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 66. And be it further enacted, That every person | 
Ul spitits, or licensed as a brewer, $; 


licensed as aforesaid tod 
who shall neglect or refuse to furnish the account and du- 
plicate thereof, as hereinbefore provided, or who shall re- 
fuse to permit the said assessor, assistant assessor, collector 
or deputy ‘collector or inspector to examine the books in 


the manner provided for, when requested, shall, for every i 


such refusal or negler, forfeit the sura of $590. 


Lop- | 


I call the gentleman’s atten- | 


Mr. HALE. I move to insert before the word 
“neglect”. the word ‘ willfully.” The-section 
imposes a heavy penalty, and there ought. to be 
a eriminal intent. . Therefore I propose to make 
it read willfully neglect.” - 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 
32, noes 40. i G he 

Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered;.and Messrs. BAXTER and 
Lazear were appointed. a > oe 

The amendment was rejected; the tellers hav- 
ing reported—ayes 30, noes 63. ` à ae 

‘Mr. MORRILL. I move -to strike out. the 
following, as the same provision is in another part 
of the bill: 


Sec. G7. And be it further enacted, That all medicines, 
preparations, compositions, perfumery, and cosmeties, in- 
tended for exportation, as provided for, in order to be manu- 
factured and sold or removed without being charged with 
duty, and without having a stampafixed thereto, may, un- 
der such rniesand regulationsas the Secretary of the Treas- 
uty may prescribe, be made and manufactured in ware- 

imiüarly constructed to these, known and designated 
sury regulations as bonded warchouses, class two: 
Provided, Such manufacturer shall first. give s 
honds to the collector of internal revenue for thé tai 
observance of all the provisions of law and the rates and 
regulations as aforesaid, in amount not less than half re- 
quired by the regulations of the Seerctary of the Treasury 
from persons allowed bonded warehouses. Suci goods, 
when manufactured in such warehouses; nay be removed 
for exportation uuder the direction of the reveuue officer 
having charge thereof without being charged with duty and 
witout having astampafixed thereto. Any manufacturer 
of the articles aforesaid, or of any of them, having such 


it bonded warehouse as aforesaid, shall be at liberty, under 


such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may prescribe, to convey therein any materials to be 
used in such manufacture whieh are allowed by the pro- 
visions of Jaw to be exported free fron tax or duty, as well 
as the necessary materials, implements, packages, vessels, 
brands, and labels for the preparation, putting up, and ex- 
port of the said manufactured articles; and every article 
so used shali be exempt from stamp and excise duty. Ar- 
ticles and materials so to be uscd may be transferred froin 
any bonded warchouse in whieh the same may be, under 
such regulations as the Secretary of the ‘Treasury may pre- 
seribe, tuto any bonded warehouse in which such manu- 
facture may be conducted, and may be used in such-manu 
facture, and when so used shall be exempt from stamp and 
excise duty. And the receipt of the offiecr of the revenue 
in charge shall be received as a voucher for the manufac- 
ture of such articles. Any materials imported into the 
United States may, under such miles as the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury may prescribe, and under the direction of the 
proper Officer, be removed in original packages from on 
shipboard, or from the bonded warchouses in whicli the 
same may be, into the bonded warehouse in whieh such 
manufacture may be carried on, for the purpose of being 
used in such mannfacture, without payment of duties 
thereon, aud may there be used in sneh manufacture. No 
article so removed, nor any article manufactured in said 
bonded warehouse, shall be taken therefrom except for ex- 
portation, uuder the direction of the proper officer having 
charge thereof, whose certificate, describing the articles 
by their marks or otherw 
portation, and name of vessel, with such additional partic- 
ulars as may from time to time be required, shall be re- 
ceived by the collector of customs in cancellation of the 
bonds or return of the amotnt of foreign import duties. All 
labor performed and services rendered under these regula- 
lions shall be under the supervision of an officer of the cus- 
toms, and at the expense of the manufacturer. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 
«71, And be it further enacted, That in every license 


contained and set forth the purpose, trade, or business for 
ich such license is granted, and the true name and place 
of abode of the person or persons taking out the sanie; if 
for a rectifier, the quantity of spirits authorized to be recti- 
fied; if by a peddier, whether authorized to travel-on foot, 
or With one, or two, Or more horses, the time for which 
such license is to run, and the trae date or time of grant- 
ing such license, and (except in the case of auctioneers 
and peddlers) the place at which the trade, business, or 
profession for which such license is granted shall, be ear- 
ried on: Provided, That a license granted nder this act 
shall not authorize the person or persons, (except lawyers, 
physicians, surgeons, dentists, cattle- brokers, horse-dealers, 
and auctioneers,) or firm, company, or corporation men- 
tioned therein, to exercise or earry on the trade or business 
specificd in such Heense in any other place than that men- 
tioned therein, or otherwise provided; but uothing herein 
eontained shall prohibit the storage of goods, wares, or 
merchandise in other places than the place uf business, nor 
the sale by manufacturers or producers of their own goods, 
wares, aud merchandise, at their principal place of busi- 


| ness, other than the place of manufacture. 


Mr. MORRILL. 


I move to strike out ‘true’? 


‘and ‘other than the place of manufacture.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. BOUTWELL moved to add the following: 


And ail licenses granted after the 1st day of May in any 
aii eontinue in force until the ist day of May next 


| su ceeding, and shall be issued upon the payment of a 


ratable proportion of the whole amount of duty imposed 


ise, the quantity, the date of im-- 


: Committee on Publie Lands. ~ 


> taken ont under or by authority of this act shall be | 


for such license, and such license so granted shali be dated | 
;! on the lst day of the month in which it was issued. 


Mr. MORRILL. Although the committee did | 


| not agree to this, I conceive’ myself: no objection 


toit, E ERER 
Theamendment wasiagreed-tost ©: 0-4 
Mr, KASSON. | lask unanimous consent to 
have permission, after.consultation with the: Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to return ‘to:section 
seventy-three to offexanamendmént: Ti the west- 
ern country and in the easicrn. mountains, in the 
small tewns, several of. the-pursyits here.requirea 
separate license, are followed by the sainé party, 
whoeven then only ears a moderate living’. ' My 
intention is to propose ań amendment to; cover 
such cases, = : E E SEESE 
There was no ‘objection; andthe permission 
asked for. was accordingly granted. 0 57 S 
Mr. MORRILL moved thatthe committee rise. 
The-motion was agreed to, -> ` i 
So the committee rosé; and thé Speaker hav: 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Wasitsurwe, of Li- 
nois, reported that-the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. liad, according to order, 
had the Union generally ufder consideration, and 
particularly Houge bill: No. 405,.to provide in- 
ternal revenue to.supportthe Government, to pay 
interest ‘on the public debt;*and: for other pur- 
poses; and had come to no resolution thercon. 
ENROLLED BILE: aOR Be 
Mr. COBB, from the Gommittee-on’ Enrolled 
Bills, reported that they hadexamined and found 
truly enrolled an act in ‘amendment of.an act en- 
tled “An act relating. to foreign coin and the coin- 
age of cents jn the Mint of the United States,” 
approved February 21, 1857; when the Speaker 
signed the same. 
Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio., I move that the House 
adjourn. z 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I movethat 
the House take a recess until seven o’elock, 
The motion to adjourn was not agreed to.: 
The motion of Mr. WASHBURNKE, of Hli- 
nois, was agreed to. 
The House accordingly took a recess until 
seven o’clock, p.m. 


EVENING SESSION, 

The House resumed its session at seven o'clock, 
p.m. : f ae are : 
GRANT OF LAND TO IOWA. 
Mr. ALLISON. ‘ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table an act (S. No. 208) 
making a grant of land to the State. of Iowa to aid 
in the construction.of a railroad from McGregor 
to some point on the Missouri river, and certain 
collateral roads, to connect with the railroads in 

the State of Minnesota... i : 
No objection being made, the bill was taken-up, 
read a first and second time, and referred to the 


REGISTER TO-A VESSEL 
Mr. WASEIBURNE, oflllinois., I ask unani- 


; mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table an 
j act (S. No. 249) to authorize the issuing.a register 


to the steam vessel John; Martin. . 
No objection being made, the bill was taken up 
and read in extenso. > 


The bill.was-ordered to be read athird times and 


| it was accordingly read the third-time, and passed. 


Mr. WASHRBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 


i consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 


and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
ov the table. ? 
The latter motion was agreed to. : 
PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. IN NEW. MBXICO. 


Mr. WINFIELD, by unanimous consent, re- 


| ported from the Committee on Private Land 


Claims a bill to amend an act entitled “An act 
to confirm certain private land claims in the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico;’’ which was read a first 


| and second time, ordered to .be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being. engrossed, it. was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
Mr. WINFIELD moved to. reconsider: the 


i vote by which the bill was passeds-and also 


moved to lay the motinn to retonsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHRBURNE, of Illinois. 1 present 
a letter from the surveyor gencral of New Mexico, 
to go. upon the records, in fallexplanation of this 
matter, so that anybody may! See: the. ground 
upon which this: matter is baveds > - 


THE CO 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 21, 


The letter is. as follows: 

WASHINGTON CITY, April 21, 1864. 

Dear Sin: I desire to cah your attention to a bill to 
amend an act entitled “An act to confirm certain private 
and eiaims in the Territory of New Mexico,” introduced 
hy the Delegate from New Mexico, and now pending be- 
tore Congr F 

The bil. provides for reiocatigz one fifth of a certain 
ptivate fand claim ii New Mexico, confirmed by act of 
Cosgréss approved Funé 21, 1850, (see Statutes at Large, 
volume [2, page 72,) to the heirs of Luis Marla Baca. 

As. will be seen by reference to the act of June 21, 
isso, the heirs of Baca were. authorized to locate, in 
squire bodies not exceeding five in number, on any of me 
fublie lands of Nety Mexico, “ vacant and not mineral,”? 
the saine amount of tand as is embraced in the Los Vegas 
grant. Upon asurvey of the Los Vegas grant it was found 
to contain 496,446.96 acres of land. Bach of the five bod- 
ies of land authotized by the aét to be located by the heirs 
of Baca, therefore, dénitain 99,269.39. actes Four of the 
“ square bodies” have beet tocated and the location ap- 
proved by the surveyor general of New Mexico and by 
the, Conmiissioner of the General Land Office. The re- 
nmihing one fifth was also, où the 21st Jane, 1863, located 
on tte Pecos river, above and adjoining the military re- 
serve of Fort Sumner. This. last location was not ap- 
proved atthe time, and no official action has been had 
ùpon it since. 


"During the winter of 1862-63 General Carleton gathered | 


at Fort Sumner over four hundred Apache Indians, with 
whom we were at. war, and initiated the policy (now 
approved by all the Departments herc) of settling the 
Indians of New México upon reserves; and afterwards, in 
„January, 1864, upon the reeconmendation of the superin- 
tendent of Indian affairs of New Mexico, the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affaire, and Seeretary of the Interior, 
the President ordered that a reserve forty miles square, 
with Fort Sumner ag its ceuter, should be made tor the 
Apache Indians, Ithas since been determined to sete 
the Navajos atso upon this reserve, and over five thou- 
sand Indians are now settled there. 

By reference to the inctosed map of New Mexico, you 
will see that the Indian reserve covers the fifth location 
made by the heirs of Baca as above; but to disembarrass 
the Government the heirs have signified (through their 
attorney, Judge Watts,) their willingness to remove this 
location, provided they shall be authorized 10 relocate the 
same under the same conditions, except as to time, pro- 
vided in the original act of confirmation, The act now be- 
fore Congress as above, authorizes this change of location, 
aud gives them until dist June, 1865, to make their new 
selection, This is little time enough, considering that itis 
unsafe now to move outside of the settlements in New 
Mexico without military protection. The justier and ucees- 


sity of the act can, L think, but commend itselt to your | 


favorable consideration. 

‘The Navajo tribe of fndiang, for whoin with the Apaches 
the reserve on the Pecos is made, have consented to leave 
theircountry west of the Rio Graude, and remove with 
teir Hocks and herds tothe Pecos. Already several thou- 
sands of them have reached their new home. ‘Phe people 
of New Mexico are hopefully looking forward to the day 
when they shall have peace throughout their territory, a 
condition of things not often nor for long periods enjoyed 
by that people. 
the permanent settlement of the Indians but this private 
elaim, nnd the passage of te act in question will remove 
that obstacle. The Indians cannothe removed to any point 
lower down on the Peeos, because there is notin one body, 
nany point below Fort Sumner, sufeient arable fand tor 
thei 
tutertering with the settlements, 


Lam, very truly and respectully, your obedient servant, | 


JORN A. CLARK, 
Hons. E. B. WASHBURNE. 


SHIP CANAL IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, in- ij 


troduced a bill granting to the State of Wiscon- 
sin a donation of publie land to aid in the con- 
straction.of a ship canal at the head of Sturgeon 
bay, in the county of Door, in said State, and 
Backwater, on the shore of Lake Michigan, so 
as to connect the waters of Green bay with Lake 
Michigan, in said State; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 
INDIAN REFUGEES. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table anact (S. No. 198) 
to aid the Indian refugees to return to their homes 
in the Indian tersitory. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken 
up, read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

PAY TO CERTAIN OFFICERS, ETC. 

Mr. BLAIR, of West Virginia, by unanimous 
eonscut, introduced the following’ resolution; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘Phatthe Committee on Military Affairs inquire 
hito ul pedieney of reporting a bill paying the officer: 
aud soldiers Who have been in the actuai service of the 
United States, but who have never been mustered into the 
Service, 

LANDLORD AND TENANT IN THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Fask unanimous con- 
gent to take from the Speaker’s table an act (S, 
Wo. 138) to regulate proceedings in cases between 
landiordsand tenantsin the District of Columbia. 


‘There seems to he nothing in the way of | 


of business. 
use, tid they énnnot be moved up tho river without | 


No objection being made, the bill was taken 

up; read a first and second time; and referred to | 

the Committee for the District of Columbia. 
INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN UTAH. t 

Mr. BOYD. lask unanimous consent to take | 
from the table the bill (HI. R. No. 220) with Senate į 
amendments thereto, to vacate the sale of the pres- | 
ent Indian reservations in Utah Territory, and to 
settle the Indians of said Territory in the United | 
States. ; i pie 

No objection being made, the bill atid amend- | 
ments were taken úp, and réferréd to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. i: 

DISPOSITION OF CONVICTS. 

Mr. WILSON. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table the 
bill of the Senate (No. 172) concerning the dis- 
position of convicts in courts of the United States, 
for the subsisting of persons confined in jail 
charged with violating the laws of the United 
States, and for diminishing the expenses in re- 
lation thereto. 

Wo objection being made, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


WASHINGTON MASONIC HALL. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. Task the unanimous 
consent of the House to take from the Speaker’s | 
table bill.of the Senate No. 130, for a charter of | 
Masonic Hall Association in Washington city, 
District of Columbia, for the purpose of putting | 
it upon its passage. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Thatseems 
to be an incorporation bill, and I think it ought 
to be referred to the Committee for the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. WHEELER. A precisely similar bill 
has been before that committee and we have agreed 
to report it. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. This is really the 
same bill, and ithas passed the Senate, 

No objection being made, the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, received its several 
readings, aud was passed. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio, moved to reconsider | 
the vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. Task the unanimous consent of the 
House to offer a resolution, 


Mr. JENCKES. 


I call for the regular order | 


SHIP CANAL RMEL. | 
The SPEAKER stated that the regular order | 
of business was the consideration of bill of the 
House No. 322, to construct a ship canal for the 
passage of armed and naval vessels from the 
Mississippi river to Lake Michigan, and for other- 
purposes, which was postponed until this evening, 
and upon which the gentleman from Hlinois [Mr. 
ARNOLD] was entitled to the floor. j 
Mr. DAWES. 
Illinois desires to make some remarks Lask him 
to yield to me, 
Mr. ARNOLD. 
Mr. COX. 


I will yield to the gentleman. 
{call for the regular order of busi- 


Unless the gentleman from || 


ness. | 

Š Siera Tie 3 | 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order of || 
business. 


Mr. COX. Then {object tothe gentleman from || 


Jilinois yielding the floor, unless he yields it un- | 
conditionally. | 


Mr. ARNOLD. I will yield unconditionally. 4 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not desire | 
to interfere with the management of this bill by | 
the gentleman from Lilinois, who has reported it, | 


and who is, | know, deeply interested in the ac- 
tion of the Elouse upon the bill. F recognize it 
as a bill of great importance—of great importance | 
as well to the interests which the gentleman rep- 
resents as to the interests of all parts of the coun- 
try. Botit is a bill that requires more considera- 


tion, I think, than the time of the House and its | 


business will justify our giving toit at this time. | 
It requires more on account of the large demand | 
which it necessarily must make upon the ‘Treas- | 
ury of the United States, as well as the vast in- 

| 


terests to be affected by the project which it con- |! 
| templates carrying out. i 
faith, as a friend of the measure, if the gentleman i! 


And, sir, in all good ; 


from Hlinois will not deem me as intruding, 1 de- 
Siré to move a postponement of the further con- 
sideration of this bill to the second Tuesday in 
December. next, immediately after the morning 
hour, I do not do it in any hostility to the meas- 
ure. Idoitasa friend, because | believe that that 
will be a more favorable time for the consideration 
of a measure of this magnitude and importance 
than it is possible for us now, under the circum- 
stances, to give to it. I will make that motion, if 
he has no objection. -~ : 

Mr.ARNOLD. Mr.Speaker, recognizing the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] as 
an eartiest ind sincere friend of this great measure, 
having consulted various friends of it on both 
sides of the House; having conferred with the 
delegation from Llinois, | am compelled very 
reluctantly, in view of the feeling in the House 
arising from the present condition of our national 
finances, to abstain from offering any opposition 
to the motion made by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis, although in my judgment the passage 
of this bill would have done more to promote the 
prosperity of the country, to hold the Union 
firmly together, and increase the amount of tax- 
able property, than any other measure brought 
before Congress. Yet, after full consultation with 
the friends of the measure, | find their judgment 
so unanimously in favor of postponement, that I 
feel that it'would be unwise to press it to a vote 
now. 

Sir, there is not an acre of land west of Lake 
Michigan and in all the valley of the Mississippi 
which would not be enhanced. in value by the 
passage of this bill. While the construction of this 
proposed work would have raised the price of 
every bushel of wheat and corn to the western 
farmer, it would have reduced the price of every 
loaf of bread consumed at the East, It would 
hav saved more than its cost in the expenses of 
transportation in a single year. It is most em- 
phatically a commercial, military, and political 
necessity. It is temporarily deferred in conse- 
quence of great financial difficulty and pressure, 
not abandoned. In the language of the Presi- 
dent, “This great work will ere long force its 
own way.” 

I trust this Congress may yet have the honor 
and the credit of passing this bill. L trust that 
before the next session there may be such a res- 
toration of the public credit and confidence as 
will justify the friends of this bill in pressing its 
passage, and which will secure for it a majority 


li of this Congress. 


Mr. DAWES. I move the previous question 
on the motion to postpone. 

Mr. COX. Is it in order to move to postpone 
it indefinitely ? 

The SPEAKER. Not pending the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I hope the 
gentleman from Ohio will not insist on that mo~ 


i tion. 


Mr. COX. If do insist on the motion, The 
gentleman from Ulinois (Mr. Arsov] has yielded 
to the stabbing of his own bill, and [think we may 
as well finish its death at once, 

The SPEAKER, ‘The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Diwxs] has moved to postpone 
the bill nil the second ‘Tuesday in December. 

Mr. COX. I move that the bill be laid upon 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. SEUART. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio to withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question? 

Mr. DAWES. I will for that purpose. 

Mr. STUART. [will renew the demand for 
the previous question. | merely wish to say that 
the illinois delegation has had a consultation to- 
day, and looking at the financial condition of the 


| country and the relations which this bill bears to 


the country, we have all come to the conclusion 
that it is advisable to have it postponed. In this 
we all concur with the gentleman representing the 
Chicago district, [Mr. Annorp.] ‘That is all I 
wish to say. | now renew the previous ques- 
tion on the postponement. 

Mr. COX. lrenew my motion to lay on the 
table; and on that I eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 


C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, 


Dee 


The question was taken; and the House re- 
fused to fay the bill on the table. 

- The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the motion of Mr. Dawes was agreed to. 

So the bill was postponed till the second Tues- 
day in December next. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was postponed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENCOURAGEMENT OF IMMIGRATION. 


The SPEAKER stated that the next business 
in order was the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 411) to encourage immigration. 

Mr.STEVENS. I move that the rules besus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union, 
on an appropriation bill, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I appeal to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to withdraw 
that motion, and let us pass this immigration bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. Certainly. I withdraw the 
motion. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the appoint- 
ment of a Commissioner of Immigration, to be 
subject to the direction of the Department of State, 
and to hold his office forfour years. It provides 
that all contracts that shall be. made by emigrants 
to the United States in foreign countries, in con- 
formity to regulatfons that may be established 
by the Commissioner, whereby emigrants shall 
pledge the wages of their labor for a term not ex- 
ceeding twelve months, to repay the expenses of 
their emigration, shall be held to be valid in law, 
and may be enforced in the courts of the United 
States, or of the several States and Territories, 
and such advances, if so stipulated in the contract, 
‘and the contract be recorded in the recorder’s 
office in the county where the emigrant shall settle, 
shall operate as a lien upon any land thereafter 
acquired by the emigrant, whether under the home- 
stead law when the title is consummated, or on 
property otherwise acquired, until liquidated by 
the emigrant; but nothing therein contained shall 
be deemed to authorize any contract contravening 
the Constitution of the United States or creating 
in any way the relation of slavery or servitude. 
It also authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, 
under the direction of the President, to reduce 
the tonnage duties on vessels which shall bring 
in emigrants, &c. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. PENDLETON called for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the bill was 
passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The House proceeded, as the next business in 
order, to the call of committees for reports, com- 
mencing with the select committee on the Pacific 
railroad. 

Mr. PRICE, from the select committee on the 
Pacific railroad, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
190) to amend section fourteen of an act entitled 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and 
telegraph line from. the Missouri river to the Pa- 
cific ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,’’ approved July 1, 1862. 

The bill was read. It provides that so much 
of section fourteen of theactas relates to a branch 


from Sioux City shail be amended so as to pro- | 


vide that whencver a line of railroad shall be com- 
pleted through the State of Iowa, or of Minnesota, 
to Sioux City, sugh company as the President of 
the United States thay designate or approve shall 
construct and operate a line of railroad and tele- 
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graph from Sioux City on the most direct and 
practicable route to such a point of union as to 
connect with the lowa branch of the Union Pa- 
cific railroad from Omaha as such company may 
select on the same conditions and terms as ap- 
proved in the act referred to. : 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time— 

Mr. PENDLETON. Hasthe bill been printed? 

Mr. PRICE. Ithasnotbeen. It merely pro- 
vides for a branch road. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I would like to ask the 
gentleman what quantity of land this bill grants. 

Mr. PRICE. Only the same proportion as is 
granted to the Union Pacific road.e 

Mr. PENDLETON. tow much is that? 

Mr. PRICE. lt depends on the length of the 
rord, 

Mr. PENDLETON. I understand that the 
amount depends upon the length of the road, of 
course; but L want to understand how much land 
the gentleman’s bill will absorb. 

Mr. PRICE. 1 will say to the gentleman that 
there is provision in the law passed at the last 
session of Congress that when the railroad has 
been built to Sioux City, the Union Pacific Rail- 


with it, and giving them the alternate sections of 
land. 'This biil merely provides that another 
company may build the read when they please, 
making the same grant of land precisely, 

Mr. STEVENS. I will suggest that the gentle- 
man had better have the bill postponed and printed. 

Mr. PRICE. Ifthereisany objection, ofcourse 
it will be postponed. i 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move that the bill be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and be printed. 

The SPEAKER. -The gentleman from Iowa 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PRICE. 1 wove that the bill be printed 
and recommitted. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 
again? 

The SPEAKER. The committee will be again 
called in the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. PENDLETON. | think that is too short 
a time, : 

Mr. PRICE. Let it be postponed, then, for a 
week. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Would it not be better to 
let it follow the course of the ship canal and be 
deferred until the second Tuesday in December 
next, after the morning hour? (Laughter.] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [suggest to the gen- 
tleman that he move to postpone the bill until a 
week from to-day. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope the gentleman 
will give at least iwo weeks. 

„Mr. PRICE. Very well. I modify my mo- 
tion, then, so as to postpone the bill unul two 
weeks from to-day, after the morning hour, and 
that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON moved to reconsider the 


When will it come up 


moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agrecd to. 


PENNSYLVANIA WAR CLAIMS. 


Mr. STEVENS. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the [louse resolve itself 


priation bill. 

Mr. WILSON. What Dill does the gentle- 
man propose to take up? 

Mr. STEVENS. The bill we had under con- 
sideration at the early part of the session, to pay 
the expenses incurred by Pennsylvania in conse- 

“quence of the rebel invasion. 

Mr. WILSON. [ think the gentleman had 
better allow us to do some other business this 
evening. 


Mr. STEVENS. 1 hope there will be no ob- 


pending for two or three months. 


road Company may then build a read to connect | 


vote by which the bill was postponed; and also | 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union, for the purpose of taking up an appro- | 


jection to disposing of this billnow. It hasbeen | 
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Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. If the gen- 
tleman. will permit me, | will move. to postpone 
the bill until the second Tuesday. in. December 
next, after the marning hour, [Laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENS. T have nodoubt the gentle- 
man would prefer to postpone. it forever. 

Mr. WASHBURNEG, of Hlinois. Oh, no; not 
as long as that. ; . 

Mr. STEVENS. I ask for the vote upon my 
motion, . é j 

Fhe House divided upon the motion; and there 
were—ayes 54, noes 40. 

Mr. ASHLEY called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH demanded the yeas and 
nays. f 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decidedin 
the affirmative—yeas 64, nays 41; as follaws: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Baxter, Jacob 
B. Blair, Boyd, Broomall, Wiliam G. Brows, Ambrose W. 
Clark, Cobb, Cox, Dawson, Denison, Dounelly, Eden, 
Eldridge, Fenton, Finek, Char M. Harris, fleiseh, 
Kelley, Francis W, Kellogg, g, Knapp, Lazear, Loan, 
Long, Marcy, Marvin, McAllister, McClurg, MeDowell, 
McKinney; Middleton, William BH. Miller, Moor d, Mor- 
rii, James R. Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Charlea 
ONeill, Pendleton, Perry, Prayn, Samud J. Randall, 
William H. Randall, Edward fH. Rollins, Scofield, Seott, 
Shannon, Smithers, Willinin G. sstecle, Stevens, Stiles, 
Swart, Thomas, Tracy, Voorhees, Webster, Chilton A. 
White, Joseph W. White, W iHiams, Wilder, Windom, and 
Fernando Wood—64. 

NAYsS—Messrs. Allison, Ames, Arnold, Ashley, Au- 
gustus C. Baldwin, Beaman, Boutwell, Clay, Cole, Dawes, 
Dixon, Driggs, Eekley, Farnsworth, Ganson, Grinnell, 
Higby, Holman, Hoteh » Asatiel W. Hubbard, John H. 
Hubbard, Jenckes, Kassou, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, 
Longyear, MeIndoe, Daniel Morris, Norton, Odell, Per- 
ham, Pomeroy, Price, John U. Riec, Stoan, Upson, Plibu 
B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Wheeler, Wilson, 
and Woodbridge—4}. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. BROOMALL stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Baty, was away from the House sick. 

Mr. DAWES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
BALpWInx, was detained from the House in con- 
sequence of sickness. 

< 
BANKRUPT LAW, 

Mr. JENCKES, by unanimous consent, from 
the select committee on the bankrupt law, re- 
ported a bill to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States; which 
was read a first and second time, and ordered to 
be printed. i 

Mr. JENCKES asked that it be made the spe- 
cial order for the 4th of May next. 

Objection was made. 

Mri JENCKES moved that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JENCKES moved that five thousand extra 
copies of the bill be printedin pamphlet form, 

The motion, under the rules, was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

$. PENNSYLVANIA WAR CLAIMS. 


The TEouse resolved itself into the Commit- 
tec of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Pomeroy in thechair,) and procoeded to the con- 


| sideration of House bill No. 117, to reimburse 


the State of Pennsylvania for expenses in calling 


out the militia of said State during the recent in- 


vasion, 

The CHAIRMAN stated the pending amend- 
ment, moved by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Cox,] to be as follows: ` 
ver the exper in calling out the mili- 
suppress the te- 
per Bepartnent, 
uiing & 10,000,000, 
WANY MONEY 


e been audited by the 
ained to be dye, not exet 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated ou 
in the Treasury vot otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 1ihink there were 
twoamendments pending. Lsubmitted an amend- 
ment to include New York, avd one was moved 
by the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Roa- 
ERS, ] to include his State. 1 think thatthe amend- 
meni of the gentleman from Ohio was made sub- 


sequently. 


beliion, 
the sum a 
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Mr. COX. 1 can explain'that. The gente- | 
nian from New York suggested an amendment to 
include his State, and the gentleman from New 
Jersey another to include his State, and then I 
submitted a general proposition to include all of | 
the States which have troops in the field. 

Now, sir, E propose to withdraw my amend- 
ment, and substitute for it the following drawn 
by my colleague, [Mr. Pexprerox:] 

Thatte defray the expenses in the raising, equipping, 
transportation, and subsistence of minute men, militia afl 
volunteers in Pennsylvania, Marylaud, Ohio, Indiana, 
Kentucky, Missouri, Lowa, and illinois, to repel rébel 
raids, the sum of $10,000,009 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated out ef any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated 3 suid expenses to be settled upon proper 
vouchers to be filed and passed upon by the proper ac- 
counting-officers of the Treasury: Provided, That in de- 
termining claims to be allowed under this act, the same 
principles, rules, and regulations shail be observed by the 
accounting ofticers in auditing said expenses as have been 
applied to the claims allowed to the Stat under the act 
approved July 27, 1861, cutiuicd «An act to i demnity the 
States for expenses incurred by them in defense of the 
United States”? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
lowing amendment: i 

That the Quartermaster General be directed to settle and 
adjust the elains of the city of Baltimore, for money ex- 
pended under the direction of Major General Sebenck in 
constructing fortifications around the city in the year 1863, 
and to pay the aniount so ascertained out of any money in 
the ‘Lreasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. COX. Ifthe State of Maryland were in- 
cluded among the other States would that not in- 
clude the city of Baltimore? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. The money was 
paid by the city of Baltimore, and not by the 
Stateof Maryland. The works were thrown up 
in great haste, and hundreds and thousands of 
men were impressed upon them. Lt is a just 
claim, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. There isa biil be- 
fore the House which would include the city of 
Baltimore. ‘The city of New York has expended 
$5,000,000 for the outfit and equipment of troops, 
and if Baltimore comes in here, I shall ask to in- 
clude New York city. 

Mr. COX. accept theamendment of the geu- 
tleman from Maryland, and the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia. Was the 
State of West Virginia omitted by mistake? 

Mr. COX. lt was not left oat intentionally, 
akhough Edo not regard her as a State in full 
communion, 

Mr. BROWN, of West Virginia. Will you 
include, that Siate iu your amendment? 

Mr. COX. Iwill My object is to insert a 
provision for all these debts of a similar charac- 
ter from Sites, cities, and towns. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Lash the gendeman to 
include pay for the damages sustained in the city 
of New York and Coles county, Hlinois, by the 
copperhead riots, 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman. has investigated 
the subject at all, he must know the fictis notas 
he states it. In Hingis the trouble was on his 
side; and that side of the House is responsible 
for the troubles in New York city by passing the 
conseripbon act. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. [ask the gen- 
tleman to iuclude Michigan. 

The amendment was reported as modified. 

Mr. WILDER, Lask the gentleman to include 
Kansas, 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. Will the gen- 
tlaman fron Ohio give way a moment? 

Mr. COX. { yteld the floor. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. 
sert Michigan in the list of States, 

Mr. COX. [accept that. ' 

Mr. GANSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I rise to a point of order. 
It is that the gentleman from Ohio {Mr. Cox] is 
entitled to the floor for an hour, and that this sub- 
ject cannot be reported to the Flouse until all the 
amendments gentlemen desire to offer have been 
offered and considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
has yielded the floor, and the gentleman from 
New York is now upon the floor. 

Mr. GANSON. I move the fol 
as an amendment: 


I move the fol- 


I move to in- 


lowing proviso 


Proridel, Phat the expenses of none of the militia of any 


nt 


State shali be paid under this act who Fr 
sred into the service of the Uuited States. 


Mr. STEVENS obtained the floor. 


id to be mus- 


Mr. COX. If the gentleman will permit me, 
I desire to modify my amendment by inserting 


i the State of Kansas. 


Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Kansas having been in- 
serted, Lusk leave of the House to have “ Brook- 
lyn” inserted. : 


not be in order now. 

Mr. COX. Tagrèe to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. STEVENS. I had hoped that by this 
time the claim which is now presented to the 
House would have received a fair, honest, and 
candid consideration. When the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Cox] offered his amendment I thought 
it was in good faith for the purpose of including 
eases of the same kind. Before he got through 
I was satisfied it was done to destroy the bill; and 
the friends of the bill must therefore vote against 
the amendment as it is now modified. Some of 
the mostabserd propositionsare contained in that 
amendment, not the least of which comes from a 
quarter I did notexpect—from the State of Mary- 
land, to pay for the fortifications there—a matter 
wholly distinct from the bill. Another comes 
from a quarter which, perhaps, | had a right to 
expect it would come from—from New York— 
and it includes that which was expended for local 
bounties and local operations, which 1 under- 
stood the gentleman to say the other day was 
about five million dollars, 

Sir, Pennsylvania has expended her millions 
in that same way; but she does notcome here to 
ask it to be paid. She comes here only to ask 
that which has been granted to cvery other State 
of this Union, and which, if refused, will be re- 
fused for the first time, to pay soldiers called 
outin defense of the Union. At the time of the 
invasion of Pennsylvania and Maryland, the 
Presideut called for some sixty thousand’ militia, 
The State of New York, through her Governor, 
the State of New Jersey, through her Governor, 
and the State of Pennsylvania, through her Gov- 
ernor, called for troops to maie up that requisi- 
tion, ‘There were some thirty or forty thousand 
from Pennsylvania who answered. A consid- 
erable number from New York answered, and 
some came promptly from New Jersey. 

When this bill was first before the House, upon 
the recommendation of the Administration, it was 
objected by the gentleman from New York, that 
it was premature, that it was trying to get abead 
of other States, and that it ought not to be con- 
sidered until New York and New Jersey settled 
their accounts. Á 

"Phe bill was postponed in deference to that 
opinion. A letter was immediately written by a 
gentleman from New York to the Governor of 
that State to send on the account. In reply he 
received a letter, which I suppose his colleague 
has seen, stating that their troops had all been 
paid. It was also ascertained that the troops of 
New Jersey had been paid. in other words, be- 
fore they were mustered out, the Department here 
having at its command a certain amount of funds, 
went on and paid the New York militia to the last 
dollar, and paid the New Jersey militia within per- 
haps a few hundred dollars; but as the ‘Treasury 
had not funds enough to pay all the States en- 
gaged in thatoperation, they asked the Governor of 
Pennsylvania to negotiate aloan to pay them, and 
that the President and Secretary of War would 
at the first opportunity after the meeting of Con- 
gress communicate to this House a message ask- 


ing them to make an appropriation to pay in like | 


manner the Pennsylvania militia. The Governor 
aud his agent went to Philadelphia, and there 
negotiated with the moneyed institutions of that 
city and with one or two in the country, and 
raised between six and seven hundred thousand 
dollars, payable as soon as it could be raised 1n 
this way. Those institutions advanced the money, 
and the troops of Pennsylvania were paid by it 
and mustered out of the service. 

Mr. GANSON. 1 would like to ask the gen- 


l Ueman from Pennsylvania why the troops of 


Peansyivania were not paid at the same time tlre 
troops of New York and New Jersey were paid? 
Mr. SPEVENS. Because the fund was not in 
the ‘Treasury, as the Secretary of War declared. 
Mr. GANSON. I have understood that the 


reason was that they were not mustered into the ; 


} 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania has the floor, and such a motion would 


j ministratively ex 


service of the United States, and that they refused 
to be mastered into the service of the United 
States. A 

Mr. STEVENS, 
in that. 

Mr. GANSON. The Second Auditor of the 
Treasury so reported in answer to a.resolution 
that I introduced into the House. 

- Mr. STEVENS. That they refused to. be mus- 
tered in? 

Mr.GANSON,. That they were not mustered 
in. 

Mr.STEVENS. Idonot know what the pre- 
cise forms are in such cases. I know that they 
were all under the command of officers of the 
Army of the United States; that they were at 
Hagerstown under the command of a general of 
the United States, and some of them were in act- 
ive service. My gallant colleague from Phila- 
delphia (Mr. Ranpaui] was there. I saw him 
there myself just before the engagement. There 
was a horse troop there from Philadelphia who 
were engaged in that very engagement whether 
they were formally mustered into the service or 
not. 

Mr. GANSON.` 
were not. 

Mr. STEVENS. I do not know that that 
makes any difference if they came outin answer 
to the call of the President and were under the 
command of the President’s officers, It is not 
truc, as some gentlemen have said here, that they 
refused to act. But whether they were officially 
mustered into the service or not, why is it that 
they are not to be paid as well as other troops? 
The troops from New York were paid. The 
troops from New Jersey were paid. 1 ask to 
have read the papèr which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. - 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
Wasuinotox Urry, January 4, 1864. 

Sim: The Department has this day reecived retarns of 
the amounts required for the paymeut of the militia called 
outtor the defense of the State of Pennsylvania on the 26th 
of June, 1863, against the invasion by the rebel forces 
under command of General Lee. There being no appro- 
priation out of which these payments could be made at 
the time they were required, patriotic citizens of Phila 
delphia advanced the money, and it is proper that they 
should be reimbursed without delay. 1 would respeetially 
recommend, therefore, that an inmediate appropriation 
for that purpose be made. A copy of a letter of the See- 
ond Anditor of the ‘freasury is herewith communicated, 
showing the amount of claims audited by him to fa 
671,476 43 up to date. Itis supposed that $700,000 will 
cover the whole amount of these claims, 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 

EDWIN M. STANTON, 
Sceretary of War. 
Hon. Tuappeus Sravens, Chairman Committee Ways and 

Means. 

Mr. STILES. I suggest tomy colleague that 
he have the letter of the Second Auditor read at 
the same time. ses 

Mr. STEVENS. It was read when this bill 
was last before the House, and is now on file. 

Mr. STILES. I propose to have it read now 
for the information of the House. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will yield for that purpose. 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
SECOND Auprron’s OFFICE, January 4, 1864, 

Sin: Respecting the claim of the State of Pennsylvania, 
amounting to $671,476 43, tor payments made to the militia 
ealled out under the proclamation of the Governor of that 
State, dated June 25, 1883, f have the honor to state that 
the rolls and vouchers for said payments bave been ad- 
qpnined in this office and found in the 
main correct. Errors and discrepancies amounting to say 
$2,900 have been discovered, consisting principally ofcases 
where the internal revenue tax is not deducted, or when 
deducted not accounted for. 

fam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

B. B. FRENCH, 
Second Auditor. 


There is no word of truth 


I am prepared to say they 


Hon. E. M. STANTON, 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. STEVENS. There was some difficulty 
in Philadclphiain raising the money, lestitshould 
not have heen properly indorsed by the Depart- 
ment. Mr. Fry, who at that time was acting as 
chairman of the Union League, wrote on to know 
whether if this money was raised it would be re- 
funded. Iask to have the answer of the Seere- 
tary of War read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, July 21, 1863. 

J. R. FRY, Chairman Union League, Philadelphia: 

All that is necessary is that the Governor of Pennsylya- 
nia should sce that the company pay-rolls are properly 
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made out and certified. This being done, the amount due 
is readily ascertained, and can be paid; and the pay-rolls 
will furnish the proper official voncher of thë payment. 
‘This Department will lay before Congress at the commence- 
ment of the session an estimate te caver the amount, and 
request te appropriation. The matter bas been arranged 
in this way in other States, and has been productive of no 
delay or complaint when the Governors have given their 
attention to it, and seen that the muster-rolls are properly 


made out, 
EDWIN M. STANTON, 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. STEVENS. The House now understands 
this question, and F trust they are prepared to do 
justice to those who have advanced money to pay 

“the troops who went forth at that time at the call 
of the Government. As I said before, all the 
other States in similar circumstances have been 

aid. ‘There is a species of claims not embraced 
in this bill which all the States have. For in- 
stance, minute men. were called out; they were 
called out in Pennsylvania for three months at 
the outset, and they have never been paid a dol- 
lar. Their claims have never been presented, but 
have been left for some other future adjustment. 
But moncy which was raised and paid upon the 
faith of the Government, upon the solemn pledges 
of the Administration, ought surely not to be re- 
pudiated now by this House, when we are here 
trying to do justice and sustain those who sus- 
tained the war. As L said before, the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cox,] when it 
was first offered, seemed to have some equity in it. 

Mr.COX. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will allow me a moment. The gentleman has 
now repeated this statement for the second time, 
and I wish to tell him that I offered this amend- 
megt in good faith when his bill was before the 
House before. I did it for the purpose of includ- 
ing all the States, believing tha, the same princi- 
ple should run through all these claims; that 

eunsylvania, because she was most vigilant in 
getting her accounts properly audited, ought not 
to be the first to get an appropriation, bat that 
other States having similar claims ought to have 
the same chance. When J came bere this even- 
ing I found my amendment appended, not in as 
good ashape as an amendment drawn by my col- 
league, [Mr. PenpLeron.}] He adopted the sys- 
temof naming the States in his amendment, which 
was unlike mine in that respect. Of course cach 
member interested took the same interest in his 
own locality as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Srevuns} has shown. How could Í refuse 
to accept their amendments? I have always 
shown proper courtesy on this floor—a good deal 
more than L have had shown to me—and I ac- 
cepted these amendments believing they would 
not prejudice the bill but would really facilitate 
its passage. I want to see these men in Ohio 
paid if there is anything due to them. If the 
gentleman will observe the amendment he will 
see that the accounts have to be audited under 
the acts, just as Pennsylvania has had her ac- 
counts audited. 1 could have meant nothing 
prejudicial to the gentleman’s bill; and I beg him 
to ‘do me justice and vote for the amendment, as 
the surest way to have his bill passed. 

Mr. STEVENS. I ent supposed, Mr. 
Chairman, that the amendment was a fair one 
at first, but 1 understood the gentleman to have 
incorporated into it, at the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] a prop- 
osition to pay for the building of forts, and the 
suggestion of the gentleman from New York to 
pay what that city has expended in the way F 
have mentioned. If I have misunderstood it, 
then I have misunderstood the amendment also. 
If the amendment had stood as it was originally 
offered by the genUeman, or as it was amended 
by his colleague, I should not have objected to it, 
believing it fair, But I mast say that I do not 
believe that any States are unpaid that stand in 
the same position as, the State of Pennsylvania. 
We have already paid $800,000 to Missouri this 
year for her invasions. That was not any more 
just, certainly, than the proposition } have of- 
fered. i should be very willing to pat them all 
in the same condition, But to agglomerate into 
this amendment things that are inconsistent with 
it, looked, I thought, as if the gentieman from 
Ohio [Mr. Cox] was aiding others to break down 
the bill, Iam happy to say, however, that the 
gentleman has properly explained it, and I with- 
draw all that I said in regard to it. 

Mr. COX. I understand there is a misap- 


prehension on the part of some members that I 
accepted the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maryland, which would be different in‘substance į 
from the amendment. ` $ beg the geneman from 
Maryland, therefore, to offer his amendmentas a | 
separate proposition. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. J understand that | 


itis before the committee as an amendment, and 
of course it is impossible for me to withdraw or 
modify it. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland. . 

‘Mr. WILSON. 41 would like to have read the 


letter from the Second Auditor in reference to this H 


claim. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
SECOND Auprror’s OFFICE, January 15, 1864. 

Sir: In compliance with the resolution of the House of 
Representatives of the 13th of January, { respectfully state 
that the vouchers for expenses in calling out the militia of 
Pennsylvania during the recent invasion consist of muster 
aud pay s, embracing payments to the troops so called 
out for a period of ninety days; that it appears from. the 
abstract accompanying said rolls thatthe militia referred to 
were called out by proclamation of the Governor of Penn- 
sylvania under date of June 26, 1863; thatthe wuster-rolls 
show tbat the troops were called int® the service of the 
State of Pennsylvania and discharged therefrom without 
appearing ever to have been mustered into the service of 
the United States; and that the examination of the said 
vouchers was made in this office at the request of the ad- 
jutant gencral of the State of Pennsylvania, hud a prelim- 
inary report of said examination made to the Secretary of 
War, a copy of whic herewith inclosed. 

Respeettully, your obedient servant, 

E. B. FRENCH, Second Auditor. 
Hon. SCHUYLER COLFAD, Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 

Mr. WILSON. | desire to ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether there were not two 
classes of men called out on that occasion; the 
militia that remained in the service of the State, 
and the volunteers that were mustered into the 
service of the United States for a short period of 
time; and whether those who were mustered into 
the United States service have nat been paid, and 
whethor this claim does not rest solely on the claim 
for pay of militia-men who were not mustered into 
the service of the United States, and who remained 
entirely in the service of the State? 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, I have no 
knowledge of any such fact as the gentleman 
states. | know that under General Smith when 
he marched down the vatley were the whole of 
the troopsof Pennsylvania. Whether they were 
technically mustered into the service of the United 
States | do notknow. fdo know, however, that 
they wereall commanded by officers of the United 


States, that they were all taken into Maryland 


under the command of officers of the United States, 
and that General Smith and General Couch, both 
under the authority of the Government, took 
charge of those troops and marched them there. 


| That fact I know, and L think my friend [Mr. 


RANDALL,] knows it too. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. My col- 
league is entirely correct. ‘They were mustered 
into the service by United States mustering offi- 
cers, and were discharged from the service by 
General Couch. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to ask another ques- 
tion, whether the State of Pennsylvania has paid 
the claims of the parties froy whom this money 
was borrowed? 

Mr. STEVENS. No, sir; the very commu- 
nication shows that it is due to individuals in 
Philadelphia; but as the Governor wag the agent 
to borrow it, E thoughtit proper he should be the | 
agent to refund it. 

Mr. WILSON. Then the debt is due to cer- 
tain private parties in Philadelphia, whereas the | 
claim is to be paid to the Stats of Pennsylvania. 

Now I suggest that if the claim belongs to pri- | 
vate parties in the State of Pennsylvania, that | 
State ought to show vouchers, that she has paid 
the claims before she is entitled to reimburse- 
ment. f ` 


Mr. STEVENS. A mere quibble. “| 


Mr. WILSON, 
Mr. STEVENS. 


It isnot a mere quibble. 


by moneyed institutions in Philadelphia. The 
State became responsible for it; Il was dove at the | 
request of the Department here in order to allow 


time to be paid by the Government. -The soldiers 
of these other States were paid, and I deny that 


At the request of the Gov- | 
ernor of Pennsylvania this money was advanced | yy 
| priation without any limitation, authorizing the 


there isany other State in the Union that hasbeen 
treated as. itis now proposed.to treat the State-of 
Pennsylvania: © It is not enough that sho has tosi 
her millions by this invasion; itis not enough: that 
her ciizens in three or four counties have been 
robbed, their property destroyed, and: they're- 
dered bankrupt by this invasion. | Her people 
advanced their moticy to pay these soldicrs, 
thereby allowing the troops of New York and 
New Jersey to be paid in advance by the Govern- 
ment, and now she is to be defrauded out of this 
money by the quirks and quibbles of gentlemen 
upon this floor. - wo 

Mr. WILSON. I recognize the fact that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is one of the oldest 
members of this House ; are 

Mr, STEVENS, Iam sorry for it, 

Mr. WILSON, And that the gentleman ia 
chairman ofthe Commitice of Ways and Means of 
this House, but I do not recognize his right to use, 
language of that kind toward any other member. 

Mr. STEVENS. I was using the language 
impersonally in respect to the opposition that is 
made to the payment of this debt: 

Mr. WILSON. So much the worse, then, for 
the gentleman applies the language to every man 
here who is opposed to this claim. ' 

Mr. STEVENS, J do say that the refusal to 
pay a claim of this kind is, in my judgment, not 
honest. Isay that. A 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Ido not mean to say 
that the gentleman’s judgment is not honest, but 
he slanders most mightily, [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON, There is another fact to which 
I wish to call the attention of the gentleman, and 
it is this: the gentleman has called one of his 
colleagues [Mr. Ranpaxi] to the witness-stand 
to prove that these men were mustered into the 
service of the United States. If that be true, ‘I 
would like to know why they have not been paid 
the same as other troops mustered into the sër- 
vice of the United States? 

Mr. STEVENS. May I say to the gentleman 
that the very paper that has been read from the 
Secretary of Warstates that it-has not been done 
because there were no funds at his disposal out 
of which they could be paid. 

Mr. WILSON. Why, sir, we have been 
making* appropriations during this very session 
of Congress for the payment of all the troops 
mustered into the service of the United States. 
If these were troops of the United States who 
had regularly been mustered into the service, the 
appropriation bill we have already passed has 
furnished funds out of which they might have 
been paid. 

Now, then, if that be not the case, and if they 
cannot be so paid, because they were not mus- 
tered into the service of the United States, why 
pass this exceptional bill? Why are we called to 
make this special appropriation for the payment 
of men who were not mustered into the service 
of the United States in one State, while we make 
no provision for those in similar circumstances in 
other States? 

Mr. STEVENS. Why,sir, have we not been 
called upon to pay $800,000 for the militia of Mis- 
souri, which could not be paid out of our regular 
appropriations, because it was a past transaction? 
The gentleman knows that the appropriation bills 
we are now passing are not for this year, but for’ 
the year ending June 30, 1865. 

Mr. WILSON. We have passed deficiency 
bills, have we not? 

"Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to ask the question 
whether the actof 27th July, 1861, does not make 
a general appropriation for the payment of all ex- 
penses of this character, and whether any special 
appropriation is necessary? 

Mr. STEVENS. All that appropriation has 
been paid out long ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman will allow 
the law to be read he will see that the appropria- 
tion is general in its character. 

Mr, STEVENS. Very well, let the law be 
read; but I know the Department has decided 
that these claims cannot be paid under that Jaw. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This act contains on appro- 


accounting officer of the Treasury to pay all ex- 


| penses. 
soldicrs furnished by other States at the same || 


Mr. STEVENS. Let the section be read. 
The Clerk read the Jaw, as follows: 
“That the Secretary of the Treasury be and he Is hereby 
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directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwi 

appropriated, to pay the Governor of any State, or to l 
duly authorized agents, the costs, charges, and ex 
properly incurred by such Stat s 
clothing, supplying, arming, 
porting its troops employed in aiding to su 
ent insurrection against the United Sia 
upon proper vouchers to be filed and pa 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury.” 

Mr. STEVENS. That is an entirely different 
thing. i i 
Mr. PENDLETON. I ask the gentleman 
whether it is not true that, under the law-just | 
read, the Secretary of the Treasury holds that į 
he fas no authority to pay out money unless ex- 
pressly appropriated ? H 

Mr. STEVENS. He has so held. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Would not this Penn- 
Sylvania claim have been paid except for that 
ruling of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. STEVENS, ‘Thatisa fact. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He has decided differently 
in other cases. 

Mr. COX. I propose to withdraw my amend- 
Ment, and to renew it without the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maryland. i 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Has the gentle- 
man any right to withdraw his arnendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. He has, no vote having 
been taken. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, {I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. The gertleman from Pennsylva- 
nia has no right to yield the floor to the gentle- 
man from Ohio to withdraw hisamendinent, uniess 
he dees so absolutely. 1 therefore claim to be 
recognized, \ 

The CHAIRMAN, No objection was made 
atthe ims. 

Me. DAVIS, of Maryland, I claim the floor, 
and f cenew as an amendment to the amendment 
the p oposition submitted by me some time ago. 

‘Lhe amendment was again read. f 

Mr. GANSON. When this bill was first intro- 
duced in the House early in the session— 

Mr, STILES. fs the amendment offered by 
the geneman from Maryland germane to the 
original proposition ? 

Vhe CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman make 
the point of order? 

Mr. STILES. Tdo. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point, and rules the amendment out of order. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland, [I take an appeal | 
from the decision-of the Chair. 

Mr. WASEIBURNES, of Hlinois, 
the committee rise. 


Mr. GANSON, 


press the pres- 
to be settled 


I move that 


I have the floor. 


Mr. STEVENS. Linove to amend the gentle- | 
man’s motion by adding, “and report the bill”? 


The CHAIRMAN, ‘Che gentleman from New 
York has the floor, and the motion to rise cannot 
be entertained. 

‘Tbe decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. GANSON, Mr. Chairman, when this bill 
was introduced early in the session it was stated | 


by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mey. Sire 
VENS] that these troops bad been musiered into 


tered ontand were not paid. Fhe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania making that statement was under a 
misapprehension of the facts. Lintroduced a res- | 
olution thatitheSecond Auditorstate to this Louse | 
whether these troops had been mustered into the | 
service of the United States; whether the vouchers | 
had becn presented to him and oa what authority 
he andited the accounts. fn response, among | 
other thiugs, he stated that these troops had never | 
been mustered into the service of the United States; 
that Uiey eame out under the call of the Governer, 
and bad been in the State service, but had never 
been in the United States service, 

Mr. THAYER. 1 desire to eall the gent 
man’s nitention to the phraseology of the Sesor 
Auditor, Ike does not declare that these troops 
were not mustered into the service of the United 
States, but that it does not appesr by the rolls | 
presented to bim that they were so mastered in. | 

Mr. GANSGN. The report states that it ap- | 
peors an abstract of the reils that the militia | 
were © out by proclamation of the Governor, 
and that they were mustered into the State ser- 
vice, * without appearing ever to have been mus- 
tered into the service of the United States.” [ 
state the fact in addition to that, that most of them 


e- | 


by 


J 


were not only not mustered into the service of the 
United States, but refused to be so mustered in. 
A portion were mustered into the service of the 
United States ander this call, and they were paid 
when they were mustered out. They were paid 
becanse they were mustered into the service of 
the United States. / 

Now it presents the simple question whether 
the State of Pennsylvania shall be paid for the 
services of troops which were never in the service 
of the United States in preference to the troops of 
any other State, or whether,they shall be put on 
a par with the troops of other States. If we go 
for paying Pennsylvania for expenses incurred m 
this matter, | go also for paying the expenses in- 
curred by any other State for anything which has 
been done tending to suppress this rebellion; and 
unless this House is willing to go to that extent 
I go against paying Pennsylvania, because the ex- 
penses are of the same character as other ex- 
penses, and differing in no respect. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Idesire to make a re- 
mark or two. 
© Mr. GANSON. In one moment. Now, sir, 
in view of the facts which have been communi- 
cated to me I moved an amendment, and which I 
renew, tothe effect that no expenses shall be paid 
for the services of troops that refused to be mus- 
tered into the service of the United States. And 
it strikes me the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
can have no objection to that amendment, unless 
he is in favor of paying troops who are called into 
the field for the purpose of suppressing the rebel- 
iion but who refused to be mustered into the ser- 
vice of the Union for that purpose. 

Mr. STEVENS. Will the gentleman allow 
me to read a single paragraph from the commu- 
nication of the adjutant general of Pennsylvania, 
to show upon whatauthority I made the assertion? 

Mr. GANSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. STEVENS. Ile says: 

“he Presidento! the United States called for militia to 
repel the advance of General Lee into the northern states. 
he call of te Governor y made as supplementary t0 the 
call ot the President, aud was expressly adopted and ap- 
proved by him, the General Government assuming to pay 
all the expenses incidental thereto, and agreeing to aecept 
these troops into the service and pay of the United States.” 

Mr. GANSON. There seems to be a misun- 
derstanding between the officers of Pennsylvania 
and the General Government, and it is for that 
reason I renew my amendment that ander this 


Pact, if it passes, the expenses of none of these 


troops shali be paid provided they refused to be 
mustered into the service of the United States. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. f have drawn an 
amendment which 4 think wall cover the objec- 
tion presented. 

Mr. GANSON, Tam very sorry that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania felt called upon to pass 
any criticism in regard to any action which has 
been taken in regard to this matter, for so far as 
I am concerned personally I bave acted with en- 
tire good faith, and I was determined that the 


facts of the case should be understood by the | 
House, and that they should not pass an act of 


this importance under any misapprehension; and 


: | || E have no deubtthe gentleman trom Pennsylvania 
the service of the United States, and were mus- |: 
i 
i 
| 
i 


would concur with me in the propriety of that 
position, 5 
Mrs TUVENS, Undonbtedly. 
Mr.GANSON. Now,sir,as I understand the 


matter, Pennsylvania stands in no position here | 
entitied tg preference over any other State. Phe ; 
paint presented to this House now is, whether į 
aU Government wiil assume to pay now | 
all of the expenses which have been incurred by | 
the several States in any manner tending to sup- | 


the Ge 


press the rebellion, If they are, then embrace 
all these expenses in this bill; but if they are not 
dispesed to do it, embrace none in it; for Penn- 
sylviunia has no claim superior to that of any 
other State in this respect, l repeat the amend- 
ment I offered: 
Provided, Phat thee 


: of aere of the militia of any 
Siate shall be paid under tH t who refused to be mus- 
tered into the service of the United state 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. am in favor of pay- 
ing every soldier who has been in the service of 
his country. There seems to be a question here 
between the Representatives of Pennsylvania and 
the Government, as appears from the letter ofthe 
Second Auditor which has been read. It would 
seem by ihe statements made by the gentlemen 
from Pennsylvania that there can be no question 


about thjs matter, for one of them states upon his 
own knowledge that these troops were mustered 
into the service of the United States by a muster- 
ing officer of the Army, and that they were reg- 
ularly discharged. Now if that be the case, it 
seems to me the committee ought not to hesitate 
at all in passing a bill to pay those men. If the 
legislation of Congress has not been sufficiently 
broad to cover this case, if these men whe have 
been regularly mustered in cannot go to the De- 
partment and draw their money for reason ofa 
lack of legislation authorizing it, I shall not hesi- 
tate to vote for a bill authorizing the payment to | 
these men of their just debt. 

I have therefore drawn up an amendment which 
I think perhaps-is a little broader than the one 
offered by the gentleman from New York. It is 
by way of a proviso to be attached to this bill, 
in these words: 

Provided, That only so much shall be paid out of the 
Treasury in pursuance of the provisions of this actas shall 
appear from the muster-in and muster-out rolis shall be 
sufficient to pay those troops only who were mustered inte 
the service of the United States and were regularly mus- 
tered out. 


Mr. STEVENS asked some question which 
was entirely inaudible to the reporters. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That would place these 
soldiers precisely on the same basisas my amend- 
ment does. A soldier cannot go to the pay de- 
partment and draw his pay unless it appears from 
the muster-roll that he was mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States. If he was not mustered 
in and the rolls do not show that fact he must 
come to Congress to get an act for his relief, for 
you have no authority to pay a man who ha not 
been mustered into the service. Ithereforeoffer 
this amendments 

Mr. STILES. I suggest to my friend from IH- 
linois that he modify his amendment so that it 
will apply to all those who are actually in the ser- 
vice of the United States. 

Mr. KERNAN. I rise to a question of order. 
{ would inquire how many amendments are now 
pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment 
pending in the nature of a substitute for the ori- 
ginal bill. ‘ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mine is an amend- 
ment to the original bill. 

Mr. BLAINE. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ilinois (Mr, Farns- 
wortH] by adding thereto the following, which I 
design as a substitute forthe bill reported by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stevens:] 

That a board of three commissioners, to be appointed 
by the President, is hereby established to ascertain the total 
amount of indebtedness that has been incurred by the joyat 
States, and by the towns, cities, and counties within these 
States, in their efforts to raise, organize, and equip troops 
for the present war; and said commissioners shall hold 
their sessions in the city of Washington from and alter the 
ist day of October next, and shall have power to employ 
stich number of clerks as they may find necessary, not ex- 
ceeding four—one of each chis. 

See. 2. Said commissioners shall give notice by adver- 
tisement in atleast one paper in cach Joyal State of the 
time and place of their ions, that all duly authorized 
agents may attend and present their claims for debts in- 
curred for the general or particular defeuse during the 
war, and on the evidence thereof according to the princi - 
ples of general equity, (although such claims may not have 
becn sanctioned by the laws of Congress,) to allow the 
same as a charge against the United States subject to the 
approval of Congress, to be liquidated and paid by the is- 
suance to said claimauts of bonds of the United States, 
payable in years, with interest at the rate of per 
cent. per annuin, or in lawful money of tbe United States, 
as may hereafter be elected by Congress : Provided always, 
Thatthe rule ofapportioning to States the amouuts to be re- 
funded under this act shall be the same that is provided 
by the Constitution of the United States for the apportion~ 
ment of Representatives and direct taxes. 

Sec, 3. Said commissioners shall respectively take an 
oath before a judge of the United Stutes court that they 
will faithfully discharge their duties. They shall cach be 
paid at the rate of cight dollars per day, and shall make 
final report of their doings to Congress on or before the first 
Monday of December, A. D. 1865. 

Mr. STILES. I raise the point of order on 
that amendment that it is not germane to the ori- 
ginal bill. 

Mr. STEVENS, 
Maine will withdraw it. 
subject altogether. i 

Mr. BLAINE. Isubmit the question to the 
Chair. lf my amendment is out of order, of 
course I cannot press it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be in order, as it relates to the gen- 
eral subject of the bill. 


pd 


I hope the gentleman from 
It is upon a different 
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Mr. BLAINE, As carly as the Tth of Janu- 
ary last, Mr. Chairman, | called the attention of 
the House by a simple declaratory resolution to 
the subject of refunding to the loyal States the 
amounts expended by:them in the prosecution of 
the existing war. Instead of asking a vote on 
the resolution then submitted, } desire the action 
of the House on the bill which I have just offered 
as‘a substitute for that reported from the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means by the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Srevens.] 
His bill proposes to refund a certain amount of 
money claimed to be due from the General Gov- 
ernment to his own State for expenses incurred | 
during the Gettysburg campaign. My bill pro- 
poses to establish a commission for the purpose 
of ascertaining the amounts due to all the loyal 
States for their war expenditures, with the view 
of ultimately refunding the same from the com- 
mon Treasury of the nation. 

It is of course well known to all that in addi- 
tion to the enormous outlay of the national Gov- 
ernmentin its effort to suppress the southern rebel- 
lion there has been a necessary and legitimate ex- 
penditare in aid of the same great object on the part 
ofall the loyal States. These expenditures arose 
from absolute necessity; they have not been made 
thoughtlessly or wastefully, but with due consid- 
eration and with a prudent economy which com- 
pares most favorably with many departments of 
the national disbursement. My proposition is 
that all expenditures thus made in good faith for 
the defense and preservation of the national life 
should be refunded by the national Government. 
And I shall proceed to discuss as briefly as may || 
be the justice and expediency of refunding these 
amounts; the precedents for so doing; and our 
ability to do so without impairing the national 
eredit. And of these in thew order. 


THE JUSTICE AND EXPEDIENCY OF REFUNDING 
THESE EXPENDITURES, 


If the twenty-four loyal States now. striving 
with patriotic rivalry to outdo each ‘other in dè- 
fending and rescuing the nation from its perils 
were hereafter to constitute the entire Union there 
might be nothing gained and nothing lost to any | 
one. of them by consolidating their respective war 
debts into one common charge upon the aggre- 
gate resources of the. nation. Under. such. cir- 
cumstances each State would be freed from an 
individual tax only to incur a burden of similar 
magnitude in meeting its component part of the 
total national debt. Butthe actual case presented 
for our consideration and decision is far different 
from this. We are ehgaged in a struggle which 
must inevitably result in restoring to loyalty and 

` tọ duty eleven States now in rebellion against the 
authority of the national Government. And be- 
youd that, as a consequence of a restored Union 
and of the boundless prosperity which awaits the 
auspicious event, our vast. western domain will | 
be peopled with a rapidity exceeding all prece- 
dent, and States withoutnumber almost will spring 
into existence, to add to the strength and insure 
the perpetuity of our Government. Weil-con- 
sidered estimates based on past progress, and the 
established ratio. of our advance in wealth and 
population, assure us that within Jess than a cen- | 
tury from this time we sliall have added forty new 
States to our Union, making with the number 
now composing it a grand total of seventy-five 
prosperous Commonwealths, Were it not forthe 
blood so freely poured out and the treasure so 
lavishly expended by the twenty-four loyal States | 
represented on this floor, the eleven States now 
in revolt-would not be saved from self-destruction, 
and the forty States so speedily to grow up inthe | 
Mississippi valley:and on the Pacific slope would 
never come into existence. 

Of the immense national debt which. we are 
incurring in this struggle each State will-of course ; 
have to bear a share; buat it is quite manifest that | 
fortwo generations to come, owing to our estab- 
lished system of taxation, the present loyal States 
will have to endure vastly the larger proportion 
of the total burden. Is it fair or just that in ad- | 
dition to this they shall each be called upon to bear 
unaided a. large local debt, necessarily and yet 
generously incurred in aid of the one common 
object of preserving the life of the whole nation? 
The question which I present, therefore, is not 
one for dispute or difference between any of the 
States here represented, for they all have a com- 


| ary struggle was under discussion, the very ob- |! 


mon interest in adopting the proposed meas- 
ure. The financial issue is rather between’ the 
twenty-four loyatStates on the one hand, and the 
eleven revolted States, together with all fature 
new States, on the other. We-have itin our 
power to-day to determine the matter upon prin- 
ciples of the highest equity, and at the same time 
for the interest of the loyal States who are bear- 
ing the heat and burden-of the great contest. 

From such data as- E: have been able to collect 
Lestimate the war debts of the loyal: States and: 
of the towns, cities, and counties within those: 
States as amounting at least to 150,000,000. 
The annual tax to meet the interest on.this sum 
must be raised by a direct levy on the property 
of the people without the intervention of an ex-- 
cise system or any other indirection to lighten 
or disguise it. If this burden is to remain per- 
manently on the communities now sustaining it, 
we shall witness the anomalous spectacle of less 
than one third of the prospective number of States 
bearing in its most oppressive form $150,000,600 
of debt, every dollar of which was contracted as 
much for the benefit of the other two thirds of the 
Union as for themselves. And the injurious: 
working of such a discrimination will be made 
odiously and cruelly manifest in the emigration 
from the old to the new States, and from ‘the 
North to the South, for the purpose of escaping 
the very tax which was incurred that the new 
States might be born and that the South might be 
saved from suicide, Ï could not, by any argu- 
ment, enhance the foree of such a factas this, nor 
strengthen the plea which it makes for the equal- 
ization of the entire debt created. by the war. 

l anticipate an objection which will be made to 
the measure on the score of expediency. Many 
gentlemen, whileadmitting theabstract justice and 
equity of the proposition, have suggested the dan- 
ger of impairing the national credit by adding to 
ita burden which need not be assumed. ‘Phe 
national Treasury they fearis already overloaded 
by the inevitable demands upon it, and they pro- 
test against incurring any fresh obligation where 
it can possibly be avoided. 1 shall before closing 
my remarks speak somewhat in detail of our abil- 
‘ity to bear the national debt which the suppres- 
sion of the rebellion will leave upon us. At this 
point I desire only to say that it isa mistake, pal- 
pable and radical, to-assume that the adoption of 
the refunding measure which I have proposed 
would in any degree add to the national burden or 
actually increase the debt of the country. The 
States and communities whichowe the debis pro- 
posed to be refunded are preciscly the same States 
and communities upon which must rest the main- 
tenance of the national ‘credit:during: the entire 
period that it may be said to be in doubt or on 
trial before the world. if this $150,000,0U0 of 
local indebtedness.is upon them, itaflects thoir re- 
sources and theirability to carry the national debt 
by precisely that amount. © Anduf the. national 
debt is increased $150,000,000 by. refunding to 
the States, the local burdens are correlatively and 
proportionally reduced. Not only is this so, as 
an actual fact, but itis so in its impression and 
its influence in financial circles. You will find 
that the bankers in New York and London main- 
tain a close observation upon our State and loeal | 
indebtedness, and thence measure our ability to. 
carry a national debt. ` Shouid the refunding pol» 
icy be adopted, no class of men will appreciate it 
so thoroughly or weigh its effect so clearly as 
those who-so largely control the loan market, 
The policy will need neither explanation nor vin- 
dicauion with that sagacious and far-secing class | 
of men. ‘ ; 

It is worthy of remark that at the organization | 
of the Government, when the: policy of refund- 
ing to the States. their outlays in the revolution- 
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jection which I bave just been considering was 
vehemently urged by those who were opposed to 
the measure. Their whole argument was very 
quietiy overthrown by Mr. Hamilton in his cel- 
ebrated report of January 9, 1790, when he 
summed up and disposed of the entire case in’, 
these few words: 

“Admitting that a provision must be made in some way 
or other for the entire debt, it will certainly follow that no 
greater revenues will be required, whether that provision 
be made wholly by the United States or partly by them 
and partly by the States separately.’? 

Instead of having an injurious effect on the 
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public credit, Mr. Hamilton further maintained 
that the refunding policy ‘would contribute, in an: 
eminent degree, to an orderly, stable, and satise 
factory arrangement of the national finances? ` 
THE PRECEDENTS FOR THE PROPOSED MEASURE. 
Every measure of legislation having. sufficient 
‘importance to cnlist:the interest and challenge the 
scrutiny of the country. is greatly. strengthened if: 
its policy, can be.sustained ‘by the practice ‘of ther- 
past. Happily. in this, instance we are. not.withs, 
out the most pertinent and suggestive- precedents 
‘—rnot.only settling all questions-of.conatitutjonal: 
power; but vindicating by results, the. policy. of, 
‘refunding all war expenditures to the States, is 
: | need not remind. the House'that one of :the: 
earliest and one of the gravest questions- that 
came up for adjustment upon the organization of 
the Government: was the payment from the come 
mon purse of the nation of all debts contracted by: 
the States in their great struggle. to’ achieve our 
independence... AJI the possible. questions and 
issues involved in such a policy were fully and 
freely. discussed by the leading statesmen of that 
day; andthe decision was in favor of refunding 
—a decision which was followed by the. almost 
instant: revival and subsequent. continued main- 
tenance of the public credit. The argument in 
favor of the policy was admirably condensed by- 
Mr, Hamilton. in a single, paragraph which L 
quote from one of his ablest papers: op oe 
«The equalizing of the condition of the citizene of every: 
State, and exonerating those of the States most. indebted, 
from partial burdens which would press upon them in cons 
sequence of exertions in a common cause, is not complerely 
fulfilled antil the entire debt of every Stute contracted in 
relation Lo the war is embraced in onc general.and compre. 
hensive plan.» Ehe inconvenience to the United States of 
disburdening the States which are sul incumbered with 
considerable debts, would bear no proportion to: the! incon 
venience which they would feel if left to struggle with those 
debts unaided. ”™: ee arot 
Following the views nd recommendations. of 
Mr. Hamiltonu, Congress, on the 5th of August, 
1790, passed “An act to provide moré'effectually 
for the settlement of accounts between the United’ 
States and the individual States: By this'act,a 
boaril, ednsisting of three commissioners, was ap- 
pointed to hear and adjudicate all claims submiued 
to them. ‘The generous and comprehensive basis 
on which claims were to be determine may bë 
seen from the third section of the act; a part of 
which 1 will read: eet oe oie A 
“Sec..3. Itshall be the duty of said commissioners to 
recéive and examine all claims which shall bd exhibited to 
them before the Ist day ofJuy, A.D. 1791, and to determine 
on all such as sball have accrued for the general or partic- 
war defense during the war, and on the evidence thereof, 
according to the principles of general equity, aldligugh such. 
claims jay not be sanctioned by. the resolves of Congress, 
nor supported by regular vouchers, &e. , $ E 
By legislation eéntemporancous with the fors 
going, the act indeed béing approved, one day, in. 
advance of that from which I have ready; Congress. 
agreed to liquidate the claims of States to a-speci-- 
fied amoudt with the simple proviso that the claims’ 
should be for * compensations and cxpenditures. 
for service or supplies toward the prosecution of 
the Inte warand the defense of the United States. 
or some part thereof during the same.” The. 
amouits for which.United States stocks were in, 
pursuance of this legislation. exchanged for cers, 
tificates of State indebtedness were, as follows in, 
the various States: namely, New, Hampshire,, 
$300,000; Massachusetts, $4,000,000; Rhode Isl- 
and, $200,600; Connecticut, $1,000,060; New, 
York, $1,200,000; New Jersey, $800,u00; Penn-: 
sylvana $2,200,000; Delaware, $200,000; Mary. 
land, $800,000; Virginia, $5,500,009; North Care: 
olina, $2,400,000; South Carolina, $4,000,000; 
Georgia, $300,000. Massachusetts, which fur- 
nished the most men in the revolutionary war, and” 
South Carolina, which furnished the léast number, , 
had the same amounts liquidated; and. the aggre. 
gate sum thus refunded to all-the States:for war exe" 
penditures was $21,500,000; immeasurably larger’ 
in proportion to the wealth and ‘resources of ttie, 
country at that time than §150,000,000 would be 
for the nation as it exists-to-day.o: o> a 
The second precedent for refûnding thé expend. 
itures made by Siates wag in. the war with Enge. 
land in 1819-15... Every dolar- was; repaid, en: 
the most liberal principles, the only limitor quali 
fication being that the money whose restitution” 
was claimed * had ‘been actually: expended for 
the use and. benefit of the United States auring’: 
the late war with Great Britain.” : And the prin 
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ciplewas carried further than simply refunding 
the amounts advanced, for interest also was sub- 
sequently allowed to every State,except Massa- 
chasetts, upon all debts incurred on Behalf of the 
common cause. The payment of interest was 
a much-discussed and long-delayed act, and its 


accomplishment was finally due to the clear and’ 


forcible presentation of the merits and rightful- 
ness of the policy by President Montoe in ames- 
sage to Congress during the session of 1824-25. 
In consequence of the argument and influence of 
the President interest was allowed to Virginia ‘on 
all sums on which she had paid interest;”? and 
subsequently by separate acts each State thai had 
made advances for war purposes was allowed 
interest in full thereon, with the exception just 
noted, anda bill to refund interest to Massachu- 
setts is now pending, Reference nay be had to 
United States Statutes at Large, volume 4, pages 
161, 175, 192, 241, 499. 

The third and freshest precedent for the policy 
now urged was the course pursued by our Gov- 
ermment with reference to State expenses incurred 
during the war with Mexico. The refunding to 
the States in that instance was upon a basis so 
comprehensive and broad as to be almost liable to 
the charge of looseness and prodigality. Before 
the war had continued a year, before the intelli- 
gence of Taylor’s victory at Buena Vista had 
reached this country, and before Scott had even 
landed at Vera Cruz, Congress provided by joint 
resolution of March 3, 1847, for refunding, as 
follows: 


“Resolved hy the Senate aul Houseof Representatives of 
the Uniled States of Americain Congress assembled, ‘Chatthe 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized aud re- 
quired to cause to be refunded to the several States, or to 

_ individuals, for services rendered, acting ander the au- 
thority of any State, the amount of expenses incurred by 
them in organizing, subsisting, and transporting volunteers 

| previous to their being mustered and rceeived into the ser- 
vice of the United States tor the preseut war? 


Under this resolution many claims were pre- 
sented which the auditing bureaus of the Treas- 
ury Department refused to allow, because of the 
restriction contained inthe phrase “acting under 
the authority of any State.” There were, more- 
over, a class of claiins presented by counties and 
municipal corporations which did not seem to be 
included within the specific terms of the resolu- 
tion, To remedy all such defects, Congress the 
vaxt year passed an act, approved June 2, 1848, 
the first section of which was in the following 
terms: na 

~ Pe il enacted, Ye That the provisions of the joint res- 
olution approved Mareh 3, 1847, entitled ©A resolution to 
renni money LO tt ates that bave supplied volnnteers, 
we? be, and the e hereby, extended soas to embrace 
all cases ofe heretofore incurred in organizi sub- 
sisting, and porting volunteers previous tou being 
mustered and received into the United Sian ve or 
the present war, whether by States, counties, corporations, 
or individuals, either acting with or without the authority of 
any State rovided, however, ‘Vbat proof shall be made 
to the satisfaction of the etary of War of the amount 
thus expended, and that the same was necessary and proper 
for the trovps aforesaid.” 

Sweeping and conclusive as was the general 
scope of this resolution, tbe simple proviso re- 
quiring satisfactory proof that the expenditures 
were “necessary und proper for the troops afore- 
said,” operated asa bar to the paymentof certain 
classes of claims. The auditing bareaus under 
the strict scrutiny applied by them, held a con- 


siderable amount suspended for three or four | 


years, until finally in 1852 Congress again came 
to the relief of the States by declaring that their 
accounts should be allowed © as presented.” This 
legislation is contained in the tenth section of the 


Army appropriation bill, approved August 31, 


1852, as follows: 


nd be ìt further enacted, §c., That there be appropriated 
as aforesaid for refunding to the State of Michigan me 
amount advaneed by said State in organizing subsisting 
and transporting volunteers previous ta their being mus- 
tered into the United States service during the late war with 
Mexico, $20,000, which said sum or so mucli thereof as 
shall be necessary to pay and cancel the claim of said State 
as presented, and now on file in the office of the third Aud- 


Hor of the Treasury Department, shalt be paid by the See- | 


retary of the ‘Treasury to the 
eer of the said State of Mich 
principles be apptied in the settlement of the claims of the 
Stare of Alabama and all other Stutes for money advanced 
in raising, subsisting, and transporting troops fur tae Mexi- 
ean war.”? 

In one of the instances which I have cited the 
claims of States were paid by substituting United 
States bonds for certificates of locai indebtedness, 
The bill which I have submitted proposesa simi- 


Governor or other proper offi 
a 


Provided, That ie same | 


just to refund the expenditures heretofore made in 


no danger of anexpanded circulation. It neither 
adds to the currency by an issue of legal-tender 
notes, nor does it increase the bonded debt of the 
loyal States. It simply changes the form of the 
latter ffrom a local and diverse to a general and 
uniform series of obligations. ` 

Thus we find the precedents are ample, broad, 
and conclusive. In the three wars in which our 
country has been engaged the policy of refunding 
to the States all their contributions to the common 
cause has been uniformly and rigidly followed by 
Congress. It was so in our first war, which was 
a struggle for independence; it was so in our sec- 
ond war, which was waged for maritime rights 
and for national dignity; it was so in our third 
war, which,in its spirit and in its results, was 
mainly a war of conquest. We are now engaged 
in war for the fourth time, and the struggle is for 
national unity and-sclf-prescrvation. Instead of 
narrowing these precedents left us by former 
wars, every consideration of justice and equity 
requires that we should give them their widest 
application in the present instance. Sf it were 


a common cause, it is so now in a ratio enhanced 
by the magnitude of the issues involved in the 
pending contest. 


OUR ABILITY TO REFUND THE WAR EXPENDITURES 
OF STATES FROM THE COMMON TREASURY OF 
THE NATION. 


In one aspect it is scarcely necessary to argue 
this question, for the simple reason, as already 
suggested, that if we are notable to carry the war 
debts of the States as a common charge upon the 
nation, we are not able to carry them where-they 
are now placed, ‘The refunding policy which I 
have proposed neither adds to nor subtracts from 
the debt of the loyal people who are now strug- 
gling for the Union and for nationality. It sim- 
ply equalizes the burden and places it impartially 
on the shoulders of those who are to be benefited 
by the victorious issue of the war, for the sup- 
portof which the State debts have been contracted. 

The real question of interest in this connection 
is whether we are able as a nation to sustain ‘the 
entire debt which the close of the war will leave 
upon as without oppressively burdening the busi- 
ness and crippling the energies of the people? I 
propose to show by some simple facts and figures 
that we are abundantly equal to the great trial, 
and that in bearing it we are assuming far less 
responsibility in proportion to wealth, popula- 
tion, and prospective development, than has been 
successfully and tiuimphandy assumed in the 
past by another great nation, and even by our- 
selves at the organization of the Government, 

In estimating the debt with which we are to be 
incumbered it is not wise, m my judgment, to 
adopt a too sanguine anticipation of the speedy 
close of the war. Very many gentlemen, whose 
opinions the public are accustomed to respect, pre- 
dict the entire suppression of the rebellion within 
the ensuing summer. For myself, E cannot in- 
dulge in so pleasing a prospect. Whatever false 
reckonings we may have made in the past in regard 
to the shortness of the war, l have latterly been of 
those who believe that the leading conspirators of 


the South intend at all events to prolong the strug- 
gie until the contest for the Presidency 1s ended. 
They have a hope—baseless enough it seems to 
us—that in some way they are to be benefited by 
the result of that election, and hence they will 
hold out until itis decided, and with a view, in- | 
deed, of affecting its decision. Let us then not |; 
deceive ourselves with regard to the speedy re- |j 
duction of the enormous ex penditures.to which we |! 
are now subjected.. [t is wiser for us to look 


| 
i 
| 
| 


soberly at facts as they are and not beguile our- 
selves with rose-colored views of facis as we wish | 
they might be. Let us make our calculations jn ji 
regard to the national debt therefore on the ag- 
sumption that the war will last until July, 1865, 
instead of closing in July, 1864, as has been so 
confidently assumed by many. Should it come | 
to a termination earlicr, our error will be the i 

t 

| 

| 


happiest feature in our entire calculation, 
Eleretofore the estimates of the Secretary of 
the Treasury in regard to the amount of the na- 
tional debt at any given period have proved as- 
tonishingly accurate. And the safest feature of i| 
his estimates is seen in the fact that he has in no | 
instance understated the prospective amount of ine |i 


debtedness as actually ascertained when the day 
for which the estimate was made had arrived. 
For instance, in December, 1862, the Secretary 
stated that the debt July 1, 1863, would be 
$1, 122,297,403 24. In fact when the time arrived 
the debt. had only reached $1,098,793,181 37, or 
some twenty-four millions less than Mr. Chase 
estimated. With fuller data for reckoning than 
when he made the calculation just referred to, 
the Secretary now estimates that if the war shall 
continue so long, at its current rate of cost, our 
debt in July, 1865, will reach the large sum of 
$2,231,935,190 37. To this vast sum et us add 
$150,000,000 to be incurred by refunding to States 
as proposed in the measure 1 am advocating, and 
$150,000,600 more to cover unforeseen expenses in 
closing up the great contest, and you havea grand 
total of $2,500,000,000, the annual interest and 
ultimate redemption of which must be provided 
forby the nation. Besides contracting this enor- 
mous debt, we shali have expended all the current 
receipts of the Treasury in conducting the war, 
amounting in the aggregate, for the four years, to 
more than five hundred millions, making thusa 
gross outlay of over three thousand millions ag 
the cost of subduing the rebellion—an expendi- 
ture of $2,000,000 per day from the inception to 
the close of the contest. 

Let us see how, by the experience of our own 
country in a former generation, as well as by the 
experience of another great people, we may hope 
to meet this burden with confidence and courage, 
bearing it without oppression when itis heaviest 
and coming in good season toits total discharge, 
or by attainment of superior strength making it 
so light as to be practically disregarded. 

At the organization of our Government in 1789 
the entire population, free and slave; was under 
four millions, scattered along the seaboard from 
the St. Croix to the St. Mary’s, not fifty thou- 
sand in all living one hundred miles distant from 
the flow of the Atlantic tide. Facilities for inter- 
communication were greatly restricted, manufac- 
tures and the arts were in feeble infancy, agri- 
culture was rude and not highly remunerative, 
because commerce, its handmaid, was languish- 
ing and waiting to be quickened to enterprise and 
vigor. The entire valuation of the thirteen States, 
according to the weight of authority, did not ex- 
ceed six hundred million dollars, three hundred 


| millions less than the valuation of Massachusetts 


to-day, and not one half so great as that of Penn- 
sylvania. Property at that time was ill adapted 
to bear taxation, profits were ‘small, and to the 
political economist, measuring the condition and 
capacity of the country, it seemed utterly unable 
to carry a debt of any considerable magnitude. 
And yet our ancestors did not hesitate to assume 
the burden of ninety million dollars, more than one 
seventh of all the property they owned. Mr. Jef- 
ferson, who was the most distrustful of all the 
statesmen of that day in regard to the ability of 
the nation to sustain the load, was yet willing to 
say that it could be casily borne if our annual in- 
crease of population and property could maintain 
an average of five per cent.—then the most sanguine 
estimate which any one dared to place on the fu- 
ture growth of the country, Flad we realized only 
the ratio of inerease assumed by Mr. Jefferson, 
our population in 1860 would have been some fif- 


| teen instead of thirty-one milhons, and our wealth 


$2,700,000,000 instead of §16,000,000,000. Upon 
Mr. Jefferson’s assumed basis of increase the debt 
would never have been oppressive, but upon the 
rate of growth actually realized the country paid 
the interest on the debt and accumulated a fund 


i for its redemption with such case that people 


never felt they were taxed. And yet I hope to 
show that our debt at the close of this war will be 
relatively lighter than the debt which our revo- 
lutionary fathers thus assumed, and proceeded so 
carly and so easily to discharge. 

Look also at the case of Great Britain, Atthe 
close of her gigantic struggle with Napoleon in 
1615, the national debt of that kingdom amounted 


to €861,000,000 sterling, or $4,300,000,000, and 


for readicr comparison $ shall speak of her debt 
in dollars rather than in pounds. Her entire 
population at that time was less than twenty mil- 
lion, and the valuation of all her property was 
about nine thousand five hundred million dollars. 
She owed, indeed, nearly halfof all that she pos- 
sessed. Her population,was less than two thirds 
of what ours is to-day. Her entire property was 
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not three fifths of what curs was by the census of 

1860, while her debt was §1,800,000,000 greater 
. than ours will be in July, 1865. And incontract- 
ing this debt she was compelled to sell her bondsat 
the most enormousssacrifice, From 1792 to 1815 
her debt was increased £3,000,000,000, and yet in 
exchange for this amount of bonds she received in 
money but #1,730,000,000, thus submitting toa 
discount of $1,270,000,000. In other words, 
England, during the twenty-three years of con- 
tinental war only realized on an average for the 
whole period $100 in money in exchange for $173 
of her bonds. This, be it remembered, was the 
average forthe wholetime. Asthe contest waxed 
desperate her sacrifices became desperate in pro- 
portion, and the money which enabled her to 
fight the decisive campaign of Waterloo was 
obtained by selling her bonds to the European 
bankers at less than fifty cents on the dollar, 
Compared with this our sacrifices on our national 
securities thus far have been light, not averaging 
from the inception of the war to the present day, 
with allelements of expenditure fairly estimated, 
more than from twenty to twenty-five per cent., 
reckoned on the gold basis. 

_ To meet their enormous debt the British peo- 
ple had nothing but the commercial and industrial 
resources of the United Kingdom, whose whole 
area is not double that of the single State of Mis- 
souri, They had a population of but twenty 


million, as already stated, subject to no increase | 


from immigration, and growing in half a century 
no more than we haveadded during the last decade. 
And yet on this restricted area the enterprise and 


energy of the British people bave increased their | 


property until itis valued at $33,000,000,000; and 
i defiance of the large expenditure resulting from 
several costly wars i 
redaced their debt some three hundred million 
dollars. Their steady progress in wealth under 
their large debt is comprehended in the statement 
thal the average property per capita in 115 was 
léss than five Þundred dollars, and in 1861 about 
eleven hundred dollars. In J815 some twenty- 
five per cent. of all the earnings and income of 
the people was absorbed in taxation, and in 1861 
less than ten per cent. was taken for the same ob- 
ject. In 1810 the proportion of taxes per head 
for the whole people excceded seventeen dollars, 
and in 186] it had fallen below ten dollars, 

“ These brief details of British experience show 
how a great debt without being absolutely re- 
duced to any considerable extent becomes rela- 
tively lighter by the inereased capacity to bear it. 
The wealth per capita of the entire population in 
a period of forty-six years has more than doubled; 
the aggregate property of the realm has more than 
trebled; and all this on a fixed area of one hun- 
dred and twenty thousand square miles and with 
a population increasing at the slow rate of only 
one per cent. per amnium, Tf such results can be 
wrought out by a kindred people against such 
obstacles and hinderances, what may we not hope 
to accomplish under the auspicious circumstances 
that surround our own nation? 

In the light of the national experiences we have 
been glancing at we may clearly read our own 
great future. Itis wot, indeed, a matter of sur- 
mise or speculative query, but of well-founded 
and confiflent calculation—a calewlation which, 
however sanguine it be made, will have its only 
error in falling Short of results actually to be re- 
alized. The war closing in July, 1863, will leave 
us in this condition: a vation numbering some 
thirty-three million people, owning over sixteen 
thousand millions of property, and carrying a 
debt of '§2,500,000,000. The proportion between 
debt and property will be just about the same that 
it was when the Union was formed, while the ratio 
of our advance and the largely enhanced produc- 


tiveness of agricultural, manufacturing, and com- į 


niercial pursuits, gives the present generation an 
advantage that renders it far less burdensome at 
the very outset. And if the revolutionary debt 
became in a very brief period so light as to be un- 
noticed, why may we not, with a vastly accele- 
rated ratio of progress, assume a similar auspi- 
cious result with regard to the debt we are now 
contracting? Were our future advance in wealth 
and population to be no more rapid than Great 
Britain’s has been since 1815, we should at the 


close of the present century have a population of | 


forty-five million souls, and a property amount; 


ing to $50,000,000,000. 


since 1815, they have actually | 


“quite evident that the condition of the country 
ing done as rapidly as Mr. i 


progress our entire debt would cease to be feltas 
a burden. But upon the increase of population 
and development of wealth to be so assuredly an- 
ticipated, the debt would be so small in compari- 
son with the total resources of the nation as to 
become absolutely inconsiderable. Let us look 
at the figures. 

According to the estimates made in the report 
of the eighth onnsus,and made with greatcareupon 
very complete data, our population in the ‘year 
1900 will be one hundred millions. The property: 
of the country during tive last decade increased one 
hundred and twenty-six per cent.; our aggregate 
wealth in 1850 being a trifle over $7,000,000,000, 
andin 1860 exceeding $16,000;000,000. Some of 
the States exhibited an almost fabulous progress— 
lowa, the highest in ratio, gaining nine hundred 
and forty-two per cent., or nearly one «hundred 
per cent. per annum; and California, not far be- 
hind her, making a gain of eight hundred and 
thirty-cight per cent.; the average of all the 
States being, as I havealready stated, one hundred 
and twenty-six per cent. The aggregate addition 
of wealth for the ten years was thus absolutely 
larger than all that had becir accumulated in the 
country from the settlement of Jamestown and 
Plymouth down to the year 1850. We can 
hardly hope to maintain this enormous ratio for 
cach successive decade, but it is assuming very 
much less than the average of the past would 
justify to say that our property will inerease in 
double the ratio of our population, From 1790 
to 1860 our population increased in all about 
seven hundred per centa, while our property in- 
creased some twenty-six hundred per cent., thus 
showing an increase of property nearly fourfold 
greater than in population. A population of one 
hundred million m A. D. 1900 implies an in- 
crease of two bundred and ten per cent, on the 
consus of 1860. Doubling the ratio for increase 
in property gives us a gain of four hundred and 
twenty per cent, which would give a total valu- 
ation at the time specified of $85,000,600,000, of 
which vast amount our estimated national debt 
would constitute only the trifling proportion | 
of three per cent, The embarrassment to the 
country under such circumstances would prove 
as light as would a debt of $3,000 to an individ- 
ual who had an otherwise unincumbered estate 
of $100,000, the estate all the while recciving a 
steady increase of ten per cedt. per annum. 

All that I have said has been based on the sup- 
position of the debt remaining ata fixed sum, the 
country simply paying the interest. Asa matter 
of fact, however, it is perfectly obvious that in 
the progress and prosperity of the fature one of 
our first acts will be to provide for the gradual but 
absolute redemption of the principal. That this 
will be consummated without oppressively add- | 
ing to the aunual burden of taxes may be in- 
ferred with certainty from a slight examination 
of our capacity to make increased payments pro- 
portioned to our Increased amount of consoli- 
dated wealth. The time of redemption will depend | 
wholly on the will of the tax;payers; but it is | 


may justify its being 
Hamilton proposed to redecm the debt which 

he funded in 1790. The period assigned hy bim 

was thirty-five years, sud so well based were 

his calculations that the entire debt, augmented 

largely and unexpectedly as it was by the war of 
1812, was paid in forty-four years from the date 

of funding, and in 1934 the United States found i 
itself owing but $37,000. 

To those who may be disposed to doubt the 
future progress of our couniry according to the 
ratio assumed, a few familiar considerations in re- 
spect to our resources may be recalied with ad- 
vantage. We occupy a territory at least three 
million square miles in extent; within a fraction | 
as large as the whole of Europe. Our habitable 
and cultivable area is indeed larger than that of 
all Europe, to say nothing of the superior fertility 
and general productiveness of our soil. So vast 
is our extent that though we may glibly repeat 
its numerical measure, we find it most difficult to 
form any just conception of it. The State of 
Texas alone is equal in size to” the empire of | 
France and the kingdom of Portugal united; and | 
yet these two monarchies support a population of | 
forty millions, while Texas bas but six hundred | 
thousand inhabitants. Or,if we wish for a com- | 


Even upon this ratio of |} parative measure nearer home, let me state that |! 


i 
| 


the area of Texas is greater than that-of the six 
New England States together with New York 
and New Jersey and Penfsylvania and Obie aid 
Indiana all combined. 
State in size, is equalin extent tothe kingdom of; 
Spain and the kingdom of Belgium together, 
Spain:and Belgium bave twenty million people, 
while California has.nothalf a:million... And wer 
might pursue this species of comparison aluiost | 
indefinitely, clearly showing that.in-capacity and: 
assured destiny our individual States, if peaceful 
and united, are to become as wealthy, as popu-: 
lous, and as powerful-as the separate greatna-. 
tionsof Europe. Mere territorial extent does not | 
of course imply future greatness, though itis one 
great requisite toit; And in our case it is so vast 
an element that we may be pardoned for dwelling 
on it with emphasis and iteration. The land that 
is still in the hands of our Government, not sold, 
nor even preémpted, amounts to a thousand mil- 
lion acres, an extent of territory thirteen times ag 
large as Great Britain, and equal in area to all the 
kingdoms of Europe, with Russia and Turkey. 
alone excepted.’ 

And with this nlmost limitless expanse of ter- 


vitory we have associated. facilities for the acqui- 


sition and consolidation of wealth, varied, mag- 
nificent, and immeasurable. Our agricultural 
resources, bounteous and boundless. by nature; 
are, by the application of mechanical skill and’ 
labor-saving machinery, receiving a development 
each decade which a century in the past would 
have failed to secre, and which a century in the 
future will place beyond all present power of com- 
patation--giving us go far the lead in the produc- 
tion of those staple articles essential to life and 
civilization that wo become the arbiter of thd 
world’s destiny withoutaiming at the world’s em-. 
pire. The single State of Hlinois cultivated to its 
capacity can produce as large a crop of cereals as 
has ever been grown within the limits of the Uni- 
ted States, while ‘Texas, if peopled Yat half ag 
densely as Maryland even, coald give an annual 
return of cotton larger than the largest that has 
ever been grown in all the cotton States together, 
Our facilities for commerce and exchange, both 
domestic and foreign, who shall measure them? 
By ocean, by lake, by our marvelous and ankim- 
ited flow of navigable streams, by canal, by our 
nelwork of railroads more than thirty thousand 
miles in extent, greater than the railroads of all 
Europe and all the world besides, these: give us 
avenues of trade and channels. of communication 
both nataral and artificial such as no other vation 
has ever enjoyed, and tending to the production. 
of wealth with a rapidity. not to be measured by 
any standard of the past... “fhe enormous field 
for manufacturing industry in all its complex and 
endless variety, with our raw material,our won+ 
derful motive-power. both by water and steam, 
our bealthful climate, our cheap: carringe, our 
home consumption, our foreign demand, all com 
bining to build up a trafie whose magnitude and. 
whose profit willin no long period surpass the 
gigantic industrial system of Great Britain, where 
to-day the cunning hands of ten million arusans 
accomplish, with mechanical aid, the work of six 
hundred million men. Our mines of gold and 
silverand iron and copperand lead and eoal, with 
their untold and unimaginable wealth spread over 
millions of acres of territory, in the valley, on the 
mountain side, alongrivers, yielding alread ya rich 
harvest, and destined to.Inererse a thousand fold, 
until their every-day treasures, 
t Familiar grows, 
Shall realize Orient’s fbled weal? ` 

o Theseare the great elements of material prog- 


€ 


| ress; and tbey comprehend ibe entire circle of 


humah enterprise—agriculturc, commerce, mans 
ufactures, mining. They assure to us a growth 
in property and population that will surpass the 
most sanguine deductions.af our census tables, 
framed as those tables are upon the ratios and res 
lations of our progress in the past. They give 
into our hands, under the blessing of Almighty 
God, the power to command our fate asa nation, 
They hold out to us the grandest futare reserved 
for any people; and with this promise they teach 
us the lesson of patience, and make confidence 
and fortitude a duty. With such amplitude and 
affluence of resources, and with such a vast stake 
at issue, we should be unworthy of our lineage 
and our inheritance if we for one moment dis- 
trasted our ability to maintain ourselves a united 
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people, with ‘one country, one Constitution, 
one desti 

Mr. 
the committee but for a few moments. I do 
not-find it necessary to oppose ihis bill because F 
have a doubt whether the militia of Pennsylvania 
was mustered into the service of the United 
States. Ido net think thatthe bill should be op- 
posed on any such ground as that. Whether they 
were mustered into the service of the United 
States or not, they were in that service.. They 
performed most important duty in a great emer- 
gency and at a time when there was no opportu- 
nity to be either mustered in or to delay for forms 
of any kind; certainly they were not expected to 
wait for such formalities when the enemy was 
marching upon her soil, There is a debt due 
from as to the State of Pennsylvania which 1am 
not going to oppose upon any such ground as that. 

Į sought the foor a moment ago when the gen- 
teman from Ohio [Mr. Cox] was enumerating 
the States that he was willing to compensate for 
services on these sudden calls, toinquire why he 
had onnitted the State of Massachusetts. 1 rec- 
olleet an occasion when that State incurred large 
expenditure in raising troops which were never 
musicred into the service of the United States at 
all, When * Stonewall’? Jackson was driving 
Banks out of the State of Virginia, and the War 
Department was frightened, they telegraphed to 
the Governors North that the capital wag in 
danger, aud among others to Governor Andrew 
of Massachusetts, calling on that State for all the 
troops she could spare. his was midnight Sun- 
day night. The bells rang in Boston, in Newbury- 
port, in Salem, and all over the eastern portion of | 
the. State, and uext day at noon all the available 
force was upon Boston Common ready to march 
to the rescue of this imperiled capital. Some 
started for Washington, some got as far as Balti- 
more, soe got as far as Philadelphia, some as 
far as New, York, before the fright was over. ‘The 
Secretary of War then telegraphed to the Govern- 
orto stop them, They never reached here, and 
they were never mustered into the service of the 
United States, Ave the State expenses under that 
egl} not to be paid because the troops were not | 
mustered into the service of the United States? 
There is a debt still due to Massachusetts for that 
expenditure, as just as any other claim which that 
State can make, or which Pennsylvania or any 
other State enn make. The Governor of Massa- 
chusetts was required suddenly to furnish these 
troops, aud whether they were mustered in or not 
does not affect the justice of the claim. 

Tam not here to inquire whether these troops 
from Pennsylvania were mustered in or not, nor 
am [here as a Representative from Massacbu- 
setts to charge against Pennsylvania that she has 
undertaken to driveasharpbargain with the Gov- 
eroument of the United States in these times; that 
she is trying to overreach the accounting officers 
of the United States; that sheis bringing here an | 
unjust and cxorbitant claim, a groundless claim, 
Te does not become our relations as sister States 
to stand up here and male these charges against 
one another, unless there is good ground for them, 

[have an objection to this bill; but it does not 
arise from the nature of the claim; it does not 
arise frou the facts which have been stated. The 
trouble is that this claim has not been allowed at 
the War De 
passed Mareh 3, 1863, is this provision, which 
was supposed to be broad enough to cover all of 
these claims. Although passed before this raid, 
it was supposed to be broad enough to cover and 
dcfray the expenses incurred in raising, equip- 
ping, and supporting minute men and volunteers 
in Pennsylvania as well asin the other States in- | 
curred after as well as before the passage of the 
act. This is the provision: 

“Pg defray expen 


H 
ij 
| 


ineurred in raising, equipping, 
enee of mibute men and volun- 
arviand, Ohio, fudiina, aud Ken- 
tueky, to repel rebel raids, $300,000, to be settled upou proper 
vouchers to be iiled aud passed upon by the proper aecount- 
ing oifecrs of the Prensa Provided, That in determin- 
ing the ¢ dander this get the same prin- 
eiples, rul shall be observed by the 
accounting aid expense have been 
applied tot alowed to Sta under Me act ap- 
,sutitied ‘An eet toiidenimnify the States 
sured by them in defense of the United 


x7 
States,? P 


Now, bere is the act of 186: 


R 
tThat the Sreretary of the Preastiy be, and he ishere- | 


partment, In the appropriation bill |} 


A 
by, directed, out of any moncy in the Treasury not other- 


wise appropriated, to pay to the Governor of any State, or 
j to his duly anthorized agent, the costs, charges, and ex- 


penses properly incurred by sach State for enrolling, sub- 
| sisting, ciothing, supplying, arming, equipping, paying, and 
| transporting its troops empleyed in aiding to suppress the 
present insurrection. against the United States, to be set- 
| tied upon proper vouchers, to be filed and passed upon by 
! the proper accounting officers.of the Treasury.” 

Under this act of 1861, rules and regulations 
were adopted by the Department g&verning iss 
accounting officers in passing upon these vouch- 
ers. ‘Two of these rules I beg leave to read: 

“1, Accounts, with vouchers, for all expenditures made 
must be presented to the Secretary of the Treasury, by 
whom they will be referred to the proper accounting officers 
for investigation and settlement. 

«92, It is only for expenditures on account of troops, 
officers, or men that have been, or may be, mustered and 
received into, or actually employed is, the service of the 
United States that reimbursement will be made. Organi- 
zations raised, or attempted to be raised, but not mustered 
i; and received into nor actuaily employed in the service, 
will not be reeoguized; nor will any reimbursement be 
| made by the United States of expenses incurred in organ- 
izing, cquipping, and maintaining troops for State purposes 
or home guard, whether called out by Stete or other local 


g 
authority, unless such troops were called out and such ex- 


penditures incurred at the request or under the authority 
of the President or the Secretary of War.” 

I understand that it was decided by the De- 
partment that the vouchers presented by the State 
of Pennsylvania in support of this claim did not 
come within the rule—not that there was any 
suspicion cast upon the claim itself, but that the 
vouchers did not bring it, according to their opin- 
ion, under this rule; and further, that it did not 
appear to the Department that the State of Penn- 
sylvania had actually paid out this money tothe 
citizens or institutions who had furnished it. 

On this ground itis that the claim comes be- 
fore Cougress. I think I state it fairly and ac- 
curately. ‘The claim was not paid because the 
vouchers do ‘not come within the existing rule. 
That occurs every day. 

Bul F said, Mr, Chairman, that I was opposed 
to the passage of this bill for quite another rea- 
son. Ltisthis: thatat this time, in the great dc- 
pletion of the public Treasury, when the energies 
of the Government are employed and the brain 
ofalithe Executive Departments, and the wisdom 
of Congress is taxed to its utmost to supply means 
for the present pressing demands upov the Treas- 
ury, to support the very life of the Government, 
we present here to-night the spectacle of States, 
represented on this floor to the number of ten or 
twelve, in a scranible as to who shall be first in 
drawing out of the Treasury that which is due to 
them, ftis due justly, I admit—dueas much as 
individual claims upon the Government, or any 
individual claim apon another. But still we pre- 
sent the Jamentable spectacle of the States rush- 
ing in at this moment upon the Treasury of the 
United States, when the public credit is shaking 
like an aspen leaf, when the Treasury is stagger- 
ing under its great load, making haste to see 
which of them shall first have its share. [know 
nothing Hke it, except the action of the drunken 
crew of a ship well-nigh foundered among the 
breakers, when fhey rash in upon and plander 
the butler’s room, each snatching off that which 
| he ean first seize as his part of the spoiland booty. 
Iu saying this, I beg gentlemen to understand 
i what I have repeated, thatit is no reflection upon 
| any claim presented, it is in admitting thatevery 
claim is just and fair in itself; but every one ofus 
| must also admit here that there are avast number 
l of just claims pressing upon the Government 
| which it has no present means to respond to, Of 
all the creditors of this Government, some clam- 
oring for pay, some perishing for the want of it, 
some who have waited long and called often, some 
of them have to be put off by that great necessity 
which overrides all, that the Government must be 
saved whether they be paid or not. Our Seere- 
tary of the Treasury is in New York, in Boston, 
in Philadelphia, at his wits’ ends for raising the 
means for the daily disbursements of the Govern- 
ment, And we are here representing the States 
who have also claims upon the Government, and 


be, whatever other demands there may be on the 
Treasury of the United States to support her ar- 
mies in the field, and tosupport her in those vast 
expenditures of millionsa day, we shall have our 
pay, and we shall have it first, and he is the best 
who shall reach the Treasury first—and the devil 
take the bindmost. 


| insisting that whatever other claims there may | 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit if it is nota 
lamentable spectacle to the country to behold this 
evening’s proceedings here—all of us insisting on 
it that we shall step in on this occasion. Sir, the 
States that incurred expenditures in the last war 
with Great Britain, when the Government had 
never involved itself in such expenditures and 
debts as it does now, waited for years after peace 
before they got their claims liquidated; and they 
waited for years after the accounts were.adjusted 
atthe Treasury Department before appropriations 
were made. ; 

Why, sir, the State of Massachusetts received 
from the Secretary of War a certified statement 
of the sum due that State for expenses incurred 
during the last war, as these expenses have now 
been incurred by Pennsylvania, by Ohio, by Ma- 
ryland, by Massachusetts, and other States, and 
yet she rested for forty long years with her ac- 
counts adjusted and certified as due before she 
was paid by an appropriation from the national 
Treasury, and that withoutinterest. She waited 
from 1815 down to 1860 before that appropriation 
was made. And yet there was nevera suspicion 
of injustice or fraud attached to her claim. 

But, sir, my friend from Maine [Mr. Brame] 
has introduced a grand and beautiful scheme for 
funding these debts, quoting Alexander Hamil- 
ton’s authority on that subject, and he fears these 
States will go to destruction unless we make haste 
and take off the burdens of these debts from them. 
He fears that unless that is done, the citizens of 
these States will flee from them to the rebellious 
South in order to avoid taxation. 

Mr. BLAINE. This is not the first time my 
amendment has been referred to. J ask the gen- 
tleman to allow me now to interrupt him long 
enough to state precisely the point, for I regard 
itas one of importance. I stated this, that when 
the Government was reéstablished and the rebel- 
lious States had returned to theirloyalty, that when 
thirty or forty new States had grown up out of 
our domain,we should then witness the anomalous 
and unjust spectacle of the people of the loyal 
States going South, and going into these new- 
born States in order to escape the taxation that 
would result by allowing these immense debts to 
remain upon the now loyal States. Now [ask 
if the gentleman has given a fair interpretation to, 
what Í said when he remarked that I was afraid 
these people would run off into the rebellious 
States? If the gentleman will take my amend- 
ment and read it, he will see that it is not sus- 
ceptible of his interpretation, From the whole- 
sale character of his remarks I do not think he 
did understand the amendment, and from the tone 
of scolding which he is very much in the habit of 
toward everybody who does not exactly gee with 
his understanding, I very much doubt if it would 
treat it fairly if he did understand it, [Laughter.] 

My amendment only provides that a final re- 
port shall be made to Congress by a year from 
next December, 

Mr. DAWES. This is the first time I ever heard 
that I insisted upon controlling other people’s 
votes. 

Mr. BLAINE. Notatall. I said the gentle- 
man was inthe habit of indulging in a tone of 
scold. (Laughter.] 

Mr. DAWES. Well, Mr, Chairman, if I may 
be allowed to continue in the manner in which I 
was brought up, protesting all the time that I 
never scold anybody, however J may appear to 
do so, I will make one other remark. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DAWES. Notat all; I cannotallow any 
of this side-play. Now, if the gentleman from 
Maine has, upon a question whether we shall 
pay Pennsylvania $600,000, introduced a scheme 
to be inaugurated after peace shall be restored 
and the rebellious States brought back into the 
Union; after they sball be reorganized in all the 
glory of free States, inviting immigration from 
the North, I still do not entirely understand it. 
I can, however, see the pertinency of his intro- 
ducing Alexander Hamilton, whose great forte 
was this funding system which he inaugurated 
five or six years after the war of the Revolution 
had ceased. ‘he gentleman’s plan reminds me 
very much of the lady in the play, who bought a 
door-plate with the name of Thompson on it, 
which she explained by saying, that it might so 
happen that she should get married, that she 
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might have a daughter who might marry a man 
of the name of Thompson,and he might spell his 
name with a p, and they might keep house and 
want a door-plate, and then how handy it would 
be to have it in the house. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, we have been told a great many times 
in the course of this session that this Government 
has already as much upon its shoulders as it can 
conveniently carry along just now. If this claim 
of Pennsylvania is allowed there is no reason why 
similar claims of other States should notalso beal- 
lowed; and I really think that Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
Maryland, and Massachusetts can afford to set an 
example to the other creditors of the Government 


of waiting—a patriotic example of waiting until 


that time shall come when, by a system of fund- 
ing, which my friend from Maine will then have 
had an opportunity to elaborate more clearly and 
deliberate upon more calmly and good-naturedly 
than. he has been able. to ‘do to-night—then, at 
some time in the future, when we shall have 
brought the ship out-from among these breakers, 
then Pennsylvania may come up to the Treasury 
of the United States and say that we have recog- 
nized the justice of her claim, but not being able 
to pay it, she has waited until the great trouble 
was over, and now demands that her claim shall 
be audited and settled by the Treasury; thatthere 
were claims upon you, that the rebels had drawn 
so largely upon your life-blood ang upon your re- 
sources that there was nothing left for you but to 
husband them all for the support of your armies 
in the field and your navy upon the sea; and that 
she, recognizing this, the Keystone State of this 
great arch, would set an example to all the States 
of waiting till a more desirable season. 

I say nothing in disparagement of the claim. 
What I have said has been said in justification of 
it, for l see very plainly how it can have arisen 
in great justice, and how it can lack the vouchers 
which the stringent rules of the Treasury have 
required, and J know that there are other claims 
situated exactly like this, But I submit to Penn- 
sylvania and to all the States, that we had better 
not spend our time, much less had we better 
divert the $15,000,000 embraced in the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, at this critical 
period, when there are other demands pressing 
upon us of far greater importance. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I had hoped 
that when the consideration of this subject should 
be resumed it would be approached in a very dif- 
ferentispirit, and be met with mach more firmness 
than seems to have characterized the remarks. of 
gentlemen who have discussed it this evening. 1 
am unwilling, sivy that the delegation from the 
State of Pennsylvania, on this side of the House, 
should be left without an unqualified and candid 
enunciation of their position upon this question. 
I had supposed: that when this proposition was 
announced by my honorable and venerable col- 
league upon the other side of the House, [Mr. 
Srrvens,] as an appropriation asked forand rec- 
ommended upon the basis of adjusted accounts, 
and adjusted in aecordance with the plain require- 
ments of law, it would come upon this floor not 
to. be met by what seems to be jealousy unbe- 
coming the state of the country and a delibera- 
tive body. 

And at this point, sir, I may revert to the dis- 
cussion which took place when this proposition 
was first made upon this floor, It was then 
brought in contact with prejudices which were 
built upon arguments, suggestions, and innuen- 
does which were unworthy of the Representatives 
of the great Siate of New York, or of that lesser 
luminary, the State of lowa. Sir, Pennsylvania, 
the Keystone State, asks no defender so long as 
she can so proudly pointto herown bright records, 

Whatis the state of the case? We were in- 
formed that in that critical hour in the history of 
this Republic when not only the soil of Pennsyl- 
vania was threatened with Invasion, but when 
the Republic itself by that act was threatened, 
there came forward troops from the gallant States 
of New York and New Jersey, for what purpose? 
To do that which they have intimated the people 
of Pennsylvania were not willing todo for them- 
selves. Bir, I hurl back with scorn upon the 
men who have made or may make it, every such 
insinuation; Sir, at that very hour the old Key- 
stone State had môre than one hundred and fifty 
thousand of her sonsin the field, not for the pur- 
pose of protecting her own borders and her own 


people, but for the purpose of defending, uphold- 
ing, and perpetuating this Government. 

It is to.be remarked in this connection that 
Pennsylvania, perhaps for the first time in her 
history, found herself in-a very peculiar position. 


“The breaking out of this rebellion, the very. in-. 


cipiency of this war, swallowed up. her. entire 
military organization. Wehad not the skeleton 
of .a militia system left in the State, except per- 
haps the home organization existing in the city,of 
Philadelphia. -Hence it was that the people of 
our State had nothing to rely upon, had nothing 
to. wait for, had nothing to listen to but the voice 
of their. Executive, their commander-in-chief of 
the State forces. They waited for the proclama- 
tion which should advise them of the emergency 
which called upon them to take their lives in their 
hands and go upon. the borders and- over the 
borders to defend their soil and their firesides. 
For reasons which it is not necessary here to 
explain, that proclamation was tardy in making 
its appearance. I happen to know frommy own 
personal knowledge that the people of Pennsyl- 
vania, who long since learned to mistrust the in- 
telligence received over telegraphic wires, hot- 
withstanding all the intimations they had -of the 
dangers threatening them, waited to be told by the 
Governor of Pennsylvania that the emergency 


-was such as required their promptand immediate 


action. Hence it is that it was in the mouth of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. FERNANDO 
W oon,] and that of the gentleman from lowa; 
(Mr. ICasson,] here upon this floor, in this high 
place, to taunt that great old Keystone State, the 
State wherein was framed and signed the Decla- 
ration of Independence, a soil laved by the waters 
of the Delaware, and which can boast the hab 
lowed grounds of Germantown and Brandywine; 
yes, and of a later date, that great cemetery of 
heroic dead, Gettysburg—I say hence it was that 
these gentlemen dared to insinuate that the peo- 
ple of that great State are degenerate sons of 
worthy sires. Butitis false, sir. The peopleof 
that State have never been slow to do their-duty; 
they have done it in the entire history of the Re- 
public, and especially have they done so in’ the 
great calamity now upon the country, with. men 
and with means. Fathers, mothers, husbands, 
wives, and children, have all come up to their 
duty, and have failed in no particular. 

Now, sir, it has been suggested by my friend 
from Maine [Mv. Buarne] that the payment of 
these claims should be placed in the shape of an 
indorsement, to be realized some time in the fu- 
ture, no man: knows when, for the reason that 
he has left it upon contingencies that make it so 
indefinite that I should hesitate long before I 
should, as a business man, negotiate any such 
paper. ; 

The old rule that used- to be universally ac- 
knowledged and acted upon was, Leges vigilan: 
tibus, non dormientibus. But now it is suggested 
that because the State of Pennsylvania has-been 
quick to clothe herself with the rights which she 
finds upon the face of the law itself, she has man- 
ifested an undue alacrity unbecoming her dignity 
as one of the first States of this Union. Mr. 
Chairman, I cannot see the force of any such ar- 
gument. I would ask my honorable and very 
candid friend from Massachusetts {Mr. Dawes} 
whether there are any unadjusted accounts be- 
tween the State of Massachusetts and the United 
States Government; whether he is on the. one: side 
or the other of the difficulty now pending in this 
House; whether he has been free to make use of 
the arguments which he:hasadvanced because bis 
State is out, orwhether it is because his State does 
not happen to be in? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not understand the gentle- 
man’s question. rot 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I asked the 
simple question whether there are any unadjusted, 
accounts of a character similar-to these between 
the State of Massachusetts and the United States 
Government? 

Mr.DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I havealready 
referred to the fact that accounts for expenditures 
incurred. by the State of Massachusetts ander pre- 
cisely similar circumstances to these stand anad- 
jasted and in precisely the same way. .The 
General Government is largely indebted to Mas- 
sachusetts. I do not assume for Massachusetts 
any superiority in this matter, or any forbearance 
in prosecuting her claims. 1 presume she would 


$ 


coward in 


„be as anxious and would press her claims as much 


as Pennsylvanié. =. Fdo wot mean to'say that Mass* 


‘sachusetts would stand off’ urider these cieumi- 


stances! `°} have nó doubt she would press onas 
hard: ag Pennsylvania.: T-only submit that: we 
ought all, under these circumstantes, to be baek: 
pressing our claims when-all cannot be: 


paid. 


Mr. MULLER, of Pennsylvania. Itetrikes me 


that the argument of my friend: from Massachu- 


‘setts is one that makes concessions which are:eal- 
culated to create an impression. throughout the: 
“country which will do injury, and: that of ase- 


rious character, to: our causey Heaery needy ap- 
proaches the admission of the: gentleman from 


‘Ohio, [Mr. Sranpinc,] who, when this question : 


was under. discussion before, got up in his place 
and appealed::to the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, asking him whether he did 
not know that this Government was on the very“ 
verge of bankruptcy; and’that, too, as an argué 
ment-against the very measure under considera- 
tion. cee me BG 
Sir, I do not believe any such thing. F will 
acceptthe argument of gentlemen: upon the other 
‘side. of this House, thatthe debt of this country 
is, perhaps, in the future.not the greatest of its 
troubles. I will accept the'suggestion of gentle- 
men upon the other side of this House when they 
urge upon me the resources, the inexhaustible re- 
sources ofthis country. , I-will believe that-this 
Government is not insolvent in.: the future, and 
that we are not prepared here to-day to postpone 
the payment of ‘just debts, those recognized by 
law and-adjusted by law, toa period in the futire 
so indefinite that neither the hand northe imagina- 
tion of man can reach it, ; 

Now, sir, | have but one other ‘suggestion. to 
make in defense of the State which Ilove, the 
people whom I admire, and who are entitled to 
the consideration and gratitude of all loyal, true, 
and patriotic men in the nation. It is this: that 
no'matter what may be said in depreciation of the 
services of those who came from Pennsylvania to 
the rescue:of the Government, they did come in 
good time; and: were substantially in the service 
ofthe United States Government... 70) > 

It is claimed that 'those: who came ‘from ‘the’ 
States of New York.and New.Jersey came there 
to protect the State of Pennsylvania. Conced~ 
ing, with all the .magnanimity of which I am 
capable, the patriotism and unselfishness of those- 
who responded to the call forthe defense of the’ 
country; I must say in that connection that both 
New York and New Jersey were simply defend- 
ing themselves'when they defendedithe State of 
Pennsylvania.’ If General Lee and his.army had 
penetrated to the verycheart of the State of Penns 
sylvania—and they were. within. but-a very: few. 


‘miles ‘of its. capital—had they not‘ been stayed 


there, the seat of war would have been transterred: 
to the borders of the States of New York and 
New Jersey, ahd hence largue that it is avery 
narrow view to take of this question to say that 
those who’ participated ‘in the discharge of that — 
patriotic duty were simply performing.a local of- 
fice and were not in arms forthe defense of the 
Government at large. ; 

Mr. Chairman, this is not the hour when a 
proposition of this kind should excite local jeal- 
ousies of the description we have witnessed “here. 
and. which have perfectly amazed me, Has it 
come to this, that the members of this House 
cannot trust one another to such an extent ag to 
permit these propositions to-comeup in-the usual 
order; to be passed upon in accordance with that 
spirit of justice which ought to have a home in’ 
this House? Are they afraid to meet this ques- 
tion and do justice to a patriotic sister Siate vas 
less they do itin accordance with the log-rolling 
system so dangerous in legislation, that. "tif you 
will vote for my proposition, I will vote ‘for 
yours,” or vice versa? Vigdtve. § 

I confess, sir, that up to this moment no such 
sentiment, no such feeling, no such ahimus, has, 
found a place in my. breast; and so long as I ré- 


-main a member of this body I know itnever can. 


Lam willing to také ap propositions:-of a similar 
character that may be submitted,.no matter where 
they come from, and vote upon them promptly, 
fairly, and heartily. Itis not worthy of this body 
to hesitate, to delay action, with regard to this“ 
just claim, simply. btcanse it comes here solitary, 
and alone, and because members may not know. 
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what will become of other propositions ofa like 
nature that may follow it. - 

=The Representatives from Pennsylvania upon 
this floor would disappoint and outrage the con- 
fidence of their constituents if they would kesi- 
tate to deal gencrously and promptly with other 
States under similar circumstances. 

<Mr. FARNSWORTH. .. Will the: gentleman 
yield to a motion that the committee rise? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 
Imove that the committee rise and report the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURNE,. of Hlinois. That can- 
not be done while amendments are pending un- 
disposed of. I move that the committee do now 
rise, nF 

The motion was agreed to. 

,The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Rou- 
tins, of New Hampshire, having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Pomeroy reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state ot 
the Union had had under consideration the Union 
generally, and particularly House bill No. 117, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. , 

And then, on motion of Mr. FARNSWORTH, 
(at ten o’clock, p. m.,) the House adjourned. 


* IN SENATE. 
Fripay, April 22, 1864. 


Prayer by Rev. C.W. Apams, of Connecticut. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FOOT presented a memorial of the Rutland 
and Washington and Troy and Rutland Railroad 
Companies, remonstrating against the extension 
of the Goodyear patent for the manufacture of 
vulcanized India rubber; which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents.and the Patent Office. 

He also presented a memorial of a committee 
of a convention of wool-growers, of Addison 
county, Vermont, held at Middlebury on the 6th 
instant, praying for an increase of the tariff on 
forcign wool imported into the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COWAN presented a memorial of S. W. 
Gordon, commodore United States Navy, pray- 
ing for relief from the alleged injustice done him 
by his being placed on the retired list, under the 
act to further promote the efficiency of the Navy, 
approved December 21, 1861; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a memorial of the 
Logansport, Peoria, and Burlington. Railroad 
Company, and-a memorial ofthe St. Louis, Jack- 
sonville, and Chicago Railroad Company remon- 
strating against the extension of the Goodyear 
patent forthe manufacture of vulcanized Lidia 
rubber; which were referred to the Committce on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES, 


Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands, to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
tion (S. Nọ. 17) relative to a certain grant of lands 
for railroad purposes, made to the Territory of 
Minnesota in the year 1857, reported it with 
amendments, 

Te alsos from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred a bill (S. No. 75) for the ro- 
lief of George T, Wiggins, of Keokuk, lowa, 
asked.to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation; which was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 43) for 
the relief of Milo Sutli and Levi H. Case, sub- 
mitted an adverse report; which was ordered to 
be printed, f 

GENERAL MEADE’S REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following res- } 


olution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: $ : 
Resolved, That five thousand additional copies of the 
report of Major General Meade, already ordered by the 
House of Representatives, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 
GENERAL ROSECRANS’S REPORT. 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following res- 
olution; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That five thousand additional copies of the re- 
port of Major General Rosecrans, already ordered by the 
House of Representatives, be printed for the use of the 
Scnate, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


-A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the fol- 
lowing bills of the Senate: =. ; 

A bill (No. 130) for a charter of Masonic Hall 
Association in Washington city, District of Co- 
lumbia; and . 

A bill (No. 249) to authorize the issuing of a 
register to the steam vessel John Martin. 

The message further announced that the House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate: i 

A bill (No. 411) to encourage immigration; and 

A bill (No. 422) to amend an act entitled “ An 
act to confirm certain private land claims in the 
Territory of New Mexico.” 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message furtherannounced thatthe Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed an 
enrolled bill (S. No. 183) inamendment of an act 
entitled ‘* An act relating to foreign coins and the 
coinage of cents at the Mintof the United States,” 
approved February 21, 1857. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message -also announced that the Presi- 
dent ofthe United States had approved and signed 
on the 19th instant the following acts and joint 
resolutions: 

An act (H. R. No. 144) to enable the people 
of Nebraska to form a constitution and State gov- 
ernment, and for the admission of such State into 
the Union on an equal footing with the origina] 
States; 

An act (IT. R. No. 206) in addition to an act for 
the establishment of certain arsenals; 

An act (H. R. No. 228) confirming the title ot 
Joseph Ford to certain lands in Rice county, in 
the State of Minnesota; 

An act (II. R. No. 297) fixing the date of the 
loss of the United States brig Bainbridge, and for 
the relief of officers, seamen, and marines of the 
same, and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 13) tendering the 
thanks of Congress to Admiral Porter; 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 21) relative to 
the accounts of the petty officers, seamen, and 
others of the crew of the United States gunboat 
Cincinnati; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 54) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to sell, at public auc- 
tion, lot No. 13, in the village of Sackett’s Harbor, 
New York. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred as indicated below: 

A bil (No. 411) to encourage immigration—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

A bill (No. 422) to amend an act entitled An 
act to confirm certain private land claims in the 
‘Territory of New Mexico’’—to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


Mr. HOWARD. | move to take up the bill 
(5. No. 132) toamend an act entitled “* An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri river to the Pacific ocean, 


and to secure to the Government the use of the | 


same- for postal, military, and other purposes,” 
approved July 1, 1862, for the purpose of making 
it the special order for Wednesday next. 

Mr. CONNESS. There is a special order for 
that day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in 
the chair.) The Chair is informed that there is 
already a special orderfor Wednesday. Perhaps 
the Senator would desire to name some other day. 

Mr. HOWARD. ‘Then I will say Thursday 
next. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now is on the motion to make it a special order 
for ‘Thursday next at one o’clock. 

The mation was agrecd to. 


BILL RECOMMITTED, 


Mr. BROWN. LI move that the bill (S. No. 
166) authorizing the archives in the office of the 


recorder of land titles in the State of Missouri, | 


to be delivered to said State, be recommitted to 
the Committee on Public Lands. Thereare some 
additional facts in connection with it that I desire 
to present to the committee, and I think it will 
meet with their approval. 

The motion was agreed to. 


VOLUNTEER NAVAL APPOINTMENTS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
of the Senate (No. 76) relating to appointments in 
the naval service, and courts-martial, and 

On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its disagreement, to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the said 
hill, and agree to the conference asked by the House of 
Representatives thereon. 

Ordered, ‘Tiat the conferees on the part of the Senate be ` 
appointed by the Vice President. 

The VICEPRESIDENT appointed Mr. HALE, 
Mr. Wiiey, and Mr. Ramsey. 

The Senate proceeded to consider its emend- 
ments to the hill of the House of Representatives 
(No. 370) to appoint certain officers of the Navy, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, and 

On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the said bill, disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives, and agree tothe conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be 
appointed by the Vice President, _ 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr, HALE, 
Mr. Witter, and Mr. Ramsey. 


BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICH, 


Mr. WILSON. I move to take up the bill 
(H. R. No. 308) toestablish a Bureau of Military 
Justice, f think it will take buta moment. 

Mr. NESMITH. J trustthatthat bill will not 
be permitied to supersede the consideration of the 
unfinished business of the morning hour of yes- 
terday, a bill which has been before the Senate 
for two sessions, and | am very anxious to geta 
vote on it. [ hope the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will not urge it. ‘ . 

Mr. WILSON. Ido not think this will take 
three minutes, If it takes any time E will with- 
draw it. é 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill CH. R. No. 308) to establish a Bu- 
reau of Military Justice. 

It proposes to constitute the office of Judge 
Advocate General, created by the fifth section of 
an act entitled ‘An act to amend the act calling - 
forth the militia to execute the laws of the Union, 
suppress insurrection, and repel invasion, ap- 
proved February 28, 1795, and the acts amenda- 
tory thereof, and for other purposes,” approved 
July 17, 1862, a bureau to be attached to the 
War Department, and to be styled and known as 
the Bureau of Military Justice; and the President 
is to appoint, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, as the head of the bureau, a Judge 
Advocate General, who is to have the rank, pay, 
and emoluments of a brigadier gcneral, and to 
have,as other heads of bureaus, the franking 
privilege in all his official correspondence. The 
President is also to appoint, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, two Assistant 
Judge Advocates General, who are each to have 
the rank, pay, and emoluments of a colonel of 
cavalry; and the Secretary of War js to have 
power to appoint for the bureau such clerical force 
as in his judgment the interests of the service shall 
require, not to exceed one fourth-class, one third- 
class, one second-class, and two first-class clerks, 

The Committee on Military Affairs and the 
Militia reported the bill with an amendment, in 
section two, line four, to strike out the word 
* colonel”? and insert: ‘t major;” so that it will 
read: 

That the President shall appoint, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, two Assistant Judge Advocates 
General, wao shall cach have the rank, pay, and emolu- 
ments of a major of cavalry. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I hope that amendment 
will not be adopted. On this subject Í very re- 
cently received a letter from a military gentleman 
in whose opinion I have a great deal of confidence, 
suggestiug reasons why that amendment ought 
not to be adopted, and those reasons were very 
satisfactory to myself. I have mislaid the letter 
now; but] intended to read it to the Senate when 
this question should come up. 
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But the proposition to reduce the rank and pay 
of the Assistant Judge Advocates General from 
the rank and pay ofa colonel tothose of a major, 
if scems to me, independently of the reasons given 
by iny correspondent, ought not to be adopted. 
‘The office will require those gentlemen to‘reside 
in this citys the duties will be very. responsible 
aud highly important; and we ought to secure for 
such a position very high talent. If we are to 
have a court of military justice, we ought to have 
good lawyers in those positions. The Assistant 
Judge Advocates General ought to be men of very 
substantial ability and very fine learning in their 
profession; bat to say that we can command that 
sort of talent to reside in this- city, where living 
isso very expensive, at the rank and pay of a 
major, E think is a mistake. The rank and pay 
of a colonel is as low certainly as we can expect 
to get the qualifications and talents requisite for 
that position for, and I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. 

If this isto bea court of military justice it ought 
to bea courtofability, commanding men, who will 
rise above all trifling considerations. I feel that 
if we can have a military court of this kind, a sub- 
stantial justice will be done to the country; but 
unless we get men of high talents and high learn- 
ing, not only for the first position, but for the po- 
sitions of Assistant Judge Advocates General, it 
will be a failure. ae 

Mr. GRIMES, The Senator will allow me to 
ask how much he supposes the pay and emolu- 
ments of a major of cavalry or of infantry sta- 
tioned at Washington. amount to? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Lexpect it is two or three 
thousand dollars. I cannot say certainly how 
much it is. I am not posted on that point. I 
will usk the Senator how much it is. 

Mr. GRIMES. The Senator complains that 
this pay is not sufficient. I supposed of course 
he knew how much it was, or he would not enter 
that complaint. i 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I will ask the Senator if 
he can tellus. I believe the pay and allowances 
of a major amount to about twenty-two hundred 
dollars. However, 1am not confident about that. 

Mr. GRIMES. [I think the pay and emolu- 
ments of a major, direct and indirect, amount to 
between three and four thousand dollars when 
stationed lieve in Washington. 

‘Mr. HENDRICKS. I would like to have that 
matter made certain. F did not understand itso. 
T will ask the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs whether the Assistant Judge Advo- 
entes General in this bureau would receive any 
pay-except the pay proper, as it is called, of a 
major? ; 

Mr. WILSON. By this bill, as it came from 
the House of Representatives; they would receive. 
the pay of acolone] of cavalry. ‘I'he amendment’ 


is: to strike out ‘colonel’? and insert the word. 


**major,’’ so that they will have the pay of ma- 
iors of cavalry, which is less thant the other. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I know that, i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. How much is the pay of 
a colonel? 

‘Mr. WILSON.: Stationed here in Washing- 
ton, during the winter months it would amount to 
about thirty-four hundred dollars a year. The 
pay ofa major of cavalry stationed in Washing- 
ton, with allowances, would be fully $3,000a year; 


more than that in winter, and perhaps a little less. 


in summer. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
tire pay of colonels and majors is too high. Ido 
not propose to discuss that question. But it is 
very certain to my mind that a man who is fit to 
bean Assistant Judge Advocate Generalin a court 
of this importance ought to be a man of superior 
ability and learning to the class of men we gen- 
erally find as colonels, and especially as majors, 
We ought to have superior men for this court. 

Mr. HALE. I am opposed to the amendment 
and opposed to the bill as it stands, because Í 
think Congress ought to deal plainly with the 
people, and tell them what they pay these officers. 
W wis the use of saying this pay shall be the 
sanje as that of a major 


when nobody knows what that is; sometimes it 
is one thine and sometimes it is another, 
Mr. WILKINSON. Even the chairman of 
the Military Committee cannot tell what it is. 
Mr. HALE. it seems nobody knows how 
niuch this is. f move to amend the amendment, 


It may be that the en- 


or a colonel of cavalry, | 


if. it be. in order, so as to give-to the “Assistant 


Judge Advocates General §3,000 a year. : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘It is moved 
by the Senator from New Hampshire to strike 
out in lines four and five of the. second section, 
the words ‘have the rank, pay, and emoluments 
of a major of cavalry,” and to insert ‘receive 
$3,000 per annum;’’ so that the clause will read, 
“two Assistant Judge Advocates General, who 
shall each receive $3,000 per annum. : 

Mr. WILKINSON... I hope that amendmen 
will be adopted, for I have observed during. the. 
last three years that wherfever a Senator desires 
to raise a salary and to avoid any investigation 
or any opposition to it in consequence of its being 
too high, he has inserted a clause similar. to the 
one in the-bill. before the Senate, that the officer 
shall receive the pay and emoluments of some 
officer in the cavalry; but there is nobody here, 
not even the chairman of the committee himself, 
who can tell-to-day what that salary is. 

Mr. WILSON. : The pay ofa colonel of cav- 
alry is very little more than the pay of a colonel 
of an infantry regiment. Itis but a few dollars 
more. These matters are matters of allowances 
in thecity of Washington. “With the allowances 
now mude to officers, the pay is higher when they 
are stationed here than whem they are in the field, 
because they have fuel and quarters, and the com- 
mutation. of quarters has been increased during the 
last few months by order of the War Department. 
I have no objection.to fixing this sum ‘at $3,000 a 
year. Itscemed to me, while I regarded this meas- 
ure as exceedingly important,and while this de- 
partment hasan immense amountof labor to per- 
form, that two assistants.could be obtained for the 
rank and pay of major, who would perform the 
duties well; that we could get good men for that 
sum, and ] wanted to save as much as I could. 
This department is a very important part of the 
Government. ‘The first three months ofthis year 
they have had sent into that department from the 
armies of the United States over eight thousand 
cases,.and during this year they will unquestion- 
ably have more than twenty thousand cases be- 
fore them. ‘Phe amount of labor is frightful to 
contemplate to any man who has got to under- 
take it. 

Mr, LANE, of Indiana. When this bill was 
before the committee I opposed this amendment, 
insisting that for an Assistant Judge Advocate 
Genera! the pay ofa colonel would notbe too much, 
That is my opinion now. [think the pay and 
emoluments of a major ‘of cavalry, where they 
charge for fuel and quarters and servants and 
commutation of rations.in the city of Washington, 
amount to about three thousand one hundred dol- 
larsa year. I supposed that in an office of this 
importance the rank and grade of colonel was not 
too high for an Assistant Judge Advocate Gen- 
eral, and that was the opinionof the present very 
able and distinguished Judge Advocate General. 

Your system, as now organized by law is this: 
there isa Judge Advocate General, with the rank 
of a colonel, andin each Army department there 
isa judgeadvockte appointed as an assistant judge 
advocate, with the rank and pay of major of in- 
fantry. Thatis your present system. We pro- 
pose to substitute for that by this billa Judge Ad- 
vocate General with the rank of a brigadier gen- 
eral, and two assistants with the rank of colonel, 
and otbers of lower rank, | I think the system 
that we propose to establish by this Bureau of 


Military Justice will be more efficient, more expe-, 


ditious in its action, and will not cost the Govern- 
ment one cent more and perhaps. less than the 
present system, even if you leave the rank of col- 
onel to these Assistant Judge Advocates General. 
‘There is no department of the public service re- 


quiring a higher grade of talents than this office.. 


‘There are, as the chairman of our committee has 
already informed you, over eight thousand cases 
in three months now reported. [tis paysically im- 
possible for the present force of the office, as at 
present constituted, scattered in the different de- 
partments of the Army, to perform that Jabor. A 
capital punishment, for instance, is ordered by a 
court-martialin Alabama. It is referred to Wash- 
ington to the President, and by the President re- 
ferred to the Judge Advocate General, and by him 
examined and filed. ‘There are now over six 
thousand ‘cases, and the President, if he devoted 
to it every single moment of the whole twenty- 
four hours, could not discharge the duty alone of 


supervising .the decisions of the Judge Advocate 
General. I think the system -now.proposed will: 
be as expeditious, and in, the..cnd;quile as; ecos: 
nomical, as your presebt system... A 
Mr. HALE.. I am not. particular, about the: 
amount, being fixed at $3000. : If that is, not 
enough, put in four, five, six, ten, twenty, any- 
thing under heaven, only just. say; what you do; 
give. ; ea a a a EY 
Mr. WILSON.. Put it up $500... 0.005 3 
Mr. HALE. At the suggestion of ‘the hon 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, | will modify. 
the. amendment so as to inake it $3,500. ae 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. | It.will be so 
modified. `; ag GAR . os 
_Mr. GRIMES... 1 would really like to know. 
what is; the necessity of giving $3,500. to. these 
officers, when#ive give only $3,000 to such offi- 
cers asthe Solicitor of.the Treasury. Isthe duty 
to be performed by these officers of a more oner- 
ous or responsible character than, that performed | 
by the Solicitor of the Treasury? . |: seis bo 
The trath is, there seems tobe agreat misun- 
derstanding, in my apprehension, as to what the 
dutics of a, Judge Advocate ‘General are... It is 


not necessary that he should be a profound laws: 


yer. He ought to be well versed inthe laws of. 
courts-martial. He isthe mere representative of 
the Government and of the accused both, and 
should act in the capacity ofa judge. He bears 
the title of a judge ina court-martial, and I appre- 
hend some of the best conducted, courts-martial 
have been thosé where a military officer. whohad 
a comparatively limited knowledge.of the techni- 
calities.of the law, was the judge advocate, and 
saw that the law was fairly administered toward 
both parties, toward the Government. and:toward 
the accused. We now have these duties per-, 
formed by lieutenants, by captains sometimes, and. 
very seldom by an officer as high as a major. The. 
duties are performed by a Heutenant m a case 
where a general is in command.: Has the Govern- 
ment ever been injured by it? Has injustice ever, 
been done to any individual by it? f 

Now, whatis the necessity, where ia the neces; 
sity of even giving them a grade as high as that | 


‘of a major, ora pay as high as that of a major?, 


I do not see that it exists. It is. not true, Mr., 
President, in my opinion, that you have to search 
through the country jo find an able lawyer, a tech- 
nical lawyer, a man who has spent fificen or 
twenty years in the profession of the law, and in. 
studying the principles of the common law, orof 
the civil law, to properly discharge the duties. of 
ajudge advocate. Such isnot the case inany army. 
organization in Europe... It has never. been the 
case here. Itis notdesirablethatit should be the 
case now. Ido not believe that justice will be 
promoted by going and picking up technical law- 
yers through the country and making them judge 
advocates; for they do not hold the relation to~ 
ward the Governmentor toward the individual 
who is to be tried that a professed lawyer doesin 
the civil or in the criminal. courts of the country. 
Now, as to the pay, 1 think the Senator from 
Massachusetts, the chairman of the Committee, 
on Military Affairs, greatas is the amount which 
he states that a major reccives who is stationed 
at Washington, understates it. Why;sir; by an 
order made by the Seeretary of War last fall the; 
commutation of quarters of all these gentlemen 
(and we know how numerous they are, forat my. 
instance the Senate Made a call on the Secretary. 
of War to furnish us alist of all military officers 
stationed at Washington who are drawing com- 
mutation of quarters and fucl; 1 am not prepared: 
to say now from memory how many there were;. 
but there were a very great number of them) was 
doubled, which he had the authority to do under 
the Army regulations. The result is that these 
majors are now drawing a commutation for three 
offices and a kitchen, i think, ‘making. a. total 
amount of I belicve about one thousand dollars 
that they draw for that alone, which is to be 
added to their pay proper. Then they draw com- 
mutation for their horses, for their servants, and 
for their fuel, which is commuted either at ten or 
twelve dollars a cord fram the Ist of October until. 
the Ist of April, and for a smaller amount from- 
the Ist of April until the: Ist of October. -Then 


‘they draw from ourcommissary stores their beef, 


which is furnished. to them at the gross price we 
buy it for, they getting the best portions of the 
beef, and leaving the bones and shanks to be fur- 
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nished to the soldiers. They draw for the sup- 
port of themselves and their families any other 
provisions or supplies that are purchased by the 
Government for the Army at about the rate that 
we purchase them for in gross; so that when you 
come to add together the pay proper and all the 
emolumgpts and privileges that result from hold- 
ing a commission in the Army to an officer sta- 
tioned at Washington, you approach I think for 
a major nearer $4,000 than you do $3,000. 
{s there any necessity for this? } think not. 
- Certainly, if we are going to create this bureau, 
and are going to authorize the creation of new 
officers, we ought not to give them higher pay 
and emoluments than those ofa major. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
is onthe adoption of theamendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. í e 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected; there being, on a division—ayes three, 
noes not counted. : 

_ Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Now let us take a 
vote on fixing the compensation of these officers 
at $3,000, instead ofgiving them the pay and emol- 
uments ofa major. I submit that amendment to 
the amendment, 
` Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
returns on the amendment of the committee as 
amended. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I move to make the pay 
of the Judge Advocate General $4,000, to make it 
consistent with the amendment just now adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the chairman of the 
Military Committee tell me what the Provost 
Marshal General gets now? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest that that amendment is not pertinent to 
theamendment now before the Senate. The ques- 
tion now is on the amendment of the committce 
as amended. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have it 
read as it stands: l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment as amended will be read. 

` The Secretary read the amendment, which was’ 
to strike outin line four the words “ have the rank, 
pay, and emoluments of a major of cavalry,” and 
to insert ‘receive $3,000 per annum;”’ so that the 
clause will read: 


Two Assistant Judge Advocates General, who shall re- 
ceive $3,000 per annum, 


Mr. SHERMAN. ' The only suggestion that 
T desire to make is that I think they had better be 
allowed to claim the rank of colonel; they cer- 
tainly ought to have military rank, but limiting 
their pay to 43,000. There is no reason why 
they should have the pay of a colonel of cavalry. 
F suggest, therefore, to leave in the bill a provision 
that they shall have the rank of a colonel of in- 
fantry. 

Mr. GRIMES, It ought to read ‘with the 
rank of major, but their compensation shall not 
exceed $3,000 per annum.”? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think they should have 
the rank of a colonel, with a compensation not to 
exceed $3,000. I am willing to give them the 
rank of colonel. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio to make that'motion. 

‘Mr. SHERMAN. I will move to amend the 
amendment by providing that they shall have the 
rank of colonel of cavalry, if gentlemen choose, 
with the pay of $3,000, and no allowances beyond 


that, The Secretary can put it in form much 
better than 1 can. 


|. Mr. POMEROY. I submit there will be an 
incongruity in giving them the rank without the 


pay. Why give them the rank without the pay? | 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


l will state‘the reason, A 


colonel of cavalry must have horses, even if he is | 


here in Washington; and there is no reason in 
the world, that I am aware of, why these As- 


horses when they are here performing the duties 
ofa bureau. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
in line four of section two, to strike out the wards 
t pay and emoluments,’ and after the word tt eav- 
alry’’ to insert the words ‘ shall receive a com- 
pensation of $3,000 per annum withoutany other 
pay or emoluments;’’ so that it wil] read: 

Two Assistant Judge Advocates General, who shall each 


have the rank of a colonel of cavalry, and shall receive a 
compensation of $3,000 per annum, without any other pay 
or emoluments. : 

Mr. GRIMES. The word “rations”: ought 
to be inserted, soas to make it read, “ without 
any other pay, rations, or emoluments.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so 
modified. The question is on the amendiment of 
the Senator from Ohio to the amendment of the 
committee. Sa cet ; 

Theamendmenttotheamendment was agreed to: 

Theamendment of the committee, as amended, 
was adopted. : f 

Mr. BUCKALEW. ‘If it is now in order I re- 
new my amendment to make the pay of the Judge 
Advocate General $4,000, allowing him to retain 
the rank ofa brigadier general. f 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was 
in section one, line fifteen, to strike out the words 
“pay and emoluments,” and after the word 
“ have’? in the same line to insert ‘fa compensa- 
tion of $4,000 per annum, without any other pay, 
rations, or emoluments;’’ so’ that the clause will’ 
read: 

A Judge Advocate General, who shall have the rank of a 
brigadier general, and shgjl have a compensation of $4,000 
perannum, without any ber pay, rations, or emoluments. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I risè for the purpose of 
inquiring of the chairman of the Military Com- 


mittee what is the pay of the Judge Advocate’ 


General now. 
eral? 

Mr. WILSON. He receives the pay of a col- 
onel of cavalry at present. We propose by this 
bill to give him the rank and pay ofa brigadier 
general. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then the amendment pro- 
posed by the member from Pennsylvania will re- 
duce the pay. 

Mr. WILSON. It will reduce his pay about 
four hundred dollars. 1 think we ought not to 
reduce it, The committee propose to increase it. 
He has now the pay of a colonel of cavalry, which 
cannot be $4,000. [tis ¢211.a month, and the com- 
mutation of fuel and quarters in this city, which is 
about one thousand dollarsa year, We propose 
to give him the rank and pay of a brigadier gen- 
eral, which would be a pay of $299 a month— 
say $300—which would be §3,600a year, and the 
commutation for fuel and quarters.in this city. 

Mr..JOHNSON. Equal to how much? 

Mr. WILSON. I would beat the rate of about 
one thousand dollars in winter, and eight hundred 
dollars in summer. f 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
at $4,000. 

Mr. WILSON. Itisabout forty-four hundred 
or forty-five hundred dollars; and for the services 
he renders to the country } think he ought to 
have it. 

Mr. GRIMES. Let us change it to $4,500, so 
as to have a fixed sum. 

Mr. WILSON, Very well. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania by insert- 
ing $4,500,’ instead of 684,000.” That, ac- 


Is it the pay of a brigadier gen- 


I think we had better fix it 


cording to my calculation, will be about a mean. 


between the amount he is now getting and the 
amount he would get under the bill as reported by 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Theamend mentto theamendmentwas agreed to. 
The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire a separate vote 
on concurring in the last amendment, fixing the 
compensation of the Judge Advocate General at 
$4,500. L wish to test the sense of the Senate on 
a proposition to make it $4,000. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That amend- 
ment will be reserved for a separate vote. The 
question is on concurring in the other amend- 
ment, made in the Committee of the Whole, to 
amend the second section of the bill by giving 


{l the Assistant Judge Advocates General the rank 
sistant Judge Advocates General should have | 


of.a colonel of cavalry, with a compensation of 
$3,000 per annum, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on concurring in the amendment in 
section one, line fifteen, to strike out the words 
“pay and emoluments,” and in the same line, 
after the word ‘f have,” to insert “a compensa- 
hon of $4,500, without any other pay, rations, or 
emoluments.” . 


Mr. BUCKALEW. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out 44,500” and inserting 
+: $4,000,” according to my original proposition. 

Mr. CARLILE. lask for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILSON. We all know that General 
Holt is aman of unquestioned character and abil- 
ity. The office he fills is one imposing upon him 
immense burdens and great labor. The first 
three months of this year there came from the 
armies of the United States to’ that office eight 
thousand cases to be examined, and that is about 
the ratio through the year. The labor imposed 
upon him is immense, and requires his days and’ 
his nights.. -think if there is any man to-day 
toiling for the Government of the United States 
that ought to have the rank and pay of a briga- 
dier general it is General Holt. I think, there- 
fore, we ought to stand on the salary of $4,500. ` 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Collamer, Davis, 
Fessenden, Foster, Hale, Harding, Henderson, Hendricks, 
Howe, Johnson, Lane of Kansas, McDougall, Pomeroy, 
Powell, Saulsbury, Sherman, Sprague, Van Winkle, Wil- 
kinson, and Willey—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Clark, Conness, 
Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Foot, Grimes, Howard, Lane of: 
Indiana, Morgan, Morrill, Nesmith, Ramsey, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Trumbull, and Wilson—19. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. d 
Theamendmentas amended was concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a. third time. It was read 
the third time, and passed. 


TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. The morning hour has 
so nearly expired that I will only ask the Senate 
to take up the bill (H. R. No. 15) to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of Mon- 
tana, for the purpose of fixing it for half past 
twelve o’clock to-morrow, when I desire to ad- 
dress the Senate upon it. : 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to, 


Mr. CONNESS. I will remind the Senator that 
perhaps it would be better for him to go on to-day, 
‘The Senate may adjourn over to-morrow. Why 
not go on with it now? 

Ar. DOOLITTLE. I will answer the honor- 
able Senator. I have no purpose to stand for one 
moment in the way of any bill that comes from 
the Committee on Finance or the Committee on 
Military: Affairs having reference to the prosecu- 
tion of this war. 

Mr. CONNESS. The Senator will excuse me. 
I did not think of that. . 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I prefer, therefore, to fix 
it for some time that will not-interfere with the 
business of. those committees, ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to assign this subjectas a special 
order for to-morrow at half past twelve o’clock. 
. The motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour 
having expired, the unfinished business of yes- 
terday is now before the Senate, being the army 
appropriation bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
198) making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1865, which had been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Finance with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was in 
line thirteen after the word department” to in- 
sert the words, ‘at the headquarters of the sev- 
eral military departments,” so that the clause 
will read: i 

For contingent expenses of the Adjutant General’s de- 


partment at the headquarters of the several military de- 
partments, $5,006. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment of the committee was in 
line thirty-nine after the word ‘ volunteers’? to 
insert the words, ‘including the bounties aus 
thorized by law,” so that thè clause will read: 

For pay of voiunteers, including the bounti ‘s authorized 
by law, $177,462,728 25. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not understand how 
these bills are made out. Inotice that every ap- 
propriation is of so many dollare and so many 
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bas 


cents. It seems to me to be impossible in an ap- 
propriation bill of this character to calculate to 
the exact dollars and cents. Perhaps the chair- 
man of the Finance Committee will tell us how 
he arrives at the precise amount where the ap- 
piopriations are so large. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator will under- 
stand that the committee are necessarily obliged 
to take the estimates of the Departments as to the 
amounts they want under each particular head. 
Those estimates we examine in general to see if 
there is anything on an examination that would 
authorize us to reduce them. If not, we report 
appropriations according to the estimates. In 
making out their estimates the Departments go 
through a large number of detail’, what they want 
under the different heads, predicated on the best 
information they have. They then add them up 
and send to us what they come to according to 
their detailed estimates. ‘I think it would be as 
wellto make the appropriations in round dollars 
myself; but they do not choose to do so; they 
choose to be more exact; and we do not feel au- 
thorized to make any change in that respect. 

Mr. POMEROY. I should suppose that an 
appropriation of $1,000,000 or $1,000, as the case 
may be, would be near enough without adding 
cents, 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I think so too; but there 
are some items perhaps in addition that make out 
the cents, and they send us the exact sum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was, 
after line one hundred and forty-nine, to strike 
out the following clause: 

For the medical and hospital department, $8,935,640, 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

For medicines, instruments, and dressings, $2,715,000, 

For hospital stores, bedding, &¢., $3,587,852. 

For bospital furniture and field equipments, $618,000, 

For books, stationery, and printing, $120,000. 

For ice, fruits, and other comforts, $300,000. 

For hospital clothing, $750,000, 

For citizen wurses, $210,000, 

For care of sick soldiers in private hospitals, $31,200. 

For artificial timbs for soldiers and seamen, $45,000. 

For citizev physicians, and medicines furnished by them, 
$405,000. 

bor leg of clerks and laborers in purveying depots, 
75,000. 

For examining and recording meteorological observations 
taken atthe military posts of the United States Army, $750. 

For Army medical museum, $5,000, 

For contingent expenses of the medical department, 
$47,832. 

For laboratory for testingand rearranging medicines and 
hospital supplies, $5,000, 

For washing and washing-machines for hospitals where 
matrons cannot be employed, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting after the fourteenth line the following: 

For copying official reports of the armies of the United 
States for publication, $5,000. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ishouldlike to hear some 
explanation of the amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. General Halleck, in his re- 
aort which was sent here by the Secretary of 
War, recommended, not only for the preservation 
of the documents but for the advantage of the 
Government, that we should publish the various 
reports from the armies, and we have passed a 
joint resolution through the Senate for their pub- 
lication. The Adjutant General sends us a letter 
in which he says they have made an estimate of 
what it will cost for additional clerk hire to pre- 
pare the necessary copies in the form for publica- 
tion; the amount will be from four to five thou- 
sand dollars. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does your committee 
recommend this? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. Inow movetoamend the bill 
by inserting after line forty-two,at the end of the 
clause making an appropriation for the pay of 
volunteers, the following: 

Provided, That if any officer in the regular or volunteer 
forces shall employ a soldier as a servant, such officer shall 
not be entitled to any pay or allowances for a servant, bat 
shal! be subject to the deduction from his pay required by 
the third section of the act entitled “ An act to define the 
pay and emoluments of certain officers of the Army, and 
for other purposes,” approved July 17,1862: And provided 
further, That the second section of the act entitled “ An 
act giving further compensation to the captains and subal- 
terns of the Army of the United States in certain cases,” al- 
towing ten dollars additional per month to any officerin act- 
ual command of a company, as compensation for his duties 
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and responsibilities, with respect to the clothing, arms, and 
accouterments of the company, shall be construed to. apply 
only to company officers in actual command as aforesaid. 


Mr. President, we passed a law some timeago 
which this amendment is intended more effect- 
ually to carry out. A practice has grown up re- 
cently in the Army,as | find from.a report of the 
Second Comptroller, Mr. Brodhead, that field 
officers have been claiming the ten dollars which 
the law allows to commanders of companies ad- 
ditional a month for taking care of the arms and 
equipments of their companies. | It is without 
law; and this amendment is designed to correcta 
construction which has recently grown up, and 
it will save money ‘to. the Government, : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I have another amendment 
which I wish to add to the bill as an additional 
section: 

And be it further enacted, That enlistments hereafter 
made in the regular Army of the United States during the 
continuance of the present rebellion may be for the term 
of three years. 

And be it further enacted, That all persons of color who 
have been or may be mustered into the military service of. 
the United States shall receive the same uniform, clothing, 
arms, equipments, camp equipage, rations, medical aud hos- 
pital attendance, pay, and emoluments-other than bounty, 
as other soldiers of the regular or volunteer forces of like 
arm of the service, from and after the Jst day ot January, 
1864; and that every person of cotor who shall hereafter be 
mustered into the service shall receive such sums in bounty 
as the President shall order in the different States and parts 
of the United States, not exceeding $100. 

And be it further enacted, That all persons enlisted and 
mustered into the service as volunteers under the. call 
dated October 17, 1863, for three bundred thousand volun- 
teers who were at the time of enlistment actually enrolled 
and subject to draftin the State in which they volunteered 
shall receive from the United States the same amount of 
bounty, without regard to color. 

And be it further enacted, hat all persons of color who 
have been enlisted and mustered into the service of the 
United States shall be entitled to receive the pay and 
clothing allowed by law to other volunteers in the service 
from the date of their muster into the service: Provided, 
That the same shall have been pledged or promised to 
them by any officer or person who, in making such pledge 
or promise acted by authority of the War Department; and 
the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to determine 
any question of fact arising under this provision. 

And be it further enacted, That the same premium shall 
be allowed for each colored recruit now mustered or here- 
after to be mustered into the service of the United States 
as is orshall be allowed by taw for white recruits: Provided, 
‘That the Secretary of War shall previously give his assent 
to the same. 

The first section of this amendment provides 
for enlistments into the regular Army for three 
years. We cannot enlist men into ghe regular 
Army for five years while we are enlisting vol- 
unteers for three years. The interests of the coun- 
try demand that we shall fill up the regiments in 
the regular Army, and the proposed change from 
five to three years increases the prospect of doing 
80. 

The four remaining sections of the amend ment 
are the identical provisions of the bill which passed 
the Senate by a nearly unanimous vote seven 
weeks ago, to equalize the pay of troops in the 
military service of the United States. ‘That bill, 
however, has not been acted upon by the House 
of Representatives, and the interests of the coun- 
try are suffering on account of the non-action of 
the House. Major Foster, to whom is commit- 
ted the organization of colored troops, informed 
me to-day that the enlistment of colored troops 
in the northern States had nearly ceased. The 
pressing needs of the country demand the enlist- 
ment of all the men we can obtain, black or white. 
Surely the country cannot expect that colored 
men will enlist in a service so hazardous to their 
liberty and their lives for seven dollars per month, 
when they can earn three or four times thatamount 
in the peaceful and safe avocations of life. In- 
telligence comes to us from various ‘sections of 
the country that some colored regiments in the 
field are in a state of discontent bordering on in- 
subordination and mutiny on account of the treat- 
ment they have received on the partof the Govern-’ 
ment concerning their pay. Some of these regi- 
ments were enlisted under the solemn pledges of 
officers of the Government that they should re- 
ceive the same compensation as white troops. 
Other regiments have been organized during the 
past six months with assurances of men in whom 
they had a right to confide that the Congress of 
the United States would promptly place them on 
an equality with other soldiers. ‘Thousands of 
colored men have entered the service of the coun- 


i 


t 


try under the plighted faith of officers of the Gov- | 


ernment, or-on.the assurances of gentlemen. of:in- 
fluence and character, that the Government would 
equalize the: pay, and put them on an.equality 
with other defenders.of the Republic. .:Thisione 
delay of Congress to do justiee to.men who are 
bravely periling liberty and: life. for: a -Govern~ 
ment that cannot or does not protect.them. against 
rebel. barbarities cannot but depress their spirits 
and imbitter their, feelings, and thereby impair the 
discipline and diminish the power of colored regi- 
ments. -l was told yesterday by Mr: Webster, of 
Philadelphia, who has just returned from General 
Butler’s department, that he found: some of. the 
colored regiments.in a state of discontent tending 
to insubordination and mutiny. - Mr. Webster isa > 
gentleman of greatenergy, and has'taken an active 
part in raising seven thousand colored soldiers‘in 
Pennsylvania, and he assures me that this fail- 
ure. of Congress. to increase the pay of colored 
soldiers is not only checking enlistments but dis- 
astrously affecting the men already in the field. - 

Some of the regiments first raised in South Car- 
olina were promised .and received thirteen dollars 
per month, but that promise: has.not.been.kept, 
and they are ‘now paid only seven, dollars per 
month. -The discoutent in these regiments has 
become so great that a mutiny broke out in the 
third South Carolina volunteers, and the leader of 
it, who was a sergeant, has been shot for mutiny, 
and others are under arrest and they too may be 
tried and shot for violation of discipline, im- 
pelled bya burning sense of our injustice.. Lam 
informed by a gentleman from Ohio of irtelli- 
gence and character, who has just returned. from 
General Butler’s department, that the tenth Uni- 
ted States colored infantry was paid on the day 
the intelligence was received of the bloody mas- 
sacre at Fort Pillow. Such was the intense ex- 
citement growing out of the intelligence of that 
brutal butchery, combined with the fact that they 
received but seven dollars per month from the 
hand of the same paymaster that paid thirteen 
dollars per month to white soldiers, that two com- 
panies were only restrained by the influence of 
their officers from breaking out into. open mutiny, 
“Sir, we have raised about eighty thousand col- 
ored troops. They are obedient, faithful, brave, 
At Port Hudson, Milliken’s Bend, Wagner, Olus- 
tee, Paducah, Fort Pillow, everywhere wherever 
they have been called to meet the enemies of our 
country, they have proved. their courage, con- 
stancy, and devotion. Most of these colored 
soldiers that we are paying the poor pittance of 
seven dollars per month were earning from twenty 
to thirty dollars per month. These men feel 
that they have been deceived by those who. en- 
listed them; that they are unjustly dealt with by 
the Government, and they are dissatisfied at such 
deception and injustice. The fifty-fourth regi- 
ment of Massachusetts volunteers, that on the 
bloody fields of Wagner and Olustee have wona 
glorious name, was énlisted under the solemn 
pledge of the Governor of Massachusetts that they 
should receive the same compensation as the other 
regiments of that Commonwealth. On the 28th 
of May that regiment left Massachusetts amid 
the plaudits of the people for the coasts of South 
Carolina. ‘The men received a bounty of fifty 
dollars from the State; they bave been in the field 
nearly eleven months. At Morris Island; at 
Wagner, where Colonel Shaw, their accomplished 
young leader, fell; at Olustee, where they were 
pushed forward into the jaws of death to check the 
advancing and victorious enemy, and cover and 
save our defeated army, this gallant regiment, that 
left Massachusetts with crowded ranks, has lost 
half its numbers in killed and wounded. This 
regiment has never received one dollar of pay 
during these eleven months from the Government 
of the United States. These heroic men have 
toiled for the country, fought forthe country, bled 
for the country, suffered for the country, and died 
for the country that has broken its plighted faith 
to them. 

Sir, can we, dare we hope for the blessing of 


| Heaven upon our cause while we perpetrate these 


wrongs or suffer them to remain unredressed ? 
Can we demand that the rebels shall give to our 
colored soldiers the rights of civilized warfare 
while we refuse to them equality of rights? Can 
we redress the brutaland bloody butchery at Fort 
Pillow while wecontinue this injustice? Sir, the 
whole country is horrified at the barbarities per- 
petrated by the rebels upon our colored soldiers. 
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The civilized world will be shocked as it reads 
of the bloody butchery at Fort Pillow. But,sir, 
Į feel that the nation is doing a wrong to the col- 
ored soldiers hardly less wicked than the wrongs 
erpetrated upon them by slavcholding traitors, 
Let us right their wrongs. Let the Senate adopt 
this amendment. The issue will then be distinet- 
ly presented to the House of Representatives, and 
the Representatives of the people will, lam con- 
fident, promptly concur in righting the grievous 
wrongs of our country’s heroic defenders, : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [have no question that the 
measure offered by the Senator ought to-be passed, 
and passed atonce. The only objection to it isas 
to putting it on the Army appropriation bill, It 
certainly comes within the rules, It is independ- 
ent legislation; but itrelates to the subject-matter 
of the bill; that is, the use of the money which 
is appropriated in the bill. The, only possible 
objection is the one of form,and I merely call the 
attention of the Sendte to it. If the Senate are 
disposed to waive that objection, and put the 
amendment on the bill, I shall not object. ‘There 
is no objection to it under the rules that I know 
of, as it comes from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. I therefore simply call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact. I have no doubt itought 
to pass. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
amendment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. We may as well have the 
yeas and nays, then, in order to obtain a quorum. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 32, nays 5; as follows: 

YEAS—~Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
Jamer, Couness, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Fos- 
ter, Grimes, Hale, Harding, Henderson, Howard, Howe, 
Jobuson, Lane of Todiana, MeDongall, Morgan, Morrill, 
Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Summer, Ten Byck, 
Trumbull, Van Winkle, Willey, and Wilson—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buekalew, Davis, Hendricks, Powell, 
and Saulsbury 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. 1 offer the following amendment 
to come inasa new section: 

And be it further enacted, That when the existing insur- 
rection and rebellion shall have been suppressed, and the 
authority and laws of the United States shall have bé®n 
reistablished in the United States where the people are in 
rebellion, all negroes then in the military service of the 
United States shall thereupon be discharged from such ser 
vice. 

I ask for the yeas and nays upon this amend- 
ment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I call for a division. 

The question being: put, there were, on a di- 
vision—ayes 5, noes 24; no quorum voting, 

Mr. CONNESS. [call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 9, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Mess' 
derson, Hendr 

NAYS—Me 


I ask for a division on that 


. Buckatew, Carlile, Cowan, Davis, Hen- 
Johnson, McDougall, and Powell—9. 
s. Authony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Conn Pixon, Doolitye, Fessenden, Grimes, Hale, 
Harding, Howard, Lane of Indiana, Morgan, Morrill, 
Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Van Winkte, Willey, and Wilson—26, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is no quorum 
of the Senate present. 

Mr. POMEROY. Is it in order for me to move 
to refer some papers? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
a quorum. 5 

Mr. SUMNER. Is itin order to make a re- 
mark? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not, unless 
the Senator makes a motion. It will then be in 
order to make a remark upon that motion. 

Mr. SUMNER. I move thatthe Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Simraan] be requested to proceed im- 
mediately, a8 soon as we have a quorum, with 
the consideration of his proposition to determine 
what is the quorumof thisbody. Such incidents 
as this occurring daily admonish us that we ought 
to adopt that rule. 7 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the Senator from Mi 
of that proposition, 
tirely beyond my control, 


Jt is not without 


This is the second time 
achusetts has reminded me 


S 


there. 1 have called on the members of that com- 
mittee day by day to report either for or against 
it, buti cannot get it before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. Why should not the Senator 
move it in open Senate, and pass it over the com- 
mittee? 


l assure him that itis en- | 
{t was peli tho i] an, Doolittle, F 


Judiciary Committee, and is very safely housed | 


i how. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think that would 
be treating the committee very courteously. I 
observe that the chairman of that committee is 
present, and I take this occasion to say to him 
that I hope he will report it at an early day. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have great respect for that 
committee; but still the business of the Senate 
must be carried on. 

Mr. CLARK. I move that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be directed to request the attendance of ab- 
sentees that business may proceed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at- 
Arms will request the attendance of absent mem- 
bers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator from 
Illinois if he can give us any information when 
that resolution to which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has referred will probably be reported 
from his committee. It is important that it should 
be acted upon at an early day. z 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose I might state 
to the Senator thatthe committee considered that 
matter once or twice, and had pretty much come 
to a conclusion in regard to it as the matter then 
stood; and if they were to report, the probability 
is that the report would not accomplish any ob- 
ject which the Senator from Ohio may have in 
view; and it was thought better by the committee, 
until there was a greater necessity for bringing 
the matter before the Senate, to let it lie. 

Mr. SUMNER. Would not the report from 
the committee bring the matter before the Senate? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We did not think it ad- 
visable that it should be before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. Thatisthe point. The com- 
mittee does not think it advisable that it should 
be brought before the Senate. Any report of the 
committee would bring it before the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1] willinquire of the Chair what 
is the question before the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from 
Towa calls the Senators to order; and they are 
evidently out of order, there being no question 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SAULSBURY entered the Chamber, and 
the Secretary called his name, and he#voted 
“cs ev. 33 

Mr. TEN EYCK. I move that further pro- 


ceedings under the order of the Senate instructing 


the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance of 


absent members be dispensed with. 

Several Senarons. Let him bring them in any- 
È 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Very well. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think there isaquoram 
now in the Senate, and that we can proceed with 
business. J will ask that the vote be retaken on 
the amendment to ascertain that fact, 

Mr. WILSON. The vote is not lost. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. The vote hav- 
ing been declared, I suppose itis necessary to take 
it over again. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be, in the 
impression of the Chair. The Chair will again 
call for the vote. lt may be done in that way, or 
by a motion for an adjournment, or a postpone- 
ment. The Chair will therefore order the Secre- 
tary again to call the roll. 

Mr. RUS SADEN: On what question is the 
roll to be called? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the same ques- 
tion on which the Senate has just voted and found 
itself without a quorum. 

Mr. WILSON. Was not the vote of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Sauispury] taken and 
counted just now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was not. The 
Secretary called his name, butit was improperly 
called, as the vote had been declared. 

The question being again taken by yeas and 
nays, resulted—yeas 10, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—M s. Buckalew, Carlile, Cowan, Davis, Hen- 

; Hendvicks, Johnson, McDougall, Powell, and 


“NAYS—M 


Brown, Clark, Collamer, Conness, Dix- 
enden, Grimes, Hale, ilarding, Howard, 
Nowe, Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, 
Pomeroy, Rainsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Byrek, 
‘frumbull, Van Winkie, Wilkinson, Willey, and Wil- 
son—27. : 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. I propose another amendment; 
to add the following as an additional section: 
“And be it further enacted, That in every case where any 


private soldier or non-commissioned officer may heretofore 
have been or shall hereafter be-mustered into the military 
service of the United States, and who may have been or 
shall hereafter be honorably discharged from such service, 
or who may have heretofore died or shall hereafter die in 
suchservice without having received or being entitlad to re- 
eeiveany bounty, every private soldier ornon commissioned 
oflicer that may be living, and the legal representatives of 
all that may be dead or that may hereafter die without re- 
ceiving any bounty, shall be entitlod 10 and shall be paid 
bounty as here declared, to wit: all those who entered the 
service for three years, the sum of $1005; and those who 
cutered the service for a less term, the proportionate sum 
that their terms bear to $100 for three years. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. That is legislation that 
has not been considered by any committee of the 
Senate. I hope, therefore, it will not be adopted. 

Mr. DAVIS. lask forthe yeas and nays upon 
the amendment. ` : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will say but a word on this 
proposition. It was sent to me by some soldiers 
from Pennsylvania, with a request that I would 
present it to the Senate, and I agreed to do so. 
I think the proposition is right, and I shall there- 
fore support it. We are now giving pay and 
emoluments to negro soldiers in every respect 
equivalent to that which we give to the white sol- 
diers. There were many. white soldiers who 
entered the service early in the war, some of 
whom have been killed in battle, some of whom 
have died from disease, some of whom have been 
discharged by reason of wounds and sickness, 
and a good many, as I am informed, are ina con- 
dition to need this bounty; and yet they have 
never received any. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to raise a point of 
order on this amendment. Iask the Senator if 
it comes from any committee? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly not. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then I raise the point 
of order that the amendment is not in order, as it 
makes an appropriation, 

Mr. DAVIS. I think the proposition is in 
order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maine will state his point, so that the Chair will 
understand it. The amendment, as the Chair 
understands it, does not make an appropriation. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, It increases the appro- 
priation necessarily. It directs a certain payment 
to be made. It Jays the foundation for appro- 
priations. I do not know that it makes them. 

Mr. DAVIS. This proposition does not in- 
crease the appropriations, and does not makeany, 
as l understand.: it does not interfere in the ap- 
propriation that is asked, in the aggregate, or In 
any of its items. ` 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule is that 
“no amendment proposing additional appropria- 
tions shall be received to any general appropria- 
tion bill unless it be made to carry out the pro- 
visions of some existing law,” &c. In theim- 
pression of the Chair, theamendmentisin order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Itis not an appropriation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the ruling 
of the Chair, The Senator’s amendment is in 
order. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was merely proceeding to make 
one word of remark. Iam informed that a great 
many soldiers, who entered the service early and 


‘have taken part in the battles of the country, or 


their representatives, are in a condition in which 
they would not, under existing laws, be entitled 
to bounty. ‘The representatives of the soldiers 
who early entered into the service of country and 
were killed in battle or died from disease, and the 
soldiers who returned to their homes with the loss 
of health, with an inability to labor, and with 
permanent disability, it seems to me, are mach 
fairer subjects for bounty from the Government 
than any negro soldiers that can be presented in 
any form in the service of the country, TU think 
the proposition is just in itself, and that it ought 
to prevail. LE hope it will prevail. F think it is 
but a meager remuneration and reward that is 
proposed to be rendered to many men just as mer- 
itorlous in point of patriotism and bravery and a 
true disposition to serve their country, as others 
who have received the full measure of bounty. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. My objection to tt is 
simply this: it has never been considered by any 
committee, we do not know the extent of it, we 
do not know what effectit may have or whatcall 
it may make on the Treasury, oranything of that 
kind. We have had recently a proof of the dan- 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


ger of passing bills without baving themconsidered 
by acommittee. I hope, therefore, the amendment 
will not_be put on this appropriation bill. 

Mr. CONNESS. There is another objection 


to thisamendment that occurs to my mind, and | 


it is this: whatever may be the condition of these 
soldiers, the Government has carried out its con- 
tracts with them, and if it has been made neces- 
sary by the continuance of the war to increase 

. the provisions made for the pay of soldiers, it 
does not follow that we are now to go on increas- 
ing the emoluments and pay of every soldier who 
has preceded those now in the service. That is 
a proposition that may be well left to the future, 
when Congress shall have the whole question of 
the ability of the country to pay and the services 
rendered by all parties before them. 

Mr. DAVIS. This amendment proposes to 
give a bounty to private soldiers and non-com- 
missioned officers, the men who bear the heat and 
burden of the day. In my judgment, if there are 
any men in the service of the country who are 
entitled. to the liberal bounties and rewards of 
their countrymen it is those classes of the Army. 
At least they have a larger amount of my sym- 
pathies and of my respect than any other portion 
of the Army. So faras I have adisposition to 
render justice, and liberal justice to any men in 
the service of the country, 1 prefer to make that 
return to the private soldiers and non-commis- 
sioned officers who are in the service of the goun- 
try,and to those who have left that service either 
by the casualties of battle or by sickness or by 
death or by being disabled permanently and ren- 
dered incapable of laboring for the support of 
themselves and their families. It seems to me if 
there is any portion of the community who have 
a strong claim upon the justice, the liberality, and 
the magnanimity of the Government and the 
country, it is precisely these classes of the Army. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, by the exist- 
ing law all soldiers wfo serve out Uitir time of 
two or three years, and are honorably discharged 
from the service, receive the bounty of $100; and 
all soldiers who have been discharged on account 
of sickness or wounda are entided to the same 


bounty by the law of the 3d of March of last year. | 


Theamendment thatis now offered applies equally 
to black soldiers as well as whites ones. It will 
cover the case of black soldiers who have been 
discharged from the service as well as white ones. 
There is no ground, therefore, for raising a ques- 
tion on that point; and L am very glad that the 
Senator from Kentucky has made some progress 
in that direction. ` 

But it is a proposition also to pay bounty to 
men who were called into the service, and whom 
we did not agree to give this bounty. The three 
months men, the men whom we called out for nine 
months as militia, are to be paid the same propor- 
tionate bounty under this amendment, It may 


be proper that we should adopt some of its pro- 


visions, and extend our laws in thatrespect; bat 
I think a proposition of that kind should be carc- 
fully guarded. There are a great many men who 
have been discharged from the service of the Uni- 
ted States after a few days’ service who have re- 
ceived bounties of eight or nine hundred dollars 
apiece. Since this Congress met, men by the hun- 
dreds, who were mustered into the service of the 
United States, and received about one thousand 
dollars bounty, have been mustered out again. 
The question is, ought we to give them a bounty 
of $100 in addition? A proposition of this kind, 
which covers everybody and everything, black 
and white, ought to be carefully matured and 
carefully guarded, so asto protect the country and 
the Treasury. 

Mr. DAVIS, If Icould have shaped this meas- 
ure according to my own view, it should notonly 
have notembraced negro soldiers, but they should 


have been disbanded. ‘hey #hould not, so faras | 


I could will it, be a portion of the Army of the 
United States, nor should they receive any emol- 
uments, if Í could direct the matter myself, to 


which that Army might be entitled under thelaw. | 
I was aware of the operation of the amendment. | 
I knew that if it claimed any sympathy from the | 


Senator from Massachusetts it would have to 


embrace the negroes; that without that feature it : 


would not receive any consideration whatever at 
his hands. Howover, | wanted justice done to 
the white soldier, and because what | deem to be 


more than justice might be done to the negrosol- | 


dier, I was not willing that justice to the white 
soldier should be stinted; and therefore | made it 
to include both. ee ce i 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 13, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—-Mesars. Brown; Buckatew, Carlile, Cowan, Da- 
vis, Hendricks, Johnson, Lane of fudiana, Lane of Kansas, 
Powell, Ramsey, Sauisbury, and Wilkinson—13.. —,_ 

NAYS— Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Clark, Collamer, 
Conness, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, Grimes, Hale, 
Henderson, Howe, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sherman; 
Sprague, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trambull, Van Winkle, 
Willey, and Wilson—24, : 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DAVIS. Iwill offer another amendment, 
to Insert as a new section the following: 


And be it further enacted, That when any property 
whatever belonging to any person or persons loyal to the 
United States shall bave been heretofore, orshall be here- 
after, taken, used, or appropriated by any military or naval 
officer thereof for the use and service of the United States, 
the owner or owners Of such property shalt be entitled to 
the fair and reasonable value of sucli property where it is 
of a personal character, and to a fair and reasonable com- 
pensation for its use where it is of the nature of realestate. 
And the judge of the United States district court for the 
district in which any property may be so taken, appropri- 
ated, or used, shall appoint One or more commissioners 
resident therein to take proof and report upon the points 
of, first, the taking, appropriation, or use as aforesaid of 
any property by any military or naval officer of the United 
States ; secondly, the fair and reasonable value or com- 
pensation for the use of any property so taken, appropri- 
ated, and used; third, the loyalty of the owner or owners 
of such property, Said judge shall establish rules and reg- 
ulations to direct such commissioner in the performance 
of his duties. He may confirm or. remand the report in 
vacation as well as term time, and when it is confirmed it 
shall be final aud conclusive aud the amount reported by 
it be paid at the ‘Treasury Department. 


Mr. President, most of the Senators in this 
Chamber, and who'control and fashion its meas- 
ures, represent States that have never been reached 
by the storms and devastations of this civil war. 
They send their sons to the Army, who fali in 
battle, or die by disease in camp, or return home 
with mutilated bodies or broken-down health; 
but the foe has never trod their soil;. their gov- 
ernments move on undisturbed; their laws are 
executed, person and property are protected and 
secure; industry and tho pursuits of life proceed; 
the great mass of their population know nothing 
of the war, except as they read of itin thenews- 
papers, or hear the reverberations of its thunders 
from far off, or are called upon by collectors for 
the taxes levied upon them to sustainit. But we 
are informed by the public prints of the manu- 
facturing States, by their representatives in Con- 
gress, and by their people in every social ciyelo, 
jj that their labor was never so fully or profitably 
employed; that their manufacturing companies 
are making from twenty-five to thirty-three per 
cent. beyond all former rates of profits; thattheir 
people before never had so much money, or were 
accumulating wealth so rapidly, or indulging 
themselves in such fine houses and heavy extrava- 
gance, or their families parading such splendid 
equipages, or flashing such costly and magnificent 
jewelsand diamonds; that their section of country 
is able to bear and pay double the present amount 
of taxes, and it must be imposed to carry on the 
war and conquer and subjugate the rebel States, 
and, if needs be, to exterminate the rebels and 
part out their lands among the freed negroes and 
conquering soldiers. 

Bat what have been and are the aspects of this 
war, in the border slave States, including Ken- 
tucky? Its visage is terribly grim to them to 
what it is to the manufacturing and particularly 
the New England States. It has burst in its fury 
upon those border States and desolated large por- 
tions of them. Thousands upon thousands of 
comfortable farm-houses, may of their towns and 
villages, and their public works; have been given 
i up to conflagration, Their fencing around their 
fruitful ficids and smiling orchards has been swept 
away forcamp fires, and every vestige of vegcta- 
tion and the soil itself trodden out by the encamp- 
-ment tnd continued movement of armies. Rob- 
bery, murder, and rapine have made the land 
frightful; large portions of its people have been 
driven into exile by constantly recurring maraud- 
ing expeditions; business, industry,and labor have 
not only been distarbed ‘but extensively broken 
up, and their avails generally restricted, and in 
myriads of cases wholly cut of. Hundreds and 
hundreds are wandering about homeless and 
houseless, thousands and tens of thousands who 
by diligent labor and prudent economy were liv- 


ing comfortably, have to res 
meager allowances; and many 

day what they areto eat the next A few éon- 
tractors for horses; mules, and other’Armiy sup- 
plies, make some money, but with the entire popi- 
lation besides there is not only no’accumulation, 


but very many ate consuming in’ daily subsist-- 


cence-what they had garnered up in ‘peaceful and 
prosperous days for the evening of-life;and:to 
leave as a moderate ‘provision fer their families 
when they should be called hence, : Multitades, 
besides necessary expenses, do not mnake enough 


‘to meet their direct and indireet taxes, State and 


Federal, and a great many are wholly -unable:to 
pay them. While the New England Bates have 
a monopoly of most of the manufactured articles 
for the supply of the Army and Navy, and are 
receiving from the Government the largestamount 
of its disbursements in enormous prices, the forms 
of our industry do not'enable us to make any com- 
petition with them. ~The war ‘that is enrichin 
them is reducing usto poverty-and hopeless bank- 
ruptcy, and its continuance gives them'the fruits 
not only of their own labor but also ofours. They 
have been opposed to former wars because, in- 
stead of making money by them, their fruits were 
burdens upon their capital, business, and labor. 
If this war had brought to them the same conse- 
quences as to us they would have been oppésed 
to it from the beginning, and in the language of 
one of their prominent statesmen and warriors, 
would have been “ willing for the Union to slide.”? 
ifthe state of the case were even now to shift,and 
the war were to bring upon them the same bur- 
dens and afflictiots thatit does uponus, they would 
change, and become anti-war, though the Union 
did slide, with the same facility with which, from 
being intensely pro-slavery, they became fatyatic- 
ally abolition because they could make no more 
money out of slavery. . 

But a more poignant misery of this war than 
the destruction of our material prosperity, and the 
gaunt want to which it has brought so many of 
our people, is the division it produced among us. 
It precipitated fully twenty-five thousand of the 
sons of Kentucky, comprehending a large-por- 
tion of the flower of our chivalry, into the rebel 
army. Itsundered families, arraying in hostile 
ranks and mortal strife kindred, and brothers, and 
even fathers and sons. The erring leftthe family 
altars, declaring that the North for long years had 
been preparing the mind and the heart of its peo- 
ple for a sectional war against the South, its peo- 
ple, its social structure, its institutions, its. slave 
property, its material wealth and prosperity, for 
the subversion of all, and for the utter subjnga- 
tion of not only the rebel but of the whole of the 
slave States. 7 

The great market for the exports of Kentucky 
were the southern States. From-their settlement, 
many of her children had gone and made their 
homes in them, and raised families and amassed 
wealth. The southern planters came into our 
midst to spend the sickly months of summer, as 
well strangers as those who had been‘Sorn among 
us. Their sonsintermarried with our daughters, 
and our sons with their daughters. We were a 
kindred people, and had a community of prop- 
erty, institutions, and interests. “We were their 
producers, they our consumers, and we drew the 
bounties of our surplus labor from the cotton and 
sugar plantations of the South, as did also to a 
large extent so many of the manufacturing and 
agricultural portions of the free States. On thie 
other hand, except for the sale of a few cattle in 
New York city, and an occasional lot of mules 
at iron manufactories in Pennsylvania, Kentucky 
found no market in the free States. Her wheat 
passes in the crude form or as flour to Europe. 
New England buys nothing from us, but we-are. 
large consumers of her manufactures. We have 
long been developing her manufacturing industry 
and skill, and adding to her enormous wealth by 
paying to her the money which we have been 
drawing from the South. Trado, interest, com- 
munity of property and institutions, social inter- 
course, the strong tes of family and kindred, and 
the most solemn monitions of our southern breth- 
ren, andso many of our children in our midst, that 
the people of the free,and particularly of the New 
England States, meditated remorseless waragainst 
them all, as well in Kentucky and the other bor- 
der slave ag the southern States, beckoned us to 
the southern confederation.. 
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Bat on the other hand there was our deep and | 
true appreciation of our Constitution, ofthe price- 
Jess liberties which it guarantied to the American 
people, of the Union which it formed, and of the 
protection, peace, security, prosperity, and hap- 
piness which it would secure to all covered by 
its egis, so long as that ægis should remain un- 
broken, all the glories of the past and. all the 
limitless hopes of the future, and duty, and hon- 
or, drawing us. with their resistless force to bear 
our full, part in every proper measure to put 
down the insurrection, and to vindicate the con- 
stitutional and benignant sovereignty of the Uni- 
ted States. We haited not, we hesitated not; but 
heedless of allelse we stood our duty and honor. 
Your President had declared to the people of the 
United States that he had ‘neither the power nor 


States.” He had said to the Emperor of the 


. & The rights of the States,and the condition of every hu- 
man being in them, will remain precisely thesame, whether 
the revolution shall succeed or whether it shall fail. Inone 
case the States would be federally coneeted with the new 
confederacy; in the other they would, as now, be members 
of the United States, but their consti/utions, Laws, customs, 
habits, and institutions, in either case, will remain the 
same”? 

You Senators resolved, with but three negative 
votes, 

«That this war is not waged on your part in any spirit of 
oppression, or for any purpose of conquest or subjugation, 
or purpose of overturning or interfering with the rights or 
established institutions of those [southern] States, but to 
defend and maintain the supremacy of the Constitution 
and preserve the Union with all the dignity, equality, and 
rights of the several States unimpaired; and as soon as 
these objects are attained the war ought to cease.” 

We believed that these solemn pledges were 
made by men of truth, honor,and patriotism; be- 
sides, their observance being required by the 
plainest principles of the Constitution, we doubted 
not that they would be keptin the best faith, But 
how deplorably have we been deceived and be- 
trayed! : 

If youand your President had then, with manly 
frankness, declared that it was your purpose to 
seize the occasion offered by the insurrection to 
destroy slavery, as well in the loyal as in the 
rebel States; and to effect it you intended to dis- 
regard the Federal Constitution, its partition, lim- 
itations. and restrictions of power, its compro- 
mises and guarantees; to subvert all the reserved 
sovereignty of the States and the people, and 
yourselves to assume, by usurpation, arbitrary 
and unlimited power; to tear down the regularly 
organized State coustitutions and governments, 
and to authorize Jess than a tithe of their people 
respectively to reconstruct them, by the agency of 
elections held by such contemptible minorities, 
and they still further degraded by the presence 
and control of a pervading military despotism, 
and by the imposition of conditions and oaths 
which bring shame and dishonor upon patriotic | 
manhood; that you intended a regular and general 
system ofmilitary arrests without preferring any 
charge of crime or offense, and to drag your vic- 
tims from home and friends to be imprisoned in- 
definitely in distant fortifications and penitentia- 
ries; and to deprive civilians of trial by jary and 
bring them before petty courts-martial for oflenses 
unknown to law, to be punished according to 
their own arbitrary will, or in subordination to 
the oppressive purposes of their superiors; that 
to permente all the loyal States with your organ- 
ized military despotism, and to secure the detru- 
sion of the civil courts and laws when it should 
become necessary to effectuate any of your sin- 
ister ends, you would pass a law authorizing the 
President to suspend at his will the writ of habeas 
corpus; that you would control the elections, | 
State and Federal, by the bayonet, and, to make 
it more certain, you would convert the camps into 
your partisan hustings, where iron military rule 
should stifle free ballotand cnact the mockery of 
registering the votes of soldiers for your predes- 
tined appointees to offices that to overthrow the l 
power of the people and continue your party in 
office, by the forms of election you would, with- 
out the consent of the Legislature of Virginia, 
erect her western counties Into a new State, rec- 
ognize one tenth of the remaining counties as the 
old State, marshal into the Union Louisiana, 
Texas, and Tennessee by constitutions formed 
under the President’s tithing proclamation, and 
admit Colorado, Nevada, and Nebraska as new 


States, when all together have not as much popu- | 
lation as the ratio that gives right to one Repre- 
sentative, Had you disclosed in the beginning such 
an array of diabolical policy and measures your fall | 
would have been that of Lucifer. Buteven now 
theirenormity should first bring the nationaghast, 
and then nerveit with the spiritof implacable jus- 
tice against their authors. Had you revealed them 
at once to the people in such manifold, extensive, 
and hideous proportions they would have hurled 
you suddenly from the heights of your power. 
Under the specious but false pretext of enforcing 
the laws, upholding the Constitution, and restor- 
ing the Union by suppressing the Insurrection 
without disturbing the people of the rebel States 
in the enjoyment of any of their rights, except so 
far as they should forfeit them by the judgment 
of the law, you progressed step by step to inveigle 
the nation to intrust you with its whole military 
power, all its men, all its money,-and you have 
proceeded to forge gigantic chains with which to 
manacle your masters, the sovereign people. But 
the popular Samson will yet burst his feuers and 
free himself. In every true and well-informed 
man you have a life-long and inexorable adver- 
sary, and as your deluded followers throw from 
their souls darkness and-thralldom they will swell 
the free and conquering hosts which will over- 
throw you forever. The people will call a sov- 
ereign convention, and by that agency they will 
reconstruct their Government and Union, which 
you have well-nigh laid in ruins. 

We often hear and mect in the public prints | 
invocations from demagogues and deceivers to | 
the people generally to be true and stand by the 
old Government, and to the people of the southern 
States to return to itand receive its paternal pro- 
tection. Where is the old Government? As it 
is now administered, if Washington, and Madi- 
son, and its other great founders could rise from 
their honored graves, would they recognize it as 
the Government which they had fashioned for the 
people of the United States? Never. And what, 
in fact, do those who have charge of it offer to 
the people of the southern States but a slavery 
more galling than that of Hungary or Poland? 

Do not the border slave Siates, that, beset with 
such difficulties, trials, and perils, have yet con- 
tinued constant and trae to the Union and the 
Government, merit from those in power at least 
sheer justice? Js not every loyal person in any 
State entitled to the full measure of justice from 
his Government and those who administer it? 
Private property to the amount of hundreds 
of millions, belonging to loyal people in the } 
States where the Union armies have marched or 
held post, has been consumed, appropriated, and 
used by them, and for which no compensation 
has been made. [doubt not that these unsatis- 
fied claims for other than slave property in Ken- 
tucky exceed twenty million dollars, and, in- 
cluding those for slaves, would amount to be- 
tween thirty and forty millions. Large amounts 
accrued between two and three years ago, and we 
have been clamorous again and again for pay- 
ment, both atthe Treasury and iv the two Houses 
of Congress; but hitherto not only without suc- 
cess, but uncheered by any prospect of success. 
The amendment | have proposed, or some such 
measure, is necessary to enable ustoobtain what 
the United States honestly owes us. Will you 
pay us, or is it your purpose to repudiate the 
debt? You should beware how you teach, by 
act or omission, the lesson of repudiation. ‘Those 
whom you represent have and will have the bonds 
of the United States for thousands of millions, 
created largely bywhoddy manufactures, sold to 
the Government at two or three times its value, 
and very largely to pay the expenses of the war, 
not only against the insurrection but against sla- 
very in every State, against the Constitution 
and liberties of the people, and for the subjuga- 
tion and enslavement of the white peopld of the 
South. Phateup of repudiation which you tender 


to our lips you may have to drain to the dregs. 
But you not only refuse to make us any com- 
pensation for the many millions of our property 
taken for public use, but you are proceeding to 
break up the deep foundations of our system of 
Federal and State governments, and to make a 
great and sure revolution by an unauthorized 
change of the Constitution, to consummate at once 


the utter destruction of slavery in every State, 
irrespective of the sedate and fixed opinion of the | 


people, or of the power and action of changing 
majorities. Your scheme is by this act of revo- 
lution to rob Kentucky of $150,000,000 of slave 
property without one dollar of remuneration. 
‘Wasever the attachment and fidelity of any peo- 
ple to their Government so sorely tried and found 
so steady and so true? s 

Public affairs are in a termible condition when 
most of the wisest, best, and most patriotic men 
of the whole country are unable to form a sat- 
isfactory opinion whether the rebellion or the 
administration of their own Government is the 
greatest scourge. I indulge the hope that both 
are transitory. One might reverently wish that 
the afflictions of either will satisfy the purposes 
ofa merciful God in the punishment of our na- 
tional sins; but Į cannot conceive how both for 
a great length of time could be endured. If the 
disorders and ills which the maladministration of 
the Government have brought upon the country, ` 
as | have portrayed them, are the fruits of the 
war, and are to be permanently fixed upon it, it 
were a thousand times better that there should 
have been no war; if its cessation would correct 
them, it should not continue another day. 
< Mr. SAULSBURY. I move that tho further 
consideration of this bill be postponed until to- 
morrow. I wish to address the Senate upon the 
subject, but I do not desire to do so this afternoon, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. ANTHONY 
in the chair.) The question is on the adoption 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kentucky, 

Mr. DAVIS. 
upon it, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. - 

Mr. CONNESS. Since the yeas and nays 
are about to be taken on the amendment, I wish 
to offer an amendment to it. In the second line 
of the amendment, afte® the words * property 
whatever,” I move to insert the words “except 
slaves.” I do not wish to occupy any time, but 
I will very briefly explain my reason for offering 
this amendment. 1 do it because I believe, as was 
shown clearly in the Senate by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland, [Mr. Jounson,]and which [ 
will not more than refer to, that slaves are persons, 
and that the Government in this war is entitled 
to their services. Therefore I desire them to be 
exempted from the property-to be paid for by the 
Government, That is one reason why I desire 
to insert these words, ‘except slaves,” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question 
on the amendment to the amendment, and de- 
clared that the noes appeared to have it, 

Mr. CONNESS. Letus have a division upon 
it. Perhaps the Scnate do not understand the 
amendment, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That will make two calls 
for the yeas and nays ona thing perfectly absurd, 
and which there is no use of putting on this bill, 
Mr. CONNESS. Iam very well aware of the 
force of the language of the Senator from Maine 
and the effeet of the amendment. I do not desire 
to embarrass the bill that he has charge of here 
by offering amendments; butitappears to me that 
a vote might be had on this amendment without 
consuming any great amount of time. 

Mr. SUMNER. Allow me to suggest to my 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


| friend a modification of his amendment. He pro- 


poses to insert simply the words “ exceptslaves”’ 
after “ property.” Is there not something of im- 
plication in that, that slaves may be property? 
“ All property except slaves,” says the Senator. 
l would say “all property,” and then, carrying 
out the Senator’s obvious idea, © but slaves shail 
not be considered as property.” 

Mr. CONNESS. I will accept the Senator’s 
amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER There can be no such thing 
as property in man. ‘That is perfectly clear. 

Mr. CONNESS. I accept the Senator’s amend- 
ment as a substitute for mine. 

Mr. HALE. I want to suggest to my friend 
from ‘Massachusetts whether his amendment is 
not liable to the same implication. Would not 
people suppose that if it was not for this proviso 
at the end of it slaves were included? Does he 
not give color to the idea by this amendment? 
[Laughter.} 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I appeal to my friend 
from California to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. CONNESS. I withdraw the amendment 


_ THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN 0. RIVES, WASH 


Turrty-Erenrit Concress, Isr SESSION. 


with the consent of the Senate, which Ihave no 
doubt I shall have. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment is withdrawn; and the 
question recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Kentucky, upon which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. : 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 5, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Davis, Hendricks, 
and Powell—s, 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Conness, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harding, Henderson, Howard, Howe, 
Laneof Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Morrill, Pome- 
roy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Van Winkie, 
Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson—3l. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. President, when J 
caine here at the commencement of this session, 
I thought the sentiment of Indiana was as well 
defined in favor of a proposition that the pay of 
the soldiers ought to be increased as any senti- 
ment could be defined; and I thought that opin- 
ion was based upon some very substantial and 
good reasons. Wery many of the soldiers who 
are now in the Army of the United States en- 
listed onthe call ofthe President, when their com- 
pensation was fifty per cent. more than it now is; 
when there was but very little difference between 
the gold and silver currency of the country and 
the paper currency. But the depreciation has 
gone on until that compensation is now fifty per 
cent. less than it was, and the expense of main- 
taining a family while the soldier is in the Army 
is also largely increased, The reason, therefore, 
is very strong in favor of the increase of the com- 
pensation of the soldiers and non-commissioned 
officers of the Army of the’ United States. 

Atan early day of the session, I believe the very 
seventh bill introduced in this body was one in- 
troduced by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Wiuson,] proposing an increase in the pay 
of the non-commissioned officers and soldiers. | 
have waited from day to day, from week to week, 
and from month to month, until now four months 
of the session have passed and that bill has not 
been called up by the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. ‘There was no rest given to 
this Senate until the bill proposing to equalize 
the pay of the negro soldier with the white sol- 
dier was considered, until the pay of the negro 
soldier was raised; but Ihave seen no anxiety on 
the part of the majority of this body to call the 
attention of the body to the bill proposing an in- 
crease of the pay of the white soldiersin the Army. 

I now propose to do what ought to have been 
done as an act of justice at an earlier day of the 
session. The ‘bill proposed by the Senator from 
‘Massachusetts, the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, provided that the pay should 
be increased, and that that increase should com- 
mence with the present year, the Ist day of Jan- 
uary,if { recollect correctly. [do not propose by 
the amendment that I shall offer to go back of the 
passage of this Lill, although it would be very 


right to say that their pay should be increased | 


from the commencement of the present year. In 
my amendment I propose simply that the pay 
shall be increased from this day. 

My. President, | offer the following amend- 
ment as gn additional section to the bill: 


And be il further enacted, That the pay of the soldiers and 
non- commissioned officers ofthe Army of the United States 


shall hereafter be fifty per cent. greater than is uow allowed ; 


by law. 

I believe, sir, that the pay of the soldier isnow 
thirteen dollars per month. This will increase 
it $6 50 per month, making it $19 50 per month. 
This is not a greater compensation than they re- 
ceived when they entered the service, and will not 
enable the soldiers better to support their families 
at home than the pay that they received when 
they made their engagement with the Government. 

Mr. CARLILE. I suggest to the Senator 
‘from: Indiana, in licu of the words “ fifty per 
cent. greater than is nowallowed by law,” to in- 
wert twenty dollars per month.” 
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“Mr. HENDRICKS. 


soldiers. That was the proposition:of the chair- 


man of the Committee on Military Affairs in his | 
bill.. We cannot do that by- saying that the pay f ; 
| measure is before-ihe House of Representatives 


shall be twenty dollars, bécause there are two 


classes here; non-commissioned officers and pri- | 
vate soldiers. I propose just to add fifty per cent. f 
| in the compensation:of the. soldiers under:that bill 
t there is to bea distinction made between those. 


Itis not very different from the proposition of the 
Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. CARLILE. I believe that is only two 
dollars difference. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will correct meifd am 
wrong; but my reeollection is, that a non-com- 
missioned officer receives but two dollars more 
than a private. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A corporal two dollars, a 
sergeant four dollars, and an orderly sergeant 
seven dollars. 

Mr. WILSON. J will look ina moment. J 
think an orderly sergeant receives seven dollars 
more. 

Mr. CARLILE. It can very easily be made 
definite'by increasing the pay of the -non-commis- 
sioned officers by adding seven dollars.a month 
to their pay as well as to the pay of the privates. 

The Senator from Indiana has very properly 
alluded to the depreciation of the currency now 
received by the soldier in pay for his services. 1 
beg leave to add an additional statement, That 
depreciation does not really show the deprecia- 
tion in the receipts of the soldier, because the cost 
of living avd all -the necessaries of life have in- 
creased ina much greater ratio than -the differ- 
ence between coin and paper to-day. I think 
twenty dollars a month now would be really less 
to a private than ten dollars would: have been at 
the time the compensation was fixed. 

Mr. POMEROY. 1 merely rise to suggest 
that this matter is under consideration in the other 
branch of Congress. It is there in the form ofa 
distinct bill by itself, and 1 think it had better be 
kept by itself. [would not object to this propo- 
sition if it were brought in as an independent 
measure. The subject is now being considered 
in the House of Representatives, and I hope it 
will pass there first, and then come here for ac- 
tion. 

Mr. WILSON. Early in the session the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs reported a bill increas- 
ing the pay of the common soldiers to sixteen 
dollars amonth, and making the same proportion- 
ate increase in the pay of sergeants and corporals. 
That bill has not been acted upon, for the reason 
that the Committee on Military Affairs in the 
House of Representatives have devoted a great 
deal of time to the preparation of a bill for this 
purpose. I understand that it is nearly complete, 
and will-be reported at a very early day. In that 
bill they have organized a system that will make 
the proper distinctions and do justice. It willbe 
remembered that our soldiers who early entered 
the service received but the $100 bounty, while 
some of the soldiers who have entered the service 
within afew weeks past have received as high 
as $1,000 bounty, an enormous compensation, 
Some of the States also make a payment to their 
families, so that their pay is very large indeed. 
The Committee on Military Affairs in the House 
of Representatives, Lunderstand, intend to report 
that bill very soon. They have been laboring 
very carcfully and assiduously upon it; and the 
reason why | have not called up the Senate bill 
on the subject has been in deference to their 
opinions in that House and to their preparation 
for a bill of this kind. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. There was one thing that 
I desired to say to the Senate when I was up be- 
fore, but itescaped my recollection at the time. 
I have not been in favor, but have uniformly 
voted against giving to colored soldiers the same 
pay that is given to white soldiers; but I have 
seen what is the sentiment of the Senate on that 
subject, and because |-wanted this measure adopt- 


Į would agree very: cor- |; 
|| dially tö the proposition of the Senator from: Vir- || 
ginia but for this difficulty: the pay of the non- ji 
commissioned officers ought to be increased at | 
the same time that we increase the pay of the f 


the same increased compensation that 1s: givers t6, 
the white soldier. «Iowish toamake this expland 
tion, not:that this is according to my judemenl, 
but itis the only proposition which t- believe cai 
passthe Senate.: 3 Shae 

Now, sir, in regard to the suggestion that thig: 


in-a-separate bill, do T understand the chairmen 
of the:Commitiee on Military Affairs to say tbat 


who have received large bounties:and those who 
have received small bounties; thatthe one is ito 
have larger -pay per ‘month than the. other? 
think sucha measure can hever: pass, It isnot 
practicable. : Cid Pla bla pois 

Mr. WILSON. . I have not seenthe bill ofthe 
House of Representatives; but dunderstootl thas 
in the bill that -was.being’ prepared::by! that come 
mittee and to which .they had devotedia.great degl 
of time, they-intended to make seme.distingtioh 
in: point.of time of serviee. € do notcknow the 
precise form in which it is placed; but the: Senate 
committee have deferred action upan the subject 
until they: make their report.. The Military Com» 
mittee of the House.of Representatives intend ito 
report a bill for the increase of the pay of the 
soldiers, and I understood that they iintended:to 
report an increase averaging larger than the: re« 
port of the-Committee on Military Affairs of the 
Senate which wassixteen-dollars amonth... Phe 
Committee.on Military Affairs of the Senate:have 
under consideration a bill which changes-the ra- 
tion and pays two dollars a month to the private. 
We have not taken that up. ‘We want-to look 
at it very carefally in that view, J think the sub- 
ject of the increase of. pay.for the Army thad bet- 
ter be left until we have the report.of abe. com~ 
mittee of the House of Representatives. | Ehake 
waited for thatipurpose. © 0 ceret ii ih 

Mr. HENDRICKS.. This is not: thatisort: of: 
measure on which—under the. Constitution-——the 
Senate ought to wait first for the judgment ofthe 
House of Representatives. It is..not.a revenue 
measure. It is-doing that which the: Senator by 
the bill that he introduced atan ‘early day of.the 
session said the Senate ought properly’.to origins. 
ate and pass. - I have proposed itas an amend 
ment to this:appropriation bill, because itis. dé- 
gitimate, because itis germane to theshill, “Eke 
bill makes provisions. for the expenses.of. the 
Army for the. coming year. ‘This proposition: to 
regulate the pay of the soldiers and the non-com- 
missioned officers belongs to:that subject... Uf swe 
put it upon this appropriation bill it will pass and 
becomeailaw. l-bave great doubt whether any 
independent proposition willpass. think Iam 
not well answered by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs when he says there ig 
abillin the House of Representatives.on this sub- 
ject, when he himself has not.examined that bill, 
and cannotsay now tothe Senate whether he ean 
give it his support or not; whether it isa wise 
measure or not. No Senator will say that this 
proposition which I have had the honor. to:pré- 
sent to the Senate is more than just: -The ex- 
penses of living at home and the depreciation of 
the currency make it-a:proper measure provided 
the-compensation of thirteen dollars a-month at 
the commencement of the war was-a proper.and 
just compensation. obs 

Mr. CONNESS. The Senator from. Indiana 
is not as. liberal as the gentlemen in the other 
branch of Congress with whom he-acts;: ‘They 
proposed, I believe, in a party caucus:to:pay: the 
soldiers and non-commissioned: officers iin gold. 
I should like to ask the Senator if that is not true. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. President, lam not 
in the habit when speaking ir the Senate upon a 
question of practical legislation -to give it a par- 
tisan turn if I can possibly. avoid it; nor am Lin 
the habit of referring to the proceedings of a cas 
cus of the party to which I belong or of the: op- 
posite party; but in reply to the Senator { will 
say that 1 undérstand that the Democrats in eau- 
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cus decided to support a measure to pay the sol- 
diers in coin or its equivalent. Lhave auempted 
as near as I could to come to that result, to give 
them what was promised them at the commence- 
ment of the war. 

‘Mr. CONNESS: Lam very glad to have this 
answer from the Senator.. What a generous and 
noble-hearted set of men the Senator acts with! 
Just think of the proposition when gold is ata 
premium of eighty or ninety to pay the poor sol- 
dier in.gold!. ‘hat is better than i can go.. The 
Senatoris entitled to credit, since they find a little 
inconvenience in carrying out that proposition, in 
his effort to come as near it as he can by raising 
the pay.in legal tenders fifty per cent. Perhaps 
after a montior more gold will recede in the mar- 
ket; so that fifty per cent. will be the equivalent of 
the proposition of which the Senator has given us 
an account 

Now, sir, I have this answer to make to the 
argument of the Senator, and to the proposition 
he has made here, very different from that given 
by the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I will not vote for his amend- 
ment; Í will not vote for such a bill asthe honor- 
able chairman has described if it should be gotten 
up in the House; and | think, notwithstanding, 
that I would vote as generously and freely from 
the public purse or from my own: to the soldier 
as either of the Senators or any other man in the 
countrys: + 

But; ‘sir, we are not to forget that while the 
countryis to be maintained by soldiers in the field 
it is also to be maintained by the flnancesat home; 
and in my opinion the man who in the face of the 
condition of the country would vote or advocate 
(because of its apparent or real popularity with 
the soldicrs who have been very properly entitled 
to vote in most of the States) such an increase as 
is proposed, is very much more lavish with his 
generosity than with his judgment, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Tithe Senator from Cal- 
ifornia will allow me, E will ask him one question. 

Mr. CONNESS, Certainly. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. tle is opposed to this 
proposition because it interferes with the finances 
of the country. lask him whether he made that 

oint in the Senate and expressed that sentiment 
in his vote on the proposition to increase the pay 
of the colored troops, 

Mr. CONNESS. ‘Still harping on my daugh- 
ter.” Hf the subject of colored troops were not 
here, what would the honorable Senator from In- 
diana do for material for the next political cam- 
paign? Perhaps he will give us an answer to 
that. He would have to fall back on the ques- 
tionable military reputation of his candidate for 
the Presidency, perhaps, and that would not be 
quite so reliable, 
sation of negro soldiers and equalize it with that 
of other soldiers who are taking their lives into 
the field to battle for your liberty and for mine, 
with as much prideand satisfaction as any vote l 
ever gave in my life. I should be ashamed if I 


were a party in the advocacy of withholding the | 
compensation of that kind of labor from any man, | 


i will not characterize, for itdoes not belong to the 
legitimacy of debate, those who are so stingily 
disposed toward a soldier who is battling for the 
liberties of the human kind in this great contest 
as to measure. out the pittance according to the 
color of his skin. 
falsity of its logie, 
‘Tlie proposition to equalize the compensation 
of soldiers was one clear and distinct in itself, 
giving the black soidier the compensation that the 
Government had determined a soldier was worth. 
lı gave no Jess compensation to the white soldier. 
Does the Senator from Indiana dissent from the 


equity of Private Miles O'Reilly, of the forty- | 


seventh regiment of New York volunteers, who 
generously was willing to divide with Sambo 
the right to be kilt?” 


“The men who object to Sambo 
Should take his place and fight; 
And it’s betther to have a nayger’s hue 
han a liver that’s wake and white. 


“Though Sambos black as the ace of spades 
His finger a thrigger can puii, 
And his eye runs sihraight on the barrel sights 
From uuder his thateh of wool, 


+ So hear me all, boys, darlin’, 
Don’t think Pm tipping you chaff, 
The right to be kilt we'll divide wid bitm, 
And give him the largest balf.*? 


s 


I voted to increase the compen- | 


I will not waste wordson the | 
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Mr. HENDRICKS. If the gentleman wants 
to.deal with the private, he can have his discus- 
sion with him. lam not interested in that. 

Mr. CONNESS. I do not wonder that the 
Senator retires before the logic contained in the 
philosophy- of -Private-Miles O’Reilly.. Ido not 
grudge the pay to the colored soldier. „I would 
be ashamed to withhold it... I will say in reply to 
the Senator from Indiana, that when that propo- 
sition was before the Senate I did consider it, and 
I weighed it with. exactness, considering the in- 
justice involved in withholding the equality of 
compensation with the demand it would make on 
the national Treasury, and, inuccordance with the 
conclusions of my own mind and the general judg- 
ment of all patriotic people in the country, Í sus- 
tained the measure to equalize the pay of all sol- 
diers. : 

This measure bears upon its face, I will say, 
without imputing any sinister motive to the hon- 
orable Senator, the brand of fodder for the next 
campaign. 1am opposed to all such legislation; 
Lam opposed to all such propositions, They are 
unworthy of the Senate; they are unworthy of 
the period; and they should not be methere, inmy 
opinion, by any apologies nor by any considera- 
tions addressed to the soldier because of their sup- 
posed agreeableness to him. It is a question yet 
whether we can maintain the liberties and the 
Government of this country. According to my 
honorable friend beside me, [Mr. Davis,]} the lib- 
erties are already gone; but we differ very widely 
with our friend in that. But, sir, we are not to 
forget that hundreds, ay, thousands of millions 
of indebtedness, so faithtully and exactly chron- 
icled by the honorable Senator who offered this 
amendment from time to time, are growing upon 
us, and the proposition to increase them unneces« 
sarily is a proposition neither wise nor true. 

I will not continue, sir. 1 did not intend to say 
more than a word or two; but I could not occupy 
my seat in silence while anything in the nature 
of an apology was given for not sustaining this 


that it is not a measure of statesmanship, and 
therefore should fall to the ground, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, with re- 
gard to this proposition, it has been under con- 
sideration by two committees, who have been ap- 
pointed for the purpose of considering questions 
of this description, for a cousiderable period, It 
was introduced originally into the Senate, 1 be- 
lieve, by the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
seus, and has been more or less considered by the 
Committee on Military Affairs of this body. It 
has been, it seems, very carefully considered, and 
almost, if not quite, brought to a point where it 
can be reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the House of Representatives. It bas 
been found to bea question involving great prac- 
tical difficulties in order to equalize the pay, and 
make it just and proper if it ought to be increased. 
And we are assured that we may very soon ex- 
pect something upon which we can act. 

The honorable Senator from Indiana is wiser 
than these two committees. He sees no occasion 
for considering a question of this kind. Itin- 
volves, to be sure, perhaps $100,000,000; Ido not 
know how much. [believe weappropriate some- 
thing like one hundred and fitty million a year 
for pay. This proposes to appropriate, it may be, 
about fifty million more. He proposes to jump 
to a conclusion; he solves the difliculty, and at 
once informs the Senate what it ought to do in 
relation to this complicated question. 

Now, I wish the honorable Senator from Indi- 
ana would do one other thing. We have heard 
repeatedly from him during this session of Con- 
gress about the great expenses of this Govern- 
ment, the way in which we are raising money, 
the amount we are obliged to raise, the immense 
taxes that we are bringing upon the people, the 
outrages in fact which the Government is perpe- 
trating upon the people in carrying on this war; 
and with everything but the pay cf the soldiers, 
I believe, he finds infinite fault. Now, I wish 
that the honorable Senator, sinee he can reach a 
conclusion and solve the difficulty, cut the knot 
wilh so much ease, so much facility in relation to 
a question which has puzzled and troubled two 
very able committees of Congress, would also at 
| once. solve another difficulty, and that is how we 
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are to get the money. Two committees, not so 
i able as the Committees on Military Affuira, bat 


amendment instead of the real reason being given, | 


April 22, 


two:committees of Congress, under the advice of 
the Secretary of the Treasury from time totime, 
have been attempting to solve our financial diffi- 
culties, so far at least as to be able to procure | 
money to carry on the war, and keep up the credit 
of the Government... Now, if the honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana, with that illumination which 
seems to shine through him with reference to these 
questions, would just enlighten us as to how we 
are to meet these difficulties at the same time, 
(because he is increasing them,) he would confer 
a greatobligation upon all concerned. , Undoubt- 
edly he has the project in his head. He would 
not propose to add fifty or seventy-five million 
dollars a year to the ordinary expenses of the 
Government unless he had a mode provided in 
which he could meet it. 

There is another thing which is very singular, 
and that is that the honorable Senator should pro- 
pose this precisely in this way, when he finds 
that everything else is wrong, if we may believe 
him and trust to his word. We have no money, 
according to him; we have no credit; we are soon 
to be bankrupt; we cannot getalong! He isin 
favor of the war, but the war must break down. 
He is in favor of subjugating the rebels, but we 
cannot subjugate them. All that is very natural, 
because we have got so accustomed to it from 
certain gentlemen now that we expect it as a 
matter of course. But if he would only aid us to 
get through with the difficulties which he himself 
now seems bent upon increasing and enlarging, 
as l said before, he would confer a great benefit, 
an obligation, upon all concerned in devising ways 
and means to carry onthe Government. He does 
not seem to know precisely what we do pay to 
all these classes, except the common soldiers, 

Now, ! would call his attention to another thing, 
and I would call the attention of the Senate to it. 
{tis said that we are almost in a financial difi- 
culty at the present time; it is said that we have 
trouble or are likely to have trouble in meeting 
our obligations. From what does this arise? 
Gentlemen on the other side of the House tell us 
that it arises from the great inflation ofthe cur- 
rency. How much has the currency been inflated 
by the action of the present Congress? With a 
single stroke of the pen almost, contrary to my 
own opinion, we authorized the paymentof enor- 
mous bounties, and continued those bounties for 
months after we had first fixed a period for them. 
The result was the expenditure of something over 
$100,000,000 in bounties, very large bounties, 
enormous bounties in point of fact, in order to 
get soldiers into the field, Those who have con- 
sidered the subject believe that if we could have 
done it it might have been necessary, but that if 
we had not done it we should not be so much 
troubled as we are now, or not in so much danger 
as we are now in reference to these very consid- 


j erations. 


Who gotthis money? For whom have we been 
obliged to involve ourselves, if we are involved in 
difficulties of this description? The soldiery; and 
the same story was told then that is told now: 
s We cannotget the men without it;”’and we have 
paid to these men these enormous bounties of 
$400 and $500; and besides that, all over the coun- 
try they have received about as much more from 
their towns, their cities, and other corporations; 
and inaddition to that, their families are taken care 
of at home, if they need to be taken care of. They 
have just regnlisted knowing what their pay is, 
their pay being thirteen dollars a month, They 
received these large bounties, hardly less than a 
thousand dollars in almost any State in the Union, 
put them into their pockets, and with that knowl- 
edge having reénlisted, gone in with their eyes 
open and with all patriotism too, Lam willing to 
admit; and now the Senator says we must add 
fifty per cent, to their pay. 

Sir, | have a better opinion of the patriotism 


| of the soldiers in the field—L will not say a better 


opinion; that would not be proper; 1 will say I 
have as good an opinion of the patriotism of the 
soldiers in the field as I have of the patriotism 
of the honorable Senator from Indiana. ‘Vhey 
enlisted within a short time, knowing what they 
were to receive, knowing the increase in the 
amount that they were obliged to pay for, the or- 
dinary sources of support, and I believe if you 
put the question to them to-day, ‘* Will you have 
your pay increased at the risk of breaking down 
the finances of the Government and putting a stop 
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to the military operations and endangering the na- 
tional cause??? with one accord they would raise 
their voices and say, No, no, and we. despise 
and contemn the petty politicians who endeavor 
to make capital and trade out of our blood in this 
way.?” 

Sir, if there is any occasion to raise the pay of 

the soldiers let it be considered carefully and 
wisely and reported upon. With all my respect 
for the ability of the Senator from Indiana, Ido not 
believe that heis wise enough to solve this question 
by an amendment of his owmupon an appropria- 
tion bill, Ido not believe he hasthe ability; and I 
accord to him as much ability as to any single 
member of the Senate; no one is able to do it. It 
requires careful and deliberate consideration and 
acuon, and therefore I say that it is improper, 
grossly improper, to attempt to hang a great ques- 
tion of this description, involving such large 
amounts of money, on an appropriation bill sit- 
uated precisely as this is. 

Let me say to my honorable frjends who act 
with me in this body, that I counsel, with all 
respect and all proper humility, l counsel them not 
to be frightened when the question of soldiers’ 
pay is concerned; let not their hearts beat so as 
to beat the buttons off their jackets. Meet this 
question like statesmen. The soldiers in the field 
are men as we are, and many of them better men 
than we are. They understand these questions, 
and they understand the motives of all these 
things. Sir, if there is a set of men in the world 
who have been treated well, have been treated as 
well as men could be, watched over with kind- 
ness and care, and no expense spared to make 
them comfortable, although in the nature of things 
thatcare must sometimes fail, it isthe soldiers in 
the employment of the Government of the United 
States who are fightingits battles. Take the sol- 
diers from my own State; they are paid acertain 
sum per month; they get all the articles necessary 
for their own individual support without expense 
to themselves; the rise of prices does not affect 
them; they are supported in the field with all 
that is necessary to support life at the expense 
of the Government; they pay nothing for the 
food that they eat; a large proportion of them 
have no families at home; they are young men, 
almost boys; and in regard to those who have 
families, l suppose it is the case in Indiana as it 
isin Maine, and I presumeit to be soin every State 
of the Union, no soldier’s family is permitted to 
suffer if their condition is known, but they are 
looked to and taken care of. And now this cry 
about raising the pay of soldiers, without con- 
sideration, without study, without care, and from 
gentlemen, too, whoare denouncingevery day this 
Government as on the eve of bankruptcy and 
unable to support itself and to meet the requisi- 
tions upon it, comes with a very singular air. 

I say, therefore, to my friends, our justifica- 
tion must be found in our own consciousness of 
what is due to the country, and we need have no 
fear, and if we have we should throw our fears 
to the winds that we shall be misjudged for what 
we do upon questions of this importance. 

Sir, as my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Wixson] bas said more than once, the difficulty 
which we have to meet is a financial difficulty; 
and I beg gentlemen to consider when they bring 
these bills in, and to be prepared, when they 
move to increase the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment by millions, to tell us at the same time how 
we are to getthe millions. A statesman is not 
at liberty to try rash experiments and to make 

Yash propositions when he has nothing to pro- 
pose by way of meeting the difficulty that may 
follow. He has no right to take the benefit of 
the, proposition and shirk the difficulties that 
his proposition may bring upon his country and 
upon others. Let himtake them both ifhe takes 
one, and not endeavor to avail bimself of the one 
without taking the consequences with regard to it. 

Now, sir, having said this much, I trust gen- 
tlemen on this side of the Chamber will justhave 
courage to vote this proposition down, and meet 


the question when it properly comes before us, | 


and discussit with the proper information; but 
do not suffer it to be thrust upon this bill in this 
way. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. President, I have 
but very little to add to what I felt it to be my 
duty to say to the Senate. The Senator from 


California has discussed this as a party question. 


I did not know it was such, sir. J did not lntro- 
duce. it as such. I made no party. argument in 
favor of it.. Did the Senator from Massachusetts 
early in December introduce this as a party meas- 
ure? Why did the Senator from California not 
then say to the Senator from Massachusetts that 
he was playing the partisan? When the Senator 
from Massachusetts, who is responsible to the 
country, especially because he is the chairman of 
the Military Committee, felt it to be his duty. to 
bring before this body a measure to increase the 
pay of the soldiers, the Senator from California 
had no partisan appeal to make to him. f 

Mr. CONNESS. Willthe Senator permit me? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Certainly. 

Mr. CONNESS. Does the Senator not see 
how inopportune it would have been for me to 
make any remarks upon a mere announcement 
that the Senator was about to introduce a bili? 
Can he see no difference between that case anda 
proposition submitted here before us for our vote? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The bill introduced by 
the Senator from Massachusetts was not only 
introduced by him, but was referred to and re- 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
if F recollect correctly. It received the consider- 
ation of that committee, and was brought here as 
the recommendation of the Military Committee 
of this body. Nota word then was said by the 
Senator from California that it was a partisan 
measure. 

Mr.CONNESS. Ido notintend thatthe Sen- 
ator and myself shall misunderstand cach other. 
I said that the proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts was never considered in this body. 
The proposition of the Senator from Indiana is 
now before us. I repeat the question, can the 
Senator sce no difference? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Yes, sir, 1 see a differ- 
ence. | see this difference, that the proposition 
of the Senator from Massachusetts is brought 
before the body and then goes upon the Calendar 
and for four or five months receives no attention 
from the Senate. f 

Mr. CONNESS. That suited me. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, The proposition that I 
bring before the body now, in connection with an 
appropriation bill, must be considered by the 
Senate. We have got to say either “yea” or 
“nay” to this. But the question which ! submit 
now to the Senator from California is, if it was 
nota partisan movementon the part of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts to bring the proposition 
before the Senate, how can it be on my part? Is 
it because Ido not belong to the same political 
party with the Senator from Massachusetts? If 
it was statesmanship for him and patriotism for 


| him to ask of the Senate to increase the pay of the 


soldiers, | want to know how itis that it shall be 
partisanship on my part to urge the same propo- 
sition on the Senate ? 

Mr. CONNESS. Mr. President 

Mr. HENDRICKS. fdo not desire further 
to be interrupted, but 1} will hear the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. CONNESS. I will say what I have to 
say after the Senator is done. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. ‘The Senator from Cali- 
fornia has said that this is political fodder for the 
next campaign, using his elegant language. I 
have not made it such, sir. f have not desired 
that it should be such. I have notin my heart 
the desire that any Senator should vote on this 
question influenced by partisan feelings. For 


| myself, I have looked home to my neighbors; | 


have seen men leave their families and enter the 
Army upon the cali of the President; I have seen 
them go out when they expected to get thirteen 
dollars a month, good thirteen dollars—not nine 
dollars, but thirteen dollars—leaving wives and 
children at home; and it is not an answer, in my 
judgment, on this subject, for the Senator from 
Maine to say that they are provided for by their 
neighbors athome. [iis notright that we should 
pay our soldiers at such a rate as will compel 
them to depend upon charity. I have seen these 
soldiers leave their families at home, expecting to 
be able to send back to them a fair proportion of 
thirteen gold dollars, or what was as good as thir- 
teen gold dollars, They cannot do it now; they 
cannot provide for their families as the Govern- 
ment said they should be provided for when they 


-entered the services 


give them what the Governm 
ment of the war said they should 
dollars. a “month in gold’ or its equ 
proposition is to give them the equ 


he can derive from’ it as á party proposition: “I 
offer it as a Senator representing many thousands 
of. men now. in the field from Indiana, 1 believe 
it to be right, not as a Democratic measure, not 
as a Republican measure, but as a right which 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the chairmanot 
the Military Committee, indorsed at an early day 
in this session. i : Pa 

Who said that it was a partisan measure toit- 
crease the pay ofa part of the Army? Nobody 
said then that it was a partisan’ measure, “The 
Senator from Maine, when it was proposed to 
increase the pay of the colored soldiers, did not 
then say to us that there was no mortey'it 2 
Treasury, that we were about to break the F 
ury down, that the credit of the Government wai 
about to fail—not a word of thatsort. But now, 
when the proposition is that all, without distic- 
uon of color, shall have what the Government 
promised the white soldier at the commencement 
of the war, the Senator says that the finanées-of 
the Goverument will probably fail; and he says, 
in a tone that I do not like, a tone that ought not 
to be used in the Senate of equals, that the Sena- 
tor from Indiana claimed more wisdom than’ the 
two committees. Did I make such a claim as 
that, sir? Was there anything in the tone of the 
argument that I presented to the Senate to justify 
the Senator from Maine in making that remark? 
Nothing, sir. I presented my views modestly 
but earnestly on the subject. Why, then, does 
the Senator wish to say that I claim the wisdom 
that belongs to two committees of this body? He 
is not justified init. I willnotreply.to him, bè- 
cause | owe to him the courtesy thats due. to an 
American Senator, that he claims particalar in- 
fluence and position in this body. I claim‘ 
ing of the sort. Iam but a young Senato 
ina very small minority, claiming no influent 
because of my political position in this body, 
claiming nothing because of my position ag a Sen- 
ator so young in this body; but I do claim: the 
right to bring before this body any measure that 
my judgment and conscience say is right; and 1 
deny to the Senator from Maine the right to criti- 
cise itin the manner he has done. If the meds- 
ure is not right, let him meet the measure; if the 
arguments are fallacious, let him meet the argu- 
ments; but I have not claimed more wisdom than 
the committees to which he has referred... The 
Committee on Military Affairs has recommended 
the very proposition that l have brought before 
the Senate, except that their bill does not propose 
quite so large an increase as | have suggested to 
the Senate. Then, if the Committee on Military 
Affairs were justified in saying to the Senate that 
the compensation of the soldier ought to be in- 
creased, am | not justified in asking the Senate 
now to consider it upon a bill to which it is ger- 
mane? Why, then, does the Senator say to’ me 
that I claim more wisdom than the Committee on 
Military Affairs? I rest upon the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Military Affairs, acom- 
mittee that is composed largely of Senators of 
his own political views; aud now Lurge on the 
attention of the Senate that the Committee’ on 
Military Affairs have decided that the compensa- 
tion of the soldier is not sufficient, that it ought 
to be increased; and upon that recommendation 
I bring forward my amendment. 

To the proposition that we should wait for the 
House of Representatives, I desire to inquire 
whether that was asked when it was proposed to 
increase the pay of a part of the Army, the colored 
portion? It was not said then by any Senator 
that we must wait until we see what the House 
of Representatives has to suggest upon the ques- 
tion; by no means. It was proper and right. for * 
the Senate to take the. initiative, proceed in the 
measure, and bring it to the attention of the House 
of Representatives. If Senators thought the pay 
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of the colored troops ought to be increased, they 
did their duty in urging it. I gave an fumble 
vote againstit. I felt that it was right to vote 
against it, for the reason that I do not believe the 
negro soldier is equal to the white soldier, That 
is my judgment. ft was my judgmentthen, itis 
my judgment now; and [believe that every battle- 
field that has tested the comparative courage and 
‘soldierlike qualities of the two classes of soldiers 
has sustained my view from the time that vote 
was given in this body. But I do not choose to 
discuss that, sir. 1 now ask, not asa party màt- 
ter, with no party prejudice on the subject, sim- 
ply that the pay of the soldier shall be increased. 
fi is. indorsed by the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs of this body—not to the fall amount; it is 
not important whether I go a dollar above or a 
dollar below the recommendation of the commit- 
tee; the recommendation of the committee is that 
the pay shall be increased, and I suggest that it 
shall be fifty per cent. 

The Senator from Maine suggests that there 
are. difficulties about this; that 1 can solve the 
difficulty with one stroke of the pen; but what 
‘difficulties, sir? If he undertakes to discriminate 
in a bill between the soldiers that were formerly 
enlisted and the veterans that have recently re- 
enlisted, he will find difficulties that he cannot 
overcome. Ifhe undertakes to say that one class | 
of soldiers and volunteers in 1861, 1862, and the 
early part of 1863, shall have sixteen or cighteen 
‘dollars a month, and that those who enlisted re- 
gently shall have a less compensation, I say to the 
Senator he cannot carry it through, and such a 
proposition will defeat the bill in this bony; or if 
carried through this body it would produce dis- 
cord and division in the Army, which the Sen- 
ator, as a true patriot, does not desire to see. 
Will he undertake to say for a moment that there 
are difficulties depending upon the date of the en- 
Tistment? 

The Senator also says that we have given to 
the veterans $400 ofa bounty, and thatis pay. It 
was not given asa bounty, sir. It was given to 
secure an efficientarmy; and the Senator objected į 
to that. He resisted it; but the Military Com- 
mittee, that felt the importance of securing the | 
veterans again in the Army for the campaign of | 
1864, thought that the Government ought imme- 
diately to secure their reénlistment, aud there- 
fore thatcommittee reported it. Lt was upon their 
recommendation, not mine, though I very cheer- 
fully voted for the measure. Upon the commit- 
tee’s recommendation it was so proposed to the 
veterans that they should receive the $400; and 
now is it to be said that that is a partof the com- | 
pensation? No, sir, it was not for that; it was ; 
to secure reénlistments. But there are thousands 


of soldiers in the Army, hundreds of thousands | 


I presume, that have not recently enlisted; some 
that enlisted, perhaps, in the latter part of 1861 
and the first part of 1862, that do not come within 
the class described by the Senator. 
not to be done to them? 
_ ‘The Senator has asked me to suggest how the 
finances are to be provided for. Feeling that we 
hail so able a Committee on Finance as exists in 
this body, it did not devolve on me perhaps to in- 
vestigate that subject as thoroughly as the Sena- 
tor. | will say, however, that our finances can 
be placed in a better condition by the encourage- 
ment of economy in the administration of the 
Government, by striking off and striking down 
that favoritism which is using up the means and 
resources of the Treasury. ‘The Senator from 
Maine, the chairman ofthe Committee on Finance, 
ean promote the intevests of the Treasury by a 
fair revenue law, a tax bill, That question is be- 
fore the House of Representatives. We have seen 
their bill. Whether that is such a measure as | 
can support I cannotsay. Ifitisjust to the inter- 
ests which it is my duty to represent here I shal! 
give itmy support. | 
policy of this Administration that 1 do not ad- 
mire, i feel it to be my duty to sustain the credit 
of the Government, and l will give to a just and | 
fair tax bill my suppert. 

Mr. CONNESS. Will the Senator from In- | 
diana permit me one word here? : 
i 


Mr. HENDRICKS. Yes, sir. : 
‘Mr. CONNESS. [ just thought that at that 
‘point, for what it was worth, I would prognosti- 
tatek Littles and my prediction js that the Sena- 
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tor will find that that tax bill is not just when it 
is acted upon in this body. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. “When the Senator has 
an argument to present [shall be happy to hear 
him; when he has a fling to make he had better 
ġo into the lobbies to make it. I shall vote ac- 
cording to my judgment and conscience when 
that bill comes up, and shall try to give such a 
vote as I shall be able to vindicate before the peo- 
ple of the State of Indiana to whom Iam answer- 
able for my vote. i 

The Senator from Maine felt it to be his duty 
also to say that Í had said that I was in favor of 
the war, but the war could not succeed, F will 
ask the Senator when he heard me say so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I did not undertake to 
repeat the language of the gentleman, I was 
barely repeating the general line of argument on 
the other side of the House. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I should be obliged to 
| the Senator to say if he has heard any Demo- 
cratic Senator say that at this session. 


Mr, FESSENDEN. I[thinkIhave. Itismy 
very strong impression. 1 will not undertake to 
designate. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. The Senator has heard 
no such words from me; he has heard no such 
sentiment from me, nothing bordering ‘on it. 

He also suggested that I was in favor of the 
subjugation of the South, but that they could not 
be subjugated! Ido not know what the Senator 
means by “ subjugation,” sir. If he means that 
Jam in favor, with all the earnestness of my na- 
ture, of a restoration of this Union ‘upon the basis 
of the Constitution, he speaks correctly. If he 
means to say that { am in favor of the destruction 
and—to use the language that has been uttered in 
another branch of the Congress—of the devasta- 
tion of the South, I am not in favor of that. I 
am in favor of the prosecution of this war upon 
such a policy as will secure a return of the south- 
ern people, thatthere may be prosperity and great- 
ness there to supportthe prosperity and greatness 
i and enterprise of the North at the same time. 
Sir, | have said much more upon this proposi- 
i tion than I expected to say. I have felt it to be 
my duty to bring it before the Senate, and I shall 


yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr.DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, the foun- 
dation of the argument for raising the compensa- 
tion of the soldiers in the Army is based upon 
the state of the currency, and is necessarily in- 
volved in the currency question. If such a sys- 
tem be adopted by Congress as will puta limit 
to this hitherto illimitable expansion of paper 
money, the price is enough, the wages of labor 
in the country, the compensation of soldiers in 
the Army is sufficient; but if sucha system of 
currency is to be curried through by this Con- 
gress as to let the evil of a depreciation of paper 
go on, it may in the end force a nominal increase 
not only of the compensation of soldiers, bat of 
everybody in the employment of tlie Govern- 
ment. 

I do not propose to go ‘into the discussion of 
this question, as J regard it as all involved in the 
currency question which is pending in Congress, 
and for one I am disposed to have this question 
postponed until after that is acted upon, and I 
shall vote against its going upon this bill. If we 
can adopt a good currency system, L shall be al- 
together opposed toa change in the compensation 
of soldiers or anybody in the employment of the 
Government. 

Mr. GRIMES. I want to say one word, sir. 
Those who bave gone before ws have taken the 
trouble to distinguish very particularly as to the 
pay that should be allowed to certain non-com- 
missioned officers, and Tbelieve the pay of some 
of those officers rans up now as bigh as twenty- 
one dollars a month. ł have the law of 1845 be- 
fore me, where the pay of a private was only eight 
dollars a month; and I see that in that law some 
of the non-commissioned officers run up as high 
as sevenicen dollars a month. Now, it is pro- 
| posed, for the purpose, as the Senator from in- 
diana says, of enabling these soldiers to support 
their families at home, to give them an additional 
: compensation of fifty per cent. to that whith they 
i That would pay toa non-commis- 
i sianed officer a litle upwards of thirty dollars’a 


content myself now with asking for a vote by the | 
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month, while it would pay to a private twenty 
dollarsa month. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. You said the pay of non- 
commissioned officers was seventeen dollars. 

Mr. GRIMES. I said that was their pay in 
1845. f 

Mr. LANE, of Indiana. Twenty-two dollars 
some receive. 

Mr. GRIMES. Some of them, the Senator’s 
colleague Says, receive twenty-two dollars. I 
said that under the law of 1845, when a private 
received only.eight dollars a month, some non- 
commissioned officers received seventeen dollars 
amonth. Now the proposition is to increase the 
pay of these non-commissioned officers fifty per 
cent. Does it not cost just as much to support 
the family of the private in Indianaas it does the 
family of a non-commissioned officer in Indiana? 
Is there any reason why this great distinction 
should be continued or enlarged between a non- 
commissioned officer and a private? 

Then agains this is another example of the one- 
sided legislation that we have indulged in here 
during the last two or three years. Whenever 
the pay of the Army is settled it ought to be set- 
uled upon some general principle; and the pay not 
only of the Army but of the Navy and the other 
branches of the public’service Should be fixed and 
established at the same time. We went on here 
a year or two ago and gave large bounties to sol- 
diers and none to meh enlisted into the naval ser- 
vice. The result was thateverybody was allured 
off into the Army to the exclusion of the Navy, 
and we were deprived of the requisite number of 
men for the latter branch of the public service. 
Precisely the same effect will be the consequence 
of the adoption of the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana. You will draw off into the Army 
by giving fifty per cent. additional pay the very 
men you may want, and probably will want, in 
the public service in some other capacity. 

When the bill comes to us which it is pre- 
dicted is to come from the House of Representa- 
tives, then will be the time for us to diteniniue 
what shall be the pay of all men whom we may 
desire to enlist into the public service, and let us 
not adopt an ‘amendment of this kind, which, 
while it may be to the personal advantage of some 
men, and while it may strengthen one branch of 
the public service, is calculated greatly to weaken 
another branch. 

Mr. WILLEY. Itscemsto me, sir, that there is 
no proposition clearer than that the compensation 
of the soldiers, wider existing circumstances, 
should be increased; but 1 beg leave to say that, 
in my opinion, there is no proposition clearer than 
that to do so justly and equitably, it would be in- 
expedient to vote for the proposition now before 
the Senate. If we were to pass this amendment, 
what would be its effect? Isthere a Senator here 
whocan tell? Can the Senator from Indiana, with 
whom I concur entirely in the propriety of in- 
creasing the compensation of the soldier, tell what 
will be the effect of hisamendment? How much 
would it increase the compensation of the non- 
commissioned officer? He may arrive ata cor- 
réct conclusion in regard to the private soldiers; 
but in regard to the non-commissioned officers, 
how much do they get now? Can any Senator 
give me information on that subject? "Phere are 
various grades of them, What is the difference 
between one and another, and how will the com- 
pensation of these various grades of non-com- 
missioned officers be increased, if hisamendment 
be adopted ? 

it seems, therefore, that to do that we should: 
be legislating blindly; we should be appropria- 
ting public money, at a time when we have none 
too much of it, in a manner which we cannot now 
anticipate. Is it wise, then, to act before we have 
the facts before us? Is it wise to say how much 
a man’s compensation shall be increased before 
we know what hiscompensation isnow? [think 
not, sir; abd especially does itscem to me inex- 
pedient to pass the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana at this time, since we have a com- 
mittee both in this body and in the other branch 
of Corigréss who are ‘specially charged with this 
very object. The Senator from Indiana says that 
unless this amendment is passed no increase of 
compensation will be made to the private soldier 
and the non-commissioned officer at this session 
of Congress. Ido notunderstand that any such 
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result will accrue. I believe that the Congress of 


i 


the United States are penetrated with a proper | 


sense of justice to the soldier; that this session 
will not-be passed over until the demand of: that 
justice is fully complied with. The Senator from 
indiana, allow me to say, is taking upon himself 
a great- deal when he says that this session of 
Congress will adjourn without having- accom- 
plished that measure of justice. It seems to me 
that if he presses his measure at this time he is'n- 
creasing the difficulties; be is imperiling the very 
object which he desires and which I desire to ac- 
complish; for unless Senators are much better 
instructed on this matter than Lam as to the result 
of this measure, they will be voting in the dark. 

If I understand the matter correctly, to increase 
the compensation of a soldier or non-commis- 
sioned officer, as it ought to be adjusted, equit- 
ably and equally, is a matter of no little difficulty. 
It isa matter that ought to go to a committee, 
that must necessarily be considered by a com- 
mittee; all the facts in the case must be before the 
eommittee, and taken into consideration, I un- 
derstand that the committee in the other House 
have had great difficulties on that matter, They 
haye,no doubt, had the facts spread before them, 
and taken time to consider them; and yet it seems 
that much delay has accrued in consequence of 
the intrinsie difficulties of the case. Shall we, 
upon the spur of the moment, in darkness and in 
doubt, without any knowledge of the facts that 
bear upon the case, be required to vote in a mat- 
ter of such great importance as this, involving 
not only equal justice to the soldier himself but 
involving millions of dollars to the Government? 
Shall we, upon the spur of the moment, be re- 
quired to pass upon the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana? {respectfully suggest to him,would 
it not be better, under all these circumstances, and 
in this condition of the case, to allow these commit- 
tees who have charge of this subject specially,and 
who, I have no doubt, are as deeply penetrated 
witha sense of justice and equity to the soldier 
as he is and Lam, to take proper time to consider 
it, so that a measure may be matured doing equal 
justice to the private and the non-commissioned 
officer, and taking into due consideration the 
financial interests of the Government? 

1 cannot vote for the proposition in its present 
condition, It seems to me that every principle 
of propriety and expediency, of right and justice 
to the soldier and of justice to the Government, 

» demands at least more consideration to a measure 
of this importance than can be given to it upon an 
incidental amendment to a bill to which it is per- 
haps barely germane. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suppose we are ready to 
vote on this question, i 

Several Senarors. Let us vote. 

Mr. POMEROY. Fifty per cent. on thirteen 
dollars a month isan improvement over the prop- 
osition that the gentleman from Indiana and his 
friends proposed in caucus, I notice that if gold 
is worth 170, $100 in currency is worth fifty-eight 
dollars and a fraction over in gold; and thirteen 
dollars in gold is worth twenty-two dollars.anda 
fraction over in currency. Fifty per cent. added 
to thirteen dollars is $19 50, I only wished to 
suggest that this isanimprovement on the caucus 
arrangement. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I rise simply 
to say that I shall not vote on this question with 
reference to any partisan arrangement, and I hope 
no other Senator will do so. I think it rather a 
poor business to be talking about partisanship on 
a question so important to the country as this, 

There are those in the country who believe 
that the pay of the soldier should be raised; some 
think one sum, some another. The Committee 
on Military Affairs fixed on sixteen dollars a 
month, with a proportionate increase for the non- 
commissioned officers. That bill came back to 
the Senate, but it has not yet been called up. 
The financial condition of the country required 
our consideration, It is an important question, 
The committee in the fouse of Representatives 
Dave a similar measure before them. Lam told 
that itis their intention to report a bill, but they 
intend that that bill shall follow the internal rev- 
enue bill and the tari bill. After we have pro- 
vided the means to carry on the Gevernment and 
increase the resources of the Government, then 
they propose to bring a measure forward to in- 
crease the pay of the soldiers. 


1 hav 
Military Comy 
lieved it would not lave a fuirconsidération in the 
present condition of the finances of the country, 
and- t thought those who consider that there ought 


to be ‘some increase, and Lam among-that num- | 


ber, had better wait until we can act upon the great 
financial questions that are to furnish ‘means to 


carry on the Government of the country; before | 


pressing the measure toa vote. Therefore i moved 
to lay this. matter on the table: to wait for that 
measure. PENTI 
Several Senators. You cannot do that. 
Mr. WILSON. I say! did move that the bill 


reported by the Committee on Military Affairs | 
should lie on the table for the purpose of waiting |} 


tosee the action of Congresson these other meas- 
ures, and see what sort of a bill the Committee on 
Mililary Affairs of the House of Representatives 
would bring up. 

Mr. CARLILE. The principal reason as- 
signed for the rejection of the proposition -sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Indiana atthis time 
seems to be that it will increase the pay of the 
non-commissioned officers who are now receiving 
some twenty dollars per month. I suggest, there- 
fore, to the Senator from Indiana that he accept 
this proviso, to come in at the end of his amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That the pay of the non-commissioned officers 
shall not exceed twenty-two dollars per month. 

_Mr. HENDRICKS. LT accept that modifica- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarg in 
the chair.) ‘The modification cannot be accepted 
by the mover. ‘The yeas and nays having been 
orcered on the amendment, it is beyond his con- 
trot. 

Mr. CARLILE. IJ understood the Senator from 
Towa tosay that the highest monthly pay of any 
non-commissioned officer now was twenty-two 
dollars. The amountof increase, estimating the 
number of privates in the Army at five hundred 
thousand, would be but $3,500,000, less than two 
days’ ordinary expenditures of the Government; 
and I think as we have to rely principally upon 
the Army for the suppression of this rebellion, 
and all admit that there is no more important 
branch of the public service, there is none where 
at least common justice might be exercised with 
more profit. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 suppose there is no 
objection to my accepting the modification pro- 
posed by the Senator from Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The modifi- 


cation can be received by unanimous consent. Is | 


there any objection? The Chair hears none. 
The amendment will be so modified, and the ques- 
tion is on the amendment as modified. 

Mr. GRIMES. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Virginia that with his modification all 
the non-commissioned officers now will draw not 
less than twenty-two dollars. It will bring them 
all up to an equivalent, orderly sergeants, first 
sergeants, second sergeants, corporals, &c. 

Mr. CARLILE. f do not think tbe proviso 
is susceptible of the objection made by the Sen- 
ator from lowa. The original proposition is to 
increase the pay of non-commissioned officers and 
privates fifty per cent. Where that increase 
would make the amount received by a non-com- 
missioned officer greater than twenty-two dollars 
a month, he does notreceive it under the proviso, 
as I understand it. f 

Mr. WILLEY. 
league (Mr. Van WixgLe] has been called away 
on urgent business this evening. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 6, nays 30; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Guckalew, Carlile, Davis, Hendricks, 
Lane of Indiana, aud Powell—6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Col- 
lamer, Conness, Cowan, Dixon, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harding, Henderson, Howard, Howe, 
McDougall, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trambuli, Wilkinson, Willey, and 
Wilson—3u. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, | 


and the amendments were concurred in, The 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third time. lt was read the third 
time; and on the question, “ Shall it pass?” 

Mr. POWELL called forthe yeas and nays; and 


e not called up the bill reported by the 
Sommittee of the Senate, because Ibe- | 


F desire to state that my col- ! 
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j 
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| Chandier 


| Howard, Howe, McDougall, Morrill, Pomeroy, 


ii name, besides causing much inconve' 


they were ordered; and. being taken, 
yeas 36, nay follows? =s. 
YEAS—Messr: 
ark, 
ai 
ai 


oolite, 


NAX—Mr, Powell, ee, 
assed. EE 


So the bill was pasi EEA 
On moti Mr. FESSENDEN, the tifl 
y adding the words ‘¢ 


gof 


the bill was amended b 
for other purposes. ”? Ps 
aos ‘LIS’ OF ABSENTEXS. i “ PATS 
Mr. FESSENDEN, L offer the following res- 
olution, and T hope there will be no objeetion to 
it. ` To-day ’s experience has proved the necessity 
for it: : og 
Resolved, That the reporter he directed, in making up 
the proceedings of the Senate, to répart, In a sepatate lst, 
the hames ofabsentees, on vach call of the yeas and ‘nays. 
I should like to have-it acted on at the present 
time. : : ELS |e ae Worn! 
Mr. BROWN. I object. : ron 
ThePRESIDING OFFICER, Objection being 
made, the resolution must lie over under the rile, 
Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘I give notice that thal 
call it up at an early day. lags 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. - ; 
Mr. HOWARD. | I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 
Mr. LANE, of Indiana. ` On that motión call 
for the yeas and nays. Se aoe 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 14; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Brown, Buckalew, Carlile, Chandler, 
Conness, Cowan, Davis, Doolittle, Grimes, Bendurson, 
awel 
Ran ey, Sumner, Trumbull, Wilkinson, Willey, aid’ Wik 
son—22, eso eee 
NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Clark, Collamer, Dixon, Feg- 
senden, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harding, Lane of Indiana, 
Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Sherman, and Len Byck—14. © | 


So the motion was agreed to. a ee 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to take up the bill to 
revent military interference with elections in the 
tates, J] asle that it be taken ap for the purpose 


of laying itovertill Monday. The Senator ‘om 
Marylatid [Mr. Jounson] has the floor on it and 
I desire very much to have a vote on th ithe” 


Mr. SUMNER. I hope thé Senate will not 
take up that bill, for there is ameasure. of piac- 
tical importance on which it is necessary that the 
Senate should act at once, a.bill that has been re- 
ported daring this last week, and every day's 
delay is costing more’ money than Tam able” 


is the bill to establish a Bureau of Freedmen, a 
practical measure, and with which { hope the Sew- 
ate will be ready to proceed on Monday. I there- 
fore ask that it shall be taken up to-night, so that 
when we adjourn or go into executive session it 
may be the pending business. -1 hope, therefore, 
the Senate will not take up the measure of the 
Senator from Kentucky, but will take up this 
measure which f liave stated. : ae 

Mr. MORRILL. In regard to the assignment 
of the bill on which the Senator from Kentucky 
announces that the Senator from Maryland desires 
to be heard, I wish to say that the Senator from 


; Maryland has been called to New York on im- 


portant business and will uot be back on that day; 
and therefore itis not proper that the assignment 
should be made for that day. ae io 
Mr, POWELL. Ifthe Senator from Maryland 
should not be here, it can be postponed again. 
Mr. GRIMES. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive’ busindss. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. I move an adjournment 
Mr.GRIMES. Does not my motion take.pre- 
cedence ? irre ae 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
adjourn takes precedence. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. The Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. DooritTLE] says there is important 


, The motion'ta 


: executive business, and therefore I withdraw my 


motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, ` The question 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Lowa to 
proceed to the consideration ofexecutive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and afier some time 
spent in executive session, the doors were ree 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 
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April 22, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 22, 1864. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m, Prayer 
the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. 


bi 
The Journalof yesterday wasread and approved. 
f LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. PRUYN. Iask the consent of the House 
for leave of absence for fifteen days. 

There being no objection, leave of absence was 
accordingly granted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was requested 
to ask leave of absence for ten days for Mr. STEB- 
BINS on account of sickness. 

There being no objection, leave of absence was 
accordingly granted. 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The SPEAKER stated the business first in 
order to. be the bill yesterday reported by the 
Committee on Printing, granting additional com- 
pensation to the proprietors of the Congressional 
Globe. 

Mr. A.W. CLARK. I move to postpone that 
bill until Tuesday morning next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ACADEMY OF SCIENCE REPORT. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported the following resolution: 

Resolved, {hat five hundred copies of the report of the 
National Academy of Science be printed for the use of the 
National Academy of Science, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. | should like 
to know what this report is. 

Mr. A.W. CLARK. Itisthe report, I believe, 
of their doings last year. The printing of the re- 
port has been already ordered. This resolution 
was referred to the Commitee on Printing, and 
it is considered of importance that it should be 
adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. Well, sir, 
I do not sce what the House bas to do with the 
printing of these extra copies. 


Mr. COX, l move that the resolution be laid 
on the table, 
Mr. KASSON. Lask the gentleman from Ohio 


to withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. COX. I will if the gentleman wishes to 
explain. i 

Mr. KASSON. This request for the printing 
of this report came from the Committee on Uni- 
form Weights and Measures and Coinage. It 
embraces reports made in pursuance of Jaw 
respectively tothe Treasury and Navy Depart- 
ments. They contain important scientific and 
statistica] information. A part of the subject re- 
lates to investigations going on in Europe as well 
as in this country. The report bas already been 
printed, and the cost of these extra copies will be 
very swall. This Academy of Science, as is well 
known, is supported partially by appropriations 
of Congress; they receive impurtant documents; 
and the object of these extra copies is to enable 
them to furnish exchanges in foreign countries. 
I think the gentleman from Ohio will sce the pro- 
priety of allowing these copies to be printed. 

Mr. COX. I was not aware that this report 
had anything to do with our governmental opera- 
tions, 

Mr. KASSON. It has. 

Mr. COX. 1 then withdraw the motion to lay 
the resolution on the table. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK demanded the previous 
question on the resolution, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Upon the adoption of the resolution 53 voted 
in the affirmative and 38 in the negative—no 
quorum. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and appointed 
Mr. A. W., Ciark and Mr. McKiynzy as such 
tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reportea— 
ayes 77, noes 16. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
Mr. A. W. CLARK, from the same commit- 


tee, reported the following resolution, and on its 
adoption demanded the previous question: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use uf the House 
five thousand copies, in pamphlet form, of the bill to estab- 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States, reported from the select committee on the subject of 
a bankrupt law. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave 
of the House to have adispatch read which I have 
just received in connection with certain charges 
made a few days ago against one of my constit- 
uents. 

A Memser. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GARFIELD] is not present. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Itis not my. purpose to 
indulge in any remarks at this time because of 
the absence of the gentleman from Ohio. Isim- 
ply wish this dispatch to be now made public. 

Mr. UPSON. _I object. 

Mr. MORRILL. l hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I will not indulge in any 
remarks at all, 

Objection was withdrawn, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Terre Haure, April 21,1864. 
Hon. D. W. Voornegs: 

The letter purporting to be written by me to John C. 
Breckinridge, used by General GARFIELD, is utterly false, a 
base forgery, 1 have written you to-day, 

JOHN G. DAVIS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not in his seat, and I will defer any remarks I 
desire to make until he is present. 


KANSAS INDIANS. 


Mr. WILDER, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of the Wea, Peoria, 
Kaskaskia, and Piankeshaw Indians; which was 
rend a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


GOLD BILL. 


Mr. HOOPER. I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table the amendments of 
the Senate to the gold bill for reference to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 

BUSINESS AT EVENING SESSION. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House that this evening shall be ap- 
propriated, as well as the day session, for the 
consideration of the tax bill. 

[Cries of Agreed !?? Agreed !??] 

The SPEAKER. By the order of the House 
on the 18th of April, by a two-thirds vote, the 
order of business was changed until otherwise or- 
dered, and it is in the power of a majority to deter- 
mine what business shall be considered this even- 


I object. 


ing. i 

‘Mr. MORRILL. 1 shall ask unanimous con- 
sent first. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. What will be the 
regular order of business this evening? 

The SPEAKER. At seven o’clock this even- 
ing, first, the call of committees for reports of a 
private nature,and at the expiration of the morn- 
ing hour the rebellious States bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Then I object. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that this evening be 
devoted to the tax bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL moved that the rules be sus- 
pended and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion wasagreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasusunrne, of Illinois, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of 


THE TAX BILL. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Src. 76. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 
paid annually for each license granted the sum herewith 


stated respectively. Any number of persons, except law- 
yers, physicians, surgeons, dentists, catile-brokers, horse- 
dealers, and peddiers, carrying on such business at any place 
in copartnership may transact such business at such place 
under such license, and not otherwise, that is to say, 

Mr. MORRILL moved to insert before the 
word ‘ physicians” the words ‘* conveyancers, 
claims agents,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


1. Bankers using or employing a capital not exceeding 
the sum of $50,000, shall pay $100 for each license; when 
using or employing a capital exceeding $50,000, for every 
additional $1,000 in excess of $50,000 two dollars. Every 
person, firm, or company, and every incorporated or other 
bank, having a place of business where credits are opened 
in favor of any person, firm, company, or corporation by the 
deposit or collection of money or currency, and the same 
or any part thereof shall be paid or remitted upon‘ draft, 
check, or order of such ereditor, or where money is ad- 
vanced on stocks, bonds, bullion, bills of exchange, or 
promissory notes, or where such stocks, bonds, bullion, 
bills of exchange, or promissory notes are deposited for 
discount or sale, shall be regarded a banker under this act, 
but shall not include agents for the sale of merchandise for 
account. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to strike out ‘¢ in favor 
of any person, firm, company, or corporation;”’ 
strike out ‘*the same or any part thereof,” and 
insert in lieu thereof, ‘* subject to;” strike out the 
words, “of such creditor;”’ insert after the words 
‘advanced on’? the word “loans;’’ strike out 
the word “such; and strike out the words “but 
shall not include agents for the sale of merchan- 
dise for account.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


2. Wholesale dealers, whose annual sales do not execed 
$50,000, shall pay twenty-five dollars for each license; and 
if exceeding 850,000, for every additional $1,000 in excess 
of $50,000 one dollar. Every person shall be regarded as 
a wholesale dealer under this act whose business it is to 
sell or offer to sell any goods, wares, or merchandise of 
foreign or domestic production, whose annual sales exceed 
$25,000. And the license required by any wholesile dealer 
shall not be for a less amount than bis sales for the pre- 
vious year, unless he has made or proposes to make some 
change in his business that will obviously reduce the 
amount of his annual sales; nor shall any license as a 
wholesale dealer allow any such person to act as a com- 
mercial broker: Provided, That any license understated 
may and shall be again assessed. 


Mr. MORRILL moved to insert after the word 
‘production’? the words ‘not including wine, 
spirituous or malt liquors,” and add as follows: 

And thatno person holding alicense as wholesale dealer 
in liquors shal] be required to take out an additional license 


on account of the sale of other goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise on the same premises. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


4, Retail dealers in liquors shall pay twenty dollars for 
each license. Every person whose business or occupation 
it is to sell or offer for sale any goods, wares, Or merchan- 
dise of foreign. or domestic production, ineluding spirits, 
wines, ale, beer, or other mall liquors, and whose aunnal 
sales exceed $1,000 and do not exceed $25,060, shall be 
regarded as a retail dealer in liquors under this aet 


Mr. MORRILL moved to strike out ‘ whose 
business or#occupation is,” and insert in lieu 
thereof “who shall.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the section, 
in line forty-eight, by striking out after the word 
“sale” the words “any goods, wares, or mer- 
chandise of.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, in line 
forty-nine, by striking out the words ‘* produc- 
tion, including.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, in fine 
fifty, by inserting after the word ‘liquors’? the 
words “in quantities of three gallons or less.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, in lines 
fifty and fifty-one, by striking out the words 
“exceeding one thousand and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to add at the end of 
the paragraph the words ‘but nothing herein 
contained shall authorize the sale of any spirits, 
wines, or malt liquors to be drank on the prem- 
ises,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to amend the section, in 
line forty-six, by striking out “twenty” and in- 
serting “fifty. ”? 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman from Jowa 
probably does not understand what we propose 
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to have done. ‘This is a license to retail liquor 
dealers, and before we get through the bill it will 
be seen that we propose a license of fifty dollars 
to be paid by wholesale liquor dealers selling 
$50,000 worth; and we propose that they shall 
pay Justtwiceas much as those who deal in other 
articles. I think that is sufficient, and therefore 
hope the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa 
will not be adopted. j 

Mr. PRICE. I move to amend my amend- 
ment by striking out “fifty”? and inserting 
“forty”? My object is to charge retail liquor 
dealers forty dollars for a license, instead of 
twenty. Ido not believe that any person present 
will controvert the position that any man who 
retails liquors will pay forty dollars for the privi- 
lege just as quick as they would twenty dollars, 
if they cannot be permitted to sell without the 
payment of thatamount. The object of this bill 
is to obtain revenue, and the more revenue we 
can get from that source the better for the coun- 
try. Ifthe object were not revenue I should have 
a different line of argument in reference to it. 
But if we are to receive revenue at all, we must 
receive it from the luxuries and vices of the coun- 
try. No gentleman will say that retail dealers 
will not pay forty dollars rather than not be al- 
lowed to follow that branch of business. 

Mr. STEVENS. irise to oppose this altera- 
tion. The committee were of opinion that as a 
revenue question, more will be raised by a charge 
of twenty dollars than by any largersum, There 
are a great many small retail dealers in every vil- 
lage, I suppose, and as our action has merely re- 
gard to revenue and not to sumptuary laws, we 
were of opinion that this amount would produce 
a larger revenue than any other sum. l hope it 
will be allowed to stand. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 move a new paragraph to 
come in before this fourth paragraph, 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. [ object to going back. 

Mr. MORRILL. Well, 1 will move it here- 
after at another point, 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I move to add to the 
proviso which has been adopted the words * or 
the sale of any goods, wares, or merchandise ex- 
cept those enumerated in this act.” Under the 
existing law we have always. received a license 
fee from persons who sold liquors, and if they 
added to their stock other kinds of goods, wares, 
or merchandise, they were required to pay an 
additional license fee as retail dealers. Tam not 
sure that the construction of the paragraph as it 
stands would not be so interpreted now, but in- 
asmuch as the words have been left out, | think 
it proper that we should put in a provision of this 
sort, so that it shall be understood that a person 
whotakes outa licenseasa retail dealer in liquors 
does notunder that license acquire any authority 
to scll other goods, wares, or merchandise. Now 
a retail dealer in goods generally has to pay ten 
dollars under this act, and a retail dealer in liq- 
uors twenty dollars. If by obtaining a license 
as a retail dealer in liquors a trader acquires a 
right to sell other goods, it is apparent that we 
shall lose a very large amount of revenue. I think 
thatthe man who takes a license to sell liquor 
ought to be willing to pay for that license specific- 
ally, and twenty dollars cannot be considered a 
large sum; if he desires to sell other things ten 
dollars additional is not exorbitant. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Vermont to the pro- 
viso to which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Bourweit] has offered an amendment. If 
Í understand its reading, it provides that a retail 
dealer licensed under this act shall not be per- 
mitted to sell liquors to be drank on the premises. 
I desire to know if itis his purpose by that amend- 
ment to prevent the sale of liquors to be drank in 
the saloons and bar-rooms and groceries of the 
country? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, sir; if they take out a 
license as a hotel, or tavern-keeper, or eating- 
house, then they have a license to sell liquors to 
be drank on the premises. But this is a propo- 
sition in relation to-retail dealers throughout the 
country, and I am opposed to the proposition of 


the gentleman from Massachusetts, because, as ! 
the gentlemen from the West very well under- | 
stand most all of the shopkeepers there sell as a | 


major partof their goods groceries and dry goods, 
and sometimes a small quantity of ‘whisky 
straight,” sot 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I wish to say that there 
are in the country often places where liquors are 
sold retail, without being sold in connection with 
a hotel or eating-house. I desire to inquire of the 
gentleman from Vermont if it is his purpose that 
before a man shall sell at retail, in small quan- 
lities, to be drank about the premises, he shall 
open a hotel or an eating-house? It strikes me 
that. such a provision would cut off a very large 
source of revenue, 

Mr. MORRILL. He must pay for a license 
for a hotel or eating-house. É 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. Lunderstand thatby this 
amendment he is required to pay twenty-five dol- 
lars to retail spirits, but this proviso prohibits him 
from selling less than three gallons. 

Mr. MORRILL. This relates to an entirely 
different trade. It does not relate to the retailers 
by the glass, but by the gallon. Now, in the 
‘Northeast we have no difficulty about it, because 
there storekeepers are not allowed to sell liquors 
anyhow. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. Then I understand the 
effect of the amendment to be that-a retailer can- 
not sell liquor to be sold on the premises unless 
three gallons are drank. [Laughter.} 

Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts by 
striking out the last half of his amendment, 6 ex- 
cept those enumerated in this paragraph.” 

1 rise for the purpose of explaining to the com- 
mittee what | think, from the remarks which have 
been made, is not fully understood. Ordinary 
retail dealers in merchandise pay a tax for a li- 
cense of ten dollars. Where they retail liquors 
they are charged a license of twenty dollars for 
it. For that reason the committee reported the 
bill in this form, that when a double license ig in 
point of fact paid, the retail dealer in liquors may 
also sell dry-goods and groceries. Upon that 
principleofjusticeand equality they have reported 
it in this form, so that the provision of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts defeats the principle 
which is to be found throughout the bill, that 
where a dealer pays a double license he may do 
both businesses. 

Another point to which I wish to call attention 
is this, that the term liquors in this case provided 
to be sold in quantities not exceeding three gal- 
lons is definitive of the business of a retail dealer, 
and independent of the law touching liquor to be 
drunk on the premises where they retail liquors 
as their principal business. 

Mr. BOUTWELD. I desire to restate my 
reason for offering this amendment. The prop- 
osition of the Committee of Ways and Means 
works a reduction of the revenue. We have 
heretofore derived a revenue of $1,200,000 from 
licensed retail dealers in liquors, and ten dollars 
from every licensed dealer in other goods; and if 
a person desired to sell other goods in addition to 
liquors he was obliged to take two licenses, and 
pay therefor thirty dollars. Now, this proposi- 
tion of the committee is thata person who desires 
to sell goods generally and liquors also shall have 
a license to do all these various kind of business 
for twenty dollars—a reduction of ten dollars from 
the existing law. 

The amendment to the amendment was with- 
drawn. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. Atthe request of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, I propose to amend in 
the fiftieth line by substituting for the words ‘ ex- 
ceeding one thousand and,” stricken out, the 
words * including all sales of other merchandise;” 
so as to make the clause read: 


Every person whose business or occupation is to sell or 
offer for sale any goods, wares, or merchandise of foreign 
or domestic production, including spirits, wines, ale, beer, 
or other mait liquors, and whose annual sales, including 
all sales of other merchandise, do not exceed $25,000, shall 
be regarded as a retail dealer in liquors under this act. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. MORRILL. I now move to amend by 
adding the proviso of which I gave notice. 
Mr. HOTCHKISS. I desire to move to amend 


i| the original paragraph, 


Mr. MORRILL. Very well. Iwill withdraw 
my amendment to give the gentleman an oppor- 


+ 


tunity to move his amendment. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE: 
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Mr. HOTCHKISS x 
fourth paragraph by striking 
and inserting “ten? oe toe 
The paragraph would:then rea 
A. Retail dealers in: liquors shall pay twenty dol: 
each license. Every person whose business or. 
itis to self or offer for sale ahy goods; ware 
dise òf foreign or domeetic production, includit 
wines, ale, beer, or other malt liquors, and whose animira 
sales, Including sales.of atl other merchandise, do tot ex, 
cced $10,000, shall be regarded as a retail deater.in liquors 
under this act. ata, eile Sine eg 


} think that retail dealers whose. sales.of liq 
amount to as much as $10,000 a year ought 
paya license of twenty dollars,- ie : 

from New York 


Mr. KASSON. The gentleman ' 
will recollect that the section has been changed 
on my motion by inserting in-place of the words 
“exceed one thousand’? the. words “including 
sales of all ‘other merchandise?” The effect. of 
the amendment, as the gentleman, will, see, is to 
make the license apply to the entire sales of all 
merchandise including liquors. I think thatshould 
be sufficient. ` i 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. Linsistu 
and hope it will be adopted.) © <> ? 

The amendment was disagreed torei pti d 


Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa; move inline forty- 
six to strike out “twenty” and insert +6 thirty”? 
in its place, so as to make the license thirty dòl- 
lars. I do it for this reason! there is no busiiess 
in the country which is half as’ profitable as this 
business of selling liquors by retail. ~ Neither, 
upon the other hand, is there any business which 
is so useless in the countrys T think thatthirty 
dollars license is little enough for tose engaged 
in that description of business, Throughout the 
country, in the little towns and ‘villages, these 
men who Keep little taverns and -sell liquors at 
retail are making large profits and large incomes 
i know of no business in the country on which 
the profits are so large in proportion to the capi- 
tal invested. I think thirty dollars is an amount 
small enough for these men to pay for their di- 
censes. 

The amendment was disagreed to. . 


Mr. GRINNELL. I move toiamend the saine 
paragraph, so as to make the license twenty-five 
dollars instead of twenty dollars. Now, sir, itis 
proposed that he who may. sell $25,000 worth of 
liquors at retail shall pay a license of twenty dol- 
lars. It is well known that these men make two 
or three hundred per cent. upon their sales. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman. will snot 
make a speech upon his amendment: I will vate 
for it. i : : 

Mr. GRINNELL. Very well; I will make no 
speech, 


to 


pon my motion, 


MESSAGE FROM ‘THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee here informally rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message was 
received from the President of the United States, 
by Mr. Nicovay, his Private Secretary notifying 
the House that he had approved and signed billa 
and a joint resolution of the following titles: . 

Anacı (H. R.No.301) to amend anact foren- 
rolling and calling out the national forces, so as 
to increase the rank, pay, and emoluments of the 
Provost Marshal General; 2 

An act (H. R. No. 287) to change the name of 
the district and port of Presque Isle to the dis- 
trict and port of Erie; 

An act (H. R. No. 303) to amend an ‘act enti- 
tled “An act to establish and equalize the grade 
of line officers of the United States Navy,’’ ap- 
proved July 16, 1862; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 65) directing: the 
committce on the conduct of the war to examine 
into the recent attack on Fort Pillow. 

The committee then resumed its. session, and 
proceeded again to the consideration of the 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL. 


The question recurred on Mr. GRINNELL’S 
amendment. ; i 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 
30, noes 42. z : 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa, demanded. tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STEELE of 
New Jersey, and.GrinNELL, were appointed. 

The amendment was agreed to; the tellers:have 
ing reported —ayes 58, noes 42. 

The amendment of Mr. Morri was then 


: adopted. |. ; 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


5. Lottery ticket dealers shall pay $100 for each Hcense. 
Every person, association, firm, or corporation, who s 


make, sell, or offer to selt lottery tickets, or fractional parts ʻi 
thereof, or any tokey, certificate, or device, representing or | 
intended to represent a lottery ticket, or any fractional part | 
thereof, or any policy of numbers in any lottery, or shall 
jnanage any lottery, of prepare. schemes of lotteries, or sú- 
perintend the drawing of any lottery, shail be deenied 2 lot- 
tery ticket dealer under this act. 

Mi  PRUYN. I tiove to strike that out. We 
ought not, I think, in any way to récognize the 
tepality of lotteries. 

Me, MORRILL. If the gentleman will read |i 
the law he will find that we do not recognize lot- 
teries, but We propose to tax them where they are 
recognized to be legal. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

‘Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa, moved to increase 
it from $100 to $150. ? 

Mr. MORRILL. We have tried these excess- 
ive taxes. without getting any receipts, and we 
‘Now propose to get some revenue. 

The amendment was disagreed to. | 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


6. Horse-dealers shall pay for each license the sum of ten 
dollars. Any person whose business it is to buy and se 
Worses or niles shall be regarded as a horse- dealer under 
this aet: Provided, ‘That one license having been paid; no i 
Additioua} license shall be required of any horse dealer j! 
who keeps a livery stable, nor of any Jivery stable keeper 
who may also be a horse-dealer. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to strike out “and” 
and insert “or.” 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent 
that we shall have leave to go back and make the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Pruyn] in reference to the sanitary 
commission. 

‘There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

8. Brokers using or eniploying a capital not exceeding 
the sum of $50,000, shalt pay fifty dollars for each license. 
Every person, firm, or company, except such as hold a H- 
cense as à banker, whose business it is to purchase or sell 
stocks, exchange, bullion, coined money, bank notes, prom- 
“issory notes, or other securities for others, and shall make | 
oath or affirmation, according to the form to be prescribed 
by the Commissioner of Interval Revenue, that all their 
transactions are made for a commission, shall be regarded 
asa broker ander this act: Provided, That any person hold- 
ing a Jicense as a banker shall not be required to take out 
a license as a broker. 

Mr. MORRILL. [ move to strike out “ not 
‘exceeding the sum of 850,000.” Mr. Chairman, 
we found that the idea of taxing brokers doing 
business for others on the amount of capital em- 
ployed was impracticable, and we tax the busi- 
ness a certain percentage. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
word ‘others’? the words “ shall be regarded as 
a broker under thisact,’’and strike out the words 
where they afterwards occur. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BOUTWELL. I move to insert before | 
the word “others” the words ‘ themselves or.” | 
Those words are contained in the existing law; | 
and in the application of the existing law we | 
found this to be the fact: there are many persons in | 
this country having large capital who are engaged | 
in buying and selling securities on their own ac- | 
count. By the construction of the law we made | 
those persons take out a license as brokers and ! 
contribute in a little degree to the revenues of the | 
Government. They are men generally who do | 
not pay agreatdeal. I think that they ought not 
to be exempted, but that they ought to be made to 
pay a license tax. 

Mr MORRILL, I beg to say in response to 
the gentleman from Massachuseits that the class | 
to which he has alluded are provided for under | 
the head of bankers. If they do that kind of busi- | 
ness they will have to pay double the amount they | 
will have to pay as brokers. I hope that the ji 
amendment will not prevail, for thereby we should {| 
abolish the distinction we have made between |: 
bankers and brokers. t 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 1 hope the committee | 
ji 
il 


will pardon me for another minute. I have ex- | 
amined the provision in regard to bankers ag | 
amended, and my impression is that it does not 
cover this class of men. They do not open ah 
account withanybody. They are engaged in buy- | 
ing and selling notes, and other kinds of property ii 


represented Gy paper; and they have no regular 
places of business. 


amendment. 


| out the words ** promissory note brokers.” We 


l at the same time I desire that those who scarcely 


j ing out all after the word ‘* persons.” 


and insert “or” in lieu thereof. 


Every person, other than one bolding a license as a broker, 


products shall be regarded as a produce broker under this 
f act: Provided, That any produce broker whose annual 
sales or purchases exceed the sum of $25,000 shall pay fifty 
[as pr caelilicense, i the fifth class, as aforesaid, under this act. 
; ing after the word “brokers” the words ‘* whose ! 
| annual sales do not exceed the sum of $10,060. 


: ing before the word “ broker,” where it first oc- 
curs, the words “wholesale or retail dealer or.” | 


T 


Mr. STEVENS. I see no objection to the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Vermont that he has included 
in this class promissory note bankers. Tn New 
York they aré mostly a class of itinerant orstriet 
brokers who have no capital whatever, and can 
scarcely make a living. I would like to know 
whether itis right to include them as bankers, 
and make them pay a tax of fifty dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose an amendment? | 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move to strike 
have in New York a class of brokers notreferred 
to in the bill, and all would be unlicensed and un- 
taxed if the bill passes in the form in which it 
now stands. We have chemical brokers, drug 
brokers, cotton brokers, dry-goods brokers, and | 
in short, twenty different kinds of brokers, all 
distinctive, confining their operations exclusively 
o one particular class of goods, many of them 
loing business to the amount of hundreds of thou- 


sands of dollars a year, and they would be wholly |) 


exempt. I desire that they may be included, but į 
get a living shall not be obliged to pay fifty dol- 
lars, thus putting them on a footing with bankers 
who do a business upon a capital of many hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is 80 much noise that 
I could not hear distinctly what the gentleman said. 
But if Lunderstood him correctly, Í will say that if 
he will propose an amendment including those 
classes, I think: the committee will have no objec- 
tien to it; but as his amendment does not accom- 
plish that object, 1 am opposed to it. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


The tenth paragraph was read, as follows: 

10. Land warrant brokers shall pay twenty-five dollars 
for each license. Any person shal) be regarded as a land- 
warrant broker within the meaning of this act who makes 
a business of buying and selling Jand- warrants, and of rur- 
nishing them to settlers or other persons under contracts 
to have liens upon the land procured by means of them ac- 
cording to the value agreed on for the warrants at the time | 
they are furnished. i 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the words * and of ” after the word “ war- | 
rants’? where it first occurs, and insert the word 
or? | 

The amendment was agréed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by strik- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The eleventh paragraph was read, as follows: 


11. Cattle brokers shall pay for cach license the sum of ten 
dollars. Any person whose business it is to buy and sell 
and deal in cattle, hogs, or sheep, shall be considered as a 
cattle broker. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after the words ‘cattle broker” the words 
“ whose annual sales do not exceed the sum of 
$10,000.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the | 
word ‘dollars’? the words ‘* and if exceeding the 
sum of $10,000, one dollar for each additional 
$1,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out the 
word ‘‘ and’? whereverit occurs in the paragraph, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The twelfth paragraph was read, as follows: 
12. Produce brokers shall pay ten dollars for each license. 


whose oceupation itis to buy or sell agricultural or farm 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by insert- | 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr, MORRILL. I move to amend by insert- 


ing after the word <* licenses” where it first occurs, 
the words ‘‘ and if exceeding the sum of $10,000, 
one dollar for each additional $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the proviso of the paragraph. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. Before we proceed to the con- 
sideration of the next paragraph, 1 would inquire 
of the gentleman from Vermont if he has not 
forgotten a section which was agreed upon by the 
committee in reference to commercial brokers? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir; | move to amend 
by inserting as a new paragraph after the one 
last read the following: 

Commercial brokers, whose annual sales do not exceed 
$25,000, shall pay twenty dollars for each license; and 
if exceeding the sum of $25,000, oné dollar for each 
additional $1,000. Any person or firm except one holding 
a license as wholesale dealer whose. business it is,as the 
agent of others, to purchase or sel} goods, or seek orders 
therefor as in original or unbroken packages, or to manage 
business matters for the owners of vessels or for shippers 
or consigners of freight carried by vessels, shall be ra- 
garded a commercial broker under this act. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I move toamend 
the proposition of the gentleman from Vermont 
so as to include all the various classes of brokers 
not specially designated. We have in the city 
of New York brokers in chemicals, drugs, China 
and India goods, cotton, dry goods, dye-stufts, 
fruits and spices, general merchandise, hides and 
leather, loan, metal, oil, ship, silk, sugar, tea, 
tobacco, wine, woods, and wool. All these are 
distinctive classes of brokers, and should fall 
within the license. I would therefore suggest 
that the amendment be amended by inserting after 
the word ‘‘ merchandise” the words “ or other 
brokers.” 

Mr. KASSON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that he add “and not otherwise provided 
for under this act.”? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, I will acceptthat 
modification. That would cover the whole case. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will modify my amend- 
ment sò às to insert after the word ‘ goods?’ 


| the words ** wares and merchandise not other- 


wise provided for under this act.’ 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I think that meets 
my suggestion, and [ withdraw my amendment. 
r. STEVENS. That seems all right. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. I move now to insert after 
the words ‘shippers or consigners’’ the words 
‘ or consignees.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. In consequence of an amend- 
ment adopted yesterday, it becomes necessary to 
move to insert after the word “ crude,” in the 
one hundred and fifty-fifth line, the words ‘or 
refined; and to insert after the word ‘* crude,’” 
in the one hundred and fifty-sixth line, the same 
words; so that the paragraph will read: 

17. Coal oil distillers shall pay for each license the sum 
of fifty dollars. Any person, firm, or corporation who shalt 
refine, produce, or distill crude or refined petroleum or rock 
oil, or crude coal oil, or refined or crude oi] made of às- 
phaltum, shale, peat, or other bituminous substances, shall 
be regardeda coal oi} distiller under this act. 

I offer that amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.MORRILL. .I move now to insert in line 
one hundred and fifty-seven, after the word “ sub- 
stances,’’ the words “or who shall manufacture 
coal illuminating oil.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.MORRILL. I move tostrike out on page 
87, lines one hundred and seventy-six and one 
hundred and seventy-seven, and on page 88, lines 
one hundred and seventy-eight and one hundred 


| and seventy-nine, down to and including the word 


“ act,” as follows: 


All steamers and vessels upon waters of the United States 
on board of Which passengers or travelers are provided with 
food or lodging shall be required to take out a license of 


And to insert after the word ‘ provided,” in 
line one hundred and eighty-three, the following: 
All steamers and vessels upon the waters of the United 


States on board of whieh passengers or travelers are pro- 
vided with food or lodging shat] be subject to and required 
to pay twenty-five doliars far each license. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now move to strike out 


in lines one hundred and seventy-four and one 


1864, 


hundred and seventy-five the words, “ without 
further tax or license.” The language is a little 
ambiguous, and it will be seen that it would pre- 
vent the States from imposing taxes for the same 
purpose, which we do not want to do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Imove to amend the amend- 
ment so as tò strike out the whole clause, as fot- 
lows: 

And such lieense tn any State shall authorize. the fur- 
nishing or sale of such articles to travelers Or sojourmers ds 
any license: granted for such business by said State shali 


authorize, without further tax or license, and the same pro- 
vision shall apply to eating-houses. k 


Mr. THAYER. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Indiana that he move to insert in lieu of the 
words which he proposes to strike out the fol- 
lowing: 

Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued to exempt the keepers uf hotels, taverns, and eating- 
houses in Which liquors are sold by retail to be drank upon 
the premises from taking out a license for such sale, for 
which license they shall pay a tax of twenty-five dollars, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I supposed that my motion 
to strike out would accomplish the same purpose. 
I sce, however, that the modification suggested 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania would ac- 
complish it more effectually, and therefore I ac- 
ceptit, 

Mr. THAYER. Ihope the House will under- 
stand the effect of the amendment Í have pro- 
posed. Ithink it animportant one. The sec- 
tion as it stands proposes to alter that feature of 
the old law which required a tavern-keeper to take 
out a liquor license if he wanted to sell liquors. 

The section, as it stands, imposes a tax on tav- 
ern-keepers and on the keepers of hotels. A sub- 
sequent section imposes a tax on the keepers of 
eating-houses. But the tax on eating-houses is 
only ten dollars. I think it would be better to 
retain the feature of the old bill which requires all 
‘hotel-kecpers, tavern-keepers, and eating-house 
kopeta; who retail spirits, to take out, in addition 
to the license required fór théir business, a special 
license to enable them to sell liquors. I do not 
think that we should lose the large revenue to be 
derived from these licenses to retail liquors, I 
know of no reason why we should submit to this 
reduction of the revenue, or why the old law in 
that respect should be changed. Itis a tax which, 
1 believe, the community generally would be very 
well pleased with. It is one that is not unjust in 
itself, and it will produce a large amount of rev- 
enue, 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, the old law 
is not changed. It never meant that a tavern- 
keeper should take outtwo licenses. I know that 
it was construed at the Department that it did. 

Mr. THAYER. Task whether, under the con- 
struction given to the former law, it is not the 
uniform custom of collectors to require tavern- 
keepers and hotel-keepers to take out special 
liquor licenses? 

Mr. STEVENS. I know it was so held; but 
in my partof the country I gave the opinion, and 
the first lawyers there concurred in it, thatit was 
a false construction; and the tavern-keepers did 
not take out this license. At the second session 
of that Congress the House expressly construed 
that law so as to say that it required for a tavern 
but a single license. In the committee of confer- 
ence we thought we had made it plain. The 
chairman of the Finance Committee of the Sen- 
ate said that it was so plain that nobody could 
misunderstand it. And yet the Department con- 
tinued to misunderstand it. We now merely do 
in this bill what Congress intended to do at the 
start; that is, we have put a heavy license on 
tavern-keepers. But when we license them as 
tavern-keepers wè authorize them to do all that 
a tavern-keeper, in that name, is allowed to doin 
theState. Anything that a State license author- 
izesa tavern-keeper todo we authorize him to do, 
and nothing more. It was a great bone of con- 
tention in our State, and a very great grievance. 
Aman keeping a small tavérn was required to 
take out two licenses. They did notdo so. There 
is now one suit pending to determine the question, 
and I have no doubt what the decision of the court 
willbe. Itnever was the law thata man to keep 
a tavern should take out three or four licenses: 
one for keeping a tavern, another for sellin 
liquors, another for selling cigars, and so on.. It 
‘was an absurdity at thefirst, We hoped we had 
made it so plain now that nobody could misun- 
derstand it. We have incrensed the license on 


taverng to an enormous extent. ‘The small tav- | 
erns that sell nothing but liquor, that never ag- 
commodate a traveler, unless he be some poor 
Trish or German immigrant who is content to 
sleep on the floor, pays ten dollars for a license; | 
and it goes on increasing, according to the rental, | 
| 
li 
i 


tilla house in Philadelphia will have topay $3,000 
for a license, and tavern-keepers in. the country |i 
will have to pay in the same proportion. A rep- |; 
utable tavern will seldom fall short of $1,000 li 
cense. 
spite against liquor that induces. men to ‘frun a 
muck”? against it every time they find an oppor- 
tunity. I hope that the amendment. of my col- 
league will not be agreed to. 

Mr. FRANK. T moveto amend the amend- 
ment by adding fifty cents to the license. This 
question of licenses of hotels, inns, and taverns, 
has been before Congress several times, and has 
caused much misunderstanding and difference of 
opinion. f 

The amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Tuayer] will make the law so 
clear and plain that every person, here and else- | 
where, will now understand it distinctly, and 
there will be no cause for further decisions on the 
part of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, or 
necessity of appealing to courts. 

Under this section, as reported by the commit- 
tee, a hotel or tavern pays but ten dollars where 
the rental is a less sum than two hundred dollars. 
It is now proposed that parties should pay an ad- 
ditional sum of twenty-five dollars as license for 
selling spirituous liquors. They can well afford 
to pay that amount, working no injustice to any 
one, as we all know that the profit arising from 
such business is always large, and in many cases 
the sum of twenty-five dollars will be merely 
nothing for such dealers to pay. 

Besides, sir, this is an important item of reve- 
nue to the Government, and if I am correctly in- 
formed the Internal Revenue department has re- 
ceived nearly or quite one million dollars from 
retail dealers in liquors under the decision of the 
Commissioner. 

Mr. STEVENS. Notall from taverns. That 
item includes all who sell liquor at retail. 

Mr. FRANK. Thatis true; butalarge amount 
comes from that source. I concur fully with the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
that we should now understand this question, and 
{ think we do understand it by this time. Let 
us pass the amendment as offered by the gen- | 
tleman from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Traver,] and 
there will be no further trouble. f 

The amendment tË the amendment was with- 
drawn. 

Mr. THAYER. I renew the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York simply for the 
purpose of saying a word or two in reply to my 
colleague, (Mr. Srevens.] Jt seems to me that 
if ambiguity has existed in the provision of the 
law, as it now stands, it certainly was not the | 
fault of Congress. Whatever views my colleague 
may have entertained upon that subject, I am 
very certain that the uniform opinion in regard 
to it, not only of the officers of Government, but 
among the people generally, was’ expressed in 
the construction which I have already said be- 
longed toit, And that construction was enforced, 
and the money was collected on thestrength of it 
and paid into the Treasury. 1 know that in my 
own district near four thousand dollars was col- 
lected, which went into the general Treasury of 
the Government on this description of tavern 
licenses, 

Now, sir, my colleague remarked thatthe law 
did not mean that tavern-keepers should pay these | 
extra licenses. I say to him that the language of 
that Jaw, as it was passed, gave an impression to 
the people that these licenses were to be exacted, 
and they acquiesced in that construction of the 
law. Isay that the officials of the Government ! 
put that construction upon it—that they collected - 
the tax upon that construction, and nobody com- ; 
plained of it. 2 

I have the right, therefore, to say that this new | 
proposition refused by the Committee of Ways | 
and Means makes a substantial change in the 
law, as it was understood by the people, and as 
it was understood by every functionary who ex- 
ecuted its provisions. 


if 
i 


And yet it seems there is some chronic ij’ 


But, sir, if the language of the law did not | 
warrant the construction which was given te it, i 


Ear, pé iett 


Mr. STEVENS. Eating-houses ure not an- 
thorized to sell ardent spirits. f af 

Mr. THAYER. The present bill contemplate 
that thing. It is said that the same provision 
shall apply to eating-houses. They will only 
have to pay a tax of ten dollars. for keeping eat- 
ing-houses. Now, if the House is willing to 
license that class of people to do this business at 
this paltry sum itcan do so, but not with my vate. 

{Here the hammer fell. Paitini 

Mr. BOUTWELL. r, Chairman, 1 am op- 

osed to the amendment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted ‘on 
the amendment. i 

Mr. THAYER, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment, 

Mr.BOUTWELL. I move to add fifty cents. 
I think it due to myself that 1 should make are- 
ply to the observations of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, [Mr. Srevens:] 
J will call the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to the provisions 
of the law. I believe that the construction of the 
Department was consistent with the law and. the 
interests of the country; and if I did-not know 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania was re- 
sponsible for the provision concerning hotels in 
the original act and the amendment of March 3, 
1863, and I understand that he is also the author 
of the provision now pending, I'should come to 
the conclusion that it was the intention of the 
last Congress that the interpretation of the De- 
partment should ‘be the taw of the land. F call 
the attention of the committee to the sixty-first 
section of the revenue act: 

Spe. Ol, And be it further enacted, That in every case 
where more than one of the pursuits, employments, oroc- 
eupations hereinafter described shall bé pursued or car 
ried on in the same place by the sumpe. person at the same 
time, except as therein mentioned, license must be taken 
out for each according to the rates severally prescribed.’ 

Hotel-keepers in the State of Pennsylvania, 
and especially in the district represented by the 
gentleman the chairman of the Committee of 

ays and Means, do both kinds of business at 
the same time and in the same place, and they 
were required to pay license as provided in the 
sixty-firstsection. I submit that the right to sell 
liquor is not comprehended under. the definition 


i of hotel in the revenue act; and although. the 


chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
says that it could never be presumed that it.did 
not authorize the sale of liquor, I submit that 


| the language of the existing law and the pending 


bill warrant the construction adopted by the De- 
partment. The definition of a hotel ig this: 
“ Every place where food and lodging are provided for 


il and furnished to travelers and sojourners, in view of pay- 
! ment therefor, shall be regarded as a'hotel, inn, or tavern 


under this act.” 
The great offense of the Department was that 


ii they could not comprehend that liquors were 
: either food or lodging. 
as liquors were nol food’ or lodging, the Com- 


[Laughter.] Inasmuch 


missioner of Internal Revenuë decided that the 


| hotel-keeper who sold liquor should pay a license 


as a liquor dealer. 
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-oE eall attention also te the provision concerning 
eating-house keepers, What is the definition of 
an eating-house in the existing law? 

s Every place where food or refreshments ofany kind are 
„provided for casual visitors and sold for consumption there- 
du shall be regarded as an cating-louse under this act.?? 

Now, while wecould not comprehend that liquor 
was food or lodging, yet we could understand that 
sometimes liquor. was regarded as ‘* refresh- 
ments. ’?. Straining the law, however, we decided 
that. eating-house keepers should not sell liquor 
without a license therefor. ; 

We did not propose that the keeper of an eat- 
ing-house should. be allowed to sell $50,000 or 
. $100,000 worth of liquor and only pay the paltry 
tax. of ten dollars. 1 think the Department was 
justified by the language of the law. 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman must know 
that. after the construction given to the first law 
-he broughtin an amendment here, and argued it 
upon:the same ground upon which I am arguing 
itnow, and this House, by a large majority,cou- 
strued the law as I contended for. It went to the 
Senate, and in a committee of conference 

Mr. FRANK. I wish tocorrect the gentleman. 
The House decided by a majority otherwise. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then the House decided 
erroneously. When it went toa conference com- 
mittee and was reported back to this House the 
House sustained the report by a very large ma- 
jority, and 

Mr. FRANK. Allow meone word more. A 

clause was adopted by that committee, but was 
misunderstood by the House when it came be- 
fore us. 
_ > Mr. STEVENS. Oh no, sir, it was not mis- 
understood by anybody. Ido not say but that 
one of the Senators from Maine when it was fixed 
said, * Now nobody but a fool will understand 
this is to be construed as a license.’ But he was 
mistaken; some very wise men misunderstood it 
immediately afterwards. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. This act wentinto effect 
on the 3d of March, and the first Commissioner of 

Internal Revenue resigned his place on thatday. 

Mr. STEVENS. I do notrefer to the gente- 
man from Massachusetts. I think he was a wise 
man. What we contended for was that we were 
not defining what was a tavern-keeper except 
where the laws of the State did not define it. fa 
many States a tavern-keeper who keeps for in- 
stance a temperance house, had to take out no 
license. We added that to the descriptions which 
the State laws made; but we did not undertake 
to say that a State should not define what wasa 
tavern-keeper. Where the laws of a State de- 
fined a tavern-keeper and gave him a license for 
the purpose of transacting the business, we took 
the description of the business as the State law 
made it, and we put a license upon just the busi- 
ness which the State authorized. A tavern-keeper 
in Pennsylvania is authorized to sell liquor by 
the State law to be drank on the premises, and 
yet the license law for retailing—under which my 
colleague thinks they ought to take out a license— 
expressly provides that they shall not sell any 
liquors to be drank upon the premises. Most 
absurd construction. 

I know there was a meeting held in Berks and 
Lancaster counties, and lawyers were employed 
to contest this construction, and the law never 
was enforced. I have no doubt, as my friend 
says, it was in his district. In his country it 
does not make as much difference as it does in 
mine. In the counties of Lancaster and York we 
have small tavern-keepers whose rental does not 
exceed $100. That class of houses is necessary 
in many parts of the country. Emigrants, low 
men, stragglers, men with lice upon them, cannot 
find accommodations in the hotel of my friend, 
the Continental. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MORRILL. Debate is getting interesting; 
but I move that the committee rise for the pur- 
pose of terminating debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurng, of IHi- 
noic, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the state of the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly the internal revenue 
bill, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


. Mr. MORRILL. [move that when the House 
shall again resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union all debate upon 
the pending paragraph shall be terminated in one 
minute.. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Forney, 
their Secretary, informed the House that the Sen- 
ate had passed an act (H. R. No. 308) to estab- 
lish a Bureau of Military Justice, with amend- 
ments; in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. ° ; 

Also, that the Senate had passed ,without amend- 
ment, an act (H. R. No. 408) for the relief of pay- 
masters who have been robbed by confederate 
forces or rebel guerrillas. 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL—AGAIN. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the internal revenue 
bill, 

Mr. FRANK. I move to amend by making 
the amount $26 50. In the city of New York 
alone there are twenty or twenty-five thousand 
retail dealers in spirituous liquors who pay li- 
cense under the present law. If the proposed 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Tuayrr] should fail to pass, such parties 
could place in their buildings two or three beds 
and take out license as inn-keepers, paying but 
ten dollars, as it will be seen but ten dollars is 
charged for license under this section when the 
rental does not exceed $200, the Government 
losing fifteen dollars in every such case. 

I withdraw the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ‘THAYER. Icall for tellers on my amend- 
ment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Stevens and Mr. 
Beaman were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—anyes seventy-nine, noes not counted, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The twenty-fourth paragraph was read, as 
follows: 

24. Conveyancers ghall pay ten dollars for each license. 
Every person, other than one holding a license as a lawyer, 
claim agent, banker, or insurance agent, whose business 
it is to draw deeds, bonds, mortgages, wills, writs, or other 
legal papers, or to examine titles to real estate, shall be 
regarded a conveyancer under this act. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move toamend by striking 
out the words ‘banker or insurance agent,” and 
by inserting before the words ‘¢ claim agent”? the 
word “or,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The twenty-seventh scction was read, as fol- 
lows: 

27. Foreign insurance agents shall pay fifty dollars for 
each license. Every person who shalt act as agent of any 
foreign fire, marince, life, mutual, or other insurance com- 
pany or companies shall be regarded as a foreign insurance 
agent under this act. 

Mr. KASSON. I move toamend by inserting 
after the word ‘license’? the words “and one 
dollar for every additional dollar of premiums 
received by such agent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, in line 
two hundred and fifty, by inserting after the word 
“ or” the words ** who shall manufacture for oth- 
ers;’’ so that the clause will read: 

23. Manufacturers shall pay ten dollars for cach license. 
Any person, firm, or eerporation who shall manufacture by 
band or machinery any goods, wares, or merchandise, or 
who shall manufacture for others, exceeding annually the 
sum of $1,000, shall be regarded a manufacturer under this 
act. 


The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to.inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, if he will permit me, 
whether or not that is the entire license imposed 
upon manufacturers. This tax of ten dollars is 
imposed upon persons whose business shall ex- 
ceed $1,000 annually. Suppose the amount of: 
manufactures largely exceeds that — $50,000 or 
$100,000— is it understood that there is to be no |] 


additional tax imposed upon that class of manu- 
facturers? In other words, is the small manufac- 
turer of the country, the maker of plows, &c., 
to pay the same license as the extensive firms 
manufacturing to the extent of $100,000 a year 
or ten times that amount? There ought to be 
some discrimination. Itis not sufficient to say 
that the discrimination is in the imposition of 
duties on manufactures. Unless, then, some ex~ 
planation can be made in the matter, I will move 
to amend the paragraph- so as to make the license 
proportionate to the amount of manufactures, 
That is the principle we adopt in other cases. 

Mr. MORRILL. I had supposed the gentle- 
man from Indiana understood, certainly: almost 
every other gentleman must do so, that this 
license is not imposed as a tax, but that jt is im- 
posed in order to keep track of those men who 
manufacture, in order to designate their trade or 
profession. When we come to tax them, we tax 
them on the amount of their manufactures. That 
makes it entirely equal. And when we come to 
the income tax, we tax a man according to his 
profits. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I move to strike out 
all after the word “license,” in line two hundred 
and sixty nine, down to the end of the paragraph, 
as follows: 

Provided, That manufacturers and producers of agricul- 
tural tools and implements, garden sgeds, stoves, and hol- 
low ware, brooms, wooden ware, and powder, delivering 
and, selling at wholesale any of said articles, by themselves 
or their authorized agents, at places other than the place of 
manufacture, shall not be required, for any sale thus made, 
to take out any additional license therefor. 

l shall insist on that amendment, unless some 
reason can be shown why these manufacturers 
should not be required to take out a license as 
well as others. 

Now, I am a manufacturer myself, and 1 am 
compelled to take out what is called a manufac- 
turer’s license. Iam a dealer also, but I sell no ar- 
ticles but what I manufacture. Why these man- 
ufacturers ot hollow ware, brooms, wooden ware, 
powder, and agricultural implements should be 
exempt from that license I cannot for the life of 
me see. I hope the gentleman from Vermont will 
explain the reasons why they should be exempted 
from the provisions of the law which are appli- 
cable to other parties. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will merely say that there 
are many manufacturers of plows who send them 
about the country for sale. TheShakers too, for 
instance, send out their brooms for sale. ‘The 
manufacturers of brown earthenware do the same 
thing; and as far as I can judge, the proposition 
as it stands is a very proper one. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Butit applies also to 
the manufacturers of powder, and the exportation 
of powder is prohibited by law. Tama manufac- 
turer of acids, and a very large portion goes in 
small parts to the country after paying three per 
cent, on the manufacture. 

Mr. MORRILL. The manufacturers of pow- 
der almost invariably send it out by traveling 
agents throughout the country. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. The gentleman knows 
very well that the export of powder from this 
country is prohibited, 

Mr. MORRILL. Not by any means. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I call for tellers on my 
amendment, 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Theamendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. I find that Iam correctin my 
criticism on line two hundred and fifty, and to 
avoid serious error Il ask consent of the House 
to go back to that line. I move to insert after 
the word “or” the words ** who shall manufac- 
ture for others or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GRINNELL. I move to amend line two 
hundred and fifty-four by strikIng out “twenty”? 
and inserting ‘thirty;’? so that it will read: 

30. Peddlers shall be classified and rated as follows, to 
wit: when traveling with more than two horses, the first 
class, and shall pay thirty dollars for each license. 

I simply wish to say in behalf of this amend- 
ment that | think a license of twenty dollars is 
much too low. These peddlers carry the highest 
priced goods. I am informed that a man who 
carries his goods on his back will make from three 
to five thousand dollarsa year, sclling costly silks 
and things of that kind. [am therefore in favor 
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making the license thirty dollars instead of twenty 
dollars. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

„Mr. BOUTWELL. I offer the following pro- 
viso, to come in at the end of line two hundred 
and seventy-five: i 

Provided further, That nothing contained in this proviso 
shall be construcd to authorize the sale of wine, spirits, or 
malt liquors. 

I will merely say that we have had trouble 
under this provision about the sale of spirituous 
liquors. j 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I move to 
amend the paragraph in regard to peddlers by 
increasing the tax on the fourth class from five 
dollars to ten dollars; and I will also move to in- 
crease the tax proportionately on the other classes. 

The country is swarming with these peddlers, 
who pay no rent or taxes, although some of them 
are worth from five to ten thousand dollars. 1 
am in favor of charging them high licenses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I oppose the amendment. 
Peddlers are a very poor class of men who travel 
round the country trying to make a living. 

Mr. MORRILL. This matter was not fully con- 
sidered by the Committee of Ways und Means, 
Į believe it would be wise to increase all these li- 
censes from five dollars to ten dollars, from ten 
dollars to twenty dollars, from fifteen dollars to 
twenty-five dollars, and from twenty dollars to 
fifty dollars. I suggest that amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan, E accept the 
amendment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It docsscem to me that that 
would be exceedingly unfair and unjust. The 
States and counties all impose a tax on this un- 
fortunate class of people. F think it monstrous 
thus to tax a poor pedestrian, perhaps a wounded 
soldier, striving to earn a scanty living in this 


way. 
The question being on Mr. KeLLoeg’s amend- 
ment as modified, Mr. Horman called for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KerLoce of 
Michigan, and Mr. Horman, were appointed. 
The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
ayes sixty-three, noes not counted. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. I move to amend 
the same paragraph by increasing the license of 
twenty-five dollars to fifty dollars on peddlers of 
jewelry, : 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The paragraph, asamended by the amendment 
of Mr. KeLLoce,of Michigan, and Mr. Hussard, 
of lowa, reads as follows: 

30. Peddlers shall be classified and rated as follows, to 
wit: when traveling with more than two horses, the first 
class, and shall pay fifty dollars for each license; when 
traveling with two horses, the second class, and shall pay 
twenty-five dollars for each license; when traveling with 
one horse, the third class, and shall pay twenty dollars for 
each license; when uaveling on foot, the fuurth class, aud 
shall pay ten dollars for each license. Any person, except 
persons peddling newspapers, Bibles, or religious tracts, 
who sells or offers to sell, at retail, goods, wares, or other 
commodities, traveling from place to place, in the street or 
through different parts of the country, shall be regarded a 
peddler under this act: Provided, That any peddler who 
selis, or offers to sell, dry-goods, foreign and domestic, by 
one or more original packages or pieces at one time, to the 
same person or persons, as aforesaid, shall pay filty dollars 
for each license. And any person who peddles jewelry shall 
pay filty dollars for each license. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan, I move to 
amend the thirty-first paragraph by increasing 
the license on apothecaries from ten dollars to 
twenty dollars. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend that par- 
agraph by adding to it the following proviso: 

Nor shail apothecaries who have taken out alicense as 
such be required to take out a license asretail dealers in 
iquors, in consequence of selling alcohol. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. 
‘amendment will not be agreed to. 


I hope that 
The profits 


of the business of an apothecary are very large. | 


The profits on the compounding of medicines are 
two to three hundred per cent., and if anybody 
can afford to pay licenses then apothecaries can, 
They can afford it much better than the liquor 
dealers can. This proviso allows them to sell 
liquors, and as they have areputation for selling 
pure liquors they are able to charge high prices 
for them. I hope the amendment will not be 
adopted. 


Mr. BEAMAN. ~ I move toamend the amend- 
ment by adding the words ‘* for medicinal pur 
poses.’ : BOOS Seep DP FS ay TEE Set 

Theamendment tothe amendment wasrejected. 


The question recurred ón Mr. Moraiti’ 
amendment; and it was agreed to. ; 


Mr. MORRILL. I move toamend paragraph 
thirty-three by striking out the words ‘and paid 
not less than ten dollars,” so as to make the 
paragraph read-as follows: ` med 


33. Tobacconists shall pay ten dolars for each license. 
Any person, firm, or corporation whose business it is tosel, 
at retail, cigars, snuff, or tobaceo in any form, shall: be re- 
garded a tobacconist under this act. But wholesale: and 
retail dealers, and keepers of hotels, inns, taverns, and 
eating-houses, having taken out a license therefor, shall 
not be required to. take out a license as tobacconists, any- 
thing in this act to the coutrary notwithstanding. > 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. I move to 
amend the same paragraph by striking outin line 
two hundred and ninety-two the word “ ten,” 
and inserting in place of it the word “twenty,” 
so us to make the license twenty dollars instead 
of ten dollars. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out all in 
this paragraph after the word “act,” as follows: 

But wholesale and retail dealers, and keepers of hotels, 
inns, taverus, and eating-houses, having taken outa license 
therefor, shall not be required to take out a license as to- 
bacconists, anything in this act to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. lam told by experts that 
in the thirty-second paragraph the clause “fany 
person or persons who make for sale photo- 
graphs, ambrotypes, daguerreoty pes, or pictures 
on glass, metal, or paper, by the action of light, 
shall be regarded a photographer under this act,” 
is liable to misconstruction. I move, therefore, to 
amend it by striking out the words ‘* on glass, 
metal, or paper.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to strike out the 
thirty-fourth paragraph. This class of persons 
are included under the general head of manufac- 
turers, 

The section was read, as follows: 


34. Tallow-chandlers and soap-makers shall pay for each 
license the sum of ten dollars. Any person whose busi- 
ness it is to make or manufacture candles or soap shall be 
regarded a tallow-chandler and soap-maker under this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The following paragraph of the bill being un- 
der consideration— 

35. Butchersshall pay ten dollars for each license, Every 
person whose business it is to sell butchers? meat at retail 
shall be regarded as a butcher under this act: Provided, 
That no butcher having taken out a license, and paid ten 
dollars therefor, shall be required to take out a license as 
retail dealer ov account of seiling other articles at the same 
store, stall, or premises: Provided further, That butchers 
who retail butchers? meat exclusively from a cart or wagon, 
by themselves or agents, shall be required to pay five dol- 
lars only for each license, any existing law to the contrary 
notwithstanding, and having taken ont a license therelor 
shall not be required to take out a license as a peddler for 
retailing butchers’ meat, as aforesaid: dnd provided fur- 
ther, That no license shall be required of a butcher whose 
annual sales do not exceed $1,000— 


Mr. MORRILL moved to insert after the word 
“agents? the words ‘traveling from place to 
place, and not from any street or stand.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The following paragraph being under consid- 
eration— 


36. Theaters shall pay $100 for each license. Every 
edifice erected for the purpose of dramatic or operatic rep- 
resentations, plays, or performances, and not including 
halls rented or used occasionally tor concerts or theatrical 
representations, shall be regarded as a theater under this 
act— 

Mr. PRICE. I move to amend by striking out 
“ one” and inserting “two,” so as to make the 
license $200. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. _I move to amend the- same 
paragraph by inserting after the words “ edifice 
erected’? the words “ or used.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. i move to amend the same 
paragraph by inserting after the word ‘* theaters”? 
at the beginning of the paragraph the words ‘and | 
museums.” 


The amendment was- agreed to. 


Mr. GANSON Tmovet 
ord 


at 


prietors of? na m 


the words.“ receiving pay as ent jce money.’?- 
I bélieve there are museums which are open:to 
thé public free'of charge: ; R oma i 
-= The amendment was agreed tos 
Mr. L. MYERS. . I move to amend the same 
paragraph by striking out the words “erected or”? 
soas tò make it reads: © = 0 piano ia Pi 
The proprictor or proprietors of theaters or museums shall 
pay $100 for each license. Every edifice used for. the. pur- 
pose of dramatic or cperatic representations, &c. x 
“The amendment:was agreed to. © 09 00 | 
The following paragraph of the bill being under 
considération— bear : any 
37. Cireuses shall pay fifty dollars’ for each license, 
Every building, teut, space, or area, where. feats of horse- 
manship or acrobatic. sports are exhibited, shail be regarded 
as a circus under this act— i : ati 


Mr. HUBBARD, off lowa. I tnove’ to ‘amend 
by striking out * $50,” and inserting in lien thereof 
#8100.” ee 


Mr. WILSON, I desire:to suggestto my col- 
league an amendment which will, ‘perhaps, ac- 
complish the same purpose as his amendment.in 
a more satisfactory way. 3 : 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. “What is it? 
Mr. WILSON. It is to add at the end of the 
paragraph the same proviso as is contained in the 
thirty-eighth paragraph, as follows: 

Provided, That no license procured in one State shall 
be held to authorize exhibitions in another State. And but 
one license shall be required under this act to authorize 
exhibitions within any one State. fo 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I willaccept that. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. GANSON. I move to insert after the 
words ** thirty-seven,” in the same paragraph, the 
words ‘the proprietor or proprietors of.” 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I am not sure that we 
shall not lose by that.: We now hold the ‘t çir- 
cus,” but the “ proprietor” may be an unknown 
person. oy ae IATER, 

The amendment was disagreed to, | © | 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend in line three 
hundred and twenty-nine by inserting after the 
word ‘*sports”’ the words ‘‘theatrical perform- 
ances.” ‘ oe 

Mr. STEVENS, I suggest tomy colleague on 
the Committee of Ways and Means that that 
amendment would cover more ground than he in- 
tends. : $ 

Mr. HOOPER. I will withdraw it. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

38. Jugglers shail pay for each license twenty dollars 
Every person who performs by sleight-of-band shall be re~ 
garded as a juggler under this act. The proprietors or 
agents of all other public exhibitions or shows for money, 
not enumerated in this section, shall pay for each license 
ten dollars: Provided, That no license procured in one 
State shall be held to authorize exhibitions in another 
State. And but one license shall be required under this 
act to authorize exhibitions within any one State. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I move to strike out *‘ twen- 
ty,” and in lieu thereof to insert “fifty.” Ifa 
man is willing to acknowledge that he Is a cheat, 
he ought to be made to pay for following his trade. 
[Laughter.] 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

39. Bowling-alieys and billiard-rooms shall pay accord- 
ing to the number of alleys ortables belonging to or used in 
the building or place to be licensed. When not exceeding 
one alley or table, five doflars for each license; and when 
exceeding one alley or table, five dollars for each additional 
alley or table, Every place or building where bowls are 
thrown or billiards played, and open to the pablie with or 
without price, shali be regarded as a bowling-alley or bil 
liard-room, respectively, under this act, > 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. I moveto strike out “five,” 
where it occurs, and insert *+ten.”? 

The committee divided; and: there: were—ayes 
55, noes 27. i f 

Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered;.and Messrs. J.C. ALLEN, 
and Batpwiy of Massachusetts, were appointed. 

The amendment was agreed to; the tellers hav- 
ing reported—ayes 63, noes 49. 
| The Clerk read, as follows: 


40. Proprietors of gift enterprises shall pay fifty dollars 
| for each license. “Every person, firm, or corporation, who 
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Shall offer for sale or. to. sell any article of merchandise of 
“any description whatsoever, with a promise, express or 
implied, to give or bestow, or in any manyer to hold out to 
the pubiic the promise: of gift or bestowal of any article or 
thing for and in consideration of the purchase by any pat- 
gon of any other article or thing shall be regarded a propri- 
etor of a gift enterprise under this act: Provided, That no 
“such prop#ietor, in consequence of being thus licensed, 
shall be exempt from paying any uther license ọr tax re- 
quired by law, and the license herein. required shall be in 
addition thereto. 


Mr. MORRILL... E move to insert after the 


word “ shall, where it occurs the second time, ! 


the words “ sell or,’ 
tto gell.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CRESWELL.. I move to add the follow- 
:ing to the paragraph: 

“And provided further, That this section shalt not be con- 
atrued to authorize- such gift enterprises in any State or 
Territory where the same are or may be prohibited by law. 

Subsequently Mr. Creswetn withdrew the 
amendment, stating that he understood it was pro- 
vided in another place. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

41. Stallions and jacks, owners of, shall pay ten dollars 
for each license. Every person who keeps a male horse ora 
jack for the use of mares, requiring or receiving pay there- 

» for, shall be required to take out a license under this act, 
which shall contalo a brief description of the aninsal, its 
age, and place or places where used or to be used: Pro- 
vided, : That all accounts, notes, or demands, ‘for the use of 
any such horse or jack without a license, as aforesaid, 
shall be invalid and of no force In any court of law or 
equity. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to make that paragraph 

forty-seven, because | think lawyers and doctors 
should take precedence. (Laughter) 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. J am opposed to that, be- 
cause I think it is in its proper place. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. GANSON. I move to transpose the 
phraseology of the paragraph, so as to put the 
words ‘owners of” before * stallions,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GANSON. I move to strike out “ ten” 
and insert “twenty-five,” 

Mr.J. C., ALLEN. I hope the amendment 
will not prevail, The paragraph places the tax 
high cnough already. This will bea great hard- 
ship upon those who are doing all that they can 
to improve the stock of horses and mules, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. GANSON. [ move to make it twenty 
dollars, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

_ Mr, GRINNELL. I move to make it fifteen 
dollars. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to make it “ five” 
instead of “ten.” 

The amendment was disagreed to, 

Mr.GANSON. I move to make it twenty dol- 
lars for stallions and ten for jacks. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


’' and to strike out the words 


Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I move to make 
it fifty. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. THAYER. I move to insert after the 
word. “therein” the words ‘‘or other legal ad- 
vice.” ka 

The amendment, was disagreed to. 

Mr. A.MYERS. I move, after the word tor,” 
to- insert “ professional.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

45.. Builders and contractors shall pay twenty-five dol- 
lars for each license. Every person whose business it is 
to construct buildings, or ships, or bridges, or canals, or 
railroads by contract, shall be regarded as a builder and 
contractor under this act: Provided, That no license shall 
be required from any person whose building contracts do 
not exceed $2,500 in any one year. 


Mr, ORTH. I move to amend by striking 
out the first clause, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the folowing: 

Builders and contractors shall pay license as follows, to 
wit: where their building contracts exceed $2,500, the sum 
of tweuty-five dollars for each lieense ; where their build- 
ing contracis excced $2,000, the sum of twenty dollars for 
each license; and where their building contracts exceed 
$1,500, the sum of filteen dollars for each license. Every 
person whose business it is to construct buildings, or ships, 


or bridges, or canals, or railroads by contract, shalt be re- 


garded as a builder and contractor under this act. 

The object of the amendment is to establish 
three grades of contractors. By the provisions 
of the bill, aş it is reported fram the committee, 
there is but one grade of contractors, and only 
those whose contracts exceed $2,500 a year are 
required to pay a license. All whose contracts 
do notexceed thatsum pay nothing. My amend- 
ment proposes to establish two grades below that, 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr.GRINNELL. I move to amend the section 


j in line three hundred and ninety-four by inserting 


after the word ‘‘license’’ the following: 

And if his said contracts in one year exceed in amount 
$2,500, he shall pay one dollar on every additional thou- 
sand dollars in excess thereof, 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman will not 
make a speech, we will vote for any amendment 
he offers. 

Mr. GRINNELL. Very well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

46. Plumbers and gas-fitters shall pay ten dollars for each 
license. Every person, firm, or corporation, whose busi- 
ness it is to furnish plumbing materials or fit up plumbing 
materials, or to furnish gas-pipes, gas-burners, or other gas- 
fixtures, Or to fit the same, shall be regarded a plumber and 
gas-fitter within the meaning of this act. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by insert- 
ing afier the word “ to,” where it first occurs, the 
word “ fit,” and by inserting after the next word 
‘6 furnish” the words “ or sell.” 

The amendments. were agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. 
striking out the words ‘or fit up plumbing ma- 
terials or to furnish.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I move further to amend by | 


i of California. 


persons who frequently make nothing in the mines 
it will have a tendency to drive 
persons from thatemployment. ‘The success and 
prosperity of the Government depend as much 
upon the success of that class ‘of persons as any 
other. This amendment will operate against 
those who are employing others in that business. 

Mr. STEVENS, The committee have not-been 
able to perfect this paragraph with the light of 
that information which we ought to have had from 
the mining regions, and I propose that by unan- 
imous consent we pass over the section now, with 
the liberty of going back to it hereafter, 

No objection being made, the paragraph was 
passed over informally. : 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

48. General business, any person doing, shail pay ten 
dollars for cach license. Any person, firm, or corporation, 
engaged in any business, trade, or profession whatsoever, 
for which no other license is required by existing law, 
whose gross annual receipts theretrom exceed the sum of 
$1,000, shall be regarded as doing a general business under 
this act. 

Mr. MALLORY. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, whom IL see in his seat, the 
meaning of this provision. Iam free to say that 
it was adopted by the committee when I wag not 
present. 

Mr. MORRILL, Iwill refer the gentleman 
from Kentucky to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Hooren. | 

Mr. MALLORY. Then I will say before he 
makes his remarks, that this seems to me to bea 
tax upon industry. lt provides that a man en- 
gaged in any business for which a license is not 
required by this bill to be taken out shall take 
out a license. A farmer or a minister who is 
not required to take out a license under any other 
provision of this bill is required to take out one 
under this section. If gentlemen wish to sub- 
serve the public interest and public morality, they 
should tax loafers, and not industrious men, and 
if the paragraph is insisted ou, I shall move to 
apply it to persons not engaged in any business 
or pursuit, 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection. 

Mr. HOOPER. My colleague has referred to 
me for an answer to the question of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. I wish to state that | find 
some difficulty in understanding it, and I propose to 
amend it by inserting after the word “doing” in 
the first line the word “nothing.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. MALLORY. That will meet my views 
of the matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOOPER. IT also move to strike out the 
word “ receipts” and ingert ‘ disbursements.” 

The amendment was agreed to. [Renewed 
laughter.] 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to amend by in- 
serting before the word “engaged” the word 
“not,” and also before the word ‘* doing” in the 
last line. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. MALLORY. Now Iask for the reading 

of the paragraph as amended. 
fhe paragraph as amended was read, as fol- 
lows: 

48. General business, any person doing nothing, shall pay 
teu dolars for each license. Any person, firm, or corpo- 
ration not engaged iu any business, trade, or profession 
whatsoever, for which no other license is required by ex- 
isting law, whose gross annual disbursements therefrom 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by striking 
out of line four hundred and five the words “ or | 
to fit the same.” 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

| 
t 


42. Lawyersshall pay ten dolars for each license. Every 
person whose business it is, for fee orreward, to prosecute 
or defend causes in any court of record or other judicial 
tribuualof ihe United States or of any of the States, orgive 
advite in relation to causes or matters pending therein, 
shall be deemed to be a lawyer within the meaning of this 
ach. 


Mr. THAYER. Imove to strike out “advice 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. “I move to amend in 
line four hundred and two by striking out the 
words * firm or corporation.’ In the four or five | 


in relation to causes or matters pending therein,” 
and in lieu thereof.to insert “ legal advice.” 

Mr. HOOPER. { hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. The language of the paragraph 
defines the matter best, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to strike out court 
of record or other.” J understand there are in 
Wisconsin courts of record whieh have jurisdic- 
tion to $300, and that most of the collection is done 
in those courts, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I do not know but the 
amendment is proper enough in itself, but the al- 
lusion the gentleman has made to Wisconsin is 
not correct. We have no such courts there. 

Mr. STEVENS. { meant Michigan; but I 
withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. UPSON. 1 move to strike out of record.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. WEBSTER. Imove to strike out “ten” 
and insert ‘t twenty-five.’? 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


} 


? 
i 
i 


preceding paragraphs those words do not appear 
as applied to any other business, Ido not see 
why the individual members of a firm of plumb- 


ers and gas-fitters should not each pay a tax of || 


ten dollars for a license. As the section now reads 
firms or corporations will only be taxed ten dol- 
lars, while physicians, surgeons, architects, build- 
ers, contractora, lawyers, &c., are taxed each ten 
dollars. 

The amendment was not agreed to, 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

47, Miners shall pay for each and every license the sum 
of ten dollars. Every person, firm, or company who shall 
employ others in the business of mining for coal, for gold, 
silver, quicksilver, copper, lead, iron, zinc, spelter, or oiher 


j minerals, who shall not have taken out a license as a man- 
| afacturer, shall be regarded as a miner under this act. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word “ mining” the words *‘ or who 
shall be engaged in such business other than as 
an employé.”’ 

Mr. COLE, of California. I am opposed to 


the amendment. It will impose a burden upon 


exceed the sum of $1,000, shali be regarded as not doinga 
general business under this act. 

{Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. STEVENS. I now move that the whole 


! paragraph be stricken out. 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I offer the following 
amendment: 

Page 97, section seventy-six, insert, after line four hun- 
dred and twenty, as follows: 

49. Loafers shal] pay ten dollars for each license. Every 
person without visible occupation, except that of loitering 
on hall steps and street corners, shall be deemed a loafer 
within the meaning of this act: Provided, That members 
of Congress and others waiting at the crossings for the 
“street cars”? shall not be required to take out a license 
therefor. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON, I ask that section seventy- 
seven be reserved to allow the Committee of Ways 
and Means to offer amendments. 

No objection being made, the section was passed 


: over. 


The seventy-ninth section was read,'as follows: 
And be it further enacted, That no license hereinbefore 
provided for, if granted, shal! be construed to authorize 
the commencement or continuation of any trade, business, 
occupation, or employment therein mentioned, within any 
State or Territory of the United States in which it is. or 
shàl be specially prohibited by the laws thereof, or in vio- 
lation of the laws of any State or Territory : Provided, That 
nothing iu this act shail be held or construed so as to pre- 
vent the several States, within the limits thereof, from 
placing a duty, tax, or license, for State purposes, on any 
business, matter, or thing on Which a duty, tax, ör licensé 
is required to be paid by this act. 

Mr. FENTON. I desire to ask the gentleman 
who has this bill in charge if that section ought 
fot to be stricken out? ; 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out that 
section, It has already been provided for in sec- 
tion seventy-five. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 1 wish, by general con- 
sent, to ask a question of the committee. There 
are two or three provisions in section sixty-nine 
of the old law which are omitted in section eighty- 
two of this bill, which corresponds to that. 

Mr. STEVENS. They will be provided for 
in a general section which we intend to offer. 

The eighty-third section was read. 

Mr. MORRILL. On page 102, section eighty- 
three, | move to insert, after the words *“ manu- 
factured articles,” the words ‘or ‘articles pro- 
‘duced.’? In line ‘four, after the word * manu- 
factured,’’ | move to insert ' or produced.’? On 
line five, after the word “ manufacturer,” [move 
‘to-insert. tt or producer.” On tine twenty, page 
103, after the word * manufacturers,’’? 1 move to 
insert “or producers.” On line twenty-two, 
after the word ** manufactured,” | move to insert 
“or produced.’ On fine twenty-four, L move to 
‘insert, after the word **manufacture,’’ the words 
“or production,” Inline twenty-five, 1 move to 
strike out “ person,’ and insert “pérsons or par- 
-ties.’? 

The question was taken on the amendments 
collectively, and they were agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
the section the following: 

Articles which the collector may adjudge perishable may 
be sold or disposed of before the declaration of forfeiture ; 
said sale shall bemiade et public anction, and notice thereof 
shall be given in tbe socne manier as is provided in this 
seétion in cases of forfeiture. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KERNAN. I move to add at the end of 


line forty-eight the words ‘owner, or, if he can- | 


not be found, to the; so that it will read: 


__ Provided, That the proceeds of the sale of said articles, 
if any there be after deducting the duties thereon, together 
‘with the ‘expenses of summons, advertising, and safe, or 
‘the excess of the ‘value of said articles, after deducting the 
duties aud expenses acerued thereon when turned over to 
the use of any departinent of the Government, shall be re- 
funded and paid to the owner, or, if he cannot be found, to 
the manufacturer, or to the person in Whose custody or 
possession the articles were when seized. 

Mr. MORRILL. There is ‘no objection to 
that. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I move to insert after the word 
“ manufacturer,” in the forty-ninth line, the 
‘words * or producer.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. | It is now about the hour for 
‘taking a recess, and I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnpurxe, of Illinois, 
réported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration, 
asx special order, the internal révenue bill, and 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the House now 
take a recess until seven o’clock, 

The motion was agreed to; and-the House ac- 
cordingly took a recess until seven o’clock p.m. 


‘ EVENING SESSION. 
‘The House resumed its session at seven o’clock, 
P. m. 
UNITED STATES CONVICTS. 


Mr. WILSON asked leave to report back from 
the Cotrimittee on the Judiciary an act (S. No. 
172) concerning the disposition of convicts from 
courts of the United States for the subsisting of 
persans confined in jails, charged with violating 


I move to add at:theend of } 


|i on-coal mined and delivered by coal operators on contracts 


rf et = : cane 
| the laws of the United States; and for diminishing | 


thé expenses in relation thereto, > 
Objection was made, ; 
GEORGETOWN WATER TAX. | 
Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I move that Senate 
bill No. 129 be taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to the Committee for the District of Co- 
lumbia. ae i gare 
There being no objection, the bill (S: No. 129) 
to amend an act entitled “An act to-authorize-the 
“corporation of Georgetown, in the District of .Co- 
i lumbia, to lay and collecta water tax, and -for 
other purposes,” approved May 21, 1862, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia. 


INTERNAL REVENUR. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the rules be šus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
| on the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
i resolved itselfinto the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasupourne, of illi- 
| nois, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration, 
| as a special order, of the internal revenue bill. 
Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the ninety- 
| third section by striking out of the proviso in ‘the 
| paragraph taxing coals the words “ for all,” and 
| Inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘in case of’? 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. I move to amend .the same 
paragraph by striking out the words “ before the 
Ist day of April, 1862,” and inserting in lieu 
j thereof the words *‘ prior to the passage of this 
Lact”? 

The amendment was agreed to, 

i Mr. KASSON. imove to amend the same par- 
| agraph ‘by inserting after the word “stax” the 
words ‘if not otherwise agreed to.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


i Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the same par- 
| agraph by striking outthe words “atthe mines.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


| Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the same par- 
: agraph by striking out the words “ made priorto 
| July 1, 1862,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
| words ‘ heretofore made.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


| Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the same par- 
l agraph by inserting at the end thereof the words 
‘Of not otherwise agreed by the parties.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The paragraph, as amended ‘by these several 
amendments offered by Mr. Kasson, reads as fol- 
lows: 

On ail‘mineral coals, except suchas are known in the 
trade as pea coal-and dust coal, a duty of five cents perton: 
| Provided, Thatin case of contracts of lease of coal lands 
| made prior to the passage of this act the lessee shall pay 
i the tax, if not otherwise agreed to; ‘and all duties or taxes 


t 
į 
i 


heretofore made shall be paid by the purchasers thereof, 
if not otherwise agreed by the parties. 


Mr.BOUTWELL. 1 moveto amend the par- 
agraph by striking outthe words “ pea coal and.” 
! Pea coal is an article of commerce. 

. Mr. STEVENS. It does not selat half the 
| price of ordinary coal. 

Mr. DENISON. The tenant never pays-any- 
thing for thiskind of coal to the landlord, because 
it does not pay the expenses of taking itout. It 
is the refuse coal and should not be taxed, be- 
i causeit-is not worth anything to anybody to take | 
to market. iH 

The amendment was-rejected. 

Mr. DENISON. I:move-to amend the par- 
agraph by inserting after the ‘word “contracts” |i 
the words ‘made prior to the Ist of January, 
1865.” The contracts for these coal Jandsare made |} 
for the whole ‘yearup to the close of navigation. į 

Mr. STEVENS, Let me-say to my colleague 


‘nies, and I trust, ‘therefore, that 


‘tobe able to furnish it atah: 
‘been ‘very different. “But under these circum- 


drawn. 


: and that is the consumer. 


that if the contracts are made before the passage |; 
of this act, it is no matter when delivery is made. | 
Thus it operates as he desires it. | 
| Mr. DENISON. If that is the understanding | 
| I withdraw my amendment, i 
Mr. GANSON. i move'to amend the para- 

' graph by striking out the duty of five cents per -|i 


ton and ‘inserting ten cents. “1 see thatin the next || 
Pparagraph adhity-of five-certa per gallon be im- il 


‘tax?at-all unless itis tobe laid directly. 


necessity. ] : 
duty of ten: cents aiton i 
five centa a gallon: P:do:natsee 
crimination-should have been wiade by the Co 
mittee of Ways and Means, andi would like te 
have some information: fromthe gentiemari from 
Vermont, whois-not particularly mterestad inthe: 
subject. S Sanii gaid ve 
Mr. MORRILL, “fam not; ‘norin-ahyother: 
Mr. Chairman I am very sorry that the:gentle 
mMan-requires’any information ‘upon this subject, 
H the gentleman would. bring ù a ‘proposition 
striking down the reciprocity treaty hecbuld then 
tax these. coals as much as he pleases: “But now 
even five cents.a ton upon themis buta premium 
to that extent upon Nova Scotia coal.. [have 
very great doubt whether we-are justified inim- 
posing any tax at all‘upon this aride. i> i" 
The amendment was disagreed toi: ; iy 
Mr. UPSON. I -move to amend the ninety. 
third section, in the forty-first line, by striking 
out from the word “return”? down tó and includ- 
ing the word “gold,” fn the forty-third line,’ aa 
follows: eee er a 3 
And all gaa cómpanies are hereby authorized to adit- the 
duty òr tax imposed by Jaw to the price per thousand cubl 
feet on gas:sold. — - ` vi TERET 
Mr. MORRILL. That clawse was incladed th 
the bill for this reason: in the ‘charters of many 
of 'the companies the price of gas was fixed when 
the ‘price of ‘coal was comparatively: low. + dt ia 
known, however, to every ‘gentleman thatwithih 
the last two years ‘the price of ‘coal: has risen to 
nearly double what it had ‘been for many: years 
previously. ‘These companies cannot -increase 
their price of gas, and it seems rather ‘hard-to iti- 
pose this tax ‘upon them unless we permit'them to 
-add it to ‘the price charged consumers: ` f 
Mr. KERNAN. 1 trust that reason will 
prove sufficient in this House. 
The CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order. 
Mr. KERNAN. To make it in order P'will 
‘move ‘to amend the amendment by striking outithe 
last word. This provision is entirely unnecessary, 
‘of course, unless it. be for the purpose'of overs 
‘riding: State law’ which prohibit these companies 
from increasing the'pri¢e of gas apon theiricoh- 
sumers. The State'laws,‘as‘all gentlemen‘know, 
have left a very liberal margin“to these comp- 
these'words will 


not 


‘be stricken out. | : oi 

Mr. STEVENS. There are many‘comparies 
in the country which have not, ‘forthe last year, 
divideda single farthing,‘and- among them'the com 
pany in this'city. -And itis utterly impossible 
to make them pay this tax without ‘giving: them 
the right:to ‘charge it:to their-consonrers,: Sone 
‘of them do it, butthey do-it ‘by ‘using theipoorest 


‘quality ‘of coal ‘at the lowest (price, ‘instead of 


making their gas'out‘of-the -bebt article: 

Itis ‘known ‘that in ‘many States: they ‘cannot 
charge, under their ‘charters, their ‘customers be- 
yonda cettain‘amount.. ‘This ‘is:true in respect 
to ‘nearly all the companies ‘in. Pennsylvania. 
Without the tax theyare not how realizing a cent, 
Nay, most of them, ät the present price of miate- 
rial, are compelled ‘to makea poor article in order 
“Heretofore it‘has 


stances all that-can‘be done, if you are to-tax these 
companies stall and still leave them in existence, 
is to allow them to charge ‘the‘tax'upon the icons 


‘sumer. ‘Unless we'dothat we-shall be-obliged to 


‘withdraw ‘the tax. altogether, or ‘tax ‘these-com- 


‘panies out of existence. : 


The amendment to ‘the amendment was with- 


Mr. GANSON. I -:renew the ‘amendment. I 
think if this tax is to be imposed at all; it shéuld 
be imposed upon the personwho-is to pay. it, 
The idea of allowing 


‘these gas companies ‘to ‘make. ‘their customets 


buy up their tax is-simply dodging the question. 

Now, sir, T know that -atleast-in. the State of 
New York there are no more profitable invest- 
ments than the stocks ‘of these gas companies, 
‘and I never heard:of a company organized uny- 
where that did:not‘make'to itestock holders large 
dividends, and H ira very singular fact to meaif 
they cannot afford ‘to‘pay ‘this tax. 

Bat ldo not see ‘any ‘propriety in laying this 
Ft isa 
Hiëro wharatinthe'#hape in whieh it is Row, so 
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long as you-allow the companies to compel their 
eustomers to buy up their taxes. 

Mr. MORRILL. . Mr. Chairman, L think that 
alittle misapprehension exists in the mind of the 
gentleman from New Yorkin relation to'this arti- 
ele. This article is a manufacture, and we only 
give the right to the manufacturers of. gas that 
any-other manufacturers have—to charge this, if 
they please, upon the consumers. It seems to 
me that the gentleman should recognize a differ- 
ence between the present time, when coal is nine 
or ten dollars a ton, dnd the time when it could 
be bought for $3, $3 25, and $3.50 a ton. This 
increasedtax will not necessarily be imposed upon 
the’ consumers; it merely gives the right to the 
company. to charge it if they see fit. 

Mr. UPSON. What tax by this bill is im- 
posed upon these gas companies? 

Mr. MORRILL. We tax the amount of gas 
that they produce and sell. We tax them five 
per cent. upon all of their profits in addition. If 
they make anything they have to pay five per cent. 
to the Government. 

The amendment, by unanimous consent, was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I think my friend from 
Vermont labors under a mistake. He says that 
coal could formerly be bought for three dollars a 
ton, and that it now costs ten and eleven dollars 
aton. I know that it could never be bought for 
less than eight and nine dollars, and it is onl 
eleven dollars now. 1 mean bituminous coal, 
from which gas is made. = 

There is another thing overlooked. In the pro- 
duction of gas there is a residue called coke, 
which has gone up from two dollars to six dollars. 
He excepts coal: tar, which used to sell for one dol- 
lar,and nowsells for five. This should be taken 
into consideration. He says thisisa manufacture. 
Why not charge it directly, and thus let. them 
share a portion of the burdens imposed upon the 
community at large. 

Mr. PATTERSON. A proposition, Mr. Chair- 
man, has been before the Committee for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to raise the price of gas in this 
city, and some facts have come to light which 
bear apon this question, The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mv. Sreyens] has stated that the 
gas company in this city were not able to pay a 
dividend last year. That they did not does not 
prove that they were not able to do it. The fact 
Is true that they have divided ten per cent. for 
the last four or five years. They have divided 
over seven per cent, from the time the company 
went into operation, and in addition to that they 
have reserved, by the confession of the members 
of the company, $50,000 of surplus, by which 
they have extended the mains and pipes through 
the city, and there was good evidence before the 
committee that they huve reserved a surplus of 
$250,000. For these among other reasons the 
Committee for the District of Columbia saw fit 
not to increase the price of gas. 

Mr. STEVENS. Until last year they charged 
one third more than they are allowed to charge 
now. Last year, if the gentleman looked into it, 
he will see that Congress brought down the max- 
imum of their charges one third. 

: Mr., PATTERSON. During the progress of 
the war they have divided ten per cent. annually 
until the last quarter, that is January last, al- 
though the price of coal is a little greater than it | 
was in 1861 and 1862. 

I will say, furthermore, that the Government 
pays in all over one hundred thousand dollars to 
the gas company in this city annually. The stock 
of almost every gas company in the country, in 
New York, Baltimore, Philadelphia, Boston, and 
all the larger cities, is very much in advance of 


ar, 
p Mr. STEVENS. Mayl ask the gentleman if 
he has bought any coal lately? I bought last 
ycar, and paid seven dollars,and this year eleven 
dollars for all I have bought. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH withdrew his amend- 
ment to the amendment, 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I renew the amendment, ! 
I merely wish to correct the impression which 
evidently prevails with a great many gentlemen 
here, as to the remuneration of gas companies. ft 
happens to be within my own experience as well 
as observation, that a number of companies in i 
the State of New York, which are restricted by 


State law as to the price they charge—and that 


price was fixed when the cost of its production 
was not more than one half the present cost—are 
unable to-day to make the dividends which are 
allowed by the law of the State. Notwithstand- 


| ing the prejudice which exists against these com- 


panies, growing out of some wrongs and outrages 
which have been perpetrated in large cities, i do 
not see why companies in small places where the 
people have invested in gas companies should 
not meet the same protection and the same guards 
as any other investment. Iassure the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Ganson] that heis entirely 
wrong as to the profits which inure to the stock- 
holders in gas companies in the State of New 
York. 

I withdraw the amendment. 

The question recurring on. the amendment 
offered by Mr. Urson, 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Horman and 
Mr. Griswo.p were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes sixty-two, noes not counted, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The following clause was read: 

On coal-ithuminating oil, aud naphtha, benzine, and ben- 
zole, refined, produced by the distillation of coal, asphal- 
tum, shale, peat, petroleum or rock oil, and all other bitu- 
minous substances, used for like purposes, a duty of twenty 
cents per gallon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by insert- 
ing, after the word ‘oil, where it first occurs, 
the word “ refined,” and to strike out the word 
“ refined” in the second line. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend further 
by inserting the word “five” after the word 
“twenty.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the amend- 


| ment by increasing the duty on these oils to forty 


cents. When the act of 1862 was passed the prin- 
cipal illuminating material in use throughout the 
western sectionof the Union, and to some extent 
throughout the whole country, was what was 
called burning fluid, a manufacture of alcohol and 
turpentine, but of alcohol inthe main, So exten- 
sive was the manufacture of this burning fluid that 
in the city of Cincinnati alone it was estimated that 
there was a consumption of that fluid to such ex- 
tent that an amount of alcohol equal to the prod- 
uct of twelve thousand bushels of corn was re- 
quired in its manufacture for every twenty-four 
hours. By imposing by that act a duty of forty 
cents on alcohol, twenty cents on proof spirits, 
which is equivalent to forty cents on alcohol, 
and only ten cents on this coal, petroleum, and 
other oils, this entire interest was completely de- 
stroyed in less than a month after the law went 
into effect. ‘That extensive interest which came 
in competition with the coal and petroleum oils 
could not resist this discriminating tax, a tax of 
forty cents on the oneand ten cents on the other. 
We tried to obtain a drawback on the duties on 
alcohol that entered into this manufacture but 
failed; aud thus a great manufacturing interest 
in the West was destroyed for the especial ben- 
efit of a great manufacturing interest of Pennsyl- 
vania. We complained then of the discrimina- 
tion, we condemned the favor shown to the one 
interest as against the other. We thought the 
duties should have been the same, or at least 
that the duty on oils ought to have been high 
enough to justify competition; but the duty of ten 
cents upon the one and forty cents upon the other 
was imposed, and our interest was suppressed and 
destroyed. 1 insist that if proof spirits are able 


| to pay, at this time, after this interest has been so 


extinguished, a duty of $1 25a gallon, equal to 
$2 50 on a gallon of alcohol, there isnogood rea- 
son why this burning oil, produced in Pennsyl- 
vania, and to some extent in Western Virginia, 
and in some portions of Ohio, ought not to bear 


at least some corresponding duty. Yet the bhigh- | 


est duty proposed is twenty-five cents per gallon. 
We are increasing, more than fivefold, the duty 
on spirits over that imposed by the act of 1862, 
and here you are only proposing to increase the 
duty upon oils from ten cents to twenty-five cents 


per gatlon, with a drawback on all that is ex- 
| ported and no duty whatever on the crude pe- 
|| troleum. 


Forty cents is but a reasonable duty, 
a very moderate duty, and greatly less than it 
should be considering the monopoly it has ob- 


| tained; and in addition to this there ought to be 


a duty of at least ten cents per gallon on crude 
petroleum. : 

I find a statement on my desk that this article, 
whichis produced with but little expense—a nat- 
ural product of the earth—and which has become, 
when refined, almost the sole illuminating. ma- 
terial throughout the entire country—a vast mo- 
nopoly,a source of inexhaustible wealth to Penn- 
sylvania—is to be used inits crude state for the 
purpose of generating steam, as actually cheaper 
than coal. There is probably no interest. in the 
country so prosperous, You do not impose any 
tax whatever upon the crude material, and only 
propose to make the duty twenty cents by the 
bill, and but twenty-five cents as proposed by the 
gentleman from Vermont, [Mr.. MoRRILL,] upon 
refined petroleum, and even less on coal oil. It 
seems to me a very unjust discrimination against 
one interest and in favor of another, against one 
section of the country and in favor of another. 
The comparatively small cost of these oils, their 
universal consumption in every shape and form 
everywhere, the demand for exportation, make 
them legitimate and proper subjects for a reason- 
able tax. 


` [Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. MORRILL. Irise to oppose the amend- 
ment merely pro forma. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I now move to strike out 
“* twenty-five” and insert * forty.” 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Mr. Chairman, there is no 
comparison between the article of whisky and 
this. Whisky is a luxury and a demoralizing 
one, too. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman will allow me 
to say that | was simply comparing the two in- 
teresis—the burning fluid interest of the West and 
that of Pennsylvania. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCOFIELD, J cannot yield to the gentle- 
man, for] have buta moment or two, and my con- 
stituents are interested in this question. I said 
that whisky wasa luxury. I believe Shakspeare 
calls ita ‘hell broth,” and very properly. A tax 
of twenty cents per gallon is equivalent to one 
hundred per cent. advalorem. There is notanother 
thing in the bill fromthe beginning to the end, 


; except articles of extravagance and luxury, that 


has to pay such a tax as that. You laya tax of 
twenty cents on a thousand cubic feet of gas, and 
now you propose to impose a tax of a hundred 
percent, ad valorem upon the poor man’slight. It 
costs twenty cents per gallon to produce this 
article under any possible contingency. More 
money has been sunk in the Oil Creek country 
than hasever been made there. Gentlemenseem 
to be under the impression that oil is something 
which flows out of the ground without expense. 
Nineteen wise men go there and find nothing, and 
the one fool goes there and digs a well and the oil 
flows into it. 

Now, sir, this tax of twenty-five cents per gal- 
lon is all wrong in itself. The Committee of Ways 


| and Means should never have put it at more than 


ten cents agullon. I say that this is emphatically 
the poor man’s light. It brings cheerfulness and 
comfort to the homes of the poor every where, sup- 
plying to some extent the luxury which the 
wealthy enjoy from gas inthe cities. J hope that 
no one here will think fora moment of increasing 
the tax to a hundred per cent., to come out of this 
unfortunate class of consumers, 

‘The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I hope the gentleman from 
Vermont will withdraw the amendment be has 
offered from the Committee of Waysand Means, 
He must be aware that this interest is already 
burdened too much. 

Mr. UPSON. I move to strike out “ twenty- 
five” and insert “ fifteen’? in lieu thereof. The 
tax now, as I understand, is ten cents. 1 think 
if we add half to that it will be sefficient. This 
ig a necessary article of use. 

Mr. KASSON. I wish to state to the gentle- 
men of the committee, that the Committee of 


| Ways and Means have had more trouble to sat- 
} isfy themselves what was just in this case than the 
| Committee onthe Whole can have. The material 


element which created the necessity for raising 
the tax upon this article isfound in the provision 
contained in the bill allowing a drawback on this 
same article when exported for foreign countries, 


1864. 


It was found thav within the last year the expor- 
tation of the article increased vastly in proportion 
to the exportation of the crude article. The con- 
sequence is ‘that the Government realizes practi- 
cally by no means the amount of revenue that 
gentlemen would anticipate from this tax, because 
of the drawback allowed on the large amount ex- 
ported to foreign countries; and the committee 
have come to the conclusion that itis as nearly 
just as it can possibly be put at this time, at 
twenty-five cents per gallon. The friends and 
constituents of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
will realize largely under the provision allowing 
a drawback, and can well afford to bear the bur- 
dens that this will impose upon them. I hope the 
Committee of the Whole will sustain the decision 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. 

‘Mr. Upson’s amendment to the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr.A.MYERS. I movetoamend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont by striking 
out the word ‘ five,” so as to leave the bill as it 
stood originally. As has been remarked by my 
colleague, [Mr. Scorrenp,] thisis emphatically 
the poor man’s light. | would call-it the poor 
man’s gas-light and the poor woman’s gas-light 
also; and latin astonished that any comparison 
should be made between the light that we derive 
from petroleum and the light which we derive 
from whisky. ‘This tax affects even the poor 
sewing woman. If youincrease this tax she must 
‘turn down the button and decrease her consump- 
tion one third, . 

For this reason, Mr. Chairman, I think that a 
tax of ten cents is all that should ever be imposed 
on the article. Government will realize at that 
rate of taxation, outof my district alone, a rev- 
enue of $200,000 this year on that article. The 
revenue is just beginning to come in from petro- 
leum Why? Because when the law first went 
into operation much of the oil was bonded and 
was called free oil. The Government derived 
from this article last year throughout the United 
States $700,000, of which butthis year the twen- 
tieth district of Pennsylvania alone will contribute 
$200,000 duty on oil. 

On this necessary article, which goes into the 
cabin of the poor man and the chamber of the sew- 
ing woman, itis proposed to more than double 
the tax. Lask gentlemen to pause. Gentlemen 
who value even their popularity will not vote for 
this high tax. Ifthey do l hope they will never 
venture into that curious district of ours. Nine 
out of ten holes up there are dry holes, and if 
men who advocate a tax of twenty-five or forty 
cents a gallon on oil should come up there, I 
would not ask a better job than to takea contract 
for putting them down the holes and plugging them 
in. [Laughter.] [f we impose a tax of twenty cents 
per gallon, that is equal to the value of the raw 
material. I know that when it is refined and 
passes into the hands of the retail dealers, it sells 
at about sixty cents a gallon. The districts 
represented by my colleague [Mr. Scoriexp] and 
myself are, } believe, in av oily aspect, the most 
greasy districts in the State. [Laughter.] If you 
wish to geta large revenue from this article, do 
not make the tax so high as to diminish the con- 
sumption. 

Besides, Mr. Chairman, if you tax it so high 
as to diminish consumption, you will indirectly 
aim a blow at the inventive genius of the Yankee 
nation. Your inventions of patent lamp-burners, 
oval and flat chimneys, and all that, will cease, 
and the Patent Office will have no more models 
of that kind. 

{Here the hammer fell} 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I suppose 
that all the speeches have been made that were 
necessary to be made, either for our consumption 
here or for home consumption. There need be 
no apprehension that the consumption of this 
article will be reduced by the tax we propose. | 
After this tax is levied it will be still much the | 
cheapest article used for illuminating purposes. 
We have proposed to increase the tax on gas to 
double the present rates. We propose to tax lard 
oil more than double. Under the present law 
there has been no complaint. We have proposed 
to increase the tax on refined coal cil up to twenty 
cents per gallon. From the investigations made 
by the Committee of Ways and Means we 


were entirely satisfied that, after the tax is im- | 
posed, this oil will be still the cheapest illumin- | 


ating material in. the country. 
committee rise forthe purpose of closing debate. 


The CHAIRMAN. ` Is there any. objection. to: 


terminating debate in-Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on this paragraph? -:. 
There was no objection; and the debate was 
terminated’on the paragraph. ©9057 Gon os? 
The question was-taken on Mr: A. Myxrs’s 
amendment; and was rejected. ; 


‘Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts: I would like to 
inquire of the Committee of Ways and: Meats 
what is the reason for making a distinction be- 
tween the tax on oil from coal and on that from 
petroleum? Itis a subject that I do not under- 
stand, but T have had inquiries in regard to it 
made by some of my constituents. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is closed on the 
paragraph. Is there any objection to the gen- 
tleman from. Massachusetts proceeding with his 
remarks? 

Mr. HOLMAN... There will be no objection 
if the paragraph be left open to general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the paragraph 
is closed. 

The question was taken on Mr. Morrity’s 
amendment to make the tax twenty-five cents per 
gallon; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit an amend- 
ment to this paragraph. 

Mr. KASSON, l hope the gentleman will al- 
low theamendments from the Committee of Ways 
and Means to be first offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. KASSON. In line sixty-five, I move to 
strike out ‘twelve’? and insert in leu thereof 
“ fifteen,” so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That such oil, refined and produced by the 
distillation of coal exclusively, shall be subject to pay a 
duty of fiftecn cents per gallon, anything to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

This has been done by the committee for the 
purpose of maintaining the proportion as near 
as possible. 

Mr. BEAMAN. Is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 


Mr. MALLORY. I move to insert “ twelve 
and a half cents” instead of “ fifteen.” [thought 
it was generally agreed in committee that this ar- 
ticle of coal oil should not be taxed additionally. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman is not in order, except by unanimous 
consent, “fifteen” having been inserted, 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman will allow 
me to say that when we raised the duty to five 
cents on petroleum, we thought it proper to raise 
it three cents on refined oil, so as to keep up the 
proportion. 

Mr. MALLORY. it seems to me the propor- 
tion would have been kept up by making it thir- 
teen, or at most fourteen cents. E was not in 
committee, however, when the arrangement the 
gentleman speaks of was made. I ask consent 
to offer this amendment. 

The amendment was received; and the vote be- 
ing taken on it, it was rejected. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. l move to amend so as to 
make the duty twenty-two cents, and I wish to 
say a word upon that subject. 

Mr. BEAMAN. [object to debate. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. l move to amend by add- 
ing after the word ‘ gallons” in the sixty-third 
line the words ‘and on crude petroleam or rock 
oila duty of ten cents per gallon.” Ihave merely 
this to say in reference to the amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

’ Mr. SCOFIELD. Frise to a question of order. 
I want to know why we cannot speak five min- 
utes upon an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent of 
the committee debate was closed upon this para- 
graph of the bill, 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I make the point of order 
that the committee cannot give unanimous con- 
sent which shall bind us in what is to occur after- 
wards. | never gave any such consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. | It is the universal prac- 
tice that the committee may, by unanimous Con- 
sent, close debate upon any paragraph in a bill 
under consideration, -That consent was given in 
this instance.. The Chair pnt the question, and 
no member objected: es 


“T move:-that the 


desire a decision of the: Chair sques 
tion of order: that thewules-of. th 


ob anakecthis. pointy ai 


five minutes debate in Committee: of :th 


sent: 

of the committee, : TE Se i 
Mr. MORRILL. ` I rise to a question of order, 
I made a motion a short time ago that the com- 
mittee rise forthe purpose of closing debate on 
this ‘paragraph of the bill. -That motion hag not 
been put, and insist now that it shall be put. 
“The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will first dét 
cide the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from’ Pennsylvania. ‘The gentleman from: Ver- 
mont moved that thé committee rise forthe pur- 
pose of closing debates “The Chair, to save thé 
delay occasioned’ by sucha proceeding, put the 
question whether, by unanimous consent, all dé 
bate upon the paragraph should be closed. That 
consent wasgiven. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania now appeals from the decision of the Chair 
upon thé ground that the committee had ‘no right 
to bind itself in that way, COO O ee 
Mr. SCOFIELD. The Chair will pardon:me. 
I did not appeal from his decision. - { made thë 
question, and asked for the decision of the Chair 
upon it, whether the committee had the:right’ by 
an agreement to bind us in violation: of the rules 

df the House. ee eee A 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will carry:out 
what was expressly the unanimous consent of the 
committee, thatall debate be closed upon this par- 
agraph. Does the gentleman from Vermont. in- 
sist upon bis motion that the committee rise? .. 
Mr. MORRILL. No, sir. [ withdraw, the 
motion, Pe 
The amendment submitted 
was disagreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
word ‘coal’? the words ‘ asphaltum or shale.” 
The amendment was agreed to. ating 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move to’ insert the word 
“domestic” after the words ‘distillation of.” ° 


by Mr. Horman 


The amendment was disagreed to.” 7 
Mr. SCOFIELD. I move to strike out the fol- 


lowing words: i 4 

Provided, That such oil, refined and produced by the dis- 
tillation of coal exclusively, shall be subject tọ pay a duty 
of twelve cents per gallon, anything to the. contrary Ro} 
withstanding. ‘ by 


The amendment was disagreed to. aon 
Mr. A. MYERS. I move to add the following: 


Provided also, That such oil retined and produced by. or 
from the distillation of imported coal, coal oil, asphaltum, 
shale, peat, petroleum, or rock oil, shall be subject to pay 
a tax of fifty cents per gallon. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. I move to insert, on crude 
petroleum one dollar a barrel.’ I desire to say 
to the committee that Ido this for the purpose of 
reserving it, whichever way it.is voted on incom- 
mittee, for action in the House. 

Mr. A. MYERS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HOLMAN 
and ScorieLp were appointed. : 

The amendment was adopted; the tellers having 
reported—ayes 55, noes 43. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I move to add the- fol- 
lowing: : ; 

And provided further, That no excise tax shall be charged 
or levied upon any gas furnished free of charge by any gas 
company for the public lights or market-houses of the city 
or town in which the works of said company ‘are located. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. GANSON. 


lowing: 

On spirits of turpentine, a duty of twenty cents per gal- 
lou: Provided, That all.the provisions.of law relating. to 
the assessment and collection of the duties on cotton, un 
der rules and regulations to be prescritied by the Secre- 
tary of the ‘Treasury, so far as the same may be deemed 
applicable thereto, shail apply to, the assessment and.col- 
lection of duties on spirits of turpentine. 3 

I would like to know what connection cotton has 
with turpentine. . | want that explained. . [There 
was no response, } The ex planation is solucid that 
I withdraw my amendment, {Laughter.] 

Mr. MORRILL, . I -ask,-by unanimous. con- 
sent, that the ‘sections in-reference to- sugar and 


I move to strike out the fol- 


i| molasses be passed:over-until to-morrow, 


-1 Phere'was no objection anilit was agreed to 
oedinelys iadesini towa i i re 
he Clerk:read,-as:follows: 


IT moveto strike out 
forty? ‘and insert ** ten.” p De ; 
‘The umendment was disagreed to. 

"The Clerk read, as follows: : 

“On sevews, commonly. called wood serews, a duty. of 
five per cent. ad valorem, ae `> , 
<Mr, J C ALLEN. I move. to strike out 
‘five’ and insert.“ ten.”” It is perhaps known 

to the committee that all. the wood-screw, manu- 

factories have been absorbed in one great com- 
any; whichhas the complete monopoly in the 

Unirea States for supplying this article, There 

can.be.no- competition with them, as the tariff is 
‘so high upon. the importation of wood screws as 

practically to amount toa prohibition, These 
` Wood screws that used to sell for fifty to sixty cents 
agros¥now cost $1 50 to. $1 60agross. This in- 
crease issimply because that-one company has the 
monopoly of the manufacture. I think that this 

tux-of five per cent. ad valorem.is too low; and I 

have therefore moved to make it ten. 

committee will see the necessity of adopting the 
amendment, 

. The amendment was agreed to. 


: Mri MORRILL. I move to insert, ‘on gold 
foil, two dollars per ounce troy weight.” 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 
“On bil:beads, printed, printed cards and printed ctreutars, 
pduty-of five percent, ad valorem, 
My. 'GANSON, I moveto insert after the word 
u printed,” where it occurs the second time, the 
words“ and playing.” 
.. Mr. MORRILL. A much higher duty is im- 
posed further on in the bill, 

Mr. GANSON. Then I withdraw my amend- 
ment. ; caged i 
“The:Clerk read, as follows: 
~. On all printed books, magazines, pamphlets, reviews, and 


Al other similar printed publications, except newspapers, | 


a duty of five per cent, ad valorem, 


Mr. COX. 
insert “f three.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

«The Clerk. read, as follows: 

‘On the hulls, as launched, ofall ships, barks, briga, 
schooners, sloops, sail-boats, steamboats, canal-boats,:and 
ali other vessels or water craft, (uot including engines or 
rigging,) hereafter built, made, or constructed, a duty of 
two per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. MARCY. I move to strike that paragraph 
out, Dhope my motion will-prevail, as this tax 
ought not to pass. You tax everything that en- 
ters into ship-building. You tax iran, copper, 
and every other thing, and now you propose to 
tax the ship when it is launched. I do not think 
that is fair. 
` “The amendment was disagreed to. 

The. Clerk read, as follows: 


On marble, gravestones, and other monumental stones, 
with or without inscriptions, five per cent. ad valorem. 


»Mr.J.C. ALLEN. ‘Ido not propose to tax | 


the dead, and therefore:move to strike that out. 
' The amendment: was-disagreed to. 
Mr. KASSON. - Fmove to amend the clause by 


‘striking ont the word  gravestones,’’'so thatthe ti 


clause will read “on marble and other monu- 
‘mental sstones,’’-&c. The object is to relieve 


‘the ordinary marbles coming under the denom- | 


ination of gravestones, and Jeave the tax upon 


monumental marbles, which are used in the struc- | 


ture of ornamental monuments and in the orna- 
mentation of marble buildings. [think thatamend- 


ment will accomplish the object desired by the | 


gentleman from Hlinois. 


Mr. MALLORY. [suggest that the gentleman j 
move to strike out the words ™ gravestones, and | 
other,”’.so that it will read “on marble, monu- | 


mental stones,’ œc. That will make the matter 


right. 


Mr. MORRILL, The -suggestion which ‘has | 


been made, and, I believe, accepted by the gen- 
tleman from fowa, takes back with one hand what 
is given by the other. 
be struck ont or nothing. | know of no reason 
why these:men who make these things, and-who 


ga aa joenlarly-abouttheir business as anyother | 


I hope the ` 


I move to.strike out “ five” and ; 


| only proposed to place a tax-of one dollar a ton 
[on this article. That is out of all proportion to 


Either the whole should | 


elazs.of men, should not be taxed as well: as all 
other professions. . I-trust it will mot be modified 
at all. LH i eae 

Mr.iGANSON. That-will have the effect of 
sending the -asseasors al] through our graveyards 
to tax gravestones standing over the graves, 

Mr. MORRILL.. We-do not propose to tax 
gravestones on hand. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KASSON. 1 will accept’a suggestion 
of a-gentleman from Massachusetts, and modify 
my amendment so as to strike out the words 
«marble, gravestones, and other,’? so that it will 
read “ on monumental stones,” &c. 

Mr. NELSON. i move toamend the amend- 
ment by adding after the word “stones” the 
words “not exceeding fifty dollars in value.” 

The amendment to the amendment was not |! 
agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to-amend the amend- 
ment by leaving in the word “marble” and the 
words ‘and other,’ and striking out only the 
word *‘gravestones;’’ so that the clause will read, 
‘on marble and other monumental stones,’ &c. | 

Theamendmenttothe amendment wasagreed to, 

The amendment.as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. SLOAN. I move to amend by inserting 
after the word ‘‘ gravestones” the words ‘ cost- 
ing over forty dollars.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. J. ©. ALLEN. I move toamend, on page 
124, line two hundred and twenty-eight, by strik- 
ing out ‘six?’ and inserting “ three,” so that the 
tax on salt shall be only three cents per bushel. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr.MORRILLL. I méve toamend in line two 
hundred and thirty-three by striking outthe word 
“ named’? and inserting after the word “articles” 
the words ‘*aremade;’’a mere verbalamendment. 

‘rhe amendment was agreed to. 


The following clause was read: 


On artificial mineral waters, soda waters, sarsaparilla 
water, and all other beverages used forlike purposes, sold 
in bottles, or from fountains, or otherwise, and not other- 
wise provided for, a duty of ten per cent, a] valorem. 


Mr. FENTON. I move to amend the same 
by striking out “ten” and. inserting ‘five. ” 

Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Fenrow, and 
‘Mr. Sreeve of New Jersey, were appointed. 

‘The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 65, noes 31. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FENTON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee.of Ways and Means to suggest a verbal 
amendment in line two hundred and forty-two, 
by striking out the word ‘* quart’? and inserting 
‘ pint,” so that the clause will read: 


On mineral or medicinal waters, or waters from springs 
impregnated with minerals, a duty of one half cent for 
each bottle coutaining not more than one pint, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FENTON. I move to add at the end of 
line two hundred and forty-five, which. has refer- 
ence to the same subject, the words ‘one cent,” 
so that the clause will read: 

When containing more than one pint and not more.than 
one quart, one cent; when containing more than one 
quart, foreach additional quart or fractional part thereof, 
one cent. 


Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I move -to strike out 
“one” and insert ‘two in the clause ‘Son pig ! 
iron, a duty of one dollar. per ton.” | 

Mr. MALLORY. Ifthe gentleman will yield 
to me I will move that the committee rise, so that 
we may adjourn and enter upon this new subject 
of discussion fresh in the morning. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I will yield. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. Pig iron is now worth 
from seventy toeighty-dollarsa ton, and while.we 
are placing heavy duties on everything else, it is 


the other taxes in this bill. Not only 1s.thatthe | 
case with reference to the tax which is placed 
upon pig iron, but it is so in reference to every | 


ij other description of iron-which range in prices | 
i from sixty-five to two hundred and fifty dollars 
aton. Theshighest-tax which is proposed to be 


placed upon iron is three dollars a ton, ft is.an 
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purposes; and we ought to apply the same rule 
to-it-that we‘do:to other articles. i 

Now, the argument nrged in favor of alow- tax 
uponironisthat it entersinto many other branches 
of manufacture, and thus pays additional duties. 
That is all true enough; but yet, sir, itis not 
right to tax other articles of mecessity se heay- 
ily, and leave the article of iron out. The fact 
that it enters into other manufactures is no -rea- 
son why the producers should not pay their fair 
proportion of taxation on the article. A tax of 
a little over one per cent. is not a fair tax when 
compared with the tax upon other productions. 

What I say in reference to the tax on pigiron 
would apply also to the tax on bar iron.. Ht ig 
unjust to all the other great interests of this.coun- 
try to make this discrimination in favor ofan 
article from which revenue might be.and ought 
to be raised. I therefore hope that my amend- 
ment will be concurred in, 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 1- hope the amendment 
will net be adopted. The manufacturers of pig 
iron and bar iron, and of all sorts of iron, are per- 
fectly willing to pay their full proportion of the 
taxes necessary to carry on the Government. 
They ask no exemption, butthey wantan assur- 
ance, if the tax is increased Jargely upon them, 
that the tariff shall be increased so as to protect 
them. If you willgive them sufficient protection, 
if you will adopt the doctrine of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Srepsins,] and put your 
tariff up so as to prohibit the introduction of arti- 
cles which we can manufacture at home, then they 
will pay any. reasonable tax you can.put on them. 
‘But as we have not yet got tothe tariff bill, I hope 
the:tax will not be increased. . 

It was agreed at the time the last tax bill was 
passed that pig iron, being the raw material, 
should not be taxed. The Committee of Ways 
and Means propose by this bill to tax it one dol- 
To that Ishall not object. They.then pro- 
pose to tax bloom iron $1 50 and bar iron three 
dollars, which, when added together, make six 
cents per pound on bar iron. Then I -find on 
looking at the schedule for taxing steel that they 
goas high as $12 50 per ton, making a tax. of 
$18 50 on steel. 

Sir, if this tax is put.on, it is perfectly evident 
that these manufacturers cannot proceed unless 
you increase the duty upon the foreign article, I 

rope, therefore, that until we have assurances as 
to what will be done:in regard to the tariff the tax 
will not be increased. Raise the tariff on iron, 
and { will not object to.an increase of:tax. But 
as the tariff bill will not be acted on until after 
this tax bill is disposed of, I will look with great 
confidence to the gentlemen now so anxious for 


fan increase of tax upon the domestic article, for 
` their votes in favor of a large increase of daty 


upon the foreign product,.so that our own labor 
may be protected.against the ruinous competition 
of foreign labor. If this is done.ourown citizens 
will be able to pay the taxes necessary to sustain 
the Treasury in crushing out this infamous re- 
bellion. 

I stated the willingness of. my constituents to 
be taxed, in proof of which I give the following 
letter, just received from some of the largest 
iroħ manufacturers in Pennsylvania: 


Pirrsnure, April 19, 1864. 

Dear Sir: In the-revised internal tax bill, we see that 
the tax on all deseriptions.of iron manutactured in our city 
is doubled, and that it is. proposed to puta lax of one dollar 
per ton on pig iron, which in the end falls on the manufac- 
turer of merchant bar, red, plate, hoop, and sheet iron, the 
same as does every-advauce in labor. and all materials en- 
tering into finished iron. When the iron interests of this 
city were represented before the Committee of Ways and 
Means, they then stated that the price for manufactured 
iron would be greatly increased: 1. By the withdrawal of 
dabor from its natural channels; a large amount of the best 
and most skilled would enter the Army, making it scarce 
at home, consequently increasing the cost of the same. 2. 
As gold advanced, every article used in our business would 
increase in cost. These things we have realized, and feel 
the. effects more keenly than we expected when we made 
the representations to the committee. To-day there is not 
a maker of iron in our city.or vicinity who can calculate 
with any degree of certainty the cost of his products one 
weck ahead. “The trade have as a matter of course been 
compelled from time to time touwdvance the prices to keep 
pace with the increasing cost ofeverything, at tbe same tine 
were obliged to make the prices comparatively low in order 
that consumption should uot be diminished, and the trade 
for our home products might be retained. The net prices 
of our manufactures are not such as will give a margin for 
profit with the additional taxes proposed to be added to the 
cost of manufacture; and to increase the prices wilt allow 
the manufacturer of foreign tron to take our markets, We 


feei that an Inerease of taxes. ua mooeasity do whieh we 
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yield as we have done in the past a hearty acquiescence. if four times its value. Ithiok that where an in- | ‘the duty on-iron-~one of them ope huudre: per 
BO the RUNG iis MAE Govommen terest Jike that of iron is so guarded and protected # cent. and the other three hundred per cent. above 
reveme may vield the est amount, and the manutae- || 88 almost to amount to a prohibition it ought to {j what the Committee of Ways and: Means, has 
turers be enabled to pay it, they must Dave the control of |; be made to bear the same tax that other inlerests |j fixed it. Heretofore the principle has been that 
NO ais ave nat he undersold in them bythe prod- `: in the country bear, R we would not levy any tax atallontheraw mate- 
“Should gold only command say forty per cent. premium j Mr, RI EVENS: I withdraw my amendment. py rias of. pig iron, pig copper, and. lead; bat:the 
for a period of sixty days, the rolling mills here would not | Mr. SCOFIELD. J renew the amendment. || necessities of the country have, become so great 
be able to run more than one half time, and foreign iron ji My colleague says we are now payiug a heavier |! that we have thought it reasonable and.proper.to 
would he iu the hands of all the merchants along the Jines Í} tax upon pig iron than is Jaid upon any other ar- || distribute this tax over.a broader surface and to 
of our lakes, the principal markets for Pittsburg iron. H tiele. Now how much per t. ad valorem does || bri der it all who arei aid i 
fc you determine that an iuereased tax is necessary,and |! E ina OO per cent. ae eplorem does | Oring under it all who arein any manner engaged 
we hatieve itis, and to realize fully its benefits, you must |; the gentleman say this one dollar per ton will be? |! in the manufacture of ison.. 
increase the tax on foreign iron, the only portion of which || 1 sappose it will be about one half of one per cent. Therefore the bill proposes that we shallin the 
adds to the weal of this country is the paliry seventeen dol- i Mr. MOORHEAD. dt will be over two per |} firstinstance levy a tax of-one dollar per ton upon 
tars per ton tariffs alt the labor expended in making it goes | F a TE 1 ‘Deousht? 3 ) 
abroad. A less tariff than thirty-five dollars per ton on flat i SS ns Ann 7 . pig iron. T hat, when brought into the shape.of 
bar, the lowest elass, with a proportionate inerease upon Mr. SCOFIELD. I do not figure it out that || bar iron, blooms, or loops, will bring te tax up 
the other classifications, we regard as a necessity. | Way, but the gentleman is a practical man and || to $1 50a ton in that stage of the manufacture, 
If now is the time to increase the excise tax, how cer- |) knows what he is speaking about, and I will say || To that we have added $1 50 a ton, making the 
tainty is the time to protect and foster those who pay the |) it will be two per ce But tl hair f the bl s, sl 18 three ¢ Ilar . 
taxes, [tis important that the friends of the iron taterest || tt l „per cent. But the chairman of the jj tax upon blooms, slabs, and loops three dollars, 
should be in the feld e nd at work; we have litle to |; Commitee of Waysand Means has just voted to || We then propose to impose aduty.upon bar iron 
expect from those always willing to tax, uot so willing to || pula tax on oil, to be paid out of the pockets of || manufactured from bloom; loops, and slabs three 
protect wila o tive tio Geers wax inarensoi bitai | te paces of the country, amounting toa hun- || dollars addition: so that there will bea duty. of 
Congress give full aud ample proteetion, and in xo doing | dred and Ofty per cent. ad valorem. And here he || one dollar on pig iron, three dollars on blooms, 
they are patting inereased revenue inthe coffers ot the Gov- | reluctant to havea tax of two per cent, laid upon || slabs, and loops, and six dollars per, ton upon bar 
erent, enabling us to pa an ‘article that is consumed by the wealthiest cor- |! iron. And the Committee of Ways and Means 
ask that Congress s porations of the land. I know of no one item— || thought that was as high a daty as we have im- 
i| representing Penusylvania, in part, as | do—that |} posed upon any other species of manufacture. -Ít 
can stand a tax so well as iron, The tax is paid |j is possible that we may be mistaken, and thatthe 
by men who never feel it, Instead of two dollars || gentleman from New York [Mr. KeLroce] may 
| a ton,it should be five dollars, and even then the || be right. But that is the conclusion to which we 
SRAPY, BENNETT & C | tax would not begin to compare with the burden- || arrived. i 
E PAINE. BLO: || some tax laid upon the poor man’s light a few Mr. KELLOGG, of New York. If the gen- 
EVERSON, PRESTON & CO., t minutes ago. i| tleman will allow me for a moment, I will say to 
PONN C Ete ee O> i| Mr, KELLOGG, of New York, Mr. Chair- || the honorable chairman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Hon. J. K. MOORIRAD ne any INS || man, E believe I have some knowledge of the || Srevexs] that I know of manufacturers in my dis- 
eae die Ope ES eek i| prices and manufacture of iron. Fuis one of the |} trict who have sold within the last two months 
Mr. STEVENS. Tmove to amend the amend- || great material interests of my district. I know || slab iron in Pennsylvania for eighty dollars or 
ment by reducing the amount of the tax fifty || that that interest will bear a higher tax than is || over per ton. Aud I am told, b gentlemen who 
| 
1 


tespeetfully, your friends, j 


cents, Mr. Chairman, the tax on iron in this bill || proposed in this bill better than some other arti- || know, that the cost of making is not more than 
cles would æ less one, So far as I have become || fifty-five dollars per ton. So that the gentleman 
acquainted with that trade in my district, the || himself can see what profit there is upon that ar- 
You begin by taxing the raw material, and you || prices of iron now are enormous, outrunning that |} ticle. ; i F 
lay atax on iron in every other shape, You have || of any other manufacture in that region. The Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman’s information 
got the tax so high that the iron manufacturers || profits that are made on bar and bloom and pig || is probably what the gest was two years ago. 
are alarmed about it. Some of them have been |) iron exceed hat of almost any other interest 1 Everything has advanced cnormously since that 
disposed to reproach me for agreeing in the Com- || know of. [have had correspondence with men |! time. ; . : 
mittee of Ways and Means to so high a tax as |} in my district on that question, and it is my Mr. KELLOGG, of New York. No,sir. The 
the billimposes, [ thought, however, that it was || judgment, derived from thatinformation, thativon || information was of things as they stand to-day. 
better for them to put ona liberal tax, and that || manufacturers there will cheerfully pay a liberal || This iron manufactare is realizing great profits at 
we must trust, if prices come down, to a reduc- || assessment, for they are patriotic and have sus- || this time, and it is right that it should contribute 
tion of the tax, Phe tax proposed in the bill is || tained and desire to sustain the Government and |j liberally. 
enormous, so large as almost to compel the peo- || its creditand defray the expenscs of the war; and Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee 
ple to import the article from abroad. |; will be willing, if necessary, that there shall be || rise for the purpose of closing debate on this par- 

i hope, therefore, that the amendment of the ji a high duty imposed on thisinterest. And lagree | agrfph. ; y 
gentleman from {ltnois will not prevail, Some || that the duty named here, of two dollars per ton The CHAIRMAN. Isit the unanimous con- 
of the members of the committee thought that the |] on pig iron, be imposed, and reduce on articles of || sent of the committee that debate be closed upon 
tax ought not to beso high, IT think itisas high || prime necessity to make it equal, and then insist |} this paragraph ? } 
as the business wiil bear, and that any higher tax || on full protection by a high tariff on foreign im- Mr. SCOFIELD. No; I will never consent to 
would be destructive. ! portations. ‘That done, domestic manufacturers |! that. hale. 

Mr. COX, Irise to oppose the amendment to |} will prosper an:l can pay taxes. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then put 
the amendment. The gentleman from Pennsyl- |, Mr, SCOFIELD. 1 withdraw my amend- || the question on the motion that the committee rise. 


is about double what it was before; and on many | 
articles it is abont three or four times as much, 


vania [Mr. dts opposed the amendment | ment. | The motion was agreed to. 

of the gentleman from Linois [Mr. J.C. Assen] || Mr. CORK. I propose,on the suggestion of the The committee accordingly rose; and the 
because the tarif upon iron is not high evough || gentleman from Peunsyivauia, to make the tax || Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Wasu- 
now toamount to prohibition, He wants it raised f three dollars a ton. BURNE, of Illinois, reported that the Committee 
hereafter so as to give larger benefits to this im- |; Mr. MOORHEAD. Which gentleman from || of the Whole on the state of the Union having, 
mense iron interest which he represents, and | Pennsylvania? according to order, had the Union generally an- 
therefore he is opposed to the present tax being || Mr. COX. I am very glad to congratulate || der consideration, and particularly the bill of the 
increeged until the tarif duty on iron is so enlarged | Pennsylvania on being disinterested, House to provide internal revenue to support the 


i g 
as to bea prohibition, That was the drift ofthe || Mr. KELLOGG, of New York. [sustain the || Government, to pay interest on the public debt, 
gentleman’s argument, _ || amendment of two dollars a ton on pig iron, and || and for other purposes, had come to no resolu- 
Now, I could demonstrate, if I had time, that ij am for the policy that will foster and encourage || tion thereon. y ae 
the iron manufacturers of Pennsylvania by the i| and protect home productions of all kinds and Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, Is it in 
present tariff have protection running up to one |: home labors, and make them prosperous and able |; order in the House to criticise the action of the 


hundred and fifty per cent. on the paper basis, and || to pay high taxes, ! chairman of the Committee of the Whole? 
under the present depreciated condition of the cur- || Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I see weare | The SPEAKER. kris not. 


rency. And now the gentleman refuses to have || almost as much excited on the iron question as Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I would 

this interest, which has received such a bounty, at |} we have been òn the whisky question. I-donot || like to do go, if it were in order. I would like 

the expense of other Interests and-industrial pur- i| know which side is more intoxicated. I desire, || to say that the chairman did not state what was 

suits, taxed as largely as other interests, however, to call the attention of the committee || really the action of the committee on the motion 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania says itis |i back to the sober facts of the case. When the || to rise. i 

j Mr. MORRILL. I move that all debate on the 


i 
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i 


the highest tax of any imposed; he boasts thatit |! subject of iron is up, usually the gentleman from : that. : 
is double, Phe genoman knows very wellthat | Hlinois [Mr. J. C. ALLeȚxj and the gentleman graph under consideration in committee be 
some articles | en taxed much bigher in i| from Ohio [Mr. Cox} preach to cc about l elase, And in order to give some gentiemanon 


being an article of common necessity used by || the other- side an opportunity of one speech in 
| farmers, and urge with great force that the price || reply, E will fix the time at five minutes after the 
of such an article should not be increased. And |} consideration of the bill shall be resumed. 

yet they come here now and propose to increase | The motion was agreed to-—ayes 72, noes 30. 


ee ee es : s of property, articles owned 
| 


ymy own constituents, lreferto whisky, which 
isas much an article of manufactureas iron orany 
other materialis;and whisky is taxedinordinately, 
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_ Mr. MORRILL. [move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

, So the rules were. suspended; and the House 
resolved itselfinto the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasuurne, of I- 
finois,in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the internal revenue bill. 

Mr GRISWOLD. I desire to suggest to my 
colleague from New York [Mr. KeLLoce] that 
he mäy have obtained the information he has 
given the’ committee from an improper stand- 
point. Lapprehend ‘that the iron manufacturers 
in his particular locality have been manufacturing 
iron from the raw material on the basis of its 
price a year or two ago, and that when they come 
to count the cost, at the present price of the raw 


material, and the present costof production, they | 


wil find the results of the profits of their bust-. 
ness entirely different from those he has stated. 

Nowsir, I should regret very much if any 
feeling or prejudice upon the part of any of my 
friends here againstany particular State that may 


be represented upon this floor, should lead them | 


toan improper and erroncousconclusion. I beg 
to remind those gentlemen who are so strenuous 
for imposing an unlimited, indefinite tax upon 


iron, that scarecly two years ago nearly all the | 


founderies in the country were closed. 

Mr. NELSON. [should like to ask my col- 
league if he can tell the House the average profits 
that iron manufacturers have made for the last 
eight or nine months. 

~Mr.GRISWOLD. | I will answer the gentle- 
man that taking the estimated cost of pig iron, 
taking the price of the raw material as it is fixed 
the present year, I can conceive of no profit what- 
ever growing out of the manufacture of pig iron. 
In the establishment of which I am part owner 
I believe that will be the result. 

Mr. NELSON. Does my colleague know of a 
single furnace in New York the owners of which 
have not become immensely wealthy within the 
last six, ten, or twelve months? 

One word more. lu Poughkeepsie we have a 
large furnace owned by the Messrs. Peek, and in 
the other county of Ulster we have large furnaces, 
and from these [ judge that there is not a single 
furnace the owners of*which have not become 
wealthy. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of New York. My colleague 
has inquired whether I have not put my caleu- 
lations upon a wrong basis. He suggests that I 
have been misinformed on the subject. Task him 
whether he has knowledge of a single iron manu- 
facturer that isnotmaking money? Is it not said 
and believed that all iron establishments arc coin- 
ing money at this time for their owners? 

Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Chairman, I hake to 
say, in response to my colleagues, that, so fur as 
furnaces are concerned, Iam not acquainted par- 
ticularly with that branch of the iron interest. 
But, sir, I do know that three years ago there 
was not one of the whole number that was in 
operation. They were broken down and bank- 
rupt. So it was in Pennsylvania; and I think 
that three years ago that faet would hold good in 
reference to the iron interest throughout the en- 
tire United States. Not one half of the blast fur- 
naces in the United States werein operation three 
years ago. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of New York. Has my col- 
league any reason to fear that the iron interest 
will be less profitable for the next year than it bas 
been during the past year? Ifso,it might mod 
ify my opinion as to this tax, for his judgment is 
a high authority upon this question. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I answer most emphat- 


Mr. KELLOGG, of New York. How? 

Mr. GRISWOLD. There is no comparison 
between the cost of pig iron for the present year 
and the price at which it was held a few years 
ago; there is more than seventy-five per cent. 
difference. I will say, from the best calculation 
that I can make, taking the price of coal, ore, 
iiauling, and all the other expenses entering into 


the production of pig Iron, that there is not aj 
margin of profit left to one of the furnaceg in | 


which Tam interested. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of New York. Does not my 
colleague know of his own personal knowledge 
that iron has been selling at enormous prices up 


to the present day? Is it not worth more now 
than at any previous time for many—— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I thought that the five min- 
utes reserved by the gentleman from Vermont 
was for this side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House ordered the 
debate to close in five minutes,and debate is now 
exhausted. . 

Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, withdrew 
hisamendment. 


The question then recurred on Mr. J. C. AL- 
LEN’s amendment. 


Mr. GRISWOLD demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs.J.C. ALLEN 
and MORRILL were appointed. - 

The amendment wasagreed to; the tellers hav- 
ing reported—ayes 71, noes 28. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to strike out: 

Provided, ‘That blooms, slabs, or loops, or castings of 
iron, upon which a duty has not been assessed and paid, in 
the form of pig iron, shall be assessed, and pay, in addition 
to the foregoing rates, a duty of $L 50 per ton. 

And in leu thereof to insert: 

On blooms, slabs, or joops, when made in forges or 
bloomeries from the ore, a duty of three dollars per ton. 

Mr. UPSON asked that the question be di- 
vided., ; 

The question was first taken on striking out 
the proviso; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. To make the amendment 
agree with the amendment previously adopted by 
the committee, itought to read four dollars instead 
of three dollars. 

Mr. GRINNELL. 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and then the amendment was adopted. 

Mr.J. C. ALLEN. I move to amend in Jine 
two hundred and fifty-four by striking out ** three?” 
and inserting “six, so as to make the duty on 
railroad iron six dollars per ton, 

Mr. STEVENS. Railroad iron, two years ago, 
brought thirty-five dollars a ton, and many men 


I move that amendment to 


making a little, By the amendment you have 
adopted in reference to the duty on pig iron and 
bloom iron, you have imposed a duty on railroad 
iron of seven dollars a ton already. 

I trust this [louse has not gone mad upon this 
question of iron, and that my friend, [Mr. Sco- 


‘subject of oil, will forgive us now, and consider 


| tent to have broken down the furnaces, and will 
let the rolling-mills alone. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to amend the amend- 
mentby striking out ‘six’? and inserting seven,” 
I move the amendmeéht merely to give me the op- 
portunity to suggest that when it is intimated that 
the course pursued upon this side of the House 


can be given toit. To the charge made against 
us in times gone by that we intended to cripple 
the Government, we mean upon this side of the 
House to give the lie to such a statement upon 
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this tax biil. We mean to tax everything to the 
full amount it will bear, and give the utmost rev- 
enue to the Government. Ifor one mean to give 
the lie to the statement that we intend, under any 
circumstances or in any manner, to cripple the 
hands of the Government; and | mean to do it 
by voting for a large tax, and the object is to give 
every possible dollar to the Government for the 
purpose of crusbing out this rebellion, 

Mr. SHANNON. Lam opposed to increasing 
the tax upon this article of railroad iron, for the 
on that under the Pacific railroad act we are 
ged to purchase American railroad iron, and 
if you impose a heavy duty here it will so raise 
i the price of the article as to retard the construc- 
tion of that road, inflicting thereby a greater curse 
| upon this country than it ts possible for any other 
legislation to do. 

Now, in reference to what the gentleman has 

said about the Democratie party, I would like to 
ask him whether the other day he voted for or 
strenuously fillibustered against a proposition to 
raise the tariff whereby this Government should 
derive an increased revenue? 
Mr. NELSON. I will answer the gentleman. 
did not fillibusterat ali. I was opposed to that; 
ut nevertheless | am opposed to raising the tariff 
ya joint resolutien. 


I 
b 
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lost large fortunes by making it. They are now ; 


FrELD,] Who has been a little exercised upon the | 


thathe has had sufficient revenge, and will be con- į 


arises from any ill-feeling, a conclusive answer | 


Mr. SHANNON. In other words, the gentle- 
man is opposed to raising the tariff by joint reso- 
lution, because he desires that under the long 
process of raising it by a bill some persons may 
be enabled, before that succeeds, to get in a vast 
amount of foreign goods, thereby avoiding the 
payment of the increased duties, 

Mr. MORRILL. | [rise to a question of order. 
This is a good time to raise it upon my friend 
from Californias My point is that this discus- 
sion is not pertinent to the matter under consid- 
eration. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

Mr. NELSON. Then I cannot answer the 
gentleman. I withdraw the amendment to the 
amendment, 

Mr. J. ©. ALLEN. I move to amend the 
amendment by increasing the amount to §6 50. 
I move the amendment for the purpose of an- 
swering the argument in reference to railroads. 
So far as I know, the railroads have not deserved 
the sympathy of the great mass of our people for 
the last year or two. They have advanced their 
rates so enormously that they have crushed out. 
the great agricultural interests of this country. 
They have no sympathy from me. 

Now, let me answer the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, who says that at twenty-five dollars a 
ton the railroad iron manufacturing companies do 
not make much money. But they are to-day 
making every ton they can manufactare, and sell- 
ing for $100 a ton. The price of that article has 
increased threefold. We only propose to tax 
them six dollars on what they sell for $100, and 
that is a low tax incomparison with other taxes. 
It is the same we impose on copper, and is not 
out of proportion at all, [therefore hope my first 
amendment will be adopted; and 1 withdraw my 
amendment to that amendment, 

The question recurring on the amendment of- 
fered by Mr. J. C. Auten, tellers were called for, 
but refused. 

- The amendment was not agreed to. A 

Mr. SCOFIELD. lmove to strike out “three”? 
and insert **four.’? T suppose as this is an ex- 
cise duty, that every time iron is remanufac- 
tured into something else it is fair to lay an 
additional tax, so that the objection of my col- 
league about commencing the tax upon the raw 
material and coming up through pig, bloom, to 
railroad iron is nota fairone. Itis a manufac- 
turers’ tax, and | think.the “ poor railroad com- 
panies’? can stand a tax of one dollar more, 

Now,I would not ask the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Nerson] to say anything more upon 
the whisky tax, although he says we are all 
going in to sustain the country with any amount 
of taxes, because we know that whisky cannot 
stagger us any more than it has done, 

Now, I can see no objection to the levying of 
an additional tax on railroad iron, and I think my 
colleague, the chairman ofthe Committecof Ways 
and Means, ought to agree toit, The tax comes 
out of the consumers, although the iron men here 
talk about the manufacturers losing it. Did you 
not tell uga moment ago, when we were talking 
about oil, that it was the consumer who would 
have to pay? And yet when the gentleman is 
begging for these “ poor railroad companies” he 


The Chair sustains the 


forgets that. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE. Thope that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
not prevail, Why, sir, how are we situated in 
this country? There are thousands and millions 
in this country invested in railroads. On all the 
railroad stock in this country two per cent. has 
never been paid to those who invested in the’stocks 


i of railroads. Sir, thereis scarcely a railroad north 


of the city of New York that pays one dollar, or 
ever has paid one dollar in dividends to the stock- 
holders of those roads. I except the New York 
Central railroadand the Western road which are 
to-day bringing in one hundred and thirty per 
cent., and more than that. The other roads have 
notreturned one dollar in dividends to the stock- 
holders this year, and will not next year. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Well, I called them “ poor 
railroad corapanies.”? 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. Iam aware that the 
gentleman called them poor railroad companies, 
but he used the word * poor’? meaning that they 
were rich corporations. 

Now, sir, | know from actual experience, for 
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I have been connected more orless with northern 
railroads—and extensively too—for the. last ten 
years, that in my own State, where, poor as the 
old Green Mountain State is, $25,000,000 have 
been invested in railroad stocks, the stocks of 
those railroads, with but one exception, are not 
worth to-day one per cent, of the amount put into 
them. They have made the State rich and have 
been a benefit to its people, but the men who have 
got money in them have received no returns. 

Mr. DAWES. Will my friend tell me where- 
they got their money? r 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. 
Vermont. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no; they got it from Mas- 

. gsuchusetts, 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. They got it to the ex- 
tent of the ability of Vermont from the citizens 
of Vermont; but by means of these, railroads 
we have opened up the country to Boston, and 
developed Boston, the commercial emporium of 
New England. ‘Her people, it is true, have put 
liberally into the railroads of Vermont, New 
Hampshire, Maine, and the othersections of New 
England, but they have never got a dollar back, 
and I venture to say that they never will get a 
dollar back in the next twenty years. ‘There are 
gentlemen here who have interests in the north- 
ern railroads in the State of New York, and they 
know that tke returns on the stock are perfectly 
hopeless, that the companies are bankrupt cor- 
porations, that they have done immense good to 
the country, but that those whose money has 
huilt the roads have sacrificed all their invest- 
ments in them. I say that itis unjust to these 
men now to have an additional tax imposed on 
railroad tron, thereby imposing so much more 
obligation upon them. 

Mr. NELSON. Lknow of ene railroad in New 
York whose stock before this war commenced 
was only twelve cents on the dollar, and which 
since then has been paying its stockholders seven 
per cent., besides paying the expenses of laying 
down a second track. Now is not that the case 
with nearly every northern railroad, which were 
bankrupt at the commencement of the war, but 
are tow making nice incomes for their stockhold- 
ers? 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. 1 do not know what 
railroad the gentleman refers to. 

Mr. NELSON. [refer to the Hudson River 
railroad. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE. But [do know this——— 

(Here the'hammer fell.] 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing debate. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnpurne, of Hlinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration, 
as a special order, the internal revenue bill, and 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that all debate upon 
the pending paragraph of the internal revenue bill 
shall close in one minute after its consideration 
shall be resumed in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. COX. Imove that the House do now ad- 
journ, 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon (at 
ten minutes before ten o’clock-p. m.) the ELouse 
adjourned. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 23, 1864. 
The House met attwelveo’clock,m, Prayer by 
the Chaplain, Rev. W: H. CHANNING. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
SUPERVISING INSPECTORS. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I ask the 


unanimous consentof the House to make a state- 
ment in regard to a bill; and if there be no objec- 
tion I will ask that it be put on its passage. At 
the breaking out of the rebellion the supervising 


From-the farmers of 


inspector at New Orleans went off with the rebels. ; 


Mr. COX. What is it? 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Minois. 
gard to the appointment of a supervising inspector 
and some local inspectors. ask the gentleman 


It isin re- ií 


from Ohio to withhold his objection util I have 
madea statement, f 

` Since New Orleans came into ouf possession 
we have had no supervising inspector. at that 
important point, and the public interest there is 
suffering greatly for the want of such an officer. 
There is no supervising inspector nearer than 
St. Louis, and there is no local board of inspect- 
ors any nearer, The Secretary of the Treasury 
has addressed me a letter, as chairman of. the 
Committee on Commerce, accompanied witha 
draft of a bill providing for the appointment of 
an additional inspector, to be located at New Or- 
leans; ofa board of local inspectors at Memphis; 
and in addition it provides for the establishment 
of local inspectors in Oregon. There is no local 
board of inspectors there now, and every time a 
steamboat has to be inspected in that State the 
supervising inspector at San Francisco has to 
go there, and his mileage and other expenses are 
greater than the cost of establishing inspectors 
there. 

The bill also discontinues the local board at 
Wheeling, West Virginia, for the reason that 
there are three on the Ohio river, and two are all 
that are necessary. 

I ask to have the ‘bill read, and if there be no 
objection I ask that it be now put on its passage, 
If there be objection, of course it will have to go 
over, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

‘Treasury DEPARTMENT, April 23, 1864. 

Sm: In compliance with your request E inclose the 
drait of a bill providing forthe appoiuunent of two local 
inspectors of steamboats for the district of Oregon. It also 
ereates an additional supervising inspector who will be 
located at New Orleans; and tor changing the local board 
from Wheeling, West Virginia, to Memphis, Tennessee, 
This at the suggestion of the supervising inspector at Cin- 
cfomati, who represents that the board at Pittsburg can at- 
tend to the duties of the Wheeling board, white there is no 
local board between St. Louis and New Orleans, on the 
Mississippi river. 

The provision for charging ten dollars for license of pilots 
or engineers is at the suggestion of several of the supervis- 
ing inspectors, and if it should become a law will, it is 
said, add to We revenue of the Government some fifty thou- 
sand dollars, and make the inspection of steamboats selt- 
sustaining, in place of being as it now isa tax on the Treas- 
ury to thatamount. [twill inypose no onerous burden upon 
pilots and engineers, ax being licensed they enjoy exclusive 
privileges for which they pay nothing but this Meense. 

Respectfully, S. P. CHASE, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. E. B. WAsHBURNE, Chairmanof Committee on Com- 
merce, House of Representatives, : 

There was no objection, and Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of Illinois, introduced a bill to increase additional 
supervising inspectors of steamboats, &c.; which 
was read a first and second time, 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being enggossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, demanded the 
previous question, 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was passed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to grant leave of absence to Mr. 
Van VALKENBURGH for two weeks from Monday 
next. : 

‘There was no objection, and leave was granted 
accordingly. 

PROOFS OF MILITARY DESERTION. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the nnanimous consent 
of the House for leave to introduce a bill relating 
to the proofs of desertion from the military ser- 
vice of the United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HARRINGTON. Does the gentleman 
understand that bill to include proof of identity 
of the person? 

Mr. WILSON. It may include that. ANT 
want is to introduce the bill and have it referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary for investi- 
gation, 

Mr. HARRINGTON.. I object. 

DEBATE ON TAX BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that all debate in 


: the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union on that portion of the tax bill relating to 
iron ‘be closed as soon as the committee resumes 
is session. ` : ; ; i 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
gentleman can only move to close debate onthe 
pending paragraph... osc; TO Fon 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman, under. the 
rules, can move to close debate on the'entire sec- 
tion. aks Oe sates 
Mr. COX. - I ask the gentleman. to yield me 
the floor to submit-a resolution. ar 
Mr. MORRILL. I will hear the resolution. 
I give notice that, as we are not to have.an even- 
ing session, I .shall-ask. the House to’sit until 
half past five instead of half past four. o’clock 
p-m. z s 
CRIMINAL JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the following resolution; which was read, con- 
sidered, and agreed to: : 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on the Judiciary inquire 


into the expediency of'so amending the act of March 2, 
1793, as to empower United States commissioners to take 


bail for criminal offenses against the United States, and to, 


provide that said commissioners shall have an official seal to 
authenticate their acts of record. ‘ i 


CHARGES AGAINST A MEMBER, 


Mr. HIGBY. I desire to present the report of 
the special committee appointed to investigate the 
charge against Hon. F. P. Buair, presented by 
Hon. J. W. McCrorg, for the purpose of haying 
it laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed 

Mr. MORRILL. Icanuot yield for anything 
that will consume time. : 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Califor- 
nia has the right to present his report as a matter 
of privilege, if the gentleman from Vermont with- 
draws his motion, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I think itis a ques- 
tion of privilege, and I desire thatit may be made. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think I must insist upon 
my motion to go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. [appeal to the gen- 
tleman from Vermont to allow this report to be 
read. i 

Mr, HIGBY. It will not consume five min- 
utes. i 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 have no objection to the 
report being made and printed, . 

Mr. HIGBY. Unless the gentleman will yield 
the floor to have the report read, I will make the 
report and ask to have it laid on the table and 
printed. f 

Mr. MORRILL. Understanding that it is the 
special wish of the gentleman from Missouri to 
have the report read, } will yield for that purpose. 

The report wasthen presented and read, as fol- 


lows: 

The undersigned, the special committee appointed uu- 
der the resolution of the House of the 23d of March. last 
to investigate the charge made by Hon. J. W. MeCiora, n 
member of the House from the State of Missouri, against 
Hon. F.P. BLAIR, jr., also a member of the House from the 
same State, *¢ of violating the laws in the matter of. an al- 
leged liquor speculation, and to inquire into the genuine- 
ness or falsity of the alleged order for the purchase of 
liquor, bearing date June 3, 1863,” respectfully report that 
they have had the matter so referred to them under in- 
vestigation from an early day after their appointment, aud 
have given full opportunity to both parties to produce wit- 
nesses before them, and have taken all the testimony offered 
on the subject. ‘Che depositions of the witnesses thus 
examined are herewith submitted to the House. 

It appeared satisfactorily in evidence before the com- 
mittee thaton the 3d day of June, 1863, Hon. F. P. BLAIR, jr, 
then being a major general in the Army of the United States 
in actual service near Vicksburg, in the State of Missis- 
sippi, together with eight members of his staff, signed a 
written order or authority to one Michael Powers, repre- 
senting himself to be an agent of the Treasury Department, 
and who had offered bis services tor the purpose,to procure 
for their own use a very moderate aindunt of liquors, to- 
bacco, and cigars, the cost of which, in the language of one 
of the witnesses, (Captain Maguire,) “ certainly would not 
exceed one hundred and fifty or one hundred and seventy- 
five dollars.” 

This order, as itappeared before the committee, was i- 
tered after it was delivered to Powers, by adding to and 
changing the figures, and also by adding at least one new 
item, (twenty-five boxes can fruits,) to such an extent that 
the invoice on the purchase of the articles in St. Louis, 
and a permit for which was granted by the collector, 
amounted to $8,651. Asa specimen of the alterations one 
may be referred to, thatas to brandy. The original order was 
for five gallons; by inserting the figure 2 before the figure 
5, and adding the word “each,” it became an order (as 
nine persons had signed it) for two. hundred and twenty- 
fivegallons, The alterations which the committee believe, 
from the testimony taken before them, to have heen made 
in the order, will be seen on reference to schedule A hereto 
annexed, which contains a copy of the existing order, and 
a statement.at the foot thercot of the articles named in the 
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driginal order as nearly às the committee can determine 
fromthe evidence. before: then. 


As to the question by whom these alterations were | 


made, the committee refer particularly to the depositions 
or Mr. Powers and Mr. Howard, which are among those 
herewith submitted. Judging from alt the circumstances, 
they were probably made for the purpose of realizing a 
profitable speculation. under cover of the original order, 
‘Chat they were wade hy Powers, there cannot from the 
testimony be any Temsouable doubt. 

At the time the order was delivered to Powers, there 
was jo law ornmititary regulation inany way. prohibiting it. 

‘he committee are therefore of the opinion, and do re- 
port, Liat no vidlation of law was committed in the prem- 
inex by General Boater, and that the original order was 
tered end falsified ater it had-paseed from his possession 
and.controlyinsthe manner hereinbefore stated. 
> he undersigned, the chairman of the. committee, for 
himself deems it proper to state that the replies of Mr. 
Brarr in the {louse to the charges of Mr. McCrura, all of 
which have been underiuvestigation before the committee, 
are notsustained by the evidence, except as to his denial 
of being engaged iu a liquor speculation, and of the geu- 
uinéncss of the orderin question, In this statement the 
other members of the committee do not coneur—the mem- 
ber from Kentucky for the reason that his conclusions from 
te ‘téstitnony are the. opposite of those of the chairman; 
ind the member trom New York (who was absent while 
most of this part of the evidence was taken) for the reason 
that he does not consider the subject embraced in the res- 
olution appointing the committee, and that they are not, 
in his judgment, called on to express any opinion In regard 
10 ft. 

The committee having thus completed the duties as- 
signed to them, respeetrully ask to be discharged from the 
farther consideration of the subject. 

i WM. IGBY, Chairman. 
BRUTUS J. CLAY, 
JOUN V. L. PRUYN. 


Scuxpose A. 
Copy of the order referred io after the alterations had 
: been made, 
Heapqvuarnrens SECOND Division 
FIFTEENTH Army Corps, 
Nsar Vickssura, Misa., June 3, 1853. 
We the undersigned officers authorize Michael Powers 
to procure for our own use the following articles, to wit: 
“twenty-five. gallons brandy, each; thirty-five gallons 
whisky, each 5 twenty-five half barrels ale, each; twenty- 
inur boxes heir twenty-four boxes claret, good; 
Uiirty boxes Havana cigars; two dozen bottles Boker’s 
bitters, (genuine;) twenty boxes (Charles re) eham- 
pagne; four S-pound bales Virginia smoking tobacco ; 
twenty-five boxes canned truits, 
PRANK P. BLAIR, Major General 
Commanding 2d Division dih Ariny Corps. 
E. N. SOLE, Captain and 4. Q. M. 
ARDEN R. SMTFH, Captain cal C. S. 
LOGAN TOMPKINS, otid-de-camp. 
GORGE A. MAGUIRE, did-de- camp. 
B. JOR, First Lieutenant i0th Missouri Cav. 
W. DOGREEN, Major and 4.4. G. 
2. CL FRANKLIN, i 
Surgeon U. S. Ve and Division Surgeon. 
M.A. DOYLE, did-de-camp. 


Listof articles in the order when the same was signed. 

Five gallons brandy 3 five gallons whisky; five hall’ bar- 
rels ale; six boxes Catawba; six boxes claret, good; 
turee boxes Havana cigars; two dogen bottles Boker’s 
bitters, (genuine 3) two boxes (Charles Parre) champagne; 
one (perhaps four) S-pouud bales Virginia smoking to- 
kacen. : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I desire to submit 
a few observations upon this report. 

The SPEAKER. 
less the motion to lay on the table is withdrawn. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. It is a very import- 
‘ant question to me. 

Mr. HIGBY. I suppose it is proper that this 
report should first be printed, and then in some 
way taken from the Speaker’s table, and econ- 
sidered subsequently. | would not have attempted 
to introduce the report at this time at all had it 
not been understood that no debate was to arise 
upon it to-day. The gentleman has been excul- 
pated by the committee, and I do not think there 
is time now to go into a long debate upon this 
question. I therefore decline to withdraw the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table.’ 

Mr. BLALR, of Missouri. I will say to the 
House that] do not propose to remain here a great 
while longer, and it is important to me, if Iam to 
be allowed to make any remarks upon this sub- 
ject, that [should have the opportunity of mak- 
ing them now. 1 do not think the House will 
decline tò grant me this courtesy, and | ask the 
gentleman again to withdraw his motion to lay 
upon the table. I do not expect to remain in the 
House even until the report can be printed, and I 
shall therefore have no opportunity to make any 
remarks upon this matter unless it is given to me 
now by the courtesy of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, 

Mr, MORRILL. When Lyielded the floor to 
allow this report to be made it was with the dis- 
linet understanding that it should not occupy the 


No debate ig in order, un- | 


| lished and commented upon in the papers, that | 


time of the House. The gentleman from Mis- | 
souri will perceive at once that if this matter opens | 


it will consume the whole day; his colleague will | i 
i slander, bat at the same time denouncing ilasa 


of course require as much time as will be oceu- 
pied by the gentleman himself. 1 therefore re- 


new my motion, that the House resolve itself into | 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion now before the 
House is by the gentleman from California, that 
this report be printed and laid upon the table. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Migsouri. [desire to say that | 
J do mot suppose before in the history of Con- 
gress so extraordinary a course bas been insisted 
upon involving personal rights of a member. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. it seems to me 
that we have no special connection with this mat- 
teratall. Itis due to the gentleman from Mis- | 
souri, respecting whom such a report has been | 
made, and which having been made will be pub-"| 

i 
| 


he should be indulged in remarksupon it. | can- 
not conceive how, in propriety, after allowing the | 
report to be made, we can refuse the courtesy he 
now asks at onr hands, i i 
Mr. RIGBY. | understand that it is in the 
power of any one member to object; that unani- 
mous consent is required for the gentleman from | 
Missouri to proceed, without my motion. { pre- į 
fer, therefore, to leave it to the House, and with- | 
draw the motion to lay it upon the table, | 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Mr.Speaker, Tam | 

j 


as loth as any other member to consume the time | 
so necessary for the public business, but the use | 
which has been made of this affair is of such an! 
extraordinary character, so malicious and unjust | 


a few observations, and to ask their indulgent at- | 
tention at this time. 

It is shown by the report which has just been 
read in your hearing, that when this “forgery” | 
was committed I was in the service of the country, | 
and in the trenches before Vicksburg’, using my | 
utmost efforts for the preservation of our country | 
and to beat down its enemies. When it was 

| 
| 


se ee 
my fellow-members for the privilege of making | 
i 


made public and circulated far and wide in the 
newspapers for the purpose of destroying my rep- 
utation, Í was again absent from my homeand in | 
command of the fifleeuta Army corps, leading it 
gallant soldiers on the march from Memphis to į 
Chattanooga to share in that memorable conflict , 
which drove Bragg from his stronghold on the ! 
heights of Lookout mountain and Missionary | 
ridge, and afterwards to the relief of our belea- } 
guered army at Knoxville. i 
I hope it will not be regarded as indelicate or į 
improper for me, under the circumstances in which | 
{ 
| 
H 
1 
1 
H 


s| 


I have been placed Sy this gross and unjust as- | 
persion and the consequences which followed, te | 
allude to the fact that | was assigned to that com- 
mand by General Sherman, whose corps it was, 


army and department of the Tennessee, and that 
after that most eventful campaign of marches and 
battles, as glorious as any recorded in our mili- 
tary annals, I was complimented in general or- 
dors, and received the thanks of my commanding 
general for the mannerin which F had handled the 
corps; yet, at the end of that campaign, I found 
myself superseded in the command. 

Now, sir, if the allegation which had been made 
against me, when absent and in the service, had 
been true, it would have formed a just ground 
for my removal. I shouid have been unfit to com- 
mand any portion of the gallant and patriotic 
troops of my country. 

Finding myself superseded in a command of 
which I was so justly proud, and unconscious of 
having committed any offense which should have 
subjected me to such a mortification, ] came here 
to resume my seat in this House, to which I had 
been returned by a confiding constituency, and | 
which | had jeft eighteen months before, at the | 
solicitation of the Administration, to raise and 
command troops for the defense of the country. 
But the malignity of those who hed originated | 
and propagated this atrocious slander against me 
was not satisfied with the humiliation f had suf- 
fered in the Joss of my command; it pursued me | 
into this House. The House will remember the 
occasion when a member from my own State 
arose and reiterated this calumny. I repelled it 
at the time in language decorous and parliament- 


ary, so far as the member himself was con- 
cerned, not knowing butthat he had been misled 


by those who had originated and circulated the 


forgery, perpetrated by a person in the employ 
of the Treasury Department, uttered and putin 


i! eireulation by a special agent of the Treasury 
; Department, who had himself since admitted that 
i the order was altered and was therefore a forgery, 


and thatit was printed ina newspaper which was 
pensioned by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
The gentleman, or, rather, the member who made 
that allegation ‘at that time, having my denial be- 
fore him, having the admission of the ‘Treasury 
agent, Bonner, having the published declaration 
of the surveyor of the port of St. Louis, Mr.- 
Howard, pronouncing it a forgery, and also hav- 


i ing the paper in his hand which showed palpably 


upon its face thatit had been altered, came into 
this House to renew that allegation upon a 
subsequent occasion, and with that coarseness 
and brutality which is characteristic of vulgar 
minds 
2 = ; 
‘he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri is out of order, ‘fhe Chair will have the 
rule read, The Chair will sustain the rules of 
the House in regard to the language used by any 
member upon this floor. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

“$4. Ifany member, in speaking or otherwise, transgress 
the rules of the House, the Speaker shall, or any member 
may, call to orders in which case the member so called to 
order shall immediately sit down, unless permitted to ex- 
plain; and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the 
case, but without debate: ifthere be no appeal, the decis- 
ion of the Chair shall be submitted to. L the decision be 
in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at lib- 


rm, 


p erty to proceed; if otherwise, be shall not be permitted to 
to me, that I have been compelled to appeal to || proceed A ember objee k 


proceed, in case an 
[ouse; and if the 
censure ofthe Hous 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, 
the language here 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that un- 
der that rule the gentleman from Missouri is out 
of order. ‘The Chair is placed here by the House 
to enforce its rule in regard to personalities; and 
the gentleman cannot proceed unless permitted 
by the House. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, [desire to explain. 

Mr. WASHBURNK, of Ilinois. 1 move the 
rentleman be permitted to proceed in order, 

Leave was granted. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. L regret that I em- 
ployed the language I did in the presence of the 
House. F desire also to say that I regretted, and 
do now regret, using the language I was impelled, 
by a feeling of natural indignation, to useupon a 
former occasion in lhe presence of ihe House. 

l say, sir, that this member was not content to 
reassert the charge against me of having violated 
the laws of the country, and of prostimting the 
office [ held in the service of the country for the 


y member object, without eave of the 


require it, he shall be liable to the 


I regret the use of 


j purpose of speculation, but he did itin an insult- 
until he was promoted to the command of the || 


ing and irritating mauner, and made every effort 
to provoke me, in the manner in which he brought 
it to the attention of the House; and upon that 
occasion, I say again, I felt myself so indignant 
at the charge made, and at the manner in which 
it was made by that member, that I found itim- 
possibie to restrain myself, and used language for 
which F am willing to apologize to the House, 
but for which I shail never apologize to him, 
Sir, he had the forged order photographed and 
brought it thus prepared for circulation to the at- 


| tention of the House, and proclaimed that he was 


ready to distribute them, and that others could be 
had cheaply at the photographing establishment 
at which it was taken. Ido notknow where that 
photograph was made—whether it was in the 
‘Treasury Departmentornot. I believe they have 
machinery of that kind there. It is not the first 
time in the history of the world in which the fine 
arts have been prostituted to this base and igno- 
ble purpose, that of perpetuating and dissemina- 
ting counterfeits. 1 congratulate myself, how- 
ever, that while the art of photographing has 
been applied to such purposes, it has also been 
made useful in the detection of the rogues, crim- 
inais and counterfeiters who have basely prosti- 
tuted the art. You can find, sir, ia any of the pò- 
lice offices of the country a “ rogue’s gallery,” in 
which the effigies of those eminent for their crimes 
and rascalities are exposed for the purpose of rec- 
ognition and detection, I intend, following that 
suggestion, to enlarge upon the idea. {wili have 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLO 


a 


BE. 


that order’? rephotographed, and I will bave it i the rebellion, and although he and others of the 
| mon of his partyand my party then (but F hold 


decorated and garnished with the portraits of the 
forgers and disseminators of the forgery, so as to 


perpetuate their memories and villainies in con- 


nection with this specimen of their art. : 

Now, sir, it is not my purpose to follow these 
men who have been guilty of this baseness tó- 
ward me any further. These dogs have been 
set on me by their master, and since I have 
whipped them back into their kennel I mean to 
hold their master responsible for this outrage 
and not the curs who have been set upon me. 
The evidence, sir, shows that this forgery was 
made public by a Treasury agent who knew at 
the time that he made it public that I had no in- 
terest whatever in the goodscovered by the order; 
who knew it so well that the goods having been 
seized he turned them over to their proper owner, 
because there was no ground for their seizure and 
confiscation. He turned them aver to the man 
who appeared on the paper to own them, and yet 
he retained tu his hand this paper, to which he 
had no right, and gave it out for publication after 
Thad been assailed in the newspapers of my 
city for speculating in this whisky. He gave 
it out for publication after he knew the facts of 
the case and had had his attention called to them, 
because | had attacked Mr. Chase in a speech in 
St. Louis and assailed his trade regulations. So, 
sir, if any officer of the Army, or any member 
of Congress, or any gentleman feels sufficient in- 
terestin publicafiairs, and in the honest conduct 
of public business toassail ina public speech its 
management in the Treasury and the operation 
of Treasury regulations, he lays himself open 
to assaults from the Secretary of the Treasury 
andailthe houndsand dogs that he can set upon 
him, and he isto be hunted and dragged down by 
false charges and by forgery. 

it is for the House to decide whether one of its 
members, in the face of the facts which were 
brought to his knowledge when he first made 
these charges on this floor, shall be permitted to 
reiterate in a manner so gross and offensive that 
which he utterly failed to substantiate when put 
to the test, and escape without censure. ` Ht is for 
the members of the House to decide whether such 
a person is worthy of association with them or 
not. ` 
When I resumed my scat in this House, I felt 
myself constrained by a sense of duty to my cun- 
stitutents to ask for a committee to investigate the 
manner in which the “ regulations of trade”? with 
the States in insurrection have been carried out by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Butit seems that 
the Secretary’s friends had not the same con- 
fidence in a committee of Congress as I have 
shown, for when [ asked for a committee to in- 
vestigatethe charges which had been made against 
the Seerctary, of sacrificing a vast public interest 
to advance his ambition, his friends upon this 
floor refused it, and | was assailed in all the news- 
papers of the country with having made that al- 
legation against the Secretary because he had 
stopped my ** liquor speculation.” . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that when 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury was advanced to 
his present position, although my good wishes 
were worth nothing to him at the time, yet he had 
them. I was in favor of his appointment, Asa 
matter. of course that was of very litile conse- 
quence so far as his appointment was concerned, 
yetitisa fact well known. It is of consequence 
simply so far as it shows that I was not immical 
at that time tothe Secretary. "Phe reason of my 
change of sentiment toward him was that į under- 
stood that he had authorized the mayor of Balti- 
more to proclaim on the streets of that city on the 
19th of April that be was in favor of letting the 
States in rebellion “go in peace,” and because I 
also took this impression from the tenor of his 
conversation that it was his opinion and wish that 
they should beallowed to go in peace. I under- 
stood the same thing from the publications made 
by newspapers in his own State which were re- 
garded as expressing his sentiments. ‘The alle- 
gation was made that such was his position, and 
it was never denied by him. It was accepted as 
a fact by all. 

I know, and he will not deny his written and ře- 
corded opinion, that he was opposed to the rein- 
forcement of Fort Sumter. 1 knew that after 
Fort Sumter had fallen be-had opposed the ¢all- 
ing out ofa large and safficient force to put down 


no party relations then or now with peace men) 
were compelled by the war ery that went up after 


| the fall of Sumter to abandon apparently their peace 


position. Yet Mr. Chase, | soon found, never 
really abandoned his determination to cut off the 
southern States. On the contrary, he has en- 
deavored to work out, by another programme, 
the very thing he was then in favor of doing—of 
letting the South go. He is now for making them 


/ go, so far as their condition as States. is con- 


corned. He is unwilling that they should ever 
return to interfere with his presidential aspira- 
trons. 

Why, sir, it was perfectly understood in the 
second session—the long session—of the last Con- 
gress, thathe favored the annihilation of the State 
governments of the South. His friends in both 
Houses made that proposition; those who had 
the most intimate relations with him in both 
Houses made that proposition. And it is pressed 
in this House again this winter in a disguised and 
insidious form, and under the pretentious title of 
ts reconstruction,” but which is in fact intended 
for the destruction of those States; but this being 
the very crime of which the rebels in arms are 
guilty, and which the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Asuvey] charges upon them, it is thought con- 
venient to give the operation another name. The 
bill reported by the distinguished gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] representing the com- 
mittee on the rebellious States, which, by the 
way, is composed to aconsiderable extent of the 
Pomeroy private circular committee, for l un- 
derstand that the gentlemen from Maryland, [Mr. 
Davis,] from Ohio, [Mr. Asuter,] and from Mis- 
seuri, Ite Biow,] are members of both these 
committees, is a bill which could very properly 
have come from the Pomeroy committee. It is 
a bill which should bave been entitled ‘fa bill 
for the permanent dissolution of the Union, to dis- 
franchise the whites and enfranchise the negroes, 
to prevent any of the States from coming back in 
time te vote for Mr. Lincoln for President, and.to 
promote the ambition of the Secretary of the 
Treasury.” Tt is a bill which requires the con- 
sent of Congress for the readmission of any of 
these States to the Union. 

The gentlemen proceed in their disfranchising 
bill upon the pretext that the usurpation of the 
rebels for the hour has destroyed the States, or 
that the forces of thé United States sent to drive 
out and overthrow the rebel power which held 
the State aud national Governments in the South 
alike in abeyance, are to be considered conquer- 
ing forces, extinguishing the local constitutions 
the nation is bound toguaranty. Looking to the 
root of the matter, the cause of all our disasters, 
proves that instead of considering the State gov- 
ernments abolished, Congress would best perform 
its functions by amending the Constitution of the 
United States itself, so as to eradicate slavery from 
our whole system. This simpleremedy which can 
be attained by adhering to the forms of the Consti- 
tution itself, supersedes the revolutionary schemes 
of those who would convert the States into Ter- 
ritories and assert absolutism over them in regard 
to their future admission into the Union. ‘The 
founders of the Government saw the lurking evil 
in admitting the slave-tolerating clause in the 
Constitation; they foretold its fatal tendency. 


Our present Chief Magistrate, before he was | 


thought of for the place he held, predicted that 
this Government “f could notendure permanently 
half free aud half slave.’? And can there bea bet- 
ter solution of the danger than that furnished by 
the Senate’s bill incorporating Jefferson’s ordi- 
nance of freedom with the furfdamental law of the 
nation? [sitnot better than disfranchising States 
and robbing loyal men of their rights, putting 
them on a footing with rebels already disfran- 
chised by their bloody treason? Our soldiers in- 
voke the loyal citizens of the South to join their 
ranks, and patriots everywhere would call on the 
loyalists of the South to renew the glorious asso- 
ciation of free States of the North and South by 
joining with its armed deliverers in the reélection 
of the man who first organized free government 
over our whole country, and has thus earned the 
high privilege of inaugurating the renewed and 
most auspicious carcer of the Union. 

Mr. MORRILL. I dislike tointerrupt the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, but if we are to have all 


these questions discussed, upon: a personal- é% 
p'anation.this discussion will tåke a week's time. 
am therefore constrained to. raise. the question 
that the remarks of the gentleman àre notin fe 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri... J will şay, to: the 
gentleman from, Vermont ‘that. I am simpty-gn- 
deavoring to show the motives which caused. me 
to oppose Mr. Chase, and which opposition on 
my part caused him to retort upon me:by an as- 
sault. upon my-character and reputation by: the 
forgeries committed, and disseminated. by hia. un- 
derstrappers. eg ey tein Mt 
The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the. ques- 
tion of order of the gentleman. from Vermont. 
The debate upon the report of the special. com- 
mittee must be confined to the subjects, of that 


report, That report nowhere refers tothe Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, and it is notin order, there- 
fore, to continue the line of remark the gentleman 
from Missouri is indulging ine. ioa cs gu 

Mr. FENTON, The gentleman from. Mis- 
souri will permit me to remark that. unless. it is 
entirely inconsistent with his convenience it would 
accommodate the business of the House’ very . 
much if he would postpone his explanation until’ 
some otherday. 1 would suggest, therefore, that 
he allow this matter to go over for a few. days, 
and let us now proceed with the public business. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I will say tothe gentleman 
from New York that I understand the gentleman 
from Missouri is to leave the city this evening. 

Mr. FENTON. F was not aware of that. I 
of course, then, withdraw my proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri will proceed in order, but he must confine 
his remarks to the report of the special committee. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 1 will endeavor to 
confine myself to the report of the committee, and 
\ think I shall show before I have concluded that 
what I have been saying is pertinent to that.re- 
poru and isa reason why it should be printed. 

do not suppose the Chair desires to dictate to 
me what line of argument I shall pursues, .- 

The SPEAKER. His the duty of the Chair 
to confine the discussion upon the report of the 
special committée.to the subject of that report; and 
the Chair will say that he cannot allow any such 
latitude of debute as the gentleman has indulged 
in. The decision of the Chair is of course sub- 
ject to reversal by the House. He. thinks that 
if the line of remark of the gentleman. could be 
regarded as pertinent to the report there is: no 
subject whatever connected with the war that 
could not be discussed upon that report, : 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. F say that Lam 
endeavoring to show why this attack has been 
made, and Í think that is competent in discussing 
this report. f : 

The SPEAKER. The conduct of the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury was not referred. to. the se- 
lect committee, and has not been. reported upon 
by them. f : 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, The report dis- 
tinctly shows that this attack was made upon me 
because of ny. opposition to the Secretary of the 
Treasury; that this was the cause of the personal 
attack which has beenmadeupon me. The case 
is precisely similar to that made before the.com- 
mittee on the conduct of the. war, and which will 
be found in their whitewashing report. Frémont 
said that I quarreled with him because he would 
not give a contract to my friends. I showed that 
the contract was actually made upon his: order, 
over his own signature. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair again thinksthat 
the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri are 
not in order. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri.. This attack was 
made upon me for the same reason, and with the 
same motive, because I had assailed the Secretary 
of the Treasury in regard to his trade regulations. 
It was retorted on me that ] was a dishonest man, 
and that I was mad at his regulations because 
they deprived me of opportunity for whisky spec- 
ulation, and this was done by a man in office, rer 
tained by Mr. Chase in office ever since, and wha 
will probably be retained for this very service. 

I have already adverted to. the motives: which 
led me to separate from Mr. Chase... I had in~ 
tended to make some further remarks, but inas- 
much ag the Speaker has ruled them out of order, 
and I have been compelled so often this morning. 
to appeal to the House to give me permission ta 
speak, 1 will not follow that point further, 
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21 made the allegation:in the House the other 
day that I could prove’frauds and corruptions in 
the trade between the insurrectionary States, and 
Tasked an opportunity to do-so and I was re- 
fused. The organ of the Treasury Department 
in this House, the distinguished’ chairman’ of 
the aei of Ways and Means [Mr. STE- 
VENS J=: , 
«Mr. JULIAN, I ask the gentleman-to permit 
me to makea statement. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. What about? 
Mr. JULIAN. In regard to this question. 
The SPEAKER: Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLAIR: of Missouri. Yes, sir. i 
Mr. JULIAN, Fwish to remind the gentle- 
man from Missouri that the friends of Mr. Chase 


did agree to refer the question of his alleged mis- | 


conduct to a committee of both Houses specially 
charged with the:duty of investigating all con- 
tracts growing out of this war. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, What had those 
trade regulations to do with contracts. growing 
outof the war? [Laughter:] Yes, sir, and l was 
going to say so myself. I was going to say what 
the gentleman hay said so much better than I 
could; and it was.done on the motion of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr 
Stevens,| who. represents the Department of the 
Treasury in this House. From that I should 
judge it was done at the instance of the Secretary 
of the Treasury himself, 

Mr. STEVENS. [ donot know by what au- 
thority the gentleman says that I ‘represent the 
Secretary of. the Treasury. ‘ 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. You represent the 
committee of finance in this House. 

Mr. STEVENS. But the Committee of Ways 
and Means does not represent the Secretary of 
the Treasury. | SE Tg As 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. It represents the 
Treasury Department in this House. 

Mr, STEVENS. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri does the Secretary of the Treasury injustice 
by saying that l represent in any manner the 

reasury Department. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Lam sorry that I 
have done the distinguished gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania any injustice, It looked so to me at the 
time. i 

Mr. Speaker, I regretted more still that the 
motion should have been proposed—after the fail- 
ure of the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Srevens|—by the gentleman from 
Ohio, (Mr. Ganrixip,] from the Secrétary ’s own 
State, a gentleman. who distinguished himself 
here and in the field, and from whom 1 had hoped 
fairness and justice toward me.. The motion car- 
ried. It would not have been made at all had it 
not been foreseen that the special committee which 
Tasked would have carried when itame up in 
its regular order, and of which I had given notice. 
It was to forestall me from giving it any direction 
of that kind, to prevent my having control of the 
inquiry-according to parliamentary rule. it was 
against parliamentary rule to take a subject of 
that kind out of the hands of those favorable to 
the investigation. 

Mr. STEVENS. [ask the gentleman to per- 
mit me to interrupt: him. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I yield to the gen- 
tleman with pleasure, © voso os 

Mr. STEVENS. I suppose the 
fers-to the resolution E introduced. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. J did. 

Mr.STEVENS. Lintroduced that resolution, 
i will say frankly, in order to secure an impar- 
tial investigation. I did not think, after what the 
gentleman had said, that he was a fit person, to 
sit as chairman of the committee. 


gentleman ie- 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Parliamentary law | 


looks at that differently. J] may notbe a fit judge, 
but Í do not propose to go intoany controversy 
on that subject, and do notgive myself the slighi- 
est-concern as to the opinion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] in regard to 
my fitness.or unfitness for such a position, > 
Bat the parliamentary law is different, “It con- 
fides every subject to those who are in favor of 
an inquiry, and it says definitely that those who 
have expressed themselves against the thing 
ought, when they are appointed on the committee, 
to retire from the committee; and yet the mem- 
bers of the committee, to which the gentleman 
fiom Pennsylvania referred this mattei, went 


under parliamentary law. oe 
But the subject was sent to that committee, an 
impartial committee. 


find that two of the members of that committee 


mittee. Here is what they say: 


oso many wilnesses deemed material by the whole commit 
tee being wanting, the undersigned decline to concurin the 


mouy without comment. D. W. GOOCH, 
po? -M. F. ODELL. 


i finding in the Frémont case—whitewashed him— 
to which the matter in reference to the Secretary 
of the Treasury is to be submitted in preference 


the honorable Speaker of this House upon my 
resolution, 
in favor of Frémont, when two members of it 
came in here and said to the House that the evi- 
dence of witnesses which had not been brought 
before the committee was so important that they 
could not concur in the report. This is the im- 
partial committee in which the friends of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury wish to bury his delinquen- 
cies and hide the frauds of his agents and partisans 
who are plundering the Government; a commit- 
tee which refuses to take the evidence “of so 
many witnesses deemed material by the whole com- 
mittee !”? and yet feels itself constrained to white- 
wash the presidential aspirant of its own party 
on trial before them! Mr. Chase and his friends 
have reason to prefer this committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I rise toa question of order. 


rigid adherence to the rules. 
the course of the gentleman’s remarks is not per- 
tinent to the report made by the sclectcommittee. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman is not in order in the remarks he-has made; 
and as he has leave of the House, upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from illinois, (Mr. Wasu- 
BURNE, | to proceed in order, he must confine bim- 
self to the report of the select committee. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I propose to do 
that. 

‘The SPEAKER. 
man has been doing. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Now, sir, sinceit 
is not in order to refer to that committee | will 
say that f think it already disposed of in that 
brief report of the two dissenting members, and 
therefore ] leave the point, simply saying that 
the whitewashing that was put upon General Pré- 
mont has dropped ff.” A more impartial com- 


That is not what the gentle- 


sat in Missouri, tried his accomplice foracts done 
by his order and under his authority, and cash- 
iered him from the Army. I refer to the court- 
martial in the case of Major McKinstry, the 
| friend’ and quartermaster of Frémont while he 
was in Missouri. . 
H "The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Missouri 
isnot in order. The gentleman must proceed in 
order or he must discontinue his remarks. The 
point of order as to the latitude of debate has ‘not 
been made by the Chair but by a member upon 
the floor. - 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Lunderstand where 


to please certain gentlemen. Iam endeavoring 
io vindicate myself, and I have the permission of 
the House upon this occasion to speak upon that 
report in vindication of myself. 

‘The SPEAKER. 
sion to proceed in order. 
| Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Now, sir, the al-. 
| legation, out of revenge for which this charge was 
| leveled against me, was that there had been cor- 
i| ruption and fraud in the-whole valley of the Mis- 
h sissippi in these trade regulations, that these 
i| agents were selling permits, and 1 offered to prove 
Hite That was refused, 
i out of order for meto show that what [ said and 


i 


i still more conclusively how atrocious it was to 
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it comes from, and Lam very sorry I cannot speak 


Well, sir, if you will look | 
at-their report in the case of Frémont, you will | Vicksburg, March 9, 1864. 
i: tegrity and respectability of the writer. 
in this House refused to sanction that whitwash- |! ` 
ing report, for the reason that the evidence of |! 
material witnesses was wanting before that com- j: 

i} commerce-of the Mississippi valley and its relations to the 


s the testimony which the committee submit in relation |: k È E i 
ean Western department is so incomplete, the testimony | Offering the result of my observations between Mempiis 
p i ; and New Orleans. 


to a committee which would have been formed by | 


This is the committee which reported | 


mitteé, in the shape of a court-martial, afterwards | 


‘The gentleman has permis- | 


Now certainly it is not | 


what I offered to prove was true, and to show | 


against-that resolution of mine. And after the i 
members of that committee had voted against the |. 
matter itself, they ought to have declined to act, |! i 
: House upon that occasion when my committee 
; was refused, I have received some letters, and 


above report, and for themselves prefer to submit the testi- |; the present interference with trade are two, namely : 


make this false charge against me to cover fraud 
and malfeasance in office. 
Now, sir, since | had the honor to speak to the 


here is one which is exceeding] yinteresting, dated 
I vouch for thein- 
= f 
VICKSBURG, March 9, 1864. 


Dear GENERAL: From appearanees itseems not unlikely 
that discussion may arise during the session respecting the 


Vr i hope I may stand excused for 


sury Department. 


As I wrote you before, the ostensible reasons given for 
first, to 
prevent contraband of war reaching the enemy and second, 
to raise a revenue from the insurr onary districts. No 


vescrs r r ji one can see more clearly than yourself the actual tenden- 
This ig the impartial committee that made the |! 
| contrabands—ag I am prepared to show—and this method 


cies of the system. It does not prevent the smuggling of 
of raising revenue is both costly and cumbrous. Further, 
the system, however well meant in design, is proving dìs- 
astrous in practice, 

By an unwise provision inthe Treasury regulations, based 
on the confiscation act, the informant wbo libels any prod- 
uct belonging to the public enemy, is entitled to half the 
proceeds of the sale, by filing bonds for the amount in ease 
the owner should claim his property through oath or par- 
don. The consequence is that the agents of the ‘Treasury 
Department have abandoned the more legitimate duties of 
their office for the more profitable one of libeling cotton, 
which, if honestly carried out, would include nineteen 
twentieths of all now in these districts. Tt must-be appa- 
rent to you that these agents can, instead of taking halt, by 
a fiction with the aid of friendly perjury, take nearly the 


į whole, which, according to my belief and information, is 


actually the practice. 

I do but give expression to common report when I say 
that the Treasury officials by means of outsiders are now 
engaged in the most gigantic. robberies of modern times, 
exceeding the famous operations of Clive in India, So far 
Das this gone that some ot them at ivast are quarreling 
about the spoils, Judge Hart of Natchez and McDowell 


! of Vicksburg are at this moment disputing about six bun- 


dred bales. I grieve to say that the Government is not 
likely to get its own between them. Indeed, itis reported 


F į: Officially that tess than one hundred bales bave been turned 
I do it because l propose to confine the gentleman |} 


who shall answer him to a more stringent and, 
My point is that į 


over to Government since July Jase. tt would be well to 
eall fora return of ah cotton, &e., seized and turned. over 
inthisvalley. ‘The fpily of the present system is seen also 
in the fact that about eight hundred horses aud mules and 
animals brought in by the late raid have becu transterred 
to the Treasury Department, and are now dying for lack 


| of attention. 


he chief evil is corruption, and it takes various forms, 
Among others it is kuown that thirty and frity thousand 
dollars worth of goods have passed beyond the lines in one 
day, duly permitted”? Nothiug is more simple and easy 
than to get a “permit? to-shipa barrel of flour, which, 
when beyoud the lines, proves to be a barrel of percussion 
caps, as was actually the case with five barrels “ permitted”? 
at Memphis. ee 

‘rhe intlacuce of the present Treasury system is evil and 
evil only, and the only sure, prope nd sate remedy is totat 
abolition. The vast swarm of officials, like loca are 
eating up the revenue. The growing power and piuronago 
of the Secretary are, as you are aware, being used to in 
fluence the next presidential election, and the power sought 
to be placed in his hands in Congress is tuff of danger, 

l desire especially to call your aticution to the wanster 
of all the abandoned property, ineluding plantations, to 
that Department. Under that system the ‘Treasury has 
overturned the wholesome regime adopted by Adjrtant 
General ‘homas, and is now farming out its privileges 
without reference to law or economy, A tax has been in- 
posed on all cotton raised by free labor, without authority 
from Congress. The condition of the vast number of col- 
ored people is rapidly becoming worse under this ruje. I 
cannot but regard it as au anomaly to place the leasing and 
working of abandoned plantations in the revenue depart- 
iment. “it is essentially a martial affair, with a potitical, 
civil, and philanthropic side; and would, therefore, have 
been more properly assigned to the Department of the In- 
terior; or if it is contemplated to establish a Bureau of 
Agriculture, the freedmen’s affairs would legitimately be- 
long to it. You can determine the tendencies of this latter 
measure lately under consideration. 

From we vast influx of uegroes now coming. into our 
lines, it has become imperative to establish some thorough 
and comprehensive system for their disposal. They come 
with the armies, and are at once ineumbrances and pesti- 
lence, Any system must contemplate for them a govern- 
ment of force and military protection. T'he Army, with 
its organized commissariat, can best govern them, them- 
selyes furnishing the class of soldiers forthe purpose. By 
reasonable care they can be made not only self supporting, 
but an actual source of profit to the Government. Ten 
thousand of them are at work working in this district now. 

E need not urge upon you the expediency of watchiug 
every attempt of the enemies of the Administration to ex - 
tend their unparalleled patronage. The struggle has fairly 
commenced here, and the enormous gains of the placemen 
and their favorites are used lavishly. 


The reading of this letter was interrupted hy 
the following proceedings: 

Mr. HIGBY. | call the gentleman to order. 
There is no evidence in the whole proceedings to 
bear out the gentleman in the remarks which he 
is making in that paper. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has repeatedly 
stated to the gentleman from Missouri that the 
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debate must be confined to the subject before the 
House, . 

Mr. HIGBY. ‘There is no evidence in the re- 

ort which bears him out in that remark. 

The SPEAKER. ‘he gentleman from Mis- 
souri is aware that where. a point of order is 
made of this kind, and a single gentleman ob- 
jects, the right of the gentleman to proceed will 
depent-upon the consent of the House. He can- 
not proceed otherwise. Forthat reason the Chair 
desires that the gentleman shall cénfine himself 
to the report, so that no point of order shall take 
him from the floor, as a pointof order will, if any 
gentleman objects to his proceeding. 

Mr. MALLORY. I rise to apoint of order. 
My point of order is this: that when a member 
of this House, one of our peers, has been at- 
tacked and allowed a committee to investigate the 
charges made against him, upon the discussion of 
the report of that committee he has a right to 
inquire into the motives that impelled that attack 
on him, and that is all which the gentleman from 
Missouri has done or attempted to do, 

Mr. HIGBY. He is vindicated by the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. MALLORY. I claim that he is entitled 
to be heard for one hour. 

The SPRAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Missouri must confine himself to 
the discussion of the report of the committee. 

Mr. MALLORY. itis forthe reason that the 
gentleman from Missouri is confining himself to 
the report that I insist that he is in order, He 
has never departed from the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chaircannot argue the 
point with the gentleman from Kentucky; but if 
the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri in 
regard to Fort Sumter are in order in the discus- 
sion of this report, then any conceivable subject 
would be in order in this debate. 

Mr. MALLORY. He is discussing the con- 
duct of the Secretary of the Treasury, who. im- 
pelled this attack upon him. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was not on trial before the committee and is 
not on trial before this House. On the contrary, 
the gentleman from Missouri bas expressly stated 
that the House refused to give him a committee 
to ‘investigate charges against the Secretary, and 
has expatiated at some length upon that fact. 

Mr. MALLORY. The select committee ex- | 
pressly assert that there was a forgery against 
the gentleman from Missouri calculated to injure 
his character and reputation by an agent of the 
Secretary of the Treasury., T'he gentleman is 
tracing it up to the Secretary of the Treasury 
now. 

Mr. HIGBY. There is no proof in the report 
or in the evidence that an official forged that pa- 
per. The proof is that a personal and political 
friend of the gentleman who has been vindicated 
by the report made that forgery, and that he was 
not an official at the time of the forgery. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. The gentleman 
from California is entirely mistaken in his state- 
ment of the evidence. 

Mr. HIGBY. No,I am not. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I think you are; 
but the evidence will settle that question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has repeatedly 
decided that the gentleman from Missouri is not 
in order. 

. Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair that Eam not proceeding 
in order now. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I appeal to 
the gentleman from California to withdraw the 
pointof order and let the gentleman from Missouri 
have his hour. [Criesof * That’s right.”’] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [hope the gentleman 
will do that. 

Mr. HIGBY. I withdraw the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair now under- 
‘stands that the gentleman from Missouri has an 
unlimited right to speak for the residue of his 
hour without regard to the report of the select com- 
mittee. [Cries of “ Agreed !”’ and “ Go ahead. ”] 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, (resuming.) Now, 
I propose to show that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, with all the commerce of the country in his 
hands, with the collection of our foreign reve- 
nues and of the vast internal revenues in his hands, 
is using these abandoned plantations and grasp- 
ing at all power and patronage for the purpose of 
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ject. Thisletter is from a man who bearsas high 


‘new position. ‘They prefer the tdleness with good rations 


| Baker, who therenpon got up a stock company 


providing a fund to carry on the operations of the 
Pomeroy committee to carry oa his war against 
the Administration which gave him place. 

Now I will read otber letters on the same sub- 


a character for honor and integrity as any other 
man in America: 


“ Dear Frank: Linclose you a copy.of General Banks’s 
complete and comprehensive system of leasing plantations, 
also the itl-digested and unsatisfactory plan that the Treas- 
ury Department has foreed upon us. ‘The experiment so 
iar of working these freedmen has proven, what all sane 
men knew, that it will take time for them to realize the 
respousibilitiestand duties. that fall upon them with their 


furnished them at the ‘home farms,’ which figure solargely 

in Mellen’s plans, to the tabor and wages of regular work. 

Compulsory ‘measures are necessary to foree them from 

these places, and such punishment as Banks’s system em- 7! 
braces is necessary to make them perform their regular 

work, ‘They will in due time, under such treatment, with 

the education of their youth, grow to the stature of free 

men. At the same time their employers would realize a 

profit and the Government a revenue that would awply re- ji 
pay the expense of protecting the plantations and enforcing 
the regulations. 

“The result òf my experiwent last year illustrates, on a 
swali scale, the truth of my statements. I cultivated four 
hundred and fifty aeres ad, fed, clothed, and paid one 
hundred and fifly negroes, and turned into the Treasury 
over ten thousand doilars; the tax upon the cotton E raised 
more than twenty dollars to the acre. ‘There are negroes 
enough in our lines Lo cultivate a million acres, and capital 
to put the whole machinery iuto motion if Banks*s system 
were adopted and proper ollicers selected to carry out his 
measures. ‘he “home farms? in Meilen’s system have 
completely defeatedsthe working of these plantations hy 
lessees. ‘Che negroes are collected and kept upon them, 
fed at Government expense, to raise cotton to enrich the 
officers in charge of them. Tiiese officers of course are 
opposed to giving up the laborers and keep them all. Land 
my partners wanted 10 work eight or teu thousand acres 
this season. We have permits to go to the home farms 
and take four hundred negroes that may be willing to go 
with us. A month’s trial has not secured us a single 
hand, although ten thousand drawing rations from tbe 
Government are in easy reach of us. 1 went myself the 
other day to the Van Buren hospital, where about seven 
hundred are crowded, living in filth and squalor. J spert 
a whole day canvassing them. The invariable answer was, 
«J stays with the Licatenant. -L’se doin’ berry weil here? 

“ Wehave very inadequate protection here and no po- 
lice. Many plantations have hordes of negroes upon 
them who roam the country ia armed. bands, stealing cat- 
tle and mules, and keeping the whole district in constant 
alarm. I dread them fiir more than do the guerrillas. 
The plantation Lam living on is doing very weil. Every 
negro 1 had last year is stili with me. They Bave learned 
to take a proper view of things aud work well. I would 
now have had hatha dozen plantations running as smoothly 
as this could Banks’s brains have worked this bigh up 
the river.” 


New Ortuans, Lovistana, March 10, 1864. 


Dear “ur: [secthat the fight has commenced in earnest 
between President Lincoln’s friends and the Chase clique. 
Things have turned out justas I expected when Chase went 
into the Cabinet. Be has been getting ready'to sting to 
death the Administration that has given him his import- 
ance, 

As you are on the smell”? of Treasury permits and con- 
traband trade, | can put you on the t of a case, the 
testimony of which is in Washington, E presume in the 4 
War Office, which {£ am advised will furnish rich develop- | 
menuts. The investigation took place before Brigadier Gen-* 
eral Mason, at Columbus, Ohio, in April and May, 1863, 
from which it appears thata lawyer, named Cobb, came to 
Columbus in the winter of that year and showed a. pass | 
from the Jeff. Davis government to trade in coiton in Texas 
and supply tie rebels with merchandise to one John W, 
in which 
himself and divers others were concerned, among them 


A. P. Stone, Chase’s colector of internal revenu The 
vessel was bought and loaded with supplies, aud about | 


to start via Halifax to Matamoras under the British flag, 
it was seized, Cobb escaped, and on examination Stone 
admitted he subscribed $5,000 in the name of Young, banker 
at Piqua, Ohio. Powertul parties have since been trying 
to hushupthe affair. General Joseph H., Geiger and Henry |} 
Miller, Esq., of Columbus, Ohio, represented the matter ji 
to Chase and demanded Stone’s removal, but he put them if 
off, and there the affair rests yet. Write to B. E. Martin, 
Esq., Columbus, Ohio, and you can get the full fa i 
Stone has always been oue of Chase’s chief presidential 
fugicrs in Ohio, and if the proof fastens guilt upon him 
Old Abe should be posted, a removal made, and then our 
friends will have some inducement to work in Ohio. Itell 
you we will go under unless tiie President backs up his 
friends, and then the people aud the Army will whip out 
all the Washington politicians. 
Bon. F. P. BLAIR, Jr 


28, 


BEAUFORT, SOUTA CAROLINA, February 
Srm: Teongratwate you upon having the courage to speak 
out against Secretary Chase and hisarmy of tax-gatherers, 
that are now sucking the blood from our people. 
> Phe merchants doing business upon this island and the jf 
other islands (Hilton Head excepted) have to pay five per 
cent. upon all goods that come here from the North, not- 
withstanding there is not a single white resideut of South 
Carolina upon these islands, "his tax is piton to the ac- 
count of the goods, and in this way the Union soldiers and 
the contrabands have to pay the tax for tbe support of 
Chase’s friends. i 


| I bave read. 


Goods are only allowed to come into Port Royal frec of 


the other side they have to. pay the five percent. t 
retary Chase arbitrarily decides tliat the port of Port Royal- 
includes. ently. the territory Withinthe fortifications on Til- 
ton Head island, which are the Army. headquarters, but 
immediately opposite on the island where the: Nav: javë 
quarters, and where there aré similar fortifications to:pro- 
tect the harbor, he makes. the ‘merehants: pay the: five per 
cent. tax. The soldiers:get. their goods. without the ‘tax 
while the sailors have to:pay it. There are two docks ani 
wharves in this port, at one of which you cat ud your 
goods free, while at the other ‘the “special shpervising’ 
agent of the Treasury Department,”? makes you pay tax 
Verily, the * commerce follows the flag,” but not until it 
hag paid the taxes. iy : sa 
Your obedient servant. ‘ P EEE 


Mexrnis, Tennesse! March 9, 1864. 
Dear Genera: T have just been. put in possession. of 
some very important information concerning the Treasury 

Department: . 5 
1. That Colonel B: H. E.. Jameson, who is a member of 
the Missouri Legislature, got $5,000 for procuring a cotton 
permit from the Treasury Department at Cincinnati. « Ido 
not know who the purchaser of the permit was, but Mr. 
will probably give you: his name wher he writes:to 


you, 
This letter is from a géutleman of New York 
who is at the head of one of the largest moneyed 
institutions in that city: 
New York, March 2, 1864. 
Dear Sin: Are you aware of the rumors that are afloat 
here regarding our Secretary of the Treasury? sak 
First, have you heard that he gave young Graham, (son 
of John L. Grabam, of this city,) now cashier of the Na- 
tional Bank, New Orleans, a. perinit to take to New Or- 
lenus a cargo of whisky, by which he expects to make a 
clear profit of from sixty to eighty thousand dollars? This 
for Me. Grahams services in getting up a national bank in 
New Orleans. f A 
Have you heard that he has given to his son-in-law, Gov- 
erpor Sprague, a permit to buy cotton at the South, by which 
he will probably make the snug little sum. of 2,000,000 ? 
Ask William H. Aspinwall, of this city, but without naming 
me. ; ed edie 
Have you heard, what is the fact, that t $11,000,000 
of five-twenty bonds now asked of Congress to make good 
the excess of sale over the amount authorized. by law,:is 
just so much given to ‘the ring,?? Jay Cooke & Co.? 
That is to say, when Mr. Chase asked Mr. Cisco:to buy 
$11,000,000 at par to make good the excessive subscription 
with the agents, Jay Cooke & Co., Mr. Chase was told 
that was impossible, for the simple fact of his buying at 
all would put them up in the market. The Secretary was 
also informed that there was ‘no need of taking any ngtice 
of the advised subscription, as no money had been paid. > 
The way it was managed by Jay Cooke & Co. i under- 


Ui 5 


stand to bé this: Jay Cooke & ‘Co. telegraphed toothaine”_ 


agents to telegraph back’ to ‘thein (Jay Cooke, & C6.) to 
subscribe for so much of the five-twenty loan? That being 
done, as soon as the loan wasall taken it appeared in their 
office that so much more had been actually, bona fide, ‘ap- 
plied for by outside parties, when, in fact; if was a contri- 
vaned to secure to themselves and their immediate friends 
the profits'on this excess of $11,000,000. Ask: Mr. J.J. 
Cisco, Assistant Treasurer, in this city, if this is’ not 50. 
Bat again I must ask you not to name me in this inquiry. 
The Secretary was told that he was under no obligation 
to furnish the bonds, as no money had been paid, aud this, 
too, from the Assistant Treasurer in this city. But stilt 
“the ring” had power enough to get the stock out of Mr. 
Chase, and he out of Congress, F presume. ; 


Hon. FRANK BLAIR, 
This letter is from the writer of the one I have 
just quoted: 
New Youx, March 7, 1864. 
Dear Sir: Iwas in Washington last week; bat could 
not see you, as my time was taken up with the ‘sub-Com- 


i mittee of Ways and Means onthe subject of Mr. Chase?s 


bauk bill, trying to get. some of the abominable features 
taken out ofits, 3 
“tT now inelose an editorial of the New York Evening 
Post of the 2d instant. Please read it, as it confirms what 
J wrote about that excess asked to make good Jay Cooke 
& Cos speculation in the five-twenty. loan. 

Yours respectfully. . : 
Hon. F. P. BLAIR, Jr. 

Puinapenrina, Murch 1, 1864: 

Dear Sir: We notice with pleasure that you purpose 
introducing a resolution to inguire into the affairs of the 
Treasury Department in connection with trade, in regard 
to the regulations of Mississippi. At the same time please 
allow us to suggest to extend your investigation to those of 
Tennessee, Missouri, and other States west and south of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, where all goods shipped from. Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, or any other eastern city, are sub- 


| ject to an examination of their invoices and a charge of 


five per cent. commission, and all those goods we ship to 
those sections are sworn to as correct at our custom-houses, 
This we deem a great injustice to us all, and a serious dis- 
advantage to all eastern cities, and a decided advantage to 
Cincinnati. The delay of the examination without’ the 
commission of five per cent. will preventa large proportion 
of the merchants from purchasing On east. 

Hon. F. P. BLAIR, Jr : 

I know nearly all of these parties whose letters 
I do not feel at liberty to give their 
names, because they would be subjected to the 
persecutions from Chase’s blood-hounds ‘that i 
have suffered, but they. and a great many others 
are at the service of the committee on the ** con- 
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duct of the war,” which has had this subject be-"| 
fore them for. now nearly two months without | 
making’ a movement to investigate the charges 
against the Secretary of the Treasury. ‘ 
There is another transaction whigh shows the | 
partial and injurious manner in which these trade. 
regulations are made to operate against my own 
constituents, and to which I ask attention. On 
ar aboutthe 16th of January last the following 
letter from the Assisiant Secretary of the Treas- 
try was received:in St. Louis, and published in 
the papers of that city, together with the sections 
of the “ Regulations” to which it refers: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 13, 1864. 
Sir: Pam directed by the Seeretary to inform you that, 
at the-request of the War Department, quinine, chloroform, 
and all other drugs and medicines; have been added io the 
Hst of prohibited articles enumerated in section thirty-eight 
of the commercial intercourse regulations, and that in iu- | 
turé no. clearance or permit canbe granted forthe shipment 
of these articles, except upon certificate and request, or by | 
special direction, as required by the provisions of that sec- | 
tion, H 
Respectfully, rae M. D. FELD, 
oe "Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 
R. J. Mowaxp, Esq, Collector of Customs, St. Louis, Mo. 


2 Prohihited Articles. 

Sec. 38. No clearanee or permit will be granted for the 
shipment of prohibited articles, namely: Cannon, mortars, 
firearms, pistols, bombs, grenades, powder, saltpeter, sul- 
pbur, balls, bullets, pikes, swords, boarding caps, (always 
excepting the quantity of the said articles which may be 
necessary for the defense of the ship and of those who com- 
pose the cfew,) saddles, bridles, eartridge-bag material, 
percussion and other caps, clothing adapted for uniforms, 
sail-cloth of all kinds, hemp and cordage; intoxicatigg 
drhiks, other than beer and Tight native wines, or other ar- 
i prohibited by the proper authorities, except upon cer- 
vate and request under Regulation thirty two, or by the 
special dieetin ofthe supervising special agent, sanctioned 
by the general commanding department or district into or 
from which the shipment is to be made. 


— ! 
Applications for Permits to Blockaded Ports—How Made. | 


A Sig. A Aypllcänts for permits to ship to any port ör 
c.atfueted by thé existing blockade, but oceupied by | 


pia h : 
the United States forces, must present, with their applica- 
tion, a certificaté fram the Department of War, or Depart- 
ment ofthe Navy, either directly or through a duly author- 
ized officer, that the articles are requised for military or 
uaval purposes, avd a request thatthe transportation of the 
same may be permitted, together with invoices tn duplicate 
of ule articles to be permitted, specilyiug their character, 
ae value, abd destination, Ou receiving such cer- 
tiitcate and request and duplicate luvoices, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, or some officer specially authorized by 
hün, will transmit to the proper officer one or the invoices, 
and direct the permitting of the transportation requested, 
and forward the offer invoive to the assistant or Jocal 
special agent at the port or place to whieh. the goods are ww 
be permitted. "the assistant or local special agent will, in 
all cases, on the arrival of any articles claimed to have 
been permitted, examine and compare such articles with 
the duplicate invoice; and in case of any excess or eva- 
sion of the permit, he will seize the whole sPipment, and 
report the fets forthwith to the supervising special agent, 
that procecdings way be taken for their Corfeirure under the 
net of July 18,1851, May 20, 1862, and March 12, 1863, 

His order was enforced in St. Louis as soon 
as received there, and the house of Blow & Co 
were refused a permitto ship drugs. The refusal 
was made a subject of telegraphic communication 
with the member from the second district of Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Brow,] who, E understand, brought 
the'subject to the attention of Secretary Chase, 
and the Secretary sustained the refusal of custom- 
house officers of St. Louis, and required the in- 
structions to be enforeed. But it appeared sub- 
sequently that at this very time: no such instruc- 
tions had been received or enforced in Cincin- 
nati, and that parties who had been refused per- 
mits in St, Louis went to Cincinnati and made 
the shipment, and a letter was received from Sur- 
veyor Carson, of Cincinnati, and published in the 
Missouri Democrat, dated, according to my roc- 
ollection, the Lith of February, saying that he had 
received ud such instructions as those sent to St. 
Louis. 

The surveyor of the port of St. Louis received 
and caused to be published the following: 

OFFICE oF SUPERVISING Spectan AGENT, 
First AGENCY, U, 8. Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
7 CINCINNATE, February 26, 1864. 

ia: Hereafter you will grant uo clearanee or permit for 
the shipment of drags and medicines exceptin compliance 
with the conditions in Regulation 38, they having: bees 
added, at the request of the War Department, to the list of 
prohibited articles enumerated iu that regulation, 

I am, very respectfully, 


` DAVID G. PARNITZ, 
Deputy Supervising Speciai gent, Treasury Dept. 
R. J. Howarn, Esth, Surveyor, ¥e., St Louis, 39. 


‘Phug it seems that the official instructions dated 
the Ith January, 1864, and'enforced in St. Louis 


ł 
i 


immediately, were only received and enforced in | 
Cincinnati on the 26th of February, and that for į 
the intervening period, about six weeks, Cincin- | 
nati had enjoyed amonopoly ofthe drag market of | 
the South, and in fact still has and enjoys this | 

! 

i 


ified, not only of drugs and medicines but of | 
all the prohibited articles enumerated in section | 
38 of the Regulations, because such articles can | 
only be permitied by the ‘* special direction”? of 
the supervising special agent who resides at Cin- 
cinnatiand his-deputy also. For this reason the 
whole trade in the list of prohibited articles is 
diverted from the other western cities and given 
to Cincinnati. All the southern people in or out ! 


of our lines, loyal and disloyal, and even the con- į! 


trabands, must get their pills from Cincinnati, | 

The committee on the conduct of the war, | 
that impartial committee to which this matter was | 
referred, has not yet, although nearly two months 
have elapsed since this subject was committed to 
them, notified me that it wanted any testimony on 
these subjects. I do not think the committee 
does want it, or has time to investigate it, espe- 
cially as it hason its hands all frauds in contracts 
connected with the war; and that is the reason I 
have volunteered some of it here, and given the 
committee the means of inquiring into the matter 
when they have leisure; but whether it does or 
not, the inquiry willbe made. Whether it is done 
by this Congress or not, there will bea Congress 
that will do it. And Mr. Chase cannot escape. 
He is sure to answer, and however deeply the 
committee may lay the whitewash on, it cannot 
conceal the dark background. Towever he may 
undertake to persecute and drag down men who 
speak of these nefarious transactions, I say that 


| 


monopoly, unless the instructions have been mod- |) 


the ume will come when he will be held to just 


accountability, when he will be called before the | 


bar to answer for all he has done; and all the 
efforts made by his friends thus indirectly to 
shield him from the charges made against hira 
will not serve their purpose. 

Mr. Speaker, L have deemed it due to myself, 
since | was not allowed a committee by which to 
prove the allegations that I made here, to say this 
much in justification of my action in the eity of 
St. Louis, in a speech which I made there, and 
also in a speech which I made on this floor in re- 
gard to this matter. 

It will be recollected that when I first offered 
this resolution, it was couched in plain, simple 
langnage, withoutany assault on the Secretary of 
the Treasury; and it was not until one of his 
friends on the other side rose and assailed me for 
attacking Mr. Chase, by offering the resolution, 
that I rose and gave my reasons for so doing. 
Then, sir, this affair was sought to be turned into 
a personal matter; and an attempt made to drag 
me down by engaging me in a controversy with 
Chage’s understrappers, commenced by theagents 
of Mr. Chase in St. Louis, is brought into thi 
House. 

A judicial investigation has recently been held 
in which it was conclusively proved that Jay 
Cooke & Co., who figure so largely and disgrace- 
fully in these letters in connection with the eleven 
millions excess of five-twenty bonds, are the prin- 
cipal ownersofthe Philadelphia Inquirer, Lshould 
have guessed as much from the fact of the abuse i 
heaped upou me by this Treasury organ about j 
this “liquor speculation, Mr, Chase’s bank- } 

| 
| 


ing agents, as Well as his Treasury agents and | 
special and supervising special agents, have all 
been brought into requisition to furge and coun- 
terfeit and tell lies to break me down for expos- 
ing and holding up to public contempt and scorn 
their employer and master. 

in addition to the profits realized by Jay Cooke 
& Co. on the fraudulent subscription for the 
eleven millions excess of five-tweuty bonds, 
which, as the bonds were twelve per cent. above 
par atthe time of their issue, the profits on them 
must have exceeded a million and a quarter of 
dollars, thia firm bas also made profits on the 
negotiation of the five-twenty loan, and other 
brokerage business for the Treasury Department; 
according to, the statement of Secretary Chase, | 
by himself transmitted efficially to ihis House, the 
sum of $450,000, as near as I recollect, not hav- 
ing the Secretary ’s commiunication before me. A | 
million and three quarters of dollars realized by | 
a banking firm in less than nine months is a com- 
fortable competency for two or three private gen- | 


tlemen, and would aid in the establishment of a 
good many newspapers in the interest of Mr. 
Chase by these men, who ure shown to be bank- 


| ing ou political capital to a greater extent than 


upon their money. Accordingly, we find a great 
many newspapers in favor of Chase for Presi- 
dent, and very few people. i 

Nobody is simple enough to believe tbat tha 
distinguished Secretary has really retired from 
the canvass for the nomination to the Presidency; 
although he lias written a letter declining to bea 
candidate. ‘That letter was written because the 
‘strictly private’? circular of the Pomeroy com- 
mittee uncarthed his. underground. and under- 
hand intrigue against the President. It was such 
a disgraceful and disgusting sight to make use of 
the patronage and power given him by the Presi- 
dentagainsthis chief, thateven Chase gotashamed 
to occupy such a position publicly. For that 
reason his letter was written; he wanted to get 
down under the ground and work there in the 
dark as he is now doing, and running the Pome~ 
roy machine on the public money as vigorously 
as ever, 

The work is uow being done in Frémont’s 
name, and that poor creature is unconscious of 
being made a catspaw to accomplish the objects 
of his intriguing rival. His plan is to hold a 
convention of Jacobins and red republican rev- 
olutionary Germans at Cleveland, Ohio, precisely 
as Calhoun used poor Jolin Tyler to hold a side 
convention in 1844 to force the Democrats to drop 
Mr. Van Buren. The Cleveland convention is a 
whip convention which will say to the Union con- 
vention to be held at Baltimore, “if you insist 
on the nomination of Lincoln we will nominate 
Frémont against him as an independent candi- 
date.” In this way, if the delegates who have 
been instructed to vote for Lincoin can be bought 
with greenbacksor frightened by the Jacobin hob- 
goblin, itis expected that Chase, who has so mag- 
nanimously declined to be a candidate, will then 
be taken up as a compromise candidate, "This is 
tlre programme of the Secretory and the Pomeroy 
committee, It embraces the tactics, the intrigue, 
the corruption, and fraud of Calhoun and Biddle 
combined. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. McCLURG. I have but a few words to 
say to the House, and then I will be governed by 
its action as to whether J shall proceed further, 

Mr. MORRILL. lask the gentleman to forego 
his remarks forthe present, and let vs go on with 
the public business. 

Mr. McCLORG.. Mr. Speaker, I ask but for 
a few words, and then will be governed by the 
wish of the House. ‘The gentleman—l.should 
say ‘the member’’*—has taken occasion to at- 
tack the Secretary of the Treasury at length— 
something foreign to this case—and to lug in 
other matters irrelevant.. He has taken occasion 
to repeat that * Mr, Bonner acknowledged he 
knew of the forgery,” which is not true, and di- 
rectly in contradiction to the testimony, as it will 
appear, and which l} hope will be printed.. L pre- 
fer speaking now while ‘the member’? is here; 
but it has Sven suggested that 1 defer, owing to 
the pressmg demands of the country to have the 
tax bill-acted upon; and I submit whether or no 
I shall pursue my remarks now or defer until af- 
ter action on the tax bill, Lam prepared to-day 
as well as I shall be at any time; but I believe 
“the member’s” character, if he have any, will 
not suffer for a few days,and Lam sure mine will 
not. {ask the decision of the House, and if this 
affair be deferred, L will claim the floor after action 
on the tax bill at some proper time. 

Several MemBers, Go on now: 

Mr. McCLURG,. I will yield the floor, and 
aliow the House to take such action as it pleases. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move thar the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself junto the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the special order. Before the question is put 
upon that motion, however, I will move that all 
debate upon the paragraphs of the bill relating 
to iron terminate in one minute after the House 
has gone into committee. : 

Upon the latter motion 64 voted in the afirma- 
tive and 50 in the negative. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, called for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

So the motion was agreed to. 


1804. 


Mr. MORRILL. 


ing the word “ four,” soas to make the tax on 


railroad iron four dollars per ton. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the amend- 
mentby sirikingour “ four’ and inserting © five.” 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. “I desire 
to saya single word, with the consentof the com- 
mittee, on this subject, in behalf of the State 
which I have the honor to represent on this floor. 
Now, sir, the people of my State are perfeetly 
willing to pay every tax that may seem necessary 
in the judgment of this House to carry on the 
affairs of the Government. But while they are 


willing to pay the tax, it does not warrant the: | 
House in placing upon my State an amount of | 


taxation that would seem exorbitant and unjust. 

The amendment to the amendment was’ dis- 
agreed to. 

The question being upon the amendment, 

Mr. RANDALL, of Penusylvania, called for 
tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ho tmAn 
and A. Myers were appointed. 

The committee divided, and the tellers reported 
—aves 46, noes 54. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move,inline two hundred 
and fifty-five, to amend so that it will read “two 
dollars per ton’? instead of ($1 50.7? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GRISWOLD. I move to add the follow- 
ing proviso: : 

And provided, That the term rerolled shall apply only to 
rails for whieh the manufacturer receives pay tor remau= 
ufaeture, and not for new iron, 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the Committee of Ways and Means to this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. 
order, 
House. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


On all iron advanced beyond blooms, slabs, or loops, and 
not advanced beyond bars or rods, and baud, hoop, and 
sheet iron, not thinner than namber eighteen wire gauge, 
and plate ironu not less than one eighth of an iuch in thick- 
ness, a duty of three dollars per ton: Provided, That a tou 
shall, for ali the purposes of this act, be dcemed and taken 
to be two thousand pounds. i 


I call the gentieman to 
Debate has been closed by order of the 


Mr.J,C. ALLEN moved to strike out t three”? | 


and in leu thereof to insert “ four.” 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


thousand two hundred and forty.” 
The amendment was disagreed to. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


eighteen wire gauge, plate iron less than one eighth of an 


ineb iu thickness, and cut and wrought nails and spikes, j 


and borse-shoe nails when wrought by hand, not including 
nails, tacks, brads, or finishing nails, usus pat up and 
fold in papers, whether in pa or otherw nor horse- 
shoe naiis wrought by machi a duty of § 
Provided, Tiat bars, rods, bands, hoops, sheets, plates, nails, 
and spikes, not including such as are usually pat up in pa- 


mentioned, manufactured trom iron, upon which the duty 
of three dollars has been Jevied and paid, shall be subject 
only toa duty of itty cents pertonin addition thereto, any- 
thing in this xet tothe contrary notwithstanding. 

Mr. MORRILL. [move to strike out $3 50” 
and insert “ four dollars.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
cents” and insert one dollar.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move to insert | 
after the word ** thickness’? the words “ for sale | 


and-not for use by the maker in his trade.” 
The amendment way agréed to. 
Mr. AMES, 
ing words: 
And cut and wrought nails and s 


ikes, and horse-s 


i brads, or finishing 


| Wrought. > 


Mr. GRISWOLD, I move to strike out two ji srliedute changes: 


thousand’? and in lieu thereof to insert “two | 


H seven’? and 
i u eleyen’ and insert “ fifteen.” + 
On band, hoop, and sheet iron, thinner than’ number ii 


3 50 per ton: | 
i produced as afu 
l k i to bulion. 

pers, nor horse-shoe nails wrought by machinery, as betore | 


I move te strike oat “fifty iS. 2 
‘| mous consent, this paragraph be passed over for : 
|| the present. ! 
There was no objection; and jt was agreed to. | 


| move to strike ont the follow- 


oe | 
nails when wrought by heud, not including naile, tacks, 


aifs, nsuaily put up and sold in papers, 
whether in papers or otherwise, wer horse-shoe nails 


; Wrought by machinery. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out “or 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: ; 

On iron castings used for bridges or other permanent 
structures, a duty of two dollars per ton: Provided, That 
bar iron, used for like purposes, shall be charged with no 
additional duty beyond the specific duty imposed. by this 
act when not increased in value more than.ten per cent, 

Mr. AMES. I move to strike out the para- 
graph: é z 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Fhe Clerk read, as follows: 

s exceeding one fourth of one inch in diameter, 
nuts less than two ounces cach in weight, and bolts not 
less than four onuces each in weight, aduty of four dollars 


; per ton: Provided, ‘That when a duty upon the iron from 


which rivets, nuts, and bolts, as aforesaid, shall have been 
made, has beena sed and paid a duty of three dollars per 
ton, a duty only, in addition thereto, shall be paid of fifty 
cents per tou: Provided further, That all iron and cast- 
ings of iron of all descriptions advanced beyond pig iron, 


blooms, slabs, or loops, apon which no ‘duty has been as- | 


sessed or paid in the form of pig iron, shall be assessed.and 
pay, in addition to the foregoing rates of jron so advanced, 
a duty of $1 50 per tou; and when no duty has, been as- 
sessed or paid thereon in the form of blooms, slabs, or loops, 
shall bea nd and pay, in addition to the foregoing rates 
of iron advanced as aforesaid, a duty of three dollars per 
ton. 


Mr. MORRILL, I move to insert after the 


word. “ nuts,” where it first occurs, the word | 


4i not 33 

The amendmert was agreed to. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

On steel, in ingots, bars 
one fourth ofan anch in thickness, valued at seven cents 
per ponud, or less, a duty of five dollars per ton; valued at 
above seven cents per pound, and not above eleven cents 
per pound, a duty of ten dollars per ton; valued at above 
eleven cents, a duty of S12 59 per ton: Provided, ‘That stect 
rohed; and sheet, rod, or wire made of steel, upon whieh 
a duty has been assessed aud paid, shail be assessed and 


pay a duty of five per cent. ad.cadorem upou the increased | 


value only thereof. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. J move tostrike out * five 
dollars”? and insert “four dollars.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. | move to strike out “ ten 
dollars?’ and insert “ eight dollars.” 

The amendpent was disagreed to. 

Mr.GRISWOLD. 1 move to add the follow- 
ing: 

And povided further, That the taxeson all articles man- 
ufactured and sold in pursuange of contracts Long fide made 
ge of tis ach shall be paid by the pur- 
>) under regulations to be established by the 
Comunissioner of (Internal Revenne. 


Mr. KASSON. 


Mr. GRISWOLD. [f withdraw my amend- 


; Ment. 


Mr, MOORHEAD. 
low seven cents per pound. 


MOORHEAD. 1 move 


insert “ften,” and 


Mr. 


strike out 


The amendment was disagreed to, 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Ou gold, silver, and qiieksilver, produced from quartz 
mines, trom beds of riv om the earth, or in any otier 
way or manner, a duty of three per cent. ad valorem: Pro- 
vided, That all such dut ecruing upon gold and silver 
said shail be due and payable in coin or 


Mr. HIGBY. [move to strike that out. 


Chairman, gold and sil 


gentlemen make the argument that goid and silver 
are now commodities, butin.all those sections of 
the Union where gold and silver ave taken out of 
the earth they are the circulating medium. 


Mr. STEVENS, 


The Clerk read, as follows: 
On copper and lead ingots, pigs or ba 


Mer. COBB. Task. that that be passed over. 
Mr STEVENS 


i agreed to. i 
There was ne oujection; aisi it was so ordered, | 


shects, or Wire, not less than j 


J have anamendmient to cover | 


that subject which } will offerat the proper place. || ? Ai : 
è i committee. will listen to it. 


T should like to have this | 
There is no steel selling be- | 


Mr. 
have a standard value if 
that cannot be varicd in the market. I know that i 


1 j i ; 
I suggest that, by unani- | other agricultural product, not excepting éven 


j s and spelter and : 
|i brass, a duty of three per cent. ad valorem, 


"L hope that that will be | 


The Clerk read, as follows? Di 

On rolled brass, copper rolled, yellow sheathing metal; 
in rods of sheets, and shot, sheet teag, and lead pipes, & 
duty of three per cent. ad valorem: Provided, ‘That when 
any of the articles herein mentioned shall not bave been 
assessed and a duty paid thereon of three per cepti, in the, 


‘form of ingots, pigs, or hars, a duty of five per cent. shall 


be assessed and ‘paid thereon. s 
Mr. MORRILL. lask that that be passed over. 
There was no objection; and it was so, ordered. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 0 503 0 S 


On leather of all descriptions, curried or finished, a duty 
of five percent. ad valorem: Provided, Thut all leattier pres 
viously assessed in the rough, and upun whieh duties have 
been actually paid, shall be-assegsed onthe increased valud 
only when curried or finished. ee 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. |] -move to strike out 
t five’? and insert “ throe,” . 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 
„On wine made of grapes, a duty of five cents per gallon. 
Mr. LAW. I move to insert after “grapes”? 


| the words ‘except native grapes.” 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
MESSAGE. FROM THE SENATE. ° 


The committee informally rose; and the House 
received a message from the Senate, by Mr. Me- 
Donan, one of their clerks, informing the House 
that the Senate had ‘passed a bill (H.R. No. 198) 
making appropriations for thesupportofthe Army 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1865, witi 
amendments; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. a se 

Also, that the Senate insist upon its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the bill (S; No. 76) relating to ‘ap-* 
pointmentsin the naval service and courts-martial, 
agree to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 


| appointed Mr. Hare, Mr. Wirrey, and Mr, 


Ramsey such committee on the part of the Senate. 

Also, that the Senate insist upon its ameud- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 370) to appoint cers 
tain officers of the Navy, agree to the conference 
asked by the House of Representatives on the 


ii disagteeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 


had appointed Mr. Have, Mr, Winter, and Mr. 


i Ramsey such eommittee on the part of the Senate, 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL—-AGALN, 
Mr. COLE, of California. I move to amend 


| in line three hundred and fifty-four by striking 


out “five” and inserting “three,” so that the tax 


li on wine made of grapes shall be three cents per 


allon. 
s Thisis, | believe, the only agricultural product 
which has been taxed thus far in this bill, and I 
wisi the:Clerk to read amemorial of the Califor- 
nia Legislature upon this subject, and I hope the 


:Fhe Clerk read, as follows: 
“ Whereas Congress has levied a tax of five cents por 


| gallonon all wine madein the United States 5 and whereas 


the value of must (or wine. fresh from. the press) does. not 


` 5 ! exceed fifteen cents per gallon in the largest wine-making 
The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is notin order. i 
to strike out 


district of this State, thus making tlie tax on the wine tree 


i| hundred per cent, more: than that on manufactured arti- 


cles geaerally ; and whereas the unequal and consequently. 
uujusttaxation is levied chiefly atthe expense of Cailor 
via, whichis now the first wine-making State in the Union, 
aid will next year produce miore than all the other Stites; 


i and whereas this tax is.not only very unjust, but in many 


cases almost ruinous to. the producer, and must have been 


i| adopted in misapprehension of the facts: Therefore, 


“ Re: 


2 by the Assembly, (the Senate concurring,) 


That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be ye- 


quested to Jay the frets stated in the preceding preamble 
before that body, and urge a reduction of the tax on wine 
to the same rate with that on manufactured articles gen- 


erally. 


“ And te it further resolved, That the: Governor be re- 
quested to furnish a copy of these resolutions to eaeh of 


our Senators and Representatives in Congress? 


Mr. COLE, of California, .Gentlemen who 


| have iistened to this memorial have learned all the 


facts relative to this branch of business. The tax 
upon this product is greater by far than uponany 


cotton.. The raw product, <‘ must,” as stated in 


| that memorial, can be produceđfor from twelve 


to fifteen cents per gallon; andit is purchased for 
that on contracts of a quarter ofa million of gal- 
lonsin the southermpaitof Califoraia. This tax 


i will have a tendency to break upa growing and 
i very promising branch of industry, 


f itis said 
that this isa luxury. It is. net a luxury to the 


| producer; it is that upon which he ‘depends for 


his support; and if this tax is not reduced, the 


1834 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 28, 


business will be seriously interfered with. In fact, ! 
some vineyards have already been uprooted and | 
the land appropriated to other agricultural prod- 
vets. 

I presume, from intimations we have heard 
here, that some regard this as a low tax. It is 
high, and in some casesamountste fifty percent., 
and in all, cases to those who produce it to thirty- 
three and a third per cent. upon the value of the 
product, Gentlemen are not aware of the injury 
they aré likely to inflict upon this branch of in 
dustry. A three cent tax will afford more reve- 
nue than five cents. If this interest is properly 
fostered it will not be. many years before that 
country will supply wine. to. foreign countries, 
certainly to the whole United States, at a cheap 


rate, and Ido hope the sensible view will be taken 1 


of this matter which is presented by that memo- 
rial, and that the House will adopt my amend- 
ment, z 

Mr. MORRILL. I am decidedly in favor of 
encouraging the production of native wines. 1 
look forward to the time when we not only shall 
get all our wines from California, but get a better 
and purer article than we now get from any other | 
quarter of the world. But we have already raised 
the tax on spirituous liquors, beer, ale, and por- 
ter, so that the wines of California are about the | 
cheapest beverage. left to be drank. 
> Bat there is another thing to-be thought of. 
Before this Congress adjourns Ihave no doubt 
we shall impose a heavy duty upon foreign wines; 
and if we shail do so, the people of California 
may. well thank this Coagress for imposing even 
a higher rate than we now impose, even ten cents 
upon their wines, and the tax on foreign wines 
will be a greater encouragement than they now 
have if no duty is imposed upon domestic wine. 
I myself should bein favor of evena higher duty. 

Mr. HIGBY. The wines produced in Cali- 
fornia are the products of small producers, of men 
who have small graperies, and. make a very few 
barrels orgallonsa year. The article is not good 
for use when it first comes from the press. 

But these small consumers have to sell the wine 
as it comes frum’ the press in order to do any 
business, and they have to sell it at these low 
rates. [tis not wine that is fit for drink. It is 
an article which will become fit to drink in the 
process of time. But they must sell it justas the 
farmer sells the produce of his farm, and then it | 
is treasured up by those who happen to have | 
capital to invest. This tax, therefore, would bear 
directly upon the small producers. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. I moveto amend the section by 
inserting ten’? in place of“ five.” [confess that 
J approach this section with a little timidity, be- 
canse I hold the doctrine that a man ought not to 
talk on a question on which he is not wholly 
posted, and Ido notknow, experimentally, much 
about wine; but I do know that tae wines made 
in Ohio sell for a dollar and a dollar and a quar- 
ter a bottle. They call it sparkling Catawba.” 
Now, if it is worth §1 25a bottle, L think it will 
bear a tax of ten cents. They are commencing 
to make wine in my own State. Ft sells now for 
fifty and seventy cents a gallon, I am perfectly 
willing to vote for the protection of this article 


i 
j 


Sir, we in California exempt vineyards for three 
years from State and county taxation in order to 
encourage the wine-producing interests of the 


abled to furnish all our own home consumption 
and export besides, unless this Congress, by oner- 


infant wine-growing interests of that State. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment so as to make the tax nine cents instead of 
ten cents. I offer that amendment for the pur- 

ose of saying that 1 hope nothing will be done 
b this Congress to discourage the growth of the 
vine and the manufacture of domestic wines. 
regard itas one ôf the most important growiúg 
interests in the country. Like the gentleman 
from California, I think that if we now foster it 
or abstain from striking it down at a time when 
jall the great interests of the country are being 
aimed at for the purpose of revenue, it may ob- 
tain a foothold in this country’which will ulti- 
mately work out not only important results so 
far as profit is concerned, but so far also as the 
morals of the country are concerned. I contend 
thal one great objectof the people of the country 
and of the Legislature of the country and of the 
philanthropists of the country, should be to en- 
courage the consumption of pure domestic wine. 
It contributes to health; it contributes to sobriety. 
In corroboration of that fact I cite the experience 
of France and Germany, where wine is consumed 
as acommon beverage; and | assert that there is 
nota more sober and healthy people on the face 
of the earth than the people of those countries. 


wine encouraged here until it becomes the com- 
mon drink of this country as it is of the coun- 
tries I have mentioned, 


rum, the indulgence in which brings people down 
to the levelof the brute. F hope the amendment 


on wine will not prevail. I think the duty as 
fixed by the Committee of Ways and Means a 


to be made to it by my friends from California, 
Mr. SHANNON. 


to submit to the tax reported by the Committee 
of Ways and Meaus, e 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Irise to oppose the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 
floor to move an amendment to increase the tax 
to thirty cents per gallon instead of ten. That is 
the tax imposed last night upon oil for lights; 


ing for the wine-guzzler, or, to use a more mod- 
erate term, the wine-bibber. The class cf men 
which they plead for is that of which it has been 


morning that they may pursue strong drink.” 


ter.] 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Do not tax the men who 
belong to the idle, the loafer, and the Juxurious 
classes. Do not tax them, but if you find any- 
thing within the range of taxation to light up a 


and all others. l will vote to impose a tax ofa 
„dollar or twa dollars upon imported wine, so as 
to keep it away; and if there is a high duty 
placed upon imported wine, then domestic wine | 


will bear a tax not only of ten cents, but of forty | 
cents. The manufacturers can afford to pay it, |; 


and those who drink wine can afford to pay it. I 
do not drink it, it bites like the serpent and 
utives like the adder, Those who will drink it 
can afford to pay the tax l propose, and Lam sat- | 
isfied that no material interest of the country will 
suiler from it. . 

Mr. SHANNON. 1 believe that the House 
will not adopt the amendment of the gentleman 
from lowa, and 1 only rise for the purpose of say- ; 
ing-that if the tariff on wine is increased, and a 
specific duty of fifty cents or more per gallon is 
applied Lo wines, so as to prevent the swindling 
going on by the adulteration of wines in France 
which are sent-over here under the ad valorem sys- 
tem, California will be benefited and will be very 
willing to pay this tax of five cents a gallon. And 
if hereafter the necessities of the country require 
that the tax shali be increased, then you can put | 
on an increased tax. 


of this House. 


= Mr. MALLORY. [withdraw my amendment; 


t 


not touch anything that affects the pockets of the 
wealthy. 
very well represented here, who do not under 


s 


the Commitee of W and Means, which 


a stands up more obstinately for wbisky than any- ;; 


thing else. Tax all the poor, because they will 
not murmur at elections and will not be heard. 
| I spoke here last night a word or two in the in- 
: terests of the shanties that line the railroads of 
‘the country, the shanties of the poor Irishmen 
that vote for you, gentlemen. I want to make 
these humble homesa little more cheerfulat night. 
But you have voted to tax them thirty cents a 


will not impose a tax of ten cents a gallon on the 
i wine that reddens the face of half the member 
{Laughter.] 


l and now f move to amend the amendment of the 
: gentleman from lowa by reducing the tax on wine 
to eight cents per gallon, J wish to make a re- 
vark in answerto my friend from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Scormip,] who seems very much aggrieved 


State, and instead of sending out $20,000,000and : 
more annually for foreign wines, we shall be en- ; 


ous taxation, cripples, retards, and paralyzes the | 


LL: 


I want to see the cultivation and manufacture of 


Į want to see wine sub- | 
stituted to a great extent for whisky, brandy, and | 


of the gentleman from lowa to increase the duty ;; 
reasonable one, and I do not wish any objection | 


I will state to the gentle- |; 
man from Kentucky that we are perfectly willing || 


1 endeavored to get the |: 
and yet gentlemen come here to plead this morn- |! 
said, “ Woe unto them that rise up early in the | 


Mr. COLE, Thisis notstrong drink. [Laugh- |: 


homme and make it cheerful, place the tax upon it. | 
Do not touch wine, do not touch whisky, do | 


But make the poor pay, who are not |; 


stand their interests sufilciently to clamor around |: 


gallon on the oil they consume; and now you | 


on the subject of the tax which we have imposed 
upon petroleum. He speaks about taxing te 
light of the cabins of the poor; but his trouble 
is that that is the oil which flows out of the carth 
in his district, and which makes him so rich, and 
he wants to keep off taxation so that he may be 
richer. t - 

The gentleman talks about the Irishmen being 
imposed upon. You deny the Irishman oil, he 
says, and give him whisky. Iam ready to refer 
; that question to the Irishman himself, [laughter,] 
and if he does not take whisky in preference to 
oil he is not the Irishman I always. supposed him 
to be; and 1 ask my friend from New York [Mr, 
Kernan] if l'am notright in that. He sayswe 
are not for imposing a tax upon wine, and speaks 
of the red-faced men in this House, because the 
gentleman happens to bea pale-faced man. I 
understand that while the habit of drinking pro- 
duces, in some persons, concentration of blood 
upon the vital organs, that is the most dangerous 
sort of drinking inthe world. [Laughter.]| He 
says the Bible is opposed to the drinking of wine, 
I would like him to put his finger upon that pas- 
sage in the Bible which prohibits the culture and 
use of wine “for the stomach’s sake.’? Our Sa- 
viour converted water into wine at the marriage 
feast of Cana. 

Mr. SCOFIELD, I did not quote from the 
Bible, but from quite a different volume. 

Mr. MALLORY. I was about to remark that 
my friend over the way from Massachusetis who 
is on the Committee of Ways and Means, or 
rather, perhaps, his predecessor. 

Mr. GRINNELL. Irise to a question of or- 
der, Isubmit that it is unparliamentary to un- 
dertake to quote the Bible in this House. 
| Mr, MALLORY. 1 have no doubt the gentle- ` 
| man from Lowa would be glad to have the Bible 
excluded from this House. But l think difer- 
ently. I bow to its authority. But, sir, I desire 
‘that the poor people of this country shall be able 
to purchase wine cheaply ag the most healthy 
drink that can be obtained, lam therefore op- 

osed to placing a heavy tax upon native wines. 

think its culture ought to be encouraged. Lam 
in favor, too, of the poor man getting bis light 
cheaply; and I do not think there is anything in 
this bill that will prevent it. 

Mr. HIGBY. [ should like to ask the gentle- 
ii man from Kentucky if he thinks the Irishman 
| would prefer wine to whisky? [Lhaughter.] 

Mr. MALLORY. I think perbaps aftera little 
education he would. I very much doubt now, if 
‘ the matter was leftto hischoice, whether he would 
ii take the wine. [Laughter.] 

i What I desire is that this article of domestic 
‘| wine may be made so cheaply as to be placed 
within the reach of all classes of our people as a 
common beverage. I believe that the custom 
would be alike conducive to health and morality, 
‘and I insist upon that position notwithstanding 
whatthe gentleman from Pennsylvania has said. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.MALLORY. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. PRICE. I object to the withdrawing of 
the amendment for two reasons: first, because I 
deny the proposition of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that there is nothing in the Bible against 
theuse of wine; and secondly, because I deny his 
proposition that a cheaper and better beverage 
ihan wine is not to be found. Sir, there is a 
cheaper and better beverage to be found in some 
places in the far West, and in earlier years J re- 
: member it gushing from the hill-sides and moun- 
tain springs of Pennsylvania, It is known as 
i water. {t may be found by those who are anxious 
i todrink it inaimost all placesas free as the air we 
| breathe. 

i Mr. SCOFIELD. I hope if my friend has 
ii found such a beverage that he will not mention 
| it here, for the Committee of Ways and Means 
| 
| 
| 


| 


| 


will have a tax upon it immediately if they find 
it out. [Laughter.] 
Mr. PRICE. Then, again, so far as health is 
i concerned, I have found, in the course of my ob- 
servations, that the man who drinks water is 
about as healthy and about as good a wan, phys-_ 
cally and mentally, as the man who drinks wine. 
| But, sir, this is not a question of beverage in this 
committee, it is a question of revenue, and, in my 
judgment, wine can afford to pay ten, twenty, or 
forty cents per gallon better than oil can pay thirty 
cents. One is necessary; the other is nol. Men 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
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cannot live without light, but they can live with- 
out wine. 

Now, let me say to that gentleman that the 
Bible is full-of denunciations against those Who 
drink strong drink. “Look not upon the wine” 
is written In the*sacred word. When the gen- 
tleman tells me that there is nothing in the Bible 
aguinstdrinking, | quote to him ‘* Woe to the man 
that putteth the bottle to his neighbor’s lips.” 

Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman did not un- 
derstand me correctly to say there was nothing 
in the Bible against using strong drink to excess. 

« l said there was nothing against using it for the 
‘“siomach’s sake” and for physical infirmities. 
1 understand as well as he the impropriety of 
using if fo excess, 

Mr. PRICE. ‘Look not upon the win,” is 
the authority. 

Mr. THAYER. Irise to a question of order. 
My question of order is that sermons are out of 
order in this House, : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [rise to another ques- 
tion of order: that when the gentleman quotes 
Scripture he ought to quote it correctly. The ex- 
pression is, Look not upon the wine when it is 
red;”’ thatis, when drugs have been introduced 
into it. (Laughter.} 

The CHAIRMAN. 
question of order, 

Mr. PRICE. Iam inclined to differ with the 

hair, though I am obliged to him for overruling 
the question of order; but [am inclined to think 
that sermons are out of order here. 1 look upon 
“this question here purely as one of revenue, and 

-J honestly believe this article will bear a duty of 
ten, Wwenty, and even thirty cents as well as other 
articles which we have heavily taxed. The coun- 
try, sir, will bold us responsible while we tax the 
necessaries of life if we do not also lay a heavy 
tax upon the luxuries, 

(Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. MORRILE moved that the committee rise 
in order to close debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair; Mr. W asugurse, of Hi- 
nois, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
bad the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly House bill No. 405, to provide in- 
ternal revenue to support the Government, to pay 
interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL moved that all debate in the 
Committee of the Whole on the siate of the Union 
on the paragraphs relating to wine be closed in 


The Chair overrules the 


one minute after the committee shall resume the 


consideration of the special order. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL moved that the rules be sus- | 


pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasnusuans, of Illinois, in the chair.) 

Mr. SHANNON, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. Price's amendment was then rejected. 


Mr. HOTCHKISS. I move to insert after the 
word ‘wine’? the words not made from cur- 
rants, rhubarb, gooseberries, strawberries, or 
blackberries.” 2 

Mr. KASSON. I suggest to the gentleman to 
modify his amendment so as to make itread, not 
made from currants, rhubarb, or berries.” 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. J accept the modifica- 
tion. z 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I moveto strike out * twenty- 
five” and insert fifty,” so that it will read: 

On aH other wines or liquors known or denominated as 
or produced by being rectified or mixed with other 

r into which any matter whatever may be infused 
to be sold as wine, or by any other vame, and not otherwise 
provided for in this act, a duty of flity cents per galion. 

Mr. NORTON moved to make it one dollar. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The committee divided on Mr. Houman’s 
amendment; and there were—ayes 66, noes 29, 


instead of * five.’ 


Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. g 
So the amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. MALLORY. 
word * matter” the word “injurious,” so that 
it will read, “into which any injurious matter 
whatever may be infused to be sold as wine,” &c, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Provided, That the returns, assessment, and collections 
of the duties on such-wines shall be subject to the regula- 
tious of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue ; and any 
person who shall willingly and knowingly sell or offer for 
sale any such wine made after the passage of this act, upon 
which the duty herein imposed has not been paid, or which 
has been. fraudujenty evaded, shall, upon conviction 
thereol, be subject to a penalty of $100 or to imprisonment 
not exceeding two years, at the discretion of the court. 

Mr. A.MYERS. I move toadd the following: 

Provided, That the unfermented juice of the grape before 


it is bottled and crude petroicum shall pay. uo tax, anything 
in this act to the contrary notwithstanding. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

Ou furs of all deseriptions, when made up or manufac- 
tured, a duty of five per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. GRINNELL, I move to strike out © five” 
and insert “ten.” Mr. Chairman, these furs are 
purchased only by the rich whocan afford to pay 
for them,and the tax ought to be at least ten per 
cent, 

Mr, KERNAN, [observe that boots and shoes 
and clothing are taxed five per cent. ad valorem, 
and the tax ought to be higher upon furs. Le 
ought at least to be ten per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to make it ¢* four” 
> I desire to say this: the pro- 
cess of manufacturing these furs is the employ- 
ment of women, and does not amount in many 
instances to five per cent. on the fur$; and if we 
levy a duty of five per cent. upon this manu- 
facture, it will be one of the most extravagant 
duties in this act. This is all it could bear, and 
perhaps more than it could bear. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. 1 rise to oppose the amend- 
ment. lask my friend from Jowa to withdraw 
his amendment. ‘he people who wear expens- 
ive furs cannot afford to pay ten per cent. on 
them, The gentleman from Vermont says that 
itis most burdensome, and his tone is more do- 
lorous and, his manner more affectionate when 
pleading foë these ‘aristocrats than at any other 
time during the progress of the bill. The people 
who wear these furs cannot afford to pay more 
than five per cent., but the poor people’s light 
can pay one buridred and fifty per cent. duty! 

Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. . 

Mr, Grinneiy’s amendment was then agreed to, 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Onready -made clothing, boots and shoes, caps, hats, and 
bonnets, or other articles of dress for the wear of men, 
women, or children, five per cent, ad valorem: Provided, 
That any tailor, boot or shoemaker, hat, cap, or bonnet- 
maker, milliner, or dress-maker, manufacturing any of the 
foregoing to orde: stom work and not for sale generally, 
who shail make affidavit to the ¢ SOF OY assistant as- 
sessor that the eu amount of such manuficlures so 
made docs not exceed the sum of $600 per annum, shall be 
exempt {rom duty 5 when exceeding $600 per annum, aduty 
of three per cent. ad valorem on the excess above $600. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to move to strike out 
“three” and insert “five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Imove to strike 


as 


Pa 


ase 


| out “ five” and insert three.” F will remind 


the gentleman that ready-made clothing is worn 
almost exclusively by the poorer class to which 
he has referred. The proposition that they shall 
pay as much tax upon their clothing as is paid 
upon custom work is not right. i 
Mr. FENTON. 1 hope the amendment will 
not prevail. ‘The tax as itnow stands is three 
per cent. on ready-made clothing, and one per 
cent. oncustom-work. There would be some pro- 
priety in putting up the tax on ready-made cloth- 
ing. Lt is a prosperous interest, 
“The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. 1 move to amend, in line 
three hundred and eighty-tbree, by inserting, after 
the word “foregoing,” the word “articles,” a 
mere verbal amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Alr. BOUT WELL. i move toamend, in line 


I move to insert before the’ 


three hundred and eighty-two, by inserting, after’ 
the words “ dress-maker,’’ the word: “ exciusive- 
ly.” eee eee ne 

The amendment was agreed tos st iiti ot 

Mr. MORRILL. : I move:to amend; inline 
four hundred and fifteen, by inserting, before th 
word ** duties,’? the word “ import.” + 

The amendment was agreed to. $ 

Mr. MORRILL. [move to amend, in line. 
three. hundred and ninety-two, by striking: out 
tand” and inserting ‘*which.’? ` : y 

The amendment was agréed to. ite ok 

Mr. MALLORY. I would ask the gentleman 
from Vermont whether, in thisparagraph, extend- 
ing from line three hundred and ninety-six to line 
four hundred and ten, imposing a tax on various 
articles of cotton, silk, wool, flax, hemp, and 
worsted manufacture, -there is any exception 
made of. cloth manufactured by a family for fam- 
ily use? I think it was intended to except that, 

Mr. MORRILL. There issa general exception 
elsewhere which covers that case. 

Mr. ROSS. I move to amend.in line four hun-, 
dred and twelve by striking out “ five” and in- 
serting “‘ twenty-five,” so as to make the tax on 
diamonds, emeralds, &c., twenty-five per cent. ad 
valorem, se . 


The amendment was not agreed to. : 
Mr. HOLMAN. =I move to amend by making 
the amount ten per cent. ia i 


Mr. MORRILL: I trust the committee ‘will 
not put sucha duty upon any kind of business’ 
as will drive it out of the country. I think they 
have virtually done that in reference to furs.. f 
ask for a division upon this question by tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Horman and 
Mr. Morriws were appointed. : 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
--ayes 58, noes 34. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANLER, I desire to go back to: the 
last paragraph, and movean amendmentby takin 
India-rubber goods out of the list of goods taxe 
five per cent.,; and making it seven per cent. ad 
valorem. ~% e 

Mr. MORRILL.’ I object to going tack. I 
now move to amend in line four hundred and 
twenty-four by striking out ‘t twenty-five”? and 
inserting ‘thirty; so that the clause will read: 

On tobacco, cavendish, plug, twist, and manufactured 
tobacco not otherwise provided for, of all’ descriptions, 
(not including snuff, cigars, fine-cut, smoking; tobacco 
made exclusively of stems and not sweetened or otuerwise 
prepared, nor shorts or other refuse separated from fire-cut 
tobacco in the process of manufacturiig,) aud ou stemmed 
tobacco, thirty cents per pourrt, y 

Mr. KERNAN. © I move to amend the amend 
ment by increasing the amountto thirty-five cents 
The committee will observe that in line four hun- 
dred and thirty-two fine-cut tobacco is taxed 
thirty-five cents. I hold in my hand aletter from 
a gentleman familiar with all these matters, and 
yet not engaged in either branch of this trade, in 
which he says: De 

“This bill isin one respect partial, and should not be so. 
It deciares twenty-five cents per pound as the tax on plug 
or cavendish tobacco and thirty-five cents on fine-cut to- 
bacco.. Ido not belicve the committee intended to do auy 
injustice to those engaged in the manufacture of fine-cut 
tobacco, aud-yet that would be the effect of this provision 
ofthe bat. ‘The tax should be the same on bow, even 
though the. highest. sum sbould:be adopted.” - À 

Mr. MORRILL. I see the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania over the way, [ScorieLD,] who 
made so cloquentan appeal for the Irishmen, who 
mostly use plug tobacco, is not now in his.seat, 
or | would leave the defense of this matter with 
him. The committee thought we ought to put a 
lower tax upon this kind than upon fine-cut, 
which is mostly used by gentlemen, and is putup 
in fancy papersand tinfoil wrappers. We thought 
when put up in these nice parcels and packages 
it would beara little higher rate af duty than the 
plug. It was intended originally to‘have reported 
thirty cents on plug and cavendish. a 

Mr. KERNAN. I will modify my amend- 
ment and make the tax thirty-four, in order that 
I may say a few words. 

My esteemed. friend from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Mauuory,} and my respected friend trom Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morrity,] have alladed’to me as 
entitled to speak for lrishmen, and have by good- 
natured allusions to their real or supposed peculi- 
arities raised:a smile at their expense. “lL accept 
| the position. Whether entitled. or not to speak 
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‘am of: their kith and kin, 1 stand 
ëm when the good-natured joke causes a 
laugh at their expense, and L have never shrunk 
fromithem when bilter and illiberal denunciation 
hurled against them as a class, and | 
fever shall. They have their foibles and their 
fanlisy what class has not? | Bat they have noble 
ch teristi¢s ait miany virtues.” They come to 
c Ountry.-intending to. make it: their home. 
They desire civil and. religious liberty, and love 
our institutions because they secure them. They 
desire the ‘perpetuation of the. Union; no” class 
bas a greater interest in its preservation than they 
heir.descendants;. they will do their whole 
in-trying to maintain it. 
‘ gentleman. from. Vermont [Mr. Morrin] 
jokingly said that he favored the lower rather 
than the higher tax proposed on this article (cav- 
endish tabaeco) out of regard to my Irish friends. 
Erbank him, Lut fear it will be like too many of 
the professions of regard for them from the polit- 
ical party with which he acts, more of professions 
than of practical good. The Irish Jaborer, like 
every other laborer in our country, will have to 
ear, his full’ share of the burdens of the taxation 
1 dby this hill. He will pay no income tax, 
itis trae, but he will have to pay a tax on the 
spade with which he earns his bread, upon all the 
necessaries which he and his family consume; 
upon the shoes which cover his feet, the rough 
coat which protects him from the storm. The 
priče ofall these will bé enhanced by the taxation 
ieeesgary to carry on this war. He will bear it 
Without complaint if we make it a war for and 
thereby preserve the uniof of the States under 
the Constitution, and stop the war when this is 
accomplished. “If this be not done, héand every 
other citizen has great reason to complain. 
The amendmen to the ‘amendment was not 


agreed to. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

¿Mr NELSON, ‘{ move to amend, in line four 
hundred and thirty-four, by striking out “ thirty- 
five” and inserting * fifteets’? so that the tax on 
fine-cut, manafactured, to be sold or delivered 
loose, in bulk, or in packages, papers, wrappers, 
or boxes, shall be fifteen cents per pound. 

ask: the Clerk to read a remonstrance I hold 
itemy ‘band, presented by many manufacturers 
iù New York! of ‘great experience and respecta- 
bility ee oe ooa 
The Clerk read, as‘ follows: 

ie 2, Fisnxirn, New Yoru, April 21, 1864. 
‘Dear Sir: We, the undersigned, take the liberty of re- 
Qkestiig. you, as our Representative, to present to their 
honorable body, the Representatives in Congress assembled, 
the following petition in reference to the heavy tax pro- 
posed an tobacco and cigars. If passed, it Will be the ruin 
of Aif honest: Mannfaeturers and throw thousands out of 
employnienty thereby defeating the very abject the Goveru- 
went: has. itsimposing such taxation. We therefore ask 
that the tax proposed be modified in such a way that it will 
benefit the Goverment and those. eonneeted with this 


bostness.: “Te ean bedone'and should be done in justice to 
al] concerned. |. pre 


Hon. H. A. NELSON. | 
Mre NELSON.: That remonstrance is signed 
by fortp-for 


our men who are engaged in the manu- 
many, of them, on a very large scale, and 
they say that to. increase the tax so largely will 
scatter those who are cngaged in the manufacture, 
make it a secret operation, and break up the busi- 


hess as an open, known, and public branch of |} 


trade; and tbat the Government will derive less 
rather than more revenue from this high rate of 
taxation.’ The fifteen cents Fpropose is the same 
ag the rate contained in the old bill, 

Mr. STEVENS. - Ithis morning received a let- 
ter-from a large tobacco firm in Cincinnati, say- 
ing that the tax on ali kinds of tobacco will bear 
té be increased very largely, and that the tax on 
this kindought to be pat at forty or fifty cents. 
~ Mri NELSON: Did that one manufacturer in- 
form: the chairmiairof the Committee of Ways and 
Means how much he had on hand already. man- 
ufactured 200 0 ea : eat 

Mr. STEVENS: No, sir, he did not. 1 was 
curious to inquire but could not find out, and I 
suppose it is about the same thing with the men 
who sighed that paper. : 

‘Mr. NELSON. They have none. 

“My. STEVENS. Itake it for granted they 
have no stock’on hand. I believe that all these 
Hews of tobacco would bear a larger tax than is 
-put upon them: We have not increased the tax 
tr anythipi like the extent we have increased the 
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tax on whisky and petroleum. If my recollection 
is right there are about five hundred and sixty of 
the class of manufacturers who have signed the 
paper which has been read in the city of New 
York. Whereare the balance? What isthe rea- 
son they have not appeared here? I hope the |! 
amendment will not prevail, 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. FRANK. I move tostrike out in line four 
hundred and thirty-four, on page 132, “ thirty- 
five,” and to insert in lieu thereof “ fifty;’? so 
that the clause will read: On tobacco, fine-cut, f 
manufactured, to be sold or delivered loose, in 
bulk, orin packages, papers, wrappers, or boxes, 
fifty cents per pound.” 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. NELSON. I move to amend by striking 
out the word ‘‘ five,” in line four hundred and 
thirty-six, and inserting “two” in Heu thereof; 
so that the clause will read: “On cigars, valued 
at not over ten dollars per-thousand, two dollars 
per thougand.’? That will leave it the same as it 
is in the old tax bill. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. | move to amend in line four 
hundred and thirty-eight by striking out “ seven”? 
and inserting ‘f eight,” so that the paragraph will 
read: “On cigars, valued at over ten dollars and 
not over twenty per thousand, eight dollars per 
thousand,’? 

Mr. NELSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by suiking out ‘eight’? and inserting 
66 6) 50.77 

‘The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. F 

Mr. MORRILL’s amendment was then agreed to. 


Mr. NELSON. fn line four hundred and forty 
I move to strike out “* twelve?” and insert © five;” 
so that the paragraph wili read: ‘* On cigars, val- 
ued at over twenty dollars and not over forty dol- 
lars per thousand, five dollars per thousand.” 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. KERNAN. Tmovetostrike out “twelve” 
and insert t fifteen,” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ANCONA. [move toadd atthe end of the 
paragraph, in relation to tobacco, the following: 

Provided, ‘Phat the values herein mentioned shall be the 
value of the articles without the tax added. ‘ 


In support of that amendment, E will ask the 
Clerk to read a letter from a manufacturer in ex- 
planation of this proviso. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

s fiver since the tax bil has been in operation, the offi- 
cers ofbaternal revenue atid the manufactere feigarshave 
been at variance in regard to the proper construction to be 
placed upon the word * value? By reierring to the old tax 
bill you will observe tiiit the section appertaining to cigars 
reads thas: . 

“ °All cigars valued at five doHars and not over ten dollars 
per thousand, two dollars per thousand; over ten dollars 
and not over twenty doll $2 59 per thousand; &c. Now, 
the question atissue is, whether the framers ofthe bill in- 
tended the word ‘ vatuc’ to mean the price of the cigars as 
sold by the manufacturer, wilh or without the tax. We 
have been paying at the rete, with tax added, according to 
the decision of the Commissioner of Liternal Revenue, but 
have never:thougbt it right, for this reason, that the addi- 
tion of the tax to the price that we could afford to sell the 
cigar ut, will inerease the rate of tax on the lower-priced 
cigars Ñiy eetts and on the finer qualities one.dollar per 
thousand, which in the course of a year is quite an item to 
alafge maniufaeturer. Pa ben the case under the 
old nd iu the new bill, h largely iucreased taxes, 
the paney will be muel ater. “An illustration of 
the working of this ‘value? s 1 Will perhaps the better 
enable you to comprehend my id Say, tor iustauce, E 
have a eigar that E could afford to scli at eighteen dollars, 
which is the proper value; 1 would then have to pay; ac- 
cording to my construction of the word ‘vatue,? $2 50 per 
thousand, but with the tax added the price would be $20 50 
per thousaud—the value aceurding to decision of Commis- 
sioner—and subject me toa tax of 3 36 per thousand, leav- 
ing me only seventeen dollars net tor my cigars, and you 
will no doubt coincide with me that this is certainty un- 
just and a misconustruction of the act. 

« My object in writing to you is merely to suggest the 
propriety of having this matter properly adjusted before the 
passage of the new bill, so as to prevent all further dispute. 
k is no more than right that there should be a proper uu- 
derstanding between the Government and the persons serv- 
ing it.” 


Mr. BOUTWELL. 


Thave been aware of this 


and the Government; but there never-was really 
but one side to it. Section seventy-four of the 
original law, following section sixty-eight, in 
which is set forth the duty of manufacturers to 


~ stegds and $600 of income? 


make returns, is in these words: > | 
“Phat the viluc and quantity of the gouds, wares, and | 


= 


merchandise required to be stated, as aforesaid, and sub- 
ject to an ad valorem duty, shall be estimated by the actual 
sales made by the manufacturer”? 

The universal rule in regard to manufacturers 
has been to require them to pay upon their sales, 
It has been so in reference to the levy of a tax upon 
railroads, upon. their. dividends. We have. re- 
quired them to deduct the three percent. paid to the 
Government from the gross amount of the divi- 
dends, whether paid to individuals or the gross 
amount considered together. ‘Thisisan ad valorem 
duty, and is to be ascertained by thë value of the 
article to be taxed, and therefore this would be a 
departure from the universal policy of the law, 
and would be attended with great inconvenience. 

Mr. ANCONA. I wish to call attention to the 
fact that this is a specific duty, and not an ad 
valorem duty; and therefore the same rule will not 
apply. r 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Chairman, 
we are about closing this section which concludes 
the taxation of articles. I desire to offer au 
amendment to it. My amendment is to add the 
following: ; 

On tobacco in leaf, corn, wheat, hops, rye, barley, beans, 
peas, oats, bay, hemp, wool, and all other articles of do- 
mestic growth which are recognized in trade as articles of 
commerce, When sold in quantities of not less than $100 
value, a duty of oue per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. Chairman, none of the articles referred to 
in this amendment are included in the bill. Cer- 
tainly, if we desire revenue, it isa most singular 
and significant omission. If my amendment 
shall be adopted by the committee, taking the 
census of 1860, which I hold in my hand, as the 
basis of an estimate, it would produce a revenue 
of between forty and fifty million dollars. Now, 
sir, having reference to the fact that this bill omits 
alltax upon agricultural products, 1 should be 
derelict to the constituents wham I represent if 
I did not make an effort, which ean only be made 
on this oceasion and at this period of the con- 
sideration of the bill, to include these agricul- 
tural products. 

Sir, we desire to raise a revenue of $300,000,000 
by this law. By omitting this great interest of 
the country, the paramount interest of the coun- 
try, we necessarily increase the burdens which 
the commercial and manufacturing interests are to 
bear. I see no reason why one of the three great 
interests of the country should be entirely ex- 
empted from bearing its just, fair, and cquitable 
proportion of the burdens that grow out of this 
war. AsI said before, the city of New York will 
pay two thirds of the whole revenue to be derived 
from this law if it passes without the amendment 
I have offered. Why thisomission? Is itbecause 
the majority is afraid to offend the farming inter- 
ests of the country at this time? I desire to know 
why it is that this great interest of the country is 
allowed to go entirely free from taxation. -I de- 
sire toknow why the manufacturing interest, why 
the positively productive interest of the country 
is to be entirely broken down by this addition of 
tax. Those who produce everything by manual 
labor are to get nothing but taxation, and those 
who produce nothing by manual labor are to get 
everything. Withoutany expectation, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the majority of the committee will con- 
curin my proposition, froma sense ofduty to those 
I represent, and to be consistent in my course, I 
have offered thisamendment for the consideration 
of the committee. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from New York is very much mistaken if 
he supposes that the agricultural interests are not 
taxed. Every one of the articles which he enu- 
merates is included in the income tax that is laid’ 
upon the farmer, and goes to make up a portion 
of his income which is taxed. Besides that we 
have laid an additional tax of $20,000,000 on the 
farming interest of this country, which is entirely 
distinct from all other taxeslaid. F think, therc- 
fore, that the agricultural interests of the country 
soat a full proportion of all the taxes to be borne 
at ail. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. May I ask the 
gentleman whether under the proposition of tax- 
ing the income a majority of farmers will not.be 
exempt by the limitations that exempt home- 
Will not that in the 
main leave farmers entirely free from the pay- 
ment of income tax? 


EVE f do not think so. 
that the farmers in my district pay a very consid- 
erable income tax. f think that over fifty thou- 
sand dollars have been paid in my district alone 
last year, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Will the gentle- 
man allow me another question? If that be so, 
why Is it that the manufacturing and commercial 
classes are*not only obliged to pay income tax, 
but are also obliged to pay a direct tax upon their 
products and matters of trade? 

Mr. STEVEN They are not taxed in the | 
way the gentleman mentions. 3 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Yes,sir. Every 
article that is manufactured, even down to the 
article of soft soap, every article. going into the 
most ordinary use in household affairs, is taxed 


directly. 

Mr, STEVENS. We have laid a direct tax 
upon real estate. The manufacturer has Hite | 
real estate, and this direct tax falls almost exclu- | 
sively upon the agricultural portions of the coun- | 
try. We tax the farmers also on their incomes; 
and if the farmer consumes all he raises, it is for 
the purpose of paying the expenses of something 
else, which again pays income. f maintain, there- 
fore, that ander this Jaw the farmer will pay as 
mach as he did before, and as much, perhaps, in | 
proportion to his ability, as those of other oceus 
pations. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to amend theamend- | 
ment by striking out the word “ beans.” i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ken- | 

tucky will confine himself strictly to his amend- 
ment, [Laughter] 
Mr. MALLORY. Well, sir, T think E should 
ire a litle larger latitude than that. I move 
ta strike out all the articles mentioned in the 
amendment. 

Isee no reason why these articles should be 
inserted in the bill. Nor do l see any force to 
the arguments of the gentleman from New York. 
Asthe honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
(Mr. Stevens] has said, the farmer is taxed far | 
more in this bill than he was before. And Ebe- 
lieve when you come to investigate it you will 
find he is taxed ruore than those engaged in any | 
other pursuit. His income, as the gentleman 
from Pennsyivania has remarked, over $600 is 
taxed five per cent. His horses are taxed, and 
by the direct tax upon the real estate of te coun- 
try, $20,000,000 is paid into the ‘Treasury of the 
United States. This direct tax falls almost ex- 
clusively upon the farmer, ` 

Then, sir, if a tax is laid upon the products 
of the farm, which enter into the consumption of | 
every manufacturer, and of every man, however 
employed, in the country, the tax upon the farm- 
ev is paid no more by him thanby the manufac- 

urer and the tradesman. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to suggest also to 
the gentleman that the farmer, as a consumer of 
manufactured goods, also pays his proportion of | 
the tax on manufactures, 

Mr. MALLORY. [ was just coming to that. 
Tt is true that the manufactures which the gen- 
tleman thinks are so enormously taxed by this 
bill are used by the farmer, and that the farmer 
contributes his proportion toward the payment 
of that tax. The products of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, the iron, which gentlemen complain of 
being unduly taxed, is consumed ina great meas- 
ure by the farmers of the country. They can- 
not obtain a plow, nor a single agricultural im- 
plement, which has not paid its tax in the shape 
of iron, ‘Their clothing is manufactured in the 
East, and they pay the tax upon that. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Let me ask th 
gentleman this question, whether the manufactur- 
ing and trading classes are not also consumers, | 
and whether they, too, are not obliged to pay all | 
these taxes which the gentleman says are paid by 


Mr. STE S. 


H 


armers, in addition to the taxes imposed direcly | 
ou the asiness ? HI 
Mire MALLORY. Thatis the very point Ii 


was un, f wasgoingon to remark that the farmer 
pays his proportion of the tax imposed on the iron 
of Pemmaylvania, whieh the gentlemen from Penn- 
sylvania complain so much of, and which E will 
warrant they will see themseives protected in 
when we come to the tarif; so that they will lose | 
nothing by it, although the farmers, who are | 
obliged to use the implements made from thatiron, 
willlose, Ifthe gentemam from New York will į 


“tax now isa small one indeed. 


Paty 
i 
i of the val 


il his amendme 


A ; Wier ine | 
impose a duty amounting to inhibition, when we | 


come to the tariff bill; upon all the articles men- 
tioned in his amendment, there might, perhaps, 
be some propriety init, aithough in that case he 
would only i: se the cost of these articles to 
the consumer, 

Itis not because I desire the farmer to go free 
from taxation, nor beeanse this tax would be pe 
enliarly bardeusome to the farmer, that I oppose 
the gentleman's amendment. Iv is because it 


ia 


ire 


will go to raise the price of these necessary arti- | 


cles of food, whieh go.into the consumption of 
all classes, rich and poor. [vis for that reason J 
oppose the amendment. | ` 

The amendment was rejec 

Mr KASSON. Mr. Chairman, | wish atthis 
stage of the bill to ofer the following amendment, 
which } think more properly comes in here than 
anywhere clse: 

Insert the following $ 

And be it further ena 3 Thartbere shall be levied and 
coliveted on al sales of real estate a duty of one quarter 
of one per cent, on the amount of such sales, returns of 
which shall be made and duties collected under regalations 
to be provided by the See y of the Pre ye 

This, Mr. Chairman, is intended to reach anim- 
portanth 
try. liwillprobably realize 
totwe, and perhaps thrive mi 
it be adopted by the committee: ftis wellknown 
that the objects which ses of the most intelli- 
gent gentlemen of the country have had in view 
of yenlizing our tax lidirectly on the transfers of 
property tn ail the various forms are not reached 
by the bill new pending before the House, or the 
one enacted into daw, f think itimportantin re- 
gård to an interest like this that we should realize 
from it a pordou of the revenue of the country. 
It proposes net to tax land asa productive or an 
unproductive investmentin thecountry, bat it pro-s 
poses to tux the transfer ofa thle from one party 
to another, a percentage so smali thatit ean hardly 
be felt by this interest. 

Mr. PRUYN. Does this include auction sales 
as wall as private series of real estate? 

Mr. KASSON. Auction sales are otherwise 
provided for as a tax upon the auction interest. 
Itis proposed to reach these transactions of trans- 
fers of title to real estate, and thas to collect from 
the money paid or agreed to be paid a ŝmali per- 
centage as a pertion of the revenue upon which 
the country mostly depends. l have consulted 
with gentlemen upon both sides of the House, 
and it is regarded es likely to yield a large sum 
without affecting this interest injuriously. 

I desire that ime may be given for the fullest 
consideration of the amendment. If it be now 


ye 


a new section: 


somew here frorn one 
ion doliarsa year if 


2 


l adopted and on farther consideration it should 
| not be eousidercd proper it may be stricken out | 


in the House. 
Mr. PROYN. Task the gentleman to insert 
in his amendment the words “otherwise than at 
auction.” i 
Mr. KASSON. 
* otherwise than by 
Mr. PRUYN. Ti 
Mr. MALLORY. 


I bave no objection to saying 
neers.?? 
at will do. 


Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 


| man from lowa says that the amendment he pro- 


poses is not offered in any way as a lax upon 
real estate, but simply as a tax upon the transfer 
of real estate. EP will remark to the gentleman 


that if he will look to the bill ke wili find that the | 


transfer of realestate 
and form in which it ean be te 
Mr. KASSON. There is no 
tax upon the deed. 
Mr. MALLORY. There is a tax upon the 
deed, there is a tax upon the will, there is a tax 


taxed inevery wa 


ay, shape, 
xed. 


except a small 


upon every way, shape, and form in which real! 


estate can be transferred. f 

Mr. KASSON. {his covers simply the cases 
which are not covered by the existing law. The 
Ona deed cover- 
ing the valuc of $1,000 the tax now.1s only the 
trifling sum of onc dollor. ifmy proposition be 
adopted of a tax of ove quarter of one per cent. 
it will be only $2 50 on the transfer of property 

ge of 41,900. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ifthegendeman will modify 
th es of all kinds 


t wH object to iL 


+o e 


of property į do not a 
The gentleman argues i 
fer of real estate it will increase the revenue of 
the Goverument enormousiy; and if that be so, 
then by applying it to the sales of all kinds of 


know th 
hatif applied to de trans- 


Herest, especially inthe cities ofthe couns | 
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eof the Gov- 


HEE 


ntroduce-a 


port the Government, 

mainly who speculate in'real estute. 

touch the farmer atah. 
Mr. MALLORY. 


gentleman commencing hissystenm-bytalsing real 


I do not like to sea the 


estate to begin on, Tam-afraid that if he suc- 
ceeds in this now, that will be the last:we. shall 
ever hear of the matter, and then we shall have 
an income tax, a. direet tax, tax on imported 


| goods, and this tax on sales and transfers of real 


estate where the amount is over one thousand 
dollars. : TE 

Mr. MORRILL. I movetoamend theamend- 
ment by striking out the last three words. 

Mr. WILSON. | I desire, with the permission 
of the gentleman from Vermont, toask a question 
of the gentleman from Lowa. l 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to any interruptions. 

Mr. MORRILL. As Í am utterly apposed to 
the system which the gentleman from lowa pra- 
poses to inaugurate, 1 object to his inaugura- 
ting it at all and especially in this mode. “The 
present bill proposes to tax all transfers of Jand 
by a stamp tax as high as we have thought it 
proper to make it—that is to say, fifty cents on 
every $109. In addition to that,.all sales made 
by auctioneers are charged. with one-half of-one 
per cent.; and in addition to that, all successions 
and legacies are to be taxed, and heavily taxed, 

The policy of the people of the United States 
is to allow everybody to dealin land, and to leave 
the transfer of the title to land as unrestricted as 
possible. It may be otherwise in England where 
they do not desire that men generally should be- 
come landholders. But thus far the practice in 
our country has been to leave all men at fall lib-” 
erty to obtain possession of land and to place no 
obstacle in thelr way by imposing a heavy tax 
upon transfers, or by excessive stamp dutiés, or 
in any other manner whatever. 

Now, the purpose which the gentleman has 
distinctly announced is to inaugurate a (ax apon 
sales. { desire to say that if he shall inaugurate 
that system he will inflict a heavier blow upon 
the West than they have ever before received, 
How will the system operate? If a tax were to 
be imposed on sales, then the articles produced 
inthe West and which have to find a market upon 
the sea board, if they should pass through the 
hands of more persons than one, would be taxed 
upon every transfer. Now, gentlemen familiar 
with the commerce of the country, understand 
perfectly well that flour and most of the products 
of the West, in making their way to the market, 
puss through several hands, ‘Then, to-tax these 
articles upon every transfer, would interfere with 
the free commerce of the country.. J think the 
system would be a very injurious one, especially 
to the West; but as I think there is no particular 
danger of the committee adopting the proposi- 
tion, E will not consume any further time. 

Mr. KASSON. 1 do not wish to be understood 
as proposing this amendment with distinct refer- 
ence to the inauguration of a general system now, 
i said | was personally in favor of such a system 
in reference toland, because I thought that if you 
imposed upon transfersa tax less than that origin- 
ally paid to an agent for effecting the same thing, 
you would not interfere with the employment of 
intermediates at all.. Here is a large interest in- 
volved in the transfer of real estate, of town lots 
and other realestate, in cities particularly, which 
ought to be reached by this act. 

Mr. WILSON. 1 wish to ask my collengue a 
question in this connection, I understood him to 
say that this tax would uot fall upon the farmer 
in transferring his farm. 1 wish to know how 
that van be? 

Mr. KASSON. I did not say so. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to know if the tax 
would not fall upon every man, be he the holder 
of city property or agricultural lands, who trans- 
fers hig lands? i 

Mr. KASSON. Itisevident that the man who 
selis real estate will pay one quarter of one per 
cent. upon his sales; but Í say it will vot often 
fall upon farmers, because they are notemployed 
in speculating in real estate, but in using it for 
increased production. In my State and in Idaho 


1838 


AL GLOBE. _ 


_ THE CONGRESSION 


April 28, 


the man who sells real estate employsan agent to | 


sell and a lawyer to make out the deed, and he 
pays to them much more than I propose here. It 
is a very light tax, and as I do not propose to 
assess it unequally on any portion of the country, 
of course it must cover the farmer who gets sick 
of his real estate and wishes to sell it as well as 
it is imposed upon the dealer in real estate in the 
city: 

i think that when we are searching through the 
country for the interests that may most easily 
bear the burdens of taxation, no gentieman should 
rise in his place here and ask to have an interest 
exempted which can bear a tax. It is upon this 
ground that I have asked the imposition of a tax 
upon sales of real estate, which is very light in its 
amount, but which in its aggregate will yield a 
very Considerable sum to the Treasury of the 
United States. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would ask the gentleman 
whether, if this tax is to be imposed, we could 
not more directly and certainly reach it by in- 
creasing the stamp tax? 

Mr. KASSON. Thegentleman from Vermont 
is mistaken, I find, in reference to the amount of 
the stamp tax. It is not, as he says, fifty cents 
for every $500, but if the consideration reaches 
$500 it is one tenth of one per cent. only. 

Mr. MORRILL. We have agreed to raise it 
to fifty cents for every $500. 

Mr. KASSON. That, of course, will tend to 
equalize it. I think the words *‘ except when 
sold by an auctioneer’’ should be introduced into 
the section, : 

Mr. WILSON. I would ask my colleague 
whether, if we adopt this tax upon sales of real 
estate, we may expect any aid from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in striking aut the 
one hundred and seventy-third section of this bill, 
which proposes to impose for this year a direct 
tax which will impose a very heavy and unequal 
burden upon the agricultural interests of the 
West? 

Mr. KASSON. I cannot answeras to that now. 
When that subject shall be taken up, I shall be 
ready and eager to engage in the discussion. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. I will modify my amendment 
by inserting the words ‘except when sold by 
auctioneers;”? and in support of that I wish to 


Ba 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis merely a modifica- 
tion, and the gentleman is not entitled to the floor 
to speak upon it. 

Mr. THAYER, Iam very much surprised 
that the proposition made by the gentleman from 
Towa. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania offer an amendment? If not, no 
further debate is in order. 


Mr. THAYER. 


teman from lowa. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thatis merely a modifi- 


cation of his original proposition, and is notopen j! pe, and hereby are, exempt from duty. 


to debate, 

Mr. THAYER. I move, then, to reduce the 
amount to one eighth, f have been much sur- 
prised that the proposition made by the gentle- 
man from Towa has not met with more favor from 
the House, [think there is no interest which 
would feel an imposition of this kind less than 
the one which has been referred to. ‘The answer 
that has been made to it that there is an imposi- 
tion of a stamp tax upon the transmission of real 
estate is NO answer at all, because we all know 
that the stamp duties upon deeds of conveyance 
which convey property, the consideration of 
which is not large, are exceedingly light. It is 
not until you get up to a very large sum that the 
stamp tax upon deeds amounts to anything at all 
worth considering. 

Mr, MORRILL, I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania that the Committee of 
Ways and Means propose to modify the stamp 
duty on conveyances, so that it will be fifty cents 
upon every $500. 

Mr. THAYER, I[think, sir, that the imposi- 
tion ofa tax upon sales of real estate, even with 
an jnereased duty upon stamps, wili not be felt 
by those who are engaged in the business of real 
estate brokers, nor will ii be felt materially by 
those who wish te sell their estates. 


r Tam going to speak in oppo- | 
sition to the last amendment proposed by the gen- } 


|m any other way. 


| impose no tax which will be so light. 


| 
i 
i 


k willi: 


amount to an exceedingly small tax upon the sale 
of real estate, and will not be felt seriously by 
those who wish to sell their real estate. It will 


| be paid at times and in a manner which will not 


make it an unpopular tax. It will raise a very 
large amount of revenue, and for that reason I 
think that the propositions of the gentleman from 
lowa [Mr. Kasson] is an exceedingly good prop- 
osition and ought to be adopted. 

Mr. KASSON. Irise to oppose the amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and | 


to say that we have already in committee determ- 
ined to lay a tax of one quarter of one per cent. 
upon the sales made by auctioneers. Now, if the 
party sells his own property, why should he not 
pay the same-tax of a quarter of one per cent.? 
You withdraw from auctioneers their legitimate 
business unless you equalize this thing, by im- 
posing the same,tax when the sales.are made 
I submit to the committee 
that the tax is not only very smal! in itself, but 
that the principle of it is adopted already in the 
direction which Lhave named, and that you can 
In my 
State there are gentlemen living abroad who own 
from one hundred and fifty to two hundred thou- 
sand acres of land, holding it purely for the pur- 
pose of speculation. When they sell that land, 
I ask whether they should not pay so light a tax 
upon that sale? lam in favor of imposing this 
tax upon real estate, because if it hasany tend- 
ency at all, it tends to encourage the farmer to 
continue in the cultivation of the soil, iustead of 
entering into speculations in real estate. 

Mr. MORRILL. If there is any merit at all 
in the proposition it can be reached much better 
in the stamp duties, and therefore l am opposed 
to the proposition, 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw 
my amendment to the amendment, 

The question was taken on Mr. Kasson’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 


The ninety-fifth section of the bill was read, as 


| follows: 


Sec: 95. and be it further enacted, That newspapers, 
shingles, Jaths, staves, hoops, shooks, headings, and tim- 
ber partially wroughtand unfinished for chairs, tubs, pails, 
hubs, spokes, snathes, lasts, shovel and fork bandles, um- 
brela stretchers, charconl, alcohot made or manufactured 
of spirits or materials upou which the duties imposed by 
law shall have been paid, plaster or gypsum, malf, burning 
fluid, printers? ink, flax prepared for textile er felting pur- 


į poses until actually woven, marble and slate, or other 
building stones in block, rough and aewronght, charcoal, | 


coke, all flour apd meal made from grain, bread and bread- 
stuffs, butter, eheese, concentrated milk, paratiine, whale 
and fish oil, bullion used inthe manntaeture of silverware 
siiver buliion rolled or prepared tor platers’ use exclusively 
materials prepared for the manufacture of boop skirts ex 
clusively and unfit for other use, (suchas steely 
tempered, or covered, cut tapes and smat! wares for joining 
hoops together,) shall be, and bere e, exempl froni duty; 
and also, all goods, w: ai 
made or manufactured from materials 
subject to and upon which internal duties have been ac- 
tually paid, or materials imported upon which duties have 
been paid, or upon which no duties have been imposed by 
law, where the increased value of such goods, wares, or 
merchandise, and articles so made or manufactured, shall 
not exceed the amount of five per cent. ad valorem, shall 


Mr. COX. I move to amend that section by 
striking out the words * whale and fish oil,” 
Other oils are taxed inthis bill,and Ido notknow 
any reason why whale and fish oil should be made 
an exception. Perhaps the Committeeaf Ways 
and Means can give us a satisfactory reason. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Charman, I move to 
amend the ninty-fifth section by inserting the 
word “lard.’? 1 wish to say in support of this 
proposition, that if it is right to exempt whale 
and fish oil to subserve one particular interest in 
this country, I know no good reason why the 
lard interest should notalso be protected. These 
products of whale and fish oil and lard oil come 
into direct competition with cach other; and if 
one class of articles is exempt from duty the 
other should certainly be also exempt. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire again to call 
the attention of the committee to the fact that un- 
der the reciprocity treaty all these articles come 
into this country free; and it would be manifestly 
unjust to tax them, so long as they come in free 
from Canada. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 
was rejected. 


re, rolled, | 


pand articles | 
have been | 


Mr. KASSON, I move to insert the following 
as an additional section: ; 

And be it further enacted, That every person, firm, or cor- 
poration who shall have made any contract prior to the 
passage of this act and without other provision therein, 
upon payment of the additional duties imposed upon arti- 
cles to be delivered under such contract, is hereby author- 
ized and empowered to add to the prices thereof so much 
money as wil be equivalent to the additional duties here- 
by imposed on such articles, and shall be entitled by virtue 
hereof to be prid and to sue for and to recover the same 
accordingly: Provided, That where the United. States is 
the purchaser under such prior contract, the certificate of 
the proper officer of the department by which the contract 
was made, showing, according to regulations to be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, the articles so 
purchased by the United States and liable to such additional 
duties, shall be taken and received so far as the same is 
applicable in-discharge of the additional duties on the arti- 
eles socontracted to be delivered tothe United States and 
actually delivered according to such contract. 


Mr. Chairman, this section corresponds with 
a section enacted for a similar purpose by the 
English Parliament, and is only modified to meet 
the cases that now exist touching contracts with 
the Government of the United States where the 
duties are paid to the United States and where 
they can oly be got back by a long and trouble- 
some process, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from lowa 
designate the particular section of the old Jaw 
which substantially accomplishes the same pur- 
pose of this section in the bill? 

Mr. KASSON. I have notthe law before me. 
However, I recollect it is on page 63, but I will 
not be certain. ` 

Mr. GRISWOLD. 
referred to by the gentleman. 

age. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
referred to is: ‘ 

“And provided further, That the taxes on all articles man- 


ufactured and sold in pursuance of contracts bona fide made 
before the passage of this act shail be paid by the pur- 


I hold in my hand the law 
Itis on the 65th 


The language of the act I 


; Chasers thereof, under regulations to be established by the 


Commissioner of Internal Revenuc.”? 

Now I submit whether it would not be safer 
and better to preserve the old language than to 
adopt the new. Í have not heard that there was 
any difficulty in placing a proper construction upon 
the existing law, and it is certainly better to re- 
tain phraseology which has received interpreta- 
tion than to adopt new language. I suggest, there- 
fore, that, with the exception of the last clause 
which applies to Government contracts, the lan- 
guage of the existing law be retained. 1 have no 
criticism to make upon the language used by the 
committee; but that of the old law is terse and 
explicit, and I hope jt wili not be changed. 

Mr. KASSON. Under the old law, the ofi- 
cers have had to collect these taxes from two dif- 
ferent partics, both from the manufacturer aud 
the vendee or purchaser of the goods. In many 
instances they have had great difficulty in reach- 
ing the goods after they have passed into the 
hands of the consumer. 

As the proposition is now put, you collect the ` 
entire tax from the manufacturer, giving him the 
right to coilect it from the purchaser if the goods 
have been previousiy contracted for, "This ren- 
ders the collection of the tax mach casier and more 
simple. 

Mr. GANSON. [ask the gentleman by vir- 
tue of what authority, constitutional or other- 
wise, you may confer the right upon one person 
to commence an action against another person for 
the collection of a tax due to the General Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. KASSON. By virtue of the same law by 
which we coilect taxes directly of the purchaser. 
We simply collect them of the manufacturer, giv- 
ing him a remedy against the purchaser, 

Mr.GANSON. Inthe first place, you change 
the contract, 

Mr. KASSON, No,sir; you no more change 
the contract than when you coilect the tax di- 
rectly against the purchaser, 

Mr. GANSON. It may be proper to hold the 
article itself for the tax, and to proceed in rem 
against that. Á 

Mr. KASSON. I say to the gentleman that 
the English system includes exactly the same 
principle we-have adopted in this section. 

Mr. GANSON. But the English Government 
does not exist under our Constitution, 

Mr. KASSON. © Our Constitution contains 
nothing touching the objection which the gentle- 
man makes, lt prohibits the Slates from passing 
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laws impairing the obligations of contracts; but 
it places no such prohibition upon the General 
Government. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I move to strike out the 
proviso, for the purpose of saying a word in ref- 
erence toit, Under the proviso which was read 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Houman,] 
the Department is able, as far as I know, to col- 
lect these taxes, The manufacturer who hascon- 
tracts to deliver goods will find it for bis interest 
to give notice to the assessor concerning goods 
which he is to deliver under’a contract made prior 
to the passage of the law, and the assessor must 
then look to the purchaser of the goods for the 
tax. 

Although we had some litte diffculty at first, 
there being a difference of opinion as to the proper 
constraction of this provision, it was finally de- 
termined, upon the opinion of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, that the tax must be levied upon the pur- 
chaser where contracts existed at the date of the 
passage of the law. I believe we have been able 
to collect the taxes without difficulty under that 
proviso, and I think it would be wiser on the 


whole to restore that language and go on as we | 


have been doing. i 

Mr. KASSON. It would appear from the 
statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
that there was difficulty at the beginning as to the 
construction of this provision. From the nature 
of things they cannot tell in the office of Internal 
Revenue how much has been lost by allowing 
goods to go into the hands of the purchaser. it 
Is not always perfectly practicable to trace the 
goods after they have gone out of the hands of 
the manufacturer. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. [will now withdraw my 
amendment to the amendment, and move to strike 
outall of the proposition of the gentleman from 
lowa except the latter clause, and to insert in lieu 
thereof as follows: 

That the taxes on articles manufactured and sold in pur- 
suanee of contracts bona fide made before the passage of 
this act shall be paid by the purchasers thereof under reg 


g- 
Wations to be established by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. 


‘Theamendmentto theamendment wasagreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON, For the purpose of en- 
abling me to submit a rematk or two, } move to 
strike out the last word of the clause. 1 under- 
stund that, upon motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, the provision in the old law has 
been substituted for this section. Now, I am 
opposed to this whole system of legislation, and 
1 hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

I am opposed to a system by which taxes pro- 
fessedly imposed upon one class of people shall 
be shifted to another. As was said last night of 
the rule of taxation upon gas companies, It isa 
sham, it is a device by which that is done which 
is not professed to be done. F think: that it con- 
wavenes the plainest principles of the Constitu- 
tion, though my friend from lowa (Mr. Kasson] 
can find no objection to it. There isa rule, if 
nota rule of the Constitution, yet a rule of law, 
a rule of justice, that taxes of this kind shall be 
uniform in their operation. Yet you propose to 
shift froma particular class of people upon whom, 


and not upon the otherclass, you professed toim- | 


pose the tax. You except the class of individ- 
uals upon whom you profess to levy the tax, 
And worse than that, by the amendment. of the 


gentleman from Iowa you give the man upon ji 


whom you profess to put the tax a right of action 


against the purchaser from him, ft is not right, | 


it is not fair legislation. It is not open. It does 


notdo what it professes todo; andl am opposed |! 


to the whole system. 

If gentlemen say that men have made improvi- 
dent contracts, then that may bea good reason for 
not putting the tax on; but if the tax is to be put 
on it ought to be put upon him and not upon the 
purchaser. I know in some cases that it will 
work harshly; but Ido not think itis right to 
violate a great principle because injury may fol- 
low to some individealsfrom itsaction. Ido not 
think. 1t ought to bedone. Ifamanmakesacon- 
tract to deliver a particular thing at a particular 
time he taies the chance of the Government im- 
posing a tax as well as he does the rise in the 
market. If you think it isa hardship, isit nota 


greater hardship to make the purchaser. pay it? | 
You do not propose to enable him to charge in i! 


all the ramifications of his business the increased 
price. You violate a sound principle of legisla- 
tion, you violate justice; but if this system is to 
be adopted I hope the gentleman will mature a 
plan by which in all the ramifications of trade the 
same principle will be applied. i 

Mr. BLAINE. Lask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly. | 

Mr. BLAINE. I wish to show the medein 
which it operates upon one or two subjects which 
fell under my observation in my own district. 
The Government of the United States will make 
a contract for the delivery of certain descriptions 
of goods, and then impose a higher tax. The 
contracts have been made by the manufacturers 
upon the lowest figures. They set to work; but 
are met with this tax. The Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue has decided that the purchaser 
shall pay the tax. The Government of the United 
States being the purchaser, acknowledges its ob- 
ligation to pay the tax, but the mode adopted by 
the officers of the Government is an expensive one 
to the contractor. They have to pay the tax, and 
then come up amoné other clamorous claimants 
to get it paid back to them from the Treasury. 
li looks hke most blatant injustice that the Gov- 
ernment shall make a contract and then levy five 
or ten per cent, additional tax upon the contractor. 
That would be a great fraud upon the part of the 
Government. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Certainly; that -would 
work a great injustice. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. KASSON. Irise to reply to the remarks 
|; of the gentleman from Ohio. He waived the 
force of his argument when he admitted that the 
operation of his proposition would necessarily be 
harsh. 1 understand that to mean that if his 
principle was adopted it would produce injus- 
tice in many cases. That being the case, we fall 
back upon the question whether this Government 


justice between man and man, in their contracts 
j in the community. 

In relation to the other part of his argument, 
in which be develops more entirely his idea, and 
upon a broader basis, I think that where the 
Government interposes in the relation between 
contractors or contractor, it is the duty of the 
Government at the same time that it interposes 
in these relations to take care that it docs not 
affect the relation in point of value established by 
the parties themselves. For example, we have 
here a right to impose a tax of ane hundred per 
cent. upon the articles to be delivered under eon- 
tract. The parties who engaged in that contract 
would enter into it with reference only to the 
ordinary fluctuation of price in the market or the 
ordinary variations in the taxes resulting from 
the ordinary course of things. 


| tinuance of war, an extraordinary condition of 


i just as applicable in the case of two or five per 
cent. advance as it would be if we imposed a tax 
|! of one hundred per cent. We touch therelations 


| ment in any essential degree, it is your duty to 
provide at the same time that the essential value 
of those relations shall be preserved between the 
parties, 

| Hence the language of the amendment as sug- 
i gested by the gentleman from Massachusetts, as 
| well as in my original proposition, is that, so far 
as you affect those relations and thus necessarily 
increase the value of the article in the market, that 
i part of the tax shall be collected from the pur- 
| chaser. I think the justness of it is evident, and 
was evinced by the action of the last Congress, 
and ought to be maintained by this Congress, 


drawn. - 
Mr. BOUTWELL. I was going to say to the 
committee that I find that thisamendment which 
; we have adopted is inappropriate in this: we have 
| in many cases advanced the duty from three to 
| five per cent., and it is questionable what the con- 
i struction of the amendment will be, whether it 
will cover the whole tax of five per cent., when 
| in reality we ought to place upon the purchaser 
only two percent. If the committee will allow 
me to offer two amendments at once, | will move 
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has the right, by its enactments, to effect an in- | 


i We are now im- j! 
| posing war taxes, taxes resulting from the con- 
[ai 

i 


| the country, and I submit that the principle is | 


between two contracting parties by our law, and j, 
| when you touch these relations by your enact- |: 


The amendment to the amendment was with- |! 


nserting the word “additional”? be- . 


to amend by i 
“imposed by thisact” 


fore taxes” and the words 
after “taxes.?? > - : 
Mr. STEVENS. Under the present law'the 
tax already imposed is paid by.the purchaser; if 
we make the additional tax paid by the purchaser 
we make the whole paid; and therefore “it is -all 
embraced by this clause. . i ; 
Mr. BOUTWELL. L think so; but I call the 
attention of the gentleman tò the case of a con- 
tract for the delivery of goods made ‘since ‘the 
passage of the law of 1862, and whichis now ex 
isting, and which was:madeé upon the basis of a 
three per cent. tax, but where a tax of five per 
cent. is levied. f 
Mr. PENDLETON. When we come ‘to the 
repealing clause repealing the old law he will 
find that as to a certain class of contracts made 
by that law the taxes will not be paid by the-pur- 
chaser. a 5 
-Mr. KASSON. I woald suggest that this 
amendment be reserved for future action ‘in order 
that we may have time to‘consider it, 
No objection being made, the amendment was 
reserved for future action. i 
Mr. AMES. I move toamend section ninety- 
five, in line fourteen, by striking out from the list - 
of articles exempt from duty the words “ mate- 
rials prepared for the manufacture of hoop skirts 
exclusively and unfit for other use, (such as steel 
wire, rolled, tempered, or covered, cut tapes and 
small wares for joining hoops together. ”) The 
effect of this amendment would be to subject these 
materials, of which there are some ten or fifteen 
tonsa day manufactured, to a tax. Under the 
old act, and under this, these articles escape the 
payment of any duty. A duty onthem will give ` 
from fifty to one hundred thousand dollars a year. 
l move to strike these words out of the section for 
the purpose of having this article included with 
those that pay five per cent. i 
Mr. MORRILL, Mr. Chairman, l desire to 
say to the committee and to the gentlentan from 
Massachusetts that.this subject was very fully 
considered and discussed when the original tax 
bill was passed. We found this to be the state 
of facts: that one party purchased the wire, im- 
ported it from abroad and rolled it, and sold it to 
another party who tempered it; another party 
wound it, and another party manufactured these 
small wires. Unless, then, we made this exception, 
we have to cut up every one of these small man- 
ufactares and concentrate the business in the 
hands of a single establishment. There is but 
oneestablishment that could go through the whole 
process of manufacturing the wire, tempering it, 
and covering it with thread, and manufacturing 
these small wires. These different branches of 
| the manufacture are now distributed over a wide 
|| field in the country, and if the amendment of the 
` gentleman from Massachusetts shall prevail it will 
break up every one of these small manufactories. | 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move to amend 
the ninety-fifth section by striking out in the 
seventh line the words ‘“‘ burning fluid.” 

I offer that amendment, Mr. Chairman, for the 
| purpose of asking the Committee of Ways and 


i Means for what reason they propose to exempt 
this article from taxation. We have imposed a 
very high tax upon oil and other articles of light, 
and 1 hope that by leaving this article exempt we 
are not about to bring back the use of this danger- 
ous article into our houses and public buildings. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 suggest to the gentleman 
from New York that this article already pays a 
tax of $2.50. Thereisa duty of $1 25 per gallon 
on spirits, which is equivalent to a duty of $2 50 
a gallon on burning fluid. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. We are in- 
creasing the tax on all these articlés, and I want 
to know from the committee upon what ground 
this is exempted? 

Mr. MORRILL. For the reason that the tax 
on alcohol already almost destroys the manu- 
facture of this article. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. At MYERS. [ think this would be a 
good time to get the House to reverse its decision 
on a matter which has. been most outrageously 
decided here. I moveto insert the words ‘crude 
i petroleum”? after the word “paraffine.”’ That 
| will exempt that article from taxation; and we 


i 
| 
| 
i 
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can then go back and reverse the decision made 
last evening, 


This is an interest as yetin its infancy; and by | 


impdsing a tax upon crude petroleum we are put- 


ting such a tax upon the small operators who are | 


boring for this article in all the country where it 
is to be found as will compel them to abandon 
the pursuit. 

It has been stated that this article was recently 
discovered in Michigan; but before this rebellion 
there were a number of wells in West Virginia. 
They are not operated now for the reason that 
people cannot get to them, so as to operate them 
profitably. By imposing a tax upon crude ne- 
troleum you are directly placing a heavy burden 
upon those men in my district, and in the district 
of my colleague, [Mr. Scoren] who are boring 
into the bowels of the earth to hunt this oil which 
is to make the faces of Congressmen and every- 
body else shine. [Laughter.] 

Now, sir, had the Committee of Ways and 
Means left the bill as it was, imposing a duty of 
twenty centsa gallon on refined oil, neither I nor 


any other person who represents this interest here | 


would have been so persistentin our efforts. It 
js no captious spirit which induces us to ask this 
small favor for these small operators. We ask 
jt in the interest of the Government, so that the 
Government shall lose no revenue. If you im- 


pose a tax of fifteen cents a gallon on the refined | 
article the consumption will be much greater, aud | 


the Government will derive more revenue, 

Lask the committee, then, to make this article 
ofcrude petroleum exempt in this section; itcomes 
inappropriately before “ whale and fish oil; and 
then we can go back to the other section and strike 
out the exorbitant tax there imposed. These 


wells are discovered principally in valleys. Some | 


of them produce one barrel a day and some of 
them produce a thousand barrels a day, but the 
small—— 
{Here the hammer fell.] a 

_ Mr, KERNAN, It seems to me that we 
should tiot now exempt crude petroleum. ‘This 
tax does not comé out of the man who digs the 
well bat out of the consumer, and certainly if we 


should tax itin any form we may tax icin the | 


crude form. This is a low tax, and I think it 
should be adopted, so as not to have petroleum 
go abroad free of taxation. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. 
draw his amendment. 

Mr. ANCONA. 1 object, and call for a di- 
vision, 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEVENS. [move toamend by striking 
out of the ninety-fifth section the words “steel 


wire, rolled, tempered, or covered,” so as netto | 


exempt those articles from duty. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ANCONA. I 
do now rise. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
‘The ninety-sixth section was read, as follow 


move that the committee 


Sec. 96. And he it further enacted, That there shalt be | 


s of real ¢ 
at nue 
r 


levied, collected, and paid on alt sal 
ndise, articles, or thing 
ing all sales of stocks, bonds, and ou 
oY one fourth of one per cent on the ge mount orsuch 
aad every auctioneer making such sales, as alore 
e end of each and every month, or within 
u diys thereafter, make alist or return to the assi 
or of the district of the gross amount of such 
ras aforesaid, with the amount of duty whieh has a 
crucd or should aeerue thereon, whieh iist shall have 
nexed thereto a declaration under oath or afficmation 
form and manner as may be preseribed by the Corautis 
sioner of Tntemal Revenue, that the same is tue aud cor- 
i, and shall at tie same time, as aforesaid, pay to uh 
‘lector or deputy collector the amount of duty or tax 
thereupon, dsatovesuid, andin default thercot shall ib- 
Jeet to and paya penalty ot $500. Inal ca of delin- 
queney in making said list or payment we a ment and 
col jon shall be made in the manner preseribed in the 
neral provisions of this aet: Provided, That no duty 
alh bodevied under the provision i 
by judicial ore i 


on, inelud- 


io publie sales made by executors or adininixtrators. 
Mr. HOLM Í move to amend by inser 
ingin the proviso, before the words ‘executi 


and administrators, the word “ wuardians.?? fri 


st that if we exempt exe 
trates? sales from the prov 
ton guardians’ sales should be ¢ 

Mr. UPSON. 1 would inquire from the gen- 
Ueman whether ‘ other persons” do not include 
guardians? 


uiors and ad- 
fan of this sec- 


Task my colleague to with- } 


eeurities, a duty | 


Is 


this scetion npoir | 
making aucon | 
of any court, nor i; 


concerned. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. 
ing in the same proviso the word “ trustees. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, I move to 
amend the section by striking out“ one fourth of 
one per cent.,”? and inserting in Heu thereof one 
eighth of one pèr cent.” I think the tax is rather 
excessive as against auctioneers. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
the other side are somewhat anxious to get home. 
I therefore move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. NORTON. 1 move to amend the section 
by striking out the whole proviso. I] cannot see 
why a man who holds a mortgage or trust upon 
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man who sells his own property. 
|} The amendment was rejected, 
J Mr. A. MYERS. 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to, 


] move that the committee 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurne, of [bnois, 
reported that the Conimiitee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union bad had under consideration, 
as a special order, the internal revenue bill, and 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 


five o’clock, p. m.,) the [Louse adjourned until 
Monday next at twelve o’clock, noon. 


IN SENATE. 

Monpay, April 25, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of Priday last was read and ap- 

proved, 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a message from the President of the United 
Sates, transmitting a copy of a communication 
from Lord Lyons to the Seeretary of State, on 
the subject of two British naval officers, who re- 
cently received medical treatment at the naval 
hospital at Norfolk, and recommending Congress 
| to consider the expedicney of allowing Surgeon 
Solomon Sharp to accept the piece of plate to 
which the communication refers, as an acknowl- 
| edgment of his services; which was referred to 
ii the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

4 Phe VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the 
f 


Senate a 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
p of the Senate of the 16th Instant, information in 


of the Treasury building; which was referred to 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SUMNER, 
dry citizens of the United States, asking for an 
amendment of the Constitution so as to acknowl- 
edge Alimehty God, and also to create a Chris- 
tian Government in the spirit ef the preamble to 
the Constitution. f move the reference of the 
memorial to the Commeéttee en the Judicia 

Tbe metion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER, 
similar to sev 
follows: 
© Phe under 

, believi 
dieu. gud 
DIREBT 


he 


i also offer another petition 
batj have already offered, as 


forever to 
nunon COUR 


sur eco 


‘from the Stati 
Maine, Obio, Verr 
lilinois, New Jersey, 
i shire, lowa, & i 
; past of the praye 
l the eousideration of a committee 
i ask its reference to th 
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‘relation toa proposed change of the south front i 


Mr. HALE presented the memorial of 5. W. 
Godon, commodore in the United States Navy, 
praying for relief from the alleged injustice done 
him by his being placed onthe retired list, under 
the act to further promote the efficiency of the 
| Navy, approved December 21, 1861; which was 


referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
Mr. HOW E presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin, in favor of the passage of 


i laws tending to encourage foreign emigration to 
; the United States; which was referred to the Com- 


mitteeon Agriculture, and ordered to be printed, 
PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. CONNESS, it was 
Ordered, That the petition of Fabius Stanley,a com- 
manderin the United States Navy, praying for relief from 
the alleged injustice done him hy being placed on the re- 
tired list, be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES., 


Mr. FOOT, from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred 
the memorial of James Casparis and others, in 
relation to the purchase of squares Nos. 687 and 
688 in the city of Washington, asked to be Qis- 


i charged from its further consideration; which was 
‘agreed to, 


And “then, on motion of Mr, ANCONA, (at i 


“Fle also, from the same committee, to whom 
woe referred a joint resolution (EZ. R. No. 66) 
setuingapart the old Hall of the House of Repre- 
sentatives asa hall of statuary, reported adversely 
thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. ` 


Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 
250) to amend the act entitled “An act making a 
grant of alternate sections of the public lands to 
the State of Michigan, to aid in the construction 
of certain railroads in said State, and for other 
purposes, approved June 8, i856; which was read 
i red to the Committee 


on Publie Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY agked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S.No. 
251) for the relief of John T. Jones, an Ottawa 
Indian, for depredations committed by white per- 
sons upon his property in Kansas Territory; 
which wa» read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Comurittee on Indian Affoirs. 

Mr. SUMNER asked, and by unanimous con- 


j sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury, į 


252) to provide for the adjustment of claims of 
ainst the United States since the com- 
nt of the present rebellion; which was 
read twice by its titie, referred to the Committee 


on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. SUMNER asked, and by unanimous con- 


i sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint resolu- 


: tion (S. No. 46) to facilitate commercial, postal, 
jand military communication among the several 
| Sutes; which was read twice by its title. 


Mr, SUMNER. [move that the joint resos 
lation be referred to the Committee on Miltary 


Affairs and the Militia, Phey have that subject 


“now under consideration, The joint resolution 


‘bears on the whole question of ri 


l ilroads. 
Mr. GRIMES. Lask forthe reading of the res- 


© olution, 


; to establish post roads,’ 


‘Lhe Secretary readit, Asthe Constitution con- 


fers upon Congress in express terms the power 
i s f 


“to regulate commerce among the several States, 
and ‘to raise and sup- 
pert ar 7 the joint resolution proposes toau- 
thorize ry railroad company in the United 
States whose road is operated by steam, its suc- 


; cessors and assigus, to carry upon and over its 


road, connections, boats, bridges, and ferries, ail 


freight, property, malis, passengers, troops, and 


“to any other State, and to receive compensation 


to the Committee on 
Muilta. 


or. 5 
Thel NG OPPICER, (Mr. Cuang in 
the chair Lhe joint resolu be referred 


rs and the 
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lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That as the Choctaw nation of Indians hits sig- 
nificd their. desire to return.to the protection and allegi- 
nce of the Government of the United States, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs be instructed to inquire into the 

- condition of that tribe, with the view-of ascertaining ifany 
further Jegislation be needed to seeure to them ang to the 
Government the same relations that existed before the re- 
bellion ; aud report by bill or otherwise. 


RAILROADS IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. WILKINSON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate joint reso- 
ution No, 17. 

Mr. GRIMES. There is a special order for 
half past twelve o’clock, and you have but a min- 
ute or two left. > 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire the morning 
business to be gone through with hefore we take 
up any bills for action. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I will state that this 
joint resolution has been before the Committee 
on Public Lands, and [ presume there will be no 
discussion about it. There is no appropriation 


of land in it, nor is there any appropriation of || 


money. Itmerely proposes to straighten. some 
lines of railroad in our State. It has been care- 
fully considered by the Committee on Public 
Lands. Some amendments were prepared by the 
‘chairman himself just before he went away. | 
wish to have it passed now in order that it may go 
-to the House of Representatives. F do not sup- 
pose there will be a word of opposition to it. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution (S. No, 17) relative to a cer- 
tain grant of lands fer railroad purposes made’ to 
the Territory of Minnesota in the year 1857. 
The Secretary procecded to read the joint res- 
olution; but was interrupted by 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It becomes 
the duty of the Chair now to call up the special 
order for half past twelve o’clock, being the mo- 
tion to appoint a committee of conference on the 
bill to provide a temporary government for the 
Territory of Montana; and upon that question 
the Senator from Wisconsin (Mr. Doorrrrie] is 
entitled to the floor. 
Mr. POMEROY. I hope the Senator will give 


way and let this joint resolution go through. 


Mr. WILKINSON. Iam sure the resolution | 


will be acted upon as soon as itis read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin yield the floor? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE., I give way if this matter 
will not lead to discussion, 

Mr. WILKINSON. I think there will be no 
discussion. ; ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The bill which 
is the special order for this hour will be laid aside, 
if there be no objection, for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding with the consideration of the joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 17) relative to a certain grant of 
lands for railroad purposes made to the Territory 
of Minnesota in the year 1857. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the joint 
resolution, which provides that the first section of 
an act making a grant of land to the ‘Territory of 
Minnesota, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in that Territory, 
and granting public lands, in alternate sections, 
to the State of Alabama, to aid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in that State, approved 
March 3, 1857, shall, without forfeiture to the 
State of Minnesota, or its assigns, of any rights 
or benefits under that act, be construed to au- 
thorize the location of the lines of railroad and 
branches specified in that act, without running or 
locating the same, or either of them, to or by the 
way of Crow Wing, or St. Peter. The branch 
line provided for in thatact to the navigable waters 
of the Red River of the North, via St. Cloud and 
Crow Wing, may be located and constructed upon 
any eligible route by way of St. Cloud or East St. 
Cloud to the navigable waters of the Red River 
of the North; and the line from Winona via St. 
Peter, to a point on Big Sioux river, may be lo- 
cated and constructed upon any eligible route from 
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Winona, via Mankato or St. Peter, to a pointon 
the Big Sioux river. The new locations.and lines 
when surveyed and-adopted, and the maps and 
plans thereof filed in the proper office, as required 
by the act of March 3, 1857; are to. confer -the 
sgme rights upon and benefits to the State of Min= 
nesota and its assigns In the new lines as if they 
had been originally located under the act of 1857. 
The provisions of the act of August 4, 1852, ‘to 
grant the right of way to all rail and plank roads 
and macadamized turnpikes. passing through the 
public lands belonging to the United States, are 
to be extended, so as to be applicable to these new 
lines of railroad. 

The Secretary of the Interior is to cause all even 
sections or parts of even sections of the public 
lands that may be brought within six mies of the 
new lines or parts of lines of railroad to be sold 
at the same price and in the same manner that 
might have been according to the act of 1857 upon 
the originally located route of railroad. All pur- 
chasers, or their heirs or assigns, within the six- 
mile limits of the originally located route, who 
shall be more than six miles from the new lines 
of route, and who have paid the sum of $2 50 an 
acre, may cither exchange their locations upon 
the line as first established to the new line, upon 
the same terms, in like quantities, andin the same 
manner as the line first established, ovat their op- 


| tion enter, without further payment, anywhere 


within the land districts in the State of Minnesota, 
an additional quantity of public lands subject to 
private entry, at gl 25 an acre, equal to the quan- 
tity entered by them at $2 50 per acre, so that the 
lands originally entered by them shall thus be re- 
duced to the rate of $1 25 per acre. The even 
sections of public lands, reserved to the United 
States by the act of March 3, 1857, along the 
originally located ronte of the lines of railroad 
and branch railroad, except where such sections 
shall fall within six miles of the new lines of road, 
and along which no railroad has been constructed, 
are hereafter to be subjectto sale, at $1 25 peracre. 

Upon the filing in the General Land Office of 
the lists of the railroad lands, in whole or in part, 
as now selected and certified in the General Land 
Office, with the certificate of the Governor of the 
State of Minnesota, under the scal of the State, 
that the State and its assigns surrender all claim 
to the lands thus certified, and that the same has 
never been pledged or sold or in anywise incum- 
bered, or if the same shall have been pledged or 
incumbered, shall also file in the General Land 
Office a good and sufficient release, disgharge, or 


satisfaction of such pledge, incumbrance, or liens, 
then the State of Minnesota or its assigns shall 


| be entitled to receive a ike quantity of land, se~ 


lected in Hike manner, upon the new lines of road 
as thus surrendered upon the first lines, and to the 
extent of six sections per mile in the aggregate 
for every mile of the new lines, according to the 
general provisions of the act of March 3, 1857. 
And it is to be the duty of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office to reoffer for public sale, 
in the usual manner, the lands embraced in these 
Jists of surrendered lands when duly filed in his 
office. i 

The time for the completion of the lines of rail- 
road and branches, specified and provided for in 
the act of March 3, 1857, is to be extended for 
the term of ten years from and after the 3d day 
of March, 1867. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands was after the word “route,” in the 
seventeenth line of the first section, to inscrt the 
words “east of Otter ‘Tail lake,” and after 
«s Cloud,” in line nineteen, to insert * St. Vincent, 
ons”? so as to make the clause read: 

And the said branch line of railroad in said act provided 
for, to the navigable waters of the Red f of the North 
via S be fucated and con- 
structed upon any el Tail fake, hy 
way of St, Cloud, or Bast Ba C . Vincent, on the 
said navigable waters of the Red River of the North. 

Mr. GRIMES. [rise simply in order to learn 
what this joint resolution is. If Lam correct. in 
my supposition, it is to change the line of a route 


that has already been established. 


Mr. WILKINSON: Yes, site: == : 
Mr. GRIMES. I should Hke to know how 


far it changes it. 


` Mr. WILKINSON, There are two changes 


made. . 


Mr. GRIMES. Whatis thedistance between | 


the line as already located and that: which is pro+ 
posed by the resolution under consideration? 


Mr. WILKINSON, There are two routes thé ~ 


line of which. it, is proposed to change. 
the maps before me, which explain the: whole: 


L have’, : 


matter. The first change proposed is in the north- < 


ern part of the State, releasing the company from 
running to a point called Crow Wing, as fixed 
in the original bill. They wish to shorten the 


line by going some thirty miles west. The result * 
will be to save thirty miles of road, and lessen the“ 
amount of public lands granted. | The other 


change is in a road in the southern part Of the 


State, running from Winona west by the way of 


St. Peter, Thatline of road-is not changed more” 


than fifteen miles; but-the effect is to savè cross- 
ing the Minnesota river twice, 

Mr. GRIMES. Ihave no objection to the joint 
résolution, and L do not see any objection to, it, 
unless it be in the fret that parties may have gone 
on after the line was located and bought the al- 


ernate sections from the Government’ at $2 50° 


an acre; and now if we authorize the road to be 
taken:froin them ‘and established upon another 
line we may be doing an injury to them. [do 
not know how that is. 

Mr. WILKINSON. The joint resolution pro- 
vides that where the line of the roads is changed 
so as tosbring land which has already been taken 
beyond the fifteen miles limit provided in the 


original bill the parties may relocate, as was pros | 


a : ie : ; 
vided Jast year in the joint resolution which passed, 


the Senate in relation to the grant.in Wisconsin, 


In such cases the parties may give up their old- 


locations and take new ones if they prefer to doso. 
The amendment was agreed to.) f 
The next amendment was in line thirty-three 


of section one, after the word © and’? to strike out 


“plans” and insert ‘* plats. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section two, lines 
seven and eight, to stike ont the words “so, às 
above,” and after “located”? to insert ‘as. pro- 
vided in this act,” so as tovreads 

And the same are hereby extended so as to be applicable. 
to the new lines of railroad’ to be located as provided in 
this act. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The nextamendment was in section three, lines 
six and seven, after the word * manner” to strike 
out “that have or might have been according to,” 
and to insert “as provided in,” so as to read “ to 
be sold at the same price and in the same man- 
ner as provided in the said act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line nine, of section 
three, before ‘railroads’? to insert “ said,” and 
after the word “ purchasers,’’ in the same line, to 
insert “of public lands of the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment wasin section four, lines 
eight and nine, after the word ‘ sale,” to strike 
out at $1 25 per acre,” and to insert ‘as other 
public lands similarly situated,” so as to reads 

And along which no railroad has been coustructed, shall 


hereafter be subject to sale as other public lands similarly ~ 


situated, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section five, line 
four, after the words “ General Land Office,”’ to 
insert “and situated more than fileen miles from 
the new lines, respectively, of roads provided for 
in this act;” so as to read: 

‘Phat upon the filing in the General Land Office of the sts 
of the said railroad lands, in whole or in part, as Low se- 
fected and certified in the General Land Office, and situ- 
ated more tban filigen miles from the new Hues, respect- 
ively, of roads provided for iu this act, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Thqgnext amendment was in seetion five, line 


“red ling, the proposed deviation, (dist 


| opersilons ia the Western departiment in connection with 


duty of the Commissioner. of the General Land 


ihe words “ new-lines,’” to sirike 
gto the general provisiotis,”’ and 
t to the conditions, restrictions, 
and Jinitalions in every respect; so asto read: 
And to Hie extent of six sections per mile’in the ag- 
gregate for every mile of the new Hues, subject to the con- 
ditions; restrictions, and limitations in every respect of the 
saldvact:of Marelr: 3, 1857. : ` Di cf 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was. in section five, line 
nty-thtee, before the. word “ sale,” to strike 
public,” s0 As to read, “and it shall be the 


teen; after 
‘accordion 


Offiée:to' réotfer for sale in the usual manner,” &e. 
“Phe amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment, was in section six, line 
five, to. strike out the word ‘ten’? and insert 
‘five,’ soasto read,‘ be, and the same is hereby, 
extended for the term of five years from and after 
the 3d day. of March, 1867.” 
he amendment was agreed to. 
< Mr RAMSEY. [received a great. number of 
reonstrances from the people of St. Peter, 
which.I presented to the committee when this bill 


wag before them, and they have had the matter || 


under consideration. Still, I feel it my duty 
to: move:this amendment, to strike out, of the first 
section, from the twentieth line, after the word 
s North,” down to the twenty-sixth line, includ- 
ing the word ** notwithstanding.” : 

Mr. POMEROY. Iam unable to hear what 
the amendment is. : ` 

Mr. RAMSEY. I move to strike out the 
words following ‘ North”? in the twentieth line 
of; section one, down to and including the word 
“notwithstanding”? in the twenty-sixth line of 
the first-section. Itis a provision for the change 
of the line ofthe roads. The people of St. Peter 
remonstrate against it. a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words 
proposed. to be strickeu out will be read. $ 

The Secretary read, as follows: R 

And the said line of railroad in sald act provided for, trom 
Winona, via St. Peter, to a point on Big Sioux river 
therein named, may be foeated and coustructed upon any 
eligible route from said Winona, via Mankato or St. Peter, 
to a point on the Big Sioux river, muned in the said act, 
anything in the said act to the contrary notwitlistan ding. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I will just-content my- 
self by showing the map to the Senate, and also | 
reading the certificate of the chief cngineer of that 
road, who has been recently upon and surveyed 
the new line as proposed in this resolution. J 
will state that the railroad company want this 
change, and have sent their engineer to survey 
the new line which is marked on the map before 
me. I will read his certificate: 

This map represents the located line of the Winona and 
Bt Peter railroad, trom the foot of Lake Elysiuin, via 
Bt, Peter-in Nicolet county, to the west line of township 
one huńdred and ten, range thirty; distance by. this route 
(A to B) forty-six and three tenths miles. Also, ina dotted 
ance thirty-three 
miles, A to C,) making a saving in davor of the alteration 
equal to thirteen and three tenths miles, By effecting this 
change the company avoid crossing the Minnesota river at 
Kasota and New. Ulm, saving thereby, at lowest estimate, 
$527,000 of useless exponditure. 

F. MAC NAMARA, 


Chief Engincer Winona and Si. Peter Railroad. 

April 2, 1864, 

This is the estimate of the engineer. There 
were remonstrances sent here, as the committee 
know, from St. Peter; but there were also a large 
nunrber of petitions sent from the southern coun- 
ties in the State asking that this change should 
be made. Itis clearly for the interest of the com- 
munity there that the change should be made, 
although the people of the county of Nicolet do 
protest against it. 1 hope that the amendment 
will not be adopted, i 

The amendment was rejected. 


The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate as amended, aud the amendments were con- 
curred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed fora third reading; and was read the third 
time, and passed. 

ALLEGED FRAUDS IN WESTERN DEPARTMEN™Y. 

Mr. HENDERSON. f offer the following | 
resolution: 

Resolved, Phat the Committee on Printing be instrueted 
LG Foporea re on to print for the use of the Senate the 


report made by the military commission heretolore ap- 
pointed by the President to examine into the military 


& 


_certaib alleged vauds, of w 
“Dowell was president, togetber 


nich Major General Irwin Me-: 
with the evidence taken 

by the said commission. a ete eo 5 

1 ask for the present consideration-of the reso- 
lution. ve 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. GRIMES. Í object, unless I can have an 
opportunity to amend the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ing made, the resolution will Jie over. 

Mr. HENDERSON, Whatisthe amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 
tion is not before the Senate, and is not open to 
diseussion. © > 

Mr. HENDERSON. : Ido not understand th 
Senator from lowa as objecting. . 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I objected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolu- 


tion will lie over under the rules. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the Speaker of thé House of Representatives had 
signed the following enrolled bills: . 

A bill (S. No. 180) for a charter of Masonic 
Hall Association in Washington city, District of 
Columbia; ` . k 

A bill (S. No. 249) to authorize the issuing of 
a register to the steam vessel John Martin; and 

A bill (H.R. No. 408) for the relief of post- 
masters who have been robbed by confederate 
forces or revel guerrillas. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The message also announced that the President 
of the United States had approved and signed on 
the Qlstof April the following acts and joint res- 
olution: 

An act (H. R. No. 287) to change the name of 
the district and port of Presque Isle to the dis- 
trict and port of Erie; 

An act (H. R. No. 301) to amend an act for 
enrolling and calling out the national forces, 30 as 
to increase the rank, pay, and emoluments of the 
Provost Marsha! General; 

An act (H. R. No. 303) to amend an act en- 
titled Anact to establish and equalize the grade of 
Hine officers of the United States Navy,” approved 
July 16, 1862; and f 

A joint resolution (H.R. No. 65) directing the 
committee on the conduct of the war to examine 
into the recent attack on Fort Pillow, 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Niconay,his Secretary, announced 
that the President had approved and signed, on 
the 22d instant, the following act and joint reso- 
ludion: 

Anact (S. No. 183) in amendment of an act 
entitled “An act relating to foreign coins and the 
coinage of cents atthe Mint of the United States,” 
approved February 21, 1857; and 

A joint resolution (S. No, 39) relating to the 
publication of the decisions of the Supreme Court 
of the United States for December term, 1863. 

TERRITORY OF MONTANA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx.) 
The special order is before the Senate. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move to postpone all 
prior orders, and take up Senate joint resolution 
No. 8, being a joint resolution for the relief of the 
State of Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER putthe question, 
and declared that the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. in relation to the motion 
of the honorable Senator from Indiana, as it is a 
matier which concerns my own State, | do not 
feel exactly at liberty to address lie Senate on 
another subject which postpones action ona meas- 
ure in which my State has a deep Interest, and if 
it does not give rise to discussion L should prefer 
that the Senate would take up and pass the res- 
olution indicated by the Senator from Indiana. E 
suppose it is the resolution in relation to the five 
per cent, on the land sales. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I have no interest my- 
sclf inthe question, except to see justice done to 
the State of Wisconsin in respect to the five per 
cent. on the sales of lands within her limits, which 
she ought to be paid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
has already been decided by the Chair. ds there 
a call for a division? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 


E thought the Senator ! 


Objection be- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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from ‘Wisconsin voted “no, and therefore Edid 
not call for a division. © 7 o5 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I did not object.” 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I suppose there#s no 
objection tothe joint resolution on the part of any 
Senator. 

Mz. GRIMES. Į} voted against the motion, 
My objection-is to bringing up another measure 
at this time when the Senator from Wisconsin hag 
the floor to address the Senate on ay entirely dif, 
ferent subject. MaA 

Mr. POMEROY. 1f the Senator will waive 
his objection, I should like to have the resolution 
considered now. i i ae 

Mr. GRIMES... I think we ought. not to take 
up a question in this way when there is another... 
pending. ` 

Mr. HENDRICKS. F will say to the Senator 
from Iowa that this resolution ought to be passed 
now, 8o that it may becomea law at this session, 
giving Wisconsin her five per cent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


| state that the question on taking up the joint res- 


Se 


zE 


olution alluded tods not before the Senate. The 
question has been once decided. ; 

Mr. GRIMES. I call for the regular order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unless a divis- 
ion is called, the regular order is before the Senate. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. lam not going to call for 
a division, if other Senators do not tale enough 
interest in the resolution to take it up. 

Mr, HOWE. Has a motion been made to 
postpone the regular order? ard 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
made, and decided by the Chair. 

Mr. HOWE. | As lost? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As lost. 

Mr. HOWE. Is it too late to call for a di- 
vision? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 


It has been 


i call for a division, if there be no objection, 


Mr. GRIMES. I object. 

Mr. HOWE. Why? 

Mr. GRIMES. Because [ want to go on with 
the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order of the day is before the Senate, being the 
motion of the Senator from Minnesota [ Mr, Wir- 
KINsoN] that the Senate further insist upon its, 
amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 15) to pro- 


vide a temporary government for the ‘Perritory 


of Montana, and agree to the conference asked 
for by the House of Representatives on the diš- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, I certainly 
do not object to a free conference upon the dis- 
agrecing votes between the two Houses. This 
bill originated in the House of Representatives, 
It came from the Committee on ‘Lerritories, of 
which Mr. Asuuuy, a distinguished gentleman 
from the State of Ohio, is chairman—a gentleman 
no less distinguished for his great legal ability 
than for his earnest and untiring devotion to the 
cause of human liberty and to the preservation of 
the Union. The bill, in accordance with all prece- 
dent from the beginning of. the Governmentdown 
to the present hour, limited the right of suffrage 
to white men; to men of the Caucasian race. In 
this form the bill passed the House of Represent- 
atives without division. lt may be said to have 
received the unanimous sanction of that body. 
It came to ihe Senate; was referred to the Com- 


| mittee on ‘Territories, over which the distin- 


guished Senator from Ohio presides, than whom 
there is no man in this body,in the other House, 
or in the whole country, more devoted to the 
cause of liberty and to defend the rights of the 
oppressed African race. [refer to Senator WADE, 
from Ohio. From that committee the bill was 
reported to this body without any umendment, 
It was called up to be-put on its passage; was 
just ready to pass; and, doubtless, would have 
received the unanimous vote of the Senate but for 
the fact that my honorable friend from Minnesota 
[Mr. Witxiwson] deemed it his duty, upon his 
responsibility as a Senator, tointroduce and carry. 
through the Senate an amendment which it is 
claimed will extend the right of suffrage to col- 
ored men of African and perhaps also of Indian 
descent. The Elouse of Representatives has dis- 
agreed, still insists upon its disagreement, and 
now asks the Senate to appoint a committee of 
free conference on the subject. 

For myself, so far as this Territory of Mon- 


’ 
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tana is concerned, f care but very little in which 
form the biH shali pass, whether in the form- pro- 
posed, by the Senator from. Minnesota or in the 
form proposed by the Committee on Territories 
of the House, sanctioned by that House and sane- 
tioned by the committee of this body; but, sir, 
that against which I enter my most earnest pro- 
test is the raising ef this new issue, in form or in 


substance, out of this controversy between the | 


two Houses; against throwing that issue, at this 
time and in the present state of the country, as a 
new element to inflame and imbitter the great con- 
_troversy to come off in the ensuing presidential 
election; I mean the issue of negro suffrage. Al- 
though perhaps in the form of the words employed 
this issue is not necessarily involved, yet it is so 
generally understood throughout the country by 
the press and by the people. 

From my friendship and my high respect for 
the honorable member from Minnesota, I have 
every reason to know that he was actuated only 
by the highest and most patriotic considerations; 
but with all my respect for him I must be per- 


mitted to say that, in my judgment, he has raised . 


tc unnecessarily——an issue which, if it be 
sisted in, will of necessity be involved in and 
would control the result of the coming presiden- 
tial contest. I say this issue is altogether unne- 
cessary, 
suftrage inthe Territory of Montana, itis wholly 
mipracticable; for I now repeat what I said the 
other day, there is not one single person of Afri- 
ean descent known to be within that Territory, 
Lknowmy i 
received from a gentleman by the name of Lang- 
ford, long a resident of ihat Territory, said there 
was one person of African descent there, and he 
was worth $50,000. Mr. Langford happened to 
be in the gallery when that statement was made 
by the honorable Senator from Minnesota. Ee at 
once sent his card to an honorable member upon 
this foor, sought an introduction, and informed 
him that there was, it is true,at one time one per- 
sou of African descent in that Territory, and he 
was the fortunate discoverer of a mine estimated 
by some to be worth $50,000; but that he is dead, 


and now there is not one single person of African | 


descent in the proposed Territory of Montana. 
I repeat, therefore, so far as concerns the exten- 


sion of suffrage to persons of African descent, j 


this proposition is the merest abstraction in the 
world, 

But there are other persons in that Territory, 
other colored men, men of Indian descent, who 
under this amendment of the Senator from Min- 
hesota might, i do not say they practically would, 
but might be embraced within its provisions. 
There are, perhaps, five thousand persons of In- 
dian descent within this proposed Territory, Un- 
der the provisions of the Senate amendment it 
might occur that these Indians would declare their 
intention to become citizens of the United States, 
and thereby become entitied to the right of suf- 
frage within this Territory. [do not say | think 
they wouid, or that itis probable they would, bat 
they might. 


Mr. WILKINSON, With the Senator’s per- |! 


mission, | wish to ask him if Indians can become 
citizens of the United States under our naturali- 


“ation laws by complying with the provisions, by | 


declaring their intention and taking the oath, &c. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. That is a disputed ques- | 


ton of law, upon whith ak ie take different 
sides, as they do about the Chihese, the Malays, 
and ail the red and yellow races; Chancellor Kent, 
if I recollect aright, taking the ground that they 


are not capable of becoming naturalized. F will | 
not enter into its discussion now. Baut this 


thing, which although not probable is neverthe- 
less possible, might actually take place within 
this Territory. The history of what occurred 
in the State of Minnesota, in one of its far-off 


election districts, at Pembina, ought to warn us į 


of what might possibly occur, under the lead of 
designing demagogues, who, to carry an election, 


- . H 
use any means, right or wrong, in their power. 


By the constitution of Minnesota, while negroes 
and persons of African descentare excluded from 
the right of suffrage, Indians who have adopted 
the habits of civilized life are permitted to exer- 
cise that right. At the firstelection in that new 


State, at the Pembina district, it is said not only | 


Indians who had adopted the habits of civilized 
life, but wild blanket Indiana of the woods, were 


So far as it attempts to establish negro 


cend from Minnesota, on information | 
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led to the polis, to exercise the right of suffrage 
under the manipulation of these demagogues, It 
was a very simple operation for those designing 
men, with a few suits of clothes, hats, coats, and 


pants, and plenty of whisky and tobacco, to strip | 
| the wild Indian of his blanket, clothe him in the 
habiliments and addict him to some of the habits | 


of civilized life, and to bring him thus arrayed aud 
addicted forward to the polls to deposit his ballot, 
to returnagain to the woods to exchange his civil- 
ized costume for the savage costume of another 
wild Indian, to be led to the polls to repeat the 
same operation. wee mae aes 

Now, I do not undertake to say thatin my opin- 
ion such a thing would occur in the Territory of 
Montana; but inasmuch as it did once occur in 
the State of Minnesota, I say that it might occur 


even in the Territory of Montana if there was a’ 


fiercely contested election in which great interest 
was felt by those who without scruple sometimes 
undertake to carry an election by any means, fair 
or foul.: 

So far, then, as this amendment of the Senate 
extends any right of suffrage to persons of Af- 
rican descent in the Territory of Montana, it is 
a mere abstraction, and in whichever form the 
bul shall pass it will have no effect whatever in 
the ‘Territory, The question then perhaps may 
be asked, ** Why do you oppose the assertion of 
an abstraction, or the raising of an abstract issue, 
which can have no application?” -1 answer, be- 
cause all history teaches us that upon mere ab- 
stractions, which have no practical application, 
sometimes the fiercest and most bitter controver- 
sies urise, whether in the religious, the political, or 
even in the scientific world. Who has forgotten 
that it was the assertion of an abstraction n the 


' change of the sound ofa single vowel in one Greek 
word, whether it should be pronounced ‘* Ho- | 


noousion’? or “ Homoiousion,” the shade of differ- 
? A eid 
ence between just like and almost like, that divided 


| the religious world, produced a controversy for 


ages, and sometimes bathed its sacred altars in 
human blood? Who has forgotten that it was 
the assertion by Mr. Cathoun of theabsiract prop- 


| osition, ‘Slavery is a blessing,” ‘Slavery is a 


divine institution,” which has been the cause of 
this very ‘war in which we are now engaged? 
Philosophically speaking, it was this dogma of 
his, asserted, persisted in, carried into and tri~- 
umphing at last in the schools, the press, the 
legislative halls of the South, which made slavery 
aggressive,and at last forced upon Congress, upon 
the President, and upon the Supreme Court that 
policy and those measures which have launched 


us upon a sea of troubles and plunged our beloved | 


country into this terrible struggle of kiood, agony, 
and tears, 

Following his dogina came the assertion in the 
Dred Scott decision of the abstract right to take 
slaves into all the Territories of the Union. 
assertion of the same abstract rightto take slaves 
into the Territory repealed the Missouri compro- 
mise, the blow which opened this civil strife, in 
my judgment, the inuacdiaie cause of this war, 
the fatal tempter which, entering Into our prace- 
ful paradise, brought “death and all our woe.” 

Mr, President, you wilt understand me. Ido 
Not prapose to enter upon the discussion of the 
question of the propriety of negro suffrage; not 
atall. I propose to show that now is no time to 
raise that question or to discuss it. F will only 
say that,in my judgment, this question properly 
belongs to the States. 

Mr. SUMNER,. Mr. President, with the per- 
mission of the Senator fr Wisconsin, | move 
that the Senate take a recess for half an hour, It 
is evident there is not a quorum here at this 
moment. . 

[The passage of Gener Burnside’s Army corp 
at this time in the streets interrupted proceedings.} 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expira- 
tion of the time the Senate was again called to 
order, and resumed the consideration of the Mon- 
tana bill. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, I said that 
I did not intend to enter upon the discussion of 
the question of the propriety of negro suilrage. 
l can very well understand how itis that in the 
New England States, where there are very few 
persons of African descent; where they are gen- 
erally educated or tolerabiy well eee: where, 
from their modes of life and assodiation with the 


s 


most thrifty and intelligent people in the world, | 


i Mr. MORRILL. 


re 
Lhe | 


they. become entirely compéteni:to:discharge the.: 
duties of electors, the people. of New. England 
under those circumstances can, and do, and may 
very properly extend the right of suffrage to-per- 
sons of African descent, In the State of New. 
York, where there are more persons of this de>. | 
scription, I-can very well understand: how:.the. 
people of that State do and properly may, intheir: 
organic law, give the nght of suffrage.to this class: 
of people'with a qualification, -The constitution 
of New York, therefore, requires such a property 
qualification as shall-demonstrate their compe-. 
tency, at least, to take care of themselves. It re-; 
quires them to be worth the sum of $250, When 
you come to the State of Pennsylvania, where 
there is a still larger number. of these people, I 
can also very well understand why. it is the peo- 
ple of Pennsylvania in their constitution may 
think proper to exclude from-the right of suffrage 
this class of persons altogether. So, too, in the 
State of New Jersey. In the State of Ohio—and 
Ohio is certainly to be regarded as one of the most 
earnest of all the Republican States, devoted to 
the maintenance of the Republic and to the cause 
of human liberty—the constitution. restricts. the: 
right of suffrage to white male citizens. L-read 
the language of the constitution of Ohio: Every. 
white male citizen of the United States of the age 
of twenty-one years, who shall have been a tesi- 
dont of the. State one year next preceding the 
election,’ &c., “ shall be entitled to exercise, the | 
right of suffrage,” and under this provision it hag 
been decided in that State that the offspring of a 
white man and a half-brecd Indian woman is en- 
titled to vote. Being more than one half white ‘ 
entitles him to the privilege of this constitutional 
amendment. | ' 
{n the State of Indiana the constitution and laws 
are still move stringentagainst extending the right 
of suffrage to persons of African descent; while 
in the great State of Illinois, one of the greatest 
among the great States of the West, in the adop- 
tion ofa new constitution not long since, the peo- 
ple by a most overwhelming majority decided 
against the extension of the right of suffrage to 
| persons of African descent. l 5 
In the great State of New York, where this ques- 
ition was submitted by itself, distinctly, uncon- 
nected with any party or any other question, the 
question of the extension of universal negro suf- 
frage pureand simple, the people of that State by 
; a majority of one hundred and ninety thousand 
| decided against extending it beyond what it now 
is in the constitution of that State with its quali- 
i fication. 
| Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator allow me 
| to ask him when that was? . 
ir, DOOLITTLE, About 1842 or 1843, 1 
think, 


Was that.on an amendment 
| of the constitution ? . 
| Mr, DOOLITTLE. ‘The question was sub- 
i mitted distinetly by itself on a proposed amend- 
ment of the constitution. : 
| Mr. MORRILL, The Senator must be aware 
i that by the first constitution of the State of New 
York there was no distinction on account of color, 
Mr, DOOLITTLE. It was since the constitu- 
tion of 1821; in the constitution adopted about 
Mr. MORGAN. 1846. ; 
/ Mr, DOOLITTLE. About 1846, I remember 
it very well, for Iwas then a resident of the State 
of New York. 
i Now, Mr. President, how is it with the free 
| State of West Virginia, with a constitution re- 
| cently adopted, a State which has given freedom 
| to all persons of African descent? , By a consti- 
| tutional provision of that State they restrict the 
| right of suffrage to white malecitizens, In Wis- 
consin, where there are much fewer persons of 
this description than there are in the States bor- 
dering on the Ohio river, and where our peeple 
wouid have much less objection to the extension 
of the right of suffrage than they would in man 
of these other States, colored persons are not al- 
lowedto vote. In oar State the question has been 


ta 


| twice submitted, and twice have the people voted 
| ? ni 


against it by large and decisive majorities; and 
yet the State of Wisconsin itself would have less 
| repugnance and opposition to the adoption of such 
| ameasure than many of the other States. 
' If the question were submitted to.me in any 
| gi i i State of Wi 
' given State, for instance in the State o iscon- 
i sin, if 1 were there and the question were gub- 


we 


mitted to me, and Iwas called upon to vote on 
it; without now discussing the propriety of voting 
for or against the extension of negro suffrage in 
the: State of Wisconsin, 1 could very properly 
and- very consistently vote for it. In the State of 
New York; when the question was up and dis- 
cussed as a practical question addressed to the 


citizens of New York, I did vote for it as a citi- | 


zen of that State. But, sir, that is notghe ques- 
tion dtall. The question is, shall we now raise this 
néw. issue; shall we put this among other issues 
into'the great contest which is immediately before 
us? [t Never P? from the galleries.] 

cMr. SUMNER. Order! order! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order! 

“Mr. DOOLITTLE. J will not say the time 
will never come when this race, to which per- 
sonal freedom is, as'L believe, surely coming, as 
the result of this war, and by that amendment of 


the Constitution of the United States which [trust | 


in God two thirds of Congress and the people o 


three fourths of the States are about to adept, may | 


be educated up to the point where it would be 
proper to extend to them the right of suffrage in all 
the States; but that time has not yetcome. In those 


States: where the shackles of slavery are just | 


struck off from hundreds and thousands of these 
persons, we mast wait the development of events 
and time; wait till they have exercised and en- 
joyed their freedom; wait until they shall have 
shown themselves capable of discharging the’ 
duties and bearing the responsibilities of good 


citizens before we declare in favor of any Such | 


proposition; and, besides, this question must be 

assed upon by each State for itself. If there 

e one right which belongs to a State in its ca- 
pacity as an independent State in this Union, it 
Is.its right to preseribe the qualification of its 
own electors; of those who have the right to east 
its suffrages, The time may come when the 


States may properly enact laws providing that | 


persons of African’deseent who shall have faith- 
folly served ‘in the armies of the country, and 
fought the battles of the Union, and shown them- 
selves to be good soldiers, may be entitled to the 


enjoyment of this right. The time may come | 
when, before some competent court or tribunal, | 


persons of African descent may be permitted, on 
showing themselves sufficiently well educated, or 
that for a given number of years as heads of 
families they have supported themselves and 


taken care of their families, or, upon some other’ 


proper terms, may be admitted to the right of 
suifrage. 1 will not say these things wil not 


come, nor can I say how soon they shall come, ’ 


It has not yet come; at all events, it is my sol- 
emn belief that of all things the most unwise we 
could now enter upon is for the Congress, com- 
posed of members and Senators representing 


States and districts a large majority of whose | 


people in their constitutions deny the right of 
negro suffrage within their own States, to pass 
a law here, or in any other form to declare and 


to extend to negroes the right of suffrage in the | 


Territories of the United States, or in the Dis- 


trict of Columbia, or wherever we have power to | 


legislate. 
Siv, we have upon our hands issues enough, 
The single issue of this great war is enough, kt 


is all the human mind can grasp, and more than | 


uny yet have been able to resolve, This gigantic 
struggle is to determine whether republican gov- 


ernment shall live or die; wherher a constitutional | 


form of government, resting upon the people for 
its support, can be maintained, or must perish 
forever; whether the union of these States is to 
be continued or broken; whether we are to main- 


tain our own rights and liberties as free citizens | 


of this great Republic ander the Constitution of 


the United States, or succumb to rebellion, con- 
spiracy, and military despotism. From the course ii 
of events, from military necessity in the prosecu- | 


tion of this war, and, as it seems to me—f say 


it with reverence—by providential dispensation, | 
very has become involved in | 
this contest. The prosecution of this war to a |! cution of this war, and secure it by constitutional 
iumph on the partof the United States wil] | 
very within all those States | 


the existence of sla 


final t 
of necessity destroy s 
in rebellion against the Government. These is- 
sués are jarge enough and broad enough to de- 
mand all our time and all our energies, all oar 


Means, our whole might, mind, and strength to | 


Aegomplish that great purpose. 
‘What ‘is: the state of the country? 


| Standard, under which they entered thé service, 


“in our inmost souls, what our judgments clearly 


i negro sufrage. 


ius crush the rebciiion; let us give freedom to 


j can only serve to distract, divide, and weaken the 


| the free States, loyal States, in 


engaged in a war which has no parallelin human | 
history. “This whole country, from Maine to the | 
Rio Grande, trembles undcr the tread of armed 
men. One of our great corps d’armée, under Gen- 
eral Burnside, is this moment passing through the 
streets of Washington, marching across the Po- 
tomac to engage in the greatest battle this con- 
tinent or the world has seen for two generations; 
and on the result of which, perhaps, hang not 
only the hopes of this Republic, but the hopes of 
the world. 

We are gathering our forces from the Kast and 
from the West; we are massing our strength; 
we are pouring out our men, our blood, our treas- 
ure like water; not only all our own treasure, all 
we of this generation have and all we hope to 
have, but we are mortgaging in advance the prop- 
erty and the earnings of generations to come after 
us, to raise the means necessary to sustain our 
cause and win the decisive victory. 

Our country at this hour is bleeding at every 
pore; every household wears the drapery of 
mourning; grief sits an unwelcome visitor atevery 
fireside; an unbidden guest fills the vacant chair 
at every family table, and, by the side of the 
mourning widow or mother, bends, in anguish, 
deep and unutterable, at every family altar. Sir, 
some of us have been made to drink of this bitter 
cup; there are some, like my honorable friend 
from Maine, [Mr. Fessenpen,] and myself, who 
have been compelled to look into the graves of 
our sons, fallen a sacrifice to put down this unholy 
rebellion. And, sir, we have been made to feel, 


see, that the great issue of this people and specially 
of this present time, aud before which all others 
shouid give place, is an issue of arms—whether 
wo shall have success or whether we shal] fail in 
crushing the military power of the rebellion. 
Shall the Republic live or die? We not only 
know but we are made to feel that if we do not 
succeed in maintaining this Government and 
putting down this rebellion—and that can only 
be done by foree of arms—our sons have been 
sacrificed in vain. But if we shall succeed, as, 
with the blessing of Providence, I hope and trust 
we may; if we shall be permitted to see that 


float once more in triumph, with not one star ob- 
scured nor one stripe erased, over every inch of 
the soil of every State and Territory of the United 
States, we can then say to our struggling hearts, 
Peace, be still! though our sons have fallen our 
country lives.’’ 

We know, we feel, that in'war as in religion 
and in every other great department of life, there | 
is, and there can be, but one great, all-absorbing, 
controling issue to be decided at the same time. 
Weare told in boly writ, “ Seek first the kingdom 
of heaven and its righteousness, and all other 
things shall be added unto you.” And inthis war 
of our country for its very life, we should seek 
first, last, and all the time to do nothing, to en- | 
gage in nothing, to say nothing bat that which 
gives force to our armies, or raises the money to 
sustain them. When this war is past; when peace 
shall smile once more in beauty all around us; 
when there is no more blood to be shed; when there 
are no more sons to be sacrificed upon the altar, 
then, if you will, open this Senate Chamber to be- 
come a debating-school for all the abstractions i 
you please. 

Mr. President, as I have said already, fram my | 
respect for my honorable friend from Minnesota, 
I feel sure that in all his acts here he is guided 
only by the highest and most patriotic motives. 
But at the sume time | cannot refrain from ex- | 
pressing my deep regretihatan issue should have | 
been raised al this time, or should appear to have | 
been raised at this moment before the people of || 
the country upon this distracting question of || 


} 


ln God’s name let us first save the Union; let 
kd 


the negroes as the necessary result of the prose- 


amendment, But let us postpone the discussion 
aud action upon this and all other issues, which 


snergies of the loyal people in this great stragele. 
For myself I would so conduct our affairs, if it 
were withii my.power, that the whole people of 
this controversy, || 
ould stand together as one man, shoulder to || 


sh 


shoulder, speaking but one voice, breathing but 
one sentiment, their hearts pulsating with. one 
wish, that is, to save the Government, crus! the 
rebellion, and trample the slave confederacy in 
pieces. 

But what else do we see? I do not hold the 
Senator from Minnesota solely resporisible. This 
is but one measure of ‘a whole class of measures 
tending to raise the question of negro social as 
well as political equality. Of my honorable friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] I have some- 
times thought in my heart I had some right to’ 
complain, not personally of him, but of prop- 
ositions that he is disposed to bring forward 
from time to time, that to me seem to have no 
bearing whatever on the great issue, and tend 
to nothing else but to distract the public mind 
and divide the hearts and energies of loyal men, 
Upon any other subject but the negro question 
iny honorable friend can appreciate what I am 
about to say, as well as I or any other Senator, 
As an instance, weall know, and none better than 
that Senator, how important it is for us to have 
the moral support, sympathy, and if not the friend- 
ship, at least the strict neutrality of foreign Gov-+ 
ernments in this struggle, if we can retain them 
legitimately.and honorably. At all events, he 
knows as well as I how disastrous it would be for 
us to raise an issue now with England or France 
which might lead them to recognize the confed- 
eracy, much more should they enter into an al- 
liance with the confederacy and take sides against 
us. He would go, | know, very far to prevent 
any such thing as that; but let me say tomy hon- 
orable friend that, in my judgment, and before high 
Heaven, I declare it would be of much more con- 
sequence to us if we could make the whole peo- 
ple of New York, of Pennsylvania, of the great 
West, and of all the loyal States, unanimously 
sustain the Union cause, shake hands together, 
and declare, ‘* We will know nothing butthe Union 
and the vigorous prosecution of the war; and we 
will say nothing, but fill the Treasury, fill the 
ranks, and press on the columns until the last flag 
of the rebellion is put under our feet; we will have 
no divisions in our ranks, no unnecessary contro- 
versies, until this struggle is over; we will all 
march together, shoulder to shoulder, and keep 
step to the music of the Union.” I say, and f 
say it in all sincerity, that at this hour, if it were 
in my power, l would give more to have the whole 
people of the free States of this Union join with 
us, hand in hand, in political action as well asin 
arms, with no divided voice and no divided sen- 
timent, in the supportof this Government and to 
crush the rebellion, than to have England and 
France, one or both together, join us in the war 
against the confederacy. 

That is my conviction; and if I express myself 
earnestly, warmly, strongly, gentlemen must not 
misunderstand me. Ido not speak in anger; it 
is ‘more in sorrow than in anger.’’? I deplore 
the raising of new issues which can only distract 
and dividé,and which, if persisted in, may throw 
the power of the Government into the hands of 
those who sympathize to a greater or less degree 
with the rebellion itself. ; 

In the great States whose voice is to control; 
in the great States of Pennsylvania, New York, 
Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, in addition to all the 
issues necessarily raised and which must be de- 
cided, no other issue could be named or raised 
which would tend.go much to inflame ihe polit- 
ical. controversies Of the times as to throw into 
whatis now already existing this additional issue 
about negro suffrage. God knows we have ele- 
ments of discord enough all around us, elements 
bordering almost upon revolution in some of the 
free States. Look which way you will, to New 
York orto Ilinois, it sometimes breaks out in 
open bloodshed and revolt. Let us rather allay 
than stir up the excitements of the hour. We 
have all we can deal with, all that we can master 
in our present situation. If we unloose other 
spirits of discord to run riot through all the free 
States during this presidential clection—itsclf the 
greatest trial to which the American people has 
ever yet been subjected—a- presidential election 
with a million of men in arms waging this gi- 
ganic war, to throw other elements of bitterness 
and strife into the canvass no man can see the 
result, If these political witches from the regions 
below “round about the cauldron go” and ‘in 
the poisoned entrails throw,” they will make for 
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t 
us ‘a charm of powerful trouble, lile a hell broth | 
boiland bubble.” 

Mr. President, I know my action upon this as 
upon some previous occasions will be misunder- 
stood, misconstracd, and misrepresented. Such 
has been the case when, on questions akin to this 
and for the same reasons which influence me now, 
I have sought to postpone and avoid the discus- 
sion of unnecessary issues. For instance, there 

‘is the pending question of negro suffrage in the: 
District of Columbia. I think it would be very 
unwise to agitate that questionnow. Thenthere 
was that question whether the railroad company 
should allow negroes to ride in cars by them- 
sclves or be compelled to seat them side by side 
with the wives and daughters of white men in 
this District. I thought it most unwise in the 
Senator from Massachusetts to raise that ques- 
tion which bears upon the question of social 
equality. Perhaps Í was mistaken; but that was 
my opinion, and I expressed that opinion frankly. 
My action was misrepresented in the telegraphic 
reports in a portion of the press all the way from 
Boston to Wisconsin. They seem to forget that 
no falsehood is so dangerous as that which comes 
from intermingling truth with error; that the truth 
half told is a lie.” One journal says: 


“Our readers will observe that Mr. Doourtur, with a 
few other Republican Senators, voted inst allowing ne- 
groes the poor privilege of riding upon a District of Colum- 
bia railroad,” 

Such was not the fact at all. I did not vote 
against allowing them to ride in the cars, but for 
the coqyenience of the public to allow the com- 
pany toassign them certain cars, What are the 
facts? Here is a railroad company in the city of 
Washington. Cars are provided in which ‘ne- 
groes ride; and they ure just as good in every 
respect as those provided for white people. In 
fact they are far more comfortable; for they are 
not half so crowded. I have ridden in them some- 
times myself. Now, what I objected to was, 
that by law you should compel white people to 
ride in the same car and upon the same seats with 
negroes, whether they desired to do go or not. L 
thought it unwise and unnecessary; that it would 
do no good to raise the question Of social as well 
as political equality between the negroes and the 
white people of this country at a time like this; 
and while others, who thought as I thought and 
felt as I felt, shrank from declaring their opin- 
ions, I thank God He has given me the courage 
to be true to my convictions, though I may be 
misrepresented here orelsewhere. Ido not hesi- 
vate to say that this measure was altogether un- 
necessary, and was unwise. 

This same Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia has charge of the schools, of the hotels, and 
the erection of churches here. | 

Mr. GRIMES. Not the hotels. 

Ar. DOOLITTLE. They might have, if a 
company was to be incorporated to run a hotel. 

Mr. GRIMES. I do not desire to have the 
Senator create the impression in the country that 
the Committee on the District of Columbia are 
responsible for the hotels here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I didnot say that the com- 
mittee ran the hotels; but they might be called 
upon to incorporate a company to ran a hotel. 
They called upon us the other day to incorporate 
a company to run a Masonic Hall Association. 
One of the sections of that bill was the most pro- 

“lific and pregnant section I ever saw, for it con- 
tained abouttwenty corporations. It is possible, 
therefore, that the Committee on the District of 
Columbia may be called upon to organize com- 
panies for the purpose of running some good 
hotels; and for my part 1 should be very much 


obliged, and [ think the people of the District and 
the people of the country would be obliged to them 
if they would organize some companies to run 
some good hotels here. But I will only suppose 
a case. I have no controversy with the commit- 
tee; Lam ‘dealing with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Sumyer.] Suppose such a bill 
were pending in the Senate to incorporate a hotel 
company, and my honorable friend from Massa- 
chusetts, carried away as usual by his doctrine of 
equality before the law, should offer an amend- 
ment, as he probably would, to compel the hotel 
keeper to seat negroes side by side with white 
people atits tables, Regarding such an amend- 
ment as unwise and unnecessary, I might feel con- 
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strained to vote against it. If | did, through the 
telegraphic reports and-by certain journals | should 
be misrepresented. ‘They, if L were to judge by the 
past, would probably say that I was opposed to 
negroes having the poor privilege of eating at all, 
because I should be opposed to a proposition. to 
compel the keeper of a hotel to seat negroes side 
by side with white people at the same table. 
Again: suppose this Committee on the District 
of Columbia should bring in a bill to organize an 
association to build a church, and my friend from 
Massachusetts also should propose, in order to 
carry out the great doctrine of equality before the 
law, an amendment to compel the sexton to seat 
white men and women and colored men and 
women in the same pews side by side. I might 
fecl constrained to vote against that as unne- 
cessary and unwise legislation, Undoubtedly, 
l would be misrepresented through the telegraph 
and by a certain portion of the press. From Bos- 
ton to St. Paul, a certain class of men would de- 
nounce me and say, ‘Senator DooLITTLE is op- 
posed to negroes having the poor privilege of 
going to church at all.” : 
I might make the same remark in regard to 
schools in this District, ‘That subject has come 
before the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, and we have passed a law providing schools 


| for the benefit of the negro children of the Dis- 


trict, to which I gave a cheerful support. They 
attend those schools and reap the benefits and 
advantages of them. But, sir, suppose the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts should bring forward a 
provision of law to compel every school teacher 
of every school in this city, white and black, to 
seat negro children and white children upon the 
same seats side by side in the same rooms. 

The truth is, in the city of Washington there 
isa large population of African descent; they have 
their own associations; they have their own so- 
ciety, their own churches, their own schools; and 
I believe they are doing well and getting on very 
weil, and Lam rejoiced at the fact.” But while we 
have so many revolutionary clements all around 
us, when we are just about to enter a presiden- 
tial canvass through which we must pass, shall 
we throw into that canvass all these other ele- 
ments of excitement by giving our enemies oc- 
casion to say, and just grounds for saying, we 
arein favor of what is denominated political and 
social negro equality? Let us wait ull the negro 
gets his freedom; let us wait till we erush the re- 
bellion, and slavery under it; let us remember that 
great things grow, they do not spring into ex- 
istence in an hour. We do notharvest in spring 
time. 

Once more, there is another subject which might 
come under the jurisdiction of this committee, and 
that is the subject of marriage and divorce. Sup- 


| pose legislation on that subject were pending here, 


and the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
shouid propose, as he probably would, to legal- 
ize and sanction marriages between white and 
colored persons. Í might look upon the propo- 
sition as unwise and unnecessary and ill-timed, 
and be constrained to vote against it. I might 
be denounced as being opposed to negroes marry- 
ing at all with just as much reason as I bave been 
denounced as being opposed to negroes having 
the poor privilege of riding in the cars on a Dis- 
trict of Columbia railroad. As 1 showed to: the 
Senate when that matter was under considera- 
tion, what I repeat, it is no more an abridgment 
of their rightsin that respect to have cars assigned 
to them than there is an abridgment of the right 
ofthe honorable Senator from Massachusetis, who 
generally travels alone, at all events not. often in 
the company of ladies, when he takes his carpet 
bag and goes down to the depot in this city to 
take passage for New York. He cannot take a 
seat in sume of the cars, for they are assigned to 
ladies and those with them; wheirhe offers to en- 
ter the cars where ladies are seated, a young gen- 
tleman stationed there says to him, “Ne, sir; 
though you are very good looking; you cannot 
come into this car; you must pass along and take 
your seat in another car.” There is no more 
abridgment of the rights of colored people riding 
in the cars here than there is an abridgment of 
the right of my honorable friend from Massachu- 
setts every time he goes over to New York. ‘There 
are certain cars into which he cannot go unless 
under the protection—and it is a protection that 


is worth something, I assure my honi 
—ofa good lady. [Laughter] 7 : 

Mr. President, there is’ another kindr prop- 
osition to which E should like to refer fori thio- 
ment. The honorable Senator from’ Maine (Mr. 
Fessennexn] who has charge of the affairs ofthe 
Committee on Finance has no business. to™pro~ 
pose, and the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Winsor] has nothing to:propose‘fram 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and hénee I 
feel at liberty to take up a little more time than I 
‘should under other circumstances. Ais F amon 
the subject of personal explanations, T mat “as 
well go through the whole budget at once‘and iot 
trouble the Senate on any other occasion. When 
the question of raising the pay of the negro 
troops and putting them onthe samé footing with 
the white troops was under consideration a short 
time since I did not object to raising their pay. 
But I had the honor of submitting a proposition 
that three dollars per month of the wages of those 
troop® raised in the insurrectionary. districts 
should be reserved for the purpdse of enabling 
the Government properly to'take care of and pro- 
vide for negro women and children coming within 
the lines of our armies. I did not proposd'to 
apply it to the colored soldiers of Massachusetts 
or Pennsylvania or New Jersey, or any of the 
States where they live with their families and have 
been accustomed to provide for and take care’ of 
them, but to apply it to the insurrectionary dìs- 
tricts only, to those portions of the country where . 
the negrocs have lived ina state of slavery, where 
they have never had the responsiBility of taking 
care of their wives and children, because they 
have been provided for by their masters. ‘Those 
colored soldiers in the main have been altogether 
unaccustomed to the useof money. In my jadg- 
ment, the amount of money you give them only 
determines how much shall go into the hands’ of 
the sutlers that follow those regiments. The 
great mass of them first set free, unaccustomed 
to the use of money, have not much more of that 
prudence necessary to take care of money than 
Indians. 

The proposition was denounced by some ‘as 
ungenerous, and by some newspapers I have bean 
held up and denounced as pro-slavery in my sym- 
pathies, because I would usea part of their wages 
to feed and clothe their starving women and chil- 
dren. It was because I had sympathy for these 
poor people, the colored women and childrcn, 
coming within our lines, who are dying by scores, 
by hundreds, and by thousands, that I wished 
to retain some portion of the wages of the negro 
men who come in with them to provide for their 
necessities, 

It is no sufficient answer to me for gentlemen 
to say these women and children are notthe legal 
wives and legitimate children of these soldiers, 
They are their women and their children, They 
are of their race, and it would be ungenerows ‘in 
them if they should object to giving a portion of 
their wages to save them from suffering, disease, 
and death. 

l wil] read a brief extract from a letter froma 
friend in the city of Natchez, on the condition of 
these poor people who come within our lines: ‘Tt 
is one of the most touching appeals L have ever 
read: ` Le 

“Have you ever been in a negro corrall? Ifmot, do not 
go to one unless you have the power to do everything to 
make them comfortable. These men, women, and ehil- 
dren, sick or weli, are sent there as soon as they enter onr 
lines. ‘here is nothing provided for them ofthe furniture 
or clothing Rind, just the bare walls and floor, hard-tack 
{and bacon; nothing tocook with, If they bring a fewrags 
and bed-clothes they havethem to steep ou 5 nothing pro- 
vided. Very soon they get sick, and, if they saust.dies We 
soouer they die the better thousands. have. done and 
more will, Home sickness prevails among them Jike any 
other disease.” : 

I will not take up the time of the Senate to read 
all there is contained in this letters but, sir, I stand 
on the ground Į have taken, and my justification 
I leave to the future. Although in this 1 may 
have disagrecd with the judgment of other men, 
no member on this floor has the right to denounce 
me as offering an ungenerous proposition, My 
whole purpose, my. ony purpose, was to sive 
these dying women and children. Tsay to you, 
Senators, there are facts in relation to these poor, 
suffering creatures which we must look in the 
face. We cannot blindly close our eyes and re- 
fuse to see them as they are. We must make 
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rovyision for them, or their blood. will be on our 
fends, We shall be held responsible in the judg- 
ment of posterity, at the bar of public opinion, 
and before that Higher Tribunal to which. all 
_ must give account. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, leaving 
out one or.two expressions, which the Senator has 
repeated over and over again, we should hardly 

: know what he had been, talking about, except 
» about the prosecution of this war and the neces- 
sity of the Government to confine all its powers 
and allits forces to suppress this rebellion. Now, 
sir, what is the case? ‘The House of Represent- 
. atives sent to. the Senate a bill for the organiza- 
_ tion of the.Territory of Montana, in which there 
was a section limiting the right of suffrage in that 
Territory at the first election for members of the 
first Legislative Assembly in that Territory, and 
at the first meeting of the Legislative Assembly the 
men. so elected are by law to limit the rightof suf- 
frage thereafter in the Territory. Whag do the 
House of Representatives provide in that bill? 
They provide that any man whose skin is white, 
of the age of twenty-one years, who has lived 
in that Territory. thirty days, shall be permitted 
tovoteand hold office. Theyallow Englishmen, 
Frenchmen, Germans, Chinamen, traders, men 
from the rebellious States, men from anywhere, 
holding any creed, any faith, monarchists, haters 
of republican liberty—everybody is permitted to 
go into this Territory and vote and hold office. 
When the bill was under consideration in the 
Senate 1 mowed to strike out the words “ white 
male inhabitant” and to insert ‘ male citizens of 
the-United States and those who have declared 


their intention to become such,’ so that they and | 


they only should vote and hold office. The hon- 
_ orable Senator seems to think that that proposition 
is going to distract the people and rend this Gov- 
ernment in twain, 
before us. Here are some soldiers marching 
along the streets to-day, and it created such an 
. excitement that the Senate was obliged to take a 
recess, for nobody would remain in their scats 
aud listen to the honorable Senator, ‘fun thou- 
sand of the very men against whom the Senator 
has been making a speech for two hours to-day 
~—ten thousand negroes—are now marching down 
the streets of this city to cross over the Potomac 
and to enter into perhaps the most deadly fight 
that ever took place upon this globe. And yet 
the Senator seems to think, because I moved an 
amendment to prevent forcigners aud rebels from 
voting and holding office in this Territory and to 
limit that right to citizens of the United States, 
and those who are willing aud have legally de- 
clared their intention to become such, that itisa 
terrible proposition! | do not think there is any- 
thing very bad in it, ł think it is a great deal 
better to Jet the soldiers who march down the 
strects to-day with muskets on their shoulders, 
. black as they are, vote and hold office in this 
Territory than to allow traitors to vote and hold 
office there, or to allow a monarchist, hating our 
institutions and who has only gone there fora few 
days, to come in'and vote and hold office under 
the laws which we pass here in Congress. 


Mr, President, I said the other day about all | 
I haveadif | 


that I wish to say on this question. 
ferent opinion on this subject from that which is 


entertained by the honorable Senator from Wis- | 


consin.. Ldo not believe that this proposition 


‘will distract the public mind and destroy the har- | 


mony that exists among the loyal people, unless 
the Senator and those who act and talk with him 


atiritup. J believe that such speeches as he has | 
made to-day, and such as were’ made by the hon- | 
orable Senator from Hlinois [Mr, TRUMBULL] the | 
other day, tend more to distract the public senti- 


ment of this country a thousand times over than 
the amendment [ have offered, i 


directly. 


us on which we may perbaps lose the election, 
provided George B. McClellan is nominated ona 
war platform.” That does not frighten me at ail. 
If George B. McClellan or any other man shall 
be elected President of the Unit 
platform which calls for a more vigorous prose- 
cution of this war and a more determined exeeu- 


Sir, let us look af the picture 


ed States upon a} 
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tion of the powers of the Government to suppress | 


; speak this morning. 
| anta 


it, and he is earnest and honest in it, let him be 

cleeted. I wõald net sacrifice my convictions or 

my principles from any such considerations, | 
Nordo | believe that in doing that which is 


right, in standing upon a plain and simple truth, 
any injury. whatever is to result from it. Itisa 


great mistake, in a moral point of view, to sup- 
pose that wé profit either by cowardice or by a 
sacrifice of principle. Į do not believe that any 
nation cver did prosper by casting principle aside, 
or by being afraid to stand up boldly in the advo- 
cacy of right, justice, and truth. E 

The honorable Senator tells us that this is an 
abstraction, and that abstractions sometimes bring 
terrible results upon the country, and that John 
C. Calhoun, by the utterance of a mere abstrac- 
tion, hasat last deluged this land in blood. If 
an abstractigy which is wrong can produce such 
mighty results, what may not an abstraction 
which is right produce? . Is there not more power 
in truth than there is in error, ifits advocates stand 
up boldly in its defense? ls not the right more 


j potent, more powerful, more almighty than the 


wrong? in my opinon tis. 

| believe that this war has been protracted for 
three Jong years, and for a year longer than it 
need to have been, in consequence of the timidity 
and backwardness of those who have been carry- 
ing it on, aud in consequence of their fear of dis- 
tracting the people of the North by uot stepping 
up to the true line of their duty, Why, sir, it 
took us two years before we dared toask negroes 
to help us to fight this war. H took us two years 
before we would offer to them the price of liberty 
for the blood which they freely offered to this 
nation in this great struggle. When the prop- 
osition of employing negroes first came up, Sen- 
ators talked just as the bonorable Senator from 
Wisconsin has talked to-day. Go to the country 
now, and who would take the arms out of the 
hands of the brave black soldiers that march down 
our streets to-day? Go to the loyal States any- 
where; go to the bereaved parents of gallant sons 
who have fallen in the war and submit that ques- 
tion to them, and how many of them will tell 
you, You wiiloffend somebody if you let these 
negroes fight in the war??? 

‘The progress of events shows how foolish, how 
blind, and how backward we have been in the 
conduct of this war and in the advocacy of those 
principles which we are vow daily adopting after 
avery long time, All this tardiness has tended 
to drag ont the conflict and to send down daily 
more and more to their graves than there would 
have been any necessity for if the people of this 
country had come up to the true standard and 


advocated only those principles which are just | 


and right, and which should have been advocated 
from the very start. 

Mr. President, the question now before us is, 
shall the Senate recede from its amendment and 
allow everybody to vote in Montana, allow men 
to be elected to the Territorial Legislature who 
owe no military service or allegiance to the United 
States, and exclude thes 
giance, and who are fighting for their country? 
‘That is the question and the only question. F 
moved the other day that the Senate insist upon 
its amendments, and agree to the conference asked 
for by the Fouse of Representatives. 


that the vote will pe taken, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from. Minnesota, 
that the Senate insist on its amendments, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, and 
agree to the conference asked for by the louse, 


The motion wasagreed to; and, by unanimous | 


consent, the Vice President was authorized to 


E appoint the cammittee, and Messrs. WILKINSON, 
The Senator does not assail the proposition |) Morru, and Buc: 
He merely says, Do not disturb the |! 
public mind; do not Introduce a proposition here |! 
which may be right in itself for fear that some | 
copperheads and traitors will raise an issue against || 


LEW were appointed, 
ADDIVIONAL ASSAY. OFFICES, 

Mr. NESMITH. Mr. President 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Ifthe Senator from Oregon 
will allow me, the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
flenpricxs] moved this morning to take up a 
oint resolution which had reference to my own 
State, and as lt concerned my own State, it was 
with great reluctauce that l consented to go on and 
it seemed to place me in 
gonism witha proposition i which isy State 


e men who do owe alle-. 


Twill vot | 
longer take up the time of the Senate, but bope 


is interested. I do not suppose there will be any 
discussion whatever upon it, and f hope the Sen- 
ator from Oregon will give way and allow us to 
take it up and pass it now. 

Mr. NESMITH. LIonly desire to take up a 
bill with a view of making ita special order. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. i have no objection to 
that. ‘ 

Mr.NESMITH. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed. to the consideration of Senate bill No. 185. 

Mr. SUMNER. Whatis the subject? 

Mr. NESMITH. ‘A bill to establish assay 
offices at Carson City, inthe Territory of Nevada, 
and at Dalles Gity, in the State of Oregon, and for 
other purposes. ”? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does the Senator propose 
to go on with that bill to-day? 

Mr. NESMITH. Notatall. [desire to make 
it the special order for to-morrow, or any subse- 
quent day that will suit the convenience of Sen- 
ators, if to-morrow will not do. 

Mr. SUMNER, ‘There is already a special 
order for to-morrow, 
Mr. NESMITH. 
day. i 
Mr. SUMNER. And the nextday aiso. There 
are special orders, the Senatar will remember, for 

Tuesday and Wednesday of this week. 

Mr. BROWN. And Thursday too, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
informed that there is a special order for Thurs- 
day also. 

Mr. NESMITH. Then I will say ppriday. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, [do not want inany way 
to interfere with my friend from. Oregon about 
this matter. Tam perfectly willing that it shali ` 
be taken up on the one day or the other; but t 
suggest to him that I think he can get his hill 
disposed of just as soon if he does not make ita 
special order ashe would by doing so. fam will- 
ing to take it up at any moment, because this bill 
came from the committee of which { ama mem- 
ber, and naturally [like to have all the business 
of that committee disposed of. 

Mr. NESMITH. Inreply to the Senator from 
Maine, I desire to state briefly that I introduced 
this bill during the last session of Congress and 
had it referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
it never saw the light again. li was never re- 
ported hack from that committee, cither favorably 
or adversely. T do not blame the chairman for 
that. During the present session I introduced it 
again, had it referred to the same committee, and 
the committee reported it back. | have succeeded 
in getting it up at three different times during the 
morning hour, but I have been unable to get any 
decisive action upon it, and I bave despaired of 
being able to get any decisive action upon it dur- 
ing the morning hour. l have never before, since 
I have been a member of the body, asked the 
Senate to make a bill a special order. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not oppose it, I 
merely suggest that it can be got through as soon 
without making it a special order. 

Mr. NESMUTEHL. J find that other Senators take 
advantage of this privilege of making their bilis 
special orders and manage to get them through. 
If the Senator from Maine can suggestany other 
way by which I shall be able to reach this bill 
and obtain action upon it, I shail be very hoppy 
to accede to any suggestion he may mate on that 
subject; but in the absence of any other sugges- 
tion by which the bill can be reached, į propose’ 
that it be made the special order for Friday next 
at one o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion will be on taking up the bili. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
now moves that the further consideration of the 
bill be postponed to and made the special order 
of the day for Friday next at one o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

GARRETT R. BARRY. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Serate postpone 
all prior orders for the purpose of proceeding to 
the consideration of Senate joiat resolution No. 
41, forthe relief of Garrett R. Barry, oa pay master 
in the United States Navy. Ido not think it will 
take any time, 


Then I will say the next 


I have no sort of objec- 


The first ques- 
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Mr. DOOLITTLE. [appeal to the honorable 
Senator from New Hampshire, as a matter of per- 
sonal favor to myself, to yield me the floor to en- 
able me to call up Senate joint resolution No. 8. 
lt isa resolution which was postponed this morn- 
ing in consequence of my having the floor on 


State is interested, 1 do net suppose there will 
be any discussion about it, The honorable Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Henpricxs] called it up 
this morning, and my colleague desires to call it 


up now. ft will take but a few moments. 
Mr. HALE. [I have been trying fora fortnight | 


to get up the joint resolution which I have named. 
Ido not think it will take a minute’s time. If}; 
the Senate will listen to a very short report ac- ji 
companying it, I do not think there will be any || 
discussion aboutit. 7 j 

The motion of Mr. Hare was agreed to; and j; 
the joint resolution (S. No. 41) for the relief of 1} 
Garrett R, Barry, a paymaster in the United || 
States Navy, was read a second time and con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Tt pro- |; 
noses to release Paymaster Garrett R. Barry, |: 
Jnited States Navy, from his liability as surety | 
of John De Bree, formerly pay master in the Navy | 
of the United States. 

Mr. HALE., All the facts are stated in the 
report accompanying the resolution, which can 
be read if any Senator desires it, 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate | 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third tirne, and passed. 

CHARLES F. ANDERSON. 


Mr. FOOT. Lask for the consideration of a 
private bill, Ft is the bill (S. No. 207) for the | 
relief of Charles F, Anderson. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a second time, and considered as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole. 
the Treasury to pay Charles F. Anderson, archi- 
tect, the sum of $7,500 in full, for time, labor, 


and expense, in preparing plans and drawings*! 


for the Capitol extension. 

Mr. FOOT. "Lhe bill has the unanimous ap- | 
proval of the Committee on Public Buildings and | 
Grounds, to whom it was referred, and who have 
examined the subject. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLAIMS OF WISCONSIN. 


Mr. HOWE. I move that the Senate proceed | 
to the consideration of the joint resolution (S. 
No. 8) for the relief of the State of Wisconsin. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senaie, as 
in Committee ofthe Whole, proceeded to consider 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. HOWE. ‘The Committee on Public Lands 
have renorted the resolation with an amendment 
. i Pp | 
in the nature of a substitute, 1 propose, if there 
be no objeciion, that the amendment only be read. 

J SIT Aj wo m 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course 
will be taken, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read the | 
out all of the joint resolution after the resolving | 
chiuse and inserts | 

hat the Secretary of the Department of the Interior | 
beand be is hereby, authorized to allow to the State of 
Wiseousin five per cent. of the net proceeds derived trom J 
the sale ofthe pub nds with providedia i 
the act of Cougress appro 3 and shall, 

i jn thé setticment of that i > the said State 
the amount of the proceeds of one hundred and twenty-five | 
thousand four hundred and thirty-one and eighty-iwo one | 
hundredths acres of land granted to the Territory of Wis- i 
cousin, to aid in the construction of the Milwaukee and | 
Rock river canal, which b sold by suid Territory | 
or said State, valuing Che 25 per acre, aud a 
much more as the Territory and red upon the | 
same upon sales of auy part 
shall credit said State with th 
gally and properly applied by 
the eost of seili d Jand a 
of said canal, 
and allow tothe Milwaukee a 
pay such sums of money 
ed by said company in the 
canal, iu the construction there 

been cons sy With dans, | 


nonageme 


mount ibat bas been F 
dstate er Perri coward 
i the c ucion 
ry shall aiso tle 
River Canat Com- 

} properiy expend- į 
nd location of sai 


x 
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same in reprirj ana the 
canai company cut ofa 
ppropriated, net veven the li 
i upon the ji 
deduct- 


i 
t 
| 

another matter, and it is a resolution in which my |; 
| 
i 
i 
i 
l 
| 
i 


anrendment, to strike |; 


| sin, or of the United 


i Interior, aad to de 


jj of it. 


; elaborate one. 


ltdirecta the Secretary of || is no quorum here or anything likeit, and it would 
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company in full payment and satisfaction of ail elaims of 
id company against the Stato of Wisconsin and of the 
United States on ncconnt of seid canal fang grani, or on 
account of any acion of the Territory or State of Wiscon- 
fates in relation thereto. K 

Sec. 2. Ani be ii further resolved, Phat the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office be, mid he is hereby, ap- 
pointed commissioner to adjust the accounts herein. pro- 
vided for, wnder the supervision of the Secretary of the 
ermine what sum sball be charged to 
of Wi in for the Jands granted for the con- 
{said canal; and what suas shall be credited 

to said State and said company for the moneys 
expende: hem in the construction of said locks and 
ceanal as herein provided. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Wisconsin whether this is 


; the same matter that was at one time before the 


Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then | certainly am vp- 
posed to its passing in the present condition of 
things, for at that time f became satisfied that 
there was no jast claim on the part of the State 
of Wisconsiv. How it was withdrawn from the 
supervision of that committee to which it was 
first sent and went to the Committee va Claims, 


| and how they have come toa favorable conclu- 


sion, | do not know; but at that time f certainly 
became very well satisfied that the claim did not 
really exist. I should like to have an explanation 
Is there any printed report accompany- 
ing it? 

Mr. HOWE. 

Mr. FESSEN 
report read. 

e Mr. HENDRICKS. The report is quite an 
elaborate cue, which I felt it my duty to present 
to the Senate, 

Mr, FESSENDEN. ‘Then l should prefer the 
resolution te go over, if itis a printed reportand an 
The Senate is not fullnow; there 


Yes, sir, 


DEN. Lshould like to hearthat 


be improper to pass a resolution of this kind, 
taking so much money out of the Treasury, in the 
present condition of the Senate. If the resolution 
ean go over, | will take a copy of the report home 
with me, read if,and refresh my recollection with 
regard to it. J am very unwilling that it should 
be acted upon in such a thin Senate. . 

Mr. HENDRICKS. So faras 1am concerned 
I shall abide hy the pleasure of the Senate in that 


| respect. 


Mr. GRIMES. There are not a dozen Sen- 
ators here, and we may as well adjourn, "This 
matter should be discussed in a full Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. [fit is to be discussed—— 

Mr. GRIMES. It will be, you know. 

Mr. HOWE. I simply want to make an ex- 
planation in answer to the inquiry of the Sena- 
tor from Maine as to how this claim happened 
to be taken from the Committee on Finance and 
referred to the Committee.on Clair When f 
had the honor to introduce a resolution for the 
settlement of this claim on the part of the State 
of Wisconsin, whieh claim is based upon a peb- 
lie statute unrepealed, L understood that the only 
objection to the payment of it was that the Gov- 
ernment claimed a liability on the part of the 
State to pay it, the Government, for the whole 
value of the lands made by the construction of 
the Rock river canal, and that that claim was 
based upon an amendment to the Jaw which ad- 
mitted the State of Wisconsin into die Union. 
i thought F had disco ve 
that amendment was incorrect; that it never was 
adopted by the two Houses of Congress. l garh 
ered thatevidence from the Congressional Globe. 
I supposed | could satisiy the committee and sai- 
isfy the Senate that the statute as published in 
the edition of laws wa correct, and that it was 
correct as it was established in the Giobe, and if 
I could establish that fact there would be no sort 
of objection to its being acted upon by the Coni- 
mittee on Finance, there being nothin 
appropriation to make, and that that was the ap- 
propriate compiittee to send it to. [t wassent to 
that committee, and in the course of the investi- 
gation before that committce 1 became satisfied, 
as did the chairman of that committee, that the 
Globe was incorrect, and that the statute as pub- 
lished in our edition ef the laws was- correct, 
That-put iton the footing of a private claim, and 


s 


the 


i thereupon Lat once proposed to have ii reported 


k and referred to the Committee on Claitas. 


My. FESSENDEN. 


l conclusive. proof that | 


Dut an | 
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Lam not hnpating any- || tion, 
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‘thing to my friend- for doing so.:-My. inquiry: 


was with a view: simply to-ascertain: whether. it 
was the same claim. ed 


Mr. HOWE, Yer, sir. it-has been before 
the Commities on-Claims, and was reported dan 


imously by that committee at the last sessioncef * 


Congress, and has recently been unanimously 
reported again from that committee... As I said 


before, it rests:upon a: public statute... We have . 


lain out ofthe money for a great while. If Serna- 
tors desire the resolution.to go over untik tomor- 
row morning, of course L shall not object toit; 
and I will give way for a motion. to adjourn: 

Mr.GRIMES. | move that the Senate donow 
adjourn. ; 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 20, 1864. 


The House metattwelveo'clock,m, Prayerby 
the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. : 

The Journal of Saturday was read andapproved.. 

WINNEBAGO INDIANS. 00? 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Lowa, by unanimous còne 
sent of the House, submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and a 2d 
to: 

Whereas it is represented that the Winnehago indiane 
are in a destitute and starving condition, aud that some of 
their number have actually died of starvation: Thorelure, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affates be 
instructed to inquire into the facts and report what legis- 
lation, if any, is necessary to relieve these Indians fram 
their present destitute and deplorable condition. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. l 


The SPEAKER. By the order of the House 
in reference to the tax bill, the regular order, of 
business on Monday will come up in the evening 
session. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understand the first busi- 
ness this evening will be the motion made by me 
iast Monday, to suspend the rules for the par- 
pose of introducing the following resolution: 
Joint resolution to increase temporarily the duthes on im- 

ports. “ 


Resolved, §c.,.'That from and after the passage of this 


resolution, unt the Jst dayof June, 1864, all the duties and 
imposts ou imported goods, wares, and merchandise now 
provided by law be increased by the addition of twenuty- 
five percent. thercto; nd upon all goods, wares, and mér- 
ebandise now frec or exempt from duty, that there shall be 
levied and collected a duty of five per cent. ad valorem: 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not.ex- 
actly correct. ‘fhe Chair will state what will be 
the order of business this evening, if it be not 
setapart for the tax bill, First, the committees 
will be called for reports for reference, and not 
to be brought back by motions to reconsider; and 
the next business will be the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted by the gentleman 


i from New York, [Mr. Fernanpo Woop:} 


Whereas the Government of the United States in suc- 
ceeding to the soverciguty of the regions of country in 
whieh the mines of Cofurado and Arizoua are situated b 
came invested with a complete proprietary title to 
mines; and whereas no act.of Congress has been, passed 
alienating or providing for the disposal of any part thereot 
or prescribing measures for the use and working of them ; 
and whereas individ sand companies are assuming own- 
ership and occupation, aad attempting to work some of 
and are inducing the investiment of capital in 
then by Innocent parties; Pherefore, 

Resolved, ‘That the P dent of the 
d to take sueh ASUTCS inks 
peciussary for the pro ion o 
ment in the mineral jands and mines of Colorado and Ari- 
zona, util the proper legislation shall be provided by Con- 
gress. 

‘After the morning hour the motion. made-by 
the gentleman from Vermont [Me MORRILL] 
will come up. j 

Mr. MORRILL. { ask the unanimous con- 
the House that my anotion may be taken 
up first during the evening gession; and LE will, 
state that when my resojutign comes up, | pro- 
pose to modify itso that it shall impose a larger 
tax upon tabacco, snuff, cigars, &c.; on brandy, 
gin, and cordials; on burning fluid and wine; a 
duty upon iron equal to the increased tax. pro- 


Tited States be re- 
judgment may be 
rights of the Govern 


p 


posed; an increase of the duty upon gencral man- 
wactures of ten per cent.; a specific duty upon 


wool of five cents per pound, and an addition 
to the duties on tea of five cents per pound. 
Such will be the general features of the proposi- 
In other words, it will be an attempt to 
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increase the tariff somewhere near the point we 
‘expect to reath when we report-in fall upon that 
subject { inink this may-be satisfactory to the | 
House. : 

And $ say further, that if the House will con- 
sentto-this course of action, I will propose that 
ithe matter shall be considered in the House as in 
the Committee of the Whole, open to amendment 

“and five minutes debate for a reasonable time— 
ssayan hour. ‘Then I shall call for the previous 
question, and let the. House dispose of the matter. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD.. I understand that 
‘the gentleman from: Vermont does not propose to 
consider the resolution at this time. . 
“Mr: MORRILL. Tdo.ñot propose thatit shall 
be considered unti] the evening session. 
Mr, FERNANDO WOOD. I understand the 
geutleman proposes to allow debate and opportu- 
nity for amendment. 
Mr. MORRILL. propose that the resolution 
shall be considered in the Elouse the Same as in 
the Committee of the Whole, reserving to my- 
‘self the right to call forthe previous question after 
a reasonable jme. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Does nat the gen- 
tleman understand that this proposition must go 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union? 
_ Mr. MORRILL. I propose to suspend the 
rules if the House refuses unanimous consent as 
Lhave requested. 

< The SPEAKER. It will require a two-thirds 
vote to suspend the rules, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think there will be no ob- 
jection to considering the resolution this evening. 
Mr. COX. Without a suspension of rules. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will con- 
sider that it is the unanimous consent of the 
House that the gentieman from Vermont shall, at 
seven o'clock this evening, have leave to report 
the joint resolution to which he has referred, 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Does that cut off 
the resolution which I have introduced? 

>The SPEAKER. | It does not; it wlll come up 
when the joint resolution is disposed of. 

There was no objection, and Mr. MorriLL’s 
proposition was agreed to, 


Mr. FENTON. Lask the unanimous consent 
of the [Louse to submit the following resolution: 
Whereas, on the ad day of May, 1861, the President of the 
United States by proclamation called for forty-two thou- 
sand volunteers, which was subsequently modified to in- 
elude thirty-nine regiments of volunteers to serve ior two 
years, of which the State of New York prowptly furnished 
thirty-eight r which were received and mustered 
into the United States service prior to the act of Congress 
July 22, (861, section five of whieh act provided a bounty 
of 100 to “every volunteer, non-commissioned officer, 
private, musieidn, and artifiger,? @ if he shall have served 
fora period of Wo years or ducing the waril sooner ended 3° | 
and whereas senrly. all of said two years’ regiments from the 
kept continuously reerdited dur- 
vith volnnt to ve for the 
unexpiri günents, in many instances with 
“the prom aud expectation of receiving hoantios 5 and 
whereas by the act of Congress duly (7, 1862, section three 
provided a bounty of taventy-five dollars to “ever idie” 
to be paid “upou the miustering of his company or regiment 
iato tte service of tite United State, who w to be 
ealled into the said s forthe period of nine months 
unless sooner dise aud by the fourth seetion of 
siid act a bounty of filly dollars was provided for volunteers 
to serve for te period of twelve months unless sooberd 
charged to fill ap eogiments then in the field; and where 
by the act Congr of chapter seventy: cight, scetions 
passed Maret J, 1863, no deduction of these Dounti 
be made from 9 soldiers pay if discharged in a 
than said cnlistinents of nine or twelve months, i 
ebarge be upon surgeon's certificate for wounds 
sickness incurred since their last entistiasent 
tion seven of said act provides that any p 
have voluntecred or been drafted” “for th 
months 


ing the firs 


+ 
should 


te dis 
ceived or | 
? and 
on who shaji 
termi of nine i 
iment trom 

and any | 
e abounty | 


That the Committee on Mui 
bili giving the boun 
e 


£ of $109 to an 
private, musician, or artific 
ly discharged in con 


who shal have 
of wounds rec juri 
in the Hne of his dut¥, and a pro rata share of 
of 100 to any volunteers for a proportionate term: of s 
vice excending three months, as is now provided by law | 
for those serving two years. r 
Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not object to this prop- | 
asition, though it is not quite broad enough. Itti 
is confined to a particular class of soldiers: Itis | 
drawn up with reference to iegislatiow in respect i 
to aparticulur State, Lf words are used so as to | 
make the matter general, and applicable to any | 
-other volunteers, [ shall have no objection. 
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Mr. FENTON. [ have no objection to that 
modification, as [simply desire to have the mat- 
ier referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

No objection being made, the resolution as mod~ 
ified was introduced and agreed to. à 

Mr. ODELL, I desire to say thatthe subject 
of this preamble and resolution has been acted 
upon by the House. : 

Mr. FEN'TON. I only desired to have the 
matter referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. My colleague is mistaken in reference to 
the facts. A bill was reported to the House giv- 
ing bounties to those who had not served two 
years, but were wounded in the service; but those 
volunteers who entered the service under the proc- 
lamation of May, 1861, and did not serve two 
years by subsequent enlistment to fill up regi- 
ments, have never had any bounty given to them 
under the authority of any act of Congress. 

Mr. ODELL. My colleague thinks lam mis- 
taken, but I think I am not. I did not refer to 
the class of men referred to in the resolution. I 
referred to the nine months’ men who were called 
out, and who are entitled to a bounty of twenty- 
five dollars. The Military Committee reported a 
joint resolution providing that those men should 
receive twenty-five dollars. The resolution passed 


| the House and is now in the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman move 
to reconsider, asthe resolution has been agreed to? 

Mr. FENTON. This resolution has no refer- 
ence to the nine months’ men, 

Mr. ODELL. No, sir. I do not move to re- 
consider. 


IOWA AND FLORIDA. 


Mr. WILSON, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill explanatory of an act entitled An 
act supplemental to the act for the admission of 
the States of Jowa and Florida into the Union;”’ 
which was read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


DESERTIONS FROM THB SERVICE, 


Mr. WILSON. Lask unanimous consent to 
introduce a bill relating to the proofs of desertions 


i from the military service of the United States, and 
’ 


for other purposes. | asked leave to intrgduce it 
on Saturday. Lt was objected to by the gentle- 
man from Indiana, but he subsequently told me 
he would withdraw his objection. I had, how- 
ever, no opportunity subsequently to introduce it. 

No objection being made, the bill was intro- 
duced, read a first aud second time, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

R. J. BENNETT. 

Mr. ECKLEY, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee of Accounts: 

Resolved, That there be paid to R. J. Bennett, out of the 


contingent fund of the House, as compensation for his | 


services as assistant jibrarian of this House during the 

Thirty. Pighth Congress, the same amount now allowed to 

the newspaper elerk of this House, aud no more. 
PUNISIiMENT OF GUERRILLAS. 

Mr. GARFIELD, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill to provide for the more speed y pun- 
ishment of guerrillas, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, and re~ 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

INTERNAL REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the rales be sus- 
pended, aud that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the special order, 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 


Wasiporne, of Lilinois, in the chuir,) and pro- i 


ceeded to the consideration of the special order, 
being the bul (I4. R. No. 405) to provide internal 
revenue to support the Government, to pay the 
Interest on the publie debt, and for other pur- 
poses; commencing with section ninety-seven, in 
references to auction sales, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the section 


in line twelve by striking out ‘fifty cents” and | 


33 


inserting ‘fone dollar;’? so that the clause will 


i read, ‘for each sale of not exceeding one hun- 


dred shares of stock, or less when the par value 
is $100, one dollar.” 

i 

The amendment was agreed to. 


1 


s 


Mr. MORRILL. Also, in line fifteen by strik- 
ing out “fifty cents” and inserting “one dol- 
lar;’’ so that the clause will read, ‘ exceeding one 
hundred shares, for every additional one hun- 
dred shares, or fractional. part thereof, at the rate 
of one dollar for one hundred shares. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


> 
Mr. MORRILL. Also,in line nineteen, by 
striking out ‘fifty cents’? and inserting “one 
dollar;”’ so that the clause will read, ‘* when the 
par value exceeds one hundred dollars per share, 
so much thereof as at the par value shall amount 
to a sum not exceeding $10,000, one dollar.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. Also, in line twenty-two, by 
striking out “ fifty cents” and inserting ‘one dol- 
lar; so that the clause will read, ‘exceeding 
the sum of ten thousand dollars, for every addi- 
tional ten thousand dollars, or fractional part 
thereof, one dollar.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move toamend by striking 
out lines twenty-three to twenty-seven inclusive, 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

When the par value is less than $100 per share, so 
much thereof as at the par value shall amounttoa sum not 
exceeding $10,000, one dollar; exceeding the sum of $10,000 
for every additional $10,000 or fractional part thereof, one 
dollar, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. In line thirty-one I move to 
amend by striking out ‘fifty cents” and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof “one dollar,” so that the 
clause will read, ‘* for each sale of gold and sil- 
ver bullion, sterling exchange, uncurrent money, 
promissory notes, stocks, bonds, or other securi- 
ties, not exceeding the sum of $10,000, one dol- 
lar, i 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FRANK moved to amend so as to make 
the tax upon brokers one tenth of one per cent. 
upon all sales, and made some remarks, which 
are withheld for revision. They will be pub- 
lished in the Appendix. 

Mr. MORRILL. The tax on sales of stocks 
proposed in the bill is entirely new. We have 
not heretofore taxed the sale of stocks at all. It 
was very attentively cared for by the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. SressINs,}] who is now 
absent from the FTouse by reason of illness. He is 
certainly as anxiousas his colleague [Mr. Frang] 
can be to obtain revenue from this source. We 
submitted to his superior knowledge on this sub- 
ject, and he thought that the amount reported in 
the bill was as much as we would possibly be able 
to collect from this source. But the committee will 
see thatupon my motion, and I was directed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to make the mo- 
tion, we have already doubled, the tax that was 
proposed by the distinguished gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Srxzssins.] 

The proposition of the bill as it now stands is 
to tax every sale of stocks whether the number 


.of shares-sold be five, ten, twenty, or fifty, Every 
| f 
sale is to be taxed not more than one dollar, un- 


less itexceeds one hundred shares or $10,000 in 
value. If we impose a higher tax we shall drive 
the parties engaged in this business to evasions, 
and we all know how sharp the gentlemen en- 
gaged in this business are in evading any duty 
that may be put upon them. { am disposed to 
think that the proposition as it now stands is as 
far as itis prudent for us to go until we have tried 
the experiment. ` 

Mr. KERNAN. I move to amend so as to 
make the tax one ninth of one per cent. 

lt seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the tax 
which itis proposed to impose upon this deserip- 
tion of trafic is very small. Iam surprised that 
the gentleman from New York, the distinguished 
president of the board of brokers, who introduced 
a gold bill the other day, and who seemed anx- 
ious to-check the speculation in that commodity, 
should, under the pretense of accomplishing that 
purpose, have made the tax so low. 

it seems to me thatif there is any traffic in this 
countey which is able to bear and which should 
bear its full preportion of the expenses of this 
war, it should be that kind of traffic which has 
heen stimulated to a very unwholesome extent. 
There is really no good to the country resulting 
from this traffic in stocks. It is a speculation 
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which is said to be and doubtless is injurious in | 
its effect. While, however, I would not impose |; 
a tax so high as to cut off revenue by that means, || 
I certainly think that one tenth of one per cent. is 
quite low eyough. I hope the tax will be placed 
as high as it can be without losing the revenue 
thereby. 

Mr. A. W. CLARK. I oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York. On look- 
ing over the list of the sales at the regular board 
in New York for Monday last, I find they amount 
to over fifteeen million dollars, and that, I believe, 
was not an unusual day’s operations. Now, sir, 
a tax of one tenth of one per cent. would bring 
$15,000 for a day, and perhaps not stop a dollar’s 
worth in future. If it would stop it, so much 
the better. Nobody would grumble, more than 
they did against taxing the whisky on hand. 
Now, observe that this result is for the regular 
board in the city of New York. -Now, observe 
these figures: 


Revenue from New York board per day...... 


oe ee $15,000 
Boston, say... 3 z 


5,000 


Philadelphi . 5,000 } 

New Orleans vee 5,000 

Baltimore, Chicago, ECsssssoeitegrrossssssosssse 5,000 
Making per day ......cccccacseesesceersee veces se Boo, 000 


For a year, $10,500,000! 
` This isa matter, sir, that is certainly worth our 
consideration, and | hope the amendment of the 

. gentleman from New York (Mr. Franx] will be 
adopted. 

Mr. KERNAN. 
to the amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [| move to amend the 
amendment so as to make the tax two tenths of 
one per cent. instead of one tenth. 1 simply rise 
to saya word or twoin regard to this subject. | 
am in favor of the amendment of the genUeman 
from New York, [Mr. Frang] but I desire tosaya 
wordin regard to the remark of the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] to the effect that we 
must not tax these men heavily because if we do 
they are so sharp they will evade the tax alto- 

ether and cheat the Government. Now, sir, I 
for one have heard enough of that argument. 
We never hear anything here of farmers and 
manufacturers being sosharp as to evade their tax 
andcheat the Government. You tax the farmer’s 
transfer of real estate. Every deed he makes has 
to pay a heavy stamp duty, and you tax aimost 
everything he produces. You tax almost every- 
thing that is produced by the manufacturer. And 
yet the gentleman from Vermont never makes use 
of the argument that too high a tax must not be 
imposed upon manufacturers because they are so 
sharp that they will evade the tax. But when you 
come to these gamblers in stocks and in the gold 
of the country, and it is proposed to levy a tax 
upon them corresponding with that laid upon 
others, the argument is presented that you must 
be very careful how you treat them, You must 
treat them tenderly and easily. 1f you do not 
they will cheat the Government. 

Now, sir, these are the very men who ought 
to be taxed, and taxed heavily; and if we cannot 
make a law so strong and so hedged about with 
difficulties as to compel them to pay the tax, we 
should at least try. And if we do not succeed at 
first, amend the law and so hedge it about that 
they cannot dodge or cheat the Government. 

I repeat, sir, the argument is not a good one, 
and I hope we will not hear itagain. lam in favor 
of making this tax at least one tenth of one per 
cent. upon all their transactions. I agree with 
the gentleman from New York, that if we were to 
tax them out of existence altogether it would be |; 
all the better for the interests of the Government, 
better for the finances of the Government, and 
better for us all. I hope the committee will not | 
treat these men so gingerly as the gentleman pro- 


I withdraw my amendment 


oses. 

Mr. KASSON. l wish to say to the committee, || 
in the absence of the gentleman from New York, | 
(Mr. Sreppiws,] who is a member of the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means, and whose advice has | 
been of great importance to us in this matter, that | 
I regretted to hear his colleague from New York ! 
[Mr. Konyan] allude to himas having introduced 
a gold bill into this House under a mere pretense. | 
In the absence of that gentleman [Mr. Sressixs] ;! 
I wish to bear testimouy which will be sustained i 
by every member of the Committee of Ways and || 
Means to his conscientiousness, his carnestucss, l 


and patriotic devotion to the interests of the coun- 
try in every matter with which he has been con- 
nected. 

Mr. KERNAN. I did not intend atall to say 
that my colleague had not acted in good faith. 
Į only expressed wonder that a gentleman who 


_was so anxious to discourage this traffic in gold 


was not willing to tax these transactions a little 
higher, especially when the Government so much 
need it for revenue. I intended to say nothing 
disrespectful to him at all. . 4 

Mr. ODELL. I simply want to say, afterthis 
discussion which has taken place in reference to 
my colleague and his opinion as tothe tax we are 
called upon to impose on the sale of stocks, that 
I think gentlemen are doing him injustice. I rec- 
ollect saying to him that I thought the tax men- 
tioned in this bill upon, stock transactions was 
altogether too low. He admitted that it was too 
low. He saidit would be better, perhaps, to in- 
crease it, and remarked that the brokers’ board 
would stand a higher tax, and pay it cheerfully. 

I notice in the section preceding this thata tax 
of one fourth of one per cent. is laid upon stocks 
sold by auctioneers—upon sales of gold; silver, 
and stocks, Now, the brokers’ boards, both pub- 
licand private, are nothing more nor less than auc- 
tion blocks. i 

Mr. KASSON. As I have only five minutes, 
I-cannot yield to the gentleman further. 

Mr. ODELL. I only wanted to say, as the 
opinion of my colleague [Mr. Sregsins] had been 
referred to, thatin my judgment he would, if here, 
be in favor of one tenth of one per cent. 

Mr. KASSON. I merely desired to say, in 
the absence of the gentleman from New York, 
that he himself proposed to tax this interest, and 
that he did it after consultation with leading men 
in the city of New York. And he gave it as his 
opinion that for revenue purposes the rate fixed 
in the bill was high enough. 

It will be observed that the basis of taxation 
upon these transfers is not upon the $100 actually 
received, but upon the number of shares sold. 
And I beg the attention of the House to the fact 
that many of the shares are not worth. $100. 
Many of them are not worth half that amount, 
and some are not worth even twenty-five dollars; 
but the tax imposed upon them is at their par 
value. ` 

lt is true, that where the shares are above one 
hundred dollars par value, the rate falls below; 
but where they are not worth that amount, the 
rate is increased. It is believed that, by this 
method of taxation, a larger amount of revenue 
will be derived than if levied upon the amount 
actually realized. 

For myself, I would gladly agree to tax these 
sales one tenth of one per cent. if I believed the 
effect would be to produce more revenue. J will 
go as high as.any gentleman can go, if it shall be 
shown that an increase of the tax willincrease the 
revenue rather than diminish it. But under the cir- 
cumstances, in my judgment, we must be a little 
carcful, or we will defeat our object of raising 
revenue through this source, 

lt will be recollected that the rate charged by 
brokers for buying and selling on commission 
is only one eighth of one per cent.,and if you 
tax them one teuth of one per cent. you absorb j 
nearly their whole compensation, And it may 
happen that you will destroy their business and 


at the same time receive no taxes. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I renew the 
amendment for the purpose of replying to the gen- 
teman from Ilinois, [Mr. Farnsworru.] He 
has mistaken the argument of the low-tax advo- 
cates in this case. It is madeso low, not because 
the collector would otherwise be defrauded, but 
because the poor stockjobbers cannot afford to 
pay more, ‘They fill their vaults with the evi- 
dences of unconscionable accumulations, and still 
reach out their avaricious fingers for more. They 
gamble in gold, play bull or bear as interest dic- 
tates, and riot in the hopes and fears, the suc- 
cesses and losses of the country; but the poor fel- 
lows, according to the Judgment of the committee, | 
are only able to stand onc hundredth part ofone per 
cent, tax. Thisisofa piece with many other feat- 
ures of the bill. The commiitice have taken four 
anda half months to devise a scheme by which | 
wealth, luxury, extravagance, and vice should es 
cape taxation, while the large revenue so much | 
needed by the Government is drawn from the 


scritnping economy of the less forehanded: class. 
Only-five per cent. on-furs, four per cent. on dia- 
monds, purchased once inva lifétime, ‘five percent. 
on wines, one per cent. on the theater: and circus, 
and one hundred and fifty per cent. on the lightof 
the poor. You may flaunt inthe street with furs, 
glitter with diamonds everywhere according tothe 
vulgar ostentation of the day, tarry long-at-the 
afternoon wine-table, and soil your thoughts in 
a low theater-orlower circus at nightyand, how- 
ever much worse you may be, the Government 
exchequer is but little better for it, All this waste 
and: dissipation drops only.a: few pennies into-the 
national Treasury.. Butif the inheritor of poverty 
expends for light a dollar thatcan be hardly spared 
from other pressing wants, that his home may be 
less homely, the bare walls and rude furnitureand 
uncarpeted floor may. be less dreary to himself, his 
wife, or child, your billdemands $1 50 forthe Gov- 
ernment. À i . 

I do not wonder that gentlemen wished to close 
debate the other day. Such gross injustice must 
cower behind.the previous question to, be .safe. 
The champion of these features of the bill should 
administer to it the oath administered: to. con- 
stables when they take charge of a traverse jury: 
“ Take this bill to sume safe and convenient place, 
and suffer no man to speak of it nor speak of it 
yourself.” As the bill was first reported there 
was a section or two that imposed a very small 
tax upon some of the rich, corporations and busi~ 
ness associations of the country; but the Clerk 
had scarcely read them when an amendment— 
sanctioned, it was said, by the committee—was 
offered anthorizing the amount to be charged over 
to somebody less able to payit. Itwas very kind 
in the fly, when resting—according to the fable— 
on the horn of an ox, to inquire if its weight was 
burdensome; but it was far kinder in the com- 
mittee to authorize old Cresus to remove this 
feather of taxation from his own broad shoulders 
to those of his feebler customers, without waiting 
to ask him if it was oppressive. No doubt he 
will improve the privilege, and not only put this 
feather on his neighbors’ shoulders, but accom- 
pany it with some heavier extortion to make it 
stay there. 1 hope all. these offensive features 
will be stricken from the bill before itis brought 
to a vote. ; of Ry Haat 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Mr. Chairman, 
I am quite sure there is no class proposed to be 
affected by this bill better able to bear taxation 
than the brokers of the cityagf New York. Ido 
not believe that any tax this House can impose 
will prove the slightest check upon the extent of 
their operations. They have derived more pecu- 
niary advantage from this war than any other class 
of people. Their operations have been more ex- 
tensive, their gambling more extreme and im- 
moral, and I conceive that we should not only 
impose this tax, but make it quadruple, It might 
be so done with advantage to the ‘Treasury and 
without injury to the class of people we propose 
to tax. Sir, the embarrvassments of the Treasury, 
the inflation of the currency, and the derangement 
of the condition of the financial and commercial 
classes of New York and of the country, have 
been created more by the gambling in Wall street 
than from any other cause except the mismanage- 
ment of the Treasury itself, Therefore I have 
risen for the purpose of saying that we need be 
under no apprehension that the brokers will not 
bear any tax which we may think it expedient to 
propose, 

Mr. SCOFIELD, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I desire 
to take the gentleman from New York, who has 
spoken in reference to the tax on brokers, at his 
werd, and to raove that the tax shall be one fifth 
instead of one tenth. f make the proposition in 
good faith, and I hope that it will be adopted. We 
hear that tbey are willing and able to pay, and 


| we ought not to object to their paying. 


Mr. MORRILL: I move that the committee 
rise with a view to close debate on this section. 
The motion was agreed to. z 

So the commuttee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chairf Mr. Wasnpurne, of illinois, 


i reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union had, according to order, had the 
Union generally under consideration, and partic- 
ularly the internal revenue bill, and had come to 
no conclusion thercon. — 


s 
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section ninety-seven be closed in one minute after 
the Committee of the Whole shail resume the 
consigeration thereof, 

“Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I ask the gentleman to 
modify his moon so'as not to inchade the pro- 
-¥1Is0 to. the section. 

Mr. MORRILL. I bus no » objection to that. 

The motion, as modified, was agreed to,- 

Mr. MORRILL. T moye that the rales be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on tier state of the 


‘Union upon the special order. 


The motion was agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Wasuburne, of Illinois, in the chair,) and re- 
gumed the consideration of the internal revenue 
bill, the pending question being on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr, RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, 
to the amendment, 


Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers onthe amend- 


: ment, 


‘Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Frwrow and 


“Me. Ranpaxz, of Pennsylvania, were appointed. 


The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 69, noes 46. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

The proviso to the ninety- -seventh section was 


l read, as follows: 


, 


Provided, That any person, firm, or company, not being 
“licensed. as a broker, who shail selleor offer to sell any gold 
cand silver bullion, Sterling exchange, uncurrent. money, 
promissory notes, stocks, bonds, or other securities, shall 
be Jiable, in addition toall other penalties provided in such 
cases, to pay fifty per cent. in addition to the foregoing 
duties and rates of duty. 

Mr.J. C. ALLEN. I move to amend. that 

proviso by striking out the words ‘ uncurrent 
money, promissor notes, stocks, bonds, or other 
“securities.’? 1 make this ‘motion, and I desire to 
callthe attention of the gentleman from Vermont, 
‘who has charge of this bill, to the ground upon 
which I base it. 
Mr. KASSON. AsI find thereis an omission 
in this proviso, I ask that it be reserved, in order 
to give the committee an opportunity to- prepare 
an amendment. 

No objection being made, the proviso was 
-passed over informally. . 

Mr. SCHENCK. I had an amendment to 
. make to that proviso, and I wil offer it and allow 
it to go to the committee with the proviso itself. 
It is to insert in line thirty-eight, after the word 
“ securities,’’ the words ‘ the same not being bona 
fide his own actual property.” 

Mr. KASSON. I move to amend section nine- 
ty- èight by striking out of line two the words 
“collected and paid,” and inserting in line three, 
after “year,” the words ‘to be paid; alsa, by 
inserting after the word * table’ "the words “ gold 
watch,” and by striking out after the word 
b piai i the word “ and,” and inserting “or, 
“so that the clause will read: 

That there shall be levied annually on the first 
of May in cach r, to be paid by any person or persons 
owning, possessing or keeping, any carriage, yacht, bil- 
liard tablo, gold watch, plate, or piano-forte, or other mu- 
sical instraments, the eral dics or sume of money 
set down in figūros against the same, respectively, or oth- 
erwise jed and set forth in schedule h ereto anuexed 
aud marked A, and the same shall be and remain a lien 
thereon until paid. 

Phe amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY. I move io amend the schedule to 
section ninety-cight, in line forty-six, by insert- 
ing after the word “use” the words “also all 
premiums awarded as a token of merit by aby 
agricultural society, corporation, or association 
of persons for any purpose whatever,” so as to 
exempt such premiums from duty. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I must oppose that amend- 
ment, upor the ground that it does not cover all 
cases which ought to be included in an amend- 
ment of that sort, anå also upon the ground that 
it would exempt those articles sometimes under 
circumstances where they opahi net to be ex- 
empt. IL will move to amend the amendment by 
substituting for it and articles given by agri- 
cultural and mechanical s societies to the persons 
possessing the same.” I think they should be 
exempt only so long as they are in the posses- 
sion of the persons to whom they ar givers "Phe 
premiums bestowed by mechanical associations 


Monday 


I move that all debate on A 


‘tific and literary associations. 


Školi be exemptas well as those given by agri- 
cultural associations. 

Mr. CLAY. I think my amendment would 
include mechanical associations. | 

Mr. BOUTWELL. {t seems to me the word 
“articles” is preferable.to ‘* premiums.” I donot 
know why money should be cxempt. Persons 
sometimes réceive as much as $100 in money. 

Mr.CLAY. The amendmentis only intended 
to include articles of plate, &c. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. The ‘gentleman will no- 
tice that he uses the word ‘“ premium.’ 

Mr.CLAY. The premiumis generally a piece | 
of silverware of some kind 

I would have no objection to the amendment of 
the gentleman if he would add the words ** other 
associations.” There are a great many associa- 
tions inthe country formed fer the purpose of im- 
provement, which are not incorporated, and arè 
not mechanicalassociations. They should be in- 
cluded as well as agricultural societies. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I do not know how far 
those words would extend, Thereare many scien- 
Mechanical and 
agricultural associations cover the chief industrial 
associations of the country. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Cuay’s amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to insert after 
the word “ billiard”? the word “ bagatelle,’’ so as 
to include bagatelle tables. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope that that amendment 
will not be adopted. In every house in the coun- 
try almost there is a bagatelle board, from a foot 
long up. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My impression is that 
if the gentleman were to go into the saloons of 
the cities of Chicago, Buffalo, or New York, or 
any other city, he would find bagatelle tables as 
well as billiard tables kept for hire; and I can see 
no impropriety, if we tax billiard tables, i in also 
taxing bagatelle tables. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. What are bagatelle tables? 
I hope that my colieague will explain, so that we 
may vote understandingly. [Laughter. ] 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GANSON. I move that the committee 
take a recess for thirty minutes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What for? 

Mr. GANSON. There is not a quorum pres- 
ent; and General Burnside’s corps is marching 
past the Capitol. 

Mr. FRANK. | move that the committee rise 
for the purpose of allowing the chairman of the 
Commitee of Waysand Means to make a speech. 

The motion was agreed to, 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurne, of Hli- 
nois, reported that the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, | 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly House bill No. 405, to provide in- 
ternal revenue to support the Government, to pay 
interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. STEVENS. [think under the circum- 
stances that the House had better take a recess 
for an hour. [tis now half pastone, and I move 
that the House take a recess until half past two. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, For what reason 
is jt proposed that the House shall take a recess 
foran hour, and leave Use public business ? 

; Mr. STEVENS. "To permit gentlemen on the 
other side of the House to go and see the troops 
who are marching out against the enemy. i 

Mr. PENDLETON, l hope that the House 
will not tke a recess. Is it in order? 

The SPEAKER, It is inorder atany time to || 
make the motion, 

Mr. STEELE, of New York. 
and demand a division. 

Mr. COX. I should like to putin a protest 
against the House leaving the puolic business to 
go and sce these colored troops. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order. 

Mr. PENDLETON demanded tellers on the 
moion for a recess. 
rs were ordered; and Messrs. SHANNON 
NCONA were appointed. 

"The flouse divided, and the tellers reported— į 


I oppose the 
re 


A forty, 


i tax. 


ayes 638, noces 27. 
So the motion was 


agreed tu; and thereupon i 


the House took a recess until halfpast two o’clock 
p.m. 


AFTRRNOON SESSION, 

The House resumed its session at half past 
two o’clock. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union upon the the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Wasusurne, of Hlinois, in the cheir,) and re> 
sumed the consideration of the spécial order, 
being the internal revenue bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD. Imoveto amend the ninety- 
ninth section in jine two, by striking out the 
words ‘ levied,’collected and? before the word 
“paid,” so that the clause will read, ‘that 
there shall be paid by any person, firm, com- 
pany, or agent or employé thereof, the following 
duties or taxes, that is to say.” "The clause as 
it now reads is not only inelegant, but it ex- 
presses an absurdity by saying that taxes shall 

be “levied, collected, and paid” by the person 
who pays them. f 

Mr. HIGBY. Iwould suggest that theclanse 
would be awkward even then. 1 would suggest 
that it should read, “that every person, firm, 


|i company, or agent or employé thereof, shall pay’ 


the following duties or taxes,” &e. 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘The objection to this clause 
is very well taken; but the way to amend it is by 
inserting something after the word “ collected,” 
so that it shall read, “there shall be levied and 
collected on the articles hereafter enumerated, and 
paid by any person,” &e. 

Mr. GARFIELD, The general provisions of 
the bill arrange for levying and collecting taxes. 
This is simply a provision for collecting, and the 
words I have moved to strike out are unnecessary 
and absurd. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. GarmeLp 
was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, in line 
six, by striking out “twenty”? and inserting 
” so as to make the clause read, on all 
cattle and calves exceeding three months old, 
slaughtered for sale, forty cents per head,” 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania, f am op- 
posed to that amendment; and in opposing it I 
will refer to the next clause, which provides that 
on all cattle and calves under three months old, 
slaughtered for sale, five cents a head shall be 
paid. I refer to it because the two clauses bear 
a relation to each other. The amendment under 
consideration proposes to increase the tax from 
twenty to forty centsa head on all slaughtered 
over three months old. It strikes me that the 
policy of the Government at this time should be 
to favor the growing of cattle, instead of pursuing 
a course which will encourage the killing of cat- 
tle when they are small. 

I happened the other day to be among a lot of 
butchers when they were discussing the causes 
ofthe high price of beef; and they stated thatthe 
cause, in addition to the demand for the Army, 
was the fact that there are speculators all through 
the country who are buying up calves and send- 
ing them off to the ciues. ifthatis so, why not 
put a heavier tax upon calves under three months 
old than upon those which are older? 

If, however, the gentleman from Vermont pro- 
poses to increase the tax pro rata upon those un- 
der three months old, I have no objection to his 
proposition, 

Mr. MORRILL. I will ny state that the 
original tax imposed upon catile slaughtered was 
three centsa head. As we proposed to increase 
all the taxes in the old bill toa very large extent, 
we thought it not unreasonable to mere sase this 
Butebers appeared before us and objected 
very strenuously to our increasing this tax, be- 
cause they say ail the tax comes cut of them 
Now, there is seldom a bullock killed that is 
worth less than seventy-five dollars, and most of 
them are worth more than that, he butchers 
thal this tax which we impose comes out 
a; but we all know that their business is 
exceedingly profitable; and I believe it may well 
bearthe amount we propose—forty cents a head. 
l hepe the amendment will prevail. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend in line eight by striking out * five’’and in- 
serting “ twenty-five,” so thaton all calves slaugh- 
tered under three months old there shall be paid 
twenty-five cents a head. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the clause 
tton all swine slaughtered for sale, when the num- 
ber thus slaughtered exceeds twenty in any one 
year, ten cents per head,” by striking out the 
words “when the number thus slaughtered ex- 
ceeds twenty in any one year,” and by adding 

` the following proviso: . 

Provided, That all catte not exceeding five in number, 
and all calves, swine, sheep, and lambs not exceeding 
twenty in number altogether, slaughtered by any person 
for his or her own consuinption, shall be exempt from duty. 


Mr.J.C.ALLEN, [think the gentleman has 
put the number too low, considering that he in- 
cludes sheep, swine, and calves. ‘That is not 

. enough for furnishing meat for a family of the 
average size of those we have in the Northwest. 
Under the bill of last year twenty head of awine 
were exempt, and that was low enough. But 
now you include sheep and calves. We have 
some farmers in the West who during the sum- 
mer and fall slaughter several head of sheep for 
the use of their own families, and occasionally a 
calf. They make up the number twenty very 
easily. 1 will move to amend the amendment by 
making the number twenty-five instead oftwenty. 

Mr. MORRILL. Luin aware that there isa 
little difficulty about this subject. In many parts 
of the country this will be a very heavy burden, 
and the people would evade the duty by killing 
what they do not want for their own consump- 
tion, and thus evade the butcher’s license. 

The amendment to the amendment was disa- 
greed to. ; 

Mr. COLE, of California. I offer the follow- 
ing proviso: 


Provided further, That cattle slaughtered for hides and 
tallow shall be taxed ten cents per bead, and sheep slaugh- 


tered for pelts and tallow shall be taxed three cents per’ 


head. 

The difference between cattle slaughtered for 
sale in the market and cattle slaughtered for the 
hides and tallow is very marked. As was stated 
by the gentleman from Vermont, cattle that are 


slaughtered for the market yield a very large profit 


to those who are engaged in the business; where- 
as, on the contrary, those slaughtered for the 
hides and tallow are slaughtered for the mere pur- 
pose of suving something out of property which 
would otherwisebe nearly valueless. I presume 
the House is not aware that this business is car- 
ried on in the United States at thistime. Such, 
however, is the fact. 
the State which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent, there are large establishments engaged in 
this sort of occupation. i 


large herds. There isa superabundance of cattle 
in my State. 
Spanish rule these establishments called matanzas 
carried on a large business, and even now cattle 
are frequently brought from the rancheros and 
slaughtered for the hides when forty and fifty 


cents per head can be saved out of them. This 


would be a most onerous tax on that branch of 


business. There should certainly be some dis- 
crimination made between cattle slaughtered for 


In the southern portion of 
į of such railroad or ferry-boat, respe 
Persons are slaughtering i! pisseng: 
cattle for the hides and tallow, and it is done for |; 
the sole purpose of saving something outof their ij 


When the country was under the |; 
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in the State of California for a mere- trifle, and: 
persdns are compelled to sell their cattle for the 
purpose of providing the necessaries of life. 

. Mr. MORRILL. know that in my State in 
the fall öf the year a man who has two or three 
hundred sheep goes. round and picks out those 
that will not hve through the winter, and kills 
them for their pelts. That occurs every year. 

Mr. COLE, of California. ‘The cattle die with 
us by thousands, and are of no value. One of my 
constituents lost last fall over three thousand head 
of cattle which might have been slaughtered and 
the hides saved. 

Mr. FENTON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the géntleman from California, and also 
to the amendment of the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Vermont. It is no doubt 
that general laws will be severe in exceptional 
cases. It is pretty difficult to provide by general 
law for such exceptions as we may think ought 
to be provided for. But I know that the class of 
cases to which the gentleman from Vermont al- 
ludes is oftentimes a pretty profitable business; 
I mean the sheep slaughtering business for hides’ 
and tallow. I apprehend that the business of 
slaughtering cattle, except in times of exceedingly 
great drought in California, is not without its 
profits. Iteosts nothing to raise cattle there, and 
the hides and tallow are almost entirely profit. 
With due respect to the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia, I think thatthe tax of forty cents will not 
prove to be a very onerous tax upon this interest. 

The question was taken on Mr. Morniui’s 
amendment to the amendment; and it was re- 
jected, 

The question recurred on Mr. Core’s amend- 


| ment; and the Chairman stated that it was re- 


jected. 


Mr. MORRILL, Task that the amendment of 
the gentleman from California be reserved until 
there is a larger attendance of members present. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
reserved. f 

The one hundred and first section of the bill 
was read, as follows: 

BEC. Ob. And be it further enacted, ‘That any person, 
firm, company, or corporation, owning, Or possessing, Or 
having the care or management of any railroad or railroads 
upon which steam is used as a propelling power, or of any 
steamboat or other vessel propelled by steam power, sbail 
be subject to and pay a duty of two per cent. on the gross 
amount of all the receipts of such railroad or railroads or 
steam vessel for the transportation of United States màils, 
freight, oxpress freight, and passengers over and upon the 
same; and any person or persons, firms, companies, or cor- 
porations owning or possessing, or having the care or man- 
agement, of any railroad or railroads, using any other power 
than steam thereon, or owning, pe ing, or having the 
care or management of any ferry boat, or vessel used as a 
ferry-boat, propelled by steam or horse-powyer, shall be sub- 
ject toand pay a duty of two per cent. upon the gross receipts 
etively, for the transpor- 
tation of United States mails, ft 3 ress freight, aud 
ars over and upon said railroads, rnbouts, and 
ts, respeetively 3 aud any persoun or persons, firms, 
tes, Or corporatt iy, possessing, or baving 
ure OF management of any bridge authorized by law 
ive toll for ti it of enigers, beasts, car- 
ription, over such 
duty of five per cent. 
ery descrip- 


terry-he 


H be subject to and y 
amount of ali their receipts of ev 
tion; and ibe owner, pos: r, or person or persons baving 
any such railroad, steamboat, 
vessel, or bridge, as aforesaid, shall, 
he end of cach and every month, 

assis SSUSSOF 


ferry-boat, or o i 

within five days a 

make a list or return in duplicate to tt 

of the district within ¥ 1 such ow 
y ve kis ori 
y such railroad, st 

ated orbelor respectively, stating the gr 


price Of busin 


i the net reccipts, 


| revenue, we will lay this tax. 


possessor, or person having the care or-management.as 
aforesaid, shail be liable to pay a penalty of 81,000 tor every 
such attempt, to be recovered as provided ih this act for 
the recovery of penalties; and all provisions nr bis act 
in relation to liens and collections by distraint, not-incom- 
patible herewith, shall apply to this section aud We objects 
therein embraced: Provided, That-nil such persons, com- 
panies, aud corporations shall have the right to add the 
duty or tax imposed héreby to their rates of fare: whenever 
their liability thereto may commence, ay limitations which 
may exist by law or by agreenient with any person or Com-_ 
pany which may have paid or be liable to pay such farg to 
the contrary notwithstanding. oi 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend. the set- 
tion by striking out the words, “the assessor or 
assistant assessor shall proceed to estimate the 
amount received, and. the duties payable thereon, 
as hereinbefore provided in other cases of deliti- 
quency to make ‘retarn for purposes of assess- 
ment’? and insert in leu thereof the words, ** the 
assessment and collection shall be made as in tho 
general provisions of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PIKE. I move to amend the section by 
increasing the duty of two per cent. imposed on 
the gross receipts of railroads or ferry-bodats: to 
three percent. It seems to me that this:is as 
good a test as we can have of the propriety. of 
raising a large tax. ‘These railroads are overall 
thecountry. In my State the railroads are valued’ 
at ten per cent. of the entire valuation, and I sup- 
pose that is the general average. The tax, there- 
fore, is not sectional, lt does not apply to any 
special interest to the exclusion of any other in- 
terest. Besides, in almost every instance the rail- 
roads have the power to shift the tax upon their 
customers, thus equalizing it on the whole com- 
munity. We know that the tax of three per 
cent. imposed by the last Congress on railroad 
passengers was almost invariably paid by the 
passengers, and not by the railroad companies, 
The railroad companies actually made money by 
the tax by increasing the rates on passengers to 
much more than the amount of the tax. If the 
tax of three per cent, is imposed on freight it will 
somewhat more than double our revenue from 
that source. The freight list is about double the 
passenger list. If so, so. much the better. There 
is an actual necessity upon us that we should 
triple the present income from internal’ revenue. 
If the amendment which 1 offer will bring about 
that result, then the railroad interest will pay 
simply its proportion, ; i 

We ail understand, Mr. Chairman, that the 


! railroad interest, for the last two years, has prof- 


ited exceedingly by the condition of the county y=- 
that there is no interest, not even excluding the 
manufacturing interest, that has been so largely 
profited by the war as the railroad interest. 1 
know it is said that the tax of two per cent. pro- 
posed by the Committee of Ways and Means on 
the gross receipts of railroads is equal’ to five 
per cent, on the net receipts. The proposition is 
quite trae. But the tax on manufactures of five 
per cent, is also a tax on gross receipts, and that 
is very much more than a tax of ten per cent, on 
In any point of view, if we are 
in earnest in our desire to raise a large amount of 
It is easily collect- 
ible. “The railroad interest is a very large one, 
being very nearly ten per cent., by the census, of 
the whole taxable valuation of the country, rune 


i ning up to some $1,100,000,000. 


[Here the hammer fell] 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I only de- 


| sire that we shall act with a proper understand- 
ing of the question. Jam entirely indifferent as 
to what amount shall be imposed, but I do desire 
thatgve shall do justice to all interests, We can- 
| not expect that these taxes will be entirely satis- 
| factory to all people, but it is important that we 
show we are not disposed to crush out. any in- 
terest and favor any other. 

Our railroads are so situated that they are com- 
pelled to compete with other means of transporta- 
tion, over which we have no control. Take, for 
instance, the railroads in Pennsylvania, where 
| there is along line of canal ranning parallel. And 


: the same may be said of New Jersey, New York, 
ration shall be subject to the inspection of e a £ or a | Ohio, and Indiana, and other States. In many 
ssisté enn r request therefor; and {f > 
demand or request therefor; and || ty ances these canals are owned by the States, 
fusal to pay the duties as aforesaid, rer ere , 
id, tor the || and cannot be reached by any legisiation on our 
alt have become pa part. 
able, the owner, oy, Gr person baving the manag Now, it is true that these railroad corporations 
enla said, = yy in addition. five per cent. 7 . 
menl as id, sh win addition. five per cent. on havea large amountof capital invested. But what 


the amot of such duties; and for auy attempt, know- : i : $ a 
ingly. to evade the pavmentof such dut the eaidowner. || is the fact in reference to that? We not only tax 


market and cattle slaughtered for the hides and 
tallow.. 

I believe this statement is sufficient to inform 
the committee of the object of the proviso which 
loffer, 1 trust it will be sustained, and that only 
a tax at the rate of ten cents a head will be put 
upon cattle slaughtered for these purposes. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no particular objec- 
tion to the amendment, but I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from California to modify his amendment 
so thatitwill read that all cattle and sheep slaugh- 
tered for hides and tallow, or pelts and tallow, 
shail pay onc half the duty provided for on cattle 
and sheep slaughtered for the market. 

Mr. COLE, of California. That would leave 
the tax just as burdensome as it is now. 

Mr. MORRILL. I propose to put it at one 


i 
half the other rate. H 
| 
j 
{ 
! 
i 


m 
= 
5 


for the month next preceding, which re- 
all be verified by une oath or affirmation of such } 
at, or other proper oficer, 
er and form to be prescribed (rom time to time | 
ioner of Interval Revenue; and shail also, 
for the payment of duties by 
io the collector of the district the (ui) 


t 

i 

i 

| 
tins | 
owner, p H 
in the im | 
by the Commi | 
within the thne i 
manufaeturers, pi 
amount of duties which have accrued on such receipts for || 
the month aforesaid; andin case of neglect or refusal to | 
make said lists or return for the spage of five days after i 
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ould be made as aforesaid, the a or or 
s 2 stimate the amount 
on, as hereinbefore | 
v of delinquency to make return tor 
sment; and for the purpose of making such 


ant a 


ament, or of ascertaining the correctness ofany such 
return, the books of any cueh person, campany, of Corpo- 


as 


ine 


. Mr. COLE, of California, We are quite will- 
ing to paya fair tax, but this proposed tax is 
unfair and unreasonable. Cattle can be purchased 
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“themi on the amount invested in, these railroads, 
not.only upon their capital, but also upon their 
‘Indebtedness. And many of them are indebted 
-to the amount of three times the capital invested. 
«We tax them upon every dollar that is paid out, 
and we propose in this bill to increase the rate 
largely. We impose upon them a tax of twoand 
: & half per cent. upon their. gross receipts. Here- 

: tofore the tax has only been paid upon passen- 
‘gers. Itisadmitted by the gentleman from Maine 
that this tax may increase. the revenue one hun- 

dred per cent. I think at least that. amount will 

“be derived. Upon many of the railroads the 

~ amount received for-freights much exceeds that 
received for passengers. And we not only tax 

‘them two and a half per cent. upon thcir gross 
receipts, but also five per cent. on their net profits. 

Now, under these circumstances, with these 
canals, and with thislong road running through 
Canada, driving as sharp a competition as ever 
was driven by any corporation, and supported 
by bounties from itsown Government, 4 think it 


would be perhaps unwise to exceed two and a | 


half per cent. ` I believe that is the utmost limit 
to which. we can safely go. ; 
Mr. J. C. ALLEN. I move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine by 
striking out “three?” and inserting “two.” 
` The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is now 
in order. 

-Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I desire, then, to make a 
suggestion to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Morriiy] who has this bill in charge, There 
are one or twoamendments that ought to be made 
to this section very important in their character, 
as I believe, not only in respect to fixing the rate of 
percentage to be levied upon the gross earnings 


of these roads, but in respect to the proviso | 


which comes in at the close of the section. And 
I propose, if the gentleman from Vermont has no 
objection, that this section-shall be passed over 
until we have a full committee present. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have no objection to that. 

The section was accordingly passed over in- 
formally. 

Mr. SMITHERS. Task the unanimous con- 
. sent of the committee to amend section one hun- 
dred, which we have passed, by inserting in 
the ninth lino, after the word ‘sheep,’ the words 
“and lambs,” so as to make it the duty of butch- 
ers, &c., toreturn the number of lambs slaugh- 
tered, as well as sheep, swine, &c. 

‘Mr. MORRILL. That is right. 

The amendment was, by unanimous consent, 
received and agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I suppose that any amend- 
ments whatever will be in order when we come 
to return again to the one hundred and first sec- 

, tien, 

The CHAIRMAN. The whole section will 
be open to amendment. 

. Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. It strikes 
me thatan amendment ought to be made to section 
one hundred and one; and although it is not now 
before the committee, L may as well suggest it. 
Tnotice that these railroad companies are to be 
taxed upon the price of carrying the mails. Now, 
when they made contracts last March to carry 
these mails for a stipulated price, it seems to me 
that it is wrong for the Government to reduce this 
price by putting tax upon it, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amend that section when the committee returns 
to it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend section 
one hundred and three by inserting in the sec- 
ond line, after the word “one,’’ the words ‘and 
a half.” L move also to insert in line twenty- 
one, after the word “received,” the words ** and 
assessments collected ;”’ also, to change the word 
‘premium’? to “ premiums.” 

The section as amended would then read: 

Sec. 103. And beit further enacted, That there shall be 
Jevied, collected, and paid-a duty of one and a half per 
cent. upon the gross receipts of premiums, or assessments 
for insurance frou Joss or damage by fire or by. the perils 
‘of the sea, made by every insurance company, whether 
inland or marine or fire insurance company, and by every 
vassocintion or individual engaged in Ube. business of insur- 
anee against Jose or damage by fire or by the perils of i 
sea ; and by every H PSOU, GIN 

. ho shat issue Uckels or con 
“Gufury to persons while waveling by fand or water; and a 
like-duty shall be paid by the rLufauy foreign insurance 

company having an office or doing basin within the 

United States; and that the said person, firm, company, 

‘asbociation, or corporation cugaged in the business of in- 


Is of insurance against 


It will be in order to. 


MUPANV, OF corporation, | 


surance as above defined, shall be subject to the same pro- 
visions, rales, and penalties as are prescribed for the per- 
sons, firms, companies, or corporations owning or possess- 
ing or having the management of railroads, steamboats, 
and ferry-boats; and that in the account or return thus re- 
quired to be rendered they shall state the amount insuréd, 
renewed, or continued, the gross amount of premiums re- 
ceived and assessments collected, and the duties by law 
accruing thereon for the quarter then next preceding. 


Mr, GARFIELD. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man whether that section covers life insurance 
companies. f i 

Mr. MORRILL. It does. 

1 move to insert as a heading previous to sec- 
tion one hundred and four the word “ passports.” 

The motion was agreed to. : 


Mr. GRINNELL. I move to amend the one 
hundred and fourth section by striking out the 
word “three” in the third line and inserting ‘*five’? 
in lieu thereof, so that the section will read: 

Sec. 104. And be it further enacted, That for every pass- 
port issued from the oflice of the Seeretary of State there 
shall be paid the sum of five dollars; which amount may 
be paid to any collector appointed under this act, and his 
receipt therefor shall be turwarded with the application for 
such passportto the office of the Secretary of State, or any 
agent appointed by him. And the collectors shali account 
for all moneys received for passports in the manner herein- 
before provided, and a like amount shail be paid for every 
passport issued by apy minister or consul of the United 
States, who shall account therefor to the Treasury. 

Mr. MORRILL. This matter was very thor- 
oughly considered in‘committee, 

Mr. GRINNELL. I would like to ask the 
gentleman whether the committee took into con- 
sideration the fact that a great many peuple are 
willing to go abroad on account of ill-health and 
on accountof thedraft? | would make them pay 
five dollars for a passport. 

Mr. KASSON. I would suggest to my col- 
league that that class of people go to Canada and 
to England, where no passports are required. We 
shall lose money by this operation, y 

Mr.GRINNELL. 1 would make them.pay 
five dollars anyhow. 

‘The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. PIKE. Į move to insert in section one 
hundred and five, in relation to telegraph com- 
panies, after the word “corporations,” in the sev- 
enth line, the words, * atthe rates or tariff for 
messages now charged, and an additional duty of 
fifty per cent. of the gross receipts upon all in- 
crease of rates that may hereafter be charged for 
the transmission of messages.” I will say that 
this amendment comes from a gentleman who is 
largely interested in telegraph stock, and who 
states a fact which is very well known to the peo- 
ple, that telegraph stock is the most remunerative 
stock in the country. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam afraid my friend has a 
spite against the telegraph lines in his own State. 
This is certainly a very singular proposition. | 
hope it will not be. adopted. -We have done in 
this instance what we have hardly done in any 
other. We have imposed a tax of five per cent. 
on the gross receipts. Now, let these gentlemen 
manage their own business. If they choose to 
curtail it by increasing their prices let them do so, 
and if they choose to let the prices remain as they 
are let them do so. A 

Mr. UPSON. Why did not the gentleman 
from Vermont allow the railroad companies to 
manage their own business? 

Mr. MORRILL. For the reason that they are 
limited-by their charters. 

Mr. PIKE. I have looked through this bill 
from one end to the other, { look upon-this 
amendment in a revenue light and in no other. 

Mr. MORRILL. i ask that, by unanimous 


| consent, tiis question be passed over until a quo- 


rum is present. 
© No objection was made. 

Mr. MORRILL. I movetoamend the section 
in regard to lotteries by striking out the word 
‘t two,” in the fourth line, and inserting ‘ five” 
in lieu thereof; so that it will read: 

Tat ail and every individual, partnership, firm, and as- 
sociation, being proprietors, nrauagers, or agents of lawlel 
lotteries, as aforesaid, shall pay a tax of five per cent. on 
the gross amount of tbe receipts from the said business, &¢. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. 


I move now to insert after 


the word ‘return,’ in line seven, the words “jn | 


duplicate to the assistant assessor.” 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Iam instructed by the 


| under this bill, deemed legal. 


Committee of Ways and Means to offer the fol- < 
lowing amendment to come in_at the end of the 
section in: relation to lotteries: 

Provided, That the managers ofany sanitary fair, or ofany 
charitable, benevolent, or religious association may apply 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and present to 
him proofs that the proceeds of any contemplated lottery, 
raffle, or gift. enterprise will be applied to the relief of the sick 
or wounded soldiers, or to some charitable use, and there- 
upon the Commissioner shall grant a permit to hold such 
lottery, raille, or gift enterprise, and such sanitary fairs or 
eharitable or benevolent associations shall be exempt from 
aileharges, whether for tax or license, in respect of such 
lottery, raftle, or gift enterprise. 

Mr.BOUTWELL. I wish to suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio whether it is not better to 
put the power into the hands of the collector of the 
district. 

Mr.PENDLETON. It was thought advisa- 
ble by the Committee of Ways and Means to put 
it into the hands of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue. Personally, I would be willing to 
leave itin the hands of the collector, The amend- 
ment is only intended to meet those cases where 
fairs are got up for the benefit of sick and 
wounded soldiers, or for orphan asylums, and 
where it is desired to get up these little raffles, 
By the law, as it stood, it was necessary not only 
to put a large stamp on this thing, but to pay 
largely for the license. It is intended to relieve 
such cases as these from the operations of the act. 
If the gentleman from Iowa suggests that the 
word * commissioner” should be stricken out, 
and the words “ collector of the district” inserted, 
T have no objection. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 
to the amendment. — 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I rise to 
oppose the amendment. If I understand the 
proposition there will have to be some adjudica- 
tion as to what is a charitable purpose. “Let us 
have some uniformity about this thing. Whatis 
esteemed charity in New England may not be 
esteemed charity in the West. We ali have our 
notions of charity. Let us have some rule about 
this and not leave it to collectors, who are nota 
very charitable sort of people. 1 would prefer to 
see itin the hands of the Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue, and let him lay down some rules 
and regulations by which these matters will be 
governed. I do not like to speak of certain col- 
lectors, but Lam satisfied that charity would not 
be in very good hands in theirs. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Inasmuch as there may be. 
some force in this view, Í suggestthe insertion of 
the words *‘subject to such general rules as the 
Commissioner may establish.” 

Mr. PENDLETON. That is not necessary. 
Tt can apply only in afew cases; and it is a mat- 
ter in which discretion should be exercised. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. If you 
open the door to all these religious people, and 
make it lawful for them to gamble in this kind of 
way, they will be at it eternally. 

Mr. BourweLL’s amendmentto the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. PENDLETON’S 
amendment as amended; and it was agreed to. 

Mr. UPSON. I move to amend the section 
by adding to it the following proviso: 

Provided further, That nothing in this section contained 
shall be construed to legalize any lottery. 

Mr. KASSON. I call attention to the lan- 
guage used in the first part of the section, “ man- 
agers or agents of lawful lotteries.” 

Mr. UPSON. ‘That very expression is one 
reason why my amendment should be adopted; 
for it seems- to recognize that there may be a 
Jawful lottery. 

Mr. MORRILL. In some States lotteries are 
recognized, and unless so recognized they are not, 
} In other words, 
they are not recognized as legal by the law of the 
Tnited States. 

Mr. UPSON. This very clause seems to rec- 
ognize that there are lawful lotteries; otherwise 
nothing can be taken under this section. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I now move to amend by 
striking out the word “lawful.” The amend- 
ment just adopted renders the use of that word 


I move that amendment 


| unnecessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I move to amend the sec- 
tion by striking outthe word “ religious.” There 
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is something very incongruous, in my mind, in 
connecting lotteries and rafles with religious so- 
cietes. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is notin order to move to 
strike out anything which the committee has al- 
ready ordered to be inserted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 

uestion of order, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend on page 
151 by insertingafter the word “ same” the words 
“in duplicate.” j 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. i move to amend the same 
section in line twenty-five by striking out the 
words “and at’? and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words ‘within ten days after.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the same 
section in line thirty-five by striking out the word 
“thirty” and inserting instead the word *“ ten.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. In line fifty-two I move to 
amend by striking out the word “ thirty’? andin- 
serting the word © ten.” f 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. In line thirty-six I move to 
insert after the word * payable” the words “and 
have been demanded.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move toinsert in the fifty- 
fifth line, after the word ‘dollars,’ the word 
“annually.” 

Theamendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 1 move tostrike out after the 
word ‘t provided,” in the forty-eighth line, the 
words, ‘that in all cases where the rate or price 
of advertising is fixed by any law of the United 
States, State, or Territory, itshallbe lawful for the 
company, person, or persons publishing said ad- 
vertisements to add the duty or tax imposed by 
this act to the price of said advertisements, any 
law as aforesaid to the contrary notwithstanding.” 

The section, as amended, would then read as 
follows: 

Sec. 110. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid by any person or persons, 
firm, or company, publishing any newspaper, magazine, 
review, or other literary, scientific, or news publication, 
issued periodically, on the gross receipts for all advertise- 
ments, or all matiers for the insertion of which in said 
newspiper or other publication, as aforesaid, or in extras, 
supplements, sheets, or fly-leaves accompanying the same, 
pay is required or received, a duty of three per cent, ; and 
thetperson or persons, firm, or company, Owning, possess- 
ing, or having the care or management of any and every 
such newspaper or other publication, as aforesaid, shail 
make a list or return on the Ist day of January, April, July, 
and October of cach year, containing the gross amount of 
receipts as aforesaid, and the amountof duties whieh have 
accrued thereon, aud render the same in duplicate to the 
assistant assessor of the respective districts where such 
newspaper, magazine, review, or other literary or news 
publication is or may be published, whieh list, or return 
shall have annexed a declaration, under oath or aflirma- 
tion, to be made according to the manner and form whieh 
may be from time to time preseribed by the Commissioner 
of internal: Revenue, of the owner, possessor, or person 
having the care or munagement of such newspaper, maga- 
zine, review, or other publication, as aforesaid, that the 
same is true and correct, aud shali also quarterly, within 
ten days alter the time of mating said list or return, pay 
to the collector or deputy collcetor of the district, as afore- 
said, the full amouutof said duties; and in case of neglect 
or refusal to comply with any of the provisions contained 
in this section, or to make and render said list or return, 
as aforesaid, for the space of ten days after the time when 
said listor rcturn ought to have been made, as aforesaid, 
the assistant assessors of the respective districts shali pro- 
cced to estimate the duties, as heretofore provided in other 
eases of delinquency 3 and in cascotnegicct or refusal to pay 
the duties, as aforesaid, for the space of teu days after said 
duties become due aud payable and have been demanded, 
said owner, pos r, or pe nor persons having the eare 
or managementofsaid newspapers or publications, as afore- 
said, shall pay, in addition thereto, a penalty of ive percent. 
on the amountduc; and incase offraud or evasion, whereby 
the revenne is attempted to be defrauded, or the duty with- 
held, said owners, posses: 
the care or management o 
lieations, as afu 
#500 for each off 


said newspapers or other pub- 


s, Or person or persons having | 


id, shall torfeit and pay a penalty of | 
e, “or for any sum fraudulently unac- | 


counted for; and alk provisions in tiis act in relation to j 


Hens, assessments, and collection, not incompati 
with, shall apply to this section and the objects berein 
embraced: Provided, Phat the receipts tor advertisements 
tothe amonntor 81,000 annually, by any person or persous, 
firm, or company, publishing any newspaper, magaz i 
view, or other literary, scientific, news pablication, isst 
periodically, shall be exempt trom duty: And provided 
Jerther, That all newspapers whose elremfation does not 


exceed two thousand copies shall be exempted from all | 


taxes for advertisements. 
Mr. HOLMAN. [ offer this amendment be- 
cause there are very few newspapers in the coun- 


ue, re- | 
sued | 


bic here- | 


try thatean have the benefit of thèse advertise- 
ments; and itis well known that the rate paid for 
these legal advertisements is so high as to create 
avery strong competition among the different pa- 
pers to obtain them. There is not a paper in the 
country that is not competing for these advertise- 
ments, and there seems to me no reason why they 
should be exempted from taxation. : 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say. to the gentleman 
that the rates allowed by the United States for 
printing the laws are very low indeed, and it is 
hardly fair on the part of the United States, after 
fixing the rate of printing, to require a part of it 
to be paid back to them. 

Mr. UPSON. I will suggest to the gentleman 
that in several of the States the rates paid for these 
advertisements are very liberal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1desire to say that, so far as 
the State Lin part represent is concerned, the rates 
paid are very liberal indeed; and itis well known 
the rates paid by the General Government are 
liberal; and ifitshall so occur that in any State the 
rate paid is not sufficient to allow of this taxation, 
it will be very casy to increase it to that amount. 
I hope the gentleman will allow this section to be 
passed over until we have a quorum present. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well. 

‘The section was accordingly passed over in- 
formally. 

Mr. BLAINE. There is another part of the 
section just passed over, which, as amended by 
the gentleman from Vermont, enforces a penalty 
of five per cent. additional if the amount of the 
tax is not paid within ten days after it becomes 
due. ‘The time fixed in the bill, as reported, was 
thirty days, but the gentleman from Vermont cut 
it down to ten. Now, that may work a very 
great hardship in many cases. The gentleman 
very well knows that it often happens that both 
the editor and the publisher of a country news- 
paper will be off away from the place of, publi- 
cation for ten days at a time. 

Mr. KASSON. The provision is ten days 
after being demanded. 

Mr. BLAINE. Leaving notice at the place of 
business will be a sufficient demand. 

Mr. MORRILL. In the first place they are 
allowed ten days to make their returns, then if 
they shall not within ten days after make their 
returns, a notice of ten days is to be given tothe 
delinquent, after which the penalty is to be en- 
forced. The gentleman will see that thirty days 
are allowed. 

Mr. BLAINE. I think the time is too short. 

Mr. MORRILL. [think it is ample. 

Mr. BLAINE. And I believe that there is no 
single tax imposed in this bill which will be found 
more onerous than this tax upon advertisements. 
The gentleman will recollect that these country 
papers cannot force people to advertise at any 
price they may see fit to charge. They have to 
take them as they can get them. Itis not with 
them as with railroads, which the gentleman from 
Vermont is afraid of taxing too heavily. They 
cannot force the community to patronize them. 
l repeat, that I do not believe there is a single item 
in this tax bill which will bear more heavily upon 
the class of people to which it applics than this. 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me to suggest to the 
gentleman that he should not scold the House. 
[Laughier.] 

Mr. BLAINE, The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts set the example the other day, and 1 
ought to be indulged jn ita little. 

Seriously 1 object'to this amendment, and I 
move to reconsider. . $ 

The CHAIRMAN. That cannot be done in 
committee. ` 

Mr. MORRILL. In reply, I merely desire to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Buang] to the provisions of this bill. As 
l understand the matter, very few of the papers 
in his State—perhaps I may except the one which 
he edits—are subject to any tax under this pro- 
vision. We specially exempt those which have 
an income not exceeding a thousand dollars, and 
we exempt all which have nota circulation of two 
thousand. Now, there are very few papers in his 
State, I imagine, outside of the cities, which have 
a circulation of two thousand. 

Mr. BLAINE, There are a good many; and 
I wish to say that I have no connection with any 
paper under the sun, 


“panies. 


` Mr GRINNELL. Irise to.a point of order... 
This debate is not in order; as.there is no.amends. 
ment pending. a ae ; 
The CHAIRMAN.. Phe Chair sustains the. 
point of order. 3 7 
Section one hundred and eleven was read, as 
follows: i ; 
And be it further enacted, That any person, firm, orcor- : 
poration, or the manager or agent thereof, owning, pos- 
sessing, or leasing or having the care or management of” 
any theater, opera, circus, museum, or other place or build? 
ing ‘where dramatic or operatic represcntations, plays; or 
performances, or musical entertainments are opened tothe.” 
public for pay, or where feats of horsemanship-or acrobatie. ` 
sports are exhibited, but not including halls rented orused* 


for occasional’concerts or theatrical. representations, shall’ 


be subject to and paya ‘duty of one per cent. on ‘the gross 
amount of all receipts derived by such person, firm, com- 
pany, or corporation from such represeutations, plays, or 
performances, or musical entertainments; and shail within | 
five days after the end of exch and-evéry month maked list 
or return to the assistant assessor of the district in whieh: - 
any theater, Opera, circus, museum, or other place or build- 
ing as aforesaid is located, respectively, stating the moss 
amount of such receipts for the month next preceding, We: 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by striking 
out of line three the words ** possessing‘or leds- 
ing” and inserting * conducting.” mt ee 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move in lines four and five 
to strike out the words *‘ place or buildings where”? * 
and insert.in lieu thereof the words ‘* public ex 
hibition or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out of line“ 
six the word ‘‘ or’? wherever it occurs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out of lines 
six and seven the words “are opened to the pub- 
lic for pay, or where,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend in line: 
eight by inserting after the word ‘sports’? the» 
words tt whieh are opened to the public for pay,” | 
and by striking out the words ‘are exhibited.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL.. I move to strike out of lines ° 
eight and nine the words * halis rented or used”: 
for occasional,” and by inserting after the word 
“ concerts”? the words “exhibitions, lectures, or” 
exhibitions of works of art,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I also move to strike out’ 
the words ‘‘ or theatrical representations” in line” 
nine, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out the word “tor” before the word ‘‘per- 
formance,” and by inserting “ exhibitions”? after’ 
the same word. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out the 
word “ respectively,” in line seventeen, and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words * where such play, 
performance, entertainment, or exhibition has 
been opened as aforesaid.” - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. I move toamend this section by 
striking out “ one”? and inserting ‘‘five,”’ so that 
these performances shall pay five per cent. of their 
gross receipts. You have taxed bridge companies, 
and telegraph companies, and many other com- 
panies five percent. Now,if theaters cannot pay 
as much, the sooner they go under the better. 

Mr. MORRILL. Our object is to get revenue, 
and not to compel these places of amusement 
entirely to close their doors. Thereisa vast dif- 
ference between this case and the cases suggested 
by the gentleman from lowa. In the case of 
bridge and telegraph companies their receipts are 
mainly profits. In the case of theaters, museums, 
plays, and amusements, at icast ninety-five per 
cent, of their receipts are laid out in expenses in 
conducting the establishment, in rents, in pay-of 
performers, &c., so that they do not present a 
parallel ease atall with bridge and telegraph com- 
In this case the tax is quite as burden- 
some, perhaps more so, than it is in the other 
case. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I move to amend by in- 
serting “four” in place of “ one.” | notice, sir, 
as has been said by my colleaguc, that telegraph 
companies and bridge companies have been taxed 
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largely, and we have gone so far as to. tax a man 
whokilsalamb to eat fivepercent: FThattouches 
me where Ilive.: And now you propose to tax 
theaters one percent. What did I read the other 
day in the New York papers? That the gross 
receipts of the theaters in: New York alone are not 
less than $20,000 a night. Now J propose that 
we shall. place a tax upon those who go to the 
cities forthe purpose of spending their money, 
To say that we shall tax them only one per cent. 
is absolutely absurd.  - 

Mr.. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I would 
inquire of the gentleman-whether his amendment 
includes “ Canterbury Hall?’ [Laughter.] 

Mr. GRINNELL. {dó not know anything 
about that establishment. Perhaps the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania can tell me. 

Mr. MORRILL. Itissuggested that we make 
it two per cent. Iam willing to agree to that, 
although T think it too high, 

‘Mr. GRINNELL. I willconsent to three per 
cènt, ; 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I move to strike 
out “four” and insert “ two.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. [ move to strike out 
the proviso te that section. + I do not sce the pro- 
priety of requiring a.man whose income depends 
upon liquor to pay five per cent. on his income, 
while the man whose income is derived from in- 
terest upon the notes and securities of the United 
States pays only two anda half per cent. I think 
that a very unjust and unequal distinction. I 
therefore move to strike out that proviso. 

Mr. MORRILL, The sole object of this pro- 
vision is tò induce 
the United States. - If wo raise the tax upon them 
now we would seem to violate the pledge that | 
those who took these bonds should not be taxed | 
over one and a half percent, Ido not myself 
suppose that the United States are prohibited from 
taxing these securities; but yet at a time when 
we are desirous above allthings of inducing par- | 
ties to invest in these bonds, it would be bad 
policy to propose to tax them higher, 

Mr. PIKE. I suggest to my friend from Ver- 
mont that this is a very important section of the 
bill, [ would like to offer an amendment, but 
there is palpably no quorum here, and | do not 
wish to breakup the committee. Lhope, therefore, 
that the section will be passed over informally. 

The question was taken on Mr. Fanyswonrn’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to. 


Mr, J. C. ALLEN. I move to amend the | 
amendment by striking out “twoand a halt and | 
inserting “five.” i 

Mr. MORRILL. I submit that that amend- 
ment proposes to do exactly what the committee 
has decided not to do. Ft would make the pro- 
viso a perfeet nullity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this 
is precisely the question upon which the commit- 
tee has just passed. 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. 1 will move, then, to strike 
out “two and a half”? and insert “four.” 

Mr. Chairman, this bill purports to be a bill for 
the purpose-of raising revenue. If it be the pur- 
pose of the Committee of Ways and Means to 
make this atevenue bill, they ought not to exempt 
this class of securities from taxation. They tax 
the liquors of the country, they tax a man upon 
the money he invests in lands, they tax a man 
upon his come, no matter whence derived, and 
there is neither justice nôr reason in refusing to tax 
an income derived from interest on United States | 
bonds, | The man who owns that species of prop- 
erty enjoysan advantage over those who own any 
other elass of property. He receives, semi-an- 
nually, his interestin gold and sil 
exempt from taxation by the State in which he 
lives. liell you that if you pass this bil 
empt these investments from taxati 
raise an indignation over this countr 
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on, you will} 
y throughout | 
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parties to take the bonds of | 


ver, and that is |! 


l andex- |! 


same amount of tax which has to be paid onany 
other income. I must enter my protest against èx- 
empting those who see fit to invest their money in 
Government securities from that taxation which 
is imposed on incomes derived from other sources: 
The capitalist who invests his money in these 
bonds, who. draws his interest, his dividends on 
his bank stock, would be thus exempted, while 
you would wrench from the laboring man who 
tills the soil or labors in his workshop the means 
on which you propose to support the Govern- 

ment. If the Government credit cannot be sus- 
| tained in any other way, then let the Government 
credit go. 

Mr. KASSON. Mr. Chairman, I regret that 

my friend from Illinois, who has hitherto in the 
progress of this bill seemed to concur in those 
measures which would best sustain the credit of 
the Government, has seen fit to attempt here to 
make a speech which appeals to general opposi- 
tion to taxation. In the very bill that weare con- 
sidering the great mass of the revenues of labor 
of the country are entirely exempted from taxa- 
i tion. There are very few of that class of men 
who are reached by the income tax, or in any 
other manner whatever. There is no tax at all 
upon any sum of income less than $600; and, 
when it exceeds that, only on. the excess over 
$600. 
"And now the proposition which the gentleman 
makes is one which aims a blow directly at the 
credit of the country, which, as he well knows, 
depends to-day upon the disposition of the peo- 
ple to invest in the bonds of the Government. I 
implore’ gentlemen to consider well before they 
adopt a proposition which shall not hold forth 
now to the people, as we have done heretofore, 
an inducement to take the securities of the Gov- 
ernment. 

No gentleman knows better than the gentleman 
from Hlinois that we do not propose to raise, and 
cannot raise, tax enough under this bill to sus- 
tain the Government without effecting loans, 
And what is the benefit to the people of the coun- 
try if you turn round and tax them to an in- 

| creased degree for the purpose ofpaying a deficit 
on your bonds which wijl sell for less than par, 
instead of so providing by your tax bill as to in- 
duce people to take the bonds at par? 
that we should not neglect to offer inducements 
to the people to take a five per cent, loan, the 
rate of interest fixed on the present loan, instead 
of letting them invest their money in railroad 
and insurance companies and other securities. 


| from taxation the income derivable from Govern- 
ment securities. Jt is a matter of great import- 


thinks, a matter of great importance,as I believe, 
that we sustain the Government in this particu- 


loan at par; and this we do by giving induce- 
ments to every man to invest his money there, 
| instead of putting it in securities that bring him 
in seven, eight, or nine per cent, 
tional advantage to the tax-payers of the country 
that the Government.should get par for its loan, 
i instead of getting only seventy or eighty per cent. 
for it, I trust the committee of this House will 
sustain the very considerate action of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means in this respect. ` 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


per cent, and inserting five per cent., I think there 
were a great many gentlemen who were notaware 
what the question was. I therefore, for the pur- 
pose of getting a vate-on the same proposition, 
aguin move to strike out this proviso, which will 
accomplish the same end. By striking out the 
proviso, the tax upon income derived from Gov- 


upon all other income, 

strike out the proviso. 
The CHAIRMAN. That cannot be done. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The committee only voted 


My proposition is to 


its length and breadth that you 
solongas thatlaw remains apon the statute-book. 
Those bonds, when they pass from the Govern- 
ment into the hands of individuals, are no longer 
the property of the Government. They are the 
property of the individual, on which he derives an 
income,on which he ought to pay, andon which, | 
if you deal justly, you will compel him to pay, the | 


will not see quieted 
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upon the proposition to strike out two and a half 
| per cent. and insert five. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The motion was to strike 
out the whole proviso. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe motion was to strike 


i 


I think į 


We give them that inducement by exempting | 
| ance, as the Committee of Ways and Means 


| lar by securing the taking of this five per cent, | 


It is an addi- | 


ernment securities will be the same as the tax | 


out the whole, it is now in order to strike out any | 
portion of it; and.I now submit the very amend- | 
ment which the gentleman from Hlinois sought | 


Mr. Chairman, when the |! 
vote was taken on striking out the two and a half | 


to submit, which was to strike out “two anda. 
half’? and insert “five.” ` 

The CHAIRMAN. That was ruled out of- 
order by the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. “It is certainly now in order 
to move to strike out the proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion was made 
by the genticman from Illinois and voted down. 

Mr. GARFIELD. It is now half past four 
o’clock, and | move the committee rise. 

The motion wag agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnsurne, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committeeg#f the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had * 
the Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly the internal revenue bill, and had come 
to no conclusion thereon, 
À ELECTION CASE IN VIRGINIA. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee of Elec- 
tions, made a report, accompanied by the follow- 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That Lucius H. Chandler is not entitled to a 
svat in this House asa Representative in the Thirty-Kighth | 
Congress from the second congressional district of Virginia: 

The report and resolution were laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Task the unanimous 
consent of the Elouse to take from the Speaker's 
table a bill of the House to establish a Bureau of 
Military Justice, which has been returned trom 
the Senate with amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has doubts 
whether any business can be done after half past 
four o’clock. 

Mr, FARNSWORTH. I only desire to have 
the House disagree to the Senate amendments, 
and ask a committee of conference. 

Mr. PENDLETON, I raise the point of order 


, E 


lj as to time. 


The SPEAKER. H the point is raised, the 
Chair must decide that no business can be done, 
as the House has decided to take a recess at half 
past four o'clock, and that time has arrived, i 

The House then took a recess until seven 
o’clock p. m 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House resumed its session at seven o'clock 
p.m. 
è 


BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, I fiow ask to take 
from the table the bill to establish a Bureau of 
Military Justice, returned from the Senate with 
amendments. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman from Ohio [ Mr., PexpLeron] indicated be- + 
fore we adjourned that he had something to say ` 
on this subject, but he is not present now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made the 
point of order that the hour of four and a half 
o’clock having arrived, no business could be 
transacted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I under- 
stood him to make a point at that time, and I will 
object for him now. 

Ata subsequent period of the session, by 


| unanimous consent, and on motion of Mr. Farws- 


wortH, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, the Senate amendments disagreed to, and 
a committee of conference with the Senate re- 
quested, 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. STEVENS. I desire to take from the 
Speaker’s table the legislative appropriation bill, 
which F believe has been returned from the Senate 
with amendments, for the purpose of referring it 
to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Army appropriation 


‘bill is the only one which has come back from the 


Senate with amendments. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I ask to take up that 
bil, and refer it, with the amendments, to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

No objection being made, the bill was taken 
up and referred accordingly. 


MAJOR GENERAL F. P. BLAIR. 
Mr. STEVENS. 


Í ask unanimous consentte 


| offer a resolution which I send to the Chair. 


1864. 


The resolution was read for information, as 
follows: 


Whereas the War Department has issued the following 
general order: 


[General Orders, No. 178.] 
War DEPARTMENT, 
ADJUTANT GENERAL’s OFFICE, April 23, 1864. 
J. Major General F. P. Blair, jr., l5 igued tothe com- 
mand of the eleventh Army corps.” Re 
E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Assistant Adjutant General. 


as 


Therefore, 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, That the Pres- 
ident be requested, if not inconsistent with the public in- 
terest, to iniorm the House whether F., P, BLAIR, jr, is a. 
major general; and if so, when he was appointed; and 
whether the said BLAIR resigned his commission as major 
general before he took his seat in Congress; and what ac- 
tion was taken on such resignation. i 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I have a resolu- 
tion calling for information from the War De- 
partment, to which I suppose there will be no 
objection: Lhope both resolutions may beallowed 
to go together. I reserve my right to object to 
the resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia until mine is read. 

Mr. STEVENS. Lhope one will not be made 
dependent on the other. 

The resolution of Mr. Woop was read for in- 

‘formation, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to fur- 
nish to this House, if not inconsistent with the public in- 
2 report made by Major General John 
A. Dix of his investigation into the fraudulent practices 
of the offieiats and others at the New York custom-house. 


Mr. POMEROY. Lobject to both resolutions. 
WASHINGTON AND OREGON. 


On motion of Mr. McBRIDE, the bill (S. No. 
181) in reference to donation claims in Oregon 
and Washington was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time,and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr, Speaker, the hour hav- 
‘ing arrived for taking up the business under the 
unanimous understanding of the ELouse this morn- 
ing, | now introduce a joint resolution in relation 
to duties on imports, 

The joint resolution was read a first and sec- 

„ond time. 
The resolution is as follows: r 


Joint resolution to increase temporarily the duties on im- 
g Orts, 

Be itresolved ly the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, What 
from and after the passage of this resolution, and until the 
lst day of July, A. Ð. 1864, in addition to the duties and 
rates of duties ierctofore imposed by law ou the articles 
hereinafter mentioned, there shall be Jevied, collected, and 
paid on the goods, wares, and merchandise herein enumer- 
ated and provided for, imported from foreign countri¢s, the 
following duties and rates of duty, that is to say: 

On all kinds of tobaceo, stemmed or manufactured, and 
snuff, twenty cents per pound, and twenty-five per cent, 
ad valorem; £ ! 

On cigars valued at not over ten dollars per thousand, | 
tweuty cents per pound, and twenty-five per cent. ad valo- 
rem in addition (hereto; when valned over ten doilars per 
thousand, sixty cents per pound, and fifty percent. ad valo- 
yem in addition thereto; 

Ou brandy, gin, cordials, fiqueurs, bay rium, and all other ji 
spirituous liquors, of first proof, sevent, nts per gal- 
fon: Provided, That no tower rate of du ull be paid than 
that fixed by law for the description of first proof, but shall 
be inereased in proportion for any greater strength than the 
strength of first proof; 

On burning fluid, liity cents per gallon ; 

On crude petroleum, five cents per gallon ; 

On petroleum and coal oil, refined, twenty cents per gal- 
Jon; 

On wines of all descriptions, when valued at Jess than 
fifty cents pergallon, ten cents per gallon; when valued at 
fifty cents aud not over one dollar per gallon, twenty-five | 
cents per gallon; when valued at over one dollar per gal- 
lon, fiity cents per galion; 

On ale, porter, and beer in bottles or otherwise, five cents 
per gallon; 

On pig iron, two dollars per ton; 

On blooms, slabs, or loops, four doilars per ton; 

On dar fron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less 
than one inch or more than seven inches wide nor jess 
than one quarter of an inch or more than two inches thick; 
rounds not less than one haffan inch nor more than four 
inches in diameter; and squares not jess than one half an 
inch nor more than four inches square, 50 per ton; 

On bar irou, rolled or hammered, co sing flats less 
than one quarter of an inch thick orimore than seven inches | 
wide; rounds fess than one half an inch or me an four į 
inches in diameter; and squares less than one haitan inch i 
or more then four inches square, five dovars per ton; | 

On all iron impor rs : and juclined i 
planes made to patterns ar i 
roads or planes without ft t 

On boiler and otber j per ten; H 

On band and hoop iron and slit rods, and eli other de- it 

f 
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own on such 


seriptions of rolled or hammered iron not otherwise pro- 

vided for, five gollars per ton. 
Qn steel in ingots, bars, sheets, or wira not less than one 

fourth oran inek in diameter, valued af seven cents per |} 


pound or less, one fourth of one cent per pound ; valnedat 
above seven cents per pound and rot above cleven cents 
per pound, one half cent per pound; valued above eleven 
eents per pound and on steel wire and steel in any form not 
otherwise provided for, ten per cent. ad valorem; 

On iron, steel, copper, lead, brass, zinc, spelter, tente- 
negue, and the manufactures of iron, steel, copper, lead, 
brass, zine, spelter, or tentenegue, or of which any such 
metal shail be a component part, not otherwise provided 
for, ten per cent., and the saine shall be computed at spe- 
cific rates wherever such rates are now so imposed by law, 
and wherever otherwise, at ad valorem rates; and a ton 
shali forthe purposes ofthis resolution be deemed and taken 
to be two thousand pounds s ws 

On all articles not herein otherwise provided for, men- 
tioned in sections five, six, seven, cight, nine, ter, eleven, 
twelve, and thirteen of an uct entitied ‘An act increasing 
temporarily the duties on imports, and for other purposes,” 
approved July 14, 1862, ten per cent., and the same shall be 
computed at Specific rates wherever now so imposed by 
law, and wherever otherwise at ad valorem rates; 

Ov wool of all descriptions valued at forty cents or less 
per pound, five cents per pound; and when valued atover 
torty cents per pound, cight cents per pounds 

On teas of alt kinds imported direct from places of their 
growth, five cents per pound; on teas of all kinds netim- 
ported direct from: places of their growth, ten cents per 
pound; on all other goods, wares, and merchandise, not 
herein otherwise provided for, upon which duties are now 
imposed by law, except sugars and coffce, five per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Mr. KASSON. I offer the following amend- 
ment by way of proviso: 

* Provided, “bat printing paper, unsized, used for books 
and newspapets exclusively, shall be exempt trom the op- 
eration of this resolution. 

Mr. STEVENS. l offer the following substi- 
tute for the whole resolution: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives in 
Congress assembled, ‘bat until the end of sixty days from 
the passage of this resolution, fifty per cent. of the rates 
of duties on imports now imposed by law on all goods, 
wares, merchandise, Rud articies imported shall be added 
to the present duties and imposts now eharged on all im- 
portation of said articles. 

The SPEAKER., The question on the substi- 
tute will be reserved until the resclution has been 
perfected. : 

Mr. KASSON, I wish my amendment at- 
tached to whatever proposition shall be adopted 
by the House. 
to the original resolution, and I will detain the 
House but a single moment. ‘Phis description of 
paper is copicd verbatim from the description in 
the original law, and my object in offering it here 
is that we shall not impose any additional bur- 
dens upon what is so essential to the diffusion of 
intellectual light and knowledge. 


Mr. MORRILL. Am I at liberty to accept | 


the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Not now, as the joint res- 
olution has been read a first and second time. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I hope that it will be 
adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Bat nothing in this resolution shall he construed to in- 
clude goods, wares, or merchandise now in bonded warc- 
«houses or in transitu from place of importation. 

Mr. Speaker, although itis not entirely novel 
in the history of this country to introduce a tarif 
bill by this mode, and in advance of any print- 
ing, or investigation, or any deliberation to in- 
vite us to pass it, yet I will admit that the exi- 
gency of the case requires this legislation, There- 
fore my amendment is not for the purpose of 
retarding action, which gentlemen who propose 
this resolution require on this occasion; but I do 
contend that thus to take snap judgment and 
lay the strong hand of the Jaw upon merchan- 


dise in transite or already in the bonded ware- i| 


houses of the importing districts of the country 


is the application of a principle which this fLouse ! 
has voted down in reference to domestic liquors, | 


J believe it is just and right that the Government 
may collect its daties from the very class of ar- 
ticles introduced in the resolution, but I do not 


believe it is right-avd just that the merchants who | 


have sent forward orders predicated upon exist- 


| ing laws at the time those orders were given, į 


that they shall find before and indeed after the 
arrival of their goods, and after they have been 
placed in the bonded warchouses, that they have 
been made subject to these additional duues. 1 
think it is unfair, unjust, and improper that they 
should’ suddenly have this extraordinary duty 
levied upon them. 


duty articles which are ta transite, or already in 


I now offer it as an amendment +! 


The whole object of my | 
amendment, therefore, is to exempt frem the op- | 
eration of this resolution and from the proposed '; 


the country in: bonded warehouses. T have of 
fered it for the protection ofa class of men who: 
are entirely dependent upon the goud faith of the’ 
Government. ` mie oe ae eae gs Wie 

This continual changing in the. policy of ‘the 
Government in reference to the mercantileandim- - 
| porting interests of the country is destructive to: 
it, We have been told that the importations into 
| the city of New York were over $15,000,000; and. 

i the exports only $3,500,000. "This certainly, sir, . 
lis a lamentable condition of things, Itis a lam- 
entable thing ‘for any ċóuñtry to be running into 
debt far beyond its ability to pay: ee 

Mr. KASSON. Will the gentlemaii from New 
York allow me to call his attention to two facts? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Certainly, if my 
time is to be extended. 

Mr. KASSON. It is my belief, first, that the’ 
merchants of New York have made a good deal 
in anticipation of an increase of the tariff; and 
secondly, I would suggest that this is a mere tem- 
porary measure, until a general bill can be passed. 

Mr. FERNANDO: WOOD.’ [understand that. 
Batit was impossible that the merchants of New 
York could have anticipated this measure. All E 
ask is that those who have made Importationa 
| under the existing law shall be treated fairly ‘and 
| equitably. ° : sE 
| Mr. ELDRIDGE. Ido not know but that 
| the gentleman from New York may be nearly” 
i right in the position which ‘he has assumed; bat 
| 4tedoes seem to me that he has changed his views: 
| somewhat since the subject of whisky was be~ 
|| fore the House. The position then taken by my 
|j friend from New York was that everybody 
i should be prepared for taxation; not only those 
who manufacture whisky, butall others. Now, 
although I have great respect and consideration 
for my friend from New York, 1 am at a loss to * 
| conceive how he can reconcile the position he 
|| took upon the whisky question with his present 
ii position, I know the gentleman was very willing 
ito tax the stock on hand with reference to liquors. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The gentleman 
| will permit me to say one word. I think my friend 
does not observe the distinction between the two 
cases. A merchant sends an order to Europe for 
! a cargo of goods. „He does it under the existin 
law, and the faith of the Government is pledged 


! 

| that that cargo shall be received under the same 
| tariff which existed at the time the order was 
| made. But that rule does not apply to whisky: 

i Mr. ELDRIDGE. When we plantcorn in the 
i! West we do it on the faith of the Government. | 

: Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, But not to make 
i whisky. 

|! Mr. ELDRIDGE. We are sometimes mia- 
| taken, 1 admit, especially under the present Ad- 

‘ministration. 'Fhey did make some pledges in 

| the beginning which they have not fulfilled, and 
Re is sometimes intimated that my friend from 
| New York (Mr. Fernanpo Woop] was acting 
H conjointly with them. I never believed it, butit 
|| seems to me that that proposition of his was in 
|; violation of the good faith of the Government, and 

i; was somewhat in accordance with the views and 
| opinions and practices of the present Adminis- 

| tration, 

| Mr.J.C. ALLEN. Imovetoamendtheamend- 
| ment of the gentleman from New York by striking 
| out all after the word “ provided, and inserting- 
| “that this joint resolution shall take effect and 
| be in force from and after the 10th day of June 
next.” Mr. Speaker, it has been the custom of 
| our Government from the adoption of the first, 
| tariff we ever had until the present time to pro- 

| tect such merchants as had purchased their car- 

i goes and had delivered them at the bonded ware- 

| houses, or were having them in transitu when the 
i| rate of duty was changed. [cannot support this 
‘| joint resolution, however anxious I am to in- 
| crease the revenue from this source, because It 
violates, in my judgment, what is a sound prin- 
ciple of legislation. If we adopt the principle of 


ii changing the tariff every year, or every six 
‘| months, or every three months, imposing a dif- 
| ferent rate of duty, particularly if it be a higher 
| rate of duty, we unsettle the trade of the country, 
and put it out of the power of importers to caleu- 
late with a reasonable degree of certainty what 
burdens the Government will impose upon them. 
By carrying out the rule which this Government 
has enforced from ite organization down we do 
‘impliedly say to those engaged in the importation 


April 25: 


-g8 out: 
to pyr ports and we 


: ax upon 
“gard it as a violation of t 
ment, and a-violation of the-usage of all well- 
settled Governments.. : ; 


: amendment- e 
J.C: ALLEN, I withdraw. it. 


` Mr. KALBFLEISCH. | I renew the amend- 
me 


nt. Mr. Speaker, [cannotseefor the life of me 
the:distinction..which the gentlemen propose to 
make betwéen whisky-distillers and importers. | 
know of orders having been sent to Europe as long 
ago: as'‘October last for goods that have not-yet ar- 
rived, andare not likely to arrive for two months 
to:come? The distiller-had notice of:the fact, and 
he could work Sundays and night. and day in 
making whisky so.as to:avoid the tax upon ‘it: 
Now, if the House has not seen fit to impose. 
upon the distiller who was notified of the in- 
tended :tax and prepared his.whisky accordingly, 


with what degree af consistency can it impose a 
duty upon goods which the party has already 
taken steps four or six months ago to import, and 
Which havenot yetarrived? [think that all goods 

_ Sin transitu or ordered in good faith should be ex- 

empted from these additional duties, 

on whisky in hand was not imposed, certainly an 
additionalduty should not bé imposed upon goods 

On shipboard. ss oio ; ‘ 

- The question was taken on the amendment to 

the amendment; and it was rejected. 

The question reeurredon Mr: Fernanno W oon’s 
amendments and it was rejected. 

Mr. COX. I propose to amend the joint res- 
olution in regard to wool by increasing the duty 
from five cents to seven cents per pound on the 
wool costing less than forty cents, and from eight 
to.ten cents on all wool costing over forty cents. 
» I donot propose, Mr. Speaker, to discuss this 
matter at any length. It is. the general. wish of 
those: engaged in wool-raising, at-least so far as 
my district is concerned, to have just as much 

Proteation as Congress can afford to. them con- 

sistent with the revenue. J think, Mr. Speaker, 

‘that this article will bear an increase over the pres- 

ent rates certainly, and 1 think if it can bear any 

increase at all, it will bear an increase to seven 
cents and ten cents per pound, 

Mr. DAWES.‘ Mr. Speaker, I do not under- 
stand the principle upon which. the gentleman 
from Ohio proposes to increase the duty upon 
wool; whether it is because the wool interest of 
the country has suffered from depreciation of price 
for the last few years, or what it is. 

According. to my understanding of the facts of 
the case, the wool-growers of the country haye 
never received such a compensation for their wool 
since ‘the memory-of man as within the last three 
years, - The article has risen from twénty-five or 
thirty cents. per, pound to sixty-five or seventy 
cents per pound., L suggest.to the gentleman 
from Ohio. that I am notable to see in his propo- 
sition any desire to. keep the market open to the 
manufacturers of American. wool. t ask the 
House to notice that while the gentleman pro- 
poses to increase the duty. upon. foreign wool, he 
does not propose a corresponding increase of tax 
upon. ‘foreign. manufactured woolen goods. So 
that he makes it for the interest. of the manufac- 
turer to manufacture his wool abroad and bring 
itin here. He therefore defeats what I suppose 
to be his object in offering the amendment, to be 
of.some service to the American Wool-growers, 

Now, sir, the history of this matter fer many 
years has been that. foreign and domestic wool 
must be manufactured together. Itis therefore 
true thata smail percentage of foreign wool must 
be obtained by the American manufacturer. to 
enable him to manufacture American wool. . It 
is therefore a fact,as the history of the matter for 
the last forty years shows, that justas the amount 


of foreign wool’ is ‘increased, jost in: that-pro- 
portion is the- consumption of American’ wool: 


‘importation of wool hascome to be almost a meas- 
_produced and used; because ittakes.a certain per- 
i ‘to. manufacture American wool. Another thing- 


‘inthe country will only supply about two thirds’ 


he question: being‘on the amendment to the | 


‘Iowa. 


If the tax. 


|} wool. ‘Well, sir, we propose to prevent that, and 


__ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


_ [know of an instance of a gentleman, raising® ` 


inéreased: So that the amount of the “foréign. 


ure of the amount of American wool that is beifig 
centage of foreign-wool to enable the manufacturer 
is'true, as statistics will show: all the wool grown 


of the wool consumed by the manufacturers. 

` Therefore, if itis the desire of the country to: 
stop the American manufacture of woolen goods, 
thereby depriving the ‘country of clothing for the; 
Army as well.as of the internal. revenue which. 
the woolen manufacturers pay, and the wool-. 
growers at home of a market, adopt the céurse 
of policy to which the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Ohio looks. 

I submit to the gentleman and tothe House 
that the wool-groweis of the country, instead of 
suffering from the present condition of things, 
have the price of their wool held up to seventy 
or eighty cents a pound by virtue of the impor- 
tation of foreign wool which the manufacturers 
have been required to mix with American wool. 

I submit to my friend from Ohio thagsif he has 
looked at the tables and seen where the revenue 
of this country-has come from, he cannot for a 
moment wish to cripple or curtail the American 
manufacture of woolen goods. Why, sir, the: 
little district. which I represent upon this floor, 
the smallest inthe State of Massachusetts, pays 
more revenue than some whole States. It pays. 
more internal revenue than the whole State of 
And the State of Massachusetts, with 
her ten Representatives in this House, pays more 
révenue: into the Treasury than ‘the State of 
Ohio, with her nineteen Representatives; pays 
only a fraction less than the whole State of Penn- 
sylvania, with her vast manufacturing interests, 
her mineral wealth, and her twenty-four Repre- 
sentatives. And l submit that there is not a 
pound of foreign wool that comes into that dis- 
trict that does not create a market for American 
wool. There is hardly a yard of cloth made in 
Massachusetts from exclusively foreign wool. 
Every yard made in part from foreign wool re- 

uires a certain proportion of. wool from the 

American market, And if our friends in the 
West had not combined to hold their wool ata 
dollar a pound they would have had it all dis- 
posed of ere this at a larger price than was ever 
known in the history of the country. I hope 
the amendment will not be adopted, ` 

{Here the hammer fell.] ; 

Mr. GRINNELL. I move to amend by in- 
creasing the duty one cent. I make the motion 
to enable me to say a word in reply to the gen- 
Ueman from Massachusetts who has just taken 
his seat. Now, sir, this country has within the 
last year imported between seventy and eighty 4 
million pounds of wool, and the Government has 
received in that time not more than $500,000 in 
the shape. of duty upon that article. We pro- 
pose now to have a tariff upon wool whereby 
wecan bring into the Treasury of the United States 
four or five million dollars, if it is imported as 
largely as heretofore. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts says that 
those who are producing wool are receiving higher 
rates for it than they ever received before. If the 
gentleman willinform himself upon that subject he 
will find that in 1833-35 the wool-growers received 
larger prices than they do now. And I willstate 
another fact, which the gentleman will find to be 
true, that three years ago, taking into considera- 
tion the rates of exchange and the price of gold 
the producers of wool reecived higher rates than 
they do to-day. 

Now, what do we prepose to do upon this 
measure before the House? We propose to say 
to those who are hurrying up the importation of 
their wool for the purpose ‘of escaping increased 
duties that they shall pay an increased duty upon 
whatever they import from this time. f hap- 
pened to see a letter to-day written by a clerk in 
an importing house, in which be stated that his 
firm would. have importations in to a very large 
amount before Congress could pass‘a tariff upon 


we propose. to put millions in the Treasury by 
anticipating these men who think they are antiei- 


pating us by their large importations. 


wool largely; who states that in a manufactory s0 
near to his own farm that he can hear the: hum of: 
the machinery, they are using. imported wool, 
and that he cannot sella pound of hisown. And 
why? Because under the present law-the im- 


: ported wool pays a duty of but nine mills per 


pound.. They can import it cheaper than A mèr” 
lean producers can afford to sell, and. so the Amer- 
ican growers are deprived of their market, while 
the Government receives scarcely any revenue. . 
In this way those who raise wool are left to the” 
caprice or dishonesty of importers.: Hotes 

L hope the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Cox] will be adopted, and that th 
wool-growersof the country will receive some pro- 
tection, while the revenues of the Government will, 
at the same time be increased. The farmers of” 
the country are Being taxed upon nearly every- 
thing they raise. The farming interest is a greater’ 
interest thau any other in ‘this country, and as’ 
such it ought to receive adequate protection, 

{Here the hammer fell. Lh ë 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. ` I am in-favyor 
of increasing the duty upon imported wool to the” 
highest rates; 1 care nothow high it may be fixed 
I will go for it. 

I cannot admit the argument of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] who represents ; 
that these manufacturers must have this cheap’. 
wool from abroad. Norcan I admit the truth of”. 
his statement that wool now bears a higher price 
in market proportionately than other articles of 
commerce, or higher than it has ever previously ' 
been in the history of the country. I believe there 
have been sover] periode within the last twenty! 
years when it has been as high asit is to-day: 

But, sir, gentlemen must take into considera-"' 
tion the price of other articles to fix. relatively the ' 
price of wool. The best article of cotton to-day _ 
brings a higher price than the best wool. And’ 
woolen goods are not high as compared with“ 
articles in the market. We imported last year’ 
seventy or eighty million pounds of wool, and” 
there is certainly no reason for continuing that 
importation, unless those who import it are able’ 
to pay a very large import duty to the Government. 

Our farmers need this protection. They need’ 
all the aid we can give them. They need an in- 
creased price for their produce to enable them to 
pay the taxes that are imposed upon them in 
every form almost that can be imagined. It is 
true that these manufacturers pay very large 
amounts in the shape of taxes. But itis true also 
that the consumer repays the manufacturer all his 
taxes. And the farmers of the country are the ‘ 
great consumers ofall these manufactured articles, 
‘They are the men who need protection for the 
products of their labor. They do not want it for 
their grain or breadstuffs, but the price’ of these is‘ 
very low, and there is nothing which they pro- 
duce which is not low. Wool is low. Every 
description of breadstuffs brings a low price, 
while everything they have to purchase is high. 
Tea at two dollars per pound, coffee at a price 
never before heard ofin the history of the country, 
cotton goods worth as much as woolen at this mo- - 
ment, and everything else in the same proportion. 
The farmers must have protection or they cannot 
live. Lrepeat, itis the farming interest which is of 
the greatest importance in thiscountry. The Gov- 
ernment must look to the farmers for its support, 
and all the wealth and property of the country 
come out of the earth to commence with. 

Protect these men, support them and sustain 
them. They furnish menforour Army, Massa- 
chusetts is sending everywhere to find men to fill 
up her regiments. [am glad she has money-to 
purchase them wherever they can be found in the 
market, but the western States are able to fill up 
their quotas in the national armies without going 
elsewhere. They have furnished tens and hun- 
dreds of thousands of men without stint and with- 
out complaint, and they are ready to furnish more. 

Gentlemen say that the men who are raising 
wool, aud whose flocks are covering the prairies 
of the West, when they get two thirds as much 
for a pound of wool as others get for a pound of 
cotton, are getting enough. Let us raise the price, 

[Eere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I desire to offer a substi- 
tute for the pending amendment. 

Ny SPEAKER. Amendment ig not now in 
order. 


PUB 


SHINGTON, D. ©... 


Trur 
tae 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania 
order to divide the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. Grinnuie’s amendment to the amendment 
was then agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Cox’s amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. I offer the following asa 
substitute for the pending amendmentasamendecd: 

On wool costing over eighteen and not over twenty-four 
cents per pound, a specific duty of six cents per pound, 
and an ad valorem of twenty per cent. On wool costing 
over twenty-four cents per pound, a specific duty of nine 
cents per pound, and an ad valorem duty of twenty per cent. 
The duty to be tovied upon the valuation at the port or cus- 
tom-ho: where the duty is paid. 

Mr. Speaker, E was very much astonished to 
hear the proposition made at this time to reduce 
the duty on imported wool, for if | am not mis- 
taken the proposition of the gentleman from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Mornitt| will bave that effect. Itis 
true that there is a large portion of wool now 
brought in ander a valuation of eighteen cents 
which pays but five per cent. I will admit that 
onthathis proposition would be an increase. But 
I believe that foreign wool is brought into the 
country in violation of the existing law, and that 
athe Treasury is defrauded by the undervaivation 
of wool. The existing tariffadmits wool costing 
eighteen cents per pound and under at five per 
cent. ad valorem, being, upon an average of the 
foreign or invoice valuation, about three fourths 
ofa cent per pound. The second class, valued at 
eighteen to twenty-four cents, pays three cents 
per pound; and the third class, valued above 
twenty-four cents, a duty of nine cents per pound. 

. It was evidently the intention of Congress in pass- 
ing this act that the wool value below eighteen 
cents, being the minimum, would be that used for 
coarse cloths, carpets, &c., and would not come 
in competition with the lowest grades of wool pro- 
duced inourowncountry. ‘This expectation bas 
not been realized; on the contrary, the statistics 
of the Treasury Department show that nearly 
seven eighths of the importations of the last fiscal 
year were invoiced below the minimum—eighteen 
cents per pound; the whole importation in fact 
averaging less than seventeen cents per pound. 
This result is accomplished by fraudulent in- 
voices or by importing wool in the dirt to reduce 
its value, thus defrauding the Treasury and do- 
ing great injustice to the wool-growers of our 
country. 

The entire amount of duty paid on foreign wool 
brought in last year was less than half a million 
dollars. Under my proposition that would reach 
five or six million dollars. 

I think the argument advanced by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] isa most 
extraordinary one, that as the importation of for- 
eign wool is increased there is an increased pro- 
duction of wool in this conntry. it is go extra- 
ordinary thet | think the House will hardly 
swallow it. If I understood him correctly, the 
importation of foreign wool acts as a barometer 


ss, I 


Erenta Corners 


Is’ it in 


upon the woolraised if this country; thatas wool | 


is introduced from foreign countries it Is neces- 
sary for wool-growers to raise more sheep and 
get more wool. It is my opinion that at this 
time, while we have a large national debt, which 
is rapidly increasing, and it becomes necessary to 
tax the products of home labor in all its various 
shades and forms, a wise and true policy would 
dictate that, so far as it can safely be done, the 
products of foreign labor shouid bear their fall pro- 
portion; all articles of foreign production or manu- 
facture that come directly in competition with our 
home productions or manufacture should be 
taxed to the highest possible revenue point. By 
doing this the home producer or manufacturer will 
be protected in his product or manufacture, will 
be enabled to remunerate home labor, and to pay 
the necessary inter taxes that are laid upon 
his product. Ail s of luxury not manu- 
factured or produced in tht should pay a 
rate of duty t if 

swell thepublie revenue. By doing this no injury 
would be done to our citizens; the poor do not 
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greatly | 


use such articles; if the wealthy do, let the pub- 
lic Treasury receive the benefit. If this course 


of policy is fully and properly carried out I be- | 


lieve that sufficient revenue to pay the interest 
upon the public debt and make a rapid reduction 
upon the principal will be very easily raised 


through the skill, enterprise, and industry of our | 
| euigens, : 
port the producers and manufacturers of foreign 


If we send our money abroad to sup- 


articles, of course our Treasury will languish. 
(Here the hammer fell] 
Mr. KERNAN. I simply want to inquire if 
this is not a bill to raise revenue, and not a bill 


to exclude the importation of wool with a view | 


to enrich the praducer at home? 

Mr.. MORRILL. For at least thirty years the 
question of duty upon wool and woolens: has 
perplexed Congress, and | haveno doubt it will 
perplex this Congress. It isa matter of very diffi- 
cult adjustment to so arrange the duties upon 
wool as to actually benefit the farmer and leave 
the manufactories of the country in operation. 


The gentleman, the eloquent gentleman from į 


Pennsylvania, [Mr. Moorunan,] has not shown 
his usual sagacity in this House. He asserts 
that the proposition now before the House is 
actually less than the present rate of duty. I 
supposed the distinguished chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Manufactures would know what the | 


present duties are, and would know also what 
the present proposition is. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. How shall we be able to 
know? 

Mr. MORRILL. By reading the law, and by 
reading the proposition before the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the present duty upon woolen 
costing eighteen cents a pound and under is five 


D k 
per cent. ad valorem; upon wool costing over 


| eighteen and under twenty-four cents, the duty 


is three cents a pound specific; on wools costing 
above twenty-four cents, the present rate is nine 
cents per pound specific. The proposition now 
before the House is to increase the duty upon all 
wool, and to impose an additional five cents on 
all wool costing below forty cents a pound, and 
eight cents upon all vosting above forty cents. So 
that if the present proposition is passed, the du- 


ties would be on ali those costing eighteen cents j 
per pound and under, five cents per pound and five | 
per cent. ad valorem; on all costing from eighteen | 


to twenty-four cents, cight cents per pound; on 
those costing from twenty-four to forty cents a 
pound, fourteen cents a pound; and on all costing 
over forty cents, seventeen cents per pound, 
“Mr. MOORHEAD. How much would the 
duty be upon the wool that now pays five per 
cent. ad valorem? 

Mr. MORRILL. [have answered that already. 
What I desire to say to the House is, if we in- 
crease the duty to the high rates proposed by some, 
and especially to the rates proposed by the gen- 
tlenan from Pennsylvania, you would be pla- 
cing upon the low-priced wools a higher rate of 
duty than is now imposed upon woolens; and I 
say, further, that when the preposition comes up 
to tax foreign woolens you will not find gentle- 
men of the Opposition who are so ready to place 
extreme duties on wool ready to impose a duty 
that shall be equivalent upon woolens; and the 
result will be that instead of protecting wool we 
shall have it all imported in the form of woolen 
goods. 

There is a necessity upon the part of the woolen 
manufacturers of- this country to have some two 


| or three kinds of wool that we do not produce. 


One is a coarse, hairy wool that really costs less 
than cighteen cents a pound, and is used for the 
manufacture of coarse blankets and, carpets. 


Another kind isa long stapled wool, used in man- | 
ufacturing mouslin-de-iaine, and is produced here | 
to some extent but not in sufficient quantities to į 
Another class is an ex- į 


meet the home demand. 
tremely fine wool, obtained from abroad mostly, 
and of which we 

But, as Lhe 
erly adjust the duties ou this article. 
pretend that the proposition before usis now ex- 


spoduce but a limited quanuty. : 
id, it is very difficalt te prop- | 
ido pot 
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ate 


| actly in the shape in which. it should Be; but, [de 
say that there is something due to the wool-grow- 
ers of this country, and that there have been frauds 
practiced through the custom-house, and our reve- 
nue jaws have been evaded, so that fine wools 
have been entered at very low rates. . We. must 
take care of the wool-grower as well as the manu- 
facturer, and all at the same time. 

{Here the hammer fell.] : 
| The amendment to the amendment was not 

agreed to, 

Mr, DAWES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by reducing the rate two cents. f do not 
rise for the purpose of deprecating any burden 
which may be imposed upon manufacturers. 
There is not one of them who is not willing to 
bear all the burdens you may propose to place 
upon him, provided he-can feel that. all the rest 
bear their proportion, I suppose there is no 
burden which any man would not willingly un- 
dertake to carry at this time, if he felt thatevery- 
body else was carrying his shave. And weought 
to study, without any disposition to seek to throw 
this unusual burden upon anybody else, to equal- 
ize the matter; and I submit that our friends do 
not study their true interest if they try to ex- 
clude foreign wools. You cannot carry on the 
manufacturing establishments of the country and 
exclude foreign wool. You cannot carry on the 
manufacturing establishments of the country and 
exclude American wool. The manufacturer and 
the wool-grower must stand or fall together, It 
is a fact that there are wools that grow in partic- 
ular climates just as there are fruits thatgrow in 
particular climates, which have peculiar qualities 
about them. Nobodycantell why. My friend 
proposes to puta tax upon wool without putting a 
corresponding tax upon the manufactured article, 
He proposes also to put it upon wool uncleansed, 
Well, sir, wool uncleansed shrinks nearly sev- 
enty-five per cent, in the cleansing. Iknow that 
in a recent case some excellent fine wool from 
Vermont was sold in my own town, that shrank 
fifty-five per cent. in cleansing. Forcign wool 
shrinks more than that; and yet my friend pays 
i| no regard to thatin imposing this duty. He pro- 
|| poses to put this tax upon the dirt and grease in 
i| the wool. Two pounds of uncleansed wool will 
i| hardly make one pound fit for use in manufac- 
I| turing, This tax will be a direct inducement to 
|| employ labor abroad to cleanse the wool, and 
| 


then import it. It isadiscrimination against the 
labor of thiscountry. If my friend wants a mar- 
ket for western wool, the best way to do it is to 
build up the home manufacture. [Mr. Baxren 
here made aremark, which was inaudible to the 
reporters.] Uneleansed wool brings sixty-three, 
seventy, and eighty cents a pound. My friend 
from Ohio is entirely mistaken when he says that 
| frauds are committed on the revenue by mixing 
dirt in wool. R 

Mr. STEVENS. Can Inow speak to my sub- 
stitute? 

The SPEAKER. No, notat this time. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. I rise for the 
purpose of opposing theamendment. Ifevidence 
were necessary to show the injustice and danger 
of this kind of legislation, it seems to me that no 
subject could have been selected that would dem- 
onstrate that fact more clearly than this. It is 
proposed to put a heavy duty upon a raw mate- 
it rial which is the basis of a great branch of Amer- 
i| ican industry; and the danger of treating this 
|| subject in this hasty manner is especially great 
because of the speciousness of the grounds upon 
i which this change is advocated.. 
| Itappears at first sight to be a very rational 
|| proposition, that for the purpose of increasing 
the revenues of the country and enriching the 
Government there should be a’ heavier duty im- 
posed upon wool imported into the country. But, 
sir, what are the facts in regard to this article of 
wool? Those gentlemen who are at all fumiliar 
with the subject know very well that there are 
buta souteigbty million pounds of wool produced 
in the United States; winle one hundred and thir- 
| ty-five million pounds are necessary to keep in 
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ope he machinery for woolen manufacture 
already running in this coantry. “Why, sir, itis 

absolutely necessary, in'order‘to support this vast 
machinery, this great. branch of industry, that all 
the various:grades of woolen manufacture should 
be carried on. inthis country as far as practicable. 

M tinguished friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 

gap] réasovs with apparent force and cò- 

gency, that ifthe importation of foreign wool-be. 
chetked by the imposition of a heavy import duty 
r nust be a corresponding rise in the price of 

American raised wool.: The gentleman says he 

`: did notsay that, and perhaps he did not precisely; 
but think that was the line of bis argument. 
` Now, so: far from that being the case, if the 
woolen manufacturers of this country were to-day 

limited to the consumption of American wool, a 
very large portion of their machinery:would be 

‘compelled to stop, and for two reasons: in the 
first place they would have but eighty: million 

ounds of woo! to work, whereas they-require one 
undred and thirty-five million; and in the second 
place they would be unable to manufacture a great 
variety of woolen goods which they now manu- 

facture on account of the facility afforded by mix- 
ing the foreign and American wools. 

“<7 want to.turn now for a single moment to thed 
economical aspect of the question. Itis very true 
that some revenue might undoubtedly be derived 
by putting a tax of several cents per pound on the 
quantity of foreign wool imported but it’ is. per- 
fectly apparent that if the imposition of that tax 
will have a tendency to reduce the quantity im- 
ported, the amount of revenue will depreciate 
from. year to year in the same proportion, and 
therefore there would be a gradual joss of rev- 
enue on'that account. ‘But, sir, we have a vast 
Army anda great Navy to beclothed with woolen 
goods, and if the effect of imposing this duty of 
six or eight cents a pound on foreign wool is to 
advance the cost of American woolin like propor- 
tio and to'cripple in consequence the American 
‘manufacture of woolen goods, I want to submit 
the question to any intelligent member of the 
House whether it is not probable that the cost to 
the Governmentof clothing the Army and Navy, 
to say nothing at all of the cost to the whole 
raasses of the people, is likely to be much greater 
than the amount of revenue to be derived from the 
imposition of this duty. 

tere the hammer fell. 

: Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. 
say a single word more. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw my amendment. 
‘Mr. COX. I renew the amendment, for the 
purpose'of allowing the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to conclude his remarks, 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, 
not only is it probable that the loss to the Gov- 
ernment would be greater than the gain, but in a 

‘time like the presentit behooves us, members of the 
chief legislative assembly of the country, to guard 
with fairness and discrimination all the branches 
‘of our industry. F declare here that I believe it 

would be the worst possible policy that could be 
inflicted-on the agricultural interests of the coun- 
try to impose so large an additional duty on for- 
eign wool as is now proposed. I believe it could 
be demonstrated, ifthere were time to do go, that 
the price of American wool has kept pace, step 
by step, with the increase of machinery for the | 
manufacture of woolen goods in this country. 

Under the tariff of 1846, which imposed a heavy 

‘duty upon the raw material, itisa fact that nearly 
all the woolen factotiesof the country were broken 
down. I believe I speak within the bounds of 
truth when I say that, previous to 1857, the en- 
tire cost of the woolen machinery of the country 

edocs to build up 


I ask leave.to 


had been sunk in ineffectual 
this. great branch of industry. Under the present 
tariff results the most beneficial have accrued to 
the whole wool interest of the country. If Ìre- 
member rightly, there were, previous to the adop- 
tion of this last tariff, about twenty-five hundred 
- sets of woolen machinery running in the United. 
States. Since this tariff was adopted there have 
‘been added about a thousand sets'of machinery, 
cht accost of $14,060,000; so that we now have 
“running inthis country nearly thirty-five: hún- 
“Aret sets of woolen machinery, consuming every 
pound of wool thatis raised In the United States 
d fifty: million pounds additional is imported | 
der to keep this machinery going. 
dition to-all. wool that we import aniv- | 
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ally, a vast amount of woolen goods are also im- 
ported, for manufacturing which we have no fa- 
cilities. in this country. Instead of looking to 


: measures that would cripple this growing interest 


= 


$ 


| 


l tectionist, 
interchange beiw 


whichis beneficialalike to the manufacturing and 
farming intetests of the country, we ought rather 
to stimulate it to such an extent and increase its 
facilities till we shall manufacture upon American 
soil-every description of woolen goods. | believe 
no broadcloths:are manufactured in the United 
States at present and cannot be unless suitable 
amount and variety of raw materials are thrown 
into’ the hands of manufacturers by Congress. It 
is contrary to all well-settled principles to impose 
an oncrous duty on the raw material. It is con- 
trary to the policy of every manufacturing nation 
on the face of thé earth. England and France 
have tried the experiment over and over again, 
and always with the same disastrous result. 
[Here the hammer fell.] ‘ 
Mr. COX. When I made the motion to in- 
crease the tax upon wool, tdid not think it would 
give rise to so much debate. And, sir, Fdo not 
think that now, ona bill of this kind not matured, 
we can-do justice to any interest or locality. If 
the tariff is to be increased at all it would be better 
to adopt a proposition something like the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and 
make a general increase of duty on all imported 
goods at such a rate as the House may determine. 


But, sir, E wish to say one word in reference‘to | 


what has fallen from gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House on this whole business, 

Iam tired of hearing in this House from our 
New England friends, that we are all the time 
aboutto cripple their manufactures. One gentle- 
man representing that interest now says that we 
are endeavoring to cripple their manufactures by 
increasing the price on wool. Why, sir, these 
New England manufacturers are getting richer 
every day; richer and richer and richer. They 
are becoming the nababs of this country. They 
are, infact, becoming the owners of this country. 
They hold a mortgage upon a large portion of the 
values of this country, or will, when they have 
absorbed the public debt and hold ali the bonds 
of the Government. They are getting all the pro~- 
tection of the Government. These very woolen 
manufacturers to-day ave receiving protection of 
almost one hundred and fifty per cent. on the de- 
preciated paper basis, This 1 can and will show 
by the figures when the regular tariff bill comes 
up for our action. à 

And yet, sir, when the farmers of the country 
ask for a little protection, the same cry is raised, 
“Do noteripplethe manufacturers.” How cripple 
them? Because, says the gentleman upon the 
other side, the more fo 1 wool you bring in the 
higher price you will get for your home-raised 
wool! 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts, 
tleman refer to me? 

Mr. COX. No,sir. [ refer to the gentdeman’s 
colleague, [Mr. Dawzs.]} 

Mr. DAWES. Has the gentleman from Ohio 
any data from which he can rise and deny that 
statement? 

Mr. COX. 


Does the gen- 
> 


i understood the gentleman to say 


‘that the importations of foreign wool were a 
.perfect barometer of the market for American 


wool. 

Mr. DAWES, Utell the gentleman that i have 
the price current of wool for the past thitty years, 
and the statement of any month for each year 
will confirm the remark | made. {submit to the 
gentleman that he not only has no authority for 
defying the statement, but that the wool statis- 
tics of the country will furnish no such authority. 

Mr. COX. 1 will meet the gentleman upon 
that subject at the proper time, when the discus- 
sion comes up on the regular tariff bill. 

Mr. DAWES. 
time than now. 

Mr. COX, There is no time for thatin this 
five minutes’ debate. 
stand how the increase of a commodity raises its 
price in the market. I have never been a pro- 
i owas always i r of the largest 
sand foreign countries in 


respect-to every. 4 . 
Mr. DAWES, I come now tounderstand the 
drift of the geutieman’s argument, when he says 
that he was always against protection. 
Mr. COX. The gentleman must hear me out 


I kuow of no more proper | 


Bat, sir, T cannot under- į 


before he makes hisanswer. Since the gentleman 
and his friends have got the protection so enor- 
mously high upon their pecyliar interests, so 
high as almost to be prohibitory, I claim for the 
farmers of the West, in absolute self-defense, 
| somelittle regard on the partof the national Legis- 
lature to their products and industries. The prod- 
i| ucts of western industry have now but very little 
or no protection, We do not beg for bounties. 
We do not get any for the grain we raise, for our 
wheat and corn, for our live stock, our butter, or 
for our whisky, if you please. All these articles 
belong to’ the unprotected classes of industry, 
And the people, thus unprotected and by whom 
the bounties for other classes of industry are paid, 
comprise the great mass of our population. . I 
know why the gentleman opposes this amend- 
ment. The great body of the people in the gen- 
| tleman’s district are living upon the bounty of 
ithe West. They are what.Tom Paine in his 
1} Common Sense”? calls ‘*the splendid paupers 
of the country,’’ living on the sweat and toil of 
* other people. And yet when we ask for a little 
care on the part of the Federal Government, they 
piteously tell us, ‘Oh, you crippleour industry P? 
When we want them to give the farmers of the 
West a little protection in raising the very wool 
they use, they cry out, “ We cannot stand it, you 
are crippling our manufactures V? 

Now, there is as much of a necessity for pro- 
tecting the wool interest of the country as for any 
other iaterest. The sheep abroad, in Australia 
for instance, are pastured the year round. They 
do not require hay; fencing and shedding are not 
| required, nor any of the ordinary expenses con- 
|| nected with sheep raising in this country. There 
is, therefore, [ say, some necessity for giving this 
class of industry protection. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 think that this debate haa 
| run long enough, and I propose to call for the 
previous question, } will yield to the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] a portion of, 
| the time to which Fam entitled to close the debate, 
| for the purpose of explaining his substitute, if he 
i| desires to do so, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from 

‘| Vermont will not cali for the previous question on 

| the resolution until there have been some amend- 

| ments proposed in reference to other articles of 

ij manufacture, such as wine, porter, beer, &c. 

(} Mr.MORRILL. We have consumed more 

G than an hour in debate. , 

! Mr. HOLMAN. l hope the gentleman will 
not deny us an opportunity to amend the resolu- 

|! tion in that particular, 

| Me. FERNANDO WOOD. The understand- 

|| ing was that we should have a fair and liberal op- 

portunity to discuss this important measure. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think that we have already 
‘| had it. : 
| Mr. HOLMAN. Only one or two subjects 
|; have been discussed, and yet the gentleman now 
proposes to call forthe previous question. Iun- 
derstood that we were to consider this joint res- 
{| olution as in the Committee of the Whole on the 
i 


t 


| state of the Union, and that it was to be open to . 
| amendment item by item. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
gentleman propose? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I want to move to strike out 
that portion of the resolution relating to wines, 
porter, beer, &c., and to offer a substitute for it. 
{trust the gentleman will give me an opportunity 
to submit that amendment. ltis aright due to 
| the northwestern section of the country from 
which I come. 

Mr. MORRILL. The understanding this 
morning was that the debate should run for an 
hour and that then the previous question should 
be called. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. The gentleman 
will remember that it was by the unanimous con- 
sent of the House this joint resolution was taken 
up for action. Every gentleman on this side of 
the Honsé consented that it should be taken up 
i in the House instead of being sent to the Com- 
i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
i| on the understanding that it shouid be open to 
fall discussign and amendment, 

Mr. MORRILL. Fora reasonable length of 
time. : ; 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, Who is to be the 
il judge of what is reasonable? ; 


What amendment does the 
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Me. MORRILL. I proposed an hour and there | 
was no objection, [| 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 1 
i 
| 


Vermont demand the previous question? | 
Mr. MORRILL. Iwill not demand the pre- 
vious question until the gentleman from Indiana } 
has bad an opportunity 
ment. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Idemand the previous ques- | 
tion on the pending amendment, 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. i 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask the gentleman from ! 
Indiana whether it will be satisfactory to him to || 
close debate, with opportunity to offer amend- | 
ments? i 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. -The gentleman i| 
} 
H 
| 
i 
| 
| 


to submit his amend- | 


ought to be satisfied that there is no factious dis- | 
position on this side of the House. We have 
met him in the mostliberal spirit, but a measure | 
of this character should be discussed; and so long 
as gentlemen speak to the question, and move perti- 
nent amendments, the gendeman should permitit 
to be done. 

Mr. MORRILL. I give notice that I shall 
call for the previous question in a very short 
time. : 

Mr. Cox’s amendment to the amendment was 
then disagreed to, 

The Elouse divided; and there were—ayes 53, 
aoes 40, 

So the amendment, as amended, wasagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out that 
portion of the resolution which relates to wine, 
porter, ale, beer, &c., and in lieu thereof to in- 
sert; On wine, ale, porter, beer, brandy, and. 
other spirits and other liquors and cordials of all 
kinds, a duty of fifty per cent. in addition to the 
duty now authorized by law.” F think that the 
duty, instead of being an increase of fifty per cent., 
ought to be one hundred per cent.; butin view of 
the importance of the increase at this time, | am 
inclined to rest content with fifty per cent, No | 
argument is necessary to show the necessity for | 
this increase. We have increased the duty on | 
domestic spirits and wines enormously, and this | 
is comparatively a small increase, | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I suppose I might as well | 
avail myself ofthis opportunity to say what Ihave | 
to say. T think the House cannot do better than | 
now to adopt my proposition and end this con- j 

| 


troversy. {do not think it possible, with a slip | 
of paper containing a few items upon it, and un- | 
printed at that, for this House to make a reason- 
able tariff bill. [have thought so from the first. | 
If we go on in this way we shall goon without | 
knowing what we are doing, and when we have | 
got through we shall know no better what we | 
have got. 

t 

i 


Now, what I propose is that we shall increase | 
the present rates fifty per cent. on everything for | 
‘sixty days to come, so as to keep out this rush | 
of importation, until we can mature a tariff bill, | 
print it, and deliberately consider itas such a bill | 
ought to be cunsidered.,, When that is done, let ; 
it take the place of what we are vow doing. f 

{tis plain that if this resolution had passed a || 
week ago we should have received more than two | 
million dollars upon the importations of last week || 
ulone, and we should have saved the necessity of į 


gold. 
not any mystery to me that after we have ere- 
ated a necessity by our own action for the export 
ef $7,000,000 of gold, to pay for Imports which 
we had no exports to pay with, that gold should 
be at eighty-five per cent. premium and still ris- 
ing. lt is no mystery to me, and if you let this 
thing go on until we can prepare a tariif bill, and 
fet importers throw into the marketall the goods 4) 


they can, God only knows where and what die | 
end will be, i 
I saw a letter three days ago to the Secretary i 


of the Treasury from a gentleman in Liverpool | 
connected with a large house. Thatietierstated | 


| 
i 
H 
i 
i 
| 
that since this tax DIH has been pending or con- | 
i 
i 
i 
i 


templated, dary orders by one bair have been | 
reevived fron: Aunerica in one Wer kK than were i 
ever before reeeivedjuany one week; and among 
oiher t that more orders 


hings it was inencuened 


| gress to contro! the price of gold is vain and fu- 


: wil 
i imroduced by myself, with the spprovel ofa i> The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objees 


alone than ever before were received in four times 
the same length of ime. i 


| 


Now, sir, L hope, in order that this bill may 
go untrammeled and with a single section to the 
Senate and pass to-morrow, and thus stop the 


further evil we see pending and which we have 


already in part realized, the House will see the |i 


propriety of adopting my amendment. That will 
give us time for reflection, and give us time. to 
mature a bill which will be satisfactory to all 
parts of the House and country, and in the mean | 
time prevent this ruinous influx of foreign goods 
for which gold must be sent abroad to pay. 

I do notdesire to oceupy the time of the House. 
I think the House should agree at once to come 
to a vote, and | shall call the previous question: 
I do not think that anybody who takes a proper 
view of the matter ought to object. Let us take 
a vote and decide the question at once. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. If the object of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as now stated, 
in reference to the passage of this hasty: tariff 
bill, be to depress the price of gold, it is but an- 
other of the efforts upon the part of the legisla- 
tive power to control the commerce of the country. 

Mr. STEVENS. That isnot the object, but 
it might be a consequence. The object is to get 
a tariff upon the immense amount of goods which 
will come into the country during the next thirty 
days. Ido not believe much in legislating to de- 
press the price of gold. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I think we should 
be satisfied by this time that any action of Con- 


ule, Wehave already made an effort to depress 
the price of gold, and the immediate effect was | 
to raise it from sixty to cighty-five cents on the | 
dollar. | 
f 
( 


If the object be revenue, I would remind the i 
gentleman that tbere is such a thing as prohibi- 
tion by increasing the tariff to an extraordinary. 
extent; that when you place an import duty be- | 
yond a certain height the necessary effect and | 
result is to prohibit its importation, ‘This propo- | 
sition is either for revenue or for prohibition. Itis, | 
urged here that the American people are extrava- | 
gant; that they are given to an extraordinary con- 
sumption of foreign luxuries; and thatitis neces- 


i 
| 
sary to stop the consumption of foreign luxuries l] 


by the adoption of prohibitory measures upon the 
part of Congress, If that be the object, then you 
Jose your revenue; if revenue be your object, you 
can only go to a certain and limited extent. But 
my ground of opposition to this proposition is 
that this is the adoption of a principle in tariff 
legislation that is utterly unprecedented and er- 
roneous Lo the commercialas well as the ‘Treasury 
interests of the country. 1 would rather put the 
tariff at fifty per ceut., as a temporary measure, | 
until we can mature a tariif such as we ought to 
have. If the gentleman will consent to reduce it 
to twenty-five per cent. 1 would very cheerfully į 


i 
vote for that. i 


Mr. MORRILL. I now move the previous | 


question . 


l hope he will allow me to offer my proviso to the 
substitute. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill yield for that purpose. 

Mr. KASSON. l move to add to the substi- 
tute the following proviso: 

Provided, That printing paper unsized, used for books and 
newspaper sively, shall be excimpt from the operation 
ot this resohnion. 

Mr. MORRILL. [now renew the demand for 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I concede at 
the outset that any measure that can be adopted 
in this hurried manner must necessarily be crude. 


Pennsylvania (Mr. Srevens] laposesa horizon- 
ial or an indiscriminate duty upov all articles, 
Ín my judgment ii is better to go over these arti- 
cles more in derail, and determine what article 
bear an increased rate of taxanion., The bil 


i 
i 


i 
| 
Mr. KASSON. Refore the gentleman does that i 
i 


majority of ithe. Committee of Ways and Means, 
imposes discriminating duties uponall these com- 
Mhon articles of consumptiou, taxing teas and €x- 
empting sugars and coffee, already dear enough, 

think it more expedient to. passa bill of that 
description than it would be to pass a bill im- 
posing the same duty upon everything, much 
higher than we propose permanently, and result- 
ing, only in putting money into the pockets of 
those having large stocks on hand. Everybody 
knows that an increase of the duties of -fifty per 
cent. would amount on many articles to absolute 
prohibition. l trust that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Srevens] 
will not prevail. : 

The question now being upon the substitute, 
Mr. MARCY demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was 
agreed to—ayes 92, noes 18. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the joint resolution, 

The previous question was seconded, and ‘the 
main question ordered. ` 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD demanded the yeas 
and nays on the passage of the joint resolution, 

Mr. DAWSON called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays, . 

Tellers were not ordered. ` 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

The joint resohition was passed. 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 


|| also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
| the table. 


| The latter motion was agreed to. 
t ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER stated that the next business 
| in order was the resolution in reference to min- 
eral lands offered on last Monday by the gentle- 
| man from New York, [Mr. Fernanpo Woop.] 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from New 
York to allow me to offer a resolution of priy- 
ilege, i i ; 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. 
purpose, 


I yield for that 


HON. FRANCIS P. BLAIR, 
Mr. DAWES. lofferthe following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House whether Tou, Francis P, BUAIR, Jr, 
representing the first congressional district of Missouri in 
the present House, now holds any ee or com- 
mission in the military service of the United States ; aud 
if so, what that appointuentor commission is, and when 
the said Briain acerpted the same, and whether he is now 
acting under the authority of any such appointment or coni- 


| mission. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that while 
this is a questiou of privilege it requires unani- 
mous consent to be considered now, being a call 
upon the President for information, 

Mr. COX, I should like the resolution to in- 
quire, also, whether any other member of Con- 
| gress has held or is holding a military, commis- 
sion. i 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Ohio may 
move to amend it in that way. 

The SPEAKER, Isthere unanimous consent 
to consider the resolution at this time? 

Mr. POMEROY. L object. 

The SPEAKER. Then. the resolution goes 
over, under the rule, for one day, 
` Mr. DAWES. I move to suspend the rules, 
I will say that the matter under consideration by 
the Committee of Elections, touching the right 
to a seat of the gentleman from Missouri, renders 
it exceedingly proper that we should have that 
information, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts whether 
the gentleman trom New York ean yield, if there 


I 
| 
Our purpose bere isto obtain revenue. If weim- | be any objection, as the previous question has 
pose auythingin the nature of an enbargo onim- | been ordered on his resolution. 
portations, then we must increase our Internal tax, Mr. DAWES. l understood the gentleman 
it would have to bevastly increased or we should |; to permit me to make my motion to suspend the 
i| fail in our object. [| rules. 
Now, the preposition of the gentleman from i Mr. COX. What became of my amendment? 


I moved to amend the resolution so as to inquire 
in regard to any other member of Congress hold- 
ing a commission since the war commenced. 

Mr. DAWES, l bave nut got any objection 
> to the largest inquiry. 
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VES. dn ye- the previous question 
ption. of the resolution : os : 

gwa adop oe aay Voge Ae 
ES moved to reconsider. the vote by 


` which the resolution was. adoptedsand also moved | 


to lay. the motion. to reconsider on the table. . 


The latter.motion was. agreed to. 


od 


cameinvested with thecomplete proprietary title to | 


said mines; thatno act of Congress has been passed 
alienating or providing for the disposition of any 

for prescribing méusires for the protec- 
1; and that individuals ‘and companies 
ne ownership and occupation, and at- 


BRZ 


ted States be requested to take such measures as 
may.in.his judgment be: necessary for the protec- 
tion of the rights and interests of the Government 
inithe mineral lands and mines of Colorado and 
Arizona, tntil proper legislation be provided by 
Congtess. o o 
_ Mr. SHANNON. lask the gentleman from 
New York to allow a substitute prepared by the 
gentleman from lowa [Mr. Kasson] to be read for 
information. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. KASSON. Isend up with that consent 
the substitute, which is the result of consultation 
of a number of members on this subject. 

The substitute ‘was read. It provides that a 
select committee of seven members be appointed, 
to. be denominated a select.committee on mineral 
lands; to consider. what disposition shall be made 
ofthe minetal lands owned by the Government, 
and what legislation relating to revenue or other- 
wise is necessary touching the same, with au- 
thority to report by bill or otherwise. 

. Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Is it in order for 
mé to state why I should prefer my resolution to 
the substitute? 

“The SPEAKER. It can be done by unani- 
mous consent. , 

There was no objection. . ; 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD... I would very 
ey accept this substitute but for ‘one rea- 
son. [think it is very obvious that it is now too 

late in the, séssion to prepare a bill, and pass it 

through both Houses of Congress, to meet this 
emergency, We may safely conclude that no 
measure will pass this Congress and becomea law 
to meet the case: ` Hened my resolution proposes 
that the President shall proceed to protect the in- 
terests of the Government in these mines. I de- 
sire, in this connection, that the Clerk will read 

a letter addressed to niysélf from the Cornmis- 

sioner of the General Land Office, which will ex- 

plain the object of my resolution, 
The Clerk réad the letter, as follows: 
; Generar Lann Orrice, April 16, 1864. 

Sm: I had yesterday the honor tocrecelve your letter of 

the 12th instant, and in reference to the mites of Colorado 

and Arizona have to state that the United States in suc- 
evedingto the sovereignty of the regions of country in 
which the mines are situated became invested with a com- 
plete proprietary title to said mines, and that. no act of 
Congress has yet been passed alienating or providing for 
the disposa] of any part thereof, or prescribing measures 
for: the use and .orking of theim; individuals and. coni- 
panies heretofore or now. occupying different mines having 
been and being there merely by sufferance, growing out 
_ Of the past negative policy respecting them. oe 

This office, unaided by any fegislation: in regard to our 

niineral-interest, has eciected all the data within its reach 


and presented the same in the annual reports of 1861-62-63, 


| Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 


copies herewith. Itis in place further to remark that in 
Order to’ make our great national mitreral estate subservient 
to the public interest as a source of revenue, and yet do 
no- violence to diverse local. customs and usages which 
have grown up at different places yielding annually mil- 
lions of dollars to capital and individual labor, we have 
suggested legislation, as will be seen from the reports afore- 
said, and a measure looking to such legislation has been 
introduced into the House of Representatives as bill No. 344 
“in yelation to the mines and minerals in the public do- 
main.? i i 


| We have no compilation of the focal mining usages pre-: 
| Wailing, the matter not having been placed by law under 


the management of this office. 


With great respect, = * aeons 
sie J. M. EDMUNDS, Commissioner. 
Hon. Fenwanbo Woon, House of Representatives. 
_Mr. SHANNON.. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from New York a question. . 
: Is debate 
inorder? eee SNA 

The SPEAKER. There are two undcbatable 
propositions pending. And if the gentleman 
objects, further debate will be arrested. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Ido object. 
_ Mr. FERNANDO WOOD called for the yeas 
and nays.on the motion to lay the resolution on 
the table. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 63, nays 49; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Bout- 
well, Boyd, Broomall, Ambrose W. Clark, Cobb, Cole, 
Créswell, Dawson, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Frank, 
Garfield, Grinnell, Hall, Harrington, Higby, Hotchkiss, Asa- 
hel W. Hubbard, John H: Hubbard, Julian, Kasson, Kel- 
ley, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlande Kellogg, Knapp, Marvin, 
McBride, McClurg, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, 
Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, Odell, 
Charles ONeill, Orth, Perham, Pomeroy, Price, Wiliam 
B. Randall, John H. Rice, Edward H, Rollins, Shannou, 
Sloan, Smith, Spalding, Stevens, Stuart, Thayer, Upson, 
Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Washburn, Williams, 
Wilder, Wilson, and Windom—63. 

NAY S—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Ancona, Augustus 
C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Jacob B. Blair, Brandegce, 
Cox, Cravens, Denison, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, 
Eden, Bldridge, English, Finck, Ganson, Griswold, Holman, 
Jenckes, Philip Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Kernan, Lazear, 
Long, McAllister, McDowell, McKinney, Middleton, Wil- 
liam H. Miller, Morrison, Nelson, Samuel J. Randall, Ross, 
Scofield, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Stiles, Tracy, 
Webster, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, 
Winfield, and Fernando Wood—49. 


So the resolution was laid on the table. 


During the call of the roll, 

MrELDRIDGE inquired whether the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Scuencx] was not paired 
with Mr. Brown, of Wisconsin, 

Mr. SCHENCK. l did not so understand it. 
Ab arrangement was made in my absence that | 
should be paired off, first with a gentleman from 
Ulinois, whieh was subsequently transferred to 
some gentleman from Wisconsin, but which has 
expired to-day, as I understood. However, to 
avoid any misapprehension in reference to the 
matter, I will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GRINNELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was laid on the table; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


MAINE DEFENSES. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine, by unanimous consent, 
introduced joint resolutions of the Legislature of 
the State of Maine, asking the United States Gov- 
ernment to provide proper defenses for the north- 
east frontier of Maine; and moved that they be 
printed and referred to a special committee of 
seven, 

Mr, COX. Tam opposed to raising any more 
select committees. This House is full of them 
already. I hope the resolutions will be referred 
to one of the standing committees of the House. 
. Mr. RICE, of Maine. I trust that my friend 
from Ohio will withdraw his objection. These 
resolutions refer to a variety of matters; and I 
really should not know to what standing commit- 
tee to send them, | 

„Mr. COX. There are about twenty special 
committees already, and I must object to raising 
any more. ; 2 

Mr. RICE, of Maine. These resolutions pro- 
pose to set apart claims of that State for certain 
purposes for their relief, one of which the gentle- 
man from Ohio knows something about, and it 
should go to his committee; another should go to 
the Committee of Claims, anda third to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COX. The suggestion of the gentleman 


| mittee. 


confirms me in my opinion. “One claim con- 

nected with that northeast Maine boundary cer- 

tainly-ought to go to the Committee on Foreign 

Affairs. Thatis the only committee which can 

properly take cognizance of it. 

_ Mr. RICE, of Maine. Icertainly have no ob- 

jection whatever to its going there. 

_ The vote was‘taken; and on a division, tliere 

were—ayes 43, noes 23; no quorum voting. 
The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and appointed 


i Messrs. Cox, and Rice of Maine. 


_The House again divided; and the telférs re> 
ported—ayes 64, noes 28. , 
So the resolution was referred to a select com- 
And then, on motion of Mr. RICE, of Maine, 
(at. half yest nine o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned, A 


IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, April 26, 1864. 
Prayer by Rev. J. J. Margs. 
ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 


The Cnr Crekx (Winuiam. Hicker, Esq.) 
called the Senate to orderand said: The following 
letter has been received by the Secretary of the 
Senate from the Vice President: 

Vice PRESIDENT?’ S CHAMBER, - 
WASHINGTON, April 25, 1864. 

My Dear Sir: Lexpect to beabsent from the Senate on 
and after to-morrow, and 1 desire you to communicate the 
information to the Senate, aS X 

Yours truly, H. HAMLIN, 


Colonel J, W. Forney, Secretary of the Senate. 


Mr. FOOT. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That in the absence of the Vice President, 
Hon. DANIEL GLARK, of New Hampshire, be, and he is 
hereby, choseu President of the Senate pro tempore, 


The resolution was adopted nem. con. 


The Curr Crerk. Hon. Mr. Larg is unan- 
imously elected President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate. Mr. Foorand Mr. Henpricxs will be pleased 
to conduct the President pro tempore to the chair, 

Mr. Foor and Mr. Henpricxs conducted the 
President pro tempore to the chair, and he called 
the Senate to order. 

On motion of Mr. FOOT, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary wait upon the President of 
the United States and inforn him that the Senate, in the 
absence of the Vice President, has chosen Hon. DANIEL 
CLARK, of New Hampshire, President of the Senate pro 
tempore; and that he make a similar communication to 
the House of Representatives. 


The Journal of yesterday wus read and approved. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore signed the fol~ 
lowing enrolled bills, which were heretofore 
signed by the Speaker of the House of Repre+ 
sentalives: 

A bill (S. No. 130) for a charter of Masonic 
Hall Association in Washington city, District of 
Columbia; 

A bill (S. No. 249) to authorize the issuing of 
a register to the steam vessel John Martin; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 408) for the relief of post- 
masters who have been robbed by confederate 
forces or rebel guerrillas. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MORGAN presented a memorial of the 
religious Society of Friends of New York, pray- 
ing that a department for savings may be insti- 
tuted in the nature of a savings bank, by which 
refugees from slavery, commonly called freedmen, 
may be enabled under the security of the Gov- 
ernment to save their earnings; which was re- 
ferred to the committee on slavery and freedmen, 

Mr. RIDDLE presented a memorial of the 
Delaware Railroad Company and the New Cas- 
tle and Wilmington Railroad Company, remon- 
strating against the extension of the Goodyear 
patent for the manufacture of vulcanized India 
rubber; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas, presented a memorial 
of citizens of Lawrence, Kansas, who suffered 
by the sacking and burning of that city by Quan- 
trell’s band in August, 1868, praying to be re- 
lieved from the payment of the income tax to the- 
United States Government now standing against 
them; which was referred- to the Committee of 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. ' 


x POSTAL MONEY ORDER SYSTEM. 

Mr. COLLAMER. As I sce that there are no 
other petitions to be presented, I desire to call up 
a bill reported from the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. There are some four or five bills 
relating to the Post Office Department on the Cal- 
endar and I do not see that they can ever be 
reached in any other way unless I move to call 
them up. I move, therefore, to dispense with all 

previous orders, for the purpose of taking up 
ouse bill No. 185, to establish a postal money 
order system. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Sen- 
pa allow the Chair to call for reports under the 
rule? 

Mr. COLLAMER. I hope I may be privi- 
leged to get this bill up first. I observe that when 
committees are called for reports they ask for 
action on them, and then I can get nothing in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Vermont desires the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill indicated by him, 

Mr.COLLAMER. Ihave no objection after 
the bill is taken up to allow reports to be made. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. COLLAMER, I will now yield to re- 
ports upon which action is not demanded, 


REPORTS FROM COMMITEDES. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval 


Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of S. 
W. Godon, a commodore in the United States 
Navy, praying for relief from the alleged injustice 
done him by placing him on the retired list, re- 
ported a bill (S. No. 253) to amend the act of the 
Qistof December, 1861, entitled An act to further 
promote the efficiency of the Navy;” which was 
read and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. TEN EYCK, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, who were directed by a resolution of 
the Senate to inquire into the subject, reported a 
bill (S. No. 256) to change and define the bound- 
aries of the eastern and western judicial districts 
of Virginia, and to alter the names of said dis- 
tricts, and for other purposes; which was read 
and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
one thousand additional copies of the report of 
the National Academy of Sciences, have instruct- 
ed me to report the same back without amend- 
ment, and recommend its passage, and I ask for 
its present consideration, 

Mr.COLLAMER.,. Ishall want to debate that 
matter,and [ do not wish to have itacted on now. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection be- 
ing made, the report cannot be considered to-day. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It was distinctly under- 
stood when I got up my bill that there was to be 
no action on anything eise. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I will ask the Chair if I 
ean withdraw the report that I have just made 
and présent it on another day? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
thinks so, if there be no objection. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then I ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to be allowed to do so, 

Mr. COLLAMER. T have no objection to 
that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the report is withdrawn. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 254) to | 
provide for the uniform draining and paving of | 
the streets of Washington, at the expense of prop- 
erty holders, under the direction ofa Government 
engineer; Which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Distriet of Co- 
Jumbia. 

Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous | 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S, No. 


255) in relation to the mines and mineralsin the 
publie domain; which was read twice by its title, \ 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. . 
Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous con- | 
| 
i 
| 
{ 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
257) to iner 
and for othe 
its title, refer 


ad to the Committee on Military || 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent Sb ha second fee is to be paid of application of the re- 


tained, leave to introduce a joint resolution (S. 
No. 47) to appropriate $25,000,000 for the sub- 
sistence and pay of militia called out by the Pres- 
ident; which was read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 


POSTAL MONEY ORDER SYSTEM. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, pro- 
eceded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 185) to establish a postal money order sys- 
tem. ° 

. To promote public convenience and to insure 
greater security in the transferof money through 
the United States mails, the bill authorizes the 
Postmaster Genera! to establish, under such rules 
and regulations as he may find expedient and 
necessary, a uniform money order system at all 
post offices which he may deem suitable therefor, 
and which shall be designated*and known as 
“ money order offices.” It is to be the duty of the 
deputy postmaster at every money order office to 
issue, in such manner and form as the Postmas- 
ter General may prescribe, an order for a sum of 
money payable by the deputy postmaster of any 
other money order office which the person apply- 
ing therefor mayselect. The deputy postmaster 
who issues such order is to be required to send 
through the mails, without delay, to the deputy 
postmaster on whom it is drawn, due notice 
thereof, and he is not to deliver such order to the 
applicant therefor until the latter shall first have 
deposited with him the amount of money for 
which such order is drawn, together with the 
proper charge orfee therefor. Itis not to belaw- 
ful for uny deputy postmaster to issue a money 
order on any other deputy postmaster without 


|| having previously received the money therefor. 


Any person violating this provision is to be deemed 
guilty of misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
is to be fined in any sum not less than fifty nor 
more than five hundred dollars. ` 

A money order is not to be valid or payable un- 
less it be drawn on a printed or engraved form, 
which is to be furnished to the money order offices 
by the Postmaster General. It is to be the duty 


| of the latter to supply such. offices also with the 


blank forms of application for money orders, one 
of which the deputy postmaster is to hand to each 
applicant for a money order, who isto be required 
to enter, or cause to be entered, therein his own 
name and the name and address of the party to 
whom the order is to be paid, together with the 
amount thereof and the date of application. All 
such applications, when filled up and delivered 
to the deputy postmaster, are to be preserved on 
file at his office for such length of time as the Post- 
master General may prescribe. 

No money order is to be issued for any sum 
less than one or more than thirty dollars; and all 
persons who receive money orders are to be re- 
quired to pay therefor the following charges or 
fees, namely: for an order for one dollar, or for 
any larger sum, but not exceeding ten dollars, a 
fee of ten cents is to be charged and exacted by 
the postmaster giving such order; foran order of 
more than ten and not exceeding twenty dollars, 
the charge is to be fifteen cents; and for every 
order exceeding twenty dollars a fee of twenty 
cents is to be charged. 

If the purchaser of a money order, from having 
made an error in stating the name of the office of 
payment, or the name of the payee, or for other 
reasons, be desirous that the money order be mod- 
ified or changed, it is to be the duty of the deputy 
postmaster from whom he received it to take back, 
at his request, the first order, and issue another 
in lieu thereof, for which a new fee is to be charged 
and exacted; and it is also to be the duty of a 
deputy postmaster to repay the amount of any 
money order to the person who obtained it, if the 
latter apply for such repayment and return the 
money order; but the charge or fee paid therefor 
is not in any case to be refunded. 

If any money order be not presented to the dep- 
uty postmaster on whom itis drawn within ninety 
days after its date, it is not to be valid or payable; 
but the Postmaster General is authorized, on ap- 
plication of the payee of such money order, to 
cause a new order in lieu thereof to be issued in 
his favor, for which a second fee is fo be exacted. 
The Postmaster General is further authorized, 
whenever a money order shall have been lost, to 


Affairs and the Militia, and ordered to be printed. if cause a duplicate thereof to be issued, for which 


_mitteror of the payée of such order, provided the 


party losing the original shall furnish a statement, 
underoath or affirmation, setting forth the loss or 
destruction thereof, und a certificate from thé post- 
master by whom it was payable that it had not 
been paid, and that it would’ not thereafter ‘be 
paid. == ; Se ok Be Ra eo ee 
_ The payee ofa money ordermay, by his written 
indorsement theréon, direct it to be paid ‘to“any 
other person, and it is to be the duty of thedeputy 
postmaster on whom itis ordered to pay the 
amount thercof to the person thus designated , pro» 
vided the person to whom’ the money order is in- 
dorsed shall furnish such proof as thé Postmasger 
General may require that the written indotsement 
is genuine, and that he is the person thereby: em- 
powered to receive payment of the order; but such 
second person is not to beat liberty to indorse the- 
same order to a third party, and more than one 
indorsement will render any order invalid and 
not payable; and the holder thereof, in order to 
obtain the amount of the order, is to be required 
to apply in writing to the Postmaster General for 
a new order in lieu thereof, for which new order 
a second feeis tobe charged; butin all cases under 
this section the original order is to be returned, 
and such proof is to be made of the genuineness 
of the indorsement thereon as the Postmaster Gen- 
eral may require. 

Deputy postmasters, at money order ‘offices, 
may be allowed by the Postmaster General, asa 
compensation for the issuing and paying ofmoney 
orders, not exceeding one third of the whole 
amount of fees on money orders issued, and, at 
the option of the Postmaster General, one eighth 
of one per cent. on the gross amount of orders 
paid at their offices; but all emoluments arising 
from such rates of compensation are to be sub- 
ject to the provisions of the forty-first section of 
the act of March 3, 1825, entitled. ‘An act to 
reduce into one the several acts establishing the 
Post Office Department.” i 

It is to be the duty of the Postmaster General 
to require all postmasters who may be authorized 
to issue and pay money ordérs to execute new 
official bonds conditioned for the faithful per- 
formance of all duties and obligations imposed 
by this act, in addition to those required of them 
by existing laws as postmasters ; and it is to be 
the duty of the Postmaster General to direct all 
payments or transfers to or from money order 
offices. He may direct transfers of moncy order 
funds from one postmaster to another, and he 
may require and direct’ transfers or payments to 
be made from the funds received for money orders 
to creditors of the Post Office Department, to be 


| replaced by equivalent transfers from the funds 


of the Department arising from postages. It is 
to be the further duty of the Postmaster General 
to require each postmaster to render to the Aud- 
itor of the Treasury for the Post Office Depart- 
ment weekly, semi-weekly, or daily accounts of 
all money orders issued-and paid, and of all fees 
received for issuing them, of all transfers, or 
payments made from funds received for money 
orders, and of all moneys reccived to be applied 
to the payment of money orders, or on account 
of money order offices. 

It is to be the duty of the Auditor of the Treas- 
ury for the Post Office Department to receive all 
accounts arising in the money order offices, or 
relative thereto, and to audit and settle the same, 
and to certify their balances to the Postmaster 
General as often as he may require. He is to 


i keep and preserve all accounts arising in the 


offices, and report to the Postmaster General all 
delinquencies of postmasters in rendering their 
money order accounts, or in paying over money 
order funds. He is to keep the accounts of the 
money order offices separately from the accounts 
for postages, and in such manner as to show the 
number and amount of money orders issued by 
each postmaster, and the number and amount of 
money orders paid, the amount of fees received, 
and all the expenses of the establishment. It is 
žo be the further duty of the Auditor to superin- 
tend the collection ofall debts due to the United 
States, or to the Post Office Department, hy 
present or late postmasters, or other persons, wha 
are, or may have been, employed in the money 
order offices. He is to direct suits and legal pro- 
ceedings, and take all such measures as may be 
authorized by law to’enforce the payment of such 
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SOW. EMP OYE, j 
or operations of the money order. offices, shall 


convert s own use, in any way whatever, | 
or shall-usé by way of investment. in. any kind | 
o£ property. or merchandise, or shall Joan, with | 


ox without interest, or shall deposit in any bank, 
r shall exchange for other fonds, any portion 
of such moneys,.every such act is to be deemed 
and adjudged to be an embezzlement of so much 
of. the: moneys as shall be thus taken, converted, 
used, loaned, deposited, or exchanged, which is 
declared to be a.felony; and any. failure to. pay | 
over or to. produce the moneys intrusted to cick 
person for the use of the money order offices is 
to be held and taken to be prima facie evidence of 
such embezzlement. Any postmaster, assistant, 
clerk, or other person employed in or connected | 
with the business ‘of the money order offices, 
and all other persons advising or participating in 
such act, on being. convicted thereof. before any 
court of the United States of competent jurisdic- 
tion, are to be sentenced to imprisonment for a 
term of not less than six months nor more than | 
ten. years, and to a. fine equal to the amount of 
the money. embezzled, “Upon the trial of any 
indictment against any. person for embezzling 
public money under the provisions of this act, it 
‘is to be prima facie evidence for the purpose of 
showing-a balance against such person to produce 
a, transcript from the money order account books 
of the Auditor of the Treasury.for the Post Office 
Department; and such transcript, when certified | 
by the Auditor.ander his seal of office, is to be 
admitted as evidence in the courts of the United 
States. 

-Ifany person shall falsely make, forge, coun- 
terfeil, engrave, or print, or cause or procure to 
be falsely made, forged, counterfeited, engraved, 
or printed, or willingly aid or assist in falsely 
making, forging, counterfeiting, engraving, or 
printing any order in imitation of or purporting 
to be a money order issued by ohe postmaster 
upon another postmaster; or shall falsely alter, 
or cause or procure to bealtered, or willingly aid 
or.assist in falsely altering, any money order is- 
sued as aforesaid; or shall pass, utter, or publish, 
or attempt to pass, utter, or publish, as trae, any | 
false, forged, or counterfeited order, purporting 
to be a money order, knowing the same to be 
falsely forged or counterfeited; or shall pass, ut- 
ter, or publish, or attempt to pass, utter, or pub- 
lish, ag true, any falsely altered money order, 
issued as aforesaid, knowing the same to be falsely | 
altered, with an intent to defraud, every such per- 
son 13 tobe deemed and adjudged guilty of felony, 
and being thereof convicted, is to be sentenced to 
be imprisoned and kept athard labor for a period | 
of not less than three years, nor more. than ten 
“years, and be fined ina sum notexceeding $5,000. 

For the. purpose of carrying on the business of 
the money order offices, and keeping and settling 
their accounts, the Postmaster General may ap- 
point, in his Department, one superintendent of 
the money order system, at an annual salary of 


t 


32,500, and two clerks, to witt one of class four, 
and one of class-tbree. And the Secretary of the 
Treasury may, from time to ume, appoint in the 
‘office of the Auditor of the Treasury forthe Post 
Office Department, the necessary clerks, in all not 
ta exceed six, to wit: one of class four, and five 
of class two. The Postmaster Generalis further 
authorized to cause such additional clerks to be 
employed in the money order offices as he may 
find necessary for conducting the operations of 
the money order system; but the compensation 
of all the clerks authorized by this act is to be 
paid out of the revenue accruing from the money 
order_business. 

Mr, COLLAMER.. Since this bill has been 
reported from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Rokdd, tn temintunicution with the hend of | 


‘nue thereof, to pay*money orders drawn on the latter; and 


: twelfth section before the word ‘* clerks’? I move 


| money order system. 


į business. 


| ment to offer. 


| vided, however,” in the fifteenth line, in the fol- | 


the Post Office Department, he desires several | 
amendments made to it... I have examined them, 
and so far as they seem to me to be right I desire 
to,propose them. Insection eight, line fourteen, 
after the word ‘ postages,”’ I move to insert the | 
following words: 


And he may require and direct transfers or payments 
to be made from the funds of the Post. Office Department | 
in-the hands of any postmaster arising from postages to the | 


nioney order offices. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 


. Mr. COLLAMER. I offer another amend- 
ment, to come in as a new section immediately 
after the eighth section of the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That out of the moneys paid 
into the Treasury for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, the Postmaster General shall have power to transfer 
tu the deputy postmaster of any money order office such 
sum as may be required over and above the current reve- 


such transfers shall be made by warrant ou the Treasury 
by the. Postmaster General, and countersigned and regis- 
tered by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post Office 
Department., 


The aracndment was agreed to. 


` Mr. COLLAMER. In the sixth line of the 


to strike out ** two” and to insert * three,” so as 
to allow three clerks to the superintendent of this 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COLLAMER. In the next line of the | 


same section, I move to strike out the word * one’? | 
and insert “two,” so as to allow two clerks of; 
class three instead, of one. 

The amendment was agrecd to. 


i + 
Mr. COLLAMER. In the eleventh line of the 
same section after the word ‘* two’? I move to in- 

sert these words: 


And to provide for the compensation of the said super- 
intendent and clerks for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1865, the: sum of $17,000, or so much thereofas may be ne- 
cessary, is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. COLLAMER. In line fourteen of the | 
same section, after the word “system,” | move 
to insert the words, ‘whose compensation shall 
be paid out of the proceeds of the moncy order 
business;”’ so that the clause will read: 

And that the Postmaster General is further authorized to į 
cause such additional clerks to be employed in the money 
order offices as he may find necessary for conducting the 
operatious of the money order s n, Whose compensa 
tion shall be paid out of the proceeds of the money order 


i 
The amendment was agreed to, | 
Mr. COLLAMER, J have one more amend- t 
It is to strike out all of the pro- |} 
viso to the twelfth section after the words t‘ Pro- |} 


lowing words: : | 
That the compensation of all the aforesaid clerks nu- | 
thorized by this act shail be paid outof the revenue acern- | 
ing from the money order business. | 
And to insert in len thereof: f 
That to meetany deficiency that may arise in the amount | 
of such proceeds during the first year, the sum of $100,000, 
or so much thereof as mny be necessary, is hereby appro- 
priated out of any mouey in the ‘Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, j 
and the amendments were concurred in. The! 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third time. It was read the 
third time, and passed. 


FRANKED MATTER. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to call up Senate 
bili No. 248. | 

Mr. HOWE. I desire to ask the Senator from || 
Vermont to let the unfinished business of yester- | 
day come up. rs 

Mr. COLLAMER. What is it? 

Mr. HOWE. itis a joint resolution for the 
relief of the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I have not beenable yet 
sufficiently to acquaint myself with that matter. 

Mr. CONNESS. I hope we shall get the post 
office bills through this morning, since we have 


begun with them. 
Mr. COLLAMER. There are only four of 


them left, I believe. : 
, Fhe PRESIDENT protempore. The question 
ig bn the motfon of the Senator from Vermont, 


i 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
248) in relation to franked matter was read the 
second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. -It provides thatall’communications 
of whatever origin addressed to the chiefs of the 
several Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment, or to such principal officers of each Execu- 
tive Department, being heads of bureaus or chief 
clerks, or one duly authorized by the Postmaster 
General to frank official matter, shall be received 
and conveyed by mail free of postage without be- 
ing indorsed ‘‘ official business. ”? 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to insert at the end 
of the bill ‘or with the name of the writer.” By 
the law of last yearthe Departments bad the right 
to frank letters, indorsing thereon “official busi- 
ness,” upon the business of their Departments; 
but in receiving answers nobody was authorized 
to send papers to them without prepaying the 
postage, unless certain officials in the Army and 
elsewhere, and they were to write “ official busi- 
ness,” and sign their names to that indorsement, 
That has turned out to be a very great inconven- 
ience. This bill provides that all communica- 
tions made to the Departments shall have the right 
to be franked, and may be received though they 
are not indorsed “* official business,” because the 
difficulty that is now created is that the officers 
in the Army and elsewhere, not understanding 
the law, send their official papers without sign- 
ing their names to the indorsement, and often 
without the indorsement, and then they go to the 
dead letter office, and they have to keep an ac- | 
count, to charge double postage on those letters 
to the proper Department, and keep a clerk to 
look it up. It makes so much difficulty that we 
think it better to amend the law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. HALE. I want to inquire of the chair. 
man of the Commitiee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads if he does not propose to put any limit to 
the weight of these documents? 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘There is no limit to those 
they send out, and we cannot very well puta 
limit. They are on all sorts of business—quar- 
terly returns from postmasiers, returns frei the 
quartermaster’s department, &c. We cannot fix 
any particular limit. 

Mr. HALE. I want to inguire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Post Offices and Past 
Roads if it would not be well, if it could be done 
without detriment to the public service, to put 
some limit here; and if he cannot put in a limit 
as to quantity, whether it would not be expedi- 


a 


| ent to putina limitas to quality; that is, that this 


frank should cover only official correspondence, 
or something of that sort, 

Mr.COLLAMER. The trouble is this: asthe 
law now stands any quartermaster making re- 
turns in the Army, any official in sending letters 
to his Department, has to write on them ‘ official 
business,” and sign it. A large part of them, 
who do not understand anything about the Post 
Office business, do not understand the necessity 
of that indorsement, and if they do they do not 
use those words but some others. The effect of 
it is that these returns, either not being indorsed 
at all or not having the names of the writers write 
ten on the envelope, pass through the post office 
and are sent to the dead letter office; and an ar- 
rangement has been made by which the proper 
Department sends there and gets them, and is 
charged double postage. They are receiving them 
by hundreds and thousands. They have to keep 
clerks who understand this business to ascertain 
and keep the account with the Post Office De- 
partment, and settle it from month to mouth, and 
charge over to the Government the double post- 
age which they pay on the letters which were 
sent to them with their official papers in, ‘This 
makes a great deal of trouble and takes a great 
deal of time, and causes great embarrassment; 
atd there is no security in it, because though a 
man has no right to send papers to the heads of 
Departments without writing ‘ official business” 
and his official signature, yet if any man in the 
world wants to send a paper to the head of that 
Department that is not on official business he has 
but to indorse that on there, and write “John 
Smith, captain,” or “aid” or “ quartermaster.” 
Nobody else can tell anything aboutit. Itisno 
security to the Post Office Depurtmenty it an- 


ae 
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swers no purpose. “Chis indorsement may 


put on with perfect impunity by anybody. itis, 
therefore, er ga greatdeal of embarrassment, 
and furnishes no security, and we have been un- 
able to perceive the necessity of continuing it. 

It ig true that the head of the Post Office De- | 
partment in drawing the bill to effect the object | 
still thought we had better have the words “ off- 
cial business”? put on, but not to require it to be 
signed. Whatsort of sccurity is that? It would | 
create pretty much the same embarrassment. 
Those who sent official papers would iiot under- f 
stand the words to be puton, and if they putthem | 
on and did not sign them it would be utterly use- 
Jess to putthem on at all. The committee, there- 
fore, were of opinion that they ought not to re- 
quire “official business?” to be writien on any more | 
than the name, Ido not know that the Senator 
from New Hampshire now understands me, 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I do. 

Mr. COLLAMER. When they send outtheir 
papers there is nothing to limit the weight, 

Mr. HALE, } move to amend the bill, after 
the word “communications” in the third line, by 
inserting the words “ relating to the official busi- 
ness of the Department to which they are ad- | 
dressed’? so that it will read: 

That all comnsunieaiions relating to the official business | 
ofthe Depwtmwent to whieh they are addressed, of what 
ever origin, &e. 

Mr. COLLAMER, 
how anybody 
it relates to o 

Mr. CONNE 

Mr. COLLAM 
master’s consciences 

Mr, HALE. ft rading on the oficer who 
sends them, and I think there might be a pro- 
vision thar if anybody should take advantage of | 
that and send things that were not official he 
should be punished. ; 

Mr, COLLAMER, But the gentleman will 
have to perfect a system of that kind; we have 
nothing Hke it naw f 

Mr. HALE. donot think the amendment | 
will do any barm. ‘There will be some men who | 
will have conscience enough to observe it. 

‘Doe amendnient was agreed to. ' 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third § 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

UARLISLE DOBLE. 

Mr. COLLAMER. There is another title bil 
fromthe Post Ofee Committee which is in charge 
of the Senator from Minucsota [Mr. Ramsey] | 
that requires a 

Mr. RAMSEY. [cis the joint resolution ($. 
Wo, 49) for the relief of Carlisle Doble, i 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Lwish to suggest that th 
jut resolution tirelwion to the State of Wi 
sin comes up atone o’clock as the unfinished | 
ness of yes erday. | 
Mr. RAMSEY. Uf the Senator will give as į 
the residue of the morning hour, we can pass this | 
litte resolution, There are three minutes yet: 
left of the morning hour. | 

The motion was agreed to; and the joint reso- | 
lation (S. No. 40) for the relief of Carlisle Dob 
was read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to au- 
thorize the Postmaster General to exumine and 
adjust the claim of Carlisie Doble for carrying | 
the mails between Taylor’s Falls, Minnesota, aad į 
Superior, Wisconsin, from Apriito November, i 
1857, and to pay such sum of money as shall be | 
found to be justly and equitably dae. 

‘The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, | 
and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and it was read the third time, and passed. 

CLAIMS OF WISCONSIN. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It becomesthe | 
duty of the Chair to cail up the unfinished busi- j 
ness of yesterday at this hour, being the joint res- | 
olution for the relief of the State of Wisconsin, | 

Mr. DOOLIT?LE. That joint resolution | 
comes up now as the unfinished business of yes- | 
terday; but the Senator from Maine (Mr. Fes- | 
SENDEN] informs me that he expects to take up 
the bauk biil to-day. itis not desirable to antag- 
onize this with the taking up of that great meas- 
ure, and therefore, at his suggestion, on consnlt- 
ation with my colleague, it Is thought best to 
move to postpone this jot resolution to some 
future day, and perhaps fix itin the morning hour. 


eames 


{ really desire to know 
in wil in the post office whether | 
sor not. 

| matter of conscience. 
But it is not the post- 
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$ sin is not entitled to it. 


| 


It is not material what day is named; and f-will, 
if there is no objection, name Friday at half past 
twelve o’eloek, 

Mr. POMEROY. Why not to-morrow? 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I am willing to say to- 
morrow at half past twelve o'clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. 1 think it had better be 
fixed for a later day. ` 

Mr. DOOLTETELE. Then I will say half past 
twelve ọcloek on next Monday. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I felt it my duty to-re- 
port the joint resolution which is now before the 
Senate, and I desire to say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that itis not probable I can be here on 
Monday. I haveno interest in the matter except 
that if the views expressed in the report which 
I have had the honor to present to the Senate 
should be attacked Í should like to have an op- 
portunity of vindicating them. j 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Phen J ask the Senator 
from Indiana to name a day which will be con- 
venient for him. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. F expect to be called 
home the first of next week, but I shall be bere 
daring the whole of this week. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Suppose you appoint a 
day within this week? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Ido not suppose it is a 
subject that will require much of the time of the 
Senate; we might as well perhaps take it up to- 
morrow, though f have no particular choice as to 
the day. 

Mr. HOWE. 1 wish, under these cireum- 
stances, that the honorable Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Suerman] would vot press his bank bill, 
The honorable Senator from Indiana has exam- 
ined this question, and it would be a satisfaction 
to the Senate to have his views upon it, It would 
be a satisfaction to us who represent the State to 
have him state his views upon it to the Senate; 
and as he has informed us that he cannot be here 
afier to-day, as Į understand, and there is a special 
order forevery other day this week 

Mr, SHERMAN. Is this a JLouse bill? 

Mr. HOWE, No, it originates here; and the 
session is drawing toward its close. Jt isa mat- 
ter of very consideradi 
of our State. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 do not think that any 
private bill (for this isa private bill, although for 
the relief of the State of Wisconsin) ought to an- 
tagonize with any general public measure. J do 
not think the Senators do themselves justice by 
placing it in that} ion, J have vor ihe slight- 
est objection toany other day that may be named, 
I have no objection to fixing itfor half pasttwelve 
o’clock in the morning hour, 

Mr. BOWE. Lwiilask the Senate, then, to set 
it down for half past twelve o’ctock Lo-morrow. 

Mr, FIESSENDIEN. Umust object toany more 
special orders, and call for a vow of the Senate. 
It will be remembered that at the session before 
the last we fonnd on experience that this assigu- 
mentof bills by special order interrupted entirely 
the ordinary course of proceeding in the Sevate, 
ran as into confusion, and created great embar- 
rassment, and. the Senate came to the conclusion 
then that they would only, in very spectal cases, 
give a special order, and that it should oniy be 


i 


ordered by the vote of two thirds of the body. | 


Now, we have already so far forgotten our ex- 


perience on that subject as to make special orders | 
for every day this week, and they wil be con- ; 
tinually interfering with each other, and we shall ; 
have questions as to the priority of unfinished | 


busines 


sand special orders. Ifthis motion is made 
I must certainly obje 


ctto it at this period’of the 


| session, and call for a vote of the Senate, and see 


if the Senators can get two thirds of the Senate to 
make a special ordur of a private bill. 

i have this to say further, that although there 
has been a report on the table on this subject, it 
is somewhat singular that this is a claim which 
has existed ever since the State of Wiscousin 
has been a State. The Secretary of the Interior, 
as I understand, has refused to pay over this 
money on the ground that the State of Wiscon- 
For some reason or 
other, however, growing out of the question, it 


| is presented to us by the report made by the 


Senator from indiana. ‘That is the condition 
it, and it embraces something like half a million 
dollars, t am told. 

Mr HOWE. Less. 


rable importance to the people 
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{or any part of it, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Or ‘more.’ The propo 
sition, then, in this state of things, is to make a’ 
special order of a private bill which is to-take 
more than halfa million dollars out of the Treas- 
ury. The gentlemen state that they think there 
cannot be discussion’ about’ it, although it is 
a question which has been pending ever since 
Wisconsin has been a State, Under these cir- 
cumstances, it being a private bill taking that 
amount of money out of the Treasury, itis ceri 
tainly not an unreasonable request that | whohap- 
pen to lrave my notions about it, shouli, have’ a 
few days, (when this matter is called up; when 
the subject is brought to my knowledge for ‘the 
first time, for I did not know till yesterday that 
there was such a report here,) so that I may ex- 
amine it and see whether the country ought to 
pay this amount of money; to satisfy myself on 
the subject. 1 wish to understand ityand Uhave 
not been able to do so by one reading of the re- 
ort. 

I think this haste to hurry it through without 
examination, without giving me the time that I 
desire, is a little suspicious. {want to look atit, 
and I want the necessary time to look atit and 
understand it, and I object entirely to making’ a 
special order of it. I must be engaged all day 
upon the bank bill which is coming ap and which 
isa bill relating to the public generally, and I ob- 
ject entirely to making this question a special or 
der for to-morrow at half past twelve o'clock. 

Mr.COLLAMER. Ihave nothing tosay par- 
ticularly about the merit of this question on the 
proposition to make ita special order; but I wish 
to say that if gentlemen will move to make spè- 
cial orders it certainly ought to be of matters of 
some importance, and I admit that this is of that 
character, It should be of importance enough to 
require that sort of peculiar attention; and if it is 
it should not be stolen in upon our morning hour 
Whatever is of importance 
enough to be made a special order should have a 
time by itself. If you take up the time of the 
morning hour, dering which we can do a good 
deal of business, with important measures of this 
kind, you may as well dispense with the morning 
hour altogether, and say, in relation.to the-ordi- 
nary business of the Senate, that there shall be no 
time given to it, In relation to the bills which 
have been reported from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, | do not suppose any- 
body will regard any of them as of importance 
enough to be made a special order, and f expect 
if 1 ever get them passed at ali to get them through 
in the morning hour, I protest against any part 
of the morning hour being taken up with special 
orders. If special orders are made I wish them 
io be made for some other time, 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, if leouldantici- 
pate a time when the Senate would have nothing 
else to do, I would wait for that time before pro- 
posing to take up this joint resolution. I think 
the Senator from Maine ought not to urge his 
objection against a special order on my applica- 
tion in reference to this resolution, because yes- 
terday when it was before the Senate without the, 
slightest objection I allowed it to go over upon his 
request, he saying that he wanted time to exam- 
ine the report of the committee. It comes up 
to-day as the unfinished business. The Senator 
from Obio wants to proceed with the considera- 
tion of the bank bili. Ido not wish to antago- 
nize this joint resolution with that bill, The 
Senator from Indiana, who has examined this sub- 
ject very carefully and has reported upon it very 
elaborately, gives notice that he expects ’to ‘be 
absentafter this week. As the Senator from Maine 
notifies us that his impressions are against the 
validity of the claim, l thought the Senate would 
desire that it should be considered while the Sen- 
ator from Indiana was here. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator isnot to be 
absent during the rest of the session. 

Mr. HOWE. ‘The Senator has not informed 
us how long he is to be absent; but we desire :to 
have this matter acted on at this session, and 
after the joint resolution shall have passed this 
body it must be acted upon in the other House, 
and the Senator from Maine I think will admit 
that a delay of a week or two now in acting upon 
this joint resolation will endanger, if not necés- 
sarily defeat, its passage at this session; and 
therefore I think he ought to consent that it be 
made a special order for some time. If he says 
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he remark that we are pressing this. measure 
6-ab réasonably: and justly to excite suspicion. 
in his :mind.or the mind ofany Senator, | think 
“Gs unauthorized, »: ‘There is. certainly no disposi- 
press: it until Senators’ have-an opportu: 


all, hat they will secure us some time when we | 


ean consider it, and when the Senator, from In- 

diana.can-be-here ite consider it with.us.. If the 
Señator from-Maine will allow it to be set down 
for Thursday or Friday of this week, I shall be 
content with that... : ; 

Mr, FESSEN DEN. Thereis already a special 
order for each'of those days. 

Mr; HOWE. I understand so, and that drives 

- us toiset it down for the morning hour. The 

Senator from Vermont objects to that. I cannot 
understand how.the morning business is preju- 
diced:any more by having a particular measure 
considered inthe morning hour upon a. special 
order than it is by having it considered without a 
‘special onder. If this is. unimportant business, 
then it belongs to the morning hour; and how is 
the business of the morning hour prejudiced by 
making it a special. order within the morning 
hour? -Twill move, if I have the right to modify 
my motion,that this joint resolution be assigned 
for Thursday, at half past twelve o’clock. 

«The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
from Wisconsin, modifies his motion so. far as to 
‘make: the joint. resolution the special order for 
Thursday, at half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. . I should like to inquire 
which takes precedence—I.should like to have 
that settled—the unfinished, business of yester- 
day or the special order for'to-day for a particular 
hour when the hour arrives. 

oo The PRESIDENT. pro: tempore. 
ished business, by the rules, takes precedence. 
< Mr. CONNESS. I join the Senator from Ver- 
mont in objecting to encroachment on the morn- 
ing hour by making special orders. It is the only 
time within which we may take up bills on mo- 
tion affecting our States. I will remind the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin that. there are two or three 
bills lying on the table in regard to my State, 
deeply interesting. tous, that we occupy but a 
very little time of the: Senate, and thatif the morn- 
ing hour be encroached upon or the precedent be 
established of doing so by making special orders 
within ity we shall.go on and thus occupy that 
hour within which only we may call up bills af- 
fecting our States. | hope that if the Senators 
from Wisconsin desire to make this question a 
special. order, they will fix it for some day at one 
o’clock, and:not encroach upon the morning hour. 

«Mr. DOOLITTLE. The proposition in which 
the Senators from. Wisconsin feel some interest 
is before the Senate, having precedence over all 
other business, because it was taken up yester- 
day, and comes up this morning as the unfin- 
ished: business having precedence; but we do not 
desire to: put ourselves in a position of being an- 
tagonized with the great measure of the session 
of. which the honorable Senator from Maine has 
charge. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. : The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Orthe honorable Senator 
from-Ohio from the same committee. I identify 
the two- gentlemen together. J look first to the 
right and then to the left. I regard themasabout 
the same thing, having charge of the financial af- 
faire of the Government, and I desire to give way 
always when they say they need the floor. 

E would not say a single word now except that 
i desire to accommodate this measure to the wishes 
of my honorable friend from Maine, to-fix it for 
some time, I-do not care when itis, when he will 
be. prepared to give, his attention fo it and say 
whether it is right or not, for if it 13 not right. I 
do not ask-it; but I think my honorable friend 
bas fullep into the mistake of believing.that the 
controversy in this case has existed between the 
State-of Wisconsin and the Federal Government. 
Not atal. Upon the law as it stands, the five 
percent. which Wisconsin claims is just ag clear 
asanything canbe made by.the law; but the real 

+ controversy has been-in the State of Wisconsin, 
growing up between.a company which undertook 


The tnfin- 


xaming the-measure. : If time-is wanted h 


to. build ‘a certain canal and the State. of W is- 
consin, the canal not being built; the question 
being between that incorporation there and the 
State: of Wisconsin, not between the State of 
Wisconsin and the United States; and when the 
State of Wisconsin has. asked the Government 
to pay. over the five per cent., this corporation 
has-appeared here in Congress and objected to 
any action by Congress, and stood in our way 
| and prevented anything ever being done. That 
is the truth aboutit. But [understand that now, 
by-the resolution which has been reported by the 
Committee on Claims, this thing has been put in 
such a shape.as to be entirely satisfactory, to end 
the controversy in the State of Wisconsin be- 
tween the State and the company, and leave us 


Interior. I suppose that is the whole of it. 

‘ET do not suppose really it will take halfan hour 
of the time of the Senate to understand the ques- 
tion fully whenever they can give their attention 
to it. L understand the honorable Senator from 
| Indiana has examined the question thoroughly, 
and.is prepared to give his attention to it. The 
reason why the Senators from Wisconsin have 
desired to fix the day is that we can fix such a 
day as will enable the Senator from Indiana to 
give his views on this question, because we are 
informed by him that after this week he is neces- 
sarily compelled to be absent. : 

To accommodate these two things, to accom- 
modate the Senator from Maine, so that he can 
fully understand this question, and to accommo- 
date the Senator from Indiana, I, for one, desire 
to Jeave this question entirely to the decision of 
the Senate to.say when shall the time be fixed. 
Weare perfectly willing to take it up now; but 
my honorable friend from Maine is not prepared 
now to go into an examination of the question, 
and he has got.another great measure in hand, 
and therefore we do not desire to antagonize with 
that. We are perfectly willing to take it up to- 
morrow or the next day, or any other day this 
week. Half an hour’s time of the Senate, Í 
doubt not, will satisfy all Senators that the claim 
of the State of Wisconsin, as far as this Govern- 
ment is concerned, is right. 

J have nothing further to say on this matter. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Ido not desire the honor- 
able Senator from Maine to understand that I wish 
to press this question with any indecent haste, It 
is like any other measure that it was my duty as 
a member of the Committee on Claims to exam- 
ine. I did examine it, it having been assigned to 
me by the chairman of that committee for inves- 
tigation; and having investigated it, | presented 
my views to the committee, and they directed me 
to report them to the Senate as I presented them 
to the committee. It is now kefore the Senate. 

The Senator from Maine, I desire to say, is also 
very much mistaken about the amount that is in- 
volved. I have a communication from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, who says 
that upon the adjustment of the accounts of the 
State of Wisconsin of her five per cent. on the 
proceeds of the sales of the public lands up to 1861, 
there was due to her $249,768 70. Since that 
time there has been adjusted for the year 1862, 
$370 41, making up to the close of the year 1862 
due upon the adjustment to the State of Wiscon- 
sin $250,139 11. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I only spoke from hear- 
say, and when I said it was half a million, the 
honorable Senator from Wisconsin said ‘* more.’” 

Mr. BOWE. “Less.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. IJ understood the Senator 
to say-‘¢ more,” and others near me so understood 
| him. 

-Mr. HOWE. 
it twice. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. The amendment to the 
| joint resolution which the committee has pre- 
sented to the Senate proposes to charge the State 
of Wisconsin, as against this, with one hundred 
and twenty-five thousand acres of land, $1 25 an 
acre, giving her certain credits, so that 1 presume 
the amount that will be paid out of the Treasury 
will be less than two hundred thousand dollars. 

In reply to the Senator’s intimation that this is 
| a very old claim, I desire to say that the reason 
| itis an old claim is that there was a matter in dis- 
pute between. the State and the canal company, 
as has been suggested by the Senator from Wis- 
i consin, which could not be settled. It was im- 


I said ‘*less,”? and I repeated 


æ 


open toa fair settlement with the Secretary of the- 


possible to settle it at the Department, because 
the Department had not the proper authority of 
law to make the settlement, as the Secretary of the 
Interior in 1862 said, and that the subject ought 
to be properly brought before Congress for. its 
consideration. The view taken by the State of 
Wisconsin, and by her Senators in this body, is 
sustained, as [ am prepared to show, by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office in a letter 
addressed by him to the Secretary of the Interior 
in 1862. I have thought that what was pledged 
to the State of Wisconsin in 1848 upon her ad- 
mission into. the Union ought fo be considered. 
It is not Jike an ordinary private claim. . It is 
based on the assurance of this Government to the 
State of Wisconsin that she should have her five 
per cent. This bill is merely to remove the trou- 
bles that are in the way of the adjustment of the 
accounts in the Department. 

I do not want the bill to be set down to suit my 
convenience at all. Iam compelled to be away 
next week on account of professional engage- 
ments, which I cannot neglect, but I expect to be 
back within a reasonable time, within a few days. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I canonly say that alld 
desire is time to examine the question before it 
shall be acted upon; and certainly Ido not think 
that is asking too much, engaged as | am, and 
never knowing until yesterday that there was any 
such report, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I do not wish the Sena- 
tor from Maine to understand that I object to that 
at all. I claim that for myself. = ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My time is so occupied 
that I cannot mention any particular time when 
this bill may be taken up; but I will say this to 
Senators, I will examine it just as soon as I can 
and give them notice when Í am ready. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, Perhaps by Thursday 
next the Senator may be ready to consider this 
resolution, so that we may be able to dispose of 
it this week. If the passage of the resolution 
through this body shall be delayed for two or 
three weeks, the chances are very much against 
its passage in the House of Representatives, be- 
cause most Senators are aware of the manner in 
which business is piled up toward the close ofa 
session in that House, 

Mr. CONNESS. I suggest to the Senator from 
Wisconsin, that with the explanations that have 
been made and the preparation that will be made 
to consider this subject, it would be better not to 
make this resolution a special order in the morn- 
ing hour, but to call it upin the morning hour on 
some future day that will be convenient to Sena- 
tors. 

Mr. HOWE. Iam going to accept that sug- 
gestion, and with the promise made by the Sena- 
tor from Maine, that he will look into the matter 
at his earliest convenience—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly; I am not dis- 
posed to delay it at all, 

Mr. HOWE. Lam disposed to accommodate 
myself to the opinions of the Senator from Maine, 
the Senator from California, and the Senator from 
Ohio, and I will give way to the Senator from 
Ohio to take up another bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that this resolu- 
tion be postponed or laid on the table with a view 
pe up the special order of the day, the bank 

ill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved 

by the Senator from Ohio that the further con- 


‘sideration of the joint resolution now before the 


Senate be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPurrson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the fol- 
lowing bill aud joint resolutions in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (No. 426) to create an additional super- 
vising inspector of steamboats and two local in- 
spectors of steamboats for the collection district 
of Memphis, Tennessee, and two local inspectors 
for the collection district of Oregon, and for other 
purposes; and 

A joint resolution (No. 67) to increase tempo- 
rarily the duties on imports. 

BUREAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE. 

The message further announced that the House 

of Representatives had disagreed to the amend- 
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ments of the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 
808) to establish a Bureau of Military Justice, 
asked-a conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Joun F. Farnsworrs of Hlinois, Mr. James A. 
GarrwLd of Ohio, and Mr. Grorez H. Yea- 


- man of Kentucky, managers at the same on its 


part. fons 
The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill of the House (No. 308) to es- 
tablish a Bureau of Military Justice, disagreed to 
by the [Touse of Representatives; and 

On motion of Mr: WILSON, it was 


` Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amendinents 
to the said bill disagreed. to by the House of Representa- 
tives, and agree to the conference asked by the House on 
the disagreeing votes of the (wo Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate 
be appointed. by the President pro tempore. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. 
Wuson, Mr. Howarp, and Mr. Henpricrs. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bill and joint resolation, re- 
#ecived from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred 
as indicated below: 
__A bill (No. 426) to create an additional super- 
vising inspector of steamboats and two local in- 
spectors of steamboats for the collection district 
of Memphis, Tennessee, and two local inspectors 
for the collection district.of Oregon, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A joint resolution (No. 67) to increase tempo- 
rarily the duties on imports—to the Committee 
on Finance. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
order of the day is now before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, being the bill (H. R. 
No. 395) to provide a national currency, secured 
by a pledge of United States bonds, and to pro- 
vide for the circulation and redemption thereof. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to expedite busi- 
.ness, | propose that the amendments reported by 
the Committee on Finance be acted upon as the 
Secretary reaches them in reading the bill through. 
That willsave onereading. Itis avery long bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course 
will be taken, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill down 
to the first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, which was in section one, line fourteen, 
after the word ‘ President,” to strike out the 
words “by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate;’’ so that the clause will read: 

The chief officer of the said bureau shail be denominated 
the Comptroller of the Currency, and shall be under the 
general direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. Me 
shall be appointed by the President, on the recommenda 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, and shall hold his office for 
mie rera of five years unless sooner removed by the Presi- 

ont. 

Mr. GRIMES. Ishould like to inquire why 
the committee propose to make that change. I 
remember that this clause was put in the bill of 
last year upon great consideration, in order to 
prevent this officer from being a mere political 
officer, as he doubtless will be, if he is to be turned 
out without any consultation with the Senate. I 
should like to know what change has come over 
the spirit of the dream of the Finance Committee 
on that subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather have some 
other member of the committee explain that 
amendment, because they can tell the reasons that 
actuated the committee better than Tcould. Jam 
opposed to the amendment. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. The reason why that 
clause was stricken out by the Committee on Fi- 
nance was simply this: that provision As in the 
original bill that we passed last year. yit was put 
into the original bill because it. was thought ad- 
visable that this officer should be in a very par- 
ticular degree independent of political changes 
and political considerations. There seemed to be 
a necessity for a degree of permanency and a de- 
gree of independence in this officer that did not 
apply to others, and it was agreed to. When it- 
came up this year in the same shape the atten- 
tion of the committee was called to it, and we 
same to the conclusion that there might be diffi- 
culties in such a case even in carrying that out. 

In the first place, it is establishing a new rule. 
It is questionable whether.the President has not 


- 


him, even if this provision should remain in the 
bil. - It has-always-been held:in all other cases 
that the power of removal was a-necessary con- 
sequence of the power-of appointment;.that when 
the President appointed an officer who was pro- 
vided for-by.law that was. all very-well; but he 
might at any timeappoint another in his place, 
as the power of appointment was vested in him, 
and that power of appointment necessarily- in- 
| volved the power to remove the incumbentawhen 
the President appointed -a.new officer.. Iys 

On the contrary, it is said: that with regard to 
an office created by Congress, Congress hasa 
right to fix such limitations upon it with reference 
to the power of removal as it sees fit:. Thatisa 
doctrine that has never been acceded to hereto- 
fore. Atany rate, this is made an exception ta, 
all rules, even with regard to military officers. 
The President has always exercised the power 
to strike any man from the list of officers in the 
Army if he saw fit to do so, and we have, with 
a view rather to acknowledge that power and to 
induce its exercise in the present condition of the 
| country, made a special provision by law, J be- 
lieve, on that subject. 

The difficulty in this:case is this: if you pro- 
vide that the Comptroller of the Currency shall 
| only be removed by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, it may happen that in the re- 
cess of Congress this officer may be unfaithful. 

He will wield an immense power in the country 
overall these banks with this accumulated capital, 
and he could in the course of a very short time, 
if he were disposed to do so, produce the most 
disastrous effects upon the currency of the coun- 
try by hisown motion. It will be difficult to say 
that the President should not have the power to 
remove him if be was found to be exercising the 
power of his office in that way. There is that 
danger always, and that, perhaps, was the great 
argument that made the construction ofthis power 
what it is: that necessarily, as-Congress is not 
always in session, the President mustihave .the 
power of removal in order to guard against evils 
that might follow from unfaithful officers who 
would otherwise hold their positions contrary to 
the interests of the Government. It is desirable 
at all events, if this provision isretained, that the 
President shall have the power to suspend for a 
time for sufficient cause the powers of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency until the meeting of Con- 
gress, and then report to Congress. the reasons 
why he has thus suspended him. 

The matter, however, came up this morning in 
the Committee on Finance, and it was thought 
advisable on the whole to leave the amendment 
| stand, as we originally reported it, striking out 
this clause, presuming that the House of Repre- 
| sentatives would insist (as it usually does) upon 
| its own views in relation to this importantamend- 
ment of the bill, and it would result in a committee 
| of conference, when something could be arranged 
between the two committees that would be effect- 
ive in relation to it. . 

For myself, while I see the force of the argu- 
ment that this officer ought to be in a great degree 
independent, I also see the force of the argument 
that the power of suspending him should existin 
the President, because otherwise, during a recess 
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might be left at the mercy of the Comptroiler of 
the Currency, if he should happen to prove an un- 
faithful man. We thought the clause, as it stood, 
might be unsafe in that particular at some future 
time, and on the whole we concluded to strike out 
the clause, thinking that it would result in an ar- 
rangement with reference to it that might obviate 
the difficulties on both sides. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire to move an amend- 
i ment to the amendment of the committee. I move 
to insert the following words in place of those pro- 
posed to be stricken out: “upon reasons to be 
reported by him to the Senate;”’ so that the clause 
will read: 

And shall hold his office for the term of five years, unless 
| sooner removed by the President, upon reasons to be re- 
| ported by him to the Senate. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think that would hardly 
meet the difficulty, because it makes his reasons 
couclusive.whether the Senate likes them. or not. 
kt leaves the power of removal just exactly where 
it would be if this clause should be stricken out 


altogether, only the President is compelled toire- 


| the power of appointing this officer and: removing | 


of Congress, the grent interests of the community | 


ie his reasons to the Senate 


satisfactory to himself they are to 6 


Comptroller. wpb i ia 
Mr. FESSENDEN. That would only make 
en f sion . - Itis necessary that the office should 
e filled. : : 


Mr. HOWARD. [hope the Senate will.con- 
cur`in the amendment of the: committee, uncon» 
ditionally, for I regard it as. well-settled law:that 
under the Constitution of the United States. the 
President has the absolute power of-appointment 
and the equally absolute power of- removal: I 
am. not able to see what authority we have to 
annex any conditions or limitations to the Pres- 


ident’s power of removal from office... If he has 


the power of appointment, and if the power of 
removal is an incident of the power of appoint- 
ment, then we have nothing to. do with it, and 
we can only leave the responsibility of removal 
to the President himself. Suppose we should 
adopt the amendment suggested’ by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, and the President should see 
fit to remove this officer without. giving to Con- 
gress any reasons whatever, what would be'the 
result in law? Would he or would he not be act~ 
ually removed?. Would he remain in office be- 
cause the President had not.given. reasons for his 
order of removal, or what would be. his: condi- 
tion? I should really- like to understand from 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania what 
would be the Jegal corfsequences? I think that 
the reasons given by the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Finance for the amendment 
which that committee has suggested are perfectly 
satisfactory and perfectly conclusive. Let us 
leave to the President his full responsibility for 
exercising the laws and hold him to that reapons- 
ibility before the people. E tapes ihe BO 

The amendment to the amendment wag re- 
jected Bit sasha ae tas ae 

The amendment of the committee. wasagreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Perhaps before we proceed 
to. the consideration of the amendments, L ought 
to make a general explanation with regard to. this 
bill, Jam induced to do so by inquiries from sev- 
eral Senators. . p5 

This bill repeals the act of last year, and ‘is 
amendatory of that act. Nearly all the provis- 
ions contained in this bill are contained in the act 
of last year. «There are: very many changes, 
however, but they are changes of detail, trans- 
position, verbal modifications which are found.to 
be necessary in order to: make the Jaw of last year 
effective and easy of execution, There: are, I 
believe, but six or seven important propositions 
contained. in the new billthat will ke likely to ex- 
cite the attention of the Senate, and Il will name 
them in order to cail the attention of Senators to 
them, so that they may see the difference. be- 
tween this measure and the measure that was 
passed a year ago. 

The first important provision of this bill is, 
that it provides centers of redemption, . Under 
the old bill, a bank was not bound to redeem its 
issues except at its own counter. If it failed 
to redeem there, then provision was: made for 
winding it up. Under the present bill, certain 
cities of the United States are designated where 
the banks are required to redeem. their: issues. 
Each bank is to redeem its issué at its center of 
redemption as prescribed by the Comptroller ot 
the Currency. The cities named aré the prin- 
cipal cities along the Atlantic coast, Cincinnati, 
Louisville, Chicago, Detroit, andatwo or three 
other places. That will strengthen the system 
very much by relieving the noteholder from : the 
trouble of going from any partof the United States 
to a remote village or city; and there demanding 
redemption at the counter ofthe bank. 


The second main feature'is in regard tothe tax- 


| ation of the banks. < Underithe old act there was 


a great déal of ambiguity about it. There was | 
some doubt whether or not-the banks were al- | 
lowed tobe taxed:by State-and municipal author- 


ity... The general.impression, however, was that 


they were notto be taxed by State and municipal 


etnias aang 


he gins 


eee 


ganized ander this act. 


$ 


_ received.on these bonds and the market value of the 


fines byes : beg Ps 
Phe bul’ bythe House of Represent- 
_ alives pro he: banks:<shall be liable to 


_April 26, 


lLexplains thatand de- f 


axes. to a cértain extent. 
he Committee on Finance pro- 
nks shall be-taxed:by-the State | 
otities-to ‘all extent, and that 


d 


lhe very important difference between this bill 

td law- is in régard-td the conversion of 
‘to national banks, This bill modi- 
hanges the provisions of the old act in 
sthe-conversion of State-banks into na- 
tional banksy and without changing the principle 
of tie: bil, very-much: improves the manner in 
which old banks. organized: under the State law 
may: be convértedsinto national banks, 

Ehe fourth: important. change is in the rate of 
interest.: 'Thebill agit eame to us from the House 
of Representatives fixed the uniform rate of seven 
percent: interest to be applied to the; banks or- 
Under the act-of. last 
year, the State law fixed the rate of interest. In 
this .particular, the Committee.on Finance have 
amended ‘the House bill so as to leave it substan- 
tially Hke the-old. act, : 
Mr HOWARD. “Leaving 
to be fixed by the State law? 
Mrs SHERMAN. Yes, isir The fifth im- 
portant provision isin regard to the kind of stocks 
ta be ‘used as abasis for banking. Under the old 
act; any kind of: United States stocks might be 
filed at tie Treasury-and made the basis of a bank- 
jiginstitution.: ‘Under this act, no United States 
bonds: cau be used as the basis of bank circu- 
lation except registered bonds to be assigned to 
the Treasurer of-the United States in trust for the 
‘association; and there are: very many provisions 
intended..to guard: these. bonds from abstraction 
aid from loss. Under the old system, there was 
w possibility that by fraud or improper conduct in 
the officers of the Government these bonds might 
be tampered with and sold; but ander this bill 1 
do not think that is possible. In this respect, the 
pending bill is much better than the old ław. 

Mr. HENDERSON, €an the five per cent. 
bonds be used? | 
Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir; this bill authorizes 
any bonds of the United States to be used; but 
notes can ouly be issued to a certain percentage 
upon the par value of the bonds. Under the pro- 
visions of tbis bill, there mast always be a differ- | 
ence:of ten per cent. between the amount of notes 


the rate of interest 


bonds themselves.: The very moment this margin 
is passed, -it will be the duty of the Comptroller 
of the. Currency: to call either for money, or for 
new- bonds, or new securities to keep up that mar- 
In this particular, it is a restraint upon the 
issuing of bilis. 

The sixth important difference is in the denom- 
ination ‘of the notes to be issued. Under the old 
act, no note could:be: issued by any one of the 
national bauks of a less denomination than five 
dollars. Under the. pending bill, the notes may 
be issued of denominations as low as one dollar; 
but the very moment specie payment is resumed 
in the United States, those notes must be with- | 
drawn, and then nonotes must be issued of a less 
denomination‘than-five dollars.. This.amendment 
was made-by the House of Representatives after 
some debate, and to meet the demand now made | 
for small bills, i : 

: . : i 

These, I believe, are all the important modifica- | 


tions of the system.” | 
Mr. COLLAMER. Does it limit the amount | 
of those small bills? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; the same section 
requires that no more than-one sixth of the notes 


furnished to any banking association shall be of i- 


| 
| 
‘ 
1 
i 
| 
adess denomination than five dollars, and they | 
roust be retired at the very moment specie pay- | 
ments are resumed. il 
These are all the important modifications. I i 
do not mean, unless compelled to do so by the |i 
course of the debate, to discuss the merits of this |j 
financial system; I did thata year ago; and Lam: 
satisfied after the experience of one year that the |! 
system can be made a success. Tonly wished to + 
point out these important modifications. I will | 
f 

i 


make-this general observation, that in all respects 
all these modifications tend to strengthen thé sys- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


tem, not to weaken it.. They are limitations rather 
against: the banks than for the banks, with the 
exception probably of the modifications in regard 
to small notes and the rate of interest. The Com- 
mittee on-Finance having stricken out the uniform 
rate of interest fixed inthe House bill, leaving the 
rate of interest substantially asunder the old law, 
that is no longer a matter necessary to be ex- 
plained at the present moment. . 

“Mr. COLLAMER. -I wish to ask the gentle- 
man toexplain what are the improved conditions, 
as he views them, under which State. banks are 
to be brought. into this system. He thinks this 
bill furnishes facilities for them. What is there 


about it which limits and affects the subject of. 


ersonal liability ? Is there not something peculiar 
in the bill as to the amount to which they shall 
e liable ? ` 
. Mr. SHERMAN. I will explain it to the 
Senator, although that question will come up on 
onc-of the amendments, 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
is meant byit. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Under the present bill, as 
under the old one, stockholdérs are individually 
liable to the amount of stock subscribed by them, 
and to an amount-equal to that., They are pre- 
cisely the same, except that the present bill as it 
came fromthe Flouse of Representatives exempted 
from. that individual liability banks with a capi- 
tal stock of $5,000,000.. The Committee on Fi- 
nance have amended the billin that particular by 
making that exemption apply only to the Bank 
of Commerce, for reasons that I will state here- 
after in full when the amendment shall be reached. 
Under this bill—if the amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Finance shall be adopted—the stock- 
holders of all these banks, with the single ex- 
ception I have mentioned, and the reason for 
which f shall state hereafter, will be individually 
liable to an amount equal to the amount of the 
par. value of the shares held by them, in addition 
to the amount invested in such shares, 

The Secretary continued the reading of the biil. 
The nextamendment of the Committee on Finance 
was in section one, line twenty-nine, after the 
word ‘responsible,’ to strike out the words 
“ freeholders as;” so that the clause will read: 

Within fifteen days from the time of notice of his ap- 
pointment the Comptroler shall take and subscribe the oath 
of- office prescribed. by the Constitution and laws of the 
United States; and hesball give to the United States a bond 
in the penalty of $100,000, with not less than two respons- 
ible sureties, &c. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will explain to Senators 
the reason why this amendment was proposed by 
the committee. The word ‘ freeholder”’ is usu- 
ally used in laws relating to sureties, and espe- 
cially in old laws; but in some of the larger cities 
some of the very wealthiest men, who would be 
certainly the most responsible sureties, have no 
real estate. ‘These securities will be given gen- 
erally in the large cities. In the city of New 
York many wealthy men even rent their own resi- 
dences, do notownany real estate, and yet they are 
perfectly responsible. It was thought better not 
to make this limitation, but to leave it to the dis- 
cretion of the Comptroller of the Currency. One 
of the wealthiest men in New York might offer 
himself as a surety on this bond 

Mr. GRIMES. This clause refers to the bond 


{do not understand what 


i of the Comptroller himself. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The same principle is ap- į 


plied to sureties inother parts of the bill. There 
is no reason now, when land is really personal 
property, and easily conveyed and transferred, 


| why we should require a surety to be afreebolder, 


because land may be transferred as readily as 
stock or any other personal property. The rea- 
son of the old English rule has ceased, and it is 


i scarcely worth while to preserve it. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
section three, line seven, after the word “ plates,” 
to insert the words “not necessarily in the pos- 
session of engravers or printers;’’ so that it will 
read: 

That there shali be assigned to the Comproller of the 


i: Currency. by the Secretary of the Treasury suitable rooms 


in the Treasury building for conducting the business of the 
Currency bureau, in which shall be safe and secure fire- 
proof vaults, in which it shail be the duty of the Comptroller 
to deposit and safely keep ail the plates not necessarily in 
the possession of engravers or printers, &c. 


The amentiment was agreed to. 


The next amendment. of the committee was in 
section six, line eight, after the word “ particu- 
lar,” to insert the words * county and;” so that 
the clause will read: : 

2. The place where its operations of discount and de- 
posit are to be carried on, designating the State, Terri- 


tory, or District, and also the particular county aud city, 
town, or village. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee wasin 
section six, line twenty-one, after the word “ no- 
tary,” to strike out the word * and.” 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 


Mr. SHERMAN. In the nineteenth line of 
that section the words ‘such certificate with” 
should be inserted after the word “and” in order - 
to make the meaning plainer. Itisa mere verbal 
amendment. The clause will then read: ` 

The said certificate shall beacknowledged before a judge 
of some court of record ora notary public, and such certifi- 
cate with the acknowledgment thereof authenticated by 
the seal of such court or notary shall be transmitted, &e. 


The amendment was agreed -to. 


Mr. HALE. I wish to inquire if this reading 
is for the purpose of amending the bill any fur- 
ther than the amendments proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ordinary 
course is to go through with the amendments of 
the committee first. ` 

Mr. HALE. Very well. ~ 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
section nine, line six, after the word « State,” to 
insert the words ‘t Territory or District;”? and in 
line eight to strike out the words ‘said State,” 
and to insert the words ‘the same;’? so that it 
will read: 
lz That the affairs of every association shall be managed 

by not less than five directors, one of whom shall be the 
president. Every director shail, during his whole term of 
service, be a citizen of the United States; and at least 
three fourths of the directors shalt have resided in the 
State, “erritory, or District in which such association is 
located one year next preceding their elections as direct- 


ors, and be residents of the same during their continuance 
in office. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was 
in section twelve, line nineteen, after the word. 
“shares,” to strike out the following words: 

Except that the shareholders of any banking association 
having nat less than $5,000,000 actually paid in as its capital 
stock shall be liable as aforesaid only to the amount invested 
in their shares, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Finance to move to insert what | 
now send to the Chair in place of the words pro- 
posed to be stricken out. his is an important 
amendment, and [ desire the attention of the Sen- 
tate to it: 

Except that the shareholders of any bank association 
now existing under State law, and having a capital stock 
of not less than $5,000,000 actually paid in, and a surplus 
fund of twenty per cent. of its capital stock aetually on > 
hand, shall be liable only to the Joss of the amount in- 
vested in their shares, so long as said surpius fund shall 
remain undiminished. 

The purpose of the amendment is to enable the 
Bank of Commerce in the city of New York to 
come in as one of the banking associations under 
this act. It is the only bank in the United States 
organized under State law that has a capital of 
over five million dollars, and that comes within 
the descriptive words contained in this clause. 
The section, as it came to us from the House of 
Representatives, provided for the individual lia- 
bility of all banks except banks with a capital 
stock of $5,000,000. 1 feel very sure in saying 
that the purpose of the House was to embrace the 
Bank of Commerce by the exception; but their 
exception may embrace other banks besides the 
Bank of Commerce. Of course, other banks may 
be organized under this act with a capital stock 
of $5,000,000. The purpose of the Committee 
on Finance is to confine this exception to the Bank 
of Commerce alone. I state it thus strongly, so 
that I may present the reasons which induced 
us to make the exception. 

m The Bank of Commerce is organized under ar- 
-ticles of association or articles of copartnership, 
more properly called, said to have been framed 
by Chancellor Kent in 1839. It hus a capital 


stock of $9,000,000, and a surplus of over twenty 
| per cent. on its capital stock, All its capital is 

aid in; it has no circulation; it isthe largest bank 
inthe United States; it was organized with a view 


1864. 


THE CONGRESSIO Ñ 


to supersede or take the place of the old Bank of 
the United States. The terms of its association 
are very peculiar. The diréctors and stockhold- 
ers do notobject to the individual liability clause, 
and are perfectly willing to come in asa national 
bank under this faw, but they are restrained by 
a section in their articles of association which I 
will read. 

Article twelve provides that a majority of the 
board of directors at their discretion may accept 
and exercise any additional powers or privileges 
which may at any time be conferred on thé asso- 
ciation, either by an amendment of the act under 
which it is formed or by any new enactment. 

Section two of that article provides that they 
may also apply for and accept any act or acts of 

incorporation and upon such conditions as they 
may deem expedient, and may cause to be trans- 
ferred and conveyed to the body-corporate so to 
be created all-the property of the association. 

Section four contains this provision: 

“No change shall be made in these articles, nor shall the 
directors consent to o? accept any att of incorporation or 
lative. provision whereby the rights, the remedies, or 

security of the existing creditors of the association shall be 
weakened or impaired, or whereby any shareholder shail 
be rendered. liable in his individual capacity for any con- 
tract, debt, or engagement of the association.” 

Under these articles of association the directors 
cannot form themselves asa banking association 
under this act without the consent of every stock- 
holder, ‘There are some twenty-five hundred 
stockholders, itis said, scattered all over the world, 
and it is‘impossible to obtain their consent. It 
is, therefore, impossible for them to come in un- 
der this bill unless a provision is made to exempt 
thom from the individual liability clause. On the 
otber band, it was deemed of vital importance 
that this bank, being the largest banking institu- 
tion in thé United States, should embrace the pro- 

“visions of the act. The directors and managers 
of the bank desire to come in. They are very 
strong; they now hold $16,000,000 of our securi- 
ties; they have been the friends of the Govern- 
meut; they have loaned us their money freely. 

It is deemed desirable that they shouldbe brought 

in under the provisions of this act if it can, be 

done, and there is vothing in the way except 
these articles of association which forbid any 
change in that particular, and such a change can- 
not be made without the assent of all the stock- 
holders, and that assentit is impossible to obtain. 

Under these circumstances the committee, after 
a good deal of discussion, deemed that the facts 
would authorize and justify the exception; but 
in order to strengthen the matter still more, they 
have now on. band a surplus of twenty per cent. 
of their capital stock, ‘The whole of their cap- 
ital siock is-paid in, and they have a surplus of 
twenty per cent. besides, We considered that 
this surplus was equivalentat least to the individ- 
ual liability clause, and they are required to keep 

, this surplus on hand undiminished, so that if the 

Bank of Commerce avails itself of this exception 
and comes in under this law it will be bound not 
only to keep its capital stock paid up, but to keep 
always on hand a surplus of twenty per cent. on 
the capital stock more than any other bank organ- 
jzed under it. We thought the facts were so 
strong as to justify the exception in their case. 

Mr. COLLAMER,. Every large bank in the 
large cities, by this bill, is required to keep twenty 

jer cent, surplus. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is mistaken. 
They are bound to set aside ten percent. on their 
profits as a surplus fund until the amount is 
twenty per cent.; and that same provision applies 
also to the Bank of Commerce. 

Mr. COLLAMER. it would be the same 
thing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. It would prob- 
ably be twenty years before, under the natural 


operations of this banking system, the surplus | 


fand would amount to twenty per cent. of the 
capital, A ; 
Me. COLLAMER. Does not this bill require 
that it shall be fifteen per cest. on their capital? 
Mr. SHERMAN, h requires the margin | 
cak of; but the saine rule applies to the Bank 
of Commerce; and if the amendment does not 
carry out the meaning, | invite the Senator from 
Vermont to change the phraseology. The pur- 
pose is to require this surplus of twenty per cent., 
in addition to any other surpias required by the 


sp 


bill; because they will be bound by the other pro- i 


| ment, I desire to say in a word why I shall do 


' Commerce, They have not the same ability be- 
f cause they have not the capital, but in proportion 
| they have done as well. 


| make the exception; and we agreed to do it with 
| grcat hesitation, and only when we were com- 


visions of this bill—to require’ that as asubstitute 
for the individual liability clause; and I think the 
Senator will see that this surplus is distinct and 


‘separate from the surplus required ‘by another 


provision of the bill, which requires one tenth of 
the net profits to be set aside as a surplus fund. 
Mr. GRIMES. | propose'to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio by striking out 
«© $5,000,000, and then let it apply to any bank 
now in existence that has a'surplus of twenty per | 
cent. There will be something fair in that, it 
seems tome. The idea of making this exception | 
for one bank, and that the wealthiest bank, the 4 
most powerful bank inthe United States, is rather | 
repulsive to my sentiments of fair dealing-and | 
equity among the different banks. I know there 
are banks that have as large a surplus as this. { 
know one‘in the town In which I reside that has, | 
or at least had at the time I knew anything about | 
it, a larger surplus than twenty percent. The 
capital of that bank is only $100,000. Why 
should not that bank be permitted to come in 1f 
it is in as solventa condition as the Bank of Com- 
merce, aud be permitted to participate in the ad- 
vantages of this section? Why should not its 
stockholders be exempt from individual liability 
as much as those of the Bank of Commerce? It 
is composed of men just as loyal. Its directors, 
perhaps, have taken as much Government bonds 
in proportion to their capital as the Bank- of 


Mr. SHERMAN. My answer to the Senator 
from Lowa is just this: if there was any way by 
which the Bank of Commerce could come in 
under the operation of this act, I would not ex- 
cept it on account of its surplus funds nor on ac- 
count of its large capital; but the difficulty in the 
way is just the.one | stated, Jf there was any 
way in which this could be avoided, L would not 


pelled to do it or forego the advantage to be de- 
rived from this very large bank leading off from 
the State to the national banking system. There 
is no other reason for it; it is not justifiable ex- 
cept on the ground that there is an existing cor- 
poration restrained by its articles of copartnership 
in such a way that it cannot organize under this 
system except upon an impossible condition, that 
is, the assent of every stockholder of the bank, 
including minors and persons all over the coun- | 
try. The subject has been very fully‘and fairly 
considered. If we can believe these gentlemen, į 
they do not fear the individual liability clause, 
and no doubt they speak truly; for in a bank | 
with so large a capital and such a surplus fund 
the individual liability is not to be feared by 
them. They do not object to the individual lia- | 
bility; they would be perfectly willing to incur it; 
but they are restrained by the articles of associa- 
tion which deny the power. 

Mr. GRIMES.  Linquire of the Senator if the 
stockholders or directors of this bank report to į 
the committee that itis impossible for them to 
buy up the balance of this stock, so as to secure | 
itin their hands? 

Mr. SHERMAN. They say it is utterly im- | 

ossible to do it, for this reason: this being an | 
old bank which has existed for a long time, îs 
stock is scattered all over the country and in for- | 
eign countries, so that it cannot be bought up. It 
is held in France and in Cuba as well as in the 
United States. The stock is generally held, too, | 
in small sums by a great number of people scat- 
tered all over the world. 

Mr. SUMNER, As I shall vote for this amend- 


so. ‘There are two reasons. In the first place, 
I believe it will be to the advantage of the Gov- 
ernment to secure the coöperation of this very’ 
powerful banking institution, and I believe the 
Senator from Ohio has done it no more than jus- 
tice when he has described what it has already | 
done since the beginning of our troubles, It has 
been a patriotic institution, and I believe that if 
it thould come forward under our new banking 
system, it would seta very important example | 
to other banks throughout the country. Then, I 
in the second place, 1 do not see that there can | 
be any possible harm that can come from the ex- | 

i 

i 


t 


ception, If | saw any harm in it, certainly F 
should join with those Senators who hesitate; ii 


‘proposition now: presented ‘to th 


| shall enter into this system. 


but here you have a ‘pos 
really any visible harm: 
“Mri HENDERSON, 


making avexcéption in favor of the? 
merece, one-single, isolated bank; 


other meaning and'can Have npo ot 
than to except that bank froma soniew, 
gënt rulé imposed on all otlier banks that may be _ 
organized onder this bill. “F have no feelings of: 
‘opposition to the: Baik of Commerce, dndit.t is 
syatem’ be a desitable system, I'ghould'certainly 
have no objection to the Bank of Commerce con 
ing in under it; -but Tam. not willing, in the first 
place, to legislate in this kind-of'styles °°) oni" 
This isa bank of very great power, abank hav+ 
ing a capital now perhaps exceeding ten, million 
dollars, and T am-very sorry to see a proposition 
madé at thisearly stage of banking under this bill— 
asystem of banking which has never met withm 
approbation from the beginving, and cann 
any circumstances now’ since it has'been 
to favor particularly the largest bank in the United 
States, a proposition which relieves it from i 
‘bility which has already been imposed on'ot 
banks, and aliability which will be imposed tip 
all other banks organized ander this bill." 7 
What do we get in considération of that? : The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumien] says 
itis very desirable that the Bank of Conimerce 
Why? What do 
we gain by it? The Bank of Commerce has al- 
ready, if [understand the Senator from Ohio [Mr 
Suermay] correctly, possession of $16,000,000 : 
of our bonds. We already havea redundant cir- 
culation; we havea circulation that has doubled 
the price of every commodity in this country. 
Now, what do we gain by this proposition? We 
relieve the stockholders of the Bank of Com-. 
merce from a liability imposed on the stockhold- 
ers of every other bank that may be organized’ 
ander this bill, and we get in exchange an'addi- 
tional cireulation thrown tipon the conman 


take an additional interest: for surcharging. the 
circulation of the country. PES 
<. What do we gain?) What does the Govern- 
ment gain by inducing the Bank of Commerce to 
enter the banking system under this bill? It seems 
to me our object now should be to reduce, if. we 
possibly can, the redundant circulation that has 
been thrown out among the people, What is the 
clamor in the country now demanding that the 
people be taxed? When did the people ever de- 
mand that they be taxed? Do we not'see the news- 
papers throughout the country demanding that 
additional taxation be imposed on the people? 
Whiyisit? Ave the people of this country so ex- 
ceedingly anxious to be taxed, unless there be a 
purpose in it? f imagine not. The object of it 
is to get rid of this redundant circulation that we 
are proposing to throw upon the community in 
additional quantities by inducing the Bank of Com- 
merce to enter into banking under this scheme. 
„I am notdisposed to throw any obstacles what- 
ever in the way of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
If I know myself E am willing to do auything 
that can be reasonably done; and in fact when 
the original bill was passed’a year ago I’should 
have voted for the bill if my vote was necessary 
to carry it; and why? Simply because it was 
urged by the Secretary of the Treasury as a 
measure absolutely essential to enable him to get 
along with the finances of the country. I was at 
that time disposed to give my concurrence to it if 
it was absolutely essential to enable him to: get 
along withthe finances of the country; but Pdid 
not want it adopted in the form in which it was 
proposed. I wanted several amendments to it, and 
i made some objections to it at the time. The 
system, however, was carried, and upon the trial 
we have had of it Tam satisfied that it ought to. 
be abandoned, that we ought to get rid of it at the 
very earliest practicable moment, We ought 
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t-to permit the. organization.of another bank 
Sunder its $ z A S 
oIn-saying this Lam not saying that Lam favor- 
cable to the system-of banking that we have been 
indulging in for.a.great number of years. in this 
gpuniy, I know: the curses of that system, and 


] $ pleased at, the very able argu- 
-dament made: against. that. system bythe Senator 
rom.Ohio, on the introduction of his bill at the 
» dast session of. Congress. -Lfeltitand appreciated 
tand I appreciate- it nowy: but L. uodertake to 

spy that the time will: come under this so-called 
nalional.banking. system when we shall all admit 
that we: have.not, bettered the condition of things 
inthis country.by-it... This is not the timefor me 
to present myobjections.to the system. entirely, 
although it might be properly done on the amend- 
ment nów: proposed, because of the fact that it 
brings up the question of authorizing an immense 
maneyed corporation in this country to flood the 
country with additional paper.. It might be ar- 
gued.on the question ofagreeing to such an amend- 
ment, but I decline to do so at this. moment. 

. But, sir,on the grounds that I have already 

mentioned, 1 do sincerely hope that this propo- 

sition will not be tolerated. [Ín the first place, it 
is not desirable, in my judgment, that any more 
banks should have. the privilege of issuing paper 
money under the provisions of an act of this kind. 
In the second place, even if that be desirable, jt 
ig certainly not, proper to make an. exception in 
favor of any corporation whatever. in the coun- 
try; and much less is it proper in the face of the 
world for us to say that we shall make that ex- 
ception in favor of a banking institution in this 
country that certainly has power enough. Will 
it not be said at once that Congress is giving way 
before theimmense moneyed concerns in the coun- 
try? l care not how favorable that bank may 
have been to the Government. I suppose that in 
all the favor it has ever shown the Government 
: it has reaped its just reward. If it has not, it is 
the. first banking: institution—I1 care not where it 
maybe located—that did not think it was doing 
well. in its. transactions. I apprehend that the 

Bank of Commerce has realized something, a fair 

remuneration forall the favors it has ever shown 
the Government; and in saying this, L again re- 

peat that I feel favorable to the Bank of Com- 
merce; I look upon itas one of the most solvent 
institutions in the country; and in fact if it will 
continue its business without. issuing paper of 
any sort, it will do a great service to the coun- 
try. It has already gained its reputation, its 
character, its stability, its permanency, its power 
in this country by its neglect to issue paper money. 
ludid at one time have a small circulation out; I 
believe it has scarcely any now; and it will retain 
its teputation decidedly better if itshall neglect to 
issye any circulation whatever. 
. There are institutions in the West—I could 
name to the gentleman one, anyhow, in the city 
of St, Louis. that. has. a surplus reserve fund ot 
over one hundred per cent. uponits capital stock, 
butt.do. not ask, an exception in favor of that in- 
gtitution. . Teis an institution that, like the Bank 
of Commerce, has not issued a dollar of circula- 
tion, a bank of deposit, doing all sorts of bank- 
ing. business, but without issaing paper. 

1, for one, under the circumstances, will not 
commit myself in favor of making any exception 
for the benefit of any bank, and much less will I 
do it in favor of ‘such a corporation as this. 
What willbe said throughout the community? 
I know the Finance Committee were not operated 
on by any feelings of that sort, and I am satished 
that not a single member of this body will be 


operated oñ by any feelings of that character | 


though they may vote for it; but it will make us 
Hable to the charge that we are already falling 
subject to influences ofan improper character on 
the part of the moneyed institutions of the coun- 
try. z 

Mr FESSENDEN. By looking at the bil, 
the Senate will perceive that asreported from the 
committee originally this particular clause was 
striick out ofthe bill, from which the Senate will 
infer that the Committee on Finance was opposed 
to making the exception which has been spoken 
of by the: Senator from Ohio, The committee, 
however, was induced to reconsider this conclu- 
sion, and the result.of that reconsideration is the 
amendment propösed this morning by the Sen- 
ator from-Ohio. : 


The Senator .from. Missouri will perceive, I 
think, on reflection, that his argument with refer- 
ence to the currency ts of no force in connection 
with this question, because the amount of cur- 
rency that can be issued under the bill is fixed and 
limited; and if that currency is not issued by the 
Bank of Commerce, it will be issued by some 
other bank, probably one not having the stand- 
ing and the-ability ofthe Bank of Commerce. It 
makes no difference to the country in that point 
of view, so far as the. quantity of currency is con- 
cerned, whether it is issued by the Bank of Com- 
merce in part, or by some half a dozen or dozen 
or more small banks which issue the same amount 
in gross. It does not. follow that the currency 
will not be just as much inflated if you keep the 
Bank of Commerce out as it will be if you Iet it 
in. -The amount, as I said before, is fixed by 
the law, and if the Bank of Commerce comes in 
as one bank, with the power to issue a certain 
amount of currency, it only takes that power from 
somebody else. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will suggest tothe Sen- 
ator that perhaps he misunderstood that branch 
of my argument. I may not have been specific 
enough. I said that so far as I was concerned, 
instead of granting an exemption to the Bank of 
Commerce over and above all other banks, I 
would go to the extent of prohibiting the forma- 
uan of any more banks under this system, be- 
cause I do not want any more currency under a 
banking system like this. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. So far, then,as that part 


of the Senator’s argument is concerned, on which 
he dwelt at considerable length, it has no applica- 
tion to the question under consideration, but is 
rather an argument against the bill. -> 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is true, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Upon that, then, I have 
nothing tosay. Itake for granted, therefore, that 
the position which J assumed, that it makes no 
difference, so far as the currency is concerned, 
whether you let the Bank of Commerce in by this 
provision or not, 1S a correct position, 

Mr. HENDERSON. f would prefer that the 
Bank of Commerce should be placed in the same 
position with other banks. Because it is a bank 
of large means I would prefer that the Bank of 
Commerce should do it rather than an infinite 
number of smaller banks, and at the last session 
I proposed an amendment to prohibit the estab- 
lishment of small banks, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then the argumentis in 
favor of letting in the Bank of Commerce, so far 
as relates to the currency, and would rather go to 
support the exception in this case than to operate 
against it, and that was the idea that I had. 

The question becomes, then, a very simple one. 
I would not, on any consideration applicable to 
the Bank of Commerce or any other institution, 
for its benefit, or out of any regard for it, or as 
an acknowledgment of any services it had ren- 
dered, or forany reasoti connected with the institu- 
tion itself, make theexception. In fact I was from 
the beginning strongly opposed to making an ex- 
ception, but a reconsideration brought the com- 
mittee to the conclusion of which I spoke, and in 
that conclusion f concurred. f 

The view upon which the proposed change was 
made is simply that it will be for the advantage 
of the country: in putting this new system into 
operation, it will be for the advantage of the sys- 
tem itself, that an institution so strong and well 
disposed as this institution is should have the op- 
portunity to become one of the national banks 
under this system. In fact, } can readily imag- 
ine why the Bank of Commerce should desire to 
come under this system if it wishes to bea bank 
of circulation. 


tution exists as it now stands, it being so far con- 
troiled by its original articles of copartnership 
that it cannot render its individual stockholders 
personally liable, it cannot be a bank of circula- 


ited from being a bank of circulation unless with 
a provision for the individual liability of the 
stockholders. Asthe Bank of Commerce cannot 
have the individual liability, it cannot circulate 
bills under the laws of New York. Itwasamat- 
ter of necessity, therefore, that it should cease to 
he a bank of circulation altogether. If itdesires 
now to become a bank of circulation, that would 
i beone good reason to explain why it wishes to 


As l understand the banking law | 
of the State of New York under whieh this insti- 


tion, because every bank in New York is prohib- | 


come in under this system, although the amount 
of profit that is made from circulation in the city 
of New York is considered of very little conse- 
quence compared-with the profits derived from 
other banking operations, 

The advaniage that the Government supposes 
it will gain is this: a large portion of the banks 
of New York, the clearing-house force, may be 
opposed to this system, and. it may operate slowly 
there; and it therefore becomes a matter of ad- 
yantage and a matter of importance, or may be- 
come a matter of importance that a bank wielding 
the power that this bank does, having the large 
capital, having. the large surplus, having the good 
character that it has, and the power to influence 
others, should form a part of the system which 
we propose to putin operation. If there was any 
mode by which it could come in under the system 
as it is framed, it would not ask for this special 
provision. It is out of its power possibly to do 
so. The question, therefore, is whether you will 
let them in or must they stay out; will you let 
that bank in, or must itbe kept out? The ques- 
tion of individual liability is of no consequence 
to them. They have no sort of objection to it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let me suggest to the 
Senator that there are numbers of banks in the 
various States of the Union in a similar condition, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No, sir. There is not 
a bank in the country in a similar condition, as I 
am informed. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Not exactly in a pre~ 
cisely similar condition; but are there not banks 
who cannot enter into this system for the same 
reason, who cannot commence banking under this 
system without dragging in some recusant or re- 
fusing stockhalders who might prevent banking 
under it? Are there not banks in various sections 
of the country whose stockholders cannot be 
brought in under this system by a majority vote? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [understand that there 
is not another bank in the country which is 
founded on articles of copartnership. It is the 
only one; it is peculiar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As it turns upon that, I 
will state that I took occasion to inquire of dif- 
ferent banking gentlemen who opposed this sys- 
tem. There is no other bank in the United States 
which is really acopartnership, All the restare 
organized under general banking laws or special 
acts of incorporation. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to ask the Sen- 
ator from Maine if he thinks that a majority ot 
the stockholders of a bank can take a minority 
into this system, even under an ordinary bank 
charterin the States? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Thatisa 
I am not prepared to answer. 
tirely on the terms of the charter. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What I mean to say is 
that under the provisions of the charters, you 
cannot force the minority into banking under this 
system in the different States. . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That may be; but it is 
in the power of the Legislature of the State to 
change the charter and waive the objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It isa vested right in 
the minority of the stockholders. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Not such a vested right 
but that it may be altered by consent of the Legis- 
lature. The Legislature may give the power. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The Legislature, though, 
cannot, by its authority, change a corporation 
without the consent of the minority of-the stock- 
holders. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I think that does not fol- 
low, because almost invariably, and I suppose in 
point of fact, it is invariably the case, the power 
to change the charter is retained by the Legisla- 
ture. X 

Mr. GRIMES. Allow me to ask the Senator 
from Maine if it is not in the power of the cor- 
porators or the acting directors of the Bank of 
Commerce to apply to the Legislature of the 
State of New York to absolve them from this 
stipulation in their articles, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Notatall. 

Mr. GRIMES. Where is the difference be- 
tween a charter held under a State and this indi- 
vidual contract entered into by the parties between 
themselves? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The difference is, that this 
institution is founded on articles of copartnership 
that the State cannot change. It is very different 


uestion which 
t depends en- 


from à bank under 6 general barking law which 
the State can change. ‘The Scnator, asa lawyer; 
will see the difference at once. The fact is, as I 
am well informed, that this is the only institution 
in the country that is organized under articles of 
copartnership between man and mans and then 
having those articles of copartnership they availed 
themselves of the organization of the general 

- banking Iaw.of New York. They are peculiar. 
T examined this question until I satisfied myself. 
As I stated to gentlemen frankly, Iwas decidedly 
and thoroughly opposed to this proposition up to 
the moment that I ascertained that fact. I said, 
“ Very well; let this institution go; there is no 
yeason for making an exception except so far as 
applics to themselves; and although it is hard on 
them, they must wind up their business and come 
in regularly if they sce fit.” But the difficulty is, 
that much valuable time is lost and much ad vant- 
age may be lostin the time taken to wind up their 
business and become a new bank under our sys- 
tem. ‘That cannot be done in a day or an hour 
ora month or six months; and in the mean time 
the country and the system which we are desirous 
of inaugurating lose the privilege, if privilege it 
be, of having the support and countenance and 
the aid of this institution in carrying the system 
into effect; and the consideration that the exam- 
ple and power of the institution would be of ben- 
efit to the country in inaugurating and giving 

` force to the system which we are speaking of was 
sufficient to influence me to consent to the amend- 
ment which has been offered by the Senator from 
Ohio. 

If l am wrong in this, thereis no ground what- 
ever to make the exception. I admitthe force of 
all that my friend from Missouri has said with 
reference to making an exception at all. ‘To me 
the idea was so objectionable that I could not get 
over it; and nothing, as I said before, no argu- 
ment that could be brought to bear on my mind 
with reference to the bank itself, or anything con- 
nected with its own interests or claims, or any- 
thing it had done or might do, would have pre- 
vailed upon me to change my opinion; but I saw, 
or I thought I saw—for I will not be certain in 
these days that 1 see anything—that if this sys- 
tem is to come into operation and is to be a bene- 
ficial system, which we must presume if we pass 
it, then it would be importantto the system itself 
that it should have the aid of an institution so 
strong as this is; and that induced me to be will- 
ing to take the consequences of an apparently in- 
vidious exception. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iknow that the Senator 
will excuse me for troubling him. [ desire to ask 
him what benefit it will be to the Government for 
the Bank of Commerce to come in under this sys- 
tem. He has spoken of the advantage, and so 
has the Senator from Ohio. [really want to know 
what advantage we shall realize by the Bank of 
Commerce coming in; what will the Government 
get by it? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itissupposed in the first 
place that the Government gets all the influence 
and aid and power of that bank, as well as other 
banks in the city of New York, in becoming one 
or perhaps the first to accept the national system; 
and you may imagine whether a bank witha cap- 

. ital of $10,000,000, wielding the power that it 


does necessarily, and with tbe character it has, | 


must not exercise over a question of this kind a 
very great influcnce. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Whatis the real benefit 
the Government gets by the bank doing it? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘Thatis the general ques- 
tion applicable to the general bill which Tam not 
arguing. 1 stated expressly that if the system 
is to go into operation, and is to be a beneficial 
system, that result will follow. As to the bill 
itself, thatis a question which I leave to my friend 
from Ohio to argue. 

Mr. GRIMES. [ft occurs to me that the argu- 
ment of my friend, the cliairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, goes a little too far. I might say 


to him and to the Senate thatit would strengthen’ 


the fnancial hands of the Government to make 
an exception in favor of all the banks in New 
York, including thirty or forty millions of dollars; 
and if we desire to strengthen the Governmentin 


this way, why shail we not exclude from the op- | 


eration of the personal liability clause all the 
banks in the city of New York? Is it simply be- 
‘tause the Pank of Gommierce happens to be pos- 


have only one, or two, or thrée millions. or half 
a million of capital? Why not make. the rule 
general, and let it apply toall the banks in New 
York and all the banks in Boston? acca 

It seems to, me, I confess, that there is no priv- 
ciple whatever-upon which this exemption of the 
Bank’of Commerce canbe justified. I have list- 
ened very attentively to the arguments that have 
been adduced here on the part of those who .ad- 
voċate tis provision, and I confessthat Tam still 
unconvinced. Let us look and see what is going 


| to be the effect of it in New York, The chair- 


man of the Finance Committee’ tells us, and I 
have no doubt he is accurate in his statement, that 
in the State of New York no bank can‘issue any 
currency unless the stockholders are individually 
liable for the issue. ; 

Mr: FESSENDEN. To acertain amount; to 
the amount of their stock. I understand that to 
be so. : 

Mr. GRIMES. And the Bank of Commerce, 
under the operation of that rule, has been re- 
strained from issuing any circulation. Now it 
proposes to come in under our general national 
banking law, and to be permitted to issue bills, 
as other banks issue bills; and therefore this is 
to be the only bank in that State and the only one 
in a large cluster. of States—for there are many 
States having similar provisions—that can issue 
any bills where the stockholders. are not individ- 
ually responsible for the bills that are issued, 

Mr. COWAN. I will also remark tothe Sen- 
ator they are allowed to do that in contravention 
of the constitution of the State of New York. It 
is not a mere legislative provision, but it is in- 
serted in the constitution of 1846 of that State 
that there shall be no banks of circulation within 
its limits unless the stockholders are individually 
Hable. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
before. 

Mr. COWAN. I know it was; but still it 
comes within the provision, 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘Phat is an additional reason, 
I think, why we should not adopt this proposi- 
tion. A year ago the Senator from Ohio urged 
the Senate to pass what he called a uniforntbank- 
ing bill; and he gave us very glowing predictions 
as to what would be the effect of that bill, It 
was to operate, equally in all the States’of this 
Union; and every citizen of the country was to 
have an egual advantage under that bill if it 
should be enacted intoa Jaw. Only one year has 
elapsed since its enactment; and now a substi- 
tute for the law is Brought before us; and the first 
material amendmentis to exempt from the opera- 
tion of the law the largest money institution ot 
the country, by declaring that the stockholders 
of that institation shall not be personally liable 
to the country for the bills that it issues and for 
the transactions that it may carry on. 

It seems to me that this Is not a very fortunate 
beginning. If we are to have a change this year 
in favor of this immense monetary corporation, 
what shall we have next? Is such a proposition 
as this calculated to really strengthen—for that 
seems to be thé principal argument for the adop- 
tion of this proposition—the confidence of the 
country in, the system which we are asked to 
adopt? I doubt it, Mr. President, exceedingly. 


This bank was chartered 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question | 


is on the amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN called for the yeasand nays; 
and they were ordered. g 

Mr. SHERMAN. Isuggestthatas the amend- 
ment was first reported it was to strike out a cer- 
tain provision of the House bill. 1 suggest that 
thé vote be now taken on the second amendment 
offered by the committee, inserting certain words. 
Lask that the Secretary read the words proposed 
to be inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foster 
in the chair.) A motion to strike out and insert 
is not divisible. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. A motion tostrike out and 
insert is one amendment; but in this case the 
propositions are reported as two distinct amend- 
ments, so that there can be a separate vote on 
striking out and on inserting. > 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthe motion 
of the Senator from Ohio to insert the words pro- 
posed by him independent of the motion to strike 
out? 


sesséd öf ien millions of. capital, while the others E a 
question’ sä D 


ing outi ESEE 
: -The PRESIDING: OFFICE 
strike out and insertis indivisib 


tion. < f 
> Mr. SHERMAN. Ther Toa á 
motion to inset until- the question ig ti 
striking oùt: <+ aon i nign Gel 
Thè PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
then is on striking out the words:whieh 
mittee report in favor of striking üt 6 ii 

Mri FESSENDEN and others, We had bete 
tér-take the question together. HAGE oig 
“. Mr. SHERMAN. Wel; let'us take the gues- 
tion togethér on striking out and inserting. <<" 

Mr. GRIMES. I think we had: better: firt 
concur in the report of the committee striking out 
this clause. oe i 

Mr. SHERMAN. always like to approach 
everything correctly and fairly. © I-am in‘ favör, 
for the réasons I have stated, of enabling the Bank 
of Commerce. to come in under this’ act. ‘There 
is no othet way of enabling them to do it: Fhe 
Senator from Iowa says we are legislating’ Spe- 
cially forthem. Weare not legislating for thers 
we are législating for the country. If they stood 
in the same position as any other bank in ‘the 
United States, IL would be the last man to pro- 
pose to grant them a special privilege; but they 
do not. I explained, 1 think, sufficiently to:the 
Senate that this bank was’ organized under arti- 
cles of copartnership, that by the principles, of 
the common law those articles cannot be changed.’ 
except by the assent of every pereon in interest, 
Ail other banks in the United States are organ- 
ized under general banking laws or under acta of 
incorporation which are the. mere creatures of 
municipal law. The State may change them; 
the State may pass an enabling act; all the other 
banks may come in under the provisions of this 
act with the consent of the State which organ- 
izes them; but this association ‘being a copart-: 
nership cannot engage in-bankinggunder this sys- 
tem without the consent‘of every stockholder. -It 
is not banking under the banking law of-the State 
of New York, but it is banking under the original 
articles: of association, which are.so framed ds 
to enable it to accept the provisions of the laws of 
the United States with certain qualifications and 
exceptions. This bank cannot come‘in.under our 
law tinless we enable it to do so'by this: express 
exception. 1 think the reasons are ample and 
sufficient to vote for it. 

Mr. WILSON. I want to ask the Senator a 
question before he sits down: Fask him why it 


‘js necessary to have individual liability in any 


case? *» Hi 

Mr. SHERMAN. [think thatindividual lid- 
bility tends to prevent the stóckholders“and di- 
rectors of a bank from engaging in hazardous 
operations. I never would be willing. to surren- 
der the general principle of individual liability. 
It is ingrafted now on the constitutions of many 
of the leading States of the Union—the constitu- 
tion of the State of New York and most of the 
weatern States. I would not surrender individ- 
ual liability in any case except for grave public 
reasons, and I find these reasons applicable to the 
Bank of Commerce, and therefore I am willing 
to make an exception, 

Mr. WILSON. Sir, it is an object to get all 
the State banks to adopt the national banking sys- 
tem. One dr the other of the two systems should 
prevail exclusively in the country: In some-of 
the States the stockholders of banking corpora- 
tions are not personally liable: . Pe See 

Mr. FESSENDEN. | They are 
amount of stock held by them. 

Mr. COLLAMER. If the 
gether, the stock is lost. ; o 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Inall the New England 
States they are liable to the amount of theirstock. 
They may lose their stock,-and are liable to the 
same amount-as their stock. : 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Dixon] says that the stockholders aré not 
personally Hable in Connecticut. In Massachu 
setts the stockholders are not personally Hable 
for deposits or any debts of the bank excepting 
the ditedlations We secure by ot own stodks 


liable to the 


bank fails alto- 


x 


~ 


April 26, 


- therein 
objecis is'te secure a national uniform currency; 
so We secure'the circulation by the plighted. faith 

“pf the Government of the United: States, Why, 

then, h ‘the stockholders individually. Hable? 

eg the Finanse-Commiittee believe that making 

E tackholders.in these national banks individ- 

wally liable will mdace the sixteen bundred banks, 
with more than. four hundred million dollars of 

; ing capital,.to adopt this national: banking 

System? They propose to exempt the stockhold- 

ets of the Bank of Commerce, in the city of New 

Xorky from personal: liability: Why- not then, 

smptthestockholdersof all other banks and all 

ckholders.in national banks from personal lia- 


© 
Bto 


bility? Hfcit is safe toi exempt the stockholders | 


of the. Rank of Commerce, why is it-not safe to 
exemptall other: stockholders? We secure the 
cirétlation.of these national banks by pledges of 
the, stocks of the United States. We believe that 
security to-be ample. Why then seek additional 
security? 

« Lam accustomed, Mr, President, to follow as far 
as I cando sathe recommendation of committees, 
and especially the wishes :of. the Executive De- 
partments of the Government. In doing sol am 
compelled sometimes to subordinate the convic- 
tions of my own judgment to the better judgment 
of others, and.te the. wishes of those upon whom 
rest the burdens and responsibilities of administer- 


dng the Government. Were I to follow the convic- 
ions.of my own judement I should vote against | 


‘the passage of this bill. 1 would repeal the na- 
‘tional banking.act of last year; | would compel the 


Siate banks to. withdraw their circulation at the | 


“earliest possible. moment; I would. not permit the 
circulation of the paper of any banking house in 
the country.. I would give the people of the Uni- 
ted States the priceless benefits of a safe and uni- 
form national currency, of legal-tender Treasury 
“notes, and secure to the Government and to the 
people the benefits of circulation of five or six 
kandred millionsof legal tender-notes of the Gov- 
ernment.: During the past thirty years the peo- 
¿ple of the: United States have lost hundreds of 
millions of dollars by the failures of banking in- 
stitutions andghe fluctuations occasioned by the 
expansions and contractions of their circulation. 
The people have been seeking for a safe and uni- 
form paper currency, but they have soughtin vain. 
In some of the States the bank circulation has 
` been:well secured, and the people protected against 
losses by the failure of banks to redeem their cir- 
-eulation. .In other, States a wretched and irre- 


sponsible system has prevailed, and the people ||| 


have been cheated out of millions of dollars of their 
hard earnings, The exigencies‘of the country 
have: forced the Government of the United States 
to. make Treasury notes a legal tender, and to is- 
-gue these notes in quantities: large enough fully 
to supply a national currency for the Government 
and people. Make the State banks banks of dis- 
count and deposit, but not of circulation. Let 
the people, the Government, and the banks use 
onlyas paper -currency legal-tender Treasury 
holes, and you. will save from twenty-five to thirty 
millions of, interest to the Government, and se- 
cure tothe nation. what. it never possessed be- 
fore, a-safe and uniform national currency, at par 
always and everywhere, This is the system my 
judgment approves. ` 
But, sir, we should not permit the country and 
the. people to suffer by allowing a national bank- 
ing system and the State banking system to jostle 
each other. -` One.or the other should yield to the 
necessities of the Governmentand to the interests 
of the people. If we are to have this national 


banking system as itseems to be the policy of the | 


. Government to have it, I see not the necessity of 
making the stockholders individually liable. We 
secure the circulation; that. protects the people; 
let the individual stockholders take care of their 


own affairs, Let them appointgood directors and | 
managers of their institutions, or let them lose | 


their money. 

Mr, SHERMAN. It is the depositors and 
creditors we want to secure. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not think. itis the busi- 


ness of the Government to look after the inter- i 


sests.of depositors and creditors. e 

wp Mi FESSENDEN. Those who hold the cir- 
eulavion_are creditors. 

t. WILSON. I know they are, but we se- 
Ue-cireulution by the pledge of the stock of 
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ation of the national-banks. One of our |: the United States, and that security under all-cir- 


cumstances we believe to be ample and complete. 
I think the bill-holders are abundantly secured’ 
without this individual liability, and I do not care 
to secure depositors and other creditors of the 
banks. . 1: 

a Mr. POMEROY. The Senator will bear in 
mind that this isthe easiest personal liability clause 
that perhaps ever was in a bill. [tis not thatone 
individual ig Hable for the debts of the concern; 


but they are liable ratably and not one for.another. | 


A man who bas one share in the bank is not liable 
for the debts of the bank. The individual who 
may own but one share is only liable ratably, 
and is not liable. for the whole responsibility of 
the bank, and one party is not liable for another 
party; and if there is but one responsible man in 
the concern you can only collect ratably of him, 


and you cannot collect the whole debt of the in- ; 


stitution. 

Mr. WILSON. Will the Senator tell us what 
such a provision as that is worth toa man? 

Mr. POMEROY. [said it was the easiest per- 
sonal Jiability clause I ever saw in a bank bill, 
and the Senator from Massachusetts should not 


be scared at it; it will hurt nobody in Massachu- 


setts, : os 

Mr. GRIMES. Bat is it worth while, for the 
sake of creating such an individual liability as 
that, to mar the symmetry of the bill by except- 
ing the Bank of Commerce from its operation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. lis very easy for Senators 
to sneer at this matter. This is the very pro- 
vision contained in the constitution of New York 
ant Ohio, and’other States. It is the easiest in- 
dividual liability that can possibly be enforced. 
l would not give a cent for a lawyer who could 
not by filing a petition in the proper form make 
every stockholder who was worth anything pay 
tothe extent ofhisstock. Ifhe is not worth any- 
thing you cannot make him pay. It js true the 
stockholders are not liable for each other; each 
stockholder is liabie only for the amount of bis 
stock. If A, a stockhoider, fails, B, his fellow- 
stockholder, is not liable to make good the share 
of A; and why should he? ` To the extent of the 
liability of the stockholder the provision is as per- 
fect as it could possibly be drawn. I say it can 
be easily enforced, and such provisions have been 
enforced. Under this very Dill, if a bank was 
closed the receiver would be bound to collect 
this liability of the stockholder just as he would 
any other debt due to the bank; and [do not think 
it can be made any stronger or any better, 


The PRESIDINGOFFICER, The Chair may 


have gone further in its decision on the question |} 
of striking out and inserting than the rules would i} 


strictly warrant. If the Senator from Ohio means 
to take the question on the reportof the commit- 
tee to strike out the lines recommended by the 


committee to be stricken out, the Chair will enter- i} 


tain that asan independent proposition. 


Mr.SHERMAN,Y I prefer to take both ques- | 


tions together so as to have but one vote. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
then will be taken on striking out and inserting. 


Mr. McDOUGALL: Let the question be | 


stated exactly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
in the twelfth section to strike out these words: 


Except that the shareholders of any banking association t 
i| having not less than §5,000,000 actually paid in as its capi- | 


tat stock shall be Hable as aforesaid only to the amount in- 
vested in their shares, : 
And in lieu of them to insert: 
Except that the shareholders of any bauking association 
now existing under State law and having a capital stock of 


not fess than $5,900,000 actually paid in and a surplus find 
of twenty per cent. ofits capital stock actually on hand, shail 


be Hable only to the loss of the amount invested in their į 


shares so long as said surplus fund shall remain undimin- 
ished. i - 

Mr. GRIMES. i rise to obtain information. 
I understand that the proposition now is to strike 
out that portion of the bill which the committee 
recommended should be stricken out, and to in- 
sert the amendment sent to the Chair by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
proposition before the Senate. 

Mr. GRIMES, Iwish now to know whether, 
if the Senate refuse to adopt that amendment, the 


That is the 


| question will then be en concurring jn the report 
| of the committee to. strike out the words within 


brackets in the primed bill, 


Itisproposed | 


|. The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be 
| the question, in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The whole proposition to 
strike out and insert is the amendmentof the com- 
mittee. : 

Mr. GRIMES.. What I desire to-khow. ig 
whether after we refuse, if we do refuse to adopt 
the preposition of the Senator from Ohio, weshall ` 
be precluded from concurring in the report of the 
committee, . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate of 
course will not be preciuded from adopting any 
other amendment which a majority may see fitto 
i adopt. . 

Mr. HENDERSON.. I suppose that the re- 
sult of an affirmative vote upon this proposition 
will be to exempt the Bank of Commerce and no 
other bank. yo 

Mr. SHERMAN. That will be the effect. 

i. Mr. HENDERSON. If we vote down the 
i} proposition of the Senator from Ohio now offered 
as coming from the committee, weshall then have 
the privilege of voting upon the proposition’ in 
| the bill to exempt ahy $5,000,000 bank. 

M:r.SHERMAN. Anybody can move tostrike 
that out. . 

Mr FESSENDEN. I take it that the rejec- 
tion of a motion to strike out and insert would 
not preclude a motion being afterwards made to 
| strike out simply. nEs 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Clearly not, 
in the opinion of the Chair. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 15; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Brown, Chandler, Clark, Con- 
ness, Dixon, Fessenden, Foster, Hale, Howard, Lane of 
Indiana, Morgan, Morrill, Pomeroy, Sherman, Sprague, 
Sumner, Ten Eyck, Van Winkle, Willey, and Wilson—21, 
_ NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Carlile, Collamer, Cowan, 


Dav Joolitile, Grimes, Harding, Henderson, Heudricks, 
t Lane of Kansas, McDougall, Nesmith, Powell, and Riddle 


| 15. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The nextamendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was in line twenty-two of section sixteen, 
after the word ‘ desire” to insert ‘to reduce its, 
capital or,”? and after the word “act” in line 
twenty-five to insert ‘nor from taking up the 
bonds upon which no circulating votes have been 
delivered;’’ so as to make the proviso to that sec- 
tion read: 

Provided, That nothing in this geetion shall prevent an 
association that may desire toreduce its capital orto close 
upits business and dissolve itsorganization from taking ap 
its bonds upon returning wo the Comptroller its cirewating 
notes in the proportion hereinafter named in this act, nor 
from taking ap the bonds upou which no circulating notes 
| have been delivered, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section nineteen, 
i after ‘ United States’? in the fourth line to insert 
1 Sin trast for the association,’’.so as to make the 
clause read: 


That all transfers of United States bonds which shalt 
be made hy any association under the provisions of thia 
act shall. be made to the Treasurer of the United States in 
trust for the association, &c. 


| 

| 

| 

! 

[jeu $ 
|| The amendment was agreed to. 
| 

l 

| 

i 

H 

| 

| 


Thenextamendment was after the word “kind”? 
in line twenty-four of section nineteen to insert 
“and numerical designation of the,” so as to 
i, make the clause read: 

And it shall be the duty of the Comptroller, immedi- 
ately upon countersigning and entering the same, to ad- 
vise by mail the association from whose account such trans- 
fer was made of the kind and numerical designation of the 
bonds and the amount thereolSo transferred, 

The nextamendment was in line four of section 
twenty-four, before the word ‘destruction’? to 
strike out the words “loss or,” so as to read: 
“Andalso on due proof of the destruction of any 
such circulating. notes, to deliver in place there- 
of,” &e. ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line two of section 
twenty-five, to strike out the words ‘ cither the 
| president or cashier ef’? before ‘every,’ so as 
| to read, “ that it shall be the duty of every bank- 
| ing association,” &c. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amend ment was in line twelve of sec- 
ution twenty-five to insert the words “ officer or” 
i before “agent.” i 

j The amendment was agreed to. 

i 

Í 

! 


The next amendment was insection twenty-six, 
in lines twenty-nine and thirty, to strike out the 
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words “shall not diminish’? and insert “that,” 


and after the word f treasuter’? in line thirty-- 


one to insert shail not be diminished,’ so as to 
make the clause read: 


That the remaining bonds which shall have 
aisterred by the banking association offering ta sur- 
render cirenlating votes shali be equal to the amount re- 
quired for the circulating notes not surrendered by such 
banking association, and that the amount of-bonds in the 
hands of the ‘Treasurer shall not be diminished below the 


amount required to be kept on deposit with him by this act. | 


The amendment was agreed to: 


“Mr. SHERMAN. Í am ‘instructed by the | 


Committee on Pinance to offer an amendment to 
come in after the word ‘Comptroller?’ in. line 
twenty of section twenty-six: 

Upon the terms preseribed by the Sceretary of the Treas 
ury may permit au exchange to be made of any of the bands 


deposited with the Treasurer by an association for other | 


bonds of the Cnited 8 
received as security for ei 


authorized by this act to be 


judice to the United States, and he. 
Mr, HENDERSON. 


understand the amendment. Is it to permit the 


that may now be deposited as the basis of the 


circulating medium to be withdrawn and other |i 
bonds that may be subsequently issued by the |; 


United States to be substituted in their place? 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


other class of bonds authorized. 


ïs carefully girded, The association, with.the 


assent of the Comptroller and the Secretary ot |! 
the Treasury, may exchange one class of bonds | 
for another class of hands authorized by the act. | 


Mr. HENDERSON. What act? 
Mr. SHERMAN. This act. 


Mr. HENDERSON, Thatis, any bonds here- |! 


after issued, 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
act describes the kind of bonds that may be used, 
Unie Sites bonds bearing interest payable in 

old, ‘ 
£ Mr. HENDERSON, 
vides: 


That the term  Cnited States bonds,” as used in this | 


net, shall be construed to mean all registered bonds now 


issued, or that may hereafter be issued, on the faith of the | 


United States, by the Secretary of the Treasury, in pur- 
sudnce of law. A 

Theamendment now proposed, as I understand 
it, will enable any bonds that may be hereafter 


issued, with the consent of the Secretary of the | 


‘Treasury, to be substituted in lieu of the bonds 
that may have been heretofore placed with the 
Comptroller as the basis of a circulating medium. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatisin connection with 


another section which fixes the value of these | 


bonds, and limits the amount of circulation to be 
issued upon them. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 


word “or” and insert “and,” in line eleven or 
section twenty-seven, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next ameudment was in section twenty- | 


eight, which limits the purposes for which real 
estate may be purchased, held, and conveyed by 
any national banking association, to strike out 
in lines seven, cight, and nine the words “for 
loans made by such association in the usual course 
of its banking business, or for money due there- 


to, and to insert “for debts previously con- i 


tracted; so as to make the clause read: 


9, Such as shall be mortgaged to it in good faith by way of || 


security for debts previously contracted, 

Mr, MeDGUGALL. I[ask the Senator from 
Ohio what this amendment means? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill, as it was sent to 


us, allowed these banking associations to loan | 


money upon real estate security. The commit- 
tee changed that so as to allow them to take a 


mortgage for a preexisting debt, but not to Joan | 


money upen real estate security. 
Mr. McDOUG 
mortgage ? 
ats SHE RM 
Joan money 
“sonal security; © i 
may, inorder to secvre the 
gage on real estate. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


igage; they must 
is contra 


ike per- 


The next amendment. was in section thirty, i 


culating notes, if he shall be of i 
opinion that such an exchange can be made without pre~ | 


I do not know that I} 


Hobe 
Tt is simply to’ allow a! 
change of one class of bonds authorized for an- | 
The language ii 


The fourth section of the | 


The fourth section pro- | 


| pay to the Treasurer of the United St 


į upon the average 


j faulting association shall for 


l interest as it may beeome due such as: 
! deposited with the ‘Treasurer, or at his option, in the man- 


-which fixes-the rate of interest to be charged-by.} 


the associations, to strike out in dines four and 
five the words “a rate not exceeding seven per 
cent. per annum,” and in leu thereof -to insert: 


The rate allowed by thelaws of the State or. Territory 
where the bank is located, aud no more; and when. no rate 


is fixed by the laws of the State or Territory, the bank may | 


take, receive, reserve; or charge a rate notexceeding seven 
percent, : p gaas ? 
The amendment was agreed to. bar Sar? 
The nextamendment was to strikeout the word 
stits’? before “depòsits” in line nineteen of sec- 
tion thirty-one, f : 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was to insert ** Portland; 
(Maine, )” after ** Boston,’’and strike out “ Port- 
land” after ‘San Francisco” in the cities hamed’ 


| inthe first proviso to the thirty-first section. 


_ The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
section forty, line seven, after the word ‘asso- 
ciation”? to insert the words ‘Sand the officers 
authorized to assess taxes under State authority,” 


t 1 4 so that it will read: 
Secretary of the Treasury to allow any bonds | 


That the president and cashier ef every such association 


l shall cause to be kept at all times a full and correct list of 


the names and residences orali the shareholders in the as- 
sociation, and the number of shares held by each, in the 
office where its business is transatted ; aud such list shall 
subject to the inspection of allthe shareholders and ered- 
itors of the association, and the officers authorized to assess 
taxes nuder State authority, during business hours of each 
day in which business may be legally transacted, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
section forty one, line nine, after the word act” 
to strike out the following clause: 

And nothing in this uct shall be construed to prevent 
the taxation hy States of the capital stock of banks orgay- 
ized under this act, the same as the property of other mon- 
eyed corporations, for Stite or municipal purposes; but no 
State shall impose any tax upon such associations, or their 
capital, circulation, dividends, or business, at a higher rate 
of taxation than shal be imposed by such State upon the 
same amount of moneyed capital in the hands of individual 


| citizens of such State: Provided, Phat no State tax shall 
! be imposed on any part of the capital stock of such asso- 


eintion invested in the bonds of the United States, depos- 
ited as security for its eireulation. 


And to insert in heu thereof: 


And in Heu of all other taxes, every association shail 
in the months 
of Janaary and July, a duty of one haifof one per cent. 
each half year, from aud atterthe Ist day of January, 1864, 
ament of its notes in cirenlation, anda 
duty of one quarter of one per cent. cach half year upon 
the average amount of its deposits, and a duty of one quar- 
ter of one per cent. cach half year, as aforesaid, on the 
average amount of its capital stock beyoud the amount in- 
vested in United States bonds; and in case of default in the 
payment thereof by any association, the duties aforesaid 
may be collected in the manner provided lor the collection 
of United States duties of other corporations, or the Treas- 
urer may reserve the amount of said duties out of the in- 
terest t may beeome due on the bonds deposited with 
him by such defaulting association. And it shall be the 
duty of eaeh association, within ten days trom the Ist days 
of January and Jaty of each year, to make a return under 


| the oath of its president or cashier to the Treasurer of 
the United States, in such form as he may prescribe, of | 


the average amount of its notes in circulation, and of 
the average amount of its deposits, and of the average 


|i amount of its capital stoek beyond the amount invested 


in United States bonds for the six months next preceding 
said lst days of Jaunary and July as aforesaid, and in de- 
‘fault of such return, aud for each default thereof, each de- 

‘eit and pay to the United 
he sum of $200, to be collected either out of the 
ociation on the bonds 


ner in which penatties are to be collected of other corpora- 
tions under the laws of the United States: and in case of 
such default the amount of the duties to be paid by such 
association shall be assessed upon the amount of notes de- 
livered to such association by the Comptroller of ube Cur- 
reaey, aud upon the highest amount of its deposits and 
capital stock, to be ascertained in such other manneras the 
Treasurer may deem best: Provided, That nothing in this 
act shall be construed to prevent the market value of the 


i shares in any of the said associations, held by any person 
! or body-corporate, from being inciuded in the valuation of |) 
| the personal property of such person or corporation itt the 


asscesment of all taxes imposed by er under State author- 
ity for State or other purposes, but not at greater rate than 
is assessed upon-other moneyed capital in the hands of in- 


: dividual citizens of each State; and ail the remedies pro- 


vided by State laws for the collection of such taxes ghall 
be applicable thereto: Provided, also, That nothing in this 


TT = i act exempt the real estate of associations from either State 
ALL. Nottolcan money upon p Į i 


i to its value, as other real estate is taxed, 
They have no right to |i 


county, or municipal taxes to the same extent, according 


Mr. FESSENDEN. [ desire to amend the 


| words proposed to be inserted. by changing the 
d, they | 
debt, take a mori- 
i“ orother,”’ and to insert ** county or municipal,” 


phraseology a little. In lines sixty-two and sixty- 
three, page 35,1 move to strike out the words 


go that the clause will read: 


From being included in the valuation of the personal i 


, 


property: of. sueh person or-eorporatiol 
of all taxes. imposed by.of wader Stat 
county, Or municipal purposes, 


the word “‘a.”? EE alee 

, Pheamendment to theamehdment was agreed te 
Mr. FESSENDEN.. Inline sixty-seven, after 
the word ‘tact, limove to -insert the word 


stghall;’? so thatit will reads do x ; 


. Pravided aiso, That nothing inthis act shall exempt the 
real estate, &e.-  . è 3 : ; 


Theamendment totheamendmentwasagreedto.. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on agreeing to the amendment of the gom- 
mittee ds amended. fae ante: 

Mr. CHANDLER, T hope this amendment 
will not be adopted, “If it should ‘be it will kill 
the bill. Under the words proposed to be stricken 
out there is a limit to State and minicipal taxa- 
tion, The final proviso “t that no State taxes shall 
be imposed upon any part of the capital stock of 
such association invested in the bonds of the Uri- 
ted States deposited as security forils ciréulatio, 
is the saving clause in the ‘portion ofthe bill pros ` 
‘posed to be stricken out; but wader the words pro- | 
posed to be inserted by the Committee on Finance 
there is no limit to the arrount of State, munici- 
pal, or county taxation. Inemy own city, for ex- 
ample, the city tax this year is two per cent.; but 
the State of Michigan has guarded her banking 
associations by placing a special tax of one per 
cent., which is in lieu of all other taxés, upon 
them. Of course no bank will do business pay- 
ing a tax of two per cent. to the city and a tax,ot 
one per cent. to the county and a State taxin ad- 
dition to the United States tax. Ht is perfectly 
fatal to the whole bill, and if the amendment 
should be adopted I trust that the bill itself will 
be killed. In the proposition of the Conimittee 
on Finance I find this clause: ek 


and Federal. in my own city the tax would be 
nearly four per cent, upon the amount of the in- 
dividual’s bank stock. Of course, if Senators 
desire to kill the bill, they will votefor this amend- 
ment; but no man who desires asingle bank to be 
organized under this-act will vote for the amend- 
ment. : : : 
Mr. POMEROY. J have asubstitute for. this 
proviso which I think will suit the views of the 
Senator from Michigan; and that is, to tax.allthe 
capital stock of the bank or company not invested 
in United States bonds. ‘ 
Mr.CHANDLER. Thetis in the portion ot 
the bill proposed to be stricken out by the Com- 
mittee on Finance., That is the saving clause of 
the portion in brackets. poe 
Mr. POMEROY. J think the capitel:stock 
not invested in the bonds of the United States 
should be subject to all other taxation. 
Mr. CHANDLER. i have no objection to 
that. 


Mr, POMEROY. But we should exempt that 


i| portion of the capital stock that is invested in Uni- 
1; ted States bonds. 


I] should like to have a vote on 
that, for I believe the Senate ‘will agree to that 
proposition, ` 

Mr. FESSENDEN. . Edo not know whatthe 


‘Senate will agree to; butthe Senator from Mich- 
| igan is right m. saying that the amendment sug- 


gested by the honorable Senator from Kanije 1s 
| now in theoriginal bill, and thatis whatthe Com- 


mittee on Finance propose to strike out, «if the 


April 26. 


OLBAA a View to pass the bill and to make it 
‘adceptable to the people of the States, and they 
déliberately came to the conclusion, almost unan- 
imously; thdt'the provision which théy have ing 
gétued would be beneficial in its opération, and 
‘should:be adopted. I shall by no means set my 
opinion against that of the Senator from Michi- 
gan upon any subject ih relationto banking; but 

“yeally do not apprehend, nor do E think the 
.ftiends of the: bill who-know most about it appre- 
head, that the effect of this amendment will be to 
‘destroy the bill entirely, as he seems to assume. 

` Phe question simply is, and it has no very great 


` scope, whether the power of taxing the stock of | 


. 


the banks and of. taxing the persons holding the 
shares shall exist and shall be exercised by the | 
‘States or by the General Government. That is 
really the only question. If they are taxed by 
“the States.and if it is not carried to the extent to 
“which it might be carried for State purposes, 
-unquestionably the same. amount of tax would, 
Sooner or later, and probably very soon, be im- 
“posed by the authority of the General Govern- 
ment, As 1 said before, it comes to that very 
simple question: who shall have the power of 
‘taxing the stock—-not the circulation,.not the de- 
„posits, tot that which relates exclusively to bank- 
‘Ing. purposes and operates for banking purposes, 
but, operates. upon so much actual property in- 
vested by the individuals owning the property 
“and residing: in the States upon that. particular 
amount, : 3 
' The proposition, as it stood in the bill as it 
came to us from the House of Representatives, 
was simply delusive. It said, You may tax the 
-stok in the hands of the stockholders, exempt- 
„ing from that the amount which they have de- 
posited in bonds.. We do not break faith at all; 
„because when we proposed to exempt certain 
bonds issued by the Government and purchased 
by individuals from State taxation, it was-simply 
‘as property, so mach invested, not as property 
cused for the purposes of banking, giving to it 
another and distinetive character. 

: We say simply jn reference to this matter: “If 
you choose, instead of specie or any other prop- 
erty that you have which is to be deposited as se- 
curity for your bills, you may depositand we will 
accept bonds of the United States.” That isa 
privilege we give them, Then we say when there 
is an organization of a bank in this way, and the 
persons who put their capital into it take it out 
of their other business or their other means, sub- 
ject as that ṣe to State taxation, and put it in this 
particularbank, that that capital shall remain sub- 
ject to State taxation precisely in the same way 
that other property is, or that it was before they 
invested it in that particular mode. That is all 
we say with reference to it, 

` *Ehe.question as to taxing these banks out of 
existence, which has been talked about, has not 
the-slightest application in the world; because we 
limit the power of State taxation, They musttax 
this property thus invested precisely as they tax 
other personal property, and to no greater extent. 
The power of taxation is limited in the same way. 

:E have said that the proposition as made by the 

House of Representatives was delusive. How 
so? By a provigo to the section as it came to us 
from the House, they might invest the whole 
amount of their: capital stock in United States 
bonds, and take out their bills; batthey need not 
use those bills unless they choose todo so. They 
have got their bonds; they deposit them and take 
out their bills to the whole amount of the bank 
capital; but they donot use-their- bills, and in that 
way they get the whole amount of their bank cap- 
ital freed from taxation. The House provision 
amounts to just ‘nothing at all, as anybody will 
see on looking at it. Itis delusive, therefore, in 
dts character; and if the bunks chose to exert that 
power which they would be very likely to do, 
because- they get six per cent. on the bonds when 
they are deposited, it would amount precisely to 
this: that they would pay no taxeson their whole 
gagal Chat it was desirable to avoid. 
w, Sir, whatis the argument with reference 


a0 the amendment of the Committee ou Finance? | 


You want to make your bill popular if you can; 
is perfectly well knows that the burdens resting 
upon the States at the present time are very heavy; 
and why?’ They are heavy in consequence of the 
very great exertions they have made to support 
the Government, to raise soldiers- to carry on the 
war, and for other purposes connected with it. 
You propose here to take out (not to put into the 
hands of the General: Government) not only the 
whole amount of the revenues arising from im- 


; qdoted-at 110 or 112 and is so assessed. 


; other personal 


ports and from the internal revenue as it is ealied 
and to raise thereby, heavy, as that will be, an 
amount sufficient to come up to what we are ad- 
vised by the honorable Secretary of the Treasury 
will be. adequate, but in addition to. that to se- 
quester for the use of the General Government, 
provided it wants to use it, this very large amount 
of property and take it out of State taxation; that 
is to say, in addition to the revenue arising from 
imports and the internal revenue to take that 
property which has always been liable to State 
taxation from under the control of the States in 
that particular. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan, I think, 
is hasty in assuming that, this amendment will 
destroy the bill. £ believe the bill will not only 
be as good, but will be better if the amendment 
shall be adopted; because, as I said before, it is 
not a question of what the amount shall be, but 
where it shall go. Inmy judgment you will have 
a storm such as it will be very difficult to stand 
under, if, in addition to what we are doing in the 
way of taxation; and which is legitimate and 
proper, we are to take out of the hands of the 
States so large an amount of capital, which is 
ready or may be used to alleviate the burdens of 
the pedple of the States, and to send it in another 
direction. 

Sir, believe that the amendment reported from 
the, Committee on Finance is essential to that 
support of the bill which is necessary or needed 
for it in public estimation. ‘That is my great 
difficulty with regard to it. If you insist upon 
sequestering—beceuse I éannot use any other 
word that expresses my idea—so large an amount 
of capital as this in the way in which the Senator 
proposes to dv it, you will create a difficulty 
which it will be very troublesome to get over. It 
was substantially the views which l have thus 
imperfectly expressed that guided the committee 
in coming to this conclusion, and, on a recon- 
sideration of il, in adhering to this conclusion. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator forgets that we have already “ sequestered,” 
as he calls it, the entire issues of this Govern- 
ment. He will remember very well theargument 
put forth when we limited the tax that we would 
permit under any circumstances to be placed upon 
our national securities to one and a half per cent. 
The argument then was that it was for our in- 
terest to hold out inducements to capitalists to 
take these bonds to relieve the Treasury. We 

did “ sequester’? this national debt, or whatever 
it may be, and prohibited State and local taxation 
forever upon it. Now the Senator proposes to 
come in and say, [tis true we have sequestered 
these bonds, we have taken the whole of them out 
of local taxation, but ifan individual sees fit to 
place those bonds in a banking institution instead 


up frém the sequestration and make them liable 
to all sorts of local taxation. It is well known 
that most of the States in this Uniou—I believe 
every one—protects its banking institutions from 
local taxation by placing a State tax in lieu of all 
other taxes upon them, 


case with the New England States generally, and 


in the first place pays acertain percentage for the 
privilege of banking to the State. 

Mr. HOWARD. Do youcall itaspecific tax? 

Mr. PESSENDEN. Yes, sir. Then the stock 
of the bank in the hands of the stockholders is 
liable to taxation at its value, not its par value. 
Lthink the stock of the banks in my own city is 
If itis 
essed at its value just as any 


above par it Is ass 
H They find 


property iS anses 

ne fault w i 
Mr, CHANDLER, 

nicipal takes >= = 


at any rate you want to make it acceptable. It. 


of keeping them in his pocket, then you take them | 


Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘The Senator is entirely | 
| mistaken. In my own State, and I take it itis the 


I do not know with how many others, the bank | 


Do they pay all the mu- | 


+. 


| State and my own and other western States 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Everything; and so it is 
generally, the same as any other property. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The difference in your 


Mr. FESSENDEN. And it can afford to pay 
better than any other property. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It may be so in the State 
of Maine, but it is not so in the State of Michi- 
gan. In that State we place a tax of one per 
cent. upon the banks, which is in leu of ail other 
taxes. No other taxes are assessed upon them, 
Now, as | said a momentago, if you. allow. this 
to local taxation, the bank stock will of .coursé 
be assessed at its full value. ‘There it stands 
at so many hundred thousand dollars to be as- 
sessed. Itis very well known, however, that in 
most cities real estate and other property is esti- 
mated at very much below its actual value. Does 
the Senator, therefore, suppose that in the city of 
Detroit, for instance, where the city tax is two 
per cent. the county tax perhaps one per cent.— 
1 do not know how much exactly, but it is very 
large—and the State tax is very large, any man of 
common sense would take a bond out of his trunk 
which was subject to only one and a half percent, 
tax and put it into a national bank where it would 
be subject to three or four per cent. tax? There is 
nota bank in the State of Michigan that will not 
wind up within thirty days from to-day if you pass 
the amendment as proposed by the Committee on 
Finance; nor do believe that there will ever be, 
a single bank started in the United States from 
the moment you'pass it. That is my judgment 
as a practical banker, asa practical business man. 
I have no theories about it; it is practice; and I 
know that that will be the result. As I said be- 
fore, if the object is to kill the bill, vote itin; but 
if the object is to establish a banking system that 
will becomeé popular and of universal adoption, 

ou must keep it out. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to say in addition 
that the result of withdrawing so large an amount 
of capital from State taxation will bave a bad 
effect in another view. As a general rule, those 
who put stock into a bank or who own the great 
majority of stock are those who are the most 
wealthy persons in the community. You hold 
out to them a great additional inducement to put 
their money into those banks if they are relieved 
from State taxation, What is the result? The 
result is that you increase the burdens of those 
who are the poorer classes, comparatively, and 
less able to bear the burdens of taxation. They 
look upon this favored class and see how they are 
situated, and it produces, unnecessarily, a great 
deal of ill-blood and a great deal of unpopularity 
so far-as the system itself is concerned; and in 
that way it has a bad effect; and I fear the gen- 
eral effect of it upon the system itself, 

My friend from Michigan is a ** practical bank- 
er,” he says, and he speaks of what he knows. 
It is astonishing the difference of opinion that 
prevails among these ‘practical’? men who are 
always right. Jam not ‘practiecal;”” that is to 
say, | never was a banker. l have studied this 
question somewhat, and l have my opinions upon 
it. i have conversed with several men, not per- 


| haps so “ practical” as my friend, but still who 


claim to be ‘f practical bankers’? and interested 
in this subject, and their opinions were entirely 
different from his. ffa man’s heing’a “ practi- 
cal banker?” is to entitle him to settle the question 
beyond all possibility of dispute, I should like to 
know how we are to get along between these dif- 
ferent practical gentlemen who are all of them 
sure to be right, and there being no very great 
superiority of one over the other so far as opin- 
ions are concerned. : 

But the Senator argues that we have already 
sequestrated a certain amount of property; that 
is, we have exempied it from State taxation. 
That is true; and that very thing is a difficulty 
thatis upon us now. We did itfor good and suf- 
ficient reasons. It was in the exigencies of the 
country, that we might induce capitalists to invest 
in this very species of property, lend their money 
to the Government, for it was a bonus given to 
them to do it. T'nat has taken out five hundred 
millions or mere of capital from the States which 
is not now siejcet to State taxation, W Hat is the 


result? if y begining to be felt and com- 
plained autsiillicisdone. if it was to be done 
over again in the same exigency of the country 


Į would do it cveragain; butis thata reason why 
kd 
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you should increase it? Is that a reason why 
you should multiply the number and increase the 
weightof the burdens that you lay upon the com- 
munity? Because you have done it in one in- 
stance, are you therefore to continue to do it? 
The answer is precisely as I gave it. 

There is another question that arises about it. 
They might deposit specie. We might say to 
them, if you deposit specie to the amount of 
thirty-three and a third per cent. you may issue 
your bills; but we say to them, instead of requir- 
Ing specie we will take the next best thing, and 
that is the amount in the bonds of the United 
States; but we do not say, because they choose 
to use United States bonds for purposes of that 
description and deposit them as security, and we 
allow them to do it, instead of specie, when we 
grant all these privileges, that therefore the States 
shall lose their power of taxing the stock of the 
banks which they have always had and which 
they ought to have. Otherwise, you will make 
a distinction between rich and poor—not pre- 
cisely to that extent, but substantially that— 
which F tell you the people will not be willing to 
stand and that willtrot be just in itself. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from Maine 
dwells largely upon practical business knowl-« 
edge, and he seems to sneer at practical business 
knowledge. I tell that Senator that if he hada 
litle more of it on his committee it would be bet- 
ter for his committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Undoubtedly. I agree 
to that. We made a great mistake in not having 
the Senator from Michigan upon it; but we get 
‘along very well notwithstanding, 

„Mr. CHANDLER. 1l have nothing to say 
about that.. The Senator from Michigan can stand 
upon his own merits. f 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I believe he is the only 
Senator who boasts of having a practical knowl- 
edge every time he addresses the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maine 
has lectured this body about enough, not only on 

. practical knowledge, but about its business and 
general conduct, . For my part I have got about 
enough of his lecturing, and I will thank him to 
lecture somebody else next time. 

This proposition might be amended by strik- 
ing out all of the proviso from the fifty-seventh to 
the sixty-sixth lines, and inserting substantially 
the proviso which is the last clause of the matter 
proposed to be stricken out: 

Provided, That no State tax shall be imposed on any 
part of the capital stock of such association invested in the | 
pande of the United States deposited as security for its cir- 
enhauon, 


if that could be inserted between the fifty- 
seventh and sixty-sixth lines of the amendment | 
of the committee in place of what is there, it would 
improve it somewhat; but still | consider the 
original bill very much preferable in every re- 
spect, even tothe amendment, if it should be thus 
amended. 

The Senator says that when we exempted these 
bonds from local taxation we did it under a press- 
ing, immediate necessity; we wanted money and 
must have it, that he voted for it, and should do 
the same thing again under the same emergency. 
I wish to ask the Senator if that emergency has 
passed away? Are we so rich, are our bonds 
in so much demand, is money so abundant that 
we are not now in pressing want of money? Is 
it not for the Interest of the Government, for the 
interest of the ‘Treasury, that we should bold out 
every possible inducement not only to the people 
butto banking institutions and to everybody else 
to come forward and subscribe to our loans?” Our | 
expenditures are enormous; we have thrown out 
vast amounts of Treasury notes; the local bank 
circulation has been greatly increased; and now 
the Senator from Maine says the emergency has 
passed away. Why, sir, the cmergency is just 
upon us. š 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator from Maine 
gaid no such thing. 

‘Mr. CHANDLER. Well, he intimated it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Notatall. H 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The emergency is upon 
us now. There never was a time when it was 
more incumbent on usto hold out every conceiv- 


able inducement ‘not only to the people but to the 
banks and everybody to come forward and sus- 


tain the Government financially in this her press-. 


ing hour of need. ‘The Committee on Finance- 
propose a measure which will absolutely exclude 
all banking institutions from touching a single 
one of your bends, although we have inserted 
a proposition to bring in one bank with its vast 
influence of $10,000,000 to induce it to take your 
bonds. I voted for that measure for this reason: 
1 was in favor of taking in the Bank of Commerce 
because the Bank of Commerce, in its relations 
to the money centers of this continent, occupies 
much the same position that the house of Roths- 
child does to the continent of Europe. What- 
ever that bank does islooked upon by all moneyed 
centers as about right. Their influence is pro- 
digious, and therefore [ voted almost to bring in 
the Bank of Commerce by name; but now you 
propose, if the Bank of Commerce and all other 
banks shall come in, & measure of taxation that 
will absolutely prohibit them from investing a 
single dollar in your bonds. ; 

Í hope that the original bill just as it came to 
us from the House of Representatives in this 
respect will pass, and that this amendment will 
be rejected. As } said before, T believe that if it 
is adopted it will absolutely kill the whole bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. I will not undertake to say 
that the proposition of the Senator from Michi- 
gan is practical in the ordinary sense of the term, 
fam sure it is patriotic; and whatever is patriotic 
now, at this crisis of our country, contains the 
best clements of the practical. : : 

It is very evident on the face of it, sir, that if 
you follow the proposition of the committee you 
are going to planta difference and discord among 
these different banks as you establish them over 
the country. They will all be under different 
conditions, according to the systems of taxation 
where they happen to be, instead of being under 
one uniform condition every where throughout the 
country. 

Now, sir, what are we scecking? [ believe it 
is uniformity. Itis a uniform system, that shall 
be substantially the same in Washington, in New 
York, in Boston, and in Chicago. But the com- 
mittee propose to give us a system that will be 
different in every State. Why will it be different? 
Because everywhere it will come under all the 
complications and differences of taxation in the 
different States; and then again the different mu- 
nicipalities of the States. tt has already been 
stated that there are great differencesin municipal 


taxes in different parts of the country; we all- 


know it; and yet this new banking system is to 
be brought under these conditions. What must 
be the consequence? ‘That in one State the tempt- 
ation to embark in this new system will have 
one degrce of force, and in another State another 
degree of force; and then again, that it will have 
different degrees of force in different parts of the 
same State, 

Now, | submit that in arranging this great in- 
stitution we ought not to subject it to any such 
conditions. We ought, so far as possible, to se- 
cure uniformity forit in every part of the coun- 
try; so that the tax it shall pay in one part of 
the country shall not differ from the tax it shall 
pay in every other part of the country, That 
seems to me a general principle which is applica- 
ble in this case. 1 do not see how Senators can 
getaway trom it. Ido not see how Senators can 
be willing at this moment to insert in a bill like 
this a proposition which is going to subject the 
property of these banks in one part of the coun- 
try to one condition, and in another part of the 
country to another condition. I*say, therefore, 
the proposition of the committee is contrary to 
the principle of uniformity which we ought to 


tury to establish in organizing thisgreat institution; | 


and when I say this 1 say enough te call the prop- 
osition in question. Not that i scek any ideal 
uniformity; but { confess that [do seek that prac- 


H 


TR Serims.....No. H8, 


‘tical uniformity which will give: to this system: 
its greatest efficiency. Lam unwilling to-see this. 
system start only-to limp through: the country, 
and find itself at each step subject. to some new 
burden. ` Sir, I do not think this. would be prac- 
tical. : ; “ 
Bat I go further.. I began by saying that the 
proposition of the Senator from Michigan hadin 
itself that. practical character: which is found in 
patriotism; and that is the idea which. would, 
if L-could, impress upon the Senate. ;We are at 
this moment trying to render. aw important ser- 
vice to the country, to place its currency. on sper 
manent foundation, one which shall give strength 
to its finances, and enable the Republic to go 
triumphant through all its perils.: Under these 
circumstances there is no. sacrifice that Senators 
ought not. to: be ready to: make personally, and 
there is no ‘sacrifice that they. ought not to be 
ready to make in behalf of those they represent 
on this floor. F represent a large and acsensi- 
tive constituency; but I have nohesitation in say- 
ing for them that the system we are now about 
to establish shall be established in:that way that 
shall be most useful, 30 as to serve the great ends 
of the country without regard to local interests. 
L-believe those great ends will be best served: by 
making the institution strong, and particularly 
by placing it above all chance of criticism, im- 


| peachment, or question from State legislation, so 


that no State taxation can interfere m any way: 
with its solidity, with the uniformity of its oper- 
ation, or with its completest efficiency. If [ err 
in this conclusion Herr on the side of my country, 
and in a patriotic purpose. Bat, sir, when | con- 
sider the demands which arc now made upon us, 
whether as individuals or as Senators, and then, 
again, the demands which are made upon our 
States, [ am sare I cannot err, This is not the 
time to think of anything. less than our whole 
country. oy Te a ea a 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question of taxation 
has given me more embarrassment in deciding 
upon my own personal course upon this bill than 
any other thing connected with it. ` The House 
bill provides: ~ i 

And nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent the 
taxation by States of the capital stock of banks organized 
under this act, the same as the property of other moneyed 
corporations, for State or wunici pu 3 burno State 
shall iippose any tax upon such associations, or toeireapital, 
circulation, dividends, or business, at a higher rate of tax- 
ation than shall be imposed by such State apon the sane 
amount of moneyed capital in the hands of individual-citi- 
zens of such State. i . 

The proviso attached seems to me entirely in- 
consistent with that clause of the section, -Lt is 
as follows: f 

Provided, ‘Phat no State tax shall be imposed on any 
part of the capital stock of such association invested in the 
bonds of the United States deposited as security for its 
circulation, 

The proviso is inconsistent with the body of 
thesection. It wasundoubtedly adopted asa kind 
of rider to defeat the object of the section. It 
would be impossible to construe the section as it 
was sent to us by the House of Representatives. 

There is another objection to the section of the 
House bill. There is no tax in the bill levied 
upon these banks. | It is indisperiBuble that these 
banks should pay not only the expense of man- 
aging them, but should pay a libéral tax to the 
Government of the United States. Ido not wish 
to screen them from taxes, however friendly I 
may be to this system. I wish to impose upon 
them severe burdens of taxation. The House bill 
is therefore defective in this, that it provides no 
system of taxation upon these banks, but leaves 
them entirely exempt from taxes, ‘All the refer- 
ence there was to taxation in the bill as it was 
sent to us was a section which allowed to the 
States and cities the power ta tax; and yeta pro- 
vision connected ‘with it defeated the power of 
taxation. ¢ 

The amendment of the Committee 6n Finance 
contains several very valuable provisions. ‘The 
first clauses provide for atax upon the circula- 
tion, upon the deposits, and upon the capital of 
these banks: one per cent, on circulation; one per 
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cént. on capital in excess of circulation; and one 
nalf ofone percent. upon deposits. In my judg- 
ment itis too small. These banks ought tu bear 
a taxation equal to two per cent. on their circula- 
tion and two percent, on their excess of capital, 
and {think nearly as much on deposits, so. as to 
reach the city banks, where the deposits are really 
the circulation, ¢ The. rate of taxation, then, fixed 
by the.Committee on Finance is too small if that 
wae all that:was to be assessed upon them. 

On, the ‘other hand, the proviso added by the 
Committee on Finance does not meet with my 


concurrence. expressed my dissent from it in 


approaching its: fair value. 


committee, and | am bound to doit here. I ob- 
ject to.it, because in stead of creating uniformity 
itowill:create diversity. 
some communities, the tax will be one per cent.; 
in other communities’it will be two per cent. In 
someStates, like Michigan @nd in the far West 
where: the rate of taxation is very high on landed 
estate, the rate of taxation will be so great as to 
prevent. these banks from coming into operation. 
In the new States, where the land is valued at 
about one third of its value, for instance in the 
State of lowa, where the land is put on the tax- 
duplicate at perhaps one third of its valuation, and 
the same is true of many of the western States 

Mr. GRIMES. l do not know where that 
land isin lowa, Í ama tax payer in several 
counties of that State, and I have never yet found 
that | owned any property in any county. where 
it was assessed at one third of its valuation. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the Senator would 
not like to sell his property at the valuation put 
upon itin the tax-duplicate. 

Mr, GRIMES. | shall be obliged to the Sen- 
ator if he will furnish me with a purchaser at its 
assessed value, 

Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate, we know that 
land on a tax-duplicate is not usually assessed 
“at its full value, or even its fair value, or even 
If you require that 
the bank capital on the tax-duplicate in these 
new States shall be assessed at its full value you 
will have an unequal amount of taxation upon 
bank capital, Nor is thisall, We look very much 
to this matter as ilaffects our own States, ‘These 
banks are all located in cities and in towns where 
the rate of:taxation is almost double what it is in 
the country. There is scarcely a city in the 
State in which I live wliere the municipal tax is 
not equal to theState tax,and as these banks are 
all located in the cities, you compel them to as- 
sist: in. paving the streets and in lighting ‘the 
streets, You levy on them all these local taxes 
which are assessed for the benefit only of the 
real estate, and you prescribe a rate of taxation 
that is diversified in almost every community 
and every town of every State. 

There are objections to the aystem of taxation 
proposed. We call this a nadonal institution. 
We think these banking associations essential to 
maintain the national credit. ‘They are agents of 
the national Government. They are only justi- 
fied as agents of the national Government to pro- 
teet the national credit, Itseems to me that while 
they ought to bear their full value of taxation, 
that taxation ought to inure to the benefit of the 
General Government. If you leave them to all 
this diversified local taxation, or to encounter lo- 
cal prejudices, because moneyed capital always 
does encounter local prejudices, | believe you will 
bring them within the declaration made by Chief 
Justice Marshall, that ‘*the power to tax is the 
power to destroy.” You may enable local com- 
munities and local corporations and States to de- 
stroy what you regard and what you organize as 
a national agent for the protection of the national 
gredit, 

j am bound to say to the Senator from Michi- 
gan, however, that it seems to me it would be far 
wiser and, far better for us to adopt the amend- 
ment of the Couimittee on Finance than to take 
the bill as sent to us by the House of Represent- 
atives. His object will be accomplished by strik- 
ing outthe first proviso of the committee ’s amend- 
ment; and in case that was done E should be 


willing to vote for any reasonable tax upon these | 


banks—I do pot care if it is two or three per 


geut.—eand feave the whale to inure for the ben- ! 


efit of the national Government. 
I know that the si 
ments; know that if we r 
gapital from taxation by Joc: 


ve this banking 
ub aug State authori- 


| ties, it will tend to make them unpopular, I de- 
| Sire to see this system not only successful but 
| popular, and perhaps the withdrawai of so much 
i actual capital from local taxation will tend to 
|| make them unpopular. I: seems to me, however, 
| that if we impose upon them a large tax inaring 
l| to.the benefit of the General Government, and 


l t 


In the State of Ohio, in | 


pject is full of embarrass- | 


i 


| slitutions. 


pledge the proceeds of that tax to the payment of 


the interest and principal of the national debt, we}; 


meet that popular clamor, and it-is the only way; 
we can meet it. I sha!l therefore be willing to put; 
a tax of two per cent. on circulation and one per: 
cent. on deposits, which will be equal to a tax of 
three per cent. on the’ circulation of the banks; 
The me 
and the tax-on circulation wiil reach the country 
banks. ` nS 

Mr. GRIMES. One per cent. on deposits? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Yex,sir. [thinkthe banks 
in the cities can very well bear that without any 
great trouble. They pay generally four or five 
per cent. interest for their deposits, and if instead 
of four or five per cent. they should pay three or 
four, aS a matter of course it will very easily be 
made up. This would yield a very large sum 
if the full amount of the circulation authorized 
under this act should be issued. We authorize 
the issue of $300,000,000, and two per cent. on 
that would be $6,000,000. The deposits might be 


safely estimated as at least equal or double the | 


circulation, They are at least equalin the coun- 
try banks and generally double or treble in the 
cities; and a taxof one per cent. on them would 
yield $3,000,000 more. Then a tax on the excess 
of capital over circulation, because many. of the 
city banks have more capital than circulation, 
would yicld a considerable sum; making alto- 
gether a very large sam of money, which would 
tend very much to strengthen the national Gov- 
ernment. It would be a sure ‘and certain fund, 
and it would plaice these banks under a heavy 
burden of taxation, aud yet under an equal and 
uniform taxation throughout the country, not 
varying in the different portions of the country. 

If a proposition is made to amend the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance in that par- 
ticular I shall vote for it. [fit should be losf, I 
beg the Senator from Michigan: not to consider 
the bill as defeated; because even if you subject 
these banks to local and municipal taxation, if 
the Senate should, contrary to my judgment, 
compel the stockholders-of these banks to have 
their names inserted in the tax-duplicates, and be 
subject to all the multiform State and local tax- 
ation, still. desire to see the bill pass, believing 
that in time Congress may correct it when the 
evil is felt. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to state that if 
the effect of the adoption of the amendment of 
fered by the Senator from Maine be as supposed 
by the Senator from Michigan 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator will under- 
stand it is not my amendment; itis the amend- 


| ment of the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Offered by the Senator? 

Mr. FESSENDEWN. No, sir; it is an amend- 
ment reported from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, the Senator is the 
organ through which it comes. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
it than any other member of the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. l was simply goiag to 
say that if the effect of the amendmentas it came 
from the committee, and offered by the Senator 
from Maine, be as supposed by the Senator from 
Michigan, F for one shall not on that account ob- 
ect to its adoption. If it be to prevent the organ- 
zation of any more banks under the provisions 


| of this bill, | certainly, for that reason alone, 
would give it my support, 


Bat, sir, I do not bold 
that that will be the effect of the adoption of the 


: amendment. 
© Lam very much astonished at theopinionsand | 
‘views of some gentlemen in regard to these in- || 
We have heard a great deal said at | 
various times in the history of the Government | 


in regard to pet institutions; but it really scems 


tutions, | do net know what we are at. We 
adopted an amendment to the bill a short time 


ago, permitting one of the large moneyed corpo- | 


rations of the country to come in without che lig 


bilities that we impose upon others, giving that j 
If we do that in i 


preference to one instituuon, 


on deposits will reach the city banks, . 


I have no more to do with | 
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| destroy the bill. 


one case, why not excuse another and another, 
until finally the idea of individual liability is en- 
tirely destroyed? Why not say that the direct- 
ors themselves shall not be liable for any mis- 
management of theirs, or that the stockholders 
sbalil not be-liable for any mismanagement? 
Here now is another proposition, and really 
to my mind avery alarmingone, 1 do not know 
to what extent this thing will go, [cannot tell. 
i do not know where will be the end of it. The 
proposition now is to exempt the capital of these 
banks from State taxation, from. municipal tax- 
ation, from county taxation, and to leave them 
without comparatively any taxation on the part 
of the United States. Ht really seems to me that 
we are making them pet instituttons indeed. 
What good are they to accomplish? What 
good are they doing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury atthe present ume? If they enable him to 
sell the bonds of the United States, it is because 
of the fact that this system gives to the purchasers 
of those bonds greater facilities than they would 
have in the mere enjoyment of the interest from 
those bonds. Individuals when they purchase 
those bonds are allowed to make them a basis 
upon which to issue a circulating medium. When 
they put the notes of their banks in circulation do 
they not clog the very operations of the Treas- 
ury? Dothey not produce the difficulty of which 
the Senator now complains, and that is that the 
currency is redundant; thatit isin his way; that 
he has too much of it? The State banks of the 


loyal States have not execeding one hundred and 


sixty or one hundred and seventy million in cir- 
culation, while the Secretaty of the Treasury has 
in circulation at Jeast six hundred and ninety mil- 
lion or somewhere in that neighborhood; and yet 
lL understand the Secretary to complain that that 
circulation of the State banks is in his way, and 
that he must get rid of it. Why, in the name of 
conscience, when individuals getthese notes which 
the Comptroller of the Treasury will furnish to 
them, on their depositing with him a certain 
amount of United States bonds, do they not put 
them in circulation, and is not the very difficulty 
of which we want to get ridagain put in our way? 

Then, sir, if it is essential in the operations of 
the financial affairs of the Government, why not 
permit the Secretary of the Treasury to go on 
and issue legal-tender notes? Why shall we 
rob the Government of that amount of interest 
when we may suffer the Government to use cir- 
culating notes without interest and thus save to 
the Government that interest at such a time as this, 
when it is necessary to save every dollar that we 
possibly can in the operations of the Government? 
We gain nothing by it, The Government does 
not realize anything from this bill, Inasmuch as 
some banks are already in operation under this 
system, I should be perfectly willing to leave them 
in operation and to take the injury that may be 
inflicted upon us in the fature by these small banks 
loeated at various and distant parts of the country, 
the circulation of which, as the bill now provides, 
is to be made redeemable at certain points; but 
heretofore they have only been redeemable atthe 
places of issue, producing no uniformity as con- 
templated by the bill, , Inthe future, when peace 
comes, we shall see that this will not do as a cir- 
culating medium. {am satisfied of it, We had 
infinitely better have legal-tender notes, in my 
judgment. If these notes are worth anything, 
the Icgal-tender votes are worth just as much; 
because the only basis of the notes of these na- 
tional banks in order to make them good is the 
bond of the Government at last. 

What isthe objection of the Senator from Mich- 
igan? He says that if the amendment of the 
Commitice on Finance to enable the States to tax 
the capital stock of these banks is adopted, it will 
If that will destroy the bill it 
had better be destroyed, and the sooñer it is de- 
stroyed the-better. Why, sir, one half of the 
surplus capital of various States of this Union 
might be put into those banks, You allow them 


a capital of $300,00U,000 in the aggregate. Why 


Í i| -eould not the entire surplus capital of the State of 
to me that if we are not now petting these insti | 


Delaware be put into these banks? Why could 
nothalfithe capital of the State of Rhode Island or 
the State of Connecticut be put into these banks? 
tt could be done very easily. Half the capial 
of my State could be put in them. When this 
large amountof property is taken from those ave- 
nues of business where itis now taxed, not only 
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he ¥ : 3 
by the State but by cities and counties, and in- | 


vested in banking under this bill, the proposition 
is that it shall be entirely sequestrated and set 
apart and shall no longer be subject to the reve- 
nue laws of the different States. , 
“Mx. President, to me the proposition is alarm- 

ing. If we say now thet we will exempt from in- 
dividual lability certain banks, at the next scs- 
sion we may exempt others, and at the succeed- 
ing session others, and we shall go ont adding other 
exemptions and other privileges. If we can now 
say, in order to induce capital to come in, that the 
States shall not tax, why at the next session may 
we not say, in order to induce otheys to come in, 
that we will remove the tax imposed bythe Fed- 
eral Government, and why not other exemptions 
and other benefits conferred on them, until finally 
we grant them all the privileges they may demand ? 

Lam in favor of the proposition of the Commit- 
tee on Finance, and hope that it may be adopted: 
in the first place, that it may have the effect of de- 
feating the bill; and inthe second place, whether 
it defeat it or not, it is mere justice and ought to 
be adopted. 

Mr. COLLAMER, 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned, 


I move that the Senate do 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
_ Tuespay, April 26, 1864. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Cuannine. ` 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

NORTHEASTERN DEFENSES. 

The SPEAKER announced the following se- 
lect committee ordered yesterday on the defenses 
of the northeastern frontier: 
Maine, Attey, Cox, Hares, Parrerson, Ran- 
FORD, and Driges, 

CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 

The SPEAKER stated the first business in or- 
der to be the consideration of Flouse bill No. 421, 
to pay in part for the published debates of Con- 
gress, and for other purposes, which“was-post- 

oned to this day. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and before the question is taken, I move that all 
debate on the pending section of the tax bill be 
closed in one minute after its consideration shall 
be resumed. 


Mr. A. W. CLARK. What will be the con- | 


dition of the bill in reference to the Congressional 
Globe if it now goes over? 

The SPEAKER, It will come up among the 

reports of committees undisposed of in accord- 
“ance with its date. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is suggested there are 
some amendments to be offered which may re- 
quire debate, and I therefore withdraw the motion 
to close debate. I insist on my motion to go into 
committee, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasusurne, of Illinois, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of 


THE TAX BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN stated the pending amend- 
ment, moved by Mr. J. C. ALLEN, to be as fol- 
lows: strike out ‘*two and a half of one,” and 
in lieu thereof insert “four” so that it will read: 

Provided, That upon such gains, profits, or income which 
shalh-be derived from interest upon notes, bonds, or secu- 
ritics of the United States, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid a duty of four per cent. only, anything in this act 
to the contrary notwithstanding. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I move to strike out the en- 
tire proviso, aud in licu thereof to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

That income derived from iuterest an bonds, notes, and 


other securities of the United States shall be included in 
estimating incomes under this section. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. [think that we ought 
to be allowed to go back and again take the vote 
on striking out that proviso. T'he vote was taken 
yesterday when the House was thin. 

Mr. HOLMAN, it might have been better 
and more simple in form to strike out {hat pro- 


Messrs. Rice of 


viso; but inasmuch as that motion was made and 
defeated, this seems to be the only mode of get- 
ting abit. — - £ 

Mr. MORRILL, Does the gentleman from 
Indiana desire to check the investment now going 
on in the bonds of the United States? ` 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then the 
not to move the amendment, 

. Mr. HOLMAN. Bat I want the interest.re- 
ceived on those bonds, payable as it is to the 
holder, tó be estimated inthe incomes. If we do 
not do that, we will withdraw from taxation. for 
general purposes millions and millions of dollars. 

Mr. STEVENS. Irise to a question of order. 
Lunderstand that the motion has already been 
made to strike out the proviso and defeat it. 

- The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana is in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My proposition is a substi- 
tute for the proviso. I trust that no gentleman 
will misapprebend the point of my amendment. 
It is not to tax these bonds; that question is not 
before the Houge. The question 1s whether the 
interest received on those bonds shall be regarded 
as a portion of income of the citizen for the pur- 
pose of taxation. Asitis the citizen may with- 
‘draw his whole estate from taxation by invest- 
ment in these bonds. The injustice is manifest. 
It is better for the country to pay seven, cight, or 
nine per cent. Interest for money to carry on this 
war than to withdraw these securilies in every 
shape and form from taxation, 

Mr. PIKE. This proposition, I will say, if 
carried, will place this tax in the same condition 
as the income tax of Great Britain. During the 
wars of Nopoleon, when, from the year 1803 up 
to the close’of the wars— 

Mr. MORRILL. I rise to a point of order. 
The gentleman from Maine cannot get up and 
argue in favor of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana while pretending to oppose it. 

‘The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains: the 
point of order. ; 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I oppose'the amend- 
ment pro forma. ` 

Mr. PIKE. Now, i moveto amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana by striking 
out some part of ite >- È 

Mr. MORRILL. Theamendment to strike out 
something and insert nothiug has been tried over 
and over again, and therefore it isnot in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. ; 

Mr. PIKE. The amendmentof the gentleman 
from Indiana is to include the proceeds of invest- 
ments in the national debt. I move to amend so 
that three fourths of the interest on the public 
debt shall be included, instead of the whole. 

If this amendment is carried we shall place this 
matter in the same condition that the income tax 
of Great Britain was from 1803 until the close of 
the Napoleonic wars, when they assessed the in- 
come tax originally five per cent., and finally ten 
per cent., making no deduction from the income 
derived from the national debt. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 rise to a point of order. 
My friend from Maine is not, I insist, either ar- 
guing against the amendment of the gendeman 
from Indiana or in favor of his own amendment. 
` The CHAIRMAN: ‘The gentleman has the 
floor to oppose the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana. i 

Mr. PIKE. I offered an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the gentleman will 
speak to his amendment. 

Mr. PIKE. ‘Thatis whatlamdoing. I wish 
to say still further, that the average municipal 
taxes assessed in this country, which the law au- 
thorizing the issue of bonds exempts the holder 
of bonds from paying, amounts to about twenty- 
five per cent. of the income derived from United 
States bonds. The income from national bonds 
is six per cent., to say nothing of the increase 
arising out of the depreciation of currency. Now, 
the average of municipal taxation in this country 
is at least one and a half per cent. That one 
and a half per cent. the bolder of these bonds is 
exempt from paying. AH over the country we 
find at the spring assessments men of wealth 
drawing out their national bonds and presenting 
them to our over-taxed municipalities, and say- 
ing to the assessors that those bonds are exempt. 


gentleman ought 
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It isa matter-of contract with them, and we:-can- 
not escape from it; but itis not a. matter of con- 
tract to exempt them from paying their Share of 
the income tax... Now, all these small localities 
are very greatly in debt on account of thisowar. 
This national stock is the- best property in, this 
country; and, as a matter ofcourse, the wealthi- 
est men of the country, as they always aggregate 
to themselves the best property, are gathering in 
these national bonds. As we caniot reverse our 
action, | hope the House will take ‘no fartherac- 
tion in that direction. But we must continue to 
exempt the bonds from municipal taxation. 

{Here the hammer fell.] s a . 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN: I rise to oppose. the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine. Tam 
opposed to the amendment which he proposes to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 
I think we ought to tax the income derived. from 
these bonds in the same manner aswe tax in- 
comes derived from any other source. We ims 
pose this burden upon those who derive their 
income from all other sources, and there is no 
reason why those who derive. an income from 
this source should be exempt. You may. look 
through this bill, and you will find no other-tax 
imposed which is not ultimately throw back 
upon the consumer, The manufacturer charges 
the tax which he has to 'pay upon his customers; 
the merchant charges the tax he has to pay apon 
his income. upon his customers; the butcher 
charges the tax he has to pay upon his custom- 
ers; and so it is with every other species of tax 
contained in the bill but this, 

But when youcome to tax capitalists who can- 
not come back upon anybody behind them, you 
propose to exempt them, This is wrong in prin- 
ciple, Mon who invest largely in the bonds of 
the Government, men who are protected by high 
tariffs, and who have it in their power to avoid 
the pressure of taxation upon their manufactures, 
are thus permitted to relieve themselves from the 
burdens of taxation in this regard, As [ re- 
marked yesterday, it will not be conducive to the 
welfare of the Government, for every other spe- 
cies of taxation in this bill enables the party taxed 
to go back upon the consumer, directly or indi- 
rectly, and relieve himself from this burden. 

But when you undertake to tax the capital in 
the-hands of bondholders, where it is impossible 
for them to come back on the consumers, and 
thus relieve themselves from the burden, then 
gentlemen say that you must not tax them be- 
cause you will destroy investments in the bonds 
of the Government, [ tell you there is nothing 
in that argument. These gentlemen invest b 
thousands and millions in the bonds of the Gov- 
ernment, believing them to be the best securities 
they can get, and it is proposed now to relieve 
them from taxation on their Investment, and to 
cast the whole burden on the sweat and toil of the 
country. s 

The amendment to the amendment was. dis- 
agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Houman’s 
amendment; and being taken, it was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I offer the 
following as an additional proviso to section one 
hundred and fourteen: 

And provided further, That net profits realized by sales 
made since the passage of the ucts to which this is supple- 
mentary, Upon investineuts nade prior thereto, shall uot 
be chargeable ag income, nor shall losses sustained hy in- 
vestmeuts similarly made bededucted from the income of 
the year in which they are ascertained. 

That proviso is offered to remedy an error 
which, J take it, the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue has made in the construction of the ex- 
isting law. [send to the Clerk’s desk a letter of 
the Commissioner, addressed to myself, which: 
explains the mauer fully. D 

rp 4 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Trrasuey DEPARTNENZ, 
Orrice oF INTERNAL REVENUE, 
WASIUNGTON, March 9, 1864, 

Sin: Your letter of the Tth instant has beeu reecived M 
closing a letter from ——., and in reply E will say that where 
property was bought some years ayo and is naw sold, the 
profit arising from sneh saje myst be rerurned as income 
for the year during which the sale was nade. 

Where property tas been wuproductive, interest on the 
purchase money from time oF purchase NH sale, together 


with the taxes paid, will be properly added to the purchase 


money, ang the sum deducted Irom ihe price at which the 
nade. ‘Phe difference will be the profit and tax- 
able neome, - : 

Where property hag been euflicicntly prodyetiveto pay 
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interest and taxes, the difference between the price at 
which the property was bought and that at which it was 
sold will be the sum chargeable as income. 

When improvements have been made their cost will be 
considered as so much added to the sum invested in the 
purchase. : i 

The question imali such cases is what gains have been 
realized by the transaction. 

‘The same generat principles apply to gains or profits đe- 
rived from the purchase and sale of stocks and securities. 

Very respectiully, JOSEPH T. LEWIS, 

. Commissioner. 
Hon. Pane Jonsson, Easton, Pennsylvania, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. That letter 
was in answer to one inquiring whether where 
real estate bought twenty years ago, and having 
advanced in price, was sold in 1863, the difference 


between the price originally paid and that received | 


could be properly charged as income for the cur- 
rent year; and, as the House will see, the Com- 
missioner made a decision to that effect. 

Mr. MORRILL. [ suggest to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the subject to which he 
is calling the attention ofthe committee bad bet- 
ter be considered in the next section, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Ihave ex- 
amined this subject, and | made up my mind that 
the amendment ought tocome in here. I amnot 
particular about it, however, aud will withdraw 
the amendment for the present. 

Mr. FRANK. I move to amend the one hun- 
dred and fourteenth section by striking out in 
lines ten, cleven, and twelve the words “a duty 
of five per cent. upon the amount of excess above 
$600,” and inserting, in lieu thereof, the follow- 
ing: 

A duty of five per cent. on the exeess over $600; a duty 
of seven and one half of one per cent. per annum on the 
excess over $10,000" and not exceeding $25,000; and a 
duty of ten per cent. on the excess uver S2Q0U0, 

The Committce of Ways and Means have re- 
ported a tax of five per cent. on all- incomes above 
$600. This amendment increases the tax where 
the income exceeds $10,000. I offer the amend- 
ment because I think it is just, right, and proper 
that those having alarger amountof income shall 
pay a larger amount of tax. | believe, with the 
Secretary of the Treasury, that the larger tax 
we pay at this time the safer we are and the better 
will be the securities of the Government. We 
are all interested in increasing the amount of tax- 
ation. 

It will be said,and has been said by those who 
are opposed to a change in this tax on incomes, 
that a proposition of this kind is unconstitutional, 
because the Constitution says that taxation shall 


be uniform throughout the United States. It 
seems to me that that is no argument at all. It 


is said further that itis wrong to have two sys- 
tems of taxation, and that the tax on incomes 
should be uniform. I do not see how any mem- 
ber of the Committee of Ways and Means, who 


have reported this bill, can adduce such an argu- | 


ment as that. They have made discriminations 


irseveral instances In this bill in the rates of tax- | 


ation. ‘Chey impose no tax upon the retail dealer 
who sells goods to an amount less than $1,000, 
while the dealer who sells to an amount over 
$4,000 must pay a license. On tailors and other 
manufacturers for. customers, less than $600 they 
do not tax: over that they tax three per cent. In 
this very bil and in this very section they ex- 
clude all under $600, making a vast difference in 
the matter, Ou adyertisements in newspapers 
less in amount than $1,000 there is no tax; above 
that there is a tax. So on newspapers; on those 
less than two thousand circulation there is no tax; 
above that there is a tax. So in other places the 
committee have madea discrimination, The gen- 
Hemen, therefore, are answered out of their own 
mouths, 

Mr. GANSQON. 1 would inquire of my col- 
league whethe? the amendment is so drawn as to 
put the additional tax upon the excess? 
© Mr. FRANK, kis intended to be go, 

Mr. GANSON. [call the attention of my col- 


league to the language go that he may secure that 
object. If that be generaily understood in the 


House it will remove much of the opposition to 
the amendment. 3 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. FRANK, 1 think that that is as plain as 
language can make it. 

Mr, GANSON. [think that the object is se- 
cared by the gentleman’s amendment. 


Mr FRANK, 1 will explain. 


| sylvania call it punishing the rich men to make 


| forma. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has 
expired. i 

Mr. STEVENS. [t seems to me that itis a 
strange way to punish men because they are rich. 
ido not know but that there ought to be an in- 
dictment against every man who ventures to go 
above $600income. If he goes above $10,000 the 
duty should be increased from ten to twenty per 
cent.; over $50,000 thirty per cent.; over $100,000 
sixty per cent., and over $1,000,000 we should 
take all. If any man dare go above a certain 
amount, more than I am worth or any other mem- 


ber, then we should take it all. 
Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman from Penn- 


them pay their share of the burdens of taxation, 


or does he think that the poor should pay the 
taxes for the rich? 

Mr. STEVENS. The rich man pays five per 
cent. upon all of his income, upon his gains and 


profits. The rich man pays according to his 
wealth. IJfhe is made to increase the tax accord- 
ing to his wealth, itisa punishment. 

Mr. FRANK. Have not the Committee of 
Ways and Means adopted the same principle? 

Mr. STEVENS. We have made no distinc- 
tion between one man and another because one 
is richer than another. That is right and just. 
We do notobject to that. If youtaxa man who 
receives $1,000,000 income five per cent., you tax 
him upon the same principle that you tax the man 
who receives $10,000 of income. When you tax 
him upon every $500 increasé, you tax him upon 
another principle. {tamounts,at last, to nothing 
more than a punishment of the rich man because 
he is rich. 

Mr. GANSON. Let me ask the gentleman a 
question, ts not the same principle in the exist- 
ing law? Is not the tax three per cent. up to 
$10,000, and five per cent. beyond that? 

Mr. STEVENS. Ido not recollect. The com- 
miuce were of the opinion that the principle was 
a vicious one. I think the principle of taxing a 
man worth $20,000 more in proportion to his 
wealth is an unjust one, {£ have no interest in it 
myself. I have no reason to believe that it will 
hurt me; but { sce no reason why a man should 
be punished in this way because he is rich. If 
he is worth over a million dollars we might as 
well provide that the Government shall take the 
surplus. 

Mr. WILSON. J move an amendment pro 
I do it for the purpose of showing what 
the present Jaw upon this subject is. he old 
law reads as follows: - 

“Sec. 90, And be it further enacted, ‘That there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid anuually, upon the annual gains, 
profits, or income of every persou residing in the United } 
States, whether derived from any kind of property, rents, 
interest, dividends, salaries, or trom any profession, trade, 
employment, or vocation, carried on in the United States 
orel vhere, or from any otler souree whatever, except 
as hercinafter mentioned, if such aunual gains, profits, or 
income exceed the swn of S600 and do not exceed the sum 
of 310,000, a duty of three per cent. on the amount of such 
annual gains, profits, or income over and above the said 
sum of $600; if said income execeds the sum of $10,000 
a duty of five per cent. upon the amount tlercof exceeding 
$600; and upon the annual gains, profits, or income, rents, 
and dividends accruing upon any property, securities, and 
stocks owned in the United States by any citizen of the 
United States residing abroad, except as hereinafter men- 
tioned, and not in the employment of the Government of 
the United States, there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
a duty of five per cent.” g 

Now, | very well remember that the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means were just as tenaciously 
in favor of that section during tlie lust Congress 
as they now are in favor of the section which 
they have now reported. 

Mr. DAWES. The committee originally re- 
ported a proposition precisely like that which the 
gentleman from Maine has just offered. They 
were going to punish the rich men then, but not 
quite as badly. 

Mr. WILSON. [think the committee have 
been growing worse instead of better. 

Mr. HOOPER. That bill was passed in the 
House with a provision making the tax three per 
cent. The additional tax was put on in the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. The proposition reported by 
the Committee of Ways and Means was almost | 
exactly like the one just offered by the gentleman : 
from New York. 

Mr. PIKE. The House sent the bill to the 
Senate with seven and a half per cent. tax. 

Mr. WILSON. The billsentto the Senate was 


almost in the forn of the amendment offered by i 


of Ways and Means has been getting worse. J 
hope the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York will be adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL. No one doubts our constitu- 
tional power to levy this tax, and the question ig 
one merely of policy in relation to revenue. Ex- 
perience under the provisions of the old act on 
this subject shows that people who are taxed un- 
equally on their incomes regard themselves as 
being unjustly treated ,and seek all manner of ways 
and means to evade it. This inequality isin fact no 
less than a confiscation of property, because one 
man happens to have a litle more money than 
another, The Committee of Ways and Means, 
in order to obtain the largest amount of revenue 
from this source, concluded to recommend the 
raising the entire income tax to five percent. I 
think that will be more satisfactory to the coun- 
try than any other arrangement, 

Mr. WILSON. I withdraw my amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. GRINNELL. [renew it. Thad drawn 
up an amendment which | desired to present for 
the action of the committee before the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from New York. It 
was to insert after the word “dollars,” in the 
twelfth line, the following: 

And not exceeding 5,000, and a duty of eight per cent. 
upon any sum above $5,000 and not exceeding $10,000, and 
a duty often per cent. upon any sum above $10,000. 

The principle has been allowed as good law, as 
a similar provision is contained in the present law; 
but | am opposed to any discriminatign, unless 
there is something that looks like meting out 
justice to all parties who must pay this tax. If 
you mean to say in the first place that $600 shall 
be exempt because it embraces a class who can 
live within that sum, 1 think you should raise 
this amount to $1,000 pr more, because but very 
few can live within $600 having the responsibility 
of a family. 

But I am in favor of increasing the tax on large 
incomes. Why? Because it comes to my ear 
in this House that a gentleman from one of our 
cities acknowledges his annual income to be over 
thirty thousand dollars, and it was his opinion 
that twenty per cent, was not too high for him 
to pay. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him whether he will concede that be- 
cause he has six thousand sheep we may tax him 
a higher rate than we do the man who has only 
six hundred ? 

Mr.GRINNELL. Iam making no allusion 
or reference to sheep or anything else, nor is-this 
the place to notice the intimation. I am speaking 
for justice in this regard. I say, that aman who 
has an income of over ten thousand dollars should 
be required to live out of that income in time of 
war, and not be able to lay aside more than ninety 
percent. ofhisincomeand to pay only ten percent, 
of it to the Government, is only reasonable. They 
do not contribute to the Government a proportion 
anything like that paid by those who are worth a 
less sum of money who have gone into our Army. 

My proposition is that you shall increase. the 
maximum of the sum to be cxempt above $600, 
and then go to the Astors and Stewarts and otber 
rich men of the country and ask them if in the 
midst of a war it is unreasonable to limit them, in 
the sum to be laid away, to ninety per cent. of 
their income. I submit if they are patriots and 
willing to share in the expenses of this war they 
will be willing to do it and be thankful for ninety 
per cent. Itis my proposition that all who have 
an income exceeding $10,000 shall pay ten per 
cent. of that income to the Government, and alow 
them tolay away for their children ninety percent, 
to waste or perhaps quarrel over. L could notin 
justice to myselfand to our country advocate any- 
thing else in this time of high living for the masses; 


» 


j and if gentlemen demand to sustain our credit 


and prosecute the war with success, I could not 
advocate anything else in justice to the middle 
classes in this country, and I ask forasmull class 
that if their incomes excecd $5,000 they shall pay 
eight percent., and if their incomes exceed $10,000 
that they shall pay ten percent. It is time that 
extravagance in gewgaws, snobbishness in dis- 
play, and that large class whose great care is to 


i safely compound their hundreds of thousands, 


should feel that there is war and a demand which 
they have not yet felt on their purses and on their 
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patriotism, which in many cases has been but 
poorly acknowledged. To equalize burdens and 
mete equal justice is the purpose of my amend- 
ment. Let colossal wealth, protected, meet the 
full share of burdens, which are lighter in this 
country than in any other civilized country in 
time of war. 
_ Mr. GRISWOLD. I hope, Mr. Chairman, 
thatit will not be regarded as an expression of any 
desire to avoid the imposition of taxesin every 
proper way for a member to rise here to protest 
against the discrimination which is now proposed 
to be made in levying this tax, I submit that 
practically it has been shown that this policy of 
discriminating in taxing incomes has worked 
more injustice and that more difficulty has'arisen 
in its collection than ander ali the other apparatus 
of the national tax law. 

Now, there are in my district only forty indi- 


vidaals who pay an income on $10,000 and over; | 


and a friend of mine sat down with me and we 
counted up one hundred men in the city of Troy, 
where I reside, without going out into the rest 
of the district, who we knew, as well as we can 
know anything, were in the receipt, not only of 
over ten thousand dollars, but many of them of 
two or three times that amount, Now, the great 
inequality and injustice and difficulty that have 
grown out of the collection of the income tax has 
resulted from this discrimination. It holds out an 
inducement to men to commit frauds. 

I hope, therefore, that whatever rate may be 
decided on it will be a uniform rate, and upon the 
entire income, and not upon the excess. 

Mr.GRINNELL. l withdraw my amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut. move to 
amend the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York, so us to provide for a duty of eight 
per cent. upon all incomes exceeding $600. I 
very much dislike thediscrimination provided for 
in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Franx.] In my judgment itis 
wrong, ‘The first duty of this Congress is to do 
right, and its second duty is to endeavor to give 
the public satisfaction, ‘There is no so popular 
ar jasta mode of replenishing our revenue as a 
fax on Incomes, 

Theamendment which I propose would seem 

to be just and entirely equal, aud would seem to 
accord with the views and notions of the people 
of the country as they have ever been expressed 
Heretofore, By the billas it stands the poor man 
is required to pay nothing and the man of mod- 
erate means litle or nothing, while the wealth of 
the country is taxed for the purpose of revenue. 
certainly can see no reason why that large class 
of people whose incomes range between 3600 
and $10,000 should be permitted to escape this 
additional tax of eight or ten per cent, and | 
hope that this amendment will meet with favor 
from the Honse. 
_ Mr. SPALDING. [rise to oppose the amend- 
ment, 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Frank] which proposes to graduate 
this duty upon incomes. I can see no injustice 
in thus graduating the tax, If f understand the 
matter correctly the man with an income of $1,000, 
every dollar of which may be needed for the ne- 
cessary expenses of himself and his family, pays 
on that $1,000 the same tax, as far as that sam 
goes, as the most wealthy man. They travel to- 
gether so far as the first $1,000 is concerned, but 
when the income rises to $5,000 or $10,000, or 
$20,000, and so on, then the tax isto be imposed 
upon the excess, 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I would ask the gentleman 
whether in his judgment there are nota vast num- 
ber of men who are richer on an income of $1,000 
than others who have eight or ten thousand ? 

Mr. SPALDING. Infinitely more so. But 
I was about to show the reason why we should 
put a tax upon this excess. Do we not tax lux- 
uries, imported wines, and liquors, and silks, and 
broadcloths to a greater extent than we tax the 
ordinary necessaries of life? Everybody admits 
it; and why? Because the consumption is with 
those who are able to pay. The rich consume 
these high-priced wines, these high-priced silks, 
these India shawls, and they can pay the tax upon 
them. And how is it with the incomes? When 
they go beyond $20,000 or $50,000 is it not the 
class of persons who pay the taxes on luxuries? 


Í oppose it because I am in favor of the | 
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| had the Union generally underconsideration, and 


i mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Most assuredly. The same principle applies in 


But we are told by the gentleman from New 
York, and we hear all round, that if we undertake 
to tax these large incomes over and above the tax 


we levy on moderate means, the tax will be } 


evaded; that is, these rich men if we tax them 
more than they want to pay will make false affi- 
davits and returns. Well, sir, we will provide 
punishments for that. class of men, ‘which wiil 
bring them under the yoke. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 move thit ‘the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing debate upon this 
paragraph. - 7 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker hav- | 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Wasupurne, of IHi- 
nots, reported that the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 


particularly House bill No. 405, to provide in- 
ternal revenue to support the Government, to pay 
interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move thatall debate upon 
the paragraph under consideration in committee 
be closed in one minute after the committee shall 
again resume its consideration. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I desire to | 
say | shall wish again to renew the amendment | 
suggested by me in committec, and Ewish permis- 
sion to have a letter read upon it. 

Mr. MORRILL. 'Fhis will not preclude the 
offering of amendments, but I would again sug- 
gest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that his 
amendment would more properly come in at the 
end of the next section, 

Mr. JOLINSON, of Pennsylvania, Well, sir, 


if L sbould desire to renew my amendment to this | 


section, | shall desire permission to have a letter 


read upoan it. H 


Mr. MORRILL. Very well. - 


"Phe motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM TIHE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing was received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Nicouay, 
his Private Secretary. 

INTERNAL REVENUE BILL—-AGAIN, 
Mr. MORRILL. 


J now move to go into Com- 

‘Phe motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the siate of the Union, (Mr. WASUBURNE, of | 
Uinois, m the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill of the House (No. 405) to pro- 
vide internal revenue to support the Government, 
to pay interest on the public debt, and for other 
purposes; the pending question being on the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Hussard, of Coun- 
necticut, to the amendment of Mr. FRANK. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the latter clause, pro- 
viding the rate of duty for incomes over $25,000. 

Theamendment to the amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. GRINNELL. Lnow renew my amend- 
ment, read some minutes since, as a substitute for 
the amendmentof the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The question now being on the amendment, 

Mr. FRANK called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Frank and 
Fenron were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes seventy-three; a further count not having 
been demanded. 

So the amendment was agreed tos 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend in line | 
three, section one hundred and fifteen, by in-| 
serting after the word “ taxes”’ the words “other | 
than income,” and to strike out the word “other” 


where it oceurs in the preceding line. 
The amendment wasagreed te. { 
Mr. MORRILL. [ move to amend in line | 
eleven of the same section; I move to insertafier | 
** Congress” ihe words ‘above the sum of 3609.7 | 
The amendment was agreed to, i 


a 
iy 
| of $200 used or occupied by any such person or by h 


‘Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend inline 
eighteen, same section, by striking out the word 
hereinbefore”? and inserting: the word: ‘ here- 
inafter?? --. ba oo at, 
The amendment was agreed to, : 


Mr: MORRILL. I move to amend in line 
twenty-one, by striking out the words ‘not ex- 
ceeding’? and inserting in lied thereof the words 
‘tin excess of,’ and also to strike out and” fn 
line twenty, i : ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. [also move to amend in line 
twenty-two, by striking out the words “ when 
exceeding the sum of $200, the excess,” 

The portion of the section amended would then 
read: 


See. 115. And he it further enacted, That in estiniating 
the annual gains, profits, or income of any person, all nà- 
tional, State, aud municipal taxes, other than ineanre, law- 
fully assessed within the year upon the property or ‘other 
sources of income of avy person, as aforesaid, from which 
said annual gains, profits, or income hasbeen derived, shall 
be deducted trom the gains, profits, or income of the person 
who has actually paid the same, whether owner, tenant, or 
inorigager 3 also the salary or pay reeeived as an officer in 
the civil, military, naval, or other service of the United 
States, inciuding Senators, Representatives, aid Delegates 
in Congress, above the sum of 8609; and there also shalt 
be deducted the income derived from dividends on sliarés 
in the capital stock of aay bank, trast company, savings iù- 
stitution, insurance or railroad company, and the interest ôn 
any bonds or other evidences of indebtedness of any rati- 
round company, which shall be assessed and paid by’s 
banks, trust companies, savings institutions, insurance and 
railroad companies, as hereter provided; also the 
amount paid by any person for the rent of the bomestedad 
used or occupied hy himself or his family, not exceeding 
0, the annual rental value of any homestead in excess 


ily, in his own rightorin the right of his wife, and shall bo 
included and assessed as part of the income of such persón 
for each year. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I desire to call the atten- 
ion of the gentleman from Vermont to the con- 
dition in which the section now stands. I be- 
lieve thatundera proper construction of these two 
clauses of the bill, one commencing in the eigh- 
teenth line of page 156, and the other commencing 
in line twenty-six of the next page, a person who 
receives a salary of $1,000, and hires a house for 
which he pays $200 rent, when considered in re- 
lation to another person who ‘receives the sante 
salary and lives in a house which he himselfowna, 


ibut the rental value of which is $200, would be 


the tax on $200 worse off. The effect would be 
that the man who hires a house for $200 a year 
would not be exempt on that amount, while the 
man who owns his house would be exempt, which 
l think he ought not to be. m ; 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman from Mas- 
sachuscts will yield a moment for explanation, 
] desire to say that the purpose of the committee 
is to secure exemption on a homestead to the ex- 
tentof $200 rental. Where the man pays out the 
rent itis granted, and where he owns the house 
it is granted to the extent of the value of $200 ‘a 
year rental. That was the object of the commit- 
tee, and I think thatobject is accomplished by the 
section as now amended. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. For the purpose of eñ- 
abling me to say a word further I will move to 
amend by inserting “$100” instead of $200.” 

My point is this: that if a person owns a house 
the rental value of which is $200, there is so much 
profit; there is an income on that property on 
which he resides to that extent. Now, suppose 
that person chooses to abandon his own hotse, 
let it for $200 a year, and hire a house, he will 
then enjoy the income of $200 on his house and 
get an exemption of the $200 rent he-paya on thie 
house where he lives. In other words, he will 
be taxed $2C0 less than he would have been had he 
occupied his own house. 

I have cxamined this section carefully, and I 
cannot give it any other construction than that it 
will place the man who owns the house he resides 
in the tax on $200 better off than the man wha 
hires.a house. I withdraw my amendment to the 
amendment, 

The amendment submitted by Mr, Mornitn 
was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania, I move to 
amend by adding. at the end of the one hundred 
and fifteenth section as follows: 

Provided, That net profits realized by sales made since 
ge of the acts to which this is supplementary upon 
sents made prior thereto shail not be chargeable ag 
incom, nor shall Posses 8 ustained by investiuents similarly 
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made. be deducted from the income of the year in which 
they are ascertained. 

I desire to have. the. letter read this. morning 
from the Commiissfoner of Internal Revenue again 
read. A 

The Clerk again read the letter. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I now send 

up a letter I have reccived from one of my con- 

stituents, and ask to have it read. I think itisa 

complete answer to the argument of the Commis- 

sioner. - 
The Clerk. read the letter, as follows: 


Easton, April 20, 1864. 

Dear Sin: [do not want to oceupy too much of your 
time in getting opinions or decisions on the income tax 
law, so susceptible of great differences of opinion even by 
the framers of it. 

Lett cite acase pro and con,, divested of all superfluous 
or inirieate matter. i 

Supposing in 1844 a person bought one hundred shares 
of Bastoi bank stock at forty dollars per sbare, and sold 
them, for instance, to-day at cighty-five dollars, leaving a 
profit of forty-five dollars per share, is the $4,500 profit sub- 
jectioincone tax? And supposing in 18444 person bought 


two hundred shares of Packer Vein Coal Company’s stock | 


at forty dollars per share, and it sells, as it did a few days 
ago, at three cents per share, is the loss of $38,000 to be de- 
ducted from the amount subject to income tax? J contend 
that in the first place the Jaw was uever intended to be in- 
definitely retrospective in its Operations, and, admitting 
that it was, it must be equatly so to the reduction of losses 
as the addition of profits. ltappears to me that the inten- 
tion of the law was to tax ali income derived from buying 
and selling of from, say the 3tst day of December, 1863, to 
the Ist of Jaunary, 1865, and was not intended to act re- 
trospectively on cither pgofits or losses. If the iaw admits 
the bringing ap of lo: as an Offset to profits, t have two 
old bedgers that would ahaost move the advocates of the 
bankrupt law of 1837 to tears if they possess any of the milk 
of human kindness, which is doubtful.’ 

J remain yours, respectfully, 
Hon. P. Jounson. 

Theamendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend by 
striking ont from the word “also,” in the eighth 
line of the section, to and including the word 
*« Congress,” in the eleventh line, as follows: 

Also the ‘salary or pay received as an officer in the civil, 
imnilitary, naval, or other service of the United States, in 
eluding Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Con- 
gress. . 

The members of the committee will observe 
by the eomext, in what precedes the words | 

_ have proposed to strike out, that in assessing this 
income tax the salaries of members of Congress 
and of military and naval officers are not to be 
taken into consideration, ‘The clause immedi- 
ately preceding is as follows: 

That in estimating the annual gains, profits, or income of 
any person, all other national, State, and municipal taxes 
hawially assessed within the year upon the property or 
Other sources of income of any person, as aforesaid, from 
which said aunual gains, profits, or income has been de- 
rived, shall be deducted trom the gains, profits, or income 
of the peron who has actually paid the same, whether 
owner, tenant, Or iner igager, 


Now, sir, I think these salaries ought not to 
be exempt. . 

Mr. WILSON. If the gentleman strikes that 
out members will be taxed twice. The bill pro- 
vides for withholding the tax when the Senator, 
Member, or Delegate is paid. 
| Mr. FARNSWORTH. IL ask that members 
of Congress shall be placed upon the same foot- 
ing asallother men. | 

Mr. MORRILL. They are so placed now. I 
refer the gentleman to the language of the bill, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have looked at the 
language of the bill, and that does not do it, If 
the argument is that this bill does not repeal the 
old law, then L say that it leaves members of Con- 
gress subject to three per cent. tax instead of five 
percent. What l desire is that by the terms of 
this bill members of Congress shall be placed upon 
the same footing as other men. 

Mr, MORRILL. l call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the following: 

Sec, 122. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 
Jevied, collected, and paid on all salaries of officers, or pay- 
menus to per in the civil, military, naval, or other em- 
ployment or ve of the United states, including Sen- 
ators and Representatives and De n Congress, when 
execeding Ibe rate of 8600 per annum, a duty of five per 
eent. on the ex sabove the said $600; and it shall be the 
duty of all paymasters and all disbursing officers underthe 
Governmentor the United States, or in the employ thereof, 
Wiunimaking auy payinents to officers and persoas as atores 
gaid, or upon setting and adjusting the accounts of suek 
officers and per nd withhold the aforesaid 
duty of five per re Lite, make a 
geruf stating the ni or person trou 
When: such deduction y mount thereof, 
whieh shall be transmitted to the offiee of the Commis- 
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sioner of Internal Revenue, and entered as part of the in- 
ternal duties; and the pay-roll, receipts, or account of 
officers or persons paying such duty as aforesaid, shali be 
made to exhibit the fact of such payment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Idid not see that sec- 
tion, and | withdraw my amendment. f 

Mr. KASSON. lask the unanimous consent 
of the House to reserve, for the purpose of con- 
sidering it more carefully, a provision in refer- 
ence to the division of incomes among members 
of families, providing tbat only one deduction 
shall be made in thesame family. It needs care- 
fal revision, and I ask to have the privilege to 
submit it hereafter. 

There was no objection, and consent was granted 
accordingly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the words 
‘or railroad companies.’ This section author- 
izes the exemption of shares of railroad compa- 
nies. A former section authorized railroad com- 

anies to transfer taxes paid by them. 

Mr. MORRILL. These are the dividends on 
which the tax is paid to the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. It is thought better that the 
Government should collect this in a lump rather 
than it should be distributed. 

Mr. ALLISON. If [ understand the previous 
‘section in relation to railroad companies, they are 
authorized to transfer to passengers and those for 
whom they transport freight the taxes imposed 
upon them. 

Mr. MORRILL. That is a different thing. 
That is in relation to the business of railroad 
companies. We propose to tax railroad compa- 
nies not only upon their business but upon their 
annual profits or dividends, 

Mr. ALLISON. With thatexplanation I with- 
draw my amendment. i 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to insert after the word 
“deducted”? the words ‘in addition to $600;” so 
that it wll read: 

Sec. 115, And be it further enacted, That in estimating 
the annual gains, profits, or income of any person, all other 
national. State, and municipal taxes lawfully a sed 
within the year upon the property or otber sources of in- 
come of any person, ax aforesaid, from which said annual 
gains, profits, or income has beeu derived, shall be de- 
ducted, in addition to $600, from the gains, profits, or in- 
coine of the person who has actually paid the same,whether 
owner, least, or mortgager; &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to strike out the word 
“or”? and insert after the word ‘railroad ” the 
words * canal, tarnpike, or canal navigation,” so 
that it will read: 

And there also shail be deducted the income derived from 
dividends on shares in the capital stock of any bank, trast 
company, savings institution, insurance, railroad, canal, 
turppike, or canal navigation company. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

And the interest on any bonds or other evidences of in- 
debtedness ofany railroad company,which shall be assessed 
and paid by said banks, trust companies, savings institu- 
tions, insurance and railroad companies, as hereinbelore 
provided. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move the same amendment, 
to come in before the word ‘companies. ” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 116. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of all persons of lawful age, and all guardiaus and 
trustees, Wiether such trustees are so by Virtue of their 
office as exucutors, administrators, or in other fiduciary 
capacity, to make a listor return under oath oraffirmation, 
ju such form and manner as may be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, to the assistant assessor of 
the district in which he resides, of th nount of his or her 
income, or the income of such minors or person: may 
be held in trustas aforesaid, according to the requirements 
her 
said income is derived, whether trom any kind of property, 
or the purchase and sale of property, rents, interest, divi- 
dends, salaries, or from any profession, trade, employment 
or vocation or otherwise; and in case of neglect or re- 
fusal to make such return, the assessor or assistant assessor 
shall a: the amount of his or her income, and proceed 
thereafter to collect the duty thereon in the same manner 
as is provided for in other cases of negiect and refusal to 
furnish Hests or returns in the generat provisions of this 
act, where not otherwise incompatible, aud the assistant 
sessor may increase the amount ef the list or return, or 
of any party making such return, if be shall be satisfied 
that the same is understated; &e. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert before the 
word ** proceed” the words ** the collector shall; ”? 


and to strike outthe words ‘to collect the daty 
thereon.” 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


einbetore mentioned, stating the sourees from which | 


H 
i 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Provided, That any party, ih his or her own behalf, oras 
guardian or trustee, as aforesaid, shail be permitted to de- 
clare, wider oath or affirmation, the form and manner of 
which shall be prescribed by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue, that be or she was uot possessed of an income of 
$600, liable to be assessed according to the provisions of 
this act, or may deciare that he or she has been asses 
elsewhere in the same year for an income duty, und 
thority of the United States, and shall thereupon be exempt 
from income duty in said district; &c. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
words “same year for’ the words “and has 
paid.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

Or, if the list or return of auy party shal} have been in- 
creaged by the assistant assessor, in manner as aforesaid, 
suclf party may be permitted to declare, under oath or affirm- 
ation, the amountot annual income, or the amonnt held in 
trust, as aforesaid, liable to be assessed, as aforesaid; and 
the same, so declared, shall be received as true, and as the 
sum upon which duties are to be asscssed and collected, 
except that the deductions claimed in such cases shall not 
be made or allowed ; &e, 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert before the 
words ‘fas true’? the words ‘*by such assistant 
assessor.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 117. And be it further enacted, That the duties on 
incomes herein imposed shall be Jevied on the Ist day of 
May, and be due and payable on or before the 30th day of 
June, in each year, until and ineluding the year 1870, and 
no longer; and to any sum or sinas anuna due and un- 
paid for thirty days alter the 30th of June, as aforesaid, and 
for ten days after demand thereof by the collector, there 
shal} be levied in addition thereto the sum of five per cent. 
on the amount of duties unpaid, as a penalty, except from 
the estates of deceased and iusolvent persons; and if any 
person liable to pay such duty shall neglect or refuse i 
the same, after such demand, the amount due s a 
lien in favor of the United States from the time it was so 
due until paid, with the interest, penalties, and costs that 
may accrue in addition thereto, upon all the property, and 
rights to property, stocks, securities, and debts of every 
description, trom whieh the gaifis, profits, and income upon 
which said dury is assessed or levied shall have accrued; 
and in default of the payment of said duty aforesaid, said 
licn may be enforced by distraint upon such property, 
rights to property, stocks, securities, and evidences ot debt, 
by whomsoever holden ; and for this purpose the collector, 
after demands duly given, as aforesaid, shall issue a war- 
rant in form and mauver to be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, under the directions of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and by virtue of such warrant 
there may be levied on such property, rights to propery, 
stocks, securities, and evidences of debt, a further sum, to 
be fixed and stated in such warrant, over and above: be 
said annual duty, interest, and penalty for non-payment, 
sufficient for the fees and expenses of such levy. Aud in 
all cases of sale, as aforesaid, the certificate of such sale 
by. the collector shall vest in the purchaser all right, tide, 
and interest of such delinguent in and to suci property, 
Whether the property be real or personal; and where the 
subject of sale shall be stocks, the certificate of snid sale 
shall be lawful anthority and notice to the proper corpora- 
tion, company, or association, to record the same on the 
books or records, in the same manner as if transferred or 
assigned by Lhe person or party holding the s 
new certificates of stock therefor in jien of any 
or prior certificates, whieh shall be void whether cane 
Or not; and said certificates of sale of the collector, where 
the subject of sale shall be securities. or other evidences of 
debt, shall be good aud valid receipts 10 the person told- 
ing the same, as against any person holding, or claiming to 
hold, possession of such securities or other evidences of 
debt. i 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike vut the 
words “and rights to property, stocks, securi- 
ties, and debts of every description, from which 
the gaius, profits, and income upon which said 
duty is assessed or levied shall have accrueds?? 
and in lieu thereof to insert “ belonging to such 
persons.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Section one hundred and eighteen was read, as 
follows: 


And be it further enacted, That there shall be levied and 
collected a duty of five per cent. ou all dividends in serip 
or money thereafter deciared due, and whenever the same 
shall be payable, to stockholders, policy-holde or de- 
positors, as part of the carnings, income, or gaius of any 
bank, trust company, savings institution, aud of any fire, 
marine, life, inland, stock, or mutual insurance company, 
under whatever name or style known or called, in the Unt- 
ted States or Territories, whether specially incorporated or 
existing under general Jaws, and on all undistributed sums, 
or stuns made or added during the year to their surplus or 
contingent funds 3 and said banks, trust companies, savings 
institutions, and insurance companies, shall pay the said 
duty, and are Hereby authorized to deduct and withhold 
from all paymeuts made on account of any dividend 
sums of money that may be due and payable as aforesaid, 
the said duty of five percent. Aud a list or return shall be 
made and rendered, aud the amount of the duty shall be 
paid, to the collector of the district within thirty d ater 
the time whenany divide Or sites Of IRONY me dike 
or payable as atoresaid.; and said fist or retire sial con- 
tain a trus and faithful account of the amount of duties as 
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aforesaid ; and there shall be annexed thereto a declaration 
ot the president, cashier, or treasurer of the bank, trast 
company, savings institution, or insurance company, under | 
oath or affirmation, in form and manner as may be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that the 
same contains a true and faithfal account of the duties as 
aforesaid; and for any default in the making or rendering 
of sich list or return with such declaration annexed, the 
bank, trust company, savings institution. orinsurmncecon- 
pany, making such default, shall forfeit as a penalty the 
sum of 8500; and in case of any such default in making 
or rendering said fist or return, or of any default inthe pay 
ment of thé duty as required, or any part thereof, the as- 
sessment and collection of the duty and the liens, penal- 
ties, and forfeitures shall be in accordance with the general 
provisions of law in other eases of neglect and refusal: 
Provided, That the duty upon tie dividends of life iusur- 
ance companies shall not be deemed duc or to be collected 
until such dividends shall be payable by such companies. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by striking 
out of line eighteen the words ‘and the amount 
of daty shall-be paid to the collector of the dis- | 
trict,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words * to 
the assessor or assistantassessor in duplicate; and 
one of said lists or returps shall be transmitted 
and the duty paid to the Commissioner of uter- | 
nal Revenue.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend in Jine 
twenty-eight by striking out after the words ** de- 
fault in” the word “the.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out of line 
thirty-two before the word “default” the word 
“sach.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. Imove to strike out of lines 
thirty-five and thirty-six the words “ liens, pen- 
alties, and forfeitures, and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘ penalty.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KERNAN. I move to amend by striking 
out of line six the words ‘ savings instilution,’? 
The reason is that so far as Tam acquainted with 
these institutions they are institutions which 
make no divisions of profit or gains, and whose 
depositors generally, and so far as | know uni- 
formly, are people of small means and limited 
earnings, Of course, if they receive earnings 
exceeding the amount of $600 they pay an in- 
come tax, Asa general thing they do not; and 
therefore they discriminate against women and 
poor people who deposit in these banks. 

Mr. UPSON. Is there anything which hin- 
ders deposits to a large amount? : 

Mr. KERNAN. [know thatin my State these 
institutions can only receive deposits to a limited 
amount, and therefore they do not receive de- 

osits from people who make large investments, 

Mr. MORRILL, The suggestion of the gen- 
deman from New York is true to a certain extent. 
{tis so in my own State, but it is also true that 
men of large means deposit in these institutions | 
money which they do not else know how to dis- 
pose of. And itis for the purpose of reaching 
these men that these institutions were included, 

Mr. KERNAN. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman whether be could not frame an amendment 
which shall reach men who make deposits above 
a certain amount? 

Mr. MORRILL. These institutions take the 
money of the rich and the poor, and far more from 
the wealthy than from the poor. 

Mr. GANSON,. Could not an amendment be 
inserted excepting cases where the sam deposited 
does not. exceed $300 by av individual? f will 
atate that so. far as western New York is con- 
cerned, the people of wealth do deposit in these 
institutions In large amounts, 

Mr. MORRILL. That would be impractica- | 
ble; and we must collect the duty as a whole or 
nbandon it entirely. lam in favor of retaining 
the provision requiring them to make to the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue a return of the en- 
„tire amount of deposits. 

The amendment was notagreed to. 

Section one hundred and nineteen was read, as || 


follows: 

And be it further enacted, That any bank legally author- 
ized -to issue notes as circulation which shall neglect or 
omit to make dividends or additions to its surpius or con- 
Ungeut fund as oñen as ouce in six months, shall make a 
list or return, wider oath or affirmation of the president or 
cashier, to the collector of the district in which itis located, 
on the ist day of January and July in each year, or within 
thirty days thereatter, of the amount of profits which have |} 
acerned or been earned and received by said bank during || 

‘the six months next preceding said first days of January © 


and July; and atthe time ofinaking such list or return shall 
pay to the collector of the district a duty of five per cent. 
on such profits; aud in case of detulit to make such list 
orretura and payment, shali be subject to the provisions 
of the foregoing section of this net: Provided. Phat when 
any Cividend is made which ineludes any part of the sur- 
plus or contingent fund- or any bank, trust company, sav- 
ings institution, insurance or railroad company, whieh has 
been assessed and the duty paid thereon, the amount of 
duty so paid on that portion of the surplus or contingent 
tund may be deducted from ‘the duty on such dividend, 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 move to amend the same 
by inserting inline five, afterthe word “ return,” 
the words “in duplicate.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out col- 
lector?” in line six and insert “ assessor or assist- 
ant assessor.”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to strike out of the 
eleventh line the words ‘at the time of making 
such list or return shall, and insert in Heu thereof 
the words “shall present one of said lists or re- 
turns and,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to insert after the word 
“payment” in Hne fourteen the words ‘ within 
thirty days as aforesaid. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Section one hundred and twenty was read, as. 


follows: 

Sec. 120. And he it further enacted, That any railroad 
company indebted for any money for whieh bonds or other 
evidence of indebtedness bave been issued, payable in one 
or more years after da pon which interest is stipulated 
to be paid, or coupons senting the inte: , on any rail 
road company that may have declared any dividend in serip, 
or money due or payable to its stockholders, as part of the 
earnings, profits, income, or gains of said company, shall be 
subject to and pay a duty of five percent, on the amount of 
all such inter or coupons and dividends, whenever the 
same shall be payable; and said railroad companies are 
hereby authorized to deduet and withhold from ali piy- 
nents, On account of any interest, Or coupons and divi- 
deads, due and payable as aforesaid, the duty of five per 
cent; and the payment ef the amount of said duty so de 
ducted front the iuterest, or coupons, or dividends held by 
any person or party, and certified by the president or treas- 
urer of said company, shall discharge said railroad com 
pany for that amount of the dividend, or interest, or cou 
pon, on the bonds or other evidences of their indebtedness 
so held by any person or party whatever; and a list or re- 
turn shall be made and rendered to the 4 soror assistait 
assessor in duplicate, and one of said | or returns shall 
be presented and the duty paid to the colleetor of the dis- 
triet within thirty days after the time when said interest, 
coupons, or dividends became due and payable, aud as often 
as every six months; nud said list or return shall contain a 
true and faithful acconnt of the amount of the duty, and 
there shall be annexed thereto a declaration of the president 
or treasurer of the company, under oath or affirmation, in 
torin and manner as may be prescribed by the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue, that the same coutains a trae and 
faithful account of said duty; and for any default in mak 
ing or rendering such fist or retam, with the declaration 
annexed, or of the payment of the duty as aforesaid, the 
railroad company making such default shall forfeit as a 
penalty the sum of $500; and in case of any default in 
making or rendering said list or return, or of the payment 
of the duty, or any part thereof, as aforesaid, the assess 
ment and collection of the duty and penalty shall be made 
according to the general provisions of law in other cases 
of neglect or refusal. 

Mr. MORRILL. Tmove to amend by insert- 
ing before the word “company,” in the second 
line, the words “canal, turnpike, canal naviga- 
tion, or slack-water.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out of line 
five the werd “on”? and insert “or;’? also to 
strike out ‘railroad’? and insert © sach.” 

The amendments were agreed to, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out of line 
eight the word “said” before “company” and 
insert ‘* such.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out of line 


eleven, before the word “companies,” the word 


“railroad. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MORRILL. in line sixteen I move to 
strike out the words “held by any person or 
party,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. In line seveuteen F move to 
strike out “company ’’ and insert “companies,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. l move to insert after the 
word “whatever,” in the twentieth line, the words 
‘except where said company may have con- 
tracted otherwise.” I know of companies which 
have contracted to take the risk of all these taxes 


| counts of 


| the Commi 


themselves. It is part of their contract and is ib - 
their bonds and in their coupons. : ag 

; Mr. MORRILL.” I suggest tò thé gentleman, 
who is a lawyer, that this would not repeala con- 
tract. pe 

Mr. SCOFIELD.’ I know that one large rail- 
road company in my State which had made’ just 
such a contract claimed that a clause similar ‘to 
this in the old bill exempted ‘them from their con: 
tract. There can be no objection to my amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. MORRILL, I would rather not consent 
to it. ; 

Mr. SCOFIELD. This has nothing to do with 
petroleum, and is all right. [Laughter] 1 call 
for tellers on my amendment. : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Scorienp 
and ORTH were appointed. 

LTheconmitice divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 52, noes gl. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out on page 
156, in line cighteen, the word  railroad.’? 
The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. MORRILL. In line twenty-two I move 
to strike out “presented,” and insert‘ trans- 
mitted’? in lieu thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MORRILL, In line twenty-three Lmove 
to strike out collector of the district, and insert 
“Commissioner of Internal Revenue’? in leu 
thereof, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, | move to strike out the word 
‘railroad’? in line thirty-four, 
The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. MORRILL. Ihave one other amendment 
to offer to this section. [move to insertafter the 
word “ profits,” in line eight, the following: “and 
all profits of such company carried to the account 
of any fund or used for construction,” and to ine 
sert after the word “dividends,” in line ten, the 
word “profits,” l 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Section one hundred and twenty-one was then 
read. 


- Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out that 
section, We have already provided for the same 
thing in a preceding section, 

The motion was agreed to. 


The one hundred and twenty-second section 
was read, as follows: 


Sec, 122. And he it further enacted, That there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on all salariesof officers, or pay- 
ments to persons in the civil, military. naval, or other eni- 
ployment or service of the United States, ielifdiug Sen- 
ators and Representatives and Delegates in Congress, wher 
exceeding tue rate of 9600 per annum, a duty of five per 
cent. on the excess above the said $600; and it shat be 
the-duty ofall paymasters aud all divbursing oficerse under 
the Government of the United States, or ti the employ 
thereot, when making any payments to officers and: per- 
sons i lid, or npon settiing and adjusting thè ac 
such officers and persons, to dcdaet and witk- 
hold the aforesaid duly of five per eent, aud shall at the 
same time make a certificate stating the name of the officer 
or person from whom sach deduction was made, and the 
amount thereof, whieh shall be transmitted to the otfied of 
ioner of Euternal Revenue, and entered as part 
of the internal duties; and tue pay roll, receipts, or account 
of officers or persons paying such duty, as aforesaid, shall 
be made to exhibit the fact Gf such payment, 

Mr. BOUTWELL. l move to add at the end 
of that seetion the following: 

And it shall be the duty of the several Auditors of the 
Treasury Deparunent, when auditing the accounts of any 
payiuaster or disbursing officer, or when settling or adjust- 
ing the accounts of any such officer, to require evidence 
thatthe duties or taxes mentioned in this section have beeg 


deducted and paid over to the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. limove to amend the section 
by inserting before the word “to,” iù the third 
line, the words “for services,” and. to add to 
the section the following proviso: : 

Provided, That payments of prize money shali be re- 


garded neoine from salaries, and the duty thereon shall 
be adjusted and collected in like manner. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move to amend the one 
hundred and twenty-second section by increasing 
the duty on salaries of officers in the civil, mili- 
tary, naval, or other service of the United States, 
including Senators and. members of Congress, 


! from five per eent, tọ ten per cent. s 
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Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Lam op- 
posed to the amendment, ntil we “modify. the 
mileage law of members of Congress, under which 
some gentlemen carry away more money for 
mileage than they get for salary, I am opposed 
to. taxing members at a higher rate than other 
ofiicers of the Government. It operates unjustly 


on members who have but. small compensation 
io draw on as mileage money, while those who 
ride in tlre cars on free tickets for thousands of 
miles, and draw immense. sums as: mileage, can 
well afford to pay aduty of ten per cent. on their 
receipts ag members of Congress. lt operates 
unjustly on those members who reside near the 
capital and draw comparatively little mileage. 
Mr. KERNAN. I desire to call attention to 
tlie fact that the amendment offered by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania would affect all the 
„military and naval officers in the service of the 
Government, 

Mr. STEVENS. I will modify my amend- 
ment go as to make it apply only to Senators and 
members of Congress. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 


The one hundred and twenty-third section was 
read, as follows: 


Sro. 123. And be it further enacted, That any person or 
persons having in charge or trust, as administrators, exec- 
utors, or trastees of any legacies or distributive shares aris- 
ing from personal property, of any kind whatsoever, where 
the whole amount of such personal property, as aforesaid, 
shatlexceed the sum of $1,000 in actual value, passing from 
any person who may dic after the passage of this act pos- 
sessed of such property, either by will or. by the intestate 
jaws of any State or Territory, or any part ot such property 
or interest therein, transferred by deed, grant, bargain, sale, 
or gitt, made or intended to take effect in po ion or en- 
joyment after the death of the grantor or bargainer, to any 
person or persons, or to any body or bodies politic or cor- 
porate, in trust orotherwise, shalt be, and hereby are, made 
subject to a duty or tax, to be paid to the United States, as 
follows, that is to say: > 

1, Where the person or persons entitled to any bencficial 
interest in-such property shal be the lineal issue or lineal 
ancestor, brother or sister, to the person who died possessed 
of such property, as aforesaid, at and after the rate of one 
dolar for each and every $100 of the clear value of such in- 
terest in such property. 

2, Where the person or persons entitled to any beneficial 
Interest in such property shall bea descendant of a brother 
or sister of the person who died po: ed, as aforesaid, at 
and after the rate of two dollars for cach and every 3100 of 
the clear valuc of such interest. 

3. Where the person or persons entitled to any beneficial 
interest in such property sball be a brother or sister of the 


father or mower, or a descendant of a brother or sister of 


the father or mother, of the person who died poss ssed as 
aforesaid, at and after the rate of four dollars for each and 
every Q100 of the elear value of such interest, 

4.. Where the person or persons entitled to any beneficial 
jnterest in such property shall be a brother or sister of the 
grandfather or grandmother, or a descendant of the brother 
or sister of the grandfather or grandmother, of the person 
who died possessed as afuresaid, atand after the rate of five 
dollars for cach and cvery $100 of the clear value of such 
interest. 

5. Where the person or persons entitled to any beneficial 
Interest in such property shall be in any other degree of col- 
lateral consangninity thaa is hereinbefore stated, or shall be 
a stranger in blood Lo the person who died possessed, as 
aforesaid, or shall be a body politic or corporate, at and afier 
tue rate of six dollars for cach and every $100 of the clear 
value of such interest: Provided, Thatall legacies or prap- 
erty passing by will, or by the laws of any State or Terri- 
tory, to husband or wife of the person who died possessed 
as aforesaid, shall be exempt trom tax or duty. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 1 move to amend the section 
by inserting in the second paragraph three dollars 
‘instead of two dollars. I wish to say,in support 
of that amendment and in favor of a general in- 
crease of these duties, that while it might be im- 
politic to increase the duty on the inheritance of 
lineal descendants, there 1s no good reason why 
the tax oncollateral heirs should not be very con- 
siderable. ktis a just tax, and one which is im- 
posed by all Governments at much higher rates 
than are proposed in this bill, 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by making 
the duty: in the third paragraph six dollars on the 
$100 instead of four dollars. 

The amendment was rejected, 


‘The one hundred and twenty-fourth section was 
read, as follows; 


Seg, 124. And be ti further enacted, That the tax or 
anty aforesaid shali be a lien and eharge. upon the property 
ofevery person who may die as aforesaid, until the same 
shall-be fully paid to and discharged by the United States; 
and every ¢xecutor, administrator, or other person who may 
take the burden or trust of administration upon such prap- 
yty shall, after taking such burden or trust, and before pay- 
ing-aid distributing any portion thereof to the légatees or 
parties entitled to beneficial interest therein, pay tothe 
collector or deputy collector of the district of waich the de- 


ecased person was a resident the amount of the daty or 
tax, as aforesaid, aud shail also make and render to the as- 
scasor OF assistant assessor of the said district a schedule, 
list, or statement, in duplicate, of the amount of such prop- 
erty, together with the amount of duty which has accrued 
or should acerue thereon, verified by his oath or affirmation, 
to be administered and certified thereon by some magistrate 
or officer having lawful power to administer such oaths, in 
such form and manner as may be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, which schedule, list, or 
statement shall contain the names of cach and every person 
entitled to any beneficial interest therein, together with the 
clear value of such interest, the duplicate of which sched- 
ule, list, or statement shall be by bhim immediately deliv- 
ered and the tax thereon paid to such collector; aud upon 
such payment and delivery of such schedule, list, or state- 
ment, said collector or deputy collector shall grant to such 
person paying such duty or tax a receipt or receipts for the 
same in duplicate, which shall be preparedas is hereinafter 
provided; such receipt or receipts, duly signed and deliv- 
ered by such collector or depaty collector, shall he sufficient 
evidence to entitle the person who paid such duty or tax as 
having taken the burden or trust of administering such 
property or personai estate to be allowed for sueh payment 
by the person or persons entitled to the beneficial interest 
in respect to which such tax or duty was paid md such 
person administering such property or personal estate shall 
be credited and allowed such payment by every tribunal 
which, by the laws of any State or Territory, is, or may be, 
empowered to decide upon and-settle the accounts of exec- 
utors aud administrators; and in case such person who has 
taken the burden or trust of administering upon any such 
property or personal estate shall refuse or neglect to pay 
the aforesaid duty or tax to the collector or deputy collector, 
as aforesaid, within the time hereinbefore provided, or shall 
negteet or refuse to deliver to said collector or deputy collect- 
orthe duplicate ofthe schedule, fist, or statementofsuch ieg- 
acies, property, or persoun estate, under oath, as aforesaid, 
orshail neglect or refuse to deliver the schedule, list,or state- 
ment of such legacies, property, or personal estate, under 
oath, as aforesaid, orshail deliver to said assessor or assistant 
assessor a false schedule orstatement ofsuch legacies, prop- 
erty, or personal estate, or give the names and relationship 
of the persons entitied to beneficial interests therein un- 
truly, or shall not truly aud correetly set forth and state 
therein the clear value of such beneficial interest, or where 
no administration upon such property or personal estate 
shall have been granted or allowed under existing laws, the 
proper officer of the United States shall commence such 
proceedings in taw or equity before any court of the United 
States as may be proper and necessary to enforce and real- 
ize the Jien Or charge upon such property or personal es- 
tate, or any part thereat, for which such tax or duty has not 
been truly and justly paid. Under such proceedings, the 
rate of duty or iax enforced shall be the highest rate im- 
posed or a ced by this act, nad shall be iu the name of 
the Unitec tes against such person or persons as may 
have the actual or constractive custody or possession of 
such property or personal estate, or any part thereof, and 
shall subject such property or personal estate, or any por- 
tion of the same, to be sold upon the judgment or decree of 
such court, and from the proceeds of such sale the amount 
of such tax or duty, together with all costs and expenses of 
every description to be allowed by such court, shall be first 
paid, and the balance, if any, deposited according to the 
order of such court, to be paid under its direction to such 
person or persons as shall establish their Jawiul title to the 
same. ‘Lhe decd or deeds, or any proper conveyance of 
such property.or persoual estate, or any portion thereof. so 
sold uuder such judgment or decree, executed by the otlicer 
lawfully charged with carrying the same into effect, shall 
vest in the purchaser thereof all the title of the delinquent 
to the property or personal estate sold under and by virtue 
of such judgment or decree, and shall release every other 
portion of such property or personal estate from the lien or 
charge thereon created by this act. And every persou or 
persons who shall have in his possession, charge, or cus- 
tody, any record, file, or paper, containing or supposed to 
contain any information concerning such property or per- 
sonal estate, as aforesaid, passing from any person who 
may dic, as aforesaid, shall exhibit the same at the request 
of the assessor or assistant assessor of the district, and to 
any law officer of the United States, in the performance of 
his duty under this act, his deputy or agent, who may dc- 
sire to examiue the same; and if any such person, having 
in his poss on, charge, or custody, any such records, 
files, or papers, shall refuse or neglect to exhibit the same 
on request, as aforesaid, be shall forfeit and pty the sum 
of $500; and in case of any delinquency in making the 
schedule, list, or Statement, or in the payment of the duty 
or tax accruing, or which should accrue thereon, the as- 
sessment and collection shall be made as provided for in 
the general provisions of this act: Provided, In all Jegal 
controversies where such deed or title shall be the subject 
of judicial investigation the recital in said deed shall be 
presumed to be true, and that the requirements of the law 
bad been complied with by the officers of the Government. 


Mr. PENDLETON. lam instructed by the 
Gommittee of Ways and Means to move to 
amend by striking out the words “ or other per- 
son who may take the burden or trust of admin- 
istration upon such property shall, after taking 
such burden or trust and,” and inserting in Heu 
thereof the words “or trustees.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. [ amalso instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to move to 
amend by striking out in line twelve the words 
“ag aforesaid,” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
words “ assessed on such legacy or distributive 
share.” 

The amendment wasagreed to. i 


Mr. PENDLETON. [am also instructed by |! 


the Committee of Ways and Means to move to 
amend by striking out the words ‘the person 
who paid such duty or tax as having taken the 
burden or trust of administering such property or 
personal estate to be allowed for such payment 
by the person or persons entitled to the beneficial 
interestin respect to which such tax or duty was 
paid; and such person administering such prop- 
erty or personal estate shali,” and inserting in 
lieù thereof the words **such executor, or ad- 
ministrator, or trustee to.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iamalso instructed by the 
Committee of Waysand Meansto move to amend 
by striking out the words ‘* person who has 
taken the burden or trust of administering upon 
any such property or personal estate,” and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words ‘ exccutor, ad- 
ministrator, or trustee.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. lam also instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to move to 
amend by striking out the words “tas may be 
proper and necessary to enforce and realize the 
lien or charge upon such property or personal 
estate, or any part thereof, for which such tax or 
duty has not been truly and justly paid. Under 
such proceedings, the rate of duty or tax’ en- 
forced shall be the highest rate imposed or as- 
sessed by this act, and shall be.”’ . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iam also instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to’ move to 
amend by striking out in line fifty-nine the words 
“in law orequity.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.PENDLETON, [am also instructed by 
the Committee of Ways and Means to move to 
amend by striking out of the proviso the words 
‘í presumed to be true,” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ prima facie evidence of its trath.” 

The amendinent was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOMALL. I move to insert in line 
three, after the word “aforesaid,” on page 171, the 
words *‘ for twenty years or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mi. PENDLETON. In section one hundred 
and twenty-five I move to strike out, in the fifth 
line, the words ** chargeable with duty under this 
act.” The section will then read: 

Suc. 195. And be it further enacted, That for the pur- 
pose of this act the term ‘real estate” shall include all 
lands, tenements, and hereditaments, corporeal and incor 
poreal; that the term ‘ succession”? shall denote the devo- 
lution of title to any real estate; and that the term ‘ per- 
son” shall be held to include persons, body-corporate, com- 
pany, or association. 

Mr, BOUTWELL. I desire the unanimous 
consent ofthe committee to allow all these sections 
relating to the succession of real estate to remain 
open foramendment until they shall all have been 
passed over, : 

The proposition was by unanimous consent 
assented to. 

Mr.DAWES. Doesthe gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Penpieton] propose to establish these rules 
for the purposes of this act, or does he propose 
to establish a uniform tenure of real estate, and 
make it general? 

Mr. PENDLETON, I only propose that the 
section shall be a definition of what is meant by 
the term ‘succession’? under this act that shall 
denote the devolution of title to any real estate 
chargeable with duty under this act. The object 
is to define the circumstances under which par- 
ticular rates of taxation shall be assessed. Noth- 
ing further. 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. I will suggest that the 
one hundred and twenty-third section ought to 
be amended by inserting after the word “ prop- 


‘erty,’ in line four, the words ‘t not embraced in 


estates held in trust to.” f fear that otherwise, 


as the section now stands, the language of that 
section is capable of being construed so as to tax 
these estates so held twice. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will suggest to the gentle- 
man that that section has nothing to do with any 
trusts of realestate. It refers cntirely to legacies 
of personal property. : 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. As I understand the lan- 
guage it would apply to trusts of real estate. [ 
ask the ünanimous consent of the committee to go 
back and make the amendment 1 have suggtsted. 

Mr. HOOPER. f object, 
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Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend sec- 
tion one hundred and thirty in thé tenth line by 
inserting after the word “deemed” the words 
‘* for the purposes of this act;’? so as to make the 
section read as follows: 


Sec. 130. And be it further enacted, That where any dls- 
position of real estate shall purport to take effect presently, 
or under. such ‘cireuinstances.as not to confer succession, 
but by the effect or in consequence Of any engagement, 
seerct trust, or arrangement capable of being enforced iu n 
court of Inw or equity, the beneficial ownership of sueh 
real estate shall not, bona fide, pass according to the terms 
of such disposition, but Shall, in, fact, be reserved to the 
grantor or other person for.some period ascertainable onty 
by reference to death, the-person shall be deemed for the 
purposes of this act to acquire the real estate so passing as 
a sucecssion derived from the person waking the disposi- 
tion as the predecessor. 


The amendment was agrecd to, 


The following section being under considera- 
tion— 
. Seo. 134, And he it further enacted, That where, after 
the passing of this act, any estate in reversion or remainder, 
expectant upon the death of any person, shall be vested by 
alienation or other derivative title, inany person other than 
the person who shali have been originally entitled thereto 
under any such disposition as is mentioned in the second 
section of this act, then the person in whom such estate 
shall be so vested shalt be chargeable with duty in respect 
thereof as a succession at the same time, and at the same 
rate, as the person so originally entitled would have beein 
chargeable with if no such alieuation had been made or 
derivative title created; and wherever, after the passing 
of this act, any succession shall, before the successor shall 
have become entitled thereto in possession, have become 
vested by alienation, or by any tide not conferring a new 
succession, in any other person, then the duty payable in 
respect thereof shall be paid at the same rate and time as 
the same would have been payable if no such alienation 
had been made or 
title toany sueces , 
or extinction of any prior interests, then the duty thereon 
shall be payable at thotime of such surrender or extension 
of prior title— 


Mr. PENDLETON. 


IT move to strike out all 


after the word ‘ that’? at the beginning of the | 


section down to and including the word ‘ and” 
in the twelfth line. My reason for the amend- 
ment is that the matter { ptopose to strike out is 
all embraced in the subsequent part of the sec- 
tion, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON moved, on page 105, line 
six, to strike out the word ‘ respectively,” soas 
to make it read, **whereon he shall be account- 
able,” instead of ‘respectively accountable’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


My, PENDLETON. 
same page, after the words “assistant assessor,” 
I-move to strike out the word “or,” so as to 
make it read, ‘for the assessor or ussistant as- 
sessor, if dissatisfied with such account,”? &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line twenty-eight, 
after the word ‘‘assessment,’’ E move to strike 
out the words ‘fon the interest of the successor 
in respect. whereof the duty shall be due.” 


Lalso move, in line thirty, to strike out all after | 


the word ‘‘duty,’’ as follows: 


And to recover the same forthwith accordingly; and if 
there shall be an appeal against such Jast-méntioned assess- 


ment, then the payment of such expenses shall be in the | 


discretion of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


The clause of the section as so amended would 
read as follows: ; ‘ 

But it shall be lawful for the assessor or assistant assess- 
or, or if dissatisfied with such account, or if no account 
and estimate shatl_be delivered to him, to assess the duty 
on the best information he can obtain, subject to appeal as 
hereinafter provided; ‘and if the duty so assessed shall ex- 
ceed the duty sible according to the return made to 
the assessor, or istant assessor, and with which he shall 
have been dissatistied, or if no account and estimate has 
becn delivered, and if no appeal shail be taken against such 
assessment, then it shall be in the discretion of the assess- 
or, having regard to the merits of each case, to charge the 
whole or any part of the expenses incident to the taking of 
such assessment in addition to such duty. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


` Mr. PENDLETON. i 
and forty-seven, line eight, I move to insert after 
the word * duty” the words ‘* in respect of a suc- 
cession,’ so as to make the clause read as follows: 

And if any person labie under this act to pay any duty 
in respeet of a succession shall, after such duty shail have 
been finally ascertained, willfully neglect to do so within ten 
days after being notified, he shall also be liable to pay to 
the United States a sum equal to ten per cent. upon the 
amount of duty so unpaid, and alike sum for every suc- 
ceeding month during which such neglect shall continue, 
atthe same time and iu the same manner as the duty to 
“be collected. 


The umendment was agrecd to. 


rivative title created; and where the } 
ali be accelerated by the surrender į 


In line seventeen, on : 


In section one hundred | 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend section 
one hundred and forty-eight, line two, by iniserts 


ing after the word “ duty” the words *in respect | 
ofa Succession; who shall be,’’ 50 as to ‘make the || 


elause read as follows: 


“Se: 148, And be it further enacted, That it shan belatye |} 


ful for any party, liable to pay duty, in respect ‘of a suc- 
cession, who shall be dissatisfied with the assessment of 
the assessor or assistant a: or, Within thirty days, &¢. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Inthe sec- 


ond line of section‘one ‘hundred and thirty-five, 


‘I move to strike out the words “ any éharitable 


or,” so as to make the section read: 


That where real estate shall become subject to a trust for 
public purposes, underany past or future disposition, Which, 
if made in favor of an individual, would confer on hima 
succession, tliere shall be payable in respect of such real 
estate, upon its becoming subject to such trusts, a duty at 
the rate of six per cent. upon the amount orprincipal value 
of Such real estate. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. BROOMALL. I move to add to the one 
hundred and forty-fourth section the words “for 
twenty years unless sooner paid,” so that it will 
read: 

That the duty imposed by this act shall be a first charge 
on the interest of the successor, and of all persons claim- 
ing in his right, in all the real estate in respect whereof 
such duty shall be assessed, for twenty years unless sooner 
paid. 


Mr, PENDLETON. 


I move to amend the 


amendment by striking out “twenty”? and in- f 


serting * five;’’ and ldo it for this reason: [think 
that the lien in favor of the Government should 
not be allowed to run a longer period than five 
years. I think that that is too long rather than 
too short. 
the officers to collect taxes at the earliest possible 
moment; and to have the lien extend to twenty 
years would be oppressive tothe delinquent tax- 


payers. 


| The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 
to; and then the amendment as amended was 


adopted. 

Mr. BROOMALL. [ask to go back to section 
one hundred and twenty-four and make the same 
amendment. "Lhe time was fixed there at twenty 
years, and to make it conform to the amendment 
just adopted it should be changed to five years. 


There was no objection, and the alteration was | 


made accordingly. 
Mr. KERNAN. 


i ivg section: 


Sec.135. And be it further enacted, That where real 
estate shall become subject to a trust for any charitable or 
public purposes, under any past or future disposition, which, 
if made in favor of an individual, would conter on bima 
succession, there shall be payable in respect of such real 


estate, upon its becoming subject to such trusts, a dutysat | 


the rate of six per cent. upon the amount or principal value 
of such real estate. 


Mr. Chairman, I do not understand why we | 
should tax property set apart for charitable pur- i 


poses one of the highest on the list. Ido not see 


why we should tax it at all, but if at all, I would | 


nottax itsix per cent. I moveto strike out “ six” 
and in lieu thereof to insert * two.” 
The amendment was disagreed to: 


Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out the one 
hundred and twenty-fifth section, which is as fol- 
lows: A 

Sec. 125. And beit further enacted, That for the purpose 
of this act the term “real estate” shall inchide alf tands, 
tenements, and hereditaments, corporeal and ineorporeal ; 
that the term “succession” shal] denote the devolution of 
litle to any real estate chargeable with duty under this act; 
and that the term ‘ person” shall be held to include për- 
sons, body corporate, company, or association. 


-Edo this, Mr. Chairman, merely for the pur- | 
‘pose of calling the attention of the committee to 


this whole provision under the title of  8ucces- 
sion to real estate.” 
complicated and to be involved ina great degree. 
I do not see how a man could die safely witli this 
hanging over him. (Laughter.] Take the one 
hundred and twenty-sixth section: 


Sec. 126. And be it further enacted, That every past or | 
future disposition of real estate by will, deed, or taws of | 
| descent, by reason whereofany person has or shall become j! 
beneficially entitled, in -possession or expectancy, to any || 
real estate, or the income thereof, upon the death of any | 
| person dying after the passing of this act, shall be deemed | 
to confer, on the person entitled by reason of any such 


disposition, a ‘ succession,’ and the term ‘successor’? 


shall denote the person so entitled; and the term “ prede- | 


cessor” shall denote the grantor, testator, ancestor, or other 


person from whom the interest of the successor has been i 
i or shall be derived. i 


| sections of the bill, ' 


The object of the law is to compel | 


I move to amend the follow- | 


It seers to be exceedingly | 


_ Thatis a‘specimen of thé whole ‘of it.” “It % 
upon the old system of estates tail) which “has 
been abolished in all of the States; or ari 
provision has been made for extinguishi 

is involved: ‘estate’: ‘tail, temaiñ 
hues, did everything ever de 
ian ‘under thé Old system of conveyatice add dé 
scent of real estate Scein to bë reproduced n these 


—Trseema to me, Mr. Chairman, that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Méans—I have not tried it 
could make a Simple: provision than this. ` Büt 
if this is ag simple as the committee cin make it, 
I bow to their wisdom. | I confess that T have 
‘studied it and. have been struck with profound 
admiration at the success of the committee in 
réndering the whole matter confused and inex- 
licable.: 1 Supposed the ‘whole tendency of the 
aw was to take it simple and easy to ‘be wrdér 
stood. I think that this belongs tò the’ past. 
There is nothing like it in'any modern law2book. 
It refers to the “dévolution”’ öf real estate. The 
devolution is in a manner beyond the memory of 
any män in this House. It belongs to the tine 
of the ** Year Books.” Las 
I submit to the committee with. all due respect 
that they had Vetter pass this matier over fot ihe 
present to take it up again in the commiittée-rooth 
in order to see whether ‘they cannot get some- 


| thing more simple. 


In the last section it is proposed to collect it in 
the Same inanner as the direct tax. "That may 
be done by the States assuming it. It seems’ to 
be a bill prepared by some gentemanand uirowh 
bodily into this measure. It speaks’ of the séc- 


ond section, Which has nothing to do with real 
estate, and it refers to it. j 
[Here the hammer fell.] - PC haan 

Mr. WILSON. I oppose the amendment, and 
in doing it { desire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee toanother section ofthe bill,which, I think, 
will show good reason why the section which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts desires to strike 
out should not be stricken out. Section one hun- 
dred and twenty-eight provides: 

_ That wheré any persons, after the passing of this act, 
‘shall také any succession jointly, they shali pay the duty 
chargeable thereon by this act in ‘proportion to’ their re- 
spective interests inthe succession; and any beneficial in- 
terest in such. succession, accruing to any of them by sur- 
yivorship, shall be deemed to be a new succession, derived 


| from the predecessor from whoin the jolit title'shall have 


been dérived. 

Now, sir, E understand that almost all, if ‘hot 
quite all the States of this Union have abolished 
the tenure of survivorship, and have substituted 


| for it ‘the estate in common, and. J find no pro- 
i vision in this bill which reaches an estate incom- 
Union. : Ft seems tome thacif tye committee desire 


to keep this provision in at all, it should be mod- 


ifu by string out “ jointly? and inserting * es- 


tates in common.” 


Mi. DAWES. I withdraw my ameridnient. 

Mr. WILSON. I understand thatestates in 
tommon do not go by survivorship, and there- 
fore that the States have generally abolished sår- 
vivorship, and this ‘section cannot operate upon 
‘the estate which has taken its place. 

Mr. PENDLETON. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] will call my atten- 
tion to the place where the reference to the sec- 
ond section ‘of this act occurs, I will move to 


i strike it out. He has criticised the bill by ‘say- 


ing that in some place there was an allusion to'a 
second Section. IT wish he would point it out, 
Mr. DAWES, Section one hundred and ‘thir- 


| ty-four is in these words: ; i 
| ‘That where, after the passing of this act, any estate In 


reversion or remainder, expectant upon the death of ahy 
person, shall be vested by alienation or other derivati¢e 
title, in any person other than the person who shaji: have 
been originally entitled thereto under any, such disposition 
as is nientioned in the second section-of this act, &e. 


Mr.PENDLETON. I move te‘imend section 
one hundred and thirty-four by striking out the 
word ‘ after,” in the twelfth fine.’ Ido it only 


for the purpose of making a remark to the gen- 
‘tleman from Massachusetts. 


I desire to call his 
attention to the fact that the words he has criti- 
cised have beécn stricken out by thé committee, and 


| therefore they are hardly liable. to the criticism 


in which he has indulged. : 

I desire to call his attention to the further fact 
that it is not wonderful that upon a single read- 
ing of thig bill in five minutes by the Clerk he 
should find it rather difficult to understand allits 
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provisions: but I am certain that if.he will app! 


y 
his attention to. the subject for a short time he will 
find it not near.so..complicated as he.seems to 
gonsider it. : 
{desire furth 
of this law, legacies, v 
‘of personal. property, by. will to the benefit of an- 
other, are.taxed.. A- duty. upon. the transfer of 
‘title of real estate from the grantor to the grantee 
is imposed. by the necessity of affixing a stamp. 
These sections are intended to supply an omis- 
sion, and,tax real estate as it passes by will and 
deed; taking effect upon the death.of the grantor. 
It is intended for that purpose and no-other, 

That the matter is difficult I am well aware; 
that itis intricate I am also aware; but that it is 
more difficult.or, more. intricate than the nature 
of the subject demands I think the gentleman will 
hardly say after-he has given it that considera- 
tion which he usually devotes to every subject. 

I desire to say, in reply to the gentleman from 
Iowa, (Mr. Witson, }: that while there is a pro- 
vision made here for taxing the succession by 
way of survivorship, there is also a provision 
which applies to cases where the estate is heid 
in common. While it is true that the old title 
‘of. survivorship. at. common law is done away 
with in most of the States, it is still true that ti- 
tle by survivorship does accrue in this country, 
ihat is, where an estate is vested in two for life, 
and, upon the death of one, the survivor takes 
all. There is no law of any State against the 
creation of a title of that kind, and the section to 
which he alludes is intended to tax the accretion 
of title and increment of interest in the person 
who takes the whole estate upon the geath of one 
tenant. A 

Noris the criticism of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts in relation to the mode of collecting 
this tax more cogent... The tax upon succession 
is collected in the same manner as the direct taxes, 
and surely the gentleman knows that the same 
officers assess and collect the direct tax who assess 
and.collect the other internal taxes. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘I do not wish to be uncandid 
in any criticism | make. In alluding to the ref- 
erence which was made to the second section | 
did it because [ supposed it disclosed the origin 
of this bill. I had no doubt but what it would 
be amended when attention should be called to it, 
but it disclosed the origin of the provisions just 
the same as an independent measure designed by 
somebody originally to be an independent matter, 
but subsequently incorporated into this bill. 

I submit to the gentleman that the idea of un- 
dertaking to provide different rates of taxation 
upon different kinds of descent, or conveyance, 
or tenure of real estate, is altogether unnecessary. 
If we provide a tax upon the conveyance or de- 
scent of real estate it should be in the most gen- 
eral terms possible, and there is no reason for 
putting one rate upon one kind of descent, and 
another. upon a different. kind; and if so, then 
there is no reason for dividing it up into so many 
parts. ; 
That is my criticism upon the provision. It 
uses the old legal phrases properly, and when l 
geta little brushed up in Cruise and Coke I have 
no doubt that I shall be able, in some degree, to 
understand it; but I sabmit that there is no ne- 
cessity for it,. Why make a distinction between 
conveyance bysale and conveyance by deed? And 
why make a distinction between descent to an heir 
male and to an-heir female? Why make all these 
distinctions? I submit that there is nothing in 
the nature of the case that requires them. ‘This 
led me to make the criticism which I made upon 
these provisions. I beg pardon of the gentleman 
from Ohio if it seemed to-be unkind, 

Mr. PENDLETON. ‘Not at all, 

Mr. DAWES. -Jtoccurred to me that this was 
rather a complicated matters It would appear to 
the unsophisticated mind to be a niatter very easily 
arranged, that if I convey my real estate of a cer- 
tain value I shall pay a certain tax, whether I 
convey it in one way or the other. Thatis all I 
have to say. i 
“Mr. PENDLETON. 
mènt 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to strike out section 
one huhdred and fifty-one. The same thing is 
provided for in'section one hundred and fifty-eight, 
= Mr, PENDLETON. And l have prepared an || 


her to say that.by.the provisions 
which are the appropriation 


T withdraw my amend- 


| or stamps required shall be subsequently 


mendment for section one hundred and fifty- ; 


eight, which I 
point. ; ~ 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GRISWOLD. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the committee to go back to section one 
hundred and fifty-three, that I may offer the fol- 
lowing proviso to its 

Provided, That such instrument, document, or paper 
shall nat, by reason of such omission, become invalid, pro- 
vided such omission happened by mistake or accident, and 
that fact be made tw appear by affidavit ofany party tosuch 
instrument, document, or paper, or other person, to be 
made before any officer authorized to take affidavits, to be 
used in courts of record of the State where application shall 
be made to bave such instrument, document, or paper 
stamped as herein provided, and provided also that such 
affidavit shall be filed with the collector of the district in 
which such application shall be made 3 and the party apply- 
ing to have such instrument, document, or paper stamped, 
shall pay to such collector a sum sufficient to purchase the 
stamp required by this act upon such instrument, docu- 
ment, or paper, and filty per cent. in addition thereto; and 
upon sueb payment being nade, it shall be the duty of the 
said collector to stamp such instrument, document, oF pa- 
per, and cancel such stamp 5 and whenever a wrong or in- 
sufficient stamp shall have been affixed to any such instru- 
ment, document, or paper, the person applying to such 
collector to have the same stamped, shall only be required 
to pay to such collector the deficiency between such stamp, 
so affixed, and the one required by this act, and fifty per 
cent. thereon in addition thereto. 

Mr. MORRILL. I mustobject to going back 
to that section. 

Mr. HOTCHKISS. 
hundred and fifty-sixth section by striking out in 
line five the words “ the initials of his name and;”’ 
so that the section will read: 

That in any and allcases where an adhesive stamp shall 
be used for denoting any duty imposed by this act, except 
as hereinafter provided, either the person using or affixing 
the same shall write thereupon the date upon which the 
same shall be attached or used, &c. 


I think the provision of the section as it stands 
is an unnecessary and inconvenient one. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think that amendment is 
ght. 
“Mr. KASSON. I wish to say to the gentle- 
man from New York and to the committee, that 
some mode of cancellation of this kind is indis- 
pensably necessary, 


Mr. HOTCHKISS. The date is enough. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Iam instructed by the 
Committee of Waysand Means to move to amend 
by striking out section one hundred and fifty-eight, 
as follows: 

Src. 158. And be it further enacted, That if any person 
or persons shall make, sign, or issue, or cause to be made, 
sigued. or issued, or shall accept or pay, or cause to be ac- 
cepted or paid, with design to evade the payment of any 
stamp duty, any bill of exchange, draft, or order, or promis- 
sory note for the payme 
duties imposed by this act, without the same being duly 
stamped, or having thereupon an adhesive stamp for de- 
noting the duty bereby charged thereon, he, she, or they 
shall, for every such bill, dratt, order, or note, forfeit the 
sum of $200. Š 

And inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

Src. 158. 4nd beit further enacted, That any person or 
persons who shall make, sign, or issue, or who shall cause 
to be made, signed, or issued, any instrument, document, 
or paper of any kind or description whatsoever, or shall 
accept or pay, or cause to be accepted or paid, any bill of 
exchange, draft, or order, or promissory note for the pay- 
ment of mouey, without the same being duly stamped, or 
having thereupon an adbesive stamp for denoting the duty 
chargeable thereon, with intent to evade the provisions of 
this act, shall, for every such offense, forfeit the swn of 
$200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, itseems to be 
admitted by everybody that the old law in refer- 
ence to this subject must be changed, because it 
has been a fruitfulsource of much dishonesty and 
unfair advantages. l am in favor of adopting 
that remedy which, while it shall best execute the 
law, will at the same time remedy the evils com- 
plained of. A great many people have had an 
unfair advantage taken of them by reason of an 
inadvertent omission to affix stamps to instru- 
ments to. which they: were parties. 

Mr. STEVENS. I call the attention of the 
committee to a proviso in section oue hundred 
and sixty-three, which declares that 

No instrument, document, or piper madc, signed, or 
issued prior to the passage of this act without being duly 
stamped, or having thereon an adhesive stamp to denote 
the duty imposed thereon, shall, for that cause, if the stamp 
affixed, bedeensed 


shall offer when we reach that 


ri 


invalid and of no effect. 


Mr. THAYER. That refers to the same sub- 


ject, but it is not the provision which f want im- | 


I move to amend the one | 


nt of money, Jiable to any of the | 


corporated in the bill. 
much agitate je England, and it has resulted in 
the adoption of a system which bas been found 
I believe to operate very well, and is probably as 
‘good as any that can be devised for protecting at 
once the rights of the Government and the inter- 
ests and safety of individuals. 

These provisions may be found by any person 
who bas curiosity to examine. the subject in the 
British statute 13 and J4 Vict., chap. nincty-seven. 
They are in substance this: the statute in the first 
place affixes a penalty for notstamping the instru- 
ment at the time it ig issued. It enables, how- 
ever, parties who have neglected that to affix 
stamps subsequently on payment of the regular 
dutychargeable on the instrument, and on payment 
of the penalty imposed by law for the omission, 
It provides also for the cases of inadvertent omis- 
sion of the stamp, by enabling the revenue officer, 
at the request of the party interested, to attach 
the stamp, where he is satisfied that the omission 
has been from inadvertence or mere negligence, 
on paymentof the regular duty, without penalty, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | do not believe that any 
system can be devised that will better protect at 
the same time the interests of the Governmentand 
those of the individual than the plan adopted in 
England. In the first place, it declares the instru- 
ment absolutely void. It then goes on and pro- 
vides that where, however, there has been an 
omission to attach the proper stamp the party 
may have itattached on payment of the prescribed 
penalty, £10. He is to do that in the presence 
of the officer of the Government, and to pay him 
the penalty. The officer is to affix the stamp. 
‘The other provision provides that where the 


This subject has been very 


‘omission has been through, mere accident and 


inadvertence, the party may, if he apples within 
twelve months after the date of the tstrument, 
have the stamp affixed, without payment of the 
penalty, in the presence of the revenue officer, on 
simply paying the stamp duty. 

I desire to offer an amendment introducing 
these features into the law now under cousider= 
ation. My amendment is to substiiute for the 
pending section the one hundred and fifty-first 
section with a proviso, so that it will read as fol- 
lows: 


Sec. 15l. And be it further enacted, That if auy person 
or persons shall make, sign, and issue, Gr issue Or Cause 
to be made, signed, and issued, any instrument, document, 
or paper of any kind or deseription whatsoever, without 
the same being duly stamped for denoting the duty hereby 
imposed thereon, or without having thereupon anadhesive 
stamp to denote said duty, such person or persous shall 
incur a penalty of fifty dollars, and such instrument, doc- 
ment, or paper, as aloresaid, shall be deemed invalid and 
of no efivet: Provided, however, ‘That in cases where the 
party or parties have not affixed to sueb deed, instrument, 
document, writing, or paper, mentioned in said sehedule 
B, at the time of making and issuing the same, the stamp 
required by law, he or they shall, iť subsequently desirous 
of affixing such stamp, appear before the collector of the 
proper district, who shall, upon the paymcut or the price 
of the proper stamp and o1 the said penalty of fifty doilars, 
and where the whole amount of the duty denoted by the 
stamp reguired shalt exceed the sum ot fifty dollars, on 
payment, also, of interest at the rate of six por ceul onthe 
said duty, athx the proper stanip to such instrument and note 
uponthe margin of said instrament the date of his so doing 
and the fact that such penalty has been paid, and such instru- 
inentsbail thereupon be deemed and held to be as valid to all 
tents aud purposes as if stamped when made or issued: 
Provided, 'Yhat where it shall appear to the said collector, 
upon oath or otherwise, to bis sati faction, that any fustra~ 
menthas not been duly stamped previous to the issuing there- 
of by reason of accident, mistake, inadvertence, or urgent 
necessity, and without any willful design to defraud the 
Govermnentof the stamp duty, or to evade or delay the pay- 
ment thereof, then and in such case, if such instrament 
shal}, within twelve calendar months after the siguing or 
executing the same, be brought to the said collector to be 
stamped, and the stamp duty chargeable thereon by taw shail 
be paid, it shall be lawtul for the said collector to remit the 
penalty aforesaid, and to cause such instrument to be duly 
stamped. a 


Mr. PENDLETON. I rise to oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The theory upon which the law is constructed 
is that these instruments shall bs stamped upon 
the paying of the penalty which is affixed. We 
provide that it shall be invalid; that it shall not 
be used as evidence in any court of justice until 
the proper stamp shall be placed upon it. Twill 
say that we intend to move to strike out the one 
hundred and fifty-first section, and so to amend 
the one hundred and fifty-cighth section as to de- 
clare invalid any such paper until a stamp shall 
be affixed to it, und to affix a penalty for using 
such paper withouta stamp being placed upon it. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 wish to ask my colleague 
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on the Committee of Ways and Means whether | 


it is not his intention to make this section so read 
as to allow deeds, mortgages, and titles, executed 
withoutbeing stamped, to be made valid ifstamped 
before being used; but at the same time to make 
every other description of instrament, in respect 
to which the law requiring stamps to be affixed 
is not complied with, absolutely invalid. I am 
willing, so far as the title of land is concerned, 
to allow the deed to become valid on affixing a 
proper stamp; but I think itis opening rather too 
wide a door to allow that provision to apply to 
every description of paper. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In reply to the gentle- 
man from Vermont, | must say that I much prefer 
that none of these papers should become abso- 
lutely invalid, in consequence of a failure to ap- 
ply to them the proper stamp. Iam in favor of 


imposing penalties for a failure to affix thestamps. | 
Tam in favor of requiring. every proper means | 


to be adopted for collecting this tax; bat I myself 
would prefer not to make these legal instruments 
absolutely invalid in consequence of the failure 
of the parties to apply the proper stamps. 

The amendment to the amendment was disa- 
greed to. 

The amendment was adopted. 


om 

Mr. PENDLETON. I now move to strike 
out section one hundred and fifty-one. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
done. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 
had been. 

Mr. KASSON. There is oné omission to which 
I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Ohio. It was found necessary in connection with 
the operations of the Post Office Department to 
enact a law imposing penalties for canceling, for 
crasing the canceling marks on postage stamps, 
for the purpose of using the same stamps again, 
Those stamps were of small value; but the rev- 
enue stamps are of great Value, and such a pro- 
vision is still more needed in respect to them than 
in respect to postage stamps. If there is. any 
provision in the bill covering this point, it has 
escaped my notice. I merely call the attention of 
the gentleman to it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. If the gentleman pro- 

oses to move an amendment, I hope he will also 
include the stamps included in schedule C. 

Mr. KASSON. With the consent of the com- 
mittee I propose that the section be passed over, 
until some opportunity be had for consultationin 
reference to the amendment I have suggested. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. UPSON. If will suggest that in section 
one hundred and fifty-six the words ‘ his or 
her initials and” should be struck out, in order 
to make it conform to the amendment already 
adopted. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman is correct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GANSON. I move to strike out section 
one hundred and fifty-nine, as follows: 


Sec. 159. And be it further enacted, That the acceptor or 
aceeptors of any bill of exchange or order for the payment 
of any sum of money drawn, or purporting to be drawn, in 
any foreign country, but payable inthe United States, shall, 
before paying or accepting the same, place thereupon a 
stamp, indicating the duty upon the same, as the law re- 
guires for inland bills of exchange, or promissory notes, 
and no bill of exchange shail be paid or negotiated without 
such stamp; and if any person shall pay or negotiate, or 
offer in payment, or receive or take in payment, any such 
draft or order, the person or persons so offending shall for- 
feit the sum of $100. 


It strikes me, Mr. Chairman, that where bills 
are drawn in Canada on a person in any one of 


I was not aware that it 


the States, itis scarcely right to require the per- | 


son on whom they are drawn to affix one of these 

stamps. [ think it would interfere with the legiti- 

mate business between the two countries. We 

shall deriye very litle revenue from it, and it will 
rove to be a great inconvenience. 

Mr. HOOPER. I will say to the gentleman 
from New York that if he draws a bill on Can- 
ada, the person on whom it is drawn will make 
acharge for affixing a stamp, or if there be no 
stamp duty there, it certainly is the case if he 
draws upon England. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. UPSON. I would like to know whether 
the expression in section one hundred and sixty— 

Whenever any bond or note shall be secured by a mort- 
gage, but one stamp duty shalt be required to be placed on 


That has already been | 


i been presented thus far‘have been papers in ref- 


such papers: Provided, That the stamp duty placed thereon 
is the highest rate required for said instruments, or either 
of thent— : rap K 3 

is not one which needs to be considered a little? 

Mr. FENTON. The same. provision is con- 
tained in the law as it now stands. Ge seat 

Mr. GANSON. 1 move to amend section one 
hundred and sixty-one by striking out-all after 
the enacting clause down to and including the 
word ‘ provided,” in the fifteenth line, as follows: 

That the Commissioner of Internal Revenue he, and is 
herchy, authorized to sell to and supply collectors, deputy. 
collectors, postmasters, stationers, or any other persons, at 
his discretion, with adhełive stamps, or stamped. paper, 
velum, or parchment, as berein provided for, in amounts 
of not less than fifty dollars, upon the payment, at the time 
of delivery, of the amount of duties said stamps, stamped 
paper, vellum, or parchment, so sold or supplied, represent, 
and may allow, upon the aggregate amount of such stamps, 
as aforesaid, the sum of not exceeding five per cent. as 
eommnission to the collectors, postmasters, stationers, or 
other purchasers; but the cost of any paper, vellum, or 
parchment shall be paid by the purchaser of such stamped 
paper, vellum, or parchinent, as aforesaid: Provided. 

{ think it should be made the duty of the De- 
partment to provide collectors with these stamps, 
so that they may distribute them to persons de- 
siring to purchase. f do not see any propriety 
in allowing these officers a commission of five 
per cent. for selling the stamps. It is made ob- 
ligatory upon every person drawing one of these 
instruments to put a stamp on it, and the sale of 
these stamps will not, therefore, be inereased by 
any provision of this kind. It is taking five per 
cent. out of the revenues that ought to go to the 
country, and for that reason I do not see any pro- 
priety in this allowance. So far as convenience 
is concerned, | would make it the duty of the 
Commissioner to see that these collectors had 
these stamps upon hand from time to time, so 
that they might sell them to any person who is 
compelled to use them in bis business, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KERNAN. I move to strike out in the 
one hundred and sixty-first section the words 
“and may allow, upon the aggregate amount of 
such stamps as aforesaid, the sum of not exceed- 
ing five per cent, as commission to the collectors, 
postmasters, stationers, or other purchasers,” 

Mr. MORRILL. F call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to section one hundred-and seventy. 

Mr. KERNAN. I want to say that I do not 
think that we should enable this class of officets 
to make this five per cent, There is no need of 
this. Banks have to keep these stamps on hand 
and supply them without compensation, Why, 
then, should these menmake five per cent. out of 
the Government? It is not necessary. 

Mr. MORRILL. I trust that the amendment 
will not prevail. I know banks where the cash- 
iers did this business gratuitonsly, and they have, 
since refused to allow it to be done, it was so. 
much trouble. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 162. And be tt further enacted, That it shall be law- 
ful for any person to present to the assessor of the district, 
subject to the rules and regulations of the Commissioner of 
internal Revenue, apy instrument, and require his opinion 
whether or not the saene is chargeable with avy duty; and 
if the said Commissioner shall be of opinion ‘that such in- 
strument is chargeable with any stamp duty, he shall, upon 
the payment thereof, affix and cancel the proper stamps 
and it of the opinion that such instrument is uot charge- 
abje with any stamp duty, itshall be lawful for him, and lie 
is-hereby required, to impress thereon a particular stamp, 
to be provided for that purpose, with such word or words 
or device thereon as he shall judge proper, which shall sig- 
nify and denote that such instrument is not chargeable with 
any stamp duty, or is chargeable only with the.duty by hün 
designated; aud every such instrument upon which the said 
stamp shali be impressed shall be deemed to be not charge- 
abie, or to be chargeable only by such word or words or 
device as shali be designated, and shall be received in evi- 
dence in all courts of law or equity, notwithstanding any 
objections made to the same by regson of its being un- 
stamped or of its being insufficiently stamped. 


Mr. PENDLETON moved to strike out the 
word ‘assessor’? where it first occurs and to in- 
sert ‘*collector;”’ before the word “ duty”? insert 
“stamp; and strike out“ Commissioner” where 
it occurs the second time and insert “collector.” 


Mr. BOUTWELL. The papers which have 


erence to which doubt existed whether they re- 

quired stamps. To authorize the collectors to 

settle these questions is not right. ‘They are 

business men and not competent to settie these 

questions. [am opposed to the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


-Mr. GANSON.... The gentleman should annex 
to:that. section:a-provision for: punishing-catlect- 
ors for improperly putting ‘these stanips of ex- 


emption on papers. ween 
Mr. PENDLETON. There ‘isa gecti 
penalties which will cover all of these’ cases 
Mr. PENDLETON: moved ‘to: insert “these 
words, ‘tor is chargeable only-with the duty by 
him designated;?? so that it will read: i5 oov ad 
And if of the opinion that’such instrument is not charge-~ 
able with any stamp duty, or.is chargeable only withthe 
duty by him designated, it shall be lawful for him, and he 
5 hereby required, to impress thereon a particular stamp, 
. . ` A ce 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON moved:to: strike out the 
words ‘it shall be lawful. for him,’’.‘ or,” and 
“signify and.” , 

The amendment was agreed. to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to strike out the 
words ** by him designated ” aud to insert in lien 
thereof “ denoted by the stamp affixed.” 

Mr. THAYER, What practical use are all 
the provisions contained in this section after you 
have destroyed the provision:in- reference to the 
validity oftheinstrumént? The only reason which 
existed to create a tribunal to decide ‘in reference 
to the stamp to be affixed was: to: prevent. an iñ- 
strument from being void. So longas that has 
been destroyed I do not see what use these pro- 
visions are. 

Mr. PENDLETON, I desire to say in re- 
sponse to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
the object of this section is to enable persons who 
desire to comply with the law to go to the au- 
thorized officer of the Government to ascertain 
whether any stamp is necessary, and if so what 
samp. s 

The gentleman says that is not necessary, be- 
cause we have stricken out the provision which 
renders invalid an instrument which’ is issued 
without a proper stamp. But I submit to him 
that. while we have stricken out the provision 
which renders it invalid, we have imposed a pen- 
alty which is to be avoided by the exercise of the 
rules prescribed. by this. section; and we have 
also prevented an instrument from being valid as 
an instrument of evidence until a stamp isafixed, 
and in that case itwill be necessary for a court, 
perhaps, to determine what will be the proper 
amount of the stamp. By this section on which 
we are now engaged these difficulties are obviated, 
A man who issues a stamp will, if he takes the 
precaution here indicated, never be subject to an 
indictment for av infraction of this law, and a man 
wishing to introduce a document in evidence ina 
court will never find it subject to the objection 
that it has not the proper stamp affixed to it, or 
to be turned out of court, or to have the court 
delayed until he can procure. the proper stamp, 

Mr. THAYER. 1 would inquire of the gen- 
tleman how he could possibly convict a man of 
an intention to defraud the Government by the 
omission to use astamp? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Why, if you prove the 
fact by the collector, whose duty it is to. inform 
a party what the proper stamp ‘is, and who re- 
sides in the city, place, or neighborhood where 
the man issued the unstamped instrument, that 
| he did not make of him the inquiry, the pre- 
sumption arises that he issued the instrument 
intending to evade the law. . i 

Mr. THAYER. 1 deny that the presumption 
of law would be such as the gentleman supposes. 
On the contrary, the presumption of law would 
be in favor of his innocence, and that the omis- 
sion may have arisen from unintentional neglect; 
and in order to fasten this extreme penalty, this 
absurd penalty of $200, which you will never, be 
able to collect, you would have to prove beyond 
all question that he knew of the existing law, 
and that he had intentionally neglected to put 
the stamp on. In other words, you. would have 
to prove that he did it for the purpose of defraud- 
ing the Government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move toumend section 
one hundred and sixty-two, in line eighteen, by 
striking out the words “t by such word or words 
or device as shall be designated,” and inserting 
“with the duty denoted by the stamp so affixed,” 
so that the clause will read: 


| And every such instrument. upon which the said stamp 
shail be impressed shall, be decnied to be not. chargeable, 
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Žr to be ‘chargeable only with the duty denoted by the stamp | 
-so-aflixed; and:shall: be received.in evidence in all courts 
of iaw or equity, notwithstanding any objections made to 


the same by reason of its being unstamped, or of its being in- 


sufficiently stamped. ; 

“The amendment was agreed to. i 

a; Mr, BOUTWELL.: I move to amend in line: 
four :by inserting after the word. * instrument?’ 
the words tt not :previously issuéd. or used,” 80 
Ahat the clause will read: X : 
>And if the said Corimissioner shall be of opinion that 
‘Ruch instranient, not previously issued Or used, is charge- 
bte with any stip duty, he shall, upon the payment there- 
of, &ffix and cancel the proper stamp. 

Section one hundred and sixty-three having 
‘been read, ab folows—: 

And be it further enacttil; That no deed, instrument, 
document, writing, or paper required by law to be stamped, 
signed or issued without.being duly stamped, or with a de- 
ficient stamp, nor any copy thereof, shall be admitted or 
‘used'as evidence in atry Court untila legal stamp Gr stamps, 
denoting theamount of duty or deficiency charged thereon, 
shall have been affixed thereto or used thereon, and the in- 
itials of the person using or affixing the same, together 

‘with the date when the same is so used or affixed, shall 
~ ‘have been placed thereon by such person; and the person 
. desiring to use any such deed, instrument, document, writ- 

ing, or paper as evidence, his agent or attorney, is author. 
“zed ‘in the presence of the court to affix the stamp or 
‘stamps thereon required, and in addition thereto ; and in 
cases where such deed, instrument, document, writing, or 
paper is so signed and issued and not used as evidence in 
‘any court, a penalty of twenty dollars shall be due and 
payable; and when the duty or deficiency remaining un- 
paid shall amount to the sum of twenty dollars, interest 
sthereon,at the rate of six percent. per aunum, shall be 
paid as an additional penalty: Provided, ‘Phat no instru- 
ment, document, or paper made, signed, or issued prior to 
the passage of this act without being duly stamped, or hav- 
“ing thereon an adhesive stamp to denote the duty imposed 
thereon, shall, for that ciuse, if thé stamp or stanips re- 
quired shall be subsequently affixed, be deemed invalid and 
of no cect 


Mr. PENDLETON moved to amend in line 


three, by inserting after the word ‘‘ stamped”? the 
words ‘* which has been.” 
© The amendment was agreed to. 


‘Mr. PENDLETON. 1 move to strike out of 
Aines six and seven the words “or deficiency 
charged thereon.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

. Mr. PENDLETON. I move to strike out of 
‘Tine seven the words “ or used thereon.’’ 

The amendment was agrecd to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 1 move to amend by 
striking out the following words: 

And in addition thereto; aud in cases where such deed, 
instrument, document, writing, or paper is so signed and 
issued and not used as evidence ih any court, a penalty of 
twenty dollars shail be due and payable; and when the 
duty or deficiency remaining unpaid ‘shall amount to the 


stm of twenty dollars, interest thereon, at the rate of six 
per cent per annum, shall be paid as an additional penalty. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PENDLETON, 
dine cight the words ‘initials of the person using 
ornatiixing the same, together with the.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move toamend in lines 


‘twenty-one and twenty-two, by striking out the 
words “ prior to the passage of this act.’’ 


I move to strike out of!) 


Mr. BOUTWELL. Ido not know but this 
amendment may be in Hne with the purpose of 
the committee is ex pressed in previous votes; but 
I wish‘to sey that I think we have very poor se- 
curity for theuse‘of stamps when we rely entirely 
upon penalties which ‘thay be recovered against 
‘persons who choose to use theth. “The security 
of the country in the use of stamps is ‘to make 
the papers invalid: where ‘stamps are not used, 
and gentlemen have tome to understand that and 
to act upon it. Very little hardship will arise 
from making the papers invalid, arid whenever 
there is a case of hurdship it is competent for 
Congress to relieve it: Security is to be found 
‘only in that course, 

“Mr. GANSON. T would rather rely on the 
‘patriotism of the people. ` 
“Myr. BOUT WELL. Well, 
about that. . 

Mr.GANSON. Iam surprised ‘to hear the 
gentlenin from Massachusetts question the pa- 
‘triotism of the people.» This is merely a eystem 
of taxation: for the sapport of the Government, 

Mr. BOUTWELL. [understand that patriot- 
ism will do somethings, but to tax and to please 
is not given to man. ` Whoever taxes the people 
must provide: some way of enforcing the tax. 


I do not know 


The hour of half past four o’clock, p. m., hav- 
ing now arrived, the committee rose, and the 
House took a recess until seven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The House reassembled at seven o’clock p. m. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United 
States: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit to Congress a copy Of a note of the 19th instant 
from Lord Lyons to the Secretary of State, 'on the subjeet 
of two. British naval officers who recently received medi- 
cal treatment at the naval hospital at Norfolk. The ex- 
pediency of authorizing Surgeon Solomon Sharp to accept 
the piece of plate to which the note refers, asan acknowl- 
edgment of his services, is submitted to your consideration. 

ABRAHAM LINCOLN, 


WASHINGTON, April 23, 1864. . 

The message and accompanying paper were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CHARITABLE FAIRS. 


Mr. ARNOLD, by unaninious consent, intro- 
duced a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to release certain goods from the 
payment of duties; which was read a first and 
second time, 

The joint resolution exempts from duty goods 
donated to fairs for the benefit of the Sanitary 
Commission or for the Christian Commission, or 
for the benefit of the Irish national fair recently 
held in Chicago, and authorizes the Secretary of 
the Treasury, at his discretion, to release such 
fairs from the payment of auction and lottery 
licenses. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time 
and passed. 

Mr. ARNOLD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed; and 
also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD GRANT. 


Mr. DONNELLY, by unanimous consent and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
making a grant of lands to the ‘Territories of Da- 
kota and Idaho, in alternate sections, to aid in 
the construction of certain railroads in said Ter- 
ritories to connect with*the railroad system of 
Minnesota; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

LOUIS ROBERTS. 
“© On motion of Mr. WINDOM, by unanimous 
consent, bill of the Senate No. 234, for the re- 
lief of Louis Roberts, was taken from the Spéak- 
er’s table, read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD, ETC. 


oo Phe amend ment: was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER proceeded,.as the regular or- 
der of business, to call the committees for reports, 
resuming the call with the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. JULIAN. Iholdin my hand certain pe- 
titions praying the sale of mineral lands, and 
asking that aid be granted for the Construction of 
the Northern Pacific railroad. lam instructed 
by the Committee on Public Lands to report that 
the subject of our mineral lands has been under 
consideration, and a bill will be reported soon on 
that subject. We ask to be discharged from the 
further consideration of the petitions in. regard to 
the Pacific railroad, and that they be referred to the 
select committeé on that subject. í 

It was so ordered. 

MAIL ROUTE IN WISCONSIN. 

On motion of Mr. JULIAN, the Committee on 
Public Lands was discharged from the further 
consideration of a memorial of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin in relation to mail routes, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, : 

DISPOSITION OF A LAND GRANT. 

On motion of Mr. JULIAN, the Committee on 
Public Lands was discharged from the farther con- 
sideration of a bill to allow the State of Indiana 
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to apply certain lands granted by Congress for 
agricultural colleges to the edueation of the orphan ` 
children of soldiers, &c., and the same was laid 
upon the table. é 

Mr. JULIAN. Indiana has notasked for any 
such diversion of the land grant referred to, and 
this House has already decided against it. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. JULIAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill authorizing the issue of 
patents for locations made under certificates 
granted under the authority of the act of Con- 
gress, approved March 17, 1862, allowing floats 
in satisfaction of lands sold by the United States 
within the limits of the Los Omegas and La Nana 
grants in Louisiana; which was read a first and 
second time by its title. . 

Mr. UPSON. I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman from Indiana how extensive these 
grants are? 

Mr. JULIAN. The grants, as I understand, 
are small inextent. The bill simply provides for 
the issuing of patents in conformity to the floats 
already issued under act of Congress of March 
17, 1862. The Commissioner of the General 
Land Office recommends the passage of this bill, 
inasmuch as a patent is the ordinary and appro- 
priate method of vesting titles by the United 
States, 

Mr. UPSON. Is the gentleman unable to state 
what quantity of lands this bill covers? 

Mr. JULIAN. Lam unable to state precisely, 
but the act of Congress referred to declares that 
the grossamount shall notexceed seventeen thou- 
sand four hundred and seventy-seven acres. The 
bill provides that the Commissioner of the Gen- 
era! Land Office may issue the patents when he is 
perfectly satisfied that the locations made are bona 
fide. Avis left to his judgment in each particular 
case. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill— 

Mr. DAWES. Mr.Speaker, lam in some un- 
certainty about this bill. These land grauts inthe 
State of Louisiana have proved to be the grossest 
frauds ever perpetrated on the country. È do not 
understand exactly the connection between those 
land grants and this bill, I do not know but that it 
may beall right; but the very name of these giants 
is suspicious. 

Mr, JULIAN, The bill has been very carefully 
considered. tt was framed by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office. It only provides 
for the issuing of patents where floats have been 
already located under the act of Congress, The 
title under the floats is an imperfect and irregular 
title, The object of this bill is simply to perfect 
the title in.the ordinary way by patent, 

Mr. DAWES. What is. the extent of these 
lands? 

Mr. JULIAN. The lands consist of a certain 
territory referred toin the actof Congress already 
mentioned, situate in the State of Louisiana, in 
respect to which the Government of the United 
States has already parted with its interest, It is 
‘simply proposed to issue patents where floats or 
certificates have already been issued in pursu- 
ance of law. 

Mr. DAWES. Down in Louisiana? 

Mr. JULIAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, cannot this mat- 
ter wait a little while just as well? These lands 
cannot be improved now. t think this thing 
should be understood a litle more fully. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. As I understand the read- 
ing of the bill, it covers locations hereafter to be 
made as well as those already made. I do not 
know whether that is the intention of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands; but I think it should be 
restricted to the locations heretofore made. 

Mr. JULIAN. The whole matter is subject to 
the judgment of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office under the act of Congress of March 
17, 1862. If the locations are bona fide, whether 
already made or hereafler to be made, the Land 
Office may issue patents if deemed right. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, I suggest that the bill be 
amended so as to restrict. its operation to lauds 
heretofore located. 

Mr. JULIAN. The bill bas been framed ex- 
actly in accordance with the views of the Land 
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Office, which has full knowledge of the whole 
subject. 

The SPEAKER. The billcan only beamended 
by unanimous consent, the bill having ‘been read 
the third time. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to oppose this 
bill, or anything that may appear to be fair. But 
these Spanish titles covered vast tracts of land. 
They were bought up by speculators. Men here 
in Congress speculated inthem. There were be- 
fore the rebellion people located on these lands 
cultivating farms, and by virtue of just such bills 
as this they found themselves dispossessed aud 
driven from their homes. 

I do not know what the state of things down 
there is, or whether this is one of such cases as 
I bave alluded to. But it seems to me that we 
can hardly touch these Spanish titles without 
getting into difficulty. And unless my friend 
from Indiana knows something personally about 
this mattef, so as to be able to state to the House 
just how much land this covers, and where it is, 
I do not think he ought to ask us to go for itnow. 

The gentleman from Indiana says that this bill 
is satisfactory to the General Land Office. Well, 
that may be all right. I have all confidence in 
the Land Office. But they have been practiced 
upon heretofore, and they have sheltered them- 
selves, and been obliged to shelter themselves, 
under these statutes. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Indiana that with general consent he have 
the bill recommitted to the Committee on Public 
Lands, with leave to reportat another time, when 
more full information can be given to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make 
that motion? 

Mr. DAWES. I will make it, or let the gen- 
tleman make it himself, if acceptable. 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. J suggest that the 
statute of March 17, 1862, which this bill is to 
carry out, be read. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well. I will not insist 
upon my motion if there is any gentleman in the 
House who understands this matter and can ex- 
plain it. 

Mr. JULIAN. If the law to which the gen- 
tleman has referred is read, | think that will ex- 
plain it, f 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. It does explain the 
matter; and I think if the law is read the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts may be induced to with- 
draw his objection. I send it to the Clerk, and 
ask that it may be read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, e., That it shall be the duty of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to issue and to deliver 
to the respective owner or owners of the Los Omegas and 
La Nana tracts of lands, formerly situated in the parish of 
Natchitoches, now parishes of Sabine and De Soro, in the 
State of Louisiana, or to his or their assigus or other legal 
representatives, certificates or floats, in the usual form, for 
so much Jand as may have been at any time heretofore sold, 
donated, granted, or reserved by the United States within 
said traets of land, or either of them; and which certifi- 
cates or floa may be located by the owner or holder thereof 
on any lands belonging to the United States aud subject to 
ptivate entry ata price not exceeding $1 25 per acre, and 
which certificates or floats shall be in full satisfaction of all 
claims against the United States for lands so sold, donated, 

ranted, or reserved: Provided, 'That asa condition prece- 

ent to the issuing of the floats hereinbefore authorized, 
the claimant or claimants shall present to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office satisfactory evidence of title 
thereto, aud that such claimants have been and continue to 
be Joyal to the Government of the United States: And 
provided further, That such certificates and floats shall not 
exceed in gross seventcen thousand four hundred and 
seventy-seven and sixty-two hundredths acres, 

“Sac.2. And be it further enacted, That this actshall take 
effect immediately.” 

Mr. MORRIS, of Ohio. I understand that 
these certificates have already been issued, and 
that they have been located, and this bill is merely 
to complete the action contemplated by the act 
of March 17, 1862. 

Mr. JULIAN. The law just read seems to 
give a satisfactory explanation, and I now de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman allow me 
toask him one question first? Does he know 
whether these lands, thus located, are unoccupied, 
or whether they are occupied by settlers ? 

Mr. JULIAN. I cannot give the gentleman 
that information. I have no doubt it is in the 
possession of the Land Office, anc that its recom- 
mendation of this bill is made upon that knowl- 
edge. I think the gentleman will see that in con- 
nection with the law which has just been read no 
abuse can grow out of the passage of this bill. 


Land Office and be made a matter of. record here 
in the House to explain this very singular spe- 
cies of legislation, : 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put, - 

The motion to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, with leave to report at 
any time, was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was recommitted; and: also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion wasagreed to. . 


OREGON DONATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. JULIAN, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back the bill (S. No. 181) in ref- 
erence to donation claims in Oregon and Wash- 
ington. 

The bill was read. It provides that whenever 
it shall appear that two donation settlers in the 
State of Oregon or Washington Territory shall 
hold their conterminous improvements in such a 
manner as may require a half quarter section to 
be divided into two equal parts by a line north 
and south or east and west, it shall be lawful for 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office to 
issue patents recognizing for each claimant such 
subdivisions; this enactment to include cases ex- 
isting at the date of the act, where the claim may 
be proved and established according to law. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. JULIAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INCREASE OF SOLDIERS’ PAY. 


Mr. WINFYTELD, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the petition of one thousand two hundred 
wives and daughters of soldiers, asking for an in- 
crease of their pay; which was referred ‘to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


MICHIGAN WAGON ROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported back the bill (H. R. No. 227) 
granting lands to the State of Michigan for the 
construction of certain wagon roads for military 
and postal purposes. The bill was read. It 
grants to the State of Michigan for the construc- 
tion of a wagon road from Saginaw City to the 
Straits of Mackinaw, at the rate of three sections 
of land to the mile. Also, foraroad from Grand 
Rapids through Newaygo, Traverse City, and 
Little Traverse, to the Straits of Mackinaw, pub- 
lic lands at the rate of three sections to the mile. 

Mr. KERNAN. I desire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman what is the length of these proposed roads. 

Mr. DRIGGS. l propose briefly to state the 
principal features of the bill, and m that state- 
ment will answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. KERNAN. The gentleman will alsoallow 
me to state that it seems to me three sections of 
public land to the mile, for the construction of a 
wagon road, ig a pretty liberal donation. 

Mr. DRIGGS. This bill provides a grant to 
the State of Michigan of alternate sections for three 
miles on each side of the road, to aid in the con- 
struction of the road referred to. Butit will be 
understood that the amount granted is limited 
to three sections only to the mile. The land, of 
itself, will not be sufficient to build the road, but 
is intended, as the bill itself states, to aid the State 
of Michigan in that object. The distance, in an- 
swer to the question of the gentleman from New 
York, from Saginaw City to the Straits of Mack- į 
inaw is about one hundred and sixty miles. 

Į desire to say to the House that although mil- | 
itary necessity is now claimed for almost every 
measure that is presented here, I think the facts 
will convince any gentleman who will examine 
them that in this instance itis not a mere pre- 
tense. Itis well known that we have important 
fortifications at the Straits of Mackinaw, and it 
is almost impossible to reach those fortifications 
during at least six months in the year. During 
half of every year, communication with that Jo- 
cality is cut off almost as completely as if an 
ocean intervened between the lower portion of 
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Michigan and that northern portion, by reason of |! 


be made. f : Has EES 
{ will state further, that at the.time it was:sup- 
pased a rupture between the British Government 
and the United States might passibly occur,:our 
Government deemed it important to send. there 
some packages af muskets, for: the purpose iof 
defending the works at that point, to-whichthe 
approach from the Canada shore is: very easy. 
The Government paid at the rate of $150° for 
each package of muskets to be carried’ thraigh 
this wilderhess, by means of Indians, who: were 
employed for that purpose, ; bd ae pat, 
But, sir, I will not detain. the House :by. going 
into. the details of this matter. [think a very 
slight examination will be sufficient to satisfy 
every member that the bill isright andjust. The 
bill has been very carefully drawn, has been fully 
considered, and unanimausly reported by) the 
if the grants are 
made the.road will he built... lt will not, like a 
great many of the railroads for which grants 
have been made, keep the lands out of market 
for six, eight, ar ten years, without any prospect 
of building a road at all. o ‘ 
The bill, { repeat, hag been very carefully drawn 
and guarded. It makes it imperative upon: the 
State to: build. the road. in a very shart period or 


the wilderness through: which the-passage baa to 


| the lands will revert. again to the Government. 


The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Horman] 
when I first presented the. bill requested me not 
to call the previous question until he could have 
an opportunity to discuss it. He has informed 
me to-day that upon examination he thinks it 
is right, and that he will not oppose its passage. 
Unless some other gentleman desires to debate 
the bill, ] will demand the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before the gentleman calls 
the previous question, T ask him to have the lat- 
ter part of the first section-and the second section 
of the bill read for the purpose of suggesting 
whether the word “ Governor” should not be 
stricken out and * Legislature”? inserted. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 


shalt they be appropriated or disposed of for auy other pur- 
pose whatsoever, ý 

Sec. 2, Anil be it further enacted, That any and all lands 
heretofore reserved to the United States by any act of Con- 
gress, or in any other manner by competent authority, far 
any public work, or forauy other purpose whatsoever, be, 
and the same fre hereby, reserved to the United States 
from the operation of this act, except so far as it may be 
necessary to locate the routes of said roads through such 
reserved lands; in which case the rights of way shall be, 
aud are hereby, granted, subject to. the approval of the Pres- 
ident of the United States. © i 

Mr. DRIGGS. I will state to the gentleman 
that our Legislature meets only once in two years; 
that only five yearsare given to complete the road; 
and that after due consitleration it was thought. that 
the Executive would watch over the road and gee 
that the provisions of the law were properly cars 
ried out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill would place the 
whole management of this grant within the con- 
trolof the Governor. It seems tomea very large 
power to confer upon the Governor ofa State. f 
suggest that that power had better be vested, in 
the Legislature. 1 desire also to:ask the gentle- 
man what is the length of these roads: 

Mr. DRIGGS. [have already stated that the 
distance from the Saginaw.to Mackinaw straits 
is one hundred and sixty miles counting*by sece 
tions, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Are both roads about the 
same length? 

Mr. DRIGGS. Very. nearly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest to the gentleman 
that the bili had better be amiended so as to confer 
these powers on the Legislature ‘rather than on 
the Gavernor of the State. 
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- Mr. DRIGGS. 
tleman anything.” We have full confiderice that 
our Executive will do whatisright.: I hope that 
the gentleman will not insist on his amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. `I desire to know whether 
there is any provision in this bill by which these 
dirt roads are to-be kept in repair when they are 
constructed? > bai K 

“Mr. DRIGGS. There is such a provision in 
the bill. : : . 

Mr. MORRILL. Lask whether Congress has 
ever heretofore granted to a State tands for build- 
ing dirt roads? 

-Mr. DRIGGS. It has. 

Mr. MORRILL. | I have never heard of any. 
It may have been done in regard to Territories. 
If we have not, I think that this is a wrong time 
to begin. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Let me add one or -two re- 
marks further. Congress has granted lands to 
Michigan fortwo railroads, and unless they are 
constructed within two years these lands will re- 
vert to the United States. Then we will be left 
without any lands at all. We ask this grant of 
lands to enable us to build a practical wagon road 
through this new country so as to induce set- 
tlenient and emigration. “Unless this be done it 
will remain a wilderness for years. It is also 
necessary to haveg sure means of communication 
between the fortifications of the Government and 
for the transmission of the mails. Our mailsare 
carried to-day from Saginaw by Indians and dog 
trains. If some ‘poor dog Tray’ sickens and 
dies, the people are deprived of their mails. I 
do not want that condition of things to continue. 
Tthink that I might base this proposition upon 
military and postal grounds alone. It is also 
necessary, however, for the purpose of inducing 
emigration into that region. If we cannot get 
railroads we must have these wagon roads. I 
demand the previous question. 3 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Vermont (Mr. MorriLL} asked the gentleman 
whether grants of land had been made by Con- 
gress to States to aid in the construction of dirt 
roads, I understood him to say that such grants 
had been made to Terrigories and not to States. 
I think that grants have been made to States and 
not to Territories. Congress has usually granted 
money to the Territories for the purpose of build- 
ing these roads and tands to the States. I had 
occasion in drawing a bill this session to examine 
the law, and I followed a bill passed during the 
last Congress, granting lands. to Wisconsin and 
Minnesota to build a wagon road. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I thank the gentleman for re- 
frring the gentleman from Vermont to a prece- 

ent. 

Mr. KERNAN, Whathas become of the lands 
granted by Congress for a railroad along the 
lakes? 

Mr. DRIGGS. There was no such grant by 
Congress. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question wa’ seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time. 

Mr. DRIGGS demanded the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. The previous ques- 
tion was seconded, and the niain question ordered; 
and under the operation thereof the bill was passed. 

Mr. DRIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the:bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO WISCONSIN. 


Mr. DRIGGSalso, from the Committee on Pub- 
‘lic Lands, reported back House biil No. 247, 


i { 
Ido not like to refuse the gen- | 


granting lands to the State of Wisconsin to build | 


a military road to Lake Superior. 

The bill was read in extenso. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

‘Mr. DRIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. ' 


SOLOMON WADSWORTII. 


¿Mri ALLISON, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill for the relief of Solomon 


Wadsworth; which received its several readings, 
and was engrossed and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the billwas passed; and also moved to 
Jay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

‘The latier motion was agreed to. 


DENVER IN COLORADO. 


Mr. ALLISON also, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, reported a bill for the relief of the 
citizens of Denver, in the Territory of Colorado; 


grossed and. passed. 

Mr. ALIZISON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


GRANTS OF LAND TO IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON also, from the Committee on 
| Public Lands, reported back with sundry amend- 
ments a bill (H. R. No. 159) fora grant of lands 
to the State of Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid 
in the construction of a railroad in said State. 

The several amendments recommended by the 
committee were considered and agreed to, and 
then the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLISON also, from the Committee on 
Publie Lands, reported back with amendments a 
bill (H. R. No. 381) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to make a grant of land to the State of Iowa 
in alternate sections to aid in the construction of 
a certain railroad in said State,” approved May 
15, 1856. i 

‘Phe several amendments reported by the com- 
mittee were agreed to. k 

Mr. GRINNELL. I moveto amend the first 
section by Inserting in line eighteen after the word 
“county” the following: 

Or on or near the line as recorded and located in 1856 
os 1857 where the same passes through Jasper county im- 
mediately north of the town of Newton, in said county. 

It is proposed in this bill that Des Moines and 
Council Bluffs shall be made points. Newton, 
in Jasper county, was‘on the line of the road as 
originally located in 1856 or 1857, upon the ac- 
ceptance of the land grant by the Stale of lowa. 
I may say that the residents of that town, one of 
the most flourishing in the State, and one of the 
best business centers in one of our best counties, 
fear that thisroad may now, to favor private in- 
terests, be turned away from them. They have 
with great enterprise built up a town, anticipating 
that the old line would be retained, They have an 
interest in this land grant given to the State; they 
have an interest in the State franchise to the Mis- 
sissippi and Missouri railroad; and this amend- 
ment simply proposes that the company shall 
locate the line and build the road as was intended 
in 1856 or 1857, when this land grant was ac- 
cepted by the State as donated by Congress. 

Without this amendment the company may 
run the road where they please; yet I have no 
evidence of any bad faith. They may go far 
away from that town, and, by a rival interest, de- 
preciate property and do great injustice to these 
people who have there built up a town and made 
a business center, and erected one of the best 
public buildings in the State, with the expecta- 
tion that the road would be built as originally 
located. Ifthat eannot bedone they would much 
prefer that there should be no change in the ori- 
ginal bill, and that the old land grant, with its con- 
ditions, should remain as it was. 
the company would be required to build the road 
on or near the line as located in 1856 or 1857. 


a 


amendment, which is so plainly jJust,and I trust 
there will not be. 

Mr. PRICE. [ cannotconsent thatthe amend- 
ment shall be adopted without the House under- 
standing the position of affairs. The original 
bill provides thatthe company shall build the road 
through a certain town, or as near to it as prac- 
ticable, and I presume any gentlemen acquainted 
with railroad building or the building of any other 
kind of road are well satisfied that it is not a 


i very easy matter to build a road of any kiad upon 


which received its several readings, and was en- 


In that event, | 


There ought not to be any objection to this | 


land which is not practicable. If itis practicable 
to build a road through that town, the bill, as it 
stands now reported, will compel the company to 
build the road through that town. If it is not 
practicable to build the road through that town, 
then Lask whether the House is willing to pass 
a law compelling a company to build a road 
where not practicable? Thatis the simple ques- 
tion. The bill provides, in express and simple 
language, that the road shall be built along a cer- 
tain line, or as near to itas practicable. And I 
undertake to say that no gentleman who under- 
stands anything about the construction of roads 
will find any company to construct a road in a 
place where it is impracticable to build it. I hope, 
therefore, the amendment will not prevail, but that 
the bill will be left where the committee left it. 

Mr.GRINNELL. I wish it to be understood 
that Į am a friend of this bil] and a friend of the 
railroad. My colleague, who has just spoken, 
holds the same relation to the Mississippi and Mis- 
souri railroad as myself, and | wish the railroad 
to progress to-the Pacific. He has no more friend- 
ship for the road than I have, and I do not wish to 
be placed in a false position. But, sir, he says 
that the word ‘* practicable” in this bill is enough, 
and is all that Į should ask. Isay that it is as in- 
definite as the word “ moreover,” which we al- 
ways used in translating Latin when we came to 
a stumbling place. Sir, | do not propose that this 
word “ practicable” shall be interpreted by the 
company. It may involve litigation, and is a 
word that should never be put into a bill of this 
character. 

Sir, a survey was made some eight years ago, 
and the line was located by intelligent engineers 
on a practicable route, which is nearer by one 
quarter or one third ofa mile than any other line 
that can be located. That I assert, having a knowl- 
edge of the country. | 

Now, what I propose is simply this: that this 
town, containing two or three thousand inhabit- 
ants, who have gone there and with their enter- 
prise and money have located a county seat, shall 
uot be utterly destroyed because they have based 
their expectations of future prosperity upon the 
building of this railroad. l assert only this is 
justice to all parties. I understood my friend 
from the Des Moincs district to agree that this 
point should be named in the bill; and it would 
be unjust to pass the bill unless it guarded the 
rights of these people, who are second to no com- 
munity in patriotism and intelligence. . 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Public 
Lands have very carefully considered this bill; 
they deemed it impracticable to adopt this amend- 
ment and they adopted the provision now in the 
bill. 

Mr.GRINNELL. I wish to say a word only 
in reply to my colleague. 

Mr. ALLISON. I cannot yield further. 

Mr.GRINNELL. I submit that it is hardly 
fair to me if Tam cut off from further amend- 
ment, 

Mr. ALLISON. Well, I will yield to my col- 
league to make what explanation he desires, 

Mr.GRINNELL. I simply wish to remark. 
that this amendment ds substantially what was 
agreed upon by the gentleman representing this 
company, and my friend from the Keokuk dis- 
trict [Mr. Witsoy] knows very well thatitis sub- 
stanually what was agreed upon, but I will not 
further resist if the House chooses to follow the 
committee. I ask a division on my amendment, 

The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. WILSON. | offer the following proviso 
to the second section of the bill: 

Provided, That the said company shall not be entitled to 
and shail not receive any laud under this grant whieh is 
situate within filteen miles of the Burlington and Missoari 
tiver railroad, as indicated by the map of said road now 
on file inthe General Land Office. 

I understand that that proviso meets the ap- 
proval of my colleague who has charge of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. [move to amend the bill by 
inserting the following asan additional section to 
come in after section two: 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Burlington 
and Missouri River Railroad Company, a corporation organ- 
ized under the laws of the State of Lowa, and to which 
said State granted a portion of the land grant mentioned 
in the tye of this act to aid in the ¢onstruetion of a rail- 
road from Burlington, iu said State, to the Missouri river, 
shail be entitled to receive, and the Secretary of the 


1864. 


- THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


Interior shall cause to be certified and conveyed to said 
cowpany from time to time as the road progresses, out of 
any lands now belonging to the United States and subject 
to entry within six miles of said road as now foeated, an 
amount of land per mile equal to that mentioned iu the 
act to which this act is au amendment, as intended to aid 
in the construction of said road; and ifthe amount of laud 
granted by the original act to aid in the construction of 
said road shall not be found within the limit of six miles 
from the line of said road, then such seleetions may be 
madealong such line within twenty miles thereof, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. I offer the following as an 
additional section to the bill, to come in after sec- 
tion six: 


Sec. 7, And be it further enacted, That all the conditions 
and limitations contained in the act to which this act isan 
amendment, and not hereinbefore expressly charged, shall 
attach to and ran with the grants made by this act except 
as the suid conditions and limitations have been modified 
by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, 


The amendment was agreed to. 7 
Mr. KASSON. l move to amend the bill by 


inserting as an additional section to come in before 
the last section what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read. lt provides that no 
lands shall be certified to cither of the companies 
named in the bill unless it shall complete, ready 
for the rotling stock, within one year from the 
Ist day of July next, a section of not less than 
twenty miles from its present terminus, and in 
each year thereafter an additional section of 
twenty miles; but the namber of sections per mile 
originally authorized shall be certified to each 
company upon proof of the completion of the ad- 
ditional sections of the road. The amendment 
provides further, that in case of the failure of 
either road to complete the section to be annually 
built, the portion of the land remaining uncertified 


shall become subject tg the control of the Legis- | 


lature of lowa, to aid in the completion of said 
road. 
Mr. KASSON. The amendment meets the ap- 
proval of the gentleman who has charge of the bill. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GRINNELL. Will my colleague allow 
me to offer an amendment in the shape of a pro- 
viso? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRINNELL. I move to amend by add- 
ing the following as a proviso; 

Provided further, That tbe said town of Newton shalt 

. pay any extra expense, if there be any incurred, in passing 
throngb said town 3 the amount of said expense to be esti- 
mated by one engineer appointed by the railroad company 
and by one chosen by the town of Newton. 

I wish to ask my colleague if he will not assent 
to that proposition — that if the railroad goes 
through the town of Newton the expense shall 
be divided between the company and the town. 

Mr. ALLISON. vI have no objection person- 


hie: HUBBARD, of Towa, I would like to 
make an inquiry of my colleague as to the num- 
ber of inhabitants in the town of Newton, and the 
value of its real property. 

Mr.GRINNELL. The population is about 
two thousand, representing several hundred thou- 
sand dollars; and they are a very worthy people, 
in every respect. 

The question was taken on Mr. GRINNELL’S 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. ALLISON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD GRANTS TO MINNESOTA. 

Mr. ALLISON also, from the same committee, 
reported back an act (3. No. 31) making a grant of 
lands to the Lake Superior and Mississippi Rail- 
road Company in the State of Minnesota to aid 
in the construction of the railroad of said com- 
pany from St. Paul to Lake Superior. | 
"The question being on the third reading— 

Mr. ALLISON, fam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands to offer amendments to 


all 


this bil. The committee has thought better that | 
the grant should be made to the State of Minne- | 


sota instead of to the railroad company; and we 
propose such amendments as will carry out that 


view. I 
The amendments were voted on collectively, 


and were agreed to, 


Mr. ALLISON. I am also directed ‘by the 
Committee on Public Lands to move ar amend- 
ment, as an additional section, providing for the 
construction of a road from some point on the 
line in the State of Minnesota, south of St. Louis 
river, to some pointat the head of Lake Superior. 

The question was taken on theamendment, and 
it was agreed to. : 

The bill, as amended, was then read the third 
time, and passed. ; 

Mr. ALLISON moved to amend the title by 
striking out the words ‘the Lake Superior and 
Mississippi Railroad Company in,” and also the 
words “of said company;’’ so that it would read: 
“An act making a’grant of land to the State of 
Minnesota to aid in the conStruction of the rail- 
road from St. Paul to Lake Superior. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RAILROAD GRANTS TO WISCONSIN. 


Mr. SLOAN also, from the same committee, 
reported back an act (S. No. 160) granting lands 
to aid in the construction of certain railroads in 
the State of Wisconsin, with amendments. 

The amend ments were to change the grant from 
the railroad companies named in the act and to 
transfer it to the State of Wisconsin. 

The amendments were veted on collectively, 
and were agreed to. 

The questidn being on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time-— 

Mr. MORRILL. In view of the immense ex- 
tent of the national territory proposed to be given 
away, | ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
whether he has any objection to having a clause 
inserted providing that slavery or involuntary 
servitude shall not be allowed therein, [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. KERNAN. I should like to know how 
much land we will have leftafter these billsare all 
satisfied. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to 
state, 

The bill was read the third time. 

The question being on Às passage, a division 
was called for. 

Mr. SLOAN. IJ trustthat gentlemen will be as 
liberal to Wisconsin as they have been to Jowa 
and Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and Messrs. 
Nexson and SLoan were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 62, noes 30. 

So the bill was passed, 

Mr. SLOAN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois, moved that 
the House adjourn, 

Mr. GARFIELD. As there mustbe very little 
public land left after what we have done to-night, 
I hope gentlemen will be allowed to go through 
with it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of fllinois. F withdraw 
my motion to adjourn, and yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana, {Mr. Juriax.] 


NOMESTEADS ON CONFISCATED PROPERTY. 


Mr JULIAN, from tag Committee on Publie 
Lands, reported back House bill No, 276, to sc- 
cure to persons in the military and naval service 
of the United States homesteads on confiscated 


ior forfeited cstates in the insurrectionary dis- 


tricts; which was read a first and second time, 
and ordered to be printed. 

And then, on motion of Mr. WASHBURNE, 
of lilinois, (at twenty minutes past nine o'clock, 
p.m.,) the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE, 
Wepnespay, April 27, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 


‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. GRIMES. Ihave the honor to present the 
memorial of the wives, daughters, and other family 
relatives dependent on the soldiers of the Army 


| 
| 
t 


of the United States, who ‘say-that: the present 
compensation received by their husbands, fathers, 
and brothers, is too small,and they therefore pray. 
for an increase’of the pay of the soldiers. T Mové 
that the petition ‘be referred ‘to the Coinmittee on 
Military “Affairs and the Militia, Pana 

The motion was agreed to. ; a 

Mr. SUMNER presented three petitions of 
women of the United States, praying for the ab 
olition of slavery throughout the Unitéd States; 
and for the adoption of measures for so amending 
the Constitution as forever.to prohibit ite existenee 
in any portion of our common: countrys whieh 
were referred to the select committee on slavery 
and freedmen, 

Mr. HOYE presented a memorial of the Legis- 
lature of Wisconsin in favor.of the enlargement 
of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers improvement; 
the ship canal around the falls of Niagara, and 
the improvement of the Erie canal; which wag 
referred to the Commiitee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. ‘ 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. POMEROY, it was 


Ordered, ‘That Berendt A. Froiseth have leave to with- 
draw his petition aud other papers froni the files of the 
Senate. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WILSON, from the. Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was referred 
a bill (S. No. 231) concerning the subsistence and 
pay of the Army, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to print 
five hundred copies of the report of the National 
Academy af Sciences, have instructed me to re- 
port the same back without amendment, and rec- 
ommend its passage. I offered this report yes- 
terday, but the Senator from Vermont, [Mr, - 
CoLLAMER,}] whom | do not now see in his seat, 
objected to it. I do not wish to ask for its present 
consideration if there is any objection to it; but 
I wish to say with regard to this and all other re- 
ports that come from the Committee on Printing 
that it is important, from considerations of pub- 
lic economy, that, whatever action the Senate 
take upon them, they shéuld take it at once.: It > 
will cost to print the first hundred copies of this 
report which have been ordered by the House of 

representatives thirteen or fourteen hundred dol- 
lars. The cost of the next hundred will be but 
seventy oreighty dollars. If the Senate order the 
printing of these additional copies of the report 
now it can be done at the rates [ have mentioned; 
but if the printing of the report shall not be or- 
dered until the type has been distributed it will 
cost twelve or thirteen hundred dollars, ; 

The PRESIDENT pro iempore. Does the Sen- 

ator ask for the present consideration of the re- 
ort? 
P Mr. ANTHONY. 


I will not ask for its pres- 


-ent consideration, as the Senator from Vermont 


is not now in his seat. I understood that he had 
some objection to make to it; but when he comes 
in I shall ask the Senate to take it up. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
258) making Dakota or Sioux half-breed land serip 
assignable; which was read twice by its title, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed, : 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the Louse of Representatives had passed the bill 
ofthe Senate (No. 181) in reference to:donation 
claims in Oregon and Washington. 

The message further announced thatthe House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills 
of the Senate, with amendments to each; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bili (No. 131) makinga grant of lands to the 
Lake Superior and Mississippi Railroad Com- 
pany, in the State of Minnesota, to aid in the con- 
struction of the railroad of said company from St. 
Paul to Lake Superior; and 

A bill (No. 160) granting lands to aid in the 
construction of certain railroads in thé State of 
Wisconsin. 

The message further announced thatthe House 
of Representatives had passed the following bills; 
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in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 
< A bill (No. 227) granting lands to the State of 
Michigan for the construction of tertain wagon 
roads for military and postal purposes; 

A bil (No. 431) for the relief of Solomon 
Wadsworth; 

A. bill (No. 247) granting lands to the State of 
Wisconsin to build a military road to Lake Supe- 
ior; and® 

Abili (No. 159) for a grant of lands to the State 
of Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in. the con- 
struction. of a-railroad in said State. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Nicoxay, his Secretary, announced 
that the President had approved and signed on the 
26th instant the following acts: 

An act (S. No. 180) fora charter of Masonic 
Hall Association in Washington city, District of 
Columbia; and 

An act (S. No. 249) to authorize the issuing of 
a register to the steam vessel John Martin. 


FRAUDS IN TILE NAMES OF VESSELS. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to postpone all 
prior orders for the purpose of taking up the bill 
(H. R. No. 360) for the prevention and punish- 
ment of frauds in relation to the names of vessels. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the Senate, asin 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It provides that every steamboat of the United 
States shall, in addition to having her name painted 
on her stern, as now required by law, also have 
the same conspicuously placed in distinct, plain 
letters, of not less than six inches in length, on 
each outer side of the pilot-house, and (in case the 
boat has side wheels) also on the outer side‘of each 
wheel-house; and if any such steamboat shall be 
found without having her name placed as herein 
required, she is to be subject to the same penalty 
and forfeiture as is now provided by law in the 
case ofa vessel of the United States found with- 
out having her name and the name of the port to 
which she belongs painted on her stern, as re- 
quired by law. No master, owner, or agent of 
any vessel of the United States, shall in any way 
change the name of such vessel, or by any device, 
advertisement, or contrivance deceive, or attempt 
to deceive, the public, or any officer or agent of 
the United States Government, or of any State, or 
any corporation or agent thereof, or any person 
or persons, as to the true name of such vessel, on 

ain of the forfeiture of such vessel; but this act 
1s not to take effect until the expiration of sixty 
days from and after its passage. 

r. GRIMES. As l understand the reading 
of the bill, it provides that all steamboats shall 
have their names painted on the outer side of the 
pilot-house. But there area great many vessels 
that have no pilot-houses, I suppose not‘one half, 
hardly any, of the sea-going steamers have pilot- 
houses. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the bill requires that 
the name shall be painted on the side of the ship. 

Mr. GRIMES. The bill requires that the name 
shall be painted on the side of the pilot-houseand 
also on the side of the wheel-house, in case the 
boat hag side wheels. 

Mr.COLLAMER, Thenamecannotbe painted 
there if they have not any pilot-house. 

Mr. GRIMES. Of course not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will propose as anamend- 
ment to-insert the words * or otherwise conspicu- 
ously painted on the side of the ship.” The ob- 
ject is to prevent frauds.. The law now requires 
that the name shall be painted on the stern of the 
vessel, but they frequently put a diferent name 
on the wheel-house, and whenever an attempt is 
made to punish that kind of fraud, they point to 
the name in small letters on the stern, thus bring- 
ing it within the law. I propose as an amend- 
ment to insert the words © or otherwise conspicu- 
ously painted on the side of the ship.” 

Mr. GRIMES. ‘Or on the sides of the pilot- 
house, if they have sach.” 

Mr.CHANDLER., “Or otherwise conspicu- 
ously painted upon the side of the ship.” 

Mr. GRIMES. You have that in the bill now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Sena- 
tor from. Michigan modify lus amendment as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Jowa? 

Mr. CHANDLER... Yes, sir. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amend- 
mentis to insertafter the words ‘‘ pilot-house,”’ in 


line seven of the first section, the words “if ithas | 


such.”? 
. The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. The 
amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the 
biH to be read a third time. The bill was read 
the third time, and passed. 


COLLISIONS ON WATER. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 62, likewise reported from the 
Committee on Commerce. 

‘The motion was-agreed to; and the bill (H. 
R. No. 62) fixing certain rules and regulations 
for preventing collisions on the water was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ADMEASUREMENT OF TONNAGE. 


On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, the bill (H. 
R. No. 119) to regulate the admeasurement of 
tonnage of ships and vessels of the United States 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Commerce reported the bill 
with two amendments. The first amendment of 
the committee was in section one, line five, after 
the word “sixty”? to strike out the word ‘six’? 
and insert “ five;” so that it will read: 


That every ship or vessel built within the United States, 
or that may be owned by a citizen or citizens thereof, on 
or after the Ist day of January, 1865, shall be measured 
aud registered in the manner hereinafter provided, &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee wasto 


insert at the end of the first section of the bill the | 


following proviso: 

Provided, That any ship or vessel built within the Uni- 
ted States after the passage of this act may be measured 
and registered ju the manner herein provided, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; 
and the amendments were concurred in and or- 
dered to be engrossed. The bill was ordered to 
a third reading; and it was read the third time, 
and passed. i 


COLLECTION OF HOSPITAL DUES. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move to take up 
the bill (H. R. No. 367) to provide for the col- 
lection of hospital dues from vessels of the Uni- 
ted States sold or transferred in foreign ports or 
waters, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, procecded to con- 
sider the bill. In case of the sale or transfer of 
any vessel of the United States, in a foreign port 
or water, the bill requires the consul, vice consul, 
commercial agent, or vice commercial agent of the 
United States within whose consulate or district 
such sale or transfer shall have been made, or in 
whose hands the papers of such vessel shall be, 
to collect of the master or agent of such vessel 
all moneys that shall have become due to the Uni- 
ted States under and by virtue of the act entitled 
“An act for the relief of sick and disabled sea- 
men,” approved July 16, 1798, and shall remain 
unpaid at the time of such sale or transfer; and 
the consul, vice consul, commercial agent, or vice 
commercial agent, (as the case may be,) is also 
instructed and required to retain possession of 
the papers of such ves¥el until such moneys shall 
have been paid; and in defaultof which such sale 
or transfer shall be void, excepting asagainst the 


vender; but this act is not to take effect until the | 


expiration of sixty days from and after its pas- 
sage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HENRY A. BRIGHAM. 

Mr. MORRILL. [ask the Senate to take up 
with a view to action Senate bill No, 212. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bili (S. No. 
212) for the relief of Henry A. Brigham was read 
the second time, and considered as in Committee 


ofthe Whole. His to direct the Secretary of the | 


Treasury to pay to Henry A. Brigham the sum 
of $2,000, being the amount of his check drawn 
in tavor of the Assistant ‘Treasurer of the United 
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States at New York, on the 7th of November, 
A. D. 1862. 

Mr. MORRILL, I should like to have the 
report read which explains the case. 

The Secretary read the report made by the 
Committee on Claims, from which it appears that 
the petitioner, Mr. Brigham, holds the office of 
military storekeeper and paymaster in the ord- 
nance department of the Army of the United 
States, on duty at the Watervliet arsenal, New 
York, and had his disbursing account with the 
Assistant Treasurer of the United States in the 
| city of New York, and paid the employés atthe 
arsenal monthly in fands drawn from the Assist- 
ant Treasurer. To enable him to make his 
monthly payment of October, 1862, on the 7th of 
November of that year he presented to the cashier 
of the Assistant Treasurer in New York city a 
i written statement of the amount and denomina- 
tion of ‘Treasury notes and postage currency re- 
quired, amounting in all to the sum of $36,300 in 
notes of denominations of from one to fifty dol- 
lars, and $500 in postage currency. On the fol- 
| lowing day, daring business hours, he called for 
the money at the counter where he had been ac- 
customed to receive his money. He shortly 
gained the attention of the cashier, passed him 
his check for the sum required, whereupon the 
cashier brought a tray from the desk of the pay 
department to a convenient opening in the coun- 
ter, the contents of which had been made up in 
marked packages by one of: the paying tellers, 
for the purpose of making payment, the parties 
standing upon opposite sides of the counter. 

The money had begn arranged in packages, 
notes of fifty ‘dollars in two packages of $3,000 
and $5,000, making $8,000 in one bundle, around 
which was a strap with (ggamount marked there- 
on. Notes of twenty dollars, in six equal pack- 
ages of $2,000—ail contained in one general bun- 
dle, and marked and strapped as above, and soon 
for the rest. The cashier proceeded to take these 
packages or bundles from the tray, ‘ calling off?” 
| theamountmarked on thestrapsas each parcel was 
passed to the side of the tray in the counter, each 
amount so * called off” being set down by the 
paymaster, when the whole amount so stated was 
found to be $36,300. Both parties still maintain-. 
ing their positions, the paymaster proceeded to 
‘satisfy himself” of the correctness of the count, 
commencing with the package of notes of the 
largest denomination, being that of $8,000. Upon 
examination of the bundle marked $12,000, in 
packages of $2,000 each, there were in fact but 
| five packages, making $10,000. Search was made 
by the cashier for the missing package of $2,000 
at the desk of the pay department and on the floor 
at the counter where the parties stood, but with- 
out success. The parties had observed, while 
the cashier was passing the packages from the 
tray, and the paymaster was setting down the 
figures, a man—a stranger—standing near the 
paymaster, with his hand upon the postage cur- 
rency, and who immediately retired. It was as- 
sumed by the cashier that the delivery of the 
money was complete when he had ‘called of?” 
the amount of the several packages or bundles, 
and passed them from the tray to the counter; 
that the missing $2,000 had been stolen by the 
stranger; and that, having been so delivered and 
stolen, it was the loss of the paymaster, who was 
accordingly required to draw an additional cheek 
for $2,000, in order to obtain the amount required 
for his monthly payment. It isnot doubted that 
the paymaster drew his check in favor of the As- 
sistant Treasurer of the United States for thesum 
of $2,000 more than heactually received, and that 
he has been the loser to that amount. 

Mr.GRIMES. It seems to me that this is go- 
| ing to establish a very important precedent, es- 
pecially in-view of the fact that we are about to 
pass a bill establishing a uniform system of bank- 
ing, under which, if] anderstand it correctly, each 
of the banks is to become a public depository 
and to have its officers, who are not officers of 
the United States, but the individual officers of 
each corporation pay out public moneys on the 
drafts of our disbursing officers. Now, if we are 
going to establish the rule that one of cur officials 
going Chere may suffer himself to be deluded into 
giving a check when he ought not to give it, as 
it is alleged this paymaster did, or if we are go- 
ing to make up any deficiency that may arise in 


consequence of a miscount of the teller-— 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . The Senator 
will pause. It becomes the duty of the Chair at 
this‘hour to call up the unfinished business of 
yesterday. 1 TES 
:.Mr. GRIMES. I think it 
bill should pause here. 


“ NATIONAL CURRENCY. 


‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 
395) to. provide a national currency, secured by 
a pledge of United States bonds, and to provide 
for the ‘circulation and redemption thereof, the 
pending question being on the amendment of the 
Committee on Finance, in section forty-one, line 
nine, after the word “act,” to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause: 


_ And nothing in this aét shall be construed to prevent the 
taxation by States of the capital stock of banks organized 
under this act, the same as the property of other moneyed 
corporations, for State or municipal purposes; but no State 
sbalil impose any tax upon such associations, or their cap- 
ital, circulation, dividends, or business, at a higher rate of 
taxation than shall be imposed by such State upon the 
same amount of moneyed capital in the hands of individual 
citizens of such State: Provided, That no State tax shall 
be imposed on any part of the capital stock of such asso- 
ciation invested in the bonds of the United States, depos- 
ited as security for its circulation. 


And in licu thereof to insert: 


Andin lieu of all other taxes, every association shall pay 
to the ‘Treasurer of the: United States, in the months of 
January. and Juty, a duty of one half of one per cent. each 
half year from and after the lst day of January, 1864, upon 
the average amount of its notes in circulation, anda duty 
of one quarter of one per cent, each half year upon the 
average amount of its deposits, and a duty of one quarter 
of one per cent. each half year, as aforesaid, on the aver- 
age Amount of its capital stock beyond the amount invested 
in United States bonds; and in case of default in the pay 
ment thereof by any associations, the duties aforesaid may 
be collected in the manner provided for the collection of 
United States duties of other corporations, orthe Treasurer 
may reserve the amount of said duties ont of the interest 
as ilmay become duc on the bonds deposited with bim by 
such defaulting association. And it shall be the duty of 
each association within ten days from the Ist days of Jan- 
uary mxl July of each year, to make a return nuder the 
oath of its president or cashier to the Treasurer of the Uni- 
ted States, in such form as he may prescribe, of the aver- 
age amount of its notes in circulation, and of the average 
amount of its deposits and of the average amount of its 
capital stock beyond the amount invested in United Sta 
bonds for the six months next preceding said Ist days of 
January and July'as aforesaid, and in defauit of such re- 
turn, and for cach default thereof, each defaulting associa- 
tion shall forfeit and pay to the United States the sum of 
$200, to be collected either out of the interest as it may be- 
come due saeh association on the bongs deposited with 
the ‘Treasurer, or, at his option, in the manner in whieh 
penalties are to be collected of other corporations under 
the Jaws al'the United States; and in case of such defaultthe 
amount ofthe duties to be paid by such association shall 
be assessed upon the amount of notes delivered to such as- 
sociation by the Comptroller of the Currency, and upon the 
higl amount of its deposits and capital stock, to be as- 
cértained in sueh other manneras the Treasurer may deem 
best: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
to prevent the market valie of the shares in any of the 
said assogiations, hild by auy person or body-corporate, 
from being included in the valuation of the pi nal prop- 
erty of suek person or corporation in the a ment of all 
faxes imposed by or under state authority for State, county, 
oranunicipat purposes, but not at a greater rate than is as- 
sessed upon other moneyed capital in the hands of indi- 
vidual eftizens of such State. And atl the remedies pro- 
videul by Suite taws Jor the collection of such taxes shall be 
applicable thereto: Provided, also, Phat: nothing in this 
act shall exempt the real estate of associations from either 
State, county, or nunticipal taxes to the same extent, âc- 
cording t its’ valnc, as other real estate is taxed. 


Mr. POMEROY, Atthe time of the adjourn- 


is very well that the 


se 


merit Jast night there was an amendment to the 


amendment reported by the Committee on Fi- 
nance under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Kansas that no amend- 


. ment was offered to the amendment reported by 

“the committee. 

7 ous Senators, but no amendment was offered. 

` Mr. POMEROY. Then, if it be in orger, I 
“propose to amend the amendmen t reported by the 

“Committee on Finance by striking out the first 
preaviso in the committee’s amenydment on the 3ath | 


Suggestions were made by vari- 


page of the bill, in the following words: 
Provided, Plat nothing in-this act shall be construed to 


‘prevent the market valus of the shares in any of the said 


associations, heli by any person or body-corporate, from, 
being incbjed iw the valuation of the personal property of 
such pegson or corporation in the assessment of all taxes 
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by or under State authority for State, cowity, or 
pal purposes, but not at a greater rate than is as- 

sessed upon other moneyed capital in the hands of individ— 
nal citizens of such State. And all the remedies provided ` 
by State laws for the collection of such taxes shail"be ap- 

plicable thereto. a > 

And inserting the following in lieu thereof: 

- Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as 
exempting the capital stock of an association, beyond the 
amount invested in United States bonds and deposited with 
the Treasurer ‘of the United States as part of its capital or 
as security for its circulating notes, from being. subject to, 
the same rate of State and municipal taxation. as is im- 
posed upon other personal property in the State or-city or 
town in which the association is located. 

The Senate will bear in mind that if this sub- 
stitute shall be adopted in lieu of the proviso re- 
ported by the committee in their amendment, it 
will have precisely this effect: the stock of the 
bank not invested inthe United States bonds wiil 
be subject to all the municipal taxation of any 
other property held by individuals. It only ex- 
empts from municipal, county, and State taxa- 
tion that portion of the capital that is invested in 
United States bonds. Itis therefore in harmony 
with the existing law, and I think it will pro- 
mote the establishment of banks, especially in new 
western districts where no bank can proceed to do 
business and make dividends if itis subject to pay 
all the taxes that are imposed on our municipal 
associations. Besides, if my amendment should 
be adopted, the bank will be taxed as a corpora- 
tion and not the individuals who may own shares 
in the bank. The factis, if you establish a bank 
in a city and the shareholders only are taxed, 
they havea convenient way of living out of town. 
Every Senator has been observant of the fact that 
the large sharcholders of corporations find it con- 
venient and do in fact live outside of the city or 
town where the bank is located, We have horse 
railroads.and every kind of railroads leading outof 
town, readily enabling them to live outside of the 
town or city in which they do business; so that 
the corporation really gets no tax. These people 
live ata distance from the city where the bank 
is located. If a tax is only required to be paid 
on theshares held by them, though these munici- 
pal taxes may be legal, the corporation will get 
none: 

Then again the taxes that are imposed on these 
banks should be taxes for the bencfit of the Gen- 
eral Government. If my amendment should be 
adopted, the amendment thus amended will pro- 
vide that upon deposits there shall be a tax of one 
fourth of one per cent., and upon the circulation 
one half of one per cent.; and that will be a tax 
to the General Government. There will be mu- 
nicipal taxes on all the stocks in the bank not in- 
vested in Government bonds, and the only por- 
tion that will be exempted will be that which is 
invested in Government bonds. F think that is 
an improvement of the biil, and upon thatamend- 
ment Í desire a separate vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. | hope that amendment 
wil} prevail. It will save therbill, 

Mr. HOWE. [hope the amendment will not 
be adopted. Í believe the bill can be saved with- 
outit, and Ido notundertake to say thatit can be 
saved withit. Lamutterly opposed to this whole 
endeavor to exempt this kind of property from its 
share of taxation. by the States in which the hold- 
ers of its stock may reside. It is true that when 
we authorized the issuing of these bonds and the 
sale of them, we did impose but a light tax upon 
the holders. [was opposed to that exemption 
at that time. I thought it was an unjust discrim- 
ination, and one that would sometime, sooner or 
later, prove to be very obnoxious. I think itis 
already receiving a good deal of complaint; it will 
receive more hereafter. 

But it will be noticed that by this bill we pro- 
pose to give the holders of these bonds additional 
privileges. We authorize them to convert them | 
inte a distinct and entirely different kind of prop- 
erty, into bank shares. That is what they do; 
and then they receive notes, and loan notes upon 


Government of the United States into bank stoë 
and they receive notes which they are authorized 
to loan. The'first point to ‘be obsetved is, that 
while the Senator from Michigan: who speaks 
upon this subject as a practical: banker may. tot 
day hold $100,000 of those bonds, and ‘under: the 
law as it stands théy are exempt from taxation 
for State or municipal purposes in ‘thé city o: 
Detroit, to-morrow when he hag converted ‘them 
‘into bank stock he does not own anA bonds.: “Ft 
is true he gets an interest from them, or the bank 
of which he isa shareholder gets an interest, but 
they are transferred to the banking association 
first, and by the banking association they-are 
transferred to the Treasurer of the United States; 
they are converted into. stock; ‘after that time -he 
has no’ bonds, so that the kind of property “he 
holds, after that is done, we never agreed to ex- 
empt from any kind ‘of taxation: to: which ariy 
other species of property may be subject. Why 
should this be exempted ? j a 
aire 


It must be borne in mind that the States 
suffering under. the burdens of this wars.and: ft 
must be borne in mind that unless you maintarh 
the vigor of the States you cannot maintain much 
vigor in the nation, Stale taxation. is-most bùt- 
densome, I agree; ‘it is most directly felt by 
every individual; anda proposition to withdraw 
$300,000,000 capital from paying State taxes, I 
do not think is likely tocbe acceptable to my cón- 
stituents; I will not say that it will not prove 
acceptable to the constituents of other Senators. 

The Senator from Michigan thought yesterday 
that individuals would continue to hold the bonds; 
they would not transfer them if their stock ‘was 
to be taxed by the States; they would not con- 
vert these bonds into this bank stock; in other 
words, they would ignore the privileges granted 
by this bill. He spoke upon that pointas a prac- 
tical banker, he said. Now, I have. talked: with: 
other bankers from other sections ofthe countiy, 
on that very point, and I must say thatthe Sen- 
ator is himself the only one I have-yet heard ob 
ject to this class of taxation, to subjecting them 
to taxation by the States. | can very welk ui- 
derstand that if T were a banker myself, or were 
going into banking, and lived ina city where the 
State and municipal taxes were four. per cent.,-F 
should prefer to be exempt from those taxes. “It 
is a disagreeable thing at any time for one whe 
has a good deal of property to betaxed. On the 
other hand, | rather think the community would 
prefer that I should be taxed for it. ut 

This claim to exemption, then, I think is’ not 
warranted by anything in our past legislations- I 
think itis not justified by.any necessity, because, 
as l have already said, the testimony 1 have on 
this point from bankersis that the privileges. held 
out in this bill to capitalists to transfer these bonds 
into stock are so liberal and munificent that bank- 
ing capital all over the country in every-part of 
it, notwithstanding it is subject as other money 
is to taxation by the States, will seek this kind 
of investment, and will be employed in this-sort 
of banking. g j 

For these reasons Í really hope the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas will not be adopted, 
and that the amendment reported by the. Cóm- 
mittee on Finance willbe. I was really surprised 
when the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sum- 
NER} yesterday pronounced the claim of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Cuanpisgr] to be, if not 
exactly practical, eminently patriotic. Leertainly 
cannot see any evidence of patriotism.. “Phe posi- 
tion of the Senator is very prident undoubtedly, 
and perhaps entirely practical, but-what evidence 
of patriotism he gave I do novknow. The Sen- 
ator undoubtedly stated a correct - proposition 
when he stated that we were now:face to- face 
with an emergency which called upon us for-sac- | 
rifices, for sacrifices of everything. No, I: will 
not say it was entirély'correct. ‘Fdo not say,sir, 
that we are called upon in this emergency to make 
every sacrifice. Wecannot sacrifice men too much. 
We do sacrifice men, and 1 liope to find a dispo- 


them. They convert the bond which they hold 
exempt from State taxation and subject to but a | 


very moderate rate of taxation in support of the 4 


sition in the Legislature to sacrifice a little money. 
| If valor can afford to sacrifice ite life,and labor ita 
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energies, | think money can afford to pay taxes 
tö aidin this emergency, and I hope-it will be ät 
lowed to pay taxes. <L hope it will be made to 
pay taxes. [ think true patriotism demands that | 
it should pay taxes both for national and State | 
purposes. itis entirely useless for you to under- | 
take. to make.a vigorous nation out of a unionof 
‘Qecrepit States. “Maintain the health and the 
igor of your populations within your States, and 
they will take care of the nation for you. Cripple 
them, exhaust them, and legislation cannot take 
“gare of the n&tion. | ` 

p Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, the main 
Proposition before us, l take it; is whether we | 
‘Shall leave to.the States in any form the right of 


taxation over these banks. Different gentlemen || 


have differgnt views about the mode of coming at 
that, but-that is the main question. 

¿An the first place, however, from some remarks 
which have been made, and especially from those 
which have been made by the Senator from Michi- i 
gan, it becomes a little important to inquire how | 
far the right of taxation by the General Govern- | 
ment may go; because, if Funderstood him aright, | 


he even denies the power of the General Govern- |i 


ment in this particular case. I wish he were pres- | 
Ents Imake my remarks omy for the use of the | 
Senate, and it is not very encouraging to make 
them to but a little part of the Senate. I under- 
atood the Senator from Michigan, and I ask his 
alienuion,as I see that he is here now, to suggest 
that inasmuch as we had laid a tax. of one and a 
half per cent. on the holders of United States bonds 
as an income tax, and inasmuch as they had taken 
the: bonds on the faith of that, any form in which 
wwe may now, undertake to tax the banks in which 
those bonds may constitute capital is, in effect and 
in, fact, à tax on them which ke seems to think | 
would be at least in bad faith in relation to those 
who have taken the bonds under the assurance 
that they would. be taxed but one and a half per 
igent: "That is the way I understood him, and he 
-intimates that that is the way he meant to be un- 
derstood.: Uf thatis true; if itistrae that the tax- 
of a bank or the shares of a bank, the capital | 
-of which is made up of United States bonds, is | 
“virtually the taxation of the bonds, and if we can- | 
Hot tax the bondsany further inany form because | 
. -of the assurance contained in the provision for an 
income tax of one and a half per cent., then, in- 
-deed, the United States have no power to lay taxes. 
Let.ug see whether that is well founded. 
» Zam sensible that when the loan bill was 
“passed, it contained an assurance that our bonds 
Should not be subject to State taxation.” ‘That 
‘was’ part of the contract made by the Govern- 
¿ment with the purchasers of the bonds. It was 
in the loan bill, partof the contract; but there was 
nothing in, that loan bill by which the General | 
Government in any way tied up its hands from 
taxing these bonds. T'he General Government | 
: may- tax these bonds directly for aught there is | 
inthe law. The tax law that we passed afier- 
wards, imposing an income tax of one anda half 
per cent, upon the interest derived from United 
Slates bonds as part of a man’s income, has noth- i 
jog: to do with the contract about taking the | 
bonds. Thatis not in the loan bill, and there is | 
“wothing in the law that prevents the-United States |! 
Government from going on and taxing these || 
bonds as they please; nor is there any breach of | 
faith if they do so. Therefore, if it were true | 
that the taxing of the shares of a bank of which | 
those bonds. constitute the capital was a tax on i 
the bonds, still-after all there would. be nothing 
unlawful in that. | 
lt will be observed that in this bill and in the | 
very amendment which is now pending, there is | 
a tax Jaid on the banks. The proposition is, l i 
believe, to impose a tax of one fourth of one per |, 


i 
cent. on their circulation once in six months, and i 
f 

| 


+ one fourth of one per cent. upop all their capital ! 
beyond the bonds, and also a tax upon their de- | 
posits. These are all taxes by the General Gov- i| 
‘ernment on these very banks; and if it is trae | 
that taxing these banks in any form is taxing the | 
bonds, then all this provision for a United States | 
taxation is utterly inconsistent with the assurance 
which the Senator from Michigan insists. was | 
given; but the factis not so. They are subject | 
to taxation. : : eu | 

But in-the next place, Mr. President, I insist | 


; that a tax upon the shareholders in a bank is no |} 


“fax upon the stock of that bank. ‘There maybe | 


t 


one sense in law in which itis. Thecourts have 
decided in several of our States that where.a bank 
charter has been granted by a State and the State 
has received a bonus, a ‘certain pecuniary consid- 
‘eration for that charter, and has inserted in the 
charter a provision that the bank shall not be sub- 
ject to any other tax, the shares of that bank can- 
not afterwards be taxed because of the assurance 
contained in the charter. But to say that a tax 
on the shares ofa bank is a tax on the bonds that 
constitute the capital of that. bank is utterly fals 
lactous. As the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Hows] suggested, suppose a man owns bonds 
and he puts them into a bank-as part of the capi- 


| tal and takes shares to the amountof those bonds 


asif he had put in money, does he own those 
bonds now? «Certainly net. . In orderto test that 
past all possible question, I will suppose that I 
have.$10,000 in bonds and I put them into one 
of these banks and take certificates for my shares, 
what then? I certainly do not own those bonds 
any more; the bank owns them. Can I be com- 
pelled to pay one and a half per cent. income tax 
on these bonds after i have delivered them to the 
“bank and taken my certificates of stock? Cer- 
tainty not. All the bonds that constitute the 
stock in these banks that are deposited here are 
released from the one anda half per cent. income 
tax; they cease to be individual property; and 
banks and corporations are not subject to an in- 
come tax; we reach them by a taxon their divi- 
dends. If it is true that a man who formerly 
owned these bonds and who now ownsthe bank 
stock still owns the bonds, he ought to pay his 
one and a half per cent.; but the one and a half 
per cent. is not reached by the: Government; it 
goes to the bank and constitutes a part of the cap- 
ital. The man owns those bondsno more.’ He 
is subject, to be sure, to pay an income tax on the 
dividend paid to him on his shares in that bank; 
but that is reached in another way. The banks 
‘are made to pay over the tax on the dividend be- 
fore it goes to the shareholder himself, that being 
a shorter mode of collecting the tax. 

The truth is that when we gave out these bonds 
to the people, all the assurance given to them was 
that they should not be taxed by the States. A 
man may have them and hold them, and I grant 
that they are property in one respect. For in- 
Stance, they are the means of making a pledge; 
they can be used as collateral security for bor- 
rowing money. They are valuable in other ways 
besides the interest received from the Govern- 
ment. But when you undertake to make a law 
by which you transfer them into banking capital, 
and enable the man who holds them, not to bor- 
row.money apon them but to lend money upon 
them, that is entirely a different affair} that is 
entirely a new privilege, and one to which, when 
granted, the Government may annex such condi- 
tions as it thinks proper. 

-Isay, then, that the taxing of the shares of a 
bank is in no way precluded by the consideration 
that the capital or part ofthe capital of that bank 
is made up of public bonds of the United States. 

But the main question is whether these shares, 
the interest in these banks, shall be left to State 
taxation. That isa great question; itis a great 
subject; and from the magnitude of the subject, 
if not from the importance of what I say, E may 
be entitled to some little time in talking about it. 

When this Government was constituted—and 
it was made by the people of the then existing 
Srates—those States all exercised and had the 
right to exercise the power of taxation unlimit- 


j edly within their respective boundaries without 


any restriction. When the United States Gov- 
ernment was formed, that also was invested with 
the power of taxation by the clause of the Con- 
stitution authorizing Congress “ to lay and col- 
lect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises.” That 
certainly did not deprive the States of the power 
of doing the same thing. All and each of the 
States levy and collect their taxes in their own 
way. The Government of the United States has 
the whole field of taxation open to it, all the sub- 
ct-matter of taxation in the whole country; and 
ch State has what there is within its jurisdic- 
tion. The subjects-matter of taxation are the 
same to each Government except in one respect. 
There is one subject-matter of taxation which 
was in effect, though not intentionally, perhaps, 
sequestered, and set apart to the peculiar use of 
the General Government. ft was provided in 


i 
i 


the Constitution. that the States should not levy » 


sany duty-upon importations. ` That isthe only 


restriction there js upon the power of taxation in 
the States. ‘That was not put there for any pur- 
pose of sequestering that particular branch to the 
uses of the General Government for revenue, but 
that has been its incidental effect. The trouble 
was that each State laid its own duties upon im: 
portations; and they differed, no two laying them 
alike, and some laying none atall. Tt was imi- 
possible for the General Government to make 
any commercial treaties under the old Articles of 
Confederation, becausé each State levied its own 
duties, and levied them in various ways, so that 
there was ‘no uniformity. In order to cnable the 
General Government to regulate our foreign com- 
merce in such a manner as that we could make 
treaties of and concerning and for commercial in- 
tercourse with the world, it became necessary to 
put the power of levying duties upon cammerce 
entirely in the hands of the General Government, 
and tohave uniformity. It was for that purpose 
that this grant of power, or, more properly spedk- 
ing, this prohibition upon States, was made, for 
it gave to Congress no more power to Jay du- 
ties than it already had to collect taxes of any 
kind or whatever kind, but it inhibited that par- 
ticular branch or subject-matter of taxation to the 
States for the reason’ have stated; and the effect 
of it is to sequester that particular branch of rev- 
enue, that particular subject of taxation, to the 
exclusive use of the General Government. . 

The Constitution left the General Government 
to levy its taxes upon all subjects-matter of tax- 
ation in every State of the United States, and left 
the States, with the exception I have just stated, 
to levy taxes on all subjects of taxation within 
their jurisdiction; -both might, tax. the same af- 
ticles of commerce, the same income, the same 
land, the same personal property, choses in ac- 
tion, plate, anything else. All the subjects of 
taxation were equally open to the two govern- 
ments. Suppose it had been proposed by any 
oneat that time ‘* We will insert in this Constitu- 
tion a provision that the General Government 
shall have not only this exclusive power of levy- 
ing duties on importations, but shall have the 
right to sequester to their peculiar taxation any 
species of property they please in any State, and 
take it away from State taxation,” do you be- 
lieve there would have been a man found there, 
except the one who aes it, who would ever 
have voted for it? The thing is utterly incon- 
ceivable. : 

Now, let ys see what is before us. Tlie United 
States, in the present condition of affairs—I blame 
nobody in any remark I make, mean to find fault 
with nothing that is done, L merely call to mind 
the condition of things—the Government of the 
United States has borrowed of the inhabitants ot 
the several States—for J believe we have borrowed 
very little from abroad—the amount of money 
which now constitutes the funded debt of the 
United States, which—I will be extremely ‘mod- 
erate in my statement now—amounts to more than 
seven hundred million dollars. The United 
States have taken that much money from theinhab- 
itants of the several States, borrowed it of them, 
given them their bonds for it, aiid have seques- 
tered that entirely away from State taxation. ‘That 
process will go on, | suppose. “The way that 
came to be sequestered was, that when the United 
States desired to borrow money, they supposed 
and believed they could borrow it much more 
readily if they would say to the people, “ You 
have some money on which you have taxes to 
pay-in your own State; lend it to us; we will pay’ 
you interest upon it, as much as you get at home 
six per cent., and it shall not be subject to State 
taxation.” ‘They believed they could borrow the 
money easier and better and with more facility in 
thatway. I find no fault with that. Perhaps the 
necessities of the occasion called for it. - 

But, sir, what next? Itis now proposed, and 
we do not wish to disguise the thing at all-in 
dealing with each other, however we may with 
the world, to take the whole of the banking cap- 
ital in the States and sequester it away from State 
taxation; because by the plan before us-these 
banks are to be made the exclusive banks of cir- 
culation in this country, and they ate to occupy 
the whole ground of circulation not occupied by 
greenbacks. That is what is proposed ta be ef- 
fected and intended to be effected by this bill, and 


‘ 


ing capital of the United States and put it into 
these banks, and we wili sequester that altogether 
from State taxation. 

I do not know how the States are to get along 
with taxation if ome after another of the sources 
of money are to be drained away from them and 
sequestered exclusively to the use of the United 
States. i have not the least word to say but that 
the United States must levy and collect all the 
taxes and all the money they need; but let them 
do itas the sýstem of Government was formed to 
do it in the beginnings; let them do it over the same 
field and on the same subject-matter with the 
States, and leave it all in common to the United 
States Government and the State governments. 
That is the principle on which we started. I 
grant that you have in the Constitution seques- 
tered to the Government the duties upon foreign 
imports; but aj} other subjects of taxation are 
common to both the United States and State gov- 
ernments. Why should they not remainso? It 
cannot be said that this is necessary because you 
cannot raise money, for the power of taxation by 
the hand of pe General Government reaches to 
everything ih every part of the United States, 
and in each State by the hand of that Govern- 
t; but the pointis, whether the General Gov- 
nent shall reach out their arm and say, We 
will take and sequester from the operation of tax- 
ation by the States certain pieces of property that 
we find most valuable, and they shall not reach 
them atail. š 

{am perfectly well aware that in troublous 
times of war and violence the tendency of all 
things is to consolidation of power; but, because 
re of that, does it become us to give 
way to it,and never in any manner attempt to 
check its bad tendency? I can hardly think that 
the representatives in this body, the represent- 
atives of States as States peculiarly, are prepared, 
by one step after another of almost usurpations, 
if not entirely so, to let the States be subsidized 
-and reduced to the necessity of getting their funds 
out of thet whien is utterly invaluable. 

lask gentlemen to look for a moment at the 
condition of their States with this capital all se- 
questered from their, use. { have made a brief 
statement of the banking capital of the different 
States. | find, for instance, that the banking capi- 
tal of Massachusetts in 1863 was $67,544,000. I 
am not familiar with the manner in which that 
is taxcd by the State for the support of the State 
and the municipal corporations. Ido not know, 

Mr. WILSON. One per cent. 

Ny, COLLAMIER, The State tax is one per 
cent, I i 
own State. We tax the bank one per cent. on its 
dividends. Some of the States sequester the pro- 
ceeds of that tax entirely for the support of 
schools; others do otherwise. We then leave the 
owners to have their shares estimated with 

sir other personal property, subject to taxation 
for all local and municipal purposes, like any 
other property, In short, they pay taxes upon 
it justas they would if they had the money loaned 
anywhere else. { do not know but it is perfectly 
easy for Massachusetts (for I know somewhat 
of her wealth) to dispense altogether with the 
tax upon $67,000,000, the tax Tevicd upon the 
shareholders of the banks of that State. Ido not 
believe it. I do not believe that State can get 
along quictly and with ease in that way, taking 
$67,000,000 out of her list of property liable to 
State taxation. ; i 

T'he State of New York has a banking capital 
of $108,668,000. Imay say thesame ofthat. A 
considerable partof that capitalis in State stocks; 
but the great body of it, in point of fact, is now 
in United States stocks. Butthatis not the point 
here. Thisis not the time to submit all the re- 
marks which might occur to my mind in relation 
to the attempt by this bill to reduce the banks in 
these different States to United States banks, be- 
canse that isan entirely different topic, with which 
Ido not desire to mingle up this question. The 
mer ion here is, whether that amount of 
mong ustered away from State tax- 
ation al ther, and not seriously disturb the 
means af State support. IT donot wish to enlarge 
upon that, because a suggestion of itis certainly 
quiiesufficient to lead the mind te the fall contem- 


understand it to be like the tax in my | 


plation of its consequences. The. new States, 
where they have very litile of this banking capital, 
may be very little disturbed by it; but the older 
the State and the more their capital, the more 
they are and must be disturbed. 

There is another branch of this subject nearly 


‘allied to this which cannot but necessarily, in 


connection with this subject, occur to mind. It 
is these taxes, these heme taxes, that the people 
most distinctly understand and realize. You go 
toa town in New England, and the tax for the 
support of the poor every man understands and 
feels. The same is true of the taxes for the sup- 
por of their schools and for the building of their 
highways and bridges. These are domestic, mu- 
nicipal affairs; taxes laid under State authority, 
to be sure; and every man understands and ap- 
preciates them. Again,sir, you may go into one 


| of our ordinary-sized towns anywhere, in New 


York, Pennsylvania, or New England,and there 
are some few comparatively wealthy men, but not 
many. By fortuitous circumstances you may oc- 
casionally find in each town some man of wealth, 
The one that I will now mention would be no 
very ansupposable case. Suppose in a town of 
some three thousand inhabitants there lives a man 


j of wealth, for us, a man worth, say, $300,000, 


mostly money invested in bank stocks or some 
other corporation stock. We passthislaw. This 
man immediately takes his stock in these banks 
under this bill. He either buys bonds and puts 
them in or puts in money with which they bay 
bonds. The town levies a tax for the purpose of 
repairing the high ways or buildinga bridge. Some 
of the people pay in money; some turn out and 
labor on the road. Some one asks, “ Now, Mr. 
Taskmaster, who is on your tax-list for repairing 
this road and bridge??? “There are such and 
such men.” * Where is Mr. Stiles, our wealth- 
iest man? EHeis not on your list atall. Does 
he pay anything for the building of our bridges 
and roads? Does he contribute anything for the 
support of town schools?” ‘* No, sir; notatall.” 
“ Does he do anything to support the expenses 
of the government of the State??? “No, str; not 
atal.” Js it the law of the land by which the 
wealthiest man among us is exempt from these 
contributions which all the rest of us feel and are 
compelled to pay?” ‘* Yes, sir.” 

Again, the State of Vermont, for instance, has 
incurred a debt, heavy for them. We did not 
owe adollar when this war commenced. ‘In order 
to encourage our men to volunteer, we agreed to 
pay them what we thought was just; to pay ev- 
ery soldier that went from our State seven dollars 


per month in addition to his pay from the Gen- j 
We paid it and still pay it. | 


eral Government. 
We borrowed the money to do it. We have 
made a State debt. We never had one before. 


We have to pay the interest on that State debt; | 


but Mr. Stiles does not have to pay any of it. 


‘Then the town, in order to fill up its quota of | 


troops, has had to pay men from three hundred 
to five hundred dollars apivee as bounty to en- 
list. Wehad not the money on hand in the town 
treasury. We borrowed it; we owe that; and 
we are taxed to make up the payment of the 
principal and interest of that contribution to raise 
soldiers. Does Mr. Stiles pay anything toward 


that? Not atall. Sir, the stockholders of a bank ; 


of that kind, who are relieved from all responsi- 


bility of contributing with their neighbors gener- | 
| ally toward these objects, will become perfectly 


odious; they cannot live in the community; and 
the man who can rise above his hatred of the 
men who will take advantage of such a law as 
that, and looks at the Jaw itself, will hold the 
Government that makes it, odious. . 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I never 
questioned the right and power of the Govern- 
ment to levy this tax, orany other tax, npon these 
banks; and I do not now question that power. 
Nor do l question the power of Congress to turn 
these banks over to State, town, city, and mani- 


cipal taxation. The position which [ took was, | 
that in case this was done it would destroy the ;! 
bill; that no bank could or would be organized | 
under the bill after the adoption of that amend- ; 


ment. 


The Senator from Missouri (Mr. Haxverson] | 


was perfectly frank last evening in announcing 


the reasons why he would vote for the amendment || 
| of the committee. He told us that he would vote 
| for that amendment because it would destroy the 


189 


bill. If J understand his argument correctly, the 
Senator from Vermont occupies the same position; 
and I suppose he acts from the same reasons that 
the Senator from Missouri does, because he de- 
sires to destroy the bill. I so understood the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. If I am mistaken I shall be 
glad to be corrected. : 

Mr. HENDERSON. I so stated in my argu- 
ment against the views entertained by the honor- 
able Senater from Michigan. He himself had 
stated that if the amendment of the committee 
should be adopted it would defeat the bill. I stated 
in reply thatif such a just amendment would de- 
feat the bill, it ought to be defeated, and I would 
go for it if it would have that tendency. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the way I under- 
stood the Senator. He opposes the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Paid the amendment 
was a just one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe the amendment 
of the Committee on Finance will defeat this bill, 
I will not go over the argument that I made last 
night upon that point. Te is perfectly well un- 
derstood. P5 

The Senator from Vermont hasbrought up 
the case of the State of Massachusetts with her 
$67,000,000 of banking capital. The State of Mas- 
sachdsetts protects her banks from municipal, city, 
and county taxation. The State of Massachusetts 
places a tax of one per cent. on all the banking 
capital of that State, and sequestrates it from mu- 
nicipal taxation. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ishould like to have the 
Senator give his authority for that statement. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. Sumner] and likewise two or 
three other Senators have given me the same in- 
formation, - g 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
mistaken, 

Mr.CHANDLER., TheStateof Rhode Island 
does the same thing. 

Mr.FESSENDEN. There is nota State inall 
New England that does it, 

Mr. ANTHONY. We tax the capital of the 
bank, but we also tax the stockholders for their 
stock. The banks of our State pay a tax on their - 
capital for the franchise; but every stockholder 
pays on his bank stock, the same as any other — 
personal praperty. f 

Mr. SPRAGUE. _A tax is paid on the stock 


Both the Senators are 


"as personal property, but not as stock of the bank. 


Mr. ANTHONY. A man owning $10,000 in 
bank stock and $10,000 real estate pays precisely 
the same tax on each. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. He does not pay it as a tax 
on the stock of the bank. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam informed that my 
information from Massachusetts is correct; and 
certainly in Michigan it isthe same way. What 
I wish is some specific tax,some uniform tax. I 
am not in favor of letting these banks go without 
taxation. ‘Tax thenr heavily, but let the tax be 
uniform. Let it be the same in Wisconsin, in 
Michigan, in New York, in Massachusetts, and 
all over the United States; whereas, under this 
proposition of the Committee on Finance, you 
would pay in the city of Detroit three or four 
per cent., and in the town of Pontiac perhaps 
one half of one per cent. There would be no 
uniformity in the same State, and in my judg- 
ment there is no propriety in the amendment. I 


| believe in all the large cities it would absolutely 


kill the bill, 

The honorable Senator from Wisconsin {Mr, 
Howe] says that he has met with no bankers who 
objected to this method of taxation, I do nat 
know with whom the Senator from Wisconsin © 
has conversed; but there were three bankers in 


| this Chamber yesterday afternoon, every one of 


whom came to me and told me that my position 
was perfectly correct; that there was not a single 
western State in which a bank could exist for 
thirty days under the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 1 have yet to meet the first 
banker, from auy part of the United States, wha 
does not say that that amendment will kill the 
bill; but, as I said before, I do not know who the 
Sennior’s informants may have been. If Senatorg 


| desire to kill thé bill they occupy a perfectly core 


rect position; but if they are in favor of the bill, 
then I say, they are taking the very course ta 
kill it.. 

Mr. President, this is not a question of banka 
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ate ; i 
no banks. This is a question of Government i 
‘Governtnent. It is véry well known to | 
ry Senator on this floor that we must have | 
néy tó "carry on this great Government, or it 
“will go down. “The question is not of men, not 
“Of war material, but it is a question of money, of | 
Government. The Secretary of the Treasury 
cories before us and tells us that this bill is neces- 
ry to cafry.on the financial operations of the 
"Government. Shall we give him what he tells 
is’ absolutely essential, or shall we not? The 
retary told me himself last night that my po- 
‘Biton was perfectly correct; that this amendment 
“would‘kill the bill. “ The Comptroller of the Cur- 
réncy tells nie the same thing, and my own com- 
“on sense`tells me the same thing. Then shall 
“we kill the bill or shall we not? 
"Phe Senator from Maine said last night that he 
„was in favor of the proposition limiting the tax- 
‘ation ‘on the United States bonds to one and a 
half per cent. in an emergency. Sir, has there 
‘ever ‘been'a greater emergency than there is to- 
day in this Government? We are not receiving 
for the sale of our ten-forties more than half the 
‘daily expenditures of the Government. Is it not 
‘for the interest of the Government now, to-day, 
to ‘hold out every inducement possible to „bring 
«banks and bankers and men of wealth, the poor 
“and the rich, to take the bonds of the Govern- 
ient? What greater inducement can you hold 
“dat than that they shall never be taxed, beyond 
a certain percentage named? You have already 
‘given that pledge. 

The Senator from Vermont says that a man 
owning the bank stock does not own the bonds, 
Suppose five men holding $20,000 apiece should 
‘éstablish a bank of $100,000, each one turning 
over his $20,000 to the bank, Who owns those 
$20,000? Strictly and technically, perhaps, they 
do not; they are the property of the bank; but 
*peally they‘are just as much the property of the 
individuals as they were before, They can wind 
‘up the batik to-morrow or the next day or any 
other day and take back their bonds, and then. | 
‘they are exempt from taxation. 
"Phe Senator from Vermont says that perhaps 
the people in a township will be called upon to 
work on the highways, to build school-houses, 
‘and to build bridges; and loand behold! the rich- 
est man in the community is not on the tax list. 

uppose the richest man in that township owns. 

100,000 in Governmentsixes,and no more, would 

is name’appear on the tax-list? Would he be 
dalled upon to work on the highways? Certainly 
not, because he is exempt; he pays oneand a half 
pet cent. tax, and no more, and cannot be called 
upon for any more. We,inan emergency of the 
Government, to save the Government, ordained, 
and Ubelieve wisely ordained, that no further tax 
should be laid on those bonds than oneand a half 
per cent.,and those bonds areexempt from town, 
city, edunty, and municipal taxation, States do 
thesame thing, States sequester property. Take 
the State’ of Michigan, for instance. The gov- 
eriment of that State is supported by a special | 
taxation upon banks and railroad corporations | 
and mining corpiwations and other corporations, 
The taxcsare comparatively nothings butall those 
éorporations are exempted from municipal taxu- | 
tion, ‘The sime hatdship exists there that exists 
here, precisely, =< i 

Now,in this great emergency, shall we hesitate | 
totale whatis necessary to save the Government? | 


If we cannot raise money without limiting the | 
taxation to one'and a half per cent., shall we not 
do that? H there is any other given thing that || 
is Necessary to support this great Government, 
shallwonotdo it?) Sir, I have not got the ‘ Con- 
stitution on the brain’ [believe that this great | 
Government has got the power of salvation within 
it. I believe that it is constitutional to do what- 
ever is requisite to save the Constitution and the 
Government. Some men who have the t Con- 
stitutioa on the brain”? cannot do anything to save 
the Government. T have not that, thank God. 
Mr. JOHNSON. [ think that Maryland kas 
some twelve or thirteen million dollars invested 
i Bank stock, and she hasa very heavy debt. It 
Was avery heavy debt before the war commenced; il 
but, in common with her sister States, she has |) 
since increased it, or rather it will be increased | 
very materially; and to exempt from taxation the H 
whole amount of that $12,000,000 would very | 
mich eripple her ability to pay the interest or the | 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 


principal of that debt. It is true that the capital 
which she has invested now in bank stock is liable 
to taxation, because those banks are chartered by 
the State and can claim no éxemption under any 
law of the United States as they now stand; but 
it is very certain that the corporators of those 
institutions will, looking to their own interest, 
speedily come to this banking system, as proposed 
by the present bill; and if they do, as 1 think is 
almost certain, and if, what is equally certain, a 
large portion of our moneyed men invest their capi- 
tal in the same way, a very considerable portion 
‘of the wealth of the State will find its way into 
these banks and be exempt from taxation. 

Mr. President, [am as anxious to sustain the 
Government as any citizen can be, and will sus- 
tain it in every possible way in which I think it 
can be sustained; but at the same time I feel it to 
be my duty to protect the interest of the States; 
for, however important the Government of the 
United States is to the well-being of the whole 
country, I think it can be demonstrated by the 
past, and is to be found now demonstrated by the 
experience of the present, that that prosperity very 
much depends upon the prosperity of the States 
which form the Union. 

But itis an entirely erroneous view to suppose 
that by reserving the right to tax these banks to 
the States, which I understand to be done by the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Fi- 
nance, in common With all the other property 
which the State may tax, itis in any way to crip- 
ple the taxing power of the United States. Noth- 
ing can be more clear, I think, than that if the 
subject of concurrent taxation turns out not to be 
adequate to do more than meet the tax imposed 
by the United States, that tax is to be first paid. 
If it is unequal to the tax which the States may 
impose, their right to collect that tax is to be 
exercised only after the United States shall have 
received from the same object of taxation the 
whole amount of its own taxation, That arises 
from the provision of the Constitution, which is 


there in words, and which would be there inde- | 


pendent of express words, that the laws of the 
United States shall be supreme,and the effect of 
that provision applies as well to laws of taxation 
as toany otherkinds of laws. It necessarily fol- 
lows, therefore, that the principle which I have 
stated is correct, that (to illustrate it by the par- 
ticular subject under consideration) if these banks 
cannot do mere than answer the taxation imposed 
by the United States, they will not and cannot be 
bound, because of their inability to pay, to pay the 
taxation which the States may impose. : 

Bar, sir, I think the great mistake, if this bank- 
ing system is to operate so advantageously as its 
friends suppose—and Lam not here to deny but 
that it will have avery beneficial operation—is to 
suppose that these banks will not beable to meet 
all the taxation of the State-and of the United 
States. In the first place, if it answers the pur- 
pose at all, in a short time there will be no other 
banking system. ‘The very uniformity which the 
currency will have will give it such an immense 
advantage over every other banking system that 
in the course of time,and of comparatively a very 


l short time, all other banks will have gone out of 


existence; and if that should be the case, judg- 
ing by the past, it is very easy to see that the 
profits of these institutions will be abundantly 
able to meet all taxation either by the State or by 
the United States. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan talks 


= about his never having the disease which he has 


so well characterized as * Constitution on the 


i brain.?? So far from that being a disease, it is 


what we have sworn to have, if it be a disease at 
all. We have taken an oath to support the Con- 
stitution as it is, io violate it not at all underany 
circumstances; and 1 do not understand whatthe 
honorable member means by saying for himself 
that he is oxempt from that particular disease. If 


$ a ie . s 1 
he is exempt from that disease, he has discharged 


himsclf entirely of the obligation which he as- 
sumed when he became a member of this body, 
of supporting the Constitution as it is. Hf the 
honorable member means—and be can mean noth- 
ing else—that he is for giving a liberal construc- 
tion to the Constitution for carrying out ail its 
rowers as far as it is necessary to do so for the 
benefit of the countryat large, he and I entertain 
in that respect the same opinion; and if, by the 
Constitution as it is, looking to its history and 


looking to its words, it be clear, as I submit it ia 
in my judgment, that every Species of property 
was supposed to be left to State taxation as well 
as to the taxation of the United States, with the 
single exception of the particular taxation feferred. 


i to by the honorable member from Vermont, then 


he who takes from the States the right to tax what 
the Constitution leaves them the right to tax, wars 
against the Constitution, sins against it. 

But there is another consideration, Mr. Presi- 
dent, which weighs with me even if the power 
existed, if I concurred with the Senator from 
Michigan; and it is this, that at all times, and 
more especially’at this period, it is all-important 
that the Government of the United States should 
receive the cordial support of the people of the 
States. Ifit becomes unpopular with the States, 
or to speak more accurately, with'the people of 
the States, its power for usefulness is at an end; 
a result ruinous almost at any time, but at this 
time fatally ruinous. This waris notat an end; 
and how long it is to continue no one can tell. 
What sacrifices itis to costis in the womb of 
time. What may Be the increased magnitude of 
the debt, no one knows. Those sacrifices and 
that debt are only to be successfully met by there 
being as between the loyal States and the Gov- 
ernment of the United States perfect accord and 
concord. If, therefore, I thought that it was right 
under the Constitution, or rather that the power 
existed, to exempt this species of property from 
taxation, I would not do it at this time, first, be- 
cause 1 do not deem it necessary to answer the 
purpose of the bill; and secondly, because I think 
if it was éaleulated to accomplish the purpose of 
the bill or to assist in the accomplishment of the 
purpose of the bill, it would be impolitic to at- 
tempt it at this time, because to do so would leave 
us, Í should fear, without the support of the States, 

J heard it said, Mr. President, ‘ Pass the bill, 
exempt these banks from taxation, and the Gov- 
ernment may be carried on,and all the expenses, 
present and prospective, met by a tax upon these 
banks.’? Suppose that is so, is there no other 
Government to be carried on except the Gov- 
ernment of the United States? Are not the State 
governments to be also carried on? ls not the ; 
credit of the State governments to be preserved, 
the reputation of their debt to be untarnished?’ 
What will be the effect if you should strike down . 
all the State stocks, and the amount is enor- ` 
mous? Reduce in public estimation the value 
of the States’ indebtedness, what would be the 
effect upon the credit of the General Govern- 
ment? Resume specie, the war over on the part 
of the United States, and the States bankrupt, 
and how should we stand before the world? Th 
former days, owing to disasters much less than 
those which are upon us now, to circumstances 
less stringent, many of the States failed to pay 
their debt, and they were met with the oppro- 
brium of Europe, and we felt the opprobrium for 
ourselyes; but terminate the war to-morrow, al- 
though they may be satisfied that the United 
States can protect themselves by this taxation, 
and the States bankrupt, our reputation will be 
gove,and the power of the Union, as I think 
for good, beat an end. I shall, therefore, vote 


| against the amendment proposed by the honor- 
able member from Kansas, because it exempts 


such portion of the capital of these banks as may 


i be invested in bonds, and then vote, provided that 


is rejected, for the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, of course 
I meant to extend liberality in the interpretation 
of the Constitution; I do not propose to violate 
it; but the Senator from Maryland says that this 
property is to be excmpied from taxation by the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. Itis 
already exempt from taxation; every doilar of it 
is already exempt by positivelaw. Whatdiffer- 
ence does it rake whether a man holds $100,000 
of bonds in his own pocket, or goes and deposits 
it inthe vaults of abank? [tis one and the same 
thing. I believe that Congress may under the 
Constitution absolutely prohibit the circulation of 
any bank paper whatever, if it sces fit, underits 
power ‘Sto coin money and regulate the value 
thereof.’? I believe Congress has power to pro- 
hibit the circulation of bank notes if it sees fit, 
or lo’ tax them to such an extent that they must 
go out of existence; and in case the necessity 
should arise, | would be ready to vote for that 
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very measure. In case we could not run the 
Government without taking possession of the 
vacuum which would be created by the with- 
drawal of all paper except the paper of the Gov- 
ernment, I would vote for that, and believe I was 
not straining the Constitution in the slightest de- 
gree. I know that the right to issue paper by 
the State banks has been admitted from the foun- 
dation of the Government; but I should like to 
have any Senator point out the constitutional right 
of a State to create banks to make or circulate 
money. I believe the whole matter is entirel 
within the power of Congress under the Consti- 
tution. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, this: question 
seems to me very simple. The country at this 
moment is engaged in a deadly struggle to estab- 
lish itselfas a nation. It has gone forth to meet 
a rebellion organized in the name of State rights. 
In preparing ourselves for this unparaileled con- 
test we have been compelled to look about in 
every direction, to increase our Army, to increase 
our Navy, and to increase our financial resources; 
but at every stage we have been encountered by 
objections in the name of State rights. No sin- 
gle proposition has been brought forward on this 
floor, having for its object the salvation of the 
Republic, by infusing into it new energy and new 
vitality, which has not been encountered in the 
name of State rights. And now, sir, while con- 
sidering how to secure the financial stability of 
the Republic, we are doomed again to encounter 
the oft-repeated objection. ‘The rebellion began 
in State rights, and all the opposition to those 
measures which have been conceived in order to 
crush it has been made in the name of State rights. 
It is hard that we should be obliged to meet State 
rights not only on the battle-field, but also in this 
Chamber. i 

The Senator from Vermont complained that it 
‘was proposed to sequester so large an amount 
of property from State taxation. The sum total 
of property that would be thus sequestered is 
$300,000,000; but has the Senator considered how 
much is sequestered by other agencies of this 
Government at this moment in order to save this 
Republie? There is the Army with all the ma- 


terial of war; there is the Navy with all the ma- | 


terial of the Navy—all sequestered. Who com- 

lains, that this vast material, now counted far 

eyond $300,000,000, is sequestered from State 
taxation? Does any Senator rise here, in the 
name of State rights, to claim that the enlarged 
Navy of the Republic as it floats into one of our 
northern ports shall be brought within the sphere 
of local taxation, whether State or manicipal? 
Does any Senator rise here to say thatall the vast 
material of war, ammunition, cannon, and the 
like, which may for the time being be deposited 
in any particular locality, shall fall within the 
sphere of State or municipal taxation? Or does 
any Senator rise to insist that the publie securi- 
ties shall be left exposeec to Staw taxation? No 
Senator has risen to make any such complaint. 
But the complaint is reserved for the present oc- 
casion, when itis proposed to createa new agency 


moment of its organization you leave its most deli- 
cate nerves exposed to hostile influences? 

But the precedent for this exemption is com- 
plete. Already you have exempted the public 
stocks andsecurities from all local taxation. Pray, 
sir, tell me what policy justifies this exemption 
which is not equally strong to justify the exemp- 
tion of shares in the national banks. * Clearly, it 
was in order to commend your national stocks 
that you established the exemption; and for the 
same reason | ask you now to establish this other 
exemption. Itis strange that the vast seques- 
tration of the national stocks from State taxation 
should have been made with so little. question, 


when now Senators question so pertinaciously | 
| this smaller sequestration. If it was proper in 
If it was necessary in | 


one case it is inthe other. 
one case it is in the other. 

If you allow the State to interfere with the pro- 
posed system by taxation in any way, may they 
notembarrassit? Where shall they stop? Where 
will you rune line? Unquestionably, according 
to the Supreme Court, they cannot tax the bank 
directly. This would be unconstitutional. But 
it is said that they may tax the shares. Now f 
raise no constitutional question, It may be that 
a tax on shares is constitutional. But I do not 
propose to’consider it on this ground. ] am now 
arguing against the policy of allowing any such 
tax. Itisa question of expediency which Í raise, 
for the sake of the system we are about to estab- 
lish. But here the rule seems clear. Every con- 
sideration which can be urged against taxing the 


bank directly may be urged against taxing the | 
If it be bad policy in one case, it must | 


shares. 
be bad policy in the other, 


I suppose there is no judgment of our Supreme j 
Court which has been more admired than that in |} 


the case of McCulloch vs. The State of Mary- 
land. It was pronounced by Chief Justice Mar- 


shall, and is as good a specimen of that “ pure | 
reason’? which belonged to this magistrate as any | 
In the course of this elabo- |) 
rate judgment all these topics were considered ij 


that can be named. 


which enter so peculiarly into this debate. It 
was there insisted that the tax was unconstitu- 
tional. But the words of the Chief Tustice seem 


almost intended for the present occasion. His ob- + 


ject from beginning to end was to keep the bank 
safe from the hostile acts of the States. 


State rights. It was, permit me to say, an answer 
in advance to the Senator from Vermont. I do 
not like to trouble the Senate, but there are pas- 
sages so pertinent that I wili read them. Here, 
for instance, the Chief Justice considers the ground 
of exemption: 

‘Phere is no 
claim has been 
pervades the Cons 
riale which compose it, so interwoven with its wet 
blended with its texture, as to be incapable of he pas 
rated from it without r ing it into shreds. ‘Phis great 
principle is that the Constitution and the taws made in pur- 
suance thereof are supreme; that they conwuol the consti- 
tution and Jaws of the respective States, and cannot be 
controlled by them, From tk which may bealmost termed 
an axiom, other propositions are decuc 


prineiple which so entirely 


50 


it wasa | 
| great effort to uphold a national institution against 


State, 


sion for the case; but the if 


tution, is so intermixed with the mate- | 


i safe forthe Union. 


s corollaries, on || up; from the Incompatibility of a right in one Government 


of the United States. How far it has been controlled By 
that instrument must be a question of constracrién. “Tt 


| making this construction nd -priuciple not deélaréd can be 


admissible which wouid defeat the legitimate Operations 
of a supreme Government. “It is of the very essen dé of Sa? 
premacy to remove all obstacles to its action within tts 
sphere, and so to modify every power bested: ti'stborat 
governments as to exempt its own.operations from their om. 
influence,?? f PE eee 
Mark, if you please, the complete applicability: 
of this language, “it is of the very essence. of 
supremacy to remove-all obstacles. to-its action 
within its own sphere.” {tjs proposed to select- 
as our sphere the currency.of the: country, and 
according to these positive. words itis withinthe 
FA : : 
power of Congress to remove from this sphere alk 
possible obstacles. aes es 
Again the Chief Justice, in another part- of his 
opinion, says: 3 pts 
«The means employed by the Governmentofthe Union’? 
* x s “are not given by the people of apar- 


j tienlar State; not given by the constituents ofthe Legista- 


ture which claims the right to tax them ; but by the people 
of all ine States. They are given by all, for the benefiliof 
all; andupon theory should be subjected to.that Government 
oniy which belong to ail? 4 . 

Clearly, the bank must not be subjected to any 
local government, State or municipal; it must be 
kept absolutely and exclusively under that Gov- 
ernment from which it derives its functions. 

Again, in another place—I-skip mach that’ he. 
says, though every word is applicable—the Chief 
Justice says: : 

* All subjects over which the sovereign powerof a State 
extends are objects of taxation; but those. over which.it 
does not extend are upon the soundest principles exempt 
from taxation. This proposition may almost be prononnced 
seliicvidlent. The sovereignty of a State extends to every- 
thing which exists by its own authority, or is introduced 
by its permission 3 but does it extend to those. means whith 
are employed by Congress to carry into execution powers con- 
ferred on that body by the people of the United States? We 
think it demonstrable that it does not,” 4 

According to the Chief Justice, the power of a 
State does not extend to those means which are 
employed by Congress to carry into execution 
powers conferred on that body by the people of 
the United States. But this isa rule ofexpediency 
in the present case, if not of constitutional law. 
You are about to legislate in pursuance of powers 
conferred on Congress by the people... How can 
youconsentto allow the means cmployed in carry: 
ing out these great powers to be limited, cúr- 
tailed, or burdened by any local legislition? , 

The Chief Justice proceeds: ; 
“Those powers are not given by the people of a sinsle 
‘Chey are given by the people of the United States 
to a Government Whose Jaws made in pursuance of thé 
Constitution are declared to be supreme, Consequently, 
the people of a single Stare cannot confer a sovereignty 


| which will extend over them.” 


Butif the people cannot confersuch sovereignty, 
it is for a reason thatis equally validagainst.any 


j concession of it on our part. 


Then, again, the Chief Justice, after arguing 


i the question further, says: 


“We havea principle which is safe for the States and 
Weare relieved, as we ought to be, from 
clashing sovereignties, from interfering powers; from a re- 
pugnan y betweeua night in one Government to pull down 
what there is an acknowledged right in anotherto build 


dhe truth or error of which, aud on theirapplication to this 
case, the cause bas been supposed to depend. ‘hese are: ff 
«i. Thata power to create implies a power to preserve.” 
Mark the application of these words to this very 
debate: ‘‘a.power to create implies a power to 


for the currency of the country. 

1 know not how the exemption can be sanc- 
tioned in one case and notin the other. The same 
reason which is applicable to one is applicable 
to the other. It is said that the Army and Navy 


to destroy what there is a right in another to preserve.” 
Here is what we ought to avoid in the present 
case, “ clashing sovereignties;’’ “interfering pow~ 
ers.’ It would seem asif this judicial warning 
was intended for our benefit. 3 


are for war, and naturally share exemptions inet- 
dent to war and its preparations. But it would 
be difficult to say that, at this moment, what you 
do for the finances is not essentially a war meas- 
ure, entitled to all the consideration accorded to 
such measures in a moment of war, 
your Army and Navy withouta Treasury? Mil- 
ton, in one of his sublimest sonnets, has aptly 
pictured that statesmanship which was able 
-——‘‘to advise how War may, best upheld, 
Move by her two main nerves, iron and gold, 
In all her equipage.” 
Here in these few words the whole story istold. 
A who hear them will confess their force. 
Now, sir, no Senator proposes to complain 
because we protect the nerve of iron; but the 
Senator from Vermont comes forward to register 
his complaints because we do propose to protect 
the much more delicate nerve of gold. What is 


worth doing is worth well duing, and ifitbe worth |i 


while to organize the finances of this Republic by 


the proposed banking system, it is worth while to | 


do it well; and can you do it well if at the very 


What are | 


preserve.” Sir, if you can create this new bank- | 
ing system you can take all needful steps to pre- | 
it is 


serve it and give to it the fullest efficiency. j 
difficult to say how much is involved in this 


| proposition. 


The Chief Justice then goes on: 
«2, That a power to destroy, it wielded by a different 


! hand, is hostile to and incompatible with the powers to 


2? 


create and to prese 
There again you have the judgment of the Chief 


| Justice onthe question pow under debate. Noth- 


ing could be more applicable, 
“3. That where this repugnancy exists, that authority 


which is supreme must control, not yield to that over | 
i which-it is supreme.?’ 


In another piace the Chief Justice goes on to 
say: 
‘The power of Congress to create, and of course to con 


| tinue, the bank, was the subject of the preceding part of į 
i this opinion, and 


10h 


s tO jonger to be considered 
r of taxing it by the y 
it, is oe obvious to be denied.” 

a s ‘But the very terms of th ment admit that 
the sovereignty of Hie State jn the a 2 Of taxation iseit 
is suburdinate to and may be controlled by the Constitution 


able. That the po 


cised so as ta desty 


Then, still further, the Chief Justice says: 


“ That the power to tar involves the power to destroy ; that 
ihe power to destroy may defeat and render. useless the power 


| to create; that there is a plain repugnance in conferring on 
| one Govermment a power to coutrol the constitutional meage 


ures of another, which other, with respect to those very 


: measures, is declared to be supreme over shat whieh exerts 


the contro], are propositions vot to be denied.” But all ine 
consistencies are to be reconciled by wie magic of the 
word confidence. Taxation, it is said, does not necessarily 
aud thavoidably destroy. Lo carry it to the excess of de- 
struction would be an abuse, to presume which would ban- 
ish that confidence which is essential to all governnrent. 
But is this a case of confidence: Would the people of any ` 


i one State trust those of another with a power to control the 


most insignificant operations of their State government? 


| We know they would net.” 


And yet we are asked to trust the national 


| banks so far as their stock is held by sharehold- 
| ers to the tender mercies of State governments if 


not of every municipality, J : 
Then, egain, ata later part of the opinion, the 
Chier Justice says: 
“If the States may tax one instrument employed by the. 
Government inthe excculion of its powers (hey muy tax. any 


j and every other instrument. They may tax the mall; they 
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yay tax the mint; they may tax patent rights; they may 
tax the papers of the custom-house; they may tax judicial 
process; they may tax all the.means employed by the Gov- 
ernment to an excess which would defeat all the ends of 
Government.. This was not intended by the American 
people... They did not design to make their Government de- 
pendent onthe States.” . 

What a golden truth! How we are suffering 
at this moment because thus far in our history we 
have not followed that-simple principle. ‘* They 
didnot design to make their Government depend- 
ent on the States;’’ and now at this late day we 
are compelled to argue again this principle against 
eminent Senators who propose to make the na- 
tional banks dependent on the States. It-may be 
said that the proposed dependence is small. I 
am not sure of this. It is enough that it is a de- 
pendence. Whether great or small it ought not 
to be sanctioned. 

“Gentlemen say??-—’ 

The Chief Justice continues— 

they: do not claim the right to extend State taxation to 


these objects. They limit their pretensions to property. But 
on what principle is this distinction made? Those who 


“make it have furnished no reason for it, and the principle ` 


for which they contend denies it.” 


` But these very arguments have been adduced 
in this debate, and such is the answer of the Chief 
Justice. He then, at another. place, goes on as 
follows: 

_ Phe question is, in truth, a question of supremacy; and 
if the right of the States to tax the means employed by the 
General Government be conceded, the declaration that the 
Constitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof shall 
be'the supreme law of the land is empty and unmeaning 
deciamation.”” 

There, sir, you have it again. Since the Con- 
stitution and the laws made in pursuance thereof 
are supreme, no State can constitutionally inter- 
meddle with the means employed by the national 
Government. But every argument against the 
possession of the power under the Constitution 
i8 an argument against the concession of the 
power. Weare now pressed to concede what this 

_ great authority says a State ought not to have. 
| Again, in another place, the Chief Justice says: 

& But when a St-te taxes the operations of the Govern- 
ment of the United States” — 

* Mark, if you please, the vigor of the expres- 
sion! How worthy of that great Chief Justice! 

“ But when a State taxes the operations of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, it acts upon institutions created 
not by their own constituents but by people over whom 
they claimnocontrol. It acts upon the measures of a Govern- 
ment created by others as well as themselves, for the bene- 
fit of others in common with themselves. The difference 
ig that whieh always exists and always must exist between 
the action of the whole on a part and the action of a part 
on the whole; between the Jaws of a Govermnent declared 
to be supreme and those of a government which, when in 
Opposition to those laws, is not supreme.” 

And the conclusion of this great judgment is 
as follows: s 

Phe court has bestowed on the subject its most delib- 
erate consideration. The result is a couviction that the 
Biates have no power, by taxation or otherwise, to retard, 
impede, burden, or in any manner control, the operations 
of the constitutional laws enacted.by Congress to carry into 
execution the powers vested in the General Government. 
This is, we think, the unavoidable consequence of that 
supremacy which the Constitution has declared, We are 
unanimously of opinion that the law passed by the Legis- 
lature of Maryland, imposing a tax on the Bank of the 
United States, is unconstitutional and void.” 

Now, sir, every consideration, every argument 
which goes to sustain this great judgment, may 
be employed against the proposed concession to 
the States of the power to tax this national insti- 
tution in any: particular, whether directly or in- 
directly. The reason of the judgment is as strong 
against an indirect tax as against a direct tax. 

Sir, this is not all.  L need not remind the Sen- 
ate that there are other judgments of the Supreme 
Court in which this same principle is developed, 
perhaps not with equal ability, but with perfect 
tenacity to the original conclusion. In another 
case the question was raised whether a State had 

` a constitutional authority to tax stock issued for 
lonnsto the United States. Of course it was held 
by the Supreme Court that it had no such power. 

In the opinion of the court which was again 
pronounced by Chief Justice Marshall, the ori- 
ginal judgmentin McCulloch vs. The State of Ma- 
ryland was expressly affirmed, some of its im- 

ortant principles were quoted, and then the Chief 

ustice went on to say: f 

ís It isadmitted by the counsel for the defendants that 
fke power to tax stock must affect the terms on which loans 
eiil be made.” 


But here let me ask, must not the power to tax 


2| 


bank shares affect their value in the market 
Clearly just as much as the power to tax stock. | 
There can be no difference in principle between 
the two cases. And yet we are now urged to allow 
the States to tax bank shares, although by posi- 
tive legislation we have prohibited them from tax- 
ing stock. It is difficult to comprehend how Sen- 
ators could so easily allow the exemption in one 
ease and refuse it in the other. 

The Chief Justice proceeds: 


“ But this objection, it is said, has no more weight, when 
urged agaiust the application of an acknowledged power 
to Government stock, than if urged against its application 
to lands sold by the United States.” E s 


Mr. JOHNSON. Will the honorable member 
tell me what case he is now citing from? 

Mr.SUMNER. Weston vs.Thecity of Charles- 
ton, in 2 Peters. S 


& 'The distinction is, we think, apparent. When lands 
are sold, no connection remains between the purchaser 
and the Government. 'Fhe lands purchased become a part 
of the mass of property in the country, with no implied ex- 
emption from common burdens. All lands are derived 
from the gencral or particular Government, and all tands 
are subject to taxation. Lands sold are in the condition 
of money borrowed and repaid. Its liability to taxation, 
fn any form it may then assume, is not questioned. The 
connection between the borrower and the lender is dis- 
solved. Itisno burden on loans, it is no impediment to 
the power of borrowing, that the money when repaid loses 
its exemption from taxation., But a tax upon debts due 
from the Government stands, we think, on very different 
principles from a tax on lands which the Government has 
soid,” 


The learned commentator on the Constitution, 
Mr. Justice Story, after copious extracts from 
these judgments, gives his own summary as fol- 
lows—I{ quote from 1 Story on the Constitution, 
section ten hundred and fifty-three: 

ft is observable that these decisions turn upon the point 
that no State cau have authority to tax an instrument of 
the United States, or thereby to diminish the means of the 
United Stutes used in the exercise of powers confided to it.” 

Sir, I need nothing further than this principle, 
if Senators would only bear itin mind and follow 
it to its naturalconclusion. “t These decisions,’’? 
says the commentator, ‘turn upon the point that 
no State can have authority to tax an instrument 
of the United States, or thereby to diminish the 
means of the United States used in the exercise 
of vowers confided to it.”? 

Now, sir, we are proposing to create a vast sys- 
tem of national banks, an immense instrument 
for national credit. Is itnot aninstrument? Is 
it not as much an instrument as your navy-yard, 
or yourarsenal, or yourmint? Nor does it yield 
in importance to either of these. Where willbe 
your navy-yard, your arsenal, or your mint if 
the credit of this country is allowed to fail? Itis 
an instrumentin the public service, and an instru- | 
ment of the highest and most delicate character; 
and yet Senators gravely propose on this floor to 
allow States to interfere by local taxation to im- 
pede and clog its operations; at a moment, too, 
when by the confessiou of all it is essential that | 
our finances should be strengthened in every pos- 
sible way. | 

Why, sir, the very measure under considera- 
tion seeks to create a new currency by a system | 
of national banks which shall supersede the ex- | 
isting State banks as agents of currency. Of | 
course the new system must begin in rivalry with | 
the State banks, which in many cases will be | 
hostile. ‘This is no inconsiderable impediment. | 
But this impediment will be increased if the na- |) 
tional banks shall be exposed to local taxation. | 
Itis an untried experiment upon which you are | 
abouttoenter. On every account the experiment | 
should be made under the most favorable circu 
stances—precisely as when we have put stock in 
the market. The national banks should be com- 
mended in every possible way. But instead, it 
is proposed to fasten upon them a liability which, | 
if it do not compel thé people to avoid them, will 
atleast keep them in rivalry with the State banks 
so that the new system cannot become truly ef- 
fective. It seems to me that there is but one 
practical course for all who are sincerely in favor 
of the proposed system. Naturally, all who are 
against it will favor any limitation or burden 
which can impair its efficiency. But all who are 
for the system, and wish to see it doing all the 
good it can at this moment, will take care that it 
is not compelled to carry weight. The whole 
case may be briefly summed up, Are you inearn- | 
est to place the national credit on a sure founda- 
tion? Are you in earnest for the national banks 
as a proper agency to this end? If you are in 
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earnest for these, two objects, then I entreat you 
not to allow them to be sacrificed in subserviency 
to State rights. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts gave us yesterday two 
points which he called points of argument. To- 
day he has given us a running commentary upon 
a decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, with which those of us who are lawyers 
might be supposed to be tolerably familiar, in con- 
nection with a little poetry. 1 arm very gladthat 
this dry subject of finance can occasionally be 
softened and illuminated by an admixture of that 
which makes it a little more interesting. [think 
that his argument to-day, even that part of it 
which hasbeen drawn from the opinion of the Su- 

reme Court, delivered by Chief Justice Marshall, 
is all of it poetical in this, that the Senator draws 
upon his imagination for the application of what 
he has read to the question under debate, because 
in my judgment it has no earthly application as a> 
matter of law to the question now before us. Of 
that, however, I will speak by and by. {wish to 
allude first to the points which he started yestcr- 
day. N 

He began by saying that the proposition ofthe 
Senator from Michigan was patriotic and there- 
fore right. Whether he meant to insinuate that 
all of us who supported the opposite opinion were 
unpatriotic and therefore wrong, I do not know, 
but such would seem to be the natural inference 
from what he said, 

Mr. SUMNER. I think I said that it was 
patriotic, and therefore practical. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That, I suppose, would 
be precisely the same thing. [ should suppose 
that the opposing idea would be inferred; the 
natural converse of it, as he put it, was that all 
of us who supported the contrary opinion were 
unpractical, and therefore unpatriotic. ‘That is 
a question that remains to be scttled. Whether 
this proposition is patriotic or not must depend 
upon its wisdom. .{ will venture to say to the 
Senator that in relation to these matters of legis- 
lation that which is unwise can never be patri- 
otic, because it can never be the part of patriot- 
ism to do that which is unwise in reference to the 
interests of the Republic; and that question of 
the wisdom of leaving this matter within the 
power of the States, so far as this amendment 
proposes to leave it, is precisely the question 
which we are called upon to settle; how far is it 
wise to do so, and how far is itunwise to do sa? 
That is the matter now under discussion, and I 
hardly agree.to the style of argument assumed 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. in begin- 
ning with the assertion that what we propose to 
do is unwise and wrong, taking that for granted, 
and not endeavoring to prove it, and then going | 
on to argue that because it is unwise and wrong, 
therefore we are all out of the way in the course 
we are pursuing. If he is right in his first prop- 
osition, Í grant him that all the rest follows; bat 
that, with due submission to bim, is precisely the 
question we are called upon to settle. Lave the 
misfortune to differ from the honoratile Senator 
on that point; so has my honorable friend from 
Vermont; so has the honorable Senator trom Ma- 
ryland; so have other Senators on this floor, if I 
may judge from what has been said to me; and 
it is not to be assumed that all of us are unprac- 
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! tical, and that we must sit at the feet of che hon- 


at 


sto ra what 


cially in 


orable Senator from Massachusett le 
is practical in matters of legislation, es} 
matters relating to finance. 

Now, sir, take the other point of the Senator’s 


i argument; there were two in it yesterday: the 


ate taxation 


second was that an exemption from Su 
is necessary to place these banis on an equal foot- 
ing, Inasmuch as they mast be established in dif 
ferent States. Will they not be unequal neces 
sarily, ftom the very fact that they are located in 
different States? Every bank which is located in 
a city must be governed in its operations by the 
circumstances of the community by which itissur- 
rounded. It must operate according to those cir- 
cumstances. They may be more favorable or less 
favorable for banking operations. You cannot 
make them equal unless you place them under the 
same circumstances, in the same place, and in the 
same community. For instance, a bank located 
in the city of New York and a bank located in 
the city of Detroit would not operate preciscly 
under the same circumstances, er with the same 
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advantages or disadvantages; there would be a 
difference necessarily, arising from the different 
nature of the business which they are called upon 
todo. Giving the particular States where they 
are situated a right to levy a tax on them would 
no more make them unequal than they would be 
unequal before in their interest, in their business, 
in anything with whith they are concerned. This 
idea of making everything uniform, making a sort 
of Procrustean bed for everything that is dove 
by the United States Government, and declaring 
that everything under it must be of the same 
length, is perfectly preposterous. I know itis a 
fanciful idea of the Secretary of the Treasury— 
I say ‘fanciful’? with no disrespect for him, for 
everybody knows that there is no man whom 


L-respect more—and with the Comptroller of 


the Currency. They have dominated, to use a 
common expression, with their prevailing idea 
in regard to these two systems; and although I 
would take their views upon the subject-matter 
generally conneetéd’ with it, yet upon particufar 
details, with all the fecling they have upon the 
subject and the state of opinion generated by 
dreaming over it for months, I think they are 
hardly the men to whom I would go for my opin- 
ion as to its operation-on the people abroad, and 
especially in the community where I reside. L 
choose to judge for myself; and on that subject, 
allowing for the difference of capacity that exists 


between us and their superjority to myself in that | 
respect generally, L'am as good as they are, and | 


even better. Ido notcare, therefore, to have their 
authority quoted to meas conclusive on a question 
of this. kind. . 

I have already alluded to the main points of 
the Senator’s argument yesterday. Whathas he 


been arguing to-day? Simpty this, and no more, | 


that if the United States Guvernment undertake 
to pass an act establishing an agency, thatagency 
cannot be taxed out of existence by the States; 
and he has read, what is perfectly familiar to all 
of us, pages of the general principles laid down 
by Chief Justice Marshall in his opinion, which 
no man disputes, about which there never was 
a dispute, which we all admit to be true, and he 
endeavors to apply that as an argument to a case 
where Congress itself says that the particular 
power may be exerted. The argument of the 
Senator is that because the Supreme Court of the 
United States have decided that a State govern- 
ment cannot interfere and overturn one of the 
agencies of the General Government, ergo, the 
United States Government cannot consent to any 
such thing. His argument was that, er else it 
was wholly thrown away, because the question 
here is, what shall the Government assent to? 

Mr. SUMNER. My argument was, on the 
reasoning here, that they ought not to consent, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Notat all, for that ques- 
tion is not discussed whether they ought to con- 
sent or not., On the contrary, what did the Chief 
Justice say in this very opinion with regard to 
this very proposition that is now under debate, 
and why did the Senator slide over it? 


“ This opinion does not depri 
sources which they originally pos 
tend to a tax paid by the real y of the bank in com- 
mon with the other real property within the State, nor to 
a tax imposed on the interest w bieh the citizens of Maty- 
Jand may hold in this institution in common with other 
property of the same description throughout the State. 


But this? — 


The particular tax before the court— 


tisa tax on the operations of the bank, and is couse- 
quently a tax On the operation of an instrument employed 
by the Government of the Union to carry its powers into 
execution, Such a tax must be unconstitutional”? 


Mr. SUMNER. And my argument was that 
the tax you now propose to allow the States to 


he States of any re- 
xd. It does not ex- 


-impose was a tax ou the operations of this in- 


strument, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. But Chief Justice Mar- 
shall says in so many words that itis not a tax 
onthe operations, and 1 am willing to take the 
opinion of thateminent Chief Justice, which the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts read, 
against even as high authority as that of the Sen- 
ator himsclf ona question of law. ‘This is not 


a tax on the operations of the bank, and so the | 


Chief Justice expressly said. His decision lett 
to the State of Maryland the power to tax the 


real estate of the bank; it left to that State the | 
“power to tax the sharés in the bank owned by | 
State, because that was hota i 


at 


individuals in th 


| one and a half per cent. as a tax upon the bonds, 


| ment, so far as my own opinion is concerned, of | 


| to adduce, and especially that which is founded | 
’ t b 


| argue that this provision was unconstitutional; | 


tax on the operations of the bank, but the tax: 
laid by the State of Maryland in the case béfore 
the court was a tax onthe operations of the bank, 
and therefore it was unconstitutional,. Why did 
not the Senator read that? ` 

The Senator illustrates, and let us take his 
illustrations. He asks, why not tax anavy-yard? | 
Do the citizens of a State own the navy-yard? 
He asks, why not tax an arsenal? Do the citi- 
zens ofa State hold stock in an arsenal?. Have 
they put in their money and built it? Is it di- 
vided into shares, and owned by them, and do 
they derive a revenue from it?) What similarity 
is therein the cases? He asks, why not tax the | 
Navy of the United States? fs that held injoint 
stock, divided among the people of a State? So} 
of anytling else which the Senator has cited as 
nn illustration of his argument on this subject. | 
If it was, it would present precisely this question. ; 
Here is a case where nota dollar of this prop- | 
erty is owned by the Government of the United | 
States, nota sixpence of it in any shape or form; } 
itis all the property of the citizens of the States, | 
owned in joint stock, their money putinto it. Js | 
itso witha navy-yard? Is itso with an arsenal? 
Ís it so withthe Navy? {fs itso with anything: 
that the honorable Senator has cited? What sim- 
ilarity between the cases? The Senator has not | 
only raised a shadow to frighten us with, put up 
aman of straw to'be knocked down, read famil- 
iar principles which we all knew, but which are | 
not applicable, but he has made illustrations from | 
things which bave no similarity to the case in |! 
hand—not the slightest in the world, | 

L have disposed, therefore, in my own jadg- i! 


the effect of the Senator’s argument upon me— 
for I go no further than that—of all he bas chosen || 


Cus 


on the particular decision which he read, The 
question there was whether a State could impose 
a tax upon the operations of an instrumentality 
made by this Government for its own purposes. 
That is the first distinction between the cases. 
There is another distinction. Here we propose, 
we who pass the act, the authorily of the Gov- 
ernment which makes the instrumentality, pro- 
pose to say that to a certainexercise of power on 
the part of the States we-assent; awd therefore all 
the argument adduced from this decision had not 
the slightestepplicability in the world. But when | 
we come to the question of expediency, the ques- 
tion of propriety, the question of what is wise in 
reference to this matter, the honorable Senatorand 
myself may differ, and we do differ, If] differ 
from him, Í have the honor of differing in very 
good company, I think. i 

The honorable Senator from Vermont did not 


and yet the Senator from Massachusetts has la- 
bored to show that, in spite of the argument of 
the honorable Senator from Vermont, the consti- 
tutional power exists on the part of the Govern- 
ment to make its instrumentality and to prohibit 
the States from exercising any taxing power over 
it. Such was not the argumentof the honorable , 
Senator from Vermont, as | understood it; buthe | 
can speak for himself. ‘Phere may be no ques 
tion about the constitutional power. No consti- 
tutional question has been raised. Nobody tha: 
I know of has been troubled with “ Constitation 
on the brain?’ in reference lo this matter. It isa 
pure question of expediency, what is wise, what 
is just, in reference to this thing. Tt was weil 
said by the honorable Senator from Vermont that 
we are not borrowing movey. If we were bor- 
rowing money, we might borrow it upoa such 
conditions as we chose to impose. 

The honorable Senator from Michigan under- 
took to tell us tha: we had limited ourselves to! 


that we have putout. The original act provided | 
that no tax should be laid by the States upon our 
bonds. When we came to frame the Internal 
revenue bill, two years ago, we provided that a 


tax of one and a half per ceut, might be laid upon 
these bonds. i do not imagine that that forme 
aconiract. It may be that Lam wrong; bat, m 
my judgment, if we chose to-day to putin an i 
internal revenue bill three per cent. or five per 
cent. tax on our bouds we might doit. ‘Phat is 
no part of the contract by which we loaned thes 
money; but we chose to put one and a half | 
cent In the biH at that t as the proper t 
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How far we might be bound in go 
those who have putchased’ since tha 
beanother question; but T-ste no difficalty 
way of the exercise of that power if we. 
to exercise it. snd 
Then the question returns `p 


recisely to. whe 


it was as stated by the honorable Senator from’ ~~. 


Vermont, and as was intimated: yesterday by my; 
self in debate: what is just in regard to the States 
themselves? About tliat there would seem to D 
no ‘dispute. And let we say to the Senator from: 
Masséchusetts that when he talks about the effect 
of this provision, that to allow the States to im- 
pose this tax is giving them the power to tax the 
instrument itself out of existence, hé errs, because: 
by the very provision we have made- they are 
limited in their power of taxation; they ran tax 
this property only as all other property is taxed: 
When we attempt to say that the States may have - 
this power of taxation, we say just how far they 
shallgo and no further. This being the paramount 
law, will control them, and they cannot go añ 
inch beyond it; they are bound by the provision 
that we make; and the Senator would be puzzled, 
in my- judgment, (unless he can show tliat the - 
tax which each State must impose would neces- 


iene man pig ci est ont 


| sarily do it,) to show that. it is to operate soas 


to tax the ins?rument out of existence. That was 
not the argument in MeCulloch vs. The Stateo? 
Maryland. | It was that a tax on the operations 
of the machine would be giving a power. to de- 
stroy the machine. At any rate, that was the 
argument, as I understand it. ae 

Then, sit, after all it comes back to the sinvple 
question of expediency, and there it must rests ” 
it isa mere matter of money. Shall the Govern- 
ment of the United States be permitted to dé what 
they did not attempt to do when they established 
the Bank of the United States, to deprive ‘the 
people of the States of the*right and the power to 
make their citizens pay a tax upon their own 
property which they held in these institutions; 
or shall the income, the revenue to be derived 
from that source, belong entirely to the United 
States, and the States have no part in it? 

If the Senator reads this bill he will perceive 
tha: all the power of taxation upon the ‘opeta- 
tions of the bank itself, all upon the circulationy 
all upon the deposits, all upon everything which 
ean properly be made by a tax is reserved to, the 
General Government; that the States cannot touch 
it in any possible form; that they are limited and 
controlled; the simple right is given them to say 
that the property which their own citizens have - 
invested in it shall contribute to State taxation 
precisely as other property. If the operations of 
this banking system are to be so very favorable; 
if it is what its inventors and its friends supposé 
it must be, that which is to take the place of every- 
thing else of that description in the country, that 
which is to control the currency, of the country, 
to make a new one, and if the $300,000,000 thus 
invested are to be exclusive. and to crowd out 
everything and everybody but the Government 
of the United States, T ask you what is to be the 
power that they will exert with reference tomak- 
ing money, and what is to be their ability for 


i taxation? 


Gentlemen argue as if this was a mere matter 
to last during the war, for a year or two, more or 
Jess. Is it so? Does not the Secretary of the 
Treasury dream and does he not believe that it 
is to extend through all time; that it is to bea 
most remarkable success in its operations, and 


commend itself to the confidence of the country, 


give usa new and improved and a perfect currency, 
and be established in the aifectionsand good opin- 
ious of the people? If so, it is to be a matter for 
peace, for a long’series of years; and whatis tobe 
the case when peace comes? This power of doing 
all the money business of the country ‘is to ‘be 
vested in the favored few who happen. to own this 
stock or to get possession of it, and itis to beim- 
mensely profitable; aud yet the property which 
composes it, owned by the citizens of the States, 
is to be taken entirely out of the hands and the 
power. of the States for any beneficial purpose 
ver to the States. That is what T believe 
will not commend it te the people of the States; 


Hand afer all in must rest in their good opinion. 


Sir } i 
the subject of State rights, 
this measure have becn 


Į eannot close without saying one wérd on 
We who advocate 
assailed—perhaps that is 


too streng a word; there was no Intention to as- , 
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‘States as instituticns,and 1 should like to ask the 


a 


April 27, 


~~ on 


sgil us, perbaps, but I do not know of any other | 
word that would sufficiently express the idea— | 
assailed asif we were preaching up the doctrine | 
ef State rights, following the lead of the resolu- | 
tious of 1798 and of the rebellion and of every- | 
thing else that has set up State rights against the i 
rights of the General Government. | 

Sir, are we open to that reproach? If we are, | 
all Lhave to say is that I am a believer in the | 
i 
Setiate if those institutions cease to exist what | 
becomes of the United States? If they areeover- 
thrown, prostrated by the legislation of the Gov- 
ernment, where is the General Government itself? 
Hasit come to this pass, that we cannolargue here 
at all upon. the interests of the States of which we 
Senatorsare the representatives peculiarly ? Shall 
we say nothing here about what the interests and 
power and well-being of those States require in 
connection with our subjects of legislation? Shall | 
we say nothing of what rights they may have | 
under the Constitution, for fear of traveling over 
ground that others have traveled before us to the | 
injury of the General Government and of the | 
Union? Why, sir, I have no such apprebension. 
For one, | believe that the States are as important 
as the Union in one sense, and that is that they | 
are important to the Union, and that if they are i 
weak and embarrassed and labor under difficulties, 
the Union must be -weak and embarrassed and 
labor under difficulties also; but when you build | 
up and support them and protect them in the 
exercise of their rights and the increase of their 
good, you in the best possible way protect the | 
Union itsclf and advance its glory and its power, 
and this is what I have to say in answer to all 
that.may be intimated with regard to raising the 
question of State rights, i 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, the Senator | 
from Maine was himself from beginning to end; 
himself in the personalities with which he com- 
menced; himself in the ability of his argument; 
himself. in the patriotic purpose with which he: 
closed. Sir, I shall not, as I have already on 
another occasion said, follow him in that which | 
he has which isso little worthy of being followed. | 
I leave behind his personalities; I begin with his | 
argument. 
My. PESSENDEN. While the Senator is 
about that, because that is a common thing with 
him, he always begins to whine, let me ask hin 
to state what I said that was personal, and not: 
talk generally about it. What personalities have 
I been guilty of? | 

Mr.SUMNER. The Senator began his speech 
with personalities, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. What? I ask the Sen- 
ator to state what language I used that can be 
called personal, and not indulge ina general decla- | 
mation about it, Ideny the fact and I defy him to 
show it. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
the Senator said. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. Very well, I trast to the 
report. The Senator cannot doit,and he knows 
he cannot, This is a common thing with him. 


The report will show what 


1 
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o Mr. SUMNER. Very well, sir; the Senator 
ig personal again, 

Mr, FESSENDEN., 
admit that. 

Mr. SUMNER. File is nowas he was at the 
‘beginning and ever will be. 

, Mr. PESSENDEN, { trust so, so far as the 
Scnator from Massachusetts is concerned. 

Mr. SUMNER. Isaid, sir, when the Senator 
interrupted me, that I would go to his argument. 
He began by replying to whatI said lastevening. 
It may be remembered that I said then that the 
remarks of the Senator from Michigan, if not 
practical, were at least patriotic, and that at this | 
moment, in this crisis of the Republic, what was 
patriotic seemed to me to be practical. - The Sen- 
ator from Maine makes that simple remark an 
occasion of criticism. Very weil; I pass from 
that. 

The Senator then undertook to reply to the fur- | 
ther position that I had taken, that a sanction of | 
taxation by States and by municipalities in this | 
bill. would cause differences in the operation of | 
the system in different parts of the country, and | 
would prevent its having that uniformity in its | 
working which I thought we ought to seek to 
establish. And the Senator’s reply was that we 
could not have uniformity, because the banks 


To be sure I am now; i 
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different parts of the country, as, for instance, in 
Boston andin Chicago. Sir, these are natural dif. 
ferences, whieh Ladmit legislation may notover- 
come; but for that very reason we should forbear 
to plant udditional differences in our very bill, 
The Senator sceks to thrust into the bill which is 
to create this very system a source of difference 
in its operation in different parts of the country. 
The case is too plain for argument. A simple 
statement is enough. 

I need not remind the Senate that the system of 
taxation differs in different States, and then again 
in different countics and different municipalities 
of the same State, so that this institutionmay be, 
according to the rule of the Senator, under a differ- 
ent taxation in one State from what itis in an- 
other State; and then again it may be under differ- ! 
ent taxation in different parts of the same State; | 
and that is my answer to the criticism of the 
Senator when 1 complained of the proposition 
which he now supports as planting a difference 
and a discord in the operations of the bill. 

The Senator then proceeded to reply to what I 
have said to-day, and he began with an allusion 
to my remarks in reply to the Senator from Ver- 
mont with regard to the sequestration of property 
from State taxation. ‘The Senator from Vermont, 
if I understood him, had objected to this bill as 
proposing to sequester a large amount of prop- 
erty from State taxation. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I said that would be its 
effect without this amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The Senator complained of 
the operation of the bill without the proposed 
amendment as sequestering a large amount of 
property from State taxation, That was the com- 
plaints nor more nor less, How did I answer it? 
After stating that the amount of property that it 
was proposed to sequester—I adopt the language 
of the Senator from Vermont—was §300,000,000, 
I then inquired, are we not every day sequestering 
an equal amount fer military and naval purposes? 
Who can estimate, sir, the amount of military 
material that is uow sequestered from State taxa- | 
tion? The Senator has never complained that 
this vast property, while it is on local deposit or 
in local custody, is not subject to State or muni- 
cipal taxation. | have never heard the complaint, 
Who can estimate the amount of property that | 
we are constantly sequestering for the naval ser- 
vice of the Country? 

Mr. COLLAMER. Willthe gentleman indulge 
me in a word on that point? 

Mr. SUMNER, Certainly. 

Mr. COLLAMER. ‘There is no sequestration 
in the United States, taking property for military 


tration of which I complain is the setting apart of | 
the funds belonging to individuals in the States 
for exclusive taxation by this Government and 
exempting it from State taxation. 

Mr. SUMNER, Now the Senator introduces 
an additional element. Itis the sequestering cer- 
tain property belonging to individuals from State 
taxation, and reserving it to national taxation. 
The Senator is unwilling to see this fund taken 
away from the Staes, or sequestered, so that it 
cannot be reached by the States. That is his ar- 
gument. 

Mr. COLLAMER. This money belongs to 
our citizens, and they propose to invest it in these 
banks; and now you propose to set apart that 


„and not allow the States to tax it. 
Mr. SUMNER. Very well, suppose that same 
amount of money was put into anavy-yard or į 
put into miliary preparations, would it be taxed | 
by the State? | 
Mr. COLLAMER. It would not be the prop- 
erty of individuals atter you had got it in that | 

form. 
Mr. SUMNER. 
question now is as to the amount of property that 


exclusively 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
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| 
i 
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is set apart. Lamon tbat point now. l will come | 
i 
| 
i 
i 
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I understand that; but the | 


to the other. 
Mr. COLLAMER. | Set apart in this way. 
Mr. SUAINER. The question now is as to 
the amount of property that is sequestered. [tis 
proposed to sequester $300,900,0U0 ior the national 
How many hundred miillons bave we s | 


bauk. 


f 


that the idea of sequestration amounts to nothing. 
All the real estate in the country is sequestered 
forStateand municipal taxation; the United States 
do not touch it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. The United States have 
a right to tax all property. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But they do not. 

Mr. COLLAMER. But they have the power 
to do it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. There is a provision for 
a direct tax on land in the internal revenue bill 
now pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has been repealed 
once. 

Mr. COLLAMER. My statement was that 
all property, except that imported, was subject 
to taxation both by the General and State Gov- 
ernments, What I mean by sequestration is 
taking some of the subjects of taxation and put- 
ting them apart for one Government and taking 
them from the other. és 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well, I am now on the 
amount of property that is taken‘from State tax~ 
ation,and I have already said that it is proposed 
to take $300,000,000 for the national bank; not 
so much as is taken from State taxation for the 
Army and Navy of the United States. Is it not 
curious that the sequestration should be allowed 


1 > . y 
so easily in one case, and should be so contested 


in the other. Each is for the public good, the 
gencral welfare, and the national defense, At 
this moment the national banks are not less im- 
portant to our defense than our navy-yards, 
Nor is this all. The Senator from Ohio has 


| reminded us that all the real estate of the country 


is sequestered from national taxation; so that 
States here have opportunities of their own, But 
there is still another class of illustrations. Under 
the statutes of the country all the public lands be- 
longing to the United States are sequestered from 
local taxation in the States where they lie. There 
is also the Mint sequestered from State taxation. 
There is also here in this very city of Washing- 
ton all these public buildings, the Capitolin which 
we are now assembled, the edifices where the pub- 
lic Departments perform their labors, all seques- 


| tered from taxation of any kinds and yet the ar- 


gument is brought forward now that we must not 
exempt from local. taxation the $300,000,000 in- 
vested in the new banks; and the reason assigned 
is because this amount, when invested, is private 
property, and remains private property, Very 
well. Suppose it is private property. How does 
that affect the question? Not atall, ‘The same 
identical sum is sequestered, whether itis private 
property or public property, and this is the point 
to which I am now calling attention, The Sen- 
ator repeats that this amount continues private 
property. But I submit that it can make no dif- 
ference, so far as the State is concerned, whether 
that property, when sequestered, continues pri- 
vate property or becomes absolutely the property 
of the United States. In each case it is so much 
property exempt from local taxation. Practically, 
the two cases of exemption are alike, for the local 
authorities are ousted in each, and that is the es- 
sential point. Such was my answer to the argu- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont, now adopted 
by the Senator from Maine. . If the Senators ob- 
ject to the sequestration of this large amount of 
property, they may with equal reason object to 
the sequestration of a larger amount in the mili- 
tary and naval service. Butthisihey never thought 
of doing. And they submit that they ought not 
to think of objecting to the sequestration for the 
sake of the currency. 

"Therefore, when the Senator so triumphantly 
pointed out the seeming distinctior between the 
sequesiraiulon in these two cases, he pointed out 
a ‘distinction without a difference.” So far as 
State taxation is concerned, it is immaterial what 
form the sequestration may take. It is enough 
that property is sequestered. You may grudge 
the exemption in one case more than another; 
you inay dislike to see aman of property in the 


ij hands of individuals which State taxation cannot 


reach; but the State does not lose more in one 
sase than in another. In both cases it loses the 
taxation on a given amount of property, and in 
both cases for the same reason. 

The Senator from Maine proceeded next to 
consider the judgment of Chief Justice Marshall, 
and he reminded us of his own fami 


1864. 


able production. - He misunderstood entirely the 
use which E made of that judgment in this discus- 
sion. 1 did not adduce it here to show that a 
tax by the State, such as is now proposed, would 
be unconstitutional, bat simply to show that it 
was inexpedient on the partof Congress to ajlow 
it in advance; and I said that every considera- 
tion, every argument, every word of that great 
Chief Justice going to show that it was unconsti- 
tutional. on the part of a State to tax the bank, 
was equally strong against the policy on our part, 
at this moment, of allowing in advance any such 
tax asis now proposed. That, sir, was my argu- 
ment, and I submit that every word of that mas- 
terly judgment sustains me irresistibly: The 
language of the Chief Justice is: 

“Does this power extend to those means which are em- 
ployed by Congress to carry into execution powers con- 
ferred on that body by the people of the United States??? 

And Mr. Justice Story, in summing up, says: 

“Tt is observable that these decisions turn upon the 
point that no State can have authority to tax aninstrument 
of the United States, or thereby to diminish the means of the 
United States, used in the exercise of powers confided to it.” 

Now, sir, the simple question is whether, if you 
allow the States to tax the national banks, they 
will not thereby diminish the means of the Uni- 
ted States? . Willit not be indirectly a tax on this 
instrument which for the public good we are now 
constructing? The Senator from Maine very pos- 
itively says that it would not be so. I content 
myself with saying, certainly with a conviction 
equally strong with his own, that it would be so. 
Clearly, most clearly. beyond all doubt the State 
taxation, whether direct or indirect, must tend to 
diminish the means ofthe United States. How can 
it be otherwise? Ifthe State may tax the national 
bank may it not to a certain extent clog its op- 
erations; may it not hamper its free movement; 
may it not affect the value of its stock? It cannot 

. -be otherwise. I submit to the good sense of the 
Senate whether it must not be so. And, again, 
if the State cannot tax the bank directly, how can 
it tax the bank indirectly; or rather, if it be inex- 
pedient to tax the bank directly, must it not be 
equally inexpedient to tax it indirectly? I repeat 
these inquiries; but they contain the whole case. 
I would not take up too much time, I would ‘not 
be too earnest, but the subject is of incalculable 
importance; and I now strive, with proper humil- 
ity, 1 trust, to secure that conclusion which will 
be most for the national advantage. 

But, sir, why should the State tax these invest- 
ments? Because it needs the money. Thatis the 
argument. But does notthe nation need the money 
at this moment more? And now that we are found- 
ing this institution, should we not to the best of 
our ability so endow it that it will have the best 
possible credit? We wish to induce investments 
in the new banks. Can anything better be done 
to promote such a result than to announce to the 
country that they are founded by ‘the nation, 


dedicated to the best interests of the nation, and | 


carefully saved from any local interference of any 
kind, so that they shall be national in character 
and immunities as they are national in name? 
Let this annunciation go forth, and you will give 
your banks the best possible character; you will 
make them strong, so that their very infancy will 
have the strength of maturity. But making them 
strong, you will benefit the Republic at this mo- 
ment as by a victory in the field, Taking from 
local authorities all power of taxing these banks, 
and conferring it exclusively upon Congress, you 
will make the banks independent and self-poised ; 
but beyond this unquestionable advantage, you 
will make another contribution to the national 
Treasury to the extent of this taxation. There are 


Senators who seek to divert this amount to swell | 
the State funds. I differ from them, and avow the | 


difference. At this moment of peril to our na- 
tional life I wish to save it for my whole country, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
say a few word i 
in reference to this debate, as I feel it to be due to 
myself. Perhaps was hasty in interrupting the 
Senator from Massachusetts to call upon him for 
some definite proof, from what I had said, of the 
truth of his assertion. Ihavesince, for fear that 
I might, in the heatofargument, have said some- 
thing that could be construed into a personality, 
inquired of some six or eight gentlemen around 
me, whether I had used auy language that could 
possibly be so construed, and the universal an- 


Mr. President, J wish to | 
s, rather of a personal character, | 


‘attack upon me; for surely itis ‘personality of a 


swer has been, “Nota word.” And yet, sir, in the 
face of the-fact, the Senator from Massachusetts, 
not fof the first time, has made: a direct personal 


gross kind ‘to assert, in so-many words, that the 
general practice of a Senator here is to‘indulge'in 
personalities. This is the second time the Seña- 
tor has said that of me. 0.5 006 cn ; : 

Onthe former occasion, in:endeavoring to-com- 
bat an argument of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts; Į observed in substance that he seemed to 
speak ex cathedra, but that wasa matter of taste. 
of which he must judge for himself. In reply- he 
said that ‘the Senator from Maine began by being 
personal.” Why, sir, itis the most common ex- 
pression in the world with:regard to a style of 
argument; and yet the Senator then said, as he 
has said now, not only that the remark was per- 
sonal, but further broadly intimated thatit was 
according to my usual character and habit. ‘To- 
day when I have argued the question before the 
Senate, with some heat and warmth- to be sure, 
but touching only the Senator’s argument, he 
repeats that ‘the Senator from Maine in his 
argument is himself personal. ”? ~ i 

Now, sit, on which side does the personality 
lie—in me, who said nothing that the Senator 
could Jay his finger upon, or him, who imputes 
to mea general habit of personality in debate? 
The Senate and the country, if it ever hears of 
anything so trifling as this difference between the. 
Senator and myself, will answer that question. 

Sir, lconsider it, when thus made forthe second 
time, a gross, and unfounded, and. untrue impu- 
tation. Iam warm in debate. and sometimes I 
offend gentlemen a little, perhaps, and ‘I notice 
that it 1s the habit of one or two gentlemen to say 
on such occasions, when.I happen to get into a 
debate with them, that I am lecturing the Senate. 
Why, sir, if I am lecturing anybody it is those 
individual Senators, and they make a great mis- 
take in supposing that they are the Senate. They 
make but a very small fraction of the Senate, and 
have no right to assume that they constitute the 
Senate if thus lectured. 

I have said thus much in defense of myself. I 
have no idea that, undisputed and uncorrected, 
the Senator from Massachusetts shall indulge 
himself in attempting to give me such a character 
in the country with regard to debate, especially 
when he has nothing to:found it on in regard to 
himself, and cannot allege a word that I have 
spoken in support of his assertion. 1 know that 
he has means at his command which I have not. 
He has, to say the least, one newspaper which 
ordinarily echoes what he says, and attacksevery- 
body that he happens to differ with. On that 
former occasion the matter was paraded substan- 
tially asa personal assault of the Senator from 
Maine, because he happened to say that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts spoke ex cathedra, but 
that the Senator from Massachusetts replied with 
his usual dignity and courtesy, and conclusive- 
ness of argument! Jexpect now, whend get the 
next number of that paper, because I am honored. 
by having it sent to me sometimes, without my 
requesting it, however, to see something like 
this 

Mr. POMEROY. What paper is it? . 

Mr. FESSENDEN. A paper called the Com- 
monwealth. , à 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I can only say to the 
Senator that I do not even know the editor of 
the paper. we 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do notknow how that 
may be; I only judge from whatappears. I pre- 
sume it will come with a statement something 
like this: “ that in this debate the Senator from 
Maine, Mr. Fessenpsn, in his usual uncourteous 
and ungentlemanly style, attacked the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts, Mr. Sumner’’— 
without giving the speech, because it seldom if 
ever givesany thing coming from me that it founds 
its remarks upon—‘ and our distinguished Sen- 
ator, with that elegance of language, with that 
refinement of manner, with that force of argu- 
ment, and with all that courtesy which always 
dignify and adorn everything that he does and 
says in debate, replied in such a conclusive and 
overwhelming manner that the Senator from 
Maine was dumb.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, there is but 
öne question of fact in what has fallen from the 
Senator, and that is certainly a very trivial one. 
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He has-alluded: to a newspape 
hii to say that I did:notevén “know'thee 
-of that papér. «1 think that obgheto' satisfy ev 
‘the. Senator. I presume,’ however, it Avil 
There are literary writers in the paper that} 
some .knowledge’of.-.. Let-me‘add: that Ldoubt 

o 


general ‘character in’ the country which “he wi 
ieee 


‘municipal purposes. 


vel 
there is: any one on this floor who ‘has less 
fection with ‘the public press. than Fhe 

The Senator was very anxious ‘les 3 
give him what he calléedia general characteris 
country for personality“: Those weré his words 
I-beg to assure the Senator from: Maine'that thi 


have is that which he gives himself 
Mr, FESSENDEN. T wishito say 
that if the Senator fails to do it it will not be 
want of effort and disposition, but only ‘because 
his capacity ‘is not'equal to‘ his. desire. > 
Mr. SHERMAN. After this’ very pleasan' 
episode 1 fear the Senate will scarcely be"in’2 
temper to recur tothe real question before thet 
body. It has been’ discussed’ in sucha variety 
of ways, and yet is’a plain question.” The dis” 
cussion has extended into many matters that are: 
not really before the Senate. ‘I condur with the: 
Senator from Maine in one proposition, that this 
does not raise a constitutional AT Here 
is no doubtabout the power of 
hold these agencies from State taxation: Tidak 
upon that as settled. The case cited by the’Sen¥ 


gem 


‘ator from Massachusetts settled the general priii“ 


ciple that the States had no’ right’to™ tex ‘the 
agencies of the General Government. ` But'that 
is not the question in this case. 
posed that Congress shail confer upon the States 
the express power; and the question is: whether 
we shall give the States that power. Nor is't a 
question as to the amount of tax. ` I believeall’ 
the members of the Senate are’ willing to imp 
the same amount of tax on these bankks,that’ is 
imposed on the property of the citizen any where. | 

esterday, in discussing this matter, I súg- 
gested that the United States tax proposed on the 
banks should be doubled, that the amount of tax 
on these banks levied by the United States should 
be so heavy that no one could say that property 
employed in national banks paid’a ‘less ‘rate of 
taxation than property enpaged i other busines 
I said yesterday that if this proviso were stricken 
out I would follow it with an amendment to dou“ 
ble the rate of. taxation. Iam in favor of impos 
ing on these national banks the full amount of tax 
that is imposed on any other property employéd: 
in a like business in any State of the Union. T 
think that all the property of the people of this 
country must be taxed very heavily; and T'donot, 
want. those who engage in these national banks 
to escape one single dollar of tax. The difference 
between us is just this: I insist that whatever tax 
is levied-on these banks shall be:paid: into: thé 
national Treasury to pay the interest and ‘princi-+ 
pal of the national debt; other Senators desire that 
a portion of the tax levied on the‘national banks 
shall be paid to support the State governments, 
the city governments, the county governments, 
the local municipal corporations of the different 
States. That is all the difference between us. So 
far as the rate of taxation is concerned, there is’ 
no difference. I am willing, as one of the friends 
of this measure, to. impose on this property any 
burden of taxation that any Senator thinks it can 
bear. and live. The only difference is, that I do 
not wish any portion of this taxation to be di- 
verted from national objects for State, county, and 
Here we are creating cor 
porations with power to bank; andthe only qués- 
tion with us is, shall we confer on all the towns 
and counties and cities and States of this Union 
the power of taxation, to control their operations, 
and substantially to destroy them? ` It seenis ‘to 
me that is the only question, and notas to the rate 
of taxation. 

But the Senator from Maine yesterday said 
that in this proposition we proposed to ‘sequester 
$300,000,000 of the capital of this country; and: 
he used a word that is odious on account of its 
connection with the old mortmain laws of Eng- 
land. The word ‘sequester’ means ‘* to with- 
draw,” “to reserve.” I believe the Senator from 
Vermont followed to-day in using the word “ se- 
quester,”” an unpopular word, a word which when , 
applied to the old ecclesiastical corporations of 
England was justly odious. When some of the 
monasteries of England acquired real estate, that, 


H 

i 

i 

ongress ‘to with i 


Here it is:‘pro~’ ` 


. bonds of the United States shall be. taxed. 


pe 


. estate of associations-from cither county, State, or muni- 
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yéal-estate-at-once ceased to be taxable like the 
other real estate of England. To avoid this idea 
of sequestration we have inserted in this bill this 
proviso: LP é 

- Provided, That nothing in this act shall exempt the real 


cipal taxes to the same extent, according to its value, as 
ather real estate is'taxed. j 

So that by the:provisions of the bill all the real 
esiate owned by the banks is subject to tax just 
like individual real estate. The only question is 
whether the property they have invested in the 
I 
wish to.confine the attention of the Senate to that 
question... 

The amendment of the Senator from Kansas 
proposes to tax all the property of these banks 
that. is not invested in the securities of the United 
States, so that all its capitalstock, all its personal 
property, all its real property, every dollar of 
property-ithas in the worldin any form or shape 
will-be subject to taxation under the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas, except 
only that which. is invested in the bonds of the 
United States. In other words, it put a national 
bank holding bonds of the United States on pre- 
cisely the same footing that a State bank now is 
that. holds the bonds of the United States. The 
whole of this controversy stands then in that po- 
SILON———— 

„Mr. HOWE rose. - 

Mr, SHERMAN. Let me finish; I shall con- 
elude the sooner, 


Mr, HOWE. I was about to ask a question. 
«Mr. SHERMAN. I will answer a question. 


s Mr, HOWE. It is practically how the as- 
sessor who undertakes to assess the stock in a 
bank is to distinguish——. 

Mr. POMEROY. Notassess the stock, assess 
the-bank. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I will answer the question; 
Lknow what it is now before the Senator from 
Wisconsin finishes it. The monthly reports and 
quarterly reports provided for in this bill show 
how much. capital stock they have paid in, how 
much of all kinds of property they have, and how 
much of that is invested in the bonds of the Uni- 
ted States; so that their reports show that fact,and 
if the assessor is not satisfied with that report he 
can examine the officers under oath. 

Mr. HOWE. I did not understand that the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas proposed, 
to tax a bank as an association. I supposed it 
was a tax on the shareholder. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; totaxthebank. Under 
this system of banking a bank is required to hold 
one third of its capital stock in the securities of the 
United States, It may invest the whole of its 
capital stock in these securities. If itinvests but 
one third, all its capital above the amount so in- 
vested is liable to taxation, precisely like any 
other property held by any other corporation un- 
der Statelaws. The only exemption isthat a na- 
tional bank will not be bound to pay State and 
municipal taxes on the money that it has invested 
ip the bonds of the United States. Take, for in- | 
stance, the case of John Stiles, the very interest- 
ing illustration of the Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. Cottamer.] Suppose Jolin Stiles having 
money, living in Vermont, and not desiring to 
invest itin the real estate of Vermont, should in- 
vest it in the bonds of the United States, under 
the existing laws, which the honorable Senator 
from Vermont voted for, John Stiles would be 
exempt from State taxation;and why? We have 
denied to the State of Vermont the power to tax 
the money of John Stiles invested in the securi- 
ties of the United States, and the reason for this 
exemption was given very lucidly by the honora- 
ble Senator from Vermont. In atime of war it 
is necessary, to make our securities better, to hold 
out inducements to our citizens-to invest their 
money in our bonds, and therefore we said to the | 
States that the money invested in-our bonds by 
John Stiles or anybody else should be free from 
State or municipal taxation. 

On the other hand, suppose that for national 
purposes national banks are organized, and these 
national banks are compelied by the law te invest 
their money in the bonds of the United States. 
They are taxed by the United States for the priv- | 
ileges granted by this bill, fully taxed, to the full 
extent of the average taxation in the United States. 


Now is there any reason why the property of | 


| support of the Government. 
when this money is invested in a system of na- | 


these banks, which by law.they are compelled to 
invest in the bonds of the United States, should 
not be exempt from State taxation just as much 
as the property of John Stiles invested in United 
States bonds? 

There is the case, and I think it is sufficiently 
answered. If John Stiles takes an interest in a 
bank, and if that bank of which he is a stock- 
holder invests its capital in the bonds of the United 
States, then as a matter of course John Stiles is 
exempted from State taxation, just as much as if 
he directly invests his money in the bonds of the 
United States, instead of doing itindirectly through 


‘a bank; but if the capital stock of the bank of 


which John Sules is a stockholder is not invested 
in the bonds of the United States, it is not ex- 
empt from State or municipal taxation by the 
terms of this bill. : 

There is one general idea that controls my vote 
on this matter. Ido not think it js a matter to 
get excited about. The States are necessary to 
be supported, and the countiesand the cities must 
be maintained; but so must the national Govern- 
ment, and the needs of the national Government 
are now greater than those of any portion of the 
community; and the only question is, how can all 
these governments be sustained without injury to 
the other? All are to be sustained by taxation. 
The basis of my idea is thatcertain modes of tax- 
ation should be set aside for the United States, 
and certain modes of taxation should be set aside 
for the States. For instance, by the Constitution 
we have setaside for national purposes the power 
to impose duties upon imports. This is one na- 
tional fund that is reserved by the Constitution. 
We have also by practice, although that is not by 
Constitution but by law, reserved indirect taxes 
to the national Government. By law also we have 
reserved to the States all ihe real estateand all the 
personal property of this country with but one or 
two exceptions, Allthe real estate of the United 
States amounting to $11,000,000,000 has been free 
and I hope always will be kept free from direct 
tax by the United States, and will be left to sup- 
port the State and local governments. Here is 
sequestration in earnest, not by the Constitution, 
but by law: all the real property of this country 
is withdrawn from national taxes. It is true that 
in the bill now pending in the House of Rep- 
resentatives there is a proposed direct tax of 
ee ee bit I hope it wilt not be adopted, and 

do not believe it will be. I wish to leave to the 
States the whole of the vast real and personal 
property of this country, and with the taxes on 
that property to support the local governments. 
The national Government ought only to resort to 
indirect taxes. Here we have a system of indi- 
rect taxes which we have devised, and which we 
hope to improve, which will yield to the Govern- 
ment a large sum of money without invading or 
impairing in the least any of the ordinary modes 
of taxation adopted in the States. 

It is proposed by this bill also to give to the 
United States Government another fund, another 
mode of collecting taxes, and what isit? The 
bonds of the United States invested in a system 
of national banks. They are to be reserved to 
the nation as another fund from which the nation 
alone may draw taxes. Is that extraordinary? 
The. States have by law the exclusive power, and 


they by law collect exclusive taxes on all the į 


lands and personal property of the United States, 
with some smallexceptions. Is it unreasonable’ 


that the Government of the United States should | 


claim as its peculiar source of taxation, first, duties | 


on imports; next, indirect internal taxation; and 
next, atax on itsown securities, We now have the 


| power to tax all the bonds of the United States for 


national purposes, The law declares that these 
bonds shall not be subject to State taxation, but 
it does not relieve them from taxation by the 
nation. They are moneys invested in the secu- 
rities of the United States, and that fund may be 
set apart, used exclusively by the nation for the 
Is it unreasonable, 


tonal banks, set aside to maintain and build up 
a national currency upon, to extend this exemp- 
tion of United States stocks when owned by 
these national banks? 

Why, sir, if a bank in the State of Vermont 
how ts a holder of national securities, those na- 
tional securities in the hands of that local bank 


are exempt from State taxation. Suppose by law | 


they are required to be deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States as the basis of national 
banks, is it any the less a reason why they should 
be exempt from State taxation? Not at all, I 
‘say the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas, if adopted, will do nothing more 
than to give to these national banks that exemp- 
tion which by law is now given to every bank 
and to every individual who holds the bonds of 
the United States. 

I therefore do not see all these causes of com- 
plaint. But here is another point, and I invite 
the attention of the Senator from Maine to it,- 
He asked very strongly,‘ Why not give to the: 
States and to the cities the power of taxation; is 
it likely they will abuse it???) Twill tell him why 
I think it would operate unjustly to leave these 
bonds, owned by the national banks, subject to 
local taxation. In the first place, it would give 
to the States and communities a great power over 
the banks. The power of taxation, as Chief 
Justice Marshall says, is very apt to involve the 
power to destroy. It may notalways be so ex- 
ercised, but it may be so exercised. We have 
these thirty-five States. If these banks are sub- 
ject to the Jaws of thirty-five different States we 
lose all the benefit of uniformity of taxation. 
Some of the States or some of the citics in the 
States may have such feelings of hostility against 
this agency of the national Governmentas to ase 
its power of taxation unjustly and oppressively, 
Is it notright when we are organizing a system 
of national agents for us to make those agents 
frec from the possibility of destruction? ' 

Mr. HOWARD. Willthe Senator from Ohio 
allow me to put one question right there? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainty. ; 

Mr, HOWARD. I was about to ask the Sen- 
ator whether the case he has just now put of an 
abuse or rather an oppressive use of this power 
of taxation by municipalities does not show quite 
clearly that the billitself upon which we are bow 
acting comes clearly within the general principle 
laid down by Chief Justice Marshall in the case 
of McCulloch, thatitis incompetent fora State to 
tax or to provide for the taxation of cny of the 
instrumentalities of the national Government? f 
can see no distinction myself. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the view I take of this 
question | have avoided the discussion of the 
constitutional question, because l wish to present 
it as itis presented by this amendmentas a ques- 
tion of good policy to be submitted to legislators 
and not as a constitutional question, although 
that objection may very properly be taken. 

But there is another objection. Under the 
amendment as it now stands the whole of this 
tax can be evaded, 1 venturenow the assertion 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Kansas will yield as much revenue to the 
States and citiesas the amendment of the com- 
mittee, Let us look at that a little closer. The 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas requires 
the bank to pay a tax on all its capital above the 
amount invested in bonds. All the tax that is 
imposed by Jaw must be paid because it would 
be reached in the hands of the bank. But look 
at the provision of the committee; and I wish to 
call their especial attention to it: 


That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent 
the market vatue of the shares in any of the said associa 
tions, held by any pi nor body-corporate, from being in- 
cluded in the valuation of the personal property of such per- 
son or corporation iy the ass aent OF ali faxes imposed 
by or under State atthority, for State, county, or inunici- 
pi] purposes; butnotata greater rate than is assessed upon 
otber moneyed capita! in the hands of individual citizens 
of such State. 

Who is to pay this tax, and where is it to be 
paid? Is it to be paid at the place where the bank 
is located? The individual stockholder may have 
no personal property there, and there may be no 
way ofenforcing it. The intention of this clause 
is to require the person, wherever he lives, to pay 
it. Suppose a citizen of the State of Vermont 
owns stock ina bank in the State of Ohio. He 
will pay the tax in Vermont. What justice is 
there in that? [fthere is any ground at all for this 
local taxation it is that the local law protects the 
banks. In the State of Ohio, where it is located, 
there is some ground; but thatis the only reason 
for iseal taxmon. But-why shouid the State of 
Vermont collect a lax on this capital invested in 

I 
the State of Ohio? 


Bat thatis not all, 


+ 


I ask you, sir, if this tax 
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residents will own the bank capital. The banks: 
of Ohio will be under the control of non-residents 
in order toavoid thetax, The banks of the West 
will be owned by citizens of Ohio in order to avoid 
the tax. We know how difficult it is to frame laws. 
to reach taxes on personal property. I tell you, 
Senators, under this provision not one half of the 
Panke capital or the market value of the shares 
invested in these national banks will be taxed by 
local authority, because non-residents will evade 
the tax. Itis known to be a common practice 
now among the wealthitst of our citizens to go ke- 
yond a city in-order to avoid the municipal tax. 
Some of the very wealthiest men in the city-of 
New York, who.do business every day in New 
York, live in their country places beyond the reach 
of city taxes. They will give in their property, if 
they give it honestly, at a place where the taxes 
will be low. I say that under this provision the 
tax may be evaded and avoided, and I doubt very 
much whether you will get one half of the market 
value of these shares placed upon the duplicate 
anywhere, either in the place where the bank is 
located or anywhere else. : 

There is another objection which I submit to 
Senators. The gencral purpose of this bill is to 
require the great body of the stock to be owned 
in the State, or rather.to encourage the owner- 
maip of the stock where the bank is located; but 
under this provision it will be the interest of every 
man to own stock in a bank far removed from 
him, because in that way he will be more likely 
to escape the tax. Therefore the citizen of Ohio 
willtake stock in a bank in Nebraska. The 
result will be that we shall have a system of non- 
resident management of a bank. When a bank 
is owned in a local community, the stockholders, 
directors, and agents are known to that commu- 
nity as men of standing and sense, the bank is 
much more likely to be managed well than if the 
bank is owned by persons at a remote distance 
who have not the necessity and have not the op- 

ortunity to watch over the management of the 
Pank. If the bank is left to be managed by per- 
sons whose interest in it is small, and whose cap- 
ital is not involved in the proper management of 
that bank, it is not likely to be so well managed. 
This ‘provision will tend to encourage non-resi- 
dent proprietors of banks, because they will not 
be taxcd where thebank is located, but will take 
the chances of having the market value of their 
shares put upon the tax duplicate where they 
reside. 

Why, sir, it is unequal; it is unjust. In the 
city of Detroit, where | am told the taxes are very 
heavy, non-residents will own the banks and will 
not pay one dollar to aid the city of Detroit under 
this provision as it stands in the bill, because it 
is intended that the property of the shareholder 
shall be put down where he lives. Therefore, if 
he lives in the city of New York he will not pay 
this large municipal tax in the city of Detroit. 

But thatisnotall. Suppose this stock is owned 
by an Englishman or a Frenchman, a foreigner, 
where will you tax him? It escapes taxation 
entirely. Take the Bank of Commerce of the 
city of New York, a large portion of whose capi- 
tal stock and shares isowned in Europe. Under 
the system proposed by the committee not one 
half of that stock would be taxed, because it is 

- ‘non-resident stock. Under the system proposed 
by the Senator from Kansas a large portion of it 
would be taxed if it was not invested in bonds of 
the United States. 

Mr. COLLAMER. It has double the amount 
of its capital in United States bonds. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that bank has a 

‘eater amount of bonds than it has capital; but 
Tuse itas an illustration, because a bank may be 
organized under this bill which has invested but 
one third of its capital stock in bonds of the United 
States, and this amendment would provide that 
the amount invested in bonds only should have 
the same exemption as bonds would have if they 
were held by private individuals, while all the 
capital and all the property they possess beyond 
the amount of the bonds would be subject to State, 
local, and municipal taxation. 

I do not want the owners of these national 
banks to escape taxation. {wish that distinctly 
understood. If this amendment of the Senator 
from Kansas shall prevail, I shall offenan amend- 
ment for the consideration of the Senate to dou- 


will not beevaded? In nine. cases out of ten non- | 


ble the rate of taxation proposed by this bill 
put two per cent. on their circulation, one. per 
cent. on their deposits, and two per cent. on their 
surplus capital, which is accumulated profit, so 
as to make altogether a large measure of taxa- 
tion. But, sir, I want the tax derived from this 
source'to go into the national Treasury, where 
we need #. No tax can be or has been proposed 


here-that I will not readily vote for. If itis ne- 
cessary still further to tax these banks, or if itis” 


necessary still further to tax the national securi- 
ties, or to increase our duties on importations, or 
to increase our internal revenue, I am perfectly 
willing to share in the responsibility of putting 
upon our people any burden: of taxation. . I be- 
lieve we can collect one half or even more than 
onehalf of our large expenditures by indirect tax- 
ation under our revenue Jaws. All that I claim 
is, thatif this system is organized by the national 
Government, the tax imposed upon the property 
invested in these banks shall be set aside as a 


‘national fund to be used for national purposes. 


Mr. COLLAMER. I had a desire.to say a 
few words in answer to that part of the argument 
of the Senator from Massachusetts in relation to 
what I said. Ishould have liked to have had the 
privilege to do it immediately upon hisclosing. I 
tried to obtain the opportunity, but other gentle- 
men succeeded in getting the floor. 1 do not de- 
sire to follow the Senajor from Ohio through all 
his argument, but I wish to say a few words in 
regard to it. 

1 endeavored to make the point before the Sen- 
ate which I supposed to be the one really involved 
in this proposition; and that was that it proposed 
to sequester this large amount of capital. The 
Senator from Ohio does not like the word “ se- 
questration.’? I do not know of any that will fit 
any better. It was to take and set apart a par- 
ticularly large value, an amount of property in 
the State, and take it away from the taxation of 
the State. That is sequestration; but the word 
seems to be offensive. I did not mean to use it 
in any offensive sense, and I did not know that it 
had any offensive meaning, certainly not in this 
country. ‘That was the point that I endeavored 
ba oe in the remarks | made. 

he Senator from Massachusetts asked why I 
did not complain of the large amount of property 
set apart for the Navy, the great amountof prop- 
erty which is set apart in the munitions of war 
and arms for the Army, especially in this timeof 
war. Is that a fair, candid mode of answering 
me? Do we not all know that that property 
which is thus purchased by the Government for 
its present occasions is taken away from both 
taxations, from all taxation, and is not the sub- 
ject-matter of taxation? What I was endeavor- 
ing to make a point of was, the undertaking to 
relieve property which was subject to taxation 
both by the General Government and the State 
government from taxation by the State govern- 
ment, and keep it exclusively for the use of the 
General Government. [endeavored to show how 
that was attempted on this occasion; and then I 
am answered that really I ought to have com- 
plained about property that is taken from the tax- 
ation of both governments! Is there any paral- 
lel between the cases? None whatever. I say 
again, if I can make it any plainer, that the point 
was of taking property which was subject to tax- 
ation Ly both and putting it only to the taxation 
of one and taking it away from the other; and 
then I am told that is the same case as the taking 
of property away from taxation by both. Cer- 
tainly itis not. Hence I do not think it any fair, 
candid answer. I have no doubt the gentleman 
who used it thought it was, but it does not seem 
so to me. 

The subject still returns. It has not altered 
any. A large part of the argument of the hon- 
orable Senator who has just taken his seat con- 
sisted in questions, the Socratic mode of reason- 
ing. I shall not attempt to take up the time of 
the Senate in answering them; but there were one 
or two things in his speech to which I wish to 
call attention. ` obs 

He says they have left for State taxation the 
real estate. is that true? Have they made any 
provision that that shall be leftexclusively to the 
States? It is proposed to make provision to take 
this banking capital and set it away entirely for 
the General Government, and then they say to 
the States, ‘* We have left you the land there.” 


to. a 


| be taxed. 


tempted hele. I said-before that all taxes ne 
sary to the Government must be raised and. mus’ 
be paid, if there are apy means in the hands: 
individuals to pay them tothe Government. Un- `’ 
doubtedly. the right of eminent domain in. the) 
Government necessarily includes the power.to 
take all the property of every man in the form of 
taxation. Itbelongsto the Government if it needs. 
it and wants it. Undoubtedly, the General Gov-, 
ernment has used pnis power, and can use it, and 
ought to useit, to the full measure of their néces-, 
sities; but that is not the point. The point is, is. 
it right, is it just, is it proper, isit good, policy,” 
for us to say that we will Jay hands upon, that, 
which we think most ‘available for-the;General: 
Government to lay taxes upon, and take that 
away from the States altogether? That is the point,. 

That is a mere question of policy, of expedi-, 
ency. Itis nota question of constitutional law 
particularly. I never stated that it was. Thè 

onorable Senator from Massachusetts read a 
great deal from the opinion of Chief Justice Mar- 
shall in McCulloch’s case. Whajon carth has, 
that to do with this question? That was a case 
where the General Government made a bank and 
the State of Maryland undertook to tax the op- 
erations of that. bank in that State. The court 
decided that the State could not doit. The ques- 
tion before us now is, will we agree in. Congress 
to say that the State may have the power of tax- 
ation to a certain extent? Is there anything un- 
constitutional in that? Has that anything to do, 
with the McCulloch case? Nothing inthe world, 
as a question of expediency, not that a decision 
of a constitutional right and wrong has nothing ` 
to do with it. Besides that, the Chief Justice. 
stated in that very case that the State had aright 
to tax the shares of inhabitants of Maryland ‘in. 
that institution. I think that was going a good 
way, unless there was some reservation in the. 
statute for the purpose. ene 

The Senator from Ohio talks a good deal about 
this mode of taxation, and all the while he seems 
to confound the taxation of the sharés, the prop» 
erty of the owners of the stock,and the taxation 
of the banks themselves as if they were identical. 
The Supreme Court thought they were not iden- 
tical in the McCulloch case. He says, and re~ 
peats it again and again, that these banks ought 
not to be taxed except for their capital beyond’ 
what they own in United States stock. Let us 
take the plain case to which he alludes... Here 
is the Bank of Commerce of New. York. .I be- 
lieve it has $9,000,000 of capital, and it has about 
sixteen million of United States stock. That pays 
notax. Hasitgotanything overand above which 
the proposed amendment could reach? Nothing 
atall, It has got no United States circulation, 
and does not ever want to have, and very little. 
of its own. Itdoes not want any. It docs not 
desire to take out any paper for circulation, and 
itis not obliged todo so. Soevery bank that is ors 
ganized under this system has but to putits capital 
into United States bonds and there is no taxation 
uponit. They may make earnings on those bonds, 
but there is to be a tax on the dividends. 

The truth is, the distinction between the insti- 
tution itself and the owners of the stock in itas 
private property is capable of being well under- 
stood and always carried in mind, and should 
not be and need not be confounded. I say it is 
right if a man lives in one State, one municipality, 
county, or town, and has his money and property 
there, and made it there, that it should be subject 
to contribution for the Government there. If that 
man puts that money into a bankin any part of the 
country, the place of his residence, where the pers 
sonal property thathe owns belongs, is the locality, 
the only proper.and just place, in which it should 
It is not true that if a bank is estab- 
lished in a city, owned by people, if you please, 
in another city, that that particular city ought to 
have the right of all the taxation on that institu- 
tion, There is no justice in it, there is no law in 
it, and ought never to be. 

In New England, the State has a small per cent. 


1900 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 27; 


on the dividends of the banks, but the taxes are 
laid ‘upon the people who own the-property in the 
bank as their personal property, which they pay 
where'they live; because by law, personal prop- 


erty belongs to and’ has locality with its.owner3: 


it follows the person. ‘Therefore, its profits 
should be there. These shares of banks are pet- 
sonal property everywhere in every country, and 
have locality with the person. to whom they be- 
long. There is the proper place of taxation, and 
theres the only proper place. Ifa corporation 
owned ‘a banking-house in any locality us part 
of the realty, it should be subject to taxation 
where it is, that is the property of the corporation; 
but the truth is the shares in that stock are per- 
sonal property and are always treated so, and all 
attempts to put them in any other shape are evn- 
sions of clear justice, equity, and right. 

“Mr. SUMNER. The Senator from Vermont 
objects to the parallel which has been run between 


the’ proposed ‘sequestration of this bank property | 
from State taxation and that other greater seques- | 


tration which is made for military and naval pur- 
poses. We know that it is a familiar saying 
that'no two things run precisely ‘on all fours?” 
together; they are not precisely alike; and these 


two things may not be precisely alike; but they | 
aré precisely alike in the single essential point, | 
that in each case the property is sequestered from 


State taxation, That is the single, decisive, un- 
questionable point of resemblance between the 


two cases, In that, respect they are completely | 


and absolutely parallel. Your navy-yards, your 
ships-of-war, all your vast military material are 
sequestered from State taxation. 

Mr. COLLAMER. And United States taxa- 
tion too. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator adds, “and from 
United States taxation; bat I say now they are 
sequestered from State taxation. Thatis the point 
to which I am calling attention. | It is proposed 
to sequester also this national bank, which is 
founded for a national purpose, for the defense 
of the Republic, precisely as much as your navy- 

aids or your ships afloat or your Army in the 

éld—it is proposed to sequester that also from 
State taxation. But that is not all,sir. In a fur- 
ther purpose of patriotism it is proposed to dedi- 
cate this national bank completely and in every 
respect to the national service by empowering 
the national Government to tax it, so that all who 
embark in it, not only by their contribution, but 
also by the taxation upon that contribution, may 
help the national cause. “That, sir, is what is 
proposed by the measure under consideration. 

Mr, COLLAMER. I can merely say what 
I have already said, that I presume the gentle- 
man supposed the parallel was complete. He 
has only convinced me that he thinks sc now. 
That is all. 

Mr. WILSON. 


I move that the further con- | 


sideration of this bill be postponed until to-mor- | 


row, 1 desire to make a report from a committee 
of conference. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have a vote 
_ onthe pending amendment this evening. 
Mr, WILSON. There is not a quorum pres- 
ent. Isheuld like to make a report from a com- 


mittee of conference and then have a brief exec- | 


utive session to-night if I can. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I want to offer a resolu- 
tion of inquiry first. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No other 
business is in order while the bill before the Sen- 
ale remains undisposed of, 

Mr. WILSON. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suppose it can go over as 
the unfinished business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not if it is 
postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, SHERMAN. _ Does the bill come up to- 
morrow as the unfinished business? 1 under- 
stand from some Senators thatit doesnot, There 
is evidently a misunderstanding on the subject, 
and I will move to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was postponed, with a view to make it 
the special order for to-morrow at one o’clock, 

Mr. WILSON. There will be no objection 
to taking it up to-morrow. ; 


Mr. CONNESS. There is a special order for, 


to-morrow at one o’ciock, the Pacific railroad 
bill. 


Mr, SHERMAN. 
from Michigan [Mr. Howarp] desires to post- 
pone that subject. 

Mr. CONNESS. I should like to hear from 
the Senator himself on that point. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand that the Sen- 
ator desires a little further time on thatsubject. 

Mr. HOWARD. I do not care about taking 
it up to-morrow; but I give notice that I shall 
move to call up the Pacific railroad bill at a very 
early day. It was fixed for to-morrow at one 
o'clock; but there are reasons why I shall not 
call it up then. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inow submit my motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bank bill was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Inow move thatits further 
consideration be postponed to and made the spe- 
cial order for to-morrow at one o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a communication from the acting 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in relation to a 
treaty made with the Chippewas of the Missis- 
sippi on the lith of March, 1863, and the amend- 
ments thereto as made by the Senate, with ad- 
ditional estimates of the*sums required to be 
appropriated to enable the Departmentto comply 
with. the stipulations of said treaty;, which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. æ 


CONDITION OF AFFAIRS IN NEVADA. 


Mr. WILKINSON submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate any recent inform- 


ation. which may have been received iu regard to the con- } 


dition of affairs in the ‘Territory of Nevada. 
FRENCH OCCUPATION OF MEXICO. 

Mr. MeDOUGALL. I submit the following 
resolution, which I have tried for several days to 
introduce, and I ask for its present consideration: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 


instructed to report to the Senate the joint resolution from | 


the House of Representatives relating to the occupation of 
Mexico by France, heretefore referred to said committee. 
Mr. SUMNER. Let that lie over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being 
made to its present consideration, the resolution 
lies over under the rules. $ ` 


BURBAU OF MILITARY JUSTICE. 


Mr. WILSON. I desire to make a report from 
a committee of conference. I will not ask for 
action on it to-night: 

The committee of conference appointed to take into con- 
sideration the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill Gd. R. No. 308) to establish a Bureau of Military Jus- 
tice, having met, atter fuli and free conference have agreed, 
and do recommend to their respective Houses to agree, as 
follows : ý 

That the Senate recede from their several amendments 
to the bill of the House of Representatives, and agree to the 
same without amendment. 

HENRY WILSON, 

THOS. A. HENDRICKS, 

J. M. HOWARD, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. F. FARNSWORTH, 

J. A. GARFIELD, 

GEO. H. YEAMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. GRIMES. I understand the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs to say that he 
does not desire this report acted upon now. 

Mr. WILSON. 
now if any one desired it to go over. 
stood the Senator wished to say something uponit. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 


before the Senate is on the acceptance of the re- | 


port of the committee of conference. 
Mr. GRIMES. 
table until to-morrow. 
The. motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed the fol- 


| lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it re- 


quested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (No. 432) for the relief of the citizens of 
Denver, in the Territory of Colorado; 


I said I would not press it | 
I under- ! 


I move that it be laid on the | 


I understand the Senator.|| 


A bill (Ne. 381) to amend an act entitled ‘* An 
act making a grant of land to the State of Iowa, 
in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads in said State,” approved May. 
15, 1856; and l 

A joint resolution (No. 68) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to release certain goods 
from the payment of duties. 


PACIFIC: RAILROAD. 


Mr. HOWARD. I move now to take up the 
Pacific railroad bill with a view to postpone its 
consideration until Monday next at one o’clock, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is’ 
informed that that bill is not before the Senate. 

Mr. HOWARD. I move to take it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been 
assigned for to-morrow at one o’clock, and does 
not come up until that time. 

Mr. HOWARD. [hope we shall take it up at 
this moment for the purpose of postponement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It may be done 
by unanimous consent. The Chair hears no ob- 


jection. 


Mr. HOWARD. Then I move its postpone- 
ment until Monday next; and to make it the spe- 
cial order for that dayat one o’clock. Itis Sen- 
ate bill No. 132. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Perhaps the 
more parliamentary way would be to move a re- 
consideration of the vote making ita special order, 
and let it come up in that way. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Michigan that there will be mo difficulty 
to-morrow atone o’clock in moving to postponeit. 
_ Mr, HOWARD. Very well; let it stand as 
it is, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is withdrawn. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills and jointresolution from the 
House of Representatives: were severally read 
tyce by their titles, and referred as indicated be- 
ow: 

A bill (No, 227) granting lands to the State of 
Michigan for the construction of certain wagon 
roads for military and postal purposes—to the 
Committee on Public Lands. ; 

A bill (No. 431) for the relicf of Solomon Wads- 
worth—to the Committee on Claims, 

A bill (No. 247) granting lands to the State of 
Wiscensin to build a military road to Lake Su- 
perior—to the Committce on Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 159) foragrantof lands to the State 
of lowa, in alternate sections, to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad in said State—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 432) for the relief ofthe citizens of 
Denver, inthe Territory of Colorado—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 881) to amend an act entitled “An 
act making a grant of land to the State of lowa, 
in alternate sections, to aid in the construction of 
certain railroads in said State,” approved May 
15, 1856—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A joint resolution (No. 68) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to release certain goods 
from the payment of dutiles—to the Committce on 
Finance, 


LAND GRANT TO A MINNESOTA RAILROAD. 


Mr. RAMSEY... There are two Senate bills 
on the table that have been returned to us from 
the House of Representatives with amendments, 
which I hope will be acted upon now. tł hope 


The motion: 


i the Senate will concur in those amendments. 


They do not considerably alter the bills at all. 
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 

to consider the amendments of the House of Rep- 

resentatives to the bill(S. No. 31) making a grant 


| of lands to the Lake Superior and Mississippi 


Railroad Company. to aid in the construction of 
the railroad of said company from St. Paul to 
Lake Superior. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think the bill with theamend- 
ments had better go to the Committee on Public 
Lands to be examined very carefully, and if found 
satisfactory, it can be reported back in a day or 
two. . Passing them in this way I think will be 
unsatisfactory.. There are several amendments 
to the bill. Í have npt had an opportunity to ex- 
amine them, and I think no member of the Com- 
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mittee on Public Lands has had that opportunity. 

I therefore move thatthe billand amendments be 

referred to- the Committee on Publie Lands. 
The motion was agreed to. 


LAND GRANT TO WISCONSIN RAILROADS. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S.No. 160) granting lands to sid in the construc- 
tion of certain railroads in the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HARLAN. I make the same motion in 
regard to that bill, . 
_ The motion was agreed to, 


A EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, the Senate pro- 


cecded to'the consideration of executive business; 
and after sometime spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Weopnespay, April 27, 1864. 


. The House met at twelve o'clock, m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
TheJournalof yesterday wasreadand approved. 


CHIPPEWA TREATY. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting 
estimates of the amount required to carry out the 
stipulations of the Chippewa treaty of March, 
1863; which was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES F. ANDERSON. 


Mr. BLAIR, of West Virgivia, by unanimous 
consent, moved that the House take from the 
Speaker’s table Senate bill No. ‘207, for the 
relief of Charles F. Anderson, and that it be re- 
ferred to: the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. i 7 

The motion was agreed to. 


INDIANA LAND GRANT. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iask.to have entered a mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the House 
laid on the table House bill No. 285, to authorize 
the State of Indiana to apply certain lands granted 
by Congress to the education of orphan children 
of soldiers who die during the present war. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered 
upon the Journal. 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasusurne, of 
Illinois, in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill of the House (No. 405) to pro- 
wide internal revenue to support the Government, 
to pay interest on the public debt, and for other 
purposes, 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to go back to the 
provision in reference to commercial brokers. 
‘The committee are satisfied a mistake was made 
in inserting the words “shall not exceed $25,000,” 
and ‘if exceeding the sum of $25,000, one dollar 
for each additional $1,000.°? I move to strike 
these words out, so that the provision will read, 
«commercial brokers shall pay twenty-five dol- 
lars foreach license,” ‘That will make the charge 
twenty-five dollars in all cases. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, MORRILL. I propose that the commit- 
tee shall go back to the paragraphs in reference 
to sugar and molasses, which were passed over. 
On page 118, line niuety-four, 1 move to strike 
out “ fifteen and in lieu thereof insert ‘* twelve;”’ 
so. that it will read: 


On brown or Muscovado sugar, not above No. 12, Dutch 
standard in color, produced directly from the sugar-cane, 
and not trom sorghum or imphee, other than those pro- 
duced by the refiner, a duty of one cent per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 move to strike out ‘f one 
cent?’ in the same paragraph and insert ‘two 
cents.” : 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I wantthe 
committee to understand the amendment. The 
tax of one cent a pound is high enough, and the 
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gentleman now proposesto increase ittotwo cenis J bt 
; mEn pA =+ [| above Nos I2 and.no ; itch 
| ard in. color, produced directly from: the. 


per. pound. -= : iope, eae 
< Mr. MORRILL: - The amendment will ‘make: 
the tax the Same as under the existing law. 

‘The committee divided; and there were—ayes 


fifty, noes not counted. i 


_ Mr. MORRILL,- demand. tellers; and:1 TE 
sire to say‘a word, . This relates to sugar man- i} 


ufactured from the cane in Louisiana.and other. 


southern States.: The law gow upon the statute- 
book imposes a tax of two centsapound. The 
bill as reported réduced that to one cent’ per 
pound; but the Committee of Ways and Means 
on reconsideration. have concluded to reinstate 
the duty to precisely what it now is by law. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, Ido not know what inducement was held 
out to the committee to change their original in- 
tention and increase this tax; but I oppose this 


from the general indisposition on the part of my- ` 


self and those who act with me to increase the 
tax on sugar. If there be any change we think 
that the tax should be decreased rather than in- 
creased. 


Mr. MORRILL. This does not increase it 
from the present rate. « : 
Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I under- 


stand that. Sugar isa necessary of life, and one 
cent per poundisa tax high ehough. I therefore 
think, especially when I reflect that the House 
has greatly increased the taxes upon almost every 
other article, that the tax on this article of sugar 
should not be increased, as it is an article of gen- 
eral and universal consumption. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RANDALL, of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr, MorriLL, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 59, noes 47. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. In order to perfect this sec- 
tion I move to amend, in line ninety-eight, page 
118-—— J 

Mr. HOLMAN, I rise to a point of order. 


It is that the seations which were reserved should | 


be reported in the order in which they were re- 
served. If that course is not followed great con- 
fusion will occur. The committee is thin now, 
and they were not aware that the Committee of 
Ways and Means proposed to consider those sec- 
tions at this time. . 

The CHAIRMAN. . The Chair was disposed 
to allow. the gentleman who had charge of- this 
bill to pursue whatever course he preferred in ref- 
erence to these reserved sections; but if the point 
is raised, the Chair thinks they should be taken 
up in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave no objection to the 
consideration of them, but I want them consid- 
ered in the order in which they were reserved. 1 
suggest, however, to the gentleman from Ver- 


mont that he first go through the bill before he | 


returns to these reserved sections. 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman will allow 
me to go through with this subject I will reserve 
the other sections until the committee is more full. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lhave no objection to the 
gentleman from Vermont now offering his amend- 
ments to the reserved sections, with the under- 
standing that they shall be before the commit- 
tee for consideration in their regular order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iwill not bring up any sec- 
tion to which the gentleman objects. I think ‘it 
will be more satisfactory to the committee to wait 
until a little later in the day before we proceed to 
consider disputed points upon which they feel 
more interest than they do upon these minor 
points. . 

Mr. HOLMAN.’ After considering this sec- 
tion I think it will be better to go through the 
bill, and then return to the reserved sections, 


Mr. MORRILL. I will dispose of this sec- j 


tion, and then proceed in regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair bolds that if 
the committee go back now they should proceed 
with the reserved sections in theirregular order; 
and the gentleman from Vermont will proceed 
with this section with the understanding that 
when he goes back again it shall be in the reg- 
ular order in which the sections were reserved. 

Mr. MORRILL. i move tò amend in line 


i 
i 


ninety-eight by striking out ‘‘fifieen”? and in- | 


seriing in lieu thereof the words ‘' twelve and not 
above No. 18;’’ also in line one hundred by strik- 
ing out two” and inserting “ three,” so that the 


| 


H three cents per pound.” Iwill state to. the Ho 


clause shall read, nall larfied or refined sugars 


above No. 18, Dutech stan 


cane and ‘not.from sorghum or imphegy a duy 
ii: 


i 


that this graduates the duty according to quality. 
Where sugar is: partially refined, above..twelve 
and not above eighteen Dutch standard, its value 
is increased in proportion to the tax herein pro- 
posed, three cents, All above that we count, 86 
far as this bill is concerned, gs loaf sugar, or fully 
clarified and refined sugar hüd upon it we-pro- 
pose to levy a tax of four cents a pound. 5 
Mr. BOUTWELL, ` Before a vòte 
I wish to makè an inquiry of the gentleman fr 
Vermont.. It willbe seen by reference to.. 
paragraph commencing on line one hundred ani 
two, that sugar refiners are to pay a duty of one 
and a half per cent. on the products ‘of their'r 
fineries. It is understood, I suppose, that they 
will generally use sugars which are taxed two 
cents a pound under the first paragraph relating 
to sugars, ` Now the question I wish to present'to: 
the committee is whether they have fully informed 
themselves as to the relative duties which will be 
sustained by those sugar.refiners who manufac- 
ture sugar upon which a düty of two cents has 
been paid, and those sugar refiners who manufac- 
ture refined sugars directly from the sugar~cane? 
Mr. MORRILL. I will say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that. the first provision here 
is intended to reach producers and refiners of su- 
gar who manufacture or refine. directly from thé 
sugar-cane. The provisions which follow are 
intended to reach the class who buy this sugar 
and refine it a second time. ` I do not Know as to 
the amount of their profits, and I am not. quite 
sure that the tax is enough: My colleague upon 
the Committee, who knows more about this mat- 
ter than I do, says it is sufficient. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after’ line 
one hundred and one the following: ~ 

On all clarified or refined sugars above No. 18, Dutch 
standard in color, produced directly from sugar-cane, and not 
from-sorghum or imphee, a duty of four cents per pound. 


Mr. BOUTWELL. | I desire the attention of 
my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. Hooper] 
to this point. By the first paragraph relating to 
sugar; on page 118, the duty is fixed at two. cents 
per pound on those sugars which I understand aye 
the Pasis of the refined sugars produced by that 
class of manufacturers termed “ sugar refiners. ?? 
In the third paragraph, commencing on line one 


x 


! hundred and two, it is provided that sugar refin- 


ers shall pay one.and a half of one per cent. on 
the products of their refineries. Thusit will hap- 
pen that the sugar refiner using Muscovado sugar, 
on which two cents has been paid, will, when he 
produces fromit refined sugar; pay one and a-half 
per cent. additional, which will make his total 
duty about two anda third ortwo and a half cents 
per pound. Now,lask how those sugar refiners 
in Louisiana, who manufacture refined sugar di- . 
rectly from the sugar-cane, are to pay three and 
four cents per pound and sustain themselves when 
those who use the low-priced sugar pay only one 
and a half per.cent. ; 
Mr. HOOPER. ‘I think my colleague misun- 
derstands the matter. There is no connection 
between thetwo. The first provision on page 118 
refers to sugars of domestic production entirely. 
Imported sugars pay a duty of two and a half 
cents per-pound. The object of this provision 
was to puta tax of two cents upon sugar manufac- 
tured in New Orleans. Itis confined to sugar man- 
ufaectured and produced directly from the sugar- 
cane,and it is to sompen ar for the duty imposed 
onimported sugar. Either imported sugar or this 
sugar may be bought by the refiner and refined, 
upon which he pays one and a half per cent. 1 
think that upon examination my colleague will 
find that that is right. È Rus 
-Mr. BOUTWELL. If I understand the ex: 
planation of my colleague, it presents the same 
difficulty. , Foreign sugar is taxed twoand-a half 


| cents per pound, and one anda half percent. added 


to that would make’the duty about two and a 
half cents per pound on refined sugar made from 
foreign sugar, whereas itis proposed to puta duty 
of four cents per pound on refined sugar made di- 
rectly from the cane; that, at any rate, will be the 
practical effect. 


Mr. MorrLL’s amendment was agreed to, 
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“Mr. BEAMAN, . I move to amend section one 
Wundred ‘and sixty-threc, which is yet undisposed 
of, by inserting after the word ‘issued,’ on line 
twenty-one of page 198, the words “prior dr sub- 
séquent to the passage of. this act,™ so that the 
proviso: will read: ark i 

Provided, Thatno instrument, document, or paper made, 
signed, or issued-prior or subsequent to the passage of this 
act without being duly stam ped, or having thereon an ad- 
hesive stamp to.denote the duty imposed thereon, shall, for 
that cause, if the stamp or stamps required shall be subse- 
- quently affixed, be deemed invalid and of no effect. : 
-This amendment is composed in part of words 
stricken oat on motion: of the gentleman from 

_ Ohio, [Mr. Pennieron.] lapprehend, however, 
that: his amendment did not accomplish the object 
he had in view. As the proviso now stands the 
effect of it will not be to operate upon acts that 
shail transpire after the passage of this bill. The 
object of the gentleman was to have it apply to 
acts transpiring before and after the passage of 
this bill. {tis important that such should be the 
law, because, in consequence ofunfamiliarity with 
the operation of the tax law and through the igno- 
trance of parties, there have been many instances 
in which deeds have been executed withoutstamps, 
and in some.cases, where stamps have been placed 
upon instruments, there have not been stamps 
placed thereon to'a sufficient amount. I know 
myself of instances where parties have executed 
deeds and have stamped them, and nevertheless 
have not put on a sufficient amount of stamps to 
comply with the law, and it seems to me to be 
manifest injustice to make provision for transac- 
tions hereafter without providing a remedy for 
eases which have already occurred. The inser- 
tion of the words “ prior or subsequent to”’ will 
accomplish all that was asked for by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and will also make provision for 
previous transactions. 

Edo not see the &entleman from Ohio in his 
seat, but I may say that he approves of this 
amendment, 

“The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. THAYER. I move to amend the one 
hundred and sixty-third section by inserting after 
the word ‘‘be,’? in line four of page 167, the 
words ‘‘ recorded or;” so that it will read: 


o Bec. 163. And be it further enacted, That no deed, in- 
strument, documeul, writing, or paper, required by law to 
be stamped, signed, or issued without being duly stamped, 
or with a deficient stamp, nor any copy thereof, shall be 
recorded or admitted or used as evidence in any court until 
alegal stamp or stamps, denoting the amount of duty or de~ 
ficiency charged thereon, shull have been atlixed thereto or 
used thereon, &e. 


The object of the amendment is to prevent in- 
struments from being recorded until they have 
been stamped. This amendmentis necessary in 
order to make the rest of the section at all efficient. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. UPSON. I move to amend the same sec- 
tion by striking out the word “ such,’’ inline ten, 
ant inserting “ the;’’ and by adding after the word 
“person” the words ‘“‘using or affixing the 
gamez” so that it will read: 7 


And the initials of the person using oraflixing the same, 
together with the date when the same isso used or affixed, 
shall have been placed thereon by the person using or af- 
fixing the same, and the person desiring to use any such 
deed, instrument, document, writing, or paper as evidence, 
his agent or attorney is autlorized in the presence of the 
court to affix the stamp oF stamps thereon required, and in 
addition thereto, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ODELL. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the committee to go back to section ninety- 
seven to offer an amendment. 

Mr. ROSS. I object. 

The one hundred and sixty-fifth section was 
read, as follows: 


Sec. 165, And be it further enacted, That no person, firm, 
company, or corporation shall make, prepare, and sell, or 
remove for consumption or sale, drugs, medicines, prepa- 
Fations, compositions, articles, or things, including per- 
fumery, cosmetics, friction matehes, photographs, ambro- 
types, daguorreotypes, or other sun pictures of any descrip- 
tion, aud playing cards, upon which adaty is impos ed by 
law, as enumerated and mentioned in schedule C, without 
affixing thereto an adhesive stamp or label denoting the duty 
before mentioned, and in default thercof shall incar a pen- 
Bity of ien dollars: Provided, ‘Chat nothing ia thisacteon- 
tained shall apply to any u mpounded medicinal drag or 
chemical, uor to any medicine compounded aceording to 
the United States or other national pliarmacopmia, nor of 
whieh the full and proper iormuja is published in either of 
the dispensatories, formularices, or text-books in common 
use among physicians and apothecaries, including homæo- 

ative and eclectic, or in any pharmaceutical journal now 
sed by any incorporated cullege of pharmacy: and not sold 


or offered for sale, or advertised under any other name, 
form, or guise than thatunder whieh they may he severally 
denominated and laid down in said plarmacopeias, dis- 
pensatories, text-books, or journals, as aforesaid, nor to 
medicines sold to or for the use of any person, which may 
be mixed and compounded specially for said persons, ac- 
eording to the written recipe or prescription of any physi- 
cian or surgeon. j 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by in- 
serting after the word “cosmetics” the words 
ttJucifer or” — > > f 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word ‘ matches” the words “ cigar 
lights or wax tapers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the one 
hundred and sixty-eighth section by inserting 
after the word “t cosmetics’’ the words ‘lucifer 
or friction matches, or cigar lights and wax ta- 
pers.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


7 The Clerk proceeded to read schedule B, stamp 
uties, 

Mr. MORRILL. I moveto amend, under the 
heading of‘ bill ofsale,” by striking out “twenty- 
five cents” and inserting { fifty cents;’’ so that it 
will read: 


Bill of sale by which any ship or vessel, or any part 
thereof, shall be conveyed to or vested in any other person 
or persons, when the consideration shall not exceed $500, 
fifty cents. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend inthe next 
line by striking out “ fifty cents” and inserting 
‘fone dollar,” so that it will read, “exceeding 
$500 and not exceeding $1,000, one dollar,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend by strik- 
ing outin the next clause, where it occurs the sec- 
ond time, ‘*$1,000,’’“and inserting in lieu thereof 
**$500;” so that it will read, ‘exceeding $1,000, 
for every additional amount of $500, or fractional 
part thereof, fifty cents. ”? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. I move to amend, under the 
head of bond,” by striking out the words ‘t who 
shall have become bound or engaged as surety 
for,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “against;? 
also, to strike out the words.‘ or” and “to bes”? 
so that it will read: 

Bond.—For indemnifying any person against the payment 
ofany sum of money, or for the due execution or perform- 
ance of the duties of any office, or to account for money 
received by virtue thereof, where the penalty or money 
ultimately ®coverable thereupon is $1,000 or less, fifty 
ects, 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I hope the change will 
not be made. I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to the effect of introducing the word 
“against” instead of the words proposed to be 
struck out. What does it mean to indemnify a 
person “against the due execution or perform- 
ance of the duties of any office??? . L suggest to the 
gentleman from lowa that it is better to go back 
to the old language, which has had a construc- 
tion that is reasonable, and which has been ac- 
cepted by the whole country, and created no dif- 
ficulty whatever. 

Mr. KASSON. As the clause now stands, it 
seems to cover but one class of indemnifying 
bonds, The object in making the change is to 
cover all classes of indemnity bonds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. I move to amend in the next 
paragraph by striking out the words “to be” 
and increasing the duty from twenty-five to fifty 
cents, so that it will read, ‘* where the penalty or 
money ultimately recoverable thereupon exceeds 
$1,000, for every additional $1,000, or fractional 
part thereof, in excess of $1,000, fifty cents.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. I move to amend in the next 
paragraph by striking out the words ‘such as 
are,’’ so that it will read, **bond of any de- 
scription other than such as may be reguired in 
legal proceedings, or used in connection with 
mortgage deeds, and not otherwise charged ‘in 
this schedule, twenty-five cents.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, I move to amend line sixty- 
two by making it read ‘exceeding fifty dollars 
and not exceeding $100, fifty cents.”’ 

he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. 


ceeding $100, for each additional $100 or frac- 
tional part thereof, twenty-five cents.” > 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.MORRILL. I move to amend the clause 
under the heading of * charter-party”?’ by insert- 
ing after the word “ steamer”? the words * or any 
renewal or transfer thereof,” and also to strike 
out the words “ one hundred and;’’so that it will 
read: i 

Charter-Party.—Contract or agreement for the charter 
of any ship or vessel, or steamer, or any letter, memoran- 
dum, or other writing between the captain, master, or 
owner, or person acting as agent of any ship or vessel, or 
steamer, or any renewal or transfer thercof, and any other 
person or persons for or relating to the charter of such ship 
or vessel, or steamer, if the registered tonnage of such ship 
or vessel, or steamer, does not exceed fifty tons, one dollar. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr.MORRILL. I move to amend the clause 
under the heading of “conveyance” by striking 
out the following: 

Exceeding $1,000 and not exceeding $2,500, two dollars; 
exceeding $2,500 and not exceeding $5,000, five dollars; 
exceeding $5,000 and not exceeding $10,000, ten dollars; 
exceeding $10,000 and not exceeding $20,000, twenty 
dollars. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 


. Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the clause 
under the heading of ‘contract’? by inserting 
before ‘ten cents” the words ‘ for each note or 
memorandum of each sale;” so that it will read: 

Contract.—Broker’s note, or memorandum of sale of apy 
goods or merchandise, stoeks, bonds, exchange, notes of 
hand, real estate, or properly of any kind or description 
issued by brokers or persons acting as such, for each note, 
or memorandum of each sale, ten cents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ROSS. Į move to strike out from line 
eighty-seven to line one hundred and four, inclu- 
sive, as follows: : 

- Conveyance.—Deed, instrument, or writing,whereby any 
lands, tenements, or other realty sojd shall be granted, as- 
signed, transferred, or otherwise conveyed to or vested in 
the purchaser or purchasers, or any other person or persons 
by his, her, or their direction, when the consideration or 
value exceeds $100 and does not exceed 3500, fifty cents; 
when the consideration exeeeds $500 and does not exeeed 
$1,000, one dollar; exceeding $1,000 and not exceeding 
$2,500, two dollars; exceeding $2,500 and not exceeding 
$5,000, five dollars; exceeding 25.000 and not excceding 
$10,000, ten dollars ; exceeding $10,000 and not exceeding 
$20,000, twenty dollars ; and for every additional $10,000, or 
fractional part thereofin excess of $20,000, twenty dollars, 
The amendment was disagreed to. ‘tit 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend in line one 
hundred and three by striking out ** $10,000” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “4500.” 

The amendment was agreed to. J 

Mr. MORRILL. Inline one hundred and four 
I move to strike out “twenty,” where it first 
occurs, and insert in lieù thereof the word “one.” 

The amendment was agreed to. + 

Mr. MORRILL. At the end of line one hun- 
dred and four 1 move to strike out “ twenty dol- 
lars’? and to insert in lieu thereof ‘ fifty cents.” 

The paragraph, as amended, would then read: 
“And for every additional $500, or fractional part 
thereof in excess of $1,000, fifty cents.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MORRILL. In line one hundred and 
twenty-six 1 move to amend by striking out 
“twenty-five cents’? and inserting in lieu thereof, 
“the premium on which does not exceed ten 
dollars, ten cents; exceeding ten dollars and not 
exceeding fifty dollars, twenty-five cents; exceed- 
ing fifty dollars, fifty cents;’? so as to make it 
read: 


Insurance, (marine, inland, and fire.)—Each policy of 
insurance or other instrument, by whatever name the 


; same shall be called, by which insurance shall be made or 


renewed upon property of any description, whether against 
perils by the sea or by fire, or other peril of any kind, made 
by any insurance company, or its agents, or by any other 
company or person, the premium on which does vot ex- 
ceed ten dollars, ten cents ; exceeding ten dollars and not 
exceeding fifty dollars, twenty-five cents; exceeding fifty 
dollars, fifty cents. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr KASSON. I move to strike out the word 
“two,” in the one hundred and thirty-first line, 
and insert ‘*one’’ in Heu thereof, so as to make 
the paragraph read, “where the rent ot rental 
value exceeds the sum of $300, for cach additional 
$100, or fractional part thereof in excess of $300, 
fifty cents.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


1864. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move the same amendments | 


in respect to mortgages that have been adopted 
in respect to conveyances. I move to strike out 
from line one hundred and fifty-three to line one 
hundred and sixty, as follows: 

Exceeding $1,000 and not exceeding $2,500, two dollars; 


exceeding $2,500 and not exceeding $5,000, five doHars; 
exceeding $5,000 and not exceeding $10,000, ten dollars; 


, exceeding $10,000 and not exceeding $20,000, fifteen. dot- 


lars. z 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move also,in line one hun- 
dred and sixty-one, to strike out $10,000" and 
insert in liew*thereof ‘$500; also in line one hun- 
dred and sixty-two to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and 
insert in lieu thereof ‘*one;’’ also, at the end of 
line one hundred and sixty-two to strike out 
“ten dollars” and to insert in Heu thereof “ fifty 
cents;’’ 80 as to make the clause in reference to 
mortgages read as follows: 

Mortgage of lands, estate, or property, real or personal, 
heritable or movable whatsoever, or any mortgage or per- 
sonal bond, where the same shall be made as a security for 
the payment of any definite and ceitain sum of money lent 
at the time or previously due and owing or forborne to be 
paid, being payable; also, any conveyance of any lands, 
estate, or property whatsoever, in trust to be sold or other- 
wise converted into money, which shall be intended only 
as security, and shall be redeemable before the sale or other 
disposal thereof, either by express stipulation or otherwise, 
or any personal bond given as security for the payment of 
any definite or certain sum of money exceeding $100 and 
not exceeding 500, fifty cents; and for every additional 
$500 or fractional part thereof in excess of $1,000, fifty 
cents. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THR SENATE. 


The committee here informally rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message was 
received from the Senate, by Mr. Hickey, their 
Chief Clerk, notifying the House that the Senate 
have passed bills of this House of the following 
titles, with amendments; in which he was di- 
rected to ask the concurrence of the House: 

An act (No. 119) to regulate the admeasure- 
ment of the tonnage of ships and vessels of the 
United States; and 

An act (No. 860) for the prevention and pun- 
jenimanrof frauds in relation to the names of ves- 
sels, 

Also, that the Senate have passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following 
titles: 

An act (No. 62) fixing certain rules and regu- 
lations for preventing collisions on the water; and 

‘An act (No. 367) to provide for the collection 
of hospital dues from vessels of the United States 
sold or transferred to foreign ports or waters. 

The committee then resumed its session, and 
proceeded again to the consideration of the 


i INTERNAL REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. At the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Bourwexi] that 
the words are surplusage as they occur in the 
latter part of the clause, I move to strike out the 
words “or any mortgage or personal bond” 
where they occur in the following clause: 

Mortgage of lands, estate, or property, real or personal, 
heritabic or movable whatsoever, or any mortgage or per- 
sonal bond, where the same shall be made as a security for 
the payment of any definite aud certain sum of money lent 
at the time or previously due and owing or forborne to be 
paid, being payable. 

‘he amendment was agree to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Inline one hundred and sev- 
enty I move to insert after the word “dollars” 
the words “and not exceeding fifty dollars;”’ so 
as to make the paragraph read: 

Passage ticket, by any vessel from a port in the United 
States to a foreign port, not exceeding thirty dollars, fifty 
cents; exceeding thirty dollars and not exceeding fifty dol- 
lars, one dolar. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to add immediately 
after in line one hundred and seventy the words 
“and for every additional fifty dollars or frac- 
tional part thereof in excess of fifty dollars, one 
dollar.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend by adding at the end of the paragraph 


e power of attorney to sell and convey real estate, | 


or to rent or lease the same, orto perform any and 
all other acts not hereinbefore specified, one dol- 
far,” the following: 

Excepting powers of attorney for the collection of hack 


-other purpose, twenty-five cents.’? 


pay, bounty; pensions, or other allowances due to soldiers 
or other 
rendered. 


Mr. MORRILL. ~ I will suggest to the gentle- || 


man from Pennsylvania that that is provided for 
in another section. ` 7 . 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. ` Ff that be 
the case, I will withdraw it. j ge 
“Mr. THAYER. i move to amend the same 
paragraph by adding “< power of attorney for any 


Mr. MORRILL. By looking at line one hun- 


dred and seventy-nine'the gentleman will see that | 


that is included in the words “ or to perform any 
and ail other acts: not. hereinbefore ` specified ;”’ 
and not only that, but the gentleman has reduced 
the tax from one dollar to twenty-five cents, 

Mr: THAYER. That is probably'so. But, 
sir, E think that is too high a tax to-be made upon 
these powers of attorney without discrimination. 
Upon a power of attorney to sell real estate that 
rate is not too high; butupon a great many sub- 
jects of little moment it is entirely too large. 

owever, I will withdraw my amendment, and 
move to strike out the words quoted by the gen- 
tleman from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THAYER. I now renew my amend- 


ment. 


Mr. MORRILL. IJ have no objection to that, 
if the gentlemen will fix itat fifty cents. 

Mr. THAYER. Very well; I will so modify 
my amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert the following: 


Warehouse receipt for not exceeding fifty barrels of flour 
held in storage in any publie or private warehouse or yard, 
five cents; exceeding fifty barrels and not exceeding one 
hundred barrels, ten cents ; exceeding one hundred barrels, 
for every additional one hundred barrels or fractional part 
thereof, ten cents. Warehouse reccipt for not exceeding 
fifty bushels of grain held in storage in any public or private 
warehouse or yard, five cents; exceeding fifty bushels and 
not exceeding one hundred bushels, ten cents; exceeding 
one hundred bushels, for every additional hundred bushels 
or a fractional part thereof, teu cents. Warehouse receipt 
for not exceeding fifty barrels of beef, pork, or bacon, or 
other salted, cured, dried, or preserved meats, held in stor- 
age in any public or private warehouse or yard, ten cents; 
exceeding fiity barrels and not exceeding one hundred bar- 
rels, twenty cents; exceeding one hundred barrels, for every 
additional one hundred barrels or fractional part thereof, ten 
cents. Warehouse reecipt for not exceeding fifty tierces of 
beef, pork, bacon, or other salted, cured, dried, or preserved 
meats, held in storage in any public or private warehouse 
or yard, fifty cents; exceeding fifty tiercesand not exceed- 
ing one hundred tierces, one dollar; exceeding one hun- 
dred tierces, for every additional one hundred tierces or 
fractional part thereof, fifty cents, 


Mr. FENTON. I suggest to the gentleman 
to make the language general, so as to include 
boxes, casks, packages, &c. 


Mr. MORRILL. We propose to move to 


insert in line one hundred and ninety-five the | 


words “ not otherwise provided for.” That will 
remove the gentleman’s objection. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 
thirty-six, noes not counted. 

Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ross and 
Fenton were appointed. 

The amendment was agreed to; the tellers hav- 
ing reported—ayes sixty-four, noes not counted. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Warehouse receipt for any goods, merchandise, or prop- 
erty of any kind held on storage in any public or private 
warehouse or yard, twenty-five cents. 

Mr..MORRILL. I move to insert after the 
word “ kind’’ the words “‘ not otherwise provided 
for.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, CRESWELL. I move to insert the fol- 
lowing: 

Warrants of distraint for rent, where the amount of rent 
does not exceed $100, twenty-five cents; where it cxeeeds 
$100, fifty cents. 

Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Horman and 
Orru were appointed. 

The amendment was agreed to; the tellers hav- 
ing reported—ayes sixty-four, noes not counted. 


The Clerk read, as follows: 

Legal Documents.—Writ, or other original process by 
which any suit is commenced in any court of record, either 
law or equity, fifty cents. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Michigan. I move toadd 
the following: 

When the amount claimed in the writ issued by a court 


persons on ‘account of personal miliiary service 
. 2 eal 


„peal taken from an inferior to a higher court. 


not of record is gioi t over fifty cents y upon every çon- 
fession of judgnient.or cognovit: for g100 or ver, fifty f 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. NORTON moved to insert the following 
And that. twenty-five cents be charged upon every ap- 


» Mr. GANSON,. I think that is provided: 
in the law as:it now-stands. ` bt 
The amendment wag agreed to. 


The Clerk read, as: follows: 


Provided, That no‘writ, summons, or ‘other provess ‘is 
‘sued by-and returnable ‘to'a justice of the peace, orissàed 


in any criminal or other suits. commenced: by the United 
States, or any, State, shall be subject to the. payment of 
stamp duties, : $ . i ee 
Mr. BALDWIN, of Michigan. -Imovetoadd, 
‘except where the amount claimed: is $100. or 
more.” ig RMS Ses 
Mr. MORRILL. I move the following: as:a 
substitute for the amendment: we 
Insert after the word peace” the words ‘‘except,as 
hereinbefore provided for.” _ ae N i 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
topand then the amendment. as; amended was 
adopted. i ; 
r. HOTCHKISS. 
vits in suits or legal 
from stamp duty,” : 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ROSS. 


I move to insert « affida- 
proceedings shall be exempt 


I move to strike out the words 


«tt commenced by the United States or any State.” 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


SCHEDULE Ç. 
Medicines or Preparations. 


For and upon every packet, box, bottle, pot, phial, or 


other inclosure, containing any pills, powders, tinctures, 
trochcs, or lozenges, syrups, cordials, bitters, anodynes, 
tonics, plasters, liniments, salves, ointments, pastes; drops, 
waters, essences, spirits, oils, or other medicinal prepara- 
tions or compositions whatsoever, made and sold, or re- 
moved for consumption and sale, by any person or persons 
whatever, wherein the person making or preparing the 
same has, or claims to have, any private formula or occult 
secret or art for the making or preparing the same, or has, 
or claims to have, any exclusive right or title te the making 
or preparing the same, or which are prepared, uttered, 
vended, or exposed for sale under. any letters patent, or 
held out or recommended to the publie by the makers, vend- 
ers, or proprietors thereof as proprietary medicines, ‘or as 
remedies or specifics for any disease, diséases, or affec- 
tions whatever affecting the human or animal body, as 
follows: where such packet, box, bottle, pot, phiat, or 
other inclosure, with its contents, shall not exceed, at the 
retail price or value, the sum of twenty-five cents, one 
cent, s i i 


Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. 1 move to make 
it ‘two cents” instead-of * one cent.” 
The amendment wag disagreed to. ` 


The Clerk read, as follows: 


Where such packet, box, bottle, pot, phial, or other in- 
closure, with its contents, shall exceed the retail price or 
value of twenty-five cents, and not exceed the retail price 
or value of fifty cents, two cents. : 


Mr. HUBBARD, of Iowa. I move to strike 
out ‘*two cents” and insert “ four cents.” 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read, as follows: a fs 


Where such packet, box, bottle, pot, phial, or other in- 
closure, with its contents, shal! exceed the retail price or 
value of fifty cents, and shali not exceed the retail price or 
value of seventy-five cents, three cents. 


Mr. HUBBARD, of ‘Iowa. I move to strike 
out ** three” and insert * five.” > 

The amendment wa’ disagreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the head- 
ing of the second subdivision of schedule “C,” 


on page 210, so that it shall read, ‘ perfumery, ` 


cosmetics, matches, photographs, and cards,” 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend in line 
sixty, page 210, by striking out after the words 
“one hundred” the words “and forty-four,” 
and by striking out after the word “less’’ the 
words “ when the retail price of such matches. or 
articles shall not exceed the sum of five cents; 
so that the clause will read: 

Friction matches, or lucifer matches, or other articles 
made in part of wood, and used for like purposes, in par- 
cels or packages containing one hundred matches or less, 
for each parcel or package, one cent. 

Mr. FENTON. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont, and I op- 
pose it only for the purpose of asking him to 
adopt a suggestion which I will make. It is to 
modify his amendment by inserting after the word 
‘* containing,” in line fifty-nine, the words ‘ sev- 
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“@nty-two' or less, one half cent; containing over 
“seventy-iwo.and Jess than one hundred apd forty- 
four, one cent.” The'object of the suggestion I 
hake is to-émbrace a class of manufacturers who 
arenow making and putting up matches inboxes 
containing seventy-two or less. T know of one 
‘“éntablishmentin my State whose amount of man- 
“ufacture reaches four million boxes a year; and 
>a tax of one half cent upon those boxes would 
“amount to over one hundred and. fifty thousand 
“dollars yearly. It is unfair, if we can possibly 
_ Bvoid it, to compel that class of manufacturers:to 
-stop their: works: in order to change. their ma- 
‘tchinery‘and adopta class of boxes which contain 
‘one hundred matches; or compel them to pay on 
. boxes ‘Containing seventy-two matchesa tax equal 
to that which  is‘paid by those who are putting 
up matches in boxes containing one hundred 
hatches, $ AIE 

I have consulted with the gentleman from Mas- 
“eachusetts;:{Mr. BoorweLL,] who is familiar 
with the working of the internal revenue loans, 
vand he thinks there would be no great impropriety 

in fixing a stamp of one half cent upon this class 
of boxes. , . 

‘Mr. MORRILL. ‘I desite’to say a word in 
opposition. to the gentleman’s suggestion. It 
seems to me that if we are to have any stamp tax 
at all, upon matches or anything else, one cent ig 
“as low. as, we can possibly go. ‘The inconve- 

_nience suggested by the gentleman from New 
York is a very small one, and perhaps does not 
exist except in the case he has mentioned, and 
which I hope will vanish soon after the law goes 
into operation. Mostof those who manufacture 

_already place one hundred matches in a box, and 
“if they place less they make a greater profit there- 
by, as I suppose. 
Mr. FENTON, I offer that suggestion as an 
“atdendment to the amendment of the gentleman. 
~The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. ; 
“The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to insert after line 
‘sixty-two the following: 

’ When any parcel or package contains more than one 
hundred and not more than two hundred matches, for cach 


arcel or package two cents, and for every additional one 
hundred matches or fractional part thereof, one cent, 


» ‘Phe amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out lines 
sixty-three, sixty-four, and sixty-five, us follows: 
2i Where the retail price of such’ parcel or package shall 
éxceed thé sum of five'eents, tor every alditional amount 
of five cents, or fractional part thereof, one cent. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


For all cigar lights, wax tapers, or matehes, made with- | 


out the use of sulphur, double the rates herein imposed 
upon sulphur or lucifer matches, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRILL. 
at the end of the last amendment the following: 


Proviied, That so far as this act relates to friction or Ju- 
cifer matches made in part of wood, or to cigar lights, wax 
tapers, or matches made without the use of sulphur, the 
same shall nop take effect until the Ist of July, 1864. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The following clause was read: 


Playing cards.—FPor and upon every pack of whatever | 


number, when the retail prieg per pack does not exceed 
eighteen cents, two cents. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think this article of luxury 
ought*to pay- à larger tax. I move to amend by 
striking out ‘two’? and inserting “ five.” 

Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman from In- 
diana will notice the phrasedlogy of this bill he 
will see that it is changed from what it was under 


„the old law. Under the old law playing cards | 


were only charged this rate upon the wholesale 
price; and if the gentleman has purchased any of 


these articles of luxury, as I presume he hag, he | 


‘found that he paid only a-one cent tax, although 


he bought a pack of cards which cost fifty or |! 


seventy-five cents. Now, the propositian is to 
place the tax upon the retail price. 
‘more than double the revenue from this source. 


Mr. KALBFLEISCH. May Lask the gen- | 


tleman whether he considers this as an indispens- 
able article for gentlemen upon,that side of the 
House? (Laughter.] 
© Mr. HOLMAN. `I think the tax is entirely 
too low, and I insist on my amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I move toamend by adding |; 


That will | 


ma 


seventy-nine the word “ three” and insert“ ten”? 
in lieu thereof, so that the clause will read, ‘f ex- 


ceeding the retail price of eighteen cents, and not 


exceeding twenty-five cents per pack, ten cents.” 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts: Lhope that that 
amendment will not prevail. I believe thatif the 
object of this billis simply to raise revenue, very 
much more will be derived-from the schedule of 
prices which the Committee of Ways and Means 
have inserted in the bill than from an increase. 

Last year-when the tax bill. was pending I had 
occasion. to.look-into this. subject from the fact 
that I have acquaintance with.one of the four 
largest manufacturers of playing cards in the Uni- 
ted States. An effort was made last yeargreatly 
to raise this tax. I think some gentleman pro- 
posed twenty-five, ten, and five cents, but finally 
the two Houses agreed that more revenue would 
probably be derived from fixing the tax at half 
the rates established in this bill than from higher 
rates, 

I desire to say here that one manufacturer in 
New York from whom I have a letter in my hand 
states that he has paid for the goods that he man- 


ufactures since the tax bill went into operation | 
$28,000 on these articles. 


Again, one reason given why the tax should 
be small on low-priced cards is that if it be made 
heavy it will drive the cheaper article out of use 
and tend to the disuse of the article to a very great 
extent. We know that it is really economy to 
purchase the higher-priced article, because one 
pack of these,as I am informed by those who are 
in the habit of using them, will last some twelve 
times as long as a pack of a cheaper quality. 

Another reason is that a high tax on the do- 
mestie article destroys the competition of the 
American manufacturer with the foreign manu- 
facturer, I believe that the House will make a 
very great mistake if they increase the tax above 
the rates proposed by the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 1 make that statement after having 
given a considerable degree of attention to this 
subject. : 

Mr. Horman’s amendment was agreed to— 
ayes Sixty-two, noes not counted. ` 


Mr. HOLMAN. Tnow move to strike out the 
word “five” in line eighty-one, and insert “ fif- 
teen” in licu thereof; so that the clause will read, 
“exceeding the retail price of twenty-five, and 
not execeding fifty cents per pack, fifteen cents.” 

Mr. HUBBARD, of lowa. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out “ fifteen”? and in- 
serting “twelve.” ` 

The amendment to the amendment was disa- 
greed to. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In line cighty-three I move 
to strike out ‘ten’? and insert “ thirty;’? so that 
the clause will read, ‘exceeding the retail price 
of fifty cents, and not exceeding one dollar per 
pack, thirty cents,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move now to strike out the 
word ‘five’? and insert “ twenty; so that the 
clause will read, “exceeding the retail price of 
one dollar for every additional fifty cents, or frac- 
tional part thereof, in excess of one dollar, twenty 
cents.” 

The amendment was agreed tò. 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. 
strike out the word retail’? wherever it occurs 
before the word *‘ price” in these items in regard 
to playing cards. 

Mr. MORRILL. Whatevermay be done with 
this section—and I do not suppose that any gen- 
tleman proposes that it shall be carried inte effect 
in its present form—the retail price ought to be 
retained for this reason, that under the present 
law there are great opportunities for evading this 
duty, As I stated before, when a purchaser ob- 
tains these cards, if a proper stamp ison he knows 
it, for itis visible on the outside of the pack. 

Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. f would like 
to ask the: gentleman from Vermont who he in- 


tends shall pay the expense of these stamps, the | 
pay p pS, i 


manufacturer or the retailer? 
Mr. MORRILL. [intend that they shall not 
be sold. without.a full stamp being upon them. 
Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. {ask the gentle- 
man from Vermont whether he expects the manu- 
facturer of cards to put on these stamps? The 


I move now to | 


Mr. MORRILL. I submit to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that it is the same proposi- 
tion as in regard to all the articles in this section, 
and that no difficulty has been herctofore expe- 
rienced from it, and I apprehend that none will 
be in this case. 

Mr. RICH, of Massachusetts. The principle 
is not the same. When these articles of patent 
medicines are put up in boxes and bottles, which 
preserve their forms unaltered, and which havea 
retail price attached to them when they are sent 
out from the place of manufacture, there is no 
difficulty about them, but itis quite different in 
the case of playing cards which have no fixed 
retail price. $ 

Mr. MORRILL. The ruling of the Depart- 


ment in regard to these articles is: 


“Tf the manufacturer of proprietary articles, acting in 
good faith, and upon such information as he can obtain, 
affixes a stamp answering to the retail price in the market 
where he deals, or in the vicinity thereof, be will be ex- 
empt from proceedings for penalty, even though in other 
parts of the country the articles so manufactured and 
stamped may be sold at enhanced prices.”’ 


Mr. RICE, of Massachusetts. Then do Iun- 
derstand that the manufacturer may put on a 
stamp which will answer to the retall price? 

Mr. MORRILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rice’s amendment wa rejected. 


The one hundred and seventy-first section was 
read, as follows: 


Sec. 171. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the date on whieh this act takes effect there shall beau al- 
lowance or drawback on all articles on which any internal 
duty or tax shali have been paid, except raw or unmanu- 
factured cotton, refined coal oil, naphtha, benzine or ben- 
| zole, distilled spirits, manufactured tobacco, snuff, and ci- 
| gars of ali descriptions, equal iu amount to the duty or tax 
paid thereon, and no more, when exported, the evidence 
that any such duty or tax bas been paid to be furnished to 
the satisfaction of the Com ioner of Internal Revenue 
by such person or persons shall claim the allowauce or 
drawback, and, the amount to berascertained under such 
regulations as shall, from time to time, be preseribed by the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and the same shall be paid 
by the warrant of the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
Treasurer of the United States, out of any money arising 
from internal duties pot otherwise appropriated: Provided, 
That no allowance or drawback shalt be made or bad for 
j any amount claimed or due jess than twenty dollars, any- 
thing in this act to the cont 


may, under s ribed by the 
Secretary of the T'rcasury, be reccived by the collector or 
his deputy in payment of duties under this uct. Aud the 
Secretary of the Preasury may make such regulations with 
regard to the form of said certificates and the issuing 
: thereof as, in his judgment, may be ne uy: And pro- 
| vided further, 'That in computing the allo ce or draw- 
back upon articles manutaciured exclusively of cotton 
when exported, there shall be allowed, in addition to the 
five percent. duty which shali have been paid on such ar- 
ticles, a drawback of two cents per pound upon such ar- 
ticles, in all cases where the duty imposed by law upon 
the cotton used in the manufacture thereof has been pre~ 
viously paid; the amount of said allowance to be ascer- 
tained in such manner as may be prescribed by the Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. KASSON. IT move to amend by adding 
to the section as follows: 

And provided further, That there shall be an allowance 
or drawback on refined coal oil, when exported, of 1 30 
pér barrel of forty gallons. 

This amendment becomes necessary in conse- 
quence of the committee having laid a tax of one 
| dollar on crude oil. A drawback is allowed on 
crude petroleum exported. On refined there is 
no drawback allowed, as it is exported directly 
from the place of manufacture to a bonded ware- 
house or place of exportation. Therefore, in 
order to equalize the foreign and the home manu- 
facture, it is necessary to allow a drawback on 
| refined oil equal to the tax on crude petroleum. 

; Mr. MORRILL. Fdo not rise to oppose the 
amendment, but { trust that when the House 
reaches this proposition and the proposition to 
tax coal oil, they will reject them both. If the 
one is retained, then it is obvious that this pro- 
viso should be inserted, T therefore do not ob- 
| ject now to the introduction of this proposition, 
) The amendment was agreed to. 


THE 


UB 


GRESSION 


SS, PUBLISHED BY 


GTON, 


TH 


JO 


HN C. RIVES, WASHIN 


D. C. 


Tamry-Exenra Concress, lst Session. 


Mr. SCOFIELD. I move to amend the sec- 
tion by striking out the following proviso: 


And provided further, That in computing the allowance | 


or drawback upon articles manufactured exclusively of 


cotton. when exported, there shal} be allowed, in addition | 
to the five per cent. duty which shall have been paid on <i 
such articles, a drawback of two cents per pound upon such | 


articles in all cases where the duty imposed by law upon 
the cotton used in the manufacture thereof has heen pre- 
viously paid, the amount of said allowance to be ascer- 
tained in sueb manner as may be prescribed hy the Com 
missioner of Internal Revenue, under the dirertion of the 
Sceretary of the Treasury. 


I do not know why we should pay two cents 
per pound on cotton that may be exported. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course there is no mis- 
understanding the effect of this provision. The 
cotton fabric is not only to be relieved from all 
duties when exported, but even the material that 
enters into its composition ig to be relieved from 
duty. 

Mr, MORRILL. 


object to the provision as it now stands. 


I sup- 


manufacture. If no drawback is allowed, our 
turing five or six million of cotton goods, which 
they can do, or have done till recently, for exporta- 
tion to Brazil, China, Mexico, and other places. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
particular interest is remarkably protected, so that 
we have nearly a prohibitory tariff against cot- 
ton goods. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
question ar all, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
into the question as to the protection afforded to 
cotton manufacturers, The tariff prohibits cotton 
importations, 


Mr. MORRILL. Noton the coarser kinds, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Anincrease of fifty per cent. | 


on the existing rates of duty upon any of these 
imported manufactures could not be made with- 
out making the duty prohibitory; and it does 
seem to me that this is relieving this interest to 
an unnecessary extent, 

Mr. MORRILL. 
amendment is adopted it will preventany manu- 
facture whatever of these goods for exportation. 
If, therefore, the gentleman desires to stop entirely 
these establishments from manufacturing for that 
purpose he will vote for the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEY. I wish toask the gentleman from 
Vermont one question.” I ask him if there is not 
an export duty of two cents a pound upon cotton? 

Mr. MORRILL. There isaduty of two cents 
a pound upon all cotton raised in the United 
States, and we simply propose to pay back that 
tax upon the manufactured goods that are ex- 
ported, leaving the manufacturer to lose the waste 
and loss that occurs in the process of manufac- 
ture. 


Mr. ALLEY. Then I would like to ask the 


gentleman from Vermont wherein these foreign | 


manufacturers are to gain any advantage from the 
tax without this drawback on our manufactured 
articles for export? 

Mr. MORRILL. For the reason that they re- 
ceive cotton from India and other countries free 
of duty. . 

Upon the amendment to strike out the proviso, 
35 voted in the afirmative and 48 in the negative; 
no queruny, 

Mr. MORRILL ealled for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. SCOFIELD 
and Fenron were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 33, noes 72. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


120 


ii this subject of drav 


I think that when the gen- | 
tleman feom Indiana understands it he will not | 


[tis very manifest that this | 


That does not touch the | 


I know it; but still it enters | 


I merely say that if this | 
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Mr. FENTON. I move to strike out the pro- 
viso commencing on the eighteenth fine of the 
one hundred and seventy-first section, dawn to 
and including the word “ notwithstanding” in the 


! twenty-first line, as follows: 


Provided, That no allowance or drawhack shall be made 
or had for any amount claimed or due fess than twenty dol- 


i lars, anytiingin this act to tie coutrary wolwithstanding. 


Lam toid by gentlemen who are familiar with 
5j packs and duties that this 
would work a very great hardship upon tie small 


| manufacturers, or those who desire to send-out | 


manufactured goods in small amounts or parcels. 
Unless, therefore, the gentleman from Vermont 
who has‘charge of the bill has some special ob- 
jection, { hope the amendment will be adopted, 


| If the amendment is uot acceptable to the gentle- 


roan from Vermont I will withdraw it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would prefer that the amount 
at which the limit is fixed should be reduced and 
the proviso still retained. If the gentleman from 
New York will simply move to reduce the limit 


i| from twenty dollars to ten dollars, I will not object 
pose that whatever may bethe object of gentlemen |! f 
in the way of preventing imports, there is no dispo- | 
sition on the part ofany one to prevent exports. i 
These fabrics are manufactured from cotton on | 
which aduty of two cents has been paid; and | 
there really ought to be allowed a drawback of | 
not Jess than two anda half cents when the fabric | 
is exported, as there is a waste and a loss of not |) 
less than one half of ene cent in the process of |! of the several nets entitied “An act to provide internal 
| revenue to support the Goverument and to pay interest 
manufacturers will be prevented from manufac- |i 


to it. . 
Mr. FENTON. I 
ment in that way. 
The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. 


will then modify my amend- 


I move to add the following 


| as a new section, to come in after section one 


hundred and seventy-two: 


Sec. +. And be it further enacted, Thatall the provisions | 


ou the publie debt,” approved July 1, 1862, and of an 
act entitled “An act to impose an additional duty on 
sugars produced in the United States,” approved July 16, 
1362, and of an act entitled “An act to amend an act enti- 


' ted ‘An act to provide internal revenue to support tae Gov- 


ernment and to pay interest on the public debt,’ approved 
Jyly 1, 1862,” approved December 25, 1862, and of an act 
efititled “Au act to amend an act eutitied ‘An act to pro- 
vide iuternal revenne to sfipport the Government and to 


| pay interest on the public debt,’ approved July 1, 1862, and 


for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1863, be, aud the 
same are hereby, repealed; and that the twenty-fourth and 
twenty-filth sections of an actentitied “An act increasing 


temporarily the duties on imports, aud for other purposes,” | 


approved July 14, 1862, and the provisions of the second sec- 
tion of an act entitied “Anact to prevent and punish frauds 
upon the revenue, to provide for the more certain and 
speedy collection of claims in favor of the United States, 
and for other purposes,’? approved March 3, 1863, so far 
as the same apply to officers of internal revenne, be also 


repealed: Provided, That all the provisions of said acts | 


shall be in foree for levying aud collecting all taxes al- 
ready assessed, and of maintaining and coutinuing liens, 
fines, penaities, and forfeitures already accrued, and tor 
carrying out and completing aff procedures which have 
been already commenced in enforcing such fines, penalties, 
and forfeitures, or criminal proceedings, under said act, and 
for te puvishment of crimes of which either party shall 
be or has been found guilty: And provided further, That 
no office created by the said act and continued hy this act 
shall be created by reason of any provisions herein con- 
tained, but the officers heretofore appointed shall continue 
to hold the said office without reappointment or new bond, 
or taking anew the oath of office: Aud provided also, That 
the said Commissioner of Interual Revenue, under the di- 


| rection of the Secretary of the Treasury, is authorized to 


make all such regulations not otherwise provided for as 
may become nec ry by reason of the alteration of the 
laws in relation to internal revenue by virtue of this act. 


Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Vermont whether in imposing 
additional duties upon these officers he has pro- 
vided against its operating as a relief to their sure- 
ties from their bonds? 

Mr. MORRILL. 
think it is so worded. 

Mr. ARNOLD. This is animportant subject, 
and should certainly be definitely understood. | 
understand that asa general principle of law when 


It was so intended and I 


new duties have been imposed on any officer it | 


operates as a complete relief of his sureties from 
their bonds, and fequires the bonds to be renewed. 

Mr. STEVENS. [think it would be better to 
introduce a provision on that subject. 

Mr. KERNAN. [think it would be better to 
make them renew their bonds. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think it would be better 
to provide that the old bonds should continue in 
force and be valid unless the cbligors skall give 
due notice of their dissent. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Would that be unconstitu- 
tional? 


i 
i 
t 


i 


: 


i 


; Jeet. 


Mr. STEVENS. If we had <a little. coal oil 
here it might throw some light upen this sube 
{Laughter.] è mor 

Mr. ARNOLD. There is no doubt the sure- 


j ties would be held for the duties under. the.old 
aw. 


Mr. MORRILL. Under the law the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue has the right to re- 
quire new bonds or additional bonds at any time 
he pleases. : 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. it will simply have 
this effect: if there is a change the bonds become 


| a nullity, and bo act of Congress can revive them; 
ii they are dead. 


Mr. STEVENS. 1 suggest to the gentleman 
from Vermont to strike out the words ‘or new 
bonds,” 


Mr. MORRILL. F cannot accept that modi- 


| ication of the amendment. 


Mr. STEVENS. I move, then, to insert, the 
words ‘* so faras the same are not inconsistent 


| with the provisions of this act.” 


Mr. MORRILL. I doubt whether that will 
answer the purpose. This being an independ- 
entlaw there will be many things, not inconsist- 
ent, but cumulative, added thereto. L think it 
wiil hardly do to insert the words the gentleman 
has suggested. ` 


Mr. STEVENS. I move, then, to. strike out 


! the words “or new bonds.” 


Mr. KALBFLEISCH. I move to insert the 
words “and upon the execution of new bonds.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and then the amendment, as amended, was 


| adopted. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to insert the 


| following: 


Provided, Thatso much of the act approved July 11, 1862, 
making further appropriations for sundry civil expeuses of 
the Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 1863, 
and additional appropriations for the year ending the 30th 
ef June, 1862, as limits the price to be paid to the Wash- 
ington Gus-Light Company per hundred cubic feet of gas 
furnished by it to the Government and to other consumers, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 56, noes 36. 

Mr. RADFORD moved to insert the following 
as a new section: - i 


Ind he it further enacted, That on all sules of ice there 
sbha be paid five per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Sec. 173. And be it further enacted, That section one 
hundred and nineteen of an act entitled “An act to pro- 
vide internal revenue to support the Government, and to 
pay interest on the public debt,” approved July 1, 1862, 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed; and the dagfor the 
assessment aud collection of tie direct tax provided for in 
an act entitled “An act to provide increased revenue from 
imports to pay iuterest on the public debt, and for other 
purposes,” shall be, for the year 1864, the Ist day of June, 
1864, instead of the Ist day of April, which last-named 
day shall be aud remain as the day for valuation for the 
year 1864, as aforesaid; and all the proceedings in relation 
thereto shali be subject to rales and regulations to be pre- 
seribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, of which public 
notice shall be given, and all the provisions of said act not 
modified by anything herein contained, and of “ An act 
for the collection of direct taxes in insurrectionary districts 
within the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
June 7, 1862, and of any act or acts amendatory thereto, 
shall be and remain in full foree so far as the same are 
applicable for the purpose of levying and collecting the 
direct tax as aforesaid. 


Mr. STEVENS. 


I move to strike out that 
section. Though we need money very much, I 
feel bound to make this motion. The motion 
does not come from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, but from myself individually. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I believe it 
will be conceded on all hands that we need the 
money to be derived from this tax. It was sus- 
pended for two years. One year has passed in 


: which there has been no direct tax levied. We 


ean have this tax remain as a lien upon the prop- 
erty of those now in rebellion, and it will enable 
the Government to enforce more efficiently con- 
fiscation of the estates of rebels than by any other 
laws now upon the statute-books, If for no other, 
it ought to be retained for that purpose, itis 
right that the rebels should be made to pay their 
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share of taxes as much as loyal men; this is the 
only place where they can be reached, and if they 
do not pay it, they ought to be subject to the pen- 
alty that we impose upon loyal men. I leave it 
with the Committee of the W hole to determine as 
they may sce fit. _ : : 

"Mir. WILSON: I move to strike out all after 
the. word ‘t and” iw the fifth line. I do so for 
the purposé of advocating the striking outof this 
section. 1 do not believe that a single argument 
can be made in favor of the imposition of the un- 
equal tax proposed by this section. Thegentle- 
man from Maine says that it is constitutional. 
‘Phe ‘Constitution provides that 

u Representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned 
among the several States which may be included within 
this Union, according to their respective numbers, which 
shall be determined by adding to the whole number of free 
persons, including those bound to service for a term of 
years, and excluding Indians not taxed, three filths of all 
other persons,” 


And further: 

“No capitation or other direct tax shall be Jaid unless 
it proportion to the census or enumeration hereinbefore 
directed to be taken.” 

Now, sir, under these provisions, in the ap- 
portionment of Representatives we find upon this 
floor six Representatives representing the two 
‘States of Rhode [sland and Connecticut, By the 
census of 1860 | find that the property valuation 
of ‘those two States amounts in Connecticut to 
444,974,114, in Rhode Island $135,337,588, mak- 
‘ing an aggregate of $§579,611,702. The State of 
‘Iowa, which I have the honor to represent in part, 
has upon this floor six Representatives, and the 
total valuation of property in that State accord- 
the to the census of 1860 is $247,338,265, or 
$332 ,273,437 less than the valuation of the prop- 
erty of the two States I have mentioned, and yet 
under this direct tax the State of Iowa will have 
to pay the same-amount that the two States of 
Rhode Island and Connecticut will have to pay. 

I apprehend there can be no argument in favor 
of a tax so unequal and so unjust. 1 do not com- 
plain because of the amount proposed to be lev- 
jed upon the people of lowa. The people of that 
State are willing io pay the last dollar for the sup- 
port of the Government and the suppression of 
the rebellion. ‘They are willing to furnish their 
last man, and they now stand ten thousand men 
ahead of all demands made upon the State by the 
President, and the Governor has just tendered ten 
thousand men in addition. Therefore I do not 
complain of the amount of the burden proposed 
to be imposed on the patriotic people of my State, 


but for their protection and in view cf their will-. 


ing sacrifices I protest against the inequality of 
the tax; Isay it ts not fair,it is not just to impose 
“upon that State—and the same thing applies to 
other States—it is not fair to impose upon them 
burdens so unequal when they are already bear- 
ing more of the burdens of this war than could 
be demanded of them. 

Under the indirect system proposed by this bill 
the people of the western States pay their full pro- 
portion of all the taxes imposed by the Govern- 
ment upon everything consumed by them. They 
pay the same tax that is paid by the people of the 
eastero States. The full proportion of the West 
is met cheerfully and promptly, and we shriok 
from no. duty or tax, we shrink from furnishing 
no number of men that rnay be called for, but we 
do ask that in the imposition of taxes by the Gen- 
eral Government there shall be equality, and that 
the burden shall fall alike upon all sections. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, this direct 
tax is a constitutional tax apportioned, as the 
framers of the Constitution believed, in the most 
equal manner possible. - When you have reached 


the last section prior to this of the bill before us, | 


you will have gathered up all the property, save 
realestate, and business of the country and taxed 
it alike, so that persons and landed estates are 
all that there is left to be taxed. The land of 
lowa or Illinois is worth more than any two or 
three States of New England, and perhaps four 
or five times that of Vermont, and yet lowa will 
be taxed in proportion to the numbers ofher peo- 
ple, or twice that of Vermont and half that of 
Massachusetts. All the manufactures, trades, 
and professions are everywhere equally taxed. 
Allthe property represented in banks, insurance 
and other companies is taxed alike. In the con- 
sumption of merchandise all pay in proportionto 
what they consume, buteli dune! coraume alike. 


Newly settled States never consume as much of 


the costlier manufactures asdo older States. They |i 


make more money, but they expend upon per- 
manent improvements, buildings, fences, and 


stock, Even in the matter of consumption eastern | 


States are most heavily taxed. 

My own State not being according to the cen- 
sus quite entitled to three members—obtaining 
one upon a fraction—will really be required to 


l 
i 


pay more than it ought to pay upon actual num- | 


bers. ‘hat is unequal. We have not increased 
since 1860, nor much since 1850. In fact, the at- 


tractions of the West to our people are so great || 


that it entirely drains us of all our increase of 
population, and our young men moving away 
leaves a less number fit for military service be- 
tween the ages of eighteen and forty-five than we 
find in western States. It is our misfortune, not 
our fault: But Iowa has increased largely in num- 
bers since 1860, and the inequality is that her bur- 
den is not increased when in fact it should be. 

I should not have argued this matter if it had 
not been alluded to by other gentlemen. I think 
the tax bill is as equal as any can be, but none 
can be entirely so. A direct tax by itself might 
be open to some criticism, but in connection with 
this internal ‘revenue bill—after you have taxed 
accumulated property from which any gain, profit, 
or income is derived, in all possible shapes—it 
seems to be aboutas equal as anything can be. 

In relation to the number of troops furnished 
by Iowa beyond the amount called for, my own 
State, Vermont, has also furnished nearly two 
thousand beyond her quota, and they have long 
been in service. All these men receive half as 
much and more pay from the State as they receive 
from the General Government, 


But, Mr. Chairman, the lien we obtain upon 


the real estate of rebels through the operation of 
the direct tax is worthy of our serious attention. 
The title to property sold under such a law is 


regarded of a higher character than any other, |, 


and purchasers will pay more for lands so pur- 
chased than for lands confiscated in any other 
way that it is possible to devise. We shall jn 
this way place larger sums in the Treasury and 
mete out justice to those who have so richly 
merited it. Wecan hardly afford to part with 
this section of the bill, It rounds off and com- 
pletes the subject. 


Mr. PIKE. The gentleman from Lowa has | 


spoken of the population of his own State. Let 
me say in relation to Maine that we have five 
Representatives to $190,000,000 of valuation, 
making our State just about on a par with Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON. That does not do away with 
the inequality. If the gentleman from Maine 
votes to keep this section in the bill he will be 
voting to impose an unequal burden of taxation 
upon the people he represents. Inow withdraw 
my amendment, 

Mr. DAWES. [renew the amendment of the 
gentleman from lowa. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from lowa, who speaks of 
the inequality of this tax, to some facts,and Ido 
it with no disposition to make any invidious com- 
parison between the arnounts paid by different 
States. Butthe gentleman forgets that he has been 
at work and that we have all been at work here 
in making a law that is most unequal upon the 
different States, 

The gentleman compares his State to the States 
of Connecticut and Rhode Island, and yet for the 


| first ten months under the present law the States | 
of Connecticut and Rhode Island paid about four j 


times as much tax as lowa. ‘Tho State of Towa 
paid but $285,962 71, while the States of Con- 


necticut and Rhode Island paid $2,379,565 27. |i 


Now, sir, my friend from Iowa may say that bis 
constituents pay back a portion of that tax to the 
people of Connecticut and Rhode Island, but 
there are just as many men in the States of Con- 
necticut and Rhode island who have to pay this 


tax on all they use and consume as there are in | 
| Iowa. 


In each of the six districts in Connecti- 
eut and Rhode Island there are just as many men 
as there are in the six-districts in [owa that have 
to pay this tax. 

Mr. WILSON. I will state in reply that not 
only have the people of the six districts of lowa 
been paying back a part of the tax which the peo- 
ple of Connecticut and Rhode Island have paid, 
but the people of every district in the United 
States have been paying it back. 


| ` Mr.DAWES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
; was comparing the burden imposed upon his own 
State with that imposed upon the States of Con- 
! necticutand Rhode Island. Iam notundertaking 
: to make any invidious comparisons. | know that 
his State does not produce as much as Connecti- 
cut and Rhode Island, or as Massachusetts does. 
| Why, my single district in Massachusetts pays ` 
; double the tax that the whole State of Iowa does, 
and yet there areas many men in my district who 
consume these articles and have to pay this tax 
as there are in the gentleman’s district, and there 
are six times as many men in the gentleman’s 
State to divide that tax among as there are in my 
Single district. You cannot make it equal, but here 
is an approximation to equality proposed by this 
direct tax, and to that extent more equal than any 
other provision ofthe bill. It is not entirely equal, 
but not any single provision for a tax in the bill 
approximates to equality so much as this direct 
tax does, and the first attempt to approximate to 
equality makes my friend from Iowa cry out. 1 
| know it will be hard upon his State and upon all 
the western States. I am not here to say that 
they are rich; but for God’s.sake give Massa- 
chusetts the broad prairies of Iowa, these mag- 
nificent domains, every acre of which is as large 
as ten acres of Massachusetts, [laughters] give 
her them, and we will pay your taxes. We have 
nothing but ice and granite in Massachusetts, 
while every acre in lowa, as far as the eye can 
reach, is equal to the domains that Satan showed 
of the kingdoms of the earth in the olden times. 

Mr. WILSON. I have only to say in reply, 
give lowa the capital of Massachusetts, and we 
will pay your taxes. 

{Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 desire to call the attention 
| of the committee to the one hundred and nine- 
| teenth section of the act of July 1, 1862, which 
| provides that so much of the act entitled “An act 


, to provide increased rates of imposts to pay in- 
; terest on the public debt, and for other purposes,” 
approyed August 5, 1861, as imposes a direct tax 


|| of $20,000,000 on the United States, shall be held 


| to authorize the levy and collection of one tax to 
that amount, and that no other tax shall be levied 
| under and by virtue thereof till the Ist of April, 
: 1865, when the same shall be in full force and 
effect. 1t will be understood that that section is 
itself repealed already by the section adopted on 
the motion of the gentleman from Vermont, so 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania may well 
move to strike out the pending section, 

Mr. DAWES. I-withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move to amend by 
striking out the one hundred and seventy-third 
section, and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

And he it further enacted, That the one hundred and 

nineteenth section of an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
internal revenue to support the Government, and to pay 
interest on the public debt,” approved July 1, 1862, shall 
| remain in full force. 


Itis manifest that this ought to come in as a- 
proviso to the section submitted by the gentleman 
| fromVermont. If there ever was a solemn assur- 
ance made by the Elousc it was in the adoption 
of that section of the act of ist July, 1862, for the 
i suspension of the direct tax for two years. lt 
was deemed a matter of the utmost importance 
that the internal revenue bill then under consid- 
eration should pass with such unanimity as to 
| give it the greatest degree of moral force; and that 
| point—the suspension of the direct tax for two 
| years—was conceded as a fair compromise. The 
| gentleman from Vermont, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, and others, viewed it certainly in 
that light as a fair compromise measure. 

Now, I wish to say thatif we expect this meas- 
ure to pass with unanimity, as it ought to, we 
must adopt a principle of taxation which imposes 
duties on the property of the country and not on 
the persons. Property is the legitimate subject 
of taxation in our republican form of government. 
The nature of things requires that taxation should 
be levied on the property and wealth of the coun- 
try, while the principle of this direct tax imposes 
it on persons. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, I have been a 
listener during the whole progress of this bill, and 
have intended all the while to vote for it, because 
I see very clearly and know that this Government 
cannot be sustained in the emergency in which it 


| is now placed unless we have revenue, But fam 
& 
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decidedly opposed to the last section of this bill, 
The-dificulty struck me at the time when the 
amendment of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Morriii] was offered, which in effect repeals the 
act of 1862. > It repeals, also, of course, the one 
hundred and nineteenth section; and that section 
operates as a prohibition to the enforcement of 
the act of 186] until April, 1865. But the effect 
of the adoption of the amendment of the genue- 


man from Vermont is to leave the same burdens ! 


upon us under the act of 1861. 

I look upon it precisely as the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Hormax] does. As the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont has been 
already adopted, there is no way to remedy 
that except by the adoption of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Indiana. If that 
is not done, we must look to see this direct tax 
enforced, not, as the gentleman would intimate, 
on the rebellious States, but on the loyal States. 
That was the argument of the gentleman from 
Vermont, (Mr. Morrixy, | that this must be main- 
tained, because we must hold our grip on the re- 
bellious States. If it were to operate entirely on 
these rebellious States, I do not know that I would 
say a word againstit. But lam opposed to Mis- 
souri having to pay $800,000 this year in order 


that we may hold on, not to our grip, for we have | 


none, but to our pretensions to recover taxes from 
these rebellious States. i 

And so it is with all the States in the West. 
The taxes are to be levied as I understand upon 
real estate, and you will sell out every man in 
the United States who owns forty acres of land 
in order to do it. I want this House to remem- 
ber that when this act of 186] was passed we 
owned one hundred and fourteen thousand slaves, 
according to the census, and you have stripped 
us of all of them. You have stripped us of 
$50,000,009 worth of property; we have been bear- 
ing the bruntof the war as one of the border States; 
we have already laid out $3,000,000 in support- 
ing this war, which we have not yet got back. 
Our State is pressed in every way, and notwith- 
standing the law passed fully postponing this tax 
against us until 1865, we are to pay, in addition 


to the internal revenue that has been levied upon | 


us by the bill under consideration, in the neigh- 
borhood of eight hundred thousand dollars this 
year as a direct tax upon our realestate. I can- 
not sanction an idea of that kind with a view of 
holding on to our grip, as the gentleman says, on 
the rebellious States, 1 do not see at any rate 
how gentlemen can claim the right to tax these 
States while holding the position that they are 
foreign States and aliens. 


treated as foreign nations. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. STEVENS. I wish to say that upon look- | 


ing at the repeating law which has just been 


my amendment. 
"The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 


Mr. BLAINE. [ submit the following amend- 


ment, Mr. Chairman, as an additional section to | 


the bill: 


Suc. 174, And he it further enacted, ‘That the tax levied | 


in section ninety three shall not be held toapply to ve 
propelled exclusively by sails. 


Vhe clauses of section ninety-three to which my 


Is 


amendment refers impose a tax of two per cent. | 


ad valorem on ‘all ships, barks, brigs, schooners, 


sloops, sail-boats, steamboats, and canal-boats, | 


when built,” and a similar tax upon all subse- 
quent repairs made to such vessels. The purport 
and scope of my amendment will therefore be at 
onee manifest, and I beg the attention of the 


House for the few minutes that E shall consume ! 


in explaining it and urging its adoption. 


To-day, in the ship-building region which Lin | 


part represent, it will cost from one hundred to 


one hundred and ten thousand dollars to build and |: 


complete a ship of one thousand tons, The same 


ship could be built in the adjoining province of | 
New Brunswick for from sixty to seventy thou- | 
sand dollars; and as soon as it is ready for sea: 
the British bottom comes into our American ports |: 
to compete with our own vessels for our foreign |; —ayes seventy-two, noes not counted, 


i 
trade. ‘Thus it will bescen that in placing a direct | 
i 
| 


ad valorem tax on our ships youimpose a burden | 
without giving any opportunity for protection or 
remuneration. In this respeet the tax is Chferent 


if that is their posi- į 
tion we have no right to tax them; they must be | 


from almost every otber one in the entire bill un- 


der consideration. Indeed, I hazard little insay- į 


ing that you might search in vain for an analogous 
tax in the whole two hundred and sixteen pages 
of the act. In every other instance where you 
impose an internal duty on a trade or business, 
you so adjust your external duties as to give pro- 
tection to the party taxed, and afford him facili- 
ties to remunerate himself, 
ships you impose this tax and send them forth to 
compete with the cheaper-built vesgels of other 
nations, at the same time admitting those cheaper 
vessels to a full and cqual participation in the for- 
eign trade of our own country. How can we ex- 
pect American commerce to maintain itself under 
such exactions and injurious discriminations? 

Iam not pleading, Mr. Chairman, that the ship- 
building interest should be exempt from taxation, 
and I maintain that without this two per cent. ad 
valorem tax it bears its equitable and full share of 
the generai burden. Why, justlook at the facts. 
Sir, to-day nearly everything that enters into the 
construction and outfit of a ship is very heavily 
taxed. The iron, the copper, the sails, the rig- 
ging, the plumbing, the pumps, the chains, the 
cables, the anchors, the painting, the caulking, 
all pay an average tax of five per cent. under this 
very bill,and in addition to all this itis proposed, 
after these high-taxed materials are gathered to- 
gether and by skilled workmen wrought into a 
ship, to tax the whole of them two per cent, mak- 
ing a tax of $2,000 on a ship of a thousand tons. 
l submit that the tax if laid is a tax on labor; 
the materials are already taxed and taxed fully, 
and this additional two per cent, is absolutely 
levied upon the skilled mechanics who put those 
materials together. 

Ships are included in this bill in the same sec- 
tion with manufactures. In the original internal 


revenue bill ships were not specifically mentioned, | 


but in some districts a tax was assessed on them 
under the section including ‘all manufactures.” 
But the able Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
now an honored member of this Ilouse, (Mr. 
Boutwext,] ruled very wisely, in my judgment, 
that a ship was not properly or technically a man- 
ufacture. The building of it involves numerous 
manufactures, but the ship itself is a structure and 


| should no more be reckoned a manufacture than 


a house or block of stores should be, and hence the 
Commissioner decided that ships were not sub- 
ject to the tax. A very wise decision, I think, 
and one which logically involves the conclusion 
which is embodied in my amendment. And Iam 
very sure, sir, that my honorable friend from 
Massachusetts still holds this view. [Mr. Bour- 
weLL nodded assent.] 


It is a great mistake, Mr. Chairman, to assume | 
|! that the shipping interest is in a prosperous state, 
| Lam aware that some persons engaged in navi- 
il gation have made large profits during the past 
passed, I will accept the amendment of the gen- |; i 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Hormax] as a part of | 
| Ido notthink Lexaggerate when Isay that within 
| the last year a much larger number of American 
| vessels have been changed to British registers 


three years, butas a whole American shipping 
has greatly suffered in consequence of the war. 


than have been launched from northern ship- 
yards, The very high price of material, the scar- 
city and the cost of labor render the production of 
ships exceedingly expensive, and such pirates 


| as the Alabama make tbeir sailing very unsafe. 
| With all these obstacles, discouragements, and 


risks to contend against, the shipping interest 
may, E think, with fairness and with emphasis 
ask to be exempted from this extra burden of two 
per cent. [ know the tax has the high sanction 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, who re- 
ported it, and it has the additional approval of 
having beenadopted by this House. But Í am sure, 
Mr. Chairman, that no one here desires to inflicta 
blow upon our foreign commerce; and in the belief 
that the subject has not been fully canvassed and 


| considered, | have ventured to offer my amend- 


ment, and suggest these reasons for its adoption. 

Mr, BLAINE demanded tellers on the amend- 
ment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BLAINE, and 
Sree of New Jersey, were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 


So the amendment was adopted. 
Mr. KASSON. I move to add the following 


| as an additional section: 


nd be it further enacted, That where any tax or duty ia 


But in the case of | 


imposed by law, and the mode or time of assessment or 
collection is not therein provided, the same shall be estab- 
lished by regulation of the Secretary of the Treasury, aud 
when so established, shall have the force and effect of law, 
and all other provisions of law having relation thereto shall 
be applied accordingly. : 

1 will say for the information of the committee 
that in some cases where articles have been added 
in the Committee of the Whole we have. not spe- 
cified as in other cases the time and mode of col- 
lection, and some general provision like this is 
necessary in order to make all portions of the 
measure harmonize. i 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, łam opposed to theamendment. Fdo notlike 
to delegate to the Secretary of the Treasury any- 
thing so important. It seems to be proposed by the 
gentleman from Iowa that we shall confer power 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury to do all that 
Congress has not done. When the people are to 
be taxed, 1 want it to be done by their own Rep- 
resentalives, and not by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. oa f 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move to strike out so much 
of the amendment as provides that the regulation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury shall have the 
force and effect of law. 

Mr. KASSON. There are certain articles 
which are taxed in reference to time, and this 
provision is necessary. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. [| withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. GANSON. I renew it. This Congress 
has no right to confer legislative powers upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to tell what shall und 
whatshall not be law, The whole thing is absurd. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the gentleman from 
Iowa will withdraw the latter part of bis amend- 
ment, which provides that the regulation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have the force 
and effect of law. 

Mr. KASSON, 
that way. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I move the following to come in 
as an additional section: 

And be it further enacted, That this bill shall be and re~ 
main in force only until the Ist day of June, 1866. 

Mr. Chairman, the reason why I offer that 
amendment is simply this: by the Ist of June, 


I modify my amendment in 


| 1866, we may have a change of Administration, 


and the time may come when we will reach an- 
other conclusion in reference to this tax bill. We 
cannot then have the voice of the people ex pressed, 
because the Senate will defeat all of our meas- 
ures. I hope by that time that the war will be 
over and the burdens of taxation decreased, and 
Í hope, therefore, that we will insert a provision 
by which this proposed law will expire by its 
own limitation, ` 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, indi- 


ij cated verbal mistakes and errors of punctuation 


in the bill, which were severally corrected. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH, by unanimous consent, 
was allowed to go back and move the following 
amendment: 

Insert “or any office under the Government ;”? so that 
it will read: 

Sec. 35. And be it further enacted, That each and every 
collector, or bis deputy, who shall exercise or be guilty of 
any extortion or willful oppression, under color of law, or 
shall knowingly demand other or greatcr sums than shall 
be authorized by law, shail be Hable to pay a sum not ex- 


i ceeding double the amount of damages aceruing to the 


party injured, to be recovered by and for the use of the 
party injured, with costs of suit, and shalt be dismissed 
from office, and be disqualified from holding such office, or 
any office under the Government, thereafter; and each and 
every collector, or his deputies, shall give receipts for all 
sums by thein collected. Z 

Mr. KASSON. Let me suggest to the gen- 
tleman from New York that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Penpieron] has the matter of penal- 
ties under his charge, and will move a general 
provision covering all of these cases, 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Ido not see what ob» 
jection there can be to my amendment. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. L. MYERS. With the consent of the 
committee, I desire to go back to page 133, sec- 
tion ninety-five, and offer an amendment for the 
purpose of supplying an omission. That section 
exempts from duty timber partially wroughtand 
unfinished fer chairs, tubs, pails, hubs, spokes, 
&c. | desire to move to amend by inserting after 
“spokes” the words ‘wagon-hubs and shafts,” 
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No objection béing made, the amendment was 
received and agreed. to. 

“Mr: KASSON, fT ask now, since we have | 
coninienced’ to go back, that we shall do it in the 
regular-order, . 
< Mr. MORRILL. A single verbal amendment | 
sand [will yield to that suggestion. Inline 
three, page 135, in the section in reference to 
brokers, the words ‘sterling exchange’ are used. 
They should be foreign exchange.” I move | 
that amendment. > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mx MORRILL, In the same section, in line 
twenty-four, } move: to -strike out the words 
“sterling. exchange’ and insert “ foreign ex- 
change?” s 
> Tie. amendment. was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Also, in line thirty-six, I 
move the.same amendment, 

. The-amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FENTON. I ask unanimous consent to | 
move to amend section ninety-one, in line one 
hundred and eighteen, where provision is made 
for duty on. candy, by inserting after the word 
“ sold?” the words * by the box, package, or.” 

No objection being: made, the amendment was 
received and agreed to. 

Mr. YEAMAN. [I ask unanimous consent to 
go back to section eighty-nine, page 112, where 
provision is made that mannfactured tobacco, 
snuff, or cigars may be transferred, without pay- 
inent of the duty, directly from the place‘of man- 
ufacture to a bonded warehouse established in 
conformity with law, &c., in order to amend by 
inserting afterthe word “ manufacture” the words 
‘or place of stemming,” and also by inserting 
after the word“ warehouse’? in a subsequent part 
of the section, line forty-four, the same words. 

No objection being made to going back, the 
amendment was received, 

Mr. STEVENS. It strikes me the United 
Sintes has no jurisdiction of the place of stem- 
ming, and if I understand the amendment, E am 
opposed to it. : 

Mr. YEAMAN. I canexplain the reason for 
theamendment. The gentleman will observe that 
on page 131 stemmed tobacco is included among 
the kinds of tobacco which are subject to a duty 
of thirty cents a pound. In the section which I 
propose to amend a drawback is allowed upon 
manufactured tobacco, snuff, and cigars. But this 
tobacco, not being manufactured, is stemmed and 

nit away in hogsheads, in sheds and tobacco 
roses on the farms and plantations. Now this 
section provides that tobacco may be brought 
from the place of manufacture to the bonded ware- 
house for the purpose of exportation; but stemmed 
tobacco not being deemed manufactured, cannot 
be soremoved. My amendment isto remedy that 
defect, so that stemmed tobacco may be brought 
to those bonded warehouses for the purpose of 
exportation, 

ln reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania I 
will say that-the place of stemming can be ascer- 
tained just as easily as the place of manufacture. 

“Mr. MORRILE. I think there will be no 
practical difficulty in the execution of the law as 
itnow stands. f trust the amendment will not 
be adopted, 

Mr. KING. It willbe remembered that in con- 
sidering. this section we inserted after the words 
“manufactured tobacco’? the words © stemmed 
tobacce.’?. Now the words proposed to be in- 
serted by the gentleman from Kentucky refer to 
the words ‘stemmed tobacco,” and provide that 
it may be removed fro the place of stemming to 
these bonded warehouses. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I the geitleman from 
Kentucky willlisten, I ċan satisfy him that what 
he desires is already secured by the law. On 
page 131 stemmed tobacco is taxed thirty cents, 
and all the varieties enumerated and taxed in that 
section are made a manufacture by the law itself. 
It is not a question whether it is a manufacture 
or not, because itis made a manufacture by the 
law for the purpose of taxation. Now on page 
112, in the section the gentleman proposes to 
amend, itis provided that manufactured tobaceo— 
and that includes stemmed tobacco—may be re- 
moved from the place of manufacture to a bonded | 
warehouse. Therefore | understand the gentle- 
man’s object is already secured by the necessary | 
construction to De given tothe law, 


i all the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Barpwry] | 


upen the subject. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BEAMAN. Now that we are upon the 
subject of tobacco I hope that the tax of thirty 
cents imposed in section ninety-three upon cav- 
endish, plug, twist, &c., will beincreased to thirty- 
five cents, so as to make it correspond with the 
duty imposed on cut tobacco in the next clause. 

Mr. FENTON. As the object of this is to 
change the tax on plug, twist, cavendish, and 
manufactured tobacco not otherwise provided for, 
to. the same tax which ig placed upon fine-cut, I 
hope it will prevail. eens 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. As the committee have 
already passed upon that. subject, I object to go- 
ing back. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The objection comes too 
late, as the Chair asked if there was any objec- 
tion to the introduction of the amendment, and 
the Chair heard none. 

Mr.J. C. ALLEN. I objected as soon as I 
could ascertain what the amendment was. 

Mr. BEAMAN demanded tellers on his amend- 
ment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Beamanand 
J.C. Arren were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 56, noes 37. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to strike out the one 
hundred and. thirteenth section, on page 154, 
which is as follows: 


Src. 113. And be it further enacted, Thatallarticles upon 
which duties are imposed by the provisions of this act, 
which shail be found In the possession of any person or 
persons for the purpose of being sold by such person or per- 
sons in fraud thereof and with the design to avoid payment 
of said duties, may be seized by any collector or deputy 
colector who shali have reason to believe that the same 
are possessed for the purpose aforesaid, and the same shalt 
be forfeited to the United States. And the proceedings to 


enforce said forfeiture shall be in the nature of a proceed- |; 


ing in rem in the circuit vr district court of the United 
States for the district where such seizure is made, or in 
any other court of competent jurisdiction. And any per- 
zon who shall have in his possession any such articles for | 
the purpose of selling the same, with the design of avoid- ; 
ing payment of the duties imposed thereon by this act, shall | 
be Hable to a penalty uf $100, to be recovercd as hereinbe- | 
fore provided. i 


That is already included in section forty-seven, ! 
The motion was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will now | 
o back to page 97, where a section wasreserved. | 
Mr. BALDWIN, of Michigan. There were | 
two amendments made on page 209; łask unani- | 
mous consent of the House to go back to that | 
point to make a further amendment. i 
Several MemsBens objected to going back. i 
Mr. BALDWIN, of Michigan. I desire simply 
to correct a mistake. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made; and 
the Chair has no control over the matter. 
Mr. KASSON. On pages 27 and 28 there was 
a section reserved, | 
Mr. MORRILL. I suggest thas we commence 
in order. I hope the committee will allow the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. PenpLeron] to pro- 
ceed with all his amendments, as they relate to 
the same subject, and some of them come before 
and others after sections relating to other subjects 
which have been reserved. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman state 
what are those clauses? 
Mr.MORRILL. They are in relation to mak- 
ing the penalties uniform throughout the bill. 
Mr. HOTCHKISS. I desire to go back for a 
moment to another part of the bili; and let me | 
make a statement first. i 
Mr. BALDWIN, of Michigan. I object. 
Mr. HOTCHKISS. I merely wish to correct 
an error which we have inadvertently fallen into. | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. That was 


proposed to do. j 
Mr. HOLMAN. L[hope that both gentlemen | 
may be allowed to go back. i 
Mr. PENDLETON. lis too long a bill to; 
o back on. ! 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made to going | 
back. 
Mr. HOTCHKISS. [ hoped may beallowed 
to state my proposition. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no control: 
over the matter. ‘ 


| 
I 
| 


| after, enter on his special lis 
taxation, with the names of persons owning or having the 


‘Mr. HOTCHKISS. 


so. 
it was denied me. 

-Mr. PENDLETON, I have a numbes of 
amendments ‘to offer relating to the question of 
penalties. 

Mr. KASSON. Is it understood to be the order 
of the committee that the gentleman from Ohio 
shall proceed with his amendments first? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands 
that that is the first question reserved by the 
committee. Is there objection to the gentleman 
from Ohio offering all his amendments seriatim ? 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. RADFORD. 
amendment. 

Mr. HOTCHKISS.. I object. 

Mr. PENDLETON. On page 8, section 
eight, I move to strike. out all after the word 
“appointed,” in line twenty-eight, down to the 
end of the section, as follows: 

And every assessor or assistant assessor acting in the 
said office without having taken the said oath or afirma- 
tion shall forfeit and pay $100, one moiety thereof to the 
use of the United States, and the other moiety thereof to 
him who shall first sue for the same, with costs of suit. 

I would say before the vote is taken on that 
amendment, that I fropose in a great many sec- 
tions of the bill to strike out the penalties where 
they are isolated and connected with other mat- 
ters to which they are not pertinent, and to 
collect all the penalties together in a single sec- 
tion. { shall proceed with as much order as I 
ean in striking out, but it may be that some time 
will elapse before I shall be able to reunite the 
penalties in a single section. 

Mr. MORRILL I suggest to my célleague 
from Ohio [Mr. Penpieton] that he allow the 
sections to be read from the Clerk’s desk. , 

Mr. PENDLETON. I will send. up to the 
Clerk’s desk the different parts of sections pro- 
posed to be struck out, and the section which I 
propose to have offered as a substitute for them. 

The Clerk read the following parts of sections 
proposed to be struck out, 

Strike out from section eight the following: 

And every assessor or assistant assessor actingin the said 
office without having taken the said oath or affirmation 
shall forfeit and pay $100, one moiety thereof to the use of 
the United States and the other moiety thereof to hin who 
shall first sue tor the same, with costs of suit. 

Strike out from section nineteen the following: 

And if any assistant assessor shall fail to perform any 
duty assigned by this act within the tine prescribed By his 
precept, warrant, or other legal instructions, not being pre- 
vented therefrom by sickness or other unavoidable acei- 
dent, every such assistant assessor shall be discharged .. 
from office, and shall, moreover, forfeit and pay $200, to be 
recovered for the use or the United States, with costs of 
it. 

Strike out from section twenty-one the follow- 
ing: i 

And in default of performance of the duties enjoined 
upon assessors by this section they shall severally and in- 
dividually forfeitand pay the sum of $500 to the use of the 


United States, and, moreover, shall forfeit their compensa- 
tion as asse: And in ease it shall be found or discov- 


l ask consent to offer an 


Ss 
ered by any assessor that the annual list so furnished to 
the proper collector, as aforesaid, is imperfeet or incom- 


plete, owing to the names of persons, firms, corporations, 
or objects Jiabie to tax or duty being omitted therefrom, 
the said assessor may, from time to time, at any time there- 
all such objects of duty or 


eare or superintendence of property lying within said dis- 
triet lable to said tax or duty, or engaged in any business 
or pursuit requiring a license, with the sums payable by 
each, as he shall discover to have been omitted as afore- 
said; and the same proceedings shall obtain and be had 
with respect to such objects of duty or tax us are by this 
act required in respect to objects of duty or taxes, and per- 
sons liable to tax regularly entered aud returned on any 
special lists: Provided, That the office or principal place 
of business of the said assessor shall be always open when 
he is not necessarily absent theretrom during the business 
hours of cach day, for the hearing of appeals by parties 
who shall appear voluntarily before him: Provided Jur- 
ther, 'Thatit shall be in the power of the Commissioner of 
internal Revenue to exonerate any assessor, as aforesaid, 
from forfeitures, in whole or in part, as to him shall ap- 
pear just and equitable. 


And insert at the end of section thirty-one the 
following: . $ 


And be it further enacted, That every assessor or assist- 
ant assessor who shall enter upou and perform the duties 
of his office without having taken the oath or affirmation 
prescribed by this act, or who shail fail to perform any of 
the duties prescribed by this act, at times and in the man- > 
ner herein designated, not being prevented by sickness or 
other unavoidable accident, or who shall knowingly .make 


i any false or fraudulent list or valuation or assessment, or 
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shall demand or receive any compensation, fee, or reward, 
other than those provided for berein, for the performance 
Pauy duty, or shall be guilty of extortion or wEHul op- 
on in office, shall, on couviction thereof in any circuit 
trict court of the United States having jurisdiction 
thereat, be sub ' #509, and to a forfeiture of 
compensation as a staut assessor, or to be jm- 
prisoned tor one year, or both, at the discretion of the court, 
and shali be dismissed from office, and shall be forever dis- 
qualified from holding any office under the internal revenue 
laws. And half of the fine so imposed shah be for the use 


of the United States, and the other half for the use of the 
informer, who shall be ascertained by the judgment of the 
cout, And the said court shall also render judgment against 


he said assessor or assistant assessor for double the amount 
of damages sustained, in favor of fhe party injured, to be 
collected by execution. 

Mr. COLE, of California. It seerns to me, Mr. 
Chairman, that the language of the amendment 
is rather unguarded. Any person may bring a 
complaint against the assessor who is not satis- 
fied with the assessment. It seems to me that 
the other provisions of the section are such as to 
allow the assessor to be prosecuted by any per- 
son who may feel aggrieved by the assessment. 
l think that Is too loose. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I was not able.to catch 
the objection of the gentleman from California. 
As far as I was able to understand him, it seems 
to me that he objects to the fact that possibly the 
informer may be the person aggrieved. 

Mr. COLE, of California. Any person who 
may think he is aggrieved may prosecute the 
assessor in any court of the United States. There- 
fore I say that the assessor is liable to prosecu- 
tion by any person who may think he has been 
wrongfully assessed. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Ifa person commence 
a prosecution without cause, he is liable to be 
maleted in costs. Ido not know any way by 
which it can be provided who shall or who shall 
not commence a prosecution against an officer, 

Mr. BOUTWELL, I desife to ask the gen- 
teman from Ohio a question with regard to the 
effect of this amendment. The law, as it now 
stands, requires the assessors to perform all the 
duties imposed by the act, and inflicts a penalty 
on him if he neglects any of these duties, There 
is, however, no attempt to impose these duties, 
unless as they are set forth in the general pro- 
visions of the act, 
call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio is, 
whether be does not in his amendment proceed 
to enumerate these duties to be performed by the 
assessor, the neglect or violation of which sub- 
jects him to penal proceedings, and if so, whether 
there is any passibility of doing it in that way. 

Mr. MORRILL. For the purpose of giving 
the gentleman from Massachusetts an opportunity 
to examine this part of the Lill, and consult with 


the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Penpieron,] 1 | 


move that the committee rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasuseurne, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had the state of the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
the bill of the House (No. 405) to provide inter- 
nal revenue to support the Government, to pay 


interest on the publie debt, and for, other pur- | 


poses, and had come to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. MORRILL. | ask the unanimous con- 
sunt of the House to proceed with the tax bill 
this evening, instead of the usual order of busi- 
vess. I hope we shall be able to fiñish itin com- | 
mittee this evening. 

n STEVENS. L object. 

SPEAKER, Thatis.a matter of order of 
business which a majority of the House can de- 


The point to which I wish to į 


cide, [ 


Mr. MORRILL. 7 
with the bill to-night, and L therefore make the 
motion, 

The motion was agreed to. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR VOLUNTEERS. i 
i 


I think we can get through | 


Mr. GARFIELD asked unanimous consent to i 


introduce the following joint resolution: 


is, appropriated out of any money in the public Treasa 
rwise appropriated, forarming, equipping, clothing, 
g, trausporting, and paying volunteers who may 
he received by the President for any terni not less than one 
hundred days. 


There being no objection, the joint resolation 
was fAtrodueed and pend n firet and aecend time. 


|) noes 68, 


Mr. GARFIELD. I ask the Clerk to read the 
following letter from the Seeretary of War: 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 


War DEPARTMEKRT, 
Wasuincton Ciry, April 25, 1864, 

Sir: The Governors of Ohio, Indiana, IHinois, Iowa, 
and Wisconsin have tendered to the President, onthe 23d 
instant, a large number of volunteers from their respective 
States for service during the present campaign. ‘They are 
expected to number from eighty toone hundred thousand 
men; their term of service one hundred days.from muster 
in, Itis believed they can render useful service. They 
are to be paid no bounty, and are not to diminish or delay 
the draft for three years’ men in States where the quota of 
pending draft is not filled up. The quota is filled up in In- 
diana, Ilinois, lowa, and Wiseonsin, and less than ten 
thousand are due from Ohio. The expense of these troops 
is not provided for inthe warestimates heretefore submit- 
ted. It is estimated that $25,000,000 will meet the cost of 
one hundred thousand of these extra volunteers. I respeet- 
fully recommend a special appropriation for that purpose, 
and submit a joint resolution for that purpase. ‘The im- 
pending operations render itexpedient that there should be 
early action by Congress upon the proposition, so that, if 
sanctioned, all needful provisions may be made In due 
season. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, EDWIN M. STANTON, 

Secretary óf War. 

Hon, ROBERT C. SCHENCR, Chairmen of the Military Com- 

mittee of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Is it pro- 
posed to put that joint resolution on its passage 
uow?’ 

Mr. GARFIELD. Itis. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I suggest 
that the gentleman allow it to go to the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, with permission to re- 
port it back in the morning. 

Mr. GARFIELD. I do ret know what we 
may have up in the morning. I think we had 
better pass it now. i 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. Jsitin order to move 
a direct tax of $25,000,000 in order to pay the 
appropriation? 

TheSPEAKER. Itienot. The hour forthe 
recess having arrived, the Chair would suggest 


that the time be extended five minutes. 


There was no objection. 

Mr. BROOKS. f move torefer the joint reso- 
lution to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I hope the 
gentleman will add, with leave to report the joint 
resolution at any time. 

TheSPEAKER, This being an appropriation 
bill, the committee will have the right to report it 
at any time. 

Mr. BROOKS. But it must go to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union if the 
point be made. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent was 
given to introduce the resolution and consider it 
at this Ume in the Flouse. 

Mr.GARFIELD. I move the previous ques- 


i tion upon the resolution. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


l: main question ordered to be put. 


The motion to refer was disagreed to. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be en- 


| grossed and read a third time; and being en- 


grossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. GARFIELD moved the previous question 
on the passage of the resolution. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 


Mr. DAWSON demanded the yeas and nays | 


on the passage of the joint resolution, 
The yeas and nays were net ordered—ayes 1, 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. 

uorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not required 
on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The joint resolution was passed. 


Mr. GARFIELD moved to reconsider the vote 


T mako the point that no 


: by which the joint resolution was passed; and 


also moved to Jay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House then took a recess until seven 


| o’elock p, m. 
Resolved, e., That the sum of 825,000,000 be, and hereby | 


—_— n 


EVENING SESSION. 


COMPENSATION OF INSPECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Mr. FENTON, by unanimous consent, reported 


: The House resumed its session at seveno `slock | 
pom. 


| 


; 
i 
| 


i 
i 


g 
| 
| 


i 


| 
| 
! 


back Senate bill No. 66, to increase the compen- 
sation of inspectors of customs in-certain ports. 

The bill was read in extenso. : = 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlineis. I am. op- 
posea to-the bill and to any increase of salaries. 
ido not object to this bill being taken up if the 
gentleman will consent.to let me move an amend- 
‘ment that, any increase of salary under the bill 
shall not-extend beyond the end of the nextfiscal 
year, Ist of July, 1865, : 

Mr. FENTON. I have no objection to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. i ` 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. FENTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved" 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move thatthe rules besus- 
pended, and the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to, ; 

The House accordingly resolved itself inte the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasupurne, of Ilinois, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill of the House 
(No. 405) to provide internal revenue to support 
the Government, to pay interest on the public- 
debt, and for other purposes. ý 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to go back to the par- 
agraph “on brick ahd draining-tiles, a duty of 
three per cent. ad valorem,” and to insertafter the 
word “ tiles,” “ earthen and stone water-pipes;’’ 
and to strike out “and.” 

There was no objection; and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON, ‘There was an amend- 
ment pending when the committee rose. Ihave 


consulted with the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts, [Mr. Bourwenn,} and his objection has 


been removed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON moved to strike out the 
following sections: f 


Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That if any person 
shali deliver or disclose to any assessor or assistant assessor 
appointed in pursuance of law, any false or fraudulent Hst, 
return, account, or statement, with intent to defeat or 
evade the valuation, enumeration, or assessment intended 
to be made, such person so offending-and being thereof 
convicted in any circuit or district court of the United States 
heldin the district in which such offense may be commit- 
ted, shall be fined ina sum not Jess than fifty dollars and 
not exceeding double ibe sum of which be shall bave at- 
tempted to. defraud the Government, at the discretion of 
the court, and shall pay all costs and charges of prosecu- 
tion. And the valuation, enumeration, and assessment 
required by law in all such cases, and in all cases of under- 
valuation or understatement in any lists or returns, shall 
be made by the assessor or assistant assessors, respectively, 
upon lists according tothe form prescribed 3 which lists the 
said assessor and assistant assessors are hereby authorized 
and required to make according to the best information 
they can obtain, and for the purpose of making which they 


i are hereby authorized to enter into and upon all and sin- 


gular the premises, respectively ; and from the valuation, 
enumeration, Or assessment so made, there shall be no 
appeal. 

Sec. 15, And beit further enacted, Thatin case any per- 
son shail be absent from his or her place of residence at the 
time an assistant assessor shall cail to receive the list or 
return, it shall be the duty of such assistant assessor to 
leave at such place of residence, with some one of suit-- 
able age and discretion, if such. be present, otherwise to 
deposit in the nearest post office, a note or memorandum, 
addressed to such person, requiring him or her to present 
jo such assessor the list or return required by Jaw within 
ten days from the date of such note or memorandum, And 
if any person, on being notified oy required as aforesaid, 
shali refuse or neglect to give such list orreturn within tie 
time required us aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the as- 
sessor or stant sser of the district within whieh 
such person shall reside to enter into and upon the prem- 
ises, ifit be necessary, of such person so refusing or neg- 
lecting, and to make, aecording to the best information 
which he. can obtain, and on his own view and informa- 
tion, such list or return of the property, goods, wares, and 
merchandise, and all articles or objects liable to duty or 
tax, owned or possessed-or under the caré or management 
of such person, including the amount, ifany, due for license 
and income; and in case of refusal to make such list or 
return, the assessor or assistant assessor shall thereupon 
add twenty per cent, tothe amount ofthe duty or tax; and 
in case of neglect, except ia case of sickness, to make such 
list or return, ten per.cent.. shall be added to the amount 
thereof. And the lists or returns so made and subscribed 
by stich assessors or assistant assessors shall be taken and 
be reputed as good aud sufficient lists or returis for all 
legal purposes. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That in case any as- 
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cessor shall. have reason to believe that any list, statement, | 
or return required by law has been made to any assessor 
or assistant assessor in a false or fraudulent manner, or if | 
any person whose duty it is to furnish any list or return, 
or make any statement required by law, shall neglect or 
refuse to do so, it shall be lawful for such assessor to sum- į 
mon. by subpena, to be served by any assistant assessor of 
the district, such personis as he may deem proper to appear 
hetfore hün, at a time and: place’ named therein, to give 
testimiony..or answer interrogations respecting any objects 
liable; to duty or tax. as aforesaid, lists, statements, or re- 
‘turns thereof, or any trade, business, or profession liable to 
any. liceusé as aforesaid, and to enforce obedience to such 
writ by attachment as for contempt. And it shall be law- 
ful, also, for such assessor to require. by summons any per- 
son who he may have reason to believe has made any 
„false or fraudulent lists, statements, or returns as afore- 
said, his agent or other person having the possession, care, 


“or custody of books of account containing entries relating | 


to the trade or business of such person, to produce the same 
„before him ata time-and place to be appointed in said 
gqrumimons, And if any, person whose duty it may be to 
“make a tist; Statement, or return as aforesaid, after having 
‘buen: duly summoned ‘to ‘produce such books of account, 
shat! neglect or refuse to produce sucl books, it shall be 
lawful for the assessor to make an estimate of the amount 
of the tax or duty, according to his best judgment, which 
such. person, is Hable to pay, and shall assess upon such 
person double the amount thereof; and any person who 


being duly summoned, as aforesaid, to appear and testify, | 


or to produce books, as aforesaid, shail neglect or refuse 
to appear, shall forfeit and pay the sum’ of $300, besides” 
being subject-to attachment, as aforesaid. And if on any 
investigation of the books of such person, or by evidence 
produced before. the assessor, he shali find that any false or 
_fyaudulent list, statement, or return has been made as afore- 
said, he shall make an estimate of the amount of tax or 
“duty, according to his best j§gment, which such person is 
fiable to pay, and shall assess upon him double the amount 
thercofy : And when any assessment shall be made under 
this section and transinitted to the collector, he shall pro- 
ceed to collect the amount thereof as in cases of amounts 
of taxes transmitted to him on monthly lists. 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following: 


Sec.—. And be it further enacted, That in case any per- 
son shall be absent from his or her place of residence at the 
ime an assistant assessor shall call to receive the aunual 
list or return, itshall be the duty of such assistant assessor 
to leave at such place of residence, with sume one of suit- 
able age and discretion, if such be present, otherwise to 
deposit in the nearest post office, a note or memorándum, 
addressed to such person, requiring. him or her to present 
to suth assessor the list or return required by law within 

ten days from the date of such note orinemoranduar. And 
if nuy-persou, on being notified or required as aforesaid, 
+sball-refuse or neglect to give such list or return within the 
time required as aforesaid, or if any person shall not deliver 
monthly or other list or return without notice at the time 
required by law, or if any person shall deliver or disclose 
to any. assessor or assistant assessor any false or fraudulent 
list, statement, or return, or a list on which there is any 
understatement or undervaluation, it shall be lawful for 
the assessor to summon by subpena, 10 be served by any 
assistant assessor, such person, His agent or other person 
having possession, custody, or care of books of account 
containing entries relating to the trade or business of such 
person, or any other persons as he may deem proper, to 
appear and produce such book, at a time and place therein 
named, and to give testimony or answer interrogatories nn- 
der onth or affirmation respecting any objects liable to duty 
or tax as aforesaid, or the lists, statements, or returns there- 
of, or auy trade, business, or profession liable to any tax or 
license as aforesaid, and to enforce such writ by attach- 
ment for contempt; it shall be the duty of the assessor or 
assistant assessor of the district within which such person 
shall reside to enter into and upon the premises, if it be 
necessary, of such person so retusivg or neglecting or ren- 
dering a false or fraudulent list or return, and to make, ac- 
cording to the best. information which he can obtain, in- 
eluding that derived from the evidence elicited by the 
examination of the assessor and on his owu view and in- 
formation, such list or return, according to the form pre- 
reribed, of the property, goods, wares, and merchandise, 
and all articles or objeets liable to duty or tax, owned or 
possessed or under the care or management of such person, 
and assess the duty thereon, including the amount, if any, 
due for license and income, aud in case of the return of a 


false or fraudulent list or valuation he shall add one hun- | 


dred. per cent, to. such duty; and in case of a refusal.to 
make a list of retarn he skall add twenty per cerit. to such 
ditty 5 and in. case-ot neglect, except iù case of sickness, he 
shall add ten percent. to suel duty ; and-the amount so 
added to the. daty shahin nik cases be coliected by the col- 
lector at the same time dud im the same manner with the 
duties. Aud the lists or returns so made and subseribed by 
such assessors or assistant assessors shall be taken and be 


reputed as good and sufficient ists or returns for all tegal | 


purposes, 

wind be it further enacted, That if any person shall deliver 
or disclose to any assessor or assistant assessor appointed 
in pursuance of jaw, any false or fraudulent ist, return, RAC- 
couut, or statement, With intent to deteat or evade the valu- 
ation, enumeration, or assessment intended to be made, or 
if any. person being duly summoned to-appear to testify or 
jo appear and produce such books as aforesaid, shall neg- 
lect to appear or to produce said books, fie shati upon con- 
y 
United States, be fined in any suim not exceeding 8300 or 
be imprisoned tor six months, or both, at the diseretion of 
the court. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to strike out the 
word’ ‘such’? in the following, before the word 
t distraint:”? 


And in case of such distraint it gbail be the duty ef the 
officer charged with the collection 6 make, or cause to he 


tion thereof before any circuit or district court of the |) counting officers of the ‘Treasury to be in default 
i > 


made, an account of the goods or chattels which may be 
distrained, a copy of which, signed by the officer making 
such distraint, shall be left with the owner or possessor of 
such goods, chattels, or effects, or at his or her dwelling, or 
usual place of business, with some person of suitable age 
and diseretion, with a note of the sum demanded, and the 
time and place of sale. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move toamend on page 
34, line thirty-seven, by inserting after the word 
“thereon” the words “the expenses of making 
such levy.” : ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend on page 
41, line thirteen, by inserting after the word 
“due”? the words “five per cent. thereon and 
all expenses and charges of collection,” so as to 
make the marshal collect in addition to what is 
due from the collector what I have indicated in 
the amendment. j 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. In the same section, line 
eight, I move to strike out the words “and his 
sureties. ”? 

Mr. BOUTW ELL. What does the gentleman 
from Ohio understand to be the effect of that 
amendment? 

Mr. PENDLETON. It is simply this: the 
provisions of this bill, as the section is now drawn, 
provide that when the collector is in default in 
the payment of the money due from him, a war- 
rant may issue from the proper officer ofthe Treas- 
ury Department, which shall be levied upon the 
goods and chattels of the delinquent collector; and 
in case of failure to find sufficient goods and chat- 
tels of the collector, the warrant shall be levied 
upon the goods and chattels of his surety; and in 
case of u deficit of goods and chattels of both-prin- 
cipal and surety, the warrantshall be levied upon 
the real estate of both the collector and surety. 
The effect of striking out the sureties is to leave 
them to be prosecuted upon their bond only, ac- 
cording to the ordinary process of law, and to 
make the speedy and summary execution of the 
warrantissued, without judgment, from the Treas- 
ury Department, applicable only to the principal 
debtor, who is the defaulting collector. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. It seems to me that is 
what we should not desire to do, We should 
hold the surety as we hold the principal. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, 
the amendment will be considered as agreed to. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr, DAWES. Does the gendleman Insist upon 
the amendment? ; 

Mr.PENDLETON. linsistupon the amend- 
ment, but Ido not insist upon the action of the 
Chair in declaring the amendment adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. If I understand the amend- 
ment, the gentleman from Ohio proposes to have 
a process against the principal, without a similar 
process agaist the surety. Why that distinction? 

Mr.PHNDLEVON. For the reason that sure- 
ties ure liable on their bond, in case of the default 
of their principal, who is the collector. They can- 
not, as he can, know whether he is in default or 
not. They are entitled to be sued, and to make 
all defense they can make in a court of law. As 
against them it would be manifestly improper 


lands, without the ordinary proceedings of law. 

Mr. DAWES. Is itproposed that such a pro- 
' cess as that shall issueagainst the principal with- 
out giving him an opportunity to present a de- 
fense? 


Mr. PENDLETON. I would give such a pro- 


issued in cases where the money is found to be 
duc; and if it is due, the party is in default; and if 


i be handed back. 
Mr. DAWES. When he is found by the ac- 
without any hearing upon his part, you subject 
| him to this summary process. Now, the account- 
| ing officers of the ‘Lreasury are always at logger- 
heads with the collectors of ports, postmasters, 
&c., upon these accounts. [tseems to me the col- 
lector ought to have an opportunity to make a 
defense before summary process is issued against 
him. Lf upon final settlement with him he ap- 


that summary process should be issued, and the | 
amount for which the collector appears to be, ; 
or really is in default, be levied upon their goods | 
and chattels, and in default thereof, upon their | 


ecss against the principal, because it is only to be | 


itis not due, upon adjudication the money can | 


pears to be in default, it is right. But upon- the 
adjustment of his account here at the Internal 
Revenue office, ex parte, and in his absence, and 
upon such principles as may be thought to be 
right here, to subject him to such a summary 
process does not seem to be right. He certainly 
ought to have the same sort of defense that his 
sureties have. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In the same section, [ 
move to strike out from the word ‘ resides,’’ line 
eighteen, down to the end of line twenty-four, as 
follows: $ 


And furthermore, if such goods, chattels, and effects can- 
not be found sufficient to satisfy the said warrant, the said 
marsha! or bis deputy shall and may proceed to levy and 
collect the sum which remains due, by distress and sale of 
the goods and chattels, or any personal effects, of the surety 
or sureties of the delinquent collector, giving notice as 


4 


‘hereinbefore provided. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In the same section, line 
thirty-one, I move to strike out the words * or 
his suretics;’? so as to make the clause conform 
to previous amendments. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. In lines thirty-three and 
thirty-four of the same section, I move to strike 
out the words “fand his sureties,’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I now suggest to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] that 
if he thinks this section too stringent against the 
collectors, I am not disposed to find fault with 
that opinion, and E will yield to him to move to 
strike out the entire section, if he desires to make 
that motion. i 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill make that motion if the 
gentleman concugs with me in the opinion. Edo 
not propose to ee pote the committee, but I wiil 
submit the motion to strike out the entire section, 

Mr. PENDLETON. [oppose the motion pro 


| forma in order that a vote may be taken upon it, 


The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. On page 43, section thir- 
ty-five, I move to strike out all after the word 
sjaw,” in line five, down to and including the 
word “thereafter,” in line nine, as follows: 

Shall be liable to pay a sum not exceeding double the 
amount of damages acerning 19 the party injured, to be re- 
covered by and for the use of the party injured, with casts 
of suit, and shall be dismissed from office, aud be disquali- 
fied from holding such office thereafter, 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Or shall reccive any fee, compensation, or reward except 
as herein prescribed for the periormance of any duty, or 
shall fail to perform ail the duties imposed by this act, shall, 
upon conviction, be subject Lo a fine of B09, and to a for- 
feiture of their compensation, or to be imprisoned for one 
year, or both, at the diserction of the court, and be dis- 
missed from office, and be forever thereafter incapable of 
holding avy office under the internal revenue law, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I move to strike out the 
words “ internal revenue law ” and insert Gov 
ernment”? in licu thereof, 

Theamendmentto theamendment was agreed to 
to. 

The amendment, as amended, was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to add after the 
words just inserted the words: 

And one half of the fine so imposed shall be for the use 
of the United States, and the other half for the use of ihe 
informer, whosbali be ascertained by judgment of the court; 
and said court shall also render judgment against said col- 
lector or deputy collector for double the amount of damage 
accruing to the party injured, to be collected by execution, 

Mr. UPSON. Is the informer to have half of 
the imprisonment? 

Mr. PENDLETON. Tam notable tosay how 
much people. may misinterpret the language of 
the section, but under the section as it was read 
there is ne possibility of mistaking what the 
meaning is. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. On page 44, in the thirty- 
seventh section, after the word ** hinder,” in line 
two, insert the words “auy assessor or assistant 
assessor, or any,’’ so that it will read, ‘that if 
any person shall forcibly obstruct or hinder any 
assessor or assistant assessor, or any collector or 
deputy collector,” &c. : 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. On page 45, ip line six 
teen of section thirty-nine, I move to iwsert the 
words “and sureties”? after the word “ repre- 
sentatives.” 


1864. 


The object of that amendment is to make the 
bonds inure to the benefit of the sureties of the 
party as well as to his personal representatives 
in case of his death. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. On. page 46, in section 
forty, I move to insert at the end of line seven- 
teen, the words “to be ascertained by the judg- 
ment of the court;’’ so that the section will read: 

That it shall be the duty of the collectors aforesaid, or 
their deputies, in their respective districts, and they are 
hereby authorized to collect all the duties and taxes im- 
posed by this act, however the same may be designated, 
and to prosecute for te recovery of the same, and for the 
recovery of any sum or sums which may be forfeited by 
virtue of this act; and all fines, penalties, and forfeitures 
which may be incurred or imposed by virtue of this act 
shall and may be sued for and recovered, in the name of 
the United States, in any proper form. of action, or by any 
appropriate form of proceeding, gui tam or otherwise, be- 
fore any cireuit or district court of the United States for 
the district within which said fine, penalty, or forfeiture 
may have been incurred, or before any other court of com- 
petent jurisdiction; and where not otherwise aud differently 
provided for, one moiety thereof shall be to the use of the 
United States, and the other moiety thereof to the use of 
the person, to be ascertained by the judgment of the court, 
who shall first inform of the cause, matter, or thing where- 
by any such fine, penalty, or forfeiture was incurred, &c. 


The object of that amendment is merely that 
in all cascs where a fine or penalty is assessed 
against a person, which fine or penalty is liable 
to be divided between the informer and the Uni- 
ted States, the decision shall be made by the court 
of the party to whom it is to be paid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend by in- 
serting after section forty-seven an additional sec- 
tion, as follows: 

Sno. 48. Andhe it further enacted, That all the provisions 
hereinbefore made for the delivery of returns, lists, state- 
ments, and valuations, and for additions to the duty in case 
of false or fraudulent fists or returns, or in case of under- 
valuations or understatements on lists or returns, or in case 
of refusal or neglect to deliver lists or returns, and for the 
imposition of fines, penalties, and forfeitures, shall be held 
and taken to apply to all persons, associations, corpora- 
tions, and companies liable to pay duty and tax; and any 
additions to fines, penalties, or forfeitures hereinafter im- 
posed for failure to perform any duty required to be per- 
formed, shall be held and taken to be additional duties to 
those hereinbefore provided. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. KASSON, Lask the gentleman from Ohio 
if this will be the proper place, and if it be agree- 
able to him, to move to tnsert the provision of 
the sub-Treasury act as suggested the other day 
by the gentleman from New York, and which 
was one of the points reserved. 

Mr. PENDLETON. If the gentleman from 
Towa has the amendment and will send it up, I 
shall be glad to give way for that purpose. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting the following as an additional section, 
to come in after section forty-eight: 

wind be it further enacted, That the provisions of the si 
teenth section of the act approved August 6, 1846, entitled 
“Au aet to provide for the better organization of the Trea 
ury, and for the collection, safe-keeping, trauster, and di 
burscment of the public revenue,” are hereby applied to 
and shall be construed to include, al! officers of the inte 
nat revenue charged with the safe keeping, transfer, or dis 
bursement of the public moneys arising theretrom, and to 
alt other persons having actual charge, custody, or control 
of moneys or acemnts arising from the administration of 
the internal revenue. 

That the committee may pass on the question 
understandingly, | beg leave to make one or two 
remarks. 


bly sufficient to cover the case of the depositaries 
under this act. The language there is that all 
afficers and other persons charged by that act, 
ar any other act, with the safe-keeping, transfer, 


or disbursement of public money other than those | 
connected with the Post Office Department, shall |; 


be required to keep anaccarateentry of the sums 
received and of transfers. 


ble to the officers provided by this law. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


fifty-five by striking out ‘$500, and inserting in 
leù thereof “$300,” so that it will read: 

And any person who shali attempt traudulently to evade 
the payment of duties pon any spirits distilled as afore- 
said, by changing in any manner the mark upon any such 
cask or package, shall forfeit the sam of 3300 for each cask 
or package so altered or changed, to be recovered as here- 
inbefore provided. 


Asi stated the other day, I regarded | 
the provisions of the sub-Treasury act as proba- jj 


| 


But as this is an en- |) 
lirely new system, itis thought better to carry 4 
out the suggestion of the gentleman from New | 
York, so asto make a section expressly applica | 


: or licensed as 


l not see why they shouid not be subject to this 


| dwelling, with a note of the sum demanded, and the time 


i shall be distrained, or at the court-house of the same county, 


| auction, after due notice of the time and place of sale, and 


Í refuse to render the accounts required by law. 


: penalty of $300 is prescribed in all other cases. | 


| the amount of the duty orsum of money imposed | 


x _ | for such license,” and to insert in lieu thereof | 
Mr, PENDLETON. I move to amend section | A 


Theobject of proposing that amendmentis, that 
the penalty shall not be so severe as that it would 
never be enforced. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend the 
same section by inserting after the word * ware- 
house” the words ‘and the fees of such inspector 
shall, in all cases, be paid by the owner of the 
spirits so inspected, gauged, and proved,’’ so that 
it will read: 


Sec. 55. And he it further enacted, That all spirits dis- 
tilled as aforesaid by auy person licensed as aforesaid shall, 
before the same is used, or removed for any purpose, be 
inspected, gauged, and proved by some inspector appointed 
for the performance of such duties, and who shall mark 
upon the eask or other package containing such spirits, in 
a manner to be prescribed by said Commissioner, the quan- 
tity and proof of the contents of such cask or package, with 
the date of inspection aud the name of the inspector, and 
shall make a return of all spirits so inspected, and the name 
of the distiller,.to the assessor of the district; and the duty 
imposed by law shall be assessed and paid on all spirits so 
inspected and not removed forthwith to a bonded ware- 
house; and the fees of such inspector, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move toamend section 
sixty-five by striking out the following words: 

And in ease of such distraint, it shall be the duty of the 
officer charged with the collection to make, or cause to be 
made, an account of the goods, chattels, or effects which 
may be distrained, a copy of which, signed by the officer 
making stich distraint, shall be left with the owner or pos- 
sessor of such goods, chattels, or effects, at his, ber, or their 


and place of sale; and said officer shall forthwith cause a 
notification to be published in some newspaper, if any there 
be, within the county, and pub¥cly posted up at the post 
oflice nearest to the residence of the person whose property 


if not more than ten miles distant, which notice shall spe- ; 
cify the articles distrained, aud the time and place proposed 
for the sale thereof, which time shall not be less than ten 
days from the date of such notification, and the place pro- 
posed for sale not more than fivé miles distant trom the 
place of making such distraint: Provided, That in every 
ease of distraint for the payment of the duties aforesaid, the 
goods, chattels, or effects so distrained may and shall be 
restored to the owner or possessor if, prior to the sale 
thereof, payment or tender thereof shall be made to the 
proper otlicer charged with the collection of the full amount 
demanded, together with such fee for levying and advertis- 
ing, aud such sum for the necessary and reasonable ex- 
penses of removingaud keeping the goods, chattels, and ef- 
fects so distrained, as may be allowed in like cases by the ; 
laws or practice of the State or ‘Territory wherein the dis- 
traint shall have been made; but in case of non-payment 
or negiect to tender as aforesaid, the said officer shali pro- 
ceed to sell the said goods, chattels, and effects at public 


may and shall retain from the proceeds of such sale the 
amount demandable for the use of the United States, with 
the said necessary and reasonable expenses of said dis- 
traint and sale, as aforesaid, and a commission of five per 
cent. thereon for his own use; rendering the overplus, if 
any there be, to the person whose goods, chattels, and ef- 
fects shall have been distrained. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend section 
sixty-six by striking out *¢ $5007? and inserting in 
lieu thereof ** $3003”? so that it will read: 

D 3 
‘That every person licensed as aforesaid to distill spirits, 
brewer, Who shail neglect or refuse to fur- 
nish the aceount and duplicate thereof, as hereinbefore 
provided, or who shall refuse to permit the said assessor, 
assistant assessor, collector, or deputy collector or jin- 
spector to examine the books in the manner provided for, 
when requested, shall, for every such refusal or neglect, 

forfeit the sum of $300. 


Mr. BOUTWELL. Mr. Chairman, it seems 
to me that $500 is not too severe a penalty toim- 


pose upon distillers or brewers who actually | 


It isa duty which is well understood, and 1 do 


penalty. 
Mr, PENDLETON. 
it $300 instead of $500 is simply that the sume | 


The reason for making |! 


all up to $500, I have vo objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. On page 76, section 
seventy, line eight, I move to strike out the words 
“ and also forfeit a penalty equal to three times ; 


à “os ` H 

If the gentleman has any disposition to raise them i 
: 

i 

i 

i 


the words ‘ora fine of $500, or both,”’ so as to | 
make the section read: 
Sec. 70. sind be it further enacted, That if any person 
or persons shall exer ər carry on any trade or business 
hereinafter mentioned, for the exercising or carrying ou of 
which trade or business a Jicense is required by this act, |i 
without taking out such license as in that behalf required, il 
he, she, or they shail, for every such offense, respectively, i 
at the discretion of the court, be subject to imprisonment t 


for a term not exceeding two yearspor a fine of $500, or 
both, one moiety thereof to the use of the United States, 
the other moiety to the use of the person ‘who. shail first 
give information of the fact whereby said forfeiture was 
incurred. ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. UPSON. I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the fact that the words inserted on his 
motion would have some ambiguity in contec- 
tion with what immediately follows, 

Mr. PENDLETON. ‘lam aware of that, and 
move, therefore, to amend what immediately fol- 
lows, by striking out the word “ thereof,” and 
inserting in lieu thereofthe words “ of such fine,” 
so as to make it read “f one.moiety of such fine 
for the use of the United States,” &c. f 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move tostrike out the | 
whole of the eighty-first section, as follows: 7 


Sec. 81. And be it further enacted, That in every case 
where monthly or other returns of any kind are required 
to be made under existing internal revenue laws, the per- 
son or persons who shall neglect or refuse to make such 
returns within the time fixed by law, and the ruJes and reg- 
ulations made in pursuance of law, shall be assessed a 
penalty of ten per cent. by the assessor or assistant asséss- 
or, on the amount of duty or tax liable to be assessed, 
levied, and collected upon such return, which penalty shall 
be added to the assessment, and returned on the list in 
which the assessment shall be made and returned; and in 
eases of persistent neglect or refusal, the general provisions 
of law in such cases shall apply to all returns required to 
be made monthly or otherwise, and to all subsequent pro 
ecedings in relation thereto. ` 


My reason for offering that amendment is that 
the provisions of that section are included in sec- 
tion fifteen. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. On page 101, section 
cighty-two, line twelve, I move to insert after the 
word “ duties” the words ‘ with the additions 
hereinbefore prescribed;’’ so that it will read: 

That upon the amounts, quantities, and values of prod- 
uce, goods, wares, merchandise, and articles produced or 
manufactured, and sold or delivered, hereinafter enumer- 
ated, the manufacturer or producer thereof, whether maut- 
factured or produced for himself or for others, shall pay to 
the collector of internal revenue within his district, month- 
ly, or on or before a day to be prescribed by the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, the duties on such manufac- 
tures. And for neglect to pay such duties with the additions 
hereinbefore prescribed within ten days after demand, either 
personal or written, left at his, her, ortheir house or place 
of business, or manufactory, the amount of such duties 
may be levied upon the real and personal property of any 
such manufacturer. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to insert in the 
fourteenth line of the same section after the word 
« duties?’ the words * with-additions;”’ so as to 
make it read: 


Andsuch duties, with additions, and whatever shall be the 
expenses of levy, shall bea lien from the day prescribed by 
the Commissioner for their payment aforesaid, in favor of 
the United States, upon the said real and personal prop- 
erty, &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. On page 104, line forty- 
four, | move to insert after the word ‘ duties”? 
the words ‘and additions.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. In line forty-six, same 
section, } move to amend by inserting after the 
word “ duties” the words ‘* with additions.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The clause, as amended, would then read: 


Provided, That the proceeds of the sale of said articles, 
if any there be after deducting the duties with additions 
thereon, together with the expenses of summons, adver- 
tising, and sale, or the excess of the value of said articles, 
atter deducting the duties, with additions, and expenses 


! accrued thereon when turned over to the use of any de- 


partinent of the Government, shall be refunded and paid 
to the manufacturer, or to the person in whose custody or 
possession the articles were when seized. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I moveto insert on page 


| 105, in line nine, section eighty-four, after the 
| word “duties” the words “and add thereto fifty 


per cent.;’’ so as to make it read: 


That in case of the manufacture and sale or delivery of 
any goods, wares, merchandise, or articles as hereinatter 
mentioned, without compliance on the part of the party 
manufacturing the same with all the requirements and reg- 
ulations prescribed by law in relation thereto, the assist- 
ant assessor may, upon such information as he may have, 


i) assume and estimate the amount and value of such manu- 


factures, and uponstch assumed amount assess the duties 5 
and add thereto fifty per cent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend on 
page 109, section eighty-six, line forty-five, by 
striking out the words “one year,” and inserting 
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in Hew thereof the words “six months;™ so as to 
make jt read as follows: 

Provided, That if any. person or agent of any firm, com- 
pany, or corporation shall manufacture for sale tobacco, 
enuff, or cigars of any description without first obtaining 
the permit herein required, such person or agent shall be 
subject, upan conviction thereof, toa perialty of $100, and 
in addition, thereto shall be Hable to imprisonment for a 
term not exceeding six months, at the discretion of the 
court. $ Bee j 

The amendricnt was agreed to. 


C Mr PENDLETON. On page 113, inline eigh- 


teen, T move to.strike out the word “five,” and 
fosertin licu thereof the word “three.’? “I move, 


algo, in line twenty, to strike out the words ‘not | 
exceeding two. years ‘nor less than one year,” 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words “not ex- | 
ceeding six months;” so as to make it read: 


I desire to say in reference to that amendment 
that several succeeding sections in relation to ex- 
press companies, telegraph companies, and some 
others, have repeated in them a provision by 
which the returns shall be made and the taxes | 
collected. I propose to strike out of each of these 
sections whatever relates to that subject and to 
condense them all into one section providing that 
the returns shall be made and the taxes collected 
| in one way in respect to them all. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. E desire to offer a substitute 
! for the following proviso: 

Provided, ‘That all such persons, companies, and corpo- 
rations shall have the right to add the duty or tax imposed 
hereby to their rates of fare whenever their liability thereto | 
may commence, any limitations which may exist by law 


or by agreement with any person or company which may 
have paid or be liable to pay such fare to the contrary not- 


| 
i 
i 
| 


Sec! 90. Bad be it further eriacted, Thatevery manufac- 
turer or maker of tobacco, snuff, or cigars of any descrip- 
uon, assereinbefore: mentioned, or his ehief workman, 
agent, or saperintendent, shall, at the erd of each and | 
every. mouth, make and signa declaration, iu writing, that | 
yo. such article or commodity, as aforesaid, las, during 
suly preceding month or time when the last declaration 
was.made, been removed, carried, or sent, or caused, or 
suffered, or known.to have been removed, carried, or sent, 
from the.premises ofsuch manufacturer or maker, other than 
such as have been duly assessed and the duties imposed by 
law paid ‘thereon, on pain of such manufacturer ‘or maker 
forfeiting for every refusal or neglect to make such declara- 
tion @100. And if any such manufacturer or maker, or his 
chief workman, agent, or superintendent, shal] make any 
false or untrue declaration, such manufacturer or maker, 
or chief workman, agent, or superintendent, making the j 
same, upon conviction thereof, shall forfeit $300, or, atthe 
discretion: of the court, be liable to imprisonment for a term i 
not exeeeding six months. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. l desire to move an 
amendment on page 127. 
Mr. PENDLETON. 
aleman for that purpose. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
ment on page 116. 

The CHAIRMAN. The unanimous consent 
of the committee was given'to the gentleman from 
Ohio to offer his amendments at this time. 

. Mr. MOORHEAD. Iundersteod the Chair to 
allow the gentleman from New York to offer his | 
amendment. Now,sir,1 do not know why Iam 
uot as good looking as he is, and should not be 
permitted to offer an amendment also, 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH,. The gentleman may 
be as good looking, but just now he cannot come 
in. [Laughter. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. 
from New York offering his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 


I will yield to the gen- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


I object to the gentleman 


L-desire to offer an amend- || 


li officer, inthe manner and form to be prescribed from time i 


withstanding. | 
l do not know what is to be the effect of the | 
amendment to be moved for these sections by the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Penpieton.] This 
proviso, however, is to remain. Lhope that the 
committee will consider this now. It is among | 
the reserved sections, 
Mr. MORRILL. We will have to come back 
to this section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the | 
‘amendment proposed to be moved by the gentle- | 
i 
| 


| man from Ohio, [Mr. Penpurron.} 
i The Clerk read, as follows: 

“And be it further enacted, Thatany person, firm, company, | 
or corporation owning or possessing, or having the care or 
management of auy railroad, steamboat, ferry boat, or other 
boat or bridge, or carrying or doing an express business, or 
engaged in the business of insurance as hereinbefore de- 
scribed, or owning or having the care avd management of 
any telegraph line, or owning, possessing, leasing, or bav- 
ing the control or management of any circus, theater, op- 
i era, or museum, shall within twenty days after the end of | 
! each and every 1month take a list or return in duplicate to 
he assistant assessor of the district, stating the gross amount 
| of their receipts respectively for the month uext preceding, 
| which retuen shail be verified by the oati or affirmation of | 
| such owner, possessor, manager, agent, or other proper | 


to time by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue; and | 
shali also, within ten days, pay to the collector of the dis 
triet the full amount of duties which have acerucd on such 
| receipts for the mouth aforesaid; and in case of neglect or | 


! after such return should have been made as aforesaid, the | 
| assessor or assistant assessor shall proceed to estimate the 
| amount received and the duties payabie thereon,and shall 
; add thereto ten per cent, as hereinbefore provided in other 
! eases of delinquency to make return for purposes of assess- 
| ment; and for the purpose of making such assessment, or 
| of ascertaining the correctness of any such return, the | 


be subject to the inspection of the assessor or tantas- | 
t sessor on his demand or request therefor; and in case of | 


will then proceed with his amendments. 
Mr.PENDLETON. Onpage 141, section one 


i 
4 
i 


hundred and one, I move to amend by striking j: 


i 
j 


out from the word ‘“ description,” in the twenty- 
sixth line, down to the word “embraced,” in the į 
sixty-sixth line, as follows: i 
And the: owner, possessor, or person or persons having | 
the care and management of anysueh railroad, steamboat, || 
ferry-boat, or.other vessel, or bridge, as aforesaid, shail, | 
withiu five days after the end of each and every month, | 
make a list or retura in duplicate-to the assistant assessor | 
of the district within which such owner, possessor, Com- i 
pany, or corporation may have his or its place of busi- | 
j 

| 

H 

| 

| 

! 

i 

| 


ness,or Where any steh railroad, steamboat, ferry-boat, or | 
bridge is located or belongs, respectively, stating tbe gross | 
amount of such yeccipts for the month next preceding, | 
which retarn shat be verified by the oath or affirmation of i 
such Owner, possessor, umuager, agent, or other proper 
officer, in the manner and form to be prescribed from time 
to time by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and 
shalt also, within the time prescribed for the payment of 
duties by manufacturers, pay to the collector of the dis- |: 
trict the full amount of duties which have acerued on such 
receipts for the month aforesaid; and in case of negie 
or refusal to make said lists ur return for the space of five 
days after such return should be made as aforesaid, the 
assessor or assistant assessor shall proceed to estiniate the i 
amount received and the duties payable thereon, as here- 
inbefore provided in other’ cases of delinquency to make 
return for purposes Of assessment; and for the purpose of 
inaking such assessment, or of asce}taining the correct- 
ness Of any such return, the books of any such person, 
company, or corpofation shall-be subject to the inspection 
of the assessor or assistant assessor on-his demand or re- 
quest therefor; und in case of negicct or refusal tò. pay the 
duties as aforesaid when the same have heen ascertained 
as aforesaid for the space af five days after the same shall i 
have become. payable, the-owuer, possessor, or person hay- } 
ing fle munagement as aforesaid, shall pay, in addition, į 
five per cent. on the amount of such duties; and for any | 

i 

l 


i 
i 

j 
| 
i 


attempt Knowingly to evade the payment of such duties, i 
the said owner, possessor, or person having the care or 
management as aforesaid, shall be Hable to pay a penalty 
of $1,000 fbr every such attempt, tu be recovered as pro- i 
vided in thi tior the recovery of penalties; and all pro- i 
visions of tiisact iu relation to Hens and collections by |j 
distraints not ikeompatible herewith, shalt 
sectionand the objects therein ambraccd. 


ii of such duties and additions; and for any attempt know- i 


li aforesaid shall be liable to pay a penalty of $1,000 for every 


! herewith, shall apply to this seetion and the objects therein 


apply to this 4 


| books of any such person, company, or corporation shall | 
t 
i 


negleet or refusal to pay the duties with the addition afore- | 
said, when the same have been ascertained, for the space 
of ten days after the same shall have become payable, the | 
owner, possessor, or person having the management as | 
| aforesaid, shall pay in addition ten per cent. on the amount | 


| 


| ingly to evade the payment of such duties, the said owner, | 
| possessor, or person having the care or management as 


such attempt, to be recovered as provided in thisact forthe 
recovery of penalties; and all provisions of this act in re- 
lation to liens and collections by disuraint, notinconipatible 


embraced. | 
Mr. KASSON. Does this include the words i 
‘ propelied by steam’? as applicable to boats? i 


Mr. PENDLETON. ‘This applies to railroads, į 
steamboats, ferry-boats, or otber boats. 

Mr. KASSON. You say “or other boats,’ 
i think that | 


J 
H 


Mr, PENDLETON, 
Mr. BOUTWELL. 


It provides within ten | 
ays they shall return the amount. 5 
Mr. BOUTWELL. And the return is to be 
made in five days after the close of the month? > 

Mr. PENDLETON. No, sir; not within five 
days according to the provisions of my amend- 
ment. I 

Mr. BOUTWELL. When is it to be made? į 

Mr. PENDLETON. Within the firsttwenty | 
days of the month, and within ten days after the 
return is made the duty isto be paid. If the gen- 
tleman will look at the bill he will see that it was 
originally provided that the return should be made 
infive days. Bat upon representations upon this | 
| Subjectimade to the committee, they were led to H 


i 


| refusal to make said lists or return for the space of ten days || 


| matter, 
be amended so as to make all these moneys pay- 


conclude in reference to some of these companies 
that it would be utterly impossible for them to 
make their returns, 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I desire to say that this 
provision of law, if it becomes a law, will be 
impracticable. The assessor must make up his 
lists after he receives the returns from the per- 
sons liable to pay the tax, and those lists must 
be transmitted to the collector, and ‘the collector’s 
books must be made up after that. Now, ten days 
is not sufficient for all that. Now, ladmit lam 
myself unable to understand what this committee 
is doing to-night, but I submit that in all these 

rovisions we ought to have u general system. 

anufacturers are required to make their returns 
in acertain time. After the close of the month, 
within a certain number of days, the assessors 
must make their returns to the collectors; and 
within a certain number of days the collectors 
are required to make the collections. Now, I 
think all these monthly returns- should follow the 
same rule. f 

I will say here what I have had a mind to say 


| several times during the session of the committee 


upon this bill, that heretofore I believe the duties 


| paid by insurance companies have been paid di- 


recily to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
By the bill as it has already been adopted, and by 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Ohio, these moneys are now to be paid to the col- 


| lectors of the districts. The billas originally re- 


ported contemplated a similar payment by the 
banks and railroad companies upon their divi- 
dends and the reserve made upon the payment of 
interest upon their indebtedness. I think any de- 
parture from the old Jaw in that particular is ex- 
pensive and injurious, We collect now aboutsix 
million dollars a year; and under the new bill we 
shall probably collect fifteen or twenty million 
dollars from the ‘same source, ata less expense 
than alike amount of money was ever collected 
in any civilized country. These corporations are 
generally managed by competent men; their 
names and business are known to the Department 
here; booksare prepared in which their namesare 
entered, and at any moment you can tell whether 
any company is delinquentor not. Thus far they 
have been required by liw to make their returns 


| to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, and 


they have been made promptly; and within ten 
days the money is in the hands of the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue without any cost. 

Now, the proposition is to transfer this simple 
business of recetving the certificates of deposit by 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to the col- 
lectors of the districts, thereby increasing the de- 
lay and increasing the expense of collection, f 
believe that all that this committee has thus far 
done with reference to the collection of revenue— 
L do not speak now of duties imposed, because 
whatever has been done in that respect has been 
in the main well done—has been erroneous. 

{flere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts that although some parts of 
the bill were reported providing tbat these pay- 
ments should be paid tothe collectors, yet it was 


i the purpose of the Committee of Ways and Means 


to restore every part to such shape as should pro- 
vide that they should be made to the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue. I sce that my colleague (Mr. 
PenpieTon] has not followed the action of the 
Committee of Ways and Means in respect to this 
I trust he will allow this proposition to 


able to the Commissioner of internal Revenue. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Dol understand the gen- 
tleman to say that the Committee of the Whole 
adopted a provision of that kind? 

Mr. MORRILL, I believe we have in every 
instance directed that this money should be paid 
to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr.PENDLETON, think that purpose bas 


i not been carried out. 


Mr. MORRILL. ITunderstand thatit has been 
done in every instance with one exception. 

Mr. PENDLETON. If that is the case Lam 
not aware of it. I certainly agree with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, that there should be 
a conformity, and therefore 1 ask. to modify the 
amendment, and instead of the words “ collectors 
of the district” where they occur in the amend- 
foent, Lintended to offer to insert the words “Com- 
missioncr of Internal Revenue.” That will bein 
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Whole, and it will meet also the objection raised | 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. i 
Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say further in re- |! 
ply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, that per- | 
haps he did not distinctly hear the proposition of |; 
my colleague upon the Committee of Ways and |! 
Means. ‘here are twenty days given in the first |! 
instance to make the return, and ten days afterare |; 
allowed for payment. I suggest to my colleague 
| 
i 
| 
i 
li 
i 


that in the forepart of the proposition the word į 
“boat”? be stricken out, and ** vessel propelled į 
by steam power”? be inserted in its place. 
Mr. PENDLETON. Ihave no objection to 
that. 
Theamendmenttothenmendment wasagreed to. 
The amendment, as amended, was then adopted. 
Mr. PENDLETON. In section one hundred 
and two | move to strike out all after the word 
“business,” in line fivé, as follows: 


Aud shall be subject to the same provisions, rales, and i 
penalties as are presctibed for the persons, firms, compa- 
nies, or Corporations owning or possessing or having the 
management of railroads, steamboats, and ferry-boats. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. | move to amend sec- 
tion one hundred and three by striking out all after 
the words ‘t United States,” in line thirteen, down 
to and including the words “ ferry-boats,’’in line jj 
nineteen, as follows: | 


And that the said person, firm, company, association, or 
corporation engaged in the business of insurance as above 
defined, shall be subject to the same provisions, rules, and 
penalties as are prescribed for the persons, firms, compa- lj 
nies, or corporations owning or possessing, or having the 
management of railroads, steamboats, and ferry-boats. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend sec- | 
tion one hundred and five by striking outall after 
the word “corporation,” in line seven, down to || 
the end of the section, as follows: | 


And the owncr, possessor, or person or persons having 
the care or management of any such telegraphic line shall, 
within five duys after the end of each and every month, 
make a fist or return, in duplicate, to the assistant assessor 
of the district Within which such owner, possessor, com- 
pany, or corporation may have his or its place of business 
or is located, respectively, stating the gross amount of sich 
receipts for the month next preceding, which jist or return | 
shall be verified by the oath or affirmation of such owner, i 
possessor, mannger, agent, or other proper officer, in the t 
manner and form to be prescribed from time totime by the |; 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue; and shall, atso, within || 
the time prescribed for the payment of duties by manu- j; 

i 
i 
$ 


facturers, pay to the collector of the district the full amount 
of duties which have accrued on such receipts for the inonth |! 
aforesaid; and in case of neglect or refusal to make said 
list or return for the space of five days atter such return 
should be made as aforesaid, the assessor or assistant as- į 
sessor shall proceed to estimate the amount received and 
the duties payable thereon, as hereinbefore provided in 
other enses of delinquency to make return for purposes of | 
nssussment; and forthe purpose of making such assess 
ment, or of ascertaining the correctness of any such return, 
the books of any such person, company, or corporation shall 
be subject to the inspection of the assessor or assistant i 
sessor on his demand or request therefor; and in case of | 
neglect or refusal to pay the duties as aforesaid when the | 
same have been ascertained ns aforesaid for the space of | 
five days after the same shall have become payable, the ji 
owner, possessor, or person having the management as i 
f 
' 
| 
| 
f 
| 
i 


said, shalt pay, in addition, five per cent. on the 
amount of such duties; and for any attempt knowingly to 
evade the payment of such duties, the said owner, pos- 
gessor, Or person having the care or management as aore- | 
said, shall be liable to paya penalty of $1,000 for every |: 
such attempt, to be recovered as provided in this act for the 
recovery of penalties; and all provisions of this act in re- 
lation to liens and collections by distraint not incompatible i 
herewith shall apply to this section and the objects therein 
embraced, 


Mr. PRICE. 


I would ask the gentleman from | 
Ohio whether he proposes to preserve the amend- | 
ment made in this section in passing through the | 
biil before. We passed an item of fifty percent. | 
on the additional charges of these telegraph com- | 
panies. ! 

M:. PENDLETON, Iwill givethe gentieman | 
from Lowa an opportunity of moving thatamend- | 
ment at the proper time. i 

The CHAIRMAN. This is one of the pro- | 
visions of the bill that was reserved for future | 
action, and will be reached in its regular order | 
when the gentleman from Ohio gets through with | 
his amendments. i 

Mr. PRICE. This section was acted on, and | 
the amendment to which L refer was agreed to. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the | 
Clerk corresponds with that of the Chair, that 1 
no amendment was actually made, but that the | 
section was reserved to be considered by the com- | 
mittee at some future lime. i 


; making such sal 


Mr.. KASSON, 1! know that this was among 
the reserved sections. : 
Mr. PRICE. J want to know if it was not 


! amended in passing through the bill before? 


Mr. STEVENS. Theamendment was offered, 


|i but Was not acted on. 


Mr. PENDLETON. in section one hundred 


and eleven | move to strike outall after the word 
: “entertainments,” in line thirteen, down to the 


end of the section, as follows: 


And shall within five days after the end of each and ev- 
ery month make a list or return to the assistant assessor of 
the district in which any theater, opera, circus, museum, 
or other place or building, as aforesaid, is located, respect- 
ively, stating the gross amount of such receipts for the 
month next preeeding. which return shall be verified by the 


! oath oraffirmation ofsuch person, firm, or corporation, or the 


manager or agentthereot, in the mannerand form to be pre- 
seribed from time to time by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue; and shall also, within the time prescrihed for 


+ the payment of duties on manufactures, pay to the collector 
! or deputy collector of the district the full amount of duties 
i which have 


accrued on such receipts for the month afore- 
subjectio all the provisions of law in relation to 
returns, liens, flues, penalties, and forfeitures, 


and be 
essments 


a 


i not inconsistent herewith, in the case of manufacturers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PENDLETON, I now move to insert 
after section one hundred and eleven the addi- 


i tional section which I sent to the Clerk’s desk 
l and which has been read. 


Mr. MORRILL. l move to insert the word 
t form” before company.” 

Mr.PENDLETON. {wiil modify my amend- 
ment in that way. 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. [now move to transpose 
section one hundred and six, relating to banks 
and banking; sections one hundred and seven, 


| one hundred and eight, and one hundred and nine, 
| relating to lotteries; and section one hundred and 
ten, relating to advertisements; so that they shall 


come in after the section just adopted. 

The object in transposing them is because the 
provisionsof the section just adopted do notapply 
to the subjects of the sections I wish transposed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. On page 148, in line 
twenty-eiglit, I move to strike out “five hun- 
dred?’ and insert ‘one thousand;”’ so as to make 


it correspond with the section just adopted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I movetoamend section 


| one hundred and seven by striking out * $500” | 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘* $1,000, | 


besides the additions, nenaities, and forfeitures in 
other cases provided ;”’ so that it will read: 
And in defxult of making such lists or returns, the said 


|, proprietors, managers, and agents, and all other persons 
ject toand pay a penalty of, 


ts, shall be s 
$500; and the said proprietors, managers, and agents shall, 
in default of paying the said duty or tax at the time herein 
required, be subject to and pay a penalty of $1,000, besides 
the additions, penalties, aud forfeitures in other cases pro- 
vided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. 


to $1,060. 

ihe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Imovetoamend section 
one hundred and ten by striking out “ five’? and 


| inserting “ ten;’? so thar it will read: 


And in case of neglect or refusal to pay the duties, as 
aforesaid, for the space of thirty days after said daties be- 
come due and payable, said owner, possessor, or person or 


persons having the care or management of said newspa- | 


pers or publications, as aforesaid, shall pay, in addition 
thereto, u penalty of ten per cent. on the amount due. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend the 


same section by striking out “8500 and inserting 
“91,000; so that it will read: 


And in ease of fraud or evasion, whereby the revenue 
is attempted to be defrauded, or the duty withheld, said 
owners, possessors, or person or persons having the care 
or management of 
as aforesaid, shall f 
each offense, or for any sum fraudulently unaccounted for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend the 


same section by adding after the words ‘in rela- | 
tion to” the words “ returns, additions, penalties, | 


forfeitures,” so that it will read: 
And all provisions in this act in relation to returns, ad- 
ditions, penaltics, forfeitures, liens, assessments, and coj- 


leetion. not-incompatibie herewith, shall appiy to this sce- || 


tiou and the objects herein embraced. 
The amendment was agreed’ io. 


1 moveto amend in the ; 
. iir : D j i 
| same section by increasing the penalty of $500 | 


id newspapers or other publications, ; 
cit and pay a penalty of $1,000 for i 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move to amend section’ 
one hundred and sixteen by striking out tre words 
| “and proceed thereafter to colleet.”? : 

! The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. 1 -movetoamend section 
one hundred and seventeen by striking out “five”? 
and inserting “ ten,” so that it will reed: ` | 


Sec. 117. And be tt further enacted, That the duties on 
incomes herein imposed shall be levied on the Ist day of 
May, and be due and payable on or before the 30th day of 
June, in each year, until aad including the year 1870, and 
no longer; and to any sum or sums annually due and un- 
paid for thirty days after the 30th of June, as aforesaid, and 
for ten days after demand.thereof by the.collector, there shall 
be levied in addition thereto the.sum-of ten per cent. on the 
amount of duties unpaid, as-a penalty. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.PENDLETON. I move toamend section 
one hundred and eighteen by striking out “$500” 
and inserting ‘* $1,000;”’ so that it will read: 

And for any default in the making or rendering of such 
i list or return with such declaration annexed, the bank, 
trust company, savings institution, or insurance company, 
| making such default, shall forfeit as a penalty the. sun of 
i $1,000, 
| The amendment was agreed to. 


i) Mer. PENDLETON. I move to.amend section 
|| one hundred and twenty by striking out * $500” 
and inserting ‘*$1,000;”’ so that it will read: 


And for any default in making or rendering such list or 
return, with the declaration annexed, or of the payment of 
the duty as aforesaid, the railroad company making such 
default shall forfeit as a penalty the sum of $1,000; and in 
case of any default in making or rendering said list or re- 
turn, or of the payment ofthe duty, or any part thereof, as 
aforesaid, the assessment and collection of the duty and 
penalty shall be made according to the general provisions 
of law in other cases of neglect or refusal. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Imovetoamend section 
/ one hundred and twenty-four by adding after the 
word * laws” the words t‘ the assistant assessor 
i shall make out such lists and valuations as in 
: other cases of neglect or refusal, and shall assess 
| the duty thereon, and the collector;’? so that it 
will read: ; 


Or shall deliver to said assessor or assistant assessor a 
false schedule or statement of such legacies, property, or 
personal estate, or give the names and relationship of the 
persons entitled to beneficial interests therein untruly, or 
shall not truly aud correctly set forth and state therein the 
clear value of such beneficial interest, or where no admin- 
istration upon such property or personal estate shall have 
been granted or allowed under existing laws, the assistant 
assessor shali make out; &e. 5 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I moveto amend, just 
after thelastamendment, by striking out the words 
“the proper officer of the United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move toamend section 
one hundred and twenty-four by striking out the 
following: 
| And if any such person, having in bis possession, charge, 
| or custody any such records, files, or papers, shall refuse 
| or negiect to exhibit the same on request, as aforesaid, he 
i shali forfeit aud pay the sum of $500; and in case of any 
delinquency in making the schedule, list, or statement, or 
in the payment of the duty or tax accruing, or which should 
accrue thereon, the assessmentaud collection shaji be made 
as provided for in the general provisions of this act. 


The amendment was agreed te. 


Mr. PENDLETON. I move toamend section 
one hundred and forty-seven by striking out “and 
a like sum for every succeeding mouth during 
which such neglect shall continue.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.PENDLETON. I move toamend section 
i one hundred and fifty-five by adding after the 
| word ‘timposed’’ the words ‘‘or if any person 
; shall willfully remove or cause to be removed from 
| a stamped envelope the canceling or defacing 
i marks thereon with intent touse the same, or 
} 
t 


w” 


| cause the use of the same the second time, or shall 
knowingly or willfully sell or buy such washed 
stamps or offer the same for saleor give or expose 
the same to any person for use, er knowingly use 
the same with intent for the second use thereof;”? 
so that it will read: 

Or if any person shall.frauduiently cut, tear, or get off, or 
cause or procure to be cut, torn, or got off, the inipression of 
any stamp or die which shall have been provided, made, or 
{ used in pursuance of this act,from any vellum, parchment, 
or paper, or any instrument or writing charged or charge- 
| able with any of the duties hereby imposed; or if any per- 
son shall wilifully remove; &c. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. PENDLETON. Imovetoamend section 
! one hundred and fifty-six by-striking out the word 
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“ misdemeanor”? and inserting in lieu thereof the 
word “felony,” so that it will read: 


Any person who shall fraudulently obtain or use any of 
the afor $ r 
forging, or counterfeiting, or causing or procuring the forg- 
ing or counterfeiting any representation, likeness, simili- 
tude, or colorable imitation of the said Just-mentioned 
stamp, Or. any engraver or printer who shall sell or give 
away said stainps, or selling the same, or, beinga merchant, 
broker, peddier, or person dealing, in whole or in part, in 
similar goods, wares, merchandise, manufactures, prepa- 
rations, or articles, or those designed for similar objects or 
purposes, shall have knowingly or fraudulently in his, her, 
or their possession any such forged, counterfeited likeness, 
similitude, or colorable imitation of the said last-mentioned 
stanip, shal! be deemed guilty of a felony, and, upon eon- 
viction thereof, shall be subject to all the penalties, fines, 
and forfeitures prescribed in the preceding section of this 
act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. On page 28, section twenty- 
seven, L move to changé in line two the word 
‘ten? to the word ‘t twenty,” so as to make it 
read: 

That each of said collectors shall, within twenty days 


after receiving his Annual collection list from the assessors, 
respectively, as aforesaid, give notice, by advertisement 


publishedsia each county in bis collection district, in one | 


newspaper printed in such county, if any such there be, 
aud by notifications to be posted up tn at least four public 
places in cach county in his collection district, that the said 
duties have become due and payable, and state the time 
and place within said county at which he orhis deputy will 
attend to receive the same, which time shall not be less 
than ten days after such notification. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KASSON. In lines thirty-five and thirty- 


‘seven l move the same amendment, so as to make 
the clause read: 


And with respect fo all such duties or taxes as are not j 


included in the antal lists aforesaid, and all taxes and 
duties the collection of which is not otherwise provided 
for in this act, it shall be the duty of each collector, in per- 
son or by deputy, to.demand payment thereof, in the man- 
ner last mentioned, within twenty days from and after re- 
ceiving the list thereof from the assessor, or within twenty 
days from and after the expiration of the time within which 
such duty or tax should have beeu paid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


„The following section being under considera- 
tion—— 

Src. 73. and he it further enacted, That in every case 
where more than one of the pursuits, employments, or 0c- 
cupations, hereinafter described, shall be pursued or carried 
on in the same place by the same person at the same time, 
except as therein mentioned, license must be taken out for 
each according tq the rates severally preseribed— 

Mr. KASSON. I move to add at the end 
thereof as follows: 

_ Provided, That in towus having a less population than 
six thousand persons, according to the last preceding cén- 
sus, ove license so applied for nay embrace the business 
of insurance agents, land-warrant brokers, claim agents, 
and real estate agents, upon payment of the highest fee 
applicable to either one of said pursuits. 

My reason for offering thisamendment is, that 
in these small towns the persons who engage in 
these pursuits make barely a living, the amount 
of business transacted by them being very small. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. Ou page 97, in line four hun- 


dred and nine, 1 move to amend by striking out | 


the word ‘others’? and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words “ more than one person under him or 
them.” 

‘Lhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KASSON. 
ment, for which I have. not the authority of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, but to which | 
desire to eall the attention of this committee. I 
move to strike out of lines four hundred and eleven 
and four hundred: and. twelve, same section, the 
words “ who shall not-have taken out a license 
as a manufacturer,” so that the paragraph as 
amended would read: 
¢ At. Miners shall- pay for each and every Hceense the sum 
often dollars. Every person, firm, or company who shall 
einploy more than one person under him or them in the 
business of mining for coal, for gold, silver, quicksilver, 
copper, lead, iron, zinc, spelter, or other minerais shall be 
regarded as a miner under.this act. 


1 desire to say upon that amendment that the 


business of the miver is as distinct from that of | 


the manufacturer as is the business of the manu- 
facturer of goods from that of the person who 
sells them at.retail or wholesale. The object of 
the-Committee-of Ways and Means has been not 
to require the person who actually works tv the 
mines to take out-a-license, At the same time, 
it-seems to me thatthe person engaged in the busi- 
ess of manufacturing minerals ought not to be 


said stamps or designs therefor, and any person į 


I submitalso another amend- | 


į paying taxes. 


required to pay a license as a miner, the business | 


of mining and mapufacturing being entirely dis- 
tinct. l 
Mr: SHANNON. 
or two upon this subject, and to enable me to do 
so 1 will move to strike out the whole seetion. 
Now, sir, there are no people in this country who 
understand better the condition ofthe Government 
than the miners. They fully realize the fact that 
we have reached a point where it becomes neces- 
sary for the Government to tax heavily or perish. 
And, sir, there are no people in this country who 
are more willing to contribute to the preservation 
of this Government than the Joyal miners on the 
Pacific coast. There are no people more liberal 
than they are. They are as willing to give their 
Jast dollar as are the people of Iowa, to whom the 


gentleman from that State [Mr. Winsoy] this af- ; 


ternoon referred, y 
But, sir, there are two modes of taxation—one 
is totax the peoplein a manner that is not odious, 


and the other is to tax them in an odiousand ob- | 


noxious manner. And this, sir, is one of the lat- 
ter class. 

It is true that the gentleman seeks so to qualify 
his section by the amendment, that the person 


who mines for himself on individual enterprise 


shall not be required to pay for a license; that the | 


license shall be confined to the person or persons 
who employ others. Now, sir, ina certain class 
of mining, called tunnel mining, the only way the 
mines can be opened is by a large classof miners 
associating together and employing others. I 
have known companies of that kind to work for 
one, two, three, four, and five years, running a 
bed-rock tunnel without receiving one dollar. And 
probably, after they get through the mountain, 
after they have succeeded in getting through the 


tunnel, they then get not a dollar, because there’ 


are no minerals there. 

Now, sir, to impose a tax of ten ‘dollars upon 
each one of these companies running bed-rock tun- 
nels, without knowing whether they are to receive 
anything for their labor or not, is, in my judgment, 
unjust, Itis not justto tax them on probabilities, 
on whatare called hazards, on uncertainties, which 
are the peculiarity of this description of mining. 
I undertake to say that while probably not so in- 
tended, itis an outrage upon that kind of miners 
and mining. 

Where a company employs others to prospect 
a quartz vein and operates two or three years 
without making a single cent, not knowing 
whether or not there is anything in the vein unul 
they have determined that fact by dint of labor 
and capital, I say that to impose a tax upon that 
labor is obnoxious, You may realize but a few 
dollars from this tax, but I hope that the com- 
mittee will impose it in some other way. Im- 
pose a tax upon the product or in some other 


way; then you will get the same amount of rev- j 


enue, and the tax will not be obnoxious. 


Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman from Cali- | 


fornia says that the miners of his part of the 


country understand the necessities of the Govern- | 
ment as well as any other people, and that they | 


are as ready to perform their duty in respect to 
i believe it. 

This section of the bill is notintended to apply 
exclusively to California, but is intended to ap- 
ply to all who are engaged in mining, whether of 


tron, coal, copper, lead, silver,orgold. By strik- | 
ing out this provision we will lose a vast amount | 
I trust that the 


of money in all of the States. 
committee. will not be guilty of such a neglect of 
duty as to abandon the subject of license of mi- 
ners when we restrict and narrow the description 
of them more than any other license in the whole 
bill. We do net impose the tax on anybody at 
ali who does not employ more than one person. 

Mr. SHANNON. Justa moment. Still the 
miners. will- look upon it in this way: that it is 
charging them for the privilege of finding a mine. 


I say, sir, that a man who finds a mine is a ben- i! 


efactor not only to himself but to the country. 
The miners will look upon this tax in this way. 
Ifa tax is to be imposed let it be made less ob- 
noxious. 

Mr. MORRILL. The argument would hold 
good if the miners of California were taxed when 
they start out to hunt the hidden treasures of 
Captain Kidd. [Laughter.] But they are not. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HIGBY. I move to insert after the word 


I desire to offer a remark | 


I 


| men, and I do not think itis right. 


« miners” the words “actually producing min- 
eral,” 

Mr. Chairman, it may have been well said by 
the gentleman from Vermont that there are many 
other kinds of miners included as well as those 
of gold; men who mine for iron ore, men who 
mine for lead, and men who mine for copper; 
but the mines which the gentleman has in his 
mind are all producing mineral. But there is a 
vast expenditure of laborand capital in Califor- 
nia, and in allthe Territories where the precious 
metals are found, in the way of “ prospecting,” 
from which frequently not a cent is returned. 
Now this paragraph would cover that class of 
They should 
not be made to pay a tax until mineral ig pro- 
duced. 

The paragraph was read, as follows: 


47. Minersshall pay for each and every license the sum 
of ten dollars. Every person, firm, or company who shall 
employ others in the business of mining for coal, for gold, 
silver, quicksilver, copper, lead, iron, zinc, spelter, or other 
minerals, who shalJ not have taken out alicense as a man- 
ufacturer, shail be regarded asa miner under this act. 


Mr. KASSON. I ask the gentleman from 
California whether his object would not be ac- 
complished by striking out the word “ for’? where 
it occurs before the words “coal” and ‘ gold.” 
The paragraph was not intended to cover cases 
of ** prospecting,” ' 

Mr. HIGBY. The object is this: that these 
miners should not be compelled to pay this li- 
cense until they have mines producing mineral. 
I passed a claim last year, while making a can- 
vass of the State, where they had been at work 
for two years with an expenditure of $30,000 and 
had made nothing. And those instances are com- 
mon in California. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman ac- 
cept the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. HIGBY. Ido, with the words to be in- 
serted which I have indicated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The next reserved sec- 
tion is on page 106, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read, as follows: 


Sec. 85. Andbeit further enacted, That any person, firm, 
company, or corp®ration manufacturing or producing goods, 
wares, and merchandise, sold or removed for consumption 
or usc, upon which duties or taxes are imposed by law, 
shall, in their return of the value and quantity, render an 
account of the full amount of actual sales made by the 
manufacturer, producer, or agent thereof, and shail state in 
a separate column the items and account of the deductions, 
if any, claimed; whether any part, and if so, what part, 
of said goods, wares, and merchandise has been consumed 
or used by the owner, owners, or agent, or used for the 
production of any other manufacture or product, together 
with the market value of the same at the time of such use 
or consumption ; whether such goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise were shipped fora foreign port or consigned to auction 
or commission merchants, other than agents, for sale; and 
shall make a return according to the value at the place of 
shipment, when shipped for a foreign port, or according to 
the value at the place of manufacture or production, when 
removed for use or consumption, or consigned to others 
than agents of the manufacturer or producer, &c. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to add after the 
word “producer,” where it last occurs, the fol- 
lowing: 

The value and quantity of goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise required to be stated as aforesaid, and subject to ad 
valorem duty, shall be estimated by the actual sales by the 
manufacturer, or by his, her, or their agents or persons act- 
ing in his, ber, or their behalf. 

I will merely say that thatisin the present law, 
and was accidentally omitted in this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend, in lines 
twenty-seven and twenty-eight, page 106, by 
striking out the words “the actual commissions 
paid, but not exceeding three per cent.,’? and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘the reasonable commis- 
sions and other expenses bona fide paid.” This 
relates to the deductions allowed to the manufac- 
turer of goods upon sale thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend on line 
ninety-three, page 118, by inserting after the word 
“juice” the words  whenremoved from the plant- 
ation.” This will make the duty on molasses, 
&c., payable whenever it is removed from the 
plantation, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, I move to amend on page 
119, line one hundred and four, by striking out 
“one” and inserting “iwo,” so as to make the 
duty on the gross amount of the sales of sugar 
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refiners two and a half per certi-ad valorem in- 
stead of one anda half. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move toinsert on page 127, 
after line three hundred and sixteen, the following: 


On quieksilver produced from the ore, a duty of five 
per cent, ad valorem, 


Mr. HIGBY. I object to that amendment, but 
not because my own State is particularly interested 
any more probably than many other localities. 
We have one very extensive quicksilver mine in 
that State already developed, but I do not mean 
to apply my remarks directly to that company or 
to the profits of it. 

It will be readily seen that quicksilver is noth- 
ing but a commodity which has no fixed value 
like gold and silver. Its value varies like that of 
any other kind of property. The community must 
pay the greater amount of the duty which is put 
upon this article justas much as they do the duty 
put upon iron. The company cannot be reached 
and made itself to pay this tax, because the busi- 
hess is almost a monopoly, and they have the con- 
trol of the market, and can make the commu nity 
pay whatever they choose, The great body of the 
mining population have to purchase quicksilver 
for their business. It enters into their daily opera- 
tions, and wherever it has to be purchased there 
the price will have to be paid which is demanded 
by these companies. 

If it were an article produced by many com- 
panies thecase would be quite different; because 
then they would enter into competition with each 
other, But as that is not so, they can make the 
production as great a monopoly as they please, 
and the more you increase the taxesso much the 
more the community itself must pay. Such will 
he the practical effectof putting such a tax upon 
this article. 

Mr. MORRILL. 1 do not understand that this 
business is any less profitable than any other pur- 
suit in any other portion of the country; and the 
only argument the gentleman has used In opposi- 
tion to the amendment is, that they having a mo- 
nopoly and the power to increase their prices, will 
be induced to increase them if we tax them. I 
trust the amendment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. In the next line I move to 
strike out ‘“ and quicksilver’? and to insert and” 
between gold’ and ‘t silver.” This takes quick- 
silver out of the list of three per cent. duties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. f move to strike out of line 
three hundred and nineteen the words ‘ad valo- 
rem,” Gentlemen from the mining districts think 
that if they have to pay an ad valorem duty on gold 
and silver, they would not only be compelled to 
pay three dollars upon a hundred, but three per 
cent, upon the value of gold estimated in green- 
backs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCII. I move to amend by 
adding after line two hundred and. twenty-two, 


in reference to the duty on gold and silver, the || 


following proviso: 


And provided further, That nothing contained in this sec- | 
tion shalbappiy to gold and silver produced by smelting, or j 


from what is Known as sweepings, nor to the refining of 
said inctals, 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HIGBY. 
paragraph in relation to gold and silver, and in- 
sert in Heu thereof the following: 

On all gold and silver exceeding in value $600 in coin, 
produced anoually from any mining claim, a duty of three 
pereents Provided, That any such mining clain sball be 
no larger in ground or Jode, for the purposes of this tax, 
than is allowed to each individual by location under the 
rules, regulations, aud customs of miners established in the 
mining district in which such cfaim is located. 


The paragraph as reported by the committee !! 


contemplates taking three cents from every dol- 
lar of gold and silver taken from the mines. I 
have failed to hear from the committee any rea- 
son why a man who goes into the earth and delves 
for gold and silver should not first be protected 
in having a living, just as much as any other per- 
son inany other business. ‘The common laborer 
is not taxed untila certain amount is set apart 
for a livelihood. 
go into the bowels of the earth and extract this 


article, and not first have protected to him a suf | 


ficient amount to live on, I do not understand. 
Let him first have bis hviog as every other man 


I move to strike out the whole ! 


Why a miner should have to | 


has, and then put yourtaxon. There is‘no jus- 
tice in doing it before that. If the farmer and 
mechanic need $600 a year to live on, I think the 
miner needs about that amount to live on for the 
year, and I do not know where he is to acquire 
that amount unless it be from the product of his 
labor in the mines. Justice and equality require 
that he should have something reserved to him 
for his livelihood as much as any man who fol- 
lows any other pursuit. It is therefore but right 
that he should be protected on $600 or some other 
specified amount before you begin to tax or levy 
a premium on his labor. 

Now, I have fixed this amendment so definitely 
that the miners will understand its language. It 
is perfectly well known to them, although mem- 
bers here may not understand it so well. I have 
quoted the language used in our statutes in refer- 
ence to this subject. Let it be well understood 
that this is a tax over and above the income tax. 
It is in addition to that. We find no fault with 
the committee for taxing miners a certain amount 


that there shall be something first secured to the 
miner as a source of livelihood. That is but just 
and right. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to 
me that these gold miners, who are a very meri- 
torious class of people, have been very much 
spoiled heretofore by the indulgence of the Gov- 
ernment, and that now they are showing it through 
their Representatives. The manufacturer who 
finds his own capital pays five per cent. upon the 
products, but these are not manufacturers. They 
come upon the lands which belong to the Gov- 
ernment and we only charge them a royalty on 
what they are digging of our gold. They come 
upon our lands on which they have no business 
at all except by the permission of the Govern- 
ment, and now we only ask them to pay three 
per cent. on the rich metal they extract. Why, 
sir, in Pennsylvania you cannot get the riglit to 
mine coal short of twenty-five cents per ton, and 
you cannot get the right to mine iron ore short 
of from fifty cents to a dollar per ton. That is 
what the owners of the land charge. As the 
owners of these lands we are not charging these 


them a royalty. 

Mr. HIGBY. I would ask the gentleman if 
gold and silver do not havea standard value? But 
when other articles are taxed the price will of 
course rise. I would ask the gentleman if when 
iron is taxed it is not sold for a higher price? 

Mr. STEVENS. We are not taxing wrought 
gold and silver. We are taxing the right to dig 
the ore. When the owner of lands containing iron 
ore sells the right to dig it, he charges from fifty 
cents to a dollar aton,and besides that if the man 
who purchases that right be a manufacturer he 
has to pay a high manufacturers’ tax in addition 
But here we only tax the right to dig the ore. I 
i am sorry our friends from California do not ap- 
| preciate the liberality of the Government. 

Mr. HIGBY called for tellers on his amend- 
ment. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. WALLACE. I move to amend this sec- 


words: f 
Provided, That all such duties acerning Upon gold and 

į siiver produced as aforesaid shall be due and payable in 

i cain or bullion. 

| 

| 


i in this bill where a distinction is made in the char- 
| acter of the payments required to be made by the 
| people. ‘Tie miners are required to pay in coin 
i; or in gold or silver bullion. Lask the committee 
whether there is any fair and good reason for 
making such a distinction. ‘The Goverament of 
| the United States has flooded the Pacific coast 
with paper money. Every person engaged in 
business there, whether he 1s ranning a rum-mll, 
a billiard-saloon, ora bowling-alley, can pay the 
tax required of him in the paper currency of the 
| country issued by the Government itself. But 
when you come to the miner, the most mentori- 
ous class of people in that section of country, you 
require him to pay his taxes in goid or silver. 
When the tax-gatherer comes around, and the 
miner presents to him the paper currency issued 


"by the Government, it isrepudiated. Why should 


| Congress place the Government in that position, | 


over and above the income tax, but we do insist | 


miners for their labor; we are simply charging į 


f tion by striking out the proviso, which is in these 


Mr. Chairman, I think this is the only instance | 
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repudiating its paper, and requiring miners: to 
pay in coin or gold or silver bullion, while every 
other person can pay hig taxes in the currency 
of the country? For that reason, and believing 
that this is an inequality which is odious and of- 
fensive, I have offered the amendment. E 

Tellers were ordered on the amendment; and 
Messrs. STEELE, of New Jersey, and SHANNON, 
were appointed. 

The committee divided; and thetellers reported 
—ayes sixty-four, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that’ the committee 
do now rise for the purpose of closing debate on 
these paragraphs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasupurne; of Illinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration as 
aspecial order the internal revenue bill, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that all debate on 
these paragraphs shall close in one second after the 
consideration of the bill shall be. resumed in the 
Committee of theWhole on the state of the Union, 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly súspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wass- 
puRNE, Of Illinois, in the chair,) and resumed the- 
consideration, as a special order, of the internal . 
revenue bill, all debate on the pending paragraphs 
being closed in one second. 

Mr. SHANNON. | offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Add to the paragraph the following proviso : 

Provided, Upon the payment of such tax by the owner or 
company owning any mine, the collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district in which the mining claim is located, 
shall execute a receipt to the party paying the same, par- 
ticularly describing the mine, and such receipt shall be evi~- 
dence in favor of the party holding the same of his or their 
right to the use, occupancy, and possession of the mine, so 
described, as against the United States: Provided further, 
Thatif any person or company shall neglect or refuse to pay 
the tax herein provided for, the party so neglecting or re- 
fusing shall forever forfeit all right to such mine or claim, 
and the same shall be open and subject torelocation by any 
other person. 

Mr. GANSON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by providing that the receiptshall bear such 
stamp as is required for the conveyance of real 
estate. [Laughter.] 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. Suannon’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BENNET. I move to amend section 
ninety-five, line three hundred and nineteen, by 
inserting after the words “ ad valorem”? the words 
“on the net proceeds;”’ so that it will read: 


On gold, silver, and quicksilver, produced from quartz 
mines, from beds of rivers, from the earth, or In any other 
way or manner, a duty of three per cent. ad valorem on the 
net proceeds. ‘ 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the same 
paragraph by striking out “ three per cent.” and 
inserting in lieu thereof “ five per cent.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. KASSON. I move to add the following 
as a new section, after section ninety-five: 


And be it further enacted, That every person, firm, or 
corporation who shall have made any contract priorto the 
passage of this act, and without other provisions therein 
for the payment of duties, by law enacted subsequently 
thereto, en articles to be delivered under such contract, is 
hereby authorized and empowered to add to the prices 
thereof so much money as will be equivalent to the duty 
so subsequently imposed on said articles, and not pre- 
viously paid by the vendee; and shall be entitled by virtue 
thereof to be paid and to sue for and recover the same ac- 
cordingly : Provided, That when the United States is the 
purchaser under such prior contract, the certificate of the 
proper officer of the Department, by which the contract 
was made, showing, according to regulations to be pre- 
seribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, the articles so 
purchased by the United States and liable to such subse- 
quent duty, shall be taken and received, so far as the same 
is applicable, in discharge of such subsequent duties on ar- 
ticles so contracted to be delivered to the United States, 
and actually delivered according to such contract. 


This is the sabstance of the section before pro- 
posed and modified by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, and which was subsequently reserved 
for redraft. It has been somewhat modified. 
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Mi JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Task the 
genileman from Iowa whether it would be proper 
to widdify this ameidment so as to relieve parties 
who have contracted to carry the United States 
fail from this tax? That is the proposition I 
made the:other day. : 

E Mt. KASSON. «There is wo special. taxon 
contractors. “This tefers-+to articles of:man- 
ufacture. ; : : 

~ Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Lam aware 
of that; but the equity would apply to those who 
in March last contracted to carry the United States 
mails for four years. This bill, asit now stands, 
taxes them upon theircontracts: In other words, 


it deducts a portion of the compensation the Gov- 


ernment contracted to pay. p 
|. Mr, KASSON. ‘There is no tax upon the con- 
tracts. They ave only taxed upon their incomes, 
Jidce-all other parties. 
. Mr. GANSON. {I moveto amend the amend- 
iment by striking-out that portion which author- 
izes the. vender to commence. action against the 
vendee to recover taxes which this bill assesses, 
Mr. KASSON. : 
that itonly applies to articles contracted for be- 
fure the passage of the law. It does not apply 
to contracts made subsequent to its passage. 
Mr. GANSON. As lunderstand this amend- 
ment, while you tax the vender, he is authorized 
to recover the tax from the vendee, and to insti- 
‘tute action against him for that purpose. Now, 
ido not know what authority this Congress has 
to authorize one individual to sue another for the 
purpose of collecting a United States tax. 
` Mr, KASSON. . 1 reply to the gentleman from 
New York, that under the existing law the same 
tax. is imposed upon the purchaser, to be recov- 
ered from him. What we now propose is to 
require the manufacturer to pay the entire tax, 
Under the present law, the manufacturer pays a 
part, and the vendee a part, making it necessary 
cto collect the tax from two parties. We simply 
propose now that the same parties shall in effect 
pay the same tax, but the manufacturer shall pay 
at to the Government. That sysiem is adopted 
iu England. ‘Phe tax is there collected from the 
manufiıcturer. But the right is conferred on htm 
to-recover itagain from the purchaser. The sys- 


tem works well there, and there is no reason at- 


all. that I perceive why we should not adopt the 
same simple system. There is no limitation at 
all in the Constitution which can prevent us from 
conferring this authority upon the manufacturer 
to recover back the tax so collected of him. It is 
in the nature of the well-known action at com- 


mon law to recover back money paid and ex- | 


pended for the useof another. When the exist- 
Ing law first. went into operation, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, then at the head of the In- 
ternal, Revenue department, (Mr. Bourwett,] 
sọ construed it as to require precisely what my 
amendment provides for, butinasmuch as the law 


expressly said the tax should be paid by the pur- | 


chaser, it was decided afterwards that it must be 
collected directly from him. I think my amend- 
ment is right, and hope it will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 


New York insist on his amendmentio the amend- 


ment? 

Mr. GANSON. Ido. 

Mr. KASSON, "The gentleman’s amendment 
would change the whole character of the section. 

Mr. GANSON. ‘That is my purpose. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill on page 139. 


Mr. J.C. ALLEN. There was an amend- | 
ment on page 137 which had been offered to the | 
bill, and which was passed over informally with | 


the section. A motion was made by some gen- 
tleman on the other.side to amend section ninety- 


seven, in the thirty-eighth line, by inserting after | 
the word “securities” the words ‘‘ the same not | 


being bona fide his own property;”’ so as to make 
the provision of the section read as follows: 


Provided, That any person, firm, or company, not being 
licensed as a broker, Who shail sell or offer to sell any 
gold and silver bullion, sterling exchange, uucurrent money, 
‘promissory notes, stocks, bonds, or other securities, the 
same not being bona fide his own property, shall be liable, 
in addition to all other penalties provided insach cases, to 
pay fifty per cent. in addition to the foregoing duiics and 
fates of duty. 


1 will say to the gentleman , 


Mr. KASSON, The gentleman States cor- 
rectly. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will then be 
on the amendment just stated by the gentleman 
from Hlinois. 

Mr. MORRILL. fT trust that amendment will 
not be adopted. All these brokers buy gold on 
theirown account, and this proviso, ifso amended, 
would prevent our getting any revenueat all from 
them. : 

Mr.J.C. ALLEN. I then move to amend my 
amendment by striking out the entire proviso, 
and I will briefly give my reasons for it. Tt will 
be perceived by this proviso that any person sell- 
ing or negotiating gold and silver bullion, sterling 
exchange, uncurrent money, stocks, promissory 
notes, &c., is Hable to pay a fine unless he takes 
outa license as a broker. Now, sir, E will sim- 
ply state, and gentlemen in the West will appre- 
ciate my reason, that I think this proviso ought 
to be stricken out. The principal part of our 
currency is in the notes of State banks. Itis ex- 
pected that these national banks will drive them 
ont of existence. It is believed that a great por- 
tion of them will not be able to pay the tax you 
impose upon their circulation, What is the mer- 
chant to do when he takes this money and it de- 
preciates in his hands? Under this bill he will 
not be allowed to sell it. He cannot sell it unless 
he takes out a license as a broker. It will be 
unjust. Tt will operate as a hardship in the North- 
west, where the greater number of notes in cir- 
culation may be deemed uncurrent, for Hardly one 
of them is above par, 

And there isanotherthing, In ordinary trans- 
actions in the West promissory notes given from 
A to B are not unfrequently passed over to © to 
pay indebtedness in lieu of money. Lask whether 
it would not be a hardship where a man passes a 
promissory note in that way to subject him to the 
penalttes under this law ? 

If the purpose be only to affect men who are 
engaged in the business of selling uncurrent money 
and notes, then let the bill so provide; let the 
penalty be provided, and let it fall upon that class 
alone. But as it now stands, upon the man who 
in the ordinary transaction of business sells his 
own uncurrent money or disposes of promissory 


notes, not for third parties but for himself, it | 


scems to me that it will work a great hardship. 

I withdraw my amendment to strike out the 
proviso, and f hope the committee will adopt 
some amendment to it. 

Mr. MORRILL. 
proviso may not be amended so as to reach the 
objectof the gentleman from Illinois. But Lhope 
that the committee will not strike out the proviso. 
Its purpose is to reach the vast horde of money 
gamblers in New York and elsewhere who are 
dealing in gold upon the streets, outside of broker 
shops. It falls upon the dealers who have no 
brokers’ license and compels them to pay five per 
cent. more than the regular brokers. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. It will give these men 
the monopoly of selling gold and uncurrent notes 
in the market. It is provided that— 

Any person, firm, or company, not being licensed as a 
broker, who shall sell or oer to sell any goid and silver 
bullion, sterling exchange, unecurrent money, promissory 
notes, stocks, bonds, or other securities, shall be Jiable, in 
addition to all other penalties provided in such cases, to 
pay filly per cent. in addition to the foregoing duties and 
rates of duty. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
amended. 

Mr. KASSON. I move to insert after the 
word “securities”? the words ‘not bona fide at 
the time his own property.” 

Mr, J. C. ALLEN. That wal da. ; 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsyivania. Isuggest 
thisamendment: ‘ that they shall be Hable to pay 
such tax as is hercin provided for.” [ under- 
stand that this biil is for the purpose of raising 
revenue. If you allow these men to sell these 
things, each for himself, without a tax, they never 
will employ a broker. 


Tubtnk that it ought to be 


Mr. KASSON. I will modify my amendment. } 


I move to insert after the word ‘securities’? the 
words “ not bena fide at the time his own prop- 
erty, and actually on hand.” 

‘The amendment, was agreed to. 


Mr. COLE, of California. I move to insert 


| the words “except gold and silver sold by mi- 
t ners the product of their own mines,” 


Mr. KASSON. ‘That is already included. 


I do not pretend that the j 


i stances. 


Mr. COLE, of California. Then I withdraw 

the amendment. ' 
Mr. BOUTWELL. I moveto strike out the 

whole proviso. J 


Mr. MORRILL. 1 perceive that we shall not 


. beable te get through with the bill to-night. There 


are three or four other important matters yet to . 
be considered, Isuggest, therefore, that by unan- 
imous consent we pass over this until to-morrow. 

Mr. PRICE, J object. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. 1 will state the reason why 
I propose to strike out the proviso. Turn to page 
83 and you will find the definition of a broker: 

8. Brokers using or employing a capital. not exceeding 
the sum of $50,000 shali pay fifty dollars for eaci license. 
Every person, firm, or company, except such as hold a li- 
cense as a banker, whose business it is to purchase or sell 
stocks, exchange, bullion, coined money, bank notes, prom- 
issory notes, or other securities for others, and shall make 
oath or affirmation, according to the form to be prescribed 
by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that all their 
transactions are made for à commission, shall be regarded 
asa broker under this act: Provided, Thatany person hold- 
ing a license as a banker shall not be required to tuke out 
a license as a broker. 

You will remember that the committee inserted 
the word “ themselves” before “others.” Any 
man whose business it is to do these things is a 
broker. We have a general provision thata man 
who does a business without a license for which 
a license is required shall be subject to a penalty 
of three times the license. 

Therefore if any person assumes to do, as a 
matter of business, without a license any of those 
acts which constitute a broker, he is liable toa 
penalty of three times the amount of the license. 
Now, whether it is a business is a matter of fact, 


; and no legislation can determine whether the doing 


of a particular thing is a matter of business or not, 
because that depends upon a great many cireum- 
Now if an individual does for himself 
without a license,as a matter of business, any of 
these acts for which a license is required, he is 


| liable to the penalty; but if he-does it for himself 
| not as a matter of business, that is merely an in- 


cident to that which is his business, and therefore 
he would not be liable as a broker. 

And so I say ofa miner. His business is mm- 
ing. Ifhe take gold and silver from the earth and 
sells it, his business is mining, and he would not 
be liable as a matter of fact. But to undertake 
to define by legislation what constitutes a busi- 
ness, seems to me is to attempt an impossibility, 
It is a matter of fact whether when a man goes 
into the market and offers gold for sale he does 
it as a matter of business or something else. 

Mr. MORRILL. We know, as'a matter of 
fact, that a large number of persons pursue this 
business who are not brokers, f 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. The next section reserveđ 
was that in reference to slaughtered animals. After 
consultation with the gentleman from California, 
I propose the following amendment to come in 
immediately after the proviso adopted by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, page 139, line sixteen: 


All cattle slaughtered for the hides and tallow shall pay 
ten cents only per head; and all sheep slaughtered for the 
pelts shall pay two cents only per head. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHANNON, I move to amend section 
one hundred and one, relating to railroads, steam- 
boats, ferry-boats, and bridges, by inserting in 
line twenty-two before the word ‘‘bridge’’ the 
words toll road and,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHANNON. I move toinsert before the 
word “bridge,” line twenty-four, the words * road 
or.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHANNON. I movetoamend by insert- 
ng, in line thirty-four, after the word * ferry- 
boat,” the words ‘* toll road.” P 

Mr. KASSON. I will state to the gentleman 
that this part of the section has been stricken out. 

Mr.SHANNON. I was notaware of that fact. 
I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Although a portion of sec- 


| tion one hundred and one, relating to railroads, 


&c., has been stricken out, the proviso still re- 
mains. I move toamend by striking outallafter 
the word “ provided,” in line sixty-seven, and 
inserting the following: 

That whenever any railroad company shall demand or 
receive a rate of fare for passengers over and above three 
cents per mile for each mile that any passenger may be 


THE CO 


ie 


_earried, the exeess over such rate shall be deemed and 
taken as a tax levied upon such railroad company, to be 
returned and paid in the same manner as is provided in 

et for the collection of the per cent. on the gross re- 
is of said companies: Provided, however, That nothing 
herein shall be so construed as to authorize any railroad 
company to charge or receive a higher price for the con- 
vévance of passengers than shall be allowed by the laws 
of the State ehartering the same. 

I trust the importance of this proposition will 
secure it some consideration. 1 think no more im- 
portant subject has been brought to the attention 
of this committee since the consideration of this 
billcommenced. It willbe observed that the duty 
imposed on the. gross amount of the receipts of | 
railroads is two per cent., and the question is | 
whether that two per cent. duty imposed upon 
the railroads shall be paid by the railroads them- 
selves or by the traveling public who are com- 
pelled to resort to that mode of transportation, 
The effect of the amendment is to compel the | 
railroads to bear this duty, and if they charge 
more than three cents per mile—which is a very 
fair and liberal compensation—that surplus shall 
be deemed a tax, and be paid into the Treasury 
of the United States instead of into the treasury 
of these corporations. 

Mr. GANSON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that if the whole excess over three cents | 
a mile shall go into the Treasury of the United | 
States, no railroad company willcharge more than 
that, I therefore suggest that he make the amount 
so to be paid in one half. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think my proposition will 
very effectually accomplish the object I have in 
view. Tris to prevent the railroad from adding 
the tax to the fare on travelers. If they charge 
more than three cents a mile let the people have 
the benefit of it through their Government. If 
you simply propose to tax them upon their gross 
earnings, they will add not simply two but four 
or five per cent., and in some instances ten per 
cent, upon the travel of the country by the in- 
creased fare they will exact. Itis asserted that 
railroads are compelled to increase the fare with 
the tax. I have compiled from the American 
Railroad Journal a statement of dividends of a 
numberof the leading roads, east and west, to 
repel that pretense, and indicate their earnings at 
the present rates. fask that it may be read by 
the Clerk. 

The statement, which was read, is as follows: 


Dividends and Price of Stock of certain Railroads during the 


past Yeart 

Dividends, Price of 

Per cent. Shares. | 
Illinois Central. sesser essaresasvaeeeesee T 13 
Terre Haute and Richmond.. 13 123 i 
New York and New Haven. =I 1604 
New Castle and Frenchtown.. . 9 - } 
Indianapohiæ and Cincinnat 9 100 
Michigan Central... - 8 ll} 5 
Camden and Amboy. - 186 
Central New Jerseys . 10 175 H 
Buffilo and State Line... srssue ail 201 
Cipeinnati, Hamilton and Dayton.. 10 132 | 
Cleveland, Columbus, and Cineinnati.... 20 170 | 
Cleveland, Painesville, and Ashtabula. ... 33% 180 t 
Coiumbus and Xenia 15 - f 
Litte MiamMi.ssssesseserssreneresseres . 15 140 f 
Pittsburg, Fort Way - 10 114 i 
Pennsylvania. esse sees ccevcevenee sconce 8 75} 
New York Central. ..cccccsceeceeccseeae T 135} 


Mr. HOLMAN. Itake the dividends on the 
Illinois Central from other sources than the Jour- 
nal referred to, but equally reliable. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana whether that percentage is 
notcalculated on the capital of these roads merely, 
and not on all their indebtedness ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that these are 
the dividends declared on their capital stock. I 
take the statement from the American Railroad 
Journal. 

Mr. MORRILL. Many of those roads have 
got three or four times as much money repre- 
sented in their indebtedness as in their capital. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single instance will illus- 
trate how these dividends are made, and whether 
the basis is reliableor not. The Ilinois Central 
declared a dividend of seven per cent. during the 
past year, and still had remaining of cash assets 
after the paying of the last February’s dividend, 
$2,000,060. 


Liake this statement from a leading New York 
paper. Under the influence of the war the profits 
of most of the leading roads have more than 


That is but one of many instances j 
indicating the extraordinary profits of these roads. | 


doubled in four years. The capital is mostly 


held by European capitalists, from whom you 
receive no other tax than what is imposed upon 
the roads themselves. They are managed with 
no reference to public interests or convenience, 
but only for their own profit, favored monopo= 
lies; and yet you impose upon them less tax than 
the individual citizen must pay, and give them 
an opportunity—yes, you invite them by the 
proviso I propose to strike out—to impose the 
tax you impose on them on the traveling public 
who possess no remedy against their exactions, 
The enormity of this*proviso [ will not attempt 
to argue. liis infamous, and only needs to be 
read tu be condemned. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. PRICE, IT hope the amendment will not | 
prevail. While the-statement made by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is entirely correct as applied 
to eastern railroads, yet it does not apply to 
western roads. On the eastern roads, that do such 
an immense passenger and freight traffic, two 
cents per mile would pay for the transportation 
of passengers, while with the comparatively small 
traffic on the western roads, four cents per mile 
would notbe too much. While Congress grants 
lands to ratlroads forthe purpose of developing the 
resources of the West, it ought not to impose on 
those roads restrictions which might be justly 
applied to the roads in the East. But if this be 
made the law, it must necessarily apply to all | 
roads in the country. 

I undertake to say, without fear of success- 
fui contradiction, that under the proposed legis- | 
lation a railroad cannot-be operated in the West, 
in a sparsely settled country, where passenger 
trains are sometimes run with not more than a | 
dozen passengers. A friend near me says that | 
these roads should stop running. But they can- 
not do that. They are under contract to carry 
the mails. They are bound to the public to run 
their traing, and to run them on time, too, whether 
they have passengers or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Willthe gentleman from Towa 
allow me to ask him a single question? Does he 
propose to adapt a policy which will enable rail- 
road companies to add the taxes which they have | 
to pay upon the traveling public? Ifnot, you must | 
guard against it by some such principle as this. | 

Mr. PRICE. kh is impolitic to authorize or | 
to restrict railroad companies, for they will al- 
ways manage in-some way to escape from your 
restricuions. 

The exhibit which the gentleman has quoted 
shows the dividends of some of the principal 
roads. But I can show you roads in the West 
that have beggared thousands of persons, and 
have never paid a single dollar in dividends, and 


ti 
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probably never will. But yet these roads are 
useful. They aid in developing the resources of 
the great West. Adopt a restrictive rule of this 
kind and you injure the West; and your grants 
of lands to aid in the coustruction of railroads there 
amount to nothing. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend by 


taxes twice over. This we can prevent them 
doing in a very simple, easy manner, such as the | 
gentleman from Indiana proposes. [tis the same 
restriction as is imposed by many States on their 
railroads. If we do not adopt this means, the | 
taxation of railroad companies willonly be “whip | 
ping the devil round the stump,” for they will | 
exact double the amount in increased fares, | 
Mr. STEVENS. I do not think gentlemen 


have considered the subject very well. The opera- |) 


tion of this amendment is in favor of the pros- | 
perous reads, and against the unprosperous ones, į 
Take, for instance, the Pennsylvania Central. It 
does not charge above three cents & mile for its 
passengers, and I suppose the New York Central į 
does not. : À . 

Mr. GANSON. Only twocents., Itis prohib- 
ited from charging more. 

Mr. KERNAN. There ave, however, many 


i 
l 


roads in’ my State- whieh could not liv 
tax upon them, unless you permit thei toa 
to their rates. of fare. : ; ye 

Mr. STEVENS... What I meanto say is; 
a poor railroad doing a poor business must charge 
more than three cents, or it-eannet-ran ‘at all 
Take, for instance, a road in my: neighborhood; 
the oneto Gettysburg. Until within. the: last 
year it has not paid its running: expenses. Nó» 
body expects it will ever pay a dividend, Ehe 
stock has no value. [have a very small intétest 
in it myself, and anybody can have my $1,000 
for one thousand cents. J would not charge them 
more. That road could not cqntinue to run with 
the limitation you propose to put onit. ‘Fo these 
prosperous roads, doing an immense business, 
the limitation would be no disadvantage. But the 
small. railroads, I repeat, could not live without 
permission to charge higher rates. - 

I move that the committee rise fort 
of closing debate on the section, < 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the.committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnzurne, of Illingis, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration 
the internal revenue bill, and had come to no con- 
clusion thereon. : 

Mr. STEVENS. . I move that when the House 
again goes into committee all debate.upon the 
pending section be terminated in one minute. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. I move that the House 
adjourn. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope not. There are two 
or three matters in the bill that I desire to dis- 
pose of to-night. It will not take many minutes, 

Upon the motion to adjourn, 21 voted in the | 
affirmative and 62 in the negative; no quorum. 

Mr. STEVENS. I will relieve my friend from 
Ilineis by modifying my motion so as to allow 
five minutes. for debate in the committee; and I 


he: purpose 


| hope he will withdraw his motion to adjourn, 


Mr. J. C. ALLEN. No, sir; J insist upon the 
motion to adjourn, and call for tellers. os 
‘Fellers were ordered; and Messrs. BOUTWELL 
and J. C. Anuen were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers 
ayes 22, noes 70. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

_ The question recurred upon Mr. Srevens’s 
motion to close debate upon the paragraph under 
consideration in Committee of the Whole in five 
minutes. ; 

The motion was agreed to. ER 

Mr. STEVENS. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasusurne, of 
Ilinois, in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill of the House (No. 405) to pro- 
vide internal revenue to support the Government, 
to pay interest on the public debt, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. J. C. ALLEN. Is it in order now to 
move to strike out the whole proviso? 

The CHAIRMAN. That moton is now pend- 


reported— 


ing. ~ 

Ate. J. ©. ALLEN. I move to amend the 
amendment by reducing the rate to two and a half 
per cent. Ivo so for the purpose of saying that 
in my judgment this proviso ought not to be in 
the bill, It is an expression upon the part of 
Congress that the railroads will understand to be 


i an invitation to increase their rates of charge. 
; Now, sir, gentlemen who know anything about 


railroads, in the West particularly, know that as 
soon as the tax bill passed the last-Congress they 
advanced both their passage fares and their freight 
charges, not in proportion to the tax imposed 


: upon them, but upon the principal roads in the 
| West they advanced their fares one centa mile; 


and Í believe some of the roads running eastward 
to New York advanced their freights from: sev- 
enty-five cents to $1 50 on a barrelof flour; and to- 
day they are charging two dollarsa barrel on flour; 
and on a barrel of pork, for which they formerly 
charged $1 25, they now charge three dollars; 
and so of everything in proportion. This pro- 
viso is an invitation, an inducement, to them to 
advance their rates of freight, and to charge that 
increase upon their customers. They are not 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 28, 


1918 : 


deserving of any extraordinary consideration. 
Many of the roads, although charging high rates, 
have not kept rolling stock enough to answer the 
demands upon them; and trains have been com- 
pelled to lie over for days and weeks; and now to 
make this discrimination in faver of these rail- 
road companies, to hold out this inducement to 
them to largely increase their rates, and saddle it 
upon their customers, is wrong in principle, and 
ought not to-be tolerated by Congress. 

Mr. MORRILL.. I desire toask the gentleman 
aquestion, Lask the gentleman whether he does 
noi think that these are State institutions which 


ought not to be interfered with by the General 
Government? 
Mr. J.C. ALLEN. If so, then strike out this 
proviso. It gives them the privilege of exceed- 
ing the rates fixed by law. If they are taxed un- 
der this bill this proviso teilsthem that they may 
indemnify themselves by increasing their rates of 
“freight. The gentleman’s question shows con- 
clusively that the proviso ought to be stricken 
out, and I hope that it will be stricken out. 

Mr. Chairman, we in the West suffer enough 
now-from the exactions of railroad companies; we 
have in one sense become their slaves. As one 
member of this House [ am not inclined to confer 
additional powers upon them by which they may 
impose still more onerous charges upon the peo- 
ple in the way of increased rates of freight. I 

` am opposed to it; but 1 must confess that it isin 
harmony with other features of thistax bill. We 
have provisions here for the protection not only 
of railroad monopolies, but every other and all 
kinds of monopolies. The revenue to be derived 
from this bill.is not to come from them but from 
the consumers; labor is to be taxed, and these 
overgrown corporations are to be allowed to go 
free. I am opposed to giving them any more 
power; and.] think that the motion to strike out 
this proviso appeals to the sense of justice of 
every man in this committee, 

[Here the hammer fell] , 

Mr.ODELL. We are under misapprehension 
in reference to the rate railroads are to be taxed. 

Mr. MORRILL. When this is disposed of, 
I will move an amendment on that subject. 

Mr. Horman’s amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to strike out the pro- 
viso. 

Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers. 

‘Tellers were not ordered. 

‘fhe committee divided; and there were—ayes 
50, noes 23; no quorum voting. 

Mr. MORRILL moved that the committee rise. 

Lhe CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in 
order, The rule is imperative that when the com- 
mittee finds itself without a quorum the roll shall 
be called. 

The roll was called, and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. William J. Allen, Anderson, Ashley, Baily, 


Blaine, Francis P. Blair, Jacob B, Blair, Bliss, Blow, Boyd, 
Broomall, James S. Brown, William G, Brown, Ambrose 
W. Clork, Freeman Clarke, Clay, Cobb, Coffroth, Cravens, 
Henry Winter Davis, homas T. Davis, Deming, Denison, 
Donnelly, Dumont, Edgerton, Eldridge, Fenton, Finek, 
Frank, Garfield, Gooch, Grider, Hale, Hall, Harding, Har- | 
riugton, Benjamin G. Harris, Charles M. Barris, Higby, 
Hooper, Hulburd, Hutchins, William Johnson, Kalbfleisch, 
King, Kuapp, Law, Le Blond, Littlejohn, Mallory, Marcy, 
McAllister, McBride, McClurg, McDowell, MeKirney, 
Middteton, William H. Miller, Daniel Morris, Morrison, 
Noble, Patterson, Pike, Pruyn, Robinson, Rogers, Schenck, 
Scott, Smith, Smithers, Spalding, Starr, Stebbins, Sweat, 
Thomas, Tracy, Van Valkenburgh, Voorhees, Wadsworth, 
Whaley, Wheeler, Joseph W. White, Benjamin Wood, 
Woodbridge, and Yeaman. 
_ The committee then rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, Mr. Wasuauane, of Illi- 
nois, reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, | 
had the Union generally under consideration, and | 
particularly the internal revenue bill, and findin 
itself without a quorum had caused the roll to be 
called, and directed him to report the names of 
the absentees to the House. 

A quorum having appeared, the committee 
resumed its session. 

Mr. STEVENS moved that the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 
28, noes 43. i 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
strike out the proviso. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 
45, noes 30. 


| will not rise. 


Mr. MORRILL moved that the committee rise. 
“Mr. WILSON. I bope that the committee 
If the Committee of Ways and 
Means want to rise all they have to dois to agree 
to let a vote be taken on this proposition in the 
House. 

Mr. DAWSON demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having ap- 
peared on the last vote, the Chair will order tell- 
ers upon the motion made by the gentleman from 
Indiana to strike out the proviso. 

Mr. Horman and Mr. Morrini were ap- 
pointed. : f 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 69, noes 24. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. There is one other amend- 
ment I desire to offer, and then I propose that the 
committee rise. “I move to amend this section in 
reference to railroads, &c., by inserting after the 
word **two,’’in line six, the words “and one half 
of one,” so as to subject these companies to a 
duty of two and one half of one per cent. on all 
their gross receipts. 

Mr. PIKE. I move to amend ‘the amendment 
by making the amount three per cent. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusurng, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, bad 
the Union generally under consideration, and es- 
pecially the internal revenue Dill, and had come 
to no conclusion thereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. MORRILL, (at 
ten o’clock and thirty-five minutes, p. m.,)-the 
House adjourned. 


I move that the eé/mmittee 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
transmitting a communication from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, recommending an appro- 
priation of $1,641 70 to pay thatamount of interest 
dué to the Orchard party and First Christian party 
of New York Indians; which was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also laid before the Senate a message of the 
President of the United States, transmitting an 
address of the East Tennessee Relief Association 
on the condition and wants of the loyal and suf- 
fering people of East Tennessee; which was or- 
dered tu be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 
memorial of T. S. C. Lowe, aeronaut, represent- 


i! : A ARR 
ing that he has made important discoveries in 


managing balloonsand other aeronautice machin- 
ery, and praying that Congress will direct the sub- 
ject (including his former aeronautical reports to 
the War Department) to be referred to the com- 
mittee appointed by the Secretary of War for in- 
vestigating the plan proposed by Mr. Solomon 
Andrews; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

Mr. HENDRICKS presented a memorial of the 
Jeffersonville Railroad Company, remonstrating 
against the extension of the Goodyear patent for 
the manufacture of vulcanized India rubber; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office.. ` 

Mr. MORGAN. I present resolutions of the 
Assembly of the State of New York, in favor of 
the emancipation proclamation of the President of 
the United States, and recommending the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution terminating 
the system of African slavery in this country. 
As the Senate has already acted on that-constitu- 
tional amendment, it having been passed by a 


large vote, I move that the resolutions lie on the 
table. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SPRAGUE. Ihave in my hand a paper 
which I beg leave to submit to the Senate. Ido 
not know thatit is exactly in the proper form in 
which a document should be, to be presented to 
the Senate; but with the permission of Senators I 
will readit. Iisa communication from our con- 
sul at Vienna, in which he writes to me: ` 


“I take the liberty to bring to your notice a very import- 
ant invention, made here by Dr. Auer, superintendent of 
the imperial paper mills and printing establishment, to 
make out of corn husks and leaves paper and Jinen. 

“Inelosed T send you a few samples of the paper anda 
piece of corn-linen. You will observe from the printed 
papers that the invention is now completed, and that the 
manufacture pays even well in Austria, where the raw 
material is notin such an abundance as in the United States. 

«The inventor has taken out a patent for the United 
States, which he wil) sell for $100,000, gold. He would 
prefer that Congress would make an appropriation of that 
amount, in order that the invention should become the 
common property of the whole country. Whether this’ 
could be done I do not know; but I can say that the in- 
vention would be worth millions of dollars to the United 
States. As soon as the invention is introduced over the 
whole country, we shall be able to export paper, instead of 
importing now the rags and part of the paper consumed in 
the United States. 

«<The extraction of the fibers from the leaves and husks 
is so simple that every farmer can do it on his own field, 
when he once knows the process. ‘The fibers are packed 
like cotton-bales and brought into the market. 

“The long fibers of the husks are spun like flax and 
give a very good and durable jinen. The short fibers are 
used for paper. 

“& Knowing that you take a great deal of interest in man- 
ufacturing f thought it would be advisable to bring this mat- 
ter before you. I will send you also a portfolio, containing 
all the different specimens of paper manufactured at the 
imperial paper mills, with afew samples of corn. linen man- 
ufactured from the long fibers of the husks. R 

“ The durability of the paper is very great, and of no other 
material can so many different kinds of paper be manu- 
factured as of corn husks.”? 

Accompanying this communication are sam- 
ples of the paper manufactured from this material, 
l notice that in the joint resolution which was 
yesterday sent to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, temporarily increasing the duties on 
imports fifty per cent., paper is excluded from 
that increase of duty. The Government of the 
United States now uses a large quantity of paper 
for carrying on the business of the war, and the 
people of the country are importing large quan- 
tities of material for the manufacture of paper. 
It has suggested itself to me that perhaps this in- 
vention may be of importance enough for the 
Government to look into itand see whether it can- 
not be made available. I would therefore suggest 
and move that this communication be received, 
and that it, with the accompanying documents, 
be referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on Com- 


merce, who were instructed by a resolution of 
the Senate to inquire Into the expediency of mak- 
ing appropriations to complete the light-house 
works at Racine and Milwaukee, Wisconsin, 
have directed me to report adversely thereon, it 
being, in the opinion of the committee, at this 
time inexpedient to make the appropriations. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 374) to exempt certain vessels therein named 
from enrollment and license, and from the pay- 
ment of tonnage duty, and for other purposes, 
reported adversely thereon. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred a resolution directing them to in- 
quire into the expediency of constructing a pier 
at Lewes, Delaware, and a report of the Secre- 
tary of War, and a memorial of the Board of 
Trade of Philadelphia on the same subject, asked 
to be discharged from the further cousideration 
of the subject; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a memorial of the officers of a con- 
vention composed of delegates of the Ohio valley, 
held at Louisville on the 24th of February, 1864, 
praying for an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Ohio river, sub- 
mitted an adverse report, for the reason that the 
committee do not deem it expedient to make the 
appropriation asked for at the present time. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was 
referred a bill.(S. No. 143) making appropria- 


tions for the repair, preservation, and completion 
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of certain public works heretofore commenced 
under the authority of law, reported adversely 
thereon, on the ground that it was inexpedientat 
the present time to make so large an appropria- 
tion as the bill proposes. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred a report of 
the Secretary of the Interior, communicating, in 
answer to a resolution of the Senate of the 10th 
of March, copies of papers on file in that Depart- 
ment relating to the treaty with the Kickapoo In- 
dians, concluded June 28, 1862, and the action 
taken by that Department to carry the treaty into 
effect, asked to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration; which was agreed to. 


RESCINDING OF A PRINTING ORDER. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I desire to offer a resolu- 
tion. that will save $1,000 by preventing uscless 
printing: 

Resolved, That the resolution passed by the Senate on 
the 2ist instant to print five hundred additional copies of 
the report of the Secretary of the Interior, communicating 
the accounts of the superintendent of Indián affairs, &c., 
be rescinded. ia 

The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. MePuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the House of Representatives had passed a joint 
resolution (No. 69) for the paymentof volunteers 
called out for not less than one hundred days; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced thatthe House 
of Representatives had passed the billof the Sen- 
ate (No. 56) to increase the compensation of in- 
spectors of customs in certain ports, with an 
amendment; in which it requested the concar- 
rence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed the 
following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 181) in reference to donation 
claims in Oregon and Washington; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 367) to provide for the col- 
lection of hospital dues from vessels of the United 
States sold or transferred in foreign ports or 
walters, : 

NAVAL COAL“HEAVERS AND FIREMEN. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 236. It 
ig a bill that will take no time. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
236) to provide for granting an honorable dis- 
charge to coal-heavers and firemen in the naval 
service was read a second time, and considered 
as in Contmittee of the Whole. It provides that 
honorable discharges may be granted to coal- 
heavers and firemen in the naval service of the 
United States in the same manner and subject to 
the same conditions as such discharges are now 
granted to seamen, ordinary seamen, landsmen, 
and boys. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NAVY-YARD CLERKS. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, the joint resolution 
(S. No. 44) for the relief of clerks at the Kit- 
tery and Philadelphia navy-yards was read a sec- 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. In the settlementof the accounts of the 
Kiuery and Philadelphia navy-yards, itauthorizes 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
allow such sums as have been already appropri- 
ated by Congress for the pay of clerks at those 
yards from October, 1857, to July, 1859. 

Che joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
fora third reading. It was read the third time. 

Mr. GRIMES. If there is a report accom- 
panying this joint resolution I should like to have 
it read, or to hear some explanation of it. 

Mr. HALE. There was a petition accompany- 
ing the Joist resolution that set forth all the facts, 
and the Committee on Naval Affairs, when they 
reported the resolution, recommended that it be 
printed in lieu of making a report. That petition 


states all the facts; but I can explain the matter | 


to the Senate ina moment. In 1857and 1858the 
bureau recommended a small increase of the sal- 
aries of these clerks, and it was appropriated for 
and paid; but the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury found that there was no law’for it, notwith- 
standing there was an appropriation, and they 
checked it and refused to allow it. Since that 
lime the salary has been increased by law, and it 
has been paid ever since. It was paid during 
those two years, but under an appropriation 
without any specific law authorizing it. Those 
are the facts. They are all set out in the petition 
which the committee asked to have printed in lieu 
of making a report. 
The joint resolution was passed. 


CLASSIFICATION OF PAYMASTER’S CLERKS. 


Mr. HALE. There is another bill reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs which I 
wish to have taken up and acted upon atthis time. 
Itis House bill No. 300. i will make a short 
explanation of it after it has been taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. No. 300) for the classification of 
the clerks to paymasters in the Navy, and grad- 
uating their pay, which was reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, 
to strike out all of the original bill after the enact- 
ing clause in the following words: 


That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized to divide the clerks of the paymasters into four 
classes or divisions, and to graduate and fix the pay of said 
classes in proportion to their respective duties and respoms- 
ibilities, und to dispense with the services of clerks in the 
small vessels: Provided, ‘That the aggregate amount of the 
annual compensation of said clerks of all classes shall not 
exceed the sum paid to said clerks ou the Ist day of Jany 
uary, A. D. 1864, for the same number of vessels and sta- 
tions. 
And to insert in lien thereof: 


Phat the annual pay of clerks to paymasters in the Navy 
shall be as follows, namely: 

Clerks to paymasters at the Boston, New York, Wash- 
ington, and Philadelphia stations, $1,200, 

At other stations, $1,000. 

Clerks to inspectors in charge of provisions and clothing 
at Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, $1,200. 

At otber inspections, $1,000. 

Clerks to paymasters in receiving ships at Boston and 
New York, $1,200, 

In other receiving ships, and in vessels of the first rate, 
and atthe Naval Academy, $1,000. 

Clerks to fleet paymasters aud to paymasters of vessels 
of the second rate, $500. , 

-Clerks to paymasters of vessels of the third rate, having 
complements of more than one hundred and seventy-five 
persons, and to paymasters of supply steamers and store 
vessels, §700: Provided, That no paymaster or assistant 
paymaster shall be allowed a clerk in a vessel having the 
complement of one hundred and seventy five persons or 
less, excepting in supply steamers and store vessels: And 
provided further, ‘That nothing in thisactshail be construed 
toalter the pay now allowed by law to the paymaster’s clerk 
at Mare Island, . 

Mr. HALE. I wish to explain that amend- 
ment to the Senate. A bill was before the Senate 
during this session raising the pay of these clerks, 
and the Senate voted it down. ‘The Secretary of 
the Navy and the chief of the Bureau of Pro- 
visions and Clothing have sent this bill to us as 
a substitute for that one. This bill proposes to 
raise the pay of some of these clerks and to dis- 
pense with the clerks on vessels which have a 
complemént of less than one hundred and seventy- 
five men, because the chief of the bureau thinks 
that a paymaster with a vessel having not over 
one hundred and seventy-five men can get along 
better without a clerk than a paymaster on one 
of the large receiving ships. Therefore the pay- 
master of every vessel having a complement of 
less than one hundred and seventy-five men is 
compelled under this bill to get along without a 
clerk. The aggregate amount paid to these clerks 
is not increased by this bill, but is a few hundred 
dollars less than what is now paid by law; but it 
is differently distributed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in, and or- 
dered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. It was read the third time, and passed. 


VIRGINIA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 
Mr. TEN EYCK. I ask the Senate to post- 


pone all prior orders for the purpose of taking up | 


Senate bill No. 256. 

The motion was agreed to; aud the bill (S.No. 
256) to change and define the boundaries of the 
eastern and western judicial districts of Virginia, 
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and to alter the names of said districts, and for 
other purposes, was read the second: time, and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
provides that the jurisdiction of the western dis- 
trict of Virginia shall hereafter be coextensive 
with and confined to the limits of the State of 
West. Virginia, and shall be called the district: of. 
West Virginia; and the jurisdiction of the eastern 
district of Virginia shall hereafter. be coextensive 
with the limits and include the whole of the State 
of Virginia,and shall be called the district of Vir- 
ginia. The judge of the district of West Virginia 
is to annually hold six sessions, as follows: at 
Clarksburg, on the 24th of March and August; at 
Wheeling, on the 6th of April and September; 
and at Charleston, on the 19th of April and Sep- 
tember. The judge of the district of Virginia, 
in addition to the sessions heretofore held by him 
as judge of the eastern district of Virginia, is to 
hold sessions at the times and places within the 
district of Virginia when and where sessions were 
held prior to the passage of this act by the judge 
of the western district of Virginia. 

All the records and files of the courts of the 
western district of Virginia, hitherto held within 
the limits of the district of Virginia, as prescribed 
and fixed in the first section of this act, are to re- 
main and be kept in the district of Virginia; and all 
records and files of the courts of the western district 
of Virginia, hitherto held within the limits of the 
district of West Virginia, as prescribed and fixed 
by the first section of this act, are to remain and be 
kept in the district of West Virginia. All writs, 
suits, pleas, recognizances, indictments, and all 
other process, civil or criminal, issued, sued out, 
commenced, or pending, of which, if this act had 
never been passed, the judge of the western district 
would have had jurisdiction within the limits of the 
district of Virginia, as defined by this act, are to 
be returned, entered, and have day before, arů be 
heard and determined by, the judge of the district 
of Virginia, in the same manner, and with the 
same validity and effect, as they should have been 
returned, entered, heard, and determined by the 
judge of the western district of Virginia, if this 
act had never been passed. f 

All the judicial proceedings of the court of the 
western district of Virginia had within the limits 
of the district of West Virginia, as fixed by the 
first section of this act, since the erection of West 
Virginia into a State, are declared to be as valid 
and binding asif this act had been passed contem- 

oraneously with the act establishing the State of 
est Virginia, and those judicial proceedings had 
been under and by virtue of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be ‘engrossed for a 
third reading; and it was read the third time, and 
passed. 

INCREASE OF IMPORT DUTIES. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘The Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 67) to increase temporarily the du- 
ties on imports, have directed me to report it back, 
with amendments. The joint resolution is short, 
and the amendments can easily be understood; 
and I should like to have it considered at the 

resent time. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It requires 
unanimous consent to consider the joint resolu- 
tion at this time. Is there any objection? The 
Chair heargnone. The joint resolution is before 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. ee 

The resolution provides that, until the end of 
sixty days from its passage, fifty per cent. of the 
rates of duties and imposts now imposed by Jaw 
on all goods, wares, merchandise, and articles 
imported, shall be added to the present duties and 
imposts now charged on their importation; with 
a proviso that printing paper, unsized, used for 
books and newspapers exclusively, shall be ex- 
empt from the operation of the resolution, 

The first amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was in line four to strike out the word 
“ fifty ’?and to insert “ thirty-three and one third ;”” 
so as to read: 
` That until the end of sixty days from the passage of this 
resolution thirty-three and one third per cent. of the rates 
of duties, &e. 

Mr. SUMNER.  Ishould like'to know the rea- 
son for that particular proportion, Ido notmean 
to express any opinion either for oragainst 1t, but 
I should like to know the reason for fixing thirty- 


three and one third per cent. 


It- 


< instead of ene half as the ratio of increase. 


* 


` try, considering the large importations that are 


& 


“present condition of the country, in 
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Me. FESSENDEN. The Senate will perceive 
that we take one third of the. present rate of ony 

re 
only reason for it was that the Committee on Fi- 
nance on consideration thought that fifty per cent. 
was.too high. “The amount is named as a mere. 
temporary measure until a tariff bill can be pre- 
pared. 
when that tariff. bill- shall be prepared it will 
not be-likely dn the average to go beyond. anin- 
crease of thirty-three and one third per cent. . df 
we.put it theréforeat fifty per cent.,and the result 
should: be. what. E have just.stated, tt would make 
very-great confusion in business by the duty go- 
ing: up. for sixty -days:on many articles, as it un- 
questionably would; and then coming down again 
atthe end of sixty days. We thought it was ad- 
visable rather to put it within. the measure than 
above it; and for that reason, with the best judg- i 
ment we could, we put it at thirty-three and one 
third per cent. Itis only approximate at best, || 
and that is: the best guess we could give. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I regret very much to differ 
from the opinion of the Committee on Finance | 
on a question of this kind, because it isa question 
of detail; and if the. amendments of the com- 
mittee in this case did not in my judgment very 
materially affect the publie service, | should at | 
once assent to them even if Edid not entirel 
agree to their propriety. But as I understand 
this proposition, it will verp seriously affect the 
publie service. . 

The. resolution of the House of Representa- 
tives, if it be passed in the words in which it has 
been sent to us, will levy the increased duty on 
the goods now in bonded warehouses, and also 
on goods on the way here, and on such goodsas 
may be ‘imported from this time until the tariff 
act can be matured, which’ will probably take 
thirty orsixty days. Theamount of these goods 
is very large, and especially the amount in bond- 
ed warehouse. The tax proposed by the House | 
of Representatives is an increase of fifty percent., | 
not upon the value of the goods imported, but | 

| 


upon the amount of duties now levied. The av- 
erage rate of duties now. levied on dutiable arti- 
cles is something between twenty-five and thirty i 
percent. F will take it at thirty per cent. in 
round numbers. The proposition of the House 
of Representatives would therefore levy a duty 
of fifteen. per cent, additional on the value of im- 
ported articles; and the proposition of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Finance will levpau additional 
duty of ten per cent. on the value of imported 
articles, so that the difference between the two i 
propositions is but five per cent. on the value of | 
the imported articles. This five per cent. differ- 
ence is but a comparatively small one when you |} 
look at the articles themselves and their value. | 
The article which is most heavily taxed in the | 
t c my judg- į 
ment, is iron, The duty on iron is now seven- 
teen dollars a ton. The increased duty, accord- 
ing to the House proposition, would be $8 50 a | 
ton, and by the Senate proposition about six | 
dollars; so that the difference between the two 

propositions is only something like two dollars 
a ton on iron, 
< L think thatin the present condition of the coun- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


j 


coming in and the exhausting process that is now 
going on of shipping gold to pay for those im- i| 
portations, we ought by some sudden contraction | 
to pul a stop to the importation of so many arti- 
cles now on the way, and with that view an ad- | 
ditional duty of fifty per cent. is not too high. 

Besides that, if you pass the joint resolution 
precisely as it was sentto us by the other House |! 
it will tend to raise a very large revenue; but one 
of the amendments proposed by the Committee | 
on Finance, the one that will be consider d next, 
proposes to confine this increase of duty to goods 
that are hereafter imported or now on the way, 
exempting from this increase of duty the goods 
now in bonded warehouse. In other words, it 
proposes to take off more than one half, in my 
judgment, of the goods upon which the projected 
increase of taxation isto operate, besides reducing 
the rate of increase to thirty-three and a third per 
cent, The increased duty on the amountot goods 
bow in warehouses, according to the House res- 
olution, would yield us more revenue than the 
increased duty on all the goodsimported between 
this time and the passage of the tariff act. 


The committee were of opinion that || 


Taking these two amendments together, the 
first reduces the rate of duty and the second re- 
duces the stock to be affected, so that the reduc- 
tion of duty, in my judgment, is fully one half, 
and Lthink morethan half. Itis impossible, bow- 
ever, to stateexacily whatistheamcountin bonded 


warehouse. The Senator from New York [Mr. ;! i y 
i! single idea of the House of Representatives in 


Morgan] probably can tell us very nearly, but 
L-have no doubt that the amount now in bonded 
warehouse is fully equal to two months’ importa- 
tions onan average. Ihave heard that stated as the 


general average, Importers havea right to bring | 
goods into the country and keep them in bonded į 


warehouse one year without the payment of du- 
ties. 1 see no injustice in levying the increased 
duties on the goods in bonded warehouse, because 


the additional duties will be added to the value of | 


the article, and the consumers of these imported 
goods will pay the additional duty after a while. 
it may take a little while for the article to rise 
sufficiently in value to cover the increased duty; 
but in the mean time the importers can allow these 
goods to remain in bond, and they can buy and 
sell them in bond, and therefore I do not think that 
to apply the increased tax to the goods in bond 
is unjust or inequitable, or would work injury. 
The condition of the country at this time is such, 
we need the money so much, it is so necessary 
for us to check the importation of foreign goods, 
that I would rather vote to increase this tax from 
fifty to one hundred per cent, than to lower it, 
l know the committee have considered this mat- 
ter, and the chairman can no doubt give reasons 
that will appear forcible; but that is my convic- 
tion, and t must therefore express it. 

{ hope the Senate will take that view and pass 
this resolution precisely asit came from the House 
of Representatives, If there is much delay and 
discussion on the amendments proposed by the 
Committee on Finance it must go back to the 
House of Representatives if any amendment be 
adopted, and there will be further delay and further 
discussion tiere,and we defeat the very purpose for 
which this resolution was hastily and suddenly 
passed by that House. My own desire is to levy 
on all the goods now in bonded warehouses this 
increased duty, to receive the benefit of it to the 
Government. f think by that course we do no 
injury to any one, certainly no more injury than 
a tax law always does. i think itis entirely de- 
fensible and justifiable, especially in the condition 
of the country when we have a right to resort, 
and must resort, to very severe measures of tax- 
ation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. | agree fully with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio.*f would rather raise thisinerease 
of duty to one hundred per cent. than to reduce 


five million dollars a week to pay for imported 
merchandise, it seems to me it 1s time we should 


| put obstructions in the way of increased impor- 


tations instead of holding out inducements for 
them. IT trust the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance will be rejected and the resolution be 
passed just as it came to us; bat if any amend- 
ment be adopted I shall certainly offer one, m- 
stead of lowering the amount, to raise it to sev- 
enty-five or one hundred per cent. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 


come to on the subject. { wish, however, with 
reference to one particular amendment proposed, 
to which the honorable Senator from Ohio has ad 
dressed his remarks, to wash my hands, at least 
so far as Lam concerned, of what 1 conceive to 
be improper in the provisions of this resolution. 


have thus incurred by saying we will so legislate 
| as to prevent getting the money necessary to meet 
: this obligation. 

| _ The committee did not go upon that hypothe- 
Į 

i 

f 

i 

| 


isis. Their idea was to legislate upon a tariff bill, 


į not with a view to stop importations, but with a 
view to derive revenue. I understand that the 
i adopting this resolution was to prevent the great 
orders for importations, and the importations that 


| might be made between the present time and the 


time when the tariff bill could be elaborated and 
passed. On that idea the committee acted; that 
is to say, a majority of the committee, and when 
I speak of the committee I speak of the general 
result to which the committee as a whole came, 
; Acting upon that hypothesis, upon that idea, I 
i have given the reasons which actuated the com- 
| mittee. Believing that the tariff would soon be 
| revised as a tariff for revenue, and believing that 
į the increase proposed by it would not, as a gen- 
eral rule, exceed thirty-three and one third per 
cent., or much exceed it, and that fifty per cent. 
would be a larger increase than would be levied 
by the bill, they deemed it more consistent with 
the business of the country to Ax the temporary 
increase of duty here proposed at thirty-three and 
| one third per cent., rather below, if you please, 
or not much exceeding the rate which they be- 
: lieved would finally be adopted. That was the 
reason; and if that should address itself to the 
minds of the Senate as a sufficient reason, they will 
| adopt that view; but if, on the contrary, they go 
upon the idea of stopping importations for the ben- 
efit of the country, without reference to the bus- 
| iness of the country, and its effects upon the bus- 
iness of the country, then they will adopt the 
course suggested by the Senator from Ohio, and 
sustained by the Senator from Michigan. 

I believe that is the true state of the question, 
and whatever conclusion the Senate may come 
to, will be satisfactory to me. I have discharged 
i my duty by expressing my own opinion on the 
| Subject. The consideration to which I have al- 
į ready adverted incidentally, as to the effect of 
| what we may do upon the business of the coun- 
try, should not be lost sightof. Some gentlemen 
seem, in the views that they express here, to be 
actuated by the idea that all we have to do is to 
get money to meet our obligations. That is a 
most important thing to be done unquestionably, 
and the must important thing to be done; but, io 


use a familiar illustration, we must take care and 
not kiil the goose that lays the golden egg, We 
i must deprid, in the fature as in the present, ina 


i very great measure upon the business of the 


it makes no difference | 
to me, of course, what conclusion the Senate may | 


i| country and the prosperity of the business of the 
it ten per cent. below the fifty per cent. proposed į 
by the Flouse of Representatives. When goldis | 
flawing out of the country at the rate of four or | 


country to afford us means, We are not legis- 
lating for to-day alone, or for this year, or for next 
year. We may get a few million dollars more or 
less to meet our present obligations; but it by so 
' doing we throw the business of the country into 
confusion, or one great branch of that business, 
and interfere with the prosperity of the country 
largely, we are to suffer from it in the future when 
we shall need money just as much perhaps as we 
do to-day; and therefore in ali our legislation, 
while we keep in view the great object of getting 
the means to meet our obligations, we should at 
| the same time remember that our necessities are 
| to endure through future years, and that we must 
foster all those sources from whieh we are to de- 
| rive revenue in the future; and as Í said before, 
when the prosperity of the country is seriously 
interfered with we do not make up for it by get- 


i Ung a few millions more or less to-day, or this 


I have stated the only reason that exists that I : 
y 


know of why we propose to put down the in- 
creased duty from fifty to thirty-three anda third 


per cent, If Senators take the view that they | 


wish to stop importations, fifty per cent. is un- 
doubtediy better than thirty-three aud a third, 


and one hundred per cent., as suggested by the | 


Senator from Michigan, is better stil. But I do 
not know that Congress has yet come to the con- 
clusion that it is best entirely to stop importa- 
tions. We have pledged to the public creditors 
the revennes we derive from imports as a fund 
for the payment of the interest on the public debt; 
and it is not a very good way to increase the rev- 


enues. of the country for any purpose, or to carry | 


Out the idea of meeting the obligation which we 


| 
! 
H 
| 


month, or next month, for a present occasion; we 
do more harm than we do good. 

A word now in reference to the other proposi- 
tion to exempt goods in bond. Perhaps Senators 
have not all taken pains to ascertain the bistory 
of our legislation upon these subjects. Formerly 
in passing tariff bills we excepted all goods on 
shipboard on the ground that men made their 
contracts with reference to existing laws. What- 
ever was water-borne, from any quarter of the 
world, and however long it might be in arriving, 
; our policy was formerly to exempt from an in- 


| creased tariff, on the ground that there wasan im- 


phed contract in reference to it, and that men hav- 
ing made their contracts and frequentiy having 
| made their sales beforehand, would be injured if 
| we did not exempt them. When the warehouse 
i system was adopted of course we exempted goods 
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in bond: but we-have recently changed our policy 
with reference’to goods on shipboard. ‘In ‘the 
tariff bill that we passed two years ago, while we 
exempted goods in bond, we-did ‘not exempt but 
specifically applied the increased duties to goods 
on shipboard. We thus gave notice to the coun- 
try ofa change of policy; and while we gave no- 
tice that we had changed our policy with regard 
to goods to arrive that were on shipboard, we by 
the-same act, which we have never altered since, 
gave notice that we did not consider goods.in the 
public stores and in bonded warchouseas coming 
under the samé tile. The business of the coun- 
try has been carried on with reference precisely 
to that state of things. 

Wow there is another consideration. When a 
man brings in his goods here under an existing 
Jaw, and the Government says to him, “ You may 
either pay us the duties in cash, or you may put 
them into the public stores and keep them for a 
fixed time, and then export them without paying 
dutics, if you please, or take them out for con- 
sumption on paying the duties, provided you give 
a bond that you will pay the duties as fixed by 
law,” it looks very much like a contract, as if 
these goods were imported absolutely, and to be 
considered imported, and to be considered in the 

ossession of the owner on a certain condition. 
This resolution, as it was first drawn, proposed 
to go further than any law has ever gone, and to 
just put this increased duty in asingle snap, with- 
out the slightest previous notice, upon the goods 
in bond, for the first time in our legislation. That 
is to say, having got the goods into the country, 
we say we will make this application of the in- 
creased duties to them. -I confess that to me it 
does not look like good faith and honesty as be- 
tween man and man, That is my great difficulty. 
I would like to have this money as well as any 
Senator would; but we should not get so much 
by it after all, because with the right of exporta- 
tion the importers would send their goods out of 
the country very largely. The Senator from Mich- 
igan would say, *‘ That will be an advantage to 
us,” and so would say the Senator from Ohio, 
‘Send them out, and then they will not be here 
to make this drain of gold.” Very well; if that 
is the policy that Congress chooses to adopt {have 
nothing to say about it; and that unquestionably, 
to a great extent, would be the effect of the legis- 
lation; but viewing it as‘we have a right to view 
it, and must view it for the purposes of this reso- 
lution, that we thereby get the duties which we 
impose, it looked to the majority of the commit- 
tee as if it was notjust. Having established our 
policy in the fast tariff bill, having given notice to 
the country what that policy was and was to re- 
main, it did not seem proper to the committee, 
without giving any time for men to take their 
goods out, to just lay our hands upon them and 
impose an additional duty of fifty per cent. because 
they are in our power and in a degree in our pos- 
session. Lcould not agree to that view of the sub- 
ject, and f will say that that was not the under- 
standing of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
The joint resolation reads in such a way that it 
will probably be so construed, but they did not so 
intend it. I have inquired and found that that 


was not the intention of any member of the Com- | 


mittee of Ways aud Means. They thought it 
did not apply to goods in bond, and they did not 
intend that it should touch goods in bond. "That 
information strengthened my own previous view 


of the subject. 


Now, sir, you see that however the resolution į! 


may operate, it must work injustice to some ex- 
tent. Goods in bond lying im warehouses are, 
many of them, sold by previous contract; the 
owners ought to have an opportunity, so far as 
we can afford it, to carry out theircontracts with- 
out being heavily burdened. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
must interrupt the Senator to call up the special 
order, which is the Pacific railroad bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope there will be con- 
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the special order 

disposed of. = 0 0a a Tyan te j 
~ Mr. FESSENDEN. ‘The special order can lie 
over informally, I suppose, if ther'e-be no objec» 
tion. Aa RSE eee Se te Set see 

Mr. SHERMAN. What isthe special order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.” There- are 
two special orders for to-day.. The first ‘one is 
the Pacific railroad bill. pT ag eee 

Mr. SHERMAN. On behalf of the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Howarp,] whom Į do not 
seat in his seat, {submit a motion thatit be post- 
poned, and made the special ordet for Monday 
next: : ‘ Eo T 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved 
by the Sénator from Oiio ihat Senate bill No: 132, 
being the bill relative to the Pacific railroad, be 
postponed to and made the special order for Mon- 
day next. : vs 

The motion was agreed to. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
must now call up the second special order, being 
House bill No. 395, commonly called the bank- 
ing bill. E ' 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let that lie over inform- 


ally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere be no 
objection, that-bill will be laid aside informally. 
The Chair hears none, and the joint resolution 
| (HL. R. No. 67) to increase temporarily the du- 
ties on imports is before the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. By doing what the Sen- 
ator from Ohio proposes to do, we in fact take a 
snap judgment on the louse of Representatives 
which did not so understand it, or the Committee 
of Ways and Means which did not so intend. I 
think it will be much better at all events to send 
it back amended, and let us see whether they will 
conform to their original view, or will prefer to 
abide the construction which in spite of their 
opinions will probably be the correct construction 
of the resolution, orat all events the construction 
that will be put upon it. 

I do not know that I have anything further to 
say. I simply intended to present the points at 
issue. I believe I was saying, when Ẹ was inter- 
rupted, that the same difficulty that would arise 
in regard to contracts made would arise now in 
spite of anything we may do, so far as they may 
be applicable to goods that are on shipboard, but 
toa much less degree. ‘There may be some in- 
dividual hard-cases, and the legislation of Con- 
gress may perhaps correct that. With regard to 
ihe proviso which the committce propose to strike 
out, itis one that makes an exemption of a par- 
ticular class ofarticles; and the committee thought 
that if this horizontal tariff was to be Jaid it was 
hardly worth while to makean exception in favor 
of any particular interest, but that it was better to 
leave all to stand squarely on the same footing. 

Mr. HOWE. [happened to be one of the mem- 
bers af the Committee on Finance who differed 
from the conclusion to which the majority ar- 
rived; and as the same questions that were pre- 
sented in the committee are presented here in the 


which govern me. 

There seem to be two questions under discus- 
sion upon a single amendment proposed. The 
first question is to reduce the duty recommended 
by the joint resolution as it came from the House 
of Representatt 
one third per cent. {was opposed to that reduc- 
tion for two reasons, either of which I think, at 
| this time, ought to be conclusive, and would be 
conclusive with me, and both, of course, would 
| be doubly conclusive. One reason is that we are 
unquestionably i 
Í time more goods than the country ought to buy 


tions are a positive and almost incalculable detri- 


fore am in favor of increasing these duties very 
‘largely for the purpose of checking those mpor- 


sent to go on with the joint resolution. 
Mr. CONNESS. LT move the postponement of | 
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| tations. In thenext place we want more revenue, 
| and that seems to be a very good argument for 


untilthis subject shall have been 


Senate, 1 will state as briefly as Í can the views | 
ves from fifty to thirty-three and | 


mporting into the country at this | 
i or can afford to buy. These excessive importa- | 


ment to the country, in my judgment. I there- | 


increasing the dutiesJargély où suchgdods asiwe 
maost buy, ahd will buy, without regard to:the 

This House resolution proposes toincrease the 
duty-on our -imports/just fifty percent, Tf we 
mean to: be faithful to the country we must double 
the revenues ofthe country.. ‘Twill hot: say we 
cannot live, but we cannot be'content, we cannat 


be prosperous, unless we double the revenues..af 


the country. Mow shall we double them? Geénr 
erally speaking, [ may say that what: increased 
revenue you do not get from imports you must 
get from internal productions. I think itis much 
Better to increase the duties. on imports one han- 
dred per cent., and thus be relieved from .the ne- 
cessity of increasing the duties-on-our home prò- 


ductions, our internal taxes, to that.extent than 


viceversa. The:more you raise on:imports:the 
jess you will have to-raise in the shape iof internal 


duties, 


Mr. GRIMES, You started out with the ar- 


gument that you were going:to atop importations. 


Ido want that. 5 a 


Mr. HOWE. y 
to 


Mr. GRIMES. Then how are you going 
raise revenue? ge 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must 
address the Chair, “ae rae 

Mr. HOWE. Itake it, Mr. President, that 
every duty you lay has:a double tendèncy to 
check importations and to give revenue, dT do 
not undertake to say that the higher you place, 
the duty these double tendencies will be devel- 
oped to the same extent, whether the duty be one 
sum or another. Let your duties be what they 
may you will have importations to some extent, 
The higher the duty is the more revenue you will 
get from a given amount of imports. These are 
my reasons, therefore, for declining ta assent. to 
this proposition to reduce this increase of duties 
from fifty to thirty-three and one third per cent. 
Another question which has been considered in 
connection with this is, as to what:goods. thie ad- 
ditional duty shall be laid upon. The two prop- 
ositions are, on the one hand, to levy it upon 
goods which have not been delivered .by the Gov- 
ernment to the importer, and the other is to ex- 
empt from the payment of this incrensed duty, 
goods which, although they have not been de- 
livered are received into the country and are now 
in bonded warehouses. Whena merchant sends 
an order from New York to Liverpool orelsewhero 
for a given amount of goods, if you increase the 
duties the day after or any time after that order 
has left and before the goods arrive, it is very 
easy to see that he will receive the goods under 
circumstances very different from what existed 
at the time he sent the order. Lt is possible that 
if he knew the duties were to be Increased he 
would not have sent the order, -Hie has some 
right, therefore, to say that he is injured; that 
the law was changed after he had ‘sent forward 
his order. If you meant that your law should 
operate with exact justice upon the importer, L 
think you should exempt from the payment of 
the increased duty all goods which had been or- 
dered prior to the enactment of the law. That 
would exempt all goods in bonded warehouses; 
all goods on shipboard; all goods in transitu; 
all goods which had not been purchased, but the 
purchase of which had been ordered prior to the 


| passage of the law. But if we conclude to put 


the tax on all goods in transiiu, on ail goods on 
shipboard, goods afloat, and goods arrived but 
not in the warehouse, I cannot for my life, after 
all that has been said on the subject, see why 
you should distinguish between either of those 
classes and the men who bave put their gooda 
intoa Government warehouse under bond. Phere 
is precisely the same reason and the same justice 
for laying the additional duty on the goods in 
the warehouse that there is for laying it apon the 


| goods on shipboard in the harbor or upon the 


ocean. 

Mr. GRIMES. Or that there was for laying 
a tax on whisky on hand. p 

Mr. HOWE. That was very different. The 
reason why you could not put thattax on whisky 
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was because it was Hot in’ your Warehouses} it” 
was. not under: thè control-ef the Government; 
buti had .entered’ into the market; it had been 
sold from, hand to hand, and the tax had been 


ai 

Ji SCONNESS. It had paidone tax: = 

Mr HOWE: Ithad paid one tax. It had paid 
néarly the whole” tax proposed.: These, goods 
have paid no duty; they have not been delivered 
by the Government; they are in your own hands. 
df you puton the additional duty, the importer 
Nas still the choice to.pay that-duty.or reship his 
goods: < He left the goods there précisely ‘for that 
‘purpose,:to- make up bis mind whether he would 
“pay theduty orreship them... He pays the duty, 
‘and ulien only after he has. paid the duty do they 
‘come into:the- market... / i 

ive For thesereasons~-L have stated them as briefly 
maT cany I} donot know how coherently—tI voted 
ihcommittee and shall.vote in.the Senate against 
the reduction: of this increased duty from fifty to 
-thirty-threeand one third-per cent.,and 1 am. op- 
‘posed to-exempting the goods:in bonded ware- 
douse from.the-payment of. this additional duty. 

‘Mr. CHANDLER. Itis true, as stated by the 
Senator from Maine, that under our old usage, 
we always exempted goods on hand and goods 
on’shipboard from an increase of duty, Itis like- 
wise true that we gave notice that we had changed 
sour policy in that-regard, : 

The Senator from Wisconsin has anticipated the 
argument which I had intended to make. There 
is tenfold the reason why yoa should exempt 
‘goods: on shipboard, ordered under the expecta- 
tion of paying a certain rate of duty, that there 
ig for exempting goods in warehouse under Gov- 
ernment-bouds. Does the Senator from Maine 
«state asa lawyer that there is anything even bear- 
‘ing the semblance.of a contract between the Gov-, 
‘ernment and the man who puts his property in 
bond? -A contract must be binding on boty sides, 
“The-man who -puts his. property in bond does it 
‘with a perfect understanding that he may take 
vevery dollar of it out of bond and reship it out of 
sthe country. The contract is simply this: he | 
binds himself to pay that duty or any other duty 
‘that may be placed. upon the property by the 
Government when he sees fit. to withdraw it from 
the Government warehouse. ; j 
iu '[t may be that this increase of fifty per cent. 
will lead. to'a-very large withdrawal from- ware- 

- houses and reshipment. I hope that that will be | 
athe result. “l would rather collect $50,000,000 | 
-from an importation of $100 ,000,000 than to col- | 
lect it from an importation ‘of $200,000,000. 1 1} 
‘hope it will lead to the reshipment of these goods | 
‘instead of the shipment of gold, thatis going on, 
ag Usaid before, at the rate of four or five or six 
‘Millions a:week. LE think perhaps that might be 
the effect of it, I hope and trust it will be the 
effect of it. 

Sir; l hope that this joint resolution will pass || 
precisely as it came to us from the Houseof Rep- | 
sresentatives. ‘I believe it to bean eminently just | 
sand proper war.tax. Noman sends his property 
ito the United States without knowing that we are 
inva state of war, and in a time of war we are lia- 
‘ble to call notonly for our ordinary resources but 

for extraordinary resources. Every one knows || 
‘that; and why not let the foreigner who is avail- 
ing himselfofthe high prices in this country pay | 
his fair proportion of the burdens? Formyown 
part L wish that we could keep the money in the 
country in order, to enable us to tax it rather than 
to send it owt of the country to pay for what we’ 
donot want, f 

Mr. GRIMES. bdo not propose to enter into 
the discussion of this question; but 1 want to re- 
omuid the Senate that this proposition apples to 
‘the shears of the fwrmeérs’ plows in my coun- 
stry. H applies toiron. “It.coversall the articles || 
enumerated in the tarif ligt. It is not going to 
operate particularly to the disadvantage of com- 
-mercial men in the eastern cities, but in fact the 


‘profits; while it takes“from the resources of the | 
agricultural portion of the conntry a correspond- 


f 


-We are dependent upon importations and the 


whole amount of this additional tarif is to come 
off the consumer in the agricultural districts of 
the country. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. President, in former 
years a proposition of such magnitude as this 
swould occupy the attention of the Senate of the 
‘United States for weeks before its passage would 
sbe'thought of. It is a proposition which in. its 
direct effects must throw into the pockets of the 

Manufacturing men of the country millions of 
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ing amount. ; ie 

lt is propesed hére by a very short resolution 
to increase the tariff fifty per’cent. The Com- 
mittee on Finance have proposed to reduce. that 
to,thirty-three-and-a third per cent. I shall vote 
for the proposed amendment; but I do not intend 
to vote for. the resolution, even if it shail be so 
amended. I think: thatthe. adjustment of. the 
tariff, inasmuch as it so materially affects the 
different”. interests, of the: country, ought to: be 
very thoroughly considered before: it is. brought 
before the Senate. hep 

This is not proposed as:a permanent law; | It 
is not. proposed asa system, Upon its face it 
does not claim to have received the mature con- 
sideration of the House of Representatives or of 
the Committee on. Finance of the Senate; it is a | 
temporary expedient, but a very crushing one in 
its effects upon the men who have to buy under 
the operation of this law. [represent such an 
interest. We do not: manufacture in Indiana. 


manufacturers of New England and Pennsylva- 
nia and New York for what we require; and cer- | 
tainly before such a change is made, so greatly 
affecting our interests, very. mature consideration 
ought to be given tothe proposition. lam not 
prepared now to discuss it; and if I had time to 
discuss it [.do not suppose it:is important that 
it should be discussed. We generally have our 
views on the subject of the tariff made up. 

Lintended simply to say that I am astonished 
that so important a measure as this should be 
brought from the Committee on Finance and this 
proposed, amendment thrown. before the, body, 
and immediately the passage of the, measure 
should be asked... Ifthe tarif ought to be in- 
creased, increase it; if it ought to be decreased, 
decrease it; but let us know what change is to be 
made upon the different articles. If a uniform 
increase of fifty per cent. or thirty-three and a 
third per cent. is to become permanent, let the 
committee say so ina bill, which, upon its face 
and in its terms, is not to be temporary. The com- 
mittee say that this measure is not to be perma- | 
nent; that they have not considered it with that 
care that they would a permanent measure; and 
a this is to be a temporary thing for sixty days 
only, 


Jam not able to tell from the argument, what is | 
the purpose of the measure.. ‘Some Senators in- | 


limate that itis to be a prohibitory law; that its || 


purpose is.to prevent importation and to prevent į 
the exporiation of gold. Then it is not a revenue 
measure; itis the opposite, On the other hand, | 
is ita revenue measure? Is the Committee on | 
Finance prepared to show to us that it is a reve- | 
nue measure instead of-a prohibitory measure ? | 
Certainly the Senate ought to be very fully ad- | 
vised of the full effect of this resolution before it | 
is passed. . aut 

Mr. CLARK. Mre. President, I am in. favor | 
generally—I am now in favor-—of a strong and | 
vigorous tariff, TI feel as strongly as any person | 
can well do the necessity of preventing the large | 
importation of goodsand the flowing of gold from j 
the. country; but at the same time I feel the ne- | 
ecessity of so adjusting our legislation and the | 
measures that come before Congress that we shail | 
do no mischief to the business of the country. | 

The amendment of the Committee on Finance | 


is to reduce the increased duty from fifty per cent. Í 


to thirty-three and a third per cent. They pro- 
pose that amendment for this reason: they be- | 


lieve that when the tariff bill comes to be finally || 
| adjusted by the Elouse of Representatives, a duty 


of fifty per cent. will be a greater increase than 
will be upon an average laid upon articles that are | 
to be imported. In my judgment, it is better, as 


was sald by the Senator from Maine, to fix your |; 


duty, if. you cannot hit the exact place, a little 
below than above what will be the tariff. It is 


goods afterwards imported, and the importer must 


governing view of the Committee on Finance, 


| to taxing goods in bonded warehouses. 


while they agreed that there should: bea strong 
tariff, to fix it so- gradually and so adjust it to the 
business of the cowitry that it shall work nobody 
any harm if we can help it. 

Upon the best information the committee could 
get, and they: made careful inquiry of. the-men 
who knew most about the.tariff, they concluded 
that the House of. Representatives had fixed the 
point a little too high, Senators. will bear.in 
mind that this is a resolution passed in haste. It 
isnot a well matured, considered resotution. ; It. 
does not propose to be permanent legislation of 
the country,,but. it proposes only to, check im- 
portations while Congress can fix the permanent 
legislation.of the country. 

-1 desire, with the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. 
Gaimes,] to get revenue. Revenue we musthave; 
but there are two thingsa little inconsistent here. 
In the first place you. must check importations, 
so that the gold shall not.go out of the country, 
and yet you must have the goods come in, sothat 
you can get. the revenue, ff i 

Mr. COLLAMER.: In gold. oE 

Mr. CLARK. And get-it in gold, says the 
Senator from Vermont. Thereisa pointin duties 
beyond which you cannot go.', Undoubtedly, if 
you raise them too high you can prohibit im- 
portation, but you will not get revenue if you do. 
‘The point is to. reach exactly the proper mean, 
if you can, where you may prevent excessive im- 
portation and still derive a revenue. Itisa difi- 
cult.problem, but that is what the Committee on 
Finance are striving at. I submit to the Senate 
whether it is not better to fix it a little below. the 
point, if you cannot hit it exactly, rather than: to 
goaboveit. The judgment of many of the best 
informed men of the country, is that fifty per cent. 
is too high; the Committee on Finance think it 
is to high; but if it should turnout to be not quite 
high enough, in a very few days we shall geta 
well adjusted tariff bill, and then we can raise it. 

Mr. WILSON. That ought to be now. 

Mr. CLARK. It is said by the Senator from 
Massachusetts that that ought to be now, and 1 
agree with him it ought to be now; butit is not 
now, and no word of his or mine can make it now. 
..Mr. CHANDLER. Voting high duties on 
this resolution will make it, 

"Mr. CLARK. Ido not understand that voting 
high on this resolution will make a well con- 
sidered tariff. Nobody pretends that it is well 


considered. It is a temporary measure; a meas- 
iure in haste, 
Mr. JOHNSON, It says so on its face. 


Mr. CLARK, | Its friends say so, and thie res- 


i| olution itself says so, because it is only for sixty 


days, A short bill to-operate for a short time 
might be brought in and still be well considered; 
but this was not well considered. The House of 
| Representatives did not pretend to give it muclrat- 
| tention; but the idea was to pass a-measure which 
Should prevent excessive importations while they 
were maturing a proper tariff bill. {ï submit that 
| it is better to adjust the revenues in this way than 
it would be to inflict an injury upon the business 
| of the country. 

But, Mr. President, it is said we must have 
money; we must have revenue. So we must; but 


| 

f if you kill the business of the country where are 

i you going to get the revenue? You can tax prop- 
i 


erty on hand; but one of the best indications in 
this country in my judgment is, that the basi- 


t 
‘| ness of the country has been prosperous, and has 


j enabled you to bear the burdens that were upon 
you, Ifyour business had not been prosperous 
you could not have sustained yourselves so far, 
‘Then let us not destroy, let us not injure, the 


|| business of the country. 


J wish to suggest another consideration to Sen- 
ators. While we are laying these taxes, and while 
| they are falling heavily on the people, as they 
will, and while. we desire to lay heavy taxes, it 
| becomes only of more importance that we ad- 
jost those taxes so that they shall bear as equally 
i as possible and not- destroy any business or im- 
i terest. We have got heavy burdens to carry; we 

are all willing to carry heavy burdens; but let us 
make those burdens sit as lightly as we can, and 
well adjust the saddle on which the burden is to 
ride. 

Let me.say a word on the other point in regard 
Money 
you must have, and it is said if you tax these 
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additional, you will get so much more money. It 
may be that you will, if they are not reshipped. 
But, says the Senator from Michigan, I want 
them reshipped. But, sir, you want revenue; 
and if they reship them you.do not get any reve- 
nue. 
and at the same time tax them. so high'as to carry 
them out of the country withdut paying the rev- 
enue? É i 

But, sir, that is not the great difficulty with 
me. Thig is the pointin regard to it: you said 
to these importers when they imported those 
goods and brought them to your shores, ‘There 
is yourchoice; pay the duty now, or putthe goods 
into the warehouses and pay the duty when it is 
convenient for you todo so.” That system was 
established to aid the business of the country, so 
that the merchant might import his goods, put 
them into the bonded warehouses, and keep them 
there until he wanted to put ‘them into the con- 
sumption of the country and could find a market 
for them,.and then he was to pay the, duties. 
You made him that offer. Instead of paying the 
duties he says, “I will put them in the bonded 
warehouse.”? He puts them in the bonded ware- 
house, relying on the faith of the Government. 
The Government, it is truc, has not bound itself 
that it will not increase the duties on them. It 
has the power and perhaps the right to increase 
them; but the question is, whether it would be 
good policy forthe Governmentto do it. Would 
not these people whom you propose to tax, and 
who have got to bear the burdens of this country, 


feel that the Government had made it a little un- | 


necessarily hard for them, 

Now, I want to say to Senators that one of the 
most important things in this struggle is that this 
Government keep exuct faith with everybody with 
whom it deals, and instead of being in any way 
oppressive, that it should, so far as it can, con- 
sistent with its own safety in maintaining itself, 
have a regard to the rights of all classes of the 
people. Í agree entirely that the wants of the 
Government must be first provided for, This 
Government must be maintained, or we and its 
business interests are all gone together. Butstill, 
sir, if we can, in maintaining the Government, 
we should have a regard for the business inter- 
ests of the people. We have not by any means 
come to that point when we cannot regard them. 
Therefore [ am for following the policy of the 
Government, which has always been followed 
ever since the warehousing system wag estab- 
lished, of exempting these goods, giving notice 
that we will not tax them in that way. Bat, 
says the Senator from Wisconsin, the same rea- 
sons apply for taxing goods on shipboard, water- 
borne. Not exactly, in my judgment, In the 
first place, we gave notice two years ago that that 
was to be abandoned and changed. 

Mr. HOWE. Who gave notice? 

Mr. CLARK. Congress. Here isanew ele- 
ment. The goods have notonly been borne over 
the water, but landed on your shores; they have 
gone into your Government warehouses; they 
have been bonded under the expectation thatthey 
would pay the same duties that they might have 
wid when they put them Into the warehouses, 
(submit that this is a harder case than the other 
would have been. 


I submit to Senators whether it is not better to | 


follow the Committee on Finance in this matter 
and exempt the bonded warehouse goods if this 
resolution would apply to them. ‘Fhe House of 
Representatives thought it would not; the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury and the men who are to 
execute the law say that it will, Itis at any 
rate ambiguous. The Commitee on Finance do 
not mean to leave it ambiguous. ‘They propose 
to say thatit shall not apply; and then lea 
House of Representatives to adjusta tariff, if they 
can, which shall mect the wants of the Govern- 
ment and the convenience of the people. 

Mr. POMEROY. I should like toca 
tention of the Senator to one fact that perhaps 
did not occur to him. If this additional duty of 
fifty per cent. be levied on the goods in the bond- 
ed warehouse, 
will advance that much at once, and itis no more 
an object for a man to pay his fifty per cent., be- 
cause the goods will advance in the marketin the 
same ratio, than jt would to pay twenty-five per 
cenrt., or any other amount of duty. 


Mr. CLARKE. Will the Senator perm 


it me 


How can you get revenue out of the goods, | 


eave the 


1 the at- | 


that kind of goods in the market | 


edge or my observation. ; 

“Mr, POMEROY. You did not allude to it. ` 
~ Mr, CLARK: .I did not alludė to it here, and 
T ami obliged to the Senator for calling my atten- 
tion to it.” It may be true that the price of the 
goods will be generally advanced fifty per cent.; 
but a great many of the people who hold, those 
goods in the warehouse have contracted to deliver 
them for the rate at which they are ‘held, and yo 

are going to work injustice to that class. o 

Mr, POMEROY. | Whatever may be the rate 
of increased duty that objection will held good. 
If you increase the duty thirty-three per cent. 
you compel the man who made the contract to 
bear a.loss of thirty-three per cent. in such a case. 

Mr. CLARK. ‘Bat we do not tax the goods in 
bonded warehouses at all. The committee pro- 
pose to exempt them. : 

Mr.POMEROY. No matter whether they are 
in bonded warehouse or not, if the party has 
‘contracted to deliver them at a certain price you 
injure him in the same way. 

Mr. CLARK. Bat that contract was made 
under the policy of the Government which was 
adopted two years ago. 

Mr. POMEROY. The difference between 
| thirty-three and fifty per cent. does not affect the 
case at all. A 

Mr. CLARK. Notso faras the bonded ware- 
house goods are concerned, because we propose 
to exemptthem entirely from this additional duty. 
I was not arguing that point upon the bonded 
warehouse goods, 

. Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to reply to one or two 

remarks made by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. Asa matter of justice we know that the 
ordinary effect of levying a duty on an article is 
to increase the price of that article corresponding 
to the duty. The question is, shall the importer 
get the benefit of the increased price, or shall the 
Government get the benefit of this increased price? 
That, is just the case. I say the, Government 
ought toget the benefit of the increased price, be- 
cause te increased price is added hy the Govern- 
ment. j 

The Senator from New Hampshire—I do not 
think exactly fairly and squarely—has made an- 
other difficulty. He says, suppose the party has 
contracted to sell these goods at the old price. 
That argument would apply to any tariff law., It 
would apply especially to goods on shipboard; 
it would apply to goods to be imported in the 
futare; it wouldapply to all classes of contracts; 
and it would prevent you atany time from chang- 
ing your tariff laws; because contracts are made 
sometimes considerably in advance of the time of 
delivery; and the argument of the Senator would 
apply just as well to any tariff law that could be 
brought forward. But there is a way of avoiding 
| the difficulty; and the Senator is aware of it, I 
know. It would be very easy to insert in this 
measure the usual clause, that where goods are 


duty is put upon them, the purchaser shall pay 
the additional duty, ‘That clause was put in the 
last tariff law, if I remember correctly, and it 
ought to be put in any i 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was never putin any 
tariff law. It was inserted in the intérnal revenue 
law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was put into the internal 
revenue law. The same principle applies here; 
that is, as the additional duty adds to the value 
of the article, the purchaser Should pay that ad- 
ditional duty. I think it is well enough to insert 
a provision of that kind. 

Mr. CLARK. I was arguing on the resolution 
as it stands, 
there is no such proposition in this resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itis very easy to offer that 
as an amendment, 

Mr. CLARK. Very true; but that would carry 
it back to the House of Representatives, where 
the Senator does not want it to go. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say there are public rea- 
sons which seem to me sufficient why we should 
pass this measure in the very words in which it 
passed the House of Representatives in order to get 
revenue, This is not a matter of small moment. 
The duties now being collected at the portof New 
York ammount tosomewherefrom three to four hun- 
dred thousand dollarsaday. ‘The addition made 
i by this House resolution would be equivalent to 


sold to be delivered in the future andan additional | 


The Senator knows very well that | 


i right there? The fact did not escape my. Iknowl- 


-but if it. does, it will be very ‘easy for us to 


and yéry rapidly from, the bon 


| means of doing it. 


$150,000 a day in gold. {thi 


additional tax will not 


speraté Unjasily to any class 
A ; ) pro: 
vide for those classes in some other- bill.” Bat 
I thiùk delay ought to be avoided.” We know 
that these goods are béing withdrawn every day 
ded waréhoubes. 
dt ISEB. 


Been 


They aré arriving every day. 
being paid, One of the objects of the passage of 


| this joint resdlution speedily and quickly was to 


‘reach this large amount of 
increased duty upon therm, : : 

“The Senator says that ‘this operates very un- 
justly to the importer. . The Senator from Michi- 
gan has answered that sufficiently by stating that 
the importer has the right, if he chooses, to re- 
export the goods, These bonded warehouses are 
not for the convenience of the Government, It 
is not a privilege of the Goverinnent to have these 
goods stored Ina bonded warehouse. It is the 
privilege of the importer, intended for his benefit, 
intended to encourage trade, to. give him’ one 
year’s time within which to sell his goods. He 
can avail himself of that one year’s ume just as 


goods and to levy 


„well under this proposed increase.as under the old 


tariff. If the risé in the goods is not immediate 
he can leave them there until the rise caused b 

this increased rate of taxation is complete; or if 
he finds (hat the goods will not bear the increased 
rate of taxation he may reéxport them, and ‘all He 
would lose would be the cost of freight from this 
country back to the place of importation, which 
now, as weall know from the newspapers, is very 
small indeed. It seems to me we ought not to 
forego this opportunity to raise a considerable 


-sum of money, without doing any great injustice 


toanybody. Į think all tax laws m their opera- 
tion and effect work some greater or less ine- 


| qualities or injustice, 


Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, I do not 
propose to say anything in relation to the differ- 
ence between an increase of the tariff fifty per 
cent. or thirty-three and a third per cent., unless 
it may be this: that there should be some care 
taken, especially aftes the contract we have made 
with our ereditors to pay them their interest on 
the money we have. borrowed of them in gold, 
that we do not lay such duties upon importations 
as will cut off the importations. ftis unneces- 
sary to multiply words about that, I cannot illus- 
trate it better than by the old saying that that is 
just killing the goose that lays the golden egg; 
and itis the only goose we have that does lay it, 
{laughter,] and that golden egg we have pledged. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator in that 
connection allow me to ask him a question, as I 
do not wish to go into a discussion ? 

Mr. COLLAMER, Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Would it not be better for 
this country now to sell a sufficient amount of 
our bonds in the markets abroad to raise gold 
to pay our interest, and stop importations tem- 
porarily? Would that be any great calamity 
during a time of war? - . 

Mr. COLLAMER. Ido not. know how pro- 
lific the gentleman may be in his devices of finance, 
nor where he gets them from; but E thought it 
was understood that we were going to get along 
in this war independent of the world if we could. 
We have not begged any money of them yet. 
They told us pretty early that they would not lend 
us any, and we have done ourselves the honor 
of saying, “ We never asked youn, and it willbe 
time enough for you to reply when we do ask 
you.’? I hope we shall never be constrained to 
go to them to beg for money any way. So much 
in answer to the gentleman’s question. Now I | 
return to the subject, 

I merely say that caution should be used, as 1 
think, in a measure of this kind, for the reason 
I have stated, so as not to shut out foreign im- 
portations. 1 feel the weight of the plighted faith 
of this nation to pay that gold; L.hope it will 
be redeemed, and I do not want to cut off the 
Still, Lam not very particular 
on that point now, because this is buta temporary 
measure, and l think would not be very important 
in that regard. £ 

Now, Mr. President, what is the occasion of the 
House of Representatives sending us this measure 
at this time? Ttis this: that House have got al- 
most perfected, and in sucha shape probably as 
will secure its passage by the Senate, an internal 


| revenue bill, the main provisions of which lay 
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They must be shaped to each other, > If you lay 
a duty upon American manufactured woolens.or 
‘cottons, the manufacturer saysat once, “Itis not 
ery material to me how large your duty is, prò- 
“vided you lay a corresponding duty upon the im-: 
ported article; but cannot pay the tax on the 
manufactured goods.if when 1 come to sell them 
‘in the market J find that you have let in tie“for- 
“eign Supply at such a duty that I cannot sell my 
‘goods at what they, cost.’ Of course it fol- 
Jows that if you lay a tax on American manufac- | 
red articles you must lay a corresponding duty 
nimported articles of that character; and in order 
say what that duty shall be upon a foreign ar- 
‘ticles You:must'in the first place say how much 
‘you willlay onthe American article. When you 
“AX your internal duty, ‘you shape your tariff to 
it; you cannot make them simultaneously or con- 
mporaneousty; you must firstestablish the one 
to which you adapt the other. In the nature of 
‘things they are dependent on cach other for any 
suceess. If the American mahufactured article, 
whetlrer’an article of woolens or cottons, or any- 
thing of that kind, is permitted to go into the | 
market without any tax on it, the foreign arti- 
ele, if you lay a heavy duty on it, will not come 
“here’at all. 
ITmerely make these remarks to show how it 
was that the House of Representatives sent us 
this temporary measure. What was the occasion 
of it?” [twas that they are about to complete and 
pat in operation, we think very soon now, a tax 
on internal productions, and they want time to 
adapt the duties upon foreign goods to that. They 
‘must have time for it; and they have asked us for 
this ‘temporary increase of duty in the mean time. 
Why? If you put into operation the law that 
they are now forming and have about finished, 
‘and which T trust we shall pass very soon} when 
there are no increased duties laid on foreign im- 
portations, you almost utterly ruin the American 
manufacturer in these forty days while they are 
concocting and putting this forward so as to get 
jtintoshape. In thirty or forty days many of the 
‘American manufacturers may be almost ruined 
‘and shut up; therefore the House of Represent- 
atives have sent us this resolution to provide for 
‘the intermediate time. 
I come now to the question of laying this in- 
‘éreased. duty on the goods in warehouse. We 
undérstand that ifa duty is laid on a foreign ar- 
ticle it not only raises the price to the consumer | 
of that article on which the ‘duty is laid, in the 
‘markét, buvit raises the price of all articles of 
that kind on the shelves and in the stores of the 
merchants of the city and country, For instance, 
suppose ten cents a yard additional duty is now 
faid upon a piece of cotton, or a piece of woolen 
or flannel, the effect of it isto raise not merely 
that flinnel which comes in on which duty is 
paid, but immediately every man who has flan- 
nels to bell all through the cities puts on ten cents 
a yard, and raises the price of all that kind of arti- 
cle inthe market: But that is not all; it raises 
ihe price precisely the same upon every Ameri- 
can ‘manufactured piece of flannel. Inasmuch as 
tbe foreign article competing with his all the time 
is made to pay an additional duty of ten cents on 
that quality of flannel a yard, the manufacturer 
here puts on the American manufactured flannel 
of that quality an inereased price of ten cents a 
yard. ‘hat is a matter of course; the trade all 
understand that well enough; and I do not know 
but that they are wiser in their generation than 
-the children of light here. Who pays that addi- 
tional price? The consumers, the purchasers. I 
am not now saying that they always pay all of 
‘it, because I know of competition and its effects; 
but thatis but a mere disturbing cause and at 
tires hardly appreciable. i 
There is another point. When we lay our 
“taxes on American manufactured articles, what 
do we do? lask gentlemen to think a moment. 
Look over that tax bill; does it contemplate that 
‘the increased taxes upon the American manufac- 
tured articles are to apply to those on hand? If 
“you want to raise so much tax, and think you can 
‘do itin good faith by putting itupon that which is 


| the importation of such articles. 


already made, why should you not patit upon | 
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‘thal alrendy imported, and vice versa? Tf youlay 
your duty upon thatalready imported, should you 


not lay the corresponding tax upon that which is 4 


manufactured already? It will risé in the market. 
Wehad here a sister demand this session, which 
éceasioned very much debate inthe two Houses, 
about a whisky tax. I do not propose to repeat 
it, but that was the topic. What was the diffi- 
culty there? Itwas proposed in laying a new 
tax on manufactured whisky, spirits, that you 
should at the same time lay it upon spiritsalready 
made. ‘That ‘was repudiated in both branches 
after full debate, because people had manufac- 
tured the article under a different Jaw and on the 
faith of that law, and to undertake to lay anin- 
creased tax ‘on the article on hand would lay the 
foundation for taxing all other sorts of property 
after it had been manufactured and was on hand. 
If that is so, why should you undertake to tax 
the goods that: have been brought in under the 
existing law, for the purpose of raising a revenue, 
when you thereby raise the price of those goods 
and of all the other goods in the market of that 
character for your people to pay? The people 
will pay more’on the other goods that are raised 
up and on the American manufactured goods; 
they will pay this:tax that we get here four or 
five timés over. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Four or five times in theag- 
grégate you mean, in amount. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I say they will in the ag- 


‘gregate. While you onlyget your duties on what 


goods you have in warehouse, by this snatching, 
you raise to.the people, the consumers, that same 
price upon all the goods there are in the markét, 
foreign and domestic. That is the effect of it. 
They pay on all those goods, and you get the 
duty on this little piece în warchouse, I cannot 
see the justice or the shrewd Yankeeism of the 
trade. Recollect we are trading with the people; 
we represent the people; and this money is going 
to come out of the people. No onesupposes the 
importer is going to pay it and lose it; and you 
canhot possibly get it out of him and have him 
pat it on the imported goods without having the 
same price puton all the other goods of that kind 
in the country, Thesystem we have heretofore 
pursued not only in relation to importations, but 
in relation to our internal duties, our taxes on 
our manufactures, is that we will tax these goods 
hereafter manufactured and broughtinto market, 
not those on hand; and this is an attempt to take 
advantage of those men who have imported some 
goods and get a tax upon those on hand, and 
oblige the people to pay it on everything else of 
that kind. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, I believe it | 


has been held that the words used in this resolu- 
tion would embrace goods in bond; but unless it 
has been judicially settled that such would be the 
meaning of the phraseology of the resolution, I 
should doubt very much whether it would cover 
goods on hand; and Lam by no means sure that 


the House of Representatives intended to embrace | 


goods on hand. The language of the resolution 
is * that fifty per cent. of the rates of duties and 
imposts now imposed by law on all goods, wares, 
merchandise, and articlés imported, shall be added 
to the present duties and imposts now charged on 
» Trather think 
that the trac interpretation of the clause, ifthe ques- 
tion was an original one, would be that it could 
apply only to articles hereafter imported. Butif 
it should be construed as applicable to all goods 


| imported, then it might follow that it would cover || 
i all goods imported, no matter where they were, 


whether they were in bonded warehouses or in the 
stores of the merchants ready for sale. I believe 
it has been held that goods are not considered as 
imported until the duties are paid, and that ex- 
ecuting a bond for the payment of duties is not 
considered as a payment of duties so as to make 
the goods ‘imported goods” within the meaning 
of suchaclause. Supposing that to be the correct 
interpretation, it appears to me to be all-important 
to the good name of the country, to the preserva- 
tion of its faith, that goods on hand anywhere 
should not be taxed. 

‘The honorable member from Michigan is under 
the impression that when goods are bonded, the 
contract between the Government and the im- 


porter is that the importer will pay whatever du- | 


ties the Government imposes orshallhave imposed 
at the time he takes the goods out for sale. The 


honorable member ‘is under a misapprehension. 
That is not the contract and it could not well be 
the contract. The form of the bond is given by 
the act which authorizes the bonding of goods, 
and ‘clearly-excludes the importer from any obli- 
‘gation to pay more than the rateof duty to which 
the goods are liabje at the time they are bonded. 
The language of the ‘bond is— 

‘Whereas the following goods, wares, and merchan- 


dise?’— 
And then they are described— A 
“ imported into the district of” ———-, &e., “are now in- 


tended to be exported and conveyed,” &e.; * to the district 
of ——, and whereas the duties that would have become 
due on the said goods, wares, and merchandise, had the 
same been unladen, would have amounted to the aforesaid 
sum of ——: 

* Now, therefore, the condition of this obligation is such 
that if the. aboye bounden shall and do within six 
months from the date hereof produce tothe collector of 
this district the certificates required by law that the said 
enumerated packages,’? &c., “have been duly entered and 
delivered at the aforesaid district of ——~ or any other port 
or district of the United States, then the above obligation 
to be void, otherwise to be and remain in full force and vir- 


tue”? ` 

So that the true meaning of the bond is that the 
party becomes responsible only, if he takes his 
goods out, for the amount of the duty existing at 
the time; and if he does not take them out but ex- 
ports them atthe port where they are laden to some 
other port, he gets clear of tliat specific amount; 
and it appears to me to be obvious, looking tothe 
form of the bond, that there is a contract between 
the importer and the Government that the im- 
porter is to be responsible only if he takes his 
goods out of bond for the amount of duty imposed 
at the time they go into bond, and that he is only 
discharged, if he does not take them out of bond 
but exports them, from the obligation to pay that 
‘amount of duty and no other. 

Now, Mr. President, it is of course all-import- 
ant that we should raise the money to carry us 
through this war, and through. the difficulties 
which the war has created; but itis equally im- 
portant that we should keep good faith; and if 
the Government by its legislation as it now ex- 
ists has entered into a contract between itself and 
the importer, that the importer is only to be liable 
for a certain specific amount of duty upon the 
goods already in the country, though in bond, 
then itis of course vital to the good faith of the 
Government that ‘that contract should not be 
abused. And | believe I am right in saying that 
a tax law like this never was before passed by the 
Congress of the United States, On the contrary, 
until the passage of the act of 1862, to which the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance referred, 
goods on shipboard on their transit from the place 
of purchase to the United States were always 
excepted from the operation of the additional 
tariff; and in the act to which the honorable mem- 
ber adverted, and which he supposes changed, 
land in some respects perhaps it did change, the 
anterior policy of the Government, it will be 
seen—I speak from recollection, and he will cor- 
rect me if I am-wrong—that it was not to go into 
operation until some sixty or ninety days after 
the introduction of the bill; that is to say, it waw 
only to apply to goods imported into the country 
some twenty or thirty or sixty days after the 
passage of that act, or on some specific day; 1 
forget particularly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The act itself was notte 
go into operation for some thirty or forty daya. 

Mr. JOHNSON, Thatis it. Now, althougt 
in one respect that act might operate upon goods 
on their transit, because they might not get here 
by the period when the act was to go into opet" 
ation, and in that respect change the antecedent 
policy of the country, yet a Jarge portion of the 
goods which were then on their way and con- 
tracted for by the merchant abroad reached the 
United States before the day when the act was to 
| go into operation, and of course were Hable only 
| for the duties existing antecedently to the oper- 
ation of the act. 

Mr. President, the people of the United States 
individually, besides the amount which they are 
to pay indirectly by these imports, will be called 
upon to pay, and theyare now being called upon 
| to pay, very heavy taxes, not only taxes imposed 
by the Government of the United States, but taxes 
imposed by the States. The indirect effect of the 
war already, the enlargement of the currency, the 
large amount of currency issued by the Govern- 
ment made to be a jegal tender by Congress-~ 
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whether constitutionally or not is immaterial, it 
is acted upon as such—has been to swell the price 
of almost everything enormously. Goods that 
you got formerly for fifty cents you cannot now, 
obtain for $1 50; and those who. have: fixed in- 
comes are hardly able to live. If we did not 
know ourselves that that is the effect of these en- 
hanced prices, the applications that have been 
made to Congress daily since we have been in 
session tell us thatthose who have heretofore had 
an abundance in their salaries to support them- 
selves and their families are hardly ablé now to 
support them at all. aoe 

Then if, as the honorable member from Ohio 
supposes, the tax is always added to the price of 
the article, the consumers will have to pay just so 
much more than they are now paying as the in- 
creased duty exceeds the existing duty, besides 
the profitupon it. Butthere is aclass of persons 
who will be very materially benefited by such a 
provision as this joint resolution contains. It.in- 
creases only the duties upon imports fifty per 
cent, of the existingamountof duties. The effect 
of that is, if the honorable member is right, and 
to a certain extent he is right, and perhaps in 
point of fact will be found to'be right altogether, 
in relation to the effect of this act upon operations 
in the present system of the country—if the hon- 
orable member is right in saying that the addi- 
tional tax will be added to the article, and will 
increase the price of the article not only by that 
amount but by the profit which the importer will 
putupon the additional duty, the effect will be, as 
the honorable member from Vermont has stated, 
to raise correspondingly the: price of all articles 
manufactured in the United States, and the man- 
ufacturers in New England will be getting for 
their cotton goods, getting for their woolen goods, 
upon which they are now receiving a most enor- 
mous profit, just the additional profit of this duty, 
because the unavoidable effect of the law will be 
to increase in their hands the value.of their man- 
ufactured goods, and enable them to sell them to 
the consumer for just so much more than they 
would be able to sell them for now if the imported 
article was subjected only to the existing duty. 

There are a great many things that cannot be 
exported, The honorable member from Michi- 
gan says that this resolution is acceptable to him, 
because it will drive the goods already imported 
out of the market, Then we get no duty, and 
that does not profess to be the object of the reso- 
lution, and the honorable member from Ohio 
says that the object is to get money. There are 
a great many articles imported into the United 
States that cannot well be exported. There are 
many heavy articles which will not bear expor- 
tation; they are bonded merely for a place of safc- | 
keeping, and for the purpose of sending them to 
some other port of the United States, aud not for 
the purpose of sending them Gut of the United 
States; they will not bear the additional expense 
of transportation, and the men who imported 
them, who have contracted with the Government 
to pay the Government a certain amount if per- 
mitted to bring the articles in, are told after they 
have brought them in, ** We mean to charge you 
much more.” The principle of bad faith, as it 
scems to me, would not be stronger, although | 
practically it would be more mischievous, if the 
Government took the entire goods. 


But is it so true that we waut the money which | 
this will give—the gold? J thought that we had | 
more than we knew what to do with. My friend | 
from Ohio the other day stated in support of what | 
was called the gold bul, that by July we should | 
have $40,000,0U0 of goid, when we shouid have | 
to pay only some twenty odd millions; and he , 
urged upon the Senate, and the Senate adopted | 
the measure, to authorize the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to sel! the surplus gold, assuming, of 
course, that the laws as they are, without any in- 
crease of duties, would give us an abundance of 
gold to meet ail the exigencies so far as they are 
tu be met by payments in gold; and the Secre- 
tary bas gone into the market, or is said to have 
gone into the market and to have sold some cight 
ôr ten million dollars of gold, and to haye sold 
exchange to the amount of some four or five mil- 
lions move, the effect of which was to produce a 
temporary depreciation in the stock market and 
in the price of gold, but only temporary, as some 
of us said would only he the etfeei of the bill | 
under any circumstances. Gold went up the next | 


day, and stocks went up along with it. So far, 
therefore, as the public debt is concerned, and the 
obligation of the United States to.pay the public 
debt, principal and interest, in gold, the existing 
tariff is abundantly sufficient. . 

But there is. another reason why in my. judg- 
ment it would not be ‘creditable in Congress. to 
passa bill of this description.. The Senate are 
not to blame; but Congress has been in session 
now five months, and here at the end of the five 
months, instead. of producing a. tariff. bill. ad- 
justed so as to meet all the necessities of the Gov- 
ernment and atthe same time protect the interest 
of the public, we are presented with this tempo- 
rary measure. Now suppose it should turn out, 
and the honorable member from Maine thinks it 
will turn out,.and he speaks for his committee, 
that the increased duties which-are to be imposed 
by the tariff bill now being prepared will not be 
fifty per cent. upon the existing rates of duty, 
how shall we stand then? He who hasimported 
his goods under the existing law and has them 
now in the bonded warehouse, is made to pay 
fifty per cent. increase upon those duties. He 
who imports his. goods after the contemplated 
tariff. bill shall go into operation, pays only 
thirty per cent. Is there anything like justice in 
that? The one acting upon the assumption that 
the Government would preserve its good faith has 
brought into the country his goods, and you 
mulct him in an additional duty of fifty per cent. 
The other, unwilling to trust the Government and 
not able to import, waits until you adjust your 
tariff, and then he finds that he can bring his 
goods into the market at twenty or thirty per 
cent. lesg than the importer who has already 
brought his goods into the market, and his profit 
will be proportionably great. 

It is true that it is all-important that we should 
have money; but it is just as important, and, in- 
deed, more important, that we should preserve 
our good faith and do justice as between ourselves 
and the individual importer. But, Mr. President, 
it is not so much by regard for the protection. of 
the individual importer that I shall be governed 
in the vote against this joint resolution as by a 
regard for the protection of the consumer. `} for- 
get the articles included in the present tariff act, 
but it is clear that the resolution.on your table 
will not interfere with the free list articles in the 
present tariff. There are a great many goods 
upon which duties are imposed by the existing 
tariff which the country needs and which the 
country can only get profitably at this time from 
abroad, and therefore every dollar that you in- 
crease these duties, as the consumer has to pay the 
inercase, is so much added to the burdens which 
the Government are now obliged to impose in an- 
other mode of taxation upon the citizens of the 


| United States. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, [donot know that 
I understood the proposition that the honorable 
Senator from Maryland started with; but if I did, 
I should like to kuow so certainly. f understood 


him to state, as alegal proposition substantially, | 


that the goods imported and the duties on which 
were paid by bond were not considered as im- 
ported until the bond was paid, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I said I had understood so, 
but my own impression was rather the other way. 
© Mr. HALE. Ido not pretend to have much 
knowledge on this subject, but I venture to say 
that the honorable Senator is mistaken, entirely 
mistaken, and I would venture that, even though 
he were to meet me with adecision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States to the contrary. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The 
me. 1 didnotsay that that was the correct inter- 
pretation of the act. I said, onthe contrary, that 


unless it had been judicially determined that such ! 


was the correct interpretation of the act, I should 
have held that it was not, and that the goods were 
to be considered as imported when the bond was 
given. 

Mr. HALE. O: course. It is not many years 
since the whole duties were paid by bond. j 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. And it would have occasioned 
infinite embarrassment, and would have been an 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
from New Hampshire that | understand, though 


Senator misunderstands | 


| on. 


decisions, tha 
is settled as a rule that an importation is nots 
plete:until the duties, are paid... Giving a bond 
not held by the officers of the -revenue dep 
ment as completing the importation. Hiis am 
question of construction; Dut I can statethatt 
construction-is aided by the fact that.in previ 
tariff laws, where the same,languageis used, t 
is-also a reservation in favor of goods on the way 
or. in bonded warehouse, so gs to show thatin for- 
mer acts that construction has been.put.” oe 
Mr. HALE. Goods on the way. or godds in 
bonded warehouse. may be considered as an ex- 
ception; but if they be, it seems to be so made 
by law... But, Mr. President, it is not, I think, 
twenty years, it certainly is not thirty, since, the 
whole duties were. paid by bond, and there was 
no such thing as cash duties exacted, and. the 
bonds were universally received at all the custom- 
houses, by law, as a payment of the duties... In’ 
regard to goods.in bonded warchouses, my own 
impression is—of course F speak with great diffi- 
dence and deference on this subject—that this res- 
olution is well enough, and that it does not apply 
in its provisions to goods that are now in bond, 
for the increased duty is imposed only on goods. 
that are imported; and not being retroactive in 
its terms it must be prospective, and must mean 
oods hereafter imported. 1 shall, with that uñ- 
erstanding of the law, and it strikes me itis the 
plain one, go for the bill just exactly as it came 
from the House of Representatives, without the 
alteration or addition of a single letter; and Ido 
it for one reason. lt is one of two, measures that. 
have been proposed to Congress (one of which 
Congress have adopted, and I bope they will this) 
that look to me as if the Congress of the United 
States began really to understand the condition 
and situation of their country. We have been 
spending, God only knows how much, and. we 
have been collecting comparatively nothing. Pass 
this resolution, and it will be an announcement 
to the country that Congress begin. to understand. 
that they must do something else besides borrow 
money. ge oe gt 
‘Lhere is another fact. The honorable Senator 
from Maryland said that Congress never passed 
such an act as this before. Of’ course they never 
did, and the Congress of the United States were ` 
never in such a situation, before, and the country. 
never wasinsucha situation before; and the fact 
that we are in a condition so diverse from any- 
thing that hasever occurred in the history of our 
experience in the past should be an admonition 
to us that, some measure of legislation equally 
new is required. : ; 
The condition of the conntry is singular in an- 
other respect. I venture to s itis an anomaly 
in, the history of the world. hatdo the people 
of the United States ask of this Congress? ‘To 
take off taxes? No, sir, they ask you to pubthem 
The universal ery of this. people. is, to: be 
taxed, and not to be borrowing. money contin- 
ually. Ifthis war must be prosecuted, they want 
an energetic financial system that shall, take the 
money of the people instead of their credit to sad- 
dle.on posterity a debt to meet the emergencits 
of the hour; and for that reason [am in favor of 
this measure. Iam in favorof it because itlooks 
as if we are in earnest, It looks as if we began 
to understand ourselves. 
The objections that have been suggested by the 
Senator from Maryland as to the effect it will have 


Ido not know. much about the 


| on goods thatareatready imported and goodsthat 


are on the way, ure objections which apply to 
every measure that increases or diminishes the 
tariff. Lteannot be made to operate exactly square 
and fair and level and uniform on the whole coun- 
wy. There will be favored individuals who, by 
the peculiarity of their own condition now, or by 
more sagacity and foresight than belongs to the 
generality of men, having collected in their store- 
houses goods wider the existing tariff, anticipa- 
ting something of this kind, will profit by it no 
doubt. The legislation which we enact will not 
inure entirely to the benefit of the country, but 
willin some degree inure to the benefit of indi- 
viduals thus constituted... That is no objection ta 
the measure, in my humble judgment, because it 
applies to all alterations of the tariff, and always 
will and always must in the nature of things. 

I said, sir, that this was one of two measures 
which satisfied me that Congress began to under= 
stand the real condition of this country. Nowl 
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will tell you what the other is. The other is the | 
measure which was introduced I think By the Sen- | 
ator from Hlinois, [Mri Tromauiz,} and which 
has passed the Senate, proposing a radical alter- 
ation! of our fundamental law so as to abolish sla- 
very. That was putting ourselves in a moral 
condition’ to’ meet the exigencies of the present 
hour; and what that was in the morals and poli- 
tic of the nation; measures like this, m my hum- 
ble judgment, ere in the finance of the’ nation. 
Nowysir, let us adopt it. [tisnot perfect, I know. 
{t will operaté unequally, I know, and’ so willall 
human legislation: But the end, in my judgment, 
will be salutary, will be what the Fouse of Repre- 
sentatives wants, what the Senate, I think, wants, 
what the country wants. Besides, itis temporary, 
and we shall’soon have a permanent tariff bill be- 
fore us: ‘T hope that we and the House of Rep- 
yesentatives will take counsel from what I think 
there is no mistake in sapposing is the public sen- 
timent ofthis country, and that is that we are in 

a gigantic struggle for life or death; we have got 
Some chronic diseases upon us that I will not 
é@numerate now; but the great remedy, if we mean 
to fight this battle, if we mean to save this land, 
‘to save this Government, and to hand this inher- 
jtance down to our posterity, is for us to meet it 
likewien, and meet it by the imposition of just 
‘such burdens as are necessary to sustain the gi- 
pantic struggle ‘in which we are engaged. ` I hope 
we shall do that, nothing more and nothing less. 
‘The meastre that is now proposed, to my mind, 
is the very first of a series of financial measures | 
that will satisfy our constituents that we under- | 
stand our condition and are in’ earnest inapply- 
ing the remedy. 

“Mr, CHANDLER. I was astonished, Mr. 
President, to hear the assertion made by the hon- 
rable Senator from Vermont, which was in- 
dorsed-by the honorable Senator from Maryland, 
‘that. this proposed increase of duties would pro- 

_ -portionately increase the price ofall the.domestic 
po of this country. I was astonished to 
hear such a declaration from any source on this 
floor. Do not those Senators know that very few 
of the products of our looms come in competition 
‘with the products of foreign looms? Are they 
. not aware that we have not imported cottons, 
like our domestic cottons, for more than twenty 
‘years to any considerable extent? Are they not 


aware that we have notimported prints for twenty | 


‘years to any considerable extent? Are they not. 
aware that our flannels have not been in com- 
petition with the flannels of the world for more 
than twenty years? How, then, are we going to | 
advance the price of our domestic products by 
this measure, when they have not been in com- 
petition with foreign products for twenty years? 
Iwill not ¢haracterize the proposition as I should 
have done, speaking hastily, but I willsimply say 
that it is a fallacy. à 
“Tsay for twenty years these articles have not 
been in competition with any foreign product. | 
The articles we now import are laces, silks, fur- 
belows, diamonds, wines, and other things that | 
we do not manufacture, products that we do not 
heed, that we should be better off without. Our 
ladies might perhaps object to taking off their rib- 
bons and their laces and their diamonds, but I, 
for my part, would beglad if they were compelled 
to wear nothing but the products of our own 
looms instead of the silks and laces and furbelows 
of Europe. , 
= Not only do foreign articles not come in com- 
petition with the domestic products which I have 
just stated, but we export many of our products. 
We are even exporting clocks by the thousands 
and tens of thousands to-day; and yet the Sen- 
ator from Vermont would have us understand that 
we shall raise the prize of clocks to the same ex- 
tent that we raise the duties on importations. It 
will not affect the price of ourdomestic products, 
because they are not in competition with foreign 
articles. Many of our products we are cxport- 
ing to-day to South America, to the West India 
islands, to China, and India, and we come into 
competition with the world in our exports of those 
very articles the price of which it is said will be 
increased in the same ratio that we increase the 
duties on importations. The whole ideais a fal- 
lacy; tħere is no foree in it. 

The only question at issue was fairly stated | 
by the Senator from Ohio. Itis well known to 
every member on this floor that even a proposi- 


| 


tion to'increase your duties raises the price of. 
goods.’ Let it be understood that you will in- 


‘ercase your duties fifty per cent. on the Ist day 


of July, and it will not be three days before for- 
eign merchandise will advance very neatly to the 
fifty per cent, which you propose then to add to 
the duties. The question to be decided by the 
Senate is whether you will put these additional 
millions in gold into the Treasury of the United 
States, or whether you will put them into the 
pétkets of foreign importers. That is the ques- 
tion you are to decide by your vote to-day, and 
it is the only question. It was fairly stated by 
the Senator from Ohio. “Will you put these mil- 
lions into your own Treasury, where you need 
them, or will you give them, present them, donate 
them to foreign importers who ‘have no interest 
in your Government, and most of whom ‘have 
no sympathy with your Government? Sir, I 
am in favor of putting the money into the Treas- 
ury of the United States, where it belongs, and 
using it for the prosecution of this war, instead 
of putting it into the pockets of foreign importers. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would thank the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Finance and the 
honorable Senator from Qhio to give their esti- 
mate of the probable product in revenue of this 
measure while it may continue in force. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I will state to the Sena- 
tor that the committee have made no estimate 
whatever, and could not make any estimate, be- 
cause We ganna tell the probable amount of im- 
portationS; and we do not know exactly the 
amount of goods in bond at the present time, if 
the measure is to apply to them. 

Mr. DAVIS. I accept the soundnass of the 
propositions laid down by the Senator from Ver- 
mont: that the increased duty wpon foreign im- 
ported articles will add that much to the price of 
those articles; and in addition it will add some- 
thing like the same amount to the price of domes- 
tic manufactured articles that admit of similar 
appropriation, application, and uses with the for- 
eign imported article. £ dissent entirely from 
the position of the Senator from Michigan that 
the imposition of this increased duty will have 
no effect to increase the price of domestic arti- 
cles, because the duty will be laid upon such for- 
eign articles as do not and cannot come into com- 
petition with the domestic articles. A more fal- 
lacions proposition was never stated. How could 
a tariff protect domestic industry if it had not 
substantially the effect which the Senator from 
Michigan negatives? It is because the duty im- 
posed upon foreign articles will operate as an in- 
crease of the price of the foreign articles that it 
enables the domestic manufacturer to manufac- 
ture similar articles, and sell them in our own mar- 
kets ut the price of the foreign articles increased 
by the addition of the duty. 

Mr. HALE. With the leave of the Senator 
from Kentucky, Í want to state to him that I think 
he mistakes the position of the Senator from Mich- 
igan. His argument, if 1 understood him, and 
1 think I did, was that it would not increase the 


Gabe : : : 
price of those domestic articles which he named, 


because they do not come into competition with 
imported foreign articles, and that for some twenty 
years or more we had been exporting those very 
arucles to foreign countries, and therefore their 
price could not be affected by this increase of duty. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ido not agree with the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Michigan as modified 
by the explanation of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. Ourown manufacturers and foreign 
manufacturers make cotton goods. To insure 
protection to the domestic article, it is not neces- 
sary that the article which is brought in by the 
importer and the article produced by the domes- 
tic manufacturer should be precisely and in all 
respects of the same character. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator yield 
tome a moment? I took the ground that there 
was nothing similar imported; nothing would 
come in competition with the artisles 1 named; 
and therefore their price could not be affected on 
that account. 

Mr. DAVIS. I dissent entirely from the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Michigan. {Í main- 
tain this to be true, that in the various classes of 
manufactured cotton goods in the United States 
there is a competition with imported foreign arti- 
cles, and always will be a competition until the 
duty upon the imported article is prohibitory. ` 


Mr. CHANDLER. There have not been for 
twenty years any importations of that kind. 

Mr. DAVIS. Have we imported no cottons 
from abroad in twenty years? > 

Mr. CHANDLER. Nothing but very fine 
fabrics which we did not manufacture in this 
country. 

Mr. DAVIS. J understand that the foreign 
article may differ in its fineness; in its texture; 
in the name by which it is known; and it may 
differ in the price; but it may. be susceptible of 
the same appropriations and uses of the domestic 
article. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not at all. 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, I dissent from the Sena- 
tor on the matter of fact, and we cannot debate 
about that. So of woolens.. I maintain that there 
are various woolen fabrics imported into the Uni- 
ted States, although they may differ in some re- 
spects from the products of our manufactures, 
but are stillof such a character and admitofsuch 
appropriations and uses that if admitted free of 
duty they would come into serious competition 
with our own manufactured articles, and would 
put them down. There is no mistake on this. 
point, and there cannot be, because articles that 
are essentially the same, although in shades dif- 
fering, may be appropriated to the same purposes 
and to the same uses; and if all of those of for- 
eign manufacture were admitted duty free they 
would undersell and. would supersede wholly or 
partially the domestic article whose places and 
uses they might be made to assume. * 

I contend, then, that the position of the hon-, 
orable Senator from Vermontis substantially true, 
that the effect of imposing this duty upon im- 
ported articles will be to increase to something 
like the extent of the duty imposed the price of 
similar domestic manufactured ‘articles, and to 
give that much more of price either to.the man- 
ufacturer or to the present holder of these man- 
ufactured articles. Thatsuch would be the effect 
substantially, and toa very material extent, I 
have no doubt, If that be true, it explains why 
the manufacturers are willing to accept this duty, 
because, although its effect is to increase the 
price of the imported article by the amount of 
the duty and the profit upon the duty, it would 
enable them to increase the prices of their own 
manufactured articles in something like the same 
proportion. f 

Now, sir, suppose that the product of this bill 
should be $10,000,000, by way of argument and 
illustration, upon foreign imported goods. It 
would enable the domestic manufacturers or the 
holders of similar articles of the same aggregate 
amount of value, articles that might be applied to 
the same uses, to increase their prices about ihe 
same sum, which would make their present large 
profits enormous. The manufacturing constitu- 
ents of the Senator from New Hampshire would 
be well paid for his vote in favor of this duty, be- 
cause it would enable those constituents to im- 
pose that much more of price on their own goods; 
but, asthe Senator from Maryland {Mr. Jonwson] 
has asked, who will be called apon to pay this 
additional duty on the foreign article, and this ad- 
ditional price, without any duty onsthe domestic 
article? It will be the consumer, the people who 
use them. $ 

The Senator from New Hampshire mountsinto 
his usual grandiloquent style of declamation, and 
sings a hallelujah upon the present state of the 
country, the improved feeling, the increased light, 
and the juster appreciation, both on the part of the 
people and of Congress, of our great dangers and 
difficulties, and the-true remedy. He says that 
we are in great peril from which we can be saved 
only by taxation, and that taxation is indispensa- 
bly necessary to produce our deliverance. He 
says it is a life or death struggle with the people 
now. Itis soto some very considerable at 
in my State; and that life and death struggle Is, 
whether one half of tbe people of Kentucky have 
the means, or will by any industry and economy 
that they may be enabled to practice ever be able 
to procure the means, to pay their enormous taxes, 
existing and proposed. 

The honorable Senator says that another ques- 
tion is whether our great inheritance is to be 
handed down unimpaired to our posterity, [tell 
him what is most apt to be the great inheritance 
which will be handed down to our posterity; it 
is a mountain of debt which the people will never 
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be able to pay off, and the interest upon which, 
in addition to the expenses of the Government, 
if it goes on jucreasing in anything like the. ratio 
in which it has increased, they will be unable to 
meet. Most of the people of Kentucky are pray- 
ing lo be delivered and that God may deliver them 
from such a rich inheritance as that. They do 
not detive the same profits, and are not enriched 
to the same extent, by this war and, its expendi- 


tures, as the constituents of the Senator from New | 


Hampshire. If they could make money by it, if 
they could acquire morë of, income, add more to 
their wealth, increase their ability to pay taxes 
and to meet expenditures by the war, the same 
motives that make his constituency so friendly to 
its continuance, no doubt would have some such 
effect upon my constituency and upon the West 
generally. But instead of enriching them, filling 
their coffers, giving them increased ability to pay 
taxes and to nidulge in expensive living and lux- 
ury, the question and the effort with them is to 
get the means to pay their taxes. © l 

” They therefore do not consider the increased 
amount of our debt and the increased amount of 
taxes necessary to pay that debt as any blessing 
‘whatever, "They regard it as a burden, as a va- 
tional oppression; and the only question with 
them is whéther as å national Gppression itis not 
unjust and wanton, at least whether to a great 
extent it might not have been avoided by a differ- 
ent and a wiser policy; and they are utterly op- 
posed to pursuing this headlong blind policy that 
would shut the eyes of the country and of all 
those who have charge of the Government, or 
would erect their heads soaring above sober 
facts, fix their eyes upon the skies, and walk on, 
without examining or seeing it, into an abyss of 
national and individual bankruptcy and ruin 
from which there is to be no extrication and no 


hope. ae say the. dy 

“Sir, I enter my protest against the folly, as J 
conceive—I denounce it as a folly; it is so at any 
rate according to my judgment—of expending the 
last dollar and giving up the last man to this war. 
I have no such spirit as that. I will never con- 
sent as an individual or as a Senator to sacrifice 
the people of the country, their prosperity, to 
give up their liberties and their constitutions, na- 
tional and State, and to create a national debt that 
will crush them for indefinite ages. I never will 
consent to all these sacrifices in order to wage 
this war to any issue whatever. When f become 
satisfied that these are to be the results of the 
war, so far as my vote and my voice can go the 
war shall cease. If we are to lose the Union, to 
lose the Constitution, to lose our liberties, to be- 
come involved in four or five or six thousand 
millions of debt, and we and ‘our remote posterity 
be the bondmen and slaves of the owners of that 
debt; our country, our freeholds, our property 
of every description, the Jabor of ourselves and 
our children’s children, all to be mortgaged and 
pledged to the enslavement of paying in perpe- 
tulty the interest upon this vast amount of debt, 
that never can be met and discharged, what do 
we muke by such an operation as that? Why, 
gir, to rush upon that condition of things would 
be madness, even though we prove yictors in the 
war, and subjugate and enslave the rebels, and 
divide their lauds out among our conquering sot- 
diers; black and white. 

New Hampshire and the manufacturing States 
may be in such a position that they can meet all 
this enormous taxation and look without concern 
on the debi that is so vast 
shout approbation as the 
Hampshire so often does; but, sir, the people 
who have to restri 
have to wear their clot 
bare, who have to 
icum of limited juxuries, and even those com- 
forts to which they have been accustomed in 
former and happier years, and to pl 


hes unti! they are thread- 


and to meet their taxes, think and fee 


that Senator. 
most ability to pay. | have no doubt that half 
the people of Kentucky 
yond their ability : 
{ional and State, in the form. at 
the current expenses, of their families. 
face of such a condition of things it wou 


of taxation, besides 
In the 


ly accumulating, and ; 
Senator from New | 


ct their means of living, who | 


deny to their families the mod- | 


ace themselves | 
upon short commons to.pay their daily expenses | 
l altogether į; 
differently in relation to this whole subject from | 
Lam one of these people myself. , 
I regard myself now as taxed almost to my ut- | 


at this time are taxed be- | 
to meet all their burdens, na- 


ld be mad- | 
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: but I rose to repel an insinuation which the Sen- 


such. blessings, 7 

not submit to thei 
yesist it by all possible and Tegal. : | 
gentlemen that such is the feeling, and the grow- 
ing feeling of the countiy, certainly in my State. 
$. Our Government used“to be a ‘means, a great 
‘means, of giving liberty, Security, peace, and 
prosperity to the whole; people. The purposes 
of the Government seer to be essentially changed. 
‘Now the Government is everything; it has be- 
come the end; and the people,and all their prop-- 
erty, labor, efforts, and gains, at least in the West 
and Northwest, aremerely the means by which the 
Govertimentis to continue, its existence to be per- 
peétuated, and its powers progressively augmented. 
The people are ignored, and this enormous ma- 
‘chinery operates to protract this war that it may 
keep in the field more than balf a million of men 
to enable it to seize upon and exercise other and 
unlimited powers, and to hold the usurpers in their 
places. Its great business and ends have become 
to. levy taxes that even yet seem fabulous in 
amount, with which'to enrich its incumbents, and 
raise and support vastarmies of negroes and white 
men to crash out the liberties and spirit of the 
people, and force them to yield up the entire mass 
of their military population andall their resources 
and substance, as they may be needed, to fix upon 
them a despotism so stupendous that it can never 
be thrown off. Our fathers taughtus thatthe only 
legitimate end of government was the welfare and 
‘happiness of the governed. Now those who ad- 
minister it and their followers school us that its 
mission is to increase and perpetuate its power 
and hold them in place, though the people be 
thereby bankrupted and enslaved. 

Sir, when a Government ceases to answer the 
‘great and true ends of its organization, unless it 
can be reformed it no longer ought <o continue. 
T'he Senator from New Hampshire will concede 
this general proposition, I have no doubt. | He 
may make a question of fact with me whether 
our Government has proved or is about to prove 
such a failure. [tis not so regarded with New 
England Senators and their States, but with other 
Senators and large masses of the people things 
are considered as rapidly assuming that complex- 


ion. 

Į will say in conclusion, Mr. President, that if 
the Government was to get the advantage of the 
rise of price of every article the price of which 
will be enhanced’ by the operation. of this meas- 
ure, it-would be a motive and probably a suffi- 
cient inducement for me to vote for it; but when 
the obvious effect of the measure, in my opinion, 
will be to increase the price of so many articles 
upon which there will be no impost duties, and 
further to impose that amount of additional bur- 
den tipon the people, the consumers, and to en- 
facturers and the holders of domes- 
tie manufactured articles, | sée no suficient reason 
for me to vote for it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, ifjas the Senator 
from Kentucky says, the Government of this 
country has proved a failure, it has proved a fail- 
ure in nothing more than this; that it sits here 
from day to day, from week to week, and month 
to month, to allow itself with impunity to be railed 
atas itis by the Senator from Kentucky. Twill 
not undertake to say nor to intimate that the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky is nòtas good a Union man 
as there is in the body. Ít isnot for me to judge 
any man’s motives, orto impugn any man’s pur- 
poses. I will say, however, that in all my ex- 
perience, and in all history, I have never found a 
pure, unadalterated patriot who did not find some 
other way of manifesting his patriotic devotion to 
his country than railing at every act and every 
s made forits own Salvation. 
ly to speak to that, 


But I did not rise principal 


ator has made against the constituency that I 
represent; he has madeit before against the Pres- 


to press m 
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ident of the United States, that he desires the 
prolongation of this war, and that Í am singing į 
hallelujahs upon it, because it is putting money 
into the pockets of my constituents and they are 
growing rich out of itand desireits prolongation, 

Mr. DAVIS, I did not make the charge as | 
Lroadly as the Senator from New Hampshire |! 


| 
| 


heard as‘ palpably as T eve 
sounds in my life 00S : 
Mr. DAVIS. With ‘the honorab 
pérmission, I will say that either he is mi 
or T am mistaken. Tlimited it to this measure, 
and had no thought’ beyond this‘meastre, in rê- 
lation to that charge; but if the gentleman wishes 
me, E will take broader ground) 9° 5) 
Mr. HALE: T neither wish td press the Sen- 
ator nor to have him enlarge his ground, [laugh 
ter;] but I do wish to ‘state just exactly what the 
facts ure; and Iam content to abide by the record 
as the repotts of to-day in the Daily Globe shall 
represent us. ~ we : ee 
Mr. DAVIS. “You may give your own con- 
struction to my remarks. cee a 
Mr. HALE, I do hot want to‘be interrupted. 
I shall give no‘intetyiretation except that whith 
the words manifestly bear; and it is to that‘in- 
sinuation, that charge, thatmy constituents desire 


‘the prolongatidn of this war, that I wish'to. say 


a word or two; and | shall detain the Senate ‘for 
a very short time. Bee SENN 
Mr. President, the Senator knows very, Tittle 
indeed of New Hampshire. “Her people are not 
a manufactúring people to any considerable cX- 
tent. There are several large corporations that 
do manufacturing business in New Hampshire; 
but a very large proportion of their’ stock is 
owned out of the State, In the town jn which I 
‘live there is a very large corporation employing 
one or two thousand hands, and L remember since 
{have beeti in the practice of the law a suit to 
which that corporation wasa party; and a motion 
was made, and-I think sustaiiied, to remove the 


‘case from the courts ‘of New Hampshire into the 


courts of the United States because there was not 
a single corporator that owned property in it who 
lived in the State of New Hampshire. = °° 

Bat, sir, the people of New Hampshire, ih rë- 
gard to this war, have made sacrifices, to say the 
east, equal toany other State in the Union; they 
have sent out, to the last man, every one that has 
been called for; and thereis nota village in New 
Hampshire, there is not a valley or a hill, in 
which the weeds of mourning are not'to be seen 
and the voice of lamentation for the dead is not 
to be heard. They have poured out, their treas- 
ure and their blood unhesitatingly and unremit- 
tingly; and ifthey supposed that one representing 
that people and their feelings, their institicts and 
their desires, cotild beso recreant to every obliga- 
tion that can bind a human being as to desire the 
continuance of this war, the indignant rebuke of 
that outraged people would scourge him from the 
face of the earth. Why, sir,a more‘grossasscr- 
tion, an assertion more, utterly at war with the 
truth, than the’ assertion or the intimation that 
the people of New Hampshire or their represent- 
atives on this floor, or on the ‘floor of the other 
House, desire the continuance of this war—a 
more unfounded insinuation could not possibly 
find its way into the brain of any man, however 
it might be. f : 

Mr. President, that people have given the best 
evidence in the world that they desire the end 
and the cessation of this war, Why is it that 
they have given up their sons in such numbers, 
and their treasure without stint, and responded 
as promptly as they. bave to every càll that has . 
been made on them, but for the burning desire | 
they feel that the tide of war may cease, that the 
current of human blood may cease to flew, that 
the reign of peace and justice may” return? “The 
idea that that people, that people that you, sir, 
and I represent on this floor, are such incarnate 
fiends, that for the possibility of putting’ some 
miserable lucre in their pockets they might desire 
to see the tide of war deluge the land, and every- 
thing that is valuable in the present, hepefdl in 
the future, or sacred in the past might be -over- 
whelmed in one common rain, J confess is to my 
mind one of the mostabhorrent propositions that 
I have ever heard uttered. ay ees 


Bot, Mr: President, this war- has been forced | 
upon the. people of New Hampshire and upon}; 
the people of the loyal States. They resisted 
it.as long as: they could. They conceded until 
they had nothing left-in the way, of concéssion. 
"They made every sacrifice for peace that could be 
ade; and when lifé could not be preserved. ex- 
cept by unmanly concessions that would have left, 
em: slaves, they resisted. as, became men, and 
ey will resist until the opportunity. presents 
itself in which life may be maintained, to say the: 
least, upon:honorable terms. ` EAIN 
_ Mr. President, the Senator rails because we are’ 

‘getting such.a mountain load of debt that we never 
‘shall be able to pay it, nor-our, posterity to pay 

the ‘interest. of it. Jt-is because I wish to avoid 

‘that very-evil that: I-go for this measure. It is 

because I do fot wish to pile up a mountain load 
“af debt, but desire fo meet the enormous expenses 
ich, we are obliged tg incur by levying as the 

War goes on, some considerable portion of. the 

:meana with which it is to be carried on, that I go 

for this measure. It is because T do not want the 
debt to be increased, | do not want to go on in- 
terminably and forever piling up debt, that I think 
it becomes us in. the day of thé emergency in 
which we live to meet the existing evils which 
threaten us. : 

`i Let me ask¢the Senator, what does he propose? 
To rail and to, find fault and-to ériminate and ca- 
lurmniate.is the easiest thing. in, the world. But! 
what does the Senator propose?. He says he | 
would have this war cease. So.would I. But in 
G0d’s name how would he have it cease ?. What 
“way does he see in which it can cease? Has he 
heard anything to show that the chiefs of this re- 
bellion would make peace on any conditions? Has 

‘Jeff. Davis notified him that he would receive the 

veitizens of the loyal States back as slaves even? 

No, sir. It is a war declared against the Consti- 

" j tution, against the life of the-country, and it is 
waged for its utter.extermination and overthrow. 

c Whena quarrel commences, when war rages, it 
„takes two. to malke peace. One; party may com- 
meùce a war, but one party cannot make peace 

unless the other consents; and lask the honorable 

Senator, and 1 ask the Senate, and | ask the coun- 

iry, if from the day the first gun was fired upon 

Fort Sumter there has ever been a day in which 
the United ‘States of America could have made 
„peace upon-any terms short of national annihila- 
tion, degradation, and disgrace? . Has there ever 
been a time when the Constitution could have been 
saved; when this Congress could havé met; when 
this country could have existed, and peace been 
made? No,sir. ‘The terms which this rebellion 
continues to insist on are the utter overthrow 
and annihilation of this Union; the blotting out of | 
the work ofages; the tearing up rootand branch of 
‘the foundation-stones which our fathers planted; 
the overthrowing and annihilating forever the last 
vestige of free government upon this continent; 
anda man that wants peace upon these terms 
„wants degradation, wants national annihilation 
and disgrace. o 

Mr, President, I believe that the party with 
which you and Lact, I believe that the President 
oF the United States, I believe the great party of 
the loyal States in this country desire peace as 
earnestly, as.sincerely as the honorable Senator 
from Kentucky, or anybody else; but it is ore || 
thing to desire it and another. thing to mark out || 
some practical way to obtain it; and it is idle to | 
rail against what we are doing, to calumniate the || 

Government. of the country for what they are |! 
doing, to throw denunciation on the war, and | 
another to point out some means by which the || 

war can be avoided. ‘I believe that the alterna- |! 
tive is such that one or the other of these parties | 
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must go to the wall; the rebellion must triumph | 
and the Union be blotted out, our country become 
our everlasting reproach, our name our shame, 
(or we must succeed; and how are we.to succeed? 
Only by energetically pursuing the means that 
‘dre adequate to what we propose; by putting forth 
our whole vigor and our whole means. “What is 
property worth, what is your property or mine, 
or anybody else’s, more or little, worth if the 
country goes? Nothing, nothing. What value 
has property? ` 

, Mr. President, in one of the darkest days of |! 
the Revolution there’ was one of the truest patri- || 
ots that ever took part in the public. councils of || 
this or any other nation, John Langdon, who } 


; spifit that that regiment was raised. 


| which won for ùs the battles of the Revolution, 


ator from New Hampshire or any other citizen 


| and also when the Constitution was formed, I be- 
i leve, was slaveholding, and it was a. most im- 


| Government that the subject of slavery and of 


i| to this subject, if that State alone, and especially 


| duty, this war never would have occurred. 


| to rear the standard of revolt and to involve this | 
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ism to manifest itself in some of the self-devoted 
acts of patriotism rather than in continual rail- 
ings against the Government. Sir, the result of 
that patriotic sacrifice of property was this: the 
regiment was raised; the leading of it was com- 
mitted tò John Stark; and he marched and met 
the enemy. first ai the battle of Bennington. You 
all remember his.speech:to his soldiers on that 
occasion; perhaps dt, has. not been repeated too 
often to be repeated once more. He pointed out 
the enemy to his soldiers, and said he, “ Boys, 
there is the enemy, and they are ours, or Moll 
Stark sleeps a widow to-night.”? It was in that 
R It was in 
that spirit that they went forth to battle. “It was 
in that spirit. that they conquered, and gave us 
a country which God, in His providence, calls | 
upon us to-day by a like spirit and a like effort to 
save and to preserve,, . f h 
Sir, I hope we shall have mórę of that spirit, 

more of that patriotism, more of that devotion’ 


secured to us the great inheritance that is now in 
jeopardy, and which can only be preserved by a 
like temper, a like spirit, and like efforts. 

Mr. DAVIS, Mr. President, | was in the 
other. House when the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire took his seat there, and he came there with 
his mind absorbed by a single idea, and that was 
to liberate the negro. That idea has possessed 
him and has impelled him ia all his public and 
political conduct from.ihat moment to the prés- 
ent. It has been his guiding star, and we recol- 
lect the pan which he sang the other day to what 
he supposed would be. the final consummation of 
his great policy in the amendment of the Federal 
Constitution abolishing slavery in all the States. 
Was that American statesmanship? Was that 
American patriotism? What right had the Sen- 


of the United States to go to the other Tlouse or 
to come to this to make an interminable and un- | 
constitutional war upon slavery? It was not the 
concern of New Hampshire. She at thetime that 
the Declaration of Independence was promulged, 


portant and essential principle of our system of 


property generally should be regulated exclu- 
sively by ihe Siates. i 

Now, sir, he says that the South made war 
upon the North. They made immediately the 
present war, l admit, but the remote and prelim- 
inary war was made by the North all the time, 
and commencing nearly a third of a century ago 
against the South, against its institutions, against 
its property. Ifthe State of New Hampshire had 
done its duty singly and in good faith in relation 


if all New England had acted in the same line of 


The Senator was here when what was called 
the Crittenden compromise was proposed, Ifthe 
Senators from New Hampshire had supported 
that compromise, and especially if the Senators 
from New England had supported it, the rebel- 
lion never would have taken place; the rebels and 
the malcontents would never. have had strength 


nation in civil war. - : 

_ Now, the Senator says that I have done noth- 
ing but rail against the Governmentand its meas- 
ures and its policy, and that he never knew ofa 
patriot in any country that took precisely that 
course. fF agree with him in the truth and cor- 
rectness of that position, to the extent that such 
measures are expedient and constitutional. But 
I tell the Senator that my course, within the prin- 
ciple that I have stated, has not been such as he 
has characterized it. Every proper and constitu- 


tional measure that has been proposed to carry 
on this war according to thé principles and pol- 
icy that were announced atits beginning Ihave 
sustained; and it was only when the war became 
perverted and its measures Were made subsidiary 
to other ends than putting down the insurrection 
and enforcing the Constitution and the lais; that 
I dissénted from the policy and opposed thé meas- 
ures of the Administration. In that departure [ 


|| dissented, and I condemnéd it, and I always will 


condemn it, and the Senator Was untiue to his 
pledges, the Constitution, and the country, in 
supporting them. a i 

The Senator rebukes me in strong térms for 
railing against the Government and its médsures. 
Who has indulged, especially what supporter of 
the Administration, more liberally in that tine 
than the Senator himself? Did he not proclaim 
again and again, in fifteen or twenty days of suc- 
cessive debate two yearsago, that the liberties of 
this people and the continuance of the Govern- 
ment were in more danger from the corruptions 
of the Departments than from the enemy in the 
field? I agréed with him then; I agree with him 
now. I suppose the Senator will hardly assume 
that thé extent and enormity of that corruption 


; have decreased. No, sir; as the war has moved on 


and its armies been augmented and its expendi- 
tures increased, so has been the increase of cor- 
ruption. Instead of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire rebuking me, he ought to stand by me in 


| the position which I have assumed of condemn- 


ing the extravagance, prodigality, wastefulhess, 
and corruption of this Administration, and hold- 
ing it to the true constitutional principles upon 
which it avowed at the commencement that it in- 
tendéd to conduct thé war, te 

Now, sit, I will read a sentence or two óf what 
has been read scores of times in this Chamber. 
Mr. Lincoln, in his inaugural address, as the 
Senator knows, and as we all know, said that he 
had neithér “ the power nor the inclination to in- 
terfere with slavery in the States.’? He said 
through the Secretary of State, in instructions to 
Mr. Dayton, our minister to France, that ‘the 
rights of the States and the condition of every 
human being in them will remain precisely the 
same whether the revolution shall aucceed or 
whether it shall fail. In the one cage the States 
would be federally connected with the new con- 
federacy; in the other they would, as now, be 
members of the United States; but their constitu- 
tions, laws, customs, habits, and institutions in 
either case will remain the same.’? - 

The Senate itself passed a resolution, with but 
three dissenting voices, I think, after the battle 
of Bull Run, of which the substance was, that 
this war is not waged on your part in any spirit 
of oppression, or for any purpose of conquest or 
subjugation, or purpose of overthrowing or inter- 
fering with the rights or established institutions 
of the southern States, but to defend and main- 
tain the supremacy of the Constitution and pre- 
sérve the Union with all the dignity, equality, 
and- rights of the several States unimpaired, and 
as soon as these objects are attained the war ought 
to cease. 

T deny to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that I have everabandoned one square inch of the 
ground announced for conducting this war. He 
once pledged himselfto it, and he has abandoned 
the whole of it. He, with the President of the Uni- 
ted States, is now operating upon'a policy diamet- 
rically opposed and wholly destructive of all the 
rights of the States, their constitutions, laws, in- 
stitutions, property, and all the principles upon 
which they solemnly pledged themselves to the 
country and the world they would carry on the 
war, {ask the honorable Senator if, with ‘this 
altered policy on the part of the Administration 
and its friends, I am not authorized to denounce 
it. Where does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire find the authority of the President of the 
United States to pull down State constitutions 
and State governments? Where does he find the 
power of the President of the United States to 
issue a proclamation authorizing less than one 
tenth of the population of the States to recon- 
stract those governments? Where docs he find 
the authority of the President of the United States 
to impose conditions upon the one tenth that he 
will permit to take part in the reconstruction of 


| those governments, that they must take an oath 


tò Support his proclamations and the measures of 


1864.. 


his party in Congress, although’ they may be in 
fact and may be believed by them to be unconsti 
tutional? Sir, the President has no power over 
sich a matter; it does: not belong to him; he-ean- 
not claim or attempt to’ exercisé it without the 
grossest and most flagitious usurpation, What, 
gir, he pull down a State government! Thereis 
no power on this earth to do that act except: the 
people of the State themselves; and when they 
asked for admission originally into the Union; or 
if they have placed themselves in such circum: 
stances that they are to ask for admission or qtasi- 
admission subsequently; that appeal is, by the 
Constitution, to be-made to Congress, and not to 


the President; thè President has no power or: 


authority whatever over the subject. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 
Kentucky allow me to appeal to him? We are 
very anxious to pass this resolution to-night, and 
this discussion of general political questions is 
certainly very much out of place on it. ` 

Mr. DAVIS. I will occupy buta few minutes 
more of the time of the Senate. 1 feel the force of 
the appeal and the considerations which the Sena- 
tor has addréssed to mejand L will respect them: I 
will not enter into an examination of these princi- 
ples and these questions; but will say to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, and F will say to my 
constituency, and Iwill maintain to the list pul- 
sation of life, that when the alternative is offered 
to me, “ Will you consent that all the measures 
of the present Administration, and all the princi- 
ples and perversions and usurpations of power 
which they involve, shall be fixed permanently 
upon the country, and in addition to that there 
ahall be imposed upon it a debt of four of five or 
six thousand millions, that will require from them 
taxation to the extent of four or five or six hun- 
dred million dollars annually, the effect of which 
will be to mortgage the property of my whole 
region of the United States, all the labor of the 
people, all the profits and avails that they can 
spare after a most stinted support of their families, 
will you consent that these fruits shall come upon 
the country in order to continue this war, and to 
force a triumph of arms that will make such the 
permanent condition of things?” [forone wiitsay 
no, though I stand, solitary and atone of all the 
living. No, Mr, President, when the question is 
self-preservation or the maintenance of the Union 
by the force of arms, and by the sacrifice of the 
Constitution and these liberties, and by the utter 
destruction of the material prosperity of the peo- 
ple of the country, or of my State; when the ques- 
tion is whether they shall become slaves and bond- 
men to pay the creditors of a debt created for their 
subjugation, for the overthrow of their Constitu- 
tion, for the subversion of their liberties, to make 
them and their posterity the hewers of wood and 
the drawers of water to the great moneyed aristoc- 
racy; and this great ruin can be to any material 
extent averted by stopping the war, let it not con- 
tinue for another. hour, 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I believe the question be- 


fore the Senate now is whether we shall put this | 


additional duty upon goodsin bonded warehouses. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. No; the question now 
is whether the increased duty shall be fifty per 
cent. or thirty-three and one third per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the first amendment of the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I understood that the 


first amendment of the Commitee on Finance 


proposed not to lay the increased tax upon the Í 


goods in warehouse, Lwish to say just one word 
on that subject. 

Mr. GRIMES and others. 
us now. , 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Very well; then I will 
reserve what I have to say until that question 
comes up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
is on the amendment of the committee proposing 


Thatis not before 


to strike out * fifty’? and insert ‘ thirty-three and 
| 


one third.” 

Mr. CONNESS. I will not discuss this ques- 
tion, but as | have a vote to cast upon it, andam 
a member of the Committee on Finance, I will 
say that I shall first vote for the highest rate of 
duty proposed, and shall therefore vote for the 
resolution as it came from the House of Repre- 


sentatives; and if that shall fail, I shali after- | 


wards vote for the highest rate that the questions, 


Will my. friend from 


The question | 


as they dre put to the: Senate, will allow. me to 
vote-fori S er ufo hapa nes epee 

-Mr: MORGAN, -£ should vote for the highest 
raté;-for the rate proposed by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, if F-supposed that that would*be the 
rate -which.-would be°fixed upon-in the regular 
taviff bit which is now being: prepared: in: the 
other Houses but asl understand from: the Com: 


| mittee. on Finance that it-is not expécted: the in- 


erease will be as large-as that; I-shall-vote for T 
amendment of the committees < Wedanotknow 

of course what the increase theregular bill will 
be; but we know. that in the> other House that 
bill is being matured to take the place of the joint 


| resolation we are about to pass, and: as. that 


increase will be less‘in the average in all proba- 
bility than this joint resolution proposes, it seems 


to me proper not to vote for the larger amount at j] 
this time; and: [..shall therefore “vote for the |} 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Fi- | 


naneé. í 
_ Mr. CONNESS. 
Esait before, that I would vote as the Senator 
from New York states that he will vote, if- I had 
any guarantee that the rate hereafter to: De im- 


“posed by Congress would be less than that- pro- 


resolution; but the more I. have 
it, the more 1 have concluded -that 
than lower. Cer- 


posed by this 
thought upon 
the rate is likely to be higher 
tainly at least it is fair to take the rate of fifty 
per cent. now before us in the resolution, and to 
presume that the House of Representatives having 
passed that by-a very darge vote, it is an indica- 
tion of à determination ontheir part that no lower 
rate shall be imposed hereafter. , ? 

Mr. GRIMES, [shall vote for this proposition 
of the Committee on Finance, for the reason as- 
signed by the Senator from New York. It is not 
possible, I think, that any tariff will be adopted 
which will raise the duties on every single article 


fifty per cent., though that may be the average 


rate of increase of the articles that may be enu- 


merated init. If we pass this resolution as it | 


eame from the House of Representatives, and do 
not sixty days hence pass a bill imposing duties 
corresponding in amount to this resolution as it 
caine to us, we may rain the men who are geal- 
ers jn these articles, whereas if we adopt the rate 
of thirty-three and a third per cent. increase, and 
we shall hereafter conclude to raise it up to fifty 
per cent., those people will not be injured, and the 
men who have an amount on hand at the time the 
increase is made will not- be injured, and the 
amount they have on hand will not operate asan 
injury to the purchaser from them. For that | 
reason 1 shall vote for the amendment. i 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. FESSENDEN | 
called for the yeas and nays, and they were or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 
17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Clark, Collamer, Cowan, 
Davis, Doolittle, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Henderson, 
Hendricks, Johnson, McDougall, Morgan, Powell, Riddle, | 
‘fen Eyck, Van Winkle, and Willey—19. 

NAYS—Mesers. Anthony, Chandler, Conness, Foot, 
Hale, Harlan, Howard, Howe, Lane of Indiana, Lane of 
Kansas, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, į 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—1%. H 

So the amendment was agreed to. | 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was in line six after the word * imported” 
to insect “from foreign countries, except goads, 
wares, merchandise, and articles now in the pub- 
lic stores or bonded warehouse.” 

Mr. JOHNSON. When l wasup before I re- 
ferred to the form of the bond prescribed by the 
act of 1799. The bond which is now the one 
given when goods are bonded is under the act of 
1846, and I merely rise for the purpose of show- 
ing that that bond is only for the duties which 
are due under the laws existing at the time of 
their being warehoused. The aet says that ‘the 
goods are ‘‘ there to be kept with due and reason- 
able care, at the charge and risk of the owner, 
importer, consignee, or agent, and subject at all 
times to their order, upon payment of the proper 
duties and expenses, to be ascertained on due en- 
try thereof for warehousing, and to be secured by 
a bond of the owner, importer, or consignee.” 
So that the amount of the bond is double the 
amount of the duties which are due under- the 
laws existing at the time, and becomes a contract, 
as i think, between the Government and the im- 
porter that if he will pay the amount of duties | 
ascertained at the time of the entry, which the 
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‘| might say we were und 
I willsay in addition to what | 


t posts now imposed by 
| dise, and articles imported, 


boad ie intended: to pécatej he shall talte 


oùt and dispose of theme oo: 2 FOR 
Mr, DOOLITTLE: I do not understand that 
ihere-is-any such binding:obligation av thationthe 
part of the Government-ag between itand the Wen 
who have imported goods and put them inte wave? 
house. We allow them to, being thé godds: here 
for'theirconvenience;to-take theadvantageofour 
marketyorof any other marketoftheworldgthey 
put their goods-into our-warehouses: and gives 
certain:bond: for the payment of duties; provided 
they sell them here; but if: they doinet sell them 
here they nevér pay owr duties they may: take 
the goods to Englaud or:France:or anywhere else 
without paying anything-except simply whetut 
is necessary topiy for storing the: goods. If they 
had paid tlie duties to:the Government, orif they 
had entered ihto:a contract with the Government 
that at anytime they would sell the goods in this 
country and therefore pay ‘the duties here, you 

er suchan obligation: that 


we could not, without:a violation of good faith, 
increase the amount-of: duties.on' those. goods in 
bond. But the thing. +s mere proposition:oh 
their parts “ We. bring: the goods ‘here. and: put 
them in your power; if: we choose: to sell them 
here we-will sell them; if not, we will sel them 
anywhere in the markets of the world; itis.a 
naked proposition, not a binding bargain a’-be- 
tween them and us, by which we are held under 
such obligation.thatiwe cannot, in good. faith to 
these gentlemenyJevy additional duties. We still 
say to these gentlemen , “< Sell yourgoods or take 
them elsewhere to. sell; if yousell them here pay 
the additional duties which we propose to impose 
by this law.” patu a Babee Se 
But this case I conééde may arise: where: these 
men have put their goods in. store, and have ën- 
tered into a contract for the sale and. delivery of ` 
theny here at some fature time, they might be 
held under such circumstances, and if you impose 
an additional duty it would be aviolation of good 
faith on yonr part unless you make such provis- 
ion for it in the law now'as England makes: in 


|-her laws when she ‘imposes additional dutiés on 


goods in:bond:or in warehouse: cis 
The Senator from: New Hampshire (Mr. Hank] 
insigtsthat under the provisions of this resolution 
it does not apply to goods in bond: He insists 
that it only ippneste such goods as are to: come 
into our ports ereafter, Ido not so understand 


the provisions of this resolution; certainly it is 


‘net so understood by the committee. It rs un- 
j- derstood as applying to all goods on which. the 


duties have not been paid, and that would inelude 
certainly goods in bond. The language of the 
resolutron is? x A en 

That, until the end of sixty days from the passage of this 
resolution, fifty: per cent. of the rates of duties arid, im- 
law on all goods, wares, merchan- 
shall be added.to.the present 
duties and imposts now charged onthe importation uf such 
articles. i nee 

It seems to me that would cover the goods in 
bond, tipon which thë duties have not yet been 


‘imposed and paid. Therefore, sir, understand- 


ing this as 1 do, afd with a view. of preventing 
that injustice which men might be made to suffer 
who had entered into, contracts to sell and deliver 
goods under the existing duties, think it would 
be but just to add to this bill just such a provision 
as is adopted in England on that subject... Ihave 
before me the British statute.of 1858, 21 Victoria. 
The section to which 1 refer will be found in an 
act for granting certain additional rates and duties 
of excise, passed Mey 14, 1858. 
Mr. SUMNER. | Read the provision. . 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. It is the fourth section 
of that act, and is in these words: : 
“LV, And whereas contracts oragreemente may have been 
made for tlie sale or delivety of some of the goods ór com- 
modities on which increased or additional duties of excise 
are by this act granted and imposed, which contracts: or 
agreements may have been made with no reference to such 
additional duties, and thereby the several contractors may 
be materially affected: ` n 
“ For remèdy thereof be it enacted, ‘That every person who 
shall have made or entered into any contract or agreement 
shali be and is herebyauthorized and empowered, inthecase 
of any such contract or agreement, to add:so much money ag 
will be equivalent to the increased or additional duty hereby 
granted on any such goods or commodities respectively to 
the price thereof, and shall be entitled by virtue of this act 
to be paid and to sue for andrecover the same accordingly.?* 


Mr. JOHNSON. That is to miake the: pur- 
chaser pay the duty; that is all. i 
Mr. DOOLITT LE. The purchaser pays the 


THE, CONGRESSIONAL’ GLOBE, 


April 28, 


y- Certainly that would be jast: Weybyime 
posing: this additional taxarpon-a -particular_arti- 
èle; add-so:much to the price, 1 Would it be just 
to!compel:the-selley, to-_pay’that-additional-daty? 
aM. JOHNSON. ‘Thaviswhat. this resolution 
doe x pisaa ga" My Erer de PA AN E a E 
eMe DOOLITELE. ” I suggest that therc ought 
tobèmprovision : in«this:resolution: appl ying to 
wocasé: where: a:contract-has,been ‘entered: into 
relieving «thesseller. from:.the:injustice-which.it 
bnight-operate upon him: But the great majority 
of these:goods remain:in-bond without. being un- 
dér ‘any contract-of salevat all... There should, be 
&.-provision, ‘however, ‘te meet: the: exceptional 
wabe of such goods:as:are in. bend, and.,which 
‘those who hold them: in bond: hgye. entered inte 
weontract to-sell and deliver, on Which the duties 
shave not yet: been: paid... F. suggest, therefore, if 
athe resolutionris:to stand; covering, as I under- 
stand-itdoes, goods in bond as wellas.goods here- 
after: to be imported, | had drawn a provision 
substantially:the same as this British statute, to 
mest simply ‘those cases. where contracts. have 
-been entered into to:sell and deliver the goods... I 
swill send the amendment to the Chair; but I be- 
Heve itis not now in drder; : 
Mr. SUMNER. It.would be in order-as an 
amendment to the amendment of the committee. 
+ Mr. DOOLITTLE. Then lwillsubmititas an 
‘amendment to the amendment of the committee. 
:: Mrs FESSENDEN. The:-amendment of the 
commitlee simply proposes to'insert.in the body 
.of the resolution certain words. exempting the 
‘goods in warehouse from this increased daty, and 
‘the Senator’s-amendment could. not very. well 
come. in there. : 
ev Mr; DOOLITTLE: . The: proposition I hav 
offered is not-drawn exactly as.an amendment to 
“ithe amendment df the committee, , rs 
The PRESIDENT: pro tempores. The Chair 
-willssuggest that it: might. be added: as an addi- 
idiondk: proviso: tothe résolution. . A 
“May DOOLATTLE, :Lushould bean 
‘Provision tothe resolution... 
on Mru POMEROY.» I rise. to inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin. whether his amendment 
idoes not look like interfering-with a contract? Is 
not the purchaser entitled to the benefit of his con- 
stract? How can yowcome in and make the put- 
chaser, the man‘who has contracted.for the goods, 
“pay any additional price? : If this tariff increases 
‘the value. of the goods, is he not entitled to that 
‘increase of value? Must he not have the benefit 
of that contract?. And yet by the Senator’s prop- 
ovition, Congress isto come in and interfere with 
it, t z : 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. We simply take the 
money which. we are putting into his pocket, 
© Mr. JOHNSON. We do-not put it into his 
pocket. © | ras vies 
o Mr, DOOLITTLE: Certainly we do. 
Mr. POMEROY. Is he not entitled to it by 
his, contract? 
Mr. DOOLITTLE., He is not entitled to it. 
‘He contracted With reference to the law as it then 
existed, and when we make a new law we. ought 
to make that law so'as to do justice to all parties. 
Certainly we ought not to impose the increased 
duty on the seller. Suppose the seller has pre- 
viously contracted. to deliver the goods. Will you 
Jee the increased duty on the seller and compel 
Jun’ to payit when he does not get any additional 


additional 


“price-from the purchaser ? ; 
Mr. McDOUGALL: Let me ask the Senator 
a question, Wonld hot that be a penalty upon 
the purchaser-—a penalty enforced by law? 
Mr, DOOLITTEE. Tao not understand it so 
‘atall, ‘I understand that a similar provision was 
adopted in one of the revenue bills by Congress. 
“Mr. McDOUGALE. By introducing the Eng- 
lish statute here, would you not compel the. pur- 
chaser in the form of penalty to pay the additional 
"price, which would be a penalty over and above 
the ‘contract price? dee a 
Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly it would. 
» Mr. DOOLITTLE. It is very true we compel | 
him- to pay the additional price which we add to 
the goods. Who shall pay it? Will you make 
the seller pay it? 
-Mr.MeDOUGALL. . Would you put it upon 
aninvoluntary purchaser? 


oo Mr JOHNSON. Mr. President, whether Con- | 


. the importer: that if the imporier.sells his goods 
here he: shall, pay a.certain amount of duty, but |! 


rand get clear of the obligation to pay anything 


‘nothing. more. 


of one month you shall pay me so much; if you | 


| Shall not seli them unless you pay an additional 
duty’ . With as. much propriety could they say ji 


gress have the powerto impose this tax isa ques- 
dlen-which [do not-propose to consider; but that |! 


H 
thereis a contract, between: the Government ‘and 
the importer that the importer should be entitled 
to take out his. goods on ‘paying the amount of 
duties levied at the time they are warehoused is, 
think, clear beyond controversy. The: honor- 
able Senator from Wisconsin says.that there is 
no-contract because. there are no duties to be paid 
if the goods are-not sold inithe. United States; it 
is a-mere offer on the part of. the: Government to 


if he does‘not sell:them-here he shall pay nothing 
except the mere expenses of warehousing. Does 
that make any. difference when: we are consider- 
ing the question whether there-is a contract be- 
tween the parties.ornot? . Theduties.are imposed 
by an existing statute.: The importer imports. his 
goods into the market to-day: under that amount 
of-duties... He knows what he'is to pay, and the 
amount. that he isto. pay upon that importation 
is ascertained, and he is directed to give his bond 
im a penalty double the amount of that sam. 
Having given that bond and having got his goods 
into'the warehouse, what are his rightsas against 
the Government, looking now, I mean, tothe 
mere construction of the law? The ‘language is 
clear, as I think. He is to warehouse them and 
they are $ : 
“There to be kept with due and reasonable eare, at the 
charge and risk of the owner, importer, consignee, or agent, 
and subject at all times to their order, upon payment of 
the proper duties and’ expenses, to be ascertained on due 
entry thereof for warehousing, and to be secured bya bond 
of tle ‘owner, importer, or consignee, with surety or sure- 
ties, to, the satisfaction gf the collector, in double the 
amount of the said duties, and in such form as the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury shall prescribe.” S 
These bonds`are given, and you tell theim- 
porter after he has given his bond, ..*¢1f you will 
pay ùs the amount of duties imposed ‘by the ex- 
isting law the goods are yours, ‘and you may 
take them out and.do with them as you please: 
you-may reéxport them if you think proper, 


but the amount of the warehousing expenses; 
but beside that you have the alternative of taking 
them out.and selling them. If you aré anxious, 
to take them out and.sell them, we tell you you 
shall do.so, provided you will pay us the specific 
duty existing at the time of the warehousing and 
” Now the Government come in 
and say, ‘You may give as. many orders as 
you please, but you shall not take them out.. We 
have told you thatif you will give the order and | 
pay the duties ascertained now you:shall take 
them out; but we say now, that notwithstanding 
you do give the order and are willing to pay the 
amount of duties imposed: by the existing act 
and which forms the principle of your bond, you 
shall not take them out unless you will pay some 
further sum.” 


i Sr Mo es a al 
How would it be as between two individuals? || 


A places his goods. in the hands of B for safe- 
keeping, and B tells him, or it is a part of the 
contract, “Jf you take your goods out at the end 


take the goods out at the end of two months, 
so much more or so much less; or if you do 
not take therm out you shall not pay me any- 
thing.”? Does the existence of these alternatives 
of the contract show that there is no contrast? It 
is the contract in this case to-do one of two things 
on the part. of the Government as between the 
Government and the importer.. It is to let him 
reéxport his goods, if he thinks proper to reéxport | 
them, on paying the warehousing expenses, or 
to sell the goods, if he thinks proper to sell them, 
on paying the specific duty. . After that the.Gov- 
ernment come in and say to the importer, * You 


tothe importer, “ You shall not reéxport them un- 
less you pay twice the amount of the expenses,” 


There can be no difference in principle, as I think || some three or four weeks ago after very full dis- 
the Senator from Wisconsin will see if he reflects || 


The-only question, therefore, is i 


for a moment, 
not a question whether the Government may not | 
have the power to impose this tax, bat whether 
they have not told. the importer that these. goods 


| 
shail be subject.to uo other duty, if he sells them | that if we increased the tax on liquor thereafter 
t 


in the United States, than. the duty existing under 

the laws in force at the time of the impoftation. 
If this wasa general tax operating equally upon 

everybody there could- be no objection to it; but 


| Mr. HENDRICKS, 
{ 


charging these. goods an: ad. valorem tax in coms 
mon: with all the other goods of the same de- 
scription in the country. You are saying to the 
particular owner of these particular goods, * Other 
goods of a like kind belonging to other people are 
not to be taxed; but these goods belonging to you 
are to be taxed, although we -have told you, on 
taking your bond as security that you will com- 
ply. with your part of the contract, that you will 
not be taxed one dollar more than the laws in 
force at the time the goods were imported,’’. 

- Mr. FESSENDEN,. The. proposition sug- 
gested by the Senator from Wisconsin was un- 
der consideration by the Committee on Finance. 
They. considered it several times and at some 
length, and they came to the conclusion on the 
wholethat although this measure might operate 
hardly in’ some particular cases, the proposition 
now: suggested would-be introducing a new feat- 
lire into our revenue laws.. The Senator from 
Wisconsin is mistaken in supposing that it has 
ever been introduced into the tariff laws.. In the 
internal revenue law which was passed a couple 
of years ago we inserted a provision with rezard 
‘to leases of coal lands in Pennsylvania some- 
what of this description, leaving some sort of an 
option, I believe—I do not remember the exact 
terms—so that the party could take the lease at 
the rate proposed or not. That was the first in- 
stance and itis the-only instance thatlam aware 
of in our legislative history where. that has oc- 
curred, 1 am told that in the new revenue bill 
which is now-under.discussion in the House of 
Representatives there is’a provision similar to 
that which has been proposed. by the Senator 
from. Wisconsin and probably drawn from the 
English law,on the subject. Ido not know but 
the: policy would bea: good. one to be adopted if 
it was properly matured; and there is an appar- 
| ent equity about it. This changè of the duty 
does operate hardly in some cases. li notun- 
frequently happens that a party sells goods yet 
to arrive, predicating his sales upon the existing 
laws as they stand with reference to imports, and 
if an additional duty is imposed meanwhile, the 
loss falls on the seller. It is a matter well wor- 
thy of serious consideration how far it would be 
advisable to go and what provision it would be 
advisable to make with reference to such cases. 

The Committee on Finance came to the con- 
chision, however, on the whole, that if this pro- 
posed tariff was reduced to thirty-three and a 
third per cent., and the goods in bonded ware- 
houses and public stores were exempted, as that 
would cover the great majority of cases, we might 
perhaps with propriety, not ona measure of this 
-kind, introduce as a commencement the provision 
j which has been suggested by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin: © lt was considered very 
carefully and extensively by the.committee, and 
they deliberately concluded that onthe whole it 
was best not to put it on this. resolution as it 
stood, with the amendments of the committee. 
It will be for the Senate to judge. whether it is 
advisable by way of amendment to add it to the 
resolution, : The Senator does not seem to be ex- 
actly certain about it himself. J suggest to him 
thatthe proper place to putt as it stands would 
be in Neu of the proviso now in the bill, which 
the Committee on Finance propose to strike out 
entirely. f ; 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Very wel. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question 
now before the..Senate is on the amendment of 
the Committee on Finance. 

. Mr. SHERMAN. | As that is the principal 
question, I cali for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

I wish to say but one 
word upon this question. 1 think the principle 
involved in the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance was recognized by tie Senate 


cussion,and the Senate very firmly adhered to its 
position inopposition to the opposite position as- 
sumed by the House of Rerresentatives; and that 
was when the liquor tax bill was before the Sen- 
ate. ft was very plausibly argued at that time 


to be manufactured from twenty to sixty cents, 
it would increase the price of that then in the 
market, . The Senate said we had nothing to do ` 


that ‘is not the.case. 


with this tax. Yow are not |] 


with that; the liquor in the market had already 
paid its. tax; and therefore, although the holders 
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enjoyed the benefit of this enhancement in the 
price, the Senate would notincrease the tax upon 
it. Now, on the faith of the law of the contract, 
goodsare in the bonded warehouse; the money has 
not been paid; butthe agreement is made—and I 
think no Senator can question the construction 
that the Senator from Maryland has putupon the 
law—the agreement has been made between the 
Government and the importer thatthe goods may 
be taken out at any time when the tax is paid, 
“and that is ascertained when the goods go into the 
warehouse. Now, can we turn round and‘break 


faith? I think itisa stronger case than that which | 


was settled by the Senate three or four weeks ago. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator from Indiana 
has referred to the case that occurred a few weeks 
ago when we refused'to tax liquor on hand. 1 
voted with the Senator on that occasion. Ido 
not remember whether I assigned the reason for 
my vote at that time or not; but I am free to say 
that the reason which mainly governed me on 
that occasion wag the essential difficulty of en- 
forcingany such tax. ‘There is no such essential 
difficulty on the present occasion. ‘Therefore the 
decision of the Senate on that occasion in the 
former case, certainly so far as I was a party to 
it, cannotin any respect control its decision now. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. The Senator from Indiana 

“ seems to think thatthis is a stronger case against 
imposing the duty on the goods in bond than the 
case was the other day against imposing an addi- 
tional duty on spirits on hand. I understand 
that there is quitea distinction, On the goodsin 
bond no duties in fact have ever been paid. The 
spirits on hand had paid the duty. The party 
owning them had, so far as the contract against 
the Government is concerned, proceeded at least 
one step further. He Had actually paid the duty 
to the Government. But with regard to these 
goods in bond, the truth is they have never paid 
any duty; and there isa reservation, a privilege at 
any time to take them out of the country without 
paying any duty. [do not regarditas a binding 
contract on the part of the Government; and Í 
think the case is decidedly stronger in favor of 
imposing duties upon goods in the bonded ware- 
house than it was upon the whisky on hand. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. There is just this dif- 
ference, that when the Government received from 
the liquor dealer twenty cents for the privilege 
of producing the article she did not say she would 
not tax that again, but 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Has the Government said 
to the importer that he may bring in his goods 
and put them in bond and the Government will 
impose no more duties upon them? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 1 think so, sir. I was 
just going on to meet the very suggestion the 
Senator has made.. The Government, by the law 
and the contract, says to the importer, when he 


pats the goods in her warehouse and agrees to | 


pay the expenses of the warehousing, that he may 
take the goods out of the warchouse at any time 
that he pays a certain amount. What amount? 
Not an amount to be fixed afterwards, but an 
amount then ascertained. {tis a pledge, it isan 


agreement with the Government, a written agree- | 
ment which the Government receives from the | 


importer. There was no such agreement, ex- 
cept by inference, when she received a tax of 
twenty cents a gallon on liquor; but here she 
makes an agreement and pledges her faith by con- 
tract that she will add nothing more to it, 

Mr, DOOLITTLE. Ihave the statute before 
me. It provides: 

«That on and after the day this act goes into operation, 
the duties on all imported goods, wares, or merchandise, 
shall be paid in cash: Provided, Thatin all cases of failure 
or neglect to pay ue duties within the period allowed by 


į 


law to the importer to make entry thereor, or wheuever the | 


owner, importer, of cor 
housing the same, | 
by such proot 
Treasury, tho 


such form az 
bed by the X 
28, Or merchand 
ioa of by the coll ər and deposited In the 
public sto or in other stores to be agreed on by the col- 
lector or ehief revenue off 
owner, or consignee, the b 
manner provided for by the fi stion of the actofthe 20ih 
day of April, 1818, entitled tAn act providing for the depos 
of wines and distilled spirits in public warehouses, and for 
other purpo: > there to be Kept with due and reasonable 
care, at the e cand risk ef the owner, importer, con- 
signee, or agent, t 
payment of the proper duties and expenses, to be ascer- 
tained on due cntry thereof for warehousing, and to be 
cured by a bond of the owner, importer, or consignee, with 


supported 


yall be p 


id sto 


r of the port and the importer, | 
s to be secured in the = 


nee, shall make entry for ware- : 


nt, and subject at ail times to theirorder, upon |! 


surety Or sureties, to the satisfaction of the collector, in i 


double the amount of the said duties; and in such form ‘as 
the Secretary of‘ the ‘Ireasury shail. prescribe : Provided, 
‘That no merchandise shall be withdrawn. from any ware- 


house in which it may be deposited.in a less quantity than | 


in an entire -package, bale, cask, or box, unless in’ bulk; 
nor shall merchandise: so imported’in bulk be ‘delivered, 
except in the whole quantity of each parcel, or ira quan- 
lity not less. than one ton weight, unless by special author- 
ity of the Seeretary of the Freasury.. And in case the 
owner, importer, consignee, or agent of any gdods on which 
the duties have not been paid; shall give to the collector 
satist 
oft 


> jurisdiction:of the. United States, in the manner now 


required by existing laws relating to exportations for the< 
benefit of drawback, the collector and naval officer, ifany, ` 
onan entry to reéxport the-same, shall, upon payment -of > 


the appropriate expenses, permit the suid goods, under the 
inspection of the proper Officers, to be shipped without the 
payment of any duties thereon.” sane 

I understand the whole effect of that ta,be this: 
we propose to the importers of goods, “(If you 
will bring your goods and. put. them into ware- 
house, you shall have the privilege of selling them 
to our people by paying the duties upon them, or 
you may take them abroad without paying any 
duties.’ Senators suggest that the bond to be 
given is double the amount of the duties. That 
is very true; but why is it double the amount of 
the duties? Because the Government might per- 
haps double the duties, and it is to cover that, 

Mr. JOHNSON. It isa penalty to secure the 
payment of the duty. : 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. President, I agree 
that the Government has no right to violate a con- 
tract as between individuals; but as between the 
Government and these importers there is no such 
contract entered into binding us so that we can- 
hot impose an additional duty when they have 
not paid the duties, and it is at their option to re- 
export the goods at any time without paying 
any dutics whatever. lt seems clear to me. 1 
may be mistaken. Other gentlemen may be right. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I wish to read the form 
in which this contract is made: 

“ And subject at ail times to their order, upon payment 
of the proper duties and gxpenses, to be ascertained on due 
entry thereof for warehousing.” 

‘The duties which they are to pay are to be as- 
certained when they bring the goods into ware- 
house, That is what they are required to pay, 
and nothing but that. Let me read it again: 

“ And subject at all times to their order, upon payment 
of the proper duties and expenses, to be ascertained on due 
entry thereof for warehousing.” 

The duties, then, which they are to pay are the 
duties ascertained at the time the warehousing 
takes place. Now, i will ask gentlemen to test 
it a little. Suppose they are put in the warce 
house, the duties ascertained, and a penalty bond 
given for double the amount, and then we reduce 
the duties; can that man get those goodsout by 
paying a different duty from what was ascer- 


| tained when they were warehoused? I think not. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
ig on the amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance. . , ` 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 19, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckaletv, Carlile, Clark, Collamer, 
Cowan, Davis, Fessenden, Foster, Henderson, Hendricks, 
Johnson, McDougall, Morgan, Nesmith, Powell, Riddle, 
Ten Eyek, Van Winklg, and Willey—19. 

NAYS— Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Conness, Doolittle, 
Grimes, Hate, Harlan, Howard, Howe, Lane of Indiana, 
Lane of Kansas, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, 
Sumner, Wilkinson, and Wilson—18, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE, As i understand the effect | 


of the amendment just adopted, the amendment 
that I suggested-would be wholly inapplicable. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘There is an- 


‘| other amendment of the Committee on Finance! 


yet to be acted upon, which is to strike out the 
following proviso to the joint resolution: 

Provided, That printing paper, unsized, used for booke 
and newspapers. exclusively, shall be exempted from the 
operation of this resolution. “1 

Mr. SUMNER. Let us have the yeas and 
nays on that amendment. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr, SUMNER. I will state precisely why | 
called the yeas and nays on thisamendment. It 
seems to me itis not an unimportant question. 
Itis a tax on knowledge. Ido not wish to go 


into any explanation or any discussion on that |! 


question; bat at this moment in all the counties 
where the taxes are. the greatest the disposition is 
to abandon the taxes on knowledge; and it seems 
to me that at this moment, when we are adding 


c LOBE. 


factory security that the said goods shalt bedanded out | 


i 
\ 


fifty per cent. or thivythrevand third percent 
| to the taxes of thé country, it willtbe honorable 
to-this--country that ivdoes not 


cage to’ that 
extent the"taxes’on knowledge. very glad 
to seethat the House of Repres ves did: by 


this: proviso exempt, knowledge from any addi- 
tional faxi 80% foie Raye ee tt 
‘Mr. CONNESS: “The teason thatthe Senator 
suggests in Opposition td striking out this proviso, 
is the very reason why we should vote to ‘strike 
| it oat: = Fthink ‘thé’ surplus’-of knowledge does 
| üs great mary egislation on revenue bilis, 
[Laughter] i amir favor of striking out the 
proviso. ` í PS Bft ey 7 gi 
> The question being ‘taken by yeas and- jays, 
resulted—yeas.21, nays 16; as follows 170 
YEAS—Meésrs. Carlite, Chandter; Clark; Collamer, Cot 
ness; Cowan, Fesséuden, Foot, Foster, Grinds, Haje; Hei- 
derson, Howe; Morgan, Ramsey, Shermans Sprague, Fen 
Eyck, Van Winkle, Wilkinson, and Wilsdn-2le ooi os) 
NAYS—Messra. Buckalew,, Davis, Doolittie, Harlan, 
Hendricks, Howard; Jobnson, Lane’ of Indiana; Lane of 
Kausas, McDougall, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Powell, Riddle, 
Sujnner, aud Willey—16.): 0): ss yee m4 


So the amendment was agreed toi ` 


am: 


that the Senate do now adjourn... 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust thë Sen 
withdraw his motion and allow the bill to be‘re- 
ported to the Senate, and then we can have an- 
other vote on the main question. T desire to call 
for the yeas and nays upon it when it is reported 
tothe Senate. © 0 0? ; ces i 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senate should: ad- 
journ now, we can have a full Senate and take. a 
vote to-morrow; ‘Ivask for the yeas and. nays 
upon the motion, O 77. i ae 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 14, bays 23; as follows: ., 

¥YEAS—Mossrs. Anthony, Chandler, Hale,. Wendersons 
Hendricks, Howard, Lane of Indiana, Pomeroy, Powell, 
Ramsey, Riddle, Sprague, Sumner, and Wilkinsou—14, 

NAY S—Messrs,. Buckalew, Carlile, Clark, Collamer, 
Couness, Cowan, Davis, Doolitte, Fessenden, Foot, Fos- 
ter, Grimes, Harlan, Howe, Johnson, Lave of Kansas, Me- 
Dougall, Morgan, Sherman, ‘en Eyck, Van Winkle, 
Wiley, and Wilson—23. BN ara re 

So the Senate refused to adjour aoe 

The jointresolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended... : wing t Gg E 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The. question 
will be on concurring in the amendments. made as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 1 desirea separate vote on 
the firstamendment fixing the rate of the increased 
duties at thirty-three and one third per cent, 

The PRESIDENT protempore... The question 
willbe taken on thatamendmentfirst.. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in. the amendment inline 
four, to strike out the word ‘fifty’? and insert 
t‘ thirty three and a third;”” and upon this ques- 
tion the yeas.and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I will state 
a few facts in regard to that matter, I shall not 
detain the Senate long, because I know. it is time 
to adjourn; but I deem this, question of vital im- 
portance, involving a very large interest to the 


Government, 


Several Senators seem to base their votes for 


i| this amendment on the idea that the increase of 


taxation in the revenue bills yet to be passed is 
not to be over thirty-three or fifty-per cent, So 
far as I can gather trom conversation with mem- 
bers, 1 believe it is the intention of the-House of 
Representatives to make about the same percent- 
age of increase in the internal taxes and the duties 
on imported goods. I know that they have in 
fact increased the internal duties from sixty to one 


i 

| 

| . a 
handred percent. ‘Chey have increased the income 


tax from three to five per-cent., which is equivalent 


‘| to sixty-six per cent. increase. They have in- 


creased the duty on manufactures sixty-six per 
cent. Under the old bill they paid but three per 


| cent., and under the new billthey pay five percent. 


They have doubled the license: tax. They have 
increased nearly all the taxes, as Senators will re- | 
member if they will ‘call the provisiong of the 
House bill to mind; from sixty to one Hundred 
percent, Leannot now call to mind a single article 
on which the increase is not above fifty per cent. 
if they should apply that rale—and we have 
i every reason to suppose that. they will—to. the 
l duties on imported goods, they cannot increase 
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the duties on. imported goods:less than fifty per 
gent..on..the present rates. ~ If that: beso, 1 ask 
Senators whether. it would be wise to encourage 
importations by making now a temporary rate of 
increase lessthan the. permanent rate of increase? 
As soon .as.importers satisfy themselyes that.the 
rate of increase we are now imposing isdess than 
the-permanent rate-of increase; they cwill- urge 
forward importations during. the -sixty days. al- 


døwed::: The consequence:.will-be: that. you, will - 


eheourageimmediate importation in order to avoid 
dhe. largely. increased rates of the new tariff act 
‘The very. purpose. of this resolution ig-to prevent 
large importations to:avoid the -increased. daties. 
 4.donot think.an increased: taxation.of thirty- 
three per. cent, ‘will. be enough... It would be 
Snough in ordinary times; but in.these war times, 
when we must have.money, Ido not believe. it 
will be enough: Ldo-not think the Senate. ought 
to decrease the tate’ of taxation fixed in thig res- 
‘lution, T would ‘iather increase jt. myself, the 
House having: fixed it at: fifty per cent. ‘Phat 
will not. operate burdensomely upon any. one, 
Nearly all the imported goods that are used: in 
nufacturing are on the free list. or pay but a 
very small rate of duty. For instance, wool of 
ihe cheaper grades pays but five per cent. and 
the increase will be very trivial. i 

_, Nearly all the articles that pay a high rate. of 
duty ave artiéles of luxury—silks, wines, and 
liquors of various kinds. : Coffee paysa pretty 
high rate of duty now, butan, inerease of iky er 
cent, où that I do not think will be 
some.: The great body of the peo 
substitutes for coffee even under th 
The consumption, of coffee has ver 
off; but that is an exceptional 
wines, silks, 


very burden- 
ple are using 
€ present law. 
y. much fallen 
article.. Take 
k , and spirits, on which the great body 
(of the import duties are levied. An increase of 
fifty për cent, on them will not be burdensome, 
"because it will fal on people, who. are perféctly 
able to pay ite io i 
+ efeel very much interested, therefore, in‘keep- 
ing the ‘rate -of duty. at fifty percent. If it is 
deemed: wise to‘ oxcept those goods that are in 
warehouse, F do not care much about that; be- 
cause, in my judgment, nearly one half of those 
goods will be withdrawn yesterday and to-day; 
and if you get up a controversy between the two 
Houses on this rate of taxation, all of them will 
be Wwitlidrawn from ‘warehouse and it will not 
make much difference. I would rather pass the 
resolution to-day as a.revente measure without 
any amendment whatever, and then we shall 
‘have a law fixing the ‘rate of increase, and we 
will get some benefit from it. But an increase of 
‘thirty-three per ‘cent. for sixty days, without ex- 
tending that tax to goods on hand in bonded ware- 
house, it seems to me is not so great an object. 
Mr. FESSENDEN, Undoubtedly there are 
many articles upon which the rates of duty in the 
new tariff bill will not only be fifty per cent. but 


larger. There is no question about that, and it 
is so fixed. in the present internal revenue bill. 
But the 


t Senaie-will reflect that there are many 
articles imported which do not come in compet- 
tion with ours atall, which:we do not manufac- 
ture in this country, and which do not come 
within the internal revenue in any shape or form, 
and upon which the rate of duty imposed will 
Operate very harshly. -It-was with reference to 
all the artislesin the tariff and not with reference 
to siles and wines and a few articles on which 
very high duties may be imposed that the reso- 
lution was framed; | Take the article of silks, for 
instance, The internal. revenue 
only. one establish ment, L belie 
country. Take the foreign-liquors. They are only 
taxed beeause they come in competition with our 
own: liquors under the internal revenue bill, but 
that does not apply to the wines. Jt applies to 
some kinds of spirituous liquors unqtestionably, 

With regard to the article of silks, that will 
not be affected much any way. Are Senators 
aware that within a very few years since we 
passed our last tariff and raised the duty so Much, 


tax applies to | 
ve, in the whole | 


if Fam correctly informed—E have not examined | 


the subject very closely, but E obtaine 
formation at the 
portations of silks have faten of from some ten 
or twelve millions annually to legs than half a 
million? And-yet there never wassuch a quantity 
ofsilks. in this country as at the present moment. 

Mr, FOSTER. :If the Senator will allow me, 


d my iw- 


Treasury Department—the im- | 


| by English merchants. 


the amount. imported before the last tariff was 
over thirteen millions ayear, and the amount im- 
ported during the year “ending the 30th of June, 
1862, was only ¢300,000. ` ; 

“Mr, FESSENDEN. What is the reason of 


| it- Fhe reason is that we have. placed our du- 


ties so high that all the silks that come ‘into the 
country come in by smuggling. They go to 
Canada. There are silks.enough sent to Canada 
and the other-British provinces to:supply a pop- 
ulation of fifteen ‘or twenty millions, and they 
come into this country over the line. We. have 
got to legislate on that subject before we adjourn 
if we are to get any duties on silks. e get 
none in point of fact at this present moment, and 
the more you increase the duties until you pass 
a new act, the less revenue you will get. The 
argument of the Senator therefore does not apply. 
All these things are to be considered. . Hf his ar- 
gument with regard to the internal revenue bill 
applied to all the articles in it, it would be con- 
clusive; but because it applies to a few excep- 
tional articles it by no means operates to the ex- 
tent he supposes, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on concurring in the amendment madein Com- 
mittee of the Whole, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckalew, Clark, Cowan, Davis, Fes- 
senden, Foster, Grimes; Ieuderson, Hendricks, Johnson, 
MeDougatl, Morgan, Powell, Riddle, Ven Eyck, Van 
Winkle, and. Willey—17, . 

NAYS~—Messrs. Anthony, Carlile, Chandler, Collamer, 
Conness, Doolittle, Foot, Hale, Harlan, Howard, Howe, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of Kansas, Nesmith, Pomeroy, 
Ramsey, Sherman, Sprague, 
son—21, 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
now is on concurring in the next amendment made 
in committee, which was in line six, after the word 
‘imported ” to insert the folowing words: * from 
foreign countries, except goods, wares, merchan- 
dise, and articles now in the public stores or 
bonded warehouse.” ae 

Mr. CONNESS. I hope now, since the first 
amendment was not concurred in, that we will 
pass the resolution as it came to us from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. SUMNER and Mr. HALE. I hope so. 

Mr. HOWARD, I cannot vote for that ex- 
ception. By voting for that exception I vote to 
exonerate and exempt from the increased taxation 
goods which are now bonded and in warehouses 
in New York and other places of importation, 
Upon what principle of justice or equality is. it 
that gentlemen ask us toexempt the goods which 
are now bonded and in warehouse? Is not this 
an immediate and inevitable result of the exemp- 
tion that it produces an increase of the price of 
the value of those goods thus in bond profortion- 
ate tô the increase of duties which we impose upon 
goods which are not yet entered and which may 


Sumner, Wilkinson,and Wil- 


be in transitu with a view to be introduced into | 


the country? In other words, it strikes. me that 
by voting for this exception I give a premium to 
the owners of the bonded goods amounting to 
about the sum by which we increase the duties 
upon goods not yetimported or bonded. I can- 
not agree to do any such thing.. I see no justice 
init. I donot know what amount of goods there 
arein bond in the United States at present, and 
I would thank the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, if he has that information, to 
lay it before the Senate, so that the public may 
make an estimate or at least an approximation 
of the amount of this premium which we areabout 
to putinto the pockets of the owners of the bonded 
goods in the shape of an increased price. 

Most of these goods, if I understand it prop- 
erly, are owned by English and French importers, 


and probably the larger share of them are owned | 


ido not feel ambitious 
at this time ta give English merchants and Eng- 
lish capitalists a premium for bringing their goods 
here. I do not see the necessity of paying Eng- 
lish merchants such a compliment as this, while 
they and theirGovern 
this war to the present time have shown c 
disposition short of actual hestilit 
embarrass the Government of my country, 

not pay them for this insult, and IE do not b 
the Senate will reward them for their inju 
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ment from the beginning of || 
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us. I putit upon this ground, that by making this 
exemption we put a premium into the pockets of 
the owners of foreign goods now in bond within 
the United States,.a premium of fifty per cent., 
according to the terms of this joint resolution, Í 
ask those gentlemen n the other side of the 
Chamber who claim-te be Democrats, and whe 
are so fond of equality in the laws, whether it is 
entirely consistent with their professions to pay 
such a premium as this, not in the main te our 
own countrymen, which would be less objection- 
able, but to those whose sympathies are all against 
us, and who will laugh in their sleeves at the Dem- 
ocratic simplicity that shall undertake to justify 
such a measure as this. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Mr. President, there is 
such a word as public faith often used and quite 
as frequently abused. It is not exactly true, as 
is assumed by the Senator from Michigan, that 
the importers in the United States are either 
Frenchmen or Englishmen in the major part. We 
have large commercial cities, and we import our 
merchandise from abroad, and we did it long be- 
fore this Republic was established. They are 
our own people who conduct this business in 
Boston, New Fork, Philadelphia, Baltimore, San 
Francisco, if you please, and the other importing 
cities of the Union, When they have occasion 
to order the merchandise of Europe or of Asia, 
if you please, they are supposed to understand 
the law as it then exists and what will be the tax 
in the ports of this country upon the merchandise 
they import. There is a certain amount of pub- 
lie-faith pledged to them that when they purchase 
goods abroad, investing their own fortunes in the 
enterprise, that they may introduce them into our 
ports according to the laws as they exist at the 
time they act in the first: instance; and therefore 
it has been the practice of this Government in 
changing revenue laws to allow not only for goods 
in warehouse, but for goods in transit a period 
for their arrival, so that the importer in good faith 
shall not be damaged by a change of law between 
the time when the goodsare shipped from abroad 
and the time they arrive at the home ports. Such 
has been the practice of this Government in the 
change of its revenue laws, and such is good pub- 
lie faith. ; 

The merchant who purchases in Liverpool or 
in Manchester or in Havre, orin any foreign port, 
always purchases with reference to the amount 
of tax assessed upon him if he intends to sell his 
merchandise in our country. He may bring it 
here simply to send to the South American ports, 
or other ports, which isasmall portion of owr im- 
portations; but if he intends to sell at home he 
contracts for the tariff upon the merchandise as 
much as he does upon the price in the market of 
purchase, His merchandise comes here. Five 
hundred ships are afloat to-day bringing the. mer- 
chandise of all parts of the world to the ports of 
the Republic. Totheamountof taxation on that 
merchandise arriving in our ports it is proposed 
now, while those vessels are in transit, to add fifty 
percent, They have the right, as it is assumed 
they understood the law, to introduce that mer- 
chandise. if it is in transit, and much more so if 
it be in warehouse, for that is an.exact contract, 
because the faith of the Government is pledged 
to its being introduced into our ports upon the 
terms exising at the time they ordered or shipped 


| it from the foreign port. That hasbeen the rule. 


For myself, sir, | think that this is an assault 
upon all the commercial bodies and interests of 
the country, Itis an assault upon every Ameri- 
can importer, and waging a battle in favor of cer- 
tain local home interests as against our com- 
mercial interests.. We are a manufacturing and 
we are a commercial people; we construct fabrics 


at homeand we import fabrics from abroad; and 


we have thought that the competition between 
foreign productions and our own productions was 
a legitimateand healthy one. This kind of legis- 
lation will aim a sudden blow at vast interests, 
and in my judgment will rain thousands of our 
largest merchants; it will be an act of injustice 
and a breach of public faith. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendment made as 


very || in Committee of the Whole. 
y to annoy and |} 


Mr. FOSTER called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered and being taken, resulted—- 
yeas 19, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS-——Messre, Buckalew, Carlile, Clark, Collainer, 


1864. 


Cowan, Davis, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Henderson, Hend- 
ricks, Johnson, McDougall, Morgan, Powell, Riddle, Ten 
Tyck, Van Winkle, and Willev—19. : 

. NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Chandler, Conness, Doolittle, 
Grimes, Tale, Harlan, Howard, Howe, Lane of Indiana, 
Lano of Kansas, Nesmith, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sherman, 
Sprague, Sumner, Witkinson, and Wiison—19. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next 
amendment made as in, Committee of the Whole 
was to strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That printing paper unsized, used for books and 
newspapers exclusively, shall be exempt from the operation 
of this resolution. i 

Mr. SUMNER. T hope there will be no octa- 
sion to send the resolution ‘back ‘to the House 
of Representatives. Let us fiuish it to-night by 
taking it just as it is. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. [beg to suggest that as 
the Senate have now ‘réfused to concur in either 
of those amendments, it will be absolutely ne- 
cessary, unless you do gross injustice, to put on 
some amendment like that proposed by the Sen- 
‘ator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Dooxirrte.] There 
is a disposition to put on such a provision there, 
as I understand; but if we concur inthe resolu- 
tion just as they sent it here, it will be impossible 
to do that. ‘I hope, therefore, this proviso will 
be left out and such a clause ‘as that inserted in 
its place. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. 
adjourn. [Oh no.” 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I beg the Senate to let 
us dispose of the subject to-night. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. FOSTER. fask for the yeas and nays 
on concurring in the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 voted for this amend- 
‘ment, and [ concurred in it in committee; but it 
is a small matter; the duties on paper imported 
will be but very slight, and I:would not delay this 
resolution a day by sending it back to the House 
of Representatives on that account. 

Mr. CONNESS. And besides, itis a matter 
that will soon be corrected. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam willing to withdraw the 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call can 
only be withdrawn by unanimous consent, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 1 think we had better 
‘put on a provision like that suggested by the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Several Senators. ‘lt can be moved after- 
wards. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If it be moved as an ad- 
dition and be adopted, the resoluuon must then 
go back tothe House of Representatives. -] hope, 
therefore, the Senate will adhere to its positron 


‘Tmove that the Senate 


in regard to this matter and leave off this proviso. | 


[* No,no.”] We will try it. Lask for the yeas 
and nays on striking out the proviso. 

The PRESIDEN T pro tempore. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

“The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—-yeas 13, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAG-—Messrs. Anthony, Carlile, 
Cowan, Fessenden, Foster, Grimes, Henderson, Jonson, 
k, and Van Winkle—13. 


Pomeroy, Powell, Ram 
Sumner, Wilkinson, Wilk 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. J offer the following 
amendment as a proviso: 

Ind provided further, That in eases where contracts or 
agreements may have boen made tor the sale or delivery of 
some of the goods, wares, and merchandise now in the pub- 


> and Wilson—24, 


fie stores or bonded warebouse, or on shipboard in course | 


of importation, on which inereased or additional duties are = 
by act imposed, which contracts or agreements May | 
Have been made with no reference to such additional du- | 


ties 


and empowered to add so much money as will be equiva- 
lent to the inereased or additional duty hereby imposed to 
the price thereof, and shall be entitled to sue Jor and re- 
cover the same accordingly. 


Mr. JOHNSON. 


that sort. 


individuals is more than 1 can comprehend, The 
amendment supposes that importers have con- 
tracted to seli the goods in bond or on shipboard 


Mark, Collamer, ; 


very person who shalt have made or entered into such | 
contrret or agreement shall be and is hereby authorized 


i should like to know what 

power Congress has to adopt any provision of | 
Parliament does it because Parliament |} 
ix omnipotent; but how the Congress of the |: 
United States can make a contract between two i; 


i 


! could be made without a subject-matter and two 
| contracting parties. 


ihat military power is the Government, a 
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fora certain price. The contract, therefore, is a- 
contract between those two parties for that price; 
the purchaser is entitled to his goods upon pay- 
ing that money; and now we propose to say that 
ibe purchaser shall not be entitled to the goods” 
on payment of that money, but he shall.pay so 
much more. If we can-do itto the extent-of 


fifty per cent. of the duties paid we'can do it to 


any extent. If we want, as wedo-want, toraise 
money, why can we not-say that he shall pay 
one hundred per cent., two hundred per cent.? 
The honorable member is mistaken, as. 1 
think, in applying analogically, soto speak, legis- 
lation of this sort in England: to our institutions. 
We are governed by a Constitution which gives 
to us only certain delegated powers. The au- 
thority of the Parliament įs supreme. ‘As it has’ 
been said, they can do anything but make aman 
a woman or‘a womana man. But I should like 
to know of the Senate under what one of the 


‘powers conferred upon this Government the Con- 


gress of the United States has the authority to 
alter a contract entered into between individual 
citizens. ; 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I shall not take up the 
time of the Senate by going into a discussion 
of this question. My own opinionis very clear 
that while to the States certain things, are forbid- 
den by the Constitution of the United States; very 
large powers are expressly given to this Govern- 
ment over the whole subject of contracts. We 
are authorized, if we please, to make a uniform 
law of bankruptcy, absolving men from their con- 
tracts. We are authorized to coin money and 
regulate the value thereof, which is to be the stand- 
ard in which debts are to be paid. We have as- 
sumed the power to make our notes legal tender. 


‘instead of coin, which the governments of the 


States cannot do. Over this whole question of 
contract we have power. I speak of power, nat 
of what we may rightfully do. Itis a question 
addressed to the conscience of the Government 
as to what we ought to do under given circum- 
stances, not a question of constitutional power, 
for I do not see the difficulty there. 

I say on this particular matter as to contracts, 
this Government is clothed with a power that the 
State governments do not possess. The State 
governments cannot passa bankrupt law that will 
release men from their contracts, and this Gov- 
ernment can. That is the difference; but I will 
not take up the time of the Senate. For my part, 
I think there ought to be some provision of this 
kind; but if the Senate refuses to adopt it, so far 
as my own conscience is concerned, I am clear. 

Mr. COWAN. I hope this amendment will 


| be voted down in order that the resolution now 


may be passed without having to go back to the 
House of Representatives. L think that as far 
as any legislative body ought to go in the direc- 
tion of this amendment would be to compel the 

urchaser to pay the additional duty in case he 
insisted on the specific performance of the con- 
tract; and that I take to be the law. ‘If the pur- 
chaser comes to the vender and says, ‘I insist 
that you shall specifically perform that contract 
and deliver me the goods as you contracted to 
do,” the vender ought to have the right to say, 
‘© ] willdo so if you pay the additional tax;”’ but 
if the purchaser refuses to pay the tax, the con- 
tract ought to be taken as rescinded. That would 
be fair, but this would be eminently unjust. 

Mr. POOLITTLE. [vis exercising the same 
power precisely. g . : 

Mr. McDOUGALL. I think there is a little 
mistake on the part of the Senator from Mary- 
land, and somewhat of a mistake on the part of 
the Senator from Wisconsin. This is undoubt- 
edly a question of power, the power to make be- 
tween two citizens a contract to which they have 
never consented; and I believe that in no book I 
have read has it ever been said that a contract 


But power being sufficient 
ean accomplish anything. The power of the 
Almighty set in moton the vast machinery of the 
universe. What the power of the Federal Con- 
gress is might be a matter of discussion. ido 
not think they’ have the power to makea contract 
between two parties who do not consentas to the 
subject-matter ofthe contract; but there is a power | 
here, and in that the Senator from Wisconsin is 

right, there is the military power, and some say 


nd 


| through’ the tachinery ‘and whe force 


barthey 
exert they may carry this vaty but it cannot be 


done by anyform of law known to legistation. 
Mr. FESSENDEN.: Task for the ‘yeas 3 
nays on the amendment: ofthe: Senator: 
Wisconsin, © + men yee e 
were ordered 


an 


The yeas and n re ordered; and | 
taken, result d—yéas 4, nays 3378s follows 
YEAS—Messrs. Doolittle, Fessenden, Grimes, and Van 


Winkie—4. e Se gees 
« NAYS—Messrs: Anthony; Backalew, Carlile; Chandier, 
Clark; Collamer, Connesa, Cowan; abt; Foster; Hals, 
Harlan, Henderson, Hendricks, Howard; Howe, Johnson, 
Lane of Indiana, Lane of ‘Kansas, MeDongall, Morgan, 
Nesmith, Pomeroy, Powell, Ramsey, Riddle, ‘Sherman, 
Sprague, Sumner, Len Eyck, Wilkinson, Willey; and 
Wilson—33. ._ cute p bee ae 

So:the amendment was rejected. ` CA Hc 
_ ‘The joint resolutionwas ordered to a third read- 
ing, and was read the third time.: i 

Mr. Power: and Mr. Ten Excx rose, 

Mr. POWELL. *:.L-ask for the.yeas and nays 
on the passage. ofthe resolution. [t Oh/no.?’].. 
_Mr. TEN EYCK. : Lam in favor of the resolu- 
tion, but having. voted for the amendments, all.of 
which have-been rejected, 1 rose:to eall.for.. the 
yeas and naysthat I-might record my vote on 
the resolution itself.: - Sara Ges oa 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
‘taken, resulted—yeag 30, nays 8; as follows: 

Y&AS—Messrs. Anthony, Carlile, Chandler, Clark; Col- 
famer, Conness, Cowan, Doolittle, Foot, Foster, Grimes, 
Hale, Harlan, Henderson, Howard, Howe, Lane of In- 
diaria, Lane of Kansas, Morgan, Nesmith; Pomeroy, Ram- 
sey, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Ten Byck, Van Winkle, 
Wilkinson, Willey, and Wilson--30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckalew, Davis, Fessenden, Hen- 
dricks, Johnson, McDougall, Powell, and Riddle—8, 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
INSPECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the- 
Senate the amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives to the bill (S. No. 66) to increase the com- 
pensation of inspectors of customs in certain ports. 

The amendment, which was to add to the bill ** but 

the increase hereby authorized shall not extend 

beyond July ‘J, 1865,” was concurred in. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. . ope 

The joint resolution (No. 69):for the payment - 
of volunteers called: out for not less than one hun: 
dred days was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

NATIONAL CURRENCY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move now to take up the 
bank bill for the purpose of keeping its place on 
the Calendar. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. That bill ia 
now before the Senate, having been Jaid aside 
temporarily for the consideration of the joint res- 
olution just disposed of. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. l 

The motion was agreed -to; and ‘the Senate 
adjourned. 


‘HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 28, 1864. 
The House metat twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. CHANNING. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread-and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the Housg a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, recommending the payment 
tothe New York Indians of $1,641 70 under the 
treaty of January, 1838; which was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, 

COMMITTEE DISCHARGED. 


On motion of Mr. BAILY, the Committee of 
Claims were discharged from the farther. consid- 
eration of the application of ciffzens of Wrights- 
ville, Pennsylvania, in reference to. damages: sus- 
tained during the rebel.raid in the summer of 
1863; and the petitioners. were allowed to with- 
draw their petition and documents. 


INSTRUCTION. IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. PATTERSON, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back. a bill (S. No. 26) to provide forthe 
| public instruction of the youth in primary. schoolg 


April 28, 
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throughout the county.of Washington, inthe. Dis- 
trict of Columbia, without the limits of the cities 
` óf- Washington and Georgetawn; which was or- 
dered: tobe sprinted, and recommitted to the Com- 
mittee-for the District of Columbia... - i 
ORPHANS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
“Mr, PATTERSON’ also, by unanimous’ con- 
sept, introduced a bill to authorize the bailiff of the 
orphans’ court, in the county of Washington, in 
the District.of Columbia,.to-serve process issued 
-by-said court, and for other purposes; which 
Was read’a first and’ second ‘time; and'referred: to 
“the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
INTERNAL REVENUE BILIN 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that.the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the “Whole-on the state of the 
Union upon the-special-ordér. 

The motion owas agteed tos o> 

ri Bothe House resol ved itself into the Committee 
of. the ‘Whole on: the -state of the Union, (Mr. 
Wasnpourne, of Illinois, in the chair,). and. re- 
“sumed the consideration ‘of the special order, be- 
“dng' the internal revenue bill, commencing with 
“reserved: section one-hundred and seventy. 
Mr. MORRILL. ! move to amend ‘section 
sonechundred and seventy, in line seven, by strik- 
ing out the word “or” after the word “district” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘fand to 
‘tny eesistant assessors of the United States, or,” 
80.a8 fo provide that the Commissioner shall sup- 
ply. the assistant assessors, as well as the collect- 
ors and assessors, with a suitable amount of 
stamped” vellum, parchment; &c: This amend- 
ment will ‘render section one hundred and fifty- 
two unnecessary. . - ; 

The amendment was. agreed.to, - 

Mr. MORRILL. I now move to strike. out 
` section one hundred and fifty-two, that section 
_being rendered unnecessary by the amendment 

we have just adopted, 

The amendnient was agreed to. 


n Mri KASSON, ‘fam instructed by the Com- 

mittee of Ways and Means to move to insert the 
following section in place of the section which 
has just been-stricken out: 

And be it further enacted, ‘That it shail not be lawful to 
record any instrument, document, or paper required by law 
tu be stamped, unless the proper stamp shall have been atf- 

“fixed, and the record of any such instrument upon which 
the proper stamp shail not have been affixed shall be ut- 
terly voidand shail not be used in evidence. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


< Mr. KASSON. I am also instructed by the 
committee to offer an additional section, the 
proper place for which ison page 53, just before | 
the heading “ spirits, ale, and porter. The sec- 
tion is as follows: 

And be if further enacted, That all assessors and. their 
assistant assessors, all collectors and their depaties, and 
alt inspectors, are hereby'authorized to ‘administer oaths 
and take evidence touching any part of the administration 
of this law with which they are respectively charged, and 
where such oaths and evidence are by Jaw authorized to 
to be taken; and any perjury therein shall be puuished in 
like. mauner and to the same degree as in cascs of perjury 
committed in. proceedings of the courts of the United 
States.” * 

The amendment was agreed to: 


“Mr. MORRILL. In order to perfect section 
one hundred and seventy there should be inserted 
after the word ‘assessor’ online twelve the words 
“Assistant: Treasurer of the United States;’’ so 
that it will read: 
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es purchas 
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; utes, and cannot yield. 
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or postmaster a bond, with suflicient sureties, to an amount n 
‘equal to the value of any stamped velum, parchment, or i 
paper, and adhesive stamps whieh may be placed in his |! 
hands and remain unaccounted for, conditioned for the 1| 
faithful return, whenever so required, of all quantities or 
amounts undisposed of, and for the payment, monthly, of all 
quantities or amounts, sold or not, remaining on hand, &e, 

| 

i 
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The amendment was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The nextsubject reserved 


was section one hundred and six 


sin regard to 
banks. i 


i 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, I move to add to that 
section. the following provisos: 


faithful statement of the amount of circulation as afore- 
said; and shall deliver a copy of said return to the collector 
of the district in which said person resides, or in which the 
said bank, association, or corporation is located; and shall, 
Within ten days from ‘the first Monday in each and every 
month, pay to said collector the said duty of one fourth of 
one per cent, on the amount so returned; and forany neg- 
lect to render or make such reiurn and payment as afore- 
said, every such person, bank, association, or corporation 
shall pay a penalty of one per cent. ou the amountof notes, 


bills, or other obligations issued as aforesaid, which amount. 


shall, in default of the proper return, be estimated by the 
assessor, upon the best information he can obtain; and 
every such penalty may be recovered for the use of the 
United States in any court of competent jurisdiction: And 
provided further, That after six months from the passage 
of this act it shall be unlawful Tor any person, bank, asso- 
ciation, or corporation to issue or circulate notes or other 
obligations designed or calculated to circulate as money 
unless authorized thereto by act of Congress. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Irisetoa question of order. 
The amendment proposed by the gentleman from 


| Hlinois is a bill already pending in the House, 


and I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that 
if he strikes out that feature of this amendment 
which excepts notes issued by banks established 
under authority of an act of Congress, it would 
relieve the difficulty. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that thisis not the same bill that is pending before 
the House; butif it were, the Chair does not know 
of any rule that would prevent its being offered 
as an amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has been so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question does not 
arise in this case, as the amendment is not the 
same as the bill pending inthe House. The bill 
has been altered in several particulars. 

Mr. RICE. Irise toa point of order. Is this 
one of the sections passed over with the under- 
standing that it should be reserved? 

Mr. MORRILL. Itis. 

TheCHAIRMAN, This is one of the sections 
which was reserved by the committee for future 
consideration. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The principal object 
of my amendment is to compel the State banks 
to withdraw their circulation from the country. 
The biil which I offer as an amendment is sub- 
stantially, although I have made some alterations 
in it, pending before the House. I have modified 
it by inserting a provision to require these banks 


į to pay one fourth of one per cent., not only upon 


the money which they have issued during the 
month, but upon their circulation which may 
have been issued and is still out in circulation, 
Mr. BROOMALL. Wil the 
me to ask him a question? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I have only five min- 


Now, sir, in reference tothis matter I appeal to 


every member upon this floor from the West to | 


aid me in incorporating this amendment into the 
bill. There is no member upon this floor from 
any one of the western States, I apprehend, who 


| doés not know very well that his constituents are | 


suffering from the shinplaster concerns of the 


| country—the rotten State banks which are flood- 


ing the country with shinplasters, 

Mr. DAWES, Will the gentleman tell us why 
the West? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH, I will tell the gentle- 
man why the West. Because every rotten bank’ 
which is established in New England or New 
York or anywhere in the eastern country. sends 
its shinplasters to the western country for the 
purchase of the produce of the western States. 

, Mr. ODELL. We have no such institutions 
in New York. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. In Hlinois we have 


gentleman allow į 


H 
| 
H 


had periodically once from every two to five years 
a general smash-of all the bank circulation of that 


‘State, not only of the circulation of the banks of 


that State but of 
other States. : 

Now, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Mon- 
RILL] who is so scrupulous.in regard to this mat- 
ter of maintaining the credit, of the Government 
and inducing the sale of United States bonds 
for the establishment of United States banks will 
certainly join me in curtailing the cireulation of 
the State banks of the country. The provision 
that { have drawn provides that all banks which 
are not authorized by act of Congress shall with- 
draw their circulation in six months. 

It may be said by some gentlemen that that is 
toosoon. Ithink not. 1 think that half a year is 
long enough for any one of these banks to with- 
draw its cireulation—too long altogether for the 
people, too long for the country. I wish my- 
self they could be compelled to withdraw their 
circulation ina month. If we wish to maintain 
the credit of the Government, if we must have 
banks, as. we must undoubtedly have during the 
war, letus have sound banks; let us have a bank 
currency that will be recognized in the next town 
when we start. from home—a currency that will 
be recognized in New York, Philadelphia, Bos- 
ton, New Orleans, Chicago, or any other part of 
the United States. ` In the remote West—indeed 
not in the remote West, but in Ilinois, in Mich- 
igan, in Indiana, in Wisconsin, in lowa—in the 
multiplicity of bank issues which flood the coun- 
try there, the question as to the solvency of the 
bank, as to where the bank is located, and espe- 
cially now when the banks are notrequired to re- 
deem with gold and silver, is lost sight of, 

{Here the hammer fell.] ; 

Mr. KERNAN. 1 oppose the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. The gentleman 
boldly avows that the object is to suppress State 
banks. He must know that the courts of the 
United States have held that the States have a 
perfect right to create these banks; and where is 
the power in Congress to suppress them? The 
gentleman appeals to the members from the west- 
ern States on account of alleged objections to their 
local banks. He knows that the people of those 
‘States can have banks or not as they see fit; and 
their Legislatures are the bodies to carry out the 
will of their people. It is not the province of the 
Fedcral Government to destroy State banking 
institutions, If it be true that in certain States 
the people wish to suppress the State banks, 
should they come here and suppress also the banks 
in other States where the people are better satis- 
fied with their State banks than with the proposed 
so-called national banks? 

The State banks are by the bill without this 
amendment taxed on their deposits one eighth ot 
one percent. every six months, and on their cap- 
ital one fourth of one per cent. every six months, 


the circulation of the banks of 


| They are also subject to all taxation in the States 


for State and municipal purposes, while the na- 
tional banks are exempted from State and muni- 
cipal taxation. Sir, this effort to crush the State 
banks will not strengthen the credit of the Gov- 
ernment. ‘It will create dissatisfaction beyond 
anything that has occurred in legislation, and in- 
jure and derange the business of the country. I 


| beg leave to read a letter from the superintendent 


of banking in the State of New York, a Repub- 


; lican official, dated 19th April. 


The letter was read, as follows: 


BANK DEPARTMENT, ALBANY, April 19, 1864, 

To the Editors of the Evening Post : 
In several recent 
you ascribe the prese 


olely tothe currency issued 
by State banks. The Secretary of the ‘Treasury stands 
confessedly at the fountain-head of irredeemable paper. 
He issues hundreds of millions in “ greenbacks,” in legal 
tender, in Treasury certificates, and in certifieatés of in- 
debtedness. 

In addition, nearly all the currency that ean be furnished 
hy the “ national banks” is borrowed by the Treasury and 
sent to distant points, where. it is put in circulation by 
Government agents. Now, I do not say thatthe Secretary 
of the Treasury has paid out oue dollar, either of national 
or private currency, not demanded by the publie exigen~ 
cies. Butin the face of facts so notorious, why attempt 
to separate effect from cause? Why single out the State 


1864. 


GLOBE: 


banks for denunciation, as if they alone were responsible 
for. the evils resulting from a redundant currency? Why 
not call upon Mr. Chase to stop.the hundreds of presses 
now engaged in inundating the country with the issue of 
banks established for the very purpose of flooding it with 
300,090,000 of irredeemable paper? This much, at least, 
would seem to be demanded by consistency. f 

But ldo not intrude upon your columas to defend the 
banks of other States, [have no means of judging how 
far they are amenable to cénsure on the score‘of an over- 
issue of -eurrency. | Bat for the banks of: New York [can 
speak. authoritatively; and as you invite for them, in. cam- 
nion with others, the hostile legislation of Congress, justice 
requires an exhibition of the facts, and with this object I 
address you. : ae: 

‘The public should be aware that all the plates of alt the 
banks in this State, corporate, associate, and individual, 
are in my possession, sealed against use and securely 
locked from reach of the banks. Nota dotlar canbe printed 
without an order fron this department, aud nota dollar is 
furvished save upon ‘the deposit of. security. Hence our 
books furnish an. incontestable data of the amount of. cur- 
rency delivered to the banks. And what do we find asthe 
result? Itake the close of the fiscal year for ten years 
past as a criterion by which to judge the present, and it 
shows as follows: . : 


Capital. Circulation. 

de teeesenervese GES, 173.288 843,962,535 
55,589,599 41,159,704 

97,806,301 43,492,485 

107,507,659 3,992 

109,996,550 © 35,097,180 

110,997,049 36 581,276 

111,834,347 38,034,800 

109,982:324 36,606,140 

108,606,062 42,239,836 

42,192,645 

April 18, 42,862,310 


Thus it will he seen thatthe aggregate cireulation issued 
and outstanding at this tine is more than a miltion dollars 
less than it was in 18543 although the banking capital hasin- 
creased more than twenty-six million dollars within that pe- 
riod. The amountof circulation above stated includes all 
ever issucd to the banks and not returned. More thau a 
million dollars belonging to institutions which have passed 
out of existence has probably been Jost, burned, or other- 
wise destroyed. Then again, of the circulation thus stand- 
ing charged on the hooks of this department, less than thirty 
million dollars was in actual circulation on the 12th of March, 
1864, as appears from the sworn statements of. the banks 
just made in Obedience to law—the balance being in their 
possession, unissued, With these official factsand figures 
in view, will any person kindly inform the public where 
the charge oL * inflating the currency’? comes in, as it re- 
gards the banks of this State? 

Tu the same paragraph to which allusion has been made 
you charitably call upon Congress to “crash, once for all, 
thé pretensions of a spurious State rights party to tax our 
national banks upon their national bonda, As Tam one 
of those who hold that afl capital should pay its just pro- 
portion of the public burdens, allow me to say a few words 
on this subject. And first, ir the national bauks ought not 
tobe taxed because they bold national bonds, by what par- 
ity of reasoning do you justify the taxation of State banks, 
who have invested their meaus in ethe same securities? 
Phe banks of this State hold more than their capitals iu 
United States stac Are you in lavor of exempting their 
$109,000,000 capital from tawation, aud throwing the bur- 
den on less fortunate persons and property? Again, a na- 
tonal bank invests $100,000 in United States stocks, and 
receives $90,060 in-carrency ; and you would & erush once 
for all?’ any party that shoul k to tax it. A State bank 

‘invests the same sum in the same security, and receives 
an equal amount of currency, and you cali upon Congress 
to tax the latter “outof existence”? Tsthisjustice? Will 
it be tolerated in a free community, 
sthi within reach ? 

The times are too serious jor trifling with important in- 
terests. ‘The Government needs the support of all loyal 
men, and it should be cautiqus not to alienate the good 
will of any portion of the community, Le of all should 
it be brought into collision with an interest so ramified with 
all the business relations of the couniry as the Suite banks. 
‘The Secretary of the Treasury, not content to leave his 
favorite sehere to the vindication of time and experience, 
invokes vindictive Jegislation on the part of Congress for 
the purpose of © taxing out of existence” iustitutions. that 

have been recognized since the formation of the Govern- 
meat asthe rofi State legislation, the 
rightful posse P State p eges, and constitutionally 
amenable only e control. Standing far above: all 
state bank n of irredeemable paper issues, he 
eomplains that these institutions befoul the currency so 
that he cannot abide it, and redress can only be had by 
foreing them into liquidation through onerous 
Should these views be seconded by Congr i y to 
gee that di st inure both to Government 
and people. s, forced toasudden contra 
tion as the only means of avoiding ruinous taxation, cun- 
yot retain the seeurities they now hohl, and must throw 
them upon the market for realization. "Phe indications o 
a nancial revulsion more wide-spread and disastrous 
auy one country has yet witnessed are so apparent th 
bansiderate man ean view otherwise than with profound 
alarm auy public measure that shali threaten to basten the 
astrophe. With all de mee to your suggestions, there- 


a 
fore, Leunuot but hope that Congress will wot be s purred 


into hasty action upon a subject fraught with consequences i 


of the upmost importance to the Administration, the banks, 
and ibe country. 
Respeciitily yours, H. H. VAN DYCK. 
Mr. KERNAN. The banks of the State of 
New York have §110,000,000 capital, and jess 
than $30,000,000 circulation. And yet, because 
the currency is inflated, gentlemen here try to 


makeus believe that the State banks have inflated | 
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with the ballot-box | 


ion. į 


its -Weal know that it is caused by:the-inordi- 
nate‘paper circulation issued by the Government 
| itselfsome’ $700,000,000:- being out in one form 
or another. ~ it-has not been caused-by the State 
banks. SE Get o SE eae et dei ne 
~ Mr. KELLOGG, of Michigan. T would ike 
to inquire-whether ‘that: report is notin relation 
9 the banks of the ‘city of New York, not ofthe 
tate eo: eh: FPR AT SR ES KREi 
Mr: KERNAN. No, sir; of ull the State banks. 
Itvincludes.the city banks, ocs 8 oe ee 
Mr, KELLOGG, of Michigan, 1 want to.in- 
quire if the gentleman from New York:-has 
affirmed that the circulation of the banks of the 
State of NewYork has notlargeiy increased ? « 
Mr. KERNAN. It has largely decreased, as 
I understand from the officinl document signed 
by the bank superintendent. The banks of the 
city of New York have never issued much circu- 
lation. i j 
{Here the hammer fell.] - 


Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from Llinois by reducing 
the tax froin one fourth to one eighth of one per 
| cent., merely for the purpose of saying a very few 
words in relation to the general subject.’ I regret 
that the gentleman from Illinois should have ap- 
pealed to members from the West to support his 
proposition. -We are the representatives of all 
the States and not the representatives of the West 
or of the East. We are sent here to act for the 
whole United States arid not for any particular 
district. Such appeals, however designed, must be 
mischievous. 1 observed in a papera few days 
ago some comments like the following: 

“MORRILL oN Witp-Cats.—The member of Congress 
who is the post strenuous in his opposition to taxation on į 
the redundahtcireulation of the wild cat concerns is MOR- 
RILL, of Vermont, He iseven worse than Pires, of Maine, 
or BocTWELL, of Masssachusetis. We understand that Mr. 
Morriwi is the president or at least principal stockholder 
of a little wild-cat concern calied the Chelsea Bank, in 
Orange county, Vermont, which may in part account for 
his extraordinary zeal in beualf of having sbiuplasters cir- 
culate as money in unrestricted aniounts, and for his active 
hostility to repressing their issues by taxation. © ° i 

Jn his opposition to a national currency he becomes 
oblivious of the truth sometimes, Heundertook the other 
day to deny that the wild-cat banks were inflated. The 
remedy, he argued, was to withdraw the greenbacks from 
circulation and teave the field entirely to the local shin- | 
plasterconcerns ! He asserted that the miseelaneous banks || 
had ont only $175,000,000, What regard shail be placed on || 
a maws word who taiks in this reekiess manner? When i 
the war broke out the local banks bad fully $i75,600,000 | 
of their notes in cireulation, as is well known. - What men- 
dacity, then, to say that they have no more circulation out- 
standing at this time P? 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this does me infinite 
credit, and rather more than I am entitled to. I 
am not now, and never was, the president of any 
bank, and L own very little stock, and that little || 
1 wish were less. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. I rise to a point of order, 
l would like to know what these remarks have | 
| to do with the amendment? 
| Mr. MORRILL. If the gentleman will wait 
i 


ntever- to. the subjects 


es 


bill. 
F am: sorry’ that the: ge 
should rise inthis Heéuse-an 
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| Government‘has had to copy fromand adoptthat 
system to give-character and: credit torits-oWwn 
system. ot inny 

E oppose the amendment of ihe gentleman from 
Illinois; in the second place, because Congress has 
no. power whatever to destroy these ‘State insti- 
tutions. It has been decided by. the Supreme 
Court of the United States that such institations 
are lawful, and that Congress has no power to 
forbid the creation of .thems:The-exereise of 
such’a power :by .Congresg,if sustained, would 
vest the Federal Government with .authorityite 
destroy one of the functions..of: the State: gow- 
ernments, and no power ig vested in Congress:to 
do that.. I hope that: this. House-cannot entertain 
any idea like that seriously, and especially. ina 
bill providing revenue. It is entirely foreign.:to 
the objects and purposes:of such a measures i 

I say to the gentleman from Ilinois: that, in 
my judgment, if this amendment be adopted.. it 
wil-have the effect. to.defeat. this revenue bill in 
this House. Ihave thus far done what I-could 
to perfect its provisions. I repeat that: if this 
amendment be adopted, in my, judgment, it-will 
insure the defeat of the.bill, ~ 4 wots 

In justification of the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Linois, it is urged: that the 
issues of State banks have caused the inflation of 
| the prices of the necessaries of life, and that such 
banks must therefore be destroyed.» Every. one 
knows that such. inflation is not attributable. to 
the State banks, but must be ascribed mainly- to 
the excessive irredeemable paper issues of the 
General Government, » This is changed: upon the 
State banks solely. forthe purpose: of vaisinga 
plausible excuse for destroying them, and is done: 
by those chiefly who were the advocates.of the 
old nationalbank. Every scheme thus far brought 
before this House in regard to the currency has | 
arisen from hostility to State institutions, but: no 
one before has shown such a degree of hostility 
to the banking institutions of the States. as: to 
make the passage of a revenue bill depend upon 
their arinihilation, and I trust the effort will not 
succeed. If the Federal banks are preferable 
| they will be organized by the capital of the coun- 
‘try, and it will not be necessary for, Congress to, 
| deprive the State institutions of their hold upon 
their State existence by. thumb-screws, and to 
} 
i 


bring and keep in existence Federal institutions 

by partial legislation and governmental nostrums. 

| without waiting. My pointis that the gentleman Mr. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, | rise to oppose 

| is not discussing the amendment: What has itii the amendment of the gentleman from New York 

| todo with the bank stock owned by the gentleman? i because it does not go far enoùgh. Í must say to 
i 


he will see the application. 


Mr. ELDRIDGE. Irise to a point of order | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains. the || the committee that | am astonished such a prop- 
oint of order. , | 
Mr. MORRILL. Iwil try to i 
| theamendment. Now it happens that I have not |) 
1 
| 


i 

| | osition could come in here at this time. I should 
H 

Í 

| $ : i 
i said a word about banks this session. Heretofore 

| 

i 

| 

| 

i 

j 


say that I would be astonished to see it come in 
atany time. The object of this bill, if 1 under- 
stand anything about it, is that this tax should 
be equal upon ali men. under the same Govern- 
ment. Now,sir, one ounce of common sense in 
reference to this matter is worth a thousand 
pounds of theory. f ; 
Here on one corner is a national bank-with 
$100,000 capital and $20,000 of United States 
bonds. Right on the opposite eorner 198 State 
bank which has the same amount of capital and _ 
i: the same amount of United States bonds, Now, 
you propose to tax that bank which. is neta na- 


confine myself to | 


Lhavenotopened my mouth on the subject. All 
I desire to say now is that we may confine this | 
tax bill to the subject of taxation and revenue, | 
As the bill stands it proposes to tax the banks in 


a fair and legitimate way and to a reasonable ex- | 
tent. It ig nota question of repression and de- ! 
struction of State banks. F hope that that question || 
will be allowed to stand on its own basis. Let | 
: it come up and be acted on independently of this | 
i measure; for I perceive, if this be incorporated || y ! i; 
| with this bili, as the gentleman from Hlinois pro- |} tional bank three per centa which actually kills 
| poses, it will retard its progress, not only here | it. You tax it out of existence. The national 
but in the other branch of Congress. I withdraw || bank you tax none at all. The stockholders of 
my amendment. || the bank which you refuse to tax may or may 

‘Mr. GANSON. I move to amend the amend- i| not be loyal. Jeff. Davis might come here under 
ment of the gentleman from Hiinois by striking || that law and establish a bank and escape all tax- 
out the second proviso, which prohibits the Siate i ation. The stockiiolders of the other bank may 
banks issuing circulating notes at the expiration || be as Joyal as loyalty itself, and yet you tax it 
of six months from the passage of thisact. I pro- | out of existence. -That is manifestly unjust and 
pose that amendment in the first place because +} can never be sustained by this House, because E 
we are considering a revenne measure, and that | hold that there is some common sense and com- 
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mon honesty left-in-theavorldjand: this: provision 
does nottreatall meivalike. Afal men are-equal 
they are entitled to-equal rights, privileges, and 
protection: ao E aa : 
Now, what are the facts of the case? The 
State bazks.of my State have purchased national 
bonds: three to-one over what the national: banks 
have purchased; and are*you going to tax those 
banke out oftexistence beeause:they do not hap- 
jen’ to: be organized urider the system adopted 
Fere? ‘Is that right inca free Government Jike 
this? “No, sir; and ‘it- will not-be. done. {feel 
` confident that it cannot be done. If done, ‘it will 
aise 'a-storm of indignation-all over the country 
which this House cannot withstand. 
o“Phe-amendment to the-amendment was not 
agreed to. - 
<Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the pend- 
ang proposition by striking out fromthe fifth and 
aixth lines all: that refers to national banks, as fol- 
dows: “unless thereto authorized by act of Gon- 
gress,”? : 

The-effect of striking out those-words.will be 
to impose the same tax upon the State banks. of 
‘the country and uponthe national banks, And if 
this-is done, this tax, or at least some reasonable 
taxy should be imposed... But whatever tax is im- 
‘posed should be equal. :I can say-for thosewith 
‘whom. L-have conversed, that whatever gentle- 
amen‘upon the other side of the House may pro- 
‘pose aga tax upon the local: and national banks 
we shall feel called upon to sustain, if it is equal 
on.each; but we will not discriminate between the 
twovsy stems. 

If you propose to favor national banks at the 
sexpense:of the State banks, I tell you a spirit of 
indignation will be provoked throughout the whole 
‘country which. will be disastrous to our -financial 
interests, You cannot safely make such a dis- 
‘crimination. If.you. pass a bill imposing a duty 
‘of two! per cent. upon the national Lanks, and 
impose a tax-of three per cent. upon State banks, 
‘you will crush:out and-etire the State bank cir- 
teulation for the benefit of the national bank cir- 
‘culation. Gentlemen talk about diminishing the 
‘paper currency. You cannot do it in this way. 
You will drive out $200,000,000 of State bank 
cireulation and supply its place at once by a cor- 
responding amount of national bank circulation, 
or perhaps a greater amount, for the national 
banks are authorized to issue $300,000,000. The 
currency of the country and the finances and 
eredit of the country can only be maintained by 
-veducing this excess of State and national bank 


circulation, amounting at this time to over two | 


hundred and sixty million dollars. ‘The people are 
satisfied with legal-tender notes. They are of 
equal value all over the country. The interest 
inures to their own benefit, or rather they ‘save so 
much interest,.and are sought for everywhere. 
. They are good so long as the Government exists, 
The people have entire faith in that currency and 
have become wedded to it and are willing to sus- 
tain it, Itis the only system of paper currency 
the benefits of which can inure to the people. 


I trust-gentlemen will see the necessity of | 


“placing these State and national banks upon the 


same footing,.and impose at least a two per cent. | 
tax alike-upon their circulation, This would re- | 


gult inthe gradual withdrawal of their circula- 
tion, ‘restoring the currency to a sounder con- 
dition and. gradually reducing the currency to 
your legal-tender notes. The sooner this.is done 
the better for the country and for our finances, 
and securing to- the people the profits of that tre- 
mendous system of banking which has always 
pervaded the country, and the enormous profits 
of which have inured:in the past to the benefit 
of a few favored: capitalists, anace doubt, sir, 
that the wisdom of such policy would soon be 
apparent in a sounder ne better currency, and 
in an improved condition of the public finances, 
now so greatly imperited for it is apparent to 
all that either the $450,000,000 of legai-tender 
currency or the $26U,000,000 of bank paper, now 
daily increasing, must be withdrawn or finan- 
cial ruin is inevitable. Ifyou were limiting your 
bank circulation to $50,000,000, the extent now 
issued, there might be some force in the argu- 
ment against State banks, You would then drive 
out the State bank circulation without increasing 
any other circulation; but while by the tax on the 
State banks, on the discrimination proposed, you 
‘drive out the State bank circulation you increase 


| the national-bank circulation. 


these banking interests. 


This-isno benefit 
to the people-or to your finances. I therefore 
hope that this proposition to place the banks. on 
exactly the ‘same -footing will receive, the favor- 
able consideration of Congress. = 

“Mr, ARNOLD. . I-have heard: with .surprise 
the gentleman from New York. declare thatthe 
adoption by the committee of the amendment of 
my colleague would endanger the passage of this 
revenue bill. 1s it:possible that. apon a measure 
of this importance, so necessary to-the salvation 
of the country and the preservation ofthe public 
credit, gentlemen representing the banking inter- 
est on this floor will get up and-threaten that if 
the amendment.be adopted they will vote against 
this bill? : tas Se 

Sir, the passage of this amendment will largely 
increase.the: revenues of the country. Is. there 
any class that.can hetter afford to pay a tax than 
those who are issuing three or four times the 
amountof their capital, loaning: this enormous cir- 
culation, and are deriving high dividends from 
their paper circulation? ; 

Mr. KERNAN. In six months you will cut 
off the whole revenue by suppressing. the bank 
circulation. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If my colleague will 
give way to me fora moment I will say that, at the 
suggestion of many members of the House, and 
as this is a tax bill, 1 modify my amendment by 
striking out the last proviso. . 

Mr. ARNOLD. Lam glad that my colleague 
has modified his amendment by striking out the 
last proviso. That will leave it purely a rev- 
enue measure providing a tax on the bank notes 
of the country, and as such I trust that it will 
commend itself to the judgmentof this committee, 
Surely there is no class of the community that can 
so well afford to be taxed as those ‘representing 
There are no men in the 
country receiving such large dividends on their 
capital at the present time as the banking institu- 
tions of the country. 

Not only does it commend itself to the judg- 
ment of the committee as a means of raising rev- 
enue, but if it should incidentally repress the re- 
dundant circulation under which the country is 
now suffering, and which raises the price of all 
the necessaries of life, it will in this respect to some 
extent relieve the people. 

Mr. PRICE. The banks are now taxed three 
per cent., and if you destroy the banks all over 
the country where then can you get the revenue? 

Mr. ARNOLD. I think that this tax can very 
well be borne, The banks realize ten, fifteen, and 
twenty per cent. on their capital, and can well af- 
ford to pay this tax for the exclusive privileges 
which they enjoy. If the effect of the tax shal! 
be to repress to some extent this circulation, which 
is a great evil in the country, so that we shall not 
have as much of it, it will be an incidental ad- 
vantage to the country of very great importance. 
I do not appeal to any section of the country to 
supportthis proposition, It is a proposition that 
ought to commend itself to.all. The necessities 
of the country compel heavy taxes even upon ne- 
cessaries of life; surely bank circulation should 
not escape. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the Houge under- 
stands this question, and I therefore move that the 
committee rise for the purpose of closing debate. 

Mr. FENTON. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. MORRILL. The House understands this 
proposition distinctly, and that it is not intended 
for revenue, but for the purpose which another 
billis framed to accomplish, and I think we ought 
fo act on that measure independently and upon its 
merits without embarrassing this measure with it. 
I therefore insist on the motion that the commit- 
tee do now rise. 

The question was taken, and the committee re- 
fused to rise. 

The question was taken on Mr. Houman’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was agreed 
to—ayes 55, noes 39. 


The question recurred on Mr. Fannsworrn’s | 


amendment as amended. 

Mr. FENTON. [ move to amend the amend- 
ment so as to make the tax one eighth of one per | 
cent. instead of one fourth of one per cent. I 
offer the amendment for the purpose of saying | 
one word. 


Iam not now to diseuss this question. I could 


* 


not do it in five minutes. I have alarge amount 


| of statistics bearing-on this question ‘which, at 
| the proper time, I shall ask the attention of the - 


House to, and at that time I will defend, as well 
as Í can, the charge of unsoundness against the 
banking system of New York. 

‘My purpose now is to ask the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Farxsworrn] not ofly to withdraw 
the proviso to his amendment, but the whole 
amendment. It must be evident to-every gentle- 
man that this is a subject which will involve a 
wide range of discussion respecting the two sys- 
tems, national and State, and that it would con- 
suime not only hours, but days, for it opens up 
the whole. field of discussion on the subject of 
finance and banking. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Ilinois to withdraw. the:proposition and let 
it stand, as it properly does, before the House in 
the form of a bill, and when it comes up for dis- 
cussion we can devote that attention and consid- 
eration to it which the vastness of the subject de- 
mands: We cannot do it now without delaying 
the passage of this important measure, the tax 
bill, I hope that members will proceed directly 
to pass this bill at once, and will withdraw all 
disturbing questions which are really foreign to it. 
- Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, lam 


‘not disposed to withdraw my amendment, for I 


offered it in sincerity and want to get a vote of the 
House upon it. This is a tax measure. My 
amendment simply proposes to levy a tax on 
banks; why is not this the proper place to incor- 
porate thattax? Why should we have two tax 
bills before the House? Gentlemen are willing 
to tax everything else, all kinds of labor, all 
kinds of manufactures, everything but banks. If 
this is a tax measure, make it complete. Idonot 
think that my amendment is calculated to delay 
the passage of this bill. Let us have a vote of 
the House upon it as upon every other question 
of tax that has arisen and may arise in the con- 
sideration of this bill. The constituency that I 
represent is deeply interested in the measure. 
The West has been cursed by the issues of State 
banks. In appealing to members fromthe West 
I had no design of making any invidious distine- 
tion between West and East, or of arraying' the 
West against the East, but I spoke about the 
West because we were peculiarly cursed by these 
shinplasters flooding the country. People come 
out to the West with bank currency for the pur- 
pose of buying produce. The farmers get their 
pee full of these shinplasters and do not 
know what is good and whatis bad. till they find 
that some of the banks are gone. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the gentleman 
whether the people of his State have not lost more 
by illinois banks, created by the Illinois Legisla- 
ture, than they ever lost by New England banks? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We have losta good 
deal by banks created by the Illinois Legisiature, 
but I think we have Jost more by banks outside 
of the State of Illinois. The truth is that in Hli- 
nois we copied after these much lauded institu- 
tions of New York, and other States, and they 
proved failures. The same may prove a failure 
In other States. We know that banks do fail, 
and we know that when they fail the men who 
sold produce and got the notes of these banks for 
itare the sufferers. These men who establish 
themselves at every corner of the street, and who 
sit behind their counters handling the people’s 
money, do not suffer by the failure of banks. 
Those who suffer are the manufacturers and the 
farmers. If we are to have a bank currency let 
it be a sound national currency. 1 would, if I 
could, blot out all the bank issues, and depend 
upon greenbacks. I would have all the paper cur- 
rency of the country issued by the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, which will be the same in all Stateg 
and all parts of all States, and will be redeemable 
everywhere where there is an office for redemp- 
tion. 

As I said before, Mr. Chairman, I have offered 


| this amendment in good faith, because the people 


whom I represent demand it; because 1 believe 
four fifths of the people of the Northwest demand 
a measure of this kind. Lam not willing to with- 
draw my amendment. This isa tax measure that 
we are considering, Let us incorporate this with 
it and have a square vote upon it. 

The question was taken on Mr. Panron’s 
amendment to theamendment, and it was rejected, 

Mr.GRISWOLD, IfI understood the gentle- 
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man from Llinois, he announced at the outset of 
his remarks in introducing the amendment, that 
his design was to suppress State banks. The 
country is looking to the House with great earn- 
estness and with intense anxiety during the prog- 
ress of this bill. The hope is that this revenue 
law shall be promptly passed by Congress, and 
then we shall have, at all events, improved in our 
financial condition. I regret, therefore, thatany 
subject should be introduced here by gentlemen 
on either side of the House calculated to distract 
attention from this great, paramount object. 

A Mr. Chairman, | apprehend this is no time to 
introduce a discussion bere upon a general bank- 
ing scheme for the country. 1 am not without 
hope that during these discussions some way may 
be developed by which a compromise may be 
had between the distracting sentiments of those 
who are advocating the national system and those 
who are opposed to them and defend the State 
system. I believe that result may be reached; 
and in that connection Idesire that the following 
circular may be read asa portion of my remarks. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

New York, April 22, 1864. 

The excessive issue of paper money in various forms is 
now rightly the subject of special alarm throughout the 
country. Any further issues should be promptly arrested, 
and the amount existing be gradually, but not too hastily, 
contracted. The following plan will, itis believed, meet 
the difficulty with the least derangement to society and at 
the same time be substantially in harmony with the ob- 
jects aimed atby the Government: 

First, : 

By the withdrawal of all bank-note circulation, as well 
national as State, relying entirely upon legal-tender notes 
of Government now in circulation, which are quite. sufti- 
cient. 

Or, secondly, 

l. By prohibiting the issue of any bank notes after this 
date, unless they are secured by Government bonds, say at 
ninety per cent. (This may be effected by a Government 
tax on all notes not thus secured.) 

2. By requiring all banks having outstanding circulating 
td to withdraw them, and tosubstitute those secured as 
above,- 

i 3. By limiting all ciretlating tiotes to amount outstand- 
nge ` 

4. By repealing the national bank act, making provision 
for the national banks now existing. 

` §. By leaving all details respecting banks to State legis- 
lation as hitherto, excepting to require them all to be se- 
cured as in No. 1, This may be done by requiring every 
bank note to bear a national stamp or certification that it 
is so secured. 

6. By providing money hereafter by sale of bonds at 
best price, or by issuing them at a rate of interest suffi- 
ciently high to command and gradually contract the cur- 
rency. ; 

7. By adequate taxation to meet the interest on the pub- 
lic debt, and to provide for all contingencies. 

8. Any loans made to Government by or through the 
banks, should be drawn for by checks on them in favor of 
public creditors, for which the notes secured by pledge of 
Government stocks as above may he used in payment. 

This plan, it is confidently believed, will secure all that 
is really beneficial in the national bank system, withoutin- 
curring the danger of dividing the community in this event- 
ful crisis, by the attemptto destroy long existing and cher- 
ished institutions, a policy both financially and politically | 


unwise. 
MANY BANK OFFICERS. 


Mr. SPALDING. I rise to oppose thisamend- 
ment, and to say that I am in favor of the amend- 
ment of my friend from Illinois. And-I am in 
favor of it for thisreason: I think there is no man 
in this House who does not see clearly that we 
cannot sustain the national currency—so-called 
—and at the same time the State bank currency. 
One or the other must go by the board, and it is 
only a question of time which. Our currency 
has become so expanded—and that expansion is 
increasing from day to day—that unless some 
corrective is applied ruin will ensue to our Gov- 
ernment. Every man sees this, Wither the State 
bank currency or the national bank currency must 
be contracted, and we must decide which. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I confess plainly that I 
am of that old constitutional make which holds 
io the belief that the State bank currency is not 
in accordance with our Constitution. F believe— 
although E have stood alone in that belief for 
years—with Chief Justice Marshall, that the cur- 
rency of the country, paper as well as metallic, 
should always be kept under the control of the 
national Government. That, I believe, has come | 
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ž 


to be the conviction of the people, inasmuch as 
they prefer the national or greenback currency, 
to the extent of from a quarter to half of one per 
cent., to the best notes our State banks can pro- 
duce. ° 

lam aware that gentlemen from the State of 


New York are a little tender upon this subject. . 


They believe that their currency is a sound one, 
Well, sir, I believe that the currency of my State 
is upon a sound basis, secured ag they are by 
stocks, but the people prefer the national currency 
to them. 

Let me say in respect to this question of expan- 
sion that notwithstanding the expansion caused 
by the large amount of legal-tender and national 
bank currency put into circulation, some of these 
State banks have, as I understand, in circulation 
notes to the extent of eight times their capital 
stock. a ; 

Mr. KERNAN. Let me say a word in refer- 
ence to that. ` 

Mr. SPALDING. 1 cannot yield. Well, 
now, sir, if this is done with impunity by these 
banks in the State of New York, which are pred- 
icated upon so good a foundation, what may not 
be done iñ lllinois, Indiana, Ohio, and the other 
northwestern States? We look to New York for 
an example, and if they expand eight times, we 
may perhaps expand twenty-four times. And 
that is the kind of a currency you get. 

Now there are two objects to be accomplished 
by this proposition. One is to produce revenue 
for the Government, and the other is to putdown 
this State bank circulation. Iam ready to vote 
for that proposition now, and at all times until 
that object shall have been accomplished, 

Here the hammer fell.] 3 
r. PIKE obtained the floor. 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the gentleman yield to 
me for the purpose of moving that the committee 
rise to close debate? 

Mr. PIKE. Iwill after one or two remarks. 

I am a little surprised that after laboring for 
two or three weeks to perfect a bank bill this mat- 
ter should be broughtup again now. I thought 
we had arranged these matters of finance satis- 
factorily so that banks could get one per cent. 
extra interest from their customers on the ground 
of uniformity; that we had fixed the thing so 
that large banking institutions having a capital of 
$5,000,000 could escape all individual liability 
whatever. I thought we had so arranged that 
these institutions by an adroit management, es- 
pecially in view of an amendment introduced in 
the other end of the Capitol, could escape all taxa- 
tion except a half of one per cent. upon their de- 


posits; and that in addition to an evasion of na- || 


tional taxation these pet institutions were to es- 
cape all State taxation. This would give us a 
“uniform currency” of such virtue that although 
it should, as authorized in the bill, amount to 
$300,000,000 national currency and take the place 
of the present $175,000,000 State currency, still 
the currency of the country would not be at all 
inflated! Precisely how this was to be done Ido 
not understand, but it was perfectly understood, 
I presume, by those who had charge of the bill. 

For these reasons I was surprised to see this 
discussion sprung upon the House again to-day, 
and that we have the question of a bank currency 
all togo over again onatax bill. I discussed the 
matter somewhat when it was before the House 
ona former occasion, an extract from what I said 


having been published in the Chicago Tribune, | 


which was this morning read by the gentleman 
from Vermont, and I am very glad that an Hli- 


nois gentleman has to-day aceeded to the views | 


Ithen expressed. My proposition then was that 
our national or greenback currency was so good 
acurrency that-we did not need a better one. My 
friend from IHinois is now disposed to tax both the 
State and national bank currency so largely that 
jt will force them both out of circulation; and 1 
hope that course will be adopted. 1 am willing 


| to ingraft upon a tax bill even a proposition that | 
shall in the course of time give us simply a green- | 


back currency. Lt should be a gradual process, 


so as not to disturb the business of the country. 
I should prefer the tax should be put upon Gircu- 
lation above a certain percentage of capital, say 
thirty per cent. 

I was surprised, however, to see my friend from 
Illinois to-day speaking of these national banks 
with great favor, forgetting that the national bank 
scheme is almost a copy of the Illinois bank 
scheme, which he says broke down, with great 
loss to his constituents. The only difference be- 
tween them, as I understand it, is this: that the 
Illinois bank scheme, instead of basing. their. is- 
sues upon national bonds base them upon the 
bonds of the State of Ilinois and of some other 
States contiguous. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Idesireto correct the 
gentleman from Maine in one particular. I did 
not say that I favored the national bank scheme. 
I said that I should -prefer to have our currency 
West replaced by that of the national Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. PIKE. The proposition of the gentleman 
as originally presented was to drive out the State 
bank circulation and leave the currency of the 
national banks in circulation. But as it is now 
amended by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Houtman] it taxes both, and that Iam in favor of, 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOOPER. Iam very happy to concur 
with my friend from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in 
order. 

The amendment to the amendment was with- 
drawn. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to strike out the last 
word of the amendment for the purpose of saying 
that I concur with the gentleman from Maine in 
favoring his amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS. Irise to a question of order. 
The gentleman is not speaking upon that last word 
which he moves to strike out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. f 

The Clerk read the amendment, to strike out 
the word “jurisdiction.” 
| Mr. HOOPER, ‘Jurisdiction of the United 
States.’” 

Mr. BROOKS. No, “jurisdiction” only. 

, Mr. HOOPER. Then I will modify my amend- 
|| ment by moving to strike out the whole section. 
And I do it for the purpose of saying that I am 
in favor of this amendment which taxes all bank 
| circulation. 

; Myr. BROOKS. I rise to a question of order, 
i The gentleman is not speaking in favor of the 
| amendment. 

| Mr. HOOPER. How can the gentleman teil, 
| unless he allows me to finish my sentence? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will con- 
fine himself to his amendment, 

i Mr. HOOPER. Then Iwill propose an amend- 
| ment that will be pertinent to what I desire to 
| say. 

Mr. BROOKS, 1 will withdraw my point of 
order. The gentleman was discourteous to me 
| the other day, and I only wanted to show him that 
| it was in my power to stop him from saying 
what he wanted to say. 

Mr. HOOPER. [am in favor of this amend- 
| ment, because, as I have said before, [think there 
is nothing which can more justly be taxed than 
this circulation ofthe banks. Ifthe effect of taxing 
their circulation would be to restrict the amount 
issued by the banks it would make mere room 
o 
be 


i for the circulation of the national, currenc 
|i “ greenbacks,” and | think that there woul 
no objection on that score. 

| But I apprehend that thisremedy for the great 
H 

| 


| complaint made, particularly by the gentleman 
‘from New York, that the circulation is now too 
; redundant, will not suit them. They call upon 
| the Secretary of the Treasury to withdraw. the 
: circulation of the greenbacks, for what good rea- 
son I cannot see, when the Government has the 
benefitof that circulation. All the profit ofitgoes 
to the Government for the benefit of the whole 
į people; whereas the circulation of the banks is 
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only for the benefit of their individual stock- 
holders. ° i 

Whenever the proposition has been before this 
House to tax the national bank circulation it is 
said that it would be unfair, and itis opposed upon 
the ground that there is no tax imposed upon the 
circulation of the State banks.. When any meas- 
wre. has come before the House to tax State bank 
circulation it is opposed upon the ground that 
there is'no tax imposed upon the circulation of 
the national banks. We have them both pre- 
sented now by this amendment, which proposes 
to tax the circulation of both national banks and 
State banks, and I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. The effect of it must be to increase the 
revenue and to diminish the inducement of the 
banks to depreciate the currency by extending 

` their circulation and their loans. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of terminating debate. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasupurne, of Illinois, 
reported that the committee had had under con- 
sideration the internal revenue bill, and had come 
to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that when the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
shall resume the consideration of this bill all de- 
bate shall terminate upon the pending section in 
halfa minute after the same is resumed. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
on the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wasusunne, of 
Minois, in the chair,) and resumed the consid- 
eration of the special order, being the internal 
revenue bill. . 

The question recurred on Mr. Farnsworry’s 
amendment as amended. 

The commitice divided; and there were—ayes 
50, noes 41. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Elotman 
and Fenron were appointed, 

The amendment was adopted; the tellers hav- 
ing reported—ayes 62, noes 51. 

Mr. HOBMAN moved to strike out the words 
“ beyond the amount invested in the United States 
bonds.” 

Mr. MORRILL demanded tellers, 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ogru and 
Kernan were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 57, noes 52. > 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. YEAMAN moved to add the following: 


Provided, That this tax shall not apply to any bank in 
process of liquidation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. KERNAN. I move to insert after the 


word “money” the words ‘excluding moneys’ 


deposited by and belonging to any State.” And 
I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the amendment 
was rejected, 

The CHAIRMAN. The next proposition re- 


served is the following amendment moved by the | 


gentleman from Maine, [Mr, Buaine.} 

Strike out the following: 

Provided, That in all eases where the rate or price of 
zadvertising is fixed by auy law of the United States, State, 
or Territory, it shall be lawfut for the company, person, or 
persons, publishing said advertisements, toadd the duty or 
tax imposed by this act to the price of said advertisements, 
any law, as atowgsaid, to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. KASSON. I move, according to the con- 
sent grauted to me by the committee some time 


ago, to add the following proviso to the onehun- | 


dred and fourteenth section: n 

Provided, 'Thatonly one deduction of $609 shall be made 
from the aggregate incomes of all the members of any one 
family composed of parent and minor children, or husband 
and wife, cxceptin cases where such separate income shall 
be derived trom separate or individual gains of the wife or 
ebild, and the deduction in such cases made shall be alowed 
only on incomes of the heads of families. 


The object sought by this amendment is to pre- 
vent the dividing up the income of a family, which 


really belongs to the head of the family, among 
its different members, so as to reduce the amount 
below $600. 

Mr. HOOPER. I propose to amend the amend- 
ment in such a way as to render that provision 
unnecessary. I move to amend section one hun- 
dred and fourteen, relating to income taxes, by 
striking out “ five,” wherever it occurs, and in- 
serting ‘* ten;’’ so that the income tax shali be ten 

er cent, in all cases. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 
that that portion of ‘the section was not reserved. 
The only reservation was to enable the gentleman 
from Iowa to offer his proviso. 

Mr. HOOPER. ThenI offer my amendment 
as aproviso. . 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. HOOPER. I propose to add it as a pro- 
viso to the proviso. 

Mr. WILSON. Irise to a point of order on 
that. That subject has not been reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding 
of the Chair. 


viso. The right to put in a proviso to the section 
was réserved. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the gentleman from 
Towa will not insist upon the point of order. 

Mr. WILSON. If I withdraw the point the 
amendment will be regarded as being before the 
committee for action. If the gentleman merely 
wishes to make some remarks upon the subject 
without asking a vote upon the amendment, I 
have no objection, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds thatthe 
proposition of the gentleman does not come within 
the understanding of the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. Willit not be in order for 
the gentleman to move to add to that proviso 
that after one year the income tax shall in all cases 
be ten per cent. ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa read 
again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HOOPER. - I now move to add to that 
proviso a proposition that after one year from the 
passage of this act the income tax shall be ten per 
cent. 

Mr. WILSON. I renew the point of order. 
That matter has been acted upon and disposed of 
by the committee, and was not reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN, The agreement of the 
committee was that the gentleman from Iowa 
should have permission to go back to that sec- 
tion for the purpose of offering a proviso. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts moves to amend 
that proviso by an amendment, which the Chair 
thinks is in order. ` 

Mr. WILSON. I raise another point. Itis 
that the question of amount of income tax is not 
germane to the matter of that proviso. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it em- 
braces the subject-matter, and is therefore in 
order, 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting at the end of the proviso the 
words ‘fand that after one year the income tax 
shall be uniform at ten per cent.” 

Mr. Chairman, my colleagues on the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means will bear witness that 
I proposed ten per cent. as the uniform rate of 
income tax in the committee. Jobjectto the in- 
troduction of the principle of the gentleman from 
New York, selecting certain men of wealth to be 
| taxed as a class at a different rate from what he 
taxes himself and others; and I object to the 
large majority of the members of this House 
taxing themselves and their friends at half price, 
| for that is precisely what it amounts to asthelaw 
; stands now. x 
The pious gentleman from New York, who 
j likes better to take money out of his neighbor’s 


ber from Ohio, who proposes to crush down rich 
men who refuse to submit to law, tell us that they 
are prompted by regard to worthy men with large 
families who have only $1,200 a year. They 
know, however, that $800 of that amount is ex- 
empt from taxation, leaving only $400 to be taxed 
as income. Itis very hard, these gentlemen tell 
us, to make such poor men pay twenty dollars 
more; but neither of them have referred to the 


i 
i 4 A 

i pocket than his own, and the law-observing mem- 
| 


Í fact, which I fancy is of much more interest to 


Mr. HOOPER. Itcomesinasa part of the pro- 


them, that under this pretended care for poor men 
with large families they will each save themselves 
from paying several hundred dollars. For every 
twenty dollars they save the poor men with large 
families, about whom they are so anxious, most 
of the members of this House will save them- 
selves from paying $300 and some will save #500! 

Let us consider, Mr. Chairman, how much will 
be produced by confining the tax of ten percent. 
to incomes over ten thousand dollars. The whole 
amount that would be collected would be com- 
paratively small, and in my opinion. would not 
compensate for the amount of. ill-feeling which 
its injustice would create. Nine tenths of the 
members of this House probably have incomes 
varying from $4,000 to $10,000. But if you will 
take the community at large, there are probably 
not more than two with an income over ten thou- 
sand dollars to five hundred with incomes vary- 
ing from $2,500 to $10,000. Estimating those five 
hundred atan average income of $3,000 each would 
give you, at the rate of ten per cent., $150,000 for 
income tax, while the two with incomes over ten 
thousand dollars, even if you rate them at $40,000 
each, would give you only $8,000 for the tax. If 
the tax of ten per cent. is confined to incomes over 
ten thousand dollars, it will not yield three per 
cent. of the amount which would be obtained by 
making ten per cent. the uniform rate of income 
tax. I trustthe gentleman from Iowa, who talks 
so much about patriotism, will show his sincerity 
by consenting to sacrifice the few hundred dollars 
he would save at “‘the half price rate to protect poor 
men with large families,” and vote for the uniform 
rate of ten per cent. after the present year, which 
will give many millions to the Treasury and re- 
deem the House from the imputation of my friend 
from Pennsylvania, who charges that we tax the 
poor man’s oil and refuse to tax members of Con- 
gress and others having salaries and incomes of 
$3,000 to $10,000. 

Mr. SPALDING. I rise to reply to the views 
addressed impromptu [laughter] to the House by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. I have no 
particular objection in my own particular case to > 
meet this increased rate of ten per cent. upon my 
income; but I am afraid thatthat tax would prove 
onerous upon the $2,000,000 of the plethoric gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. Why,sir, the gen- 
tleman, since we voted the other day upon this 
proposition in regard to the income tax, making 
the rich pay in proportion to their riches and the 
poor payin proportion to what they have, has 
thought upon this mattér upon his pillow, and he 
comes in here this morningand undertakes to be 
sarcastic upon certain members of this House who 
had the boldness to advocate the proposition of 
making wealth bear some little portion of the bur- 
dens of these calamitous times. Andhe notonly 
does so, but he impugns the motives of men who 
perhaps may be as honorable and patriotic as 
himself, 

Sir, I have read in Peter Pindar that avarice is 
a devil; and I have read somewhere else that after 
a man becomes wealthy his covetousness is legion, 
that it is a host of devils; and I never saw it ex- 
emplified so fairly and plainly as on this floor, 
Why, bow are all taxes laid? If I have a four- 
wheeled carriage and ride in it to church on the 
Sabbath, I expect that carriage to be assessed 
with the duty put on such articles by this Con- 
gress. If Ihave nota carriage and go on foot, 
Í escapè the tax, and the gentleman who rides 
pays the tax. What is the difference here? Upon 
the first thousand, two thousand, or three thou- 
sand, l pay the same tax with him. I ask no dis- 
crimination in favor of my modicum, ‘To the 
extent to which we are enabled to go together, I 
pay as much as he does, although I cannot afford 
it to the same extent. When he rises up to his 
$50,000 or more, upon the surplus over $25,000 
he pays a tax which I do not pay, because I have 
not the property to be assessed. Thatis the only 
reason I do not pay it; notbecause I have not the 
inclination, but because I have not the subject- 
matier to be assessed. Cannot the gentleman see 
the difference? Lam willing to pay. I pay so 
far as my property subjects me to payment. He 
does not. He refuses. I present my means and 
pay accordingly. He presents his meansand will 
not pay accordingly. There is the difference be- 
tween us. He is craving for himself and the mil- 
lionaires throughout the country an exemption 
from duty which no poor patriotic man asks to he 


exempted from. lask this House-if they can for 
one moment indulge these men in any such 
scheme. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing debate upon this 
question, 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasupurne, of Illinois, 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union had, according to order, had the | 


state of the Union generally under consideration, 
and particularly the internal revenue bill, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that when the House 
shall again resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, all debate upon 
the pending section shall be terminated in one 
minute. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
on the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Wasnzvrne, of Illinois, in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the internal revenue 

ill. 

Mr. FINCK. I desire to offer the following 
as an additional section to the bill: 

Sec. —, And be it further enacted, That the several as- 
sessments made under the provisions of this act in thesev- 
eral counties of the States, may be collected by the county 
treasurers or other collectors of taxes in the respective 
counties in the States: Provided, Thatsuch collectors, be- 
fore entering upon the discharge of their duties under this 
act, shall each execute a bond payable to the United States 
in such form, with such security, and for such amount, and 
with such conditions as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury for the faithful discharge of their respect- 
ive dutics, and shall be entitled to receive for said collec- 
tion such compensation as may be allowed for like collec- 
tions of State taxes in their respective States. 

Mr. UPSON. I risetoa pointof order. Isub- 
mit that we have disposed of all the reserved sec- 
tions and that the consideration of the bill has 
been completed by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Wasnesurns, of Illinois, 
reported thatthe Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration, 
as a special order, the internal revenue bill, and 
had instructed him to report the same to the 
House with sundry amendments, and with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the bill and all pending amendments. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Will the gentle- 
man from Vermont withdraw the motion for a 
moment that I may offer an amendment as an 
additional section? 

Mr. MORRILL. On what subject? 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Ivis the amend- 
ment in regard to imported liquors, which I of- 
fered in committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I withdraw the previous 

- question for that purpose. 
Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment as an additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That so much of the seventh 
section of the act of March 7, 1854, to increase the inter- 
nal revenue, &c., as levies a tax of forty cents a gallon on 
spirits imported prior to March 7, 1864, be and is hereby re- 
peated, aud thatthe Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to refund to persons paying the same all moneys thus ex- 
acted on spirits imported prior to said Mareh 7, 1804. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now move the previous 

uestion on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. I appeal to 
the gentleman from Vermont to let the counter- 


proposition come in for the taxation of spiritson | 
We can have | 


a vote on it by yeas and nays, and let our eon- | 


hand. That is but just and fair. 
stituents see how we voted on this question. 

Mr. MORRILL. I decline to withdraw the 
previous question. 

Mr. 
the House will not second it. 

The question being on seconding the demand 
for the previous question, 


WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. ThenT hope |; 


i was, by temporary agreement with General Sherman, in 
! command of a corps through the battles in front of Chat- 


i 


The SPEAKER ordered tellers; and Messrs. 
MoRrzRILL, and Wasnpuane of Illinois, were ap- 
pointed. í 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 43, noes 67, l 

So the House refused to second the previous 
question. 
` Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I now offer 
this amendment as an additional section. 

The SPEAKER. That cannot be done in order. 
_ Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois. Then l offer 
it as a substitute for the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York. : : 

The amendment was reported, as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That all spirits of domestic pro- 
duction and held for sale on the ist day of May, 1864, and 
on which no tax shall have been paid, shall be subject to a 
duty of fifty cents per gallon; and all such spirits held for 
sale on which a prior duty shall have been paid, shall be 
subject to a duty ef thirty cents per gallon: Provided fur- 
ther, That bona fide retail dealers in spirits, duly licensed, 
shall not be taxed on their stock on hand, whose quantity 
on hand does not exceed two barrels. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now demand the previous 
question on the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was seconded, (there 
being, on division—ayes 63, noes 48;) and the 
main question ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Hicxey, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed the following bills and joint resolution, in 
which he was directed to ask the concurrence of 
the House: 

An act (No. 236) to provide for granting an 
honorable discharge to coal-heavers and firemen 
in the naval service; 

Joint resolution (No. 44) for the relief of clerks 
at the Kittery and Philadelphia navy-yards; and 

Anac! (No, 256) to change and define the bound- 
aries of the eastern and western judicial districts 
of Virginia, and to alter the names of said dis- 
tricts, and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had passed an act (H.R. 
No. 300) for the classification of the clerks to pay- 
masters in the Navy, and graduating their pay, 
with an amendment, in which he was directed to 
ask the concurreace of the House. 


RELIEF TO EAST TENNESSEE, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a message from the President of 
the United States, transmitting an address to the 
President of the United States and through him 
to both Houses of Congress, on the condition of 
the people of East Tennessee, and asking atten- 
tion to the necessity of some action on the part of 
the Government for their relief, which address is 
presented by a committee ofan organization called 
the East Tennessee Relief Association. The Pres- 
ident, while deeply commiserating the condition 
of that most loyal and suffering people, states that 
he is unprepared to make any specific recommend- 
ation for their relief, the military doing its best 
for them. Theaddress suggests that a direct rail- 
road communication between Knoxville and Cin- 
cinnati, by way of central Kentucky, would be of 
great consequence in the present emergency, and 


! the President declares his readiness, with the 


hearty concurrence of Congress, to construct the 
road, both for the relief of those people and for its 
continuing of military importance. 

The message was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


MILITARY POSITION OF A MEMBER. 
The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House the following message from the 
President: 


To the House of Representatives: 

In obedience to a resolution of your honorable body, a 
copy of which is hereby returned, I have the honor to 
make the following brief stutement, which is believed to 


| contain the information sought: 


Prior to, and at the meeting of the present Congress, 


j Robert C. Schenck, of Obio, and Frank P. Blair, jr., of 


Missouri, members elect thereto, by and with the consent 
of the Senate held commissions from the Executive as 
major generals in the volunteer anny. General Schenck 
tendered the resignation of his said commission and took 


| bis seat in the House of Representatives at the assembling 
i thereof, upon the distinct verbal®understanding with the 


Secretary of War and the Executive that le might, at any 


time during the session, at his own pleasure, withdraw | 


said resignation and return to the field. General Blair 


tanooga, and iu the march to the relief of Knoxville, which 


HP oecurred in the latter days of December last, and of course 
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was not present at the assembling of Congress. 
subsequently arrived here, he: sought apd was al 
the Secretary of Warand the Executive the samet 
tions and promiseas allowed and made to General Sch 
General Schenck has not applied:to withdraw hls: resigna-: 
tion, but when General Grant was made. Hentenant gen- 
eral, producing.some change of commanders; Generat Bait’ 
sought to be assigned to commandof a ‘corps... This was. 
made known to Generals Grant and Sherman, and agseirted 
to by them, and the -particular. corps’ for. hini designated: 
This wasall arranged and understo®d, as now remenibered, 
as much as a month ago; büt the withdrawal of General 
Blair’s resignation, and making the order assigning him to 
the command of a corps, were. not consummated: at the 
War Department until last week, perhaps: on the 23d.of 
April, instant. As a summary of the whole, it may: be 
stated that General Blair holds no military-commission or 
appointment other than herein stated, and that it ishe- 
lieved he is now acting as major general upon tre assumed 
validity of the commission herein. stated, and not other 
wise. There are some letters, notes, telegrams, orders, 
entries, and perhaps other documents, in connection with 
this subject, which it is believed would throw no. additional 
light upon it, but which will be ebserfully furnished ifde- 
sired. ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 
April 28, 1864. ° 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the message be 
printed and referred to the Committee of Elec- 
tions. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I observe, niuch to my sur- 
prise, that my name occurs in the communication 
from the President which has jost been read; and 
I think it proper before any reference of it to the 
Committee of Elections that I should make some 
statement in reference to my connection with the 
matter of which it treats. There appears to’ be 
some misapprehension on the part of the Presi- 
dent. 1 shall content myself with recounting 
briefly the circumstances under which I resigned 
my commission in the Army, and the relation in 
which that placed me to this House. 

Mr. KALBFLEISCH. 1 desire to know what 
is before the House that is debatable. 

The SPEAKER. The message of the Presi- 
dent is before the House by unanimous consent, 


and the gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 


Mr. SCHENCK. 1I say that 1 shall content 
myself with stating what occurred so far as I my- 
self am concerned. I was elected to this Con- 
gress by the people of the third district of Qhio 
in the autumn of 1863, in guy absence, while en- 
gaged in military service, or rather at a time 
when, by the chances of war, I happened to ‘be 
disabled, and it was not certain whether I could 
return to active duty. This forced upon, me 
subsequently, when again in command, the ques- 
tion whether I should leave the service and take 
the position tendered me in this body, or decline 
a place here, and leave my.constituents to make a 
new election. For some time I doubted what 
it was my duty to do. As the time approached, 
when it became necessary thatit should be known 
whether I was-to take my seat asa Representative 
or not, in order that if 1 declined seasonable op- 
portunity might be given for holding a special 


-election to fill the vacancy, I felt it obligatory 
upon me to decide that question. 


My own preference was to remain. with the 
Army. I had gone in for the warand wished to 
see itthrough. My constituents, generally, and 
many other friendsin Ohio and elsewhere, desired 
me to take my seat here, Others, whose judg- 
ment accorded with my own personal inclination, | 
advised and urged me to remain in military ser- 
vice. I had a conversation with the Secretary. of 
War upon the subject. [stated to him that L de- 
cidedly preferred, on many accounts, to continue 
in the military service or to return to it, and that 
I felt unwilling to go into Congress unless L-could 
be sure that if E wished to return I could be re- 
stored with the same rank and date I had before 
held. Lwastold bythe Secretary thatthere would 
be no difficulty he thoughtabout that. Somethir, 
was said in the course of the conversation about 
the possibility of rescinding at a. future time the 
order accepting my resignation, when I should 
wish again to go into the Army; and the sugges- 
tion was made also that 1 might be reappointed, 
if that should appear to be-the proper way of re- 
storing me to my position. There was no agree- 
ment, no distinct understanding, between Mr. 
Stanton and myself as to how it should be done. 

I remember this clearly, and I know it also 
from the fact that it was my impression then, as 
itis my opinion now, that I would have to be re- 
appoiuted. The question how was little con- 
sidered, and was passed by. ‘The Secretary only 
assured me that it could be arranged and under- 
stood as I desired. He concurred in my opinion 
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that to remové my. disqualification for taking a 
seat in Congress, my resignation of my military 
commission mustbeabsolute. [t was, of course, 
known that the President would have the power 
to appoint me with the same rank and date | had 
before, I asked the Secretary of War if it was 
necessary for me to.converse with the President 
eh. the subject before resigning. He said he 
thought not; that he would himself speak to the 
President. Ina subsequent conversation at the 
War Department, Mr. Stanton informed. me that 
he had mentioned the subject to the President, and 
the President concurred with him that the matter 
could. be arranged, so that I could return to the 
military service when 1 desired. Nothing was 
said about any particular time to which f was to 
be limited; whether it’was to be during this ses- 
sion of Congress or at a later day. I supposed, 
however, that of course it would have to be within 
what might be stated, in general terms, as a rea- 
sonable time. : 

In this state of facts, on the 14th of November 
last, I tendered to the President my resignation, 
to take effect on the 5th December, 1863. Atthe 
same time, in a letter to the Secretary of War, 
inclosing and forwarding the resignation, I re- 
quested that I might be relieved from my com- 
mand as soon thereafter as might be convenient. 
My resignation was accepted, and of that accept- 
ance I received formal notice at Baltimore, on the 
21st of November, and in pursuance of orders, on 
the 5th of December, there being no other suc- 
cessor assigned, I turned over the command of my 
department and corps to Brigadier General Lock- 
wood, who was the officer in the department next 
in rank. Thus it was that on the 7th of Decem- 
ber last I came here and took my seat as a mem- 
ber of the national Legislature, not understanding 
then or now, and not claiming then or now, to be 
still, in any sense, in the military service. 

One other explanation I um reminded to add 
here, suggested by my friend and colleague on 
the Military Committee, (Mr. Opexu.}] l re- 
ceived my pay as a major general up to the time 
1 left the service, and I have drawn pay as a 
member of Congress grom the beginning of this 
session. I have taken no double pay. {do not 
believe I am entitled to it; but if lam I shall not 
take it. 

Mr. Speaker, Ihave made these remarks simply 
that there may be no misapprehension as to my 
own views in regard to my relation to this House, 
and only because my name and case were al- 
luded to in the message from the President. 

„Mr. DAWES demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 5 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the operation 
thereof the message was ordered to be printed, 
and referred to the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 


just taken; and also moved that the motion to re-"# 


consider be Jaid upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL—-AGAIN, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ver- 
mont having reported the bill is entitled to an 
hour to close the debate, 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I do not pro- 
pose to avail myself of that privilege except to 
make afew observations explanatory of thestate of 
the bill now beforethe House. But firstallow me 
to suy, in behalf ofthe gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Sressins,] that some remarks which were 
made here a few days ago in reference to his po- 
sition as to the tax upon brokers have, perhaps, 
been misunderstood. I desire to say that while 
he was in favor of taxing the brokers to the ex- 
tent that he deemed their business would bear, 
he was not in favor of making it so high as to be 
regarded as extravagantas I know he would have 
regarded the amendment reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr, Speaker, we have raised the tax on refined 
petroleum, as reported in the original bill, from 
twenty cents to twenty-five cents per gallon. In 
addition to that we have placed a tax upon crude 
petroleum of one dollar per barrel, which will 
make it about equal to thirty cents per gallon. 
We have also provided fora drawback upon crude 
petroleum. If now the House vote down the 
amendment of five per cent. per gallon it would 
leave the tax twenty cents per gallon upon refined 


petroleum. If we should do that then it is pos- 
sible that the other tax might be allowed to remain. 
But it seems to me to be excessive to allow both 
to remain. I individually hope that the tax on 
erude petroleum will be voted down, and that then 
the drawback will be voted down. 

In relation to railroads, we have stricken out 
the proviso by which they were allowed to charge 
the increase of tax upon passengers and freight. 
This is a provision that would benefit them to 
some extent. I suppose it would reach only a 
small number of railroads in the whole country. 
If the provision is suffered to remain it will leave 
these railroads in the condition they would be 
without the tax. They can go up to the maxi- 
mum which they are allowed to do under State 
laws. If this provision be voted down they would 
be subject to the tax without being able to go be- 
yond the maximum. I think we ought to leave 
these roads with the same rights they enjoyed 
previous to the tax. 

There is another subject where I fear we may 
have crippled the law, and that is by putting in 
the amendment in relation to the validity of prom- 
issory notes, checks, and other instruments in 
writing. I regard that provision in the present 
law as an important one; and I fear if we solely 
rely on penalties we shall much impair the effi- 
ciency of this part of the act. 

Ihave a word to say in respect to the income tax. 
There is no provision in the bill like that reported 
from the Committee of the Whole. On all other 
subjects we tax every man alike. We do not 
tax the manufacturer or producer of merchandise 
a greater percentage because he manufactures or 
produces more than his neighbor. No State has 
ever taxed on this principle or ever will, This 
provision goes upon the principle of taxing a man 
more because he is richer than another, The very 
theory of our institutions is entire equality; that 
we mgke no distinction between the rich man and 
the poor man. The man of moderate means is 
jostas good as the man with more means, but 
our theory of government does not admit that he 
is better, and I regard it as an evidence of the 
spirit of agrarianism to presenta law here which 
shall make any such distinction. It is seizing 
property of men for the crime of having too 
much. {can speak fairly on this subject because 
I do not belong to this class. We have too few 
rich men in the country to make a distinction 
that may induce them to expatriate themselves 
during the season of the large taxation which we 
are obliged to enforce. If like true and loyal 
men they pay as do other men upon all they pos- 
sess, is not that enough? I know of one man 
in this House, who, I believe, has done that, and 
contributed to the comfort of the soldier not less 
than five times the amount of his taxes in addi- 
tion. Let us be just. I believe the result of this 
differential system of duties upon men of large 
wealth will be to make them go abroad in order 
to escape the taxation. 
my own State I fear it may be so. In this prop- 
osition there seems to me to be something un- 
just; and I can say that without any partiality, 
for lam not one of those who will be reached 
by it. 

se relation to the bank tax and the additional 
section adopted on motion of the gentleman from 
IHinois, I really hope the House will vote them 
down, for the reason that we shall reach the 
question of bank taxation in another and inde- 
pendent bill. It isa question of so much import- 
ance that it ought not to be incorporated into 
this bill, for thereby we shall certainly retard its 
progress through the other branch of Congress. 

In relation to the tax of liquors on hand, it has 
been debated and discussed over and over again. 
We all of us know it cannot pass the Senate. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I desire to 
know upon what authority the gentleman makes 
that statement, 

Mr. MORRILL. Upon former votes. 

Mr. WASHBURNE. of Hlinois. I am ad- 
vised differently, and that the Senate has been 
greatly enlightened since the former votes were 
taken, and that they will adopt our amendment 
if it is incorporated into the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the gentleman is 
mistaken. - 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, Atanyrate 
that is no good argument why the House should 
not impose the tax. 


On the boundary line of 


Mr. MORRILL. I am sure it will retard the 
progress of this bill for many days, and I think 
I know whereof l speak as welas the gentleman 
from Illinois. Gentlemen have made up their 
record upon this subject. I would be glad to go 
with them and reach this large amount of revenue, 
but Ido not believe it would be consistent with 
the principles of fair legislation. I desire that 
this bill shall go forth to the country with noth- 
ing in it to which anybody can object as unjust 
orunequal. I have no further remarks to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the 
first amendment reported from the Committee of 
the Whole. : 

Mr.J.C:ALLEN. I desire to ask the gentle- 
man from Vermont whether he proposes to take a 
vote upon all these amendments one at a time? 

Mr. MORRILL. I propose to indicate a few 
amendments upon which I desire a separate vote, 
and then to leave other gentlemen to indicate the 
amendments upon which they desire a separate 
vote, and then to take a vote upon all the rest in 
a body. 

Mr. J.C. ALLEN. At this time, or will you 
wait until the amendments are printed? 

Mr. MORRILL.” Now. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would ask whether 
the amendments. shall be considered seriatim— 
and there are about five hundred of them—or 
whether gentlemen desiring a separate vote upon 
any amcndments shall name them, and a vote be 
taken on the remainder in a body? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the vote be 
taken upon each proposition as it is read. 

Mr. MORRILL. Does the gentleman from In- 
diana understand the proposition? I propose to 
indicate the several amendments upon which Ide- 
sire a separate vote, and then I am willing that 
other gentlemen shall do the same thing, and after 
that we take a vote upon all the rest together, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is understood, however, 
that as the amendments are reported any gentle- 
man may call for a separate vote? 

The SPEAKER. Unless unanimous consent 
is given, the amendments must be taken seriatim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Vermont propose they shall not be reported ? 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is that 
every member designate what he desires a sep- 
arate vote upon, and that upon all the other amend- 
ments the vote shall be taken in a body. P 

No objection being made, the proposition was 
agreed to; and under the operation thereof all the 
amendments reported to the House from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
were agreed to, except those upon which a sep- 
arate vote was requested, as appears below: 


On page 116, strike out lines forty-one, forty-two, and 
forty-three, which are as follows: 

And all gas companies are hereby authorized to add the 
duty or tax imposed by law to the price per thousand eubic 
feet on gas sold. 


Mr. DEMING called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was disagreed to—aycs 43, 
noes 58. 2 

Add at the end of the section the folowing proviso: 

Provided, That so much of the act approved July 11, 
1862, ‘making further appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 30th June, 
1863, and additional appropriations forthe year ending 30th 
June, 1862,” as limits the price to be paid to the Washing- 
ton Gas-Light Company per hundred cubic feet of gas fur- 
nished by it to the Government and other consumers, be 
and the same is hereby repealed. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Ou page 117, in line sixty-two, after the word “twenty” 
invert “five {° so that it will read: 

On coal-illuminating oil and naphtha, benzine, and ben- 
zole, refined, produced by the distillation ofcoul,usphaltum, 
shale, peat, petroleum, or rock oij, and all other bitumin- 
ous substances used for like purposes, a duty of twenty-five 
cents per gallon. 

The amendment was disagreed to—ayes 19, 
noes 73. 

Tn line sixty-five of the same page and section, strike out 
“twelve? and insert “ fifteen” in licu thereof; so that the 
proviso will read: 

Provided, That such oil, refined and produced by the dis- 
tillation of coal exclusively, shall be subject to pay a duty 
of fifteen cents per gallon, anything to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On page 318, at the end of the same section insert “ on 
crude petrolcum one dollar per barrel”? 

The amendment was disagreed to—ayes 43, 
noes 60. 


On page 212, at the end of lne thirty-four, insert: 
And provided further, ‘That there shall be an allowance 
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or drawback on crude petroleum when exported of $1 30 
per barrel of forty gallons. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Strike out the following proviso at the end of section one 
hundred and one, on page 143: 

Provided, That all such persons, companies, and corpo- 
yations shall have the right to add the duty or tax imposed 
hereby to their rates of fare whenever their liability thereto 
may commence, any limitations which may exist by law 
or by agreement with any. person or company which may 
have paid or be liable to pay sucli fare to the contrary not- 
withstanding. ` 


The amendment was agreed to—ayes seventy- 
two, noes nat counted. 


On page 156, section one hundred and fourteen, strike 
ontall after the word “ provided” to the end of the section, 
as follows: “That upon such gains, profits, or income, 
which shall be derived from interest upon notes, bonds, or 
securities of the United States, there shall be levied, col- 
lected, and paid a duty of two and one half of one percent. 
only, anything in this act to the contrary notwithstanding 37? 
and insert in lien thereof the following: “That income 
derived from interest upon notes, bonds, and other securi- 
ties of the United States shall be included in estimating the 
income under this section.” 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The SPEAKER, The next amendment upon 
which a separate vote has been called for is the 
one in relation to banks adopted by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union this 
morning on the motion of the gentleman from Il- 
linois, [Mr. Fannsworrts. } 

Mr. GANSON. [demand the yeas and nays 
on that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the atlirmative—yeas 78, nays 64; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Alten, Al- 
ley, Allison, Ames, Ancona, Anderson, Arnold, Augustus 
©. Baldwin, Jacob B. Blair, Brandegee, William G. Brown, 
Cobb, Cox, Cravens, Henry Winter Davis, Dawson, Den- 
ison, Donuelly, Driggs, Eden, Farnsworth, Fiuck, Gar- 
field, Grider, Hall, Harding, Harrington, Holman, Hooper, 
Philip Johnson, William Johnson, Julian, Kelley, Francis 
W. Kellogg, Knapp, Law, Le Blond, Loan, Long, Long- 
year, Marcy, McAllister, McBride, McClurg, McDowell, 
McKinney, William A. Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, 
Noble. Norton, John O'Neill, Orth, Pike, Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, William H. Randall, Alexander H. Rice, Robinson, 
James $. Rollins, Ross, Schenck, Sloan, Smith, Stiles, 
Strouse, Stuart, Thomas, Elihu B. Washburne, Webster, 
Whaley, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, 
Wiliams, Wilson, Windom, aad Yeaman—7s, 

NAYS—Messrs. Baily, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Bea- 
man, Blow, Boutwell, Brooks, Broomall, Freeman Clarke, 
Cole, Creswell, Dawes, Deming, Eckley, Eldridge, Eliot, 
Fenton, Ganson, Grinnell, Griswold, Herrick, Higby, 
Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, Jonn H. Hubbard, Jenekes, 
Kalbfleisch, Kasson, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, King, La- 
wear, Marvin, McIndoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Daniel Morris, Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nel- 
son, Charles O’Neill, Patterson, Pendleton, Perham, Perry, 
Pomeroy, Price, Radford, John H. Rice, Edward H. Roi- 
lins, Shannon, Spalding, Jobn B. Steele, William G. Steele, 
Stevens, Thayer, Upson, Voorhees, Ward, William B: 
Washburn, Wilder, Winfield, and Fernando Wood—64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was agreed to; 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WHALEY. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment reported by the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
increasing the duty on coal oil from twelve to fif- 
teen cents a gallon was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on which a 
separate vole was demanded’ was to strike out 
“ three,” on page 127, and to insert in lieu thereof 
“five,” so that it would read: 

On gold, silver, and quicksilver, produced from quartz 


mines, from beds of rivers, from the earth, or in any other | 


way or manner, a duty of five per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. HIGBY demanded a separate vote, and 


calied forthe yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were, ona | 


division—ayes 72, noes 24. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote 
was demanded was to strike out the one hundred 
and fifty-first section, as follows: 

Sec. 151. And be it further enacted, That if any person 
or persons shall make, sign, and issue, or issue or cause to 
he made, signed, and issued, any instrument, document, 
or paper of auy kind or description whatsoever, without the 
eae being daly stamped for denoting the duly Hereby im- 


ii up and voted upon. Other businegs therefore had i 


posed thereon, or without having thereupon an adhesive 
stamp to denote said duty, such person or persons shall in- 
cur a penalty of fifty dollars, and such instrument, docu- 
ment, or paper as aforesaid shall be deemed invalid and of 
no effect, 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment on which a separate vote 
was demanded was to strike out on page 118, 
line ninety-seven, “ one cent’ and insert ‘two 
cents;” so that the clause would read: 

On brown or Muscovado sugar not above No. 15 Dutch 
standard in color, produced directly from the sugar-cane 


and not from sorglium or imphee, other than those pro- 
duced by the refiner, a duty of two cents per puund. 


Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
a separate vote on the amendment. : 

Mr. MORRILL. Under the present law the 
tax is the same. : 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I object 
to the gentleman making any remarks unless I 
have an opportunity to reply. I will answer the 
gentleman if I have an opportunity. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. KERNAN called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 71, nays 72; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, John 
D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. Blair, Blow, 
Beutwell, Brandegce, Broomall, William G. Brown, Cobb, 
Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter Davis, Dawes, Deming, 
Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, Farnsworth, Fen- 
ton, Garfield, Grinnell, Higby, Looper, Hotchkiss, Asahel 
W. Hubbard, Jobn JI. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, 
Kelley, Francis W, Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Longyear, 
McBride, McClurg, Mcladoe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, 
Morrill, Danie! Morris, Amos Myers, Norton, Orth, Perham, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, Alexander H. 
Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Shan- 
non, Sloan, Smith, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, Wiltiam B. 
Washburn, Whaley, Wilder, Wilson, and Windom—71, 

NAYS~—Messrs. James C, Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Brooks, Chanler, Clay, Cox, Dawson, Denison, Eden, 
Eldridge, Finck, Ganson, Grider, Griswold, Hall, Harding, 
Harrington, Charles M. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hutchins, 
Philip Johuson, William Johnson, Kalbfieisch, Kernan, 
King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Le Blond, Loan, Long, Marcy, 
Marvin, McAllister, McDowell, McKinney, William H. 
Miller, James R, Morris, Morrison, Leonard Myers, Nel- 
son, Noble, Odell, Charles O’Neill, John O’Neill, Pendle- 
ton, Perry, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, Robinson, James 
S. Rollins, Ross, Scofield, Jobn B. Steele, William G. 
Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Thomas, Voorhees, Ward, 
Eliha B, Washburne, Webster, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, 
Joseph W. White, Williams, Winfield, Fernando Wood, 
and Yeaman—72, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the amendment was 
rejected; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

Mr. STEVENS. [ask for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. The vote was so close that I think 
we had better have another vote upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I with- 
draw the motion to reconsider. 4 

The next amendment on which a separate vote | 
was asked was on page 119, to increase the duty | 
on sugar from two to three cents per pound. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. UPSON. I desire to say that on the vote 
just taken I voted “ay.” I find that my vote has 
not been recorded. J ask thatit may be recorded 
in the affirmative. 

Several Members. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is not 
too late. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. Does the 
Chair decide that the gentleman has the right to 
correct his vote now? 

'TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will read from the | 
Digest on that subject. 

‘The Clerk read, as follows: 

“ All proceedings of the House subsequent to the erro- 
neous announcement of a vote, which would have been 
irregularif such vote had been correctly announced, are to 
be treated as a nullity and are not to be entered on the 
Journal.” 

Mr. JOHNSON ,of Pennsylvania. That simply 
apphes to a mistake of the Chair in announcing 
g vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairthinks that when | 
a gentleman is present and votes, he has the right 
to have his vote recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. I wantto 
suggest to the Speaker that subsequent to the an- 
nouncement of the vote anamendment was taken 


intervened before’ the gentleman. from. Michigai 
asked to have his'vote Yecorded. <>: cei tent 
The SPEAKER.” The Chair thinks itis: not 
too late for the gentleman to have his ‘vote, re- 
corded, Ifthe motion to:reconsider had been made 
and had beén laid upon the table the Chair might 
have doubt, but at present he has no doubt that 
the gentleman has the right to correet his vote 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania. 
from the decision of the Chair. lea Be 
The question was taken; and the decision ofthe 
Chair was sustained asthe judgment ofthe Howse. 
Mr. Upson’s vote was then recorded in the af» 
firmative upon the amendmenty;: the vote stand- 
ing—yeas 72, nays 72. : Cure 
The SPEAKER voted in the negative; so. the 
amendment was disagreed to. : ; 
Mr. BOUTWELL. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment was disagreed to. 
The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts vote upon the prevailing side? 
Mr. BOUTWELL, 1 did not. >. : 
The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman has no 
right to make the motion. Orehi Coe 
Mr. A. MYERS. I desire to.ask why the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts could not. move. to 


reconsider? poji 
etl 
tleman, did 


The SPEAKER. Because the gen 
not vote upon the prevailing side. eal be ave 

Mr. A. MYERS. How was.there any-prevail- 
ing side when the vote was a tie vote,and the 
Speaker merely voted.to decide the matter ?. 

The SPEAKER. The prevailing side was.the 
negative; the vote of the Speaker madeit the pre- 
vailing side. The Chair states that he. usually 
votes on the prevailing side when there is a tie 
vote. [Laughter] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. ; I rise toa 
privileged question. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was disagreed. to. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania. 1 move 
to lay the motion to reconsider on thé table. 

Mr. BOUTWELL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. Fad 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. As the time fora recess has 
nearly arrived I desire to say before the-vote com- 
mences that I hope this bill may be considered.in 
preference to allother business to-night; and that 
we shall not take a recess at the usual hour. 

The SPEAKER. To-night has beenset apart 
by the unanimous consent of the House for the 
consideration of the business of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. ee 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not desire to have that 
business interfere with this, if wè can have the 
remainder of the evening session for our business. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well, then. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House that there be no 
recess; and that there be no evening session for 
other business. ; 

Mr. ROSS. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then submit 
the question to the House. The majority have the 
tight to decide it. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope there will be no ob- 
jection to my proposition. It is merely that the 
House shall continue upon this business as long 
as it shall see fit, and that the evening session be 
devoted to no other business. 

Mr. COX. I hope there will be no recess, but 
that the House will adjourn, and that we shall 
have no more night sessions. 

‘The proposition of Mr. Morritt was agreed to. 


The vote was then taken on Mr. RANDALL’S 
motion to lay the motion to ré@consider on ‘the 
table; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
68, nays 75; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Baily, Brooks, 
Chaniler, Clay, Cox, Dawson, Denison, Eden, Eldridge, 
Finck, Ganson, Grider, Griswold, Hall, Harding, Harring- 
ton, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hutchins, 
Philip Johnson, William Johnson, Kalbfleisch, Kernan, 
King, Knapp, Law, Lazear, Le Blond, Loan, Long, Marcy, 
Marvin, McAllister, McDowell, McKinney, William. H. 
Miller, James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Odell, 
John O'Neill, Pendleton, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, Rob- 
inson, James S. Rollins, Ross, Smith, John B. Steele, Wil- 
liam G. Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Thomas, Voorhees, 
Ward, Elihu B. Washburne, Webster, Wheeler, Chilton 
A.White, Joseph W.White, Williams, Winfield, Fernando 
Wood, and Yeaman—68. i 

NAYS—Mesasrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Jobn 
D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. Blair, 
Blow, Boutwell, Brandegee, Broomall, William G. Brown, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Wenry Winter Da- 
vis, Dawes, Deming, Dixon, Donneliy, Driggs, Eckley, 
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Fenton, Garfield, Grinnell, Higby, 
Asaheli W. Hubbard, Jobn H. Hub- 
Kasson, Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Orfando Kellogg, Longyear, McBride, McClurg, MeIndoe, 
Samuct F, Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, 
‘Ainios’ Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, Charies ONeill, 
Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William 
H, Randall, Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. 
Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Shannon, Sloan, Spatding, Ste- 
vens, Thayer, Upson, William B. Washburn, Wilder, Wil- 
gon; and Windom—75 = 7 5 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid on the 
table. oat 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
reconsider. ` ; : 

“Mr; DAWSON demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RANDALL, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
tellers on the yeas and nays. . 

Tellers were hot ordered; and the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. i 

Mr. ROSS. {rise to a privileged question. 
The time has arrived for taking a recess under 
the order of the House. ae 

The SPEAKER. It was agreed some time ago 
by the House that we should go on with this bill 
until it was deemed fit to adjourn or to take a recess. 

Mr. ROSS. [did not hear that, or I would have 
objected:to it. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Pennsylvania, Under the 
decision of the Chair the gentleman has the right 
to go back and change the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Cirair does not think 
the cases are parallel, if the gentleman does. 
The gentleman from Illinois can move to adjourn 
or to take @ recess. me 

Mr. ROSS. I move that the House take a 
recess until seven o’clock p. m. 

Mr COX. L hope we will not take a recess, 
but go through with. this bill, and then adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to; there being, on 
a.division—ayes 60, noes 65. 

The motion to reconsider was then agreed to. 

The question recurred on the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union in reference to the tax on sugar, raising it 
from one to two cents. 

Mr. FINCK demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 75, nays 66; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Anderson, Arnold, 
Jobn D, Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, Blaine, Jacob B. Blair, 
Blow, Boutwell, Braudegec, Broomall, William G. Brown, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Henry Winter 
Davis, Dawes, Deming, Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, 
Eliot, Farnsworth, Fenton, Garfield, Grinuell, ighy, 
Hooper, forehtiss, Asahel W, Hubbard, John H. Hubbard, 
Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Francis W, Kellogg, Or- 
lando Kellogg, Longyear, McBride, McClurg, Melndoe, 
Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, Ankos 
Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, Charles Orneih, Orth, 
Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Ran- 
dall, Alexander H. Rice, Jobn i. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, 
Schenck, Shannon, Sloan, Spalding, Stevens, Thayer, Up- 
son, yey B. Washburn, Wilder, Wilson, and Win- 
QOM 1, 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Baily, Augus- 
tus Q. Baldwin, Brooks, Chanter, Cox, Dawson, Denison, 
Eden, Finck, Ganson, Grider, Griswold, Hail, Harding, 
Harrington, Benjamin G. Harris, Herrick, Holman, Hutch- 
fns, Philip Johnson, William Johnson, Kernan, King, 
Knapp, Law, Lazear, Le Blond, Loan, Long, Marcy, Mar- 
vin, MeAtister, McDowell, McKinney, William H. Miller, 
Jawes R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Noble, Jobn O° Neill, 
Pendleton Perry, Radiord, Samua J. Randall, Robinson, 
Ross, Scotietd, Smith, Jobn B. Steele, William G. Steele, 
Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Thomas, Voorhees, Ward, Elihu 
p Area peabsters Wheeler, Chillon A. White, 

oseph W. White, Williams, Winfield, aud Fernando 
Wood~68. i i : : 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

During the vote, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE, having been called out of the 
House, asked Jeave to vote. 

Objection was made, 

Mr. ELDRIDGE stated that he would have 
voted in the negative, 

The reading of the names, by unanimous con- 
sent, was dispensed with. 

The vote was then announced asabove recorded. 

And then, on motion of Mr. FENTON, the 
House took a recess until seven o’clock p. m. 


Eliot, Faraswortl, 
Hooper, Hotchkiss, 
bard, Jenckes, Jutian, 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House resumed its session at seven o’cloek 
p.m.; and a quorum not appearing, on motion 
of Mr. MORRILL, a further recess was taken for 
fifteen minutes. 

FIRIRS OF JOHN FONDA, ETC. 


Mr, PRICE, (after the House reassembled ,) 
by uninimdus congint, róm the Committee on 


Revolutionary Pensions, moved that that com- | 
mittee be discharged from the further considera- | 
tion of the petitions of the heirs of John Fonda | 
for half pay, Lydia Lillie for Elias Robeson for 
back pay, and of Isaiah Tiffany for half pay, and 
that they be returned to the parties presenting 
them. : 
The motion was agreed to. 


MEMBERS IN THE MILITARY SERVICE. 


Mr. SCHENCK. I.ask unanimous consent 
of the House to submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to this House copies of all “letters, notes, telegrams, 
orders, entries,” or “ other documents,” which are referred 
to by him in his message sent to the House this day, and 
which have connection with the answer made by bim in 
that message to the resolution requesting bim to inform the 
House whether Francis P. BLAIR, jr., of Missouri, holds 
now any appointment or commission iin the military ser 
vice of the United States. 

Mr, DAWSON. I object. 

Mr, SCHENCK. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry 
that objection was made by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Dawson] to my offering the 
resolution asking for further information from the 
President; but as I have general consent of the 
House to make anexplanation I will state the rea- 
son why I desired such a resolution to pass. The 
President, in the message sent here this morning, 
makes the remark that there are various ‘‘ letters, 
notes, telegrams, orders, entries, and other docu- 
ments’? which relate to the subject of that com- 
munication, but 

Mr. DAWES. | understand that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania objected to the introduction 
ofthe resolution. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw it. i 

Mr. DAWSON. I withdraw it. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I renew it upon 
the ground of publie good. I think, sir, it is in- 
opportune to offer the resolution now. 


question the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Dawes] might offer it as a matter of privilege, as 
it relates to the question of membership in the 
House. : 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD, I understand it 
is a resolution calling upon the President for in- 
formation. Lhavea resolution in my desk which 
has been lying there for three wecks, calling upon 
the President for information. 

Mr. SCHENCK. { call the member from 
New York {Mr. Fernanpo Woop] to order. 1 
have the floor by general consent of the House, 
and I have not yielded it to him to make objec- 
tion, or for anything else. 

The SPEAKER. That is true. 

Mr. SCHENCK. And I yielded it to the gen- 
Ueman from Massachusetts, who asked the gen- 
deman from Pennsylvania to withdraw his ob- 
jection, which he did. When I was about to 
proceed the member from New York had no right 
to occupy the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not en- 
tirely correct. The gentleman from New York 
has a right to raise a question of order, as any 
other member has. He renewed the objection of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. But that does 
not take the gentleman from Ohio off the floor. 

Mr. SCHENCK. The member from New 
York has no right while I am on the floor by 
permission of the House to make any objection. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. [| objected to the 
introduction of the resolution, and not to his re- 
marks. . 

Mr. SCHENCK. Well, sir, I make a point 
of order; and the point which L make is this: that 
the member from New York has not the right to 
take the door from me even to make an objection 
while I am on the floor. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. I object to the 
gentleman proceeding except in order. He can- 
not proceed except by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. “The gentleman from Ohio 
yielded to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Dawes,] and the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts appealed to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia to withdraw his objection to the introduction 
of the resolution. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man from New York has a right to renew the ob- 
jection, but the gentleman from Ohio is speaking 
by the consent of the House and that consentcan- 
‘trot Be withdraws. 


ThoSPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that | 
when the House ia notacting under the previous | 


Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. Then I hope he 
will proceed civilly and courteously, or notat all. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman is not out of 
order at present. 

Mr. SCHENCK. I was saying, Mx. Speaker, 
that the President, in his message of this morning, 
speaks of letters, notes, telegrams, entries, orders, 
and other documents relating to this arrangement 
about withdrawing resignations. He does not, 
however, send those papers here, because in his 
opinion they would not throw any other light 
upon the subject than the message gives. 

Now, lest there may be some misapprehension 
in supposing that any of those letters, notes, tel- 
egrams, or orders relate to me, and with a desire 
also to know what they are, and to see if they 
give any additional information which might 
properly go tothe Committee of Elections, I pro- 
posed my resolution, But it is not admitted. F 
will therefore avail myself of the indulgence of 
the House to say at this time, in addition to my 
statementof this morning, that, so far as IT know 
or can remember, there is no document of any 
kind, no scratch of a pen relating to any negoti- 
ation of an arrangement in which I was or am 
concerned. I related to the House this morning 
all that took place between the Secretary of War 
and myself in regard to this matter. It was all 
verbal, and | wish it understood, as from the mes- 
sage it might possibly not otherwise be, that there 
was no connection of any kind between the mat- 
ters relating to Mr. Blair and myself; E mean no 
arrangement jointly made, or in which we were 
concerned together. 


LANDS IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. WINFIELD, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill concerning certain locations: of 
lands in the State of Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, 


INTERNAL REVENUE BILL— AGAIN. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
internal revenue bill, and theamendments reported 
thereto by the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The amendments came up, an 
of in their order, as follows: 

Page 119, line one hundred, strike out ‘ two” and insert 
“three 3? so that the clause will rey d: 

On all clarified or refined sngars above No. 15, Dutch 
standard in color, produced directly from the sugar-cane, 
and not from sorghum or impheeg, a duty of three cents per 
pound, 

Mr. MORRILL. We ought to reconsider our 
action on that section, Having now restored the 
tax on brown sugar to three cents, it becomes ne- 
cessary to restore the tax on refined sugar to the 
same point. 

Mr WASHBURNE, of Illinois. And put 
the same tax on the rich man’ssugar that you do 
on the poor man’s? 

Mr. MORRILL. Certainly. I move to re- 
consider the vote by which that amendment was 
disagreed to. à 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; and being put, the 
amendment was agreed to—ayes sixty-four, noes 
not counted. 

On page 119, line one hundred and four, strike out the 
word © one” and insert * two 3’? so that the clause will read: 

On the gross amount of the sales of sugar refiners, in- 
cluding all the products of their inanufactories or refin- 
eries,a duty of two and a half of one per cent. ad valorem 5 
&e. 

Mr. RADFORD demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 60, nays 47; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Baily, 
Baxter, Beaman, Boutwell, Boyd, Broomall, William G 
Brown, Cole, Dawes, Deming, Donnelly, Driggs, Biiot, 
Farnsworth, Garficid, Grinnell, Higby, Asahel W. Uubbard, 
John U. Hubbard, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, Orlando Kel- 
logg, Loan, Longyear, Marvin, McBride, McClurg, MeIn- 
doe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, 
Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Norton, Charles ONeill, 
Perham, Pomeroy, Price, William H. Randall, John H. Rice, 
Edward H. Rollins, Schenck, Scofield, Sloan, Spalding, 
Thayer, Upson, Elihu B. Washbume, William B. Wash- 
burn, Webster, Williams, Wilder, Wilson, and Windom 
—60. 

_ NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Ailen, An- 
cona, Augustus O. Baldwin, Blaine, Brooks, Chanler, Cox, 
Cravens, Dawson, Denison, Eden, English, Finck, Gan- 
son, Griswold, Harding, Harrington, Herrick, Holman, 
Köder, Wiliam Johnsdn, Kernan, Lascar, Marcy; Mei 


d were disposed 


1864. . i 


lister, James R. Morris, Morrison, Nelson, Odell, Join i} 


O'Neill, Pendleton, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, Ross, 
John B., Steele, William G. Steele, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, 
Thomas, Ward, Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Winfield, 
Fernando Wood, and Yeaman—47, 

So.the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ODELL stated, during the roll-call, that 


Mr, Karprieiscm had been called home on ac- į 


count of a death in his family. 
Mr. STEVENS stated that he was 
this question with Mr. Fenron. 


On page 149, after line one hundred and one, insert the 
following: . 

On all clarified or refined sugar above No. 18 Dutch 
standard in color, produced directly from the sugar-cane, 
and not from sorghum or imple, a duty of four cents per 
pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

On page 119, line one hundred and eighteen, after the 
word “sold,” at the end of the line, insert “ by the box, 
package, or3”? so that the clause wili read : 

On sugar candy and all confectionery made wholly or in 
part of sugar, valued at not exceeding twenty cents, a duty 
of two cents per pound ; exceeding twenty and not exceed- 


paired on 


iug forty cents per pound, a duty of four cents per pound ; | 


when exeecding forty cents per pound, or sold by the box 
or package, or otherwise than by the pound, a duty of ten 
per cent. ad valorem, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On page 124, line two hundred and forty-six, strike out 
“one dollar? aud insert “ two dollars 5? so that the clause 
will read: 

On pig iron, a duty of two dollars per ton. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

In section one hundred and eleven, line ten, strike out 
“one” and insert “two; so that Lhe section will read: 

Bec. Lil, And be it further enacted, That any person, 
firm, or corporation, or the manager or agent thereof, own- 
ing, possessing, or leasing, or having the care or manage- 
meut of any theater, opera, circus, museum, or other place 
or building where dramatic or operatic representations, 
plays, or performances, or musical entertainments, are open 
to the publie for pay, or ‘where feats of horsemanship or 

“acrobatic sports are exhibited, but not including halls rented 
or used for occasional concerts or theatrical representa- 
tions, shall be subject to and pay a duty of two per cent. 
on the gross amount of all receipts derived by such person, 
firin, company, or corporation trom such representations, 
plays, or performances, or musical eutertainments; &c. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 56, 
noes 36. 

Mr. HOOPER demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SCOFIELD called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. Allof the amendments re- 
ported by the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union have now been acted on. There 
are two amendments reserved, that offered by the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Fernando 
W oop,] and the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from [llinois, [Mr. Wasupurne.] The vote 
will now be taken on the substitute, as follows: 


And beit further enacted, 'Thatatl spirits of domestic pro- 
duction and held for sale on the Ist day of May, 1864, and 
on which no tax shall have been paid, shall be subject to 


a duty of fifty cents per gallon; aud all such spirits on hand | 


for sale on which a prior duty shall have been paid, shali 
be subject to a duty of thirly cents per galion: Provided 
Surther, That bona fide retail dealers in spirits, duly licensed, 
shall not be taxed on their stock on hand, whose quantity 
on band does not exceed two barrels. 


Mr. UPSON demanded the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 68, nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS—Megsrs. William J. Allen, Alley, Allison, Ames, 
Arnold, Augustus U. Baldwin, Join D. Baldwin, Baxter, 
Beaman, Boutwell, Boyd, Braudegee, William G. Brown, 
Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Dawes, Dawson, Deming, Dixon, 
Donnelly, Driggs, Eden, Bliot, Farnsworth, Ganson, Gri- 
der, Grime, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, Johu H. 
Hubbard, Julian, Kasson, Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando 
Kellogg, Kernan, Loan, Longyear, McAllister, McBride, 
McClurg, Samuel FP. Miller, Moorhead, Danicl Morris, 
James R. Morris, Amos Myers, Norton, Odell, Perham, 
Pike, Price, William H. Randall, John H Rice, Edward 
H. Rollins, Ross, Scofield, Spatding, John B. Steele, 
Thomas, Upson, Elihu B. Washburne, William B. Wash- 
burn, Webster, Wiliams, Wilson, Windom, Fernando 
Wood, and Yeaman—68. 

NAYS—Messrs. James ©. Allen, Ancona, Baily, Blaine, 


Brooks, Broomall, Chanter, Freeman Clarke, Cox, Cravens, | 


Henry Winter Davis, Denison, English, Fenton, Finck, | 


Garfield, Griswold, Harding, Harrington, Herrick, Higby, 


Holman, Hooper, Philip Johnson, William Jobnson, Kel- | 
ley, Law, Lazear, Marcy, Marvin, McDowell, McIndoe, | 


McKinney, William H., Miller, Morrill, Morrison, Leonard 
Myers, Nelson, Noble, Charles O'Neill, John O’Neitl, Orth, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pomeroy, Radtord, Samuel J. Randall, 
Alexander H. Rice, Schenck, Shannon, Stoan, William 
G. Steele, Stevens, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Thayer, Ward, 
Wheeler, Chilton A. White, Joseph W. White, Wilder, 
and Winileld—63. 


So the substitute was agreed to. 


| 
; 
t 
I 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


The question recurred on the amendment as 
amended, . 
. Mr. ANCONA called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. ; 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that there be a call 
of the House. j 

The SPEAKER. That motion isnotin order 
under the previous question unless, on actual 
count, a quorum is not found to be present. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 72, nays 62; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. William J. Alen, Alley, Allison, Ames, 
Arnold, Augustus C. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, 


| Beaman, Boutwell, Boyd, Braudegee, William G. Brown, 


Chanler, Cobb, Cole, Creswell, Dawes, Dawson, Deming, 
Dixon, Donnelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eden, Eliot, Farnsworth, 
Ganson, Grinnell, Hotchkiss, Asahel W. Hubbard, John 
H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Francis W. Kellogg, 
Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, Loan, Longyear, McAllister, 
McBride, McCiurg, Samuel F, Miller, Moorhead, Danicl 
Morris, Morrison, Amos Myers, Norton, Odell, Perham, 
Pike, Price, William H. Randall, John H. Rice, Edward 
H. Rollins, Ross, Scofield, Shannon, Sloan, Spalding, John 
B. Steele, Thomas, Upson, Eliu B. Washburne, William 
B. Washburn, Webster, Williams, Wilson, Windom, Fer- 
nando Wood, and Yeaman—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. James C. Allen, Ancona, Baily, Blaine, 
Brooks, Broomall, Freeman Clarke, Cox, Cravens, Deni- 
son, English, Fenton, Finck, Garfield, Grider. Griswold, 
Harding, Harrington, Merrick, Higby, Holman, Philip 
Jobnson, William Johnson, Kelley, King, Law, Lazear, 
Le Biond, Marey, Marvin, McDowell, MeIndoe, MeKin- 
ney, William H. Miller, Morrill, James R. Morris, Leonard 
Myers, Nelson, Noble, Charles O'Neill, John O’Neill, Orth, 
Pendleton, Perry, Pomeroy, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, 
Alexander R. Rice, Schenck, William G. Steele, Stevens, 
Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Thayer, Ward, Wheeler, Chilton 
A. White, Joseph W. White, Wilder, and Winfield—62, 


So the amendment,as amended, was agreed to, 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Hlinois, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the amendment as 
amended was agreed to; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. MORRILL moved the previous question 


‘on the passage of the bill. 


The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. FERNANDQ WOOD called for the yers 
and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 102, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alley, Allison, Ames, Arnold, Baily, Au- 
gustus ©. Baldwin, John D. Baldwin, Baxter, Beaman, 
Blaine, Blow, Boutwell, Boyd, Brandegee, Broomall, Wil- 


liam G. Brown, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Cole, Cravens, Cres- 
well, ftenry Winter Davis, Dawes, Deming, Dixon, Don- 


t nelly, Driggs, Eckley, Eliot, £nglish, Farnsworth, Fenton, 


on) 
Ganson, Garfield, Grider, Grinnell, Griswold, Hall, Hard- 
ing, lligby, Holman, Hooper, Hotehkiss, Asahel W, Hub- 
bard, Jolm H. Hubbard, Jenckes, Julian, Kasson, Kelley, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Orlando Kellogg, Kernan, King, Loan, 
Longyear, Marvin, McAlister, McBride, McClurg, MeIn- 
doe, Samuel F. Miller, Moorhead, Morrill, Daniel Morris, 
Amos Myers, Leonard Myers, Nelsou, Norton, Odell, 
Charies O il, Orth, Patterson, Perham, Pike, Pomeroy, 
Price, Radford, Samuel J. Randall, William H. Randall, 
Alexander H. Rice, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, 
Schenek, Scofield, Shannon, Sloan, Spalding, Jobn B. 
Stecle, William G. Steele, Thayer, Thomas, Upson, Elihu 
B. Washbume, William B. Washburn, Webster, Wheeler, 
Williams, Wilder, Wilson, Windom, Winficld, and Yea- 
man—102. 

NAYsS—Messrs. James C. Allen, William J. Allen, Au- 
cona, Brooks, Chanter, Cox, Dawson, Denison, Eden, 
Fisek, Harrington, Herriek, Philip Jobnson, William John- 
son, Law, Le Blond, Marcy, McDowell, McKinney, James 
R. Morris, Morrison, Noble, John O'Neill, Pendleton, Perry, 
Ross, Stiles, Strouse, Stuart, Ward, Chiiton A. White, 
Joseph W. White, and Fernando Wood—33. 


So the bill was passed. 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. ASHLEY stated that he was paired off on 
all questions with Mr. EDGERTON. . 

Mr. DAWES stated that his colleague, Mr. 
Goocn, was absent on public business, and was 
paired off with Mr. Sweat. He did not know 
how the gentleman from Maine would have voted 
on this bill, but his colleague would certainly have 
voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. STEELE, of New Jersey, stated that his 
colleague, Mr. Mippueron, had been called home 
by business of importance. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, stated that he 
was paired off with his colleague, Mr. Tracy. 

Mr. BAXTER stated that his colleague, Mr. _ 


W oopsringr, was absent. on account of. 
in his family. i i E ore 

Mr. FENTON stated that his colleagues, 
Messrs. Davis.and Van VALKENBURGH, were ab» 
sent on account of sickness, and were paired off} 
also, that his colleague, Mr. Lirrizjoun, was 
absent on account of sickness. ts a 

Mr. STEELE, of New York, stated that his 
colleague, Mr. Srenzins, had been ‘called home 
by sickness in his family: ` ane 

Mr. POMEROY stated that his colleagues, 
Messrs. A.W. Ciarx and Frank, were unavoid- 
ably absent. - ; 

Mr. STILES stated that Mr, Harris, of Mary- 
land, had been called home by sickness. i 

The vote was announced as above recorded. ’ 
: Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the ‘vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY POSITION OF A MEMBER, : 
Mr. DAWES. [riseto a question of privilege. 


‘Isubmit the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the House copies of all letters, notes, telegrams, 
orders, entries, or other documents, which are referred to 
by him in his message sent to the House this day, and 
which bave connection with the answer made by him in 
that message to the resolution requesting him to inform the 
House whether Francis P, BLAIR, jr., of Missouri, holds 
now any appointmentor commission in the military service 
of the United States. 


The SPEAKER. The resolution is a priv- 
ileged one, but as it calls for information will lie 
over under the rules for one day, unless there be 
unanimous consent to consider it now. 

Mr. BROOKS. Ido not object, but I should 
like to know what is the object in extending this 
inquiry further. 

tr. DAWES. Iwill inform the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires first to 
know whether there is objection to considering 
the resolution at this time. 

Mr. FERNANDO WOOD. [I object... 

The SPEAKER. Then the resolution goes 
over until to-morrow. 

Mr. DAWES. [appeal to the gentleman from 
New York to withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution has already 
gone over, and is not before the House. It being 
a matter of privilege, the gentleman can call it up 
at any lime after to-day. 


INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. WINDOM. I understood the House this 
afternoon to agree that if the tax bill was under 
consideration to-night the Committee on Indian 
Affairs would be allowed to name aday for the 
transaction of their business, I desire now to 
designate, if it will meet with the views of the 
House, Monday next, after the morning hour. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Do I understand 
that proposition requires unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The House 
gave the authority, and the Chair understands 
that the committee has a right to designate the 
day. ‘The gentleman now designates Monday 
next, after the morning hour. 

Mr. WASHRURNE, of Hlinois. 
the House do now adjourn. 


TAX LAWS, 


Mr. GRISWOLD. Before the question is put 
on that motion, I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That it be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means to inquire into the expediency of purchasing for 
the use of the House and for distribution among the mem- 
bers one thousand copies of Strett’s Digest of the Tax Laws 
of the several States. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Tf object. 
MINNESOTA RAILROADS. 


Mr. DONNELLY, by unanimous congent, 
introduced a joint resolution amendatory of the 
joint resolution approved July 12, 1862, granting 
to the State of Minnesota the right to change the 
line of certain branch railroads In said State, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


MISSOURI CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. GANSON. I desire to give notice that 
the contested-election case in the seventh congres- 
sional district of Missouri, between Loan and 


I move that 


{944 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


__ April 29, 


= 


— 


Briggs; will bé called ‘up for action on Tuesday 
next. 
VIRGINIA ELECTION. 

Mr. DAWES.» I desire to give notice. that I 
will call up the case of Mr. Segar to-morrow. 


PRINTING OF THE LAWS. 


„Mr. SCHENCK. Two or three weeks ago 
some gentleman offered a resolution directing the 
printing ofa certain number of copies of each law 
as: it should be passed for the use of members. 
The resolution was offered, and I hope that by 
unanimous consentit willbe taken up and passed. 
We feel the want of them every day. [think at 
least five hundred copies should be printed for the 
use of the House of each bill as it becomes a law, 
Tam sure nobody will object to that. f 

The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair 
is that the resolution to which the gentleman re- 
fers has already been passed. ‘The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Barpwin] who is a 
member ‘of the Committee on Printing may state, 
definitely. 

Mr. BALDWIN, of Massachusetts. The res- 
olution for printing all the laws regularly as they 
are passed, two thousand copies, five hundred of 
which to be bound at the end of the session, was 
adopted by the House, and, as I understand, is 
being executed by the Public Printer. 


REBECCA SCOTT. 


Mr, CRESWELL, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee of Claimsa bill grant- 
Inga pension to. Rebecca Scott; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and with the accompanying report ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Ilinois. I now ask 
that the vote may be taken on my motion to ad- 
jouin. 

The motion wasagreed to; and the House there- 
upon qt forty-five minutes past eight o’clock, p. 
m.) adjourned. 7 


IN SENATE, 
Fray, April 29, 1864. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SUNDERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


NAVAL CODE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore Juid before the 
Senate a letter of Hon. C. B. Sedgwick, trans- 
mitting a copy of the naval code prepared by 
him under a joint resolution of the last Congress; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented the petition of J. H. H. 
Woodward, in behalf of enlisted men of the fif- 
teenth regiment Kentucky cavalry, twelve months 
volunteers, praying for a bounty of twenty-five 
dollars; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairsand the Militia, 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Racine county, Wisconsin, praying for 
an increase of the duty on foreign wool imported 
into the United States of at least ten cents per 

ound; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance, 

He also presented a memorial of the Milwaukee 
and Prairie du Chien Railway Company, remon- 
strating against the extension of the Goodyear 
patent for the manufacture of vulcanized India 
rubber; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I present also a memorial 
of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin in 
relation to increased facilities for military and 
commercial transportation, and which has special 


of the Fox and Wisconsin rivers, a ship canal 

around the falls of Niagara, and the improvement 

of the Erie canal. The subject of the Fox and 

Wisconsin river improvement is already commit- 

ted to the Committee on Military Affairs, and I 

therefore move that this memorial be also referred 
. to that committee, and that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRAGUE presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Rhode Island in favor of the re- 
imbursement to that State of the amount paid to 
volunteers for military services rendered prior to 


H 


i Claims, to whom was referred the petition of John 
| Gordon, a messenger in the Post Office Depart- 


: formed out of office hours, asked to be discharged 


l to 
reference among other things to the improvement || 


| praying for the reimbursement of an amount of 


| the committee be discharged from the further con- 


T; > 7 
being mustered into the service of the United |} Committee on Finance to report back the memo- 


States; which were referred to the Committee on | 


Military Affairs and the Militia, and ordered to || 


Mr. VAN WINKLE presented a memorial of 
the mayor and city council of Parkersburg, West 
Virginia, praying for an appropriation for the re- 
pair of the city wharf at that place, alleged to have 
been injured by the military use thereof by the 
Government; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs.and the Militia. 

Mr. HARLAN presented the memorial of Joel 
Wayburn Van Orman, praying for the issue to 
him of a patent for lots two and three, section 
fifteen, township ninety-five north, range three 
west of the fifth principal meridian; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented the memorial of O. C. Niel- 
son, praying to be allowed to enter at the proper 
land office lot one, section fifteen, township 
ninety-five north, ef range three west of the fifth 
principal meridian; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented resolutions of the Legisla- 
ture of Iowa in favor of the establishment of cer- 
tain mail routes in that State; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Dubuque 
and Southwestern Railroad Company, remon- 
strating against the extension of the Goodyear 
patent for the manufacture of vulcanized India 
rabber; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Brooklyn, New York, praying for the passage 
of an act declaring slaveholding within the Union 
to be a criminal offense, defining the same, and fix- 
ing the punishment thereof; which was referred 
to the select committee on slavery and freedmen. 

Mr. GRIMES. 
A. Penfield, of Ohio, a clerk in the Treasury De- 
partment, praying Congress to construct for the 
small lakes at the head of the Mississippi, reser- 
voirs for supplying the upper Mississippi with a 
medium stage of water for navigation throughout 
the dry scason, and in conjunction with that a 
canal from the head of Lake Superior to the Red 
river of the North, using for a portion of the dis- 
tance the channel of the Mississippi river. [move 
that the petition, with the niap and other accom- 
panying papers, be referredto the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. POMEROY. Task that the papers yes- 
terday reported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs by the chairman of the committee be re- 
turned to the Secretary of the Interior by an order 
of the Senate. They are papers relating to a 
treaty with the Kickapoo Indians. Many of them 
are original papers which should be kept on file 
in the Interior Department. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any 
objection to the return of the papersas proposed? 
The Chair hears none, and the order will be made. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 4) to 
extend the act of Congress granting pensions to 
persons wounded in the Indian massacres in Min- | 
nesota in the years 1862 and 1863, reported ad- 
versely thereon. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on j 


be printed. 


ment, praying for compensation for services per- | 


from its further consideration; which was agreed 


Mr. POMEROY. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the petition of James Pool, | 


money paid by him for supplies for the Shawnee 
tribe of Indians, have instructed me to ask that | 


i 
sideration ofthe subject. Lwillremark that these | 
cases grow out of contracts either express or im- 
plied, and the committee thought they should go į 
to the Court of Claims under the law of the last 
session. | 
The report was agreed to. 


Mr. VAN WINKLE. [am instructed by the | 


I present the petition of Mr. | 


f 
i 
j 
i 


rial of the First National Bank of St. Paul, Min- 
nesota, praying that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury may be authorized to issue duplicate bonds 
in lieu of bonds alleged to have been lost. Since 
the report was prepared, I understand the bonds 
have been recovered by the bank. I therefore 
simply ask that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 
The report was agreed to. 


Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of J. 
W. Eddy, paymaster in the United States Army, 
praying to be reimbursed for an amount of mone 
alleged to have been embezzled by L. St. John, a 
clerk in the pay department, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Francisco Caseves, 
of Sonora county, California, praying for com- 
pensation for a horse taken from him on the 2d 
of July, 1846, by John C. Frémont, then in com- 
mand of the American forces at Alto, California, 
asked to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Maria Antonio Blume, 
formerly widow of James Dowson, of Sonora, 
California, praying for compensation for prop- 
erty taken from her in July, 1846, by order of 
John C. Frémont, at that time in command of the 


| American forces in California, asked to be dis- 


charged from its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred a bill (FI. R. No. 217) to 
confirm certain entries of landin the State of Mis- 
souri, reported it with an amendment, 


BILL RECOMMITTED, 


Mr. FOSTER. I have been instructed by the 
Committee on Pensions to move that the bill (S. 
No. 150) for the relief of Jessie Gould, widow of 
Daniel Gould, of Portland, Maine, together with 
the report and accompanying papers, be recom- 
mitted to that committee. The committee are 
desirous of making a further examination of the 
case. I move, therefore, thatthe bill and accom- 
panying papers be recommitted. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JESSE WILLIAMS. 


Mr, HARDING, The Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (HI. R. No. 
388) for the reliefof Jesse Williams, have directed 
me to report it back, and recommend its passage. 
It is a very short bill, and it will not take a min- 
ute to pass it. J ask for its immediate consider- 
ation. 

By unanimous consent the bill was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
direct the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to issue a patentto Jesse Williams, of Jef- 
ferson county, lowa, for the west half of the 
northwest quarter of section fifteen, township six- 
ty-seven north of range fifteen west in the State 
of lowa; but no rights acquired by other persons 
are to be affected by the act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM C. WALKER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MORRILL. The Committee on Claims, to 
whom wasreferred the bill (H, R. No. 47) for the 
relief of W. C., Walker and others, have directed 
me to report it back favorably; and as it is a 
small matter, I ask for the present consideration 
of the bill, 

There being no objection, the Senate as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole proceeded to consider the 
bili. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay the sum of $664 90 to the following persons, 
and in the sums following, namely: to William 
C. Walker, $83 25; to John S. Emrie, $70; to 
A. G. Crane, $97 50; to George W. Pilbean, 
$21 50; to E. Goodrich, $87 75; to Jacob Cox, 
$11 25; to Thomas Lamkin, $92 25; to Porter 
Durell, $90; to Matthew Randall, $96 75; to Da- 
vid Lynn, $5 50; to Andrew Lisk, $4; to Wil- 
liam Burkes, $3; to William Depuy, $2 25, for 
labor done and performed by them on the bridge 
across the Ohio river and floating battery at Pa- 
ducah, by and under the direction of General 
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John C. Frémont, while commanding the army 


of the West. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not know but this 
bill may form a precedent for a very large num- 
ber of claims, and 1 should like to have a little 
explanation of it. 

Mr. COLLAMER. What ie the claim for? 

Mr. MORRILL. I will state. It is a claim 
for the services of Walker.and some half dazen 
others, who were employed by the quartermaster 
of General Frémont in 1861 in constructinga pon- 
toon bridge over the Ohio river. It is for their 
labor. ‘The contract is certified and the labor is 
certified. by the quartermaster. The committee 
think. there is no doubt about the equity of the 
claim. It is a very small matter, and the only 
reason assigned for it not having been paid by the 
Department was that the order was considered an 
irregularity by them. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I do not make any objec- 
tion to the bill, 1 did not know but it was one 
of those bills for damages growing out of the war, 
and might be a precedent for other cases. ~ 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, was 
read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. POWELL asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
259) supplemental to the laws relating to the War 
Department, and authorizing the settlement and 
payment of certain claims against the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to he printed. 

Mr. VAN WINKLE asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 260) to change the name of the steam- 
boat Gem, of Wheeling, to Emma Boyd; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
261) for the benefit and better management of the 
Indians; which was read twice by its title, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced that 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint reso- 
lution; which were thereupon signed by the Pres- 
dent pro tempore: 

A bill (S. No. 66) to increase the compensation 
of inspectors of customs in certain ports; 

A bill (H. R. No. 62) fixing certain rules and 
regulations for preventing collisions on the water; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No 67) increasing 
temporarily the duties on imports; 


ALLEGED FRAUDS IN WESTERN DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. HENDERSON, I desire to have the 
resolution I offered on Monday last providing for 
the printing of the report of the military commis- 
sionin the Western department, now taken up and 
acted upon. I move to take it up. 

‘The motion was ageed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing be instructed 
to report a resolution to print for the use of the Senate the 


report made by the military commission heretofore ap- i! 


pointed by the President to examine into the military op- 


erations in the Western department in connection with l 
certain alleged frauds, of which Major General Irwin Me- į 


Dowell was president, together with the evidence taken by 
the said commission. 


Mr. GRIMES. I desireto inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri if those papers are now be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I believe not, and I move 
to amend the resolution so as to call upon the 
Secretary of War to furnish them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is probably 
not aware that that proposition was debated, and 
rejected or laid on the table, I forget which. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. A resolution to call for 
these very papers, 
rejected by a decisive vote. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not recollect any 
such action, but it may, have been had. 


Tt was debated at length and | 


ti 


! was offered several days ago. 


Mr. POWELL. That was a resolution di- 
rected to the President; this is directed to the 
Secretary of War. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does that action pre- 
clude this resolution? Í 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; I only suggest it 
to show that there are objections to printing these 
papers without other information. ` $ 

Ar. HENDERSON. The Senator froni lowa 
[Mr. Grimes] can incorporate his amendment in 
the resolution. I have no objection. to that 
amendment, and in fact I desire that it shall be 
made. The information which this resolution 
calls for I consider very desirable at present, and 
I am prepared to give my reasons for that opin- 
ion. I think it is the only authentic information 
we can get on the subject, to bear upon two sev- 
eral bills now pending before this body, and I 
desire especially to have it. I am willing that 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, as I 
know what it is, shall be added, ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Missouri as moving 
an amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to amend the 
resolution by adding, ‘and that the Secretary of 
War be directed to communicate the aforesaid 
proceedings to the Senate.” The Clerk can add 
those words, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator 
can so modify his resolution; and it is so modi- 
fied. : 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I move to amend the 
resolution by adding the usual clause, ‘if, in his 
opinion, it can be done without injury to the pub- 
lic service.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRIMES. I move further to amend the 
resolution by adding the following: 

And that he furnish to the Senate the papers on file in 


the executive offices of the Government touching the sub- } 


jects embraced in said report, furnished by any person or 
persons supposed to be implicated therein, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. Now, I should like to have the 
resolution lie over until to-morrow morning. I 
move to postpone it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope that will not be 
done. 1 can state to the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts my chief object in offering this 
proposition. There are two bills now pending 
before this body: 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suggest to the Senator 
from Missouri that the question is hardly debat- 
able, because one objection carries the resolution 
over. It has been changed to a new resolution, 
and the Senator from Massachusetts objects to its 
consideration, and that objection necessarily car- 
ries it over. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Thisisa resolution that 
l have called it up 
It is not a resolution offered this 


this morning. 
morning, 
Mr. FESSENDEN. hrits present shape, as 
a call for papers, it is entirely a new resolution. 
Mr. HENDERSON. That was added as a 
mere amendment, and surely if anamendment is 
made to a resolution that is called up, a single 
objectioncannot carry itover, Iknowofnosuch 
rule, and it would be a very strange rule indeed. 
I was going to state that there are two measures 
before this body which, in my judgment, render 
it absolutely essential that this testimony be sent 
to the Senate and published. One of them isa 
bill that has heen reported from the committee 
on freedmen’s affairs, which provides for taking 
care, by the Government, of the negroes who have 
become free during this war. 
of this testimony bearing directly on that subject, 
according to my recollection, and, in fact, it isin 
the most authentic form that itcan possibly be in, 
so as to give us information on that subject. 
There is another bill, one which rendersit much 
moreimportant that we should have thistestimony. 


Tt is a bill which has been reported by the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce, which puts it in the power 


of the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase up | 
all the products of the southern States by the use | 
itis a prop- | 


of the money of the Uhited States. 0 
osition, it is true, that was up at the last session 
of Congress; but it is a proposition of very great 


if 
this testimony, but I have read a large portion of 


. 1 
There isa vast deal 


a ele to us and to the country at large; and | 
recollect aright—I have not read the whole of ! L 
Ji an act of new generalship, the result of which we 


it—mutch valuable information is furnished in the 
testimony upon that subject... Th fact, if it is für- 
nished to us, we can act With much more knowl- 
edge and discretion in regard to this bill; because 
it applies to the dealing in southérn productions, 
it gives us information in regard to individuals 
dealing in them, and also in regard to the oper- 
ations of the Army in that cornection, |. : 

J will state another fact while Tam up. Ido 
not desire to implicate anybody; I have never.im- 
plicated any person in regard to cotton spécula- 
tions or speculationsof any other character upon 
the Mississippi river; I do not desire to do it, I 
desire in the publication of testimony ofthis char- 
acter that justice shall be done to each and every 
individual whọ may be implicated. I do not ob- 
ject to that. But there is valuable information in 
this testimony that the Senate ought to be in pos- 
session of, and especially now. I do not know 
whether there is anything in the rumors which 
reach us; but I have seen correspondence from 
Red river within the last few days stating in the 
most positive manner that in all probability our 
defeat at Grand Ecore came out of speculations on 
the part of officersin cotton. It cannotbe denied 
that the cavalry brigade that was in front on that 
occasion had a train of wagons of two hundred 
and sixty-five. I believe that is very generally 
understood; it is admitted by all the correspond- 
ence from the scene of action; and the whole 
cavalry brigade consisted 1 believe of three thou- 
sand men, and when they were driven back they 
became entangled in the wagons, and it resulted 
in the utter defeat of our troops in the first day’s 
battle. : 

If these things are so, if there is any founda= 
tion for them, it is high time, in my judgment, 
that the Senate and the country should under- 
stand something of the facta in regard to them. 
It has also been charged in the newspapers that 
something of that character produced our defeat 
jat Olustee; that the whole expedition was. for 
the purpose of getting timber out of the river, 
| perhaps some two or three million dollars? worth 
of timber that was needed for ship-building. I 
|do not say these things are so; but I say the 
country should know whether there is any foun- 
dation for them. Defeatafter defeat we have met 
i with, and it is high time that these defeats should 
cease; and if there is any other purpose in these 
expeditions than the purpose of putting down the 
ij rebellion, we ought to know it. . 
| Mr. WILSON. Do I understand the Senator 
|| to say that the Red river expedition was for the 
purpose of getting cotton? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I said no such thing: 
| Mr. WILSON. I asked the Senator if he did. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I said no such thing. I 
i said that there was correspondence in the news- 
papers to the effect that our defeat was occasioned 
| there by having a superabundance of wagons—~ 
| wagons not needed for any other purpose, per- 
! haps, except for collecting up cotton, 

Mr. WILSON. I did not suppose it was owing 
| to the quantity of wagons, but the position they 
got m, 

Mr. HENDERSON. It will not be denied 
that the cavalry brigade under General Lee of 
| three thousand men had two hundred and sixty- 
| five wagons. If anybody will tell me what need 
they had of two hundred and sixty-five wagons, 
| E should like toknowit. Thatstatementismade, 
|i and I have not seen any contradiction of it; and 
ji the wagons themselves, when the defeat came, 
| were in the way of the eavalry, They became 
| entangled in their own means of transportation, 
iif they were intended for transportation, and; in 
fact, much of the loss was occasioned in conse- 
| quence thereof. 

H I do not say that any of these things are so. 
I say that they are stated in correspondence from 
the Army. 

Mr, CONNESS. A word to set the Senator 
right on this matter. [think I can. Although 
the Senator states that what he now presents to 
the Senate on the subject of these wagons being 
intended to bring in-eotten is based upon rumor 
or unofficial statements, yet it will go to the coun- 
try and have its effect. I desire to state that on 
the very best information I can tell the Senator 
that the statement is not correct. Those wagons 
were part of the regular train belonging’ to that 
army, and their being in that position was simply 
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have; but the statement that they were intended to 
Bring-in cotton and made up part of the train for 
that prirpose F can undertake to say is not correct. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have no information 
on the subject, and. 1 am very glad to have the 
information coming from the Senator, because he 
certainly knows what he states. I hold in my 
hand-a correspondence that I sawa few days ago, 
and I do not desire to give to it any further cur- 
rency than it already has, because it was pub- 
lished ina paper that has a very large circulation 
in.the West, and has already gone to the country. 
Itis an article written on the 4th of April, 1864, 
from Alexandria, Louisiana: 

“There is now a grave question to be settled, as to 
whether the Navy cin seize and hold as naval prizes prop- 
erty.on land. Admiral Porter has been impressing wag- 
ens and mules to haul cotton from the country. J heard 
that he had been running a gin somewhere in the vicinity, 
and had been ginning cottou captured as naval prizes. At 
one plantation, below this, while a gunboat was taking on 
kome cotton, some of the men connected with the fleet 
branded nearly every article of property with the initials 
‘U.S. N? The negroes had branded on the shirts that 
were on their backs * U.S. N.;* the carts, wagous, mules, 
and oxen were alsu branded in Hke manner. Quite a number 
of mules may be seen bere every day thus branded, which 
have been seized by the Navy. T understand that there is 
a conflict of authority at this time between General Banks 
and Admiral Porter on tbe subject of their respective juris- 
dictions, General Banks claims tat he is in command 
on land and that Admiral Porter must confine himself to 

_ the water. The general is doubtless of the opinion that 
ships cannot sail on land. ‘here is a misunderstanding 
between the general and the admiral on this subject that 
may lead to important complications. The conflict of au- 
thority and the misunderstanding existing between them 
is publicly taiked of here, aud the matter may have to be 
settled at Washington, where it will doubtless be referred.” 

This was written on the 4th of April. On the 
Zth.of April the first battle was fought. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Who wrote that? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ihave stated that it is 
a correspondence published in one of the public 
newspapers of the country. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Is it anonymous? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONNESS. | am very glad, since the Sen- 
ator has presented this subject, that he has read 
that statement, and presented itas having no more 
foundation than resting upon what a newspaper 
correspondent says may be the case. I undertake 
to say from my place, and with some degree of 
authority too, founded upon information, that it 
is a cruel and base slander by that correspondent 
of Admival Porter, than whom there is nota more 
pare or gallant officer in the service of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to state to the 
Senator from California that I am personally ac- 
quainted with Admiral Porter, and that 1 concur 
and have concurred with him in the opinion he 
now expresses. [do not state this fact for the 
purpose of reflecting upon Admiral Porter or 
General Banks. 

Mr. CONNESS. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I am glad the Senator 
does not so understand it. 1 do not wish the 
country to understand that I desire to reflect upon 
these gentlemen, or either of them, or upon any- 
body; but I say these things are stated in the 
community, and they are in the public press of 
the country, and defeat and disaster follow them. 
Hence itis that] say we ought not to flinch when- 
ever an investigation Is to be made into these mat- 
ters, We have had defeat enough in all con- 
science to lead us to ascertain whether these things 
be so or not. There certainly need not be any. 
objection to having a military commission to in- | 
quire into these matters. | 

But that isa question apart from the matter 
now before the Senate. Much valuable informa- 
tion on this subject, in my opinion, will be given 
in that testimony. Upon whom it reflects I do | 
not know, nordo I care. I desire that it shall be | 
before the Senate in order that we can act prop- 
erly upon two important measures now pending | 
before this body. | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question | 
is on the motion to postpone the resolution, 

The motion was not agreed to. f 

The resolution was adopted. 


ADDITIONAL ASSAY OFFICES. i 


Mr. SHERMAN. In a few moments, when 


the morning hour has expired, there wiil be ai 


conflict between the bill presented by the Senator 
from, Oregon [Mr. Nesmirn] and the bank bill, 
both being special orders for to-day. f trust, 


t 


H 
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therefore, that by unanimous consent the bill on 
which he desires to have a vote may be taken up, 
in order that it may be acted upon if possible so 
as not to interfere with the other special order, 
the bank bill. I desire very much to press a vote 
on the bank bill to-day, and I wish to expedite 
matters by not creating a controversy between 
the two bills. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. It can be taken 
up by the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed ‘the consider- 
ation of the bill (S. No. 185) to establish assay 
offices at Carson City in the Territory of Nevada, 
and at Dalles City in the State of Oregon, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe the pending ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FessEnpEn] to reconsider the voteby which 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Ore- 

on was adopted. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, 
but I gave notice when the bill was reported to 
the Senate E should desire to have the yeas and 
nays upon concurring in that amendment, and 
should desire to say something on the subject. 

The bill was reported to the Senate asamended. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question 
is on concurring in the Senate with the amend- 
ment made in committee. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Upon that amendment I 
wish to make a few remarks. 

Mr. President, on motion of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. Nesmiru] a bill to estab- 
lish a mint at Portland, Oregon, was sent to the 
Committee on Finance for consideration. A hear- 
ing was had of the Senators from that State before 
the committee in relation to the matter. Another 
question was taken up in connection with it; and 
that was, the subject of enlarging the mint now 
established at San Francisco. Both these ques- 
tions were submitted by the Committee on Finance 
to the Secretary of the Treasury for his advice 
on the subject. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
as perhaps it was wise for him to do, before an- 
swering the letters which we sent him, referred 
the question of the establishment of a new mint 
at Portland, Oregon, to the consideration of Mr. 
Pollock, who is the Director of the Philadelphia 
Mint. Mr. Pollock has been ridiculed by the 
honorable Senator from Oregon; but we know 
very well that he isa very distinguished man, has 
been Governor of the State of Pennsylvania, and 
is considered a very able officer. He gave his 
opinion on the subject at length, and advised 
against the establishment ofa new mint in Oregon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning 
hour having expired, the Chair will interrupt the 
Senator to call up the order of the day, being the 
unfinished business of yesterday, the bank bill. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is a matter of entire 


indifference to me whether this bill is postponed | 


or not. 

Mr. CONNESS. I move the temporary post- 
ponement of the bank bill until this question is 
disposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be passed over in- 
formally by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be 
done by unanimous consent. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. Pollock, on being 
consulted, gave his opinion to the Secretary of 
the Treasury at length, The Secretary of the 
Treasury, on examining the reasons assigned by 
Mr. Pollock, transmitted a copy of the letter to 
the Committee on Finance with a letter from him- 
self, in which he expressed his concurrence in 
the opinion given by Mr. Pollock. It seemed to 
the Cummitiee on Finance that those reasons 
were good ones. Inorder to refresh the recollec- 
tion of Senators who may take interest enough 
in this question to make themselves aware of the 
ground on which it is put, { will read the letter 
of the Secretary, as it is shorter than that from 
Mr. Pollock himself: 

TREASURY Department, February 20, 1864. 
Sir: Ihave the honor to return herewith the bill pro- 
viding for the establishinent of a branch mint of the Uni- 
ted States at Portland, Oregon, transmitted by you on the 
28th ultimo, and to inclose also a copy of a communication 
on the subject from the Director of the Mint at Philadel- 
phia, to whom the bill was submitted for his views. 

You wili perceive that the Director disapproves of the 
proposed measure, for the following reasons: ; 

hat experience having shown that the Philadelphia Mint 


I withdrew that motion, | 


possesses sufficient capacity to promptly eoin all the bul- 
lion which finds its way East from the mining regions of 
the United States, as wel! as imported bullion, and that the 
San Francisco. branch mint is equally sufficient for the 
country west of the Rocky mountains, a true public policy 
does not require the establishment of mints for coinage at 
other points in the Union. : 
That it is not good policy to provide for “parting” and 
coining the precious’ metals at points where there are. no 
skillful artists or experienced workmen, the “parting” being 
the separation of the silver from the gold, and consumin 
large quantities of nitric acid, which is expensive and dif 


ficult to transport. 


That the transportation of supplies, particularly. chem- 
ienls, is inconvenient, uncertain, and so expensive that it 
will be found impracticable to impose charges for parting 
and coinage sufficient to cover the cost of labor and mate- 
rials; and that whenever the cost of converting bullion:to 
coin at a given point exceeds the expense of transportation 
to and coinage at another point, it will find its way to-the 
latter, however distant. 

That coinage, being one of the highest and most import- 
ant attributes of national sovereignty, should be exercised 
and controlled in such a marmer as will tend to strengthen 
rather than Weaken the national Government, and the sug- 
gestion arises whether the providing of additional coinage 
establishments doea not tend toward national disintegra- 
tion. . 


That is the particular argument which amused 
the honorable Senator from Oregon so much. 


That the present is not a favorable time for the erection 
of suitable buildings for coinage, and providing them with 
the necessary machinery and fixtures, owing to the exor- 
bitant prices of materials and labor. : 

The Director suggests that provision at some suitable 
point in Oregon of facilities for the melting, assaying, and 
stamping of bullion, will meet the wants of the mining and 
commercial interests of the people of the region as well as 
a branch mint, and he therefore recommends the establish- 
ment of an assay office; also that authority be given the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in case he should deem it expe- 
dient, to cause to be issued on such terms as he may pro- 
vide, in payment of bullion deposited at the assay office, 
certificates redeemable in coin atthe San Francisco branch 
mint. ; 

I concur in the views expressed by the Director of the 
Mint, and cannot, therefore, recommend the passage of the 
bil} under consideration. J join with him, however, in rec- - 
ommending the establishment of an assay office for the 
purposes mentioned by bim. 

A recent loss in the Colorado mint illustrates the inex- 
pediency of multiplying mints for coinage, and would jus- 
tify a recommendation that so much of existing acts aa 
authorize coinage except at great commercial centers be 


repealed. 
I am, very respecfully, . S. P. CHASE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. W, P. FESSENDEN, Chairman Committee on Finance, 
United States Senate. 


At the last session of Congress, I think, we 
authorized the establish ment of a mint at Nevada. 
Nothing has been done with reference to the 
erection of a mint there, and the Secretary rec- 
ommends that we repeal the law. It is too late 
to repeal the law establishing the mint in Colo- 
rado Territory, and therefore that must remain 
as itis, thus leaving three mints in operation, the 
Philadelphia Mint, the mint at Denver, and the 
mint at San Francisco, We formerly hada mint 
in Georgia, and one in North Carolina; but they 
were found always to be expensive and useless, 
and repeatedly an attempt was made to repeal 
them, but that could not be done, owing to certain 
causes. In connection with this subject is a pe- 
tition requesting the enlargement of the branch 
mint atSan Francisco. I will read that, in order 
that the whole subject may be before the Senate: 


San Francisco, October 10, 1863, 


Sır: We beg leave to address you upon the subject of 
the branch miutin this city and the inadequate facilities 
therein for the accommodation of the public and the re- 
quirements of the Government. 

When the present branch was established in 1853 it was 
supposed that the maximum yearly coinage would be about 
five million dollars. The capacity of the building was reg- 
ulated accordingly. With the rapid deveiopment of the 
mineral resources of this State and the adjoining Territories 
the business of the mint has increased in like proportion. 
One half of the estimated yearly coinage of 1853 was coined 
in the single month of September last. And yet the accom- 
modations have not been increased, the working room has 
not been enlarged, and the operations of the mint, which 
now are nearly six times greater than the original estimate, 
are necessarily conducted within the limited compass of.a 
building which at the outset even was too inconvenient and 
contracted. 

Situated in a block upon one of the most narrow streets 
of the city, the buildingis dark, exceedingly hot at all times, 
and unhealthy for the workmen. Gas is required through- 
out the building every hour of the day. It has no store- 
house accommodations whatever; acids, wood, and coal 
can only be received in very small quantities. A ware- 
house for articles in constant use in the operations of the 
mint is necessarily rented in a remote locality. The office 
of the superintendent, instead of being upon the spot, 
where he can exercise constantly a personal supervision 
of the business of the department, is elsewhere. Neither 
the coiuer, assayer, nor melter and refiner has an office, or 
even decent writing accommodations. The office of the 
treasurer of the mint and the Assistant Treasurer of the 
United States, which the law requires shall be within the 


1864. 
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walis of the building, measures but a few square feet, and 
is crowded when four persons are present. Although the 
coinage of the branch has increased in the proportion stated, 
there has been no increase of room or of minting facilities. 
So rapidly does the production of the precious metals mul- 
tiply upon this coast that itis more than probable the sup- 
ply five years hence will be double that of to-day. 

It is importaut for the welfare of the nation that asmuch 
as possible of this supply should be coined and retained in 
the United States. At the present momenta targe propor- 
tion of the production of the gold of this coast, and nearly 
ell the silver, is shipped away in bars prepared by private 
assayers3. chiefly because of the absence of proper mint 
facilities. 

In a word, tbe present building is dark, dungeon-like, un- 
sealthy for workmen, inconvenient for the publie; and a 
disgrace to the Government of the United States. 

In view of these facts, and the prospective requirements 
of this braneh, we beg leave to request, upon the score of 
economy as well as of public necessity, that you will ask 
of Congress, in such mauuer as you may deem advisable, 
a sufficient appropriation for the erection of a building 
which will at once be creditable to the Government and 
afford adequate accommodations to the public. 

ROBERT B. SWAIN, 

Superintendent United States Branch Mint. 
D. W. CHEESEMAN, 

Treasurer Branch Mint United States. 
F. F. LOW 
THOMAS brown, Special Agent. 
THOMAS STARR KING, 
CHARLES JAMES, 
OGDEN HOFFMAN, 
STEPHEN I. FIELD, 
Hon. Sarmon P. Cuase, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington. 

On that statement the Secretary recommended 
an appropriation of $300,000 in order to afford the 
proper minting facilities in San Francisco. The 
committee took these recommendations of tle 
Secretary into consideration in connection with 
each other, and they could come to no other con- 
clusion than that the wise course would be to en- 
large the minting facilities at San Francisco, as 
desired, and to establish an assay office at Port- 
Jand or same other place in Oregon, as recom- 
mended by the Secretary ofthe Treasury himself. 
[believe there was no difference of opinion in the 
committee, and it was thought unanimously that 
that was the advisable and proper course to take. 
The reasons for that opinion would seem to be 
good; and the question that presents itself to the 
Senate is simply this: do we mean to go on and 
establish mints in every State west of the Rocky 
mountains that may be organized where the pre- 
cious metals are found? 

The bill reported by the committee, as I have 
suggested, repeals the law establishing a mint in 
Nevada. Now it is perfectly obvious that if this 
amendment prevails we must leave the mint in 
Nevada if we make a new one in Oregon; we 
must then make another by-and-by in Montana, 
and wherever else gold or silver may be discov- 
ered, because having once established the princi- 
ple upon which we are to act, that we are going 
to coin those metals on the spot, we shall be com- 
pelled to follow it up. 

I know it may be answered that the coining 
part of the mint may support itself; but that can- 
not be true if the facts stated with reference to 
the very great expense of erecting buildings and 
of workmen and of everything connected with 
the coinage at the present time, and the procuring 
of the necessary materials, be correctly stated. 
Why? For the simple reason the superintendent 
gives, that when the percentage, or the scignior- 
age, as L believe they call it, which is paid for the 
coinage more than covers the expense of trans- 
portation to a distant mint, the bullion will go off 
to some other place. That will be the necessary 
result. 

Even if it were desirable to do a thing of this 
sort, it isbardly advisable, in my judgment, todo 
it at the present time. My own deliberate judg- 
ment upon the subject is, that if the statements 
which 1 have read with regard to the mint at San 
Francisco are true, (and certainly there can be no 
doubt about them when they are stated by such 

sen, and I believe there is no dispute about them,) 
ibat establishment ought to be very considerably 
eularged. It is unfit for its purpose if it is to re- 
ceive the coinage from the neighboring regions; 
hut it may make a very material difference as to 
what is to be the amount of that enlargement if 
we are to establish a mint in Oregon, and one in 
every other State that may desire it. Iam averse, 
in a case like the present, to spending more moncy 
in these establishments than we are absolutely 
compelled to expend. I should like very much, 
so far as my personal inclinations are concerned, 
io gratify the honorable Senators from Oregon, į 
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and let them have a mint in their State; bat, after 
all, itis a question to be settled asa whole, Can 
we do so consistently with the interests of the 
Government? Upon that subject we have not 
only the opinion of Governor Pollock—who cer-. 
tainly cannothave any sort of interest in the ques- 


„tion, for he will not be concerned in the minting 


which willbe done on the other side of the mount- 
ains if we establish a new -mint—an opinion 
founded on the reasons which he gives, but we 
have his opinion indorsed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to whom it is perfectly satistactory. 
The question, then, for the Senate to settle is, 
whether to gratify the wishes of the people of Ore- 
gon we can set aside what seems to be the public 
interest and vote to establish a mint there, when 
an assay office will undoubtedly answer the pur- 
pose, if not precisely to the point that is desired 
by that people, yet to a sufficient extent. 

Ihave deemed it my duty, Mr. President, to 
put these things plainly before the Senate. The 
amendment, if adopted, as I said before, leaves 
the law for the establishmentof a mintin Nevada 
in operation, and we mustbuild that. We must 
then erect this new mint in Oregon. We must 
take all the consequences which have been pointed 
out by the Director of the Mint at Philadelphia, 
and against which the Secretary of the Treasury 
warns and advises us. It seemed to the com- 
mittee that at least at the present time, when we 
are pressed so hard for funds, it ig not advisable 
to go in the face of the advice that is given to us 
by the proper officers, when we are certain of 
getting along, and getting along well enough for 
a long time, with the matter as it is, except so far 
as relates to the mint at San Francisco, about 
which I have expressed my opinion. Iam there- 
fore fully convinced, as all the committee were, 
that the proper course for us to take is to enlarge 
the facilities of the mintat San Francisco, and to 
establish no other mint, at present at least, be- 
yond the mountains, but to build assay offices in 
those places where it seems desirable that some- 
thing should be done, and leave the matter to 
stand thus. I believe 1 have presented the facts | 
to the Senate in as plain and clear a manner as I 
am able to do, and having done that I have noth-. 
ing further to say upon the subject. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, when this 
question was under consideration before-—— 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator will excuse 
me. lam informed by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BuckaLew] that in one particular 
I made a mistake; that the amendment leaves in 
the bill that portion of it which abolishes the mint 
in Nevada untouched. The result, therefore, is 
to abolish one mint deliberately established, in 
order to establish another in another section of 
the country, which would be rather invidious. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, when this 
subject was under consideration before, I voted 
with the committee, partly because it is my habit 
to vote with committees of this body on topics 
which they have within their special considera- 
tion, and partly because at the time { was under 
the impression that their report was justified by 
correct principles in the case. Subsequent reflec- 
tion has induced me to hesitate in this conclusion. 

Much dependence has been placed in this dis- 
cussion upon the report of the Director of the 
Mint at Philadelphia. Now, sir, if he had con- 
tented himself with giving an opinion against 
establishing this mint in Oregon, without assign- 
ing any reasons therefor, I might have respected 
his opinion; but when he puts forward as his 
first great objection that the multiplication of 
mints will tend to “ national disintegration,” I 
must confess that I join with the Senator from 
Oregon in distrusting his conclusion. What con- 
fidence can anybody have in anything founded on 
such premises, which experience, if not reason, 
shows to be false? Why, sir, the author of this | 
opinion forgets that in that country which is the 
most centralized in the world, where all the agen- 
cies of Government converge in asingle capital— 
I mean France—there have been for a long time, | 
even within its comparatively contracted borders, | 
more than halfa dozen different mints. There is, 
to be sure, one magnificent central mint at Paris, | 
but there are, or were very recently, auxiliary 
mivts at Lyons, Marseilles, Bordeaux, Lille, | 
Rouen, and Strasburg. I never heard that this | 
multiplicity of French mints had tended toward 


“ national disintegration.” France still contun- 


ues one and: indivisible, and J--doubt if ther 

would be. any difference in. this respect even if. 
there were-a mintin everyone of her eighty-six: 
departments, Really the. Director of the Phila- 
delphia Mint. ought to have borne in mind: the: 
famous instructions of Lord Mansfield to the calo- 
nial magistrate, and contented-himself with giving 
an opinion without assigning his reasons therefor, 

But:there is another consideration. to. which I 
confess that lam notinsensible.. It is the import- 
ance of a correct and.finished coinage, which it: 
seemsnatural to suppose would be best promoted 
by a single mint.. On this point Lam disposed to 
agree with the Director. But our Government 
has not acted on this principle. 

Mr. CONNESS. Will theSenator permit-me? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. CONNESS. 1 did not hear his last sen- 
tence. Do I understand the Senator to say there 
should be but one mint in the United States, in 
his opinion? i 

Mr. SUMNER. Not precisely. I said that 
there was a reason in favor of a single mint, but 
that the policy of our Government had not beer 
that way. Allow me to glance for one moment 
at this reason, in order to gee the extent of its ap- 
plicability to our country. 

If circumstances favored the consolidation of 
the national coinage at a single mint, I can.con- 
ceive that there would be advantages ofan unques- ` 
tionable character. Indeed, if we repair to France, 
where the mints have been, in times past, sò ny- 
merous, we shall find that these advantages haye 
not been denied. I suppose that the most author: 
itative testimony on this whole subject, whether 
we look at it in the light of theory or of practice, 
will be found in that country; and if we seek spe- 
cial authorities, there is nothing so instructive or 
ample as the report of Dumas and De Colmant, 
made in 1839, under a commission from the 
French Minister of Finance. This document, 
which contains minute revelations with regard to 
the operations of mints, was for some time kept 
secret in France.. Indeed, I have understood that 
there were but twelve copics printed for the use of 
the commission, who were placed under a solemn 
obligation not to divulge it. But it found its way 
to the public through the parliamentary inquiry 
into the mint made in England in 1848, consti- 
tuting the blue book of that year on this subject. 

The testimony of Dumas ts an argument for a 
single mint. He dwells especially on two con- 
siderations, economy and the perfection of tha 
coinage; and these he places above the local. in- 
terests which demand a multiplicity of mints 
The figures by which he illustrates the superior 
economy are very striking. But these, of course, 
assume that the metal is already delivered av. the 
mint, a point which must not be forgotten on tha 
present occasion. Beyond his own opinion on 
the question of perfection, Dumas quotes the 
testimony of Bastereche, regent of the Bank of 
France, who, after an examination of the sub- 
ject as Jong ago as 1800, very positively declared 
that ‘the perfection of labor which ought to dis- 
linguish a great nation imperiously required a 
single mint, placed under the immediate superin- 
tendence ofthe Government,” And he also quotes 
the testimony of Humann, Minister of Finance, 
who, in presenting his budget in 1835, declared 
that the Paris mint was adequate to do all the 
coinage required in France; that the concentration 
of labor there would promote an improvement in 
all the processes of production; that in this way 
the Government would be relieved from the ex- 
pense of different. establishments; that all the 
money from the same mint would be identical in 
character, and in proportion as it acquired. per- 
fection it would be less exposed to counterfeiting; 
and, in fine, that the superintendence of the Gov- 
ernment would be a guarantee of security which 
does not exist where the work is distributed in 
a large number of establishments. Such was the 
testimony of the minister adopted by the ilus- 
trious authority in science, Damas. Perhaps 
the case could not be stated. stronger. But it 
did not prevail in 1800, when it was first given— 
nor in 1835, nor in 1839—even in France, where 
the tendency to concentration is 80 active, where 
the facilities for it are so great, and where the 
disposition to tale counsel of science is go. con- 
firmed. But surely there must be a reason why 
it did not prevail. 


Dumas says, in rather contemptuous phrase, 
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that “on one side is a petty Jocal interest—in a 
great degree imaginary.’’ (See Rapport, p. 70.) 
But if this “petty local interest’? were of sufficient 
importance to prevail for so long atime in France, 
against sach influences, it must be because there 
was something of intrinsic strength in its char- 
acter. .T have alluded thus minutely to this testi- 
mony, because | would not keep anything out of 
the discussion ‘that was calculated to shed light 
upon .it; and because it seems to me that the 
long-conitinued practice of France, in spite of such 
testimony, must not be disregarded in our en- 
deavors to arrive at a true policy. 

“Thus far our Government has followed the 
teachings from the practice of France, rather than 
from its science on this subject. 
some time ago, the policy of a single mint, acting, 
it may be supposed, under other considerations of 
a controlling character. The statute of March 
3; 1835, (Statutes at Large, vol. four, p. 774,) enti- 
tled To establish branches of the Mint of the 
United States,” provides for mints at New Or- 
leans, Charlotte, in North Carolina,and Dahlon- 
ega, in Georgia—the two latter for the coinage of 
gold only. Since then there has been provision 


for mints at San Francisco, Denver, and Carson | 


City. ; 

Yio not have before me the most recent state- 
mentof the. production at these different mints; but 
this is not necessary for illustration. If we take 
the year 1851, we shall find that the number of 


Tt renounced, | 


pieces, gold, silver, and copper, produced that | 


year was as follows: 


Philadelphia... esses esses : 
New Orleans.. 3,529, 
Charlotte.. 105,356 
Dahlonega... 83,856 


So that mints were kept up at the two latter 
places merely to manufacture a very small amount 
of coin. But the reason assigned was that gold 
was produced in the neighborhood. 

If we look at the cost of production at these 
different places, we shall find that at Philadelphia 
it was only 42-100 per cent.; at New Orleans, 
1 8-100 percent.;at Charlotte, 3 55-100 percent. ; 
and Dahlonega, 3 13-100 per cent. Bat great as 
was the economy at Philadelphia, compared with 
that at the other mints, we shall find that at the 
Paris mint the same production costs one half less. 

if we look further at the mints of Charlotte 
and Dahlonegasit is easy to sce how every con- 
sideration of economy was against them. With 
a single Munich press in the mint at Charlotte 
the whole annual coinage there would have been 
accomplished in thirty-three hours! And witha 


similar press at Dahlonega the whole annual coin- | 


age there would have been accomplished in Jess 
than twenty-eight hours! Experience shows 
that one Manich press will coin in a day of ten 
hours, allowing one sixth of the time for stop- 
pages and accidents, thirty thousand pieces. Of 
course the coinage at these two places must have 


been atan expense much beyond that of Philadel- | 


shia. It would have been more economical for the 
Treasury to have paid the cost of transporting the 
gold from these places to Philadelphia. 
doubtless this would have been donc if the ques- 
tion of economy had been alone involved. 

_ I have referred to these instances as illustra- 
tions of the policy already adopted by our Gov- 
ernment. And yet I cannotsay that they commend 
themselves to my judgment, especially when itis 
considered that in all probability the coinage at 
these mints, besides being expensive, was also of 
an inferior quality. 

But the vast products of gold in distant Califor- 
nia presented the question ina new form, Un- 


And | 


expectedly the early prodigies of Mexico and | 


Peru were renewed, 
denly enriched. 
of the valley, or washed out of sands deposited by 
mountain torrents. Where gold thus abounded 
the currency of the country was naturally in thi 
metal, which thus performed its double function 
of merchandise and money. Should all this treas- 
ure be sent faraway to Philadelphia for coinage? 


The answer of reason, convenience, and commerce | 


was clearly against any such enforced transpor- 
tation. A mint became a necessity. Even as- 
suming that the coinage could be executed with 
more economy and perfection at Philadelphia, 
it is evident, on the simple statement of the case, 
that the local interests of California were too im- 
portant tobeneglected. The mint was established, 


Private persons were sud- : 
Gold was turned up like a clod } 


and during the last year gold -has been coined 
there to the amount of $17,510,963, while the 
smaller amount of $3,340,931 was the sum total 
of gold coinage during the same time at Philadel- 
phia. 7 

It is now proposed to create another mint in 
Oregon, and the reasons foritare similar to those 
which prevailed in the case of California. The 
country is found to be fruitful in gold, if not to 
the same extent as California, yet so much so 
as to require similar facilities for coinage. It 
seems that the amount received at three private 
assay offices in the city of Portland, from Janu- 
ary 15 to October 30 of the last year, reached 
$2,486,496. Compare this sum with the paltry 
yield at Charlotte or Dahlonega, where mints were 
established and maintained down to the rebellion. 
The mines of Peru have been proverbial for rich- 
ness; but the sum total of their product in 1858 
was only $6,000,000. That of Chili was$5,000,000; 
and that of Bolivia was only $2,000,000, less than 
the product of Orezon for a part of a year. 

Here again the considerations of science, which 
seem so strong in favor of a single mint, seem to 
Jose their applicability, or rather they fail in pres- 
ence of other considerations which cannot be 
neglected. Sir, we cannot forget in our legisla- 
tion that it is no narrow territory that comes 
within our jurisdiction, but that it is a vast re- 
gion, washed by two great oceans and separated 
by intervening,mountains. A rule which may be 
proper in a counte? like France becomes inap- 
plicable to a country so vast in territory as ours. 
If all our States were huddled together ona single 
seaboard, perhaps a single mint might suffice. 
In such a case the economy and perfection of the 
coinage might be exclusively consulted, But the 
interests of business on the Pacific coast must 
not be sacrificed, even to these considerations. 
Spain still has mints at Madrid and Seville, al- 
though at the latter place the coinage is chiefly 
confined to copper; but in former days, while 
Mexico was a Spanish province, there was a 
Spanish mint there, for the same reason, I sup- 
jį pose, that a mint is now proposed in Oregon. 
But Oregon is even more distant from Philadel- 
phia than Mexico from Madrid. 

The consideration from distanee alone cannot 
be disregarded. Oregon is five thousand miles 
from Philadelphia, and seven hundred miles from 
San Francisco. It is impossible to legislate for 
such immense spaces as you would legislate for 
a European kingdom, where every partis within 
easy distance of the metropolis. 

In England there is only a single mint, which 
transacts the business of that commercial coun- 
try. But I need not remind you that all its vast 
commerce is conducted within a small territory. 
in Holland, also, there is only a single mint, al- 
though during the daysof the republic there was 
a mint in each province. At the revolution these 
were abandoned, and one mint for the -whole 
kingdom was established at Utrecht. But here 


H A ; > t} s 
; again I may remind you of the narrow space of | 


territory which is served by this mint. 

The whole question has been obscured by con- 
sidering gold when coined as exclusively cur- 
rency, Whereas it is also merchandise. Itis in 
this latter character that it comes under the same 
laws which govern commerce in other articles. 
If we go back to Aristotle we shall find a defini- 
tion to which it i$ difficult toadd anything in our 
day. ‘‘itisagreed,”’ says this master ofthought, 
“to give and receive in exchange a substance 
which, useful in itself, is easily managed in the 
usage of life; as, for example, iron, silver, or 
such other substa 
dimension and w 
avoid the embarras 


ht, and which, in order to 
nont of continual weighing, 
hall be marked by a particular stamp as the sign of 
its value.” (Politics, book 1,cap.3.) In quoting 
hese words, Miehel Chevalier, the political econ- 
omist and new-made senator of France, who has 
given much attento 
says that the whoic quesGion is admirably put 
and at the same time determined. But the same 
idea has been stated also by Adam Smith in his 
remarkable work on the Wealth of Nations. 


n to this subject, rightly | 
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the quality which fitted them for that employment.” 
Therefore, it must not be forgotten that coin is 
something more than money; it is merchandise 
also. In this character it plays a conspicuous 
part in the commerce of the world. It differs in 
size from the lumber of Maine, but it is just as 
much an article of merchandise. : 

Itis when we regard gold as merchandise that 
we see how clearly in certain places and under 
certain circumstances it escapes from the scien- 
tific laws which are applicable especially to coin- 
age. Gold is unique among articles of commerce. 
Every other article may allow discussion as to its 
gual. Clothes or wool may be more or less 

ne; flour may be more or less bolted, or it may 
be made from hard or soft wheat. But gold is 
chemicallya simple body, and when once refined 
perfectly homogeneous, whether it comes from 
California or Siberia, from the sands of Tran- 
sylvania or the poorer sandsof the upper Rhine. 
Let it be once brought up to any arbitrary stand- 
ard, as, say, nine tenths, and there is no difference 
in its character. But this degree of fineness must 
be established in an authentic manner, or other- 
wise transactions in this article may be arrested 
at every moment. The delicate agencies neces- 
sary for determining its value are not easily ac- 
cessible. The Government, therefore, as the rep- 
resentative of the community, after refining and 
weighing gold, puts upon it a stamp which guar- 
anties its weight and fineness. Thus the eagle, 
with the stamp of ten dollars, is a piece which, 
according to the act of Congress of 18th January, 
1837, (Statutes at Large vol. five, p. 138,) weighs 
two hundred and fifty-eight grains with nine 
tenths of gold and one tenth of alloy. The Eng- 
lish sovereign is a stamped piece of gold twenty- 
two carats fine, and of such weight.in proportion 
to the troy ounce that £3 17s. 10d. shall make 
an ounce. The French franc is a stamped piece 
of silver weighing exactly five grains and nine 
tenths fine. 

But in our country, and now especially in Cal- 
ifornia and on the Pacific coast, gold has become 
a principal article of production and exportation, 
like wheator cotton. Such is its character that 
it instinctively seeks inspection in order to secure 
a guarantee and recommendation. Now, every 
State hag its inspectors, for instance, of flour; 
pot and pearl ashes; fish, beef, and pork. In 
Massachusetts I think there have been inspectors 
of sole leather, although a hide of leather is open 
on all sides. But if gold be regarded as merchan- 
dise there is more reason for its inspection. It 
is true that it is more portable than these other 
articles; but it is also more valuable, more easily 


i lost, more easily stolen, and more provocative to 


plunder. © Therefore, itis entitled to peculiar safo- 
guards. a 

Here, then, is the case ina nutshell. Califor- 
nia is already a large exporter of gold as mer- 
chandise. Oregon is now commencing a similar 
career. But the gold there ought to have every 
advantage as merchandise which it can derive 
from the inspection of the Government. Call it 
protection, if you will; but I beg to submit that 
an interest so important, so peculiar, and so deli- 
cate, deserves this protection. 

If it be said that all this may be accomplished 
by an assay office, I reply that this does only par- 
tialy what is accomplished by the mint, The 
gold is delivered back in ingots stamped, so that 
for certain purposes it is merchandise; but the 
work is only half done. If the quantity were 
trivial, as at Charlotte and Dahlonega, then an 


| assay office would suffice; but where the supply 
ecas shall have a determined |i 


is so great as in California or Oregon, it would 
seem as if no pains ought to be spared by the 
Government to facilitate the commerce in this èr- 
ticle or to meet the desires of its producers. Now, 
it is obvious that nothing in this respect can equal 
the stamp which is put upon the national coin. 
A courtier said to Philip H of Spain, ‘* Your 
golden ducats carry your name and your features 
over all the countries of Europe, exciting envy 
and dread. The time for cnvy and dread has 
passed; but our eagles are not idle. There is 
their inscription, E pluribus unwm, and an un- 
questionable stamp of nationality and value, 
which they carry wherever they go. 

Therefore, sir, while admitung that for the sake 
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dise, the mint must be established in such locali- 
ties as may be required by the interests of com- 
merce. 

I doubt if there would beany hesitation in this 
conclusion, if the whole subject of coinage had 
not been shrouded with a certain mystery, al- 
most like the ‘black art.’ This appears con- 
stantly. 

“£ They cannot touch me for coining ; 
Tam the king,” 

says Shakspeare; and Pope says: 
“she now contracts her vast design, 

Aud all her triumphs shrink intoa coin,” 
Like other incidents of sovereignty, coinage has 
been reserved rightfully to the Government, but 
on this account it has been little appreciated in 
its true character. People have sometimes erred 
in not seeing that the delicate laws which are ap- 
plicable to this subject must not be strained to 
Interfere with the proper regulation of the value 
of gold when it has become a principal article of 
merchandise. 

Objection is also made on the ground that a 
mint is necessarily an expensive structure. But 
this is a mistake, arising partly from the general 
mystification on this subject, and partly because 
the Philadelphia Mint, which we have all seen, is 
an expensive structure, A mint, in plain terms, 
is nothing but a foundery provided with good locks 
and keys. If it be finished elaborately and ex- 
pensively, it may attract the eye, but it does not 
become more useful. The whole system of coin- 
age has been twice changed during the present 
generation: first, by the change in assays by Gay- 
Lussac in 1830, and secondly, by the introduction 
of the Munich press worked by steam instead of 
the old hand-press with two ponderous balls as 
flies, And the Munich press itself has been much 
improved in France by Thonellier. Now,amint 
should not be so costly as not to receive easily 
all improvements. The science of metallurgy is 
sull in the progress of development, and it cannot 
be doubted that the coming generation will witness 
improvements as important as any during our 
day. The eminent French authority to whom I 
have already referred, Dumas, was in the habit 
of ridiculing the expensive edifices constructed in 
France for mints. It was his desire that the pres- 
ent mint at Paris should be surrendered to some 
public office, and the business of the mint removed 
toan open space in thesuburbs. In his report he 
has furnished estimates tending to show the small 
expense of a mint, according to his ideas, which 
should be adequate to all the coinage of France. 

If you would see how the cost ofa mint in oui 
country may swell, at least in calculations on 
paper, if not in reality, I beg to refer you to the 
memorial of the Board of Trade of Philadelphia 
in relation to the establishment ofa branch mint at 
New York in 1852. But the mint pictured here 
isanything but the simple foundery which I have 
described, or the workshop which the Senator 
from Oregon asks you to authorize. 

Mr. President, I hope that I have not occupied 
too much time with thisstatement. I have been 
led tomake it in order to show that in differing from 
the Committee on Finance I have not proceeded 
without proper consideration. There are several 
topics connected with the subject to which I 
have not alluded, because I desired to confinemy 
remarks to the points in issue. ‘There are also 
details as to the costof coinageina well-regulated 
mint, involving the question of seigniorage, and 
the essential difference between the systems of 
England and France, which I should be glad to 
present; but I have saidenough. Thereis, how- 
ever, one practical remark, tounded on the ex- 
ample of Spain, which I venture to add. Itwas 
the habit of this Power to require that the initial 
of the place of coinage should appear on every 
piece, so that the coin from Madrid bore an M; 
Seville borean S; and that from Mexico bore an 
Mo, This precaution rendered each mint respons- 
ible for its own work. In France also every mint 
has its own special mark. The coins struck at 
Paris bear the letter A. Perhapsa similar require- | 
mentin ouz uwncountry might have an influence | 
in stimulating greater care in the several mints, || 
by creating an honorable rivalry. 

There is one other remark which 1 would make 
before I close. Muchstress has been placed upon 
the opinion of the Director of the Mint at Phila- 


; ments against this measure. H 
rested his case on the letter which was read, and | 


delphia. Indeed the whole case against the pro- 
posed mint has been allowed to rest on his letter, || 
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which begins so whimsically. I hope that I have 
not spoken of him too freely; but since his au- 
thority has been invoked, I have been led to ask 
if there were anything in his studies or scientific 
attainments calculated to render hima court with- 
out appeal on this question. Itis obvious that 
his position for the ume being subjects him to in- 
fluences hostile to new mints. He naturally seeks 
to amplify his jurisdiction, and to keep the tide 
of gold from ebbing away from his marble build- 
ing. Perhaps I do not use too strong language 
if | say that he is under inducements to play the 
pedant for his own mint, and to quote it against 
every other mint, At all events, I think the Sen- 
ate will be satisfied that on the present oceasion 
he ought to be overruled. 

Mr. NESMITH. Mr. President, the history 
which the Senator from Maine has given of this 
bill I believe is substantially correct. Some time 
in the early part of the session I introduced a bill 
providing for the establishment of a branch mint 
of the United States at Portland, Oregon, asd it 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. The 
committee, however, reported back adifferent bill, 
one providing for the establishment of an assay 
office at Carson City, in the Territory of Nevada, 
and for the establishment of an assay office at the 
Dalles, in Oregon. ‘Phe bill as reported by the 
committee, and to which I believe the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance raises no objection 
at this time, provides for an appropriation of 
$75,000 for the purpose of establishing an assay 
office at the Dalles, in Oregon, When the bill 
came before the Senate I moved to strike out the 
ninth section containing that provision and to in- 
sert in lieu of it my original bill for the establish- 
mentofabranch mint,the only difference being that 
Portland was stricken outand the Dalles was in- 
serted, and an appropriation proposed of $100,000 
for the establishment of a branch mint in place of 
$75,000 for the establishment of an assay office. 

My amendment was adopted giving usa branch 
mint in place of an assay office. It was adopted 
after the question had beenargued atsome length, 
A few days ago, when my amendment was 
adopted, the Senator from Maine manifesting to 
this measure, as he has to almost everything else 
relating to our State, a very decided hostility, 
when he found that he was beaten upon the vote 
adopting the amendment, resorted to parliament- 
ary tactics in order that he might have an oppor- 
tunity to reconsider the vote by which it was 
adopted. That was proper enough, perhaps; I 
make no complaint of it. He found himself at 
that time, however, in a dilemma. In order that 
the reconsideration. should be acted upon, it was 
necessary that it should be done then, while the 
bill was in Committee of the Whole. The Chair 
reminded him of that fact. He then withdrew 
his motion, and the bill now is reported to the 
Senate with my amendment adoptedg and the 
question is on his motion to strike out thatamend- 
ment which was adopted in Committee of the 
Whole. 

When the Senator gave us notice on that oc- 
casion that he intended to speak upon the bill I 
supposed he would introduce some new and con- 
vincing arguments to show to the Senate the im- 
propriety of adopting the amendment which re- 
ceived their sanctionin Committee of the Whole. 
Instead of that his speech has been simply a 
reiteration of the objections of Mr. Pollock, with 
the additional declaration that those objections 
were sanctioned by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. As I stated in my former remarks to the 
Senate on this subject, when this matter was re- 
ferred to the Secretary of the Treasury he tacitly 
admitted that he had no particular or positive in- 


formation on the subject, and therefore he referred | 


it to this man, Pollock. Pollock’s letter has been 
before the Senate, and has been read once or 
twice. I spent some time in commenting on it 
extensively; 1 do not propose to do itagain. The 
Secretary of the Treasury gave no opinion ex- 
cept what was based upon Pollock’s letter, and 


merely reiterated Pollock’s arguments, gave none | 


other, simply concurring in what Mr. Pollock had 
said. Neither has the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance produced any additional argu- 
He has apparently 


which was written by Mr. Pollock, and indorsed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Pollock, 
though he may be very good authority for the 


chairman of the Committee on Finance; is noau- 
thority whatever for me; and E-think that the sug> 
gestions which the Senator from. Massachusetts 
has made in the speech which he ‘has been so 
kind as to make in favor of this measure, entirely 
disposed of him. by showing that his weakness 
got the advantage of him, and that ‘he was con 
trolled by selfish motives for the purpose of keep- 
ing the Mint and the- coinage at Philadelphia. 

Two years.ago there -was a proposition before 
the Senate to establish a branch mint at Denver, 
in Colorado Territory. This same process. of 
reference was then gone through with, : It was 
referred to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the Secretary of the Treasury, as in the present 
instance, referred the matter to Mr. Pollock. Mr. 
Pollock, for some reason or other, then found it 
necessary to have a branch mint established at 
Denver, in Colorado Territory; and he made a 
favorable report, notwithstanding the fact that the 
production of the mines in that Territory for the 
four preceding years had amounted to but about 
four million dollars, while last year the accumu- 
lation of gold in Oregon from our own State and 
the surrounding Territories amounted ‘to. about 
fifteen million dollars, witha prospect of its being 
doubled or trebled during the present year. Mr. 
Pollock is hardly consistent with himself. He 
stated then that it was absolutely necessary to e8- 
tablish a branch mint for a Territory producing 
upon the average $1,000,000 a year; but he now 
finds reasons why there should not be a branch 
mint conceded to a portion of a Territory pro- 
ducing $15,000,000 a year. On that occasion the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance was either 
misled by Mr. Pollock or else he was diverted 
from his usual good judgment. When he pre- 
sented that measure to the Senate, with the in- 
dorsement of Mr. Pollock and the indorsement of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, the honorable chair- 
man said: 

“Jt has been the policy of the Government to establish 
branch mints wherever it has been thought they -were 
needed on account of the great yield of gold. in particular 
districts, and their distance from the existing mints. We 
have bad a branch mint at New Orleans, without any very 
good reason for it that I could ever see,” * à + wo % 
“ This region, however?— 

Referring to Colorado— 

“js at a very great distance”? : 

Not quite so great a distance as Oregon or Idaho, 

I would remind the Senator— 
“and the yield is large and is increasing very much every 
year; and it seems to me t0 be unwise to compel the trand- 
portation of gold from that section of country to this coast 
to be minted, and then tosend it back again inthe shape of 
coin to meet the necessities of the Government and the 
people there. They bave, indeed, found it necessary to es- 
tablish private mints.” 

That is as conclusive an argument as I could 
offer for the establishment of a mint in Oregon— 
that very argument which the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance offered in favor of the es- 
tablishment of a branch mint for a people who 
were producing about one million dollars a year; 
and I submit to him that it is not very consistent 
in him to undertake to refuse a mint to a people 
who are producing fifteen or twenty million a 
year, and who are two or three times as far from 
the seat ofthe central Government. 

As to the question of additional expense to the 
Government, I stated before that my amendment 
adds only $25,000 to the appropriation contained 
in the bill which has the sanction of the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance and his committee. 
Mr. Pollock’s own report of last year shows that 
the Government is in the habit of imposing a 
charge upon the coinage of gold sufficient to pay 
the expenses of separating and of coining. There 
can therefore be no additional expense tothe Gov- 
ernment. ILis a mere question of policy and a 
question of finance whether the gold shall be 
coined in the neighborhood where it is produced 
and where the producers can-at least have some 
of the benefit of it,or whether they shall be com- 
pelled to send it to San Francisco or to Philadel- 
phia. ‘The reports of Mr. Pollock and his own 
letter of two years ago are conclusive on that sub- 
ject. In that letter he said: 

“In view of the increased production of gold builion 
from that section”— : 

Referring to Colorado— 

“and the delay, expense, and inconvenience =- 

The very things we complain of— 


“attending its transmission tothe Mint for coinage, and to 
aid in diffusing a metallic Currency throughout our west- 
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érv States, the’ establishment ofa branch mint in that re- 
gion, for the coinage of goid; would be in accordance with 
the policy of past legislation in similar cases, and no more 
than just.. Having but little information in relation to the 
different commercial points in the same, [ am not able to 
say whether the city of: Denver is the most advantageous 
point, all. things being considered, for locating the proposed 
branch. mint,” 

: It would sëem that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance has. seen some new light which 
has caused him to turiw a sharp corner. He must 
have been convinced: by the “disintegrating” 
argument of Pollock, that the establishment of 
_branch mintsis likely to destroy the Government! 
Fean sée no other reason for this change. I think 
he was right then, and I think he is wrong now. 
He perhaps thinks that he is right now; but if he 
i8,if he has come to that conclusion, he must ad- 
mit that he was wrong then. 

One objection which Mr. Pollock brings against 
the establishment of this branch mint is the cost 
of transporting acids, and especially nitric acid, 
which is necessary to the separation of the gold 
from the silver. That question did not occur to 
Mr. Pollock two years ago when he was in favor 
of establishing a branch mint at Denver, when it 

. was known that the cost of transporting any ma- 
terial from New York to Denver amounted to $100 
aton. The cost of transporting articles from New 

York to Portland, on the Pacific coast, amounts 
to twenty-five dollarsa ton. We have therefore 
seventy-five dollars per ton in favor of the latter 
place, which he now opposes, as against the place 
he was then in favor of. Butin fact the cost of 
the transportation of the acids necessary for the 
separation of this bullion is nota question in issue. 
The fact is that the nitric-acid, the most expensive 
article, and that which is most used in the sepa- 
ration of gold and silver, is made in San Francisco 
and used there, 

Mr. COLLAMER. Allow metoask the gen- 
tleman a single question. { want to know whether 
all the purposes of which he Speaks will not be 
answered by an assay office? 

Mr. NESMITH. They will not. 
tocome to that presently, 
of transportation of acids is not a question of de- 
bate in the consideration of this subject, the acids 
being made in California. The component parts 
of the nitric acid being brought from Mexico and 
manufactured in San Francisco, there can be but 
little additional cost; and I apprehend that if a 
mint be established in Oregon as in San Francisco, 
and a demand created there for the article, it will 
be produced there. That disposes of the entire 
argument ag to the costs of acids.’ 

A word in relation to the question of the differ- 
ence between an assay office anda mint, The 
people of our country have been subjected to 
great inconvenience for the want of coin as a cir- 
culating medium, Aslexplained the other day, 
the law which you passed making greenbacks 
the currency of the country and a legal tender 
does not apply there. No man receives them or 
pays them out as money, unless he does so un- 
der the judgment of a court, and but few resort 
to them even in that extremity. Your paper is 
regarded there as a merchantable modity, 
bought and sold for its value in coin the mar- 
ket. The theory prevails on this side of the con- 
tinent, I know, that gold fluctuates; that it goes 
down to 150 to-day and goes up to 190 to-mor- | 
row; the gold dollar that is worth 150 to-day 
enriches its owner to-morrow by being worth 190. 
But on our coast, perhaps from ignorance orstu- 
pidity, or from the want of a proper appreciation 
of these fine questions of finance which seem to 
be understood so well by some gentlemen here, 
we have taken a different view. We regard the 
gold dollar as the standard of value without ref- 
erence to what the greenbacks or the paper of the | 
Government may be worth. Some days the pa- 
per dollar with us is worth seventy or eighty 
cents, other days fifty or sixty cents. The value 
of the gold dollar there is never affected; the fluc- 
tuation is in your paper money. Paper money 
not being the currency of that country, we are 
compelled to have some sort of circulatin me- } 

dium for the accommodation of the people. Here. 
tofore, foreign countries have taken ad vantage of | 
our extremity,and have sent in from Mexico and | 
Centraland South America, and France and Eng- 
land, coins which have been disposed of in the 


I propose 
Í say now that the cost 


purchase of gold dustand bullion at anenhanced | 
value, and then have become our circulating me- 


; Francisco, 


dium at an appreciation causing a loss tous. For 
instance, a Bolivian dollar, which is worth about 
ninely-six cents, we are compelled to take for a 
dollar; a French five-frane piece, which is worth 
ninety-four or ninety-five cents, is in the same 
position; the Peruvian, Mexican, or Central 
American doubloon, which is intrinsically worth 
only about $15 50 or $15 60, is always imposed 
on us at the full value of an ounce, $16; and so 
with all the other currency. We therefore suffer 
a depreciation of ten or fifteen per cent. generally 
in the use of foreign coins when we are com- 
pelled to convert them into funds which can be 
used upon this side, The consequence has been 
that we have either been driven to that extremity 


or every man has heen compelled to go about as | 


I have seen men with a pair of scales and small 
weights in his pocket to weigh out the money 
necessary for the business transactions between 
neighbor and neighbor, and this, too, being done 
all the time when we have the extensive minting 
facilities which Mr. Pollock applauds so at Phil- 
adelphia. It is true the money might be coined 
there; but for all practical purposes, so far as we 
are concerned, the Mint might as well be in the 
moon: we derive no practical benefit from it. 
The Senator from Vermont asks me to what 
extent these troubles would be removed by an as- 
say office. In reply I willsay to the Senator that 
we already have assay offices there; and we look 
upon an assay office from this Government as no 
great boon, Any man who has money enough 
to buy a wagon load of coal and a bottle of nitric 
acid can set up an assay office, and charge foras- 
saying our bullion, and ascertaining the exact 
value of it, and he charges no more than the Gov- 
ernment does under similar circumstances. The 
money is run into immense bars or. ingots, each 
as big as a brick; they cannot be used for circu- 
lation; they are no part of the circulating medium 
of the country; they becomea commodity of com- 
merce, and are bought and sold. We are com- 


pelled to part with them at a sacrifice of twenty | 


per cent, if they are sent to Philadelphia, or fif- 
teen per cent. if sent to San Francisco, in order 
to have them converted into coin. 
the circulating medium of the country; we make 
this sacrifice in order to transfer them into some- 
thing that we can make the circulating medium. 

We make no objection to submitting to any 
additional expense in order to have our dust or 
bullion converted into that which can be uscd as 
a circulating mediam; and the reports of Mr. 


Pollock and the history of the Mint show that | 


the Government is in the habit of making that 
charge. ‘lo that we make no demurrer. Weare 
willing to be taxed to any extent, and weare willing 
to pay every dollar of additional expense in order 
to have our dust converted into coin, rather than be 
compelled to circulate the dust or the bullion. 

Mr. COLLAMER. 
what is the cost of carrying it to San Francisco 
and having it coined there? 

Mr. NESMITH. The freight and insurance 
will cost about five percent. Ihave paidashigh 
as six. My colleague who was home last sum- 
mer tells-me that the express charges independent 
of insurance were two and a half percent. The 


| voyage to San Francisco isa long and dangerous 
| one. It is more than a thousand miles by water 


‘over a dangerous bar at the mouth of the Colum- 
bia river, and the cost of having the gold taken 


down and returned by that route, including the || 
| detention at San Francisco, amounts, as a usual 


thing, to from ten to fifteen percent. Supposing 
the production, as was estimated last year by men 
who were conversant with all the facts, to be 
$15,000,000, you can estimate what amount weare 
taxed for transportation and coinage, 

We have nothing to say about the mint at San 
Whether you enlarge or diminish it 
it does not affect us either one way or the other. 
What we ask of Congress is to relieve us from 
thisimmense tax. In place ofan assay office give 


They are not | 


I will ask the gentleman | 


us a branch mint, where we are willing and able | 


to have our gold converted into coin. ‘I'he neces- 
sary increase whichis demanded by the Commit- 
tee on Finance—an appropriation of $300,000— 
for the enlargement of the branch mint at San 
Francisco grows precisely out of this fact, and 
this is the condition of affairs: the gold is sent 
there in such superabundance from. Ovegon, and 
Idaho, and Washington Territory that they are 


i unable to coin it, and therefore they demand 


greater facilities than they haveat present. We 
have nothing to say in relation to that. We 
neither demand that you shall give itor withhold 
it; but we do demand that you shall give us what 
we think we are justly entitled to. 

As the distinguished Senator from Massachu- 
setts very well remarked, there is a great deal of 
mystery and humbug about this question of a 
mint. Everybody who undertakes to talk about 
it seems to surround it with some mysterious and 
incomprehensible dignity. As I stated the other 
day, itis nothing but a mere workshop or factory 
where an article produced by a certain portion of 
the people is worked up for the convenience of 
the people themselves. Asa proof of the absurd- 
ity of the theory which Mr. Pollock urges that 
there are ample minting facilities at the Mint. in 
Philadelphia and the mint in San Francisco, I 
merely refer to the history of the last year. 

It proves another thing. It overturns com- 
pletely his argument that gold will seek that point 
for coinage where it can be coined the cheapest. 
That is not true. It is coined about nine cents per 
ounce cheaper at Philadelphia than it is at San 
Francisco. If the argument of Mr. Pollock is 
correct why did not the entire gold production of 
that region last year go to Philadelphia, where it 
could be coined nine cents per ounce cheaper than 
it could be in San Francisco? The fact was that 
the increased cost of transportation was more than 
nine cents per ounce. It was some forty or fifty 
cents an ounce; and therefore the gold did not go 
to Philadelphia. I apprehend that in a few years, 
if the country is accommodated as it should be 
with mints, no gold will go there, and there will 
be a necessity for removing the Mint from that 
point to some other point more convenient where 
gold is produced. 

Other countries, as has been suggested by the 
|| Senator from Massachusetts, have not been bound 
i! up by the policy which has been indicated by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance; neither 
has our own country hitherto. We had three or 
four branch mints established at different points. 
The Senator from Massachusetts states that there 
are some fiveorsix in France. With the history of 
| that Iam not familiar, but I know heis. Iknow 
that in Mexico this coinage is deprived of that 
mysterious dignity which Pollock throws around 
it, and it is let out by contract, and men bid so 


|| much for making the money. Individuals do it, 


|| in place of, as in our case, the Government doing 
it. Itis thrown open to free and fair competition, 
and the men who obtain the contract deduct the 
amount of their compensation from the bullion 
which is deposited in their hands for the purpose 
of coinage. ‘They pay themselves, the Govern- 
ment granting the permit; and I apprehend it is 
|i so in all countries; or at least I apprehend the 
|| policy which proposes to contract our coinage fa- 
cilities to one particular point does not prevail 
| anywhere else. 

i | dt is true that the Mint in Philadelphia with an 
|| immense establishment may be able to coin al 
| the bullion of the country. l suppose it is. [ 
might answer that by saying that the saw-mills 
in Maine are capable of sawing all the saw-logs 
we can produce in Oregon; but it does not neces- 
i| sarily follow that we had better take our saw-logs 
i from Oregon to Maine and have them sawed into 
lumber there and then take the lumber back to 
| Oregon. I should think the better way would be 
to build mills among ourselves. 

So I may say of the codfish which abound on 
the native coasts of the Senatorfrom Maine. Be- 
cause, perhaps, they have not Jand enough in 
Maine to dry them on when they are caught, 
would it be wise in them to undertake to send 
; them to Oregon, where we have expansive prairies 


jj on which they might be spread out? I appre- 


i hend it would be cheaper and better for them to 
| purchase land in Maine or extend their facilities 
m some way and do the business where the article 
itself is produced. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him a question? ; 

Mr. NESMITH. Certainly, with great pleas- 
ure. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to know 
how much of the gold found in the region the 
Senator represents remains there necessarily for 
use? Whatamount of it is retained there for the 
ordinary use of the people whe are carrying on 
business there? 


s 


1864. 


7. 


Mr. NESMITH. That is a question that the 
Senator from Maine ought to be more able to 
answer than myself. He is an able financier, the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, and he 
ought to know, it is his duty to know, all about 
the origin, production, coinage, and distribution 
of the precious metals. It is his business to 
know it, not mine. : 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator knows what 
the business of Oregon is much better than I do. 
I was never there, and do not know so much 
about it. I supposed with reference to the affairs 
of his own State that he might be able to inform 
me. I confess my ignorance as to what amount 
of coin is necessary to do the business of his 
State. 

Mr. NESMITH. To be candid with the Sen- 
ator from Maine, that is a question which Iam 
unable to answer. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Is not vastly the largest 
portion of itexparted? . 

Mr. NESMITH. It is like the codfish of 
Maine, distributed throughout the country; it 
goes everywhere. [Laughter.] 

- Mr. FESSENDEN. Does it come back? 

Mr. NESMITEH. Sometimes it comes back; 
it fluctuates. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. The codfish does not 
come back. [Laughter.] 

Mr.NESMITH. The gold does not generally 
come back, because itis an article that we pro- 
duce constantly. 

Mr, FESSENDEN. I suppose the Senator 
understands my question. ls not very much the 
largest part of the gold produced there exported? 
Does it not go away not to return? 

Mr. NESMITH. I admit thatagreat portion 
of it does, 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator is arguing 
precisely as if none of it went out, or if it did that 
it came directly back. ` 

Mr.NESMITH. It does not all go out or all 
come back; but I admit a very great portion of 
it goes out. ; 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does it not go to San 
Francisco where there*is a mint? 

Mr.NESMITH. Netallof it. Let me illus- 
trate this matter. Suppose the Senator from 
Maine, who is an industrious man, wasa resident 
of Oregon, and had produced one hundred ounces 
of gold dust. That one hundred ounces of gold 
dust, we will say, might coin him twenty dollars 
if he had it at the Mint in Philadelphia, and out 
of that he would be compelled to pay the expense 
of coinage. He wishes to make a remittance to 
the East and he desires to use the gold dust, the 
intrinsic value that he has in his hand. He goes 
to an express company or a banking house and 
he says, “ Here are one hundred ounces in gold 
dust, which, coined into money, would be worth 
twenty dollars. Now I desire you to pay sucha 
person that amountoreclse transmit this Hast and 
let him get it coined there.’”’? Their answer would 
be, It is only worth fifteen or sixteen dollars 
here.” They would pay him the Wepreciated 
amount that gold dust was selling for in the mar- 
ket, on account of the superabundance of that 
material produced there and the scarcity of coin 
to redeem it. That very fact, the absence of coin, 
which would be remedied by the measure I pro- 


pose, depreciates the gold dust in his hands some | 


three or four Negra an ounce, and he is 
compelled to-submitta that depreciation in order 
to make his gold dust available. 

Now [ think, in the present condition of the 
country, when we are overwhelmed with an im- 
mense debt, when the people of that remote 
region are struggling, as they have been for years, 
to open up the country, to develop the mines, to 
develop those vast resources of wealth which lie 
hidden among their mountains and upon which 
you must rely to discharge the liabilities you 
are now incurring, it will only be fair and just 
and good policy for Congress to do everything 
in their power to encourage that development. 
Everything that you do in the way of giving 
those people facilities for realizing the value of 
the gold for which they delve in the earth is so 
much done to increase the development of that 
country. The time will come, when that country 
is developed, when the Government will want to 
make those lands available. They will want to 
sell them or to realize money from them. They 
will want to hold them as a resource toward 


| aying the great accumulation of national. debt. 


i the time of the Senate than I desired to do on 


| in my opinion, by the pertinacious opposition 


| tended to say a word in thisdiscussion, for really 


i she wants on account of the advantage which it 


! a gentleman of his standing and ability that this 


| from Massachusetts comes upon him with the 


| tegration??? 


ject him to this storm of ridicule. 


s it not therefore good policy in us to do-all in 
our power to make them more valuable? The 
question now before us is only the mere differ- 
ence between $75,000 and $100,000. My amend- 
ment proposes an appropriation of $100,000, and 
that of the Committee on Finance $75,000. I 
think that Ís a mere paltry consideration. 

Mr. President, I have occupied much more of 


this question, but it has been rendered necessary, 


which this measure has met on the part of the 
Senator from Maine; and, unfortunately for me, 
for some reason or other, all my measures meet 
with opposition from that quarter. Before I sit 
down, perhaps I ought to tender to the distin- 
guished Senator from Massachusetts my kind re- 
gards for coming to my rescue in this important | 
crisis of our State. 


Mr. COWAN. Mr. President, I had not in- 


whether there shall be a mint in Portland, Ore- 
gon, or whether there shall not, amounts to very 
httle with me. E trust that the day will never 
come here when I shall be willing to procure for 
my own State a favor at the expense of another, 
or to prevent another State from obtaining what 


might be to mine to withhold from her herdesires. 

But, Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of 
saying one word in regard to Governor Pollock, 
who has been assailed here in my opinion ina 
very unjustifiable manner. He has been held up 
to ridicule before the eyes of the nation in a body 
where he has no opportunity to be heard, no 
chance toreply. 1 thinkitisexceedingly unfair io 


should be done. First he was assailed the other 
day by the light artillery of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Oregon, whose barbs everybody knows 
are admirably pointed and sometimes keenly | 
poisoned. This is sentabroad allover the coun- 
try for.the purpose of rendering Governor Pollock 
ridiculous. But to sum up, to-day the Senator 


heavy artillery and attempts to crush him down 
on the ground that he isa pedant, and that, ow- 
ing to his place, his judgment has been warped, 
and that he has not given that opinion to the 
country which perhaps he would have done if he 
had beenunbiased. All I havetosay of Govern- 
or Pollock is that he isagentleman and ascholar. 
His education has been perhaps very much that 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 1t was lib- 
eral in his youth. In his profession he obtained 
distinction, and as a statesman I believe he has 
won the applause of his fellow-countrymen. He 
has been promoted to the chief magistracy of the 
State in which he Jives, and he has also occupied 
a seat in the Halls of Congress. 

Mr. NESMITH. I begleave to ask the Sen- : 
ator whether his promotion has occurred since he | 
wrote that letter? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COWAN. I will attend to the Senator i 
from Oregon and answer his question directly. 

This is Governor Pollock. Now if this man, į 
when requested by his superior officer to give his |; 
opinion upon a question of fact, gives it fairly and 
honestly, and if, too, as the Senator from Mas- || 
sachusetts says, they are very good reasons all ; 
but one, why should he be assailed for that one? ; 
Why should he be turned into ridicule because ; 
he happened to use the phrase ‘< national disin- | 
I beg these learned Senators to re- | 
member that that phrase ‘national disintegra- |; 
tion” includes a great question, a question mooted || 
long ago, as long ago, Í think, as the conquestof | 
Persia by Alexander. It was the question which | 
the Scythian decided by setting his feet on the 
center of the ox hide. Iam free to say that | i, 
have no very distinct opinion about it. [do not H 
say whether you can bind the nation morestrongiy | 
together by knitting it upon the center, or whether ; 
you can preserve it harmonious by distributing || 
your favors equally all over it, putting a mint in j; 
every State, an arsenal in every State, a foundery || 
in every State, and a navy-yard in every State. |i 
Gentlemen may very well differ about all that; i 
but the fact, whether a man expressed an opinion | 
one way or another, ought not, I think, to sub- l 


Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Will the Senator from į 
Pennsylvania tell the Senate how it was that Gov- | 


ernor Pollock recommended a: branch faint 
Denver and denounced:one at Portland? 3° 

Mr. COWAN. Mr: President, | am’ not here’ 
prepared to say that-Govertior Pollock may not 
have done a great many inconsistent things iù his 
lifetime. Iam not here to be the sponsor ‘of his 
past life. Iam here, however, to say that Dam 
unwilling that he shall be unfairly treated; that 
he shall: be made ridiculous ‘in the eyes of the 
nation for that which will not warrant it. have 
only to say that Governor Pollock might complain 
with Hamlet in his encounter with the grave- 
digger: ae i 

“« We nuust speak by the card, or equivocation willundo 
us. By the Lord, Horatio, these three years I have taken 
note of it; the age is grown so picked, that the toe of the 
peasant comes so near the heel of the courtier, he galis his 

Which of. your officers will be willing to give ` 
an opinion to his superior officer to be read in the 
Senate if, for some inadvertent phrase of this kind, 
if, for some opinion which does notcoincide with 
the views of those who advocate particular meas- 
ures, he is to be held up to the scorn and derision 
of the nation? 

Mr. President, I hope this will not be hereaf- 
ter. Surely those who do this are not aware of 
the injury and wrong they may inflict upon a 
kindly heart and a genial soul in this way, Iam 
sure that the Senator from Oregon would not. de- 
sire to hurtany one’s feelings inany way, and Iam 
equally sure that the Senator from Massachusetts 
would not mean to reflect personally upon Gov- 
ernor Pollock. 

That is all { have to say. Ihave notattempted 
to influence the Senate one way or the other with 
regard to the measure which the Senator from Ore- 

on has at heart. F shall be perfectly satisfied if 

e succeeds init. I have no feeling one way or 
the other; but I think it due to Governor Pollock 
that he should not be assailed in this wise with- 
out a single word being said in his behalf. 

Mr. NESMITH. 1 was under the impression 
that I did not assail Governor Pollock the other 
day. I read a very short.extract from his letter 
and saw fit to comment on that, as I supposed I 
had a right todo, I have seen Presidents’ mes- 
sages commented on,and every paper that is pro- 
duced from any ofthe Departments is open to criti- 
cism here. I think the most cutting criticism that 
could have been made on Governor’s Pollock’s 
letter would have been to publish the whole of it 
to an intelligent community and allow them to 
read it, Notwithstanding all the absurdities it 
contains, it has, as I said the other day, found 
advocates on this foor. I did not object to thats 
but I did object a little the other day when the 
Senator from Wisconsin brought his battery ofar- 
tillery to bear against me and ridiculed my speech, 
saying there was not a single ray of reason in it, 
while he admitted there was some wit. After he 
had thoroughly disposed of me, now I find my- 
self attacked by the very distinguished Senator 
from Pennsylvania, and he quotes Shakspeare 
to make the thing conclusive. Ihave not read 
much of Shakspeare, or of any other books; but 
I do recollect having read in my youth a classic 
work which I believe iscalled “ Mother Goose’s 
Melodies,” and these distinguished Senators re- 
mind me of that work where it says: 


“ The bull-frog cocked his tail on high 
And went bounding o’er the plain, 
The bumble-bee went thundering by, 
Aud then came down the rain.” 
(Great laughter.] 

We have had a striking parallel in this case, 
and Pollock has been vindicated witha vengeance! 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Ido not mean to continue 
the debate} but I feel bound to allude to one or 
two things stated by the Senator from Oregon. 
I shall not attempt to imitate or copy cither one 
Senator or the other in their poetical quotations. 
They quoted according to their tastes, | suppose, 
and according to their reading. 

The Senator from Oregon has read an extract 
from some remarks that I made in the Senate 
when the branch mint at Denver was established. 
I believe it is true, as I stated then, that the pol- 
icy of the Government had been to establish these 
branch mints; and in the report that 1 then made 
to the Senate on the subject, 1 was influenced in 
my judgment by that policy, and by the advice 
which į received from quarters upon which I felt 
I had a right to rely. But now a different ques- 
tion is presented to us by distinguished authority, 
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from distinguished quarters; and that is, as we f 
‘gee our gold fields enlarging, whether we will 
continue that policy of erecting a branch mint in 
almostevery State where it is-called for, or whether 
we will adopt a different policy. As to the ques- 
tion of. expense, the mere expense of erectinga 
building. is not so great; but Senators must re- 
flect that very considerable expense is necessarily 
incurred in-the operations of these branch mints; 
andthatis an annualexpense. I confess myself, 
with the rest.of the committee, a convert to. the 
idea that we had. better stop where we were in 
relation-to the matter. If the Senator is of a dif- | 
ferent opinion, I have no objection. 

When this subject was last under considera- | 
tion. l asked to have it go over, that I might say 
something upon it, although, as the Senator from 
Oregon intimates, I have said nothing new or 

` original. I made that request because | believed 
the Senate had acted rather hastily and under the 
influence of personal appeals from the Senator 
from Oregon in adopting the amendment, and | 
wished before the vote on concurring in the amend- 
ment was taken,as it was my duty to do, to pre- 
sent the question more distinctly to the Senate. 
I did not suppose I could add anything to the 
argument in relation to it. I did not have much 
hope then, and [ have not now, of defeating the 
amendment. I should not have had much hope 
of doing so even without the addition of what my | 
friend from Pennsylvania calls the hexvy artil- 
Jery of the Senator from Massachusetts that has 
been brought to bear upon it. Theresult, I take | 
it, would bave beenthesame. Itseemsthat more | 
persons than myself can change their opinions on | 
questions, and within a very much shorter time. 
What the reasons may be for that change, whether 
owing to personal appeals and to expected com- | 
pliments In return, 1 do not know, and itis not 
for me to say. 

As I said before, it is a matter of no conse- 
quence to me, individually, whether this report | 
of the Comfhittee on Finance shall be adopted or 
not. I am equally satisfied either way, except 
ihat'my judgment goes one way, and if the opin- 
ion of the Senate is against it I shall regretit only 
so far as that lam not convinced. If they choose 
to spend more money on branch mints, so be it; 
l have done my duty. . + . 

But one word more; and that is what I prin- | 
cipally rose to say, It is very unjustin the Sen- | 
ator from Oregon or any other Senator to ander- 
take to say that lam not favorable to his individual 
propositions. I am not aware that I have par- 
ticularly opposed the propositions of the Senator 
from Oregon, I do not stop to inquire who pro- 
poses or who advocates a measure, who intro- 
duced it of who is in favor of it or who is against 
it, Tact upon no such principle here in any case, | 
aud no Senator can with truth charge me with it, 
I am in something of an unfortunate position. 
l am obliged to examine a very great variety of | 
questions involving appropriations‘ of money, | 
That becomes my duty; and very frequently the 
questions come up here, coming from other com- | 
mittees, involving appropriations of money, and 
come up so suddenly that I have had no time to 
examine them, Still it becomes my duty to get 
that time if I can, and to inquire into them, and 
if my judgment is against them to express that 
opinion to the Senate. That is a responsibility 
which I think rests upon me; and consequently || 
I come in collision very frequently with the fa- 
vored projects of Senators. That isa necessity |; 
arising from the very circamstances in which I jt 
find myself placed.” I beg Senators to assure | 
themselves that I never examine a question or 
give an opinion upon it having the slightest ref- 
erence or being in the slightest degree affected by 
the Senator who happens to offer it or who hap- 
pens to be interested in it. Certainly, if I were | 
disposed to exercise my judgment in that way, | 
the Senator from Oregon is one of the last Sena- 
tors in this body I should select forany such oper- 
ation, because our relations have always been per- 
ivedy friendly, and I have recognized the propri- 
ery of his action here, and the zcal and manliness 
with which he has supported the Government in | 
its present struggle, and my feelings toward him | 
and toward his colleague have always been most 
kind, 

Now, therefore, 1 beg Senators to judge my 
action by the action itself, and to ask themselves 


whether, if I neglect the duty which | think ig im- | 


posed upon me, J shall be acting conscientiously | 


asa Senator and right. That is al] } have to say 
in reference to the remarks of the Senator from 
Oregon, disclaiming the imputation which he 
seeks to place upon me, and saying, as I do most 
firmly and most distinctly to Senators all around 
me, that I shal! continue in the course I have bith- 
erto followed with reference to that matter, be- 
cause such I conceive to be my duty, and I shall 
do itatall hazards so longas I have a seat in this 
body. i 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Antnony | 


in the chair.) The question is on concurring in 
the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole. j 

Mr. FESSENDEN. On that question I desire 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUCKALEW.. I desire to know whether 
an amendment is now in order. If it is, 1 move 
to strike out the first eight sections of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question 
will first be taken on concurring in the amend- 


tent made as in Committee of the Whole, and | 
the Senator can offer his amendment after that | 


question has been disposed of, 
Mr. HOWARD. [hope the amendment will 
be again reported. 


Mr. NESMITH. I will state to the Senator 


from Michigan whatitis substantially, The bill, | 


as reported by the Committee on Finance, pro- 
vides for an assay office at Dalles City, Oregon, 
and appropriates $75,000 for that purpose. ‘The 


amendment which is now pending, and which is 
now to be voted upon, provides for the establish- 
ment of a branch mintin Oregon, and makes an 
appropriation of $100,000, a diiference of $25,000. 
That is the whole of it. 

Mr. HOWARD. I withdraw the call for the 
reporting of the amendment. 

Mr. COLLAMER. I understood from the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, who has just taken 


his seat, that he desired to make the amendment í 


which he has suggested because it had a bearing 
on the question of this very amendment; that the 
striking out of one sectionand patting in others, 
as I understood, made some different arrange- 
ment about the mint in Nevada. 

Mr. NESMITH. Itdoes not. The ninth sec- 
tion of the bill reported by the committee provides 


for the establishment of an assay office at Dalles, | 


Oregon. I move to strike out that section, and 
substitute for it the amendment which is now to 
be voted on. Theeighth section of the bill of the 
committee is in these words: 

And be it further enacted, That the act approved March 
3, 1863, entitled An act to establish a braneh mint of the 
United States in the Territory of Nevada,” is hereby re- 
pealed with the exception of the eighth section thereof. 

That is the eighth section of the bill, My 
amendment only applies to the ninth section, 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 


resulted—ycas 23, nays 15; as follows: 


YLAS-—Messrs. Carlile, Chander, Conness, Davis, Hale, | 
X > 3 2 2 


Harding, Henderson, Hendricks, Howard, Lane of Indi- 


| ana, Lane of Kansas, McDougall, Morgan, Nesmith, 


Pomeroy, Powell, Ramsey, Riddle, Sprague, Sumner, Ten 
Eyck, Wilkinson, and W iiley- e 

NAYS—Me: Anthony, Buckalew, Clark, Collamer, 
Cowan, Doolittiv, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Howe, 
Johnson, Morrill, Sherman, and Van Winkle—15. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. BUCKALEW. I now make the motion 
that I indicated before, to strike out the first cight 
sections of the bill. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. Iam very glad that this 
amendment has been moved by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, A bill was passed at the last Con- 
gress giving a mint to Nevada Territory. The 
reasons why a mint was necessary there were 
urged very strongly upon the last Congress, and 
convinced the Committee on Finance, and the bill 
passed with the concurrence of that committee. 
‘There is more silver being produced in the Ter- 


| ritory of Nevada now than in any like area in 


the world, and also a very great amount of gold. 


| Itis going now, with all the attendant expenses, 


io England, for the purpose of being coined into 
money. There is no part of the country where 
a mint would be more valuable to the people and 
more generally advantageous to the country than 
in Nevada Territory. 

Nevada, a few years sinec, was only populated 
by Indians. lt contains now a population run- 
ning up into the neighborhood of one hundred and 


fifly thousand, all engaged in the production of 
the precious metals, gold and silver. San Fran- 
cisco is the nearest point where either can be 
coined, and as is known to the Senate, the mint 
of San Francisco is not equal to the transaction 
of the business for California itself. The build- 
ing used as a mint there was bought upona Spec- 
ulative contract long years ago when gold was 
first discovered, and is not adequate even to the 
transaction of the home business; butif it were, 
the shipping of the raw material from the Terri- 
tory of Nevada to San Francisco is a charge that 
the people of that Territory should not be com- 
pelled to bear. The percentage of diference 


| would pay five times the expense of conducting 


the mint. It isthe business of the Government 
to coin money and to reduce our gold and silver 
into a form that will be available. 1 think that 
the coinage of the gold and silver brought out of 
the mountains in Nevada Territory and in Idaho, 
and in Oregon, and in California is entitled to 
quite as much consideration as the coinage up at 
the Treasary building. At some time, in the 
course of Providence, we hope that it may take 
the place of the nominal values now furnished by 
the Government. 

fam clearly, fully convinced that gentlemen in 
both branches of Congress do not appreciate the 
importance of furnishing facilities for converting 
the dust washed out of our streams and dug out 
of our hills into currency in the immediate vicin- 
ity. Gentlemen ask why we are concerned about 
this, because it passes out from among us. It 
daes pass out too much from among us, for tho 
reason that we cannot convert it into money that 
can be exchanged, and therefore gold dust must 
go out toa mint, and generally at a charge of at 
least three per cent.—it is frequently five percent. 
—which is a loss to those who produce the gold. 
For the purpose of exchange, for the purpose of 
paying indebtedness East, if it is needed here, it 
will come here; but those who earn the wealth of 
the mountains by the sweat of their brows are en- 
titled to have what they have carnedasa residuum 
that belongs to them. They live in Nevada Per- 
ritory in the particular yistance. In other in- 
stances they live in Idaho, they live in Oregon, 
they live in California; and because they have to 
send for manufactured articles and for merchan- 
dise to the East it is no reason why they should 
not in the residuum be perfectly protected; and a 
five per cent. tax or a three per cent. tax on their 
labor is an injustice, and itis thatmuch over and 
above what the cost of coining would be, 

The. bili as passed, upon full consideration, in 
favor of Nevada, I believe should be maintained 
alaw. Iseeno objection, I have heard no reason 
suggested why that great silver-producing coun- 
try, the greatest in the world, where I think about 
one hundred and fifty thousand of our men are 
now at work bringing out silver and gold from 
the mines, should not have the means of convert- 
ing the product of their labor into coin, for it is 
dug out and produced for that sole purpose. I 
see no reason why they should be taxed, for it is 
a tax of I think more than five per cent, upon 
them. {hope thatthe amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will be adopted. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AxtHoNY 
in the chair.) The amendment is to strike out 
the first eight sections of the bill. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. Itisto leave the branch 
mint in Nevada instead of an assay office. 

Mr. McDOUGALL. The proposition is to 
leave it as it was. 

Mr. BUCKALEW.. The object of the amend- 
ment is to leave Nevada and Oregon upon pre- 
cisely the same footing, on a perfect equality. 
That is all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it wasread the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. NESMITH, the title was 
amended so as to read, “A bill to establish a 
branch of the mint of the United States at Dalles 
City, in the State of Oregon.” 

NATIONAL CORRENOY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask now that the un- 
finished business of yesterday be taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The special 
order which was informally laid aside will now 
be proceeded with. 

The Senate;as in Committee of the Whole, re- 


